CJ^0n0r^ssi0tial 


ttnii 


PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES 


OF  THE 


FIRST  SESSION  OF  THE 
SEVENTY-FIRST  CONGRESS 


OF 


THE  UNITED  STATES 
OF  AMERICA 


Volume  LXXI-Part  4 


SEPTEMBER  10  to  OCTOBER  18,  1929 
(Pages  3481  to  4678) 


UNITED  STATES 

GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICB 

WASHINGTON :  1929 


X 


\1 


\ 


K{ 


€m^xtmmnl 
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[Mr.   Shipsti 

BAD]   is  absent  on 

SEN>4TE 

Tuesday,  September  10,  1929 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  9,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recess. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolution  (S.  Res.  108)  sub- 
mitted by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  is 
before  the  Senate.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  proposed 
by  *he  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaike]. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answere<l  to  their  names : 

Allen  George 

Aahurst  Gillett 

Barlcley  Glass 

l{iii>;bam  Glenn 

Bliuk  Ooff 

Blaine  Goldsboroogh 

lUtrah  Gould 

Brock  Greene 

Brookhart  Hale 

Broussard  Harris 

Capper  Harrison 

Cotinnlly  Hastings 

Couzens  Hatflold 

Dale  Hay  don 

Deneen  Hebert 

Dill  Heflin 

Edge  Howell 

Fpss  Jones 

Fletcher  Kean 

Frazler  Keyes 

Mr.  SCHALL.     My  colleague  [Mr 
account  of  illness. 

Mr.  FESS.  My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Burton]  is  detained  from  the  Chamber  by  illness.  I  ask  that 
this  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  Mc MASTER.  My  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Nobbeck]  is  nnayoidably  absent  from  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  junior  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Blease]  is  necessarily  detained  in  his  State  on  important 
business.     This  announcement  may  stand  until  his  return. 

I  desire  also  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Smith]  is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate  by 
illness  in  hi&  family.  I  will  let  this  announcement  stand  for  the 
day. 

I  wish  further  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr.  Thomas]  is  necessarily  detained  fn>m  the  Senate  on  offi- 
cial business. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Stephens]  is  necessarily  detained  from  the 
Senate  by  illness  in  his  family.  I  will  let  this  annotincement 
stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty  Senators  have  answered  to 
their  names.  A  quorum  Is  present.  The  question  is  on  the 
amendment    proposed    by    the    Senator    from    Wisconsin    [Mr. 

Bl-AINE]. 

DUTY   ON    WRAPPER  TOBACCO 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  a  tele- 
gram, which  I  ask  may  be  printed  in  the  Record  and  lie  on  the 
table,  bearing  on  the  question  of  the  duty  on  wraw^er  tobacco. 

There  being  no  otjjection,  the  telegram  was  ordered  to  He  on 
the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Rjbcord,  as  follows: 

TA.MPA,  FLA.,  Beptember  9.  tSUS. 

Hon.   DC.NCAN   U.   PLCTCniK, 

United  8tat€B  Senator: 
We  respectfully  and  most  urgently  ask  jroa  to  exert  yoor  inflnence 
and  vote  against   Schedule  6,  paragraph  601-B,  of  pending  tariff  bilL 
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This  discriminatory  provision  applies  practicaUy  only  to  Imports  of 
Cuban  leaf  and  increases  manufacturing  cost  to  a  point  ruinous  to 
clear  Havana  industry  and  its  30,000  operatives  and  dependents  ia 
Tampa.  Clear  Havana  cigars  fill  a  wide  gap  between  high-priced  im- 
ported and  popular  priced  domestic  cigars  and  their  sore  elimination 
by  the  action  of  new  schedule  proposed  in  tarifT  bill  will  have  the  effect 
of  destroying  our  business,  without  benefit  to  the  Government  or  the 
manufacturers  of  domestic  cigars.. 

The  Cioab  llAHUFAcnrsuta  Assocunoic, 

Jose  Aeango,  President. 

A.  Ramirez,  Secretary. 

BILLS   INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  NORRIS: 

A  bill  (S.  1645)  to  amend  section  876  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

A  bill  (S.  1646)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Sarah  E. 
Wagner ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SCHALL: 

A  bill  (S.  1647)  to  award  a  medal  of  honor  to  John  Bnrstad 
(with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS    TO   THE   TARIFF   BILL 

Mr.  CAPPER  submitted  two  amendments  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which 
were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

WnXIAM    B.    SHEARER 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  submit  a  resolution  and  ask  that  it  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent 
Exiienses  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Let  it  be  read. 

Mr.  BORAH.  That  may  not  be  neces-^sary.  It  is  simply  a 
resolution  covering  the  matter  of  the  investigation  of  William 
B.  Shearer  in  connection  v^ith  the  shipbuilding  corporations. 
I  understand  that  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  approve  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Very  well. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  114)  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate, 
as  follows: 

Whereas  it  appears  from  the  newspaper  reports  that  WllHam  B. 
Shearer  has  brought  suit  against  certain  shipbuilding  corporations  or 
companies  alleging  services  rendered  to  said  companies  at  the  Geneva 
Naval  Conference,  and  in  matters  connected  therewith ;  and 

Whereas  some  of  said  companies  have  been  seeking,  or  have  swjured, 
contracts  with  the  Government  of  the  United  States  for  building  certain 
vessels  or  ships  to  be  used  by  the  American  Navy  :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  or  any  subcommittee 
thereof,  be,  and  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  make  full  investigation  of  the 
alleged  activities  at  the  Geneva  Naval  Conference  and  at  the  meetings 
of  the  Preparatory  Commission,  and  in  all  matters  in  connection  there- 
with of  the  said  Shearer  and  of  the  said  shipbuilding  companies;  and 
whether  the  6ai4,.*hearer  represented  said  companies,  and  If  he  did  rep- 
resent them,  tfie  object  and  purposes  of  the  said  shipbuilding  corpora- 
tions in  employing  him  as  their  agent  or  representative.  And  said  com- 
mittee, or  any  subcommittee.  Is  hereby  authorized  to  send  for  per- 
sons, books,  and  papers,  to  administer  oaths,  and  to  employ  a  stenog- 
rapher, at  a  cost  not  exceeding  25  cents  per  hundred  words,  to  report 
such  hearings  as  may  be  had  In  connection  with  any  subject  which 
may  be  before  said  committee,  the  expenses  thereof  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate ;  and  that  the  committee,  or  any  sub- 
committee thereof,  may  sit  during  the  gessions  or  recesses  of  the  Senate. 

INLAND   WATEBWAT   FROM    NORFOLK,  VA.,   TO   BEAUFORT  IWLET,    N.   C. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  hold  In  my  hand  a  review  of 
the  reports  of  the  Army  Engineers  of  the  War  Department  of 
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certain  gnrveys  of  the  Inland  waterway  from  Norfolk,  Va.,  to 
Beaufurt  Inlet,  N.  C,  which  I  ask  may  be  printed,  with  illos- 
tratfons.  an<l  referred  to  tlie  Committee  on  Commerce. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

CONNBCTICTTT    SOLDIEKS    AND    MARINES    BTJMID    IN    ECTBOPE 

Mr.  WALCOTT.  Mr.  President.  I  have  here  a  list  of  the 
officers  und  enlisted  men  of  the  Army  and  Marine  Corps  from 
the  State  of  Connecticut  who  lost  their  lives  during  the  World 
War  and  who*<e  iKxlles  are  permanently  buried  in  Europe, 
making  a  total  of  587.  I  ask  unanlmoos  consent  that  the  list 
may  be  printt>d  in  the  Record. 

Ther*"  being  no  objection,  the  list  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Record,  aa  follows: 

Offickrs  axd  E.nlibted  MmTt  or  thx  Asut  awd  Makini  Cohps  from 
Stati  or  CoNxccTiCTT  Who  Lost  Thkik  Lives  DrsiNo  thb  World 
Wak  and  Whose  Booibs  ask  Pssmansmtlt  Bcaiao  in  Europs, 
Makino  a  Total  or  587 

Two  handred  and  oinety-siz  Army  men  are  barled  in  the  Mensf* 
Argonne  American  Cemetery.  No.  1232,  Romagne-souB-Montfancon,  Meuse, 
France. 

Two  marines  are  buried  in  the  Mease- Argonne  American  Cemetery,  No. 
1232,  Romacne-Kous-Montfaucnn,  .Meu^ie,  France. 

81xtyH>ne  Army  men  are  buried  in  the  Aisne-Mame  American  Cemetery, 
No.  1764.  Belleau,  Alsne,  Prance. 

Three  marines  are  buried  in  the  Alsne-Mame  American  Cemetery, 
No.  1764.  Belleau.  Alsne.  France. 

Twenty-three  Army  men  are  buried  in  the  Suresnes  American  Cemetery, 
No.  .^4.  Seine  (near  Paris),  France. 

Five  Army  men  are  buried  in  the  Somme  American  Cemetery,  No.  636, 
Bony.  Aisne,  France. 

Ninety-two  Army  men  are  buried  in  the  Oise-AJsne  American  Cemetery, 
No.  608,  Seringes-et-Neales,  Aiine,  France. 

One  marine  is  burled  in  the  Oise-Aisoe  American  Cemetery,  No.  608, 
Serlnges-et-Nesles,   Aisne,  France. 

One  hundred  and  two  Army  men  are  buried  in  the  St.  Mihiel  American 
Cemetery,  No.   1233,  Thiaucourt,  Meurthe-et-Moselle,  France. 

Two  Army  men  are  buried  in  the  Flanders  Field  American  Cemetery, 
No.  1252,  Waereghem,  Belgium. 

EST  TO  PUtMANBNT  AMERICAN  CRMITERIES   IN  ■CROPI 

France 

No.  1232.  Meuse-Argonne  American  Cemetery,  Romagne-sous-Mont- 
faucon.  Meuse. 

No.   1764.   Aiane-Marne  American  Cemetery,  Belleau,  Aisne. 

No.  34.  Suresnes  American  Cemetery,  Suresnes.  Seine  (near  Paris). 

No.  636.  Somme  American  Cemetery.  Bony,  Aisne. 

No.  608.  Olse-Aisne  American  Cemetery,  Seringes-et-NesIes,  Aisne. 

No.  1233.  St  Mlhlel  American  Cemetery,  Thiaucourt,  Meurthe-et- 
Uoselle. 

Betffium 

No.  1252.  Flanders  Field  American  Cemetery,  Waereghem,  Belgium. 

Englomd 
No.  107-E.  Brookwood    American    Cemetery,    Brook  wood    (near    Lon- 
don). England. 

DeetoMd  •okHert  from  Connecticut  Ihtried  in  cemeteriea  in  Europe 


Name 


nisT  DivisroN 

Ahem.  William  Donald. 

Barman.  Maorioe  F 

Karcxmarcsyk,  Marion. 

TtmO.  Evwstt  S 

Dudginsky.  John 

rtlire,  Giovanni 

Tettamanti,  Agostiao 

Voronowicx.  AJai 

Wolkowskl,  Joseph 

Zak,  Harry 

Bachman,  Oaorgs 

Bunu.  James  J 

Camarco.  Angelo 

OaHoway.  David. 

Kenney,  Frank  J 

8uss>-n.<iki,  Walter  C 

Ward.  Percy  J 

SBCOND  omaiOH 

Baltonsaitla,  Isnati 

Baranowsky.  .Vntony 

Fiorillo.  Amedeo 

Grz&nkowski.  Reward.. 

Landry.  Henry  E 

Mar*.  Oiusepps 

Waipole.  TbomM  J.  ]r. 

Creta,  Frank 

Foulds.  Uortoe 

HtUiard,  Howard  Gates. 

Trowbridge,    James 
Ueory. 


Name  and  organiiation 


Pvt.  Id.  M.a.C«.,  ISthlnf. 

Pvt.  C^.  I,  l»h  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  D,  mblnt 

Pvt  Co.  D,  ISthlnl 

Pvt.  Co.  A.  asth  Inf 

Pvt.  M.  O.  Co  .  Mth  Inf.... 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  aeth  In/. 

Pvt.  Co.  E.  2Stta  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  26th  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  D,  asth  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  2«h  Inf 

Pvt.  Co  K.  asthlnf 

Pvt.  Co.  M.  28th  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  F.  asth  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  3d  M.  O.  Bn... 
Bugi.  Bty.  B.  7th  Fid.  Art.. 
Pvt.  Bty.  B.  7th  Fid.  Art... 


Pvt.  Co.  0, 0th  Inf 

Pvt  I  d.  Co.  B.  Wh  lid. 

Pvt.  Co.  A.  »th  Inf 

Pvt  Co.  O,  »thlnf 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  O,  Mb  InL 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co  r.  9th  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  23rd  In! I 

Cpl.  Hq.  Co.,ardInf.... 
Cpl.    leth    Co..  5th    Rflgt. 

U.  8.  M.  C. 
Cr*.  flrd  Co.,  tth   M.  Q 

Batt'n  U.  S.  M.  G. 


No. 


1233 
1232 
1333 
12S3 
1232 
13SS 
1233 
1333 
1233 
1233 
13tt 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1333 
1332 
1333 


Gravs 


30 
1« 

3 

4 
13 
SS 
35 
13 
14 
33 
3« 
12 
29 

3 
2» 

1 


Row  Block 


1232 

36 

1232 

9 

1233 

as 

1332 

3 

1333 

36 

1382 

3 

1233 

33 

1233 

18 

1333 

M 

1333 

10 

1233 

» 

43 

23 

9 

9 

34 

1 

33 

30 

41 

41 

4 

7 

7 

33 

14 

38 

33 


43 
3« 

10 
30 

7 
23 
15 
37 
17 

0 


Q 
B 
C 
C 
A 
B 
F 
B 
H 
O 
C 
D 
E 
A 
D 
F 
E 


H 
D 

C 

E 
0 

r 

D 
A 

B 

O 


D  'ceasfd  aoldiert  from  Connecticut  buried  in  eemcterie$  in  Europe — Con. 


ai)k 
n 


c 
1 

D 
D 


G 
H<Al 


Septembee  10 


Name 


THIRD  DrVTSlOW 

Ojhfnn,  William , 

Mmuel.  George 

Giynasewski,  Frank.. 
L<  Compte,  Albert  H. 
Bessette,  Joseph  E 

rotmra  division 

Bisarew^tki,  Feliks 

D  Iworth,  Joseph 

D  «ley,  James  E 

F(  maciari,  A  ugusto . . . 

Hi  Jajian.  Paul  B 

Ldavskas.  William... 

Ixparco,  Francesco 

Pfrto,  Dominick 

Sihflas,  Thomas*  J 

Sullivan,  Dennis  L 

Viadigni,  Gaetano 

B<rson,  Harry 

B<  nemo,  Giorgio 

C(rcoran,  William 

D'Amico,  Lorenzo 

D(i  Cao.  Domenico 

G<rra.  Mattes 

Lsda,  Frank 

Pliecker,  Walter  F.... 

Ihrdon,  Frank 

Cimcron.  Vernon 

(hrotdt,  Fred  T 

Hiighson,  Harold  E... 
E4mp6ki,  Wladyslaw_ 

riTTH  DIVaiON 

Cittey.  Henry  E 

Ixvette,  Louis  J 

Diorio.  Paul 

(Mi'itello.  John 

Di  iinians,  Arthur  F 

Fcrtunes,  George 

HiaJy.  Thomas  P 

HiKKins,  Nicholas  J 

Mtaervey.  Aubrey  M. 

Mstelii.  Morris  L 

O'Brien.  Jeremiah  F... 
Tjsllander.  Henry  T... 

MK'abe.  James  T 

Hirper,  Joseph  H 

Smith.  William  Q 


SIXTH  DIVISION 

A^dey,  Antony 


TW  ENTT-SCrrH  DIVISION 


ieko 


Hi  igbson.  Walter  J 

Sl(  otmakcr,  Adrian  C. 

A4ams,  Lyle  E ., 

.\nton 

in,  Phillip  E 

o,  Stanley 

Biiden,  Joseph. 

ni^dley,  William  J 

0.  Peter 

irver,  James.. 

Cdeman,  Howard  R.. 

C<ndon,  Edward  J 

C<  ngdon,  Harry  W 

C<ughlin,  cniarles  F.... 
(uture,  Joseph  E...  .. 

ir.  William  F 

Oroff.  Clarence 

D^ovellis.  Antonio 

bey,  Amey  J , 

Eienich,  Walter 

Charles  R 

Flaherty,  Christopher.. 

_   Ernest 

,  John 

Raymond 


Rank  and  organization 


No. 


Fi  iw. 
FUhei  .. 
Forsberg. 
Furman. 
Oimbeian. 


0«rdner,  Richard  A.... 

Gaudette.  George  J 

Grjjewski,  John 

Griffin.  Charles  W 

muk.  Bronoslaw 

Frederick  A 

Hdaley,  Daniel 

Hi  !hcy,  Thomas  J 

i  ton.  Cyrus 

»e.  Otis 

Hfllmes,  Thomas  D 

Ja<Db.  Joseph  E 

Kalsw.  Thomas 

Korhias.  Peter  J 

Knrdek.  Frank 

Kfl^vich.   William.... 

.  Henry 

Lajpe,  Moms 

Le  icyel.  .Andrew 

Lyich,  Francis  X 

il  chie,  Fred 

Ml  ynard,  Paul  H 

O*  Jrlan,  Edward  J 

Pa  eda,  Balealaw 

Fa  adiso.  Tony ..^. 


Cpl.  Co.  L,  4th  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  F,  7th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  O,  38th  Inf 

Pvt.  Bty.  D,  76th  Fid.  Art. 
Pvt.  1  cL  Co.  C,  Mh  Eng... 


Pvt.  Co.  D,  39th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  39th  Inf 

Pvt.  I  d.  Co.  L,  .39th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  O.  .39th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F.  3»th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  39th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  39th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  39th  Inf , 

Cpl.  Co.  D,  39th  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  M.  39th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  39th  Inf 

Sgt.  M.  G.  Co..  58th  Inf..... 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  58th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  O,  58th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  58th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  5Sth  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C.  58th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  G.  58th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  58th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  K.  59th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  nth  M.  G.  Bn. 
Sgt.  Co.  C,  nth  M.  G.  Bn.. 
Pvt.  Hq.  Det.  12th  M.  O.  Bn 
C^k  Bty.  C.  77th  Fid.  Art .. 


Mech.  Co.  L  6th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  G,  6th  Inf 

Bglr  Co.  C,  nth  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I.  60th  Inf 

.....do 

Sgt.  Co.  L  60th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  K.  60th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  60th  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co  B.  60th  Inf... 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  60th  InL 

Pvt.  Co.  C.  60th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B.  60th  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  I.  61st  Inf... 
Sgt.  Co.  C,  14th  M.  G.  Bn. 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  7th  Eng 


Pvi.  1  d.  Co.  L,  52d  Inf. 


Pvt.  Co.  K,  lOlst  Inf 

Pvt.  Med.  Det.  101st  Inf.. 

Cpl.  Co.  G,  102dlnf 

Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  E,  load  InL. 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  loadlnf  .... 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B,  102d  InL. 

Sgt.  Co.  B.  lOadlnf . 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  F.  load  Inf.. 

Pvt.  Co.  L  lOadlnf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  Hq.  Co..  load  Inf  .  . 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  102dlnf 

Cpl.  Co.  C,  load  Inf. 

Sgt.  Co.  F,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  load  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  H.  load  Inf 

Sgt.  Co.  F,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  M.  load  Inf. 

-...do 

...do 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  F,  103d  Inf.. 

Cpl.  Co.  K,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I.  lOadlnf 

Cpl.  Co.  L,  load  Inf 


Cpl.  Co. 
Cpl.  Co. 
Pvt.  M. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Cpl.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  cl. 
Cpl.  Hq. 
Sgt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  cl. 
Sgt.  Co. 
Cpl.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Cpl.  Co 
Pvt.  1  d. 
Pvt.  1  cl 
Sgt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d. 
Cpl.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d. 
Sgt.  Co. 
Sgt-  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Sgt.  Co. 


O,  102d  Inf 

E,  load  Inf 

O.  Co.,  load  Inf.. 

A,  load  Inf 

L  103d  Inf 

O,  102d  Inf 

Co.  K.  loadlnf.. 
Co.,  102d  Inf 

K,  load  Inf 

Co.  M.  102d  Inf. 

L  load  Inf 

M,  load  Inf 

B,  load  Inf 

K,  load  Inf 

Co.  1. 102d  InL.. 
Co.  L,  102d  InL. 

L,  load  Inf 

L,  load  Inf 

Co.  K,  103d  Inf.. 

A,  102d  Inf 

Co.  M,  load  InL. 

M,  load  Inf 

Q,  103d  Inf 

K,  103d  Inf 

D,  load  Inf 


1232 
1232 
1333 

1232 
1232 


1233 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1333 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 


1233 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1232 
12S3 
1233 
1232 
1233 
1333 
1333 
1232 
1233 


1233 


1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1332 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1282 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1332 
1232 

1232 
1232 
1233 
1332 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 


Grave  Row 


7 
16 
23 
36 

35 


15 
35 
13 
25 
20 
12 
37 
29 

5 
28 
20 
40 
23 
15 

1 

3 
15 

1 
25 
16 
10 
13 
29 
20 


19 

1 
24 
10 
17 

6 
21 

5 

26 
17 

2 
35 
22 
19 
12 


29 


36 
18 
13 
29 

8 
82 
35 
21 
13 

9 
28 
11 

1 
84 
19 
11 
30 
10 

8 

S 
34 
30 
15 
23 
39 

19 
33 
36 

1 

6 
26 
35 
26 
29 
34 
38 
16 
39 

8 
15 
22 
13 
24 

8 
38 
29 
36 
14 
18 
S3 


28 
44 
13 
5 
38 


6 
15 

8 

20 
13 

5 

40 
32 
24 
18 

4 
31 
21 
46 

6 
35 
21 
33 
36 
35 
37 
45 
30 
11 


8 
30 
15 
18 

5 

3 
23 
43 

7 

30 
12 
42 
15 
12 


42 


23 
42 
10 
42 

9 
16 
13 
18 
II 
12 
12 
39 
38 

8 
24 
16 
40 
25 
34 

7 
33 
12 
41 
23 
31 

36 
10 
20 

4 

9 
32 
23 

5 

3 
19 
17 
10 
25 
43 

3 

.32 
18 

6 

6 
13 
19  I 
24 
14 

6 
18 


Block 


A 

O 
O 
B 
Q 


F 
E 
H 
D 
D 
H 
H 
D 
B 
H 
F 
D 
B 
C 
H 
C 
C 
E 
F 

a 

B 
B 
A 
B 


A 

B 
A 

A 

B 
A 
A 

r 

F 

D 

O 
A 

F 
Q 
O 


D 
F 
H 
A 
0 
D 
W 
F 
F 
H 
B 
O 
A 
B 
K 
D 
D 
0 
B 
H 
A 
F 
F 
D 
D 

B 
A 
D 
F 
H 
D 
B 
B 
H 
« 
F 
F 
A 
H 
H 
D 
F 
B 
H 
O 
D 
D 
C 
B 
W 


\> 


1929 

Decea$ed  «<rfrfter»  from  ConnecUemt  Ituried  in  eemeterUm  M  gwraiw—Coa. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


Nama 


twrntt-shth  divi- 
sion—continued 


Ramsay,  Frank  B 

Rayner.  Samuel  L 

Rossignol,  All>ert 

Sharkey,  Eugene  F 

Shepard,  George  Q 

Smith.  Bertel 

Borman,  Clifford 

SUniland,  Horace  O — 

Timm,  Charles  L 

Yencavicz,  Rtehard  E.. 
Zambreski,  Valentine-. 

Zemkl,  Staf 

Finlayson,  Kenneth 

Lambert.  Paul  K 

Yerges,  Lawrence  C 

Meickle,  WOUam  N.  Jr. 

Parmelee,  Arthur  O 

Bwornsboume,  Walter 
W. 

Dohna,  Alfred 

Cummlng,  William  J... 

TWRNTT-RIOHTH  DIVI- 
SION 


Rank  and  organlsatioa 


Pvt.  Co.  L,  103d  Inf 

do. 


Pappalo,  Francesco 

Angelo.  Frank — 

Margelot,  Oswald 

Morake,  Michad 

Pappis,  Vassilios 

Birocci,  Constantino... 

Gingras,  Arthur  J 

Quintanilla.  Victor 

Kidom,  Eugene 


Cpl.  Co.  M,  102d  Inf.... 

Sgt.  Co.  D,  102d  Inf. 

Sgt.  M.  O.  Co^  103d  Inf.... 

Pvt  1  d.  Co.  F,  load  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  K,  102d  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  I,  load  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  Q,  load  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  B,  102d  Inf 

P^t.  Co.  K,  lOM  Inf... 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co,  A.  load  InL.. 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  lOlst  M.  G.  Bn 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  101st  M.  O.  Bn 
CxA.  Co.  B,  lOlst  M.  O.  Bn 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  load  M.  G.  Bn 
do 


Pvt.  Co.  O,  load  M.  O.  Bn. 
Pvt.  Bty.  E,  103d  Fid.  Art. 
Pvt.  1  d.,  load  Amb.  Co., 
lOlst  San.  Tram. 


Pvt.  Co.  a.  lOOth  Inf 

Pvt.  M.  O.  Co.,  110th  InL. 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  110th  Inf 

do. 


Pvt.  Co.  0, 110th  InL... 
Pvt.  Co.  K,  111th  InL.. 
Pvt.  HQ.  Co.,  112th  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  H,  ll2th  Inf... 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  103d  Eng... 


TWRNTT-NINTH  DIVl- 
810N 

Alekiewieilus,  Rokas... 

Anidone,  Frank 

Bologna,  Joeeph „ 

Booth,  George  E 

Breauit.  Albert 

DavMson,  James  C 

De  Vita,  Michad 

Dolan,  John — 

Dufault,  Alphonse 

Fiore,  Donatl 

Oallui,  Peter 

Goolet,  Arthur 

Kartson,  August  W. — 

Mohi,  Ernest  C 

Papalymberri,  Nicholas 
J. 

Prtekop,  James  A 

Sandrlni.  Anthony 

Stabile,  Carmine 

Stanklewics,  Wm — ... 

Tartov,  Alme 

West,  Harold  R 

Zeaiki,  Peter 

Beccaccine,  Frank 

CasseUs,  Patri<*J 

Cavanaugh,  Patrick  A.. 

Maiachner,  Charles 

Ryan,  John  W 

Viola,  Frank 

Brown,  Richard  H 

Morin.  Eloi 

Romano.  Michad 

Lanen,  Albert  C 


Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 

Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Id. 
Pvt.  San 
Pvt.  Co. 
do 


0, 118th  Inf 

M.  H8th  Inf. 

B,  113th  Inf 

M,  113th  Inf 

C,  113th  Inf 

Co.  K,  113th  Inf. 

D,  113th  Inf , 

L  11.3th  Inf 

D,  113th  Inf 

A,  113th  Inf 

L.  113th  Inf 

F,  113th  Inf 

M.  113th  Inf 

H.  n3th  Inf 

F,  ll3th  Inf 


B,  113tb  Inf 

C,  113th  Inf........ 

F,  113th  Inf , 

L.  113th  Inf , 

M,  835th  Inf 

H.  llSthlnf 

F,  113th  Inf 

B,  114th  Inf 

K.  114th  Inf 

Co.  M,  114th  Inf. 

Det.,  114th  Inf... 

K.  114th  Inf 


Stack,  John 

Znraitta,  Jonas 

McDonald,  George  R... 

THIRTT.8BCOND  DIVISION 

Nowei^,  Joseph 

Apaiuoci,  Joseph 

Cnampagne,  Wilfred  J.. 
Dulepski.  Stanley  A — 

PomeUa,  Domenico 

Basta,  Guiseppe. 


Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d. 
Pvt.  Id. 
Battn. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 


C,  llSthlnL 

F,  ll«th  Inf 

Co.  M,  IKJthlnf. 

Co.  A,  lllthM.O. 

D,  llthM.  G.  Bn- 
D,  104th  Eng.... 
C,  104th  Eng.... 


rORTV-SKCONP  DIVTSIOH 

Wright.  James  C 


SRVRNTV-eaVRNTH 
DIVISION 

Fraitag,  Frank  X 

Milone.  Alfonse  P 

Stsvecs.  John 

iBcle.  Theodore 

Lawson.  Walter  F 

Carlson,  Edwin  E 

Houghtaling,  Harry  W. 
McKinley,  Andrew  A. 
Olmstead.  Homer  B... 

Btaniaki,  Frank 

Hodball,  Harry  R 

Johnson,  Gustaf  L 

Monsees,  John  B 


Pvt.  Co.  G,  12«h  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  L  127th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  127th  Inf 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  A.  lastb  InL 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  12Ut  M.  O.  Bn. 


Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  K,  165th  Inf.. 


Pyt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 

do. 

Pvt.  Co. 
Cpl.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 


B,  305th  InL. 
D.  306th  Inf. 
F,  306th  InL. 
D,  306th  Inf. 

"Q,i67th'fnL 
L,  307th  InL. 
B,  30Tth  InL. 
O,  307th  Inf. 
B,  307th  InL 
D,  308th  Inf. 
F,  308th  InL. 
B,  308th  Inf. 


1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1333 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1333 
1232 


12» 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1232 


1233 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1332 
1232 
1283 
1232 
1232 
1332 
1332 
1232 
1333 

1333 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1333 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 

1232 
1232 
1232 


1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 


1232 


1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1333 


ft 

30 
20 
36 

6 

1 

39 
X) 

3 
35 
10 
19 
34 
36 

6 
22 
16 
87 
34 
21 


33 
7 
40 
18 
34 
89 
87 
13 
13 


0 
1« 
21 

3 
17 
3« 
36 
34 

1 
40 
25 

« 
U 
]« 
18 

8 
38 
31 
36 

1 

36 
34 

5 
38 
83 
30 
23 
17 
37 
26 
14 

S 

9 
84 

1« 


34 

23 
4 

14 

23 

6 


38 


26 
27 
11 
10 

7 
37 
22 

3 
2S 
40 

8 
37 
12 


25 

6 

45 

41 
7 
2 

21 

13 
7 

14 
6 

38 

11 
7 
5 

37 
7 

38 
7 

46 


Deeemttd  MiMerw  from  Oammeettmt  ^mritd  tm 


3483 


tmBmop0    Con. 


3 
37 

17 
44 

27 
29 
11 
43 
34 


8 

43 

16 
4« 

45 
80 
4« 
24 
3» 
42 
45 
40 
4 
16 
U 

35 
19 
43 
25 

3 
15 
28 

8 
26 
28 
35 
32 
34 
22 
13 
39 
36 

39 
39 
21 


46 
20 

7 
18 

4 
21 


P 

F 

A 

H 

O 

B 

B 

F 

F 

D 

H 

O 

C 

D 

B 

A 

A 

F 

D 

B 


D 
Q 
A 
B 
Q 
A 
B 
F 
D 


r 

F 
A 
A 
G 
F 
C 

c 

F 
H 
A 
A 
D 
A 
A 

O 
A 
G 
G 
F 
D 
O 
O 
E 
Q 
F 
F 
G 
D 
C 
D 
D 

O 
A 

O 


B 
E 
A 
F 
D 
B 


86 


2 
46 

1 
30 
14 
34 
23 
43 
40 
*2 
32 
14 
29 


Name 


Rank  and  orgRiihatton 


SRVXNTT  SRVRNTH  DIVl- 

aiOH — oontlnoed 

8t.  Cartlier,  LucianF. 
Talbot,  WmiamR-... 
McOinnis,  Frsd  C... 


Bojcki,  Benjamin. 


F 
D 
E 
F 
B 
B 
F 
H 
H 
£ 
Q 
H 
S 


SSVRNTT-NIHTH  DIVI- 
SION 

Nagdyman,  Isadore — 

6t.  Germain.  Joeeph 

Btratza,  Agostino.. 

Duncan,  Joseph  O.,  Jr.. 
Capellupo,  Carmhie.... 

KiUeen,  James  C 

VicdUa,  Michad  Delia. 

King.  Vincent 

L'Homme,  Leo  J 

Lizaeki.  Jacob  M 

Lund,  Erick  W.  P 

McClusky,  William... 
McNulty,  Jos^P... 

Paper,  Arthor  Rob 

PruMoa.  John 

Provisiero,  Carmine... 
Quinn,  Paul  Henry — 

RoberU,  Charles  8 

Rogan,  Edward  J 

Shields,  John 

SJovall,  Joseph  A. 

Starita,  ECider... 

Vaughn,  John .. 

Zemoko,  John 

Johnson.  Gustav  A 


Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  C.  808th  Inf... 

Pvt.  Ca  E.  aosth  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Hq.  Co..  80ad  MIL 

Pol.  Co. 
Pvt.  308th  Amb.  Co.,  SOU 

San.  Tr. 


No. 


Grave 


Bow  Block 


Pvt.  Co.  M,  8l»h  InL.... 

do... 

Pvt.  Hq. 
Capt.  M. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  Ic 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co 
Pvt.  Co 


Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Oo. 
Pvt  Co 
Pvt.  1  d 
Pvt.  Co. 
.do. 


Co.,31Sth  Inf 

O.  Co.,  316th  InL 

A,  315th  Inf. 

Oo.  D,  31 5th  InL. 

C,  816th  Inf 

B,  315th  Inf 

L,  SMthlnf 

D,  S16thlnf 

B,  316th  Inf 

B,  Sieth  Inf 

G,  316th  Inf 

,  Co.  E,  31«th  Inf.. 
B,  31«th  Inf. 


Stroheeker,  John  F 

Ziegler,  Andrew  Alex- 
ander. 

DGBTT-8RCOND  DIVI- 
SION 


Pvt.  Co.  H,  816th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  L.  31«th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  316th  InL 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  D,  31«th  InL. 
Pvt.  1  Cl.  Co.  L,  316th  Inf.. 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  316tn  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  I.  S16th  Inf.. 

Pvt.  Co.  D.  SWth  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  C,  812th  M.Q. 

Ba 
Pvt.  Co.  C.  3l3th  M.  O.  Bn_ 
Pvt.  Co.  H,  312th  M.  Q.  Bn. 


Asmar,  TobyB 

Bigelow,  Avery  D 

Campanelli,  Albe 

Dabay,  Charles  E 

Gaae,  Loois  P 

Mikeneionls,  Stanley. 

Poolter,  James,  Jr 

Repp,  Charles 

Skorupski.  Anthony 

Zavotte,  Peo. 

Zierl.  Aogustt 

Casey.  Edward. 

Jobnaon,  Anders  G 

Mascike.  Lucyan. 

Nowkowski,  Kanunir.. 

Pavona,  Nicholas 

Racki.  Wioeaty.. 

Rosenski,  John... 

Saner.  William  J . 

Salviano,  Frank.. 

Skibiskl.  Carl  H. 

Virchup.  Aieaaader  C. 

Waiaman,  Morris.. 

Caatwail,  Jamas  E 

BasUaok,  Stave.... 

Bnmo.  Joseph..' 

BurlinBOB,  Arthi 

Delaloo,  Peter 

Domocych,  Wladalaw.. 

Hyatt,  George  W... 

Johnson,  Torstan  W 

KiPchiski,  SUnislaw.... 

Lewandowski,  Wladys 
law. 

MeGulie,  Charles  R — 

Mihunlewics,  Walter... 

Pohlman,  Carl  F 

Purvlnskl,  John 

Salemme,  Charles 

Seller,  Daniel  P 

Strikatls,  Dominick  — 

Stygar,  William 

Burdilauskas.  Anthony 
W. 

Lldtke,  John..i- 

Peterson.  Oregen 

Ramuz,  John. 

Shatanetz,  E&m 

Lee,  John  T 


lor  E 


Cpl.  Co.  M,  Hdq.  Deft 

Sgt.  Co.  t  Hdq.  Det 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  836th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  836th  InL 

Bugler  Co.  L  UKth  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  L  325th  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  L.  32Sth  Inf.. 

Cpl.  Co.  K,  338th  InL 

pVt.  Co.  M.  336th  InL 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  L,  32Sth  InL. 
Fvt,  1  d.  Co.  M,  826th  Inf. 

Cpl.  Co.  M,  326th  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  I  d,  saeth  Inf.  ... 
Pvt.ld.  Co.  L  336th  Int.. - 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  tamh  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  0, 336th  Inf 

Pvt.  Oo.  H,  8a8th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I.  336th  Inf.  ... 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  L,  836th  Inf .. 
Cpl.  Oo.  C,  338th  Inf  .... 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  K,  836th  InL.. 
Pvt.  Oo.  L,  8361bL  ..... 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  I,  3a6th  IbL... 

3d  It..  S27th  Inf ------ 

Pvt.ld.  Co.M.337thInL„ 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  H,  827th  Inf... 
Pvt  1  d.  Co.  D,  837th  Inf — 
Bu^er  Co.  M,  337th  InL.... 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  D,  3a7th  InL.. 

Cpl.  Co  A,  327th  InL 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  I,  327th  InL... 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  327th  Inf.  ..-_ 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  L,  327th  Inf — 


MINITT^ECXMD  DIVI- 
SION 


Co.  M,  837th  InL- 
Co.  L.  327th  Inf... 
Hq.  Co.,  327th  InL 

L,  srth  Inf 

G.  8Z7tb  Inf 

Co.  K,  327th  Inf. 

L,  327lh  Inf 

O,  327th  Inf 

K.  328th  Inf 


Lewia,  Esses — . — 
Wilson.  OarteB 

NOHDIVUICNAL 

Fuller,  Leonacd  B.. 

Jones,  Ernest 

Kelly,  George  W... 
Radvanstky,  Peter. 
Payne,  Lyman  H — 


Pvt.ld. 
Pvt.  1  d. 
Pvt.  Id. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 


Pvt.  Co.  G,  328th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  328th  InL 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  SaBth  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B.  328th  InL. 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co,  B,  3a0th  M.  Q. 
Bn. 


Pvt  1  d.  Co.  B,  367th  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  367lh  Inf 


2d  It.  30th  Aero  Squadron — 
Pvt.  Bty.  F,  58  C.  A.  C..... 
Cook  Bty.  B,  56  C.  A.  C  ... 
Pvt.ld.Bty.F.56C.A.C 
Pvt.  1  d.  Base  Hosp.  No.  86 


1233 
1333 
1333 

1333 


1333 

ua3 

1333 

1333 

1333 

1333 

1333 

1333 

1383 

1333 

1338 

13SS 

1333 

1333 

1233 

1333 

1333 

1233 

1333 

1232 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1283 

1233 
1233 


1333 

1233 

1333 

13U 

1233 

123 

1333 

U23 

1333 

US3 

102 

1232 

1232 

1232 

1232 

1232 

12» 

1383 

1333 

1283 

1233 

1232 

1283 

1232 

1233 

1233 

1283 

1283 

1233 

1333 

1233 

1332 

1282 

1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1332 
1282 
1283 
1232 
1383 

1232 
1233 
1283 
1233 
1333 


1333 
1332 


23 

20 
36 

30 


» 

88 

9 
33 

80 

6 

17 

18 

36 

fl 
7 

14 
6 

88 
3 
9 
6 

25 
1 
4 

14 

39 

34 
1 

20 

28 
81 


12 
27 
21 
18 
35 
11 
4 
16 
13 
27 
IS 
81 
16 
19 
30 
12 
84 

6 
88 
17 
38 
16 

8 
87 

1 

40 
28 
38 
22 
84 
28 
11 
1» 

12 
13 

38 
31 

4 
11 
31 
27 

4 

88 
8 

28 
10 
20 


30 
21 


9 

9 
6 

11 


30 
25 
S3 

9 
7 

37 

16 

80 

25 

34 

80 

84 

88 

7 

•11 

40 

5 

15 

36 

41 

30 

6 

I 

4 

14 

34 

14 


B 
B 
B 


1383 

3»» 

1332 

11 

1332 

27 

1332 

30 

1232 

37 

o 

A 

O 
A 

B 

D 

A 

F 

H 

H 

G 

0 

A 

B 

A 

H 

D 

B 

D 

F 

O 

B 

H 

H 

£ 

0 
D 


31 
7 

34 

7 

14 

19 

I 

29 
17 
15 
16 
29 
37 
4 
13 
36 
31 
19 
27 
33 
46 
35 
13 
37 
12 
36 
21 
40 
10 
16 
16 
46 
42 

40 
16 
40 
30 
81 
3 
36 
17 
41 

30 
11 

8 
3« 
12 


13 

15 


B 
E 
O 
E 
A 
C 
B 
D 
D 
G 
B 
O 
A 
D 

O 

B 

A 

D 

H  ■ 

D 

B 

O 

D 

B 

B 

O 

B 

F 

E 

O 

a 
o 

A 

a 

D 

B 
B 
A 
O 
D 
O 
B 

H 

B 
H 

r 

B 


H 

F 


88 

O 

81 

A 

80 

B 

38 

D 

38 

O 
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De«m»o4  »9tdi«r»  from  Oomneetiemt  hurted  in  oemetene$  <•  Europe — Con. 


Nama 


NONDtVtaiONAt— COB. 

WlUiams.  Hubert  C... 


Rank  and  organisation 


Pino,  John  G 

Smith.  Cecil  A. 

Casey,  James  M 

•KCOND  DIVISION 

DeLucB,  Wllham 

Karasuk,  Nikita ' 

Kryvoy.  Zachary I 

Marello.  Michad 

Paukty,  Joseph 1 

Butkevich,  Kasimer , 

Kowaliski,  Joseph 

La  Flamm.  i>rville ( 

Mansfield,  Harry  L 

McGrady,  John  J ' 

McNemey,  Michad  J..: 
Schiavone,  Charles  .V... 

Swanson,  Albert  M 

Burke,  Chaster  .^rthar.l 

Knotr,  George  Thomas.: 


RoMnson, 
Colt. 


Caldwdl 


THIRD  DIVISION 


Cttsano,  Joseph 

Desandre.  Tony 

Lowensky,  Frank 

CoUlns,  John  H 


roi'RTH  MVISION 

Wtasiovich,  Joseph  A 
CarabUlo,  Nioota 

TWINTY-SIXTH   DIVl- 

noN 


1st  It.  Co.  D,  1st  Gas  Regt. 
c  w  s 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  807  Pioneer  InL 
Pvt.  Co.  D.  807  Pioneer  Inf. 
Pvt.  Id.  Co.  A,  345  Bn. 
Tank  Cpe. 


Pvt.  Co.  B,  9th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E.  9th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D.  9th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  9th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  9th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  23d  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  K.  23illnf 

Pvt.  Co.  I.  23d  Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  I,  23d  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  23d  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  1.  23d  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  d.  23d  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  M,  23d  Inf 

Pvt.    17th    Co.  5th    Regt. 

U.S.  M.C. 
Sgt.    17th  Co..   5th    Regt. 

U.S.  M.C. 
3d  It.  82d  Co.,   5th    Regt. 

U.S.  M.C. 


No. 


Pvt.  Id.  Co. E, 38th Inf. 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  E,38th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  6th  Eng 


Pvt.  Co.  C,  39th  InL 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  59th  Inf. 


Pvt.  Co.  K,  load  InL. 
Pvt.  Co.  L  load  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  laad  InL 
Pvt.  Co.  K.  102d  Inf. 


Aubin,  Joseph  O 

Bhve,  Thra 

Brown,  Reginald  L.. 
Catldo.  Max 

Chamberlin.  Willis.       '  J*vt.  1  d.  Co.  G.  IQCM  Inf... 


1232 

1232 
1232 
1232 


1784 
1764 
1764 
1784 
1764 
1764 
1764 
1764 
1764 
1764 
1764 
1764 
1764 
1764 

1764 

1764 


1764 
1764 
1764 
1764 


1764 
1764 


1784 
1784 
1764 
1764 
1764 


Grave 


40 

18 
16 
17 


40 
34 
44 

71 
23 
19 
38 
20 
61 
25 
38 
62 
69 
83 


13 


36 
18 
42 
20 


30 
79 


60 
18 

47 
88 
16 


Row 


48 

26 

6 


3 

9 

7 

11 

10 

3 

8 

10 

6 

3 


Block 


B 

D 
D 

C 


A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
B 
A 
A 
A 
B 


V 

8 

A 
A 

10 

B 

11 

A 

13 

B 

10 

A 

13 

B 

5 

B 

12 

A 

11 

B 

13 

A 

S 

B 

8 

A 

1 

B 

ft 

B 

11 

A 

8 

A 

Dei  ented  90ldier»  from  Connecticut  buried  in  eemeterie*  iu  Europe — Con. 


FIFTH  DIVISION 

O'Efeirne,  Joseph  P 

ENTT-SIXTH  DIVI- 
SION 


Boii;het,  Paul.. 
Hnx^.  Fred  N. 


St VESTT 


Kell  By,  Frederick  J. 
Kni  [ht,  Joseph  P... 


Paoie 


BUla, 


September  10 


Name 


Rank  and  organization 


-SIXTH  DIVI- 
SION 


SEVgNTT-SKVaNTH  DIVI- 
SION 


Wodds,  George  H.. 

Dikil,  Herman 

Gilkspie,  Harry... 


Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  D,  60th  InL... 


Cook  Co.  M,  102d  InL. 
Mech.  Co.  M,  102d  Inf. 


Pvt.  Bty.  F,  302d  F.  A. 
Pvt.  Bty.  B,  302d  F.  A. 


No. 


SitENTT-NINTH  DiVt 

moN 


Bui+Highs,  Harry  A 

Mclf  amara.  Joeeph  E 

r,  JohnF 

Seul^rt,  Frank 


EI(^T-aXVXNTH  Dvn- 
SION 

Heiiio,  Illmari 

Fitri  [erald,  James 


NONDIVISIONAL 

Russell.  Donald 


Yaciunsky,  Albert  S... 
Fitziimmons.  William.. 


rust  DIVISION 


i,  Raphad.. 
Anthony  C. 


TWI  NTT-StVENTH  DIVI- 


Pvt.  Co.  B,  307th  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  308th  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  K.  308th  Inf.. 


Pvt.  Bty.  A,  310th  FA... 
Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  310th  F.  A... 
Pvt.  Bty.  B,  310ih  F.  A... 
Pvt.  Bty.  A,  310th  F.  A.... 


Pvt.  Sup.  Co.,  348th  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  B.  348th  Inf 


1st   It.   Hq.   6  .Vrmy    Cps. 

M.  C. 

Pvt.  103  M.  O.  R.  8 

Pvt.    Co.    L    Comp.    Reg. 

Army. 


Pvt.  Co.  K,  18th  Inf 

Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  7th  Fid.  Art. 


34 


34 
34 


34 
34 


34 
34 
34 


34 
34 
34 
34 


34 
34 


34 

34 
34 


636 
636 


Grave 


15 


6 
14 


30 
10 


15 

30 

1 


30 
23 
35 
29 


38 

8 
10 


13 
13 


Row 


11 
11 


13 
12 
15 


15 

15 

8 

16 


22 
6 


25 

ao 


Block 


B 
B 


A 

A 


B 
B 
B 


A 
A 
A 

A 


A 

A 


B 

B 
B 


D 
O 
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Peeeaord  aoldiere  from  Conneetieut  Ituried  to  oemeteriet  in  Europe — Con. 


Name 


TWIHTT-BIITH  DIVI- 
SION —continued 

Roberts,  Joseph 

Smith.  Russell  I 

Socig,  Arthur  Louis 

Sokolowsky.  MichaeL.. 

8vek,  Stephen 

Urbon, John 

Virgilio.  Salvatore 

Wentworth,  Lester  J... 

West,  John 

White,  AlvieS 

Wirha,  Benedyk 

Wilcni.  Robert  M 

Wnoroski,  Warlow 

Butler.  Paul  W 

Porter,  Herekiah  8 

Donth,  Robert  U 

Eapitzke.  Arthur  O 

TWKNTT-BIGHTB      DIVI- 
SION 

Washbum,  Claude  O... 

TWINTT-NDJTH  DIVISION 

CerreU,  Michael  E 

Btaeaitis.  Charles  O 

THIKTT-SKCOND  NVIBXON 

Anderson,  Arvid 

Godfrey,  Frank  C 

rOBTT-«KCOND  OIVmON 

Johnson,  David 

SKVKNTV-aSVKNTH 
DIVISION 

Paaseck,  Arthur  J 

Butler,  Michad  J 

Keane,  John  J 

Klimaszewski,  Victor... 

Marini,  Michad 

Rozicbuk.  Nikita 


Rank  and  organization 


Mtea  Sgt.  Oo.  M,  lOad  Inf 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  D,  102d  Inf.... 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  load  Inf.. 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co  A,  102d  InL.. 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  102d  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A.  load  Inf 

Pvt.  1  cl.  M.  G.  Co.,  load  InL 

Sgt.  Co.  E,  102d  Inf. 

Sgt.  Co.  A,  102d  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  A,  load  Inf.... 

Pvt.  Oo.  B.  102d  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  F,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  M,  load  Inf... 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.C.  101st  M.  O. 

Bn. 
Wag.  Oo.  B,  lOLn  M.  O.  Bn. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  103d  M.  G.  Bn 
Pvt.  1  cL  Co.  D,  load  M.  Q. 

Bn. 


Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  111th  Inf. 


Pvt.  Bat.  A,  lllth  Fid.  Art. 
Pvt.  Bat.  B,  lllth  Fid.  Art. 


Pvt.  Co.  0, 127th  Inf 

3d  It.  Co.  D,  128th  Inf 


Pvt.  Co.  A,  IflSth  Inf. 


Cpt  Co,  I,  306th  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  307th  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  L  307th  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  H,  307th  Inf. 
.do. 


Pvt.  Co.  B,  307th  Inf 


No. 


608 
606 
608 
606 
608 
606 
608 
608 
606 
606 
606 
608 
fl06 
60S 

606 
608 
608 


606 


606 
006 


606 
606 


Grave 


84 
14 

17 
26 
8 
37 
26 
32 
26 
18 
87 
22 
81 
14 

18 
34 

21 


33 


8 
19 


38 

87 


Bow 


606 

2 

4 

806 

36 

34 

006 

17 

30 

608 

7 

24 

608 

20 

20 

608 

17 

6 

006 

26 

38 

11 
11 

1 

6 

23 
6 
1 
8 
1 
7 

22 

13 

11 

6 

4 
1 
8 


87 


34 
36 


16 
16 


Bkxdc 


B 
A 
A 
A 
B 
A 
B 
A 
A 
A 
A 
B 
B 
B 

A 
A 

A 


A 

A 


D 

D 


O 
B 
D 
B 
B 
O 


"Deeeaoed  eoMler*  from  Oonneetieut  buried  in  oemeteriee  in  Europe — Con. 


Name 


SEVENTH  DIVISION 

Weissheimer,  John  W . . 
Biandolini,  Vincenzo... 

IWENTT-aiXTH  DIViaiOH 

Lodce,  Arthur  F 

Battaline.  Frank 

Bell,  Ernest  C 

Bernadino,  Nicholas 

Borelli.  Ludowioo 

Carlson.  Gustaf  E 

Clongh.  Fred 

Coe,  Clarence  E 

Crowley,  Peter  F 

Cunningham,  John  8... 
Darrow,  Charles  W... 
Davenport,  Charles  R 

Demunski,  Ray 

Fitzgerald,  Harry  T.. 

Francis,  Joseph 

Oritzback,  George 

Haurahan,  Louis  0 

Heaoox,  Robert  J 

Hedquist,  Eric  O 

Hintz,  Edward 

Joyce.  James  N 

Kmg,  Jesse  M 

Lawson,  George  V 

Lean,  Alfonso 

LiUey,  John  E 

Lindgren,  David  F... 
Makaravesch,  Michad. 

Marotta,  Micbale 

MendiUo.  Frank  J.... 

Milesld,  Maryian 

Mondaeaki,  George  O.. 

Obermann,  Louis 

O'Brien,  William  J 

Paulson,  Arthur  J 

Pratt,  Joseph  V 

Romeri,  Danid  L 

Shaw.  Stanley  J 

Shoemaker,  James  K... 
Snllivan.  Thomas  F... 
Tompovorowaki,  Jacob 

Ubert.  Jacob. 

Watts.  Ralph  B 

Vorascto,  Eopfan 


Rank  and  organization 


Ma],  ist  Bn.,  66th  Inf 

Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  79th  F.  A 


Capt.  Co.  M,  load  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  A,  load  InL 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  C.  load  InL.. 
Pvt.  M.  O.  Co.,  load  InL.. 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  102d  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  C,  102d  Inf 

Cook  Co.  H,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Oo.  C,  load  InL„ 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  103d  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  102d  Inf 

do. 


Na 


Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  D,  103d  InL 

Pvt.  Co.C,  load  Inf 

do. 


CpL  Co.  0,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  Oo.  F,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  102d  Inf 

do. 


Sgt.  Co.  L  10*1  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  0.  load  InL.. 
Pvt.  1  d.,  Co.  I,  load  InL-. 

Cpl.  Co.  H,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  Oo.  C,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  C,  102d  InL.. 

Pvt.  Co.  L  load  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  C,  102d  InL.. 

Pvt.  Co.  L  load  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C.  load  Inf 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  L  load  Inf 

Old.  Co.  D,  102d  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  I.  102d  Inf — 

3)1.  C3o.  I,  lOM  Inf 
ech.  Co.  D.  103d  Inf 

Pvt,  1  cL  Co.  C,  load  InL.. 

Cpl.  Co.  K,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  O,  ]02d  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C.  load  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  E.  load  InL.. 
Wag.  Sup.  Co.,  load  Inf.... 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  load  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  lOBd  Inf 


Tk ^      r^  -      T\      ^/\i  *U    T* 


1383 
1333 


1333 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1238 

L<33 

1383 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1333 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1233 

1333 

1233 

1233 

1383 

1233 

1233 

1383 

1233 

1233 

1333 

1233 

1383 

1233 

1333 

1383 

1333 

1333 

12SS 

13B 


Grave 


34 

9 

27 

81 

8 

22 
23 
18 
11 
36 
25 
16 
18 
3« 
13 
19 
29 
25 
14 
ft 
6 
34 
20 
37 
3 
9 
39 
36 
30 
33 
14 
34 
7 

80 
10 
35 
36 
31 
83 
36 
84 
14 
39 


Row  I  Block 


12 

7 


34 

16 
19 

6 
35 

3 
36 
13 

6 

6 

6 
35 

r 

13 

6 

6 

18 

8 

6 

39 

19 

6 

24 

11 

10 

18 

4 

18 

3 

5 

34 

6 

25 

19 

3 

at 

16 
16 
16 
14 
6 
4 
24 

K 


O 
B 


B 

0 

B 

O 

B 

B 

D 

B 

B 

B 

C 

B 

D 

B 

B 

B 

B 

C 

B 

O 

B 

0 

D 

B 

B 

B 

B 

D 

B 

B 

C 

B 

B 

B 

B 

B 

C 

D 

O 

B 

A 

B 

C 

n 


CiMiT.  JotinJ 

Cook,  Edward  J 

Dcmnicki.  Joeeph 

Florio.  Nicholas 

OaUa.  Stephen  W , 

Oanbebki,  Fnd  J. ;...! 
JaoobsoQ.  Clarenoe  K 
W. 

KeDy,  Jooapli  A 

KaHy,  8y\vmttr  P 

Keancdy.  Jowph  A.... 

KuUz.  John. 

L«penU.  Frank 

Laaefa.  MarahaU  D.... 
Mad^y,  Karia  W..„. 

Missr).  Salvatora 

Nawman,  Henry 

PappaKaOo,  Henry 

RMnoomic.  Sismon j, 

RekowskJ.  Stantay I 

Richards,  Edward 

Roefaowicz.  Flory 

Serapfln,  J(An 

Smith.  Joseph  A 

SalUvao,  Jeremiah  R... 

Syuinouski,  Adam 

Tattle.  George  M 

Ulan.  John. 

Whitteker.  Samoal  J... 

Yaps.  Mike 

Zaraooritis.  Castas 

CampiUU.  Antonio 

Lyons.  Edward  O 


Prt.  Co.  H.  102d  Inf. 
Prt.  Co.  I.  lOBd  Inf.. 
.....do 


Bugler  Co.  A.  IQSd  Inf. 
Prt.  Co.  L,  103d  Inf.._ 

Cpl.  Co.  I,  lOadlnf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  load  Inf... 


Cpl.  Co.  K.  l<nd  Inf. 
Prt.  Co.  A,  load  Inf. 
Prt.  Co.  L.  lOM  Inf.. 
do. 


amvMinr-earm  mti- 

flM>N 


Dwysr,  Jcaaph  F. 


SBTKMTT-SBTBimi  DfTI- 
9ION 

Brophy.  Wiffliwn  F 


mn  urGUON 


Leo,  Bamby 

Paiacbe.  James... 
Bolbard.  John  A. 


saroND  MTaioit 

Chrrby.  Frank 

Vanamee.  Parker 


TBUO  MVISION 

OtanstMlu  Howard... 


Pn.  Co. 
CpJ.  Co. 
Cpl.  Co. 
Prt.  Co. 
Set.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  cl. 
Prt.  Co. 
Prt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d 

do 

Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
do 


K.  IQMInf 

H,  load  Inf. 

LlOadlnf 

K,  loadlnf 

a,  IQMInf 

M.O.C«.,10adInf 

K,  lOMInf 

B,  lOMInf 

.  Co.  I.  load  Inf.... 


L.  lOM  Inf.. 
K,  load  Inf. 
B,  I02d  InL. 
I.  102  Inf.... 


Prt.  Co.  K.  toadinf 

Medi.  Co.  A.  IQM  Inf..... 

Pvt.  Co.  L.  103dlnf 
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ICna  AND  ■NLISTKO  MBN  OF  THa  MAIINI  COBP8  FBOM  THB  STATI  OT 
CONKBCnCOT  WBO  LOHT  THSIR  LIVXS  DUBINQ  THE  WOBLO  WAB  AND 
WnODB  BODIEB   ABB  PKBMA.NBNTLT   BCBIKD  IN   KOBOPB 

Oglctrt 

Harold  D.  MaclAchlen,  major,  attached  to  the  Thirteenth  Regiment, 
rmted  Statea  Marine  Corp«,  died  of  disease  September  27,  1918,  in 
France.  Hla  remains  are  permanently  buried  in  grave  9,  block  A.  row 
83.  Oia^-Alsne  American  Cemetery  No.  608,  at  Serlnges-et-Neales,  France. 
Next  of  kiu :  Mrs.  Dorothy  C.  MacLactUen,  widow,  South  Sngremont, 
Mass. 

Caldwell  C.  Robinson,  second  lieutenant,  attached  to  the  Eighty- 
second  Company,  Sixth  Rei^iment,  United  States  Marine  Corps,  was 
killed  in  action  June  6,  1918.  In  the  Chateau-Thierry  aector,  France. 
ITls  remains  are  permanently  buried  In  gnYe  12,  block  A,  row  10, 
AUne-Mamc  American  Cemetery  No.  1764.  at  Belleau  Wood,  France. 
Next  of  kin  :  Mrs.  B.  H.  J.  Robinson,  nwtber,  1161  Prospect  Aveuae, 
Hartford,  Conn. 

Enlisted  men 

Chester  A.  Burke,  private,  attached  to  the  Seventeenth  Company,  Fifth 
Regiment,  United  States  Marine  CorjM.  was  killed  in  action  Jane  U. 
1918,  in  the  Chatean-Thierry  sector,  France.  His  remains  are  perma- 
nently burled  In  grave  82,  block  A,  row  11,  Alsne-Marne  American 
Cemetery  No.  1764.  at  Belleau  Wood,  France.  Next  of  kin:  George 
Cade,  atepfather.  68  New  Street,  Shelton,  Conn. 

Howard  G.  Hilliard.  corporal,  attached  to  the  Sixteenth  Company, 
Fifth  Regiment.  United  States  Marine  Corps,  died  of  wounds  received 
In  action  Noveml>er  9,  1918.  in  the  Meuse-Argonue  sector,  France.  Hia 
remains  are  permanently  buried  in  grave  10,  block  C,  row  9,  Meuse- 
Argonne  American  Cemetery  No.  1232.  at  Romagne,  France.  Next  of 
kin  :  Mrs.  Fannie  Hilliard,  mother.  Waterside  Avenue,  Clinton,  Conn. 

George  T.  Knott,  sergeant,  attached  to  the  Seventeenth  Company, 
Fifth  Regiment,  United  States  Marine  Corps,  was  killed  in  action  July 
16,  1918.  in  the  Alsne-Mame  (Soiasons)  otfenslve  in  France.  His 
remains  are  permanently  buried  in  grave  28.  row  12,  block  B,  Aisne- 
Marne  American  Cemetery  No.  1764,  at  Belleau  Wood,  France.  Next 
of  kin  :  Mra  Jennie  J.  Knott,  mother,  378  Park  Road.  West  Hartford, 
Coiin. 

James  H.  Trowbrldfe,  corporal,  attached  to  the  Twenty-tliird  Com- 
pany. Sixth  Machine  Gun  Battalion,  United  SUtes  Martne  Corps,  died 
of  wounds  November  4,  1918,  In  the  Meuse-Argonne  sector,  France.  His 
remain*  are  permanently  buried  in  grave  30.  block  G,  row  22,  Meoae- 
Argonna  American  Cemetery  No.  1232,  Romagne,  France.  Next  of  kin : 
Myron  J.  Trowbridge,  father.  Bethel,  Conn. 

PKIITTINQ  OF  TAKIFF  DATA 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  Presidmt,  I  notice  in  yesterday's  IU»obi>, 
be?lnninf;  on  page  3425,  a  statement  which  purports  to  gire 
comparative  rates  of  duty  and  equivalent  ad  valurem  rates  In 
the  tariff  act  of  1022  and  in  the  House  bill,  and  so  forth.  I  am 
advit<e<1  that  in  the  preparation  of  this  table  information  was 
obtained  and  tables  prepared  by  the  accounting  and  statistical 
officers  of  the  Tariff  Commission  which  show  more  than  la 
exhiblte<l  In  the  table  appearing  in  this  morning's  Recobd. 
The  table  printed  shows  rates  of  groups,  but  falls  to  show  the 
rates  of  duty  upon  the  respective  Items  which  are  compounded 
to  make  the  groups.  Obviously  the  group  presentation  does 
not  reveal  the  entire  fticts.  For  instance,  a  group  statement 
will  show  an  ad  valorem  rate  upon  the  group  of  45  or  25  per 
cent,  but  there  may  be  scores  of  items  constituting  the  group 
which  have  a  duty  of  60  or  70  or  100  or  pertiape  200  per  cent 
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Septembee  10 


am  advised  by  one  of  the  statistical  officials  of  the  Tariff 
Conmission  with  whom  I  talked  a  few  moments  ago  over  the 
tel  jphone  that  they  have  a  table  of  100  pages  or  more  showing 
th<  various  items  constituting  the  groups  which  are  presented 
in  the  table  submitted  yesterday.  I  wish  to  ask  the  chairman 
of  the  Finance  Committee  if  he  will  not,  in  behalf  of  the  com- 
mi  tee,  asli  for  the  printing  of  that  table.  Speaking  for  my- 
sel  f — and  I  think  I  voice  the  views  of  many  Senators — I  should 
lik?  to  know  the  rates  of  duty  impo.sed  upon  hundreds  of  items 
wlich  constitute  these  groups,  and  that  information  is  not  fur- 
nished in  the  table  which  has  been  submitted. 

r.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  look  at  page 

1,  he  will  see  that  it  begins  with  Schedule  1  and 

r.  KINO.  I  referred  to  the  table  appearing  on  page  3425. 
statement  comprehended  the  entire  table, 
r.  SMOOT.  On  page  3425  the  taWe  gives  percentages  by 
schedules  as  a  whole,  but  if  the  Senator  will  look  at  page  3426, 
bej  inning  with  the  chemical  schedule.  No.  1,  he  will  see  that  It 
tal  es  up  each  item  and  gives  the  rate  as  shown  in  the  act  of 
19' 2,  in  the  bill  as  it  pa.^sed  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
in  the  bill  as  reported  by  tlie  Senate  Finance  C-ommittee  as  a 
wh  )le  as  found  on  page  3425  and  on  every  item  of  the  schedule. 
Is    hat  what  the  Senator  asks  for? 

]  Ir.  KING.  No;  what  I  am  asking  for  is  the  table  from 
wh  ;ch  this  schedule  was  prepared  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  a 
talle  which  shows  not  a  few  hundred  Items  but  several  thou- 
saiid  items.  The  Senator  knows  that  In  the  table  which  he 
submitted  there  is  not  shown  the  tariff  duty  upon  every  item 
which  may  be  eml)raced  within  the  table. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  will  find  those  items  be- 
giriiing  on  page  3426  and  ending  on  page  3454.  It  I.s  possible 
thdt  I  do  not  understand  Just  exactly  what  the  Senator  re- 
quests. However,  on  page  3425  the  actual  or  computed  ad 
vabrem  rates  on  each  schedule  as  a  schedule  are  given.  That 
is  from  Schedule  1  to  Schetlule  15,  or  from  chemlcaLs  to  sun- 
dries. Then,  beginning  on  page  3426,  is  Sclieduie  1,  chemicals, 
oili  and  paints,  being  "  a  summary  by  paragraphs  of  rates  of 
duly  In  the  tariff  act  of  lft22  and  H.  R.  2667.  The  e<iuiva!ent 
ad  valorem  rates  are  calculated  from  the  quantity  and  value 
of  imports  in  the  calendar  year  1928."  That  takes  up  first 
paragraph  1,  and  it  refers  also  to  chromic  acid  and  nitric  acid, 
found  on  the  free  list,  and  then  goes  cm  with  paragraphs  2,  3, 
4.  I,  6,  and  so  forth.  In  the  chemical  schedule.  That  gives  the 
inf  )rmation  which  I  understand  the  Senator  is  asking  for. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  knows  that  in  the  entire  tariff 
8ch»dule  and  In  the  entire  tariff  bill  there  are  thousands  of 
Itei  IS.  They  are  not  all  enumerated  by  any  means  in  the 
tab  e  which  is  printed.  What  I  am  desirous  of  now  are  the 
dat  a  which  were  procured  by  the  Tariff  Commission  and  which 
weie  the  basis  of  the  schedule  here  submitted,  and  which  show 
the  rates  of  duty  reduced  to  ad  valorem  on  not  only  the  items 
wh  ch  are  embraced  in  the  schedule  but  hundreds,  if  not  thou- 
sacds,  of  other  items. 

Hr.  SMOOT.  I  have  never  seen  such  a  computation,  I  will 
saj  to  the  Senator.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  question  to  see 
If  may  understand  just  what  he  wants.  In  every  schedule 
there  Is  a  basket  clause.  The  items  of  the  bill  which  are  not 
specifically  enumerated  fall  within  that  basket  clause.  There 
are  tens  of  thousands  of  items  which  fall  within  tlie  basket 
claase  in  the  15  .schedules.  I  very  much  doubt  whether  the 
Tariff  Commis.sIou  has  information  affecting  those  Items. 

llr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that, 
imuirlng  this  morning,  one  of  the  statisticians  told  me  that 
tht  y  had  a  number  of  sheets  which  represented  in  detail  a  large 
nui  Qber  of  items  not  mentioned  In  these  .schedules  and  that  some 
of  hose  items  showed  a  tariff  duty  of  from  200  to  300  per  cent 
Th »  Senator  knows  that  in  the  textile  schedule,  to  say  nothing 
of  many  others,  there  is  a  considerable  number  of  Instances 
wliere  the  tariff  is  200  and  300  per  cent,  and  where  there  has 
be*  n  an  Increase  In  the  tariff  rates  as  reported  by  the  Finance 
Co  amittee  of  from  60  to  80  per  cent,  and  even  102  per  cent. 

'  VTiat  I  want  Is  a  statement  which  will  show,  so  far  as  the 
Ta-iff  Commission  possesses  it,  the  compound  rate  upon  those 
Itei  Qus  where  they  have  the  data.  I  do  not  ask  them  to  make 
further  investigations,  but  they  have  now,  as  I  said  to  the  Sena- 
tOT  and  as  I  have  heretofore  said,  a  large  number  of  pages 
wh  ch  comprise  several  thousand  items.  It  does  seem  to  me 
the  t,  in  so  far  as  those  items  as  to  which  they  have  the  data 
reli  ite  to  the  bill  under  discussion,  and  embrace  rates  which  are 
del  It  with  by  the  bill  under  discussion,  we  should  be  advised,  if 
we  desire.  In  regard  to  the  rates,  and  should  have  the  Infonna- 
tioi  arailable. 

1  Ir.  SMOOT.    All  I  can  say  is  that  no  200  per  cent  Increase 
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100  per  cent  or  any  other  such  percentage  can  be  charged  up 
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to  the  basket  elatises,  and  most  of  tJ»e  Items  to  which  I  under- 
stand the  Sraator  rrfers  fall  in  those  basket  clauses.  However, 
I  will  say  to  my  colleague  that  ft  tliere  is  a  list  of  that  kind,  I 
am  perfectly  willing,  tf  it  ^iall  be  furnished,  to  ask  that  it  may 
be  printed ;  but  I  will  frankly  say  that  this  is  the  first  time  I 
have  ever  heard  such  a  thing  mentioned  in  the  tariff  discussion, 
and  I  do  not  know  to  what  the  Senator  refers.  I  will  inquire, 
however,  if  there  is  such  information  available,  and  !f  there  is  I 
want  the  Senate  to  have  it  I  have  no  Intention  whatever  of 
keeping  a  single  thing  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  understiind  that,  and  I  felt  sure 
whei  I  made  the  request  that  my  cc^eague  would  Join  with  me 
in  conferring  with  the  Tariff  Commission  with  a  view  to  having 
printed  the  data  to  which  I  refer.  ^    ^  » 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  will  as&ure  the  Senator  that  if  such  data 
exist  I  shall  have  them  jwinted.  Will  my  colleague  yield  to  me 
for  a  further  brief  statement? 

The  VICE  PM^SIDENT.  Does  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
yirfd  to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  KING.     YeB.  .    ^     „.,.,,      * 

Mr.  SMOOT.  For  the  Information  of  the  S«iate,  I  desire  to 
state  that  I  have  had  placed  on  each  Soiator's  deak  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  a  copy  of  the  comparative  print  of  the  tariff  bill, 
which  was  printed  in  two  volumes,  and  also  a  copy  of  the  index 
I  have  prepared  to  accompany  the  tariff  bill  (H.  B.  2667)  as 
reported  with  amendments  by  the  S«iate  Finance  Conunittee. 
The  index  was  prejiared  according  to  paragraphs  and  can, 
therefore,  be  used  in  connection  with  the  bill  as  reixwrted  to  the 
Senate  and  also  the  comparaUve  print  which  la  on  each  Senator'a 
desk  at  this  time. 

I  also  wi.sh  to  state  that  a  comparison  of  rates  of  duty  and 
equivalent  ad  valorem  rates  In  the  tariff  act  of  1922  with  the 
bill  (H  R.  2667)  ns  reported  by  the  House  and  as  amended  by 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  and  also  the  Underwood-Sim- 
mons bill  of  1913  should  be  completed  within  a  week  or  10 
days.    Immediately  upon  its  completion  I  shall  request  to  have 

it  printed  in  the  Rbxxmu).  .„  ,.     v.       ^ 

Copies  of  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information  will  be  bound 
at  once.  There  will  be  a  copy  on  each  Senator's  desk,  with  his 
name  thereon,  to-morrow  morning. 

INCOM&T.VX  AND  OAPITAL-eTOdC-TAX  RETOaNS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  (8. 
Res.  108)  submitted  by  Mr.  Simmons  on  the  5th  insUnt,  the 
pending  question  being  on  the  amendm«it  proposed  by  Mr. 
Blaine.  ^  ,,_,       . 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  take  but  a  UtUe  of 
the  Senate's  time  in  a  discussion  of  the  scxaUed  Simmons 
resolution  and  the  amendment  thereto  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Wi8Con.sin  [Mr.  Blaink].  We  expect  to  get  a  ▼ote  <JJi 
the  resolution  in  a  very  short  while.  When  that  vote  shall 
have  been  taken,  it  is  hoped  that  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Simmons),  the  ranking  member  of  the  minority  on 
the  Finance  C<Mnmittee,  will  be  permitted  to  «)eak  on  the  pend- 
ing tariff  biU. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President . 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield.  ^  _^     ^ 

Mr.  NORRIS.  So  that  there  may  be  no  misunderstandiiig,  l 
desire  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  that  I  shall  at- 
tempt to  get  the  Senate  to  take  up  for  consideration  the  Vare 
resolution  as  eoon  as  the  Senate  shaU  have  voted  on  the  Sim- 
mons resolution. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska  prefers,  though, 
that  we  proceed  first  to  di.^pose  of  the  Simmons  resolution? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  thought  I  woald  wait  until  the  Simmons 
resoluUon  should  have  been  disposed  of ;  I  understand  that  that 
is  satisfactory  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina;  but  at 
that  time  I  shall  ask  the  Senate  to  consider  the  privileged  reso- 
lution that  is  now  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  it  is  only  because  of  some 
of  the  matters  that  arose  on  yesterday  that  I  am  provoked  into 
a  discussion  of  the  pending  resolution  at  this  time.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  attempted  to  create  the  impression  that  it  is  a 
move  to  delay  a  final  vote  upon  the  tariff  bllL  It  is  not  The 
proposal  is  made  absolutely  hi  good  faith;  it  is  made  because 
we  believe  that  the  facts  ought  to  be  available  In  the  considera- 
tion of  the  increased  tariff  rates  proposed  in  the  various 
schedules  of  the  bill.  j        >. 

So  far  as  we  are  concerned,  we  have  accepted  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blainb],  because  its 
incorporation  in  the  resolution  may  result  in  securing  more  facts 
that  might  shed  additional  li^t  upon  the  questions  involved. 

I  was  one  of  those  who  voted  against  the  publicity  amend- 
ment which  was  before  the  Senate  some  years  ago,  because  I 
did  not  beUeve  that  it  would  accomplish  any  particular  good, 


except  to  satisfy  the  appetites  of  the  corions.  However,  this 
proposal  would  obtain  information  which  the  Senate  should  have. 
In  the  amendment  which  is  now  a  part  of  the  revenue  law  it  was 
expressly  stated  that  when  there  comes  before  either  the  Fi- 
nance Committee  of  the  Senate  or  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee  of  the  House  Information  which  may  be  u.seful  to  either 
body,  either  committee  may  give  the  information  thus  obtained 
to  the  respective  bodies.     For  instance,  the  law  provides : 

Any  relevant  or  tiaeful  information  thus  obtained  may  be  submitted 
by  the  coaimittee  obtaining  it  to  the  Senate  or  the  Hoiue,  or  to  both 
tlie  Soiate  and  the  House,  as  the  case  may  be 

We  have  no  desire  to  do  any  injiHtice  to  any  particular  busi- 
ness or  i>erson  in  this  country  with  reference  to  i^tibllshing  fig- 
ures as  to  their  financial  condition ;  but  It  seems  to  ns  that  if  a 
corporation  comes  before  the  Finance  Committee  and  asks  for 
increased  tariff  rates  on  the  theory  that  it  can  not  exist  without 
them,  one  of  the  greatest  influences  in  determining  the  question 
ghonld  be  the  amount  of  its  profits  and  the  amount  of  the 
wages  it  is  paying. 

In  the  .subcommittee  on  metals,  over  whidi  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Bixd],  who  spoke  yesterthiy, 
presided,  he  frequently  asked  the  question  of  tbone  who  came 
before  the  subcommittee  whether  they  were  making  earnings. 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  wait  to  the  extent  of  asking  th«'m 
whether  they  w«v  making  profits,  but  I  recall  in  the  cast  which 
the  Senator  cited  yesterday,  ot  the  loesh-wire  industry,  that  the 
representative  of  one  of  the  conoema  that  appeared  before  the 
committee  told  the  whole  financial  condition  of  its  business.  It 
was  done  at  the  Senate's  request.  It  seems  a  little  inconsistent 
upcHi  the  part  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  now  to  object 
to  getting  InformatiOTi  from  corporations  which  he  extracted 
from  them,  so  far  as  he  could,  durhig  the  consideration  of  the 
metal  schedule. 

The  Senator  from  PMrnsylvanla  yestwday  referred  to  mesh 
wire.  Let  me  give  some  of  the  fiiots  which  were  brought  out 
befwv  the  committee  respecting  that  item.  It  is  most  illuminat- 
ing. The  committee  increased  the  rate  on  Fourdrinier  wire 
about  100  per  cent— from  30  per  cent,  I  believe  to  55  pei-  i-ent ' 
Such  wire  goes  into,  and  is  essential  in,  the  manufacture  of 
paper.  It  Is  necessary  for  the  paper  manufacturing  ctmcema 
to  have  it  About  11  per  cent  Is  importe<i  and  89  per  cent  is 
produced  In  the  United  States.  The  owner,  I  may  say,  of  one 
of  the  conc«Tia — and  it  is  the  largest  one — appeared  before  the 
committee  and  gave  a  history  of  its  business  and  attemi)ted 
to  show  that  it  was  in  bad  condition.  He  said  he  organir^  hia 
plant  for  the  manufacture  of  Fourdrinier  wire  some  26  years 
ago,  working  on  a  htmdred  dollars  a  month,  with  a  capital  of 
about  $25,000.  During  that  time  the  tariff  duty  had  been  re- 
dueled  to  15  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Notwithstanding  that,  how- 
ever, he  said  he  made  money,  and  the  property  is  now  worth 
$1,200,000;  that  he  owes  only  $30,000,  and  that  last  year  he 
made  in  profit  $137,000.  That  is  the  institution  among  others 
for  which  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  as  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee,  has  recommended  an  increase*!  duty  of  approxi- 
mately 100  per  cent  over  the  objections  and  protests  of  every 
paper  manufacturing  concern  In  the  United  Statesw 

But  that  is  not  all  that  happened  In  the  consideration  of  that 
item  before  the  Senator's  subcommittee.  He  made  a  statement 
as  to  when  and  where  he  thought  Increased  rates  should  be 
applied,  and  his  idea  was  not  to  take  into  consideration  mass 
production,  and  not  to  try  to  protect  the  inefficiently  managed 
or  uneconomically  located  concerns  in  the  United  States.  He 
said  this  to  the  witness : 

We  have  to  frame  thla  tariff  Mil  on  the  ba«if  of  the  most  efflcient 
domestic  producer. 

That  is  what  the  SajatM"  from  Pennsylvania  said. 

Thai  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edoe],  hia  coworker 
on  the  committee,  said : 

On  the  basis  of  good  manaseneBt 

Saiator  Rezd  then  interpolated  and  said : 

There  would  be  no  Umit  if  we  did  not. 

Then  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  said  to  the  witness  who 
was  asking  for  this  increase : 

Yoa  understuid  perfectly  well,  as  Senator  Bbk)  has  indicated,  that 
tibc  protective  system  would  ah»>lnt*ly  fall  if  we,  throufl^  it,  put  a 
premlom  on  inefficiency:  ao  we  most  ahwdntely  base  everythinc  m 
proper  mana«eBent    * 

Then,  after  Ustening  to  all  the  testimony,  the  Senator  said  to 
the  witness: 


Of  course  it  would  be  irialn  roblicry  of  the  eonsomer  to  raise  this 
■and  simply  to  pat  the  price  stiU  farther  up,  and,  the  ijaporter  foUowlnfc 
nobody  would  he  protected. 
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That  la,  one  of  the  leaders  over  there  who  drafted  this 
Increase  said  that  It  was  plain  robbery ;  and  yet  they  voted  out 
this  increase!  ,     ^ 

Mr.    REED.     Mr.   President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  an 

occasional  fact? 

Mr   HARRISON.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  If  the  Senator  will  look  at  paragraph  318,  which 
covers  Fourdrlnier  wire,  he  will  discover  that  we  did  not  make 
any  Increase  whatsoever  in  the  tariff  on  Fourdrlnier  wire. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Does  the  Senator  state  to  this  body  now 
that  the  House  did  not  Increase  the  duty?  Wait  a  minute  now 
until  I  finish  my  question.  The  Senator  is  a  smart  and  shrewd 
and  able  lawyer,  and  he  will  fool  a  lot  of  people,  but  he  can  not 
£ool  some  of  us.  I  hoiie  be  will  at  least  wait  until  I  propound 
the  question,  because  I  know  the  Senator  does  not  want  to  give 
the  Impression  to  the  country  that  this  bill  does  not  carry  an 
increase  on  Pourdrinler  wire.  What  happened  was  that  the 
rulings  of  the  court  were  that  this  wire  came  in  at  30  per  cent 
ad  valorem  under  the  paper-manufacturing  rates,  and  so  forth, 
and  the  House  increased  the  rate  to  55  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
The  Senate  committee,  acting  no  doubt  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  having  the  matter  in 
charge,  retained  the  House  increase.    Is  not  that  true?  '^ 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  correct. 

Mr    HARRISON.     I  am  glad  the  Senator  admits  it 

Mr  REED.  What  did  the  Senator  mean  when  he  spoke  of 
me  as  one  of  those  who  drafted  the  increase? 

Mr.   HARRISON,    The  Senator  Is  modest,  but  the  Senator 
can  not  cover  up  his  trail.    He  leaves  his  tracks  behind,  and  we 
know  his  handiwork  so  well  that  we  can  put  our  finger  on  it. 
-^    Mr.  REED.    Did  the  Senator  try  to  give  the  impression  that 
the  Senate  committee  had  raised  the  rates  in  the  House  bill? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Oh,  no ;  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  REED.    I  thought  the  Senator  did  say  it. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  said  that  the  Senate  committee  had 
increa.sed  the  rate  from  the  present  rate ;  they  hail  adopted  the 
Hoa*ie  rate,  which  carried  an  increase  from  30  or  35  per  cent  to 
55  per  cent  ad  valorem,  an  increase  of  nearly  100  per  cent 

Mr.  REED.  As  long  as  it  is  understood  that  the  Senate  com- 
mittee did  not  change  the  House  bill  in  this  resqpect,  I  hope  the 
Senator  will  go  ahead. 

Mr.  HARRISON  Does  the  Senator  expect  to  defend  the 
many  increases  throughout  thLs  bill  because  the  Senate  com- 
mittee did  not  increase  the  rates  over  the  Hoase  rates ;  or  does 
he  expect  to  confine  his  defense  to  the  increases  over  the 
present  law? 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  is  altogether  wrong  if  he  thinks 
there  b  any  element  of  defense  in  this.    We  are  proud  of  this 

bill. 

Mr.  H.\RRISON.  It  Is  like  the  Senator  to  be  proud  of  It 
I  know  that  the  Senator  has  the  courage  to  think  that  he  does 
not  have  to  defend  it  but  other  Senators  over  there  will  think 
they  will  have  to  defend  It;  and  if  the  Senator  will  bide  his 
time  with  patience  he  will  find  that  he  will  have  to  defend  many 
items  is  this  bill. 

Mr.  REED.  If  we  can  find  out  what  the  Democratic  policy 
la  on  this  bill,  we  shall  be  glad  to  reply  to  it 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  will  find  out  what  the  Demo- 
cratic policy  on  this  bill  is,  and  we  expect  to  correct  many  of 
the  statements  made  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  and  the 
Senator  from  Utah.  For  instance,  yesterday  the  Senator  said 
that  the  I'nited  States  Steel  Corporation  had  no  interest  in 
these  particular  increases  on  many  of  the  items  in  the  metal 
scheilule.  and  that  they  did  not  appear  before  his  august  com- 
mittee. The  Senator,  if  he  will  refresh  his  memory,  will  recall 
that  Mr.  Doherty.  who  represents  the  Steel  Institute,  did  come 
before  his  committee  and  make  certain  requests,  and  some  of 
those  requests  were  granted,  and  among  the  requests  was  one  for 
au  increase  on  building  material  which  goes  into  the  construc- 
tion of  buildings  and  ships  and  bridges,  that  would  go  directly 
Into  the  coffers  ot  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation  and  the 
Bethlehem  i>eople ;  and  you  gave  them  an  increase  on  that 
material. 

I  am  glad  the  Senator  does  not  now  deny  that 

Mr.  President  referring  to  the  Fourdrlnier  wire  that  is 
offered  here  as  an  illustration,  I  think  the  Senator  said  that 
the  wages  of  the  laboring  people  were  what  influenced  his 
change  on  this  matter.  The  evidence  shows  that  there  are 
<Milj'  SOO  men  who  belong  to  a  union  making  Fourdrinier  wire 
in  the  Uniteil  States,  and  that  they  now  get  less  pay  than  they 
did  during  the  war  for  making  this  product ;  and  as  soon  as  the 
House  granted  the  Increase  to  55  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  Four- 
drinier wire  the  domestic  producer  of  Fourdrinier  wire  in  the 
Unite<l  States  llfte<l  his  price  from  55  cents  a  square  foot  to  58 
cents  a  square  foot  aud  there  it  is  now.    Then  it  was,  after 
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the  f  Increased  the  price,  that  the  importers  increased  the  price, 
too ;  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  said  to  the  witness : 

lb«re  is  keen  competition  in  this. 

"hen  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge]  asked  a  ques- 
tiol.    Let  me  read  what  he  said.    It  is  interesting  testimony: 

^Ml,  of  course,  it  would  be  plainly  a  robbery  of  the  consumer  to  raise 
thli  rate  and  gimply  to  put  the  price  still  farther  up. 

Then  when  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  said  it  would  be 
robbery,  the  witness  said : 

There  is  no  question  about  that.     •     •     • 

Senator  Ribd.  Now,  the  statement  Is  definitely  made  to  us  that  the 
Imiorters  promptly  raised  their  price  to  58  cents  at  the  same  time  that 
the  American  manufacturer  did. 

]  le  was  aware  of  that    Then  further : 

"]  on  agree,  then — 

Said  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania— 
that  the  American  manufacturing  cost  of  60-mesh  screen  is  42.21  cents? 

3fr.   Fbbkt.  Yes,   sir. 

!«nator  Rkbd.  And  is  it  correct  that  the  present  price  ot  that  ma- 
ter ai  is  M  cents? 

Hi.  Fkb«y.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Rcbd.  Recently  increased  from  56? 

llr.  i'lKKT.  Yes,  sir.      •     •     • 

ienator  Rmd.  And  was  the  price  reduced  when  it  receded? 

Ur.  FSBXT.  It  has  not  been  as  yet  that  I  know  of. 

'  lien  the  Senator  from  Penn.sylvanla  asked  how  it  was  that 
th(  y  all  agreed  to  raise  at  the  same  time.  * 

;  ir.  F»BHT.  Well,  one  of  the  manufacturers  sent  out  a  letter  to  the 
tra  ie,  I  think  slightly  before  April  1.  stating  that  they  were  increasing 
th«  price  and  would  protect  at  the  old  price.  Some  of  the  manufacturers 
fol  owed,  as  they  naturally  would  under  those  conditions,  and  others 
dW    not  follow  and  stayed  low     •      •     •. 

!  Ienator  Rkkd.   I  am  not  implying  that  it  was  a  conspiracy. 

:  Ir.  FiRHT.  Well,  one  of  the  witnesses,  I  thought,  diA. 
Ienator  Resd.  Are  they  on  a  58-cpnt  basis  now? 

'.  dr.  Fekrt.  I  think  they  are,  practically  ;  yes. 

?o  that  is  the  conspiracy,  and  that  is  the  way  the  people  art 
wlio  get  these  Increases  here.  We  want  to  know  how  much 
th'se  other  people  are  paying. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  yesterday  quoted  the  Senator  from 
M  chigan  [Mr.  Couzens].  who  was  one  of  the  leaders  in  the 
fight  for  publicity  of  the.se  returns,  and  said  that  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  only  wanted  accessibility  to  these  returns.  Well, 
th  it  Is  what  we  are  asking  for  here — not  publicity  of  them,  if 
w<  think  that  the  Senate  should  have  thera  we  will  publish 
th»m  to  the  Senate,  as  they  have  been  published  throughout 
th?se  hearing.s  in  some  Instances.  The  Senator  from  Utah 
8e?ms  to  be  afraid  of  publicity.  That  is  one  of  the  things  the 
country  is  complaining  about  in  the  formulation  of  this  bill — 
th?  secrecy  in  which  it  was  drafted. 

It  will  not  be  forgotten  how  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
M  chigan  made  his  fight  to  give  to  the  press  and  the  public 
al  the  details  with  reference  to  the  changes  In  the  various  items 
of  every  schedule  here,  and  how  he  was  upbraided  by  hia  col- 
leiigues  of  the  majority  on  the  Finance  Committee.  Why.  if 
n*  wspaper  reports  can  be  believed,  he  was  shunned  for  a  while. 
Tliey  showered  their  criticism  upon  him.  Why?  Because,  If 
the  newspapers  are  correct  there  were  Senators  on  that  com- 
m  ttee  who  were  informing  their  constituents  of  the  changes 
th  It  were  taking  place.  Immediately  resp«^>nse8  would  come  to 
the  majority  members  asking  for  reconsideration  of  the 
clanges;  and  then  it  was  that  the  Senator  from  Michigan  said, 
"  will  get  up  a  publicity  bureau  myself.  I  will  give  out  the 
Information.  The  people  are  entitled  to  know  it,  and  I  will 
d<  It" 

Then,  a  few  days  ago,  when  the  full  Committee  on  Finance 
m&t  after  you  had  taken  these  many  votes  on  each  item  in  this 
bill,  many  of  which  were  under  a  bloc  process,  6  to  5.  I 
arked  that  the  votes  of  the  majority  on  each  item,  as  revealed 
b;  the  record  of  the  Finance  Committee,  be  put  in  the  Congres- 
si  oNAi.  Record.  I  knew  they  would  not  look  very  well  to  some 
oi  you  who  would  be  confronted  with  those  votes  when  you 
Wire  called  upon  to  vote  during  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 
T le  Senator  from  Michigan  voted  with  us ;  but  no!  Every  other 
majority  member  of  the  Finance  Committee  voted  to  keep  them 
secret.  They  did  not  want  it  to  t>e  known  how  they  voted  in 
executive  session.  No  wonder  you  do  not  want  us  to  have 
pi  ibllclty  of  these  returns !  Why,  what  finer  evidence  as  to  the 
n<ed  of  reduction  of  a  certain  rate  of  duty  can  be  given  tlian 
tl  at  a  concern  ttiat  comes  before  us  asking  for  a  large  increase 
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is  shown  to  be  making  tremendous  profits?    And  that  is  what 
they  are  doing  in  this  case. 

I  submit  Mr.  President  that  it  is  not  for  the  purpose  of 
delay  but  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  expediUng  and  fairly  consid- 
ering every  Item   in  this  bill  that   this  ret^olution   is  offered. 
Those  of  you  on  the  other  side  who  want  to  strangle  publicity 
to  that  extent  who  want  to  smother  the  Issue  and  refuse  to 
give  us  the  returns  that  would  throw  some  particular  light  on 
this  matter,  should  vote  against  this  res^.lution.     But  mind  you. 
Senators,  while  the  press  has  been  discussing  this  tanff  bill, 
with  the  many  increases  carried  in  it  your  constituents  have 
been  made  acquainted  with  what  has  been  going  on.    You,  who 
have  felt  the  pulse  of  the  p^'ople  back  home,  who  have  heard 
their  expressions  of  disapproval,   who   are  looking   with  pro- 
Dhetic  eye  to  the  future,  who  are  coming  up  for  reelection  next 
vear  and  three  years  from  now,  who  already  have  heard  rum- 
blings in  your  SUite  that  this  or  that  fellow  Is  going  to  run 
against  you  for  the  nomination,  had  better  take  ^warning  and 
nit  follow  this  crowd  that  Is  leading  to  the  political  graye- 
vard— the  framers  of  this  tariff  WU.    Throw  off  the  shackles 
of  slavery,  If  you  please,  in  this  instance,  and  at  least  let  your 
neople  know  that  you  want  these  facts  from  the  only  souroe  to 
Which  we  can  apply  In  order  to  get  this  needed  information. 

Mr    REED     Mr.  President  If  the  Senator  will  yield,  ispot 
this  the  fit^t  time  the  Senator  has  posed  as  a  prophet  of  election 

results  since  last  November?  

Mr  HARRISON.  Yes;  and  I  am  generally  correct  In  my 
prophecies  with  reference  to  political  deaths.  We  propheded 
KTbout  Pennsjlvania.  I  never  vr^^esiedthat  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  would  not  come  back,  because  I  knew  .^is 
Bangle  hold  upon  the  great  interests  o^flttsburgh  and  Phila- 
delphia :  I  knew  of  his  wedding  to  Mr.  Vabe,  who  has  all  but 
been  dethroned ;  I  knew  that  he  was  adroit  and  smart  enough 
to  change  hisfviews,  as  expressed  in  the  primary  In  Pennsy^ 
vania.  when  the  general  election  day  came  a'-ound,  aiid  he 
pulled  through;  but  many  of  the  other  prophecies  that  Ihave 
made  comerning  Pennsylvania  have  come  true.  So  I  t)eg  oi 
my  friends  over  there,  whose  smiUng  countffliances  ^e  /ike  to 
see  and  would  miss  greatly,  not  to  follow  the  leadership  that 
drafted  this  bill.    Vote  for  this  resolution ! 

Mr  COrZENS.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment'to  this  resolution,  because  the  concern  of  our  Weads  on 
the  other  side  all  seems  to  be  aimed  at  the  manufacturers. 
Whether  they  are  the  perUcular  friends  o'^^^^  Importers  I  do 
not  know.  All  of  the  debate  and  argument  to-day  has  tended 
to  cast  suspicion  upon  the  manufacturers  and  P^^lncers  of  this 
country.  Whether  or  not  these  aspersions  are  justified  I  am 
Siabl^to  say,  and  will  not  be  able  to  say  until  this  resolution 
is  adopted,  as  I  hope  it  will  be.  ^      ,  ^, 

The  amendment  I  propose  Is  on  line  11  of  Senate  Resolution 
106  to  cut  out  the  words  "  products  or  manufactures  are  and 
insert  "  the  names  of  taxpayers  whose  business,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  committee,  or  of  the  majority  or  minority  members 
thereof,  Is  affected  by  the  i>endlng  tariff  bilL" 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Will  not  the  Senator  teU  us  again  where  that 
amendment  will  come  In  tlie  resolution? 

Mr  COrZENS.  On  the  first  page,  line  11,  I  propoee  to  cut 
out  the  last  four  words— In  other  words,  "  products  or  manufac- 
tures of  "—and  substitute  "  the  names  of  taxpayers  whose  busi- 
ness in  the  opinion  of  the  committee  *  *  *  ?^^^?iflK«t 
the  pending  tariff  bilL"  All  the  evidence  I  heard  indicated  that 
in  very  few  cases  did  the  American  consumer  get  any  benefit 
through  low-priced  imports.  Not  only  does  the  new  testimony 
sustain  that  statement  but  when  the  last  tariff  bill  was  before 
the  Senate  there  was  before  us  a  Senate  committee  Pnnt  of  a 
document  entitled  "  ImrKMted  merchandise  at  reUdl  prices, 
which  was  submitted  to  the  Senate.  It  does  not  take  much 
Imagination,  after  reading  this,  to  convince  ones  self  that  many 
of  these  articles  which  are  imported  at  low  rates  of  duty,  and 
from  countries  with  low  standards  of  wages,  do  not  eeU  in  this 
market  so  that  the  consumer  gets  any  benefit 

I  want  to  read  a  few  instanc-es  mentioned  in  this  committee 
print  as  to  what  the  importers  did  in  the  way  of  marking  up 
the  lmi)orts  brought  in  from  countries  with  low  wap  standards. 
For  instance,  on  page  32  of  this  document  we  find  the  item  of 
cabbage  seed,  imported  from  Copenh^een.  The  value  in  Den- 
mark was  1.95  cents,  and  it  sold  in  iiiis  country  for  35  cents 
at  retail.  Indicating  a  mark-up  of  1.567  per  cent 

There  will  be  found  on  page  48  a  400-day  clock,  made  in  G^-- 
many,  with  a  value  of  $1.60  In  Germany,  sold  at  retail  in  this 
country  for  $30,  or  a  wrlt^up  of  1,221  per  cent.  There  will  be 
found  on  page  52  a  microscope  that  had  »/alue  l"  Germany  of 
$4  but  which  was  sold  in  this  country  at  retail  for  $30  Indicating 
a  Write-up  of  758  per  cent.  On  page  78  there  wiU  be  found  a 
SwLss  watch  with  7  jewels  costing  in  Switieriand  $1  plus,  which 
retails  here  at  $9.45,  indicating  a  write-up  of  616  per  cent 


I  could  go  through  the  list,  covering  125  or  130  pages,  giving 
concrete  examples  of  what  these  importers  do  with  cheap  Im- 
ported goods.  They  take  off  a  profit  and  the  American  con- 
sumer dees  not  get  the  benefit 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  said  In  his 
speech  yesterday  that  the  importers  were  not  here  asking  for 
anything,  and  therefore  It  was  not  important  that  the  imix»rters' 
financial  statements  be  required  the  same  as  is  asked  for  in 
Senate  Resolution  108  as  to  the  returns  of  the  American  manu- 
facturer and  producer.  There  is  absolutely  no  Justice  In  de- 
manding or  a.sking  for  the  returns  of  the  American  manufactur- 
ers and  producers  and  ignoring  the  returns  showing  the  profits 
made  by  the  importers  in  this  country  who  make  such  huge 
profits  on  articles  Imported  from  covmtries  with  cheap  pro- 
duction. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  My  remark  yesterday  th%t  the  importer* 
were  not  asking  for  anything  was  merely  incidental.  Of  course, 
they  are  in  some  cases  asking  for  reductions,  which  requests  are 
largely  in  rebuttal  of  the  increases  asked  by  the  manufacturers 
of  a  given  product,  except  in  some  cases  there  are  ludeiieiulent 
requests  for  decreases.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  as  I  said 
yesterday,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  have  these  reports  include, 
the  reports  of  importers,  especially  professional  importers. 

Mr.  OOUZENS.  Will  the  Senator  tell  us  what  the  difference 
Is  between  a  professional  Importer  and  any  other  importer? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  suppose  a  professional  importer  is  one  who 
imports  on  ownmisslon  and  sella  to  American  merchant>?,  whereas 
many  mercliants  send  their  own  representatives  to  Europe,  who 
buy  direct  and  ship  home  without  any  c<Hnmlssion.  But  In  the 
cases  cited  by  the  Senator,  I  suppose  it  could  not  be  contetided, 
as  it  is  contended  in  many  other  instances,  that  the  imix. iters 
are  seeking  to  undersell  the  home  manufacturer  so  as  to  drive 
him  out  of  the  market  Whatever  these  enormous  profits  that 
were  made,  they  went  toward  absorbing  the  difference  between 
the  cost  abroad  and  in  the  United  States,  so  as  not  to  Injuie  the 
home  manufacturer  though  they  may  be  unjust  to  the  consumer 
who  pavs  the  profits  to  the  importer. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Undoubte*lly  that  Is  true,  but  why  atinbute 

to  the4mporter  aU  the  altruism  you  are  attributing  to  him 

Mr.  BARKLEY,    No;  the  Senator  is  mistjiken,    I  said  yes 


terday  that  every  witness  who  appeared  before  the  committee, 
whether  he  was  asking  for  an  increase  or  a  decrease,  was  there 
for  a  selfish  motive,  and  I  do  not  think  that  could  be  said  to 
be  attributing  any  altruism  to  those  asking  for  decreases  as  well 
as  increases. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Why  did  the  Senator  say  they  were  not  here 
asking  for  something?  They  were  here  asking  for  something. 
They  were  asking  for  concessions  and  favors  from  the  Congress 
that  meant  more  to  them  in  dollars  and  cents  than  was  meant 
by  what  the  producers  asked  for  in  many  cases.  I  am  not  here 
to  defend  all  the  rates  in  this  bill.  I  am  Just  Interested  in  the 
concOTn  that  you  have  about  the  importers.  You  seem  to  think 
that  the  importers  are  not  here  tor  any  purpose  that  is  otlier 
than  good  for  the  American  consumer.    I  contend  tliat  that  is 

not  a  fact.  ^  , 

Mr  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  has  misconstrued  my  remarK, 
which  was  only  Incidental  and  not  fundamental  or  primarily 
affecting  the  questicm  at  issue. 

Mr  COUZENS.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  not 
particularly  referring  to  what  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  haa 
said  I  am  concerned  because  the  resolution  which  originated 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber,  and  which  has  been  advocated 
by  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber,  has  ignored  the  fact  that  we 
should  be  as  much  concerned  about  the  financial  returns  and 
profits  of  the  importer  as  we  are  about  tlioee  of  the  American 
producers,  who  employ  labor  and  maintain  wages  in  this  coun- 
tn',  while  the  American  importers  do  not 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Many  American  importer  employ  labor. 
Many  of  them  Import  raw  materials  and  employ  skillwl  labor  in 
the  United  States  for  its  production  in  the  finished  product  and 
the  Senator's  remark  is  not  exactiy  correct  when  he  says  that 
knporters  do  not  employ  American  labor.  But  I  want  to  say 
to  the  Senator  that  I  am  in  sympathy  with  his  amendinent  and 
«n^  to  vote  for  it  and  if  I  had  been  drawing  the  original 
?^tloi  I  might  have  included  it;  but  I  do  not  want  the 
^a?orTo  seek  to  creato  prejudice  against  the  position  we  t^e 
tofavor  o«  securing  this  information  merely  because  the  reso- 
lution Is  ori^l?  Introduced  did  not  cover  the  importers  as 

"*  Mr*Vmj™i^''Sl"senator  is  not  taking  that  position. 
Th^  ^SS«  i^c^c^^  bIJaise  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber 
^mfto  te -o  concerned  about  the  ^^Ifrter. , J  want  to^-hU 
tmt  that  they  need  shed  no  tears  about  the  Importer,  heui»J*f 
J^'is^ySen^re  of.  without  much  investment  of  capital  or 
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any  Initiative  or  any  emplo>Tnent  of  American  labor.  whUe  some 
of  us  are  conc-erned  with  rates  where  American  manufacturers, 
who  ar^  employers  of  labor,  are  concerned,  where  the  rates  are 
of  more  benefit  to  our  country  than  to  the  importers. 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  COIZENS.     I  yield. 

Mr  HOWELL.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  in  favor  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan,  but  it  seems  to  me  it 
is  a  little  hard  on  the  importers,  because  the  charges  for  tbese 
goiKls  he  hu.s  read  are  retail  charges,  not  importers'  charges. 

Mr  COT  ZENS.  The  Senator  does  not  know  the  whole  story. 
The  big  department  stores  and  tlie  5-and-lO-eent  stores  import 
their  own  stuff,  and  they  are  the  ones  who  have  written  up 
these  perceutajres.  They  are  the  importers.  I  am  not  talking 
about  the  importer  who  sells  on  a  cf)mmission  basis.  I  am 
talking  about  the  importers  who  irapi.rt  these  goods  from  for- 
eign countries,  and  write  tbem  up  anywhere  from  1,500  to  2,000 
per  cent  in  their  own  storea  .     ,   ^  ^        ,     * 

Mr.  HOWELL.    However,  these  charges  are  included  against 

all  importers.  .  _^         .     , 

Mr  COUZENS.  I  am  not  making  a  charge  against  anybody 
to  wliom  it  does  not  apply.  Charges  are  made  here  on  the  floor 
that  American  manufacturers  and  producers  are  asking  for 
tariffs  wholly  out  of  proportion  to  their  needs.  That  is  a  gen- 
eral statement  that  is  not  true  In  all  cases.  When  a  general 
statement  of  that  kind  is  made,  it  can  only  apply  to  those  it 
affects.     Where  it  does  not  affect   them,  of  course  it  should 

not  apply.  .  ,       . 

Mr  HOWELL.  Is  it  not  true  that  a  great  many  articles  that 
are  Imported  by  importers  purely  are  written  up  at  these  high 
rates  by  many  department  stores?  It  is  not  necessarily  the 
dvpartiiient  stores  that  Import  that  write  up  these  articles  in 
this  manner,  but  the  prici's  are  written  up  on  articles  which 
the  department  stores  buy  of  the  Importers. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  What  difference  dt^es  It  make?  We  are 
Interested  in  the  American  consumer.  I  do  not  care  where  the 
write-up  takes  place.  I  am  iH)lntIng  out  that  the  write-up  has 
taken  place,  but  who  writes  it  up  Is  of  no  material  Interest  to 
me.  What  I  want  is  that  we  shield  shed  n<»  tears  about  fixing 
the  rates  of  duty  so  as  to  bring  In  more  g<'o<ls  for  the  purpose 
of  en«i>amging  the  lmi»orter  to  make  more  profits  when  he  d<jes 
not  give  the  benefit  to  the  American  consumer. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  fearetl  that  the  »euati»r's  statement  might 
be   assumed    to    mean    the    prices   of   Imprjrters,    and   not    of 

retailers.  .       ^         .        ^  ^. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  am  not  Interested  in  the  price  of  the 
imiiurter.  I  am  lnfer*^ted  in  the  price  the  American  public  has 
III  ptiy.  That  is  whom  I  am  here  representlug,  I  am  trying  to 
do  I  hi-  best  I  can  to  point  out  the  fa<ts  as  they  affect  tlie 
cotiMUiiier. 

Mr.  KIN<;.    Mr.  Preaident 

Tlie  PUE8IDINO  OFFICER  (Mr  McNabt  In  the  chair). 
Dties  the  8en«tor  from  Michigan  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah? 

Mr.  COUZENS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  If  It  be  a  fact  that  some  of  the  Importers  write 
np  their  rates  too  high.  Is  not  that  an  argument  against  the 
proiKJsltion  of  some  of  our  friends  that  we  must  Increase  the 
tariff  rates?  If  their  rates  are  too  high,  what  about  the  domes- 
tic manufacturer  and  the  American  retailer,  who  obviously  sell 
their  products  at  the  same  rates.  If  not  higher? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  If  the  American  manufacturer  and  producer 
Is  selling  on  a  close  margin,  and  the  importer  has  a  large  mar- 
gin, he  does  not  thrt^w  that  away  unle.ss  he  has  to.  The  raising 
of  the  tariff  on  many  articles — and  I  do  not  vouch  for  them 
all — will  not  cost  the  American  consumer  one  cent.  In  other 
words,  the  difference  t>etween  the  domestic  selling  price  and  the 
price  the  Importer  sells  for  will  be  absorbed  by  the  Importer, 
because  he  will  not  be  able  to  get  a  higher  price  than  the 
domestic  producer  has  to  sell  at 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  remembers,  does  he  not.  that  in 
si»me  of  the  hearings  the  claim  was  frequently  made  that  there 
was  a  threat  of  Importation,  and  therefore  the  rates  mast  be 
raised?  If  a  threat  of  importation  is  effective  to  compel  the 
domestic  producer  not  to  charge  too  great  a  rate,  does  not  the 
Senator  think  that  there  is  something  more  potential  when  the 
Imiiorfs  come  into  the  United  States  and  take  their  place  in  the 
legitimate  marts  of  trade  and  commerce? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  am  not  In  sympathy  with  any  rates  based 
on  potential  competition.  They  do  not  interest  me  at  all,  except 
that  I  am  opposed  to  them.  But  I  do  want  to  say  this,  that  I 
did  not  rise  to  get  into  a  tariff  debate.  I  rose  for  the  purpose 
«tf  pointing  out   the  desirability  of  adopting   this   resolution 
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offeied  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  with  the  amend- 
ments proposed. 

Mr.  BAIIKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  COUZENS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  .sympathize  with  the  Senator,  and  1  share 
his  lisinclination  to  get  into  a  tariff  debate  oii  this  resolution — 
we  vill  have  enough  of  that  later;  but  I  should  like  to  inquire 
of  t  le  Senator  whether  it  is  true  that  in  most  cases  where  the 
imp>rter  has  obtained  an  undue  profit  by  raising  the  price  to 
the  consumer,  the  American  producer  has  in  tliose  ca.ses  fixed 
the  price  by  reason  of  tariff  protection  already  enjoyed  by  him, 
andfthe  imixirter  has  simply  raised  his  price  to  a  level  fixed  by 
the  [American  producer? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  can  not  answer  that  question  because  I  was 
not  here  In  1922  when  the  rates  were  made.  This  is  my  first 
tari  r  experience. 

I  want  to  point  out  how  the  Congress  is  being  hoo<lw inked. 
I  tliiuk  both  the  majority  and  the  minority  members  of  the  com- 
mitlee  heard  the  testimony  concerning  cream  separators,  which 
are  Ion  the  free  list  if  sold  In  a  foreign  country  below  $50  each. 
Contress  magnanimously  put  the  cream  separator  on  the  free  list 
to  enc-ourage  and  help  the  farmer.  What  does  the  importer  do? 
He  >un'hases  a  well-known  make  in  Belgium  for  less  than  $50, 
brings  it  in  duty  free,  and  sells  it  to  the  farmer  for  $100,  the 
ideitical  price  at  which  the  American  manufacturer  is  selling 
his  irtlcle.  In  that  case  where  did  the  American  farmer  get  any 
benefit  through  tlie  magnanimous  action  of  Congress  in  letting 
the  [article  in  free  of  duty? 

r.  BARKLEY.     In  that  case  the  testimony  showed  that  the 

•rlcan  producer  fixed  his  price  and  the  foreign  importer 
simbly  rai.sed  his  price  to  the  level  fixed  by  the  American 
producer. 

T.  COUZENS.     There  is  no  question  about  that.     Nobody 
to  raise  the  tariff  upon  that  article.     I  am  tot  asking  that 
done,  but  I  am  telling  the  Senate  if  they  do  raise  the 
,  on  the  cream  separator  the  iniiK)rter  of  that  article  will 
t^,,  the  tariff   because   the   American   manufacturer   will   still 
coniinne  to  sell  at  $1(«  and  the  Importer  can  not   raise  his 
prl<|e  above  that  figura 

OKOUGE.     Mr,  I»resldent 

lie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mlchl- 
gaii  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

\r.  COUZENS.    I  can  not  talk  to  every  Senator  at  once. 

ir.  GEORGE.     I  merely  desire  to  say 

jr.  COUZENS.     I  can  talk  to  mily  one  Si-nator  at  a  time. 

ir,  GEORGE,  The  fact  Is  that  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  did  Increase  the  tariff  on  <Team  separatois. 

Ir,  COUZENS.     When  I  am  through  with  the  Senator  from 

itucky  then   I  shall  W  giad  U>  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

^rgla. 

Ir,  BARKLEY.     My  colloquy  with  the  Senator  from  Mlchl- 
is  at  an  end,  no  he  may  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from 

r,  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr,  President 

'he  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     D<m's  the  Senator  from  Mlchl- 

yleld  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

r.  COUZENS.     I  yield. 

r,  WALSH  of  Mouuna,  The  Senator  from  Michigan  is 
ortlinarily  so  very  fair  that  I  want  to  propound  to  him  this 
inqiiiry.  I  want  to  know  whether  he  is  not  rather  general  in 
im;  ^Ijring  a  very  general  concern  about  the  Importer  on  this 
sldj  of  the  Chamber.  Speaking  for  myself — and  I  believe  speak- 
ing for  everycme  upon  this  side  of  the  Chamber — the  Interest  of 
th(  importer  does  not  concern  us  at  all. 

]  ly  understanding  of  the  parties  interested  in  tariff  leglsla- 
tlo  I  is  the  American  producer  on  the  one  side — and  In  that  I 
Inc  ude  not  only  the  capital  and  management  but  the  labor 
em  jloyed  in  it — and  the  consumer  on  the  <»ther  side.  Those  are 
the  parties  in  interest.  The  importer,  so  far  as  we  are  con- 
cerned, has  no  interest  in  the  matter  at  all.  He  may  furnish 
sorie  evidence  upon  which  we  will  be  guided  in  the  determina- 
tlo  1  of  the  rival  Interests  that  have  been  referred  to.  the  con- 
.suner  on  the  one  side  and  the  producer  on  the  other  side.  I  see 
no  reason  at  all  why  any  Senator  should  think  that  the  return 
of  the  importer  would  be  helpful  to  him  in  arriving  at  a  just 
cot  elusion  as  to  what  he  ought  to  do  between  the  American  pro- 
du<er  on  the  one  side  and  the  American  consumer  on  the  other 
sid?.  and  why  he  should  not  have  those  returns.  The  Senator 
from  Michigan  thinks  they  are  valuable  and  so  do  I.  I  see  no 
re«8on  why  we  should  not  have  them.  But  I  wanted  to  know 
fro  u  the  Senator  whether  he  would  not  think  that  he  ought  to 
ma  ce  his  accusation  against  this  side  a  little  more  specific  and 
les  I  general? 

]ir.  COUZENS.  I  will  try  to  do  so.  Every  statement  as  I 
rec  all  it.  that  has  been  made  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber — 


and,  perhaps,  from  this  sltle,  too— has  raised  a  doubt  as  to  the 
statements  and  claims  of  American  dtliens  engaged  in  manu- 
facture and  production  In  this  country  as  to  the  necessity  for 
the  rates  now  proposed  in  the  bill.  I  raised  the  same  question 
with  respect  to  some  of  the  rates  and  some  of  the  statements. 
That  is  the  reason  why  I  am  in  favor  of  the  resolution  now 
before  us.  As  I  recall,  no  Member  upon  the  other  side  of  the 
Chamber  at  any  time  went  into  the  subject  of  whether  or  not 
the  American  consumer  got  the  benefit  from  the  rates  and 
whether  we  may  not  find  out  as  a  result  of  examining  their 
income-tax  returns,  the  same  things  that  we  would  from  ex- 
amining the  income-tax  returns  of  the  American  manufacturer 

and  producer.  .„  ^^     „       . 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 

yield  further? 

Mr.  (X)UZENS.    Certainly. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Let  us  take  the  case  of  the  cream 
separator,  and  let  us  assume  that  it  is  disclosed  that  the  Im- 
porters are  making  large  amounts  by  reason  of  the  low  duties 
upon  the  commodities  with  which  they  deal.  That  is  going 
rather  into  a  tariff  discussion,  which  I  understood  the  Senator 
did  not  want  to  do,  but  I  understood  him  to  say  that  even  then 
he  would  not  advocate  Imposing  a  duty  upon  cream  separators. 
I  find  it  a  little  diflacult  to  understand  just  exactly  how  the  fact 
that  the  importers  make  a  profit  upon  the  importation  of  a 
commodity  on  which  there  is  a  low  duty  would  help  us  in 
determining  whether  or  not  that  commodity  ought  to  be  con- 
tinued at  a  low  rate  of  duty  or  put  upon  the  free  list,  or 

otherwise.  .   „  ^  ,*  xt. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Would  not  the  Senator  be  influenced  if  there 
was  an  American  producer  producing  $6,000,000  worth  of  an 
article  (»n  which  he  made  $5,000  profit  and  an  Importer  Im- 
porting the  same  Item  made  a  profit  of  $1,000,000?  Would  not 
that  have  some  Influence  upon  him  as  to  the  rate  that  should  be 
fixed?    It  would  have  some  Influence  upon  me. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  importer  is  making  money 
upon  a  product  which  he  imports  which  Is  either  on  the  free 
list  or  has  a  low  rate  of  duty.  He  is  making  a  large  amount  of 
money  on  that  artlde.  The  American  manufacturer  Is  making 
$5,000  upon  $6,000,000  worth  of  that  product  He  has  an  effi- 
cient plant  Of  course,  the  duty  ought  to  be  continued  on  the 
protective  princI^e.  whether  the  Importer  is  making  money  or 
whether  he  is  not  making  money. 

Mr  COUZENS.  The  point  I  am  trying  to  make  In  ■"WW][* 
of  the  re»toIutlon  Is  that  many  Members  on  the  other  iide  of 
the  Chamber  have  tried  to  make  It  appear  that  the  Amerl«n 
conaumer  geU  the  benefit  of  low  tariff  rate*.  That  is  the  pojnt 
that  I  am  denying  In  many  ctuten,  and  that  la  ft  tariff  dlscuwloo 
Into  which  I  do  not  care  to  go  at  this  time.  I  think  that  U»e 
•Utementa  of  the  earnings  of  the  importers  will  Indicate  that 
my  conclusion  is  correct  that  In  many  cases  the  American  con- 
•amer  is  not  getting  the  benefit  of  the  low  tariff  rate*  on  the 

Importa. 

Mr.  WALSH  or  MonUna.  It  has  been  argned,  I  nippoae.  that 
there  would  be  competition  In  importation,  which  would  reduce 

the  price,  .  ,_!*.. 

Mr,  COUZENS.  But  It  does  not.  That  la  an  unosual  situa- 
tion which  the  evidence  does  not  disclose, 

Mr  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yirfd? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mich- 
Igan  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  COUZENS.     I  yield.  ^  _.        ^ 

Mr  HARRISON.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  do  not 
think  there  is  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  the  slightest  objectifm 
to  the  Senator's  amendment  I  think  we  wiU  aU  vote  for  it 
The  Senator  can  not  get  an  issue  with  us  on  that  proposition 
We  want  all  the  information  that  might  have  any  influence  on 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  was  led  into  much  of  the  discussion  which 
ha«<  taken  i^ce  by  questions  propounded  on  the  other  side  of 
the  aisle.  I  did  not  Intend  to  get  Into  It  because  I  did  not 
assume  Senators  over  there  would  object  to  my  amendment  I 
only  desired  to  point  out  that  much  of  the  argument  in  favor  of 
the  resolution  indicated  that  the  financial  returns  of  the  manu- 
facturers and  producers  would  not  show  that  they  had  told  the 
truth  in  applying  for  higher  tariff  rates  and  were  not  entitled 
to  the  rates  granted.  I  want  to  say  that  the  statements  of  the 
importers  will  show  conclusively  that  they  have  been  gouging 
the  American  public  in  many  cases  and  on  many  Items,  and 
therefore  were  not  entitled  to  the  consideration  which  they  are 
•Row  getting  by  the  low  tariff  rates. 

Mr  BORAH.    In  other  words,  both  parties  were  gouging? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  have  not  any  doubt  about  it  In  some  cases. 
I  do  not  make  that  statement  as  applied  to  all  cases.  But  there 
was  not  a  single  meeting  of  the  comfeilttee  that  I  did  not  attend 
for  Its  fuU  session,  and  I  heard  all  of  the  testimony,  and  I  think 


I  am  perhaps  as  well  able  to  Judge  of  the  value  of  the  testimony 
as  any  Member  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  GLASS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  >ield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mich- 
igan yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 
Mr.  COUZENS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Being  one  of  the  Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Chamber  from  the  Senator,  I  have  not  yet  found  out  what  is 
the  attitude  of  that  side  of  the  Chamber  toward  the  various 
issues  which  may  be  raised  here.  I  shall  vote  for  the  Senator'a 
proposed  amendment,  but  it  does  not  help  my  situation  one  bit 
to  describe  an  Interrelated  system  of  robbery,  whether  it  be  by 
a  manufacturer  or  whethar  it  be  by  an  Importer  or  whether  it 
be  by  the  two  together.  I  am  here  to  rqiresent  the  American 
consumer. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  We  will  all  claim  that,  whether  we  are  or 
not,  but  I  think  our  votes  will  probably  be  the  best  test. 

Mr.  GLASS.  I  think  so,  too,  and  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
have  mine  tested. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mich- 
igan yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  COUZENS.     I  yield.  ,„..-.. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  it  would 
not  be  a  better  way  to  amend  the  resolution  by  simply  striking 
out  entirely  the  language  which  constitutes  the  words  of  limi- 
tation and  leave  it  to  apply  to  the  "taxpayers  who  in  the 
opinion  of  the  committee  or  the  majority,"  and  so  forth.  That 
will  bring  In  everybody  and  if  we  are  going  to  have  this  sort 
of  information  we  ought  to  be  aUowed  to  bring  in  everyone 
who  may  be  needed. 

Mr  COUZENS.  I  have  no  objection  so  long  as  It  covers 
everybody,  but  the  language  in  the  original  resolution  was  a 
limitation. 

Mr  SACKETT.  My  guggeatlon  is,  if  we  are  going  Into  these 
questions,  though  I  do  not  think  It  is  going  to  be  particularly 
helpful,  that  there  might  be  instances  where  It  would  yield  In- 
formation.   I  see  no  reason  for  limiting  it  at  all. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  have  no  objection.  It  may  be  thrown 
wide  open  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  because  I  have  always  been 
an  uncompromising  advocate  of  the  theory  that  business  done 
with  the  Government  should  be  a  matter  of  public  record.  It 
i«  rather  amusing  now  to  hear  some  of  the  opponents  of  the 
resolution  tell  us  in  the  debate  how  valueless  this  information 
will  be  because  it  will  not  disclose  anything  that  wlU  be  of  any 
benefit  to  the  committee 

I  remember  the  debates  when  we  tried  to  liave  the  Congrem 
determine  whether  the  tax  returns  should  be  made  public 
records.  It  was  stated  then  that  the  Ux  returns  dIscloMHl  the 
secrets  of  the  corporations.  It  was  vUted  that  we  woukl  thua 
disckwe  the  cost  of  production.  It  was  said  that  all  of  their 
secret  processes  would  be  dbMlosed,  and  that  it  was  wholly 
unfair  to  treat  the  American  taxpayer  In  that  manner.  But 
yesterday  some  of  the  same  Senators  who  used  that  argument 
when  we  tried  to  have  those  retuma  made  public  records  told 
us  that  there  Is  nothing  in  this  proposal  that  the  ^«_ireturn 
does  not  give  us  anything  that  la  of  any  value,  that  It  will  not 
show  how  mudi  profit  is  made  on  an  Individual  Item,  that  it 
will  not  disclose  any  information  to  the  committee  as  to  the 
cost  of  production. 

Senators  have  absolutely  reversed  themselves.  Now  they  tell 
us  that  these  documents  are  not  worth  anything  and  will  give  us 
no  Information.  Prior  to  yesterday  they  said  they  were  of  the 
greatest  value  and  contained  aU  of  the  great  secrets  of  the 
internal  management  of  corporations,  but  now  they  teU  us  that 
they  are  of  no  service  and  of  no  value.  Yet  I  want  to  point 
out  that  when  President  Hoover  sent  his  message  to  the  Con- 
gress he  pointed  out,  as  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Robinson]  said  on  yesterday,  what  the  test  would  be  as  to  the 
desirablll^  or  necessity  for  changing  the  rates. 
The  President  said  in  part : 

It  would  •eem  to  me  that  the  test  of  necessity  for  revision  is  in  the 
nuln  whether  there  has  been  a  substantUl  slackening  of  activity  in 
an  Industry  during  the  past  few  years,  and  a  consequent  decrease  of 
employment  due  to  insunnountable  competition  In  the  products  of  that 
industry  It  is  not  as  If  we  were  setting  up  a  new  basis  of  protective 
duties.  We  did  that  teven  year*  ago.  What  we  need  to  remedy  now 
is  whatever  substantial  loss  of  employment  may  have  resulted  from 
shifts  since  that  time. 

The  first  question  raised  In  connection  with  the  corporation 
income-tax  returns  of  the  producers  and  manufacturers  who  are 
asking  for  higher  rates  is  as  to  gross  sales  from  trading  or 
manufacturing.  What  is  more  important  than  that  ^^^ 
know  and  may  be  able  to  verify  wh^«»er  Jariffral^  are  l^lng 
raised  according  to  the  specifications  of  the  President  when  be 
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Bays  the  test  should  be  whether  there  has  been  any  material 
decrease  in  the  activities  of  au  industry?  How  can  we  deter- 
mine that  qaestioo  except  by  consulting  their  gwom  statements 
covering  the  years  from  1922  to  1929  as  to  whether  or  not  there 
has  been  such  a  .«lackening  and  a  decrease  in  the  volume  of  busi- 
ness of  the  industry  as  will  Justify  its  request  for  an  increase  in 
tariff  rates? 

I  tind  nothing  in  this  entire  form  as  preiwired  by  the  Trea.j;ury 
Departnjent  for  tiling  by  corporations  when  making  their  returns 
that  ought  to  embarrass  any  good,  honest  corporation  which  is 
appealing  to  Congress  for  an  increase  in  tariff  rates  to  protect 
the  inda'^try.  For  that  reason,  with  the  amendment  which  I 
hare  suggested.  I  hope  that  the  resolution  may  Ite  adopted. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  COrZENS.     Yes. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Will  the  Senator  accept  the  suggestion  that 
I  made  as  to  the  change  of  the  wonling  of  the  resolution  by 
simply  striking  out.  in  line  11.  the  words  "  whose  pnxlucts  or 
manufactures  are'?  That  will  leave  the  questicm  open  as  to 
the  returns  of  any  institution  at  the  time  we  are  considering  a 
specific  schedule. 

Mr.  COVZESH.  Yes;  I,  of  course,  accept  the  Senator's  sug- 
gestion. / 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  very 
briefly  to  state  my  reasons  for  supporting  the  pending  resolu- 
tion. I  shall  first  state  the  objections  to  the  resolution  as  I 
understand  them.  First,  it  was  and  may  be  urged  that  It  la 
too  late  to  get  the  information  f  nd  ase  it  to  advantage.  I 
think  there  Is  much  weight  to  that  objection.  In  my  Judgment, 
the  task  of  compiling  the  information  and  analyzing  it  so  that 
It  will  be  helpful  to  the  Senate  is  so  great  that  it  is  highly 
doutttful  if  the  data  secured  will  be  of  much  value  at  this 
Juncture.  Furthermore,  I  recognize  the  force  of  the  argument 
that  a  hasty  and  ill-digested  compilation  of  these  returns  may 
very  likely  be  injurious  and  prejudicial  to  the  rights  of  some 
producers,  who  upon  the  basis  of  other  evidence  might  be  able 
to  make  out  a  case  for  increa.sed  tariff  protection.  In  this  con- 
nection It  should  not  be  overlooked  that  data  taken  from  Income- 
tax  returns  are  always  at  least  a  year  old — they  reflect  past 
conditions — whereas^  the  menace  of  increasing  imports  for  an 
Americjin  industry  calling  for  protection  may  often  be  a  matter 
of  the  present  and  the  future.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  these 
objections  are  relatively  unimportant  In  comparison  with  the 
foiKlamental  principle  here  involved.  It  is  provided  by  law, 
as  admitted  by  the  <^iponents  of  the  resolution,  that  these  re- 
turns .should  be  and  are  available  for  confidential  use  by  the 
Ways  HUd  Means  Committee  and  the  Finance  Committee  when 
dealing  with  matten  relating  to  the  revision  of  the  Income 
tax  law. 

Mr.  COrZENS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chuj^'tu  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chmetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  do  not  understand  that  such  a  limitation 
as  the  Senator  suggests  is  in  the  statute,  however. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  No;  but  it  was  conceded  by 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot)  and  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed]  yesterday  that  we  c-ould  Invoke  the 
proiier  use  of  Income-tax  returns  if  the  committee  were  dis- 
cussing or  undertaking  the  revision  of  the  income  tax  laws. 
That  was  the  pt)int  I  desired  to  make. 

Now.  I  wish  to  xmt  this  question  to  the  Senate:  What  are 
we  about  to  do  here  in  the  enactment  of  a  tariff  law?  Who 
are  the  petitioners?  Who  i»  asking  that  the  power  of  the  Gov- 
ernment be  u.se<l  in  their  behalf  to  increase  tariff  duties? 
Who  is  exercising  what  is  regardt>d  as  a  right,  under  the 
protective  prlnt-iple.  to  request  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment so  to  act?  The  jinswer  is— first,  foremost,  and 
solely— those  producers  in  the  countrj-  who  are  in  finan- 
cial distress  be<ause  of  being  unable  successfully  to  meet 
competition  from  abroad.  This  situation  is  not  like  the 
case  of  a  revision  of  the  income  tax  law  where  an  outline  of 
the  proposed  law  is  framed  by  public  officials,  and  computaticms 
•re  made  by  the  Treasury  Department  as  to  the  probable  effect 
of  the  law  ur»on  retluction  or  increase  of  inc<ime  taxes  The 
question,  then,  after  the  determination  of  the  amount  of  revenue 
to  \h'  derived  from  this  source  is  determined  is,  how  shall  the 
tax  burden  be  distributed?  Here  we  are  ronf routed  with  peti- 
tions, with  proposals  emanating  from  private  persons  And 
these  are  requests  for  what?  For  this  Government  to  exercise 
one  of  the  most  important  powers  that  it  possesses ;  to  use  it? 
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power  to  tax  110.000,000  people,  and  that  for  the  benefit  of  a 
mere  group.  SonielK)dy  lias  put  it  crudely,  even  coarsely,  but 
force  fiUly,  by  .saying  that  it  i»  an  attempt  to  do  something  which 
amoi  nts,  in  intention  at  least,  to  picking  the  pockets  of  the 
man; '  for  the  benefit  of  a  few. 

Nort',  while  it  is  obviously  true  that  at  the  present  time  there 
are  (  Lstressed  industries  in  this  country,  both  in  the  manufac- 
turin?  and  agricultural  fields,  it  must  be  emphasized  that  no 
induitry  has  any  standing  here  in  asking  for  tariff  enactmerit.s 
or  his  the  right  to  be  listened  to  or  considered  for  a  moment 
unlet)  s  it  can  first  make  out  a  case  .showing  that  it  is  In  distress 
becai  se  of  foreign  competition.  With  resiiect  to  obtaining  the 
facts  of  the  competition  of  imports  with  the  domestic  industry 
we  sliall  have  to  turn  to  the  Tariff  Commission,  but  to  develop 
the  facts  as  to  the  initial  circum.stances — the  allegeil  distress 
of  tht*  indu.stry — where  shall  we  go  for  that?  Where  la  the 
l)est  source  of  evidence  of  distress  in  an  Industry?  Is  it  the 
mere  "  say  so "  of  the  petitioner  when  acting  as  a  petitioner, 
or  th  ?  .seriously  prepared  and  sworn  financial  statements  of  the 
.same  i^erson  made  at  a  time  when  he  did  not  have  in  mind 
tariff  revision  or  the  seeking  of  a  favor  from  the  Government? 
Here  real  evidence  of  distress,  if  it  exists,  may  be  obtaine»i. 
Many  Industries  will  be  able  to  show,  by  a  proper  analysis  of 
their  Income-tax  returns,  that  they  have  for  years  l)een  In 
finan(  iai  difficulty;  and  if  they  are  able  to  make  such  a  (Show- 
ing—  und  some  of  them,  I  think,  will  be  able  so  to  do — U  Is 
proptr  evidence  upon  which  to  proceed  to  an  examination  of 
their  claim  for  the  enjoyment  of  the  benefits  of  the  protective 
tariff  policy. 

Mr  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Th>  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  gladly  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah. 

Mr  KING.  With  the  broad  statement  of  the  Senator  In 
the  naln  I  agree.  There  are  some  individual  cases  in  some 
particular  industries  where  distress  or  failure  to  earn  profits 
can  le  established;  but  the  Senator,  I  am  sure,  will  recall  the 
testinony  which  shows  that  In  most  of  those  instances  the 
distri«s  results  from  domestic  competition  rather  than  from 
forei]  n  competition. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  not  claim  for  a  mo- 
iPient  or  attempt  to  claim,  that  the  mere  fact  that  the  income- 
tax  letums  may  show  in  certain  in.stances  that  a  large  per- 
centacre  of  Individuals  and  corporations  engaged  In  the  produc- 
tion )f  a  particular  commodity  are  In  distress  establishes  the 
fact  hat  that  distress  is  due  to  the  tariff.  It  does  furnish  a 
start  ng  point  from  which  to  look  further.  Financial  distress,  in- 
deed, may  result  from  many  causes — from  Incompetency,  from 
Ineflirlency.  from  negligence,  transportation  costs,  location  of 
Indus  tr>-.  and  many  other  things.  The  distress  about  which  we 
are  !onceme<l  Is  distress  produced  by  foreign  coraiietitlon 
which  relates  It  to  the  tariff.  Of  course,  the  primary  evidence 
of  distress  for  an  industry  is  that  it  has  not  been  increasing 
Its  sales,  or  that  It  has  not  been  increasing  its  income,  or  that 
it  Is  iihowing  steadily  a  decline  in  profits,  or  that  it  is  re<lucing 
Its  pioduction  and  employees  and  other  factors. 

Mr  KING.  If  I  may  illustrate  my  point  so  as  not  to  be 
misui  derstood,  let  me  give  a  concrete  case.  There  was  evi- 
dence l)efore  the  subcommittee  of  which  I  wna  a  member  that  a 
certa  n  plate-gla.ss  company  had  made  enormous  profits.  Per- 
haps their  profits  were  augmented  by  the  new  and  Improved 
meth<  ds  which  they  had  adopted  in  the  scientific  development 
that  lad  attended  that  industrj-.  There  were  other  companies 
in  th;  s  Industry  whose  position  was  made  clear  before  the  com- 
mltte»,  and  as  to  which  it  was  shown  that  thev  had  made  no 
profit  and  Indeed  one  or  two  were  "In  the  red,"  but  the  evl- 
dencf  showed  that  that  result  was  largely  becau.se  of  domestic 
comp<'tltlon  by  the  large  companies  which  by  scientific  methods 
were  able  to  undersell  the  le«s  efficient  plate-sla.ss  companfes 
in  th<i  United  States. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Mas.^achusetts.  I  recall  the  case  to  which 
the  J^enator  refers,  and  it  fits  very  aptly  the  suggestion  made 
by  hin. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

Th(  VICE  PRE.SIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts rield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  do. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  Informa- 
tion 1  o  be  derived  from  income-tax  returns  would  be  proper  . 
In  camection  with  a  revision  of  the  income-tax  law.  It  ap- 
pears that  the  protection  proposed  in  the  pending  bill  Is  more 
than  :he  big,  mass  producers  really  need  to  give  them  the  dif- 
fereme  between  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad 
Under  the  income  tat  law  we  are  taxing  all  corporations  at  12 
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per  cent  rate.  That  Is  a  burden  upon  many  of  the  little  cor- 
porations which  they  ought  not  to  be  compelled  to  bear.  If  we 
can  secure  the  income-lax  returns  and  they  show  such  a  ccmdi- 
tlon  to  exist,  would  it  not  be  proper,  even  in  connection  with  the 
pending  tariff  bill,  to  graduate  the  income  tax  on  such  corpora- 
tions as  are  now  more  or  less  in  distress? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  always  favored  the 
graduation  of  Income  taxes  uix)n  contra tlons,  but  I  doubt  the 
wisdom  of  iucorrwrating  such  a  provision  in  the  pending  tariff 
bill.  I  want  to  treat  this  bill  very  seriously.  I  want  to  keep  an 
open  mind  in  every  cjise  where  it  is  possible  for  an  American 
pro<lucer  to  show  that  he  is  entitleil  to  the  enjoyment  of  the 
iwlicy  and  principle  which  this  country  now  recognizes ;  namely, 
that  of  tariff  protection.  I  may  not  agree  to  the  formula  of 
others  as  to  the  rate  to  be  applied,  but  I  want  such  a  producer 
to  be  heard  sympathetically  and  to  have  the  Senate,  so  far  as 
possible,  pass  Judicially  upon  his  claim.  But  I  maintain  that 
such  a  producer  who  comes  here  and  asks,  as  Is  his  right,  for 
protection  ought  to  be  willing  to  disclose  his  financial  condition. 
What  we  ought  to  have  is  the  statement  he  has  made  to  his 
Government  during  the  years  when  he  was  not  a  seeker  or 
petitioner  for  a  special  privilege— for  an  extraordinary  right, 
the  power  of  indirect  taxation  appUed  to  him  because  of  his 
distn^ss,  due  to  the  alleged  fact  that  he  Is  ruined  through  foreign 
competition. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  To  that  I  entirely  agree ;  but  when  we 
get  these  returns  it  will  be  disclosed,  I  apprehend,  that  part  of 
the  trouble  In  the  ease  of  many  corporations  Is  the  12  per  cent 
flat  Income  tax  which  we  are  levying  on  all  corporations.  I  do 
not  know  of  anything  In  divine  law  or  In  the  rules  of  the  Senate 
or  anywhere  else  which  would  prevent  us  correcting  that  con- 
dition when  the  evil  appears,  even  on  the  pending  bill. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  frankly  do  not  attribute 
to  the  getting  of  this  infornration  the  extent  of  helpfulnesa 
that  the  Senator  probably  does.  I  think  It  Is  altogether  too 
late,  and  I  think  there  Is  danger  of  Its  being  ill-digested,  and  of 
Its  being  presented  by  Senators  in  a  manner  prejudicial  to  the 
rights  of  some  of  these  petitioners  in  certain  cases. 
Mr.  BROOKHART.    That  may  be. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Mas.*tachusetts,  But  I  am  standing  for  the 
broad  principle;  and  I  am  hopeful  that  If  this  measure  is 
adopted  as  a  iwllcy,  in  the  future  we  shall  never  begin  to  revise 
the  tariff  before  the  financial  statements  of  the  petitioning 
producers  are  examined. 

Let  me  add  in  this  connection  that  we  have  had  appearing 
before  us  various  institutes  and  associations  composed  of 
groups  of  producers.  WTien  these  institutes  know  that  their 
tax  returns  are  to  be  examined  and  analyzed  for  the  purijose 
of  deterniinlug  whether  the  dLstress  exists  that  calls  for  relief, 
there  will  be  a  good  many  less  of  them  appearing  before  a 
tariff  committee  asking  for  tariff  relief.  To-day  It  Is  too  much 
the  practice  for  these  institutes  when  a  tariff  bill  is  under 
consid«'ration  to  come  here  and  ask  for  tariff  increases  as  a 
mere  matter  of  following  the  fashion  or  imitating  others.  It  is 
tlie  broader  aspects  of  the  question  that  I  am  looking  at,  and 
among  the  chief  of  them  is  the  wholesome  deterrant  influence 
that  will  be  exercised  upon  these  mol>-movement  tariff  raids  If 
we  establish  as  a  policy  tlie  measure  now  l)efore  us.  When  It 
becomes  generally  known  and  exix>cted  that  before  tariff  claims 
are  allowed  the  fact  of  need  must  be  established,  and  one  of 
the  elements  in  proving  or  establishing  such  need  may  be  the 
examination  of  Income-tax  returns,  we  shall  have  taken  a  long 
step  toward  eliminating  some  of  the  selfishness  and  some  of 
the  uncalled-for  and  unjustifiable  actions  taken  in  connection 
with  the  protective  tariff.  We  shall  have  gone  a  long  way 
toward  eliminating  the  hasty  Judgments  that  have  often  been 
formed  in  the  past  by  pro<lucers  seeking  tariff  relief  and  some- 
times asking  for  excessively  high  rates.  It  will  serve  to  make 
the  petitioners  fewer,  the  cases  of  those  who  do  appear  sounder, 
and  the  final  action  taken  wiser  and  more  Just 

Mr.  SMOC)T.    Mr   President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetta     I  will  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah  in  a  moment    I  yield  first  to  tlie  Senator  from  Iowa. 
Mr.  BROOKHART.    Just  one  moment 

I  agree  that  those  results  probably  will  follow ;  but  would  It 
not  also  be  proper.  If  we  find  from  this  investigation  that  the 
big  mass  producers  are  getting  greater  protection  than  they  are 
entitled  to,  that  their  income-tax  rates  should  be  graduated  up 
as  high  as  those  of  individuals,  to  20  per  cent,  while  we  are 
graduating  the  little  ones  down  to  meet  the  same  situatlMi? 

Mr  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  There  is  no  difference  be- 
tween the  Senator  and  myself  on  that  principle.    I  have  always 


supported  It,  and  have  moved  amendments  to  that  end  when 
we  have  been  revising  the  income  tax  laws;  but  I  think  tliat 
this  tariff  bill  is  of  such  separate  and  serious  moment  to  the 
country  that  it  should  not  be  confused  with  other  issues.  It  is 
my  position  that  we  ought  to  cimcentrate  attention  upon  it, 
deliate  It  thoroughly,  and  finally  vote  upon  and  dispose  of  It 
with  the  moet  complete  imderstandiug  of  all  essential  facts  and 
circumstances  pt>ssiblo.  There  are  many  injustices  and  in- 
equalities in  it  with  which  I  do  not  agree.  1  hope  to  have  a 
part  in  seeking  to  eliminate  them.  A  great  many  changes  must 
be  made  to  make  it  an  act  that  will  benefit  the  whole  pe«i>le 
in  distinction  from  the  several  8i)ecial  Interests  that  are  bene- 
ficiaries under  Its  provisions.  My  attitude,  however,  because 
of  the  fact  that  we  have  a  protective-tariff  policy,  is  one  of 
being  ready  and  willing  to  listen  attentively  and  sympathet- 
ically to  these  petitions  of  protection  seekers ;  but  I  want  all  the 
facts,  and  I  want  first  of  all  the  facts  tending  to  prove  financial 
distress  caused  by  tariff  conditions. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  fr»m  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas-sachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
UUh. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  For  the  first  time.  I  think.  In  the  history  of  the 
Senate,  tlie  Finance  Committee  comi)elled  every  witness  to  take 
an  oath  that  he  would  tell  the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and 
nothing  but  the  truth,  so  help  him  God.  There  was  not  a  wit- 
ness who  ai>peared  before  the  full  committee  or  before  a  sub- 
committee but  who  was  sworn. 

I  do  not  know  whether  it  had  any  effect  or  not.  I  think 
some  of  the  statements  that  were  made  were  not  absolutely 
correct  In  one  or  two  cases  I  have  thought  perhaps,  it  would 
be  a  good  example  to  set  to  undertake  to  find  out  definitely 
whether  the  witnesses  did  tell  the  truth  or  not ;  but  I  am  quite 
sure  the  Senator  will  agree  with  me  that  never  In  the  hearings 
on  any  other  tariff  bill  were  so  many  precautions  taken  In  arriv- 
Ing  at  the  informaticm  we  received  in  this  ca.«8e. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  All  that  the  Senator  has  said 
about  the  zeal,  good  intentions,  and  industry  on  the  part  of  the 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee  to  get  truthful  evidence  I 
think  is  not  disputable.  The  fact  that  an  oath  was  administered 
to  witnesses  I  believe  was  helpful  to  a  degree.  But  people  who 
are  In  an  alleged  condition  of  distress  sometimes  imagine  it. 
Also  people  who  are  actually  in  distress  often  exaggerate  it. 
Furthermore,  people  who  are  in  distress  will  frequently  attrib- 
ute the  distress  to  the  wrong  causes.  The  administration  of 
an  oath  to  witnesses  does  not  alter  these  circumstances  or 
materially  change  the  character  of  their  testimony  as  affected 
by  them.  Naturally— and  honestly— they  give  themselves  the 
favor  of  the  doubt,  as  we  say,  and  they  are  slow  to  recognize 
that  their  troubles,  when  they  are  real,  may  be  due  to  their 
own  fault — inefficiency  or  mismanagement  And  more  espe- 
cially, such  Is  the  fashion  of  tariff  thinking,  there  is  a  tendency 
on  the  part  of  many  witnesses  to  attribute  their  unsatisfactory 
condition  always  to  the  competition  of  imports,  whereas  often 
imports  have  absolutely  nothing  to  do  with  it.  In  many  par- 
ticular Instances  where  investigations  have  been  made  It  has 
been  established  that  the  cause  of  lack  of  prosperity  Is  right 
here  in  this  country— either  the  fact  that  the  industry  Is  over- 
extended  and  engaged  In  price-cutting  warfare,  or,  In  the  case 
oir  individual  concerns,  that  they  are  being  forced  to  the  wall 
by  domestic  competitors  who  are  stronger  financially  and  tech- 
nically better  equipped  and  better  managed  than  they  are.  It 
is  well-known  by  everybody,  or  ought  to  be,  that  it  is  largely 
lame-duck  concerns  that  appear  here,  plead  poverty,  and  ask 
for  salvation— largely  as  a  matter  of  mere  faith  cure— through 
tariff  assistance.  Sometimes  lame  ducks  are  put  forward  as 
the  representatives  of  a  whole  industry,  the  greater  part  of 
which  is  making  money,  and  wants  to  make  more  through  the 
tariff  Finally  it  may  be  said  that  It  should  be  accepted  as  a 
mere  matter  of  common  sense  that  what  anyone  may  say, 
whether  under  oath  or  not  and  whether  connected  with  the 
tariff  or  not  about  his  own  business  trouble  and  Its  causes  must 
usually  be  discounted.  In  fact  during  the  hearings,  as  witness 
after  witness  appeared  and  said  his  industry  was  losing  money, 
that  the  Industry  was  in  serious  depression,  I  began  to  wonder 
where  the  prosperity  was  In  this  country  that  we  heard  so  much 
talk  about  at  election  time.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Utah 
and  the  other  Republican  Senators  must  have  been  overwhelmed 
with  the  large  number  of  witnesses  who  talked  about  their  in- 
dustry being  distressed.  I  think  somebody  ought  to  compile,  and 
I  think  I  will  before  It  is  over,  a  list  of  the  witnesses  and  the 
number  of  industxies  whose  representatives  swore  under  oath 
that  they  were  depressed,  that  they  were  losing  money,  and  tnac 
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many  of  them  were  on  the  verge  of  banknix>tcy  and  urged  tariff 
rate  increases  an  tbe  only  remedy.  Frankly  I  wondered  at  times 
If  our  only  prosperity  was  not  confined  to  tlie  stock-market. 

Let  me  say  this  to  the  Senator  on  the  question  of  distress: 
Suppose  a  public  official  had  charge  of  the  poor  department  in  a 
municipality  and  a  pauper  aiip^'ared  before  him  and  said,  "  I 
sliDuld  like  you  to  put  your  hands  in  the  public  treasury  and 
give  me  some  rrilef ;  dole  me  out  some  of  the  money  that  has 
been  ai)f>ropriated  for  the  use  of  those  who  are  in  financial  dis- 
tress and  who  are  paupers."  What  would  you  expect  of  a  public 
oflicial  who  knew  that  that  applicant  had  filed  a  tax  return 
which  would  disclose  the  evidence  as  to  whether  he  was  a 
pauper  or  not,  which  would  disclose  the  evidence  of  his  real 
firian<ial  condition,  which  would  disclose  the  evidence  of  whether 
or  not  he  was  lu  real  distress?  Would  you  not  expect  that  put>- 
lic  official  to  turn  to  that  governmental  document  for  examina- 
tion to  see  what  information  it  would  give  in  determining  the 
real  status  of  the  petitioner? 

I  maintain  that,  notwith.standing  the  limitations  of  the  use- 
fulues.s  of  consulting  income-tax  returns,  especially  at  this  late 
day  in  framing  this  particular  tariff  bill,  nevertheless  it  should 
l>e  done  us  a  matter  of  principle.  I  have  my  eye  on  the  future 
and  hold  that  the  important  thing  here  and  now  is  to  establi.sh 
tbe- j?«>licy  that  such  evidence  of  actual  distress  of  industries 
as  exist*  in  the  archives  of  the  Government  be  made  available 
for  confidential  inj^'ction  by  the  committee  and  the  Congress, 
in  awtlying  the  principle  of  tariff  protection  with  due  regard  to 
their  whole  duty  and  responsibility.  Furthermore,  of  course, 
they  should  ascertain  by  supplementary  inquiry  In  other  quar- 
ters whether  or  not  an  establisheil  condition  of  distress  is  due 
to  donit*stic  competition,  or  individual  fault,  or  to  foreign  com- 
petition. The  dit^tribution  here  of  imports  at  such  prices,  what- 
ever they  may  cost  abroad,  that  domestic  prwlucers  are  gen- 
erally denied  the  oiHx>rtunity  to  sell  comparable  products  in 
the  American  market  Ujjon  a  basis  of  substantial  competitive 
equality— and  that  a  continuing  and  not  sporadic  condition — 
constitutes  the  sole  grounds  of  public  policy,  in  contrast  to 
private  draft,  of  having  any  protective  tariff  duties  at  all. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  EDGE.  When  the  Senator  ^)eaks  of  distress,  he  speaks 
of  it.  as  I  followed  him.  in  the  sense  of  the  general  or  total  con- 
dition of  a  corporation.  As  I  understand  the  returns  that  are 
filed  with  the  Trejisury  Department,  from  looking  over  the  form, 
there  is  absolutely  no  possible  way  for  the  committee  or  the 
Senate  to  ascertain  whether  the  average  large  corjwratiou — I 
suppose  Senators  will  naturally  ask  for  the  returns  from  the 
larger  corporations — there  is  absolutely  no  way  to  ascertain, 
where  they  are  engaged  in  the  production  of  many  lines  of 
goods,  whether  they  have  lost  money  on  this  line  or  made  money 
on  that  line.  The  net  result  of  the  corporation's  operation  may 
demonstrate  that  they  are  not  in  distress.  It  may  demonstrate 
that  they  have  a  suri^us  and  are  paying  a  fair  and  proper 
dividend;  but  does  not  the  Senator,  as  a  well-informed  mem- 
ber of  the  Finance  Committee,  agree  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  members  of  the  committee,  and  will  later  no  doubt  be  ac- 
cepte<l  as  the  duty  of  the  individual  Members  of  the  Senate, 
when  cimsidering  individual  commodities,  whether  they  happen 
to  be  one  of  many  lines  that  the  corporation  produced  or  other- 
wise, to  consider  them  entirely  upon  their  merits,  the  ques- 
tl(m  of  importations,  exportations,  and  so  forth? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  agree  fully  with  the  Sena- 
tor, and  I  had  that  very  thtmght  in  mind  in  the  very  beginning  ( 
of  my  speech  when  I  named  certain  objections.  I  said  that 
these  statements  may  be  misinterpreted ;  the  analysis  that  may 
Ih'  hastily  made  may  be  unfair  and  prejudicial  in  3t)me  in- 
stances ;  but  all  that  is  possible  even  from  the  evidence  that  is 
before  us.  Senators  may  use  different  interpretations  or  con- 
structions, and  differ  greatly  as  to  the  weight  that  we  should 
give  to  the  information  already  heard,  as  they  can  and  will, 
with  resi»ect  to  these  retunis.  I  am  advocating  the  presentation 
of  the.se  returns  simply  upon  the  general,  fundamental  principle 
that  they  contain  some  pertinent  evidence  of  the  need  of  relief 
throujih  tariff  rates  levied  upon  comm<Klities  which  the  con- 
s^u^-flfust  pay,  beside  the  say-so  of  a  petitioner  or  his  mere 
-s^rtion. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Yes;  exactly. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  some  contribution  help- 
ing to  determine  whether  or  not  we  have  the  fundamental  evi- 
dence before  we  aiiply  this  powwr  of  taxation  for  the  benefit  of 
a  few. 

Mr.  EDGE.  That  may  be  so,  Mr.  President ;  but,  if  I  foUow 
the  Staiator  correctly,  I  think  he  agrees  that  the  actual  infor- 
mation that  we  get  from  these  returns  will  be  of  comparatively 
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use  when  we  are  considering  the  indiridual  paragraphs,  as 
4nust  consider  them  as  we  go  through  the  tariff  bill. 

WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    No ;  I  do  not  go  as  far  as  that 
that  in  specific  instances  they  may  be  of  comparatively 
use.    But  I  do  contend  that  in  some  instances — in  many 
instinces — if  they  were  properly  studied,  if  they  were  properly 
comi  ttled,   if  they   were  properly  classified,   and   if  they   were 
properly  analyzed,  they  would  be  of  great  l>eneftt. 

EDGE.     Yes;  but  can  they  be  subdivided  or  classified 

to  show  what  should  be  done  in  any  iMirticular  case? 

a  chemical  company,  undoubtedly  producing  dozens  and 

dozcias  of  chemicals.    Is  there  any  possible  way  for  us  to  ascer- 

that  camphor,  for  instance,  should  or  should  not  have  a 

er  or  a  lower  duty,  and  that  something  else  should  or  should 

lave,  because  the  cori>oration  may  have  shown  a  net  profit 

its  operations? 

.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  agree  with  the  Senator  that 

returns  are  not  going  to  be  of  100  per  cent  value,  any 

m<jr0  than  the  testimony  of  any  one  witness  is  of  100  per  cent 

;   but  it  is  a  contribution  to  all   the  evidence  in   deter- 

ng  whether  or  not  the  principle  of  tariff  protection  should 

Applied. 

SW.\NSON.    Mr.  President 

VICE  PRESIDENT.     I>oes  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
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yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 
WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.    I  yield. 

SWANSON.    If  I  may  make  a  suggestion  in  reply  to  the 

from  New  Jersey,  if  a  corporation  that  is  engaged  In 

rijjus  industries  and  undertakings  shows  a  great  and  excessive 

under  the  law,  it  will  pay  12*4  per  cent  on  the  net  profit ; 

lere  can  be  no  dispute  about  the  net  profit  made  by  a  cor- 

n  in  its  undertakings  and  sales  in   the  United    States 

the  last  year.    If  it  made  too  much  money  on  article  A 

too  little  on  article  B,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  corporation 

to  have  the  profit  re<luced  on  article  A  and  make  less,  and 

more  on  article  B,  if  it  has  competitors. 

notice  from  the  National  City  Bank's  report  that  over  600 

tions  reported  that  they  made  2,3  or  24  per  cent  more 

year   tlmn   they  made  the  year  before — excessive  profits. 

is  a  feeling  on  both  sides  of  this  Chamber  that  the  Indus- 

of   the   country    have    been    favored    under    the    smooth 

of  a  tariff  bill  at  the  expense  of  the  consumer  and  the 

of  the  farmer  and  the  expense  of  others.     All  we  ask 

to  do  is  to  give  us  an  opportunity  to  ascertain  to  what 

this  is  true.     The  net  profit  will  show.     That  can  he 

If  you  want  more  Information  as  to  the  elements  that 

it,  as  to  what  they  made  on  pig  iron,  what  they  made  on 

s,  what  they  made  on  this  and  made  on  that.     Where 

1  ariff  is  too  high  we  can  reducv»  it ;  and  where  it  is  too  low, 

the  country  is  being  hurt  by  it,  it  can  be  increased.     But 

should   we  refuse   to  give   Information    to   the  American 

who  must  bear  this  burden  if  it  is  imposed,  mu.st  pay 

taxes  if  they  are  imposed?    Why  should  this  information 

refused? 

WALSH  of  Massachu.»»etts.    Mr.  President,  of  course,  we 
assume  that  the  Senate  is  compo.'^ed  of  men — whether  the 
de  world  thinks  it  or  not — who  will  exercise  common  in- 
and  discretion  in  dealing  with  evidence.    It  Is  a  well- 
fact  that  in  every  department  .store  and  business  house 
is  country  there  are  certain  commodities  which  they  sell 
loss  for  advertising  and  other  purposes;  and  there  are 
who  produce  certain  commodities  at  a  loss,  but 
make  their  profit  on  other  commodities  and  other  products, 
nust  appreciate  that  fact  in  analyzing  these  returns — that 
are   probably   concerns    who   make    a    large   number   of 

not  all  of  which  are  pri»fitable. 

SWANSON.     Does  the  Senator  agree  to  this  proposition : 

prosperity  of  this  country  is  in  spots.    There  are  some  in- 

that  have  already  been  given  too  many  tariff  favors, 

they  flourish  in   a   way  that  the  greed  of  avarice  never 

possible.     There  are  others   that   are  not   prosperou.s. 

should  not  these  returns  come  in  here  so  that  when  the 

votes  we  can  ascertain  which  industries  are  prosperous 

which  are  not  prosperou.s  which  are  given  too  many  favors 

which  are  given  too  few? 

EDGE.     Mr.  President,  if  I  may  interrupt  once  more,  I 

the  Senator  not  to  do  so  again. 
WALSH  of  Mas.sachu.setts.     I   yield  to  the   Senator.     I 
however,  that  the  colloquies  will  soon  cease,  in  order  that 
conclude  my  observatlona 

EDGE.    The  Senator  from  Virginia  seems  n<»t  to  have 
account  of  the  fact  that  there  are  many  individual  pro- 
of one  single  commodity  who  would  be  vitally  affected  If 
particular  commodity  were  one  which  was  being  put  out  of 
I  less,  or  affecte<l  by  foreign  importations.     He  speaks  of  the 
concerns  manufacturing  a  long  line  of  goods,  the  net  re- 
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suit  of  their  operation  being  profitable;  that  should  be  taken 
into  consideration,  and  they  should  no  longer  enjoy  this  pros- 
perity. But  he  must  not  forget  that  while  they  may  be  manu- 
facturing perhaps  a  hundred  lines,  several  of  which  are  unprof- 
itable, when  we  are  writing  a  tariff  bill,  we  are  writing  it 
considering  the  man  who  produces  only  the  one  line.  Certainly 
because  the  larger  concern  is  making  money  on  the  total  turn- 
over of  its  bu.siness  is  no  reason  why  any  single  producer  of  one 
of  those  commodities  showing  a  loss  should  not  be  considered  in 
the  preparation  of  the  tariff  bill,  not  the  man  who  manufactures 
many  things  and  has  a  total  net  gain,  but  the  man  who  manu- 
factures one  thing,  and  is  subject  to  the  danger  of  foreign 
competition  destroying  his  business. 

Mr.  SWANSON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  If  a  concern  manufactures  a  multitude  of 
articles,  and  it  is  di-sclosed  that  on  some  of  those  of  which  it  is 
the  main  producer  the  profits  are  excessive,  the  prices  are  too 
high,  and  the  burden  is  too  great  on  the  consumers  of  this 
country,  why  should  the  duty  not  be  reduced ;  and  if  there  are 
other  cases  where  the  duty  is  too  low  and  the  people  are  suffer- 
ing, as  they  have  under  this  "  spotted  prosperity  "  that  seems 
to  be  cursing  this  country,  why  should  we  not  have  those  facts 
known,  so  that  we  can  take  the  burdens  off  where  the  rates  are 
too  high  and  the  producer  makes  too  much  profit  and  raise  the 
rates  for  those  who  are  making  too  little?  If  the  tariff  is  made 
high  enough  to  take  care  of  every  improvident  man,  every  man 
who  can  not  efficiently  manufacture,  you  will  certainly  double 
and  treble  and  quadruple  the  profits  of  those  who  have  large 
mass  production. 

Mr.  EIXJE.     Mr.  I'resident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Yes ;  but  for  the  last  time. 

Mr.  EIXJE.  The  Senator  will  find  the  facts  he  seeks,  I  am 
quite  sure,  if  he  will  consult  the  testimony,  under  oath,  dealing 
with  the  particular  ptuagraph  involved,  adduced  by  the  several 
subcommittees,  two  months  in  session,  as  the  Senator  from  Utah 
has  indicated.  From  the  reiwrts  of  the  hearings  he  will  get 
very  much  more  accurate  information  and  very  much  more  use- 
ful information  than  he  can  possibly  get  by  any  attempt  at  an 
analysis  t>f  a  general  Treasury  statement 

Mr.  SWANSON.     I  want  this  additional  information,  too. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  desires  to  suggest  that 
a  Senator  is  supposed  to  yield  only  for  a  question.  If  he  yields 
for  speeche.s,  he  loses  the  floor. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  hope  the  Chair  will  enforce 
that  rule.  It  will  be  very  much  more  pleasant  to  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  if  Senators  who  get  the  floor  will  be  jjerndtted  to 
deliver  their  speeches  without  having  other  speeches  inter- 
jected in  the  middle  of  their  remarks.  I  commend  the  Chair 
for  his  ruling.    I  hope  he  will  insist  upon  it  in  the  future. 

Mr.  President  I  t'ose  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  not  the 
general  question  of  tariff  revision  or  this  bill  lu  particular  but 
the  resolution  before  the  Senate,  and  I  sought  to  be  fair  to 
those  who  have  urged  objections.  In  part  I  share  In  the  criti- 
cism that  has  been  made  by  those  who  object  to  this  resolution 
on  account  of  the  limited  information  that  these  reports  may 
give  on  account  of  Oie  difficulties  involved,  and  because  of  the 
late  stage  in  the  consideration  of  the  bill  at  which  the  request 
is  btnng  made  for  the  facts  contained  in  these  tax  reports. 
Neverthek^s  I  think  that  we  should  have  them ;  limitations  and 
difficulties  are  but  limitations  and  difficulties.  I  maintain  that 
the  fundamental  principle  Involved  is  of  such  high  importance, 
and  so  essential  a  contribution  in  getting  a  true  picture  of  the 
necessity  for  tariff  relief,  that  it  justifies  a  vote  in  favor  of 
these  reports  l»eing  submitted  to  the  committee  for  their  study 

and  analy.sis.  .        »     „       ^      ^ 

Mr.  GEC^RGE.  Mr.  President  I  regret  that  tlie  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Couzbns]  Is  not  in  tlie  Chamber,  because  I  sought 
to  interrupt  him  when  he  was  speaking  a  few  moments  ago. 
He  was  most  unhappy  in  the  illustration  he  gathered  out  of  the 
great  mass  of  tariff  testimony  in  his  selection  of,th«  cream- 
separator  case. 

As  I  recall  the  testimony — and  It  is  not  worth  while  at  tnis 
point  to  verify  it  exactly,  but  I  think  my  recollection  is  correct- 
it  was  shown  that  a  Belgian  separator  was  sold  in  this  country 
by  an  importer  and  that  he  sold  his  separator  for  around 
$107.50,  but  it  was  likewise  shown  that  the  comparable  Ameri- 
can cream  separator  was  sold  for  $107^ 

The  facts  as  given  to  the  Finance  Committee  were  «nb6tan- 
tially  as  follows:  That  it  cost  approximately  $40.40  to  lay  the 
imported  separator  down  in  warehouse  in  Chicago  and  ap- 
proximately^ for  the  manufacturer  of  the  American-made 


separator  to  lay  his  separator  down  In  warehouse  in  Chicago. 
Both  were  selling  the  sei)arator  to  the  American  farmer  for 
$107.50.  So  the  startling  di-scovery  the  distinguislu>d  Senator 
from  Michigan  makes  is  that  the  imi>oiter  is  just  about  as  selfish 
as  the  American  manufacturer  in  the  case  of  cream  8eparat<»rK. 

What  I  wished  to  call  to  his  attention — and  that  was  the  pur- 
pose of  the  question  directed  to  him — is  that  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee,  of  which  he  is  a  member,  proposed  further  to  raise 
the  duty  on  these  separators.  In  other  words,  cream  separators 
valued  at  not  more  than  $50  were  on  the  free  list,  and  on  the 
plea  of  this  same  manufacturer  who  adniitteil  that  the  total  cwt 
of  his  finished  product  laid  down  in  warehouse  was  alxiut  $44.  as 
I  recollect,  which  he  sold  to  the  American  public  for  $107.50 — 
on  the  plea  of  that  single  manufacturer,  as  I  recollect  the  testi- 
mony, the  majority  members  of  the  committee  provlde<l  that 
any  cream  separator  valued  at  more  than  $40  .should  Ik?  on  the 
free  list.  So  that  this  Belgian-made  separator,  which  was, 
perhaps,  the  only  restraining  influence  on  the  American  manu- 
facturer's price,  now  is  dutiable  at  25  i)er  cent  ad  valorem, 
since  it  is  valued  at  a  little  more  than  $40. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  assumed  that  this  side  of  the 
aisle  was  exceedingly  friendly  to,  if  not  enamored  of,  the  im- 
porters. We  are  alike  opposed  on  this  side  to  any  such  ex- 
tortion, whether  practiced  by  the  importer  or  the  maimfacturer, 
in  the  case  which  unhappily  the  Senator  from  Michigan  selected 
to  illustrate  his  point,  where  the  Importer  lays  an  article  down 
for  $40.40 — and  I  am  in  the  neishborhood  of  the  correct 
figures — and  the  American  manufacturer  for  approximately  the 
same  amount  of  m(Hiey  is  able  to  put  his  finished  product  in  the 
warehouse,  and  yet  both  of  them  .sell  that  product  to  the 
American  consumer  for  $107.50. 

It  is  true  that  the  separators  in  question  are  sold  on  monthly 
installments  extending  over  an  18-month  period,  and  in  each 
case  the  farmer  is  allowed  a  credit  for  an  old  separator,  but 
the  Finance  Committee  now  makes  dutiable  every  cream  sepa- 
rator valuta  at  more  than  $40.  whereas  .separators  valued  at 
$50  were  on  the  free  list  They  give  the  American  manufacturer 
25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  or  add  $12.50  to  the  farmer's  price. 
That  the  American  manufacturer  who  sells  an  arth-le  costing 
him  less  than  $50  for  $107.50  will  not  increase  his  price  to  the 
limit  of  the  tariff  Is  an  argument  which  I  can  not  accept 
Neither  the  manufacturer  nor  the  importer  is  very  likely  volun- 
tarily to  reduce  the  price.  Yet  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
makes  it  possible  for  the  manufacturer  to  add  $12.50  to  the 
American  farmers  price.  So  the  illustration  of  the  cTeam 
separator  was  a  most  unhappy  one.  It  was  a  most  unhaiH>y 
example,  taken  out  of  the  great  maze  of  tariff  information  pre- 
sentetl  to  the  Finance  Committee. 

By  the  way.  that  cream  separator  is  one  of  the  farm  im- 
plements which  the  Finance  Committee  reminds  the  country 
has  been  placed  on  the  free  list.  When  anyone  says  anything 
about  the  tariff,  he  Is  immediately  given  the  information: 
"Everything  the  farmer  buys,  all  his  necessary  tools,  and  so 
forth,  are  on  the  free  list."  The  cream  s^Mirator  bought  by 
the  individual  farmer,  the  man  not  engaged  in  the  dairy  business 
on  a  large  scale,  was  on  the  free  list,  because  it  so  hapi>ened 
that  the  imported  separator,  with  its  American  competitcr,  was 
sold  at  less  than  $50 — that  is,  the  wholesale  value  was  not  more 
than  $50 — but  as  soon  as  this  American  manufacturer  who, 
along  with  the  importer,  was  asking  and  getting  from  the 
American  farmer  $107.50  for  this  article  which  cost  each  of 
them  less  than  $50.  asks  for  protection,  then  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  obligingly  gives  the  American  manufacturer  a  duty 
of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  or  $12.50  based  on  the  value  of  $50. 

Now,  just  a  word  ou  the  merits  of  this  resolution.  The  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  REaa>]  yesterday 
suggested  that  the  provisions  of  the  Income  tax  law  which  made 
available  to  committees  of  the  House  and  of  the  Senate,  or  to 
joint  committees  created  by  resolution  of  the  Congress,  was 
intended  to  assist  the  Senate  committee  or  committees  in  a 
consideration  of  income  tax  bills;  that  was  the  primary  pur- 
pose, and  the  S«iator  said  it  was  not  dreamed,  as  1  understood 
him,  that  the  information  was  made  available  for  any  other 
purpose. 

Mr.  President,  the  Finance  Committee  is  the  committee  which 
handles  income-tax  measures.  Tliis  is  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee which  is  asking  now  to  receive  these  returns  of  the 
various  taxpayers  who  may  be  affected  by  or  benefited  by  this 

bilL 

This  committee  has  not  only  jurisdiction  over  an  income-tax 
measure  but  it  has  jurisdiction  over  a  tariff  measure,  and  a 
tariff  bill  is  a  tax  bill,  and  the  consideration  of  a  tariff  bill 
can  not  be  Intelligently  carried  on,  nor  can  the  consideration  of 
an  income'tax  bill  be  intelligently  carried  on,  unless  the  com- 
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mittee  Is  able  to  advise  Itsrft  to  know  what  rerentieB  are  pro- 
duced from  varioos  sources,  and  to  know  wbat  revenaes,  there- 
fore, ought  to  be  produced  by  any  particular  method  or  system 
of  taxation. 

Mr.  PreBident,  the  distin^nii^ied  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  SocMOifs],  who  offered  the  resolution,  very  well  pointed 
oat  that  if  the  present  provision  in  the  law  had  not  made  itt> 
possible  to  obtain  tlie  very  information  that  we  now  se^,  it 
would  not  have  been  written  into  the  law  at  all. 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PIIE.SIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illiii<ris? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GLENN.  I  heard  yesterday  and  heard  again  to-day  refer- 
ences to  the  provision  of  tiie  law  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  tias  Just  referred.  I  do  not,  however,  find  the  exact 
lani^age  of  the  provision  in  tlie  Elxxroan.  Would  the  Senator  be 
good  enouf^  to  give  me  a  specific  refer^ncf  to  the  provision? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  have  not  the  act  before  me,  but  wtiat  I  am 
saying  is  ttiat  it  undoubtedly  passed  this  body  because  It  did 
make  provision  for  the  obtaining  of  the  very  Information  that 
we  now  seek  to  obtain. 

Mr.  President,  it  may  be  true  tliat  the  tax  returns  of  pro- 
ducers or  importers  or  manufacturers  will  not  be  of  any  very 
great  benefit  to  the  Senate,  but  anyone  who  sat  on  the  Finance 
Ck>nimittee  or  any  of  its  various  subcommittees  and  listened  to 
the  testimony  produced  before  those  committees  is  obliged  to 
conclude  that  the  tax  returns  of  producers  and  of  manufacturers, 
and  perhaps  of  Importwrs,  if  anybody  wants  their  returns,  be- 
catise  no  one  objects  to  including  them,  would  be  of  immense 
benefit  to  the  Senate  and  to  every  Member  of  tlie  Senate  in 
considering  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa  3 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  the 
provision  of  law  about  which  the  Senator  from  Illinois  just 
inquired  is  in  the  revenue  act  of  1926? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yea;  I  think  so. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  have  that  act  here  and  I  will  try  to 
find  the  provision  in  order  to  place  it  In  the  Record.  Does  the 
Senator  know  where  to  find  it? 

Mr.  GEORGEl.  I  would  if  I  had  an  opportimity  to  examine 
the  act.  I  will  place  it  in  the  Rbcord  at  this  point  in  my  re- 
marks, if  I  may  do  so. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  Without  objection,  permission  Ls 
granted. 

The  pro\ision  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

KSTUBNS  TO  BB  PCBLIC  RECORDS 

Sac.  257.  (a)  Betnms  upon  which  the  tax  has  been  determined  by 
the  commisaloner  shall  constitate  public  records ;  but.  except  as  berein- 
liter  provided  In  this  section  and  section  1203,  they  shall  be  open  to 
Inspection  only  open  order  of  the  President  and  under  rules  and  regu- 
lations prescribed  by  the  Secretary  and  approved  by  the  President. 
Whenever  a  return  is  open  to  tlie  inspection  of  any  person  a  certified 
copy  thereof  shall,  upon  request,  be  furnished  to  such  person  under 
rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  commissioner  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary.  The  commiBsioner  may  prescribe  a  reasonable  fee  for 
fomiabing  such  copy. 

(b)  (1)  The  Secretary  and  any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Treasury 
Department,  upon  request  from  the  Committee  on  Way*  and  Means  of 
the  House  of  BepresenwtlTea,  tlie  Committee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate, 
or  a  select  committee  of  the  Senate  or  House  especially  aatborlsed  to 
Investigate  returns  by  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  or  Hoose.  or  a  Joint 
committee  so  authoriied  by  concurrent  resolution,  shall  famish  such 
committee  sitting  In  executive  session  with  any  data  of  any  character 
contained  la  or  shown  by  any  return. 

(2)  Any  such  committee  shall  have  the  right,  acting  directly  aa  a 
committee,  or  by  or  through  such  examiners  or  agents  aa  it  may  desig- 
nate or  appoint,  to  laapect  any  or  all  of  the  retuma  at  such  times  and 
in  such  manner  aa  it  oiay  determine. 

(3)  Any  relevant  or  useful  information  thus  obtained  may  be  sob- 
mitted  by  the  cfMsmittee  obtaining  it  to  the  Senate  or  the  Hoose.  or  to 
hoth  the  Senate  and  the  Hooae,  aa  tbc  case  may  be. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvunla  [Mr.  Rna>] 
want»^  to  impress  the  country  with  the  thought  that  an  endrely 
new  formula  In  tariff  making  has  been  used  by  the  Finance 
Committee  In  the  making  of  this  particular  tariff  bill.  The 
Impression  that  I  gained  was  that  it  was  sought  merely  lo 
equalize  the  labor  required  to  produce  a  particular  unit  of  value 
abroad  and  In  the  United  States.  Why,  Mr.  President,  I  sat 
here  during  all  the  hot  days  of  July  attending  the  textile  hear- 
ings, for  instance,  and  it  was  but  rarely  that  any  mantifactnrer 
or  producer  raferred  to  the  labor  ctrntent  in  any  of  the  articlefl 
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on  whlA  he  asked  an  Increase  in  duty.  When  they  were  asked 
speiTifically  "What  is  the  labor  content  of  this  particular  arti- 
cle!' What  is  the  material?  What  is  the  labor;  separate  the 
itei  ns,"  they  made  the  most  general  answer  that  "  nearly  all 
of  it  is  labor,"  But  what  they  did  was  to  come  down  here  and 
tell  us  all  about  the  condition  of  their  Industry,  how  hard 
pressed  they  were,  what  the  importations  of  competitive  articles 
we  "e,  and  give  us  that  general  picture.  So  that  the  tax  returns 
of  many  of  the  witnesses  who  appeared  before  the  committee 
would  be  most  material  and  most  relevant  and  most  helpful  to 
tha  Senate  in  considering  the  present  tariff  bill. 

senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  need  not  think  the 
An  erican  people  will  not  know  that  the  condition  of  industry  in 
the  country,  as  reflected  by  the  tax  returns  of  Indu-stry  iti^elf 
or  (rf  importers  or  of  producers  or  what  not,  is  a  material  fact 
in  writing  the  tariff  bill.  The  American  people  are  practical 
and  they  will  make  very  diligent  inquiry  into  and  they  will  be 
quick  to  condemn  increased  rates  for  an  industry  that  is  in 
a  iound,  healthy,  and  prospering  condition.  Make  no  mistake 
alxut  that.  Do  not  worry  yourselves  in  debate  about  the  pub- 
lici  ty  of  tax  returns.  Do  not  go  Into  any  absti'actions  about  it 
Wlen  you  go  out  from  this  body  before  the  American  pe<»ple 
the  y  are  going  to  say,  '*  Did  the  record  show  that  this  indu.stry 
needed  or  had  the  slightest  justification  for  Its  request  for  an 
increase  in  its  duty?"  You  will  not  be  able  to  laugh  it  off, 
you  will  not  be  able  to  argue  it  off,  you  will  not  be  able  to 
frighten  the  American  people,  because  you  are  aliout  to  reveal 
thiigs  to  a  manufacturer's  competitor  that  ought  not  to  be 
revealed.  Wlien  anyone  comes  here  demanding  that  a  power 
of  government  be  exercised  in  his  behalf,  then  he  should  lay 
bin  cards  on  the  table  and  the  American  people  are  entitled 
to  Jook  at  those  cards. 

i  enators  will  not  by  any  sort  of  sophistry  be  able  to  answer 
the  people  here  or  hereafter:  "Why,  no  valuable  information 
coi  Id  have  been  gaine<l  from  the  tax  returns ;  nothing  helpful 
co«ld  have  been  obtained  or  found  out  from  the  tax  returns; 
no  assistance  would  have  been  rendered  the  Senate  by  an  in- 
spection and  con.sd deration  of  the  tax  returns."  That  sort  of 
arj  ument  will  not  go.  Anybody  who  has  finished  tlie  grade  or 
entered  the  grammar  school  will  laugh  at  it  and  say  that  i.s  an 
idli;  argument  Of  course  the  condition  of  the  industry  Is  the 
basLs  upon  which  we  have  a  right  to  make  and  upon  which  we 
ouj  ht  to  make  the  tariff.  I  would  like  to  hear  that  nriniment 
aft  »r  the  bill  has  been  passed  and  the  American  public  Is  asking, 
"V'hy  was  this  rate  increa.sed?  What  was  the  condition  of 
thi  i  Industry?"  "Oh,  we  do  not  know;  we  found  that  HOine 
producers  in  the  industry  were  in  a  bad  way,  they  were  on 
thii  ice,  and  we  raisetl  the  rate  because  we  did  not  want  the 
big  trusts  and  monopolies  to  come  in  and  occupy  the  entire 
flell"  The  solicitude  of  some  of  my  brethren  on  the  other  side 
for  the  little  producer,  for  the  little  fellow  who  can  not  stand 
agi  inst  the  big  combination,  is  not  new.  but  it  is  most  refreshing 
an<  most  encouraging.  "  We  looked  at  a  whole  industry  and  in 
oner  to  prevent  the  big  trusts  and  combines  from  uionopoliziug 
all  of  the  market  we  decided  that  we  had  to  fix  some  increases 
In  he  rates."  "  Did  you  ask  about  how  the  whole  Industry  was 
getting  on?  Did  you  try  to  get  some  one  representative  of  the 
industry,  some  producer  truly  representative  of  the  industry, 
and  find  out  how  he  was  petting  on?  Did  you  try  to  find  out 
how  a  reasonably  well-managed  producer,  a  reasonably  welU 
located  produidng  plant  was  getting  on?"  "Oh,  no;  we  did 
noij  ask  about  the  tax  returns.  We  did  not  ask  about  the  finau- 
standing  of  these  various  producers.  We  did  not  want  to 
into  that.  That  would  not  have  shed  any  light  on  the 
er." 


would  not  have  shed  any  light  on  it?    The  American  house- 
the  American   farmer,   every   American   outside   of   the 

cmar  school,   will  rl.se  and  ask  you  and   rightly  ask  you, 

as  the  condition  of  this  industry  so  bad  that  you  had  to 
ralte,  for  instance,  the  tariff  on  a  $r.O  cream  separator  by 
$12.50?"  It  is  here  hi  the  bill  In  paragraphs  372  and  1G04,  the 
fre  J  list  That  is  the  effect  of  it  and  that  was  the  Intent  of  It 
Do  you  think  nobody  will  ask  you  about  the  condition  of  that 
industry?    You  are  very  sadly  mistaken  If  you  do. 

Why  do  we  want  this  evidence?  We  want  \t  in  onler  that  the 
coc  ntry  may  see  whether  an  industry  asking  and  receiving  an  lu- 
cre ised  rate  of  duty  or  a  duty  upon  its  product  realiy  jM-esented  a 
pic  ure  that  entitled  it  to  it  It  is  no  possible  an.sw«*  to  say  that 
maty  industries  make  a  lot  of  different  articles  or  commodities ; 

the  returns  will  not  present  a  fair  picture  in  that  instance. 

me  refer,  for  instance,  to  the  rayoo  industry  and  the  rayon 
mabufacturers.  If  you  will  give  me  the  tax  returns  of  the 
raj  on  manufacturers  of  the  Unitetl  States,  I  can  present  to  the 
Ser  ate  and  to  the  American  people  a  picture  of  that  industry— 
wh  ?ther  it  Ls  pro-.>T)erou.s  whether  It  is  on  thin  Ice,  whether  it  is 
los^g  money,    The  same  Is  true  of  wool  and  of  worsteds.    Th» 
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same  Is  true  of  Jute  and  of  hemp  and  of  flax.  The  same  Is  true 
of  cotton  and  silk,  and  there  are  5  of  the  schedules  out  of  the  16, 
Including  even  the  free  list  which  is  denominated  a  scheilule. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  finished  what  I  desired  to  say.  I  am 
sure  that  nobody  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  objects  to  the 
resolution  as  introduced  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
(Mr.  Simmons].  I  am  sure  nobody  on  this  side  of  the  aisle 
wishes  to  u.se  the  tax  return  of  the  taxpayer,  the  manufacturer, 
I>rodu<er,  or  importer  for  any  Improper  purpose.  I  am  sure  that 
nobody  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  wants  to  deny  the  American 
manufacturer  or  producer  a  fair  and  just  degree  of  piotectlon 
wherever  a  real  ne<esslty  for  protection  appears.  But  I  am 
quite  sure  that  no  one  in  this  bwly  will  be  able  hereafter  sat- 
isfactorily to  j4ay  to  his  constituents  that  the  condition  of  the 
Indtwtry  was  not  a  material  fact  and  that  we  could  have  ascer- 
talneil  nothing  from  a  study  of  the  tax  returns  of  those  com- 
posing the  Industry.  It  Is  vitally  necessary.  It  Is,  measured 
by  every  degree  of  materiality,  a  relevant  fact  that  should  be 
considered  for  whatever  it  Is  worth  In  this  case.  Particularly 
Is  that  true  since  the  testimony  l>efore  the  Finance  Committee 
was  given  under  oath,  and  particularly  true  since  we  will  be 
many  times  reminded  that  such  a  witness  spoke  under  oath 
when  he  presented  a  picture  of  his  industry. 

The  Senate  should  not  deny  Itself  the  right  to  see  these  tax 
returns,  which  were  made  without  any  iwrtlcular  purpose  or 
reason  except  to  comply  with  the  law,  which  were  not  made 
for  the  purpose  of  Influencing  or  controlling  the  action  of  the 
Senate  in  writing  the  tariff  act. 

Let  me  again  say  that  we  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  do  not 
wish  to  abuse  the  privilege  that  will  be  given  us  if  this  resolu- 
tion shall  be  adopted:  that  Is  not  the  purpose  at  all;  but  the 
puriKise  Is  to  use  the  information  where  It  has  a  bearing  upon 
the  particular  rate  that  is  proix»f;e<l  to  l»e  written  In  the  tariff 
hill.  It  may  be  true  that  It  Is  a  little  late  to  get  the  full 
l>eneflt  of  the  information  sought,  and  so  tabulate  It  and  digest 
it  as  to  make  it  easily  available  to  Senators;  but  I  think  it  is 
Iierfe<-tly  obvious  that  no  request  made  to  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee weeks  ago  after  the  recess  of  the  Senate  could  have 
prevailed.  So  our  only  opportunity  is  to  come  to  the  open  Sen- 
ate and  ask  the  Senate  to  adopt  the  resolution. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  perfect  my  resolu- 
tion by  accepting  the  anandnient  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blajne]  and  also  by  accepting  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Couzens],  so  tbat 
we  shall  have  only  one  vote  Instead  of  three  or  four  upon  the 
matter. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  has  a  right  to  perfect 
his  amendment  and  It  will  be  so  modified. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  submit 
a  few  observations  on  the  pending  resolution  before  the  vote 
shall  be  taken.  Few,  I  venture  to  assert,  who  listened  to  the 
argument  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rna)]  on  yes- 
terday in  opposition  to  the  resolution  failed  to  note  the  incon- 
sistency in  his  position,  although  he  himself  may  have  been 
oblivious  of  the  fact.  In  the  first  place,  he  told  us  that  It  was 
useless  to  adopt  the  resolution  becau.se  the  hiformation  sought 
Is  already  available  in  the  industrial  manuals  of  Poor  and 
Moody ;  and  we  were  told  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Smoot]  that  It  was  also  available  In  the  quarteriy  and  annual 
reports  published  by  many  of  the  large  Industr'.al  corporations. 
In  other  words,  those  Senators  ask  us  to  accept  without  any 
question  whatever  statements  made  voluntarily,  not  under  oath 
at  all.  by  those  who  manage  tlie  corponitions  as  to  what  their 
business  is,  as  to  what  their  profits  are,  aa  to  what  are  their 
earnings,  and  so  forth,  and  so  forth, 

Mr.  I'resldent,  legislation  Is  not  enacted  upon  the  suwwsitlon 
that  such  reports  are  entirely  accurate  or  are  even  substantially 
accurate.  When  internal  revenue  acts  or  income  tax  acts  and 
other  acts  of  that  character  are  pas^,  we  do  not  content  our- 
.selves  with  the  assessment  of  taxes  up<Hi  the  statements  thus 
fumishetl  by  Po(»r's  or  Moody's  manuals  or  even  by  the  sworn 
statements  of  the  taxpayers  themselves  filed  with  the  depart- 
ment otficially,  but  we  have  made  elaborate  provision  for  an 
audit  of  their  returns,  for  we  realize  that  in  the  case  of  the 
Information  which  gets  into  the  possession  of  the  publishers  of 
the  manuals  some  corporations  have  an  Inducement  to  repre- 
im\t  their  business  as  greater  and  their  profits  larger  than  they 
actually  are.  while  others  are  Induced  to  represent  them  as  being 
less  than  they  are.  So  with  respect  to  the  lnc(Hne-tax  returns 
the  inducement  Is  always  there  to  represent  the  profits  or  earn- 
ings at  the  very  lowest  possible  figure.  Therefore  we  do  not 
accept  them  without  question ;  as  I  say,  we  want  furthw  proof, 
and  we  put  an  audit  on,  and  often  the  returns  are  corrected  and 
are  shown  to  be  very  much  more  than  those  reported  by  the  com- 
panies. In  other  words,  in  legislation  we  would  be  acting  fool- 
ishly, to  speak  rather  plainly,  to  proceed  upon  the  assumption 


that  the  voluntary  unsworn  statements  concerning  the  earnings 
and  profits  of  corporations  are  entirely  accurate  and  reliable. 

Then,  as  indicated  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  -  { Mr. 
Blaine],  it  Is  of  very  little  consequence  to  us  to  lie  told  that 
any  corporation  has  a  net  profit  of  st>  much  In  a  year's  business 
without  being  Informed  about  a  great  many  eleuients  that  enter 
Into  the  final  result,  and,  among  other  things,  the  que^ulon  of 
what  salaries  are  paid  to  its  officials,  it  l)eing  perfectly  well 
known,  as  he  has  stated,  that  In  the  case  of  many  coriK»ratIon8 
that  are  regarded  as  family  con>orations  the  earnings  are  dis- 
tributed as  salaries  to  the  various  officers  of  the  corporations 
and  In  others  a  large  part  of  the  earnings  are  absorlied  In  that 
way. 

This  i»art  of  the  discussion  makes  pertinent  a  reference  to  an 
article  which  appeared  in  one  of  the  local  newsi>apers  of  last 
Sunday.  It  is  a  glowing  and  eulogistic  account  of  tlie  remark- 
able career  of  Charles  M.  Schwab.  I  read  a  paragraph  from  the 
article,  as  follows: 

With  a  comparatively  small  salary  for  the  position  he  held,  Scbwab, 
as  president  of  the  Carnegie  Steel  Co.,  had  amassed  between  |5,(KX).000 
and  $10,000,000.  This  was  iMKause  of  the  bonus  and  percenUge  sys- 
tems used  by  Carnegie.  When  Schwab  waa  made  president  of  the 
Carnoglo  Co.  he  was  given  one-third  of  1  per  cent  of  the  profits.  This 
was  soon  raised  to  6  per  cent 

Six  per  cent  of  the  profits  of  the  Carnegie  Co.  went  to  one 
officer  of  that  company — Mr.  Schwab.  Of  what  significance 
would  it  be  to  say  the  profits  of  the  Carnegie  Co.  were  a  cer- 
tain amount?  That  was  simply  94  per  cent  of  Its  profits  less 
the  reast>nable  sum  that  ought  to  have  gone  to  Mr.  Schwab. 

When  Schwab  was  made  president  of  the  Carnegie  Co.  he  was  given 
one-third  of  1  per  cent  of  the  profits.  This  was  soon  raised  to  6  per 
cent,  and  the  Carnegie  Co.  was  making  in  the  neighborhood  of 
$40,000,000  a  year  then. 

Morgan  prepared  a  contract  paying  Schwab  a  million  dollars  a  year 
to  act  as  president  of  United  States  Steel.  Scbwab  stood  in  his  offlc-e 
and  slowly  tore  up  the  paper  as  Morgan,  who  had  never  before  offered 
any  man  $1,000,000  a  year  to  do  anything,  breathed  a  slightly  relieved 
sigh. 

"  You  expect,"  Schwab  asked.  **  to  make  alK)Ut  $70,000,000  this  year?  " 

"  Yes." 

••  Will  you  give  me  2  per  cent  of  all  over  that  instead  of  this?  " 

"  You  bet  I  will,"  the  financier  Is  quoted  as  saying. 

Schwab,  at  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year,  had  made  more  than 
$2,000,000. 

Of  what  consequence  would  It  be  to  find  out  from  a  report  of 
the  United  States  Steel  Co.  that  their  profits  during  a  certain 
year  amoimted  to  so  much?  They  did,  but  out  of  the  aggregate 
profits,  Mr.  Schwab,  as  manager  of  the  company  or  president  of 
the  company,  got  the  munificent  salary  of  $2,000,000.  Probably 
he  earned  it ;  that  Is  to  say,  he  got  no  more  than  his  due  share 
of  the  profits  of  the  company. 

That  reminds  me  of  the  stat^nent  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  yesterday  to  the  effect  that  the  United  States 
Steel  Co.  has  been  operating  very  successfully.  Undoubtedly  it 
has.  I  recall  that  some  time  after  It  was  organized  the  state- 
ment was  made — and  I  think  the  statement  was  confirmed  la 
the  suit  later  brought  to  dissolve  the  trust  under  the  Sherman 
Act — that  every  dollar  of  its  common  stock  was  water;  that 
the  bonds  of  jthe  company  represented  every  dollar  that  went 
Into  it.  Yet  1  observe  that  the  common  stock  of  the  United 
States  Steel  Co.  Is  now  quoted  on  the  market  at  something  over 
$250  a  share.  In  other  words.  In  addition  to  the  profits  that  it 
ordinarily  distributed,  It  has  made  so  much  that  Its  common 
stock  now  represents  something  over  a  billion  and  a  quarter 
dollars. 

However,  as  I  started  to  say,  the  Senator  tells  us  that  the 
United  States  Steel  Co.  has  been  doing  u  very  successful  busi- 
ness, which  of  course  the  reports  confirm,  and  of  course  every 
increase  in  tariff  duties  on  commodities  in  which  that  organiza- 
tion is  Interested  will  add  to  the  profits  of  its  business,  even 
though  the  increased  duty  be  provided  for  the  purpctse  of 
enabling  some  weaker  corporations  to  make  a  fair  return.  Nnw, 
the  question  is  presented  as  to  whether  we  should  swell  the 
profits  of  a  company  already  prosperous  by  Imposing  addi- 
tional tariff  duties  in  order  that  a  company  which  is  not  so 
fortunatrfy  situated  as  to  raw  materials  <«•  tran.sportatiou 
facilities  or  the  efficiency  of  Its  management  may  be  enabled  to 
make  profits  upon  Its  business.  That  Mr.  President,  Is  an  ex- 
ceedingly serious  question,  and  I  am  very  deeply  concerne<l  now 
to  know  upon  wtat  principle  the  tariff  rates  in  the  pending 
bill  are  based  applicable  to  that  situation  of  affairs. 

We  encountered  exactly  the  same  slttuitlon  with  respect  to 
tlie  transportation  problem.  We  found  that  some  of  the  railroad 
companies  under  then  existing  rates  were  making  a  very  fair 
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return  upon  t^/flmmej  invested  in  the  enterprise,  wbile  com- 
peting milroads  less  favorably  situated  were  barely  able  to 
maintain  tbeir  existence.  So  the  problem  before  us  was  to 
establUb  rates  so  that  the  weak  systems  would  not  be  driven  out 
of  existence  and  yet  the  systems  more  economically  operated, 
at  least  more  cheaply  operated,  would  not  be  aWe  to  exact  from 
the  public  more,  or  very  much  more,  than  they  were  entitled 
to  receive.  So  a  system  was  devised  by  which  the  low-coet  com- 
pany thus  making  more  than  a  fair  return  upon  its  business 
would  be  compelled  to  return  into  the  United  States  Treasury 
some  of  the  excess.  But  apparently  we  are  not  going  to  do  that 
here.  I  do  not  know  exactly  what  principle  guided  the  com- 
mittee in  thus  fixing  the  rates  where  the  rates  are  now  sxifflclent 
to  enaMe  some  corporations  to  do  a  good  business,  but  the  ques- 
tion is  a  very  serious  one  as  to  how  we  wlU  be  justified  in  Im- 
pofdng  further  burdens  upon  the  American  public  that  will  swell 
the  profits  of  companies  already  making  handsMue  profits  from 
th^r  business. 

Mr.  President,  when  we  passed  the  revenue  act  providing  that 
the  returns  made  by  taxpayers  should  be  available  to  the  com- 
mittees of  Congress  when  requested  by  them  of  c-ourse  we  had 
legislation  by  Congress  in  view.  I  do  not  desire  to  discuss  at 
this  time  the  basic  proposition  of  whether  or  not  the  Income-tax 
returns  should  be  made  pulilic.  For  the  purpose  of  discrediting 
this  resolution,  reference  has  been  mnde  to  that  particular  sub- 
]ert;  and  It  is  said  that  the  original  effort  In  this  direction 
proved  so  entirely  unsatisfactory  to  the  American  public  that 
there  was  a  general  demand  for  its  repeal.  I  beg  to  remind  the 
Senate  that  that  system  was  one  which  was  iMt)po8ed  by  those 
who  oppose  the  puWieation  of  these  returns,  or  at  least  making 
them  ofien  to  the  poblic.  That  was  a  substitute  that  was  offered 
by  the  enemies  of  the  proposal ;  and  the  fact  that  It  was  not  a 
very  successful  one,  or  that  it  was  unsatisfactory,  Is  no  argument 
at  all  against  the  proposal  of  making  public  the  tax  returns. 

And  so,  Mr,  Preaident,  with  reference  to  the  present  situa- 
tion. That  was  likewise  a  proposal  that  was  off»ed  by  those 
who  were  opposed  to  making  the  returns  public.  But  the  Con- 
gress must  have  had  some  purpose  In  mind ;  and  wtiat  could  it 
have  been  except  to  make  available  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  tbeae  tax  returns  whenever  they  should  be  help- 
ful in  the  matter  of  legislation?  And  I  inquire,  Mr.  President, 
if  anybody  can  tell  us  of  legislation  which  might  be  pending  in 
Congress  in  connection  with  which  the  expositlcm  of  these  re- 
turns would  be  any  more  pertinent  than  in  the  legislation  that 
is  now  before  us?  Obviously  the  primary  purpose  was  to  malfe 
these  returns  available  whenever  revenue  legislation  of  any- 
character  was  under  consideration  by  the  Congress. 

I  do  not  desire  to  discuss  the  matter  of  the  information 
which  could  be  acquired  from  these  returns.  It  Is  perfectly 
obvious  that  the  evidence  furnished  by  them  is  all-important  In 
the  transeendently  Important  legislation  which  we  are  now 
engaged  in  considering.  I  trust  the  resolution  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina,  as  amended  by  the  amendments 
of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Btaink]  and  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  CorzENS]  will  prevail. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  before  the  vote  is  taken 
upon  this  resolution  I  should  like  to  refer  to  certain  statements 
that  were  made  in  the  debate  of  yesterday. 

It  seems  to  me  perfectly  clear  that  the  desire  to  have  the 
information  obtainable  from  the  Income  and  capital-stock  tax 
returns  furnb^hed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea.<=ury  to  the  Sen- 
ate is  prompted  by  the  view  that  the  profits  of  the  corpora- 
tions engaged  in  an  Industry  are  relevant  to  the  question  of 
whether  or  not  that  industry  should  continue  to  be  protected 
by  the  present  rates,  or  whether  or  not  those  rates  should 
actually  be  increased  or  decreased. 

.\s  I  umlerstand,  the  theory  of  protection  has  always  as- 
sumed that  there  is  some  relation  betwtvn  the  prosperity  of 
business  enterprises  in  any  particular  industry  and  the  other 
elements,  particularly  the  labor,  in  that  industry.  It  seems  to 
me  absf>lutely  self-evident  that  the  need  of  an  industry  and  the 
corporations  within  that  industry  for  an  additional  tariff  is 
reflected  in  part  by  their  financial  conditions.  Therefore,  Mr. 
I'residt»nt,  It  was  a  great  surprise  to  me  to  hear  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  oppose  this  resolution  on  the  ground  that  he 
does  not  care  whether  companies  engaged  in  a  business  are 
prosperous  or  whether  they  are  losing  money. 

It  is  perfectly  obvious,  also,  that  the  wages  in  an  Industry 
can  not  be  sep«ratt>d  from  the  prosperity  of  that  industry  and 
the  other  allied  trades  or  industries  competing  for  the  \Bbor  In  a 
given  Industry.  It  Is  not  possible  to  say  whether  any  Industry 
re<iuires  additional  nn)twtion  on  account  of  differences  in  lebcHr 
costs  and  labor  protluctivity  unless  we  know  how  those  differ- 
ences are  affecting  the  operating  expenses  and  net  profits  of  that 
industry. 
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what  Is  the  ultimate  determimint  of  the  success  of  an  Indus-, 
tri  in  tlds  country,  other  than  its  financial  condition?  The 
S^iator  from  Pennsylvania  has  laid  down  several  other  tests 
wljich  he  claimed  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  applied.  I  hope 
at  {some  other  time  to  refer  to  those  other  tests.  However,  at 
this  time  I  wish  to  confine  myself  to  a  discussion  of  the  resolu- 
tiaa,  which  provides  for  Information  from  the  income  and  capi- 
taTstock  tax  returns  which  the  minority  or  majority  members  of 
thi  Senate  Finance  Committee  may  deem  to  be  affected  by  the 
teinxs  of  this  tariff  bill. 

I  the  argument  made  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
thit  this  Information  Is  not  relevant  to  the  question,  should  be 
taken  seriously,  it  would  not  be  necessary  further  to  examine 
hii  argument.    In  studying  some  of  the  schedules  in  the  bill  it 

imed  to  me  quite  important  to  examine  the  balance  sheets  and 
in^me  accounts  of  Industries  asking  for  additional  protection. 

'o  show  that  those  who  ask  for  additional  protection  had  In 
mind  the  financial  condition  of  the  industry,  one  need  only  turn 
toTthe  hearings  before  the  subcommittee  on  chemicals,  oils,  and 
I>aknt8,  of  which  the  Senator  fr<Hn  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed] 
ar^the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  were  members. 

me  of  the  first  to  testify  was  Mr.  Salmon  W.  Wilder,  repre- 
senting the  Manufacturing  Chemists'  Association  of  the  United 
Stites.  On  page  3  of  the  hearings,  in  his  brief,  he  contended 
th  It— 

It  8honld  be  the  purpose  of  the  propoBed  act  to  provide  guch  protection 
as  will  permit  th^ir  production  at  a  reasonable  profit. 

rhe  brief  further  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  Individual 
coicerus  would  present  their  own  cases. 

When  Mr.  James  M.  Qillett.  representing  the  Victor  Chemical 
Warks,  of  Chicago,  testified,  the  committee  did  not  advise  him 
thit  they  were  not  interested  in  the  profits  of  individual  com- 
panies. Instead,  the  chairman,  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
SiiooTj,  asked: 

Knd  are  you  sening  yoor  prodncta  at  a  low  now? 

The  witness  replied: 

!<o,  air.  Since  March  of  this  year  w«  have  not  been  seHing  at  a 
lois.  We  have  not  been  making  any  profit.  We  believe  If  we  can 
operate  at  a  larger  capacity  we  can  make  a  small  profit. 

That  statement  will  be  found  on  page  18  of  the  hearings. 

It  Is  difficult  for  me  to  reconcile  this  question  and  answer 
w  th  the  statement  made  yesterday  by  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sy  vania  that — 

We  did  not  stop  to  aak  nor  do  we  care  wbett>er  some  companies  la 
tb  it  business  are  prosperous  and  whether  aome  are  not. 

I  find  another  witness  In  this  hearing,  Mr.  F.  F.  Jordan,  of 
CJDcinnatl,  Ohio,  representing  the  Emer>  Industries  (Inc.)  and 
tbe  National  Association  of  Stearic  Acid  Manufacturers,  whose 
brief  will  be  found  on  page  38  of  the  hearings.  It  contends  in 
part  that — 

Ibis  industry  is  now  and  has  been  operating  at  a  loss  dating  back  to 
th;  close  of  the  World  War. 

It  is  possible,  Mr.  President,  tliat  I  may  have  overlooked  it, 
bit  I  fail  to  find  any  statement  in  the<%  hearings  held  by  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  in  which  any  concern  asking  for  an 
In  Teased  tariff  contended  that  It  was  making  excessive  i>roflts. 
I  :ake  It,  therefore,  that  tlie  financial  conditions  of  an  indus- 
tr:  • — which  information  is  to  be  obtained  only,  as  I  see  it,  by  an 
ai  alysis  of  representative  corporations  within  an  Industry — are 
re  levant  to  the  question  of  the  proper  duty  on  the  pro<lucta 
w  licli  that  corporation  manufactures.  The  question  which  I 
think  confronts  us  is,  How  are  we  to  get  this  important  infor- 
mation; and  will  the  Income-tax  reports  and  information  de- 
ri  re<l  from  them  under  this  resolution  aid  Members  of  the  Senate 
in  ascertaining  the  true  financial  conditions  of  corporations? 

Upon  yesterday  both  the  Senator  fPMu  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Rbed]  and  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  argues!  at 
cc  nsiderable  length  that  the  Information  is  already  available  in 
financial  publications,  notably  Poor's  and  Moody's  manuals.  I 
h4ive  made  w>me  study  of  these  manuals  in  connection  with  my 
wjrk  upon  this  bill.  I  find,  as  stated  by  the  two  Senators  re- 
ferred to,  that  these  manuals  do  contain  some  of  the  Infor- 
mation on  many  corporations.  They  do  not,  however,  contain 
tie  balance  sheets  and  income  accounts  of  ail  corjwrations. 
notably  many  of  the  smaller  corporations.  Thousands  of  con- 
ctms  manufacturing  in  this  country  have  issued  no  statements 
wtiatsoever,  and  are  not,  therefore,  of  course,  to  be  found  in 
either  Poor's  or  Moody's  manuals.  Other  statements  are  in- 
c<mplete  and  do  not  contain  the  information  sought  to  be 
oitained  by  the  resolution  now  pending  before  the  Senate.  Many 
oJ   the  large  corporations,  Mr.  President,  have  very  inadequate 


reports;  and  it  seems  to  me  that  It  would  be  desirable  to  check 
these  inadequate  published  reports  against  the  information 
sought  In  this  resolution  to  be  obtained  from  Income-tax  returns. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  Income-tax  returns  would  afford 
Inforuiatiou  under  this  resolution  which  would  be  valuable  in 
at  least  three  respects: 

First,  they  would  make  available  information  regarding  con- 
cerns which  publish  no  reports. 

Second,  the  information  would  enable  us  to  get  more  complete 
data  on  such  concerns,  for  Instance,  as  the  Aluminum  Co.  of 
America,  which  publishes  incomplete  and  Inadequate  state- 
ments. 

Third,  this  Information  wotild  enable  the  Senate  to  have  a 
check  made  between  the  published  statements  which  are  to  be 
found  in  Poor's  and  Moody's  manuals  and  the  sworn  state- 
ments made  under  oath  to  the  Treasury  I>epartment  In  the 
income-tax  returns. 

Mr.  President,  in  addition  to  the  infomratlon  available  from 
both  of  these  sources,  there  Is  furUier  Information  which  It 
seems  to  me  the  Senate  must  seek  In  attempting  to  pass  upon 
the  various  schedules.  It  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  an  ade- 
quate argument  that  because  the  tax  reports  do  not  furnish  all 
the  desired  information,  we  should  be  barred  from  knowing 
what  information  they  do  contain.  Yet  it  seems  to  me  that 
that  is  the  position  taken  by  some  of  the  Senators  who  have 
opposed  this  resolution. 

Anyone  who  is  familiar  with  Moody's  Manuals,  as  I  know  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to  be,  must  know  that  they  do  not 
supply  all  of  the  information  covered  in  the  resolution  as 
amended.  That;  resolution  as  amended  asks  in  part  for  the 
gross  sales,  inventories,  merchandise  bought  for  sale,  itemized 
costs  of  production,  wages,  and  compensation  of  officers.  A 
brief  perusal  of  Moody's  or  Poor's  will  Indicate  that  these  pub- 
lished reports  do  not  contain  the  information  sought  in  the 
resolution  as  now  amended. 

Sometimes  inventories  are  shown  where  balance  sheets  are 
published.  Merchandise  for  sale  is  not  always  shown.  In  gen- 
eral, the  published  reports  are  very  inadequate  in  Itemizing 
costs  of  production,  so  that  it  is  practically  impossible  to  Itnow 
what  portion  goes  for  wages,  salaries,  raw  materials,  deprecia- 
tion, miiintenance,  obsolescence,  and  other  charges, 

I  do  not  think  that  anyone  will  seriously  contend  that  these 
published  rei)orts  to  be  found  in  Poor's  and  Moody's  manuals 
contain  the  information  sought  by  this  resolution.  Take  the 
case  of  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America.  By  2-year  periods  since 
1{>22  this  company,  of  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was 
a  director  before  he  assumed  that  office,  Is  quite  obviously  one 
which  does  not  publish  adequate  reports  of  either  balance  sheets 
or  income  accoiuits.  They  furnish  no  reports  whatever  of  sub- 
sidiary comijanies  in  their  published  reports. 

Take  Moody's  for  1922,  for  instance.    Neither  a  balance  sheet 
nor   an    income   account  is   shown   for  the   Aluminum   Co.   of 
America.     In  1924  Moody's  contains  this  statement: 
/    The  absence  of  complete  facts  and  figures  prevents  rating  the  securl- 
4ie8  of  this  company. 

Moody's  for  1926  makes  a  brief  statement  regarding  earnings 
but  contains  no  income  statement  of  the  Alimilnum  Co.  of 
America.  This  manual  also  contains  a  brief  balance  sheet 
which  is  inadequate  in  a  number  of  respects,  In  my  judgment 
It  fails  to  furnish  all  the  informatics  asked  for  in  the  amended 
resolution  excepting  the  inventories. 

It  is  unsatisfactory  in  a  number  of  resf>ects.  It  shows  "  plant 
and  equipment  (less  depreciation)."  Hence  there  is  no  way  of 
knowing  whether  the  depreciation  charges  are  large  or  small, 
adequate,  Inadequate,  or  excessive.  We  have  no  way  of  know- 
ing, and  evidently  the  directors  of  the  Aluminum  Oo.  of  America 
do  not  care  to  allow  either  the  general  public  or  small  individual 
stockholders  to  know  what  charges  are  being  made  for  deprecia- 
tion. If  they  did  this,  the  public  would  know  what  contribution 
it  is  making  to  this  monopoly,  and  the  small  security  holder 
would  know  whetlier  insiders  are  manipulating  the  corporation 
in  accordance  with  their  own  selfish  interests. 

In  1928  the  company  became  a  little  more  generous  with  its 
information.  Its  report,  however,  for  that  year  is,  in  my  judg- 
ment. Inadequate.  Though  it  contains  both  an  income  statement 
and  a  balance  sheet,  the  report  is  inadequate  in  several  other 
respects. 

First.  No  statement  is  made  of  gross  revenue  or  gross  sales. 
There  is  no  way,  therefore,  of  knowing  the  quantity  of  goods 
sold  during  the  year. 

Second.  The  oi)erating  expenses  are  not  shown.  Naturally, 
then,  there  Is  no  separation  of  these  expenses  Into  cost  of  pro- 
duction or  selling  expenses,  or  salaries  or  other  administrative 
expenses.    All  of  these  items  should  be  known,  in  my  judgment. 


in  order  to  arrive  at  a  true  conception  of  the  conditions  of  this 
business. 

Third.  The  charges  for  depreciation,  depletion,  and  work- 
men's compensation  insurance  are  all  lumped  together,  so  that 
it  is  Impossible  to  know  whether  these  charges  are  proper. 

Fourth,  There  is  no  distinction  made  between  that  iK>rtlon 
of  its  income  which  is  derived  through  its  own  operation  and 
that  portion  of  its  Income  derived  from  its  investments  or  other 
sources. 

In  spite  of  the  many  Inadequacies  of  Its  statements  one  fact 
does  stand  out,  namely,  that  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America  has 
been  increasing  its  profits  annually  since  the  enactment  of  the 
tariff  act  of  1922,  which  Increased  the  tariff  on  aluminum.  I 
hope  that  that  fact  will  not  be  considered  Irrelevant  to  the  duty 
on  this  product  when  everyone  in  the  Senate  and  elsewhere 
knows  that  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America  enjoys  an  absolute 
monopoly  in  this  country. 

I  am  not  certain  whether  I  understand  clearly  the  position 
taken  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  on  yesterday.  As  I 
understood  him.  he  contended  that  the  information  in  tax  re- 
turns is  inadequate  because  it  "makes  no  separation  among 
prodncta"  Moody's,  of  course,  or  Poor's  makes  no  such  sepa- 
ration. Has  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  adequate  cost- 
accounting  data  on  all  products  which  make  such  a  separation 
between  the  various  items  manufactured  by  corporations?  It 
certainly  does  not  appear  in  the  hearings,  Mr.  President,  and  if 
the  committee  is  in  possession  of  that  information,  it  has  re- 
tained the  information  for  its  exclusive  use. 

Furthermore,  it  seems  to  me  that  no  Senator  can  maintain 
that  it  is  possible  always  to  make  an  accurate  analysis  of  joint 
costs.  The  Senator  from  Utah  contended  that  adequate  in- 
formation Is  available.  That  position  was  also  taken  by  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  I  quote  from  the  Senator  frwn 
Utah,  who  said: 

In  the  first  place,  Mr.  President,  the  Information  In  which  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  now  professes  to  be  interested  is  readily  avail- 
able, in  practically  every  Instance,  through  current  and  periodical  cor- 
poration r^>ort8. 

If  such  information  is  already  before  the  public — and  I 
think  I  have  demonstrated  that  It  is  not— why  Is  the  Senator 
from  Utah  opposed  to  allowing  the  information  trom  the  tax 
returns  to  be  made  available  for  Senators  in  connection  with 
the  consideration  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  position  taken  by  the 
Senator  from  Utah  is  absolutely  inconsistent.  Either  there  Is  a 
divergence  between  the  public  statements  made  by  these  cor- 
porations and  the  informaticm  which  will  be  disclosed  by  the 
income-tax  returns  or  else  the  information  as  stated  by  the 
Senator  from  Utah  is  not  available. 

Mr.  President,  I  contend  that  Moody's  and  other  reports  truly 
represent  the  condition  of  a  business  or  tliey  do  not.  If  they 
do,  then  the  financial  condition  of  an  industry  Is  already  before 
the  Senate  and  the  public,  and  this  resolution  will  not  "  drag  it 
out,"  to  use  the  words  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 

If  the  statements  in  Moody's  are  not  true,  then,  of  course,  I 
think  any  Senator,  even  Including  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, will  agree  that  the  Senate  ouglit  to  have  accurate  Infor- 
mation. The  Senate  should  know  whether  or  not  It  can  rely  on 
the  published  statements  and.  to  what  extent  they  differ  from 
the  sworn  statements  made  to  the  Treasury  Department. 

I  find  it  difficult  to  follow  the  arguments  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  and  the  Senator  from  Utah.  It  seems  to  me 
they  are  absolutely  InconsLstent 

As  I  understand  the  position  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania it  is  this:  First,  that  the  information  requested  in  this 
resolution  is  unnecessary  because  it  is  already  avaUable  to  the 
Senate  in  puWished  reports. 

Second,  to  provide  this  data  for  the  Senate  by  way  of  infor- 
mation gathered  through  income-tax  reports  would  be  undesir- 
able In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  a  corporation  furnishes 
adequate  information  to  Moody's,  but  if  the  same  Information 
is  furnished  by  the  Treasury  Department  to  the  Senate,  it  is 
undesirable. 

If  these  published  statements  are  accurate  and  if  they  coin- 
cide with  the  statements  made  to  the  Internal  Revenue  Bureau 
in  income-tax  returns,  why  should  the  United  States  Steel  Cor- 
poration make  a  quarterly  report  and  yet  objection  be  made  to 
the  Senate  obtaining  that  same  information  from  tlie  income-tax 
returns  of  that  corporation? 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  stated  yesterday : 

The  tax  return  may  be  all  right  as  a  basis  for  assessing  a  tax,  but 
as  a  way  to  appralne  the  succeaa  or  failure  of  the  business,  the  sklU  in 
operaUon,  it  givea  you  about  as  lltUe  evidence  as  anything  could. 
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I  woald  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  whether 
he  contends,  theu,  that  the  reports  in  Moody's  are  correct  and 
truthful  reports,  and  that  those  contained  in  the  income-tax  re- 
tarns  are  inaccurate  and  untrue  reports? 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Gladly. 

Mr.  REED.  Just  to  illustrate  what  I  meant:  If  a  corpora- 
tion sells  its  plant  or  some  of  its  land  at  a  gain  over  the  cost, 
the  United  States  Government  calls  that  gain  income.  The  Bald- 
win Locomotive  Works  is  a  good  illustration  of  such  a  thing. 
It  made  a  very  great  gain  from  the  sale  of  land  it  owned.  At 
the  same  time  its  other  business  is  practically  prostrate;  it  is 
running  at  about  10  per  cent  of  capacity.  The  income-tax  re- 
^tnrns  will  sltow  a  large  gain  last  year  f<Mr  that  company.  The 
inference  one  would  draw  from  that,  if  I  understand  the  Sena- 
tor correctly,  is  that  tlie  company's  manufacturing  operation  is 
successful,  when  we  know  that  the  contrary  is  the  fact. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Of  course,  Mr.  President,  that  informa- 
tion would  be  readily  available  in  the  returns.  There  is  no 
question  but  what  that  fact  would  be  brought  to  light.  But  it 
does  not  follow  that  the  information  disclos^  by  the  return  will 
be  of  no  value  to  the  Senate  in  arriving  at  the  condition  of  the 
business. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  I  have  pointed  out  that  in  the  case  of 
the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America  its  rep(»ts  are  absolutely  in- 
adequate. If  these  reports  were  true,  I  do  not  see  how  any 
bu-siness  secrets,  as  contended  by  tlte  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, could  be  betrayetl  by  furnLshing  to  the  Senate  information 
gathered  from  these  income-tax  returns. 

I  believe  that  if  thia  resolution  passes  and  if  this  information 
is  made  available  to  the  Senate  great  d  screpancies  will  be  dis- 
closttl  between  the  published  reports  of  tliese  corporations,  to  be 
found  in  Moody's  and  Pocm^'b  manuals,  and  the  situation  con- 
cerning their  business  as  disclosed  by  the  information  to  be 
derived  from  their  income-tax  returns. 

One  other  point,  Mr.  President,  and  then  I  shall  have  con- 
cluded. The  thought  has  been  advanced  in  discussing  this  reso- 
lution that  it  imposes  an  absolutely  impossible  task  upon  the 
Treasury  Department.  Poor's  Manual  has  been  shc^wn  to  the 
Senate  as  an  example  of  the  size  of  the  documents  which  would 
have  to  be  compiled.  Of  course,  this  resolution  does  not  call 
for  all  ot  the  income-tax  returns,  or  information  therefrmn, 
from  all  taxpayers.  It  simply  in^ovides  that  the  minority  or 
ninjority  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  may,  upon  their 
aelt-ction,  send  to  the  Treasury  Department  for  the  informa- 
tion  to  be  derived  from  certain  income-tax  retoms.  I  do  not 
believe  that  this  work  will  impose  an  impossible  burden  upon 
the  Treasury  Deiiartment. 

I  for  one,  Mr.  President,  hope  the  resolution  will  be  passed 
by  the  Senate,  and  that  the  information  which  it  calls  for  will 
be  obtained,  because  I  am  sure  the  data  which  this  resolutlcm 
will  prmluc-e  will  be  of  inestimable  value  to  S^iators  in  consider- 
ing this  important  piece  of  legislation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  resolution  of  the  Senator  frwn  N<H:th  Carolina  [Mr.  Slm- 
1ION8]  as  mijdifled. 

Mr.  UEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  wiU  caU  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roU,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Alteii 

Aflhurst 

Bark  ley 

BiQKbam 

Blark 

Blaine 

Borab 

BrfM-k 

Hr(M>khart 

Brou8»ard 

Capper 

ConnaUy 

C»U»-iM 

l»aIo 
Denw'n 
I  MI! 


UlU«tt 

Glasa 

Glenn 


King 

lA  KoUctta 

McKellar 

McMaster 

MeNarv 


Goldabon>ii£lk  Met«alf 

Gould  Moses 

Green*  Norrts 

Hale  Nye 

Ilarric  Uvemian 

Uarri^mQ  Patterson 

Hastinn  Pblpps 

Uatfleld  Pine 

Ha/di-n  Pittman 

Hebert  BansdeU 

Heflin  Reed 

Howell  Robinaon,  Ark. 


Sbepi>ard 

Shortridgc 

Sixnmons 

Smoot 

Sterk 

SCeiwer 

SwanaoD 

TTiomas,  Idaho 

Townsend 

Tranunell 

Tydlngs 

Tandrabcrg 

Wacncr 

Wakott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walali.Mont. 

Warrea 


Kdtje 

Kens  Jones  Robinson.'  Ind.        Waterman 

Fletcher  Kean  Sackett  Watnon 

Kracier  Keyes  SehaU  Wbeeler 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty  Senators  have  answered  to 
their  names.  A  quorum  is  present  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  resolution  as  modified. 

Mr.  1^4  FOLLETTE.  On  that  question  I  demand  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  Prealdent,  a  parMamentary  inaiiiry. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  wlU  BUte  it 
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kfr.  HARRISON.  The  resolution  as  it  now  stands  includes 
ths  amendment  <^ered  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
CdJZENs]  as  well  as  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
fr  »m  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaine]  ? 

Che  VICE  PRESIDENT.     It  does. 

dr.  SIMMONS.    I  have  accepted  both  of  those  amwidments. 

rhe  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  tlie  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ce  Kled  to  call  the  roll 

tfr.  FESS  (when  Mr.  BraTON's  name  was  called).  My  col- 
lei  gue  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BraroN]  is  detained 
fr(»m  the  Senate  Chamber  by  illness.  He  is  paired  with  the 
sedor  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]. 

VIr.  WAGNER  (when  Mr.  Copeland's  name  was  called).  My 
CO  league  the  senior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copeland] 
is  unavoidably  absent  I  desire  the  Record  to  show  the  fact 
thit  if  he  were  present  he  would  vote  in  the  affirmative  on  the 
pefiding  resolution. 

Mr.  DENEEN  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  junior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Cabaway].  If  he 
w<re  present,  he  would  vote  "  yea."  If  I  were  permitted  to  vote, 
I  I  hould  vote  "  nay." 

^fr.  McMASTER  (when  Mr.  Norbeck's  name  was  called).  I 
dedre  to  announce  that  the  senior  S4'nator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Norbeck]  is  unavoidably  absent.  If  present,  he  would 
vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  REED  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Bration]. 
I  am  unable  to  obtain  a  transfer.  If  permltte<l  to  vote.  I  would 
vote  "nay."  If  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Mexico  were 
pr  ?sent,  he  would  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  (when  his  name  was  called).  I 
harve  a  general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Mis.slssippi 
[^[r.  Stephens].  I  am  informed  that  if  present  he  would  vote 
as   I   intend  to   vote  therefore    I   feel   free  to   vote.     I   vote 


•  3  ea." 

Mr.  SI 
?ril  pail 
wio  is  6 


SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bitrton], 
wlo  is  detained  from  the  Chamber  by  Illness.  I  transfer  that 
pa  r  to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas]  and 
vo  e  "  yea." 

VIr.  WATSON  (when  his  name  was  called).    I  have  a  gen- 
erd   pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from   South  Carolina    [Mr. 
Si  iTH].    I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
[lk|r.  Oddie]  and  vote  "  nay." 
he  roll  call  was  concluded. 

r.  SCHALL.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  w^league  [Mr. 
SiiiPSTKAD]  Is  ilL  I  ask  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for 
th^  day. 

r.  McNARY.  The  senior  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
JofTNSON]  is  necessarily  absent  owing  to  illness  In  his  family. 
If  he  were  present  he  would  vote  "yea,"  in  favor  of  the 
re!  olution. 

dr.  SHEPPARD.  The  senior  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[1  r.  Smith]  is  absent  on  account  of  illness  in  his  family.  The 
ju  nor  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Bleasb]  is  absent  on 
acvount  of  important  business  in  his  State.  The  Senator  from 
Ollahoma  [Mr.  Thomas]  Is  detahied  on  account  of  official 
business.  All  three  Senators  if  present  would  vote  In  the  affirm- 
re  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

It.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  junior  Senator  from 
ansas  [Mr.  Caraway]  Is  necessarily  absent  If  present,  he 
id  vote  "  yea."' 

r.    HARRISON.     My    colleague    the   junior    Senator    from 
iwlppi   [Mr.    Stephens]    is  detained   from  the  Senate  by 
illfiess  in  hi»  family.    If  iiresent,  he  would  vote  "  yea." 
e  result  was  announced— yeas  51,  nays  27,  as  follows : 

YEAS — 51 

McMaster 


Wi 


M 


Aitiarst 

Barkley 

Bli<± 

Biiilne 

Be  rah 

Btock 

Brookbart 

Binaasard 

Cipper 

Ccnnally 

CcQsens 

Dill 

Fl  etcher 

Alen 

Bl  igham 

Dile 

B^ 

Fe 

Oiflett 

G«[ 


Frajtier 

George 

Glass 

Glenn 

Harris 

Harrison 

HSTdcB 

Hemn 

Howell 

Jones 

King 

iM  Folletts 

McKellar 


Goldsborough 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Bebert 


Mc.Nary 
Norrts 
Nye 

Overman 
Pine 
Pittman 
Ransdell 
Robinson,  Ark. 
Robin  BOO,  Ind. 
Hackett 
Schall 
Sheppard 
NAYS— 27 


Kean 

Kpyes 

Mi'tcalf 

Moses 

Patterson 

Phlpps 

Shortrldg« 


SimoMns 

Stpck 

Stelwer 

Swanaon 

Tliomax.  Idaho 

Tramuiell 

TydingB 

Vandrnberg 

Warner 

WalBb,  Mass. 

WnlHh.  Mont. 

Wbeeler 


Smoot 

Townsend 

Walcott 

Warren 

Watenaan 

Watfioo 
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NOT  VOTING— 17 
Blease  Cutting  Norbeck  Stephens 

Brutton  Deneen  Oddle  Thomas,  Okla. 

Burton  Hawes  Reed 

Caraway  Johnson  Shipstead 

Copeland  Kendrlck  Smith 

So  Mr.  Simmon's  resolution  (S.  Res.  108)  as  modified  was 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Regolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Finance  is  directed  forthwith  to 
request  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  pursuant  to  the  authority  vested 
In  it  under  the  internal  revenue  laws,  to  furnish  the  committee,  at  the 
earliest  practicable  date,  a  statement  In  detail  for  each  of  the  taxable 
years  1922  to  1928,  incluslTe,  of  the  profits  or  losses,  as  the  case  may 
be,  and  a  separate  statement  for  each  of  said  years  of  each  of  the 
following  items : 

Gross  sales  from  trading  or  manufacturing  less  goods  returned, 
and  any  allowances  or  discounts  from  the  sale  price,  and 

(a)  Inventory  at  t)eginning  and  close  of  each  year; 

(b)  Merchandise  iMUght  for  sale  for  each  year ; 

(c>  Cost  of  manufacturing  or  otherwise  producing  goods^  separately 
(1)  salaries  and  wages  exclusive  of  compensation  of  ofiScers,  (2)  ma- 
terial and  supplies,  and  <3)  compensation  of  officers,  of  the  taxpayers 
whose  names  the  committee,  or  the  majority  or  minority  members 
thereof,  may  from  time  to  time  during  the  consideration  by  the  Congress 
of  the  pending  tarlif  legislation  transmit  to  the  Secretary  as  being  the 
names  of  taxpayers  whose  business  is,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee, 
or  of  the  majority  or  minority  members  thereof,  affected  by  the  pend- 
ing tariff  legislation — in  so  far  as  such  profits  or  losses  are  contained 
In  or  shown  by  the  Income  tax  and  capital-stock  tax  returns  of  such 
taxpayers,  segregated,  so  far  as  may  be  practicable,  to  show  the  profits 
or  losses,  as  the  case  may  be,  in  the  several  branches  or  departments 
of  the  business  of  such  taxpayers. 

MESSAGES   FROM   THE  PRESIDENT 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  were  communicated  to  the  Sen- 
ate from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Latta,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 

PEINTIITG  OF   TABIFT   DATA 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  this  morning  my  ccdleague  the 
junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  asked  that  certahi  In- 
formation be  furnished  to  the  Senate  as  to  the  comparative 
rates  on  the  Items  in  the  different  paragraphs  of  the  pending 
kill  not  specially  mentioneil.  I  have  taken  the  question  up 
with  the  Tariff  Ck)nimlssion,  and  I  am  informed  that  the 
average  rates  by  paragraphs  under  the  laws  1913  and  1922 
and  under  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  and  also  as 
proposed  to  be  amended  by  the  Finance  Ck)mmlttee  may  be 
furnished,  but  that  It  will  take  about  8  or  10  days  to  do  so. 
I  will  also  say  to  the  Senate  that  I  ordered  that  work  to  be 
begun  Immediately,  and  just  as  soon  as  it  shall  have  been  fin- 
ished the  result  will  be  printed  and  placed  upon  the  desk  of 
each  Senator. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  inquire  If 
there  will  be  included  the  figures  as  to  Imports,  exports,  and 
the  total  production  of  this  country? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  data  that  have  already  been  given  to  the 
Senate  hiclude  the  figures  as  to  exix>rts  and  imiwrts. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  That  is  true;  Imt  it  is  neces.sary  to  go  to 
several  different  sources  to  get  those  items.  Why  can  we  not 
have  all  the  information  supplied  in  one  document? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  items  which  the  Senator  has  in  mind  are 
already  contained  in  the  summary,  which  shows  the  amount  of 
exports  and  the  amount  of  imports. 

Mr.  McMASTER.    And  the  total  production  of  this  country? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  the  total  production  of  this  country. 
That  is  also  given.  I  am  quite  sure  tliat  all  the  Information 
for  which  the  Senator  asks  has  been  made  available. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  that  I  have  examined  several  of  the  sheets, 
and  it  would  be  rather  diflScult  now  to  add  to  those  sheets  the 
information  t<»  which  the  Senator  has  referred.  I  agree  with 
my  colleague  that  it  can  be  found  in  the  various  summaries, 
arid  I  think  will  be  as  accessible  as  If  it  were  Included  in  the 
do<ument  to  which  my  colleague  has  referred. 

I  should  like  to  .say,  furthermore,  that  as  to  several  sheets  I 
have  asked  for  a  photostatic  copy,  and  if  it  shall  be  received  I 
shall  l)e  glad  to  call  them  to  the  attention  of  any  of  the  Sena- 
tors in  advance  of  its  being  printed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  also  informed  this  morning  that  the 
officials  of  the  Tariff  Commission  have  been  working  on  these 
data  for  some  time,  but  they  have  got  to  check  the  figures.  I 
told  them  that  I  did  not  want  any  report  made  upon  any  Items 
unlea«<  the  figures  had  been  checked  thoroughly  and  they  could 
testify  that  the  report  contained  the  actual  facts. 


MKMOBIAX.   SERVICES   ON   THE  LATE   SENATOR  TTBON 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  imanimous  consent 
for  the  Immediate  consideration  of  the  order  which  I  send  to 
the  desk  and  ask  that  the  clerk  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  order  will  be  read  by  the  clerk. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ordtrtd,  That  on  Monday,  Septemlier  23,  1929,  at  S  o'clock  p.  m.,  the 
business  of  the  Senate  t>e  suspended  for  the  purpose  of  permitting  the 
delivery  of  memorial  addresses  on  the  life,  character,  and  public  services 
of  Hon.  Lawbbncb  D.  Ttson,  late  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
for  consideration  of  the  order  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  take  it  for  granted  that  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  will  agree  that  at  4  o'rfock,  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  memorial  services  which  he  asks  be  held,  the 
Senate  shall  take  a  recess  and  not  adjourn? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Oh,  certainly;  that  is  entirely  agreeable 
to  me. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Thwi,  I  have  no  objectlwi  to  the  adoption  of 
the  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  order  Is 
entered.  The  Chair  lays  before  the  S^iate  the  unfinished 
business. 

HEMSION    or  THE  TAKUT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

'^^-^  SENATOR   FBOM    PENNSTI.VANIA 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  I  ask  that  the  Chair  lay  before 
the  Senate  Resolution  111.  the  Vare  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate 
the  resolution  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  which 
will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  HI)  submitted  by 
Mr.  NoRBis  on  the  9th  instant,  as  follows : 

Whereas  on  the  17th  day  of  May.  1926,  the  Senate  passed  a  resolu- 
tion creating  a  special  committee  to  investigate  and  determine  tbe 
Improper  use  of  money  to  promote  tbe  nomi nation  or  election  of  persons 
to  the  United  States  Senate  and  the  employment  of  certain  other  corrupt 
and  unlawful  means  to  secure  such  nomination  oc  election  ;  and 

Whereas  said  committee,  in  the  discharge  of  its  duties,  notified  Wil- 
liam S.  Vark,  of  Pennsylvania,  then  a  candidate  for  the  United  States 
Senate  from  tliat  State,  of  Its  proceedings,  and  the  said  William  8. 
Vasb  appeared  in  person  and  by  attorney  before  said  committee  while  It 
was  engaged  in  making  such  investigation  ;  and 

Whereas  the  said  committee,  in  Its  report  to  the  Senate  (Rept.  No. 
1197,  pt  2,  e9th  Cong.),  found  that  the  evidence,  without  substantial 
dispute,  showed  that  at  the  primary  election  at  which  the  said  William 
S.  Vakb  was  alleged  to  liave  been  nominated  as  a  candidate  for  the 
United  States  Senate  there  were  numerous  and  various  instances  of 
fraud  and  corruption  in  l)ebalf  of  the  candidacy  of  the  said  William  S. 
Vabe  ;  that  there  was  spent  In  behalf  of  the  said  William  S.  Vark  in 
said  primary  election,  by  the  said  William  S.  Vabk  and  his  friend.*,  a 
sum  of  money  exceeding  $785.000 ;  and  that  tbe  said  William  8.  Vabb 
had  in  no  manner  controverted  the  truth  of  the  foregoing  facts,  although 
full  and  complete  opportunity  had  been  given  him  not  only  to  present 
evidence  but  arguments  in  his  behalf;  and 

Whereas  in  the  consideration  of  said  report,  on  the  9th  day  of  IVHrem- 
ber,  1927,  the  Senate  by  solemn  declaration  declared  '*  that  the  expendi- 
ture of  such  a  large  sum  of  money  to  secure  the  nomination  of  tbe  said 
WiLLLAM  8.  Vaeb  as  a  candidate  for  the  United  States  Senate  prima 
fade  is  contrary  to  sound  public  policy,  luirmful  to  the  dignity  and 
honor  of  the  Senate,  dangerous  to  the  perpetuity  of  a  free  government, 
and,  together  with  the  charges  of  corruption  and  fraud  made  In  tbe 
report  of  said  committee  and  substantiated  by  the  evidence  taken  by 
said  committee,  prima  facie  taints  with  fraud  and  corruption  the  cre- 
dentials of  the  said  William  8.  Vabi  for  a  seat  In  the  United  States 
Senate " ;  and  thereupon  the  Senate  referred  the  claim  of  the  said 
WiLLUM  S.  Vabb  to  a  seat  in  the  United  States  Senate  to  tbe  said 
committee,  with  Instructions  to  grant  such  further  hearing  to  the  said 
William  8.  Vabb  and  to  take  such  further  evldMice  on  its  own  motion 
as  it  deemed  proper  In  tbe  premises ;  and 

Whereas  the  said  committee,  having  complied  with  the  direction  of 
the  Senate,  has  made  a  further  report  to  the  Senate  (Bept.  No.  1858, 
70th  Cong.,  2d  srss.),  of  Its  doings  in  the  premises.  From  said  report 
and  the  evidence  taken  by  tbe  committee  it  appears  that  the  evidence  as 
to  fraud  and  corruption  in  said  primary  election  has  not  been  refuted 
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and  the  aune  ■tanda  as  It  did  when  tbe  committee  filed  Ma  partlAl  report 
to  the  Senate  (Kept  No.  1197,  68th  Cong.)  ;  and 

Wbereaa  the  said  committee,  from  the  foregoing  facta  and  oondnaiona, 
including  those  prevlooaly  reported  in  regard  to  said  primary  election, 
hu  reported  to  the  Senate  (Rept.  No.  1858,  70th  Cong.,  2d  sen.,  p.  15) 
that  the  said  WuxuM  8.  VAas  is  not  entitled  to  a  aeat  in  the  United 
States  Senate ;  and 

Whereaa  the  Senate  has  delayed  action  upon  said  report  on  accoant 
of  the  lllneu  of  the  said  Wiluam  S.  Vass  ;  and 

Whereas  the  said  Wiluam  S.  Vas*  has  recovered  from  odd  illnesa 
"ibd  no  further  reason  exists  for  longer  delay  on  the  part  of  the  Senate : 
Therefore  be  it 

Retoltcd,  That  the  said  report  (8.  Bept  No.  1858,  70th  Cong.,  2d 
•ess.)  be.  and  the  same  is  hereby,  ai>proTed  and  adopted;  and  be  it 
further 

Reaolvtd,  That  the  said  William  S.  Yabb  be.  and  he  ia  hereby,  denied 
a  seat  in  the  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  tmanlmona  coxisent  that 
the  unfinished  business,  being  House  bill  2667,  may  be  tempo- 
rarily laid  aside. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objecUon?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  NOHRia  Mr.  President,  I  am  informed  by  the  Swiator 
fn>m  Indiana  that  he  desires  to  make  a  motion,  although  he 
has  not  told  me  what  the  motion  is.  I  am  perfectly  willing  If 
he  desires  to  make  a  motion  in  regard  to  the  pending  resolution 
that  he  make  it  now,  tinless  we  can  reach  some  other  under- 
standing: regarding  it.  I  inquire  what  is  the  nature  of  the 
motion  which  the  Senator  expects  to  make? 

Mr.  WATSON.  My  motion  is  that  tJie  consideration  of  the 
resolution  ^all  be  postponed  until  the  3d  day  of  December,  at 
the  next  regular  session. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  submit  the  parliamentary 
Inijuiry  to  the  Chair  whether  to  make  the  resolution  a  special 
order  for  that  time  will  not  require  a  two-thirds  vote? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  thinks  not ;  a  majority 
vote  >^in  sufflt-e. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  motion  to  postpone  is  a  debatable  question, 
I  presume,  is  it  not? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  Is  debatable, 

Mr.  WATSON.    Certainly  it  is  debatable. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  the  Senator  from  Indiana  is  going  to  make 
the  motion  he  sujcgests,  I  am  perfectly  willing  that  he  shall 
make  it  n(»w,  if  that  will  suit  his  convenience,  and  I  yield  to 
liini  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  rose  to  make  the 
motion,  and  I  now  formally  move  that  the  further  consideration 
of  Senate  Resolution  111  be  postponed  until  the  3d  day  of 
December  next,  which  will  be  the  second  day  of  the  regular 
session. 

My  rea.sons  for  making  that  motion,  if  it  be  necessary  to  give 
more  than  one  reason,  are  these:  If  the  special  session  of  the 
Congrt'ss  had  not  been  called  the  question  of  Mr.  \as£b  right 
to  a  seat  in  the  Senate  could  not  have  come  up  for  action  before 
December.  The  si)ecial  session  was  called  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States  for  tw^o  si^eciflc  purposes;  first,  for  the  con- 
sideration of  farm  relief  legislation,  which  is  b^ind  us ;  and, 
second,  for  tlie  consideration  of  tariff  legislation,  and  we  are 
now  in  the  midst  of  that. 

I  am  well  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  has  no  authority  over  the  course  of  legislation  after  the 
C*»ngress  has  assembled.  I  am  well  aware  of  the  fact  also  that 
the  Senator  from  Nebra&ka  is  dearly  within  his  rights  in  offer- 
ing the  resolution;  but  I  do  not  think  that  those  facts  should 
deter  us  from  postponing  the  consideration  of  the  question 
involved  to  a  time  when  we  may  consider  it  squarely  on  its 
merits  after  the  pi'nding  pressing  business  of  the  session  shall 
have  been  disposed  oL 

It  is  my  desire,  so  far  as  I  have  anything  to  do  with  it.  to 
clear  the  decks  of  everything  except  the  consideration  of  tariff 
legislation  at  thLs  special  session;  and  it  occurs  to  me  now, 
inasmuch  as  the  Vare  res(dution,  as  I  have  said,  could  not  have 
been  considered  until  the  regular  session  if  the  present  special 
session  had  noi  been  called,  inasmuch  as  the  special  session  has 
been  called  for  two  specific  pui-poses  and  inasmuch  as  the  Vare 
resolution  will  come  up  naturally  In  regular  order  at  the  De- 
cember session,  that  there  is  no  excuse  or  justification  for  the 
long  delay  in  the  conslderaticm  of  the  tariff  bill  which  would 
be  involved  If  a  full  consideration  of  the  Vare  resolution  were 
undertaken  at  this  time. 

Therefore,  in  my  judgment,  in  the  regular  order  of  procedure 
In  obedience  to  the  behest— so  far  as  the  President  can  make  a' 
behest— of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in  accordance 
with  what  I  conceive  to  be  our  own  manifest  duty  in  the  con- 
■ideratlon  of  a  measure  in  which  the  whole  Republic  is  inter- 
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namely,  the  tariff  bill,  we  should  proceed  to  its  con- 
ration  free  from  all  extraneotis  and  subordinate  matters, 
am  well  aware  of  the  fact  that  my  friend  the  Senator  from 
raska  may  say  that  the  seating  of  a  Member  of  the  Senate 
matter  of  the  highest  concern  to  the  people,  and  that  the 
le  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  are  entitled  to  have  two 
representatives  on  this  floor.  I  cheerfully  concede  both  of  those 
propositions ;  but  that  brings  me  to  the  reflection  that  one  of 
th<i  statements  made  in  the  resolution  offered  by  the  Senator  is, 
in  my  opinion,  not  supported  by  the  facts,  and  that  is  that  Mr. 
ViK  has  recovered  from  his  illnewi. 

^y  knowledge  is  quite  to  the  contrary.  I  have  every  reason 
to  believe  that  he  is  in  no  condition  to  come  here.  I  have  every 
reason  to  believe,  from  all  the  facts  I  have  gleaned  in  the  case, 
th(  it  if  he  were  brought  here  it  would  endanger  his  life ;  and  I 
knjw  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  is  too  fair-minded  a  man 
to  deny  Mr.  Vabb  the  right  to  be  heard  on  the  floor  of  the 
Seiate,  if  he  shall  see  fit  to  do  so,  in  his  own  defense. 

PurUiermore,  thousands  of  dollars  of  the  public  money  have 
bein  expended  for  the  purpose  of  investigating  this  case,  or  one 
siniilar  to  it,  by  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  of 
which  my  friend  from  ('alifomia  [Mr.  Shortridoe]  is  the  dls- 
tinruisbed  chairman.  That  committee  will  be  ready  to  report 
within  the  next  two  or  three  weeks.  In  fact,  I  am  informed 
thrit  all  the  facts  have  been  collated,  and  that  but  for  the 
absence  at  this  time  of  two  Democratic  members  the  report 
might  almost  immediatdy  be  made.  While,  of  course,  that  slt- 
imi  ion  does  not  preclude  the  consideration  of  the  Senator'.^  reso- 
lut  on  at  this  time,  neverthele.<i.«i,  inasmuch  as  much  money  has 
been  expended  and  that  investigf.tion  has  been  made.  I  conceive 
that  in  the  interest  of  fairness  and  of  honest  procedure  we 
shculd  have  laid  before  us  the  conclusions  of  that  committee 
before  we  proceed  to  the  summary  consideration  of  the  resolution 
off(red  by  tlie  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

I  know  that  if  we  shall  undertake  its  consideration,  and  go 
int(>  it  fully.  It  will  take  days  at  the  very  earliest,  becau.se  gn-at 
corstitutional  questions  are  involved;  questions  of  fact  are  in- 
vol  red ;  and  my  contention  is  that  in  the  interest  of  fairness  and 
orcerly  procedure,  this  matter  ought  to  be  postponed  until  the 
regalar  session  of  Congress,  when  it  would  have  come  before  us 
In  he  r^ular  course  of  events  but  for  the  calling  of  this  special 
sesaon  by  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

llr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  investigation  of  Mr.  Varb 
an<  his  right  to  a  seat  In  the  Senate  of  tlie  United  States  was 
offinally  begun  on  the  17th  day  of  May,  1926,  when  a  special 
coEimittee  was  appointed.  That  committee  immediately  went  to 
work  and  made  a  report.  They  have  made  several  rejwrts. 
Th?y  were  investigating  other  senatorial  .seats  as  well ;  but.  hav- 
ing reference  only  to  the  Vare  case,  I  will  say  that  this  matter 
ha  1  been  under  official  consideration  by  the  Senate,  in  round 
nunbers,  for  more  than  three  years.  When  the  Senator  from 
In(  lana  talks  about  "  orderly  procedure  "  next  Decemljer  he  is 
caitlng  aside  the  question  of  the  right  of  a  man  to  a  seat  in 
tht  Senate,  and  the  right  of  a  State  to  have  two  Senators,  and 
tlMn  asking  for  delay  in  the  interest  of  "orderly  procedure." 
To  my  mind,  it  is  the  most  nonsensical  argument  in  favor  of 
ore  erly  procedure  that  has  ever  been  uttered  on  the  floor  of  the 
Se.  late. 

"hree  years  have  gone  by,  and  that  delay  has  come  about 
air  lost  entirely  upon  the  demands  and  the  retjuests  of  Mr. 
Vaus,  always  asking  for  delay,  always  contending  that  he  was 
nol  ready.  If  you  will  read  the  story  that  is  narrated  in  the 
reiort  of  this  special  committee,  you  will  see  how,  time  after 
tin  e,  they  set  one  day  and  then  another  to  wind  up  this  case, 
and  the  evidence  was  in.  and  they  were  always  met  with  a 
deiiand  for  more  time — not  that  something  new  was  going  to 
be  developed,  not  that  they  had  not  taken  the  evidence  that 
wa  3  proper ;  but  that  Mr.  Vare  was  sick. 

'inally,  when  the  report  came  in  here  at  the  last  Congress, 
th«re  was  no  reason  why  it  should  be  delayed,  and  why  the 
Sej  late  should  not  act  on  It,  except  a  matter  of  sentiment.  Mr. 
Va  u]  was  not  saying,  "  I  have  some  more  evidence."  Mr.  Vare 
wa*  not  claiming  that  he  had  not  been  treated  fairly  by  the 
coimiittee,  nor  anything  of  the  kind;  but  he  said,  "  I  am  sick," 
an<  the  doctors  said  he  was  not  able  to  be  here.  It  never  was 
necessary  that  he  should  be  here.  Ordinarily.  In  the  ordinary 
eoijtest,  the  man  who  is  contesting  for  a  seat  in  the  Senate  is 
entitled  to  the  privilege  of  the  floor ;  but  through  generosity 
Senate  In  this  case  extended  to  Mr.  Vake  that  right,  and  at 
last  session  it  was  said,  *'  He  is  a  very  sick  man."     I  have 

doubt  but  that  he  was,  and  I  joined  with  the  others  in  saying, 
"  Ii  lasmuch  as  he  Is  very  sick,  we  will  let  the  matter  go  over." 

Ihe  committee  had  arrangements  with  Mr.  Vabe,  after  they 

It  over  the  final  report  time  after  time,  that  he  was  to  come 
bef  )re  them ;  and  they  invited  him  to  come.  They  fixed  a  day, 
an(    he  did  not  come;  and  yet  he  was  able  to  attend  the  na- 
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Berkeley  Avenae,  Tentnor,  to-day  may  be  the  scene  of  some  of  the  most 
important  political  conferences  In   Pbiladelpbia's  history. 

Further  on  in  the  same  article  It  is  said : 

There  will  be  the  osaal  week-end  political  conferences  In  Atlantic 
City  to-day,  and  Director  Wpgleln  la  expecting  to  continue  his  peace 
efforts. 

Eiecntlve  Secretary  Harry  C.  Davis,  of  the  Republican  city  committee, 
did  not  make  public  the  list  of  members  who  had  signed  on  "  the  dotted 
line  "  to  support  the  Vare  slate.  It  is  not  known  when  the  list  will  be 
given  out. 

Here  is  something  again,  dated  August  26,  1929,  from  an 
Atlantic  City  dispatch : 

For  general  consumption  and  for  the  effect  in  Washington,  where  the 
organization  leader  is  sttll  confronted  with  a  fight  for  a  seat  in  the 
Senate.  Viax  is  to  be  tbe  sickest  man  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard. 

The  purpose  of  this  policy  is  to  play  the  sympathy  game  to  the  limit, 
while  the  Vare  spokesmen  parade  around  Philadelphia  with  a  tirade 
against  Mayor  Mackey  and  others  associated  with  the  coalition  group. 

They  will  continue  to  be  made  the  target  of  a  general  accusation  that 
they  have  "  deserted  a  sick  man." 

It  is  deemed  advisable  that  the  Senator  elect  should  "  continue  in  ill 
health  "  to  discourage  any  movement  in  Washington  Intended  to  finally 
dtspose  of  the  seat  controversy  before  the  regular  session  of  the  Senate 
in  December. 

It  seems,  from  what  the  Senator  from  Indiana  is  saying  and 
trying  to  do,  that  the  man  who  wrote  this  was  a  pretty  good 
prophet.  The  Senator  is  carrying  out  just  exactly  what  this 
man  said  was  the  program. 

While  V'abe  is  to  remain  the  sick  man  of  the  board  walk  for  general 
consumption,  to  the  wa^d  leadera  and  division  workers  tbe  i>olicy  will 
be  to  make  It  appear  that  his  health  is  as  good  as  ever,  if  not  better. 

A  systematic  effort  is  being  put  forth  to  impress  every  ward  heeler  vis- 
iting the  Vare  villa  that  he  had  regained  his  old-time  vigor  and  could, 
if  necessary,  jump  into  the  midst  of  tbe  fray. 

Further  on  it  is  said: 

The  Senator  eleet  was  described  as  hartwring  a  deep  resentment  to- 
ward Mayor  Mackey. 

His  chief  complaint,  it  was  stated,  centers  upon  Mackey's  declara- 
tion that  VAsa  ia  a  well  man. 

Mackev    made    that    stat'ment    several    dava    rtan    in    anawcp    *n    th^ 
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were  here  he  could  do  anything,  and  are  we  going  to  y  ut  ofC 
this  matter  of  the  highest  privilege  forever?     Is  the   Senate 
going  to  become  the  laughing  stock  of  the  United  States  by 
continuing  this  matter  until  the  6-year  term  of  Mr.  Vare  has 
expired?    One-half  of  it  is  gone  now,  and  are  we  going  to  con- 
tinue to  delay  and,  because  it  is  said  that  the  man  is  not  well, 
lot  vote,  and  finally  dispose  of  this  report  of  the  committee 
iiat  wjis  made  more  than  a  year  ago? 
I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 
Mr.  GOFF.     I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  to  explain  again 
lis  answer  to  the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 
Mr.  NORRIS.    I  will  be  glad  to  do  that. 
Mr.  GOFF.    As  I  understand  the  question  of  the  Senator 
rom  Virginia,  suppose  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elec- 

ions 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  going  to  take  that  up.  I  wish  the  Sen- 
itor  would  let  me  finish  the  particular  line  of  argument  I  was 
rying  to  make,  and  I  will  come  to  that  other  point,  and  then  I 
vill  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator  ask  me  any  question  he 
lesires  to  ask. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Of  course,  if  the  Senator  prefers;  I  do  not  wish 
o  interfere  with  the  order  of  his  argument. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  not  quite  through  with  what  I  wag 
aying  on  this  branch  of  the  subject,  but  I  am  going  to  take 
hat  up  in  a  moment. 

In  just  a  word  let  me  review  the  delay.    For  more  than  three 
:  ears  it  has  been  going  on.    I  do  not  want  to  take  the  time  of 
he  Senate  now  to  read,  as  I  could,  because  it  is  narrate«l  in 
ome  of  the  reports  of.  the  committee,  how  the  committee  went 
(n  time  after  time,  delaying  one  time  after  another  to  accom- 
modate Mr.  Vare,  and  how  finally,  when  the  term  of  ofllce  of 
he  chairman  of  the  committee  was  about  to  expire  and  he  was 
joing  to  retire  from  the  Senate  and  they  thought  they  had  to 
make  a  report,  they  did  make  it,  and  even  that  went  over  to 
t  notber   Congress,    and   another   Congress   has    convened    and 
{ ssembled. 

Now,  another  reason  the  Senator  from  Indiana  gives  for  post- 
lonlng  the  matter  Is  that  this  special  session  was  called  espe- 
cially to  consider  the  tariff.  When  this  matter  Is  determined 
Pennsylvania  will  have  anotlier  vote  on  the  tariff  bill.  If  wa 
consider  nothing  but  the  tariff,  then  Pennsylvania  ought  to  have 
two  Senators.     The  Wilson  case  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
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tional  convention  at  Kansas  City.  He  was  able  at  that  time 
to  do  a  particular  work  of  national  importance  that  perhaps 
no  other  man  in  the  United  States  could  have  done.  He  brought 
to  time  the  great  Mellon,  and  made  him  come  across  for  Hoover 
down  there  at  Kansas  City.  He  took  an  active  part  in  those 
deliberations;  but  he  was  too  sick  to  come  here.  Right  now 
he  is  managing  a  campaign  in  Pennsylvania,  in  the  great  city 
of  Philadeliihia.  He  is  the  head  of  one  of  the  factions  making 
the  fight  that  is  to  be  decided  there  a  week  from  next  Tues- 
day, or  next  Tuesday,  I  think — not  long,  anyway — and  there 
is  not  any  reason  why  we  should  longer  delay  on  account  of  the 
sickness  of  Mr.  Vare.     That  Is  buncoml)e. 

I  have  no  hesitancy  in  saying  that  the  claim  made  for  Mr. 
Vare  by  those  who  are  advi>cating  it  is  not  being  made  in  good 
faith.  He  is  not  a  sick  man  as  far  as  this  case  is  concerned. 
Perhai>s  he  is  not  able  to  make  a  speech ;  but  those  who  know 
him  know  that  he  has  had  that  ailment  ever  since  he  has  been 
in  public  life.  He  is  running  a  camiiaign  now.  He  has  a  horde 
of  men  at  his  disposal  that  come  and  go  at  his  command. 

Why,  Mr.  I'resident,  Mr.  Vare  attendeil  a  wedding  not  very 
long  ago.  They  had  a  dance  at  the  wedding.  I  have  accounts 
here  of  the  way  he  danced.  [Laughter.]  He  could  give  cards 
and  spades  to  many  of  us  old  fellows  here  and  dance  clear 
around  us  now.  He  is  a  well  man  as  far  as  managing  the  Vare 
machine  in  Philadelphia  is  concerned,  but  he  Is  a  sick  man  in 
Wasliington  for  the  purpose  of  getting  sympathy.  The  Senator 
from  Indiana  said  that  we  were  too  broad-minded  and  too 
lenient  to  take  advantage  of  a  sick  man ;  but  when  the  sick  man 
takes  advantage  of  us,  as  he  has  done  time  and  time  again,  and 
is  doing  now.  it  is  time  to  call  a  halt. 

Mr.  GLASS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  GLASS.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  a  question  to  which  he 
may  address  himself? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Supi)ose  we  should  vote  for  the  Senator's  reso- 
lution now  and  adopt  it.  In  what  situation  would  that  leave  the 
contest  of  Mr.  William  B.  Wilson  for  the  seat  of  Mr.  Vare, 
particularly  in  the  event  that  the  Governor  of  Pennssylvauia 
should  choose  to  ai)poiut  a  successor  to  Mr.  Vare? 

Mr.  NOitRIS.  Mr.  President,  if  we  should  adopt  this  reso- 
lution, and  tae  Governor  of  Pennsylvania  should  appoint  a  suc- 
cessor, and  then  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections 
should  report  that  Mr.  Wilson  had  been  elected,  and  the  Senate 
should  agree  to  that  report,  Mr.  Wilson  would  be  sworn  in  and 
the  appointee,  of  course,  w(mld  go  out.  If  they  reported  that 
Mr.  Wilson  was  not  elected,  the  appointee  would  continue  in 
ofllce  in  the  Senate.  I  am  coming  more  fully  to  that,  I  will 
say  to  the  Senator.  I  wanted  to  finish,  before  I  did  that,  this 
question  of  Mr.  Vare's  illness. 

I  think  it  is  an  imposition  ui>ou  a  body  of  respectable  men  for 
a  man  to  take  the  course  that  Mr.  Vare  has  taken  in  order  to 
get  symiMithy.  and  I  have  no  hesitancy  in  denouncing  it.  I  have 
no  hesitancy  in  saying  that  his  illness  is  of  such  a  nature  that 
it  should  have  no  effect  one  way  or  the  other,  even  if  he  were 
unable  to  walk,  whether  he  could  be  here  or  not.  There  is  no 
claim  made  in  connection  with  this  illness  that  he  has  had  any 
unfair  treatment  by  the  committee  or  the  Senate.  W'e  have 
been  too  lenient.  We  ought  to  have  passed  this  resolution.  We 
did,  in  effect,  pass  this  resolution,  but  referred  it  back  again  for 
further  investigation. 

The  committed'  have  made  a  further  investigation,  and  re- 
ported again  to  us  that  there  is  no  change  in  the  situation,  and 
they  say  he  is  not  entitled  to  a  seat ;  and  unless  something  new 
has  been  disclosed  before  them  the  Senate  itself  has  said  that 
in  this  very  case.     So  it  seems  to  me  to  be  only  a  matter  of 

form. 

I  have  extensive  quotations  here  from  the  public  press.  I  am 
going  to  read  only  a  very  limited  number  of  them. 

Mr.  Vare's  daughter  was  married,  and  there  was  a  wedding. 
A  very  distinguished  company  from  all  over  the  United  States 
were  assemblcnl,  and  Vare  was  there.  This  newspaper  account 
of  the  wedding  says: 

He  gave  away  the  bride  and  he  participated  in  the  ceremonies  at  the 
cottage  on  Berkeley  Square,  without  fatigue.  Arriving  at  Haddon  Hall 
with  bis  daughter  and  the  rest  of  the  wedding  party,  be  walked  from 
the  automobile  through  the  long  corridor  to  the  elevator.  There  waa  a 
noticeable  limp,  but  there  was  no  faltering.  He  participated  in  aU  of 
the  reception  activities,  displaying  surprising  vitaUty.  Considerable 
bandclapping  greeted  his  appearance  at  the  hotel. 

Then  it  gives  a  list  of  the  guests. 

Senator-elect  William  8.  Vakb  danced  at  his  daughter's  wedding.  It 
gave  the  guests  the  biggest  aort  of  a  kick  and  was  the  aabject  of  much 
comment  amonf  political  leaders  yesterday. 


Mr.  SWAN80N.    What  date  was  that? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  This  new.spaper  account  Is  dated  July  29,  1929. 
I  suppose  it  occurred  the  day  before  that 

They  were  amazed  to  see  him  approach  Mrs.  Vare,  bow,  and  ask  her 
for  a  dance.  Tbe  Senator  elect  and  his  wife  went  through  a  slow 
fox  trot. 

His  limp  was  less  noticeable  whUe  he  was  dancing  than  when  he 
moved  among  the  guests.  It  was  bis  way  of  showing  that  he  is 
practically  recovering. 

Here  is  another  newspaper  account  dated  August  2.  1929.  I 
will  read  only  part  of  it.  It  is  written  by  a  newsimper  cor- 
respondent named  Robert  B.  Vale,     He  said: 

Senator-elect  William  S.  Vabk  has  picked  the  slate  for  his  Republican 
organization  ticket.  All  of  his  lieutenants  have  been  pledged  to  secrecy 
for  the  time  being. 

Vabk  will  leave  bis  cottage  at  Ventnor  early  next  week,  and  will  go 
to  Maine  by  motor. 

He  will  remfiin  away  from  the  vicinity  of  Philadelphia  until  late  in 
September.  He  will  not  return  in  time  to  vote  at  tbe  primary  election, 
it  was  said. 

In  other  words,  William  S.  Vare,  having  picked  the  ticket,  will  turn 
it  over  to  the  ward  leaders  and  division  workmon. 

Later  on  in  newspaper  acx'ounts  it  is  shown  how  he  returned, 
and  how  he  participated  In  activities.  Here,  for  Instance,  Is  a 
rep<irt  from  Atlantic  City  in  a  newspaper  of  August  11.  The 
dispatch  Itself  is  dated  August  10.  It  reads  as  follows.  This 
is  a  quotation  from  Mr.  Vare: 

"  My  recovery  is  the  will  of  God.  The  prayers  of  the  righteous  people 
of  all  denominations  have  been  answered  by  the  Almighty,  and  He  has 
gradually  restore*  me  to  my  former  good  health." 

That  was  the  reply  to-day  of  Sen^Vir-elect  William  8.  Var*  to 
questions  regarding  his  health  asked  him  by  newspaper  men  as  he  was 
leaving  bis  villa  here  for  a  visit  with  friends  in  northeastern  Penn- 
Bylvania. 

Vark  appoar''d  to  be  in  the  best  of  health  and  fine  spirits  on  arrival 
here,  despite  the  battle  he  has  Just  been  through  in  arrnngiug  the 
Kepublicun  slate  for  the  Republican  primaries.  He  alighted  from  tbe 
train  without  assistance,  and  walked  briskly  to  the  waiting  car. 

Here  Is  another  dispatch  from  a  staff  correspondent  of  a 
Philadelphia  paper  sent  from  Towanda,  as  follows: 

A  blunt  question  was  put  to  him  — 

That  is,  to  Mr.  Vare — 

In  regard  to  the  senatorial  situation.     He  waved  his  hand  In  derision. 

"  It  is  all  a  lot  of  bunk."  he  declared;  "Just  a  mere  political  move 
through  the  agency  of  propaganda.  They  say  I  am  in  poor  health — can 
you  Imagine  anything  more  absurd  than  that?  Look  at  me.  Do  I  look 
like  an  Invalid?  " 

And  his  actions  substantiate  his  attitude.  Walking  along  the  neat 
paths  surrounding  the  Davan   Lodge,  he  appeared  quite  Jaunty. 

He  reiterated  his  faith  in  Providence: 

"At  this  moment,"  he  said,  "  I  want  to  express  my  thanks  for  those 
who  have  prayed  for  me  during  my  illness.  Prayer  and  nothing  else 
is  tbe  reason  for  my  speedy  recovery.  1  understand  that  worshliwra 
of  every  denomination  sent  up  their  appeals  to  Heaven,  and  the 
knowledge  of  this  seems  to  overwhelm  me." 

Here  is  another  quotation  from  a  Philadelphia  paper  of 
August  13,  written  by  a  correspondent,  Mr.  Parker,  from 
Towanda,  Pa.: 

rhlladelphla  may  be  on  fire  politically,  but  Senator-elect  William  8. 
Vare  hioks  as  though  he  did  not  give  a  picayune.  He  seems  as  cool  as 
the  cucumbers  in  the  gardens  of  Davan  Lodge,  where  close  to  600 
acres  are  his  to  roam — 

And  so  on.  Here  is  another  one  in  the  paper  of  August  16. 
An  article  I  read  a  while  ago  spoke  about  him  going  to  be  away 
while  the  primary  was  on.    Now  he  is  back. 

Summoned  by  his  lieutenants,  Senator-elect  Willum  8.  Vare  wUl 
return  to  Philadelphia  early  next  week,  probably  on  Monday. 

He  will  take  charge  of  the  badly  shattered  Vare  forces,  and  try  to 
■top  the  stampede  from  his  slate. 

It  ia  said  be  will  go  to  his  office  in  the  Land  Title  Building  and 
summon  all  members  of  the  city  committee,  ward  leaders.  Important 
division  leaders,  and  others  to  meet  him. 

Here  is  one  in  the  paper  of  August  18 : 

WiLLiAU  S.  Varb  deserted  the  peace  and  quiet  of  Towanda  yester- 
day and  came  back  to  Philadelphia  bent  upon  saving  his  political 
machine  before  it  breaks  up  completely  on  the  rocks  of  a  new  leadersnip. 

He  waa  a  passenger  on  the  Black  Diamond  Express  as  it  roared  into 
the  Wayne  Junction  station  at  8.53  last  night.  Vari's  own  motor  car 
waa  waiting  at  the  curb  In  Oermantown  Avenoe.  and  a  few  minutes 
later  be  was  on  hH  way  to  hla  home  in  Atlantic  City.     Hia  bouse  on 
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entitled  to  the  seat  and  that  he  was  elected,  whether  It  was  Vakb 
or  whether  it  was  the  apiKiintee  of  the  giwernor  who  is  tempo- 
rarily holding  the  office,  that  i)erson  would  naturally  pass  out. 
That  happens  often  in  contests  here. 

Mr.  GOFF.  How  c«mld  It  happen  if  the  appointee  of  the 
governor  is  npiK>inted  under  the  law  of  Pennsylvania  to  serve 
for  a  definite  purpose  and  there  is  no  fraud  or  Irrejiularity 
surrininding  the  appointment?  As  I  understood  the  question 
propounded  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  that  was 
the  essence  of  the  question.  I  am  asking  not  for  the  purpose  of 
diverting  my  dlstinguishotl  friend  from  Nebraska  but  really  to 
learn  wherein  the  constitutional  pf»wer  resides  in  this  body  to 
then  attempt  to  oust,  and  upon  what  ground,  the  duly  appointed 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  \\'hy  if  the  governor  should  appoint  and  the 
Senate  should  seat  the  appointee  and  it  should  afterwards  be 
determined  by  the  Senate  at  the  end  of  the  contest  that  another 
man — in  this  case  Wilson,  the  contestant — had  been  elected,  that 
he  was  entitled  to  the  seat  all  that  time,  we  would  swear  him  in, 
would  we  not,  and  the  man  who  was  tempoiarily  holding  the 
office  would  be  divested  of  his  office  by  the  action  of  the  Senate. 
That  does  not  charge  any  fraud  to  the  Governor  of  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  GOFF.  But  he  is  not  appointed  as  a  temporary  ap- 
pointee. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  can  not  help  that. 

Mr.  GOFF.  He  Is  appointetl  under  the  law  of  Pennsylvania 
to  fill  out  the  unexpired  term  for  which  Mr.  Vabe  was  elected 
and  not  seated. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nel)raska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  If  the  Senate  should  decide  that  Mr.  Wilson 
was  the  duly  elected  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  and  an  appoint- 
ment had  been  made  prior  to  that  time,  the  Senate  would  undoubt- 
edly hold  that  there  was  no  vacancy  at  the  time  the  governor 
made  the  appointment  and  could  declare  the  appointee  not  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  for  that  reason. 

Mr.  GOFF.    Would  the  Senate  have  Jurisdiction  to  do  that? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Oh,  yes.  I  do  not  think  anyone  could  question 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate. 
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Mr.  GLASS.  There  is  some  question  In  my  mind.  It  may 
l>e  a  little  presumptuous  on  the  part  of  a  man  who  possesses  no 
training  in  the  law  and  does  not  know  the  law  to  attempt  to 
combat  suggestions  made  by  trained  lawyers.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  that  I  participate  entirely  In  his  view  alK)ut  the  delay. 
I  think  It  has  been  distressing.  But  it  does  seem  to  me  that 
if  the  Senate  should  declai*e  Mr.  Vare  not  entitled  to  his  seat 
and  thereupon  the  Governor  of  Pennsylvania  should  appoint 
some  one  to  the  alleged  vacancy  and  the  Senate  it^*lf  should 
recognize  that  official  act.  it  might  thereafter  be  precludetl  from 
reopening  the  question  and  seating  Mr.  Wilson. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  possible  condition 
that  could  bring  about  that  situatitm. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana  and  Mr.  SWANSON  addressed  the 
Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield :  and  if  so.  to  whom  V 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  will  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia, and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Seimtor  from 
Montana. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  It  seems  to  me  the  power  of  the  gnvernor 
exists  absolutely  to  appoint  In  cases  where  there  is  a  vacancy. 
If  the  governor  decides  there  is  a  vacancy  and  makes  an  ai>- 
pointment,  the  Senate  would  have  to  i>ass  on  the  matter  before 
the  apiK)intee  could  be  sworn  In,  and  determine  whether  or  not 
n  vacancy  exists.  The  resolution  declares  Vare  not  entitled 
to  his  seat.  It  does  not  declare  that  a  vacancy  exi.sts.  Mr. 
Wilson  is  contending  for  the  seat.  If  the  governor  makes  an 
appointment,  that  appointment  would  be  referreii  to  the  com- 
mittee and  the  committee  compelled  t<»  report,  first,  whether 
Mr.  Wilson  was  elected ;  and  if  so,  then  there  would  be  n» 
vacancy ;  second,  whether  Mr.  Vare  was  not  elected ;  and, 
third,  If  Mr.  Wilson  was  not  elected,  then  there  would  lie  a 
vacancy,  and  under  those  circumstances  tbe  appointee  would  be 
seated.  It  seems  to  me  If  tbe  appointment  is  made  the  Senate 
could  not  swear  in  the  appointee  until  it  ascertained  whether 
there  was  a  vacancy  or  not. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Of  course,  that  argtiment  Is  based  up*m  the 
assumption  that  the  Senate  will  not  be  a  purty  to  the  action 
of  the  Governor  of  Pennsylvania,  It  has  been  suggested  that 
the  Senate  itself  will  exclude  the  governor's  appointee  from 
taking  the  oath  of  office  upmi  tbe  assumption  that  there  Is  uo 
vacancy.    That  la  a  different  matter.    It  does  seem  to  me  if  the 


charge  that  be  had  "  <l«Mrted  •  sick  man." 

Vau  didn't  like  that.  He  wants  the  rank  and  (lie  of  Philadelphia 
voters  to  anderiitand  that  he  is  sick — too  sick  to  talk,  too  sick  for 
action — and  that  his  enemies  are  taking  adrnntage  of  bis  inflrmltlea. 
He  wants  the  same  impression  to  prevail  at  Washington. 

But  quietly,  and  only  for  the  ears  of  the  practical  political  workers, 
he  is  Bupposed  to  be  ss  chipper  as  a  bird,  as  mentally  alert  as  Aristotle, 
and  as  strong  aH  a  yoke  of  oXt>n. 

It  was  said  here  to-day  that  the  Senator  elect  might  eventually  for- 
give Mackey  for  some  of  his  political  sins,  but  he  will  never  pardon 
the  offense  in  the  declaration  that  "  Yaks  la  a  well  man." 

Nevertheless  be  can  be  vigorous  and  emphatic  when  occasion  de- 
mands. He  was  that  way  yesterday  to  Mercantile  Appraiser  Max 
Mayer,  leader  of  the  thirteenth  ward. 

Another  newspaper  item  of  August  28  reads.  In  part,  as  fol- 
lows: 

The  visit  of  the  Vare  family  to  PhUadelpbia  did  not  create  much  of  a 
political  stir  in  political  cirdec  The  Senator  elect,  bis  wife,  and  his 
two  daughters.  MTs.  William  F.  Klpp  and  Miss  Beatrice  Vare,  drove 
from  the  summer  cottage  in  Ventoor  and  went  direct  to  the  Vare  resi- 
dence, 2304  South  Broad  Street. 

Then  they  went  to  tl»e  polling  place  of  the  twenty-ninth  division  of 
the  twenty-siith  ward,  at  Carlisle  and  Wolf  Streets,  where  they  were 
enrolU-d.  Vabb  went  to  an  oculist  while  his  family  shopped.  They  all 
returned  to  the  shore  in  the  afternoon. 

VAa«  stopped  at  several  polUng  places  in  the  twenty-sixth  ward  to 
see  how  registration  was  progressing.  He  seemed  satisfied.  He  re- 
fused to  talk  about  the  campaign. 

He  said  one  of  the  reamns  he  came  to  Philadelphia  to  register  was 
to  show  that  he  was  in  good  health  and  that  he  is  not  trying  to  win 
any  sympathy  by  playing  the  r61e  of  a  sick  man. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  quite  a  number  of  other  dippings  from 
newspapers  here  showing  the  activity  of  Mr.  Vabb. 

Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senati^  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  In  just  a  moment  Senators  will  remember 
that  Mr.  Vabe  couW  communicate  with  the  Senate  if  he 
thought  there  was  anything  wrong  with  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee. If  he  has  not  been  given  every  treatment  that  is  right 
and  fair,  he  could  have  communicated  that  No  such  charge 
baa  been  made  anjrwhero,    Jt  is  not  daimed  even  that  if  £« 


nm  i;ii(Mr.      xiir   vviimni  (.-viiimi  luny   uv  kimhj  ur  ii  may   uv  uau. 

|t  is  handled  by  a  different  committee.  The  speclnl  committee 
as  special  jurisdiction  of  the  Vare  case  and  no  other  case.  It 
as  nothing  to  do  with  the  Wilson  contest  That  is  a  separate 
■  ing  enHrely. 

If  the  Senate  agrees  to  tlie  resolution  I  have  Introduced.  I 

1  resume  that  until  the  Senate  acts  on  the  Wilson  contest  the 

Governor  of  Pennsylvania  would  be  entitled  to  appoint  a  suc- 

<es8or  to  fill  what  would  be  a  vacancy  temporarily  at  lea.st. 

:  f  eventually  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  made 

I    report  to  the  Senate,  and  upon  its  report  the  Senate  decided 

hat  Mr.  Wilson  had  been  elected  instead  of  Mr.  Vare  and  that 

Ir.  Wilson  was  entitled  to  the  seat,  he  would,  of  course,  be 

J  worn  In  and  the  appointee  who  was  holding  the  seat  In  the 

iQpantime  would  pas.s  out.     If  tlie  Senate  on  the  action  of  the 

(Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  should  decide  that  Mr. 

'  Vilson  had  not  been  elected,  that  the  majority  of  the  legal  votes 

vere  in  favor  of  Mr.  Vare,  whom  the  Senate  had  refuswl  to 

•ermit  to  take  the  seat,  then  the  appointee  would  continue  to 

lold  office. 

Now,  I  would  like  to  have  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
usk  whatever  question  he  may  desire  in  regard  to  that  feature 
iind  I  will  answer  It  If  I  can. 

I  Mr.  GOFF.     I  understand  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  said 

I  hat  if  the  Senate  should  now  deny  Mr.  Vare  a  seat  the  Gov- 

I  rnor  of  Pennsylvania  would  appoinit  his  succe.ssor.    The  law  of 

'ennsylvania,  as  I  understand  It,  being  a  law  similar  to  what 

re  have  In  other  States,  does  not  give  the  governor  jurisdiction 

o  make  a  temporary  appointment  but  only  to  appoint  for  tlie 

1  acancy  that  exists  and  until  the  next  general  election.     If  the 

rovemor  should  make  .such  an  appointment  and  the  Committee 

(u  Privileges  and  Elections  should  determine  that  Mr.  Wilson 

ua.s  entitled  to  the  seat  and  we  then  had  to  say,  as  I  nnder- 

jtood  the  Senator,  that  Mr.  Wilson  should  be  sworn  In,  we 

uould  have  three  Senators  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.    I 

irould  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  wherein  the  juris- 

i  Ictlon  Is  In  the  Senate  then  to  deny  by  expulsion,  so  to  speak. 

cne  of  the  Senators  from  Pennsylvania,  presumably  the  ao- 

lointee  of  the  governor. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  has  happened  before.  I  do  not  under- 
8:and  that  that  has  any  moi^e  to  do  with  the  question  before 
t  le  Senate  than  the  flowers  that  bloom  in  the  springtime  It 
las  not  anything  to  do  with  it  But  if  that  should  occur,  if  it 
f  lould  happen  that  the  Senate  would  decide  that  Mr  Wilson  is 
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appointee  of  the  Goremor  of  Pennsylvania   the  right  to  be 
sworn  in? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     No;  I  hare  not  said  anything  of  that  kind, 
and  I  do  not  intend  to  say  anything  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  GOFF.    Wait  a  mMuent    I  did  not  say  the  Senator  said 
that  but  the  Senator  sub  silentio  adopted  the  suggestions  that 
came  to  him  from  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass] 
and  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  that  led  to  that' 
logical  conclusion. 
Mr.  NORRIS.    No. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  while  I  am  on  my  feet  let  me  say 
that  1  do  not  quite  understand  what  the  position  of  the  Senator 
from  Montana  is.  He  has  statetl  that  we  would  in  fact,  if  we 
swore  in  the  appointee  of  the  govem«nr,  set  aside  that  action  in 
the  event  that  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections 
should  report  in  favor  of  seating  Mr.  Wilson  and  the  Stmate 
should  adf»pt  such  a  report.  Tliat  would  mean,  of  course,  that 
the  Senate  would  be  in  the  position  tliat  it  acted  wltlwnt  juris- 
diction, and  I  do  not  understand  that  the  Senate  would  take  a 
position  of  that  kind  or  would  have  juri.sdiction  to  take  such  a 
position. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  suppose  Mr.  Vamb  should  die 
to-night  The  situation  then  arising  would  be  the  same  as  though 
we  passed  this  resolution,  and  the  governor  should  appoint  a 
man  to  take  his  seat  here;  he  would  probably  be  admitted  on 
the  certlflc-ate  of  the  governor. 

Mr.  GLASS.  I  do  not  know.  1  think  that  is  a  debatable 
question. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Perhaps  it  is;  but  at  least  those  who  oppose 
this  resolution  hold  that  something  of  that  kind  might  happen. 
I  am  trying  to  impress  upon  the  Senate  that  It  ought  not  to 
consider  sufh  a  contingency.  Mr.  Vare  might  die,  the  governor 
might  appoint  a  man,  and  there  would  be  a  controversy  as  to 
whether  his  appointee  should  be  seated.  I  ask  Senators  to  dls- 
reganl  that  contingency.  We  are  not  faced  with  that  question. 
I  do  not  think  It  Is  much  of  a  question ;  but  other  Senators  do 
not  agree  with  me;  it  might  be  that  the  Senate  would  not  agree 
with  me ;  but  the  question  now  Involved  In  the  resolution  is.  Is 
Varb  entitled  to  a  seat?  Suppose  the  Senate  shall  delay  action 
on  the  pending  resolution,  it  will  have  the  same  question  to  meet 
when  it  Is  finally  voted  on.  Suppose  the  Senate  puts  the  ques- 
tion off  until  next  December;  suppose  we  shall  pat  it  off  until 
the  day  before  the  term  expires,  the  3d  day  of  March  at  the  end 
of  the  6-year  term,  we  shall  still  liave  the  same  question  to  face. 
It  can  not  he  avoided.  As  a  matter  of  fact  there  is  nobody 
involved  in  the  resolution  except  Vabe.  It  will  make  no  differ- 
ence whether  we  pass  on  the  question  now  or  whether  we  do  not 
pass  on  it,  so  far  as  the  rights  of  nnybotly  else  are  concerned, 
either  under  the  report  of  the  committee,  of  which  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  is  a  mMnber,  wherein  they  have  said  that  Vare 
is  not  entitled  to  a  seat  in  this  body,  or  othervdse.  If  that  be 
true,  then  we  ought  to  adopt  the  resolution  ;  and  if  It  Is  not  true, 
we  otight  to  defeat  It ;  but  we  ought  not  to  driay  action  on  it. 

Mr.  GOFF.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Is  It  not  true  that  if  the  report  of  the  Committee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections  should  determine  that  Mr.  Wflson 
is  entitled  to  the  seat  then  the  action  which  the  Senator  desires 
to  be  taken  wotUd  be  rendered  unnecessary? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  I  had  hoped  that, 
while  one  committee  was  delaying  action  out  of  kindness  to  Mr. 
Vabe.  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  would  take  up 
the  other  question,  and  we  would  get  it  Into  the  Senate  in  that 
way.  We  might  have  determined  it  in  that  way,  but  we  did  not 
do  so.  That  committee  did  not  report ;  it  has  not  reported.  The 
other  committee  has  reported;  Its  jurisdiction  Is  admitted,  and 
the  Senator  himself  has  joined  in  a  re{X)rt  In  which  it  Is  stated 
that  Mr.  V.\re  is  not  entitled  to  a  seat  in  the  Senate.  Then, 
why  not  approve  the  report  of  the  committee,  if  we  think  it  is 
right,  and  adopt  the  resolution'' 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  know  the  Senator  fronf  Nebraska  does  not 
object  to  •  clear  analysis  of  this  situation,  and  it  is  for  that 
reason  that  I  am  propounding  this  question  to  him:  If  the 
committee  should  determiue  that  Mr.  Wilson  is  entitled  to  a 
seat  and  the  Senate  should  adopt  its  report,  then,  as  a  matter 
«<f  c*)urs»>.  it  would  t>e  unneressnry.  If  the  question  were  still 
l)efore  the  Senate,  to  take  any  action  on  the  report  of  the 
Hwcial  committee  denying  Mr.  Vabe  a  seat. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  think  that  Is  true. 

Mr.  GOFF.  The  suggestion  has  been  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Indiana — and  I  am  merely  basing  what  I  have  said  upon 
his  statement — that  he  is  informed  that  the  Committee  on  Priv- 
ileges and  ESections  will  be  ready  to  report  in  two  or  three 
weeks;  tliat  it  would  be  ready  to  report  now  if  two  members 
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01  the  committee  who  sit  upon  the  other  side  of  the  Chamb«r 
were  here  to  join  in  agreeing  or  disagreeing  to  the  report  which 
tie  subcommittee  is  now  ready  to  submit  to  the  full  Committee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections.  Therefore,  In  view  of  the  question 
aiiked  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia, 
I  was  induced  to  propound  the  question  which  I  have  and  also 
t<  put  forward  this  question :  Why  should  we  take  action  which 
ii  it  comes  to  the  conclusion,  which  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
n  >  doubt  has  in  mind  and  wishes,  would  confuse  the  Committee 
o  I  Privileges  and  Elections  if  Its  report  should  favor  Mr. 
V'U.soo?  That  Is  the  entire  question  which  I  am  propounding 
t(    my  dbstlngnlsheil  friend. 

Mr,  NORRIS.  If  all  the  contingencies  stated  should  happen, 
tlen  the  result  mentioned  by  the  Senator  would  follow;  but 
everybody  knows,  to  begin  with,  that  they  are  not  going  to 
htppen.  I  do  not  know  why  the  committee  has  not  heretofore 
r<  "ported,  but  the  Senator  does  not  pretend  to  say  that  the 
ommittee  is  going  to  report  or  is  ready  to  report  that  Mr. 
\  'ilson  was  elected. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  know  nothing  of  that :  I  am  only  taking  the 
81  atement  made  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  understand  we  know  nothing  of  it  oflBcially, 
bit  on  the  inside  we  all  know  that  that  is  not  going  to  be  the 
riport  of  the  committee,  and  that  a  majority  of  the  committee 
a  :  least  Is  going  to  reiwrt  that  Wikon  was  not  elected.  So  if 
V  e  were  going  to  follow  the  committee  In  the  matter,  we  never 
v«ould  reach  the  conclusion  which  the  Senator  has  presented. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  that, 
f  oni  the  stateniwit  which  he  makes,  I  judge  he  Is  closer  on 
tl  le  inside  than  I  am. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Perhaps  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  is;  at 
a  ly  rate  he  Is  close  enough  on  the  inside  to  know  that  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  is  not  go- 
ing to  repMt  that  Mr.  Wilson  was  elected  Senator  from  Penn- 
s  rlvanla.  So  all  suggestions  based  on  that  hypothesis  fall  to 
ti  le  ground. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  take  up  any  more  time  on 
t  lis  question.  If  the  Senate  wants  to  delay  action  on  this 
(Kiestlon  further.  If  the  Senate  wants  to  postpone  the  vote,  of 
c)vu"se,  I  am  willing  to  acquiesce;  but  It  .seems  to  me  that  in  a 
.  t  latter  of  the  highest  jwivll^e,  pertaining  to  Its  own  member- 
s  ilp.  In  a  case  where  the  report  of  a  committee — and  practically 
a  unanimous  report — has  been  pending  for  more  than  two  and 
a  half  years  and  has  been  officially  a  part  of  our  records,  to  the 
eHect  that  this  man  Is  not  entitled  to  a  seat,  the  Senate  should 
qot  try  to  delay  further  a  vote  upon  that  report. 

I   wish   to  say,   Mr.   President,  In  conclu.slon,   that  the  dls- 

osures  brought  out  by  the  roramittee,  it  seems  to  me,  ought  to 

ock  tlie  moral  sensibilities  of  every  citizen   of  the   I'nited 

tates.     If  we  are  going  to  overlook  the  things  which,  it  has 
n  disclosed,  were  done  In  behalf  of  Mr.  Vare  In  Pennsyl- 

anla ;  if  we  are  going  to  let  men  who  are  guilty  of  such  acts 

y  seats  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  it  means  the  beginning 
the  end  of  this   Republic;   it  means  putting  seats  in   the 

nited  States  Senate  upon  the  auction  block ;  it  means  the  c<m- 
of  politics  by  methods  which  every  patriotic  citizen  from 

e  very  depths  of  his  soul  must  condemn. 

While,  perhaps,  it  is  not  material  now,  for  it  has  been  gone 
ever  l)efore  and  threshed  out  and  practically  every  Senator 
Inows  what  the  evldwice  Is.  there  is  an  abundance  of  evidence 
from  the  leading  Republicans  of  Pennsylvania  and  from  lending 
republican  newspapers  of  Pennsylvania  that  Vahe's  machine 
las  been  a  disgrace  In  the  eyes  of  respectable  men  for  years  in 
that  State. 

They  have  even  charged  that  the  machine  would  not  hesitate 
to  conunit  crime  of  any  degree  in  order  to  carry  out  its  purposes 
£  nd  achieve  Its  objects.  When  there  was  raised  and  spent  nearly 
i  million  dollars  to  obtain  the  nomination  for  this  man  Vare, 
lespectable  men  everywhere  held  their  noses  in  disgust.  They 
xrere  shocked  by  the  disclosures  which  were  made  in  connection 
with  this  case  In  Pennsylvania. 

The  Senate  of  the  United  States  can  not.  It  seems  to  me,  close 
vts  eyes  to  the  fraud  and  corruption  which  was  uncovered  by 
the  investigation  conducted  by  the  special  committee.  If  we 
I  re  now  to  close  our  eyes  to  It,  if  we  are  to  forget  it,  if  we  are 
1 0  postpone  the  case  from  day  to  day  and  from  month  to  month 
I  Ed  year  to  year,  until,  as  I  believe  those  who  are  favoring  a 
lostponement  desire,  the  Senate  and  the  people  of  the  United 
J  tates  have  forgotten  It,  and  then  permit  Mr.  Vare  to  be  sworn 
iito  office:  If  we  are  to  postpr»ne  it  all  these  years  after  the 
Slowing  which  has  been  made,  then,  Mr.  lYesident,  we  ought 
t[>  close  the  doors  of  this  body:  we  ought  to  change  the  oath 
^  rblch  we  take  here,  and  we  ought  to  put  up  upon  the  front  dfMir 
s  sign  that  seats  are  for  sale  to  the  highest  bidder ;  that  the  best 
nanipulator  of  a  dirty,  rotten  p*ilitical  machine  will  be  able  to 
(et  a  place  here,  and  that  respectable  men   and   respectable 
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Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  me  say  a  word  further  flrst  Let  us 
take  a  case  that  actually  happened  here.  Mr.  ItBooKHABT,  of 
Iowa,  presented  a  certificate  of  election  and  was  sworn  in. 
There  was  a  contest  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Stbck.  Mr.  Bbookh.vbt 
was  ousted.  When  Mr.  Brook  hart  was  sworn  in.  he  was  sworn 
In  for  the  full  term.  He  was  not  sworn  In  to  fill  a  temi>orary 
place.  He  was  sworn  in  for  the  full  6-year  term.  He  had  a 
certificate  which  said  he  was  elected  for  the  6-year  term,  but 
when  the  Senate  decided  that  Mr.  Steck  had  been  elected,  Mr- 
Stick  was  immediately  sworn  in  and  Mr.  Bbookuabt  went. out. 
It  did  not  require  any  further  action  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  NOHUIS.     I  .vield. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Was  not  that  particular  thing  a  question 
between  Mr.  Steck  and  Mr.  Brookhabt,  and  therefore  when  the 
Senate  decided  in  favor  of  Mr.  Steck  it  dec'Ided  against  Mr. 
Bbookhabt;  whereas  the  present  case  which  the  Senator  sup- 
poses is  a  case  between  Mr.  Wilson  and  some  one  else,  a  person 
unknown,  between  whom  there  is  no  contest  at  all.  Therefore 
if  we  seat  Mr.  Wilson  we  do  not  unseat  the  person  unknown  that 
holds  the  seat  due  to  an  entirely  different  theory,  not  an  election, 
but  the  appointment  of  the  governor. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  has  not  anything  to  do  with  this  case,  and  I 
regret  that  Senators  insist  on  bringing  It  in.  It  has  not  any- 
thing to  do  with  whether  or  not  the  committee  reporting  on  the 
Vare  case  ought  to  be  approved  or  not  but  the  facts  are  that 
if  the  Senate  should  seat  Wilson,  no  matter  who  was  holding  the 
sent,  that  man  holding  the  seat  would  go  out  and  there  would  be 
no  question  about  it. 

Mr.  BARK  LEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yidd. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  The  appointee  of  the  governor  could  occupy 
no  greater  iK>sitlon  and  could  have  no  greater  right  than  the 
contestee  himself  would  have  if  he  had  been  sworn  In  and  the 
contest  failed. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     There  Is  no  question  about  it. 

Mr.  GLASS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebra.ska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 


Senate  should  agree  with  the  Governor  of  Pennsylvania  that 
there  Is  a  vacancy  and  should  permit  his  apiMtlntee  to  be  sworn 
In,  that  the  Senate  would  thereafter  be  precluded  from  reopen- 
ing the  question. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  possibility  of  any- 
body sustaining  in  any  logical  way  a  position  of  that  kind. 

Now,  I  desire  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana,  who  ad- 
dressed the  Chair  a  moment  ago. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  the  Senate  should  ultimately 
decide  that  Mr.  Wilson  was  elected  and  entitled  to  his  seat,  it 
would  necessarily  decide  that  there  never  has  been  a  vacancy 
and  that  accordingly  the  Governor  of  Pennsylvania  never  had 
any  power  to  appoint.  His  appointee  would  come  here  with  a 
certificate  just  as  Mr.  Bbookhabt  came  liere  with  a  certificate. 
He  would  be  sworn  In  under  the  certificate.  Subsequently  the 
Senate  would  be  Informed  that  the  governor  did  not  have  any 
power  to  appoint,  and  therefore  the  api)ointee  never  was  a 
Senator.    There  seems  to  be  no  difficulty  about  it  at  all. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  question  about  it 
I  would  like  to  say  that  I  hope  Senators  will  not  get  the  ques- 
tion before  us  mixed  up  with  something  that  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  question  we  are  called  upon  now  to  decide  if  we  vote 
on  the  resolution  that  is  pending.  The  resolution  in  effect 
really  reasserts  the  position  which  the  Senate  has  already  taken. 
It  expresses  no  opinion  on  the  c<»utest.  It  simply  says  that 
upon  the  expenditure  of  money  shown  and  admitted  to  have 
been  made  In  behalf  of  Mr.  Vabe  in  the  primary  and,  perhaps, 
for  some  other  incidental  things,  he  is  not  entitled  to  a  seat  in 
the  United  States  Senate.  That  is  all.  It  recites  that  Vabe  la 
not  entitled  to  a  seat.  It  does  not  say  anything  abt»ut  whether 
or  not  Wilson  is  entitled  to  it  or  whether  there  is  a  vacancy 
or  whether  there  is  not.  It  simply  says  that  from  this  investi- 
gation, made  under  the  direction  of  the  Senate  by  its  com- 
mittee, Vabe  is  not  entitled  to  a  seat  here.  We  practically 
settled  the  question  on  a  prior  vote. 

Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nel»ra.ska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Then,  as  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
bra,ska,  the  Senate  would  be  In  the  position,  in  the  event  that 
Mr.  Vabb  were  denied  his  seat  to  withhold  temporarily  from  the 
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women  had  better  stop  trying  to  get  Into  the  United   States 
Senate. 

If  we  are  now  going  to  retrace  our  steps  and  turn  about  face 
from  the  way  we  voted  before  on  this  very  case,  then  we  are 
going.  In  effect  to  say  that  the  man  of  modest  means,  the  poor 
man,  has  no  right  to  aspire  to  a  seat  in  the  United  States 
Senate.  If  we  are  going  to  say  that  seven  or  eight  hundred 
thousand  dollars  spent  to  secure  a  nomination  will  not  taint 
with  dishonor  the  seat  which  may  be  acquiretl,  then  we  are  going 
to  advertise  the  Senate  as  a  club  not  of  millionaires  but  of  multi- 
millionaires, of  men  who  must  themselves  be  millionaires  or 
who  must  mortgage  their  official  souls  to  millionaires  in  order 
to  get  money  to  buy  a  place  here. 

The  Senate  has  passed  on  this  question  two  or  three  times. 
It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  President,  that  we  ought  to  stay  with  the 
position  we  took  when  we  pas.sed  the  Newberry  resolution  and 
when  we  imssed  this  resolution  in  regard  to  Mr.  Vabb — that  the 
money  8i>ent  Invalidates  and  taints  with  dishonor  and  crime 
the  certificate  which  he  obtained  from  one  of  the  governors  of 
Pennsylvania. 

The  people  of  Pennsylvania,  especially  the  people  of  Phila- 
delphia, who  now  know  from  the  evidence  that  has  been  taken 
in  this  case  of  the  great  machine  of  which  Wilijam  S.  Vare 
Is  the  head,  of  Its  methods  of  doing  business,  of  the  way  it  cor- 
rupted elections,  of  the  way  it  fought  and  ruthlessly  destroyed 
all  opposition  to  whatever  It  undertook  to  do — those  peoi)le 
realize  now,  more  than  they  have  ever  realized  before,  that 
those  who  are  trying  to  prohibit  Vabe  from  taking  the  oath  of 
office  here  are  in  reality  the  best  friends  of  that  honest,  patriotic 
citizenship  of  Pennsylvania  ever  had ;  and  I  hope,  Mr.  President, 
that  we  will  not  longer  delay. 

If  Senators  are  away  to-day.  or  if  for  any  other  reason  the 
matter  ought  to  be  put  over  for  a  week,  I  have  no  objection 
to  that ;  but  it  is  another  matter  to  put  it  over  for  the  session . 
The  Senator  from  Indiana  said  that  the  session  was  called  par 
ticularly  to  deal  with  tlie  tariff.  If  he  had  followed  out  that 
course  when  we  swore  in  the  new  Senator  from  Tennessee  op 
yestenlay  he  would  have  objected.  He  would  have  said.  "  Why. 
you  can  not  swear  in  the  new  Senator  from  Tennessee,  because 
the  President  called  this  session  to  con.sider  the  tariff."  That 
is  just  what  we  are  trjing  to  do  here — to  decide  whether  or 
not  a  man  shall  be  sworn  in.  The  only  difference  is  as  to  the 
length  of  time  it  will  take  to  disiKjse  of  it;  and  I  do  not  see 
any  reason  why  we  should  take  any  great  length  of  time 

We  have  debated  this  question.  We  have  practically  passed 
on  the  same  question  that  is  before  us  now  when  we  adopte<! 
the  precetiing  resoluti<m.  There  is  not  a  thing  new  In  this  one. 
There  Is  not  a  thing  different  in  it,  excepting  that  the  other 
resolution  was  not  final  and  this  one  is. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  I  have  no  intention  of  discussing 
the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  Vare  case  at  this  time.  I  fancy 
that  I  am  almost  as  anxious  to  see  Pennsylvania  representeil 
by  two  Senators  as  Is  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nor- 
bis].  I  can  assure  my  colleagues  that  my  new  colleague  from 
Pennsylvania  will  be  very  welcome  to  half  the  mail  which  has 
been  coming  to  my  office. 

Mr.  President,  in  Philadelphia  now  they  are  having  a  very 
bitter  primary  election  contest  over  city  and  county  officers. 
The  primary  election  day  is  next  Tuesday.  The  newspapers 
from  which  the  Senator  has  been  reading  are,  I  think,  all  with- 
out exception  bitterly  oppo.se*!  to  those  local  politicians  who 
are  friends  of  Vare,  and,  like  most  newspapers  in  most  cam- 
paigns, they  put  a  good  deal  of  emphasis  into  the  statement  of 
their  views. 

I  supi)ose  it  is  fair  In  the  minds  of  some  Senators  to  .settle 
a  man's  life  work  on  the  basis  of  hostile  newspaper  statements 
made  in  campaigns.  I  supiwse  it  is  fair  to  say  that  to  disagree 
with  the  statements  of  those  newspar>ers  is  sheer  bunk  and 
nonsense.  I  believe  those  were  the  Senator's  terms.  "  Bun- 
combe," I  think,  was  another  term  that  he  used.  His  resolu- 
tion states  that  Vabe  has  completely  recovered  from  his  illness. 
Just  a  word  alwut  that,  becau.se  If  Vabe  is  shamming  illness  to 
deceive  the  Senate  he  deserves  to  lose  every  vestige  of  sym- 
pathy that  any  of  us  may  feel  for  him. 

I  have  seen  Mr.  Vark  only  once  in  the  last  year.  That  was 
last  October,  I  think.    Here  were  the  facts : 

A  year  ago  last  August — In  August,  of  1928 — he  suffered  a 
complete  stroke  of  paralysis.  It  was  a  complete  paralysis  of 
his  left  side.  His  left  arm,  his  left  leg,  the  left  side  of  his  face, 
his  tongue,  afl  were  completely  paralyzed  for  a  time.  As  In 
most  cases  the  clot  absorbs  and  the  effect  of  the  paralysis 
diminishes,  leaving  a  scar  of  the  brain  tissue.  That  has  gone 
on  In  his  case.  His  condition  was  better  six  months  after  his 
stroke  than  at  first,  and  It  is  better  now  than  it  was  six  months 
ago;  but  at  the  present  time  his  left  arm  is  completely  para- 


lyzed and  palsied.  His  left  leg  Is  about  half  paralyz*^  He 
manages  with  a  good  deal  of  difficulty  to  sustain  part  of  his 
weight  on  it.  He  walks  with  very  great  difficulty  by  the  use 
of  a  cane.  His  mind,  I  think.  Is  perfectly  clear,  and  his  speech 
is  clear. 

The  doctors  tell  me  that  If  Mr.  Vabe  came  into  the  Senate 
to-day  and  stood  at  his  place  for  five  minutes,  reading  a  si)eech 
or  making  a  si)eech,  it  would  probably  result  fatally  for  him. 
I  do  not  know  that  of  my  own  knowledge.  I  am  told  that  by 
the  people  who  are  closest  to  him. 

I  saw  this  statement  in  the  papers  about  Mr.  Vabe  dancing 
at  his  daughter's  wedding,  and  that  did  not  nt  all  agree  with 
the  reports  that  had  come  to  me  from  people  who  had  seen  it, 
so  I  made  inquiry  about  it ;  and  here  is  what  hai)ix'ned  : 

Of  course,  he  put  on  the  bravest  front  he  could  for  that 
wedding.  He  did  manage  to  stand  while  he  was  giving  awny 
his  daughter  in  marriage,  and  be  insLsted  on  standing  and  shak- 
ing hands  with  a  numl)er  of  the  guests  who  were  there.  They 
protested,  but  he  said  he  would  do  It.  a«id  he  stood  there  while 
part  of  the  guests  at  the  wedding  pa.ssed  before  him.  with  two 
doctors  standing  in  front  of  him.  retidy  to  catch  him.  F^inally. 
after  a  number  of  them  had  passed,  they  said  that  he  must  stop 
it ;  if  he  kept  that  up  any  more  he  would  keel  over ;  and  they 
stopped,  broke  up  the  receiving  line,  and  made  Mr.  Vabe  sit 
down  or  lie  down.  But  before  he  did  It  just  alwut  the  time 
he  did  it.  his  wife  came  up  to  him ;  they  were  all  very  happy 
that  day,  I  suppose.  I  was  not  at  the  we<lding;  they  said  that 
they  were  extremely  happy  over  their  daughter's  marrhige.  Just 
before  he  sat  down  the  mu.sic  was  playing,  and  his  wife  came 
up  to  him  and  placed  her  right  hand  under  his  left  shoulder,  the 
Ijaralyzed  side,  and  her  left  hand  on  the  opposite  side  of  his 
chest,  and  she  made  a  dancing  movement  with  her  own  feet 
and  sort  of  shook  Mr.  Vabe  as  she  did  it.  It  all  occupied  per- 
hai)s  three  or  four  seconds.  It  was  one  of  the  most  pitiful 
things.  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  tell  it;  but  If  newspai^er  reports 
like  that  are  to  be  used  to  descril>e  his  condition  I  think  it  is 
perhaps  just  as  well  that  I  repeated  that  story  as  I  got  it. 
They  said  that  to  the  people  who  saw  it  it  was  a  very  pitiable 
action. 

So  much  for  Mr.  Vabb's  condition.  He  is  getting  better. 
Whether  or  not  he  will  ever  be  able  to  come  here  and  make  a 
speech,  whether  he  will  want  to  if  he  can,  I  do  not  know ;  but 
I  do  know  that  his  case  could  not  be  judg<'d  fairly  to-day.  I  do 
not  expect  anyone  by  his  vote  now  to  show  his  feeling  on  the 
ultimate  verdict  about  Mr.  Vabe.  I  do  not  think  a  vote  on  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  indicates  anything  one  way 
or  the  other  on  the  ultimate  decision;  but  I  do  know  that  the 
very  resolution  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  contains 
statements  that  I  understand  are  completely  dlsproven  by  the 
long  and  painstaking  and  careful  study  of  the  subcommittee 
headed  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Watebman]. 

For  example — we  are  in  the  Senate.cand  I  am  taking  a  long 
time! in  telling  it — the  last  Reed  report  jdw^s  not  deal  at  all  with 
the  primary  election,  as  the  pending  resolution  says  It  does.  It 
deals  exclusively  with  the  general  election  in  the  following 
November.  The  recital  In  the  resolution  now  before  us-  that 
.shows  fraud  and  corruption  in  the  primary  election  is  wholly 
incorrect  because  it  does  not  deal  with  it  at  all.  The  report 
that  you  are  asked  to  adopt  by  the  pending  resolution  does  not 
deal  at  all  with  the  primaries  in  which  this  so-called  corrui>- 
tion  occurred,  and  the  adoption  of  the  report  would  be  wholly 
irrelevant  to  a  decision  on  corruption  in  those  primaries.  What 
the  reijort  that  you  are  sLsked  to  adopt  does  do  is  to  pass  on  the 
November  election  of  1926. 

I  could  multiply  a  list  of  30  illustrations ;  but  let  me  give  you 
a  single  one  to  show  how  far  from  the  truth  the  conclusions  in 
that  report  were. 

It  states  that  in  every  ward  of  the  city  persons  voted  who 
were  not  even  registered,  and  that  there  were  discovered  2,018 
such  registrations.  The  studies  of  the  Vv^aterman  committee — 
the  Senator  will  correct  me  if  I  state  this  wrongly— show  that 
instead  of  2,018,  distributed  over  every  ward  of  the  city,  an 
examination  by  the  privileges  and  elections  subcommittee  of  the 
complete  election  records  has  resulted  in  the  identification  in  the 
registration  books  of  all  but  33  of  the  2,01S  alleged  nonregistered 
voters. 

The  Reed  report  that  you  are  asked  here  to  a«lopt  declared 
that  there  were  over  2.000  forgeries  in  the  voting  check  list,  or 
whatever  the  thing  is  that  the  voter  has  to  sign  when  he  comes 
in  to  get  his  ballot  They  brought  down  a  carload  of  those 
people  whose  names  had  l>een  pointed  out  as  forgeries,  and 
notified  Senator  Reed  that  they  had  1.700  more  ready  to  come 
from  Philadelphia  to  testify  that  they  had  personally  voted. 
Some  200  of  them  had  moved  or  could  not  be  found,  but  they 
located  1,700;  and  Senator  Reed,  after  hearmg  from  the  first 
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carload,  said  It  was  not  necessary  to  brinp  any  more.  Yet  the 
statement  remains  In  that  report  that  there  were  all  those 
forgeries,  and  that  is  the  report  that  we  are  asketl  to  adopt. 

I  am  not  going  to  stop  to  go  into  the  details.  It  would  talte 
all  night  to  do  it;  but  there  i.s  enough.  I  thinli,  to  show  that  at 
least  there  is  another  side  to  the  picture ;  and  the  Idea  that  the 
Senate  siiould  authorize  the  spending  of  $114,000  of  the  pet)ple's 
money — because  that  is  what  has  been  spent  by  this  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections — $114,000 
of  the  people's  money  has  been  spent,  and  two  years  of  the  time 
of  several  very  able  Senators  has  been  taken,  and  yet  we  can  not 
wait  two  weeks  to  get  their  reixirt  in  answer  to  these  accu- 
sations. I  have  giren  you  typical  cases  to  show  how  com- 
pletely their  study  has  disproved  the  reckless  assertions  in  the 
original  Reed  report.  Why,  it  is  simple  justice.  We  talk  a 
lot  about  Justice  in  this  Chamber. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.<*as.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

"  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator  has  referred  to 
the  results  of  the  studies  of  what  he  has  designated  as  the 
Waterman  committee.  How  does  be  know  what  have  been  the 
results  of  the  .studies  of  tiie  committee?  No  r^jort  has  been 
made. 

Mr.  REED.  I  get  my  information  from  the  counsel  for  Vabr 
who  was  in  touch  with  the  evidence  taken  in  all  their  hearings. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Then  the  Senator's  statement 
that  the  Reed  report  was  inc<>rre<'t,  and  will  be  controverted 
by  the  prospective  r»'port  of  the  Waterman  committee,  is  based 
upon  statements  made  to  him  by  the  counsel  for  Mr.  Vare  and 
not  up<«i  any  report  of  the  committee  or  any  statements  of  mem- 
bers of  thp  committee? 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  abt«olutely  not.  I  get  my  information  from 
Mr.  Kelly,  who  was  the  person  who  adduced  all  these  pro<)fs 
before  the  committee.  Of  course.  I  wait  to  hear  what  the  com- 
mittee will  say,  but  I  am  told  that  this  is  the  uncontradicted 
evidrn'-*',  and  that  the  committee  can  reach  but  one  conclusion. 
They,  themselves,  will  best  be  able  to  tell  us  what  the  answer 
Is  if  we  honor  them  by  waiting  until  they  can  get  their  report 
in.  I  understand  that  their  report  is  all  ready  for  submission, 
that  It  is  held  up  only  iM-cause  of  the  absence  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Caraway]  and  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Bbattok],  who  are  necessarily  out  of 
the  city. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  REED.     Gladly. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  first  Senator  named  by 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  was  in  the  city  last  Friday.  He 
left  here  last  Friday  evening. 

Mr.  REED.  I  understand,  however,  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  [Mr.  Brattomj  will  not  be  here  until  next  week 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President.  I  understand  that  for  several 
reasons  some  of  the  Senators  are  anxious  that  the  Senate  should 
conclude  its  business  now  and  that  the  Senator  from  Utah 
expects  to  move  a  recess.  I  will  only  say,  before  concluding, 
that  I  shall  ask  for  recognition  when  the  Senate  meets  to- 
morrow morning. 

BETEWtXCE  op  EXECmVE   MESSAGES 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  refers  to  the  appro- 
priate conmiittees  sundry  Executive  messages  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

RECESS 

Mr.  SMOOT,  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  12 
o'clock  to-morrow. 

The  motion  wag  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  4  o'clock  and 
45  minutes  p.  m.)  t(X>k  a  recess  until  to-mon*ow,  Wednesday 
September  11,  1929,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the  Senate  September  10 

{legislative  day  of  September  9),  1929 

Promotions  in  the  Navt 

Lieut.  Commander  Howard  K.  Lewis  to  be  a  commander  in  the 
Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1929. 

Lieut.  Ralph  P.  Skylstead  to  be  a  Ueutenant  commander  in 
the  Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  July.  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Alan  R.  Nash  to  be  a  lieutenant  in  the 
Navy  from  the  26th  day  of  March.  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  John  S.  Hedrick  to  be  a  lieutenant  in 
the  Navy  from  the  2d  day  of  April,  1929. 
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T.Ient.  (Junior  Grade)  Isaiah  Olch  to  be  a  lieutenant  In  the 
^'avy  from  the  18th  day  of  May,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Marion  N.  Little  to  be  a  lieutenant  in 
he  Navy  from  the  6th  day  of  June,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Bates  H.  Johnston  to  be  a  lieutenant 
n  the  Navy  from  the  18th  day  of  June,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Howard  D.  Mcintosh  to  be  a  lieoten- 
imt  in  the  Navy  from  the  30th  day  of  June,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Alvin  L.  Becker  to  be  a  lieutenant  in 
he  Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Alfred  R.  Mead  to  be  a  lieutenant  In 
he  Navy  from  the  6th  day  of  September.  1929. 

The  following-named  ensigns  to  be  lieutenants  (junior  grade) 
1^  the  Navy  from  the  3d  day  of  June,  1929: 

Lawrence  O.  Miller.  Gordon  A.  McLean. 

Hilan  Ebert.  Douthey  G.  McMillan. 

William  J.  Whiteside.  Charles  L.  Carpenter. 

Lieut.  Chester  M.  Holton  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  in  the 
]favy  from  the  18th  day  of  June,  1929. 

Lieut  (Junior  Grade)  William  L.  Fresenian  to  be  a  lieuten- 
i^nt  in  the  Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1929. 

Postmasters 

ALABAMA 

Louise  Richardson  to  be  postmaster  at  Blossburg,  Ala.  OflBce 
became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

James  M.  Voltz  to  be  p<istmaster  at  Daphne,  Ala.,  in  place 
ojf  W.  C.  Davis.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  15, 
1^. 

Robert  L.  Frederick  to  be  postmaster  at  Red  Bay.  Ala.,  In 
place  of  W.  M,  Pugh.  Incumbent's  commission  expiretl  Feb- 
ruary 6,  1929. 

ARIZOIVA 

Ralph  Hubert  to  be  postmaster  at  Payson,  Ariz.  Office  be- 
|me  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

ARKANSAS 

George  D.  Downing  to  be  postmaster  at  Benton,  Ark.,  in  place 
•f  H.  D.  Eklwards,  resigned. 

David  I.  Bowen  to  be  iwstmaster  at  Des  Arc,  Ark.,  in  place 
f  R.  G.  Miles,  resigned. 

Jarrett  C.  Flowers  to  be  postmaster  at  Greenbrier,  Ark.,  in 
p^ace  of  G.  T.  Lieblong,  resigned. 

I>irenzo  A.  Teague  to  be  postmaster  at  M«>untainburg,  Ark. 
Ojffice  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Isabella  Tice  to  be  postmaster  at  West  Memphis,  Ark.  Office 
b^me  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

CALirOBMA 

^larjorie  Moose  to  be  postmaster  at  Angel  Island,  Calif.,  In 
p  ace  of  J.  M.  Powell,  deceased. 

William  L.  Overstreet  to  be  postmaster  at  Carmel,  Calif.,  in 
p|ace  of  S.  L.  Vincent,  resigned. 

Blanche  ^NTiite  to  be  postmaster  at  Chatsworth,  Calif.  Office 
b^'ame  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Anna  C.  Schneider  to  be  postmaster  at  Clarksburg,  Calif. 
Qffice  became  presidential  July  1,  1929 

^  Florence  A.  S.  Rol)eson  to  be  postmaster  at  HoUydale,  Calif, 
ffice  became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 
John  L.  Quist  to  be  postmaster  at  Mar  Vista.  Calif.,  In  place 
of  J.  K.  Scammell,  removed. 

Angelina  O'Brien  to  be  postmaster  at  Millbrae,  CWlf.  Office 
b?came  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Frederick  J.  Freeman  to  be  postmaster  at  Norco,  Calif.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Merrill  O.  Ballard  to  be  postmaster  at  Red  Bluff,  Calif.,  in 
p  lace  of  W.  C.  Douglas,  resignetl. 

Bertram  H.  Latham  to  be  postmaster  at  San  Clemente,  Calif. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Edith  E.  Mason  to  be  postmaster  at  Santa  Fe  Springs,  Calif 
C  'flSce  became  presidential  July  1,  1329. 

Carl  G.  Huntington  to  be  postmaster  at  South  Gate,  Calif. 
C  ffice  established  May  1,  1929. 

Charles  E.  Chapman  to  l)e  postmaster  at  Tiburon,  Calif. 
C  ffice  became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

Ix>uisa  J.  Pliler  to  be  postmaster  at  Valley  Springs,  Calif. 
C  ffice  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Luclan  Bell  to  be  postmaster  at  Yermo,  Calif.  Office  became 
presidential  July  1,  1929. 

COLORADO 

Albert  C.  Hulen  to  be  postmaster  at  Brighton,  (3olo.,  In  piace 
o    W.  P.  Merrill,  not  commissioned. 

Vernon  F.  Heath  to  be  postmaster  at  Gilman,  Colo.  Office 
bfcame  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Thomas  A.  Davis  to  be  postmaster  at  Portland,  Colo.  Office 
b  ■came  jMresideutial  July  1,  1929. 


Coy  A.  McLean  to  be  postmaster  at  Rldgway,  Colo.,  In  place 
of  E.  W.  Ro.scoe,  deceased. 

Sherman  Bohnet  to  be  postmaster  at  Somerset,  Colo.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Robert  B.  Kerr  to  be  postmaster  at  Walsh,  Colo.  Office  became 
presidential  July  1,  1929. 

CONNBCnCUT 

Hector  I.«ngevin  to  be  postmaster  at  Springdale,  Conn.,  in 
place  of  P.  V.  Schilling,  remove<l. 

Jerome  S.  Anderson,  jr.,  to  be  postmaster  at  Stwiington,  Conn., 
in  piace  of  F.  D.  Stanton,  deceased. 

FLORIDA 

Franklin  C.  Mangum  to  be  postmaster  at  Carbur,  Fla.,  in  place 
of  W.  H.  Denmark,  resigned. 

E<lgar  W.  Morris  to  be  pastmaster  at  Fellsmere,  Fla.,  in  place 
of  E.  W.  Morris.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  December  20, 
1928. 

Frederick  S.  Archer  to  be  postmaster  at  Howey  In  The  Hills, 
Fla.    Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1928. 

Ernest  V.  Turner  to  be  postmaster  at  Macclenny,  Fla.,  In  place 
of  E.  V.  Turner.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  April  21,  1928. 

Eiirl  B.  Pennington  to  be  postmaster  at  Ortega,  Fla.,  in  place 
of  E.  B.  Pennington.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  December 
20.  1928. 

Arley  M.  Hatch  to  be  postmaster  at  Punta  Gorda,  Fla.,  In  place 
of  L.  E.  Mizell,  reslgnetl. 

Ernest  C.  MahafTey  to  be  postmaster  at  Quincy,  Fla.,  in  place 
of  E.  C.  Mahaffey.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  27, 
1929. 

OEOROIA 

Pearl  Warren  to  be  postmaster  at  Abbeville,  Ga.,  in  place  of 
Pearl  Warren.  Incumbent's  commission  expiree!  February  21, 
192S). 

Karleene  Fowler  to  be  postmaster  at  Acworth,  Ga.,  In  place 
of  Karleene  Fowler.  Incumbents  commission  expired  February 
27,  1929. 

Bernard  8.  McMahan  to  be  postmaster  at  Alma,  Ga.,  In  place 
of  W.  S.  Kickliter.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  February 

27,  1929. 

Viola  Browning  to  be  postmaster  at  Arco,  Ga.     Office  became 

presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Miles  C.  Williams  to  be  postmaster  at  Attapulgus,  Ga.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1928. 

Annie  L.  Ford  to  be  postmaster  at  Avondale  Estates,  Ga. 
Office  became  presidential  February  1,  1929. 

John  B.  Crawford  to  be  postmaster  at  Cairo,  Ga.,  in  place  of 
J.  B.  Crawford.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  December  10, 

1928. 

John  F.  Charles  to  be  postmaster  at  Chatsworth,  Ga.,  in  place 
of  J.  F.  Charles.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  28, 
1929. 

Louise  C.  Riddle  to  l>e  postmaster  at  Davisl)oro,  Oa.,  In  pla^e 
of  L.  C.  Riddle,     Incumbent's  commission  expired  February  28, 

192». 

Fannie  L.  Mills  to  be  postmaster  at  Folkston,  Ga.,  in  place  of 

F.  L.  Mills.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  February  7,  1929. 
Mary  V.  Lynch  to  be  postmaster  at  Fort  Screven.  Ga..  in  place 

of  M.  V.  Lyncli     Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  3,  1929. 

James  C.  Lee  to  be  postmaster  at  Franklin,  Ga.,  In  place  of 
J.  C.  Ijee.     Incuml)ent'8  commission  expired  February  28,  1929. 

Abbie  F.  Beacham  to  be  postma.ster  at  Glenwood,  Ga..  in  place 
of  A.  F.  Beacham.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  February 

27,  1929. 

Rol>ert  Ij.  O'Kelley  to  be  postmaster  at  Grantville,  Ga..  in 
place  of  R.  L.  O'Kelley.  Imrumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 28,  1929. 

Beulali  U  McCall  to  be  postmaster  at  Hinesville,  Ga.,  In  place 
of  B.  L.  McCall.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  February  27, 

1929. 

Fannie  M.  Vaughn  to  be  postmaster  at  Jeffersonville.  Ga.,  in 
place  of  F.  M.  Vaughn.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 

2.  1929. 

Sara  E.  Moseley  to  be  postmaster  at  Lyons,  Ga.,  in  place  of 

G.  C   Brantley.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  3,  1929. 
James  M.  Guy  to  be  postmaster  at  Manchester,  Ga.,  in  place 

of  J.  M.  Guy.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  10,  1929. 

Stella  Phelps  to  be  postmaster  at  Nashville,  Ga.,  In  place  of 

Stella  Phelps.     Incumbent's  commission  expired   Febniary  27, 

1929. 

Robert  L.  Callan  to  be  postmaster  at  Norman  Park,  Ga.,  in 
place  of  R.  L.  Callan.    Incumbent's  commission  expireil  March  2, 

1929. 

Thomas  A.  Bulloch  to  be  postmaster  at  Ochlochnee,  Ga.,  in 
place  of  T.  A.  Bulloch.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Decem- 
ber 18,  1928. 


Jessimae  Glenn  to  be  postmaster  at  Plains,  Ga.,  in  place  of 
Jessimae  Glenn.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  IH, 
1929. 

St.  James  B.  Alexander  to  be  postmaster  at  Reldsville,  Ga.,  in 
place  of  St.  J.  B.  Alexander.  Incumbent's  conunlsslon  expired 
March  3,  1929. 

William  M.  Hollis  to  be  postmaster  at  lU'ynolds,  Oa..  In  place 
of  W.  M.  Hollis.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  February  7, 
1929. 

Isaac  F.  Arnow  to  be  postmaster  at  St.  Marys,  Ga.,  in  place 
of  S.  E.  Brandon.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  March  2, 
1929. 

William  E.  Colquit  to  be  postmaster  at  Shannon,  Ga.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1928. 

Ulysses  C.  Combs  to  be  postmaster  at  Sylvester,  Oa ,  in  place 
of  U.  C.  Conrbs.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  10, 
1929." 

Joseph  Kent  to  be  postmaster  at  TIfton,  Ga.,  in  place  of  E.  E. 
Slack,  removed. 

William  C.  Griffin  to  be  postmaster  at  Tunnel  Hill,  Ga.,  in 
place  of  W.  C.  Griffin.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 5,  1929. 

Forrest  C.  Berry  to  be  postmaster  at  Young  Harris,  Ga.,  in 
place  of  F.  C.  Berry.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January 
8,  1929. 

IDAHO 

Robert  Leaper  to  l)e  postmaster  at  Fairfield,  Idaho,  In  place 
of  B.  D.  Spratt,  removed. 

UXINOIS 

Delsle  Malone  to  be  postmaster  at  Alma,  111.,  In  place  of  O.  N. 
DeForde.     Incunrbent's  commission  expired  May  14,  1928. 

Walter  C.  Bisson  to  be  postmaster  at  Charleston,  111.,  In  place 
of  Fred  More,  deceased. 

Willis  N.  Hills  to  be  postmaster  at  Compton,  111.  Office  be- 
came presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Richard  Hook  to  be  postmaster  at  Gurnee,  III.  Office  became 
presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Wimar  B  Suppiger  to  be  postmaster  at  Hartford,  III.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Irma  Walters  to  be  i»o8tmaster  at  Hillside,  111,  Office  became 
presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Iver  M.  HansMi  to  be  postmaster  at  Hine»  111.  Office  estab- 
lished April  1,  1929. 

Walter  H.  Prehm  to  be  postmaster  at  Lake  Zurich,  III  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Paul  J.  StofTel  to  be  postmaster  at  Mascoutah,  111.,  in  place 
of  E.  A.  Karstens,  resigned. 

Joshua  L.  Lamb  to  be  iwstmaster  at  Wilsonvllle,  111.,  in  place 
of  John  Glachetto,  removed. 

INDLANA 

Ivan  J.  Meister  to  be  postmaster  at  East  Gary,  Ind.  Offl<-e 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Clarem-e  C.  Nicholson  to  be  postmaster  at  Elberfeld,  Ind.,  in 
place  of  A.  A.  Dassel.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  March 

3,  1929. 

James  H.  Wells  to  be  postnmster  at  French  Lick,  Ind.,  in 
place  of  M.  P.  Askren,  resigned. 

Harry  O.  Carlson  to  be  postmaster  at  Hobart,  Ind.,  in  place 
of  J.  J.  Wood,  deceased. 

John  W.  Wllkins  to  be  postmaster  at  Leavenworth,  Ind.,  in 
place  of  L.  R.  Ralnforth,  resigned. 

Raymond  C.  Austgen  to  be  postnmster  at  Roby,  Ind.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

IOWA 

Gladys  Miller  to  be  postmaster  at  Cantrll,  Iowa,  in  place  of 
Earle  Miller,  deceased. 

Theodore  F.  Uhllg  to  be  postmaster  at  Soldier,  Iowa,  In  place 
of  Grace  Pearson,  resigned. 

K.'VNSAS 

Ruby  M.  Rees  to  be  postmaster  at  Hunter,  Kans.  Office  be- 
came presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Alliert  J.  Floyd  to  be  postmaster  at  Sedan,  Kans.,  in  place  of 
W.  D.  Flnley,  resigned. 

Horace  A.  Hale  to  t>e  postmaster  at  Wbeaton,  Kans.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

KENTUCKY 

Dycie  B.  Chism  to  be  postmaster  at  Camp  Taylor,  Ky.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Mabel  V,  Tanner  to  be  postmaster  at  Florence,  Ky.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Thomas  Barr  to  be  postmaster  at  Grand  Rivers,  Ky.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 
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Ruby  M.  Ivey  to  be  postmaster  at  Benton,  La.,  In  place  4' 
R.   M.   Ivey.     Incumbent's  commission   expired  February   2! 
1029. 

Edna  Byrd  to  be  postmaster  at  Glenmora,  La.,  In  place  4^ 
Edna   Byrd.     Incumbent's   commission   expired   December    1 
192& 

Philip  C.  Girlin^bouse  to  be  postmaster  at  Jena,  La.,  in  pla^e 
of  S.  B.  Ilanes,  removed. 

Zada  McD.  MoUisette  to  be  postmaster  at  Jennings,  La.,  ih 
place  of  A.  T.  Maund.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Majir 
1,  1028. 

Overton  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Slagle,  La.,  in  place  <i^ 
D.  O.  Uudgens,  resigned. 

Clarence  H.  Pierce  to  he  postmaster  at  Mars  Hill,  Me.,  Ifa 
place  of  M.  E.  Pierce.    Incuml»ent'8  commission  expired  Decen 
ber  4,  1926. 

F.  Etlgar  Douglass  to  be  postmaster  at  North  Whitefleld,  M(^ 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

MABYLA.ND 

^^PBilip  E.  Frantz  to  be  iwstmaster  at  Ck)ckeysville,  Md.,  if 
place  of  T.  B.  Griffith,  removed. 

M.\SSACHUSETT8 

Gertrude  A.  Davis  to  be  postmaster  at  Assonet,  Mass.  OflSc^ 
beonme  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Ilf'rman  C.  Maddockg  to  be  postmaster  at  Brimfleld,  Mas4. 
Office  l>ecame  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Charles  L.  Wright  to  be  postmaster  at  Chicopee  Falls,  Massj, 
in  place  of  William  Davidson,  deceased. 

Wayne  A.   Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Griswoldvllle,  MasJ 
Office  l)ecame  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

True  S.  Hill  to  be  postmaster  at  Point  Independence,  Mas^. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Fred  P.  Turner  to  be  postmaster  at  State  Farm,  Mass.  Officje 
became  presi<lential  July  1,  1929. 

Nellie  G.  McDonald  to  be  postmaster  at  Ward  Hill,  Masii 
Office  became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

Joseph  L.  HatchHeld  to  he  postmaster  at  Whitman,  Mass.,  1^ 
place  of  W.  F.  Gurney,  deceased. 

Bertha  M.  West  to  be  postmaster  at  Wianno.  Mass.  Offi(ie 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Raymond  F.  Gumey  to  be  postmaster  at  WUbraham,  Mas^, 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

MICHIGAN 

Harold  L.  Bovee  to  be  postmaster  at  Clayton,  Mich.,  in  pla(^ 
of  A.  H.  Hawkin.s,  deceased. 

Hazel  M.  Tripp  to  be  postmaster  at  Kibble,  Mich.  Offi(ie 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Chester  W.  Perry  to  be  postmaster  at  Ludington,  Mich.,  i^ 
place  of  J.  A.  Sherman,  deceased. 

Jay  T.  Hoard  to  l>e  postmaster  at  Merritt,  Mich.  Office  be- 
came presidential  July  1,  19l1>. 

Weston  H.  Averiil  to  t)e  po.«<tmaster  at  Otisville,  Mich.  Offi(ie 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Hugh  B.  Harder  to  \ye  postmaster  at  Pigeon,  Mich.,  In  pla<ie 
of  Ernest  Paul,  deceased. 

Walter  E.  Kunz  to  be  postmaster  at  White  Cloud,  Mich.,  lii 
place  of  Emma  Moote,  deceased. 

MINNESOTA 

Nan  B.  L.  Welker  to  be  postmaster  at  Beaver  Creek,  Mini 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Frank  L.  Pierce  to  be  postma.ster  at  Breckenridge,  Minn., 
place  of  Edwin  Mattson,  deceased. 

Julia  Solseth  to  be  postmaster  at  Milroy,  Minn.,  in  place  <if 
M.  W.  Johnson,  deceased. 

Fannie  E.  Chri.stnmn  to  be  postmaster  at  Monterey,  Mini. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

_     Samuel  B.  Barnett  to  be  postmaster  at  Ottertail,  Minn.    Office 
became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

Ruth  Stevens  to  be  p«>stmaster  at  St.  Paul  Park,  Minn.  Offline 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Adete  Inland  to  be  postmaster  at  Soudan,  Minn.  Office  be- 
came presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Tolly  P.  Anderson  to  be  postmaster  at  Thief  Rivw  Fallk, 
Minn.,  in  place  of  Daniel  Shaw,  resigned. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Christopher  R.  Berry  to  be  postmaster  at  Benton,  Mist 
OflBce  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Willis  L.  Malley  to  be  postmaster  at  Merigold,  Miss.,  -i 
place  of  W.  L.  Malley.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Fei>- 
mary  le,  1929.  *»  cu     c^ 
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Birdisue  G.  Byrd  to  be  postmaster  at  Mount  Olive,  Miss.,  In 
place  of  M.  S.  McNair,  resigned. 

John  P.  Edwards  to  be  postmaster  at  Ocean  Springs,  Miss., 
In  place  of  J.  P.  Edwards.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  16.  1929. 

Ben  Linn  to  be  postma.xter  at  Pickens,  Miss..  In  place  of  Ben 
Linn.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  February  17,  1929. 

Richard  D.  Shelby  to  be  postmaster  at  Rosedale,  Miss.,  in 
place  of  W.  A.  Shelby,  deceased. 

Emma  D.  Covington  to  be  postmaster  at  Wiggins,  Miss.,  in 
place  of  W.  A.  Miller,  removed. 

MISSOUBI 

Conradlna  M.  Buechler  to  be  postmaster  at  Preeburg,  Mo. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Sanford  Baker  to  be  postmaster  at  Hnnnewell,  Mc  in  place 
of  G.  P.  Megaffin,  resigned. 

Frank  H.  Frohlich  to  be  postmaster  at  Koch,  Mo.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Otto  Drewel  to  be  postmaster  at  Labadie,  Mo.  Office  became 
presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Leonard  A.  Hoke  to  be  postmaster  at  Lebanon,  Mo.,  In  place 
of  H.  O.  Abbott,  removed. 

Otto  W.  Kuefane  to  be  postmaster  at  Manchester,  Mo.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Mary  E.  Stanton  to  be  postmaster  at  Rajrtown,  Mo.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1.  1928. 

William  E.  HolUngsworth  to  be  postmaster  at  Sikeston,  Mo., 
in  place  of  W.  H.  Tanner,  deceased. 

MONTANA 

Ella  Gray  to  be  postmaster  at  Ashland,  Mont.  Office  became 
presidential  July  1.  1929. 

Albert  C.  Gruwell  to  be  postmaster  at  Dillon,  Mont.,  In  place  of 
J.  C.  Faller.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  December  12. 
1928. 

John  B.  Goodman  to  be  postmaster  at  Gildford,  Mont.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Clara  B.  Wymond  to  be  postmaster  at  Joirfin,  Mont.  Office 
l)ecame  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

John  A.  See  to  be  postmaster  at  Power,  Mont.  Office  became 
presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Theodore  E.  Didier  to  be  postmaster  at  Saco,  Mont,  in  place 
of  Luther  M.  Hoham.  removed. 

Cecil  E.  Kern  to  be  postmaster  at  Turner,  Mont.  Office  be- 
came presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Duncan  Gillespie  to  be  pf)Stma.ster  at  Windham,  Mont.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

NEBRASKA 

Joyce  Hubbard  to  be  postmaster  at  Ashby,  Nebr.  Office  be- 
came presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Walter  R.  Martin  to  be  postmaster  at  Bellevue,  Nebr.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Joseph  N.  Fuller  to  be  postmaster  at  Butte,  Nebr.,  in  place  of 
J.  N.  Fuller.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  December  22. 
1926. 

Get:)rjre  H.  Packard  to  be  postmaster  at  Cortland,  Nebr.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

George  W.  Sampson  to  be  p<jstma8ter  at  LLsco.  Nebr.,  In  i^ace 
of  William  Mankin.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Decem- 
ber 11,  1928. 

May  Roberts  to  be  postmaster  at  Nemaha,  Nebr.  Office  be- 
came presidential  July  1,  1929. 

John  W.  Hann  to  be  postmaster  at  Wauneta,  Nebr.,  in  place 
of  I.  L.  Moore,  declined. 

NEVADA 

Frank  R.  Howard  to  be  pt>stma.«ter  at  Gardnervllle.  Nov.,  in 
place  of  C.  W.  Brown.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Janu- 
ary 17,  1929. 

Frank  J.  Hart  to  be  postmaster  at  Kimberly,  Nev.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Claris.sa  M.  Dickson  to  be  postmaster  at  Mason,  Nev.,  in  place 
of  Owen  H.  Bott,  resigiietl. 

NEW    HAMPSHIRE 

Arthur  P.  Temple  to  be  postmaster  at  Mont  Vernon,  N.  H. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

NEW  JEBSET 

Walter  S.  Clayton  to  be  postmaster  at  Avon  by  the  Sea   N  J 
in  place  of  LeRny  Sofield.  deceased.  .     •  ••. 

Benjamin  F.  Butler  to  be  postmaster  at  Bayvllle.  N  J  Office 
became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

Joseph  A.  Lowden  to  be  postmaster  at  Burlington,  N,  J.,  in 
place  of  W.  R.  Conard,  resigned.  .  i^.  -.,  m 

nf^T^r^-  l^l^'V'  ^  P^^tioaster  at  Fanwood.  N.  J.,  in  place 
or  i:,dith  D.  ^\^kofl,  resided. 
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William  C.  Holzhaur  to  be  postmaster  at  Mercerville,  N.  J. 
Offl'-e  iKH-ame  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Jay  B.  Baldwin  to  be  postmaster  at  Roseland,  N.  J.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

John  G.  DeBaun  to  be  postmaster  at  Saddle  River,  N.  J. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

NEW   MEXICO 

Nettle  M.  Lo<lge  to  be  postmaster  at  Cimarron,  N.  Mex.,  in 
place  of  F.  L.  Sammis,  resigned. 

Marj'  E.  Obcrg  to  be  postmaster  at  Encino,  N.  Mex.  Office 
bet-ame  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

Jose  D.  Roybal  to  be  postmaster  at  Penasco,  N.  Mex.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Charles  S.  Earickson  to  be  postmaster  at  Tererro,  N.  Mex. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

NEW  TORK 

Asa  Camp  to  be  postmaster  at  Apalachln,  N.  T.  Office  became 
presld«'ntlal  July  1,  1929. 

Ralph  M.  Lander  to  be  postmaster  at  Armonk,  N.  T.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

Grace  Newmann  to  be  postmaster  at  Clay,  N.  T.  Office  be- 
came i)residentlal  July  1,  1929. 

Millie  E.  Hart  to  be  postmaster  at  East  Moriches.  N.  Y.,  in 
place  of  II.  J.  Chichester,  resigned. 

-Arthur  B.  Merritt  to  be  ix>stmaster  at  Highland,  N.  Y.,  In 
place  of  W.  G.  Hasbrouck,  deceased. 

Marjorie  R.  Post  to  be  postmaster  at  Massapequa,  N.  Y. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Harrie  M.  Wright  to  be  postmaster  at  Pawling,  N.  Y.,  in 
place  of  H.  F.  Blessing,  resigned. 

Hugh  O,  Roche  to  be  postmaster  at  Salisbury  Mills,  N.  Y. 
Office  became  presidentia'  July  1,  1929. 

Frank  W.  Mathews  to  be  postma.ster  at  Scottsville,  N.  Y.,  in 
place  of  J.  H.  Butler,  resigned. 

Harlan  W.  Leggett  to  be  postmaster  at  Schuylerville,  N.  Y,, 
in  place  of  C.  C.  Allen,  deceased. 

NOBTH   CAROLINA 

Jesse  T,  Wilkinson  to  be  postmaster  at  Aurora,  N.  C,  in  place 
of  J.  W.  Chapln,  deceased. 

James  P.  Turnley  to  be  postmaster  at  Cameron,  N,  C,  In 
place  of  J.  P.  Turnley,  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Janu- 
ary .SI,  1929. 

Lillle  G.  Hopkins  to  be  postmaster  at  Newland,  N.  C,  In  place 
of  W.  S.  Daniels,  deceasetl. 

NORTH    DAKOTA 

Albert  A.  Radke  to  be  postmaster  at  Bentley,  N.  Dak.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Frank  C  liypka  to  be  p<istma.ster  at  Heaton,  N.  Dak.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

John  W.  Jones  to  be  postaiaster  at  Parshall,  N.  Dak.,  in  place 
of  D.  V.  Poland,  resigned. 

Byron  W.  Graham  to  be  i>ostmaster  at  Wing,  N.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  L.  M.  Collins.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  June  3, 
1928. 

OHIO 

Uriel  D.  Conn  to  be  postmaster  at  McClure,  Ohio,  in  place  of 
Emma  Wiemer,  resigned. 

Denver  F.  Duncan  to  be  postmaster  at  McDermott,  Ohio. 
Office  l»ecame  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

William  K.  Gates  to  be  postmaster  at  Medina,  Ohio,  In  place 
of  A.  E.  Young,  deceased. 

Sylvie  E.  Sovacool  to  be  postmaster  at  Peninsula,  Ohio.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

I'aul  H.  Stoutt  to  l>e  postmaster  at  Uhrlchsville,  Ohio,  In 
place  «»f  A.  W.  Cummings,  removed. 

Olive  S.  Bodemer  to  be  postmaster  at  Uniontown,  Ohio.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

OKLAHOMA 

George  A.  Harris  to  be  postmaster  at  Cache,  Okla,  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

William  C.  Cooley  to  be  postmaster  at  Cashlon,  Okla.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

John  L.  Reimer  to  be  postmaster  at  Clinton,  Okla.,  in  place 
of  F.  L.  Strong,  resigned. 

Ann  Sneed  to  be  postmaster  at  Putnam,  Okla.  Office  became 
presidential  July  1,  1929. 

I^)uis  E.  Shull  to  be  postmaster  at  RInglIng,  Okla.,  in  place  of 
S.  I.  Pennington,  removed. 

OREGON 

Charles  J.  Bush  to  be  postmaster  at  Harper,  Or^  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 


William  E.  Reed  to  be  postmaster  at  Mitchell,  Oreg.  Office 
l)ecame  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Joseph  R.  DeJardin  to  be  postmaster  at  Taft,  Oreg.  Offite 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

John  J.  Rex  to  be  postmaster  at  .\spers,  Pa.  Office  became 
presidential  July  1,  1929. 

John  L.  Hewitt  to  be  postnmster  at  Croydon,  Pa.  Office 
l)ecame  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Margaret  M.  Callahan  to  be  iwstmaster  at  Glen  Mills,  Pa. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Walter  S.  Cressman  to  be  postmaster  at  Gwynedd  Valley,  Pa. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Harlan  Stauffer  to  l)e  postmaster  at  Kinzers,  Pa.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Thomas  J.  Devon  to  he  postmaster  at  Moylan,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  B.  N.  Stiner,  resigned. 

Kathrjn  K.  Endy  to  be  postmaster  at  Stony  Creek  Mills,  Pa. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Walter  Kennedy  to  l>e  postmaster  at  Templeton,  Pa.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Wray  T.  I-«ird  to  be  postmaster  at  Vanderbilt,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  H.  D.  Shallenberger.  resigned. 

Sylvia  H.  Curry  to  be  postmaster  at  Whitaker,  Pa.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

William  E.  Newhart  to  be  pt»8tmaster  at  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa., 
in  place  of  W.  E.  Mannear,  resigned. 

William  F.  Zahn  to  be  postmaster  at  Williamsport,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  W,  Stans  Hill,  deceased. 

SOUTH    CAROLINA 

James  E.  Mlnter  to  be  postmaster  at  I^urens,  8.  C,  in  place 
of  S.  W.  Crews.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  December  9, 
1928. 

Wesley  D.  Banks  to  be  postmaster  at  St.  Matthews,  S.  C,  in 
place  of  Rebecca  Wimberly,  deceased. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Andrew  J.  Bakken  to  be  postmaster  at  Astoria,  S.  Dak..  In 
place  of  C.  N.  Troolen.  removetl. 

Minnie  Williams  to  be  postmaster  at  Fort  Meade,  S.  Dak. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Mary  E.  Rounds  to  be  i>ostmaster  at  Interior,  S.  Dak.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Alfred  Christenson  to  be  postmaster  at  Renner,  S.  Dak. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

TENNESSEE 

William  A.  Reed  to  be  postmaster  at  Pocahontas,  Tenn.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

John  E.  Barnes  to  be  postmaster  at  Ramer,  Tenn.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

James  H.  Dootson  to  be  postmaster  at  Signal  Mountain,  Tenn., 
in  place  of  F.  W.  Landress.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
February  18.  1929. 

TEXAS 

William  T.  Robbins  to  be  postmaster  at  Aspermont,  Tex.,  in 
place  of  Alta  Fenn.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  February 
28.  1929. 

William  H.  GIsler  to  be  postmaster  at  Austwell,  Tex.  Office 
became  presidentia]  July  1,  1929. 

William  R.  Black  to  be  postmaster  at  Bessmay,  Tex.  Office 
became  presidential  j^uly  1,  1929. 

Minnie  P.  Irving  to  be  postmaster  at  Center  Point,  Tex.,  in 
place  of  J.  D.  Jackson,  resigned. 

John  S.  Cochran  to  be  poe?tmaster  at  Coahoma,  Tex.,  in  place 
of  L.  A.  Rudder,  removed. 

Charles  M.  Reynolds  to  \*e  postmaster  at  Ootnlln,  Tex.,  in 
place  of  J.  W.  Earnest.  Incumbent's  commission  expireil  De- 
cember 10,  1928. 

Florence  E.  McElhany  to  be  postmaster  at  Goose  Creek,  Tex., 
In  place  of  Tom  Prlngle.  removed. 

Alice  W.  Dotson  to  be  postmaster  at  Jewett,  Tex.,  in  r>lace 
of  W.  R.  Dotson,  deceased. 

Elbert  H.  Stewart  to  be  postmaster  at  Kenedy,  Tex.,  in  place 
of  V.  A.  Smith,  deceased. 

*  Georgia  C.  Wolfe  to  be  postmaster  at  Lefors,  Tex.    Office  be- 
came presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Charles  K.  Langford  to  be  postmaster  at  Mertens,  Tex.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

Louis  O.  Muenzler  to  be  postmaster  at  New  Ulm,  Tex.,  in 
place  of  E.  A.  Schulze.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  De- 
cember 10,  1928. 

Dudley  B.  Lawson  to  be  postmaster  at  Busk,  Tex.,  in  place 
of  Theodore  Miller,  resigned. 


IJvXI- 


-222 


3512 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECOED— SENATE 


Richard  L.  Hinkle  to  be  postmaster  at  Telephone,  Tex.  OflBce 
became  presidential  July  1.  1029. 

VERMONT 

Guy  R.  Garvin  to  be  postmaster  at  East  Barnet,  Vt.  OflBce 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

John  T.  Tnilhoi)e  t»  be  postmaster  at  North  Hero,  Vt  OflBce 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Florence  E.  Metcaif  to  be  postmaster  at  Westminster,  Vt. 
Offl<-e  l>ecame  presidential  July  1,  192J>. 

VIRGINIA 

Eromitt  A.  Collins  to  be  riostmnster  at  Appalachia,  Va..  in 
place  of  E.  A.  Collins.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  May 
22,  1928. 

(lifford  T.  Riddel  to  be  postmaster  at  Bridgewater,  Va.,  in 
place  of  J.  A.  Riddel,  deceased. 

Harry  H.  Kimherly.  jr..  to  be  postmaster  at  Fortress  Monr*^. 
Va.,  in  place  of  A.  H.  Cardwell.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pired April  16.  1921. 

Man  us  H.  Shelor  to  be  postmaster  at  Meadows  of  Dan,  Va., 
in  place  of  EIroy  Shelor.  resigned. 

Andrew  F.  J(>hn.son  to  be  postmaster  at  Millboro,  Va.,  in 
place  of  A.  F.  Johnson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 
uary 27,  1929. 

Gladys  Mitchell  to  be  postmaster  at  Natural  Bridge,  Va. 
Office  l)ecanie  presidential  July  1.  1927. 

Liiiwood  G.  Mitchell  to  be  postmaster  at  Stanardsville,  Va., 
in  place  of  M.  B.  Bickers,  resigned. 

VIRGIN    ISLANDS 

Edward  S.  Richardson,  jr..  to  be  postmaster  at  St.  Thomas, 
^■^fHrgin  Islands,  in  lAnve  of  Albert  Pfaus,  resigned. 

WASUINOTON 

Anna  M.  Steven.«!on  to  be  postma.ster  at  Carbonado,  Wash. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

Grace  D.  Fletcher  to  be  ixwtmaster  at  Forks,  Wash.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Bert  S.  Vanderford  to  l)e  postmaster  at  Lyman.  Wash.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Claivnce  V.  Lotz  to  be  postma.ster  at  McKenna,  Wash.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

Lillian  Brain  to  f)e  i)ostma.ster  at  Thorp,  Wash.  Office  became 
presidential  July  1.  1929. 

Oscar  L.  Hanson  to  be  i>ostmaster  at  Yacolt,  Wash.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

WEST    VIRGINIA 

Bland  K.  Hesse  to  be  postmaster  at  Fayetteville,  W.  Va  In 
place  of  G.  H.  Moreau,  resigned. 

WISCONSIN 

Glenn  A.  Johnson  to  be  postmaster  at  Almond.  Wis.,  in  place 
of  M.  S.  Blair.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  10, 
1929. 

Irene  M.  Hortenbach  to  be  postmaster  at  Bay  City  Wis 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929.  ' 

Joseph  O.  Goff  to  be  [tostmaster  at  Bristol.  WMs..  in  place  of 
M.   B.   Dixon.     Incumbent's   commission   expired   Januarv   *» 
1929.  ^   — 

Tliomas  D.  Morris  to  be  postmaster  at  Cambria.  Wis.,  In 
place  of  T.  D.  Morris.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Febru- 
ary 2l>,  1929. 

Ethel  Y.  Hogeuson  to  be  postmaster  at  ChiU,  Wis.  Office 
b*>came  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

.  Willard  B.  Potter  to  be  postmaster  at  Disco,  Wis.     Office  be- 
came presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Anton  J.  Cherney  to  be  postmaster  at  Edgar,  Wis.,  in  place 
of  A.  J.  Harta,  resigned. 

Sherwood  J.  Darwin  to  be  postmaster  at  Grandview  Wis 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1929.  ' 

Harold  G.  Tucker  to  be  postmaster  at  Loyal,  Wis.,  in  place 
of  Ikorothea  Devlin,  resigned. 

Elmer  S.  Byers  to  be  postmaster  at  Marion.  Wis.,  in  place  of 
J.  D.  I^ughlln.    Incumbent's  commission  expired  December  19 
1926.  ' 

Peter  Mies  to  be  postmaster  at  Mayvllle,  Wis.,  In  place  of 
^^    A.  Koni.     Incuml)ent  s  commission  expired  June  4   19^8 

John  F  Coulter  to  be  postmaster  at  National  Home,  Wis  In 
Si"^  ?^,  ^^^^-  ^''^''^'     Incumbent's  commission  expired  Jan- 

Benjamin  J.  Brown  to  be  postmaster  at  NeillsvUle  Wis  in 
arv "^lo"  1^29^''  ^*'^'°-     I»^"™»>^"ts  commission  expired  Janu- 

Uichari  A.  G<KKleU  to  be  postmaster  at  Platteville  Wis  in 
oi!"'^  ''fc^w  ^-  ^"8^«'«-    IJicumbeut's  commission  expi'red  Janu- 
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John  H.  Frazier  to  be  postmaster  at  Prairie  du  Chien,  Wis., 
in  place  of  W.  R.  Munson.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
January  17,  1928. 

Florence  M.  Lewis  to  be  iwstmaster  at  Sil.erlake,  Wis. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

Arthur  J.  Vansistine  to  be  postmaster  at  W»?st  De  Pere.  Wis., 
in  place  of  K.  J.  Gardner.  Incuml>ent's  commission  expired 
January  22,  1929. 

WYOMING 

Allen  T.  Frans  to  be  postmaster  at  Meeteetse,  Wyo.,  in  place 
of  J.  E.  Hamilton,  resigned. 


SEXATE 

Wednesday,  Sepfetnher  11^  1929 
{Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  9,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recess. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  ab.sence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Tlie  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Allen 

Aatiurst 

Barklcy 

Itin:;ham 

Black 

Blaine 

Borah 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Broussard 

Capper 

Con  nail  J- 

Couzens 

imle 

Deneen 

Dill 

Edge 

Fpb« 

Fletcher 

Frazier 


.George 
Oillett 
Glass 
Glenn 
Goff 


Kine 

La  Follette 

SIcKellar 

McMaster 

McNary 


Gold.slioroiigh  Mttcalf 

Gould  Moses 

Greene  Norris 

Half  Nye 

Harris  Overman 

Harrison  Patterson 

Hastings  Phipps 

Hatfield  Pinr' 

Havden  Pitt  man 

Hebert  Ransdoll 

Hetlin  Reed 


Sheppard 

Khortridsre 

Siiun)f)iiH 

SmtK)t 

Hteck 

Stciwer 

Swunson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  (;kla. 

Townseml 

Trammoll 

TydlngK 

Vaiidenberg 

Warner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 


Robinson,  Ark.  Walsh,  Mont 

Robinson,  Ind.  Warren 

Sackeft  Watorman 

Schall  Watson 


Howell 

Jones 

Kean 

Keyes 

Mr.  FESS.  My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  froip  Ohio  [Mr 
Burton]  is  detainetl  from  the  Senate  Chamber  on  account  of 
illness.    I  will  let  this  announ(?ement  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  McMASTEK.  The  senior  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  NoBBEcK]  is  unavoidably  absent.  I  a^k  that  this  jui- 
nouncement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  tl:at  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]  is  ntn^es-sarily  detainetl  from 
the  Senate  by  illness  in  his  family.  J  will  let  this  announce- 
ment stand  for  the  day. 

I  also  wi.sh  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Blease]  is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate  on 
business  in  his  State. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  Mi.'^slssippl  [Mr.  Stephens]  Is  necessarilv  detained  from 
the  Senate  by  illness  in  his  family.  I  will  let  this  announce- 
ment stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty  Senators  liave  auswereil  to 
their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

EXECmVE  BEP0BT8 

Mr.  BORAH  and  Mr.  VANDENBERG.  as  in  open  executive 
ses.sion,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  each  reported 
certain  nominations,  which  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 

FUNERAL  irxPET^SEB   OF  THE   IJiTE  SENATOR  TYSON 

Mr  DENEEN,  from  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  tho 
Contingent  Exi^a-*es  of  the  Senate,  reported  back  favorably 
without  amendment  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  106)  .submitted  by 
Mr.  McKellab  on  the  4th  instant,  and  it  was  read,  cH»nsidered 
by  unanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to,  as  follows : 

Reaolvcd,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  hereby  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  pay  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  the  actual  and 
necessary  expenses  incurred  by  the  committee  appointed  by  the  Vice 
President  in  arranging  for  and  attending  the  funeral  of  the  Hon 
Lawrence  D.  Tyson,  late  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Tennessee  upon 
vouchers  to  be  approved  by  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  ib« 
Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate. 

ATLANTA  F.  CANIfOW 

Mr  DENEEN,  from  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the 
Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate,  reported  back  favorably 
without  amendment  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  110)  submitted  by 
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Mr.  Watpon  on  the  6th  Instant,  and  It  was  read,  considered  by 
unanimous  con.^nt,  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Ketolced,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  hereby  ia  authorized  and 
directed  to  pay  from  the  appropriation  for  miscellaneooa  Items,  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate,  fiscal  year  1929,  to  AUant*  F.  Cannon, 
widow  of  Thomas  P.  Cannon,  late  an  employee  of  the  Senate  under 
■upenision  of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms,  a  sum  equal  to  six  months'  com- 
pensation at  the  rate  he  was  receiving  by  law  at  the  time  of  his  death, 
■aid  sum  to  be  conridercd  Inclusive  of  funeral  expenses  and  all  other 
allowances. 

8.   A.  SMITH  A-ND  FRANK  a   SMITH 

Mr.  DENEEN,  from  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the 
Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate,  reportetl  back  favorably 
without  amendment  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  109)  submitted  by 
Mr.  Watson  on  the  5th  Instant,  and  it  was  read,  considered  by 
unanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to,  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  hereby  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  pay  from  the  appropriation  for  mi.scellaneouB  items,  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate,  fiscal  year  1929,  to  S.  A.  Smith  and  Frank 
B.  Smith,  sons  and  sole  heirs  of  Samuel  B.  Smith,  late  a  messenger  in 
the  employ  of  the  Sf^nate  under  supervision  of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms, 
a  sum  equal  to  six  months'  compensation  at  the  rate  he  was  receiving 
by  law  at  the  time  of  his  death,  said  sum  to  be  considered  inclusive  of 
funeral  expenses  and  all  other  allowances. 

WIULIAM   B.    SHEIAREX 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Frcui  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  ContT(d  the 
Contingent  Exix'nses  of  the  Senate  I  report  back  favorably 
with  an  amendment  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  114)  submitted  by 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Boeah]  on  the  10th  instant,  and 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  Its  immediate  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  NORBIS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  wondering  If  the  consid- 
eration of  the  resolution  and  the  investigating  of  Shearer  and 
the  Navy  Is  a  matter  that  we  can  afford  to  take  up  at  this  spe- 
cial M^slon  of  Congress,  which  President  Hoover  called  merely 
for  the  consideration  of  farm  relief  and  the  tariff. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President.  I  understand  that  it  Is  being 
done  bv  a  committee  and  not  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  But  we  have  to  act  upon  it,  and  It  will  take 
some  time  to  pass  the  resolution. 

Mr.  WATSON.    "  Sufficient  unto  the  day  Is  the  evil  thereof. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  merely  desired  to  call  the  Senator's  attention 

to  It.  ^    ,^ 

Mr.  WATSON.    We  shall  cross  that  bridge  when  we  get  to  It, 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  would  seem  to  me  that  we  should  not 
fritter  away  our  time  on  a  thing  like  this  during  the  special 
session. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the 
resolution  should  be  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolution  will  be  read  for  the 
Information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  which  had  been  reiwrted 
from  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Ex- 
pt>nses  of  the  Senate  with  an  amendment,  on  page  2,  line  11, 
after  the  word  "thereof,"  to  Insert  the  words  "which  shall  not 
exceed  $10,000,"  so  as  to  make  the  resolution  read : 

Whereas  It  appears  from  the  newspaper  r^Hjrts  that  William  B. 
Shearer  has  brought  suit  against  certain  shipbuilding  corporations  or 
companies  alleging  services  rendered  to  said  companies  at  the  Geneva 
naval  conference  and  In  mattei-s  connected  therewith  ;  and 

When-as  some  of  said  companies  have  been  seeking,  or  have  secured, 
contracts  with  the  Government  of  the  United  States  for  building  certain 
vessels  or  ships  to  be  used  by  the  American  Navy :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Naval  AfTairs,  or  any  subcommittee 
thereof,  be,  and  Is  hereby,  authorized  to  make  full  Investigation  of  the 
allegi'd  activities  at  the  Geneva  naval  conference  and  at  the  meetings 
of  the  preparatory  commission,  and  in  all  matters  in  connection  there- 
with, of  the  said  Shearer  and  of  the  said  shipbuilding  companies;  and 
whether  the  said  Shearer  r«*pr»^ented  said  companies,  and  if  he  did  rep- 
resent them,  the  object  and  purposes  of  the  said  shipbuilding  corpora- 
tions in  employing  him  as  their  agent  or  representative.  And  said 
committee,  or  any  subcommittee,  is  hereby  authorised  to  send  for  per- 
sons, bcoks,  and  papers,  to  administer  oaths,  and  to  employ  a  stenog- 
rapher, at  a  cost  not  exceeding  25  cents  per  hundred  words,  to  report 
such  hearings  as  may  be  had  in  connection  with  any  subject  which 
may  be  before  said  committee,  the  expenses  thereof,  which  shall  not 
exceed  |10,000,  to  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate; 
'  and  that  the  committee,  or  any  sobcomnUttet  thereof,  may  sit  during  the 
scssionc  or  ri^cesses  of  the  Senate. 


TThe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  ol>Joct, 
but  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  BorahI 
if  it  is  prop<ised  to  investigate  propaganda  that  may  be  in 
progress  on  both  sides  of  the  question  with  reference  to  niival 
affairs,  or  Is  it  the  purpose  merely  to  hear  the  proiwganda 
against  the  pr(^)osed  naval  disarmament? 

Mr.  BORAH.  The  resolution  Is  confined  to  a  specific  matter 
which  is  not  entirely  a  matter  of  proiwganda.  It  Is  a  sinviflc 
instance  which  the  committee  thought  worth  while  to  be  investi- 
gated. _ 
Mr.  McKELIAR  I  am  rather  inclined  to  think  the  Senator 
is  exactly  right,  and  I  expect  to  support  the  resolution :  but  I 
want  to  say  that  in  my  judgment  all  kinds  of  propaganda  are 
being  conducted  on  both  sides  of  the  question,  and  it  may  be 
necessarj'  to  enlarge  the  scope  of  the  investigation  later  on  to 
a.scertain  the  propaganda  on  the  other  side. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceede<l  to  consider  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  the  resolution 
Is  not  intended  to  Investigate  what  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see has  designated  as  propjigauda.  We  all  know  that  there 
exi.sts  now,  and  has  existed  for  a  long  time,  a  controversy  as 
to  whether  tlie  country  should  maintain  a  large  or  a  small  nav.v, 
and  we  know,  too,  that  there  have  been  agencies  at  work  car- 
rying on  what  tlie  Senator  terms  "'  propaganda  "  on  both  sides  of 
the  question.  The  gist  of  the  pending  resolution  la  the  investi- 
gation of  an  alleged  state  of  facts  which  disclose  that  the  indi- 
vidual named  In  the  resolution  was  employetl  by  shipliullding 
companies  to  represent  them  at  an  international  conference,  at 
which  conference  negotiations  were  in  progre.ss  between  tins  and 
certain  foreign  governments  respecting  the  subject  of  naval 
armament  limitation.  No  question  is  raised  as  to  the  right  of 
any  or  all  parties  to  carry  on  propaganda  within  the  limits  of 
lawful  action,  but  this  involves  a  question  of  interference  in 
what  is  essentially  the  foreign  relations  of  the  United  States. 

Tliere  is  no  purimse,  as  I  understand,  underlying  this  investi- 
gation to  cover  up  the  particular  transactions  referretl  to  in  the 
resolution  or  to  confuse  them  with  this  long-continued  contro- 
vei"sy  over  the  question  us  to  whether  the  United  States  should 
have  a  large  or  a  small  navy.  Nothing  we  may  now  do  is 
going  to  end  that  controversy,  but  it  Is  to  be  hoped  if  the  trans- 
actions referred  to  in  the  resolution  did  oc-cur — and  the  reso- 
lution in  no  sense  assumes  the  fact— that,  as  a  result  of  the 
investigation,  such  transactions  will  never  again  happen  when 
the  authorized  agents  of  the  United  States  are  engage<l  in  an 
effort  to  negotiate  with  foreign  governments  an  arrangement 
respecting  the  armaments  to  be  maintained  by  the  governments 
In  the  conference. 

The  subject  Is  one  of  very  great  importance.  No  citizen  and 
no  corporation,  under  the  most  liberal  construction  of  freedom 
of  speech  and  freedom  of  action,  has  the  right  for  mercenary 
considerations  secretly  to  interfere  with  the  effort  of  the  Chief 
Executive  or  of  his  agents  to  negotiate  treaties  or  other  arrange- 
ments with  foreign  governments.  It  Is  not  a  question  of  propa- 
ganda; it  Is  a  far  more  important  question.  We  have  propa- 
ganda on  every  subject  that  conies  before  the  American  Congress. 
If  we  went  into  the  subje<'t  of  propaganda  on  this  question,  we 
would  probably  also  desire  to  go  Into  propaganda  on  the  tariff 
question,  and  many  other  issues  that  arl.se  before  the  Congress. 
The  resolution  confines  the  investigation  to  the  particular 
transactions  referred  to.  It  is  alleged  in  a  complaint  filed  In 
court  by  a  citizen  of  this  country  that  he  was  employed  for  a 
very  large  consideradon  by  ship-building  companies  to  make 
repreeentations  which  in  their  nature  must  have  Interfered 
with  the  action  of  a  conference  relating  to  our  foreign  rela- 
tions. That  is  the  subject  matter  of  tlie  investigation.  It  would 
be  unfortunate  to  confuse  it  with  an  Investigation  of  tho  gen- 
eral issue  relating  to  propaganda. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  Inquire  of  the  author 
of  the  resolution  if  the  resolution  Is  sufficiently  broad  to  cover 
an  inquiry  in  relation  to  the  charges  which  liave  been  ma<le 
that  four  or  five  naval  ofBcers  of  high  rank  were  engaged, 
through  agents  or  alleged  agents,  in  communicating  information 
in  connection  with  this  matter? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  think  the  resolution  is  sufficiently  broad  to 
cover  that ;  it  was  intended  to  be  so. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  let  the  resolution  apaln  be  read. 
There  are  some  Senators  who  did  not  hear  it  when  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDJBNT.  The  Secretary  will  again  read  the 
resolution. 
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Senate  Resolution  114,  as  proposed  to  be  amended,  was  again 
Vea«l  by  the  Chief  Clerk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amondmert 
to  tl»e  resolution  will  be  ag:reed  to.  the  resolution,  as  amended, 
will  be  agreed  to,  and  the  preamble  will  be  agreed  ta 

BILXA  AND  JOINT  HISOLUTIOX   rNTBODCCED 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  intro<luced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  uuanimoxis  consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BROCK : 

A  bill  (S.  1648)  to  grant  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Hijrliway  Department  of  the  State  of  Tennessee  to  maintain  a 
bridge  across  the  Hatohie  River  on  the  Bolivar-Selmer  Road 
about  3.9  miles  southeast  of  Bolivar  and  a  short  distance 
upstream  from  the  mouth  of  the  Piney  Creek  in  Hanieman 
County,  Ttnn.  (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  ROP.IXSON  of  Indiana: 

A  bill  (S.  1649)  granting  a  pension  to  Ella  Hunter  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  1650)  granting  an  increa.se  of  pension  to  Eliza  J. 
G«x>dwine  (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  1651)  grantin;?  an  increase  of  pension  to  IndLina 
P.  Vannice  (with  accompanying  papers) ; 

A  bill  (S.  1652)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Luzena 
Smith  (with  accompanying  papers)  : 

.\  bill  (S.  1653)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Lydia  C. 
Hesley   (with  accompttnying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  1654)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Martha 
B.  Wallace  (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  165-')'  granrins  an  increase  of  pension  to  John 
Liince  (with  accompanying  pai>ers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  1656)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  I.  Harris  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  1657)  granting  a  pension  to  Rosa  G.  Presnell  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1658)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Hen- 
rietta Grayson  (with  accompanying  pai^ers)  ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SHORTRIDGE : 

A  bill  (S.  1659)  for  the  relief  of  James  E.  Hughes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

A  bill  (S.  1660)  for  the  relief  of  D.  W.  Thlckstun; 

A  bill  (S.  1661)  for  the  relief  of  Dennis  H.  Sullivan; 

A  bill  (S.  1662)  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  Kaufman;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1663)  for  the  relief  of  H.  K.  Cowes ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bill  (S.  Itj64)  granting  a  pension  to  George  L.  Marion; 

A  bill  (S.  1665)  granting  a  pension  to  MLssouri  Wilkinson 
Lictlepage; 

A  bill  (S.  1666)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Michael 
J.  Haggerty; 

A  bill  (S.  1667)  granting  a  pen.^jion  to  Cora  E.  S.  Elick: 

A  bill  (S.  1668)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Harry  C. 
Clifford.  ST. ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1660)  granting  a  pension  to  William  D.  B<mson;  to 
the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WATSON : 

A  bin  (S.  1670)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Lilly 
Wyatt  (with  a<.-companying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana : 

A  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  70)  creating  a  commission  to 
aid  In  the  construction  of  the  Indiana  Lincoln  Memorial ;  to  the 
Comn)lttee  on  the  Library. 

REVlSIOIf  or  THK  TAKOT 

Mr.  SlilMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  give  notice  that  at 
about  half  past  2  o'clock  this  afternoon  I  wish  to  submit  to  the 
Senate  some  remarks  upon  the  pending  bill  providing  for  in- 
crejises  in  tariff  duties.  If  the  resolution  which  is  now  pending 
shall  not  have  been  disposed  of  at  that  time,  I  shall  ask  that  it 
be  temporarily  laid  aside  and  that  the  tariff  bill  may  be 
tenip».rarily  placed  before  the  Senate  for  the  purpose  of  my 
remarks. 

Mr.  WATSON.    Mr.  President,  may  I  intemipt  the  Senator? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Certainly. 

Mr  WATSON.  At  what  hour  did  the  S«iator  say  he  would 
wish  to  address  the  Senate? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  At  about  half  past  2.  I  am  making  this 
unusual  request  to^lay  because  It  is  necessary  for  me,  for 
pbysieal  reasons,  to  get  through  with  the  speech  I  hare  in  mind  • 
and  I  desire  to  deliyer  it  to-daj ;  but  I  do  not  wish  to  interfere 
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with  the  resolution  now  before  the  Senate  unless  It  shall  still 
b(>  pending  at  the  hour  of  half  past  2. 

acpoKTS  or  rronLXL  trade  commission  o.v  wateb  power 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  on  Monday  last  I  submitted  a 
S;nate  resolution,  which  went  over  at  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fess].  The  Senator  from  Ohio  has  informed 
ne  that  he  has  examined  the  resolution  and  has  no  objection  to 
it  I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  that  the  resolution  may  be  con- 
sidered and  adopted  at  this  time.  It  is  a  resolution  in  regard 
t(  the  printing  of  documents  p»^rtalnlng  to  the  Investigation 
txing  conducted  by  the  Federal  Trade  (;k>mmission. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  resolution  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  ( S.  Res.  112)  submitted 
b;  •  Mr.  Noreis  on  the  9th  instant,  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  as  a  part  of  its  reports  to  the  Senate,  pursuant  to 
S<nate  Resolution  83,  Seventieth  Congress,  first  session,  the  Federal 
Tiade  Commission  be  required  expedltlou.sly  to  transmit  duplicates,  or 
trie  copies,  of  all  exhibits  introduced  into  Its  record  in  hearings  held 
aid  to  be  held  pursuant  to  said  resolution,  and  that  they  be  printed  aa 
Pi  rts  of  said  reports,  to  accompany  the  respective  parts  thereof  printed 
in  accordance  with  Senate  Resolution  221  of  May  3,  1928,  except  that 
aa  to  copyrighted  boolis.  bulky  volumes,  and  other  lengthy  exhibits  only 
such  deiwrriptlons  thereof  and  pertinent  extracts  therefrom  sliall  be 
pr  Inted  as  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  may  indicate  and  transmit 
with  such  exhibits  for  that  purpose. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
ctnsideration  of  the  res<jlution? 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tor a  question.  I  rise  not  for  the  purp<^)se  of  interposing  an 
oljection  but  fo  secure  information.  I  inquire  what  will  it  cost 
tc  do  what  is  contemplated  by  the  resolution? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  can  not  an.swer  the  Senator.  That  will 
d<'pend  on  the  length  of  the  investigation,  of  course,  which  has 
not  as  yet  been  concluded.  S<jme  question  has  arisen  under  a 
rt  solution  heretofore  adopted  by  the  Senate  as  to  what  particu- 
lar things  should  be  printed.  For  Instance,  an  exhibit  may 
c<  nstitute  an  entire  volmne  although  perhaps  only  one  para- 
graph has  reference  to  the  Investigation.  The  rest)lution  I  have 
ol  'ered  authorizes  the  Fe<leral  Trade  Commission  to  decide 
wiat  shall  be  printed  and  what  shall  not  be  printed. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  reason  I  was  led  to  ask  the  question  was 
tlat  several  Sf^nators  about  me  made  the  statement  that  It 
w)uld  cost  a  million  dollars  or  more.  I  was  just  wondering 
w  lether  that  could  be  so. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  think  this  will  add  anything  to  the 
c(st  of  printing  the  report  of  the  investigation  which  has  here- 
tcfore  been  authorized.  The  investigation,  of  course,  will  be 
ail  expensive  one,  but  I  have  no  Idea  what  It  will  cost. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  understand  this  Ls  a  Senate  resolution,  and 
under  the  law  there  could  only  be  printed  under  a  Senate  reso- 
le tion  a  limiteil  number  of  copies  of  any  document,  not  to 
63  ceed  a  certain  limited  cost. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  is  not  such  a  resolution  as  would  ordi- 
m  rily  be  referred  to  as  one  authorizing  printing  to  be  done. 
Tie  printing  is  now  authorized.  This  is  merely  intended  to 
cl?ar  the  atmosphere. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  In  the  nature  of  an  amendment  to  a 
fonner  resolution? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes:  it  refers  to  the  original  resolution 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
re  solution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

D.1NUEKS     l-EOM     FEDE3l.*X     CENTRALIZATION     AND     TRUST     DB\  ELOP- 
MENT — ADDRESS    BY    SENATOR    KING.    OF    ITAH 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanl- 
mms  consent  to  have  printed  In  the  Record  a  very  instructive 
ard  able  address  by  the  junior  Senator  fnun  Utah  [Mr.  KiNol 
over  the  Star  national  radio  forum  on  Saturday,  July  13,  1929, 
uron  a  most  timely  and  Important  subject,  "  Some  Dangers  from 
Federal  Centralization  and  Trust  Develoi)ment  " 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  here  printed,  as  follows : 

Jccently  I  was  asked  by  a  patriotic  American,  who  was  familiar 
wl  h  our  history,  and  with  recent  economic  and  political  changes,  the 
qu>Btion:  "  Wliat  la  the  future  of  this  Republic?"  He  and  others 
pnsent  bad  discussed  capitalistic  consolidatinns  taking  place  in  the 
United  States;  the  increasing  authority  and  power  of  the  F.-deral 
Goremment;  its  relations  to  Nicaragua;  its  support  of  Obregon  and 
Calles  and  the  present  government  in  Mexico;  its  claimed  special 
inierests  in  Central  America;  its  mlHtary  occupation  of  Haiti,  and. 
foi  a  time,  of  Santo  Domingo;  the  stupendous  investments  of  its 
elt  sens  in  varioos  parts  of  the  world;  Its  enormous  expenditures  for 
ml  itary  purposes ;  and  the  claim  not  infrequenUy  made,  that  it  was 
Im  )erUliaUcailj  inclined.     The«  and  other  questions  relating  to  eco- 
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noniic  and  p«)Utlcal  matters  are  being  arke<l  by  oitisens  of  the  United 
Stat»»8  in  all  pans  of  onr  wmutry.  There  i^  a  filing  among  gome  that 
iorces  are  op^ratinj;  within  oar  8o<-ial  and  political  orgflniKms,  which 
ihrertttMi  our  form  of  government  and  the  stability  of  onr  iustitntions. 

l'>rllticj«l  leaders  in  various  periods  have  gained  ai>pIauKe  by  extrava- 
>:Hnt  praise  of  thfir  respective  countries.  Not  infrequently  those  who 
chitllouged  attention  to  national  and  social  evils  and  dangers  H'ere  con- 
doiuued.  There  is  no  promise  of  immortality  to  this  or  any  other 
goverumnit.  Humau  institutions  rest  upon  in.secure  foundations  and 
their  tenure  of  life  i«  detorniined  by  their  conformity  to  the  principles 
of  morality  and  justice. 

This  Republic  is  called  ui»n  to  ascertain  aud  demonstrate  whether 
or  not  millions  of  people  of  ditferent  national  origins  and  occupations 
and  living  in  a  country  of  vast  extent,  are  capable  of  applying  the 
principles  of  democracy  and  maintaining  a  progressive  and  stable  gov- 
ernment.    That  is  its  mission. 

This  Ri-public  was  a  great  exi)crlmeut  and  a  few  there  were  in  ail 
the  world  who  believed  that  it  would  sunive  tlie  storms  of  a  century. 
Ltfivers  of  liberty  throughout  the  world  re;ited  their  hopes  upon  this 
expcrioieut.  Webster  declared  that  it  was  the  last  hope  of  mankind, 
•ud  if  it  should  be  proclalme*!  "  that  the  example  of  the  people  of 
Ameriia  had  Ijecome  an  argumrnt  against  an  experiment  of  free  govern- 
ment, the  kneil  of  jKjpular  liberty  would  l»€  sounded  throughout  the 
earth." 

It  has  been  dwlareil  by  students  and  i>oIitlcal  writers  that  a  l>emo- 
crutio  govornmeut  is  the  most  difflcult  to  maintain.  Maine,  In  his 
.^jiriont  I>»w,  avers  that  "  i)opular  sovereignty  is  characterized  by  great 
fragillt.v.  and  that  democracy,  of  all  forma  of  government,  is  by  far 
the  most  difficult ;  so  difficult  that  it  would  tax  to  the  utmost  all  the 
political  sagacity  and  statosmnnshlp  in  the  world  to  keep  it  from 
misfortune." 

Speaking  of  the  United  States,  Lord  Bryoe  declares  that  "If  the 
forces  which  have  led  more  than  a  hundred  inllllon  of  men  to  obey  that 
common  will  which  they  have  provld-tl  peaceful  means  for  ascertaining, 
if  by  these  forces  they  have  created  and  preserved  a  sentte  of  common 
dut.v  and  common  interest,  should  show  signs  of  decay,  what  hope  would 
n^maiu  for  the  wirrld?" 

Tb<'  responsibility  resting  ui>on  the  citizens  of  this  Republic  is  greater 
than  that  which  devolved  upon  any  p«»ople  in  any  age.  If  democracy 
fails;  if  it  has  those  inherent  weaknesses  which  portend  its  de«truction, 
what  hope  has  this  or  sui-ceeding  generations?  Speaking  for  myselt, 
1  lieliuvc  in  the  future  of  democracy.  It  is  not  only  the  peoples'  gov- 
ernment but  it  rests  upon  divine  authority.  1  am  reminded  of  the 
sUtement  of  the  French  deputy  when  he  declared,  "  March  without 
the  i>eople  and  you  march  into  the  night ;  their  instincts  are  a  finger- 
pointing  of  I'rovldence.'  I>eiuocracy  will  make  grievous  mistakes  but 
in  tlio  end  must  triuuipli.  i'rofessor  Sumner,  of  Yale,  once  said  that 
the  gfjvernmcnt  of  a  Roman  emperor,  a  crar,  a  sultan,  or  a  Napoleon, 
baa  beeu  only  a  raid  of  a  lot  of  hungry  sycophants  upon  the  subject 
mass  ;  that  the  aristocracy  of  Venice  and  other  city  states  had  been 
only  a  j>lutocratlo  oligarchy,  the  state  being  used  for  selfish  ends; 
"  that  derau4rracy  has  never  yet  b>^n  tried  enough  to  know  what  it  will 
do,  but  with  Jacobinism,  communism,  and  social  democracy  lying  In 
wait  for  it  on  one  side,  and  plutocracy  on  the  other,  its  promise  is  not 
greater  tiian  that  of  the  old  forms.  It  remains  to  be  proved  that 
deraooracy  pos»ess«>s  any  stability  and  that  It  can  guarantee  rights." 

It  rests  with  the  people  of  this  Republic  to  prove  the  essential  good- 
ness and  greatness  and  morality  of  democracy.  Of  course  its  success 
dei)ends  upon  the  character  of  the  people,  their  devotion  to  ethical  prln- 
cii)Io8,  their  appreciation  of  the  siiiritual  forces  oiwratlng  In  the  hearts 
of  men.  The  pathway  to  the  uplands  where  justice  reigns  Is  .steep  and 
ruggiHl — 

*•  Does  the  road  wind  uphill  all  the  way? 
Yea  ;  to  the  very  end  ; 
Will  tlie  day's  journey  take  the  whole  long  day? 
From  morn  to  night,  my  friend." 

Then:  arc  those  who  peroelre  iiarallels  between  thts  Nation  and 
nation*?  which  have  perished.  They  point  to  the  meJancholy  fate  of 
various  nations  of  the  past  and  the  causes  of  their  downfall.  Most  hls- 
toriai's  agree  that  departures  from  Justice  and  morality  were  the  pri- 
jiiar\  cau.ses;  that  the  aggressions  of  wealth,  the  exercise  of  unjust 
political  authority,  not  Infrequently  were  the  proximate  caaseg  of 
national  decadence  and  destruction.  Democracy  can  survive  only  where 
tliero  is  d'^votion  and  character  and  a  high  sense  of  justice.  Democracy 
is  more  than  an  institution,  it  is  a  moral,  ethical,  and  spiritual  force 
which  must  permeate  individuals  and  guide  their  lives.  It  demands 
vigllanc"— constant  and  unremitting,  and  implacable  opposition  to  every 
form  of  political  U8uri>ation  and  infringement  of  individual  rights. 

Tho  struggle  In  monarchJal  governments  was  to  protect  individual 
rights  against  the  aggressions  of  the  government ;  an  unending  struggle 
in  dom<xTatic  governments  is  to  secure  the  rights  of  individuals,  not 
only  against  aggressions  by  the  government  but  against  the  assaults  of 
majorities.  Democratic  governments  should  be  concerned  In  the  protec- 
tion  of  the  indlvMua!,   and  one   of  the  dangers   in   democracies  is   the 


tendency  of  majorities  to  oppress  th«  individual.  John  Stuart  Mill,  ta 
his  picas  for  liberty,  expressed  fear  bei^^ause  of  tyranny  of  majorities, 
even  In  democracies,  which  he  inslst.Kl  was  among  th»  evils  against 
which  feociety  Is  required  to  be  on  its  guard. 

It  is  obvious  to  the  most  casual  student  of  our  Government  that  our 
dual  form  of  government  is  b.ing  Imjwriied.  As  1  have  Indicaftl  it 
was  not  belitved  by  political  philosophers  of  the  pa^t  that  there  could 
bo  duality  in  govcrnmom.  They  conc-iv.'d  only  a  unitary  form  of  gov- 
ernment, bi-llevlng  that  sovereignty  was  IntUvUible;  tlw^  could  not 
(onci'lve  that  tlu-re  couKl  be  an  indestructible  union  of  iude.structlblo 
states;  tliat  the  fiinctioH^  apix^ctaining  to  ?uvemment  <ould  be  divided, 
the  ruTtional  being  clothed  with  authority  definite  and  certain  and 
charged  with  the  performance  of  limited  and  spevifled  duties,  and  the 
state  or  local  sovereignty  possessing  complete  power  and  unrestricted 
authority  e8|pntial  to  the  execution  of  vital  and  important  respousi- 
bilities  placed  upon  it  by  the  people  tht-mselves. 

There  are  jwiiticai  writ^-rs  of  our  day  who  InsLsl   that  a  dual   form 
of  government  such  as  Is  providi-d  in  the  Conjititutiou  can  not  survive: 
that  the  centrifugal  forces  are  so  powerful  that  the  States  will  siK^ner 
or  later  be  drawn  within  the  powerful  graiip  of  the  Kt-deral  Government 
and  lose  their  vilaJlty  if  not  their  names.     These  writers  iusi.st  that  the 
unitary    form   of   government   will    finally    prevail,    as    it   has   pr«-vailc«d 
Sooner  or  later  in  all  nation.-* ;  that  the  future  of  this   R.'pul»lic  is  not 
democracy,   not  stronger    units   of  local   s«-lf  government,    not    sovereign 
States,  not  the  a-^ertioii  or  maint^^nance  of  a   nion-  rngged  Individual- 
ism, but  the  n^vcrse.     They  ste  the  Stat<^  weakene«I  until  they  become 
mere  shadows  of  the  puissant  organizations  conteniplati'd  by  the  fathers. 
They   t-eo  a    powerful   Federal   Government    b*T(>ming   more  bur«'aiu'ratic 
and   more  orani|K)tent,   not  only   with   respe<'t   to   the   States  but    in   its 
relation  to  Individuals  within  the  States,  until  finally  uot  only  the  so- 
calk-d   "indestructible    Slates"   but    the   individuals   themselves  will   be 
swallowed  up  and  their  identiiy  lost  in  a  consolidated  government  unre- 
stricted in  authority- 
One  of  the  most  important  problems  confronting  the  .\merican  inople 
to-day  is  to  prevent  the  absorption  of  the  States  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment and  to  make  local  life  real,  to  revivify  the  States,  and  to  awaken 
the  dendened  spirit,  so  that  it  will  lead  to  virile,  Intelligent,  patriotic, 
and    successful    self-government.     There   must    be    an    uhsertion    of   sov- 
ereignty by  the  States  which  will  be  more  than  anemic  nflexes  of  tlie 
Federal  Government.     Individuals  and  States  must  derhe  their  strength 
as  plants  from  the  soil.     Their  nutrition  that  will  give  vitality— mental, 
intellectual,  and  political — must  come   from   within  the   States  and   not 
from  without. 

Mr.  Lincoln  in  his  first  mes.sago  to  Congress  stated  ; 
"  To  maintain  inviolate  the  rights  of  the  States  to  order  and  control, 
under  the  Constitution,   their  own  affairs  by   their  own   judgment,   and 
exclusively,  is  essential  for  the  preservation  of  that  balance  of  power 
on  which  our  institutions  rest." 

In  a  letter  to  Joseph  Cabel.  Jefferson  a>>ked,  "  What  has  destroje<l 
the  liberty  and  the  rights  of  man  in  every  government  which  has  ever 
existiHl  under  the  stin?  The  generalizing  and  concentrating  all  cares 
and  powers  into  one  body,  no  matter  whether  of  the  autocrats  of  Russia 
or  France  or  of  the  aristocrats  of  a  Venetian  Senate." 

There  Is  no  more  important  question  before  the  American  people 
than  that  involved  in  the  preservation  of  tlie  States  In  all  their  vigor, 
authority,  and  power.  If  the  States  are  compounded  Into  a  general 
mass,  if  they  cease  to  be  sovereign  and  supreme  In  their  domestic 
concerns,  then  our  form  of  government  Is  destroyed.  That  there  are 
foives  at  work  undermining  the  States,  weakening  their  authority  nt^d 
destroying  their  prestige,  no  one  can  deny.  It  Is  as  treasonable  to  at- 
tack the  sovereignty  of  the  States  as  It  would  be  to  make  war  upon  the 
Federal  C.overnment.  Local  self-government  lies  at  the  very  founda 
tlon  of  a  free  country.  It  Is  one  of  the  most  pre-ious  of  onr  heritages. 
"  It  is  tlie  school  In  which  independence  and  liberty  were  bretl."  This 
Is  not  a  question  of  bringing  to  life  a  dead  State  rights  df>ctriiie ;  it 
Is  dealing  with  a  fundamental  question  of  political  8<lence.  The  ques- 
tion of  local  self-government  and  the  principle  of  the  sovereignty  of 
the  States  is  not  a  dead  Ispue.  It  is  one  of  the  most  vital  problems  In 
oar  body  politic,  l^ese  United  States  cover  a  vast  territory.  possi'.s».inR 
every  variety  of  soil  and  climate  and  inhabited  hy  millions  of  |>e<iple. 
many  of  whom  come  from  other  lands.  They  have  differ'^nt  physical 
environments  and  varied  historical  conditions.  They  have  different 
customs,  manners,  and  thoughts.  While  essentially  one  people  along 
purely  national  lines,  there  are  differences,  as  there  should  be  and  miisT 
be  If  local  government  survives  and  IndividnHllsm  Is  preserved. 
A  brilliant  write*  has  declared: 

"  Everywhere  we  have  diversity,  plurality.  It  seems,  iud<!ed,  time  to 
admit  Its  existence.  It  is  really  difflcult  to  understand  what  sp<H-ial 
merit  attaches  to  unity.  Germany  points  proudly  to  tho  complete 
absence  of  differences  among  her  citizens.  •  •  •  We  prefer  a  coun 
try  where  the  sovereignty  is  distributed,  where  the  richness  of  the  cor- 
porate lives  is  Insurance  against  such  sterility  of  outlook.  The  price 
of  liberty  Is  exactly  divergence  of  opinion  on  fundamental  questions." 

There  are  those,  perhaps,   who  belong  )o   the   "cult  of  standardhw 
tion,"    who    seek    uniformity    of    thought    and    outlook.     1'bey    would 


I*'  ..' 


i 


la 


3516 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


destroy  indiTtdualisin,  local  commanity  spirit,  and  aoTereifii  States,  and 
gOTem  th<>  people  by  a  strong  ceutralizi^l  authority  functioning  at  the 
National  Capital. 

What  ia  needed  to-day  l»  a  renaissance  of  the  spirit  of  State  rights 
and  local  self  Korernment.  of  revolt  against  Fed<>ral  n^iurpntions,  and  a 
determination  to  resist  the  centralizinEC  and  ct-ntricai  ffirce*  which  arv 
drawing  the  States  within  the  swirling  maelstrom  of  this  new 
fed«Tiili»m. 

Henry  Clay  said  that  we  must  foster  a  ^t^ong  and  wholesome  State 
pride. 

It  la  not  a  question  of  preserving  •  the  National  Government,  but 
whether  the  Federal  Government  shall  destroy  the  sovereign  States. 
A  gifted  writer  has  recently  Kpolcen  of  the  "  vanishing  rights  of  the 
States."  It  was  not  an  Idle  statement :  it  w:i.s  a  solemn  and  melancholy 
declaration  of  an  undeniable  fact.  I'nfortunately  mankind  possena 
■hort  memories  like  the  chattering  Bandalogs  in  Kipling's  Jungle  stories 
and  forcet  the  causes  that  lead  to  the  rlownfsll  of  nations. 

Burke,  speaking  of  the  Revolutionary  fathers,  comments  upon  their 
fctudy  of  legal  principles  which  produced  acute  and  dextrous  minds  and 
gave  I  hem  mental  resources.  Ho  referred  to  their  studies  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  government  and  to  the  fact  that  they  anticipated  evils  and 
Bought  to  guard  against  them.  Have  we  those  superb  and  valuable 
qualities? 

A  ixjwerful  bureaucracy  i.<  being  established  in  the  United  States  with 
almost  unlimited  power.  .More  than  half  a  million  persons  are  clothed 
with  I'etleral  authority  and  constittite  a  part  of  the  great  bureaucracy 
nndtr  wldch  we  live.  The  activities  of  the  Federal  Government  are 
bein:;  txteuded  Into  nimist  every  home  of  the  land.  Thrf>ugh  its  number- 
less agencies,  bureaus,  deiKirtments,  and  instrument^ilities  It  is  exercis- 
ing power,  a  |>ortlon  of  which,  it  is  b«'Iieved  by  n\nDy.  it  does  not 
possi"-*  under  the  Con.<tltntion.  Paternalism  is  growing,  and  side  by 
side  with  it  soclnlisra  strides  with  vigorous  step,  while  bureaucracy 
m«r<  h^-s  with  triumphant  banners  throughout  the  land.  The  melancholy 
pictiuv  is  prefi'uted  of  many  of  the  people  shirking  domestic  and  leirul 
resiHiiisibllities.  tn-traying  their  States,  and  contributing  to  their  decline 
by  giving  support  to  Fetier.nl  <iggrt>sslon  and  P>  leral  bureaucratic  gov- 
ernmrnt.  The  States  are  being  devitalized  and  local  governmental  units 
exhlMt  a  depressing  form  of  atrophy.  Students  of  history  do  not  fall 
to  discover  analogies.  If  not  parallels,  between  powerful  nations  of  the 
past  whose  tragic  fate  historians  p^irtray.  Aggressions  of  the  executive 
departments  of  our  Government  and  its  increasing  power,  much  of 
whieh  was  not  granted  under  the  Constitution,  no  longer  pro%-oke3 
serious  oppi>sition  or  resintment  among  many  of  the  people. 

Unfortunately,  the  idea  of  uniformity  of  thought  and  conduct  and 
iueals  and  standardization  of  the  lives  of  the  people  haa  become  a 
dogniM  and  an  obsession,  and  to  accomplish  this  result  Federal  control 
over  individuals  and  States  is  urged  with  increasing  vigor,  though 
constirutional  limitations  upon  the  Federal  Government  are  disre- 
garfied.  It  la  apparent  that  reverence  for  the  fundamental  law  of  the 
hind  is  diminishing,  and  many  citizens  treat  with  contemptuous  scorn 
apptals  to  the  Constitution  against  legislation  destructive  of  personal 
liberty  and  the  rights  of  the  States. 

There  is  a  growing  demand  that  the  Federal  Government  project 
Itself  into  the  States  and  that  it  take  over  their  functions  and  responsi- 
bilities. Demands  are  made  that  the  Federal  Government  shall  con- 
struct local  highways,  provide  educational  facilities,  supply  revenues 
for  nohools.  provide  for  and  take  over  the  public  health  of  the  people, 
grant  old-age  pensions,  provide  all  forms  of  insurance,  control  all  per- 
8»>ns  iimier  18  years  of  age,  perform  the  police  functions  of  the  States 
enact  criminal  statutes  covering  substantially  all  offenses  defined  In 
criminal  codes,  fnrnisb  financial  aid  and  assistance,  together  with 
technical  advice  not  only  for  agriculturists  but  for  those  engaged  In 
most  bi:siness  activities.  The  individuals,  the  homes,  the  local  com- 
munities, and  the  States  are  to  be  the  wards  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, which  is,  through  bureaus  and  Federal  agencies  and  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  Federal  employees,  to  perform  the  duties  of  a  b«Mievo- 
lent  despot  or  a  benignant  father. 

The  Government  is  to  engage  in  private  businersg,  construct  and 
operate  a  merchant  marine,  erect  power  plants,  generate  electrical 
energy  and  sell  and  distribute  the  sjime  to  the  people,  end  supply 
money  raised  by  taxation  to  industries  or  individuals  that  may  not  be 
prosperous.  It  would  appear  that  the  Constitution  has  become  a  sealed 
book,  or  its  provisions  regarded  as  obsolete.  But  we  still  maintain 
a  democratic  vocabulary,  perhaps  for  convenienee,  much  in  the  same 
manner  as  thalers  issued  in  the  reign  of  Marie  Theresa  are  preserved 
by  persons  living  on  the  shores  of  the  Red  Sea.  The  amendments  fol- 
lowing the  eleventh  amendment  to  the  Constitution  either  deprived  the 
States  of  powers  or  vested  in  the  F»'deral  Government  concurrently 
with  the  Sutes  authority  which  theretofore  belonged  only  to  the 
latter.  Under  the  Federal  system  centralising  tendencies  not  only  were 
checked  but  Interdicted.  The  tnie  Federal  system  provides  a  check 
both  upon  the  central  Government  and  the  people  themselves.  Are  we 
forgetting  that  this  was  a  contribution  made  by  America  to  political 
science  ? 


Democracy  is  more  than  a  form  of  government ;  it  is  an  ideal.  De- 
mi >cracy  requires  that  the  citizens  feel  a  vital  intere.st  In  their  state 
gfliremments.  Democracy  in  government  can  not  remain  a  vital  thing 
u I  less  the  Individuality  and  autonomy  of  local  governmental  Institu- 
thns  are  retained  and  in  which  the  people  can  take  an  interest,  and 
have  personal  contact  with  the  leaders  and  see  the  actual  results  of 
democracy.  Without  this  Demos  becomes  disinterested,  and  a  "  de- 
mocracy with  a  disinterested  Demos  is  probably  less  fortunate  than  a 
despotism  with  a  benevolent  despot." 

Sreat   Britain   is  Jeaniing   the   art  of  local   self-government,   and   her 

ninions  are  not  losing  their  affection  for  the  mother  country  because 

the  political   deceutnilization    which   Is   being  accomplished   and    the 

political   Independence  granted.     Centralization   of  authority  is 

irays  followed  by  an  oppressive  bureaucracy.     Scores  of  Federal  or- 

izations  and  bureaus  have  been  created,  and  more  are  being  projected, 

these  will  soon  call  for  a  million  of  Federal  employees  whose  com- 

pe*sation  will  annually  exceed  a  billion  of  dollars.     Bureaus  proimdgate 

ujnberless  rules  and  regulations  which  have  the  force  of  penal  statutes. 

citiseq  may  longer  know  the  law  becau.se  it  is  in  part  formulated 

Federal  bureaus  and  depaitmental  officials,  and  not  always  in  har- 

mohy  wlthUaw  or  constitutional  limitations.     It  has  been  said  that  this 

no  longer  a   government   of  law   administered   by   the   courts,   but   a 

government  of  bureaus  and  officeholders.     We  suffer  from  administrative 

as  well  as  "legislative  enactments,  which  seek  to  control  the  thoughts 

habits  and  lives  of  the  people.     This  movement  enlarges  national 

Ihority    and    has    diminished    local    self-government    and    individual 
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r.  Coolidge.  when  President,  declared  : 

No  plan  of  centralization  has  ever  been  adopted  which  did  not  re- 
in bureaucracy,  tyranny,  inflexibility,  reaction,  and  decline.  Of 
forms  of  government  those  aduuni.stered  by  bureaus  are  almut  the 
leait  satisfactory  to  an  enlightened  and  progressive  people.  Being  Irre- 
spoQslble  they  become  autocratic,  and  being  autocratic  tbey  resist  all 
velopment.  Unless  bureaucracy  is  constantly  resisted  It  breaks  down 
rep'esentatlve  government,  and  overwhelms  democracy.  It  is  tlie  one 
element  In  our  institutions  that  sets  up  the  pretenfie  of  having  authority 
ovcj-  everybody  and  being  responsible  to  nobody.  •  •  •  The  national 
nistratlon  Is  not  and  can  not  l)e  adjusted  to  the  needs  of  lo<al  gov- 
ernfcuent.  It  is  too  far  away  to  be  informed  of  local  needs,  tiw  in- 
ac<TS^lhle  to  l»e  responsive  to  local  conditions.     •     •     •  " 

our  democratic  institutions  are  to  survive,   we  should   be  brought 
to  fundamental  principles  and  should  realize  that  In  the  division 
powers  between  States  and  the  Nation   the  larger  portion,  including 
nej^Iy  all  that  which  touches  the  interests  of  the  people  in  their  ordi- 
business   relations   and   in   their   family   and   social    life,    were   re- 
to  the  States.     All  that  related  to  the  family  and  to  the  domes- 
relations,  the  administration  and  distribution  of  estates,  the  forms 
contract  and  conveyance,  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  order  in  the 
,  the  punishment  of  common  law  offenses,  the  making  of  provision 
education,  for  public  highways,  for  the  protection  of  personal  liberty 
worship,  all   these  powers  wen-   withheld   from   the  Jurisdiction   of 
Federal  Government  and  retained  by  the  States,  and  their  retention 
calculated  to  give  to  the  body  of  the  people  a  larger  interest  in  a 
prdper  administration  of  State  authority  tlian  in  that  of  the  Nation. 

THE    TRCST  QUESTION 

of  the  most  vital  questions  affecting  not  only  our  economic  but 
political  life  grows  out  of  the  organization  of  trusts  and  monopo- 
in  nearly  every  branch  of  finance  and  industry.  Not  many  years  ago 
thet"e  was  an  almost  universal  demand  that  State  and  National  laws 
be  enacted  to  prevent  combinations  in  restraint  of  trade,  and 
various  forms  of  trust  and  monopoly  that  were  appearing  in  all 
of  the  laud.  The  people  believed  that  monopoly  was  a  hateful 
iig  and  that  trusts  and  combinations  to  restrain  trade  and  to  de- 
competition  were  injurious  to  the  welfare  of  the  people.  The 
Shaman  antitrust  law  and  later  the  Clayton  Act  were  aimed  at  trusts 
monoiwlies.  The  Federal  Trade  Commission  was  created  to  prevent 
r  practices  and  to  aid  in  preventing  monopolistic  evils.  Courts 
held  that  combinations  seeking  to  restrict  production  or  raise 
prices  or  restrain  trade  were  illegal  and  that  a  combination  of  competing 
to  control  the  price  or  to  limit  production  or  suppress  com- 
tlon  was  contrary  to  public  iwlicy  and  void, 
"^here  has  been  no  sustained,  vigorous  effort  to  enforce  these  laws, 
as  a  result  trusts  and  monopolies  have  multiplied  and  capitalistic 
confcolidatious  have  been  formed  which  in  spirit,  if  not  in  letter,  have 
con|travened  one  or  more  of  the  antitrust  laws.  The  people  are  dazzled 
the  almost  astronomical  figures  employed  in  measuiing  the  wealth 
ndlvlduals  derived  from  monopolistic  organizations  and  of  consoU- 
datM  companies  which  have  been  formed.  The  revolt  against  trusts 
seel  as  to  have  subsided,  or  at  least  the  voice  of  opposition  has  been 
parilyzed.  Gigantic  mergers  In  nearly  every  line  of  business  are  In- 
cret  sing,  and  are  defended  uixm  economic  grounds ;  and  billions  of 
cap  tnl  arc  being  massed  to  secure  the  control  of  banks,  trust  companies, 
Industrial  and  business  plants,  and  organizations.  The  small  corpora- 
and  persons  of  limited  means  arc  twlng  absorbe<l  or  destroyed  by 
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the  advancing  hosts  of  big  business  which  leave  behind  the  mangled 
remains  of  thousands  of  individuals  who  have  been  crushed  beneath  this 
modTU  jugg<^rnaut.  It  is  claimed  by  some  that  these  great  consolida- 
tions contribute  to  the  centralizing  of  political  and  governmental  au- 
thority. If  the  wealth  of  tiie  country  is  controlled  by  a  few,  the 
political  power  of  the  many  will  be  weakened  and  the  National  Oov- 
emmi'nt  will  increase  Its  authority,  thus  affecting  the  citadels  of 
democracy  and  local  self-government. 

Mr.  Andrae  Siegfried,  in  his  recent  book  America  Becomes  of  Age, 
submits  ol>servatlous  which  challenge  attention.  lie  refers  to  the  use 
of  machinery  or  standardization,  to  our  intettslfieil  division  and  organ- 
isation of  labor  resulting  in  a  "  supercollectlvt-lsm  which  he  declares  is  a 
grave  risk  for  the  individual.'  The  Integrity  of  the  Individual  is 
seriously  threatened,  not  only  as  a  producer  but  as  a  consumer  as  welL 
He  refers  to  the  fact  that  American  workmen  may  have  a  house,  a 
bath,  and  a  car,  and  he  fears  that  these  are  obtained  "at  a  tragic 
price — no  less  than  the  transformation  of  millions  of  workmen  into 
automatons."  He  calls  attention  to  some  forms  of  American  industry 
whidi  results  in  the  standardization  of  the  workman  himself,  so  that 
artisanship  has  no  place  In  the  New  World,  and  that  its  disappearance 
there  has  dissipated  '*  certain  conceptions  of  mankind  which  Europeans 
consider  the  very  basis  of  civilization."  He  declares  that  "  to  express 
his  own  p«.'rsonality  through  his  creative  efforts  is  the  ambition  of 
every  Frenchman,  but  it  is  Incompatible  with  mass  production." 

He  further  states  that  "•  •  •  once  it  is  admitted  that  their 
conception  of  society  is  materialistic  in  sp.te  of  the  idealism  of  its 
leaders,  it  is  only  logical  that  the  doctrine  of  efficiency  should  become 
the  central  Idea  of  the  country.  To-day  in  America  no  sacrifice  is  too 
great  to  tie  endured  for  this  sacred  principle.  There  is  no  possible 
escape.  Big  profits  overshadow  liberty  in  all  Its  forms,  and  the  eier- 
dM  of  intelligence  is  encouraged  only  if  it  fits  in  with  this  common 
aid.  Anyone  who  turns  aside  to  dabble  in  res«>arch  or  dilettantism  is 
regarded  as  almost  mentally  perverted.  Hence  a  growing  tendency  to 
reduce  all  virtues  to  the  primordial  ideal  of  conformity  •  •  •.  An 
Important  transformation  of  society  results  from  this  conc»ntration  of 
wiergy  on  the  one  supreme  object  of  ma8#  production.  The  individual, 
having  become  a  means  rather  than  an  end,  accepts  his  rOle  of  cog  in 
the  immense  machine  without  giving  a  passing  thought  to  the  effect  on 
hie  personality.  Heligion,  also  enrolled  in  the  movement,  exalts  pro- 
duction as  an  ideal  akin  to  the  mysticism  of  life  and  of  human  progress. 
The  ideal  of  '  service '  sanctities  this  collaboration  and  its  sai>erb 
material  rewards.  Caught  between  the  atrophied  individual  and  the 
everdiscipllned  community,  the  family  finds  its  field  of  action  greatly 
restricted  ;  for  in  the  eyes  of  the  apostles  of  efficiency  the  family  is 
regarded  as  «  barrier  impeding  the  current.  '  Mr.  Siegfried  refers  to 
the  tendency  of  American  society  to  "  adopt  an  aspect  of  practical 
collectivenesa  which  is  subtly  andermining  the  liberty  of  Individuals 
and  restricting  his  outlook  to  such  an  extent  that  without  go  much  as 
regretting  or  realizing  it  he  himself  assents  to  his  own  abnegation." 

The  views  of  this  acute  critic  may  be  extreme  and  perhaps  inac- 
curate. Undoubtedly  they  will  be  resented  by  many  Americans.  I 
submit,  however,  that  our  industrial  and  economic  situation  is  in- 
fluencing— if  not  determining — our  political  views  and  shaping  our 
political  institutions.  The  influences  controlling  trade,  commerce,  bnsi- 
ness.  Industrial,  and  economic  conditions,  too  often  direct  and  drive  the 
thoughts  of  the  people  into  materialistic  channels.  It  la  conceded  by 
some  that  more  and  more  our  lives  arc  influenced  by  capitalistic  views 
•t  the  expense  of  those  ideals  and  principles  of  democracy  that  exist 
only  when  the  true  spirit  of  democracy  prevails  In  political,  social, 
and  industrial  activities. 

There  are  those  who  contend  that  the  gr>'at  consolidations  of  wealth 
which  are  taking  place  In  the  United  States,  and  the  development  of  an 
economic  system  which  seeks  the  greatest  possible  production,  thongh 
individnalism  is  destroyed,  will,  if  conUnue<l.  overthrow  democracy  and 
destroy  initiative  and  independence,  and  produce  a  condition  of  mental. 
If  not  moral,  Inertia  that  will  lead  to  a  modified  f<'udal  system. 

That  profound  economic  and  industrial  changes  arc  taking  place  In 
the  United  States  is  conceded  by  all.  What  the  consequences  will  be  it 
is  difficult  to  determine.  It  is  apparent  though  that  we  have  come  to 
a  parting  of  the  ways.  A  new  economic  perio^l  has  come.  It  may  be 
called  the  mechanical  era  or  the  age  of  consolidations  and  tmsts.  The 
progress  and  development  of  our  country  have  been  attributed,  and 
Justly  80,  to  the  superb  qualities  posst^ssed  by  the  American  people 
(largely  the  product  of  our  democratic  Institutions),  to  their  courage, 
Independence,  and  initiative,  and  to  the  competitive  opportunities 
affordeil  them  in  the  various  fields  of  human  endeavor.  The  rural  com- 
uiiuiitles,  the  farina,  and  small  cities  and  towns  have  contributc-d  men 
of  genius  and  ability,  who  have  added  to  the  strength  and  wealth  of 
tlie  States,  as  well  as  to  the  National  Government.  This  policy,  which 
h»H  advanced  our  Nation  to  the  eminence  which  it  enjoys.  Is  believed  by 
niany  to  be  now  challenged;  and  If  we  are  to  believe  the  financial 
prophets  and  powerful  business  representatives,  it  is  to  be  discarded 
and  rnthleiiNly  cast  upon  the  scrap  heap. 

perhaps  thi.'*  is  inevitable.  The  railroads,  which  were  at  one  time 
denii'cl  opporiunity  to  consolidate  if  they  were  competitive,  are  now  to 
be  forced  Into  huge  consolidations.     Mr.  Ford  declares  that  all  power 


companies  should  be  consolidated  and  m.  rged  and  brought  under  tho 
control  of  one  orgaulsatlon.  Hnndreds  of  small  hanks  are  to  be  ab- 
sorbed, and  n  few  giant  organizations  are  to  control  the  ereillts  of  the 
country.  An  economic  revolution  If  going  on  In  onr  <x>untrv.  Tru-^ts 
and  monopolies  have  ruthlessly  attacko^l  competitors  and  deetroy.«d  or 
absorbed  many.  The  prewnt  economic  movement.  If  not  curl>ed  will 
within  a  few  years  profoundly  affect  our  entire  economic  and  industrial 
life.  Mass  production  has  be.ome  a  fetish,  and  efforts  arc  mn.le  to 
8e<-uie  the  ciintrol  of  production  by  gigantic  Industrial  units. 

The  secretary  of  the  Americau  I-^ederation  of  Labor  has  puhliely 
declared  In  favor  of  repealing  the  antitrust  laws,  and  agrteuliurists  of 
the  United  States  are  cxclud<^  from  the  provisions  of  these  enactments, 
and  apparenUy  there  la  a  subsidence  of  that  violent  opposition  which 
for  years  manifested  itself  against  monopolies  and  tru.vt.«. 

When  In  Rusaia  a  few  years  ago,  in  conversation  with  hading  liolnhe- 
vtets,  I  learned  that  they  looked  with  satisfaction  uixm  the  growlug 
power  of  trusts  in  the  United  States,  and  the  economic  and  industrial 
poUdes  which  they  declared  would  result  in  an  oppressive  industrial 
system.  Some  of  those  with  whom  I  sp<ike  predicted  that  socialism  was 
inevitable  where  a  limited  numl)er  of  corporations  or  individuals  con- 
trolled the  wealth  of  a  country.  It  is  certain  that  the  American  p^^jple 
will  not  submit  to  economic  conditions  which  mass  the  great  produ.tlve 
resources  of  the  country  in  the  hands  of  monopolistic  organizatio.w. 
If  the  competitive  system  is  not  permitted  to  operate,  then  It  is  believed 
by  many  even  in  our  own  country  that  measures  will  be  adopti-d 
by  the  Federal  Government  for  the  control  of  substantUUy  all  forms  of 
interstate  commerce.  The  American  people  will  not  be  willing  for  trust* 
to  control  their  economic  life. 

There  are  serious  objections  to  the  Federal  Government  i-eg\Uating  in 
an  effective  manner  all  interstate  activities.  But,  in  my  opinion,  many 
will  prefer  Federal  control  and  supen,'islon  than  monopolistic  control 
of  our  economic  and  industrial  life. 

In  my  opinion  all  the  virtues  attributed  to  mass  production  and  the 
boasted  economics  resulting  from  gigantic  corporate  control  of  indns- 
trleg  are  not  entirely  Justified.  That  those  who  are  apologists  for  this 
Industrial  system  fall  to  take  Into  account  many  factors.  I  think  must 
be  conceded  by  all  who  give  serious  consideration  to  the  subject.  That 
there  are  evils  resulting  from  consolidated  capitalistic  control  of  IndUK- 
try  must  be  admitted  by  all.  Among  the  evils  are  the  profound  effetts 
upon  the  character  of  the  people.  Their  Initiative  and  ludependonce 
will  t»e  weakened  and  the  moral  qualities  of  society  modified. 
Mr.  William  W.  Cook,  an  able  writer  and  jurist,  says: 
"  The  same  objections  that  apply  to  displacing  country  bankers  by 
branch-bank  managers  apply  to  displacing  Independent  manufacturers 
by  local  managers.  A  superintendent  differs  from  au  owner.  Decision 
of  character  is  more  important  than  a  favorable  balance  sheet.  A  fight- 
ing captain  Is  better  than  the  sutler  in  the  commissary.  \  hundred 
thousand  resourceful,  vigilant,  and  successful  competitors  mean  more  to 
the  general  tone  of  America  than  a  thousand  men  carrying  out  orders 
from  headquarters.  The  local  independent  manufacturer  Is  a  power  in 
his  town  and  rarely  thinks  of  moving  to  a  large  city,  but  the  trust  is 
apt  to  dismantle  Isolated  factories  and  concentrate  th-m  In  cities.  It  is 
a  question  as  to  how  far  the  big  overcapitalized  trusts  can  compete  with 
foreigners  if  the  tariff  protection  is  withdrawn.  The  day  of  the  little 
manufacturer  may  come  again,  and  certain  It  is  that  he  la  more  valu- 
able in  solving  American  problems  than  all  the  trusts  that  ever  were 
formed.  It  may  be  that  great  combinations  with  mass  production 
cheapening  costs  have  come  to  stay,  but  they  arc  always  trying  to  influ- 
ence the  Government  to  aid  them  by  tariff  laws,  foreign  Intervention, 
political  appointments,  or  in  other  ways,  and  their  methods  of  influene- 
ing  government  are  not  always  above  reproach."     •     •     • 

There  is  something  in  this  world  more  important  than  wealth,  riches, 
and  power.  Nations  as  well  as  men  may  gain  the  whole  world  and  lose 
their  own  souls.  Rome  fell  in  love  with  her  own  mass  and  power,  for- 
getting her  obligations  to  her  citizens  and  losing  all  sense  of  propor- 
tion. I  do  not  think  we  will  follow  her  footsteps.  No  nation  ever 
had  such  responsibilities  resting  upon  it  as  has  this  Republic.  It  Is  in 
a  position  to  lead  the  world,  not  only  in  the  science  of  government  hut 
in  all  movements  contributing  to  world  fellowship  and  world  peace. 
Removed  from  the  antagonisms  and  deep-seated  animosities  of  other 
lands,  this  Nation  is  in  a  position  to  materially  influence  the  lives  and 
thoughts  of  the  people  of  the  world  and  to  lead  the  way  from  mad 
ambitions.  Imperialistic  policies,  and  movements  calculated  to  produce 
international  conflicts. 

This  Republic  can  wear  the  crown  of  leadership.  We  should  carry 
high  the  standard  of  democracy.  It  should  be  a  blazing  torch,  not  an 
ambulance.  Democracy  is  a  world  cult ;  like  Christianity,  it  binds  all 
races  and  peoples  and  unites  by  spiritual  ties  all  nations.  It  would  be 
a  grievous  injury  to  this  Nation,  and  to  democracy.  If  we  Iftst  the 
ideals  that  have  guided  us  and  failed  to  cooperate  with  other  nations 
in  promoting  world  peace,  and  in  securing.  If  nut  disarmament,  material 
limitation  in  military  armaments. 

To  work  well  we  must  look  to  the  end — not  death — but  the  good  of 
mankind.  Our  cotmtry  is  fair.  It  holds  in  its  arms  the  children  of 
this  generation  which,  under  Ood,  will  be  carried  to  high  station  and 
more  renown.     This  end  will  not  be  attained  by  wealth  alone,  oor  by 
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military  power.  Ttu-  world  teaches  the  lewon  that  In  the  end  tmtl 
and  Ju8tict>  and  rightt^msness  prevail  over  all  foes.  It  la  said  that  ai 
army  of  principles  will  penetrate  where  an  army  of  soldiers  will  not 
It  will  succeeed  where  diplomatic  management  will  fail ;  it  is  nelthei 
the  Rhlneland.  the  Ch.inncl,  or  the  ocean  that  will  arrest  its  progress 
it  will  march  on  the  horlion  of  the  world,  and  it  wiU  conquer. 


MAXGANESB— ADDJtt^JS  BY   WIIXIAM   B.   DALY.   OF  BITTE,    MONT 

-Mr.  WALSH  of  .Montana.  Mr.  President.  I  a.sk  that  then 
niay  »>e  printed  in  the  Hecobd  an  address  delivered  in  this  citj 
by^Mr.  William  B.  f>aly.  of  ISutte,  Mont.,  on  Monday  evening 
last,  on  the  subject  of  manganese. 

Then'  being  no  ohj.vtion.  the  address  was  ordered  to  be  printet 
In  the  K'ECORo.  a.s  follows: 

My  viBit  in  Washlugton  i«  for  the  purpose  of  attending  the  annual 
conv.niioii  of  the  Am.rlcan  Manganese  Producers  Association.  Tht 
company  which  I  nprcsent  produces  approximately  75,000  tons  of  man- 
ganese ore  per  year,  and  for  this  reason  is  Interested  in  the  proceedings 
of  the  ronyention. 

Sinc«'  my  arrival  hen-,  however.  1  have  heard  many  discussions  con 
ceniing  the  tariff  on  ln!|>orted  manganese  ore.  I  am  not  a  politician, 
nor  am  I  a  lobbyist— I  am  a  mining  man  and  I  have  been  so  engaged 
for  30  years. 

When  I  was  requested  by  the  president  of  our  asiwciatlon  to  address 
yon  at  this  dinner,  I  hesitated  in  accepting,  because  I  am  not  a  public 
speaker.  I  accepted  the  invitation  on  condition  that  I  would  speak  to 
you  as  a  mining  man  and  not  otherwise. 

The  use  of  manganese  in  the  manufacture  of  steel  U  so  well  known 
and  is  in  such  general  use  that  a  discussion  of  this  subject  is  unneces- 
sary. The  consumption  of  manganese  ore  in  the  United  States  accord- 
ing to  authentic  reports,  la  between  700.000  and  800,0(»0  tons  per  year 
The  greater  part  of  this  tonnage  is  imported  from  foreign  countries 
leaving  only  a  small  part  iis  yet  produced  in  this  country. 

A  tariff  of  1  cent  per  pound  of  metallic  mangjinese  content  was  placed 
on  mtinganew  ore  assaying  30  per  cent  or  more  in  1922.  An  effort  Is 
now  being  made  to  remove  this  tariff  and  place  manganese  ore  on  the 
free  list.  This  effort  is  not  only  being  resisted  by  the  manganese 
produc.Ts  bat  a  tariff  of  IV,  cents  per  pound  is  asked  for  instead 

1  have  listened  to  the  claim.s  made  by  both  sides  to  the  controversy 
and  I  lH>lleve  it  will  be  Intire.sting  at  this  time  to  analyze  them 

Those  who  are  in  favor  of  removing  the  tariff  make  five  main  claims 
as  follows :  ' 

First.  There  is  no  high  grade  and  very  little  low  grade  manganese  ore 
In  the  United  States. 

Swond.  If  there  were  a  large  tonnage  of  low-grade  ore,  there  U  no 
known  process  to  benefldate  It  to  a  product  acceptable  to  the  steel 
Industrj*. 

Third.  If  there  are  large  tonnages  of  low-grade  ore  and  it  could  be 
benefldated.  the  cost  wotild  be  prohibitive. 

Fourth.  The  tariff  was  placed  on  manganese  ore  in  1922  for  the 
purpose  of  stimulntfug  domestic  production,  and  that  the  producers 
have  had  ample  time  to  date  to  accomplish  the  result,  but  have  failed 
to  do  so. 

Fifth.  If  there  aro  mansanesenjre  reserves  in  this  country  they  should 
be  con.served  for  war  purposes. 

Oeutlemen.  these  claims  are  quite  definite  and  should  be  given  serions 
coDsiderntlon.     I  will  annljie  the  first  claim  : 

♦K'TT*'Tri.*t'"'  hUh-grade  and  very  little  low-grade  manganese  ore  in 
the  United  States."  I  desire  to  call  your  attention  to  this  map,  which 
shows  manganese-ore  deposits  in  216  locations  in  34  States.  This  man 
was  prepared  by  the  United  .States  Bureau  of  Mines  and  repriuc^ 
'L itlL  t°o?H  «i'»*"/'^«'«*^*«'  Survey  and  should  be  authentl^^ 
add  t ion  to  the  deposits  shown  on  this  map  there  are  other  deposits 
cont.iining  many  million  tons  of  low-grade  ore  aepostts 

-rJ  w.n  *v  *""'^"'^  '"  ®""'  *"**  PhUipsburg,  Mont.,  and  in  VlrglnU 
are  well  known  to  everyone.  It  i.  not  necessary  for  me  to  take  up 
your  time  in  d  s.ussing  the  216  deposits  shown  on  thl,  mV  It  Ts 
Bumclent  only  to  state  that  with  proper  development  and  with  the 
usual  success  in  mining  generally,  consequential  ore  bSles  wHl  t 
proven  in  a  majority  of  them.     The  analysis  of  this  cUdm  wo^ld  n^ 

f^wT^hil  ''T'"'  T'''""'  particularly  calling  your  attention  to  a 
few  of  the  larger  deposits. 

yJ^^'^T^?^  Manganese  Corporation,  with  properties  near  Chamber- 
f!  ^n^«J*'"'  °'  *'°°''"'''  ™a°^°^»  deposiU  which  can  produce 
from  50.000.000  to  100.000.000  tons  of  ore  assaying  16  per  cent      ThU 

1  Tt'  '\  r;""^  '^  '^•'°  ■'•  ^^'"^^  *  Co.,  well-kn^  c^Luing 
g^.logist«  of  Duluth.  Minn.  The  owners  of  this  property  welcot^e  af 
examination  by  the  Unlte^l  States  Geological  Survey  «t«/ time 

llu.  Chapin  Exploration  Co.,  with  properties  in  western  Arl«>na  and 
sou  he««tern  Nevada  and  with  headquarters  at  Kingman,  Ari^^oin  or 
control  manganese  deposits  which  can  produce  appro^mateTy^  ^  o^ 
^ns  of  ore  assaying   lo  ,.r  cent.     This  statement  1.  v^iCC'^ 

SuieJ  ««niln.Uon    by   the  United   State.   Oeologlcai 
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The  Cuyuna  Range  in  Minnesota  contains  about  50,000.000  tons  of 
manganese  ore  assaying  10  per  cent.  This  statement  is  also  verified 
by  Mr.  Lake. 

These  deposits  alone,  gentlemen,  without  including  the  other  200  or 
more,  give  a  total  of  from  150,000,000  to  200,000,000  tons,  or  enough 
manganese,  when  benefldated,  to  supply  this  country  for  from  50  to 
75  years. 

The  second  claim  made  by  the  proponents  of  free  trade  on  manganese 
ore  is  that  if  large  tonn.nges  did  exist  there  is  no  known  process  to 
beneficiate  them  so  that  the  product  will  be  acceptable  to  the  steel 
industry.  I  am  reliably  Informed  by  Mr.  K.  M.  Leute,  representing  the 
General  Manganese  Corporation  at  Chamberlain.  S.  Dak.,  that  a  leaching 
process  has  been  successfully  developed  whereby  the  ores  belonging  to 
his  company  can  be  benefldated  so  that  the  product  will  assay  about 
70  per  cent  manganese. 

I   am   also   reliably   Informed   by   Mr.    M.   C.    Lake,    representing   the 
Chapin   Exploration  Co..   of   Kingman.    Aria.,    that   the   Bradley  process 
which  is  ammonium-sulphate  leaching,  has  also  been  successfully  worked 
out  in  so  far  as  his  ores  are  concerned,  so  that  the  product  will  assay 
from  65  to  70  per  cent. 

The  Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Co.,  at  Anaconda,  Mont.,  has  worked 
out  a  successful  flotation  method  which  will  beneficiate  Its  rhodochrosite 
ores  at  Butte  from  25  per  cent  to  40  per  cent  and  at  the  same  time  re- 
ducp  the  silica  content  to  6  or  7  per  cent.  The  working  out  of  this 
process  has  trebled  the  reserves  in  Butte. 

Considerable  progress  has  been  made  by  the  United  States  Bureau  of 
Mines  in  working  out  methods  of  flotation  for  the  benefldation  of  both 
carbonate  and  oxide  manganese  ores. 

The  third  claim  is  that  the  cost  of  benefldation  is  prohibitive  From 
my  personal  knowledge  and  from  other  information  I  can  state  quite 
definitely  that  the  processes  described  are  simple  and  that  they  are 
Inexpensive. 

The  fourth  claim  made  is  that  the  producers  have  d<me  nothing  to 
stimulate  domestic  production   since   the   tariff  was  enacted      Tbe  his- 
tory of  every  metal-mining  development  and  every  metallurgical  process 
and   the  improvements   therefb.   have   covered   manv.    many  years      Let 
us    take    the   copper   industry    as   an    example.     The    largest    copper-ore 
bodies  in  the  world,  now  the  largest  producers,  were  known  for  many 
years,  and  some  of  them  for  a  century  or  more,   but  they  were  of  no 
value  to  man  during  the  time  stated  because  cheap  methods  of  mining 
and  improved  methods  of  metallurgy  had  not  yet  been  deveIope<l      They 
are  now  the  cheapest  producers  of  copper  in  the  world.     The  vast  ore 
reserves  of  Chill  Copper  at  Chuqulcamata.  Chile,  were  worked  at  some 
time   between    the   Inca   conquest,   which   occurred   about   1443    and   the 
Spanish  invasion  90  years  after.     They  were  known  for  over  400  vears 
but  they  were  not  profitably  operated  until  cheap  mining  and  leaching 
m*>thods   were  worked  out   during  recent  years.     The  large  reserves  of 
the    Utah    topper   Co.,    at    Bingham.    Utah,    were    known    for   40    vear. 
before  they  were  profitably  operated.      1  could  name  several  other  similar 
properties  but  time  does  not  permit. 

The  large  zinc  sulphide  ore  reserves  if  this  country  were  valueless 
in  fad.  ore  was  penalized  if  it  contained  any.  until  the  electrolytic  Einc 
proCBs  was  worked  out  by  Mr.  Fr^-derick  Laist.  chief  metallurgical 
manager  of  the  Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Co.  in  1915-16 

The  oil  industry  in  this  country  labored  for  many  years  before  it 
solved  its  problems  of  commercializing  all  of  its  by-products 

The  great  steel  Industry  required  nearly  100  years  before  attaining 
its  present  state  of  perfection.  At  first,  its  blast  furnaces  could  only 
handle  eight  tons  per  day  compared  with  600  to  1,000  tons  per  dav  at 
the  {.resent  time.  It  is  now  beneflciating  25  per  cent  of  its  iron  ore 
production.  It  1.  reported  that  the  high-grade  Iron  ore  deposits  In  the 
Lake   Superior   region   will   be  exhausted   within   20  years  and   between 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


nSdlt.?,  .;     M,!!"'  '','''"  "^  °^''"^   *°  '^^^'^  «*"*  ^-'"^^^  of  bene- 
flciating the  billions  of  tons  of  fine  grain  hematite  ore  assaying  between 

25  and  40  per  cnt  .so  that  it  can  be  made  a  commerdal  product 

th.  h2  LT''f '  '^'  *"*"'"  ""'^  tribulations  of  these  industries  and 
tS!  "^;^^"'^*^d  '°7°rk  out  their  many  problems,  and  when  I  consicr 
J^  to*TJ  '°''%'°,''  ''"^  ^'^^  by  the  manganese  Industry.  I  am 
forced  to  the  conclusion  that  this  last-named  Industry  has  made  far 
more  rapid  strides  than  the  others  " 

!11J  K         ^   «>n8erved    for   war   purposes.      This   claim    is    be«<t   an 

ZT.r'  '*"""^  ''"^  "  *'^  »"'""'^  «'  '"^^  «"t  -'"'-  i«  cor^t  that 
there  are  reserves  in  .this  country  which  will  provide  for  the  c^ntn?. 

.Tt'oToirirat^rs  '^r---  -^  --«^'^  --•  --"  -- 


that  since  1922  the  time  ha.  been  entirely  insufflcient  to  interest  capi- 
tal, develop  the  ore  reserves,  work  out  metallurgical  problems,  and  build 
plants  for  the  l^neflciatlon  of  the  low-grade  reserves ;  that  there  are 
suflldent  ore  reserves  to  fill  the  country's  requirements  for  a  hundred 
years  or  more ;  and  that  they  have  made  far  more  rapid  progress  than 
any  of  the  other  mining  industries. 

The  association  claims  that  its  members  can  not  pay  the  high  rate 
of  wages  now  enjoyed  by  American  workmen  and  at  the  same  time  com- 
pete with  the  cheap,  and  in  many  instances  convict,  labor  of  foreign 
countries  who  are  engaged  in  producing  manganese  ore.  They  also 
claim  that  the  manganese  business  is  an  infant  Industry  and  that  it  is 
entitled  to  the  same  protection  which  has  been  granted  in  the  past  to 
other  infant  industriea  that  have  since  grown  to  tremendous  propor- 
tions and  affluenre ;  that  If  the  relief  asked  for  is  denied  the  manganese 
business  must  necessarily  cease  to  exist  in  this  country  ;  and  that,  on 
the  other  hand,  if  the  relief  is  granted  the  manganese  business  will  grow 
and  devel'.p  into  one  of  the  country's  Important  industries. 

Capital  is  ready  and  anxious  to  invest  in  the  manganese  business,  but 
If  legislation  concerning  the  tariff  remains  indefinite  for  a  long  period 
It  will  seek  other  channels. 

6E3«ATOR  FROM   PEWNSYLVAIOA 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  tlie  resolution  (S. 
Res.  Ill)  submitted  by  Mr.  Norris  on  the  9th  instant,  declaring 
that  William  S.  Vare  is  not  entitled  to  a  seat  in  the  Senate  from 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  last  night  I  endeavored  to  point 
out  some  reasons  why  it  seemed  to  me  the  motion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  (Mr.  Watson]  to  postpone  the  consideration 
of  the  Vare  case  until  December  3  should  be  adopted.  Some  of 
the  Senators  who  are  now  present  were  not  here  last  night, 
and,  of  course,  did  not  hear  what  I  was  then  trying  to  say.  I 
do  not  wish  to  repeat  at  any  length  the  reasons  which  I  assigned 
yesterday.  They  were,  briefly,  first,  that  the  recital  in  the 
resolution  that  Mr.  Vare  has  recovered  his  heaJth  is,  I  am  told, 
wholly  incorrect  The  statement  was  made  by  some  of  the 
newspapers  front  which  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norbjs] 
read  that  Mr.  Vare  is  now  actively  engaged  in  conducting  a 
cainjMiign.  I  made  inquiry  as  to  that,  and  I  am  told  by  his 
ofliee  that  it  is  true  that  he  tried  to  hold  conferences  with  some 
of  the  political  workers  in  Philadelphia,  but  after  a  couple  of 
days  of  that  sort  of  effort  his  doctors  shut  down  on  it  abso- 
lutely, and,  although  the  campaign  is  now  at  its  height,  he  has 
been  ordered  by  them  some  time  ago  to  desist  entirely  from 
any  work  of  that  sort,  and  that  he  has  done  so.  The  statement 
was  made  aLso  that  the  newspapers  had  reported  that  he  had 
danced  at  his  daughter's  wedding.  I  showed,  I  think,  the 
falsity  of  that  rumor. 

The  most  important  reason  why  the  pending  resolution  ought 
to  go  over  until  December,  however,  is  the  fact  that  the  sul>- 
committee  of  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  has 
finished  a  2-year  Investigation  into  the  charges  nrade  In  the 
report  of  the  Reed  committee.  All  the  evidence  has  been  taken  ; 
I  understand  that  a  tentative  report  is  ready  for  submission  to 
members  of  the  full  committee,  and  that  the  full  committee 
will  meet  as  soon  as  the  two  absent  raetnbers  return  to  the  city. 

That  investigation  up  to  date  has  cost  |114,000  of  the  public 
money,  at  least ;  that  is  the  amount  of  warrants  that  have  been 
approved  by  the  CJourmittee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contin- 
geut  Expenses  of  the  Senate.  How  much  outstanding  debt 
there  is  which  will  have  to  be  paid  In  addition  to  that,  I  do 
not  know. 

I  am  a<lvised  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections  [Mr.  Shoetridge]  that  one  of  Mr.  Wilson's 
attorneys  has  Just  recently  applied  to  him  to  authorize  addi- 
tional conipensiition  be  paid  to  him  for  money  which  he  claims 
has  been  expended. 

Tliat  c<mnnittee,  with  the  result  of  its  two  years'  work,  will 
be  ready  to  report  in  a  couple  of  weeks,  I  am  told.  How  utterly 
unfair  It  is  to  condemn  Vare  on  a  showing  only  by  the  prose- 
cution, without  stopping  even  to  learn  of  the  contents  of  that 
report  which  analyzes  the  charges  and  the  evidence  on  which 
they  are  based,  and  which,  I  anr  told  by  Mr.  VAREfs  attorney, 
completely  demolishes  the  ch.irges  made  In  tie  Reed  report.  I 
do  not  state  that  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
ranla  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  HEED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Did  Mr.  Vare's  attorney  rep- 
resent that  he  knew  what  the  committee  would  report? 

Mr.  REED.     No;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansa.s.  I  Just  understood  the  Senator 
to  gay  that  he  was  told  by  Mr,  Vare's  attorney  that  the  com- 
mittee report  would  completely  demolish  the  Reed  report. 
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Mr.  REED.     If  I  said  that.  I  misspoke  myself. 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  was  Ju.st  about  to  sav  tliat  it 
would  be  astonishing  If.  before  the  Senate  were  a<lTised  of  the 
conclusions  of  the  committee,  one  of  the  attorneys  for  one  of  the 
contestants  should  be  Informed  as  to  what  action  the  commit tt« 
anticipated  taking. 

Mr  REED.  I  think  so,  too;  but  I  do  not  think  I  said  that, 
and  if  I  did  I  am  sorry,  becau.>^  I  mI.s.spoke  mvself  He  told 
me  that  the  uncontradicted  evidence  demolished'  those  accusa- 
tions. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator,  of  course  recoe- 
nlaes  that  it  Is  not  Just  to  regard  as  conclusive  the  statements 
of  counsel  as  to  what  tlie  evidence  shows.  In  every  lawsuit 
tliat  is  tried  we  hear  conflicting  statements  between  attomevs 
as  to  what  the  evidence  proves.  That  is  often  the  very  cist  of 
the  controversy.  ^  ** 

J'!k^P^^1  ^'**^'  °^  "*""*  '^  ^^  Mr.  President ;  and  I  do  not 
ash  the  Senate  to  accept  Mr.  Kelly's  statements  as  true  He  Is 
doubUess  bia.sed.  What  I  a.sk  the  Senate  to  do  is  to  wait  and 
read  and  see  for  itself  what  the  iviwrt  savs.  We  certainlv  can 
trust  our  own  committee.  Whether  or  not  the  report  will  l>e 
unanimous  I  have  no  means  of  knowing;  but  if  the  evidence  is 
uncontradicted  it  is  rea.sonabIe  to  expect  that  the  minority  and 
majority  members  can  agree  on  the  rep«.rt  At  least  we  owe  it 
to  the  man  to  hear  both  sides  of  this  matter.  1  do  not  think 
that  the  Senate,  in  passing  on  a  matter  of  this  sort,  could  do  less 
than  to  hear  the  mass  of  evidence  which  its  own  coumilttee  has 
gathered  on  this  case. 

yie^d'fSnhe??^^^"^  ""^  Arkansas.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Se.iator 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania  further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  t!ie  Senator. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I,  of  course,  agrue  with  the 
Senators  statement  that  the  Senate  has  a  duty  to  porforai  that 
involves  the  exercise  of  impartiality  and  respon.se  to  all  those 
principles  of  justice  which  underiie  our  judicial  system  The 
Senator,  however,  it  seems  to  me,  has  Implied  that  the  com- 
mittee  ^pecially  charged  by  the  Senate  with  the  obligatloa 
of  investigating  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Vare  c-onducte<l  his 
campaign,  and  of  reaching  a  conclusion  as  to  whether  he  was 
entitled  to  a  seat,  was  a  committee  of  prosecution,  and  that  it 
acted  unjustly  and  partially. 

I  think  the  Senator  would  not  want  the  Senate  to  infer  tliat 
he  is  basing  his  argument  on  tliat  contenUon.  The  Committee 
on  Privileges  and  El*K.'tions  was  authorized  to  hear  the  nmtest 
instituted  by  Mr.  William  B.  Wilson  against  Mr.  Vare  and 
necessarily  there  was,*  I  suppfise,  some  overlapping  of  Jurisdic- 
tion bt'tween  the  two  committees.  The  questions  that  the  two 
committees  were  authorized  to  investigate,  however,  were  essen- 
tially different,  although  there  was  an  intimate '  relatitmship 
between  them.  It  might  be  true  that  the  Committee  <ni  I'rivi- 
leges  and  Elections  would  find  that  Mr.  Wilson  was  not  elected 
and  at  the  same  time  find  that  Mr.  Vare  was  not  entitled  to  a 
.seat. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  committee  is  going  to  decide  It  has 
had  the  matter  before  it  for  a  long  time.  The  only  information 
the  Senate  has  had  is  that  furnished  by  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania, wh<»  indicates  that  the  source  of  his  informution  is 
one  of  Mr.  Vare's  attOTneys,  who  assures  him  that  the  evidence 
is  so  cumulative  and  conclusive  that  but  one  decision  can  be 
reached  respecting  it 

The  Senator  strains  the  credulity  of  his  associates  in  this 
body  when  he  puts  tliat  kind  of  a  tax  upon  it.  The  Senate  has 
heard  a  great  deal  of  this  question.  It  has  been  pending  lierH. 
as  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yesterday,  for  almost 
three  years.  The  Senate  reached  a  conclusion  and  adopted  a 
resolution,  and  out  of  deference  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsvl- 
vania  who  now  holds  the  floor,  and  out  of  sympathy  for  Mr. 
Vare,  it  extended  this  matter  from  time  to  time  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  at  any  time  when  Mr.  Vase  was  able  to  and 
felt  the  desire  he  should  appear  and  present  his  own  case. 

I  should  like  to  know  if  the  Senator  feels  that  in  the  event 
Mr.  Vare  should  never  announce  his  recovery,  should  never 
reach  the  conclusion  that  he  is  able  to  appear  in  the  Senate  and 
bring  this  matter  to  a  d^ermination,  we  should  wholly  fail  to 
perform  a  function  which  is  of  such  impr-rtaiic^  tliat  it  is  made 
our  duty  to  perform  it  under  the  Constitniion  uud  under  the 
rules  of  the  Senate  before  consideration  and  determination  of 
other  matters.  And  in  order  that  I  may  not  unnecessarily  in- 
terrupt the  Senator — and  1  am  not  speaking  captiously ;  I  am 
speaking  with  a  conviction  of  fairness  and  justice  in  my  own 
conscience — I  shouhl  like  to  know  whether  the  Senator  thinks 
that  the  decision  of  the  Senate  on  the  question  of  the  right  of 
Mr.  Vare  to  a  seat  should  abate  Indefinitely  until  Mr.  Vasm 
announces  lils  readiness  to  proceed  with  It ;  whether  there  is  not 
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•ome  duty,  nut  of  refl|>ec-t  for  thin  body  aod  ont  of  respect  for 
the  Slate  vfhich  the  Senator  from  Pcnnsylrania  now  having  the 
floor  tut  gn«tly  honors  by  hl«  service  here,  to  bring  the  matter  to 
a  eoncluition. 

I  have  no  disposition  to  press  a  decision  at  uny  particular 
hour  or  day,  but  I  can  not  escape  the  conviction  that  there  has 
already  been  too  much  delay  in  the  decision  of  this  question 
and  that  there  are  influences  at  work — influences  which  are 
quite  powerful — to  prevent  an  adjudication  of  thLs  question 
until  Mr.  Vake  finds  himself  ready  in  every  respect  to  have  it 
decided.  That  consideration.  I  respectfully  suggest  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania  and  to  orher  Senators,  is  not  due.  We 
owe  a  public  duty  as  well  as  a  private  one, 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  agree  with  every  word  just 
uttere<l  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas.  I  think  the  State  of 
I'enns.vlvania  has  grave  reason  for  complaint  in  the  fact  that 
through  the  circum-stance  of  the  decision  of  the  Senate  she  has 
been  deprived  of  her  constitutional  representation  here  for 
nearly  three  years.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Vark  has  any  right  to 
ask  imleflnite  postponement  of  the  decision  of  this  qut'stion. 
When  we  have  heard  from  the  Waterman  subcommittee  the  two 
investigations  into  the  matter  will  have  been  concluded,  and  I 
certainly  should  not  expect  to  ask  one  moment's  delay,  whether 
Mr.  Varb  does  or  does  not  come,  beyond  the  opening  week  of 
the  December  seA>iion  <»f  this  Congress. 

Mr.  PITTMAX.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  position  we  are  now  in,  to  say  the 
least,  is  an  odd  one. 

In  the  first  place,  the  Committee  on  Finance  seems  to  have 
the  only  information,  if  there  is  any  information,  with  refer- 
enc*'  to  the  schedules  in  the  tariff  bill.  I  had  hoped  that  we 
could  hear  from  the  chairman  of  that  committee  fully,  giving 
bis  reasons  for  each  and  every  schedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     You  will  before  we  get  through. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  We  have  not  heard  from  him  yet.  I  am 
also  very  anxious  to  hear  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Simmons],  the  ranking  member  of  the  committee  on  the 
Democratic  side,  who  opposes  n  great  many  of  the  items.  I  had 
boi>ed  that  at  least  we  could  have  a  day  or  two  to  have  those 
sijeeches,  so  that  those  of  us  who  were  unable  to  be  informed 
not  tK?ing  on  the  committee,  could  be  informed. 

Mr.  REED.     I  share  the  Senator's  hope. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  There  i-s  another  situation,  and  that  Is  this- 
I  am  anxious  that  this  resolution  dealing  with  Mr  Vake  be 
disijosed  of.  as  1  think  the  majority  of  this  body  are  On  the 
other  hand,  if  I  remember  correctly,  we  refused  to  receive  the 
certificate  of  election  of  Mr.  Vare  on  the  ground  that  a  special 
committee  had  been  appointed  with  regard  to  his  election  and 
that  prima  facie  it  proved  to  those  who  voted  not  to  receive 
his  certificate  that  his  election  had  not  been  legal ;  it  had  over- 
come the  prima  facie  effect  of  the  certificate  of  the  governor- 
and  on  that  ground  I  voteil  not  to  receive  his  certifi/'ate  It 
stands  only  as  a  prima  facie  case  against  Mr.  Vare,  in  my 
opinion.  A  committee  was  appointed  to  investigate  and  take 
evidence.  I  am  unwilling  to  vote  on  this  resolution  untU  all  of 
the  facts  obtained  by  that  committee  have  been  submitted  if 
the  committee  report  within  the  immediate  future  as  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  says  they  will.  * 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  about  to  take  my  seat:  and  I  hope  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  will  tell  us  whatever  he  can  about 
the  prospect  of  a  report,  and  the  time  when  we  mav  exnert  if 

Mr  PITTMAN.  On  the  other  hand,  I  do  not  'wish  to  vote 
for  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr  Watson! 
which  postiwnes  a  vote  on  this  matter  until  the  3d  day  of 
December.  So  we  are  in  a  position  here,  apparently,  where  we 
either  have  to  vote  to  put  off  this  matter  until  December  3 
or  gti  on  with  the  debate  now  and  vote  possibly  before  the 
report  of  the  committee  which  has  been  taking  evidence  in 
this  matter. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  from  the  standpoint  of  common 
fairness  I  think  we  ought  to  hear  the  commlt^'s  report  :Z° 
that   would  be  no  reason   for  putting  the  matter  over  until 

Srth?'f«^°*l^  f  *^'^  """^  t^  **  ''^  "^*t  ^^"°d  if  It  were  not 
Ll^Li  i!l  ^^fi  ^^  ''^^^  ^^^'■^"S^  ^'^^  «»e  tariff  in  the 
^^ial  session  If  we  stick  to  it.  Otherwise.  I  am  perfectly 
willing,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  to  act  on  the  Vare  case  10 
days  from  now,  if  the  report  shall  have  been  received  in  10 

Mr  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question  ? 

Mr   REED.    Yea. 


Mr.  PITTMAN.  Is  there  any  certainty  as  to  when  this  com- 
mittee may  report? 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  know.  As  I  say.  I  shall  finish  In  a 
moment,  and  then  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Uatermanj  will  answer  that  question 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  What  I  should  like  to  do  is  this :  I  should 
like  to  have  a  unanimous-couj^nt  agreement  that  the  committee 
shall  report  within  a  certain  time,  and  that  within  a  certain 
time  thereafter  we  shall  vote.  Then  we  would  not  interfere  to 
any  great  extent  with  the  tariff  di.'^cussion. 

?}^-^^^p^  I  think  we  would,  Mr.  President,  because  in- 
evitably  the  case  will  call  for  some  discussion  before  we  vote 
finally  on  Mr.  Vare's  admissibility.  I,  myself.  c(^rtalnly  should 
not  attempt  to  prolon-  that  debate,  but  I  should  want  to  speak 
ror  an  hour.  or.  perhaps,  an  hour  and  a  half 

Mr.  SIIORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 


sylvania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California ' 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr  .SHORTRIDGE.  Assuming  that  the  subcommittee  will 
be  able  to  report  within  the  next  10  days  or  two  weeks,  or 
earlier,  I  ^  to  announce  that  I  .shall  call  together  the  Com- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Elections  at  the  very  earliest  moment 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  up,  considering,  and  passing  ui)on  the 
report  and  conclusions  of  the  subcommittee 

Of  course,  I  am  not  at  liberty  now  to  say  what  the  report  of 
the  subcommit  ee  will  be  or  as  to  what  the  whole  committ^ 

sSSlLmm  llL  i"*"*  ™*'^^^''  ^?*  pleasure  of  saying  that  on  that 
subcommittee  there  are  gentlemen  of  character  and  ability  and 
rnrt  uhZ  ?i^°?^  great  industry  and  devoted  much  lalir  in 
and  about  this  investigation.  Two  of  them,  I  believe,  are  still 
H.'J!!i^"^  th«»^  very  learned  Senator  from  New  Mexico  (Mr. 

MrT7i.i"*l/*'^K^/.^^''/*^t  ^"'"«"t   ^"^t*^  ''•*>'"   Arkansas 

1ki«  „S,H    ^""i"^**^  *l'  '^^''"^  ^  **teem  as  among  our  most 

able  and  conscientious  Members.     I  am  very  sure  that  when 

they  return  they  will  give  their  attention  to  the  subject  matter 

Kepeating,  when  the  subcommittee  shall  have  reported  I  shall 

S^siSf  mo^eS?  "'^^^  ^^""^"^  '^  '^^^  -"-'  «^  "-  -^»-" 

ma^/er^f ^hich^^the'S'llSn'  o^e^  srnrteT:ubj^^o^^o 
''T''\K^a"""'^  *"  Christendom  can  pass  jud^'menToi  the 
N?  Xi,M  ^r^'^  '^^r  !"  ••"^"^  ^«  M--  VARE'S  aTmUSility 
flnol^^'^^"^''^lJ^'"  "•  -^'«  "'^^'^  t-an  di-sagree  with  the 
final  judgment.  That  being  so.  there  Is  an  especial  burden  of 
fairness  resting  upon  us.  Simply  be<«use  we  a^  the  Anal  and 
conclusive  arbiters,  we  owe  It  to  our  own  consciences  Jo  act 

.  J.^v  '^«?!"«o°'  «"  the  faith  of  newspaper  reports,  announces 
h  ^7tT  ^^  ^y^r^-     If  that  Is  material,  we  could  fimlo^ 

spnnfnr  ^  ^'""  ^•'"':'-  ^^  ^^"'^  ^^"^^  »  committee,  or  an  able 
Senator  of  our  number,  to  see  for  himself.  Why  rely  unon 
newspapers  in  a  matter  like  that?    A  committee  or  rlena^^? 

rZnZiZmr  ^  "^^  ^^^  ^^-'"^  -^^^  ^^  ^»-"^- 

h.'Sr  7/*"  ^^^  ^ar^f«  of  fraud  and  corruption  which  are  made 
here,  if  we  do  owe  ourselves  that  duty  of  the  highest  fairnes^ 
how  cou  d  we  in  all  conscience  take  action  now.  wh?n  we  kn^w 
hat  in  the  desks  of  this  special  committee  are  the  rrsuUs  ol 
two  years  of  investigation  into  that  very  question  of  corruption 

Jnn  vn/^'^  :r'  ^^"*^*'^-  '''^^"'d  ^-^  «hut  our  ey^7o^h^t 
and  vote  on  this  resolution  one  way  or  the  other    we  would 

?,XTfi  /  ?  """"^^  l"*,  ""^^^  ^^"^  ^^"^  that  we  acted  without  that 

Mr  WATERMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  trying  for  a 
l«>ng  time  to  proceed  in  a  sort  of  judicial  fa.shion  with  refer- 
ence to  this  controversy,  or  a  portion  of  it.  I  desire  to  main- 
tain  that  mental  attitude  untU  the  case  has  been  reported  to 
the  Senate,  so  far  as  the  contest  iself  is  concerned,  and  there 
determined,  I  hope.  In  judicial  fashion  also 

There  has  been  some  confusion,  a  considerable  confusion  in 
relation  to  the  situation  of  the  two  controversies  which  acluallv 
exist  with  reference  to  the  alleged  election  of  Mr  VabJ  «s 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania.     I»rior  to  my  coming  to  this  Wv 

llV^.  ^^';y}^'  ^  committee  was  ap^.imTby  the  Se^te' 
headed  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  Mr.  Reed  to  which  I 
will  refer  as  the  "special  committee  "  in  whaT  I  may  hate  to 
say.  That  committee  was  appointed  In  May.  1928  Just  before 
or  just  after  the  primary  in  Pennsylvania 

The  resoluUon   under  which   that  committee  was  annointed 
was  known  as  Senate  Resolution  105,  and  was  a^d  to^^  S^ 
lLn/'7  "'  ^^l  ^^'^-     '^''^  i-^^-^Iution  provided  for  the  apZint 
ment  of  a  special  committee  of  five:    it  expressed  in  exartTms 


U 


■ 


I 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD~-SENATE 


3521 


the  jurisdiction  within  which  their  activities  should  be  exer- 
cised.    No  election  at  that  time  had  come  in  Pennsylvania. 

The  resolution  related  expressly,  as  will  be  seen  by  an  ex- 
amination of  it,  to  the  expenditures  and  the  conduct  of  the 
candidates  In  connection  with  the  primary  Section.  It  em- 
braced nothing  else. 

Following  that  came  Senate  Resolution  227,  which  was  agreed 
to  on  June  3,  1920.  That  was  after  the  primary  In  Pennsyl- 
vania. That  resolution  provided  that  the  special  Senate  com- 
mittee created  pursuant  to  Resolution  195,  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, "  hereby  is  authorized  to  employ  stenographic  assistance," 
and  so  forth,  and  It  related  exclusively  to  expenditures  and  to 
the  employment  of  assistance. 

That  was  followed  by  Senate  Res<^>lution  258,  which  provided 
for  an  appropriation  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate 
of  the  sum  of  550,000  for  further  conduct  of  the  inquiry. 

That  was  followed  by  Senate  Resolution  324,  aw>roved  by  the 
Semite  .January  11,  1927,  which  was  Introduced  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson],  who  I  assume  drafted 
the  resolution.  That  resolution  related  exclusively  to  the  Penn- 
sylvania situation,  and  I  desire  to  read  from  it  in  order  that 
we  may  understand  whither  we  are  drifting  In  connection  with 
these  two  controversies.     It  reads  In  part: 

Whereas  William  B.  Wilson,  of  the  State  of  PennsylTanla.  has  pre- 
sented his  petition  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  contesting  the 
election  of  Willum  8.  Vaxk  as  a  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  In  the 
election  held  on  the  2d  day  of  November,  1926. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  presented  in 
January  to  the  Senate  a  sort  of  a  statement  signed  by  Mr. 
William  B.  Wilson,  which  was  taken  up,  as  I  remember  it,  on 
the  4tb  day -of  January,  1927.  Investigations  liad  proceeded 
under  Resolution  195  preceding  that  time.  The  Senator  from 
Arkansas  asked  no  action  upon  that  petition  except  that  it  be 
published  in  the  Record,  and  go  to  the  files,  as  I  recalL  It 
was  not  filed  as  a  contest.  At  any  rate,  no  action  was  ever 
taken  by  the  Senate  as  though  it  were  a  contest. 

Later  on  a  formal  protest  was  filed  in  the  shape  of  a  com- 
plaint, so  entitled,  contesting  the  alleged  election  of  Mr.  Vare. 
That  was  done,  as  I  recall  it,  on  the  27th  day  of  January,  1927. 

On  the  4th  day  of  March  of  tliat  year,  the  last  day  of  the 
Sixty-ninth  Congress,  that  complaint,  or  petition,  or  contest,  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  and  when 
I  refer  to  that  committee  during  what  I  have  to  say  I  shall  refer 
to  it  as  the  "  standing  committee." 

That  was  immediately  followed  by  an  answer  from  Mr.  Vark. 
Thereafter  without  the  consent  of  the  committee,  so  far  as  I 
know,  though  It  was  received  by  the  committee,  a  new  statement 
of  contest  was  filed,  complete  in  Itself,  an  amended  statement. 

Later  on,  in  December,  1927,  further  matters  came  up  in  con- 
nection with  that  contest — and  that  was  after  I  had  come  into 
this  IxKly,  and  had  become  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Privi- 
leges and  Elections — with  the  result  that  the  standing  commit- 
tee sustained  a  demurrer  to  that  amended  statement.  In  other 
words,  the  committee  held  that  It  did  not  state  a  case  upon 
which  to  proceed  at  all. 

Within  48  hours,  voluntarily,  Mr.  Wilson  filed  an  amendment 
to  that  statement,  which  statement,  so  amended,  was  held  suffi- 
cient upon  which  to  proceed,  and  an  answer  was  filed,  and 
other  i)leading8  were  subsequently  filed.  In  other  words,  the 
issue  was  then  raised. 

Senate  Resolution  324,  of  course,  was  adopted  after  the  elec- 
tion of  November  2,  1928.     It  reads  in  part : 

Wherea.<j  the  said  William  B.  Wilson  charges  In  his  petition  fraudu- 
lent and  unlawful  practices  in  connection  with  the  nomination  and  In 
connection  with  the  alleged  election  of  the  said  Var«  as  Senator  from 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  that  unless  preserved  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate  certain  evidence  relating  to  said  charges  and  said  election 
will  be  lost  or  destroyed  ;  and 

Whereas  the  sp^-cial  committee  of  five  organised  under  Senate  Reso- 
lution No.  195,  Sixty-ninth  Congress,  first  session,  by  direction  of  the 
Senate  baa  entered  upon  an  Investigation  pertaining  to  alleged  corrupt 
practices  In  the  election  held  November  2,  1926.  and  In  the  primary 
preceding  it  In  the  State  of  Pennsylvania — 

I  desire  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  and  to  the 
Senate  that  I  can  find  nothing  in  the  record  anywhere  up  to 
this  time  that  vests  in  the  special  committee  any  authority 
whatsoever  with  referwice  to  evidence,  or  otherwise,  owicerning 
the  election  Itself — 

Therefore   be   It   resolved 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Bwator  permit  an  in- 
quiry? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    I  yield. 


Mr  KING.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  understood  the  position  the 
Senator  has  just  taken.  As  I  undersund  the  Senator,  he  chal- 
lenges the  right  or  the  authority  of  the  Reed  committee 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  I  am  not  challenging  the  right-  I  am 
Mmply  stating  the  history  of  this  transjtctiwi. 

Mr.  KING.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to  conclude  mv 
statement?  -  '' 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    Certainly. 

Mr.  KING.  As  I  understoo*!  the  Senator,  his  statement  whs 
a  challenge— and  I  do  not  use  that  word  in  nn  offensive  sfn^e 
at  all.  It  was  a  demurrer,  if  it  will  be  more  satlsfnotorv  to 
the  Senator  to  put  it  that  way,  to  the  right  or  the  authority  of 
the  Reed  committee  to  make  an  Investigatitm  of  the  alleged 
fraudulent  practices  at  the  election,  not  the  primary  election 
but  the  regular  election.  ' 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  If  the  Senator  will  be  patient,  we  will 
cover  that  entire  ground. 

Mr.  KING.  I  wanted  to  know  If  I  understood  the  Senator 
correctly  that  he  denied  that  the  Ree<l  committee  had  any 
right  to  Investigate  alleged  fraudulent  practices  at  the  time  of 
the  election. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  I  am  saying  that  up  to  this  time  there 
never  has  been  any  vesting  in  the  8i>eclal  committee  by  the 
Senate  of  any  authority  In  connection  with  the  election  Itf*If 
at  aU,  unless  It  can  be  Inferred.  But  I  am  not  chalbnging 
what  was  done  by  the  fqiecial  committee.  I  am  not  finding 
any  fault  with  what  was  done  by  it,  l)eianse  R**9oluti<m  «m  of 
the  Seventieth  Congress,  to  which  I  shall  advert  later  on,  will 
disclose  just  what  the  situation  was,  how  the  matter  was 
amicably  settled  between  the  chairman  of  the  8i>ecia!  com- 
mittee and  the  chairman  of  the  standing  committee,  and  the 
work  proceeded  from  that  time  on  without  confusion,  I  think 

I  am  trying.  I  will  say  for  the  benefit  of  the  qtierv  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  to  show  how  the  two  different  prw-eiH lings 
are  interlocked  with  each  other.  I  am  trying  to  lay  the  foun- 
dation to  show  that  no  part  of  the  controversy  should  l>e 
decided  or  <letermined  by  the  Senate  without  a  consideration 
of  every  element  that  will  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  from  both  of  the  committees.  In  other  words,  I  do  not 
want  the  case  served  In  piecemeal.  I  do  not  want  the  subcom- 
mittee to  be  prejudged  nor  its  report  speculated  upon. 

In  that  behalf  I  will  say  that  the  subcommittee  has  prepared 
no  report.  It  has  closed  the  testimony  and  hearings  ami  the 
investigation.  It  was  ready  and  was  called  together  in  May 
last  for  the  purpose  of  determining  what  its  report  shouM  lie. 
At  that  time  one  of  the  members  of  the  subcommittee  laid 
upon  the  table  certain  newspaiwr  matters  and  letters  showing 
that  something  had  hapi)enetl  in  Pittsburgh  in  the  courts  that 
ought  to  be  investigated.  The  subcommittee  agreed  with  the 
member.  The  result  was  that  we  went  to  Pittsburgh  and 
spent  a  week  there  taking  further  testimony  with  referen<-e  to 
the  matters  which  had  come  out  of  the  proceedings  in  the 
courts.    That  delayed  us  again.    That  was  done  in  July. 

We  have  not  been  able  to  do  very  much  this  summer  except 
to  familiarize  ourselves  with  the  record.  I  had  hojxsl  .md 
expected  that  the  subcommittee  might  have  been  convened  in 
the  early  days  after  Seinember  4.  It  happens  that  two  mem- 
bers of  the  subcommittee  are  not  yet  present.  I  am  not  criti- 
cizing them  in  any  way  because  they  are  not  here.  I  am 
patiently  waiting,  because  when  the  subcommittee  decides  the 
matter  I  want  to  know  what  every  memljer  has  to  sav  about 
the  record. 

If  I  am  asked  now  what  kind  of  a  report  Is  coming  ont  of  the 
subcommittee,  I  must  confet^s  I  can  not  tell  you.  I  do  not  know 
the  mental  attitude  or  judicial  attitude  of  any  member  except 
myself.  As  to  that,  I  think  I  could  declare  right  now  what  my 
position  would  be,  but  I  do  not  know  that  any  one  of  the  other 
four  meml)ers  will  agree  with  me. 

So  there  Is  the  situation.  But  there  Is  no  reason  on  earth 
that  I  know  of  why  we  can  not  determine  what  the  report  shall 
be  or,  if  there  are  to  be  two  report.s,  what  they  shall  l>e,  :ind 
submit  them  to  the  standing  committee  within  a  very  few  days 
after  we  can  get  the  five  members  of  the  subcommittee  togethi» 
in  Washington. 

Mr.  BLACK.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hebfrt  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  ft-om  Colorado  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Alabama? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  With  some  of  us  the  determining  factor  in  the 
first  vote  in  this  case — I  am  frank  to  say  It  was  so  far  as  I  Wiis 
concerned — was  the  amount  of  money  alleged  to  have  Ijeen  spent 
to  secure  the  nomination.  Will  there  be  any  additional  reptirt 
by  the  subcommittee  of  which  the  Senator  is  chalnban  touching 
npoD  that  fobject? 
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Mr.  WATERMAN.  I  will  have  to  answer  that  question  by 
goinu  back  and  saying  that  the  standing  committee  has  hat 
nothing  to  do  whatever  with  any  investigation  except  as  it  might 
be  iiicident  to  the  investigation  of  the  general  election.  It  baa 
had  riotiiing  to  do  with  that.  That  was  exclusively  within  the 
hands  of  the  special  committee.  We  know  nothing  about  it  aa 
a  comniittw.  We  may  know  something  about  it  individually. 
We  have  nothing  to  do  with  what  that  report  shall  be.  But  I 
can  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  special  committee  was  created 
in  May,  192Q.  and  its  final  report  wjls  submitted  to  the  Senate 
in  the  closing  days  of  the  Seventieth  Congress,  last  February. 
That  report  is  what  the  ref>oluti(m  is  directed  to  for  the  pur- 
pose of  approving  or  adopting.  I  shall  have  to  go  a  little  out 
of  line  from  what  I  had  intended  to  diseu.ss,  but  if  the  Senator 
will  iKirdon  me  I  want  to  complete  thi.s  thought 

The  resolution  which  we  have  under  consideration  now  and 
to  which  the  pending  motion  is  directed  does  not  declare  a 
vacancy.  It  aci'omplislies  no  more,  except  possibly  to  confu.se 
the  situation  and  to  confuse  future  proceedings,  than  the  reso- 
lution which  was  adopted  when  Mr.  Vare  presented  himself  at 
the  door  and  a.sked  leave  to  be  sworn  in  and  was  refused. 
There  is  no  such  thing  in  my  mind  as  the  filling  of  a  vacancy, 
which  the  Senate  can  not  create  at  this  stage.  If  we  attempt 
to  create  a  vacancy  we  prejudge  Mr.  Wilson,  we  throw  liim  out 
of  his  contest,  we  have  him  no  footing  and  no  ground  uiwn 
which  further  to  proceed,  because  if  a  vacancy  is  declared  to 
exist  we  predetermine  the  contest  concerning  which  we  have 
been  laboring  for  two  years,  throw  Mr.  Wilson  out  of  any  con- 
.slderation  whatever.  i)orrait  the  governor  to  fill  a  vacancy,  and 
then  when  he  has  filled  tlie  vacancy  which  must  have  existed 
Mr.  Wilson  has  been  prejudged  and  goes  out 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICEK.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator  does  not  sug- 
gest, as  I  iHiderstand  him,  that  the  resolution  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  does  <leclare  a  vacancy? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     It  does  not,  in  my  opinion. 

Mr.  BI^CK.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  another  question  In  line 
with  that  suggestion? 

Mr.   WATERMAN.     And  it  must  de<lare.     There  can  be  no 
filling  of  a  vacancy  by  the  governor  unless  there  is  a  vac-ancy 
That  it;  impossible.    In  order  to  have  a  vacancy  we  have  got  to 
eliminate  both  Mr.  Wil.son  and  Mr.  Vare  from  the  situation. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator  does  not  mean 
to  say,  does  he.  that  it  is  not  within  the  province  of  this  body 
to  adopt  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  if  it  finds 
that  Mr.  Vake  Ls  not  entitled  to  his  seat  without  regard  to  the 
question  of  a  vacancy? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  do  not  think  It  ought  to  do  so  any  fur 
ther   than   It   has  until   the   whole   controversy   is   before   the 
Senate. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  That  is  a  question  of  policy 
It  is  not  a  question  of  power. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  me  to 
complete  my  interrogation? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     Certainly. 

Mr.  BI^CK.  I  want  to  be  absolutely  sure  about  whether 
there  Is  any  overlapping  between  the  two  committees  on  the 
question  of  buying  the  nomination.  Can  we  expect  from  the 
sub<ommIttee  of  which  the  Senator  is  chairman  a  report  which 
will  disprove  the  cliarge  that  practlcaUy  $1,000,000  was  spent  to 
buy  the  nomination? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  I  can  answer  that  only  by  saying  that  we 
have  had  no  purpose  or  object  to  investigate  any  expenditures 
in  connection  with  the  primary  election 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  We  have  had  to  consider  some  things  In 
connection  with  the  primary  election  in  this  respect :  It  happens 
that  under  the  laws  of  Pennsylvania— and  they  have  the  most 
drastic  election  laws  of  any  State  that  I  know  of— we  had  to 
Investigate  si.mewhat  to  find  out  whether  under  the  charges 
there  were  p.H>plo  registered  or  who  paid  taxes  in  1925  which 
would  authorize  them  to  register  in  1926.     Into  that  question 

Tv!  *^J**°  l^"*  "^f  '^^'^  naturally  led,  because  If  people  were 
uu  horlzed  to  he  registered  in  1925,  then  the  vaUdit^of  their 
authority  in  1926  under  what  they  had  done  in^  1925  was  within 
the  purview  of  our  Investigation. 

JlT  'S>^1™;-  ^^  I*resident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
«.r'%^??^l?^^^  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Colc^ 
rado  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    I  yield 

Mr.  TTDINOS.  I  would  like  to  ask  If  either  the  subcom- 
mittee or  the  Senator  from  P^nsjlvania  [Mr.  Rsd]  ha«  any 
informaUon  from  medical  men  who  have  charge  of  Mr.  Vaks's 


case  as  to  whether  or  not  it  is  either  probable  or  possible  that 
he  may  recover  to  such  an  extent  as  to  appear  here  in  his  own 
defcn-se? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  The  subcommittee,  so  far  as  that  is  con- 
cerue<l,  knows  nothing  about  the  facts  in  the  matter— that  is, 
a.';  a  committee.  I  do  not  know  what  individual  members  may 
know  about  it 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Would  the  Senatof  from  C(rforado  permit  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to  make  a  statement  in  that  connec- 
tion '; 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     Certainly.         ' 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  no  direct  evidence.  I  have  never  talked 
with  Mr.  VAREfs  dwtor,  but  I  am  told  by  his  secretary  that  he 
is  getting  better  steadily,  and  he  hoped  he  would  be  able  to  be 
here  in  December. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Speaking  only  for  myself,  I  would  like  very 
much  to  have  some  statement  touching  on  that  point  from 
reputable  medical  men  as  to  whether  or  not  in  De<ember  Mr. 
Vare  may  be  in  position  to  appear  and  whethi-r  he  may  be  in 
position  to  appear  before  December  or  after  IX'cenjber. 

Mr.  REED.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  ask  for  an  expressicMi 
of  opinion  on  that  point 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  question  of  Mr.  Vare's  physical  condition 
is  continually  coming  up  in  the  discussion.  There  is  a  disposi- 
tion, I  think,  among  a  numl>er  ()f  Senators  to  wait  for  Mr.  Vare 
if  possible:  but  if  Mr.  Vare  is  going  to  be  sick  the  entire  re- 
mainder of  his  supposed  term,  then  Uiere  is  iTo  use  considering 
that  elem'-nt  of  the  case. 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  no.  I  would  not  dream  of  a.sking  that  the 
final  decision  in  the  case  be  delayed  after  the  first  week  of  the 
re^iilar  .session  in  Deceml>er. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  In  the  meantime  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania will  try  to  put  in  the  Record  some  statement  from  Mr. 
Vare's  physicians,  who  are  no  doubt  doctors  of  repute,  as  to 
the  proltability  or  possibility  of  his  appearance? 

Mr.  REED.  I  will  telephone  Mr.  Vare's  office  and  trv  to  get 
that  information  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  I  may  say  that,  so  far  as  my  personal 
or  official  attitude  is  concenied  in  connection  with  tlie  contro- 
versy, it  makes  no  difference  to  me  whether  Mr.  Vare  is  ill  or 
well.  I  am  trying  to  present  the  proposition  that  from  the 
commencement  of  this  matter  we  liave  had  <'onfusion.  It  has 
been  confused  beyond  that.  and.  in  ray  Judgment  if  the  resolu- 
tion pa.«».ses  and  we  decide  or  attempt  to  decide  the  controversy 
piecemeal,  we  are,  as  was  indicated  yesterdav  by  the  queries 
during  the  debate,  going  to  get  into  a  perfect  babel  of  uncer- 
tainty, and  I  do  not  want  to  see  that  done.  Personally  I  want 
the  two  reports  to  come  before  the  Senate  and  the  whole  con- 
troversy, no  matter  what  aspect  it  may  have,  threshed  out  and 
intelligently  considere?!  and  intelligently  determined.  I  do  not 
hold  any  brief  for  anybody.  All  I  am  iiere  for  is  to  try  to  aid 
the  Senate  in  determining  what  the  facts  are  and  to  reiiort 
th(«e  facts.  When  we  get  those  facts  Senators  will  know 
exactly  what  the  election  paraphernalia  and  every  ballot  \h)x 
showed. 
Now  to  continue: 

To  take  possession,  in  the  presence  of  William  S.  V.^re,  If  he  dt^slres 
to  be  preaent  or  to  have  a  representative  present,  and  preserve  nil 
ballot  boxes  and  other  containers  of  ballots,  ballots,  return  Hheets 
voters'  check  lists,  tally  sheets,  registration  lists,  and  other  records' 
books,  and  documents  used  In  th."  said  senatorial  election  in  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania  on  the  2d  day  of  November,  1026. 

(2)  To  fake  and  preserve  all  evidence  ns  to  the  various  mntters 
alleged  in  said  petitions,  including  any  all(ved  fraud,  irregularity,  un- 
lawful expenditure  of  money,  and  Intimidation  of  voters,  or  other  acts 
or  facts  affecting  the  result  of  said  election. 

In  other  words,  that  phraseology  would  seem,  in  view  of  what 
was  said  to  the  standing  committee,  to  indicate  that  there  was 
a  concurrent  jurisdiction  as  to  some  elements  of  the  contro- 
versy. Therefore,  Senate  Resolution  364,  of  the  Sixty-ninth 
Congress,  was  then  passed,  which  in  an  incidental  wav  related 
to  the  ballot  boxes.  Then  came  Senate  Resolution  2  of  the 
Seventieth  Congress,  on  Dec-ember  I),  which  is  a  recital  of  tlie 
earlier  residutions  in  part  and  then  .sets  out  the  (certificate  of 
election  which  was  sent  here  by  Governor  Pinchot  and  recites 
that  certain  evidence  aw)ears.  .  teciies 

.7^1^  1^  i?*'  ?r^^  ***  ^^'^""^  reference  has  been  made  which 
accords  to  Mr.  Vabe  the  privilege  of  being  In  the  Sena  ef^r  the 
purpose  of  discussing  his  case  ^euaie  lor  the 

Then  came  Senate  Resolution  No.  10,  of  the  Seventieth  Con- 

LkJ^  remembered    that    some   controversy    aro.«e   as    to 

Hon^r.h'  n*  *^^  committee  c-ea-se^i  to  functio/at  th?eJpira^ 
Tu.es^^^^^^t^  ^^«*  -^^""-  -^^-ed  the  i^wer\ 
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Then  mmo  Resolution  841,  of  the  second  session  of  the  Seven- 
tieth Congress,  referring  to  Senate  Resolutions  195,  227.  258, 
and  324,  and  continued  the  committee  In  power.  Then  came 
the  resolution  to  which  I  have  referred.  That  resolution  was 
prepared  by  former  Senator  Reed,  of  Missouri,  then  chairman 
of  the  si)edal  committee,  and  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Shobtridge],  chairman  of  the  standing  wmmlttee.  The  difficul- 
ties that  had  arisen  were  by  that  resolution  unlocke<I.  Pur- 
suant to  one  of  the  resolutions  the  .'.•pecial  comnrittee  had  taken 
charge  of  the  ballot  boxes  in  Allegheny  and  Philadelphia  Coun- 
ties and  brought  them  here.  A  controversy  aro.se  as  to  whether 
we  should  have  them  or  whether  the  special  committee  should 
retain  them.  The  difficulty  was  approaching  a  serious  attitude 
and  so  finally  Resolution  68  was  adopted.  The  ballot  boxes  were 
turned  ov<>r  to  the  subcommittee  and  we  never  had  any  more 
difficulty  from  that  time  on  down  to  the  end. 
That  is  the  situation.  Senate  Resolution  68  provided : 
Tbe  Senate  Laving  heretofore  created  a  special  committee  to  inquire 
luto  certain  matters  la  coiiuection  with  said  election  and  the  primary 
preceding  the  same,  and  having  continued  said  committee  in  force,  It 
Is  ordered  that  tbe  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Blectious  may  in  Its 
diiwretlon  consider  such  evidence  as  has  heretofore  or  may  hereafter  be 
taken  by  the  saM  special  committee  apjtointed  pursuant  to  Senate  Itetto- 
lutiona  105,  223,  2r.8,  and  324,  Sixty-ulnth  Congres.*.,  and  Senate  Reso- 
lution 10.  Seventieth  Congress ;  and  the  said  special  committee  is  hereby 
authorized  In  Its  discretion  to  consider  such  evidence  as  may  be  taken 
b.T  the  said  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections. 

When  we  were  examining  the  ballot  boxes  and  otlier  election 
paraphernal  In,  the  special  committee  had  representatives  pres- 
ent. There  v^ere  certain  other  papers  coming  from  the  pro- 
thonotary*s  ofli*^  an<l  elsewhere  which  were  in  the  charge  and 
control  of  the  special  winmittoe  and  were  retaine<l.  They  were 
examineil  lndei)endently,  and  I  imderstand  a  report  was*  made, 
which  was  known  as  the  Clapp  report,  upon  which  the  final 
repoit  of  the  special  committee  at  the  last  Congress  was 
founded.  lJi>on  that  report  the  <onnsel  for  Mr.  Wilson  predi- 
cated their  specilication.'=i  of  fraud.  Our  comniltti^  inslstetl  first 
ui)«>n  both  sides  getting  together  and  a.scertalnlng  what  that 
testimony  showe<l.  They  did  prepare  an  abstract  of  It  which 
WHS  satisfactory.  I  then  asked  the  representatives  of  Mr. 
Wilson  to  prepare  speciflmtions  of  fmud.  Thev  fornished  us 
with  a  package  of  papers  H,  4,  or  5  Inches  thick  which  were  of 
a  generalization  and  not  of  a  specification  character,  but  it  was 
the  best,  I  think,  that  they  could  probably  do.  We  took  it  and 
procee<led  with  It  We  thereupon  went  Into  an  examination  of 
these  .sp«?ciflcations,  and  we  again  examined  all  of  the  para- 
phernalla  of  the  election  of  November  2,  1926.  In  order  to  ascer- 
tain the  foundation,  if  any,  for  these  si>e«Ificntions.  Upon  that 
we  made  a  gMieml  report  for  our  own  use.  We  made  also  a 
condensed  report  from  the  general  report.  Those  two  reports 
were  submitted  to  counsel  upon  both  sides,  showing  the  findings 
upon  these  specifications  of  fraud,  and  they  were  told  that  if 
they  found  any  fault  with  them  they  must  make  it  known  at 
the  argument;  we  wanted  to  uarrow  the  controversy  so  that 
we  could  ascertain  with  some  degree  of  definiteness  what  the 
contention  was  about    Now  we  have  all  that. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  suflfer  an  Inter- 
ruption ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  ask  the  question  for  luforuiation.  Re<'urring 
to  the  statement  just  made  by  the  Senator,  I  ask  whether  or 
not  Mr.  Wilson  oITered  any  countervailing  testimony  to  meet 
the  testimony  which  was  olTered  by  Mr.  Vakk  dejiling  with  the 
allegations  of  fraud  containe<l  in  the  Clapp  report? 

Mr.  WATERMAN,  I  thliik  he  did  to  some  extent.  He  liad 
that  privil«^?e.  Every  witness  whom  he  indicated  he  wanted  we 
procured  for  Iiim  ;  every  paper  ho  suggeste<l  that  he  would  like 
from  any  source  whatsoever  we  got  for  him,  unless  it  had  been 
destroyed,  and  in  that  ca.se  we  traced  It  to  its  destruction, 

Mr.  KING.  The  committee,  as  I  understand  the  Senator,  then, 
concluded  its  work  with  rcsi>ect  to  thos^o  averments  of  fran«l  and 
the  denials? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     Yes. 

Now,  I  am  not  going  to  weary  the  Senate  with  going  into  much 
more  detail  about  this  case,  but  I  did  want  to  show  that  there 
was  confusion  as  between  these  committees,  that  the  amiability 
of  the  two  chairmen  brought  about  a  solution,  and  we  then 
proceeded  without  any  friction  to  the  end. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  e%'idence  which  has  been  taken  under 
the  resolution  by  our  committee,  which  was  not  In  the  report 
nor  was  It  a  part  or  parcel  of  the  foundation  upon  which  the 
rtjwrt  of  the  special  committee  was  based,  should  be  considered 
In  coimection  with  the  whole  structure  of  the  case. 
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It  seems  to  me,  In  view  of  the  fart  that  this  resolution  does 
not  declare  a  vacancy,  that  wo  will  accomplish  nothing  what- 
soever by  It.  The  death  of  Mr.  Vare  would  not  fore<lose  thi^ 
contest ;  It  coTild  not  do  so  In  the  very  nature  of  tilings,  lH«cnnso 
Mr.  nilson  is  here  as  a  bona  fide  contestant  Insisting  that  it  is 
his  seat  The  death  of  Mr.  Vare  would  not  Invalidate  Mr  \>'ll- 
son's  contest.  It  would  have  to  be  proceeded  with.  The  only 
method  by  which  we  can  eliminate  these  things  Is  to  «5ejit  ^Ir 
Wil.«<on,  or  s^'at  Mr.  V.vrb  and  throw  him  out  and  fTento  a 
vacancy,  or.  of  cotn-se,  the  death  of  both  c<»ntc«.rant«s  wonld 
.«!ettle  It. 

^hy  sliould  we  proc-eed  with  tliis  resolution  nt  this  time-  We 
can  take  it  up  at  almo.«it  any  time.  It  is  n  privileged  matter 
The  moment  that  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  PrlvIIegi^-  and 
Elections  is  filed— and  I  pledge  my  word  as  a  Senator  that  we 
arc  going  to  present  the  rei)«>rt  as  .soon  as  possible 

Mr.  HEFT.IN.     Mr.  President 

The  VK^E  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Olorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  IIEFLI.V.  According  to  the  Senator's  line  of  rcns«»niiig 
which  I  think  Is  sound,  if  the  Senate  should  declare  that  Mr 
Vare  was  not  entitled  tv>  his  seat.  It  would  not  stop  the  WHson 
contest. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     It  might  complicate  the  content 
Mr.  HEKLIN.     It  would  stop  it  if  Mr.  WIL-^on  were  cntitltHl 
to  It  and  should  prove  that  he  was  ele<'ted.    The  fact  that  we 
declared  somebody  else  not  entitled   to  It  would  not  preclude 
Mr.  Wil.son  from  continuing  the  omtest. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  Rut  what  Is  the  u.«e  of  foreclosing  the 
contest?  If  the  Senate  should  now  .say  that  Mr.  Vare  can  not 
have  the  seat  no  matter  what  happens,  what  would  Im'  the 
use  in  our  going  on  with  the  contest?  It  Is  true  that  we  can 
not  settle  tlie  contest  without  going  on  with  It.  but  we  are  not 
helping  the  Committee  on  I'rlvlleges  and  Elections  or  any  other 
committee  to  reach  a  righteoTis  solution  In  this  case  by  that  sort 
of  a  method. 

Mr.  IIEFLIN.  Some  of  us  were  hoping  that  after  three 
years'  time  we  might  get  the  committee  to  act. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     How  long  a  time? 

Mr.  IIEFLIN.  It  has  l»e<ni  nearly  three  years  that  the  mutter 
has  lieen  pending. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  Not  In  oiu-  committee.  We  have  lieen 
diligent  all  the  time,  even  in  the  heat  of  two  summers,  tr\lng 
to  bring  a  conclusion  to  this  case.  If  the  Senator  would  Vtop 
to  realia?  that  thousands  of  ballot  boxes  and  tliousands  and 
th<»usands  of  ballots  an«l  thoasauds  and  thousands  of  other 
IMipers  have  been  examined  and  checked  and  recheckwl  In  order 
to  get  at  the  trnth  of  these  records,  he  would  not  think  that 
there  had  ham  very  much  delay — luinecessary  delay,  at  any 
rate. 

Mr.  IIEFLIN.  1  am  not  saying  that  thei-e  has  been  very 
much  unn<H!essary  delay.  The  Senator,  I  kuow,  as  a  member  of  , 
the  committee,  has  worked  vei-y  hard.  I  liave  schju  him  a 
number  of  times,  and  I  know  something  about  the  bulky  nature 
of  the  material  which  the  committee  has  had  to  handle,  but  I 
think  that  tlie  Question  ought  to  be  disposed  of  us  soon  as  It 
may  be  done. 

ilr.  WATERMAN.    I  agree  with  the  Senator  as  to  that. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  believe  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  should 
have  the  two  seat.*^  in  the  Senate  to  which  it  is  entitle<l. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  So  far  as  I  am  coucerned,  the  ca*.'  may 
be  taken  up  and  settled  the  moment  the  report  of  the  standing 
c<mimittee  is  filed.  The  Senate  may  take  it  up  the  next  morn- 
ing, BO  far  as  I  am  concerned;  I  am  n«»t  fighting  against  that; 
but  I  sh«mld  like  to  have  the  whole  case  taken  up  at  one  time 
and  .settled. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  that  is  a  «iues- 
tion  of  iwlicy  whlcli,  if  the  resolution  is  prcs.sed  at  this  time, 
the  Senate  will  have  to  determine.  Of  course,  the  adoption  of 
the  so-called  Norris  resolution  would  not  wattle  the  whole  ques- 
tion. It  would  leave  uudetermine^l  the  question  as  to  whether 
Mr.  Wilson  was  elected,  but  it  would  terminate  any  c<mtr<»versy 
respecting  the  right  of  Mr.  Vake  to  a  seat. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  Unless  it  were  considered  merrfy  as  a 
tlireat  it  would;  but  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Arkaic«as 
that  tJie  Senate  has  said  once  it  will  not  let  him  in. 

Mr.  ROIilN.SON  of  Arkaii.sas.  Yes;  It  refuseil  to  seat  him 
when  he  presented  his  credentials,  on  the  theory  that  tlie  record 
in  tiie  possession  of  the  Senate  disclosed  a  course  of  action  by 
the  candidate  whicli  made  it  contrary  to  jmblic  policy  and  the 
welfare  of  the  Senate  to  admit  him. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  But  Mr.  Vake  is  nut  now  knocking  at  tlie 
door  of  tbe  Senate;  he  Is  knocking  at  the  door  of  the  Senate's 
adjunct  the  committee,  asking  tliat  he  be  there  found  to  have 
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been  elected.    He  la  not  now^  knocking  at  the  door  of  the  Sen 
ate.    He  came  here  and  was  affronted  and  he  has  gone  away. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  As  state<l  by  the  Senator  from 
Alabama,  this  question  has  been  pending  here  tor  a  very  long 
time.  We  have  no  informatloti,  except  that  which  has  been  fur 
nished  this  morning,  a.s  to  wliat  the  committee  proposes  to  do, 
or  whether  It  proposes  to  do  anything. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    No;  I  have  not  talked  about  it. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  No;  and  there  has  been  no 
^  action  iu  the  Senate.  I  think  the  .suggestion  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator !.«<  worthy  of  consideration.  I  think  the  proposal  that  the 
evi<lence  taken  by  his  committee  should  be  considered  by  the 
Senate  is  entitled  to  con8i<leration  by  this  body.  I  insist,  how- 
ever, that  there  is  no  impropriety  in  the  Senate  adopting  the 
resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  in  view  of  the  whole 
rectird  of  the  case  that  was  long  ago  establi-shed.  I  think  the 
time  ought,  to  rome  when  an  issue  of  that  character  should 
reaclj  a  conclusion.  It  does  not  reflect  any  credit  on  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Senate  to  say  that  three  years  after  an  election 
we  are  still  wrangling  about  whether  we  will  even  consider  a 
question  that  has  been  thoroughly  illuminated.  The  question  of 
Mr.  V abk's  conduct  in  many  of  its  aspects  has  not  even  been 
gone  into  by  the  standing  committee.  It  was  gone  into  fully  by 
the  .select  committee  of  which  Senator  Reed,  of  Missouri,  was 
chairman,  and  of  which  I  am  the  nominal  chairman. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  That  is  in  connection  with  the  primary. 
Mr,  ROBINS(>N  of  Arkansas.  It  also  went  into  phases  of 
the  election,  as  the  last  report  conclusively  shows ;  and  upon  the 
invt-sti-ation  of  the  primary  a  state  of  facts  was  disclosed  that 
I»rompted  the  Senate  to  deny  the  claimant  the  right  to  a  Jieat  in 
tliH  bo«ly. 

I  am  only  insisting  that  there  ought  to  be  action  in  this  mat- 
ter: that  there  is  no  justice  in  the  proposal  that  we  pass  over 
until  another  session  of  Congress  a  question  of  the  highest 
privilege.  If  the  .Senator  is  going  to  report  right  away,  well 
and  good.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  am  satisfied  to  let  the 
l>eti»ling  resolution  abate  until  the  report  is  in;  but  I  am  not 
content  to  .say  that  this  Is  a  session  called  for  the  consideration 
of  tariff  and  farm  relief,  and  that  it  Is  sacrilegious  for  the  Sen- 
ate to  pass  upon  the  highly  privileged  question  of  the  eligibility 
and  qualifications  of  its  Members. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  In  that  connection  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  a  question.  Suppose  the  pending  reso- 
lution should  be  adopted?  It  does  not  destroy  or  relieve  the 
Senate  from  the  antagonisms  and  the  confusion  and  everything 
else  involved  in  determining  whether  Mr.  Wilson  was  elected. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  understand  that 
there  is  any  antagonism  or  confusion  growing  out  of  this  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  I  suggest  that  the  Senator  go  through 
our  reeord  and  .>see  whether  there  is  any  confusion  or  not. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Of  course,  it  is  easy  to  inject 
confusion  into  the  question.  It  is  a  simple  question  of  fact 
whether  or  not  he  was  elected.  Of  course,  there  is  conflicting 
evidenee;  otherwise  the  committee  could  not  have  taken  two 
years  to  investigate  It. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  So,  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me— and 
I  shall  not  prrn-eed  further  at  this  time — that  the  Senate  ought 
to  take  up  all  of  these  controversies,  which  are  in  a  sense  inter- 
locked and  Interrelated,  and  determine  them  at  one  sitting.  \ 
If  I  hud  had  charge  of  this  matter,  I  would  have  suggested  ' 
I)erhaps.  that  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  be 
permitted  to  lie  on  the  table,  subject  to  be  called  up  the  moment 
the  standing  committee  puts  in  its  report,  and  then  proceed 
with  all  of  them ;  and  I  see  no  difficulty  with  that  so  far  as  I 
am  c.»ncerned.  I  do  pledge  myself,  however,  as  far  as  my 
ability  goes,  to  an  earnest  effort  to  bring  in  a  reiwrt  for  the 
consideration  of  the  full  committee  and  the  Senate  it.self 
*  **""•  JiP"^^'^?«  ^J  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norbis]  Is  not  in  the  Chamber  just  at  this 
moment.  I  have  already  stated  that  I  personally  do  not  object 
to  that  arrangement.  I  can  not  support  the  motion  of  the 
.^,""k1'"[, '?'*'"  ;°*""°*i*^''  Watso.v].  I  suggest  that  the  mat- 
ter be  deferred  unt.l  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  can  give  con- 
sideration to  it 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  there  seems  to  be  some  question 
as  to  the  position  I  d«>.  lare.l  a  while  ago  on  the  time  when  I 
w^as  satisfied  to  take  up  this  matter.  It  must  be  looked  at  from 
three  standpoints. 

From  the  standpoint  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  I  should 
;«.»,/'  "**'^  f  question  taken  up  and  disposed  of  Just  as  soon 
as  this  committee  report  comes  to  the  Senate. 
K-„!iT  ^*'<^J^""dP«'nt  of  Mr.  Vak  himself— I  get  it  at  second 
hand  from  his  doctor— he  thinks  that  in  a  couple  of  m.Miths  he 
will  he  won  enough  to  come  down  here  and  speak  for  himself 
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on  the  floor.  I  do  not  express  that  as  my  own  judgment,  be- 
cause I  have  not  seen  Mr.  Vare,  and  I  have  not  seen  the  doctor. 
The  third  viewpoint  from  which  it  has  to  be  looked  at  is  that 
of  allowing  interference  with  the  consideration  of  the  tariff 
bill.  On  that  score  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watsow] 
spoke  at  length  yesterday,  and  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  re- 
peat what  he  said.  I  expect  to  support  his  motion,  but  pri- 
marily because  I  want  to  see  the  consideration  of  the  tarilTf  bill 
go  on  without  interruption.  As  far  as  fairness  to  Mr.  Vam 
goes,  I  can  not  ask  the  Senate  to  wait  any  longer  than  the  coming 
in  of  the  committee's  report 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator 
will  yield 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  D(^  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  understand  that  the 
consideration  of  this  resolution,  or  of  future  resolutions  that  may 
be  brought  into  the  Senate,  wUl  greatly  interfere  with  the  con- 
sideration (»f  the  measure  now  before  the  Senate.  Of  course 
there  is,  necessarily  no  limitation  on  debate;  but  I  do  not  know 
of  anyone  who  exixx-ts  to  debate  this  resolution.  I  think  de- 
bate on  the  pending  resolution  is  about  exhausted  now  I  am 
not  authorized  to  say  that  It  has  been  exhausted. 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  tried  not  to  talk  alwut  the  merits  of  the 
matter. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  point  I  am  making  is  that 
this  is  a  highly  privileged  question.  There  never  will  be  a 
time  when  there  will  not  l»e  important  business  l)efore  the 
Senate.  I  do  not  know  that  the  hasty  determination  of  the  bill 
now  pending  before  the  Senate  is  of  even  equal  importance  to 
matters  that  may  be  before  the  body  on  the  3d  day  of  Decem- 
ber. I  am  not  committing  myself  to  the  proposition  that  the 
decks  must  be  cleared  and  no  business  transacted  until  the  tariff 
bill  has  been  di.^posd  of.  At  the  same  time.  I  am  not  taking  any 
action  or  contemplating  any  action  that  will  unfairly  Interfere 
with  the  considerati<>n  and  prompt  conclusion  of  the  is.^ue8 
raised  by  this  tariff  measure.  I  want  that  distinctly  under- 
stood ;  but  in  making  that  statement  I  express  some  amazement 
not  to  .say  consternation,  that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  and' 
apparently  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  should  feel  that  the 
determination  of  a  question  or  even  the  consideration  of  a  ques- 
tion of  the  highest  privilege  would  constitute  an  unwarranted 
Interference  with  the  legislative  purposes  of  the  Senate 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  feel  that  it  is  an  unwarranted  Inter- 
ference, and  of  course  it  has  the  right  of  way,  as  it  Is  of  the 
highest  privilege;  but  there  are  just  GO  week-days  remaining 
between  now  and  the  beginning  of  the  regular  session,  and  If  we 
are  to  devote  2  or  3  or  4  of  those  GO  days  to  a  discussion  of 
this  question,  we  shall  have  used  up  a  substantial  part  of 
the  time  that  is  needed  in  tlie  consideration  of  the  details  of 
the  tariflf  bill. 

I  was  amazed  at  the  complexity  of  these  schedules  We 
thought  we  could  finish  the  consideration  of  them  by  the 
Finance  Committee  In  half  the  time  we  took;  and.  as  It  was, 
It  seemed  to  me  that  we  were  slurring  over  things  In  the  effort 
to  get  through  at  all.  It  seems  that  every  tariff  biU  Is  much 
more  complicated  than  its  predecessor,  because  industry  be- 
comes more  complic-ated.  That  is  the  only  justification  for  the 
plea  that  we  do  keep  the  decks  clear. 

So  far  as  Mr.  Vahk  goes,  as  I  have  said  before,  I  think  the 
Senate  could,  without  unfairness,  act  on  his  case  when  this 
report  comes  in  from  the  commlltee;  and  I  would  not  on  his 
account  ask  a  longer  delay  than  that  I  do  think,  however 
that  the  tariff  bill  ought  to  be  finished  by  December  if  It  Is 
po.ssible. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  there  has  been  a  good  deal  of 
criticism  of  the  length  of  time  requlreil  to  make  reports  on 
contested  elections.  I  was  wondering  whether  there  is  any 
way  in  which  these  election  contests  can  be  expedited. 

When  I  was  a  Member  of  the  House  it  was  not  an  infrequent 
thing  for  a  contest  to  ctmie  up  and  not  be  concluded  until  the 
end  of  the  tenn  of  the  contestant ;  and  there  was  very  severe 
criticLsm  about  it  on  that  ground.  Whether  or  not  the  situa- 
tion permits  expedition  so  as  not  to  drag  out  these  contests  at 
great  length,  is  a  matter  that  would  be  of  interest  to  Members 
of  the  Senate  as  well  as  to  Members  of  the  House        "'^™'**^'^ 

Mr.  KING.    .Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield*> 
oT^e  SoVS^l'5^7'    ^  '"^  ^».'orV™  Ohio  .UM 
Mr.  FESS.     I  yield. 

Mr  KING.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  Is  a  bill 
pending,  and  .^veral  have  been  pending,  before  the  cmnmlttee- 
idtrSflh^H^  the  ranking  Democratic  member  u,K,n  the  ^ 
mittee-ha^ing  in  %iew  the  rectiflcation  of  some  of  the  evils  to 
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which  the  Senator  is  directing  attention.  Of  course  we  can  not. 
by  remitting  to  the  couils  the  question  as  to  the  validity  of  an 
election,  got  rid  of  the  question  which  was  presented  in  the 
Vare  case — that  Is,  as  to  the  primary  election,  and  whether  his 
conduct  was  such  as  to  render  him  ineligible  or  unworthy  of  a 
seat  In  the  Senate.  But  one  of  the  bills  to  which  I  refer  pro 
vhJed  that  in  all  contests  where  legal  questions  were  involved, 
or  the  counting  of  the  ballots  was  necessary,  those  matters 
should  be  taken  up  in  the  courts  of  the  State  in  which  tlie  elec- 
tion was  held.  If  a  measure  of  that  kind  were  parsed  I  think 
it  would  reduce  to  a  uiinimuiu  tlie  complications  which  arist 
Ix'fure  the  committee,  and  prevent  the  long  delays  which  have 
characterized  the  investigation  of  some  of  the  contests  which 
have  been  brouj^t  before  the  coiumittee  since  I  have  been  a 
member  of  It  during  the  past  12  years. 

-Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  mean  to  criticize  what 
has  been  done  In  this  particular  case,  but  only  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  there  seems  to  have  been  what  ordinarily  would 
be  undue  delay.  I  can  understand  the  complications  of  this 
particular  case.  Involving  some  court  decisions,  and  I  do  not 
mean  to  criticize  the  conduct  of  this  case  at  all ;  but  it  does 
.seem  to  me  that  there  ought  to  be  some  reform  in  this  particu- 
lar line  if  we  can  secure  it 

BASIS  OF  LEVYING   DUTIES   UPON   GOODS  OF  TOtTRTSTS 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Senate  will  shortiy  be  called  upon  to  deal  with  the 
administrative  provisions  of  the  tariff  law,  I  desire  to  call  atten- 
tion to  an  Imiwrtant  matter  with  reference  to  the  basis  of  levy- 
ing duties  upon  goods  of  tourists. 

There  has  recently  come  to  light  astonishing  evidence  of  n 
long-standing  prsictlce  of  thte  rustoms  Bureau  of  the  Treasury 
Department  which  has  serve<l  to  take  unlawfully  countleses 
millions  of  dollars  from  the  pocketbooks  of  returning  American 
tourists,  who  have  been  asses.<sed  custonw  duties  on  the  basis 
of  the  retail  price  which  they  paid  for  their  dutiable  merchan- 
dise abroad. 

The  existing  law  is  clear  and  precise,  and  declares  that  the 
foreign  value  upon  which  Import  duties  are  levied  shall  be  the 
price  at  which  the  dutiable  merchandise  Is  sold  in  foreign 
markets  in  wholesale  quantities — in  a  word,  the  whoh*salo  price. 
American  importers  pay  duties  on  the  basis  of  the  wholesale 
eost.  The  American  private  citizen  has  been  obliged  to  pay 
duties  on  the  basis  of  the  retail  cost — ^an  obviously  Improper 
and  illegal  discrimination. 

This  is  a  matter  of  such  consequence  and  importance,  and  of 
suf-h  si^ecial  concern  nt  a  time  when  we  are  about  to  enter 
up<m  a  debate  of  the  whole  question  of  tariff  rates  and  tariff 
administrative  practices,  that  I  deem  it  appropriate  to  draw  It 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  country. 

Fortunately,  however,  it  does  not  appear  that  Congress  will 
be  required  to  take  steps  to  end  this  discrimination  and  abuse. 
The  Treasury  Department  ai>pears  to  have  conceded  that  the 
existing  method  of  levying  duties  on  the  basis  of  retail  cost  is 
without  warrant  In  law,  and  has  promiseel  to  stop  it  at  once. 

I  have  before  me  a  Washington  dispatch  printed  in  th(!  Boston 
Post  of  September  4.  This  newspaper  was  the  first,  I  believe, 
to  direct  attention  to  what  it  described  as  the  "  gypping "  of 
American  tourists  by  the  United  States  Customs  Sei-vice  through 
these  Illegal,  discriminatory  practk^es.  The  subject  was  quickly 
taken  up  by  the  New  York  World  and  other  metroiKjlitan  news- 
papers, and  Commissioner  of  Custonts  Eble  is  quoted  in  the 
Boston  Post  dispatch  of  September  4  as  declaring: 

I  propose  to  put  u  tilop  to  this  practice.  I  shall  Issue  a  gener*.!  order 
iuiDiediately  to  every  collector  of  costoma  in  the  country  directing  them 
to  see  to  It  that  the  returning  Amcricau  tourist  is  accorded  his  full 
n'ght.s  and  that  the  dutiable  goods  which  he  hrlngs  in  are  assessed  on 
the  basis  of  the  fair  wholesale  value. 

The  commissioner  concedes  that  tliere  has  been  grave  mis- 
understanding by  both  tourists  and  customs  inspectors  as  to 
the  true  basis  of  value  upon  which  a  duty  may  Ik?  collected.  I 
iKilieve  it  is  safe  to  say  that  not  one  man  in  a  thousand,  when 
he  makes  out  his  customs  declaration,  has  known  that  It  was 
not  the  pri<'e  which  he  paid  abroad  but  the  wholesjile  value  that 
measured  the  amount  of  his  $100  dutiable  exemption  and  was 
the  basis  of  assessment  for  any  excess. 

I  ask  in  this  connection  to  have  printed  in  the  Recobo  a  news- 
paper article  which  goes  into  this  subject. 

Mr.  Prfsldent,  the  point  I  want  to  stress  is  that  for  many 
years  the  customs  officials  of  the  Government  have  asked  Ameri- 
can tourists,  when  they  arrive  at  the  port  of  New  York,  to 
present  their  bills  or  memoranda  of  iwices  paid  for  goods  they 
punJiased  abroad,  and  they  have  been  paying  into  the  Public 
Treiisury  taxes  based  upon  the  valuation  of  goods  which  they 
Iiought  abroad  upon  a  retail  basia,  while  the  wholesaler  who 


brought  into  this  country  a  suit  of  clothes.  Jewelry,  or  other 
articles  of  trade  purchased  at  a  wholesale  price  has  had  to  nay 
a  tax  based  on  the  wholesale  price. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  statement  of  the  Senator,  so  far  as  I  have 
heard  it,  is  absolutely  correct  The  matter  was  brought  to  the 
attention  of  a  representative  of  the  Treasurv  Dei«rtment  by 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee  during  the  preparation  of 
the  rates  in  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  they 
admitted  the  Inconsistency.  My  understanding  is  that  the  dis- 
crimination Is  to  be  corrected  by  the  introduction  of  a  new 
form  of  declaration.  Those  who  have  had  to  fill  out  declara- 
tions will  recall  that  the  present  form  of  declaration  Is  silent 
on  the  subject  of  the  wholesale  price. 

The  cost  of  the  article  Is  called  for.  and  naturally,  as  tl»e 
Senator  has  well  stated,  the  average  tourist  has  only  one  cost 
in  his  mind,  the  retail  cost  The  new  declaration  is  to  set  forth 
clearly  and  emphatically  that  the  price  to  be  sworn  to  or 
attested  by  the  traveler,  the  tourist,  shall  be,  as  nearly  as 
possible,  the  wholesale  cost  of  the  article. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his 
observation.  It  is  my  purpose,  in  calling  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  this  mutter  at  this  time,  to  Insure  that  there  ma\  be 
no  delay  on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  Department  In  Kvuiiig  the 
new  form  of  declaration,  and  such  orders  as  may  be  necessary 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  di»criminatiun  in  levying  tariff  duties  uixm 
goods  purchased  by  American  tourists  when  in  EuroiK\ 

I  ask  that  the  newsiiaper  article  to  which  I  have  referred  be 
printed  in  connection  with  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows : 

Washinoton,  September  3. — All  collectors  of  eubtoina  in  the  United 
States  will  be  instructed  within  the  next  48  hours  to  cease  Jevving  duties 
upon  the  goods  of  returning  tonrista  on  the  basis  of  ntail  rather  ihan 
wholesale  value. 

This  ordor  will  mean  a  saTing  of  ujlllions  of  dollars  to  Amirlcan 
travelers  abroad. 

The  decision  was  iirrived  at  to-day,  following  the  expobi^  iu  the  Boston 
Post  of  n  cu«toin,  long  prevalent,  of  a<;4emlng  the  tourist  duties  baaed 
on  the  price  he  paid  for  bis  goods,  rather  than  on  the  wholeaal';-  cost 
which  the  Ameriraii  wholesale  buyer  is  able  to  fake  adv.Tnt.ngt,'  of. 
There  is  uo  justlt^catiou  in  law  for  any  discrimination  between  the 
average  American  tourist  who  returns  from  EUirope  and  the  big  impornr. 

The  overcharge  is  entirely   i]l>>gal. 

Commissioner  of  Customs  F.  A.  Eble,  a  veteran  of  the  service  but 
only  recently  promoted  te  bis  present  post,  declared  to-day  that  the 
statements  In  the  Boston  Post  article  were  entirely  true.  He  conceded 
that  there  was  no  warrant  in  law  for  assessing  duties  ou  the  baaU  of 
the  retail  cost  price  abroad.  He  admitted  the  widespread  diKorimlna- 
tion  which  has  prevailed  in  the  past,  whereby  the  importer  paid  cus- 
toms duties  on  the  wholesale  cost,  whereas  the  individual  traveler 
usually  paid  duties  based  on  the  retaU  cost  abroad. 

"  I  propose  to  put  a  stop  to  this  practice,"  said  CommlsBlouer  Eblc. 
"  I  shall  Issue  a  jrenernl  onler  immediately  to  every  collector  of  cui^toms 
in  the  country  directing  th(  m  to  s**  to  It  that  the  returning  American 
touri.v't  is  accorded  bis  full  rights  and  that  the  dutiable  goods  which  he 
brings  in  are  assesw^  on  the  basis  of  the  fair  wholesale  value." 

H.48    WCLL    AUTnORtTT 

Tlie  commissioner,  in  diacaasing  the  matter  with  a  representative  of 
the  Boston  Post,  called  Into  tiie  conference  bis  deputy  commiK.sioner, 
J.  D.  NeviuB,  another  veteran  of  the  Hervice,  who  la  the  legal  advisor 
of  iho  Customs  Service. 

The  deputy  commissioner  corroborated  Commiaaioner  Eble's  own  In- 
terpretatiou  of  the  existing  tariff  law,  which  spedfiet  "  foreign  market 
value "  as  the  basis  of  tlie  duty — but  which  doflnes  "  foreign  market 
value"  aa  the  "fair  foreign  wholesale  coat."  Attorney  Nevlus  as- 
sured the  comiulasioner  that  be  bad  full  authority  to  iaaae  his  "  gen- 
eral order  "  on  the  subject  without  securing  any  auihorieatlon  from  Sec- 
retary Mellon.  The  commissioner  then  autiu>rized  the  statement  quoted 
above. 

PKACTICH   IB   WJtOKQ 

The  text  of  the  ord<r  had  not  been  prepared  when  the  Cu>>toms  Bureau 
closed  to-day,  but  U  likely  to  go  out  to-morrow.  It  will  instruct  the  col- 
lectors of  customs  at  every  port  to  notify  tbelr  inspectors  and  np- 
prai.wr8  to  strictly  observe  the  law,  and  to  Uke  the  fairly  estimated 
wholesale  cost  of  every  dutiable  article  as  the  baaia  of  tbelr  asMeSKmentM. 

"  I  realise  that  there  baa  lieen  a  good  deal  of  public  miaapprebension 
on  this  question,"  said  Commfsidoiter  Eble,  "  as  well  as  aome  misuuder- 
Btanding  with  some  of  the  membera  of  onr  service.  In  9  caxes  out  of 
10  dutiable  mcrcbandlae  In  the  hufgagc  of  the  returning  American 
tourist  is  not  of  large  amotint.  it  is  properly  declared  at  the  retail  pur- 
chase price  abroad,  bat  tbc  inspectors  are  supposed  to  make  an  all"w- 
aaco  before  uijBesslng  the  duty,  eqoivtient  to  tlie  approxiiaate  niargtn 
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between  tke  purchaae  price  as  listed  and  the  fair  wholesale  cost.  Biit 
1  know  they  eeldom  do  so;  the  practice  Is  wrong  and  I  certainly  in  ten  I 
to  stop  it.  In  principle  it  docs  not  matter  where  it  is  only  a  |20  ha,  r 
or  a  $20,000  far  coat. 

IN    CASE   OF   niCH  TOrBIST 

"  Of  coarse,  in  the  case  of  tlje  wealthy  tourist  whose  porcbases  o  ' 
Jewelry  or  clothing  run  Into  thousands  of  dollars,  an  appraisal  is  mad< 
and   in   snch  cases  ordinarily   the  wholesale  value  is  assigned  as   thi 
basis  of  the  duty." 

CommiHsioner  Eble  would  not  undertake  to  estimate  the  amount  o 
money  which  had  been  improperly  collected  by  the  orerassessment  o; 
the  past.  Obviously  it  Is  a  tremendous  sum.  None  of  this  money  ca-t  U 
recovered  from  the  Government.  Though  they  did  so  under  a  mlsap 
prehension  of  the  law,  the  tourist  when  he  paid  his  duty  and  releasecl 
his  baggage  accepted  as  final  the  "  appraisal  "  then  made.  He  has  ne 
^  appeal  now.  In  the  ordinary  cases  the  appraisal  has  been  simply  the 
tourist's  own  declaration  of  the  value  of  his  purchases,  and  in  the  case 
of  the  honest  tourist  this  value  b.is  been  declnred  as  the  price  he  paid. 

riGUKK   DEPBSCIATION 

The  allowances  hereafter  to  be  made  for  the  difTerence  between  retail 
cost  and  wiiole^ale  cost  is  in  addition  to  the  allowance  for  depreciation 
in  cases  of  clothing  bought  abroad,  which  has  been  worn,  before  it 
enters  this  country.  Tourists  have  long  been  aware  that  they  were 
entitled  to  have  dutiable  value  of  their  foreign  purchases  cut  down  below 
the  purchase  price  if  they  had  "  depreciated."  Hereafter  the  "  deprecia- 
tioii  •'  will  be  figured  on  the  reduced  wholesale  value  figure. 

This  means  that  a  London-made  overcoat  for  which  the  American 
paid  ?75  and  wore  on  shipboard  on  the  way  home  will  be  figured  $50 
less,  perhaps  a  third  for  depreciation,  or  $33,  as  the  dutiable  value  in- 
stead of  $75  less  a  third  for  depreciation,  or  $50. 

HAS  »100  EXEMPTION 

Under  the  present  law  the  tourist  is  allowed  an  exemption  of  $100  of 
dutiable  merchandise  which  he  may  bring  in  free.  This  $100  exemp- 
tion will  hereafter  be  figured  on  the  basis  of  wholesale  cost  Further- 
more, if  the  present  tariff  biU  parses  and  the  amendment  now  in  the 
bill  increasing  this  eiemption  to  $200  Is  retained,  the  tourist  will  be 
still  better  off. 

SENATOB    FROM    PENNSYLVANIA 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution   (S 
Res  111)  submitted  by  Mr.  Norkis  on  the  9th  instant,  declaring 
that  ^rLLjAM  S    Wm  is  not  entitled  to  a  seat  In  the  Senate 
from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  upon  agreeing  to 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quonim. 

S!^  )^w  PKE-''II>ENT.     The  Secretary  will  call  the  poll. 
TheChief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 
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Allen 

Ashurst 

Barkley 

Biugbani 

BLick 

Blaine 

Borah 

Brock 

Rrookhart 

Brouaaard 

Cappfr 

i'»aaa]]y 

('onsen  a 

I»»'n«'en 

IHII 

I'Ulite 

F«^ 

KIt'fcltor 


George 

Glllett 

Glass 

Glonn 

Uoff 

Go  Ids  bo  rough 

Gould 

(Jreene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

HantingB 

Hatfield 

Ha/den 

Hebert 

Heflln 

Howell 

Jones 

Krmn 

Ksyet 


King 

I-a   Follrtte 


M(  Kellar 

Mc.M  aster 

Mc.Xary 

Met  calf 

Moses 

Norris 

-Nye 

f>verman 

Patterson 

I'hipps 

Pine 

PIttmsn 

Uansdeli 

Ue<d 

IU>tilnson,  Ark. 

Uohinson,  lad. 

rtnckett 

Mchall 


Sheppa  rd 

Short  ridge 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Steck 

Stelwer 

Hwanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Warner 

Walcolt 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Wslsb.  Ifont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Wataon 

Mr.   SCHAIX.    My   cofleajrue   [Mr.   SfUPSTBAol    is  detained 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President,  before  a  Tot©  U  taken  on  the 
motion    I  Ue«u|e  to  have  some  Information.    A^ I  underhand 
the  motion  which  has  been  made  is  to  postpone  action  on  the 
resolution  until  the  3<1  of  December 

M^^  ^IS^.E^F'^^^^"^-    ^''*t  Is  the  motion. 

Mr.   BORAH     Is   there  any   disposition  upon   the  part  of 

»K^^^"  ^'.^'^^9^'-    No;  I  tiiiiik  not.  because  we  want  to  finish 

of^;«l'"^'I■f Vr"  **'  ^^^  ^''''^  *»'»  *'  P^^ssiWe  before  that  t?me 
Of  cours^e.  if  it  can  not  be  finished,  we  shall  have  to  take  the 

2L^ift^"Mof"?JS:°J'  1«  reached.  I  moved  to  defer  actSn 
until  the  3d  of  December.  I  intended  to  supplement  ray  moUon 
by  asking  that  the  resolution  be  made  the  special  order  fw  Sit 
day,  so  as  to  preclude  the  possibility  of  further  postponem^t. 


Mr.  BORAH.  Would  the  Senator  be  willing  to  agree  to  take 
it  up  when  the  tariff  bill  Is  out  of  the  way,  and  not  later  than 
the  3d  of  December? 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would,  if  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
were  agreeable  to  It 

Mr.  REED.     I  would  be  very  glad  to  agree  to  that. 

Mr.  WATSON.    Then  I  should  be  very  happy  to  agree  to  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr   President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Would  that  mean  that  this 
resolution  would  be  taken  up  immediately  following  the  final 
vote  of  the  Senate  upon  the  tariff  bill,  while  the  bill  was  In 
conference? 

Mr.  BORAH.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  would  be  willing  to  go  even 
further  than  that,  and  to  agree  that  as  soon  as  the  tariff  bill  has 
passed  the  Senate,  the  resolution  shall  be  taken  up. 

Mr.  WATSON.  That  is  what  I  understood  the  agreement 
to  be. 

Mr.  REED.     Not  wait  for  the  conferetice  report 
Mr.  McKELLAR.     Will  that  be  satL^faetory  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No,  Mr.  President.  This  motion  to  postpone 
action  is  simply  a  motion  on  l)ehalf  of  Mr.  Vakb  for  Vabks 
advantage.  Let  us  not  deceive  ourselves  with  regard  to  the  nar- 
liaaientary  situation.  ^ 

The  idea  that  Mr.  Vare  ought  to  be  here  and  that  he  Is  sick 
even  if  the  statement  were  true,  is  no  reason  in  my  humble 
judgment  why  we  should  longer  delay  action.     In  the  next  place 
if  his  ^esence  here  is  desirable  he  can  as  easily  come  to  the 
Senate  as  he  can  go  to  Atlantic  City.  Towanda.  and  the  other 
places  where  he  has  been  as  indicated  by  the  newspaper  accounts 
read  to  us.     I  do  not  agree  that  we  must  disbelieve  the  news- 
paper accounts  that  said  Mr.  Vare  was  in  Atlantic  City  to-day 
was  met  at  the  train  by  an  automobile  and  taken  to  certaiii 
places,  and  that  he  attended  such  a  meeting  here  and  such  & 
meeting  there. 

We  have  been  asked  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to 
believe  that  that  is  all  false  because  it  is  a  mere  newsnaner 
account  But  we  are  a.sked  to  believe  that  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  is  informed  from  some  unknown  source  that  Mr 
\  ABB  IS  a  sick  man.  I  could  go  as  far  and  say  that  I  have  con- 
fidential information,  in  addition  to  that  which  I  have  given  to 
the  Senate— but  I  have  not  gone  so  far  as  to  say  it,  b^-au.se  I 
can  not  give  the  source  of  the  information— that  nbsolutelv 
contradicts  that  theory.  Does  anyone  suppose  a  newspaper  as 
a  matter  of  news  would  be  telling  a  falsehood  about  Vahb 
coming  here  or  going  there?  It  is  a  matter  of  news.  One  can 
take  all  the  newspapers  of  Philadelphia  and  get  the  .same  story 
They  give  it  as  a  matter  of  news.  I  have  not  made  anv  attempt 
to  gather  it  all  together.  I  assume  that  something  which  was 
common  Information  like  that  would  l)e  accepted. 

Now.  here  is  an  editorial,  and  I  take  it  that  It  Is  In  a  frlondlv 
TK"^^.  ^*'*o  tJ»e  editorial  is  friendly  In  tone-appi-arlng  iJ 
the  Evening  Bulletin,  published  September  10,  1929,  In  Phlla- 

The  resolution  offered  by  Senator  Norbis  for  the  Immediate  considera- 
tion of  the  case  of  Benator-elect  Vabb  and  the  denial  of  his  right  to  a 
seat  In  the  Henate  has  all  the  appearances  of  a  move  to  block  considers- 
tlon  of  the  tariff  bin.  "u*™^" 

That  Is  what  wrne  Senator*  aeem  to  be  afraid  of.  although 
there  Is  nothing  In  it  as  a  matter  of  fact.    The  edliorlal  pS! 

Nevertheless  It  can  not  be  denied  that  it  Is  In  order.  Continued 
delay,  on  the  plea  of  the  Illness  of  the  Senator  elect,  when  he  is  figuring 
dally  as  a  moving  factor  In  local  politics.  Is  a  farce. 

T.1?.^'^  K^'^  editorial  in  the  Evening  Bulletin,  published  In 
Philadelphia  on  the  10th  day  of  September:  pa""8"ea  in 

Nor  is  there  any  reason  for  hope  that  postponement  will  be  of  anv 
advantage  to  his  case.  Every  poll  which  has  been  mad"  indicates  a 
very  cose  vote  in  the  Senate,  and  what  i,  inevitable  might  as  welii,: 
met  at  once  as  later  e   <-  ao  wen  i>e 

VaI^  Il."''nr'*"?  '''  d'«'oyalty  or  of  unfriendliness  to  Senator-elect 

willing  trio  sTmulh'   \        rf   ^""^   *^*   "°"»'"   «""    undoubtedlv   is 
wimag  to  do  as  much  again.    But  he  should  not  be  required  or  expected 
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to  sacrifice  the  vital  Interest  of  the  SUte  in  its  Hght  to  wjuallty  In 
senatorial  representation  merely  for  the  purpose  of  delaying  a  decision 
which  ultimately  must  be  made.  Senator-elect  Yam's  case  wUl  be 
neither  better  nor  worse  three  months  later.  If  the  opposition  in  the 
Senate  is  determined  to  force  the  issue  at  the  present  time.  It  should  be 
met  and  not  avoided. 
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I  do  not  know  the  attitude  of  this  newspaper,  but  I  take  it 
from  the  editorial  that  it  is  rather  friendly,  at  least  not  un- 
friendly, to  Mr.  Vare. 

Mr.  President,  there  can  he  but  one  object,  and  that  is  ulti- 
mately to  seat  Mr.  Vare  in  the  Senate.  I  charge  now  that  delay 
will  go  to  help  those  who  are  trying  to  bring  about  that  condi- 
tion. Delay  is  considered  of  advantage  to  Mr.  Vare.  Alreadv 
the  i>e<»ple  have  almost  forgotten  In  many  Instances  the  issue 
raised  in  the  case,  one  of  national  Importance  and  one  of 
national  scope.  Two  years  ago,  when  the  case  was  first  pending 
here,  no  man  anywhere  in  the  United  States  could  run  for  a 
seat  in  this  body  without  mtn-tine  the  Vare  question.  He  was 
calle<i  upon  to  say  whether  or  not  he  was  going  to  stand  by  that 
crooked  machine  in  Philadelphia  or  whether  he  was  going  to 
vote  for  the  purification  of  the  American  Senate.  It  is  hoped  by 
delay  that  the  jK-ople  will  fctrget. 

The  idea  that  we  are  trying  to  d^ay  the  tariflf  bill  or  filibus- 
ter against  the  tariff  bill  is  a  smoke  .screen.  Unfortunately  I 
think  it  is  going  to  influence  quite  a  number  of  votes.  I  am  not 
criticizing  Senators  who  think  that  way  and  that  we  ought  not 
to  d(»  anything  to  delay  the  tariff,  but  I  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  this  matter  will  take  time  whenever  it  comes  up  and 
there  never  will  be  a  time  when  it  will  perhaps  not  displace 
imjiortiint  business.  There  is  no  more  impc»rtant  business  be- 
fore the  American  people  to-day  than  honest  elections  and  tlie 
honest  acquiring  of  seats  in  the  highest  legislative  body  of  this 
land.  There  can  be  no  question  of  greater  importance.  So  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  think  the  tariff  sinks  into  insignificance 
when  compartHl  to  the  action  here  that  shall  say  to  the  country 
and  to  the  wo. Id  that  the  buying  and  selling  of  senatorial  seats 
with  money  must  end. 

I  invite  the  attention  of  those  Senators  who  In  good  faith  are 
going  to  vote  for  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  be- 
cause they  fear  the  charge  will  be  made  that  they  are  trying  to 
filibuster  against  the  tariff,  that  we  must  take  those  responsi- 
bilities in  ever>'  vote  that  comes  to  us.    We  ought  to  have  the 
courage  and  the  bravei-y  to  do  it.    There  never  will  come  a  time 
when  a  .similar  charge  can  not  be  made.    It  is  a  smoke  screen 
Senators,  in  the  interest  of  the  seating  of  Mr.  Vare.    I  believe! 
whatever  action  is  taken,  that  the  real  demand  now  for  purifica- 
tion of  politics  and  the  upholding  of  the  honor  and  the  dignity 
of  this  body  requires  that  we  settle  the  question  now.    It  is  not 
connected  with  the  Wilson  contest.     The  Investigation  of  the 
Vare  case  comes  mostly  from  the  primary.    The  first  investiga- 
tion upon  which  we  acted  upon  the  report  of  the  committee  was 
all  based  upon  the  primary,  and  we  had  decided  before  that 
that  the  expenditure  of  such  a  huge  sum  of  money  to  gain  a 
nomination  invalidates  the  nomination,  and  If  It  is  followed  by 
an  ele<'tIon  it  Invalidates  the  election. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  willing  to  have  a  vote  now, 
and  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  upon  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  BORAH,  Mr.  President,  I  confesB  that  the  resolution  is 
not,  I  would  say,  embarrassing,  but  it  Is  a  little  difRcuIt  to 
determine  how  we  shonld  vote.  I  perfectly  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  that  the  matter  ought  to  be  disposed 
of.  It  has  be<*n  here  something  over  three  years.  I  can  not 
lielJeve  there  is  anything  in  the  matter  of  Mr,  Vabh^s  health 
which,  from  the  moat  humanitarian  conception  of  the  situation, 
would  Justify  further  delay.  I  sat  with  Mr.  Vabe  through 
three  nights  In  a  very  trying  situation  and  did  not  discover  any 
unusual — — 

Mr.  REED.    That  was  before  Vase's  stroke,  was  It  not? 

Mr.  BORAH.  Tea  Since  that  time,  of  course,  he  has  suf- 
fered a  stroke;  but,  as  the  facts  undoubtedly  will  substantiate, 
he  Is  now  taking  part  In  campaigns  and  conducting  important 
business  matters.  I  do  not  think  there  Is  any  reason  from  that 
standpoint  for  delay. 

There  is  only  one  matter  that  concerns  me,  and  that  Is,  If 
It  does  come  up,  how  much  time  will  it  take  away  from  the  con- 
sideration of  the  tariff  bill?  I  think  an  effort  ought  to  be 
made  to  reach  an  agreement  as  to  a  time  to  vote  upwi  the 
matter,  so  that  we  may  not  interpose  It  here  at  a  time  when 
it  will  undoubtedly  delay  consideration  of  the  tariff  bUL  I 
would  like  to  dispose  of  this  election  matter,  but  I  should  like 
to  avoid,  as  far  as  possible,  delay  of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr..  President,  will  the  Senator  yi^d? 

Mr.  BORAH.    Certainly. 
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Mr.  BOR.\H.     I  yield, 
fi,?*^'  ^V^^^l^-.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a  v<.te  unon 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Friday  of  this  week? 
Mr.  NORRIS.    Friday  «f  this  week 
i*'^»i£?  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 
rxf  ^J  •    ^  ^'""^*^  "^^  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Colorado 

[Mr.  A>ATERM-*N]  if  there  is  any  possibility  of  a  reix. n  fn'm  his 
subctimmlttee  by  that  time? 

J^I;-  ^'ATERMAN.  Mr.  President.  I  can  say  in  answer  to  the 
question  c^the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  that  ih<.  offices  of 
two  members  of  the  subcommittee^  advise  me  that  the  two 
Senators  will  not  be  back  here  within  that  time 

Nebraska  ^^'  ^^^"  ^  ^^^"^^  ***  ^®  ^"^*  °'  ^^^  Senator  fnim 
on!!ih  ^^^^^P-  '*^*n^^  tfiat  Is  obje<t«'d  to.  I  desire  (o  stibmlt 
in.^h  .?^^""Trr^°^  ^"^'*-  ^  ««*'  ^^^  unanim.ms  con- 
Sh^  ^:?^''  ^^^'f"  P^^'  2  o'clock  the  Senate  preceed  to  vote 
XrS  ''     ^  "^°    "'^    resolution    which    1    have 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     I  object. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  on  iiext  Sat- 
urday afternoon  at  5  o'clock  the  Senate  shall  without  further 
debate  vote  upon  the  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  REED.     I  objec-t. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  next  Mdidav 
at  o  o  clock  in  the  afternoon  the  Senate  will  vote  wiihout  further 
dw>ate  upon  the  resdlution. 

Mr.  REED.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  my  objection  may 
be  noted  to  all  such  requests. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  PemisylvanIa 
objects. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  is  sufficient  to  show  from  what  source 
the  delay  is  coming. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Am  I  to  undM^tand  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania to  say  he  will  not  agree  upon  a  day  certain  to  vote? 

Mr.  REED.  Not  at  all.  I  ask  unanimous  constant  that  Imme- 
diateb'  upon  the  final  disposition  of  H.  R.  2667,  the  tariff  bill, 
the  Senate  shall  procee<l  to  the  consideration  of  the  Vare  reso-' 
lution  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Nel^raska,  and  tiiat  a  final 
vote  thereon  shall  be  taken  within  three  calendar  days  there- 
after. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  Is  worse  than  the  motion  to  postiKine 
which  has  been  made.  That  would  probably  mean  that  It  would 
be  next  May  before  we  would  vote  on  the  resolution.  I  object  to 
that.  There  Is  no  use  putting  it  off  that  long.  I  am  (»bje<thBg 
to  the  motion  the  Senator  from  Indiana  has  submitted  Invause 
It  postpones  the  matter.  We  ought  to  vote  now.  We  ought  to 
have  voted  last  yetir.  Nobody  knows  when  the  tariff  bill  Is 
going  to  be  diiTxise*!  of.  Its  consideration  may  go  beycmd  the 
time  fixed  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana  in  his  motion. 

Mr.  REED.  Very  g(K)d.  Then  I  will  couple  with  the  PMjuest 
that  I  have  just  made  the  proviso  that  in  no  event  shall  tta» 
Vare  resolution  be  taken  up  later  than  December  3  next. 

Mr,  NORRIS.  I  object  to  that,  Mr,  l^resident,  beraupe  that 
date  is  too  late. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Objection  Ic  made. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Mr.  President.  I  gather  that  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr,  Re»>]  thinks  the  question  involving  Mr. 
Vake's  right  to  a  seat  may  be  disposed  of  In  any  event  within 
three  calendar  days.  If  that  be  so,  why  defer  the  matter  until 
the  indefinite  determination  of  the  tariff  meaaure? 

Mr.  REED.  For  the  very  good  reason  that  there  only  remain 
60  week  days  between  now  and  the  convening  of  Congress  In 
regular  session,  and  we  very  much  hc^)e  that  it  may  be  possible 
to  finish  the  tariff  bill  by  that  time. 

Mr.  GLASS.  If  It  will  take  only  three  calendar  days  to  de- 
termine the  Vare  question,  I  should  think  that  a  few  of  the 
most  voluble  Senators  might  agree  to  curtail  their  sjieeches  that 
much  on  the  tariff  bill  and  let  us  settle  the  Vare  question  as 
speedily  as  possible.  If  it  may  be  determined  within  three  cal- 
endar days,  I  .shall  vote  to  determine  It  within  that  time. 

Mr.   McKELLAR.     Mr.   President,   as  a   peacemaker.    I   ask 

unanimous  consent  that  we  vote  on  the  Vare  resolution  at  3 

o'clock  two  weeks  from  to-day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  REED.     I  would  gladly  agree  to  that  if  I  knew  that  th« 

r^wrt  on  the  case  from  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Blec- 
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tiona  wonld  be  suhmitted  by  that  time,  and  If  It  were  not  foj 
the  Int»Tfer«Jce  of  the  tariff  Mil. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  object. 

Mr.  REED.     I  am  not  trying  to  postpone  the  Vare  case 

Mr.  McKEIXAR.  I  am  merely  trying  to  pour  oil  on  tLe 
troubled  waters  or  f    sweeten  the  rlnegar. 

Mr.  REED.  I  appreciate  that.  I  am  not  trying  to  postpone 
the  Vare  case  indefinitely.  On  the  contrary,  I  am  willing  to 
agree  that  in  no  ev<«nt  shall  it  be  taken  up  later  than  December 
3,  as  suggested  in  the  moUon  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  and 
if  we  can  get  through  with  the  tariff  bill  earlier  than  that  date, 
then  that  we  shall  take  up  the  Vare  case  sooner.  Surely  that  Is 
fair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  objected  to  the  request  once.  Shall  I 
hare  to  do  so  again? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  request  now  before  the  Senate 
la  that  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  REED.  I  stated  that  I  had  to  object  to  that  request  be- 
eau.se  I  did  not  know  whether  or  not  the  Privileges  and  Elec- 
tlooa  Committee  would  have  reported  by  that  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  to  postpone  the  conaideration  of  the 
^are  case  until  December  3,  1829. 

Mr,  REED.     On  that  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTK.  Mr.  I'resident,  before  the  rote  shall  be 
taken  let  me  say  that  there  are  several  statements  which  were 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rns]  in  his  re- 
marks on  yesterday  which,  as  a  member  of  the  select  committee. 
I  do  not  wish  to  go  unchallenged  In  the  Rixxwn.  On  pjige  3507 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  said: 

For  example — we  are  in  the  Seuate,  and  I  am  taking  a  long  time  In 
telling  It— the  last  Reed  report  does  not  deal  at  all  with  the  primary 
election,  as  the  pending  rcsoluUcn  aays  It  does.  It  deals  acloslTely 
with  th«  general  election  In  the  following  NoTember. 

Mr.  President,  I  fear  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  has 
not  read  the  la)*t  report  of  the  select  committee.  At  the  bottom 
of  puKe  2  of  that  rei)ort  the  Senator  will  find  the  following 
statement: 
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In  pursuance  of  taid  resolution- 
Referring  to  the  resolution  which  rcreferred  the  case  to  the 
committee — 

In  pursuance  of  said  resolution  your  committee  met  to  consider  the 
steps  to  be  Uken.  It  decided  that,  haying  held  extensive  hearinga  and 
reported  fully  its  findings  to  the  Senate  concerning  the  primary  election 
held  in  Pennsylvania  in  1926  (Kept.  1197,  pt.  2.  69th  Cong.),  a  further 
inve^Ugation  Into  the  primary  was  unnecessary.  For  the  convenience 
of  the  Senate  said  report  Is  hereto  appended  in  condensed  form  and 
refprriHl  to  as  Annex  A. 

Mr.  REED.    That  annex  is  simply  a  reprint  of  the  first  report 

Mr.  I^  FOLLETTE.  Exactly;  but  if  the  Senator  will  read 
that  annex  he  will  find  that  by  reference  there  are  included 
all  of  the  reports  whldi  the  special  committee  has  made  con- 
cerning the  Pennsylvania  primaries.  Therefore  the  statement 
that  this  report  refers  exclusively  to  the  election  is  not  correct 

Mr.  REED.  This  report  deals  exclusively  with  the  general 
Section.  It  does  reprint  tlie  first  report,  so  that  the  two  of  them 
are  in  the  same  pamphlet. 

Mr.  IJk  FOLLETTE.     ExacUy. 

Mr.  REED.     But  It  frankly  states,  and  correctly  states,  that 
that  pjirt  which  deals  with  the  primary  was  the  old  report 
.   ¥'•  LA  FOLLETTE.     Exactly;  but  the  Senator's  statement 
la  to  the  effect  that  this  report  does  not  deal  at  all  with  the 
primary. 

Mr.  REED.    To  the  extent  that 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Let  me  finish  the  sentence 

Mr.  REED.    Very  weU. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  And  the  report  Itself  shows  that  there 
was  included  in  it  the  reports  which  the  committee  had  made 
as  to  the  primary.  Therefore  the  resolution  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  states  the  fact 

Mr.  REED.    To  the  extent  that  I  did  not  state  that  the  old 
report  was  reprinted  it  may  l)e  that  my  sUtement  was  Incor- 
rect, but  c^tainly  in  its  substance  the  statement  was  correct 
^^'iJ^.  FOLLETTE.     Well,  It  was  exceedingly  misleading. 
Mr.  President,  to  say  the  least. 

Mr.  REED.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  stop  by  saying  "the 
least      I  hope  he  wUl  tell  the  Senate  all  he  thinks  of  it 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  I  have  given  my  opinion  as  to  Uie 
benator  s  statement  To  continue  the  qnotaUon  from  the  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania : 

The  redtal  in  ttie  reMhitloii  aow  befot«  os  that  shows  fraud  and 
corruption  in  tke  primary  election  Is  wholly  Incorrect,  because  It  does 


not  deal  with  It  at  all.  The  report  that  you  are  a«»ke<l  to  adopt  by  tbo 
pending  reflation  does  not  doal  at  aU  with  the  primaries  in  which  this 
so-called  corruption  occurred,  and  the  adoption  of  tho  roport  would  l)e 
wholly  irrelevant  to  a  decision  on  t-orrnptlon  in  tho''e  primaries.  What 
the  report  that  yon  are  asked  to  adopt  does  do  Is  to  pass  on  the 
November  election  of  1926. 

Another  statement  made  by  the  Senator  on  the  same  page  U 
as  follows: 

It  states  that  in  every  ward  of  the  city  persons  voted  who  were  not 
even  registered,  and  that  there  were  discovered  2,018  such  registration^. 
The  studies  of  the  Waterman  committee — the  Senator  wUl  correct  me 
if  I  state  this  wrongly — show  that  instead  of  2.01S,  distributed  over 
every  ward  of  the  city,  an  examination  by  the  Privileges  and  Elecllons 
Subcommittee  of  the  complete  election  records  has  resulted  In  the 
Idcntlflcatlon  in  the  registration  books  of  ail  but  33  of  the  2,018  alleged 
nonregiatercd  voters. 

Mr.  President  on  page  80  of  the  report  under  Annex  D  there 
appears  a  memorandum  of  the  counsel  for  the  special  com- 
mittee in  reply  to  the  brief  filed  by  Mr.  Kelly,  one  of  Mr.  Vabk's 
counsel.  Before  quoting  that  however,  I  wUl  read  further  from 
the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  made  on  yester- 
day.   He  also  said : 

The  Reed  report  that  yoo  are  anked  here  to  adopt  declared  that  there 
were  over  2,000  forgeries  in  the  voting  check  lint,  or  whatever  the 
thing  is  that  the  voter  has  to  sign  when  he  comes  in  to  get  his  ballot. 
They  brought  down  a  carload  of  those  people  whose  names  had  been 
pointed  out  as  forgeries,  and  notified  Senator  Reed  that  they  had  1,70«) 
more  ready  to  come  from  Philadelphia  to  testify  that  they  had  per- 
sonally voted. 

I  now  quote  from  Annex  D,  "  Memorandum  of  Counsol  for 
the  Special  Committee,"  as  follows: 

Ob  the  24th  day  of  January,  1929,  when  the  commiilee  l&M  met, 
Mr.  ViA»'8  counsel  were  informed  that  the  committee  waa  ready  to 
hear  whatever  they  had  to  present.  They  were  also  informed  that  the 
hearing  would  b«  confined  to  the  records  of  the  November  election  and 
testimony  reUtIng  thereto.  This  op.ined  the  door  for  Mr.  V.vaa  to  lia\e 
shown  from  the  record,  or  by  oral  evidence  of  persons  who  had  ex- 
amined the  record,  that  any  or  aU  of  the  conclusions  arrived  at  by  the 
•laminers  of  the  committee  were  incorrect.  Mr.  Vajjb  requested  the 
privilege  of  introducing  evidence  upon  only  one  p«jim,  vix,  au  offer 
was  made  to  produce  some  42  witnesses  to  testify  that  they  had  signed 
their  own  names  In  the  registration  lHX)k8,  this  being  42  persons  out  of 
2,018  reported  to  the  committee  as  having  been  signetl  by  i>erson»  other 
than  the  voter.  It  was  claimed  that  these  42  wituesses  were  typical 
of  the  entire  number. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee  ruled  Uiat  au  affidavit  could  be  fll.-d 
with  the  committee  by  the  42  persons  and  that  the  affidavit  would  be 
submitted  to  the  committee  for  its  de<:i8ion  as  to  whether  it  would 
receive  that  particular  character  of  evidence.  Thereupon  37  persons 
signed  the  affidavit.  The  representatives  for  Mr.  \am£  were  cleariy 
informed  that  they  could  Introduce  evidence  of  their  examiners,  or  the 
records  themselves,  touching  any  matter  shown  upon  the  face  of  the 
election  documents  which  had  been  examined  both  by  the  representatives 
of  the  committee  and  the  representatives  of  Mr.  Vaui.  But  the  rep- 
resentatives of  Mr.  Vam  expressly  stated  that  the  only  witnesses  they 
had  to  offer  were  the  42  persons  aforesaid,  this  being  Uie  only  evidence 
offered  upon  the  hearing;  and  the  case,  so  far  as  evidence  was  con- 
cerned, was  then  Toluntarlly  dosed  by  Mr  Va«k'«  counsel.  It  Is  perti- 
nent, therefore,  to  remark  that,  so  far  as  the  evidence  of  the  case  is 
concerned,  there  was  nothing  before  the  committee  on  behalf  of  Mr 
Xabx  except  the  affidavit  aforesaid. 

I  submit,  Mr.  President  that  there  Ig  nothing  in  the  testimony 
or  the  record  of  the  special  committee  to  support  the  assertion 
that  former  Senator  Reed,  of  Missouri,  made  any  such  state- 
ment as  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  attributes  to  him  In  the 
following  language: 

They  brought  down  «  carload  of  those  people  whose  names  had  been 
pointed  out  as  forgeries,  and  notified  Senator  Reed  that  they  had 
1.700  more  ready  to  come  from  Philadelphia  to  testify  that  thev  had 
personally  voted.  Some  200  of  them  had  moved  or  could  not  bo  fonnd 
but  they  located  1.700;  and  Senator  Reed,  after  hearing  from  the  tirst 
carload,  said  It  was  not  necessary  to  bring  anv  more.  Yet  the  state- 
ment remains  In  that  report  that  there  were  aU  those  forgeries  and 
that  is  the  report  that  we  are  asked  to  adopt. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President 

.'^^\^}^\^^^^iDEST.    Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania?     .  «   niM.ouMu 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  gladly  yield. 
wr.^^'  ^^^^s   J^K-  **resident,  I  have  no  personal  knowietlge  of 

lah  been  tried  before  the  two  committees.    I  said  yesterday  that 
t  was  not  speaking  of  my  own  knowietlge.  but  was  quoting  from 
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statements  made  to  me  by  Mr.  Kelly,  counsel  for  Mr  Vam. 
Mr.  Kelly  tells  me  that  that  report  of  the  special  counsel  for  the 
BtHKl  committee  does  not  truthfully  set  forth  the  facts  in  that 
particular.  Whether  he  is  right  or  whether  the  lawyer  for  the 
siK?(inl  committee  is  right  I  do  not  know. 

air.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  record  of  the  committee  does  not 
sulwtaiitiate  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from  P«in- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  REED.  Precisely ;  and  the  statement  made  by  the  Sena- 
tor fn.ni  Pennsylvania  was,  "Mr.  Kelly  tells  me  that  the 
record  is  false."     I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  false  or  not 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President  this  is  the  first  time,  to 
my  knowledge,  that  the  transcript  of  Uie  testimony  of  this 
hearing  has  been  challenged.  Certainly  Mr.  Vabb  was  there  by 
his  counsel ;  the  stenographer  was  there,  and  every  word  that 
was  said  was  taken  down. 

Mr.  REED.  Every  word  that  is  said  Is  not  usually  taken 
down. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETl'E.  It  was  taken  down  In  this  instance, 
becau.>«e  the  then  Senator  from  Missouri  was  very  particular 
to  have  this  statement  apitear  upon  the  record. 

Mr.  REED.  Very  well;  then,  Mr.  Kelly  is  wrong  If  the 
Senator  fn.m  Wi.««con.sin  is  right,  and  if  Mr.  Kelly  is  right  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  very,  very  wrong. 

Mr.  LA  FX)LLETTE.  I  am  not  wrong,  Mr.  President  because 
the  record  shows  that  I  am  right. 

Now.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to  a  fur- 
ther statement  from  the  reply  memorandum  of  the  committee's 
counsel  to  Mr.  Kelly's  brief,  appearing  on  page  84  of  the  report 
of  the  special  committee: 

VI.  Nonregistered  voters:  In  considering  the  arguments  on  behalf 
of  Mr.  Vaue  with  regard  to  what  the  records  of  the  imtsous  who  voted 
actually  show,  the  committee's  attention  is  respi'ctfully  directed  toward 
the  following  langriage  quoted  from  page  26  of  the  brief  on  behalf  of 
Mr.   VAiiE  : 

"  Those  having  any  experience  in  the  conduct  of  elections  In  Philadel- 
phia know  that  in  some  polling  places  the  voters  come  In  groups  of 
varying  sires,  and  when  they  come  in  groups,  their  names  are  not 
written  in  the  lists  of  voters,  uor  are  they  always  checked  on  the  regis- 
tration book." 

ITils  is  an  exact  statement  of  the  prevailing  practice.  It  fully  ex- 
plains why  many  person.s  are  recorded  as  voting  and  in  fact  voted 
who  did  not  register,  and  it  also  fully  explains  the  presence  of  the 
names  of  "  repeaters  "  on  the  lists  of  voters.  Where  the  law  expressly 
pre.'^crilies  that  a  person  must  personally  appear  and  register  to  estab- 
lish hU  right  to  vote,  that  bis  right  to  vote  must  be  tested  by  exami- 
nation of  the  registration  book,  and  that  the  fact  of  his  voting  must  be 
simultaneously  recorded  in  not  less  than  four  separate  documents,  and 
all  of  these  requii'ements  arc  customarily  disregarded  with  respect  to 
groups  of  voters  "  of  varying  sizes,"  the  opportunities  for  fraud  are 
literally  llmltle.ss  and  it  Is  not  surprising  that  the  records  show  on  their 
face  that  these  opportunities  weiv  availed  of. 

With  regard  to  this  practice,  the  brief  goes  on  to  say : 

"At  some  time  during  the  day  when  there  is  no  one  desiring  to  vote, 
the  lnsi>ector8  and  the  clerks  make  comparison  of  the  entries  in  their 
book.s  and  then  the  books  ai-e  made  to  correspond  to  each  other.  In 
doing  Ko  there  Is  no  fraud,  no  desire  or  Intention  to  deceive  the  public 
or  to  corrupt  the  election.  It  is  rather  an  honest  attempt  to  comply 
with  the  law  and  to  complete  the  records  of  that  division  so  that  the 
work  of  that  particular  election  board  may  be  scrutinized  and  found  to 
bte  correct." 

In  other  words,  counsel  for  Mr.  Vabb  would  persuade  the  committee 
that,  after  every  safeguard  provided  by  law  to  restrict  the  franchise 
to  those  entitled  to  it  has  been  deliberately  violated  and  an  attempt 
made  "  to  complete  the  records  •  •  •  so  that  the  work  •  •  • 
may  be  scrutinized  and  found  to  be  correct,"  this  was  "an  honest 
attempt  to  comply  with  the  law."  It  is  respectfully  submitted  that 
such  an  attempt  "to  complete  the  records  so  that  the  work  may  be 
scrutinixod  and  found  to  be  correct "  can  not  be  explained  on  any 
honest  basis.  The  whole  procedure  clearly  shows  an  intentionally  fraud- 
ulent scheme  from  beginning  to  end,  with  only  a  half-hearted  attempt 
to  cover  up  the  evidence  of  fraud. 

Mr  Vaks's  counsel  state  that  they  have  actually  "located  upon 
the  registers  90  per  cent  of  the  alleged  nonregistercd  voters."  The 
nature  of  the  process  followed  by  Mr.  Vabb's  examiners  in  "  locating  " 
those  names  was  clearly  brought  out  at  the  hearing.  (See  pp.  91 
to  94  of  the  transcript.)  The  first  two  examples  dUd  by  Mr.  Kelly 
of  the  finding  in  the  registers  of  names  reported  to  the  committee 
as  not  shown  there  are  the  names  of  Joseph  Rodgers  and  William 
Reilly.  The  list  of  voters  in  the  fourth  division  of  the  thirty-sixth 
ward  contains  these  two  names  and  these  names  admittedly  do  not 
appear  upon  the  registers.  However,  the  names  of  Ous  Rodgers  and 
Patrick  Reilly  appear  upon  the  registers,  and  it  is  the  contention  of 
Mr.  Varb'8  counsel  that  those  two  registrations  Justify  the  appearance 
of  the  two  dlflTerent  names  upon  the  list  of  voters.     It  is  respectfally 
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Mbmltted  that  the  registration  by  Giis  Rodgers  does  not  entitle  Joseph 
Rodgers  to  vote,  and  that  the  registration  by  Patrick  Reilly  doc.  not 
entitle  William  Reilly  to  vota  Any  different  position  nullifies  entirely 
the  whole  purpose  of  personal  registration  and  Identification  as  a  t€«t 
Of  the  right  to  vote  and  opens  the  door  to  registration  by  one  person 
of  a  given  surname  on  behalf  of  all  others  in  the  city  bearing  the  same 
surname. 

Mr  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at  that 
point?  N^ 

.t  T^^  \'k'\.^'*^^^^^''^''^-  r>^Ve  S^-nator  from  Wistonsiu 
yield  to  the  Senatt»r  from  Oregon?/ 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  do.         ( 

Mr.  STEIWER.  LKh.s  the  Senator  «m{end  that  the  mere 
fact  that  the  names  are  written  differently  would  make  the 
vote  an  illegal  vote? 

Mr  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  contend  that  the  registraUon  of  a  man 
hy  th««  name  of  James  Jones,  for  instance,  iKh-s  not  entitle 
Geoige  Jones  to  come  in  and  cast  a  vote  and  be  charge<l  against 
James  Jones's  name  on  the  re^ster. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Of  course,  we  would  all  agree  to  that-  but 
asfsumiiig  that  errors  were  ma«le  by  the  clerks  In  writing  down 
the  names — because  they  are  announced  verballv— assuming 
that  the  two  names  refer  to  one  and  the  same  Identical  person 
would  the  Senator  fe«^  that  the  vote  was  Ulegal  becam.se  the 
names  were  mlswrltten? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLEITE.  Where  it  appears  in  so  many  different 
Instances  it  is  an  indication  that  the  error  coidd  n(»t  be  made 
again  and  again  without  there  being  a  fraudulent  intent 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  might  add,  Mr.  President— I  shcml'd  state 
parenthetually,  that  I  am  not  a  defender  of  Mr.  Vabk  In  any 
sense— that  the  evidence  was  most  carefiUly  c<»llated  and 
brought  together  by  the  general  committee:  and  in  many  cases, 
if  not  indeed  in  most  cases,  it  leads  strongly  to  the  con(lasit)n 
that  the  two  names  given  in  the  instances  just  citetl  by  the 
Senator  fr^im  Wisconsin  really  refer  U»  one  and  the  same  per- 
son, because  it  Is  found  in  nearly  all  of  these  ca.<5es.  although 
not  conmiented  upon  in  the  reiwrt  from  which  the  Senator  is 
reading,  that  the  person  wh(.  was  registered  is  never  shown  cu 
the  voting  list  as  having  voted ;  and  unless  we  mav  assume  the 
Identity  of  the  pei"sons  it  iwans  that  a  very  great  number  of 
lav^'fully  regb<tered  V(»ter8  did  not  vote. 

Of  course,  it  is  most  diflJcult,  in  an  invesUgation  of  an  elec- 
tion contest  in  a  State  of  10,000.000  pet.ple,  to  tstablish  Identity 
by  proof.  In  those  few  cases  where  we  were  able,  however,  to 
carry  the  investigation  to  that  extentr^e  found  strong  reason 
for  believing  in  the  idea  of  the  identity  Of  the  voters. 

I  say  this,  not  to  make  a  defense  for  Mr.  Vabb,  and  not  in 
behalf  of  his  right  to  be  seated  here,  but  rather  with  the  Id^-a 
that  when  the  information— the  bilateral  information.  If  I  may 
so  term  it — of  the  general  committee,  as  disthiguished  from  this 
report  of  a  counsel,  is  brought  before  the  Senate,  the  facts  are 
going  to  1(K*  very  <lifferent  in  this  particular  respect  from  the 
intimations  that  are  made  in  the  report  from  which  the  Senator 
is  reading. 

Mr.  GI^SS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wiaconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  frcnn  Virginia? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  desire  to  conclude,  becau.se  I  know 
that  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  is  anxious 
to  proceed. 

Mr.  GLASS.  I  simply  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
one  question.  If  I  may.  Will  the  Senator  from  Wiswmsin  yield 
for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GLASS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  8enatx>r  immediately 
addressing  the  Senate  If  he  can  tell  us  when  the  report  of  the 
committee  will  be  made,  or  if  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee, 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Watebman],  can  give  us  some 
idea  of  when  the  report  may  be  expected? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  can  only  say,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
subcommittee  concluded  Its  work,  we  thought  finally,  some  time 
la.st  .spring  prior  to  adjournment.  We  met  for  the  puriM>se  of 
considering  our  report  to  the  general  committee.  At  that  time, 
as  was  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Waterman] 
this  morning,  one  member  of  the  committee,  a  I>emocratic  mem- 
ber of  the  committee,  brought  lo  our  attention  some  matters  up 
in  Pittsburgh  to  which  we  had  given  no  consideration.  We 
all  thought  those  Pittsburgh  matters  .should  be  investigated. 
We  thereupon  did  not  report  to  the  general  committee,  but  In- 
structed the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  to  go  to  Pittsburgh 
and  to  continue  the  investigation. 

Now  the  evidence  is  all  taken.  Argument  has  l»eeo  had.  I 
see  no  reason  why  the  subcommittee  should  not  report  to  the 
general  committee  In  a  week's  time  or  less,  save  for  the  fact 
that  two  members  of  the  subcommittee  are  not  yet  In  attendance 
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iipjn  the  Senate.  "Hiat  report  slionhl  be  made,  I  may  say  U 
the  Senator  from  Virjrloia.  very  promptly;  and  if  the  genera 
coiumittee  acta  prumpUy,  too,  the  whole  thing  can  be  broughi 
before  the  Senate  In  10  days,  or  p^^sslbly  2  weeks'  time. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Mr.  President,  that,  l-eing  so,  why  may  we  not 
con.-«iid«T  this  ea.se.  then,  within  t^o  weeks  for  the  three  calendar 
days  that  the  Senator  from  Penu-^ylvania  says  he  will  be  re- 
quired to  determine  the  qtiestion  ? 

Mr.  STEIWER  U  the  Senator  addressing  the  question  to 
me? 

Mr.  GLASS.     Ye.?. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  am  sorry  that  I  did  not  hear  all  that  the 
Sextttor  said. 

Mr.  GLASS.  I  addre?8Pd  it  dire«  tly  to  the  Senator  from 
Orejjon,  but  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  an  answer  from  anybfxly 

Mr.  LA  KOLLETTP:.  Mr.  I^resldent,  speaking  for  myself  as 
the  occupant  of  the  floor,  of  course  I  can  not  answer  that  ques- 
tion, be«an:«e  the  Senator  from  Pennsyhania  has  objected  to  the 
other  pruposals  for  unanimona  con^-nt  which  provide  for  dis- 
position of  this  case  at  any  time  in  the  immediate  future. 

Mr.  GLASS.  But  I  am  «ure  the  Senator  from  Wisconj^ln 
would  like  to  have  it  answered ;  would  he  DOf 

Mr.  I^\  FOLLETTK.  Yes;  I  would,  Mr.  President;  but  I 
doubt  if  it  wUl  be. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PKESIDEXT.  Ikr^  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  I^\  FOIJJTTTE.    I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  REED,    I  have  answered  the  question  a  lialf  dozen  times 
t«>-day. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  hope  the  Senator  wiU  direct  his  an- 
swer to  the  propounder  of  the  question. 

Mr.  REED.  He  has  not  shown  tlie  same  solicitude  in  get- 
ting an  answer  that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has. 

Mr.  GLASS.     Mr.  President,  I  do  not  hear  what  is  being  said 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  there  be  order  in  tHe  Cl.am- 
i>er,  so  that  Senators  may  be  heard. 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  rei)ejitedly  stated  Uiat  I  will  agree  to 
take  up  the  Vare  ca.^  immediately  the  tarlflf  bill  is  acted  on  in 
the  Senate,  without  waiting  for  the  conforen*^  report,  and  I 
will  agree  that  that  shall  be  not  later  than  the  Ume  stated  in 
the  motiofi  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana;  namely,  L>ecember  3 
I  am  just  aa  anxious  as  is  the  Senator  from  Virjfinia  to  get  the 
Vare  ease  setUed  and  out  of  the  way.  I  should  like  to  Imve  a 
colleague  here  if  I  ronld,  either  Mr.  Vark  or  somebody  in  his 
place. 

So  far  as  the  Vare  case  goes,  I  .should  be  perfecUy  ready  to 
take  It  up  and  dispose  of  it  the  moment  that  committee  report 
comes  In ;  bat  in  deference  to  the  attitude  tak<^n  bv  the  leader 
on  this  mde  and  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  I  have 
.leclined  to  agree  to  take  it  op  before  the  tariff  bill  is  out  of 
the  way. 

Mr.  GLASS.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  has  a  peculiar 
way  of  Indicating  that  he  is  a.<  anxious  as  is  the  Senator  from 
\»rglnia  to  determine  the  ease,  the  difference  being  that  the 
senator  from  Vinginia  is  wlUing  to  determine  it  within  the 
time  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  inadvertently  stated 
liiT'^  I  ^.*"f'  •^  ^^  J^ator  from  Penn.sylvanh»  is  not 

H  n    ?  }^  ^Vl.?."*^'  *"'  iiKH^nite  Ume,  upon  the  determina- 
in»n  er  tne  tariff  bill. 

Mr  REED.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  does  not  think  that  is 
a   fair  statement     There  Is  nothing  indefinite  about  agreeing 

Mr.  GLASS.    Mr.  Pretddent 

Ji^^IPJ'^^^^'^^^'^     ^"^  »^^  ^-"ator  from  WLsconsiu 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia?  ''i-swiisiu 

?f'  ^T  fPJJ'ETTE.    Yes;  I  yield.  Mr.  President. 

.Mr.  GLASS.  I  have  nothing  further  to  say.  The  Senate 
I  uaagine.  may  determine  who  Is  more  anxious  to  settle  the 
?i^i^  ^^'    Pennsylvania    or    the    Sena^r   ftS^ 

Mr.  L.\  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  President,  in  response  to  the  sue 

^Z'LTf^  r°,^.  ^  "'^  ^^  *^^  Senator  from  On^n  [Mr 
Smwa]  I  should  Uke  to  say  that,  of  course,  diffemit  onln 
.uns  and  different  deduct Io.ls  will  be  drawn  by  Senators  fSm 

^i!2?K  .*5^^^  ^***''  wmmittee  made,  and  np..n  the  evidence 
taken  by  it,  I  was  firmly  cnnvinc^nl  that  the  wide  discrS^nH^ 
between  the  names  of  voters  registenxl  and  those  voti^hV^ 
great  nnmber  Of  diffemu  divisi.ms  were  prima  fade  e^id^,^ 
of  frauds  in  the  voting  and  registration  eMuenc-e 

Now  Mr  President,  one  other  statement :  The  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  stated  that  this  report  submitted  by  lSe^^^i«(S 
refem>d  to  these  n^istraiions  as  being  forgeries^    I  d^SS?  fl„^ 


any  .such  statement  in  the  report.    The  committee  characterized 
them  as  fraudulent  registration^?. 
I  merely  wanfet!  to  make  these  oorrecUons,   because,  a^  a 

SfSi .  ,  ,  I*'''  '"^■'>'  ^™mi^<»^.  I  tli*!  not  feel  that  the  RFcora> 
sDould  fail  to  contain  a  statement  controverting  the  statements 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsyhania  on  yesterdar 
,J!'\^'^^'^'  PRESIDEXT.  The  Senator  from  North  Can,liua 
iSl'  i^^^^^^i  save  notic>e  that  he  would  address  the  Senate 
mis  afternoon. 

A^J;.f^}^^^^^^:    ^^'■-  P«^'^«*"t.  I  diJ  give  such  notice,  but  I 

^   mT^FN%'"*'v  ""^^^iS  '^^  ^^'^  ^°  '^^  pending  motion. 
Mr.  UOLZENS.     Mr.  President,  I  have  a  feeling  about  this 

f^.f  tJf/  Tf   "^  ^^^  '^'^^   b^  the   Senator   fn>m 

^im"*^*?*"  Senator  from  Pennsylvflnia  has  statel  that  he  was 
w.lilng  that  three  calen.lar  days  1k>  dev(»teti  to  debate  on  Thi^ 

i«JS;  .?^  "•*'  ^^  ^'^"^  to  delay  consideration  of  this 
Zlt  "''^''  the  socalled  Waterman  re,K,rt  shall  be  made  is  a 
smoke  screen.  Everyone  knows  what  that  rep-^rt  is  g.»ing  to 
contain  so  far  as  its  contusions  are  r.»m^rned^  We  Lv  not 
know  the  derails  of  ,he  reix>rt,  but  we  aU  know  what  the  eon 
elmuom,  are  going  to  be.  and  the  ai^-ument  that  we  shou  delay 
a  vo^e  o..  this  question  in  order  to  se-nre  that  report  i.,  a  smote 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     Mr.  President 

yield  to  the  Senati>r  from  Colorado' 
Mr.  COl  ZENS.     I  yield. 

tion'thrrn^^?^'^^-  J"^^^^  ^'^  ^^^  ^'^""tor  get  his  infornia- 
l  !  .V  "''*  '^  "  ^''^^  ^•'■*^"-  "••  tliat  anybody  has  determined 
what  that  report  .shall  be?    When,  does  the  S^iatorgeTh^ 
information  as  to  anything  of  that  kind'' 

iK-^I^'dii^v  11*^*^m'  \^^^  ^^""^  ^^^  contention  that  there  .shimld 
b.*  a  delay  in  this  vote  was  a  smoke  screen.  I  did  not  .say  the 
Senator's  report  was.  * 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  This  sdieme  l.s  not  a  smoke  screen  for  anv 
purpose  whatever.  -"i/jvc  svieeu  lur  an> 

Mr.  roiZENS.     What  s<iiome'' 

Mr  T()'vyfK<^r    1^^  '^^*''^''  ''^  ^"^''5^'»«  this  vote. 

Mr.  C()l  /hN.s.  I  did  not  say  there  was  a  «!<heme  mi  the 
Senator's  part  to  delav  this  vote 

-Mr.  WATERMAN.  The  Senator  said  that  this  committee 
had  preju.lge<l   this  matter,  and  knew  what   its  decisio^  w^ 

"Mr   Cor/FNs''"%'^  ''''  '^"''^"■'  ^''  '"^^^  InJolirattn?""' 

Mr.  WATER JL\N.     What  did  the  Senator  say? 

Mr.  COl  ZENS.    I  said  that  Senators  now  know  wliat  tJie 

Tm^'nT  "^  '^:  "'^'r  ^"^  ^^^°^  '"^  ^^  «°'»  I  relterl  e  that 
I  did  not  say  where  they  got  their  information. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  Does  tlie  Senator  refer  to  the  sulx-om- 
uiiuee  of  whicli  I  am  chainuan'  snixoin- 

Mr.  COi:zt:NS.     Yes. 

Mr.   WATERMAN.     Does  the  Senator  know  where  that  in 
formation  came  from?  ^  "'' 

.'oi^'  to^b^.^^^"^"     *'''*' '  *'"'  '  ^"^"^  "* ''^'^  ^^^  cmclusions  are 
iciJ'dKe'IS'th'it    '"'  ^"""""^  "'  ^'^  ^^""'"'"^  "^^'^  ""»>' 

f,f^"  V?i^:n  wm  be'  """'''^'  ^'"^  '  '""^^  ^»"»^  '^^  conclasiona 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  If  the  Senators  Information  on  other 
subjects  Is  no  better  tlian  that «"«"ou   on   otuer 

Mr.  COrZENS.     I  repeat  that  I  k-now  what  the  conclusions 

>;.tP  w-ould  b.  ..iffleient  to  d^tennlne  fl^  VaJ^'Jas^Tut'Tha/'if 
»♦■  debate  should  be  indulged  in  before  th».  t  Si  hfl,  SLlZ  !l 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

^iJS^toXs^^fo^^g^l,.,^-  ;^  S^-or  from  Michigan 
^  Jtfr.  COrZENS.     I  yield. 
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Mr  NORRIS.  Let  me  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
that  if  it  will  take  longer  to  debate  it  before  the  tariff  is  dla- 
posevl  of  than  after  It  is  di.sposed  of,  why  does  not  the  Senator 
prevail  uiM)n  his  obe<lient  followers  to  agi-ee  to  my  request  for  a 
vote  next  Monday,  or  this  afternoon,  or  Saturday?  If  we 
could  agree  to  that,  the  controversy  would  be  ended. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Only  because  it  would  not  be  fair  to  the 
members  of  the  subLommittee  who  have  been  conducting  an 
investigation,  on  the  port  of  the  Committee  on  lYlNileges  and 
Ele<tions,  which  is  tied  in  with  and  is  a  part  of  this  whole 
Vare  matter. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  is  not  tied  in  with  it  and  is  not  a  part  of  it. 
and  that  claim  has  never  been  made  before.  It  was  acted  on 
without  regard  to  tlie  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections 

Mr.  C(  )UZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  there  Is  no  misunder- 
standing so  far  as  I  am  concerned.  My  first  inclination  was  to 
vote  for  the  motion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana  to  delay 
this  matter  until  the  first  day  of  the  next  regular  session  but 
after  hearing  the  editorial  written  in  a  highly  resj^ectable  Phila- 
delphia r>ai)er.  to  the  effect  that  this  matter  ought  to  be  settled 
now,  and  that  there  was  nothing  to  be  gained  by  delay,  coupled 
with  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from  l»eiinsylvania  states  that 
the  matter  could  be  disposed  of  in  three  calendar  days,  I  dp 
not  .see  that  there  is  any  sound  reason  for  delay.  Neither  do  1 
think  that  it  would  interfere  with  or  delay  the  passage  of  the 
tariff  bill,  action  uixm  which  I  am  just  as  much  interested  in  as 
Is  the  Senator  from  Idaho.  For  that  reason  I  will  vote  against 
any  delay  in  iiassing  uiion  the  Norris  resolution. 

Mr.  GI.A.SS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  submit  a  unanimous- 
con.sc-nt  request. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENTT.    The  Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  GLASS.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Vare  resolu- 
tion t)e  voted  on  within  three  days  after  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee now  having  the  matter  under  consideration  shall  be 
submitted  and  not  later  than  three  weeks  from  to-ilay 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President.  I  am  compelled  to  object  to 
that,  and  I  will  tell  the  Senator  wliy.  It  is  my  candid  opinion 
that  if  we  should  agree  to  end  the  Vare  case  three  weeks  from 
to-day  nothing  else  would  be  diseus.sed  between  to-morrow  noon 
and  the  conclusion  of  that  period  of  time,  three  weeks,  except 
the  Vare  case. 

The  ^•ICE  PRESIDENT.     Tlie  Senator  from  Indiana  objects. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Mr.  President,  I  move  to  amend  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  by  suliRtituting  September  27  for  De- 
cern U-r  3.    On  that  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  que^^tion  L«.  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  projwsed  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  to  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

The  amendment  was  rejectt»d. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The«question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  IndLjina  [Mr.  Watson]  to  postpone 
the  cimsideratlon  of  the  resolution  until  December  S.  1929. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  and  others  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  and 
the  yeas  and  nays  were  onlered. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  McNARY  (when  Mr.  Johnson's  name  was  called).  The 
senior  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Johnson]  is  ab.sent  on  ac- 
count of  illness  in  his  family.  To-day  I  received  from  him  a 
telegram,  which  contains  tlie  following:  "  Please  pair  me  against 
Vabb.  " 

From  that  I  take  It  that  If  present  he  would  vote  against  the 
motion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana  ;  but  being  tmable  to 
secure  a  pair  for  him,  I  simply  announce  his  absence  and  state 
that  if  he  were  present  he  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  McNARY  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  motion 
I  have  a  p;iir  with  the  junior  Senator  frc^m  Montana  [Mr. 
WiiFaxEB],  who  is  absent  If  he  were  present,  he  would  vote 
"  nay."    If  I  were  permitted  to  vote,  I  would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  REED  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Bratton]. 
I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
OnniB]  and  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  (when  his  name  was  called).  I 
have  a  general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Stephbns].  In  his  absence,  not  knowing  how  he  would 
vote  on  this  question,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  my 
general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bxjkton] 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Cabawat]  and  vote 
"  nay." 

Mr.  WATSON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]. 
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I  tranrfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  DAtxl 
and  vote     yea.  »*-*j 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  wish  U>  state  that  the  senior  Senator 
r^?^.  M"''^^^^  [Mr  SHiPSTTAD]  has  sent  me  a  communication 
e3  V  ^  ^  v^  ^1  ^  P*""^  "^^"^'"'t  the  »>ating  of  Senator- 
elect  Vakbl  Not  being  able  to  obtain  a  pair  on  this  vote.  I 
merely  make  the  announcement  for  the  present 

oK^'';  ?''^'^^^^*^c;  ^*'"-  P''^«*<^^"t,  there  seems  to  be  some  doubt 
about  how  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Dalk],  to  whom  I 
transferred  my  pair,   would  vote.     I  therefore  withdraw   my 

Mr.  FESS.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr 
Burton]  is  detained  from  the  Senate  on  account  of  illness  I 
understand  that  if  he  were  present  he  would  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  di^sire  to  annount>e  the  following  pair  on 
SIIIk^^o'"-  ^^'^  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  (^opkuand] 
7ul   ri^  Senator  from  Utah   [Mr.  Kino].     The  Senator  from 

i  •  /k     .  ^^^°^  ^®  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate  on 
oflicial  business. 

Tlie  result  was  announced— yeas  41.  nays  34,  as  follows : 

YEAS— 41 
Allen  Goldsboroivh  Metcalf  Stelwer 

BlnRhnm  Gould  Mosos  ThomaR  Itlaho 

E5sr       ssi5r      n£„       sSr« 

Flotcher  Hebort  Sackett  Wa[eTman 

Gilh'tt  Jones  Srhall 

Glenn  Kean  Short  ridge 

Goff  Keyee  Smoot 

NAT&— 34 

ABhurgt  Dill  LaFolIette  Steok 

B.nrkley  Frailer  MrKellar  Swanson 

ni-fJl  <w»'orge  NorriB  Thomas.  Okla. 

gl**"f  Glass  Nye  Tnimraoll 

IJorah  Harris  Overman  Wajni'«r 

S'^*^?.    -^  Harrison  Ransdell  Walsh.  Mas* 

Brockhart  Majj'™  R(.bln8on,  Ark.        Walsh,  Mont, 

ConnaUy  Hoflln  Sheppard 

CODiens  Howell  Siramons 

NOT  VOTINfi— 20 


Blease 

Bratton 

Burton 

Caraway 

Copeland 


Onttlng 

Dale 

.Tohnson 

Kendrick 

King 


McMaster 
McNary 
Norbeck 
Oidie 
Robinson,  Ind. 


ShipfttflAd 
Smith 
Stephens 
Wa  ts<>n 
Wheeler 


So  Mr.  W^\T80N's  motion  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution  until  December  3,  1929,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McMASTER  .subsetinently  said:  Mr.  Piesident,  In  ref- 
erence to  the  vote  which  was  just  taken  upon  the  motion  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  there  was  no  notice  given ;  that  is, 
there  was  no  bell  rung.  Personally  I  know  I  had  no  notice  of 
it  except  through  a  belated  telephone  c-ommunicatlon.  Tliere- 
fore  I  ask  unanimous  consent  if  it  be  possiblft  that  mv  vote 
be  recorded  against  the  motion. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  l»resident,  if  it  Is  true  that  the  bells  were 
not  rung,  I  want  to  know  It 
Mr.  McMASTER.     That  is  true. 
Mr.  NORRIS.     How  did  that  come  about? 
Mr.  CAPPER.     They  rang  in  my  rooms  all  right 
Mr.  McMASTER.     In   the  Senate  Office  Building  the  lights 
were  out  and  the  elevators  were  not  running  and  there  was  no 
bell  rung  whatever. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  am  informed  by  Mr.  Loeffler  that  he  per- 
sonally rang  the  bells  whwi  the  vote  was  ordered. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  The  bells  did  not  ring  in  all  the  offices  in 
the  Senate  Office  Building.  The  electric  current  was  off  over 
there  at  the  time.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be 
I^ermitted  to  record  my  vote  as  against  the  motion. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  think  if  my  friend  from  South  Dakota 
would  merely  announce  how  he  would  have  voted  if  he  had  been 
present  it  will  answer  the  same  purpose. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Very  well.  I  desire  to  announce  that  I 
would  Imve  voted  against  the  motion. 

RKA^ISION   OF  THE   TABIIT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate 
the  unfinished  basiness. 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr,  SIMMONS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Sen«tx>r  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  yield. 


3532 


1 


^: 


r 


y 


X 


J^L^*^"^^^^:  ^"  ^^^^  °'  *e  fact  that  we  have  been  heU 
all  day  on  the  matter  of  the  Vare  case  and  it  U  now  o^te  la  e 
I  a.k  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  if  he  will  nSt  ^nS  5 

^  "^7t  rrn'"  '^^  ^^'^^^'^^  ^^^  ^'^^^  Carolina  m^^i- 
ceed  the  first  tlung  to-morrow  *> 

at^r^^HSth  kriL^a^oreo^^^b^tVs;:^^^^^  f:;: 
ruiTr^rthTs  iLr^  ^^^^  ^"^™^^  ^  ^«  -^  '^^^ "« 

hP^vr^o^  5  ^^^  ^^^^'^  ^•'^  ^'^"^  Carolina  a  while  ago,  aid 

\!     ^   rJI^^^-    ^***  at  this  late  hour. 
votP  nnfi^'^*"^-    ^'^  7""'^  ^"""^^^^  consented  to  wait  until  the 
from  rt«^l,  f^H  ""f*^"?."  ''^^'  ^"  ^^»»^^-     I  think  the  Senator 
iin«  I  n     ^  ^^^'■^''y  ^^'"ng  that  the  Senator  from  North  Cart- 

{ire\?!i^jiaT;ra  t^r:^ij!'  ^'^  ^^^  ^^  ^  °^^  ^^^^  ^-- 

coJJen??h^?Th  ^'^^''^'r^  th«f  I  have  not  yet  asked  nnanimou , 
SnSlf^hl  Km  ^™«»  rea'i^n^  of  the  bill  be  dispensed  wit], 
Mr  ?TM vmvi  ^t'^*^  '^'  "^^'^^  °"  committee  amendments , 
first  T  do  n«f  ?•  ^  ^\''^*^"  'i"^^'"  ^"^^h  1  would  like  to  offej' 
S  wUh  -n  '^"^^..fhether  It  wiU  lead  to  any  discussion  oi 
™«^t  with  any  of)position. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

lin?v.^!w^  P^^f  r.ENT.  EK,es  the  Senator  from  xNorth  Caro 
Una  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Certainly. 
HnY'!iJl*^"?^^-    '  understand  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 

Mr     vl^«V«'^-,   ^   ^^"'^  I^^'^'  to  do  SO. 

thai  2inSr?h:  V  ^^^''^  everyone  is  willing  that  he  should  do 
nV.  neetf  tn^i^t  "u  ^*"^''  ^*^  ^"  ^'«P<'««<^  «'  ^nd  there  i« 
torK?1?il     T  ^       ?'*^^*^  r*  "J  ^^^  ^'^^t  that  we  are  delaying  the 

Ca^olina^'SSI"  f.^""-  ^'^^«^^«°t.  will  the  Senator  from  North 
rt^uesj?  ^"*  ^  ""^   ^  ^^'^^^  ••   owuiimousKHJnsent 

rJ^n   V^9K   PRESIDENT.     Does   the   Senator   from   North 
Carolina  yield  for  that  purpose? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yiel(L 

in^f.f  ^th^PSifr  vl  V^  unanimous  consent  that  the  formal  read 
Ing  of  the  bUl  be  dispensed  witli  and  that  the  bill  be  read  for 
committee  amendments  first 

V"^  VIC^E  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objecUon? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  whether  tho 

a^-^^r^  '^  *'"  ^^^^"^   '"'"^  ^''^^  cSiI  hus^'bl^; 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accent  IL 

Mr.  SLMMONS.     It  has  not  been  agreed  to  but  I  will  «mhmlt 
It  at  ontv  with  the  understanding  that  because  o?  the^ten^o 

^;  ^ma?k"s^  ivi^.:^!!:,  -/  r  n^5rL\  t^  ~ 
svi^uVTth^^idf^g^  ^r^"  ^-™-^- '  «^'  ^^^-  ^^■ 

req^st?^^^"     ^  ""^'^  objection   to  my  unanimou»<K)n8ent 

Mr  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  innuire  before 
nnauiuious  con.^nt  is  granted  why  we  may  not  acS^  the  oSer 
ff  thf  Senator  from  North  CaroUua? 

do'lJ  .V"r^  »"  '^'''■"-  '  '"*■""  «>*  •«>".  "  I  m., 

Tl,e  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  North  CaroUm. 
offws  the  following  order,  which  wUl  be  re«A  uiroUoa 

P^^bV"„'S„^S'/orde'?;''  "*"""  '~'"  '*»"'  ^""'■'■'  ■"- 

(>r«lw;d.  That  Id  the  consideration  of  th«  hiU  (H.  B.  2667)  to  Dr«»M» 

i^trativ.  proTirton.)  .nd  .haU  complete  »ch  «ni5eSt^ .TL 1^ 

Title*  I  and  11  of  the  bill  (which  contain  the  dntlabto  «ad  t^  1^  • 

lit  lea  III  and  IV  the  Senate  ahaU  flrat  conalder  section  bv  -wi^T  .n 
proposed  commute.  ainend«««|.  «4  Omu,  aecUon^  1.SJ^^.!^ 
proposed  amendments  •ecuon  ttj  aectton  all  other 
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Mr.  SMOOT.    T  hope  the  order  will  be  entered 
fh^L^o^^o^^^^^^^^'^^-    I''  there  objection  to  the  entry  of 
M^'^l/on^^  ^^'^^^.7  °<^°-.  and  It  is  so  orde^.     '^  ""' 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  I  now  ask  that  my  unanimous- 
consent  request  may  be  submitted  uiianimous- 

c^Jl^Zf^ll!^^^'^-  .  ''l''''^  "^J^^^^«°  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  of  the  Senator  from  Utah"* 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Lt^t  it  be  stated 

rea^!n/J^'L''Sn^^i?';'''^-  ^"  ''^'''^'  '«  that  the  formal 
reading  of  the  bill  be  dispensed  with  and  that  it  be  read  for 
c^ittee  am^idmcnt.  first.  Is  there  objection  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  It  is  so  ordered  •     .lue  i.nair 

de^^^^^^'^'    ^  °°<^^"tand  that  a  brief  execuUve  session  is 

PSWnJTIVE  SESSION 

Mr  WATSON.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  SinatP  nm. 
t^J^s^r""'^'"""^"  ''  '^^''^^  l^sln^sVIn  ^Tl.^. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  th«» 
consideration  of  executive  business  in  open  s(4fon  '^ 

toiit!'-sTnarrrc4ri?iS°r ""''  '^^  ^"^^^^'  ^'^  -'^  ^' 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Reports  of  committees  are  in  order.  ' 

NOMINATION  OF  THEXJDOTE  B0O8E\'ELT 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on  Tph 
rltories  and  Insular  Affairs  I  desil^  t.»  rep^irt  raTiim^us  arS 
«n?r'oJp1rto^RiTS\'"  l'  TheodorrRooseveit^JoVoo;? 
dlate  ^'n^derat^on"'  '  "^  unanunous  consent  for  its  imme- 

MJ'ROr?NSOV^?f'i'^-     ^'  ^^^^  objection? 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     I  have  no  oblection 

POST-OFTICE  NOMINATIONS 

n*?''-  ^^FI^-  r^""  President,  from  the  Committee  on  Pof<t 
Offices  and  Post  Roads  I  send  to  the  desk  certain  ndm?natio^s 
to  go  to  the  calendair  without  reading  nominations 

th^*Jr^  ^^^^  PRESIDENT.    The  nominations  will  be  placed  on 

mitt^?°?7^n^/'f."^"''-.  ^  ^"'•^  ^^  ^^'^*^'  rei^m  o5lom° 
mittees/    If  not,  the  calendar  Is  in  order. 

NOMINATION  OF  JOHN   W.  OAaBETT 

rJ?.I;  ?/^"^"-.  ^fom  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  I 
report  the  nomination  of  John  W.  Garrett,  of  Maryland  to  be 
ambassador  ex  raordinary  and  pleni,>oten  iary  of  the  uSted 
States  of  America  to  Italy,  and  I  ask  unanimous  con^ntth^ 
it  may  be  confirmed  and  the  President  notified 
l^^nVni^ed^.  ^««'^^^^^T-    ^'thout  obj^c^n,  the  nomination 

NOMINATION   Of  GEORGE  T.   8UMMERLIN 

Mr  BORAH.     From  tl>e  Committee  on   Foreign  Relations  I 

oMh'e  Uul^TaW"""? "^  4"  -'"^S^r'Tn^t' e,,',^'^ 
or  ine  united  States  of  America  to  Venezuda   and  I  H^t  iin«,.i 

Th/'TE  PrL^iSI'n^  "^^^tT";  "^1  thePr^iid'ent'noS 
is  co^SiS  ^^*^^^^^^^T-     ^^thout  ol.jection.  the  nominaUon 

NOMINATION   OF  OAKRIT   JOHN    WEKEMA 

Mr  BORAH.  From  the  Committee  on  Foreign  RelMtio..o  t 
report  the  nomination  of  Garrit  John  DiekemTS^ ]£?hS  to 
^.?^''J  extraordinary  and  minister  plenlp^tentSrv  of  Vh2 
United  States  of  America  to  the  Netherlands  ^   **^   ^^ 

Mr.    VANDBNBERO.     I    ask    unanimous"  consent    that    fh« 

''S;r^CE"?£l|,D^^"^^5f.r^  Pre«ident"r;U'^^    '"' 
Is  co^m^.  ^«^S'^«^-     Without  objection,  the  nomination 

All   resolutions  of  conflrmaaon  this  dav  j.PT*wtwi   *..      n,   ^ 
transmitted  to  the  President  of  the  Unit^%ta^^^^t^«^    '   "l^ 
further  pleasure  of  the  Senate?  '^  ^"6 

mJ-  SC  JaL^    Mr-  SSt°^  ^«  *°  legislative  session— 
^or^'m'om'lnt'^^o  m^'ake^^tt^""^  ^^  ^^^^^  ''^'  '^  "- 

The  VICE   PRESIDENT      Does  thp   ««n«f«-  *  t    ,. 

jrleld  to  the  Senator  from  iklnnSJa^     ^^**^'  ^"""^   ^"'^'«"« 

Mr.  WATSON.     Certainly. 

rn.  QK^  I^EB   ANO  THE   TAKIFI^AnORESS    BT   8«NA,r>E   WAI.8H 

OF   MONTANA 

ta^e'iS^'  a^'wl^n"'"''  L"*  ""•"'"•""■s  consent  (o 

lo^mei'a.o'J^frr'SonTanrtMr'  '^'ZLT  a^ 8^^' V 
Can,,  August  30,  lS2a  *val8hj  at  St.  Paul, 
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brooKht  to  itii  «M  •  board  of  engliMen.  tk»  membera  of  whlcb.  erenly 
divided  between  the  two  countries,  were  all  endBcnt  In  tbc4r  profesaion, 
moat  of  them  boldlnc  blgli  posltlonB  with  tbelr  OoyemmeDta,  reapec- 
tlveljr.  The  eommlaalon  eondacted  bearlagi  In  many  eltlea  throa^oat 
tb«  territory  moat  directly  affected  and  took  a  Taat  maaa  of  testimony 
OB  every  aspect  of  tbe  problem.  It  reported  onanimooaly  In  favor  of 
the  St.  Lnwrence  route  aa  agalaat  all  others  offered,  and  declared  tbe 
project  fi»««lble  and  pcooomlcally  Imperative.  It  recommended,  however, 
tbat  a  further  detailetl  study  be  made  and  to  that  end  another  com- 
mlmion  was  appointed,  the  ctaairman  of  the  American  aectlon  of  which 
was  tbe  Hon.  Herbert  Hoover,  then  Secretary  of  Commerce,  now 
I>rc8id»>nt  of  the  United  States.  It  Ilkewiae  bad  tbe  aid  of  a  board  of 
enirin»'«'n!  selected  from  tbe  leaders  In  tbelr  profession  on  both  skloa  of 
tbe  Iln^.  The  American  aectlon  reported  promptly,  enthusiastically 
indor^ins  tbe  project,  expressing  itself  in  Its  conclusions  aa  followa : 

"  First.  Tbe  eonstructlOB  of  the  shipway  from  the  Great  Lakes  to 
tb<>  nea  is  Imperative  both  for  relief  and  for  tbe  further  development  of 
•  vost  area  In  the  Interior  of  the  continent. 

*'  Second.  The  abipway  should  be  eoastructed  on  tbe  St.  Lawrence 
route,  provided  suitable  arreement  can  be  made  for  Its  joint  undertak- 
Ini;  with  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

"  Third.  Tbat  the  d*'velopment  of  the  power  resources  of  tbe  St. 
I.«wrence  should  be  undertaken  by  appropriate  agencies. 

"  Kourth.  That  neKotidtions  should  N>  entered  Into  with  Canada  in  an 
«rrt4»avc>r  to  arrive  at  agreement  upon  all  these  subjects." 

The  C»nadlan  section  was  somewhat  tardy  In  making  Its  report, 
owlnc.  It  Is  underHtood,  to  tbe  exigencies  of  tbe  political  situation  in 
the  Dominion,  so  acute  tbat  despite  persistent  prodding  by  Secretary 
K<'llo««  no  definltt'  replj  to  the  proposal  of  our  Government  to  negotiate 
for  th«»  neceasary  treaty  came  until  April  17,  1928,  when  a  communica- 
tion, dilatory  la  character,  was  received  from  tbe  Canadian  I^remler, 
hereafter  to  be  referred  ta 

The  lnipn>ved  waterway  finds  Its  most  ardent  supporters  In  Ontario — 
conspicuous  among  them  being  the  Hon.  E.  C.  I>rury,  once  prime  min- 
lsf»T  of  that  Province— and  In  tbe  Northwest  Provinces,  though  the 
enthusiasm  once  manifested  In  that  quarter  has  been  much  tempered 
by  tlie  opening  of  another  route  to  European  markets  by  way  of  Hudson 
Bay.  This,  it  is  said.  Is  by  considerable  the  shortest  route  across  the 
Atlantic,  though  the  St.  Lawrence  route  Is  shorter  by  625  miles  than 
that  by  way  of  New  York  City. 

yuetn-c  Is,  generally  speaking,  antagonistic  to  the  project  being  con- 
■idert^.  a  circumstance  of  particular  moment  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
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^oCwlttaataadlDg  tbis  very  obvloas  intimation  that  If  tbe  farmers  of 
ou'  Northwest  want  the  St.  Lawrence  outlet  to  tbe  sea  they  would  do 
we  I  to  temper  their  ardor  for  duties  on  Importations  from  Canada,  a 
deioaod  baa  gone  up  for  embargo  rates  on  practically  everything  coming 
fn  m  tbat  country  produced  on  the  farm. 

'  !Fbat  has  been  said  is  largely  introductory  to  comment  now  to  be 
solmltted  on  thla,  as  it  seems  to  me,  penny-wise.  pound-fooUsh  policy. 
baa  as  Its  q>onsor  an  organisation  calling  Itself  tbe  Nortbwr-st  Agrl- 
ctiltnral  Fotmdatlon,  purporting  to  reprewnt  the  States  of  Minnesota, 
Not-tb  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Montana,  but  Just  how  It  comes  to 
authority  to  speak  for  my  State  I  am  not  adviseil.  It  made  rep- 
in  support  of  that  policy  before  tbe  House  Committee  on 
W4ys  and  Means  through  Its  chairman.  Dr.  John  B.  Coulter,  of  tbe 
College  of  North  Dakota,  Introduced  by  CongreHsman 
of  this  State,  who  announced,  the  record  states,  that  be 
appeared  at  tbe  request  of  "  a  del^^gatlon  in  Congress "  of  tbe  four 
nanK-d.  Such  errors  on  the  part  of  the  stenographer  or  tbe 
er  occur  occasionally.  The  expression  was  much  too  comprehen- 
in  including  Montana,  at  least  so  far  as  its  representation  in  the 
branch  Is  concerned.  Our  State  Is  for  tbe  Great  Lakes-St.  Law- 
waterway  and  has  no  disposition  to  trade  It  for  increased  duties 
farm  products  that  are  demonstrably  of  no  value  or  of  incon.^equon- 
benefit,  nor  even  to  hamper  or  retard  that  great  work  by  Insistence 
prohibitive  duties  on  Canadian  products.  The  agitation  In  behalf 
that  i>ollcy  and  the  action  of  the  House  in  measurably  responding  to 
demand  in  tbe  Hawley  bill  now  before  the  Sonate  has  so  incen.sed 
Canadians  tbat  negotiations  respecting  the  waterway  project  have 
coitie  to  an  end.  Tbey  sullenly  refuse  to  talk  about  it.  Our  section  of 
commission,  beaded  by  Secretary  Htwver,  having  reported  promptly 
the  conclusion  of  the  hearing.s  conducted  by  it  in  1926,  Secretary 
Kt^logg  on  April  13,  1927,  indicated  in  a  note  to  the  Canadian  Govem- 
m«nt  tbat  our  Government  was  ready  to  disctiss  a  treaty.  Three 
mcnths  thereafter  a  brief  note  In  reply  advised  him  that  the  Canadian 
se<tion  was  still  at  Its  labors,  and  there  the  matter  rested  until  the 
re<eipt  of  the  Massey  note  of  January  31,  1928,  referred  to  heretofore. 
Kellogg  acknowledged  receipt  of  this  on  March  12  following,  noting 
the  approval  In  principle  of  the  project  upon  the  part  of  the  Canadian 
Government  and  again  offering  to  treat.  This  brought  a  noucommlttal 
no  e  from  the  secretary  of  the  Canadian  Legation  of  date  April  5,  1928, 
ac  cnowledged  by  Secretary  Kellogg  two  days  later,  since  which  time 
pr  egress  has  been  suspended  so  far  as  written  exchanges  are  concerned, 
anl  so  remains  after  the  lapee  of  16  months. 
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There  beinjf  no  objection,   the  address  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rbxjord,  as  foUows: 

Although  I  apr-ear  before  you  on  tbe  Invitation  of  Mr  Murphy 
represeiifing  the  Democratic  organisation  of  this  county,  supplemented 
by  tbat  of  others  associated  with  him  sjieaklng  for  the  State  at  large 
I  prefer  to  addre.ss  you,  not  as  a  partisan  or  upon  a  topic  of  special 
Interest  to  my  party  friends,  but  npon  some  matters  of  Immediate  and 
supreme  Importance  to  the  people  of  my  State  In  common  with  those  of 
the  entire  Northwest. 

You  are.  I  must  as^sume,  familiar  In  a  general  way  with  tbe  move- 
ment  to   improve   the  St.    Lawrence   River   and   the  connecting   waters 
between   the  Great   Lakes  so   that  ocean-going  freighters   may   proceed 
witliout  breaking  cargo  to  and  from  Chicago  and   Dulutb  on  the  one 
hand  and  all  points  beyond  the  seas  on  the  other— to,  in  effect,  move 
the  Atlantic  seaboard  a  thousand  miles  inland,  and  to  give  the  benefit 
of   water   carriage  for   that   distance   to   the   40,000,000  people  on   both 
Bides    of    the    international    boundary    line,    marketing    their    products 
thfough  the  lake  ports.     And  yet,  inesUmable  as  are  the  blessings  to  be 
anticipated  from  this  effort  to  make  available  this  natural  ouUet  to  the 
seu.    particularly    to   the  grest   Northwest.    It   has   not   evoked   the   sus- 
tained Interest  or  the  determine<l  purpose  of  those  most  directly  affected 
to  the  degne  that  might  be  expected.     True,  more  than  20  States  have 
by   .solemn    resolutions  of  their   legislatures,    indorsed    the   project  and 
leagued  themselves  for  Its  accomplishment  in  the  Great  I^kes-St.  Law- 
rence   Tidewater    Association,    maintaining    an    office    at    the    Nation's 
Capital,  and  sporadic  reference  to  It  appears  in  the  public  press;  but 
for  some  reason  the  effort  languishes.     Other  plans  for  bringing  relief 
to  agriculture,  the  dominant  industry  of  the  country  tributary  to  the 
Twin  Cities,   have  their  ardent   supporters   and   enthusiastic  advocates. 
Organizations   are   effected    to   enlist   support   for   such    and   delegations 
upon    delegations   wait    upon    the    Members   and   appear   before   commit- 
tees of  Congress  to  explain   their  intricacies  and   urge  their  adoption. 
Indeed,    some   of   the   relief    measures   proposed,    abundantly    advertised 
through   the  press,  are  distinctly  Inimical  to  the  speedy  success  of  the 
improved  waterway  project,   of  which   more  hereafter,  and   yet   In   my 
humble  Judgment  no  measure  of  farm   relief  yet  suggested  or  achieved 
offers  anything  like  the  promise   to  our  depres-sed   agriculture   that   is 
carried   by    the    proposal    to    m»kc    Dulutb    an    ocean    port.     It    Is    the 
unanimous  conclusion   of  at   least   one  international   commission,   which 
>^  made  an  exhaustive  study  of  the  economic  as  well  as  the  engineering 

features  of  the  problem,  that  the  cost  of  transporting  wheat  from 
Dulutb  or  Tort  William  to  Liverpool  or  Hamburg  would  be  reduced, 
pursuing  the  Improved  route,  by  from  8  to  10  cents  per  busheL  Al- 
though the  entire  saving  thus  effected  may  not  Inure  to  the  producers, 
it  Is  not  unjustifiable  to  estimate  that,  considering  tbe  lessened  freight 
on  incoming  shipments,  the  net  returns  would  not  be  less  than  10  cents 
on  every  bushel  of  wheat  produceil  in  this  and  neighboring  States,  and 
since  the  price  of  that  cereal  in  our  markets  is  as  a  rule  the  current 
price  In  Liverpool  less  the  cost  of  handling  and  transportation,  tbe 
effett  of  the  reduced  cost  of  carriage  would  not  be  confined  to  the  part 
of  the  crop  exported,  but  would  extend  to  the  whole,  since  obviously 
no  one  would  sell  in  the  domestic  trade  for  less  than  he  could  obtain 
by  marketing  abroad. 

Montana  produced  In  each  of  tbe  last  two  years  approximately  80,000,- 
000  bu.shels  of  wheat,  and  though  the  bright  prospect  of  an  even  better 
yield  this  year,  warranted  by  conditions  earlier  In  tbe  season,  has  been 
dispelled  by  the  protracted  drought,  the  quantity  mentioned  may  be 
regarded  as  the  future  normal  annual  contribution  of  that  StAte  to  the 
world's  supply  of  wheat.  So  the  Improved  waterway  on  the  basis  Indi- 
cated Is  equivalent  to  a  grant  to  the  people  of  my  State  of  $8,000,000 
annually,  to  continue  for  all  time  and  swelling  with  tbe  increase  in 
population  and  industrial  development. 

The  American  section  of  the  International  commission  last  reporting 
on  the  project  asserts  that  the  advantages  annuaUy  accruing  from  the 
work   would  more  than  equal   the  total  cost,  large  as  It  may  have  at 
one  time  seemed.     The  enterprise  contemplates  the  development  of  the 
water-power   potentialities   of  the    St.    Lawrence   River   along  with    its 
Improvement  for  navigation.     Of  the  $425,000,000  estimated  to  be  the 
cost  of  the  project,  Including  the  installation  of  all  machinery  for  the 
generation  of  electrical  energy,  all  but  about  $126,000,000  Is  allocated 
by  the  engineers  to  power  development.     In  fact,  the  power  resources 
will  take  care  of  the  entire  cost,  as  will  be  shown,  so  that  this  great 
beneficence  Is  available  at  an  expenditure  relatively  insignificant  if  not 
without  any  net  Investment.     The  Congress  has  Just  pasaed  the  agri- 
cultural marketing  bill,  in  respect  to  which  high  hopes  are  indulged  In 
some  quarters.     Five   hundred   million   dollars   are   made  available   for 
carrying  the  law  into  execuUon.     I  have  no  disposition  to  minimize  its 
Importance  and  am  gratified  at  the  selection  made  by  tbe  President  of 
the  members  of  the  board  which  is  to  administer  it     Political  considera- 
tions, except  perhaps  in  a  single  instance,  were  apparently  wholly  disre- 
garded in  their  choice.     But  It  should  be  understood  that  the  law  Is, 
as  Indicated  by  the  name  by  which  by  its  provisions  It  Is  to  be  known, 
a  law  and  nothing  more  than  a  law  to  afford  the  prodoeers  of  a«rietil' 
tural  products  the  advantages  to  be  derived  from  cooperative  markettn« 
conducted  on  a  large  scale  adequately  flaanced.     It  looks  to  tbe  aH«|.  j 
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nation  of  the  profits  of  the  middleman  and   the  losses  incidental   to 
seasonal  gluta  depressing  the  market. 

These  two  factors  are  intimately  related  since  the  dealer  rold<Heman 
buy.  in  the  season  of  heavy  marketing,  thus  enhancing  the  current 
price,  in  anticipation  of  an  advance  later.  But  as,  at  least  as  it  is 
represented,  transacUous  in  wheat  are  carried  on  on  a  very  small 
margin,  the  saving  that  will  be  accompUahed  under  the  law,  assuming 
that  it  is  wisely  and  prudeutly  administered,  as  I  dare  say  It  will  be 
can  scarcely  l)e  more  than  a  few  cents  a  bushel,  much  less  than  we  are 
assured  upon  the  most  indubitable  authority  wlU  result  from  the  Im- 
proved water  route  to  the  sea,  to  which  1  direct  your  attention  Yet 
it  passes  almost  forgotten  by  those  professing  to  speak  the  sentiments 
and  to  be  safeguarding  the  interests  of  the  farmers  of  the  Northwest 
while  the  more  expensive  and  less  promising  form  of  relief  is  lauded 
as  a  supreme  achievement  of  statesmanship. 

I^t  me  detail  briefly  the  progress  made  officially  toward  the  realiza- 
tion of  our  hopes  touching  this  great  work,  after  a  brief  referona-  to 
the  conditions  to  be  remedied. 

The  river,  though  carrying  a  great  volume  of  water,  untisually  con- 
stant in  Its  flow,  setting  that  the  Lakes  serve  as  great  sic.nige  reservoirs 
Is  marked  at  Intervals  between  Lake  Ontario  and  Montreal  by  rapids 
that  forbid  navigation  except  for  very  small  craft.  lateral  cinHls 
have  overcome  In  part  the  difficulty,  but  these  admit  of  the  passage  of  no 
vessel  drawing  more  than  14  feet,  which  Is  likewise  the  limit  for 
vessels  seeking  passage  through  the  Welland  Canal  around  Niagara 
Falls,  a  class  of  craft  unavailable  under  modern  conditions  in  overse.<iS 
trade.  From  the  lake  to  a  point  near  Ogdenshurg.  where  the  forty-fifth 
parallel  crosses  tbe  river,  it  forms  the  boundary  between  this  country 
and  Canada,  the  lower  part  to  Montreal  and  beyond  l>eing  wholly  within 
Canadian  territory.  The  project  contemplates  the  construction  of  a 
dam  or  dams  across  the  river,  creating,  in  effect,  a  lake  or  lakes  into 
which  ships  would  be  raised  ascending  and  from  which  they  w»uld 
be  lowered  descending  by  locks,  admitting  of  the  jwasage  of  such  as 
draw  as  much  as  25  feet.  In  tbat  class  would  lx>  include!  all  the 
world's  shipping,  save  the  great  liners,  and  practically  all  freighters. 

The   Canadians  are   now   rebuilding   the    Welland   Canal,    to   be   com- 
pleted In  1930,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $116,000.0<^>0,  when  it  will  like- 
wise serve  the  same  large  class  of  craft.     The  n.cessary   Improvement 
of  the  all-Canadian  section  of  the  river  has  already  been  provided  for, 
the  Dominion  Parliament  having  at  Its  recent  session  approved  what  Is 
known    as    the    Beauharnois    concession    granted    by    the    Province    of 
Quebec,  under  the  terms  of  which  a  corporation  secures  the  power  that 
can  be  generated  in   that  section  of  the  river  in   consideration   of  its 
construcUng  the   works   recommended    by  the   international   commiSHion 
for  the  improvement  of  navigation.      Incidentally,  It   may   be   remarked 
that  an  American  company  siands  ready.  In  like  manner,   to  construct 
the  works  so  recommended  In  the  International  section  If  it  should  be 
accorded   one  half   the   power   thereby   developed,    the   other   half   to   go 
to  Canada.     In  the  various  exchanges  between  the  two  Governments  It 
has  been  contemplated  that  tbe  conduct  of  the  enterprise  should  be  so 
divided,  the  Americans  taking  care  of  the  international  section  and  the 
Canadians  of  the  other,  there  being  some  objection  on  their  part,  per- 
haps reasonable  enough,  to  the  occupation,  even  Jointly  with   them,  for 
temporary    purposes    only,    by    any    other    nation,    of    soil    exclusively 
theirs.      In   the  present   temper   of   the   American   people   It   is    unlikely 
that  this  great  source  of  power  will  be  turned  over  to  private  interests, 
and   the  oppM^unity   adverted   to   i»  mentioned  only   to   Indicate   tlmt 
the    power    possibilities    make    tbe    project    feasible    without    any    real 
expenditure  by  the  Government  for  the  necessary  navigation  work. 

There  has  been  mooted  in  Canada  a  question  as  to  whether  under 
their  system  the  power  of  tbe  St.  lnwrence  belongs  to  the  Dominion 
or  to  the  Province  In  which  It  originates,  a  problem  that  has  been 
solved  as  to  the  all-Canadian  section  by  the  action  referred  to  on  the 
part  of  the  Parliament,  it  being  understood  apparently  that  so  much 
as  may  be  available  to  Canada  from  works  in  the  international  section 
is  to  go  to  Ontario.  In  like  manner  the  State  of  Now  York  maintains 
that  to  it  belongs  one-half  the  power  tbat  may  be  generated  In  the 
international  section — a  claim  that  perhaps  might  be  conceded  upon 
the  undertaking  on  ber  part  to  meet  such  part  of  the  cost  of  the  work 
aa  is  properly  allocated  to  power  development.  Five  million  horsepower 
could  be  harnessed  by  the  works  contemplated,  2,250.000  of  which  would 
be  developed  In  the  International  section. 

In  the  last  report  by  tbe  international  commission,  submitted  only 
three  years  ago.  It  was  recommended  tbat  the  Installation  of  the  neces- 
sary machinery  for  the  generation  of  power  In  the  lower  section  he 
deferred  owing  to  the  limited  market,  but  so  rapidly  has  the  demand 
Increased  and  so  encouraging  are  the  prospects  for  its  growth  that 
already,  as  Indicated,  after  a  spirited  contest  between  rival  utility 
companies,  one  of  them  is  about  to  make  the  venture. 

In  the  year  1910  the  International  Joint  Commission,  which  came 
Into  existence  by  virtue  of  the  treaty  of  1909,  consisting  of  three  Ameri- 
cans and  three  Canadians,  was  directed  by  concurrent  action  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  State*  and  tbe  Parliament  of  Canada  to  make 
a  study  of  tbe  water  routes  from  the  region  tributary  to  the  Great 
Imksm   to   the   sea  and   to   report   tbelr   conclusions.     The   commisaioa 
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the  bides  are  taken,  nor  of  tbe  Increased  cost  of  both  shoes  and  other 
leather  goods  consequent  upon  the  duty  on  hides  or  of  commodities 
generally  by  other  provisions  of  the  blU.  I  know  of  representatives 
who  are  under  such  constraint  because  of  the  interest  of  their  con- 
stituents in  particular  Items  in  the  tariff  bill  tbat  they  will  vote  for  It 
whatever  iniquities  may  be  concealed  in  It.  I  am  confident  tbe  gentle- 
men styling  them.iielves  the  Northwest  Agricultural  Foundation  have 
never  stopped  to  count  tbe  cost  of  the  policy  they  advocated,  at  least 
nothing  in  what  was  said  by  their  spokesman  before  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  or  in  the  briefs  submitted  in  their  behalf  indicates 
that  liiey  did.  However,  we  have  the  benefit  of  careful  studies,  such  as 
they  mi;;ht  have  profitably  made,  by  the  corps  of  economists  referred  to, 
scientific  men,  laborious  searchers  after  the  truth,  devoid  of  predilec- 
tions, either  political  or  economic.  Instructors  of  youth  in  one  of  the 
most  famous  universities  of  America,  and  renowned  for  Its  Intimate 
relationship  with  the  development  of  agriculture,  the  pride  of  a  State 
overwhelmingly  Republican,  but  that  brand  of  Republicanism  that  de- 
clines to  follow  heedlessly  the  plans  and  purposes  of  party  lenders. 
In  a  press  relea.se  issued  by  this  group,  headed  by  Professor  Commons, 
who  has  an  international  reputation  to  sustain,  evidently  with  the 
appeal  of  the  Northwest  Agricultural  Foundation  In  mind,  it  was  said  : 

"  Tariflb  are  always  made  up  by  logrolling.  If  one  Industry  gets  a 
high  tariff,  it  does  so  by  consenting  that  other  Industries  may  have  a 
high  tariff.  Under  the  new  arrangement  everybody  will  Join  in  the  log- 
rolling and  nobody  will  be  In  the  opposition.  Farmers  have  closed  their 
mouths  against  high  protection  for  manufacturers  becau5ie  the  manu- 
facturers have  consented  to  high  tariff  for  the  farmers.  In  this  game 
of  logrolling  tbe  farmers  will  get  what  their  representatives  ask  for. 
So  will  the  manufacturers.  If  the  farmers  ask  for  a  tariff  that  will  do 
them  no  good  whatever,  then  they  are  giving  something  for  nothing  in 
this  game  of  logrolling.  This  Is  evidently  what  they  are  doing  on  sev- 
eral of  the  farmers'  crops.  In  the  case  of  other  crops  a  small  number 
of  farmers  will  gain,  but  the  great  majority  of  farmers  will  lose  as 
consumers  along  with  other  consumers." 

They  then  add  sensibly  : 

"  The  only  way  to  find  out  whether  the  farmers  will  gain  or  lo.«e  in 
this  logrolling  is  to  make  a  careful  investigation  of  each  commodity 
by  itself  on  the  basis  of  all  available  statistics,  and  then  to  sum  up  the 
total  gain  and  loss  for  all  commodities."  This,  with  the  aid  of  a 
force  of  experts,  they  proceeded  to  do,  publishing  from  time  to  time  the 
results  of  their  studies.  They  tell  us  that  the  duty  on  sugar,  should 
It  be  raised  as  proposed,  will  cost  the  average  family  $15  a  year  as 


all  of  which  our  exports  are  so  large  as  obviously  to  make  tbo  tarltr 
wholly  ineffective. 

Barley  goes  Into  tbe  same  class  as  oats  and  rye.  "  The  evidence 
shows,"  tbe  experts  tell  us,  "  that  the  American  farmer  has  thus  far 
received  practically  no  benefit  from  it  (tbe  duly],  ex(x»pt  during  the 
exceedingly  short  feed  crops  of  1024  •  •  •.  Tbe  15  per  cent  sur- 
plus which  Is  sold  abroad  Is  sufficient  to  make  the  price  of  barley  in  the 
United  States  dependent  ujion  European  buyers." 

Touching  the  proposed  increase  in  the  duty  ou  cas>-in,  of  which  much 
has  been  made,  from  2V4  cents  to  8  cents  per  pound,  they  nay  :  "  If 
granted  this  increase  will  be  of  very  small  Indirect  benefit  to  American 
milk  producers,"  and  they  proceed  to  set  out  cogent  nasons  for  the  con- 
clusions thus  expressed,  and  among  other  things  sa.v  :  "  Since  fsrmert 
usually  Rcll  their  milk  to  tbe  creameries  and  condensers  at  a  contract 
price  the  utilization  of  the  skim  milk  would  first  iM'ueflt  tltese  plants. 
Should  tbe  tariff  be  put  high  enough  to  prohibit  Imports  entirely  these 
manufacturers  would  be  able  to  use  some  of  the  sklui  milk  now  wasted 
and  divert  part  of  that  now  used  for  sklm-mllk  powdt  r  and  sold  for  hog 
feed.  By  doli>g  this  the  Increased  tariff  on  casein  would  tx-m-fit  the  milk 
plants  by  about  $2,500,000  annually.  If  the  farmers  are  able  to  get  au 
increased  price  in  their  milk  contracts,  so  that  the  entire  amount  would 
be  passed  back  to  them.  It  would  be  equivalent  to  about  a  half  per  cent 
per  100  pounds  of  milk,,  or  onl.v  four-tenths  of  1  per  c<'nt  of  th-  total 
value  of  their  milk.  This  is  equivalent  to  only  about  50  cents  per 
farmer  annually  in  tlie  five  chief  milk-producing  States." 

Touching  another  product  giving  concern  to  dalr.vmen  tbey  say ; 
"Tbe  duty  of  3  cents  i>er  pound  on  cottonseed  oil  has  failed  to  create 
and  maintain  a  difference  between  tbe  foreign  and  domestic  prict^s  of 
cottonseed  oil.  It  is  proposed  to  continue  the  present  duty  without 
Increase.  There  is  no  need  for  further  Increast-,  since  the  present  duty 
is  practically  prohibitive  and  since  the  differential  of  the  domestic 
above  foreign  prices  is  less  than  the  3-cent  duty.  The  Unlt<Hl  .*<tatos 
is  on  an  export  basis,  and  an  increase  is  both  unnecessary  and  useless." 

Flax,  however,  gets  a  substantial  increase  in  price  in  consequence  of 
the  tariil  and  the  returns  may  be  expected  to  increase,  should  the  rate 
In  the  House  bill  go  into  effect,  from  $5,600,000  to  $n,'200.0\)0.  On 
tbe  MUbJect  of  flax  it  is  significantly  said  that  of  t!>e  40-cent  rate  in 
tbe  present  I^w,  disregarding  a  recent  advance  under  the  flexible  pro- 
visions thereof,  western  growers  benefit  to  the  extent  of  only  25  cents 
due  to  the  fact  that  the  Canadians  have  an  advantage  of  15  cents  In 
the  cost  of  transportation  to  Baltimore — further  evidence  that  our 
transportation  troubles  are  of  the  first  magnitude. 
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it  ia  th«  mainstay  of  tbe  present  MacKenxie  King  Lllieral  sovernment. 
Th«»  oppotiition  centers  in  Itfontreal,  whose  people  are  apparently  appre- 
h<'nslYe  of  the  loss  that  might  ensue  should  ocean-golnK  sbtps,  whose 
voyages  nuw  begin  and  terminate  at  her  docks,  proceed  without  breaking 
cargo  to  the  remote  lake  porta.  Local  pride  aod  dread  of  Yankee  craft 
are  b^ing  played  upon  to  thwart  progress. 

Powerful  Interests  In  the  United  States  are  arrayed  against  the 
enterpriite  so  Tital  to  40.000.000  people  who  inhabit  the  vast  territory 
It  would  serre.  It  is  not  unlikely  that  much  of  the  Canadian  oppo- 
sition is  fomented  from  this  side  of  the  line.  In  the  first  place,  the 
city  of  New  Tork,  whose  influence  in  the  national  councils  is  not  with- 
oot  weight,  looks  with  no  favor  upon  a  project  that  would  divert  from 
it  a  very  considerable  trade,  both  export  and  Import,  though  the  losses 
that  annually  rasne  to  shippers  of  grain,  due  to  the  congestion  of 
traffic  in  that  port,  arc  serious  and  the  conditions  occasioning  them  well 
nigh  irremediable.  Then  the  railroads  terminating  in  that  city  and 
carrying  freight  to  and  from  tbe  Middle  West  and  Northwest  regard 
the  rival  water  roatc  menacingly.  An  article  in  a  recent  number  of 
the  Keview  of  Reviews  by  Bdward  E.  Loom  is,  president  of  the  Lehlgfa 
Valley  Railroad,  clearly  indicates  their  antagonintic  attitude.  No  less 
formidable  is  the  opposition  of  the  associated  power  interests  that  grow 
hysterical  at  any  and  every  proposal  contemplating  the  development 
of  electrical  energy  by  tbe  public.  They  have  long  looked  with  covetous 
eyes  on  that  stupendous  source  of  power  afforded  by  the  St.  Lawrence. 
The  opposttioD  in  our  country  is  of  the  most  serious  character,  but  in 
view  of  the  Intrinsic  merits  of  the  project,  the  vast  population  aflfected, 
and  bent  npon  Its  prosecntlon  and  Its  Indorsement  by  the  two  eom- 
Blssions  wlileta  bave  studied  it,  there  shoald  be  no  fear  of  prompt  and 
favorable  actton  by  oor  Government,  particularly  as  the  President  has 
given  it  his  emphatic  approval.  But  tbe  situation  In  Canada  is  delicate, 
aa  heretofore  Intimated.  In  tbe  letter  of  Minister  Massey,  heretofore 
mentioned,  paUn  arc  taken  to  Indicate  that  while  Canada  reaaids  tbe 
projoct  with  favor.  It  is  by  no  means  so  keen  about  it.  He  adverts  to 
the  very  liberal  rates  offered  by  tbe  Canadian  railroads  penetrating  tbe 
We«t  as  compared  with  parallcJ  lines  In  adjacent  territory  in  the  Unltsd 
States.  He  alludes  to  tbe  Hudson  Bay  route,  speedily  to  be  opened,  as 
meeting  conditions  in  large  measure,  and  adroitly  inserts  the  following 
significant  sentence,  namely,  "  In  thla  connection  it  may  be  said  that 
Canadian  agrtcultare  is  more  directly  affected  by  tbe  restrictions  on  tbe 
Importation  ot  Camdian  farm  products  which  bare  been  imposed  by  tbe 
United  States  In  recent  years  with  tbe  object.  It  Is  anderstood,  of 
assisting  agriculture  in  those  Western  States  which  wonid  share  so 
larscly  in  the  b«ieAta  e<  tbe  proposed  St.  Lawrence  waterway." 


As  indicated,  the  sensitiveness  of  our  neighbors  over  the  sltu.ition  is 
ex  reme.  A  disiiatcb  having  been  sent  out  from  Wasiilngton  to  the 
eff  (ct  that  an  intimation  had  been  made  there,  by  whom  was  not  made 
clcir  nor  by  what  authority,  that  some  reduction  in  the  rates  in  the 
Hjwley  bill  found  objectionable  In  Canada  might  be  looked  for  If  she 
wc  old  agree  promptly  to  our  proposal  to  Improve  the  St.  Lawrence,  a 
chdrus  of  heated  editorials  appeared  In  Canadian  Journals,  some  of 
th(  m  not  unfriendly  to  the  waterway  project,  protesting  that  Canadian 
su|  (port  was  not  to  be  bought  by  tariff  concessions  or  otherwise,  regard- 
les  9  of  the  "  transit-for-trade  "  policy  somewhat  opening  professed  by 
Sii  John  Macdonald,  pursuant  to  which  the  United  States  secures  tbe 
right  to  navigate  the  St.  Lawrence  *'asendiug  and  descending"  by  the 
tnaty  of  Watdiington. 

;  now  propose  to  consider  the  real  net  value  to  our  people  of  those 
taiiff  increases,  the  demand  for  which  has  thus  embarrassed  us  In  tlie 
ati  empt  to  secure  cheaper  transportation  to  tbe  markets  of  the  world. 
In  this  task  I  am  much  aided  by  investigations  conducted  by  a  group 
of  economists  of  the  faculty  of  the  University  of  Wisconsin  and  by 
research  carried  on  by  the  Minneapolis  Tribune.  It  is  not  a  little 
reianrkable  that  those  who  call  so  urgently  for  duties  and  higher  duties 
on  agricultural  products  apparently  never  count  the  cost,  nor,  for  that 
mutter,  calculate  with  any  degree  of  accuracy  the  l)eneflt.  Offloial  sta- 
tistics show  importations.  Knough !  Put  a  tariff  on  am]  stop  them. 
The  tariff  is  regarded  as  a  kind  of  Santa  Claus.  The  perfectly  obvious 
trx  th  is  Ignored  that  if  it  raises  the  price  of  the  commodity  on  wlilcb 
it  is  placed,  all  domestic  consumers  of  that  commodity  must  pay  the 
ln<rease,  whether  they  be  farmers  or  dwellers  In  tbe  city.  Moreover, 
tlM  enthusiasts  for  tariff  Increases  on  the  particular  commodities  tboy 
produce  ronain  oblivious  of  the  condition  under  which  they  can  be 
Be<nred,  namely,  by  conceding  like  increases  on  other  commodities  they 
art  I  required  to  purchase.  The  pending  Qawley  bill,  for  instance,  pro- 
pones to  Increase  tbe  duty  on  scoured  wool  3  cents — from  31  to  34 
cents  a  ponnd — the  equivalent  of  a  cent  a  pound  in  tbe  grease,  a  rela- 
tively inconsequential  item  with  wool  selling  in  Montana  at  around  30 
eeiita  a  pound  as  it  Is  dipped.  Yet  there  are  some  woolgrowers  who 
ex  wet  their  representatives  to  vote  for  the  measure  because  It  carries 
th  it  slight  increase,  whaterer  burdens  may  be  imposed  upon  them  by 
oti  ler  features  of  the  bill,  or  however  living  costs  may  be  enhanced  by 
tbti  moltltudlnoaa  increases  it  would  impose  upon  almost  everything  of 
buinan  consumption. 

An  appeal  Is  sent  up  for  a  duty  on  hides  without  any  consideration 
of  whethw  tbe  whole  benefit  may  not  Inure  to  the  packers  who  sell  the 
bi<  ca  and  not  to  tba  tanner  wbo  sells  te  tbem  tbe  beasts  from  which 
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eoosslnas.  A  »«9iber  rtprestatiDg  an  agricvltnnl  co»stita<>Bcy. 
ard'mtly  daMroux  of  getting  a  tariff  on  some  important  product  thereof 
or  of  having  io'-r*-****!  tbe  duti«*ii  imposed  by  th*  present  law,  dare  not 
cwtuljat  tte*^  mtnOicaalM  U^  thej  turn  on  his  pet  item. 

Tbe  covatry  was  aaaar»d  daring  tbe  campaign  last  fsD  that  we  were 
^■Joying  a  pt-Tiad  of  onexaniM*^  prosperity.  To  be  sore  there  were 
soir>«  r«aprvatioos  as  to  agri'altur'-,  but  otb«-rwise  it  wss  aJterrted  oar 
sll-jAlUjb  '.itdanzially  was  all  tbat  eouM  be  desired,  and  tbe  electorate 
w*Te  baraaga«^  to  coatiuue  ia  pow^r  tbe  party  then  ilominaat  that  tbe 
prt-raHiBg  gxMl  tinn^  might  not  >in  disturbed.  Now  tbe  sititttioa  is 
r*t»r»aent*^  os  being  and  h,iTjng  U-'-n  for  "^om*-  years  critical  in  tbe 
nifm-;  doleful  «t</ri#Ti  «r*  being  dally  told  of  depressed  bnsioess 
tbr»ateB<!>d  with  d<*stru<>tioB  by  competitioa  from  abroad  unless  Consre«* 
•p*»dUy  rota**  to  Its  aid  with  ad<S<-d  doHes 

Tbe  iorreases  carried  in  the  B^wley  bill  are  not  cooflaed  to  any  par- 
ticular line  or  lio**.  Th^-y  are  fvuod  In  practically  every  schedule. 
Reference  to  sosa^  of  tbem  nay  be  interesting.  What  tbe  increases  oa 
leather  fvmt  tbe  eoosaowfr  have  bt-*^  mmtioned.  Brick,  now  free.  Is 
taxe«i  |1  2S  per  thotxiund  *>menf.  no  n»-cemiiry  in  road  conntruction 
and  ia  buiMiag,  riow  free,  l^e<.ome«  subj<'<'t  to  a  duty  of  30  cents  a 
bsrrH.  Kbiagles  and  oKdar  lumber,  now  frfe.  bear  by  tbe  bill  25  per 
rmut,  and  RMpl«'  and  bircb  lumber,  llkewia«^  free,  15  per  cent  Impo^- 
tlaai,  ao  perfectly  unJu^rtOable  tbat  even  the  bard-boiled  protection- 
ists rmmpfUitmg  the  majority  of  tbe  Senste  Committee  on  Finsnce  could 
B<>f  irtanfl  for  tbem.  The  duty  on  cabinet  fumitur«  is  advanced  from 
33  to  40  per  ceat  »d  ralorem ;  glasKware  generally,  inciudlnr  table 
ami  kitrben  articles  and  uten^ilii,  from  55  to  CO  per  cent;  building 
granite  from  50  to  90  per  c<-at ;  surgical  in<itrumeuts  from  45  to 
7«  p»r  «^nt ;  pig  Iron  from  75  cents  to  $1.12'*i  per  ton,  a  40  per  cent 
raisf  There  are  subiiiantial  increases  in  cotton,  wool,  silk,  and  rayoa 
doth,  and  in  artk-ies  of  clothinc  made  from  the  same,  as  well  as  ia 
paper.  br»ofn»>.  an<I  mstche*.  S<;me  part  of  the  increases  in  woolen 
^oods  are  wnrranted  by  ressou  of  the  increaae  in  tbe  duty  on  wool 
from  81  to  34  cents  per  scoored  pound,  but  in  many  instances  the 
Inr-reaseit,  as  in  the  case  of  leatber  g'MMls,  arc  sabstantially  more  than 
eoBipenutory. 

.\ttentloa  U  dire<tKi]  partlruiarly  to  tbe  iacreaae  in  the  doty  on  pig 
iron,  whirb,  tran«formfd  Into  st<^l,  makes  up  perhaps  90  per  cent  of 
tbe  material  i-nterinif  Into  the  produrtlon  of  farm  machinery.  More 
and  mnre  metal  is  dtxplaelng  wood  In  the  fabrication  of  tbe  implements 
and  mafhinery  of  the  farrm-r.  The  advancing  prices  of  these  indis- 
pensabl<*s  but  r^Ht^  the  rising  ooKts  of  everything  be  mast  buy.  and 
afford  •nfflclent  explanation  of  the  appalling  fact  tbat  for  tbe  past 
seven  y«ar^  his  produ'tK  will  boy  but  from  70  to  W  per  cent  of  the 
e<>mm<Klities  they  would  have  purchased  in  1913 ;  that  Is,  tbe  purrbasing 
p<iWer  of  his  produce  in  less  than  XU  per  c<'nt  of  what  It  was  during 
tbe  5year  period  from  1909  to  191.1,  inclusive.  In  other  words,  he  is 
now  np<-ratlng  untler  a  handicap  of  something  more  tbsn  20  per  cent 
ss  eomprtr^-*!  with  Industries  generally.  I  am  able  to  ^tipply  you  from  a 
rlrriilrtr  prire  lint  Imued  by  tbe  International  Harvester  Co.  In  1917 
the  prtees  of  farm  niNchtni^ry  then  prevailing  and  by  u  dealer  at  Billlngii, 
Mont,  with  th'>iie  now  a-tked  for  tbe  same.  Tbe  fo|i<.nrlng  are  sng- 
gentlve : 
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1  forliesr  t«  ssttftMl  tlie  eoiNpsrlawii.  Tb«  sdvabi'irs  throughout  tiis 
H«(  are  In  ssrsss  of  7A  p<f  fut.  NwtwUbsUndlug  lb«  gloomy  uiorin 
now  being  ioUl  tu  Ia4lui-it  tbi  grsot  of  further  tariff  coitceMiuas,  It  la 
ItdlspwlabU  lbs  I,  generally  siH'sklug,  tadustry  outnlds  of  agrlculturs 
has  bMTU  prosperous,  sa  liMilratea  by  tbe  sJvance  In  tbe  price  of  stocks, 
ln4-luding  those  of  tb**  farm  Implement  au<l  machiaery  cuupanles.  I 
«|u<>ce  nrom  a  docuneDt  lately  placed  in  tbe  bands  of  Senator*  as 
tulUiWB : 

"For  every  |l,uoo  Invested  on  January  1,  1020,  ia  tbe  capital  stock 
of  tbe  International  Harvester  Co.,  tbe  to-day's  combined  amount  of 
dlvideiMls  psUi  plus  tbe  lucreajio  in  tbe  market  value  of  tbe  stocks  as 
of  May  11,  Iil21>,  would  smuunt  to  $5,400,  plus  interest  OB  tbe  dIvidcDda 
tiald  since  1920. 

"hut  every  11,000  Invested  hi  Auguat,  1922,  in  tbe  capital  stock  of 
tbe  Case  Tbrenblng  Co.,  tbe  to-day's  combined  aoMunt  «f  dlvl4aada 
paid  on  the  stoek.  plus  tbe  inrreaRf  in  the  market  value  of  the  stack 
as  of  May  11.  1929.  would  amount  to  |9,U70,  plua  iatsrest  oo  tbe  dlrl- 
dt'Dda  Tbe  profit  on  tbat  investment  for  tb«  9%  yean  aTcracca  133 
per  cent  per  year,  plus  Interest  on  tbe  dlrtdends. 

"For  HVery  $1,000  lavrsti-U  in  January,  1027.  in  tbe  capital  stock  of 
la  I>eerr  *  Co.  ImpleflBeat  Co.,  tb«  to-day's  combined  amooot  of  dlTl-  ' 
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(Vads  psbl  «a  tbe  stock,  plos  tbe  increase  In  tbe  market  Taloe  of  tbe 
stock  as  of  May  11.  1929.  would  amount  to  $8,770.  phis  Interest  on 
the  dividends.  Tbe  pro(5i  on  that  investment  for  2H  years  averages 
.333  per  cent  p-'r  rear  plus  tbe  Infrert  on  the  diridends.~ 

No  wonder  farming  doesn't  pay.  Tbe  half  bfliion  of  steel  eomoioQ — 
all  water — is  now  quoted  at  better  than  $250  per  share.  In  tbe  face  of 
''Hch  facts  ss  tb<»se  recited,  the  pony  effort  to  pot  sgricuJtnre  on  a 
footing  of  equality  with  indn^rr  g-nerally  tbrougb  the  so-called  relief 
act  Just  passf-d,  followed  as  it  has  been  by  tbe  tariff  bill,  raises  the 
qtiestlon  of  eood  faitb. 

It  \9  perhaps  impossible  to  mearjre  a<vrurately  what  the  farmers 
pay  in  duty's  on  products  other  than  theirs  in  return  for  tbe  duties, 
partially  or  wholly  Ineff'-ri^ive,  they  g^-t  on  what  they  ralae.  but  that 
tbe  sum  total  is  staggering  and  the  net  lo<i9  stupendous  no  one  ran 
doubt.  Th«>  research  department  of  tbe  American  Farm  Bureau  Fed- 
eration figuret]  that  the  tariff  of  1922  cost  the  American  farmers 
$300,OOO.lX)0  net.  Senator  Bbookh.^bt,  of  Iowa,  a  diligent  and  di«- 
criaUnatiof  stud^^nt  of  farm  probleau  and  the  economics  of  agricnlture. 
maintain*  and  a.ssf'rrs.  to  n.se  his  own  language,  that  "  for  every  dime 
the  fanner  gains  by  reason  of  the  tariff  be  will  be  penalised  a  dollar  ia 
higher  living  coats.'' 

Tlie  Minneaijolis  Tribune  figure*  that  tbe  Hawley  bill,  if  it  became 
tbe  law,  would  add  to  the  living  costs  of  the  average  farm  family  $164 
annually.  It  was  an  evil  day  for  the  farmers  of  the  Northwest  when 
they  were  jierwuaded,  so  far  as  they  were,  to  s.^ek  relief  by  a  revision 
of  the  tariff  on  th'ir  prodnrts  with  a  view  to  advancing  the  rate«i. 
They  might  have  realized  that  the  rf^lsion  could  not  be  confined  to 
agricultural  pr»duct.s,  even  in  the  Senate,  as  was  shown  by  the  defeat 
of  the  Borah  residntion  so  to  restrict  it,  while  in  the  Hotise  in  whicb 
the  manufacturing  nertion  of  tbe  country  lian  ?uch  a  preponderant  voic-e, 
»urb  a  proposal  could  not  evt  n  get  a  bearing.  Eip»'rience  ought  to  have 
taught  tbem,  as  well,  that  In  trading  for  duties  on  the  products  of 
the  farm  in  exchange  for  duties  on  manufactured  articles  which  tbe 
farmer  must  buy,  he  is  both  outnumbered  and  outmatched.  Realizing 
this  bilatfdly,  Congn-^ssman  R.4M.set>:b,  of  Iowa,  was  moved,  according 
to  a  reliable  correspondent  (f  a  western  new.«paper,  to  cry  out  on  bis 
colleagues  with  more  force  than  elegance  that  they  "  might  know  h"W 
to  trade  steers,  but  when  It  came  to  trading  tariff  rates  they  weren't 
exactly  tbe  cats  whiskers." 

Even  In  the  Senate  the  cards  are  stacked  agaln^^t  any  adjustment  of 
the  tariff  so  as  to  result  In  any  substantial  benefit  to  agriculture.  Of 
the  11  majority  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  to  which  revenue 
measures  go  and  which  now  has  the  Hawley  bill  under  conMderation, 
but  2  an*  from  weirt  of  the  Mis:ils«ippl — Smoot  and  SnoKTHiixjE — bdh 
of  whom  belong  to  the  reactionary  wing  of  the  party,  and  n»*vir  by  any 
chance  are  found  in  disagreement  with  the  party  leaders  from  the  fndu.*- 
trlal  East.  New  England  has  3  of  the  10 — Bi5qh.im,  Gkesnk.  and 
Kbtes.  Two  other  Atlantic  border  States  are  represented  by  Eikjb 
and  RXED.  rorzr?is,  Watsoji,  Rackktt,  and  Dixken  speak  for  con- 
stltuenci'>s  more  or  less  equally  divided  In  Interest  as  iK-twecn  agrlctilture 
and  manufacturing.  Five  of  the  11  member^  come  from  east  of  the 
AUegbanles. 

Care  was  tak^n  that  no  so-culled  progressive  or  Insurgent  Republhaa 
sb'TUld  b*;  HdmKt'd  to  m"nil<ershlp  on  the  rommiilee  unless,  indeed. 
C'jtMnn,  who  Is  an  ludepeodint  thlok#f  and  Intratisble,  la>  ilanmil  «« 
stich.  It  Is  tbis  ivmmUttt!  wblrh  I*  now  rewriting  tb<t  llswiey  bill  and 
Info  whtmm  bands  Is  eoiotnlfied  In  large  mensur>>  the  fate  of  fhe  fiiM.ii't* 
mt  far  ss  li  «lepe(»<Is  uf>u  lb«  Utlfl  *djiis|(«ent,  Tb.-  unlliUlitl^d  nsjr 
.»|>«'t  »h«»  M4  work  tttHf  b«  ravlsed  <«fi  ibn  (UM/t,  sud  •«  II  umf.  but 
iiio«<  uftf«oillUr  wllh  tu-  wtrkinw*  "f  legJ»JaHv#  IMli's  rsMy  hHV««  Muy 
coi«<.«piM/n  of  tb«  lofluenetr  nwi  Hltut  of  lUu  u"U'm  of  inmmiUf*4. 
THty  are  inipt>'>4^4  u,  baro  glv^n  r«r.'fM|  uttniy  to  ihi«  ••ibj«/i«  fffirrmd  i„ 
tbem,  It  1«  to  bm  cipM'isd  ibui  (bHr  r«commeiidNiloiiM  irlll  b«  de 
ferrtrd  to,  Moraorer,  It  is  aot  fsnerally  sppreeisiMl  tbsi  H^'iuiiorM  wH 
immi-diMtisly  eoncarnsd  tre,  on«  might  My  us  a  rub'  ra'ber  thsu  (be 
•xri'ptlon,  not  Au  the  floor  during  (hi*  de<»ale  and  appear  only  at  tbe 
call  of  tbe  bell  wbeu  a  vote  Is  Impending.  The  fart  xlHti-d  argues  no 
dereliction  ou  tbe  part  of  tbe  absentees.  One  wbo  remuiaM  contlu- 
uuttsly  on  tbe  floor  during  tbt;  s«>saious  would  be  obllg<'d  to  neglect 
graver  duties  and  obligations.  Many  tbuM  appearing,  with  no  definite 
conviction*,  inquire  bow  the  committee  uiembers  of  his  party  are  voting, 
and  vote  witb  them.  Not  a  few  feel  a  sense  of  obligation  as  loyal  party 
men  to  do  so.  The  committee  recommendation  is  an  infinence  of  vtry 
decided  weight. 

Nevertheless  the  situation  Is  not  bopeLss.  Tbe  effort  further  to 
borden  the  farmer  may  be  defeated,  but  not  by  InsUtlng  on  Increased 
duties  on  farm  products.  The  Idea  tbat  a  tariff  bill  can  be  passed  carry- 
log  adequate  duties  on  agricultural  products  and  at  the  same  time 
wltbout  any  unjustifiable  duties  on  manufactures,  or  oiily  such  duties  as 
will  BtlU  leave  tbe  farmer  tbe  gainer,  can  be  entertained  only  by  tbe 
deluded.  It  la  of  some  sabstantlal  help  tbat  tbe  Senate  committee  will 
report  against  the  doty  proposed  by  the  House  bill  on  lumber  and 
sblAfle*-  The  Senators  from  tbe  States  chiefly  concerned  to  sucb  prod- 
ucts will  be  Indifferent,  If  sot  hostile,  instead  of  ardent  supporters 
•botUd  the  committee  action  be  stistalncd  on  tbe  floor,  ai  It  doubtless 
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againsi  ♦lu  unaer  me  present  law  ;  tnat  anoui  a  per  cent  or  me  larmers 
of  the  country  are  engaged  in  raising  either  beets  or  cane  for  the  pro- 
duction of  sugar  ;  that  If  they  got  the  entire  increase  cousequent  upon 
the  existing  tariff  thej  would  profit  to  the  extent  of  $43,000,000,  while 
all  the  farmers  would  pay  $64,000,000,  a  net  cost  to  the  farming 
cln.ss  of  $21,000,000.  If  the  proposed  increase  should  come  into  effect, 
the  net  co.st  would  be  $28,000,000.  Of  the  added  cost  to  all  farmers 
of  $64,000,000  in  the  one  case  and  $97,000,000  in  the  other,  those  who 
operate  in  Minnesota  and  do  not  raise  sugar  beets  will  contribute  a 
ratalde  proportion,  which  may  be  roughlj  calculated  as  follows :  The 
per  capita  consumption  of  sugar  In  the  United  States  is  about  110 
pounds  annually.  If  the  proposed  duty  of  $2.40  per  hundred  becomes 
effective  each  individual  will  pay  $2.64  a  year  by  reason  of  it.  I  have 
not  at  hand  statistics  of  the  farm  population  of  Minnesota,  but  on  the 
basi8  of  the  census  of  1920  the  total  cost  to  the  p<<>ple  of  this  State, 
Its  population  being  given  as  2,403,000,  will  be  $6,343,920,  a  very  sub- 
stantial Item  to  deduct  from  whatever  gain  may  accrue  from  duties 
on  the  more  abundant  agricultural  products.  Estimntfng  the  population 
of  Montana  roughly  at  6<)0,000,  my  State  pays,  by  similar  computation, 
annually,  something  over  a  million  and  three-quarters  as  its  contribution 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  su^ar  Industry. 

There  Is,  however,  some  gain  to  some  farmers  from  the  duty  on 
sugar.  Wheat  is  another  crop  In  the  same  class,  the  study  made  by  the 
experts  referred  to  showing  that  the  42  cent  duty  is  effective  to  the 
exteiit  of  about  9.8  cents,  of  course,  only  upon  hard  spring  wheat 
carrying  a  high  percentage  of  protein.  "This,"  they  say,  "gives  an 
annual  average  benefit  of  $17,600,000,  which  goes  mainly  to  farmers  of 
three  States,  Montana,  Kansas,  and  North  Dakota,"  and  they  continue : 
"  Since  wheat  Is  a  billion  dollar  crop,  this  benefit  Is  only  about  2  per 
cent  of  the  total  value.  For  reasons  mentioned  below  it  is  doubtful 
whether  this  is  a  net  benefit  to  the  entire  group  of  wheat  farmers." 

Wheat  is  accordingly  left  In  the  doubtful  class,  but  the  duty  on  flax- 
seed they  found  to  be  largely  effective.  "  The  tariff  on  oats  and  rye," 
they  say,  is  practically  without  value  to  the  farmer,  and  they  submit  in- 
dubitable reasons  which  I  do  not  take  time  to  detail.  So  of  corn,  they 
say — what  every  man  with  even  a  modicum  of  Intelligence  and  informa- 
tion must  recognise  :  "  The  present  tariff  of  15  cents  per  bushel  on  corn 
Ik  practically  Ineffective.  The  proposed  increase  to  25  cents  a  bushel  in 
the  House  bill  will  likewise  be  of  no  benefit  to  the  corn  producers."  Ex- 
porting 28,000,000  bushels  of  com  and  a  billion  pounds  of  pork  and  lard, 
representing  165,000,000  bushels  more,  it  requires  no  sagacity  to  discern 
that  the  imposition  of  a  duty  on  corn  has  no  higher  purpose  than  to  fool 
tbe  farmer.    Bo  with  the  duty  on  pork,  lard,  and  other  pork  products, 
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concerning  me  larin  on  sueep,  me  i^ommoiis  grou|J  Hsseri  iiiai  lue 
changes  will  be  practically  of  no  benefit  to  ti.e  «lieep  producers,"  and 
as  to  that  on  cattle  and  beef  they  assert  that  though  the  tariff  of  1922 
has  been  effective  because  of  the  state  of  the  market,  the  result  in  tbe 
future  is  altogether  problematical,  among  other  reasons  consumption 
per  capita  of  beef  having  shown  a  marked  decline  in  recent  years  with 
advancing  prices — the  economic  housewife  probabl.v  offering  subntitute 
food.  They  found,  however,  that  a  very  substantial  benefit  accrues  from 
tbe  present  tariff  and  more  may  l>e  anticipated  from  the  propoHed 
increases  in  the  duty  on  butter,  milk,  and  cream. 

Their  studie-  do  not,  so  far  as  I  am  advis*^,  cover  the  incidental 
losses  to  farmers  incident  to  the  imposition  of  duties  uppn  agricultural 
products,  such  as,  for  Instance,  sugar.  Our  exports  to  Cuba  of  wheat 
flour  have  declined  from  seventeen  million  and  odd  dollars  in  1920  to 
$8,700,000  in  1928;  of  lard  from  $16,000,000  to  $11,0^)0,000;  of  canned 
milk  from  $8,000,000  to  $1,750,000;  of  hams  and  shoulders  from  $5,000,- 
000  to  $1,500,000;  of  bacon  from  $4,300,000  to  $3,000,000;  of  eggs  from 
$6,300,000  to  $2,600,000. 

The  Minneapolis  Tribune  furnishes  some  llliiminutlng  figures  on 
another  Item  of  loss  to  farmers,  due  to  a  tariff  much  insisted  upon  by 
politicians  professing  to  speak  for  the  stock  raisers  of  the  Northwest, 
namely,  that  proposed  on  hides. 

Hides,  as  well  as  boots  and  shoes,  are  now  on  the  free  list.  The 
Hawley  bill  yields  to  the  demand  referred  to,  fixing  the  duty  on  hlde.s 
and  skins  of  animals  of  the  bovine  species  (why  tho»<'  of  sheep  and 
goats  and  equine  animals  are  not  included  I  am  unable  to  say)  at 
10  per  cent.  A  compensatory  duty  ought,  of  course,  to  be  Imposed 
upon  boots  and  shoes,  but  the  manufacturers  take  advantage  of  the 
situation  to  ask  and  they  receive  20  per  cent  Instead  of  the  fraction 
of  10  per  cent,  which  would  make  them  whole  on  any  additional  cost  to 
them  of  the  leather  going  Into  their  products.  The  experts  of  the 
Journal  figure  that  the  10  per  cent  duty  on  hides  will  net  the  farmers 
of  Minnesota  the  tidy  sum  of  $540,000  a  year,  but  that  they  will  be 
mulcted  in  the  sum  of  $2,600,000  by  the  dbty  on  leather  goods;  that 
seven  Northwestern  States  will  profit  to  the  extent  of  $2,600,000  by 
reason  of  the  duty  on  hides  and  their  living  costs  will  be  enhanced, 
consequent  upon  the  duties  upon  the  products  into  which  the  hides 
enter,  in  the  sum  of  $12,600,000,  a  net  loss  of  approximately 
$10,000,000. 

The  demand  for  duties  upon  agricultural  products  afforded  manu- 
facturers a  golden  opportunity  to  counter  with  greedy  demands  for 
higher  and  higher  duties  on  their  products,  largely  conceded  in  the 
Hawley  bill,  and  stlU  they  swarm  about  Washington  asking  for  further 
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Will  be.    Tbe  elimination  of  tbe  increase  in  the  duty  on  wool  will  operate 
similarly. 

Tbe  proposal  to  increase  the  duty  on  sugar  from  $1.76  a  hundred  to 
$2.40  a  hundred,  in  the  face  of  the  report  of  tbe  Tariff  Commission 
that  $1.26  a  hundred  represents  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production 
here  and  in  Cuba,  has  provoked  stubborn  ri>sistanre  throughout  tbe 
country  and  aill  jjive  rise  to  equally  vigorous  opposition  on  the  floor. 
Much  will  l>e  made  of  the  claim,  apparently  sustained  by  its  report,  tbat 
the  Great  Western  Sugar  Co.,  producing  58  per  cent  of  our  beet  sugar, 
has  beeu  earning  40  per  cent  on  Its  common  stock,  a  claim  that  is  met 
by  the  somewtiat  irrelevant  assertion  that  that  amounts  to  but  7  per 
cent  on  its  assets.  If  the  (iugar  raise  should  not  be  sustained  tbe 
phalanx  may  be  irretrievably  broken  through  the  combined  efforts  of  the 
l>em<  crats  and  the  progressive  Republicans,  who  have  almost  to  a  man 
indicsited  a  purpose  to  fight  the  bill  In  so  many  of  its  features  as  to 
presage  its  defeat.  It  Is  significant  that  manganese,  like  all  those  men- 
tioniHi  as  having  fallen  into  disfavor,  a  western  product.  Is  not  to  have 
even  the  modicum  of  protection  afforded  It  by  the  House  bill  should  the 
Finance  Committee's  recommendation  be  adopted.  It  is  understood  that 
the  progressive  Republicans  have  already  effected  an  orsunizntion  radi- 
cally to  modify,  and.  if  that  be  Impossible,  to  boat  the  bilL  They  will 
be  aid(d  by  a  large  section  of  tbe  independent  press  of  the  country. 
The  altitude  and  effective  work  of  the  Minneapolis  Tribune  has  inen 
adverted  to.  The  Milwaukee  Journal  says  concerning  it  :  "  Under  the 
pious  fraud  of  opening  up  the  tariff  for  the  relief  of  tbe  farmer  manu- 
facturers have  come  in  and  demanded  an  increase  in  governmental  sub- 
sidy al>ove  the  present  tariff,  which  i5  and  has  been  scandal." 

The  Chicago  Tribune  has  the  following  :  "  It  is  becoming  increasingly 
apparent  tbat  if  the  door  is  opened  to  a  revision  of  the  tariff  on  manu- 
factured goods  there  will  be  no  closing  of  the  door  uutil  scores  of  Items 
which  are  In  no  real  need  of  protection  are  given  it." 

Tbe  Cleveland  Pain  Dealer  says  it  "  regards  the  Hawley  bill  as  the 
Worst  and  most  indefensible  tariff  proposal  ever  offered  for  the  serious 
consideration  of  Congress.  Its  ma.1or  purpose,  it  will  be  recalled,"  con- 
tinues this  Journal,  "was  to  aid  the  farmer.  The  testimony  of  those 
wbo  have  studied  its  relation  to  the  farmer  is  pnictitally  unanimous  in 
the  opinion  that  it  will  take  a  great  deal  more  out  of  the  farmer's 
pock»t  than  it  will  put  in." 

From  the  Columbus  Di.spatch  :  "'ihe  Hawley  bill  more  than  neutml- 
Izes  its  farm  inor»as<>s  by  heavy  increases  on  many  articles  of  which 
the  farmers  are  buyers,  not  producers  and  sellers.  Tbe  bill  is  the 
most   Ntriking  example  of  tariff-boosting  greed    In   all   tariff  history." 

The  Kansas  City  Star :  "  Under  the  guise  of  agricultural  relief  the 
Hnwley  bill,  as  p«is»ed  by  tbe  House,  is  really  a  bill  for  the  benefit  of 
the  manufacturing  interests." 

Even  the  Boston  Transcript  is  moved  to  say.  "  The  farmer  is  being 
bunke<l  on  the  tariff." 

It  ought  by  mis  time  to  be  iiniversall.v  reeognixe<1  throughout  the 
fanning  sections  of  the  country  that  the  struggle  over  farm  relief  In 
any  form  Is  one  l>etween  the  Industrial  interest*,  on  the  one  hand, 
intent  on  getting  cheap  food  and  raw  material,  and  the  agricultural 
Interests  on  the  other.  se<-king  to  sernre  a  fair  price  for  their  products — 
considering  the  handicaps  under  which  they  operate  thmugb  govern- 
OK-ntnl  ffflvor  to  the  rival  Interests. 

This  wsN  made  msnlfest  In  the  rteterfnlne<l  and  stipcensfnl  opfinsltlon 
of  KenatofN  trnm  fhe  IndtistrisI  Nitites  to  the  McNsry-tlMugen  lilll  nntl 
to  Ihe  delieiiture  plan,  IW»th  of  lhvm<  forms  of  fnrm  relief  would  hitfP 
Hev/iled  wnterlslly  fh**  prfce*  of  f<irtn  pntAttrta,  amI  <'<Mitieqn«^flty  lliw 
Cost  III  tiM4  U»  ihp  iBltortirn  in  IttduMlrx,  to  I'D  fo||»w«<d  by  m  iletnsnd 
f«f  hlirb«'r  wmkom.  Tba  nurtruuurnt  utsrlM'lIng  mH,  oti  whU'h  ntwU 
\rtiufnM  iuiptm  nrf  ttrnttid,  whs  <'on«'<'dwl  Utn'MUrm  U  will  not  ittertmiw  the 
eott  lit  furm  itnuinH*  tn  tli<<  ioft»iini<r  llf  will  i»sy  »o  muff,  but  lb*' 
l>ri»atii'¥r  will  uft  H  slight  sdvsn<'s  tliruugb  ttM<  ehmttistlou  itt  the  profit 
of  Ihe  nilddleiuMii,  Mo  lu  turlff  l<«gtslsli'>n,  The  fHrwiTH  cun  gi't  any 
kind  ut  tariff  ihey  a«k  fur  on  wmntodlties  wi*  »sport,  and  dutlM  ur« 
conceded  to  Ht^ll  clnuuir  and  iwm  txrlff  bills  of  locaUulsblx  benefll  to 
maiiufnciurerM  on  some  agricultural  product »— the  nut  value  of  whirb 
Is  tnconkcquoniiul.  Honator  Mosss,  of  New  llAmpshlre,  with  his  usual 
impulxive  candor,  Hpliled  the  benns  when  b"  said:  "Growing  resent- 
niint  is  felt  throughout  the  east  over  what  Is  understood  lo  be  tbe 
comniii tee's  action  in  boosting  the  duties  on  agricultural  products — 
on  the  things  we  bare  to  buy  and  eat,  and  taking  tbe  dutleit  off  those 
tblngs  wc  must  sell  In  order  to  buy  things  to  eat" 

The  queattou  before  us  Is  not  one  of  tbe  wisdom  of  the  policy  of 
protection.  That  policy  is  expressed  In  the  law  now  In  force,  and  there 
is  no  Indication  of  any  purpose  on  the  part  of  tbe  country  to  abandon  It. 

The  serious  problem  before  us  is  as  to  whether  It  would  be  wise 
further  to  burden  agriculture  as  is  proposed  In  the  Hawley  bill,  even 
though  some  branch<'s  of  ogrlcullure  may  profit  to  a  limited  extent  by 
Its  operation  should  It  Iterome  a  law,  and  sperifically  as  the  question  Is 
presented  to  tbe  p'ople  of  the  Northwest  whether  an  additional  handi- 
cap should  be  placed  upon  the  raisers  of  grain,  concodedly  most  embar- 
rassed at  present,  and  who  get  no  beuefit  whatever  from  tbe  tariff  or 
none  of  any  particular  conM*quence,  I  repeat  that  to  concede  the  gen- 
eral advance  In  tariff  rates  the  Hawley  bill  will  carry,  should  it  pass, 
to  secure  tbe  duties  asked  for  on  agricultural  products  Is,  In  tbe  light 
of  Indisputable   facts,   the  height  of  unwisdom.     Esau   never  sold  bis 
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birthright  for  a  sorrier  mess  of  pottaga.  But  when  tbe  con.^uences  la 
respect  to  tbe  future  of  tbe  St,  Lawrence  route  to  tbe  sea  are  con- 
sidered, it  is  little  less  than  treaaon  to  the  great  Northwest  to  i>romole 
tbe  passage  of  tbat  measure. 

Mr.  WATSON.     As  in  lejrislative  session.   I   more  ttat  tlxi 
beoat^  take  a  recess  until  ti>-morn»w  at  12  o'eltn-k  iKH»n 

The  motion  was  aprwHl  to;  and  (at  a  o'(l<»ck  ami  15  "mimifea 
p.  m.)    tbe  Senate  tot>k  a   recess   until   ti»-niorrow.   Tliurstluv 
SeptemlKn-  12,  1929.  at  12  o'dwk  nieriUlan.  '   '^^i' 


CONFIRMATIONS 

BxecuHve  nominotifm.'i  rtytifittncti  by  the  Senate  Septetnher  11 

{leifitilatire  day  of  September  9),  1929 

AUBASSAOOK    EXTRAORDINABT    AND   PlKN lP<yrrNTI ART 

John  W.  Garrett,  to  Italy. 

Envoys  Extraordinaby  and  Mincstkks  PLENiPOTEXTiAgr 
Garrit  John  IMekenia.  to  the  Netheriantls. 
CJeoiTge  T.  SuinuuTlin,  to  Voneruela. 

GOVKRNOB   OF   PoKTO    RU  O 

Theodore  R<K»sevelt, 


SENATE 

Thuusday,  iSepfemher  12,  1929 

{LegMat-ie  day  of  ^^onday,  t<rpteitii>cr  9,  1929^ 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  lueridian,  on  the  expirullon  of 
the  n.'cc^'j. 

Mr.    SMOOT.     Mr.    Pi-esident,   1    sugpest   the   a^'ooe   af   a 
quoniiii. 

The  ViCK  PUESIDENT.    Tlie  dork  will  mil  the  ndl. 
The  legislative  clerk  culk'd  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senaturs 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

Asburst 

Uarkiey 

Dingham 

Black 

Klaine 

Borah 

Brock 

Urookhart 

Broussard 

Capper 

Connally 

Cotisens 

Dale 

Deneen 

Dill 

Hdge 

Kess 

Fletcher 

Krasler 


tieorge 

(iillett 

(ilass 

<ilenn 

tJoff 

(Jiddsho  rough 

Gould 

ttreene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hasting.*! 

Hatfield 

Unwes 

lla.vdeu 

lletlin 

Howell 

Jonex 

Kesn 

Key  en 


King 

La  Koilette 

McKellar 

McM«8ter 

Mi  Nary 

Met  calf 

Moses 

Norris 

Nye 

Overman 

Patterson 

riiipps 

Pine 

I'ittman 

llnniMiell 

Koltinmin,  Ark. 
Iloblnmin,  Ind. 
Snckett 
He ha 1 1 


Bh<ppurd 

Shi. ri  ridge 

SIraiuons 

Hnioot 

Kteik 

Hteiwer 

Svvanson 

Thonwis,  Idaho 

TliomuM.  Okla. 

Townseau 

Trammell 

Tydinjis 

Vandenberg 

Warner 

Walcolt 

Walsh,  Mass. 

WaUh.  Mont. 

WBrrcn 

Wnterroan 

Walt»4>n 


Mr.  McMAHTKU.  M.v  vnUonttuv  the  wtiior  Mi'tminr  fnm 
HtHith  IlnktHn  fMr.  Noiu«k<k|  In  wmyn\iM>\y  altsrni,  I  nnk 
that  IhlM  antiounciincfil  tuny  ulutui  ftir  the  tlMjr. 

Mr.  KKHH,  1  dexlre  lo  NtinotitMc  fh»i  iii>'  colieatfiM'  |Mr,  llif»< 
T(>w)  tx  (IHultti'd  fnmi  thi«  HrunU'  im  ni-muul  i*t  tUnc**,  I  r** 
(iiH*M(  that  (Ik*  niiiMMti»rt'ri»(«ti(  iii«i,v  mIihmI  fur  tiw  tin}, 

Mr  If  AKKIMON,  I  di'Mlrc  (<*  nuiumiuv  Mini  ||m«  Hcrintcr  from 
kHfninmUtiii  (Mr  HfM'HKftMl  U  tifrt*0mrH)f  ih'lNliM'd  frmit  ttw 
K«*tiH(<«  \ty  iJlhiMM  in  lila  fMiiitly,  I  wilt  U*t  Ihla  iiiinoiiiicciiK'Hi 
altiii'i  fur  I  hi*  tiny. 

Mr  HllKPPAHIi,  I  HiNh  (o  aiiiiouiici*  ihAt  (h<f  H<Miiiior  from 
tUnitU  l^ruliiiM  I  Mr.  Hmith)  Im  necetwHrlly  d«tHiii(«d  from  iIm* 
MttnuU*  by  illiiesM  in  his  family,  1  will  \vt  thia  Aniumiicem^iC 
Ktaud  for  the  day. 

I  hIm>  vfU-h  to  MDnounco  that  the  Henator  frcun  Hmitb  ('ar<v 
Una  (Mr.  Ui.rAaK)  itt  neceaaarily  detaimtl  from  the  Hetmte  on 
imi>ortnnt  husineHH  in  his  Htatc 

I  further  announce  tlwit  the  Hefintnr  from  WyotnitiK  (Mr. 
KrNDXUK]  i«  neceaxarily  detained  from  the  hk'nate  on  iniporliint 
t»usin(>MK  in  his  Stat<*. 

The  VICE  PRE.«II)KNT.  Efuhty  Senators  have  uuswerod  to 
their  names.    A  quorum  in  iiresent. 

COMMITTEK   SKBVICB 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Roiiinmom  of  Arkunaaa,  and  by  unnnitnoas 
consent,  it  was 

Ordmrcd,  That  Mr.  Bkotk  be  assigned  to  service  on  tbe  following  com- 
mittees:  Commerce,  Banking  and  Currency,  Claims,  and  Military 
Affairs. 

OUTKAniM  tPOFT   .IRWM  IN   PAI>;STIIfR 

Mr,  VANDKNBKRO  prewnteil  a  resolution  adoptJ-d  at  a  meet- 
ing of  citizens  at  Grand  Rapids.  Mich.,  protesting  agaiuxt  tbe 
recent  outrages  periietrated  upon  the  Jews  in  PulcMtinc,  whicb 
wag  referrt^d  to  tbe  Committee  on  Foreign  Relariona. 
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B1U,S   IWTBODrCED 

Bins  were  Introdured,  read  tlie  first  time,  and,  by  ananimoua 
cinisent,  the  wx-ond  time,  and  referred  as  follow:) : 

l\v  Mr.  JUNKS: 

A  bill  (S.  1671)  for  the  relief  of  Stlllwell  Bros.  (Inc.);  to 
tbe  Oonnnitfee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  ROBINSO.N  of  Indiana: 

A  hill  (S.  nrrj)  jfranfing  an  increase  of  pension  to  Lydia  E. 
White  (with  H(T<»mpanyinR  papers)  ;  to  the  Oommitfee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  SHDHTFtllH'.K: 

\  hill  ,<  S.  Mru'.i)  for  (he  relief  of  Walter  W.  Newcomer;  to  the 
('/'jmnilttee  on  Militarj-  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  THUMAS  of  Oklahoma  : 

A  bill  (S.  1074)  for  liie  relief  of  Jacob  Amberg  (with  accom- 
panying papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bill  (S.  1«>75)  granting  an  Inorea.se  of  pension  to  Mary  I.^ 
iVtigrew  (with  aeconipanyini;  pnpers)  ; 

.V  hill  (S.  1«)7ri»  granting  an  increase'  of  pension  to  Jacob 
.\njlH»r:i   (witli  acconipjinying  |i»pers); 

A  bill  (S.  1H77>  granting  an  increasJe  of  pension  to  Mary  C. 
>l<Ke«'ver   (  with  >i«voni}ianying  j»apers)  ; 

.\  bill  (S.  lt)7M)  fcniniinga  rxMision  to  .John  H.  Cantlon  (with 
!««f«>ni|>anying  par»erH>  ; 

A  bill  (t«.  h;71»i  granrlng  a  iJen^ion  to  I>anra  K.  T«tdd  (with 
H'X'ompanylng  puimthi  ; 

A  bill  (S.  lf>>«)>  gninttug  a  i^'Mxion  to  MaylM-lle  <;.  Dunn 
I  with  a<'<v>m|MiMying  iiafierM)  :  aiul 

A  bill  ( S.  MWl)  granting  a  |>«'n»»ion  to  iUttrts*^  W.  lH;nton 
(with  accompanying  fifl|»erM>  ;  tt>  th**  Committee  on  Pen!<loni». 

My  -Mr.  Mi  .VAiCV  : 

A  bill  /M  V'A'2^  for  llic  rolii'f  of  Hay  Kiigi-ne  Urirr«ion ;  to 
flic  Comi(iit(«>4-  on  NuvnJ  .NfTairf*. 

Ky   Mr.   HALK: 

A  bill  (H.  MJKO  for  the  n'Hef  of  John  Heffron ;  to  ih«>  C«hm- 
niiitp"'  on  Naval  .Xfralrs. 

U.>    Mr.  WATSO.N: 

A  bill  (S.  1»IS4(  u'ranting  an  in<n*Mi^  of  |><>ni4ion  to  Ablglll  S. 
Iteiii.-k  (with  «•  iuui()»(nylng  \m\H-rH)  ;  to  the  CtMiiniitUM*  on 
l'<  n!<ioiiH. 

Hy  .Mr.  CAPPKU: 

.\  bill  IS.  U'tHii)  Ut  ^al'egual•d  the  life  and  heuUii  of  cbildreu 
in  lilt*  i>iHtri4-t  of  Colnuibia  :  to  the  Committee  on  the  IM!*tri<-t 
of  <  'ohwubia. 

CHA'Vr.fN   I.\    N.\TrR-\I-I/.ATIO?r  I,AW 

Mr.  WALSH  of  M;!«!<uchusett.«!.  Mr.  President,  upon  the  re- 
ijuesit  of  several  oonstituont.'».  I  ret-ently  preprtre<l  a  brief  state- 
ment wetting  forth  and  explaining  a*  concisely  as  i)ossll)le  the 
fe«'ent  amendmenlM  to  the  natnrali/atinn  law  which  became  eir«»c- 
tivc  July  1  •►f  thi,«s  year. 

In  view  of  the  general  interest  in  the  natnrallzation  laws 
and  the  dittkiilty  in  understanding  the  provisions  because  of 
th»'  ie«hnical  Language  used  1  request  Uiat  tJais  atatemeut  be 
printed  in  the  C/O.NOBisaioNAL  Kficuau. 

Tlicie  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Immigratiou  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Kici  oiu»,  a.>  follows: 

tlrwt.  The  fee  for  tbo  tMiianr*  of  a  deelarntlon  of  intontion  {Ant 
IMpen)  baa  been  Inrrraaed  from  Si  to  |o. 

The  fi^  for  fltliig  a  p«titiuii  for  nafaratiaation  hua  bna  iucrcaiiod  from 
14  to  110. 

In  all  cut>a  wbere  a  certitlcate  of  arriral  ia  requirt-d  a  fee  of  |5  1« 
cliarge<J  for  the  laananee  of  aaid  cortlticnte,  whether  It  i>  imned  for  a 
declaration  or  a  petition. 

Where  a  oertiUcate  of  arrival  is  obtained  prior  to  the  flllng  of  the 
(l«t-iaration  of  intention,  it  can  be  nwd  as  the  bails  for  tiling  a  petition 
for  naturallrjitton  at  such  time  aa  the  declarant  is  in  a  poaltk.u  to  com- 
plete his  naniraliEation. 

Second.  All  aliens  who  arrtyed  before  Jane  3,  1021,  who  «in  not  defl- 
nitely  prove  the  exact  time  and  maaner  of  arrlTal.  or  aliens  who  came 
to  this  conntry  wttbout  the  i>aymrnt  of  the  sc-collod  head  tax  before 
July  S,  1021,  will  be  able  to  have  their  lesal  residence  estsbllshed  by 
the  payment  of  a  »20  f.-e.  Applirationa  to  eatabUab  residence  ahonid 
be  made  with  the  ni-are^t  Immigration  ofBce.  The  establishment  of  a 
l^ril  realdcnoa  is  an  ubaolute  prerequl^ilte  to  flnal  cititenshlp. 

Third.  Om  year'a  realdence  In  the  State  immedlntely  prer«.Hn5  the 
HHnji  of  a   petition   for   naturalization   was   rep*ulcrt,    and   six    months*  i 
residence  la  the  connty  has  been  fnltstltnted.  i 

Vourth.  On  and  after  July  1  no  declarations  of  Inteotloa  (first  paper)   j 
can  be  made  regardlesa  of  the  date  of  arriral  of  the  applicant  In  the 
Inlted    States   nntll   a  certificate   abowiac   his   arriral    in    the   United 
SUtes  for  permasent    reatdencc   has   been    famished.     Heretofore   this 
procedure  was  practiced  only  ia  the  cases  of  those  who  arrived  after  ' 
Jane  3,  1921,  by  departmt^t  regulation.  i 
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Fifth.  In  snbmltting  application*  for  declarations  of  Intention  or  pe- 
titions for  naturalization  it  ig  noctssary  that  two  full-faced  photo- 
graphs of  the  applicant  2^-j  inches  by  2'^  Inches  be  furnished.  Such 
photographs  must  be  unmounted,  printed  on  thin  paper,  have  a  light 
background,  clearly  show  a  full  front  view  of  the  features  of  the  appli- 
cant without  hat,  and  must  have  b«H?Q  taken  within  30  d.ays  of 
the  date  they  are  furnished.  Snapshot,  group,  or  full-length  por- 
traits will  not  be  acceptcti.  Each  copy  of  the  photograph  furnished 
must  be  signed  by  the  applicant  In  such  manner  as  not  to  obscure  the 
features. 

Sixth.  Copies  of  lost,  destroyed,  or  mutilated  d»?claratioa8  of  intention 
or  certlflcutes  of  naturalljuitiun  can  be  i:<8ued  by  the  Commlssionrr  of 
Naturalisation  only.     The  fct-  for  the  isf^uance  of  these  copies  is  .^lO. 

Seventh.  An  entirely  now  feature  of  the  naturalization  law  is  the 
is.suance  of  what  are  called  certificates  of  derivative  citizenship.  Any 
married  woman  who  claims  citizenship  through  her  husband,  or  any 
child  over  the  age  of  21  years,  who  claims  citiz^^nirhip  through  a  pan-ut, 
may,  upon  the  payment  of  |ir>  ($5  for  the  j8^^ua^ce  of  a  certificate  of 
arrival  and  $10  fee  for  the  issuance  of  the  certiticatH  of  derivative  citi- 
zenship), make  ai>piication  for  one  of  those  certifl<  ate«»,  and  upon  satis- 
factory proof  that  the  citizenship  was  so  derived  a  ccrliticate  will 
i>wue. 

RiKbrh.  Heretofore  depositions  neci>8.«iary  to  prove  residence  outside 
of  the  State  in  which  the  petition  was  lilud  were  taken  by  notaries  public 
for  a  fe«>,  which  was  usually  |5.  Hereafter  all  depositions  will  bo 
Inken  l>y  imtunilization  examiners  without  charge. 

ORr.iiroMA  snimnw  m-Ruro  i?j  kxhopk 
[Mr.  PINE  uskerl  and  obtflln»>d  h-ave  t«»  have  printe<l  in  the 
Itwoan  a   list  of  tlie  namcM  of  soldlern  from  Oklahoma   now 
iMiriid    In    Kuroi»e.     Tlie   HhI    referred    to   was   printed    in    llie 
IVA  oim  of  Jiiiii'  10,  1020.  page  :i2S2.] 

tllK  HUy.AKkM  (ASK 

Mr.  McKKI/liAU.  Mr.  Pret«l<lent,  I  nsk  nn;inlmous  consenf  <o 
lavH  ftrinted  In  the  Rwoiui  an  oji.'n  letter  from  Klchnnl  Waxh- 
wrn  Child  relative  to  the  Shearer  t-Ane,  publiMhfHl  in  tiMhiy'K 
Wa.sbington  post.  I  ank  that  the  letter  may  l»e  refernnl  to  the 
l'«»nnnittee  on  Naval  Affain*. 

There  being  no  r.bjtvtion.  the  letter  was  referred  to  the  Coin- 
ulttee  on  Naval  Affairs  and  was  ordered  to  he  printed  in  the 
|{»x'oRi>,  HH  follows: 

[Prom  tli«-  Washington  Post,  Thurhday,^.S«ptcmber  12,  1929 1 

PACIKIHT    TX)BBIHH 

Open  letter  fmia  Richard  Washburn  riiild,  former  ambassador  to  Italy, 

to  Senati-r  K>>k.vii) 

My  liHAH  t;i:>Axi>R  :  The  InveatiKation  of  ilw  ."^hearer  case  ought  to  be 
ludertaken  by  the  loreiKn  ICelations  fommlttee.  of  which  you  are  chair- 
nan.  It  hhould  be  sweeping.  |.  »-.,  siiouid  Include  not  only  the  bhip- 
>«ildln»c  companies  and  their  activities  which  have  shoclied  the  Presi- 
lient  hut  Mbouid  extt.'ud  also  to  lobbies  '-arried  on  by  employees  of  church 
irjfanizaliuns  and  of  fanatic  pjiciflsi  machin«M  which  do  not  maice  plHio 
rhe  sourccB  of  their  fuuds  or  prove  their  freedom  froiu  relationship 
(Tith  radical  alien  inlernaliouals  or  with  forelgn-inspireil  prormKauda 
ntended  to  ke<'p  the  United  8tat.>«  in  various  simIcm  of  <oma  in  its 
irarious  relations  :iud  defenseti. 

As  between  a  lobby  in  favor  of  shipbuilding  c«>m|ianits  snd  oi\e  car- 
ied  on  indirectly  by  some  foreign  power  afcainst  the  upbnildlne  of  onr 
nerehant  marine  I  wee  no  moral  difTereno<«  and  condemn  eacli.  But  we 
wth  know  (hut  shipbuildinc  fsHlities  nei-exsary  for  our  defense  ar« 
becoming  depleted  and  that  our  merchant  marine  Ih  not  only  nerrscnry 
irt  o«ir  commerce  but  flgur»«  tar  more  Importantly  In  our  national  d>-f«-nse 
han  Is  commonly  realiz»^.  This  mn«t  be  valued  correctly,  no  mutter 
low  high  is  onr  official  purpose  to  redure  armament. 

We  were  drawn  neatly,  by  propananda -publicity  metht>ds.  in  th.-  Wash- 
ini^on  DiMnnament  Oonferenec  Into  a  position  wh<«re  mnterlsl  pnrity 
was  sacrificed  for  the  eenture  of  piety. 

Colonel  McNutt,  of  the  American  Lej^ou.  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Prrsi- 
lent  this  summer,  bat  failed  to  point  out  the  fundamentals  of  arms 
reductions. 

Tlie  American  people  to-day  are  utterly  hoodwinked  by  the  published 
tlscuMlons  about  arms  reduction  and  naval  parity  with  Oreat  Britain. 

Cruisers  and  tonnage  hold  the  publics  attention;  so  does  the  very 
remote  poasltillity  of  war  between  Great  Britain  and  the  United  State** 

Put  yardsticks  on  cruisers  and  other  shiiai  do  not  create  sea  power 
larlty  or  even  measure  It.  Elements  of  even  greater  Importance  arc  the 
■trength  and  number  of  naval  bases,  the  length  of  enliftment  In  the 
irmed  forces,  and  the  number  of  tons  of  mercljant  marine,  which  can  by 
julck  conversion  carry  hitting  gun  power  at  a  speed  snfflclently  high  to 
nterrupt  commerce.  To-day  there  Is  not  even  an  approach  to  naval 
>arlty.  Our  naval  defense.  Including  all  its  factors,  Is  hopelessly  seond 
•r  thlrd,clas8.  In  case  of  emergency  it  takes  not  a  season,  but  years,  to 
xxild  this  sea  power. 
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Private  citizens  can  not  disclose  even  if  they  have  access  to  infor- 
mation as  to  present  negotiations  with  Great  Britain.  They  may  join 
with  the  I'resident  and  you  in  eager  efforts  toward  agreement  for 
reduction  of  arms,  but  in  this  endeavor,  if  they  wish  to  protect  America. 
It  is  absurd  to  call  them  "  big  Navy  men." 

It  takes  those  who  have  been  initiated  into  the  practical  side  of  diplo- 
macy to  understand  that  the  likelihood  of  war  between  Groat  Britairf 
and  the  United  States  is  remote  indeed  compared  with  the  possibility 
of  controversy  as  to  our  claim  to  the  right  to  trade  with  nations  with 
which  Great  Britain  might  be  at  war.  The  real  stake  in  the  game  Is 
our  right  to  be  free  from  alien  dictation  limiting  our  free  commerce. 
That  dictation  could  not  take  place  if  we  maintain  the  power  of  naval 
parity  to  veto  dictation.  To  a  certain  extent  such  dictation  might  be 
averted  by  solemn  agreement  made  now  with  Great  Britain  for  frei'dom 
of  the  seas. 

Our  only  card  to  play  In  asking  for  such  an  agreement  is  our  present 
resource  to  build  ships.  Once  any  naval  reduction  agreement  is  signed 
In  advance  of  this,  we  have  thrown  our  only  card  overboard.  If  that  is 
to  be  our  course,  we  will  be  scandalously  improvident,  and  any  good 
American  will  know  that  his  country  has  been  sold  again. 

Sinister  influences  are  bad  enough  when  they  are  American  but  even 
worse  when  alien  propaganda  concealed  in  pious  garb  caresses  into  a 
fool's  slumber. 

Sincerely  youra, 

RlCHAHD   WAKHBUBN    CHILn. 
ORGANIZATION  OF  INVESTMENT  TBU8T8 

Mr.  COUZEN8.  Mr,  President,  I  ask  nnanlmous  consent  to 
have  printe<l  in  the  Ri-xobd  an  article  from  the  Washington 
poHt  of  to-day  In  regard  to  tlie  organization  of  a  |1(X)(X)0,000 
truHt  firm  in  New  York  and  a  $d5,«MJ0.000  trust  firm  in  Chicago. 
I  make  the  request,  as  at  a  later  time  I  shall  address  the  Senate 
on  the  Hubjet't, 

There  iH-lng  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  BecoBn,  as  follows: 

(Prom  the  Washington  Post,  Thursday,  September  12,  1929] 

ONK    HINDRKD    MILI.IO.V    l>OLLAB    TBCST    FIRM    18    OROAMZED RKMANCK    IX- 

TKH.NATIONAL     COBPOUATIOS     IS     FOUMKD    AT     NBW     YORK OFFICERS     ABB 

SKL«CTn> 

Nkw  York,  September  11  (A.  P.). — Plans  for  another  large  inrestment 
trust,  which  is  to  have  a  fund  of  more  than  1100,000,000  at  Its  dis- 
posal, were  announced  to-day. 

The  new  company  is  to  be  called  the  Reliance  International  Cor- 
poration and  has  tieen  organized  as  a  subsidiary  of  Reliance  Manage- 
ment Corporation.  It  will  operate  Internationally,  thereby  supplementing 
the  activities  of  its  parent  concern. 

Directors  of  the  corporation  will  Include  Matthew  C.  Brush,  president 
of  American  International  Corporation  ;  Harry  \.  Arthur,  vice  president 
of  the  same  company ;  Ambrose  Benkert,  vice  president  of  Ames, 
Emerich  &  Co. ;  Marshall  Forrest,  vice  president  of  Ames,  Ehnerich ; 
Matthew  S.  Sloan,  president  of  the  New  York  Edison  Co. ;  Charles  F. 
Uazlewood.  of  Estabrook  Ac  Co. ;  David  Friday,  economist,  and  Morton 
H.  Fry,  president  of  Reliance  Management  Corporation. 

CHICAGO,  September  11  (A.  P.). — Organization  of  a  $65,000,000  invest- 
ment trust  by  the  Continental  Illinois  Bank  &  Trust  Co.  was  announced 
to-day  by  Arthur  Reynolds,  chairman  of  the  board. 

Stock  of  the  new  corporation,  to  be  known  as  the  Continental 
Chicago  Corporation,  will  be  placed  on  the  market  within  the  next  few 
days.  It  will  be  sold  in  units  consisting  of  one  share  of  common  and 
one  share  of  preferred,  at  |68.50  per  unit. 

The  initial  Issaes  will  consist  of  1,750,000  shares  of  common  stock 
of  no  par  value  and  750,000  shares  of  preferred  stock  with  a  dividend 
rate  of  $3.  One  million  shares  of  the  common  stock  will  be  taken  and 
paid  for  by  the  Continental  Illinois  Co.,  and  the  remainder  will  be 
ottered  on  the  open  market.  Application  already  has  been  made  to 
list  the  stock  on  the  Chicago  Stock  Exchange. 

EXECTJnVE    llESSAGEH 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  were  communicated  to  the  Sen- 
ate from  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Latta,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 

BEnSION   OF   THE  TABIFF 

The  Senate,  as  in  Cknnmittee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  26C7)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  c«}un tries,  to  encourage  the  industries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  have  here  a  statement  from 
Chester  H,  Gray,  of  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation, 
giving  a  compjirison  of  the  rates  on  agricultural  products  and 
the  rates  on  industrial  protlucts  in  the  act  of  1922  and  in  the 
pending  bill,  aa  reportetl  In  suw>ort  of  the  demand  of  the  farm 
organizations  for  tariff  duties  on  agricultural  products  as  op-  | 


posed  to  duties  on  indu.strial  products.  I  would  like  to  have  it 
printed  in  the  RECORn  if  I  may  have  unanimous  consent  to  do  so. 
There  being  no  ol>jecticn,  the  statement  was  ref»-rred  to  the 
Ci»mmittee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Recohd,  as  follows : 

Auerican-  Farm  BrRKAr  Fbderation, 

H  asftinffton,  D.  C,  September  n,  t9S9. 
To  the  Mryrfberg  of  the  Senate: 

To  farmers  two  big  questions  stand  out  prominently  relative  to  tariff 
adjustment  such  as  the  Senate  Is  now  engaBcd  upon : 

First.  Are  farm  products  being  adequately  protected  so  that  the 
American  farmer  can  hold  the  domestic  market  (which  has  been 
promised  him)   ajrainst  his  foreign  competition? 

Second.  Is  agriculture  as  a  whole  being  placed  at  the  same  height 
of  protection  which  industry  enjoys,  by  eliminating  the  spread  which 
heretofore  has  existed  between  agricultural  and  Industrial  rates? 

The  answer  of  organized  agriculture  to  the  first  question  is  contained 
in  a  joint  letter  of  September  8  which  all  Members  of  the  Senate  have 
received,  and  which  was  signed  by  representatives  of  12  farm  organiza- 
tions. In  this  letter  a  list  of  commo<lltle8  was  enumerated  upon  which 
rates  higher  than  are  contained  in  the  Senate  bill  arc  requested  without, 
however,  prejudicing  many  other  farm  commodities  which  space  did  not 
permit  mentioning.  Your  attention  now  Is  dij-ected  to  the  second  ques- 
tion above  stated,  namely,  the  relationship  or  spread  of  protection  l)e- 
tween  agriculture  and  industry.  The  American  farmer  has  concluded, 
and  his  organizations  maintain,  that  agriculture  can  not  be  fully  pro- 
tected  and  stand  on  a  lioais  of  economic  equality  with  industry  until 
ratea  of  duty  on  farm  products  are  equal  to  those  on  Indnstrlnl  pr<>dncts. 

To  ascertain  the  averajre  ad  valorem  rates  on  agriculture  and  indus- 
try, there  must  first  be  a  segregation  of  pro<lucts.  The  American  Farm 
Bureau  Federation  defines  an  agricultural  product,  in  farlflT  matters,  as 
being  one  upon  which  the  farmer  Is  the  prime  beneficiary  of  a  rate  of 
duty.  An  industrial  product  Im  one  up<»n  which  a  pro^-ssor  is  the  prime 
b«'neficlary  of  a  rate  of  duty.  With  these  definitions  In  mind  all  sched- 
ules In  the  tariff  act  of  1022  and  in  the  Senate  bill  have  been  examined 
so  that  a  segn-gatlon  of  agricultural  and  industrial  products  could  be 
made.      (See  Exhibit  1.) 

Tablb  1. — Comporiton  of  ratea  on  agricultural  productt  in  act  of  Wit 

cntd  in  Hcnute  bill 


Schedule  numbers  and 
description 


IV.  Wood 

V.  Sugar 

VI.  Tobacco 

VU.  General  agriculture.. 

X.  Flax,  hemp,  lute 

XI.  Wool 

XV.  Sundries 

Average  rates  of  duty  (simple  average) 

Increase  of 

.^.verage  rates  of  duty  (weighted  average) 
Increase  of 


Total 
value  of 
imports 

1U28> 


$2,4fW,317 
12.  Ml,  623 
58,5H6,027 
153,471,628 
4, 995, 331 
43, 313,  66fi 
81, 448,857 


Total 

duties 

collected 

1028  > 


$100. 6.38 

1,03.'>.852 

37, 177,9«7. 

34, 2S3.  fi62 

391,287 

18,  22U.  443 

Free. 


Estimated 

duties 

under 

Finnnce 

Committee 

bill  I 


$34,933 

1,675,738 

37, 177, 987 

50,  299, 021 

570.88fl 

18, 637,  550 

8,144.686 


Average  rate  of 
duty  converted 

to  an  ad 
valorem  ttosis 


I  Finance 
1922    I  Corn- 
act      mittee 
bill 


Per  cent  Per  cent 


4.05 

8.27 
63.07 
22.34 

7.83 
42.09 
Frwi. 
24.01 

2.M 
28.34  I 


1.40 
13.37 
63.07 
32.77 
11.43 
4Z80 

laoo 

27.47 
32  60 


'  Compiled  from  data  of  U.  8.  Tariff  Commission. 

A  segregation  of  agricultoral  products  in  all  the  schedules  shows  that 
the  simple  average  of  the  rates  of  duty  has  been  increased  in  tlie  Senate 
bin  as  compared  to  the  act  of  1922,  2.^  points ;  by  a  weighted  average 
the  rates  of  duty  show  an  increase  in  the  bill  over  the  act  of  4.2d 
points.     (See  Exhibit  2.) 

In  a  similar  way  all  industrial  products  in  all  the  schedules  of  the 
Senate  bill  and  of  the  act  of  1922  hare  been  segregated  in  order  to  see 
what  general  increases  hare  been  made. 

Tablb  II. — Compariton  of  rate*  on  induttrial  produeta  in  act  of  l»gt 

and  in  Senate  bill 


Schedule  numbers  and 
deKriptioa 


Total 
value  of 
imports 

1928  > 


Total 
duties 

collected 
19281 


I.  Chemicals M94.4IS.522   $27,686,466 

II.  Earths,  etc 56.891,033  ,25,802,163 

in.  Metals 1118,277.283  I  40,004.768 

'Compiled  from  data  of  U.  8.  Tariff  Commission. 


Estimated 

duties 

under 

Finance 

Committee 

bill' 


$28.  67. 754 
30.2V7.862 
34,901.993 


Average  ret*  ot 
duty  converted 

to  an  ad 
valorem  iMsis 


1923 
aet 


Finance 

Com- 

mlttes 

bill 


Per  eent'Per  cent 
29.  35  1  29.  H3 
45.  35  53. 2S 
Z3.82i      2S.M 
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Tabui  II. — Comp^riton  of  ratra  on  tnduttrial  prodmcU  in  act  of  OtS 
an4  in   Venaie  bill — Continued 


Befasduk  numben  u>d 
dewriptioa 


ToUl 

value  of 

Imports 

1928 


Total 

duties 

ooDected 

1928 


IV.  Wood $23,975,332     $4,092,900 

V.  .«n«rar IfiZ228.020    117,536.2i57 

VI.  ToNwTO I    a.37X5»7       2,13fl.804 

VII    General  agricullare 7\  588, 800     lA.  628, 3oo 

VUI    .^pirita UM',013  4^,4S9 

IX.  Cotton !  4»,4«,.'S.'»  I  19,916.330 

X     Klax.  hemp.  iota. iaB.0»S.329  |  23.581.904 

XI.  Wool 71.867.321  l  3S.  94i  222 

XII.  Silk 31439.362     lS.J47.ri9 

XIII    Rsyoo 11. 410.485       8.01(5.337 

XIV.  Paper 30,323,344  I    4.884.210 

XV.  Sundries 23a  7«.  144  I  «3.949,  28« 

Average  rales  of  doty  TsinipJe  average) 

Inrrea.'^e  of      

Average  rates  of  duty  (weighted  averaK») 

locreMeof 


Estinmted 

duties 

under 

Finance 

Committee 

bill 


Averam  rate  of 
duty  converted 

to  an  ad 
valorem  basis 


1923 

act 


Finance 
Com- 
mittee 
bill 


$4,108,414 

14«.  42,i.  04H 

%  I3«.  804 

28.998.930 

59!..3S« 

aa  911.579 

24.407.770 
4«.930,^^ 
20.255.956 
8,143.577 
5,313,10s 
73.555.431 


Per  ee*tl  Per  cent 


17.07 
72.45 
83.38 
24.65 
35.98 
4a  28 
18.57 
54.19 
5«.58 
52  73 
34.52 
27.71 
39. 

4. 
38.18  I 

5.85 


.68 


17.14 
90.26 
63  38 
3)v3« 
43.90 
42.28 
19  22 
65.30 
62.45 
.■a.  84 
2flLl4 
31.87 
44.45 

43.83 
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A  compilation  of  tlM^  ratea  of  duty  on  industrial  prndnct.s  by  a  simple 
•veraK<>  of  such  rates  !«bow8  an  Incree^e  of  4.6A  points.  The  weighted 
•TerafTP  of  these  rates  of  duty  shows  an  incTea.««e  of  5.65  points. 

Haviug  now  a^opnainHd  the  average  ad  valorem  rates  of  duty,  and 
their  increases  in  the  bill  over  the  aft,  b<<th  by  simple  aiid  by  weiiilit''d 
•versKes  on  agricultural  and  industrial  products,  it  Is  interesting  to 
compare  these  averages  one  with  the  other. 

Tabli  III. — Comparigftn  of  aspieultural  and  industrial  raten 


Simple  aver- 
ages 

Weighte<l  aver- 
ages 

Act  of 
1922 

Senate 
bill 

Act  of 
1922 

Senate 
bill 

Indnstrial  products 

Peret. 
39.77 
34.61 

Peret. 
44.45 

27.47 

Pnet. 

38.  18 

Peret. 

AH  M 

Agricultural  products 

28. 34         33.60 

Excess  of  industrial  over  agriraltural  protection... 

15.  16  !     18. 98 



9.84 

11  23 

ncrease  of  spread  between  ialustry  and  agricul- 
ture tn  act  of  IV22  and  Senate  bUl 

18.98 

UlU 

11.23 
9  84 

1.82 

1.30 

The  simple  averai^es  of  the  ad  yalorem  rates  on  Industrial  and  agri- 
cultural products  show  an  excess  of  Industrial  over  agrlcultoral  pro- 
tection in  the  act  of  1922  of  15.1«  points  and  in  the  Senate  bill  of 
16  »S  points ;  by  weighted  averages  the  flgrures  are  for  the  act  of  1922, 
9.8  points  excess  of  Industrial  over  agrlc-ultural  protection  and  11.23 
points  In  tbe  Senate  bllL 

It  is  seen,  th*Tefore.  that  no  matter  whether  a  simple  average,  which 
Is  .sometimes  considered  as  not  being  wholly  acmrate,  or  a  weighted 
average  Is  nsed.  tbe  Senate  bin  In  both  cases  shows  a  grester  Increase 
for  imhistrial  than  for  agricultural  products  when  compared  to  the  act 
of  1922.  Tlie  exact  amount  of  the  increase  of  spread  between  IndaMtry 
and  agrlmlture  in  the  Senate  bill  as  compared  to  tbe  act  of  1922  by 
■Imple  average  is  1.82  points  and  by  weighted  average  is  1.S9  points. 

In  other  word.s.  the  Senate  measure  In  i*s  present  form  does  not  lessen 
tbe  spread  of  protection  which  heretofore  has  existed  between  indnstry 
and  agriculture  bat  Increases  thnt  spread  a  trifle.  In  doing  this  the 
Senate  bill,  as  reported,  merely  dnpllcates  the  Hooae  bill,  as  passed,  in 
regard  to  the  relative  status  of  protection  for  agriculture  and  industry. 

On  account  of  these  facts  It  Is  not  only  hoped  but  expected  that  the 
Senate  In  Its  consideration  of  the  measure  now  pending  will  so  increase 
the  ratea  which  agriculttire  has  asked  for,  and  which  have  been  brought 
to  the  attention  of  all  Senators  in  the  Joint  letter  erst  mentioned  In 
this  commuulcation,  that  ajfriculture  will  be  on  a  basis  of  equal  protec- 
tion with  Industry.  If  such  result  is  not  accomplished  In  the  enactment 
of  the  forthcoming  tariff  adjustment.  It  Is  difficult  to  beliere  that  the 
American  farmer  will  be  happy  with  the  outi-ome  of  his  effbrt  to  get 
adeqoate  protection  on  his  pro<]ucts. 
Very  respectfultj, 

Aif««icA!»  Famm  BtJssAt;  FnntATToif, 
Cbcstbs  H.  Gbat, 

Wa»himot«n  R*pr9»ent<Mv«. 


Exhibit  1 
Begrenation  of  products  tn  the  act  of  nit  and  in  Senate  hiJJ 

[DeHnitions :  An  agricultural  product,  for  the  purpose  of  tariff  sejrrega- 
tion.  Is  one  upon  which  the  farmer  Is  the  prime  beneficiary  of  a  tariff 
rate.  An  industrial  pnxiuct,  for  the  purpose  of  tariff  sev;regation.  is 
one  upon  which  the  processor  is  the  prime  bcneflciary  of  a  tariff  ratej 


Schedule  numbers  and 
descriptiun 


I.  Chemicals,  oils,  paints 

II.  Earths,  earthenware,  glass- 
ware. 

III.  Metals  and  manufscturM 
of. 

IV.  Wood  and  manufactures  of. 


V.  Sugar,  molasses,  and  manu- 
factures of. 


VI.  Tobacco  and  manufactures 

of. 
V^II.  .^jTicuItural  products  and 

provisions 


-igriciiltural  products 


Xone.- 
None.. 


Vone AH 


Industrial  products 


All. 
AU. 


Logs,  blocks  of  briar 
root  and  similar 
wood. 

Molas^ses.  .sugar  skno, 
maple  sugar,  maple 
sini[),  sugar  cane, 
rare  suenrs. 

All  the  rest 


Ail  ther^t. 


Vin.  Spirits,  wines,  and  other 
beversge^i. 

IX.  Cotton,  manufactures  of.. 

X.  Flax,    h«mp,   jut*,   ma^u- 
fectures  of. 


XI.  Wool  and  manufactures  of. 


XII.  Silk  and  silk  goods 

XIII.  Rayon  manufactures 

XIV.  Papers  and  books 

XV.  Sundries 


Nona. 


None 

Flax  straw,  unmanu- 
facture.1  flax  fi^)flr, 
flax  tow,  flax  noils; 
hemp  tow,  unmanu- 
facturwi  hemp. 

Unmanufactured  na- 
tive wools  and  cloth- 
ing wools. 

None 

None ...... 

None 

Hides  and  skins 


Ail  the  rest. 
All  tbe  rest. 


Cipvs.    cigarettes,    snuff, 
cut  tobacco  stems. 

Meats  and  meat  products; 
rondensecl  and  ovapo- 
rfltf'd  milk;  frozen  and 
dried  egps;  flour,  meal, 
griin  hulls,  grain  .screen- 
ings, cereal  breakfast 
foods,  biscuits,  mai-aroni; 
dried  and  c-anned  ajiples; 
canned  apricot.s;  dried 
and  canned  berrias:  mar- 
a.'^chiiio  and  pitte<l  cher- 
ries; orange  i>eel,  lemon 
peel,  dried  and  candied 
citron  peel;  prepared  fi?8 
and  dates;  pitted  and 
stuffed  olives;  prepared 
pineapple,  plumii,  prunes, 
prunelles;  jams  and  Jel- 
lies; shetle<l  nuts;  almond 
I)aste,  nut  pastes,  pre- 
pared chestnuts;  naoned 
beaiis,  split  pens,  raiuiod 
peas;  canned  mashrooms, 
drieii  potatoes.  i)otato 
flour;  canned  tomatoes, 
tomato  paste:  prei>area 
or  cut  vegetables;  pre- 
pared chicory;  prepared 
ginger  root,  coffee  sal)- 
stitutes. 
All. 

AD. 

AU  the  rest 


All  tbe  rest. 


AU. 

AU. 
AU. 
AU  tbe  rest. 


Tbe  following  products  have  been  eliminated  :  Fish,  cocoa,  chocolate, 
pignolia  and  pistacUo  nuta.  cocoanuts.  and  the  free  list. 

Exhibit  2 

In  computing  the  simple  average,  a  weighted  average  for  each 
schedule  was  secured,  and  then  the  average  of  these  weighted  averages 
was  calculated. 

The  weighted  average  rates  were  computed,  for  the  act  of  1922,  by 
dividing  the  total  duties  collected  on  imports  In  1928  by  the  total 
value  of  these  imports,  and  for  the  new  bUi,  by  dividing  the  •■stimatod 
duties  under  the  new  rates  by  the  total  value  of  Imports  in  19J8.  It 
was  assumed,  therefore,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  comparable 
comparison  that  the  total  value  of  imports  In  the  new  bill  under  the 
new  rates  would  remain  the  same  as  under  the  old  rates  in  the  act 
of  1922.  A  weighted  average  of  rates  was  obtained  for  agricultural 
and  industrial  commoditlea,  both  by  schedules  an<I  for  the  entire  bill. 

Mr.  SIMMON'S.  Mr.  President.  In  the  be^nniug  the  Itepub- 
lican  Party  defendetl  and  justified  its  position  upon  thf  qaes- 
tlon  of  protection  on  the  ground  that  the  restriction  .  r  evea 
the  exclusion  of  foreign  competitive  products  would  not  in- 
crease the  domestic  price  of  similar  articles  pro<luced  in  this 
country.  It  contended  in  such  cases  that  competition  betwr-en 
domestic  protlucers  would  regulate  and  control  price  levels  and 
thus  presene  intact,  so  far  as  the  domestic  consumer  is  con- 
cerned, the  law  of  supply  and  demand. 

Every  protective  tarlflf  act  pa^.sed  by  the  Republican  Party 
during  the  last  century  was  advocated,  framed,  and  defended 
upon  this  general  theory  and  the  rates  were  largely  established 
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upon  the  representations  and  demands  of  the  representatives 
of  the  interested  Industries  without  reference  to  any  particular 
measurement  of  the  degree  of  protection  the  industries  or  the 
stK'ciliL  articles  involved  were  justly  entitled  to  receive. 

In  the  enactment  of  all  these  bills,  the  Morrill  bill,  the  Mc- 
Kinley  bill,  and  the  Dingley  bill,  the  Democratic  Party  attacked 
the  theory  that  high  protective  duties  would  not  increase  domes- 
tic prices  or  that  domestic  com{>etitiou  in  such  cases  would 
regulate  such  prices  upon  the  basis  of  supply  and  demand. 

The  Democrats  insi.stetl  that  this  protective  system  was  largely 
responsil>le  for  the  many  trusts  which  were  then  springing  up  iii 
the  various  protected  industries  in  the  United  States  and  that 
domestic  competition  was  thus  being  suppressed  and  the  Ameri- 
can consumers  exploited  as  a  result  of  high  tariff  and  trust 
prices.  But  it  was  not  until  the  early  years  of  the  present  cen- 
tury that  this  method  of  arriving  at  and  fixing  tariff  duties  was 
oi)enly  challenged  by  Republicans  as  well  as  Democrats  as  un- 
sound un<l  unjust  to  the  consumers  of  the  country,  coupled  with 
a  demand  for  the  establi.>^hnieut  of  some  certain  and  definite 
rule  for  determining  the  extent  to  which  the  industries  should 
be  protectetl  by  the  imposition  of  tariff  duties. 

As  a.result  of  this  agitation  and  the  constantly  and  rapidly 
Increasing  organization  and  monopolization  of  the  industries  of 
the  cotrntry  there  grew  up  an  insistent  demand  for  tariff  reform. 
esiK'ciaily  with  resiiect  to  the  manner  of  arriving  at  and  levying 
tariff  duties.  This  demand  came  not  only  from  Democrats,  but 
from  Republicans  of  high  standing.  The  volume  of  the  [)rotests 
grew  Sit  loud  and  so  comi>elIing  that  the  Republican  National 
Convention  of  1908  was  constrained  to  declare  its  position  on 
this  (luestion.    That  declaration  was  as  follows: 

In  nil  tariff  legislation  the  true  principle  of  protection  is  best  main- 
tained by  the  imposition  of  such  duties  as  will  equal  the  difference  be- 
tween «'ost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad,  together  with  a  reason- 
able profit  to  American  industries. 

In  the  face  of  this  solemn  pledge  of  the  Republican  Party, 
under  the  leadership  of  Aldrich  and  Payne  the  tariff  act  pas!=ed 
a  year  later,  1909,  was  framed  in  utter  disregard  of  the  plat- 
form pronouncement.  Because  of  this  recalcitrant  action  on  the 
part  of  the  committees  of  the  two  Houses  which  framed  that  bill, 
and  which  were  then,  as  now,  dominated  and  coiitroJled  by  the 
eastern  industrial  interests,  there  followed  a  violent  schism  in 
tlie  ranks  of  the  Republican  Party,  which  became  evident  in 
both  branches  of  the  Congress,  especially  In  the  Senate,  when 
the  1)111  came  up  for  consideration  and  discussion. 

In  the  Senate  the  Republican  revolt  was  led  bv  that  great 
Republican  statesman,  orator,  and  patriot  from  tlie  West,  the 
late  Seimtor  DoUiver.  He,  as  did  his  Republhan  followers,  de- 
nounced both  the  exces.<5ive  rates  carried  in  that  bill  and  the 
method  of  arriving  at  them  as  a  repudiation  of  the  Republican 
platform  of  the  previous  year.  While  this  fight  in  the  ranks  of 
the  Republican  Party  against  the  abuses  of  the  principle  of 
protection  as  exemplifie<l  in  the  so-called  Payne-Aldrlch  .\ct  was 
strenuous  and  sometimes  bitter,  it  did  not  succeed— the  pro- 
tecteil  interests  were  too  thoroughly  Intrenched— but  it  forced 
the  general  acceptance  by  the  Republican  Party,  in  theory  at 
least,  of  the  principle  that  tariff  rates  ought  and  must  be  based 
upon  the  difference  In  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and 
abroad. 

In  the  cjimpaign  of  1912,  as  in  1908,  the  tariff  was  the  chief 
Issue  between  the  two  major  parties,  but  the  assault  was  di- 
rected chiefly  against  the  flagrant  abuses  of  that  system  and  the 
repudiation  of  the  platform  declaration  with  respect  to  the 
measure  of  protection  and  the  arbitrary  methods  employed  in 
fixing  rates  in  the  act  of  1909. 

ACT    OF    1923 

The  latest  Republican  tariff  act,  known  as  the  Fordney-Mc- 
Cumber  .\ct,  which  is  the  existing  law,  was  passed  in  1922.  In 
tile  preparation  and  consideration  of  this  bill  but  little  was 
heard  from  its  framers  and  sp^msors  about  the  rule  of  the  cost 
of  production  and  but^few  of  the  rates  carried  in  that  bill  were 
determined  and  fixed  upon  the  basis  of  that  rule.  The  princi- 
ple of  the  rule  was  admitted,  but  It  was  contended  by  the 
framers  of  that  measure  that  because  of  the  chaotic  conditions 
with  respect  to  international  exchange  of  products  growing  out 
of  the  industrial,  financial,  and  currency  conditions  then  exist- 
ing in  Kurope  and  in  this  country,  especially  in  Europe,  as  a 
consequence  of  the  World  War,  it  was  necessary  to  disregard 
the  1908  platform  rule  and  to  fix  the  rates  sufficiently  high  to 
meet  the  then  existing  and  further  apprehended  uncertainties, 
contingencies,  and  fluctuations  in  values  and  In  foreign  cur- 
rencies. 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  rates  carried  in  that  bill  were 
the  highest  ever  theretofore  established  in  this  country,  the  Re- 
publican administration  then  in  power,  through  its  represent*- 
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tlves  in  Congress,  insisted  upon  writing  into  the  bill,  as  a  fur- 
ther  safeguard,  the  so-called  flexible  tariff  scheme,  authorizing 
the  President  to  increase  or  decrease  the  rates  written  in  the 
bill  to  a  maximum  of  50  per  cent. 

Thus  the  rates  of  the  Fordney-McC umber  Act,  which  the  l»ill 
now  before  us  proiK>se.s  to  revise,  like  all  other  Republii-an  tariff 
bills  theretofore  adopted,  were  not  based  ui)on  any  deflniie  rule 
for  measuring  protection,  but  were  arbitntrily  made  to  meet 
the  demands  of  the  beneficiaries  of  the  tariff,  who,  in  the  pres- 
entation of  their  claim,  urged  with  the  utmo.st  str'enuosity  and 
l*lausibility  the  necessity  of  making  them  sufficiently  high  to 
meet  the  exceptional  business  and  currencv  conditions  which 
as  a  result  of  the  World  War.  existed  In  the  princiiwl  countries 
of  Europe,  with  which  our  exchange  of  commodities  is  greatest 

PCNDINO   BILL 

Neither  the  amendments  to  the  present  law  made  by  the 
House,  nor  the  amendments  proi»o.stMl  by  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Finance,  are  fixed  upon  the  basis  of  the  different^  in  the 
cost  of  production  here  and  abroad,  but  the  rates  in  this  bill 
like  those  in  the  Payne-Aldrich  and  the  Fordney-Mc(^uniber 
Acts,  were  arrived  at  and  fixed  largely  in  resiwnse  to  the  ap- 
l)eals  and  demands  of  the  beneficiaries  of  the  liigh  and  excessive 
rates  which  It  Imposes. 

So  It  will  be  seen  that  again  the  cost-of-production  theory 
as  a  measure  of  protection  has  l>een  disregarded  by  the  Repub- 
lican Party.  The  excuse  of  the  framers  of  the  i)ending  bill  for 
not  applying  this  rule  or  any  other  definite  and  fixed  rule  In 
ascertaining  the  rates  in  the  present  revision  is  that  the  cost  of 
production  theory  or  rule  of  fixing  rates  has  completely  broken 
down  and  is  impracticable  of  application  l>ecause  of  alleged 
insurmountable  difficulties  in  securing  reliable  data  as  to  the 
cost  of  production  either  abroad  or  at  home. 

Mr.  President,  I  deny  that  the  rule  of  the  cost  of  production 
has  broken  down.  On  the  contrary,  I  assert  that  the  evidence 
proves  the  contrary.  Moreover.  I  contend  that  this  rule  Is  not 
only  practicable  of  application,  but  that  it  is  the  onlv  rule  yet 
promulgated  which  will  do  justice  alike  to  the  industries  and 
to  the  users  and  consumers  of  their  products. 

In  support  of  this  position  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
while  there  have  been  but  relatively  few  applications  for  in- 
creases or  decreases  under  the  flexible  provisions  of  the  pi*es<'nt 
law.  the  thoroughgoing  investigations  made  by  the  commission 
In  these  applications  have  shown  that  reasonably  full  and  re- 
liable data  can  be  obtained  both  as  to  the  co.st  of  pro<luctIon 
here  and  abroad.  If  it  is  true — and  I  am  advised  that  it  is — 
that  rea8<»nably  actnirate  data  has  been  securetl  In  these  Investi- 
gations, there  would  seem  to  be  no  reason  to  believe,  if  these 
investigations  were  sufliciently  extended  and  an  adequate  per- 
sonnel employed  for  that  purjtose,  that  the  necessary  data  for  a 
general  revision  could  not  be  obtained. 

To  make  these  investigations  effective  may  require  additional 
legislation,  imposing  tariff  penalizations  for  refusal  to  furnish 
the  information  desired  and  requested.  But  I  am  satisfied  tliat 
the  difficulties,  whatever  they  may  be,  are  not  insurmountable 
just  as  I  am  satisfied  that  this  rule  furnishes  the  most  etjultable 
and  just  measure  for  the  imposition  of  tariff  protective  duties  of 
any  yet  suggested. 

I  do  not  know  why  Republicans  are  so  anxious  to  scrap  this 
rule,  unless  It  Is  because  the  commission's  investigations  in  pur- 
suance of  these  applications  have  shown  that  in  many  instances 
the  exi.sting  statutory  rates  upon  the  produ<-ts  involved  are  In 
excess  of  the  difference  ip  the  cost  of  production  here  and 
abroad,  and  that  there  is  need  for  downward  instead  of 
upward  revision  of  many  existing  rates.  This  may  account  for 
the  small  number  of  ai>plications,  ot  the  few  applications  made 
may  mean  that  the  statutory  rates  of  the  existing  law  are  reason- 
ably satisfactory  to  the  industry. 

However  that  may  be,  a  study  of  the  pending  bill,  and  espe- 
cially Its  flexible  prorisions,  carries  at  lea.st  very  persuasive 
evidence  that  the  Republican  Party  wl.<*hes  to  abandon  Its  old 
theory  of  "  cost  of  pro<luction,"  which  it  has  never  applied  and 
which  has  become  a  stumbling  block  In  the  way  of  acc<»rding  to 
the  protectetl  industries,  who  now,  as  always,  have  dominated 
Republican  tariff  legislation,  the  full  measure  of  protection 
which  they  sought  and  demanded  and  would  receive  in  tbe 
trending  bill,  as  w^  as  in  all  other  tariff  bills  enacted  by  that 
party. 

Careful  study  will  also  disclose  the  fact  that  the  substitute 
proposed  for  the  cost-of-production  rule  is  the  elastic  theory 
of  "conditions  of  ccmipetition,"  a  substitution  which.  If  It  can 
be  brought  about  would  perpetuate  the  uncertain  and  elastic 
principles  and  practices  which  have  heretofore  prevailed,  as  I 
have  pointed  out,  and  still  prevail  in  the  framing  of  Republican 
tariff  legislation. 
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I  shall  latwr  dlscnss.  not  In  detail  bat  In  a  general  way,  Ithe 
tffflculties,  inconsistencies,  incongruities,  discriminations,  iind 
the  general  delinquencies  of  the  pending  bill,  but  before  do  ing 
that  I  wish  to  make  some  general  observations  with  reference  to 
— the  attitude  of  the  Democratic  Party  upon  the  tariff  as  c<»m- 
pared  with  that  of  the  Republican  Party. 

Undoubtedly  there  has  been  a  change— I  might  say  an  id- 
^nce — in  the  attitude  of  both  parties  with  respect  to  the  tariff. 
Neither  party  has  l>een  static;  neither  now  stands  where  it  did 
many  years  ago  or  where  it  did  in  the  early  part  of  this  centnry. 
Many  of  the  theories  that  have  been  advanced,  probably  by 
both  parties,  with  reference  to  the  effect  of  tariff  legislation 
have  been  exploded,  while  some  other  views  with  respect  to  it 
have  been  confirmed  and  their  soundness  demonstrated.  So  lar 
as  the  Republican  Party  is  concerned,  oidence  shows  that!  it 
has  advanced  from  the  McKinley  tlieory  of  protection,  modif  ekI 
by  treaties  of  reciprocity,  to  the  pos^iflon  of  practical  exclusion. 
It  does  not  orienly  stand  for  embargo,  but  that  is  the  effect  of 
many  of  the  rates  in  this  bill. 

The  Democratic  Party,  on  the  other  hand,  has  advanced  fnm 
the  old  the<.iry  of  a  tariff  for  revenue  only,  to  the  theory  of  i 
conn)etitive  tariff,  ^\'hatever  may  have  been  the  former  Demo- 
cratic fornrala  for  measuring  tariff  duties  or  whatever  may 
have  been  the  interpretation  of  the  meaning  of  that  formula  >y 
its  tariff  legislation,  the  Democratic  Party  of  the  present  diiy 
s-tands  for  a  competitive  tariff.  That  Is  the  last  declaration  )f 
the  party  upon  this  question.  That  declaration  Is  the  law  >t 
the  party  and  with  it  I  am  In  hearty  sympathy.  The  Demo- 
cratic platform  declaration  of  1928  is  In  the  foUowing  languag(  t 

Duties  that  will  pvrniJt  effective  competlUon.  Insure  against  monop- 
oly, and  at  the  same  time  produce  a  fair  revenue  for  the  support  )f 
governmfnt.  Actual  difference  between  the  cost  of  p-wluctlon  at  hoiie 
and  atM-oad.  with  adequate  safeguard  for  the  wage  of  the  Amerlaji 
laborer,  must  be  the  extreme  measure  of  every  tariff  rate. 

Safeguarding  the  pubUc  against  monopoly  created  by  special  tar  ff 
favors. 

Equitable    distribution    of    the    benefits    and    bardena    of    the    Urlff 

among  all. 

Wage  earner,  f.nrmer,  stockman,  producer,  and  legitimate  business  n 
general  have  everything  to  gain  from  a  Democratic  Urlff  based  <n 
justice  to  all.  ' 


A  competitive  tariff  necessarily  Involves  the  question  of  whnt 
shall  be  the  mea.surement  of  competition.  The  platform  of  tie 
DenHicratic  Party  has  .'jpecifically  prescribed  that  nreasurement 
to  be  the  actual  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and 
abroad  and  declarttl  that  that  measure  should  be  the  extren  e 
limit  of  every  tariff  rate. 

AH  taxes  of  whatever  character  ought  to  be  based  upon  son  e 
definite  and  fixed  principle,  and  especially  is  this  true  of  tari  I 
taxes,  berause  of  their  insidious  nature,  collected  as  they  aie 
-«om  tlie  great  mass  of  taxpayers,  without  their  knowing  it,  in 
the  prices  {.aid  for  the  things  they  purchase  from  day  U)  da 
aggregaUng,  not  thousands,  not  mUlions.  but  billions,  of  doUui  s 
a  >var,  taken  from  the  pockets  of  the  people,  sometimes  ii 
Urji.Iets,  someUmes  in  wads,  not  on  account  of  the  intrlns  c 
value  of  the  articles  they  purchase,  but  because  of  tlie  tari  f 
taxe.s  upon  them.  ^ 

Whatever  uncertainty  and  vagueness  exists  about  the  Republi- 
can measure  of  tariff  protection,  there  is  none  about  the  Dem(  - 
craUc  measure.  The  law  of  the  party  speaks  in  a  lauguaa? 
that  can  not  be  misunderstood.  It  applies  to  all  industries 
alike,  and  alike  to  raw  materials  and  finished  products  I  do  net 
want,  at»d  the  DemtxTsitic  Party  (foes  not  want,  to  see  an  r 
Ajnerican  Industry  swamped  by  foreign  competiUon,  but  it  does 
not  wish  to  build  a  wall  around  this  country  so  high  as  to  onu- 
tlcaliy  shut  off  Importation  of  foreign  products  and  at  the  sam» 
tin>e  cut  off  or  unduly  restrict  the  exportation  of  American 
products;  that  would  be  alike  unjust  to  the  domestic  producers 
and  consumers  and  inimical  to  the  national  welfare 

In  fixing  the  spread  betwi^u  foreign  and  domestic  cost  o' 
production  the  comparison  should  be  made  with  industries  I 
this  country  that  are  eflBcienUy  and  economically  managed  an 
^LTJ^  industries  that  are  inefficiently  and  uneconS^cS^ 
managed.  To  impose  the  rate  upon  the  basis  of  the  cost  o 
production  of  the  inofBcient  units  in  indm^try  would  be  rSS^aliz 
liig  he  whole  people  because  of  mismanagement  or  Ck  o 
foresight  on  the  part  of  these  inefficient  units  in  prop^^^uip 
ping  themselves  to  meet  competitive  conditions  ^ 

Between  a  competitive  tariff  such  as  that  dt^ared  for  in  th« 
Houston  platform  and  a  prohibitive  tariff  such  as  Sat  pn.?id« 

illl?  ^K""  ^^''^'''^  *''"'  ^^^«  l*^  »°  unbridgeable  SSf     A  pro 
hib  t  ve  tariff  practically  excludes  foreign  competition-  a  (£m 
petluve  tariff  allows  importaUons  when*^the  ASa^'pScTSj 
by  combination  or  otherwise,  raised  ab<.ve  the  level  of  a  faS 
and  reasonable  profit  to  the  producer  and  thereby  protects  |S 


consumer  against  excessive  or  exorbitant  prices  and  discourages 
monopolies. 

Many  of  the  exclusive  rates  carried  In  the  bill  now  before 
us  on  the  staple  products  would  not  only  further  Intrench  and 
fortify  existing  tariff-sheltered  monopolies  which  have  bec<>me  so 
c^^ressive  to  the  taxpayers  of  the  country,  but  they  would  be 
an  invitation  for  further  monopolistic  organization  and  control 
of  the  products  of  industry,  greatly  increasing  the  cost  of  living 
and  the  burdens  now  impt>sed  by  the  tariff  and  resulting  monop- 
olies upon  the  consuming  masses  of  the  country.     .\  purely  com- 
petitive tariff  would  restrain  the  greed  of  monopoly  by  opening 
the  door  to  foreign  competition  whenever  organized  industry  by 
monoijolistlc  methods  raised  the  price  of  the  domestic  product 
above  the  competitive  level. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  at  this  time  enter  into  a  detailed 
discussion  of  the  flexible  tariff  provisions  of  the  bill,  but  shall 
discuss  them  only  In  general  terms.  If  this  scheme  of  Increa^^ine 
or  decreasing  the  statutory  tariff  rates  fixed  by  the  Congress 
with  the  broad  and  elastic  discretion  conferred  upon  the  Presi- 
dent in  fixing  the  bases  of  valuation  and  measurement  should 
be  adopted,  it  would  invest  the  President  with  almost  autocratic 
discretion  and  i)ower  in  revising  rates  fixed  by  the  Congress- 
indeed,  it  would  even  empower  him,  in  some  Instances,  to  change 
the  statutory  rate  in  order  to  grant  to  the  industry  a  greater 
degree  of  protection  than  can  be  accorded  within  the  50  oer 
cent  maximum  prescribed  by  the  law. 

That  would  meun  but  one  thing,  namely,  that  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  invested  by  the  Constitution  with  the  sole  power 
to  impose  taxes,  had  deliberately  delegated  a  large  pjirt  of  that 
legislative  power  to  the  Executive  branch  of  the  Government- 
taking  from  the  people  and  giving  to  the  President  practically 
one-half  of  a  power  which  can  kill  or  make  alive ;  which  can 
destroy  or  ouild  up.  It  is  an  Anglo-Saxon  principle  that  the 
people,  through  their  legislative  represeutaUves,  should  at  aU 
tiaes  retain  control  of  the  purse  strings  of  the  Na  \.  Talk 
about  centralized  government !  Nothing  would  tend  to  central- 
ize all  power  in  the  head  of  the  Government  at  Washington  to 
as  great  an  extent  as  the  flexible  tariff  scheme  now  proposed 

If  this  bill  pas.<^s,  with  the  flexible  tariff  amendments  as  now 
wntten  and  Incorpt.rated  In  it,  I  predict  there  will  be  in  the 
future  but  limited  demand  from  the  beneficiaries  of  protortlon 
for  a  general  revision  of  the  tariff  by  the  Congress.  The  flexible 
scheme  as  written  in  the  present  law  has  not  accomplished  the 
purpose  desired  by  the  beneficiaries  of  protection,  because  of 
the  cost  of  production"  limitation  imposed  upon  the  Presi- 
dent in  exercising  the  powers  and  discretion  given  him  in  it  A 
strict  application  of  this  rule  would  undoubtedly  in  many  in- 
!  stances  result  in  impeaching  the  statutory  rate  and  showing  Its 
j  excessive  character.  Such  an  outcome  would  be  bad  from  the 
Repubhcan  point  of  view ;  but  if  the  President  is  given  the 
latitude  and  discretion  in  fixing  these  rates  provided  In  the  bill 
now  i^ending,  an  entirely  new  situation  would  be  created,  and 
industries  desiring  an  increase  in  statutory  rates  would  go  to 
the  President  and  the  Tariff  Commission  Instead  of  coming  to 
(ingress  for  the  relief  they  wish.  They  would  have  to  deal 
only  with  one  man  instead  of  having  to  deal  with  nearly 
600  representatives  of  the  people  in  the  two  branches  of  the 
congress. 

«i,  ^Z"**"  "?!  "^f'  *^  ®^  ^"'  undertake  to  discuss  the  constitu- 
tional question  Involved  In  the  proposed  enlargement  of  the 
J^^^^LfP^  discreUons  of  the  President  in  exerdsing  the  fun(^ 
tions  bestowed  upon  him  by  the  provisions  of  the  flexible  tariff 
scheme  proposed  in  the  bill  before  us.  Personally  I  have  no 
doubt  as  to  Its  unconstitutionality,  but  there  are  others  here 
who  are  much  better  equipped  to  discuss  that  feature  of  tlie  bill 
that  iit'  *"^''"^^  ^  ""^y  ^^**'  ^''^  something  to  say  upon 
Mr.  President,  this  bill  is  indefensible,  because  It  not  onlv 

^Li  In  '^'l"*^"^  1 "  ^^  campaign  pledge  to  convene  the  Co^ 
gress  m  extraordinary  session,  and  reiterated  by  him  both 
before  and  after  thus  convening  the  Congress,  becaui  It  not 
only  does  not  carry  out  the  declared  piirp?^  fS  "Sch  [he 
Congress  was  convened,  but  <lefeats  it;  beS use  instead  of 
removing  as  promised,  the  tariff  discrim  nation"  against  awi 
cul  ure,  it  greatly  increases  and  extends  those  discriin°nat?ons 

?rl^rie%?al  Srs'r'fh  '',  ^^^  ''  '"^^  farmed 7 Xs 
irom  mm  several  dollars  in  the  increased  cost  of  his  nurchflse*! 

I  am  opposed  to  the  bill  because  it  discriminates  acanstMi; 

great  mass  of  American  consumers  in  favor  of  the  llJeadvovpr 

protected  indu.stries ;  because  it  will  raise  Uie  exceih^  rJtes  Jf 

the  present  law  to  a  basis  in  many  Instances  but  Utleshor?  i 

any.  of  absolute  prohibition  and  exclusion  of  comp^tidve  nroi 

nets  from  abroad;  becau.se  it  will  greatly  increase  the  tariff 

if^^^nj^I^^^  '^^  P^PJ^  i°  the  Sees  paid  in  ?LepSrcSase 
of  protected  Industrial  products  which  they  buy.  in^a^^gfhe 
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annual  burden  of  tariff  taxation  Imposed  upon  the  consuming 
masses  not  thousands  or  millions  but  billions  of  dollars;  because 
it  will  increase  the  cost  of  living,  already  abnormally  high,  and 
encourage  further  monopolization  and  price  fixing  In  the  over- 
protected  industries. 

I  am  oppose<l  to  it  because  it  Is  violative  of  sound  public 
policy,  in  that  It  sacrifices  the  Interests  of  the  people  as  a 
whole  in  the  interest  of  a  relatively  few  who  are  already  more 
than  amply  provided  for  and  encourages  monoiX)lIstic  combina- 
tions and  secret  understandings  in  restraint  of  trade  and  thus 
tends  to  promote  further  arbitrary  price  fixing,  already  a 
national  menace. 

I  am  opposed  tA  It  because  it  disregards  the  fundamental 
fact  that  our  prosperity  depends  largely  upon  our  Intel-national 
trade,  and  Imposes  undue  barriers  and  restraints  which  would 
tend  to  limit  to  a  highly  prejudicial  extent  our  Interchange 
of  commodities  with  the  nations  of  the  earth.  International 
trade  is  based  upon  interchange  of  commodities.  Purchases 
from  us  must  largely  dei)end  upon  purchases  by  us.  Our  for- 
eign customers  must  be  permitted  to  set  up  credits  in  this 
country-  to  discharge  their  obligations  to  us.  whether  resulting 
from  indebtetlness,  public  or  private,  or  from  the  purchase  of 
American  products.  Sound  public  policy  requires,  as  far  as 
consistent  with  the  welfare  of  the  Nation,  that  unnecessary  bar- 
riers and  restrictions  in  the  international  exchange  of  com- 
modities shall  not  be  Imposed.  This  applies  to  agriculture  as 
well  as  industry,  and  applies  to  raw  materials  as  well  as  finished 
products. 

This  bill  invites  not  only  protests — many  have  already  come 
from  some  of  our  best  customers  among  the  nations,  couched 
in  dii>lomatic  terms,  of  course,  but  nevertheless  of  menacing 
import — but  it  would  tend  to  provoke  retaliations  and  create  a 
psjehology  among  our  foreign  purchasers  which  would  l>e 
Inimical  If  not  destructive  to  our  commercial  relations  with 
them.  Manifestly  we  can  not  reduce  to  a  minimum  our  Im- 
ports from  foreign  countries  without  eventually  reducing  rela- 
tively our  exports  to  such  countries. 

I  am  opposed  to  It  because  it  encourages  Inefficiency,  ex- 
travagance, mismanagement,  and  waste  in  certain  units  of  our 
protected  indu.9tries  and  penalizes  the  great  mass  of  American 
con.snmers  by  the  imposition  of  a  sufficiently  high  tariff  tax  to 
guarantee  profits  and  prosperity  to  the  lame  ducks  in  the 
Industry,  while  at  the  same  time  increasing  to  that  extent  the 
already  excessive  rates  enjoyed  by  the  efficiently  managed  units 
in  that  indastry.  The  application  of  this  principle  to  our  tariff 
legislation  will  not  only  Increase  the  tariff  burdens  of  the 
people  millions,  but  billions,  of  dollars  annually  and  would 
amount  to  a  practical  guaranty  against  foreign  comi)etltion  In 
b«'half  of  the  sluggish  and  backward  units  and  further  en- 
trench the  far-sighted  and  efficient  units  of  industry  in  their 
fight  against  comijetltlon.  both  foreign  and  domestic ;  their  fight 
for  ahsolnte  exclusion  of  foreign  goods  and  the  stifling  and 
suppression  of  all  domestic  competition. 

I  am  opposed  to  this  bill  because  many  of  Its  rates — espe- 
cially those  on  agricultural  products — are  utterly  or  practically 
useless,  and  are  calculated,  if  not  so  intended,  to  mislead  and 
deceive  those  who  are  8uppoRe<l  to  l>e  benefited  by  them  because 
many  of  these  so-called  agricultural  duties  are  mere  paper,  not 
to  say  fake,  rates,  which  serve  no  good  purixise  except  to  mis- 
lead and  to  swell  the  statistical  increase  In  the  average  rates 
upon  the  schedule  to  which  they  apply,  and  yet  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  is  wont  to  refer  to  the  purely  nominal  in- 
crease of  duties  In  these  schedules  with  much  gusto! 

These  useless  and  ineffective — I  will  not  say  quack — duties 
on  farm  products  should  be  contemplated  by  the  farmers,  whom 
they  thought  to  mislead,  with  resentment  rather  than  approval. 
Agriculture  can  never  attain  or  even  approach  tariff  equality 
with  the  other  industries  through  the  imi>o.sition  of  Ineffective 
rates  upon  Its  products.  The  only  way  the  farmer  can  secure 
or  hope  to  secure  even  approximate  equality  through  tariff 
legislation  is  by  Imposing  such  duties  on  his  products  as  will  or 
can  be  effective  and  by  drastic  re<luction  in  the  duties  Imposed 
upon  such  industrial  products  as  he  dt)es  not  produce  and  must 
of  necessity  buy  for  farm,  home,  and  family. 

Mr.  President,  the  farmer  is  no  suppliant*  for  the  crumbs  that 
fall  from  "the  master's  table."  and  the  attempt  to  satisfy  his 
deiuan<ls  for  tariff  relief  by  offering  him  useless  or  Ineffective 
rates  upon  his  products  discounts  his  manhood  and  impeaches 
his  intelligence. 

The  farmers  of  this  country  will  not  get  the  tariff  relief  they 
want  and  need  until  they  give  the  special  interests,  who  domi- 
nate and  dictate  the  framing  of  tariffs,  to  understand  that  they 
do  not  intend  to  be  longer  dupe<l  or  waved  aside  by  ijolite  ges- 
tures ;  until  they  let  these  makers  of  the  tariff  understand  that 
they  want  deeds  and  not  promises,  bread  and  not  stones. 
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This  bin  Is  unsatisfactory  from  the  standpoint  of  the  American  ' 
farmer,  l>ecause  it  imix^ses  duties  upon  ctitaln  agricultural  pr^u 
ucts  extensively  pro<lucod  in  this  country  and  of  which  there 
are  no  urrpovts,  and  therefore  the  duty  Is  absolutely  Ineffettive^ 
bemuse  in  many  Instances  duties  are  Imposed  ui>on  agriculiural 
produc  8  of  which  a  quantity  less  than  1  per  cen  oi'  the  dom  S 
production  ,s  imported,  and  the  duty  therefore  has  no  ?S  • 
because  dijties  are  imix-sed  ui>on  many  agricultural  products  the 
mports  of  which  are  so  negligible  as  to  make  the  duty  v  du"^ 
less;  because  duties  are  Imposed  up^u,  products  which  we  pro- 
duce greatly  in  excess  of  the  domestic  demand,  resulting  in  larL-o 
exportable  surpluses  which  establish  the  domestic  price  unon 
the  basis  of  the  world  price,  and  therefore  the  duty  Is  inefftK- 
live;  becaase,  by  reason  of  the  Increase  in  duty  on  sugar  the 
single  product  of  sugar  would  ab.sorb  almut  one^half  of  the 
benefits  accruing  to  agriculture  from  the  total  duties  ImiKised 
ui)on  agricultural  pro<lucts  in  this  bill.  ^ 

Not  only  are  the  duties  inrpcised  In  this  bill  unsatisfactory  to 
the  farmer,  but  also  to  the  domestic  c<»nsumer  because  the 
duties  ImpostHl  In  It  greatly  increase  existing  burdens  of  tnriff 
taxation,  adding  billions  of  dollars  to  the  annual  cost  of  th« 
things  that  the  consumer  buys. 

A  rate  is  a  useless  rate  if  there  are  no  Importations  or  If  tlie 
importations  are  so  small,  compared  with  domestic  prwiuction 
that  the  tariff  rates  can  not  be  effective,  or,  if  effective  at  all' 
only  to  an  almost  vanishing  degree.  Increases  in  duties  already 
sufficiently  high,  are  not  for  the  purpose  of  protection  but  for 
prohibition  and  exclusion.  * 

■XCLUSIOM    NOT   PROTECTION 

When  a  higher  duty  is  proposed  on  Importations  that  are 
small  and  Insignificant  as  compared  to  our  national  consumo- 
tlon,  what  Is  sought  is  not  adequate  protection  but  a  complete 
embargo.  There  was  a  time  when  an  import  of  less  than  10  i>er 
cent  of  our  consumption  was  not  regarded  as  a  competitive 
menace.  Now  it  seems  that  an  Import  of  1  per  cent  Is  an  occa- 
sion for  heavier  defensive  armor. 

SDK  MART    OF   OBJBCTtONS 

Mr.  President,  having  completed  the  general  observations  with 
reference  to  this  bill  which  I  wish  to  make  to  the  Senate.  I 
wish  in  a  brief  way  to  summarize  some  of  the  outstanding  ob- 
jections to  the  bill  and  the  rates  containetl  In  it. 

First.  It  contains  many  rates  and  increases  upon  agricultural 
products  that  are  useless  and  ineffective. 

Second.  It  is  replete  with  exorbitant  rates  on  articles  which 
farmers  buy. 

Third.  It  contains  numerous  Instances  of  higher  rates  on 
articles  used  by  the  masses  than  on  articles  of  identical  usi'.  but 
purchased  principally  by  persons  of  wealth  or  of  more  than 
average  mean.s. 

Fourth.  It  does  not  conform  to  President  Hoovers'  request  for 
increases  on  Industrial  products  only  when  there  has  been  a 
sladcenlng  of  empiojment  due  to  Imports.  In  many  cases  In- 
creases have  been  granted  to  Industries  which  have  been  very 
prosr>erous  under  the  present  tariff  act. 

Fifth.  It  is  full  of  inconsistencies  and  unfair  dlscrlmlnatlnns. 

Sixth.  It  Increases  ratt>s  on  many  articles,  even  though  the  im- 
ports under  the  present  tariff  act  have  been  negligible. 

Seventh.  It  encourages  inefficiency  by  many  of  its  increases. 

Eighth.  Its  excessive  Increases  on  many  articles  imperil  our 
trade  with  European  countries;  and,  finally, 

Ninth.  By  its  liberalization  of  the  flexible  provisions,  enlarging 
the  powers  and  di.screti<m  of  the  President,  the  latitude  allowed     *^ 
the  President  In  the  Imposition  of  additional  duties  Is  danger- 
ously expanded. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  stressed  and  I  shall  further  emphasize 
In  the  data  I  shall  now  proceed  to  submit  to  the  Senate  the 
distressing  predicament  of  the  American  farmer,  becau.'se  I  have 
come  to  feel  that  the  dominant  party  in  Congress,  In  the  prepa- 
ration of  this  legislation,  have  forgotten  his  need  for  help  In 
stemming  the  tide  of  admittedly  constantly  Increasing  p  /verty, 
In  the  hullabaloo  raised  over  the  necessity  of  helping  our  pros- 
perous industries  to  become  still  more  prosperous. 

In  connection  with  the  observations  I  have  made  with  respect 
to  rates  I  wish  to  present  and  briefly  to  discuss  certain  data  which 
I  ha^-e  prepared  with  the  help  of  tariff  experts  with  reference 
to  certain  rates  projwsed  In  the  bill. 

Mr.  WAI>SH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President,  will  tlie  Sen- 
ator permit  an  Interruption? 
Mr.  SIJfMONS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  WAI.SH  of  Massachusetts.  Were  the  experts  who  as- 
sisted the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  in  preparing  the  data 
he  is  about  to  submit  furnished  to  him  by  the  Tariff  Commis- 
Bi<m? 
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Mr.  SIXTMONS.  Yes;  by  the  Tariff  Commis«lon  and  the 
Treasury  Department. 

Scheiliiie  7  wvers  all  the  dutiable  animal  and  vegetable 
pntducts  produced,  with  the  exception  of  textiles,  wood,  paper, 
h!des.  an'1  «ugar.  The  following  table  shows  the  treatment  these 
agricultural  and  food  products  have  received  by  the  Senate 
committee  bill: 
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■  Tariff  CommLnion  flguirm. 

Thl.s  is  upon  all  the  agricuitural  products  including  all  f'^od. 
fpe<Ls.  an«i  the  raw  material  entering  into  clothing  that  are 
dutiti!*:e.  we  imp<»rt  in  value  |327.154,»X)7.  exclmling  sugar.  The 
duties  upon  these  product.**,  at  the  rates  iep<Tted  to  the  Senate, 
a|>plied  to  the  1928  imports,  would  l»e  $103,410,885.  an  Increase 
in  ilnt.v  of  $22,587,122.  average  rate  "f  duty  31.61  per  cent, 

'XTie'oorrespi'nding  figures  for  the  single  f<j«xl  product — sugar — 
Is,  value  of  imiK.rts.  $161,272,154;  total  doty.  $146,042,782:  in 
crease  in  duty,  $28,888,785;  average  rate.  90..t6  i»er  cent. 

Tlie  qoestion  i*.  How  many  farmer?*  are  a.ssisted  by  thi.«  duty 
of  $l<Xi.<X>«).000  and  how  many  by  this  $14*5.000.000  duty? 

Every  farmer  in  the  c<»untry  pays  part  of  the  latter  tax.  that 
on  eugar.  while  the  number  engaged  in  produciiig  sugar  is  c-cm- 
paratively  <>tnall. 

The  entire  duty  upon  animals  and  meat  at  the  proposed  mtes 
la  only  $8,750,041,  or  less  than  6  per  cent  of  the  corresponding 
duty  on  sugar  alone.  The  entire  duty  on  dairy  products  under 
the  proposetl  ratw  is  $11,978,304,  about  80  per  cent  of  which  Is 
on  chee^se.  mn*tt  of  which  can  not  be  produced  here.  This  is 
atMQt  8  per  cent  of  the  «luty  upon  sugar.  The  pr<»tectlon 
granted  to  the  poultry  and  eggs  indu«try  i:?  ?J.7.">2.S38,  or  less 
than  2  per  cent  of  the  prote*.'tion  grantetl  sugar.  The  duties 
suggested  on  cereals,  and  all  products  there>>f.  are  $2,489,411. 
This  covers  wheat,  com,  rye.  oat:*,  barley,  buckwheat,  rice,  and 
all  prtjduct.x  therefrom,  including  feed.s,  soy-beau  cake  and  meal, 
breakfast  foods,  cakes,  biscuits,  and  so  forth,  and  Ls  still  less 
than  2  per  cent  of  that  given  sugar. 

To  summarize,  under  the  provisions  of  the  committee  bill  the 
duties  on  all  these  agricuitural  products  are  Increased  $51,475.- 
907  over  those  under  the  pre^nt  law.  Of  this  the  increased 
protection  given  to  sugar  is  $28,888,785,  or  over  56  iier  cent  of 
the  total,  while  the  balance  on  these  agricultural  products  is 
given  only  44  per  cent. 

Of  the  total  duties  under  the  Senate  bill,  amounting  to  $249. 
453,667,  the  protection  given  sugar  is  $146,042,782.  or  over  5814 
per  cent,  while  the  balance  of  this  total,  41 1^  per  cent,  is  the 
protection  thinly  distributed  among  the  multitude  of  other  agri- 
cultural products. 

Of  course,  it  ia  very  clear  that  the  duty  on  the  importations 
of  sugar  dues  not  measure  the  amount  that  the  bill  will  add  to 
the  burdens  of  the  sugar  consumer,  because  the  price  will  be 
raised  oq  ever?*  pound  produced  by  all  producers  of  sugar  in 
this  country  and  in  the  islands  to  the  extent  of  the  duty  plat^ 
on  the  imitortatioD  of  sugar. 

The  increa^  in  the  duty  on  com  from  15  cents  per  ba<;hel  in 
the  act  of  1922  to  25  cents  per  bushel  in  the  Senate  bill  is  a 
good  example  of  a  useless  increa.se.  The  domestic  produc- 
tion of  com  has  varied  from  2.500.000.000  to  3.000,000,000  bush- 
els sin<e  1920,  while  during  that  samt-  perio«l  the  imports  of  corn 
have  never  been  as  much  as  5.000.000  btishels  a  year.  The 
lm|K>rts  have  tha-<  been  only  a  .small  fraction  of  1  per  cent  of 
the  domestic  productit»n.  The  price  of  importeil  com  has  aver- 
aged ovtr  a  dollar  a  basheL  which  shows  that  the  imports  come 
in  only  when  there  is  a  shortage  in  the  domestic  supply,  and 
the  price  is  fairly  high.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  imports  of 
ci»rn  have  consiste<l  in  most  years  of  only  a  few  shipionds  of 
Argentine  flint  com,  landed  at  San  Franci.'«x>.  Seattle,  and  New 
York.  A  large  part  of  the  com  landed  in  New  York  has  been 
reexported  with  benefit  of  drawback  In  the  fonu  of  com  nrod- 
ucts.  The  remainder  of  the  importeil  com.  both  on  the  Atlantic 
and  Pacific  coasts,  has  been  use<l  a."*  poultry  and  pige«in  feed, 
slt«ce  the  flint  c«ra  Is  peenllarly  deeirttble  for  that  purpose. 

To  hol«l  out  the  promise  to  the  American  farmer  that  an 
increase  In  the  duty  on  corn  can  rah>e  the  prii>e  of  com  Is  to 
in^iult  hi.4  iniciligeDce.  It  \b  certainly  handing  him  a  gold  brick. 
If  anything  could  be  so. 

The  Increaiieik  In  the  duties  on  mutton  and  lamb.  In  (paragraph 
702.  are  largely  ineffective.    The  rates  have  beeu  increased  from 


»nts  per  pouiul  in  the  act  of  1922  to  5  cents  per  pound  In 
Senate  bill  on  mutton,  and  from  4  cents  per  louud  in  the 
act  ( if  1922  to  7  cents  per  pound  in  the  Senate  bill  on  lamb. 

Tie  domestic  production  of  mutton  and  lamb  during  the  past 
10  i^n  ha.s  varied  between  5«Ai.000.(X)0  and  about  650.000,000 
puuiids.  while  import.s,  which  are  mainly  from  Canada,  have 
lieer  only  al>out  1  per  cent  of  dtmiestic  pnjduction.  Prior  to  1927 
Argentina  was  the  principal  source  of  imports,  but  there  is  now 
an  embargo  on  imports  from  that  country  because  of  the  hoof- 
and  month  disease  there.  It  is  a  well-known  fa<^  that  frozen 
lam i>  from  Australia  and  New  Zealand  finds  practically  no  mar- 
ket in  this  country.  An  attempt  was  made  to  import  frozen 
mut  on  and  lamb  directly  after  the  war.  but  there  was  so  little 
dera  ind  for  it  in  the  United  States  that  most  of  It  was  reex- 
port jd  to  England  and  the  Continent.  C«imbined  mutton  and 
Ijun  I  imports  for  1927  amounted  to  only  four-tenths  «if  1  per 
cent  of  the  domestic  slaughter. 

T  \e  increase  in  duties  on  pork  and  tmcon  in  paragraph  708 
are  excellent  examples  of  the  ineffectiveness  of  the  incTeases  In 
rate  The  duty  on  pork,  fresh,  chilled.  <ir  frozen,  is  increased  from 
thre :?-fourths  <f  1  cent  per  iK.und  in  the  act  of  1922  to  2H, 
cent  9  per  pound  in  the  Senate  hill.  The  duty  on  bacon  and  ham 
iij  li  creased  from  2  cents  per  p«»und  in  the  act  of  1922  to  3V4 
cent  5  {>er  pound  in  the  Senate  bill.  The  largest  imports  «if  fresh 
pork  which  we  have  ever  had  were  14.5'HJ.O<iO  pounds  importe<l 
in  1  >27,  while  domestic  production  in  that  year  was  at  about  the 
aveiage  figure  of  8,500,000,000  pounds ;  the  imports  are  therefore 
infir  itesimal  compared  with  the  domestic  prodnction. 

T  le  domesti<"  prcnluction  of  hams,  bacon,  and  shoulders  In 
192.'  — the  latest  year  for  which  figures  are  available — was  over 
3,<X)  W^O.^HX)  pounds,  while  imports  were  only  a  small  fraction  of 
1  p«r  cent  of  that  amount.  Imports  were  only  a  fraction  of  1 
per  tent  "f  exports.  Exi>»rLs  of  cure<l-pork  products  from  the 
Uri  ed  States,  \vhi<h  e<iual  in  volume  the  exports  from  all  other 
countries  combined,  amounted  in  1925  to  about  500.000.000 
pou  jtls  and  in  1928  to  289.834.0ff0  pounds.  In  addition,  we  ex- 
I»rl  from  7<tO.Cif>0,000  to  NXt.OOO.tNXi  pounds  of  lard  annually. 

Tie  increase  in  the  duty  on  reindeer  meat  is  rather  ridiculous. 
The  rate  is  increased  from  4  cents  per  pound  in  the  act  of  1922 
to  (  cents  per  pound  in  the  Senate  bill.  Just  how  this  increase 
is  f  oitig  to  help  the  American  farmer  is  difficult  to  a.scertain. 
In  U2S,  1,810.000  pi>unds  of  reindeer  meat  were  shipped  to  the 
Uni  :ed  States  from  Alaska.  In  that  same  year  3,198  pounds, 
vali  ed  at  $973.  were  imported  from  Norway. 

T  le  duties  on  barley,  oats.  rye.  and  buckwheat  are  also  ineffec- 
tive because  imports  are  negligible  in  comjiarison  with  the  do- 
mestic production,  and  we  usually  have  an  exportable  surplus  of 
thej  e  grrains. 

T  le  dnty  on  cereal  breakfast  foods  remains  unrhanged  at  20 
per  cent,  but  there  does  not  ap|)ear  to  be  a  rea.souahle  explana- 
tion of  any  duty.  Domestic  production  is  estimated  at  over 
1.0(1  L>.00(»,000  pounds,  and  exports  in  1928  were  more  than 
6.2(1  it.OOO  p»unds,  while  imports  were  less  than  60,000  pounds. 
Alxiut  half  of  the  imports  came  from  Canada,  which  in  turn  was 
our  ihief  customer,  taking  al>out  25  per  cent  of  our  exports. 

T  le  increase  in  duties  on  spices  and  spice  seeds  are  ageless  to 
the  [American  fanner  l>e<-au»'.  with  the  exteption  of  a  very  few 
of  tpe  seeds  mentioned  in  this  paraffraph.  none  are  prcxluced  in 
.'nited  States.  The  only  result  of  having  duties  on  products 
as  black  pepper,  white  i>epiK'r,  cinnamon,  cloves,  and  so 
is  to  rai.se  the  price  to  the  consumers.  The  only  two 
s  of  Importance  produced  in  the  Unittnl  States  are  mustard 
and  ilrifd  hot  red  peppers.  The  increase  of  the  duty  on 
peppers  may  assist  the  growers  in  Missis.sippi  and  Louisiana, 
wh«  re  in  recent  years  there  has  b«'en  established  a  farm  industry 
these  prcKlucts.  Aside  from  this  duty,  the  increases  in  rates 
lis  paragraph  are  useless  to  the  farmers, 
iragraph  775  in  the  agricultural  schedule  covers  chocolate 
cocoa,  sweetened  and  unsweetened.  The  duty  on  these 
lucts  In  the  act  of  1922  was  17Vi  per  cent  ad  valorem  but 
less  than  2  cents  per  pound.  The  rate  has  been  chanired 
cents  per  pound  on  unsweetened  chocolate  and  cocoa,  and 
)er  cent  ad  valorem  on  sweetened  chocolate  and  cocoa, 
how  these  Increa.ses  are  going  to  benefit  the  American 
fariiers  It  is  difficult  to  understand. 

1  he  following  figures  show  the  production  of  chocolate  in  tJie 
United  States  in  1927: 
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tnJaid  linoleum — Paragraph  lOSO 
The  duty  on  inlaid  linoleum  has  been  increased  from  35  per 
cent  tt»  40  iier  cent,  although  imports  in  1927  were  only  valued 
at  $708,143,  as  against  a  dotuestic  production  of  $19,100,680. 
The  value  of  Imports  was  only  3.57  per  cent  of  the  value  of 
dom'-stic  con.««umption. 

Brooma — Paragraph  1^06 

The  rate  f.n  brocHiis  has  been  iiu-reased  from  15  per  cent  in 
the  act  of  1922  to  25  per  cent  in  the  Senate  bill,  although  im- 
ports In  1927  were  only  $10,731,  as  against  a  domestic  produc- 
tion of  $18,444,912.  The  imports  were,  therefore,  less  than  one- 
tenth  of  1  p'-'r  cent  of  domestic  consumption. 

Mirrort 

The  Hou.se  bill  calls  for  an  increase  in  the  mirror  duty  from 
36.71  per  cent  to  45.34  i»er  cent,  with  our  imports  of  less  than 
one-half  of  1  per  •■ent  of  our  national  cc»nsumption. 

The  H<)n8e  bill  raises  the  duty  on  plywood  (imports  from 
Finland  and  Hu.ssia)  from  33.33  per  cent  to  40  per  cent,  al- 
though imports  are  only  one-third  of  1  per  cent  of  national 
consumption. 

Our  imports  of  factory  butter  are  slightly  over  one-half  of  1 
per  cent,  yet  we  clap  on  a  higher  duty,  raising  It  from  33.3  per 
cent  to  :«.84  per  cent.  That  would  seem  to  settle  New  England 
and  Canadian  butter. 

We  inii>ort  only  one-tenth  of  1  per  cent  of  our  orange  sup- 
plies,  but  that  one-tenth  of  1  p>er  cent  must  be  attacked  by 
raising  the  duty  from  57.94  per  cent  to  61.08  per  cent. 

About  the  same  situation  applies  to  grapefruit. 

Our  imp«Jrts  of  cottonseed  are  one-tenth  of  1  per  cent  of  our 
consumi»tion.  yet  the  Hawley  bill  takes  pains  to  raise  the  duty 
on  e<ittoj>feee<l  from  21.24  per  cent  to  32.39  [ler  cent. 

Similarly,  with  timothy  seed  the  Imp<»rt  is  one-tenth  of  1  per 
cent,  but  more  protection  is  called  for  in  the  House  bill,  which 
raises  the  duty  from  21.82  per  cent  to  30.55  per  cent. 

We  must  defend  ourselves  against  an  import  of  three-tenths 
of  1  per  cent  of  <-anned  peas  by  raising  the  duty  fivefold,  ot  from 
6.46  per  cent  to  32.73  per  cent. 

ImiKirts  of  unsweetened  chocolate,  somewhat  less  than  one- 
half  of  1  per  cent,  are  given  a  rai.se  in  duty  from  18.55  per  cent 
to  35.75  per  cent. 

So  of  cotton  towels,  our  imports  of  twelve  one-hundredths  of  1 


tie  material  which  Is  manufactured  into  the  so-called  '*  shoddy," 
01  •  "  reworked  wool,"  are  materially  incTeased. 

The  rate  on  wool  rags,  for  example,  is  increase<l  from  71^ 
cents  per  pound  in  the  act  of  1922  to  24  cents  per  pound  in  the 
S?nate  bill.    Such  an  increa.se  must  materially  enhance  the  price 

0  '  the  cheaper  woolen  fabrics.  It  is  a  matter  of  common  knowl- 
e  Ige  that  the  wool  manufacturing  industry  has  l)een  far  froni 
prosperous  during  the  past  few  years  The  public  Is  using  less 
and  less  w(tol  clothing  and  the  styles  In  women's  dress  have 
considerably  decreased  the  amount  of  woolen  dress  goods  used. 

The  increase  in  the  duty  on  wool  rags  is  c»^rtainly  not  calcu- 
li ted  to  relieve  the  situation  for  the  wool  manufacturers.  On 
t  le  other  hand,  it  may  help  the  woolgrowers  by  forcing  the 
D  lanufacturers  to  use  more  of  the  new  wool  and  less  of  the 
r  'worked  wool ;  yet.  the  woolgrowing  industry  is  prosperous  at 
t  le  present  time.  The  output  of  wool  in  the  United  States  has 
liicrea.sed  from  about  250.000,0<J<J  pounds  immediately  following 
t  le  war,  to  about  350.000.000  pounds  in  1928,  and  i)rices  of  wool 
atid  of  mntton  and  lamb  have  been  good. 

It  seems  unne<?essary  to  penalize  the  ma.ss  of  the  people  who 
t  se  the  cheaper  grades  of  wool  cloth  in  order  to  assist  the  wool- 
g  rowers  who  are  now  enjoying  a  substantial  rate  of  duty  on 
t  leir  product  and  are  in  a  very  favorable  position  at  the 
present  time. 

The  imposition  of  a  higher  rate  of  duty  on  the  cheaper  goods 
i  t  lan  on  the  more  expensive  goods  Is  characteristic  of  the  wcxjI 
s.hedule.  The  following  table  .showing  the  imports  of  wool 
bankets  illustrates  this  principle.  It  will  be  noted  that  the 
t' univalent  ad  valorem  rate  on  imports  valued  at  not  more  than 
C  )  cents  per  iMiund  was  82  per  cent,  while  it  is  less  as  the  higher 
value  brackets  are  reached.  The  rate  on  imports  valued  at 
more  than  $1.50  per  pound  is  only  55.73  per  cent. 

The  average  annual  imports  under  the  act  of  1922,  to  Decem- 

1  er  31,  1927,  by  value  classifications,  were  as  follows : 
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Principal    States   in   production:   New    -ork,   Massachusetts, 
California. 


Imports  in  1928 


Chocoiate: 

gweewned 

rnsweetened 


Total 


Quantity 


P<mn4a 

t,  001.  374 
323,531 


i,X2«.W6 


Value 


Jl.  265,997 
92,501 


1,358.496 


Very  small  additional  imports  subject  to  the  2-cent  per  pound 
minimum  duty.     ( Oidy  about  9.000  pounds  in  1928  ) 

The  imi)orts  of  chocolate,  which  consist  mainly  of  chocolate 
bars,  both  with  and  without  nuts,  come  principally  from  the 
Netherlands.  Germany,  and  Switzerland.  It  will  be  seen  from 
the  above  figures  that  imixirts  are  only  about  2  per  cent  in  either 
quantity  or   value  of   domestic  production,   and  yet  the  rates 

have  been  raised.  .  .       ..      , 

The  exorbitant  rates  of  duty  on  articles  the  farmt t  buys  is 
illustrated  by  the  duty  on  whiting,  watches,  pocketkuives, 
scissors,  pliers,  arms,  fishing  tackle,  saws,  handkerchiefs,  lace, 
wool  wearing  ai>parel,  women's  felt  hats,  leather  gloves,  brushes, 
dolls,  pencils,  and  pipe's,  and  many  articles  used  by  the  farmer 
in  building  his  honie  and  operating  his  farm,  furnishing  his 
bouse  and  his  kitchen  as  well  as  his  table. 

EXOEBITAKT  RATES  OX    ABTICLES   WHICH   THK  FABMEB  BL'YS 

The  bill  is  replete  with  exorbitant  rates. 

This  bill  Increases  the  rates  on  scores  of  articles  which  are 
in  most  cominon  use  by  farmers  and  their  families.  In  para- 
graph 20  of  Schedule  1  an  enormous  increase  is  made  on 
whiting,  which  is  the  chief  ingredient  used  in  making  putty. 
This  rate  is  IncTeased  from  an  average  of  25.27  per  cent  in  the 
tariff  act  of  1922  to  118.11  per  cent  in  the  Senate  bill. 

If  he  desires  to  buy  a  watch,  he  will  probably  find  that  the 
price  has  gone  up,  becaase  the  rate  has  been  increased  on 
watches  (par.  367)  from  47.60  per  cent  to  70.01  per  cent 

The  rate  on  ptxketknives  (i)ar.  354)  has  gone  up  from  98.77 
per  c»ent  in  the  act  of  1922  to  147.32  per  cent  in  the  Senate  bill, 
while  on  scissors,  shears,  and  clippers  (par.  357)  the  excessively 
high  rate  of  104.44  per  cent  in  the  act  of  1922  is  not  reduced. 
On  pliers,  nippers,  and  pincers  (par.  361)  the  rate  has  g<»ne  up 
from  60  per  cent  to  75  per  cent,  while  on  breec-h-loading  small 
arms  It  has  gone  up  from  55.40  per  cent  to  63.88  per  cent. 

Just  why  there  should  Ite  any  increase  on  many  of  these  metal 
manufactures  in  common  use  by  farmers  it  is  diflScult  to  under- 
stand— for  example,  the  domestic  production  of  scissors  and 
shears  in  1927  was  valued  at  $4,813,527,  while  imports  were 
valued  at  $279,649  in  the  same  year.  Imports  were,  therefore, 
only  6  per  cent  of  the  domestic  pr<iduction,  yet  there  was  no  de- 
cre.Mse  In  duty — the  duty  remaining  at  101.44  per  cent. 

The  domestic  production  of  pliers  and  pincers  and  nippers 
was  estimated  to  be  betwetm  eight  and  ten  million  dollars  In 
1918.  although  there  are  no  recent  ofllcial  figures  of  prodnction. 
The  imiwrts  of  these  articles  in  1928  amounted  to  only  .5265,990— 
a  negligible  amount  in  comparison  with  domestic  prcxltiction — 
and  yet  the  rate  has  gone  up  on  these  articles  from  60  per  cent 
in  the  act  of  1922  to  75  per  cent  In  the  Senate  bill. 

Why  should  the  duty  on  breech-loading  small  arms  have  gone 
up  from  55.40  per  cent  In  the  act  of  1922  to  63.88  per  cent  in 
the  Senate  bill,  when  imports  in  1928  were  only  $470,212.  as 
against  a  total  domestic  production  of  shotguns  and  rifles  In 
1927  of  $12,550,000?  Our  exports  exceeded  our  imi>orts  In  1928; 
exiK)rts  of  rifles  and  shotguns,  which  go  principally  to  Canada, 
Australia,  and  Latin  America,  were  Talue<l  at  $1,072,154,  or  more 
than  twice  as  great  as  our  imports  of  such  articles, 

.4mong  the  farm(»rs'  principal  diversions  are  hunting  and  fi.sh- 
Ing,  and  it  is  hard  to  sec  why  the  tariff  rates  should  be  In- 
crea.sed  on  rifles  and  shotguns  when  we  exi)ort  twice  as  many  as 
we  import.  Moreover,  fishhooks  and  fishing  tackle  are  subjected 
to  a  duty  of  4')  per  cent  ad  valorem  under  tlie  act  of  1922,  and 
the  rate  nanains  tlie  same  in  the  Senate  bill. 

Why  should  there  be  a  duty  of  20  per  cent  on  cross-cut  saws, 
mill  saws,  and  so  forth  (pjir.  340).  when,  as  the  Tariff  Informa- 
tion Summary  of  the  Tariff  Commission  says: 

Tho  aaw  Industry  has  been  developed  to  a  hlgber  atate  of  perfection 
In  the  rmted  State*  than  In  any  other  country  largely  becau8<>  of  the 
p-eat  domestic  market  based  on  the  American  lumber  induitry.  The 
excellence  of  th<'  Amerlc.in  «iw  U  jtenerally  recognixod  in  foreign  coun- 
trlea.  and  the  market  for  It  la  world-wide.  The  domeatlc  production  of 
MWfl  wan  valued  at  $22,627,900  in  1»27,  and  exports  were  valued  at 
|2.10S5.i>8f».  while  Imports  were  valued  at  less  than  $100,000. 

The  rate  on  linen  handkerchiefs  (par.  1016)  goes  up  from 
an  equivalent  rate  of  44.15  per  cent  in  the  act  of  1922  to  61,$9 
per  cent  In  the  Senate  Mil. 


The  rate  on  lace  and  embroidered  articles  (par.  1529)  goes 
up  from  81.49  per  cent  in  the  act  of  1922  to  89.18  per  cent  in  the 
Senate  bill. 

The  rate  on  wool  wearing  apiwrel  (par.  1115)  goes  up  from" 
66.40  per  cent  in  the  act  of  1922  to  70.13  per  cent  in  the  Senate 
bill. 

One  of  the  commodities  In  paragraph  1115.  wtx>l  wearing  ap- 
parel, is  the  wool  felt  hat  for  women,  which  has  Ikhmi  so 
popular  in  recent  years.  The  rate  on  such  hats  In  1928  was 
56.33  per  cent,  and  a  very  substantial  incre.i8e  has  been  granted. 
the  exact  amount  of  which  can  not  be  a.>;certalned  l>eoause  of 
the  different  brackets  In  the  {mragraph.  but  the  net  result  prob- 
ably will  be  to  substantially  increase  the  price  of  women's  hats. 

Leather  gloves  have  beeu  amply  protected  for  many  years, 
and  yet  the  rate  on  such  glovers  (i>ar.  1532)  has  lK>en  raised 
from  $4  per  dozen  pairs  not  over  12  inches  in  length,  on  women's 
and  children's  gloves,  the  kind  princli«dly  importetl.  to  $5  .'lO 
per  dozen  pairs  not  over  12  Inches  in  length.  The  average  rate 
collected  on  such  gloves  in  recent  years  has  been  about  50  per 
<^nt.  The  effect  of  this  change  in  the  .siK>ciflc  duty  will  prob- 
ably be  to  raise  the  duty  to  the  vicinity  of  Q(i%  per  cent  on 
such  prixlucts. 

The  duty  on  brushes  having  pyroxylin  handles  gt>es  up  from 
60  per  cent  in  the  act  of  1922  to  120  per  ct^nt  in  the  Striate  bill 
(par.  1506),  while  the  duty  on  dolls  cH)mposed  of  pyroxylin  (par. 
1513)  goes  up  from  (50  per  cent  to  70  |ier  cent. 

The  duty  on  mechanical  pencils  (par.  1551)  gi>es  up  from 
32.62  per  cent  In  the  act  of  1922  to  47.(52  per  cent  in  the  Senate 
bill. 

The  duty  on  pipes  and  smokers'  articles  (par.  1552)  gt.es  up 
from  59.92  per  cent  in  tlie  act  of  1922  ,to  71.40  i)er  cent  ii.  tho 
Senate  bill. 

The  blU  also  increases  rates  on  many  manufactured  articles. 
as  well  as  agricultural  products,  even  though  imports  are 
negligible. 

In  this  connection  I  would  call  attentlcm  to  the  Increases  on 
cornstarch,  gla.ss  tableware,  monumental  granite,  iron  In  pigs, 
maple  sirup,  inlaid  linoleum,  brooms,  linseed  oil.  bricks,  mirrors, 
plj-wood,  factory  butter,  oranges,  cottonseed,  timothy  seed, 
canned  peas,  cottim  towels,  shoes. 

These  are  merely  illustrations  of  the  principle  which  runs 
through  the  bill. 

RATCS    ON     MANY    ASTICLES     INCRKASED.     CVXN     THOCGH     tUFOSTS     AXB 

MHiLIGIBLD 

Conutarch — Paraffraph  85 

The  duty  on  cornstarch  has  been  raised  from  1  cent  per  pound 

in  the  act  of  1922  to  IVa  cents  per  pound  in  the  Senate  bill, 

although  Imports  in  1927  were  only  7  tons,  valued  at  $747.  as 

against    a    domestic    production    of    5(M5.0S3    tons,    valued    at 

$32,316,879.     Imports  are  therefore  practically  eero.  and  It  is 

not  understandable  why  there  should  be  any  increase  in  the 

duty. 

Gloat  tableware — Paraffraph  tlS 

The  duty  on  glass  tableware,  an  article  of  common  u.so.  has 
been  Increased  from  55  per  cent  in. the  act  of  1922  to  00  per  cent 
in  the  Senate  bill,  although  imp<jrts  were  only  approximatriy 
$1,000,000  in  1027  as  agaiii.st  a  domestic  production  of  approxi- 
mately $11.(KX),0<X).  Imports  were  therefore  about  8  per  cent 
of  the  domesric  consumption. 

Monumental  granite — Paragraph  «4 

The  rate  has  l)een  increased  on  mouumental  granite,  unmanu- 
factured, from  15  cents  per  cubic  foot  in  the  act  of  1922  to  25 
cents  per  cubic  f«>ot  In  the  Senate  bill,  although  the  imports 
were  valued  at  only  $213,387  in  1927  as  against  a  domestic  pro- 
duction of  $7,654,932.  The  value  of  imiwrta  was.  therefore, 
only  2.71  per  cent  of  the  value  of  domestic  consumption. 

The  rate  on  manufactured  granite  has  be«Mi  Increased  from 
50  per  cent  in  the  act  of  1922  to  60  per  cent  In  the  Stnate  hill, 
although  imports  In  1927  were  valued  at  only  $313,787,  as 
against  a  domestic  production  of  $48,462,006,  The  value  of 
Imports  were,  therefore,  only  sixty-four  one-huiidredths  of  1  i>et 
cent  of  domestic  consumption. 

Iron  in  pigs — Paragraph  301 

The  duty  on  Iron  in  pigs — "  pig  Iron  " — has  been  Increased 
from  75  cents  per  ton  in  the  act  of  1922  to  $1.50  i>er  ton  In  the 
Senate  bill,  although  imports  In  1927  were  only  132,5(J8  tons,  as 
against  a  domestic  production  of  8,977.889  tons.  Imp^jrts  were, 
therefore,  only  1.46  per  cent  of  domestic  production. 
Maple  airup — Paragraph  iOS 

The  duty  on  maple  sirup  lias  been  Increased  from  4  cents 
per  pound  in  tlie  act  of  1922  to  6  cents  per  pound,  although  im- 
ports In  1927  were  only  15.919  gallons,  m  against  a  domestic 
prodnction  of  4,«572.(tOO  gallons.  The  lnip*)rts  were  <»nly  forty- 
three  one-hundredths  of  1  per  cent  of  the  domeuUc  consumption. 
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CONC4RE8STONAL  RECORD— SEX. VTE 


i^nlaiu  a  paragraph  defining  Uic  method  of  ascerlalnlng  the 
diflfcreuves  In  (ontll(iou.s  of  couipctitlon.  lie  may  us*  the  cost 
of  piodurtlon  ut  iK.ih  the  dome.stlc  and  Uie  Imported  article,  or 
the  pri<e  ai  wliUh  the  domestic  article  is  freely  offered  for  sale, 
or  the  price  or  value  .set  forth  in  the  invoice  of  the  imported 
article,  or  its  import  cost  as  defined  In  the  act.  Al.>4o  any  nd- 
vantosc  giuntcd  in  a  foreign  country.  These  provisions  are  not 
< ojdalne.l  in  the  act  of  1922. 

The  Senaie  couuiiittce  bill  uImj  addtd  a  dcliuitlon  of  c-ost  of 
transportation.  T\n<  r.mils  this  cost  to  that  of  carrying  tho 
foreign  arli-  le  from  area-  of  substantial  production  iu  tho  prin- 
cipal comiK'tIng  tonutry  fo  the  principal  poll  of  importation  iu 
the  Uuitetl  Statc:s.  it  also  allows  in  the  <ase  of  the  donie.'stic 
article  the  cost  of  trai)si)ortIng  Ihe  article  from  Ihe  areas  of 
substantial  pro.lucli..n  that  can  be  n  asonaldy  cxpoctc*!  to  ship 
the  article  to  tho  piimipal  ix^rt  of  iniporintion  lnt<.  tho  T'nited 
Slates  of  like  or  similar  articles. 

This  provision  wonld  b''  suflicioni  sometiino>  to  nsull  in  a 
transfer  to  the  American  selling  prii-e.  For  example,  the  price 
of  the  foreign  artiolo,  meant  for  sale  In  Si.  Paul,  is  computed  to  be 
SIO!)  free  of  dnty  ut  New  York.  The  comiK'ling  nrtlrle— Ameri- 
cnn— is  valued  in  Si.  Paul,  the  princiiMil  market  in  the  Fnited 
States,  and  where  it  is  pnxluced.  at  $175.  The  duly  Is  50  per 
cent.     Tho  cost  of  tr.insportation  from  St.  Paul  to  Now  York 


Is 
1. 


$15. 


Knder  net  of  li>2J  Mud  lloiiK  bill: 
In»porteil  article,  flOO  Plus  *50  duty.  $loO. 
Ouinoslic  ai'ticle,  J^1T5. 

liicre-.itied  rate  uo(«deil. 
Imporli-d  article,  ♦KK)  plus  75  per  cent  duty.  $1T."». 
Domofltic  article  or  parity,  $17.'>. 
2.  I'nder  Kenalc  couiiuittee  bill : 

Imported  arlicle,  $10  >  piiw  $50  duty,  |l."iO. 
lX>m«»8lk'  artlclr.  $175  plus  ?15  transporJatlou.  $100. 

Iucrea^)«  qocmIcU. 
ImporttMl  aiticU'.  $100  pins  75  per  ccut  duty,  |1I5. 
Uoau-.siic  articlo,  $175  plus  $15  trausp«.rlHllou,  $15K». 
.\u)^ric-iiu  vuluntiou  nt'cd<!«l : 

Uouicstic  Hi-Udo,  $175  plus  $15  Uanspoxl.ition.  $100  (a). 
imported  article,  $100  phis  50  per  cent  ou  (a).  :*105. 
Duty  too  largo,  ueeU.-*  roducUou. 


Mr.  SHOOT.  Mr.  President.  rep«»a(eti  fl«ii>;iults  by  Dcmocrnts 
and  their  allies  upon  the  projKised  but  still  unperfectcil  Itepuh- 
llcaii  tariff  bill  have  a  familiar  sound,  i^'haugc  the  date  fi-om 
1929  to  1922  and  all  th«^so  attn<ks  harmonize  with  ftn-mcr  anti- 
protection  criticisms.  Files  of  the  metropolitan  t)ew>jpiipcrs 
from  June.  1921,  to  (X-tober,  1922,  teem  with  bitter  condcrann- 
tlons  and  iHro  pretlitiloiis  from  IKnoocratlc  letidcrs  and  other  . 
enemies  of  adequate  prnt'^ction. 

In  his  campaign  address  in  Boston,  October  15,  1028.  fandi- 
dato  Ho<Tvor  called  attentl-'u  to  these  criticisms  atid  predictions  i 
In  the  folinwiii.;:  language: 

I'be   K'^piiblioaii    I'artj    .-^tauttN    i<>r    piotociiou,    uud    on    Loaiiiij^    Uito 

power  iu   1922  it  eiia£t«>d  asHiii   a   proli^rtlve  tariff  to   iwriculiure  and 

indt.Mr.v.     Kvirv  arKiiuinii  utU'd  \>y  our  oppvn<-ntii  axxtUKt  the  iiun>flM«J 

dulitf   in    thv   Ki-puiflicaii    laiilT  art    liat.    !'(?» a    n-fute*!    l».\    .iiluil    txpi-- 

!   rieui-^-.      li  wii>  i-eiitoiitled  lliai  <>i'r  costs  of  pnKluciicu  would   iucn'.-iso. 

I  Their  propliety  was  wroim.   (*""  oui-  eoMts  hav«  dc<-reajM>d.     Xliej    ur>:i>d 

1   that    ihf  dinlosi  wlildi  Wi»  pr4»i>«>MHl  would   lucreaw   the  |»rlc«i  of  mauu- 

farluied  tftmd.s  ;  jet  i>rlcvi>  buvo  steadily  dccrviUK'U. 

It  was  urjpHi  thai,  by  rrsaoviuif  tli"  prwsnuro  of  comiKHUl«»n  of  for- 
el|n«  KoodM.  oar  iuduKiry  would  fall  in  vflicloncy.  Tlie  aiiMWor  to  that  Ik 
found  ill  our  vastly  In'n'a.Md  prtxluctiuu  per  man  In  every  '-ranob  of 
liidii.^try.  wliich.  iiid«*o«l.  is  ihi>  onvy  of  our  coinpotltors.  Tbfy  .ii«H<»rt«Ml 
tliat  tin-  i-nitt  Ino-nt  of  Ihe  tariff  would  rodutv  tli«»  volume  of  our  im- 
port-:. Y<f  durliiK  till"  lu.-^!  s^-vin  yt-arx  our  total  intporis,  particularly 
of  j:of>dK  which  wo  do  tiot  pro«liic««  ourwlvrs,  hnvr  gr^tly  lnrn'«so,|. 
TIk'v  predicted  that  witti  d<^ci«'nslng  Importu  It  wotiM  follow  tlinf  our 
s.ilfs  of  jto.Ml*  Hlu-ond  wonM  likr^i-lsc  docri'aac.  .^caln  tli>'v  wi-n-  wroii^. 
Our  rxports  hav^  Incn-nscMl  to  iiiippi»<T<l«'ntc«l  totals 

111  (net.  pvory  slngk  arjrum''nt  put  forth  liy  our  opponnits  ;uHln«<t 
us  nt  that  lltr.«>  lias  proved  to  l>o  fallJ^'-iiMis.  Tho  tariff  \vrltt<ii  liy  thr* 
RfTmWhaii  T'.'\rty  In  ^f>22  has  h^vn  nocoraimiilod  by  ororyflilntr  whwh 
our  niipoucDis  pri-dlHetl  that  tli"  tariff  would  pr^r*»tif.  It  hns  h<H'n 
.trcoTupauiod  hy  oniploymirit  niid  prosiMTity, 

l>e>ipite  efforts  of  the  DtMuocratic  eaiidldute  for  I'tvsiiUnt  in 
the  1J>28  campiiigu  to  C|Uiet  fears  of  business  iuieiesls  should 
the  Demttciatb-  Party  again  be  pl!ic«'d  In  power  and  In  eontrol 
of  the  Governuichl,  (he  leodeis  of  the  puHy  <»f  (beorisls,  in  and 
out  of  ('^ingress,  are  again  luridug  their  baiteries  and  iua«hiiio 
guns  u|>on  the  iH^^ixwiCHl  tariff  bill  long  liefore  lis  Ht-vcral  Mho<l- 
ules  and  provisions  must  U>  .subinlUotl  to  the  Senate,  then  lo  a 


per  ••♦»nt  are  consldt'ntl  a  menace  against  which  the  tariff  wall 
is  raised  from  27.68  per  cent  to  32.68  per  cent. 

Our  imports  of  men's  and  boys'  shoes  are  less  than  one-half 
of  1  per  cent,  but  the  new  bill  takes  these  shoes  from  the  free 
list  and  applies  a  duty  of  20  per  cent.  So  of  the  women's  and 
misses'  shoes,  taken  from  the  free  list  and  subjected  to  a  20  per 
cent  duty  because  of  an  import  of  sixty-seven  one-hundredths  of 
]  I»er  cent  of  our  national  consumption. 

I^t  an  ilhistration  or  two  be  given :  Last  year  Denmark  pur- 
chased from  us  giwds  to  the  amount  of  over  $47.0<X),00O.  Our 
iJanish  purcha.ses  amounted  to  about  W.000,000.  With  the  bal- 
ance of  trade  already  heavily  a^ain.st  the  Danes,  we  place  a 
practical  embargo  «»n  Danish  butter.  The  Danish  butter  we  ex- 
clude is.  by  a  commercial  irony,  largely  the  product  of  com, 
cottonseed  cake,  and  other  concentrates  purcha.se<l  from  us  by 
the  I>anes.  Naturally  the  Danes  are  turning  for  their  cattle 
feeds  to  German  and  Russian  barley. 

Germany  purchased  from  us  last  year  goods  to  the  yalne  of 
more  than  double  her  sales  to  the  United  States.  It  would  take 
a  long  list  to  recite  the  German  articles  on  which  we  have 
imposed  tariffs  that  are  well  nigh  prohibitive. 

Similarly,  we  sold  the  United  Kingdom  last  year  $847,277,000 
worth  of  goods  as  against  their  sales  to  us  of  $Ji4S,435,000.  In 
proportion  as  we  grow  stronger  and  more  powerful  we  watch 
with  a  more  jealous  eye  the  cotton,  linen,  woolen  textiles  which 
come  from  iJreat  ISritaIn  along  with  high-speed  tools  and  certain 
specialties. 

Our  imports  of  Bermuda  celery  are  only  three  one-hundredtha 
of  1  per  cent  of  our  home  production.  Another  set  of  thinkers 
are  demanding  a  higher  duty  on  eggs  In  the  shelL  Under  the 
existing  duty — 8  cents  a  dozen — we  are  importing  one  foreign 
egg  to  about  7.505  domestic  eggs  that  we  use.  This  single 
intrusive  egg  Is  hardly  up  to  par  as  fresh  eggs  go.  bt^ing  a 
plckle<l  duck  egg  from  China.  Will  tliia  Chinese  duck  egg 
break  the  American  egg  markett 

BIOBm    RATBS    ox    ArnCI.n    CSBD    »T    THS    MAgSES    THAN    09    ABTictsa 
rSKD  BT  PBISOIfS  Or  WBALTH 

There  are  numerous  Instancies  of  higher  rates  assessed  on 
articles  used  by  the  masses  than  on  articles  of  identical  use 
which  are  purchased  principally  by  persons  of  wealth  or  more 
than  average  means. 

Some  stxiking  illustration^:  of  this  are  found  In  the  woolen 
fecbedole.  The  rate  on  raw  wool  remains  at  31  cents  per  scoured 
pound,  as  it  it)  in  the  act  of  1922,  but  the  rates  on  wool  wa£te»— 


.=»  cenUs  per  pound I  44,033  j    $44.  023   $12,  496 

alued  at  more  thaa  SI  I  i 

per  pound ■  150,255       111.483     76.801 

A  alued  at  more  than  $1  j 

but    not    more    than  j  I 

$1.50  [>er  pound I  86. 135  j     103,073  i  61,917 

\  alued  at  more  than  $1.50  , 

per  pound '  64.650  i     152, 100     84.  761 


$0,346 
.742 

1.197 
2.353 


I 


8Z00 
6&89 

6a  07 
Si  73 


$a284 
.511 

.718 
L311 


The  same  principle  is  illustrated  by  the  rates  which  have  l)een 
iluposed  in  the  present  bill  on  oriental  rugs  and  carpets  (par. 
1116).  The  rate  on  such  rugs  and  carpets  in  the  act  of  1022 
V  as  55  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The  rate  in  the  Senate  bill  is  50 
c?nts  per  square  foot  but  not  less  than  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

I*et»ple  of  average  means  have  been  able  to  furnish  their 
hjoiues  with  oriental  rui?s  in  the  past  few  years  as  they  never 
have  been  able  to  do  before.  Turkish  rugs,  for  example,  have 
b?en  sold  at  retail  for  $125  for  9  by  12  foot  rugs.  This  has 
ontributed  to  the  tasteful  decoration  of  the  average  American 
tome,  and  a  duty  on  .such  rugs  will  be  a  matter  of  concern  to 
large  numbers  of  American  citizens.  The  duty  of  50  cents  per 
sjuare  foot  will  amount  to  $54  on  a  rug  of  the  size  mentloneil 
above,  and  will  probably  shut  out  importations  or  will  raise 
tie  price  to  a  ijoint  where  the  average  person  will  not  be  able 
t  >  afford  it.  This  has  been  done  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the 
t  omestic  production  of  wool  cari>ets  and  rugs  in  1927  was 
\ alued  at  approximately  $1()5,000,000.  while  the  importations 
cf  carpets  and  rugs  of  all  kinds,  including  b<ith  oriental  and 
nachlnemade,  were  valued  at  about  $20,(XX),000  or  not  over  12 
c  r  13  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production. 

rLKXlBLE  TARIFF  PBOViaiOMS 

Mr.  President,  the  act  of  1922.  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate 
(ommittee  bill,  all  delegate  to  the  President  the  power  to  In- 
vestigate the  effectivene.«»s  of  any  rate  of  duty.  If  he  determines 
(hat  tlie  statutory  rate  is  too  low  or  too  high  he  may  increa.se  or 
<  ecrease  such  rate  of  duty,  not  in  ext-ess  of  50  per  cent  of  such 
late.  He  may  also  change  the  classification  of  such  article.  If 
lie  finds  that  as  yet  the  domestic  atid  foreign  article  is  not  on  a 
•arity  he  may  transfer  the  ad  valorem  rate  of  duty  upon  the 
imported  article  to  the  American  selling  price.  In  .such  ca.se  he 
may  decrease  the  statutory  rate  of  duty  not  in  excess  of  50  per 
(ent.  but  he  can  not  increase  it. 

In  the  1922  act  such  investigation  is  based  upon  the  cost  of 
fro<]uction.  In  the  House  bill  and  in  the  Senate  committee  bill 
i :  is  based  upon  the  conditions  of  competition.    Both  these  bills 
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"  UMim>  CHANGES  " 

The  House  previously  rejected  the  McMaster  retjolution  call- 
ing for  wholesale  lowering  of  industrial  tariffs  alone.  The  Sen- 
ate refused  to  limit  revision  to  agriculture.  Thus,  both  House 
and  Senate  were  free  to  readjust  the  1922  tariff  whenever  and 
wherever  conditions  justified  changes,  either  in  farm  products  or 
'nianufuctured  goods.  The  po.sition  of  both  House  and  Senate 
hi  I  he  matter  of  tariff  readjustment  appears  to  harmonize  with  a 
fair  Interpretation  of  President  Hoi»ver's  .special  message. 

The  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  and  the  Committee  on 
Finance  labored  long  and  industriously  to  bring  about  the  de- 
siretl  result,  having  in  mind  a<lequate  protection  under  existing 
economic  conditions.  It  seems  to  me  the  Republican  members 
of  the  two  tariff-making  committees  deserve  praise,  not  reckless 
condemnation,  for  their  work,  reganlless  of  differences  of  opin- 
ion. Judging  fWHn  the  acid  comments  of  .some  of  the  Demo- 
cratic leaders  and  their  allies,  the  Republican  members  de- 
liberate :y  sought  to  curry  favor  with  a  selected  few  to  rob  and 
betray  indiscriminately.  Patriotic  and  patient  efforts  to  ade- 
quatelv  protect  all  section.s  the  East  as  well  as  the  West  and  the 
South  as  well  as  the  North,  manufacturers  as  well  as  agricul- 
turalists, have  lieen  characterized  as  a  gross  betrayal  of  the 
lieople  and  a  wlckeil  bargain  with  sjieclal  privilege.  A  mon- 
strously fal.se  Indictment ! 

THTIXG    CONDITIONS 

The  tariff  battle  of  1922  was  fought  under  trying  conditions 
imme<liately  following  the  World  War  and  the  disturbance  of 
commerce,  trade,  and  rates  of  exchange.  Protection  won  in  the 
face  of  the  combined  opposition  of  imiwrters  and  internationalist 
and  free-trade  theorists.  This  year  these  powerful  forces  are 
augmented  by  enormous  private  American  financial  interests  in 
foreign  Industries,  willing,  apparently,  to  sacrifice  American 
welfare  and  American  protection  on  the  altar  of  international 
free  trade  founded  on  an  International  tariff  framed  at  Gent'va. 
Most  of  tlie  publicity  proclaimed  outcry  against  the  proposed 
tariff  has  been  fostered  and  promoted  by  foreign  Interests  and 
American  interests  with  a  foreign  background.  Certain  foreign 
protests  recently  paraded  by  the  Democrats  and  their  allies  were 
propaganda  from  un-American  and  international  sources  to 
break  down  protection  If  possible.  The  answer  is  that  the  tariff 
is  a  domestic  matter,  and  an  .\merican  tariff  must  be  framed 
and  put  Into  force  by  the  American  Congress  and  administration. 
No  foreign  country  has  a  right  to  interfere. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor i)ermit  an  interruption? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  W.\LSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  if 
he  was  not  .4triklngly  impres.setl  in  the  hearings  by  the  extent  to 
which  .\nierlcan  cajjtal  is  investing  money  in  industries  abroad? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have  in  my 
office  a  statement  showing  approximately  what  the  amount  of 
the  lnve.stment  abroad  is,  and  when  it  is  revealed  it  is  going  to 
sun»rise  the  American  jieople. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Does  not  the  Senator  think 
that  if  this  conHnnes  it  is  going  to  result  in  a  different  attitude 
toward  the  tariff  from  capitalistic  sources  in  America? 

Mr.  SMOOT  I  have  Just  said  so  in  the  statement  I  made, 
and  I  c*»uld  extend  my  remarks  along  that  line  in  i)erhaps  even 
more  i»o.«*itive  terms. 

Mr.  President,  the  United  States  does  not  presume  to  inter- 
fere with  the  tariff  policy  of  any  foreign  country.  Nearly  every 
country  in  Europe  is  emulating  the  United  States  in  developing 
s«'lf-sutliciency  under  a  program  of  protection  and  attaining 
domestic  prosperity.  To  surrender  our  national  prestige  and 
power  on  the  altar  of  Internationalism  and  international  tariff 
machinery  located  at  Geneva  would  be  a  colossal  blunder. 

KKCTIONAL  JtALOrST 

The  threatened  Jealou-sy  between  the  West  and  the  East  grow- 
ing out  of  the  tariff  is  nothing  new.  The  same  arguments  used 
now  by  the  leaders  in  the  agricultural  West  were  used  in  every 
tariff  battle  before  and  after  the  Civil  War.  In  the  last  two 
Congresses  bitter  speeches  against  the  East,  jtarticularly  New- 
England,  were  made  by  western  Members.    Et-onomlc  history 

^repeats   itself.    When   industry   migrated  to  the  Middle  West 

and  even  the  far  West,  the  jealousy  disappeared  and  the  benefits 
of  protection  were  acknowledge*!.  Tlie  fact  that  hundreds  of 
petitions  from  agricultural  interests  in  the  West  and  from  legis- 
latures of  Middle  West  States  urging  higher  tariff  duties  on 
agricultural  products  is  a  demou.stration  that  agriculture  admits 
th*!  benefits  of  national  protection.  The  readjusted  tariff  pro- 
posed, when  perfected,  will  be  a  response  to  agriculture  as  well 
as  to  industry  crippled  by  intense  and  unfair  foreign  competition. 


It  is  asserted  by  some  that  the  Increases  In  rates  on  agri- 
ciltural  products  are  more  than  offset  by  increa-ses  In  rates 
or  manufactured  goods.  This  statement  is  not  justified  by  the 
facts.  The  ad  valorem  increases  on  agricultural  commodities 
over  the  1922  tariff  far  outweigh  increases  on  manufactured 
ai tides  based  on  1928  imports.  In  fact,  many  of  the  increa.ses 
or  manufactured  goods  are  compensatory  because  of  increases 
01  what  might  be  called  raw  materials  allied  to  agriculture. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Missis-sippi? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  will  not  interrupt  the  Senator  from  Utah 
if  he  does  not  wish  me  to  do  so. 

Mr.  SMf>OT.  I  should  like  to  conclude  my  statement,  and 
then  I  shall  be  glad  t(»  answer  any  questions  the  Senator  desires 
to  propound. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Very  well. 

THK   TABIFF  AND   PBICCS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  it  is  claimed  that  all  these  in- 
cr^ses  in  tariff  rates  on  manufactured  goods  over  1922  add  to 
til  e  costs  of  the  farmer  to  the  extent  of  the  lncrea.se.  It  was  so 
st  ited  on  this  floor  to-day.  This  is  a  favorite  Democratic  theme 
ai  d  is  now  freely  used  by  their  allies  l)ent  upon  making  the 
tariff  doubly  unpopular  with  farmers.  The  claim  is  based  on 
tliD  as^sumption  that  the  price  level  of  commodities  i.s  increased 
tci  the  extent  of  the  increase<l  tariff  imposed,  thus  adding  to  the 
fjinner's  cost  of  living.  This  is  a  fallacy.  Between  1922  and 
1128  the  price  level  of  all  commodities  including  those  on  the 
f I  ee  list  and  on  the  protecteil  list  varied,  regardless  of  the  tariff. 
P  'ices  in  general  dropped  regardless  of  iiicrea.ses  in  tariff  rates. 
Tie  price  level  has  little  to  do  with  the  tariff.  The  tariff  sim- 
p  y  tends  to  re<luce  supply  in  tlie  domestic  market,  and  to  that 
e::tent  protects  the  domestic  producer  or  manufacturer  against 
u  ifair  foreign  competition.  The  tariff  acts  on  price  levels  only 
ir  directly.    Price  never  responds  directly  to  the  tariff. 

It  Is  inisleading  and,  I  might  add,  false  to  measure  either  tlie 
Im  nefit  or  injury  of  a  tariff  by  the  amount  of  the  tariff.  It  Is 
confusing  and  disturbing  to  tell  a  consumer  of  an  American- 
manufactured  artirle  that  a  tariff  of  50  p<*r  cent  on  the  foreign 
c< imr>etitive  manufactured  article  adds  rjO  per  cent  to  the  price 
o  a  similar  American  article.  The  tariff  undertakes  to  limit 
tlie  foreign  comi)etltion  in  the  American  market,  but  dt»es  not 
undertake  to  fix  the  price  of  the  domestic  comjietitive  article, 
stldom  is  the  domestic  price  raised  to  the  full  amount  of  the 
tariff  imposed  on  the  foreign  article.  The  price  of  the  domestic 
n  -tide  is  determined  wholly  by  domestic  ctmipetition  and  cost 

0  '  production.  I»eiuocrats  and  their  allies  tell  the  farmers  that 
a  tariff  on  manufacturetl  goods  is  a  "  tax  "  which  adds  to  the 
price  of  the  article  the  exact  amount  of  the  tariff.  Also,  they 
tell  the  farmers  that  a  tariff  on  agricultural  prwlucts  is  of  no 
bjnefit  to  them  l>e<-ause  it  does  not  raise  the  price  of  farm  prod- 
ucts.   Both  statements  can  not  be  true. 

THB    CASE  or    SUOAK 

Take  the  ca.se  of  stigar.  which  has  l»een  referred  to  here 
t  Hday.  The  people  of  the  United  States  consume  annually  ap- 
proximately about  6.000,000  tons  of  granulated  or  refined  sugar, 
/bout  one-half  comes  from  ('uba.  about  one-<iuarter  from  our 
i  isular  possessions  and  Hawaii,  and  about  one-quarter  is  pro- 
tliice<l  in  continental  Inited  States.    The  l>eel  and  cane  sugar 

1  ulustry  of  the  United  States  Is  very  imi>ortant  and  must  be 
Iirotected  a^<  far  as  possible.  When  the  tariff  on  sugar  was 
r  lised  in  1922  It  was  charged  by  the  I>emocrats  and  their  allies 
t  wt  the  increased  duties  would  cost  the  American  consumers 
(1  r  sugar  anywhere  from  $100,000,000  to  $,300.00<\000  every  year. 
I  housewives,  manufacturers  of  candy  and  other  articles  in 
V  hioh  .sugar  is  use<|  wen*  told  this  startling  tale.  As  a  matter 
(if  fact,  the  retail  price  of  sugar  decllneil  and  was  at  the  lowest 
I'vel  between  1JJ27  and  1928.  A  slight  Increase  in  the  tariff  on 
sugar,  as  propo.sed,  can  not  add  to  the  per  capita  cost  of  sugar 
i  1  the  United  States  more  than  a  few  c-ents  every  year.  If  any- 
t  ling.  The  price  of  sugar  is  likely  to  drop,  unless  the  world's 
I  roductiou  is  curtaile<l.  Unless  the  production  shall  Ih»  cur- 
tiiled.  I  say  now  that  the  price  <»f  sugar  will  drop  even  though 
i\  tariff  rate  of  5  cent.s  a  pound  were  lmposo<l.  However,  in  the 
iieantime  an  increa.sed  tariff  will  materially  aid  the  domestic 
manufacturers  of  .sugar,  will  aid  the  lOO.OOO  farmers  growing 
^ugar  beets,  and  will  employ  thousands  of  wage  earners.  Beet 
>ugar  must  be  lookeil  upon  as  an  agricultural  pro<luct.  for  its 
manufacture  depends  upon  the  growing  of  sugar  l>eets.  No 
s  cientific  or  i^'holastlc  formula  or  demonstration  by  rule  can 
( ismiss  from  the  minds  of  the  public  the  need  of  an  adequate 
protection  to  .\merican  l»eet  and  cane  sugar. 

•'  SCIKNTIFIC  FuKMrLAH  " 

Efforts  of  experts,  scientists,  and  self-constiiuteti  groups  of 
Economic  professoi-s  and  students  to  demonstrate  by  formula  or 
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Ii.M»ortca  articl.',  $10U  plus  47.37  IKT  ccut  oa   <a)   wr  pjirUi",  |1!»0. 

l-OST  IX    BT.    PAITl. 

S<«n!iin  roinmltteo  bill: 

luipwitftl  ariult;  $UK>  plus  |15  lrHUH>oitailoii UO* 

J  ►omestic  article ^'^ 

nilfci(«nP<»  In  favor  of  doiupatio 20 

IIouN<>  I>U1 :                                                                   ,  ^,^- 

Imporfed  artlcK  ?175  plus  ?15  transportation »iPO 

n.iiiio.stio  rirtifli' *'•* 

Difforpiicp  in  favor  of  dnnieslic 15 

The  SfnfttP  coniinittco  hill  (loubllnp  tliis  iliffererne. 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion.  I  have  but  one  oli.<<rvatioa 
which  I  wish  to  make  with  reference  to  the  pending  bill,  that 
it  is  a  bill  which,  taken  as  a  whole,  has  less  to  commend  it  to 
the  fav.irable  consideration  of  the  American  people  than  any 
tnrifl'  In'll  which  has  ever  heretofore  pa.ssed  the  threshold  of  the 
Sonate. 

Mr.  SM<.">OT  obtainoil  the  floor. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Secretary  wlU  call  the  roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

aii-swered  lo  their  names: 

Allen  iJeorjsi-  Kiiie  Sbeppard 

Auhur.st  iSUIctt  Ln  Folktte  shortrlilitf 

Barklpv  fflai*ii  M.Kell.ir  Simmons 

Hlnghiiin  <5lcnn  MeMaslcr  Siiioot 

HUi'k  ttoff  McXary  SK'ck 

nialne  (Joldnlioroiish  Metcnli  Stelwcr 

Korali  OonM  Mows  Hwanson 

(Srock  (ireone  NottIb  Thonias,  IcUlio 

BnJokhari  Hale  Nye  Tbomnj«.  OWIa. 

Wrous.sar.l  Harris  Ovcnutiii  'rownsrnd 

i^'anij.'r  riarrl-oti  Patterson  rrainiB«!lI 

CJonnaUv  HasHnps  rhlppn  Tydlags 

roa/.oti*  HaOiel.l  iliio  Vandenbrr? 

Dale  Onwes  I'lttmnn  Wagner 

n«Kvn  llay«1«ii  UanRdeU  55"/'!*^**;. 

Dljl  HrtJi,,  Keed  ,  JJa  eh,  .Mm->. 

j.*,l»P  llowell  UoWni^tii.  AiW.        Walab,  Moiil. 

r,.^^  .TonoB  Koblnsoii.  Ii.l.         Warr^-ii 

ni-tHHM-  Kpflii  Sack*'tr  Watemiau 

I  razli'r  Key.»  HchaJl  Watson 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty  Seiuilors  have  answered  to 
their  names.  A  quornni  is  inescnt  The  senior  Senator  from 
I'tah  is  cntitletl  to  the  floor. 


conference  commitlee.  and  hnally  to  ootn  iiou.ses  oi  i  ongrps«  dh 
the  question  of  ngrocing  to  the  conference  reix'rt. 

.\TT.VCK8    L08IXO    FOKCB 

TUcM**  !t»i»ea(e«l  uCtack:^  obvloiisl.v  are  losing  much  oi  their 
force  lHHaus<'  ill  tiine«l  and  premature  and  s«*rve  only  to  ^ti^ 
up  the  country  unmHcssarily  and  amuse  antagoiUfiin  fals^^y.  If 
there  is  any  "tariff  mess"  ou  the  eve  of  d«4)ate  in  ilip  Semite, 
it  is  of  Democratic  and  antIpn»tectlon  origin.  Th«'  siixuulon 
has  markiHl  resomblamv  to  that  of  livil  22.  Prosj-erlty  will 
inevitably  follow  the  i-e«djusted  tariff  «»f  liKJO  as  was  the  t-nm 
following  the  1U22  tariff. 

The  extra  session  of  (^^>ngress  was  called  by  l*ivHi<lont  H<M»ver 
to  ai-<-oinplish  as  much  farm  relief  as  is  possiMe  by  meaii>-  of 
l(>gislation:  (ir.sl  ibnnigh  the  cn'utioii  of  a  Fetleral  Farni  Biwrd: 
second,  by  n-adjusting  tlie  tariff  wherever  ne<'ded.  Preshlent 
Hoover  expresst-d  the  purp«»se«  of  this  session  in  tlie  lolhwing 
iaiMruag«.\  emlMxUed  in  Ids  nieswjge  to  Congress: 

I  liare  rallied  tlHH  fjpfH.iI  »m«»«1oi)  of  roBKreHs  in  i«Nl»rin  (w.>  pl.^t^.-H 
j^lvfn  in  fbp  last  rl»^ctlon  f.irm  r<'ll«f  flii<l  llmltril  chanKira  in  tb« 
tariff     •     •     *. 

In  c<inHdoring  1hi>  li'rllf  for  ot1»<Mr  Imlimtrlos  tijan  afiiriiltur«».  w#»  find 
that  th«»r««  bnvp  trf>«»ii  economic  shifts  iiec«»«»ltntlng  n  niuljiwitnieut  '^f 
tiotae.  at  ibe  tariff  f;ch«>dul<H».  I^^-tpo  yj'arw  of  <»x|>eri*ii«*  iidiWt  ibe  tariff 
1411  enacted  in  lft22  linvo  d'-monRtratinl  tbe  wl»*loin  of  <'oiipT«»w  In  the 
enactment  of  itial  naoaCTir".  On  thr  whole.  Il  hnn  wurkHl  »•  11  •  •  *. 
N>vprthel»!««,  r»«)iioBilc  «hanKes  have  taken  plai;e  rturing  tliot  tlw 
which  hfivo  placi^d  cf'rtiiJn  douK-stlc  productfi  at  a  dlxadvaiitai?)"  ,siid 
new  IndUKtrles  bav*-  come  Into  l>eluK,  all  of  which  a<>at««  the  neo-w-lty 
for  Bome  l!mhcd  changti*  In  the  (4'^ht>dul«>«  and  In  the  adnilul«tra<lre 
clauwa  of  the  lawn  a«  wrlttm  in  1922. 

It  would  scorn  to  me.  that  th«?  tottt  of  mxjetJsliy  for  revision  la  In  tin* 
main  wlirth<'r  there  has  been  a  siilislantlal  slackt-uiuK  «f  ncdvlty  In  aii 
Industry  during  tb«<  past  few  years,  and  a  eon«»'qu''nt  decreaw  of  «;m- 
ployment  due  to  InsurmoimtaWe  oompctltlon  In  the  pro«hi«-ts  of  fbat 
Industry  •  •  •.  ^Tiat  w<;  need  to  remedy  now  U  whatev<r  mib- 
ctontlal  l.»B«  of  emijlorm«»nt  may  twvo  repulte*!  from  «hlfl«  finer  that" 
time. 

♦•Limited  changes"  in  Pret^ident  Hoover's  mind  doublUs* 
meant  revision  In  agricultural  and  ludiDitrial  schaluics  of  lJti2 
law  wherever  Investigation  revealed  a  necpii«ity  doe  to  uofnir 
foreign  competition,  resulting  in  hss  domestic  activity  and  !«♦■« 
employment. 
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by  de<'ln»als  just  how  much  one  group  of  citizens  Is  "  taxed  "  or 
benefited  by  a  tariff  are  not  only  mis  eading  and  deceptive  but 
practically  useless.  To  divide  the  citizens  of  the  United  States 
into  t\^'o  classes — jH-oducers  and  consumers — crediting  the  bene- 
fits of  the  tariff  to  producei-s  and  imiwsing  all  the  btirdens  on 
consumers.  Is  utterly  futile,  because  no  such  separation  of  our 
citizens  Ls  possible.  AU  of  those  outside  of  jails  and  asylums 
and  .similar  In.-jtitutions  are  both  pnxlucers  and  consumers. 

To  undertake  to  measure  the  benefits  of  protection  to  agri- 
culture by  multiplying  the  products  of  the  farm  by  the  tariff 
imposed;  and  to  measure  the  burdens  upon  the  farmers  by 
multiplying  the  articles  consume<l  by  farmers,  by  the  tariff 
iHaced  on  the  manufacture<l  goods  the  farmei-s  consume,  and 
strike  the  difference  between  those  two  results  is  not  only  un- 
scientific but  a  dellance  of  all  agricultural  ciperleuce.  Yet  this 
is  the  method  employed  by  some  groups  of  scientists  to  demon- 
strate that  the  tariff  injures  the  farmers  more  than  it  benefits 
them. 

The  benefits  and  burdens  of  a  tariff  can  not  be  measured  sclen- 
titically,  for  the  tariff  is  not  a  scientific  but  a  business  question, 
involving  labor  and  wages,  c<mipetitit>n,  and  rea.sonable  profit  to 
capital  invested.  Manufacturers  and  pr<Hlucer8  know  more 
alKtut  it  than  theorists.  An  ounce  of  experience  is  worth  more 
than  a  pound  of  theory.  Ridicule  and  ahu.se  is  futile  in  the  face 
of  exiierience  and  facts. 

INCo.VSlSTE^fCi 

It  is  rather  inconsistent  for  critics  of  the  proiK)sed  tariff  to 
chai-ge  that  It  does  not  carry  out  the  pledges  of  the  Republican 
Party  to  protect  agriculture  to  the  same  degree  that  industry 
is  protected,  and  at  the  same  time  charge  that  a  tariff  does  not 
anil  can  not  protect  agriculture  because,  forsooth,  the  farmer 
has  a  .surplus.  It  must  not  be  overlooked  that  the  American 
farmers  sell  from  85  to  95  i^er  cent  of  their  produ<ns,  with  the 
ex«-eption  of  wheat  and  cotton,  to  American  consumers  in  the 
American  markets. 

In  a  campaign  speei'h  Candidate  Hoover  declared  that  ap- 
proximately $iK)0,000,000  worth  of  foreign  fann  products  were 
importeil  annually  which  American  farmers  might  produce.  In 
his  message  to  the  siiecial  session  President  Hoover  said: 

.\ii  elTectlve  tariff  upon  agrlcwlturnl  products  that  will  compennate 
the  farmer's  higher  costs  and  higher  standards  of  llvln?  has  a  dual 
purpose.  Such  a  tariff  uot  only  protects  the  farmer  In  our  domestic 
market  but  it  also  stimulates  him  to  diTersify  his  crops  and  to  grow 
products  that  he  could  not  otherwise  produce,  and  thus  lessons  his 
dependence  upon  piports  to  foreign  niarkfts.  •  •  •  It  seems  but 
natural,  therefore,  that  tb«  American  farmer  should  ask  that  foreign 
ar»x'«s  to  our  domestic  market  should  be  regulatwl  by  taklntc  Into 
account  the  differences  in  our  costs  of  production. 

The  proposcHi  tariff,  so  bitterly  assailed  by  the  Democrats  and 
their  allies,  raises  tariff  rates  ou  many  foreign  farm  and  kindred 
pnxlucts  in  response  to  the  appeals  of  farmer  organizations, 
legislatures,  and  President  Hoover.  These  farm  organizations, 
legislatures,  and  the  President  thus  admit  the  benefits  of  the 
tariff  to  the  farmers.  Furthermore,  many  of  these  appeals  came 
from  the  States  of  the  Northwest — Minnesota,  Wlsconfdn,  the 
Dakota s,  Nebraskit,  Montana,  and  Wyoming— the  center  of  the 
sources  of  criticism. 

TUE    FABUBU'.S    UAKKETS 

Since  the  farmer's  markets  are  in  the  smaller  cities  and  indus- 
trial wmmuHities  scattere<l  all  over  the  country,  it  would  seem 
the  i»art  of  wh-dom  to  keep  these  thousandij  of  smaller  industries 
on  the  road  to  prosj>erity  rather  than  submit  tliem  to  unfair 
foreign  competition  and  perhaps  ultimate  ruin.  Protection  is 
nut  so  much  for  the  big  institutions  us  for  the  thousands  of 
smaller  imes  making  hundreds  and  thousands  of  different  kinds 
of  commodities  and  employing  wage  earners  consuming  agricul- 
tural products.  These  insUtutlous  are  essential  to  the  economic 
and  iudu.strial  welfare  of  the  whole  United  States.  To  condemn 
protection  because  a  few  gigantic  concerns  are  the  beneficiaries 
is  a  narrow  view  of  protection.  As  a  rule,  these  few  gigantic 
concerns  are  indifferent  about  protection,  since  they  can  com- 
pete with  the  world.  But  how  about  the  thousands  that  have  no 
foreign  markets  and  do  not  seek  foreign  market.s,  depending 
wholly  on  a  domestic  market  of  high  purcliasing  power  main- 
tained by  high  wages  and  high  living  conditions  under  the  shdter 
of  a  protective  tariff? 

.VD    VALORKM    SATES 

-Approximately  20  or  25  i:>er  cent  of  the  tariff  rates  are  ad 
valorem  or  mixed— that  i.**?  a  combination  of  8i>eciflc  and  ad 
valorem.  As.sessment  of  ad  valorem  rates  on  foreign  or  invoice 
valuation  is  admittedly  unf=atisfoctory.  It  Is  unjust  to  the  do- 
mestic manufacturer,  invites  undervaluations,  and  causes  lorn,  of 
revenue  to  the  Treasury.  President  H«>over  touche<l  on  this 
point  in  his  special  messjtge  when  he  said: 


Purtbcrmore,  considerable  weaknesses  oti  the  adniiuUtratlTe  Bldi>  of 
tbe  tariff  have  developed,  especially  in  the  valuations  fur  aastttamenta  of 
doty.  There  are  cases  of  undorvahiatlons  that  are  difficult  to  dlacovor. 
•  •  •  I  believe  It  is  desirable  to  furnish  to  tbe  Treasury  a  Koundt-r 
baida  for  valuation  in  these  and  other  cases. 

In  his  annual  reijort  of  1928,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
calls  specific  attention  to  many  glaring  cases  of  detected  under- 
valuations. The  proposetl  tariff  suggests  that  the  domestic  sales 
price  of  the  imi)orted  commtHlity  be  the  ba.sis  of  assessment  <»f 
ad  valorem  duties  instead  of  foreign  or  invoice  value,  the  de- 
tailed changes  in  ad  valorem  rates  being  required  to  be  worked 
out  by  the  Tariff  Commission  and  reiKjrteil  to  Congress  Ixfore 
January  1,  1»32. 

The  theory  that  tariff  rate  should  be  determined  by  the  dif- 
ference in  domestic  and  foreign  ct>st  of  production  has  proved 
well  night  liupracti<'al,  .since  it  is  diflScult  in  many  instances  to 
ascertain  foreign  cost  of  production.  Practically  the  only  thing 
an  American  manufacturer  is  interested  in  is  the  actual  c<»niiH*- 
tition  he  is  compelled  to  meet  in  the  American  markets.  It  is 
suggested  that  this,  or  comi»etitive  conditions  in  the  Aiuerlcau 
markets,  be  the  es.sential  factor  in  determining  the  im.per  rate 
of  duty.  Such  a  plan,  it  is  believed,  will  afford  the  American 
manufacturer  and  producer  full  protection  without  the  u.se  of 
foreign  c<»st  of  production.  Such  a  plan,  it  Is  believed,  will  sup- 
plement the  plan  of  assessing  ad  valorem  duties  on  the  domestic 
sales  price  of  the  imported  article. 

Obviously,  neither  the  House  nor  Senate  bill  Is  |)erfe<t.  No 
tariff  bill  Is.  However,  both  bills  emlMxly  the  bn»ad  principles 
of  adequate  protection.  When  p<'rfe<.-te<l  by  the  friends  of  pr«v 
tectlon,  the  bill  will  fulfill  the  pledge  of  tlie  Republican  party, 
the  promise  of  President  Hoover  and  the  Republican  admin- 
istration. 

The  Republican  I'urty  during  the  campaign,  and  the  adnrln- 
istration  after  inauguration,  prouiisetl  the  people  si  readjusted 
tariff  to  meet  new  economic  conditions  since  1922.  The  pro- 
posed tariff,  when  perfe<ted  by  its  friends,  will  fulfill  the  party's 
promise.  Despite  all  criticisms  to  the  contrary,  the  propositi 
tariff,  in  the  main,  meets  the  requirements  of  President  Hoover 
both  in  regard  to  agriculttu-e  and  industry.  It  gives  to  the 
American  farmers  a  larger  proportion  of  the  American  nmrket.s, 
and  aids  industry  only  "where  there  has  b«Hn  a  slackening  of 
activity  •  *  *  and  a  conse«|ueut  decrease  of  employmeut 
due  to  insurmountable  competition."  These  are  the  words  of 
President  Hoover  in  his  message  to  Congress. 

The  1922  pnitective  tariff  brought  prosperity,  increased  b<»tli 
exiKirts  and  imports,  caused  a  steady  increase  of  the  wagi'  level, 
and  at  the  same  time  iH-oduceil  a  steady  deiline  in  the  price 
level.  The  proposed  bill  simply  repairs  the  slowed-down  Ameri- 
can industrial  acti\ity  and  impaired  American  emplo.vi»ient.    ^ 

PL.\CINO    THE    Br.-\ME 

If  the  confusion  and  suspicion  aroused  by  the  Democratic 
leaders  and  their  allies  in  and  out  of  Congress  result  in  altera- 
tions on  free-trade  or  low-tariff  Hue.s.  such  as  the  T'nderwo<Ml 
tariff  of  1913;  if  the  bill  fails  of  passage  l>ecause  the  Deiuo- 
crats  and  their  allies  are  determined  to  rule  or  ruin,  the  respon- 
sibility will  be  placed  where  it  belougs.  Tlie  people  electi»d  a 
Republican  President  and  Congress  in  order  that  a  reailjost- 
ment  of  the  tariff  might  be  In  the  hands  of  the  frien<ls  of  pro- 
te<.'tion.  If  that  mandate  is  rejected  and  defeat»'d  by  a  group 
or  a  section  of  the  comitry,  tlie  people  will  know  where  to  place 
the  blame. 

In  his  Boston  campaign  speech  of  Octoljer  15.  Mr.  Hoover,  the 
lUpublican  candidate  for  President,  said : 

Those  who  believe  In  the  pwtJH'tlve  tariff  will.  1  nm  sure,  wish  to 
leave  its  revision  at  the  hands  of  that  party  which  has  »>epfi  devott-d 
to  the  ostablisbment  and  maintenance  of  that  principle  for  70  years. 

The  American  people  who  resixmded  to  that  api>eal  will  rej*eut 
an  attempt  by  the  Democrats  and  their  allit's  to  take  from  the 
Republican  Party  the  trust  they,  the  people,  imposeil  In  Con- 
gress and  the  President.  The  Democratic  Party,  judged  by  its 
vocal  spokesman,  la  attempting  to  foist  another  1913  '  comi)etI- 
tlve  tariff"  on  the  country.  The  Democratic  Party  is  still  a 
low  or  competitive-tariff. party.  It  oin  not  escaiH?  frt»m  its  his- 
toric past,  written  all  over  the  iwges  of  tariff  history  for  more 
than  half  a  century.  It  is  aide«l  by  sectional  forces  boding  no 
good  to  the  country.  It  Is  abetted  by  groui>s  of  iutematlonalistf. 
who  art  willing  to  betray  American  interests  and  surrender  the 
spirit  of  nationalism.  The  Rt^publicau  Party  is  the  only  party 
that  has  ever  given  tlie  American  farmers  any  degree  of  pro- 
tection. It  wonld  seem  strange  for  the  agricuiniral  groups  to 
seek  relief  by  allving  themselves  with  the  party  tiiat  placed 
almost  evcr>'  farm  product  on  the  free  llsr,  or  gave  farmers  lu- 
adequate  protect iou  io  1913. 
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Protection  is  as  w^oessary  to  the  United  States  as  it  ever 
wa^.  It  persists  regardless  of  what  some  call  international 
etiwoiiiic  ebangeH  amd  iuternational  financial  obligations  and 
exigtHiciesi.  Powerful  forces  are  at  work  to  break  down  Ameri- 
can protection.  Tliey  lurk  in  the  international  econoniic  confer- 
ences held  in  Europe,  in  Ameriian  schools  of  economics,  and  in 
tlu'  cloistered  halls  of  theoretical  universities.  No  gresiter  calam- 
ity could  come  to  the  I'nitetl  States  and  our  people  than  blind 
olHHlience  to  these  forces. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 

question?  ,       ,        u   •   \ 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER   (Mr.  Patterson  in  the  chair). 
Docs  the  Senator  from  I'tah  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland .' 
Mr.  SMO(»T.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  have  li.stenetl  with  great  interest  to  the 
Senator's  reiital  of  where  the  President  .-^tood  last  fall.  Can 
the  Senator  sav  now  whether  or  not  the  President  of  the  United 
States  is  in  favor  of  the  tariff  bill  as  it  comes  to  the  Senate? 

Mr.  SMO()T.  I  have  never  asked  the  President.  I  know, 
however,  that  the  President  Is  in  favor  of  protection. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  But  the  Senator  says  that  the  kind  of  pro- 
tection he  has  given  is  the  kind  of  protection  the  President  ad- 
vocates.   Therefore  he  should  be  able  to  answer  n-y  question. 

Mr  SMOOT.  That  is  my  opinion  and  1  express  it  now.  I 
have  not  any  doubt  but  that  the  President  would  sign  the  bill ; 
»»ur  I  have  never  asked  him.  nor  has  he  ever  told  me.  and  I  am 
not  going  to  say  what  the  President  will  do  unless  I  know. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  But  the  Senator  says  he  has  done  what  the 
I'resident  says  he  stands  for. 

Mr.  S>I(X>T.  If  I  have  not.  then  I  have  made  a  mistake. 
My  opinion  is  that  I  have  done  what  he  stands  for,  however, 
or  that  the  committee  has. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     May  I  ask  the  Senator  another  question- 
just  a  short  question? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    The  Senator  says  his  party  was  given  con- 
trol of  the  Government  with  a  mandate  from  the  people   to 
enact  a  tariff  along  the  lines  he  has  indicated.     Inasmuch  as 
-hl.s  partv  has  that  mandate,  according  to  his  statement,  aiid  in- 
asmn<li  as  it  lias  a  I'resident  in  the  White  House,  a  majority  in 
the  Senate,  and  a  majority  In  the  Hou.se.  how  in  the  world  can 
the  Senator  blame  It  upon  the  Democrats,  who  he  says  are  (Ut 
of  tune  with  this  policy.  If  the  bill  Is  not  enacted  into  law? 
Mr.  SM<X)T.    I  think  the  bill  Is  going  to  be  enacted  into  law. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     But  the  Senator  said  that  if  the  bill  fails 
the  blame  will  be  placed  upon  this  side  of  the  aisle.    How  cun 
he  charge  us  with  failure  when  his  party  is  in  power  in  all 
branches  of  the  Government? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Perhaps  I  ought  to  modify  my  statement  l»y 
saying  that  three-quarters  of  the  blame  will  be  on  the  other  ."ide 
of  the  aisle. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  What  does  the  Senator  mean  by  "  the  Demo- 
crats and  their  allies"? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Those  who  will  vote  with  them  on  this  bill. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     Ah!     Then  the  Senator  means  Republican 
Senators  who  are  out  of  accord  with  the  Senator's  position? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Who  are  not  in  favor  of  the  bill :  and  I  am 
talking  now  on  the  tariff  question. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  So  the  Senator's  theory  is  that  if  a  party 
is  intrusted  with  iwwer  and  given  a  majority  in  botli  branches 
of  t!ie  Govermuent,  if  a  portion  of  the  party  in  power  do  not 
care  to  accept  the  policy  outlined  by  the  Senator,  the  fault  is 
not  in  the  lack  of  tuiity  lu  his  party  but  rather  In  the  unity  of 
the  Democratic  Party? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  I  did  not  go  that  far.  I  think  there  is  a 
lack  ( f  unity  on  both  sides  of  the  Chamber.  Tliat  Is  what  I 
think. 

Now.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  BR(K>KHART.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  I«wa? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Just  a  moment.  At  the  close  of  the  speech 
delivered  by  the  senior  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Simmons],  the  Senators  whi»  listened  to  it  were  rather  of  the 
opinion — at  least  I  was — that  the  agriculturists  of  this  coun 
try  were  not  In  favor  of  the  rates  we  have  imposed  on  agricul 
tural  pro<lu<.ts.  He  criticized  them  severely,  saying  they  were 
altogether  too  high. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  document  ac'dressed  to  the  Meiul»ers  of 
the  I'nited  States  Senate,  dated  September  8.  1929,  signed  by  12 
n^jresentative  farm  organizations  and  representatives  of  the 
farm  interests  of  this  country.  This  document  complains  rathei^ 
bitterly  that  the  Mnance  Committee  has  not  increased  the  rates! 
more. 

Mr.  WALSH  (.f  Massachusetts.    What  is  the  date? 


September  12 


Mr.  SMOOT.  The  date  is  September  8.  It  is  not  very  long ; 
perhaps  I  had  better  read  it.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  has  received  a  copy  of  it  or  not. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Oh.  yes;  I  read  it  this  morning;  and  it 
has  been  put  into  the  Record  already  to-day.  Under  the  Re- 
publican economy  program  it  might  be  a  good  idea  to  put  It  in 
the  Record  again,  and  following  out  the  charge  of  delay  to  us. 
the  Senator  might  read  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  wants  to  go  on  now  with  his 
speech,  and  I  am  perfectly  willing  that  he  should ;  but  I  will 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  aud  to  any  other  Sena- 
tor who  desires  to  know  just  what  it  Is,  that  this  document  is 
already  in  the  Record — although  I  think  everyone  here  has 
received  a  copy — and  I  would  like  very  much  to  have  Senators 
who  want  to  know  what  It  c<»ntains  read  it  in  the  Record 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  con- 
cludes  

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  SM<^H)T.     Yes;  I  was  through. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  quite  sure  the  Senator  does  not  want 
to  leave  a  wrong  impression  on  those  who  have  lieard  him. 
Would  the  Senator  have  us  infer  that  he  has  not  conferred  with 
the  President  relative  to  this  tariff  bill? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  rates  in  this  bill? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     As  to  any  part  of  tliis  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Absolutely  not. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  He  has  not  discussed  even  sugar  with 
him? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  not  nientioue<l  the  sugar  rates  to  him. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  And  he  has  not  mentioned  sugar  to  the 
Senator? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     He  has  not. 

Mr.    HARRISON.     There   is    no   candy    split    betwec'n    them, 

then? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No:  tlie  retail  candy  i>eople.  who  are  making 
more  than  a  hundred  i>er  cent  on  every  iwund  they  sell,  did  not 
ask  for  anytliing. 

Mr.  GE0U(;K  and  .Mr.  I'LKTCHEU  addiesse<l  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  D<»es  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield; 
and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  am  through. 

Mr.  GEORCiE.  I  desired  to  ask  the  Senator  whether  he  had 
received  a  second  letter  from  tlie  farm  group;  that  Is.  from  Mr. 
Chester  H.  Gray,  representing  the  farm  bureau,  which  apiK-ars 
In  the  press  of  this  morning? 

Mr.  SMOr>T.  Chester  H.  Grays  name  is  on  this  list  to  which 
I  have  referred. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    That  Is.  the  letter  of  Septeiiil)er  8? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  All  I  wanted  to  know  was  whether  the  Sen- 
ator, the  chairman  of  the  Finan<e  Committee,  had  gotten  the 
second  letter  from  Mr.  Gray. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  I  have  not. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  In  view  of  some  of  the  statements  made  by 
the  Senator  In  his  prepared  address,  ix-rhaps  it  might  not  be 
amiss  to  ask  whether  or  not  .Mr.  Gray  is  corre<'t  in  his  sewnd 
letter,  and  since  the  Senator  did  not  receive  It,  let  me  read  a 
little  of  it : 

According  to  Mr.  Gray  thf>  weighted  averago  nd  v.ilorem  rate  on 
agricultural  productH  lias  been  increased  from  28.34  per  cent  In  thf 
act  of  1922  to  32.60  per  cent  in  the  Finance  Committee  bill,  or  a  rise 
of  4.26  points,  while  the  weighted  average  ad  valorem  rate  on  Indus- 
trial products  has  been  increased  from  38.18  per  cent  to  43.83  per 
cent,  or  a  rl3o  of  5.65  points. 

The  weighted  average  in  the  Senate  bill  on  industrial  products  is 
11.23  points  higher  than  the  rate  on  agricultural  productH.  he  says. 
while  In  the  act  of  1922  this  difference  Is  9.84  points — nn  increase  i>t 
the  spread  between  industrial  .nnd  agricultural  protection  in  the  1)111 
of  1.39  points. 

V\'hen  simple  averages  instead  of  weighted  averages  are  used.  Mr. 
Gray  added,  the  excess  of  industrial  over  agricultural  rates  Is  >fhown 
to  be  15.16  points  and  16.98  points  In  the  act  of  1922  and  In  the 
Senate  bill,  respectively,  an  increuwe  of  the  spread  Iwtween  industrial 
aud  agricultural  protection  of  1.82  points. 

Some  days  ago  the  Senator  reminded  the  Democrats  and  the 
country  that  general  speeches  would  noc  be  indulged  in,  but 
that  he  and  his  conferees  would  he  prepared  to  answer  with 
facts  and  figures.  To-day  the  Senator,  in  his  prepared  address, 
warns  us  against  the  pitfalls  into  which  we  will  be  bound  to 
tumble  headlong  if  we  listen  to  anyl)Ody  reciting  decimals  and 
points  and  figures  and  things  of  that  kind;  and  he  takes  occa- 
sion to  .say  to  us  that  the  tariff  is  not  a  scientific  but  is  a 
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business  proposition,  and  that  an  ounce  of  experience  Is  worth 
a  great  deal  of  theory. 

Let  us  take  occasion  to  say  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
in  all  kindliness  that  nobody  has  ever  disputed  that  the  tariff  Is 
an  effective  instrument  and  aid  to  those  to  whom  it  is  given. 
We  are  quite  businesslike  enough  to  know  that  it  is  a  business 
proposition;  but  if  it  is  a  business  proposition,  and  if  the 
Senator  is  going  to  answer  us  with  facts  and  figures,  as  he 
told  the  country  he  would,  and  if  Mr.  Gray's  figures,  contained 
in  his  second  letter,  are  at  all  correct,  I  want  to  ask  the  chair- 
man of  the  Finance  Committee  if  he  has  not  widened  the  dis- 
parity between  the  agricultural  and  the  general  industrial 
groups  of  the  country.    Mr.  Gray's  figures  indicate  it 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  seen  the  figures  to 
whlcli  the  Senator  now  refers.  I  will,  however,  look  at  them 
just  as  soon  as  I  have  an  opportunity.  . 

Mr  GEORGE.  I  want  the  Senator  to  look  at  them, -fleca use 
if  we  are  to  be  answered  by  facts  and  figures,  these  facta  and 
figures  contained  In  the  second  letter  certainly  ought  to  have 
the  resixx-tful  attention  of  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee. .^  .    .ui.  J 

Mr  SMOOT  They  will,  and  I  will  say  that  the  weighted 
nercentage  averages  are  quite  different  from  the  percentage  rates 
that  are  imposed  on  each  ptiragraph.  The  weighted  averages 
comprehend  all  of  the  articles  together,  and  then  a  co^Pl^^^" 
Is  made  as  to  what  the  correct  percentage  rate  is  on  all.  There 
may  be  a  very  high  rate  on  an  article  while  there  is  a  very 
small  amount  of  imix,rtation  of  that  article;  th^^e  may  be  a 
very  low  rate,  with  a  great  quanUty  of  imports,  and  the  weighted 
average  would  not  give  the  average  percentage  rate  as  usually 

used. 

Mr.  REED.     If  the  Senator  will  yield  for  a  suggestion 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 
Mr.  REED.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr  GFORGE.  I  thought  I  had  the  floor;  I  asked  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  a  question.    But  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

Pennsylvania.  .  .      ^     .       w, 

Mr  RI:ED  May  I  suggest  that  I  think  the  trouble  comes 
in  the'  selection  of  commodities  called  "agricultural"?  There  are 
a  number  of  products  clearly  agricultural  mixed  in  the  sched- 
ules where  they  would  not  at  first  blu.sh  be  expected  to  be  found. 
For  example,  casein,  which  is  clearly  a  product  of  skimmed  milk, 
and  an  agricultural  protluct.  occurs  in  the  chemical  schedule.  A 
numl>er  »t  other  products,  like  raw  wool,  are  clearly  agricultural, 
and  yet  they  are  In  the  .schedule  that  deals  witli  manufactures  of 
wool,  which  are  clearly  not  agricultural. 

I  took  the  figures  a  week  or  so  ago  and  tried  to  cull  out 
the  purely  agricultural  items  from  the  other  schedules,  and  I  do 
not  recall  the  exact  figures,  and  I  would  rather  not  give  them 
from  memory  anyway,  but  my  recollection  is  that  the  weighted 
averago  showed  that  the  percentage  of  iucrea.>^e  on  the  farm 
nroducts  was  m.-re  than  twice  as  much  as  on  the  products  of 
our  mines  aud  our  factories.  I  will  get  the  exact  figures  and 
out  Uiem  in  the  lisxoRU.  I  think  that  is  where  Mr.  Gray  is 
wrong  I  respect  Mr.  Gray  and  the  ability  with  which  he  has 
urged  his  case,  but  I  am  iKJifectly  certain  that  the  figures  he  is 
•  u.siiig  are  not  correct. 

Mr.  SMCK)T.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  just  in  this  cimnection? 

Mi.  GEORGE.     I  yieJd. 

Mr  SMOOT  I  want  also  to  call  the  Senators  attention  to 
tlie  fact  that  certainly  as  to  the  weighted  productions,  Mr.  Gray 
has  not  taken  into  consideration  the  agricultural  products,  the 
rates  on  which  are  Increased,  which  go  into  a  manufactured 
article  antl  thereby  result  in  a  raise  in  the  rates  on  mami- 
facturwl  g.K.ds.    Mr.  Gray  has  not  taken  that  icto  consideration. 

Mr  GEORGE.  I  am  couunending  the  communication  to  the 
Senator  He  read  the  first  letter  from  Mr.  Gray,  aud  I  am  call- 
ing hi«  attention  to  the  second  letter,  and  I  am  now  taking 
occasion  to  sav  that  Mr.  Gray  gives  not  only  the  disparity 
between  the  average  protection  given  to  general  industrial 
prrKlucts  and  agricultural  products,  but  he  gives  the  simple 
averages  betwcH-'u  the  two  groups. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusett.'^.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  permit  me  to  make  an  inquiry  at  this 
juncture? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator.  ,    *»,     „ 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah,  who  has  referre<l  to  the  efforts  of  his  com- 
mittee to  apply  the  principle  of  the  tariff  to  the  agriculturalists 
of  tlie  couutrv,  if  he  believes  that  the  rates  levied  upon  agi4- 
cultunU  products  in  this  bill  will  increase  the  prices  of  agri- 
cultural products  to  the  benefit  of  the  farmer? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    As  to  most  of  them,  they  will. 


Mr.  WALSn  of  Massacliusetts.  Does  he  believe  the  duth^ 
levied  in  this  bill  will  increase  the  prices  to  the  consumer  of 
manufactured  pr«:>ducts? 

Mr.  SM<KJT.     In  souw  cases,  yes;  in  other  cases,  no. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Then  the  statement  which 
has  been  accredited  to  the  Senator  in  the  press,  that  the  tariff 
duties  do  not  increase  prices,  is  not  true? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     In  sonw'  cases  they  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.s.sachuseits.  So  the  Senator  admits  that 
these  rates  will  be  effective  in  certain  instances  in  increasing 
the  prices  to  the  consumers  of  agricultural  products,  but  that 
these  rates  will  l>e  effi'ctive  in  other  Instances  in  increasing  the 
prices  of  the  industrial  products? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Perhaps  I  can  explain  In  this  way:  Some  of 
the  importers,  as  was  stated  liy  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  CorzKNS]  yesterday,  bring  in  goods  on  which  tliey  make 
profits  ranging  all  the  way  from  WO  to  1.2U0  and  L500  yter  cent, 
and  a  great  numlx'r  of  such  articles  were  exhibited  in  this 
Chamber  during  the  consideration  of  the  act  of  1922. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusi^tts.  I  did  not  want  to  delay  the 
argument  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  I  simply  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  Senator  from  Utah  thought  the.se  tariff 
duties  would  be  effective  in  Increasing  prices  to  the  con.-umers, 
both  as  to  agricultural  pro<lucts  and  manufactured  products. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  can  answer  in  this  way,  if  they  do  increase 
them,  it  will  give  the  farmer  here  the  abw)lute  market,  because 
the  foreigner  will  have  to  pay  the  extra  tax. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  only  way  you  c-an  help 
the  farmer  is  to  increase  the  price  of  what  he  produce^i.  Is  not 
that  true? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  And  that  is  the  reason  why 
you  have  levied  in  this  bill  tariff  duties  for  the  benefit  of  the 
farmer,  to  increase  the  prices. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Ye.s.  I  think  the  increase  in  the  duty  on  butter, 
for  instance,  is  going  to  increase  the  price  of  butter  in  the 
United  States.  I  think  the  increase  in  the  duty  on  peanuts  is 
going  to  give  the  farmer  raising  peanuts  a  benefit.  I  have  no 
doubt  about  it.  But  there  are  many  commodities  as  to  which 
the  foreigner  can  cut  the  price  he  already  enjoj's;  but,  of 
couriie,  he  wants  to  make  as  much  money  as  he  can. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senator  has  In  mind  the 
sweeping  statement  attribute<l  to  him  in  the  press,  has  he  not, 
the  sweeping  statement  that  tariff  duties  do  not  increase  prices; 
and  the  Senator  does  not  agree  with  that  statement? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  On  some  things,  of  course,  they  do  or  else  they 
would  not  \)e  effective.     In  other  cases  (hey  do  not. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  thank  the  Senator  from 

Georgia.  ,  ,  ,„ 

Mr   HARRISON.     Mr.  Pn^ident.  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The   VICE   PRESIDEN'T.     Does   the   Senator   from   Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from   Fh)rida    [Mr.   Fletcheb]?     He  has 
been  trying  for  several  minutes  to  obtain  recognition. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  am  glad  to  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from 

Florida.  „  ,  ,-*  t. 

Mr  FLETCHER.  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator  from  I  tab 
before  he  got  away  from  it,  though  It  is  rather  late  now.  this 
question:  T  would  be  glad  to  have  his  ccHument  on  the  state- 
ment which  ha.'^  been  submitted  to  the  Senate  and  to  Senators 
generally  signed  by  a  nnml>er  of  associations.  The  Senator  has 
referi-ed  to  it  in  .some  way,  but  he  made  no  comment  on  it.  I 
want  to  inquire  whether  he  Is  in  sympathy  with  the  views  ex- 
pressed in  that  document  or  whether  he  controverts  and  dis- 
agrees with  those  views?  ,    ^  .,       .     .v,     ^     „ 

Mr  SMOOT  There  are  some  rates  asked  for  in  the  docu- 
ment' with  which  I  do  not  agree.  I  have  not  read  it  clwr 
through.  It  was  handed  to  me  while  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  was  a<ldressiug  the  Senate.  Glancing 
hurriedly  throueh  it.  I  am  quite  sure  some  of  the  rates  shon  d 
be  granted  and  others  certainly  should  not  be  gninted.  I  could 
not  say  olThand  which  they  were,  because  I  have  not  studied  it 

Mr  FLETCHER.  I  have  8<>en  the  document  and  it  impressed 
me  as  being  a  strong  document,  aud  I  wanted  to  have  the  Sena- 
tor's comment  on  it.  „.*>-,« 

Mr  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Goor- 
cia  nerrait  me  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  do.  ,.     ^  ..      o 

Mr  HARRISON.  A  good  deal  of  the  speech  of  the  Senator 
from  Utah  was  directed  at  some  of  the  Democratic  Members  of 
the  Senate,  criticizing  them  for  having  said  that  s<»me  of  the 
rates  on  agricultural  products  would  not  l>e  effective.  i>ld  not 
the  Senator,  in  bis  report  on  the  bill,  say  that  many  of  Uia 
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rates   on    agricultural    protlncts    were   mere    paper    rates    and 
useless? 

Mr.  SM(K)T.  1  was  referrinj;  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
Senator  from  North  CaroHna  [Mr.  Simmons].  On  some  of  the 
items  reftrrt'd  to  by  him  I  could  not  agree  with  him  at  all. 

Mr.  HAItlilSON.  IJut  there  are  many  increases  carried  in 
the  bill  and  many  tariff  duties  laid  upon  agricultural  product* 
that  are  not  worth  anything,  act'ordins  to  the  Senator.  Is  not 
that  the  idea? 

Mr.  SMOOT,  I  would  not  say  that.  Some  claim  the  tariflT 
on  wheat  is  not  effective.  It  is  effective  at  times,  and  at  times 
it  is  not  effective.    There  is  no  question  al)Out  that. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     What  abf.ut  corn? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Corn  is  exactly  the  same. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     What  aWut  barley? 

Mr.  S.MCX)T.  On  barley  it  is  effective. 
*  Mr.  HARRISON.  I>oes  the  Senat(»r  recognize  the  language 
which  I  am  aliout  to  n'ad?  Here  is  a  statement  which  the 
Senator  himsolf.  I  presume,  phrased  in  1010.  The  Senator  will 
recall  that  in  1910,  when  he  was  one  of  the  great  leaders  of  this 
iKxly.  he,  together  with  other  distinguished  Senators  of  that 
time,  were  apixilnted  on  a  ctmimittee  to  Investigate  the  rela- 
tlon.s  of  the  tariff  on  agricultural  products  and  what  effect  it 
ha<l  an<i  whether  It  was  of  any  beuetlt.  On  that  committee  with 
th«'  Senator  from  Utah  was  Mr,  Gallinger,  Mr.  I»dge,  Mr. 
Crawford,  and  Mr.  McCumUT,  the  latter  l>eing  one  of  the  co- 
auiliors  oi  the  last  monstrosity  of  tariff  legislation.  Those 
Senators  I  know  worked  hard.  The  Senator  no  doubt  will  bear 
me  out  in  tliat  statement,  i)ecause  they  were  all  industrious 
8i»naiors.  In  the  rei>ort  whhh  the  Senator  from  Utali  and 
thiMfe  8enator>«  signed  I  llnd  this  statement : 

T1i«>  tariff  nn  the  fBrmer'n  produrti.  iuch  a«  wheat,  corn,  rye,  barley, 
cattle,  anil  itbfv  llvostock.  did  not  and  could  not  in  any  way  affect  the 
prl'-en  of  tboite  products. 

So  (he  Senator  has  changed  his  opinion? 

Mr  SMOOT.  No;  I  have  not.  At  that  time  that  was  tnie. 
At  times  now  it  is  true,  and  in  the  future  it  may  be  true  as  to 
tho**e  very  items.  I  admitted  it  here  as  to  corn.  It  is  very 
seldom  it  is  effective  as  to  corn,  although  the  com  protlucers 
apjH-arnl  l)efoie  the  cnitmmittee  and  said  it  Is  effective  at  times. 
W»'  all  know  whether  it  is  effective  on  wheat.  Sometimes  It  Is 
effective:  sometimes  it  is  not  effective.  If  we  should  raise 
l.rmo.OOO.OOO  hu.shels  of  wheat  in  this  country  it  would  not  be 
efftitive  at  all.  But  if  we  had  to  import  wheat,  and  if  we  did 
not  produce  the  amount  of  wheat  that  would  be  consumed,  it 
Would  l>e  effective  at  once. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     When  did  that  condition  exist? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  has  not  existed  except  during  such  times  as 
there  was  a  .shortage  in  the  world's  crop. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  When  was  the  time  we  ever  im- 
ported any  wheat? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Nearly  every  year. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Oh,  yes;  we  import  a  limitetl 
amount  of  high-grade  protein  wheat;  but  how  much? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  have  not  the  figures  here. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     It  is  18,000,000  l)ushels. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  and  sometimes  a  grtat  deal  more  than 
that. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  is  18.000,000  bushels  out  of  a 
total  of  600.000.000. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  I  signed  the  report  referred  to  by  the 
Senator  from  Mi.ssis.sippi. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  Pre.sident,  will  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  yield  to  me  to  enable  me  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  for  that  puriioseV 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Utah  stated  that  some  of 
the  agricultural  rates  are  useless  paper  rates.  I  want  to  a.sk  the 
Senator  what  object  was  attempteil  to  he  served  by  the  majority 
members  of  the  Finance  Committei^  in  giving  to  the  farmers  a 
large  numbtr  of  useles,s  paper  rates  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  they  wante<l 
an  iucreiise  over  and  abi>ve  the  present  rate  on  wheat,  for 
instan*^.    I  do  not  think  it  will  do  them  any  g«.»od. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  am  not  sjieaking  of  wheat. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     And  corn  and  rye. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Tlie  Senator  said  in  reply  to  a  question  of 
the  Senator  from  >Il.s.sissippl  [Mr.  Harrison]  that  a  large  num- 
ber of  agricultural  rates  are  paper  rates  and  useless.  I  want  to 
And  out  what  wjis  in  the  minds  of  the  majority  members  of  the 
FimuK  e  Committee  wlien  they  put  in  the  bill  rates  that  admit- 
tedly are  paper  rates  and  of  no  benefit  whatever  to  the  farmer. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  I  can  not  say  anything  more  than  I  have 
already  said,  that  wherever  there  is  an  overproduction  in  the 
United  States  and  we  are  compelled  to  exix)rt,  under  ordinary 
circumstances  if  we  have  to  go  to  tiie  world  market  with  our 
surplus  we  will  get  the  world  price. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  tiiink  the  Senator  answered  the 
question  when  he  said  the  rates  were  given  becau.se  they  were 
asked  for. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  suppose,  too,  the  question  was  answered 
by  ijiterviews  which  the  Senator  gave  to  the  new.spapers,  in 
which  he  said  that  many  of  the  rates  on  agricultural  products 
were  mere  guesses. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh,  that  is  mere  newspaper  talk. 

Mr.  SIMMC)NS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  want  to  add  that  I  think  one  of  the 
reasons  why  the  majority  gave  these  admittedly  useless  rates 
to  the  farmer  was  that  they  hoped  to  mislead  and  deceive  him 
into  believing  tluit  they  were  conferring  upcm  him  certain  great 
tariff  privileges.  Then  another  reason  for  It  was  that  they 
could  go  to  the  farmer  and  say,  "  We  have  greatly  increased 
the  average  rate  Imiwsed  upon  your  articles.  We  have  added 
9  or  10  per  cent."  I  l)elieve  it  is  claimed.  "  to  the  agricultural 
rates  carrle<l  in  the  House  bill  or  in  the  former  tariff  act.  wliile 
we  have  added  only  3  or  4  per  cent  to  the  rates  on  finished  or 
manufactured  prwlucts.  We  have  done  better  by  you  than  we 
have  done  by  the  industrials." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Even  though  it  is  only  on  paper. 

•Mr.  SIMMONS.  Ye^:  eveti  though  it  is  only  on  pai)er  it 
enables  them  to  make  a  showing. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  accuracy  of 
his  answer. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  Pit'sident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Is  It  a  (iiiestion  that  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
wishes  to  ask  me  or  the  chainnan  of  the  Finance  Committee? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  wish  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee  a  qtiestion. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  in  l>ehaif  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee  I  will  decline  to  yield  any  further  until  I 
have  made  a  very  brief  st.itement,  and  then  I  will  yield  the 
floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  declines 
to  yield  further. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  had  not  intended  to  address 
the  Senate  this  afternoon,  but  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  to  the  latest  statement 
made  by  Mr.  Gray,  in  whifh  he  gives  the  average  ad  valorem 
weighted  average  rate  of  protection  to  general  industry  and  to 
agriculture.  Since  the  question  of  the  effectiveness  of  agricul- 
tural rates  has  been  referred  to  by  the  chairnran  of  the  Finance 
Committee  and  has  entered  into  the  general  discussion,  I  am 
going  to  ask  permission  to  enter  in  the  Record  not  the  whole, 
tut  i)ortlons  of' a  rei>ort  made  by  Professors  Hil)bard.  Commons, 
and  Perlman,  of  the  I'niversity  of  Wisconsin,  witli  the  assist- 
ance of  a  staff  of  economists  and  statisticians,  excerpts  from 
which  have,  of  course,  l)een  given  the  public  from  time  to  time. 

First,  I  want  to  offer  and  ask  to  have  inserted  in  the  Record 
Table  No.  2  of  the  compilation.  Table  No.  2  gives  the  average 
farm  cash  income  from  sjiecified  crops  and  livestock  enter- 
prises from  1923  to  1925.  inclusive.    It  is  a  very  helpful  table. 

Then  I  offer  Table  No.  8.  which  gives  the  number  of  farms 
reporting  .specifie<l  crops  and  classes  of  livestock  for  the  same 
perio<l.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  toU\l  number  of 
farms  is  given  as  6.371.(340. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  tables  referred  to  are  as  follows: 

Table  H. — Averaoe  faun  r<ii>h  income  from  specified  crop  and  liveatock 

niterprites,  tOii-rj25^ 


Commodity 


Cotton  and  seed i,a92  17  fifl 

Dairy  products I [ [..  ilss.")  16!o2 

Hogs 1.145  11.95 

'  Source:  V.  S.   nep.irfir.eut  n\    Vu.icuitiire,   Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics, 
Dirisioa  of  Statiuicul  and  iiutorical  Reeearch,  Washington,  D.  C. 


Average  cash  income 


Amount 
(million 
dollars) 


Percent 
of  total 


I--C-5-1 


1929 
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Tabli  II. — Average  farm  rath  inoomr  from  tperifted  crop  and  Uvertock 
enterpriser,  19U-1S25 — Continued 


Commodity 


Beef  and  beef  cattle... 

Wheat 

Corn 

EgRS.--- 

Tmck  crops 

Tobacco 

Potatoes 

Farm  forest  products.. 

Hay 

Oexs 

Poultry 

Apples . 

Phcep 

Calves 

W<x)l 

Pujrar  and  sirup  crops. 

lye;iiime  »e<ds 

Oranges 

Otlier  fruits 

Cfr8i)M 

Flat 

Barley 

Rice 

Rye 

Nuts 

Orajiefrult 

Lemons 

All  other 


Average  cash  income 


Amount 
(million 
dollars) 


Total. 


S02 

773 

450 

334 

274 

288 

246 

190 

183 

167 

l.'» 

lfi2 

13fi 

133 

00 

88 

85 

72 

72 

M 

fiO 

44 

42 

80 

22 

14 

13 

3M 


Percent 
of  total 


8.37 

a07 

4.70 

3.49 

2.88 

Z80 

2.58 

1.98 

1.91 

1.75 

1.08 

1..S8 

1.41 

1.39 

.94 

.92 

.89 

.75 

.75 

.58 

.53 

.48 

.44 

.31 

.23 

.15 

.14 

2.76 


0,580 


100.00 


Tablb   III. —  Xumber  of  farms  rcportina  specified  crops  and  classes  of 

livestock  * 

(Total  number  of  farma,  1925,  6.371.640] 


Commodity 


Cotton  and  seed 

Dairy  products....................... 

Hogs 

Beef  and  t>eef  cattle 

Wheat ........ 

Corn -.-. 

Eggs. 

Tnicic  crops  • 

Tobaoco ~ 

Potatoes — 

Farm  forest  products* 

Hay 

Oats 

Poultry 

Apples 

Sheep 

Calves* - 

Wool.-.. 

Sugar  and  sirup  crops 

Legume  seeds' 

Oranges — 

Grapes 

Flax 

Barley 

Rice 

Rye 

Nuts _ 

Grapefruit . ... 

Lemons . 


Number  of 

producing 

farms 


931. 307 
728,  5S7 
fil8.  624 
061.925 
300,492 
195,  922 
605,617 


396,352 
,  323, 810 


588,209 
172.229 
505,617 
982.226 
430,738 


430,738 
146,786 


67,063 

,  459,  218 

104,405 

357,  521 

11,  476 
230,196 
231, 171 

21,865 

15,652 


Per  cent 
of  total 


8a31 
68.52 
66.79 
32.36 
20.41 
65.85 
86.41 


6.22 
36.47 


66.32 
34.00 
8fi.41 
46.80 
6.76 


6.76 
2.30 


.90 

22.90 

1.64 

6.61 

.18 
3.61 
3.R3 

.34 

.25 


I  Sourre:  Department  of  Commerce,  Bureau  of  the  (3ensus,  United  States  Census 
of  Agriculture,  192o. 
» Not  rejwrted  separately. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Then  I  wish  to  offer  Table  No.  5  in  the  com- 
pilation in  which  these  distiuterested  economists  indicate  the 
effectiveness  of  the  rate  of  the  present  tariff  as  applied  to  farm 
protlucts. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Tlie  table  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

Table  V. — Effectivcnesg  of  the  prcgent  tariff: 

Commodities  on  which  the  taritf  is  fully  elTectlve :  Flflx,  olive  oil,  soy- 
bean oil,  sugar,  and  wool. 

Commodities  on  which  the  liiriff  In  partially  effective:  Buckwheat, 
butter,  casein,  milk  and  cream,  sheep,  lamb  and  mutton,  swiss  cheese, 
and  wheat — high  protein  wheat  only. 

Commodities  on  which  the  tariff  is  inefTectlve :  Barley,  blackstrap 
molasses,  cheddar  cheese,  coconut  oil,  corn,  cotton  and  Jute,  cottonseed 
oU,  eggs,  oats,  rye,  wheat — other  than  high  protein. 

Mr  GEORGE.  I  commend  this  table  to  the  attention  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot].    The  table  shows  that 


on  all  of  the  farm  products  and  related  livestock  pnxlucts  the 
rates  of  the  present  tariff  act  are  found  to  be  efTeetive  only  on 
flax,  olive  oil.  soy-l>ean  oil,  sugar,  and  wool — aside  from  sugar 
and  wool  perfectly  nejrlipible  pnxlucts  so  fur  as  total  domestic 
farm  production  is  concerned,  with  the  further  exception  of  flax 
which  may  be  produced  in  greater  quantity. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  (",B]ORGE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Do^s  the  Senator  nienn  that  a  duty  on  nuts, 
raisins,  fruit,  figs,  potatoes,  and  tomatoes  has  no  effect  uinm 
prices  here? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  reading  to  the  Senator  the  result  of 
the  investigation  of  these  econoniist.s. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh.  the  professors  that  I  referred  to? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh,  yes;  they  are  professors. 

Mr.  GEOR(JE.  I  hope  the  professors  will  survive  the 
Senator's  refen^nce  to  them.  Thes<»  economists,  with  a  very 
able  and  capable  staff  of  statisticians,  have  said  that  the  pres- 
ent tariff  is  effective  only  on  the  live  enumerated  farm  and 
livestock  products.  Thest»  same  ectmomlsts  say  timt  the  tnriff 
is  partially  effective  upon  an  addiiionni  list  which  I  am  alwut 
to  rend  nnd  that  ILst  includes  buckwheat.  Imtter.  cast-in.  milk 
and  cream,  shtvp,  lamb  and  mutton,  .Swiss  cheese,  and  flH< 
hlKh  protein  quality  in  wlie;it  wliich,  as  the  Senator  from 
Montana  (Mr.  WAi.6nl  has  stated,  represents  soniethinK  like 
18,000,000  bushels  out  of  the  totiil  annual  production  in  this 
country. 

The  same  professors  say  that  the  tariff  is  entirely  Ineffi-ctive; 
that  is,  that  It  is  entirely  noneffective  on  barley,  blackstrap 
molass(^,  Cheddar  cheese,  coconut  oil,  corn,  cottcm  and  jute, 
cottonseed  (►il,  eg«s,  oats,  rye,  and  wh(»ai  other  than  a  small  per- 
craitflge  of  the  wheat  that  contains  a  hlRh  protein  content. 

Mr.  President,  whatever  the  Senator  from  I'tah  may  think  of 
these  professors,  and  however  much  he  may  deride  them,  they 
have  made  a  disinterested  study  ««f  the  tariff  and  have  ^'iven 
their  reasons  for  their  conclusions :  and  since  someMdtig  derog- 
atory to  professors  in  general  has  lK»en  injecle<l  into  the  debate 
by  the  Senator.  I  am  Roing  to  ask  that  this  entire  compilation 
stating  the  reasfjus  upon  which  the  conclu.sions  are  based  shall 
be  printed  in  the  REcoan.  with  the  exception,  of  course,  of  the 
foreword  and  of  the  tables  which  I  already  have  asked  to  have 
include<l  in  the  Ri5coho.  and  with  the  exception,  also,  of  the 
blograpliical  sketches  of  these  very  eminent  scientists  who  have 
furnishcHi  tliis  disinterested  study  to  the  country. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Dai^  in  the  chair).  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator  fr«>m  Georgia? 
The  Chair  hears  none. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

AORICri.TURAI..  Tarifts 
(Statements  based  on  InveBtlgatlons  under  the  direction  of  Benjamin  H. 
rilbbard,  John  R.  Commons,  and  Sollg  Perlman,  of  the  University  of 
Wisconsin) 

I.    FIBERS 

TFooJ 

Tariff  effective :  It  Is  proposed  to  raise  the  duty  on  scoured  wool  from 
31  cents  to  34  cents  per  pound.  If  this  is  done,  it  is  likely  that  the 
American  wool  producer  will  receive  the  full  benefit  of  the  3-cent 
increase  in  the  duty. 

Under  the  pnsent  rate  the  woolgrowers  in  Texas,  Montana,  Wyoming. 
Utah,  California,  Ohio,  etc.— 6.8  per  cent  of  the  farmers— are  getting 
an  annual  average  benefit  of  $43,000,000.  Under  the  proposed  rate  th<y 
will  probably  get  $47,000,000,  a  tjtal  additional  benefit  of  $4,000,000. 
These  amounts  iuclude  the  benefit  derived  from  "  pul'ed  wool,"  tdnce  the 
tariff  on  live  sheep  of  $2  per  head  is  effective  as  a  wool  tariff  and  not 
as  a  muttdu  tariff. 

The  effectiveness  of  the  wool  tariff  can  be  seen  by  the  fact  that  during 
the  last  six  years  the  price  of  scoured  wool  in  Boston  averaged  20  cents 
higher  than  in  Loudon.  If  allowance  is  made  for  differences  In  grading 
and  transportation  costs,  amounting  to  5  ceuU,  it  is  found  that  the 
present  duty  of  31  cents  Is  fully  effective.  The  increase  of  3  cents  per 
scoured  pound  should  also  be  effective  In  the  future. 

In  order  that  tie  woolen  mills  may  be  able  to  scU  their  product  In 
competition  with  foreign  producers  they  are  protected  against  foreign 
comoeUtiou  on  manufactured  wool  by  compensatory  dutlei  designed  t« 
offset  the  Increased  cost  due  to  the  tariff  on  wool.  In  addition,  it  is  now 
proriostd  to  give  to  the  manufacturers,  on  about  one-third  of  our  woolen 
imports,  an  extra  ad  valorem   rate  over  and  above  this  compensatory 

duty. 

Cost  to  consumer :  The  revenue  of  the  Government  from  the  imports 
of  wool,  woolen  goods,  and  other  woolen  materials  averages  $69,000,000. 
This  amount,  added  to  the  farmers*  benefit  of  $43,000,000,  increases  the 
total  annual  cost  of  wool   and   woolens  about   $112,000,000.     To   thl* 
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must  be  added  the  Increnwd  co«t  on  all  thoddy.  mungo.  and  other  wool 
•abstttnte^  domentically  prodnoed  and  consamwl,  or  about  f  13..'>00,0'K), 
together  with  the  carryliu?  chargt »  of  Intereat.  Insuranc*-.  and  taxes, 
probably  $fl.iHX>.fK»0.  makinR  the  cost  to  the  ultimate  consnmer  approxi- 
mately 1131.500.000. 

Tariff  not  pyrnmlded  :  The  wool  paawi"  through  aeveral  handi?  before 
It  reaches  the  ultimate  consumer  In  the  form  of  clotliing.  These  are  the 
wnni  buyer,  th.'  .Hiilnner.  the  cloth  manufacturer,  the  clothing  mannfac- 
turiT,  and  the  retailer,  all  of  whom  add  these  increased  oritclnnl  costx  to 
their  exp«'n»e.*.  It  is  ilalraed  also  that  they  obtnln  Increased  profit!"  by 
reason  of  these  increased  tariff  costs  ;  and  It  is  gencrnlly  e8timati«<l  that 
the  ortjfinal  r  st  of  the  tariff,  $181,r.00,000.  Is  marked  up  and  snow- 
balled ..r  pyramided  until  It  c»*ti>  the  ultimate  c«)nsumer  orer 
1300  OOO.WW. 

But  we  do  not  And  Ihat  this  total  mark-up  has  been  pff.ctlre.  In  the 
pr.-4«nt  |>.rlo.l  of  depression  of  the  woolen  Industry  many  mnnufac- 
tunrs  b*ive  U-a  unable  to  pay  the  usual  <llvl'!rnds  or  eren.  at  times,  to 
foyrr  tb«  rusts-  Others  hare  grnWy  Increased  their  efflclencT,  ther**y 
redUelng   r<>st»,  , 

Ihe  .  o.,.iimpH»ii  of  men's  wtHiUtt  f\nthinu  has  fallen  off  sin.e  W^.» 
on  arrownt  of  the  hlirli  pri'm  of  ijarm^nts,  I/.wef.prleed  w..ol<ri  Kaf- 
nwiits  had  i»  !»••  msde,  wlih  munx  riiinnUnt  In  «|»"''*y  Mnyon  ami  silk 
Iwtve  iifin  •gl/stHMi'd  for  w«»/;|  lit  womeji's  w»«r, 

XltM**    IW'ift   •»»««   Ktrlff  <"•(.   bsv.'   not   forrnUr  »»••»»   \ifTnmM^^.  n» 

Mll«tf<d  All  of  Ibe  -mU  !(•<  lUdloK  t»»«»  llli'fi'H»ed  tSflff  (HmtM,  llSVe  Ih^II 
In  tmrt  dU»f1biiie«I  iittwug  prixlU'ef*  ali'Utf  (he  llii«,  limti'ad  of  falling 
wUoAf  ujH,i(  the  altlinsts  loin^uiiwrs,  Tlw  pn^Hj^wJ  i(t«r«uB«  in  thi*  turllf 
lulds  ■  i)r.|x.riloiu.lly  lHH\l.-r  l.urdtu  on  tlu-  Industry  and  on  lbs 
CBnsamirrs. 

Baw  col  ton  and  fute 
At  the  present  tin**  b-»th  cotton  and  )ate  are  on  the  free  list.  Al- 
thoogh  coifon  growers  ha%'e  osk.-d  for  a  tariff  on  long-staple  cotton  and 
raw  jote.  the^e  commodifhs  hare  Ix-en  continued  on  the  free  list  in 
H  R.  2«J«7.  It  Is  doubtful  whether  the  duties  n«que^te<l  would  be  of 
any  iK-netlt  to  the  cotton  growers. 

Largest  agricultural  export:  Cotton  Is  by  far  our  largegt  agricultural 
export.  The  production  of  cotton  during  the  past  Aw  years  has  aver- 
aged alwut  15.0(»0.0<10  bales,  of  which  approximately  47  per  cent  has 
been  exported.  Since  cotton  Is  so  decidedly  on  an  export  basis.  It  !• 
almost  universally  recognized  that  the  tariff  can  be  of  uo  benefit  what- 
ever to  the  cotton  producer  of  the  South. 

Since  cotton  fibers  vary  In  length  and  quality,  cotton  Is  graded 
acct^rrilngly.  The  efforts  of  those  desiring  to  aid  the  cotton  farmer 
through  the  tariff  have  b>en  directed  toward  increa.slng  the  price  of 
long-staple  cotton  and  Increasing  the  demand  for  the  lower  grades  of 
domestic  short-staple  cotton.  They  expect  to  accomplish  the  former  by 
a  duty  on  imported  long  staple  and  the  latter  by  inducing  the  substitu- 
ti')n  of  the  cheaper  grades  of  cotton  by  a  <luty  on  Jute. 

Long-staple  production  exfee<is  consumption  :  Onr  domestic  production 
of  long  staple  cotton  Is  atout  700,000  bales  annually.  Our  imports  of 
thLs  grade  during  the  past  four  years  have  averaged  nearly  265.0O0 
bales  annually.  Our  exports  of  long  staple  cotton  hare  averaged  "If.  OOO 
bale«.  thus  leaving  about  250.000  bales  fur  domestic  consumption. 

Longstaple  tntton  is  produced  In  the  Misrii.ssippi  Delta  region,  the 
Salt  River  Valley  in  Arizona,  and  small  alluvial  regions  in  Arizona, 
New  .Mexico,  and  California.  The  chief  consumerK  of  long-staple  cotton 
are  the  rubber  tire,  the  thread,  and  the  fine  yarn  and  fine  cotton  goods 
Industries. 

It  is  expected  tlwt  a  tariff  on  long-staple  cotton  wlU  compel  domestic 
us«rg  to  ceaxe  Importation  of  these  grades  from  Egjpt  and  other 
countries  and  use  donwstic  long  staple  in  Its  stead.  Even  though 
imports  of  long  staple  be  entirely  excluded  and  domestic  long  staple  be 
substituted,  there  would  still  be  about  4.W.0OO  bales  of  long  staple  to  be 
sold  on  the  expt>rt  market.  It  Is  doubtful,  therefore,  whether  any  benefit 
could  be  derived  from  this  duty.  It  is  argued  by  manufacturers  that 
this  substitution  would  not  take  place.  They  contend  that  they  would 
bo  ol>lige(l  to  continue  importatlon.s  of  Egyptian  cotton  because  of  its 
superiority  for  their  purjxises.  Since  there  is  no  tariff  experience, 
except  a  short  period  in  1921-22.  on  which  to  base  conclusions,  it  Is 
Impossible  to  say  to  what  extent  this  substitution  would  take  place. 
F'ven  though  the  substitution  should  l¥>  complete,  domestic  producers 
would  still  hare  the  problem  of  controlling  their  production  of  domestic 
long  staple  which  would  still  remain  on  an  export  basis. 

Cotton  and  Jute  substitution  :  The  purpose  of  the  proposed  duty  on 
raw  Jute  is  to  encourage  the  substitution  of  cheaper  grades  of  cotton 
where  jute  Is  now  l>elng  used. 

Jute  is  a  soft  ftl>er  obtained  from  the  jute  plant  In  India.  It  can  not 
be  raised  In  the  United  States.  The  United  States  takes  from  «5  to  75 
I>er  cent  of  India's  exports.  The  fiber  is  soft  and  pliable,  easily  spun, 
from  4  to  8  feet  in  length,  cheaper  than  cotton,  and  makes  a  good, 
strong  material  for  the  manufacture  of  burlaps  and  bagging.  It  Is  also 
used  for  covering  cotton  bales,  cordage,  and  twine,  caulking  water  pipes. 
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upholstery,  insulation  work,  and  the  manufacture  of  twilled  Jute  cloth. 
The  preponderant  use  of  Jute  is  found  in  the  field  of  agriculture,  which 
us*-*  from  60  to  70  per  cent  of  our  consumption,  and  where  burHp  bags 
nd  wrapping  enter  into  the  marketing  of  many  products.  p!:rtlcularly 
potato«'s.  Pacific  coast  wheat,  cotton,   mill  fee.lH.   sugar,  and   fertillters. 

We  have  developed  a  domestic  manufacturing  Industry  which  exports 
Jute  manufactures  to  many  nations,  although  most  of  the  burlap  is 
manufactured  In  India.  The  consumption  of  Jute  and  Jute  products  ha« 
bet^n  constantly  Increasing. 

During  1028  Jute  averaged  about  7  cents  and  cotton  about  10  cents 
per  pound.  SlK.uld  a  tariff  on  Jute  f.jrce  the  substitution  of  cotton 
bag".  It  Is  estimated  by  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  that  the 
cheapest  cotton  Img  capaMe  of  competing  with  Jute  bags  for  ordinary 
use  will  cost  elosp  to  20  cents  as  compared  to  about  12  cents  for  Jtits 
hags. 

Farmers  chief  users  of  Juts:  If  the  duty  on  Jute  Is  made  so  bigh  as 
to  force  the  sulwtltuilon  of  cotton,  the  colton  growers  will  receive  th« 
benefit  of  this  Increased  demand  and  any  additional  nnttn  resulting  front 
p»uch  substitution  will  be  borne  l»y  the  publle,  chiefly  flie  farm-rs.  If, 
fill  the  other  hand,  the  rntex  nr-  im»»  fn^ide  high  enough  to  turcf  this 
stifwtUollon,  cofl<»iimer«  will  pay  hlghiT  pflcrs  wllb  no  Unefil  »o  tb« 
(onoii  growers,  Moreoyer,  since  cotton  growers  and  oili<»f  tnrm^rm  unt 
ffotn  W  t"  To  ^^ttt  eent  of  ih«  Jiile  pr<rdiief«  consofned  In  thU  eonnfry, 
they  will  if  obliged  to  p»y  the  mnjof  part  lit  (iny  Increased  I'Utt, 
Mhoutd  Juie  Imports  Im  proldMl«4,  Irtdla  would  In*  obllget]  io  turn  >o 
cotton  pr<;ductlon  on  n  still  larger  M'nie.  This  In  turn  will  r<tdfl<« 
s  h>ri<e  (tsrt  of  our  f</r»'lg»  demiUid  for  roiion.  It  U  d<»iihfful,  therefore, 
whether  this  duty  winjld  b«  of  «ny  subHluntUl  l>  neflt  to  lh«  fotton 
producers, 

K'H'nuM  of  thew*  and  other  facts  the  sul'commlttee  on  Hag,  hemp,  Jul«, 
and  the  manufiicfures  there<»f  recommended  that  Jute  be  allowed  to 
renniln  on  the  free  lUf  This  eonimhtcH  stnte^l  that  a  Jut-  duty  would 
hare  "  a  detrimental  vllt^c-t  on  the  ohl  and  well-established  domestic 
Jute  manufaciurln;;  Imluxfry " — and  that  "evidence  is  itisufllclent  to 
prove  conclusively  that  the  benefits  which  might  accrue  to  domestic 
cotton  growers  and  cotton  manufacturers  would  be  such  as  would  Justify 
the  higher  prices  and  this  added  cost  which  would  inevitably  result." 

II.    BUOAR  A.VD   BLACKSTRAP    MOLASRF.S 

Bygar 

Inasmuch  as  n.  R.  26fl7,  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
fixes  the  rate  on  sugar  at  2.4  ceut.-<  per  pound  (equivalent  to  2.5882 
cents  on  a  refined  basis),  we  are  now  able  to  calculate  the  prol>ablu 
effects  of  this  duty. 

Cost  to  consumer  Increased :  The  present  duty  on  Cuban  sugar  Is 
1.7648  cents  per  pound  on  raw  sugar,  which  Is  equivalent  to  1.8875 
cents  on  refined.  However,  the  actual  wholesale  price  for  granulated 
sugar  for  domestic  use  in  New  York  City  averaged  during  1027  and 
1928  2.056  cents  i>er  pound  higher  than  that  sold  for  export.  This 
measures  the  amount  of  the  tariff  paid  directly  by  the  purchaser  of 
sugar.  When  this  amount  finally  reaches  the  retail  purchaser  it  is 
augmented  by  about  12  per  cent  to  2.305  cents  per  pound.  The  pro- 
posed increase  in  the  tariff  to  2.4  cents  per  pound  on  raw  sugar  (2.5G82 
on  a  rehncd  basis)  will,  according  to  the  same  computation  Incn^se  this 
burden  from  the  pn-sent  2.303  cents  to  .1.068  cents  per  pound. 

Domestic  pr-xluction  small :  There  has  been  a  tariff  on  sugar  since 
1789.  This  duty  has  bei-n  used  for  both  revenue  and  protection.  The 
purpoi*e  of  the  protective  tariff  Is  to  aid  the  domestic  Industry,  American 
beet  and  cane  producers,  however,  i)roduccd  only  18  per  cent  of  our 
total  consumption  in  1928.  our  island  possessions  32  per  cent,  and  Cuba 
the  remaining  50  per  cent. 

Sugar  producers  ijeneflt :  In  so  far  as  the  tariff  helps  to  increase  the 
price  of  sugar,  it  aids  the  domestic  industry.  The  domestic  beet  and 
cane  interests  favor  the  Increaseil  duty  because  they  hope  to  Increase 
the  price  of  their  prwluct  so  as  to  make  a  better  return  on  their  invest- 
ment and  encourage  domestic  beet  and  cane  production.  The  present 
duty  on  sugar  has  been  effective  in  raising  the  relative  price  of  suj^ar 
above  what  It  would  be  without  the  tariff.  Assuming  that  the  full 
benefit  of  the  duty  la  passed  back  to  the  growers,  the  American  farmers 
are  getting  an  annual  benefit  of  about  $43,000,000  from  the  present 
tariff.  Under  the  proposed  tariff  this  benefit  will  be  increased  to 
$59,000,000  annually. 

Distribution  of  burden  :  The  tariff  duty  must  be  paid  by  the  Ameri- 
can purchaser  of  sugar.  There  is,  however,  some  question  whether 
the  duty  is  paid  by  the  ultimate  consumer  or  whether  it  is  absorbetl  by 
manufacturers  of  products  in  which  sugar  is  U8<yJ.  It  Is  estimated 
that  from  00  to  75  per  cent  of  the  sugar  used  in  the  United  States 
is  consumed  directly  in  the  home.  The  remaining  portion  is  used  by 
manufacturers,  bakers,  hotel.s.  and  other  dispensers  of  food  products. 
According  to  the  al)ove  calculations,  every  consumer  of  sugar  pays 
approximately  2.305  cents  per  pound,  as  a  result  of  the  tariff,  on  the 
sugar  which  he  purcha-Kes  at  retail,  and  the  manufacturer  pa.vs  at 
least  2.056  cents  per  pound  on  the  sugar  which  he  purchases  at  whole- 
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«ale.  It  la  pi-iuitleslly  tniponthle  to  ascertsia  Kr  messumnent  wb^her 
all  or  any  paribular  portion  uf  the  latter  amount  is  passed  on  to  tbo 
roaaamer.  Tlda  additional  cost  must,  however,  he  borne  by  some  one. 
Other  i-oniiltioiis  remaining  unchanged,  if  tlie  maiuifacturer  is  to  maku 
the  Mime  profit  which  b«  made  prior  to  the  tariff,  he  Is  nbllved  to  pass 
on  this  duty  to  tli^  consumer  In  somo  form. 

The  priM^'Ul  ^u»:Hl•  duty  tost  the  American  public  nl>oul  |2H9.000,000 
durlDg  the  year  lfl2N,  The  average  fnrm  family  con-nmes  about  405 
pounds  of  sugar  annually  lu  all  forms;  the  urNui  family  about  43*^ 
pounds.  Ob  the  nsmmption.  wblcti  is  cwrrle<l  throngb  the  followini; 
calculations,  that  in  th«  long  run  the  sugar  tariff  Is  paid  tiy  the  con- 
Mumer,  the  juiiuiil  Oft  of  the  pn-sent  Kitgnr  duly  is  equirahnt  lo  about 
III  iH'T  farm  t'umlly  and  al)ont  $10  per  uri  an  fandly.  Tlie  pri  stmt  tariff 
Mirden  will  thuk  W  Increased  ncuily  $4  per  f:imll}.  niakin^  the  annual 
total  ciist  to  the  American  public  $884,000,000.  or  alxuit  $1R  per  farm 
and  $14  ptT  urlmn  family.  To  the  extent  that  the  duty  Is  almorljetl 
by  tbe  iu,iiuif«eiurer  the  m  lunl  burden  on  llie  family  Is  dreicn»fd. 
TIm  total  hunleti  lo  the  Nstbn,  howfTcr,  ritnalns  the  wHrne, 

Bnrtb'M  d«iiit»*r  the  rorirtitie!  TIk-  K<*defal  Oovernmeni,  lM»»i^er,  de- 
rived on  sversge  anauiil  reveiiii*  of  $1;!.',<mhv^'<'  dtirlng  ihe  »«»r«'ii 
years  1022  IO'.'n,  This  N  e<pilvalrtil  lo  \iph  ilmn  one  Imlf  Ihe  '..«,(  lo 
th«  mffstioKT  'i b<'  propiM^d  tariff  will  nei  thf  <<oveiiim'-ni  «l(^i,uo<i/HNt 
attiiunlly.  If  linp</rt«  tlo  not  (I'l't'StK*,  and  ft  111  c'Nit  ihi-  ">uinnit\ud  public 
an  <Mldl«loii.il  |ll.',0<»^i,lK>0,  or  M  total  of  $'im^HHf,iH)*>. 

Svi  h'o*  to  all  fsniit  r* ;  lA-tm  tUaii  '!  I»«!r  i-it|«i  of  ilMr  Ami  rUait 
fanrn'Ti*  !fl  u^tn^tl  fi^.tHKijHtO  anitually  uuA-r  ihr  pn-Miif  turiS: 
niKi  all  of  t\t*  farmorn  pay  Mxutt  f<io,'M»ft,0(K),  u  u>  i  |o««  of  «l7,uOo,oo<J 
f<»  nil  fiirnier^*.  I'nAr  lb*'  pr«»iK)tMd  tariff  a  fen  rtirnM>r»  will  g«  i  uImuI 
|.'M»,'M)O,O00  baM:d  on  present  pro«luei|on.  All  luriiiciv  mUi  p4t>  i»<  arly 
in.thfti.hOO  In  lijcreuiicd  prion,  ThU  tariff,  therefore,  niptciiruiK  a  u«l 
I'MH  to  iill  foimcrw  of  $|f, 000,000  p«t  year, 

Irildudx  grc-ulc^t  bencflciailcii  of  htigar  duty  :  Sugiir  In  admitted  free  of 
duty  fr..m  Hawaii,  Porlo  BIco,  (he  Virgin  I-'huid'^,  and  tlio  I'b!lii>pin«w. 
Imiiortk  troin  i'ubn  are  tiubjei  t  to  a  dnty  2<»  pi-r  cent  less  ilinii  the 
full-rate  duly  to  whhh  all  other  foreign  countries  arc  subjeet. 

The  original  Intention  of  the  protective  mriff  was,  lKt«ev)T,  to  lienefit 
American  protltieers.  The  present  sngar  duty  has  in-en  of  greater  benefit 
to  the  i«l.ind  produei-r*;  than  to  the  American  industry.  Th(K<'  Nland 
pro.lu<'»'vs  now  obtain  nii  annual  b<-ni^it  of  about  $75,0<»0,tXK»  t»ase<l  on 
1928  pr-idurtlnn.  Hnder  the  |>r*iipctse«i  rates  they  will  probably  gel  a 
b.n<-ftt  of  miO.^OOO.tVXI  or  an  InenMiv*.  of  ?2S,n<Hi.000  ..n  the  l>a».is  of 
192S  pro(lu<  tioii.  It  is  so  well  recognized  that  the  Island  producers  are 
the  chief  beneficiaries  of  the  tariff  that  the  American  sugar  ?»eet  Interests 
have  irrsed  >-oni«'  limitation  on  five  Importation  of  suuar  from  these 
•jonrces. 

The  l>ounty  plan  :  In  an  utlenipt  io  aid  the  domestic  b<^t  industry, 
without  at  the  3;ime  lime  comi>eDlnK  the  Anioilcan  consumer  to  mak<^ 
this  large  contrlbMlioii  to  the  Island  |>roducej-s.  it  has  bc«'n  suug'^sicd  in 
CoDsress  thai  the  thmiestic  Industry  1«>  ald<-<l  by  ji  bount,v  of  2  cents 
p<»r  pound  to  l>e  paid  dln-ctly  to  domestic  prodmers. 

If  a  l>ounty  of  2  cents  i>er  j»ound  had  been  paid  ou  tlomestbHiiy  pro- 
duced sugar.  It  wouid  linve  cost  the  Government  nc.arTy  K4«.000.00fi  in 
1928.  Ill  adflition  to  this  th"  <ii>voriinieni  would  have  ha<l  to  foresro  the 
collection  of  some  $11K.00<^.0<K)  ciisionv  i"»>ventie  on  eniie  sngar  Jm- 
I)orte«l  iu  th;«t  year.  Thus,  the  real  roiW  under  iJ»o  bounty  plan  In  1928 
wouM  have  been  npproximatily  $104,000,000  as  cotnpared  with  a  eoi«t 
of  ne;trly  $2>*9.<tOO.OOO  under  the  present  tariff.  The  Amerlean  (kh^jIc 
miKbt  thns  have  savcl  approxhualely  $125,tKH>,000  under  the  bounty 
plaa.     This  plan  would,  however,  teml  to  deflate  the  island  prodiH*ers. 

A  su;:ar  bounty  htw  wa«  In  ojM-ratloii  In  this  <ountry  (r»jiii  .Iiily  1, 
1^91,  to  August  2«.  1Rt>4  Tlic  act  of  Octoher  1.  1890  (26  Stat.  567). 
entitled  ".An  act  to  reduce  th"  revenue  and  e«iuall»e  duties  on  Imports, 
nnd  for  other  purpows,"  provided  for  a  Ijounty  of  2  cents  per  pound  to 
domestic  producers  of  sugar.  This  act  continued  In  effect  until  super- 
seded b.v  the  tariff  act  of  1894.  Under  the  bounty  provision,  acconling 
to  annual  reports  of  the  SecrcUirj-  of  the  Treasury,  a  total  of  $20,783.- 
603.40  woii  paid  to  the  cano,  In-et,  st.rshum,  and  maple  sujpir  producers 
of  this  country. 

Blackttrai)  mulu»se^ 

ii<,>uetit  lo  corn  growers  doubtful  :  The  Com  Belt  farm»rs  luive  asked 
that  the  tariff  rate  on  blaekxtrap  molass»'s  be  in>reased  from  oue-siith 
cent  per  giillon  to  8  cents  per  guUou.  Tbe  new  tariff  bill  as  passed  by 
the  House  of  Ripre.sentatlves  May  28,  however,  made  bo  change  In  the 
rate.  Contrary  (o  tbe  expectations  «if  the  Corn  Belt  represenfaitlves,  the 
gain  to  corn  growers  dtie  to  any  Increase  iu  duty  Is  extrenvdy  problemati- 
cal, while  it  wonM  resnlt  in  higher  |>rlpi-8  for  alcohol  and  alcohol 
products. 

Ml«ckstTni>  molasws,  prior  to  1914  eonsid<red  largely  as  waste,  is  now 
a  useful  by-product  of  the  sugar  1n«histry.  Since  the  World  War,  tech- 
nical methods  have  been  developed  by  which  this  material  can  be  con- 
verted into  Industrial  or  ethyl  alcohol.  Consequently  plants  have  been 
««jnstructe«l    on   the   seaboard   or   in   other  favorable   locations   for   tbe 


Titllinllon  of  mol9^e«,  nboot  two  thirds  of  wh'.ch  i<i  Imi>orted  front 
Cnba.  To-tfay  approximately  B^  per  cent  of  the  lodustrlnl  abohoi  u»nl 
in  thi*  rouBfry  Is  made  from  blackstrap.  *' 

Increased  u*e  of  corn  for  alcohol  unlikely  :  It  Is  contended  ih.tt  a 
high  tariff  on  blnckstrtip  will  coiopel  the  alcohol  maBtifacturcrs  to  fitjh 
stltnto  com  for  molnsMHi,  thus  Increasing  the  demand  for  corn  by  nlxiui 
40,600,tX)0  bushels  nnd  excluding  the  importation  of  some  2<H).0OO.0n(t 
gallons  of  molavses  from  Cuba.  Whll"  this  nrgument  «ounds  plausible 
on  Its  fnfi',  there  are  scTcral  factor*  which  will  hln<»er  If  not  entirely 
prevent  this  shift  from  taking  place.     The-c  factor"  are ; 

f1)  The  nuintifaehiiY  of  alcohol  from  corn  Is  a  more  eTpcnvlTe  procisa. 
Fifty  "OTt»n  of  the  wlxty  plants  !r  operation  during  1928  wer^  fitted  to 
convert  the  Mignr  pr»-«nt  In  nio!n»!»e«  into  nlcohol  Tn  order  lo  nm' 
corn  as  n  raw  material,  those  plnrt«(  woidd  h-ive  to  equip  themselves 
»itb  facllltlr"  lor  first  .onveriing  the  i»tanh  In  corn  lnt«i  sugar.  TbU 
would  Involve  the  expenditure  of  conilderabb  Humn  of  money  for  equip- 
ment, and  would  ni  the  same  iliue  Intrennc  the  co»t  «f  prtxlmlng  ab-ohol 
by  adding  lo  Ibr  capital  charges,  making  an  oddlMousI  pro«<-««  nece««tir>, 
In  addition  in  the  it«e  of  a  liighMr'prleed  r<tw  naterlst, 

l*j  Tb<'  freight  charges  to  bring  corn  to  |bn  sMbiMird  pl<iiit«  Will 
be  N  large  purl  of  (be  tolnl  cost,  sinee  tnnmt  of  the  exUtttij^  nlcolvd 
pbtMis  are  locMtMl  un  or  i»»"Sf  the  nt^fHtniA  oiifsWlr  of  the  Coro  Iteli 

i;i;   The    prodmilou    of   sl«ob4.t    fi<**n   pufi    wo"d    wa»t'   and    b)    sfM 

ibeflc  nii'ih"*!".    now   iu-Utu  dotie  on   a   >nf««||   lunlo,  will  !•«•  crMonrsCMl, 

To-iliiy   ili<-re  sre  m    |en*(  Umr  ««>»  in  wld"b  (tUottol  itMiy  if  itrtMluod 

witb/fWl    the   urn-  Hi   u    »)iKsr  or  otareh   oHt^viane**  a*   ibe  raw    mslerlal. 

'  A  sniall  Uturiill««  Is  all  tUal  la  iti.'edoa  lo  UhAw.>'  m^a  io  start  tb/»  |»r«' 

'  diKiioii  of  alrobol  by  llt»M  niw  metb'Nik, 

'  44 1  Mom*'  planiB  Mill  ituviiuuu  x*  ii»"  doiu>-i>lleull)  proUuciil  iuolakM-4 
find  itiol.iHKe««  ridioiitvd,  duty  lr«^,  frotn  oui  liii>ular  |M>»<K«>iMilons.  It 
Is  iMMwibie  that  ulsml  hiilf  uur  pn-k^tt  cuusumpiUm  of  blacksiriip 
'  lutdakwcs  might  lie  furnUheU  by  our  domimtic  prtMlucr*  luid  uur  in- 
i  Miihir  |ii»ii>fMsli<n)k  To  the  extent  thai  che«ip  molai^M «  ua«  available, 
>  the  u«c  of  corn  would  not  Ih*  stlmuhited. 

j  In  the  face  uf  all  tht>tu!  faLts  bringiuK  el>-m>nu  uf  uiuerialnly  Inlo 
I  the  alcohol  Induslr.v.  It  is  quite  uullliely  ilui  tb<-  alcohol  prodmnnt 
j  wouid  rebuild  their  premmt  phiul«  ur  upi*n  new  ones  nearer  the  supply 
I  of  corn.  MolaM'es  uouid  continu<;  lo  Ix'  u-^d  a*  the  chief  mw  niNt«ri«i 
i  In  the  luanuiaeture  of  alcoboi,  aud  >i.vuilt«fic  meiiuxlit  now  in  aciiuil 
use  would  gridually  be  develofted.  The  com  farmer,  ihcretori-,  can 
ex|M*ct   little  or   no   Lteiicflt   from  a   tariff  on   Idaclistiup   ni'UasHes. 

I  111.    QRAINS 

llish  protein  wheat  iK-nellli'd  by  duiy:  Tbe  prcsenl  tariff  on  wheal  Is 
12  cent;*  yier  bushel.  Xo  Increase  Is  l)eln;j  ie»iUesled.  Since  25  ixr 
cent  of  our  annual  crop  is  exported,  the  price  li  fixed  In  the  worM 
inatkct.  Due,  liowever,  to  gradliiff,  the  tariff  Ik  of  .some  benefit  to  the 
grower."   of  high   protein    wheat. 

Prior  to  the  tariff  the  only  wheat  which  was  linporti'd  was  the  hljih 
protein  wheat  grown  Iu  Canada.  Since  the  tariff  of  1922  only  one- 
tcntli  of  1  IHT  cent  of  our  total  con>iumpti'>n  has  been  Imported.  The 
average  effectiveness  of  the  tariff  since  1922  Is  npproxlmately  OS 
cents  p-T  bushel  on  one-half  of  the  hanl  wheut.  \vhlch  Is  26  iter  c«<nt 
of  our  lotal  produ'-rton.  This  gives  an  annual  average  licneflt  of 
gl7.6<'i0,ooo  which  gocu  efileflr  fo  farmers  In  (hne  State*  Montana, 
KuDws,  and  North  l>ukota.  Cince  wheat  Is  a  bllllon-dollar  crop,  this 
Itenefit  Is  only  about  2  per  cent  of  the  total  va^le.  For  reasons  mcn- 
llonwl  b<-low.  it  Is  doubtful  whethw  this  Is  a  net  benefit  to  the  entire 
group  of  wheat   farmers. 

Pr<Keln  content  now  recognized  :  To  most  people,  wheat  Is  wheat. 
Itut  to  The  milKr  who  must  wake  the  flour  which  the  Irakcrles  and  the 
Amc'ican  housewife  will  buy.  wheat  is  dlstiiigui)>bable  Into  harder  and 
.soflcr  ijrades.  There  arc  at  1  ast  five  dlatlnguiKhable  classes  of  wlwat  - 
Hard  Ued  Winter,  Soft  Bed  Winter.  Hard  B-d  Spring,  While  Wb<'8t. 
and  Duiuni.  These  axe  further  distlnjulshaWe  Into  gr.idef  according 
lo  protein  content.  The  reaiMu  for  prot^'iu  iccognitlon  is  that  the 
miWer  has  fouud  from  experience  that  In  order  to  make  a  dep«-ndul»l« 
flour  which  will  give  an  evtn-texturcd  aud  well-raised  loaf  of  br»'ad. 
he  must  either  u^e  all  hard  wheat  or  a  mixture  of  hard  wheat  with 
soft,  sluce  the  harder  wheats  hare  the  higher  protein  e«>iUcnt.  Until 
rcveoitly  close  atleutioa  was  not  given  to  fradiiig  by  the  hnyer,  m  that 
a  farmer  who  had  a  k.w-proteln  wh<«t  proljably  got  at  much  a*-  the 
one  havinj?  wheat  of  a  high  protein  content.  Now  the  jBlUcrs  pay  a 
higher  price  for  (he  high  prot.ln  than  they  do  for  the  ktwer-proteiii 
wheat  Iu  this  sense,  therefore,  the  iJicrcascd  benefit  accruing  to  the 
hard-wheat  growers  Is  due  partly  to  the  fiieaitr  attention  paid  i^- 
classification  and  to  the  resulUnt  lower  price  whldi  othei-  wi»e^t 
growers  are  getting  for  theli  product.  <>v* 

Profloctlon  continues  above  'joubumption :  la  view  of  th«  futility  of 
tariff  aid,  aome  hope  has  been  expressed  that  the  American  wheat  grower 
will  get  the  benefit  of  the  tariff  when  domestic  t'ousumptlou  catclies  uj* 
with  productlOB.     If  this  should  happen,  the  price  of  American  wb«.it 
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would  not  be  ftxed  opon  th«  world  market  at  Ufwpo*!,  bat  In  the 
tariff-protected  Amcrtcan  markcU.  Thera  la  Uttle  cTldeoee,  howerer, 
to  Indicate  that  thla  eipectation  wlU  be  realised  In  the  near  future, 

TUe  iirodoctton  of  wheat  In  tbe  United  SUtea  alnce  tbc  war  baa 
•reraged  804.000.000  busbela.  Preaent  Indkatlona  are  that  thla  pro- 
duction win.  If  anything.  Increaae.  Dontetitlc  contiumptlon  areragea 
597.000.000  bnabcU.  while  tbe  balance  of  207.000.000  buabcla.  or  about  '  and 
26  per  c«-nt  of  the  total  crop,  la  exported  either  as  wheat  or  floor.  There 
la  little  proapect.  therefore,  that  domestic  consumption  will  soon  equal 
production. 

Looking  abroad.  condlUona  are  no  better.  The  foreign  m.trket  seems 
to  be  decreasing,  due  to  tbe  prohlbltWe  tarlffa  being  placed  by  Oermany, 
France,  and  Italy  against  American  wh*>at  and  the  increasing  produc- 
tion In  tboee  countries  as  will  a^  in  Kusaia.  Canada,  and  Argentina. 


raise 
ineffe^tlTc. 


tbe  price  of  pork  and  lard,  the  tariff  on  com  la  destined  to  be 


com-hog    ratio:    Corn    iUu«itrate8    well    tbe    Interdependence    of 
prices.     There  appears  orer   a   period   of  years  a   quite   defbiite 
between  com  and  swine  prices  which  Is   called  the  corn- 
hog  r^tlo.     This  ratio  rarlea  with  r^latWe  changes  in  quantities  of  hogs 
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Duty  effectlTe :  Flax  la  one  of  tbe  farm  products  on  which  an  addition      p^j^jj 
to  the  prevent  tariff  will  help  the  grower.     The  proposed  addition  to  the  ,  gj^^^ 
tariff  of  23  (*nt8  per  boahel  should  yield  the  flax  pwKlncers  additional 
beneflta  amouuting  to  aboat  |3,SK>0,000. 

Thla  benefit  will  go  chiefly  to  farmers  In  the  States  of  North  Dakota, 
Minnesota.  South  DakoU.  and  Montana.  The  cost  will  be  borae  directly 
by  the  31'  llns-'^-oil  mills  in  the  United  States  located  principally  at 
Minneapolis,  Buffalo,  and  New  York,  and  indirectly  by  the  consuming 
pnblie. 

ITnder  the  preaent  tariff  of  40  cents  per  bushei  (this  rate  was  In- 
encased  to  S6  cents  per  bushel  by  presidential  proclamation  on  May  14, 
1929)  on  flaxseed  the  annaal  total  benefit  to  the  flax  growers.  1.6  per 
cent  of  tlie  farmers  of  the  conntry.  Is  equivalent  to  $5,600,000,  or  $S3 
per  farm.  i:nder  the  propoaed  tariff  of  63  cents  the  benefit  would  be 
Increased  to  19.100,000,  or  %6S  per  farm. 

Increase  beneflclnl :  Since  flax  is  imported,  the  present  tariff  is  effec- 
tive t)oth  as  a  reveniH»  mensnre  and  for  purposes  of  protection  to  the 
local  grower.  Although  the  duty  la  now  40  cents,  our  western  growers 
get  a  benefit  of  only  25  cents  per  bushel.  This  is  due  to  the  fact  that 
It  ci>*ts  them  approximately  15  cents  more  to  get  their  seed  to  the 
Buffalo  market  than  It  costa  their  competitors  in  Canada. 

It  is  not  possible  to  estimate  exactly  how  much  the  farmer  will  get 
If  tbe  tariff  la  increaaed  to  63  cents  as  proposed ;  but  it  seems  likely  j  the 
that  he  wlM  get  at  least  15  cents  per  bushel  additional  benefit,  upon 
'which  ijasla  the  preceding  estimate  Is  made. 

I'rwluctlon  increases  slowly  :  While  in  Russia,  flax  is  grtiwn  both  for 
tbe  straw  to  be  used  for  linen  and  the  seed  for  linseed  oil.  the  chief  use 
of  flax  in  the  United  States  is  for  crushing  the  seed  into  linseed  oil. 
During  the  past  Are  years  we  hare  produced  54.2  per  cent  of  the  total 
flaxseeil  used,  importing  tbe  balance  from  Canada  and  Argentina.  We 
alao  import  a  small  amount  of  linseed  oil  which  is  equivalent  to  a  pro- 
portionate amount  of  flaxseed.  Due  to  the  fact  that  flax  can  not  t>e 
grown  continuously  on  each  farm,  the  production  can  not  be  Increaaed 
at  a  very  rapid  rate.  Thus,  unlike  butter,  there  Is  not  much  likellbood 
that  tbe  production  of  flax  will  be  Increaaed  sufflclently  to  make  the 
tariff  ineffective. 

While  tbe  proposed  increase  in  tbe  tariff  is  arousing  both  Canada 
and  Argentina,  it  is  a  case  in  which  the  incr^axed  duty  will  be  of 
beneflt  to  tbe  flax  farmer.  This  t>cneflt  will  be  balanced  by  the  Increased 
cost  to  tbemaelvta  and  all  other  farmers  who  buy  paints,  ramlahes. 
linoleum,  oilcloth,  patent  and  Imitation  leather,  printers'  ink,  putty, 
soft  aoapa,  and  otiier  linseed  producta. 

(tans 

Duty  ineffective :  The  present  tariff  of  15  cents  per  bushel  on  com 
is  practically  Ineffective.  The  proposed  Increase  to  25  centa  In  the 
Bouse  bill  win  Ukewlae  be  of  no  beneflt  to  tbe  corn  producers. 

Althou^  corn  la  our  largest  domestic  grain  crop.  It  yields  a  rela- 
tively small  cash  income  to  the  farmer.  This  is  due  to  the  fact  that 
84  per  cent  of  the  crop  la  used  directly  on  tbe  farm  for  animal  and 
poultry  feed.  About  10  per  cent  entera  into  the  organised  corn  markets. 
Our  com  imports  are  Inslgnlflcant — seven  one^bundredths  of  1  per  cent 
of  mir  com  production. 

Com  price  dependent  on  pork  :  The  bulk  of  the  corn  which  la  used 
by  tbe  farmer  as  feed  flnally  enters  tbe  world  market  as  hog  products 
and  la.  therefore,  dependent  upon  the  price  of  pork  and  lard.  Tbe 
greater  portion  of  that  which  enters  the  channels  of  trade  directly,  on 
tbe  other  hand,  la  converted  into  com  meal,  corn  oil,  cwnstarch, 
glucoee,  grape  sugar,  and  allied  prMlucts,  all  of  which  are  also  on  an 
export  basis. 

Any  attempt,  therefore,  to  raise  the  relative  value  of  com  in  tbe 
United  States  will  ite  unsuccessful  in  the  near  future  unleas  the  value 
of  tbe  direct  producta  of  com  can  be  increased.  This  is  dilBcult  because 
we  export  28.000.000  buahels  of  com  and  com  refinery  products,  and 
a  blHton  ponnda  of  pork  and  lard,  which  to  equivalent  to  165,000.000 
bushels  of  com.  Tbe  com  which  enters  tbe  bog  market  alone  conaiats 
of  40  per  cent  of  oar  total  annual  production. 

Pork  and  lard  are  la  competition  with  foreign  producers  and  are, 
therefore,  definitely  on  a  world  market  basis  as  our  competitive  ayatem 
la  at  present  organised.     Unleaa,  therefore,  aoBe  meana  la  devised  to 


Imping  tbe  past  25  years,  with  the  exception  of  the  war  period,  at 

erage  prices  prevailing,  the  corn-hog  ratio  has  been  approximately 

to  1.     This  means  that  11.25  bushels  of  com  will  buy  100  pounda 

bog.     If  hogs  are  worth  $10  per  hundredweight,  corn  at  this 

would  be  worth  about  90  cento  per  bushel. 

the  price  of  hogs  rlset«,  the  farmer  Increases  his  production,  with 
Itant  rise  in  the  demand  and  price  of  com.     But  the  quantity 
s  which   the   meat   packers  can   proitably  convert   Into   pork  and 
lepends  upon  the  prices  which  these  products  will  bring  in  Euro- 
markets.    Tbeee  prices  are  In  turn  related  to  other  meat  price*, 
the   price  of  com   Is   dependent   primarily  on   the   price  of  meat 
and   since    meat    prices   art*   determined   in    the    world    market, 
is  little  poKsiblllty  that  a  tariff  on  corn  can  be  effective. 

Barley 

1922  the  duty  on  barley   has  been   20  cents  per  busheL     The 
shows  that  the  American  farmpr  has  thus   far  received  prac- 
no   benefit   from    it,   except    during    the   exceedingly   short    feed 
in    1924.     Although   an   Increased   rate   was   requested,   no  change 
ade  in  the  House  bill. 
Barley   is   produced  chiefly  in   Wiscon.sln,   Minnesota,   North   Dakota, 
Dakota,  and  California.     Approximately  75  per  cent  of  the  bar- 
produced    is   consumed  within   the  county  in   which   it  Is  grown  as 
jfor  livestock.     The  balance  is  marketed  in  Minneapolis,  Milwaukee, 
,  Duluth.  and  Omaha.     The  15  per  cent  surplus  which  is  sold 
Is  sufllclpnt  to  make  the  price  of  l>arley  In  the  United  States 
t    upon    European    buyers.     The    duty    Is,    therefore,    without 
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duty  on  oats  Is  practically  without  value  to  the  farmer. 
Inksmuch  as  the  price  of  oats  in  dependent  upon  the  world  market, 
•resent  duty  of  15  cents  per  bushel  has  not  l)e«'n  effective.     With 
( xceptiun  of  a  few  months  In  1924,  tbe  price  of  American  oats  has 
teen  any  higher  than  that  of  tbe  competitive  Canadian  crop.     No 
la  the  rate  U  proposed  by  the  House. 
While  oats  rankti  third  among  the  ct^real  crops  of  the  United  Statea. 
eqnstitutes  only   1.7   per  cent   of   the  total   farm  cash   Income.     This 
largely  to  tbc  fact  that  about  two-thirds  of  the  crop  Is  used  by 
for  horse  and  livestock  feed.     The  chief  benefit  to  bo  derived 
e  farmers  from  a  rise  in  the  price  of  oats,  even  could  it  be  actom- 
would  be  only   on    tbe   third   which    they  sell   for   commercial 
They  do  not,  of  course,  receive  any  real  benefit  from  a  ri.se 
of  that  portion  of  the  product  which  they  themselves  use. 

JZye 

duty  on  rye  Is  practically  without  value  to  the  farmer, 
spite   of  the   fact    that   48   per  cent   of  our   total   crop  of   rye   is 
,  representatives  of  the  farmers  asked  that  the  present  Import 
of   15   cents   per   bushel   be   increased    to   30   cents.     This   request 
not  been  grantml.     There  are  no  rye  importa.     There  seems,  there- 
to be  no  occasion  either  for  the  prewnt  or  increased  duties. 
P4or   to   the   war,   rye   production   averaged   38,000,000   husheU  an- 
During  the  period  1923-1927,  It  averaged  55,000.000  bushels, 
wtiich  an  average  of  26,000,000  bushels  was  exported.     The  price  of 
las  accordingly  been  fixed  in  the  world  market.     Since  the  propor- 
of    the   domestic    production    exported    is    increasing   there    Is    no 
basis  for  believing  that  import  duties  can  be  of  any  beneflt 
ever  to  the  producer  of  rye. 

Burkteh^at 

e    hundred    .ind    thirty    thou.*and    buckwheat    growers,    mainly    of 

York  and  Pennsylvania,  who  produce  over  one-half  the  total  buck- 

t  crop  of  about  14.000,000  bushels  annually  will  benefit  somewhat 

the  proposed  tariff  Increase.     The  House  bill  increases  the  tariff 

b^ickwheat  from  5  to  12  centa  a  buahel.     The  total  tariff  beneflt  wilt 

4egligible   because   there    i-s   no   natural,   well    organised   buckwheat 

;  and  prices  depend  largely  upon   local  conditions. 

United  States,  since  1921,  has  been  definitely  on  an  import  basis. 

ail  importa  of  buckwheat  originate  in  Canada.     Large  amounta 

Canadian  buckwheat  have  entered  this  country  from  1922  to  1925, 

ve:  364).000  buphels  were  imported  In   1924  and  820.000  bushels 

During  this  period  buckwheat   prices  received   by   New   York 

exceeded,  on  the  average,  tbe  prices  of  Ontario,  Canada,  by 

(jents  a  bushel.     In  1926  and  1927  thlg  margin  of  New  York  over 

rio  decreased  to  12  cents  and  imports  dropped  off  sharply. 

IV.    LITESTOCK    AND   PBODl/CTS 

Catlfe  and  Iteef 

preaent  there  is  a  duty  of  1^  cents  per  pound  on  cattle  weighing 
than   1,050  pounds,   2  centa   per  pound   on  cattle  weighing   1,050 
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pounds  er  over,  and  8  r^ntn  per  pound  on  fn^nh  b«»ef  and  veal.  Th<>se 
raten  were  eaai-ted  In  thn  Fordney-Mci.'nmber  .\ct  of  1922.  During 
the  period  1913-1920,  these  commodltii^  were  on  tbe  free  llat. 

Tbe  tariff  bill,  paMwd  by  the  House  of  Beprmientflttm  May  28,  1929, 
changea  these  rates  to  2  cents  per  pound  on  cattle  weighing  leaa  than 
8(>0  pounda;  2^  cents  per  pound  on  cattle  weitrhing  800  pounda  or 
ever,  and  *i  cents  p^r  pound  on  fresh  beef  and  veal. 

Preaent  duty  effective :  The  exiatliig  rates  have  tK>en  effective  since 
they  were  enacted.  The  overage  annual  benefit  to  cattle  mlRers  from 
this  tariff  lias  been  about  $270,000,000,  baai-d  upon  production  of  beef 
cattle  during  1926,  1927,  and  1928.  On  the  basis  of  federally  In- 
spected cattle  (In  which  caae  accurate  statistics  are  available)  the 
l)eneflt  is  $181.000.0«>0  annually.  8ln«'e  It  is  estimated  that  federally 
Inspected  cattle  comprise  only  abont  two-tblrds  of  the  total,  thla 
amount  has  b<'en  augmentwl  accordingly  to  $270.fH)n.»)00.  This  benefit 
Is  equivalent  to  about  $147  per  producing  farm.  The  per  capita  cost 
to  consumers  averagieR  about  $2  annually. 

Proposed  duty  partially  effective  :  It  should  be  noted  that  the  rates 
proposed  on  beef  are  100  per  cent  higher  than  these  now  in  effect,  while 
the  cattle  rates  are  increased  by  n  much  smiUler  i)ercentage.  The 
beef  rates  should  make  the  importation  of  fresh  meat  prohibitive. 
Some  live  cattle  may,  however,  continue  to  come  In  under  the  proposed 
rates,  so  l«iK  as  beef  prices  remain  high.  The  change  In  live  cattle 
clasaiflcatlon  will  have  a  tendency  to  stop  the  importation  of 
"  feeders " — cattle  Imported  from  Canada  by  American  farmers  for 
fattening  in  this  country.  It  appears  that  the  proposed  Increases 
will  be  partially  effective  In  the  immediate  future.  Whether  or  not, 
however,  they  will  continue  to  bo  beneficial  for  auy  length  of  time  Is 
problematical. 

Factors  determining  future  effectiveness  of  the  tariff:  The  future 
effect  of  the  tartff  will  l>e  determined  by  the  nature  aud  extent  of  tho 
rarlatlons  of  the  relation  between  the  supply  and  d«-mHnd  for  beef. 
This  relation  is  extremely  complex  ami  suhjiet  t«i  a  great  many  limit- 
ing factors.     The  most  significant  of  these  are  the  following: 

1.  The  trend  of  domestic  production  and  consumption. — Whether 
Americnn  cattle  and  beef  will  be  sold  on  a  domestic  or  world  market. 

2.  The  beef  cycle. — Whether  production  Is  stable.  Increasing,  or  de- 
creasing. 

:i.  iHtmestic  competition  among  producers. —Whether  domestic  eora- 
pctition  Ls  such  as  to  maint.iin  or  undermine  the  higher  domestic  price 
even  ttaongh  we  do  not  go  on  an  export  basis. 

4.  Tiie  elasticity  of  demand. — The  eit.^nt  to  which  the  consuming 
pnblie  will  pay  hijjher  prices  for  beef  before  substituting  other  foo«bi, 
especially  pork,  which  is  now  on  a  world  market. 

Theee  factors  are  discussed  below. 

1.  The  trend  of  domestic  production  and  consumption.—  Beef  is  now 
on  the  border  line  between  a  domestic  and  a  world  market.  The  future 
♦•ffectlveuess  of  the  tariff,  therefore,  depends  pnrtliilly  uiwn  wbetlier 
the  trend  of  beef  production  and  con.sumption  puts  us  on  a  workl  or 
domestic  basis. 

Prior  to  1010  tbe  United  Stales  not  only  »atl«fipd  Its  own  needs  but 
exi>orted  beef.  During  the  peri'id  1910-1928  we  have  sometimes  been 
on  a  domestic  and  other  times  on  an  export  basis.  Since  1920  we  have 
bei-n  importing  lH*ef  and  beef  aiiim.nls.  .\s  esplalnt-d  below,  the  tariff 
has  been  effective  during  the  latter  period.  Should,  however,  produc- 
tion agnin  increase  so  as  to  put  our  beef  upon  a  world  market,  as  pork 
now  Is,  the  tariff  will  become  ineffective. 

At  present  Argentine  cattle  and  beef  are  excluded  by  quarantine 
which  was  made  effective  January  1,  1927.  Cured  and  canned  beef, 
however,  is  still  imported  from  South  America.  Our  imports  of  live 
cattle  and  beef  have,  however,  come  chiefly  from  Canada.  During  the 
period  1914-1920,  when  both  of  thesf;  producta  were  on  the  free  list, 
our  Imports  of  live  cattle  were  3.41  per  cent  and  fresh  beef  and  veal 
1.'2^  per  cent,  the  total  being  4.42  per  cent  of  our  total  slaught.  Dur- 
ing this  entire  period  there  was  a  tendency  for  Canadian  and  English 
prices  to  equal  and  even  go  above  .\moTlcan  prices.  However,  as  soon 
as  the  Fordney-McCumber  bill  was  enacted,  imports  were  cut  In  half. 
During  the  period  1922-1928  Importa  of  live  cattle  were  only  1.73  per 
cent  and  fresh  beef  and  veal  0.44  per  cent,  the  total  being  2.17  per  cent 
of  our  slaughter. 

As  a  result  of  high  beef  price*  Imports  again  increased  in  1927-1928 
to  about  4  per  cent  of  our  own  slaughter.  There  was  also  a  marked 
rise  In  the  .Vmerlcan  price  above  the  i.'auadlan  and  English  prices 
directly   following  the  enactment  of  the  present  tariff  law. 

The  ab<*ve  figures  show  that  the  proposed  Incrieases  In  duty.  If  totally 
prohibitive,  will  exclude  Importa  of  from  2  to  4  per  cent  of  our  own 
slaughter.  Since  imports  v^ry  with  prices  the  effectiveness  of  the 
tariff  also  vnries. 

Our  experts  have  declined  faster  than  our  Importa.  During  the 
period  of  the  present  tariff  (1922-1928)  exports  have  declined  to 
M  pej-  cent  of  our  slaughter  as  compared  with  5.1  per  cent  In  the 
period  1914-1921.  This  decline  in  both  Imports  and  export^  shows  that 
domestic  beef  production  and  ctin»umptioii  are  becoming  more  nearly 
equal  ao  that  we  are  now  on  tbe  border  line  between  an  Importing  and 
'  an  exiM>rtinc  basis. 


2.  The  beef  eyele. — The  trend  will  deterwilne  the  effectlvenee*  of  the 
duty  over  the  long-term  future.  The  het-f  eycN'.  howr%-er.  will  condi- 
tion its  effertlveneas  over  relatively  sliorter  periods  of  time. 

In  the  past  tbe  production  of  beef  has  moved  In  a  cycle  of  approxi- 
mately 16  years.  I'or  example,  the  numl><>r  -^f  1»e«^f  animals  on  the 
farm  increased  steadily  from  1913  to  1919  and  then  derrensed  from 
1920  to  1038.  Allowing  for  Aff-M>tttng  factors,  prices  tend  to  move 
inversely  with  the  beef  eyde.  During  tbe  past  three  years  prices  of 
cattle  have  been  steadily  'rising.  It  is  expected,  however,  that  the 
present  stage  of  the  bi>ef  cycle  will  soon  terminate  nnd  that  nnimalK  on 
the  farm  will  begin  to  Increase  In  anmber. 

ThiR  cycb  illustrates  the  lag  in  the  adJnKlment  of  protluction  to  prii'es. 
Tills  lag  is  dne  to  phyKleal  factors,  namely,  the  time  required  to  bre«Ml 
and  bring  additional  suinial<  to  maturity.  Should  the  cycle  of  Iw^f 
production  turn  dertnltely  upward  under  tUe  lmi>ern<i  of  present  high 
prices.  It  is  possible  that  the  tariff  will  itecnme  htm  effe<-tlv«-  In  th« 
immediate  future. 

;i.  Dt^mcfitic  eomp«>tltion  among  producers. — It  Is  generally  acknowl- 
edged that  the  tartff  will  lie  ineffective  If  production  Increases  siifli 
ciently  to  put  American  b»ef  on  the  world  nuirket,  as  Is  row  the  case 
vrith  pork.  It  is  not  always  seen,  however,  that  the  tariff  may  l>ecome 
ineffective  even  though  all  doroesrie  production  Is  sold  on  the  domiMitle 
market 

Sbonid  we  lie  entirely  on  a  d<»mestlc  liasl.<*.  tliere  are  three  p«iKsibK' 
situations:  The  tariff  may  be  (1)  fully  effiectlve.  (2)  pnrtlally  effective, 
(3)  ineffective. 

The  condition  which  will  .•^ctnally  prevail  will  depend  upon  lntern.il 
competition  among  producers.  If  production  Is  restricted  the  tariff 
may  remain  fully  effective  as  In  the  case  of  wool.  If  productton  in- 
creases moderately,  the  tariff  may  be  only  partially  eff<M»tlve.  as  Is  now 
the  case  with  butter.  If  production  lncr<»a.s»*s  greatly,  the  tariff  mny 
become  lneffe<"tive  as  in  the  case  of  mutton. 

4.  Tlie  elastldly  of  demand:  In  addition  to  the  effei  t  of  tbe  afore- 
mentioned factors,  the  effectiveness  of  the  beef  and  cattle  tariff  Is  con- 
ditioned by  th"  amount  of  beef  that  consumers  will  buy  at  various 
prices.  This  Is  called  the  elasticity  of  demand  for  betf.  All  of  the 
cattle  produced  can  l>e  sold  at  some  price.  U'  der  normal  conditions  the 
price  obtained  p<^'r  pound  In<'reas(?s  as  production  decrease.--.  These  price 
variations  are  not  direct  .ind  simple — they  are  depcEdent  upon  m.iny 
other  factors,  amons?  which  are  the  condition  of  Imslness,  the  level  of 
pri<'e8,  the  natluual  income,  habits  of  consumption,  etc. 

Producors  often  aptaime  that  If  they  are  getting  a  high  price  for  tbelr 
prcMjmts  they  can  Increase  their  profits  by  lucrea'sing  their  output. 
They  soon  find,  howev<r,  that  a.s  production  Increases  they  are  obllgrd 
to  lower  their  prices  in  order  to  sell  Ihe  increased  output.  In  1022,  for 
Instance,  tbe  price  of  beef  averamnl  alwut  14.9  cents  and  per  capita  con- 
sumption was  68  pounds.  During  1928  tbe  price  of  beef  and  veal  aver- 
aged 21.0  cents  ai>d  we  were  able  to  sell  only  58  pounds,  or  10  pounds 
per  capita  less  than  in  1022.  These  conditions  lead  to  the  following 
questions  to  which  only  an  appmximato  answer  can  be  nttompted  -  this 
answer,  however,  being  ba.sed  upon  past  experience  : 

A.  If  we  exclude  all  Canadian  cattle  and  beef,  how  much  higher  price 
will  he  paid  for  tbe  present  remniuing  domestic  beef  production  through 
the  next  few  years? 

B,  Can  the  prewut  price  be  maintained  If  domestic  l>eef  production 
incrca>es? 

A.  Bas"-^  upon  the  experience  of  1926-1028,  if  llie  price  of  beef  were 
raised  3  cents  per  pound,  the  profKJsed  increi>8c  In  the  duty,  consumption 
would  fall  from  about  «">  {Munds  (average  cr^naumptlon  of  thi»  period) 
to  56  pounds  aunually.  Hence,  not  all  of  the  pre.-eiit  beef  production 
could  be  sold  at  an  liicnase  of  8  cents  In  the  price.  This  is  substan- 
tiated bj'  the  fact  that  since  1926  be«'f  prices  rose  considerably,  tbe  per 
capita  consumption  has  decreased  abont  8  pounds.  Packers  also  com- 
plaining that  they  have  difficulty  In  disposing  of  beef  profitably  at  present 
prices.  From  this  we  may  conclude  tiiat  the  additional  tariff  Is  not 
likely  to  be  totally  eff-.-ctlve. 

Should  the  tariff  ke«p  out  all  imports,  the  domestic  prii-e  would  b« 
totally  dep«idcnt  uiK»n  cloniestlc  production.  Baaed  uiM»n  pricrs  and 
changes  in  per  capita  cotisumptlon  during  the  past  three  years,  it 
appears  that  the  total  domestic  production  could  be  sold  at  about  1  cent 
per  pound  higher  than  present  prices. 

B.  During  the  period  1926-1928  consumption  has  fallen  13  pounds 
per  capita  while  prices  of  beef  and  veal  have  increased  5.2  cents  per 
pound  or  for  every  1.5  per  cent  Increas**  in  the  price  consumption  fell 
1  per  cent.  These  flgnres  apply  only  witiiln  a  narrow  range.  If,  iben, 
domestic  production  ahonld  increase  by  al>out  10  p-^r  cent,  prices  would 
probably  fall  sl>out   15  per  cent. 

Egg« 
Duty  ineffective:  The  present  tariff  on  egtiii  in  the  shell  Is  8  outs 
per  doseu,  on  frozen  eggs  6  cents  per  pound,  and  on  dried  eggs  18  cents 
per  pound.  The  bill  recently  paased  by  the  House  of  Eepreseatatlves 
changes  tbe  timt  two  rates  to  10  and  8  ceut»,  respectively,  snd  lesves 
the  duty  on  dried  eggs  unchanged.  These  rates  will  have  practlcallji 
no  effect  on  domestic  egg  prices. 
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N*  4»lb«r  form  of  Uregtock  or  crop  l»  m)  widespread  in  the  United 
8t«ie«  ■•  tbe  krepini;  of  chicken*.  Chicken  keepiii)?  as  an  agricultural 
euterpria*  is  i-arried  on  by  90  p»T  c*nt  (5,505.617  out  of  6,371.»40) 
«f  the  farraent.  Poultry  and  poultry  ppoducta  makr  up  5.1  per  cent  of 
the  ari>rai;e  caj»h  Income  of  the  farmer,  as  cf>mpared  with  dairy  products, 
which  Cf.mpi'h.-  1«  p^r  cent,  and  with  liTestock.  which  compose  23.2  per 
cent.  Chlckriui  are  k^pt  Lir^ly  as  a  small  aide  line  to  produce  f<>od  for 
the  family  and  pocket  money  for  grocery  trade.  The  e.-timated  annual 
Talu*-  of  ei5>»  and  poultry  U.  one  year  with  another,  greater  than  the 
estimate*!  value  of  the  wheat  crop. 

Our  imports  of  eggs  in  the  shell  in  1928  were  I«»s  than  two-handredths 
of  1  p«-r  cent  of  domestic  production.  The  pre*<ent  tariff  has  had  no 
ditfcemible  effect  on  these  egg  prices,  and  it  i«  lik>-ly  that  the  increased 
rate  will  aliwi  be  without  effe<>t. 

I>ried  and  frosen  egg-* :  In  1921  our  imports  of  dried  egg>i  were 
ll.ttOO.OOO  pounds,  import*  of  froien  e?g»t  were  2r..000.000  fiounds.  In 
11»2«  theae  imports  were  9.000.000  and  15.000.000.  respectively.  This 
Bh4iw«  that  the  tariff  caua^d  imports  of  dried  eggs  to  decrease  by 
2.«M»0,<»00  pound.-  nnd  of  frown  e^g«  by  11.000.000  pounds.  Since  dried 
and  frosen  eggs  arr  required  for  industrial  u.«e,  though  they  are  Inter- 
changeable to  a  limited  extent,  these  decreased  imports  were  more 
thj«n  suppit«>d  Ijy  th»-  froaen-egg  iudukiry  In  the  United  State*,  which 
at  the  some  time  increased  Its  production  by  8.1.000.0f»0  pf>UDJ.-«.  This 
has  r.Buited  in  t.he  »ahstitntion  of  approximately  16,000.000  dozen 
dum'Mtic  for  an  equivalent  amount  of  foreign  eggs*,  which  is  bat  eight- 
t>-oib«  of  1  per  cent  of  oor  domestic  production.  This  ><ub8titution 
has  probably  had  a   tendency  to  strengthen  the  domestic  price. 

Dried  eggs  are  Uj-ed  by  manufacturers  of  prepared  cnke  and  pastry 
Hour.  .Ul  dri>^  egg»  are  imported  from  China  ;  8.609.992  pounds  im- 
ported in  1928  represent  about  1  per  cent  of  our  domestic  production. 
The  preaent  tnriff  ha>i  not  rexultet]  in  the  rsublishment  of  a  dried-egg 
lQdu!<try  in  this  e«>untry. 

Frox<>n  eggs  are  shipped  ioto  the  United  States  from  China.  Before 
being  shipped  they  are  broken,  prepared  as  whites,  yolka.  or  mixed  eggs, 
placiHl  In  containers,  aud  frozen.  The>«  eggs  are  used  chiefly  by 
bakers  Our  Imports  in  192*<  conaixted  of  15,000,000  pocnds,  which 
is  <»nl>  11  p«'r  cent  of  our  domestic  production  of  fruxen  egga.  Should 
these  import.*)  be  entirely  exclndiM],  a  market  w^ould  be  furnished  for 
only  14.000.000  doten  of  low-grade  eggs.  This  would  be  equiralent  to 
an  increased  demand  for  eggs  equivalent  to  one-twentieth  of  1  per 
cent  of  our  ^irexenl  production. 

Sluce  egg  prices  are  contlngf^nt  upon  so  many  other  factors,  it  i.s 
dillk-alt  to  measure  the  effect  of  such  a  slight  increase  In  demand.  It 
appeitrs.  however,  to  be  negligible. 

Pork 
^^Jl^tiCnitea  of  duty  now  in  effect  on  hogs  and  pork  products  are  those 
enacted  by  the  Fonlney-Mct'umber  Act  of  September,  1922.  The  present 
doty  on  swine  1m  one- half  cent  per  pound  :  fresh  pork,  three-fourths  cent 
per  pound ;  bacon,  bams,  shoulders,  and  other  pork,  prepared  or  pre- 
served. 2  cento  per  pound ;  lard.  1  cent  per  pound  ;  lard  compounds  and 
substitutes.  4  cents  per  pound. 

M.  U.  2667.  whit^h  recently  passed  the  House  of  Representatives. 
ral»-'3  the  duty  on  swine  to  2  cents  per  pound ;  pork,  fresh,  chilled,  or 
frox«-n.  to  2>4  cents  per  pound  ;  bacon,  hams,  shoulders,  and  other  pork, 
prepared  or  preserved.  3i»  centi*  per  pound;  lard.  3  cents  per  pound: 
lard  compound.o  aud  Inrd  substitutes.  5  cents  per  pound. 

I>'ity  ineffev-tive :  Tlie  present  rates  have  practically  no  effect  on 
the  price  of  bogs  aud  hog  products  In  the  United  States.  The  proposed 
raU-9.  although  more  than  100  per  cent  higher,  are  also  destined  to 
tie  of  no  benefit  to  the  pork  producer.  Not  only  has  the  tariff  failed 
to  Increase  the  .Vmerlcan  prices  above  those  prevailing  in  Canada  and 
Great  Britain  but  the  price  of  pork  and.  especially,  lard  has  generally 
remained  lower  in  the  American  than  in  the  foreign  markets.  This  is, 
of  conni>\  what  may  be  expected  in  view  of  the  fart  that  pork  and  lard 
are  among  our  chief  agricultural  exports. 

I'ork  on  an  export  basis :  The  United  States  is  by  far  the  world's 
greatest  exporter  of  pork  and  its  products,  while  tlie  United  Kingdom 
is  the  largest  Importer.  Next  to  the  United  States  as  exporting 
nations  titaiMl  Denmarlt.  the  Netherlands,  and  Canada.  Next  to  the 
United  Kingdom  as  importers  are  Germany,  Cuba,  and  Italy.  POrk 
exports  from  the  United  States  vary  much  more  than  lard  exports. 
Tbla  is  dUH  to  the  fact  tliat  the  per  capita  eonsump.tion  of  pork  tends 
to  vary  with  its  relative  price,  while  the  con.«umption  of  lard  is  rela- 
tively stable. 

Our  exports  of  pork  for  the  period  1922-1928  have  averaged  578.- 
000,000  ponndH  or  tJ.6  per  cent  of  our  total  slaughter.  Our  lard 
exports  for  the  same  period  have  averaged  833.000.000  pounds  or  83.5 
per  rent  of  our  total  slaughter.  Inie  chiefly  to  the  high  price  of  beef, 
domestic  oonatimption  of  pork  has  Increased  about  8  pound.4  per  capita 
in  1928  over  1928.  The  per  capita  consumption  of  lard  In  the  United 
States  app^ni  to  remain  steady  around  15  pounds.  At  the  same  time, 
oar  pork  exports  declined  to  3.8  per  cent  of  our  total  slaughter.  In 
the  last  three  years  there  has  been  a  tendency  for  imports  of  fretnh 
pork,  bacon,  and  tiams  to  increase.  Howevw.  these  imports  still  con- 
stituted only  about  four-tenths  of  1  per  cent  of  our  total  slao^ter 
during  the  period  1926-1928. 
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The  10  States  having  the  largest  number  of  swine  are  Iowa,  Illinois, 
IfiRsouri.  Nebraska.  Minnesota,  Indiana,  Ohio,  South  Dnkota.  Kansas, 
an  I  Georgia.  In  1928  the  value  of  hogs  on  farms  and  elsewhere  in  the 
Ui  ited  States  was  $740,000,000,  while  the  corresponding  value  of  beef 
was  f46(»,000,000  and  of  beef  cattle  1910.000,000. 

The  heavy  domestic  production  of  hogs,  our  lar;;e  |*ork  and  lard  ex- 
po ts.  and  the  failure  of  the  domestic  price  to  <»tay  above  the  foreign 
prce  all  point  to  the  conclusion  that  neither  the  pref^ut  nor  iMropoaed 
dories  on  pork  and  pork  products  are  of  any  substantial  lienefit  to  the 
ho ;  producer.  Ina«;mui-h  as  these  duties  have  i»ractically  no  effect  on 
pr  ces,  they  do  not  increase  the  co«t  to  the  consumer. 

SBCZr,    LAMB,    IXD    MITTOS 

Increased  duty  Ineffective ;  The  present  tariff  on  sheep  is  $2  per  head ; 
on  fresh  Iamb,  4  cents  per  pound  ;  on  fresh  mutton,  2^  cents  per  pound. 
Tie  duties  proposed  in  the  bill  which  receutly  passed  the  Hou.se  are  $3 
per  bead.  7  cent«,  and  5  cents  per  pound,  rt-speitlvely. 

These  chanjres  will  be  practiially  of  no  benefit  to  the  sheep  producers. 

[hir  imports  of  sheep  and  lambs  lome  chiefly  from  Canada.  They  are 
e<j  livalent  to  about  1  per  cent  of  our  annual  production. 

Imports  and  prices  seasonal  :  While  the  taiiff  covers  both  sheep  and 
laiabs,  the  bulk  of  our  slaughti-r  consists  of  lambs.  Lamb  prices  are 
su  iject  to  both  cyclical  and  seasonal  movements.  The  cyclical  mo  ve- 
ra* nt?  cover  a  period  of  approximately  10  years.  They  are  due,  among 
otlier  factors,  to  changes  in  lamb  production.  The  seasonal  movement 
co1l^lst8  of  a  gradual  rif«e  in  pricen  beginning  about   March.     Th<>  peak 

reached  about  June,  from  which  point  prices  decline  until  about  Octo- 
The  relation  between  Chicajro  and  Canadian  lamb  prices  is  not 
CO  isistont.  During  the  months  of  April.  May,  June,  July.  August,  and 
8e  Member  the  two  prices  remain  quite  clorse  together,  Toronto  generally 
be  ng  higher  than  Chicago.  During  this  period  the  tariff  is  practically 
without  effect;  imports  are  small — about  oni^balf  of  1  i>er  cent  of  our 
to  al  slaughter, 

During  the  months  of  October.  Noveml)er,  Decemljer,  January.  Fcb- 
,  and  March,  when  lamb  prices  decline  both  in  the  United  States 
Canada,  there  is  a  tendency  generally  for'<^'bicago  prices  to  remain 
ve  Canadian  prices.  Dnrlug  this  period  Canadian  Imports  are  about 
double  those  of  the  summer  period.  The  tariff  has  a  tendency  at  this 
tine  to  exclude  Canadian  sheep  which  might  come  iu.  Due.  however,  to 
thf  small  volume  of  imports  even  at  this  period,  less  than  1  per  cent 
of  our  production,  it  is  difficult  to  estimate  accurately  the  lieneflt  due  to 
tb>  tariff  at  this  sea.son.  It  appears,  however,  that  the  l>eneflt  is 
eq  livalent  to  |1  per  liead. 

[^resent  duty  effective  as  a  wool  duty:  The  lamb  t.'iriff  must,  how- 
ev;r.  be  considered  in  relation  to  thf  present  wool  tariff  of  31  cents 
per  scoured  pound.  Since  the  fleece  on  the  bodies  of  live  sheep  pays  no 
ta  "iff  on  "wool."  the  importer  of  live  sheep  really  brings  in  from 
2  to  3  pounds  of  wool  without  paying  the  wool  duty  He  could,  there- 
fo 'e.  afford  to  pay  about  GO  cents  to  |1  more  per  head  in  Canada. 
al  owing  for  freight  and  other  charges,  than  would  be  the  ca-^  were 
wiioi  in  the  free  list.  It  may  t>e  suid.  therefore,  that  the  duty  on  sheep 
ard  lambs  is  effective  only  as  a  wool  tariff.  This  Is  8ubstnntiate<l  by 
thf  fact  that  there  U  practically  no  benefit  from  the  tariff  on  dressed 
lanb. 

Sut>etitation  of  pork :  This  points  to  the  fact  that  at  pre.oent  this 
country  raises  practically  all  of  the  lamb  and  mutton  which  we  con- 
sume. An  increase  in  the  tariff  will  probably  shut  out  the  few  Iambs 
w  lich  we  now  import.  Since,  however,  lamb  and  mutton  must  compete 
for  the  consumer's  dollar  with  other  meats,  notably  pork,  of  which  we 
hi  ve  a  large  surplus  over  domestic  needs.  It  Is  not  likely  that  the 
piospective  increase  in  the  tariff  will  be  of  any  appreciable  benefit  to 
tlie  American  aheep  producer. 

V.    DAIRY    PROWCTB 

Butter 

Duty  partially  effective :  The  pret^ent  tariff  of  12  cents  per  pound 
oi  butter  gives  the  butto'  producers  of  the  Unlt»>d  States  $125,000,000 
ainnally.  It  is  proposed  to  rai.se  the  rate  to  14  cents.  This  pro- 
pCB<'<l  Increase  will  probably  be  futile  t>ecause  the  present  tendency  of 
pioductlon  Is  such  that  no  tariff  legislation  can  help  the  farmer  in- 
crease the  amount  he  is  now  receiving. 

Under  the  pre.«ent  tariff  of  12  cents  the  farmer  is  receiving  a  benefit 
of  6  cents  per  pound  above  the  London  or  world  market  price.  Hence, 
tie  tariff  of  12  cents  is  not  now  fully  eff»>ctive.  If  the  rate  is  raised  to 
14  cents,  as  proposed.  It  will  have  practically  no  effect.  It  will  neither 
h«lp  the  producer  nor  burden  the  consumer. 

Butter  production  increasing :  The  rea-son  for  the  relative  ineffectlTe- 
nies  of  the  tariff  is  the  increase  in  butter  production  In  this  country. 
Tlie  production  in  creamery  butter  In  1922  was  1,153.515.000  pounds; 
iu  1928,  1.478,457.500  pounds;  .•»nd  is  still  on  the  upgrade.  The  total 
pioductlon  of  all  grades  of  butter  has  risen  from  1.824.6f»9,0O0  pounds 
in  1!»22  to  2.075,f>00,000  pounds  Iu  1928.  So  long  as  butter  production 
ccntlnues  to  increase  at  the  present  rate  the  price  of  butter  Is  likely 
tt  decline.  Regardless  of  any  upward  revision  in  the  tariff  the  farmers' 
b<  neflt  will  probably  dr-cline  to  about  7>  cents  per  pound  or  only  $100,- 
0(0.000  annually  duriai;  the  next  few  years. 
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Since  the  imports  of  butter  are  practically  negligible,  the  tariff  on 
butter  is  usekas  as  a  revenue  measure  but  it  does  function,  as  intended, 
as  a  protective  measure.  It  can  prote<.-t  against  foreign  competition 
but  it  can  not  protect  the  farmers  from  competition  against  one  another 
when  they  increase  their  proiluition. 

I'roposed  increa.se  in  duty  Ineffective :  Should  the  tendency  to  in- 
crease- proiliution  continue  indefinitely  Into  th'  future,  the  American 
production  will  probably  become  so  great  that  we  will  l>e  unable  to  use 
the  butter  producer  In  the  United  States  and  become  butter  exporters. 
Should  this  <<itoation  develop  the  pri'-e  of  butter  will  decline  to  such 
an  extent  that  the  tariff  will  be  of  no  benefit  whatever  to  the  producing 
farmers.  ^. 

Of  the  6,300.000  farmers  in  the  Uuited  States  about  half  produce 
butKT.  During  the  past  few  years  the  annual  average  benefit  to  each 
producing  furm  from  this  tariff  was  approximately  $33.  As  noted 
above,  this  amount  will  probably  decline  iu  the  uext  few  years.  Thus 
the  proposed  increased  duty  of  2  tents  on  butter  is  destined  to  be 
ineiTective. 

Milk  and  crram 

The  Fordney-McCuniber  Tariff  Act  of  1922  place<l  a  duty  of  20 
cents  per  gallon  <>n  cream  and  2'^  cents  per  gallon  ou  fresh  milk.  The 
projMised  increase  in  the  House  bill  to  4S  cents  on  cream  aud  5  cents 
on  fresh  and  sour  mill^  will  virtually  exclude  imports  from  Canada  and 
thereby  benefit   the   .\merican  producer. 

Kelated  to  butter  price :  The  prices  of  milk  and  cro:im  are  related  to 
butt<  r  and  cheese  prices.  When  the  tariff  on  butter  practically  stopped 
its  importation.  Canadian  producers  ship|)ed  in  theJr  milk  and  cream. 
Thes<  were  mauufartired  into  butter  on  this  side  of  the  border,  thereby 
avoiding  the  butt>'r  tariff.  This  was  possible  because  the  duty  of  2% 
cents  per  gallon  on  fresh  milk  was  equivalent  to  only  about  7  cents 
p«'r  pound  on  butter ;  and  the  present  cream  duty  is  equivalent  to  about 
6  ci-nts  on  butter.  The  proposed  rates,  however,  will  be  (equivalent  to 
the  higher  rates  on  butter  and  chet^se. 

Imports  tend  to  deitress  price :  The  milk  and  cream  now  im- 
ported come  from  Ontario  and  Quebec  and  are  consumed  in  Boston, 
New  York,  I'hlladeiphia.  and  contiguous  territory.  The  Canadian  pro- 
ducers who  ship  to  the  United  States  are  for  the  most  part  within 
an  area  of  about  20  miles  of  the  American  border.  These  pro«lucer8 
can  ship  either  to  Montreal  aud  other  Canadian  cities  or  to  New  York 
and  Boston,  depending  on  the  market.  The  markets  and  uses  of  milk 
and  cream  differ  enough  so  us  to  neces.sltate  independent  analysis. 

The  American  creameries  receiving  the  Canadian  milk  convert  about 
60  per  cent  of  It  into  butter  and  other  dairy  products.  They  pasteur- 
ise and  slilp  the  remaining  40  per  cent  into  New  York  for  fluid  use. 
Most  of  this  milk  comes  In  over  the  present  tariff  chiefly  during  the 
period  of  heavy  milk  prcMiuctlon — May  to  September — and  tends  to 
depress  the  domestic  price.  That  which  is  manufactured  into  butter 
competes  with  the  domestic  milk  available  for  this  purpose  and  tends 
to  affect  this  market. 

Tlie  cream  imported,  on  the  other  hand,  is  of  more  significance,  though 
equivalent  to  only  one-fifth  of  1  per  cent  of  our  total  production.  Like 
milk,  it  is  shipped  into  this  country  chiefly  during  the  summer  months. 
The  New  York  price  of  cream  has  been  about  25  cents  per  gallon  above 
Montreal  during  the  last  two  years,  the  differential  varying  between  14 
cents  in  April.  1924.  to  47  cents  in  December,  1927.  It  is  practically 
impossible  to  measure  the  quantity  of  cream  being  kept  out  by  the 
present  duty  of  20  cents. 

Should  the  proposed  duty  of  48  cents  become  effective,  however,  it 
will  probably  entirely  exclude  Imports  from  Canada.  The  total  con- 
sumption of  the  New  York  and  Boston  markets  will  then  l>e  met  by 
domestic  producers.  It  appears  that  New  England  dairymen  will  not 
inciea.xe  their  production  suflJciently  to  meet  the  demand.  The  price 
should,  therefore,  rise  high  enough  to  encourage  the  necessary  shipments 
of  :{.000.000  to*  4,000,000  gallons  annually  from  the  mid-West.  Since 
this  will  require  the  payment  of  an  additional  freight  rate  of  10  cents 
per  gallon  the  price  of  cream  will  probably  rise  by  this  amount.  This 
will  aid  the  New  England  producers  accordingly  and  will  directly  benefit 
the  mid-West  by  increasing  its  market,  and  indirectly  aid  by  raising 
butter  prices.  All  dairymen  will  benefit  to  the  extent  that  the  domestic 
butter  market  will  be  strengthened. 

Magnitude  of  benefits  indeterminable :  The  magnitude  of  the  benefit 
under  the  present  and  proiwsed  tariffs  is  dlfilcult  to  ascertain  l>ecause  of 
the  smallne.s.s  of  the  imports  and  the  relatively  unorganized  state  of  the 
milk  and  cream  markets.  The  fact,  however,  that  imports  wUl  be  en- 
tirely prohibited  places  upon  domestic  producers  the  responsibility  of 
producing  and  marketing  their  products  in  such  a  manner  as  to  insure 
themselves  a  good  price.  While  In  the  past  few  years  those  Imports 
have  had  merely  a  seasonal  effect,  at  present  their  Influence  is  spread 
throughout  the  year. 

Whvther  the  tariff  on  milk,  cream,  butter,  and  other  dairy  products 
can  be  made  more  effective  depends  entirely  upon  the  extent  to  which 
domestic  producers  cease  competing  against  one  another  and  thus  pre- 
vent decreases  In  the  domestic  price.  Increasing  production  of  dairy 
prcKlucts  at  the  present  time,  however,  indicates  that  Internal  competi- 
tion will  keep  prices  of  these  products  from  going  unduly  high. 
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Although  many  kinds  of  cheese  are  used  in  the  United  Stales,  the 
tariff  is  significant  only  in  relation  to  cheddar  and  American-u«d<-  Swiss 
cheese.  Other  grades  of  cheese  are  aoncompeiltlve  with  American  pn». 
duction. 

Duty  inefftxrrlve  on  Cheddar:  Tlie  present  tariff  of  "  5  cents  per  pound, 
not  less  than  '25  per  c«*nt  ad  valorem."  on  cheddar  cheese  Is  ineffective 
lK>cause  we  prtwluce  practically  our  entire  coasumption.  Canada,  our 
chief  comi)etitor.  ships  her  cheese  abroad.  Only  during  the  extraordi- 
nary depn^sslon  of  the  London  price  In  1926-27  did  Canada  export  ai>pi»»- 
ciable  quantities  to  the  United  States.  The  propos<Hl  iucretts»>  In  the 
tariff  on  cheddar  chee«se  to  "  7  cents  per  pound,  but  not  less  than  35  per 
cent  ad  valorem,"  will  prol>ably  be  ineffective. 

Duty  partially  effective  on  Swiss :  The  present  duty  on  Swiss  chte^ 
of  "7V..  cents  per  pound,  not  less  than  37^  per  cent  ad  valorem,"  gave 
the  American  producers  an  averjige  price  of  7.7  cents  above  the  Ba>el. 
Switserland,  price  during  the  first  10  months  of  1928.  The  average 
annual  benefit  amounts  to  about  $l,650,tX>0.  Of  this.  Wisc\>nsin  gets  8<) 
per  cent,  or  $1,320,000.  If  the  duty  Ims  been  fully  effective  it  would 
have  made  the  differential  of  the  domestic  al)ove  the  world  price  ab«)Ut 
llVi  cents  (or  37'-a  pej^cent  ad  valorem)  instead  of  7.7  cents.  The 
duty  is  therefore  «nly  70  per  cent  effective. 

Due  to  the  fact  that  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  did  not  differ- 
entiate between  "  Swiss"  cheese  and  other  cheeses  In  the  pn>p«i8«>d  tariff 
act,  H.  R.  2607.  the  proposed  duty  on  Swiss  ch«>e8e  is  decreased  to  "  7 
cents  per  pound,  but  not  less  than  :<■*>  per  ct^nt  nd  viiloiem."  This  is 
such  a  small  decrease  as  to  lx>  practically  insignificant.  The  iM-nefit  to 
our  i>rr>duc<M-s  will  be  about  l^/t  cents  |M»r  pound  under  the  proposeti  rate 
instead  of  the  7.7  cents  now  obtained  under  the  prewnt  rate.  The  total 
annual  benefit  will  b<>  about  $1.600.(X>0  instead  of  $1,650,000,  and  the 
total  annual  cost  to  consumers  will  be  about  $2,790,000  iustead  of 
$2,860,000. 

COSCIM 

The  present  duty  on  casein  is  2>4  cents  per  pound  and  is  Ifft  at 
that  rate  In  the  House  bill.  Bepresentatlv-^s  of  the  farmers  ask  that 
this  duty  be  lncTeas"d  to  8  cents  per  pound.  If  granted,  this  Increase 
will  be  of  a  very  small  indirect  benefit  to  American  milk  producers. 

Casein  is  made  from  skim  milk.  It  is  used  chiefly  in  the  manufacture 
of  coated  paper ;  and  in  smaller  amounts  for  the  production  of  insecti- 
cides, paints,  medicines,  textiles,  and  other  products.  The  consumption 
in  1927  was  4"_'.000,000  pounds,  of  which  alniut  60  per  cent  was  im- 
ported. The  tariff  of  1922  has  already  stimulated  casein  production  in 
Wisconsin.  Minnesota,  and  New  York.  The  effect  of  the  addltloniil  tariff 
would  be  to  increase  further  the  use  of  domestic  skim  milk  for  this 
purpose. 

Possible  benefit  small  :  Since  farmers  usually  sell  their  milk  to  the 
creameries  and  condensers  at  a  contract  price,  the  utilisation  of  tlw 
skim  milk  would  first  iHMiefit  these  plants.  Should  the  tariff  be  put 
high  enough  to  prohibit  imports  entirely  these  manufacturero  would  Ikj 
able  to  use  some  of  the  skim  milk  now  wasted  and  divert  part  of  that 
now  used  for  sklm-milk  powder  and  sold  for  hog  feed.  By  doing  this 
the  increased  tariff  on  casein  would  Iteueflt  the  milk  plants  by  about 
$2,500,000  annually.  If  the  farmers  are  able  to  get  un  increased  prii-e 
in  their  milk  contracts  so  that  the  entire  amount  would  be  passt^d 
iMick  to  them,  it  would  be  equivalent  to  about  a  half  cent  |»er  hunUnd 
pounds  of  milk,  or  only  four-tenth.q  of  1  per  cent  of  the  total  value  of 
their  milk.  This  is  e<iiiivalent  to  only  about  50  cents  per  farmer 
annually  In  the  five  chief  milk-producing  States. 

VI.    VKG»rr.iBL,K   OILS 

CottoiiMeed  oil 

Duty  ineffective  :  The  ^>resent  duty  on  cottonseed  oil  is  3  cents  per 
pound  and  no  increase  Is  being  proposed.  Since  the  United  States  Is  on 
an  export  basis,  the  Anv  ricau  price  of  cottonseed  oil  is  determined  It 
the  world  market,  and  the  duty  on  this  vegetable  oil  is  practically  with- 
out effect.  The  difference  whUh  generally  exists  between  the  Hull, 
England,  price  and  the  price  at  New  York  City  In  favor  of  the  Am-rican 
price  is  very  largely  due  to  the  superior  grade  of  oil  produced  In  the 
United  States  as  compared  to  the  Egyptian  product  qu<>(ed  on  the 
English  market.  This  price  differential,  however,  has  rarely  reached  3 
cents  per  rK>und,  the  full  amount  of  the  duty. 

Cottonseed  oil  ranks  first  among  the  vi«getablc  oils  In  both  consump- 
tion and  production  In  the  United  States.  In  1926  the  output  was 
1,760,530,000  pounds,  an  amount  equal  to  over  half  the  vegetable  oil 
annually  consumed  in  this  country. 

The  United  States  pnduces  ahout  11  ivt  cent  of  the  world's  output 
of  cotton.seed  oil.  Exports  have  declined  greatly  since  the  war  even  in 
the  face  of  heavy  production,  due  to  Increased  domestic  consumption. 
In  1914  exports  totalled  216,000,000  pounds  of  oil,  while  In  1928  they 
equaled  but  52,000.000  pouuds. 

Imports  of  cottonseed  oil  have  decreased  under  tUe  3-ccut  duty  from 
0,458,000  pounds  iu  1020  to  394  pounds  in  1927.  Imports,  compared 
to  the  domestic  output,  have  always  been  inconsiderable  in  quantity  aud 
iiave  consisted  almost  entirely  of  a   very  low-grade  oU  from  the  Kar 
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Ea*t.  whi.  h  yfn<  «*d  in  s.>»p  m^ikin?  Of  the  doin«-^tIc  output,  about  1 
^r  cent  In  unM  for  this  parposc.  (w  e«)n««|iiPBtly  laiport*  ncror  really 
c<>ntpi>t*'«]  with  tb««  dor»*»Hc  •fl.  ,.  t^   . 

Tli.-  ..xlfniely  «hort  crop  of  wtton  In  1022  jr^tly  redu.^  the  Lnited 
Klatw  fxporfg  of  oottonsfed  oil  and  tin«l*d  to  inoreasp  tlie  world  price 
of  this  .ill.  Europrtii  rouatrifs  chose  to  ihlft  their  porohMes  to  the 
••hpap.r  oriental  cn*\e  oUn  rather  than  buy  the  more  oxp«naiTe  United 
Ktaf.s  n-aa^l  cottoiiiwwl  oil.  (Soybean  oU  ai»pear«  to  b«'  mora  ac- 
c«i>iai>l«  &!*  a  food  oil  in  Kuropeao  thjia  la  Anierlcan  markota.) 

The  rnited  Statea  haa  lost  the  European  market  because  of  this  aUift 
U  d^rniTiRt-Jiad  now  rxportu  Its*  nnnuni  surplus  chl»^fly  to  Canada.  Mexico, 
i'ai>«i 


and  <  *ci-«i«M  onr  total  yearly  consumption.  In  1927  nearly  half  our 
total  consumption  of  peanut  oil  was  used  In  the  production  of  oleo- 
marskrinc. 

Do  nestle  peanut  oil  ia  nearly  .iltogethor  a  sjilvnye  product  mnde  from 
culls  ;ind  spoilod  peanuts  and  marketed  primnrlly  as  a  soap  oil. 
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flonrce  of  supply  nhlfted — Doty  Ineffective :  The  effect  af  the  present 
4iiry  of  2  cents  per  pound  on  coconut  oil  has  be<n  to  cbanK«>  the  J»ource 
»f  supply  of  cru.l.»  oil  rather  thflu  to  ral-'e  it»  pricp.  The  duty  has 
broQKiit  about  a  shift  In  the  sourco  of  our  Imports  from  other  countrlea 
to  tli«-  ritilippinp  lr<lands.  who  are  allowed  to  eiport  to  ns  free  of  dnty. 
Thf  n-j<iilr  of  th)8  Khift  h»a  been  a  df^id^d  handicap  on  Boap  mnnu- 
lacturers  who  had  built  up  a  Iwisiness  on  the  coUl  procpgs  of  goap  mak- 
tat~«  prtK-esa  for  which  the  Cochin  and  Ceylon  oUa  formerly  Imported 
«re  suitable  l»it  to  whicb  the  Philippine  oil  la  n*>t. 

In  1»14  the  iniports  from  the  Philippines  were  02,200.000  poiimls  and 
from  other  countrl.'s  .^1.700.00«»  piHinds.  lu  102H  Imports  from  the 
I'hilipplnf  s  equaled  J45,lo0.00O  pounds,  while  from  other  countries  they 
amountt^l  to  but  ."^00.000  pounds.  In  the  meantime  the  quantity  of 
oil  proiluc.^1  In  this  country  from  Imported  copr.i  (which  Is  partially 
dried  coconut »  increased  from  .^.8.100,000  to  2.55,OOO.noo  pound-s. 

Use  for  olPomarKarlne  IncrcflHing :  Coconut  oil  is  to-day  the  dilef  oil 
MH«l  In  th»«  nianufactnre  of  oleomnr^rine,  a  substitute  for  buttf-r.  In 
IttlS,  «2.0«H),0W»  pounds  of  fO<-oiiut  oil  were  usod  in  conu'vtlon  with 
lUTOiiOOM)  pounds  of  oltM>  fats  and  4rt.0OO.00O  pounds  of  nattiral  lard 
to  inak.'  ;{27.»Hm.0«)«t  pounda  of  oleoraarRarin* .  In  1928.  141.000.000 
pwinds  of  ixKonut  oil  were  uaod  ia  coanHction  with  51,000,000  pounds 
of  oh'o  fa  I  a  and  25,oo0.tx.»^)  pounds  of  natural  lard  to  make  307.000.000 
pounds  of  ol«^'niaruarine. 

Th<'  pr.'!»ent  tariff  bill  proposed  to  continue  the  duty  at  2  cmtM  per 
pnUDd.  As  Ion*  as  co^'onut  oil  and  copra  from  the  Philippines  are 
allowed  to  come  in  duty  fr*>«.  the  sole  pfffct  of  the  duty  will  be  to  shift 
the  source  of  oar  imports  to  the  Phllippln*^  without  incn^a-slns  the 
Joiitt'wtir  price  of  eo-'*onut  oil. 

Olire  9il 
iMify  rffeitive :  The  present  duty  of  G^  to  7'i  cents  per  pound  on 
ollvi  oil  is  effpctlve  to  tho  full  Hmount  of  th.'  tariff.  In  1»2.'S  gix- 
tenlbs  of  1  per  cent  of  dom«>stio  consumption  c»)usisted  of  domestic  oil, 
4o  »Ih*  i-oDsumer«  paid  the  avorajre  duty  of  about  7  cents  per  pound  on 
rtie  !<0.4  per  cent  Imiwrts  jind  six-tenths  p«'r  cent  on  domestic  production. 
Olive  oil  Is  a  rpJativ«*ly  unimiwrtant  bypmduct  of  the  domestic  indus- 
try, and  'he  output  in  102.^  wsia  :u-tnaliy  loss  than  in  any  year  .«;lnce 
l»2t1.  Olive  growers  carry  on  tholr  imhistry  for  the  fruit  primarily, 
and  th«lr  prosperity  Is  not  substantiHlly  affecrpd  by  the  price  of 
i.llve  oil. 

After  the  duty  waa  raised  in  1921  and  lf>22  imports  of  olive  oil 
rtctujiUy  Increased  from  .^0,0O0.0«)0  pounds  In  1020  to  90,000.000  pounda 
in  l!»2r).  hut  sincp  1925  imp<^rts  have  d»H:reaseil  to  8:?,000.00«)  pounds 
111  1!>2*«".  rnder  the  ollve-oll  dnty  revenue  receipts  increased  from 
|975,S2-,  in   1920  to  |«1.217.547  In   192.'!. 

Cost  to  consumers  far  ex'-et'ds  f.irmors'  benefit:  It  is  proposed  to  io- 
irease  the  duty  to  li'j  c^nts  and  H'3  cents  per  pound.  American  con- 
nnniiTfi  will  contlum'  to  bear  the  burden  of  about  7  cents  per  pound 
on  the  total  c<insnmptlon  of  about  84,000.000  pounds  of  olive  oil  in 
•mrr  to  g\yo  rallfornla  olive  growers  a  beuoflt  of  this  amount  on  the 
*>nif^t5c  prixhirtlou  of  about  1,0<10,000  pounds.  The  consinner  pays 
over  |rt,0«1O,000  In  dlroct  tariff  In  r^asei* ;  the  producer  gains  *70.0<>0. 
Thus,  it  is  virtually  a  revcnne  and  not  a  protective  tariff. 

Feanut  oU 
t»««y  effei.tive  on  higher  xrudes :  The  prcstnt  duty  of  4  lents  per 
pound  on  peanut  oil  la  ftilly  effective  ou  the  higher  grades,  but  aiuce 
dumcitiK'  prixluction  is  principally  of  the  poorer  grades  domestic  pro- 
ducers .K>  not  set  the  full  4-cent  benefit.  The  now  Uriff  bill  provides 
for  coutinuauc*^  of  th**  pre8«-nt  duly  of  4  ofuts  p.T  pound.  The  present 
duty  is  iuffclent.  since  at  no  time  haa  the  diffTentlal  of  the  domestic 
alKtve  fuplgn  price*  esceeded  tl»e  4-<-ent  duty. 

The  avenu*'  b»!n4«flt  ou  the  entire  crop  received  by  prodacvrs  from 
ilu-  penuut  oil  duty  averased  abotit  2  ivnta  per  pound  for  the  period 
1923  to  1927.  The  total  annual  ben«-(lt  ou  the  iivcrai^e  yearly  produc- 
tion uf  9,000.000  p«iunda  amounts  to  liso.ooo. 

Imports  d«>iT«a«lna:  The  poanut-oll  duty  has  b«*tn  effective  In  do- 
creaiiinK  lmi>ort«  uf  peanut  oil.  In  1920  lm|>ort«  constituted  approxl- 
matfly  tH)  per  crut  uf  our  domestic  conMuniptlon.  In  1927  Imports 
comprlMNl  but  17  per  cent  of  our  domestic  consumption.  At  the  same 
time  otir  domeseir  production  has  dei-ressed  by  abotit  2-%  per  cent,  so 
oar  total  dumestlc  consumption  deeremiied  from  107,000.000  pounds  in 
19*^)  to  .iboat  1.1,000,000  ponods  lu  1927.  The  increased  cost  of  peanut 
•II  brooi^t  aboat  by  the  tariff  has  greatly  lessened  its  use  as  a  soap  oU 
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effective:  The  prf'sent  duty  of  214  cents  per  pound  on  soy-bean 

effertlre  in  Inereaslnpf  the  difference  of  domestic  above  foreiirn 

by  the  full  amount  of  the  tariff.     It  Is  propo««Nl  to  Increase  tl»e 

to  ^  cents  p<^r  pound.     This  Increase  win  proMhIy  b*'  fully  effective, 

the  duty  on   llnsee^l   oil.   the  pres^^nt   chiof  competini;  product  of 

oil    as    a    drylniir    oil,    hag   Just    recently    been    Increasetl    by 

,_._.. al    proclamation    from    3  0    cents    to    4.16    cents    per    pound. 

tty  liicreasln?  the  prlcp  of  Unseed  oil.     These  two  oils,  Sf>y  bean 

Inseed,  maintain  a  definite  price  r»>latlon.«;hlp  ns  drying  oils,  and 

isinjr  the  price  of  linseed  oil  by  Inereasins:  tho  duty  permits   the 

ou  fioy-N^an  nil  to  bo  lncrea.sod  to  o  cents  per  pound  without  caus- 

subgtltution  of  linseed  oil  for  soy-bean  oil. 

soy-bean  oil  tariff  Iins  not  brought  about  th-^  d*>Tclopment  of  a 
tic  soy-bean  oil  indu.«try.  It  haa  brought  about  the  practical 
itJnnance  of  this  oil  as  a  soap  and  food  oil. 

average  beneUt  received  from  the  tariff  on  soy  l)o.in  oil  amounts 
.j   cents   p<r  pound  for  on   annual   domestic   protluctlon,   which    In 
and    1928   equaled    approximately   :i,00«.00«3    pounds.      Hence    the 
annual  benefit.s  amount  to  $7.">,000. 

salvage    product:    Soy-bean    oil    ia    a    relatively    unimportant    hy- 
t   in   the   United   States,   soy   iieans   being  grown    primarily   as   a 
crop  and  fur  introducing  nltro«en  into  tlie  soil.     Only  those  beaus 
are  unfit  for  planting  are  uswl  in  making  the  oil.     Soy-beau  oil 
(•refore,  a  salvage  product  which  is  mjide  from  what  would  normally 
waste  product  but  which  has  lie^n  put  10  a  productive  use. 
the  soy-bean  oil  consumed   in   the   United   RtAtes,   less   than   one- 
is  of  domestic  origin.     Imports  mlglit  Ijo  excluded   by   increasing 
I  luty  and  the  price  of  domestic  oil  raised  to  a  point  where  farmers 
find  it  profitable  to  grow  soy  b<'ons   directly  for  the  oil.     Too 
an  lncrea.se  in  the  duty,   however,  might  «o  increase  the  price  of 
,an  oil  as  to  lead  to  the  practical  dlacontlnuauce  of  Us  use  as  a 
g  oil.  Ju't  as  the  presput  *ity  has  led  to  the  near  dlscontinuanc«» 
u«e  as  .1  soap  and  feed  oil. 
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KxniBIT 

rAitrjE   I. — Summary  of  itreient  owd  propos'-d   dm^tit^t  <m  apecififd  oyri' 

cuUural  commoditUa 


C'Ommodity 


Present  duty 


rap  mnla.'«e9- 
heat 


Cocoinut  oil 

Com 
Cot  tin. 

Cotton 
Kggs 


seed  oil 

dried,  froien 


and  cream. 


oil. 


Peon  at  oil. 
Pork. 
Rye 
Sheet* 


lamb,  mutton, 
•n  oU 


15  eeau  per  bushel 

IH  cents,  2  cents,  3  cents  per 

(lound. 

H  cent  per  gallon 

lOosntaper  hundre<lwelght. 

12  cents  per  pound 

2H  cent!?  i>er  i>ound 

5  cents  per  poimd  or  2.5  per 

cent. 

2  cents  per  pound 

16  cents  per  bushel 

Free - 

3  cents  per  pound 

8  nents  par  dozen,  0  cents 

and  IS  cents  rier  pound. 

40  cents  per  bushel 

Free 

aj-a  cents  and  20  cents  pur 

gallon. 

15  cents  per  hit'shel 

6H  cents  and  7>3  cents  per 

pound. 

4  cents  per  pound 

H  rent  to  4  cents  per  jKHind. 

Idoeiiis  per  misbel 

ti  iMsr  I>eail.  1  cent;,  and  2<i 

cent,^  per  pouni. 

3H  cents  i>er  pound 

1.7fU8  cents  per  pound 

42  cents  i)er  bu'liei ... 

81  cents  per  poiuid 


Duty  proposed  in  H. 
3667 » 


3D  cents  per  hoshd. 

2  cents,  2)i  cents,  6  cents 

per  pound. 
H  cent  per  itallon. 
2Scent,'<  per  hundredwe  ijjbt. 

14  cents  [ler  poimd. 
315  cents  per  ix)und. 

7  cent.s  per  pound  or  3o  i)er 
cent. 

2  cents  per  pound. 
25  cents  per  bushel. 
Free. 

3  cents  per  pound. 

10  cents  per  docen,  8  cents 
ami  IS  cents  per  pound. 

03  cents  per  bushel. 
Free. 

5  cents  and  4S  («uts  per 
gallon. 

15  cents  p^-^r  bushel. 

8^  cents  and  8^  cent.^  [)er 
pound. 

4  cent.*  [ler  pound. 

2  cents  to  5  cents  iier  pound 
15uenlsperbusliel. 
$i  i>er  bead,  7  cents  ami  .> 
cents  per  jwund. 

5  cents  per  jtound. 
2.4  cents  per  p<jund. 
42  cents  per  bushel. 
34  cents  per  pound. 


>  llousebill.H.  R.a047waspassodby  iheHoU!>e  of  Representatives  on  May  39, 193B. 
TAif.B  IV. — PopulatfOH  in  tJle  Vnitrd  Btntet,  total  and  farm,  19!i-t9:M 


Year 


Total! 


U)U.W3,O0n 
111,003,474 
111,727,483 

)  I  A,  ;<7N,  (W4 

1 1 :,  \M\  Olio 
HH,rt2s,n()0 

120,  "13. 000 


Farm  I 


Average Iia,a0(»,l57 


10,  200.  (XXJ 
».  HOT),  two 

29, 400,  nno 
;ii..'-0L',  t«iO 
27,aiiu,ono 


311, 010, 381 


atatUtlml  Abstract  of  the  I'nlted  States,  vr»,  p.  8. 
ftirue:  Lntied  .-^tatM  Pepartment  of  Agrietilture,  "The  Agricultural  Uituullon," 
1929.    All  Ogures  me  at  of  Ja:i.  1  u(  year  :>i>ei-ifled.     rhe  e«timata  as  of  Jan.  i« 
waa  27,51  l.uuu. 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD—SENATE 


3561 


Mr.  SACKETT.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
VM'id  to  the  Senator  froui  Kentucky? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Does  the  Swiator  from  Georfria  agree  with 
the  conclusions  to  which  those  professors  hare  come? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Yi s ;  in  tlie  main  I  do. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  Senator  sat  through  all  the  hearings 
on  the  Finance  Committee  and  has  heard  the  varioas  .schedules 
discussed.  Does  the  Senator  know  of  any  case  where  an  increase 
of  tariff  rates  in  the  a^icnltural  schedule  has  been  recom- 
mended by  the  Senate  committee  that  was  not  a.^ked  for  by 
representatives  of  the  farmers? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  was  not  on  the  subcommittee  of  the  Finance 
Committee  which  considere*!  the  a.8rricultural  .schetlule,  but  I 
ani  goiuK  to  assume  that  all  the  increases  were  asked  for. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  And  they  were  all  backed  up  by  statements 
made- 

Mr.  GEORGE     By  some  farm  representative. 

Mr.  SACKET"!'.  By  the  ones  who  came  before  the  Finance 
Committee. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  As  I  have  stated,  I  did  not  hear  the  discus- 
sion of  the  agricultural  schedule. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  Senator  would  not  want  to  say,  would 
he,  that  in  granting:  increases  in  the  agricultural  schedule  the 
Republican  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  had  simply 
grantcti  paper  increases  or  had  offered  paper  increases  sind  that 
it  was  done  with  malice  aforethought,  to  fool  the  farmer,  after 
the  farmers'  representatives  had  asked  for  them  and  had  made 
their  representations? 

Mr.  tiEORGK.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Comudttee,  in 
tlie  report  from  which  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi [Mr.  Harrison]  read,  stated  that  they  were  paper  raises; 
that  they  were  fictitious  raises ;  and  that  led  to  quite  a  lengthy 
discussion,  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  heard,  but,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  the  farmers  have  asked  for  increased 
dut!e«  ui)on  agricultural  products,  I  have  no  hesitancy  in  saying 
that  many  of  them  will  be  entirely  ineffective,  and  it  is  known 
they  will  be  inefTective  by  every  member  of  the  committee,  In 
my  judgment. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Then,  does  the  Senator  think  the  agricul- 
tural rates  in  the  bill  .should  be  reduced? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  will  be  entirely  immaterial  whetlier  some 
of  them  are  reduced,  becau.se  some  of  them  will  be  ineflfective. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Doee  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  to  the  fact  that  the  Finance  Committee 
expects  to  make  all  of  these  raises  effective  by  a  debenture 
plan  to  the  extent  of  three  hundred  or  four  hiuidretl  million 
dollars  a  year,  so  that  the  surplus  may  be  pureha.sed  and  thereby 
the  farmers  may  get  a  better  price  for  their  products. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  could  be  thus  made  effective.  Mr.  Pi-esi- 
dent.  but  I  am  .sorry  that  that  proposition  does  not  .seem  to  be 
tlie  approved  view  of  the  members  of  the  Finance  Committee. 

IIoH  ever,  I  am  going  to  remind  Senators  of  this :  Thei*e  is  not 
any  need  of  .saying  that  we  have  given  farm  relief  when  we 
have  framed  what  we  know  to  be  purely  paper  schedules.  Such 
action  can  not  accomplLsli  anything  even  if  farm  leaders  have 
asked  for  the  increased  rates.  Our  highest  duty  is  to  Im  frank 
with  ourselves  and  frank  with  the  pe(H>le  of  the  country,  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  say  that  the  Finance  Committee  is  not  open 
to  criticism  merely  because  it  has  granted  iucrea.sed  rates  uiK>n 
many  pro<lucts,  although  there  is  a  serious  doubt  whether  such 
increases  will  be  even  partially  effective  in  some  cases — I 
might  say  in  many  cases — ^because  I  think  that  whatever  tariff 
formula  is  adopted  and  adhered  to  by  the  Republicans  or  the 
DtMuociat^  or  by  any  group  holding  differing  iKUitlcJil  opinion 
In  thl.i  country,  that  formula  ought  to  be  most  lit>erally  oon- 
fitrucd  in  favor  of  agricultural  products  at  this  tlnte  iind  that 
the  farmer.^'  and  their  representatives  should  have  recognition 
given  to  their  views  and  wislies  Just  sti  far  as  it  can  be  done. 
However,  I  am  gtdug  to  now  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
and  to  all  Senators  on  tlie  other  side  of  tlie  Chamber  that  giving 
due  couHlderation  to  certain  well-known  fjictots  the  whole  farm 
problem  Is  this:  We  have  so  advanced  ihe  cost  levels  In  the 
Unitetl  HtiiteM  that  the  fanner  can  not  sell  his  products  at  the 
level  (»f  the  world's  price,  If  I  may  expresx  It  !n  tliat  wtiy.  ;it  u 
profit. 

Mr,  BLAINE.     Mr.  PreMldent 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Doe«  the  Senator  from  Getirgi.i 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wlaconsin? 


Mr.  GBOROB.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  If  the  Senator  from  Georgia  will  permit  an 
iuterruption.  I  desire  to  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that 
farm  machinery  is  on  the  free  list.  I  also  desh-e  to  call  to  hii< 
attention  the  fact  that  the  rates  in  the  metal  schedule  place  a 
burden  uix>u  the  farmer>  because  of  the  increased  cost  of 
machinery  of  nttt  lest*  than  $100,000.(100  a  year;  and  I  pro- 
pose to  demonstrate  that  fact  beyond  any  doubt  before  the 
debtite  on  the  tariff  bill  .shall  have  l>eeu  closed. 

Furtliermore.  the  tariff  rates  under  the  steel  schedule  have 
increased  the  oiierating  exitenses  of  the  railroads  of  this  coun- 
try per  annum  by  half  a  billion  dollars,  the  result  of  which 
has  been  to  increase  the  freight  rates,  and  such  increasetl 
freight  rates  have  depreciatetl  the  price  of  farm  prtKlucts. 
Therein,  in  my  opinion,  lies  the  difficulty  with  the  tariff  ques- 
tion so  far  as  it  relates  to  tlie  farmer. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  suggestion; 
but  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  that  field  of  tariff  discussion  to-day. 
There  will  t)e  other  da.vs  when  we  will  l>e  compelled  to  make 
such  unhappy  excursions  into  the  various  rj»mifi(atlons  of  the 
bill ;  but  what  I  am  saying — and  I  am  saying  it  seriously — ^that 
the  farm  problem  in  .so  far  as  there  is  a  farm  problem  not 
brought  about  by  more  or  less  temporary  factors,  is  simi>ly 
this :  That  we  have  so  advanced  the  cost  levels  in  the  l'nite<l 
States  that  tlie  farmer  can  not  sell  at  a  profit  his  iirtMlucts  at 
the  world  price  level. 

How  have  we  advanced  his  cost  levels?  I  do  not  say  that 
the  tariff  is  entirely  resptaisible  for  the  advancetl  cost  levels, 
but  I  do  .^ay  that  it  is  partially  ami  even  chiefly  resiMmsible. 
I  do  not  believe  that  any  serious-thinking  man  will  deny  that 
statement. 

There  may  be  many  contributing  causes;  there  are  various 
causes  contributing  to  the  raising  of  general  ct>st  levels  lu  the 
United  States,  but  the  tariff  is  one  of  the  chief  contributing 
cau.ses.  There  is  not  a  doubt  about  that,  for  to  assert  the  con- 
trary is  to  admit  the  utter  worthlessness  of  tiie  tariff,  is  to 
abandon  the  home-market  argiunent  and  the  scale  of  living  and 
the  general  conditions  of  labor  in  the  United  States.  Of  course, 
the  tariff  has  advanced  cost  levels. 

The  Dem<»cratic  Party  has  always  said,  anil  yet  sa.vs,  that  the 
solution  of  the  problem  is  not  in  the  giving  of  tariff  rates  to  the 
farmer,  though  in  so  far  as  we  can  give  him  effective  rates  or 
partially  effective  rates,  we  shouid  make  those  rates  just  as 
liberal  »is  we  can  i>ossibly  make  thein.  but  that  we  should  be 
consistent  and  square  our  action  with  honesty  of  purpt»se.  That 
is  not  only  the  Democratic  position,  it  is  the  i)osition  of  the 
eminent  economists.  Republicans,  every  one  of  them,  so  I  am 
advi-sed.  Certainly  they  accept  the  protective  principle.  But  not 
only  is  it  the  opinion  of  these  gentlemen,  but  it  was  the  «»plnion 
of  Alexander  Hamilton  him.self.  who  gave  to  the  country  the  pro- 
tective polic.v.  Let  me  remind  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
committee  that  Mr.  Hamilton's  famous  report  was  ou  manufac- 
tures, nttt  on  agriculture;  indeed,  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  agri- 
culture. His  report  was  for  the  single  purjjose  of  liuildii^g  up 
industry  in  a  predominantly  agricultural  country. 

To  the  extent  that  we  raise  the  weighted  average,  the  direct 
percentage  average,  or  what  not,  of  the  industrial  scheflules 
alK)ve  the  agricultural  schedules,  conceding  every  one  of  the 
rates  on  agricultural  products  to  be  fully  effective,  to  that 
extent  we  ac<entuate  the  farm  problem;  to  that  extent  we  add 
to  the  burden  of  the  farmer :  to  that  extent  we  magnify  and 
make  more  malignant  the  real  farm  i>roblem  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  President,  the  tariff  can  not  apply  to  agricultural  prod- 
ucts when  such  products  are  on  jin  exr)ort  basis,  when  the 
great  bulk  of  the  products,  or  even  a  considerable  per  cent  of 
them  must  l>e  exported.  There  is  not  a  serious-minded  man 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  who  will  controvert  that  state- 
ment. Would  a  tariff  duty  on  ccdton  do  us  any  goo<l  when  we 
are  exporting  60  per  cent,  .say.  of  our  raw  cotton  every  year? 
The  Members  of  the  Senate  know  it  would  not.  I  have  never 
asked  for  such  a  duty. 

We  have  been  given  a  tariff  rate  on  peanuts.  I  hapfien  to 
grow  them,  and  I  niyNcIf  asked  for  the  duty.  It  Is  no  indica- 
tion, let  me  say  to  my  friend  from  Kentucky,  tJ»at  a  rate  on 
an  agricultural  product  is  effective  merely  becans**  a  farmer 
asks  for  It,  I  am  a  farmer,  and  I  went  before  the  Tariff  C^nn- 
mission  and  asked  that  the  tariff  duty  on  peannta  b«'  raised, 
and  the  Tariff  Commission  raiwd  it.  Now  let  me  tell  the 
Senator  what  hap{Mn(*<l, 

Mr.  SAC^KE'IT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senat.n-  tell  roe. 
then,  why  he  asked  for  It? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  thought  it  might  l»e  effective.  The  tariff 
generally  had  been  effective  In  the  casi*  of  mannfactnred  com- 
modities nnd  the  fnrinem  who  grew  peunutft,  in  their  de»«i»eni- 
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tlon.  WW  willing  to  try  nnythin?.  »•  I  J««»kP«l  for  the  In- 
rnawrt  dntv.  Now.  let  nj**  nil  rh»^  Senator  what  happeiKHi. 
Tho  Tariff  foininIs*l«'ii  jtrantwl  n«  an  iiKretise  in  th**  «laty 
on  p<^anul.'«.  l-nt  sin. ».  that  ^^to^\  tlay  peanuts— I  am  speaking 
now  «.f  rhe  Spanish  nui  srrowji  in  tho  S-ntheast  and  not  of  the 
hi;r  juml>o  nut  zrown  in  Virffinin  and  the  riiroJinafs— have  sold 
on  Die  Diarki^t  for  le^j*  than  the  actual  duty.  In  other  words, 
th»  duty  nnder  the  r«<ommen.i»ition  of  the  Tariff  Commission, 
wlii*  li  lla.i  tlH>  approval  <.i  I»i-e>i.lent  ('«K»lid«e.  in  February  of 
till*  year.  I  lu'lieve,  jiiuonnis  t<>  m<>r.»  than  «8<»  a  ton.  and  yft 
In  <J«^onfia  we  are  ti>-day  iBellinsr  onr  Sjatnish  nuts  of  tho  N».  t 
irra<ie  fur  If^s  than  ^70  a  ton. 

Mr.  HKFl).  Mr.  rr#«idei.t.  will  llie  Senator  iierniit  a  Miies- 
tion '; 

Mr   (;E<»UGK.     1  will. 

Mr.  KKEJ).  At  the  tiini-  the  S«Mi;itor  asked  f«tr  the  imn-.tse 
%%ere  nut.i  l»elng  l>rouirht  in  from  abroad? 

Mr.  (iE(>K<;K.    Tliey  were. 

Mr.  KEED.     After  the  Incren.-e  were  nut.><  brought  in? 

-Mr,  GEOU(;E.     N«k  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  JIEE1>.  iNatnriilly  they  would  not  be  if  they  sold  for  less 
than  the  Hui<*unr  of  the  duty. 

Mr.  UFA  tHUE.     That  is  tnie. 

Mr.  ItEEH.     Tlje  tariff  was  effeciive.  then,  to  that  extent,  was 

Ir  not'/ 

.Nfr.  <;KnR«;E.  No.  lA't  me  siiy  to  the  Senator  it  was*  Just 
a  ma  iter  case  where  tlie  honest  f:irmer  was  mi^^led  by  Re|)ul>- 
lieau  jtropaganda. 

Mr.  REED.     Oh.  no 

Mr.  (IKOllGE.  l^?t  me  answer,  and  wlien  I  exi>lain  I  think 
the  S«'natt>r  will  se«'  the  point. 

Some  peanuts  were  beiu;;  hrou;dit  in,  hut  they  bapi)ei)ed  to 
be  .-hiefly.  at  leas^t,  the  big  peanuts  ^Town  in  North  Carolina 
ttJid  Virgin  hi.  They  were  not  the  nuts  known  as  the  Spanish 
nat.  There  were  some  Iniijortations,  as  I  think,  of  Spanish 
uuLs;  and  to  the  extent  that  the  tarilt  might  have  l)een  effec- 
tive in  excluding  the  Spanish  nut  it  mijcht  be  said  that  there 
was  some  indirect  b«'nefit  to  the  farmer  in  that  way,  but  not  in 
priif. 

Mr.  RKED.  And  to  the  »'Xteut  tliat  the  large  nuts  were  kept 
out.  Just  to  ttiat  extent  was  so  mnch  competition  removed  from 
the  (f rowers  of  the  large  nuts  In  Virginia? 

Mr.  GEOliOE.  I  fan  not  say  what  happened  to  their  prhes, 
be«-au.«ie  we  do  not  grow  those  nur.s. 

^Ir.  REEl>.     1  am  not  a.^klng  about  tho  prices. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  so  liappeiis  that  the  laryo  nuts  aiul  the 
sHiuU  mils  are  not  ctmiprtitive. 

Mr.  1!KI-:d.  I  understand.  I  luu  not  asking  abtait  the  prices 
of  the  large  ones;  but  it  must  be  perfectly  obvious  that  it  was 
a  benefit  b^  the  growers  of  tlte  kind  of  nut  that  had  beeii  coming 
lu  If  the  n-wult  of  this  aetion  was  that  those  nuts  no  longer 
i-anie  iu. 

l^lr.  <iEoR(;K.  I  can  imH  answer  as  to  the  big  nuts.  1  am 
an^wfriux  a^*  to  the  .Spanish  nnts. 

Mr.  HARKLBY.     Mr.  Pre«i(leiit 

The  PRESIDING  OKFK'KH.  Mntm  the  SetijiKH'  from  Georula 
yield  to  the  Senator  fnrm  Kentucky? 

Mr.  (JROROB.     1  do. 

Mr.  HARKLMT.  As  t  tiislii-wtand  the  Menator,  tiy  shutting 
out  altogether  tiM  little  mits,  and  by  restricting  the  big  tints, 
>Hii  tfoi  yiiar  tmkf  down  froui  fM)  to  (TUV 

Mr,  OKORGK,  Y9m;  we  Anally  Ptu%t*'A»Hi  in  getting  It  down 
lo  41*1  It  Is  not  rtnltc  170  now:  li  is  ja«t  a  Utile  andvr  170. 
Jt  is  i>¥imm'u  Kifr  MiMl  liWi  Imt  flMt  is  how  the  tariff  (iperateM, 

Hr.  MMOfJT,  Ttiett  it  can  utn  «ipcrateb«th  ways,  cnii  It?  The 
oihif  Mi'tMifor  hue  j«»i  eliiini#«l  tliai  this  Mil  Is  going  to  iiHtt  th« 
tinintry  bltlkiia  *tt  d<»llar»— blliiittiH  of  d^aisrs, 

Mr.  (AKOHilK.  I  am  »*>t  talking  atMnit  \ww  it  operates  on 
other  piislvi'le, 

Mr.  MMtXKT.  Tim  Ikniator  <nty*  that  in  this  <aMt  tin*  tariff 
has  i»4it  done  a  |Mrtl«ie  of  gtHsl.  b<vauM*  tiie  prodik;t  Is  Nelling 
(or  le«N  than  the  tariff  rate  :  mo  that  it  can  not  work  both  ways. 

Mr.  GEOBGB.  Oh.  no.  Mr.  Pntsideni !  1  remitahHl  the  Sena- 
tor that  Mr.  Hamilton's  famous  report  was  on  mauafactures, 
and  tlie  tariff  will  work  cm  mitntifm  tures;  but  it  d«s>H  not  work 
oa  agrionltural  products  as  a  general  proistsition.  There  are 
exceptlona  to  the  statemeut,  and  I  hare  fairly  pvt  them  in  iu 
the  leuguage  of  the  three  luiversiiy  of  WlM-onsin  professors. 

I  put  In  their  arguments  m>  that  y«Mt  may  read  their  urgn- 
nieuts ;  but  I  am  prtx^Hling  to  say  on  my  o\^n  Judgment  that 
where  the  farm  iN'odu«-t  is  ou  au  export  Isif^is,  at:  in  the  case  of 
cotton,  you  can  not  get  any  i^eueflr  from  tlie  tariff,  of  course; 
aiHl  ubere  the  farm  laroilue^t  is  on  an  exixut  basis,  as  in  the 
(rise  of  wheat,  yoo  can  not  get  any  beueflt  except  up«>n  that 
]iiiiite«i  i)ereentage  of  the  crop  which  is  not  of  rtie  general 
f|U.tlif\  —  that  is,  the  Inch-protein  coiift-nt  wiiich  is  represented 
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nundl.v,  as  the  Senator  frotti  Montana  Mild.  l>y  some  fdxteen  or 
eifhteen  millions  out  of  the  average  aimuiil  pnxluction. 

iMr.  SACKETT.     Jfr.  President 

iThe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kennicky? 

[Mr.  GEORGE.  Let  me  finish  tiii-i  stateniont,  and  tbett  I 
wjill  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  dACKI-Trr.     I  de.«dre  to  u.«k  n  serious  question,  If  1  mny. 
Mr.  GEORGE.     I  am  talking  seriously. 

.Mr.  SACKKTT.  I  know  the  Senator  is.  nnd  tlint  is  tho 
reason  why  I  desire  to  ask  a  serion;!  question. 

We  have  sttidied  this  bill  for  a  long  time.  We  have  tried  to 
draw  a  bill  that  woukl  help  agriculture.  The  Senator  Is  a 
fjrnier;  iiiid  I  desire  to  ask,  in  all  fairness,  wliether  the  S<'nator 
has  any  .suggestions  for  any  increases  in  the  tariff  on  farm 
pi'otlucts  that  wouhl  heii>  tlie  farmer  at  all  over  what  iippi^rs 
ir  the  bill  at  the  pn^ent  time? 

Mr.  GEOR(iE.  Mr.  President.  I  am  getting  to  that  as  fast  as 
I  c.-in.  There  may  b<»  some  proiliM'ts  on  which  the  rates  can 
Is  made  more  eflnitive,  and  there  may  he  a  way  by  which 
tie  farmer  can  he  heiiK-d :  hut  what  I  am  saying  to  tlie  Sen- 
a  or  is  that  you  never  can  help  the  fnnoer  l>y  elevating  cost 
Ifkcls  in  the  Iniieil  States  liigher  an<l  higher  above  the  price 
l«Fel  at  wliich  he  sells  his  pr<»duct ;  and  if  the  tariff  can  not 
hi  uiade  ette<.tive  in  raising  the  price  levels  of  farm  laodtKts, 
tl  en  you  are  n«»t  going  to  solve  tho  farm  probh^m  by  y<mr 
tJ  riff  legislatitm.  inile.ss  you  apply  tlie  i»rin«iple  of  the  ex|M>rt 
deb^'nture. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  S«'nator  feels  that  we  have  gone  :i<  far 
ai;  we  cau  go  with  the  tariff  .-ilone  in  giving  help  to  the  fm*mcr, 
practically  .speaking? 

Mr,  GEORGE.  With  the  exception  of  the  rates  upou  some 
ninur  products  which  might  be  further  increased,  aJai  with 
tlic  all-important  exception  that  you  will  help  the  farmer  if 
y  >u  will  reduce — I  do  not  mean  radically,  to  the  destruction 
o  '  industrj'  in  America — if  you  will  provide  for  the  gradual, 
s(  iisible,  and  just  re<lnctiun  of  industrial  rates,  thereby  bring 
li  g  the  cost  level  of  industrial  prothicts  more  in  line  with  agri- 
ciltural  prices,  which,  in  large  measure,  are  world  prices. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  That  is  another  (juestion  on  wldch  I  take 
a  1  entirely  different  view  from  the  Senator ;  but  1  do  not 
d  ?sire  to  go  Into  that  feature  now.  I  simply  desire  to  :isk  if 
t  lere  arc  any  helpful  suggestions  for  agricultural  rates  that 
tie  Senator  cau  offer? 

J  Mr.  GEORGE.  I  did  not  intend  to  go  into  the  .•subject  fur- 
t  ler  at  this  time;  hut  let  me  ask  the  .Senator  if  he  voted  for 
tie  McMfister  resolutiou? 

Mr.  SACKE'IT.  I  really  can  not  remember  whether  I  did 
o*  not, 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  McMaster  resolution  emls)dies  the  phil- 
o«ophy  of  what  I  am  now  tr>Iiig  to  say— that  there  should  ))e 
not  only  a  lll>er}il  construction  of  whatever  tariff  jwlicj  Is 
aJoptiNl  in  behalf  of  ade«iuate  rales  on  agricultural  producls, 
bat  also  a  needed,  sensible.  Just  reduction  of  the  rates  on  lu- 
(]astrial  prwlucts  so  as  to  bring  tlie  cost  levels  of  those  prodiu-ts 
non-  in  alignment  with  agrl«'ultnral  prl<e  leveN.  iVrtalnly  In- 
(iistrial  r.itcs  should  not  be  generally  nils<.>d, 

Mr,  HACKETT,  I  can  not  say  lo  lUe  Setiutor  wheiher  I 
vji»ted  for  that  remtlntlon  or  not,  I  enti  not  remember  «f  thl«« 
time;  hui  my  philosophy  of  the  tariff  Is  on  ii  different  h»i«ls, 
tamely,  to  give  sneh  orotertlon  to  Industry  hh  will  enatile  n 
•([•ale  iif  living  that  will  {sTmlt  the  pflrchaM-  of  nil  the  ««rl- 
f<iilturiil  |rr<Hln('ts  that  the  p>r»ple  can  n***, 

Mr.  GKomiK,     Well,  rtiey  arc  (rtin  having  them  all  now,  Mr. 
fVesld^ir. 
Mr,  WALHII  of  Mtrntana.    Mr,  President-— 
Th<.  FKK»«1^l^ffl  OKKICKIl,    Does  the  Hennior  from  floor' 
lla  field  to  the  Mitiotor  from  Montana? 
I  Mr.  OCORliK,    Yes;  I  yield  to  the  Henntor. 

Mr,  WAI.Hll  of  .Montana.  With  gnat  s«'rlon».ii«'s-  and  greal 
larneMtnowM  the  Henntor  from  Kefitucky  addressed  a  question  to 
he  M«'nator  from  Georgia  as  to  whether  he  conld  make  any 
nggfMtiofiM  :is  to  what  additional  thing  might  Is*  done  for  the 
armer  In  connecthm  with  the  tariff.  I  fj-el  JUHtflled  In  speaking 
III  iH'half  of  the  fanner,  my  State  l»elng  a  great  agricultural 
5tate:  iind  1  desire  to  j^ey  that,  so  far  as  I  have  l>een  able  to 
»ther.  the  complaint  of  the  farmer  with  respeirt  to  the  pending 
lill  Is  not  so  much  that  the  rates  on  agricultural  products  are 
lot  hiv'h  enough — most  or  many  of  them,  at  least,  being  wliolly 
or  itsriially  ineffective,  as  has  been  stated — but  that  the  rate*; 
^i  other  proclnct.x  of  industry,  manufactures  and  others,  have 
leeii  raisetl  so  high  that  whatever  benefit  the  farmer  gets  from 
he  dniies  vn  agricultural  prodnets  is  more  than  offset  by  the 
idvamvil  duties  upon  the  things  he  must  buy.  The  tTf»ubIe.  as 
nd!Ciite<l  by  the  Senator  fr«>m  Georgia,  Is  that  tlie  price  of  things 
he  farmer  must  buy  ha!>  l>eea  elevated  so  high  that  the  pur- 
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chasing  power  of  his  products  now  is  no  greater  than  from  70 
to  7")  per  cent  of  what  it  was  prior  to  1914. 

So  I  should  like  to  answer  the  Senator  fn/m  Kentucky  by 
saying  that  there  are  many  things  that  might  be  done  by  the 
Senate  for  the  benctit  of  the  farmer  in  connection  with  the 
tarilT:  but  they  would  all  be  in  the  reduction  of  the  high  duties 
now  exacted  rjither  than  In  the  increase  of  duties  on  agricultural 
prcslucts.  largely  jwiier  duties. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  That  is  the  other  side  of  the  question,  if 
the  Senator  pleases.  I  wanted  to  make  .sure  that  there  were 
no  suggestions  to  be  made  of  necessary  increases  in  duties  on 
farm  i)roducts. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  there  will  be  before  the  debate 
is  over. 

Mr.  SACKE'IT.     I  am  trying  to  find  out  what  they  are. 

Mr.   McM ASTER.     Mr.   President,  just   a   moment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  understood  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
to  say  that  the  increases  that  were  granted  to  the  farmers 
were  made  at  their  request.  Were  all  the  increases  that  the 
farmers  asked  for  granted? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  do  not  think  in  every  case  the  entire  rate 
was  granted,  hut  a  very  large  percentage  of  it  was  granted. 

Mr  McM.\STER.  The  Farm  Bureau,  as  I  understand,  have 
a  letter  in  to-da.v 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Yes;  that  letter  has  Just  been  read. 

Mr.  McMASTEU.  Showing  that  the  requests  that  were  made 
were  not  granted. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  And  I  asked  the  Senator  from  Georgia  if 
he  thought  tluit  by  increasing  those  rates  we  could  help  the 
fainier ;  hut  I  think  he  .said  we  could  not. 

Mr.  S.MOOT  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Sontli  Dakota  whether  he  has  read  the  letter  of  the  farm 
organization? 

Mr.  McMASTER.     I  have  just  glanced  through  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Does  the  Senator  approve  of  It? 

Mr.  McMASTER  I  have  not  had  a  chance  to  go  through  all 
of  it.    I  think  it  just  came  out  to-day. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     September  8. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  They  complain  of  the  fact  thtit  the  farm 
organizations  appeared  before  the  coinnrittee  and  made  certain 
requests,  and  those  requests  were  denied.  So  far  as  that  com- 
plaint was  made  in  1922,  iu  connection  with  the  passage  of  the 
tariff  act  of  that  year,  that  complaint  was  justified.  Tliey  did 
make  riHiuests  in  1922  which  were  denied  ;  and  I  was  wondering 
how  far  that  pr*x*e<lure  had  taken  place  during  the  consideration 
of  the  present  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  SMOCyp.  I  will  .say  to  the  Senator  that  some  of  the 
reijuests  have  uot  been  Incorporated  in  the  pres<>nt  tariff  bill ; 
hui  every  request  that  was  made  in  1922  was  incoiT)orated  in 
that  Idll. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  O  Mr.  President,  that  matter  has  been 
ar:,'ued  out  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  The  record  on  that 
suhjeef  has  be««n  quoted  time  and  time  again. 

Mr,  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  w»is  a  meml>er  of  the  eom- 
miitee.  and  the  junior  H<'nator  from  Idaho.  Mr.  Gocsllng,  to- 
goih»r  with  Olio  Of  two  other  Senatorn,  handed  me  a  K-hcdnle 
of  rates;  nn<l  I  say  to  flip  Henaft>r  that  every  one  of  the  rates 
hnndcfl  to  me  by  the  Junior  Kitiator  from  Idaho,  s|s'aklng  fheti 
for  the  farm  bhs-,  ^o  calUsI,  was  jaif  Into  tlie  act  of  1922, 

Mr,  MiMAM'lEU.  Mr,  I'ri-sldent,  of  cours<',  the  H«'tintor 
frraii  Cfiih  remembers  that  in  lir.%  for  exaniph',  the  farmer* 
were  askliiM  for  a  duty  of  12  cents  a  iwsifid  on  bull'-r.  Then 
flM^y  went  iM-fore  the  Henator's  committee,  the  Flnancf  Com- 
mittee, and  Nxked  for  lo  centx;  and  the  Henafor  hliii'M-lf  made 
the  "trtfi'iie  (if  iN'fore  lh<*»e  ref>rewnt«tive»  of  the  farm  orgaul- 
zinUmu  that  lh<y  were  not  d<»servlng  of  I(»  couiu  n  iK>und,  and 
he  uave  them  H  ci-ntn.  1'hat  U  the  record,  That  is  the  testi- 
mony of  I  he  Henator  hlmH<'lf  tiiat  he  gave  liefore  the  committee. 

Mr.  HMOOT.  1  never  gave  any  i»'stlmony  lM>fore  the  com- 
niii (<•<•,  I  was  a  memlsT  of  the  cimimittec,  but  I  never  gave 
any  testimony  iK'fore  It;  and  I  will  say  to  the  Henator  that  I 
never  made  any  such  statement.  I  now  say  again  that  In  the 
act  of  1922  the  farmers'  rates  were  handed  to  the  committee 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Idaho,  Mr.  GofKling,  and  every  rate 
finally  retiuested  was  put  into  the  bilL 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  let  me  proce<»d  Just  a  moment, 
and  then  I  will  yield  the  floor. 

I  am  not  able  at  this  moment,  nor  is  this  the  time,  to  point 
out  siK'ciflcally  what  I  think  might  be  of  benefit  to  the  farmers 
in  the  bill,  and  I  am  not  undertaking  to  do  that.  That  is  not 
within  the  scope  of  what  I  am  trying  to  say.  nor  am  I  con- 
teiiding  that  the  tariff  may  not  be  helpful  to  some  agricultural 
pnxlucts.  I  am  trying  to  deal  fairly  with  the  question,  and 
offer  Republican  evidence  concerning  the  products  on  which  the 


tariff  may  be  either  partially  efftK'tive  or  wholly  effwtlve,  and 
I  put  that  evidence  in  tiie  Rhx-ORn. 

There  might  be  other  products  not  yet  canvas.sed  by  this  dis- 
tinguished board  of  professors  thjit  could  receive  either  a  par- 
tially or  a  wholly  effective  tariff  treatment  1  am  not  pni>artsl 
to  Siiy  that  that  is  not  true,  nor  am  I  prepared  to  say  that  higher 
rates  ou  some  farm  prcslucts.  such  as  the  farm  representatives 
have  asked  and  have  been  denie*l,  might  not  be  helpful  to  them. 
I  am  prepared  to  say,  however,  and  it  is  the  position  that  the 
DemofTatic  Party  has  taken,  as  I  understand,  from  the  fii-st, 
that  tile  real  farm  problem  is  indicated  by  the  a<ivanced  i*ost 
levels,  primarily  by  vlitue  <>f  the  tariff  and  the  operation  of  the 
tariff  on  manufactured  articles,  at  whicli  the  farmer  must  pro- 
duce, while  he  is  comjielled  to  sell  his  products  at  world  price 
levels  or  at  stHuething  very  nejir  the  level  of  world  prices. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wis<-onsin? 

Mr.  GF:0RGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BLAIN?].  I  do  not  like  to  interrupt  the  Senator,  but  I 
am  sure  he  w«mld  be  intert^twl  in  a  very  brief  declaration  that 
has  been  made  by  the  real  farmers  of  the  I'nited  Slates  directly 
in  hannony  with  what  the  Senator  has  been  endeavoring  to 
demonstrate  this  afternoon,  and  with  his  ijermissiou  1  will  read 
it ;  it  is  only  13  or  14  lines. 

This  communication  is  dated  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  August  31, 
1929,  at  wliich  time  and  place  a  conference  was  held  by  ri'pre- 
sentatives  of  the  Minnesota  Farm  Bureau,  the  Land  0"lj»kes 
Creameries  (Inc.),  probably  the  largest  dairy  c<M>peraiive  or- 
ganization in  tlie  L'nited  States,  the  Central  Cfstperatlve  Asso- 
ciation, and  the  Twin  City  Milk  Producers  Ass<K'iation.  At 
that  C(mference  they  said  these  words: 

The  special  session  of  the  Congress  wiis  called  for  the  particular  jnir- 
pose  of  granting  to  agriculture  tariff  equality  with  Industry.  The 
Congress  has  thus  far  lost  sight  of  or  disregarded  this  fact.  It  lias  bo 
readjusted  industrial  tariff  rates  as  to  mnke  tlie  inequality  between 
industry  and  agriculture  greater  than  ever  l>ofore.  The  proposed  i!\v\tt 
schedules  are,  therefore,  absolutely  unsatisfactory  to  agriculture. 

Addres.sed  to  all  the  Senators,  they  say; 

We  demand  that  you  exercise  every  effort  to  limit  the  action  of  the 
Congress  to  the  purpose  for  which  the  session  was  called,  .nn<l  that 
unl«ss  the  tariff  readjustments  made  by  the  Congress  aro  confined  to 
agricultural  products  no  changes  be  made  in  the  prt>sent  tariff  schetlules. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  W  Is- 
consln,  and  I  Ijelieve  that  the  statement  read  by  liim  from  these 
representative  grouiw  of  farmers  will  lie  f<mnd  to  more  accu- 
rately express  the  farm  sentiment  of  this  country,  after  this  bill 
has  lieen  disiwsed  of,  than  some  of  <mr  friends  are  incline<i  now 
to  think.  Tiiere  can  Ih»  no  doubt  alsmt  it,  it  would  !«  bettt-r  to 
have  no  tariff  h'gislntlon,  so  far  as  tlie  farmer  is  conceriuHl,  than 
to  leave  him  relatively  in  i)osltlon  where  the  price  level  of  his 
prcnluct  and  the  c(»st  level  of  pr(Nlucliig  that  product  and  all 
ids  living  exis»nses  liave  Is-en  still  furtlwr  widened  in  tlie 
Interest  of  the  industrial  group, 

Nolssly  wants  fo  defeat  fhe  effort  of  the  majority  p*«rty  to 
enact  n  tariff,  if  the  tariff  \n  fair  and  Ju^f,  but  wh«ii  fhe  Con- 
gress Is  called  sisn-iflctilly  to  detil  with  farm  relief  throuKh  the 
enactment  of  general  leglNhitloti  and  llmttetl  r»'vls|on  of  the 
tariff,  it  wotild,  Imh-ed,  be  snpretm*  Irony  If  fhe  dlffetefMen  turn 
exhilng  iM'fwecn  agrlcuitiirnl  (irhcM  and  Inditotrlal  t»rlce«i  were 
further  wld4iied.  and  I  do  n/»i  «•«•  why  Hti>one  l»  not  ♦'tiilrely 
Jiisflfled  In  he  Icvliig  that  he  U  dlM'harKltig  tln^  hlghe«<i  duty  to 
the  Am<'rh'an  faiiiMr  and  to  the  American  fs'ople  in  cndinvtrring 
to  defi'iit  a  bill  of  that  chiirttct4»r. 

If  our  friends  on  the  other  side  jsT'-Ut  in  rHalfilng  rMtew  In 
the  gHienil  industrial  M-bedules  as  dl»«ilngulsbi'<l  frfmi  ilie  iigrl- 
culfural,  which  will  <«ertalnly  widen  that  dl««iNirlfy,  then  they 
mu*«t  take  tlie  re«i»onslblllty, 

I  wuH  saying  that  you  cau  not  make  fhe  tariff  effeeilve  ui^m 
an  agricultural  prfsluct  which  Is  definitely  on  an  exis>rt  baslx. 
You  can  not  make  it  effj'ctlve  ufsin  an  agricultural  product 
not  on  an  export  basiw  in  many  instances  for  the  reason  that 
the  farm  product  is  grown  by  such  widely  scattered  producing 
units — units  which,  under  the  sternest  economic  necessity,  must 
sell  the  pro<luct  the  moment  it  is  ready  for  the  market — so  that 
it  makes  little  difference  about  the  tariff  wall.  Unless  it 
really  is  an  embargo  tariff  the  product  cau  not  get  much  of  a 
benefit  out  of  it. 

Let  me  say  to  my  friends  who  are  doing  me  the  honor  t/> 
listen  attentively  to  what  I  say,  there  is  s<mie  reason  in  the 
farmer's  request  for  an  absolute  embargo,  if  you  are  going  to 
give  him  relief,  and  if  you  are  going  to  deny  him  relief  except 
through  tariff  legislation,  because  his  product  is  produced  by 
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wlik'Ij-  si.-attered,  ln«lependeiit  pnxlucing  units.  He  labors  under 
the  banlost  economic  necessity  knowu  to  American  producers 
to-day.  Tliere  Is  no  doubt  about  that.  You  have  admltteil  the 
prvnii.^e  In  the  passage  f»f  the  ^neral  farm  relief  bill,  for  which 
I  believe  pretty  nearly  everybody  in  the  St^nate  voted. 

Therefore,  there  is  some  rea.«M)n,  when  the  farm  group  cmnes 
•skins;  for  a  tariff  that  seems  unreasonably  high,  measured 
by  (he  rates  of  duty  that  would  ordinarily  be  given  to  an 
industrial  produi'er,  for  ihe  reasou  tliat  the  whole  economics  of 
ngri<ulture  are  difft-rent  from  the  economics  of  manufacturing; 
f«>r  the  reason  that  the  farmer  can  not  control  or  regulate  his 
prnluction ;  for  the  reason  that  h»^  can  not  speed  up  or  retanl 
by  a  -siiit'le  minute  of  the  3^5  days  of  the  year  his  pro<luction : 
and.  alMive  all,  for  the  additional  reason  that  he  has  been  st) 
hard  presseil  as  a  producer  that  when  he  gets  his  product 
ready  for  tht>  market  he  must  sell,  and  any  p<>S8ible  advantage 
whith  the  orgardzwl  buyer  has  against  the  dlsorganizeil  seller 
In  this  ct»nditIou  can  l>e  ased  to  beat  down  his  price  regardles.s 
of  the  tarifr.  unless  the  tariff,  where  it  can  be  made  effective 
uiwn  the  farm  pnxluct.  Is  so  hieh  as  to  seem  to  you  and  to 
myself  mufh  like  an  embargo  tariff.  Therefore,  there  ought  to 
be  a  reasonable  degree  of  sympathy  with  the  fanners'  repre- 
wntatives  when  they  come  asking  for  a  rate  ujwn  fann  products 
whi<  h  would  be  exre«fllngly  hard  indee<l  to  justify  judged  by 
any  standard  of  protection  or  l»y  iuiy  f<»minla  applied  by  any- 
one liolding  to  tiie  protective  doetrine. 

I  said  that  there  was  a  difference  between  the  economics  of 
agrieulture  and  of  manufacturing.  You  can  not  apply  the 
prliH-iple  of  mass  production  in  agriculture,  for  Instam-e.  exeept 
In  a  very  llmite<l  field.  It  is  not  within  the  range  of  possibili- 
ties. Yon  can  not  hope,  throngli  mass  pro<luction  of  agricul- 
tural prfHluets.  to  bring  al>out  a  reduction  in  the  per  unit  cost 
of  ttiotic  product.s.  exct^pt  in  a  very  limitMl  held.  I  am  speaking 
gi'Mcrully.  admitting  that  there  njay  be  some  exceptions.  The 
ec<»noiiiics  of  the  two  systems  are  vitally  dilTj-rent,  and  I  said 
•  while  ago  that  &fr.  Hamilton  rec<>guize<l  it  Let  me  read 
what  he  wiid  in  his  repf)rt  on  nianu  fact  urea.  I  am  reading 
from  a  new.xpui)er.  but  I  have  verltied  the  extract*  by  going 
buck  to  the  authentic  text.  He  said,  referring  to  proteitive 
duiie*' : 

I>ullM  of  this  nature  (prntectiTe]  <>ridentlj  amotrat  to  a  vlrtunl 
bounty  on  the  domrHtic  fubrirt ;  linrc,  by  enhanring  the  chflrfr<'a  on 
fup'lgn  artlcl^H,  they  enable  the  national  manufactnrer*  to  undfTBell 
all  their  furelfm  rompetltora. 

He  is  now  speaking  about  manufactures.  He  goes  on  to 
point  out  the  iliffereiice  between  the  producer  for  the  country 
market,  and  the  pn»duc<'r,  like  the  farmer,  for  a  world  market. 
Listen  to  what  he  KaUl : 

It  csio  not  ei»eape  notice  thit  a  duty  upon  the  Imporratlon  of  an  article 
oin  not  otherwise  aid  the  domentlc  pr-durtlon  of  It  than  by  siring  the 
latter  jtroMtfr  advnntairefl  In  the  home  m.Trket.  It  can  have  no  influence 
n|»n  the  advantHfRKtns  sale  of  the  article  pro<lucfd  in  foreign  markctg — 
no  tendency,  therefore,  to  promote  Its  exportation. 

1  quote  further  from  Mr.  Hatuiitoo: 

The  true  way  to  conellla'e  the*e  two  Interentg  Is  to  tay  a  duty  on 
fori'lkTi  mnmifrirture  of  thr  mattrial.  tht-  growth  of  which  Is  desired  to 
be  encunrai^l.  and  to  applj^  the  produce  of  that  duty,  by  way  of  l)ounty, 
eltht-r  upon  th»»  production  of  th-^  materhil  lt!«elf,  or  upon  Its  manufac- 
ture at  home  or  upon  both.  In  thin  diflpo<>ltlon  of  the  thing  the  manu- 
tcttirer  conimencrtt  bia  enterprise  ni>on  every  advantage  which  Is  «t- 
tainatile  r^  to  quantity  or  price  of  the  n»w  material,  and  the  farmer.  If 
the  bounty  be  Immediately  to  bim.  la  enabled  by  It  to  enter  Into  a 
■ucee<*«fal  competition  with  the  foreljfn  material. 

F'urtlier  he  said : 

A»  often  mm  a  duty  upon  a  foniKU  article  makes  an  addition  to  its 
price  it  causes  an  extra  expcnt«e  to  the  community  for  the  benefit  of  the 
dume»t1c  manufacturer.  A  bounty  does  no  more.  But  It  Is  the  Interest 
•f  tMe  aociet.v  in  each  caae  to  submit  to  the  temjwrary  expense,  which  is 
mure  thiin  comp<.'U»ated  by  an  Increase  of  industry  and  wealth  by  an 
augmeotatlon  of  resourci^  and  IndepeiKlonce  and  by  the  circumstance  of 
eventual  cheapness. 

Which,  as  I  understand  it.  is  the  true  and  logical  basis  upon 
which  those  who  believe  in  the  high-protective  tariff  place  them- 
selveR. 

But  In  this  report  Mr.  Hamilton,  in  other  sections,  clearly 
indicates  that  what  he  was  driving  for,  what  he  purposed,  was 
to  encourage  and  make  possible  manufacturing  in  a  predomi- 
nantly agricultural  community  or  country.  In  a  ctinntry  where 
ajrricnlture  had  all  of  the  advantage,  ami,  according  to  Mr. 
Hamilton's  view,  at  least,  whether  we  accept  it  wholly  or  not. 
a  country  in  which  manulacttiring  without  temporary  protec- 
tii>n  couid  not  relatively  gain  snch  an  advantage  as  would  en- 


ICORD— SENATE 


SEPTE>rBER    1 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


a  >le  it  to  become  a  real  factor  in  the  general  commercial  life 
o '  the  country. 

Those  of  us  who  came  here  at  the  last  session  and  said,  by 

0  IT  vote,  that  we  proposed  to  make  the  tariff  at  least  half 
eTective  by  the  debenture,  believed  exactly  what  I  am  saying 
h?re  now,  that  on  the  great  agricultural  products,  like  ott ton 
and  com  and  wheat,  the  great  staple  crops,  you  can  give  hut 
little  direct  benetit.     I  do  not  say  that  there  may  not  be  some 

1  direct  benefits;  I  am  not  arguing  about  the  home  market, 
a  wut  the  demand  for  agrirultural  prfnlucts.  I  am  not  entering 
ii  to  that  phase  of  the  ct>ntroversial  tiuestions  which  have  arisen 
urer  a  tariff.  I  am  saying  that,  so  far  as  direct  benefit  to  the 
major  agricultural  crops  of  the  country  Is  concerned,  you  can 
not  give  it  through  the  tariff  system,  or  directly  by  the  applica- 
t  on  of  the  tariff  principle,  unless  you  are  willing  to  accept  the 
I  rinciple  in  the  exiK)rt  debenture  plan  as  often  and  as  loudly 
as  that  principle  was  denounte^l  before  the  recess  of  the  C<»n- 
ere«s.  I  am  not  going  to  argue  Its  soundness;  I  am  simply 
F  ointing  out  what  I  believe  to  be  the  fact. 

Now,  I  am  going  to  say  another  thing  to  our  western  brethren. 
\  7c  in  the  South  who  have  always  been  farmers,  although  we 
are  becoming  more  of  industrialLsts,  have  always  known  that 
t  le  farmer,  inasmuch  as  he  was  a  general  consumer,  bore  the 
li  urdens  of  the  protective  system. 

if  we  got  Ijenefits  back  and  If  they  were  as  great  as  the 
I)  urdens.  all  good  and  well.  If  they  were  greater  than  tlie 
li  aniens,  then  you  have  been  right  and  we  have  been  wrong. 
I  ut  we  have  grown  poorer  and  poorer  on  the  farm  until  you 
ndmit  our  case  and  vote  $oOO.OOU,0(X)  out  of  the  Trea.sury  to  try 
t )  relieve  our  c«»n<lition.  Whoever  is  right,  down  there  we,  who 
\nTv  primarily  fanners,  have  known  that  we  were  bearing  the 
t urdens  of  the  prolei-tive  system.  But  If  we  were  so  blind  as 
lot  to  see  what  you  contendtnl  to  be  the  truth,  that  we  were 
receiving  greater  indirect  b»*neflts,  then  we  are  much  better  off 
t  lan  we  thought  we  were.  But  if  we  were  right,  our  western 
f  irmers  might  as  well  know  that  they  will  get  no  tllrcct  relief 
t  irough  the  operation  of  the  tariff  on  their  pnxiucts,  but  they 
1  111  get  it  on  a  few  minor  crop« — minor  measured  by  the  total 
croi>s  grown  by  the  whole  farm  population  engaged  In  the 
jiroduction  of  all  crops,  I  mean.  Th«>y  will  get  it  on  a  few 
(ommo<lities  or  products,  but  the  bulk  of  the  farming  population 
irill  continue  to  bear  tlie  burdens. 

Let  me  remind  our  western  friends  and  the  farm  leaders. 
J8  I  think,  what  they  are  doing.  To  the  extent  that  you  can 
I  lake  more  effective  tariff  duties  on  farm  products,  to  the 
extent  that  you  can  make  them  more  effective  or  completely 
effective  on  a  limited  number  of  products,  you  are  sending  up 
additional  burdens  to  fall  back  up*^>n  those  farmers  who.so 
I  nnlucts  can  not  be  protected.  I  say  to  my  friends  from  the 
^  k'est  without  the  slightest  hesltathm  that  they  are  adding  to 
1  le  burdens  of  their  brethren  In  the  South.  I  am  uot  making 
I  threat,  far  from  it.  but  I  say  that  you  will  do  what  long  ago 
Me  ought  to  have  done  if  you  can  make  your  high  rates  entin'Iy 
i  Bfective  on  many  of  your  commodities.  You  will  drive  us  into 
t  le  production  of  all  of  thfw<'  ctimmoditles  and  you  will  lose 
I  lore  of  your  home  market  than  yoti  will  gain  through  the 
qirect  benefits  of  the  tariff  on  your  products. 

This  Is  not  a  sectional  bill  excei>t  that  netirly  everything  the 

uth  had  in  it  has  been  eliminated.    It  is  sectional  only  In  the 

nse  that  some  of  my  good  friends  plowed  through  the  bill 
nd  where  they  found  something  that  was  being  pro<luce<l  In 

e  South  they  took  the  duty  off  or  reduct'd  It. 

If  I  were  to  suggest  that  it  was  con.>^clously  sectional,  my  re- 
1  larks  would  be  re<'eived  as  on  affront;  and  yet  if  there  were 
1q  the  whole  schedule  items  which  were  predominantly  the 
I  roduct  of  some  Southern  or  Southea.stem  State,  the  duties  were 

<  mitted  or  reduced.     I  said  there  was  no  such  hiteutlonai  c<m- 

<  uct  upon  the  part  of  my  friends  on  the  other  siile  of  the  aisle, 
but  It  does  not  make  much  difference  to  us  when  we  are  shot 
u-hether  you  intt  nded  to  hit  us  or  whether  you  hit  us  by  acci- 
dent. I  am  just  making  the  general  suggestions  to  my  western 
brethren.    I  am  not  mentioning  kaolin  at  this  time,  because  the 

<  istinguished  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  EdoeI  is  present, 
1  nd  later  we  will  have  to  discitss  that  more  at  length. 

What  are  you  giving  us  in  the  South?  I  am  addressing  this — 
shall  I  .-^ay  to  the  .^tand  i>at  element  of  the  committee?  I  do  not 
irant  to  use  any  offensive  ternj — let  me  say  the  consers-atives 
<ir  the  regulars.  That  is  not  offensive.  What  are  you  giving 
1  IS  in  the  South  on  any  staple  product  grown  over  any  consider- 
iiWe  portion  of  the  South?  I  am  talking  about  farm  protlucts 
MOW.  Of  course,  you  do  not  give  tis  anything  on  cotton.  There 
R  a  little  duty  on  cottonvsee<l.  but  frsinkly  it  is  not  effective. 

There  is  an  adequate  duty,  so  far  as  the  rate  goes,  on 
jeanuts.  but  we  are  selling  our  peanuts  for  less  than  the  duty 
i  ^elf  and  have  been  since  it  was  increased.    I  know  where  our 
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trouble  is.  The  distinguished  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot] 
knows.  Our  peanuts,  of  course,  are  competing  with  other  prod- 
ucts, interchangeable  products  that  come  in  free  from  the 
Philii)pines.  for  instance.  That  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  the 
duty  on  Spjini.sh  peanuts  is  not  effective.  But  I  am  not  going 
to  say  we  ought  to  tax  the  products  from  the  Philii>pine  I.slands. 
I  know  we  ct>uld  do  It,  but  we  would  do  It  to  the  shame  of  every 
man  who  profes.ses  anything  like  righteous  principles. 

So  what  are  we  getting  in  the  South?  You  know  the  duties 
on  pork  and  pork  products  and  on  lard  are  not  effective.  You 
know  cotton  and  cottonseed,  our  eluef  products,  are  out^de  of 
the  pale  of  protection.  You  know  the  story  of  peanuts.  Per- 
haps you  are  sending  the  tariff  ou  some  farm  prtnlucts  yet 
higher,  tariffs  on  products  produced  in  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, but  when  you  get  them  high  enough— and  that  is  what  I 
am  endeavoring  to  show  you — you  will  compel  as  to  produce  all 
of  the  wheat,  all  of  the  butter,  all  of  the  poultry  and  poultry 
products — all  of  the  products  that  we  buy  from  our  western 
farmers,  and  then  our  western  farmer  will  come  around  to  the 
bitter  experience  of  the  sf^utliem  farmer  and  realize  tliat  he  is 
paying  more  for  protection  than  the  protection  is  worth ;  that  it 
cost  him  dollars  and  cents  to  have  It. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  GEOR<iE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  this  is  uot  the 
time  to  discuss  i>aragiaphs  or  individual  schedules,  but  I  was 
rather  Interested  In  hearing  the  Senator's  reference  to  kaolin; 
Inferring,  as  I  followed  him,  that  in  the  particular  case  he 
was  somewhat  receptive  of  or  would  favor  a  higher  duty;  but 
that  in  all  the  other  cases  he  has  enumerated  he  felt  the  duty 
would  be  absolutely  ineffective.  I  was  wondering  as  a  general 
proiwsltion,  without  going  si»ecitically  Into  the  merits  of  any 
case,  why  one  duty  Is  eff»^:tlve  and  another  duty  ineffective 
for  In  each  wise  there  are  undoubtedly  importations. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  have  tried  to  explain  it.  but  the  Senator 
was  not  here  early  enough  to  hear  lue  and  I  will  not  go  baek 
over  It  now,  I  have  tried  to  sliow  to  the  Senate  that  the  pro- 
tective policy  is  of  course  effective  on  manufactured  products, 
on  m«>st  of  the  extracted  prtxlucts.  It  is  effective  upon  a  lim- 
ited number  of  farm  pr<Klucts  and  partially  effective  upon  a 
limited  number  of  other  farm  products.  But  It  Is  wholly  inef- 
fi-ctive  upon  the  great  staple  products  which  are  definitely  on 
an  export  basis  and  it  is  not  aiH>licable  to  farm  products  as  a 
general  rule  because  of  the  different  economics  that  are  in- 
volved in  manufacturing  and  in  farming. 

Mr.  President,  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  we  are  not  disposed 
to  deny  any  just  or  merlti^  duty  on  any  product,  whether  It 
is  manufactured  or  whether  It  is  agricultural.  We  may  have 
different  views,  but  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  will  vote  for 
a  duty  upon  a  manufactureil  product  when  I  believe  the  duty 
is  justified,  when  I  believe  that  it  is  necessary  to  give  to  the 
American  manufacturer  an  equal  chanc-e,  a  fair  chance,  an  even 
chance,  to  hold  his  own  In  his  own  market.  I  have  no  hesitancy 
in  saying  that.  The  philosophy  I  have  held  for  so  long  a  time, 
of  course  may  make  It  more  diflicult  for  me  to  see  the  figures 
as  you  will  present  them,  and  to  reach  the  conclusions  that  you 
may  readily  reach ;  but  I  am  speaking  candidly  when  I  say  that 
so  far  as  the  granting  of  ade<iuate  protection  is  concerned 
where  a  real  case  is  made  outrrfor  protection,  I  am  not  dis- 
posed to  oppose  it  and  will  not  vote  against  it. 

But  I  am  speaking  to  you  seriously  when  I  tell  you  that  as 
I  .see  it  your  whole  tariff  system  is  not  designed,  intended,  or 
comiietent  to  give  to  the  farmer  direct  relief  through  duties  on 
his  products.  I  am  qualifying  my  language  to  avoid  the  field 
of  controversy  witli  you  in  this  statement.  I  am  going  to  re- 
mind you  of  one  other  fact  which  precludes  agriculture  from 
g'^tting  complete  relief  through  the  direct  operations  of  the 
tariff,  as  I  think. 

There  is  nothing  uore  firmly  established  In  the  protective 
system  than  the  theory  of  compensatory  rates  or  compensa- 
tory duties.  Indeed,  your  whole  s.vstem  will  break  down  so 
far  as  manufactures  are  concerned,  if  you  do  not  grant  com- 
pensatory duties,  and  you  know  It.  Every  time  .vou  grant  a 
duty  to  the  farmer  or  the  producer  of  the  raw  material  or  of 
the  primary  product  which  enters  Into  the  cost  of  the  manu- 
facturer you  must  grant  and  you  will  grant,  because  It  is  a 
firmly  established  principle  of  the  protective  system,  a  com- 
pensatory duty  to  the  manufacturer.  And  every  time  you 
grant  the  compensatory  duty  you  cut  away  all  of  the  benefit 
beneath  the  feet  of  the  farmer  or  of  the  producer  of  the  raw 
material,  and  you  leave  him  relatively  just  where  he  stood 
before.  You  may  give  him  protection  and  he  may  have  an  ad- 
vantage over  his   neighbor  farmers   who  are   producing   some 


other  commodity.  But  when  you  compensate  the  manufac- 
turers for  the  advantage  or  Ix-ncflt  which  you  give  to  farmers, 
as  a  whole  you  take  fri>m  beneath  Uie  feet  of  the  farmers  all 
the  benefit  that  you  have  given  agriculture.  I  repeat,  the  direct 
benefits,  for  that  is  what  I  am  talking  about. 

Mr.  BUOOKILUtT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I>oes  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yiehl  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

-Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  Senator  has  said  that  the  iH)mpen- 
satory  duty  would  take  away  all  the  benefit  of  tariff  duties 
from  the  farmer.  I  can  understand  somewhat  tliat  theory; 
but  let  us  take  the  instance  of  hides.  The  bill  puis  a  10  i>er 
cent  duty  on  hides.  The  compensatory  duty  on  shoes  is  20 
per  cent.  Of  com-se.  that  is  taking  away  a  good  deal  more  tJiau 
the  benefit  of  the  10  per  ttjut,  but  the  real  compensatory  duty 
would  be  3.6  per  ceut;  that  is,  a  10  per  cent  duty  on  hidesw.mld 
add  as  much  to  the  cost  of  a  pair  of  shoes  as  3.6  iier  tent  on 
the  leather.  Let  us  suppose  it  was  put  at  3.6  per  cent  as  the 
experts  have  put  it.  Then  it  would  benetit  the  farmer  some  and 
that  compensatory  rate  of  3.6  iier  cent  w«>uld  not  take  away  all 
hLs  benefit,  because  the  farujers  produce  more  hides  than  enough 
to  make  the  shoes  which  they  buy  back  and  wear.  The  same  rule, 
I  think,  would  ap|>ly  to  all  of  the  comi»ensatory  proixjsitions. 
The  farmers  produce  more  thiui  tiiey  themselves  buy  buck  and 
therefore  the  competisatory  duty  does  not  give  theui  the  same 
benefit. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  couce«le  that  itot  only  as  to  the  hidividual 
farmer  but  as  to  groups  of  farmers  producing  a  parthular  pro- 
tected product;  but  I  am  si>eaking  of  the  benefits  to  all  of 
the  producers,  to  all  the  farmeis;  that  is  to  say.  taking  the 
farmers  as  a  whole,  there  can  be  no  substantial  tienefit  if  a 
cotniM'nsutory  duty  is  given  the  manufacturtT  each  time  that 
we  give  protection  to  a  raw  prcMluct,  exc-ept  perhaps  to  the 
limited  extent  that  the  manufacturer's  product  Is  sold  abroad, 
and  to  the  extent  that  the  farmer  is  not  an  equal  consumer  of 
the  product.  Some  of  the  burdens  Imponed  by  compensatory 
duties  are  borne  by  consumers  other  than  farmers,  of  course. 

Mr.  BR(X)KHART.  It  may  not  be  necessary  that  It  lie  sold 
abioad.  If  it  were  sold  to  anybody  outj<ide  of  the  particular 
class  of  farmers,  then,  I  think.  It  would  benefit  the  farmers 
just  the  same  us  if  sold  abroad.  Of  cotirse,  the  farmers  are 
only  about  a  third  of  our  i)opulatIon  and  would  retain  alxmt 
two  thirds  of  the  benefit  If  the  duty  were  actually  and  fairly 
comi)eu.satory ;  but  the  comiiensatory  rates  in  the  pending  bill 
are  not  of  that  character  at  all. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  understand  the  Senator's  position.  I  think 
in  the  case  of  hides,  where  the  rate  is  20  per  cent  on  shoes  made 
from  the  hides  and  15  i»er  cent  on  lianiess  made  from  the  hides, 
that  the  farmer  is  not  only  losing  s<ime  of  the  duty  dn  his  animal 
hides  but  he  is  losing  a  part  of  his  own  hide  besides,  because  he 
Is  certainly  paying  more  for  the  l>eneflt  he  receives  directly  from 
the  10  per  cent  ad  valorem  Im^K^sed  on  hides  than  he  gets  out 
of  it;  that  Is,  the  products  which  he  buys  are  eo.sting  him  far  in 
excess  of  tlie  increased  price  he  receives  for  hi.s  product. 

But  I  come  back  to  the  pr<^jslti«m — and  I  desire  to  make 
myself  clear  on  It — that  where  ju.st  compen.s:itory  duties  are 
given  to  the  manufacturers  and  a  direct  duty  is  given  to  the 
producer  of  the  raw  material,  of  course,  he  receives  a  benefit; 
but,  practically  speaking,  the  whole  body  of  producers  of  raw 
material,  agriculturists  as  a  whole,  stand  relatively  In  the  same 
p<»sition,  except  as  noted  and  (fualifled  by  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Bbooku.\bt]. 

So  I  wish  to  repeat  that  whatever  measure  of  protection  is 
given  to  general  industry  should  be  lllierally  applied  t«  agricul- 
ture, because  the  price  levels  of  agriculture  are  decideilly  out  of 
alignment  with  its  cw^t  levels  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question. 
Some  time  back  he  intimated  that  there  might  be  an  Indiri'Ct 
benefit  to  the  farmers  in  the  home  market  arising  from  the 
development  of  industries  in  our  country.  I  want  to  ask  the 
Senator  if  there  can  be  any  benefit  to  the  farmer  by  that  kind 
of  a  home  market  when  the  i>rlce  of  the  farmer's  product  is 
fixed  by  the  sale  of  his  surplus  in  the  comi»etitive  maxket  of  the 
world? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  did  not  quite  understand  the  Senator's 
question,  tliough  I  understood  his  premise. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  One  of  the  strong  arguments  made  to 
the  farmer  is  that  by  the  develoi»ment  of  Industry  in  our  country 
there  is  createtl  a  home  market  for  farm  products,  and  that  it 
is  of  great  Indirect  benefit  to  the  farmers  to  have  that  market 
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at  home;  bnt  ff  the  priw  of  his  product  Is  fixed  by  the  foreicn 
market,  where  thfTe  Is  cheap  labor  and  cheap  production,  does 
the  fanner  get  any  benefit  out  of  the  tariff  in  hLs  home  market? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  think  tlmt  be  does;  but  I  want  to 
Btate  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  In  that  case  where  we  have  an  export- 
able snrpfn.s  the  price  of  the  commodity  la  fixed  in  the  competi- 
tive market  of  the  worid. 

-Mr.  GEORGE.     Exactly. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  So,  In  fact,  we  hare  no  home  market 
for  a^cnltural  pr^xlucts  in  tliat  situntion. 

Bir.  GEORGE.  Exactly.  I  said,  If  the  Senator  please,  that 
the  farmer  most  sfil  at  the  world  price  level  in  that  event ;  but 
I  was  acreptini;  any  |M>islble  indirect  benoflt  the  farmer  migrht 
receive  simply  for  the  sake  of  the  present  argument,  and  con- 
ftniiig  myself,  as  nearly  as  I  could,  to  such  direct  benefits  as  it 
was  contended  by  the  able  chairman  of  the  committee  the 
farmf-r  wa.s  about  to  receive  from  the  rates  incorporated  in  the 
taiiff  hill  as  n^jiorted  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  II.  KETJ..\R.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  fnjm  Tennessee? 

Mr.  GEOIKJE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELI.AR.  Before  the  Senator  takes  his  seat  I  should 
likt*  to  a.««k  him  a  qn^srtion.  He  was  discussing  the  sectional 
character  <ft  this  bill.  I  call  his  attention  to  pase  169.  "  Schedule 
11 — W(X)l8  and  Manufactures  of,"  and  on  paKe  1G<>  to  "  Schedule 
10 — Flax,  Hemp,  Jute,  and  Mantifactures  of."  Htrwe^er,  when 
we  come  to  page  151,  Schedule  9  is  not  headed  **  Cotton  and 
Manufactures  of,"  but  It  applies  solely  to  the  manufactures  of 
cotton. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Cotton  is  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  understand  that  cotton  Is  on  the  free  list, 
but  recalling  that  there  are  probably  300.000  bales  of  long-staple 
cotton  imported  into  this  country,  largely  from  Egypt,  does  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  see  any  reason  why  the  framers  of  this 
bill,  if  they  wanted  to  be  fair  to  all  sections,  should  not  have 
put  a  duty  on  long-staple  cotton  and  changed  the  title  of  the 
paragraph  so  a.«i  to  read  **Cottt>n  and  Manufactures  of." 

Mr.  GE(>R(;E.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  can  see 
sonie  rea.son  for  a  duty  on  long-staple  cotton,  though  very 
frankly  It  is  a  debatable  qm'Stlon,  and  on  Its  merits  I  am  not 
preimred  to  pay  that  a  duty  on  long-staple  cotton  would  be  of 
actual  benefit  to  the  producers;  but  those  who  have  studied 
that  question  and  whose  opinion  Is  worth  much  more  than 
mine  believe  that  some  benefit  would  be  derived  from  such 
a  duty. 

Mr.  McMASTER,     Mr.  President 

Thp  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Sefiati>r  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  McMASTEK.  I  thought  the  Senator  from  Georgia  had 
concludfMi. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  have  concluded,  and  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance.  I  have  on 
the  clerk'.s  desk  a  resolution  (S.  Res.  113)  which  seeks  to 
obt;iin  .certain  information  which  the  Tariff  Commission  has 
in  Its  possession.  I  inquire  if  it  is  proposed  that  the  Senate 
shall  take  a  recess  this  evening? 

Mr.  S.MOOT.     Yea. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Therefore  the  tariff  bill  will  be  before  us 
•gain  at  12  o'cock  to-m<»rrow? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  will  be. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  want  to  know  If  the  chairman  of  the 
Finanre  Committee  will  give  his  permis.<«ion  to  have  that  reso- 
lution oon.sidered  to-morrow  at  12  o'clock? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  received  a  report  in 
regard  to  the  resolution  from  the  Tariff  Commission,  but  I  have 
re^-'eived  no  report  from  the  Treasury  Department,  thoujjh  I 
exixK't  one  to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  If  that  report  shall  be  received,  may  I  ask 
for  the  consideration  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  it  will  not  take  undue  length  of  time  to 
dispose  of  It  I  shall  not  t>bject. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  It  is  a  very  important  matter,  whether  it 
takes  time  or  whether  It  does  not  take  time.  The  resolution 
wMch  I  have  offnrcd  stacks  the  procurement  of  certain  informa- 
tion which  pertains  to  the  discus.siou  of  the  tariff  bill.  If  we 
do  not  obtain  permission  to  discuss  the  resolution,  then  I  am 
going  to  move  that  the  tariff  bill  may  be  laid  aside  and  that  the 
reHulution  to  which  I  have  referred  mav  be  considered. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  Senator  has  that  privilege, 

Mr.  McMASTER.  If  the  chairman  of  the  committee  will  not 
c<Mi8ent  tha^  the  resolution  may  be  considered 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  not  said  that  I  would  not  consent  to  It. 
I  want  first  to  see  what  the  report  from  the  Treasury  D^iart- 
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ment  will  be,  and  I  expect  to  receive  it  to-morrow  morning. 
I  can  not  say  to  the  Senator  off-hand  at  this  time  what  that 
report  will  be  and  what  action  I  shall  take  when  it  shall  have 
been  received. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Regardless  of  what  the  report  may  con- 
tain, the  resolution  will  receive  some  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  think  so. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Regardless  of  what  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment says  or  what  the  Tariff  Commission  says? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  think  so. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  let  me  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  if  he  objects  to  the  con.«dderation  of  the  resolution  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  SMtX>T.  The  resolution  was  referred  to  the  committee, 
and  I  have  asked  for  information  amceming  it.  I  have  a  report 
on  It  from  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  I  want  a  report  from 
the  Treasury  Deftartment,  which  I  expect  to  receive  to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr.  H.\RRISON.     A  report  from  the  Treasury  Department? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  that  is  ail ;  and  when  I  receive  that  report 
I  shall  be  perfectly  willing  to  have  the  resolution  laid  before 
the  Senate,  providing  that  it  will  not  lead  to  unduly  long  discus- 
sion, and  I  do  not  know  that  it  will. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  It  will  not  lead  to  any  dLsctis.sIon  unless 
the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  is  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  I  can  not  .say  that.  But  I  do  not  want 
to  make  any  promise  until  I  get  the  report  to  which  I  have 
referred,  and  I  expect  to  receive  it  to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  MOSES.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
will  state  it 

Mr.  MOSES.  The  request  which  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota makes  is  tantamount  to  entering  Into  a  unaninious-con.sent 
agreement  to  fix  a  time  for  a  vote,  and  that  can  not  bo  granted 
without  summoning  a  quorum. 

The  \^CE  PRESIDENT.  That  does  not  seem  to  be  the  ques- 
tion which  is  submitted  to  the  Chair ;  so  the  Chair  does  not  pass 
upon  It. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  the  resolu- 
tion. It  seeks  to  procure  information  that  may  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  Tariff  Commission.  What  objection  can  there  p«->ssili!y 
be  to  any  Member  of  the  Senate  getting  i)osse8.sion  of  informa- 
tion that  is  in  the  custody  of  the  Tariff  Commission? 

Mr.  SMO<lT.  I  received  a  copy  of  the  resolution,  and  I  fol- 
lowed the  regular  course  which  is  followed  by  the  chairmen  of 
all  committees. 

Mr.  HARiilSON.  It  would  seem  to  me  if  there  ever  was  a 
time  when  Senators  ought  to  be  permitted  to  secure  Information 
from  the  Tariff  Commission  it  would  be  at  a  time  when  a  tariff 
bill  is  being  discussed. 

Mr.  SMr)OT.  So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  see  no 
rea.son  why  it  rtiould  not  be  obtained 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  can  not  see  any  objection  to  that  being 
done. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Unless  there  is  some  question  Involved  between 
foreign  countries  and  our  own  Government  That  is  the  only 
question  I  have  In  mind. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  Pre-sldcnt.  I  think  if  there  was  any 
question  involved  between  this  country  and  forel^rn  countries 
a  Senator  should  have  a  right  to  the  information.  I  c-an  not 
understand  upon  what  the<ir>'  a  Senator  may  not  obtain  such 
information  from  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  WATSON.     Mr.  Presiilent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  speak  merely  from  recollection,  but  if  I 
recall  aright  Congress  enacted  a  law  prohibiting  the  Tariff 
Commission  from  giving  certain  Information  in  which  foreign 
countries  were  involved  and  attaching  a  penalty  to  the  act  of 
revealinc  such  Information. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  have  a  rule  of  the  Senate  which  pn.>vide9 
that  no  communication  from  a  foreign  country  shall  be  printed 
In  the  RECOfU). 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Does  the  law  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  refers  ai)ply  to  the  Senate? 

Mr.  WATSON.     As  I  understand,  It  applies  to  everyl)0dy. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  So  that  a  Senator  can  not  ask  a  commis- 
sion of  the  Government  for  information? 

Mr.  WATSON.  A  penalty  is  provided  by  the  law  for  di- 
vulging certain  information,  If  I  remember  correctly. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  If  there  is  such  a  law,  it  ought  to  be 
repeale<i 

Mr.  W.\TSON.  That  may  be.  I  think  there  la  such  a  law, 
)ut  I  am  not  quite  certain  about  It, 


Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President,  in  answer  to  the  Sen- 
ator  

The  VICE  PRESII>ENT.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  has 
the  iU>or.     Does  he  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  merely  desire  to  make  a  further  obser- 
vation. The  resolution  does  not  call  on  the  State  DepartmMit 
for  any  protests  made  by  foreign  governments  and  such  pro- 
tests would  not  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  The 
protests  which  came  to  tlie  State  Department  are  now  in  the 
pos>-ession  of  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee.  It  is 
not  that  data  which  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  desires,  as 
I  umlerstand. 

-Mr.   SMOOT.     That  is  what   the  resolution  provides: 

Retolted.  That  on  request  of  any  Senator,  the  Finance  Committee 
of  the  Senate  la  hereby  directed  to  obtain  from  the  Tariff  Commission 
complftc  and  full  information,  whether  confidential  or  otherwise, 
within  its  posaession.  pertnlnlng  to  any  subject  matter  contained  in 
House  bill  1*667.  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  revenue,  to  reirulate  com- 
merce with  foreijim  countries,  to  encourage  the  industries  of  the 
United  States  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other  purposes." 
All  such  information  so  obtained  phall  l)e  accessible  to  each  Senator. 

I  have  no  ol)jection  to  the  resolution,  unloj^s  there  is  some 
provision  of  the  law  which  would  prevent  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion .ncceding  to  the  request.  I  have  sent  the  resolution  down 
for  a  report,  and  I  am  quite  sure  I  will  get  the  report  by  to- 
morrow. Just  as  .soon  as  the  report  comes  in,  if  the  resolution 
shall  not  lead  to  any  debate,  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  its  con- 
sideration, but  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  ought  to  expect  me 
now  to  make  a  promise  before  I  have  received  the  report, 

Mr.  McMASTER.  We  will  wait  until  to-morrow,  and  then, 
of  con  rise,  if  the  Senator  will  not  give  permission,  I  am  going  to 
move  that  the  tariff  bill  be  laid  aside  and  that  the  resolution 
be  consideretl. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  has  tlmt  right  and  I  do  not  want 
to  take  it  from  him,  and  would  not  think  of  taking  it  from  him 
if  I  could. 

Mr.  .McM.\STER.  And  I  do  not  propose  that  it  shall  be  taken 
frt)m  nje. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President  I  desire 
to  call  attention  to  sections  97  and  98  of  title  19  of  the  Code  of 
Laws  of  the  United  States,  In  reference  to  the  matter  we  were 
discussing  a  few  moments  ago. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  need  of  taking  it 
up.  Mr.  President.    I  know  what  It  Is. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  think  there  is,  in  view  of  the  statement 
madt'  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Watson]  ;  and  I  am 
afraid  tiK'  Senator  from  Utah  dt»es  not  know  what  it  is,  because 
he  was  arguing  to  the  contrary  just  a  few  moments  ago. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  I  did  not  argue  any  i>oint  whatever. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  is  waiting  on  the  department 
to  detennine  whether  or  not  this  information  shall  be  given  to 
a  Senator  as  provided  in  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  McMasteb].  I  am  going  to  read  the  law  for 
just  a  moment : 

The  commlsision  shall  put  at  the  disposal  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resi'Dtatlvpg.  and  the  Committee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate,  whenever 
requcstod,  all  Information  nt  its  command,  and  shall  make  such  investi- 
gations and  reports  as  may  he  requested  by  the  President  or  by  either 
of  sold  committees  or  by  either  branch  of  the  Congress,  and  shall  report 
to  Congress  on  the  first  Monday  of  December  of  each  year  a  statement 
of  the  methods  adopted  and  all  expenses  incurred,  and  a  summar}-  of 
all  reports  made  during  the  year. 

Alul  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  to  the 
next  paragraph : 

The  commission  shall  have  power  to  Iinrestlgate  the  tariff  relations 
between  the  T'nitod  States  and  foreign  countries,  commercial  treaties, 
preferential  provisions,  economic  alliances,  the  effect  of  export  bounties 
and  preferential  transportation  rates,  the  volume  of  importations  com- 
pared with  domestic  production  and  consumption,  and  conditions,  causes, 
and  effects  relating  to  comi)etliion  of  foreign  industries  with  those  of 
the  Unltetl  States,  including  dumping  and  cost  of  production. 

So  it  would  .st-em  that  the  law  is  very  clear  that  the  commis- 
sion is  directed  to  obtain  the  very  kind  of  information  which 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  seeks  by  this  resolntion,  and 
the  commission  is  then  directed  to  give  all  of  this  information 
to  certain  conrmittees  of  the  Congress,  and  to  the  President,  and 
to  the  Congress  itself.  So  I  take  it  that  there  can  not  be  any 
doubt,  no  matter  what  any  bureau  or  department  of  the  Gov- 
ernment may  report,  that  the  Senate  is  entitled  to  the  informa- 
tion asked  for  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President  I  merely  desire  to  say  to  the 
Senator  that  my  recollection  of  the  subject  was  hazy;  but  I 


shall  lo<*  it  np  to-morrow,  and  If  there  be  an  express  statute  of 
the  kind  to  which  I  referred  1  shaU  call  the  Senator's  attention 
to  it 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Presldesit  I  hope  to  be  able  to  secure 
rec<»guition  by  the  Chair  at  the  convening  of  the  Senate  tiv 
morrow  to  make  a  few  remarks ;  and  I  was  wondering,  unless 
some  other  Senator  wanta  to  proceed  to-night,  if  the  Senator 
will  not  move  a  recess  at  this  time.     It  is  half  past  4. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  trfl  the  Senator  what  I  should  like  to  do, 
if  the  Senate  will  agree  to  it:  I  should  like  to  begin  the  read- 
ing of  the  bUi.  When  we  reach  any  section  to  which  there  is 
objection,  we  will  let  it  go  over.  If  there  is  no  ol^jwtlon  we 
can  agree  to  it.  We  can  utiliee  a  half  hour  or  so  in  that  way. 
and  get  that  far  along  with  the  reading  of  the  bill.  If  any 
Senator  objects  to  the  consideration  of  any  of  tl»e  sectUws  it 
will  immediately  go  over. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  vleld 
to  hiij  collt^gueV 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do. 

Mr.  KING.  Under  the  unanimous-consenl  agreement  which 
has  been  entered  into,  the  oidy  portiims  of  the  administrative 
provisions  which  will  be  read  are  the  amendments:  and  the 
first  amendment  to  be  consideretl  might  provoke  some  dlst^ussion 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No,  Mr.  Presulent :  we  will  begin  with  section 
301,  and  we  agreed  to  rt^d  the  bill,  but  the  comurittee  amend- 
ments were  to  be  considered  first.  There  are  no  amendments 
at  all  to  many  of  the  sections,  and  I  can  not  see  why  we  should 
not  read  them  to-<lay  and  get  them  behind  u.s  and  save  that 
amount  of  time. 

I  do  not  ask  that  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  go  on  and 
speak  to-night  I  sim^rfy  ask  that  we  l»egin  reading  the  bill 
on  page  280.  If  there  is  any  objection  to  any  section  of  I  he 
bill,  of  course  it  will  go  over ;  but  In  that  way  we  may  dispose 
of  a  number  of  the  sections  to-night 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  KING.  Probably  there  will  be  no  objection  to  reading 
for  a  few  minntes,  until  the  first  amendment  is  reartjed 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Mr.  President  I  understand  that  thU  is  to 
be  a  reading  of  the  administrative  features? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes.    TiUe  III,  the  administrative  features. 

Mr.  SWANSON.     If  I  understand  the  situation  properir,  un 
der  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  the  ad- 
ministrative features  are  to  be  first  considered 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes, 

Mr.  SWANSON.  The  request  of  the  Senator  from  I'tah  refers 
only  to  begimiing  the  reading  of  the  administrative  features  of 
the  bill  this  afternoon? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  all.  The  resolution  provided  that  we 
should  first  consider  Titles  III  and  IV,  and  we  will  beiriu  with 
TiUe  III. 

Mr.  KING  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  If  we  are  going  to  pro- 
ceed to  that 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  KINO.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment?    I  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  KING.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me  for  Just  one  mo- 
ment, I  notice  that  the  first  provisiwi  of  the  bill  which  we  will 
take  up  for  reading  rebates  to  the  Philippine  Islands. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     What  page  Is  that? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Page  280. 

Mr.  KING.     Page  364. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No ;  page  280,  TiUe  III,  section  301. 

The  \1CE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  state  thnt  under 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement  the  committee  amendments 
ccane  first  and  the  individual  amendments  afterwards. 

Mr.  KINO.  The  junior  Senator  from  Utah  is  aware  of  that. 
Mr.  President  1  rose  merely  for  the  purpose  of  saying  that 
the  first  provision,  as  I  have  it  in  the  bill  l)efore  me,  seitlou  'M)\, 
relates  to  the  Philippine  Island.s.  I  have  two  amendments  which 
I  desire  to  offer  In  order  to  have  them  printed  and  lie  upon  the 
table. 

May  I  say,  merely  by  way  of  explanation,  that  for  a  number 
of  years  last  past,  probably  during  the  past  8  or  10  years,  at 
every  session  of  Congress  I  have  Introduced  a  bill  providing  for 
the  independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands ;  and  nptHi  a  number 
of  occasions  I  have  submitted  a  resolution  requesting  the  Prwil- 
dent  of  the  United  States  to  enter  into  negotiatimis  with  those 
powers  having  any  interest  in  and  about  the  Pa<lflc  Ocean  for 
the  purpose  of  negotiating  a  treaty  which  would  recognise.  If  It 
did  not  guarantee,  the  independence  of  the  PhiliiH>iiie  Jsiaiuis. 
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My  tboaglit  wa«  that  if  we  «.oiilil  sinnlltane♦m^«ly  iuaugurat* 
m*>«Min^  t«>  air<>  th*-  Pflii'liM>!«  fi)«]eix>n<1eiiro  ami  secure  by 
tro.ify  an  agnvnit-nt  witli  all  imtioiis  havinjr  Interv-Jts  in  the 
Pa<rltir  <kv(in  n>c(i^Blzin^  the  imleiientleiKV  of  the  FIHplBop,  «u>ino 
«>f  the  filijeiflon^  wlik-h  have  been  iiryed  to  Phllipi4iie  lnrteT>end- 
(•nce  might  Ije  eliniinateil. 

I  rp<tin  that  It  has  been  w»l<l  nvH>n  the  fl<Ku-  of  the  Senate  that 
inii  .ihjettiim  to  grantlnin:  todopenclence  to  the  F11ipino<»  tea*  that 
perhaps  Japan  uiiirbt  ^»eek  to  at^uire  the  inlands,  and  tlint 
might  pre<-ipitate  «*«'me  international  (imtroversy.  I  have  said, 
from  a  full  undoff'tandin::  and  knowled;re  <»f  the  qnestion  nnd 
after  Inrertlgation.  that  there  is  no  sneh  intention  np»>n  the 
part  of  the  Jai>anese  Government.  Japan  has  never  erlneed  any 
dt«ire  to  atfiiiire  the  Philippine  ArrtiljU'lago  or  any  iwrtlon  of 
It.  Very  tew  Japene<^  re-4fie  In  the  I'hilipplnf  Islands;  less 
nnw  than  many  year3  ago.  I  have  had  ooeasion  to  ssiy  that  sev- 
eral hnndied  years  ago  Japiin  for  a  limite*!  time  dW  eTcrdse 
Inrlwlletion  or  sovereignty  or  anthority  over  the  PhHiM>ine 
An  liijw^a:ro :  bnt  the  islands  were  not  suited  to  the  Japanese 
as  a  liabitat.  and  JajKin  volnntnrily  al>audune<l  whatever  authrar- 
ity  5«he  had  exerrisi^l  for  some  limited  perh>d  over  the  Philippine 
Archipelago. 

However,  to  meet,  any  pos<ible  objection  that  ndirlit  l>e  urged 
npun  the  groond  that  Japan  had  imperialistic  aniMtions — am- 
liitious  to  arqvire  the  Philippine  Islands — I  hare  heretofore 
offered  a  resolntion  r»>qnesting  the  Pre?*ldent  of  the  T'nited 
States  to  Institote  negotiations  with  all  powers  that  were  inter- 
este«l  in  th«'  Paeltle  for  a  treaty  which  wonld  secnre  the  inde- 
pendeut-e  of  the  Filipinos.  Therefore.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
•'hange<I  the  bill  which  Is  now  iiending  in  the  Senate,  and  the 
resolution,  and  offer  them  now  in  the  form  of  amendments  to 
the  Iiending  bill. 

I  desire  to  say  that  while  I  may  not  formally  pressent  these 
auiendmt'nts  wiien  the  bill  is  under  consideratiou,  I  was  induced 
to  offor  them  be<-au.se  1  hud  been  told  that  notwithstanding  the 
action  (»r  the  F'Inance  I'ommittee  in  refusing  to  tax  the  Flli- 
)>tnos  thronth  this  bill,  an  action  of  whicli  I  heartily  approve, 
tl»ere  is  an  un<iergri>iui<i  m<»vement — and  I  do  not  say  it  by  way 
f*t  caiytiiig  any  aHpersiou  u|iom  anyone — to  overturn  the  action 
of  the  <on)mittee  and  to  snbje«t  the  Filipinos  to  some  form  of 
taxation,  or  to  introdui'e  Into  this  bill  sonie  amendment  which 
wlU  ivstrict  the  imp«irtation  into  the  United  States  of  prnduets 
fn»m  the  I'hilipphio  Island-^.  1  think  u-e  can  avoid  some  of  the 
dittiiulti»*s  which  seem  now  lo  ari.-*  when  we  consider  the  sutrur 
s<hedule.  particularly,  and  the  oil  sthedule,  if  we  shall  once 
and  tor  all  say  to  the  t^Iiplnos,  "You  shall  be  independent." 
If  rhat  shall  be  done,  and  we  give  them  their  independence, 
then,  obviously,  they  would  fall  Into  the  same  category  as  all 
other  nations,  and  any  tariff  duties  impo.sed  up<in  other  coun- 
tries must  neces-sarily  be  Imposed  uinm  the  PhilliH>iiie  Islands. 

1  ask  that  the  amendments  which  I  have  offered  l>e  printed 
and  lie  u|M)n  the  table. 

ThH  XU'K  PKKf^IDKNT.  The  amendments  will  be  printed 
and  lie  upon  the  table. 

The  Secretary  will  n>ad  Title  III. 

Mr.  SMOUT.  Mr.  I*resldent,  section  301  no  doubt  should  go 
over.  be»^au.se  an  amendment  has  already  been  offered  to  It.  I 
ask  that  it  be  pas.sed  over. 

The  MCE  I'RESIDENT.    Section  301  will  go  over. 

The  legialatlve  derk  proceeded  to  read  the  bill,  betjlunlug 
with  section  302,  page  283,  "  Porto  Rico — exemption  from  in- 
ternal-revenue taxes." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  to  the  S»ute  that 
that  Is  exactly  the  existing  law.  There  is  no  amendment;  and 
I  hardly  think  It  is  necessary  to  read  it,  unless  some  Senator 
wants  It  read. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  .\^  a  matter  of  fact,  this  Is  the  same  pro- 
vision that  is  In  the  House  bill? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Exactly. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    The  Senate  has  not  ;*mended  it  at  nil? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  in  the  least.  I  d'-sfre  also  to  say  at  this 
point  tl>at  in  pas^dng  over  thet^e  sections  in  this  wav,  where  I 
ask  that  they  be  not  read,  at  any  time  before  the  thl'rd  reading 
of  the  bill  if  Senators  want  to  return  to  any  of  tl?e  sections 
I  am  not  going  to  offer  any  objection.  I  do  not  want  to  htirry 
this  matter  along  with  the  idea  of  precluding  any  Senator  from 
speaking  upon  any  of  these  provisions. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  In  otlH»r  words,  ujton  the  application  of 
any  Senator  we  can  return  to  the  provision  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Certainly.  I  am  not  going  to  be  captions  over 
this  matter  at  all. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    1  am  «;nre  the  Senator  is  not. 

The  VICE  PP^SrPENT.  The  Secretary  will  continue  the 
r««dlng  of  the  bll! 

The  legislative  clerk  pr«cecdeil  to  road  section  30G,  page  2R3 
••  0>unt#i  vailing  dtttie«k." 
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Mr.  SMOOT.    The  same  thing  is  true  there,  Mr.  I»ivsident. 
There  is  no  Senate  coniniittee  ametidmont. 
Mr.  KTNn.     Mr.  Pre«ldent,  was  there  any  House  amendment 

0  the  existing  law? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    No. 

Tl>e  legislative  clerk  proceeibnl  to  nad  section  304,  pag»^  2S4, 
'  Marking  of  importe^l  articles." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  told  that  a  Senator  who  Is  not  here 
Jeslres  to  offt'r  an  amendment  to  that  .section,  so  T  ask  that  It  ;iro 
>vor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  .section  will  Im-  passed  over. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sei'tion  305,  page  2J«?. 
'  Immoral  articles — Importation  pnihibited." 

Mr.  KING.     I  should  like  to  Lave  (hat  se«.'tion  read. 

Mr.  SM(X)T.  I  will  make  just  a  brief  statement  in  re- 
;artl  tv  it. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  think  there  will  be  .some  obje<'tion  lo  this 
■uction. 

Mr.  S.VIOOT.     Then  let  it  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRi:siI)ENT.    The  section  wlil  be  i)assed  over. 

The  leffi.slative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  se«*tion  308,  page  288, 
't'attle,  .>^heep,  swine,  and  meat.s — inji)ortatiua  prohibited  In 
■ertain  cases." 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
)age  288,  line  8,  after  the  word  "  swine,"  to  strike  out  "  nnd 
iieats"  and  Insert  "meats,  and  plants,"  so  as  to  make  the 
lesidlng  read : 

Skc.  30tf.  Cattle,  sbrep.  Hwiu>^.  ro*:-atH,  aad  plants — importaiiou  pro- 
libKed  In  certain  cases. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas     Mr.  President 

:Mr.  SMO<'>T.  I  will  state  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  that 
he  oidy  change  in  this  section  Is  our  amendment  appearing  on 
►.ige  290.  headed  "Plant  quarantine." 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator 
:  rom  Utah  a  question.  He  anticipnted  in  part  my  inquiry.  Is 
llie  language  of  pj\ragr;iph  {&),  on  page  288,  commencing  In  line 

1  and  extending  d'  wn  to  Hue  21,  identical  with  the  langtmge 
4f  txlsting  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  commiliee  amendment,  page  290,  lines  1  to 

1,  provides  that  the  plant  quarantiue  act  shall  not  be  constmed 

permit  the  exclusion  of  any  nursery  st(x:k  or  other  jdant, 

rult,  ve.ifctable  root,  bulb,  or  seeds  or  other  plant  product  unless 

inch  articles  are  infected  with  disease  or  infested  with  Injurious 

sect.s  new  to  or  not  widely  prevalent  within  the  United  Stiites, 

r  uules«  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  reason  to  believe 

at  such  articles  are  so  hifected  or  infeste<l.     Under  the  act. 

lis  construetl  by  the  SecretaiT  of  Agriculture,  the  Secretary  has 

(laced  an  emt>argo  upi)ii  nuntPi-oiis  classes  of  nursery  .stock  and 

>lant  products  even  though  the  particular  articles  are  not  dis- 

ased  or  infested.    Apparently  the  law  ha.s  beeu  constmed  to 

termit  the  exclusion  of  plants  atid  plant  products  to  greater  ex- 

ent  than   Congress  intended.    The  amendment  will   in.sure  a 

roper  and   limitod  eoastruction  of  the  plant  quarantine   act. 

Mr.    ROIJINSON    of   Arkaasa.s.     I    was    not    inquiring   about 

aragraph  (d),  on  iMige  290.    I  inquired  whether  the  language 

f  paragraph  (a),  on  page  288,  was  Identical  with  existing  law. 

'he  execution  of  that  statute,  or  a  similar  one,  or  the  u.^e  of  the 

wer  referred  to  in  paragraph   (a),  has  caused  coiLsiderablc 

Lscusslou  between  this  country  and  other  countries, 

Mr.  SMOOT.    And  it  has  been  amended.     Section  300  of  the 

ct  of  1922  prohibits  the  Importation  of  cattle,  but  permits  the 

secretary  of  Agriculture  to  suspend  the  operation  of  the  pro- 

dbition   If  he  determines   the   importations   will   not    tend   to 

ntroduce  or   spread   disease   among   the   cattle   of   the    Unittnl 

states.    The  bill,  as  it  passed  the  House,  specifies  this  prohlbl- 

ion  shall  api)ly  against  the  Importation  not  only  of  cattle  but 

of  sheep,  .swine,  and  other  dwnestlc  animals  and  meats  from 

(ountries  in  which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  determined 

1  iudeni^st  or  foot-and-mcuth  disea.se  does  exist.    The  bill,  as  it 

»asse<l  the  House.  al.so  transferred  the  administrative  provisions 

(  f  paragraph  306  ot  the  act  of  1922,  which  are  closelj'  related  in 

their  api>iicatiou  to  .section  30G,  without  change  in  substance, 

f  nd  made  ilie  provisions  uf  that  i>aragraph  with  respect  to  the 

iegulatii»us  apply  to  the  entire  section.    The  Senate  committee 

made  no  change  In  the  Hotise  bill  with  respect  to  the  foregoing 

1  provisions.     In  other  words,  the  purpose,  is 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  understand  the  ptirpose;  it 
I?  to  make  clear  the  meaning  and  purpose  of  this  proposed  stat- 
i  te;  but  the  Senator  either  has  not  understood  my  question,  or 
le  does  not  want  to  an.swer  it.  My  question  Is  whether  the 
I  resent  law  is  identical  with  the  language  of  this  bill,  and  If 
th«»r«»  Is  a  change  from  existing  law  made  by  paragraph  (a), 
\  hat  Is  the  nature  of  the  chan.sreV 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  a  change  from  existing  law.  The  only 
(jhange  that  was  made  In  existing  law  is  just  what  I  have 


stated.  This  gives  tlie  Secretary  of  Agriculture  power  to  pro- 
Idbit  tl»e  importation  of  sheep  and  other  domestic  animals  from 
countries  in  which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  lias  determined 
rinderi>est  or  foot-and-mouth  disease  exists.  He  has  the  power 
to  do  It  now.  It  is  virtually  made  mandatory,  Instead  of  being 
permissive,  as  it  was  under  the  old  law, 

Mr,  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  That  is  Uie  distinction,  tl»en, 
between  the  present  law  and  the  proposed  statute? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

ilr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  That  the  Sec-retary  of  Agricul- 
ture under  this  provision  would  be  re<iuired 

Mr.  S.MOOT.     To  do  it. 

ilr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  If,  for  instance,  the  foot-and- 
rnoutli  disease  should  be  held  by  him  to  exist  in  Argentina,  he 
not  only  would  have  the  discretion,  but  umler  this  proposed 
statute  he  would  be  comi)elled.  to  discontinue  nil  importations 
from  Argentina  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  the  other  unimals  and 
products  specitied? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  virtually  a  prohibition. 

Mr.  BKOOKHART.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  In  regard  to  that,  foot-and-mouth  dis- 
ease does  exist  in  Argentina,  and  I  think  there  is  an  embargo 
now  and  has  lieen  for  a  cijusiderable  time. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  That  is  not  germane  to  my 
Inquir.v.  I  am  inquiring  alfout  the  policy  of  the  statute.  There 
Is  the  very  greatest  comi>lalnt  made  by  Argentina  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  in  the  exerci.se  of  a  discretion  now  con- 
ferred on  him  by  law  has  interrupted  commerce  between  the 
two  countries  and  has  shut  out  Argentine  beef  and  mutton  for 
the  purjwse  of  preventing  limited  ct>m|)etitlon  which  might 
otherwise  arise,  due  to  the  importation  into  the  I'nited  States 
of  Argentine  products.  The  committw  has  determined  upon  the 
policy  of  requiring  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  close  the 
marts  of  the  United  States  to  Argentine  beef  wlienever  he 
learns  that  there  exists  the  foot-and-ni(nith  disease  In  Argentina. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  When  it  is  finally  determined,  then  it  becomes 
mandator.v,  and  is  not  permissive. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  I  will  not  object  to  a  pro  forma 
acceptance  of  the  amendment,  but  reserve  the  right  to  call  up 
the  i>urticular  section  at  a  i?ubsequent  time.  I  make  that  reser- 
vation because  I  have  had  complaint*  made  to  me  of  the  alleged 
capricious  exercise  of  authority  by  tlie  Agricultural  Department 
not  only  with  respect  to  meat  cattle,  beef,  and  so  on.  but  I  have 
ahjo  had  many  complaints  with  regard  to  the  importation  of 
flour. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  May  I  say  to  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  that  the  pending  amendm^it  is  in  relation  to 
plants? 

Mr.  KING.    I  thought  it  relate<l  to  meat  cattle. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  made  an  inquiry  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  Utah  as  to  whether  a  section  that  is  not 
sought  to  l>e  amended  by  the  Finance  Committee  is  identicaf 
with  existing  law,  and  he  has  explained  that  there  is  this  change 
in  the  House  provision,  which  was  not  sought  to  be  amended  by 
the  Finance  Committee,  namely,  that  the  present  law  authorizes 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  dlsc<jntinue  imrKirtations  from 
foreign  countries  of  meats  where  livestock  are  afflicted  with 
f«K>t-and-mouth  disease,  whereas  the  language  of  the  pending 
bill,  which  is  not  sought  to  be  ameude<l.  re<iuires  the  Secretary 
to  discontinue  those  importations;  so  that  there  is  no  amend- 
ment pending  as  to  the  language  to  which  I  am  referring.  The 
question  before  the  Senate  is  on  an  amendment  designated,  as 
paragraph  (d),  on  page  290.  which  has  no  relation  to  meats.  i»ut 
which  has  relation  to  plants. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  when  we  come  to  deal  with  Intth 
of  those  sections,  if  they  are  not  subject  to  amendment  now 
under  the  rule  which  we  have  adopted,  to  consider  only  Senate 
committee  amendments,  I  desire  to  offer  some  amendments  to 
both  .sections. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator  will  have  that 
opportunity. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  already  stated  that  the  Senator  would 
have  that  opportunity.  As  to  iMragraph  (d),  page  290.  I  will 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  that  the  only  change  in  exist- 
ing law  is  the  insertion  of  the.se  words: 

or  unlcHB  ttie  Secretarj  of  Asrlcnlture  lias  re«8t)n  to  Ijellevo  that  such 
plantH  or  plant  products  are  so  infected  or  infpsitetl. 

This  refers  to  plants. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  would  like  to  inquire  why 
the  committee  adopted  one  policy  with  respect  to  meats  and 
went  to  the  trouble  of  writing  Into  the  law  a  different  policy 
with  respect  to  plants.  Now  it  appears  that  In  the  exercise  of 
the  discretion  given  him  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  been 
too  strict  and  has  shut  out  plants  because  they  were  feared  to 
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be  Infected  which  the  committee  would  like  to  see  admitted 
In  the  exercise  of  the  discretion  which  the  law  gives  him  with 
respect  to  meats,  he  has  ai>parentl.v  not  been  strict  enough  to 
suit  the  commlUee,  and  they  are  re<iuiring  him  to  do  what  they 
are  forbidding  him  to  do  with  ivspert  to  plants. 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President,  may  I  explain  that?  ' 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkau.sas.  Somel>odv  ought  to  explain  It 
if  it  cau  be  explained. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Under  the  act  as  construed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  the  Secretary  has  placed  an  embargo  upon  nuiiier-. 
ous  clas-ses  of  nursery  stock  and  plant  pnxlucts.  even  thougib 
the  particular  articles  are  not  diseased  or  Infected. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  'ITiat  Is  true  of  the  meats 
from  Argentina  and  other  foreign  c(»untries.  The  test  is  not 
whether  the  particular  Imports  are  affected  with  disease;  thei 
test  made  by  the  c<»mmlttee  in  this  bill  is  that  if  the  Secretary 
finds  the  livestock  in  foreign  countries  are  afflicted  with  foot- 
and-mouth  disease,  he  Is  required  to  shut  off  all  importations. 
The  manifest  purpose  of  this  is  to  prtnide  an  embargo  on 
certain  products  from  foreign  c(»untries. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Providing  they  are  diseased. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  No;  that  i»  tiie  very  point 
The  lmi>orts  do  not  have  to  be  diseased.  There  are  countri«I 
which  are  very  large  In  area  which  produce  livestock,  and  if 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  under  this  provision,  finds  that  In 
such  a  country  livest<»ck  aiv  afflicted  with  a  disease,  without 
regard  to  whether  the  particular  i»r<Klucts  which  are  being 
imported  are  infected,  he  muHt  exclude  the  priHlucts  from  the 
markets  of  this  country ;  but  as  to  plants,  he  nnist  find  that  the 
particular  plants  l>elng  imp<»rted  are  infect etl  before  he  oin 
exclude  them.  In  other  words,  the  committee  is  attempting  to 
aw»ly  one  rule  to  the  importation  of  plants  and  the  contrary 
rule  to  the  importation  of  meats.  They  may  be  Justifltxl  in 
doing  it  but  I  would  like  to  know  why  they  are  taking  that 
unusual  course. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  felt  we  are  justified  in  doing  it  for  this 
reason,  that  meats  are  humiin  food,  and  I  think  It  is  verj-  easy 
for  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  determine  whether  tliere  is 
a  disease  among  cattle  in  any  country  in  the  world  tiiat  exports 
cattle  to  this  country,  and  if  (here  is.  it  is  better  for  us  n«»t  to 
take  the  chance  of  iuiix)rting  the  same  into  the  United  States, 
That  is  of  great  importance comiwred  with  allowing  an  lnfo<ted 
plant  to  come  In,  With  one  we  make  it  mandatoi->-,  and  with 
the  other  we  make  it  permls-slve. 

Mr,  ROBINSON  of  .\rkan8as.  I  merely  want  to  point  out 
what  paragraph  (a),  relating  to  foot-and-mouth  disease,  really 
provides : 

It  the  Secretary  of  .Agriculture  detemilBes  that  r1n(Jt.Tpe«t  or  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  exists  in  any  foreiiCD  country,  he  shall  offldally  notify 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  give  public  notice  thereof,  and  there- 
after, and  until  the  Secretary  of  .Agriculture  givea  notice  In  a  similar 
manner  that  such  dtseaae  no  longer  exists  In  such  foreign  country,  the 
importation  into  the  United  States  of  cattle,  sheep,  or  other  domestic 
ruminants,  or  swine,  or  of  fresh,  chilled,  or  frosen  beef,  veal,  mutton, 
lamb,  or  pork,  from  such  foreign  country,  is  prohibited. 

That  is.  if  he  learns  that  in  one  part  of  a  foreign  c<»untry 
there  is  this  disease,  to  whatever  extent,  he  is  not  only  per- 
mittee!, as  by  the  present  law,  but  he  is  to  be  required  to  shut 
out  all  imports  of  such  products  from  that  country. 

Tliere  is  power  in  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  sanctioned  by 
law.  to  impose  an  embargo.  We  might  as  veil  understand, 
whatever  the  merit  of  thp  ptdlcy  is.  that  we  are  writing  into 
the  bill  a  provision  which  will  imquestionably  result  in  bitter 
controversy  between  the  United  States  and  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  to  let  this  paragraph  go  over  until  to- 
morrow morning.    It  Is  now  after  5  o'clock. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is.  paragraph  (a)? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yes. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  There  is  no  necessity  requir- 
ing it  to  go  over.  There  is  no  amendment  pending,  and  any 
Senator  at  any  time  before  the  bill  is  finally  dispo.sed  of  may 
offer  an  amendment  to  i)aragraph  (a).  I  am  pointing  out  the 
situation  in  order  that  Senators  nmy  see  its  significance. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  There  is  an  amendment  in  the  sub- 
head,  but  that  is  the  only  amendment 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  tluit  fact. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  particular  i>aragraph  I 
have  been  discussing  is  not  sought  to  be  amended  by  the 
Finance  Committee,  and  therefore  it  is  .subject  to  amendment  at 
any  time  before  the  bill  is  dlspo.sed  of. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  like  everything  else  in  a  tariff 
bill,  these  things  are  the  result  not  so  much  of  theorj-  as  of 
the  practical  working  out  of  previous  bills  in  an  effort  to  cor- 
rect mlatakes.     The  House  evidently  believed  that  the  Secr«- 
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tdTj-  of  th»*  Trft!i5;nT>-  hnU  b^cn  too  lax  in  liis  fflforrrmcnt  of 
fh«»  nniumi  dlsesisr  quamntlnc  proriuion.  Accordingly  thoy 
<"4iiuigi^«l  the  low  and  mndt-  it  as  dnistic  as  the  S4'nator  from 
.Vi'kaiisas  Iiok  pt<inte<l  out.  In  the  hcMiringrs  on  the  adininls- 
tratho  >ti  lions  of  th»*  bill  before  the  Finance  Ck)mniittoo,  at 
ulihh  onr  F>em«wTatic  friends  as  well  as  the  majority  were 
I»re*ent,  I  do  not  recall  that  any   witnefw  or  any  Meml>er  *n 

•  'nnL'ress  onr«*re«l  a  criticism  of  tJie  uniiual  qnarantine  section. 
-No  member  of  the  committee,  either  innjority  or  minorily,  made 
any  critieL«m  of  the  pollcj-  adopted  by  the  ilouso.  It  nndoubt- 
orlly  cJoes  make  a  very  strict  rule  and  ft  Is  conceivabk'  tJiat  thene 
nninial  diseases  niiirht  occnr  In  Tlerra  del   F'ncjjo  and  not  in 

•  •nntlnental  Arjrentina.  and  tlie  result  might  l>e  a  very  gn'jit 
hnrd.xhip  to  .\rg»>utlne  trade  and  not  province  the  rcsnlt  "we  are 
l<»okiny  for. 

Now,  when  we  came  l<>  the  last  paru^rraph  I  had  a  little  to 
do  with  Hie  offering  of  the  amoniLnent  to  tiie  plant  qnariiutin*- 
:««-t.  There  ever  .slmv  1f>IO  the  attitude  of  the  I>epartn)ent  of 
Aini«-uituTe  Iuik  been  (xcossi\ely  arbitrary  and  unreasmmblv. 
It  lias  Ikvii  the  most  biireanenilic.  inexnisable  interference  with 
norma!  trade  that  I  know  nnythin.e  ab.mt.  When  the  plant 
•liiarantine  :ii*t  was  pawwMl  It  :ujtltorl>;e«l  the  Setretarj-  of  Ai^ri- 

•  tdtnre  to  e<«tHblfsh  an  emb«r«ro  af,'ain8t  any  plant  believed  to 
be  Jl^^asfHl.  An  order  was  prepare«l  and  it*<ue»l  rccitUie  thjtt, 
*•  ^"lier»'as  nnnioixiu*:  phnit  <iis<>a)*es  e^ist  in  th*'  five  centinenty 
of  tin-  uorhl,"  naming  tliem,  "therefore  by  authority  of  the 
act  thf  iMi|K.rt«tlon  of  any  jiiant  from  any  country  is  hereby 
lindiildted  i^xf-et^t  sncb  as  may  be  .';i)e<ially  antliorlziKl  here- 
after." ('onsre*^  never  In  the  world  meant  the  Defiartinent  <»f 
Agriculture  to  aRsnme  any  s»K*h  luirenncratic  pt«wer,  but 
thnniKbont  both  l»enio«'ratlc  and  Uepnblican  udndnist  rat  ions 
that  has  l»een  peri:i.sted  in.  The  res-nlt  has  b«^n  that  the  nurs- 
•■ry  ifardeuers.  for  exampb".  of  the  Fiiiteil  State**,  have  been 
iinablo  to  j,i>t  bulbs  of  I'artlculur  varieties;  from  Holland, 
althouiih  not  a  soni  on  earth  protends  tlmt  they  were  dLsease<l. 

That  Iv  true  In  hundretH  of  otJ)er  cji^ses  where  It  had  not  eren 
been  vopjfpsted  that  a  plant  wa<»  disease*!.  Neverthiiesjs,  nnder 
tbU  '«we»pln>r  order  In  Its  blind  and  unreasonable  embor}»i> 
i»ffe«H  affMinst  everjthiiix  from  ererrwhere.  artidea  that  were 
perfei-tly  free  of  disease  were  prevente<l  from  Importation. 
IMiat  Is  what  wc  wen^  trvinir  to  coiTe<-t. 

Mr.  R<»BIX>«<>N  of  Ari<HusH"^.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yiohl? 

Mr.  IIP:K1>.     tVrtMinly. 

Mr.  R<>BlNSON  of  Arkansis.  I  do  not  p«<se  as  a  champion 
•if  the  J N'partiiHjnt  of  A^ricnlttire.  ami  my  knowledge  of  the 
operations  <>f  e.\i>liiij(  law  with  respe<t  to  the  lm|>ortatioii  trt 
plants  from  forHan  oonntries  is  very  limited.  But  wldte  It  is 
probably  true  that  under  existing  law  there  haa  bwn  very  rinrid 
enfoneuient  of  the  extlusiou  of  infe»itetl  and  infectetl  planto.  I 
iwlnt  out  to  I  he  Senator  from  Pt^nnylTania  the  fact  that  under 
Utf;  pending  jawvii-iun  if  it  is  enacted  into  law  fcreat  difficulties 
••f  udministratiini  may  be  euctoiuleretl.  Under  tlie  pending  pro 
vi.siiMi  any  plant  apparently  may  l>e  imported  into  tlie  United 
.states  unless  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  Uah  investiKated  and 
aseerrainetl  that  Hie  plant  is  disea.sed. 

Mr.  REEI>.     Oh,  no.  Mr.  l»resident. 

•Mr.  ROltlN'SON  of  Arkansas.     Read  tJie  language. 

Mr.  REKD.  If  the  Senator  will  read  the  last  three  lliU'S 
he  will  soe  that  It  Is  within  the  iK)wer  of  the  Secretary  to 
i*«nie  an  order  that  no  bulbs  shall  be  bi-ought  from  Holland, 
we  will  say.  or  that  no  particular  plants,  naming  them,  shall 
U'  brought  fronj  parti'iilar  regions,  naming  thi>in.  lie  has  that 
authority.  He  does  not  have  to  exaudne  ea<'h  plant.  Wc  never 
niejint  to  make  pofsslble  any  suHi  requirement  as  that. 

Mr.  ROBFNSON  of  Arkansas.  I  think  that  is  probably  true, 
as  the  Senator  points  it  out.  but  I  l>elieve  that  Is  what  is  Ining 
d«ine.  I  will  content  myself  with  saving  to  the  Senator  from 
I'ennsylvania  that  that  Is  what  I  think  the  language  acoom- 
pli)4hes.  and  in  view  of  that  statement  I  sujrgest  to  him  tliat  he 
study  It  a  littie  further. 

Mr.  REEI>.  I  shall  be  plad  to  «1,»  that  and  to  do  it  In  con- 
junction with  the  8enati>r  from  Arkansas,  because  I  conceive 
fhat  we  are  aiming  at  the  same  thin?,  nnd  I  do  not  cortaJnly 
want  (•»  reach  an  ab-surd  result. 

Mr.  MrKKIJ,.\R.  Mr.  Prt*sident.  may  I  nsk  the  Senator 
from  rt-nnsjlvania  a  question? 

The  VIO:  PRESIDENT.  Hoes  tlie  SeJintor  from  Pennsvl- 
vunia  yield? 

Mr.  REEI».     rertalnly. 

Mr.  M<KEI.IArt.  Is  Hot  the  same  fault  that  the  Senator 
tiiids  with  the  pros«Mit  law  regarding  plant  quarantim-  about  to 
b«^  rcemM-tOil  In  section  :V>5.  parHgrjiph  ru>.  in  referiMice  to 
meut.s  aud  oattleV 

Mr.  RKEI>.  Ye:*.  It  our  attention  hud  be«<<  calletl  to  it  I 
am   inelineil  to   think   il.at  what  we  wonUl  have  done  in  the 
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Finajtce  Onuuittce  would  bavo  l»een  to  provide  tlmt  if  the  Sec- 
retary ha<:  re<i»»on  to  apprehend  that  tlie<«<^  diseases  mlpht  be 
brought  in,  then  he  should  put  on  an  embargo. 

Mr.  KORINSON  of  Arkanonc.     That  Is  the  existinjr  law. 
Mr.  SxMOOT.     It  is  the  existing  l.iw. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  have  ne\-er  beard  very  much 
( omplaint  that  the  existing  law  ha.s  not  be^-n  rlsldly  cnfor<-e<]. 

.Mr.  SxMOoT.  Tliere  has  Ix'on  coinplnint  iron?  the  cattlemen 
and  also  from  the  meat  pro^lucers. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansiis.  Yes:  Imt  the  object  of  the 
iomplaint  primarily  was  to  ncciHiJish  nnder  tliis  power  of  the 
Secretary  of  .\griculture  wliai  coul.l  not  be  arfoniplislietl  other- 
wise, namely,  an  embargo  on  those  products. 

Mr.  CX)N.\A1J-V.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question? 

Mr.  REEI>.     Oertainly. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  .\n  embarsro  acalnst  countries  where  the 
loot-and-moutli  di.st^ase  exist.s  ought  to  be  iwrmlttwl  under  the 
law. 

Mr.  REEl*.     iJoes  the  Semitor  mean  tJiai  it  ought  to  Ite  n»an- 
datory  on  the  i>art  of  the  Secretary  of  Agrlcultnre? 
Mr.  C<»NNALLY.     Yes. 

Mr.  REKI>.     That  Is  what  tlic  committee  thought. 
Mr.  r'ON-NALLY.     Senators  will  recall  that  we  had  an  out'* 
lueak  f>f  tlie  foot-and-raotith  disease  in  Texas  a  few  years  ago, 
which  cost  the  tlovcmnient  millions  of  dollar}'. 

Mr.  ROBI.V.SON  of  .\rkan.sa8.  Of  conrse.  I  have  no  sym]»athy 
for  the  foot-aud-raoutli  dIseHsc,  hut  let  me  point  out  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Tex;is  that  nnder  a  sinjilnr  provision,  if  it  were  made 
fffectlve  In  foreign  countries  against  the  United  States,  then, 
when  the  f<»o(  and-niouth  disease  exlste<l  in  New  Hampsfnre. 
cattle  i*iHKlncts  of  Texas  could  not  be  exported  from  the  United 
States  U\  foreign  conntries.  I  merely  mean  to  say  that  this  is 
quite  an  imi>ortant  provision  and  the  ix)lley  that  underlies  It 
affects  very  Intimately  our  foreign  relations.  I  think  the  Senate* 
onglJt  to  give  careful  consi<leration  to  It. 

Mr.  CONNAI/LY.  As  I  understand  it,  the  disease  now  exists 
in  Argentina  and  tliere  is  an  embargo  here  against  it.  My  in- 
formation Is  that  the  Argentine  Hepublic  has  not  taken  any 
adequate  steps  to  exterminate  it  and  If  we  do  not  have  an 
embargo  there  will  be  no  in<luoement  to  the  Argentine  Govern- 
ment to  exterminate  it  In  that  country.  It  is  ?ueh  a  virulent 
disease  that  it  Is  Instant  death  to  cattle  and  in  order  to  remove* 
the  possibility  of  its  spread  wc  have  U^  destroy  the  «-nttle  and 
bum  their  t>odies  and  bum  all  the  stnbU's  and  pasture**  and 
every  otiier  thing  witJi  winch  they  have  come  iu  contact-  It 
would  manifestly  be  impractical  to  admit  cattle  rdjing  upon 
the  examination  of  the  Indtvidual  animal  to  detennlno  whether 
or  not  it  bad  tl>e  fofit-and-moutii  dis<'as«».  I  think  Ihi.s  is  a  very 
wholesome  regulation  and  ougtit  to  be  mnndatory  if  the  disoaso 
exists  in  a  foreign  eountry.  If  the  foreign  country  wants  to 
Qxtemdnnte  it.  then  we  cjin  bring  in  its  cattle  at  a  later  time. 
.\nDi:ESs    in    HyxMfJT\R\    of    mi,    iMFttK*    kkfdbe    c.o\-niN(>Rs' 

CO.>KI£K*..\CE 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  uniiniim>us 
consejit  to  have  printed  in  the  URixtso  an  address  delivere<l  by 
Hon.  Ray  L.  Wilbur.  S«vret«ry  of  the  Interior,  at  Boise.  Idaho, 
before  the  ctrnference  of  goremors  of  several  Western  States 
called  by  Ciovemor  Baldridge,  of  Idaho.  July  0,  l»2i>.  on  ihe 
subject  Tlie  Future  of  tlie  PnWIc  Domain. 

There  being  no  ohje<'tion.  the  address  was  oniered  to  be 
printed  in  (he  Rbtord.  a»  follows: 

THH  mrar  op  tub  pubmc  domain 

.V  vigorous  iJKiuPcr  people  of  dlTPrso  bloofls,  )mt  prlnrlpuliy  of  .\njj(»- 
S.nxon  and  northern  Kuropean  stock*,  crossed  tbe  tnrbnl»>nt  Atlantic  and 
founded  settlemcntK  along  the  eastern  shore  of  our  great  continent. 
Afttr  a  century  or  more  of  8tnig?le  asi^tnst  nt.-w  (•<>n<lltlons  and  tho 
native  lDdian.<:.  who  were  already  In  poss'salon.  they  acquired  sufficient 
nuniJjers  with  constant  Immigration  jin«I  a  high  t)irth  rate  to  begin  thflt 
gn»at  migration  wfjftwjird  throtigli  the  dark  and  bloo<ly  ground  of  Ken- 
lucky  to  the  western  r*»*ierve,  the  pmirle  States,  nnd  tinally  oTor  the 
Itockleg  to  the  Paciflc  ••lojie. 

they  came  nn  hnnter*.  trappers,  .nnd  minern.  l>nt  prlnmrlly  as  farmers. 
As  new  territories  were  aeqidr»«d,  only  those  lands  suitable  for  liomr- 
fiteadlng  were  thought  »o  he  worthy  of  ronslderatlou.  S^penking  broadly, 
oar  p<.>ople  were  fanwr  mintled  and  ihouglit  in  terms  of  raising  or 
ratins;.  But  little  ie*»pect  was  given  to  lauds  tliat  were  not  obvioiiKly 
.suitable  for  such  puiiwtes.  Wo.-;t  of  the  Missouri  Eiver  a  new  set  of 
condition*,  foreign  to  tlie  thiokiuf  of  those  in  the  better-watered  Ea:<teni 
States,  bad  to  be  mer.  The  problem  outside  of  the  strictly  mountainous 
areas  wa.s  iawa.\>  the  same — ihe  iwarcity  of  water— due  to  the  Kmall 
annual  rainfall.  Brlgiuuu  Young  w.is  one  of  the  first  great  leaders  to 
bnild  a  dTiliiation  right  iu  tho  tace  of  a  stern,  rel*?utlt«ij,  arid  nature. 

We  now  have  .scattered  iieltlemeAu  all  over  tbe  wealem  part  of  the. 
United  .States  t««>ed  on  better  farming,  better  (^elected  seeds,  and  Irri-' 
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gatlon.  Those  who  depend  upon  the  regular  rains  of  the  summer  have  I  with  due  consideration  to  conservation  for  the  future  The  doHcv  of 
no  conception  of  'rri«at,o„  and  its  peculiar  re«ponaibmtie«.  Oreat  Clvl-  1  transferring  K«leral  lands  for  school  purpoJes  „  w, u  Jabii.^^  at?d 
11« nons  have^matured  and  son.e  of  them  have  died  in  the  arid  regions  ]  could  be  further  initiated  wherever  Staie  iVws  and  8  a  e  policy  '^^mint 
of   the   Old    World    and    some    are    now    on    tbe    way    in    the    new.     It  j  the    transfer  ^amini 

demands    communal    living    and    thinking    and    peaceful    conditions    for 
people  to  join  in  toRetlier  to  flniince  and  nraintain  large  wafer-dlstribut- 


fl. 


Inp  systems 

Even  the  control  of  the  flow  of  water  from  a  single  ditch  demands 
rigid  c<)oi)eration  and  fair  play.  It  is  to  this  that  I  ascrilw  the  re- 
sponsiveness of  the  people  of  such  States  as  are  here  represented  to 
forward-looking  progressive  measures  for  the  common  good  if  they  are 
properly  tempered  to  the  high  initiative  and  sense  of  personal  responsi- 
bility characteristic  of  our  citixens. 

It   is  important  for   us  to   face   the  present   situation   squarely.     Tlie 
safety   and   survival    of   the   human   race   depends   upon   its   control  of 
chlorophyl— the  green  coloring  matter  of  plants.     This  substance  in  the 
presence  of  water  and  suniis?ht  and  with  the  materials  derived  from  the 
soil   manufactures  starch   and  other  food  substances  for  the  growth  of 
plants.      From    these   plants   we   derive   foods,    cotton,    wool,   wood,   and 
rubber;  and  by  feeding  animals  with  (hem  we  get  more  food,  hides,  and 
a  hose  amount  of  animal  .service.     In  fact,  without  the  milk  manufac- 
tund  from  plants  by  cows  and  goat.s  we  would  l)e  unable  to  raise  many 
of  our  own    human   babies.      With   our  new    methods   of   transportation 
the  food   supply   of   the   world   is   conring  more  and  more   to   be  held  in 
common  to  be  drawn  on  by  all,  and  the  tropical  sunshine  bleating  down 
on   a  coconut  palm  305  days  In   the  year  Is  competing  with  a  reindeer 
feeding  on  tlie  mossi-s  of  the  subarctic  summer  in  the  making  of  fat.     We 
now    have   more  than   nutlicient  food   available   for   all,  and   while  it  is 
probable  that  we  will  bixHd  up  to  the  bread  line,  countries  like  our  own 
think  of  the  bread  line  in  other  terms  than  those  of  merely  filling  the 
stomach.     They  demand  nn  economic  status  that  would  have  been  luxury 
to  a  king  of  a  hundred  years  ago.     There  is,  though,  a  set  physiological 
limit  to  the  amount  of  food  an  Individual  consumes.     We  have  produced 
too  much  of  some  kinds,  and  with  tbe  Irdustrialisation  aud   urbanisa- 
tion of  a  growing  percentage  of  our  people  there  has  also  been  a  shift 
In  the  \y\ye  of  foods  eaten. 

This,  together  with  the  greater  productiveness  of  favored  areas  with 
the  help  of  better  seed,  better  methods,  and  more  machinery,  has  in- 
creased the  amount  of  so-called  marginal  lands  where  the  farmer's  life 
Is  a  struggle  against  heavy  odds.  I  know  of  no  more  painful  act  than 
to  place  a  man,  and  particularly  his  wife,  on  a  piece  of  land  where  they 
are  foreordained  to  a  prolonged,  agonizing  failure.  The  economics  of 
a  new  farm  project  must  be  essentially  sound  or  a  social  crime  is  in 
prospect. 

Tiiese  facts  must  be  held  before  us  in  considering  that  great  part  of 
the  western  United  States  which  is  still  In  the  possession  of  the  Federal 
Government.  There  lias  been  a  good  deal  of  talk  of  conservation.  The 
real  conservation  problem  of  the  West  Is  the  conservation  of  water, 
riant  life  demands  water ;  we  must  have  plants  suitable  for  our  own 
uses  or  we  can  have  no  civilization.  From  Nebraska  west  water  and 
water  alone  is  tbe  key  to  our  future.  We  need  the  mountains  and  the 
hills  and  a  great  protected  back  country  or  we  can  not  have  sufficient 
water  for  our  valleys.  We  must  replace  homestead  thinking  with  water- 
shed thinking,  since  watersheds  are  primary  to  western  homes.  Wo  can 
no  loiii-'or  afTord  to  think  only  in  terms  of  immediate  uses  and  selfish 
interests.  There  must  be  a  great  western  strategy  for  tbe  protection  of 
our  watersheds  and  the  plant  life  on  them,  however  undesirable  and 
unimportant  some  of  It  may  senm  to  be.  A  cactus  or  a  sagebrush  which 
has  fought  its  way  to  maturity  against  drought  plays  it.s  part  in  fur- 
thering rainfall  and  in  stopping  soil  irosion.  that  curse  of  all  cultivated 
countries.  Overgrazing  by  sharp-nosed  animals  cuts  down  the  plant 
life,  increases  erosion,  buries  water  holes,  increases  flood  damage,  and  Is 
harmful  to  water  conservation.  Plants  hold  the  snow  and  the  rain, 
prevent  rapid  run-off  and  soil  erosion,  and  build  a  balanced  set  of 
natural  conditions  which  can  only  be  broken  at  the  peril  of  those 
bringing  it  about. 

The  public  domain  has  been  abused,  overgrazed,  and  not  respected  in 
niaby  sections  of  the  country,  and  yet,  unless  we  cherish  and  care  for 
the  >und8  now  in  possession  of  the  United  Stales  in  forests  and  public 
domain,  we  in  the  West  will  repeat  the  fall  of  ancient  Nlnevah  and 
Tyre,  which  was  due  to  the  abuse  of  plant  life  and  water  failure,  or  the 
degradation  of  Korea  and  parts  of  China  with  mau-made  barrenness, 
flood.s,  erosion,  and  decay.  We  must  stop  thinking  in  terms  of  immedi- 
ate production  in  viewing  much  of  the  public  land  of  to-day.  The  for- 
ests must  Ije  protected  or  harvested  constructively,  overgrazing  must  be 
stopped,  and  experts  in  plant  life  and  water  conservation  must  be  our 
guide.s.  It  is  difficult  to  understand  and  properly  control  guch  problemg 
from   Washington, 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  time  for  a  new  public-land  policy,  which  will 
include  transferring  to  those  States  willing  to  accept  the  responsibility 
the  control  of  the  surface  rights  of  all  public  lands  nor  included  in 
national  parks  or  monuments  or  In  the  national  forests.  With  sound 
State  policies  based  on  factual  thinking  It  may  eventually  develop  that 
It  is  wiser  for  the  States  to  control  even  the  present  national  forests. 
Such  a  policy  will  need  to  be  worked  out  so  as  to  hold  the  oil,  coal,  and 
niineral  rights  of  public  lands  subject  to  some  form  of  proper  Federal 
prospecting  law,  with  development  on  a  royalty  basis  of  discoveries,  and 


The  States  of  the  WVst  are  water  conscious  and  they  can  more  read- 
ily build  up  those  wise  water  conservation  mtasures,  uiH»n  which  their 
very  life  depends,  than  can  the  distant  Washington  Government.  It 
would  be  fair,  too,  for  the  citizens  of  Western  States  to  have  the  privi- 
leges already  in  the  possession  of  those  of  the  East. 

Kesponsibility  makes  for  real  statehood  Just  as  it  makes  for  manhood. 
The  W\»8tern  States  are  man  grown  and  capable  of  showing  it. 

The  National  Government  can  still  be  helpful  in  building  dams,  in  pro- 
tecting navigable  strtam.s,  and  in  a.ssisting  with  State  compacts,  but  It 
should  withdraw  from  the  details  of  management  of  community  enter- 
prises properly   subject  to   State  laws. 

You  men  rep rest'Uta five  of  the  Western  States  cculd  well  prepare 
jour  State  government  by  proper  park,  grazing,  lumbering,  and  water 
conservation  laws  for  the  reception  of  the  new  responsibility  of  the 
public  domain.  I  feel  that  in  the  long  run  you  can  be  more  safely 
trusted  to  administer  that  heritage  wisely  than  it  can  be  done  from 
offices  in  the  National  Capital. 

It  will  require  trained  vision  aud  forward  thinking  if  the  semlarid 
West  is  to  conserve  its  own  future. 

.\DDIUSB8  BY  FIRST  AfiSISTANT  SFXEETABT  OF  THE  INTERIOB,  JOHEPU 

U.  DIXON 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr,  Pri«5ident.  I  a.sk  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  iu  the  Rbxx)Ru  an  address  delivercti  by 
II(m.  Joseph  M.  Dixon.  First  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
at  the  I*ublic  Land  States  Governors'  Conference,  held  at  Stilt 
Lake  City,  August  2C  and  27,  li)2y. 

There  l»eing  no  objection,  the  addres.s  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Riscuao,  us  fellows: 

Based  upon  the  knowledge  gaine<I  from  nearly  40  years'  residence  In 
the  West  and  upon  many  years  of  service  in  both  legislative  and  admin- 
istrative duties  in  Montana  and  Washington,  I  have  faith  to  believe 
that  out  of  this  conference  will  come  much  of  got>d  to  the  (jcople  of  the 
j>ublic-land  States  and  to  the  Nation  as  a  whole. 

We  meet  not  as  partisans  but  as  citi»'ns  of  n  common  country  imbued 
with  the  sole  Idea  of  setting  in  motion  a  movement  that  will  solve  the 
perplexing  problems  now  Involved  in  the  Joint  administration  of  State 
and   Fodentl  government  in  the  public-land   States  of  the  West. 

For  the  success  of  the  plan  it  argues  well  that  the  present  Chief 
Executive  of  the  Federal  Government  was  born  and  reared  in  the  Wc-st 
and  baa  a  sympathetic  interest  in  its  people  and  its  local  problems. 

It  is  also  not  without  interest  to  know  that  all  of  the  chief  admin- 
istrative officials  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  which  deals  almost 
exclu.sively  with  the  problems  of  the  West,  are  men  of  the  West,  who 
have  lived  their  lives  among  and  with  you. 

In  order  that  j-ou  may  have  at  first  hand,  and  for  your  imme<liate 
consideration  at  this  conference,  the  pre.s«'nt  conclusions  and  tentative 
plans  of  I'resldent  Hoover  in  bis  desire  to  fully  cooiH>rate  with  you 
In  this  work,  he  has  dictated  the  following  letter  to  me  for  prewnta- 
tion  to  this  conference  of  the  western  governors  and  their  delegated 
representatives  : 

The  Whitb  ilorsr. 
Washington,  Auffu^t  tl,  I'IZS. 
Hon.  .Joseph  M.  Dixo.v, 

Assiatant  iiccretary  of  ihe  Interior,  Washinffton,  D.  O. 
Mr  Deak  Skcbktabt  Dixon:  I  have  for  some  years  given  thought  to 
the  necessity  and  desirability  for  a  further  step  In  development  of  the 
relations  between  the  Federal  and  State  Governments  in  respect  to  tbe 
public  lands  aud  tbe  Reclamation  Service.  The  meeting  of  the  gov- 
ernors of  the  public-land  States  at  Salt  Lake  City,  which  you  are 
attending,  offers  an  opportunity  for  consideration  of  some  phases  of 
these  questions,  and  I  should  appreciate  it  if  you  would  present  them 
to  the  governors. 

It  may  be  stated  at  once  tliat  our  Western  States  have  long  since 
I^assed  from  their  swaddling  clothes  and  are  to-day  more  comiietent  to 
manage  much  of  these  affairs  than  is  the  Federal  Government.  More- 
over, we  must  seek  every  opiiortunity  to  retard  the  expansion  of  Federal 
bureaucracy  and  to  place  our  communities  iu  control  of  tbeir  own 
destinies.  The  problems  are  iu  large  degree  administrative  in  character, 
both  as  they  affect  the  Federal  Government  aud  the  governmeat  of  the 
States. 

It  seems  to  me  that  tbe  time  has  come  when  we  should  determine 
the  facts  in  the  present  situation,  should  consider  the  policies  now 
being  pursued  and  the  chansres  which  I  might  recommend  to  Congress. 
That  these  matters  may  be  gone  into  ezbuustively  and  that  I  may 
be  advised  lntell!gently.  I  propoj<e  to  apiKiint  a  commission  of  9  «r 
10  members,  at  least  5  of  whom  should  be  chosen  from  leading  citi- 
zens of  the  public-land  States,  and  I  should  like  to  secure  the  coopera- 
tion of  the  governors  by  submission  from  them  of  names  for  suc^  a 
commission.  This  commission  would  naturally  cooperate  with  the 
Department  of  the  Interior. 
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An  an  lndi'-«tJon  of  th«  fkr-rpatrhliig  character  of  th*  anbjects  whlct 
ojold  come  before  such  a  commlsitloa,  I  may  recount  certain  tentative 
•osgestloiui  for  its  consideration.  So  doubt  otbcr  subjects  and  otbei 
propoaalM  W(>uld  arifte. 

rCBLtC  LAUDS 

The  most  vital  question  In  respect  to  the  remaining  free  public  landi 
for  both  the  Individual  Stntes  and  the  Nation  is  the  preservation  of  theii 
Biowt  Important  vnlae — that  is,  grazing.  The  remaining  free  lands  o 
the  pulillc  domain — that  Is,  not  IncludinK  lands  reserved  for  parks* 
fbrests,  Indiana,  minerals,  power  sites,  and  other  minor  reserves — an 
valiiahle  In  the  main  only  for  that  purpfis^. 

The  tlrst  of  the  tenrative  sugKostlons,  therefore,  is  that  the  8urfa<< 
rlehtx  of  the  remaining  iinappropri.-i trd  unreserved  public  lands  should 
Bubje*.t  to  certain  details  for  protect  mi.  of  homt'steadera  and  th'^  smallei 
sto.  kmeii,  be  LriiniifTred  to  the  State  governments  for  public-school  pur 
poH*^  and  thus  be  placed  nnder  Stale  administration. 

At  the  present  time  thes*-  unappropriated  lands  aggri>gate  in  th* 
npighliorhJHxl  of  l90.000.000  acres,  and  in  addition  some  10,000,00« 
acres  have  be»>n  withdrawn  for  purpo.ses  of  slock  watering  places  am 
stoik  drives,  which  might  bp  trnnjfferred  as  a  part  of  a  program  ol 
range  preservation.  In  .Tddition  some  .15.000,000  acres  have  been  with 
drawn  for  coal  and  shale  reserves,  the  surface  rights  of  which  with 
proper  rrs<>rvations  mik'ht  be  added  to  this  program  of  range  develop 
mcnt  in  the  band"  of  the  States. 

Heports  which  I  have  received  indicate  that  due  to  lack  of  construe 
tlve  regulatiin  the  grazing  vulne  of  these  lands  is  steadily  decreaslns 
due  to  overjfraxing  and  their  deterioration,  aside  from  their  decreas'-^ 
value  In  the  production  of  herd".  Is  likely  tf)  have  a  marked  effect  upot 
the  de-trtiction  of  the  soil  and  ultimately  upon  the  water  supply.     The] 
bring  no  revenue  to  the  F'ederal  Government.     The  Federal  Govcrnmen 
is  ii:c!ipflble  of  the  adequate  administration  of  matters  which  require  sn 
large  a  matter  of  local  understanding.     Practically  none  of  these  landu 
can    be   comniercially    afforested,    but    In    any   event    the   forest   reserve 
could  be  rounded  out  from  ibem  where  this  is  desirable.     Therefore,  fo  ■ 
the  b»-st  Interest  of  the  jx-ople  as  a  wkole  and  people  of  the  Westen 
States  and  the  small  farmers  and  stuckmen  by  whom  they  are  primarily 
nsed.  they  should  be  managed  and  the  policies  for  their  use  determine( 
by  the  State  goverumtnts. 

The   capacity   which   the   Individual    States    have   shown    in   bandlin; ; 
■chool   lands   already   ceded   out    of   every    township   which   are   of    th' 
■ame  character  is   in    itself   proof  of  this,   and   nK>st   of   the   individual 
States   already   maintain    administrative   organiaiition   for    this   purpo.s«<, 
■o   that    but    Utile  add<  d   burden   would   thu«   be    impot<ed.      They   couh 
to  the  advantage  of  the  animal   Industry   be  made  to   ultimately  yieh 
some  proper   return   to   the   States   for  school  pui-poses  and   the   funda 
mental    values   could   be   safeguarded   In   a   fashion    not  possible   by   thr 
Fe<]eral    (roverument.      They   would   also   increase  the  tax   baxe  of   tui  i 
Btnte  governments. 

A  question  might  arise  upon  the  allotment  of  the  Federal  road  fun< 
as  a  result  of  a  shift  of  the  public-land  owner!>hip.     It  would  only  b<' 
Just  if  this  allotment  could  be  undisturbed  for  at  least  10  years,  whiL 
the  States  were  organizing  their  range-conservation  measures. 

It  is  not  proposed  to  transfer  forest,  park.  Indian,  and  other  exlstin; 
rcw'rvations  which  have  a  di-stinctly  national  as  well  as  local  importance 
Inasmuch  as  the  royalties  from  mineral  rigl.ts  revert  to  the  Westen 
States,  either  direct  or  throui;h  the  reclamation  fund,  their  reservatloi 
to  the  Federal  control  Is  not  of  tht>  nature  of  a  deprival. 

RECI^MATION    8ERVICC 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  vital  questions  here  are  to  reorient  the  direc 
tion  of  the  Rcclam.^tion  Service  primarily  to  the  storage  of  water  axu 
to  simplify  Its  administration. 

The  reclamation  fund  .ind  the  Rfclaniation  Service  were  created  li 
1902.  and  the  situation  has  since  changed  materially.  The  present  plan 
as  you  are  aware,  is  that  receipts  from  sale  of  public  lands,  minera 
royalties,  and  repayments  by  the  beneficiaries  for  expenditure  npor 
prf>>^cts  all  accrue  to  this  fund.  The  Reclamation  Service  undertaker 
•ptH-lal  projects  upon  the  authorization  of  Congress,  which  are  flnanc<< 
from  the  fund  on  the  basis  of  return  by  the  landownera  or  purchasers  o 
the  «»st  of  the  project,  but  without  interest,  for  a  term  of  years.  A 
total  of  approximately  $1S2,000.000  has  be«'n  expended  from  the  fund. 

The  present  reclamation  act  is  ba.sed  fundamentally  on  the  redama 
tion  of  Government-owned  lands,  rossible  areas  available  for  reclama 
tion  have  now  passed  almost  wholly  into  private  ownership  and  th( 
Bse  of  the  reclamation  fund  for  further  projects  may  be  legally  crlti 
died,  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  land  is  no  longer  part  of  the  publir 
domain  and  circumlocution  by  voluntary  agreements  may  not  always  b< 
pocaible. 

Moreover,  the  application  of  the  fund  under  the  present  organizatioi 
result!  in  very  lar^e  Federal  administrative  activttiea  within  the  Stat( 
•f  a  cliaracter  which  was  never  originally  contemplated  and  which  couU 
be  much  better  administered  by  the  local  State  governments  themselves 
In  many  ways  it  dnplieates  the  State  water  administrations. 

T^ere  are  several  tentative  snggestlona  for  more  effeetive  handling  o; 
tb«  foad.  For  Inatanee,  the  Hedanuktlon  Service  for  all  new  project) 
Klukt  ««U  b*  eonflned  to  tta«  cooatmctloo  of  permanent  works ;  that  la 
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dams  and  such  constmction  as  results  In  water  storage — and  at  the 
completion  of  such  construction  the  entire  works  be  handed  over  to  the 
States  with  no  obligation  for  repayment  to  the  reclamation  fund  except 
such  revenues  as  might  arise  from  electrical  power  and  possibly  In  some 
cases  from  the  sale  of  water  until  the  outlay  has  been  repaid  or  in 
any  event  for  not  longer  than,  sa.v,  50  years. 

Again,  there  are  certain  Inst-mo's  of  Insufficiently  capitalized  com- 
munity-owned irrigation  projects  which  are  at  the  point  of  failure,  for 
whom  the  reclamation  fund  might  be  made  a  proi>er  vehicle  to  rescue 
homes  that  are  now  in  Jeopardy. 

A  further  activity  which  might  l>e  considered  for  incorporation  in  the 
Reclamation  Service  would  be  the  authorization  to  Join  with  the  States- 
and  local  communltlps  or  private  Individuals  for  the  creation  of  water 
storage  for  irrigation  purposes.  The  primary  purpose  of  these  sug- 
gestions is  thus  to  devote  the  Federal  Government  activities  to  the 
creation  of  water  storage  and  a  reduction  of  other  activities  withlu  the 
States. 

I'nder  such  arrangements  the  States  would  have  the  entire  manage- 
ment of  all  new  reclamation  projects  and  would  themselves  deal  with 
the  irrigation-land  questions  and  land  80ttlem<'nts.  It  Is  only  through 
the  powers  of  the  States  that  recLamatlon  districts  can  legally  be  organ- 
ized which  would  incorporate  the  liability  of  privately  owned  lands  for 
irrigation  expenditure  and  by  such  organization  it  ought  to  be  i>ossihle 
to  finance  the  subsidiary  works. 

By  direction  of  the  Reclamation  Service  in  some  such  manner  the 
large  provision  of  water  storage  would  ultimately  secure  a  very  large 
ln<  rease  in  the  Irritable  area  of  the  various  States.  It  is  evident 
to  every  engineer  that  water  storage  Is  not  always  directly  connected 
with  an  Irrigation  project  but  vital  to  expansion  of  irrigation.  This 
emphasis  aiKl  this  direction  of  Finleral  activities  to  water  storage  rather 
than  land  development  has  also  an  incidental  Importance  to  flood  con- 
trol and  navigation. 

It  is  not  suggested  that  the  States  should  take  over  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  established  projects  but  that  the  system  should  l>e  set 
up  for  future  undertakings.  It  It  were  instituted  it  would,  of  course, 
be  necessarv-  ti>  set  up  some  safeguanls  to  cover  interstate  proj<cts. 
No  doubt  each  new  project  as  at  present  should  be  specifically  author- 
ized by  Congress. 

It  must  be  understood  that  these  suggestions  are  only  tentative ;  that 
they  have  no  application  to  dealing  with  power  questions  except  that 
which  Is  Incidental  to  storage  of  water  for  irrigation  or  its  further 
Incidental  use  In  navigatioa  and  flooid  control.  Moreover  the  question 
of  the  advisability  or  inadvisaWWty  of  opening  new  areas  of  land  for 
cultivation  in  the  face  of  prenent  obvious  surplus  of  farm  products 
does  not  arise  b'H'ause  the  adUwtte«^  outlined  herein  will  only  affect 
farm  production  10  or  20  years  hence  by  which  time  we  shall  pnibably 
ne«'d  more  agricultural  land. 

kflNKIUL    RESOl'RCRS 

The  policies  to  be  pursued  In  development  and  conservation  of 
mineral  res«jurces  of  the  public  domain  present  many  problems.  They 
are  problems  of  a  national  as  well  a«  a  local  character.  I  know  that 
the  Westf-m  as  well  as  the  Eastern  States  agree  that  abuse  of  permits 
for  mineral  development  or  unnecessary  production  and  waste  In  our 
national  resources  of  minerals  is  a  matter  of  deepest  concetm  and  must 
be  vigorously    prevented. 

Because  of  such  abuse  and  waste  I  recently  Instituted  measures  to 
suspend  further  Issue  of  oil  prospecting  permits  on  public  lands  and 
to  clean  up  the  misuse  of  outstanding  permits,  and  thereby  to  clear 
the  way  for  constructive  conservation.  It  may  interest  the  governors 
to  know  that  when  this  decision  was  taken  on  the  12th  of  March  there 
were  prospecting  permits  In  force  covering  over  40,0<>O,000  acres  of 
the  public  domain.  We  have  now  determined  that  over  40  per  cent  of 
these  holders  had  not  complied  with  the  requirements  of  the  law,  that 
the  large  portion  of  these  licenses  were  being  use*!  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  others  from  engaging  In  honest  development  and  some  even 
as  a  basis  of  "  blue  sky "  promotions.  After  yielding  to  the  claim- 
ants, the  widest  latitude  to  show  any  genuine  effort  at  development 
under  the  outstanding  prospecting  permits,  the  total  will  probably  l>e 
reduced  to  about  10,00O,0<K)  acres,  upon  which  genuine  development 
Is  now  In  progress.  The  public  domain  is,  therefore,  being  rapidly 
cleared  of  this  abuse.  The  position  is  already  restored  to  a  point 
where  measures  can  be  discussed  which  will  further  effectually  con- 
serve the  national  resources,  and  at  the  same  time  take  account  of 
any  necessity  for  local  supplies. 

6E.VERAL 

These  sugsestions  are,  of  course,  tentative  pending  investigation  of 
the  full  facta,  but  generally  I  may  state  that  It  Is  my  desiru  to  work 
out  more  constructive  policies  for  conservation  in  our  grazing  lands, 
our  water  storage,  and  our  mineral  resources,  at  the  same  time  check 
the  growth  of  Federal  bureaucracy,  reduce  Fi-deral  Interference  la 
affalra  of  essentially  local  Interest  and  then-by  Increase  the  oppor- 
tunity of  the  States  to  govern  themselves,  and  in  all  obtain  better 
Government. 

Yoon  faithfullj. 

HUBBBT    Hoovnu 
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I  am  not  so  optimistic  as  to  Nlieve  that  out  of  this  conference  will 
come  the  final  solution  of  all  the  problems  of  the  West,  hot  I  do 
believe  that  you  can  here  plant  a  real  milestone  in  the  history  of  Its 
development. 

Let  us  analyse  the  proposals  of  the  President  and  see  what  may  evolve 
frojn  their  enactment  into  statutory  law. 

First,  his  proposal  as  to  the  disposition  of  the  surface  title  of  the 
remaining  public  lands. 

Gn  June  30.  1920,  there  remained  of  the  public  domain,  in  the  11 
major  public-land  Slates,  exclusive  of  a  much  smaller  acreage  in  North 
and  South  Dakota.  Alabama.  Arkansas,  and  Minnesota,  and  exclusive 
of  national  forests,  Indian  reservations,  national  parks,  stock  driveways, 
water  holes,  etc,  as  follows:  Arizona,  16,911.367  acres;  California. 
20.209,421  acres:  Colorado,  8,218.875  acres;  Idaho,  10,734.420  acres; 
Montana,  6,900.144  acres ;  Nevada,  63,410.938  acrea  ;  New  Mexico,  16.- 
282,582  acres:  Oregon,  13,227,141  acres;  Utah,  25.147.867  acres;  Wash- 
ington. 951,90.{  acres;  Wyoming,  17,035,537  acres. 

These  11  States  have  heretofore  (exclusive  of  their  grants  for  their 
various  educational  and  other  State  Institutions)  been  granted  by  the 
Fe<leral  Government  for  their  public-land  funds — in  some  States  two 
sections  out  of  each  township,  and  in  Utah,  New  Mexico,  and  Arizona, 
four  sections  in  each  township — the  following  total  acreage  of  the 
public  domain  lying  within  their  respective  llmita : 

Acres 

Arizona- g,  093,  l.Sfl 

Californi.1 5.  5:^4  293 

Colora<lo 3.  685!  618 

Idaho 2.  963.  698 

Montana 5.  ips  ^58 

Nevada i>,  061!  967 

New    Mexico 4,  355,  602 

Orecon 3,  399,  350 

Utah 5.  844,  19d 

Washington i>,  376,  .{91 

Wyoming 3,  470,  009 

From  these  Federal  land  grants  alone  the  States  of  the  West  have 
built  up  their  present  public-school  funds,  which,  year  by  year,  are 
steadily  growing  In  magnitude  and  from  which  is  annually  distributed 
millions  of  Income  to  the  school  children  of  our  respective  States. 

Taking  my  own  State  as  a  yardstick.  In  order  to  visualize  the  actual 
result  of  the  surrender  value  of  the  remaining  public  lands  within  her 
borders,  and  we  find  that  the  total  area  of  school  sections  granted 
under  her  enabling  act  to  have  been.  In  round  numbers,  5.000.000  acres. 
The  present  proposal  gives  Montana,  in  round  numbers.  7,000.000  acres 
additional. 

•Naturally  the  remaining  7.000,000  acres  ace  not  the  equivalent,  acre 
for  acre,  of  the  school  lands  embraced  within  the  original  grant,  and 
still  my  judgment  is  that  the  granting  of  the  remaining  7.000,000  acres 
will  almost  double  the  Income  of  the  permanent  school  fund  of  Montana 
and  to  that  extent  lift  the  burden  of  local  school  taxation  from  the 
houie.s  and  farms  and  business  intereats  of  our  State. 

T.ike  Idaho,  under  her  original  public-school  land  grant  she  received 
approximately  3,000,000  acres;  under  the  President's  prointsal  she  will 
receive  in  excess  of  10,000,000  acres  additional— more  than  three  times 
the  original  grant. 

Here,  again,  you  will  find  that,  acre  for  acre,  It  Is  not  of  the  same 
Intrinsic  value.  No  doubt  In  Idaho  the  enterprising  State  land  agents 
and  eiuly  settlers  and  the  large  cattle  snd  sheep  outfits  made  their 
entries  alongside  the  streams  and  water  holes,  so  that  in  many  places 
water  for  the  remaining  lands  is  now  at  a  premium  and  not  Immediately 
available  for  the  larger  use  of  the  millions  of  acres  of  grazing  lands 
now  held  by  the  Federal  Government. 

But  my  Judgment  is  that  we  have  not  as  yet  half  developed  the 
future  and  potential  water  supply  on  these  vast  areas  of  grazing  lands. 

The  sinking  of  wells  a  few  hundred  feet  at  almost  any  place  in  the 
two  States  just  named  will  de%-elop  abundant  water  for  stock  raising 
and  domestic  u.se  if  the  proper  rewards  were  offered  through  honestly 
admiuistered,  long-term  leases  by  the  States. 

At  the  present  time  these  millions  of  acres  of  the  public  domain 
bring  to  the  Federal  Government  from  the  surface  rights  not  one  dollar 
of  rev»nue. 

Since  the  enactment  of  the  free  homestead  law  in  1862,  under  the 
administration  of  Lincoln,  the  Federal  Government  has  never  attempted 
to  coin  revenue  from  the  disposal  of  the  public  lands,  except  from  the 
royalties  imix)8«d  upon  oil  and  coal,  which  are  immediately  turued  back 
into  the  reclamation  fund  for  the  development  of  the  arid  lands  in  the 
West. 

From  time  to  time  there  have  been  proposals  for  the  leasing  of  the 
remaining  grazing  lands  by  the  Federal  Government,  but  I  have  never 
yet  seen  one  that  was  not  most  cumbersome  in  its  proposed  operation, 
and,  worst  of  all,  inevitably  lodges  bureau  control  at  Washington  in  the 
administration  of  the  lands  here  in   the  We«t. 

That  is  what  the  I'resldent  now  proposes  to  abolish,  by  giving  to  the 
States  themselves  the  ownership  and  right  of  control.  The  Individual 
States  have  the  machinery  already  set  up  for  doing  this  very  work 
through  their  efficient  State  laud  boards  already  functioning  in  the 
administration  of  the  present  State-owned  school  lands. 


There  Is  another  and  even  bigger  matter  involved  in  the  Prenident's 
proposal:  Any  man  who  is  intimately  ac-qu^iinted  with  the  pn^sent 
I'hysical  condition  of  our  Ftsleral  owned  grazing  lands  well  kn.iws  tliat 
they  have  been  iMistured  down  to  the  grass  roots.  We  know  that  ll«ey 
are  not  now  producing  one-fifth  of  the  natural  forage  that  they  would 
produce  if  intelligent  use  were  applied. 

The  old  days  of  the  luxuriant  bunch  grass  has  disappeared  under  the 
present  ruinous  practice  of  indiscriminate  grazing,  without  any  rwitits 
tion  whatever. 

Intelligent  use  of  oor  western  grazing  lands  would  easily  treble 
their  carrying  power  in  the  matter  of  production  of  cattle,  sheep  and 
wool. 

There  is  another  matter  Involved,  that  to  the  far-seeing  man  may  even 
assume  bigger  proportions  than  the  immediate  one  of  the  tncrens«-d 
carrying  capacity  of  our  range*,  and  that  is  the  very  serious  Impair 
ment  of  our  watersheds  from  overgrazing,  which  has  already  resulted 
In  a  much  lower  carrying  capacity  for  the  annual  snow  and  rainfall. 
with  the  resultant  quick  run-off  in  the  spring  and  disastrous  floods  tlmt 
Inevitably  follow. 

The  people  of  the  East  can  make  no  better  future  Investment  than 
that  of  granting  to  the  people  of  the  West  the  remaining  public  lands. 
If  we  can  assure  them,  in  turn,  that  our  administration  of  the  trust 
involved  will  result  in  better  protection  of  the  wateraheds  through  a 
better  use  and  rehabilitation  of  the  natural  soU  covering  and  through  a 
continually  expanding  program  of  impounding  at  the  head  of  our  rlvera. 
by  dams  and  reservolre.  constructed  primarily  for  irrigation,  the  flood 
watera  that  now  pour  down  each  spring  in  disastrous  floods  to  the 
lower  reaches  of  our  great  rivers. 

TBI    BECLAUATION    PBOGRAM 

In  bis  letter  the  President  calls  to  your  attention  his  proposal  to 
make  the  present  reclamation  act  more  flexible  and  of  far  greater  con- 
sequential value  to  the  West. 

We  of  the  West  counted  its  enactment  as  another  milestone  In  the 
development  of  the  national  heritage.  To  the  man  of  limited  vision 
It  might  seem  to  have  been  wrought  out  Tor  the  beueflt  of  the  seuiUrld 
States  alone. 

That  was  the  narrower  viewpoint  that  had  to  be  combatted  at  Wash- 
ington when  President  Roosevelt  led  the  fight  for  its  enactment  In  1902. 
The  actual  experience  of  27  years  has  abuudautly  Justified  the  wisdom 
of  the  plan  not  only  for  western  development  but  also  the  accrulug  eco- 
nomic benefits  that  have  been  widespread  throughout  the  Nation  In  the 
greater  demand  for  eastern-made  goods  from  every  r«>claimed  farm  in 
the  West. 

About  $182,000,000  has  now  been  expended  In  the  construction  of 
Fe<leral  reclamation  projects,  of  which  amount  approximately  $15,000,- 
000  has  been  charged  off,  owing  to  unforeseen  physical  conditions,  and 
approximately  $13,000,000  have  also  been  placed  in  "  suspense." 

Repayments  by  settlers  on  the  various  projects  now  amount  to  ap- 
proximately $36,000,000.  The  commitments  for  projects  now  under 
construction  or  authorized  will  approximate  about  $32,000,000. 

Under  the  reclamation  act  all  moneys  arising  from  the  public  lands 
go  into  the  reclamation  fund.  Congress  has  made  no  direct  appropria- 
tion for  the  construction  of  these  vast  works. 

Last  year  approximately  $7,000,000  came  into  the  reclamation  fund, 
nearly  all  of  It  from  oil  and  coal  royalties  and  repayments  from  project* 
now  completed. 

We  of  the  West  know  that  the  major  problems  affecting  new  Irriga- 
tion projects  arise  from  the  dlfBcidties  involved  in  the  settlement  of  the 
raw  lands. 

It  has  not  been  an  easy  matter  for  the  settlw  on  Irrigated  lands, 
whether  Federal  or  privately  developed,  to  forge  his  way  to  a  fairly 
prosperous  condition.  Involving,  as  it  must  do,  a  heavy  investment  in 
land  leveling,  construction  of  buildings,  and  in  machinery  and  livestock. 

As  a  whole,  the  Federal  reclamation  projtrcts,  providing  for  long- 
term  repayments  without  interest,  have  been  far  more  succesful  than 
those  constructed  with  private  capital,  involving  the  heavy  interest 
charges  on  the  bonds. 

It  is  common  knowledge  to  us  from  the  irrigation  States  that  many 
of  these  privately  constructed  projects  are  now  in  a  bad  way  and 
that  many  meritorious  projects  of  this  type  are  threatened  with  dlxaster 
because  of  their  Inability  to  refinance  themselves. 

In  the  I'resldenfs  proposal  he  points  out  that  in  these  meritorious 
cases  the  reclamation  act  might  well  be  given  more  flexibility,  bo  as  to 
take  care  of  this  type  of  privately  constructed  project,  when  the 
settler  is  already  upon  the  land,  by  long  time  loans  advanced  from  the 
reclamation  fund,  with  a  low  interest  rate.  To  me  there  ia  no  more 
practical  way  of  extending  intelligent  help  to  agriculture  at  this  time. 

He  also  proi>oses  that  if  the  individual  States  will  take  over  the  Job 
of  administering  the  work  of  reclamation  that  the  Federal  Government, 
In  Its  future  committnents  from  the  reclamation  fund,  advance  the 
money  necessary  for  the  construction  of  the  dams  and  reaervoira,  with- 
out repayment  from  the  States;  the  individual  States  in  turn  to  have 
supervisory  control  of  the  digging  of  the  main  canal*  and  lateralii. 
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Thlir  plan  would  nry  BHiterlaHy  reduce  the  »cre  coat  of  future 
rerlamiition  to  the  point  wb>>re  successful  land  aettlc-nieDt  would  be 
assured. 

I  iudifi-  that  the  President,  In  recommending  this  joint  plan,  belleie* 
that    the    Nation    itself   la   iuUj    josUfied    Ln    making   this    contributjon 
of  the  dams  and  res<TToir:«.  both  fur  irrigation  and  an  offset  against 
lp»i«ene<I  danger  from  floods  and  as  a  more  comprehenaive  plan  of 
tktnal  flood  control. 

Ax  to  the  general  plans  above  oatllnod,  my  guess  wonld  be  that  mist 
cf  yoQ  are  in  agrf<-meut  ap  to  this  point,  bat  tluit  in  some  of  y<ur 
Binds  the  question  bait  arisen.  What  about  the  mineral  sabsurface  rigfa^? 
Why  sbould  tht-y  not  alao  be  turned  over  as  a  gift  to  the  public-land 
States? 

As  a  man  of  the  West,  whose  past  life  baa  been  lived  In  and  wb^se 
personal  interests  and  future  hopes  are  wholly  wrapped  op  in  its 
veiopmcnt,   I   will  give  you   ibe  reason   why  tliat  Tery  thing  is   neither 
desirable  nor  to  h«  hoped  for  at  this  time. 

ia  tlie  tinif  place,  there  la  no  public-land  State  ttiat  has  the  equip- 
ment absolut»-ly  necessary  for  scientifically  handling  th*  vast  minefal 
resource*  underlying  the  public  lands.  The  Federal  Government 
spending,  and  fur  years  ha»  been  spending,  more  tban  a  million  dollirs 
per  y«-ar  in  the  maintenance  of  its  Geological  Survey.  Here  we  hj  ve 
a  force  of  about  500  highly  trained  men  at  work  in  making  most  ctm 
preb««sire  surveys  and  studies  of  our  coal,  oil,  phosphates,  potanh, 
metalliferous  ores,  topographical  surveys,  stream  gaging,  ondergrocnd 
water  supply,  and  their  n;lated  subjects. 

Thi»<  work  is  particuLirly  a  National  and  not  a  State  affair,  "the 
Individual  States  nt  this  time  are  not  financially  able,  nor  are  tl  ley 
equijipod  in  even  the  most  meager  way,  to  undertake  or  carry  on  tils 
work. 

From  both  th«  National  and  the  State  viewpoint  It  w<rald  be  a  4l«- 
arter  to  attempt  to  reverse  this  procedure. 

In  the  second  place  the  Individual  States  wonld  reap  no  aetaal  benefit 
a  sorrender  of  this  Federal  right  to  the  SUtes,  as  the  Individ  lal 
publi<-land  States  an^  now  receiving  through  the  reclamation  act  evi  ry 
dollar  of  revenue  that  comes  from  mineral  royalties,  except  a  nsea  ;er 
10  per  cent  of  the  receipts  which  the  Federal  Government  retain;" 
Its  supervisory  control  and  administration  of  the  andergronnd  minc-^al 
wealth. 

Sorely  the  States  could  not  hope  to  carry  on  this  work  of  eiplorat 
and  administration  «o  cheaply  or  with  snch  eflBclency. 

Only  recently  I  heard  the  comment  that  turning  over  the  surfAce 
title  to  the  public  lands,  without  the  accompanying  mineral  title,  v  as 
like  presenting  the  egn  shfll  without  the  bioat. 

Certainly  no  man  from  the  West,  who  has  a  compreben.<rfve  knowledge 
of  the  facts  Involved,  will  give  ptiticnt  ear  to  such  loose  and  foolish 
conversation. 

There  is  also  another  side  to  that  question  that  we  might  as  wtu 
face  first  as  last.  All  this  proposed  plan  for  turning  over  the  public 
lands  and  making  more  fl^xlMe  the  present  reclamation  act  invo  ve 
favorable  congressional  action. 

I  believe  that  under  the  kindly  and  intelligent  leadership  of  the  Pr«il- 
dent,  these  two  things  are  p<.sslble ;  and  that  the  Congress  will  folHw 
his  leadership  in  briniring  It  to  a  successful  condnslon. 

But  a  proposal  to  Congress  to  turn  over  the  coal,  oil,  potash.  phAs- 
phatM,  and  metalliferous  ores  to  the  several  States,  with  our  minimi  m 
of  repre»tenfatlon  in  the  House  and  Senate,  would  be  hopelessly  imp<  s- 
slW^  from  Its  Inception. 

The  same  Is   true  of  the  national  forests.     In  the  administration 
the  iiafi'^nal  forest.s.  the  Fed"ral  (Jovernment  is  spending  each  year  fir 
more  tban  It  receives  from  the  sale  of  timber  and  the  grasing  receip 

To  h*ft\n  with.  25  per  cent  of  all  forest  receipts  are  Immediately 
rrtrmed  to  the  States  in  which  the  forests  lie. 

The  next  time  any  man  pnixises  that  the  Indivldnal  States  take  ovir 
the  national  forests,  I  wish  you  would  ke.'p  in  mind  the  following  facrs 
and  fignrea: 

For  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  192.';.  the  Federal  Governmelt 
expended  fur  the  administration  of  the  national  forests,  for  the  purcha  i 
of  additional  lands,  and  for  the  bolMing  of  permanent  roads  and  trai  s 
therein,  the  sum  of  SSaj.-SS.S-o.  of  which  total  $10,477,564  was  expends  d 
for  road  construction  work  alone.  The  receipts  from  the  nation  il 
forest.s  that  year  from  timber  "saKs  and  grazing  fees  totaled  $5,000,13  r. 
For  1»26  the  Government  expended  on  its  national  forests  |22,72tl,- 
343.  of  which  |12.<J8a.ti05  was  exp.'ndtHl  for  roads  and  trails'  and 
fl. 140, 487  for  afWitlons  to  the  fon^sts.  During  the  year  1926  the  totjl 
receipts  from  th«  national  forests  were  »o,155,661. 

For  the  year  1927  the  total  expenditure  by  the  Federal  Government 
for  the  national  forests  wns  $23,512,220.  of  which  |10,532.4u7  was  f<  r 
the  construction  of  permanent  road^i  and  trails  and  $1,063,930  for  tl 
acquisition  of  additional  forest  binds.  For  the  year  1027  the  Ft-deri  1 
Oovernmeufs  total  receipts  from  grazing  fees  and  timber  sales  weie 
$3,166,605. 

For  the  year  1928  the  totrl  expenditure  by  the  Federal  Governmerit 
for  the  natkmal  forests  was  $22,657,454.  of  which  $9,626,805  was  fcr 
the  constroction  of  permanent  roada  and  trails  and  $2,069,122  for  tht 
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KKUir  OF  rux>D  surFESiats 

Mr.  BLEASE.     I  ask  unaulmoutt  consent  to  have  printed  li: 

^tiif  liiAOBB  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance  a  letter 

from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Agritulture,  a  letter  from  Mr 

Curl  Williams,  a  member  of  the  Farm  Jjotm  Board,  and  a  peti 

tlon  fn»m  certain  citizens  of  WootlmfT,  S.  C. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordereil 

There  being  no  objectioit,  the  matter  referred  to  was  orderei 

to  b^  printi-d  in  the  IIbcord  aud  referred  to  the  Committee  oi 

Finance,  as  follows : 

Dbpahtmbnt  or  AoHirrLTCBK, 
Wathinyton,  D.  0.,  September  »,  iv^ 
Hon.  CoLB  L.  Blkask. 

United  states  Senate. 
My  Dear  Sshatok  :  Receipt  is  acknowledged  of  your  letter  of  Augus ; 
SO.  with  copies  of  sfveral  telegrams  addressed  to  you  with  reference  t 
recent  crop  damage  by   hail  in  the  vicinity  of  Woodruff,  S.  C.     I  not( 
your  KUggestion   that   assistance  be  given  to  farmers  whose  crops  wers 
destroyed   by   this   storm  out   of   the  appropriation   which  was  made  b; 
th**  Congres."*   la>t  winter  for  the  relief  of  flood  and  storm  siifferers  ii 
the  Southeastern  States.     Unfortunately,  that  appropriation  was  limited 
to  loans  for   the  production  of  the  crop  of   1929.     Further,   loans  can 
only  tte  iiM<de  to  th^se  who  suffered  storm  and  flood  damage  prior  to  th( 
pasMiige  of  the  res<.>lHfion  authorizing  the  appropriation,  the  autborlza 
tlon   having  been  approved  February  25.   1929.     An  amendment   to  tl) 
reiMtlutlon  extended  Us  provisions  to  cover  storm  and  flood  loaaes  lir 
curred  last  spring,  but  the  extension  was  speclflcaUy  limited  to  tbe  dat  > 
of  uppruval  of  tbe  amendment,  which  was  May  17,  1929. 

The  department  has  no  other  appropriation  which  can  be  used  t^ 
affoni  relief  to  storm  sufferers,  and  under  the  clrcuowtances  there 
nuthiiig  we  can  do.  I  doubt  the  advisability  of  sending  a  represenutiv^ 
of  ibe  department  to  this  area  to  make  a  survey,  as  that  action  wouM 
be  likely  lu  aroust  false  hopes  in  tbe  minds  of  those  who  suffered  losacn 
and  might  also  tend  to  prevent  the  giving  of  assistance  to  them  by  loco  I 
ag4ri.  le;'.  The  best  help  which  they  can  get.  I  believe,  is  from  the  eJ- 
tenslun  agents  who  are  located  in  SparUnburg,  especially  the  count  r 
agricultural  agent,  Mr.  B.  Carnes,  and  the  extension  agronomist.  Mi 
8.  I..  Jeffords. 

Sincerely, 

R.  W.   DuNLAP,  AeHng  Seeretary 
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The  total  receipts  for  the  year  1928  were 


'  parchase  of  additional  lands. 
$5,441,4.34. 

For  the  four-year  period  from  1025  to  1928  the  Federal  Government 
expended  on  Its  national  forests  a  sum  total  of  $92,058,392,  and  for  the 
same  period  received  in  return  120.763,837,  25  per  cent'  of  which— 
$5,190.960 — was  returned  to   the  States. 

A  stndy  of  the  receipts  and  eipenditnres  by  tbe  Federal  Government 
In  the  conservation  of  the  national  forests  surely  will  not  leave  any 
enthusiasm  In  the  minds  of  those  who  have  been  clamoring  for  the  Fed- 
eral Government  to  sorrender  the  naUonal  forests  to  the  individual 
States. 

I  have  a  very  distinct  recollection  of  the  agitation  that  spread 
through  the  West  25  years  ago,  when  President  Roosevelt  led  tbe  cru- 
sade for  the  preservation  of  the  remaining  national  forests  of  the  West. 
I  recall  how  bitterly  he  was  assailed  at  the  time  by  the  cry  of  those  who 
said  that  he  was  "robbing  tbe  West  of  its  heritage."  The  experience 
of  the  past  quarter  of  a  century  now  shows  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
he  was  literally  saving  us  from  ourselves,  by  potting  a  check  on  the 
Indiscriminate,  Immediate  destruction  of  the  forest  lands  of  the  Moun- 
tain States. 

Only  a  few  weeks  ago  I  saw  the  same  clamor  arise  In  some  portions 
of  the  West  when  President  Hoover  declared  his  present  policy  of  con- 
serving in  an  orderly  manner  the  oil  reserves  of  the  West  that  happen 
to  He  within  Government  owned  lands. 

An  of  us  present  here  to-day  will,  in  the  coming  years,  pay  grateful 
recognition  to  the  act  of  President  Hoover  in  trying  to  lessen  the  present 
wastefulness  in  the  overproduction  of  our  great  natural  resources  of 
oil,  so  that  It  may  be  developed  in  an  orderly,  economical  way. 

From  all  the  royalties  paid  the  Fetleral  Government  on  oil,  coal,  and 
timber  sales  from  public  lands  outside  the  national  forests  there  is 
Immediately  returned  to  the  individual  States  37»4  per  cent  for  our 
roads  and  schools.  10  per  cent  for  administration,  the  remaining  52^^ 
per  cent  being  paid  into  the  reclamation  fund. 

When  we  talk  about  taking  over  the  mineral   wealth  for  the  public- 
land  States  we  automatically  close  down  all  further  aid  for  reclamation. 
We  can  not  eat  our  pie  and  keep  It,  too. 

In  our  enthusiastic  support  of  a  program  that  we  ourselves  favor  we 
are  sometimes  prone  to  overlook  an  inventory  of  the  cold  facts. 

The  public  domain  was  acquired  by  gifts  from  some  of  the  older 
States,  by  purchase  from  foreign  governments,  and  as  Indemnity  from 
Mexico  as  a  result  of  the  war  of  1S45-1847.  No  public-land  State  has 
ever  added  one  single  acre  to  our  flag. 

The  mineral  wealth  underlying  our  public  lands  does  not  belong  to  the 
public-land  States  and  nrver  did. 

Neither  should  we  forget  that  the  Constltntion  rei»oses  in  the  Con- 
gress the  exclusive  authority  to  dispose  of  the  public  lands  and  to 
adopt  the  rules  and  regulations  regarding  their  disposal. 

The  President  can  only  recommend  to  Congress  such  action  as  he 
deems  wise  and  beneficial  to  the  Nation  as  a  whole,  of  which  We  of 
the  West  are  an  integral  part. 

Our  only  hope  for  bringing  about  the  desired  change  in  present  con- 
ditions, that  we  believe  Is  fraught  with  such  big  possibilities  for  the 
development  of  the  West,  Is  through  orderly  procedure  and  the  presenta- 
tion of  our  case  in  a  way  that  will  appeal  to  the  far-seeing  Congres*;men 
and  Senators  from  the  Eastern  States. 

In  order  to  bring  this  about  the  Prefddent  now  proposes  to  name  a 
commission  of  9  or  10  men,  5  of  whom  shall  be  from  the  public-land 
States  of  the  West,  to  study  this  matter  and  then  to  make  report  to 
him  of  tbe  result  of  their  findings.  Back(>d  up  by  a  favorable  recom- 
mendation of  this  kind  he  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  Congress  will 
favorably  respond  by  the  enactment  of  legislation  that  wlil  bring  to 
early  fruition  the  program  outlined  In  his  letter  to  you. 

As  members  of  this  commission  he  earnestly  desires  that  the  five 
western  members  shall  Include  some  of  our  biggest  and  best  men.  who 
are  thoroughly  conversant  with  the  problem  involved. 

In  his  letter  he  asks  that  each  governor  submit  to  him  two  or  three 
names  from  his  State  to  help  guide  him  In  making  np  the  list  from  the 
West. 

We  can  accomplish  nothing  without  mutual  cooperation  and  leader- 
sliip.  I  have  faith  to  Nlieve  that  out  of  this  conference  will  come  great 
good  and  bigger  things  for  the  future  development  of  the  great  Republic 
to  which  we  all  hold  allegiance,  and  especially  to  that  portion  which  we 
affectionately  call  "  the  West,"  with  Its  great  mountain  ranges,  valleys 
and  plains.  Irrigated  lands,  undeveloped  water  power.o,  and  mineral 
wealth. 

In  hia  letter  to  you  the  President  has  outlined  his  plan  for  turning 
over  to  you  a  great  heritage.  He  has  also  pointed  the  way  whereby  the 
irrigation  States  of  the  West  can  develop  their  now  arid  lands,  under 
their  own  control,  to  full  fruition. 

He  has  proposed  a  method  oX  now  cutting  the  Gordiau  knot  that  will 
free  you  from  bureaucratic  control  at  Washington,  of  which  we  have 
complained  in  the  past. 

May  not  we  of  the  West,  under  the  leadership  here  assembled,  now 
confront  an  opportunity  that  if  taken  at  Us  flood  tide  will'  surely  lead 
on  to  bigger  and  better  things  in  the  years  just  ahead  of  usT 
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Probably  150  to  200  families  have  lost  from  70  to  100  per  cent  of 
their  crops  from  the  effects  of  this  devastating  storm. 

The  value  of  the  cotton  crop  alone  that  has  been  destroyed  in  this 
community  by  the  hailstorm  would  mount  up  to  $250,000  or  possibly 
$300,000. 

Previous  to  the  destruction  by  this  hailstorm  tbe  farmers  of  this 
community  had  the  finest  prospects  for  crops  that  this  community  has 
ever  seen. 

Any  donation,  small  or  great,  given  by  anyone  for  the  aid  of  those 
in  want,  as  set  forth  above,  will  be  most  heartily  appreciated  by  this 
committee  and  by  ail  those  who  shall  receive  that  which  has  been 
contributed  In  response  to  this  appeal. 

J.  W.  Riiklle.  mayor  of  Woodruff ;  J.  P.  Gray.  State  senator ; 
J.  B.  Kilgore,  assistant  manager  Woodruff  Cotton  Mills; 
E.  S.  Bennett,  secretory  superintendent  of  schools ;  T.  W. 
Cox,  merchant ;  A.  J.  Cox.  merchant ;  J.  N.  Swofford, 
merchant ;  J.  N.  Stinson,  druggist ;  L.  G.  Lanford, 
farmer — Executive  Committee. 

OONTBOL   OF   WATtat   I.N    WESTERN    STATES 

Mr,  HAYDEX.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  In  the  R»x)rd  and  a pprc^r lately  referred  a  resolu- 
tion unanimously  adopted  by  the  conference  of  governors  and 
representatives  of  the  public-land  States  at  Salt  Ijike  City  on 
August  26  and  27.  lfti»,  with  reference  to  the  control  of  the 
water  in  Western  States,  together  with  an  address  delivered  at 
that  time  by  Hon.  Delph  E.  Carix'nter,  of  Colorado. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was  ordered 
to  bk'  printed  in  the  Record  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Irrigation  and  Reclamation,  as  follows: 

COIfTKOL    or    WATKRS    I.V    WVSTEBX    STATES 

Resolutions  unanlmouRly  adopted  at  the  conference  of  governors  and 
representatives  of  tbe  public-land  States  at  Salt  Lake  City  August 
26  and  27,  1929 

Whereas  the  use  of  water  for  domestic.  Irrication,  and  other  purposes 
is  necessary  to  the  existence  and  prosperity  of  the  people  and  growth, 
general  welfare,  and  autonomy  of  each  of  the  Western  States,  and  It  Is 
necessary  that  the  control  of  such  uses  be  and  remain  in  each  of  the 
States,  free  from  external  Interferences  save  only  control  of  naviga- 
tion by  Congress  and  determination  of  Interstate  relations  by  compacts 
or  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court   in   original  cases  between   States ; 
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May  not  tbe  PreeldenrB  proposals,  If  now  met  In  a  redproeal  spirit, 
easily  assume  the  magnltnde  of  a  Magna  Charta  !n  tbe  fntnre  develop- 
ment of  the  West? 

KOTSENCB  Of*  EXECUnVK  MESSAGES 

The  VICE  PRBSIDBNT.  The  dialr  refers  to  the  appro- 
priate committees  sundry  Executive  messages  received  from  the 
President  ot  tlie  United  States. 

FBIVII.KSE8   or   THB  TIXKM 

Mr.  WATSON  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res. 
115),  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Rules: 

Reaolved,  That  Rnle  XXXIII  of  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  Senate, 
relating  to  the  privilege  of  the  floor,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  pangraph : 

"  Duly  accredited  representatives  of  the  Asaociated  Press,  the  United 
Press,  the  International  News  Service,  and  the  Dniveraal  Service." 

MZATH  or  Hn>RESENTATIVB  KTALS 

Mr.  SCHArj:^,  Mr.  President,  It  Is  with  deepest  sorrow  and 
regret  that  I  have  to  announce  the  death  of  my  friend  and 
former  colleague  of  the  House,  O.  J.  Kvauc  He  repres«ited 
the  seventh  congressional  district  of  our  State  for  four  terms. 
Previous  to  hia  coming  to  Congress  he  was  a  Lutheran  minister 
of  high  standing  in  our  State,  a  great  studMit  and  an  eloquent 
speaker.  He  came  to  Congress  as  a  Progressive  Independent  in 
1922,  defeating  his  Republican  oM>oneut  by  14,000.  His  ever- 
Increasing  majorities  over  his  opponents  for  tlie  next  three 
terms  demonstrates  the  high  esteem  in  which  he  was  held  by  his 
con.stltuency.  He  was  elected  to  the  Seventy-first  Congress  by  a 
majority  of  better  than  28,000.  On  the  floor  of  the  House  and  in 
committee  his  eloquence,  studious  ability,  and  zealousuess  in 
beJialf  of  agriculture  has  made  him  one  of  the  ablest  legislators 
in  his  flglit  to  give  agriculture  an  equality  basis  with  Industry. 
He  had  no  peer  in  the  House  as  champion  of  the  common  folks. 
The  common  people  of  Minnesota  and  the  United  States  have 
lost  through  his  premature  death  an  able  advocate  of  their 
rights  and  special  interests  have  been  relieved  of  an  unrelenting 
fOe. 

I  send  to  the  desk  the  usual  resolutions  and  move  thdr  adop- 
tion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  resolutions  will  be  read. 

The  resolutions  (8.  Res.  116)  were  read,  considered  by  unani- 
mous consult,  and  unanimi>usly  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Re»olved,  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with  deep  regret  of  the  announc<>- 
ment  of  the  death  of  O.  J.  Kvalb,  late  a  Representative  from  the  State 
of  Minnesota. 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  six  Senators  be  appointed  by  tbe  Vice 
President  to  attend  the  funeral  of  Mr.  Kvalh. 

Rcaolred,  That  the  Secretary  communicate  these  resolutions  to  tbe 
House  of  RrpresentatlveB  and  transmit  £  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of 
tbe  deceased. 

Rfgolved,  That  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  the 
late  O.  J.  KvALB  that  the  Senate  do  now  stand  In  recess  until  Friday. 
September  13,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

RECESS 

Pursuant  to  the  last  resolution,  the  Senate  thereupon  (at  5 
o'clock  and  15  minutes  p.  m.)  to(*  a  recess  until  to-morrow, 
Friday,  September  13,  1929,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 
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Pbomotioks  in  thk  Ahmt 
To  be  colons 

To  be  lieutenant  colonel 
Maj.  John  Pearson  Bubb,  Infantry,  from  September  8.  lOL-D. 

To  be  major 
Capt  James  Vernon  Ware,  Infantry,  from  September  8.  1929 

DKNTAI.   CORPS 

To  be  mafar» 

,^P'-  Thomas  Mlnyard  Page,  Dental  Corps,  from  SeptemU>r  9. 
1929. 

lO^ia^*^*™^  ^y^e  Harrington,  Dental  Corps,  from  September 
Capt.  Earie  Robbins,  Dental  Corps,  from  September  10,  192a 


SENATE 

Friday,  September  IS,  1929 

{LeffiaUUifve  day  of  Monday,  September  9,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recess. 

FUNERAL  OF  THE  LATE  REPRESENTATIVE   KVAUB 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the  resolution  (S.  R«^  IIG) 
adopted  yesterday,  providing  for  the  appointment  of  a"  com- 
mittee to  attend  the  funeral  of  the  late  Repnjsentative  Kwle. 
the  Chair  appoints  the  senior  Sejiator  fn»m  Minnesr-ia  [Mr 
Shipstead],  the  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr  Sch^lli" 
tiie  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Norbbck],  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Brookhart],  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr 
Blaine],  Uie  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  AshttrstI,  and  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Geoegb]. 

CAIX  OF  the  roll 


Mr.    President,    I    suggest    the   absence   of   a 


Mr.    JONES. 

quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll 
'Hie  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  tlie  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations   received  by   the   Senate  September  12 
{legitlative  day  of  September  9),  1929 

Appointments  in  the  Aa^iY 

To  be  UMsistant  to  the  Quartermaster  General,  icith  the  rank  of 
brigadier  general,  for  a  period  of  four  yeurt  from  date  of 
acceptance,  tcith  rank  from  August  SI,  1929 
Col.  Louis  Hermann  Bash,  Quartermaster  Corps,  vice  Brig. 
Gen.  Winthrop  S.  Wood,  assistant  to  the  Quartermaster  Gen- 
eral, retired,  from  active  service  August  30,  1929. 

To  be  assistants  to  the  Surgeon  General,  uHth  the  rank  of  briga- 
dier general,  for  a  period  of  four  years  from  dates  of  accep- 
tance 

Col.  Henry  Clay  Fish«-,  Medical  Corps,  with  rank  from  Octo- 
ber 11.  1929.  vice  Brig.  Gen.  Frank  R.  Keefer,  assistant  to  the 
Surgeon  General,  who  retires  from  active  service  October  10. 
1920. 

Col.  Carl  Royer  Darnall.  Medical  Corps,  with  rank  from  De- 
cember 5,  1929.  vice  Brig.  Gen.  James  M.  Kennedy,  assistant  to 
the  Surgeon  General,  who  retires  from  active  service  December 
4,  1929. 


Allen 

AshuT^t 

Bark  ley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Broussard 

Cupper 

Connally 

Couzons 

Deneen 

Dill 

Edge 

F<«ss 

Fletcher 


Frasler 

George 

Glllett 

Glass 

Goff 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

HbttIs 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Heflin 

Howell 

.Tones 

Kean 

Keyes 


King 

Ijt  Pollette 

McKellar 

MeMaster 

McXary 

Metcsif 

Moses 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overmim 

Patterson 

Pine 

Pitt  man 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Sackett 

Schall 

Bbeppard 


Shortrldjre 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Stcck 

Stelwer 

Swan  son 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Trammell 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 


Mr.  FKSS.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr  Btr- 
ton]  is  still  detained  from  the  Senate  by  Illness.  I  ask  that 
this  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  RonNsoN]  Is  out  of  tbe  city 
on  important  business. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Shipstead]  Is  111.  I  ask 
that  this  statement  may  stand  for  the  day 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-flve  Senators  have  an- 
swered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  Is  present 

compilations   of   the   tariff   commission    (8.   DOC.    NO.    24) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communica- 
tion from  the  secretary  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Coirmlssion, 
transmitting  certain  material  prepared  by  that  commission  In 
connection  with  the  pending  tariff  legislation,  as  toilowa:  (1) 
Memoranda  regarding  tariff  Increases  in  foreign  countries  (this 
covers  a  list  of  spedfled  countries)  ;  (2)  method  of  valuation 
for  ad  valorem  duties  (this  covers  a  large  uumt>er  of  countries 
In  all  sectlcms  of  the  world)  ;  and  (3)  duties  levied  In  foreign 
countries  on  agricultural  commodities  from  the  United  States 
(this  covers  a  list  of  specified  articles  exported  from  the  United 
States)  ;  which,  with  the  accompanyiog  data,  was  ordenjd  to  Ua 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 
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aystematle  pressure  ef  legal  principles,  tbe  effect  is  the  same.  Open 
armed  occupation  is  to  be  preferred  to  sinister  methods  of  slow  legal 
strangulation. 

The  uae  of  the  natoral  elements  la  Imperative  to  the  health,  pros- 
perity, and  existence  of  mankind  and  of  States,  and  the  State  has  an 
interest  over  and  above  that  of  its  eitiaens  In  all  the  earth  and  the  air 
within  its  domain.  Air  and  water  are  the  most  vital  natural  elements. 
In  an  arid  region  water  ia  as  Important  as  was  air  to  the  soldiers  in 
the  Black  Hole  of  Calcutta.  History  of  onr  West  Is  replete  with  wars 
for  control  of  desert  water  holes  and  of  hitter  and  destructive  contests 
for  control  of  limited  flows  of  streams.  Regulation  and  control  of 
uses  of  water  always  has  been  and  always  will  be  a  first  essential  to 
government  with  each  Territory  and  State  of  the  arid  region.  Such 
problems  are  Intensely  local  and  require  constant  State  control  of  the 
most  Intclligeut  and  progressive  character,  varying  with  each  locality 
and  State  and  with  differences  in  climate,  soil,  and  other  natural  con- 
ditions. They  require  the  utmost  freedom  from  external  control  or  in- 
terference. Admlnistrptlon  is  Imperative.  Without  administration  all 
would  be  chaos  and  so-called  private  rights  to  such  uses  (priority  of 
appropriation,  etc.)  would  be  useless  legal  fiction. 

In  prior  appropriation  States  water  rights  have  their  origin  and 
eontlnued  existence  solely  with  use.  and  failure  to  use  abandons  the 
right  and  forfeits  the  usufructuary  title.  With  the  progress  of  time 
old  rights  are  forfeited  and  new  rights  have  taken  their  places.  Rights 
are  transfejred  or  put  to  different  nses.  New  rights  come  into  being  as 
a  result  of  new  oses.  Decrees  adjudicating  titles  to  uses  become  obso- 
lete within  a  few  years  by  reason  of  changes  in  methods  of  use,  increases 
in  duty  of  water,  and  other  Improvements.  The  whole  system  is  one 
of  frequent  changes,  particularly  as  regards  quantities  of  diversions. 
Tbe  right  of  each  approprlator  not  only  is  limited  to  a  maximum  amount 
but  to  his  actual  nei-esslties  within  that  maximum.  Ek^nomy  requires 
daily  and  hourly  sbatting  off  and  turning  on  of  water  at  points  of 
diversion.  This  tba  appropriators  will  not  do  unless  under  strict  super- 
vision by  local  controL  Private  rights  must  be  constantly  administered 
by  local  authority  ever  responsive  to  changing  local  conditions  in  order 
to  be  of  any  value  at  all. 

Any  Interference  with  this  local  control  and  regulation  of  uses  of 
waters  is  an  Interference  with  exercise  of  State  sovereignty  to  the 
same  degree  as  tampering  with  the  blood  supply  is  an  Interference 
with  human  life.  The  State  Is  protei-ted  by  the  Constitution  against 
forceful  seizure  of  control  of  the  natural  elements  imperative  to  its  ex- 
istence.    It  is  entitled  to  equal  protection  from  permanent  occupation 
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limitations,  and  tbe  BUtea  of  tbe  United  States,  old  and  new  alike 
are  Independent  nations  poasesaing  every  attribute  of  soverelgntv  not 
voluntarily  granted  by  aO  of  them  to  tbe  United  States  b^  the*  Con- 
stitution. Bach  State  la  equal  with  every  other  in  jurisdiction,  power 
and  sovereignty.  Ours  la  a  Federal  Union  of  equal  States,  none  of 
which  are  aervient  to  tbe  others  or  to  the  Nation  created  by  all  of 
them  for  their  eommoa  walfare.  In  effect,  every  one  of  the  48  States  was 
in  being  at  the  formation  of  tbe  Union  and  was  a  party  slRnntory  to 
tbe  Constitution.  Bach  new  State,  irrespective  of  date  of  sdmlsslnn, 
came  Into  Its  own  sovereignty  as  of  tbe  time  of  the  original  tlilrteen  and 
possesaed  of  the  same  powers  and  sovereignty.  This  must  be  true,  for 
each  was  admitted  "on  equal  footing  with  the  original  Stues  in  all 
respects  whatsoever"  and  with  every  other  State,  Irrespective  of  sny 
provisions  to  the  contrary  In  the  acts  of  admission.  Upon  admission, 
the  new  States  simply  came  Into  possession  of  the  powers  and  Hover^ 
elgnty  which  were  always  theirs  and  which  therefore  had  been  held  in 
trust  for  them.  LimitaUons  upon  their  powers  of  governnient.  while 
Territories,  cessed  to  exist.  As  with  the  ordinance  of  July  I.V.  1787, 
for  the  government  of  the  territory  northwest  of  the  Ohio  River.  In 
Its  effect  upon  tbe  State  of  Ullnola  after  her  admission,  the  Supreme 
Court  observed:  "Its  provisions  could  not  control  the  nutliorlty  and 
powers  of  the  State  after  her  admission.  Whatever  the  limitation 
upon  her  powers  as  a  government  whilst  In  a  Ttrritorial  condition, 
whether  from  tbe  ordinance  of  1787  or  the  legislation  of  Congress, 
it  ceased  to  have  any  operative  force,  except  as  voluntarily  a<lopted  by 
her  after  nhe  became  a  State  of  tbe  Union.  On  her  admisirtan  she  at 
once  became  entlUed  to  and  possessed  of  all  the  rights  of  dominion 
and  sovereignty  which  belonged  to  the  original  States.  She  was  ad- 
mitted and  could  he  admitted  only  on  tbe  same  footing  with  them. 
The  language  of  the  resolution  admitting  her  is  'on  an  equal  footing 
with  the  original  States  in  all  respects  whatever.*  (8  Rtat.  636.) 
Equality  of  constitutional  right  and  power  la  the  condition  of  all  the 
States  of  the  Union,  old  and  new.  Illinois,  therefore,  as  was  well 
observed  by  counsel,  could  afterwards  exercise  the  same  p<.wer  over 
rivers  within  her  limits  that  Delaware  exercised  over  Black  Bird 
Creek,  and  Pennsylvania  over  the  Schuylkill  River."  (Escanaba  Co.  v. 
Chicago,  107  U.  S.  678.)  Each  new  State  came  Into  possession  of  Its 
own  sovereignty  not  as  a  suppliant  but  as  a  rightful  owner  ilalmlng 
Its  own  place  In  our  family  of  States  and  la  no  more  servient  to  tbe  Na- 
tional Government  than  are  the  original  thirieen.  This  status  of  equality 
obtains  lu  every   respect   as   regards  control   of   territory   and   of  those 
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Fbomal  Fasm  Board, 
Wathinifton,  September  S,  t9t9 
Hon.  Coui  L.  Buusa, 

United  Statet  Senate. 

l)iuu  8BXATOR :  I'oplen  of  telegrams  exchanged  between  you  nnd  cit  - 

ima  of  SoTith  CtroUna  in  reference  to  hail  damase  In  the  Greer-Wooc  - 

ruff  section  hat)  been  referred  to  my  desk. 

I  know  the  damaite  which  hail  can  do  and  my  sincere  sympathy  goek 
out  to  these  p«'ople.  I  resret,  however,  that  thua  far  studies  whic  i 
the  P(<deral  Farm  Ikmrd  has  made  of  the  agricultumi  marketing  acl , 
under  which  the  board  operates,  do  not  aecm  to  indicate  any  metho  I 
wher«^by  tile  board  can  be  of  direct  assistance  in  such  a  matter. 
With  klDde8t  personal  regard^i.  I  am,  very  truly  yours, 

Carl  Williams, 
Membei  Federal  Farm  Board. 
(Incloaares.) 


AN   APPEAL    rfiB  AID 

At  a  ma^M  iiK>ettng  of  the  citiiens  of  the  town  of  Woodruff  am  [ 
Ticinliy  held  this  afternoon.  September  2,  a  committee  was  appointee 
to  devise  ways  and  means  of  mining  funds  to  help  the  farmers  of  thi  i 
section  of  the  county  wlio  bad  the  misfortune  of  losing  practically  thei- 
entire  growing  crops  of  cotton,  .orn.  peas,  tomatoes,  etc.,  from  tb  > 
terriMf  hailstorm  that  visltwl  this  community  on  Thursday  afternoon, 
Aui;u»t  29,  19211.  No  storm  of  such  destructive  force  has  ever  vi3ite<  1 
this  county  within  the  history  of  man.  Owing  to  the  lateness  of  th  > 
season,  it  is  not  po«isit)le  for  farmers  to  produce  a  profitable  crop  o^ 
any  kind  before  frost.  The  landowners  within  the  stricken  area  hav  i 
pnicficilly  exhau^tt>d  their  rt-aourcfs  in  producing  this  crop. 

l*ri>tK»bly    90    per    cent    of    these    farmers    who    own    the    land    havs 
reached    the  limit   of   their   borrowing  capacity   at    the   bank,    and   nov 
tliat  they  have  lo.st  their  crops  they  can  go  no  further  without  outiddo 
help.     As  to  the  tenant   farmers,  both   wliite  and  colored,  they  stani 
face  to  face  with  the  proposition  of  absolute  want. 

The  object   of   this  letter  is   to  elicit   from   all  persons  of  generouu 
spirit  and  sympathetic  hearts  such  material  aid  as  the  promptness  o 
their  hearts  may  dictate. 

The   Red  Cross   will    have   charge   of    the    proper    distribution    of   al 
funds  coming  Into  the  committee.     It  la  the  earnest  desire  of  this  com 
mittee  that  all  commercial  bodies  will  give  their  hearty  support  to  ou  ■ 
efforts  to  niise  an  amount  sufficient   to  relieve  the  pressing  nocos.«ltie  > 
of  those  whose  misfortune  It  has  been   to  lose  their  entire  means  o 
■Hstenaucp  through  the  destruction  of  their  crops. 


and 

Whereas  the  national  reclamation  act,  the  Federal  water  power  act, 
other  acts  of  Congress,  and  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  recognize 
the  inherent  sovereignty  of  the  States  in  this  regard  ;  and 

Whereax  the  United  States  in  argument  l)efore  the  Supreme  Court  in 
the  caae  of  Wyoming  against  Colorado,  by  suits  now  pending  In  the  Fed- 
eral courts  in  the  State  of  Nevada  and  elsewhere,  and  by  various  opin- 
ions, writings,  and  publications  by  executive  officers,  has  urged  and  is 
now  pressing  fur  recognition,  and  wbercvt-r  possible  is  making  effective 
a  plan  of  ultimate  Federal  control  of  watei-s  in  the  Western  States, 
predicated  upon  a  theory  of  Federal  ownership  of  such  waters ;  and 

Whereas  the  urging  of  Huch  a  doctrine  or  its  promulgation  under 
F«Mleral  authority  tends  to  confusion,  dl.scord,  and  the  ultimate  destruc- 
tion of  State  autonomy  :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

ReaoJved,  That  the  Federal  Government  and  its  agencies  be,  and  they 
hereby  are,  requested  to  discontinue  the  recognition  and  promulgation 
of  such  theory  of  Federal  ownership  and  right  of  control  of  the  water 
of  nonunvigable  streams  in  the  Western  States ;  tliat  all  pending  suits 
predicated  ui;>on  that  theory  be  dismissed,  settled,  or  otherwise  disposed 
of  without  final  decision,  and  that  such  theory  be  no  longer  asserted  as 
the  basis  of  alleged  rights. 

Conflict  or  Jdrisdiction  Rkspbctino  Contbol  or  Watbrs  is  Wbstkbn 

•  States 

(Conference  of  governors  and  representatives  of  the  public-land  States, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  Aug.  26-2i,  1929,  called  for  discussion  and  con- 
structive criticism  of  public-laud  and  reclamation  matters,  iucludlng 
President  Hoover's  proposal  n-spcf  tintj  cession  of  puMic  lands  to  the 
States.  This  address  opened  discussion  of  administrative  control  of 
water  resources.) 

By    Delph    E.    Carpenter,    interstate    rivers    compact    commissioner   for 

Colorado 

CONrBBBNd    OF    QOVEBN0B3    AND    REPRESENTATIVES    OF    THE    PPBLIC-LAXD 
STATES,    SALT  LAKE  CITT,    UTAH,    ALfiCST   28-27.    1929 

The  preservation  of  the  Nation  is  in  the  preservation  of  the  States. 
Our  Nation  Is  one  of  limited  powers  granted  by  the  States,  In  which 
remain  all  other  attributes  of  Inherent  sovereignty.  Preservation  of 
this  sovniitnty  is  paramount.  Any  policy  which  interferes  with  the 
legitimate  exercise  of  sovereignty  by  the  Nation,  within  Its  limited  con- 
stitutional sphere,  1«  to  be  avoided.  Any  policy  which  strikes  at  State 
sovereignty  nnd  undermines  the  whole  structure  of  State  ijovernment  Is 
oqiiaH.v  abhorr»«nt.  Whether  th<'  pursuit  or  enforcement  of  such  a  policy 
be  by  forceful  occupation  or  by  the  silent  and  prolonged  proc«F«i>8  of 
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powessloo  of  its  own  •OTereUn^y  reapecting  its  streams  of  wster  in 
like  degree  to  that  possewed  by  each  of  the  original  States  and  that 
admlisioD  to  the  Union  was  not  a  grant  from  the  United  States  but  a 
turning  orer  to  the  State  of  the  powers  and  sovereignty  which  always 
existed  and  which  bad  been  held  in  trust  for  her;  that  the  United 
States  Is  to  be  considered  a  grantee  of  the  new  State  of  those  rights 
revpecting  use  of  water  set  forth  in  the  Constitution  and  not  other- 
wise; and  that  the  States  of  the  United  SUtes,  old  and  new  alike, 
pusseas  full  sovereignty  and  plenary  power  over  the  waters  of  their 
streants,  navigable  and  nonnavigable,  subject  to  the  exception  next 
noted,  and  that  whatever  rights  the  users  have  they  deralgn  from  their 
icspective  Sutes  and  not  from  the  United  SUtes. 

The  rights  of  the  SUtes  are  subject  (1)  in  the  ease  of  navigable 
streaiDS,  to  the  paramount  authority  of  Con;;re«s  to  control  navigation 
au  far  us  may  be  necessary  for  the  regulation  of  commerce  among  the 
State*  and  with  foreign  nations  and  (2)  to  determination  of  the  re- 
spective righu  of  two  or  more  SUtes  to  the  use  of  water  of  streams 
common  to  them,  b/  interstate  compacts  or  by  decisions  of  ttie 
Supreme  Court  in  original  suits  between  them. 

The  Western  States  have  been  peopled  and  tbeir  Territories  de- 
veto(Ms<l  in  a  full  reliance  upon  the  foregoing  fundamental  principles. 
These  principles  sre  not  merely  topics  for  academic  discussion.  They 
are  the  foundation  of  States  and  of  property  rights  of  untold  billions 
In  value.  As  water  alone  gives  value  and  substance  In  an  arid  country 
and  as  western  development  has  been  made  through  the  use  of  water 
under  laws  predicated  upon  these  fundamenUl  principles,  it  may  be 
truly  said  that  tliey  constitute  the  basic  law  of  tbe  development, 
growth,  civilisation,  and  government  of  each  of  tbe  Western  SUtes. 
With  some  of  them,  these  principles  were  expressed  in  their  Con- 
stitutions at  the  time  of  admission.  In  others,  they  were  later  adopted 
either  as  sUtutes,  constitutional  provisions,  or  by  court  decisions. 

Tbe  laws  of  each  State  are  complete  within  themselves.  The  laws 
of  no  two  are  the  same.  Each  State  regolatea  and  administers  its 
own  water  resources  la  Its  own  way  free  from  external  influence, 
except  as  above  noted.  Tbe  laws  of  the  States  have  been  and  will 
continue  to  be  in  a  consUnt  state  of  flux  while  keeping  pace  with  tbe 
ever  changing  local  conditions  and  necessities.  They  must  be  respon- 
sive at  all  times  to  these  local  changes  and  can  only  be  responsive 
under  local  self-government.  Administration  of  tbe  uses  of  water  is  an 
intensely  local  subject  and  distant  authority  is  confusing  and  Inade- 
quate. 

VIDBaAL  CONTROL 

The  Federal  theory  Is  that  the  United  States  originally  owned  the 
waters  of  tbe  nonnavigable  western  streams  and  still  owns  tbe  same 
save  as  granted  by  the  United  States  directly  to  water  users :  that  the 
States  do  not  and  nerer  did  own  such  waters  but  merely  possess  a 
right  of  regulation,  under  police  power,  of  those  water  rights  which 
have  passed  from  the  United  States  to  the  water  user;  that  the  SUte 
merely  has  the  same  control  over  "  vested  rights "  to  uses  of  water 
that  It  bas  ever  real  property  and  has  no  greater  control  over  them  than 
it  has  over  vested  rights  In  land ;  all  Interests  In  water  not  heretofore 
granted  by  tbe  United  States  to  water  users,  necessarily  remain  in 
the  United  States  and  tbe  States  have  no  interest  therein ;  water  rights 
have  vested  la  water  users  under  acU  of  Congress,  but  such  acU  grant 
nothing  to  tbe  States  and  ratification  of  State  constitutions  asserting 
SUte  ownership  of  water  does  not  divest  the  United  States  of  lU  prop- 
_erty  rights  therein :  that  the  only  manner  by  which  a  State  could 
acquire  water  rights  in  the  nonnavigable  streams  within  its  borders 
would  be  through  acts  of  Congress  and  none  such  exist ;  that  the 
unappropriated  waters  of  nonnavigable  western  streams  belong  to  the 
United  States  and  arc  not  subject  to  State  control ;  and  that  the  righU 
of  the  appropriator  which  are  derived  from  the  United  States  through 
acU  of  Congress  are  subject  to  protection  by  the  Federal  Government. 

The  academic  phases  of  the  theory  were  argued  by  the  Solicitor 
General  before  tbe  Supreme  Court  in  the  reargument  of  tbe  case  of 
Wyoming  v.  Colorado,  hot  he  failed  to  call  tbe  court's  attention  to  the 
ultimate  application  of  the  theory.  Adopted  during  the  administration 
of  Attorney  General  Gregory,  It  has  since  been  promulgated  as  tbe 
theory  of  tbe  United  States  respecting  tbe  waters  of  the  Western  States 
by  tbe  Department  of  Justice,  the  Department  of  tbe  Inerior,  and  other 
Government  departments  snd  bureaus,  and  Is  now  the  official  position 
and  theory  of  the  United  SUtes. 

We  have  never  had  the  opportunity  to  read  a  sUtement  of  tbe  plan 
contemplated  for  practical  application  of  the  Federal  theory.  We  are 
Informed  that,  predicated  npon  the  hypothesis  that  eadi  appropriator 
deralgna  his  title  directly  from  the  United  States  (not  from  his  SUte) 
throngfa  sets  of  Congress,  and  that  construction  of  his  righU  and  the 
righU  of  other  appropriates  upon  the  stream  presents  a  Federal  ques- 
tioQ,  It  la  proposed  to  adjudicate  the  righu  of  appropriators  on  one 
stream  at  a  time  by  proceeding  before  Federal  courts,  regardless  of  the 
Sutes  through  which  the  stream  flows  and  r^ardless  of  previous  local 
SUte  adjudication  or  determination  of  tbe  rights  to  the  ose  of  water 
from  tbe  streams  in  that  SUte.  The  Federal  court  Is  to  retain  penna- 
•ent  jurisdiction  and  cantrol  of  diversions  under  iU  decrees  which  are 


to  be  perpetually  enforced,  not  by  State  officials  but  by  Federal  court 
apiointees  or  water  masters  at  least  untH  Congress  shall  set  up  some 
Fe(  eral  machinery  for  enforcing  these  decrees.  The  process  of  adjudi- 
eat  on  shall  be  gradual,  proceeding  with  one  stream  after  anotber  until 
all  streams  in  the  arid  region  have  been  adjudicated  and  brought  under 
the  Federal  system,  at  least  to  the  extent  desired  by  Federal  agencies. 
Wliere  a  stream  flows  through  two  or  more  States,  the  proceedings  wiQ 
be  x-ooght  in  the  court  selected  by  the  attorney  for  the  United  States. 
1  Yom  the  viewpoint  of  bureaucratic  development  and  administration, 
tbe  Federal  theory  and  the  plans  for  iU  enforcement  may  be  desirable. 
It  vould  rid  the  field  of  tbe  laws  of  the  States  and  bring  all  tbe  west- 
em  territory  under  one  theory  and  it  is  said  (by  Its  advocates)  to  be 
best  adapted  to  govern  the  construction  and  aduiinistration  of  Federal 
rec  amatlon  projects.  Willie  It  Is  directly  contrary  to  tbe  announced 
fuidamenUl  principle  that  "the  States,  by  entering  the  Union  did  not 
sin  E  to  the  position  of  private  ownership,  subject  to  one  system  of  pri- 
valB  law"  (Oa.  v.  Tenn.,  C.  Co.,  206  U.  S.  2»0,  238),  it  so  completely 
excmpU  Federal  btureaus  from  compliance  with  State  laws  as  required 
by  the  Federal  reclamation  act.  and  so  completely  Ignores  State  lines 
as  to  be  very  desirable  to  Federal  bureaus.  These  factors,  coupled  with 
an  evident  ignorance  of  lirtgatlon  as  a  practical  science,  by  those  work- 
ing out  the  theory  In  tbe  first  instance,  doubtless  led  to  iU  accepUnce 
by  tbe  Department  of  Justice  at  a  time  of  threatened  international  war, 
wh^n  every  tendency  was  toward  centralized  authority.  While  the 
Su|  »reine  Court  ignored  the  theory  In  deciding  the  case  of  Wyoming  ». 
Coi  [>rado.  It  has  been  persistently  advanced  in  casi>s  now  pending  before 
tb4  Federal  District  Court  of  Nevada  and  was  tbe  basis  of  a  proposed 
suit  before  the  United  SUtes  district  court  at  Omaha,  to  involve  the 
wa  :ers  of  the  North  PlatU  River  in  Colorado,  Wyoming,  and  Nebraska, 
bni  which  was  postponed  at  tbe  request  of  Secretary  Work.  It  Is  the 
oni  lerlying  theory  with  other  suits  pending  or  threatened  and  of  various 
rulings,  opinions,  and  regulation  by  Federal  departments.  Through 
th«se  iirocesses  there  may  result  a  series  of  precedents  which  will  b« 
veiy  persuasive. 

VFracT  or   fkdbral  doctrinb 

Although  generally  argued  and  advanced  in  Its  academic  form,  the 
ult  imate  effect  of  the  application  of  the  theory  has  not  been  frankly 
sUted.  Its  purpose  Is  ultimately  to  bring  all  administration  of  west- 
err  streams  under  one  system  of  law  and  under  one  central  authority 
locited  at  Washington.  It  is  Intended  to  supersede  and  render  nuga- 
tOTfr  all  State  water  laws  and  systems  of  administration.  Its  asserted 
orl  final  purpose  was  to  remove  Federal  reclamation  projects  from  the 
operation  of  State  laws  and  soon  after  its  promulgation,  those  in  charge 
of  such  projects  frankly  Informed  various  SUte  offlclais  that  tbe  Gov- 
eriment  representatives  compiled  with  section  8  of  tbe  national  recla- 
mation act  as  a  matter  of  courtesy  and  not  of  necessity.  But  it  was 
found  that  the  theory  could  not  be  applied  to  Federal  projects  without 
the  same  time  including  other  projects  within  its  scope  of  operation. 
'  'hen  were  evolved  cerUin  sulU  before  Federal  district  courts  involv- 
the  righu  of  every  appropriator  upon  cerUln  streams,  regardless  of 
authority.  When  decrees  are  entere«l  in  these  suits  they  mu.«t  he 
lively  and  perpetually  enforced  for  the  reason  that  the  distribution 
water  is  an  administrative  function,  constant  and  perpetual  In  its 
As  already  sUted.  t^  State  authorities  can  not  enforce  these 
Federal  court  decr#^^pecially  where  Interstate  streams  are 
Ived,  and  the  court  will  retain  perpetual  administrative  jurisdiction 
thi^ogh  IU  marshals,  bailiffs,  or  "  Federal  water  masters."  Such  Fed- 
court  administration  will  Ignore  all  SUte  authorities  and  will  pro- 
upon  authority  of  its  own,  at  least  until  Congress  crente.o  a  Fed- 
agency  to  take  over  administration  of  streams  under  these  district 
cotrt  decrees.  Tbe  advocates  of  this  theory  for  centralized  national 
coqtrol  refuse  to  admit  that  each  system  of  western  water  laws  Is  but 
an  by  which  the  States  administer  uses  by  those  recognized  by  tbe 
that  such  administration  must  be  of  a  daily  and  hourly  char- 
because  of  fluctuation  in  the  stream  flow  and  other  causes  ;  that 
so-called  "  vested  rights  "  of  water  users  are  but  usufructuary  rights 
gwnted  by  the  States  and  that  such  rights  would  be  worthless  without 
adiiinlstratlon.  They  contend  that  the  States  have  no  inherent  sover- 
eignty over  the  waters  of  nonnavigable  streams,  and  that  the  only  au- 
thority they  have  is  deraigned  from  the  United  States  through  acts  of 
They  fall  to  sUte  frankly  that  diversions  must  be  controlled, 
ated,  and  administered  by  some  authority ;  that  two  authorities  can 
operate  concurrently  in  the  same  field  ;  that  one  must  give  way  to 
other;  and  that,  in  these  cases.  State  authority  shall  yield  to 
Federal  control. 

1  (Then  this  destructive  Federal  theory  was  first  advanced  control  of 
Int  >rstate  rivers  by  compacts  had  not  been  considered,  but  the  fact  that 
Fe<  eral  authorities  still  cling  to  the  theory  and  press  it  for  recognition 
an<  ai>prova]  by  tbe  courts  is  indicative  of  a  desire  to  adhere  to  the 
doctrine  regardless  of  the  more  practical  method  of  solution  of  Inter- 
sU  :e  water  problems. 

A    RXMSDT 

Ihe  wrong  may  be  speedily  remedied  by  a  change  of  policy  by  the 
adi  dnistration.     Anj  theory  or  program  which  must  result  in  certain 
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and  deprivation  through  enforcement  of  principles  destructive  of  SUte 
autonomy. 

No  factor  has  been  more  disturbing  with  cooperative  efforts  by  the 
States  and  the  United  SUtes  in  the  matter  of  national  reclamation  than 
the  policy  of  attempting  to  eaUhlish  a  system  of  permanent  Federal 
administration  over  western  streams  to  supersede  local  control  by  the 
States.  The  first  attempt  In  this  regard  promptly  followed  enactment 
of  tbe  reclamation  act  by  Intervention  of  the  United  States  in  the  then 
pending  suit  of  Kansas  v.  Colorado,  wherein  the  Attorney  General 
advocated  a  sysfem  of  nutional  control.  The  Supreme  Court  rejected 
the  theory  advanced  by  the  United  SUtes  and  held  tl-at  the  Western 
States  own  the  waters  of  their  streams  «and  are  as  much  entitled  to 
control  their  use  and  disposition  as  aB>qJ«i^  original  8Utes.  Counsel 
for  the  United  Slates  Reclamation  Service  next  sougat  to  accomplish 
tbe  same  end  by  advancing  the  theory  that  by  enactment  of  the  na- 
tional reclamation  act  Congress  had  set  apart  and  dedicated  to  the 
Unlti'd  States  all  unappropriated  waters  in  western  rivers,  had  removed 
such  waters  from  State  jurisdiction,  and  that  every  subsequent  appro- 
priator took  subject  to  a  perpetual  preferred  right  in  the  United  States 
to  use  such  waters  for  its  purposes.  This  destructive  theory  was  ad- 
vanced befor-j  the  SUte  courts  at  Grand  Junction,  Colo.,  and  elsewhere. 
It  was  in  direct  opposition  to  the  decision  In  Kansas  v.  Colorado  (206 
U.  8.  46)  and  fundamentally  unsound.  Other  similar  theories  were 
advanced  only  to  be  later  abandoned  in  favor  of  the  present  theory  for 
securing  ultimate  national  control  of  western  rivers,  adopted  In  1914, 
and  since  hitherto  advanced  by  the  Attorney  General.  This  Is  commonly 
known  as  tbe  "  Ward  theory."  Its  principal  danger  lies  In  the  fact 
that  It  is  advanced  purely  as  a  theory  of  water  titles  and  falls  to  sUte 
frankly  that  IU  ultimate  objective  Is  that  of  gradually  displacing  and 
superseding  State  control  by  permanent  Federal  administration  through 
the  agency  of  Federal  district  courts.  IU  apparent  innocence  increases 
the  danger.  The  nature  and  importance  of  this  doctrine,  particularly 
In  view  of  its  injury  to  national  reclamation,  calls  for  extended  con- 
sideration prefaced  by  brief  discussion  of  our  SUtes  and  of  the  doctrine 
which  obtains  respecting  State  jurisdiction  over  waters. 

STATES    or    THE    DKITBD    STATES 

The  sovereignty  of  tbe  States  con8tltutr>8  the  foundation  of  any  theory 
of  water  control  A  State  Is  an  Indepwident  nation  acknowledging  no 
external  authority  and  possessing  complete  dominion  and  sovereignty 
over  its  territory  regardless  of  the  form  of  local  government.  It  is 
■  nation  sUndlng  unshackled  and  free  before  the  nations  <rf  the  world. 
At  the  conclusion  ot  the  American  Revolution  each  of  tbe  thirteen  Colonies 
waj*  aucb   a   SUte.     Such   they  are   to   this   day,   save   for  self-imposed 


J  »w»  I.UC  fjrcatTTBiiun  oi  lives  ana  ror  pro- 
motion of  be&lth,  prosperity,  and  the  general  welfare.  "  The  State 
bas  an  interest  independent  of  and  behind  the  titles  of  Its  citlsens. 
In  all  the  earth  and  air  within  iU  domain.  It  has  the  last  word  as 
to  whether  its  mountains  shall  be  stripped  of  their  forests  and  its 
inhaWunU  shall  bnathe  pure  air."  (CJa.  v.  Tenn.,  Cooper  Co..  206 
U.  S.  230.  237.)  The  SUtes  retain  every  shred  of  inherent  sover- 
eignty, power,  and  dominion  not  granted  to  the  United  SUtes  by  the 
ConsUtutlon,  and  it  is  Incumbent  upon  those  asserting  a  power  in  the 
United  SUtes  to  point  out  tbe  grant  of  any  such  power.  If  there  ia  no 
grant,  the  power  remains  in  tbe  SUtes. 

STATE    CXINTROL 

The  States  of  the  arid  region  always  have  proceeded  with  the  ad- 
ministration   and    control    of   their    limited    water   supplies    under   the 
often-announced    fundamental    principles :  That,    snbjeet    to    the   excep- 
tions hereinafter  noted,  each  State  In  its  sovereign  capacity,  owns  and 
may  control  the  waters  of  the  streams  within  Its  borders,  both   navi- 
gable  and    nonnavigable,   and   may   establish    for    Itself  such    rules   of 
property  as  It  may  deem  expedient  with  respect  thereto;  that  It  may 
prohibit,    permit,    regulate,    administer,    and    otherwise   control    uses   of 
Its  waters  and  may  change  Its  laws  and  regulations  according  to  Its 
sovereign  will ;  that  laws  respecting  the  usufructuary  rights  of  water 
users  are  but  rules  of  administration  by  which  the  State  permits  and 
regulates  the  use  of  iU  natural  resource  by  a  limited  number  or  cl.iss 
of  Its  citizens ;  that  such  rtgbU  of  use  by  citizens  are  subject  aJw.iys 
to    State    control   and    most    conform    to    the    ever-changing    necessities 
of  the  State  and  Its  people;  that   the  lavrs  regulating  uses  and  per- 
mitting   the    acquisition    of   usufructuary    rights    by    water    users    vary 
with   the   States  according  to   climate,   soil,   and   other  natural   condi- 
tions nnd  to  local  needs ;   that  In   some  States  the  riparian   doctrine, 
parUking  of  the  common   law  of  Ekigland,  obtains  because  It  la  best 
suited  to  local  conditions;  that  in  other  SUtes  uses  are  permitted  under 
the  doctrine  of  prior  appropriation   and  in  still  ofhere   U8«'s  are  per- 
mitted  and   regulated   under   laws  partaking   in    part   of   the  riparian 
doctrine  and  in   part  of  the  doctrine  of  prior  appropriation  ;  that  in 
each  SUte.  the  laws  thus  founded  depart  to  a  greater  or  lesser  degree 
from  fundamental  doctrine  to  conform  with  local  necessities,  so  that  In 
no  two   States  are  tbe  laws  the  same  even  though  founded  upon   the 
same    fundamental    principles;    that    theae    SUtes    do    not    recognise 
external  or  foreign  servitudes  upon  their  streams ;  and  that  all  projects 
constructed  within  the  States  by  tbe  United   SUtes  are  controlled   by 
the  laws  of  the  SUte  wherein  the  project  lies  snd.  If  in  more  than  one 
SUte,   sccording  to   the  law  detnmined  by   tbe   States.     Furtbermor«, 
that    upon   admission    to    the    Union,    each    Western    Sute    came   into 
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Injury  to  the  SUtes.  and  ultimately  to  the  United  States,  should  be 
immediately  abandoned  as  abhorrent.  Surely  we  can  not  be  engaged  in 
a  systematic  plan  of  self-destruction. 

Here  are  two  fundamental  theories  of  law  directly  opposed.  The 
theory  of  the  SUtes  has  IU  rooU  in  the  fundamenUl  principles  of  our 
plan  of  government.  It  changes  nothing,  sets  up  no  new  order  of  things, 
creates  no  new  machinery,  conforms  to  our  most  cherished  Ideals,  U 
sustained  by  a  wealth  of  judicial  decisions,  conforms  to  a  desired  status 
of  freedom  of  State  government  from  Federal  interference,  leaves  SUte 
affairs  for  local  determination,  permiU  consUnt  improvement  in  uses  of 
limited  water  supply  under  Intensive  pressure  of  local  needs,  and,  above 
all,  preserves  State  autonomy. 

The  Federal  theory  is  an  attempt  to  Ax  SUte  and  National  affairs  to 
[Kincipleg  of  private  property  law,  necessitates  abandonment  of  long- 
esUblished  principles,  and  proposes  to  set  up  a  new  scheme.  It  either 
must  fall  or  finally  occupy  the  entire  field.  It  is  more  a  plan  of  what 
its  authors  conceive  should  have  been  our  plan  of  government  In  the 
first  instance  than  it  is  an  effort  to  conform  to  what  has  been  and  Is. 
It  completely  l^ores  the  whole  field  of  judicial  determination  of  the 
fundamenUl  principles  of  oui*  Government  upon  which  western  water 
laws  are  founded,  and  woul<l  substitute  therefor  a  new  plan  based 
entirely  upon  a  superstructive  of  private  property  law.  In  IU  enforce- 
ment and  subsequent  administration,  through  gradual  processes  of  en- 
croachment, It  would  put  to  one  side  and  crowd  out  State  control  and 
administration,  and  would  substitute  therefor  Federal  court  jurisdiction 
wttb  permsnent  administration.  It  would  create  a  mixed  jurisdiction 
within  each  SUte  during  tbe  gradual  process  of  encroachment  and  ab- 
sorption of  authority,  for  the  reason  that  some  streams  would  come 
under  Federal  control  while  others  would  remain  under  State  control 
awaiting  the  evil  hour  of  complete  displacement.  Regnrdless  of  its 
tempting  features  from  the  standpoint  of  employees  of  national  recla- 
mation and  other  Federal  bureaus,  as  providing  uniformity  of  legal 
theory  and  physical  control  by  Federal  agencies  over  the  field  of  western 
reclamation,  IU  promulgation  and  later  adoption  can  lead  to  no  other 
conclusions  than  that  of  confilct  with  SUte  authority,  confusion  of 
water  titles,  confusion  of  court  decisions,  conflict  of  administrative  au- 
thority with  final  complete  Federal  usurimtion,  and  destruction  of  State 
autonomy  in  every  phase  where  ose  of  water  directly  or  indirectly 
eontrola 

In  short,  tbe  doctrine  of  State  control  preserve  State  autonomy  and 
tlie  tbeory  of  Federal  control  destroys  State  autonomy. 

The  Supreme  Court  long  since  decided :  "  It  may  be  not  unreasonably 
said  that  the  preservation  of  the  States  and  the  maintenance  of  their 
governments  are  as  much  within  tbe  design  and  care  of  the  Constitution 
as  tbe  preservation  of  the  Union  and  the  maintenance  of  the  National 
Government.  The  Constitution,  in  all  lU  provisions,  looks  to  an  inde- 
structible Union,  composed  of  indestructible  SUtes"  (Tex.  v.  White,  7 
Wall.  700,  725).  This  has  been  the  great  underlying  principle  of  our 
Government  since  the  formation  of  the  Union  and  should  now  controL 

Here  are  two  fundamental  theories  of  law,  either  of  which  must 
form  not  only  the  basis  of  private-property  rights,  but  must  control  the 
destiny  of  States  occupying  a  great  portion  of  our  national  territory. 
The  one  theory  upholds,  susUins,  and  preserves  State  autonomy  in  full 
force  and  vigor.  Tbe  other  undermines,  weakens,  and  finally  destroys 
Sute  autonomy.  No  other  argument  would  seem  necessary  to  justify 
the  conclusion  that  the  Federal  theory  should  be  immediately  abandoned 
and  that  ail  pending  litigation  founded  upon  it  should  be  settled,  dis- 
missed, or  otherwise  disposed  of  forthwith.  Every  day  such  litigation 
is  pending  but  aggravates  the  situation,  irriutes  those  Sute  officials 
and  dtiaens  who  were  affected  and  above  all  lends  support  to  the  doc- 
trine and  endangers  the  future.  Irrespective  of  the  academic  merlU 
of  the  two  theories,  the  Federal  theory  is  certain  to  lead  to  increasing 
friction,  dissatisfaction,  and  finally  to  positive  action  in  necessary  self- 
defense  by  the  States.  The  Western  States,  when  awakened  to  the 
dangers  of  the  situation,  will  arise  in  united  reslstence  to  the  enforce- 
ment of  doctrines  destructive  of  their  self-government  in  mutters  so  vital 
to  their  peace,  prosperity,  and  very  existence.  It  would  seem  unneces- 
sary to  undergo  the  pains,  penalties,  and  uncertainties  of  pi-olong«:'d, 
bitter,  and  unsatisfactory  litigation  in  order  to  dispose  of  this  unfor- 
tunate theory.  Its  announced  abandonment  by  the  Federal  authorities 
followed  by  disposition  of  pending  litigation  and  destruction  or  correc- 
tion of  literature,  published  under  Federal  authority,  which  approves  the 
new  theory  as  the  official  Federal  doctrine,  would  seem  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  situation.  The  whole  matter  may  be  disposed  of  as 
a  matter  of  policy  without  awaiting  a  ruling  upon  the  merits. 

We  look  forward  with  confident  expectation  to  prompt,  decisive,  and 
effective  action  by  the  national  administration,  whose  views  are  believed 
not  to  accord  with  the  Federal  theory  now  recognized  and  in  process  oif 
enforcement. 

BILLS   IRTBODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
ct»n8ent,  tlie  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  VANDENBERO : 

A  bill  (S.  1686)  to  provide  for  a  preliminary  examination 
and  survey  with  a  view  to  constructing  a  barber  of  refuge  on 


the  eastern  shore  of  Lake  Michigan,  at  or  npar  Tyeland,  Leolanaa 
County,  Mich. ;  to  the  Committee  cm  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma : 

A  bill  (8.  1687)  for  the  relief  of  David  B,  Jones;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  HATFIELD : 

A  bill  (S.  1688)  for  the  relief  of  WillUm  Homer  Johnson: 
and 

A  bill  (S.  1689)  for  the  relief  of  James  Johnson;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bill  (8.  1600)  granting  an  increase  of  penslcm  to  Mary  J. 
Owin  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (8.  1691)  granting  a  pensioD  to  Henry  B.  Llepmum: 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensioiis. 

By  Mr.  FRAZIER : 

A  bijl  (8.  1692)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Anna 
Barnafd  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SIMMONS : 

A  bill  (8.  1693)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  as  the  ca.se  may  be.  to  issue  crrtifled 
c<H>le8  of  the  military  (or  naval)  and  medical  records  of  vet- 
erans of  the  military  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
(with  an  accompanying  paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Mllitaiy 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MOSES : 

A  bill  (S.  1694)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  L.  Farwell  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

OtTTLAWKT   OW  POISON    GASES   Ilf    WASFARB 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  an  article  by 
Mr.  J.  M.  Scammell  on  The  Outlawry  of  Pois<xi  Gases  in  War- 
fare, which  appeared  in  the  magazine  known  as  Current  His- 
tory of  June,  1929,  and  I  ask  that  it  may  be  printed  In  the 

CONGBEBBIONAL  RECORD. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection.  It  will  be  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  here  printed,  as  follows : 
Thb  OtnrLAWBT  or  Poison  Gases  in  WABraaa 

(Two  recent  events  hare  marked  In  a  striking  fhshion  tbe  universal 
feeling  against  the  ose  of  poison  gases  snd  other  methods  of  chemical 
warfare.  One  vras  the  signing  by  the  (]lovernment8  of  Great  BriUln, 
France,  and  Germany  of  the  protocol  renouncing  all  such  weapons  of 
death  and  disablement ;  the  other  was  the  dedication  on  April  28  of  a 
monument  at  Steensrat,  Belgium,  in  memory  of  th«  first  German  gas 
atUck  on  April  22,  1915,  when  21,000  British  and  18,000  French 
soldiers  lost  their  lives.  The  article  printed  below  has  been  read  by 
chemical  warfare  experU  of  the  United  SUtes  Army,  who  find  It  correct 
in  regard  to  technical  deUlls.  The  writer  of  ths  article  Is  a  reserve 
officer  of  the  Army  and  lieutenant  colonel  in  the  National  Guard  ot 
California.  He  was  formerly  a  technical  assistant  at  the  Naval  War 
College,  and  also  has  spent  some  time  in  Europe  studying  naval, 
miliUry,  and  political  affairs.) 

By  J.  M.  Scammell 

The  que.«itlon  of  outlawing  "  poison  gas  "  is  once  more  before  the 
world.  According  to  a  dispatch  from  Geneva,  dated  April  22,  the 
Preparatory  Disarmament  Commission  now  in  session  there  Is  to  offer 
the  nations  a  fresh  opportunity  to  banish  this  new  weapon  from  the 
panoply  of  war.  According  to  tbe  same  dispatch,  the  French  Govern- 
ment, which  declined  to  ratify  a  similar  prohibition  In  tbe  Washington 
treaties,  is  expected  to  offer  an  amendment  to  forbid  national  pre- 
paredness for  chemical  warfare.  The  United  SUtes  Gorernment,  which 
refused  to  approve  of  the  Geneva  protocol  against  the  use  of  gas  in 
war.  Is  expected  to  adhere  to  this  latest  ban.  The  German  Government, 
forbidden  by  the  treaty  of  Versailles  to  use  gas  In  war,  is,  as  usual, 
in  favor  of  a  similar  provision  for  all  other  nations. 

Why  have  previous  attcmpU  to  outlaw  tbe  use  of  gas  in  war  failed? 
Is  the  apparent  present  confidence  In  tbe  ultimate  success  of  another 
attempt  based  upon  anything  tangible?  We  are  told  that  pxjKru 
have  informed  the  League  of  Kations  that  asphyxiating  bombs  have 
been  perfected  by  science  to  such  deadly  proportions  that  they  can  now 
annihilate  armies  and  civilian  populations.  This  claim,  however,  Is 
not  new.  It  has  been  put  forth  time  and  again,  only  to  be  discredited 
by  the  facts.  Less  than  a  year  ago  Dr.  Jacob  O.  Schurman,  American 
ambassador  to  Germany,  told  an  audience  at  Heidelberg  that  with  gas 
"  It  will  undoubtedly  be  possible  to  annihilate  cities  with  their  millions 
of  population."  A  few  days  later,  as  a  sort  of  exclamation  point  to 
punctuate  this  sensational  addresi;,  phosgene  gas  escaped  from  tbe 
Stoltzenberg  Unks  at  Hamburg.  CorrespondenU  thereupon  sssured 
us  that  this  accident  proved  the  accuracy  of  Doctor  Schurman's 
predictions. 

As  a  matter  of  fact  it  proved  the  contrary.  It  demonstrated  tbe 
complete  futility  of  any  attempt  to  asphyxiate  a  civilian  population 
from  the  air,  for  although  phosgene  is  deadly  it  Is  rapidly  dissipated. 
It  can  not  be  dropped  from  aircraft  with  any  mlliUry  effect     la  a 
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deaadr  popolated  wetloB  of  ■  gmt  InduBtrUl  city,  to  ttoe  of  peace. 
tjnoug  completely  cnrprlaed  «nd  tlefenselcM  people,  a  conalderable 
qoantity  of  deadly  gaa  wm  Uberat«>d.  No  airp'.aae  <»  groap  of  airplanes 
eoold  hare  conceotnted  in  ao  saoall  an  area  ao  great  an  aawMint  of 
phoscene.  Yet  no  more  tban  12  people  vrere  killed  and  ioine  200  more 
aff.-ctPd.  Gatiing  cities  from  the  air  ia  not  a  practicable  military 
udertaking. 

The  general  ose  of  tbe  loose  term  "  polaon  gaa "  to-day  implies  a 
complete  ignorance  of  tbe  elementary  facta  of  ctaemlcal  warfare.  Many 
of  tbe  most  Important  agents  employed  under  the  name  of  "gas"  are 
not  gases  at  all,  and  many  are  oitirelj  harmless.  Tbe  attention  of  the 
pabitc  is  still  riTeted  upon  that  melodramaUc  April  day  in  1915  when 
the  Germans  first  loosed  chlorine  gaa  at  Tpres.  Chlorine  is  a  deadly 
gas.  When  first  used  against  the  Canadlana  they  were  taken  com- 
pletely by  Btirprise  and  were  without  defense.  Even  so.  they  held  the 
line  and  only  4300  casoaltles  were  evacuated.  It  is  onqoestlonably 
tme  that  among  them  thera  was  great  suffering.  Oas  masks  had  not 
yet  been  dertaed  and  proper  methods  of  treatment  were  as  yet  unknown. 
Since  that  time  chlorine  gaa  has  lost  entirely  Its  enrly  military  value. 
Tbe  aodtrm  gas  mask  c«n  ezclode  it,  and  In  addition  every  other  known 
deadly  war  gaa.  While  tt  Is  no  protection  against  hydrocyanic,  cyano- 
gen, or  carbon-monoxide  gas,  these  gases  are  lighter  than  air,  wars  are 
still  fought  out  of  doors  (except  by  armchair  critics)  and  they  have  no 
miliUty  value.  The  only  deadly  gaa  which  the  military  to-<lay  even 
consider  asing  Is  phosgene,  because  it  is  slightly  persistent  and  can  pro- 
dace  casualties  even  in  a  light  concentration  against  unmasked  troops. 

Germany  almost  immediately  abandoned  tbe  use  of  chlorine  and  t>egan 
to  use  mustard  gas.  an  agent  which  blisters  the  sUn  snd  which,  under 
exceptional  conditions,  may  be  faUl.  In  1918  the  German  factories 
produced  this  gaa  at  the  rate  of  1,000  tons  a  month  and  could  not  sup- 
ply tbe  demand.  In  preparing  for  the  March,  1918,  offensive  against 
the  British  Fifth  Army  tbe  German  artillery  fired  250,000  mustard-gaa 
Khell<*.  By  the  time  of  the  Ueuse-Argonne,  although  the  German  re- 
serves were  then  low,  27.2  p<"r  cent  of  all  American  casualties  in  that 
battle  were  caused  by  mustard  gas. 

A%  early  aa  1915  the  Germans  tried  tear  ga?,  and  by  its  use  took  a 
large  trench  system  from  the  French,  capturing  2,400  prlaoneis,  almost 
all  unwoundnl.  Wben  the  war  ended,  tear  gas  and  smoke  wer«  just, 
beginning  to  be  uaed  on  a  large  scale.  These  are  either  semiharmleaa  or 
wholly  harmless  agents.  They  will  almost  certainly  play  the  predomi- 
nant chemical  rOle  in  another  war,  since  a  single  tear-gas  shell  can 
cover  effectively  an  area  from  five  hundred  to  one  thousand  times  as 
great  as  that  which  can  be  covered  by  a  pbosgene-gaa  shell,  and  the 
tear  gas  persists  longer.  Not  because  they  sre  more  humane,  but  be- 
cause they  produce  swifter  and  greater  military  results  and  can  be  more 
widely  used  tbe  humane  gases  will  become  supreme  on  the  battle  field. 
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VAI.CB  or  SMOKX   SCaCBNS 

While  burning  particles  of  white  phosphorous  may  cause  painful 
wounds,  the  smoke  Is  harmless  to  breathe.  All  other  screening  smokes 
are  absolutely  harmless.  Instead  of  hugging  the  dangerous  barrage  of 
busting  shells,  troops  to-day  can  go  forward  under  the  shelter  of  dense 
donds  of  smoke.  Aa  Pallas  shielded  Achilles  from  his  foes  by  a  cloud, 
so  <icienc^.  the  modern  Pallas,  can  conceal  the  assaulting  Infantry  from 
enemy  machine  gunners.  Tb«  modem  soldier  has  been  given  the  gift 
drvamed  of  by  warriors  throughout  tbe  ages — invisibility — and  with 
this  gift  goes  likewise  tbe  greatest  single  factor  which  leads  to  a  swift 
and  a  bloodless  victory — surprise.  It  Is  not  as  Important  that  troops 
theo'selves  be  screened  by  smoke  as  thnt  tbe  eyes  of  the  enemy  may  be 
blinded  temporarily  so  tiiat  they  can  not  see  to  shoot  or  see  their  targets. 
It  is.  therefore,  a  safe  generalisation  that  the  day  of  the  Importance  of 
deadly  gases  Is  gone. 

Apart  from  the  fact  that  the  nonlethal  gases  bad  not  been  fully  tried 
during  the  World  War.  there  Is  another  reason  why  deadly  gases  may  be 
considered  practically  obsolete.  It  waa  stabilised  warfare  which  existed 
on  some  fronts  at  times  that  made  possible  the  effective  use  of  deadly 
gntp-  Similar -conditions  will  almost  certainly  not  be  repeated.  Tbe 
circumstances  which  gave  rise  to  trench  warfare  were  the  product  of  a 
sp«^ol.)l  situation ;  that  Is,  masses  of  trained  men  were  Immediately  avsiU 
ablo  for  use  on  a  narrow  front  Each  side  was  backed  by  a  highly 
organized  industrial  society  and  supplied  by  a  great  network  of  roads 
an<l  strategic  railways.  But  at  flr-»t  motor  transportation  was  not 
wldrly  used.  Armies  were  unwieldy.  While  they  tried  to  maneuver 
trenches  sprang  Into  being.  Before  the  high  commands  could  adapt  their 
methods  to  this  novel  situation,  barbed  wire,  machine  guns,  and  massed 
artillery  dominated  tbe  battle  field.  Behind  elaborate  defenses  sup- 
plies, materials,  and  clumsy  auxiliary  weapons,  such  as  mortars,  heavy 
artllU-ry,  gas  cylinders,  and  projectors  could  be  secretly  emplaced  to 
create  dense  concentrations  of  gast's. 

Conditions  are  no  longer  the  same.  Some  military  systems  have  been 
profoundly  modified.  Armies  have  become  more  mobile  through  the  ex- 
tensire  use  of  motor  transportation,  including  caterpillar  tractors. 
Motrr-driven  scoots  scan  the  earth  from  tbe  skies ;  motor-propelled 
BMchlne-gun  nests  (tanks)  and  artillery  support  the  Infantry,  and  the 
tafaatry  ttaslf  can  oMaeDTer  acre  rapidly  In  motor  tnMks.^  These  (ac- 
tors,  toaetbsr  with  a  asore  widely  disseminated  military  scholarship. 


lisve  contributed  mightily  to  the  flexibility  of  armies.  The  United 
e  tates  War  E>epartment  General  Staff  has  prescribed  that  our  soldiers  be 
trained  only  in  mobile  warfare. 

Under  sueh  conditions  cylinders  and  projectors  are  too  clumsy  and 
tike  too  long  to  emplace.  In  tbe  future  the  artillery  will  be  the  chief 
reliance  for  the  employment  of  gas.  But  the  massing  of  guns  common 
lit  tbe  days  of  trench  warfare  is  not  now  provided  for.  The  Infantry 
(■vision  of  the  United  States  .Army,  for  example,  has  only  T5-raillimeter 
I  or  S-ladi)  guns.  It  Is  not  sound  tactics  to  provide  for  these  msny 
i  ifferoit  types  of  shells.  Only  those  gas  shells  which  can  most  often 
tie  used  to  tbe  greatest  advantage  will  be  used.  What  are  these  They 
ire  tear  gas,  mustard  gas.  and  smoke  shells.  It  Is  not  contemplated  that 
deadly  ga?  shells  be  used  at  all  In  the  divisional  artillery. 
J  This  is  not  to  say  that  lethal  gas  has  no  military  value.  It  has. 
It  can  force  an  en^ny  to  mask  and  so  reduce  his  fighting  efficiency. 
It  can  be  used  to  prevent  au  enemy  from  making  use  of  a  small  but 
important  tactical  locality.  Where  the  target  Is  too  Indefinite  for 
I  ccurate  shooting  with  shell  It  may  be  used. 

But  the  principal,  almost  the  sole,  common  value  of  lethal  gas  lies 
Id  its  moral  effect,  the  fear  which  It  Inspires.  That  Is  very  great  A 
iltuatlon  may,  therefore,  arise  where  a  divisional  commander  will  want 
I  deadly  gas  used  on  some  part  of  his  front.  He  will  not  have  It. 
lie  must  call  upon  the  corps  or  army  for  help.  Seldom  will  the  heavy 
iuns  respond  with  gas.  High -explosive  shells  usually  are  more  effec- 
live,  because  the  bursts  have  a  wider  danger  area  and  are  effective 
I  gainst  material  objects,  sueh  as  shelters  or  barbed  wire,  as  well  as 
I  gainst  personnel.  Mustard  gaa  remains  the  best  all-around  chemical 
igent  Let  us  repeat  that  the  day  of  the  "poison"  gas  is  virtually 
jone. 

"  DaSNCHIRO  "   BATTLia  riKLOe    IMPOSSIBLI 

To  speak  of  "  drenching  "  battle  fields  with  gas  Is  nonsense.  It  Is  a 
I  ihyslcal  impossibility.  It  can  not  be  done  even  by  gassing  alternate 
iquares,  checker-board  fashion.  To  gas  an  area  of  1,000  by  1,000 
jards  would  require  an  entire  regiment  of  field  artillery.  No  tactician 
ironid  consider  sparing  a  full  regiment  from  Us  main  business  of  close 
cooperation  with  the  infantry  to  perform  so  fiensational  and  so  futile 
I  n  exploit     On  the  modem  battle  field  soldiers  will  be  as  safe  or  safer 

I  rom  death  by  gas  than  their  families  at  home  will  be  from  the  haxards 
(ommon  to  daily  life.  But  what  we  may  well  expect  is  the  capture  of 
masses  of  weeping,  sneezing,  and  puking  soldiers,  helpless  and  ridicu- 
lous figures,  far  from  meet  candidates  for  the  distingulshed-servlee 
<  ross.  No  weapon  ever  conceived  of  by  the  mind  of  qian  promises  to 
<o  more  to  rob  warfare  of  its  little  remaining  glory.  And  such 
pathetic  creatures  may  be  restored  to  normal  health  by  a  10-minute 
( ose  of  our  old  friend  chlorine  gas  In  a  weak  concentration  such  as  la 
liven  for  colds. 

So  much  for  gas  on  the  battle  field.  Much  uninformed  talk  has  come, 
<ven  from  men  In  high  places,  about  the  gassing  of  the  civil  popula- 
fion.  The  following  Is  quoted  from  a  speech  by  Lord  Cecil  In  the 
assembly  of  tbe  League  of  Nations:  "The  employment  of  poison  gas 
tnd  similar  devices  In  warfare  is  an  evil  of  tremendous  proportions. 
It  has  been  stated  that  inventions  have  been  made  and  perfected  since 
the  war  whereby  wholesale  destruction  of  the  civil  population  would 
le  possible  by  the  dropping  of  poison  bombs  and  the  like  from  tbe  air." 
'  "he  vagueness  of  this  language  will  be  remarked.     Not  a  single  fact 

I I  stated,  but  tbe  Impression  created  Is  directly  contrary  to  definite 
ttatements  of  facts  repeatedly  made  by  reputable  selelTtlsts.  If  such 
iiyxterious  and  powerful  devices  exist  It  Is,  indeed,  strange  that  Lord 
(edl  should  be  privy  to  tbem,  but  that  not  a  single  chemist  or  soldier 
abould  be  aware  of  them.  There  have  been  no  such  revolutionary  dis- 
CDverles,  not  even  during  the  war  when  tbe  best  minds  in  chemistry 
onder  the  spur  of  ardent  patriotism,  supplied  with  every  facility,  were 
engaged  In  Intensive  research.  Mustard  gas  was  known  in  1889. 
1  he  British  had  experimented  with  tear  gases  in  1013.  Lewisite  ia  no 
more  than  an  expensive  and  Inferior  substitute  for  mustard  gas.  The 
n  R  of  sneeze  gas  was  proposed  to  Grant  In  the  CUvii  War.  Smoke  has 
bttn  used  from  antiquity. 

VALUE  or  LEWISIT« 

In  extermlnatins  a  population  what  gns  tan  be  used?  No  known 
a  jphyxlating  gas  can  he  dropped  effectively  from  aircraft.  Usually  those 
V  bo  set  about  gassing  cities  on  paper  select  lewisite,  presumably  for  the 
reason  that  It  has  been  endowed  by  rumor  and  by  sensational  journal- 
l;ta  with  miraculous  powers.  It  has  no  such  powers.  The  Inventor 
tlmself  has  publicly  stated  that  "cities  and  noncombatants  hare  less 
t)  fear  from  it  or  from  any  other  gas  in  time  of  war  than  from  incen- 
6  iary  bombs  or  high  explosives." 

This  is  also  the  verdict  of  war  experience.  The  Germans,  by  air 
t»ids,  using  high  explosives,  accomplished  something  of  military  value 
(gainst  London.  Even  this  was  less  by  virtue  of  the  actual  damage 
done  the  city  than  because  the  raids  kept  In  England  troops,  guns,  and 
aircraft  badly  needed  at  the  front.  The  German  success  here  was 
possible  largely  because  the  British  mixed  their  ground  defenses  with 
aerial  defenses.  The  antiaircraft  seardilights  and  guns  were  helpless 
f)r  fear  of  bitting  their  own  planes.  The  Fr«ich  were  more  logical 
and  relied  upon  ground  defenses  alone.     These  were  highly  succesffnl. 
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In  one  raid  50  Oermaa  planes  atUcked  tiie  French  capital.  Only 
dropped  its  bombe  and  returned  safely  home:  In  1918  a  total  of  48S 
German  planes  attacked  Parla.  Of  these.  37  were  aUe  to  get  past 
the  antiaircraft  defenses;  2  more  were  shot  down  before  they  could 
return.  An  8  per  cent  success  does  not  represent  an  economical  use 
of  force.  To  make  war  with  pin  pricks  Is  bad  strategy.  Generally, 
however,  the  Germans  acted  with  sound  military  Judgment  and  It 
wlU  be  noted  that  they  did  not  even  try  to  gas  cities  from  the  air ! 

If  tt  was  not  tried,  then  It  is  even  less  likely  to  be  tried  In  the 
future.  The  statistics  commonly  quoted  to  show  the  Ineffectiveness 
of  sntlalrcraft  guns  against  planes  are  worthless  when  quoted  In  con- 
nection with  the  question  of  bombing,  because  they  Include  all  types 
of  planes.  To  hit  a  small,  swift  nimble  pursuit  plane  Is  admittedly  a 
dUBcult  gunnery  problem,  but  to  hit  a  heavy,  slow,  low  flying,  lumbering 
bomber  is  as  easy  as  shooting  ducks  on  the  water. 

This  is  especially  true  during  the  time  when  the  bomber  Is  sighting; 
then  it  must  fly  a  straight  course  on  an  even  keel  and  It  can  not 
maneuver  at  alL  During  the  war.  moreover,  antiaircraft  gunnery  im- 
proved rapidly  and  steadily.  In  1917  the  British  averaged  8,000  rounds 
of  gunfire  to  every  plane  shot  down  ;  but  In  1918  It  took  only  1,800 
rounds.  According  to  official  statistics  collected  by  the  (Germans,  French, 
and  Italians.  20  per  cent  of  sU  planes  destroyed  during  the  war  were 
shot  down  by  antiaircraft  guns.  Since  the  war  still  greater  progress 
has  been  made  In  aerial  gunnery.  In  the  United  States  Army  an  anti- 
aircraft battery  can  make  20  per  cent  of  blta  at  6,100  feet  Instruments 
have  boen  tested  and  suceessfully  used  whereby  the  range  la  found,  fuses 
set.  and  the  guns  kept  on  the  target  all  automatically.  The  only  gas 
capable  of  wiping  out  a  city  Is  rhetorical  gas. 

The  German  Government  may  have  fought  valiantly  In  behalf  of  "a 
ban  not  only  on  chemical  warfare  but  also  on  the  use  of  adrplanes  for 
dropping  bombs."  It  was  not  the  general  staff  that  protested.  (A 
general  staff  is  forbidden  to  Germany  by  the  treaty  of  Versailles ;  now 
(Sermany  has  a  Heeresleitang  Instead.)  The  proposal,  however,'  was 
rejected  on  April  24  by  the  Geneva  preparatory  conunlssloQ,  only  6 
delegations  out  of  25  voting  in  favor  of  It 

For  reasons  such  as  these  and  stronger  than  thtse  the  United  SUtes 
Senate  showed  practical  common  sense  when  It  refused  to  ratify  the 
Geneva  protocol.  It  would  be  absurd  to  urge  ratification  of  the  protocol 
on  such  grounds  as  those  set  forth  by  Lord  Cedl  and  Ambassador  Schur^ 
man,  even  If  they  were  true,  since  It  ought  to  be  superfluous.  Article 
25  of  the  Laws  and  Customs  of  War  on  Land  provides  that  "  the  atUck 
or  bombardment  by  any  mt>ans  whatever  of  towna,  vUlagcs,  habiutions, 
or  buildings  which  are  not  defended  is  forbidden."  It  Is  no  argument 
to  say  that  this  prohibition  was  not  observed  In  the  late  war.  If  we 
ean  not  have  faith  In  one,  there  is  certainly  no  reaaon  to  believe  that  a 
second  would  be  more  effective.  Nor  should  we  take  seriously  the  de- 
mand of  the  former  ambassador  of  the  Imperial  German  Government  to 
the  United  States,  or  the  German  press,  that  chemical  warfare  ought 
to  be  abandoned.  We  ought,  rather,  to  recall  that  It  Is  already  for- 
bidden to  Germany  by  the  treaty  of  VersaUles,  and  that  the  fox  which 
had  its  tall  cut  off  was  solldtous  that  other  foxes  should  cut  off  their 
tails. 

These  are  by  no  means  the  first  attempts  to  forbid  the  use  of  gas  In 
war.  Such  a  proposal,  made  at  the  First  Hague  Conference  in  18^9.  was 
opposed  by  the  American  delegation  on  grounds  that  have  stood  the  test 
of  later  experience.  At  the  Washington  conference  another  atteoipt  was 
made,  this  time  to  exclude  not  only  ssphyxiating  gases  but  likewise  "  all 
analogous  liquids,  materials,  and  devices."  The  technical  committee 
called  upon  for  advice  submitted  a  report  In  spite  of  the  repeated 
protests  of  tbe  American  Chemical  Society,  the  State  Department  has 
refused  to  make  this  report  public.  However,  from  the  French  text, 
released  by  the  French  Government,  a  translation  of  which  appeared  in 
Industrial  snd  Chemical  Engineering  for  July,  1925,  It  Is  known  that 
the  committee  reported  against  such  a  treaty.  Yet  the  United  States 
signed  it  But  the  French  Qovemment  refused  to  ratify  It,  and  tbe 
treaty  Is  not  in  effect 

When  the  Geneva  protocol  came  before  the  United  States  Senate  for 
ratification  the  American   Legion  protested  vigorously  against  it     The 
veterans  of  the  American  Expeditionary  Forces  knew  from  their  own 
experience  that  gas  is  a  far  more  humane  weapon  than  hlgh-exi>loslve 
shells,  which  rend  and  tear  the  flesh.     The  evidence  In  support  of  this 
is  Impressive.     Doctor  Franclne.  who  was  chief  of  staff  of  a  great  gas 
hospital  at  Toul.  stated  under  oath  to  a  Senate  committee  that  "  of  all 
the  methods  of  war,  gas  la  the  most  humane  and  the  most  effective." 
From  his  evidence  It  appears  that  gas,  far  from  causing  tuberculosis, 
tends  to  cure  It.     He  quoted  statistics  from  the  report  of  the  Surgeon 
General  of  the  United  States  Army  in  proof  of  this  contention.     The 
same  report  showed  that  only  four  American  sjldlers  were  blinded  by 
gas  during  the  entire  war.     Of  the  10,000  soldiers  of  the  American  Ex- 
peditionary Forces  who  lost  one  or  more  extremities  or  their  use,  not 
one  was  or  could  be  the  victim  of  gas !     Nor  Is  gas  as  deadly  as  other 
weapons.     Of  those  In  the  American  Expeditionary  Forces  wounded  by 
means  other  than  gas,  24  per  cent  died.     Of  those  gassed,  only  2  per 
cent  died.     The  experience  of  the  Britlih  paraUele  our  own.     Yet  tkls 
was  in  tbe  days  of  lethal  gases! 
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f  ^'  ^c"  "'^'  ***  ^'^  ••  «'*•»  wffertng  as  other  weapons.  A 
former  soldier.  George  Witte:>,  writing  In  a  recent  periodical,  wys  that 

^f  '.„*??K  Tn"*  J*  •'•'*^  excrucUting  pain.  He  was  unu.rv,^ 
by  it  and  the  daily  dressings  were  torture.  Gas  gave  him  "a  cv-rtaln 
amount  of  discomfort  but  nothing  as  compared  with  the  mlscrv  «t- 
tendantupon  shell  wound."  And  he  adds:  "The  only  men  1  ha. t  seen 
■^^K  ^°  £"   ''!"'  "^^   ^^  ^*'<'"«^*   ^^''y  »*«^  «*"«»  •nd   woreat 

the  distinguished  btochemist  of  Cambridj;e  University,  writes :  "  Hctldci 
being  wounded  I  have  also  been  buried  alive,  and  on  several  ocva.ioos 
In  peace  time  I  have  been  asphyxiated  to  tbe  point  of  unconsciousness. 
The  pain  and  discomfort  arising  from  U»e  other  experiences  were  negli- 
gible compared  with  tiiose  produced  by  a  septic  shell  wound." 

IMHJay  tbe  weapons  of  chemical  warfare  are  either  less  humane, 
equally  humane,  or  more  humane  than  others.  If  Uiey  aiv  less  humane.  * 
they  cause  unnecessary  siifTerlng  and  are  already  forbidden  by  art'cle 
23  of  the  Laws  and  Customs  of  War  on  Land;  and  the  nation  which 
would  violate  one  prohibition  would  as  readily  violate  the  other  If 
tijey  are  equally  humane.  It  Is  sn  sbsurdity  to  prohibit  one  class  at  the 
crpense  of  the  other.  But  If.  as  careful  students  of  the  suhject  bellev^ 
the  so-called  gases  are  more  humane,  a  prohibition  becomes  not  onlr 
Imbecility  but  wickedness. 

In  any  case,  to  forbid  chemical  warfare  would  be  a  futility  and  there- 
fore  be  mischevous.  As  the  preparatory  commission  on  disarmament  at 
Geneva  reported,  "  It  Is  impossible  to  prevent  the  mannfactur..  of  these 
Chemicals  In  peace  time."  They  are  common  commercial  products,  and 
every  chemical  works  is  therefore  a  diaguised  aiaenal.  Supervision  has 
been  proved  by  the  attempt  in  Germany  to  be  fruitless.  Bven  when  war 
gases  have  been  discovered.  It  has  not  been  possible  to  prove  that  they 
are  designed  for  warlike  purposes,  since  they  have  peace-time  commercial 
vahie.  The  preparatory  commission  said  no  more  than  the  plain  tnith 
when  It  stated  that  "  there  Is  no  technical  means  of  pr*^ntlng  chemical 
warfare."  AU  the  great  powers,  including  the  United  States,  conduct 
research  In  this  field,  and,  being  under  Government  supervision  It  Is 
secret  and  can  not  be  controlled.  For  enforctment  the  only  reliance 
would  lie  in  tiie  intogrity  of  each  signatory  power  and  depend  upon 
complete  mutual  confidence  among  them  aU. 

If  for  no  other  reason  than  that  China  has  no  government  capable  of 
enforcing  the  adherence  of  her  people  and  that  Russia  boasts  that  her 
bond  Is  worthies*,  this  ideal  Is  Impossible  of  accomplishment;  and  as 
we  have  seen,  external  supervision  or  compulsion  is  out  of  the  question. 
The  third  assembly  of  the  League  of  Nations  recognised  this  when  it 
stated  tJiat  "there  are  only  too  many  reasons  for  believing,  after  the 
experience  of  the  last  war.  that  a  country  which  Is  fighting  for  Its 
existence  wiU  make  use  of  every  arm  which  It  can  use  to  advantage." 

All  these  are  reasons  why  no  prohibition  Is  practical  or  desirable.  But 
the  United  States  Senate  could  find  a  special  reason  for  objecting  to  the 
text  of  the  Geneva  protocol.  That  text  provided  for  the  suppression 
not  only  of  asphyxiating  gaSes  but  of  "  all  analogous  liquids,  awterlais, 
and  device*,"  and  would  therefore  forbid  on  the  grounds  of  humanity 
the  use  of  such  harmless  devices  ss  smoke  and  tear  gas  which  our  police 
have  adopted  for  reasons  of  practical  humanity  for  use  in  lime  of  peace 
against  our  own  nationals!  It  would  likewise  prohibit  the  use  of 
smoke  In  battle,  which  can  harm  no  one  and  undeniably  would  keep 
down  the  butcher  bill  in  war ! 

QAS   AS    WB4POH   09  rSACB 

Then  there  Is  another  consideration.     Gas  Is  the  great   weapon  of 


peace.  With  the  humanity  and  effectiveneso  of  chemical  warfare  recog- 
nlxed,  whole  categories  of  States  will  autoauiticaily  be  excluded  from 
waging  war  without  the  consent  of  a  few  great,  iieace-loving  Industrial 
powers.  To^ay  world  conflicts  may  spring  from  the  quarrcla  of  small, 
belUgerent,  semlclvlllzed  States,  The  threat  of  chastisement  by  means 
of  gas  would  be  enough  to  nip  such  quarrels  In  the  bud.  Even  should 
those  great  powers  go  to  war.  It  would  be  a  leas  destructive  struggle. 
Oas  does  not  destroy  property.  It  has  been  shown  that  It  kills  fewer 
than  other  weapons  and  does  not  mslm  at  alL  There  would  be  less 
rancor  following  such  a  conflict  to  poison  the  ensuing  peace  and  provide 
the  tinder  of  hatred  and  reseotment  for  another  conflagration. 

Finally,  no  country  can  compare  with  the  United  States  in  devotion  to 
the  cause  of  peace.  This  may  not  be  doe  to  any  inherent  virtue  but  be 
the  result  of  tbe  conditions  under  which  this  country  has  developed. 
But  tbs  fact  is  easily  demonstrated  by  a  study  of  American  policies. 
And  a  similar  study  of  the  material  and  human  resources  of  this  laud 
will  show  that  no  other  State  could  hope  to  compete  with  this  In  the 
waging  of  a  chemical  war.  Therefore,  the  cause  of  peace  is  safer  if 
left  la  the  bands  of  this  and  other  great  peace-loving  powers  than  left 
In  the  hands  of  the  least  honorable  of  all  nations.  That  Is  precisely 
where  a  treaty  outlawing  chemical  warfare  would  place  It 

If  we  look,  not  to  dramatic  episodes,  but  to  the  body  of  established 
faiets :  If  we  tarn,  not  to  war  propaigands  snd  to  tbe  works  of  seoeotioo- 
DMUtgers  but  to  reputable  men  of  science,  we  shsll  take  our  time  before 
we  decide  a  matter  which  will  bare  such  mookcatoas  consequenoas  for 
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drlUxatlon  and  which  i.  tf  ««ler  to  do  tlua  to  undo.  It  may  w*U  be. 
ai  Capt  Uddell  Hart  ro«g«t».  that  '^gaa  promiaea  to  do  lor  wariaw 
what  chloroform  baa  done  for  aorgery." 

KEV18ION   OF  THE  TAMJT 

The  Senate,  as  In  0>nimlttep  of  the  Whole,  resumed  thej^- 
sideratlon  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  26«7)  to  proride  ^IZ^'^l^nd^ 
late  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  ^^<^°^8e  the  Indj^ 
tric-8  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 

''^Mr.  Simmons.  Mr.  President,  I  am  iV?^'^'!!!^ini  thZ 
fommtLK.  which  has  just  been  received  by  cable  conflnning  the 
arurehensions  I  expressed  yesterday  that  undue  and  drastic 
?^^triXns  upon  Importations  would  inevitably  invite  action  on 
[S  Wt  of  fi.reijm^un tries  that  may  lead  to  reprisals  and 
re?al^t7oa  I  waTt  to  read  to  the  Senate  this  cablem^ge 
froiii  Geneva.  It  will  appear  In  the  afternoon  newspai^rs.  I 
presume.     The  message  is  as  follows : 

GENE>A.  September  la.-Oreat  Brttain  and  »^°~_*°^"^ J^^^J^  ^1'°' 
•teo  to  briuK  about  a  world  conference  on  lowering  tariff  terriers. 
Th^  ZTJL  made  In  the  apirlt  developed  by  comment,  of  European 
.tauten   while  discusalng  last   week   I-remler   Brland".  project  for   a 

"  United  State*  of  Europe."  ^   .     .  ...♦-  K,.t 

It^i,  propo«^l  to  hold  a  conference  not  only  of  technical  experta  but 
of  Domical  repreaentatlTea  of  governments.  M.  Loucbeur.  of  France. 
;'rernteJ  the  proposal  and  wa.  atrongly  supported  by  Dr.  Hn^  DaUo. 
niember  of  the  British  Labor  Government.  In  the  word«  of  the  French 
8p<.k.»man.  the  conference  might  lead  the  nations  e^7*«»"'  *<*^* 
sUnlng  of  a  convention  giving  a  new  tesia  for  the  circulation  of  goods 
uot  only  In  Europe  bat  throughout  the  world. 

The  con«'n.us  of  the  committee  supported  the  proposal  for  the 
two  or  three  year  tariff  truce.  State,  both  within  and  outside  the 
League  of  Nation,  are  requested  by  the  Anglo-French  resolution  to  lir 
dlcale  to  the  Kcretary-general  of  the  'eague  before  November  AO 
whether  they  are  prepared  to  participate  in  the  preUminary  conferen.-e 
of  d»  legates  preparatory  to  tariff  regulation. 

Ml    HARRISON  obtained  the  floor.  .  ,^  ^ 

Mr.  HAl^.     Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield  to  me  to 

"  TheVlCE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Basslssippl 
yield  to  the  Senator  fn»m  Maine  for  that  parpoee? 
Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 
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THU   8UEABEB    CtASB 

Mr  HALE  Mr.  President.  In  an  article  in  this  morning's 
Washington  Post  on  the  aptHJlntment  of  the  subcommittee  under 
the  Borah  resolution  the  f (allowing  appeared :  | 

Friends  of  Senator  Hal*  sought  to  prevaU  upon  him  that  the  Inquiry 
offered  him  a  wonderful  opportunity.  lna»inch  aa  It  la  Ukely  to  be 
before  the  country  In  big  headlinea  for  several  montha.  For  some 
reason  however,  the  Senator  did  not  relish  the  Idea.  Tt  la  not  that 
he  ha«  any  love  for  Shearer,  either.  His  attitude  toward  the  lobbyist 
1.  bom  c.f  Shearer's  activity  In  the  big  navy  her^  at  the  last  session 
of  Congr.*.  as  well  as  the  sewlon  before,  extending,  a.  a  matter  of  fact, 
over  the  past  several  years. 

With  the  selection  of  a  subcommittee  to  make  the  inquiry  Hale  an 
nounccd  that  he  had  waabed  hla  handa  of  it.     All  further  information 
AD  the  subject  will  come  from  Senator  Suorrauwa.  he  explained. 

Mr  Pnwident.  I  can  not  allow  that  statement  to  go  unchal- 
lenged Because  of  my  position  as  chairman  of  the  Naval  Af- 
fairs rommittee  of  the  Senate  I  am  naturally  In  constant  com- 
munication with  officials  of  the  Navy  Department.  On  that 
account  any  action  taken  by  me  might  be  construed  by  the  coun- 
try a««  representing  the  N-iews  of  the  Navy  Department.  For  this 
renson  it  seemed  best  for  me  not  to  become  a  member  of  the 
sulK^mmlttee.  and  I  did  not  appoint  myself  a  member  thereof. 
I  explained  frankly  my  position  to  the  Naval  Committee,  and  I 
think  I  may  say  that  no  member  of  the  committee  questioned  my 
miitives. 

I  appointed  a  strong  subcommittee,  which  will  have,  I  am  sure, 
tiic  entire  confidence  of  the  cotmtry.  Incidentally,  In  the  ap- 
lH.intment  of  the  subcommittee  let  me  say  tliat  no  advice  iw 
received  or,  so  far  as  I  know,  proffered  by  anyone  otitslde  of  the 
Senate.  '  I  did  not  state  that  I  "  washed  my  handa  of  the 
inquiry."  On  the  contrary,  I  am  In  full  sympathy  with  the 
parp(»*  of  the  r««)lnUon.  I  expect  to  follow  doeely  the  action 
of  the  jiubcommlttee.  and  to  give  them  all  of  the  support  and 
aid  that  it  is  In  my  power  to  give  In  getting  to  the  bottom 
of  the  rase.  I  did  tell  the  newspaper  men  who  came  to  me  after 
the  subcommittee  had  been  appointed,  and  quite  properly,  that 
they  should  go  to  the  Senator  from  California  IMr.  ShokisidosI, 
the  chairman  of  the  snbcomralttee,  for  all  Information  In  regard 
to  the  procedure  of  the  sobcommlttee. 


AUIBAMA   4    NrW  OBUEAKS  TRAN SPORT ATIOW  CO. 

lir.  OVERMAN.     Mr.  President 

y  T.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yleli  to  me  for  a  moment?  , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 

yieM:  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

r.  HARRISON.     I  desire  to  proceed  as  quickly  as  I  may, 

e'^VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  OvcbmanI? 
r.  HARRISON.     Yes.  ^      ^    .v 

«r  OVERMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  hold  In  my  hand  three 
arUcles  taken  from  the  Providence  (R.  I.)  News  under  dates 
of  December  6,  7.  and  8,  1926,  respectively,  referring  to  a  ques- 
tioi  now  before  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate  in  con- 
nexion with  the  apiK>intment  of  a  receiver  for  the  Alabama  & 
Nef  Orleans  Transpfirtation  Co.  I  ask  that  they  may  be  pub- 
lished In  the  Record.  «,    ^    *^  k« 

TTiere  being  no  objection,  the  articles  were  ordered  to  be 
pri  ited  In  the  Rexx)ed,  as  follows: 

[From   the   Providence   News.    Providence.   R.    I.,    Monday.   December   6, 

1926] 
Rhodc  Isi-AJiD  Petition  Delat  Tixa  dp  Big  Bi'SINISs 

1  wo  million  dollars  In  assets  of  the  defunct  Alabama  &  New  Orleans 
Tn  naportatlon  Co.  are  tied  up  and  the  security  holders  are  unable  to 
obtiln  a  refund  of  any  part  of  Uieir  money  in  cash  because  the  Federal 
dis  rict  court  In  Boston  has  not  yet  granted  or  denied  a  motion  to 
api  olnt  a  new  receiver,  according  to  Bdmond  J.  Tlnsdale.  a  Providence 

attorney,  to-day. 

"ax  Commissioner  Hiram  C.  Jenka,  of  Pawtucket.  the  Bev.  Father 
Joieph'P.  Coleman,  of  Newport,  and  others  are  petitioners  represented 
by  Attorney  Tlnsdale,  he  said  to-day.  who  seek  to  compel  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  successor  to  a  receiver  who  was  appointed  in  February,  1919, 
anl  who.  it  is  allei.-ed.  through  an  order  of  the  court  believed  to  be 
erioneous,  was  di.<«charged  a  few  days  later. 

attorney  Tlnsdale.  who  says  that  many  people  in  Rhode  Island  and 
Mi,s.Hachnsetta  bought  stock  and  bonds  of  the  Alabama  &  New  Orleani 
Trmsportatlon  Co.  back  In  1912.  of  a  brokerage  firm  now  gone  out  of 
cxstence.  said  that  he  had  more  than  once  asked  Judge  James  M. 
Ml  rton.  Jr.,  in  the  Federal  district  court  In  Boston,  to  consider  the  potl- 
tkn  for  appointment  of  another  receiver,  and  either  grant  or  dismiss  it 
so  that  the  matter  may  go  to  the  circuit  court  of  appeals. 

Many  prominent  Rhode  Islanders,  including  Governor  Pothier  and 
Congressmen  Jbr«miah  E.  O'Coxxkll.  Richabd  S.  Aldbich,  and  Clark 
nt  RDicK.  among  others,  have  Interested  themselves  in  Tlnsdale'a  claims 
to  the  extent  of  writing  to  the  court  in  Boston  for  a  complete  set  of 
pdpers  In  the  case,  according  to  documents  on  file. 

PENDING    MOIB   THAN    A    TRAB 

"  This  matter  has  been  pending  for  more  than  a  year  In  the  Boston 
conrt  before  Judge  Morton."  siild  Attorney  Tlnsdale  to-day,  "but  we 
hive  been  unable  to  get  a  hearing  on  any  motion.  Meanwhile  control 
ol  the  company  and  Its  a.ssets  is  in  the  hands  of  B.  Devercaux  Barker, 
a  Boston  lawyer,  and  the  bondholders'  committee." 

Some  time  ago  Hiram  C.  Jenka.  of  91  Beachwood  Avenue,  Pawtucket, 
one  of  the  petitioners,  issued  circulars  warning  Investors  In  the  Alabama 
ft  New  Orleans  Transportation  Co.  not  to  exchange  certificates  of  deposit 
fcr  bonds  for  stock  lo  a  new  corporation,  the  National  Shipbuilding  Co., 
wWch  Barker  and  the  bondholders'  committee  claim  to  have  organlxed 
out  of   what   remains   of   the  original   physical   anets  of  the  original 

c<  mpany. 

A  receiver  for  the  old  company  was  appointed  February  10.  1919,  In 
the  Federal  district  court  In  Newark,  N.  J.,  on  petition  of  Harriet  H. 
Gsllagber,  of  East  Greenwich,  and  on  February  12.  1919,  Judge  Morton 
a  jpointed  Col.  Thomas  B.  Felder,  of  Newark,  a.  ancillary  receiver.  The 
r  celver  wa.  discharged  in  Newark  on  February  17  and  in  Boston  on 
February  18,  1919,  the  original  petitioner  agreeing  to  this,  it  Is  averred, 
alter  .he  had  been  paid  fnll  by  Barker.  It  la  contended  by  the  bond- 
fa  Dlden  who  now  seek  the  appointment  of  another  receiver  that  the  dls- 
^large  of  the  receiver  at  that  time  waa  an  error  of  the  court,  It  being 
bBld  that  receivership  proceedings  once  having  been  started  the  law 
<:  oe.  not  permit  them  to  be  dropped  without  consent  of  all  the  persons 
liVolved  or  ontU  full  payment  has  been  made  pro  rata  to  all  creditor!. 

rLOATKD  STOCK    HEBK 

Tbe  AlatNina  ft  New  Orleans  Transportation  Co.  floated  stock  and 
tood.  In  Providence  and  other  cltle.  and  town.  In  New  England  In  1912 
I  nd  robwqneotly.  It  1.  set  forth  In  tbe  petition  In  the  Boeton  court, 
I  promising  large  retam.  from  a  canal  connecting  tbe  interior  with  the 
:  fiviMlppI  Blver,  near  New  Orleans,  and  on  a  ablpyard  at  or  near  tbe 

anal.  Sabaeqoently  the  company  forfeited  It.  taxes  and  went  Into 
I  eceiverahlp,  tbe  plant  being  sold  to  a  syndicate  known  as  the  National 
I  thlpboildlng  Co. 

After   tbl.  concern   went  Into  bankruptcy  the  property  wa*  bought 

Mtck  by  the  bondholders'  committee  of  tbe  original  company,  tiie  Ala- 


bama ft  Now  Orleans  Tranq>ortatloD  Co.,  who,  nnder  an  agreement 
which  wa.  made  p;irt  of  the  certificate  of  deposit  given  In  exchange  for 
the  bonds,  had  full  powers  of  reorganisation. 

It  is  wt  forth  that  B.  Devercaux  Barker,  a  Boston  attorney,  who  wa. 
and  is  chairman  of  the  reorganised  bondholders'  committee  of  the  Ala- 
bama ft  New  Orleans  Tranaportation  Co.,  Is  himself  the  head  of  the  new 
corporation  and  offers  to  exchange  the  bonds  of  the  Alabama  A  New 
Orleans  Tran^rartation  Co.,  worth  when  purchaaed  14  years  ago  fl.OOO 
each,  for  stock  in  the  newly  organized  New  Orleans  Shipbuilding  Co. 
and  Violet  Canal,  the  latter  a  subsidiary  corporation. 

WOCLO   CONTHOL  CRGANIKATION 

Barker  under  this  arrangement,  it  is  asserted  by  Tlnsdale  and  some 
of  Ills  clients,  would  control  the  new  corporation  outright  If  the  reorgan- 
isation as  outlined  by  him  were  permitted  by  the  court  to  be  carried 
out.  Therefore  the  petitioners  seek  to  have  the  court  appoint  a  «ic- 
cossor  to  the  receiver,  disregarding  the  apparent  discharge  of  the  former 
receiver,  the  late  Col.  Thomas  B.  Felder,  of  Newark,  N.  J.,  which  dis- 
charge by  the  Boston  court  they  bold  to  have  been  erroneous. 

WnX    ROT    SITRRBNOBB 

They  nre  not  now  willing  to  surrender  their  certificates  of  deposit, 
inasmuch  as  thoy  say  they  t)elleve  the  receivership  In  fact  is  pending, 
as  n  matter  of  law,  and  tbey  would  surrender  their  rights,  they  have 
been  advised,  were  they  to  agree  to  reorganisation  by  exchanging  their 
certificates  of  deposit  for  rtock  In  a  new  corporation  which,  they  say, 
they  have  not  agreed  to  form.  What  they  actually  want,  they  say,  Is 
their  money  back,  or  aa  much  of  it  as  the  physical  assets  of  the  old 
company  will  bring. 

The  efforts  now  b^lng  made  are  to  have  the  Federal  court  In  Boston, 
through  Judge  Morton,  who  hand'.ed  the  receivership  order,  back  In 
1919,  appoint  a  new  rt'celver  or  ls.«ue  an  order  to  s-how  cause  why  a 
BUbstiiute  for  the  automatically  removed  receiver  should  not  be  ap- 
pointed forthwith.  Such  action,  it  was  pointed  out  by  Attorney  Tin»- 
dale  to  day,  would  automatically  remove  Barker  and  the  bondholders' 
coDimittee  from  power-  over  the  assets  of  the  Alabania  ft  New  Orleans 
Trantiportntlon  Co..  which  aasets,  the  petitioner,  hold,  actually  are,  as 
a  matter  of  law,  still  under  the  control  of  the  court  which  originally 
claimed  receivership  Jarlwliction  in  1919. 

[From  Providence  News,  December  7,  1926] 
MoHK  Light  on  Suit  fob  Nbw  Rbcbivbb 

Further  light  was  thrown  to-day  on  the  suit  of  Hiram  C.  Jenks.  of 
Pawtucket,  the  Rev.  Father  Joseph  Coleman,  of  Newport,  and  others 
.to  obtain  appointment  of  another  receiver  for  the  defunct  |2,000,000 
Alabama  ft  New  Orleans  Transportation  Co.  In  the  Federal  district  court 
in  Bost(m  by  Attorney  Edmond  J.  Tlnsdale,  of  Providence,  counsel  for 
the  petitioner. 

Tlnsdale  furnished  copies  of  three  letters  In  the  volnmlnous  corre- 
spondence in  the  case  which,  he  said,  indicated  the  trend  of  the  effort 
to  obtain  the  appointment  of  a  successor  to  the  late  Col.  Thomas  B. 
Felder,  of  Newark.  N.  J.,  as  ancillary  receiver  In  Massachuwtts. 

OROXE  DISCUAROINO  BBCBIVEB 

The  order  of  the  Federal  court  In  Boston  discharging  the  receiver, 
which  the  petitioners  assert,  through  Attorney  Tinwlale.  should  be 
supplemented  by  an  order  appointing  a  successor,  follows : 

•'  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of  Masu- 
chusetts,  Harriet  H.  Gallagher,  petitioner,  v.  Alabama  ft  New  Orleans 
Transi>ortutlon  Co.,  defendant. 

"  Counsel  for  tbe  receiver  of  tbe  above-named  defendant  consenting 
thereto. 

"  It  is  on  thl.  18th  day  of  February,  1919, 

"  Order^  adjudged,  and  decreed  that  the  order  of  thl.  court,  made  on 
the  12th  day  of  February,  1910,  appointing  Thomas  B.  Felder,  of  New 
York,  a.  temporary  ancillary  receiver  of  the  defendant  Alabama  ft  New 
Orleans  Transportation  Co.,  and  directing  that  the  said  defendant, 
officers,  agent.,  and  attorney,  deliver  to  him  all  tbe  books,  papers,  and 
assets  of  the  wld  defendant  corporation,  be,  and  the  mme  Is  hereby, 
vacated. 

"  Further  ordered  that  the  petition  filed  herein  for  the  appointment  of 
an  ancillary  receiver,  be,  and  the  Mme  I.  hereby,  dlimiued  without 
coat,  of  cither  party  agalnat  the  other. 

"By  the  court.  "John  E.  Qivuah, 

"Deputy  Clerk. 

"  Deputy  clerk,  J.  M.  IL^  jr. 

"  I  hereby  coiwent  to  the  entry  of  tbe  above  order  and  decree. 

"  JAMBC  D.  Carpbxtbb,  Jr., 
"  BoUcttor  for  and  Coutuel  with  TemfMnvry  Receiver." 

LBTTCB  TO  JIVKS 

A  letter  to  Mr.  Jenk.  from  Jame.  8.  Allen,  clerk  of  the  Federal 
eourt  in  Boston,  follow. : 

Bostoh,  January  11,  0». 

HiBAlf  C.  Jbnks,  Esq., 

W  Btechwood  Avenue,  PoKtucJcct,  R.  I. 
DBAS  Sib  :  Jndge  Morton  direct,  me  to  acknowledge  that  he  has  Just 
received  your  letter,  which  appear,  to  be  dated  December  9,  1926,  and 


to  ny  that  there  is  no  (lueatlOD  bow  open  lo  tbe  equity  ease  whick 
you  referred  to,  namely,  the  case  of  Harriet  H.  Gallagher  r.  Alabama  ft 
New  Orleans  Transporutlon  Co..  equity  No.  914.  In  this  case  the  Mil 
wa.  filed  on  February  12.  1919,  and  an  ancillary  receiver  appointed. 
He  was,  however,  discharged  six  days  later.  No  application  oppesrs 
to  have  been  filed  here  to  reopen  tbe  decree,  and  there  is,  as  fur  a. 
we  know,  nothing  before  the  court  relating  to  this  matter. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Jaubs  S.  Allcn.  Clfrk. 

INCLCDB   ATTOBVrr'S    LETTXaS 

letters  from  Carpenter,  attorney  for  the  original  petitioner,  and  from 
Barker,  chairman  of  the  Alabama  ft  New  Orleans  Transportation  Co., 
bondholders'  committee  and  head  of  the  National  Shipbuilding  Co..  suc- 
cessor to  the  Alabama  ft  New  Orleans  Transportation  Co.,  to  Jeukf>  are 
Included  in  the  documents.  U.  H.  Patten,  a  Boston  attorney.  Is  asoo- 
dated  with  Attorney  Tin<Mlale  in  the  case,  he  aald  to-day.  There  are 
three  petitions  on  file  for  the  appointment  of  a  miccessor  to  the  dl.> 
charged  ancillary  receiver. 

Carpenter's  lettar  to  Jenks  follows : 

Jsasxx  CiTt,  N.  J.,  March  to,  isti. 
HiBAif  C.  JBhKS,  Esq., 

91  BeeehKOod  Avenue,  Pawtucket,  R.  I. 

Deab  Sib  :  F"urthcr  replying  to  your  letter  of  March  10,  beg  to  ad- 
vise that  In  February,  1919.  I  filed  a  bill  In  equity  In  the  United  Hrates 
District  Court,  District  of  New  Jersey,  for  Mrs.  Harriet  O.  Gallagher 
against  Alabama  &  New  Orleans  Transportation  Co.,  duly  verified,  and 
Judge  Ualght  on  tbe  filing  of  the  bill  appointed  Col.  Thomas  B.  Kelder 
receiver  of  said  company. 

I  went  to  Boston  Immediately  thereafter,  filed  a  petition  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  an  ancillary  receiver,  and  Judge  Morton  nppolnted  Colotiel 
Felder  as  ancillary  receiver  in  Massachusctta,  the  order  of  appointment 
being  made  ITebruary  12,  1919. 

A  few  days  thereafter  Messrs.  Barker,  Wood  ft  Williams  bought  Mrs. 
Gallagher's  stock  and  bond,  paid  the  expenses  of  the  suit,  and  the  suit 
was  discontlnued.by  order  of  the  court. 

I  do  not  have  any  knowledge  as  to  anything  that  took  place  after  that 
time.  It  may  not  be  too  late  for  yon  to  collect  something,  but  I  do  not 
know  about  this.  Only  a  careful  investigation  would  reveal  the  present 
situation.  I  am  writing  to  our  secretary  of  state  to  see  whether  the 
State  taxes  have  been  paid  or  whether  the  corporation's  existence  ha. 
been  terminated. 

I  trust  this  answers  your  question  fully. 
Very  truly  yours, 

James  D.  Cabfexteb,  Jr. 

BABKKB'S    LETTKB 

Barker',  letter  to  Jenk.  follow. : 

S3   CONOBBSS    STBBBT, 

Boston,  Mam.,  June  8,  I9tt. 

Mr.    HtRAM    C.    JBNKS, 

91  Beechwood  Avenue,  Pavrtucket,  R.  J. 
Be  :  Alabama  ft  New  Orleans  Transportation  Co.,  bondholders'  committee 

Dbab  Sib:  I  have  corrected  your  address  as  requested  and  am  sorry 
to  have  delayed  so  long  in  answering  your  letter  of  the  30th,  but  I 
have  been  away  from  the  office  a  great  deal.  1  note  particularly  what 
yon  say  about  a  clamorous  creditor  being  paid  off  and  I  think  what  you 
probably  refer  to  is  a  recelverahlp  suit  which  was  started  by  the  holder 
of  a  few  bonds  and  stiares  of  stock  shortly  after  the  formation  of  the 
bondholders'  committee,  but  l>efore  we  foredosc-d  the  mortgage  and  made 
tbe  sale  of  the  property  to  tbe  Nctlonal  Shipbuilding  Corporation. 
Some  of  the  larger  bondholders  feeling  that  it  was  not  for  the  l>€«t 
interests  of  the  bondholders  as  a  whole  to  have  this  action  continued, 
purchased  the  securities  of  the  complainants  and  the  .nit  was  with- 
drawn. It  was  what  we  call  s  "  bold-up  "  suit,  bat  it  had  nothing  to  do 
with  tbe  bondholders'  committee.  I  did  not  handle  tiic  details  of  the 
transaction,  although  I  was  familiar  with  it  at  the  time.  My  memory, 
however,  placed  the  date  as  earlier  than  1919  until  I  verified  tbe  date 
since  you  were  here. 

You  may  be  .ure  that  the  iwndholders'  committee  has  treated  all  of 
tbe  bondholders  exactly  alike ;  baa  never  paid  anyone  off  and  has  made 
DO  payment  except  the  two  pro  rata  distributions  of  |70  and  |10.  respec- 
tively. It  has  been  our  earnest  erwlcavor  to  preserve  the  property  and 
to  rcallM  for  them  the  ntmost  possible  from  It. 

I  am  sorry  that  my  time  was  so  very  limited  on  your  last  visit  and 
I  should  be  glad  to  explain  anything  yoa  do  not  understand  whenever 
you  are  in  Boston  again. 
Very  truly  yours, 

DavERarx  Babkbb, 
Member  Bondholdert  Committee. 

[From  the  Providence  News  of  December  8,  1026 J 
Ci'AiM  Assets  Used  to  Pat  Exfb.<ikb8 
That  assets  of  the  defunct  f 2,000,000  Alabama  ft  New  Orieans  Trans- 
portation Co.  actually  were  taken,  under  court  order,  to  pay  receiver- 
ship expenses  in  1919  was  contended   to-day   by  Bdmond  J.  Tiosdale, 


r 
If 


3584 


CONGRESSIONAL  RKCORD— SENATE 


Provtdenee  attorney,  who  ta  86<>kii>«  to  have  th«  Federal  district  coart 
In  Boston  appoint  a  tioccessor  to  the  orlKlnal  rpceiyer. 

Thua  far.  accordloK  to  aome  of  the  bondholders,  the  Federal  diatrtct 
court  iu  Boaton  ha*  not  graiitwi  thf  petition  of  Tax  Aaaeasor  Oiram  C. 
Jenki«,  of  Pawtacket,  or  the  RfT.  Father  Joseph  Coleman,  of  St. 
Aujpistine'a  pariah,  Newport,  for  the  appointment  of  a  receiver  to 
aaccft-d  the  late  Thomaa  B.  Felder,  of  New  Jersej. 

M.  anwhile,  some  of  the  bondLolders  say,  B.  Deyereaui  Barker,  Boston 
attorney,  ae^ks  to  reorgjinlae  the  company  afcalnst  their  will.  Moch 
Btock  and  bonds  of  the  Alabama  4c  New  Orleans  Transportation  Co.  were 
sold  in  Rhode  Ixland  and  Mansacbusetts. 

Oai>U  DlHlflSSINO  RJCCKIVEB 

The  New  Jervey  order,  algnod  February  17,  1910.  dismlasing  the  re- 
celrer  under  the  original  proceedings  brought  by  a  Rhode  Island  woman 
cre«lltor  follows : 

*•  Complainant  requesting  permission  of  the  court  to  discontinue  the 
alwTe-<>ntitled  cause,  and  the  defendant  company  agreeing  on  its  parr 
to  pay  the  fees,  charges,  and  disborsements  of  the  receirer  and  their 
attorneys  to  date,  and  a  committee  representhjg  the  great  majority  of 
the  tlrHt-mortgage  bondholders  consenting  thereto, 

**  It  is,  on  this  17th  day  of  February.  1919.  on  motion  of  Mol>ermott  & 
Enrigbt,  aolldtors  of  the  complainant,  ordered  that  the  above-entitled 
cause  l)e.  and  the  same  Is  ii^reby,  diso'ntlnued  without  coats  to  either 
party  against   the  other. 

"  It  is  further  ordered  that  the  order  and  decree  made  herein  on  the 
10th  day  of  February,  1919.  with  all  the  restraints  therein  contained,  be. 
and  the  same  is  hereby,  vacated  and  dissolved. 

•*  It  is  further  ordered  that  the  payment  by  the  defendant  to  the 
receiver  and  hi.-»  attorneys  for  their  fees,  charges,  and  disbursements  to 
datf  in  the  snra  of  $1,250  b«,  and  the  same  Is  hereby,  approved. 

••  It  is  further  ordered  that  Thomas  B.  Felder.  temporary  receiver  <>f 
the  defemhint  conwratlon.  be.  and  he  is  hereby,  discharged  and  all  lia- 
bility on  his  bond  filed  herein  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  terminated  and 
eancek-d." 

The  order  Is  signed.  "  Thomas  G.  Halght,  U    S.  D.  J." 

According  to  the  Massachusetts  record  of  the  case,  cited  by  Attorney 
Tlniidale  for  the  bondholders,  the  New  Jersey  order  appointing  a  re 
eelver  required  that  it  was — 

Monra  sHOtrLo  hatb  becm  mailso 

•♦  Further  ordered  that  notice  of  this  order  be  mailed  to  all  creditors 
bondholders,  and  stockholders  of  the  defcmdant  corporation  within  fotii 
day«i  from  the  date  hereof  and  addressed  to  said  creditors,  bondholders. 
— «nd  stockholders  at  their  respective  post-olBce  addresses  as  the  same 
app<>ar  upon  the  books  of  the  company,  and  that  a  certified  copy  of  this 
order  and  of  the  bill  of  complaint  and  annexed  affidavit  be  served 
uiwn  the  defendant  corporation  by  service  upon  the  registered  agent  of 
the  defendant  corporation  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey  on  or  before  F»  !• 
roary    II.  1019." 

All  th«  secwrtty  taoldem  were  not  so  notlAed. 

The  original  order,  algned  by  Judge  M'orton,  appointing  an  ancillary 
receiver  in  Massachusetts,  as  supplied  by  Attorney  Tinsdale.  follows  : 

OIIOINAL   MOrrON  OK>H 

"  I'pon  rending  and  flllBji  the  verified  petition  of  Harriet  H.  Gallagher 
wherein  it  appetirs  that  the  defendant  Alabama  At  New  Orleans  Trans- 
portation Co.  is  insolvent  and  unable  to  continue  its  business  with  safety 
to  ttie  stockholders  and  creditors,  and  that  the  said  corporation  has 
been  adjudged  to  be  insolvent  by  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States 
for  the  District  of  New  Jersey,  and  that  said  corporation  la  a  corpora- 
tion organised  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey, 
and  that  the  said  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  ENstrict 
of  New  Jersey  bad  Jurisdiction  over  the  said  corporation,  and  that 
Thomas  B.  Felder.  of  New  York,  has  been  appointed  temporary  receiver 
of  such  corporation  by  the  Wstrict  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
District  of  New  Jersey,  and  haa  qualified  as  such  receiver  and  filed  his 
bond  as  reauired  by  his  order  of  appointment  and  good  cause  appearing. 

"  It  Is  on  this  12th  day  of  February,  1919 — 

•*  Ordered :  That  Thomas  B.  Felder,  of  New  York,  be,  and  he  hereby  is 
appointed  temiwrary  ancillary  receiver  of  the  said  defendant  corpora 
tlon  with  full  power  and  authority  to  demand,  sue  for.  collect,  receive, 
and  take  into  hi8  possession  all  the  goods  and  chattels,  rights  and 
credits,  moneys  and  eff'^cts,  lands  and  tenements,  books  of  ail  nature, 
papers,  chows  in  action,  notes  and  property  of  every  description  of 
the  corporation,  and  to  Institute  suits  at  law  or  in  equity  for  the  re- 
covt-ry  of  any  estate,  property,  damages,  and  demands  exlsfllng  In  favor 
of  the  corporation,  and  to  hold  the  same  until  the  further  order  of  the 
coui't  in  the  premises. 

"  Furth.  r  ordered:  That  the  defendant  and  its  officers,  agents,  at- 
torneys, and  employees,  and  all  other  persona  forthwith  deliver  to  said 
receiver  all  property  of  every  nature  belonging  to  the  defendant  cor- 
pora i  ion. 

"  Further  ordered :  That  the  creditors  of  said  corporation  and  trus- 
tees under  ail  ita  Issues  of  bonds  be.  and  they  hereby  are,  restrained 
from  suing  out  process  againat  the  defendant  corporation  to  take  pos- 

lion  of  any  of  ita  aaseta,  and  from  paying  out  to  the  holders  of  bonds 
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iMiued  by  said  corporation  any  moneys  now  In  the  hands  of  the  aaid 
tristees,  except  upon  application  and  permission  of  this  court. 

"  Further  ordered  :  That  a  true  copy  of  this  order  and  of  the  petition 
aid  annexed  affidavit,  which  may  be  certified  to  be  true  copies  by  the 
aa  d  receiver  or  his  solicitor,  be  served  upon  Vincent  Ooldthwalte,  treas- 
ui?r  of  the  defendant  corporation,  personally  or  by  leaving  the  said 
co)ies  at  his  office  in  the  city  of  Boston,  Mass..  or  upon  Messrs. 
Bi  rker  k  Wood,  attorneys  for  said  corporation,  at  their  offices  in  Bos- 
ton, Mass.,  within  two  days  from  the  date  hereof. 

*  Further  ordered  :  That  until  the  further  order  of  the  court  no  bond 
shiU  be  required  of  the  ancillary  receiver,  It  appearing  to  the  court 
thit  the  court  of  original  Jurisdiction  in  fixing  the  amount  of  bond 
tO(ik  into  con.^-lderatlon  the  property  in  the  district  of  Massachusetts. 

*  Witness,  the  Hon.  James  M.  Morton,  jr..  Judge  of  said  court  and 
thii  seal  thereof  at  Boston,  in  said  district,  this  12th  day  of  February, 
A.  D.  1919." 

Tli  E    FAKMEB    AND    THU    TABJIT — ADDRESS    BT    8£NATOB    WALSH    Of 

MABSACHUSETTS 

tfr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from  Massa- 
chisetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  delivered  a  most  excellent  and  instruc- 
tive address  before  the  Institute  of  Public  Affairs,  University 
of  Virginia,  upon  the  subject  "The  Farmer  and  the  Tariff,"  on 
i^iday  evening,  August  9,  1929.  It  Is  particularly  pertinent  to 
th?  discussion  which  Is  going  on  over  the  tariff,  and  I  ask 
ur  animous  consent  that  it  may  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

The  farmer  is  discontented,  and  there  is  snbstance  to  his  discontent. 
In  many  parts  of  the  country,  but  particularly  west  of  the  Mississippi 
RIker  and  in  the  Cotton  Belt,  there  Is  very  real  distress.  This  Is  not 
th  (  time  or  place  to  present  detailed  proo'  of  this  statement,  which 
w<  uld  Involve  much  research  into  particufcr  crops,  and  their  prices, 
ana  Into  conditions  of  production  similar  to  those  which  occasion  the 
dli  tress  and  troubles  being  experienced  by  the  textile,  coal,  and  other 
inlustries.  What  is  well  known  to  everybody,  the  record  of  bank 
fa  lures  in  the  western  country  of  recent  years.  Is  sufficient  generalized 
prwf.  There  are  people  from  the  cities  of  the  East  who  Journey  Into 
th?  West  and  come  back  with  reporta  that  everything  is  fine  there;  that 
th?re  is  no  distress.  They  are  the  kind  of  obsex'vers  who  have  no 
fa  rulty  for  seeing  beneath  the  surface,  and  on  the  surface  there  Is 
of  en  an  appearance  of  social  well-being  when  the  real  condition  is 
ot  lerwlse.  The  situation  rea)ly  calls  for  a  comprehending  mind  and  a 
sy  npathetlc  heart  on  the  part  of  all  of  us.  They  are  our  countrymen, 
th  '.He  farmers,  and  moreover,  in  the  long  run,  our  welfare  is  bound  up 
with  theirs. 

Let  us  briefly  consider  the  causes  of  the  agricultural  distress  and  the 
re  atlonshlp  of  those  causes  with  the  tariff.  There  arc  a  number  of 
ca  iM-m.  of  course,  but  among  them  the  tariff  Is  not  properly  included. 
Ilioadly  speaking,  tlie  tariff  has  bad  nothing  to  do  with  producing  the 
acite  economic  distress  of  considerable  portions  of  our  agricultural  popu- 
la  Ion.  for  the  relief  of  which  remedies  are  now  being  sought.  In  a 
w<rd.  the  cause  that  Is  new  in  character  for  the  lack  of  prosperity  with 
miny  farmers  is  the  profound  economic  dislocation  occasioned  by  the 
Wjrld  War.  That  Is  the  new  thing  and  the  big  thing  that  has  happened, 
in  ring  the  war  there  was  a  great  inflation  of  prices,  and  sinco  the  war 
a  -onsiderable  deflation.  Price  deflation  has  hit  the  fanner  with  greater 
sererity  than  other  sections  of  the  economic  community.  Again,  during 
th?  war  there  was  in  many  lines  an  overexpanslon  of  facilities  of  produc- 
ti-:n — in  manufacturing  Industry  as  well  as  in  agriculture.  For  reasons 
pcLuilar  to  agriculture  those  who  manage  its  operations  find  it  more 
diiBcult  to  make  the  adjustments  necessary  to  avoid  overproduction  than 
Jo  others. 

The  old  evil  that  is  a  continuing  cause  to-day  of  lack  of  prosperity 
fo'  the  farmer  Is  the  evil  of  waste  and  excessive  expense  In  dlstrlbu- 
tl<n.  The  prices  that  the  farmer  receives  for  farm  commodities  have 
besn  In  general  much  reduced  below  the  wnr-time  level,  but  the  con- 
sumers of  the  Industrial  centers  still  keep  on  paying  the  same,  or  nearly 
ths  same,  high  prtces  that  they  paid  during  the  war.  The  costs  of 
tr  insportatlon  were  very  greatly  advanced  during  the  war,  and  have 
even  been  increased  since  the  war;  and  the  ever-growing  army  of  mid- 
dlemen. In  order  to  live,  must  exact  their  tribute  at  every  stage  of  the 
m  >vement  of  farm  products  from  the  farm  to  the  market  basket  of  the 
ultimate  consumer.  The  much  talked  about  but  little  done  about 
"  ipread "  in  prices  between  the  farmer  and  the  consumer  comes 
directly  out  of  the  farmer's  hide.  It  always  did  come  out  of  him.  but 
he  feela  It  more  now  when  other  conditions — the  after  effects  of  the 
w  ir-^place  him  in  a  worse  position  to  bear  It, 

The  high  prices  which  city  dwelleri<  and  small  Industrial  town  work- 
ei9  still  pay  for  most  everything  that  comes  from  the  farm  is  a  reason — 
In  fact,  the  chief  reason — why  the  prices  of  manufactured  products, 
sich  as  the  farmer  uses,  are  not  and  can  not  be  reduced.  The  munu- 
focturer  has  to  pay  such  wages  to  his  work  people  to  enable  th»m  to 
meet  their  living  expenses  that  he  can  not  reduce  his  prices.     Thua  the 
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hlph  prfcwi  for  food,  whlA  the  farmer  hhnself  floes  not  receive,  are 
reflected  beck  upon  the  farmer  to  his  injury.  In  short,  the  disloca- 
tion—  the  lack  of  balance  in  our  economic  system — brought  about  by 
the  war  is  the  root  of  the  farmer's  trouble,  in  one  form  or  another, 
and  not  anything  that  has  to  do  with  the  tariff.  He  is  not  being 
swamped  by  Imports  competitive  with  his  own  products  because  of  low 
duties  or  no  duties.  On  the  other  hand,  the  duties  on  manufactured 
products  have  not  suddenly  become  more  effective  than  they  used  to 
be.  Here  and  there  some  monopolist  manufacturer  may  be  gouging  the 
farmer,  but  most  of  the  protected  Industries  are  highly  eomj)etltive  and 
are  not  gouging  the  farmer.  It  Is  the  monopolized  protective  Industry 
that  victimUes  both  the  farmer  and  other  consumers.  Of  course,  the 
farmer  has  to  pay  the  penalty  of  excessive  prices  where  excessive  pro- 
tection Is  extended  to  those  Industries  not  suited  to  conditions  in  this 
country,  and   therefore  not  carried  on   to  advantage  here. 

Nothing  that  is  new  in  or  through  the  tariff  on  manufactured  goods, 
or  the  absence  of  the  tariff  on  farm  products  having  happened,  why 
should  "  tariff  adjustment "  be  preached  up  as  a  remedy  for  the  farm- 
er's Ills?  Is  It  not  largely  because  the  public  men  of  the  political  party 
kept  in  power  all  through  the  West  for  lo  these  many  years  by  farmers' 
votes  have  only  that  one  string  to  play  upon?  They  are,  to  change  the 
figure  of  speech,  like  old  fogy  doctors  who  can  only  prescribe  calomel, 
and  still  more  calomel,  for  any  sort  of  diseases  new  or  old  that  their 
patients  may  have.  If  they  are  not  seriously  III,  it  does  not  much 
matter ;  but  if  they  are,  the  results  of  such  treatment  may  be  disastrous. 

My  own  position  on  the  tariff  is  that  there  should  be  protective  duties 
on  manufactured  commodities  and  agricultural  products  alike  for  all 
those  branches  of  Industry  and  agriculture  that  need  protection  from 
foreign  competition.  Such  duties  should  be  fixed  in  amount  In  ac- 
cordance with  the  principle  of  a  competitive  tariff  to  afford  no 
more  than  the  protection  really  required  to  equalise  the  conditions 
of  competition.  What  I  object  to  with  respect  to  agricultural  du- 
ties is  the  levying  of  some  of  them  at  such  high  rates  that  they 
Will  constitute  a  grievous  burden  upon  certain  sections  of  the  country 
without  corresponding  benefit  to  the  farmer,  and  the  cluttering  up 
of  the  tariff  act  with  gesture  duties — mere  political  bread  pills — sup- 
posed to  be  in  the  farmer's  interest  but  really  of  no  advantage  to 
him  whatever.  I  fear  tbe  after  eff»»cts  as  well  as  the  Immediate  effects 
of  the  tariff  now  being  framed  as  related  to  Its  professed  purpose  of 
affording  so-called  farm  relief.  The  farmer  will  not  be  helped  mate- 
rially by  these  agricultural  duties,  and  in  his  disappointment  and  exas- 
peration he  may  turn,  and  to  an  extent  he  is  turning,  upon  the  whole 
tariff  system  to  tear  It  down.  If  that  happens  it  would  disorganize 
American  economic  life  to  the  great  injury  of  the  farmer  himself  as 
well  as  others.  The  farmer  can  not  prosper  if  manufacturing  industry 
is  dlsorganlzo<l  any  more  than  the  manufacturers  can  prosper  if  agri- 
culture languishes  and  declines. 

The  reason  why  most  duties  on  agricultural  products — either  new 
duties  or  old  duties  increased  in  amount — can  not  help  the  farmer 
is  because  they  will  not  be  effective.  Upon  this  point  much  has  been 
said  with  respect  to  those  agricultural  staples  which  are  upon  an 
export  basis  and  for  which  duties  are  therefore  wholly  inoperative  as 
a  price  influencing  mechanism.  Tbe  debenture  plan,  recmtly  passed 
by  the  Senate  but  rejected  by  the  House,  would  be  operative.  It  Is 
much  to  be  preferred  to  tbe  McNary-Baugen  scheme  and  Is  a  logical  and 
necessary  adjunct  to  a  protective  tariff  enactment,  tbe  remainder  of 
which  can  benefit  the  farmers  of  the  country  little  If  at  all.  Th.it 
is,  it  is  a  logical  and  necessary  measure  for  protectionists  caught  in  a 
political  Jam  and  sweating  drops  of  blood  in  attempting  to  do  some- 
thiug  for  the  farmer  by  means  of  a  protective  tariff.  I  do  not  myself, 
personally,  follow  Into  the  debenture  camp. 

With  respect  to  the  noneffectlveness  of  agricultural  duties  in  gen- 
eral there  is  another  aspect  of  the  matter  (beside  consideration  of  the 
agricultural  commodities  that  are  on  an  export  basis)  which  has  re- 
ceived little  attention  ;  and  that  is  the  fact,  that  for  many  products  of 
agriculture  there  is  in  this  country  no  general  market,  but  only  a 
series  of  local  markets.  There  may  be  imports  of  such  commodities 
regularly  coming  In  of  considerable  amount,  but  their  consumption  In 
this  country  Is  localized  and  their  competitive  effect  is  largely  localized. 
The  determining  factor  in  the  matter  is  Cost  of  transportation.  The 
imports  do  not  and  can  not  penetrate  into  the  interior  because  they 
are  of  low  value  in  proportion  to  their  weight,  and  therefore  can  not 
bear  the  burden  of  considerable  land  transportation  charges.  Con- 
trariwise, similar  domestic  agricultural  products  raised  In  the  interior 
of  the  country  can  not  be  shipped  to  the  seaboard  consuming  centers 
(where  tbe  imports  find  their  market)  because  the  railroad  charges 
preclude  such  shipment. 

Two  specific  illustrations  of  this  particular  matter  may  be  given. 
Potatoes  of  the  "  late "  varieties,  shipped  largely  from  storage  and 
eaten  during  the  winter,  are  one  of  the  most  imrportant  products  of 
the  farm,  both  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  producers  and  the  con- 
sumers. Bach  of  the  leading  consuming  districts  of  the  country  uses 
mainly  a  neighborhood  supply  or,  turned  about,  the  producers  of 
potatoes  (even  tliose  in  what  are  called  the  "  surplus  areas ")  do  not 
as  a  rule  ship  to  distant  markets.  For  Instance,  Boston  and  New 
York,  and  the  rather  densely  populated  Industrial  region  between  those 


citle«,  in  ordinary  years  draw  their  ffopptlcfl  of  late  p^tirtoes  chiefly 
from  northern  Maine,  eastern  I/ong  Island,  and  northern  and  central 
New  Yortc  State.  To  a  con6id«>rably  lesser  degree  in  ordinary  years 
supplies  are  drawn  from  the  Maritime  Provinces  of  Canada  (New 
Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward  Island  chiefly),  and  negligible  quantities 
(less  than  1  per  cent)  from  Michigan  and  other  States  farther  west. 
But,  as  everyone  knows,  potatoes  are  a  very  variable  crop.  Some 
years  there  may  be  a  shortage  in  the  Maine  and  New  York  State  pro- 
ducing areas,  due  to  an  excessive  amount  of  rainfall  or  other  causes, 
and  then  what  happens?  Potatoes  are  brought  in  from  Canada  in 
unusual  amounts  to  supply  Boston  and  New  York,  and  the  duty,  at 
present  50  cents  per  100  pounds  or  30  cents  a  bushel,  and  proposed  to 
be  raised  to  75  cents  per  100  pounds  or  45  cents  a  bushel,  bcomes 
fully  operative  upon  the  price,  which,  in  such  a  year  of  shortage.  Is 
already  a  high  one.  Contrariwise,  In  those  years  In  which  the  Maine 
and  New  York  State  late  potato  crop  is  above  normal,  and  the  price 
is  unprofitable  to  the  producers,  practically  no  Canadian  potatoes  come 
In.  and  the  duty  is  completely  noneffective.  I  protest  against  a  duty 
of  such  a  nature  of  little  benefit  ever  to  anybody,  and  which  precisely 
at  those  times  when  millions  of  poor  housewives  find  it  hard  work  to 
feed  their  families  with  that  article  of  food  which,  next  to  bread.  Is 
most  important,  places  an  extra  and  unnecessary  burden  upon  them. 

Another  illustrntion  Is  milk  and  cream,  the  demand  for  which  by  the 
large  cities  along  the  northern  seaboard  has  outgrown  the  supply 
to  be  drawn  from  the  adjacent  milk  and  cream  produrlng  territory. 
Consequently  considerable  supplies  are  drawn  from  eastern  f'anada, 
especially  in  the  summer  months  when  there  Is  tbe  extra  demand  of  the 
-stay-at-home  city  dwellers  for  ice  cream.  With  respect  to  milk  and  cream 
there  will  not  be  much  variation  of  marketing  conditions  with  the 
seasons  as  there  Is  with  late  potatoes,  and  therefore  the  effect  of  the 
tariff  will  be  about  the  same  one  year  and  another.  And  what  will 
that  effect  be — the  effect  of  a  duty  already  exorbitantly  high  and 
which  it  Is  propos-d  to  make  still  higher.  Indeeed,  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee's  proposal  just  announced  is  to  Increase  the  duty  levlcxl  under 
the  last  tariff  law  (1021.')  on  milk  by  160  per  cent  aud  cream  by  180 
per  cent.  This  is  one  of  the  most  brazen  attempts  In  tariff  history  to 
deny  millions  of  people  who  do  not  live  on  farms  the  full  benefit  of  the 
health-sustaining  qualities  of  milk  aud  cream  now  so  generally  us4-d  in 
the  preparation  of  many  nutritious  foods,  and  in  the  Nummer  months 
the  American  child's  chief  fortification  against  the  sweltering  and 
depressing  heat  of  the  city  stre4>ts.  Tbe  immediate  effect  will  be 
to  shut  oat  Canadian  Imports  and  to  cause  resort  to  Michigan  and  Wis- 
consin for  the  supply  of  the.se  basic  necessities  of  life.  The  price  will  go 
up  because  of  the  duty  and  it  will  come  out  of  tbe  consumers.  Injuring 
particDlarly  tbe  city  poor  of  the  whole  northeastern  section  of  tbe 
United  States,  and  they  must  also  take  the  risk  of  deterioration  of  quality. 
And  who,  in  the  ultimate  effect,  will  be  benefited?  Not  the  producers 
of  milk  aud  cream  In  Michigan  and  Wisconsin.  Thoy  will  get  little, 
If  any,  greater  price  f.  o.  b.  shipping  point  than  they  did  before.  Tbe 
Increase  in  price  of  western  milk  and  cream  when  delivered  and  sold 
In  tbe  eastern  cities,  the  rnilroadB.  not  the  farmer,  will  get.  That  Is 
what  duties  of  this  character  are  for ;  they  are  designed  speciflcally 
to  offset  costs  of  transportation ;  they  are  protective,  not  against  for- 
elgn-produdng  conditions,  but  domestic  freight  rates.  I  protest  against 
each  and  all  such  duties  which  will  seriously  injure  one  section  of  the 
country  and  be  of  substantial  benefit  to  no  Important  group  of  American 
producers.  The  American  railroads,  especially  those  in  tbe  trunk-line 
territory,  do  not  need  this  extra  business  thrown  to  them.  It  is  some- 
tiling  new  to  witness  tbe  American  fanner  In  times  of  potato  famines 
and  milk  shortages  assuming  the  rOle  of  a  taiiff  gougcr.  Also,  it  is  not 
creditable  to  the  American  farmer  to  urge,  es  be  is  doing  to-day,  duties 
upon  the  raw  materials  of  existing  Industries  In  order  to  secure  the 
chance  benefit  of  the  substitution  of  other  materials  produced  in  this 
country.  It  is  only  fair  to  add  that  It  is  not  tbe  farmer  but  bis  mis- 
guided and  grasping  political  spokesman  that  is  responsible  for  these 
demands. 

Something  should  be  done  to  help  American  agrlcultnre^we  all  ar* 
agreed  about  that  But  manipulating  tbe  tariff  so  as  to  fool  the 
farmer  is  not  tbe  way  to  do  it.  The  correction  of  the  enormous  waste 
of  distribution — ^the  handling  and  trading  aspects  of  distribution — Is 
one  of  the  things  to  do.  And  that  the  farmer  is  already  manfully  and 
sensibly  largely  doing  for  himself  through  bis  cooperative  organizations 
with  their  helpful  marketing  arrangements. 

Of  things  that  might  be  done  for  bim  by  the  Government  that  also 
would  be  of  real  consequence,  the  principal  one  would  be  a  general 
overhauling  of  railroad  rates.  In  some  Instances  new  preferential 
rates — or  "  commodity  rates."  as  the  raDroad  men  call  tliem — would 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  situation  to  enable  certain  special  agri- 
cultural products  to  reach  certain  special  markets.  However,  the  main 
thing  to  be  done  is  to  revise  the  ratio  of  rates  applicable  to  the  differ- 
ent groups  of  commodities  of  the  general  scheme  of  freight  classifica- 
tion. The  rates  on  low-class  freight,  which  Includes  most  of  the  agri- 
cultural commodities  and  raw  materials  that  come  out  of  the  ground, 
are  absolutely  lower  per  hundred  pounds  than  tbe  rates  on  tbe  high- 
class  freight  covering  the  more  sdvanced  products  of  manufactnrt-s  ; 
but   proportionately.   In  relationship  lo  values,   tht  rates  on   low-clas* 
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freight  ar«  fir  too  high,  and  those  on  the  bigh-«IaM  freight  not  high 
enough.  The  existing  rates  for  the  lowest  classification — the  charges 
per  100  poonds  per  length  of  haul — are  17*^  per  cent  of  the  rates  for 
the  hlKbest  classification.  On  the  other  hand,  the  value  of  the  commodi- 
ties carried  in  the  lowest  classification  are  only  1  per  cent,  or  one-half 
of  I  per  ct'nt  of  the  Tatu<>  of  the  commodities  carried  in  the  highest 
clasMiflcntion.  What  the  specific  rate  charges  woric  out  to  as  ad  valorem 
equl/al^^nts  Is  obvious,  and  also  the  enormous  discrepancy  involTed.  The 
effect  of  this  discrepancy,  bearing  with  greatest  severity  upon  the  farmer 
nnd  other  producers  of  low-ciass  freight,  baa  be«'n  much  enhanced  by  the 
increa.«te  of  the  absolute  rates  all  along  the  line  to  the  significant  amouut 
of  over  50  per  cent  since  1013.  Congress  passed  the  E.^cb-Cummin8  Act 
to  save  the  railroads  from  bankruptcy,  and  left  the  Intorstate  Commerce 
Commission  to  apply  the  measure  without  adequate  adjustment  and 
elasticity,  without  ever  thinking  apparently  of  the  probable  consequent 
bankniptcy  of  the  farmers.  Here  is  something  to  l>e  rectified  in  the 
Interest  of  "  farm  relief  "  that  is  worth  doing,  in  contrast  to  a  piffling 
perfoimance  of  tinkering  with  the  tariff. 

In  a  word,  what  the  farmer  needs,  instead  of  paper  tariff  duties,  is 
radical  reductions  In  freight  rates  upon  farm  products  such  as  wheat, 
corn,  potatoes,  cereals,  milk,  cream,  meats,  poultry,  eggs,  fruits,  vege- 
tables ;  and  to  offset  these  reductions  substantial  increases  upon  ma- 
chines, radio  sets.  victroLas,  .steel  products,  automobiles,  pianos,  and 
other  highly  wrought  and  valuable  commodities. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  discuss  the  pending  tariff  bill.  It  will  be.  In 
name  at  least,  a  farmer's  tariff  bill.  Ilis  political  spokesmen  will  write 
•very  line  of  it  and  approve  every  proposed  duty.  They  have  the  decid- 
ing votes.  They  can  pass  or  defeat  this  or  any  other  tariff  bill.  Why 
th«  recently  aronsed  interest  of  the  farmer  in  the  tariff?  Was  it  not 
largely  becaose  no  less  a  political  leader  tluin  President  Hoover  said, 
"Ar  adequate  tariff  is  the  foundation  of  farm  rellrf"T  Of  course,  it  was 
said  In  a  campaign  when  farm  relief  was  a  fancied  campaign  necessity. 
Bat.  neverthelesN.  that  fallacy  has  produced  the  present  tariff  debacle  in 
the  Congress.  Do  not  such  statements  itidicate  that  the  farmer  can  be 
benefited  through  the  tariff?  Is  It  not  nntural  for  the  farmer  to  infer 
from  such  statements  that  definite  br'nefits  will  accrue  to  him  by  levying 
high  duties  on  farm  products?  The  situation  to-day  in  Congress  is  that 
farm  products  can  have  any  rate  levied  that  may  be  suggested. 

The  representatives  in  Congress  from  the  mannfactarlng  sections 
will  oppose  nothing  remotely  hinted  to  b^^  politically  soothing  to  the 
farmer.  Cui  bono?  That  Is  inconsequential!  Will  not  the  political 
spokt^smen.  If  farm  rates  are  increased,  be  able  to  present  to  the  dis- 
tr(«»«d  farmer  a  long  list  of  "  Increases  '*?  And  will  not  the  Industiial 
and  administration  forces  be  able  to  show  that  these  increases  have 
removed  the  argument  for  a  farm  debenture,  because  of  the  enactment 
of  u  tariff  bill  that  has  at  last  satisfactorily  adjusted  tariff  rates  by 
levying  duties  in  sui'h  increases  that  the  tables  which  heretofore  showed 
that  tfie  farmer's  tariff  benefits  (the  rates  on  his  products >  were  out 
of  parity  with  the  rates  bestowed  on  manufactured  commodities  no 
longer  show  that  out-of  parity  condition?  Why  be  concerned  with  more 
than  the  parallel  column  of  figures  comparing  agricultural  with  other 
rates?  The  farmer  is  not  expected  to  be  an  analyst  of  tables 
and  able  to  discover  the  difference  between  effective  and  ineffective 
duties.  Will  ntt  all  Members  of  Congress  in  both  political  parties, 
refrardless  of  their  final  attitude  toward  the  tariff  bill,  proudly  point  to 
their  speeches  and  votes  for  "  increases  "  to  the  farmer? 

I  repeat.  "Cui  bono?"  The  answer  can  be  read  in  the  faces  and 
attitade  of  the  political  representatives  of  the  manufacturing  centers. 
Their  willingness,  their  eagerness,  their  insistence  and  enthusiasm  for 
farm  "  incre.^ses"  speak  volumes.  They  know  the  worthlessness  of  these 
gestures.  Well  they  know  that  the  farmer  can  not,  under  any  known 
economic  law,  receive  any  appreciable  benefit  from  these  increases. 
He  already  has  high  duties  on  everything  he  produces;  all  that  he 
asked  for  was  given  him  In  1022.  His  pre.sent  duty  on  wool  is  40 
per  cent  to  HO  per  cent  ad  valorem;  on  wheat  nearly  50  per  cent;  and 
correspondingly  high  on  flax  and  sugar  and  citrus  fruits — all  of  which 
duties  are  at  times  effective.  Yet  no  period  for  the  fanning  industry 
has  l>een  so  disastrous  as  the  past  seven  years.  If  the  Increases  of 
1922  brought  injury  rather  than  benefit,  how  are  additional  "  increases  " 
in  1929  to  help?     Now.  I  ask,  not  "Cui  bono"?  but  ♦♦Cui  malo"? 

Here  are  the  evil  consequences : 

First.  Increased  duties  on  many  food  products  will,  as  I  have  pointed 
oat  heretofore,  increase  the  cost  of  living  to  the  industrial  and 
nonludusti-ial  workers  of  those  sections  of  the  country  which,  at  certain 
seasons  of  the  year  and  because  of  geographical  location,  do  not  pro- 
duce sufllcient  farm  products  and,  consequently,  must  purchase  from 
Canada  and  Cuba.  Compared  with  the  total  domestic  consumption,  this 
volume  of  Importa  is  insignificant,  and  really  calls  for  no  tariff  change. 
To  force  far  western  farm  products  upon  these  consumers  Is  impossible, 
because  of  prohibitive  freight  rates  and  perishability  factors.  Whatever 
tariff  rates  are  levied  will,  without  helping  the  farmer,  punish  these  con- 
sumers by  adding  the  duties  to  the  costs  of  what  they  need  to  support 
their  very  life. 

Second.  Canada  will  be  prompted  to  retaliation  If  we  succeed  in 
Oestroyiag  the  natural  market  of  her  farmers  along  the  international 
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border  south  of  Quebec  and  Montreal  It  can  not  be  too  often  reiter- 
ated, Canada  is  our  best  customer.  We  send  her  abont  double  the 
value  of  goods  we  buy  of  her  and  more  even  than  she  imports  from 
Great  Britain.  In  thi^  volume  of  business  which  we  sell  her  is  included 
7  per  cent  more  of  cotton  and  textiles  alone  than  all  her  shipments  to 
this  country  of  farm  products.  Are  we  to  engage  now  in  a  vain  attempt 
to  help  the  western  farmer  to  secure  a  lesser  volume  of  business  than 
Canada  contributes  to  the  cotton  growers  of  the  South? 

Third.  The  farmer  will  be  injured,  directly  and  Indirectly.  The  In- 
creased rates  will  temporarily  act  as  a  soothing  sirup,  but  in  the  end 
will  actually  lessen  his  argument  for  real  relief.  He  will  be  on  the 
defensive. 

If  I  understand  the  farmer's  stron;;est  appeal  and  surest  operative 
mea.sure  in  the  way  of  relief,  demanded  because  of  what  he  calls  the 
tariff  inequalities  between  him  and  other  producers,  It  is  the  so-called 
debenture  plan.  Whatever  logical  foundation  exists  for  this  plan  is  by 
reason  of  the  ineffectiveness  of  the  tariff  to  serve  the  farmer  with  bene- 
fits and  because  of  the  taiifl's  effectiveness  in  bcstotvLng  benefits  upon 
manufactures  that  the  farmer  must  purchase.  Even  opponents  of  the 
debenture  admit  it  "  will  do  the  work  "  of  bestowing  financial  relief,  so 
why  seek  to  t>efog  the  issue  for  him? 

Is  not  the  farmer  in  searching  for  real  relief  in  an  Immeasurably 
.stronger  position  if  he  takes  the  following  courses  : 

First.  Opposes  all  excessive  and  Indefensible  tariff  rates. 

Second.  Opposes  protection  to  trust-controlled  business. 

Third.  Insists  upon  the  strict  application  of  a  tariff  formula  based 
uiHiu  the  honest  difference  in  the  cost  of  unit  production  here  and  abroad 
of  comparable  commodities. 

Fourth.  Insists  upon  the  abolition  of  log-rolling  tariff  making,  in 
which  he  has  been  a  cat's-paw  for  every  past  tariff  bill  which  has  had 
the  sanction  of  the  farmers,  who  liave  never  failed  to  give  the  necessary 
votes  to  support  "  high  "  protection. 

Fifth.  Disavows  any  claim  to  or  beneflts  in  the  protective  system, 
seeking  and  accepting  no  shadow-boxing  rates  but  determinedly  insisting 
upon  the  debenture  as  the  only  fair  way  of  compensating  him  for  the 
economic  disadvantages  he  suffers  due  to  the  nationally  accepted  pro- 
tective tariff  policy  applicable  in  the  main  to  indus<try.  If  he  declines 
the  appeals  to  experiment  with  the  plausible  curatives  of  increased  tariff 
rates  he  will  t>e  the  sooner  able  to  make  his  position  of  inequality  foIl.v 
understood,  and  the  hour  of  his  convalescence  will  be  nearer.  The 
farmer  should  turn  with  indignation  upon  the  "medicine  men"  who 
offer  him  "rates"  (tariff  rates).  He.  above  all  men,  ought  to  be  sus- 
picious and  demand  the  "  medicine  "  that  will  "  do  the  work." 

It  seems  to  me  that  such  a  course.  In  view  of  the  farmer's  support 
of  high  protection,  might  ultimately  triumph.  Because  of  the  views 
heretofore  outlined.  I,  of  course,  can  not  follow  him  into  a  course  of 
action  which  has  admittedly  all  the  evils  of  the  protective  system  and  is 
alone  undertaken  and  Justified  as  an  offset  to  those  evils. 

NOMINATIONS    OF    ARMY    OFFlCni8 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  now  yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  REED.  From  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  as  in 
open  executive  session,  I  report  a  larjre  uuuiber  of  nominations. 
Most  of  tliem  are  routine  nominations.  Tliey  embrace  lialf  a 
dozen  general  oflBters,  but  all  the  others  are  routine.  The  num- 
ber is  so  larjre  that  it  seems  usrfess  to  have  them  printed  iu  the 
Executive  Calendar:  but,  as  the  action  of  the  committee  was 
unanimous,  I  ask  uuanimous  consent  that  the  nominations  may 
now  be  confirmed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arliansas.  I  think  the  principal  nomina- 
tions should  be  read.    I  have  no  knowledge  of  them. 

Mr.  RFJED.  On  the  flr«t  page  there  are  the  nominations  of 
four  general  officers. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  tliis  matter  had 
better  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  de- 
clines to  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Then  let  the  matter  go  over. 

Mr.  REED.  May  the  nominations  be  placed  on  the  Executive 
Calendar? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nominations 
will  be  iriaced  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

REVISION  OF  THE  TAKIFF 

T\\e  Senate,  ns  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  re.<aimed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  In  the  beginning,  I  wish  to 
assure  the  Senate  that  it  is  neither  by  design  nor  prearrange- 
ment  that  I  speak  to-<lay,  Friday,  the  13th  of  the  month,  rela- 
tive to  the  pendinsr  legislative  monstrosity.  If  I  should  give 
expression  an  a  partisan  it  would  be  of  no  surprise,  either  in 
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the  conception  of  construction  of  the  bill,  but  as  an  American 
I  ftfionld  say  that  I  feel  bumillatetl.  In  the  art  of  discrimina- 
tion, it  Is  a  nm-sterpieoe.  The  forked  tongue  of  hypocrisy  hisses 
through  every  paragraph  of  it ;  from  its  title  to  its  concluding 
clause  deception  alwunds.  If  snares  were  thistles,  it  would  be 
comparable  to  the  cactus  plains  of  Mexico.  First,  let  us  analyze 
the  title.  Heretofore  in  the  construction  of  revenue  measures 
those  who  have  framed  them  have  at  least  tried  to  state  fairly 
In  the  title  the  object  of  the  proixwed  legislation.  That  has  heen 
true  up  until  this  decade  In  every  tariff  bill  proiwsed  by 
Republican  leadership. 

In  1890  when  the  McKinley  Act  was  presented  the  title  read: 

An  act  to  reduce  the  revenue,  to  equalize  duties  on  imports,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

"To  reduce  the  revenue."  Mr,  McKinley  and  those  who 
worked  with  him  at  that  time  knew  that  a  protective  tariff  did 
not  increase  the  revenue  but  "  reduced  the  revenue."  Thus  it 
was  so  stated.  When  the  Dingey  bill  came  along  Mr.  Dlngiey 
and  those  who  worked  with  him  stated  In  the  title  of  the  bill 
that  it  was— 

An  act  to  provide  revenue  for  the  Government,  and  to  encourage 
industries. 

Then  came "  the  Payne- Aldrich  law,  whose  title  read  "  To 
provide  revenue." 

The  Underwood- Simmons  bill  followed,  and  its  title  read, 
"  To  reduce  duties,"  stating  the  fact. 

Then  the  title  of  the  Forduey-McCumber  bill  stated  that  it 
was — 

An  act  to  provide  revenue,  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  nations, 
and  to  encourage  Industries. 

For  the  first  time  In  a  tariff  measure  it  was  written  in  the 
title  of  the  Fordney-McCumber  bill  that  it  was  "  to  regulate 
cTfrnmerce  with  foreign  nations " ;  and  now  those  who  propose 
this  bill  begin  by  saying  in  the  title: 

An  act  to  provide  revenue,  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  coun- 
tries, to  encourage  the  industries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect 
American  labor. 

They  knew  the  very  expression  was  misleading.  It  did  not 
truly  state  the  purposes,  but  they  evidently  thought  they  might 
deceive  American  labor.  If  they  had  desired  to  indicate  In  the 
title  the  true  effect  which  this  bill  would  have,  they  would  have 
said : 

An  act  to  destroy  revenue,  to  stifle  commerce  with  foreign  countries, 
to  discourage  Industries,  to  flimflam  American  labor,  and  to  fleece  the 
American  farmer. 

Bear  with  me  while  I  discuss  the  effect  of  tariff  rates  upon 
labor. 

Statistics  under  the  last  census  show  that  the  number  of 
people  engaged  In  woi*  in  all  occupations  at  that  time  was 
41.000,000  plus.  In  the  manufacturing  and  mechanical  industry 
It  showed  only  one-tenth  of  the  population  of  the  country.  And 
of  that  number,  millions  were  engaged  In  the  work  of  those 
industries  that  were  paying  wages  free  from  the  protection  of 
tariff  duties.  It  bicluded  the  large  number  engaged  in  the  manu- 
facture of  agricultural  implements,  boots  and  shoes,  and  type- 
writers and  automobiles.  They  dther  had  no  tariff  protection 
or,  if  they  did,  it  was  Inoperative.  And  it  Is  a  remarkable  fact 
that  In  the  study  of  wages  In  America  the  laborers  who  receive 
the  highest  wages,  in  most  instances,  are  those  who  engaged 
in  work  unrelated  to  the  tariff.  The  tens  of  thousands  of  plas- 
terers and  carpenters  and  masons  are  not  protected  by  the 
tariff.  The  hundreds  of  thousands  of  men  working  up»on  the 
railroads  and  transportation  systems  are  not  protected  by  the 
tariff. 

Agricultural  iniplemetits,  typewriters,  boots,  and  shoes  are 
now  on  the  free  list,  and  under  the  Government  census  for 
manufactures  In  1923  we  find  that,  while  the  average  of  wages 
-to  materials  In  all  manufacturing  industries  at  that  time  was 
28.3  per  cent,  that  In. the  boot  and  shoe  industry  the  percentage 
of  wages  to  materials  was  36.2  per  cent;  In  the  agricultural 
Implements  Industry  it  was  45.3  per  cent;  and  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  typewriters  It  was  68.3  per  cent. 

We  find,  too,  that  the  percentage  of  wages  to  value  of  products 
in  all  manufacturing  Industries  was  23.1  per  cent,  while  in  the 
boot  and  shoe  lndu.stry,  the  manufacture  of  agricultural  imple- 
ments, and  in  typewriters  the  percentage  of  wages  to  value  of 
products  was  30  per  cent,  35  per  cent,  and  47.6  per  cent,  re- 
^>cctlvely.  So,  from  a  sttidy  and  anaiy.^ls  of  the  various  Indus 
trios  engaged  In  the  manufacturing  business,  we  find  that  gen- 
erally the  highest  wages  paid  are  those  In  industries  which  are 
not  protected  by  tariff  duties. 


Senators  will  nnderrtand  that  a  comparison  of  dally  wage 
rates  alone  that  enter  Into  the  cost  of  products  which  compete 
In  the  world  market  furnishes  no  working  index  iiointing  clearly 
to  actual  labor  wages  or  costs.  Such  comparison  Ignores  the 
relative  productivity  of  the  wage  earner,  relative  efficiency  of 
management,  and  relative  mechanical  equipment. 

Only  when  the  amount  of  wages  i>nid  Is  divide*!  by  the  amount 
of  product  of  the  employee  Is  reliable  and  serviceable  lnf(»rtna- 
tlon  furnished  as  to  comparative  labor  cost.s.  Both  the  amount 
of  wages  paid  and  the  amount  of  pnxlnct  are  essential  elejnents 
In  the  test  of  actual  w^ges. 

The  bltumlnous-coal  Industry  affords  one  of  the  simplest  illus- 
trations.   The  latest  figures  available  show: 
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It  will  be  noted  that  where  the  output  per  worker  is  substan- 
tially greater  In  the  United  States  than  In  Europe  the  wages 
paid  per  ton  in  Europe  are  greater  than  In  the  United  States. 

For  instance,  In  the  case  of  Belgium,  the  output  of  the  w«irker 
Is  only  about  16  per  cent  of  that  of  the  United  States  worker, 
while  the  Belgian  worker  Is  paid  about  30  per  cent  of  the 
amount  paid  the  American  miner. 

But.  since  the  title  of  the  bill  says  that  it  Is  to  protect  Ameri- 
can labor,  let  us  take  some  of  the  protected  articles :  for 
Instance,  soap. 

On  the  basis  of  quantity  produced  per  $100  paid  out  In  wages 
In  the  United  States  15,839  pounds  are  produced,  while  In  Great 
Britain  8,559  pounds  are  produced.  In  the  case  of  cement, 
which  Is  one  of  the  subjects  about  which  discussion  will  revolve 
later  on,  in  the  United  States  300  barrels  are  produced,  while 
in  Great  Britain  only  233  barrels  are  prodticed.  Taking  pig 
iron,  in  the  United  States  quantity  proiluoed  per  $100  is  81 
tons,  while  In  Great  Britain  the  production  Is  only  41  tons. 

As  an  Illustration,  let  me  compare  flOO  of  wages  In  the 
United  States  and  In  Great  Britain,  using  as  a  basis  the  quan- 
tity produced.  In  cotton  spinning  and  weaving,  for  Inst^mce, 
$100  of  wages  in  the  United  States  will  produce  In  the  United 
States  $180;  Great  Britain  the  same  anKmnt  of  wages  will 
produce  only  $175  of  value  In  cotton  spinning  and  weaving. 

Using  the  same  basis,  take  boots  and  shoes:  One  hundred 
dollars  paid  In  wages  In  the  United  States  will  produce  $197  of 
boots  and  shoes,  while  In  England  $100  In  wages  will  protluco 
only  $160  of  boots  and  shoes. 

Upon  the  same  basis.  In  the  production  of  iron  ore  In  the 
United  States,  $100  in  wages  will  produce  $264  of  iron  ore, 
while  in  Germany  $100  paid  out  In  wages  will  produce  only 
$195  of  Iron  ore. 

Let  me  compare  the  product  per  man  per  year  In  the  case  of 
brick,  which  will  be  a  question  of  controversy  In  the  discussion 
of  the  pending  bill.  In  the  United  States  the  average  man  iier 
year  will  produce  140,000  bricks,  while  in  Germany  one  mau  per 
year  will  produce  only  60,000  bricks. 

Take  steel :  In  the  United  States  oi»e  man  per  year  will  pro- 
duce 77  tons  of  steel,  while  In  Great  Britain  one  man  In  a  year 
will  produce  only  25  tons  of  steel. 

In  tin  plate,  one  man  per  year  In  the  Unlte<l  States  will  pro- 
duce 100  tons,  while  in  Great  Britain  one  man  per  year  will 
produce  25  tons. 

Let  us  take  window  glass :  One  man  In  the  United  Slat<^  per 
day  will  produce  21  square  meters,  while  In  Sweden  he  will 
produce  only  10  square  meters,  and  in  Belgium  11  square  meters. 

I^et  us  compare  this  country  with  that  of  Japan  In  cotton 
yarns :  One  man  per  day  throughout  the  year  will  produce  414 
pounds,  while  in  Japan  per  day  he  will  produce  104  pounds. 

Let  us  compare  the  agricultural  production  per  man  In  tho 
United  States  and  in  other  countries: 

One  man  in  the  United  States  will  prmluce  as  much  as  6% 
men  in  Italy,  3.6  men  in  Hungary,  3.2  men  In  France,  2i/.  men 
in  Germany,  2|A  men  in  Belgium,  and  2.3  m«?n  In  the  United 
Kingdom. 

As  a  general  rule,  the  wages  in  this  country  are  lowest  In 
those  Industries  that  receive  the  greatest  amoimt  of  protectlmi, 
and  are  highest  In  those  industries  that  are  not  Influenced  by 
tariff  advantages. 

As  an  illustration,  take  the  sugar-beet  Industry,  which  carries 
as   high    if   not    higher    protection    than    others    and    employs 
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Mexican  labor  at  aa  cheap  a  price  as  possible.  It  is  true  also 
in  the  highly  prt»tected  wwlen  Industry  and  in  the  silk  indus- 
try ;  and  it  is  just  the  opposite,  as  I  have  pointed  out.  In  the 
automobile  InUnstry.  the  manufacture  of  typewriters,  and  other 
industries  that  are  either  on  the  free  list  or  uninfluenced  by  the 
tariff. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mlssiss^ippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  do. 
^    Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    The  flares  being  given  us  by  the 
Senator    from    MisHi.<«ippi   are   exct>edingly    impressive.      Prom 
what  .«onrce  do  they  come? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  They  come  from  reports  made  by  Pro- 
fessor Taussig,  as  well  a.s  thf»  Census  B'lreau  and  the  Tariff 
Commission.    They  art'  quite  authentic. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  Presiident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Vh*e9  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  *o  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  HARItlSON.     I  do,  -l 

Mr.  BAUKLEY.  ReftTring  to  the  window-rfa.s9  situation,  has 
there  been  taken  into  ctMisideratlon  the  ha^^is  of  1928  or  1»21) 
or  n»2»? 

Mr  HARRISON.    These  figures,  I  think,  were  based  upon  the 

year  1927. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  state  to  the  Senator  that  if  he  had 
the  hgnres  for  the  present  time  they  would  be  still  more  im- 
pressive, because  the  old-fa.<?hioned  methods  of  manufacturing 
window  glass  have  been  practically  abandoned  in  the  Unltetl 
States,  so  tliat  today  American  labi»r  produces  evai  more  than 
the  ti:;un's  cited  bv  the  Senator  show. 

Mr  HARRISON.  Yes;  the  Senator  is  quite  right.  The 
Libl»ey-Owens  people,  for  instance,  are  operating  under  modem 
methods  nnd  making  tremendous  profits. 

Mr.  BRCH)KHAUT.     Mr.  President-^ 

The  VICE  PRESII>ENT.  Voes  th.»  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHAUT.  Has  the  Senator  a  comparison  of  the 
profits  of  capital  in  those  countrietiV 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  have  not. 

Mr.  KINO     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tlie  Senator  from  Missis-sippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa  that  the 
profits  of  the  large  co«cem.s  in  the  United  States  are  from  two 
to  four  times  as  great  as  those  of  the  concerns  In  the  other 
countries  referred  to. 

Mr  BROOKHART.  I  think  the  proportions  stated  by  the 
Senator  are  about  correct 

Mr.  H.\RRIS<^)N.  Mr.  Pre.-ident,  on  yesterday  the  di.stm- 
guishe<i  Senator  from  Utah  fMr.  SuootJ  made  a  speech  In 
which  he  told  about  the  large  exports  of  the  United  States  and 
also,  I  believe,  laid  down  the  principle  that  tariffs  have  little 
or  no  eflfe<t  upon  prices.  It  was  a  new  idea  to  be  advanced, 
but  that  is  what  appears  in  the  speech  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Utah. 

.  The  President  of  the  United  States,  while  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce, made  the  interesting  statement  that  less  than  6  per  cent 
of  our  total  productivity  is  exported— less  than  6  per  cent.  We 
all  know  that  we  dominate  the  world  in  the  possession  of  raw 
materials.  In  18  out  of  20  of  the  prime  raw  materials  we 
dominate  the  whole  world,  and,  occupying  the  position  that  we 
do,  it  would  seem  that  we  would  dominate  the  markets  of  the 
World  with  our  exports;  but  we  do  not  It  is  a  startling  fact, 
but  it  is  true,  that  France,  for  instance,  is  exporting  38  per 
cent  of  her  productivity ;  that  Germany  is  exporting  64  per  cent 
of  her  productivity;  that  Great  Britain  is  exporting  62  per 
cent  of  her  pniductivity ;  and  yet  in  the  case  of  this  great 
country,  with  the  organizing  genius  of  our  people  unaKJroached. 
with  more  cat^tal  than  any  other  peoi^e,  and  possessing  raw 
materials  such  as  no  other  country  possesses,  our  exports  when 
compared  to  our  total  productivity  are  only  6  per  cent. 

What  is  the  reason?  What  is  the  answer?  It  is  because  you 
have  throttled  international  trade  and  commerce  by  your  cus- 
tom duties.  You  are  shackling  the  industries  of  this  country 
and  shutting  the  door  of  opportunity  to  an  extension  and 
enlargment  of  American  business  through  tariff  restrictions. 
Protecting  American  labor!  If  that  were  true,  then  why  Is  it 
that  in  countries  such  as  Rusjiia  and  Italy  and  Germany  and 
other  countries  that  have  high  tariff  rates  the  wages  of  lal>oi 
are  not  high  also? 

No !  Too  know  this  tariff  Is  not  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
American  labor.  Labor  in  this  country  never  receiveil  a  Just 
wage  until  they  demanded  it  exacted  it  from  those  for  whom 


they  worked.  It  was  not  given  voluntarily.  I  am  glad  to-day 
to  see  a  better  day  dawning  and  a  finer  spirit  of  comradeship 
and  cooperation  between  labor  and  capital,  but  labor's  i^ace 
to-day  was  attained  through  demands  made  upon  their  em- 
ployers for  higher  wages.  It  is  only  In  rare  instances  where 
the  increa.sed  profits  are  shared  with  the  labor  employed. 

The  average  American  manufacturer  is  bent  upon  pmflts, 
and  In  only  a  few  ca.ses  are  those  who  direct  the  oi)eration  and 
management  actuated  by  humanitarian  motives,  either  in  retain- 
ing employees  or  Increasing  wages. 

Mr.  President,  since  the  passage  of  the  Fordney-McCuralier 
tariff  bill  there  has  been  much  discu.s.sion  about  the  tarifT. 
People  with  average  wages  and  salaries  have  folt  the  load  that 
they  have  been  forced  to  carry.  The  Increased  cost  of  li\ing 
has  been  apparent  np<m  every  side :  and  for  the  first  time  in 
the  history  of  the  country  those  engaged  in  agriculture  have 
waked  up  to  the  fact  that  the  industrial  wing  of  the  Republican 
Party  was  gouging  them  and  making  their  task  heavier.  So 
somewhat  of  a  revolt  has  arisen  in  this  country.  The  agricul- 
tural interests  for  the  first  time  appreciate  their  condition  and 
the  situation.  The  revolt  grew  to  such  an  extent  that  last  year. 
In  January,  here  in  this  body,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  MrM.48Trail  submitte<l  a  resolution  express- 
ing the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  there  should  be  a  revision  of  the 
tariff  and  a  lowering  of  the  rates,  equalizing  if  possible  or 
approaching  some  e^iualization  between  agriculture  and  other 
industries ;  and  to-day.  as  we  begin  the  discussion  of  the  bill 
now  given  to  us,  as  I  read  the  list  of  names  of  the  majority 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  then  read  the  vote 
taken  In  the  Senate  on  that  resolution.  I  may  say  that  I  am  not 
suri»rised  at  the  contents  of  this  tariff  proposal. 

It  Is  a  remarkable  fact — I  suppose  It  has  nt»  counterpart  in 
history — that  every  member  of  the  Republican  P-^rty  on  the 
Finance  Committee  that  wrote  this  bill  opposet*  and  voted 
against  the  McMaster  resolution  on  the  flix>r  of  the  Senate. 
Take  the  list  right  straight  down. 

Tliere  is  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootI.  He  was  loud 
in  his  denunciation  of  the  McMaster  resolution,  and  when  his 
name  was  called  he  voted  against  it.  There  is  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  SACKEmj.  who  helped  draw  this  bill.  He 
voted  against  the  McMaster  resolution,  as  did  the  Senator  from 
Oonnffticut  [Mr.  Bingham],  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Keyks],  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dicnecn],  the  Sena- 
tor from  Vermont  [Mr.  GaEETfE],  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  CouzENs],  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  ShortridoeJ, 
the  Senator  from  Pennsjlvanla  [Mr.  RekdI,  and  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson].  The  only  one  of  the  Republican 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee  who  did  not  vote  on  the 
McMaster  resolution  was  the  new  Ambassador  to  France,  the 
S«iator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge]  :  hut  lie  was  paired  against 
it.  Nobody  ever  suspected  that  he  would  have  voted  for  it ; 
and  thus  it  is  that  this  legislation  is  brought  before  the  Senate. 
Under  the  rules  of  the  Senate  I  am  not  permitted  to  criticise 
the  House  of  Representatives.  I  have  no  desire  to  do  it.  1  do 
not  like  the  rules  as  they  are  administered  by  some  people; 
but  from  speeches  made  on  the  floor  of  the  House  It  is  clear  tliat 
this  bill,  after  It  came  out  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
was,  through  gag  rule,  forced  through  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives without  the  opportunity  being  allowed  of  offering  amend- 
ments or  of  voting  to  re<luce  many  of  the  rates  carried  in  it; 
and  that  is  the  way  this  bill  came  to  us. 

When  the  bill  got  here  what  happened?  It  was  referred  to 
the  Finance  Committee,  and  then  we  had  long  hearings.  We 
thought  perhaps  the  Democrats  miglit  help  you  to  write  a  very 
good  bill ;  but  as  soon  as  you  had  listened  to  all  the  representa- 
tives of  special  interests  in  this  country  telling  you  what  they 
wanted,  many  of  them  demanding  you  to  do  certain  things,  you 
went  behind  closed  doors  and  there  closeted  together  began  to 
write  the  bill.  Hut  before  you  did  that,  after  conferring  and 
caucusing  a  little  bit,  you  said,  "  Now,  let  us  allocate  this  work. 
It  will  take  too  long,  and  there  will  be  too  many  complications, 
if  all  the  majority  members  sit  in  the  committee  and  write  this 
bill.  So  let  us  parcel  It  out.  Let  us  give  one  sche<lule  to  a 
certain  gioup  of  Senators,  and  let  us  give  another  .schedule  to 
another  group,  In  order  that  we  may  hasten  our  work  and  get  a 
common  understanding  quickly  in  this  matter." 

So  I  can  imagine  now  my  friend  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot] 
sitting  at  the  head  of  the  council  table,  with  all  these  distin- 
guished Senators  who  had  fought  the  McMaster  resolution  and 
had  voted  against  it  sitting  aruund :  and  the  first  one  who  spoke 
up  .said.  "  Well,  what  are  we  going  to  do  about  sugar?  How 
about  tlie  sugar  schedule?  Who  Is  going  to  be  chairman  of  that? 
Who  is  going  to  direct  that  schedule?"  I  can  Imagine  that 
many  members  of  the  Cfimmittee  said  that  their  people  were 
interested  in  the  price  of  sugar.  I  imagine  that  at  least  one 
Semitor  said,  "1  can  remember  when  the  price  soared  so  high 
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that  we  bad  to  send  abroad  and  import  sugar  into  this  country." 
Another  may  have  spoken  up  and  said,  "  Yes ;  some  of  the  same 
crowd  who  are  now  asking  for  the  increase  were  indicted  during 
the  war  for  extortion  in  sugar  prices."  Many  no  doubt  expressed 
a  desire  to  be  placed  on  that  subcommittee.  Then  I  fancy  I 
can  hear  the  saccharine  voice  of  my  friend  from  Utah  as  he 
quiets  the  argument  and  says,  "  Now,  here,  fellows,  sugar  is 
mine.  I  am  experiericed  In  the  di.scussion  of  high  sugar  rates. 
I  am  the  Lindbergh  of  sugar  aviation.  I  know  more  about  sugar 
than  all  of  you  put  together.  I  came  up  in  sugar.  My  friends 
and  political  allies  and  associates  are  engaged  in  the  sugar  busi- 
ness. Do  not  take  away  from  me  that  upon  which  my  reputa- 
tion was  based."  Either  he  got  into  repute  or  disrepute  al>out 
It  I  do  not  know  which ;  but  he  said,  "  Give  me  sugar  above 
everything  else."  So  naturally  they  gave  to  him  sugar,  and  he 
proceeded  then  with  his  work  on  the  sugar  schedule. 

It  Is  unfortunate  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  could  not  put 
over  his  great  sliding-scale  scheme,  which  he  nursed  for  nights 
and  cared  for  by  day,  and  which  the  newspapers  quoted  him 
as  having  gone  over  with  President  Hoover,  but  which  he  after- 
wards denied.  When  he  proi)os»>d  it  to  the  full  committee,  and 
witnesses  came  here  from  everywhere,  not  a  single  voice  repre- 
senting any  industry  in  this  country  Indorsed  his  propo.^1.  So 
by  that  action  they  somewhat  condemned  his  knowledge  of 
sugar;  but  he  got  it,  and  he  is  the  one  who  steered  the  sugar 
schedule  here.  He  first  wanted  the  same  increased  rates  that 
were  carried  In  the  House  bill,  although  It  is  said  he  voted 
against  them  when  you  had  your  secret  votes  In  the  committee; 
hut  at  least  he  was  able  to  bring  out  of  that  committee  an  in- 
creased rate  that  will  lay  an  additional  burden  of  $55,000,000 
upon  American  sugar  consumers. 

Then  there  arose  the  question  of  the  cotton  schedule.  "  Who 
will  take  the  chairmanship  of  the  subcommittee  having  charge 
of  the  cotton  schedule?  "  That  is  an  imp<H'tant  schedule,  and 
I  imagine  several  voices  rose;  but  finally  one  voice,  in  that 
suave,  well-mannered,  and  diplomatic  way  of  my  friend  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Biroham].  He  said,  "Now,  here.  Mr.  Chair- 
ma  n,  we  have  given  you  sugar.  You  ought  to  be  satisfied.  But 
I  have  got  to  satisfy  my  people.  Your  becMning  chairman  of 
the  sulx-ommittee  on  sugar  may  satisfy  the  Great  Western 
Sugar  Co.,  which  has  had  poured  Into  its  treasury  for  years 
millions  on  millions  of  dollars,  and  needs  no  iM^>tection.  It 
might  satisfy  the  Utah-Idaho  Sugar  Co.  and  the  other  great 
sugar-beet  comptiuies  in  Utah  and  that  section  of  the  country." 
But  my  friend  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  must  have  said, 
*•  Now,  I  have  to  satisfy  my  people.  Here  is  the  subject  of 
cotton  textiles.  That  Is  one  of  the  things  that  made  Connecti- 
cut iM-ospwouB  and  famous  in  days  gone  by.  The  people  lu  that 
industry  are  my  friends.  I  know  them.  I  know  the  cotton 
industry.  They  have  not  only  contributed  to  my  pleasure," 
said  he,  *'  but  they  have  contributed  to  my  campaign,  and  they 
have  been  generous  to  the  Republican  Party  in  thdr  contribu- 
tions. This  first  time  when  I  come  down  here  and  am  in  a 
position  to  serve  these  special  interests  In  Connecticut  the  first 
opportunity  I  have  to  do  them  a  favor,  do  not  take  it  away 
from  me.  Let  me  serve  as  chairman  of  this  subcommittee."  So 
the  Senator  from  lUah  evidently  said,  "All  right ;  I  think  that 
proper ;  you  take  the  cotton  schedule." 

Then  they  had  to  put  two  others  on  that  subcommittee.  They 
wanted  to  get  one,  no  doubt,  from  Rhode  Island,  because  many 
in  Rhode  Island  are  engaged  in  the  cotton-textile  industry. 
But  my  friend  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Metcalf] 
did  not  happen  to  be  on  the  Committee  on  Finance.  So  they 
said,  "  Who  shall  it  be?  Massachusetts  has  not  a  Republican  on 
that  committee.  To  whom  shall  we  give  Rhode  Island?"  So 
they  went  forth  and  said,  "  The  prodigal  son  who  left  Rhode 
Island  many  years  ago  and  went  to  Kentucky  can  serve  her  in- 
terests on  that  committee."  So  it  was  that  my  friend  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackett]  was  jriaced  on  it. 

Then  they  went  up  into  Vermont  and  they  said,  "  That  is  close 
by  Connecticut  Let  Vermont  have  a  representative  on  that  sub- 
committee. He  can  help  Rhode  Island  out."  So  they  put  my 
friend  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Greene]  on  that  subcommittee. 

Then  they  got  down  to  the  wool  schedule,  and  again  the  voice 
of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  rose,  and  the  same  group  was 
put  on  that  subcommittee,  handling  woolens  of  all  kinds,  serving 
those  interests  which  had  served  them  in  the  past.  They  were 
put  on  that  committee  to  write  the  bill. 

Tlien  they  came  to  the  silk  s»-hedule.  Surely  they  were  not 
going  to  put  the  same  group  in  charge  of  the  silk  schedule. 
But  then  the  voice  from  Connecticut  rose  again,  and  he  said. 
**  Now,  here,  you  fellows  know  Horace  Cheney.  You  know  he  is 
the  legislative  representative  of  the  whole  silk  industry  in  this 
country.  He  lives  in  my  State.  He  is  my  friend.  Give  me  this 
chairmanship  in  order  that  I  nuiy  serve  that  interest  alao."    So 


the  same  three  musketeers  were  placed  In  charge  of  the  silk 
schedule. 

Then  they  got  down  to  earthenware,  an  important  subject,  the 
schedule  which  deals  with  almost  everything  that  goes  into  the 
kitchen  and  into  tlie  dining  room,  that  has  to  do  with  bri«k  and 
cement,  tiles  of  every  kind,  crockery,  and  chinaware.  Tlien  the 
question  arose  as  to  who  should  go  on  the  sul»committee  having 
charge  of  that  schedule,  who  would  direct  it.  Various  ones, 
perhaps,  were  suggested;  but  finally  I  think  I  can  hear  my 
friend  from  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge]  saying.  "  Now,  liK)k 
here.  I  have  been  in  the  Soiate  a  long  time.  I  am  staying  here 
longer  than  I  should  stay  if  I  would  answer  the  call  to  duty. 
Months  ago  I  was  chosen  as  ambassador  to  France;  but  my 
frimds  want  me  to  stay  in  the  Senate  and  serve  on  this  Finance 
Committee  until  at  least  some  of  these  schedules  .shall  have  been 
voted  upi>n.  If  you  ask  me  any  other  reason  for  not  going  I  can 
not  tell  you;  but  it  is  the  one  time  in  my  legislative  experience 
when  I  can  render  real  service  to  those  men  and  leaders  of  In- 
dustry In  New  Jersey  engaged  in  pottery  and  earthenware 
manufacture  of  every  kind,  and  I  want  that  chairmanship.  It 
is  perhaps  the  la.st  request  I  shall  make  of  you  gentlemen.  I.et 
it  be  my  valedictory  in  legislative  performances."  So  it  was  that 
the  Senator  from  Utah,  whose  heart  is  always  warm,  said, 
"  Well,  I  will  not  refuse  you."  So  he  made  him  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  on  the  earthenware  schedule. 

Mr.  AI.LEN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fcss  In  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  fronr  Mississippi  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  just  wanted  to  ask,  for  infornrwtlon,  whether 
these  answers  and  questions  were  apocryphal  or  actual? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Seiuitor  ought  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah.  He  could  Indorse  what  I  am  saying;  but  he  keeps  his 
peace,  thus  silence  gives  approval. 

Then  they  came  to  put  some  other  gentleman  on  the  sulx^ora- 
mlttee.  Of  course,  the  Senator  from  lltah,  a  State  which  pro- 
duces a  good  deal  of  material  that  goes  Into  earthenware, 
wanted  to  get  on  the  subcommittee;  he  was  not  going  to  let 
that  chance  slip,  even  though  he  had  become  chairman  of  the 
subcomrmittee  having  charge  of  the  sugar  schedule.  So  he 
reserved  a  place  for  himself. 

Then  the  voice  of  the  amba.ssador  from  Pennsylvania  rose, 
and  he  said,  "  Now,  here,  gentlemen ;  here  is  the  place  where  I 
must  be.  They  have  a  lot  of  these  potter>-  manufactures  and 
various  things  that  are  included  in  the  earthenware  schedule 
in  New  Jersey,  but  I  want  to  tell  you  that  Pennsylvania  has  a 
lot  of  them,  and  I  must  go  on  that  sulKommittee,  because,  you 
know,  there  is  just  one  of  me  here  from  that  State,  and  they 
look  to  me  to  do  great  things  at  this  particular  time."  His 
appeals  were  so  tellliig  that  he  couvimtHl  the  Senator  from 
Utah  that  he  ought  to  go  on  that  subcommittee,  and  so  he  did. 

Thus  that  sul>committee  was  made  up,  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey,  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  and  the  Senator  from 
the  far  West,  and  it  ■was  there,  in  the  secret  council  chamber 
of  that  subcommittee,  where  the  West  and  the  East  met,  and 
they  blended  together  in  brotherly  love  and  common  under- 
standing. 

Tlien  they  got  down  to  the  next  schedule,  the  steel  schedule., 
l^at  Is  an  important  schedule,  the  steel  schedule.  The  Repul>- 
lican  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  know  more  about  the 
steel  schedule  than  they  do  about  any  other  schedule.  I  except, 
of  course,  my  friend,  the  Senator  from  Utah,  where  sugar  is 
concerned. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  will  not  the  Senator  explain 
how  he  spells  the  name  of  that  schedule? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  is  referring  to  the  steel 
schedule? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senators  on  the  other  side  know  how 
to  spell  It 

The  question  was  who  was  to  go  on  that  subcommittee.  They 
looked  around  the  table,  no  doubt,  and  saw  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Couzkns],  a  man  who  was  ex- 
perienced in  manufacturing,  who  had  made  a  great  success  out 
of  it  who  knew  it,  who  was  a  great  organizer,  who  had  bought 
steel  in  the  manufacture  of  automobiles;  but  he  had  been  an 
unruly  boy  in  committee  matters^  It  was  he  who  gave  out 
news.  When  the  majority  members  were  giving  it  out  to  their 
constituents  as  to  how  rates  were  being  increa.sed  and  de- 
creased, he  gave  the  information  to  the  press.  So  he  was  not 
in  very  good  grace  to  get  a  high  committee  assignment,  and 
they  disregarded  him.  Tlien  it  was,  I  Imagine,  that  the  voice 
from  Pennsylvania  rose  and  said,  "Now,  here;  I  should  not 
think  you  would  delay  this  matter  at  all.  There  should  not  be 
an/  question  as  to  who  sliouid  become  chairman  of  ttie  sub- 
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committee  having  charge  of  the  metal  schedule.  I  know  more 
about  steel  than  the  chairman  of  the  committee  knows  about 
8u^'!ir.  I  have  seen  the  skies  blackened  from  the  smoke  of  the 
factories  of  my  dty.  I  have  seen  the  furnaces  reflecting  their 
flares.  I  know  steel  now.  I  have  known  it  for  years.  I  have 
sat  at  the  same  table  with  those  engaged  in  that  Industry.  I 
have  conferred  with  them.  I  have  counseled  them.  I  have 
kept  them  out  of  Jail.  I  know  their  ways.  I  know  their  views, 
as  weil  as  their  wants.  You  must  put  me  on  as  chairman  of 
this  subcommittee."  So  the  big-hearted  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee  and  the  other  members  said,  "All  right ;  you 
take  the  chairmanship  of  the  subcommittee  having  charge  of 
the  steel  schedule."  Then  it  was  they  put  on  that  subcommittee 
his  distinguished  coworker  and  laborer,  who  has  some  steel 
interest  in  his  section,  Mr.  Edge. 

Thus,  Mr.  President,  this  bill  was  drafted.  No  band  of 
pirates  ever  better  pillaged  and  looted  a  victim,  and  were 
more  successful  In  getting  their  prey,  than  has  this  set  of 
distinguished  gentlemen,  t)ehind  closed  doors,  in  writing  a  bill 
which  In  effect  would  rob  the  American  consumer. 

Yes ;  It  Is  a  great  success  In  that  respect.  traflBcking  and  trad- 
ing and  swapping,  as  you  j!id,  forming  your  blocs.  That  is  the 
way  you  concocted  this  conspiracy  against  the  American  people. 
In  "this  debate  it  will  be  revealed.  We  will  show  to  the  people 
just  what  you  have  done.  We  will  arouse  them,  not  by  gentle 
zephyrs,  because  such  breezes  sometimes  lull  to  sleep;  but  we 
will  provoke  such  a  storm  of  discussion  here  that  will  stir 
the  people  to  move  against  you  in  this  tragic  event 

Yesterday  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Utah  attempted  to 
jAeffnd  this  bill  on  the  theory  that  it  was  in  line  with  what  the 
-^"^^Presldent  wanted.     He  quoted  from  President  Hoover.    When 
the  qaeetlon  was  put  to  him  as  to  whether  or  not  he  had  con- 
ferred with  the  President  touching  this  bill,   he  said  no,  he 
had  not  conferred  with  him. 

Ah,  what  a  situation  have  we  in  this  country !  A  President 
of  the  United  States  of  Republican  faith  calls  Congress  to- 
gether to  revise  the  tariff,  and  not  yet  has  he  taken  into  his 
confidence  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
Senate.  Is  it  becatise  he  has  not  the  courage  to  suggest  or 
outline  a  course,  or  Is  It  be<'aune  the  S«iator  from  Utah  refwwd 
to  go  and  confer  with  him?  It  in  said  that  his  Influence  has 
been  felt  in  the  writing  of  this  bill  only  in  connection  with  the 
rateM  pat  n|Km  fishing  rods  and  files  and  fishing  reels  of  erery 
kind.  The  Uoose  increased  th(we  rates,  but  that  was  before 
the  President  had  established  his  fishing  camp  on  the  historic 
banks  of  the  Rapidan.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  did 
refuMf  to  follow  the  House  In  that  instance. 

Mr.  I*reiiident,  thej  are  attempting  to  hoodwink  the  American 
farmer.  Yet,  tliere  is  one  good  thing  coming  out  of  all  this, 
and  that  U  that  now  the  American  farmer  is  alive  to  what  they 
are  doing  to  him.  He  knows  now  of  the  unholy  wedlock  be- 
tween big  business  and  this  Government,  and  that  he  can  not 
afford  to  sit  down  at  the  same  table  with  these  bloated  repre- 
sentatives of  special  interests,  because  he  is  too  hungry,  the 
farmer  is  too  lean,  he  can  not  possibly  get  a  fair  division  of 
the  proTender.  The  bloated  representative  of  special  interests 
will  get  all  the  pie  and  leave  only  to  the  farmer  the  crust ;  and 
that  is  what  they  have  done  in  framing  this  bill. 

Trying  to  protect  American  labor?  Trying  to  help  the 
farmer?  Every  ounce  of  increase  given  to  him  In  a  tariff  rate 
has  been  offset  by  the  laying  upon  him  of  a  pound  of  burden  in 
tt>e  increases  that  he  will  have  to  bear.  Let  me  read  some  of 
tb(>>ie  increases  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that 
under  the  prestpt  law,  enacted  before  these  unreasonably  high 
increases  were  made  in  the  pending  bill,  the  ad  valorem  on 
woolen  manufacsures  was  61  per  cent,  on  cotton  manufactures 
47  per  cent,  on  silk  manufactures  60  per  cent,  on  metals  49  per 
cent,  and  on  pottery  and  earthenware  60  per  cent.  Do  you 
think  you  liave  satisfied  the  farmer  by  giving  him  in  most  in- 
stances mere  paper  increases?  The  Senator  from  Utah  ad- 
mitted in  his  report  that  in  many  cases  the  Increases  were 
paper  increases.  No  one  ousht  to  know  this  better  than  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Aixkn],  who  knows 
how  the  people  of  Kansas  feel  about  it. 

In  July.  1928,  the  price  of  21  representative  farm  products 
was  146  on  the  1913  basis,  whereas  the  relative  prices  of  the 
principal  products  the  farmer  buys  was  at  that  time  172  on  the 
same  basis.  In  July,  1928.  100  units  of  the  principal  farm 
products  would  purchase  only  82  units  of  the  principal  things 
the  fanner  had  to  buy.  One  hundred  units  of  farm  products 
would  purchase  73  units  of  clothing,  would  purchase  79  units  of 
hanst>hold  supplies,  or  would  purcha.se  88  units  of  building  ma- 
terial, and  yet  on  every  one  of  those  Items  you  have  increased 
ttie  rate  and  widened  the  gulf. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  yesterday  permitted  me  to  have 
placed  in  the  Rbookd  the  large  percentage  of  increases  covered 
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n  the  many  schedules  of  the  bill.  He  had  left  them  out  of  his 
lummary,  but  the  percentage  increases  were  placed  in  the 
{EOOBD  at  my  request  in  the  form  of  tabulations  prepared  by 
he  Tariff  Commission.  Let  me  call  some  of  the  facts  to  your 
ittentlon. 

In  the  chemical  schedule  you  have  increased  the  rates  on  74 
irtlcles  and  decreased  them  on  29.  The  29  decreases  made  in 
hose  schedules,  as  well  as  the  decrea.ses  in  other  schedules — 
ind  I  lay  it  down  and  the  Senator  will  not  now  deny  it — were 
•ither  in  cases  where  our  productivity  was  so  great  that  there 
vas  no  Importation  whatsoever,  or  tJiat  we  had  no  production 
i)f  those  articles  and  our  importations  were  Inrge.  One  or  the 
)thw  was  true,  so  no  benefit  whatsoever  is  given  to  the  con- 
irumer  In  those  decreases. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Missls- 
lippi  yiehl  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusett8.  Is  the  reduction  to  which  the 
3enator  referred  a  reduction  of  the  House  rate  or  a  reduction 
>f  the  rate  in  the  present  law? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  referring  to  the  present  law.  I  am 
;oing  through  the  schedtiles  to  show  how  many  Increases  were 
nade  and  how  many  decreases  were  made  from  the  present 
aw.  This  tabulation  is  preparetl  by  experts  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
nission.  The  Senator  from  Utah  would  have  the  country  believe 
liat  there  were  none  of  the  large  increases  we  have  heretofore 
liscusaed.  In  the  eartlienware  schedule  they  made  20  decreases 
md  put  cm  99  increases.  In  the  metal  schedule  they  made  45 
decreases  and  181  increases.  Those  de<'reases  in  the  main  were 
lue  to  the  fact  that  manganese  was  taken  from  the  dutiable 
ist  and  put  on  the  free  list  and  the  compensatory  duty  retluced 
iccordlugly. 

In  sugar  you  made  14  increases  and  no  decreases.  In  to- 
)acco  you  made  1  increase  and  no  decreas-?.  In  agriculture 
rou  made  11  de<refi«es  and  179  increases,  and  only  In  the  rarest 
)f  Instances,  as  we  will  show  as  the  debate  jjoes  on.  are  those 
ncreases  going  to  do  the  farmer  any  good.  I  do  not  say  in  all 
nstanres  they  will  not  do  him  any  good,  but  in  the  great  ma- 
lorlty  of  ln>»tan(e8  they  do  not  help  him. 

In  spirits  there  were  6  Increases  and  no  decreases.  In  the 
rotten  schedule  there  were  28  increawes  and  10  dei-reases.  In 
he  flax  and  jute  M'hednle  there  were  30  Imreases  and  1  decrease, 
[n  the  wool  sche<lule  there  were  61  Increases  and  5  decreases. 
In  the  rayon  whednle  there  were  16  Increases  and  1  decrease, 
in  the  silk  schedule  tlu-re  were  10  Increase*  and  2  de«'reaM»s, 
in  the  paper  schedule  there  were  23  increases  and  1  dei-rease. 
In  the  sundries  schedule  there  were  162  increases  and  25  de- 
i;reases.  That  is  what  you  have  done  in  carrying  <iut  the 
Promise  of  your  candidate  for  Prenident  in  the  last  election. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  cite  this  significant  Illustration.  If  a 
farmer  from  Iowa  with  his  wheat  or  corn  or  a  farmer  from  my 
State  with  his  cotton  should  go  to  England  and  sell  his  product 
for  $5,000  and  then  buy  goods  there  such  as  are  needed  in  the 
construction  of  a  home.  In  the  way  of  lumber,  brick,  cement, 
furnishings,  and  necessities  that  go  Into  a  home,  he  would  find 
when  he  got  to  the  customhouse  at  New  York  with  his  goo4ls, 
If  the  proposed  rates  were  applied,  he  would  have  to  pay  ?2.785 
of  customs  duties.  The  duty  would  be  in  that  Instance  10  per 
cent  more  than  under  the  present  law.  That  Is  what  you  have 
ilone  to  him  In  this  bill.  If  he  took  his  $5,000  and  came  home 
and  purchased  the  same  goods  in  the  United  States,  he  would 
pay  a  great  deal  more  than  the  $2,785  increase. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  smiles,  because  he  said  that  the  tariff 
has  no  effect  upon  prices.  We  have  never  contended  that  the 
exact  amount  of  the  tariff  is  reflected  Immediately  in  the  prices 
In  all  instances,  but  in  a  great  many  instances  It  Is.  It  Is  in 
the  case  of  sugar,  for  instance.  It  is  largely  In  the  case  of  wool, 
for  Instance.  When  we  have  a  monopoly  in  this  country,  or  a 
combination,  they  use  those  tariff  duties  as  a  screen  behind 
which  to  form  combinations  and  fix  unreasonable  prices.  That 
is  the  reason  why  there  has  grown  up  in  this  country  institutes 
and  associations  which  have  their  meetings  and  approach  com- 
mon understandings  as  to  prices  and  policies. 

When  the  subcommittee  dealing  with  sugar  was  holding  Its 
hearings,  Mr.  Spreckels  came  before  us  and  told  us  of  the  or- 
e:anization  of  the  Sugar  Institute.  You  have  the  same  thing  In 
the  steel  industry,  you  have  it  in  the  cement  industry,  and  you 
have  it  in  every  large  industry  In  the  country.  It  Is  these  In- 
stitutes which  work  b^ind  the  walls  of  protection  and  raise 
the  prices  as  high  as  they  can  to  the  American  consumer. 

Mr.  President  let  me  take  a  few  of  the  rates  carried  in  the 
agricultural  schedule  upon  which  you  have  made  increases. 
Let  me  show  the  fallacy  of  those  rates  and  the  hypocrisy  of 
the  practice  of  the  majority  ot  the  committee  In  the  writing 
(tf  the  bilL  - 
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Corn  has  been  alluded  to,  1  wonder  if  the  Senator  frwn 
Utah  would  now  rise  in  his  place  In  the  Senate  and  say  that 
the  duty  on  corn  helps  the  price  of  corn.  There  is  produced 
in  this  country  2,800,000,000  bushels  of  com,  and  the  importa- 
tions were  only  583.000  bushels.  We  exjwrt  over  25.000,000 
bushels  of  corn,  and  yet,  In  order  to  fool  the  corn  farmer,  they 
increased  the  duty  on  com  from  15  to  25  cents  a  bushel. 

Mr.  BROOKIIART.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Does  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr,  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKIIART.  On  that  proposition,  does  not  the  Re- 
publicsm  majority  intend  to  give  us  the  debenture  to  make  the 
corn  tariff  effective? 

Mr.  HARRISON,     They  ought  to  do  so. 

Corn  grits.  We  export  739,000  pounds  and  import  31  pounds. 
The  year  previous  we  imported  21  pounds.  Yet  you  increasetl 
the  duty  on  corn  grits  from  30  to  50  cents  a  hundred  pounds. 
That  is  an  example  of  the  way  you  have  acted,  I  know  that 
the  Senator  from  Utah  is  ashamed  of  his  work,  because  be  does 
not  like  to  practice  that  kind  of  deception.  He  wants  to  have 
a  little  bit  of  reason  behind  his  acts.  I  can  not  believe  that 
the  Senator  voted  for  those  rates  in  the  ctimmittee.  If  he  did, 
I  wi.sh  to  yield  to  him  now  to  explain  why  he  did  it  and  to  say 
whether  it  would  affect  the  price  of  com  grits  or  corn.  The 
Senator  remains  silent. 

Oats.  We  produced  1,500,000,000  bushels  and  we  imported 
489.000  bushels  and  we  exported  over  10,000,000  bushels— and 
yet  you  have  put  a  tariff  on  oats. 

Rye.  We  produced  41,000.000  bushels  and  we  exported 
15,000.000  bushels,  but  we  only  imported  1.500  bushels,  and  yet 
your  bill  carries  a  duty  of  15  cents  a  bushel. 

Barley.  The  production  was  350.0(X).000  bushels,  the  imports 
7,000  bushels,  and  the  exports  55,0<)0,000  busheis,  and  yet  you  put 
a  duly  of  20  cents  a  bu.shel  on  barley.  There  Is  not  a  Senator 
over  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  that  will  rise  In  his  place 
and  say  that  that  will  help  the  barley  producer  one  lota. 

Mr.  BROOKIIART.     Mr,  President 

The  VK:E  president.  Dm-s  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  lowaV 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BUOOKHART.  Does  the  Senator  mean,  to  say  that  the 
It'lMibllcan  uumiiImtm  of  the  Finarue  Committee  forgot  to  give 
un  Huy  debenture  on  any  of  those  things  so  that  the  tariff  would 
be  effective? 

Mr,  HARRISON.  They  have  not  written  It  yet  in  the  bill, 
I  hope  we  may  be  able  to  write  it  in  the  bill  before  we  conclude 
its  couMideration  so  we  nmy  be  able  to  malte  some  farm  rates 
really  effective. 

Let  me  now  refer  to  lard  and  lard  compounds.  I  have  just 
picketl  out  a  few  of  these  items.  There  is  an  increase  on  lard 
in  the  present  bill  from  1  cent  to  3  cents,  a  pretty  big  increase 
per  pound.  On  lard  compounds  the  increase  is  from  4  cents 
to  5  cents  a  pound.  Now  let  us  see  what  the  true  facts  are 
about  lard  and  lard  compounds. 

The  priKluctiou  in  the  United  States  last  year  was  2,500,000.000 
pounds — billions,  not  millious.  The  exportatlons  were  788,- 
000.000  pounds,  the  Importations  were  none,  and  yet  the  major- 
ity of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  increased  the  rate  two  or 
three  huudi-ed  per  cent  on  lard  and  lard  compounds.  You  know 
you  are  trying  to  fool  the  farmer.  You  know  It  is  gross  decep- 
tion and  yet  you  remain  quiet  Ln  your  seats  and  refuse  to  rise 
to  defend  such  an  action. 

Why  do  you  not  be  fair  with  the  American  farmer?  That  Is 
what  we  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  are  trying  to  do.  We  will  vote 
for  rates  In  the  bill  on  agricultural  products  and  anything  else 
wherever  the  importations  are  sufficiently  large  as  to  flood  our 
market  and  create  unfair  competition.  We  will  vote  for  such 
lates,  but  not  for  such  propositions  as  those  I  have  cited,  be- 
cause as  to  those  you  are  merely  trying  to  fool  somebody, 

I^t  us  take  ham,  bacon,  and  shoulders.  They  carry  a  rate  of 
3.25  cents  a  pound.  The  production  in  this  country  is  3.750,- 
000,000  pounds.  Our  exportatlons  were  500,000,000  pounds  and 
the  importations  1,500,000  pounds,  and  yet  you  carry  that  high 
rate  in  the  present  bill. 

As  to  apples,  the  production  is  184,000,000  bushels,  the  ex- 
portatlons nearly  14,000,000  bushels,  and  our  importations 
114.000  bushels,  and  yet  you  have  put  the  high  duty  of  25  cents 
a  bushel  on  apples. 

Peachefs.  The  prfwluction  of  peaches  last  year  was  68,000.000 
bushels,  the  exportatlons  were  500,(X>0  bushels,  and  the  impor- 
tations were  only  4,000  bushels,  and  yet  you  put  a  big  rate  on 
peaches.  You  think  that  is  going  to  help  j-ou  get  some  votes 
among  the  [teach  growers,  but  do  you  think  there  is  any  peach 
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grower  In  the  country  or  any  man  who  produces  peaches  that 
has  not  enough  sense  to  know  that  that  duty  Is  not  going  to  help 
htm?  Why  did  you  put  it  In  tl»e  bill?  It  was  done  simply  to 
fool  somebody, 

Broouicom.  Here  is  a  fine  example.  We  produceil  last  vcar 
in  the  United  States  91,000.0(X)  pounds  of  brt»omcon!.  '  We 
exported  over  10.000.000  pounds.  We  Imported  155  pounds. 
And  yet  you  took  broomcorn  from  the  free  list  and  put  a  tariff 
duty  of  $25  a  ton  on  it.  That  was  a  fine  act.  Do  the  Republi- 
can members  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  think  that  they 
are  going  to  fool  some  broomcorn  farmer  on  that  proposition? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tlie  Senator  from  Mississii>pl 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr,  HARRISON.    Yes ;  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr,  BROOKHART.  There  is  one  thing  in  this  situation  that, 
as  I  see  it,  may  result  in  benefit  to  tl»e  farmer.  The  higher  Uio 
rates  are  put  up  the  greater  the  deltenture  we  may  put  into 
the  bill, 

Mr.  HARRISON,    Now  let  me  take  another  commodity. 

Mr,  REED.  Will  the  Senator  from  Mi-ssissippi  tell  lis  what 
the  imports  of  broomcorn  were? 

Mr.  HARRISON,  The  imports  of  broomcorn  were  155 
pounds. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  if  the  Seimtor  will  lf)ok  at  the  figures  he 
will  find  that  he  is  In  error, 

Mr,  HARRISON,  I  am  not  mistaken  about  It  at  all.  tx-cau-sie 
I  happened  to  be  on  the  subcommlttt^  which  considered  the 
subject.  I  know  that  some  witnesses  came  before  the  coumiUtee 
and  said  there  had  been  some  Importations  of  broomcorn  Into 
this  comitry ;  and  the  Senator  from  Utah  even  invokinl  the  aid 
of  some  experts  or  detectives  in  order  to  try  to  find  out  wlnre  It 
came  In.  hut  they  never  rould  a»cx»rtain  where  It  came  In. 

Mr.  REED.  If  the  Senator  will  look  again  at  the  fliiures 
with  which  he  Is  so  familiar,  he  will  find  tliat  the  Imports  of 
broomcorn  last  year  were  not  155  pounds,  but  that  th»y  were 
about  340.000  p«»unds.  The  Senator  Is  not  reading  his  figures 
correctly,  because  the  ImiK.rts  were  155  long  tons,  and  he  Is 
c<^niparitig  the  long  tons  with  jiounds. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Then,  I  will  accet>t  the  correction,  that  the 
importations  were  155  long  tons,  which  niaken  no  great  differ- 
en«-«'.  My  flgures  show  pounds,  and  If  the  Senator  wantM  to 
give  UH  more  facts,  he  could  cite  that  In  1927  only  17  r*<'undH 
(«me  in.  These  figures  were  compiled  for  me  by  an  expert,  who. 
I  think,  is  the  best  one  In  the  TaHff  C<»mmisi<lon,  and  I  think 
they  are  correct  I  remember  the  testimony  quite  well  ami.  If 
the  Senator  from  Pennxylvaida  will  bi-ar  with  me.  let  me  say  that 
I  think  one  witness  who  appeared  before  the  subcommittee  on 
the  agricultural  schedule  said  broomcorn  came  In,  which  was 
denied,  and  we  tried  to  find  out  about  it  but  I  do  not  thhik  we 
ever  did  find  It  out, 

Mr,  REED,  If  the  Senator's  expeil  ioen  nt^t  know  the  dif- 
ference between  a  pound  and  a  long  ton,  the  Senator  had  better 
get  another  expert, 

Mr.  HARRISON.    If  it  will  .satisfy  the  Senator,  I  will  say. 
then,  that  that  was  my  mistake,  that  It  should  have  been  long 
tons  Instead  of  pounds.     Now,  perhaps  the  Senator  thinks  he. 
has  explotled  my  argument  because  he  has  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  I  read  It  pounds  when  It  should  havf  been  tons. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  WTiat  was  the  amount  of  the  exporta- 
tion ? 

Mr.  HARRISON,  The  exportatlons  were  10,109,<X10  pounds, 
or  4,513  long  tons. 

Mr,  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  MLssKsslpirf 
yield  to  me  again? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr,  REED,  Does  the  Senator  think  it  worthy  of  mentioning 
to  his  farmer  friends,  for  whom  he  is  pleading,  that  in  1!>23  the 
imports  of  broomcorn  were  over  14,000,000  pounds,  and  that 
perhaps  we  are  trying  to  protect  the  farmers  from  a  recurrence 
of  such  a  large  importation? 

Mr,  HARRISON.  That  explains  then  that  the  Senator  and 
his  colleagues  are  writing  this  bill  on  importations  not  of  to-day, 
but  six  years  ago.  Mr.  President,  I  am  glad  to  see  the  Senator 
from  Pittsburgh  interest e<l  in  the  broomcorn  farmer.  I  wish 
he  would  also  become  interested  in  the  wheat  farmer,  the  cotton 
farmer,  and  the  corn  farmer. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  tlie  Senator  from  Mississippi 
again  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  But  the  greatest  alacrity  that  he  has  shown 
in  this  whole  discussion  in  behalf  of  the  farmers  Is  in  connection 
with  broomcorn  and  mushrooms,  the  latter  article  being  raised 
in  hothouses  in  Philadelphia,  Later  I  shall  point  out  that  the 
duty  on  tlie  mashrooma  which  are  produced  in  those  hothouses 
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In  PhIlad«»J|>hia  wm  fbIk^  by  a  higbf-r  perxxnULge  tban  the  dity 
oa  aoy  other  aericulrnral  pmdoct 

Mr,  REED.     Mr.  Prwi'ient 

Tlw  FRESH 'ING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Rf«r««o?i  of  AriUDSU  In 
the  cliair).  Vot^  the  Senator  frtm)  Mi.^ssippi  yield  to  the 
Beiiatr*   fr«»ni   Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  HARRISf»X.     Y»;  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  HEED      I  mifsht  explain  to  the  Senator,  althoogh  be  is 
a  farm  expert,  that  moshrromK  are  raised  In  cellars  and  not  in 
hotb^ni-iep. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  \Miat  do  they  not  have  In  cellars  up  there? 
MaHhrooms !  It  Is  at  lea.*t  the  only  infant  Industry  left  In  Penn- 
ey Ira  nia.  The  only  fo<jd  I  ran  see  In  It  Is  that  If  the  Senator 
takes  bome  time  In  DourL^hiiig  this  Infant  the  people  will  be 
benefited  by  the  Senators  absence  from  nursing  the  larger 
tnfanrit  of  Pennsylranla. 

Mr.  REED.  F"urthernK)re.  the  asTlniltural  product  of  Penn- 
sylTania  Is  many  times  the  amount  of  the  agricultural  product 
<riP  the  Seria  tor's  own  State. 

Mr.  HARRIS<^)N.  The  Senator  has  never  been  aWe  to  see  a 
turnip  prow  up  there  becau.se  of  the  smoke  that  comes  from  the 
factories  in  I'itt«l^urgh. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  me  Jtist  fnoe  more? 
Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes:  I  will. 

3Ir.  REED.  I  want  to  a>^k  the  Senator  about  the  agricultural 
rates  of  whkh  he  is  r peaking.  What  would  the  Senator  do  as 
to  thfjne  he  has  mentioned?    Would  he  strike  off  those  rates? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Yes;  I  would  strike  them  off,  as  I  hope  to 
strike  off  some  of  the  lncre«.'»es  on  steel  prrnlucts.  I  would  strike 
them  off.  because  they  will  do  no  good ;  and  I  would  also  strike 
(4t  erery  other  rate  which  would  do  no  good.  I  would  not  try 
to  deceive  anvbody  In  this  manner. 

Mr  RKKI)  Would  the  Senator  Include  the  last  rate  that  he 
lias  mentioned,  that  t>n  bror»mcorn,  the  Imports  of  which  two 
years  ago  were  14.000.000  pounds? 

Mr  HARRISON.  The  Senator  is  mistaken.  Two  years  ago 
the  imprirtation  was  17  pounds.  Of  course,  I  would  strike  off 
the  duty  on  bro<im<-om. 

Mr.  BRr»OKHART.     Mr  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi vi<ld  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 
Mr  h"aRRIS<^)N.     I  do. 

Mr.  BR<K»KHART.  I  think  It  would  be  all  right  to  strike 
thoMe  rates  out  and  to  strike  out  the  steel  rates  and  all  the 
other  rates  unless  we  can  get  the  debenture,  so  as  to  make 
them  .-ffectlre.  If  we  can  get  that,  then.  It  will  be  a  different 
proiKw»ition. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  another  class  of 
agriraUural  produces  which  the  Finance  Committee  proposes 
to  protect,  limes,  for  instance,  the  importations  of  which  were 
5.102,000  pounds,  while  the  prr>ductlon  In  this  country  was 
negligible.  There  were  only  a  few  limes  produced  In  this  coun- 
try, ^ud  yet  the  Finance  Committee  has  put  a  duty  on  limes. 
In  order  to  add  greater  burdens  upon  the  American  people. 

Fflbers.  The  production  was  448.000  pounds,  worth  $60,000; 
and  the  Importati^ms  were  18.000.<J00  p<^>unds,  valued  at  two  and 
a  quarter  million  dollars,  and  yet  the  Finance  Committee  put 
a  high  duty  on  filberts— fooling  sfimeb».xly.  Those  are  some 
insttinces  In  which  the  inrre!i.sed  rates  recommended  by  the 
majority  of  the  Finauc-e  Committee  cost  the  American  con- 
sumer Just  the  amount  of  the  tariff  duty  which  is  imposed. 

Currant!?.  There  is  no  commercial  production  of  currants  in 
this  c»»nntry,  and  we  Import  annually  11,135.000  pounds.  Yet 
there  is  Imposed  in  this  bill  a  duty  of  2  cents  a  pound  on  cur- 
rants. I>o  those  who  are  sponsoring  this  bill  not  know  that 
that  will  add  Just  that  mueh  cost  to  the  American  consumer 
and  purchaser  of  currant.*?  Are  they  trying  to  build  up  a  hot- 
house Industry  In  the  case  of  currants?  The  evidence  before 
the  committee  showed  that  In  this  country  we  had  never  been 
able  to  produce  the  same  kind  of  currants  as  those  which  are 
imported. 

Mashrooms.  I  have  alluded  to  that  delicacy.  The  House  in- 
creased the  rate  on  mashrooms  from  45  to  60  per  cent.  The 
Senate  committee  has  increased  the  duty  still  further— to  10 
cents  a  pound  pJus  00  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The  price  of  mush- 
rooms Is  19  cents  a  pound.  They  are  produced  In  Philadelphia, 
and  have  been  granted  perhaps  the  greatest  Increase  of  duty  of 
any  product  In  the  agricultural  schedules. 

iMtes.  T^e  majority  of  the  Finance  Committee  have  In- 
creased the  duty  on  dates  100  per  cent.  The  consumption  In 
this  country  Is  48,000.000  pounds,  while  the  production  is  cmly 
1,400,000  pounds.  We  have  to  Import  all  except  that  compara- 
tively amall  qiMntlty  which  I  have  mentioned,  and  yet  by  the 
increased  duty  it  la  proposed  to  add  that  much  co«t  to  the  con- 
sumers of  datea  In  this  country.    I  ghall  not  dlacuss  at  this 
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time  any  more  of  the  rates  in  this  schedule,  but  I  wirfi  to  tAke 
up  «ome  of  the  other  sfhedules  and  see  what  the  Republican 
majority  of  the  Finance  Committee  have  d'^ne  with  respect  to 
then  u     Not  only  are  rates  increased  but  jokers  abound. 

I  lat  on  the  C^>mmittee  on  Foreign  Rc^tions  yesterday  when 
the  listinguisbed  chairman  of  that  committee  brought  before  it 
a  trsaty — I  hold  a  copy  of  It  in  my  hand— providing  for  the 
abol  tion  of  import  and  export  prohibitions  and  restrictions. 
The  document  is  marked  **  conBdential,"  but  I  told  the  com- 
mitt.-e  that,  so  far  as  I  was  c<incerned.  it  would  not  be  confi- 
dent al  l^ecaujse  it  had  been  published  elsewhere.  It  apijeara 
fron  this  docinnent  that  all  the  European  countries  have  en- 
terel  into  a  treaty  arrangement  with  us  by  which  the  respec- 
tive governments  are  obligated  not  to  impose  embargoes  or  pro- 
hlbi  entirely  importations  from  one  country  to  the  other.  Our 
Secretary  <rf  State  has  asked  the  Senate  to  ratify  the  treaty. 
He  iiays: 

Tlese  prohibitions  and  restrictions  hare  been  and  are  cansInB  inat«. 
rial  I  letrlnw'nt  to  American  foreign  commerc*. 

H^re  is  a  spokesman  of  the  Republican  administration  say- 
ing that  such  prohibitions  and  restrictions  place<l  against  our 
goot  s  by  foreign  countries  have  been  and  are  cau.«ing  material 
detr  meiit  to  American  foreign  commerce.  So  this  treaty  has 
beei  signed,  obligating  the  governments  not  to  impfK^^e  em- 
bargoes and  restrictiou.s.  Yet  the  i.'ummittee  on  Finance,  com- 
post! of  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party,  are  trying  to  jam 
thrcugh  a  tariff  bill  which  is  honeycombed  with  embargoes  and 
prollibitions. 

I  say  to  you.  Mr.  President,  that  they  are  not  acting  in  good 
faiti  when  in  one  breath  they  ask  u.«  to  ratify  this  projxjsed 
treaty  with  foreign  governments  i>ro\'iding  that  we  will  not 
imp>se  embargoes  and  prohibitions  airain.«t  their  go^id.'^.  and  in 
the  next  breath  ask  us  to  pa-ss  the  pending  tariff  bill  which  by 
indirection  does  what  the  treaty  says  shall  not  be  done  directly. 
I  ask  you  is  it  uptm  the  part  of  our  Government  an  act  of 
goo<[  faith? 

T  le  distinguished  S«^nator  from  Peimsylvania  and  the  dis- 
tini  ulshed  Senator  from  New  Jersey  have  put  into  this  bill — I 
do  1  lot  know  as  yet  whether  the  Senator  fronor  Utah  is  aware  of 
the  fact  that  it  is  in  the  bill — a  provision  which  I  will  call  to 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  which  wr)uld  absolutely 
violito  the  provisions  of  this  treaty  which  they  are  asking  us 
no^  to  ratify.  I  refer  to  heavy  window  glass.  Those  Inter- 
ested wanted  the  importations  cut  out  entirely,  and  so  the 
ma:  ority  of  the  Finance  Committee  increased  the  rate  over  the 
Hoise  rate  In  order  to  protect  some  gla.ss  producers  In  Pitts- 
bur  ;h  or  In  New  Jersey.  When  they  had  lncrease<l  the  rate, 
thei  1  they  wrote  in  a  provision  to  the  effect  that  such  erla.ss 
wh<  n  irap<Jrted  would  have  to  be  sblppetl  here  in  a  certain  kind 
of  )i  box,  of  certain  dimensions,  a  provision  which  would  add 
sue  I  a  burden  and  .such  a  cost  that  it  would  amount  to  a  pri> 
bib:  tlon  against  the  importation  of  that  kind  of  glass  into  this 
cou  itry.  There  is  no  Senator  on  the  other  side  who  will  c*>n- 
ten<  diffentntly  about  that  item.  It  amounts  to  laying  an 
eml  argo  against  the  importation  of  heavy  gla.ss.  I  would  not 
have  the  nerve  or  the  eflfrontery.  if  I  were  responsible  for  the 
present  adnrinistration,  to  ask  this  Government  to  ratify  that 
trei  ty  if  at  the  same  time  I  were  standing  spon.sor  for  the 
pen  ling  tariff  bill  which  the  Republican  majority  Is  trying  to 
Jam  through  the  Congress. 

t.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
e  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
■.  HARRISON.  I  yield. 
itr.  KING.  In  view  of  the  statement  made  by  the  Secretary 
of  itate  which  seems  to  seek  to  extend  our  foreign  commerce 
and  to  engage  in  international  dealings  and  international  rela- 
tioiis,  I  suggest  that  he  must  come  under  the  condemnation  of 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  who  on  yesterday  spoke  with  a 
goo  J  deal  of  vehemence  agaln.st  people  who  are  **  intemational- 
ista."  Of  course,  the  definition  of  "Internationalist"  with  him 
mar  be  entirely  different  from  the  definition  which  finds  sanc- 
tlo]  in  the  minds  of  others ;  but  I  assume  from  his  statement  and 
the  statement  of  other  Republicans  that  an  "  internationalist " 
is  anybody  who  has  any  faith  in  the  solidarity  of  the  human  race 
and  Is  seeking  to  encourage  trade  and  commerce  between  peoples. 
I  think,  perhaps,  the  Secretary  of  State  ought  to  be  investigated 
fori  becoming  an  "  internationalist" 

Mr  HARRISON.  Mr  President.  I  hold  in  my  hand— and  I 
wait  to  call  It  to  the  attention  of  the  chairman  of  the  Finance 
Committee — a  book  of  255  pages  of  small  type  that  contains 
the  protests  of  practically  every  government  in  the  world  against 
some  provision  of  this  tariff  bill.  Retaliations  are  threatened, 
confusion  ensues,  and  all  this  has  arisen  since  that  treaty  was 
pre  mnlgated  and  since  the  letter  came  to  us  from  the  Secretary 


•>f  Slate  asking  us  to  ratify  it  Such  proposals  as  this  tariff  bill 
d*»  not  bring  peoples  closer  to  us  nor  make  them  more  friendly 
with  u.*i.  Distrust  and  suspition  inevitably  attends  such  a  policy. 
There  is  no  goo«l  busineti.s  ^etise  in  increasing  a  doty  so  high 
as  to  arouse  a  foreign  governm<sit  and  clamping  down  an  em- 
bargo where  the  importation  would  be  small,  indeed.  If  the  article 
shouhl  be  ijermltted  in  some  degree  to  come  in  on  a  t^mpetitive 
basis,  when  by  doing  it  y>u  are  sliutting  off  our  exportations  to 
that  country  in  large  amount 

Take  Italy.  We  export  to  Italy  every  year  goods  worth  $60,- 
OUO,OiiO  more  tlian  those  they  sell  to  us ;  and  yet  you  propose 
here  to  put  inordinately  high  rates  upon  siMtghetti.  or  certain 
kindt<  of  chee-se  made  from  goat's  milk.  The  people  who  eat  it 
will  not  accept  a  substitute  for  it.  Then  there  are  canned 
Italian  tomatoes,  that  the  people  of  that  nationality  in  this 
country  want  They  will  not  eat  the  other  kind;  and  yet  you 
put  high  duties  upon  that  product,  and  keefj  it  out.  By  your 
action  you  are  just  cutting  off  so  much  in  the  way  of  pur- 
cliases  by  Italy  from  us. 

Take  Argentina.  We  go  ahead  and  impose  a  high  tariff  duty 
here  tliat  creates  an  embargo  agauu>t  their  selling  us  something 
that  we  need.  We  arouse  them.  Then  they  start  buying  from 
some  other  country  the  articles  wliich  they  have  bought  from 
us  in  the  past.  Our  trade  balanc-e  with  Argentina  is  over 
$50,000,000  in  our  favor. 

Take  Denmark,  which  sells  to  us  some  cheese  and  butter. 
We  put  an  embargo  against  their  .«ale.s  to  us  when  the  balance 
of  trade  between  this  country  anil  Denmark  is  in  our  ^avor 
to-day  to  the  extent  of  $30,000,000.  Do  you  think,  when  we 
impost'  such  treatment  against  their  exportations  to  us,  tliat 
they  are  going  to  sit  idly  by  and  continue  to  buy  in  volume 
from  iisV  Many  of  these  increasc-d  rates  will  tend  to  decrease 
the  sale  of  surjilus  agricultural  products  to  the  injury  and  hurt 
of  the  .\.merican  farmer. 

We  are  cutting  off  our  nose  to  spite  our  face  in  this  matter. 
If  we  could  follow  the  admonition  of  the  President  of  the 
Uuitetl  States  when  he  suggested  tlmt  our  exportations  are  but 
6  per  cent  of  our  productivity,  and  compare  it  to  France,  whose 
exiMirtations  are  38  per  c^ut  of  her  productivity;  to  Germany, 
64  p«'r  cent ;  to  England.  62  per  cent ;  and  then  wake  up  and 
try  to  frame  these  tariff  rates  upon  sound  principles,  so  that 
we  might  bring  the  nations  of  the  world  closer  to  us.  build  up  a 
bigger  international  trade  with  them,  and  find  new  markets  to 
which  to  sell  our  goods,  we  would  have  more  prosperity  in  this 
country. 

You  are  not  following  that  kind  of  procedure,  however.  You 
are  thinking  only  about  the  home  market.  You  are  not  tliink- 
ing  of  the  foreign  market.  You  cite  some  figures  of  exports, 
and  you  say.  "  Oh,  how  large  they  are ! "  Why,  they  ought  to 
be  larger,  and  they  would  be  larger  If  we  did  not  shackle  our 
industries  and  destroy  our  international  trade. 

But  let  me  go  further.  I  talked  about  the  sham  and  pretense 
of  some  of  these  agricultural  rates.  Let  us  take  some  of  the 
other  schedules  showing  what  you  have  done. 

Ah,  there  were  no  pretenses  in  these  inci'ea.ses  that  you  made. 
Take  the  chemical  schedule,  on  which  subcommittee  my  friend 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Smooot]  served.  Chemicals  are  the  ingredients 
that  go  into  practically  everything  that  is  made  in  this  country. 
They  are  the  basis  upon  which  everything  is  bullded. 

In  this  bill  you  increased  the  duty  on  p>-roxylin.  You  made 
every  toothbrush  cost  more  to  the  American  people  when  you 
did  it.  Celluloid  is  made  from  pyroxylin.  It  enters  into  in- 
numerable things.  What  cared  you  for  tliat?  You  wanted  to 
increase  it  becau.se  perhaps  some  people  from  some  of  your 
particular  States  and  your  sections  were  Interested  in  it  and 
had  appealed  to  you. 

Oh,  if  you  could  wipe  out,  in  the  considenition  and  formula- 
tion of  this  tariff  bill,  sectional  consideration."*,  and  not  only 
be  prevented  by  your  action  from  discriminating  in  favor  of 
your  own  Industries  but  in  n>fusing  to  give  just  ti-eatment  to 
industries  in  other  sections!  Why  do  you  not  frame  the  bill 
on  the  broad  lines  of  Americanism,  and  not  sectionalism,  as 
you  have  done? 

As  was  pointed  out  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia [Mr.  Gex>roe]  yestenlay,  you  have  picked  out  certain  Items 
that  might  be  produced  in  certain  sectitms  of  this  country,  and 
you  have  either  reduced  the  rates  or  you  have  left  them  on  the 
free  list  when  you  could  have  placed  a  duty  upon  them,  either 
on  the  theory  of  revenue,  competition,  or  protection.  No! 
You  did  not  want  to  equalize  rates.  You  were  bent  upon  one 
thing,  and  that  was  to  take  care  of  certain  interests  and  in- 
dustries in  your  partictilar  section  w  in  your  particular  States. 
Well,  you  have  been  highly  successful  In  your  work  so  far, 
I  will  say  that  for  you.  Some  of  you  got  more  than  others  did 
out  of  it ;  but  most  of  you  could  indorse  the  statement  made  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  CaUfomia   [Mr.   Shokhudgb], 


when,  after  tiie  committee  had  conduded  their  work,  a  repre- 
sentative of  a  San  Francisco  newspaper  went  to  him  and  said, 
"Well,  how  do  you  feel  about  the  bill  now?"  he  is  reported  to 
have  said.  "  Oh.  well.  I  am  now  batting  »99  per  cent  '  Call, 
fornia  is  taken  care  of. 

I  suiHxtse  my  friend  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  ReidI  ctiuld 
have  said  to  the  Pltt«l>urgh  and  Philadelphia  press  that  he  was 
batting  a  million  per  cent:  and  my  friend  from  Utah  [Mr 
Smoot]  got  along  very  well,  too.  He  is  in  no  baUing  .slump 
The  only  instanif  s  where  he  lost  out  were  where  the  rates  did 
not  go  still  higher.  a>i  In  the  case  of  sugar.  If  lie  had  had 
his  way.  he  would  have  impi^sed  on  the  American  consumer 
through  sugar  alone  an  additional  burden  of  about  $ir>0.000.000  • 
but  h'-  was  satisfied,  periiapes— that  Is,  he  was  compla<-ent— with 
an  Increase  of  Jo5.<»tK>.(XX>. 

Take  metals.  That  is  an  interesting  schedule.  I^t  ua  s«« 
what  they  have  di»ne  on  metals  in  this  bill. 

I  know  that  this  is  irks<nne,  and  I  beg  the  patience  of  S»'na- 
tors  who  do  me  the  honor  to  listen  to  me  so  long ;  I  know  how 
hard  It  is  for  one  to  have  to  sit  and  listen  to  a  tir(>9ome  dis- 
cission of  a  tariff  bill.  especiaUy  when  you  talk  about  rates. 
But  in  this  schedule  I  want  to  point  out  to  you,  as  I  shall  point 
out  m  the  earthenware  schedule,  what  these  Increases  meant 
and  what  the  ci>mmittee  has  dt>ne. 

Take  pig  iron,  a  basic  material  that  goes  into  8t<'el.  They 
increased  the  duty.  Pig  lri>n  used  to  be  on  the  frw  list,  but 
they  have  increased  the  duty  here  from  75  cents  a  ton  to  $l..-iO 
a  tt>n— a  pretty  big  increase.  Pittsburgli  ought  to  feel  pretty 
good  abt>ut  it  They  have  been  taken  care  of.  A  dollar  and  a 
half  a  ton  on  pig  Iron!  The  domestic  production  of  pig  Iron 
is  36,000.(K)0  tons.     Our  importatloius  In  1928  were  140.000  tons. 

Was  there  ever  a  more  complete  understanding  between  in 
terests  than  there  Is  In  the  steel  industry?  Have  they  not  got 
their  institute?  Do  they  not  have  their  meetings?  An*  they 
not  powerful  enou^i  to  fix  the  prices?  Yet  In  pig  iron  we  have 
importations  of  only  140,000  tons,  and  we  produce  36  000  000 
tons;  and  still  they  say.  "You  shall  have  a  duty  of  $l.fiO  a 
ton !  "  The  United  States  produces  45  per  i:*nt  of  the  whole 
world's  output  of  pig  Iron,  and  yet  you  waat  to  thn>ttle  the 
very  small  importation  and  put  on  this  big  increase  I 

Let  us  take  structural  stt>el.  The?e  is  your  proposition  This 
is  what  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation  wanted.  Here  Is 
the  item  that  cares  for  the  heavy  steel  tliat  goes  into  the  .>on- 
btruction  of  bridges  and  skyscraping  buildings— stnictural  steel 
What  did  the  tx>miuittee  do  with  that?  Ah.  It  looks  like  an 
innocent  amendment.  My  friend  from  Peimsylvania  makes 
things  look  Innocent  I  do  not  understand  how  the  Senator 
from  Utah  fell  for  all  this. 

Mr  Doherty,  who  represented  the  Steel  Institute,  came  before 
the  committee  and  ai*ed  for  this.  This  is  what  they  wamted 
above  everything  else— -an  increased  duty  on  structural  steel 
They  Increased  the  duty  from  one-fourth  of  1  cent  a  pound  to 
three-tenths  of  1  cent  a  pound.  It  does  not  appear  to  be  much ; 
and  yet  you  know  that  steel,  which  goes  Into  the  constnictloii 
of  these  big  buildings,  is  very  heavy.  The  duty  is  an  absolutely 
prohibitive  one.  It  Is  not  necessary.  It  givss  fiirther  license 
to  this  interest  to  Increase  the  prices  In  the  building  line  In  this 
country. 

Let  us  see  further: 

Steel  wire  rods  were  grranted  six-tenths  of  1  cent  a  p*)iind, 
which  amounts  to  an  Increase  of  13  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The 
production  is  2,800.000  long  tou.s.  We  export  43,000  long  tons, 
and  there  come  into  this  country  only  20,000  long  tons;  and  yet 
you  give  this  big  incTease  on  steel  wire  rods. 

You  have  also  increased  the  duty  on  steel  Ingots  containing 
50  per  cent  of  tungsten  from  45  to  60  i»er  cent 

On  fine  wire  fencing — the  kind  used  by  the  iiouUry  rai.ser.s  out 
in  Iowa  and  down  In  my  country — you  have  increasetl  the  rale 
from  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  90  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr    BROOKHART.     Mr.    President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  MLs.slssii)pl 
yield  to  the  Senator  fmm  Iowa? 

Mr  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  Senator  must  r«;aieinber  that  this 
revision  of  the  tariff  was  made  for  the  benefit  of  the  farmer. 

Mr  HARRISON.     Yes. 

Mr  SW ANSON.     Mr  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  As  I  understand,  after  (he  Senator  from 
Utah  and  his  colleagues  had  preparwl  their  bill  they  summoned 
you  Democrats  to  the  meetin;;  of  tlie  full  committee,  and  an- 
nounced to  you  the  result  of  their  deliberations.  In  reading 
this  hill  I  have  had  great  difficulty  in  understanding  whether 
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i;uh  Rot  the  best  of  the  tradini;  that  was  made,  or  whether 
Per.n*ylFat.ia  or  California  got  the  bo«t  of  it.  I  hare  had  great 
difJkulty  in  finding  which  one  of  these  three  Senators  has  the 
D)OKt  In  thia  hill. 

>Vheii  yim  met,  on  wh<>se  counteiianoe  did  the  b^am  of  gatlated 
BfttiKfaction  g}f»m  the  most — on  the  coaotenance  of  the  Senator 
from  I  tah,  the  Senator  from  Per.a'^ylTanla,  or  the  Senator  from 
California?  ,     . 

If  the  Senator  will  tell  me  that,  then  I  can  reach  a  ctndnsion 
aa  to  which  one  jrot  the  best  of  this  bargain,  f^lan  the  Senator 
recall  which  Senator  seemed  to  be  most  satisfied  and  completely 
satiated  with  what  l.<   had  gotten  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  HARBISON.  Weil,  I  think  I  detected  just  a  susijicion 
of  a  Jonile  on  the  coantenance  of  my  friend  from  Utah  [Mr 
SMfJOT).  It  was  pretty  hard  to  detect  it.  but  I  think  I  did 
that  day. 

Mr.   SWANSOX.    The   Senator   thlnfcs  he  showed   the  most 

satisfaction? 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  will  yield 

Thv  VICE  I'KESII'ENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  MiR«l.«?ippi 
yield  to  the  S^-uator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  HARItlSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO,  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  \Ir- 
^/ila  that  I  thought  every  countenance  showed  a  sort  of  a 
beatitic  smile. 

Mr.  SWANSON,  If  I  may  be  permitted,  the  Senator  from 
Utah  In  a  Tery  close  obserrer.  Of  course,  it  is  hard  for  us  to  see 
whether  or  not  every  Senator  Is  completely  sati.'ifled  with  the 
revision!*  tluit  were  made;  but,  as  I  and»'rstand,  the  Senator 
from  Utah  said  he  saw  a  look  of  satisfaction  and  complete 
satiation  on  the  countenances  of  all  these  Senators.  Apparently 
they  ha<l  gotten  what  they  wanted. 

Mr.  KINO.     A  beatific  smile. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  In  tte  case  of  wire  rope,  the  committee 
Increased  the  tariff  from  33  to  40  per  cent,  when  the  protluction 
wa.-^  46.0U0.0(X)  pounds  and  the  importation.^  were  but  4,000.000 
pound.<«. 

On  medium  and  coarsely  woven  wire  cloth  the  committee 
incTea.>4ed  the  tariff  fmm  45  to  50  per  cent. 

The  rate  on  blucki^mith  anvils— they  are  going  to  h^p  the 
hlack.'<njith  out — was  increased  nearly  100  per  cent. 

On  molders'  patterns  the  rate  was  increased  froa  40  to  50 
per  cent. 

On  Irrju  and  steel  chains,  used  In  the  transmission  of  power — 
in  every  automobile  of  the  country  there  is  one  of  these  trans- 
miK^ioii  steel  chains — they  increased  the  rate  from  35  to  40  per 
cent.  The  Importations  were  but  half  a  million  poundii,  and  we 
export  from  this  country  6,000,000  pounds  annually. 

On  wire  staples,  used  in  paper  mat^nes,  they  increased  the 
rate  from  25  to  80  per  cent.  The  exportation  from  this  coun- 
try uf  v-ire  staples  Is  53,000,000  pounds,  and  we  import  only  a 
qmirter  of  a  million  pounds.  Yet  they  give  this  enormously 
high  increase  on  this  article. 

On  upholstery  nails,  thumb  tacks,  chair  glides,  and  drawing 
plus,  they  Increased  the  rate  from  25  to  40  per  cent.  That  is 
where  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  and  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania got  in  some  more  of  their  work. 

Mr.  SWANSON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  again? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  The  Senator's  speech  has  been  striking, 
one  of  the  best  speeches  I  have  ever  heard  on  the  tariff.  He 
has  given  figures  which  are  arresting.  He  has  just  mentioned 
a  case  where  there  was  a  great  exx)ortatlon  of  goods  and  a 
small  amount  of  importations.  The  only  purpose  of  the  com- 
mittee's action  would  be  to  enable  the  manufacturers  to  sell 
their  products  In  America  at  prices  higher  tlian  those  charged 
abroad.  That  is  the  only  purpose  they  could  have,  to  charge  the 
con.sumer  at  home  higher  prices  than  are  charged  the  consumer 
abroad.  Has  the  Senator  any  figures  to  show  how  it  works  out 
that  way? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  In  instance  after  instance,  may  I  say  to 
the  Senator,  rates  are  carried  in  this  bill  whore  there  is  a  com- 
plete monopoly  in  the  products,  and  the  manufacturer  sells  the 
manufactured  goods  cheaper  abroad  than  in  the  United  States. 
For  in.stance,  the  National  Cash  Register  is  a  striking  example. 
To  refresh  the  Senator's  mind,  let  me  call  to  his  attention  the 
fact  that  some  years  ago.  Immediately  following  a  presidential 
election,  the  President  of  the  United  States  called  certain  big 
capitalists  from  all  over  the  country  to  the  White  House  that 
he  might  break  bread  with  them,  and  draw  from  them  a  cam- 
paign contribution  to  pay  off  the  deficit  of  the  Republican  Party. 
He  Invited  one  of  the  Pattersons  down,  and  i'atterson  gave  his 
check  for  126,000,  one  for  a  like  amount  for  his  brother,  one 
for  his  daughter,  and  one  for  his  .son.  It  Is  that  concern  which 
owns  the  National  Cash  Register,  and  there  is  a  duty  carried 
in  the  bill  agalnat  the  Importation  of  National  cash  registers; 


yet  they  sell  them  abroad  at  prices  cheaper  than  those  diarged 
in  me  United  States. 

anger  sewing  machines  are  sold  cheaper  abroad  than  in  the 
Unied  States.    Other  cases  might  be  cited. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  have  the 
.**erator  furnish  later  a  statement  showing  a  li-st  of  the  gowls 
tha  are  highly  proteete*!.  where  there  are  large  importations 
from  foreign  countries,  and  the  prices  at  which  they  are  sold, 
to  show  that  the  only  object  of  a  high  tariff  on  go<:>ds  that  are 
eipirted  in  large  quantities  L««  to  (barge  the  home  consumer 
moie  than  is  charged  the  foreigner.  The  Senator  has  shown 
suc4  ability  and  industry  that  I  would  like  to  have  him  do  that 
Mr.  HARRISON.  We  will  put  that  information  in  the  RECoan. 
Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
r.  HARRI.SON.    I  yield. 

r.  KING.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  are  nuiner- 
onsl  examples  of  American  mannfacturers  who  are  intrenched 
behind  the  ramparts  of  protectioni<?m.  who  are  charged  with 
dumping  in  Canada  and  Australia,  and  other  places,  and  before 
the  debate  is  over  we  shall  put  into  the  Rncoan  evidence  of  the 
dumping  by  American  manufactiirers,  some  of  whom  have  been 
mentioned  by  my  friend,  selling  their  products  in  foreign  coun- 
tries at  prices  lower  than  those  at  which  they  are  selling  them 
in  tbe  United  States. 

r.  HARRISON.  Now  I  go  further,  because  I  want  to  take 
up  the  various  iteii»s  on  which  they  have  put  lncrea.ses.  I  want 
to  Aow  how  good  the  Republican  members  uf  the  Finance  Com- 
mit :ee  have  been  to  the  American  farmer,  how  they  have  com- 
pile 3  with  the  promise  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
for  a  limited  tariff  revision. 

C  n  umbrella  and  parasol  ribs  they  have  increased  the  rate 
fro  D  50  to  60  per  cent 

C  n  belt  and  shoe  buckles,  on  fasteners,  on  clasps,  on  metal 
em  mossed  buttons  and  pins,  on  metal-cutting  t(X)ls  of  every 
des  rrlption.  they  have  increased  the  duty. 

(n  generators  and  transnritters  the  rates  are  increased  in 
ma  ly  instances  when  the  imi)ortations  were  but  a  million  dol- 
larii'  worth,  and  the  exportations  were  $88,000,000  worth,  and 
out  production  was  $370,000,000  worth.  Yet  they  increased  the 
rat  w  In  those  instances  a  great  deal. 

'"hey  increased  the  rate  on  rheap  pocketknives.  They  have 
prs  ctically  n)ade  it  impossible  for  a  poor  boy  any  more  to  own 
his  own  pocketknife.  They  increased  the  rate  to  180  per  cent. 
Th  >  rate  was  already  120  per  cent,  and  they  have  raised  it  to 
IM  i»er  cent,  and  that  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  we  have 
$5,iKX).000  worth  of  pocketknives  exported  annually  from  the 
Un  ted  States. 

]  Ir.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Hr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

]Ir.  NORRIS.  I  have  an  idea  that  the  object  to  be  attained 
by  that  high  rate  on  p^x-ketknives  is  to  protect  the  youths  of 
An  erica  from  cutting  their  fingers  when  playing  with  pocket- 
Im  vpfl 

;  Ir.  HARRISON.    Possibly  so. 

!lr.  NORRIS.  It  would  have  that  beneficial  result  in  the  end, 
would  it  not? 

]  Ir.  HARRISON.  It  would.  Some  other  Items  In  the  metal 
scl  edule  upon  which  they  have  increased  the  rates  of  duty  are 
ste?l  pliers  and  bells,  bells  in  the  homes  of  the  country, "lie Us 
on  bicycles.  They  lncrea.«ed  the  rate,  which  would  add  to  the 
cost  of  a  bicycle  for  a  boy,  or  might  enter  into  the  construction 
of  1  home. 

"hey  increased  the  rate  on  cheap  watches  to  such  an  extent 
thi  t  it  was  not  included  In  the  report  filed  by  the  Senator  from 
Ut  ih  in  enumerating  the  increases  in  the  ad  valorem  rate. 
ThP'y  can  not  imagine  how  high  it  is,  it  is  so  high,  ui)on  cheap 
watches,  so  they  omitted  the  estimate. 

I  )n  shotguns  they  have  increased  the  rate.  No  more,  perhaps, 
can  the  country  boy  own  a  shotgun  and  go  out  occasionally 
an  1  kill  a  rabbit,  or  a  squirrel,  or  a  quail. 

Jght  fixtures  made  out  of  metal.  Every  electric  light  around 
wf  Ich  there  is  some  metal  Is  lncrea.sed  In  price. 

Milk  cans,  which  are  used  in  the  dairy  business,  as  the  dairy 
faimer  puts  the  can  full  of  milk  out  in  front  of  the  house,  and 
th<  truck  comes  along  to  take  it  down  to  the  market.  Those 
cai  IS  will  be  increased  in  price. 

!'es ;  they  are  going  to  give  an  increase  on  casein  and  on 
skimmed  milk,  but  they  are  going  to  take  It  away  from  the 
fanners  In  the  Increased  price  they  will  have  to  pay  for  the 
mi  k  cans  that  are  bought. 

<  )n  type,  type  that  Is  usetl  in  the  printing  and  publication 
of  the  newspapers  In  this  country,  used  at  the  Government 
Pr  nting  Office,  which  prints  all  the  Government  publications, 
th<  type  used  in  the  printing  of  books,  textbooks  of  all  kinds, 
th<  rate  is  Increased  at  the  hands  of  these  gentlemeiL  They 
seek  to  put  an  additional  obstacle  to  education. 
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On  carpenter  tools  the  rate  is  increased.  Ah,  tliey  are  going 
to  protect  American  labor.  I  know  the  Senator  from  Utah  must 
feel  humiliated  that  ho  ever  put  into  the  title  of  this  bill  "  to 
protect  American  labor,"  when  he  sees  here  in  so  many  in- 
stances that  they  have  increased  the  cost  and  burden  to  Ameri- 
can labor. 

On  mechanics'  tools  the  rate  Is  also  increased  at  the  hands  of 
this  subcommittee  and  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate. 

Then,  when  they  finish  increasing  all  the  rates  in  the  general 
schedules,  they  have  a  basket  clau.se,  and  they  say  that  on  every- 
thing that  is  not  specially  provided  for  the  rate  of  duty  in  the 
basket  dau&e  shall  be  Imposed.  They  Increased  the  rate  In  the 
basket  clause  of  the  metal  schedule  from  40  per  cent  to  45  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

Yes,  my  friends  from  Pennsylvania  and  New  Jersey  can 
rightfully  say  that  they  are  batting  999  per  cent 

Let  us  see  what  happened  in  the  earthenware  schedule,  a 
schedule  written  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  and  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  with  the  help  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah.  On  tiles  of  every  kind,  where  the  imports  are  not  5  per 
cent  of  the  domestic  production,  they  have  Increased  the  duty 
fnim  48  per  cent  to  73  per  cent. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Farmers  have  to  use  tiles. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Yes;  and  farmers  will  have  to  pay  addi- 
tional prices  for  the  tiles  they  buy. 

Brick  of  every  kind.  The  production  is  7,000,000.000  in  this 
country,  valued  at  over  $78,000,000.  The  importations  are  less 
than  a  half  a  million  dollars  worth.  They  put  a  duty  of  $1.25 
a  thousand  on  brick.  That  will  help  the  farmer!  Perhaps 
they  want  him  to  use  mud  to  build  a  chimney,  or  mud  for  the 
foundation  for  his  home,  because  with  such  rates  as  are  put  in 
this  bill,  and  with  the  further  Increases  Imposed  upon  him,  he 
will  not  be  able  to  buy  brick  and  other  things  needed  in  the 
construction  of  a  house. 

They  increased  the  rate  on  gypsum.  The  largest  manufac- 
turer of  g>'psum  In  the  I'nited  States  Is  the  United  States 
Gypsum  Co.,  who  use  their  own  mines,  and  Import  gypsum  from 
Nova  Scotia  free  of  duty.  Yet  they  give  them  an  additional 
duty  and  protection. 

They  have  increased  the  rate  on  .statutes  and  statuettes,  some- 
times Imported  from  foreign  countries,  oftentimes  made  here, 
whirh  go  into  religious  services,  which  decorate  and  adorn 
churches,  from  35  to  60  per  cent. 

On  decorated  eartlienware  they  increased  the  duty  from  50  to 
55  per  cent. 

They  have  increaised  the  rate  ou  cheap  china,  and  through 
the  increased  rates  provided  by  the  Senate  committee  they  have 
made  It  impossible  for  the  people  to  buy  cheap  china  any  more. 

On  perfume  bottles  of  every  kind,  on  jurs  sold  to  the  trade 
as  ct»ntainers  of  perfume,  or  talcum  powder,  or  toilet  water.  If 
the  bottles  contain  glass  stopi»ers,  they  have  increased  the  dutv 
from  70  lo  82  per  cent. 

On  illuminated  glassware,  globes  in  lights,  shades  around 
every  electric  light,  they  have  increased  the  duty  from  60  per 
cent  to  85  per  cent. 

On  laminated  glass  they  have  incrensetl  the  duty  from  55  to 
60  per  cent.  Not  only  did  they  increa.se  the  duty  on  laminated 
gla.s.s.  but  the  pyroxylin  that  gttes  into  the  laminated  glass  to 
put  It  together  is  increased  in  duty.  There  is  not  a  man  who 
owiLs  an  automobile  who  will  not  have  an  increased  cost  im- 
posed upon  him  becau.se  of  this  increased  duty  on  laminated 
glass.  What  has  escape«l  their  attention?  Everything  seems 
to  have  come  under  their  ministering  care  and  a  high  and  in- 
ordinate rate  has  been  i»la<ed  urK>n  it. 

RolkMl  glass  rates  have  been  increased.  The  rates  on  plate 
glass  have  been  increased  and  the  classification  readjusted.  It 
was  in  this  heavy  sheet  glass  wliere  they  imposed  the  joker, 
where  they  said  it  had  to  be  prepared  in  such  a  way  with  so 
many  feet  to  be  contained  in  the  package  that  it  would  cost  a 
great  deal  more  to  import  it.  I  Ihive  a  communication  from  a 
geutlemun  who  states  this  fact  with  reference  to  that  matter : 

If  this  proviso  Is  allowed  to  stand,  it  will  be  a  complete  embargo  on 
the  importation  of  the  heavy  sheet  rIbms.  There  are  many  sheets  of 
heavy  glass  that  contain  approximately  80  square  feet.  Under  this 
provLv)  the  Importer  could  pack  but  a  stnjile  sheet  of  glass  In  one 
box,  and  the  packing  expense  in  such  case  would  be  such  as  to  be  pro- 
hibitive. The  price  of  this  heavy  glass  f.  o.  b.  Hamburg  is  16  cents 
per  square  foot,  including  packing  charges.  Duty  as  provided  in  the 
bill,  for  this  large-sized  glass,  is  3^4  centti  per  pound.  As  some  of 
this  glass  weighs  2  pounds  per  square  foot,  tbe  weight  of  a  single  sheet 
would  be  160  pounds,  which  at  3%  cents  per  pound,  would  equal  $6 
for  the  duty  on  the  single  sheet  of  glai*s. 

The  cost  of  packing  a  single  sheet  of  glass  in  one  box  is  $5.88,  so 
that  this  proriso  saddles  upon  the  importer  a  cost  of  packiac  prae- 
tically  equivalent  to  tbe  entire  duty  to  be  paid. 
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Ah  Senators  I  I  had  thought,  after  the  Senator  from  Utah 
had  listened  to  what  I  have  said  here  and  had  given  some  con- 
sideration to  the  matter,  that  he  would  feel  a  little  tinge  of 
sorrow  and  remorse.  But  no.  as  I  read  the  high  incn'asea 
carried  in  paragraph  after  paragraph,  he  lita  qtUetly  in  hia 
place  and  only  smiles.  Nerer  was  such  effrottery  and  brazenry 
practiced  by  any  group  of  men  in  all  the  histi>ry  of  thU  country 
as  by  those  who  are  writing  these  rates  Intj  the  bill  and  at- 
tempUng  to  perpetrate  them  upon  the  American  consumer. 
They  not  only  do  not  retrace  or  retreat  but  derisive! v  they  look 
at  us  and  spam  our  protests.  I  am  woodoring  If  the  American 
people,  as  they  become  informed  about  thes-?  rates  and  what 
has  been  done,  will  be  looked  upon  with  the  same  derisive 
smiles.  I  hardly  think  so,  especially  as  the  days  of  the  next 
election  approach. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the 
Senator  a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mlssissipi>i 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 
Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Was  the  amendment  which 
the  Senator  has  described  in  connection  with  heevy  glass  justi- 
fied in  the  committee;  and  if  so,  upon  what  theory" was  it  justi- 
fied? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  was  not  justified  at  all.  There  has  been 
no  explanation  from  any  of  these  gentlemen  with  refert-nce  to 
these  provisions.  They  sit  h<?re  and  think  th?y  wUl  put  them 
over  without  debate  or  exi^anation. 

In  further  answer  to  that  question  I  want  to  call  something 
else  to  the  attention  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas. There  are  two  groups  of  people  in  tlie  country  making 
glass.  One  group  Is  producing  it  by  modem  methods.  It  is 
known  as  the  machine-Wown  tTlinder  process.  Tbe  other  group 
use  the  hand-blown  cylinder  process.  The  one  that  is  a  little 
antiquated  now  was  modern  a  few  years  ago,  but  progress  has 
brought  about  new  inventitms,  and  the  result  is-  that  the  modern 
group  is  making  more  money  than  the  other  grjup. 

There  is  comfK'tition  in  this  country  between  the  ju-oducers 
under  modern  methods  and  the  produi'ers  who  are  still  u.v.iug  the 
old  method  and  evidently  wliat  these  gentlem<?n  of  the  Senatev^ 
are  seeking  to  do  is  to  try  to  protect  still  further  an  industry  in 
the  country  that  is  not  sufficiently  organized  or  eci»nomlcally 
operated.  Here  is  what  ha.s  happened  with  one  of  the  big  glass- 
producing  concerns  to  which  they  are  proi)OHing  to  give  increased 
IMt)tection. 

The  I..ibbey -Owens  people  are  the  largest  producers  of  thia 
glass  in  the  country.  Their  record  reads  lii;e  a  romance.  They 
were  organizetl  in  1916  with  $2,000,000  capital,  and  in  12  years 
liave  grown  Into  a  company  whose  capital  wa.«  $22,000,000.  In 
the  last  four  years  the  Libbey-Owens  people  have  earned  net 
profits  of  $11,470,000.  According  to  the  Standard  Corporation 
Record  they  have  paid  in  dividends  as  follows — and  no  wonder 
the  Senator  from  Utah  aud  others  fought  agiiinst  making  the 
returns  to  the  Treasury  Department  accessible  to  us.  They  tell 
the  story  of  whether  these  glass  manufacturers  ought  to  have 
additional  protection. 

In  1920  the  Libbey-Owens  people  declared  a  stock  dividend  of 
25  per  cent.  In  1922  they  declare<l  an  8  per  cent  cash  divldetid. 
In  1923  they  declared  an  8  per  cent  cash  dividend  and  an  extra 
4  per  cent  ca.sh  dividend.  In  1924  th*»y  declared  a  dividend  of 
8  per  cent  cash  and  2  per  cent  cash  extra  and  a  50  per  cent 
stock  dividend.  In  1925  they  declared  an  8  i»er  cent  cash 
regular  and  2  per  cent  extra  in  cash.  In  1928  they  declared 
an  8  per  cent  regular  dividend.  4  per  cent  extra  cash,  and  2t» 
per  cent  in  stock.  In  1927  they  declared  8  per  cent  cash  regular 
and  4  per  cent  extra  in  cash.  In  1928  they  declared  an  8  per 
cent  regular  dividend  in  cash. 

Notwith-standing  this  tremendoas  distribution  of  dividends 
the  common  stock  of  the  company  has  increased  frtmi  $25  i>ar 
value  to  a  present  market  value  of  over  $200  per  share.  ThLs 
company  under  the  1922  tariff  rate  has  l>een  able  to  |)ay  regular 
cash  dividends  and  yet  it  Is  to  get  an  ihtrease  in  duties  under 
the  pending  bill  so  it  can  enlarge  its  profits.  What  justification 
is  there  for  it?  The  Senator  from  Utah  remains  silent  and  sits 
quietly  in  his  .seat.  There  is  no  one  over  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Chamlier  who  will  defend  It.  No  one  over  there  will  say  a 
word.     They  remain  as  silent  as  the  tomb. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     I>oes  the  Senator  from  MlHsisslppI 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  would  like  to  inquire  of  tbe  Sen- 
ator wlietber  some  representative  of  the  company  appeared 
before  the  committee? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Oh,  yes;  they  appeared  before  the  com- 
mittee. 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Aaklug  for  an  additional  tariff? 

Mr  HARRISON.  No ;  a  representative  of  the  Libbe>  -Owens 
Co.  did  not  appear.  Tbey  evidently  got  the  other  companies  to 
■end  tJbetr  repreyentatives  here  to  make  the  appeal. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Did  the  other  companies  represent 
wliat  the  conditions  were  that  ^labled  their  rival  to  make  these 

onormoos  profits?  .^  ^  ^^     ».       i 

Mr  HARRISON.  I  think  it  is  fair  to  say  that  the  American 
Window  Glass  Co.  Is  adopting  quite  rapidly  In  its  plants  the 
machlne-Wown  process.  The  Libbey-Owens  people  have  done  so, 
and  for  that  reason  th^  can  compete  with  the  world. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  assmne  the  representatives  of 
those  companies  did  not  admit  their  inefficient  methods;  but 
what  explanation  did  they  attempt  to  make? 

Mr  H  VRRISON.  The  big  competitor  of  the  Libbey-Oweais 
Co.  is  the  American  Window  Glass  Co.  I  think  that  is  the 
name  An  I  stated,  they  are  nadjujjting  tbeir  business.  They 
hare  now  in  one  or  two  plants  installed  new  and  modern  ma 
chinery  and  are  installing  it  In  their  other  plants  as  rapidly  as 
they  can,  so  they  Informed  the  committee.  ^     ^      ,', 

Now.  iet  me  go  further.  On  pharmaceutical  and  chemical 
glass  used  for  scientific  purposes  in  the  colleges  of  the  country, 
to  hospitals,  m  laboratories,  the  rates  are  increased.  On  mir- 
rors the  rates  are  increased,  when  last  year  thercwere  only 
14&0()0  worth  of  mirrors  hnported  into  the  country,  and  we 
produced  $24,000,000  worth  of  mirrors.  Nothing  in  the  glass  hne 
has  e«iTiped  their  attenUon.  They  "have  taken  window  glass  and 
electric  .shades  and  laminated  glass  and  automobile  wind- 
shield glass  and  mirrors  and  increased  the  rat^  thereon. 

I^t  me  refer  to  stained  glass  for  windows,  the  glMS  that 
Coes  Into  the  churches  of  the  country.  Here  Is  what  the  ma- 
jority of  the  committee  did  with  reference  to  that  glass.  Lnder 
the  present  law  Btained-gla.'«  windows  used  for  churches  valued 
at  $15  or  mote  per  square  foot  c^nnc  In  free  of  duty.  They  luTve 
Increased  this  from  $15  to  $35  per  .niuare  foot,  when  they  know 
Aat  under  such  a  provision  not  a  foot  can  come  into  the 
country  The  reconls  show  that  it  came  in  at  the  price  of  $10. 
but  they  have  increased  the  rate  over  the  present  law  and 
through  reclassification  made  it  impossible  in  the  future. 

Mr   ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President ,.    .     .     , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield  ,        .,  * 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.'*as.  The  Senator  has  referred  to 
the  provision  in  the  Senate  Finauce  Committee  amendment 
which  he  sUtea  is  intended  to  con.'«titute  an  embargo  on  heavy 
glass.  That  provision  appears  at  the  bottom  of  page  47  of  the 
bill,  as  follows : 

Tbat  cylinder,  crown,   and  sheet  glass,   imported  in  boxes,  shall  be 
denied  entry  unless  such  boxes  contain  50  or  100  square  feet,  as  nearly 
ta  sices  wUI  {K-rmit. 
The  original  House  provision  merely  provided  as  follows : 
That  cyilniler,  crown,  and  sheet  glass,  Imported  in  boxes,  shall  contain 
50  square  feet,  as  nearly  as  slses  will  permit. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Under  the  present  law  they  were  per- 
mitted to  pack  it  as  was  best  suited  for  their  purp«>ses  in  ship- 
ping the  glass,  but  under  the  new  provl-^iou  the  industry  will  be 
denied  entry  absolutely  unless  the  glass  is  packed  in  that  par- 
ticular way.  The  men  engaged  in  the  business  say  it  is  im- 
possible to  pack  it  in  that  way. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  There  is  no  reason,  sound  in 
convenience  or  custom,  that  would  require  this  peculiar  provi- 
alon.  namely,  that  the  boxes  shall  contain  50  or  100  square  feet 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  is  a  deliberate  attempt  to  keep  it  out 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  It  seems  to  be  true,  since  no 
one  has  even  questioned  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
Missis«iip(»i,  and  his  statement  has  been  repeated  and  he  has 
diallet)ge«l  tiie  proponents  of  the  provision. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    It  shows  for  itself  upon  its  face. 

Mr.  8MOOT.     It  will  be  answered. 

Mr.  ILVRRISON.  I  am  glad  tliat  we  are  finally  going  to  get 
an  answer,  whatever  it  may  be. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.<5as.  Let  the  Senator  from  Utah 
answer  the  (juestion  now.  What  is  the  reason  for  potting  in 
that  extracrdiunry  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  want  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Mlssi.s.«iippl  to  answer  it  now. 

Mr.  H.\RRISON.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah  for  that  purpose. 

Goinc  further  on  the  earthenware  srliedule,  on  granite  the 
majority  have  Increased  the  rate,  if  for  use  as  monomentul 
paving  or  building  alone,  from  50  to  60  per  cent.  Not  satis- 
fied with  putting  a  high  rate  on  brick  and  structural  steel  and 
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the  I  tumerons  other  things  that  go  Into  building,  they  have  now 
put  ft  on  monumental  prDnite.  Then  they  have  taken  cement-— 
evetJ  cement  did  not  escaiie  them.  The  cement  people  have  their 
in.«itJtutefl  in  the  country,  and  some  members  of  the  industry 
are  naking  immense  i>rofits.  The  Portland  Cement  Co.,  which 
is  practically  a  subsidiarj-  of  tlie  United  States  Steel  Cor- 
poration, is  one  of  them.  Yet  cement  is  taken  from  the  free 
list  ind  a  duty  is  put  on  it.  What  are  the  farmers  out  in  the 
great  Middle  Me«t  and  other  secticHis  of  the  country,  to  whom 
we  uere  trying  to  give  some  relief,  going  to  do  when  increased 
taxes  are  imposed  upon  them  in  the  building  and  construe^ 
tion  of  roads  and  highways  out  of  the  cement  in  their  sections? 
Nothing  has  escape<l  the  attention  of  the  majority  members 
of  tie  committee.  It  seems  they  have  gone  out  of  their  way 
to  lick  out  those  things  on  which  an  increased  tariff  would 
impose  gresiter  bunlens  upon  the  farmers  of  the  country.  When 
they  got  through  with  the  earthenware  schedule,  and  had  in- 
creased the  rates  iu  that  schedule,  they  took  the  basket  clause 
of  the  eartljenwai-e  schetlule  and  increa.sed  it  from  55  to  60 
per  cent  ad  valorem.  That  pertains  to  kitchen  uten.«:ils  jind 
tablj  utensils  of  every  kind,  because  they  come  under  that 
sch€  iule. 

N  )w  let  ns  take  the  wool  schedule  for  a  moment,  and  see 
what  was  done  as  to  that.  The  committee  propose  to  Increase 
the  luty  on  woolen  rags  and  shoddy  from  7 Mi  cents  a  pound  to 
24  CLUts  a  pound.  It  was  done  at  the  instance  of  the  woolen 
macufacturtrs  of  the  East,  and  it  will  make  cheap  clothing  cost 
morj  to  everybody  who  may  buy  it  in  this  country. 

Oi  cheap  felt  hat  bodies  the  committee  has  increased  the 
rate  from  56  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  76  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
The  T  have  increased  the  rate  on  cheap  oriental  rugs,  at  the 
Insl  ince  of  the  Wilton  and  Axmluster  rug  manufacturers,  in 
the  cotton  schedule.  The  committee  were  motlest  with  the 
woolen  schedule,  may  I  say.  They  knew  It  could  hardly  be 
incrjased  higher  than  it  is.  The  other  Hou-se  increa.sea  the 
dut;-  on  cotton  sewing  thread  5  per  cent,  and  then  the  Senate 
committee  increased  it  5  per  cent  more.  Our  domestic  pro- 
duc  ion  Ls  $8,000,000  annually ;  our  exportations  are  $1,000,000 
ann  daily,  and  there  are  only  about  $100,000  worth  imp<^rted. 
There  are  about  three  concerns  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of 
this  c<^)mmodity,  and  there  is  an  international  understanding 
betueen  them. 

Oq  cotton  cloth,  which  is  used  by  the  American  housewife, 
the  tommittee  has  increased  the  duty  5  per  cent.  The  importa- 
tiors  into  this  country  of  cotton  cloth  are  less  than  1  per  cent 
of  he  domestic  consumption.  The  committee  increased  the 
dut '  on  dye  cloth.  Irrespective  of  the  quality  of  the  dye,  whether 
it  V  as  fast  or  whether  it  was  inferior. 

T  ae  committee  increased  the  duty  on  cotton  stockings  from 
50  ler  cent  to  60  per  cent.  They  increased  the  duty  on  cotton 
shi]  ts  from  35  per  cent  to  50  per  cent.  On  cotton  tapestry  and 
upholstery  cloth  of  every  kind  the  duties  were  increased.  On 
Nottingham  laces  the  committee  permitted  the  high  duty  of 
60  ]  er  cent  to  remain,  although  they  knew  that  the  Tariff  Com- 
mit don,  after  a  full  investigation,  found  that  35  per  cent  ad 
val<  rem'  was  all  that  was  necessary. 

Fere  is  what  the  Committee  on  Finance  did  ns  to  woolen 
bla  ikets :  It  is  state*!  in  the  bill  that  where  a  blanket  is  valued 
at  iQore  than  30  cents  a  pound  the  duty  shall  be  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  which  would  be  a  duty  of  7Vj  cents.  Then,  after  hav- 
ing stated  that,  in  another  part  of  the  bill  it  is  provided  that  in 
no  instance  shall  the  duty  be  less  than  16V.i  cents  a  pound. 
Thi.t  duty  is  imposed  on  cheap  woolen  blankets.  Such  blankets 
are  yet  used  in  this  country;  they  are  sometimes  needed  for 
the  health  and  the  comfort  of  the  American  i)eople:  and  yet 
whti  the  committee  increase<l  the  rate,  and  put  on  those  articles 
when  the  value  Is  not  over  30  cents  a  pound,  a  duty  of  25  per 
cen:  ad  valorem,  which  would  be  7Vi  cents  a  pound,  then  the 
con  ralttee  come  in  with  their  joker  and  say  that  in  no  instance 
shall  the  duty  be  less  than  16%  cents  a  pound. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootI  deny  that?  Is 
thore  anyone  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  who  takes  issue 
wiiji  me  on  that  proposition?  No;  Senators  over  there  still  sit 
as  Milent  as  the  tomb.  There  is  either  one  of  two  things;  the 
coiumlttee  never  thought  that  we  would  find  out  these  things 
about  the  bill,  or  they  are  ignorant  of  these  provisions  them- 
sel.es;  and  I  never  heard  of  a  Republican  leader  being  Ignorant 
of  fhe  ^^►ntents  of  a  Republican  tariff  bill. 

]  Ir.  President.  I  shall  not  at  this  time  discuses  sugar;  I  shall 
dls -uss  that  subject  as  well  as  the  duty  on  maple  sirup  on  a 
futnre  day.  I  wish  someone  would  give  me  some  Justification 
for  Increasing  tlie  duty  on  maple  sirup.  Perhaps  the  committee 
tlKUi^ht  that  was  un  agricultunil  product,  and  to  increase  the 
du  y  imposed  on  it  would  help  the  great  wheat  farmers  of  the 
W<st  or  the  cotton  farmers  of  the  South  or  the  corn  producers 
of  the  Middle  West 
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Then,  when  the  committee  got  down  to  the  sundries  schedule, 
oh,  how  they  did  work  as  to  the  many  items  included  in  that 
schedule  to  Increase  the  duties  therwu.  I  am  merely  going  to 
mention  some  of  them,  because  I  have  already  occupied  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate  to-day  at  more  length  than  I  had  intended. 
Here,  however,  are  some  of  the  articles  upt)n  which  the  com- 
mittee imposed  a  duty  or  increased  the  duty  in  the  sundries 
schedule. 

Boots  and  shoes.  There  are  men  iu  this  country  to-day  who 
have  so  many  children  that  it  costs  tliem  as  much  money  to  buy 
shoes  for  them  as  it  does  to  send  them  to  school,  and  yet  the 
committee  propose  to  put  a  duty  on  shoes  and  boots.  That  will 
help  the  American  farmer. 

Saddles.     A  duty  on  saddles  will  also  help  the  farmer. 

Harness.  The  farmer  will  welcome  a  duty  on  harness,  will 
he  not?  Do  members  of  the  committee  think  that  the  fai-mers 
of  the  country  do  not  use  saddles  any  more?  Do  they  not  think 
it  is  .sometimes  necessary  for  them  to  use  harnessV  Yet  they 
propose  to  increase  the  duty  on  these  necessaries  of  the  farm 

Toys  for  little  chUdren.  Those  did  not  escape  the  attention 
of  the  committee.  They  did  not  think  of  Uie  little  fellow  who, 
as  Christmas  time  approaches,  writes  his  little  letter,  asking 
Santa  Clans  to  bring  him  a  toy.  Tlie  committee  put  an  in- 
creased duty  on  toys  for  little  children. 

Toothbrushes.  It  is  proposed  to  discourage  people  from  keep- 
ing their  teeth  dean  by  imposing  a  high  duty  on  tooth  brushes 

Beads.  The  Republican  majority  do  not  want  the  girls  and 
women  of  this  country  to  wear  heads  any  more,  so  they  increase 
the  duty  on  that  article. 

Pipes.  The  Senator  from  Utah  some  time  ago  wanted  to  pre- 
vent people  smoking  cigarettes,  and  now  he  does  not  want  them 
to  use  pipes.  He  does  not  want  the  old  fellow  back  in  the  forks 
of  the  creek,  who  is  not  making  much  and  needs  a  pipe  at  even- 
ing time,  when  he  is  tired  from  his  day's  labor,  to  enjoy  himself 
with  a  smoke.  The  majority  of  the  committee  are  going  to 
make  him  pay  more  for  his  pipes. 

Straw  hats.  The  committee  proposes  to  make  straw  hats  cost 
more,  so  they  greatly  increase  rates  on  straw  hats. 

Brooms.  They  are  still  needed  to  keep  the  house  swept.  The 
duty  on  brooms,  however,  is  Increased  and  the  housewife  will 
have  to  pay  more  for  this  essential. 

Brushes  of  every  kind.  They  will  be  made  to  cost  more  be- 
cause of  the  increased  duty  imposed  upon  them. 

Matches.  It  is  even  prt»posed  to  make  the  man  who  strikes  a 
™^f  w  /"  "^**^  **'"  P*P®  ^^  cigarette  pay  more  for  the  match 
which  is  needed.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Utah  does  not  like 
the  advertising  campaign  which  urges  people  to  turn  away  from 
sweets  and  "  reach  for  a  Lucky."  Through  the  tariff  he  wants 
to  punish  people  who  smoke  pipes  or  cigarettes  and  who  have 
to  strike  matches. 

Feathers  and  downs.  The  duty  on  these  commodlies  is  in- 
creased. 

Combs.  I  imagine  the  committee  thought  If  they  we«e  going 
to  put  a  duty  on  the  bru.shes  that  they  ought  also  to  put  a  duty 
on  combs.  Not  only  has  a  duty  been  put  on  pyroxylin  that 
goes  into  the  manufacture  of  combs  but  they  also  put  a  duty 
on  combs. 

Pipe  organs.  They  do  not  want  pipe  organs  to  come  into  this 
country  any  more. 

Ah,  Mr.  President,  these  are  some  of  the  iniquities  of  this 
bill  It  Is  no  wonder  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  sits  there 
with  his  head  bowed  in  slmme  over  It.  [Laughter  ]  There 
never  was  such  a  nefarious  bill  offered  to  the  American  Con- 
gress as  this.  It  can  not  be  defended;  It  was  bom  in  con- 
spiracy having  In  view  the  division  of  spoils  on  the  part  of 
tho.«e  who  framed  It.  It  Is  unfair  to  the  American  consumers; 
It  stifles  the  legitimate  efforts  of  American  business  men-  it 
creates  confusion  In  our  International  trade ;  It  will  retard  the 
revenues  of  the  Government 

Mr.  President  I  rememl)er  some  time  ago — I  was  then  but  a 
schoolboy— reading  the  speech  which  was  delivered  by  the  mar- 
tyred President,  a  man  whose  name  was  attached  to  an  Impor- 
tant Republican  tariff  bill  In  1890— Mr.  McKlnley.  I  refer  to 
the  last  8pee<^h  which  he  delivered.  Would  that  his  words 
would  sink  Into  the  minds  of  some  of  the  modern  wrnild-be 
leadership  of  the  Republican  Party  to-day.  Here  is  what  he 
said  In  his  last  speech  at  Buflfalo,  N.  Y. : 

A  Bystem  which  provides  a  mutuul  exchange  of  commodities  is  mani- 
festly essential  to  the  continued  and  healthful  growth  of  our  export 
trade.  We  must  not  repose  in  the  fancied  security  that  we  can  forever 
sell  everything  and  buy  little  or  nothing.  If  such  a  thing  were  possible, 
it  would  not  be  btst  for  us  or  for  those  with  whom  we  deal. 

What  we  produce  beyond  our  domestic  consumption  must  have  a  vent 
abroad.     The  excess  must  be  relieved  through  a  foreign  outlet,  and  we  I 
should  sell  everywhere  we  caa  and  buy  wherever  the  buying  will  enlarge  I 


our  sales  and  productions,  thereby  making  a  gri>ater  demand  for  hom* 
labor. 

The  period  of  excliislveness  is  past.  The  expansion  of  our  trnde 
and  commerce  Is  the  pressing  problem.  CommercUl  wars  arc  unpraflt- 
able.  A  policy  of  commercial  and  friendly  trade  will  prevent  reprisals. 
If,  perchance,  some  of  our  larlfTs  are  no  lonRtr  needed  for  revenue  or 
to  protect  and  encourage  our  industries  at  homo,  why  should  they  not 
be  employed  to  extend  and  promote  our  markets  abroad? 

Those  were  wise  words.  The  kind  of  a  Uriff  bill  now  pending 
will  force  American  capitalists  to  go  into  foreign  countries  and 
establish  industries  there,  which  will  work  to  the  detriment  of 
American  labor.    That  movement  is  now  well  on  its  way. 

Mr.  President,  the  nrinority  throughout  the  consideration  of 
this  bill  will  so  conduct  Itself  as  to  do  no  injury  to  any  industry 
iu  this  country,  it  matters  not  where  that  industry  is  located. 
If  the  facts  in  any  case  warrant  the  levying  uf  additional 
duties  in  order  to  preserve  the  American  standard  of  wages  and 
prevent  unreasonable  imiwrtations  from  abroad,  we  will  vote 
for  them.  We  want  to  vote  upon  rates  upon  a  competitive  basis; 
upon  the  principles  of  lost  r>arty  pledges.  If  we  were  writing 
a  bill  now— realizing  that  an  unholy  alliance,  existing,  for  many 
years  has  existed,  between  big  business  and  this  Government 
and  that  it  has  worked  injury  to  the  masses  of  the  American 
people— In  order  to  break  that  alliance  we  would  not  apply  in 
the  readjustment  of  tariff  rates  the  axe,  but  we  would  employ 
the  jackscrew  In  the  lowering  process.  These  rates  must  be 
lowered  to  meet  the  new  conditions,  and  let  industries  adjust 
themselves  to  them;  and  so  throughout  the  con.slderatlon  of 
this  bill,  in  the  casting  of  votes  and  otherwise,  we  expect  to 
follow  that  policy,  upon  the  principle  of  equality  and  Justice 
and  broad  Americanism. 

REVISION   (W  THE  TAaiFF 

Mr.  BROOKHART  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  NYE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tbe  Senator  frrmi  Iowa  vleld 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  do. 

Mr.  NYE.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quonim. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  Uie  Senator  from  Iowa  yield 
for  that  purpo.se? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  do. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  f(^lowing  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Allen  George 

Ashurst  Gtllett 

Barkley  Glass 

Bingham  Goff 

Black  Gould 

Blaino  Greene 

Blea»e  Hale 

Borah  Harris 

Brock  Harrison 

Brookhart  Ha!<tlng8 

Brottssard  Hatfield 

Capper  Uawes 

Connally  Uaydcn 

CouEens  Heflin 

Deneen  Howell 

Dill  Jonea 

Fes-M  Kean 

Fletcher  Keyes 

Frazler  King 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT. 


La  FoUette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McNary 

Motcalf 

Moses 

Norrls 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Patterson 

Pine 

Plttman 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Hackftt 

Schnll 

Sheppard 

8bortridge 

Seventy-four  Senators  having  an- 


Simmona 

Smoot 

8teck 

Sfelwer 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

ThmnHs.  Okla. 

Trammell 

l.vdlugs 

Vandenlx-rg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walah.  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 


swered  to  their  names,  there  is  a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  WATSON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  8enatf»r  from  Iowa  has  the 
floor.    Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  do. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the  Sen- 
ate condudea  Its  business  to-day  it  take  a  recess  until  to-morrow 
at  12  o'clock. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  It  Is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President  the  basic  measure  of  pro- 
te<.Mon,  as  declared  in  the  principles  of  the  Republican  Party, 
is  the  difference  in  the  c<»8t  of  production  at  home  and  abroad. 
These  bills,  as  presented  to  Congress  by  the  House  and  by  the 
Financo  ('ommlttee  of  the  Senate,  are  a  violation  of  that  prin- 
ciple. The  chairman  of  the  P'Inance  Committee  has  admitted 
that  no  consideration  was  given  to  the  great  mass  pr(»ducers  In 
the  United  States  or  to  their  co«t  of  production.  That  being 
true.  It  Is  Impossible  for  this  bill  to  he  based  upon  that  funda- 
mental principle;  and  therefore  It  is  not  a  Republican  bill,  but 
It  Is  a  1)111  for  special  interests,  even  as  presented  by  the  Senate 
committee. 

Again,  the  Republican  platform  says: 

A  protective  tariff  Is  as  vital  to   American   agriculture  aa  It   Is  to 
.American  manufacturing.    The  Republican  Party  believes  that  the  boai« 
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market.  boDt  ap  under  the  protectire  policy,  belongs  to  the  American 
farmer,  and  it  pledgea  Iti  attpport  of  legialatioD  which  will  gire  thia 
Barket  to  hia  to  the  fun  extent  of  hia  ability  to  aopply  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  assert  that  there  is  under  this  bill,  either  aa 
presented  by  th«  Hooae  or  as  presented  by  the  Senate  com- 
mittee, no  American  marlcet  for  the  farmer.  I  assert  that  this 
bin  leaves  him  with  his  prices  fixed  in  a  competitive  market  of 
the  world.  But  few  of  his  productions  will  have  any  local  price 
at  home.  The  soxplos  of  all  of  the  great  commodities,  prac- 
tically, Ko  abroad.  The  prices  of  them  are  fixed  by  sale  In  com- 
petition with  all  the  world,  and  this  fixes  his  price  not  only  as 
to  the  farmer's  surpltis  but  as  to  the  other  part  of  his  produc- 
tion which  Is  consumed  at  home. 

About  10  per  cent  of  his  production,  on  the  average,  is  sur- 
plus, and  that  surplus,  under  the  working  of  this  bill,  will  go 
abroad  and  will  be  sold  in  competition  with  all  the  world,  not 
In  an  American  home  market.  The  price  will  be  cabled  back  to 
the  board  of  trade  or  to  the  cotton  exchange,  as  the  case  may 
be,  and  then  the  price  of  his  other  90  per  cent  at  home  will  be 
fixed  at  the  same  figure  as  the  foreign  market  price,  not  the 
American  home  market  price,  and  he  will  be  compelled  to  take 
that  price  of  the  foreign  market. 

A  home  market  for  agriculture  would  mean  a  market  In 
which  agriculture  could  ask  and  receive  a  cost-of-production 
price  plus,  I  will  say,  a  cooperative  profit,  because  I  want  agri- 
culture to  deal  on  the  cooperative  principle,  but  commercial 
business  would  say  plus  a  reasonable  profit. 

There  is  no  such  market  for  the  farmers  of  the  United 
State»«.  They  have  no  voice  In  the  price  they  are  getting  at 
h4»me  or  abroad.  This  bill,  either  as  presented  by  the  Hou.se 
or  the  Senate  committee,  fails  to  give  the  farmers  that  market 
which  is  pledged  to  them  in  the  Republican  platform  of  the 
recent  camiialgn. 

Again  the  Republican  platform  said: 

The  Refnibllean  Party  pledr^a  Itself  to  the  deTelopment  and  enact- 
ment of  meaaiirea  which  will  place  the  agricnttnml  Interests  of 
America  on  a  basis  of  economic  equality  with  other  Industries  to 
Insure  Its  prosperity  anS  its  socceaa. 

.And  again  I  say  these  bills  are  a  violation  of  that  pledge 
made  by  the  Republican  Party  to  the  farmers  of  the  country  in 
the  nK?ent  campaign. 

There  is  no  pretense  that  these  bills  will  give  economic 
equality  to  agriculture.  They  give  to  agriculture  certain  sched- 
ules that  are  on  paper  equal  to  certain  schedules  of  Industry, 
although  the  schetlules  of  agriculture  as  a  whole  are  below 
those  of  industry. 

The  writing  of  the  sc-hedules  on  paper,  however,  does  not 
m»-un  economic  equality.  Economic  equality  means  tliat  the 
farmers  of  the  United  States  can  and  should  receive  a  profit  at 
least  equal  to  the  average  of  the  profits  of  industry. 

1  coucede  that  there  is  also  Inequality  In  in<lu.<try.  I  con- 
cede that  under  the  present  tariff  law,  as  well  as  under  the 
proposals  here  made,  industry  is  divided,  part  of  it  prosperous 
and  part  of  it  on  the  verge  of  bankruptcy.  I  have  made  an 
examination  of  the  fact  that  there  are  177,000  corporations 
which  have  been  operating  at  a  loss  since  1925,  and  the  chair- 
man of  the  Finance  Committee  states  that  43  per  cent  of  the 
corporations  in  the  United  States  are  in  that  condition  at  this 
time.  Therefore  there  is  something  wrong  with  the  protective 
tariff  even  as  it  is  working  among  the  industries  of  the  United 
States. 

1  think  the  Senator  from  Georgia  pt^ted  out  on  yesterday  an 
old  protective  principle  that  would  correct  that,  and  that  goes 
back,  a-s  it  were,  to  the  beginning  of  the  protective  system. 

Mr.  KINO.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield  to  ihe  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BKOOKHART.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KI.NG.  I  think  the  Senator  should  state,  and  doubtless 
would  have  if  he  had  deemed  It  iK>rtinent  to  the  observations 
which  he  is  making,  that  the  larger  ,i\rt  at  those  corporations, 
about  180,000  to  190.0U0,  which  it  u*  aUeged  have  made  no 
profits,  were  not  manufacturing  corporations.  Many  of  them 
were  mere  promotion  corporations.  Many  were  mere  corpora- 
tions for  the  purpose  of  engaging  in  some  sort  of  speculative 
enterprise,  and  never  functioned,  never  culminated.  Thousands 
of  them  never  took  out  the  licenses  required  by  the  States,  and 
many,  many  of  them,  after  they  had  taken  out  the  license,  failed 
to  pay  the  first  year's  llcmse  which  was  required.  So  that  it 
may  not  he  said  that  any  considerable  portion  of  that  180,000 
were  engaged  in  the  manufacturing  business. 

Mr.  BROOKn.\RT.  They  were  all  kinds  ot  corporations,  but 
the  larger  percentage  of  them  were  engaged  In  different  kinds 
of  manufacturing  enterprises,  and  those  are  the  ones  which  sus- 
Ulned  thfai  gigantic  12,000,000,000  a  year  loss.    The  kind  of 
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dons  mentioned  by  the  Senator  reported  no  partictilar 
so  far  as  that  was  concerned.  They  are  not  separated,  so 
impossible  for  mc  to  give  the  exact  figures  as  to  manu- 
uring.  but  I  myself  visited  in  New  York  and  Vermont  many 
lufacturing  industries  that  are  either  closed  down  or  are 
operating  at  a  loss,  aud  there  are  some  of  those  in  my  own 
Stite;  so  I  know  it  applies  equally  to  manufacturing,  perhaps 
alxut  in  the  proportion  as  the  remaining  percentage  of  corpora- 
tiojis  allies  to  manufacturing. 

ly  is  that  imequal  result  being  prwluced  under  our  pro- 
ve system  in  the  United  States?  The  principal  reason  is 
thd  discrimination  against  agriculture.  Then  there  Is  a  dis- 
crimination among  the  Industries  themselves,  and  that  discrimi- 
nation can  only  be  corrected  under  a  protectivi'^tariff  system  in 
tha  manner  that  Alexander  Hamilton  himself  laid  down  as  the 
founder  of  the  protective  idea.  When  industries  are  In  such 
coidition  that  they  can  not  exist  under  tariff  rates,  and  yet 
tlwy  ought  to  exist,  they  must  be  protected  by  a  bounty  if  we 
an  to  have  an  artificial  system  of  protective  tariff,  and  that  is 
as  >ld  as  protection ;  and  that  bounty  at  the  prev^ent  time  is  what 
we  call  a  debenture.  It  Is  all  the  same  thing,  and  on  the  same 
priQciple.  aud  as  I  proceed  I  will  prrfot  out  to  some  extent  why 
It  ts  necessary  in  this  tariff  bill  to  adopt  a  debenture  or  a 
bouniy  plan,  not  only  for  agriculture  but  for  some  of  the  other 
inoustries  as  well,  in  order  to  give  something  like  a  fair  deal 
to  all  of  the  industries  of  the  country. 

I  recently  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  C.  B.  Cart)erry,  managing 
edi  tor  of  the  Boston  Post,  and  on  September  0  I  answered  that 
let  er,  quoting  his  letter,  in  which  I  stated : 

Skftcmbsb  G,  1929. 
C.    B.  CABBKBar, 

Manoffing  Editor  the  Boaton  Post,  Boston,  M<u*. 

I  It  Dsab  Carbebbt  :  Tear  letter  is  before  me  in  which  you  aak, 
"  V  ould  you  be  good  enough  to  let  me  Itaow  for  publication  In  the  Post 
wh  r  yon  favor  a  duty  of  14  cents  a  pound  on  butter?"  and  also,  "  I  am 
inf  irroed  that  the  dairy  Industry  Is  prosperous.  Figures  from  Federal 
sources  show  that  the  dairy  farmer  rect-iveg  a  largtr  percentage  of  tJhe 
customer's  dollar  than  the  farmer  engaged  in  any  other  branch  of  agri- 
cul  ure." 

1  lion  you  say,  "  Our  people  here  in  New  England  bare  been  suffering 
fro  n  the  effects  of  an  industrial  depression  unlike  those  of  otber  Indus- 
trii  1  sections  of  the  country. 

'  Butter  is  an  Important  item  of  food  with  them.  They  can  not  un- 
derstand why  they  should  he  forced  to  pay  a  very  high  price  for  butter 
du<  to  the  heavy  duty  on  that  product.  Surely  no  other  commodity  In 
the  whole  tariff  bill  is  protected  to  the  extent  of  14  cents  a  pound. 
Bu  ter  is  only  one  of  the  items  in  the  agricultural  schedule  which  will 
cos ;  our  people  heavily  In  additional  prices  for  foo<l." 

T  'hen  yon  conclude  by  saying,  *'  Things  may  look  different  in  the  West, 
but  here  we  are  very  seriously  concerned  about  what  seems  to  be  In  the 
nat  are  of  a  holdup  of  eastern  consumers." 

1  Khali  be  glad  to  let  you  know  why  I  favor  the  tariff  on  butter.  In 
th«  first  ylace.  I  want  to  state  that  your  information  as  to  the  pros- 
per Ity  of  the  dairy  farmer  Is  entirely  erroneous.  It  is  no  argument  to 
say  that  he  gets  a  bigger  percentage  of  the  cn.><tomer's  dollar  than  the 
othfr  branches  of  agriculture  are  getting,  because  the  other  branches 
of  igriculture  are  getting  so  much  less  than  they  are  Justly  entitled 
to  ^  that  even  If  the  dairy  farmer's  share  is  greater  it  does  not  make 
bin  prosperous.  I  Just  investigated  his  condition  in  northern  New 
Yoik.  I  find  that  he  is  getting  about  5  cents  a  quart  for  his  milk, 
aiK  I  also  find  that  the  consumers  in  New  York  City  are  paying  as 
big  1  as  20  centa  a  quart  for  it.  As  it  happens,  aLso,  a  man  from  your 
ow; )  city  was  in  my  office  as  I  read  your  letter,  and  be  told  me  he  had 
Juat  l)ought  a  dairy  farm  In  New  Hampshire  tributary  to  Bo.ston 
wKhin  the  last  week  for  considerably  less  than  the  buildings  and 
Im]  rovements  on  the  farm  had  cost. 

J  ibout  one-third  of  the  American  people  are  farmers,  but  they  are 
getting  less  than  one-tenth  of  the  national  income  since  1020.  The 
average  wage  of  the  American  farmer  of  the  whole  United  States  for 
bis  work  and  for  the  work  of  his  wife  and  small  children  is  also  less 
thsD  1700  a  year  since  1920.  Bankruptcies  have  Increased  more  than 
a  thousand  per  cent,  while  commercial  bankruptcies  remain  about  the 
same.  A  million  and  a  half  farmers  hare  lost  their  homes  and  their 
life  savings  as  a  result  of  the  economic  discrimination  against  them. 
I  ■  iw  hundreds  of  abandoned  dairy  farms  In  northern  New  York  in  tbe 
moith  of  August,  and  those  in  operation  were  in  a  dilapidated  con- 
dit  on,  which  prove*  beyond  question  that  dairy  farming  ia  not 
pro  iperous. 

1  our  conclusion  that  14  cents  a  pound  tariff  on  buttor  is  the  highest 
in  the  whole  tariff  bill  is  likewiiie  erroneous.  It  amounts  only  to 
ab«ut  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  if  you  will  read  the  bill  over  you 
will  find  that  it  is  filled  with  Industrial  rates  several  times  higher. 

1  ow,  why  should  the  East  be  asked  to  pay  this  rate  to  the  West  and 
to  he  eastern  farmer  aa  well?  Because  ever  sime  the  tariff  was  first 
maiie  a  national  policy  tbe  West  as  well  as  the  eastern  fanner  has 
beei  paying  these  rates  to  the  East,  and  even  higher.     I  do  not  ask 
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the  East  to  sell  us  any  Industria]  products  at  loss  than  the  reasonable 
cost  of  production  and  a  reasonable  profit  The  East  has  no  right  to 
ask  us  to  sell  farm  products  at  any  less  price.  Each  of  us  should  see 
tbs  standpoint  of  the  other,  but  your  letter  discloses  that  you  have  no 
Idea  of  the  western  standpoint  cr  western  rights,  or  even  rights  of 
ea8t4.'rn  farmers. 

I  sm  also  convinced  that  yon  have  no  real  Idea  of  the  cause  of  your 
present  troubles.  The  real  cause  is  the  agricultural  depression.  Agri- 
cultural prices  have  been  beaten  down  to  such  a  low  level  that  Its 
buying  power  has  been  destroyed.  The  farmers  are  no  lunger  able  to 
buy  your  manufactured  products  at  any  price,  bonce  your  mills  arc  idle 
and  you  want  to  further  weaken  thetr  ability  to  buy  your  stuff  by 
denying  them  the  same  tariff  equal  to  the  difference  In  cost  of  pro- 
duction at  home  and  abroad,  which  you  demand  for  your  own  Industrial 
products. 

If  you  will  take  a  fair-minded  view  of  thU  situation  In  the  East, 
there  is  no  occasion  for  controversy  between  the  East  and  the  West ; 
but  if  you  do  not  take  this  view,  I  want  to  say  to  you  that  it  means  a 
union  of  the  West  and  the  South  which  have  identical  interests  In  the 
matter  and  they  will  not  longer  submit  to  paying  yoiir  high  tariff  rates 
without  being  compensated  by  an  equal  rate  of  protection  on  their  own 
products. 

On  most  of  the  farm  products,  mere  tariff  rates  are  not  effective. 
Thry  are  upon  butter,  but  when  there  is  an  exportable  surplus  the 
tariff  wall  breaks  down  and  the  price  is  fixed  in  the  competitive  markets 
of  the  world. 

I  digress  here  to  say  that  we  are  very  near  to  the  exportable 
surplus  In  dairy  products,  I  believe  only  IVj  per  tent  away,  and 
at  the  present  rate  of  increase,  we  will  soon  pass  that  mark. 
Even  the  present  low  prices  of  dairy  pro<lucts  will  be  still 
lower,  comparable  to  those  at  Montreal  and  Quebec,  rather  than 
*at  New  York  and  Boston.    I  continue  reading : 

For  instance,  we  have  42  cents  a  bushel  tariff  on  whoat,  but  at  this 
momont  wheat  Is  selling  for  20  cents  a  bushel  on  .an  average  higher 
for  the  farmers  of  Canada  than  for  the  farmers  of  the  United  States 
in  spite  of  all  this  ao-calh'd  protection.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  we 
dom:ind  the  tariff  debenture  which  will  make  the  rates  effective  on 
aj.Ticulture  as  they  are  upon  industry.  The  protected  industries  are 
shortsighted  in  fighting  this  proposition.  Debentures  or  bounties  are 
part  of  the  original  tariff  idea  from  Alexander  Hamilton  down  to  date. 

The  only  class  in  the  East  so  far  which  is  fair  toward  the  farmer 
is  iiilhir.  All  the  leaders  of  union  labor  appeared  Ijefore  the  Senate 
committee  and  urged  the  adoption  of  a  farm  bill  for  the  genuine  relief 
of  ngriotilture.  and  when  asked  If  they  would  stand  for  such  a  bill, 
even  if  it  increased  food  prices,  they  promptly  and  emphatically  said, 
"Ye.x.*  They  know  too  well  that  the  |700  which  the  farmer  now 
receives  as  his  price  for  what  he  sells  and  his  value  of  what  he  uses 
on  the  farms  ia  no  ade<iuate  wage,  while  the  average  wage  of  labor  in 
the  fiirtories  of  the  United  States  is  about  $1.200 — and  labor  is  willing 
to  give  the  farmers  the  same  fair  d«»al  it  asks  tor  itself. 

The  farmiTs'  wage  and  purchasing  power  are  taken  away  by  the 
profits  of  the  big  combinations  of  capital.  This  does  not  mean  ordinary 
husiuesH.  In  fact,  as  your  letter  indicates,  ordinary  business  is  being 
brought  toward  the  level  of  the  farmer,  because  the  big  combinations  in 
railrojids.  in  banks,  nnd  in  industry  are  able,  through  transportation 
laws,  credit  laws,  and  protective  tariff  laws,  to  take  from  the  American 
pool  of  production  about  all  there  is  in  it.  leaving  nothing  for  agri- 
culture nnd  not  much  for  little  business. 

Mr.  President  that  brief  letter  expresses  my  position  upon 
the  present  tariff  situation.  I  want  to  say  plainly  in  the  begln- 
niiijj  tltat  I  do  not  intend  to  vote  for  this  tariff  bill  either  In  the 
form  in  which  It  came  from  the  House  or  in  the  form  in  which 
it  is  presented  to  the  Senate  by  the  Finance  Committee.  The 
bill  must  not  only  make  the  schetlules  equal  but  it  must  make 
tlieni  fHinnlly  effective  for  the  industries  and  for  agriculture  or 
it  ihx'tt  not  get  my  vote  at  any  stage. 

ilr.  HOWELL,     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  ti'mix>re.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  The  Senator  states  we  are  neariiig  the  point 
where  the  tariff  will  be  of  no  benefit  to  tlie  butter  manufac- 
turer. That  point  will  be  raised  and  reached  in  1930.  will 
it  not? 

Mr,  BROOKHART.     It  probably  will. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  is  it  not  true  that  only 
about  6  cents  a  pound  of  the  present  tariff  Is  effective  for  the 
producer  of  butter  to-<lay? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  believe  the  .Senator  la  correct.  I  think 
the  full  tariff  is  not  effective.  I  have  the  figures  somewhere, 
but  I  think  the  Senator  is  about  right. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  In  other  words,  the  increase  from  12  to  14 
cents  in  the  tariff  upon  butter  is  merely  a  pretense  of  help  to 
the  farmer  and  is  not  an  actual  advantage.    Is  not  that  true? 
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Mr.  BROOKHART.  That  is  rwj  true  unless  at  the  same 
time  we  provide  a  delK^nture  that  will  euaWe  him  to  get  his 
cost  of  producUon  pric*  the  same  as  Industry  charges  and 
collects  from  the  farmers  of  the  United  Sute«. 

JK"  «S^^^-    ^^^  **»*'  •^"'  »*  ^y  another  method? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  That  wUl  be  by  another  method,  but  I 
hope  to  see  that  method  attached  to  the  tariff  bill  now  before 
!*K^  .  J;  .  ?  ^'^  attached  it  to  the  former  bUl  it  was  said  to  us 
that  it  belonged  on  a  revenue  bill  as  It  was  a  revenue  measur* 
and  that  the  House  would  not  recei>-e  it.  But  they  diil  receive 
It.  Now  we  are  in  r»osiuoii  to  meet  them  lugi^^ull^  and  attach 
it  to  a  revenue  meahure. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  felt  that  it  was  Important  at  this  time  to 
make  it  clear  that  whereas  there  Lad  l»een  an  apparent  gen- 
erosity to  the  farmer  t>y  incTeasing  the  present  tariff  on  butter 
from  12  to  14  cents,  yet  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  mettut  nothing 
whatever  to  the  farmer  because  it  will  be  utterly  ineffe<tive 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  think  that  is  nbst»lutely  true,  unless 
we  follow  with  other  provisions  that  will  make  it  eflwtive 
Now  can  we  do  that  with  the  debenture?  I  sav  that  we  can 
do  It.  I  say  that  it  has  been  dona  That  pn>i>leni  has  betHi 
solved  and  all  we  have  to  do  is  to  follow  prectnltnts  in  the 
problem  and  it  will  be  solved. 

There  is  only  one  way  to  do  It  and  that  is  to  provide  a  fund 
tbat  will  bid  for  the  surplus  the  cost  of  productitm  priiv  As 
soon  as  that  bid  is  made  the  price  level  will  rl.se  to  that  bid 
Then  the  14  cents  a  pt)und  on  butter  would  bec«>me  effwtlve 
It  would  shut  out  foreign  competition  up  to  that  level  That 
fund  must  be  provided  by  a  bounty  cw  debenture,  call  it  what 
we  may,  out  of  this  tariff  system.  That  is  the  place  in  justict* 
where  it  should  be  provlde<I. 

We  have  heard  it  .said,  and  I  am  going  to  present  some  fijoires 
a  little  later  to  prove  it,  that  the  price  level  in  the  United 
States  is  raised  by  some  $4.ti00.0(Kl,0(K)  by  the  proteetive-tnrlff 
system.  I  will  present  an  analysis  that  I  think  will  show  it  is 
raise<l  considerably  more  than  $4.(XIO.liOt».00().  I  think  there 
will  be  no  doubt  of  It  after  we  gK  the  facts.  The  farmers  are 
Iiaying  close  to  one-third  of  that  $4.«0ti,(KK),00i).  The  farmers 
ure  now  paying  a  delK>nture  of  $1 .2tX).(iU),000  or  $l,3O0.UiOtitJ0 
to  the  prote<^-ted  indu.stries  of  the  United  States  under  the 
operation  of  the  tariff  system.  If  that  system  is  to  be  main- 
tained no  one  can  deny  that  the  farmer  should  have  back  out 
of  that  system  a  debenture  of  about  $'JO(MKX>.(X)0  a  year  to 
r»rotect  his  own  products  and  give  to  him  an  American  home 
market  price  equal  to  that  of  the  Industries  of  the  United  States 
The  debenture  that  is  proposed  acx-ording  to  the  e8timati»s  of 
the  President  would  raise  about  |200,006,tXK)  a  year.  That 
would  be  enough  in  a  short  time  to  finance  all  of  the  agricul- 
tural surplu.ses.  though  not  enough  in  the  beginning,  and  that 
is  only  half  of  the  tariff  rates  as  they  would  have  exlste«l  under 
the  House  bill  under  the  President's  estimate,  I  believe.  Tliat 
debenture  ought  to  start  with  the  full  tariff. 

How  would  that  del»enture  operate  to  give  the  American 
farmer  his  cost  of  producUon?  I  have  said  already  that  that 
question  was  solved.  It  was  Herbert  Hoover  who  solve<|  the 
quesUon.  He  did  it  in  tlie  handling  of  the  Wheat  Corporation 
and  the  Food  Adminii^traUMi  both  during  and  after  tl»e  war. 
That  record  is  the  l>e.st  record  for  the  farmers  of  the  United 
States  tliat  has  ever  been  made  by  any  man  in  the  history  of 
the  Nation.  That  record  of  the  handling  of  those  prwlucts' did 
everytliing  for  the  farmer  that  I  want  to  do  and  have  asked  to 
do  in  any  bill  that  I  have  introduced  In  the  Senate.  It  was 
upon  that  record  that  we  stood  In  the  cami>aign.  U«»w  did  It 
operate? 

First,  on  the  IWh  day  of  July— I  am  glrlng  dates  from 
memory— Mr.  Hoover  wrote  his  letter  asking  for  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  Wheat  Corporation.  The  bill  pa8.<«ed  on  the  loth 
day  of  August.  On  the  14th  day  of  August  the  wheat  board 
was  appointed.    On  the  30th  day  of  August  it  bad  completed 

Its  deliberatlcms  and  had  fixed  a  price— remember  that  nc»w 

at  $2.20  a  bushel  at  Chicago  for  No.  1  northern  wheat  and  Mr. 
HtKJver  at  once  bid  that  price  for  wlieat.  The  law  bad  given 
him  $150,000,000  to  handle  wheat  and  It  had  given  him  authority 
to  borrow  any  more  tliat  he  needed.  He  needed  mor-;*  and  he 
borrowed  $350,000,000  more,  and  he  bought  and  held  $500,000,000 
worth  of  wheat  at  that  price.  The  speculators  went  out  of 
business.  There  was  no  bushel  of  wheat  sold  In  fntun>s  on  the 
Chicago  Board  of  Trade  after  that  bid  was  made. 

Then  after  the  war  was  over  again  we  asked  a  debe/iture  out 
of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  of  $1,000,000,000  to  handle 
the  1919  crop.  Mr.  WHaon  had  said  to  the  farmers  In  procla- 
mation, "  Ton  shall  have  the  same  price  tor  the  1919  <Top  that 
we  gave  you  for  the  1918  crop."  He  had  also  called  uix>n  them 
to  sow  a  greater  crop  of  wheat  because  bread  would  win  the 
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war,  and  the  farmers  responded.  I  believe  they  pot  In  some- 
thing Uke  27,000.000  acres  more  of  wheat  A  great  crop  was 
expected.  Mr.  Hoover.  In  order  to  meet  that  sltaation.  asked  a 
debenture  or  subsidy  oat  of  the  Treasury  of  $1,000,000,000  and 
the  Congress  voted  him  every  dollar  of  It.  He  continued  his 
bid.  In  the  meantime  the  bid  had  been  raisefl  to  $2.26  because 
freight  rates  had  advanced.  He  bid  $2^  for  all  the  wheat  and 
he.  or  rather  his  organization  for  he  retired  personally  in  May, 
had  to  bnv  138,000,000  bu.«^hels  in  1919.  About  $300,000,000  was 
wliat  they  used  out  of  the  $1,000,000,000  that  had  been  provided. 
They  held  that  wheat  for  disposal  as  a  surplus  In  the  foreign 
markets  of  the  world.  They  disposed  of  it  and  had  good  returns 
on  it  They  had  a  profit  of  $50,000,000  which  is  tucked  away 
safely  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  right  now. 

8o  the  method  of  handling  the  surplus  has  been  solved  both 
during  and  after  the  war.  We  know  how  to  do  it  Hoover 
had  a  harder  fight  to  dispose  of  that  surplus  at  a  profit  in  the 
period  following  the  war  than  we  will  have  in  times  of  peace, 
becnus**  the  allied  countries  had  combined  against  him  to  break 
down  the  price  of  food  products.  Italy,  France,  and  England 
all  had  one  buyer,  and  In  addition  to  that,  although  they  had 
agreed  in  the  armistice  to  raise  the  German  blockade,  they  re- 
fused to  do  it,  and  for  4  months  and  18  days  he  made  the 
most  determined  fight  that  any  man  ever  made  for  the  farmers 
of  the  United  States.  Then  he  won  the  battle  and  maintained 
the  price.  He  used  $100,000,000  of  the  $1,000,000,000  of  the 
money  to  buy  pork,  something  he  had  no  real  legal  right  to  do, 
but  he  bought  the  pork  product  at  the  price  fixed  by  the  Farm 
Board  at  a  minimum  of  $17.50  at  Chicago.  Yes ;  we  know  how 
to  handle  the  surpluses. 

Did  the  Ht'publican  Party  promise  anything  in  refference  to 
this  record  of  Hoover  in  the  campaign  and  as  to  what  it  would 
do  for  the  farmer?  I  bold  In  my  hand  the  Republican  campaign 
textbook.  Beginning  at  page  215  there  are  40  pages  of  the 
record  of  H*)Over  in  the  handling  of  the  farmer's  surpluses  as 
I  have  outlined  It  this  afternoon.    It  is  headed : 

Herbert  Hoover,  friend  of  .American  atrrlfoUure.  A  brief  review  of 
tta«  outstanding  gerrlcea  performed  by  Herbert  Hoover  in  promotion  of 
the  agricultural  industry  of  tbe  United  States. 

Then  tbe  Republican  committee  added  at  the  end  this  state- 
ment : 

This  is  the  record  of  Herbert  Hoover,  friend  of  American  agriculture. 
It  has  been  in  the  making  for  over  a  decade.     Upon  it  be  stands. 

That  is  where  I  stood  in  the  campaign.  That  Is  where  I 
stand  to-flay.  That  is  why  I  say  the  tariff  bill  as  now  before 
OS  hH.s  violated  the  Republican  pletige.  It  has  failed  to  have 
incorporated  In  it  provisions  that  would  enable  tis  to  give  to 
agriculture  tbe  cost  of  production  price  which  the  protected  In- 
dustrie.>»  are  able  to  take  from  agriculture  under  the  tariff 
system. 

N\»w  about  the  debenttire.  The  Congress  met  in  special  ses- 
sion and  passed  a  toy  farm  relief  bill.  It  did  not  sound  like  the 
record  of  HeH)ert  Hoover  to  me ;  it  did  not  sound  like  what  we 
had  promised  to  the  famiera  of  the  Un!te<l  States.  The  bill 
provided  that  there  might  be  $500,00«>,000  to  lend.  The  extraor- 
dinary session  of  Congress  was  called  to  pass  a  bill  for  the 
relief  of  agriculture.  In  that  call  it  was  .sjjecified  that  we 
should  also  revise  the  tariff  for  the  relief  of  agriculttire ;  likewise 
that  some  other  industries  would  be  considered  where  there 
was  special  necessity,  but  that  there  should  be  no  general  re- 
vision. That  call  is  violated  by  both  the  farm  relief  bill,  which 
was  pa.ssed,  and  by  the  pending  tariff  bill.  It  is  violated  in  a 
wholesale  manner  and  not  merely  in  minor  details.  We  passed 
tbe  farm  relief  bill ;  we  created  a  Federal  Farm  Board,  and 
Congress  voted  an  appropriation  of  $150,000,000  especially  with 
wheat  In  view.  That  was  the  item  we  were  thinking  most  at>out 
at  the  time  tlie  appropriation  of  $150,000,000  in  cash  was  made. 
Why?  Because  the  House  would  be  in  session  again  in  time  to 
make  an  appropriation  for  cotton,  for  corn,  for  livestock,  and 
the  other  products.  Wheat  was  the  big  item  which  it  was  de- 
signed should  be  protected  by  that  appropriation  of  $150,000,000 
of  cash  in  hand. 

But  what  has  happened?  Tbe  Federal  Farm  Board  finally 
held  a  wheat  aeasion  In  Chicago,  an<l  they  announced.  I  believe 
on  the  23d  of  Ausost,  that  they  would  buy  no  wheat ;  that  they 
would  suggest  DO  price  for  wheat  That  does  not  sound  like 
the  record  of  Herbert  Hoover.  If  they  had  followed  that  record, 
tbey  would  have  fixed  a  price  and  bid  it.  Instead  they  said, 
**Go  to  the  iutomediate  credit  and  other  banks  and  get  your 
money ;  we  hftre  none  for  you,"  although  Congress  had  handed 
to  them  $190,000,000  for  that  general  purpose.  That  turned 
tbe  wheat  situation  over  to  the  wheat  gamblers  of  tbe  country. 
Tbey  knew  that  they  would  have  no  interference  from  tbe 
Federal  Farm  Board,  and  they  gambled  the  price  down  to 
where  it  now  is. 
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check  up  the  wheat  price  almost  every  day.  The  price  of 
1  northern  wheat  has  run  from  26  cents  to  30  cents  higher 
at  tV'innipeg  ail  the  time,  all  through  this  harvest,  than  it  has  at 
Mir  neapolis,  Minn.  I  called  the  President's  Secretary  and  told 
bici^  It  would  be  necessary  for  us  to  have  a  debenture  placed  in 
farm  bill.  I  said  "  No.  1  northern  wheat  to-day  is  30 
cei±s  higher  at  Winnipeg  than  it  is  in  Minneapolis."  The 
President's  Secretary  is  a  wheat  expert,  and  he  replied  rit,iit 
bac  c,  "  But  No.  1  northern  wheat  at  Winnipeg  is  different  In 
grraile  frwn  No.  1  northern  wheat  at  Minneapolis,  and  it  is 
ne<jpssary  to  take  No.  3  northern  at  Winnipeg  for  comparison 
wit  ti  the  wheat  at  Minneapolis."  I  said,  "  Yes ;  I  have  tlie  price 
of  No.  3  northern  wheat  before  me  now,  and  I  find  it  is  21 
cents  higher  than  No.  1  northern  wheat  at  Minuoapolis." 

2  ow  I  want  to  ask  the  Senators  wlio  voted  the  farm  relief  bill 
up(n  MS,  and  gave  us  that  magnificent  Farm  Board  to  stabilize 
farm  prices,  how  have  they  stabilized  them?  They  have  stabil- 
izel  wheat  20  cents  a  bushel  downward  below  the  level  of  the 
wo  "Id  price  because  they  did  not  give  the  farmers  the  debenture 
the  y  were  entitleil  to  have.  The  farmers  of  Kansas,  the  fanners 
of  ^iTebraska,  the  farmers  of  the  Dakotas,  the  farmers  everywhere 
have  been  compelled  by  the  enactment  of  that  law  to  take  on  an 
average  about  20  cents  a  bushel  less  for  their  wheat  than  the 
wo  "Id  market  price.  Not  all  of  the  loss  is  due  to  this  law; 
pel  haps  about  half  of  it  is  due  to  the  i)erpetual  law  of  freight 
rat?s;  but  about  half  of  it  Is  directly  due  to  this  law  itself  and 
the  Farm  Board. 

]Ir.  President,  I  have  been  fighting  for  quite  a  long  time  for 
fai  m  relief  both  from  the  standpoint  of  the  tariff  and  other  forms 
of  farm  legI.slation.  It  is  not  in  the  nature  of  a  sport  or  a 
po  itical  game  with  me.  The  problem  Is  not  going  to  be  settled 
un  11  it  is  settled  right ;  and  it  has  not  been  settled  right,  it  has 
noi  been  settled  at  all,  by  the  inadequate  measures  which  we 
ha  re  taken.  We  have  bragged  about  the  28  or  29  laws  which 
ha' re  been  passed  for  the  farmer,  and  yet  the  farmer  gets  into  a 
worse  condition  every  time  we  pass  a  new  law. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  present  some  facts  in  reference  to  the 
baiic  feature  of  farm  relief,  which  is  the  debenture  plan.  The 
fajmers  are  now  paying  many  times  more,  through  the  high 
price  levels  of  American  products,  than  any  debenture  we  shall 
giie  back  to  them.  I  have  had  an  analysis  made  of  20  indus- 
tri  «  in  the  United  States  operating  under  the  protective  tariff. 

"he  metal  industries  are  not  included,  but  are  comprised  In 
a  separate  analysi.s.  Perhaps  I  may  as  well  recite  the  list  of 
thtse  industries.  They  include  earthenware,  stone  and  china- 
ware,  glassware,  toys  and  games,  salt,  chocolate  and  cocoa, 
cor  fectionery,  glucose,  com  sugar,  starch,  paints  and  varnishes, 
liu  seed  oil,  oilcloth,  linoleum,  manufactured  asbestos,  lead,  njedic- 
ina  1  and  pharmaceutical  preparations,  perfumery,  cosmetics  and 
toi  et  preparations,  expk>sives,  photographic  goods,  sporting 
gfxds.  musical  instruments,  cotton  manufactures  (not  Includ- 
in{{  carpets),  silk  manufactures  (not  including  handkerchiefs 
an<  wearing  apparel),  wool  manufactures  (Including  felt  goods, 
except  carpets  and  wearing  apparel),  hosiery  and  knit  goods, 
mei's  shirts,  cotton  and  flax,  collars  and  cuffs,  cotton  linen, 
corsets,  clothing  (not  including  knit  goods),  wool  carpets  and 
rujs  other  than  rag,  leather  goods,  furs,  buttons,  umbrellas, 
paiasols  and  canes,  trunks,  valises  and  suitcases,  rubber  goods, 
tKX  ts  and  shoes,  tires  and  tubes,  belUng  and  hose,  all  other 
ruljber  goods. 

find  in  the  29  indastries  that  I  have  enumerated  there  was  a 
grt^  production  of  $16,449,700,222.  and  in  that  gross  production 
was  a  tariff  protection  of  $:i,5S0.000.(HX). 
the  various  metal  industries  I  find  that  there  was  a  total 
uction  of  $7,723,316,505,  and  that  there  was  a  tariff  protec- 
of  $1,551,000,000. 
hose  two  classes  of  industry  which  I  have  mentioned  have  a 
value  of  about  $19,000,000,000  and  a  tariff  protection  of  about 
$5130,000,000.  Those  are  the  largest  intlustrles,  but  they  com- 
prise  less  than  one-third  of  the  indu.strlal  production  of  the 
United  States.  Therefore  instead  of  the  tariff  pro<iuction  about 
wLich  we  are  talking  raising  the  price  level  $4,000,000,000,  it 
pnbably  raises  it  a  great  deal  more  than  $4,000,000,000;  If  there 
an  twice  the  number  of  manufactured  products  under  protec- 
tioi  as  those  which  I  have  outlined  it  would  make  over  $10,- 
00(  ,000,000  of  protection.  Therefore  the  American  price  level 
nu  y  be  raised  by  that  vast  sum. 

;  lowever,  Mr.  President,  that  Is  not  all  the  story ;  it  Is  not 
ha  f  of  the  story.  The  figures  which  I  have  quoted  are  based  on 
th<  manufacturer's  prices.  The  prices  which  the  farmers  and 
th(  consumers  have  to  pay  In  the  United  States  are  more  than 
double  the  manufacturer's  prices.  Therefore,  what  is  the  tax 
we  are  levying  upon  the  farmers  of  the  United  States  as  a  part 
of  this  protective  system?  What  is  the  debenture  we  are 
pu  ting  on  the  farmers  of  Iowa,  of  Illinois,  and  of  Kansas,  and 
of  iie  Dakotas  for  the  benefit  of  tbe  Steel  Trust  In  Pennsylvania 
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and  the  other  big  combinations  throughout  the  United  States? 
It  Is  an  enormous  sum.  That  is  why,  perhai>s,  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  was  out  of  the  picture  all  the  time  when  we  were 
c-onsldering  the  farm  bill.  I  remember  how  we  tried  to  get  the 
help  of  the  great  inuustries  in  the  effort  to  solve  the  farm  prob- 
lem. We  iuviteil  them  to  come  in  and  tell  us  about  it  so  that 
we  might  have  the  l»enetit  of  t,heir  wisdom,  derived  from  their 
success  in  robbing  the  farmers,  as  it  were;  but  they  did  not 
come:  not  one  of  them  came.  The  only  people  who  appeared 
were  those  representing  labor.  The  others  remained  away ;  but 
now  when  it  comes  to  the  consideration  of  the  pending  tariff 
bill,  we  have  heard  portrayed  to-day  how  they  got  together  and 
framed  these  tariff  schedules  in  order  to  continue  the  great 
Inwiuality  that  exists  at  this  time  against  agriculture  in  the 
Vniteii  States. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President  will  Uie  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield 
to  the  .Senator  from  Pennsvlvania ? 

Mr.  IIHOOKHART.     I  do. 

Mr.  HEED.     When  does  the  Senator  mean  I  was  absent? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  do  not  recall  the  Senators  saying  a 
word  or  doing  a  thing  in  the  entire  discussion  of  the  farm  bill. 

Mr    REED.     I  do  not  think  I  mis.sed  a  day  this  session. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Oh,  the  Senator  got  around  to  vote 
against  the  del)enture  and  everything  of  that  kind.  I  did  not 
mean  he  was  absent  personally. 

Mr.  REED.     The  Senator  means  I  did  not  talk? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  mean  that  the  Senator  took  no  in- 
terest in  the  solution  of  this  greatest  proWem,  according  to 
the  Republican  Party's  declaration  in  its  own  platform,  before 
the  American  people.  The  Senator  was  not  there.  He  was 
ab.*<ent  so  far  as  the  c-onsideration  of  that  matter  was  con- 
cerned.   1  do  not  mean  he  was  absent  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  REED.     I  do  not  think  I  missed  a  dav  or  a  vote. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     No :  I  think  not 

Mr.  REED.  And  I  have  not  yet  discovered  that  any  of 
tho.se  votes  were  wrong. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  remember  very  well  that  the  Senator 
voted  against  the  debenture. 

Mr.  President,  on  yesterday  some  mention  was  made  of  the 
tariff  on  liides  and  on  shoet< ;  and  I  find  that  there  is  an  error  in 
the  Rbcord.  I  think  it  is  not  an  error  of  the  reporters;  I 
think  It  is  my  own  error  in  the  statement  of  the  fact. 

I  said : 

The  bill  puts  a  10  per  cent  duty  on  bides.  The  compensatory  duty 
on  shoen  is  20  per  CMit.  Of  course,  that  is  takingc  nway  a  good  deal 
more  than  the  benefit  of  the  10  per  cent,  but  the  real  compensatory 
duty  would  be  8.6  per  cent ;  that  is.  a  10  per  cent  duty  on  hide«  would 
add  fts  much  to  the  cost  of  a  pair  of  shoes  as  3.6  per  cent  on  the 
leather. 

The  word  "  leather  "  should  be  "  shoes  "  there. 

Let  us  suppose  it  was  pot  at  3.6  per  cent,  as  the  bill  puts  It- 

If  I  said  that,  it  Is  an  errf>r.  because  the  bill  does  not  put  it 
there.  It  Is  the  experts  of  the  Tariff  Commussion  who  figured 
out  this  3  6  per  cent  rate  for  Congressman  Ramsrtks. 

LfH  us  .suppose  It  was  put  at  3.G  per  cent  as  the  experts  have  put  it. 
Then  It  would  benefit  tbe  farmer  some  and  that  compensatory  rate 
of  3.6  per  cent  would  not  take  away  all  his  benefit,  because  the  farmers 
produce  more  hides  tlian  enough  to  make  the  shoes  which  they  buy 
back  and  wear. 

In  that  connection  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  this  compensa- 
t<»ry  theory  as  it  was  worked  out  in  reference  to  hides.  Hides 
are  worth  about  15  cents  a  pound.  A  10  per  cent  duty  would 
be  one  and  a  half  cents.  If  bides  are  going  to  get  any  substan- 
tial duty,  it  ought  to  be  40  or  50  i>er  cent.  In  fact  I  will  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  that  I  think  it  ought  to  be  as 
high  as  the  duty  on  aluminum,  anyhow ;  and  I  believe  that  is 
77  per  cent,  If  I  remeuiber  correctly. 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  Pn>sident  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  about  five  twenty-fourths,  as  I  recall,  of 
the  dnnnestie  piice.    I  do  not  know  what  the  Import  price  is. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  What  Is  the  percentage  rate  In  the  bill? 
In  the  old  law  it  was  77  per  cent.     I  remember  that  very  well. 

Mr.  REED.  No ;  there  was  a  si)ecific  duty  of  5  cents  a  pound, 
and  it  is  (luoted  abroad  at  about  20  to  22  cents.  It  is  quoted 
here  at  about  24  cents. 

Mr.  BltOOKHART.    Then  it  would  be  over  25  per  cent. 

Mr.  REED.     No ;  5  is  less  than  25  pt  r  cent  of  22  cents. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Yes;  a  little  les.s.  There  was  a  rate  of 
77  piT  cent,  I  remember  very  well,  at  one  time ;  and  I  shall  have 
to  che<k  it  up  and  see  whether  that  has  been  reduced. 

Here  is  the  way  this  10  per  cent  on  hides  and  this  20  per 
cent  on  shoes  and  some  other  per  cents  on  various  kinds  ot 


leather  work  out— these  are  the  figures  of  tbe  Tariff  Commls- 
sion  for  Congressman  Kausetis: 

On  sole  leather  the  duty  imposed  in  the  bill— this  Is  the 
t.©use  bill,  but  I  believe  the  Senate  bill  has  not  chaugetl  it 
much— is  12.5  i>er  c-ont.  Now.  this  is  Uie  leather  duty.  A  com- 
pensatory  duty  would  be  7.07  per  cent ;  so  tiiey  put  6::  i)er  cent 
more  than  a  compensatory  duty  on  sole  leather. 

On  belting  leather  a  compensatory  duti'  would  be  3.25  pt>r 
cent,  and  the  duty  proposed  in  the  bill  is  12.5  per  cei:t  or  281 
per  cent  greater  than  a  compensatory  duty. 

On  harness  leather  a  ctimj^ensatory  duty  would  Iki  5.25  per 
cent  The  duty  proposed  in  the  bill  would  be  12.5  per  cent,  or 
138  per  cent  higher  than  a  com|>eusatory  duty. 

On  side  and  upper  leather  a  compensatory  tluty  would  be 
10.19  per  cent,  and  the  duty  propi>sed  is  15  per  cent,  or  4H  per 
cent  higher  than  coiui»ensator.\ . 

On  bag,  case,  and  strap  leather  a  duty  of  3.72  per  cent  wouhl 
compen.sate.  but  the  duty  is  20  per  cent,  or  437  per  cent  higher 
than  compensatory. 

On  calf  and  whole  kip  leather  a  duty  of  6.65  per  cent  would 
cx)mi>eusjite,  but  the  dut)'  is  15  per  cent  or  125  per  cent  higher 
than  compensatory. 

On  shoes  valued  at  $2.50.  made  of  cattle  hides,  at  15  cents  per 
pound.  3.6  per  cent  would  compen.sate — that  is  the  one  I  was 
commenting  ipon — when  the  duty  proposed  is  20  per  cent  «>r  45fi 
per  cent  higier  than  compensatory,  and  that  Is  the  treatment 
the  farmers  have  received  all  the  way  through. 

The  tariff  on  hides  would  be  effective.  That  is  one  of  the 
articles  of  which  we  import  a  considerable  amount;  and  if  we 
c-ould  get  a  duty  worth  while  it  would  be  of  direct  b^netit  to  the 
farmer,  just  exactly  as  the  duty  on  aluminum  and  steel  and 
these  other  things  is  of  direct  IxMiefit  to  the  metal  in<lustrieti  in 
the  Uniteil  States.  But  If  we  are  to  get  a  duty  of  only  10  per 
cent  on  hIdeK  and  then  pay  20  per  cent,  we  are  imying  six  tlm<»s 
as  much  as  we  are  getting,  and  we  are  buying  a  third  of  all 
the  shoes  in  the  United  States.  That  Is  a  iK*itive  detriment  to 
the  farmers  '>f  the  United  States  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  REED,  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  permit  a  quea- 
tlon? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED  I  think  it  is  rather  misleading  to  speak  of  the 
20  per  cent  dtity  on  shoes  and  the  15  per  cent  on  leather  as  being 
Intended  to  be  compensatory.  Tbey  were  Intended  to  include  a 
cMnpensatory  duty,  but  there  is  no  manufacturing  Industry  in 
the  country  in  such  dire  straits  as  the  tanning  industry.  Our 
own  experience  in  driving  about  the  country  shows  that  Within 
a  half  day's  ride  we  can  pass  a  doeen  closed-down  tatmerles  here 
in  Virginia  and  In  Maryland  and  in  near-by  States.  We  have 
meant  to  compensate,  it  Is  true,  for  the  hide  dtity;  but  we  have 
also  meant  to  give  some  protection  to  tbe  tanning  indu.»<try. 
Whether  we  are  right  or  wrong  in  doing  that,  of  course,  is 
another  matter. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  T  am  following  the  report  of  the  H.mse 
committee  on  thi.s  matter,  and  following  very  accurately  what 
Congressman  Ramse^-bb — who  served  on  the  committ<M> — Maid 
about  It,  as  It  aiH>ears  In  the  Congressional  Reicobo.  So  far  as 
the  House  committee  Is  concerned,  compeusatitiu  for  the  tariff 
Is  what  they  were  talking  about  over  there.  The  product  waa 
on  the  free  list  before  that.  j 

In  regard  to  the  tanneries,  does  that  mean  that  the  shoe  mAnu- 
factnri'rs  are  not  paying  them  enough  for  their  leather?  Some^ 
body  Is  making,  some  money  along  the  line  on  this  thing.        \^ 

Mr.  RI<]ED.     Surely,  the  foreign  tanneries  are  making  It.         \ 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  How  about  tbe  dMnestic  shoe  manu- 
facturers? 

Mr.  REED.  The  domestic  manufacturers  of  men's  shoes  are 
prosperous,  or  reasonably  prosi>erous. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Then  they  are  not  paying  the  tanneries 
enough  for  their  leather,  if  they  are  letting  the  tann<»rlet^  close 
down. 

Mr.  REED.  They  are  paying  the  market  pric«>.  The  Senator 
would  not  exix>ct  thMn  to  commit  business  sui.-ide  by  paying 
more;  but  the  manufacturers  of  women's  shoes  are  in  equally 
dire  straits  wirh  the  tanneries,  because  the  Czechoslovakian 
production  of  women's  shoes  has  run  Into  millions  and  mil- 
lions  of  pairs,  and  it  seems  to  be  doubling  every  year. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  farmers  have  no  objection  to  pro- 
tecting every  legitimate  industry  up  to  the  dlfreren<t?  in  the 
cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad,  and  wh!?re  tlicn^  Is  an 
inequality  in  Industries  they  have  no  objection  to  the  Hamll- 
tonian  theory  of  bounty;  but  they  demand  that  they  li*  tr.'ated 
in  the  same  way,  so  that  their  tariff  rates  will  be  made 
effective. 
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Hamilton's  theory  of  the  bounty  was  not  for  agriculture  par- 
ticubirly,  but  It  was  for  industries  as  well  where  they  could 
not  live  under  the  established  tariff  rates.  If  you  protected 
sonH'bo<ly  else  so  that  he  could  be  prosperous,  you  owed  it  to 
this  other  indastry  to  grive  them  a  bounty;  and  you  owe  It  to 
the  farmers  to  give  them  a  bounty.  But  these  modern  Alexan- 
der Hamlltons  in  these  times  have  forgotten  all  about  the 
bounty  and  debenture  business,  and  vote  against  It  every  time 
it  comes  up,  and  they  no  longer  are  In  favor  of  it  It  Is 
"  economically  unsound,"  because  the  big  fellows  want  to  eat 
up  the  little  fellows  and  crowd  them  out  of  existence  as  a 
part  of  this  scheme  of  centralization  that  Is  going  on  over  the 
whole  country. 

Bfr.  KEED.  Perhaps  since  Alexander  Hamilton  died  the 
experience  of  Great  Britain  with  bounties  under  the  com  laws 
has  proved  that  to  that  extent  his  theory  was  fallacious. 

Mr.  BROOKIIART.  Great  Britain  never  had  a  protective 
system ;  so  that  would  be  a  magnificent  comparison ! 

Mr.  UOWELI*     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PIIKSIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  BIUK)KIIART.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the  Soiator 
from  Pennsylvania  a  question.  If  tlie  manofacturers  of  men's 
sh«x*8  are  8o  prosperou.^,  why.  Instead  of  putting  a  duty  of  20 
per  cent  upon  all  shoes,  was  not  the  20  per  cent  duty  limited  to 
women's  shoes? 

Mr.  REED.  Understand  me;  I  do  not  say  that  they  are  so 
extremely  prosperous.  They  are  not ;  but  they  are  managing  to 
break  even,  and  that  is  more  than  the  manufacturers  of  women's 
shoes  are  doing.  The  tariff  we  have  put  on  does  not  in  any  case 
compensate  for  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  here 
and  abroad,  saving  only  In  the  agricultural  schedule.  In  every 
other  respect,  so  far  as  I  know,  the  bill  as  it  came  from  the 
finance  Committee  falls  short  of  the  test  of  the  difference  in 
the  cost  of  production.  On  the  agricultural  items  we  tried  to 
give  the  American  farmer  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  In  every 
case,  and  I  think  that  In  many  ca.ses  we  have  given  more  of  the 
tariff  than  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production. 

Butter  Is  a  good  example.  The  best  evidence  we  can  get  is 
that  there  is  about  8  cents  difference — I  am  speaking  from  recol- 
lection now — between  the  Danish  costs  and  the  American  costs 
of  production,  and  perhaps  9  or  10  cents  between  the  New 
Zealand  costs  and  the  American  costs.  We  have  given  a  tariff 
of  14  cents  because  we  wanted  to  err  on  the  right  side 

Now,  contrast  that,  if  you  please,  with  what  we  did  to  irfg 
iron.  We  all  know  that  north  of  here,  along  the  coast,  are 
stack  after  stack  where  blast-furnace  plants  are  shut  down 
cold,  villages  deserted,  because  of  the  Importation  of  pig  iron 
fnmi  India  and  from  Belgium.  The  Tariff  Commission  estab- 
li^ed  a  proven  difference  In  the  cost  of  production  of  $7.70  a 
ton,  and  we  gave  them  only  $1.60.  That  is  the  contrast 
^Mr.  HOWELL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Not  desiring  to  discuss  the  metal  schedule  at 
this  time,  I  wish  to  refer  back  to  the  matter  of  shoes. 

Mr.  KEED.    All  right. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  In  1928  less  than  1  per  cent  of  the  ^oes 
ude«I  in  this  country  were  imported.  As  the  Senator  has  stated, 
the  men's  shoe  industry  is  enjoying  prosi)erity  in  this  country. 
Nevertheless,  a  20  per  cent  duty  is  placed  on  men's  shoes.  Why 
not  have  limited  that  duty  to  women's  shoes?  There  are 
344,000,000  pairs  of  shoes  made  in  this  country,  and  about 
124,000.000  pairs  are  women's  shoes.  Why  put  this  20  per  cent 
on  all  shoes,  when  it  is  the  manufacturers  of  women's  shoes 
vho  are  here  asking  relief,  and  manufacturers  of  other  shoes 
are  filing  briefs  urging  that  there  be  no  tariff  whatever  on 
shoes  unless  there  is  a  tariff  placed  upon  hides? 

Mr.  REED.  The  statistics  show  an  amazing  increase  in  the 
imports  of  women's  shoes,  misses'  shoes,  and  a  substantial  in- 
crea.se,  but  not  to  the  same  extent,  in  men's  and  in  children's 
shoes, 

Mr.  HOWELL  The  Senator  has  the  figures  before  him. 
What  was  the  number  of  pairs  of  shoes  imported  into  this 
country  in  19is? 

.Mr.  REED.     The  number  was  339.000. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Three  million  two  hundred  and  forty-nine 
thousand  pairs  of  shoes,  and  there  were  made  in  this  country 
and  disposed  of  in  1928,  344,400.000  pairs. 

Mr.  REED.     That  Is  right, 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Less  than  1  per  cent  of  the  production  of 
■hoes  in  this  country  was  imported.  Yet  a  duty  of  20  per  cent 
was  fixed  on  every  pair  of  shoes,  upon  every  pair  of  slipperSL 
even  upon  every  pair  of  infants'  shoes,  and  yet  the  importa- 
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tlotts  of  ehocs  Into  this  country  are  largely  limited  to  women's 
shoes.  It  has  been  urged  that  there  is  (me  institution  up  in 
Mi  ssachusetts — In  Haverhill,  I  think  it  is — which  they  say  has 
bei  n  affected  by  Caechoslovakian  shoes.  But  why  impose  a  duty 
of  20  per  cent  on  shoes  for  all  of  the  people  of  tiiis  country 
because  one  out  of  1300  shoe  factories — one  manufacturing  es- 
tal  Ushment  making  women's  shoes — is  suffering,  and  when  about 
ha  f  of  the  manufacturers  of  shoes  in  this  country  are  sending 
Sefiators  letters  urging  that  no  tariff  be  placed  upon  their 
pr^uct? 

dr.  REED.  Does  the  Senator  honestly  think  that  the  price 
of  all  the  men's  shoes  in  this  country  will  be  increa.sed  20  per 
ceiit  because  we  put  a  duty  on  that  small  fraction  of  1  per 
cent  that  comes  in? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  if  it  Is  u-seless,  why  put  it 
upon  men's  shoes?  They  came  here  and  asked  25  iier  cent, 
ana  the  committee  gave  them  20  per  cent  The  Senator  says 
no  IV  that  this  will  not  be  effective.  Then  why  put  It  on  men's, 
children's,  and  infants*  shoes? 

tfr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President;  I  did  not  say  anything.  I 
as  ced  a  question. 

tfr.  HOWELL.  The  Senator  suggested  in  his  question  that 
thi  ■  tariff  would  not  be  effective. 

ilr.  REED.  That  was  one  of  the  answers  that  it  might  have 
le<  to;  but  what  I  was  leading  up  to  was  our  own  belief  that 
th  s  20  per  cent  tariff  will  be  effective  on  that  part  of  the  in- 
dustry  which  has  been  beaten  down  by  foreign  Imports  made 
by  starvation -paid  labor  In  Czechoslovakia.  The  price  of  men's 
sh  ^es  is  not  affected  by  Czechoslovakia. 

tfr.  HOWELL.  Very  well.  The  prices  of  men's  shoes  are 
net  affected  by  these  imports,  yet  you  put  a  20  per  cent  duty 
on  them.    How  does  the  Senator  justify  it? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  It  can  be 
best  justified  by  the  scriptural  injunction  that  to  them  that 
ha  ve  shall  be  given,  and  from  them  that  have  not  shall  be 
ta  len  away  even  that  which  tliey  do  have. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa  see  any  diffl- 
ctilty  in  differentiating  the  men's  shoes  that  are  produced  in 
surplus  quantities  here  in  this  country  from  womwi's  shoes,  the 
m;  inufacturers  of  whl<*  are  suffering,  according  to  the  Senator 
fr)m  Pennsylvania,  from  overcompetitlon? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  do  not  see  any  trouble,  but  the  Senator 
fr>m  Pennsylvania  is  In  deep  trouble  over  that 

Ilr.  REED.  Not  so  deep  trouble.  Perhaps  my  difficulty  is 
net  so  great  as  would  be  that  of  the  Senator  from  Iowa  if  he 
tr  ed  to  write  a  tariff  bill  distingul'*hlng  between  men's  shoes 
ar  d  women's  shoes,  or  if,  as  an  appraiser  or  examiner,  he  tried 
to  decide  whether  a  shoe  was  a  small  man's  shoe  or  a  large 
w<  iman's  shoe.    I  venture  to  say  It  can  not  be  done. 

tfr.  BROOKHART.  I  thought  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
va  Qia  was  worrying  over  some  mysterious  theory. 

tfr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
fri  m  Penn.sylvanla  if  this  bill  is  not  full  of  instances  in  which 
th ;  framers  put  a  different  rate  upon  articles  of  the  same  gen- 
eril  character,  but  differentiate  as  to  quality,  putting  one  rate 
upon  an  article  of  a  certain  kind  and  another  rate  upon  the 
sa  ne  article  of  a  different  kind?  Is  not  that  frequently  done  in 
th  s  bill? 

^Ir.  REED.  I  do  not  think  of  any  case  In  which  the  rate  (;n 
an  article  is  regulated  by  the  sex  of  the  person  who  ultimately 
bx\ys  it.  and  that  is  what  we  would  have  to  regulate  it  by  if 
w<  tried  to  distinguish  between  men's  shoes  and  women's  shoes. 

kfr.  SIMMONS.  Is  there  any  economic  diffi'/ulty  at  all,  or 
any  other  diflSculty,  In  differentiating  the  character  of  shoes 
th  it  women  wear  from  the  character  of  shoes  that  men  wear? 

tfr.  REED.  Of  course.  If  you  take  a  ballroom  slipi)cr  that 
a  voman  wears,  it  does  not  resemble  anything  that  a  man  ever 
ptts  on  his  foot,  but  I  venture  to  say  that  the  servants  in  the 
Senator's  house  wear  to  work  during  the  day  shoes  that  are 
atsolutely  Indistinguishable  according  to  the  sex  of  the  person 
wl  o  wears  them. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Why  could  not  the  Senator  say  shoes  made 
of  leather,  or  shoes  made  of  some  other  material? 

Mr.  REI-n).  That  would  be  ea.<y,  we  could;  but  that  would 
net  distinguish  between  men's  shoes  and  women's  shoes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  distinction  between  men's  shoes  and 
women's  shoes  is  well  understood  In  trade. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President  on  that  subject,  If  a 
woman  wants  to  wear  a  man's  shoe,  I  would  not  change  the 
ta  'iff  rate  on  that  account. 

«r.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

VIr.  BROOKHART.     I  yield. 

Wr.  BARKLEY.  With  reference  to  the  relation  of  the  tariff 
to  the  price  of  shoes,  I  received  receuUy  several  letters  from 
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concerns  Interested  in  the  manufacture  of  shoes,  in  which  they 
state  that  if  this  20  per  cent  tariff  is  carried  in  the  bill,  it  will 
mean  an  increase  of  from  $1.10  to  $2.40  a  pair;  not  only  that, 
but  that  it  will  involve  a  readjustment  of  their  business,  in 
such  a  way  as  to  make  It  very  disastrous  to  many  of  them,  and 
of  no  benefit  to  the  people. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  think  they  will  be  very  efficient  In 
getting  high  prices  for  the  shoes  under  the  tariff,  as  far  as  that 
is  concerned. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield  again? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  If  Senators  will  examine  the  Summarv  of 
Tariff  Information  for  192S,  which  they  have  upon  their  desks 
they  will  find  that  tlie  Tariff  Corami.xsion  has  no  difficulty  in 
differentiating  between  these  shoes,  because  the  Department  of 
Commeree  will  supply  a  statement  of  how  many  men's  shoes  are 
manufactured  in  this  country  and  how  many  are  iniporte<i  into 
this  country.  They  will  supply  a  statement  of  the  number  of 
youths'  and  boys'  slioes,  which  is  another  classification.  They 
will  afford  information  as  to  the  number  of  women's  shoes,  and 
then  they  will  afford  Information  as  to  the  number  of  misses' 
and  children's  shoes.  There  Is  no  dlfTiculty  about  this  matter. 
They  will  also  afford  information  as  to  the  number  of  infants' 
shoes.  These  classifications  are  understood.  They  are  clear 
There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  applying  the  tariff.  La.st  year 
there  were  imported  into  this  country  but  three-tenths  of  1  per 
cent  of  the  number  of  pairs  of  shoes  required  for  men  in  this 
country,  only  three-tenths  of  1  per  cent  and  yet  a  20  per  cent 
duty  on  men's  shoes  is  projyosed.  Last  year  there  were  imported 
but  1.4  per  cent  of  the  number  of  women's  shoes  produced  in 
this  country.  Yet  a  duty  of  20  i>er  cent  Is  pr(^)osed  upon  that 
classification. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  If  this  duty  will  be  meffec 
tive  on  any  class  of  shoes,  the  Finance  Committee  has  done  Itself 
a  great  injustice  In  proposing  any  such  duty,  of  transferring 
such  shoes  from  the  free  list  and  putting  a  20  per  cent  duty 
thereon. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  frwn  Iowa  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  This  dialogue  mifedit  lead  to  great  impn»veruenr 
in  the  bill. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  hope  it  will. 

Mr.  REED.  If  the  Senator  would  supply  us  with  such  a 
definition  as  he  has  In  mind,  he  would  be  doing  a  great  service 
to  the  Finance  Committee,  as  well  as  to  the  country. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  am  simply  enumerating  the  classifications 
that  are  supplied  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  if  you  will  ask 
the  Department  of  Commerce  for  a  statement  of  the  number  of 
shoes  made,  for  instance,  in  1927—1  have  not  the  report  for 
192H— they  will  classify  them  as  I  have  indicated,  and  they  will 
Indicate  the  number,  and  they  will  not  only  give  information  a.s 
to  numbers  but  they  will  sui^ly  information  as  to  the  value  of 
the  sho«"s  also. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  On  that  proposition  I  will  have  to  say 
that  I  think  the  Senator  has  very  definite  and  very  fine  infor- 
mati<»n.  but  I  doubt  very  much  whether  it  would  work  on  the 
Finance  I'ommittee. 

Mr.  REKD.  We  tried  to  get  such  a  definition  from  tlie  tariff 
experts  and  were  not  able  to  get  it. 

With  the  indulgence  of  the  Senator  from  Iowa,  may  I  point 
out  an  error  in  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky when  he  said  this  duty  would  add  from  $1.40  to  $2  and 
something  to  the  price  of  a  pair  of  shoes? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  said  that  I  had  letters  from  manufac- 
turers .stating  that  it  would  involve  an  increa.se  of  from  $1.10  to 
$2.40.    I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  correct  or  not. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  the  Senator's  correspondents  must  be 
wrong.  The  average  invoice  unit  value  of  a  pair  of  women's 
shoes  was  $2.89  last  year,  and  20  per  cent  of  that,  as  the  Sena- 
tor readily  sees,  would  be  57  cents,  so  I  think  the  figures  of  his 
correspondents  are  incorrect. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  tlie  correspondents  did  not  at- 
tempt to  say  what  the  tariff  would  adfl  to  the  price  of  the  shoes. 
They  stated  what  the  price  of  the  shoes  to  the  consumers  in  the 
United  States  would  be. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  stores  generally  will  take  advan- 
tage of  the  tariff  to  raise  prices  excessively. 

Mr.  REED.  Some  of  the  drygoods  shops  do.  They  use  the 
tariff  as  an  excuse  for  most  inordinate  increases ;  Iwit  a  57-i-ent 
tariff  could  not  po.ssibly  justify  a  $2  increase. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  They  shall  have  no  excuse  in  the  future, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  will  do  what  I  can  to  remove  that 
excuse. 
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H„nTw  ?*  to  state  again  .some  facts  which  I  atated  par- 
tially before  in  referenct>  to  what  tliis  bill  promises.  This  state- 
ment  is  based  on  the  bill  as  it  passtnl  the  House.  Of  coum^  ,Se 
Senate  committee  bill  Is  a  little  different     Soni^  one  aske<    me 

^«i!i  r^'^iS  ^^"^'"^"^  »»"»  ^«s  n'»t  better  than  the  bill  as  it 
passed  the  House.  I  said  I  could  n<.t  say  It  was  any  letter 
but  I  said  I  might  say  It  was  "  less  worse,'' and  that  is  tbe  way 
I  feel  about  It  ■  "»./ 

<.<«IlS»SJl*^  '  k"*!**  *^  "?  •'""'^  ***''^''  ^^^^  J"  l'*28  we  produce,! 
^.000,000  bushels  of  wheat.  worUi  to  the  famipr  $tiiH>,OiK>000 
ine  torduey  tariff  would  have  given  them  $37;*.3O0,O00.  but  iri 
fact  they  got  only  $17,600,000  of  benefit  out  of  the  tariff  So  it 
Ji'L^f^^."  -^""^  the  tariff  was  really  and  truly,  as  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  said,  a  fraud  so  far  as  the  wheat  f:irmei-s  are 
concerned.  It  was  not  effective,  anyway,  and  that  is  what  I  am 
complaining  about. 

The  Senator  from  Penn.sylvanla  [Mr,  RaaH  now  talks  as 
though,  because  they  have  put  a  tariff  rate  on  farm  pro.iuct.s. 
that  wlll^ve  a  benefit  to  the  farmer  as  to  exportable  surplu-scs^ 
It  does  not  do  so  and  It  can  not  do  so  f       ^ 

th^^sort*^*^^'     ^''"   *''"****^^"^   ^    *'«^^   >»«'   ««><J    anything   of 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  Senator  did  not  my  it  in  those 
terms,  but  that  is  what  it  all  meant  tiie  way  he  gave  expn-sslon 
to  it  He  said  tiiere  was  a  tariff  put  on  for  agriculture  of  tho 
difference  In  the  cost  of  production  They  did  not  put  on  any 
tariff  where  there  is  an  exjwrtable  surplus.  The  way  they  have 
done  it,  it  is  just  so  much  waste  of  paper.  Wh«;n  I  8i>iak  of  a 
tariff  I  mean  one  that  will  protei^^t,  and  It  was  In  that  .sense  1 
made  the  statement  about  the  Senator's  action 

The  actual  benefit  on  a  few  grades  of  extra  hard  spring  wheat 
in  some  of  the  northwestern  states  raised  the  pi-lce  $17  800  000 
That  relates  to  ju.st  a  few  Uttle  grades  of  wh.at  mixed  with 
others.  ^^y^ 

In  the  case  of  com  we  produced  2,840.000,000  bushels  The 

old    tariff   promised    the   farmer   $426,000,000,    .md    gave  him 

nothing.     The  new  tariff  promises  hlin  $710,000,000    and  will 
give  him  nothing. 

There  is  a  group  of  articles,  including  eggs,  rice  flaxseed 
tobacco,  peanuts,  potatoi^s,  onions,  and  a  lot  of  such  things  The 
old  law  promised  the  farmers  a  benefit  ot  $2,419  000  000  and 
gave  them  the  benefit  of  only  $74,300,000.  The  Hairiev  bill 
promises  them  $3,108,000,000,  and  will  give  them  only  $87  000  000 
Mr.  President,  the  main  Interest  I  have  in  the  tariff  bill  is 
to  have  the  promise  of  this  benefit  on  these  8<  hedules  made 
good  to  the  farmers  of  the  Unite<l  States.  I  want  them  to  have 
a  home  market  They  do  not  liave  it  now.  Tliey  are  forced 
to  take  the  price  of  the  competitive  market  of  the  world  where 
everybody  else  In  our  country  enjoys  the  higher  level  of  the 
home  market  We  talk  alwut  advantage  to  the  farmer  of  having 
factories  close  to  us  and  workmen  and  all  that  The  workmen 
who  are  fixing  our  prices  are  low-paid  workmen  of  Euroc>e 

The  farmers  have  been  as  consistent  and  reliable  pn)te<t'lon- 
ists  as  anybody  In  the  country.  They  have  heliH?d  in  the  de- 
velopment of  the  country  and  to  promote  the  development  of 
industry.  They  have  paid  their  share  of  this  great  tax  this 
great  debenture,  this  great  bonus,  this  great  8U»»»ldv  '  thl<< 
bounty,  whatever  it  may  be  called,  because  all  of  those 'terras 
would  describe  what  the  farmers  have  paid  to  the  protected 
Industries  of  the  countrj-  through  all  our  history.  In  return 
they  have  had  their  home  market  taken  away  from  them, 
transferred  to  the  market  of  the  worid,  and  th«>lr  prosperity 
destroyed.  There  is  no  prosperity  in  agriculture  now  The 
iiinn  who  is  prosperous  in  agriculture  Is  the  exceptional  and 
unusual  man  and  under  exceptional  and  unusuai  circumstances 
The  general  run  of  the  average  efficient  farmer  is  not  prosperous 
and  can  not  be  prosperous  until  by  some  method  we  give  him 
his  cost  of  production  plus.  I  will  .say.  the  coop«>rative  profit 
upon  his  capital  Investment. 

As  I  see  It  the  principal  Item   In   the  bill   for  agriculture 
which  Is  the  principal  purpose  of  this  session  of  Congre*,  would 
be  an  enactment  of  the  debenture  plan.     I  want  to  see  It  modi- 
fied slightly  from  what  It  was  as  it  passed  the  Senate  previously. 
I  want  to  .^ee  the  debenture  Lssued  to  the  f'arm  Board  only.     I 
want   the   Farm    Bfmrd   to   have   authority    to   allot   it   to   the 
stabilization  corp(»raHon  and  the  stabilization  corporation   re- 
quired to  use  it  to  stabilize  prices  upward  and  not  downward, 
as  on  wheat.    They  can  raise  the  price  at  once  the  amount  of 
the  debenture.     But  if  paid  to  the  Farm  Board  and  then  allotted 
to  the  stabilization  conwration  with  authority  to  use  it  to  rai.se 
the  price  l)y  the  amount  of  the  debenture.  It  will  abio  serve  as  a 
fund  to  buy  the  suiplus  us  Hoover  did  in  handling  the  wheat 
corporation.     Serving  all   these  purposes  it  will  do  more  than 
raise  the  price  by  the  amount  of  the  debenture.     I  do  not  believe 
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we  will  lose  the  wbolo  debenture  when  we  come  to  dispose  of 
these  articles  In  the  world  market. 

I  have  frequently  pointed  oat  that  because  of  the  great  per- 
centage of  American  production  we  could  even  take  a  profit  on 
many  things.  I  believe  that  is  absolutely  tme  of  cotton.  When 
we  are  sending  abroad  «0  or  65  per  cent  of  all  the  exportable 
cotton  of  the  whole  world  it  Is  apparent  to  anyone  that  if  we 
buy  thnt  cotton  and  pay  for  it  so  the  banks  will  not  call  oar 
note.s  and  the  sheriff  will  not  sell  us  out,  we  can  hold  that  cotton 
and  get  our  money  back  in  the  world  market.  In  that  case  we 
will  soon  accumulate  a  surplas  and  not  need  again  to  use  the 
debenture  to  raise  the  price  of  cotton.  The  world  market  itself 
will  rise  and  give  the  farmers  the  cost  of  production  plus  their 
cooperative  profits. 

I  think  the  same  is  true  with  reference  to  wheat  especially  if 
we  join  and  cooiierate  with  Canada.  They  have  their  great 
pof)l.  the  LTeatPst  single  business  Institution  in  all  the  Dominion 
bf  Canada.  Thai  pool  is  doing  exactly  what  I  want  to  do  on 
this  side  of  the  line.  If  we  join  them  we  can  do  it,  but  we 
will  have  to  have  some  money  to  do  it.  We  gave  the  board  the 
money  to  do  it.  We  did  not  give  the  board  authority  to  buy 
thi.s  wheat  therii.<elves,  but  we  did  give  them  authority  to  loan 
it  to  the  stabilisation  corporation  and  they  should  have  bought 
that  wheat.  The  stabilization  corporation  could  have  bid  the 
cost  of  production  price  if  the  money  had  been  allotted  to  them 
and  that  price  would  be  the  world  price  to-day  tmder  present 
conditions.  There  would  be  no  occasion  for  loss  on  the  surplus 
of  wheat  in  Uie  United  States.  A  similar  situation  exists  as  to 
pork  protluct.«.  But  the  board  has  not  done  that.  It  has  not 
carried  out  the  mandate  of  C<mgress.  The  tariff  of  42  cents  a 
bushel  is  not  only  ineflfectlve,  but  becau.se  of  these  other  results 
the  price  of  wheat  reduced  20  cents  below  the  world  market 
price  itself. 

The  farm  problem  is  no  harder  to  solve  than  the  aluminum 
problem.  It  is  no  harder  to  solve  than  the  steel  problem.  It 
is  no  harder  to  solve  than  the  oil  problem.  It  is  going  to  be 
solved  by  enough  finance  to  control  and  to  handle  the  surplus, 
and  tl»ere  is  no  short  cut  to  that  end.  The  President  of  the 
United  States  himaelf  taught  us  that  when  he  solved  the 
problem. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  on  pege  288,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Lbqislativk  Cuoik.  On  page  288,  line  8,  after  the  word 
"swine,"  in  the  section  title  strike  out  the  words  "and  meats" 
and  in:*ert  the  words  "  meats,  and  plants,"  so  as  to  make  the 
title  read : 

a«c.  306.  Cattle,  »he«p.  swine,  meats,  and  plants — importation  pro- 
hibited in  certain 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  289,  line  17,  before  the  word  "of,"  to  strike  out  "pur- 
poses "  and  insert  "  foregoing  provisions,"  so  as  to  read : 

(c)  ReRulatioDs:  The  Seoretarj  of  Agricoltare  is  aatborlzed  to  make 
mlet  and  regulations  to  carry  out  the  foregoing  provisions  of  tliia 
section,  and  in  such  rules  and  regulations  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
may  pre8crU>e  the  terms  and  conditions  for  the  destruction  of  all 
cattle,  sheep,  and  other  domestic  ruminants,  and  swine,  and  of  all  meats, 
offered  for  entry  and  refused  admission  Into  the  United  States,  unless 
such  cattle,  sheep,  domestic  ruminants,  swine,  or  meats  be  exported  by 
the  consignee  within  the  time  fixed  therefor  in  such  mles  and  regu- 
lations. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  If  the  amendment  is  merely  a  verbal  correction? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is- 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  inquire  of 
the  Senator  from  Utah  if  he  has  received  a  report  from  the 
Treasury  Department? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  have. 
—  -        Mr.  McM ASTER.     When  can  the  matter  be  taken  up? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  1  wanted  to  ctmtinue  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  until  5  o'clock.  If  the  Senator  desires,  we  will  take  It  up 
the  first  thing  In  the  morning,  or  we  can  do  It  now  If  that  Is 
his  wi.^^h. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  It  will  serve  the  purpose  to  take  It  up  in 
the  morning. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  at 
^~--the  top  of  page  290,  to  Insert : 

X^  Elant  quarantine :  The  plant  quarantine  act,  approved  August 
20,  1012.  as  amended,  shall  not  be  construed  to  aathorise  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  to  forbid  the  importation  of  any  nnrsery  stock  or  other 
plants,  or  fruits,  vegetables,  roots,  bulbe,  seeds,  or  other  plant  products 


I  inless  such  plants  or  plant  products  are  Infected  with  disease  or  In- 
ested  with  injorlous  insects,  new  to  or  not  theretofore  widely  prevalent 
T  distributed  within  and  throughout  the  United  States,  or  unless  the 

I  lecretary   of  Agriculture    has    reason   to   believe   that   such   plants    or 

I  ilant  products  are  so  Infected  or  infested. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Utah  Is 
ioing  to  take  up  amendments  to  the  administrative  provisions 
4t  this  time,  I  ask  for  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  derk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
inswered  to  their  names : 


J  Uen 

larklr% 
flack 
1  >laine 
9orah 

irock 
Jrookhart 
]  trouBsard 
( 'apper 

<  lonnally 

<  'outens 
1  >eneCD 

]  'ess 
] letcher 
1  'razier 
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George 

Greene 

Harris 

Harrison 

Uagtings 

Hatfield 

Flayden 

Heflin 

Howell 

Jone-s 

Kean 

Keyes 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McNary 


Metcalf 

Steck 

Moses 

Stelwer 

Norrls 

Thomn3,  Idaho 

Oddie 

Thomas,  Oliia. 

Overman 

Traramell 

Pine 

Tydlngs 

Plttraan 

Vandonborg 

Reed 

Waleott 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Sackett 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Schall 

Warren 

Sheppard 

Watsou 

Shortridge 

Simmons 

Smoot 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Fifty-seven  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present.  The  Secretary 
'eill  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  Lbgisl.\tive  Clebk.  The  next  comnrittee  amendment  is 
t  the  top  of  page  290. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,   I  understand  that  the  senior 

jenator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Fletcher]  desires  that  that  aniend- 

uent  go  over.     It  has  relation  to  the  construction  of  the  plant 

( [Uarautine  act  of  1912  relative  to  the  importation  of  nursery 

tock  or  other  plants,  seeds,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  McKELX.AR.  I  think  the  colleague  of  the  Senator,  the 
unior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King],  also  desired  that  the 
imendment  go  over. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     It  is  quite  an  important  amendment,  and 

desire  that  it  shall  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
vill  go  over. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  on  yesterday  refer- 
ence was  made  by  the  Senator  from  (Jeorgia  [Mr.  Gex)BGe]  to 
he  studies  of  the  group  of  economists  connected  with  the  Unl- 
rersity  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  and  he  put  into  the  Recobo 
I  summary  of  their  work.  Before,  however,  they  enteretl  upon 
he  specific  studies  they  issued  a  press  release,  general  in  its 
'haracter,  and  intended  to  indicate  the  character  of  the  work 
n  which  they  were  about  to  engage.  That  is  not  Included  in 
he  summary  put  into  the  Rbxobd  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
ind  I  now  offer  it  for  the  Record.  I  desire,  however,  first  to 
1  ead  a  paragraph  from  it,  as  follows: 

Tariffs  are  always  made  up  by  logrolling.  If  one  industry  gets  a 
I  ligh  tariff,   it  does  so  by  consenting  that  other  industries   may    have 

high  tariff.  Under  the  new  arrangement  everybody  will  Join  in  the 
]  ^grolllng,  and  nobody  will  be  in  opposition.  Farmers  have  closed 
tbieir  mouths  against  high  protection  for  manufacturers  because  the 
ipannfacturers  have  consented  to  high  tariffs  for  the  farmers. 

In  this  game  of  logrolling  the  farmers  will  get  what  their  repre- 
^ntatlves  ask  for.     So  will  the  manufacturers.     If  the  farmers  ask  for 

tariff  that  will  do  them  no  good  whatever,  then  they  are  giving  some- 
tiilng  for  nothing  In  this  game  of  logrolling.  This  U  evidently  what 
I  hey  are  doing  on  several  of  the  farmers'  crop*.  In  the  case  of  other 
<rops  a  small  number  of  fanners  will  gain,  but  the  great  majority  of 
1  armers  will  lose  as  consumers,  along  with  other  consumers. 

I  call  especial  attention  to  the  sentence  In  the  paragraph, 
'  rhich  reads,  "  In  this  game  of  logrolling  the  farmers  will  get 
'  vhat  their  representatives  ask  for,"  because  on  yesterday  the 

>enator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackeit]  told  us  that  the  farmers 

:ot  just  exactly  what  they  asked  for. 
I  al.so  have  here.  Mr.  President,  a  copy  of  Wallace's  Farmer 

if   Friday,   June   14.   1929.     Doubtless   every   Member   of   the 

kinate  knows  that  this  newspaper  was  established  by  Henry 

Vallace,  late  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  who  departed  this  life^ 
i  IS  I  recall,  while  he  was  still  occupying  that  iK>sition.     The 

lewspaper  is  now  mn  by  his  son,  and  is  everj-where  regarded 
I  8  speaking  the  views  of  the  farmers  of  the  Central   West. 

The  leading  article  in  this  number  of  the  publication  is  headed 

'  The  New   Tariff  and   Agriculture — Farme-s   Should    Demand 

hat  Present  Tariff  Remain  Unchanged." 
I  also  offer  this  article  for  the  Ruxxwd,  but  I  desire  first  te 

ead  a  few  paragraphs  from  it,  as  follows : 

The  new  tariff  bill  as  it  passed  the  House  will  do  tbe  farmers  of  tii* 
I'nlted  States  tens  of  millions  of  dollars  of  damage  every  year.  As  to 
y  rhy  the  farmers  of  the  Middle  West  should  allow  their  own  Congre 
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men  to  vote  against  their  economic  interests  is  a  great  mystery  which 
can  only  be  explained  by  going  back  to  the  emotions  growing  out  of  the 
Civil  War.  But  we  are  now  coming  out  from  under  the  shadow  of  that 
conflict.  Another  war  has  been  fought,  and  it  is  time  for  our  farmers 
to  begin  to  think  clearly. 

Nearly  all  our  tariffs  have  been  bad  from  a  farm  standpoint,  and 
nearly  every  revision  has  matle  the  situation  worse 

During  the  past  eight  years  It  has  become  more  .apparent  than  eyer 
before  that  the  tariff  Is  a  strictly  selfish,  logrolling  proposition.  Very 
little  effort  is  made  by  anyone  to  look  at  the  tariff  as  a  whole  from  the 
standpoint  of  a  national  patriotism.  Each  Congressman  is  out  to  serve 
the  industries  In  his  own  district,  and  inasmuch  as  most  of  the  Con- 
gr.>«smen  in  the  Middle  West  and  South  have  no  Industries  which  can  be 
greatly  helped  by  the  tariff,  the  result  is  that  these  Congressmen  always 
get  the  worst  of  it.  Of  course,  they  don't  like  to  admit  this,  and  so, 
when  they  go  home  to  their  constituents,  they  talk  grandly  about  raising 
the  tiiriffs  on  corn,  hogs,  and  beef.  They  conveniently  forget  that  most 
of  the  tariffs  on  agricultural  products  are  not  worth  the  paper  they  are 
written  on  unless  combined  with  something  in  the  nature  of  an  equali- 
zation fee  or  a  debenture  plan. 

I  recall  the  statements  to  that  effect  which  were  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gboege]  on  yesterday. 

They  do  not  mention  that  for  each  dollar  agricultural  products  are 
raised  in  price,  industrial  products  are  advanced  by  J50. 

The  tariff  siren  has  sung  its  song,  to  the  destruction  of  many  of  our 
people.  It  Is  time  to  strip  her  of  her  finery  and  look  at  her  with  the 
cold,  calculating  eye  of  reason. 

The  tariff  song  is,  "The  United  States  owes  her  wonderful  prosperity 
to  the  tariff.  Look  at  our  automobiles  and  our  radios.  We  own  more 
of  such  things  than  all  of  the  other  people  in  the  world  combined.  We 
have  the  world's  highest  standard  of  living,  and  It  is  all  because  of  our 
wonderful   protective  tariff." 

This  song  actually  seduces  the  Intellect  of  men  who  should  know  bet- 
ter. Every  economist  knows  that  the  prosperity  of  the  United  States 
depends  fundamentally  on  our  enormous  natural  resources,  which  are 
being  developed  by  a  rather  small  number  of  highly  educated  people  who 
have  been  trained  in  the  art  of  mass  production.  An  hour  of  man 
labor  in  the  United  States  will  create  several  times  ab  much  in  the  way 
of  manufactured  goods  as  an  hour  of  labor  elsewhere. 

Which  recalls  the  argument  made  by  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi this  morning  and  the  exceedingly  persuasive  and  illumi- 
nating figures  offered  by  him  for  the  Ricoord. 

We  have  enormous  quantities  of  readily  available  Iron  ore  which  can 
easily  be  transported  to  good  quality  coal.     We  have  enormous  deposits 
of  petroleum,   and   In    the  center   of  our  country    we   have   the   world's 
greatest  expanse  of  fertile  soli,  which  is  fairly  level  and  free  from  trees 
and   stone,   soil   which    benefits   from   an   equable  climate   and   which   is 
l>eing  tilled  by  farmers  trained  In  the  use  of  modem  machinery.     It  is 
true  that  our  people,  whether  in  the  factory  or  on  the  farm,  are  the 
wonders  of  the  modem   world.     But   the  tariff   has  had   nothing  to  do 
with  this,  or  at  any  rate  it  has  had  very  little  to  do  with  it  at  any 
time  for  the  past  50  years.     The  tariff  did  not  give  the  United  States 
its  enormous  natural  resources.     Neither  did  the  tariff  give  our  people 
their  inventive  genius,  their  ability  in  mass  production. 

True  it  is  that  in  the  time  of  Alexander  Hamilton  and  Henry  Clay, 
tariffs  may  have  been  temporarily  Justified  for  the  building  up  of  infant 
industries.     But  now  that  etBcient  industries  have  been  organlxed  com- 
mensurate to  our  enormous  natural  resources,  the  chief  use  of  a  high 
tariff    is   not    legitimate   protection    but    the    conferring   of    price-fixing 
power.     This  price-fixing  power  does  not  increase  the  standard  of  living 
of  ninety-nine  out  of  every  one  hundred  Americans.     In  fact,  it  makes 
the  standard  of  living  of  the  majority  of  Americans  lower  than  it  other- 
wise   would   be.     Our   high    American   wages   are   due    to   the   fact   that 
Amprican    laboring    men    working    with    up-to-date    machinery    and    an 
abundance  of  power  can  turn  out  several  times  as  much  in  an  hour  as 
European  laboring  men.     Analysis  of  our  different  industries  proves  that 
In  the  vast  majority  of  them,  less  than  25  per  cent  of  the  selling  price 
is  represented  by  the  wages  of  labor. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

However,  any  tariff  adjustment  always  makes  people  uneasy,  and  is 
likely  to  hurt  farmers  more  than  anyone  else.  I  would  therefore  urge 
that  farmers  do  not  at  any  time  try  to  change  the  tariffs,  but  stand  by 
the  tariff  which  is  already  in  force  no  matter  how  iniquitous  It  may  be. 
If  changes  are  to  be  made,  it  must  be  remembered  that  the  s^'lflsh  log. 
rolling  interests  are  almost  sure  to  get  the  best  of  the  fanner. 

I  might  add  what  perhaps  b  generally  known — that  this  paper 
is  puhli.'ihed  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  ask  to  have  those 
articles  printed  in  the  Record? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  did ;  yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  i£  as  follows : 
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have  .^        representative,  before  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  M.nns 
have  agreed  oo  advances  in  the  tariff  on  various  farm  prcKlucts    Manu 
facturers  of  products  used  by  farmers  ai*  also  asking  advan^    while 
others  are  content  with  the  present  high  tariffs 

Kormerly  U.e  Democratic  Party  opposed  high  tariffs,  and  this  oddo.1 

ion  had  some  effect  in  preventing  the  Republican  Party  fi^m  ^iX" 
the  tariff  rates  too  high.  Now  the  Kemocratlc  I-arty  ,/not  in  op,^;,'^ 
tion.  but  is  aUo  asking  for  high  tariffs  on  ftann  products  ^^ 

tariS    u  Z  """T  '""*'•  "*'  ^^  logrolling.     If  one  Induetry  g,.tH  a  high 

^Hff  r^'  ^.y  consenting  that  other  industries  may  have  a  hS 
tariff.  Inder  the  new  arrangemeiit  everj-body  will  Join  In  the  loa 
rolling  and  nobody  will  be  in  opposition.  Earners  have  ios^  th^fr 
mouths  against  high  protection  for  manufactures  because  the  mant 
facturers  have  consented  to  high  tariffs  for  farmers 

In    this  game  of  logrolling  the  farmers   will  get    what   their   ronr^ 

a^UriiThartilr  d    ri"  "*"  *'^  — factun.™.     fr  .^Xr^^^ .7^Z 
a  tariff  that  wUl  do  them  no  good  whatever,  then  they  are  giving  some- 

t^iv^  '°^"o*'»»''«  '"  »»>'»  «ame  of  logrolling.     This   is  evlfent^y   what 
they  are  doing  on  several  of  the  fanner.'  crops.     In   the  cai  of  oTher 

?a3e«  im",  """^^  ''  '"'■"""  ""'  '^"'"'  ^-^^  '"^^  ^-t  Majority  : 
farmers  will  lose  as  consumers  along  with  other  consumere 

rhe  only  way  to  find  out  whether  the  fanners  will  gain  or  lose  In 

bv  uiT  .*.  V°  '""'*  '  ^^'"'  investigation  of  efch  ommo^l  J 
by  1  self,  on  the  basis  of  all  available  statistics,  and  then  to  sum  up  the 
otal  gau.  and  los.  for  all  commodltk-s.  This  atatlstlcal  examination 
is  being  made,  with  conclusive  results  on  a  number  of  c.r^a.o<iV^Z 
a  force  of  experts  in  agrlcultuml  economics  at  the  University  "fW|Z 
^nsln  under  the  direction  of  B.  .,.  Hlbbard.  John  R  r?mmon  «d 
Seig  Periman.  of  the  economics  department.  In  some  Cs^  tL^ 
suits  are  significant  and  even  startling. 

D  '^1^  ^"^  ^°'"  *''®  investigation  have  been  furnished  by  Mr  W  T 
Rawlelgh  Freeport,  lU.,  a  prominent  manufacturer.  Hi.  Instructions 
are  simply  to  find  the  facts.  'nstructions 

erJw^  l!;rr"*V"*?  ^^l'  "'  """"^  "'  *•  P**"''^'*"'  ''here  the  fann- 
ers will  8«ln  and  where  they  will  low  on  each  particular  commodity 

tni  il  n*!."*,.!  hJ^^'^T^*"*"'  °'  "^•^  ^'n.modity  Is  fl,.lshe,l  the  resuUs 
win  be  published.  Not  every  commodity  will  be  Included,  but  only  the 
most  important  The  investigation  shows  the  results  of  existing  tariffs 
and  the  estimated  result,  of  the  tariff  increases  asked  for  by  the  f,ina. 
er.    reprewntative.  and  by  the  ir^anufacturers'  repn»entatlves 

Among  the  more  Important  commodities  that  wlU  be  reported  on 
are  sugar,  cotton,  meat  products,  dairy  products,  corn,  wheat  barley 
flaxseed,  and  lumber,  besides  several  manufactured  article. 


[Prom   Wallace's  Farmer  of  Friday,   June   14,   1929J 

Th«  New  TAsirr  and  AaaicDLTrHi!— Farmebs   Should  Dxmaxd  that 

PBKSEN'T  Tabiff  Rxmain  Unchanokd 

By  H.  A.  Wallace 

(The  Fordney  bill  wa.  bad  enough,  but  the  Hawley  bill  will  increase 
the  farmer's  disadvantage. 

The  fanners  of  the  United  States  idiould  petition  their  Congresmnen 
to  let  the  Fordney  biU  stand.  The  Hawley  bill  U  an  Iniquitous  affair 
which  should  resolutely  be  turned  down  by  all  Congressmen  who  have 
the  interests  of  agricalture  at  heart.) 

The  new  tariff  bill  as  it  paued  the  Hou«e  will  do  the  farmers  of 
the  United  Sutes  tens  of  millions  of  dollars  of  damage  every  year  As 
to  why  the  farmers  of  the  Middle  West  should  allow  their  own  Con- 
gressmcn  to  vote  against  their  economic  interests  la  a  great  mystery 
which  can  only  be  explained  by  going  back  to  the  emotions  growing  out 
of  the  Civil  War.  But  we  are  now  coming  out  from  under  the  shadow 
of  that  conflict.  Another  war  has  been  fought,  and  it  Is  time  for  our 
farmers  to  begin  to  think  clearly. 

Nearly  all  our  tariffs  have  been  had  from  a  farm  standpoint,  and 
nearly  every  revision  baa  made  the  situation  worse.  The  Republican 
Payn^Aldrlch  bill  of  20  years  ago  was  bad  and  provoked  a  temporary 
great  revolt.  The  Democratic  Underwood  bill  of  1912  was  even  worse 
from  a  farm  standpoint.  The  Fordney-McCumber  Republican  revision 
in  1922  was  far  worse  than  the  Underwood  bill,  however.  Last  summer 
at  Kansas  City  the  Republclan.  promised  that  Uriff  revision  would  be 
made  with  the  object  In  mind  of  bringing  farm  purchasing  power  up  to 
parity.  And  now  we  have  offered  the  Hawley-Smoot  bill  of  1929,  which 
definitely  discriminates  against  the  farmer,  of  t^e  Middle  West  and  the 
South  more  than  ever  before.  Apparently  both  the  Democrats  and  the 
Republicans  beUeve  that  the  farmer  has  always  been  a  "sucker"  in 
tariff  matters  and  always  will  be.  History  proves  they  are  right,  but. 
looking  Into  the  future.  I  am  convinced  that  the  time  Is  coming  when 
the  tariff  situation  will  explode  with  a  violence  that  will  make  the 
tariff  upheaval  of  the  Taft  day.  w>em  a  mild-mannered  tea  party. 

STaiCTLT    SELnSH    LOGBOLLIXfJ    I'BOPOSITtOIt 

During  the  past  eight  years  It  has  become  more  apparent  than  ever 
before  that  the  tariff  is  a  strictly  selfish  logrolling  proposition.  Very 
little  effort  Is  made  by  anyone  to  look  at  the  tariff  as  a  whole  from  the 
standpoint  of  national  patriotism.     E:acb  Congressman  Is  oat  to  wrv. 
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tbe  iadostrin  in  his  oim  district,  tad  ioftcmiich  u  mtost  of  tlie  Con- 
givMBM>n  in  the  MMdle  West  and  Soatii  have  no  tndvitrlei  whlcli  can 
be  ffrcatlr  helped  by  the  tariff,  the  remit  is  tliat  tbeae  Coagresamen 
always  cet  ttte  worst  cf  it.  Of  course,  tbry  don't  like  to  admit  this, 
and  ao  wbcn  tiiey  go  Inhdc  to  tbeir  constituents  tlier  tallc  grandly 
aboot  raising  tbe  tariffs  on  corn,  tiegs,  and  beef.  Tbey  oonyenlentiy 
forget  that  most  of  tbe  tariffs  on  agricoltaral  products  are  not  worth 
tbe  pap^^r  tltey  are  written  on  nnless  combined  with  aomething  In  tlie 
nature  of  an  equalisation  fee  or  a  debeatore  plan.  Tbey  do  not  mention 
that  for  each  dollar  agricnttaral  prodaeta  are  raised  in  priee  industrial 
products  are  adranced  by  |50. 

Tite  tariff  siren  lias  sang  Its  song  to  tbe  destruction  of  many  of  oar 
people.  It  Is  time  to  atrip  her  of  her  flnery  and  look  at  ber  with  tlie 
cold,  calculating  eye  of  reason. 

The  tariff  song  is,  "The  United  States  owes  ber  woaderfol  prosperity 
to  tlie  tariff.  Look  at  our  automobiles  and  our  radioa  We  own  more 
of  such  things  than  ail  of  tbe  other  people  in  the  world  combined.  We 
bare  tlM  world's  bigheat  sUndard  of  living,  and  it  is  all  because  of  oar 

>nderfal  protectire  tariff." 

This  song  actaally  seduces  the  Intellect  of  men  who  aboold  know 
l>etter.  Erery  economist  knows  that  tbe  prosperity  of  the  United 
Statea  depends  fandamentally  on  our  eoormoos  natural  resources, 
which  are  l>eing  derelo^ied  by  a  rather  small  number  of  highly  educated 
people  who  hare  been  trained  in  the  art  of  mass  production.  An  hour 
of  Bian  laiwr  in  tli«  United  States  will  create  acreral  times  as  miKh  in 
tli«  way  of  manufactured  goods  as  an  boor  of  labor  elsewhere.  We 
liave  enomona  quaatltlea  of  readily  arailable  iron  ore  which  can 
easily  be  tran!«ported  to  good  quality  coal.  We  have  enonnooa  deposits 
of  petroleum,  and  in  the  center  of  our  country  we  have  the  world's 
greatest  expanse  of  fertile  soil,  which  is  fairly  level  and  free  from  trees 
and  stone,  soil  wblcb  benefits  from  an  equable  climate  and  which  la 
being  tilled  by  farmers  trained  in  tbe  use  of  modem  macliinery.  It 
is  true  that  our  people,  whether  in  tbe  factory  or  oa  tiM  fam,  are 
tbe  wonders  of  the  modem  world.  But  the  tariff  baa  bad  nottilag  to 
do  with  thia,  or  at  any  rate  it  has  liad  very  little  to  do  with  it  at 
any  time  for  the  past  50  years.  Tbe  tariff  did  not  give  the  United 
States  Its  enormous  natural  resources.  Neither  did  the  tartff  give  oar 
people  tlieir  inventive  genioa,  tbcir  al>ility  in  mass  production. 

True  it  is  that  in  tbe  time  of  Alexander  Hamilton  and  Henry  Clay, 
tariffs  may  have  boen  temporarily  Juatifled  for  the  building  up  of  In- 
fant iodustrit>8.  But  now  tlut  efficient  Industries  have  been  organised 
commensurate  tu  oor  enormous  natural  resourcea,  tbe  chief  use  of  a 
high  tariff  is  not  legitimate  protection  imt  ttt«  eonferrlng  of  prlce-Oxlng 
power.  This  price-fixing  power  does  not  Increase  tbe  standard  of  liv- 
ing of  ninety-nine  out  of  every  one  hundred  Amerleaus.  In  fact,  it 
makes  the  standard  of  living  of  the  majority  of  Americana  lower  than 
it  otherwise  would  be.  Our  high  American  wages  are  dae  to  tbe  fact 
that  American  laboring  men  working  with  up-to-date  machinery  and 
an  abundance  of  power,  can  turn  out  several  times  as  much  in  an  hour 
as  Kuropean  laboring  men.  Analysis  of  our  different  Industries  proves 
tliat  in  the  vaat  majority  of  tbem,  less  than  25  per  cent  of  tbe  aelling 
price  la  represented  by  the  wages  of  labor. 

AH   WBK   HIGHKS   STANDAaO  OF   LtTnVO 

It  ia  Important  to  realise  that  oar  standard  of  living  depends  oa 
tbe  quantity  of  goods  which  we  consume.  It  Is  altogether  probable 
that  if  there  were  a  gradual  lowering  in  the  tariff  over  a  long  period 
of  yean,  we  would  liave  considerable  more  goods  to  consume  than 
with  the  hi^  tariff.  We  have  the  natural  resoorces,  the  inventive 
ability,  and  tbe  mass  prodnction  metbo<ls  to  maintain  a  very  tiigh 
standard  of  living,  even  without  gooda  firom  foreign  coimtrles.  Bat  we 
can  have  an  even  higher  standard  of  living  and  more  human  satisfac- 
tion all  the  way  around  if  we  engaged  in  more  trade  with  foreign 
cotintriea  than  is  posaible  under  our  present  restrictive  system.  How- 
ever, any  tariff  adjustment  always  makea  people  oneasy,  and  is  likely 
to  hurt  farmers  more  than  anyone  else.  I  would  therefore  urge  that 
farmers  do  not  at  any  time  try  to  change  the  tariffs,  but  stand  by  the 
tariff  which  la  already  In  force  no  matter  how  iniquitous  it  may  be.  If 
Ganges  are  to  be  made,  it  must  be  remembered  that  tbe  selflab  log- 
rolling interests  are  almost  sure  to  get  the  best  of  the  farmer. 

I  now  wlab  to  examine  in  some  deUil  the  benefits  which  tbe  farmer 
receives  as  a  producer  from  the  proposed  Hawley  tariff,  and  contrast 
this  with  tbe  damage  which  he  will  receive  as  a  consumer. 

Tbe  outstanding  farm  products  which  are  receiving  effective  tariff 
protection  under  the  Hawley  bill  are  sugar,  wool,  flaxseed,  and  bides. 
These  products  can  be  helped,  because  we  produce  of  tbem  one-balf  or 
less  of  our  domestic  coniiumption  inside  the  United  States.  I  shall 
examine  these  products  in  torn. 

Sugar :  Half  of  our  sugar  comes  from  Cuba,  and  bas  been  paying  a 
duty  of  1.78  cents  a  pound.  Under  the  Hawley  bill  tlw  Cuban  sugar 
is  supposed  to  pay  a  duty  of  2.4  cents  a  pound.  Less  tlian  20  per 
cent  of  tbe  sggar  consumed  In  the  United  Statea  is  produced  in  conti- 
nental United  States.  .<bont  a  third  of  our  sugar  comes  from  Hawaii. 
Porto  Rico,  and  the  rhillpptnes.  This  sugar  pays  no  duty,  and  the 
BUR.ir  farmers  of  tbeee  countries  will  benefit  far  more  from  the  tariff 
Increase  than  the  sugar-beet  fanners  inside  of  the  United  States.    Onlj 


September  13 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


akoat  oae  faraier  la  a  hundred  grows  sugar  beets  in  the  United  States. 
Ia  Utah,  however,  I  farmer  In  4  grows  sugar  beets ;  in  Colorado,  1 
farmer  in  7 ;  in  Idaho,  1  farmer  in  10 ;  and  in  Ohio,  1  farmer  in  00. 

or   HO    BB7IEF7T   TO    BTTLK    OF    rABMEBS 

In  tbe  Corn  Belt,  the  Wheat  Belt,  and  tbe  cotton  South  not  1 
farmer  in  300  has  any  interest  whatever  in  the  sugar  tariff  as  a  pro- 
ducer. Theoretically,  the  average  sugar-beet  grower  with  15  acres  of 
beets  benefits  to  tbe  extent  of  about  |400.  This  |400,  however,  is  not 
all  net  profit  to  the  beet  farmer,  because  ordinarily  be  needs  at  least 
(200  to  enable  lieets  to  compete  successfully  with  other  crops  for  the 
use  of  the  land.  Without  a  sugar  tariff  it  is  probable  that  the  760,000 
acres  which  are  now  devoted  to  sugar  beets  would  either  go  out  of 
cnltiTatioo  or  be  devoted  to  some  other  crop.  However,  if  all  of  tbe 
sugar-beet  land  were  to  be  put  into  corn,  wheat,  or  oats,  tbe  increase 
in  grain  production  would  be  less  than  one-half  of  1  per  cent. 

Ttie  new  sugar  tariff  of  2.4  cents  a  pound  on  Culian  sugar  will  bc^nefit 
tbe  beet-sugar  industry  of  the  United  Statea  by  about  (52,000,000 
annually.  About  half  of  this,  or  $26,000,000.  will  be  passed  on  to  tbe 
sugar-beet  grower.  The  greatest  beneficiaries  are  not  the  sugar-beet 
men  in  continental  United  States  but  tbe  sugar  planters  in  the  tropical 
Islands  of  tbe  United  States. 

Under  tbe  Fordney  bill  the  farmers  of  tbe  United  States  have  paid 
every  year  at  least  |GO,000,000  more  for  their  sugar  than  they  would 
without  a  tariff,  and  the  city  people  of  tbe  United  Rutos  have  paid  at 
least  $140,000,000  more.  Under  the  Hawley  bill  the  consuming  farmers 
will  be  Uied  an  additional  $20,000,000  every  year  and  the  city  con- 
iomers  an  additional  $45,000,000. 

As  long  as  we  have  built  up  a  great  sugar-beet  Industry  in  the  United 
States,  I  believe  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  destroy  it  by  rapidly  lowering 
the  tariff.  However,  I  believe  that  it  is  also  a  mistake  to  encourage 
the  sugar-beet  industry  to  expand  much  t>eyond  its  present  point  by» 
a  tariff  of  2.4  cents  on  Cuban  sugar.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
Cuba  furnishes  a  better  market  for  Corn  Beit  pork  products  than  do 
ttie  sugar-beet  farmers  of  Utah  and  Colorado.  Next  after  Eogiand  and 
Germany.  Cuba  is  one  of  our  best  foreign  outlets  for  pork  products. 

Flax :  Tbe  Fordney  rate  on  flax  bas  l>een  40  cents  a  bushel,  and  the 
new  Hawley  rate.  In  tbe  bill  as  passed  by  the  House,  is  63  cents  a 
busltel.  Tbla  Is  an  effective  tariff  which  Is  reflected  for  the  most  part 
in  higher  prices  for  flax.  Tlie  farmers  of  western  SdinneRoU.  the 
Dakotas,  and  Montana,  who  produce  nearly  all  the  flaxseed  in  the  United 
States,  are  benefited  by  at  least  $10,000,000  annually  as  producers.  The 
flaxseed  tariff  is  of  much  more  benefit  to  farmers  than  tbe  sugar  tariff, 
because  of  tbe  fact  that  flax  la  grown  on  a  much  larger  acren^ce  than 
sugar  beets,  and  if  there  were  no  tariff  on  flaxseed,  at  least  1,000.000 
acres,  and  probably  2,000.000  acres,  of  flax  land  would  be  put  into  com- 
peting spring  wheat.  Because  of  the  flaxseed  tariff,  farmers  who  buy 
paint  containing  linseed  oil  undoubtedly  will  have  to  pay  a  higher  price. 
This  damage  to  farmers  as  paint  users,  under  the  Hawley  bill,  will 
probably  amount  to  close  to  $10,000,000  a  year.  The  fanners  of  the 
flax-growing  Northwest  will  not  be  much  Ijarmed,  however,  t>ecauBe  they 
never  did  use  much  paint  anyway. 

Wool :  We  produce  only  about  one-half  tbe  wool  which  we  consume  In 
the  United  States,  and  It  is,  therefore,  inferred  that  the  wool  tariff  ia 
fully  effective.  This  does  not  seem  to  be  altogether  true,  because  of 
the  fact  that  wool  of  the  grades  which  we  produce  in  tbe  United  States 
ia  almost  equal  in  quantity  to  what  we  consume  of  those  grades.  At 
any  rate,  there  Is  some  doubt  as  to  whether  tbe  increase  in  tbe  tariff 
from  31  c«it8  a  poand  In  the  grease  to  34  cents  a  pound,  will  help  the 
sheep  farmer  so  very  much.  If  there  is  any  help,  the  benefit  will  chiefly 
go  to  the  big  western  sheepmen  in  the  Mountain  States  and  Texas 
These  big  western  sheepmen,  under  the  Hawley  tariff  bUl,  will  get  about 
$23,000,000  annually,  and  the  dirt  farmer  sheepmen  will  get  about 
$15,000,000  a  year. 

HABMKD    BT    WOOL    TASIFrS 

About  1  farmer  In  15  bandies  sheep.  Tbe  other  14  farmers  are,  of 
course,  much  more  harmed  by  wool  tariffs  than  they  are  benciited. 
Because  of  the  wool  tariffs,  farmers  must  pay  about  $80,000,000  more  a 
year  for  their  clothing,  and  city  consumers  must  pay  al>out  $225,000,000 
a  y»r  more.  I  believe  that  it  will  be  a  .serious  mistake  to  bring  about 
any  suddes  lowering  in  the  wool  tariff,  but  that  it  is  also  a  mi.stake  to 
Increase  the  wool  tariff  beyond  the  present  point.  Sheep  production  has 
been  rapidly  Incre.ising  in  tbe  United  States  In  recent  years,  and  ap- 
parently it  is  only  a  question  of  time  until  we  will  be  supplying  in  full 
the  domestic  market  for  those  grades  of  wool  which  we  produce.  In 
fact,  both  wool  and  lamb  prices  are  beginning  to  show  a  rather  weak 
undertone,  due  to  the  materially  increased  production.  It  Is  becoming 
more  and  more  doubtful  If  any  further  benefits  can  be  accomplished  for 
the  sheep  business  by  a  higher  tariff.  It  is  nndoabtedly  true  that  14 
out  of  15  farmers  will  be  harmed  by  a  higher  wool  tariff. 

Hides :  Hides  have  been  on  tbe  free  list  since  the  Payne  bill  of  1909. 
It  Is  now  proposed  that  they  shall  be  protected  by  a  tariff  of  10  per  cent. 
This  will  probably  be  effective  because  of  the  fact  that  we  produce  only 
about  one-half  of  the  hides  which  we  con.sume  in  the  United  States. 
However,  with  hides  as  with  wool,  tbe  question  of  grade  enters  in, 
and   it  appears   that  of  the  grades  which   we   produce  in   the  United 


States,  we  have  a  repply  wblrh  Is  almost  eqnal  to  tjie  consumption.  We 
import  every  year  about  $50,000,000  worth  of  hides  from  such  countries 
as  Argentina,  Canada,  Colombia,  Venesuela,  etc.  The  10  per  cent  tariff 
OB  hides  will  not  keep  tbe  heavy  bides  from  these  countries  out  of  the 
American  market,  but  will  ke«>p  out  some  of  the  ligbtur  hides  and 
probably  there  will  be  a  slight  increase  in  American  hide  prices.  Most 
of  the  farmers  lu  the  northern  half  of  the  United  States  keep  cattle,  and 
this  benefit  will  be  widely  distributed. 

The  unfortunate  thing  about  the  10  per  cent  hide  tariff  In  the  Hawley 
bill  is  that  it  has  given  an  excuse  for  a  15  per  cent  tariff  on  leather 
and  a  20  per  cent  tariff  on  shoes.  Both  leather  and  shoes  have 
hitherto  been  on  the  free  list  and  It  is  evident  that  with  such  a  tariff 
the  majority  of  farmers  will  have  their  Bhoe  and  harness  bills  Increased 
by  more  than  enough  to  compensate  for  their  gain  on  increased  bide 
prices.  Some  of  the  big  cattlemen  of  tbe  West  will  have  a  net  gain 
out  of  tbe  hide  and  shoe  tariff,  and  the  big  steer  feeders  of  Iowa  may 
have  some  gain.     The  great  majority  of  farmers,  however,  will  lose. 

TASirrs    Olf    GBXBBAL    FABM    PBODCCT8 

There  Is  much  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  effect  of  the  tariff  on 
Buch  products  as  butter  and  eggs,  of  which  we  produce  almost  exactly 
our  domestic  requirements  with  very  little  In  tbe  way  of  either  ex- 
ports or  imports.  However,  in  the  case  of  such  products  as  hogs, 
wheat,  cotton,  and  com,  of  which  we  export  much  mure  than  we  import, 
there  can  be  no  question  but  that  the  tariffs  have  practically  no  value. 
I  shall  examine  these  different  products  individually. 

Butter:  We  export  about  the  same  value  of  dairy  products  as  we 
Import.  We  Import  a  little  more  butter  tlian  we  export;  but,  on  the 
whole,  our  dairy  industry  at  the  present  time  is  about  ready  to  over- 
flow into  the  export  market.  The  butter  tariff  under  the  Fordney  bill 
was  8  cents  a  pound,  and  was  Increased  to  12  cents  by  the  Executive 
proclamation  of  President  Coolidjre.  The  new  Hawley  bill  proposes 
14  cents  a  pound.  There  is  no  r'iason  for  expecting  a  tariff  of  14  cents 
a  pound  to  make  butter  prices  In  the  United  Sutea  any  higher  than  a 
tariff  of  12  cents  a  pound.  In  fact,  with  the  sltiiation  as  it  is  likely  to 
exist  during  the  next  10  years  there  is  grave  reason  for  doubting  the  eflH- 
cacy  of  any  tariff  on  butter.  As  soon  as  dairy  products  get  definitely  on 
an  export  basis  dairy  farmers  will  find  themselves  confronting  the  same 
problem  as  the  hog  farmers,  the  wheat  farmers,  and  the  cotton  farmers. 
In  other  words,  they  will  find  that  the  Amertcan  protective  system  does 
them    more    harm    than   good. 

The  dairy  farmers  of  New  York  and  New  England  will  temporarily 
benefit  from  the  Hawley  bill,  because  of  the  fact  that  the  whole  milk 
tariff  is  Increased  from  2.6  cents  a  gallon  to  5  cents  a  gallon,  and  the 
cream  tariff  is  increased  from  20  cents  a  gallon  to  48  cents  a  gallon. 
These  increases  will  remove  Canadian  competition  and  temporarily  give 
tbem  a  stronger  retail  market  in  the  big  eastern  cities.  However,  the 
benefldal  effect  of  this  will  wear  off  within  three  or  four  years,  or, 
in  other  words,  as  soon  as  our  dairy  production  in  the  United  Statea 
has  Incraaed  to  the  point  where  there  is  an  exportable  surplus. 

Eggs :  We  normally  export  more  eggs  than  we  import  In  fact,  we 
export  more  eggs  In  the  shell  to  Cuba  than  we  import  of  dried  eggs 
from  China.  The  Fordney  tariff  of  8  cents  a  dozen  on  eggs  is  more 
than  we  can  use,  but  the  Hawley  bill  nevertheless  gives  us  10  cents 
a  dozen. 

Cattle  and  beef:  For  many  years  we  produced  more  beef  in  the 
United  States  than  we  consumed,  but  about  20  years  ago  our  large 
exports  suddenly  stopped.  We  now  import  more  edible  beef  than  we 
export.  However,  if  we  count  beef  fat?,  such  as  oleo  oil,  stearin,  etc., 
our  exports  of  beef  are  still  about  equal  to  our  imports.  Our  beef  Im- 
ports In  1928  were  less  than  1  per  cent  of  our  consumption.  However, 
It  is  probable  that  at  the  present  time  our  beef  tariff  is  having  some 
effect  on  cattle  prices.  Tbe  Fordney  tariff  was  8  cents  a  pound,  and  the 
Hawley  tariff  raises  this  to  fl  cents.  This  tariff  of  8  cents  a  pound  wiU 
perhaps  have  some  strengthening  effect  on  cattle  prlc<'s  during  the  next 
two  or  three  years.  Within  six  or  seven  years,  however,  we  shall  prob- 
ably be  on  the  export  market  again  with  our  beef.  When  that  time 
comes  the  beef  tariff  will  not  do  any  good.  For  the  time  being,  how- 
ever, the  big  cattle  feeders  of  low^a  and  the  ranchmen  of  the  far  West 
are  benefiting  considerably  from  tbe  beef  tartff. 

The  Fordney  Act  bas  a  tariff  of  1.5  cents  a  pound  on  feeder  cattle, 
and  the  Hawley  Act  raises  this  to  2  cents  a  pound.  This  tariff  Is  quite 
effective  in  keeping  out  Canadian  feeder  cattle  and  may  perhaps  do  the 
Corn  Belt  steer  feeders  more  harm  than  good.  However,  the  net  result 
•f  an  Increased  supply  of  feeder  cattle  would  be  more  finished  catUe  on 
the  market,  and  this  would  probably  break  the  price,  to  the  disadvan- 
tage of  all  the  people  in  the  industry.  The  net  effect  of  the  beef  and 
cattle  tariff  is  to  help  the  big  cattlemen  of  the  West  and  Southwest 
more  than  anyone  else.  The  big  catUe  feeders  of  the  Com  Belt  are 
helped  very  slightly  and  the  rest  of  tbe  farmers  are  damaged. 

Corn  :  Increasing  the  corn  tai-iff  from  15  cents  a  bushel,  as  under  the 
Fordney  Act,  to  25  cents  a  bushel  under  the  Hawley  Act,  is  a  big  joke. 
We  ordinarily  export  ten  times  as  much  corn  from  the  United  States 
as  we  Import    It  la  only  occasionally  in  the  summer,  following  a  short- 
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crop  year,  that  it  is  possible  for  the  Corn  Products  Co.  to  Import  a  little 
corn  from  Argentina  to  ase  In  Its  plant  at  Kdgewnter,  N  J  Under 
such  conditions  the  California  poultrymen  also  import  a  little  com 
from  Argentina.  There  Is  no  prospect  of  any  tariff  on  com,  no  matter 
how  high,  benefiting  the  Iowa  farmer  over  a  period  of  year,  by  an 
average  of  more  than  one-tenth  of  a  cent  a  bushel 

Wheat :  The  42-cent  tariff  on   wheat   means  little,   becmm.  we  nor- 
mally    export    from    150.000.000    to    250.000,000   bushels,    or   about   one- 

ISe'Lr^V  ,T,f-  »«"f"°»«-  ''»'*'°  t""^  »•  «  "hort  sprtng.wlM«t  crop, 
the  fanners  of  the  Northwest  are  slightly  benefited  by  the  wheat  tariff 
As  a  role,  however,  the  wheat  farmers  of  the  United  States  are  harmed 
one  hundred  times  as  much  by  the  high  tariff  on  Industrial  produrts  a. 
they  are  helped  by  tbe  tariff  on  wheat 

nnn^n^~*^"f *■'.'"*'*  ^""^  ^^^'^  ordinarily  exports  about  1,.V00.- 
000  000  pounds  of  pork  and  lard  annually.  At  lea.t  one-third  cf  our 
lard  is  usually  exported.  The  Fordney  bill  had  a  Uriff  of  1  rent  a 
pound  on  lard,  but  tbe  Hawley  biU  raises  this  to  8  cents  The  raise 
of  course,  can  do  no  good  whatever  unless  it  is  accompanied  bv  some-' 
Oilng  In  the  nature  of  an  equalization  fee  or  a  d.  benture  plan  Tbe 
Hawley  biU  raises  the  tariff  on  bacon,  hams,  and  shoulders  from  2 
cents  a  pound  to  8.28  cents  a  pound. 

Molasses:  There  has  been  much  talk  during  the  last  two  or  three 
years  about  putting  a  tariff  of  8  cents  a  gallon  on  mol«s««  used  for 
making  alcohol.  It  was  claimed  that  such  a  Uriff  would  increase  the 
corn  market  by  at  least  30,000.000  bushel,  a  year.  I  told  at  least  a 
dozen  different  farm  audience  last  summer  that  the  alcohol  and  sugar 
people  had  more  influence  with  Congress  than  farmers,  and  that  the 
farmers  would  never  be  able  to  get  a  .ufllclent  tariff  through  the  House 
of  HepresenUtives  to  make  It  possible  to  manufacture  alcohol  again  out 
of  com  Instead  of  molasses.  Credit  must  be  given  to  some  of  tbe  farm- 
minded  Congresamen  putting  np  a  little  fight  for  the  8-cent  molaam's 
tariff,  but  the  outcome  proves  that  I  was  right  In  my  prediction  The 
tariff  on  moiasaes  has  not  been  increased  and  there  will  be  no  increase 
in  the  use  of  com  for  distilling  purposes. 

Oil.  and   fats:    The    farmers   in    contineutol    United    States    produce 
from  7.000,000.000  to   8,000.000,000  pounds  of  oiU  and   fats  annually 
which  are  worth  almost  $1,000,000,000.     Thia  1.  an  enormous  Industry' 
which  ha.  been  grovr<ng  rapidly.     There  are  a  great  many  different  kind, 
of  oil.  and  fata,  but  modern   chemical  processes  are  making  Oum  all 
more  or  less  Interchangeable.     Many  of  the  agricultural   leaders    have 
thought  that  by  putting  a  strong  tariff  on  each  of  the  different  uil.  and 
fats  It  would  be  possible  to  help  butter  prices,  lard  prices,  etc.     Other, 
have  thought,  as  long  as  we  export  one-third  of  our  lard  and  a  consider- 
able  percentage  of  our  cottonseed  oil,  that  it  would  be  ImposKible  to  help 
prices  very  much  by  any  kind  of  a  tariff.     Especially  is  this  true  when 
It  is  remembered  that  a  large  perccnUge  of  our  imports  of  coconut  oil 
and  copra  come  from  the  PbUipplnes.     If  Congress  would  levy  a   tariff 
against  Philippine  products,  it  would  be  possible  to   have  some  effect 
on  vegetable-oil  prices  in  the  United  States.     Without  a  Uriff  on  coco- 
nut  oil  and  copra  from  tbe  Philippines,  most  of  the  vegeUble-oil  tariff, 
are    meaningless.     The    two    outstanding   excepUons    are    the    tariffs   on 
soy   beans   and   flaxseed.     Both    of   these   oils   arc   extensively    used    in 
paint  and  the  Uriff  will  be  effecOve.     Tbe  Fordney  rate  on  »f»y-bean 
oil  was  2.5  cenU  and  under  the  Hawley  biU  this  rate  has  U-en  doubled. 
The  rate  on  soy  beans  has  been  Increased  from  one  half  cent  a  pound 
to  2  cents  a  pound.     With  thl.  much  protecUon,   there  should   be  en- 
couragement for  the  esubllshmcnt  of  a  considerable  soy-bean  industry 
in  the  southern  half  of  the  Cora  Belt     It  would  not  be  at  all  a«toni*b- 
Ing  to  see  a  number  of  soy-bean  oil  mills  started  during  the  next  two  or 
three  years.     The  flaxseed  tariff  has  been  discussed  previously. 

It  is  not  to  be  expected  that  there  will  be  any  effecUve  Uriff  levied 
against  vegeUble  oils  used  in  soap  making,  because  of  the  fact  that  thl. 
industry  has  had  for  some  time  an  unusual  amount  of  political  influence. 

■FFBCT  OF  INOnSTBIAl.  TARIFFS  ON  FASMKB 

Farmers  have  never  studied  sufliciently  the  damage  which  they  receive 
from  the  Uriff  as  consumers  of  industrial  products.  Tariff  experts  for 
the  American  Farm  Bureau  FederaUon  estimate  that  industrial  tariffs 
under  the  Fordney  Act  average  42  per  cent  and  under  the  Hawley  Act 
47  per  cent.  The  most  imporUnt  section  among  the  Industrial  tariffs 
U  that  dealing  with  steel  products.  Competent  experts  estimate  that 
the  Uriff  on  steel  products  costs  tbe  farmers  over  $500,000,000  every 
year.  It  Is  estimated  that  nine  out  of  every  ten  farmers  lose  more  by 
the  steel-products  Uriff  than  they  gain  by  the  entire  agricultnral 
schedule. 

Many  things  might  be  said  about  the  tariffs  on  aluminum,  glass, 
diemlcals,  textiles,  etc  Nearly  all  of  these  industries  have  becoma 
Industrial  giant.s,  which  turn  out  producU  more  efficiently  than  any 
plaee  else  in  ttie  world. 

Lumber  and  shingles  have  been  on  the  free  list,  but  tbe  Hawley  bill 
proposes  to  give  shingles  a  tariff  of  26  per  cent,  and  also  certain 
grades  of  lumber.  Cement  has  been  on  the  free  list,  but  the  Hawley 
bill  proposes  to  give  cement  a  tariff  of  25  per  cent  Sboes  have  been  on 
the  7ree  list  but  the  Hawley  bill  propose,  to  give  shoes  a  protection  ot 
20  per  cent 
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Tb«>  Fordney  bill  was  bud  enough,  but  the  HawJey  bill  will  Increase 
the  farmer'j  disadvantage.  The  sugar-beet  and  flax  farmers  will  make  a 
notoble  gain  ander  the  Hawley  bUI,  and  the  sheep  and  cattle  farmers 
will  make  a  minor  gain.  Practically  all  of  the  other  agricultural  gch€d- 
Ble«  are  without  effective  significance.  The  number  of  lncr«*9os  In  In- 
dustrial schedules  Is  far  greate^r  than  the  increase  in  the  agricultural 
•cbedules.  and  most  of  the  industrial  schedules  really  mean  something 
In  terms  of  higher  prices. 

Thf  farmers  of  the  United  States  should  petition  their  Congressmen 
to  let  the  Fordney  bill  stand.  The  Hawley  bill  is  an  iniquitous  affair, 
which  should  resolutely  be  turned  down  by  all  Congreaamen  who  have 
the  interests  of  agriculture  at  heart. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  takes  his 
Beat  I  desire  to  say  that  he  quoted  me  as  saying  yesterday 
tliat  the  farmer  received  all  that  he  had  asked  for.  I  do  not 
think  that  is  a  fair  iiiteriHvtation  of  my  remarlca. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  shall  be  glad  to  have  it  corrected. 

Mr.  SAC'KETT.  What  I  was  askirig  was  whether  the  in- 
creaswN  tl»at  were  granted  in  the  eommlttee  report  had  not  been 
asked  for  by  the  farming  groups  that  came  before  the  cc«nmit- 
tee.  The  reply  wass  I  think,  that  in  every  case  they  had  been. 
Tlieii  the  question  was  asked  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
as  to  whether  all  the  Increases  had  been  granted ;  and  I  said  no, 
I  thought  nor.  but  that  a  large  percentage  of  them  w«re.  I  think 
tlint  is  the  correct  quotation. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Yes;  I  think  the  Senator  has  quite 
accurately  stated  it,  but  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any  sub- 
stantial difference.  The  increases  in  the  agricultural  schedule 
were  granted  at  the  request  of  representatives  of  the  farmers, 
according  to  the  statement  of  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Very  largely — not  in  every  case,  but  very 
largely. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  simply  want  it  known  that  the 
professors  from  Wisconsin  University  were  not  appointed  by  the 
president  of  the  university  to  do  this  work,  nor  is  Wisconsin 
University  responsible  in  any  way  for  the  statements  made.  I 
have  a  letter  from  the  president  of  the  university  to  that 
effect. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  there  is  no  contro- 
versy at  an  about  that  Nobody  contends  that  the  University 
of  Wisconsin  is  engaged  in  any  enterprise  of  this  character. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  The  Senator  may  not  make  that  contention,  and 
I  do  not  claim  that  he  has ;  but  it  appeared  here  when  the  report 
first  came  out  as  if  the  university  had  appointed  them  and  the 
report  was  made  at  their  request 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  However,  the  fact  about  the  matter 
is  that  the  University  of  Wisconsin  has  t)een  the  leader  in  the 
moveinent  which  has  advanced  agriculture  to  the  position  it 
occupies  through  the  'West. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  only  stating  Just  exactly  what  the  pre;«i- 
dent  of  the  university  wrote  me  when  I  inquired  as  to  whether 
these  were  the  views  of  the  tmiversity. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Nobody  is  contending  that.  More- 
over, Mr.  President,  the  University  of  Wisconsin  has  been  the 
leader  in  the  movement  to  apply  science  to  the  business  of 
agriculture;  an<l  that  is  what  these  eminent  professors  of  the 
university  are  now  doing. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  continue  the  reading 
of  the  bUL 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  wa?,  on 
page  290,  line  14,  after  the  word  "merchandise,"  to  insert 
•*  mined,  produced,  or,"  so  as  to  read : 

8»c.  307.  Convict-made  goods*-- Importation  prohibited:  All  goods, 
wares,  articles,  and  merchandise  mined,  produced,  or  manufactured, 
wholly  or  in  part.  In  any  foreign  country  by  convict  labor  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  entry  at  any  of  the  ports  of  the  United  States,  and  the  im- 
portation thereof  Is  hereby  prohibited,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
is  authorised  and  directed  to  prescribe  such  regulations  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  enforcement  of  this  provision. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  Blainb]  was  compelled  to  leave  the  city  this  after- 
noon. He  infornied  me  Umt  he  would  be  back,  I  think.  Wednes- 
day, and  asked  me  as  a  i)ersonal  favor  if  I  would  not  request 
that  section  307  go  over  until  his  return;  and  I  muke  that 
request. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  section  will 
be  passed  over. 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resiuned. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was.  on 
page  202,  line  6.  after  the  name  *'  United  States,"  to  strike  out 
"  and."  so  as  to  read : 

(8>  Loi-omotives,  cars,  and  coaches,  and  repair  equipment  belonging 
to  railroads  brought  temporarily  into  the  United  States  for  the  purpose  I 
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01    clearing  obstructions,  fighting  fires,  or  making  emergency  repairs  oo 
llies  the  property  of  railroads  within  the  United  States. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  292,  at  the  end  of  line  9, 
a  ter  the  name  "  United  States,"  to  strike  out  the  period  and 
in  sert  a  semicolon,  so  as  to  read : 

(7)  Containers  for  compressed  gases  which  comply  with  the  laws  and 
resulnttous   for   the   transportaUon   of   such    containers   in    the   United 

Slates. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  292,  after  line  9,  to  insert : 

(8)  Articles  Imported  by  illustrators  and  photographers  for  use  solely 
&M  models  in  their  own  establishments.  In  the  iUustrating  of  catalogues, 
pamphlets,  or  advertising  matter. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  2M,  after  line  22,  to  strike 
oi  t: 

No  floor,  nmnufactui-ed  In  a  bonded  manufacturing  warehouse  from 
wlient  Imported  after  90  days  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this 
act,  shall  be  withdrawn  from  such  warehouse  for  exportation  without 
payment  of  a  duty  on  such  Imported  wheat  eqnal  to  any  reduction  In 
duty  which  by  treaty  will  npply  in  respect  of  such  flour  in  the  country 
to  which  it  is  to  be  exported. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  possibly  an  amend- 
ment will  be  offered  to  that    I  wonder  if  it  can  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senatwr  desires,  I  will  let  It  go  over 
to-night 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
w  11  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  in- 
quire of  the  Senator  from  Utah  whether  that  provision  is  not 
intimately  connected  with  the  amendment  proposed  on  page  300, 
relating  to  the  general  sul>Ject  of  drawbju-ks  and  refunds 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Then  it  ought  to  go  over,  also, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  one  goes  over,  both  of  them  should.  I  will 
ask,  then,  that  the  amendment  on  page  300,  lines  6  to  9,  go 
o\  er. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  amendment 

11  be  passed  over. 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
pjge  301,  line  13,  after  the  wonl  "within,"  to  strike  out  "10" 
aiid  insert  "  30,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragrai^  read : 

(c)  Merchandise  not  conforming  to  sample  or  specifications:  Upon 
ths  exportation  of  merchandise  not  conforming  to  sample  or  specifica- 
tions upon  which  the  duties  have  been  paid  and  which  have  been  entered 
or  withdrawn  for  (^nsumption  and,  within  30  days  after  release  from 
customs  custody,  returned  to  customs  custody  for  exportation,  the  full 
amount  of  the  duties  paid  upon  such  merchandise  shall  be  refunded  as 
drawback,  less  1  per  cent  of  such  duties. 

Mr.  McKELLAit.  Mr.  President,  why  was  that  change 
mide? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Because  10  days  Is  not  long  enough.  The  mer- 
chandise at  present  has  to  be  returned  to  customs  custody  for 
exp.irtatlon  within  10  days  after  release.  The  importers  con- 
U-  ided  that  in  some  cases  it  was  absolutely  impossible  to  do  it 
w  thin  the  10  days'  period ;  so  we  gave  them  that  privilege, 

Mr.  McKEIXAR.     Very  well. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  C^)mmittee  on  Finance  was,  on 
pa^e  303,  line  4,  before  the  word  "years,"  to  strike  out  "five" 
ami  insert  "three,"  so  as  to  read: 

h)  Time  limitation  on  exportation:  No  drawback  shall  be  allowed 
un  ler  the  provisions  of  this  section  or  of  section  6  of  the  act  entitled 
"A  a  act  temporarily  to  provide  revenue  for  the  Philippine  Islands,  and 
foi  other  parposes, '  approved  March  8.  1902  (relating  to  drawback  on 
shipments  to  the  Philippine  Islands),  unless  the  completed  article  Is 
exiorted  or  shipped  to  the  Philippine  Islands  within  three  years  after 
im  >ortation  of  the  imported  merchandise. 

At.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  what  was  the 
reason  for  that? 

^Ir.  SMOOT.  Three  years  is  ample,  Mr.  President,  to  take 
ad  vantage  of  the  drawback.  There  is  no  objection  at  all  to  it 
It  is  five  years  now.  If  there  is  a  drawback  to  be  claimed,  it 
ourht  to  be  claimed  and  settle<l  within  three  years;  that  is  all. 

if r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  As  I  recall^  there  was  no  ob- 
jettion. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.    No;  there  was  no  objection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  whs,  on 
page  306,  after  line  21,  to  insert : 

Sec  319.  Duty  on  coffee  Imported  Into  Porto  Rico:  The  Legislature 
of  Porto  Rico  is  hereby  empowered  to  impose  tariff  dntlca  upon  coffee 
Imported  into  Porto  Rico,  Including  coffee  coming  into  Porto  Rico  from 
the  United  States.  Such  duties,  lees  the  cost  of  collecting  the  same, 
shall  be  paid  into  the  treasury  of  Porto  Rico,  to  be  expended  as  required 
by  law  for  the  government  and  benefit  thereof.  The  officials  of  the 
Customs  and  Postal  Services  of  the  United  States  are  hereby  directed  to 
assist  the  appropriate  officials  of  the  Porto  Bican  government  in  the 
collection  of  such  duties. 
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Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  is  there  much  coffee  im- 
ported into  Porto  Rico?  I  thought  Porto  Rico  raised  a  great 
d«'ai  of  coffee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  do ;  but  most  of  the  coffee  that  they  raise 
in  Porto  Rico  is  exported  to  the  United  States,  and  some  to 
fttreigu  countries.  A  certain  class  of  coffee  is,  however,  im- 
ported into  Porto  Rico;  and  the  request  was  that  we  place  a 
duty  upon  that  coffee.  All  that  the  committee  thought  we  ought 
to  do  was  to  give  the  Porto  Hican  government  authority  to 
impose  a  duty  if  they  saw  fit 

Mr.  WAL.SH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  I  am  wondering 
how  coffee  could  be  import e<l  Into  Porto  Rico  from  the  United 
States.  I  wonder  If  It  really  Is  intended  to  authorize  the  im- 
position of  a  duty  on  an  article  transported  from  one  portion 
of  the  United  States  to  another  portion  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  the  rea.son  that  was  put  in  was  to 
avoid  the  evasion  of  the  duty  by  shipments  from  Brazil  to  New 
York  and  then  Immediately  to  Porto  Rico.  Of  course,  we  do 
not  produce  any  coffee  here.  It  would  mean,  necessarily,  a 
transshipment ;  and  in  order  to  make  sure  that  that  should  be 
met  it  was  expressed  In  the.se  words. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Would  it  not  be  rather  better  to 
express  it  in  this  way? — 

Whether  the  same  is  Imported  directly  or  through  a  port  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  REED.     That  would  have  the  desired  effect 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  do  not  like  the  idea  of  author- 
izing the  imposition  of  duties  on  lmix>rtations  Into  Porto  Rico 
from  the  United  States  any  more  than  I  do  duties  on  importa- 
tions into  the  United  States  from  Porto  Rico. 

Mr.  REED.     It  was  not  Intended,  of  course,  that  we  should. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course,  there  is  no  such  thing 
as  Importations  of  coffee  grown  in  the  United  States  to  Porto 
Rico,  and  I  can  understand  that  it  must  come  from  elsewhere ; 
but  it  would  serve  the  purpose  to  express  it  in  some  such  way 
as  I  have  indicated. 

Mr.  REED.     I  think  that  would  be  entirely  satiisfactory. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  would  not  be  an  avoidance  of 
the  principle. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  desire  to  t^er  the  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  will  prepare  It  and  offer  it. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to  inquire  if 
coffee  is  not  raised  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  coffee  is  produced  In  the  Hawaiian 
Islands. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  had  that  impression. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Some  of  the  very  best  coffee  that  is  raised  in 
the  world  is  raised  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  on  the  Island  of 
Kauai. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  would  not  this  have  the 
effect  of  putting  a  tariff  on  Hawaiian  coffee  going  to  Porto 
Rico  if  any  should  happen  to  go  there? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  think  an  ounce  has  ever  gone  there 

Mr.  McKELLAJl.    But,  If  it  did.  It  would  have  that  effect? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Brazilian  coffee  is  the  only  coffee  that  Is 
shipped  into  Porto  Rico. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  the  idea  would  he 
accomplished  by  striking  out  the  word  "  from  "  and  inserting 
the  language  "  either  directly  from  a  foreign  country  or  through 
a  port  ot" 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President  what  I  wanted  to  inquire 
from  the  Senator  from  Montana  was  whether  that  change  of 
language  would  be  effective  if  there  should  be  a  change  of 
ownership  in  the  United  States  port  If  it  were  a  through  im- 
port to  Porto  Rico  tlirough  a  port  of  the  United  States,  it  would 


cover  it ;  but  if  It  were  sold  Into  the  United  States  and  then 
imported  Into  Porto  Rieo.  it  might  not 

dwl;.^r^^  °!  Montana.  1  should  think  it  would  make  no 
difference  If  it  actually  came  from  a  fowiign  country  and  i^assed 
through  a  port  of  Uie  United  States;  it  would  bo  subjtvt  to 

S  c  f  ^u'?.Jii<^*'  r?  °*^"*'^  ^'^'  "^^'  fliJiuges  it  underwent 
sa^and  aU  uS?  ""'^  ^  '"^''"^^  ^  ownership,  a  bill  of 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  sliould  think  so 

xln'  St^*??-    Pw"^  "^"'^  ^^  ^«"'^^^'  '^'  ^I"--  I^resident? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     How  can  we  follow  it  now' 
Mr.   SMOOT.    Because  it  will  have  to  go  directly  to  Porto 
itico  now. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     No ;  the  amendment  contemplates 
coffee  imported  from  the  Unitetl  States. 
K  ^^*-S^f  ^-^    ^'*-.  President  I  suggest  that  Uie  difficulty  can 

f?!r^  J^y  nserting,  on  the  last  line  of  the  page,  after  the 
word  coffee,'  the  words  "  produce^l  in  a  foreign  countr>-,  com- 
ing into  Porto  Rico  from  the  United  Stjites." 

Mr.  SACKETT.     I  think  that  would  cover  it 
.k^'";k®'^^'''^^-^^^-  ^'resident,  it  seems  to  be  well  known 
tbat  there  is  no  coffee  produced  in  the  Unite<l  States.     If  coffee 
Is  shipped  from  this  country  to  Porto  Rico,  Is  It  not  prima  facte 
evidenw  that  It  has  btM?n  produced  in  some  other  country? 

rJ^„^f^^\  ^'""A  *^"^  ^  ^^*'"  2,000,000  to  5,000,000  ^unds 
produced  in  Hawaii  every  year,  and  some  priHluml  in  the  I'hll- 
ipplnes— I  do  not  know  how  much— but  if  we  put  in  tlie  words 
prodmred  in  a  foreign  country  "  it  would  meet  the  suggesUon 
ofTereil  by  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     That  would  answer  It 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Montana.  That  seems  to  be  quite  satis- 
factory. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the  amendment  as  modified  be 
stated. 

The  legislative  dwk  read  as  follows  : 

The  Legislature  of  Porto  Rko  is  hereby  empowered  to  impose  tariff 
duties  upon  coffee  Imported  into  Porto  Rico,  including  coff*^  produced 
in  a  foreign  country,  coming  Into  Porto  Rico  from  the  United  Stat**— 

And  so  forth. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment,  as  modified. 

The  amendment  as  modified,  was  agreed  to. 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  307,  after  line  7,  to  Insert : 

Sbc.  320.  Reciprocal  agreements  relating  to  advertising  matter: 
With  the  advice  and  con.sent  of  the  President,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  and  the  Postmaster  Genernl,  Jointly,  may,  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States,  enter  into  a  reciprocal  agreiunent  with  any  foreign  coun- 
try to  provide  for  the  entry  free  of  duty  In  the  respective  countries  of 
dl.spatches  or  shipments  through  the  mails  of  circulars,  folders,  pam- 
phk^ts,  books,  and  cards.  In  the  nature  of  advertising  matter  (exa-pt 
snch  matter  as  may  be  printed,  manufactured,  or  produced  In  a  foreign 
country,  adrertlsing  the  sale  of  articles  by  persons  carrying  on  bu-sincss 
la  the  United  States  or  containing  announcements  relating  to  the  mer- 
chandise or  business  of  such  persons)  to  individual  addressees,  and  may. 
In  the  event  any  such  agreement  Is  entered  into.  prescril>e  such  rules 
and  regalatlons  as  thry  may  deem  necessary  relating  to  the  customs  and 
postal  treatment  of  such  matter  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  explain 
what  that  Is? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  committee  amendment  authorizes  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  and  the  Postmaster  General  to  enter 
Into  reciprocal  agreements  with  foreign  countries  providing  f(jr 
the  free  entry  of  advertising  matter  addressed  to  individual  ad- 
dresses. The  postal  and  customs  regulations  now  provide  that 
mail  importations  of  less  than  $1  In  value  shall  be  pass.'«I  free 
of  duty.  This  is  done  because  the  expen.ses  of  the  collection 
would  be  out  of  proportion  to  the  amount  of  duties  collected. 
One  of  the  consequences  has,  of  c«»urse,  been  the  free  admission 
of  circulars,  cards,  and  other  ad\ertislng  matter  under  $1  in 
value  sent  from  foreign  countries  to  separate  addresses  in  the 
United  States ;  and  they  have  come  in  by  the  million. 

In  other  words,  institutions  In  the  United  States  have  had 
their  advertising  matter  printed  abroad,  sent  a  list  of  names  of 
American  persons  living  in  America,  and  had  those  advertise- 
ments sent  directly  to  their  addresses  from  the  foreign  country 
with  a  1-ceut  stamp.  We  had  samples  before  the  committee 
which  really  were  beautiful  advertising  matter,  but  there  was 
only  the  single  ci>py,  and  it  did  not  cost  a  dollar.  Under  this 
piTovision  we  take  care  of  that  situation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 
The  amendment  was  agreed  ta 
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Tlie  next  amendment  was,  on  page  308,  line  5,  after  the  word 
*•  of."  to  strike  out  "  seven  "  and  insert  "  six,"  so  as  to  read : 
Part  II — Unitbd  Statm  Tariff  Commissiox 

Sic.  330  Organization  of  the  commission :  (a)  Membership :  Th« 
United  State*  Tariff  Commission  (referred  to  in  this  title  ax  the  "  com 
mis8ion")  shall  be  composed  of  six  commissioners  to  be  hereaftei 
appointed  by  the  President  by  and  with  the  advice  and  con«ent  of  the 
Senate,  but  each  member  now  In  office  shall  continue  to  serTe  until 
his  successor  (as  designated  by  the  President  at  the  time  of  nomina 
tlon)  takes  oiBce. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  ask  that  that  go  over. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  was  Just  going  t<»  suggest  to 
the  Senator  from  Utah  that  all  provisions  relating  to  the  TarifE 
Commission  and  to  the  flexible  provision  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  ask  that  new. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  passed  over, 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  308,  line  9.  after  the  word 
"office,"  to  strike  out  "No  person  shall  be  eligible  for  appointl 
ment  as  a  commissioner  unless  he  Ls  a  citizen  of  the  Uniteil 
States,  and,  in  the  judgment  of  the  President,  is  possessed  <>f 
qualiflcatlons  requisite  for  developing  exi>ert  knowledge  of  tariff 
problems  and  efficiency  in  administering  the  provisions  of  Part 
II  of  this  title."  and  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert  "  Not  more  than 
three  of  the  commissioners  shall  be  members  of  the  same  politi- 
cal party,  and  in  making  appointments  members  of  different 
political  parties  shall  be  appointed  alternately  as  nearly  as  may 
be  practicable." 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  ask  that  this  amendment  may  go  over. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    To  what  page  was  the  Senator  referrlr.c' 

Mr.  SMOOT. '  Page  SOS.  *" ' 

Mr.  McKKLLAR.  I  know  that,  but  how  far  does  the  part  to 
be  passed  over  go? 

Mr.  REED.    To  page  326,  line  13. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  EveryUiing  relating  to  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Page  326,  Une  13,  "  Unfair  practices  in  import 
trade." 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  There  is  no  amendment  to 
that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  wUl  be  passed 
over,  and  the  clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  328.  line  16,  after  the 
word  "  final,"  to  strike  out  the  comma  and  "  except  that  the 
same  shall  be  subject  to  review  by  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  upon  certiorari  applied  for  within  three  months  after 
Buch  judgment  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Customs  and 
Patent  Appeals,"  so  as  to  read: 

(c)  Hearings  and  review :  The  commission  shall  make  such  Investiga- 
tion under  and  in  accordance  with  such  rules  as  it  may  promulgate  and 
fire  !«uch  notice  and  afford  such  bearing,  and  when  deemed  proper  by 
the  commission  such  rehearing,  with  opportunity  to  offer  evidence,  oral 
or  written,  as  it  may  deem  sufficient  for  a  full  presentation  of  the  facta 
Involved  in  racb  investigation.     The  testimony  in  every  such  investiga- 
tion shall  be  reduced  to  writing,  and  a  transcript  thereof  with  the  find- 
ings and  recommendation  of  the  commission  shall  be  the  official  record 
of  the  proceedings  and  findings  in  the  case,  and  in  any  case  where  the 
findings  la  such  investigation  show  a  violation  of  this  section,  a  copy  of 
the  findings  shall  be  promptly  mailed  or  delivered  to  the  importer  or  eon- 
■Ignee  of  such  articles.     Such   findings,  if  supported  by  evidence,  shall 
be  conclusive,  except  that  a  rehearing  may  be  granted  by  the  commis- 
sion and  except  that,  within  such  time  after  said  findings  are  made  and 
In  such  manner  as  appeals  may  be  taken  from  decisions  of  the  United 
States  Customs  Court,  an  appeal  may  be  taken  from  said  findings  upon 
a  question  or  questions  of  law  only  to  the  United  States  Court  of  Cus- 
toms and  Patent  Appeals  by  the  importer  or  consignee  of  such  articles. 
If  It  shall  be  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  said  court  that  further  evi- 
dence should  be  taken,  and  that  there  were  reasonable  grounds  for  the 
failure  to  adduce  such  evidence  in  the  proceedings  before  the  commis- 
•ion,  said  court  may  order  such  additional  evidence  to  be  taken  before 
the  commission  in  .«;uch  manner  and  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as 
to  the  court  may  stem  proper.     The  commission  may  modify  its  findings 
•a  to  the  facts  or  make  new  findings  by  reason  of  additional  evidence, 
which.  If  supported  by  evidence,   shall   be  conclusive  as   to   the   facts! 
except   that   within   such   time  and   in   such   manner  an   appeal   may   be 
taken  as  aforesaid  upon  a  question  or  questions  of  law  only.     The  judg- 
ment of  said  court  shall  be  final. 


of  Arkansas.    What  is  the  legal  effect  of 


Mr.    ROBINSON 

that  amendment? 

S*"*  S'i^.¥^^^f;    '^^**  **"^**'  ^°  ^^  ^^^'  ^^'  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  KtfcD.  Mr.  President,  granting  a  certiorari  has  been 
held  to  be  discretionary  in  all  other  cases,  as  I  understand 
but  in  this  case  some  question  has  arisen  as  to  whether  it  was 
Dot  mandatory  upon  the  Supreme  Court,  and  upon  consideration 


of  the  whole  matter,  the  committee  could  not  see  any  reason 
why  that  further  appeal  should  be  allowed.  In  most  cases  it 
would  prolong  the  delay  in  putting  into  effect  this  provision 
agamst  the  Importer. 

Mr  SMOOT.  There  was  also  a  question  as  to  Its  consUtu- 
tlonality. 

Mr.  REED.  Yes;  It  Is  probably  unconstitutional  as  It  stood 
in  the  old  law. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  Inquire 
whether  under  the  present  law  the  judgments  of  the  Court  of 
Customs  Appeals  are  not  reviewable  in  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  the  impression  that  they  are  not  under 
the  present  law. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  This  provides  especially  for  review,  and, 
as  I  understand,  before  it  was  stricken  out,  that  was  the 
language  of  the  present  law,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  amendment 
may  go  over.    I  want  to  look  into  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  329,  line  14,  after  the 
words  "  shall  be."  to  strike  out  "  completed :  Prrnnded,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  permit  entry  under  bond  upon 
such  conditions  and  penalties  as  he  may  deem  adequate  "  and 
insert  "  completed ;  except  that  such  article  shall  be  entitled  to 
entry  under  bond  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury," 
so  as  to  read  : 

(f)  Entry  under  bond:  Whenever  the  President  has  reason  to  believe 
that  any  article  Is  offered  or  sought  to  be  offered  for  entry  into  the 
United  States  in  violation  of  this  secUan  but  has  not  Information  suffi- 
cient to  satisfy  him  thereof,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall,  upon 
his  request  In  writing,  forbid  entry  thereof  until  such  Investigation  as 
the  President  may  deem  necessarj-  shall  be  completed  ;  except  that  such 
article  shall  be  entitled  to  entry  under  bond  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  Just  a  rewording. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  It  makes  the  entry  manda- 
tory ;  that  is,  it  divests  the  Secretary  of  discretion,  apparently, 
except  that  he  has  the  power  to  prescribe  the  amount  of  the 
bond.  Under  the  House  provision  it  Is  entirely  discretionary 
with  the  Secretary  whether  the  entry  may  be  made. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  would  be  permissive  under  the  House  pro- 
vision, but  not  under  the  amendment. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  think  the  Senate  committee 
amendment  improves  the  language  of  the  House 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top  of  page  330,  to  Insert : 

(h)  Definition  :  When  used  In  this  section  and  in  sections  338  and 
340.  the  term  "  United  States  "  includes  the  several  States  and  Terri- 
tories, the  District  of  Columbia,  and  all  possessions  of  the  United 
States  except  the  Philippine  Islands,  the  Virgin  Islands,  American 
Samoa,  and  the  Island  of  Guam. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  makes  plain  the  definition  as  provided  in 
another  section  of  the  law. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.  Is  there  a  definition  in  the  ex- 
isting tariff  law  of  "  the  United  States  "? 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  will  notice  on  page  1,  beginning 
with  the  parenthesis,  the  scope  of  the  bill  Is  limited  to  all  of 
the  United  States  and  its  possessions,  excepting  the  Philippine 
Ishind.s,  the  Virgin  Lslands,  American  Samoa,  and  the  island  of 
Guam,  and  this  definition  is  consistent  with  that 

Mr.  SMOOT.  And  there  are,  perhaps,  two  other  provisions 
in  the  bill  In  conformity  with  this  language. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to 
understand  what  the  significance  of  this  definition  Is.  In  other 
words.  In  what  respect  are  the  Philippine  Islands,  the  Virgin 
Uplands,  American  Samoa,  and  the  island  of  Guam  treated 
differently,  so  far  as  this  bill  is  concerned,  from  other  Terri- 
tories or  possessions  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  are  not  treated  differentlv  as  to  the  rates 
In  the  bill,  but  they  are  not  actual  pos.sessIous  of  the  United 
States.  The  Philippines  are  not.  Samoa  and  the  Hawaiian 
Islands  are  the  same  as  the  United  States  itself.  The  Philip- 
pine Islands  are  not.    Porto  Rico  is  not. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  do  not  care  to  get  Into  any  con- 
troversy concerning;  the  degree  of  sovereignty  we  exercise  over 
the  islands;  that  is  not  what  I  want  to  know.  I  wish  to  know 
what  difference  there  is  in  the  treatment  these  various  units 
get;  In  other  words,  what  this  definition  means,  so  far  as  this 
bill  Is  concerned. 

Mr  REED^  Mr.  President,  at  the  present  time  the  Philip- 
pine  Islands  have  their  own  tariff  law,  their  own  schedules  of 
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customs  duties,  estaWIshed,  as  I  tind«^and  It,  by  the  legisla- 
ture of  that  pos.sesslon.  American  Samoa  and  the  Virgin 
Lslands  and  the  island  of  Guam  similarly  have  schedules  of 
duties,  prescribed  by  the  governors  of  those  possessions.  In  a 
part  of  this  bill  a  certain  privilege  Is  given  to  the  PhlllwHne 
Islands  about  free  Importations  into  the  United  States  of  Its 
products  and  a  corresponding  privilege  given  us  about  export- 
ing to  the  PhlliiH>Ine  Islands.  But  all  through  the  bill  runs 
the  Idea  that  It  shall  not  control  importations  from  the  Philip- 
pines or  these  otlier  Islands.  The  bill  does  not  apply  to  them 
at  all.    It  does  not  establish  a  tariff  for  them. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  Is,  It  leaves  them  to  estab- 
lish their  own  tariff  rates? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  we  establish  the  tariff  rates  for  Porto 
Rico. 

Mr.  REED.     For  Porto  Rico,  and  for  the  Hawaiian  Islands. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes.  That  is  why  they  are  not  Included  In  this 
language. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  If  that 
explanation  applies  also  to  the  Virgin  Islands? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  HOWELL.    And  American  Samoa? 

Mr.  REF:D.     Yes;  and  Guam. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendment  w^as  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  334,  line  24,  after  the 
words  *•  foreign  countrj,"  to  strike  out  "  shall  mean  any  ter- 
ritory foreign  to  the  United  States"  and  Insert  "means  any 
empire,  country,  dominion,  colony,  or  protectorate,  or  any  sulJ- 
di vision  or  subdivisions  thereof  (other  than  the  United  States 
and  Its  possessions),"  so  as  to  read: 

(1)  Definition ;  When  used  In  this  section  the  term  "  foreign 
country  "  means  any  empire,  country,  dominion,  colony  or  protectorate, 
or  any  subdivision  or  subdivisions  thereof  (other  than  the  United 
States  and  its  possessions),  within  which  separate  tariff  rate*  or  sep- 
arate regulations  of  commerce  are  Miforced. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.  What  Is  the  necessity  for 
defining  foreign  countries?  Are  not  the  wm^s  themselves  as 
descriptive  as  any  that  can  be  employed? 

Mr.  REED,  I  should  think  so,  but  we  have  questions  of 
mandated  countries,  and  different  varieties  of  political  sov- 
ereignties. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  But  they  are  all  foreign 
countries. 

Mr.  REED.    This  Is  Just  put  in  out  of  an  excess  of  caution. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  was  suggested  by  the  Tariff  Commission, 
which  thought  It  cleared  some  questions  which  have  been  in 
Houbt  In  the  past. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  wa<»,  on  page  335.  after  line  10,  to  Insert 
a  new  section,  to  be  known  as  "  Sec.  340.  Domestic  value — 
Conversion  of  rates." 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Let  that  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  be  about  time 
to  take  the  recess,  and  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  not 
Im^ilst  on  going  on  further  this  afternoon. 

RBOESS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until 
12  o'clock  to-morrow.  In  accordance  with  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement  already  entered  into. 

The  moUon  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  4.55 
o'clock  p.  m.),  under  the  order  previously  entered,  took  a  recess 
until  to-moriow,  Saturday,  September  14,  1929,  at  12  o'clock 
meridian. 
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Saturday,  Se'pteinher  Ji,  1929 

(Lcffulative  day  of  Monday,  September  9,  1929) 

Tlie  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recess. 

THB  KICHTEEITTH  AMrWDMENT 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  there  are  some  statements 
In  an  article  In  Collier's  for  September  21  regarding  the  adop- 
tion of  the  eighteen  Oi  amendment  which  need  correction  and 
comment 


Some  of  the  headlines  are  misleading,  notably  the  following: 
Not  an  outburst  of  Idcaliam,  but  the  pressure  of  more  Important  war 
measurea  and  the  cunning  humor  of  a  political  boss.  Boles  Penrose  gave 
the  dry*  their  chance.  They  had  tried  for  40  years  to  break  into  the 
ConstltnUon.  Wayne  B.  Wheeler  framed  the  106-word,  htde-proof 
amendment  that  Senator  Morkis  Suupakd  got  passed  because  the  Senate 
was  in  a  hurry  and  most  Senators  didn't  thluk  It  would  ever  become  a 
law  anyway. 

The  Statement  that  "pressure  of  more  Important  war  n>e«». 
ures  had  anything  substautiaUy  to  do  with  the  passage  i>f  the 
eighteenth  amendment  Is  the  conclusion  of  the  writer  of  the 
headlines.  In  my  judgment  Its  adoption  was  not  influenced  to 
any  serious  extent  by  the  fact  that  war  was  on  and  war  meas- 
ures  were  In  the  making. 

To  assert  tliat  Wayne  B.  Wheeler— all  honor  to  his  memory- 
was  solely  responsible  for  the  amendment  which  passed  Coa- 
gress  and  was  then  submitted  to  the  States  is  to  fall  into  dis- 
tinct error. 

Turaing  at  this  point  to  the  body  of  the  arUde  we  find  the 
following  expressions: 

But  It  was  the  Anti-Saloon  League  and  not  the  legislators  themselves 
that  actually  made  the  Sheppard  amendment  a«  SiicpFAao  preseuted  it 
to  OvxBUA.N's  committee. 

Four  years  before  the  portentous  conversation  on  the  Senate  floor 
between  Penrose  and  SaKPi-Aao  the  Anti-Saloon  League  had  the  anund- 
ment  ready  for  whatever  lawmaker  they  could  persuade  to  present  it. 

For  Inslanc-e,  here  In  almost  the  exact  wording  of  the  amendment  Is 
a  portion  of  a  resolution  which  was  adopted  at  the  annual  convention 
of  the  Anti-Saloon  LeaKue  In  1913  to  forever  "  prohibit  the  munuracture 
and  sale  and  the  Unportallou,  ejtportuaon,  aud  transportation  of  la- 
toxlcating  Uquora." 

Th«  actual  words  of  the  eighteenth  amendment  prohibit  the  "  manu- 
facture, sale,  or  transportation  of  intoxicating  liquors  within,  the  im- 
portation thereof  into,  or  the  exporUdon  thereof  from  the  United 
States." 

It  is  true  that  the  Anti  Saloon  League  at  Its  convention  In 
1913  pas.sed  the  res(»lution  above  described.  In  that  convention 
were  such  leaders  as  Russell,  Baker,  Cannon.  Barton,  Cherring- 
ton,  Wheeler,  McBride,  Dinwiddle,  Hanly,  and  the  various  State 
snperintendentH  of  the  league,  all  of  whom  took  port  In  its 
deliberations  and  In  the  adoption  of  tills  resolution. 

The  writer  of  the  article  does  not  explain,  however,  that  when 
the  matter  of  presenting  tha  amendment  to  Congress  was  taken 
up  by  the  Autl-Saloon  League  and  its  leaders  above  mentioned; 
the  Woman's  Christian  Temperance  Union,  headed  by  such  dis- 
tinguished and  consecrated  women  as  Mrs.  Stevens,  Miss  Gor- 
don, Mrs.  Ellis.  Mrs.  Boole,  Mrs.  Y().-;t,  and  others;  the  chr.^'ch 
boards  and  committees  of  temperance  and  morals,  in  which 
men  like  Dr.  Clarenc-e  True  Wilson  were  active;  the  Interna- 
tional Reform  Bureau,  led  by  Rev.  Wilbur  F.  Crafts;  pro- 
hibitionists In  Congress  and  in  otlier  legislative  and  secular 
bodies  the  (pinion  was  reached  that  public  sentiment  at  that 
time  had  not  develope«l  to  such  a  degree  as  to  justify  more 
than  an  attempt  to  prohibit  sale,  and  manufacture,  trans- 
portation, importation,  and"  exportation  for  sale.  Nor  does  be 
point  out  that  it  U*ok  almost  four  years  of  unremitting  effort 
and  study  by  all  tl»e  prohibition  forces  to  crystallize  public  opinion 
behind  the  measure  in  its  various  stages  toward  final  develop- 
ment. He  does  not  allude  to  tlie  fact  that  shortly  after  the 
national  convention  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League,  above  referred  to, 
the  league  and  the  Woman's  Christian  Temperance  Union  each 
formed  a  committee  of  one  thousand  taken  from  virtually  all  the 
prohibition  bodies  of  the  land,  and  Unit  these  committees,  compos- 
ing one  of  the  most  Inspiring  spectacles  in  our  history,  marched 
to  the  east  front  of  the  Capitol,  singing  and  shouting,  on  a  cold 
and  raw  December  morning,  the  morning  of  December  10,  1913, 
and  presented  to  Representative  Hobson  and  myself  for  Introduc- 
tion in  the  Hou.<«e  and  Senate  the  amendment  they  had  agreed 
upon,  an  amendment  reading  as  follows: 

[8.  J.  Res.  88,  63d  Cong.,  2d  aenL] 

In  Tua  SsNATx  of  thx  UNmDD  Statu. 

December  10,  tatS. 
Mr.  Shcppau)  Introduced  the  following  joint  resolution,  which  was  read 

twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
Joint   resolution   proposing  an    amendment  to  the   Conctltution   of  the 

United  States 
Whereas  exact  sdentMc  research  ham  demonstrated  that  alcohol  la 
a  narcotic  poison,  destructive  and  degenerating  to  the  human  orcan- 
tom,  and  that  its  distribution  as  a  beverage  or  contained  in  food  lays  a 
"taggering  economic  burden  upon  the  shoulders  of  the  people,  lowers 
to  an  appalling  degree  the  average  standard  of  character  of  oor  citisen- 
•bip,  ttereby  nnderailning  the  public  morals  and  the  fooodatioo  of  tree 
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InstltutloiM,  prodaces  widespread  nime,  paapeiism,  and  insanity,  In- 
fllctH  di.neajw  and  undmeljr  d(>nth  upon  hundreds  of  thousands  of  citi- 
Eens.  an«l  blights  with  dogmeraey  their  children  unborn,  threatening  the 
future  Integrity  and  the  Tory  life  of  the  Nation  :  Therefore  be  It 

Rr$olred  by  the  Bmate  and  Hou»e  of  Repre$entatire9  of  the  United 
Btatrs  of  America  in  f'ongreas  aatembled  {heo-thirds  of  each  Houge 
eoncurr'myt.  That  the  following  amendment  of  the  Constitution  be,  and 
hereby  Ix.  propo«iod  to  the  States,  to  become  valid  as  a  part  of  the  Con- 
sMtutlon  when  ratified  by  the  legislatures  of  the  sev»al  States,  as 
provided  by  the  Constitution : 

"  ARTICLK   

**  Skition  1.  The  sale,  manufacture  for  sale,  transportation  for  sale,  Im- 
p<irfatiMn  for  sale,  and  exportation  for  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for 
berrratje  purposes  in  the  United  States  and  ail  territory  subject  to  the 
Jurisdiction   thereof,  are  forever   prohibited. 

*•  S«r.  2.  Congress  shall  hare  power  to  provide  for  the  mannfactnre, 
sale,  importation,  and  tran>portation  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  sacra- 
mental, medicinal,  mechanical,  pharmaceutical,  or  scientific  purposes,  or 
for  u-e  in  the  arts,  and  shall  have  power  to  enforce  this  article  by  all 
needful  legislation." 

tHi  that  saiue  daj*.  Decomber  10,  1913,  during  the  second  ses- 
sion or  first  regular  .session  of  the  Sixty-third  Congress,  Repre- 
■entatlve  Hohson  Introdncwl  this  amendment,  or  resolution  for 
nu  auieuilnient,  in  the  House  and  I  introduced  it  in  the  Senate. 
It  wa.s  rc|K»rte<I  In  the  Hou.se  and  voted  upon  In  that  body  on 
l>eceu>l)er  22,  ]J»14.  It  re<eive<l  a  small  majority,  falling  short 
of  the  required  two-third?*,  and  was  defeated. 

Although  this  re!*oluti<m  rei)reaeiited  the  combluetl  action  and 
judgment  of  the  Anti-SHloon  I>eague,  the  Wonian'M  Christian 
Temperance  Union,  and  practically  all  the  other  prohibition 
bcHlieH  in  the  conntry.  the  writer  ciillH  it  my  ori;;lDal  amendment 
in  an  attemiK  to  demonxtrnte  that  Wheeler  changed  it  after- 
wardM.  A.H  a  matter  of  fact,  Wheeler  with  the  other  leaden, 
N*th  uH-n  an«i  women,  remained  at  the  fiont  for  this  orit^inal 
meflMurc  in  the  long  bnt  tmHticeetuifal  fight  for  ItM  adaption  in 
tlH»  HouM-.  u  iiK-anure  which,  aid  we  bare  »een,  wan  re*itricte<l 
to  the  prohibition  of  Mule,  manufactore  fur  tuile,  and  ito  forth. 
Here  U  what  the  writer  in  Collier's  aay» : 

The  l«-Kal  trick*  in  the  eighteenth  amendment  are  bard  to  And  wltb- 
oot  the  aid  of  those  who  helped  Wayne  B.  Wheeler  to  pat  them  there. 
Thvy  don't  consist  to  maeb  of  what  was  put  Into  the  amendment  as  of 
what  was  left  oat.     Wheeler  proved  a  derer  cutter.     For  example: 

Senator  Moaais  Sucppabo  and  ths  Anti-Saloon  Leagne.  as  Its  very 
name  indicates,  were  enemies  not  of  drinkers  bat  of  the  liquor  trafflc, 
the  iWlooD.  the  brewer,  the  diitUier.  Senator  Shbppaso's  proposed 
eighteenth  amendment,  ontll  it  fell  into  tlie  luinds  of  Wheeler,  was  not 
directed  against  ttie  drinking  or  the  making  of  llqaor  except  for  com- 
■erclal  iKirposes. 

Here  is  how  ((hkppabd's  original  amendment  Introduced  in  1013,  but 
■helved,  put  it :  "  The  sale,  manufacture  for  sale,  transportation  for  sale, 
imporistion  for  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  beverage  purposes,  etc., 
art-  lierehy  prohibited."  Senator  Shkppakd  told  me  about  the  so-called 
1913  measure.  "  I  didn't  intend  tu  stop  the  making  of  liquor  in  homes," 
he  said.  "  I  didn't  even  have  in  mind  the  idea  of  preventing  gifts  of 
liquor,  or  the  carrying  of  liquor  from  point  to  point  unle!<8  these  things 
were  done  for  commercial  purposes.  Private  making  of  boose  and  pri 
T«te  drinking  thereof  were  not  aimed  at." 

I  do  not  charge  the  writer  of  this  article  with  Intentional  mis- 
representation, bnt  I  did  not  use  the  above  language  in  so  far 
as  it  employs  the  personal  prononn  •*!."  What  I  said  was  to 
this  effect: 

The  mensure — tliat  Is,  the  resolution  worked  out  by  prohibition  bodies 
and  leaders  and  handed  me  and  Representative  Holwon  on  December 
10  and  introduced  by  us  in  Senate  and  IIou.se  on  that  day — did  not 
•top  the  making  of  liquor  in  homes.  The  measure  did  not  embrace  the 
idea  of  preventing  gifts  of  liquor  or  the  carrying  of  liquor  from  point 
to  piiint  unless  these  things  were  done  for  commercial  purposes.  Pri- 
vate making  of  boose  and  drinking  at  home  of  boose  so  made  were 
not  within  the  scope  of  this  measure. 

As  I  have  already  indicated  this  first  measure  did  not  repre- 
■ent  all  that  prohib>«^ionists  desired,  but  all  they  thought  could 
be  se<"ure<l  under  the  circumstances  at  that  time.  Personally  I 
had  announced  for  national  prohibition,  as  the  writer  correctly 
states,  in  my  campaign  for  the  Senate  in  1912,  and  I  had  in 
mind  prohibition  of  the  most  sweeping  charactw. 

I  quote  farther  from  the  article  under  discussion : 

It  was  Wayne  B.  Wheeler  who  as  caar  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League 
BMmbers  "  went  the  whole  hog  "  and  cut  out  the  words  "  for  sale." 

Tbi.s  assertion  is  without  foundation.  Wayne  B.  Wheeler,  and 
tbe  t)ther  leaders  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League,  the  leaders  of  the 
Woman's  Cliristian  Temperance  Union,  and  of  the  other  groups 
and  asHoeiatlon?  en«:age<l  in  the  prohibition  movement  all  fought 
■teadUy  and  stubbornly  for  this  first  amendment,  limited  to  the 
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handling  of  beverage  alcohol  for  ^ale,  tmtil  it  was  defeated  in 
an  inteiu^e  and  exciting  contest  on  the  floor  of  the  IIoa«te. 

Compare  those  fact.^  with  the  statement  of  the  writer  In  Col- 
lier's that  this  initial  amendment  was  my  original  amendment 
and  was  shelved.  To  say  that  a  mea8ure  in  Congress  is  shelved 
means  tliat  it  is  preveute<l  in  some  way  from  receiving  a  vote  in 
either  House.  When  the  House  toolt  unfavorable  action  I  did 
not  press  further  the  amendment  (S.  J.  Rbh.  88)  in  the  Senate, 
although  hearings  had  l>een  held  at  which  almost  all  the  leading 
prohibitionists  appeared.  The  hearings  were  held  l>efore  a  sub- 
committee of  the  Senate  Judiciary  C/ommittee.  The  chairman 
of  that  subcommittee  was  Senator  Chilton,  of  West  Virginia, 
one  of  the  ablest  and  best -beloved  Members  of  the  Senate. 

On  December  7.  1015.  in  the  first  seswion  of  the  Sixty-fourth 
Congress,  I  introduced  another  re.solntion  for  a  Federal  prohibi- 
tion amendment  (S.  J.  Res.  30)  reading  as  follows: 

[S.  J.  Res.  30.  64th  Cong.,  1st  sesa.] 

IK  THE  Sbnati  or  THi  U:»rrBD  States, 

December  7,  1915. 
Mr.  Shbpparo  submitted  tbe  following  resolution,  which  was  read  twice 
and  refernnl  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

Joint  resolution  for  submission  of  a  constitutional  amendment  for  prohi- 
bition to  the  consideration  of  the  States 

Retolved  by  the  Senate  and  Houte  of  Ref>re»entatiie$  of  the  United 
States  of  An^eric^l  in  Congresa  ataembled  {ttco-thirds  of  each  Houte 
concurring  therein).  That  the  following  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
be,  and  hereby  Is.  proposed  to  the  States,  to  beconoe  valid  as  a  part  of 
the  Constitution  when  rattfled  by  tbe  legislatures  of  tbe  several  States, 
as  provided  by  the  Coostitution  : 

"AKTICLI  — 

"  Sbctiox  1.  That  tbe  sale,  manufactore  for  sale,  transportation  for 
sale.  Importation  for  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  lieverage  purposes 
lo  the  United  States  and,  all  territory  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  thereof, 
and  exportation  fur  sale  thereof,  are  forever  prohibited. 

"  Skc.  2.  That  tbe  Congress  or  the  States  shall  liave  power  independ- 
ently or  concurrently  to  enforce  this  article  by  all  ne^-dful  legislation." 

It  win  be  Hi>en  that  the  provisions  in  the  second  section  of 
tbe  first  rcjwlution  had  been  (lroi)ped.  The  prohibition  force«, 
as  the  result  of  much  study  and  many  conferences  in  which 
I  participated,  hud  c-oucluded  not  to  press  the  idea  embodied 
in  that  section  of  tlie  first  resolution  vesting  the  Government 
with  power  to  make,  .siell,  iiniwrt.  and  transiM^rt  Intoxicat- 
ing liquors  for  sacramental,  medicinal,  mechanical,  pharmaceu- 
tical, or  scientific  purposes,  or  for  use  in  the  arts,  or  to  make 
provision  for  tluvse  puri)ose8.  The  second  section  of  the  new 
resolution  dealt,  therefore,  with  a  new  proposal.  It  introduced 
the  principle  of  cxjucurreut  juri.«idlction.  This  principle  was  pre- 
served in  the  resolution  which  in  the  next  Congress  became  the 
eighteenth  amendment.  It  was  the  result  of  the  effort  of  no 
single  Individual.  It  represented  the  logical  development  of  the 
attention  and  thought  given  the  subject  by  the  prohibition  lead- 
ers of  the  country.  But  the  writer  of  the  article  in  Collier's 
calls  the  Insertion  of  the  provision  for  concurrent  jurl.'sdiction 
in  the  final  form  of  the  amendment  a  Wheeler  trick.  He  says 
the  same  thing  alKHit  the  fact  that  the  eighteenth  amendment 
did  not  refer  to  "  purchase  "  or  "  u.se."  A.s  a  matter  of  fact,  at 
no  time  did  the  prohibition  forces  seriously  contemplate  the 
insertion  of  these  words  in  the  amendment.  The  writer  of  the 
article  in  Collier's,  however,  makes  the  following  assertion  in 
this  regard: 

Another  cunning  omission  from  the  etjihteenth  amendment  was  that 
of  the  words  "  purchase,  use."  "  They  said,"  Senator  Shei-pabo  ex- 
plained to  mf.  .speaking  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League  forces,  '*  that  If  we 
made  the  buyer  of  intoxicating  liquor  a  criminal  we  would  lose  a  wit- 
ness against  the  seller.  The  idea  was  that  the  buyer  would  not  give 
information  against  the  seller  if  such  information  would  brand  the 
buyer  as  a  fellow  criminal  with  the  seller." 

Here  we  have  another  misunderstanding  by  the  writer  In 
Collier's.  Purchase  and  use  can  he  penalized  under  the  language 
of  the  amendment.  When  I  discussetl  this  phase  of  the  subject 
with  the  writer  in  Collier' .s  I  was  referring,  of  course,  to  the 
Volstead  Act.  If  this  writer  had  quoted  me  as  follows  he  would 
have  been  correct :  "  We  [meaning  the  prohibition  forces]  be- 
lieved that  if  we  made  the  buyer  of  intoxicating  liquor  a  crimi- 
nal under  the  Volstead  Act.  and  so  forth." 

I  desire  to  say  here  that  many  prohibitionists  are  now  of 
the  opinion  that  purchase  should  be  in  terms  r^'nallzed  by  the 
Volstead  Act.  However,  the  matter  i.s  largely  covered  already. 
Pos-session  is  made  a  crime  by  the  Volstead  Act,  with  certain 
exceptions,  and  pos.«ession  presumes  purchase.  Again,  a  court 
has  held  tJjat  purchase  ct)upled  with  an  agreement  for  trans- 
portation is  punishable  by  the  Volstead  law. 
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When  I  Introduced  the  resolution  on  December  7,  1915,  nearly 
two  years  had  passed  since  I  had  presented  the  resolution 
hande<l  to  me  and  Hobson  by  represent  a  tIv«B  of  prohibition 
throughout  the  Nation  on  December  10,  1913.  The  feding  that 
the  words  "  for  sale  "  should  be  abandoned  was  constantly  and 
generally  growing.  On  December  16,  1915,  I  introduced  anotlier 
resolution  striking  out  the  words  "for  sale  "  after  "exporta- 
tion." This  resolution  (S.  J.  Re.«.  55)  was  as  follows: 
(S.  J.  Res.  55,  64th  C(Mig.,  1st  sess.] 

Im  thx  Sbnatc  of  thb  Unitb)  Statbs, 

December  «,  ms. 
Mr.    Siikppard   Introduced    tbe    following  Joint    resolution ;    which    was 

read  fwice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
Joint   resolution   proposing  an   amendment   to  the  Constitution   of  the 

United  States 
Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  UtUted 
States  of  Anurica  in  Congress  assembled  (ttco-thirds  of  each  Souse 
concurHng  therein).  That  the  following  amendment  of  the  Constitution 
be,  and  hereby  Is,  proposed  to  the  States,  to  become  valid  as  a  part  of 
the  Constitution  when  ratified  by  the  legislatures  of  the  several  States 
as  provided  by  the  Conatitutioi^ : 

'•  ABTICUI    

"  Sbction  1.  The  sale,  nmnufnctun'  for  sale,  transportation  for  sale. 
Importation  for  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  beverage  purposes  in 
the  United  States  and  all  territory  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  thereof, 
and  exportation  thereof  are  forever  prohibited. 

•'  Skc.  2.  The  Congress  or  the  States  sbail  have  power  Independently 
or  concurrently  to  enforce  this  article  by  all  needful  legislation." 

Thes<'  resolutions  of  December  7  and  16  went  to  the  Judiciary 
Committee  and  were  referred  to  a  subcommittee  of  which  Sen- 
ator Chilton,  of  West  Virginia,  was  again  chairman.  I  con- 
ferred with  him  at  length  as  to  the  best  wording  for  the  resolu- 
tion. He  had  long  been  an  advocate  of  tlie  elimination  of  all 
reference  U)  the  words  "  for  sale,"  ReiK>rts  from  leadeib  and 
workers  throughout  the  country,  and  conferences  at  Washing- 
ton with  representatives  of  prohibition,  convinced  Senator  Chil- 
ton, the  other  members  of  the  subcommittee,  and  myself  tliat 
the  time  was  opportune  for  the  aboliiiuu  of  the  words  "  for 
sale  "  altogether. 

As  a  result  of  all  this  Senator  Chilton,  on  December  22, 
reported  the  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  55),  amended  so  as  to  read 
as  follows: 

[S.  J.  Res.  65.  G4th  Cong.,  2d  sess.     Cal.  No.  790] 

lit  THE  SbNATB  or  THB  UXITEO   STATES, 

December  16,  19U. 

Mr.    SnEPPAttD   introduced   the  following  Joint   resolntlon,    which   was 

read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

December  22,  1916 

Reported  by  Mr.  Chilton,  with  amendments 

Joint  resolutiou  proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States. 

Resolved  by  tbe  Senaie  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Oongrtss  assembled  (tico-thirds  of  each  House  con- 
curring therein),  That  the  following  amendment  cf  the  Constitution  be, 
and  hereby  is,  proposed  to  the  Sutes,  to  become  valid  as  a  part  of  the 
Constitution  when  ratified  by  the  legislatures  of  the  several  States  as 
provided  by  the  Constitution : 

"ARTICt-S  — 

"  Sectiok  1.  The  sale,  manufacture,  or  transportation  of  Intoxicating 
liquors  within,  the  Importation  thereof  Into,  and  the  exportation  thereof 
from,  the  United  States  and  all  territory  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction 
thereof  for  beverage  purposes  are  hereby  prohibited. 

"  Sbc.  2.  The  Congress  shall  have  power  to  enforce  this  article  by 
appropriate  legislation." 

It  will  be  noted  that  reference  to  concurrent  jurisdiction  was 
dropped  from  section  2.  This  was  done  solely  because  tLe  com- 
mittee believed  that  concurrent  jurisdiction  existed  anyway, 
and  that  it  was  not  uectssary  specifi'.ally  to  confer  it 

It  will  also  be  observed  that  this  resolution  as  reported  was 
substantially  in  the  form  in  which  it  was  introduced  by  me  in  the 
succeeding  Congress  and  in  which  it  finally  passed  with  amend- 
ments relating  to  time  of  becoming  effective  and  time  of 
pendency  before  the  States. 

No  further  action  was  taken  in  the  Senate  during  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Sixty-fourth  Congress.  The  work  for  national 
prohibition,  however,  continued  with  increasing  vigor  and  en- 
thusiasm in  almost  every  part  of  the  country,  resulting  in  larger 
cougies.sional  support  than  ever  for  a  nation-wide  amendment 
following  the  elections  to  the  Sixty-fifth  Congress. 

In  the  first  session  of  the  Sixty-fifth  Congress,  an  extra  ses- 
sion, I  introduced  on  April  4,  1917,  the  resoludou  (S.  J.  Rea  17) 
for  a  prohibition  amendment  to  the  Constitution  in  this  form : 
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[S.  J.  Res.  17,  esth  Cong..  Ut  sess.l 

Ik  thb  Sesati  or  the  United  States, 

At*rU  i,  J5/7. 
Mr.  SHKPPAiiD  hitroduced  the  following  Joint  resolution  ;  which  was  read 

twice  and  referred  lo  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
Joint   resoluUon  proposing  an   amendment   to  the  Constitution  of  the 

United  Slates 
Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  asaembUd  (tyc>o-thirds  of  each  House  con- 
curring therein).  That  the  following  amendment  to  the  Constitution  be 
and  hereby  is,  proposed  to  the  States,  to  become  valid  as  a  part  of  the 
ConstituUon  when  ratified  by  the  legislatures  of  the  several  SUtes  as 
provided  by  the  Constitution  : 

"AETICM  — 

"  SEcnojf  1.  The  manufacture,  sale,  or  transportation  of  intoxicating 
liquors  within,  the  importation  thereof  into,  and  the  exportation  then-of 
from,  the  United  States  and  all  territory  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction 
thereof  for  beverage  purposes  are  hereby  prohibited. 

"  Sec  2.  The  Congress  shall  have  power  to  enforce  this  article  by 
appropriate  legislation,  and  nothing  in  this  article  shall  deprive  the  sev- 
eral States  of  their  power  to  enact  and  enforce  laws  prohibiting  the 
trnfllc  in  intoxicating  liquor." 

This  resolution  was  referred  to  the  Senate  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee and  favorably  reported  by  Senator  Ovebuan  on  June  11 
1917,  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows :  ' 

IS.  J.  Res.  17,  65th  Cong.,  1st  sesa.     Cal.  No.  «11 
(Report  No.  62) 

In  THE  SSKATB  UF  THE  UKITSO  STATES, 

April  k,  nr. 

Mr.    SncppARD   Introduced    the   following  Joint   resolution;    which   was 

read  twice  and  referred  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

Jnne  11,   1917 

Reported  by  Mr.  Ovebman,  with  amendments 

Joint    resolution   proposing  an   nmeudmeut    to   the  Constitution  of   the 

United  States 
Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congrems  assembled  (two  thirds  of  each  House 
ooncurHng  therein),  That  the  following  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
be.  and  hereby  is.  proposed  to  the  States  to  become  valid  as  a  part  of 
the  Constitution  when  ratified  by  the  legislatures  of  the  several  States 
as  provided  by  the  ConsUtution  : 

"ABTICLB   — 

"  Sectiok  1.  The  manufacture,  sale,  or  transportation  of  Intoxicating 
liquors  within,  the  imiwrtation  thereof  into,  or  the  exiwrtation  thereof 
from,  the  United  States  and  all  territory  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction 
thereof  for  beverage  purposes  is  hereby  prohibited. 

"  Sec.  2.  The  Congress  shall  have  power  to  enforce  this  article  by 
appropriate  legislation. 

As  fuitlier  amended  In  the  Senate  and  House,  this  resolution 
passed  both  bi»die8,  was  ratified  by  46  of  the  48  States,  and  be- 
came the  eighteenth  amendment  to  the  Cotujtitution  of  the 
United  States.    Its  form  as  finally  adopted  was  as  follows : 

ARTICLE    XVIII 

Sectiow  1.  After  one  year  from  the  ratification  of  this  article  the 
manufacture,  sale,  or  transportation  of  intoxicating  liquors  within,  the 
Importation  thereof  into,  or  the  exportation  thereof  from  the  United 
States  and  all  territory  subject  to  tbe  Jurisdiction  thereof  for  beverage 
purposes  Is  hereby  prohibited. 

Sec.  2.  The  Congresa  and  the  several  States  shall  have  concurrent 
power  to  enforce  this  article  by  appropriate  legislation. 

Sec.  8.  This  article  shall  be  inoperative  unless  it  sh-nll  have  been 
ratified  as  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  by  the  legislatures  of  the 
several  States,  as  provided  in  the  Constitution,  within  seven  years  from 
the  date  of  the  gnbrnission  hereof  to  the  States  by  the  Congress. 

The  word  "  concurrent "  was  added  In  the  House,  being 
merely  a  restoration  of  an  idea  embodied  in  former  resolutions, 
to  wit.  Senate  Joint  Resolution  30  and  Senate  Joint  Resolu- 
tion 55. 

The  resolution  was  again  amended  in  the  Hou.se  by  making 
the  pendency  of  the  amendment  before  the  States  seven  years 
instead  of  six,  and  by  making  the  amendment  operative  one 
year  after  ratification  by  the  required  number  of  States. 

There  are  no  evasions,  no  subdeties,  no  tricks  in  the  eight- 
eenth amendment.  It  developed  into  its  final  form  by  u  pr<^x-<'sa 
of  readjustment  and  change,  reflecting  the  thought  and  effort 
and  enthusiasm  of  forces  which  came  to  represent  an  invincible 
and  militant  majority  of  tbe  American  people. 

When  Senator  Penrose  asked  me  to  accept  an  amendment 
limiting  the  pendency  of  the  prohibition  amendment  before  the 
States  to  six  years  he  said  that  if  I  would  do  t<o  he  would  make 
no  objection  to  unanimous  consent  to  a  time  for  a  rote  upon  the 
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resolntion.    To  obtain  vnaniDions  consent  for  a  time  to  vote  wai  i 
the  (Tucial  difflcnlty  which  confronted  me  in  the  management  o 
the  measure  on  the  Senate  floor.     I  accepted  the  Penrose  pro 
poiNil  t)ecanMe  I  felt  that  the  amendment  would  t>e  ratified  loni 
before  the  six  year^  had  expired  and  because  acceptance  mad 
a  vote  Kure  at  that  «e>»slon.    That  a  vote  could  have  been  secure* 
at  a  sul)«eqnont  ^<esHion  and  that  ratification  would  promptl; 
have  followed  no  one  familiar  with  the  colossal  strength  prohibi 
tion  had  attained  could  reasonably  doubt.     The  writer  in  Col- 
liers attaches  a  sigrjiflcaiw-e  oat  *>t  hU  due  proportion  to  the  Pen- 
ro!«e  incident.     It  expedited  action,  but  the  eighteenth  amend 
ment  wonld  have  S4H)n  eoiue  without  it.     The  Penrone  inciden 
was  def'crit)ed  by  me  in  an  address  before  one  of  the  annna 
uicetingM  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League  after  the  adoption  of  th( 
eighteenth  amendment. 

The  writer  in  Collier's  was  wrong  in  saying  that  Senator  Pen 
ri>se  premised  to  permit  the  measure  to  he  reported  from  th(( 
Judiciary  Committee  in  return  for  my  agreement  to  the  amend- 
ment he  suggested.    What  he  promised  was  not  to  object  when 
unanimous  consent  for  a  time  to  vote  should  be  a.sked. 

Finally  the  author  of  the  article  on  the  prohibition  amend 
ment  in  Collier's  says  that  I  am  a  resident  of  Amarillo,  Tex, 
My  heme  is  in  Texarkaua.  Tex.,  over  50()  miles  from  Amarillo 
This  i.s  a  matter  of  no  great  importance  but  the  record  may  an 
well  l)e  straightenefl  out  in  this  respect  as  well  as  in  the  other i 
I  have  discusse<l. 

Before  concluding  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  foUowini ; 
paragraph  In  a  United  Pre^  di^)atch  of  yesterday  which  at 
temi)ts  a  paTtial  description  of  the  article  in  Collier's  with  whicti 
I  have  l)een  dealing: 

The  bill  (lut-aning  the  r(>80lutioD  which  became  the  elKhteenth  amend 
ment)   was  passM^  according  to  Sui-iFPAKD.  because  the  Senate  was  in 
harry  and  most  of   tlic  Senators  did  not   think  It  would  ever  becomn 
a  law. 

Nothing  I  have  ever  said  at  any  time  justifies  these  assertions, 
It  took  nearly  four  years  Jiud  four  different  measures  to  get  th(( 
resolution  for  the  eighteenth  amendment  through  the  Senate, 
and  a  decided  majority  of  the  Senators  t)elieved  it  would  b( 
ratified.  There  wa.<)  no  joke  about  it.  no  haate,  and  no  confusion. 
It  was  the  delit)erate  ciMisainuiation  of  an  ideal. 

Mr.  SIIF:PPARD  subsequently  said  :  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to 
have  inserted  in  the  Ubcobd  a   letter  from  the  United   I^esi 
AssoeiatioDs  showing  that  they  did  not  intend  to  refer  to  mo 
in  the  dispat<'h  from  which  I  quote<l  in  my  speech  to-day,  but  to 
Mr.  William  G.  Shepherd,  who  was  the  author  of  the  article  in 
Collier's,  about  which  I  was  speaking,  and  I  take  pleasure  in 
a.<(king  that  the  letter  be  printed.    The  spelling  which  I  gave, 
to  wit.  "  Sliei>pard,"  was  taken  from  United  Press  dispatch  in 
the  Washington  Daily  News  of  yesterday.     This  was  evidently 
an  error  in  printing,  but  it  would  lead  anyone  to  believe  tha 
I  was  the  "Sheppard"  referred  to.     I  have  seen  the  origina 
disi>atcli  sent  out   by  the  United  Press  and  it  contained  thi 
spelling  "  Shepherd." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

There  Iteiug  no  oljjection.  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be  printe* 
in  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows: 

TJynWD  PaEs.s  AssoruTiONS, 
WathimijtoH  Burmu,  IJH  \etD  York  Avenue, 

September  H,  19a. 
Hon.  MOKKis  SncppARD, 

United  Statet  Senate. 
DBAS  Sbnatob  SiHEPPARD :  UpoH  examiuation  of  onr  flies  I  And  tba 
the  statement  to  which  you  inferred  In  the  Senate  to-day  was  attribute** 
not  to  you  but  to  Wllltam  «.  Shepherd,  author  of  the  article  in  question 
(•wini;  to  the  similarity  of  name.s  au  error  was  made  in  the  accouu 
as  published  in  the  WaHblngton  Daily  News  of  yesterday,  but  I  an 
inclosing  a  copy  of  onr  dispatch  as  carried  Thursday  night  over  oui 
general  wir«»8.  This  will  show  that  the  remarks  to  which  you  tool 
exc'ption  were  not  attributed  to  y«)u  by  the  Uuited  Press. 

We  wUl  be  greatly  obliged  if  you  will  be  kind  enough  to  correct  you 
carhcr  statement  connecting  us  with  the  matter. 
ConllaUy. 

Rayuoxd  CuiPPBS,  Manager. 

KBLX88  TO   MONDAY 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  ask  unanimous  ctinsent  that  when  the  Sen 
ate  concludes  its  business  to-day  it  take  a  recess  tuitil  Mondaj 
next  at  12  oclock. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chai4 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

DAMAOB  BT   8MEXTSB  rTMIS 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  have  two  resolutioos  adoptee 
at  a  recent  meeting  by  the  farmers  of  the  northern  part  oJ 
Stevens  County.  Wash.,  concerning  the  damages  being  done  t( 
their  property  by  the  smelter  fumes  which  come  across  tint 
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international  border  from  Canada.  This  matter  is  before  the 
International  Joint  Commission,  and  these  resolutions  deal 
with  that  situation.  I  should  like  to  have  them  printed  in  the 
Rbcokd  at  this  point,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations. 

There  l)eing  no  objection,  the  resolutions  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Reookd,  as  follows: 

Resolution  re  Trail  smelter  fumes,  read  and  adopted  at  an  open  meeting 
of  the  Citizens'  Protectiru  AsNociation,  held  at  Northport,  Wash.,  on 
August  10,   1929 

(There  being  preaent  about  200  persons,  including  United  States 
Senator  (.'.  C.  Dill,  Congreaxmaii  Sam  B.  Hill,  lK>an  Howes,  and  Dean 
Miller,  aud  leading  officials  of  Stevens  County  and  the  State  of 
Washington.) 

BBSOLUTIOS    1 

Whereas  the  International  Joint  Comminsion.  having  before  it  for  con- 
sideration the  Trail  smelter  fumes  reference,  has  recently  appointed  Dean 
Uowes  and  Dean  Miller  to  conduct  an  luveHtigatlon  and  make  a  report 
and  recommendations  to  such  commisalon  with  a  view  to  concluding  at 
this  time  a  partial,  percentage,  or  crop  bngld  settlement  with  American 
property  owners  injured  by  giises  aud  fumes  from  such  smelter,  the  pro- 
posed partial  settlement  not  to  prejudice  final  disposition  of  such 
controversy ;  and 

Whereas  the  Citizens'  Protective  A.ssociation,  an  organization  com- 
prising the  substantial  portion  of  those  affected  and  interested  in  the 
permanent  and  satisfactory  stlution  of  such  question,  has  held  a  number 
of  meetings  and  has  (horougHy  considered  this  suggested  plan  of  settle- 
ment, and  has  not  heretofore  had  an  opportunity  to  express  to  Dean 
Howes  and  Deaii  Miller  and  to  the  honorable  meml>ers  of  the  Interna- 
tional Joint  Commission  their  conclusions  iu  regard  thereto,  and  believ- 
ing and  trusting  that  such  au  expression  will  be  appreciated  and 
welcomed  by  Dean  Howes  and  Dean  Miller  and  by  the  honorable  mem- 
bers of  such  commission  at  this  time  :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Retolved  bi/  the  Citizens'  Protective  Atnoointion  in  open  public  meet- 
inp.  That  we  do  hereby  heartily  commend  and  approve  the  expressed 
desire  of  the  honorable  members  of  the  International  Joint  Commission 
to  bring  about  such  partial  settlement  nt  this  time,  and  we  desire  and 
do  hereby  uige  upon  Dean  Howes  and  Dean  Miller  and  upon  the  honor- 
able members  of  the  International  Joint  Commission  that  such  partial 
settlement  embrace  tlie  reasonable  value  of  crop,  rental,  or  other  seasonal 
damage  for  the  4-year  period  from  1926  to  1929,  both  years  inclusive, 
such  award  not  to  prejudice  final  settlement  and  to  apply  thereon,  and 
with  the  understanding  that  such  proposed  settlement  and  the  report 
and  findings  thereon  be  not  finally  approved  by  the  honorable  members 
of  the  International  Joint  Commission  until  members  of  this  association 
shall  liave  first  been  given  an  opportunity  to  object  and  be  heard  thereon, 
in  the  event  same  should  be  deemed  not  acceptable  to  those  directly 
concerned. 

■KSOLtJTtON    2 

Whereas  it  has  recently  been  stated  In  the  public  press  and  from  ctI- 
dently  otflclal  sources  that  the  Consolidated  Smelting  &  Refining  Co. 
(lA'l.K  has  now  conceded  that  the  destructive  gases  and  fumes  from 
the  sniiltcr  plant  at  Trail,  British  Columbia,  can  be  rend*  red  entirely 
harmless  by  the  installation  of  modern  and  approved  metho<ls  of  gas  and 
fume  control  and  by  the  conversion  and  manufacture  thereof  Into  by- 
products of  a  commercial  nature,  and  that  such  smelter  company  has 
indicated  its  Intention  to  erect  a  first  unit  in  the  near  future,  which  It 
Is  estimated  will  require  2  or  3  years  for  completion,  after  which  a 
further  unit  or  unit.s  will  be  added,  and  that  within  6  years  the  worth 
of  sui-h  experiment  will  be  determined,  and  that  within  ,■>  years  It  Is 
l-elieved  that  such  destructive  gases  and  fumes  will  be  rendered  entirely 
harmless  to  pro|jerty  In  the  State  of  Washington ;  and 

Whereas  the  rule  of  practice  and  procedure  in  the  courts  of  both 
Canada  and  the  Uulted  States  retjuires  that  industrial  concerns  commit- 
ting an  unnecessary  or  unwarranted  nuisance  and  damage  shall  abate 
same  within  a  reasonable  time  by  the  installation  and  use  of  modern 
and  approved  methods  of  operation,  and,  fniling  to  do  so  within  a  rea- 
sonable time,  that  such  Industrial  concern  promptly  ceasi'  further  opera- 
tion until  such  nuLsance  and  damage  la  completely,  eftectlvely,  and 
permanently  controlled  and  nbnted  ;  and 

Whereas  we  are  informed  and  believe  that  by  the  immediate  installa- 
tion of  the  total  required  number  of  units  such  smelter  company,  within 
a  period  of  not  to  exceed  one  year,  can  so  control  and  convert  the  de- 
structive gases  and  fumes  from  .such  plant  as  to  eliminate  further 
damage  In  the  State  of  Washington  :  Now,  therefore,  be  it  hereby 

Retulvcd  hv  the  Citizens'  Protcctire  Association  in  open  public  meeUng, 
That  we  respectfully  request  Dean  Howes  and  Dean  Miller,  and  do  heteby 
urge  upon  the  honorable  members  of  the  Internatlcnnl  Joint  Commls 
slon,  that  they  recommend  at  this  time  that  such  smelter  company  l)e 
required  to  commence  the  Immediate  construction  and  installation  of 
the  total  required  number  of  units  to  completely,  permanently,  and 
effectively  control  and  convert  such  destructive  gases  and  fumeg  now 
Invading  and  committing  damage  In  the  State  of  Washington,  within  a 
period  of  not  to  exceed  one  year  from  this  time,  and  if  It  be  found  that 
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at  the  «nt  of  one  year  roch  destmctire  fnrne*  and  gaaet  are  so  con- 
trolled and  converted  that  the  total  actual  damage  to  property  owner* 
io  the  SUte  of  Washington  be  then  determined  and  speedily  vettled ; 
aud  that  If  at  the  end  of  one  year  from  this  time  It  be  discovered  tliat 
Rich  destructive  gases  and  fumes  are  not  so  controlled  and  converted 
that  such  smelter  company  be  ordered  by  the  Canadian  Oovemacnt 
to  forthwith  oease  further  operation  of  sacb  Trail  smelter  plant  tmtll 
auch  time  as  the  required  number  of  units  are  first  insUlled  and  ready 
to  operate,  so  as  to  insure  permanent  ceaaatlon  of  damage  in  the  State 
of  Washington  ;  and  be  tt  hereby  furtlier 

Resolved,  That  we  do  hereby  present  and  urge  the  above  plan  as  the 
most  dednlte,  lawful.  Just,  and  permanent  solution  of  thia  controversy, 
and  we  do  hereby  respectfully  inform  Dean  Howes  and  Dean  Miller  and 
the  honorable  members  of  the  International  Joint  Commtasion  that  tha 
above-mentioned  proposal  of  the  smelter  company  is.  In  our  Judgment,  ao 
▼ague,  indefinite,  nnjust,  and  impractical,  as  to  be  wholly  unacceptable 
to  this  association  ;  that  this  destruction  haa  now  continued  with  im- 
punity for  more  than  four  years,  an  entirely  nnreaaonable  time;  that 
such  smelter  company  has  consistently  avoided  the  control  and  conver- 
sion of  such  destructive  gases  and  fnmes  by  methods  which  we  have 
repeat^dly  Insisted  and  which  It  Is  now  admitted  by  the  smelter  company 
were  jind  are  feasible;  that  our  people  can  not  and  ahonld  not  be  ex- 
pected or  required  to  further  endure  this  situation  for  an  indefinite  or 
mi  reasonable  period  of  years  until  such  company  installs  units  from 
time  to  time  to  meet  its  program  of  expansion  and  meanwhile  be  per- 
mitted to  establish  a  profitable  market  for  its  by-producta,  at  the  expense 
of  property  owners  in  the  State  of  Washington— a  altuatioo  which,  if 
officially  countenanced,  will  mean  the  atMindonment  of  property  In  the 
fumes  area,  the  depopulation  of  northern  Sterens  County,  the  loss  of 
taxable  values,  the  shifting  of  tax  burdens,  with  no  substitution  for 
resources  destroyed,  the  economic  ruin  of  the  city  of  Northport  and 
other  communities,  the  total  loss  of  market  values,  and  irreparable  loss 
and  Injury  to  the  people  of  onr  county  and  State. 

LIABIUTY  FOR  DAM  AGIOS  rBOM  SMET.TBB  FUMES    (S.  DOO.  NO.   25) 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  hold  In  my  hand  a  rather  com- 
plete study  of  the  law,  both  of  the  United  States  and  of  Canada, 
applying  to  the  destruction  of  property  by  smelter  fumes.  It 
is  not  very  long;  it  is  extremely  valuable  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  consideration  of  the  damages  to  be  estimated,  and  I  ask 
miauiiuims  consent  thai  it  may  be  printed  as  a  Senate  document. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
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ADDRESS  BT   MR.   WADB  H.   EIXIS   ON   PROHIBITION   AND  PTTBLIC  DUTi 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President,  by  request,  I  ask  that  a  cer- 
tain address  upon  Prohibition  and  PubUc  Duty,  made  by  Mr 
Wade  H.  Ellis  before  the  Institute  of  Public  Affairs,  University 
of  Virginia.  Thursday,  Aujiust  15,  1929,  appear  in  the  Rixxmo. 

I  have  not  had  the  ow)ortunity  or  time  to  examine  this  article 
thoroughly,  and  I  therefore  introduce  it  bv  request. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     WiUiout  objection,  it  is  so  orderrd 

The  matter  referred  to  is  here  printed,  as  follows : 

About  six  weeks  ago,  under  the  auspices  of  the  local  society  of  the 
Sons  of  the  American  Uevolntion,  I  delivered  an  address  on  the  present 
crusade  for  law  enforcement.  It  was  broadcaat  over  the  radio  from 
Washington  and  widely  published  throughout  the  country.  The  facts 
set  forth  showing  the  amazing  growth  of  crtme  In  the  United  States 
as  compared  with  every  other  civilized  nation,  were  derived  In  part  from 
the  report  of  the  committee  on  law  enforcement  of  the  American  Bar 
Association,  of  which  I  was  a  memlwr,  and  which  had  made  a  study  of 
the  subject  both  In  this  country  and  in  Europe,  extending  over  a  period 
of  several  years.  In  part,  also,  the  statistics  presented  were  taken  from 
a  very  remarkable  book  entitled  "  The  Criminal  and  His  Allies,"  written 
by  Judpe  Marcus  Kavanagb,  of  Chicago,  who  was  also  a  member  of  this 
committee. 

In  that  address  there  were  enumerated  some  of  the  most  obvioqs 
causes  of  lawlessness  In  this  country,  and  certain  fl)eclflc  remedle.s 
were  proposetl  as  likely  to  Inspire  greater  respect  for  our  legal  institu- 
tions and  speedier  punishment  of  offenders. 

The  one  suggestion,  however,  which  attracted  most  attention,  had 
to  do  with  the  enforcement  of  prohibition,  and  it  Is  this  particular 
feature  of  the  situation  which  I  should  like  more  fully  to  discuss  and 
elaljorafe  before  your  institute  to-night.  It  was  expected  at  the  time 
that  once  fairly  submitted  to  the  country  the  plan  proposed  would 
provoke  the  liveliest  controversy ;  but  the  extent  of  the  interest  aroused 
and  the  menul  temperature  engendered  in  many  qtiarters  have  quite 
exceeded  the  expectaUon.  In  brief,  plain  words,  tb«  snggestion  was 
this :  After  stating  the  simple  fact,  which  everybody  knows,  that  the 
Uquor  laws  are  being  violated  in  many  sections  of  the  land,  and  that 
the  violations  are  upheld  and  supported  by  local  public  aentiment,  aod 
after  pointing  out  that  the  eighteenth  amendment  confers  precisely  the 
■ame  power,  and  imposes  predaely  the  same  duty  upon  each  of  the 
48  SUtes  that  it  does  upon  Congreas,  I  proposed  that  the  Amarican 
people  put  this  concturrent  obligation  Into  effect.  In  other  worda,  I 
•oggeated  that  the  Federal  Governm.-nt.  without  relinquishing  any  of 
Mm  powers  and  wUhoot  eortaiilnc  in  the  toast  parttcttiar  Ita  anfomwnMiiU 


of  prohibition  In  every  aspect  of  national  or  Interrtate  concern,  such  mm 
the  imponation  from  other  countries,  the  shlpmetit  into  other  states 
or  aveo  the  manafactore  when  designed  for  consumption  beyond  state 
llaea,  cboald  put  squarely  up  to  the  States  themselveg  the  primary  duty 
of  suppressing  the  local  traffic  in  intoxicating  liquors.  I  state^l  that 
In  my  Judgment  such  a  bold  stroke  would  have  an  Immediate  and 
electrical  effect  all  over  the  country  " ;  that  the  people  of  every  State 
in  the  Union  would  realize  for  the  first  time  that  the  enforcement  of 
prohibition,  which  they  now  look  upon  as  a  matter  solely  „f  Federal 
concern,  with  which  they  have  nothing  to  do  exivpt  as  sin-ctatoea  is 
primarily  their  busiiiesa,  and  when  onco  they  realute  that  fact  they  will 
do  something  about  it. 

This  prediction  is  apparently  already  Justiflerf.     It  was.  In  fsct   all  or 
more  than  was  expected.     If  we  can  ever  set  the   people   thinking  on 
any  subject  they  are  certain  oltlmately  to  think  right.     That  they  have 
Ui  this  luBtance  already  begun  to  think  is  evidenced   by  the  country- 
wide discussion  which  has  since  Uken  place  on  the  subject.     First  cnme 
the  BOW  famous  letter  of  Mr.  George  W.  Wlckersham  to  the  ct>nference 
of  governors   at   New    I^ndon,    Conn.,   on   July    16,   which    contained   a 
somewhat  different  proposal  along  the  same  general  lines.     The  dlsthi- 
guiflhed  sourw  of  this  statement,  coming  as  It  did  from  the  chairman  of 
the   National   Commlaalon   on   Law   Enforcement,   and   from   a    m.nn   so 
widely   known   aud   respected   by   the  American    bar  and   the  American 
people,  at  once  broadened  the  scope  of  the  diwusslon  and  focused  popu- 
lar attention  upon  It.     Then  came  pronouncements  from  one  or  more 
governors  of  the  so-called  wet  States,  who  resent.«d   the  implication  of 
any  duty  whatever  upon  the  individual  Commonwealths  which  make  up 
the  Nation  to  do  their  share  in   tlie  enforcement  of  prohibition.     Next 
came  some  honest  doubts  ?xpres«ed  by  several  prominent  prohlbitionistti, 
who  were  of  the  opinion  that  any  inch  plan  would  rather  retard  than 
promote  law  enforcement,  and   later  still   some  very   frank  views  were 
put  forth  by  many   Members  of  the   Senate  and   House,  and  others  of 
national  reputation,  some  of  whom  supported  and  others  of  whom  op- 
posed such  a  suggestion  as  a  solution  of  the  liquor  problem.     On   the 
whole,  however.  It  does  appear  that  the  greater  number  of  thoughtful 
citizens  who  have  expn'sscd  themstlves  on   the   subject,   including  both 
those  who  wish  well  for  prohibition  and  the  more  tiasonable  of  those 
who  oppose  prohibition,  as  well  as  the  press  on  both  sides  of  the  ques- 
tion,  are   inclined  to  support   the  proposition    to   put   the   responsibility 
for  local  enforcement  upon  local  authorities  as  offering  some  real  hope  of 
relief  from   the  pn^sent   intolerable  situation. 

Thus  this  new  proposal,  whether  good  or  bad.  Is  fairly  presented  for 
debate.  Whoever  writes  or  speaks  for  It  or  against  It  owes  a  duty  to 
his  readers  or  his  hearers  to  state  frankly  the  real  purpos.^  of  the  stand 
he  takes.  On  a  subject  so  acutely  controversial  as  prohibition  we  are 
entitled  to  kuow  the  honest  sympathies,  even  the  prejudices,  of  every 
man  or  woman  who  advocates  cr  opposes  any  suRgested  solution  of  the 
problem.  It  is  a  case  in  which  every  witness  must  qualify,  so  that  the 
Jury,  composed  of  his  fellow  cltfsens,  may  know  Just  what  credence  to 
give  to  his  testimony.  That  rule  applies  here  and  now.  If  I  earnestly 
and  sineo'ely  prefer  to  see  prohibition  succeed,  you  will  consider  with 
more  respect  and  attention  any  suggestion  I  may  make  to  that  end.  If 
I  earnestly  and  sincerely  prefer  to  see  prohibition  fall,  you  may  still 
hear  and  examine  my  proposal  for  Its  euforc«>ment,  but  you  will  discount 
the  weight  of  my  argument  by  60  per  cent  at  least,  and  you  will  keep 
your  fingers  crossed  while  you  listen.  Very  well.  Here's  the  truth,  the 
whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth. 

When  the  eighteenth  amendment  was  before  Congress  and  the  several 
States  for  adoption  I  was  opposed  to  It.  I  thought  it  was  coming 
liefore  the  country  was  ready  for  It,  and  I  thomrht  It  was  bolted  down 
too  precipitately  for  popular  digestion.  The  other  day  a  friend  sent  me 
an  Interesting  extract  from  the  letters  and  diary  of  Rutherford  B. 
Hayes— the  soldier,  the  governor,  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
The  date  was  October  9,  18S3 — election  day  in  Ohio, 

Bays  General  Hayes  :  **  I  shall  not  vote  for  the  prohibition  amendment 
(meaning  the  State  amendment],  but  I  would  like  to  see  a  good,  whole- 
some expression  of  temperance  sentiment."  Then,  taking  his  thought 
no  doubt  from  the  old  axiom  of  a  democracy  that  it  is  difficult  to  enforce 
any  sumptuary  legislation  that  Is  not  supiwrted  by  public  sentiment, 
<;eneral  Hayes  expresses  the  opinion  that  prohibition  could  not  then  be 
enforced  In  Ohio,  and  concludes  the  entry  In  his  diary  as  follows : 
"  Personally  I  do  not  resort  to  force — not  even  tlie  force  of  law — to 
advance  moral  reforms.  I  prefer  education,  argument,  persuasion,  and, 
above  all  things,  the  Influence  of  example." 

I  felt  in  1918  very  much  as  Rutherford  B.  Hayes  felt  In  1SR3.  I 
Would  have  been  glad  to  see  the  liquor  traffic  abolished,  but  I  did  not 
believe,  in  the  face  of  opposition  constituting  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority of  the  people  in  some  places  and  a  militant  minority  in  many 
places,  national  prohibition  could  be  so  enforced,  for  many  years  at  least, 
as  to  promote  respect  for  law  and  set  an  example  of  orderly  govern- 
ment. 

But  the  eighteenth  amendment  was  adopted.  It  was  pawied  by  far 
more  than  three-fourths  of  the  States  and  by  far  more  than  tw»vthlrds 
of  Congreas.  It  la  the  supreme  law  of  the  land.  It  may  havi-  ht^n 
bom  ahead  of  time,  bat  It  to  going  to  live,  and  we  will  have  to  lira 
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thf  Idpal :  bat  th«  kl^l  bokb.  I  do  DOt  b«tl«Te  if  Rutherford  B.  Hayes 
verf  ilviax  to-<Ujr  be  would  rote  to  repeai  the  problbttlon  •akendment. 
Certainly  I  would  not.  More  tbaa  this,  I  beUere  tker*  ar*  eo«atle« 
thousands  of  American  citiseni  who  were  oppofl<>d  to  tbe  adoptloo  of 
tbat  amefKlment  who  woald  not  now  faror  its  repeaL 

If  anything  could  be  said,  noraliy,  phyiiologicalJy,  or  economically 
lo  faror  of  the  use  of  intoxicating  llqoon  for  ttererage  purpoMS,  we 
mlKht  foreape  the  possibility  of  a  reversal  of  the  Jadsnent  of  the 
pe<>t>l<?  of  tliis  country  on  prohibition.  Intoxicating  Uquon  are  not 
u<H>-s.<sary  as  a  food,  even  if  th«-y  hare  any  food  Tsllie.  They  are  still 
lawfully  procurable  as  a  nedlciae.  If  they  bare  any  atediciaal  ralue. 
Ttwrefore.  Independently  of  sU  tbe  problems  that  beaet  oar  day,  their 
duy  U  doomed.  Kvery  man  and  woman  who  belieres  la  tbe  progress 
of  civllixatloa.  who  believes  that  the  world  will  get  better  aad  not 
worse,  must  accept  the  fact  that  the  time  will  come  when  tbe  oae  of 
Intoxicants  will  be  completely  abandoned  by  ttie  bnoian  race.  !■  other 
worJs.  tested  strictly  by  the  merits  of  the  qnestion.  tbe  oldmate  accept- 
ance of  prohibition  is  ineritable.  But  of  more  immediate  importance 
I*  the  result  reached  when  we  apply  tbe  test  of  American  payefaotogy 
and  American  history. 
"  Kxamined  in  this  light  two  interesting  and  significant  facts  appear. 
First,  there  hss  already  set  In  among  the  more  conscientious  and 
■rriuuM-minded  of  our  people.  ref;ar(11«>ss  of  their  opinion  on  tbe  merits 
of  prohibition,  a  tendency  to  adjust  their  habits  and  reconcile  thtir 
convictions  in  conformity  with  their  duty — to  observe  the  law.  In  tbe 
prirair  homes  of  such  people  and  in  their  social  gatherings  there  is 
uitdoulttedly  to-day  k'ss  drinking  than  there  was  two  years  ago.  la  the 
Capital  of  tl>e  country  this  change  of  attitude  has  been  apparent  on 
every  side,  and  tbe  tendency  among  the  same  class  of  eitlsens  has  been 
marlted  in  every  section  of  the  land.  Second,  tbe  unique  historical  fact 
whii-b  presages  tl>e  permanency  of  prohibition  is  thiM  :  The  Amerimn 
peopl«>  have  put  many  amendments  into  their  Constitution,  but  they 
hare  never  talten  one  of  them  out.  Indeed,  it  is  remarkable  to  note  ttiat 
we  as  ■  nation  have  never  adopted  any  policy  of  major  importance, 
from  tbe  Declaration  of  Independence  to  this  hour,  that  could  or  would 
be  reversed  to-day. 

Thus,  there  is  nowhere  to  be  found  any  premise  on  which  to  base  the 
expectation  tbat  the  eighteenth  amendment  will  ever  be  repealed,  and 
therffnre  we  must  plant  every  discission  of  the  subject  upon  the  coneto- 
slve  presumption  that  prohibition  Is  here  to  stay.  In  these  circvm- 
stances,  what  is  the  best  thing  to  do  about  it  T  Obviously  tbe  best  thinz 
tn  the  interest  of  good  government  is  to  have  it  respected  and  obeyed. 
What  I*  the  best  way  to  accomplish  this?  Obviously  the  best  way  Is  tn 
enlist  public  sentiment,  and  espei-tally  a  majority  of  tbe  people  in  every 
part  of  the  country,  in  favor  of  the  law.  What  is  the  best  way  to  do 
thin?  Obviously  the  best  way  is  to  enlarge  the  number  of  those  who  are 
Interested  ia  the  law's  enforcement. 

Now  on  tbe  prohibition  question,  I  believe  the  people  of  this  country 
maj  well  be  divided  into  three  classes,  mrst.  there  are  the  earnest, 
conitclentloos  drys,  all  of  whom  believe  in  the  strict  enforcement  of 
prohibition,  and  some  of  whom  would  enforce  it  if  it  called  out  the 
entire  Army  and  Navy,  and  took  every  dollar  of  Federal  revenue. 
Second,  there  is  the  great  body  of  law-abiding  citisens.  many  of  them 
more  or  less  indifferent,  many  of  them  quite  willing  to  have  left  the 
liquor  question  entirety  to  local  control :  but  none  of  them  who  would 
ever  consent  to  an  unlawful  and  anregolated  traffic.  Third,  and  finally, 
there  are  the  extreme  wets,  who  simply  want  their  liquor,  and  who 
believe  tbat  it  is  Juct  aud  proper  to  Join  hands  with  tbe  bootleggers  in 
defying  the  law.  1  believe  that  fully  95  i»er  cent  of  the  people  of  this 
country  belong  to  the  Orst  and  second  of  these  cla.sse9.  I  do  not  believe 
that  5  per  cent  of  the  American  people,  anywhere,  would  want  to  see  a 
totally  unn-stralned  bootleg  government — a  wholly  untaxt<d,  unlicensed, 
uncontrolled,  and  Irresponsible  traffic  in  intoxicating  liquors. 

Now,  what  Is  the  be«t  way  of  uniting  the  flrxt  and  second  of  these 
classes,  constituting  an  overwhelming  majority,  against  the  third,  con- 
stituting s  very  small  minority?  In  my  Judgment,  the  only  feaaibie 
way  is  to  present  to  every  State  and  every  community  where  tbe  law  is 
now  flouted,  the  simple  alternative  ot  enforcing  prohibition  or  sub- 
mitting to  the  supremacy  of  an  outlaw.  Happily,  the  legal  situation 
offem  Just  this  opportunity.  The  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
and  tbe  acts  of  Congress  pa.<wed  in  pursuance  thereof,  are  the  supreme 
law  of  the  land.  No  State  leginlature,  and  no  municipal  council,  in 
any  part  of  the  country,  can  pass  any  statute  or  ordinance  legalising 
the  liquor  traffic  or  providing  for  license,  taxation,  or  any  regulation 
whatever  that  would  not  be  immediately  nullified  by  the  courts.  No 
exocutlve  officer  in  any  State,  county,  or  municipality  throughout  the 
country,  could  make  any  terma  with  those  engaged  In  this  traffic 
without  subjecting  hlmseM  to  the  danger  of  entering  a  conspiracy  to 
violate  the  law. 

TlM>r«>fore,  when  the  alternative  here  suggested  is  preaented  to  tbe 
people  of  any  State  or  community,  wbat  would  be  their  natural  reac- 
tion T  Let  us  take  a  State  Ilk*  New  York  and  a  dty  Ulce  its  chief 
Betropolis.  In  tbat  StaU  tbs  people  by  deliberate  rote  bava  repealed 
the  prohibitlon-enforceflKat  statute.  In  tbat  city  thers  ai«  to-day 
thousands  of  speak-easles  and  night  dabs  which  are  openly  aad  boMly 
•elllng  intodeattnc  Uqaora,  and  then  an  also  tboonnda  o( 
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wlo  are  notoriously  runners  and  patrons  of  these  resorts.  Putting  to 
one  side  the  bootleggers  and  the  purveyors  of  intoxicating  liquors,  what 
ia  the  present  attitude  of  the  great  body  of  the  public  in  that  SUte  and 
tbit  cityT  Let  us  assume  that  tbe  majority  of  the  people  of  New  York 
art!  against  prohibition.  But  what  is  it  they  want?  It  is  perfectly  clear 
thiit  they  want  local  option.  They  want  a  legalized  and  regulated 
liq  nor  traffic,  either  through  a  State  dispensary  or  a  return  to  tbe  brew- 
er] ,  the  distillery,  and  the  saloon.  At  this  moment  many  of  them  be- 
lieve that  this  solution  of  the  problem  is  still  attainable  :  that  we  are 
marking  time  on  the  liquor  question ;  that  prohibition  will  fail 
will  be  repealed.  In  this  interim,  therefore,  being  otherwise  law- 
ab^tng  dtisens,  they  have  become  mere  witnesses  to  tbe  attempt  of  a 
outside  authority,  the  Federal  Oovemment.  to  enforce  local  pro- 
As  such  respectable  citixens  they  satisfy  their  conscifTicea  by 
reflection  tbat  tbe  law  is  not  their  law,  that  the  enfordng  antbori- 
are  not  answerable  to  them,  aad  tbat  they  have  no  personal  duty 
responsibility  in  tbe  matter.  Thus  many  of  them  buy  from  tbe  boot- 
patronlxe  the  night  dubs,  and  look  upon  prohibition  as  a  for- 
Intruder  In  their  midst.  But  suppose  they  were  brought  suddenly 
realise,  flret,  that  there  is  no  chance  of  the  repeal  of  the  eighteenth 
;  second,  that  there  is  no  way,  so  long  lu  tbat  amendment 
to  circumvent  It  by  regulating  the  liqiior  traffic ;  and.  finally, 
the  Federal  Government  intends  to  wholly  withdraw  from  tbe 
lorcement  of  prohibition  in  New  York  In  so  far  as  it  concerns  the 
puiely  local  traffic.  What  would  the  people  of  tbat  State  do  about  it? 
I  jet  OS  consider  tbe  question  simply  as  a  matter  of  human  nature, 
and  in  sole  reliance  upon  the  character  of  .American  dtisens.  What 
wo  lid  tbe  people  of  New  York  do  when  squarely  confronted  with  this 
emergency?  Would  they  permit  the  continued  tale  of  Intoxicating 
liquors— openly  conducted;  making  enormous  profits;  paying  no  reve- 
nud  to  the  State  or  the  city;  controlled  by  no  license,  or  even  closing 
hours,  and  becoming  bold,  arrogant,  and  in.sufferable?  Would  tbe  dryg 
am  I  the  law-reM|)ecting  wets  Join  in  reenactlng  an  enforcement  statute 
in  the  State  of  New  York,  and  put  the  bootlegger  out  of  business?  I 
l)el  eve  they  would.     There  Is  nothing  else  they  could  do. 

tut   there   have  been   certain  criticisms   of   this   plan   which,    in   all 
honesty  and  fairness,  I  wmat  to  notice. 

1  Irat,  it  has  been  said  that  any  action  by  the  Federal  Government, 
thiongh  rei>olution  or  statute  of  Congress,  withdrawing  the  use  of  ap- 
prcprlatlons  for  tbe  purely  local  enforcement  of  prohibition  from  those 
SU  tes  which  do  not  themselves  attempt  to  execute  the  law,  would  itself 
be  unconstitutional.  With  sincere  respect,  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any 
me  it  in  this  sui^gestion.  Congress  has  a  perfect  right  to  make  no 
:ipi  ropriations  at  all.  or  to  spend  the  public  funds  where  they  will  do  the 
mo  It  good,  and  not  waste  them  where  they  will  do  no  good  at  all.  Bnt 
hou  conld  the  constitutional  power  be  tested?  No  one  can  bring 
maadamua  or  injunction  against  Congress.  On  the  other  hand.  If  a 
catse  of  action  existed,  who  would  bring  it?  Would  the  drys?  If 
th«y  did,  and  the  act  were  declared  unconstitutional,  tbe  result  might 
be  that  there  would  be  no  enforcement  at  all  in  any  part  of  the 
cotntry.  Would  the  wets?  If  they  did,  they  would  secure  small 
sympathy  from  the  court.s  In  an  effort  to  prevent  the  aid  of  national 
iiulhority  in  the  local  enforcement  of  prohibition  in  Texas  or  Indiana 
or  ir'ermont,  simply  because  tbe  same  money  was  not  spent  in  New  York 
or  Maryland  or  Wisconsin. 

Jecond,  it  has  been  said  that  there  is  no  duty  upon  the  States  to 
enf  jrce  prohibition  under  the  eighteenth  amendment.  You  heard  this 
da  m  strongly  propounded  last  night  by  one  of  the  ablest  and  most 
att  active  of  our  goveriwrs — Albert  C  RitclUe,  of  Maryland ;  and  I 
mu  It  ask  you  to  lot  me  deport  for  a  moment  from  my  prepared  address 
to  make  a  brief  answer  to  one  or  two  of  tbe  suggestions  delivered  in 
your  presence  24  hours  ago. 

<  lovemor  Ritchie  says  that  there  Is  no  duty  whatever,  moral  or  legal, 
upcn  the  States,  or  any  of  them,  to  enforce  prohibition.  At  the  very 
outlet  I  respectfully  submit  that  our  whole  conception  of  orderly  gov- 
ernment is  based  upon  the  obligation  of  every  individual  to  obey  the 
laa  and  every  public  authority  to  enforce  it.  But  let  us  examine  this 
qocitlon  flrat  as  to  the  moral  duty  of  tbe  States.  On  March  12,  1918, 
the  people  of  Maryland,  In  the  way  provided  by  their  own  laws,  de- 
liberately ratified  the  eighteenth  amendment  Surely  they  did  that  in 
goo  J  faith.  Surely  they  did  not  intend  at  tbe  time  to  repudiate  the 
la VI  as  soon  as  it  was  enacted.  Is  It  possible  that  the  people  of  Mary- 
lanp  by  ratifying  tbe  eighteenth  amendment  meant  really  to  say, 
will  help  make  the  law,  but  we  won't  help  enforce  it"?  There 
only  two  States  in  the  Union  which  refused  to  ratify  the  prohibition 
These  were  Rhode  Island  and  Connecticut  Now  either 
those  States  might  with  some  consistency  assert  the  moral  right 
(al  bough  not  tbe  legal)  to  abstain  from  participation  in  executing  this 
nat  onal  policy;  but  surely  one  of  the  States  which  Joined  in  estabUsh- 
ing  the  policy  can  not  expect  applause  from  the  country  if  her  people 
ren  ranee  their  own  work. 

Ii  ext  let  us  examine  the  legal  duty  of  the  State  in  this  respect  Gov- 
ern >r  Ritchie  cites  the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  Lanxa  CffiO  U.  8. 
373)  as  authority  for  his  view.  That  case  holds  merely  that  where 
thcie  is  both  a  State  law  and  a  Federal  law  against  certain  offenses  In 
oonMcdoii  wltb  protiibitloii  one  accused  of  the  Tlolatton  of  both  sucb 
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offenses  may  be  punished  for  each.  Of  lounie.  this  Is  true,  tor  otherwise 
if  one  of  the  States  imposed  milder,  or  merely  nominal,  penalties  for 
violating  a  local  prohibitory  staiate  than  were  impos<<d  by  the  Federal 
law  for  the  same  offense,  all  lawbnakora  In  that  State  would  rush  to 
the  local  courts  to  plead  guilty,  and  thus  secure  Immunity  from  Federal 
prosecution.  But  the  Lanxa  case  contains  no  languasi^  whatever  which 
overrules  the  doctrine  announced  In  the  national  prohibition  cases 
(253  V.  8.  250 »,  that  the  eighteenth  amendment  Is  operative  thronghout 
the  entire  territorial  limits  of  the  United  States  and  binds  all  legislative 
bodies,  courts,  and  public  officers. 

In  fsct,  the  later  case  restates  and  approves  the  doctrine  of  the 
earlier  one.  Nor  does  the  case  rdied  npon  overrule  the  long  line  of 
decisions  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  tbe  United  States  to  the  effect  that 
the  Federal  Constitution  and  the  laws  passed  by  Congress  in  conformity 
therewith  become  a  part  of  the  laws  In  each  and  all  of  the  States  of 
the  Union  predsely  to  the  same  extent  as  If  they  were  a  part  of  the 
Btate  constitution  and  tbe  State  statutes.  Now,  of  course.  It  may  be 
th«t  the  people  of  Maryland  have  honestly  changed  tbelr  ralndb  about 
prohibition  ;  that  although  they  ratified  tbe  eighteenth  amendment  10 
years  ago  they  are  now  opposed  to  it.  Of  course,  they  have  a  perfect 
right  To  change  their  minds,  and  they  have  a  perfect  right  to  appeal 
to  tbe  people  of  other  States  to  do  likewise  and  to  se^-k  the  repeal  of 
that  ami  ndmont.  But  so  long  as  the  law  stands  they  have  no  right  to 
nullify  it.  They  are  In  the  same  situation  as  tbat  of  a  private  dtizen 
who  has  made  a  lawful  contract.  He  has  a  right  to  ask  the  other 
party  or  parties  to  the  contract  to  abrogate  or  amend  it;  but  so  long 
as  It  Is  In  force,  and  especially  so  long  as  his  name  Is  signed  to  It,  he  has 
no  right  to  violate  it. 

But  Governor  Ritchie  saj-s :  "We  do  not  try  to  nullify  the  Federal 
law.  It  Is  the  duty  of  the  police  In  Baltimore  to  arrest  for  violations 
of  such  law  (when  the  offense  Is  committed  In  the  officer's  view)  and  to 
hold  the  offender  for  the  Federal  law."  Then  he  proceeds  to  state  that 
the  people  of  Maryland  do  not  propose  at  their  own  expense  to  enforce 
prohibition  and  do  not  propose  to  hare  their  public  officials  corrupted 
by  adopting  local  enforcement  measures. 

Suppose  all  this  Is  well  founded  and  well  stated.  Suppose.,  further, 
that  there  Is  no  enforceable  obligation,  moral  or  legal,  npon  the  State 
of  Maryland  to  suppress  the  local  traffic  In  intoxicating  llquora.  What 
would  happen  in  Maryland  If  the  Federal  Government,  by  appropriate 
action,  should  determine  that  from  and  after  a  certain  date  no  Federal 
funds  would  be  expended  and  no  Federal  agfnts  would  be  employed 
to  prevent  the  local  sale  and  consumption  of  intoxicating  liquore  In 
that  State? 

Would  not  Governor  Ritchie  himself,  who.  above  all  else,  is  a  good 
American  aud  a  conscientious  executive,  be  tbe  first  to  realise  the  im- 
portance of  protecting  the  people  of  bis  State  from  the  hundreds  of 
saloons  that  would  open  boldly  on  every  street  in  Baltimore  and  the 
thousands  of  road  houses  that  would  sell  intoxicating  liquors  to  drivers 
of  automobiles  ou  every  highway  in  Maryland?  Would  not  the  people 
of  that  State,  when  confronted  with  the  danger  to  life  and  property 
which  might  come  from  an  uncontrolled  and  uncontrollable  liquor  traffic, 
prefer  to  abandon  finely  spun  theories  In  fftvor  of  wholesome  practices? 
Upon  the  general  proposition  of  State  duty  in  prohibition  enforce- 
ment I  have  already  shown  that  precisely  tbe  same  obligation.  Imposed 
by  the  same  solemn  mandate,  rests  upon  each  and  every  one  of  tbe  48 
States  tbat  rests  upon  Congress. 

The  eightet>nth  amendment  declares  that  the  manufacture,  sale,  trans- 
portation, importation,  and  exportation  of  intoxicating  liquors  for 
beverage  purposes  within,  into,  or  from  the  United  States  and  aU  terri- 
tory Biil>Jeri  to  its  jurisdiction  is  prohibited.  Then  the  amendment 
further  declares  that  "  the  Congress  and  the  several  States  shall  have 
concurrent  power  to  enforce  this  aitlcle  by  appropriate  legislation."  Of 
course.  It  may  be  said  that  the  word  "  power "  does  not  necessarily 
impose  a  duty.  But  this  applies  as  well  to  Congress  as  It  does  to  each 
of  tbe  States.  The  obligation  is  exactly  tbe  same  In  the  one  case  as  it  is 
in  the  otlier — no  more  and  no  less.  So  the  States  that  voted  for  and 
the  States  that  voted  against  the  prohibition  amendment  are  In  pre- 
cisely the  same  situation  and  owe  precisely  the  same  duty  of  allegiance 
to  the  paramount  law  of  the  Nation.  AU  this  has  been  explicitly  de- 
dded  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  national  prohibi- 
tion cases  to  which  I  have  referred.  The  Supreme  Couit  held  that  the 
first  section  of  the  eighteenth  amendment  "  is  operative  throughout  the 
entire  territorial  limits  of  the  United  States,  binds  all  legislative  bodies, 
courts,  public  officers,  and  individuals  within  those  limits,  and  of  its 
own  force  invalidates  every  legislative  act — whether  by  Congress,  by  a 
Btate  legislature,  or  by  Territorial  assembly — which  authorizes  or  sanc- 
tions what  the  section  prohibits." 

As  to  the  second  section  of  the  amendment,  conferring  concurrent 
power  to  enforce  the  article  npon  the  Congress  and  the  States,  the  Su- 
preme Court  has  held  that  "  it  does  not  enable  Congress  or  the  several 
States  to  defeat  or  thwart  prohibition,  but  only  to  enforce  it  by  appro- 
priate means." 

Fifty  yeara  earlier  the  Supreme  Court  in  a  lsadii«  case  (100  U.  S. 
483)   used  this  si«rnlflcant  languaj^ : 


"It  most  be  borne  In  mind  that  the  Constitution.  Itwi.  snd  treaties 
of  tbe  United  States  are  as  mu.-h  a  psrt  of  the  law  of  every  State  as  its 
own  hval  inws  and  ronstltntlon." 

Thus  it  appears  that  even  If  there  were  no  compulsion  either  upon 
Consress  or  the  States  to  pass  any  enabling  statute  for  the  enforo-ment 
of  prohibition  ;  even  If  Congress  and  the  several  States,  without  trans- 
gr«>sslng  any  Impelling  dut.v,  could  ha%-e  i^mpletely  iKUored  the  eight- 
eenth amendment  and  left  it  to  stand  In  the  (Constitution  with  no  ma- 
chinery provided  for  Its  execution,  yet  when  Congress  did  art  and  did 
pass  erforement  laws,  those  laws  bcimme  as  binding  as  If  they  were 
themselves  a  part  of  the  F.>deral  Constitution,  and  as  binding  up<in  tbe 
States  as  if  they  were  a  part  «>f  the  State  laws.  To  refuse  to  support 
and  enforce  them  by  appropriate  local  means,  therefore.  U  to  thwart, 
oppose,  and  defy  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States.  If 
tbat  do<8  not  violate  the  duty  of  a  State,  It  is  difficult  to  find  anv  action 
that  would. 

Third.  It  has  been  said  that  if  the  Federal  Oovt-rnment  withdrew 
from  the  business  of  enforcing  K>cal  prohibition  In  those  States  in  which 
the  national  policy  is  di8r«>gardiHl,  the  p»H>ple  of  such  States  might  then 
undertake  to  regulate  the  liquor  traffic  within  their  own  limits.  This 
suggestion  U  the  height  of  folly.  It  contains  a  bu«  saw  which  in.  leg- 
islative, executive,  or  Judicial  offlcera  would  be  Inclined  to  disturb.  The 
Supreme  Court  has  put  upon  such  a  revolutionary  proposal  a  quietus  In 
advance.  In  construing  the  eighteenth  amendment  tbe  court  says  not 
only  that  It  is  operative  throughout  the  entire  territorial  limits  of  the 
country,  and  all  places  subject  to  Its  JurI.-*dlcflon,  but  that  -  It  binds  all 
legislative  bodies,  courts,  public  officers,  and  Individuals  within  those 
limits,  and  of  Its  own  force  Invalidates  every  legislative  act — whether 
by  Congress,  by  State  legislature,  or  by  Territorial  assembly— which 
authorises  or  sunctlons  what  tlic  section  prohibits." 

What  good,  therefore,  would  it   do  for  one  of  the  States  to  attempt 
to  license  saloons,  or  tax  or  regulate  the  liquor  business?     Thej-  could 
uot  collect  the  license  or  the  tax,  and  the  regulation  would  In-   utterly 
unenforceable.     Of  course,   the  Federal  courts,  if  such  legit" lat  Ion  came 
before  them,  would  pronounce  it   uuoonstitutional.     But  even  the  State 
courts  would  be  required  to  take  the  same  action,  for  Article  VI,  clause 
2,   of  the   Constitution   of   the   United    States,   after  declaring   that   the 
Constitution  and  laws  made  In  pursuance  thereof  shall  be  the  supremo 
law   of   the   laud,   uses   these   plain    words :    "And    the   judges   in   every 
State  shall  be  bound  thereby,  anything  in   the  Constitution  or  laws  of 
any  State  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding."     Nor  does  It  appear   that 
any  executive  officer  in  any  State  could  wisely  or  safely  be<-ouie  a  party 
to   an   attempted   legalizing  of   tlic,  liquor    traffic.     Such    an   net    would 
directly  violate  his  oath  of  offlte,  for  Article  VI,  clause  3.  of  the  F*^!- 
eral  Constitution  provides  not  only  that   Senators  aud   RepreseutatlveS 
in    Congress,    and   members   of   the   several    Slate   legislatures,   sliall    be 
obligated    to    uphold    the    supreme    law,    but    that    "all    executive    and 
Judicial   officers,    both   of   the    United    Slates   aud   of   tbe   several    States, 
shall   t>e   bound   by  oath   or  affirmation   tu   support    this   Constitution.'" 
But  some   one  may  say   th;it   If  the   Federal   enforcement   of  lo<ul   pro- 
hibition  is   withdrawn    from    those    States   which    ihemikJves    refust-    to 
execute   the  law,  such   States  or  political   subdivisions  of  them,   might, 
without  license  or  regulation  of  tbe  li>|Uor  trattlc,  accomplish  the  same 
end   by   setting   up   a  system   of   periodical   fines   against   saloonkeep^ra 
and  bttotleggers,  and  thus,  in  effect,  control  tbe  truific  and,  at  the  same 
time,    enlarge    the    public    revenues.     Such    a    sinister    prustitutiun    of 
government  would  end  in  disaster      lu  tbe  first  place,  every  iudividual 
who    is   a   party    to   It,   whether   a    public   official    or   a    private  cillteu, 
would   violate  tbe   Federal   law.     In   the  next  place,   the   very   offenders 
who  were  fined  in  the  State  or  local  JiirisilictiouB,  would  uut  secure  the 
protection  for  which  they  bud  paid;  for  under  the  plan  here  proposed 
tbe   National   Government  would  still   retain   full   authority   under   tbe 
Federal   law  to  punish   for  local   Infractions,  and   these  same  offendera 
could  be  Indicted  In  the  Federal  courts  and  sent  to  Juil.     In  fact,   the 
only  n>BUlt  of  tlie  payment  of  fines  in  the  local  jurisdictions  would   be 
to    make   easier   their   apprehension    and    conviction    under   the    Federal 
law. 

Fourth.  The  suggestion  has  been  made  In  criticism  of  tbe  plan  here 
proposed,  tbat  In  putting  tbe  primary  responsibility  up  to  tbe  tjtatcs 
to  enforce  local  probibitidn,  a  difficulty  would  arise  in  those  States 
which  have  enforcvment  statutes,  but  which  have  also  one  or  mora 
particular  cities  which  are  notoriously  wet  snd  defiant  ot  the  law. 
In  this  connection  some  one  has  asked  what  would  you  do  about 
Chicago  or  Philadelphia  ?  Tbat  question,  I  think,  sugRcsts  the  counsel 
of  despair.  If  Chicago  Is  not  s  part  of  lUinoia,  and  rhiladelphia  is 
not  a  part  of  Peunaylvanla.  but  each  is  a  sul  generis  community, 
which  only  Federal  authority  csn  govern,  then  our  whole  dual  system 
of  46  separate  sovereignties  within  one  union,  which  has  stood  ths 
test  of  long  experience  and  is  the  admiration  of  tbe  world,  must  be 
confessed  a  failure,  and  abandoned.  It  is  tbe  duty  of  Illinois  to  clean 
op  Chicago,  If  the  people  of  Chicago  won't  do  It  for  thems«lree.  It 
la  tbe  doty  of  Pennsylvania  to  sec  that  Philudtlphia  obeys  the  pro- 
blbttlon lavrs  of  tbat  State  If  neither  Illinois  nor  Pennsylvania  will 
perform  this  datj,  then  they  are  in  the  same  position  as  if  they  had 
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never  passed  any  prohibition  statutes;  and  the  Federal  (3ovemment, 
In  all  matters  of  mere  local  enforcement,  could  well  leave  them  to  work 
out  their  own  salvation.  The  same  public  sentiment,  which,  under 
like  circumstances,  would  be  aroused  In  New  York,  would  unite  the 
forces  of  law  and  order  In  Illinois  and  Pennsylvania,  and  drive  out 
of  basiness  the  mere  trafflckera  in  Intoxicating  liquora  which  con- 
stitute so  small  a  minority  of  their  populations.  I  do  not  believe, 
after  the  withdrawal  of  Federal  aid  or  cooperation,  they  would  wait 
until  cundltions  became  worse,  but  that  Immediately  they  realised  the 
absolute  necessity  of  either  suppressing  the  bootleggers  or  submitting 
to  their  domination,  without  any  means  of  regulation  or  control,  they 
would  choo^ie  what  some  might  call  the  lesser  of  two  evils  and  enforce 
the  law.  Indeed,  I  make  bold  to  say  tbat  there  Is  not  a  State  in  this 
Union,  no  matter  what  may  be  the  present  sentiment  of  its  people 
on  the  subject  of  prohibition,  which  when  once  confronted  by  the 
alternative  here  described,  would  not  right-about-face  on  the  first  call 
to  arms. 

Fifth,  and  finally.  The  suggestion  has  been  made  that  a  better  way 
to  Induce  all  the  States  to  perform  In  greater  measure  the  duty  of 
punishing  liquor  viola.tlons  of  a  purely  local  character  is  to  bring 
about  an  agreement  between  the  Federal  and  tbe  State  Gtovemments, 
by  means  of  which  the  whole  domain  of  prohibition  enforcement  would 
be  divided  between  the  two  Jurisdictions,  tbe  Federal  Government 
undertaking  to  prevent  tbe  importation,  manufacture,  and  shipment 
of  Intoxicating  liquora  In  Interatate  commerce,  and  the  State  govern- 
ments undertaking  internal  police  regulations  to  prevent  sales,  saloons, 
speakeasies,  etc.  Of  course,  If  the  whole  subject  of  prohibition  enforce- 
ment could  be  at  once  divided  between  national  and  State  authorities, 
and  if  each  and  every  one  of  the  States  would  immediately  proceed  to 
enact,  and  to  strictly  enforce,  prohibitory  laws  for  the  suppression  of 
the  local  traffic  In  Intoxicating  liquors,  tbe  whole  problem  would  be 
solved.  But  this  asstimes  u  disposition  precisely  contrary  to  the  one 
which  actually  prevails.  More  than  this,  the  plan  suggested  would 
have  the  govemore  of  the  several  States  take  the  Initiative  in  making 
an  agreement  with  the  Fed^al  Government,  apportioning  the  duty  of 
prohibition  enforcement,  and  would  have  the  State  laws  and  the 
Federal  law  modified  In  conformity  with  this  agreement.  I  venture 
to  suggest  one  or  two  considerations  which  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind 
In  the  event  that  this  particular  plan  should  be  followed  in  giving 
effect  to  the  general  proposition  of  requiring  the  States  to  bear  the 
nuTln    brunt    of    the    burden    In    the    enforcement    of    the    purely    local 
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Ktlled  on  the  side  of  law  and  order.  In  other  words,  all  the  Federal 
Goremment  has  to  do  Is  to  stand  firm,  and  the  States  In  .self-defense 
wUI  enforce  local  prohibition.     In  any  event,   we  have  nothing  to  lose 

putting  the  issue  to  the  test, 
am  glad  to  have  bad  the  flret  word  on  this  subject,  but  I  have  no 
ambition  or  desire  to  say  the  last.     The  chief  end   I   have  In  mind  is 

arouse  the  thought  and  conscience  of  good  citizens.  It  is  from  the 
ligi  it  that  comes  by  striking  fire  on  tbe  anvil  of  discussion  that  the  real 
truth  is  ultimately  found.     In   all   this  debate  about   prohibition,  and 

ill  the  study  and  Investigations  that  are  now  in  band,  or  may  here- 
after be  undertaken,  there  Is  only  one  thing  of  which  I  am  sure,  and 
thi  t  is,  that  neither  prohibition  nor  any  other  law  will  ever  be  fully 
enl  arced  until  the  people  get  back  of  it. 

l^ally,  as  a  great  Virginian  would  have  put  it:  "I  hold  these 
tru  lbs   to   be   self-evident." 

'  Hiatever  induces  the  people  to  shirk  or  forget  their  relation  to  gov- 
ern ment  is  a  bad  thing ;  whatever  brings  home  to  the  people  their  local 
am    peraonal  responsibility  for  law  enforcement  is  a  good  thing. 
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BILLS   INTRODUCED 

Jills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  uuauimoua 
consent  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 
Mr.  HAYDEN: 
bill  (S.  1695)  providing  for  the  acquirement  by  the  United 
es  of  privately  owned  lands  .situated  within   the  Coconino 
Sitgreaves  National  Forests.  Ariz.,  by  exchanging  therefor 
laiids  on  the  public  domain  within  said  State;  to  the  Committee 
Public  Land.s  and  Surveys. 
Jy  Mr.  CAPPER: 
bill    (S.  1696)   for  the  relief  of  Frank  B.  Lindley   (with 
ao ompanyinj;  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
5y  Mr.  FLETCHER: 

bill  (S.  1697)  for  the  relief  of  Peter  C.  Haines,  Jr.;  to  the 
1  mmittee  on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bill   (S.  1698)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Irene  O. 
Tiistisoii ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  T.\ainr  BUX 

dr.  BLEASE  submitted  two  amendments  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which 
w^  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 
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amendmwrt  would  mean  the  pladng  of  a  rery  serious  and  dan- 
fVTOas  reetriction  on  the  power  and  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  with  refet^nce  to  imposing  quarantines  on  infested  or 
Infected  fruits,  bulbs,  m-  plants  which  come  in  from  foreign  coun- 
tries. We  are  spending  many  millions  of  dollars  every  year,  and 
we  have  got  to  spend  many  millions  more,  to  combat  pesta  and 
injurions  and  destructive  diseases  in  plante  and  plant  products 
which  are  frequently  brought  into  this  country  from  foreign 
countries.  I  do  not,  therefore,  want  to  restrict  the  powers  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  as  this  amendment  would  restrict 
them  If  it  should  be  adopied  to  the  consideration  of  particular 
shipments  at  particular  times.  It  would  be  almost  imiK>ssible 
for  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  establish  Inspection  agencies 
iii  all  parts  of  the  country  and  look  out  for  every  package  that 
might  come  in  from  some  foreign  country  that  would  endanger 
our  fruit  and  vegetable  Industries ;  but,  where  It  is  known,  for 
Instance,  that  in  one  country  serious  pests  and  diseases  exist 
in  plants  and  plant  products  that  would  be  sufficient  informa- 
tion to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  at  once  to  establish  and 
impose  a  quarantine  against  such  plants  and  plant  products  from 
that  country,  without  imixteiing  upon  him  the  neces.sity  of  ascer- 
taining that  a  particular  shipment  was  infected,  and  therefore 
should  be  excluded, 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  .«;oe  the  wi.sdom  of  rejecting  this  amend- 
ment. I  can  uot  conceive  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
himself  approves  of  it  I  know  uolhing  about  how  It  came  to 
l)e  placed  in  the  bill,  although  I  can  understand  how  It  happened 
to  be  proposed  by  the  committee.  I  can  understand,  of  course, 
that  the  importers  of  plants  and  plant  products  from  foreign 
countries  would  like  to  have  them  come  into  the  United  States 
and  be  subject  to  in.spection  only  at  the  port  where  the  particu- 
lar shipment  Is  received ;  but  I  am  sure  that  It  would  be  verv 
dangerous  and  an  unwl.se  restiiction  for  Congress  to  impose 
upon  the  pt)weT  of  the  Secretary  of  Agrlcultuie  under  t!ie  plant 
quarantine  law  of  1912.  Let  us  keep  the  law  in  existence  as  it 
is.  I  hope  the  Senate  will  not  agree  to  this  proposed  amend- 
ment. 

The  VICE  PRE.«JIDEXT.  Without  objection,  the  telegram  re- 
ferred to  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  will  be  printed  In  the 
Record  and  lie  on  the  table.   ■ 
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Praetlesny  sD  of  ear  major  plant  peX*  linve  1>ee«  imported  from 
foreign  countries  and  we  sincerely  hope  that  yon  wtU  do  all  that  you 
ean  to  keep  the  plant  quarantine  act  Just  as  U  ts  at  the  present  time 

Assuring  you  that  we  shaU  appreciate  anything  that  yoo  can  do  to 
help  us  to  prevent  the  passing  of  tfate  amendment,  I  am. 
Yours  very  tmly. 

B»rH  P.  Sroaaa, 
Coa»M4ssioM<ir  AffHculture  and  lH4mstrim. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President,  a  day  or  two  ago  I  gave 
notice  that  the  consent  of  the  Senate  would  In?  asketl  for  the 
consideration  of  Senate  Resolution  11.^,  which  deals  with  the 
subject  of  obtaining  Information  in  possession  of  the  TaritT 
Commission  relating  to  the  tariff  .schedules.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  one  or  two  Senators  are  absent  who  will  not  return 
until  next  Wednesday  and  who  have  expressed  a  dcsi.-c  to  be 
pn-sent  when  this  resolution  shall  be  considered,  I  a.«k,  if  it  be 
agreeable  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  that  the 
resolution  may  go  over  until  next  Wednesday. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  no  objection  to  that  course  Mr 
President. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  It  Is  so  ordered. 
Mr.  COUZEN8.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  absence  of  a  quorum  being 
suggested,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Asburet 

Itarklcy 

Bingham 

Black 

Blease 

Brofk 

Broussard 

CappcT 

Connally 

Couzons 

I>eneen 

Dill 

Fess 

Fletcher 

Frasier 

George 

Glllett 


Goflf 

Ooldsborongh 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

IlarrlMm 

Uastiuioi 

Hatfield 

11  awes 

Uavdea 

Ueilin 

Howell 

.lohnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Koyes 


King 

La  F\)Ilette 

McKellnr 

McMaster 

MlIlMllf 

Moses 

Norris 

Nyo 

Oddle 

Overman 

Patterson 

rine 

Plttman 

Ransd'H 

RohiUKon,  Ark. 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Snckett 


Sheppa  Pd 

Shortridge 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Stelwer 

Thoma.«.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Tiamm«>41 

Vandenberg 

Wslrott 

Walsh.  Mont 

Wurrn 

Wuterman 

Watson 

Whetler 
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features  «>f  protaiMtlon.  In  the  first  place,  I  fear  It  would  be  difficult 
to  KPt  all  the  gtjTeraors  of  all  the  States  to  bind  their  people  and  their 
leglitlatures  to  an  agreement  for  the  division  of  prohibition  enforce- 
ment. Of  conr«e.  nntll  ail  the  States  were  so  committed,  a.ssumlng 
the  feasibility  of  some  sort  of  treaty  between  them  and  the  National 
Government,  a  great  deal  of  time  might  well  elapse,  during  which  the 
present  conditions  would  be  prolonged.  In  the  next  place,  if  one 
governor  and  one  legislature  in  a  State  should  undertake  this  com- 
pact, and  the  next  governor  and  legiidature  should  break  it.  I  do  not 
quite  see  how  it  could  be  enforced.  But  more  important  than  any 
other  cxnaideratlon,  in  my  Judgment,  is  the  imperative  duty  npon 
Congress  and  the  Federal  Government  to  maintain  all  their  powers 
with  respect  to  prohibition,  and  to  relinquish  none  of  them. 

It  would  be  quite  unfortunate  if  Congress  should  surrender  some 
part  of  its  obligation  to  enforce  a  national  policy  upon  the  promise 
that  some  other  authority  would  perform  that  obligation,  even  though 
the  promise  were  evidenced  by  statutes  In  each  and  all  of  the  States. 
It  misbt  lead  to  confusion,  and  an  actual  hiatus  in  the  enforcement 
of  prohibition  In  all  Its  aspects.  Federal  and  State,  if  one  or  more  of 
the  States  should  repeal  the  statute  which  contained  their  part  of  the 
duty,  and  Congress  should  be  suddenly  required,  by  extraordinary 
session  or  otherwise,  to  remedy  the  defect  and  reexerciae  Federal  Juris- 
diction to  Its  fullest  capacity.  I  can  not  help  feeling  that  the  wisest 
and  safest  course  is  for  the  initiative  to  be  taken  by  Congress,  and  so 
taken  that  the  result  can  be  achieved  withoat  the  risk  that  might 
follow  H  mMiiflcatlon  of  the  Federal  law. 

The  most  direct  and  effective  way.  it  seems  to  me,  to  accomplish  the 
end  desired  Is  for  the  executive  and  legislative  branches  of  the  Federal 
Oovemmeut.  without  parceling  out  to  the  States,  or  surrendering  by 
the  United  8tat.>«.  any  part  of  the  whole  Jitrbidictlon  over  prohibition 
enfortement,  to  simply  withdraw  all  aid  and  activity  in  the  suppression 
of  purely  local  infractions  of  the  law  from  those  States  which  dther 
have  no  enforcement  statntes,  or  make  no  attempt  to  enforce  the  stat- 
atee  they  hare.  If  this  Is  done.  It  should  be  done  in  such  a  clear, 
courareoua,  and  unmistakable  way  as  will  serve  notice  upon  every  State 
and  every  community  that  they  and  they  alone  are  primarily  responsible 
for  the  arrest  and  panlahment  of  bootleggers,  the  closlag  of  Mloons 
■nd  other  ptaers  wh^re  liqnors  are  »old,  and  the  casting  out  froa  aiMnff 
them  of  all  the  petty  trafflckem  In  intotlcaats  who  are  now  defftnc 
the  law  under  the  prntertlon  of  a  Mimptacent  lor«l  seotlaMmt 

If  ait'p  the  people  of  the  United  States  tre  brought  t«  •••,  trtt. 
tkat  pfMbHUm  to  betv  t«  ttaf  •  smmmI,  that  tlie  lki««f  tnMk  «■•  not 
»e  leastised  of  f^gnhiied  {  gtt4.  thifd.  ihsi  efwry  iHate  and  et«rr  mm- 
mntiUt  aniet  deride  Imiwttm  e«9fweMrtfHi  llMt  triAe  wr  ptmHti»§  H  te 
««IIMM  VltfeMi  Mjr  mfUvi  99  r«««»NMH  wlNll^vef,  lis  «MHlM  will  to 
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he  Seuate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
ration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
latt  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  industries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other 
[»n  "poses. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  the  Senate  pas.sed 
ov*r  paragraph  (d),  page  290,  under  the  heading  "Plant  Quar- 
antine." I  do  not  wish  to  press  that  amendment  for  con.sidera- 
tiob  now,  but  I  do  wish  to  give  notice  that  whenever  we  reach 
thJrt  paragraph  in  consideration  of  the  pending  bill  I  want  to 
be  tieanl  on  it,  and  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  convince  the  Senate 
th«  t  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee  ought  not  to  be 
agieed  to.  I  desire  to  ask  the  chairm.un  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance  not  to  have  tlie  amendment  taken  up  in  my  absence 
wi  hout  giving  me  an  opi)ortunity  to  be  heard  before  It  shall  be 
dispo.sed  of. 

r.  SMOOT.     I  desire  to  say  that  I  shall  be  glad  to  comply 
wiin  the  request  of  the  Senator  fr<»m  Horida. 

r.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield  to  me? 
r.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

r.  KING.     I  was  about  to  observe  that  I  think  that  amend* 
t  was  pas.sed  over  at  my  retjuest, 

r.  FLETCHER.     It  was  also  passed  over  at  my  request, 
r.  KING.     I  am  perfectly  willing  to  have  it  taken  up  now, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

r.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Florida  asked  only  that  the 
ndm^it  go  over  and  not  be  acted  upou  in  his  absence.  I 
the  Senator  that  I  was  perfectly  willing  that  the  request 
Id  be  compliei-l  with ;  and  I  will  say  to  him  that  If  we  are 
g  to  act  up<jn  the  amendment  and  he  shall  be  anywhere  in 
city  at  the  time  I  shall  get  word  to  him.  I  do  not  know 
soon  we  shall  consider  the  amendment,  bat  the  Senator 
Florida  Is  generally  in  the  Senate  anyway, 
r,  FLETCHER.  I  will  be  here:  there  will  be  no  doubt 
alxiut  that ;  tmt  »<»metlme«  we  go  to  lanch  or  are  calleil  otit  for 
corrvreDce,  and  I  might  be  otit  of  the  ChnmlK-r  when  the  nmetid- 
in«it  WM  t«ken  up.  I  merely  aak  that  I  t>e  notified  when  tliat 
shall  be  dim*. 

Mf,  Vr9nU\pr\t,  I  wlwh  to  Af(k  to  hnvfi  InscrtH  In  tb<»  nisroiio 
•  I  Acurnm  whU-h  I  bnr»»  r(>r'elved  <tn  \h\n  ntih^tH-i ;  nn(\  \  nm 
Mt  i»ll#«l  It  Is  riMprelf  n  fmfrumwr  (tf  tmuitfuuit  niht^M  wbhh 
wll  I'frttm  wh^i  It  U  ii»Ml#f  •f<w«i  (iMt  titp  \>r>tttimitUm  iufuhtm)  In 
tiM  MttviMlaMriit  kM  tmu  ttiMiUf,    1  (bink  ib«  wUfpiUm  id  ib« 
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tte  evpDeetere  ef  tto  MB  Mleve  tiMt  tke  iHiataess  of  ttie  oovulrr,  eepe. 
Hslly  th«  Buusufsetiulag  pert  of  it.  U  thresteoed  with  a  grave  crisis 

—  srhl(  b  demands  vigoroos  actios  by  the  Uovemntent.  And  yet  In  the 
same  month  that  the  bill  was  passed  by  the  House,  induvtrial  produc- 
tion was  higher  thaa  ever  before  is  the  country's  history;  shipments 
of  iron  ore  were  larger  than  in  any  retent  May;  the  production  of  pig 
iron  attained  a  new  record,  exceeding  for  the  first  time  the  output  of 
May  and  June,  1923;  and  the  production  of  steel  ingots  and  coke  also 

-  mode  new  records.  So  little  did  investors  lack  confidence  in  the  future 
of  buMinesa  that  the  average  price  of  338  industrial  stocks  was  95  per 
cent  above  the  average  of  1926.  This  level  was  maintained  despite  the 
fact  that  the  offerings  of  new  corporate  securities — exclusive  of  refund- 
ing issues — totaled  nearly  a  billion  dollars,  the  largast  ever  recorded 
for  one  month.  In  view  of  these  facts,  it  is  worth  asking  what  evidence 
there  is  that  business  needs  a  general  increase  in  duties,  particularly 
in  duties  on  manufactured  goods. 

American  manufacturers  have  always  based  their  demand  for  protec- 
tion upon  the  fact  that  they  must  pay  wages  far  above  the  European 
levels.  In  view  of  this  it  is  extraordinary  that  the  demand  for  a  still 
higher  tariff  should  come  at  thf  close  of  a  period  which  the  committee 
on  recent  economic  changes  believes  has  shown  an  unprecedented  in- 
crease in  productivity  per  man-hour.  As  a  result  of  labor's  growing 
productivity,  American  manufacturers  were  able  to  get  along  with  over 
400.000  fewer  men  in  1927  than  in  1923  and  to  reduce  their  wage  blU 
by  nearly  1100.000,000.  In  the  meantime  the  value  of  factory  output 
increased  by  over  two  billions.  The  consequence  was  that  the  wage 
bill  dropped  from  18.2  per  cent  to  17.3  per  cent  of  the  gross  value  of 
factory  product 

It  may  be  replied,  however,  that  lower  labor  costs  have  been  achieved 
partly  by  qse  of  more  machines  and  power,  because  between  1923  and 
1927  the  installed  primary  horsepower  per  factory  worker  increased 
from  3.8  to  4.7.  Machines  and  power,  of  course,  Involve  extra  costs, 
both  overhesd  and  direct.  Possibly,  therefore,  the  manufacturer  is 
really  little  better  off;  perhaps  be  has  simply  exchanged  labor  coats  for 
machine  and  power  coeta. 

Unfortunately  it  U  not  possible  to  trace  the  trend  of  machine  and 
power  costs.  But  there  is  evidence  that  industry  has  made  subsUntial 
savings  by  osiac  less  labor  and  more  machines  and  power.  One  Impor- 
tant piece  of  evidence  is  Its  abUlty  to  attract  capital.  In  1928  the  new 
security  Issues— exdu.sive  of  refunding  issues— of  American  mnnufac- 
turlng  and  mining  corporations  reached  a  new  record,  11,453,200  000 
or  16  per  cent  above  1923.  Especially  sl^nlflcant  la  the  fact  that,' 
whereas  In  1928  manufacturing  and  mining  enterpris<>s  raised  only  34 
per  cent  of  their  new  capiUI  by  common  stock,  in  1928  they  were  able 
to  obtain  over  two-thirds  of  it  by  common-stock  Issues. 

Still  more  Important  is  the  record  of  profits.  Between  1923  and  1925 
the  profits  of  a  group  of  403  manufacturing  and  mining  corporations 
Increased  29  per  cent.  Between  1925  and  1928  the  profits  of  a  larger 
group— 574  In  all— Increased  27  per  cent  to  a  new  high  record.  This 
makes  a  gain  of  nearly  64  per  cent  between  1923  and  1928.  The  Na- 
tional City  Bank  reports  that  the  earnings  of  375  industrial  corpora-  ' 
tlons  during  the  first  quarter  of  1929  were  37  per  cent  above  the  cor- 
responding period  in  102«.  "  Many  concerns."  says  the  bank  In  Its  Jnly 
review  of  business,  "  have  in  six  months  made  more  profits  than  in  the 
year  1928."    Snreljr  here  is  no  evidence  that  manufacturers  need  "  relief." 

II 
But  is  American  buainesi*  holding  its  own  in  competition  with  other 
countrieMT  Is  our  own  market  being  dangerously  invaded?  What  has 
been  happenlnir  to  our  exports?  Are  we  losing  or  gaining  In  the  battle 
for  the  world's  trade?  I'ossibly  here  we  shaU  discover  evidence  that 
American  business  needs  more  protection. 

Let  us  consider  first  the  totals  of  our  foreign  trade.  In  1928  the 
value  of  our  imports  was  less  than  in  any  year  since  1924.  In  1926  it 
was  $4,431,000,000:  in  1927,  14.185.000.000;  and  in  1928,  $4,091,000,- 
000— a  drop  of  9  per  cent  In  two  years.  No  indication  of  a  foreign 
threat  here.  Our  export^  on  the  other  hand,  were  greater  than  In  any 
year  »ince  1920.  They  were  more  than  one-third  above  1922,  and  nearly 
7  per  cent  above  1926.  Nor  has  this  substantial  growth  been  merely 
•  matter  of  larger  automobile  sales,  as  some  people  erroneously  think. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  automobiies  and  aocessories  were  only  8.2  per  cent 
of  our  total  exports  In  1927.  We  export  substantially  more  machinery 
than  automobiles. 

But  let  us  analyse  export.^  and  Imports  of  manafactnred  goods. 

The  rnited  States  is  now  predominantly  a  manufacturing  nation  because, 
swne  time  between  1910  and  1920  the  number  of  factory  workers  passMl 
the  number  of  farmers  snd  farm  workers.  Now  2,000,000  more  people 
here  make  a  living  by  manufactnring  than  by  farming.  Furthermore 
It  is  the  maaufUctnrers  for  whom  the  House  bill  was  primarily  drafte<l. 
^N'rhaps  American  manufacturers  are  being  sorely  preeved  by  foreign 
eoinpetttlon.  i 

Our    Imports    of   manufactured    goods    (including    semimanufactured 
goods >   are  remaining  substantially  stationary  in  valoe.     In  1923  thev  i 
were  $2,022,000,000;  la   1928,  $2,079,000,000.  a  growth  of  less  than   3  | 
per  cent.     The  sales  of  General  Motors  Corpora Uon  alone  during  1928  i 
were  three^ioarters  as  targe  as  the  t..tnl  imports  of  manufactured  goods 


by  the  whole  United  States  during  that  yesr.  That  is  how  serloosly 
for»4gn  munufscturers  menace  our  marlu>ts.  Ttie  toUl  value  of  aunufa»- 
tures  imported  by  the  United  UUtes  is  less  than  3.4  per  c*.at  of  our 
total  domestic  consumption  of  manufactured  goods.  In  other  words,  the 
United  States  market  is  tMJ.O  per  cent  supi^led  by  domestic  manufac- 
turers. Back  in  1{»14  it  was  95.8  per  cent  so  supplied.  That  is  how 
much  progri-88  the  foreign  manufacturer  Is  making  in  our  home  market  I 
Our  exports  of  manufactured  goods,  on  the  other  hand,  have  been 
growing  rapidly.  In  1923  they  were  $2,625,000,000;  in  1928  $3  687- 
OOO.tMX*.  a  gain  of  39  per  cent.  I'articulariy  significant  are  the  change 
in  our  Imports  and  exports  of  finished  manufactures  other  than  food- 
stuffs, because  these,  more  than  figures  on  semimanufactured  goods  or 
manufactures  of  foodstuffs,  indicate  the  competitive  strength  of  Ameri- 
can factories.  During  the  last  several  years  our  imports  of  finished 
manufactures  have  been  diminishing  and  our  exports  increasing  Be- 
tween 1926  and  1928  the  decrease  in  the  imports  was  nearly  9  per  cent 
and  the  Increase  in  the  exports  neariy  16  jier  cent.  In  1923  our  exports 
of  finished  manufactures  were  neariy  twice  our  imports;  in  1928  the 
ratio  was  nearly  $3  of  exports  to  $1  of  imports. 

Ill 
But  is  America  holding  its  own  in  comparison  with  other  countries? 
Our  principal  rivals  in  international  trade  are  the  United  Kingdom  and 
[Germany.     Let  us  compare  the  growth  of  our  exports  with  the  growth 
[)f  theirs : 

DomettUs  evportt  in  milliona  of  dollart 
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Mr.  KING.     I  would  like  to  Interpolate  at  this  juncture  tliat 
)ur  exports  for  1928  were  $5,129,000%0,  showing  1  pro^e^ve 

jnie  PRESIDING   OFFICER.    The  clerk   will   continue   the 
reaaing. 

The  Chief  Clerk  continued  the  reading,  as  follows : 

Back  before  the  war,  it  will  be  observed,  the  three  countries  stood 

fi  *  ^  '^-  ^°^  *^*  ^°*^*'*'  «*"*♦«  to''*'^  '"  abo^«  the  other 
wo  with  an  export  trade  nearly  twice  that  of  Germany  and  more  than 
.ne-thlrd  above  that  of  the  United  Kingdom.  When  account  Is  taken  of 
he  change  in  the  price  level  between  1913  and  1927,  it  is  evident  that 
TT^V.tTV!'  ^r^  <l'™'°<«hed  In  physical  volume  and  that  those 
.f  the  United  Kingdom  have  Increased  very  little.  Only  the  United 
,tates  has  made  a  substantial  gain  In  both  the  value  and  the  physical 
olume  of  its  exports.  ^  /""--ai 

But  possibly  the  competing  power  of  America   Is  shown   most  cleariv 
liy  our  ability  to  hold  onr  own  with  Europe  in  the  markets  of  Australia 

il  ;•  ".?i  ^".°  t"""*'"-     '"'*•''  ^'"^^^^^  ot  imports  purchased  from 
!  he  United  SUtes  has  increast-d  as  follows: 
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l^iitin  America: 

Argentina 
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In  every  instance,  onr  share  of  the  trade  has  substantially  grown  • 
two  cases  It  has  more  than  doubled,  and  in  several  m.,re  it  has 
almost  doubled.  Even  in  the  very  strongholds  of  our  competitors  in 
treat  Britain.  Germany.  France,  and  Italy  them-selves  we  have' in 
c -eased  our  share  of  the  Import  trade.  In  Great  Britain,  our  share  of 
imports  grew  from  18.4  per  cent  In  1913  to  18.C  in  1926;  in  Germany 
ffom  15.9  to  16.1;  in  France,  from   10.6  to  13.3;  and  In  Italy    from 


1 1.4  to  21.7. 


Here  then  In  brief  Is  the  situation  of  American  manufacturing- 
'"T  costs  shrinking,  physical  output  greater  than  ever,  profits  higher 
ever,  the  home  market  already  nearly  97  per  cent  in  the  hands  of 
domestic  manufacturers,  exports  increasing  rapidly,  especlaUy  the  ex- 
p>»rta  of  finished  manufactures.  Imports  (especially  imports  of  finished 
n  anufactures)  decreasing  in  value  during  the  last  several  years  our 
sliare  in  the  export  trade  of  the  world  greater  than  ever.  Surely  this 
situation  Justifies  no  general  upward  revision  of  the  tariff 

Undoubtedly  the  consumer  s  interest  in  what  happens  to  the  duties 

manufactured   goods   is   much  lees   than  is   usually   assumed,    for   he 

already  been  pretty  completely  deprived  of  the  opportunity  to  buy 
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N«w  YoBK.  N.  Y.,  September  IS,  am. 
Senator  Dukcan  U.  FLnrcHut. 

Bemate  Office  Bvilding: 
On  behalf  of  our  large  I>^orlda  interests  may  we  urge  your  support 
toward  the  elimination  of  paragraph  300  (d)  of  the  pending  tariff  bill, 
which,  if  enacted,  will  mean-  the  breaking  down  of  our  whole  quarantine 
system  anil  again  leave  our  doors  open  for  a  further  Invasion  of  foreign 
Insect  pests  and  diseases  as  a  further  menace  to  our  great  agricultural 
and  horticultural  activities. 

F.  Rtnvcld  a  Sons. 
Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  Ppe«aident,  I  desire  to  have  inserted  in  the 
Recobo.  If  possible  Immediately  following  the  telecram  of  pro- 
test which  was  offered  l)y  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
FLBTCHKit],  a  letter  from  the  BecreUry  of  agriculture  of  Alabama 
protesting  against  the  same  amendment  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Florida  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  wa.«»  ordered  to  He  on  the 
table  and  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

Stats  or  Alabama. 

DEPABTMn?<T  or  AGBICCLTtBK   AND   INDCSTBIBB, 

Montuomery,  Beptember  U.  ma. 
Senator  Hroo  Bi.ack, 

Senate   Office   Building,   Wathinaton,   D.    O. 

Mt  Dt*B  Mb.  Black  :  I  assume  that  you  have  seen  the  amendment 
wWch  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  put  Into  the  new  tnriff  bill 
with  respect  to  quarantine  No.  37.  This  amendment  will  lessen  the 
authority  of  the  plant  quarantine  and  control  administration  and  will 
allow  quite  a  few  plants  and  bulbs  to  be  brought  into  the  United  States 
from  foreign  countries  which  are  now  prohibited.  The  quarantine  pro- 
hibiting the  entry  of  tliene  fruits,  plants,  and-bulbs  is  for  the  protection 
of   our   agricultural    interests. 

The  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  has  done  a  wonderful 
work  In  com  rolling  foreign  pests  which  have  entered  this  country  and 
also  in  keeping  foreign  pests  out  of  this  country  sines  the  plant 
giinranttne  act  was  approved  August   20,  1912. 

At  tlie  present  time  we  are  putting  up  a  v«Ty  strenuous  flfht  against 
the  Medltermossn  fmlt  fly.  and  shonld  this  amendment  be  psssed  fey 
Conffos*.  It  win  opto  our  6o*im  to  many  tnttrn  such  serioos  \>em\%. 

We  OMde  fl  great  flirht  h*rt  In  the  tkmihpru  Ntstes  scslnst  rtims 
r«u1l^r  Slid  It  Is  lum  ^neiSmWy  stimlnnte^l  This  wss  a  foreUn  pe«»t 
Willi  h  w««  lNip(fft«d ;  snd  tr  we  are  min  sIkrwMl  t«  tnnirm)  the  \»tntf- 
tst(/>n  </f  turtiun  rSum  fntiit  t»i«  tkls  tnmifj,  w§  U9  ItMIr  W  Imv« 
f«)itf««tk«. 


Mr.  FESS.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Bitbton]  Is  detained  from 
the  Chamber  on  account  of  iiltiess.  I  will  let  tliis  announcement 
stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  My  colleague  [Mr.  GixNiv]  is  necesi^arily  ab- 
sent from  the  city.     This  annouiicemtiit  may  .stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague 
[Mr.  Blainb]  is  absent  with  the  official  c<immlttee  attending  the 
funeral  of  the  late  Congressman  Kvale.  I  ask  that  this  an- 
nouueement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  McMASTEU.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague 
the  senior  Senator  from  S(»uth  Dakota  [Mr.  Nokbbtk]  \s  un- 
avoidably absent.  I  ask  that  this  annoonceiueut  may  .stand 
for  the  day. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Soiiaix]  is  absent  in  attendance  upon 
(he  funeral  of  (lie  late  Representative  Kvale. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]  and  the  Senator  from  Mh»- 
siasii^i  [Mr.  Sna'UEKS]  ai-e  ab.'ient  on  account  of  illnefw  in  their 
famlMefl. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Sixty-six  Senators  have  answered 
to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  among  the  independent  publica- 
tions of  the  United  States  Is  tlie  New  Republic.  It  oft«»n  con- 
tains articles  dealing  with  economic  and  political  questions  writ- 
ten by  persons  of  ability  and  character.  In  the  .\ugust  2^ 
number  of  the  New  Republic  appears  a  carefully  prepiin'd  article 
which  deals  in  a  rather  comprehensive  way  with  the  tariff 
question.  The  Senate  1«  now  considering  a  tariff  Mil,  and  pro- 
ponents of  the  Ul^joncelved  measure  attempt  to  Justify  Its  pro- 
visions increasing  tariff  duties  upon  manufactured  rommoflitles 
and  insist  that  higher  rates  are  needed  to  ke<T)  alive  man/ 
manufacturing  Industries. 

Air.  President.  I  a«k  that  this  niurainatlnK  article  be  read  for 

the  benefit  of  the  Senate.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICKR  (Mr.  VAUfocjamuj  In  th«  chair). 
Without  objection,  \he  artlclt  will  be  read. 
The  Cfal«f  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

{From  the  New  Republic  of  August  2%,  1920) 

f40  U^nvfMmviutim  Nsw  "Hnutfl 

When  the  Uonat  til  WepewMWitstlrsw  imsses  »  Uriff  Mil  fhsf  m'm\6 
raise  b««df«d«  III  ihitles  sM  would  irtsee  tiM  UrMI  •(  tke  Mgh*»fi  in>lnt 
Is  MV  Mtf  /MM  •#  MlieMl  srte<»»»,  M  Is  r^MoMMs  U  mtppmt  th»t 
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foreign  rasnofsctiires.  The  grcstest  sufferers  frmn  •  Mgher  tariff  on 
mannfsctured  goods  aie  likely  to  be  the  manufacturers  themselves  snd 
their  employees.  If  American  business  men  were  less  provinclally 
minded,  if  they  were  in  the  haWt  of  paying  more  attention  to  exports 
snd  less  to  imports,  this  would  be  apparent  to  them.  Onr  exports  of 
manufactured  goods  are  68  per  cent  more  than  our  Imports  and  they 
are  growing  rapidly,  whereas  our  Imports  are  remaining  practicaUy 
stationary.  As  far  as  mannfactnred  goods  are  concerned,  onr  markets 
at  f*ie  present  time  are  already  practically  closed  to  the  rest  of  the 
worid.  American  manufacturers,  in  consequence,  have  a  far  greater 
interest  in  keeping  foreign  markets  open  to  their  products  than  In  still 
further  closing  a  market  which  is  already  97  per  cent  closed.  In  order 
to  shut  off  an  inslgniflcant  trickle  of  foreign  manufactures,  is  it  good 
bu.sine8s  for  American  manufacturers  to  Jeopardise  their  rapidly  grow- 
ing export  trade?  Before  the  present  tariff  bill  waa  introduced,  the 
prospect  for  a  continued  increase  in  our  exports  was  probably  as  favor- 
able as  at  any  time  in  the  country's  history.  The  House  bill,  however, 
has  radically  changed  the  situation.  It  has  aroused  as  widespread 
and  as  determined  an  opposition  to  our  trade  as  any  nation  has  had  to 
face.  Most  certainly  a  general  upward  tariff  revision  would  substanti- 
ally  handicap  every  American  manufacturer  in  pushing  his  sales  al»oad. 
A  Presidential  veto  would  be  merely  a  kindness  to  business. 

Sdmnib  H.  Slichtul 

Mr.    KING.     Mr.    President,    corroboration   of   some   of   the 
statements  In  the  article  Just  read 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 
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Mr.  FESS.  I  wanted  to  ask  who  wrote  the  article,  and  in 
what  publication  It  appears. 

Mr.  KING.  It  was  written  by  Mr.  Sumner  H.  Slichter  Per- 
haps the  Senator  did  not  hear  me  state  that  it  appears  in  the 
New  Republic. 

Mr.  FESS.  That  is  quite  high  authority  for  statements  of 
that  sort,  and  I  think  the  Senate  is  under  an  obUgation  to  the 
Senator  for  having  the  article  read. 

^    Mr.  KING.    Knowing  something  of  the  Senator's  devotion  to 
'  protectionism  "  I  hope  he  is  not  speakhig  ironically 

Mr.  FESS.     No;  I  am  not.  *^         *  ^• 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  Joins  with  me  in  paying 
tribute  to  the  Independenc-e  of  the  New  Republic  at  a  time  when 
so  many  newspapers  are  not  independent  but  represent  special  or 
personal  interests.  *^      *  v^» 

I  am  glad  to  know  that  the  views  stated  are  gratifying  to  the 
Senator;  they  ceitainly  are  to  me.     I  am  always  glad,  to  learn 
o£   the  industrial   and   economic  development   of  my  country 
My  regret  is  that  our  ecfmomic  progress  has  not  been  greater 
in  view  of  the  vast  resoui>ee«  possessed  by  the  United  States 
Large  as  our  exports  are  they  should  Ix?  much  greater     With 
hundreds  of  millions  of  pe.;i.le  throughout  the  world  needing 
.fh^T     'tf  ^"k  a"^'ons  to  trade  with  us.  It  Is  unfortunate 
that  there  have  been  erectetl  barriers  which  have  prevente<l  a 
greater  expansion  of  our  international  trade  Uian  that  which 
has  been  attained.     With  wise  tariff  laws  and  sound  economic 
policies  our  exp<.rt.s  for  the  year  1928  should  have  been  In  value 
several  billion  dollars  In  excess  of  the  figures  Indicating  our 
exports   for   192a     As    I   have    stated,   with    our   unparalleled 
reservoirs   of  raw   materials,    our   agricultural    res<^»urees.    our 
me<'hani(«l  development,  coupled   with  the  genius  and  enercv 
of   the   American   people,   our   foreign    trade   should   be   much 
greater  than  It  has  been  at  any  i)erlod  in  the  past.     May  I  sne- 
gest  that  the  able  Senator  from  Oliio  ma«*t  draw  the  deducUcSi 

""^^.^J^'^^®  ^^**  '^  *^  unwise  and  Indefensible  to  now  de- 
mand higher  rates  of  duty  upon  manufactured  products  so  as  to 
further  materially  Interfere  with  our  foreign  trade 
.w¥'"'  ^^^^^^OS  of  Arkansas.  No  other  detluction  seems  pos- 
sible. I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  does  not  resent  that  kindly 
act  on  the  jiart  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  KING.    No,  indeed.    However,  knowing  the  conservatism 
of  my  friend  and  his  Interest  in  a  protective  tariff  which  many 

rnJ^I^Ir^^f  T^?  ^l  ^^^""^  ***  designed  to  prevent  exports  and 
international  trade,  he  might  not  approve  of  the  article  Just 
read  and  the  statements  therein  contained  which  concluslvelv 
prove  that  higher  durtes  are  not  needed  by  the  great  manufac- 
turing industries  of  the  East,  many  of  which  are  controlled  by 
monopoll.stlc  organizations.  ' 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  wlU  yield 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  would  approve  statements  of  fact  fnmi  what- 
ever sourte,  it  does  not  matter  what  the  source  Is.  I  only  rose 
to  say  that  I  hare  not  heard  a  statement  which  ought  to  please 
tne  i>eople  who  are  responsible  for  the  administration  of  the 
Government  more  Oian  this  statement  from  the  New  Republic 
■ml  while  that  does  not  mean  that  there  is  no  Industry  among 
all  the  industries,  Including  agriculture,  which  does  not  need 
Borne  additiunal  protection,  It  is  a  fine  statement  of  the  general 
situation  of  the  Government's  affairs.  1 


ke?notf^^S:*^!j.^'*!"*'  "^wnbering  as  I  do  the  able 
SJiSit  ^****  delivered  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  at  the 
BepoWlan  convention  which  nominated  Mr.  Hoover,  I  f t^^r  that 

Jhs?  ^^    '  *5^  ^^^  ^^'^^'^  •^*«^-    TlJe  statement  is  made 

fmri«j;   K^r^'^'^J^J^  ^"^^  °^*  """^ely  ^^o^  the  doof  to 

of  Z?nfaoi„S!?°'*  *^/.^  ^  ^'  ^'  •^"^  *«*«»  consumption 
of  manufactured  commodities  to  enter  the  United  States     I  am 

d"nH'°^  'k,^'^  ^*'"*  ^^^  Senator  would  be  gl?d  o  Se  tariff 
duties  so  high  as  to  prevent  any  imports. 

vi^d'"  ^vfi;.n!^°'  ^'*-  P*^J^^»t;  if  the  Senator  will  further 
yield.    Anything  we  can  produce  I  would  be  In  favor  of  having 

S^^r^o"'^'  ^'"Imf^  ^^^  "'"°y  ^^^88  that  we  can  not  prodm-e 
t^  ^  ♦*!  n"'*  f ^P^^^  *°  produce  is  concerned,  I  would  b<y  willing 
Ik  ^  totally  indei>endent,  if  we  could  be;  but  we  can  not  bf 
tnat     Therefore,  if  the  small  amount  of  imports  is  due  to  our 
great  productive  ablUty  It  is  a  source  of  gratifl<™ion. 

Mr.  KING.  Ot)viously  the  Senator  takes  the  position  which 
I  assumed  he  maintained,  namely,  that  international  trade  and 
commerce  is  not  to  be  d.^ired,  but  only  tolerated.  It  is  not  to 
be  encouraged,  but  discouraged.  We  are  to  export  our  surplus 
products  only  b^-anse  there  are  some  things  we  «in  not  pro- 
f^  f,f,  """t^-  ^^^^^^'•e  import.  However,  if  we  could  produ<«e 
Zu-  /i'*-'  "yt'^^  '*:^  consume-no  matter  the  expense  or  diffi- 
culty—then there  should  be  no  imports  and.  of  course,  with  no 
imports,  exports  would  diminish  and  finally  cease.  The  Sena- 
tors view  is  entertained  by  many  protectionists.  They  would 
prefer  to  have  no  intercourse  with  the  world.  They  would  re- 
sort to  every  possible  plan,  sound  or  unsound,  economic  or  uneco- 
nomic,  to  compel  domesdc  producUon  of  everything  that  i>o6.sibly 
could  enter  into  the  Uves  of  the  people.  This  view  poLtu^tes 
isolation  and  is  based  upon  the  theory  that  for  each  ^1  ion  to 
Uve  m  a  water-tight  compartment  will  be  attended  by  the  great- 
est degree  of  prosperity  and  the  highest  degree  of  felicity  Tiie 
Senator  states  that  it  is  a  source  of  gratifloatlon  that  our  im- 
IK>rt8  are  so  small.  Of  course,  his  gratification  would  bo  greater 
if  the  imports  were  stiU  smaUer  and,  to  be  logical,  his  graUfica- 
tion  would  reach  the  greatest  heights  if  there  were  no  imi)orts. 

oiJt'i:.^'^.!^^''.^'  ^u*'  '^^T'  ^^^^'e^'  is  uot,  in  my  o|.iui<>n.  con- 
sistent with  the  broad,  hberal.  and  progressive  si>irit  which 
should  animate  a  people  and  guide  a  nation  such  as  this.  We 
are  appropriating  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  to  build  shii)S 
to  carry  the  products  of  our  fields  and  farm.s  and  factories  to 
•n  ,«V^°*^-  ^  '^'^  exports  increase  our  domesUc  production 
will  likewise  increase.  This  means  the  cousumi>Uon  of  more 
raw  materials,  the  building  of  more  factories,  the  employment 
of  more  men;  the  larger  our  exijorts  the  greater  our  domestic 
production.  But  trade  is  not  onesided.  It  possesses  elements 
of  recipr«:ity  As  we  import  we  export.  Aside  from  the  mate- 
rial  benefits  from  trade  and  commerce,  there  are  cultural  aiid 
intellectual  and  moral  and  spiritual  values  which  many  believe 
outweigh  material  things. 

I  hope  the  Senator  does  not  go  to  the  extreme  of  contending 
that  he  would  prohibit  bananas  frtmi  entering  the  United  Stjites 
The  contention  was  made  l)efore  the  Finance  Committee  by  dis^ 
tinguished  Republicans  that  bananas  should  not  be  imported  in 
order  to  force  the  American  people  to  eat  more  apices. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  Senator  is  correct  If  we  could  produce  all 
that  we  needed,  I  would  be  in  favor  of  doing  so  I  feel  that 
that  is  the  indep^'ndent  position  of  the  United  States  I  do  not 
mean  that  we  ought  to  attempt  to  produce  what  we  can  not 
produce,  as  I  think  some  people  undertake  to  do,  but  what  we 
can  produce  by  American  labor  and  by  American  investment  of 
capital  I  think  it  is  sound  policy  to  produce. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  think  I  correcUy  Interpret  the  Senator's  posl- 
Uoo;  it  is  that  If  by  high  tariffs  we  can  absolutely  exclude  the 
importation  Into  the  United  States  of  all  comm<Klities  and  fon-e 
by  hothouse  metliods,  the  productiMj  of  everything  needed  or 
used  by  the  people,  that  coarse  should  be  parsued.  and  that  it 
would  be  a  wise  national  econtmiic  policy. 

Mr.  FESS.  No;  I  would  not  advocate  hothouse  methods  but 
I  would  say  that  If  there  Is  any  article  we  can  produce  to  the 
proporUons  of  our  demand  by  encouraging  Its  production  through 
protection,  it  Is  wise  policy  for  us  to  do  that. 

Mr.  KING.    Let  me  inquire  of  the  Senator:  Does  he  believe 
that  If  we  can  produce  commodities  cheaper  than  other  nations, 
and  thus  successfully  compete  with  them,  would  he  approve  of 
a  policy  that  would  pnAlbIt  importation  Into  the  I'nlted  States 
of  all  commodities  which  they  might  produce?     May  I  say  to 
the  Senator  that  our  manufacturers  are  producing  many  articles 
at  a  lower  cost  price  than  similar  articles  are  produced  abroad, 
and  It  ia  a  fact  that  American  manufacturers  have  sold  domes- 
OMlly  produced   commodities  in   foreign   markets   at  a    lower 
proe  than  they  were  sold  In  the  United  States  and  at  leveta 
lower  than  those  preralilDS  In  foreign  conntries. 
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Mr.  FESS.  We  wonld  not  need  any  policy  to  Interdict  it, 
becau.>*e  the  laws  of  economy  wonld  Interdict  it. 

Mr.  KINCI.  PerhaiNs  that  is  true,  but  there  are  exceptions 
to  any  general  rule.  There  are  undoubtedly  some  commo<lities 
being  Imported  into  the  United  States  from  countries  to  which 
we  are  exporting  similar  products.  We  haye  exported  some 
agricultural  comiuodities  and  have  imported  small  quantities  of 
th('  same  kind  of  onamodities.  We  have  at  times  .shipped  butter 
to  Denmark,  and  that  country  has  exported  butter  to  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  President,  most  of  the  arguments  of  extreme  protection- 
ists lead,  ultimatrfy,  to  the  closed  door,  to  the  embargo,  and  to 
the  Chinese  wall  and  the  doctrine  of  nonintercourse  with  other 
countries.  The  Senator's  view,  as  I  understand  It,  is  that  he 
would  erect  a  Chinese  wall  in  the  United  States  so  as  to  keep 
out  anytliing  that  can  pos.slbIy  be  produced  in  the  United 
States  even  though  In  so  doing  we  ralght  have  prevented  exports 
aggregating  millions  and  millions  of  dollars,  the  production  of 
which  would  furnish  additional  employment  to  American  work- 
ing men.  and  demands  for  larger  quantities  of  raw  materials 
and  <»emitlniHhed  pro<lucts. 

Mr.  FESS.  If  the  Senator  will  permit,  it  is  the  last  state- 
ment he  made  that  caused  me  to  comment  on  this  article,  where 
he  said  even  though  it  would  prevent  exports.  It  has  been 
statefl  all  along  that  the  pending  tariff  legislation  would  reduce 
our  exports.  This  article  shows  what  the  Senator  well  knows, 
that  our  exports  have  not  only  increased,  but  have  reached 
their  maximum  dimensions  now,  under  the  present  tariff  law. 

Mr.  KING.  1  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator  that  the  exports 
of  the  United  States  have  reached  their  limit.  The  vast 
resources  of  our  coimtry.  its  climatic  advantages,  its  unlimited 
raw  materials,  its  progressive  and  intriligent  people — these  and 
many  other  advantages  will  comwl  our  country  to  lead  the 
world  materially  and  otherwise.  Isolation  and  provincialism 
resulting  from  predetermined  narrow  policies  would  warrant 
unusual  criticism.  In  1920  our  exports  greatly  exceeded  those 
of  1028.  With  our  capital  and  the  advantageous  position 
which  the  United  States  occupies  physionlly  and  otherwise,  otir 
exports  ought  to  be  far  greater  than  they  are  at  the  present 
time.  I  think  that  with  a  \\1se  policy,  a  policy  which  I  should 
be  very  glad  to  have  my  Republican  friends  adopt,  our  exports 
will  materially  Increase  as  the  years  go  by.  As  the  European 
nations  and  those  with  whom  we  trade  Increase  in  prosperity 
and  their  wages  are  advanced  and  their  production  is  multi- 
I^ied,  oar  export  markets  will  expand.  As  other  countries  be- 
come more  prosperous,  their  productivity  will  Increase,  and 
their  wages  will  rise. 

As  wages  increase  the  purchasing  power  of  the  people  will  in- 
increase;  their  wants  will  multiply — and  as  a  result  there  will 
be  a  greater  demand  for  the  products  of  this  and  other  countries. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana  rowe. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  we  have  not  reached 
the  limit  of  our  exports.  I  assume  we  will  continue  to  increase 
our  exports  Just  as  the  purchasing  power  of  Europe  will  enable 
her  to  buy.    We  will  have  it  for  sale  if  they  can  buy. 

Mr.  KING.    And  the  Orient,  too. 

Mr.  FESS.    The  Senator  mentioned  1920.    That  was  the  maxi- 
mnni  of  all  of  our  exports,  of  course. 
--Mr.  KINO.    And  Imports. 

Mr.  FESS.  We  loaned  to  Europe  the  money  with  which  to 
buy  what  was  necessary  to  rehabilitate  her  after  the  war  and 
that  acvounted  for  the  tremendous  exports  of  1920. 

1  ask  the  Senator  to  permit  me  to  state  in  just  a  sent^ice 
what  is  my  theory  of  a  protective  tariff.  I  will  use  an  illustra- 
tion. If  by  a  ix>licy  we  should  adequately  protect  the  element 
of  sugar,  using  that  as  an  example,  so  we  could  increase  our 
pro«luction  to  the  point  where  we  could  satisfy  our  needs,  I 
would  not  hesitate  in  approving  any  reas«.mable  rate.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  by  adequate  protwtion  we  are  not  to  increase 
our  production,  it  raises  a  question  immediatdy  as  to  the  sound- 
ness of  the  policy. 

I  »lo  not  mean  to  say  that  the  suggestion  is  not  wise,  because 
I  understand  we  have  the  natural  res^mrces  in  the  way  of 
acrvage  lo  produce  a  good  portion  of  the  sugar  that  we  con- 
sume. If  by  a  policy  we  can  induce  that  production,  then 
through  home  competition  we  will  ultimately  reduce  the  price 
sonK'what  to  tlie  i-onsumer  l>elow  probably  what  he  would  pay 
tf  we  were  Importing. 

That  is  my  theory  exactly.  If.  on  the  other,  there  is  no  pos- 
sibility of  increasing  production,  then  I  raise  the  question  of  the 
wisdom  of  putting  on  a  tariff.  I  think  the  Senator  will  agrt-e 
that  that  Is  a  fair  proposition.  In  other  words,  Garfield  once 
said,  "I  am  in  favor  of  that  system  of  protection  which  will 
ultimately  lead  to  free  trade,"  and  I  think  that  is  a  sound  pi>licy. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senat<ir  is  referring  now  to  a  wise  state- 
ment, at  least  thought  so  by  some,  made  by  President  Garfield 
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vhen  he  was  discussing  a  tariff  bill  in  the  House ;  and,  of  course, 
he  Senator  has  in  mind  the  statement  made  by  President  Mc- 
kinley in  the  last  address  which  he  delivered  at  Buffalo.  He 
leclared  that  we  must  extend  our  foreign  trade  and  that  in 
)rder  to  sell,  we  must  buy.  His  great  address  was  a  plea  for 
vorld  fellowship,  for  international  commerce.  He  perceived  that 
our  exports  must  Increase  if  the  United  States -was  to  maintain  a 
>roper  place  among  the  great  and  progressive  nations  of  the 
■arth. 

Mr.  FESS.     Does  not  the  Senator  agree  with  me  that  what- 
(►ver  we  have  that  the  world  needs  will  be  purchased  by  the 
vorld  if  they  have  the  money  with  which  to  buy  it? 

Mr.  KING.  As  a  broad  generalization  that  is  correct.  It  is 
laid  that  trade  follows  the  flag.  As  a  matter  of  fact  trade  does 
lot  always  follow  the  flag.  We  have  no  treaty  or  treaty  rela- 
ions  to-day  with  Russia  and  yet  we  are  doing  more  bu.siness 
vith  RtLSfiia  to-<lay  than  we  did  when  w(»  had  diplomatic  rep- 
•esentatlves  in  Russia  prior  to  the  Great  War.  We  are  having 
noPe  trade  with  Russia  than  any  country  in  Europe  except  one, 
lot  because  Russia  particularly  desires  to  trade  with  us  but 
)ecause  she  can  buy  from  us  the  ci>mm< Kilties  she  desires  and  is 
ible  to  make  satisfactory  arrangements  with  some  American 
>roducers  ant'  manufacturers. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  rose  to  Interrupt  the  Senator  merely  to  express 
nv  satI.<*faction  that  he  rcqu(>st»Hi  the  article  to  be  read. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  KING.  It  was  my  desire  to  yield  to  the  Senator  fr<>m 
^lontana  [Mr.  Walsh],  who  has  been  patiently  waiting  for 
several  moments.  Will  the  Senator  from  Montana  indulge  me 
jvhile  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Certainly. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  suppose  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
ivould  like  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  when  a  tariff  duty 
8  so  high  as  to  be  prohibitive  and  an  Indu-stry  lu  this  country 
enjoying  that  degree  of  protection  has  by  combination  of  secret 
igreeraents  fixed  prices  and  is  charging  the  American  people 
'xcesslve  prices,  making  profits  ranging  from  25  to  50  per  cent, 
hat  those  duties  ought  not  to  be  reduced. 

Mr.  FESS.  No ;  I  would  not  hold  that  they  ought  not  to  bo 
reduced  if  that  situation  obtains. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  where  that 
situation  does  obtain  there  ought  to  be  a  rather  dra.stic  reduc- 
Jon  so  as  to  break  up  the  domestic  monopoly  which  resulted 
n  increasing  pric-es  to  the  people  and  enormously  and  out  of 
reason  enhancing  profits  to  the  producer? 

Mr.  FESS.  If  the  situation  which  the  Senator  mentions 
:omes  from  greed.  I  should  think  the  proper  procedure  would  be 
1  prosecution  under  the  antitrust  law. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  knows  that  such  pro.secutions 
lave  resulted  in  very  little  goo«l.  They  have  dissolved  the  old 
mist  and  the  integral  parts  of  the  trust  have  organisied  an«l 
hen  by  some  sort  ot  understanding  they  are  chargiuji  practi- 
;ally  the  same  prices  and  making  practically  the  .same  profits. 
We  must  legislate  here  to  meet  a  situation  which  has  grown 
ap  under  our  laws,  sometimes  the  result  of  an  improper  or  inade- 
luate  enforcement  of  such  laws,  sometimes  because  of  decisions 
)f  the  Supreme  Court  with  regard  to  those  laws.  But  where 
iie  condition  does  actually  exist  of  an  absolute  character  such 
IS  I  have  described,  prote<-ting  an  industry  from  foreign  compe- 
Ition,  and  that  industry,  taking  advantage  of  the  situation,  has 
jy  monopoly  arrangements  and  secrt^t  agreements  practically 
iruppressed  domestic  competition,  has  practically  fixed  domestic 
irices,  and  is  making  an  enormous,  an  unc»m.scionable  profit 
)ut  of  the  people  of  the  country,  then  that  is  a  situation  which 
«lls  for  a  drastic  reiluction  of  that  wall  of  protection. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  those  facts  are  not 
(|ispute<l — that  is.  not  suc<*e8sfully  contradicted.  In  other  words, 
iny  idea  Is  that  protection  would  give  the  opp<»rtunity  to  build 
ip  industry  and  then  through  home  competition  the  pritvs  will 
)e  reduceil  to  the  consumer.  If  there  is  any  agreement  by  pro- 
ducers to  defeat  competition,  that,  of  course,  destroys  the  prin- 
ciple of  protection. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  what  I  have 
iitated  has  resulted  In  some  instances? 

Mr.  FESS.     I  have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  hope  the  returns  which  we  are  about  to 
tsk  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  enlighten  the 
Senator  upon  that  subject. 

Mr.  FESS.    I  am  Interested  to  know  whether  the  Senator 
rom  North  Carolina  has  knowledge  of  any  industry  that  la 
(ioin^  that  thing  now? 

Mr.  SIMMi)NS.  I  think  I  could  name  quite  a  number.  I 
I  ihall  lie  glad  at  a  little  later  time  to  give  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
iiome  informati(w  upon  that  subject. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  glad  now  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
ilontana. 
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♦.  ^'*;.  f^.^^  ^'  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  rose  to  remark 
t Imt  the  initial  question  and  observations  of  the  StenatcTfiJ^m 

iZ  H^»i^  T'^^f  ?"  ^^^^''^^^  HUggesUon  of  the  unrehawStf  o5 
the  figures  found  in  the  article,  considering  that  theTrficle 
appear*^  in  the  New  Republic.  article 

J?.*"  KHr,^;  r?^^-  t^i^Went,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

„.x  irjor'jz^oS  '^'"^  ^"'"«  '^» "'"'  ^'«-> 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Ml-    FESS     Does  the  Senator  say  that  that  is  hig  inference 

M.    WAtl1/"rii^^  r*^^"  ^  ^^""^  the  question!  ^^""^ 

Ml.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  thought  so 

Mr.  FESS.    I  had  no  .such  thought  in  mind.    What  I  wanted 
to  know  was  whether  the  Senator  from  Utah  indors«l  th^stJt^ 

n'teS  "^Th'^fl '  '^  '  ^P"'  "^'^^  '^  eVTdently  unfri'end ly  tt 
protection.     Ihe  figures  given  I  do  not  questicMl  at  all    and   I 

"  Mr'wAlsir:?  If'  Senator  from  Itah'was  inio^i^'them. 
jir.  UALiSH  or  Montana      I  desire  tn  roma-b-  *k„7Tk 

meat  of  the  article,  although\tT!JVyTi'nVen  1^^!^' 
futiible.  Is  a  matter  of  very  lltUe  coi.sequence.     Thf  imwrtan^ 

x^  'tiSL**^''"^^''^  furnLshed  by  the  a^Ude.  ^^P^rtant 

.>ir.  t  KiSft.     1  agree. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  And  I  say  that  the  Question  nd 
dressed  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  bv  the  Senator  frnmnS?^ 
H^s  obviously  calculated,  if  that  was\o\the^xi^?e  J  Intend  o 
lm,w  .suspicion  upon  the  accuracy  and  reliabili^y  of  th(^  fill 
ires.  1  ask  accordingly  the  Senator  from  Utah  what  informa- 
tion 1^  can  gne  us  concerning  the  authenticity  of  the  figures 
and  of  the  sources  from  which  they  come?  "Kures 

vf'Vt  ^^^^\  ?^K  I^s'd**"f-  may  I  say' to  the  Senator  fn.m 
Montana  that  I  have  not  checked  all  the  figures  but  the  r? 
searches  made  by  me  duiing  the  past  few  weeks  In  the  Stati^icll 
Abstract  the  Tariff  Commissions  report.s  and  In  bundles  of 
reporis,  including'  those  of  the  Department  of  Corner^and 
the  cc-onomic  organization  created  by  I»n>sideT>t  Hoover  and  of 
i!^.r^.f  fhr'fl^  ^  "^  ^•halrman,  leil  n.e  to  accept  as  substantlallv 
correct  the  figures  dealing  with  imports  and  export.s.  with  r^ 
spect  to  the  productivity  of  the  United  States,  and  those  showing 
that  we  are  able  to  compete  wltli  foreign  countries.  Tlie  tables 
presented  in  the  article  just  read,  I  think,  are  substantlallv 
correct. 

^^'\.^,^^^^  "*'  Montana.    The  information   Is  such   as  i« 

I^n''J!i'^  'I«£^''^"   ""^   ^'^  ^^'^  Department  of  Commerce  and 
can  be  verified  or  rafifie.1  ea.sily  enough  bv  a  reference  to  the 

"^mTJ^ST"^  it**  ;^e  reports  Of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce. 
Mr.  KING.     Absolutely. 

Mr  FESS.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  correct  the  impression 
which  mj  quesUon  apparently  made  upon  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
If^-f',  It  makes  the  same  impres.slon  upon  other  Senators  that 
it  did  on  the  Senator  from  Utah.  I  am  satLsfled.  I  meant  to 
intimate  no  feeling  of  suspicion  as  to  the  fl-iires.  On  the  other 
hand.  I  thought  the  figures  were  only  those  which  had  been 
given  out  heretofore  and  printed  in  a  publication  that  is  un- 
friendly to  the  protective  tariff  and  to  our  claim  that  the  country 
is  fairly  prospen.-us.  I  did  not  mean  to  throw  any  suspicion 
upon  the  authenticity  of  the  figures  at  all.  suspicion 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  when  the  Senator  first  spoke  I 
confess  that  I  supposed  he  was  si)eaking  irordcally  in  payin''  a 
meed  of  praise  to  an  Independent  journal  like  the  New  R«n)nbTlc 
?"-,1 ,  £**'l  fortified  in  the  posirhm  which  1  twk.  but  evidently 
1  did  the  Senator  an  injustice,  because  1  had  heard  many  of  his 
spec<hes,  and  I  knew  of  his  lifelong  devotion  to  the  cau.se  of 
protection  and  protectionism  carried  to  the  ntli  degree-  I  re- 
member listening  to  the  address  delivered  by  the  Senator  when 
he  presided  over  the  Republican  National  Convention  and  I 
remember  the  impression  which  I  g-ained  then,  merely  con- 
firmatory of  the  opinion  which  I  entertained  theretofore  regard- 
«mi        ?ll!i"/^''J."";Y'*  protection:  that  he  wa.s.  like  Ephraim, 

i^tl  l\'  ?.''*.. ^f  r"""'^  '■^^^''''^  t<^  *^^«  a'l  imports  from  abroad 
into  the  United  States  interdicted :  and  he  expected  that  we 
could  send  our  exports  abroad  to  all  the  nations  of  the  worid 
rioup^inT^^''"'^,  ^"  exchange  anything  from  other  countries. 
However  I  am  glad  to  learn  that  the  Senator  does  not  occupy 
hflt  J;^»*'»°^  «PO"  the  peak  of  extreme  protectionism  which 
heretofore  I  have  conceded  to  him. 

rin^iLf*???-  J^l  I*fesldent,  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah 
noes  not  intimate  by  his  statement  that  I  would  interdict  imports 
or  commodities  such  as  coffee,  tea,  and  other  articles  which  we 
no  not  produce.  If  the  Senator  means  U>  indicate  that  under 
my  theory  the  United  States  should  be  permitted  to  produce 
everything  that  it  is  capable  ot  producing  then  he  ia  stating  my 
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»t%5'^:Si^'  """^  '^°<'"'«  ««■*  «  t«.  but  It  „«.w  be 
u'r  ^i%    I  wooM  „<«  be  ,„  ,„„r  ot  that 

ri^L^ln\'^^''i'  ^^"""^  ""^^^"S  «n  "f^i-Pt  ^rom  a  statement  bv 
Doctor  Klein.  I  want  to  make  merely  one  observa  ion  hi  renif 

<'f  It  wsLs  that  he  had  hoped  (hat  with  the  tariff  rates  whS 
were  sufficient  to  develop  domestic  industrvther^  would  be  smh 
comi»etition  as  would  result  in  reasonable  wic^T  iTfnrt,!  ? 
there  was  too  much  gre«l,  and  It  r^Sft^TuX  doS  mn?' 
nf^actui^rs  raising  the  prices  to  unreasonable,  if  not  extmLrte; 

challenge<l  to  the  enormous  rates  that  were  r^rrii  h^  Vi  T .. 
confessed  that  those  rates  aaotd^^ouLn^^S^f^tuU^*'  ^h  * 
manufacturer  to  charge  the  Americat^^^p^  prieS^^^,^,"^,^ 
be  extortionate,  and  he  .said  in  substan(%.r  "  I^e^d  with  The 
American  manufacturers  not  to  exercise  the  power  whleir  /hi! 
dll  wdl  give  them  to  raise  the  prices  of  domX  c-omSdi  ^^ 
to  extortiouat^^  limits."  Unfortunately,  the  prayers  of  thi  Se,  ? 
tor  have  not  been  answered.  ** 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  has  overlooked  for  the  moment  a 
condition  with  which  I  think  millions  of  American  Se  arS 
familiar,  namely,  the  tremendous  growth  of  truste  anKnon^ 
lies  and  price-fixing  organizations  in  the  United  S^iteTwhl^ 

Tord'er'^il'fh'^  "^^"'^^^'^  ^-^^  P^^^'  P^»<^«  entifery?oo  h^it 
f?nn     f^f  ^^^  may  reap  illegitimate  profits  from  the  prostl 
tution  of  the  power  of  the  Government  in   their  bi>half     The 

cZiin'n  'fw  n'*'  ""'  ^■^,'^^  ^«^  «*^<*  »»y  '^^  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  as  to  the  result  of  the  suits  which  have 
been  prosec-uted  for  the  purpose  of  di.ssolving  trusts  Their 
constUuent  parts  have  been  like  snakes  which  have  been  dlvid^ 

two  TioL'utiTf^^  ^^*"^  "^^^  *^^"»  ^^'■'^^'  ^ntinui  as 
two  or  more  living  forms,  and  so  some  corporations  which  have 

1^"  '^'^.•'''^^  ^^  antitrust  proc-eedings  haVe  reii.corrM.rated    .?  • 
have  continued  in  their  constituent  forms,  and  have  becon^  a. 
powerful  asthey  were  before.    The  Standard  Oil  Co  is^n   U  " 

nLi'ioVJ^!,*'*^""^  '^^"y  ^^^^  ^^  Standard  Oil  Co.,  with  iS 
mtegra ted  and  cooperating  units,  Is  less  powerful  now  Than  it 
Z^^t  ^r^'i''  Z**.*^^  «°'^  ^^«<^b  was  Initiated  by  the  Government? 
It  is  infinitely  more  powerful  to-day  in  Its  ability  To  Z^roJ 
competitors  and  rai.se  prices  than  It  ever  was  before 

Does  the  S<-nator  believe  that  the  Steel  Tnist,  "through  the 
Steel  Institute,  of  which  it  is  a  member  and  which  it  domhiates 
does  not  t^day  fix  prices  or  that  It  does  not  indicate  the  Tevel 
which  shall  be  set  for  pig  iron  or  steel  ingots  or  scorelif 
finished  and  sc>mifinished  products?    I  think  it  Ls  a  facrthat  so 
called  inder^ndents  take  refuge  m.der  the  powerful  wings  of  the 
great  Steel  Trust  and  acc-ept,  as  a  nile.  the  rates  It  establishes 
Professor  Jenks.  in  a  work  pubUshed  in  the  past  few  months 
indicates  that  the  gi-owth  of  T^sts  and  moSoJ^i^  hj,  ^en  ^ 
gre«t  that  it  is  obvious  the  Government  cannot  control  tSem 
F^^eSS^oTSTrl!!:^'"^^  *^^'"-     ^^-  ^^"'  — r/'oJ^Te 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr  President 

fnJth!  V^f,,  ^S?'^^^^'"'"^-    ^^^  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
further  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

h«^L5'^'^-  ^  "^"^  y'*""^  *°  *  moment  Mr.  Woll.  It  appears 
has  become  a  convert  to  trusts  and  monopolies  and  Is  advocatiS 
the  repeal  of  the  Sherman  antltrtist  law  in  order,  obvl Jusly  to 
SlVn'ifJ^  """^  '^^  monopolies  which  have'^o^Tup  to 
the  United  States  greater  power  than  tHey  pos.sess  at  the  pZent 

I  now  yield  to  the  Swiator  from  Ohio. 
^iifl:  Z^^^:^.  M'-  President,   I  do  not  think  that  my  views 
differ  from  those  the  Senator  Is  now  expressing,  so  far  as  thJ 
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teggei-tiTeness  of  ttie  procednre  of  dissolving  tmsts  Is  con- 
ceriitxl ;  but  what  I  had  In  mind  was  a  question  as  to  whether 
the  trusts  to  which  the  Senator  refers  are  the  result  of  legis 
lation  such  as  we  are  now  considering  in  the  Senate.  In  other 
wr^rtls.  I  haTc  hoard  it  stated  that  the  protectiTe  tariff  builds 
up  trusts,  but  at  the  time  that  statement  was  made  I  noticed 
that  nearly  all  of  the  trusts  were  engaged  In  the  production  of 
articJes  which  are  not  on  the  protected  list.  I  do  not  think  the 
tariff  tias  anything  to  do  with  the  growth  of  tmsts. 

Mr.  KING.  There  is  a  diiference  o(  opinion  as  to  that.  Some 
of  the  ablest  economi8ti>  and  ba.slness  men.  and  some  of  those 
wbo  ttare  been  interested  in  the  trusts  and  in  their  formation 
have  admitted  the  effectiveness  of  tariff  legislation  to  develop 
trusts  and  monopoties. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr    Pressident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  North  OarvIIba? 

Mr.  KIN(;.  If  the  Senatr>r  from  Ohio  wishes  further  to  inter- 
rogate me.  I  will  yield  first  to  him. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  Se«iat"r  has  Just  quoted  my  per»jnal  friend, 
Dr.  Jeremiah  Jeaksw  He  agrees  with  me  that  the  solution  of  the 
probK-m  L«»  concentration  under  ojntrol. 

Mr.  KING.  May  1  .<»ay  to  the  Senator  that  when  I  was  In 
Russia  a  few  years  ago  leading  representatives  of  the  Bolshevik 
government  stated  to  me  that  trusts  were  inevitable  in  capital- 
iatlc  countries  and  they  looked  with  satisfaction  njjon  the  growth 
of  tni.st.s  in  the  United  States.  Their  view  was  that  within  a 
few  years  the  aggregations  of  capital  in  the  United  States  would 
be  so  great  and  powerful  that  substantially  all  production  in 
the  United  States  would  be  in  their  hands,  that  the  people  rather 
than  have  trusts  control  them  and  the  government,  would  take 
over  the  property  ot  the  trusts  and  eetatHLsh  a  communistic  state. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
further  to  the  Senator  frMn  Ohio? 

Mr.  KING.  I  wanted  to  yield  to  my  friend  from  North  Caro- 
lina, but  if  he  will  pardon  me  for  Just  a  moment,  I  will  yield 
further  to  the  8«iator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  FKSS.  I  think  the  Senator  will  agree  with  rae  that  com- 
bination of  capital  or  concentration  in  industry  is  the  trend  of 
modem  economics,  and  it  is  not  likely  to  t>e  changed.  I  think 
that  such  concentration  is  Inevitable  because  of  consequent 
efficiency  and  economy  in  management  and  production ;  but, 
while  concentration  Is  being  permitted,  it  is  quite  apparent  and 
obvious  tliat  we  must  retain  adequate  control.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  solution  of  the  problem  is  not  to  {Nroecribe  concentra- 
tion, but  to  permit  concentration  under  proper  regulation. 

Mr.  KING.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  that,  In  my 
opinion,  we  are  reaching  the  forks  of  the  road.  We  will  enforce 
the  Sherman  antitrust  law  and  the  Clayton  Act,  and  supple- 
ment them  by  more  drastic  laws  against  combinations  in  re- 
straint of  trade,  or  we  will  enact  a  Federal  statute — which  I 
should  regret  to  jjee  enacted — which  will  place  all  Interstate 
commerce  under  the  control  of  the  Federal  Government.  The 
Government  under  this  plan  will  seek  to  rt^jnlre  all  corporations 
engaging  in  interstate  commerce  to  obtain  Federal  charters  and 
submit  to  Federal  control  and  regulation. 

The  system  of  competition  in  this  Republic,  the  comi)etltlve 
sj'stem  in  our  industrial  and  economic  life,  must  be  inreserved  or 
powerful  bureaucracy  or  paternalism  will  assume  control  over 
Intei-state  commerce  and  regulate  it.  Mr.  Roosevelt,  when  he 
organized  tl»e  Progressive  Party,  indicated  that  the  Federal 
Governn^ent  would  ultimately  have  to  take  over  the  control  of 
corporations  engaged  in  Interstate  commerce. 

A  statute  providing  for  Federal  control  of  corporations,  for 
licensing  them  and  granting  charters  to  them,  will  call  for  fur- 
ther Federal  authority — their  regulaticm.  And  if  the  Govern- 
ment controls  and  regulates,  it  may  regulate  prices  and  condi- 
tions of  labor  and  all  activities  of  the  ci>rporations. 

I  think  the  wise  course  is  for  the  competitive  system  in  our 
economic  and  industrial  life  to  be  maintained.  Trusts  and 
monopolies  may  have  some  advantages,  but  their  disadvantages, 
in  my  opinion,  cotmtervail  all  benefits  which  might  be  derived 
from  thera.  We  should  enforce  the  Sherman  law  and  tlie  Clay- 
ton Act  and  prevent  monc^Mlies  and  trusta  from  controlling  our 
economic  and  Industrial  life.  The  man  of  limited  means,  the 
energetic,  active  business  man,  should  have  full  and  free  op- 
portunity to  establish  business  and  to  play  a  man's  part  in  the 
material  advanct^>ment  of  our  country. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Cartdina. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  has  passcc'  the  point  about 
which  I  wanted  to  ask  him ;  but  I  thought  perhaps  there  was  no 
finer  illustration  of  the  force  of  the  argument  he  was  making  as 
to  the  eflPect  of  excessive  tarilT  protection  on  prices  and  combina- 
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tions  than  the  situation  which  now  exists  In  the  dye  industry  in 
this  country. 

Mr.  KING.  Yes;  I  think  the  Senator  states  the  situation 
riuite  correctly.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  when  the  bill  was 
inder  conslderatiou  in  1922,  Mr.  du  Pont,  a  distinguished  citi- 
zen of  De.aware,  came  before  the  committee.  The  then  Seu- 
11  tor  from  Pennsylvania,  Mr.  Penro.se,  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, said  to  him,  "What  do  you  want?"  Mr.  du  Pont  said, 
•  We  want  an  embargo ;  we  want  a  tariff  so  high  that  nothing 
can  leak  in,  and  then  we  want  the  Sherman  antitrust  law  re- 
pealed so  that  we  can  combine  and  not  be  prosecuted."  I  shall 
lot,  however,  pursue  that  question  further,  because  at  a  later 
time  during  the  debate  on  the  tariff  bill  I  propose  to  discuss  the 
luestion  of  trust  and  mergers.  I  want  to  supplement  the  state- 
ment contained  In  the  article  which  was  read,  calling  attentlMi 
to  a  few  paragrairibs  from  this  moiniing's  Washington  Herald. 

Dr.  Julius  Klein,  the  able  head  of  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  and 

Domestic  Commerce,  stated  that  in  dollars  the  value  of  combined 

lerican   exports  and   imports   for  1929  will   be   ten  biUlonSi. 

n  the  eight  months  ended  August  31,  the  combined  trade  was 

539,000,000  greater  than  in  the  same  period  of  1928;  and  yet 

ur    Republican    friends    and    Mr.    Grundy    and    the    Tariff 

League — that  organization  that  hovers  around  the  Capitol  con- 

jtantly  to  aid  in  securing  high  tariff  rates — demand  that  there 

[nust  be  increased  rates;  and  I  saw  in  the  morning  paper  that 

Mr.   Grundy  is  dissatisfied  with   the   Senate  bill.     He  prefers 

the  House  bill ;  and  even  that  does  not  afford  adequate  rates, 

according  to  his  view.    The  same  Tariff  League,  as  I   recall, 

wanted  the  American  valuation. 

Exports  for  these  months  were  valued  at  $3,407,875,000,  a  gain 
of  $271,896,000:  and  the  imports  were  $3,016,942,000.    The  bal- 
ance of  trade  was  $390,933,000. 
Doctor  Klein  says: 

For  the  first  six  months  of  the  year  67  per  cent  of  our  foreign  ship- 
ments were  wholly  or  partially  manufactured  goods. 

Showing,  Mr.  President,  may  I  interpolate,  that  we  can  com- 
pete in  the  markets  of  the  world,  as  many  of  our  manufacturers 
are  now  doing,  not  merely  in  one  or  two  commodities  but  in  a 
great  number,  as  will  be  shown  before  the  debate  ccaidudes 
upon  the  present  tariff  bill. 

Proceeding,  Doctor  Klein  says : 

Since  in  the  laat  half  there  are  considerable  shipments  of  cotton  and 
agricultural  products,  for  the  entire  year  the  percentage  of  manufaeturt>d 
goods  will  t>e  about  60. 

This  steady  increase  In  the  percentage  of  fabricated  goods  Indicates  a 
healthy  condition  of  foreign  business. 

Mr.  President,  I  find  in  the  same  paper  statements  of  divl- 
dend.s,  increases  in  capital  stock,  watering  of  stock,  and  so  forth. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  Commercial  Solvents  Corporation.  I 
shall  have  something  to  say  about  that  corporation — the  Carbide 
Co.  and  the  Du  Pont  Co. — before  we  get  through  with  the  debate. 

The  Commercial  Solvents  Coriwration  Is  one  of  the  many 
beneficiaries  of  Schedule  1  and  one  of  the  great  trusts  in  the 
United  States. 

N«w  YOBK,  September  13. — Stockholders  of  the  Commercial  Solvent* 
Corporation,  at  a  special  meeting  to  be  held  October  3,  will  vote  on  the 
directors'  proposal  to  autiiorixe  an  increase  in  the  capital  stock  to 
3,000,000  sliares  from  250,000  shares  to  provide  for  a  split-up  of  the 
stock  on  the  basis  of  10  new  shares  for  each  present  share. 

An  extra  stock  dividend  of  2  shares  of  stock  for  each  100  shares  held 
has  Just  been  declared,  payable  October  1  to  stock  of  record  Sep- 
tember 23. 

Directors  liave  also  authorized  the  acquisition,  subject  to  stockholders* 
approval  at  the  special  meeting,  of  the  Commercial  Pigments  Corpora- 
tion, through  an  exchange  of  shares.  Commercial  Pigments  is  engaged 
tn  the  manufacture  of  titanium  oxide,  a  high-strength  white  pigment 
with  a  wide  range  of  industrial  uses. 

While  no  oflScial  statement  has  been  made,  it  is  understood  Commer- 
cial Solvents'  policy  of  declaring  stock  dividends  will  be  continued  on 
the  new  stock. 

Their  earnings  are  so  great  that  they  declare  stock  dividends, 
and  then  stock  dividends  upon  stock  dividends ;  and  that  has 
been  done,  as  will  be  shown  before  the  debates  are  over,  upon  not 
one  but  many  corporations  in  the  United  States  which  have  been 
and  are  the  beneficiaries  of  the  extortionate  tariff  rates  found 
in  the  Fordney-McCumber  bill. 

I  shall  not  put  into  the  Recx>ed  statements  which  I  have 
here  of  a  large  number  of  companies  d(*claring  greater  dividends 
this  year  than  ever  before,  showing  larger  earnings  during  the 
paj?t  six  months  than  dtiring  the  corresponding  six  months  in 
the  year  1928  or  1927 ;  and  yet,  in  the  face  of  these  indisputable 
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hllwh^  of  large  earnings  by  the  corporations  in  almost  every 
branch  of   ndustry  we  have  here  the  spectacle  of  demands  mZ 
made  for  increased  protection  upon  the  pn>du<ts  of  sXs  and 
*^r'^'  inanufacturing  institutions  and  corporatiU 
Mr.  President,  I  yield  the  floor 

inj'rf  tZbiir'"^"*^'''''-     ^''"  ^'^^  ^"'  ^<>°«""-  the  read- 

"  '^ile  TV  "^TS  ""f  J^.^  «"  "^^^  ^^"'°^'  b^^nning  on  page  337, 
Title  I > — Administrative  provLslons  "  t~e.vj  «.*., 

is  I'n  ^'^^^  ^r  ^^^"^""l^  if  ^  «"'*  amendment  to  that  title 
offer^^rT^  I.  ^""""^  ^^  ^'"^  amendment  that  was 

naee  •«nn!T°^.r^"5,  ""^  ^^  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  3.^9.  line  5.  after  Uie  name  '*  Virgin  Islands"  to  strike  mit 
-«nd  the  islands  of  Guam  and  Tutulla"  a nHnU  "American 
Samoa,  and  the  island  of  Guam."  ho  ns  to  read :  Americ.nn 

he  V,     .    '^.Th     ?  °'  '^'  ^°"*^  ^"''^'  "**P^  '^'  Philippine  Island" 
the  N  irgln  Islands.  .Vmrrican  Samoa,  and  the  island  of  Guam. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to 
^  Jhe  next  amen<lment  was,  at  the  top  of  page  340,  to  strike 

thi?\h?T"?  "^  «PP"««^r'«  decision:  Any  derision  of  the  appraiw^r 
that  the  foreign  value  or  the  export  yalue.  or  both,  can  not  li  satt. 
factor  ly  ascertnfned  shnil  1*  final  and  conclusive  upon  all  parties  in  any 
h^  ,1  'I  *  °:  ^"•'''"*  P^<'<**^'°8«.  and  the  value  of  the  merchandise 
shall  b.  determined  in  accordance  therewith,  unless  within  10  days 
aft.r  notice  of  the  appraisement  is  given  under  section  501,  the  con- 
slgnoc,  or  his  agen  .  filen  with  or  malls  to  the  Secn-tary  of  the  Treasu^ 
a  r.-que«  for  a  review  of  such  decision.  Upon  any  such  request  the  bZ 
ZrZ:^"  Treasury  shall,  after  reasonable  notice  and  opportunity  to 

/rr^*  *'''"'°°  °'  "'"  appraiser,  and  the  decision  of  the  Secre^ry 
of  the  Treasury  shall  b..  final  and  conclusive  upon  all  p^A^TaZ 

l^lTZlr  °:  ^"f'r*"  proceeding,,  and  the  value  of  th'T meTchandise 
shall    IK^   determined    in    accordance    therewith.     The    Secretarv    of    the 
Treasury   shall   upon    reaching  a   decision   immediately   notify  "the  con 
signer,  or  his  a^ent.  the  collector,  and  the  appraiser    thereof      In  any 
such  J  as...  the  period  within  which  the  consignee,  or  his  ^ent,  or  the 
collector  may  make  on  appeal  for  reappraisement  under  the  provisions 
of  section  501  of  this  act  shall,  in  Iie„  of  the  period  prc4cril^    S  15 
days  from  .he  date  of  the  decision  of  the  Secretory  of  th^Tr^^u^  \t 
the  docl«ion  Of  the  appraiser  is  affirmed,  or  if  t  J  decision  otZ," 
pral..er  Is  reversed    from  the  date  of  personal  delivery,  or  if  mall^  th^ 
date  o    >naiUng  of  written  notice  of  appraisement  following  such  r;ver 
sal,  but  in  no  caae  shall  such  period  be  less  tian  the  period  preJrlbei 

to  have  finally  waiveu  any  right  to  a  review  by  the  Secretarv  oTTS 
Treasury  under  this  subdivision  if  he  takes  an  appeal  foTJeTpnralJ^ 
ment  under  the  provisions  of  section  501.  I>roceedInM  unier  Jh.  T 
division  , hail  be  in  accordance  with  such  regu'Sns  ae  tbrSei"eUry 
of  the  T-easury  may  pr^crlbe.  oecreiary 

Mr.  SMOOT     Mr.  President,  that  is  the  valuation  section     On 
go  ov^"""'  ''  *^^"™'  ^""^'^  '  ««^  ^b"t  that  wS"^,ion 

S^'cfoIg'^F '^Th^fr  „'^/  ^^"^^°  "•'"  "^^  P«-^««J  over. 
Ml.  ijfAtWjK.    That  is.  all  of  section  402' 

tL  ^^?^^     y^'«-    The  next  amendment  is  on  page  367 
^ Jhe  next  amendment  was,  on  page  .367.  after  line  10,  to  strike 
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1)  Ihat  such  equipment  or  parta  thereof  ,.r  repair  parts  or  ma- 
terials were  purchased,  or  that  such  expenses  of  repairs  were Vcur^ 
la  a  foreign  country,  in  order  to  maintain  such  vessel  In  a  seaworS.: 
condit.ou,  or  to  repair  damages  suffered  or  to  replac^  equipm^r  da^ 

Zo  '"  ^T  ''°*  """^^  ''^^  ^'''''^''  ''  to  maintain  such  v"2ei  Zn 
unitary  and  proper  condition  for  the  carriage  of  cargo  or  pasin^^ers ;  o^ 

and  insert: 

e«n?ni.,^^'V'"''''  ^"^^  ''*'"*  '"  ^^^  '■^"'*'-  '^""'••^e  of  her  voyage  was 
compelled,  by  stre«  of  weather  or  other  casualty,  to  put  i^u?  Zlh 
foreign  port  and  punAnse  such  equipments,  or  make  such  replirs  to 
Jjeure^the  «^ety  of  the  vessel  to  enable  her  to  reach  her^rt  TfCin. 

So  a.«  to  read : 

iS^nfiidenc^'"'"''  "  °"""  "'  "''•'  ^''''  '^"'♦"'"^  ^"^^  "-^ 

eJ.!ii.'^"*K'"*'''  ^'""^^'  '''^'*  '°  ^^  '■^'"  «>""«  of  her  voyage,  was 

^T^^     .         PurchwHj  such  equipments,  or  make  such  repairs,   to 
■w^re  the  safety  of  the  veMel  to  enable  her  to  reach  her  port  of  destlna- 

♦•M^i   ^*'  '^^^  equipments  or  parts   thereof  or  repair  parts  or  ma- 
leruJs.  were  manufactured  or  produced  in  the  United  States,  and  the 


tabor  necesnary  to  install  such  eqnipmenta  oi-  ♦«  m.w-  ...  w 

performed  by  residents  „f  the  U^^tersutes   or  bv  mel^      7'*:'"'  ''" 

lar  crew  of  such  vessel,  then  the  LIT;  he  TrT^Trv  is'  a^Z" 

mr''  '*'r'""'*  ""^'  •'""^^  "«»  -"^l-  resL,  sliTi'^o  be  .able 
ehher  i!!^K"\""  "«'°*^  "  enrollment  and  llc^n.^e.  or  ren^wa,  of 
either,  shall  hereafter  be  i.«ued  to  any  such  vessel  un  II  the  cXitoI 
to  whom  application  i.  made  for  the  same  shall  be  Mt  IflTfrn™  ,h 

Mr.  FLETCnER.     Mr.  Pr«.l.lent,  I  should  like  to  I..ve  tlmt 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  wUl  a«k.  also,  that  that  go  over 
Jhe   VICE   PRESIDENT.    The   amendm^m   ,^,    be   passed 

^^^Tl.e  next  amendment  was,  on  iwge  371,  after  line  17.  to  strike 

r.l^il«'^'*^^'''"f.^V^^"'""*"'"'  "^"^  S^c'^tary  of  the  Treasnry  may  by 
regulations  provide  for  such  exceptions  from  or  additions  to  thj  Z 
quirements  of  this  section  as  he  deems  advisable. 

Mr.   SMOOT.     Mr.   President,   the  committee   felt   that   that 
authority  .should  not  be  given  to  the  Secretary  of  Se  Tr«isury 
ami  we  struck  it  out.    It  i«  the  existing  law  Area^ury, 

Mr.  KING      Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  inquire  whether 
under  any  of  the  previous  laws,  authority  has  1^^  ^MT^ 

u^^^^^^^  ^"""^i?^  ^  regulation  for  any  exc^ptioS. 

Mr   t'YS?^T  ^?'  ^^  President;  that  is  what  I  nay. 

Mr.  KING.     In  former  laws? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     This  was  put  in  by  the  House,  and  we  struck  it 
aSfhorUy.        "''^  '^'"^^  '^'  ^'''"''  ""^"^  ^«  ^  glveu°  thiJ 
nmetim^t  ^'"^•^'^^^-    '^^^  *»"^«ti""  ^'  on  agreeing  to  the 
The  amendment  wa>5  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  i^age  374,  line  1,  after  the  words 

from  the.    to  strike  out  "  Philippine  Islands  or  any  of  Ite^ier 

po».st^sion8  ••  and  insert  "  Philippine  Lslands,  the  Virgin  IsIancS; 

American  Samoa,  the  Island  of  Guam,  or  the  Canal  7x>ne '    m 

a.s  to  read :  ' 

(f)  Certlflcatlon  by  others  than  American  consul:  When  merchandise 
Js  to  be  shipped  from  a  place  so  remote  from  an  American  consulate  a« 
to  render  Impracticable  certification  of  the  invoice  by  an  American 
consular  offleer.  such  invoice  may  be  certified  by  a  consular  officer  of  a 
nation  at  the  time  in  amity  with  the  United  States,  or  If  there  be  no 
such  consular  officer  available  such  Invoice  shall  be  executed  before  a 
notary  public  or  other  officer  having  authority  (o  administer  oaths  and 
having  an  official  seal:  Provided.  That  invoices  for  merchandise  shipped 
to  the  United  States  from  the  Philippine  Islands,  the  Virgin  Islan^L 
American  Samoa,  the  island  of  Ouam.  or  the  Canal  Zone  may  be  cer«! 
fled  by  the  collector  of  customs  or  the  person  acting  as  such,  or  bv  bia 
deputy.  ' 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  amendment  is  a 
proper  one.  ••   «  a 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  quwtion  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment.  "6  w  i.ue 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  374,  after  line  18.  to 
strike  out :  ' 

(2)  A  person  making  entry  of  merchandise  under  the  provbiions  of 
subdivision  (h)  of  section  484  (relating  to  entry  on  a  duplicate  bill  of 
lading)  shall  be  deemed  the  sole  consignee  thereof. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  Insert  : 

(2»  A  person  making  entry  of  merchandise  under  the  provisions  of 
subdivision  (h)  or  (i)  of  section  484  (relating  to  entry  on  carrier'! 
certificate  and  on  duplicate  bill  of  lading,  respectively }  shall  be  deemed 
the  sole  consignee  thereof.  ' 

Mr.  SMOOT  Mr.  President,  one  of  the  Senators  asked  me  to 
^et  that  amendment  go  over.     I  therefore  request  that  that  be 

^JJie    VICE   PRESIDENT.     The   amendment   will    be   passi-d 

««3?^,-.^^^f  amendment  of  the  CcanmitK^  on  Finance  wa*.,  on 
page  3i5^  ine  (J,  after  the  word  *'  in,"  to  *.trlke  out  "  subdivi-slon 
(h)     and  Insert  "subdivisions  (h)  and  (i),'  so  as  to  read: 


i 


*J 


m- 

■■'■%: 

W 

■■■■5. 

ir' 

^-"•, 

\- 

k 

i^ 

I 

3626 


CONGRESSIONAL  RE 


BBC.  4A4.  ■Dtry  of  Bcrebandtoc :  (•)  B«qaireia«ot  aod  time :  Except  as 
paroTidcd  in  MctioM  490,  498,  552,  and  553  and  In  gnbdlTlsion  (i)  of  section 
&36  of  tbU  act,  and  In  tubdiTisionfl  (b)  and  (1)  of  this  w<tron,  th«  con 
iijrnce  of  Imported  merchandiae  aball  make  entry  therefor  either  in  person 
or  by  an  ag^nt  aotitorlzed  by  him  In  writing  under  aach  regnladona  aa  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treaaiiry  may  preacribe.  Bach  (>ntry  shall  be  made  at  the 
eostomhouse  within  48  hours,  excluaive  of  Sundays  and  holidaya,  after 
the  ^ntry  of  the  importins  ycssel  or  report  of  the  vehlde,  or  aftifr  the 
arrival  at  the  port  of  deatination  In  the  case  of  mercbandtoe  transported 
ta  bond,  nnlees  the  collector  authorises  in  writing  a  longer  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tbat  goes  with  the  othor  amendment.  Mr. 
Prpsldont.  All  of  the  amendments  to  that  section  shonld  be 
pa.»c«fHl  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  section  will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  think  the  next  amendment  is  on  pa{;e  396. 

The  r»ext  amMidment  was.  on  pajre  396.  line  18,  after  the  word 
"valnc."  to  Insert  "or";  In  line  20.  after  the  word  "of."  to 
strike  oat  "  Talno,  or  (3)  the  appraisement  Is  made  on  a  basis 
of  ralue  difTeivnt  from  the  basi«  of  value  stated  In  the  entry. 
Sahject  to  the  provisions  of  sabdivision  (b)  of  section  402  of 
this  act  (rrtafinj:  t"  review  of  the  apprai.«<er'H  derJ.«ion  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Trea.snry),  the"'  and  insert  the  words  "value. 
The  •■ ;  and  <»n  pa<re  397,  lino  25.  after  the  word  "  con.«ni!s."  to 
strike  out  "  special  "  and  insert  "  customs,"  so  as  to  read : 

Fac.  501.  Notice  of  appraJaement — S(«ppraisement :  The  collector 
•hall  RiTc  written  notice  of  appraisement  to  the  confAgntie,  bia  agent, 
or  bis  attorney,  if  (1)  the  appraised  value  Is  higher  than  the 
entTed  ralue.  or  (2)  a  change  in  the  classlflcatlon  of  the  mercfaan- 
dlw  results  from  the  appraiser'!  determination  of  value.  The  de- 
rision of  the  appraiser  shall  N<  final  and  conrlnstre  upon  all  parties 
OBless  a  written  appeal  for  a  reappralacment  la  filed  with  or  mailed 
to  the  rnlted  States  Customg  Court  by  the  collector  within  60  days 
after  the  date  of  the  appraiser's  report,  or  flird  by  the  conalcnee  or  his 
aif«rt  with  the  collector  within  30  days  after  the  date  of  personal 
dt-llvery,  or  if  mailed  the  date  of  malting  of  written  notice  of  appraise- 
ment to  the  consixnee,  his  agent,  or  his  attorney.  No  such  appeal 
filed  by  the  conaignee  or  his  agrnt  shall  be  deemed  valid,  unless  he  has 
complied  with  all  the  provlaions  of  this  act  relating  to  the  entry  snd 
appraisement  of  surb  merchandise.  E^ery  such  appeal  shall  be  trans- 
mittefl  with  tbe  entry  and  the  accompanying  papers  by  the  collector 
to  the  United  States  Cu.stoma  Court  and  shall  be  assigned  to  one  of 
the  Judg«>s.  who  simil,  after  affording  the  parties  an  opportunity  to  be 
iMard.  determine  the  dutiable  value  of  the  merchandise.  Reaaonable 
BOtice  shall  be  given  to  tbe  importer  and  to  tbe  person  deaignated  ta 
represent  the  Government  In  arjch  proceedings  of  the  time  and  plaee 
of  the  hearing,  at  which  the  parties  and  their  attorneys  shall  have  an 
opptTtuuity  to  introduce  evidence  and  to  hear  and  cross-examine  the 
witnesaea  of  the  other  party  and  to  inapect  all  aampien  and  all  papers 
•dotltted  or  offered  as  evidence.  In  finding  such  value  affidavits  and 
d<>positions  of  persons  whose  attendance  can  not  reasonably  be  had, 
price  tista  Hud  catalogues,  reporta  or  depositions  of  consols,  customs 
ain-nts.  collectors,  appralat-rs,  assistant  appraisers,  examiners,  and  other 
officers  of  the  Government  may  be  admitted  In  evidence.  Copies  of 
official  documents,  when  certified  by  an  official  duly  authorised  by  tbe 
Secretary  of  tbe  Treasury,  may  be  admitted  in  erldeoee  with  the  aame 
force  snd  effect  as  original  documents.  The  valoe  found  by  the  ap- 
praiser shall  be  presumed  to  be  the  vsloe  of  the  merchandise  and  the 
burden  shall  rest  upon  the  party  who  challenges  ita  correctness  to 
prove  otherwlae. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  I  ought  to  ask  that  tbl.s  amendment  go 
over.  l>ecau.se  it  has  reference  to  the  valuation  section. 

Mr.  KING.    Yes. 

Mr    SIMMONS.     Wliat  Ls  the  number  of  It? 

Mr.  SMCwyr.  It  Is  on  page  396,  section  501,  "Notice  of  ap- 
praitiemenL"  If  we  agreed  upon  the  valuation  as  we  reported 
It,  then  I  should  ask  to  have  tliis  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING.     I^  it  Ko  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  let  It  go  over,  Mr.  President. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  pnssed 
over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  next  amendment  is,  In  section  501,  on  page 
397.  line  25,  to  strike  out  the  word  "special"  and  Insert  n 
Uen  thereof  tbe  word  "custonwi,"  because  those  referred  to  are 
custom.*!  agents,  and  we  want  them  to  remain  as  customs  agents 
and  not  to  be  known  as  spe<'ial  agents^  to  be  used,  perhaiM,  in 
other  lines  of  work 

Mr.  KING.  Other  persons  who  are  in  the  classified  service 
are  known  as  customs  agents,  are  they  not? 

Mr  SMOOT.  Yes.  If  we  were  going  to  sj>enk  ot  them  we 
wouhl  call  them  custom**  agents  and  not  special  agents. 

Mr,  KINO.  There  was  no  pnrp«»se  to  introduce  into  the  serv- 
ice persoii.s  who  were  not  now  under  the  law  qualified  for  vhat 
duty? 

Mr  SMOOT.  Not  at  all ;  and  I  wanted  it  to  be  so  that  these 
agents  oouid  not  be  used  for  anything  other  than  customs  serv- 
ice.   Therefore  the  word  "  customs  "  ought  to  be  used. 
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1  r.  KING.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  with  respect  to  the 
uex  ;  amendment,  on  lines  10  to  17,  that  I  have  a  numt)er  of 
am<  ijdm*-nt.s  to  that.  If  we  are  going  to  give  Uie  labor  unions 
tbe  opportunity  to  be  litigants  I  want  the  consumers'  unions 
an<]  all  the  guilds  and  the  Woman's  Christian  Temperance 
Uni  on 

Mr    SMOOT.     And  prohibitioui.sts. 

1  r.  Kl-NG.  And  pn>hibitiunists  and  farmer?^,  and  everybo<ly 
els< ,  a  chance  to  a[)pear.  If  tbe  Government  is  going  to  abdi- 
cate Its  authority  to  control  Its  own  litigation  and  collect  Its 
own  taxes,  I  want  everybody  to  have  a  chance  to  api)ear;  so  I 
ha^e  .several  amendment"*. 

3i  r.  SMOOT.  I  am  going  to  ask  that  that  amendment  go 
over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
ani(  ndment  at  the  bottom  of  page  307,  line  25,  to  strike  out  the 
woid  "special"  and  to  insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  word  "  cu.s- 
ton  8." 

Ihe  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

1  lie  next  amendment  was,  in  section  .TOl,  on  page  398,  after 
llii«  9,  to  ln.sert : 

III  all  proceedlniini  instituted  under  this  section  an  American  manu- 
facturer, producer,  or  wholesaler,  or  a  n-prcsentatlve  of  an  American 
labor  organisation  or  Iat>or  association  shall,  with  the  permission  of  the 
coQit,  granted  in  its  discretion,  hare  the  right  to  appear,  to  offer  evl- 
denre,  to  cross-examine  wltneas«-fl  and  to  be  heard,  as  a  party  in 
Interest,  under  such  rules  as  the  L'ntted  States  Customs  Court  may 
prrt  t-rlbe. 

Ihe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  wUl  be  passed 
over. 

1  he  nex:  amendment  was,  in  section  501,  on  page  399,  line  8, 
after  the  word  "  to,"  to  strike  out  "  the  consi;,Miee,  or  lils  agent 
or  ittomey,  or  filed  by  the  confilgnee,  or  his  agent  or  attorney, 
wit  1  the  collector,  by  whom  the  same  shall  be  forthwith  for- 
wa  (led  to  the  United  States  Customs  Court,"  and  insert 
"  ei  ch  of  the  parties  In  Interest,  or  his  agent  or  attorney,  or 
tile  1  by  any  party  In  interest,  or  his  agent  or  attorney,  with  the 
col  ector,  and  a  copy  mailed  to  each  of  the  other  parties  in 
lnt(  rest,  or  his  agent  or  attorney.  Upon  receipt  of  any  such 
apilicatlon  the  collector  shall  forthwith  forward  the  same  to 
the  United  States  Cu.stoms  Court." 

y.T.  GEORGE.  Let  that  go  over  also.  It  is  a  part  of  the 
oth;r  amendment. 

5  T.  SMOOT.     That  w  ill  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  parsed 
ove  r. 

Ihe  next  amendment  was,  in  section  501,  on  page  399,  line  25, 
to  I  trike  out  "  either  "  and  Insert  "  any." 

A  r.  SMOOT.  Perhaps  we  ha«l  l)etter  let  that  go  over,  because 
it  I  i  in  connection  with  the  other  subject. 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  pas.<*d  over. 

The  next  amendment  wa.s,  cm  page  401,  after  line  8,  to  strike 
out: 

8  EC.  503.  Time  for  appraiser's  return  :  The  appraiser  shall  mport  tbe 
valte  of  the  merchandise  to  the  collector  within  120  days  after  the  date 
of  entry  thereof;  except  that  the  Secretary  of  the  I'rcaaury  may,  upon 
appi  Icatlon  in  any  caac,  grant  such  extension  of  time  aa  he  may  deem 
necessary. 

r.  KINO.     Mr.  President 

r.  SMOOT.     I  can  make  a  statement  as  to  this  amendment 
unl^s  the  Senator  wants  to  have  It  go  over. 

A  r.  KING.  I  will  be  glad  to  hear  the  Senator's  statement. 
Tin  Senator  will  recall  that  there  is  a  good  deal  of  objection  to 
tha    provlsiou. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  will  make  a  brief  statement  about  It 

T  le  bill  as  It  passed  the  Hou.se  contained  a  new  provision  re- 
quli  ing  that  the  appraiser  rejwrt  the  value  of  the  merchandise 
wit  lin  120  days  after  entry,  unless  a  longer  time  should  be 
allowed  by  the  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury  In  any  particular  cat;e. 
Th€  committee  was  advised  that  the  cases  In  which  a  proper  in- 
vesi  igution  and  rei>ort  of  value  can  not  ha  made  within  120  days 
maj  be  so  numerous  as  to  render  the  provi^on  inadvisable.  The 
am(  ndment  In  lines  18  and  19  on  page  401  are  to  conform  to 
the  al>ove  amendment  as  is  the  amendment  on  page  402.  lines 
12  1 1>  20. 

T  lis  would  .simply  restore  the  existing  law.  There  are  cases 
wh«  re  it  would  be  absolutely  Iniposisible  to  handle  the  matters 
in  20  days.  There  has  been  n<»  abuse,  it  has  been  rep^irted 
to  IS,  and  I  think  both  sides,  the  importer  and  the  American 
mar  ufactnrw,  thought  that  tliere  was  no  necessity  for  it  at  all, 
and  it  would  only  create  trouble  if  we  agreed  to  tlie  House 
pro'  i.sion. 

M  r.  KING.  Mr.  President,  my  recollection  is  that  a  number 
of  'vitiies.seH  before  the  Finance  Committee  made  some  com- 
plaint about  the  long  time  eJapsing  after  the  goods  had  been 
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landed  before  they  could  ascertain  the  duties  which  they  were 
coinpeiled  to  pay,  and  in  the  meantime,  not  knowing  the  duties 
which  they  would  have  to  pay,  Uiey  were  unable  to  fix  the 
prices  for  the  articles  which  they  had  to  sell.  They  said  that 
If  there  was  not  some  limitation  upon  the  time  within  which 
the  duties  were  to  be  fixed,  it  would  be  an  obstacle  to  their 
disposition  of  the  goods  which  they  had  lm)ught  Into  the  United 
States,  and  possibly  the  c^)portunity  to  sell  them  would  be 
gone,  and  it  would  be  a  very  serious  situation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  was  one  witness  who  called  attention  to 
that,  but  the  department  said  that  in  some  cases  It  would  be 
almost  impossible  to  handle  It  within  120  days.  There  are  not 
so  many  questions  whif4i  arise  which  would  require  more  than 
just  an  ordinary  time,  but  when  there  Is  a  question  of  classifica- 
tion, a  question  of  valuation,  a  question  of  time,  when  there  is  a 
new  class  of  goods  being  imported,  one  with  which  no  one  is 
acquainted,  the  department  feels  that  a  limitation  within  120 
days  w(»uld  work  a  hardship  not  only  on  the  Government  in  some 
cases,  perhaps,  with  an  arbitrary  ruling,  but  against  the  im- 
p«irter  as  well. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  would  like  to  a.sk  the  Senator  If  the  depart- 
ment has  considered  the  propriety  of  fixing  any  limitation  of 
time  within  which  they  must  establish  the  facta? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  the  department  feels  that  the  existing  law, 
in  which  there  is  no  limitation,  has  worked  well  Indeed,  and 
there  are  only  a  very  few  such  cases.  I  know  the  Senator  will 
rememl»er  that  the  representative  of  the  Government  from  the 
Department  of  Justice,  I  believe,  called  attention  to  one  or  two 
such  cases. 

Mr.  KING.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  ainendmetit  being  adopted  now,  with  the  understanding  that 
if  upon  further  information  any  Senator  desires  to  reopen  this 
section,  that  may  be  done. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  general  understanding 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fkss  in  the  chair).  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  401,  liiie  15,  to  strike  out 
"  504  "  and  Insert  "  503,"  and  on  line  15,  In  the  subhead,  to  strike 
out  "504"  and  insert  "503,"  and  in  line  18,  after  the  word 
"in,"  to  strike  out  "subdivisions  (b)  and  (c)"  and  insert 
" sulnli vision  (b),"  so  as  to  read: 

Snc.  503.  Dutiable  ralue:  (a)  General  rule:  Except  as  prorlded  In 
section  562  of  this  act  (relating  to  withdrawal  from  manipulating  ware- 
houses) and  in  subdivision  (b)  of  this  section,  the  basis  for  the  assess- 
ment of  duties  on  imported  merchandise  subject  to  ad  valorem  rates 
of  duty  shall  be  the  entered  value  or  the  final  appraised  value,  whlche\t>r 
la  higher. 
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The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  402,  line  3,  after  the  word 
"  re-reappraisement"  to  strike  out  "  or  on  request  for  review  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  bjisis  of  vplue  "  ;  In  Une  7,  after 
the  word  "  re-reappraiseraent,"  to  strike  out  "  or  on  such  review 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  "  ;  and  in  line  9,  aft«-  the  word 
"  faith,"  to  strike  out  "  after  due  diligence  and  inquiry  on  his 
part,"  so  as  to  read : 

(b)  Entries  pending  reappraisement :  If  the  Importer  certifies  at  the 
time  of  entry  that  he  haa  entered  the  merchandise  at  a  ralue  higher 
than  the  value  aa  defined  In  this  act  because  of  advancea  by  the 
appraiser  in  similar  cases  then  pending  on  appeal  for  reappraisement  or 
re-reap pralsemcnt,  and  if  the  importer's  contMitlon  In  such  pending 
caaes  shall  subsequently  be  sustained,  wholly  or  in  part,  by  a  final 
decision  on  reappraisement  or  re-reappralsement,  and  if  it  shall  appear 
that  such  action  of  the  Importer  on  entry  was  taken  In  good  faith,  the 
collector  shall  liquidate  the  entry  In  accordance  with  the  final  appraise- 
ment. « 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  PresldMit,  this  amendment  depends  uptxi 
the  valuation  section,  and  pertiaps  we  had  better  let  it  go  over 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  amendment  will  go  over. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  402,  after  line  11,  to 
strike  out: 

(c)  Failure  •■.  appraiser  to  make  return:  If,  In  the  case  of  uer- 
cfaandise  for  which  entry  is  made  after  this  act  becomes  effective,  the 
appraiser  fails  to  report  the  value  to  the  collector  within  the  period 
prescribed  by  law,  the  entered  value  shall  be  deemed  the  final  appraised 
value:  except  that  In  the  case  of  an  entry  under  subdivision  (b)  of 
this  section,  the  entered  value  less  the  amount  added  In  the  entry 
because  of  advances  by  tbe  appraiser  in  similar  caaes,  shall  be  deemed 
the    final    appraised    value. 

Mr  SMOOT.  This  simply  conforms  to  sectltm  503,  and  we 
will  agree  to  this  with  the  understanding,  as  the  Senator  has 
said,  that  if  any  Senator  shall  ask  for  a  reconsideration,  it  may 
be  granted,  J 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  * 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

"r^"  f!?,*'"!f1"/^.'l  "^^^  on  "page  402,  line  21,  to  strike  out 
(d)     and  insert     (c). 

The  ameodmeut  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendmetit  was,  in  section  504,  on  i«ge  403   line  L 

to  insert  the  subhead  "  Sec  604.  Coverings  and  containers,"  and 

^nJXS""^"^  f  ""^  ^  '°  ^^^^^  ^"'  "^<^)   Coverings  and 
containers,"  so  as  to  read : 

SBC.  504.  Coverings  and  containers :  If  there  shall  |»  used  for  corer- 
ing  or  holding  Imported  merchandise,  whether  dutiable  or  free  of  duty 
any  unusual  material,  article,  or  form  designed  for  UHe  otherwise  than 
in  the  bona  fide  transportation  of  such  merchAndiie  to  the  United 
States,  additional  duties  shall  be  levied  upon  such  material,  arHcle  or 
form  at  the  rate  or  rates  to  which  the  same  would  be  subjected  If 
separately  Imported. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  508,  on  page  404.  line  X 

before  the  words  "  days,"  to  strike  out  "  10  "  and  insert  "  30  "  • 

!°,i^°®  ^'  ^f^*^ /^  *onJ  "  days,"  to  strike  out  "  10 "  and  insert 

..?X^'  ".?^  '5  ."°^  ^^  '^'"'^  **»*  "^^^  "period,"  to  strike  out 
lO^y     and  insert  "  30-day,"  so  aa  to  read  : 

(1)  Abandonment  within  10  days:  Where  the  Importer  abandons  to 
the  United  SUtea,  within  30  days  after  entry  In  tbe  case  of  merchandise 
not  sent  to  the  appraiser's  stores  for  examination,  or  within  30  days 
after  the  release  of  the  examlnaUon  packages  or  quantities  of  mer- 
chandise In  the  case  of  merchandise  sent  to  tbe  appraiser's  stores  for 
examination,  any  Imported  merchandlae  representing  5  per  cent  or  more 
of  the  total  value  of  all  the  merchandi-je  of  tbe  same  claas  or  kind 
entered  in  the  inrolce  in  which  tbe  Item  appears,  and  delivers,  within 
the  applicable  80-day  period,  the  portion  so  ahnndoned  to  such  place 
as  the  collector  directs  unless  the  collector  Is  satisfied  that  the  mer- 
chandise is  so  far  destroyed  aa  to  be  nondeHyerable. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  same  amendment  we  agreed  to 

that  is,  10  days  was  not  long  enough — and  we  gave  30  days  in 
relation  to  another  paragraph.    This  follows  out  the  same'ldea 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  514,  on  page  410,  line  25 
after  the  word  "  law,"  to  strike  out  "  such  determinaUon  "  and 
insert  "  in  aU  proceedings  instituted  under  this  secUon  an 
American  manufacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler,  or  a  repre- 
sentative of  an  American  labor  organization  or  labor  association 
shall,  with  the  permission  of  the  court  granted  In  Its  discretion, 
have  the  right  to  apiiear,  to  offer  evidence,  to  cross-examine 
witnesses,  and  to  be  heard,  as  a  party  in  interest  under  such 
rules  as  the  United  States  Customs  Court  may  prescribe.  The 
determination  of  the  c-ourt " ;  and  on  pjige  411.  line  12,  after  the 
word  "  be,"  to  strike  out  "  filed  "  and  insert  "  filed,  by  any  party 
in  Interest,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragrai^  read : 

Sec.   615.  Same:  Upon  the  filing  of  such  protest  the  collector  shall 
within    90   days   thereafter   review    his   decision,   and    may    modify   the 
same  in  whole  or  In  part  and  thereafter  remit  or  refund  any  duties, 
charge,  or  exaction  found  to  have  been  assessed  or  collected  in  exct'sa! 
or  pay  any  drawback  found  due,  of  which  notice  shall  be  given  as  In 
the  case  of  the  original  liquidation,  and  against  which  protest  may  be 
filed  within  the  same  time  and  in  the  same  manner  and  under  the  same 
conditions  aa  against  the  original  liquidation  or  decision.     If  the  col- 
lector shall,  upon  such  review,  affirm  his  original  decision,  or  If  a  pro- 
test shall  be  filed  against  his  modification  of  any  decision,  and,  in  tbe 
case  of  merchandise  entered  for  consumption,  If  all  duties  and  diarge* 
shall  be  paid,  then  the  collector  shall  forthwith  transmit  the  entry  and 
the  accompanying  papers,  and  all  the  exhibits  connected  therewith,  to 
the  United  States  Cuatoma  Court  for  due  assignment  and  determination, 
as  provided  by   law.     In   all  proceedings  instituted   under  this  secllon 
an  American  manufacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler,  or  a  representative 
of  an  American  labor  organization  or  labor  association  shall,  with  ths 
permission   of  the  court,  granted   In   its  discretion,   have  the  right   to 
appear,  to  offer  evidence,  to  cross-examine  witneases,  and  to  be  heard, 
as  a  party  In  Interest,  under  such  rules  as  tbe  United  States  Custom* 
Court  nmy  prescribe.     Tbe  determination  of  the  court  shall  be  final  and 
conclusive   upon   all   persona,   and   the   papers   transmitted   shall  be  re- 
turned, with  the  decision  and  judgment  order  thereon,  to  the  collector, 
who  ahall  take  action  accordingly,  except  In  eases  in  which  an  appeal 
.shall  be  filed,  by  any  party  in  Interest,  In  the  United  States  Court  of 
Customs  and  Patent  Appeals  within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pro- 
vided by  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  My  colleague  will  ask  that  the  amendment  go 
over,  I  think,  from  the  statement  he  has  just  made  with  respect 
to  the  labor  organizations. 

Mr.  KING.     Yes ;  I  ask  that  It  may  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTlCEa.  The  amendment  will  be  paas^l 
over. 
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The  next  amendment  waa,  in  section  51ft,  on  page  416,  after 
line  17,  to  insert : 

(ft)  Americao  labor:  Any  authorised  rppresentative  ot  an  American 
labor  oncanization  or  labor  association  stanll,  !n  respect  of  merchasdlse 
In  the  manufacture  or  production  of  which  members  of  rach  organisa- 
tion or  asfioclation  take  part,  have  the  same  right  to  eomplata,  appeal, 
er  protest  as  ts  ty  this  section  accorded  to  an  American  manofactnrer, 
prodiic«*r.  or  wholesaler. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  the  same  kind  of  amendmant ;  it  will 
go  over. 

Mr.  KINO.     Tea. 

The  r RESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
^?veT. 

The  next  amendment  was.  In  section  518,  on  page  421,  after 
Hne  11.  to  insert: 

All  fanctlong  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
appointment  and  fixing  of  the  compensation  of  the  clerks  and  other 
employees  of  the  United  States  Customs  Coort.  and  with  rmpect  to  the 
eflloial  records,  papers,  office  •qnlpment,  and  other  property  of  snch 
•ourt,  are  hereby  transferred  to  the  Attorney  General.  All  anexpended 
•mounts  allotted  from  any  appropriation  for  collecting  tbe  reTenue  from 
CDstoms  «Tail«blP  for  eapendltnre  by  tbe  SecreUry  of  tbe  Treasury  for 
the  paymrnt  of  the  salaries  of  tbe  Judges  of  the  United  States  Customs 
C«urt,  Indudiof  Judges  retired  under  the  provisions  of  section  518  of 
the  tariff  act  of  1922,  and  for  the  expenses  of  operation  of  the  United 
States  Customs  Court,  are  hereby  transferred  to  the  Department  of  Ju»- 
Uce.  tu  be  available  for  expeuditore  by  the  Department  of  Justice  for 
the  same  purposes  for  which  such  allotments  were  made. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Thla  Is  tlie  transfer  of  the  Ciistcms  Court,  and 
I  think  It  had  better  go  over. 

The  PRESID1N<}  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  go  over. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  521.  on  page  423,  line  22, 
after  the  word  "years,"  to  insert  "(exclusive  of  the  time  during 
which  a  protest  is  pending),"  so  as  to  make  the  section  read: 

Sac.  521.  Reliquldation  oo  account  of  fraud :  If  the  collector  finds 
yrobable  cause  to  believe  there  is  fraud  in  the  case,  be  may  reliqaidate 
an  entry  within  two  years  (exclusive  of  the  time  during  which  a  protest 
Is  pending)  after  the  date  of  liquidation  or  last  reliquldation. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  will  not  tlie  Senator  briefly  explain 
this  i»rovi»ion? 

Mr.  SM(KVr.  The  House  provision  authorizes  the  collector  to 
rellqnidate  witMn  two  years  after  the  date  of  liquidation  or  last 
rdiquidntioD  If  he  finds  probable  cause  to  believe  that  there  is 
friud.  The  ci>mmlttee  amendment,  in  lines  22  and  23,  provides 
that  the  two  jears  shall  Ijc  exclusive  of  the  time  during  which 
a  protest  is  pending.  Without  this  provision  it  would  be  pos- 
rible.  strictly  speaking,  for  an  Importer  to  make  a  fraudulent 
entry,  file  a  protest,  and  in  some  manner  hold  up  the  case  for 
two  years  and  thus  thwart  the  collector  and  prevent  him  from 
reliqnidating. 

Ti)c  ameudment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  427,  line  16,  before  tht- 
word  "  persons,"  to  strike  oat  "  8  "  and  insert  "  10,"  so  as  to  make 
the  sectJoii  read: 

Ssr.  f525.  Details  to  District  of  Columbia  from  field  service :  In  con- 
section  with  the  enforcement  of  this  act  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
la  authorized  to  Qse  In  tbe  District  of  Columbia  not  to  exceed  10 
persons  detailed  from  tbe  field  folt«  of  the  Customs  Service  and  paid 
from  the  appropriation  for  the  expense  of  collecting  the  revenue  from 
eostoms. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  simply  means  that  they  can  detail  10  per- 
•ona  instead  of  S,  and  it  is  necessary.  I  suppose  my  colleague 
has  already  recoguixed  that. 

The  PRESIDINQ  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  ameudment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  am^idment  was,  on  page  427,  line  20, -after  "  Sec. 
526  "  in  the  subhead,  to  strike  out  "  Merchandise  bearing  Ameri- 
can trade-mark  "  and  insert  "  Importation  of  merchandise  bear- 
ing American  trade-mark  or  patent  notice  prohibited." 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Let  that  go  over. 

The  PR£SIDU«0  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
©▼er. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  427.  line  24,  after  the  word 
"(a),"  to  strike  ont  "  Importation  prohibited  "  and  insert  "Mer- 
^andlse  bearing  trade-mark,"  and  on  page  428,  line  14,  after 
the  word  "act,"  to  strike  out  the  comma  and  "  unless  written 
consent  of  the  owner  of  snch  trade-mark  is  produced  at  the  time 
«f  making  entry." 

Mr.  KING.     Let  that  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tbe  amendment  will  be  passed 
©▼et. 
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Tbe  next  amendment  was,  on  page  428,  after  line  15,  to  Insert: 

(p)  Merchandise  bearing  patent  notice :  It  shall  be  unlawful  to  im- 
por  Into  the  United  States  any  merchandise  of  foreign  manufacture  If 
sue  1  merchandise,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  the  package  in  which  it  is 
inclDsed,  is  marked  or  labeled,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
•eel Ion  4900  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (relating  to  notice  of  patent  under 
the  laws  of  the  United  States),  or  any  act  amendatory  thereof,  supple- 
mei  tary  thereto,  or  in  substitution  therefor. 

[r.  KING.    Let  that  go  over. 

[r.  SMOOT.    It  may  go  over. 

he  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     It  will  go  over. 

*he  next  amendment  was,  on  page  429,  line  3,  to  strike  out 
"(d)"  and  insert  "(d),"  and  on  line  4,  after  the  word  "any," 
to  strike  out  the  word  "  such  " ;  in  line  4,  after  the  word  "  mer- 
chi  ndise,"  to  insert  "imported  in  violation  of  subdivision  (a) 
of  this  section,"  so  as  to  read : 

<il)  Injunction  and  damages:  Any  por»«<>n  dealing  In  any  such  mer- 
chandise  imported  In  violation  of  subUlvlsion  (a)  of  this  section  may 
be  »iJoined  from  dealing  therein  within  the  United  States  or  may  be 
reqiired  to  export  or  destroy  such  merchandise  or  to  remove  or  oblit- 
era  e  such  trade-mark  and  shall  be  liable  for  the  same  damages  and 
pro  Us  provided  for  wrongful  use  of  a  trade-mark,  under  tbe  provisions 
of  luch  act  of  February  20,  1905,  as  amended. 

!r.  SMOOT.     That  may  go  over, 
le  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  passed 
. 
le  next  amendment  was,  on  page  429,  to  strike  out  8e<'tion 
witli  the  subhead  "  Importation  of  wild  manuimls  and  birds 
m  violation  of  foreign  law." 

llr.  SMOOT.  I  can  make  a  brief  statement  on  this  araend- 
me  It 

'  'he  House  bill  contained  a  new  provision  prohibiting  the 
im  >ortation  of  wild  mammals  or  birds  unless  accompanied  by 
th»  certification  of  an  American  con.sul  that  such  articles  have 
not  been  acquired  or  exported  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  the 
cot  ntry  from  which  they  come.  The  committee  amen<hnent, 
pai  e  429,  beginning  with  line  12,  strikes  out  tbe  entire  stntion. 
Th  5  provision  partakes  of  the  nature  of  an  attempt  to  enforce 
the  laws  of  foreign  countries  in  respect  of  matters  of  their 
int  irnnl  policy.  While  it  may  not  be  proper  to  encourage  vio- 
lat  on  of  foreign  laws,  it  would  seem  to  be  beyond  the  proper 
pui  pose  of  a  tariff  bill  to  adopt  the  ameudment  proposed  by  the 
IJoLse  bill. 

Mr.  KING.     It  is  a  wise  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
tojhe  amendment. 

'  'he  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

llr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  tl»e  next  provision  is  Part  IV, 
"  1  ransportatlon  in  bond  and  warehousing  of  merchandise,"  be- 
gin iilng  with  section  551.  I  promised  one  or  two  Senators  that 
if  ve  reache<l  that  to-day  it  might  go  over.  There  are  amend- 
ments that  they  want  to  offer  to  that  section. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  will  go  over.  The  next  amend- 
ment of  the  committee  will  be  .stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  557,  on  page  435,  line  20, 
aft(T  the  name  "Virgin  Islands,"  to  strike  out  "the  island  of 
Guiim,  or  the  island  of  Tumila,"  and  insert  "American  Samoa, 
or  he  island  of  Guam,"  and  on  page  4.'if>.  line  8,  after  the  name 
"  V  rgin  Islands."  to  strike  out  "  tlie  island  of  Guam,  or  the 
islt  Qd  of  Tutnila,"  and  insert  "American  Samoa,  or  the  island 
of  <  }uam,"  so  as  to  make  the  first  paragraph  of  the  section  read : 

Sec.  557.  Entry  for  warehouse — Warehouse  period — Drawback:  Any 
merchandise  subject  to  duty,  with  the  exception  of  perishable  articles 
and  explosive  substajices  other  than  firecrackers,  may  be  entered  for 
warehousing  and  be  deposited  in  a  bonded  warehouse  at  the  expense  and 
risk  of  the  owner,  importer,  or  consignee.  Such  merchandise  may  be 
wltl  tdrawn,  at  any  time  within  three  years  from  tbe  date  of  importation, 
for  consumption  upon  payment  of  the  duties  and  charges  accrnin; 
theieon  at  the  rate  of  duty  imposed  by  law  upon  such  m)>rchandisp  at 
the  date  of  witbdntwal ;  or  may  be  withdrawn  for  exportation  or  for 
traj  sportation  and  exportation  to  a  foreign  country,  or  for  shipment  or 
for  transportation  and  shipment  to  the  Virgin  Islands,  American  Samoa, 
or  I  he  island  of  Guam,  without  the  payment  of  duties  thereon,  or  for 
trai sportation  and  rewarehousing  at  another  port:  Prodded,  That  the 
total  period  of  time  for  which  such  merchandise  may  remain  in  bonded 
warjhouse  sball  not  exceed  three  years  from  the  date  of  Importation. 
Meri:handi#e  upon  which  the  duties  have  been  paid  and  which  shaQ 
bav !  remained  continuously  in  bonded  warehouse  or  otherwise  In  tha 
cust  ody  and  under  the  control  of  customs  officers,  may  be  entered  or 
withdrawn  at  any  time  within  three  years  after  the  date  of  Importation 
for  pxportatton  or  for  transportation  and  exportation  to  a  foreign  coun- 
try, or  for  shipment  or  for  transportation  and  shipment  to  tbe  Vlrgla 
Isla  Qds,  American  Samoa,  or  the  Island  of  Guam,  under  such  Keffnlatloas 
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•a  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shaU  preacrfbe,  and  upon  such  entry 
or  withdrawal,  and  exportation  or  shipment,  99  per  cent  of  the  duties 
thereon  shall  be  refunded. 
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The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  section  562,  on  page  439,  line  18 
after  the  name  "  Virgin  Islands,"  to  strike  out  *•  the  island  of 
Guam,  or  the  Island  of  Tutuila, '  and  insert  "American  Samoa, 
or  the  island  of  Guam,"  so  as  to  make  the  section  read : 

Sac.  562.  Manipulation  in  warehouse :  Unless  by  special  authority  of 
the    Secretary    of   the   Treasury,    no    merchandise    shall    be   withdrawn 
from  bonded  warehouse  In  less  quantity  than  an  entire  bale,  cask,  box 
or  other  package ;  or.  if  In  bulk,  in  the  entire  quantity  imported  or  to 
a  quantity  not  less  than  1  ton  weight.     All  merchandise  so  withdrawn 
shall  be  withdrawn  in  the  original  packages  in  which  imported  unless, 
upon   the  application  of  the  importer,  It  appears  to  the  coUector  that 
It   is   necessary    to   the  safety   or   preservation   of   the    merchandise   to 
repack  or  transfer  tbe  same :  Provided.  That  upon  permission  therefor 
being  granted   by   the  Secretary   of  the  Treaaury,   and  under  customs 
supervision,    at    the    expense    of    the    proprietor,    merchandise    may    be 
cleaned,   sorted,    repacked,   or  otherwise   changed   In   condition,   but   not 
manufactured,  to  bonded  warehouses  established  for  that  purpose  and 
be   withdrawn    therefrom    for   exportation    to    ..    foreign    country   or   for 
shipment  to  the  Virgin  Islands.  American  Samoa,  or  the  island  of  Guam, 
without  payment  of  the  duties,  or  for  consumption,  upon  payment  of 
the  duties  accruing  thereon,   in  Its  condition   and  quantity,  and  at  Its 
weight,  at  the  time  of  withdrawal  from  warehouse,  with  such  additions 
to  or  deductions  from  the  final  appraised  value  as  may  be  neceasary  by 
reason  of  change  in  condition.     The  basis  for  the  assessment  of  duties 
on  such  merchandise  so  wittdrawn  for  consumption  shall  be  the  entered 
value  or  tbe  adjusted  final  appraised  value,  whichever  is  higher,  and  if 
the  rate  of  duty  is  based  upon  or  regulated  in  any  manner  by  the  value 
of  the  merchandise  such  rate  shall  be  based  upon  or  regulated  by  such 
adjusted  final  appraised  value ;  but  for  the  purpose  of  the  ascertainment 
and   assessment  of  additional  duties  under  section   489  of  this  act  ad- 
justments of  the  final  appraised  value  shall  b«  disregarded.     The  scour- 
ing or  carbonising  of  wool  shall  not  be  considered  a  process  of  manu- 
facture within  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  no  testimony  was  given  before 
the  committee,  so  far  as  I  can  recall,  with  respect  to  ware- 
houses and  the  manner  in  which  they  were  to  be  used  and  the 
aUowances  by  the  Secretary.  D©  these  provisions  of  the  law 
work  successfully  now? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  no  objection  to  them  whatever  on  the 
part  of  the  department 

Mr.  KING.  They  were  recommended  by  the  Treasury  De- 
partment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    They  were. 

Mr.  KING.    And  are  entirely  satisfactory  to  all  narties^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Entirely  so.  ynru«.. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  in 
section  584,  on  page  446,  Une  13,  before  the  word  "shall,"  to 
strike  out  "ot  the  owner  of  such  vessel  or  vehicle,"  and  in 
line  20,  after  the  word  "  charge,"  to  strike  out  "  or  the  owner 
of  such  vessel  or  vehicle,"  so  as  to  make  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  section  read : 

Sac.  584.  Falsity  or  lack  of  manifest— Penaltlea :  Any  master  of  any 
vessel  and  any  person  In  charge  of  any  vehicle  bound  to  the  United 
States  who  does  not  produce  the  manifest  to  the  officer  demanding  the 
same  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  $500.  and  If  any  merchandise, 
Including  sea  stores.  Is  found  on  board  of  or  after  havtog  been  unladen 
from  such  vessel  or  vehicle  which  is  not  inchided  or  described  In  said 
manifest  or  does  not  agree  therewith,  the  master  of  such  vessel  or  the 
person  in  charge  of  such  vehicle  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  equal  to 
the  value  of  the  merchandise  so  found  or  unladen,  and  any  such  mer- 
chandise belonging  or  consigned  to  the  master  or  other  officer  or  to 
any  of  tbe  crew  of  such  vessel,  or  to  tbe  owner  or  person  In  charge  of 
such  vehicle,  shaU  be  subject  to  forfeiture,  and  If  any  merchandise 
described  to  such  manifest  is  not  found  on  board  the  vessel  or  vehicle 
the  master  or  other  person  to  charge  shall  be  subject  to  a  penalty  of 
1500 :  Provided.  That  If  the  collector  shaU  be  satisfied  that  the  manl- 
feat  was  lost  or  mislaid  witJiout  intentional  fraud,  or  was  defaced  by 
accident,  or  is  Incorrect  by  reason  of  clerical  error  or  other  mistake 
and  that  no  part  of  the  merchandise  not  found  on  board  was  unshipped 
or  discharged  except  as  specified  in  tbe  report  of  the  master,  said 
penalties  shall  not  bt  Incurred. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  House  made  the  owner  of  the  vessel  liable 
and  the  committee  strikes  that  out  so  that  it  reads  "The 
master  of  such  vessel  or  the  person  in  charge  of  such  vehicle 
shall  be  liable,"  and  so  forth.  I  do  not  know  why  the  House 
worded  it  that  way.  There  was  no  testlmcmy  to  show  that  It 
ought  to  be  changed,  but  there  was  some  testimony  tending  to 
show  that  It  should  not  be  changed,  so  the  Finance  Committee 
agreed  to  let  existing  law  stand. 


Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  nresent  law  Attme  n^f  m.i,. 
the  owner  of  the  vehicle  liawTfor  ?he  wSf^ty  ?  '     '^*' 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  does  not  ^ 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committw  on  Finance  was.  on 
page  447  line  6,  after  the  word  "  vehicle,"  to  strike  om  "  o?  the 
"Ti^T,  ,?^  «"<•»>  vessel  or  vehicle."  and  in  line  9,  after  the  word 
"shall."  to  strike  out  the  comma  and  "  notwlthstandingl^e  p^ 

l^""  "^1?.^  ^J  ^'»  "^  <^'««°«  to  the  immunltj?^^ 
vessels  or  vehicles  used  as  common  carriere),"  so  as  to  make  the 
second  paragraph  of  section  584  read :  '••«■»  ^o  «n«Ke  the 

If  any  of  snch  merchandise  so  found  consists  of  smoking  opium  or 
opium  prepared  for  smoking,  tbe  master  of  iiueh  vessM  or  the  person 
In  charge  of  such  vehicle  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  $25  for  each 
ounce  thereof  so  found.  Such  penalty  shall  constitute  a  lien  noon 
snch  vessel  which  may  be  enforced  by  a  libel  in  wm.  Clearance  of 
any  such  vessel  may  be  withheld  untU  such  penalty  is  paid  or  until 
a  bond,  satisfactory  to  the  coUector,  is  given  for  the  payment  thereof 
The  provisions  of  this  paragraph  shaU  not  j>revent  the  forfeiture  of 
any  such  vessel  or  vehicle  under  any  other  provision  of  law. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  some  time  ago  I  received  a  tele- 
gram from  a  Senat.ir  who  is  absent  I  do  not  rec-all  the  exact 
wording  of  the  telegram,  but  It  was  to  the  elTect  that  be  thought 
the  provision  penaiialug  the  owners  of  vessels  when  they  were 

n'S.*S^«.^"r'^°^   ^'!,"*'  ^""^  ^^"^  ^*<»  ^^^ght  into  the 
United  States  or  carried  on  to  the  vessel . 

?!''•  Sf22^\„]['  ^i.'''  Senator  would  prefer,  I  shall  be  glad 

^   .     A^^^-     ^^^  Senator  to  whom  I  refer  is  absent  fro-n  the 

^"w^^o^V?.;^''^  ^^J!'  ^  ^^""^  ^"  "  '^'^  ^^y*  I  •«»  informed 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  think  jierhaps  I  was  a  little  hasty     I  think 

if  the  statement  of  my  colleague  had  been  concluded  It  would 

show  entire  agreement  with  the  amendment  we  have  made 
Mr.  FLETCHER.     That  is  my  understanding  of  the  Senator's 

position. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  WB  a  little  hasty  in  Interrupting  my  colleague 
Mr.  KING.    It  may  be  adopted  and  I  will  obtain  the  Senator's 
telegram  and  if  the  amendment  is  not   in  harmony  with  his 
suggestion  then  I  wUl  ask  that  it  be  reconsidered 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  I  know  the  Senator  to  whom  my  col- 
league refers  and  I  am  sure  this  is  in  accordance  with  his 
desires. 

The  committee  amendnu^it  on  page  447,  lines  9  and  10  strikes 
out  a  further  Hons^ie  amendment  which  would  imiwse  upon  ves- 
sels or  vehicles  naed  as  common  carriers  liens  for  penalties  of 
$25  an  ounce  for  violations  of  the  section  relating  to  smoking 
opium.  Under  the  proviso  in  section  594,  page  455,  such  vessels 
or  vehicles  are  not  subject  to  seinure  or  forfeiture  unless  the 
owner  or  master  of  the  vessel  or  the  person  in  charge  of  the 
vehicle  is  a  consenting  party  or  privy  to  the  illegal  act.  With 
perhaps  rare  exceptions,  common  carriers  cooperate  to  the  fullest 
extent  with  Government  officials  in  the  prevention  of  opium 
smuggling  and,  on  their  own  part  have  developed  efficient  and 
thorough  inspection  senices.  The  Senate  committee  amend- 
ment restores  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  I  am  very  much  in  sympathy  with 
any  law  aimed  at  preventing  narcotics  or  any  commodity  being 
brought  Into  the  United  States  In  violation  of  law.  However 
It  does  seem  to  me  to  be  rather  a  drastic  provision  If  a  person 
exerts  his  authority  and  uses  every  means  possible  to  prevent 
a  violation  of  law.  If  the  master  of  a  veftsel,  for  Instance,  re- 
sorts to  every  device  possible  that  any  prudffiit  man  would  resort 
to  to  prevent  his  vessel  being  a  carrier  of  any  narcotics,  to  libel 
the  vessel,  and  hold  him  responsible  when  he  has  done  every- 
thing within  his  power  is  rather  a  drastic  provision. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  provides  a  penalty  of  $25  an  ounce.  We 
thought  it  was  best  to  leave  out  the  clause  in  lines  6  and  7  as 
well  as  in  lines  9,  10.  and  11. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  It,  the  effect 
of  the  committee  amendment  Is  to  take  out  all  of  these  pro- 
visions and  there  will  bo  no  liability  of  the  vessel  unlesa  the 
owner  was  guilty  or  had  guilty  knowledge. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  and  it  simply  refers  to  existing  law. 
Mr.  GEORGE.    In  other  words,  tbe  innocent  owner  of  the  ves- 
sel who  did  not  piirticipate  in  or  had  no  knowledge  that  opinm 
was  being  tmnsported  would  not  be  punishable. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  object 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  a  quesrifm? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Is  there  any  provision  in  tbe  bill  with 
respect  to  automobiles  that  have  been  seized? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Tliere  is  no  change  In  tbe  law. 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.     There  is  no  change? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    None  whatever. 
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Mr.  BROU88ARD.  That  Is  the  rcry  thing  about  which  I 
am  complaining.  I  have  a  case  in  New  Orleans  where  a  Becnrlty 
company  made  a  loen.  The  man  represented  that  he  was  bor 
rowing  the  m^mey  to  buy  a  truck  to  engage  in  the  flsh-delivery 
basinew.  He  wa«  arrested  for  canying  liquor.  The  depart- 
-  Bent  ruled  against  the  security  company  and  practically  de- 
stroyed any  lien  or  privilege  or  recourse  to  be  had  agaiDst  the 
truck  for  the  unpaid  balance  of  the  loan.  Is  there  any  pro- 
Tision  In  the  hill  with  reference  to  seizures  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  no  provision  In  the  bill  relating  to 
that  matter. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  thought  It  was  very  unjust  to  destroy 
the  security  upon  which  the  loan  had  been  made. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  the  situation  arising 
from  this  provision  of  the  bill  Is  not  at  all  clear  to  me.  Ap- 
parently the  committee  deemed  It  advisable  to  take  out  tike 
language  "or  the  owner  of  such  ves;*el  or  vehlde,"  and  like- 
wise the  provision  "notwithstanding  the  proviso  in  section  594 
9t  this  act  (relating  to  the  Immunity  of  vessels  or  vehicles  used 
as  common  carriers),"  so  that  the  mastt^r  of  such  vessel  or  per- 
son In  charge  of  such  vehicle  becomes  liable  to  the  penalty  of 
fSS  for  each  ounce  thereof  so  found. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    That  Ls  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Then  it  provides :  "  Such  penalty 
■hall  constitute  a  lien  np«jn  such  vessel  which  may  be  enforced 
by  a  libel  hi  rem."  The  point  I  am  making  Is  that  while  the 
owner  of  the  vessel  Is  exempted  from  payment  of  the  fine,  still 
his  vessel  may  be  libeled  and  satisfaction  of  the  fine  procured 
out  of  his  property.  The  only  effect  is  that  he  does  not  become 
personally  liable  for  the  fine,  but  he  really  pays  it,  because  his 
vessel  Is  liable  for  It 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Let  me  read  section  594  to  the  Senator  under 
the  heading  "Libel  of  vessels  and  vehicles."  It  reads  as  fol- 
lows : 

WbcBcrer  a  vcaael  or  retsicle,  or  the  owner  or  master,  conductor. 
4rir«t.  or  other  penoo  in  charge  thereof,  haa  become  Bobject  to  a  penalty 
for  Tiolatlon  of  the  customa  revenue  laws  of  the  United  Btatea,  such 
vessel  or  Tehicle  ■ball  be  h«)d  for  the  payment  of  nach  penalty  and  may 
be  aeiaed  and  proceeded  against  aammariljr  by  libel  to  recover  tb«  same : 
Prtridta,  That  ao  vessel  or  vehicle  used  by  any  person  as  a  common 
carrier  in  the  transaction  of  business  as  soch  common  carrier  shall  be 
•0  held  or  subject  to  seisure  or  forfeiture  under  the  customs  laws  unless 
It  ahall  appear  that  the  owner  or  master  of  such  vessel,  or  the  conductor, 
driver,  or  other  person  In  charge  of  such  vehicle  was  at  the  time  of  the 
•lleiged  Illegal  act  a  consenting  party  or  privy  theset*. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  is  all  right,  but  there  Is  an- 
other rule  which  obtains  here.  That  Is  the  general  provision 
applicable  to  all  cases  of  seizure  for  any  rea.««on  whatever.  This 
la  a  specific  provision  applicable  to  opium,  and  the  .«»pecillc  pro- 
vision will  control  over  the  general  provision,  so  that  while  the 
owner  of  the  vessel  upon  which  is  found  the  opitim  will  not  be 
personally  responsible  for  the  $25  fine,  yet  his  ship  will  be  sub- 
ject to  be  libeled  for  the  amouut  notwithstanding  the  provision 
on  page  465. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  question  came  up  before  the  eommitttf 
We  had  there  a  representative  of  the  Attorney  General  and  he 
stated  to  the  committee  that  the  Attorney  General  had  already 
ruled  that  that  would  not  be  the  case. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Though  my  recollection  Is  not  quite  clear,  I 
think  the  situation  is  tiiat  the  penalty  of  $25  may  be  assessed 
against  the  vessel  if  the  vessel  Is  not  a  common  carrier,  but  if 
a  common  carrier,  then  the  ves8el  Is  not  subject  to  libel. ' 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  Senator  is  right 

Mr.  GEORGE.    That  is  my  recoUecUon. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  GEORGEL  So  if  the  master  in  charge  of  an  unlicensed 
vessel  or  a  vessel  not  llcens«>d  as  a  common  carrier  or  a  vessel 
not  actually  a  common  carrier  under  section  594  is  foirad  with 
opium,  the  vessel  is  libeled  for  the  fine.    That  is  my  recollection 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  Senator  Is  correct. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  If  that  construction  is  correct  in  view  of  the  lan- 
guage of  section  584? — 

Any  master  of  any  vessel  and  any  person  in  charge  of  any  vehicle 
bound  to  the  United  States  who  does  not  prodnce  the  manifest  to  the 
eOeer  demanding  the  same  shall  be  liable — 

And  so  forth. 

The  provision  with  respect  to  Hbellng  the  boat  is  In  the  same 
section.  Does  not  this  section  ontemplate  that  those  who  fall 
within  it  would  be  engaged  In  comniert«e,  Interstate  or  foreign'' 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  provision  for  libeling  the  boat  is  not 
limited  to  those  engaged  in  what  might  be  called  intrastate 
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(ommerce  or  a  person  who  might  be  running  his  own  boat  for 
I  lea*rure  antl  not  for  commerce. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  situation  referred  to  by  the 
senator  from  GJeorgia  is  obviously  covered  by  section  594  be- 
tause  it  provides,  in  the  first  place,  that  a  vessel  or  vehicle 
shall  be  libeled.  However,  from  the  genera!  provision  is  ex- 
cepted a  vessel  which  is  a  common  carrier,  so  tlrnt  the  Senator 
13  quite  right  considering  only  section  594;  that  is  to  say,  that 
any  vessel  carrying  anything  which  is  contraband  will  l)e  sub- 
J  ?ct  to  seizure,  provided,  however,  that  If  that  vessel  Is  a  com- 
r  ion  carrier  it  would  not  be  Uable  unless  the  owners  partici- 
lated.     That  Ls  all  embraced  in  section  594;  but  now  we  go 

I  ack  to  section  584,  which  deals  siXM-ifically  with  opium.  Vehi- 
cles  and  vessels  are  subject  U)  fc«^eiture  for  tran^)orting  other 
e  rUcles  besides  opium  and  are  subject  to  forfeiture  for  viola- 
t  on  of  many  of  the  customs  laws  and  regulations.    Section  594 

I I  general  in  its  character;  It  deals  with  forfeitures  generally, 
f>r  whatever  cause,  for  which  vessels  and  vehicles  may  be 
I  beled. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    And  that  is  the  existing  law,  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Montana. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Finance  Committee  in  section  504  do  not 
propose  to  change  the  existing  law.  They  also  retain  the  exist- 
lJ«  law  In  section  584.  The  amendment  which  the  committee 
propose  in  section  584  Is  the  existing  law,  and  the  whole  of 
»!ctIon  504  Is  also  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  do  not  mean  to  be  understood  aa 
ofering  the  slightest  objection  either  to  the  provlslcm  or  the 
action  of  the  committee.  I  merely  called  attenUon  to  what  the 
Minguage  means.  In  my  judgment  it  means  that  any  kind  of  a 
v  jssel  on  which  opitmi  is  found  becomes  liable  to  forfeiture. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    The  language  may  not  be  quite  clear 

Mr.  SACKETT  and  Mr.  SMOOT  addressed  the  Chair 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     One  at  a  time.    The  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Geoboe]  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  language  may  not  be  quite  free  from  am- 
b  gulty.  as  pointed  out  but  my  understanding  is  that  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Finance  proposes  to  work  the  result  that  the 
ovner  of  a  vessel  which  Is  a  common  carrier  shall  not  be  liable 
f(>r  the  $25  penalty  for  each  ounce  of  opium  found  on  board; 
bit  where  the  vessel  is  not  a'common  carrier  and  is  privately 
ovned  and  privately  controlled,  and  where  the  owner  has  a  right 
t<  say  who  shall  go  on  board  and  who  shall  not  go  on  bcjard 
who  shaU  have  chai^ge  and  who  .shall  not  have  charge  on  his 
v(  'ssel.  In  that  case  the  vessel  itself  Is  made  liable  to  the  fine  of 
$:  5.  I  am  not  sure,  however,  that  the  fsection  actually  accom- 
p  ishes  that  in  the  shape  iu  which  it  Is  framed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  in  exacUy  what  the  Finance  Committee 
d(K:lded  It  did  accompli^,  and  that  is  exactly  what  the  repre- 
s<ntatives  of  the  Department  of  Justice  said  it  would  aec«-»m- 
plish.  Of  course,  the  case  of  a  private  yacht  for  instance  is 
different  from  that  of  a  common  carrier. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Yes ;  that  is  obvious.    A  private  yacht  is  not 
i  common  carrier,  and  in  that  case  the  vessel  itself  ought  to  be 
lit  lide. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  existing  law. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  But  where  the  vessel  is  a  common  carrier 
ai  d  the  owner  Is  entirely  Innocent  of  knowledge  of  the  presence 
of  opium  on  the  ves.sel,  of  course,  the  vessel  ought  not  be  penal- 
I»?d. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    That  is  quite  obvious,  because  in 
tie  case  of  the  common  carrier  the  owner  Is  obliged  to ^uke 
w  latever  cargo  is  offered. 
Mr.  GEORGE.     Exactly. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  in  the  case  of  an  owner  of  a 
V€  iael  which  is  not  a  common  carrier  the  owner  is  not  obliged  to 
ta  i.e  whatever  is  offered. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     That  is  quite  true. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  So  there  ought  to  be  the  dlstinc- 
ti(  in  which  Is  provided  for  In  section  5tJ4 ;  but  if  I  do  not  tres- 
puss,  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  to  the 
fa  :t  th&t  all  of  these  considerations  are  embraced  iu  section  594, 
wiiich  dejils  with  libels  and  forfeitures  generally  The  first 
part  of  the  secUon  refers  to  the  case  of  a  privately  owned  vessel 
and  not  a  conunon  carrier;  the  last  part  refers  to  common  ear- 
ners. All  of  those  «>nsi(Ieratious  are  found  in  that  .section- 
bn  t  we  come  now  not  to  a  general  provision  in  .section  584  at 
pa  fe  447,  but  to  a  specific  provision  relating  to  opium. 

Ilr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  l»resldent  It  seems  to  me  that  the  section 
Is  not  quite  clear.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator,  yet  I  believe  the 
efl?ct  of  the  amendment  to  be  as  stated,  for  this  reason:  Sec- 
tioti  594  contains  a  general  provision  relating  to  common  car- 
riers Section  584  Imiwsos  penalties  in  the  case  of  opium  being 
fwind  on  boanl  a  veswl,  and  it  imposes  a  penalty  of  $25  an 
ouiice.    In  the  first  instance  it  imposes  a  penalty  of  $500  cover- 
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Ing  certain  conditions,  and  the  Hoase  undertwrk  to  subject  the 
owner  of  the  vessel  to  the  payment  of  a  pi'nalty  of  $500  not- 
withstanding he  had  no  knowledge  of  the  presence  of  opium 
on  the  vessel,  and  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  its  manifest 
dJd  not  disclose  the  presence  of  opium.  The  House  also  imposed 
a  penalty  of  $2r)  for  each  ounce  of  opium  uiwn  the  vessel  and 
undertot.k  to  mak*-  that  applicable  to  common  carriers  There 
i^  no  intent  to  relieve  vessels  which  are  not  c-ommon  carriers 
from  the  penalty.  The  House  undertook,  by  the  languagi>  in 
which  tiie  amendment  is  framed,  to  make  the  penalty  of  $25  for 
each  ounce  of  opium  found  on  a  vessel  a  charge  agjiinst  the  ves- 
sel :is  in  tlie  first  instance,  whether  the  owner  of  the  vessel  had 
any  knowledge  of  It  or  not :  but  there  Is  no  purpose,  so  far  as 
the  .Senate  Finance  Committee  Is  concerned,  of  relieving  the 
ves.sel  of  the  $26  for  each  ounce  of  opium  if  It  is  not  a  common 
carrier ;  that  is,  if  It  is  a  privately  owned  and  privately  con- 
trolled vessel.  While  it  is  an  Indirect  wav  of  stating  it  It 
seems  to  me  that  is  the  effect  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  call  Uie  attention  of  the  Senator 
to  th«'  fact  that  the  provi.slons  of  section  .''>84,  as  they  are  found 
at  page  447,  are  applicable  to  any  kind  of  a  vessel,  whether  It 
is  a  common  carrier  or  not,  and  it  obviously  was  intended  to 
relieve  the  Innocent  owner  from  any  liability  unless  he  partici- 
pated in  the  matter.  So  It  does,  so  far  as  his  personal  IhibiUty 
Is  concerned ;  but.  having  relieved  him  of  any  personal  Uabllity 
then  the  bill  continues  that — 
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Such  penalty  shall  constitute  a  Uen  upon  such  vessel,  which  may  be 
enforced  b.v  a  libel  in  rem. 

That  Is,  any  vessel,  whether  It  be  a  common  carrier  or  whether 
it  be  not  a  common  carrier.  The  point  I  am  tiTing  to  make  Is, 
tnat  althfiugh  the  owner  may  know  nothing  whatever  about  the 
matter,  the  penalty  becomes  a  lien  on  his  vessel 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  like  to  state  that  the  Attorney  General 
has  ruled  that  the  proviso  In  section  594  referred  to  by  the 
Senator  governs  section  584. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  would  say,  then,  that  the  Attor- 
ney General  disregards  a  very  fundamental  principle  of  law  in 
the  c<»nstruc-tion  of  statutes. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  In  regard  to  that,  as  a  member  of  the 
Tina  nee  Committee  I  wish  to  say  that  In  the  first  part  of  section 
584  there  are  two  other  penalUes,  but  those  penalties  are  not 
attached  by  way  of  libel  on  the  ship.  However,  on  account  of 
the  en(.rmlty  of  the  offense  of  bringing  into  this  country  opium 
the  meraiws  of  the  committee  felt  that  the  penalty  should  at- 
tach to  the  ship  In  that  case,  so  as  to  provide  a  somewhat  greater 
penally  In  that  case  than  in  the  other.  That  was  the  object 
we  had  in  providing  for  a  Ubel  on  the  ship  in  the  second  para- 
graph of  the  section. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  realizes  that  appar- 
ently It  was  originally  Intended  to  relieve  the  innocent  owner 

Mr.  SACKETT.    The  innocent  owner  individually. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     From  any  liability  in  the  matter 

Mr.  SACKETT.     That  was  the  object.  mauer. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  where  the  Innocent  owner  has 
been  relieved  of  any  liability,  the  ship  has  been  made  liable 

Mr.  SACKETT.  That  was  what  the  committee  felt  was  the 
proi)er  thing  to  do.  They  may  have  been  mistaken,  but  that 
was  tiieir  object 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President 

The  VIC^E  PRESIDENT.  Does  the'Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  it 
is  proi)osed  to  strike  out  the  words  found  in  section  584  of  the 
House  bill,  reading  as  follows: 

notwUliHtanding  the  proviso  in  section  594  of  this  act   (relating  to  the 
Immunity  of  vessels  or  vehicles  used  as  common  carriers). 

The  .ioumal  \^ill  show  that  fact  and  will  be  evidence  that  the 
Senate  did  not  mean  that  secUon  584  was  to  contradict  sec- 
tion r>94. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  Is  right,  and  as  the  Senate  com- 
mittee has  reported  the  provision  it  Is  exactly  the  same  as  exist- 
ing law. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  (JEORGE.  Although  we  have  spent  considerable  time  on 
this  question,  let  me  say  further  that  while  I  think  this  section 
would  be  subject  to  the  construction  that  the  vessel  would  not 


be  subject  to  Ubel  if  It  were  a  common  carrier  If  the  words 
'notwlth.standhig  the  proviso  In  section  594  of  this  act  (Tel^ 
ing  to  immunity  of  ves.sels  used  as  common  carriers)"  had 
never  been  Inserted  in  the  act-I  agree  to  that-at  the  same 
K^f*,  o""  <J"»te  conscious  of  the  force  of  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Montana  that  para^ph  594  is  a  general 
exc-eption.  and  that  this  being  a  specific  in-naltv  against  the 
luii>ortation  of  opium  there  might  be  some  inifusion  LndcT  ir 
tarn  rules  of  construction.  Yet  It  seems  to  me  that  the  se<-tlon 
as  pi-oixKsed  to  be  amended  by  the  Finanee  Committee  of  the 
Senate  does  have  the  effwt  of  carrying  the  i.enaltv  against  the 
vessel.  If  a  common  carrier,  only  in  the  event  that  the  owner  of 
the  vessel  had  guilty  knowledge  of  the  transactiou 

Mr  \\ALSH  of  Montana.  I^t  me  ask  the  Senator  whether 
in  order  to  accomplish  that  purpose  It  would  not  be  uec-es.sary 
to  have  It  read  "such  penalty  shall,  subject  to  the  provisions  <rf 
secti<»n  594,  a>nstitute  a  lien." 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  unquestionably  that  would  make  It 
clearer  and  more  definite,  but  It  would  mean  the  .same  Uiing 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  would  mean  exactly  the  same  thine 

The  VK^E  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
suggest  an  amendment? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  No;  I  am  merely  calling  the  at- 
tenUon  of  the  committee  to  what  seems  to  me  to  Ih»  an  incon- 
sistency. It  is  iJerfectly  agreeable  to  me  to  allow  i(  to  stand 
as  It  Is. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  before  we  leave  the  pen- 
ally  section  may  I  ask  the  chairman  of  Uie  committee  if  he 
knows  why  only  the  tran.spt>rtatlon  of  opium  or  opium  prepared 
for  smoking  falls  under  this  ban  and  not  the  other  narcotics  or 
habit-forming  drugs  which  are  thus  identified  In  the  Federal 
statutes? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  question  never  arose  before  the  committee, 
and  the  committee  simply  took  the  exisiting  law 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     In  other  words,  opium  derivaUves  or 
compounds  can  be  brought  In ;  but  not  opium  or  smoking  opium 
Hashish,  cannabis  indlca,  and  so  forth,  can  be  brought  in. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  the  imiiort  and  ex- 
port act  in  regard  to  opium  takes  care  of  what  the  Senator  Lb 
now  stating;  but  the  question  never  arose  before  tiie  wmmlttee. 
If  we  can  agree  to  this  amendment  now,  I  will  look  up  the  mat- 
ter in  tiie  meantime,  or  the  Senator  can,  and  I  am  quite  sure 
It  will  be  found  that  It  Is  covered. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator  would  agree  iJiat  there 
ought  to  be  a  general  prohibition  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  I  think,  though,  that  It  la  In  the  other  act. 

The  amend!) lent  was  agreed  to. 

The  reading  of  the  Mil  was  resimied. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  456,  line  18,  after  the  word 
*'  deposits,"  to  strike  out  "  in  such  "  and  insert  *'  any  merchan- 
dise in  any,"  so  as  to  read : 

Sbc.  596.  Buildings  on  boundary:  Any  person  who  receives  or  de- 
posits any  merchandise  in  any  building  npon  the  boundary  line  bptwe^^n 
the  United  States  and  any  foreign  country,  or  carries  any  merch.HDdise 
through  the  same,  or  aids  therein.  In  violation  of  law,  shall  be  punish- 
able by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  |5,000,  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  more 
than  two  years,  or  both. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  Just  a  clarifying  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  464.  line  14,  after  the  word 
"  permlttetl."  to  strike  out  "And  If  "  and  insert  "  Upon  tiie  re- 
quest of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  any  court  may.  In  pro- 
ceedings for  the  forfeiture  of  any  vessel,  vehicle,  merchandise,  or 
baggage  under  the  customs  laws,  provide  In  Its  decree  of  for- 
feiture that  tlie  vessel,  vehicle,  merchandise,  or  baggage,  so  for- 
feited, shall  be  dellv«-ed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
disposition  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  section. 
If,"  and  In  line  22,  after  the  words  "proceeds  of,"  to  insert 
"  any,"  so  as  to  read : 

Sbc.  611.  Same — Sale  unlawful:  If  the  sale  of  any  vessel,   vehicle, 
merchandise,  or  baggage  forfeited  under  the  cuHtoms  laws  in  the  district 
in   which  seiture  thereof  was  made  be  prohibited  by   the  laws  of  the 
State  in  which  such  district  is  located,  or  if  a  sale  may  be  made  more 
advantageously   in   any   other  district,   the   Stcretary   of  the   Treasury 
may   order  such   vessel,    vehicle,    merchandise,    or   bsggage   to   be   trans- 
ferred for  sale  In  any  customs  district  In  which  the  sale  thereof  may  be 
permitted.     Upon  the  request  of  the  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury,  any  court 
may.    in    proceedings    for    the    forfeit uro    of    any    vessel,    vehicle,    tner- 
chandise,  or  baggage  under   the  customs  laws,  provide   in  Its  decree  of 
forfeiture  that  the  vessel,  vehicle,  merchandlm-,  or  baggage  so  forfeited 
shall   be  delivered  to   the  Secretary  of  the   Tnasury   for  dlsposlUoD   In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  section.     If  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  is  iatiefied  that  the  proceeds  of  any  sale  will  not  be  sufllcient 
to  pay  the  costs  thereof,  he  may  ordei   a  destruction  by  tha  costoui 
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ofllc«rt :  Prr>vidf4,  That  anjr  B^rrttandiM  forfeited  nnder  the  rastoma 
taws,  tb«  sale  or  ose  of  which  Is  prohibited  ntx]er  any  law  of  the  United 
States  or  of  any  State,  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
rreasnry.  be  destroyed  or  remanafactared  Into  an  article  that  Is  not 
prohibited,  the  resaltlng  article  to  be  disposed  of  to  the  profit  of  the 
Dnited  States  only. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

TlJe  next  amendment  was,  on  page  468,  line  21,  after  the  word 
"  or,"  to  strike  out  "  baggage  seized  for  "  and  Insert  "  baggage, 
because  of,"  so  as  to  read : 

Sac.  615.  Burden  of  proof  in  forfeiture  proceedings  :  In  all  suits  or 
actions  broajrht  for  the  forfeiture  of  any  Teasel,  vehicle,  merchandiae.  or 
baxKHKe  seised  under  the  proyiaiooa  of  any  law  relating  to  the  collection 
of  duties  on  imports  or  tonnage,  where  the  property  la  claimed  by  any 
person,  the  burden  of  proof  shall  lie  upon  such  claimant;  and  in  all 
•ults  or  actions  brought  for  the  recovery  of  the  value  of  any  vessel, 
Tehiclc.  merchandise,  or  baggage,  because  of  violation  of  any  such  law, 
the  burden  of  proof  shall  be  upon  the  deft^ndant :  Provided,  That 
probabh-  cause  shall  be  first  shown  for  the  institution  of  such  suit  or 
action,  to  be  judged  of  by  the  court. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  just  a  clarifying  amendment 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  President,  let  me  inquire  of 

the  Senator  from  Utah  whether  the  word  "  seiaed  "  should  not 

remain  in  line  21? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     If  the  Senator  will  lo<*  on  line  16  he  will  see 

that  tbat  Is  covered.    It  says: 

Or  baggage  seized  under  the  provlsione  of  any  law. 

Mr.  WALSU  of  Montana.  Yes;  but  that  is  a  suit  brought 
for  forft^iture. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montaiia.  After  the  semicolon  in  line  19 
reference  is  made  to  other  suits — that  is.  suits  broujiht  by  the 
owner  of  the  prc^rty  to  recover  it — so  It  reads  : 

In  all  suits  or  actions  brought  for  the  recovery  of  the  value  of  any 
vessel,  vehicle,  mercbandi^,  or  baggage — 

Now  it  reads — 

or  baggage,  N^cause  of  violation  of  any  such  law. 

This  assumes  that  the  property  has  been  taken  possession  of 
by  the  cust(Mn.s  officers,  and  the  owner  Is  trying  to  get  It  bacit, 
or  the  value  of  It, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  word  "  seized  "  should  not  have  been  there 
In  the  first  place  on  line  21.  It  never  ought  to  have  been  there. 
Even  if  we  had  not  made  tlie  amendment,  we  would  have  had 
to  .strike  out  that  word  on  line  21. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Above  there  we  say : 

Merchandise,  or  bapjage  seized  under  the  provisions  of  any  law. 

So  there  is  no  neetl  of  using  the  word  "  seized  "  on  line  21, 
even  though  we  had  agreed  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  is  not  the  sitnatlon  at  all. 
The  first  part  of  the  paragraph  relates  to  suits  brought  by  the 
Government  to  forfeit  vehicles  seized.  The  last  part  relates  to 
actions  brought  by  the  owner  of  the  vehicle  to  recover  the  value 
of  it  from  the  Government. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No,  Mr.  President;  the  suit  Is  to  be  brought 
by  the  Government  to  recover  in  the  second  case.  Both  suits  are 
to  be  brought  by  the  Goyemment 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  There  would  not  be  any  suit  by  the 
Government  for  the  recovery  of  the  value.  The  last  part  does 
not  refer  to  suits  by  the  Government.  The  last  part  refers  to 
0Uit.s  by  the  oMmer  of  the  property. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Yes ;  because  It  places  the  bur- 
den of  proof  upon  the  def^idaut. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  Is  perfectly  obvious.  The  lan- 
guage is  meaninglera  unless  yon  have  "  seized  "  in  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  course,  the  burden  of  proof  will  be  on  the 
defendant  in  case  the  Government  brings  the  suit;  but  that  is 
the  position  the  department  takes — that  when  the  vehicle  is 
seized,  or  In  all  suits  or  actions  brought  for  the  recovery,  the 
suit  is  to  be  brought  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me. 
referrtag  to  what  the  Senator  from  Montana  says,  the  wc^ds 
"because  of  violation  nf  any  such  law"  refer  to  property 
wised ;  that  is,  to  baggage  seized  for  tlie  violation  of  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  by  striking  out  the  words  "  seized  for  " 
and  inserting  "  baggage,  because  of."  you  make  that  violation 
of  law  refer  bock  to  all  of  the  preceding  language — the  vessel 
and  everything  else. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Certainly ;  it  Is  a  "  vlolaUon  of  any  such  law  " 
and  that  suit  would  be  brought  by  the  Government  of  the 
Tnlted  States. 
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Mr,  BARKLEY.  The  provision  for  the  Government  to  bring 
It  Is  in  the  language  prior  to  the  semicolon.  After  the  eemi- 
ctdon  the  language  refers  to  the  attempt  of  the  owner  to  recover 
property  that  has  been  seized. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No,  Mr.  President;  not  the  attempt  of  the 
owner  to  recover  It.  The  Government  of  the  United  States 
takes  action  In  both  cases  here.  In  the  first  case  the  action  is 
for  the  forfeiture  of  the  vessel,  and  in  the  second  case  it  is 
for  the  recover}'  of  the  value  or  the  merchandise.  We  could  not 
fiave  this  read  '*  baggage  seized  for  violation  of  any  such  law  " 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was  on 
3age  469,  line  20,  before  the  word  "  agent,"  to  insert  "  customs," 
so  as  to  read : 

Sec.  017.  Compromise  of  Government  claims  by  Secretary  of  Treaa- 
iry :  Upon  a  report  by  a  collector,  district  attorney,  or  any  special 
ittomey  or  customs  agent,  having  charge  of  any  claim  arising  under 
he  customs  laws,  showing  the  facts  upon  which  such  claim  Is  baaed, 
he  piobabUlties  of  a  recovery  and  the  terms  upon  which  the  same  may 
)€  compromised,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  hereby  authorized  to 
•ompromiae  such  claim,  if  such  action  shall  be  recommended  by  the 
Solicitor  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr,  SMOOT.  That  is  the  same  amendment  that  has  been 
igroed  to  two  or  three  times. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  470,  Une  21,  after  the  word 
'  any,"  to  strike  out  "  special "  and  insert  "  customs,"  so  as  to 
i-ead: 

Sbc.  618.  Remission  or  mitigation  of  penalties:  Whenever  any  per- 
ion  interested  In  any  vessel,  vehicle,  merchandise,  or  baggage  seized 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act,  or  who  has  Incurred,  or  is  alleged  to 
liave  incurred,  any  fine  or  penalty  tb«*reuuder,  files  with  the  Secretary 
<f  the  Treasury  If  under  the  customs  laws,  and  with  the  Secretary  of 
I  "ommerce  If  under  the  navigaMon  laws,  before  the  sale  of  such  vessel, 
'  ehicle,  merchandise,  or  baggage  a  petition  for  the  remission  or  mitlga- 
lion  of  such  fine,  penalty,  or  forfeiture,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
<r  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  if  he  finds  thai  such  fine,  penalty,  or 
lorfeiture  was  incurred  without  willful  negligence  or  without  any  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  peUtioner  to  defraud  the  revenue  or  to  violate 
he  law,  or  finds  the  existence  of  such  mitigating  circumstances  as  to 
ustify  the  remission  or  mitigation  of  such  flue,  penalty,  or  forfeiture. 
1  lay  remit  or  mitigate  the  same  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  b« 
(  eems  reasonable  and  Just,  or  order  discontinuance  of  any  prosecution 
1  elating  thereto.  In  order  to  enable  him  to  ascertain  the  facts,  the 
I  lecretary  of  the  Treasury  may  Isaue  a  commission  to  any  customs  agent, 
(ollector,  Judge  of  the  United  States  Customs  Court,  or  United  State* 
( ommlssioner.  to  take  teatimony  upon  such  petition :  Provided,  That 
nothing  In  this  section  slmll  be  construed  to  deprive  any  pers-in' of  aa 
I  ward  of  compensation  made  before  the  filing  of  such  petition. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  just  the  same  thing. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  471,  line  14,  after  the  word 
"any,"  to  .strike  out  "case.  The  neces.sary  moneys  to  ijhv  such 
I  wards  are  hereby  appropriated,  and  this  appropriation  shall  be 
<U*i'med  a  permanent  and  Indefinite  appropriation"  and  insert 
'case,  which  shall  be  paid  out  of  moneys  appropriated  for  that 
I  urpose,"  so  as  to  read : 

Sec.  619.  Award  of  compensation  to  Informers :  Any  person  not 
in  officer  of  the  United  States  who  detects  and  seizes  any  vessel, 
1  ehicle,  merchandise,  or  baggage  subject  to  seizure  and  forfeiture 
(nder  the  customs  laws,  and  who  reports  the  same  to  an  ofllcer  of 
tie  cuatoma,  or  who  furnishes  to  a  district  attorney,  to  the  Secre- 
t»ry  of  the  Treasury,  or  to  any  customs  officer  original  information 
concerning  any  fraud  upon  the  customs  revenue,  or  a  violation  of  the 
customs  laws  perpetrated  or  contemplated,  which  detection  and  seizure 
cr  Information  leads  to  a  recovery  of  any  duties  withheld,  or  of  .iny 
tne.  penalty,  or  forfeiture  incurred,  may  be  awarded  and  paid  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  a  compensation  of  25  per  cent  of  the  net 
amount  recovered,  but  not  to  exceed  |50.00o  in  any  case,  which  shall  be 
laid  out  of  moneys  appropriated  for  that  purpose.  For  the  purposes  of 
tUs  section,  an  amount  recovered  under  a  bail  bond  ahall  be  deemed  a 
r^pvery  of  a  fine  Incurred. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment  has  reference 
tp  permanent  appropriations.    I  am  going  to  ask  that  it  go  over 

desire  to  call  the  Senate's  attention  to  the  practice  that  has 
frown  up  during  m  years  in  the  Government  of  the  United 
J  tates.  of  making  permanent  aw>rnpriatlons.  When  they  are 
nade  permanent,  we  never  consider  them;  they  run  on  indefl- 
r  itely,  and  I  suKXJse  will  be  made  forever,  no  matter  how  con- 
( itions  may  change. 
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^  bU^an^wf  ^'^^*^^  ^^  Arkansas    This  Is  not  an  appropriation 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  But  the  provision  that  the 
Senate  committee  strike.^  out  does  constitute  an  appropriation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  And  it  says  that  it  shall  be  permanent.  I  will 
ask  that  it  go  over,  because  I  may  want  to  submit  some  observa- 
tions on  the  general  subject  in  connection  with  this  amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  amendment  will  be  pjissed  over! 

The  reading  of  the  bili  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  C\)mmittee  on  Finance  was  on 
page  472,  Uue  24.  after  the  name  "  United  States,"  to  insert  a 
comma  and  *'  or  in  resveoi  of  residue  cargo,"  so  as  to  read : 

Skc.  622.  Foreign  landing  certificates:  The  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury may  by  regulations  require  the  production  of  landing  certificates 
tn  respect  of  merchandise  exported  from  the  United  States,  or  In  respect 
of  residue  cargo.  In  cases  In  which  he  deems  it  neceaaary  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  revenue. 

• 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  this  clause  was  Inadvertently 
left  (»ut.  It  is  the  existing  law.  and  so  we  put  It  In.  I  do  not 
know  whether  It  was  left  out  by  the  printer  or  not 

The  VICE  I'RESIDEN-T.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
^  The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  474,  line  12.  after  the  word 
as."  to  strike  out  "he  may  deem"  and  insert  "may  be"  and 
In  line  13.  after  the  word  "  act,"  to  strike  out  "  and  to  protect 
the  customs  revenue."  so  as  to  read : 

Sec.  624.  General  regulations :  In  addition  to  the  specific  powers 
conferred  by  this  act,  the  Swrctary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to 
make  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  thia  act. 

Mr.  S.MOOT.     Both  amendments  simply  leave  existing  law. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  476,  after  line  3,  to  strike 
out: 

n%r.  042.  Investigation  of  methods  of  valuation  :  The  President  is 
requested  (1)  to  cause  a  survey  to  be  made,  hy  snob  agency  or  agencies 
aa  he  may  designate  or  appoint,  of  bases  for  the  valuation  of  imported 
merchandise  for  the  assessment  of  customs  duties,  particularly  with  a 
view  to  determining  the  extent  to  which  values  In  the  United  States 
may  properly  be  used  as  a  basis  for  the  assessment  of  customs  duties ; 
and  (2»  to  submit  to  the  Congress,  at  the  earliest  practicable  date,  a 
report  thereon,  with  such  recommendations  for  legislation  as  he  may 
deem  ad\-l»able.  Including  such  formuUe  as  he  may  propose  for  adjusting 
the  rates  of  duty  Imposed  by  this  act  to  conform  to  any  change  in  basis 
he  may  reiommcud.  There  are  hereby  authorised  to  be  appropriated 
such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion, to  bo  expended  In  the  dLncretlon  of  the  President. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  that  go  over,  because  It  has  reference  to  the 
other  s»H;tioas  that  we  have  passed  over 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  wIU  be  passed 
over.  *^ 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  477,  after  line  4.  to  strike 
out: 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may,  by  regulations  prescribed  under 
the  authority  of  section  7  of  the  air  commerce  act  of  1926,  provide  for 
the  application  to  civil  air  navigation  of  any  of  the  provisiona  of  this 
act  or  of  any  regulations  promulgated  hereunder. 

And  In  lieu  thereof  to  insert: 

The  .nuthority  vested  by  section  7  of  the  air  commerce  act  of  1926  In 
the  .Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  in  the  Secretary  of  Cr.mmerce.  hy 
regulation  to  provide  for  the  nppllc-attou  to  civil  air  navigation  of*  the 
laws  and  regulations  relating  to  the  administration  of  customs  and  of 
the  laws  and  regulations  relating  to  the  entry  and  clearance  of'  vessels 
respectively,  shall  extend  to  the  application  In  like  manner  of  any  of  the 
provlau.ns  of  this  act  or  of  any  regulations  promulgated  hereunder. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  one  of  the  Senators  asked  me 
What  this  meant;  and  I  think  a  statement  on  the  subject  ought 
to  go  into  the  Reicord  at  this  iM.int. 

I  T!!^  R?."'**^ '''"  provides  that  Uie  cu.st«>ras  provisions  contained 
in  the  bill  shall  be  subject  to  application  to  civil  air  navigation 
by  regulations  prescribe<l  by  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  under 
authority  of  section  7  of  the  air  cf>mmerce  act  of  1928.  This 
provL*.i(>n  has  been  retained ;  but  Ina.smuch  as  the  air  commerce 
act  also  grants  authority  to  the  Se<'retary  of  Commerce  to  pro- 
vide similarly  for  the  aiH>llcation  of  air  navigation  to  the  laws 
relating  to  entry  and  clearance  of  ve.'.wls,  the  ct)mmittee  amend- 
ment has  broadened  the  section  to  cover  both  situations.  It  has 
been  rewritten  accordingly 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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^The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  477,  after  line  19.  to  strike 

ganlzatlon  of  tiie  Customs  Service  for  an  adequate  administration  and 
enforcement  of  the  tariff   act   of  1922   and   all   other  customs   reveruo 

JonowsT  *'  '^'•^-  *"  '""'°*''^'  '*  ""^"'^^  '^  '^'^  -• 

nfflL^*""  \  ^^*',  *"  '''^*''°''  ''^'^'^  "'"^  employees,  including  custom, 
^n  «t  ''''^'y^y^  '"  'or^ien  countri«,.  In  addition  to  Their  co^ 
e^';r°.  '"iLr;"'  '•^^'^  "'^'^"^'•^  traveling,  expenses  and  a.Zl 
fS^  r.  h'T'  /'T  '^^'^-^  '^hlle  traveling  on  duty  and  nway 
If^SoIr  ^"I'jf"**;**  '•^«»'«"-  "°1  *»>*•"  transferred  from  one  official 
Btatton  to  another  for  duty  may  be  allowed,  within  the  discretion  and 

r„cn7rJrl     "  ''11'"  *"'  ^^^  S^-cretary  of  the  Treasury,  the  expense. 

thHr  houarfiold  effects  and  other  penK,nal  property,  not  excee^llns  in  all 
5.000  pounds,  and.  in  the  case  of  tranKfers  to  or  frx^m  an  official  station 
m  a  foreign  country,  or  from  one  official  station  to  another  In  a  foreign 
♦h».  7'  l?f  "*"■*"*'  '^^  necessary  travel  and  subristence  expense,  of 
their  families  upon  such  transfers.  The  expense  of  transportlnK  the 
remains  of  customs  offic-ers  and  employe,^,  who  die  while  in  or  In 
transit  to.  foreign  countries  In  Ui.-  discharge  of  their  official  duties,  to 
their  former  homes  in  this  country  for  Interment,  and  the  ordinary  and 
necessary  expenses  of  such  Interment,  at  their  post,  of  duty  or  at 
home  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  paid  on  the  written  order  of  th. 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury." 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  Insert: 

(a)  Transfers  In  foreign  countries:  In  the  case  of  a  transfer  to  or 
from  an  official  station  in  a  foreign  country,  or  from  one  official  station 
to  another  in  a  foreign  country,  customs  officers  and  employees  may  bo 
allowed,  within  the  discretion  and  under  written  orders  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  the  actual  and  necessary  traveling  and  subsistence 
expenses  of  their  families  in  respect  of  such  transfer.  The  exfKrnse  of 
transporting  the  remains  of  customn  i.fflcer.s  and  employees  who  die 
wbUe  in  or  In  transit  to  foreign  countries  in  the  discharge  of  their 
official  duties,  to  their  former  homes  in  this  country  for  Interment  and 
tbe  ordinary  and  necessary  exi^nsos  for  such  Interment,  at  their  post. 
of  duty  or  at  home,  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  paid  upon  the  written 
order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  The  expenses  authorized  by 
this  subdivision  shall  be  paid  from  the  appropriation  for  tiie  collection 
of  the  revenue  from  customs. 

(b)  Transfer  of  household  und  personal  effects :  So  much  of  the  act 
entitled  'An  act  to  provide  the  necessary  organization  of  the  Customs 
Ser%'lce  for  an  adequate  admlnlatratlon  and  enforcement  of  the  tariff 
act  of  1922  and  all  other  customs  revenue  laws."  approved  March  4 
102.{.  s  amended,  as  limits  the  amount  of  hou.sohold  effects  and  other 
personal  property  of  customs  officers  and  employee,  for  which  expense, 
may  be  allowed  upon  transfer  from  one  official  station  to  another  L. 
hereby  repealed.  ' 

(c)  Trausportiitlon  on  foreign  ships :  Notwithstanding  the  provision, 
of  section  601  of  the  merchant  marine  act,  1928.  or  of  any  other  law 
any  allowance,  within  the  limlUtions  prewribed  by  law,  for  trav.l  or 
shipping  expense.  Incurrwl  on  a  foreign  «hlp  by  any  officer  or  emplovee 
of  the  Bureau  of  Customs  or  the  Customs  Service,  shall  be  credited  If 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treaaury  certifies  to  U»e  Comptroller  General  that 
transportation  on  such  foreign  ship  wan  necessary  to  protect  tb« 
revenue. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  understand 
that  these  provisions  are  more  lil>eral  to  the  customs  olBcer««  and 
employees  than  the  provisions  of  existing  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  that  is  why  we  have  framed  the  language 
In  this  way.  In  other  words,  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  pays  for  the  return  of  the  household  goods  of  Army  and 
Navy  officers  and  all  other  officials  i>i  the  Oovernment  living  lu 
foreign  countries  when  they  are  called  back  to  the  United 
States,  but  the  customs  officials  never  hud  that  privilege  This 
simply  gives  thMu  the  .same  privilege  all  other  i-epresenta lives  of 
the  Government  living  or  holding  office  in  foreign  countries 
have. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  ia  on  agreeing  to  tli* 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  480,  line  10.  in  the  subhead 
after  "Sec.,"  to  strike  out  "046"  and  Insert  "645." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  480,  after  line  21.  to  Insert: 

Sic.  046.  Review  of  decisions  of  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Ap- 
peals :  (a)  Review  on  application  of  either  party  :  So  much  of  section 
195  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended,  as  read.  "  in  any  caw?  In  which 
there  Is  drawn  In  question  the  construction  of  the  Constitution  of  th. 
Tnlted  .State.,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  of  any  treaty  made  pursuant 
thereto,  or  In  any  other  caae  when  the  Atiomey  Qeneral  of  the  United 
States  shall,  before  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Customs  Appenia  I. 
rendered,  ai«  with  the  court  a  oertiBcte  to  the  effect  tiiat  the  cmae  la  of 


# 


3634 


COXGRESSIOXAL  J  {ECORD— SENATE 


MKb   Importance  u    to    render   expedient    Ifs   review   by    the    Supreme 
Conrt,"  la  hereby  repealed. 

(b)  Application  by  American  manufacturer  or  American  labor:  An 
American  manofactarrr,  producer,  cr  wholesaler,  or  a  representative  of 
an  American  labor  organization  or  labor  as'soclation,  appearing  as  a 
party  In  Interest  tn  any  proceeding  under  section  501,  515.  or  616  of 
this  act,  shall  hare  the  same  right  to  apply  for  a  review  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  decision  of  the  United  States  Conrt  of  Customs  and  Patent 
Appeals  as  is  accorded  to  other  parties  in  Interest  under  the  provisions 
of  section  1»5  of  the  Jndlclal  Code,  as  amended. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Kino]  has  a&ked  that  this 
aiueridmtmt  may  go  over. 

Mr.  WALSII  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  before  It  is  disposed 
of,  I  desire  to  submit  an  observation.    This  provides  that — 

So  much  of  section  195  of  th«  Judicial  Code,  as  amended,  as  reads 
"In  any  case  in  which  there  is  drawn  In  question  the  construction  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  of  any 
treaty  made  pursuant  thereto,  or  in  any  other  case  when  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  shall,  before  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Cogtomn  Appeals  is  rendered,  file  with  the  court  a  certificate  to  the 
effect  that  the  case  is  of  such  Importance  as  to  render  expedient  Its 
review  by  the  Supreme  Court,"  Is  hereby  repealed. 

Mr.  President,  It  may  be  quite  appropriate,  in  considering  a 
tariff  l>i!l  of  this  character,  tu  make  proyl.sion  concerning  ap- 
peals from  the  Court  of  Customs  Appeals,  but  it  is  manifestly 
IniproptT.  in  a  tariff  bill,  to  nuike  prorKsion  repealing  so  im- 
portant a  provision  of  the  Code  of  Judicial  Procedure.  Ob- 
viously that  part  of  it  at  least  ought  to  have  the  consideration 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  which  deals  generally  with 
the  procedure  of  courts,  and  particulerly  with  proceedings  in  tlie 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  In  my  judgment,  it  would 
be  sifjnally  unfortunate  If  the  first  part  of  the  statute  were 
rei>faled,  namely,  "in  any  case  in  which  there  is  drawn  in  ques- 
poi\  the  construction  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
or  any  part  therei>f.  or  in  any  pert  of  any  treaty  made  pursuant 
thereto,  or  in  any  other  case  when  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  shall."  and  .so  forth. 

Mr.  SMe>OT.  That  applies  only  to  aw)eals  from  the  Conrt  of 
Cu.stoms  Appeals.  Those  are  the  only  cases  to  which  it  would 
appl^-.  If  the  Senator  will  refer  to  the  Judicial  Code,  I  am  stire 
he  wiil  find  that  this  applies  simply  to  appeals  from  tlie  Court 
of  (  ustoms  Aw)eals.  It  will  go  over,  however,  because  my  col- 
leeigue  [Mr.  Ki.\o]  has  asked  that  it  may  go  over 

The  VICE  PRESII>ENT.    The  amendment  will  be  passed  over. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  481,  after  line  10.  to 
maert ; 

SBC.  647.  Uncertified  checks,  United  States  notes,  and  national  bank- 
note* receivable  for  customs  duties :  CoUectors  of  customs  may  rect- Ive 
nncertifle*!  checks,  United  States  notes,  and  circulating  notes  of  national 
bankiuK  aasociailons  In  payment  of  duties  on  imports,  daring  sach  time 
and  under  such  rules  and  rej,'ulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
shaU  prescribe;  but  If  a  check  so  received  is  not  paid  by  the  bank  on 
which  it  is  drawn  the  person  by  whom  such  check  has  been  tendered 
shall  remain  liable  for  the  payment  of  the  duties  and  for  all  legal 
penalties  and  additions  to  the  same  extent  as  If  such  check  bad  not  been 
tendered. 

Mr.  SBIOOT.  Mr.  President,  notwithstanding  the  existing  law 
the  practice  has  always  been  to  receive  United  States  notes  for 
cust.>m.s  duties,  and  this  gives  authority  of  law  to  what  has 
bevn  the  practice. 

Tlie  VICE  PKKSIDKNT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  This  completes  the  committee 
amendments  to  Title  IV.  "Administrative  provisions." 

PBOHIBITTOIf  EITFDBCEMEWT 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  Senate  Joint  Resolution  63  pro- 
viding for  a  joint  commission  of  the  House  and  the  Senate  to 
look  into  the  matter  of  the  transfer  of  the  Prohibition  Unit  to 
the  Departmoat  of  Justice,  has  been  pending  for  quite  a  while 
Last  week  the  junior  Senator  fn»m  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass!  asked 
that  it  should  go  over  in  order  that  he  might  get  certain  infor- 
matioii.  That  has  been  -otten,  and  the  Senator  savs  he  has  no 
objection  to  the  joint  resolution.    I  would  like  to  get  rid  of  It 

m^dlf'h/.^^  II  ""^T  ^  ^'^'"^  "^^^  ^^^  amendment  recom 
Tw^^.n ^hJ  ^t  ^l:"^"^  "^  '^  tbe  Judiciarj-,  which  have  been 
agreed  to  by  the  Senate. 

thI?*T>^'^'^«^-".*^^;^l;'^^'^     '^^  ^"«*«''  fr^»°»  Washington  asks 
that  tl«  unfinislux^  business  be  temporarily  laid  aside  and  that 

tat^io?53      ^"***^    '"*  ^^  consideration  of  Senate  Joint  R^.-  j 
.  qiorSmT^e^t   """  "^'^'^^  *"  '^**  ^*^  ^'  ^'^^  '^  ^«--  j 
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Mr.  SMOOT.     Does  the  Senator  object  to  the  consideration 
of  the  joint  resolution? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  There  are  so  few  Senators  present  I  think 
we  ought  to  call  a  quorum  if  we  are  going  to  take  up  other 
business.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  joint  resoluUon  myself 
but  I  am  sure  there  are  others  who  do  object  to  it. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  do  not  know  of  anyone  who  objects  to  it 
The  senior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hawks]  offered  an 
amendment  at  the  close  of  the  debate  on  the  joint  resolution 
some  time  ago,  but  he  has  kindly  withdrawn  that  amendment 
and  says  he  wHl  not  press  it.  The  junior  Senator  from  Vlr- 
Jrtnia  [Mr.  Glass]  was  the  only  one  who  raised  any  ouo^tion 
ast  week,  and  lie  came  to  me  three  or  four  days  ago  and  "said 
le  has  no  objection  to  it,  and  that  I  could  call  it  up  at  any 
ime.  I  do  not  know  of  any  other  Senator  who  objects  I  aa- 
Jume  that  if  anybody  eke  had  an  objection  It  would  have  been 
nade  known,  because  the  joint  resolution  has  been  uu  three  or 
our  times.  It  simply  provides  for  a  joint  commission  to  carry 
)ut  the  special  message  of  the  President 
•«.?'''•tJMn'^^^«'^^o    ^'■-  ^'•^^J^ent,  I  just  came  into  tlie  Cham- 

»;   ^tII'xP,?o  *^^  S«"ator  state  what  is  his  proposal? 
Mr.  JONhS      Senate  Joint   Resolution  53.  to  provide  for  a 
oint   congressional    commission    to   study    the   proposition    of 

«"  •^'^"iV^.^^v.'^^'^^"^"  ^^'"'  ^"  "^«  Department  of  Ju.sUce 
»«^s  been  debated  heretofore,  and  I  am  now  asking  for  action 

It.  c 

Mr.  MOSES.     May  I  ask  the  Senator  what  is  to  be  gained 
passing  it  now,  when  the  House  is  not  In  session?    What  Is 
hurry? 

Mr.  JONES.  The  only  hurry  is  that  I  would  like  to  get  rid 
It  It  was  debated  for  the  better  part  of  a  day  and  the  dls- 
slon  was  practically  closed. 

Mr.    MOSES.     That    hardly    seems    to   be   adequate,    and    I 

Mr.  JONES.     Very  well.    The  President  is  anxious  to  have  It 
passed,  and  I  have  done  all  I  could  to  get  it  through. 

BTTKIAL  IN  FRANCE  OK  WORLD  WAR  SOLDIERS  FROM  KANSAS 

Mr.  CAPPER.     Mr.  President,  Kansas  i.s  frequently  referred 

as  the  "  Soldier  State."    It  was  bom  during  the  trying  days 

the  Civil  War,  and  sent  into  that  conflict  more  soldiers  than 

had  voters  at  the  time.    It  was  settled  largely  by  men  retum- 

from  that  war  who  took  up  homesteads  within  its  liorders 

great  majority  of  the  population  of  the  State  is  made  un  of 

(^scendants  of  those  veterans. 

Kansas  soldiers  have  had  a  conspicuous  part  in  every  war  in 
*^'"^  the  Nation  has  particii«ted  since  it  was  admitted  to  state- 
Its  soldiers  have  bt>en  in  the  front  rank  whenever  it  be- 
necessary  to  defend  the  flag. 

common  with  other  States,  Kansas  sent  the  flower  of  ita 
ypung  manhood  into  the  World  War.    Thousands  of  them  made 
supreme  sacrifice  in  that  world  conflagration.     The  bodies 
several  hundred  of  the  dead,  heroes  all,  have  been  returned 
the  h(.meland  and  laid  to  rest  near  loved  ones.    Other  hun- 
sleep  in  the  i?oil  of  France,  where  they  fell.    Their  names 
written  imperishably  on  the  honor  rolls  of  the  Republic, 
-e  is  no  physical  Uiing  we  can  now  do  for  them.     We  can 
ly  j(Jin,  all  too  mad-  quately,  in  honoring  their  memory 
Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  a  list  containing  the  names 
grave  numt»ers.  and  cemeteries  in  which  the  graves  of  Kansas 
soldiers  buried  in  France  are  located.     As  a  further  mark  of 
or  and  resiiect  to  them  and  in  order  that  this  Information 
y  l>e  presen  ed  for  posterity  as  a  part  of  the  official  records 
Oie  Congress,  I  ask  that  this  Ust  be  printed  in  the  Congrks- 

810.NAL  RWORD. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

DewcJted  aoldiera  from  Kansag  buried  in  cemeteries  in  Europe 


Of 

ii 
J. 


V  hich 

liood. 

cfuue 
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•ui 
t)ie 
o 
to 
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a'e 
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ma 

o 


u 


Name 


Rank  and  organisation 


r  JNDKBs   mLD-AM xai- 

q*N  CKMKTERT,  NO.  1252 

Adderson,  Lionel  A 


AiatK- 


M  AKNK  CIMKTSRr, 
NO.  1764 


Kely.  Sidney 

Re  1,  Joseph ........I 

Johnson,  Julius  S-,„.."I 

Hc4)p,  George  A 

Aiies,  Bert  Evert_ 

Di^nars,  Wm.  Wilbur 

Ri4iel,  Joseph  Lysle 


1st  H.    M.  R.  C.  Attd.    No.  48 
Cas.  »lst  Div.  clearing  station. 


Cpl.  Co.  1, 18th  Inf.,  1st  Dlv. 
Pvt.  Co.  H,  9th  Inf.  2d  Div 
Muse.  3  ci.  Hq.  Co..  23d  Inf.* 

2«1  Div. 
Sgt.  1  cl.  Co.  D  2d  Kng.,  2d  Div. 
Cpl.  47th  Co.  5th  Keg.  U.  8. 

Marine  Corps. 
Pvt.  17th  Co.  .5th  Reg.  2d  Div 

Marine  Corps. 
Pvt.  13th  Co..  5th  Reg.  2d  Div. 

Marine  Corps. 


Orsre 


Row 


Block 


M 

18 
83 

7 
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1 

B 
A 
B 

31 
33 

2 
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A 
B 

10 
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A 

61 

4 

B 
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Z)tCCT.nl  KUler,  from  Kanm  ImHfi  I.  cemtterta  t.  E,H-op,-CoMln^ 


Name 


AISNE-M A.RNK  CXMETKRT, 

NO.  1764 — continued 

Wood.  Howard  Bailey 

Storey.  Adel  Moore 

Bruukow,  Ernest  E 

Dooley,  Roy  H 


Rank  and  organization 


Dm  ham.  James  A 

Nicholas.  Samuel  R 

Patterson.  Charles  E 

Banta.  Loren  D 

Mever,  John  Oerhardt.. 

White.  John  B 

Becker.  Clarence  H 

Coleman,  Lowell  F 

Schisler.  John 

Walrod.  Jesse  L 


Eckler.  Robert 

Olson,  Theodore  H.. 
Molinere,  Victor  N.. 
Smith.  Qlenn  Irvin. 
Oeisinger,  George  C. 


ST.  MIHIEL  AMERICAN 
CEMETEBT,  NU.  1233 

Mitchell,  Edward 

RadlofI,  Arthur  H 

Elstun,  Eugene  W 

Newlee,  Claud  A 


Jacky,  Benjamin 

Ellenberger,  Wm 

K earns,  Thoniiis  W 
Baker,  Ralph  V 


Madden,  Harry 

James.  Charles  F. 
Oustafson,  Richard  C 
Branch.  Ralph  A 


Fleming,  Harry. 


Creek,  Wm.  P 

Kinnard,  .Vrthur  Richard 


Ceas,  Lester  W. 
Snell,  Clyde  R.. 
Brewer,  John  H. 


Oliver,  Ralph  I. 


Ducret,  Jean  L. 
Gates.  Chester  A. 


Alcksiehes.  Ton! 

Andrews,  Ivan  Earl 

Bartell,  Elmer  R '//,'/ 

Bennett.  Vernon  R...r", 

Rosseck,  Lorane 

PouKher,  George  A.  I 

Brogden.  Joseph  D 

Clendening,  Foster  j 

Dflfrees.  Albert  C. 

Eckhart.  John  F. 

Fiorinzi,  Frank.. 

Grant,  ZacharyA. 

Hamil,  Lester  D.. 

Heini,  Aloy.sius 

Henrich.  Samuel  c" 

KeLsey.  Floyd  J...      

Lantis,  Leo 

McDonald,  Ralph  C 

Miller.  Gerald  L 


Raihie.  Jaieph  R 

Raymond,  Jesse  C. 

Riley.  Wm.  8. 


Romack.  Francis  R 
Bchneikart.  Rudolph  "" 
Sharp,  Frank  W 
Sparling.  (Mare  rVisbie" 
Stamni,  Boyd. 
Strsssier,  Wm.  Edward"' 
Tucker,  Fred  L 


Weaver,  Herman 
Wheeler.  Clarence  W.VI. 
W  immer,  Lawrence  M 
rhipps,  Clyde  R. 

Satteriee.  Ray...     

Saunders,  Gladwyn  M" 


Cpl.  16th  Co.  5th  Reg..  2d  Div. 

Marine  Corps. 
Cpl.  83d  Co.,  f5th  Reg..  2d  Div 

Marine  Corps. 
Pvt.  Co.  A.,  7th  Inf..  3d  Div 
Pvt    1  cl.,  Co.  C,  7th  Inf.,  3d 
Div. 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  7th  Inf.,  3d  Div 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  7th  Inf.,  3d  Div 
Pvt.  1  cl..  Co.  A.  7th  Inf.,  3d  Divl 
Cpl.  Co.  G,  30th  Inf.,  3d  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  30th  Inf.,  3d  Div 
1st  It.  Co.  A.  38th  Inf.,  3d  Div 
Pvt.  Bty.  B,   18th  FieM   .\rt..' 

3d  Div. 
Cpl.  Co.  A,  4th  Eng.,  4th  Div... 
Pvt.  Co.  E,  lOBd  Int.  26th  Div. 
Pvt.  1  cl..  Co.  A.   l.-iOth   Mac. 

Gun  Bat..  42d  Div 
Pvt.  Bty.  E.  337th  Field  Art.. 

88th  Div. 
Pvt.  Sup.  Co.,  337th  Field  Art., 

88th  Div. 
Wag.  Bty.  D,  339th  Field  Art., 

88th  Div.       - 
Cpl.  Bty.  C,  33»th  Field  Art.. 

88th  Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  313th  .imm.  Train. 

88th  Div. 


Cpl.  Co.  1,  26th  Inf.  1st.  Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  F,  26th  Inf.  1st  Div.  . 
Pvt.  Co.  M.  28th  Inf.  1st  Div  . 
Pvt.  Bty.  F,  6th  Field  Art.  1st 

Div. 
Saddler.  Hq.  Troop,  1st  Div... 
Sgt.  M.  G.  Co.  23d  Inf.,  2d  Div. 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  D,  2d  Eng.  2d  Div 
Farrier,  Bty  G.  I5th  Field  Art. 

2d  Div. 
Cpl.  Hq.  Co.  7th  Inf.  3rd  Div  . 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  64th  Inf.  7th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  H,  103d  Inf.  26th  Div 
2d  Lt.  Co.  M,  109th  Inf.  28th 

Div. 
Cpl.  Co.  B,  112th  M.  G.  Bn.. 

29th  Div.  ' 

Sgt.  Hq.   Co.,  137th   Inf.,  35th 

Div. 

Pvt.  1  cl.,  Co.  K,  137th  Inf.,  35th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  139th  Inf.  35th  Div 
do. 

Pvt.  Hq.  Det.,  COth  Field  Art." 

Brig.  35th  Div. 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Bty.  B,  130th  Field  Art. 

35th  Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  308th  Inf.  77th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  313th  Amm.  Trsin 

88th  Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  F,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div." 
Sgt.  Co.  E,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  353d  Inf.,  S9th  Div 
Pn.  Co.  A,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div  "' 
Cpl.  Co.  E,  353d  Inf.  89th  Div  "I 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  353d  Inf..  89th  Div  I 
Cpl.  Co.  C.  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div    I 
Pvt.  Co.  K,  3,'>3<i  Inf.,  H9th  Div"! 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  .353d  Inf.,  89th  Div'l 
Pvt.  Co.  K,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div  " 
Sgt.  Co.  B,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  G,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div"| 
E,  353d  Inf..  89th  Div    I 


Pvt.  Co 
Pvt.  Co. 
Cpl.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  ol 

Div. 
Cpl.  Co 


C.  353d  Inf..  89th  Div.'., 
F.  353d  Inf..  89th  Div.  i 
E,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div  | 
Co.  L,  353d  Inf.,  89th 


Sprinsjer.  Simon  Bolivar 
Slarks,  Wm.  H " 


Nichols,  John  N 


L.  353d  Inf..  89th  Div 
Sgt.  Co.  E.  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  M.  353d  Inf.,  89th" 

Div. 
Cpl.  Co.  G,  353d  Inf..  89th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  M.  353d  Inf..  89th  Div" 
Cpl.  Co.  B,  353  Inf..  89th  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  E,  353d  Inf.,  89th  DiV 
Pvt.  Co.  F.  363d  Inf..  89th  Div 

do 

Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  D,  363d"ini.".'8»th' 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  E,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  353d  Inf..  89th  Div"' 
Sgt.  Co.  D,  a;3d  Inf..  89th  Div"' 
Pvt.  Co.  K.  356th  Inf..  89th  Div" 
Pvt.  Co.  M.  356th  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Pvt.  1  cL  Co.  L,  356th  Inf..  89th" 

Div. 
Cpl.  Co.  I,  356th  Inf..  89th  Div 
Pvt.  M.  O.  Co.  356th  Inf.,  89th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  E,  314th  Trench  Mor- 
tar Btry.,  8»th  Div. 


Grave 


45 

08 

88 
85 

62 
52 
70 
51 
25 
17 
18 

23 

21 
14 

4 

27 
4 

26 
30 


24 
36 
26 
20 

7 
23 
13 
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34 

10 

17 
36 
35 

23 

30 
12 


23 
33 

10 

23 
28 

27 
15 
28 
12 

4 

6 
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4 
22 

3 

30 
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0 
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12 

11 

3 

10 

10 

11 

■  10 

2 

11 
12 

7 

8 

6 

10 
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Block 
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A 
B 
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B 
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20 

17 

19 

29 

18 

13 

7 

8 

13 

7 
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23 
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B 
A 
C 
B 

A 
D 
B 
D 

C 
A 
C 
A 

A 

A 

C 

C 
C 
D 

B 

B 
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7 

A 

28 

3 

D 
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6 

C 

18 

26 

D 

15 

6 

D 

21 

14 

B 

14 

3 

R 

25 

13 

B 

15 

7 

B 

26 

28 

C 

20 

21 

A 

23 

3 

B 

20 

2 

C 

4 

22 

D 

20 

6 

C 

26 

25 

R 

23 

2 

C 

36 

15 

C 

19 

18 

B 

6 

II 

2 

21 
2 
2 
3 

15 
1 

22 

34 

8 
11 

7 
20 
18 
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24 
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C 
D 
B 

D 
D 
C 
B 
O 
C 
C 

D 

C 
C 

c 

D 
C 

D 
fi 
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Name 
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Russell,  Samuel  D. 
Aiistrom,  Fred  Q.. 


Tisdale,  Arthurs... 

James,  Harry  R 

Gray,  Granville " 

Higgins,  Clarence  L 

Bruce.  Everet 

Edmonds.  Clayton  E 

SOMMR  CEMETERT,  NO.  636 

Sutherlin.  Richard  U  . 

Tate.  Albert  L 

Campbell.  Chick  M...  "" 
Norrell.  Henry  W. 
Johnson,  Clarence  E.... 

Brown,  Lee  I 

Weibel,  Ernest  E 


Rank  and  organization 


Grave 


MUltary 


OISE-AISNK  CEMETERY. 

NO.  ess 

Andrews,  .\lt»ert 

Giles,  George  R 


Pvt.    Co.    B.    S14th 

Police,  89th  Div. 
ad  It.  3  A.  I.  C.  Air  8er\ice. 

Aviation  Instruction  Centers 
Pvt.  116th  Bal.  Co.  Air  Service' 
Pvt.  Co.  E,  34  Engrs... 
Cpl.  306th  Bakery  Co.  6  M  "c" 

Non-Div. 
Pvt   B.  H.  No.  86.  Med.  Dept. 

Non-Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  806  Pion.  Inf 
Sgt.  Co.  C.  329th  B.  T.  C.  Non"- 

Div. 


Pvt.  Hq.  Co..  18th  Inf.,  Lit  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  F,  18th  Inf.,  1st  Div... 
Wag.  Sup.  Co.  5  F.  A. 

Sli-  ??■  li  ^^^^  ^"^ !  27th  iSlv." 
^▼tj.M.  O.  Co.  108th  Inf..  27th 

Div. 
Pvt.  II  Engrs.,  Coast  Art.  Corps 
Non-Combatant. 
apt.   Co.    B,  29  Engrs.  Non- 
Combatant. 


Capt 


Adams,  Wm.  T 

Cobeldick,  John  iienry." 

Axline,  Ralph  Cartan 

Gleason,  John  Wm.,  jr... 

Ogier,  Clifton  E 


Maxwell,  Charley 

Deines,  David 

Luttjohann,  John. 
Miller,  Charles  H 


Park,  Charles  E 

Stauffer,  Jamas  Leroy... 

Vodraska,  Anton  J 

Schauer,  Lawrence  J 


Travis,  John  M 

Mitchell.  Roland  A. 


Durham,  Oliver  F 

Schwinn,  Thomas .' 


Busch,  Ralph  8 

McMinimy,  Joseph  L. 
Norris,  Joseph  R 


Got,schall,  Howard 
Scott,  Charley  E. 
Sandhagen,  George  W.'".. 

Delzeit,  Edward  N. 
Taylor.  George  Daniel 
McCormick,  Wm.  Ike 
McWilUams.  Charles  6... 

Bly,  Henry 

Linger,  Joseph  A '.",'. 

Brueggnman.  Herman  F.. 

Bush,  Harry  F 

Edwards,  Horace  O 

Moore,  Robert  J 

Nowers,  Paul 

Bryant.  James  R 

Williams.  Earl  H 

Charlton.  John  W 

Doraey.  Joseph  W 


Su^.  Sgt..  Co.  I,  16th  Inf.,  1st 

Pvt   1  cl.  M.  a.  Co.,  16th  Inf.. 

1st  Div. 
Sgt.  Co.  D.  I8th  Inf.,  1st  Div 
Sgt.  8th  Co.,  5th    Reg.  u.  "s" 

Marines. 
Pvt.  80th  Co..  6th  Reg.  U.  8 

Marines. 
P\t.  90  Co.,   6th    Reg.   U.   8 

Marines. 
Pvt.  Co.  U,  4th    Infantry,  3d 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  B.  7th  Inf.,  3d  Div 
Cook  Co.  H,  30th  Inf..  3d  Div"  " 
Pvt.  Co.  H,  3«h  Inf.,  3d  Div 
Pvt.    Hq.    Co.    30th    Inf.,    3d" 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  G,  30th  Inf..  3d  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  H,  30th  Inf..  3d  Div  ' "" 
Pvt.  Co.  H.  30th  Inf.,  3d  Div'    " 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Hq.  Co.,  30th  Inf.,  3d 

Div. 
Pvt.  Bty.  D.  10th  Field  Art.,  3d 

Div. 
Pvt.  Bty.  F,  18th  Field  Art..  3d 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  102  Inf.,  28th  Div 
2d  It.  Co.  M.  109th  Inf.,  28th" 

Div. 
1st  It.  Co.  E.  nth  Inf.,  28th  Div 
2d  It.  Co.  E.  166th  Inf.,  42d  Div' 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  E,  168th  Inf.  42d" 

Div. 
Wag.  Co.  C,  117  Amm.  Train, 
do 


Reeh.  Joaeph  M.... 
WUlard,  Cleveland. 


Shue.  Berschel  L 

BROOKWOOn  CEMETEBT. 
NO.  lOT-R 


Woodooz,  Ernest  E . 


Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  B,"338'M."6!'Bn.'" 
88th  Div. 

Cpl.  Co.  K,  353  Inf.,  89th  Div 
I  Pvt.  Co.  L,  365  Inf..  89th  Div  " 

Pvt.  Bty.  A.  342  F.  A..  80th  Dl'v" 

Pvt.   1    d.   10   Dop.   Lab.  C^o. 
Adm.    Lab.    Co.    Non-Div 

Cook.  Co.  M.  806  P.  I.  Non-Div 

Pvt.     302     Refrigerating    Co.. 
Q.  M.  C.  Non-  Div. 

Pvt.  320  Field  Remount  Sqdn  . 
Q.  -M.  C.  Non-Div. 

Sgt.  320  Field  Remount  Sqdn.. 
Q.M.C.  Non-Div. 

Pvt.  305  Field  Remount  Sqdn  . 
Q.  M.  C.  Non-Div. 

Pvt.  1  cl.  58th  Co..  Transporta- 
tion Corps.  Non-Div 

2d  It.  Hq.  Trans.  Corps.  Non- 
Div. 

Cook,    B.   H.  32.    Base   Hosp.. 
Non-Div. 

Pvt.  B.  H.  Med.  Dept.  Non- 
Div. 

Sgt.  1  cl.  ITnlt  18,  Replacement 
Drafts,  Med.  Dept.  .Von-Div. 

Pvt.    Co.    18,    Cp.    McArthur 
Sard,      Replacement      Regi- 
ments, Non-Div. 
Pvt.  22  Co.  Cp.  Pike  Sard,  Re- 
placement   Regimeuts,    Non- 

Pvt.  4  Prov.  Co.,  Cp.  Funston 
A.  R,  D.  Replacement  Reg. 
Non-Div. 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  410  Tel.  Bn.  Signal 
Corps,  Non-Div. 


Pvt.  259  Aero  Sqdn.,  Non-Div.. 


13 

14 

12 
» 

8 


8 
34 


1 
14 
13 
13 

4 


Row 
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25 
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15 
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11 
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21 
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8 

1 
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27 
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10 
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18 
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5 

S 
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33 
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0 
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9 
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23 

n 
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19 
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11 

20 

16 

7 
25 
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2 
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3 

8 
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» 
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20 

ao 
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2 
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A 

c 
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o 

o 

o 

o 
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B 
A 
B 

A 
A 
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D 

B 

B 

A 

O 
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B 

A 
A 
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COXGRESSIOXAL 


RECORD— SENATE 


Dertased  toUUn  Jrwm  Kmnmt  hmried  i»  orm«ieHe»  «n  Buropff—Cmnnnf^ 


Nama 


Rank  and  organitation 


aCBMKKa  AMBKJCAN  CKU- 
KTERT,  NO.  34 

Cooper,  Albert  C 

Board,  Ralph  R_ 


Beam,  Aairist 

Yooni;.  Lawrenea  E... 
Rabideaa,  Henry  M.. 
Stevenson.  Wilbur  A.. 


Grave      Row     Block 


Neater.  Albert  C 

Atkinson,  Clarenoe 

Castle.  John  R 

Chandler,  Sherman  Fran- 
cis. 
Fletcher,  Floyd  Leslie 

Hale.  Cas.  C 

Newton,  Bert  L 

Uerman.  John  Oliver 


Prt.  Co.  a,  127th  Inf.  33d  Div. 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  C,  309th  Field  3ig. 

Bb.  Mth  Div. 
Prt.  1  cl.  Co.   A,  313th   A  mm 

Train,  88th  Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  313th  .<mm.  Train, 

88tb  Div. 
Pvt.   Bty.  E.  338th  Field  Art., 

88th  Div. 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  B,  353d  Inf.,  8»tb 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  F,  355tii  Inf.,  88th  Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  O.  ,V.7th  Inf.,  gotb  Div 

8gt.  Hq.  Det..  31st  Kngrs 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  33d  Engrs 


Knoi,  Arthur  Roy 

Smith.  Leroy ..... 

Mosber,  Arthur  B 


Mrvac-ARGoNini  ctm- 

TXKT,  NO    1239 

Berry,  Karl  Nobie 

Davi5,  John  O 

Manninic,  Richards 

Yokem,  \irKil  L 

Pi]ch«r,  .\jtiiur 


Trowbridge.  Carl  BoyL. 

Smith.  Hollis  M 

SeCMT,  Wm.  H 


rmpbenow.  Chester  O... 

Hunter.  Hale 

Kennedy,  Wm.  Henry 

Smith.  Peter  Starling 

Miller,  Coarlie  Otto 

Slaymaker.  Harry  B 

Kline,  Warren  S 

Cole,  Jcseph  A 

Fuik,  Fred 

Mann,  Clarence  Ellsworth 

Pfannenstiel,  Alex  A 

Snsith,  Peter  E 

Biernacki.  Joseph  S.."III 

Urouilletle,  John  V I 

Carniel,  Louis 

Oilstm,  Carl  E 

Bevis.  Olen  L... 

Hen^iricis,  Raymond 

Roberts,  Harry  B 

Snow,  Roy  R 

Zemke,  Carl  A 

Terry,  Paul 

Henry,  Joe... 

Cole.  Harold  F ""' 

Smith,  Robert  S 

Sharp,  Thomas  V 

Blakely,  Victor  K.  D I 

Hollingsworth,  Harry  E 

Haud,  Jahn  P 

Johnson,  Carl  D VJi.'. 

Lagrone,  Robert  E 

Berg,  Jack 

Bale.  Mike 

Lane.  Albert  S 

Moeber,  William.. ."l^II! 

McCoUum.  Benjamin  F     1 
Fawcelt.  David 

Maifws.  Floyd  .M """. 

Campbell,  Kobert  F 

DantfJs.  Fred 

Pierce,  Fmflk 

Tayior,  Chris  A  *"* 

Dorsty,  Eli  Ferr«lL..II..I 

Keller.  Clede  R „ 

Andrews,  UaroJd  R 

Arm-strong,  Bliss  \ 
Arnold,  Edward  R„11~II 

Ashley,  Lloyd  E 

Aspluad.  Robert  A 


Cpl.,    American    Education 

Comm. 

8gt.  I  cl.  XMh  Serv.  Co.,  8.  C 

Cpl.,  388th  Bakery  Co.,  Q.  M.  c7 
Pvt.  Co.  F.3l»th  Fid.  Rem.  Sq., 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  3I»tb  Fid.  Rem.  8q.,  Q.  M. 

Cpl.',  322d  Fid.  Rem.  8q.,  Q. 
M.  C.  -^  .  >€ 

Pvt..  P.  E.  S 


3d  Div... 
3d  Div... 
3d  Div  . 


Blackledn.  Walter  M_ 
BlMikenshlp,  Bart  U.. 

Boyles,  Arthur  L 

Brown,  Henry  F........ 


Cpl.  Co.  D,  liJth  Inf.,  1st  DlT.. 
CpL  Co.  K,  leth  Inf.,  1st  Div.. 
Pvt.  Co.  H,  ISih  Inf.,  1st  Div  . 
P-n.  Co.  L..  18th  Inf.,  1st  Div. 
Pvt.   Med.    Det..   2d    .Machine 

Oun  Bn.,  1st  Div. 

1st  U.  1st  Engineers,  1st  Div 

Cpl.  Co.  L,  Zid  Inf..  ad  Div.. 
Pvt.   1  cl.   Bty.   K,  15th   Field 

Art..  2d  Div. 
Sgt.  Bty.  C,  17th  Field  Art.,  2d 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  M  Engr.,  2d  Div  .. 
Pvt.  51st  Co..  5th  Rent.  U.  8. 

Marine  Corps.  2d  IMv. 
Pvt.  67th  Co..  5th  Regt.   U.  8. 

Marine  Corps,  2d  Div. 
Pvt.  8Dth  Co..  6th  Regt.  U.  8. 

Marine  Corps,  2d  Div. 
1st  It.  Co.  F,  4th  Inf..  3d  Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  K,  4th  Inf.,  3d  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  K,  7th  Inf.,  3d  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  A,  7th  Inf.,  3d  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  L,  7th  Inf..  3d  Div 

ast.  Co.  L,  7th  Inf..  3d  Div 

Pvt.  Co.  I  7th  Inf.,  3d  DiT 
Cpl.  Co.  O,  30th  Inf.,  3d  Div. 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  30th  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  O,  30th  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  H,  38th  Inf. 
Cpl.  Co.  M,  38tb  Inf.,  3d  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  38th  Inf.,  3d  Div. 
Cpl.  Co.  I,  38th  Inf.,  3d  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  L,  38th  Inf.,  3d  Div." 
M.  8.  E.  5th  Field  Signal  Bn 
8ft.  Co.  I,  3Wh  Inf..  4th  Div  """ 
Mech.  Co.  K,  59th  Inf..  4th  Div 
Cpl.  Bty.  A.  Wth  Field  Art., 

4th  Div. 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  F,  «th  Inf.,  5th  Div 
ad  It.  Co.  A.  nth  Inf.,  5th  Div  ' 
Cook,  Co.  A.  lUh  Inf.,  5th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  K,  aoth  Inf.,  5th  Div 
Pvt.  1  d.,  Co,  M,  eoth  Inf.,  5th 

Div. 
Wag.    Co.  B,    13   M.   a.  Bn.. 

5th  Div. 
Pvt.  1  d.  Ca  D,  15  M.  O.  Bn  . 

5th  Div. 

Pvt    1  d.  Co.  D,  7  Engineers, 

5th  Div.  ^ 

Sgt.  Co.  B,  7  Engineers,  5ih  Div 

Pvt   Ca  D,  7  Engineers,  5th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  103d  Inf..  26th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  B.  104th  Inf.,  26th  IMv' 
Pvt  Ca  C.  109th  Inf..  ath  Div 
Pvt  Ca  I.  imh  Inf.,  Sid  Div" 
Cpl.  Ca  L.  lath  Inf.,  32d  Div 
Pvt.  Ca  B,  128th  Inf.,  33d  Div 
Cpl.  Ca  M,  128th  Ini.,  SJd  Div 
1st  It  Hq.  Co.,  137th  Inf.,  3oth 

Div. 
1st  It.  Co.  1. 137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Sgt  Ca  K,  137lh  inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt  Ca  C,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt.  1  cL  Co.  U,  U7th  Inf.,  35th 

Div. 
Pvt  Ca  L,  ISTth  InL,  35th  Div. 
liach.  Ca  A,  137tb  Inf..  35th 

Div. 
Sgt.  Ca  K,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Opt  Ca  f.  IXTth  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  M,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Dlv 
CpL  Ca  C,  U7lh  laL,  3ilh  Divl 


9 

ao 

17 
29 

38 

2 

35 

25 

21 
30 

1 

16 
S3 

22 
36 
15 
2 
17 

3 
» 

40 
10 
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u 


B 
A 


21 
23 

2 
15 
12 

13 


20 

2 
14 

as 

40 
32 
8 
5 
43 
36 
34 

40 

10 

36 

6 

13 

4 

S5 

M 

22 

I 


20 

5 

B 

38 

3 

C 

23 

14 

A 

19 

14 

A 

38 

9 

B 

19 

17 

A 

14 

4 

C 

17 

6 

A 

18 

10 

B 

1 

14 

B 

U 

1 

A 

30 

14 

A 

31 

2 

B 

28 

6 

A 

3» 

13 

B 

8 

18 

E 

21 

34 

C 

33 

3S 

F 

36 

5 

E 

5 

30 

B 

8 

18 

A 

40 

40 

B 

20 

23 

O 

2 

5 

Q 

35 

18 

F 

7 

1 

A 

18 

4 

B 

34 

33 

H 

13 

14 

A 

33 

8 

D 

5 

40 

E 

30 

20 

C 

1 

27 

F 

3 

27 

D 

3 

23 

E 

3 

6 

D 

38 

9 

H 

11 

18 

C 

15 

22 

C 

13 

3 

H 

3 

2 

C 

8 

S 

E 

31 

8 

E 

27 

5 

F 

15 

4 

D 

17 

37 

D 

31 

43 

B 

9 

23 

C 

Q 
F 
H 
B 
H 

B 

B 

B 

E 
H 

O 
A 
K 
A 
A 
B 
£ 
H 

O 

K 
O 
C 

r 
o 

H 
O 
B 

W 


Doll.  Claude  B 

Ferguson. Sidney  F... 

Fieri,  Seraphin 

Gibson,  Hugh  H 


Harkey,  Clair  C 

Hodgson,  Carroll  D. 


Iloehn,  IsadoreJ 

Horton,  Francis  A 

Hughes,  Bert  F 

Hull,  Clarence  M 

Jeffords,  Paul... 

Kimble.  Herman 

Kreps  I^eslie  W 

I>ayton,  Fred 

Lieuranw,  Cl>jxence  J.. 

LL-icnb^^e,  Joseph  I 

Malherbe,  Arthur  L..I 
Malm,  Andrew 


Manning,  Lauren  T 

Mc.\li¥ter,  John J. 

Mcl'racken.  Jesse  E 

McDuffie,  .Norman  L.. 

McMahan,  Ira  E 

MettJer.  Lee J  . 

Vtitsthler.  Paul  Henryl 

Munkers,  Oilmer  H 

Mun^on.  Charles  D 

Vlusser,  Jo.  D 


September  14 


Dt«Maed  toWer$  from  Kaiuag  buried  *h  etmeteriet  *n  If arope— Continued 


Name 


MKCaK-ARGONNB  CEME 

nar,  wo.  1232— con. 


Brown,  Paul  R. 
Cames,  Earl  E„ 


Cochran,  Julian  Oard. 
Congdon,  Hobson  R.. 

Davies.  George  T 

Deefries,  Huel  E 

Demeritt,  Everitt 

Dewlin,  Otis  G 


Rank  and  organization 


Grave      Row   '  Block 


Soel,  Wm.  B 

Pearson,  Varland. 
'hillips,  Theodore.. 

taber,  Walter  E 

^eam,  Iceland  L 

Richards,  .\den  B.. 

iowe.  U  Grace  D 

k'heufler.  Wm.  f... 
I  ichwaub.  John  b1.. 

I'hirkey.  Enrl  F 

IJoan.  Wm.  E 

i  uppee.  George. _!.. 
!  waim.  Key.. 


aylor.  Earle  W 

Taylor,  Howard  E... 

Walters.  Charles.  ... 

^iay,  Floyd  L 

) wilder.  Thomas  E... 

^I'ynore,  Perfy  F 

•u-ker.  Henry  W 

Campbell,  Leslie  J... 

lates,  Percy  J 

F  oilman,  .Mphoase  J.. 

-Mast.  Fred 

Fmik.  Wm.  8 

hwia,  Paul  S    


Lsmmie,  Fred  H 

&  ichepine,  Edward  C 
S  law.  Walter  W 

A  vord.  Joseph  O 

C  )ate.  Frank  D 

C  irran.  Mark  8 


C  Jtler,  James  R 

Dfiv.  Warren  L 

Gillen,  Glenn  C 

O  >rdon,  James 

Hpod,  George  W 

Hudson.  Leslie  A... 

J<nes,  Karl  L 

J<  rdan,  Harold  M 

K  jlsey,  Harry  R 


Lunb,  Perry  A 

L  lodei,  Roy  E 

L  ndsay.  Nat  M „ 

Liive.  Rama  8 


W  ick.  Arthur  L 
M  cMQlen,  Ralph  E. 
W  oaroe,  Elmer  L... 


P<teis.  Leslie  L 


Sgt.  Co.  B,  137th  Inf.,  .Vth  Dlv 
Pvt.  1  d.  Ca  O,  137th  Inf.,  35th 

Dlv. 
Cpl.  Co.  O,  137th  Inf..  34th  Div 
Pvt  Co.  O,  137th  Inf.,  36th  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  G,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  A,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  H,  137ih  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt.  1  d.  Ca  K,  137th  Inf.,  35th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  I,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Ca  H,  137th  Inf.,  35th 

Div. 
Cpl.  Co.  M,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt.  1  d.  Ca  M,  137th  Inf..  35th 

Dlv. 

Pvt.  1  d.  Ca  G,  137th  Inf.,  35ih 

Div. 
Pvt.  1  d.  Ca  C,  137th  Inf.,  35th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  II,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
CpL  Ca  B,  1.37th  Inf.,35lh  Div.. 
Pvt.  Co.  L,  137th  Inf..  35th  Div 
CpL  Co.  C,  137th  Inf.,  35lh  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  A,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  L,  137th  Inf..  .35th  Dlv_ 
Pvt.  1  d.  137th  Inf.,  3oth  Div 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  137th  Inf.,  3Sth  Div" 
Pvt.  Co.  A.  137th  Inf.,  3.^th  Dlv 
Pvt.  1  cl.  1.37th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt.  Sup.  Co..   137th  Inf..  35th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  M..  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt.  Ca  C,  137th  Inf.,  3.5th  Dlv 
Pvt.  Co.  L,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Cook,  Sup.  Co.,  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt.  Ca  D,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div  " 
Pvt.  Co.  K,  I37th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  I,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div„ 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  137th  Inf.,  36th  Div 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B,  137th  Inf.,  35th 

Dtv. 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  M,  137th  Inf.,  35th 

Div. 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B,  137th  Inf.,  35th 

Div. 
Sgt.  Co.  I,  137th  Inf.,  3.Mh  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div. 
Pvt.  Ca  B,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt  Ca  C.  137th  Inf  ,  35th  Div 
Pvt  Co.  B,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Bug.  Ca  C.  137th  Inf..  3.5th  Div 
Pvt.  1  d.,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  I,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div.' 
Mech.  Ca  1, 137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt  Ca  H,  137th  Inf.,  35lh  Div 
Pvt  1  d.  Co.  1,  137th  Inf.,  S.nh 

Div. 
Sgt.  Co.  F,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  137th  Inf.,  35th" 

Div. 
Sgt.  Co.  D,  137th  Inf.,  3.«h  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  A,  137th  Inf.,  3.5th  Div  * 
Cpl.  Co.  F,  137th  Inf.,  35th  Div  " 
Pvt.  Co.  I,  137th  Inf..  3oth  Di/.' 
Lt.  ool.   138th  Inf..  35th   Div 
ad  It.   Ca   C.   138th   Inf.,  35th 

Div. 
Cpl.  Ca  L.  138th  Inf.,  35th  Div_ 
Pvt.  Co.  B.  listh  Inf.,  35th  Div. 
Pvt  Co.  M,  138th  Inf..  .35th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  D.  138th  Inf..  3.5th  Div 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  E,  138th  Inf.,  35th 

Dlv. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  138th  Inf.,  35th  Div. 

do 

Pvt.  I  d.  Co.  C,  13Sth  Inf.,  iSth 

Div. 
Pvt.  Ca  I,  I39th  Inf.,  35th  Div_ 
Sgt.  Co.  D.  139th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt.  1  d.  Ca  H,  139th  Inf..  35th" 

Div. 
Cpl.  Co.  H.  139th  Inf.,  3,5th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  F,  139th  Inf.,  35th  Div' 
Cpl.  Ca  D,  13Bth  Inf.,  35th  Div' 
Cpl.  Co.  F,  139th  Inf .  35ih  Div' 
Pvt.  1  cL  Co.  F.  139th  Inf.,  35th 

Div. 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B,  138th  Inf.,  35th 

Div. 
Sgt.  Ca  C,  130th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  H.  13«th  Inf.,  3.5th  Div' 
1st  sgt.   Co.  E.  139th  Inf..  35th" 

Dlv. 
Pvt.  Hq.  Ca,  13eth  Inf.,  35th 

Dlv. 
Pvt  Co.  E.  139th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Cpl.  Ca  F.  139th  Inf..  35th  Div' 
Pvt^  d.  Ca  F,  139th  Inf.,  35th' 

Div. 
Pvt  Ca  B,  139th  In/.,  35th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  K.  139th  Inf..  35th  Dlv" 

'^•th'Dt.'^-  ^  '"^   ^' 
CpL  Co.  E,  189th  Inf.,  35th  Div. 
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33 
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13 
16 
15 
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26 
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40 
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37 
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13 
33 

37 
25 

34 
34 

13 

10 

16 

8 

5 

4 

40 

10 

16 

11 

15 
21 
16 

16 
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6 

8 

23 
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30 
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36 
42 

15 
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B 

F 

a 

D 
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1  I  A 


36 
36 

33 
1 

40 

28 

34 

24 

44 

41 
43 
22 
38 

29 
33 

36 

9 

37 

45 

16 
43 

7 
34 
21 
44 
21 

5 
34 


36 

10 
44 

26 
22 
14 
1 
27 
19 
31 
28 
34 
33 

35 
27 


O 
O 

O 
B 

D 

B 

B 


E 
A 
C 
H 
D 
H 
D 
C 
F 
D 
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A 

E 
H 
D 
F 
O 
O 
A 
A 
A 

B 


18 

8 

4 

12 

1 

36 

37 

40 

6 

1 

20 

25 

29 
22 
44 

33 

16 

37 

5 

23 

19 
30 
11 

4 

9 
46 

4 
10 

33 

11 
37 
23 


36 
3 
3 


6 
34 
10 

15 


B 

A 
D 
B 
B 
F 
W 

o 

B 
C 
B 
F 

B 

0 

D 
E 
B 
D 
F 
E 

F 

B 

B 

r 
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E 
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O 

B 

F 
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E 
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O 
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A 
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1^29  CONGEESSTONAL  KECORD— SEXATE 

Deceased  soldien  from  Kansas  buried  in  cemeterle,  in  »«rop«^-OontlnuPd 


Name 


HFt'SE-ARCONNE  TEME- 
tKRV    NO.  1232— con. 

Pratt  Wm.  M 

Richardfon,  Roy  R 


Ri<or(!.  Edwin  O. 
Rncenkrantz.  Ike. 
Shook.  Anthony.. 


Rank  and  organization 


Shook.  Orover 

Smith,  Frank 

Stout  Earl  H 

Surprenaut,  Carl  B  ... 

Warren.  Ben  C ... 

Zidek,  Rafael  L 

Bowden,  James 

Brown,  Gordon  M 

Corlberg.  John  E 

Crook.  Oren  B 

Derby.  John  Frauds. . 


Foltz.  Lester  T, 

Fox.  Charles  Edward.. 

Hoppas.  Charles  T 

McConnell.  Edward  J. 


Ritter.  Rav  W 

Bunkle.  I'red  E 

Seymour.  Edgar  W. 
Showalter.  Frank  J. 


Cpl.  Co.  B,  139th  Inf.,  35th  Dlv 
Pvt.   1  d.   Co.   F,     139th   Inf., 

35th  Div. 
-Mech.  Co.  F,  139th  Inf..  35th  Div. 
Pvt   Co.  E,  139th  Inf..  35th  Div 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.   H,    139th  Inf, 

35th  Div. 
Pvt  Ca  H,  139th  Inf ,  3.5th  Dlv 
Cpl.  Ca  G,  139th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt  Co.  E,  139th  Inf..  35th  Div' 
Pvt.   1  d.   Ca   C,   139th  Inf„ 

35th  Dlv. 
Cpl.  Ca  E,  139th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt  Co.  B,  139th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
do 


Grave 


Stephenson,  Easton  H . 
Stull,  Frank  .Marion... 

Vigola,  George  E 

Watson.  Edgar  R 

Crisp,  Jess 


Oersic,  John  A 

Hickman,  Fred  H. 

Wilson.  Elsworth  W. 


Cpl.  Co. 
Pvt  Ca 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d. 

Div. 
Cpl  Ca 
Cpl  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d. 

Div. 
Cpl.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
do 


K,  13»th  Inf.,  35th  Div. 
M.  140th  Inf.,  3.5th  Div 
H,  140th  Inf  .35th  Div 
Co.  K.  140th  Inf.,  35th 

E,  140th  Inf..  35th  Div 
L,  140th  Inf..  35th  Div. 
L,  140th  Inf  ,35th  Div.. 
Co.K,  140th  Inf.,  35th 

B,  140th  Inf..  35th  Div 
B,  140th  Inf.,  35th  Div.. 


Beeciier.  Thomas  I 

Fuller,  Benjamin  A... J 

Johtison.  Wm.  B 

Adam.<!OD,  Paul  D 

Baker,  Alfred  O 


Jessop,  Charles  T 

Norris,  Frfed  F 

Thurman,  Harold  D 

Vigor,  John  E 

Jones,  Ra>-mond  E 

Bennett,  Webster  8 


Hageman,  Harry  D 

Priest  WadaH 

Davis,  Wm.  A 


Gill.  Glenn  E 

Mc\ey,  Willie  W 

Leonard,  Jerome  M 

Hall,  llenrv  J 

Ritter.  Floyd  W 'J. 

Martin,  ClifTord. 

Limper,  Henry  H.  A.. 

Voltz,  Clyde '. 

Wright.  Gracen  I 

Schaplowsky,  John  O 

Barton.  Ray 

Chandler,  Joa<:hay  8 

Johnson,  Thomas 

McOrifl,  James  E...."" 

Buchanan,  Willis 

May,  James  \.. 
Nesbitt,  Randolph  j..l" 
Perry.  Leo  J . .  . 
Vamer.  John  M..'.'JIII" 

Walker.  Glenn  E 

Obcig,  Albert  W 

EUts,  Martin  O 

GJonovich,  George 

Wagner,  Fred  O 

Cunningham,  Ftoyd  E.... 

Morris,  Jesse  E 


Pvt  Hq.  Co.,  140th  Inf.,  35th 

Div. 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  1. 140th  Inf.,  35th"  Div  . 
Pvt  Co.  L  140  Inf..  35th  Div 
Cpl.  Ca  M,  140th  Inf.,  35th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  I2«th  M.  G.  Bn., 

35th  Div. 
Pvt.  1  d.Bty.  C,  129th  Field  Art., 

35th  Div. 
Pvt.  Bty.  B,  129th  Field  Art., 

35th  Div. 
Pvt  Bty.  F,  129th  Fidd  Art., 

35th  Div. 
CpL  Hq.  Co .  130th  Field  Art., 

35th  Div. 
Cpl.   Bty.  C,  130th  Field  Art., 

36th  Div. 
Cook.  Bty.  C,  130th  Field  Art., 

35th  Div. 
Muse.  3d.  Hq.  Co.,  110th  Engr., 

36th  Div. 
Sgt.  1  d.  Co.  A,  UOth  Engr.,  35th 

Dlv. 

Pvt  1  d.  Co.  A,  110th  Engr., 

35th  DiT. 
do 

Pvt.  Co.  A.   110th  Engr.,  35th 

Div. 
Cpl.  Ca  F,  lioth  Engr.,  35th 

Cpl.  Co.  B,  lioth  Field  Signal 

Bn.,  36th  Division. 
Wag.,  Hq.  Det, lioth  Hq.Train, 

35th  Div. 
Cpl.  Co.  F,  145th  Inf..  37th  Div 
adit.  Co.  A,  ISSth  M.  G.   Bn.  I 

37th  Div. 
Pvt.  Id.  Co.  D,  117th  Amm. 

Train.  42tl  Div. 
ad  It  Co.  C.  307th  Inf.,  77th  Div.. 
Pvt  Ca  D,  308th  Inf.,  77th  Div 
Ist  It.  San.  Trn.  Fid.  Hosp.,  30ad 

SaniUtfy  Trn.,  77th  Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  L.  321.st  Inf.,  81st  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  A,  325th  Inf.,  82d  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  K,  327th  Inf ,  82d  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  F,  349th  Inf ,  Wtth  Dlv. 
Pvt.  Co.  I,  ;»49lh  Inf .  «8th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  G,  349th  Inf.,  H8th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  G.  350lh  Inf  ,  88th  Div 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  C,  35l8t  Inf.,  88th 

Div. 

Pvt  Co.  M,  351st  Inf.,  88th  Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  K,  351st  Inf.,  88th  Div. 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  F,  351.st  Inf.,  88th 
Div. 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  362d  Inf.,  88th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  O,  3.52d  Inf.,  88th  Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  H,  352d  Inf.  88th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  E,  352d  Inf ,  8»th  Dlv" 
Pvt.  Sup    Co.,  352d  Inf.,  88th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  337th  M.  G.  Bn. 

88th  Div. 
Cpl.  Co.  Tr.  .Mtr.  Bty.,  339th 

M.  O.  Bn.,  hSth  Div. 
Pvt.  Cn.  C,  313th  Engrs.  88th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  313th  Engrs.,  88th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  Supply  Train.  88th 

Div. 
I^t.  1  d.,  Co.  D,  Amm.  Train, 

S8th  Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  O,  Amm.  Train,  88th 

Dlv, 


18 
40 

23 
33 
34 

13 
34 
37 
31 

40 
24 
19 
35 
10 
13 
6 

2 
10 

5 
17 
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17 
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35 

2 
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3 
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Name 


MEVSE-AROONNE  rSMI- 
TKRT,  NO.   1232— con. 

Pratt,  Charles  W. 


Scharpf,  Ralph  D. 

Lewis,  Gilbert  M. 
Alien,  Forrest 


Rank  and  organiiation 


Grave 


Ange'.i,  Henry.. 
Bayly,  Harry  E. 


Beach,  Alfred  T 

Beaman,  Roy 

Berqui.st,  Arthur  C. 


Blair,  Tracy  8 

Block,  Joseph 

Bolmer,  Albert  E 

Buckworth,  Earl  E 
Burghanlt,  Edward  L.. 
Chamb»>rlain,  James  W. 

Craig,  Oscar  Eugene 

Davidson,  Frank  Jefferson. 

Devinr,  Daniel  P 


Pvt.  Co.  P,  Amm.  Train,  88th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  K,  Amm.  Train..  88th 

Dlv. 
ISt  It.  353d  Inf.,  89th  Dlv 
Pvt.  1  cl.,  Co.  L,  353d  Inf.,  89th 
Div. 

A.  353d  Inf  ,89th  Div 
Co.,  353d  Inf.,  89th 


Pvt.  Co. 
Sgt.  Hq. 

Div. 
Cpl.  Co. 


Ecchcr,  Richard 

Erickson,  .\lbin. 

Gray.  Harry  E 


Griffith,  Elmer  C. 
Hanson,  .\evid  L.. 
Heald,  Arlington  A. 


Heidle,  William  T 

Hohbcrg,  Albert 

John.<ion,  Harold  M 

Kingsbury,  LaRue  8. 


Hirschbaiun,  John. 

Kren,  Walter  R 

Lindstrom,  Walter  B. 

Lockwood,  Emery  C. 
London,  Marous  L, 


Marshall,  Earl  C 

McCarren,  Andrew  J 

McDaniPl,  I^ee  B 
Metiker,  William  H , 

Mooney,  Fred  W 

Murphy,  Joseph  M 

Owen,  Henry  II 

Perkins,  Oscar  T 

Puetx,  Prank  J 

Schwandt,  Carl  Fred 

Seymour,  Quincy  R 

Shannon,  Edward 

Shummin,  Thomas  Arthur 

Slomski,  Martin 

Swart,  Irvin  Marwell 

Thompson,  John  Irwin.. 
Trapp,  Peter  C. 


E,3£3d  Inf.,  89th  Div.. 
Pvt.  Co.  E,3i3d  Inf.,  89th  Div.. 
Cpl.  M.  G.  Co  ,  353d  Inf.,  89th 

Cpl.  Co.  E,  363d  Inf.,  89tb  Dlv.. 
Pvt.  Co.  M.  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div. 
Pvt.  Ca  H.  S53d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  K,  353d  Inf.,  »th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  E,  353d  Inf.,  8ath  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  M,  353d  Inf.,  8»th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  I.  363d  Inf ,  89th  Div 
Sgt.  M.  G.  Co ,  353d  Inf.,  8Bth 

Div. 
Pvt.  1  d.,  Co.  B,  353d  Inf.,  8Mh 

Div. 
Cpl.  Co.  1, 353d  Inf.,  89th  Div.... 
Pvt.  Co.  F,  353d  Inf..  89th  Dlv 
Pvt.  1  d..  Co.  H,  353d  Inf.,  89th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div. 
CfA.  Co.  M,  363d  Inf.,  89tb  Div.. 
Pvt.  1  d.,  Co.  G,  S53d  Inf.,  8Bth 

Dlv. 
Pvt.  Ca  C,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div... 
Cpl.  Co.  D,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div.. 
Pvt.  Co.  L  363d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Pvt.  1  d.,  Co.  C,  353d  Inf.,  89th' 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  A.  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div... 
Pvt.  Co.  1, 353d  Inf ,  80th  Div. 
Pvt.  M.  O.  Co.,  363d  Inf.,  8«>th' 

Dlv. 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  353d  Inf.,  86th  Div 
Pvt.  Hq.   Co.,   353d  Inf.,  a9th 
Dlv. 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  G,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Sgt.  Co.  A,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Pvt.  1  d.,  Ca  L,  353d  Inf.,  89th" 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  353d  Inf.,  8»th  Div... 
Cpl.  Co.  G,  .353d  Inf.,  88th  Div 
Pvt.  1  d.,  Co.  D,  353d  Inf.,  86th 

Dlv. 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  353d  Inf.,  86th  Div 
Pvt.  Supply  Co.,  353d  Inf.,  89th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  H,  353d  Inf..  89th  Div. 
Pvt.  Ca  F,  363d  Inf.,  89th  Div. 
Sgt.  M.  G.  Ca.  353d  Inf.,  a9th 

Div. 
Pvt.  1  d.  Ca  H,  363d  Inf.,  80th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Hq  Co.,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Pvt.  M.  G.  Co.,  353d  Inf.,  89th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  .353d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
_,   ....       ,    „  ,  Cpl.  Co.  M.  353d  Inf..  89th  Dlv. 

Tuttie,  Lewis  F |  Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  H,  353d  Inf.,  89th 

Dlv. 
Cpl.  Co.  M,  353d  Inf..  89th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  C,  363d  Inf.,  86th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  353d  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Mess  Sgt.  Co.  G,  363d  Inf.,  8eth 

Div. 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  H,  363d  Inf.,  89th 

Div. 
2d  It.  Ca  B,  355th  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Pvt.  Med.  Det.,  366th  Inf.,  89th 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  0, 35.5th  Inf.,  86lh  Div 
Cpl.  Co.  B,  356th  Inf.,  80th  Dlv 
Pvt.  Hq.  Ca,  35«th  Inf.,  89tb 

Div. 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  35«th  Inf.,  89th  Div 
Pvt.  Co.    B,   314th    Engineers, 

8»th  Div. 
1st  It.  Hq.  Co.,  357th  Inf.,  90th 
Div. 

1st  It.  372d  Inf.,  93d  Div 

1st  It.  13  Aero  Sqdn.,  Non-Div., 

Air  Service. 
2d  It  .50  Aero  Sqdn.,  .\ir Service. 

Non-Div. 
Sgt.  800  Aero  Sqdn.,  .^.ir  Service, 
I      Non-Div. 

LeurH.ld,  Albert  K I  Pvt.3Bn.,22d  Engrs.,  Engineer 

IT    .1       ,.L.    ■      r.  Corps.,  Non-Div. 

Ilcll.'r.  Charles  R ,  Pvt.ai!  Fid.  Rem.  Sqdn., Q.  M. 

Shoemaker,  Floyd '  Pvt.  321  Fid.  Rem.  Sqdn.,  Q.  M. 

OsfD.  Krif"  O '  Sec.  y.  M.  C.  A.  Welfare,  Non- 

i      Div. 


VtrhoefT,  Leonard  C 

Wehry,  Wm.  Andrew 

Wellnitr,  Frank 

Wood.  Jasper  M 

Wright.  Roy  E 

Wright,  Wm.  E 

FLshcr,  Frank  J 

Newman,  Thomas 

Vilott,  FleUhcr  L 

Coonrod,  John  V 

Gano,  Uarlcy  P 

Wood,  Everptt  Dale 

Pickering,  Henry  W 

Murphy,  Robt-rt  C 

Harpole.  Tillman  H 

Brodif.  Clarenoe  A 

Bleckley,  Erwin  Russell.. 

Scott,  Leonard  L 
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CONGRESSIONAL  EECORD— SENATE 


rc«  or  BTTNvnr  NOMiNAnowe 

Mr.  8M00T.  Mr.  President,  in  conformity  with  the  unaiii 
moaH-oon.s«it  agreement  entered  into,  I  now  move  that  the  Set 
ate  take  a  recess  until  Monday  at  12  o'clock. 

Mr.  JONES.     I  did  desire  to  hare  an  executive  session. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  had  not  heard  of  it. 

Mr.  JONES.  From  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Po^t 
Roods,  on  behalf  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Phipps  1 
and  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  I  report  sundry  norrp 
nations  for  the  calendar  as  in  open  eiec-utive  session. 

The  VICE  PRE.SIDENT.  The  nominations  will  be  receivtid 
and  placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

RECESS 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  now  renew  my  motion  for  a  recess. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  2  o'clock  anh 
55  minutes  p.  m.),  under  the  order  previously  entered,  took  i 
recess  until  Monday,  September  16,  19'J9,  at  12  o'clock  meridiai. 


SENATE 

Monday,  September  16,  1929 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  9,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of  th(  > 
recess, 

PBl'l'l  low    or    THE    WI8COW8IN    LEniSIATCBB 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
Joint  resolution  erf  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin 
which  was  referree]  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

8tat»  or  Wisco.NSiif. 
Joint  Resolution  57,  8. 

Joint  resolution  relating  to  and  supplementing  the  memorial  to  Congrea 
In  Joint  Resolution  16,  S..  for  a  nation-wide  referendum  on  the  quee. 
tlon  of  modifying  the  Volstead  Act 

Whereas  both  houses  of  this  legislature  have  by  Urge  majoritiet 
adopted  Joint  Resolution  16.  S.,  In  which  the  Congresg  of  the  TInltet 
Sutea  is  inemorallzed  to  enact  the  necessary  legislation  for  the  holdinj 
of  a  nation  wide  referendum  on  the  question  of  modifying  the  Volsteac 
Act  to  logaliro  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  2.75  per  cent  beer ;  and 

Whereas  It  has  been  contended  by  the  opponents  of  any  modlflcatloi; 
of  the  Volstead  Act  that  this  memorial  Is  fatlle  and  meaningless  be- 
cause the  Congress  of  the  United  States  has  no  control  ovor  elections  t< 
be  held  In  the  States  and  can  devise  no  method  by  which  It  can  submK 
any  question  to  vote  of  the  people ;  and 

Whereas  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is,  by  section  1  of  ArtlcU 
I  of  the  Constitution,  yestwl  with  full  legislative  powprs  In  all  matters 
delejrated  to  It  In  the  Constitution,  which  Includes  the  power  to  procure 
information  by  all  lawful  means  upon  all  subjects  upon  which  Congresi 
may   legislate ;  and 

Whereas  the  eighteenth  amendment  expressly  makes  It  the  duty  of 
the  Conjfress  ty  pa*  legislation  for  the  enforcement  of  prohibition,  and 
no  Infurmatiun  is  more  vitally  necessary  for  the  di.<>charge  of  thi.s  duty 
than  the  aJSTertalnment  of  what  the  people  of  this  country  really  want 
with  ref»'rence  to  the  enforcement  of  prohibition  ;  and 

Whereas  the  first  i>aragraph  of  section  4  of  Article  I  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  expressly  provides  that  while  "  the 
tiiues,  places,  and  manner  of  holding  elections  for  Senators  and  Rep- 
resentatlyes  shall  be  prescribed  in  each  State  by  the  legislature 
thereof."  the  Congress  "  may  at  any  tlm.  by  law  make  or  alter  such 
retculations.  except  as  to  the  place  of  choosing  Senators";  and 

Whrreas  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  has  held,  particularly  in 
the  case  of  Ex  parte  Slebold  (100  U.  S.  371),  that  the  Congress,  If  it 
so  determines,  may  take  complete  charge  of  all  elections  of  Senators 
and  BepresentatlYPS.  and  further  that  officers  of  elections  at  which 
St>uator9  or  Representatives  are  chosen,  although  commissioned  under 
SUte  law,  are  performing  services  for  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  and  are  amenable  to  Federal  law ;  and 

Whereas  a  simple  method  for  ascertaining  the  wish  of  the  people 
of  tills  c.untry  upon  a  modification  of  the  Volstead  Act  would  be  for 
the  Congress  to  pass  an  act  providing  th.Tt  In  connection  with  the 
congn  saioual  elections  of  19.J0  there  shall  be  held  an  advisory  referen- 
dum, for  the  guidance  of  the  Members  of  Congress  to  be  elected  at 
the  same  time,  upon  this  question  ;  and 

Whereas  such  an  act  would  amount  only  to  a  method  of  securing 
needed  information  upon  a  subject  undoubtedly  within  the  power  of 
the  Congress  and  Congress  unquestionably  can  control  the  elections 
at  which  Senators  and  Representatives  are  chosen,  so  that  this  sug- 
gested advisory  referendum  is  not  only  highly  desirable  but  also  clearlv 
constltntlonal :  Thorefore  be  It 

Rtaoixed  fry  tht  tmate  (tht  OMrmMy  conmrring) ,  That  this  legis- 
lature hereby  respectfully  petitions  the  Congn-ss  of  the  United  States 

*?  ^  *'l  ^^L"""^***"*  "***  *"  connection  with  the  congressional 
elections  of  1930  there  be  submitted  to  the  quallfled  electors  of  the 
•everal  States  the  questioa  of  modifying  the  Volstead  Act  to  legaliie 
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llie  mannfacttire  and  sale  of  2.76  per  cent  beer,  for  the  gnldance  of  the 
Members  of  Congress  to  be  elected  at  the  same  time,  and  providing 
farther  that  said  question  most  be  Included  on  the  same  ballot  used 
for  the  election  of  such  Members  of  Congress  and  that  any  election  of 
snch  Members  at  which  such  question  shall  not  have  been  submitted 
to  the  electors  shall  be  Invalid  ;  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  duly  attested  copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to 
both  Houses  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  to  each  Wi». 
coubin  Member  thereof. 

nevRT  A.   nnsEB, 
President  of  the  Benate. 
O.  G.  MuxsoN, 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  Senate. 
Chas.  B.  Pibbt, 
Speaker  of  the  Attemll^. 
C.   E.   Shaptib, 
Cfhief  Clerk  of  the  Assembly. 

CALL  OF  THK  BOLL 

Mr.    JONES.    Mr.   President,    I   suggest   the   absence  of  a 
quorum. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  foUowlnc  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Ashurst 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Broik 

Broussard 

Capper 

Connally 

Couzens 

DiU 

Edge 

Ffss 

Fletcher 

Frailer 

George 

GlUett 


Shortrldgo 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Steck 

Stelwer 

Swanson 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okia. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydlngs 

Vandcnberg 

Warner 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 


Glass  La  Follette 

<'Off  McKellar 

(lOldsbo  rough  McMaster 

<5ouid  McNary 

Greene  Metoalf 

Hale  Mosos 

Harrla  Norris 

Harrison  Nye 

Hastlnga  Oddie 

Hatfield  Overman 

Hawes  I'atterson 

Hayden  rhlppe 

Heflin  Pine 

Howell  Plttmnn 

■Tobnson  Ransdell 

Jones  Reed 

Kean  Robinson,  Ark. 

Keyes  Sackett 

King  Sheppard  

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  coUeagne 
[Mr.  Blaink]  is  uuuvoidably  absent.  He  is  a  member  of  the 
committee  attending  the  funeral  of  the  late  Representative 
Kvale.    I  ask  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

I  also  desire  to  announce  that  the  senior  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota (Mr.  Shipstead]  is  absent  on  account  of  illness.  I  ask 
tliat  the  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  wish  to  announce  the  unavoidable  absence  of 
my  collt^ague  [Mr.  Bubton]  from  the  Chamber.  I  ask  that  thi« 
announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  senior  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Norbfx-kI  is  imavoidably  absent.  I 
will  let  this  announc«nent  stand  for  the  day 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-six  Senators  have  answered 
to  tlieir  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

THE  JOITBNAL 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  in  the  interest  of  a  proper  ban- 
dling  of  the  Journal,  I  ask  that  it  may  be  approved  for  the 
calendar  days  of  September  9  to  14,  bt>th  inclusive. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

BILLS   AND   JOINT   BESOLUTION    INTBODUCKD 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unjinimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred- 
as  follows : 

By  Mr.  DALE: 

A  bill  (S.  1699)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary  A. 
Cate  (with  a<companying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  1700)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Martha  M. 
Fletcher  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1701)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Emma 
LaPomt  (with  ac-companying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  METCALF: 

A  bill  (S.  1702)  for  the  relief  of  George  W.  Burgess;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

A  bill  (S.  1703)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Agnes  E 
Kenyon   (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  1704)  granting  a  i)ension  to  Rebecca  C.  Sparhawk 
(with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S  1705)  granting  an  increa.se  of  pension  to  Pauline 
Kellerman  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1706)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Ethilind  M. 
Siiber  (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

H<:!^  Joi»t  resolution  (S.  J.  Res,  71)  to  amend  the  Joint  resolu- 
tion directing  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  take  ac- 
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tlon  relative  to  adjustments  in  the  rate  etructni-e  of  common 
cnrrit-rs  subject  to  the  Interstate  commerce  act,  and  the  fixing 
of  rates  and  charges;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce. 

JUDGE  KXBKPATRICK'S  INJtTWCTIONS  AGAINST  CLOTHLVO  WOKKEBS 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent, out  of  order,  to  intro4luce  a  Senate  re.>^olution,  which  I  ask 
may  be  read  at  the  desk,  and  then  I  desire  to  make  a  brief 
statement  about  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN-r.  Without  objection,  the  resointlon 
will  be  received  and  the  clerk  will  report  it  for  the  infonnaUon 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  117),  as  follows: 

Whereas  on  September  9  Judge  W.  H.  Kirkpatrick,  of  U.e  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Pennsylvania  at 
the  request  of  the  attorneys  for  a  group  of  clothing  manufacturers  of 
the  city  of  Philadelphia,  Issued  temporary  Injunctions  against  the  Amal- 
gamated Clothing  Workers  of  America,  an  organization  consisting  of 
over  100,000  workers  In  the  clothing  industry,  restraining  that  organi- 
sation from  engaging  In  organization  activities  In  Philadelphia  among 
the  employees  of  the  said  manufacturers ;  and 

Whereas  these  injunctions  are  most  drastic,  denying  as  they  do  to 
thousands  of  American  citizens  their  basic  right  to  organize  for  the 
purpose  of  Improving  their  condition  through  collective  bargaining  iflth 
their  employers ;  and 

Whereas  the  organizing  activities  and  the  conducting  of  various 
strikes  by  the  Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  of  America  in  Philadel- 
phia have,  according  to  the  news  dispatches  from  Philadelphia,  been  of 
the  most  peaceable  character;  and 

Whereas  the  union  Is  enjoined  from  dealing  with  employees  of  the 
manufacturers  who  signed  individual  "yellow-dog"  contracts  a  few 
days  before  the  Injunction  was  granted ;  and 

Whereas  these  contracts  contain  a  provision  that  the  signers  mast 
not  only  leave  the  employ  of  the  manufacturers  should  they  Join  the 
Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers'  Union,  but  must  further  agree  not  to 
approach  for  30  days  thereafter  anyone  In  the  employ  of  the  manufac- 
turers for  the  purpose  of  Inducing  them  to  Join  the  union  ;  and 

Whereas  section  C  of  one  of  the  Injunctions  forbids  the  clothing 
workers  from  combining  "  to  restrain  the  Intorstate  or  foreign  trade  or 
commerce  of  the  manufacturers  "  is  a  perversion  of  the  Sherman  Act, 
seeking  to  use  the  act  for  a  purpose  never  intended ;  and 

Whereas  the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  has  had  under  con- 
sideration legislation  to  prevent  the  use  of  injunctions  In  labor  dis- 
putes :   Now,   therefore,  be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  or  any  subcommittee 
thereof.  Is  hereby  authorised  and  directed  to  Inquire  into  the  aforesaid 
Injunctions  Issued  against  the  Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  of  Amer- 
ica and  to  roport  to  the  Senate  the  facts  concerning  Uie  Issuance  of  said 
Injunctions,  together  with  any  recommendations  as  to  remedial  legisla- 
tion the  committee  may  deem  proper. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  the  injunctions  against 
the  Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  of  America  were  is.sued  on 
September  9  by  Judge  Kirkpatrick,  of  the  eastern  district  of 
Pennsylvania.  If  there  ever  was  a  more  glaring  example  of  the 
misuse  of  the  injunction  in  labor  disputes  under  the  power  of 
the  court  than  these  temporary  injunctions,  I  think  the  record 
fails  to  disclose  it. 

For  nearly  three  months  the  Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers 
of  America  have  been  conducting  a  campaign  in  Philadelphia  to 
organize  the  shops  of  the  clothing  manufacturers  of  that  city. 
Already  many  of  tlie  manufacturers  have  signed  agreements 
with  the  union,  have  settled  the  strikes,  and  their  shops  are 
now   running. 

The  fact,  I  think  authenticaUy  reported,  is  that  the  strikes 
have  been  extremely  peaceable  in  character.  I  am  very  reliably 
informed  that  not  a  single  disturbance  of  the  peace  of  any  kind 
has  occurred  in  the  strikes— not  a  picket  has  been  arrested.  It 
is  reported  in  the  press  that  the  police  officials  of  the  city  of 
Ihiladelphia  have  complimented  the  officers  of  the  Amalga- 
mated Clothing  Workers  of  America  on  the  peaceable  manner  in 
which  tliey  have  conducted  the  strikes. 

It  should  be  noted,  Mr.  President,  that  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  Workers  of  America  is  an  organizittion  comprising 
upward  of  100.000  employees  of  the  clothing  industry  of  the 
United  States,  llie  organization  a.ssessed  it^self  a  day's  pay  for 
each  member  of  the  organization  in  good  standing  to  provide 
funds  for  the  conduct  of  tlie  organization  campaign  in  the  city 
of  Philadelphia.  The  fund  thus  raised  has  enabled  the  union 
to  pay  strike  benefits  and  thereby  to  afford  relief  to  the  em- 
ployees who  have  gone  out  on  the  various  strikes  which  have 
been  called  in  Philadelphia.  This,  of  course,  has  reduced  the 
hard.shlps  which  the  employees  naturally  would  have  suffered 
under  other  circumstances  and.  I  think,  probably  is  largely  re- 
sponsible for  the  success  of  the  campaign  of  organizing  the 
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TiutVr^^\^S^^  ""  •""■■"'"^  '■'^°-""-  --  '-.^ 
Mr  President,  I  think  any  student  of  the  labor  movement  In 

^^rke'rs'tlnl^T/  *"  ''^  ?/'  '^"^  ^»^^  AmalgamaT«i  CM,  Ing 
T^orkers  Union  is  one  of  the  most  progr.-!sive  union.,  in  the 
country.     It  has   for  example,  had  contractual  relationr  for  oter 

Staf^'ThrHar.  s'h';??^!  '*  «"^  manufacturers  in  the  United 
Mateh,  the  Hart  Schaffner  &  Marx  Co.,  of  Chicag...    The  result 

J^.^  "':!lr'"^^  ""^  '^^  ""*""  h"^  »^"  «  reduction  of  uno.m.toy- 
ment  a  reducHon  of  labor  turnover,  an  Increase  of  the  ^?  nM 
output  in  i)lants  which  they  have  orgamized 

The  first  move  made  prior  to  the  signing  of  the  temi>or«rv 
restraining  order  by  the  Judge  was  to  indu.-e  employ^'^f^he 
clothing  manufacturers  in  whose  plants  the  strike  was  called  or 
threatened  to  sign  what  are  known  as  "yellow  dog"  contracts 
I  think  those^contracts  are  iierhaps  the  "  yellowest "  of  anv  that 
I  have  ever  had  called  to  my  attention,  i  have  here  a  c-<:>py  of 
one  of  the  6(>calle<l  contracts.    It  reads: 

I  am  employed  by  and  work  for  the  Middlshade  (Inc.)  (hereinafter 
called  employer),  with  the  express  understanding  that  I  am  not  a 
member  of  the  Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  of  Amorica  and  will  not 
become  so  while  an  employee  of  employer;  that  the  employer  is  to  run 
open  shop  while  1  am  In  Its  employ.  If  at  any  time  that  1  am  cmpi.,.vod 
by  employer  1  want  to  become  connected  with  tho  AmalgamafPd  Cloth- 
ing Workers  of  America  or  any  affiliated  organization.  I  agrw  to  give 
written  notice  of  my  desire,  and  at  the  time  of  giving  such  notice  I 
agree  to  withdraw  from  the  employment  of  said  company.  I  further 
agree  that  while  I  am  in  the  employ  of  that  company  and  for  the  pc-rlod 
of  30  days  after  I  leave  It  I  will  not  make  any  efforts  among  It.  em- 
ployees to  bring  about  the  unionizing  of  that  company  against  the 
company's  wish.     I  have  either  read  the  above  or  beard  the  same  read 

(Silgned) [ 

Mr.  President,  some  of  the  provi.sions  of  these  injunctions 
will,  if  they  shall  become  i>ermaneut,  deprive  thousands  of  citi- 
zens of  their  basic  right  to  organize  for  the  protection  of  them- 
selves and  their  fellow  workers. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Has  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  copies  of  the 
in  junctions? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Yes ;  I  have  copies  of  then?  and  I  intend 
to  a.^k  permi.s.<sion  to  put  them  into  the  Rkcord,  with<.ut  rr-ading. 

I  repeat,  if  made  permanent  these  injunctions  would  he  a 
virtual  denial  of  the  constitutional  rights  of  American  citizens 
and  of  every  principle  upon  which  this  Government  was 
founded. 

It  will  be  noted  upon  a  perusal  of  these  restraining  orders 
that  one  of  the  bases  upon  which  tliey  rest  is  the  Sherman  Antl- 
tru.st  Act.  I  think  Senators  who  have  made  a  studv  of  that 
act  and  are  familiar  with  the  histoid  of  its  enactment  will  agree 
that  it  was  never  intendetl  that  it  should  be  u.sed  as  a  club 
against  the  peaceful  orgjinization  by  employees  for  the  protec- 
tion of  their  rights  as  workers.  To*  use  the  Sherman  antitrust 
law  for  such  a  purpose  will  constitute  a  menace  to  the  workers 
of  this  country.  If  such  abuses  of  the  r>ower  of  injunction  are 
permitted  to  go  forward,  it  will  menu  ultimately,  Mr.  President, 
that  the  right  to  organize  on  the  part  of  the  workers  will  be 
destroyed.  I  have,  therefore,  introduced  the  resolution,  and  I 
ask  that  it  may  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
which,  as  Members  of  the  Senate  will  remember,  has  been 
investigating  this  entire  subject 

I  also  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Record,  in  connection  with 
my  remarks,  the  two  restraining  orders  issued  by  Ferleral  Judge 
Kirkpatrick  and  two  editorials  from  the  Wa.shington  Daily 
New.s,  commenting  upon  the  injunction  and  its  dra.«»tic  terms. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordere<l. 

The  matter  referrerl  to  Is  as  follows : 

In  THa  DiSTBiCT  Cocbt  of  the  United  States  roa  tu»  Eastehn  Dib- 

TBICT   OF    PE.fNSVLVAKIA 

No.  5383.     June  term,   1929 
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ALCO-ZANDKB  CO.,  CHABLK8  BAKBK  A  CO.  (INC.),  H.  FBEKMAN  A  SONS  (IMC), 
SOL  OLASKB,  TBADINO  AS  SOL  QLASBB  A  CO.,  LOCIS  GOLDSMITH  (IKC), 
SIMON  MAKBANBKT,  ET  AL.,  TBADINO  AS  8.  MAKBAN8KY  A  SONS,  TH» 
MmOISHADB  CO.  (INC.),  PINCCS  BIUiTHSRS  (INC.),  COMPLAI.XAXTS,  r. 
AMAU3AMATEO  CLOTHINO    WOBKKRS   OF  AMKHICA,  BT  AI^,  DBFKNOANTS 

Temporary  restraining  order 
And  now,  to  wit,   September  9.   1929,   after  a   hearing  of  oral   tei>ti- 
mony  and  it  appearing  tliat  Immediate  and  irreparable  loss  or  damage 


I 


Itl 


3640 


CONGRESSIOXAL  RE 


wlli  revolt  to  tkc  appllcaDts  for  this  order  anl«M  Immediate  relief 
U  gr*nf^.  and  It  a(«f)e*.riDg  that  notice  of  thU  proceeding  has  been 
glTt^n  to  defeodants.  on  motion  of  the  complainants  in  the  aboT*- 
CBtitl^  caae,  by  their  aolicltoni.  It  U  or6fTt4  and  decr(.'«>d  as  follows : 

1.  That  antl]  ttie  further  ord«>r  of  this  court  the  defendanta  and  e^A 
and  all  of  them  and  each  and  erery  member  of  Amalgamated  Ctotbing 
Workers  of  AsMrtca.  their  ageots  and  all  persons  acting  In  aid  of  or 
co&juoctlun  with  them  or  any  of  them  be  enjoined  and  restrained — 

A.  Krom  combining  and/or  ronsp:ring  tngether  or  with  a^U  other 
persona,  flrma,  or  corporations  to  injure  or  Interfere  with  the  Dusiness 
of  complainants  or  any  of  them  or  to  obstruct  or  interfere  with  tlie 
production  aud  Bhi(>a)ent  of  clothing  by  complainants  ur  any  of  them. 

B.  From  rombinin;:  and/or  conspiring  together  or  with  any  other 
peroona,  firms,  or  corporations  to  brin^  about  a  strike  or  strikes  in  the 
factories  of  complainants  or  any  of  them,  and  thereby  interfere  with  the 
production  and  shipment  of  clothing. 

C  From  combining  and/or  conspiring  among  tb*?mselres  or  any  other 
per<«ona.  firma.  or  coriwrations  to  restrain  the  interstate  or  foreign 
trad**  or  commerce  of  complainants  or  any  of  them. 

D.  From  combining  and^or  conspiring  together  or  with  any  other 
persons,  hrmii.  or  corporations  for  the  purpose  or  with  the  Intent  of 
interfering  with  tt>e  production  and  shipment  of  clothing  by  complain- 
ants or  any  of  them  to — 

1.  Unlawfully  interfere  with  the  complainants'  employees  In  going  to 
or  from  the  complainants'  place  of  business; 

2  Make  any  meuacfs.  threats,  or  demonstrations  of  any  kind  for  the 
purpo-ie  of  blnd<r)ng  the  comj.lainants'  employees  from  going  to  and 
working  in  the  complainants'  place  of  business  ; 

3.  Interfere  in  any  way  with  the  complainants,  their  agents  or  em- 
ployees in  the  legitimate  conduct,  management,  or  operation  of  their 
buslneH.s  ; 

4.  Interfere  in  any  way  with  the  complainants,  their  agents  or  em- 
pioyeeii  in  the  manufacture  or  sale  of  their  products  Wherever  such 
mauufiicture  or  sale  may  take  place  ; 

5.  Interfere  In  any  way  with  tbe  employees  of  the  complainants  in 
their  desire  to  work  for  the  complalnnnta,  and  especially  to  visit  the 
homes  of  tbe  employees  of  the  complainants  and  threaten  or  Inaolt 
such  employees  and/or  their   families. 

6.  Follow  the  employees  of  complainants  or  tho«e  who  desire  to  enter 
the  employ  of  complainants  to  or  toward  their  homes  for  the  purpose 
of  threatening,  insulting,  or  agnln.st  the  will  of  the  persons  followed, 
arguing,  or  communicating  with  such   persona. 

7.  Interfere  by  threats,  intimidations,  or  opprobrious  epithets  with 
any  person  or  persons  who  may  be  In  the  employ  of  complainants  or 
who  may  desire  to  enter  the  employ  of  complainants. 

8.  Attempt  by  threats.  Intimidation,  or  otherwise  to  solicit,  com- 
municate, or  argue  with  any  person  or  persons  employed  by  complain- 
ants or  who  may  de«lr«  to  work  for  them  and  who  Indicate  their  un- 
willingnesa  to  be  solicited,  communicated  with,  or  argued  with. 

9.  IMcket  on  or  near  the  premises  of  complainants  or  on  the  high- 
ways leading  thereto  In  any  manner  with  the  purpose  and  for  the  effect 
of  intimidating,  annoying,  embarrassing,  or  through  fear  exercising 
moral  coercion  over  those  lawfully  employed  by  complainants  or  who 
may  desire  to  enter  the  employ  of  complainants,  whether  actual  force 
or  violence  be  used  or  not. 

10.  Use  any  moneys  or  other  property  of  the  Amalgamated  Clothing 
Workers  of  America  for  the  purpose  of  employing  its  members  or  others 
to  assault,  threaten,  intimidate,  insult,  annoy,  follow,  or  direct  abusive 
or  derisive  language  or  opprobrious  epithets  against  the  employees  of 
the  complainanta  or  any  persons  who  desire  to  enter  the  employ  of 
complainants,  or  Uf^e  such  funds  or  moneys  in  aid  or  furtherance  of 
or  reward  for  the  doing  of  any  of  tbe  acts  hereinabove  eujoined. 

Security  to  be  entered  by  the  complainanta  In  the  sum  of  |5,000. 
By  tbe  court : 

(Signed)  W.  H.  KiasPATsiCK,  J. 

rxiTso  Statks  or  Amkbica, 

Eastern  Diatrict  of  Penn»1flvan^a,  t».: 
I,  George  Brodbeck.  clerk  of  the  United  States  District  Court  In  and 
for  the  Eastern  District  of  Pennsylvania,  do  hereby  certify  that  the 
annexed  and  forr  going  is  a  true  and  full  copy  of  the  original  restrain- 
ing order,  filed  September  9,  1029,  in  the  case  of  Alco-Zander  Co.  et 
al.  r.  Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  of  America  et  al.,  Jane  term, 
1929,  S383.  now  remaining  among  the  records  of  the  said  court  in  my 
offlce. 

I  further  certify  that  secorlty  in  the  sum  of  $5,000  has  been  daly 
approved  and  filed,  as  required  in  said  order. 

In  tMtlmony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  sabscribcd  my  nam*  and 
sfflxed  the  seal  of  the  aforesaid  court  at  Philadelphia  this  9th  day  of 
^ptember.  A.  D.  1929. 

[siAL.]  Geoboi  Bboobcck,  Clerk, 

Bj  K.  O.  JoHJiaoa,  Deputy  Clerk. 
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ALCd-ZAXDCB  CO.,  A  PESXSTr.VAXIA  COapOBATION  ;    LOlIg  OOLDSMtTH    (IWC), 
PBXX8TLVA5IA  OOBPtjRATlOX  ;   THB    MIUDIKHADi:    CO.    (IKC),   A   PK.S.HSTI/- 

lA  coKPoaATiox;  Fixers  bbos.  a^tcy,  a  psk.xstlvaxia  corpokatio.x, 

C0MPLAI.N-A.VT8,  r.   8IDNET  HlLLlfAN,  PBESIDl.Tr  OF  AMAtXIAMATKD  CLOTH- 

WOBKEB8  or  AMKXICA,  AXD  I.NDI  VIDCALLY  ;   StD.XBT  BISSMA.X,   MKUBKB 

Tim  GCVEBAL  EXECT .TIVB  BOABO  OF  AH AUiAMATEO  CIXTIBISO  WuBKEBS 

AMEBICA,    A.VO     IXDIVIOrAIXT  ;     HTMAX     BLrMBERO,     UBMBBB    OF    THX 

EBAL    EXECCTIVB    BOABD    OF    AMALGAMATKD    CLOTHIXO     WOBKEB8    OF 

^ERICA,   A.VD   IXDrVIDl'AIXT,    ET  AI^ 

Temporary  rtgtraininn  order 

now,  to  wit.  8epteml)er  9.  1929.  after  bearing  of  oral  testimony, 
it  app<>arliig  that  immediate  and  Irreparable  loss  or  damage  will 
to  the  applicants  for  tlils  order  unless  immediate  relief  is  granted  ; 
t  appearing  that  notice  of  this  proceeding  has  been  given  to  defend- 
on  motion  of  the  complainants  in  the  above-entitled  case  by  theli* 
tors.  It  is  ordered  and  decreed  as  follows : 

That  until  the  further  order  of  this  court  tbe  defendants,  and  each 
ill  of  them,  their  agents,  and  all  persons  acting  in  aid  of  or  con- 
on  with  them  or  any  of  them  be  enjoined  and  restrained — 
F^rom  combining  and/or  conspiring  together  oi  with  any  other 
pers<in.<*.  flrm.s.  or  corporations  to  Interfere  with  «ud  from  Interfering 
the  employment  of  any  persons  by  the  complainants  or  any  of  them. 
From  combining  and/or  .conspiring  together  or  with  any  other 
persons.  Arms,  or  corporations  to  bring  about  a  strike  or  strikes  In  the 
fact<iries  of  complainants  or  any  of  them,  and  thereby  Interfere  with  tbe 
empi  >yment  of  any  persons  by  the  complainants  or  any  of  them  or  the 
prodpction  or  shipment  of  their  grx>ds. 

Krom   combining  and/or  conspiring   together   or   with   any  other 

firms,   or   corporation   for   the    purpose   or    with    the    intent   of 

leering  with  the  production  and  shipment  of  clothing  by  complain- 

or  any  of  them,  or  with  the  employment  of  any  persons  employed 

having  contracts  with  the  said  complainants  <>r  any  of  them   to — 

Unlawfully  interfere  with  the  complainants'  employees  In  going  to 

the  complainants'  place  of  business. 
Make  any  menaces,  threats,  or  demonstrations  of  any  kind  for  the 
rpjDse   of   hindering   the  complainants'    employees    from    going   to    and 
ng  In  the  complainants'  place  of  business. 

Interfere  In  any  way  with  tbe  complainants,  their  agents,  or  em- 
ployees in  tbe  legitimate  conduct,  management,  or  operation  of  their 
busiaess. 

interfere  In  any  way  with  the  complainants,  their  agents,  or  em- 
ployees   In    the   manufacture    or   sale   of    their    products    wherever   such 
iifacture  or  sale  may  take  place. 
Interfere  in  any   way  with   the  employees  of  the  complainants  In 
desire  to   work   for   the  complainants,  and   especially   to   visit   the 
of  the  employees  of  the  complainants  and  threaten  or  Insult  such 
pl^yees  and/or  their  families. 

Follow  the  employees  of  complainants  or  those  who  desire  to  enter 
ijmploy  of  complainants  to  or  toward  their  homes  for  the  purpose 
reatening.  insulting,   or,  against   tbe  will  of  the  persons  followed, 
argufng  or  communicating  with  such  persons. 

Interfere  by  threats,  intimidations,  or  opprobrious  epithets  with 
person  or  persons  who  may  be  in  the  employ  of  complainants  or 
may  desire  to  enter  the  employ  of  complainants. 
Attempt,  by  threats,  intimidation,  or  otherwise,  to  solicit,  com- 
municate or  argue  with  any  person  or  persons  employed  by  complaln- 
cir  who  may  desire  to  work  for  them  and  who  indicate  their  un- 
llli^gtiei^s  to  be  solicited,  communicated   with,  or  argued  with. 

Picket  on  or  near  the  premises  of  complainants  or  on  the  hlgb- 

leadlng  thereto  In  any  manner  with  the  purpose  and  for  the  effect 

intimidating,    annoying,    embarrassing,    or    through    fear    exercising 

coercion  over  those   lawfully  employed   by   complainants  or   who 

desire    to    enter    the    employ    of    complainants,    whether    actual 

or  violence  be  used  or  not. 

Use  any  moneys  or  other  property  of  the  Amal^mated  Clothing 
Workers  of  America,  or  any  other  person  or  persons,   for  the  purpose 
uploylng  its  members   or  others   to   assault,   threaten.    Intimidate, 
annoy,  follow,  or  direct  abusive  or  derisive  language  or  oppro- 
brious epithets  against  the  employees  of  the  complainants  or  any  per- 
who   desire    to   enter    tbe   employ    of   complainants   or   use    such 
or  moneys  in  aid  or  furtherance  of  or  reward  for  the  doing  of 
of  the  acts  hereinabove  enjoined. 
Sefurlty  to  be  entered  by  the  complainants  in  the  sum  of  95,000. 

(Signed)  W.  U.  Kibkfatbick,  /. 

Statss  or  Ambsica, 
Vaetem  Dietrict  of  Peimtylvonia,  m: 

George  Drodt)eck.  clerk  of  the  United  States  District  Court  in  and 
lis  Sastem  District  of  Pennsylvania,  do  hereby  certify  that  th« 
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annexed  and  foregoing  is  a  true  and  full  copy  of  the  original  i«strain- 
Ing  order,  filed  September  9,  19'-r9,  in  the  case  of  Alco-Zander  Co.  et  al. 
X.  Sidney  Hillman.  President  Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  of 
America,  and  individually,  et  al..  June  term,  1929,  5385,  now  remaining 
among  the  records  of  the  said  court  in  my  oflJce. 

1  further  certify  that  security  In  the  sum  of  |5,000  has  been  duly 
approved  and  filed,  as  required  in  said  order. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  and 
affixed  the  seal  of  the  aforesaid  court  at  Philadelphia  this  0th  day  of 
September,  A.   D.   19:<:9. 

l8iiAi<.J  Geobqe  Prodbeck,  Clerk. 

By  £.  G.  Jou.vso.v,  Deputy  Clerk. 

[From  the  Washington  Dally  News,  September  9,  1929] 

^  LABOR    rEUDALISK 

An  unusually  obnoxious  antilabor  Injunction  application  has  been 
made  to  a  Federal  Judge  In  Philadelphia.  Manufacturers  demand  that 
the  Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  of  America  be  restrained  from 
unionizing  shops  of  that  city. 

The  application,  according  to  news  dispatches,  seeks  to  use  the 
Sherman  antitrust  law  as  a  club  against  labor,  on  the  ground  that 
the  union's  strike  Is  interfering  with  interstate  commerce.  That  is 
nonsense,  lint  it  is  particularly  dangerous  nonsense.  For  it  la  an 
attempt  to  pervert  the  Sherman  Act, 

It  so  happens  that  the  union  which  would  be  victimised  by  such  an 
InJunctioD  is  one  of  the  strongest  and  best  in  the  country — best  from 
the  point  of  view  of  both  labor  and  capital.  It  has  more  than  lOO.CXX) 
members.  Its  record  in  establiablng  order  and  prosperity  in  the  men's- 
dothlng  industry  in  other  cities,  and  in  cooperating  with  leading  com- 
panies to  Improve  labor  conditions  and  production  is  a  brilliant  example 
of  the  new  unionism. 

Indeed  the  Philadelphia  manufacturers  charge  In  the'.r  Injunction 
application  that  New  York  clothing  manufacturers  under  agreement 
with  the  union  are  "  coconspirators." 

The  notorious  "  yellow-dog  contract,"  now  Illegal  In  many  States, 
enters  the  Injunction  case.  The  union  is  charged  with  persuading 
workers  to  break  contracts  in  which  they  had  been  forced  to  sign  away 
their  right  to  Join  the  union. 

Here  is  added  proof  of  the  need  of  a  congressional  remedy  for  the 
injunction  evil,  a  reform  already  too  long  delayed. 
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[From  the  Washington  Dally  News,  Wednesday,  September  11] 

A    DAKOEROCS    INJUNCTION 

The  primary  right  of  American  citizens  to  organise  in  labor  unions 
has  been  challenged  by  Federal  Judge  Kirkpatrick  in  Philadelphia.  He 
granted  on  Monday  a  temporary  restraining  order  against  the  Amalga- 
mated Clothing  Workers  of  America,  which  the  union  describes  as  the 
most  drastic  antilabor  injunction  ever  issued.  If  there  has  been  a 
worse  one,  we  have  not  seen  it. 

Part  of  the  restraining  order  Is  directed  against  possible  illegal  activi- 
ties. But  the  union  opposes  violence,  and  Philadelphia  police  ofllc-ers  are 
reported  to  have  praised  the  organisers  and  strikers  for  their  orderly 
conduct.  — 

Thus  violence  and  lawlessness  are  not  the  issues.  If  they  were  th« 
is-sues,  the  police  are  quite  capable  of  maintaining  order  and  of  appre- 
hending violators. 

The  real  nature  of  the  Injunction  Is  revealed  in  its  prohibition  of 
peaceful  picketing  and  the  virtual  denial  of  the  union's  right  to  use  Its 
own  funds  in  extending  Its  organlEatlon  In  Philadelphia. 

The  union's  right  to  communicate,  in  their  homes  or  elsewhere,  with 
employees  or  prospective  employees  of  the  complainants  is  restricted. 

"  Bxerclslng  moral  coercion "  over  such  employees  and  prospective 
employees  is  proscribed  by  the  order,  "  whether  actual  force  or  violence 
be  used  or  not." 

The  Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  of  America  is  an  organisation 
of  more  than  100,000  members,  with  one  of  the  finest  records  iu  the 
country.  It  covers  practically  all  the  chief  markets  of  the  men's 
clothing  industry,  in  which  It  has  cooperated  with  employers  to  improve 
labor  conditions,  increase  production  and  prosperity,  and  eliminate 
Industrial  strife.  For  18  years  it  has  had  contractual  r^atlons  with 
Hart.  Shaffner  ft  Marx,  probably  the  largest  clothing  mannfaetnms  In 
the  world,  without  a  strike. 

Those  100.000  American  cltisens  have  a  constitutional  right  to  Johi  In 
a  lawful  union.  They  have  a  constitutional  right  peacefaUy  to  Inrlte 
others  to  Join  with  them. 

The  Kirkpatrick  injunction  Infringes  that  right.  By  so  doing  It  en- 
eoorages  ths  dangerous  belief  that  American  workers  can  not  protect 
their  rights  through  peaceful  and  constitutional  methods. 

We  do  not  question  the  motives  of  the  employers  who  appUed  for  rach 
an  injun<  tion,  nor  of  tbe  jadge  who  granted  it.  We  do  qoestion  the 
wls<lom,  tbe  Justice,  and  tbe  legality  of  the  Injunction. 

W«  hope  the  amalgamated  will  flght  ths  injunction,  If  aeeessary, 
through  the  hlgh<>Nt  courts  of  the  land. 

This  is  a  test  case  of  the  people's  liberties. 


Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  I  never  heard  of  the  Injun,  ticn 
commented  on  by  the  Senator  from  \Vlscon«in  or,  Ind.vtl,  either 
of  the  injunctions  until  this  minute.  I  can  not  imHginc  that 
there  is  any  objection  to  the  Judiclarj-  Committer  Inquiring  into 
the  facts  conceminR  them  and  gettiiiR  all  the  factn.  I  wish  to 
say,  however.  In  passins:  that  If  these  i>-=tminlnp  or.Vr«>  or 
injunctions  deny  constituHouai  rights,  as  has  ».een  suKjre»^te<l  by 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  then  they  aiv  not  worth  the  nawr 
on  whi^ch  they  are  written,  and  any  aiM»ellate  court  would  un- 
hesitatlnply  reverse  them.  I  think.  i»erhaps.  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee may  want  to  change  tJie  preauihle  of  the  nW.lution 
because  I  do  not  think  there  i.s  any  sudi  thing  known  in  the  law 
as  a  "yellow  dog"  contract.  I  do  not  believe  that  that  i.hrase 
has  any  meaning  to  a  lawyer;  but  that  is  not  important  I 
see.  however,  no  objection  to  the  action  which  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  H.<ks.  I  believe  he  has  asked  that  the  resolution 
may  b<^  referred  to  the  Judiciary  Committee? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Yes;  that  is  correct;  and  als«>  that  the 
restraining  orders  be  so  referred. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolution  will  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and  the  restraining  orders, 
which,  by  unanimous  consent,  have  been  ordered  to  be  nrintod 
in  the  Record,  will  be  so  referred. 

A,  LINCOLN  BBOWH 

Mr.  BINGHAM  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S  Res 
118),  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control 
the  Contingent  ExT)enses  of  the  Senate : 

ReeoUed,  That  th.j  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  Senate  hereby  is  author- 
Ued  and  directed  to  employ  A.  Lincoln  Brown  as  a  laborer,  to  U-  paid 
out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  at  the  rate  of  |1.2C0  per 
annum  until  the  end  of  the  present  Congress. 

Subsequently  Mr.  Fess  reported  favoral>lv,  without  amend- 
ment, from  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent 
Expenses  of  the  Senate  the  foregoing  resolution,  and  it  was 
considered  by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed  to. 

M.VKTIN  KOSZTA 


Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  some  days  ago  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers was  speaking  of  the  case  of  Martin  Koszta,  a  Hungarian 
piitriot  who  was  rescued  by  American  sailors  frf)m  im[>ri.sonnu'nt 
on  board  an  Austrian  brig  of  war.  I  have  a  letter  on  this  sub- 
ject from  Dr.  JfAn  N.  Taylor,  of  Crawfordsville.  Ind.,  and  an- 
other one  from  Mr.  A.  S.  Salley,  jr.,  of  South  Carolina,  which 
I  ask  to  have  printed  In  the  Rd(x>iu>. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters  referred  to  wwe  ordered 
to  be  printed  In  the  Rexx>rd,  as  follows : 

John  N.  Tatixjb,  M.  D., 
Office  Ben-Hur  Building,  CraKfordavillr.  Ind. 
Hon.  Cole  L.  Blbasr, 

United  States  Senator: 

This  Is  written  In  the  hope  that  It  may  in  some  measure  serve  to  fan 
the  coals  of  smoldering  patriotism,  and  is  addressed  to  you  for  ths 
reason  that  it  relates  the  heroic  deed  of  a  once  famous  South  Carolinian, 
whose  memorial  is  hereby  committed  to  your  hands. 

Several  days  since  a  Senator,  speaking  from  the  floor,  referred  to 
the  case  of  Koscta,  the  Hungarian  patriot  rescued  by  American  sailors 
from  imprisonment  on  board  an  Austrian  brig  of  war.  The  statement 
made  by  the  Senator  is  far  too  meager  to  answer  any  purpose  save 
that  in  the  mind  of  the  speaker.  The  story  as  told  by  an  American 
naval  oiScer,  who  was  an  eyewitness  of  that  thrilling  episode  in  the 
history  of  our  Nation,  was  shorUy  after  related  by  letter  to  bis  brotlier, 
then  in  Paris,  and  found  its  way  into  the  free  press  of  the  world. 

Martin  KossU,  as  he  was  named  In  the  letter,  bad  followed  the  for- 
tunes of  Kossuth,  serving  as  a  lieutenant  on  his  sUff.     When  the  Unn- 
garian    revolt    was    crushed    by    tbe    combined    powers    of    Austria    and 
Russia  he,  together  with  his  general  and  a  few  others,  made  his  escape 
from  the  bloody  reprisals  that  followed,  ultimately  reaching  New  York, 
where  he  resided  two  years  and  had  declared  his  Intention  of  becoming 
an   American  citisen  and  had  received  his  flrst  papers.     Subsequently 
he  went  to  Smyrna,  presumably  to  aid  his  fleeing  countrymen,  as  Turkey 
was  then  a  flrst  refuge  to  all  such.     In  June,  1853,  three  Atutriaa  war- 
ships  entered  that  port,  and  not  long  after  were  Joined  by  the  fourth. 
While  they  were  lying  there  the  Austrian  consul  procar«l  the  services 
of  three  miscreants  who  seised  Kosxta.  carried  him  on  board  the  brig 
and  delivered  him  into  the  bands  of  her  commander,  whose  orders  were 
to  take  hla  to  Trieste  and  hand  him  orer  to  the  Austrian  Government, 
which  was  ready   to  welcome  him  with   bloody   hands  to  a  hospitable 
grave,  as  his  name  was  upon  the  list  of  the  proscribed  snd  outlawed, 
and  he  had  added  to  his  offenses  by  his  late  activities.     While  these 
events  were  pending,  however,  some  of  Kossts's  despairing  1rlmd»  caught 
■iglit  of  a  ship  coming  into  port:   as  she  noarad  and  the   bri>exe  an- 
furled  her  flag  they  shouted  for  Joy— it  was  tbe  hope  of  tbe  world,  tbe 
flag  of  tbe  new  free  Republic,  that  had  sympathised  with  Hungary  In  her 
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flKht  tm  llb^rtj,  that  bad  prottntni  so  rebttiumtly  acalnat  tlM  bloody 
rrprtaals  of  Auntrln.  and  tuid  wi  Inlrljr  rww>lvi>d  KoMutli  and  bia  fellow 
mIIm  wttb  am-b  iinbiiuiuii'd  acclaim  and  boapitalltx,  of  wtaieb  Koazta 
hitd  l)««'n  a  wltni'M  aiwl  a  purmkfr. 

(ooiiog  to  aiicbor,   tlw  wblp  diacloaed   licrMlf  aa  tb«  United   State* 
corvette,  or  war  echooner,  nt.  Ia>uU,  under  command  of  Captain  Ingm- 
bam,  a  aon  of  8»uth  Carolina,   witfa  a  piclied  crew  of  200  offlcera  and' 
men.    duly    equipped    witii    four    G8-poundera    and    aizteen    30-pounders. 
muskcta.  cutlaaaea,  boardlnjc  pike«.  and  all  other  parspbemalia  uaed  in 
aea  flKlitinjf.     Soon  after  casting  anchor  frienda  of  Koasta  came  aboard 
and  informed  Captain   lugrabam  of  hia  aeizare  and  imprisonment,  and. 
moroover.    that    he   was   an    American    citizen    who    had    suffered    these 
IndiKnitles.     The  captain  lost  no  time  in  boarding  the  Austrian  brig  and 
dfuiauding   of   her   commander    if    he    held    prisoner   the    person    of   an 
American.     He  wag  told  that  no  such  person  was  there.     In  searcb  of 
fulkr  information,  the  capUin  went  ashore,  interviewed  the  American 
consul    and   others   acquainted    with    the  facta.      Armed   with    these,    he 
went  back  to  the  Austrian  brig  and  demanded  to  see  the  man  Koazta  ;  he 
was  brought  on  deck  in  chains.     He  was  asked  by  Ingraham  if  be  waa 
an  American  citizen.     With  a  despairing  glance  about  him  which   took 
In   the  single  small  American   ves«el  and  the   four  Austrian   ones,   then 
the  enemies  standing  about   him,   Koszta   rrpUed,   "  I  am  not."     Slowly 
and  reluctantly  Ingraham  turned  away  and  went  back  to  bis  own  ship. 
That  night  he  received  a  letter  from  ahore  signed  "  Humanite "   that 
told  him  that  Koszta  was  an  American  ;  that  the  proof  of  it  had  been 
taken  from  him  and  would  be  used  against  him;  that  bla  denial  had 
come  from  fear  of  the  punishment  that  his  enemies  would  Inflict  upon 
him  ;  that  the  brig  was  due  to  sail  for  Trlegte  soon  ;  that  the  poor  pro- 
scribed,   outlawed    prisoner,    upon    whose    head    a    price    had    been    set 
wonld.  upon  landing,  be  delivered  Into  tho  hands  of  tae  ezecutionera,  etc. 
It  may  be  Imagined  that  the  captain  pondered  the  situation  with  some 
anxiety— trouble  with   Austria,    beside    the    chances   of   combat,    might 
brin<  him   reprimaiHl.   cai^hlcr,  or  a   broken  commission,  but   these  con- 
si.leratlons  did  not  shake  his  resolution,  for  in  the  morning  be  told  the 
American  consul  that  he  was  determined  at  all  hazards  to  take  Koflzta 
from    his    captors.      To    accentuate    his    demand    be    hove    ancbor    and 
dropped  down  within  easy  range  of  the  brig  and  swung  broadside  to. 

Going  on   board   the   Austrian   brig,    he   requested    the   commander   to 
bring  Koszta  on  d.H-k ;  this  done,  he  asked,  "Are  you  an  American'" 
Koszta.  taking  courage,  replied,  »  I  am."     "  Do  yon  demand  the  protec- 
tion of  the  American  flag?  "     He  answered,  "  I  do."     Ingraham  then  said 
to  him,  "  You  shall  have  it."     Turning  to  the  Austrian  commander  be 
told  him  that  he  had  positive  proof  that  Kosita  was  an  American  citizen  ; 
as  .such  he  demanded  bia  person,  and  that  this  demand  muat  be  complied 
with  within  the  next  four  hours.     That  ofllcer  repUed  that  this  was  a 
matter  to  be  determined  by  the  Austrian  conaul.     Later  the  American 
consul  sent  a  message  to  Ingraham  requeatlng  him  to  extend  the  time 
of  delivery ;  this  he  did,  bringing  it  near  tbe  hour  of  noon.     As  the  hour 
approached  the  St.  Louia  cleared  her  deck   for  acUon.   as  did  tbe   four 
Austnans.     The  Inbabitanta  of  Smyrna  began  to  throng  the  shores  to 
witness  what  all  felt  would  be  a  desperate  battle,  for  the  fame  of  the 
American  Navy  had  penetrated  to  that  far  shore.     Just  as  the  drums 
were  beating  to  quarters  and  the  flags  were  going  up  to  the  mastheads 
came  messages  to  both  commanders  to  atop  action,  as  an  agreement  bad 
been   reached   through  the  intervention  of  a  committee  of  leading  citi- 
zens whereby  Kossta  was  to  be  released  and  placed  under  the  protection 
of  the  French  consul.     As  Koszta  walked  up  the  shore  a  free  and  happy 
man  a  multitude  thronged  his  steps  cheering  him,  cheering  the  brave 
Americana,  cheering  their  glorious  flag      That  night  boaUoads  of  citi- 
zens surroimded  tbe  8t.  Louis,  treating  Ingraham  and  his  men  to  sere- 
nades, vocal  and  inatromental.  winding  up  with  shouts  and  cheers  for 
the  brave  Americans  and  their  thrice  glorious  flag.     This  was  tbe  night 
of  th«  3d  of  July,   1853.     It   is  quite  likely   that  the   "  boys "  felt  a 
degree  of  disappointment  In  that  they  did  not  get  a  chance  to  show  those 
Austnans    the    difference    between    fighting    an    lll-anned.    Ill^rganlzed 
maaa.  lent  kept  down  by  brute  force,  and  fighting  those  who  had  always 
been  free  and  who  were  superior  to  any  in  inspiration  and  tbe  nse  of 
arma ;  besides.  It  was  tbe  eve  of  the  glorious  Fourth,  and  they  wanted 
to  celebrate  by  lambasting  these  servants  of  a  Government  that  they 

'^'^^Jf  *•**  '"*"*  ®°  *"*''  •■^^  "»**  o'  R°"l*.  her  partner  In 
crtme.  When  the  news  reached  America  there  were  ringing  of  bells 
bonfires  meetings,  speeches  in  all  places,  and  there  waa  tbe  commendal 
tlon  and  thanks  of  the  Government  to  Ingraham  and  his  men  for  tbe 
sMl,  promptness  and  valor  displayed  by  them  In  defense  of  AmeHcan 
dtlaenshlp.  It  was  about  this  time  tbat  a  ftr-away  chief  of  a  littl!^ 
known  people  said  to  some  Americans,  -1  love  yoar  Htg  becanw  there 
Is  no  blood  up.>n  it."  Besmattered  with  tbe  Mood  of  PillplBoa  Nlca- 
faguan^  and  Haitians  who  died  In  defense  of  their  liberties,  with  her 
•tar.  fading  out  and  glvteg  pteee  to  the  dollar  mark,  there  are  none  so 
Icaorant  as  to  aay  that  to-day. 

J^w*'*.'^,!!'''*"'*  *■  <»*»**'n^  f""  »rt«lMl  •onrces  and  Is  fbnnd  In 
a  book  entitled  -Adventure,  and  Achievement,  of  Amertean..-  ,^m« 
by  Henry  Howe,  Amertcan  hiatorlan.  it  should  be  in  tbe  Congreartonal 
Ihir^Ji*  *lt  *•»«*-•»  t^  South  was  better  at  Mklag  htatory 


Senator,  I  bare  written  tbia  with  the  view  of  having  it  pUeed  In  tbe 
1  ccoao.     I,  too,  am  a  Mutberner  and  know  that  tbe  South  I.  too  prone 
t»  forget  Its  heroic  dead.     If  you  can  not  u«e  It,  have  your  aecreiary 
4^nd  It  back  to  me. 
Yours, 

JoHir  N,  Tatlom,  M.  D„ 

Craicfordavaie,  Ind. 

(If  additional  proof  Is  wanted.  It  may  be  found  in  Messages  and 
Ijapera  of  the  Presidents  vol.  5,  pp.  209-210.  Franklin  Pierce,  though 
-  New  Hampshire  man,  waa  a  thorough  Democrat,  and  acted  accordingly 

the  case  of  Koszta.     Congresa  voted  thanks  and  a  medal  to  Ingraham 
lugrabam  entered  the  Confederate  Navy   in   1861,   but   there   were  not 
ei»ough  ships  to  go  around,  so  he  was  made  inspector  gener.il  of  artillery 
Se   Appleby'a   Cyclopedia.    Ed.    1876.    perhaps   later.      He   was   born    in 
(7iarlej<ton.  8.  C.     Ingraham  was  too  fine  a  specimen  of  the  southerner 

be  suffered  to  go  down  into  obscurity.) 
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HlSTORICAI,  COMMISSION  0»  SODTH  Cabouma,  June  U    J9S» 
M^.  John  D.  Lonq,  ' 

Secretary,  Wcuhitxgton.  D.  O. 

Dear  Mb.  Long  :  This  story  la  correct.  Capt.  Duncan  Nathaniel  In. 
gi  aham,  the  hero  of  It,  was  bom  In  Charleston  the  last  decade  of  the 
el  rhteentb  century.     He  entered  the  Navy  as  a  mer«  child  and  grew  up 

th  it.  An  uncle.  Joseph  Ingraham,  a  lieutenant  in  the  Navy  lost  his 
lile  when  bis  ship  was  blown  up  in  1800.  When  Captain  Ingraham  came 
heme  there  was  much  talk  of  running  him  for  the  Presidoncy.  Con- 
giBBS  awarded  him  a  medal  and  tbe  mint  will  sell  you  a  strike  from  the 
dlj  thereof  to-day.  If  you  want  to  get  another  equally  thrilling  story 
aJout  tbe  captain,  get  Scharfs  history  of  the  Confederate  Navy  and 
re  Id  how  be  took  the  Ironclads  South  Carolina  and  Palmetto  State  out 
one  morning  and  licked  the  whole  Yankee  fleet  in  front  of  Charieston  and 
tenporartly  raised  the  blockade.  The  old  commodore  died  In  Charles- 
tor,  m  1890  or  1891— while  I  was  at  the  Citadel— near  100,  game  to  the 
la  It,  you  see.  I  have  known  many  of  his  relatives.  One  of  his  grand- 
sons was  In  my  class  at  the  Citadel.  I  was  instrumental  in  having  a 
mcdaUion  of  his  face  engraved  on  the  silver  presented  by  the  State  to 
th^  battleship  South  Carohn^  in  1008. 
Yours  very  truly, 

A.  S.  Sallky,  Jr. 

KXBCUTITE   MESSAGES 

ISundry  messages  in  writing  were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
fr)m  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of 
hi^  secretaries. 

REVISION  or  THE  TABIFT 

jThe  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
si<  eraUon  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
la  e  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
tr  es  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
ot  »er  purposes. 

klr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like 
make  an  inquiry  of  the  Senator  from  Utah.  I  understand 
that  we  have  du'jposed  of  the  unobjected  sections  of  the  ad- 
ministrative provisions  of  the  pending  tariff  bill 

far.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  case. 

•r''_.^'*^^^?.  **'  Massachusetts.  There  are  a  large  number 
of  [sections  which  wiU  be  long  debated  and  undoubtedly  thor- 
oii  chly  contested.  May  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  he  confer 
Tu  r  1^  ^^^  ^'  *^®  minority  on  the  Finance  Committe*-  and 
thi.t  they  prepare  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  a  calendar  showing 
tl>r  order  in  which  the  secUons  which  have  been  passed  over 
wi  1  be  taken  up  from  day  to  day.    Many  of  the  sections  in  dif- 

,  PL'^''^*  °'  *^^  administrative  provisions  of  the  bill  are  co- 
rented  and  ought  to  be  taken  up  together,  and  many  Senators 
ha  re  flies  In  their  oflJces  and  extensive  correspondence  in  refer- 
en<  e  to  certain  sections ;  so  that  it  would  be  most  helpful  if  we 
ha(  1  a  calendar  showing  the  order  in  which  these  sections  will 
be  Itaken  up  and  what  sections  it  is  expected  will  be  considered 
antf  debated  each  day.  Is  it  possible  for  the  Senator  from 
Ut|h  and  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  to  get  together  and 
prqpare  such  a  calendar  for  the  use  of  the  Senate? 

r.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  Uiat  my  thought  was, 
nou  that  we  have  gone  through  aU  of  the  secUons  to  which 
there  is  no  objection,  that  we  would  return  to  the  sections  which 
we -e  passed  over,  beginning  with  section  304.  "Marking  of 
Imjorted  articles,"  which  was  the  first  section  which  was  passed 

**!X'  ^f  ^!  '^^  **^°  "^^"^  «^d  then  dispose  of  the  other 
sections  In  order.  wu^« 

Jfc'  flSf^S^^  ,^^}  ^.^^*!i?t^'  ».«y  ?"  ^»»«t  page  that  Is? 


beg 


HMOOT     It  Is  on  page  284.    As  I  have  .said,  we  will 
n^^   iiJw*°  kI"^**^  ^'  ^^^  *^"^  «»d  then  take  up  the 

^llif^  .  ■^''^    K*'   P**^   ^^"     ^<^t»    ^^^OT   knows 
exa  ctly  what  secUons  have  been  passed  over. 
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Mr,  WALSH  of  MnwachnHettn.     I  do  not  thlnfc  that  is  •«• 

L.  "<*t^ think  each  8en;.tor  known  the  many  Immaterial  wttloni 
Which  have  been  pawed  over.  Neither  do  1  think  that  all 
Senators  know  the  sections  of  special  importance  that  are 
yet  to  be  c<»n.sidered.  What  I  am  proposing  is  that  a  list  be 
conjplletl  of  the  sections  which  have  been  pcuwed  over  and  the 
order  in  which  they  are  to  be  taken  up.  That  can  be  done 
very  easily,  and  It  would  be  of  great  service  to  Senators  ena- 
bling them  to  know  t»ach  day  wiiieh  section  wUl  be  considered 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  and  I  can  do 
that  very  shortly  and  hare  it  ready  on  the  desk  of  Senators 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  should  like  the  views  of  tlie 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  as  to  the  suggestion. 

Mr.   SMOOT.    I  was  stating  that  the  Senator  from  North 
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Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  and  I  can  prepare  such  a  list  in  a 
very  short  time  and  have  it  printed  and  on  the  desk  of  each 
Senator  by  to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  That  would  be  most  helpful 
and  save  us  bringing  here  day  after  day  a  Urge  number  of 
flies  from  our  offices  that  would  not  pertain  to  the  sections 
under  con.sideratiuu. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  the  Senator  from 
Mas^5achusetts  is  entirely  correct  I  find  myself  in  some  con- 
fusion owing  to  the  fact  that  I  do  not  mark  on  my  bill  each  day 
the  sections  which  have  been  passed  over,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
very  few  Senator.^  do  so  mark  their  copies  of  the  bill,  showing 
therefore,  the  order  in  which  they  will  ultimately  be  taken  up 
A  calendar  of  the  kind  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts might  be  very  helpful,  and  I  will  be  glad  to  join  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  lu  nrenar- 
ing  it.  ,        f    i~ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  cooperate  with  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  some  time  to-day  in  having  such  a  calendar  preiwretl 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  under- 
stand that  it  Is  proposed  now  to  bind  the  Senate  to  the  proposed 
order  of  procedure ;  it  is  merely  suggested  for  the  convenience 
of  SeiuUors. 

Mr.  WAI^SH  of  Massaehasetfs.     Exactly 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    It  will  bind  nobody. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MassachuseUs.  Of  course,  for  good  reason 
the  order  may  bo  change<l  from  time  to  time,  I  assume. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  As  I  understand,  the  suggestion  Is  that  the 
sections  which  have  been  passed  over  shall  be  placed  upon  a 
calendar,  so  that  any  of  the  Senators  who  have  not  marked  their 
copies  of  the  bill,  having  that  calendar  before  them,  will  know 
just  what  sections  have  been  passed  over. 

Mr,  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  And  unless  some  other  order 
IS  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina,  the  procedure  will  be  to  take  up  the  passed-over 
paragraphs  in  their  order  as  they  appear  in  the  bill 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  Is  true. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  very  frequently  happens  that  after  we 
have  gone  over  a  sdiedule  and  passed  over  many  of  the  Items, 
when  we  return  to  them  we  again  pass  over  some  of  them  be- 
cau.se  Senators  are  not  ready  to  discuss  them.  That  same  prac- 
tice, I  assume,  will  obtain  If  we  shall  prepare  such  a  calendar  as 
has  been  suggested. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     There  is  no  doubt  of  that. 
Mr,  President,  I  am  in  receipt  of  a  letter  signed  by  W    C 
Roberts,  E.  F.  McGrady.  and  W.  C.  Hushing,  leglslaUve  com- 
mittee. American  Federation,  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask 
the  clerk  to  road. 

The  VICi:  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  clerk  wiU 
read,  as  requested. 

The  letter  was  read  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  as 
follows :  * 

Amekican  Fedebation  or  Labor, 

Waahinyton,  D.  C.  September  H,  an. 
Ilon.  Reed  Smoot, 

Senate   Chairman   Finance   Committee, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Waahinffton,  D.  G. 

Sin  :  During  the  sessions  of  the  convention  of  the  American  Federa- 
tion of  Labor  held  to  New  Orleans  November  19  to  28.  1928.  resolutions 
were  introduced  declaring  tbat  the  existing  tariff  regulations  did  not 
give  sufficient  protccUon  to  American  workiugmen  and  worklngwomen. 
It  was  charged  that  many  articles  made  by  cheap  foreign  labor  were 
Imported  into  the  United  Sutes  and  sold  at  prices  with  which  the  prod- 
acts  of  American  wage  earners  can  not  compete.  Grave  unemployment 
hag  been  the  result. 

Thie,  it  was  declared,  would  inevitably  lead  to  the  re<lucUon  of  the 
American  standard  of  living  and  undermine  the  very  existence  of  the 
wage-earners'  organizations.  The  convention,  alarmed  at  the  situation, 
adopted  tbe  following  unanimously  : 

"  The  executive  council  is  authorized  and  instructed  to  give  such  as- 
sistance as  may  be  within  its  power  whenever  called  upon  by  the  afflll- 


wZe  car^rJ^  organi«ti<«a  And  e«enti.I  to  the  welfare  of  the 

T-!!"*'  l!!!!L"*^"*'  °°'°"'  •*"*»«'  '^»»»>  'be  American  Federation  of 
I^bor  subnritted  requesU  for  changes  In  the  taritf  laws  an.l  also  irthe 
admiuiatrative   provisions.  «  -^  m  me 

-  Jf^  ^?'*,  ***".""  Committee  in  its  tariff  report  has  made  certain 
amendment,  in  the  administrative  proviaions  In  accortUnce  with  the 
request  of  the  American  Federation  of  Ichors  orgunizutions      They  «re  • 

n.«hTnl  .  V  ™^  ■**"*'**"•  ■"  '^P'*'"'"*'  *•>  ^^^  ^*°"«>  Committee, 
prohl hits  the  importation  of  all  goods  made,  mined,  or  produced  bv  con- 
v^ct  Ubor.  The  present  law  permits  the  entry  of  goods  mined  or  pro- 
duced but  not  manufactured  by  convict  labor 

r.Z^^°\^^  •  '^^^  "^^**"°'  "  "»^'^*^  ^y  »»>•  Fl'»»°«  Committee, 
prohibits  the  entry  into  America  of  adverti-Hing  matter,  prlnt.^  or 
litbographod,  produced  In  foreign  countries  for  the  benefit  of  concern.i 
doing  bualneas  In  the  United  States.     This  section,  as  reiwrted  by   the 

""^^.^Tii"**'  '"  ""^  '^*=**'  ^°''^*  ^"^  ^^^  printing-trades  unions. 
Sections  330  and  338.  Inclusive,   as  imported   by  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee,   pertain    to   what    is    known    as   the    flexible   provisions    of   the 
tariff.     Labor   strongly    urged   the   form   cf  legislation    which    has  b^en 
reported  in  tbtse  sections  by  tbe  Finance  Committee. 

"Set  lions  501,  515,  51G :  These  sections,  as  reported  by  tbe  Finance 
Committee,  recognire  for  tbe  first  time  in  tariff  history  the  right  of 
labor  onions  to  be  heard  before  the  Customs  Court  and  Treasury  offleials 
on  iMtters  affecting  the  employment  opportunities  of  their  membirK 

•  Section  526 :  This  section,  as  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee 
was  asked  for  by  labor.  Tho  enactment  of  thl«  legislation,  we  believe 
WIU  be  more  helpful  to  American  labor-^rganlred  labor-than  almost 
any  other  section  of  the  entire  tariff  bill. 

"Section  640:  This  section,  as  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee 
for  the  first  time  permits  a  labor  organisation  to  appml  to  the  Supreme 
Court,  If  necessary,  to  protect  their  rights  against  unfair  declMons 
on  tbe  part  of  the  Judge*  of  the  Customs  Court  .  n  either  valuations 
or  clsssincations  of  foreign  made  goods  without  having  to  first  obtain 
the  approval  of  the  Attorney  General. 

"  Section  648  :  This  section,  or.  rather,  its  subsection  (4).  as  reported 
by  the  Finance  Committee,  calls  for  tbe  repeal  of  the  present  law  with 
its  fair  and  proper  Ihnltatlon  on  the  Imports  of  Cuban  cigars.  We  are 
decidedly  and  most  bitterly  opposed  to  the  enactment  of  this  portion  of 
the  biU.  We  believe  tbat  the  repeal  of  the  present  limitation  on  the 
imports  of  cigars  will  do  Irreparable  barm  to  the  membership  of  th© 
Cigar  Makers  international  Union.  We  believe  that  the  American  cigar 
smoker  will  be  injured  and  eiplolteil  in  tbat  he  will  be  purehaaing 
either  directly  or  indirectly  by  parcel  poiit,  cigars  produced  bv  cheap 
labor  in  Cuba  and  sold  In  the  United  States  at  prices  which  will  not 
permit  of  American-made  cigars  competing  with  them." 

Among  the  organlxations  which  are  directly  Interested  in  tho  tariff 
bill  arc:  Pboto-Engrav.Ts  International  Union.  Ulass  Bottle  Blowers' 
A8.soclatlon  of  United  States,  Boot  and  Shoe  Workers'  Union,  Cigar 
Makers  International  Union,  National  Brotherhood  of  Operative  Potters, 
United  Hatters  of  North  America,  T'pholsterers'  Internntlonal  Union  of 
North  America.  United  Wall  Paper  Crafts,  American  Flint  Glass  Work- 
ers' Union.  American  Wire  Weavers  Protective  Association.  Brleklayers, 
Masons,  and  Plasterers.  IntOTnadonal  Brotherhood  of  Bookbinders' 
Amalgamated  Lithographers  Association,  United  Brick  and  Hay  Work- 
ers' Union,  Pattern  Makers  League  of  North  America.  United  Nerk- 
wear  Workers'  Union,  and  I'alnters,  Decorators,  and  I'aperhangers  In- 
ternational UnicMi. 

In  conformity  with  the  action  of  the  New  Orleans  eonventlon  of  tho 
American  Federation  of  iJibor  and  by  direction  of  William  Green,  presi- 
dent of  the  American  Federation  of  l^bor.  we  hereby  urge  tbe  adoption 
by  the  Senate  of  the  administrative  pr<jvlslon8  In  the  Interest  of  labor 
recommended  by  the  Finance  Committee  quoted  above. 

The  nnml)er  of  organizations  afBliated  to  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor  represented  at  tbe  convention  are : 

National  and  International  unions 105 

Departments _     "         ^I'  4 

State  branches  (including  Porto  Kico) IlIIIIIIIII       "  49 

City    centrals ~         g<-j,3 

Local   unions r__"I~II"  85,000 

In   tbe  hope  that   the  requests  of  the  International   unions  for   the 
adoption  of  the  administrative  provlsicns  above  referred  to  will   meet 
with  the  approval  of  the  Senate,  we  are, 
Yours  respectfully, 

W.  C,  HOBIBTS, 

E.  F.  McG&AOT, 
W.    C.     UCSHIXO, 
Lf^Uilative  Committer,  American  Federation  oj  Labor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    D.»es  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  tbe  Senator  from  Mississippi'/ 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     What  Is  the  date  of  that  letter? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    September  14,  1&29. 
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Hr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  does  not  know  whether  or  not 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor  Indorses  this  bill  as  a  whole ; 
doe«  he? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  any  more  than  what  is  con- 
tained in  the  letter;  but  I  understand  tiiat  that  is  the  case. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

~  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  tlie  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Jlr.  SMOOT.     I  do. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  understand  that  those  indorse- 
ments go  any  further  than  certain  specific  provisions  which 
have  been  re<t>mmended  and  supported  by  lalwr  in  the  hearings. 

.Mr.  HARRISON.     Tliat  is  what  I  understood. 

31  r.  SIMMONS.  In  speaking  of  the  flexible-tariff  provision, 
the  letter  refers  to  certain  amendments  made  by  the  Senate 
conmiittee  that  were  recommended  by  labor,  through  its  repre- 
sentatives.   It  does  not  refer  to  the  whole  flexible  system. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  On  the  contrary,  as  I  understood  Mr.  Woll 
before  the  committee,  he  said  tliere  were  many  parts  of  this  bill 
that  he  oprx'sed,  such  as  the  increase  on  sugar,  as  I  recall. 

ilr.  SMOOT.    No ;  Mr.  Woll  did  not  say  that. 

3Ir.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  does  not  recall  any  objection 
to  any  i>arts  of  the  bill? 

"  Mr.  SM<^)OT.  I  do  not  recall  his  testimony  now,  although  he 
may  have  .«;aid  something  again.st  parts  of  the  bill ;  and  so  does 
this  letter  object  to  certain  parts  of  tiie  bilL  In  fact,  it 
specifically  mentions  the  question  of  Cuban  cigars. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

Tl>e  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  remember  the 
statement  by  Mr.  Woll,  in  response  to  a  question  asked  him  by 
me.  that  lalnir  had  not  been  given  any,  or,  if  any,  a  very 
negligible  amount  of  consideration  on  account  of  tlie  high 
rate.s  established  in  our  tariff  law;  that  whatever  lalwr  had 
beeu  able  to  4»t)taiu  in  the  way  of  increa.'<es  of  wages  they  had 
forced  through  their  organizations? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  recall  that  Mr.  Woll 
made  a  statement  to  that  effect,  although  he  may  have  done  so. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  does  the 
Senator  now  propose  to  take  up  the  section  dealing  with 
marking? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  next  section  to  be  taken  up. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  the  Senator  ready  to  take 
it  up  now? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  As  this  is  a  very  important 
section  in  my  opinion,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  to  state 
what  the  present  law  Is  in  regard  to  marking,  to  state  the 
reiommendations  made  by  the  House  as  to  changes  in  the 
present  law.  then  the  changes  that  are  proposed  to  be  made  by 
the  Senate  committee,  why  the  House  recommended  the  changes 
that  they  did,  and  why  the  Senate  committee  have  recom- 
mended different  changes  from  the  House.  I  should  like  to 
hear  the  Senator  upon  that  subject 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  this  section  in  the  existing  law 
de«4ribes  in  some  detail  the  manner  In  which  imported  articles 
mu>t  he  marked  to  .show  the  country  of  origin.  No  exceptions 
ar»'  provided  for  except  in  cases  where  the  article  is  incapable 
of  being  marke<l,  or  where  it  can  not  be  marked  without  injury 
or  ImjMiirment  of  value.  The  present  law  authorlMs  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  to  prescribe  administrative  regulations 
for  tarrying  out  the  section  but  gives  no  power  to  provide  for 
the  many  varying  situatlouH  constantly  arising.  The  section 
ha>  been  literally  construed  by  the  courts,  resulting  in  many 
diffi<  ult  or  impossible  situations.  It  has,  for  example^  been  held 
that  each  cijoirette  paper  in  a  package  Is  an  "article"  and 
must  be  marked  separately.  The  section  contains  no  provi- 
sions for  the  marking  of  containers  in  the  rase  of  articles  which 
can  not  be  raarkfd ;  and  the  courts  have  held  that  such  com- 
m.Hlities  as  bottles  of  olives  need  not  be  marked,  as  the  olive, 
au<I  not  the  bottle,  is  the  article. 

The  House  bill  requires  the  marking  of  every  Imported  article 
and  its  immediate  ct>ntainer  and  authorizes  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  make  such  exc^Uons  as  he  deems  advisable. 
The  bill  as  reported  provides  that  the  Sei^'retary  of  the  Treas- 
ury niay  except  an.v  article  from  the  marking  requirements  if 
he  IS  sjitisfletl  that  the  article  is  incapable  of  being  marked 
without  injury,  or  that  the  marking  of  the  container  alone  will 
be  rea.«*onably  snfBcient  indication  of  the  country  of  origin 
No  authority  is  given  to  except  the  container  from  the  marking 
requirements,  as  it  Is  not  l>elieved  that  any  case  will  arise  where 
.such  exception  is  required. 

Tlie  manner  of  marking  was  left  in  the  House  Mil  entirely  to 
the  regulaUous  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.    The  Finance  ' 
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C>mmittee  rdnstates  certain  primary  requirem^its  of  the  exist- 
iig  law,  to  the  effect  that  the  marking  must  be  In  a  conspicuous 
place  and  that  the  marking  shall  l»e  as  nearly  indelible  and 
p<  rmanent  as  the  nature  of  the  arUcle  will  permit 

The  House  bill  limited  the  application  of  the  criminal  penal- 

ti^  provided  in  existing  law  for  fraudulent  violation  of  any  of 

~  marking  provi.sioa**  of  the  act  and  for  defacing  or  destroy- 

marks  to  destruction  or  obliteration  with  intent  to  conceal 

information  given  by  the  mark.    The  committee  amendment 

the  penalty  provision.s  to   the  covering  or  obscuiing 

marks  with  intent  to  conceal  the  information  given  thereby. 

Is  will   prevent   the  evasion   of   the   marking  provisions   bv 

St  bsequent  covering  or  ob.scuring  of  the  mark.s. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
S^-nator  from  Utah,  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  if  this 
amendment  of  the  Senate  committee  was  recommended  by  the 
Treasury  Department? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  that  it  was  recommended  by  the 
Treasury  Department  exactly  in  these  words. 

Mr.   SIMMONS.     Do  these  words  substantially  comply  with 

request  of  the  depjirtment  in  this  particular? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     The  amendment  to  this  section  of  the  bill  sub- 
stantially complies  with  the  desires  of  the  department. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  only  purpose  of  the  amendment,  as  I 
understand  the  Senator,  is  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  in  what 
ccuntry  the  article  originated? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  Senator  knows  that  we  have  had  difficulty 
the  past  in  relation  to  marking. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     Yes :  I  realize  that. 

Mr.   SMOOT.     In  fact,  marks  have  been  made  which  could 
obliteratetl  without  anj-  difficulty  whatever;  and  marks  have 
-n  made  that  it  was  absolutely  impossible  to  find  unless  you 
loked  in  the  closest  possible  way. 

Mr.   SIMMONS.     This   amendment   Is  to  make   the   marking 

conspicuous  and  more  difficult  of  olil iteration? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     More  diflkult  of  evasion.     That   Ls  the  object 
the  amendment. 

Mr.   KING.     Mr.    President,   may   I    inquire   of   the    Senator 
Utah  whether  he  believes  the  amendments  by  the  House 
the  Senate  committee,  or  by  either.  lil>eralize  existing  law? 
am  told  that  under  the  present  law.   for  in.stance,  in  the 
of  skeletons   which   have   been    brought   Into   the   United 
!s  the  importers  have  been  compelled  to  mark  them  "  Made 
Utojrfa  "—I  will  not  name  the  country— and  in  the  case  of 
II   parts  of  watches  it  was  required   that   they   should   be 
mi^ed;  and  each  particular  bead  of  a  strand  of  l>ead.s  and 
most  insignificant  items,  no  matter  how  small.     They  have 
I  held  to  come  within  the  provisions  of  existing  law,  and  a 
conspicuous  stamp  had  to  be  placed  upon  them,  the  result  of 
"'»»"»i  has  been  that  many  articles  against  which  there  should 
been  no  interdiction  were  kept  out  of  the  United  States. 
were  embargoed  by  this  marking  provision.     I   am  told 
that  many  of  the  manufacturers  In  the  Unitetl  States,  with 
eyes  of  Sherlock  Holmes,  have  some  one  there  to  scrutinize 
■y  article;  and  by  their  zeal  and  energy  they  have  kept  out 
the  country  a  large  number  of  items  that  were  marked  in 
a  way  as  to  indicate  the  country  of  origin,  but  not  per- 
in  a  conspicuous  way,  and  not  every  particular  item  was 
?d.     Is    this    amendment    intended    to    perpetuate    tlmt 
pyitem? 

At.   SMOOT.     No;  this   amendment   lif)eralizes  the  existing 
and  gives  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  power  to  regulate 
such  cases  as  the  Senator  has  mentioned. 
ilr.  KING.     If  the  amendment  lil)eralizes  the  existing  law, 
is  sufficiently  liberal,  it  seems  to  n)e  that  it  is  a  wise  amend- 
ment, because  under  the  guise  of  marking  there  ought  not  to  be 
effort  made  to  prohibit  any  importations, 
dr.  SMOOT.     There  is  no  Intention  whatever  of  doing  that ; 
I  think  this  provision  is  much  more  liberal  than  existing 
IF.     I   call    the    Senator's   attention    to   the    wording   of   the 
an  enduient : 

luch    marking,    stamping,    branding,    or    lal>eUug    shall    be    as    nearly 
Int  ellble  and  permanent  as  the  nature  of  the  article  will  permit. 

n  other  words,  if  the  existing  law  were  literally  construed 
should  have  to  mark  every  olive  in  a  bottle;  but  this  does 
require  that.     It  liberalizes  the  law. 

ir.  KING.     My  attention  was  called  to  this  subject  the  other 

by  an  American  citizen  who  had  made  some  importations. 

had  a  little  string  which  could  be  divided  and  su»)divlded, 

after  the  subdivision  each  particle  would  bear  up<^)n  it  a 

pattJcnlar  label.     It  was  held  that  each  particular  part  must  bt^ 

regardless  of  the  difticulty  and  the  expense  that  would 

Incurred;  so  that  it  made  the  marking  absolutely  impossible, 
made  the  articles  worthless. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  state  to  the  Senator  that  the  amendments 
to  this  section  obviate  any  such  construction  or  the  requirement 
of  any  such  action  on  the  jwrt  of  the  department 

The  PRP^SIDING  OFFICER   (Mr.  Bingham  in  the  chair) 
The  cJerii  will  report  the  first  amendment  iwhsed  over. 

The  I.«3isLAnvE  Clerk.  The  first  amendment  pas-sed  over  is 
on  page  2H4,  section  304.  line  17,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
"  words  "  and  tlie  comma,  the  words  "  in  a  consi^coous  place  " 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  ask  the  St^uator  from 
Utah  if  section  301,  and  the  several  subsections  thereunder,  are 
Intended  to  impose  penalties,  or  are  they  intended  to  impose 
additional  duties? 

Mr.  S.MOOT.  They  will  result  in  the  imposition  of  additional 
duties  for  failure  to  mark. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Not  in  the  nature  of  penalties? 
Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  in  the  nature  of  penaltlea. 
Mr.  GEORGE.  I  w^ut  to  ask  the  Senator  also  if  the  real 
purp<i.se  of  the  section  is  to  advise  the  consumer  of  the  country 
of  oilgiu  of  the  merchandise?  Is  that  the  real  purpose,  to 
advise  tlie  ultimate  u»^er,  tlie  ultimate  c«jnsumer,  of  the  country 
of  origin  of  merciiandise  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  the  otjet-t  of  the  law. 
Mr.  GEORGE.  Then  I  want  to  ask  the  Semi  tor  why  it  is 
necc^ary  to  provide  for  the  stauii>ing  not  only  of  tlie  article  of 
mercliandl.'-e,  not  only  of  its  immediate  container,  but  of  the 
general  iiackage  in  which  it  is  contained?  In  many  instances 
merchandise  could  not  be  acquired  by  the  actual  or  ultimate 
consumer  in  the  original  package  in  which  It  was  received 
Mr.  SM001\     That  is  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  understand,  but  I  am  making  some  In- 
quiries, .since  this  section  has  been  changed.  If  the  honest 
purpose  is  to  advise  the  ultimate  consumer  of  the  country  of 
origin  of  the  merchandise,  why  Is  it  necessary  to  provide  not 
only  for  the  branding  of  the  aiticle,  if  it  be  a  handkerchief,  or 
for  the  marking  of  the  Inmiediate  container  in  which  it  is 
sliipi>ed,  if  it  be  a  box  containing  two  or  three  or  four  or  half 
a  dozen,  but  for  the  branding  of  the  .reneral  package  in  whidi 
the  whole  merchandise  is  shipped? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  the  packages  in  a  shipment  do  not  go  to 
Uie  general  api>rai.ser.  I  think  the  Senator  knows  how  Ihev 
come  in.  -^ 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Yes ;  I  think  so. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  appraisers  will  take  one  package  for  ex- 
amination. That  Is  why  it  is  refiuired  that  Uie  coutahaer  itself 
shall  be  marked,  and  properly  so. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  understand ;  not  only  the  container  but  the 
general  package,  the  lmme<liate  container,  and  the  article 

Mr  SMOOT.  If  every  package  were  examined,  then  that 
would  not  be  required,  but  where  the  contents  of  every  pack- 
age are  not  examined,  the  only  way  the  appraisers,  those  who 
pass  upon  goods,  can  determine  about  them  is  siniplv  to  see 
that  the  case  itself  is  marked,  and  that  is  the  existing *law 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Let  me  under««tand  the  Senator  If  a  general 
package,  let  us  say,  containing  several  thousand  separate 
articles  of  merchandise.  Is  received  at  the  castomhouse  If  that 
reneral  package  Is  marked,  "made  In  some  foreign  countrr " 
is  that  all  that  the  appraiser  looks  at? 

Mr.  SMOOT     No.     If  any  of  the  packages  are  not  marked. 

there  would  not  be  an  additional  duty  imposed 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  did  not  understand  the  Senator 
Mr.   SMOOT.     If  the  articles  In  the  package  were  marked 
there  would  be  no  additional  duty  imposed  in  such  a  case ;  but 
without  the  marking  on  the  package  itself,  they  would  hare  to 
open  them  all. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     That  Is  what  I  asked  the  Senator— If  I  am  to 

"'i.T!^"*^  ^'™  ^^  "^^  *^"^  '^^♦'o  a  general  package  Is  received 
which  Is  properly  marked.  Indicating  the  country  of  the  origin 
of  the  mercbandL^e,  In  that  event  the  appraiser  does  not  l«X)k 
into  the  package? 

r.„^L?^/^  ^?  *"  ^^^  packages.  They  look  into  a  certain 
number  of  the  packages. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Anyway,  whether  the  general  package  Is 
marked  or  not?  ^      ^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  oourse,  the  general  package  would  hare  to 
l>e  marked,  anyway. 

Mr  GEORGE.  What  I  want  to  know  is:  What  Is  this  law 
Intended  to  do?  Is  it  intendetl  to  furnish  anv  information  to 
the  appraiser  or  Is  It  intended  to  advise  the  ultimate  consumer 
of  the  country  of  origin  of  the  merchandise  which  he  Is  buying? 

Mr.  SMOC/T.  The  marking  of  the  package  furnishes  that 
information  to  the  appraiser,  and  that  Is  the  only  way  by  which 
he  would  be  advised  as  to  whether  the  articles  were  property 
marked. 

Mr.  GKORGE.  Then,  If  the  package  contains  a  thousand  artl- 
cles  of  merchandise,  the  appraiser  merely  looks  at  the  marking 
on  the  general  package.    Is  that  what  the  Senator  eaya? 
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op^^^^Lr2?^h^^  "*'  "  '^^''*°  '»«"**^  *^t  Is  taken  and 
opened.  Of  course,  he  can  not  oih^u  them  all ;  but  he  seiuet, 
s^  proimscuously  and  opens  them,   and   if  ^Z  k^«  a^ 

Mr.  GEORGE      Then  the  advice  to  the  apf>rai.ser  in  the  first 

instant,  is  worth  nothing,  l>ecMuse  he  fn^  Into  ,l.e  gene.4   pec^^ 

^^^siooT  °' nf  i^'t^  »^^»>^'-  ot  the  immediat'?contaim.\i. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  There  is  no  reason  for  doing  that  so  fai  as 
the  appraiser  is  concerned,  except,  pertiaps,  one  of  «.nTeni«)i 
and  a  mere  muior  convenience  at  that.  •^•^^^. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Either  one  thhxg  or  the  other,  he  would  have 
to  open  every  single  package  and  make  an  examination  of  everv 
item  In  the  package  or  else  adopt  the  plan  which  has  been  in 
▼o^e  for  years  and  years,  and  which  this  provision  simplv 
seeks  to  carry  out.  "'miJi.v 

Mr  GEORGE  I  understand  Uiat.  and  I  am  trying  to  find 
out  the  reasrm  for  the  first  change  in  the  administrative  pro- 
vision whKi  the  Senator  on  liehalf  of  the  committee  is  now 
proposing  If  the  purpose  is  to  protect  tiie  ulthnate  consumer 
or  to  advij^e  hun  of  tiie  source  of  tiie  country  of  origin  of  the 
merchandise,  why  is  not  that  sened  by  stamping  the  anide 
itself,  or  the  immediate  container  in  which  it  is  sometimes  sold 
and  delivered  to  the  customer?  «.    "  u 

Mr.   SMOOT.    Take  the  container  of  olives,  or  of  olive  oil 
Ion  can  not  mark  the  oil,  nor  could  you  open  and  mark  every 
plum  or  peach  put  in  a  can. 

-iiJ*"«?^i^^*  ^;  i*^"  '^^^  ""^^^  **'  **"*•  a°*^  I  «"»  ^eli  aware 
also  of  tiie  fact  that  much  merchandise  ia  brought  Into  this 
couutiT  that  Is  not  sold  to  the  consumer  in  the  form  in  which 
it  Is  brought  in.  l!^)r  instance,  certahi  forms  of  steel  are 
brought  m  to  be  n.^ed  in  the  manufacture  of  particular  tools 
It  IS  NOW  only  In  the  form  of  the  tool  and  not  In  the  form  In" 
which  it  Ls  hnported.  I  understand  all  those  difficulties  I'.nt 
I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that  this  section  is  not  in- 
tended  to  impose  a  penalty,  that  it  simply  provides  for  the 
imi)Ofiition  of  an  additional  duty,  and  the  real  purpose  of  it  is 
to  serve  the  convenience  of  the  appraiser,  as  but  prunarily  to 
advi.se  the  ultimate  consumer  of  the  countrv  of  origin  of  the 
merciiandise.  What  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  again  is  ^Vhy 
staiiH>  the  merchandise,  why  stamp  the  immediate  container. 
why  stamp  the  general  package?    What  Is  the  object  of  it'' 

Mr.    REED.      Mr.    President,    will    Uie    Senator    permit    an 
interruption  ?  «-  »« 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  For  the  very  obvious  reason  that  the  first  pur- 
chaser is  jii.st  as  much  entitled  to  the  information  as  Is  the  last 
purchaser.  The  shopkeeper  who  buys  the  goods  is  entltiod  to 
be  a|)prised  by  the  container  that  wraps  the  package  where 
those  gotKis  are  bought,  just  as  much  as  the  retail  pun-haser  has 
the  right  to  know  where  the  article  he  buys  has  beeu  made 
That  is  the  purpose  of  the  provision. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  apprehend  that  every  purchaser,  wholesale 
or  retail,  knows  the  origin  of  the  goods  which  he  buv.s.  It  must 
be  borne  In  mind  that  a  large  part  of  merchandise  imponetl 
into  this  country  is  imported  for  particular  houses,  for  spt-clal 
trade,  for  particular  purchasers  who  know  all  about  where  It  is 
coming  from,  and  I  tiiiiik  I  am  perfectiy  justified  in  asking  Why 
impose  the  burden  of  branding  the  article,  the  immediate  con- 
tainer, and  the  general  iiackage,  and  then  impose  an  additional 
duty  for  failure  to  comply  with  those  rigid  requirements? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  there  were  uo  additional  duty  imposed,  no 
penalty  whatever,  does  not  the  Senator  think  the  ijnr)4irters 
would  take  chances  more  than  they  are  taking  to-day.  and 
would  it  not  require  that  every  single  solitary  package  be 
opened  and  examined  by  the  appraiser? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Perhaps  so;  perhaps  the  appraiser  does  ojK'n 
every  solitary  package  now,  go  far  as  I  know.  The  Senator 
says  he  does  not.  that  he  opens  only  a  limited  numlier ;  but  the 
appraiser  can  never  know  with  any  degree  of  certainty  whether 
all  of  the  immediate  containers  are  brandt^  or  are  ho  markwl 
nnless  he  looks  at  each  one,  and  he  can  utner  know  with  cer- 
tainty whether  each  article  is  marked  unless  he  looks  at  each 
article. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  vield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  In  just  a  moment  If  the  purpose'  of  this  sec- 
tion  is  to  impose,  not  a  penalty,  but  an  additional  duty  upon 
this  merchandise,  I  can  not  see  why  this  additional  duty  should 
l>e  imposed  If  there  has  been  such  compiiance  with  the  law  as 
will  carry  notice  to  the  ultimate  consumer  of  the  country  of 
origin  of  the  merchandise,  which  is  the  purpose,  and  I  may  «ay 
the  legitimate  purpose,  barii  of  this  marking  requirement. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  law  is  complied  with,  there  certainly  will 
be  no  imposition  of  as  additional  dutj,  If  the  law  Is  mtrlctly 
eoDipUed  with. 
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Mr  GEORGE.  Certainly:  if  they  are  all  marked,  except  In 
thu$te  in8tanct's  where  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  promul- 
gate«  sHHue  role  which  excuses  them  from  marking  the  particu- 
lar article  or  the  container  or  the  general  package,  because  they 
can  not  be  marked. 

Mr.  SM<K>T.  Tlie  Senator  is  wrong.  There  is  no  additional 
duty  «»n  the  package:  that  is,  the  package  itself.  Where  the 
gfXKk*  within  the  package  are  not  marked,  then  there  is  an 
additional  duty. 

Mr.  (;E<>H(}E.     I  think,  if  the  Senator  will  read  the  section 
ver>-  (arefully.  he  will  see  that  the  additional  duty  or  penalty 
ts  lnipo.«'ed  for  failure  to  comply  with  the  provi.«*ions  of  .section 
3<>-l  in  other  res|»e<'ts  than  the  respect  to  which  he  calls  attention. 
I  now  yield  to  the  Sk'nator  from  Kentucky. 
.Mr.  B.VRKLEY.     Mr.  President,  if  I  understand  the  Senator's 
inren)retation  of  this  i>rovl5!ion,  and  that  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah,  if  a   package  of  neckties  be  shipped   into  this  country 
from  any  foreign  country,  not  only  the  imckage  in  which  they 
arn  lirought  over  in  the  ship,  but  every   individual  container 
within  that  package,  and  each  individual  necktie,  would  have 
to  be  branded,  unless  the  Swretary  of  the  Treasury  rules  that 
nei-kties  ought  not  to  be  branded.     The  .same  would  apply  to 
la<lies'  dresses,  many  of  which  are  imported  into  the  United 
States  from   the  Parisian   markets.     It  might  be  entirely  un- 
desirable  to  have  a    lady's  dres.s   marked   all   over  as   to   the 
country  from  which  it  came.     It  mi.;ht  be  a  type  of  dress  which 
could  n«»t  be  markeil  without  the  mark  showing. 

Mr.  SM(K)T.    They  would  brand  articles  of  that  kind 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  it  is  an  article  witiiin  the  meaning  of 
this  .section,  it  would  have  to  be  branded  in  indelible  Ink. 

Mr.  SMOiXr.  The  law  says,  "Capable  of  being  marked  with- 
out injury." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  but  suppose  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  decides  that  the  articles  to  which  I  refer  are  capable 
of  l)eing  brantled  without  injury.  It  might  not  injure  the 
g(KMln.  but  it  might  be  extremely  undesirable  for  ladies  to  wear 
tlresses  with  a  brand  on  showing  where  they  were  made  and 
where  they  came  from. 

Mr.  SMCK)!'.  It  never  has  been  done  and  never  will  be  done. 
No  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  would  ever  think  of  snrfi  a  thing 
The  Senator  says  "  branded."  Take  the  item  of  neckties  that 
he  ivfers  to.  There  is  a  little  slip  put  upon  the  necktie.  They 
do  not  brand  the  necktie  at  all.  It  does  not  hurt  the  necktie 
The  Senator  can  take  the  little  slip  off  in  a  very  few  seconds 
after  he  purchases  the  necktie. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  But  it  may  not  be  a  matter  simply  of  put- 
ting a  .Hlip  on  the  side  of  the  article.  The  slip  may  be  attached 
to  the  article  its^f.  But  the  language  requires  the  use  of  an 
indelible  marking  that  can  not  be  obliterated. 

Mr.  REED      Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield  to  me' 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  from  Georgia  has 
the  tioor.    Dt)es  he  yield  to  the  Senator  frwn  Poinsylyania? 
Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  I  want  to  make  a  sugi^estion,  because  I  think 
the  point  made  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  a  good  one. 
It  is  possible  to  imagine  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
caprici«>u«ly  or  for  aotne  hidden  motive  mi^t  decide  that  every 
match  in  a  box  had  to  be  marked,  for  example,  or  some  such 
a»>snrdity  as  that.  It  is  very  much  better,  it  seems  to  me,  that 
there  be  some  right  of  appeal  given  as  now  exists  under  the 
lirjL'  law.  I  think  the  committee  amendment  would  be  im- 
provwl  if  on  page  285,  in  line  1.  we  would  strike  out  the  words 
"or  is  eadsfled  that,"  so  as  to  make  it  a  question  of  fact  as 
to  whether  the  article  can  be  marked  without  injury  and  with- 
out unnecessary  expense,  and  not  merely  leave  it  in  some  one's 
discretion. 

*^w  ^J^KLEY.  I  do  not  mean  to  suggest  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  TreasniiT  or  any  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  would  flip- 
pantly and  capriciously  r«iuire  the  branding  of  an  article  which 
obviously  would  damage  the  article  itself.     But  when  matters 

witL  !L^7.,f^  '^^.^  *^^  discretion  of  an  executive  officer, 
with  the  mil  ions  of  different  kinds  of  articles  that  are  Imported 
into  the  United  States,  some  of  which  are  very  dSicS^e  aSd 
rJ!l*H  "i^""^  ",T  ^'^^^J*^'^  «'  being  brande<l,  and  even  if  they 
could  be  ^nded  it  would  be  very  undesirable,  there  ought  to  be 
to  d^o  11°*'^*'**^°  *^  ^^  ^^^  discretion,  so  as  to  not  peSit  him 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  the  Senator's  point  is  a  good  one  It 
wa.s  Illustrated  in  the  controversy  over  the  marking  of  quart- 
bottle  stoppers.  It  was  ruled  first  one  way  and  then  another 
tn^ZTt\nJ''^^V.^?^  the  Secretary  was  overruS  in  hold 
I^n^hU^/  ^\?*'  ''^"'^  ^  ^to  a  bottle  the  size  of  an 
ounce  had  to  bear  the  mark  -  Made  in  Spain  '  It  cost  more 
to  mark  each  individual  cork  than  it  cost  to^make  the^k  a^7 
naturally  the  importer  felt  aggrieved.    I  do  noi  remem^rnow 
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svhlch  way  the  Secretary  decided  and  whirfi  way  the  court 
iecided.  It  is  quite  conceivable  tJiat  the  importer  if  the  de<-i- 
don  went  against  him,  would  feel  that  he  wanted  to  appeal 
o  the  court  and  it  is  quite  pn>per  that  lie  should,  and  that  i.s 
vhy  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  accept  the  amendment 
^hich  I  suggested  that  wiU  reduce  that  dLscreUou  in  tha 
Secretary. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President • 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Geor- 
jia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  intend  to  offer  an  amendment,  and  I  h.ave  it 
narked  in  my  book  now  and  will  offer  it  Just  as  soon  as  I  can 
ret  a  chance  to  do  It 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

,Tw  \^S^.  PRESIDENT.     I>oes   the   .Senator   from   Georgia 
jield  to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Apropos  of  the  statement  made  bv  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania,  I  am  very  glad  that  the  amendment  will  be 
Offered.  I  have  knowledge  of  the  fact— when  I  .say  knowledsr*' 
I  mean  it  has  been  reported  to  me  by  a  number  of  persons— th.it 
efforts  have  been  made  to  embargo  goods  imported  into  the 
I  nlted  States  by  comi)elling  the  marking  of  corks,  for  instance, 
and  of  articles  which  really  could  not  be  marke<l.  The  Secre- 
t  iry  of  the  Treasury  upon  a  number  of  occasions,  wisely  exer- 
csing  the  authority  which  he  believed  he  posse.ssed,  lias  111)- 
erallzed  the  law.  But  appeals  have  been  taken  and  he  has  l>eeu 
overruled.  Manufacturers  are  very  alert  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting importations,  and  they  have  used  the  existing  law  for 
t  le  purpose  of  keeping  out  injixjrtatlons  which  they  conceive^l 
FO-ssibly  might  come  In  competition  with  them.  They  are  not 
sitisfled  with  markings  upon  the  containe-s  and  upon  artl«'Ies 
vhich  could  be  marked  or  were  susceptible  of  being  markeil 
\1thout  injury,  but  have  insisted,  for  instance,  upon  markinj,' 
1  ttle  strands  of  beads,  and  not  only  small  strands  of  beads 
V  here  the  beads  were  perhaps  not  much  larger  than  a  small 
pea,  but  each  particular  bead  had  to  be  marked. 

The  appraisers,  becaii.se  of  the  alert,  lynx-eyed  manufacturers 
or  their  representatives  or  lawyers,  who  have  been  there  .scru- 
t  nizing  all  the  importations,  have  felt  constraimnl  to  inten»ret 
t  le  law  rigidly,  and  as  a  result  have  kept  out  many  articles  or 
1  Dposed  penalties  upon  many  articles.  Where  the  Secretary  of 
t  le  Trea.sury  desired  to  liberalize  the  law  and  to  put  a  rational 
rsasonable  lnten>retatiou  upon  the  law,  he  has  been  overr»ile<i 
b  T  the  courts,  because  they  have  said  the  object  of  the  law  is  to 
kjep  out  imports,  to  prevent  importations  into  the  United 
S  tates. 

Mr.  REED.  The  object  of  marking  is  not  to  put  an  embiirgo 
01  goods.  Congress  never  intended  it  should  be  used  as  an 
Instrument  of  embargo.  On  the  other  hand,  there  are  just  as 
snart  wits  employed  by  the  Importers  as  there  are  by  the  manu- 
fjicturers,  and  it  is  conceivable  that  some  future  Secretary  of  the 

I  reasury  might  lean  too  far  in  either  direction.     In  any  event 

II  is  wiser  that  it  should  be  a  question  of  fact  susceptible  of 
d?cision  by  a  court.  I  think  that  Ls  why  the  Senator  from  Utah 
is  about  to  offer  his  amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Get^rgiu 
y  eld  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Emplia.sizing  what  I  .said  a  while  ago,  the 
language  of  the  provision  requires  that  the  package  and  the  con- 
tilner  and  the  articles  shaU  be  marked,  stamped,  branded,  or 
labeled.  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  seemed  to  take 
u  Qbrage  at  my  saying  the  articles  had  to  be  branded.    The  word 

)randed  "  is  in  the  provision  itself  and  the  subcommittee  has 
put  in  an  amendment  requiring  that  this  be  done  in  a  con- 
si  Icuous  way.  It  is  po.ssible  to  imagine  thousands  of  articles 
under  those  circumstances  which  It  would  be  entirely  out  of  the 
question  and  perfectly  ridiculous  to  expect  to  have  branded  in 
that  way. 

Mr.  SMOC/T.     Did  the  Senator  read  the  words  "  or  lalK'led  "  ? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes  ;  of  course. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  they  could  not  be  branded,  they  would  be 
la  )eled. 

tlieJV^^a^^7"    ""^  *'  *^^^  '^'"^'^  ^  '*^'*^'  ^^'  ^^'*"*^ 

•  ¥*"■  ^^^^  ^"^  ^"^"'^  °«t  ^ant  to  label  steel  rails,  f.T 
instance  The  only  way  to  do  In  such  cases  is  to  brand  them. 
We  would  not  want  to  brand  a  necktie  v 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Mr   President 

,  M*;  VS^u  PK^JS'DENT.     Does  the   Senator  from   Georgia 
yl  Id  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas?  vjrr:"iB»a 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  ROBI^SON  of  Arkansas.  The  fact  remains  that  the 
proposed  amendment  gives  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the 
power  to  exercise  discTeUon  as  to  whether  the  articles  shall  be 
branded  or  labeled. 

Mr.  S.MOOT.     That  is  existing  law. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  What  difference  does  that 
make? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No  complaint  has  ever  been  raised  as  to  it  that 
I  know  of. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  thought  the  Senator  said 
there  had  been  complaints. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  amendment  requires  that  the  article 
mu.st  be  branded  in  a  con.spi«'uous  place.  Suppose  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Trea.sury  decided  that  the  article  ought  to  be 
labeled  and  branded  and  that  it  would  have  to  be  done  in  a 
consi)icuous  place? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President 

The    VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does   the   Senator   from   Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 
Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon  for  referring 
to  an  Illustration  In  a  sort  of  personal  way,  but  it  shows  ex- 
actly what  I  have  in  mind  in  this  connection.  I  had  occasion 
once  before  in  reference  to  another  measure  to  allude  to  "this 
subject,  but  to  illu.strate  what  I  have  in  mind  I  wiU  cive  » 
little  personal  experience.  &    '=  a 

()n  one  occasion  I  .saw  some  grajiefruit  on  a  fruit  stand  and 
being  very  fond  of  grapefruit  I  bought  half  a  dozen  and  took 
them  to  my  ro,)m.  They  were  beautifully  artificially  colored 
and  l(X)ked  very  fine,  but  when  I  went  to  eat  them  I  found  that 
they  were  wo.Kly  and  had  no  juice  in  them  and  were  not 
worth  buying  at  all.  Anyone  buying  such  grapefruit  would 
never  want  to  buy  grapefruit  again  anvwhere 

I  went  back  to  the  grcK-er  and  inquired  where  he  got  the 
grapefruit.  He  said  he  got  them  from  the  Isle  of  Pines  I 
do  not  want  to  say  anything  to  reflet^^t  on  the  Isle  of  Pines 
because  I  am  In  thorough  sympathy  with  them  and  would  like 
to  see  them  market  their  fruit.  But  evidently  this  graDefmlt 
was  prematurely  picked,  artificially  colored,  and  sent  to  the 
United  States  and  was  8<»ld  here  without  any  mark  or  Indies 
tion  of  brand  whatever  to  show  where  they  came  from  If  n 
purcha.ser  could  be  advised  by  a  stamp  on  the  package  on  the 
c(.ntalner,  and  on  the  fruit  it.self,  which  is  easily  readilv  aTC 
plied  then  he  would  know  where  the  fruit  came  from'  and 
would  have  reason  to  understand  that  it  was  not  produced  in 
t^ie  Inited  States.  This  provision  would  cover  a  case  like 
that  and  it  seems  to  me  is  important. 

The  fruit  ci.uld  be  .shipiKHl  from  the  Isle  of  Pines  to  some 
point  in  tht'  United  States  in  the  original  container  The^m 
tainer  it.-elf  might  be  marked  and  branded  so  that  there  would" 
be  some  indication  there  to  the  purchaser  of  where  the  fruit 
came  from  But  when  it  is  unpacked  and  put  into  new  con- 
tainers and  shipiKMl  our.  then  the  mark  or  brand  Is  entirely  lost 
unless  It  IS  upon  the  article  itself."  The  amendment  would  cover 
that  feature,  and  I  think  it  is  in  the  interest  of  American  nro- 
.ductlon  and  protection  of  the  American  people  that  this  require^ 
ment  should  l)e  inserted  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The   VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does  the   Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  further  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah' 
Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Florida 
who  gave  the  same  illustration  several  months  ago  when  another 
bill  w-as  before  the  Senate,  what  he  would  do  in  a  case  like  this 
On  the  last  three  or  four  mornings  I  have  been  unfortunate 
^T,"k  l^  ^^*^^^  cantaloupe— I  will  not  name  the  State  from 
Which  they  came— and  oranges  upon  one  occasion— and  I  will 
not  name  the  State  from  which  the  oranges  came  becau.se  the 
Senator  is  here.  Unfortunately  neither  the  cantaloupe  nor  the 
oranges  were  marked,  but  they  were  not  fit  to  eat.  Does  the 
Senator  think  oranges  from  Florida  ought  to  be  marked  and  that 
cantaloupe  from  a  neighboring  State  which  I  shall  not  menti«.n 
should  ^  marked,  and  that  every  article  which  conies  into  the 
united  States,  every  nut,  every  orange,  every  pea,  every  arttele 
as  seems  to  be  contemplated  by  this  provision  should  be  stamped, 
marked,  and  branded?  ^^ 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  would  be  very  glad  to  have  every  orange 
from  Florida  marketl.  I  think  it  should  be  stamped  on  the 
orange  as  well  as  on  the  container.  But  this  provision  only 
refers  to  import e<l  articles.  It  would  not  affect  the  oranges  or 
cantaloupes  which  the  Senator  ordere«l,  because  they  were  not 
Imported.  But  suiaxise  the  cantaloupes,  for  instance,  had  been 
imported  from  Mexico  or  somevvhere  else  into  the  United  States, 
it  Is  perfectly  fair  to  the  people  in  this  country  that  they  know 
where  that  article  was  produced,  and  that  It  was  an  imported 
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f;^^^ii  I'^l*'^^-^  "^"^  *^  I"^*^  "^^^  PW'Ple  Is  to  require  that 
the  articles  be  branded  and  marked.  reqmre  tnat 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

^TJ".  VICE   PRESIDENT.     D,^  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  frem  Massachusetts'  Georgia 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massacha.setts.  I  have  a  letter  that  n-mioiM 
very  conclsc^ly  the  differences  between  the  lanSlge  of  IieTlnu^ 
bill  and  the  proposed  Senate  committee  amendment  and  ^"fi,?^ 
what  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  state^l  in  respec?  to  ThT^ 
ate  committee  amendment.  If  it  is  possible  for  an  ImpoAert^ 
be  ooca.sionally  right  and  submit  a  helpful  observatloV  In  the 
public  interest,  I  think  Senators  would  do  well  to  follow  the  ad- 
vice given  In  this  letter.  May  I  a.«k  that  the  letter  be  read  at 
the  desk,  bei-ause  I  think  it  confirms  the  position  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia?  It  is  a  very  able  statement  of  the  dilTorenoe 
between  the  House  and  Senate  provision  u'n'nnce 

IJe  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  clerk  will 
read,  as  requested. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  the  letter,  as  follows : 

„        ^  .    ^  New  Yoek,  September  9.  /»». 

Hon.  David  I.  Walsh, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 
HOKOEABL*  Sib  :  Importors  of  Iron  and  stwl  articles  made  a  rrouest 
to  the  IIou.^e  Committee  on  Ways  and  Miaus  for  drastic  modiflration  of 
the  adniini.straUve  provisions  coverinu  marking  of  materials  und-r  sec- 
tion 304  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922.  The  request  wa«  made  In  order  to 
relieve  the  unbearable  conditions  which  exist  to-dav  whereby  the  im 
porter  of  iron  and  steel  can  obtain  no  information  from  the  Government 
departments  as  to  the  proper  manner  In  which  steel  commodities  must 
be  marked  to  satisfy  the  customs  authorities. 

The  House  committee  rewrote  section  304  In  an  exceedingly  clear  and 
concise  manner,  with  the  provision  that  the  regulations  for  markinir 
should  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and.  further  that 
such  regulations  were  subject  to  exijcptions  which  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  might  prescribe.  The  wisdom  of  this  latter  provision  is  imme- 
diately self-evident  to  any.me  who  has  any  familiarity  with  the  importa- 
tion of  foreign  goods. 

It  is  manifestly  impossible  for  any  committee  to  draw  up  a  blanket 
regulation  for  marking  the  thousands  and  thousands  of  articles  and 
materials  that  are  Imported  into  the  Tnited  States,  and  some  govern- 
mental auth.irity.  such  as  the  Treasury  Department,  must  be  vesttMj 
with  the  right  not  only  to  dmw  the  rules  for  marking,  but  with  author- 
Ity  to  make  exceptions,  when  in  their  proper  Judgment  materials  as 
I  diflTerentiat.Hl  from  articles,  can  not  be  marked  except  at  prohibitive  cost 
and  when  the  marking  does  not.  In  the  final  analysis,  in  any  way  affect 
the  ultimate  buyer  of  any  article  In  which  the  Imported  material  is  a 
component  part. 

The  section  as  written  In  the  Senate  bill  limits  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  exceptions  from  marking  only  in  the  case  of  articles  that 
are    "Incapable    of   being    marked"    or    "can    not    be    marked    without 
injury"  or  are  suitably  marked  on   the  container,  but  this  omItH   the 
many  cases  where  it  would  be  physically  poewlble  to  mark  in  the  manner 
prescribed,  but  only  at  expense  that  would  be  prohibltire  to  Importation. 
Mr    WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.    President,   I  ask   that 
the  clerk  may  pkase  again  read  the  last  clause  of  the  letter 
he  has  Just  read  relative  to  the  exceptions  as  to  marking  which 
may  be  granted  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  read,  as  requested. 
The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 


The  aectlon.  as  written  In  the  Senate  bill,  limits  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  exwpflons  from  marking  only  in  the  caae  of  articlea 
that  are  "  incapable  of  being  marked  "  or  "  can  not  be  marked  without 
injury"  or  are  suitably  marked  on  the  container,  but  this  omits  the 
many  cases  where  it  would  l)e  physically  possible  to  mark  In  the  manner 
prescribed,  but  only  at  expense  that  would  be  prohibitive  to  importation. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  That  is  a  very  Imiwrtant 
point. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  and  concludetl  the  reading  of 
the  letter,  as  follows: 

Let  us  take,  for  Instance,  wire  in  colla,  not  packed  In  containers. 
According  to  the  section  ns  drawn  by  the  Senate  the  strands  of  wire 
must  be  "  marked,  stamped,  branded,  or  labeled  in  aa  nearly  an  Indelible 
and  permanent  manner  as  the  nature  of  tbe  article  will  permit,  and  In 
a  conspicuous  place."  To  Indelibly  or  permanently  brand  or  stamp  a 
fine  wire,  half  the  size  of  the  lead  in  a  pencil,  would  require  an  opera- 
tion that  would  be  so  tedious  and  expensive  that  it  U  impossible  to  con- 
ceive how  It  could  be  done  commercially,  yet  the  domestic  manufac- 
turers would  Immediately  protest  importations  In  which  wire  in  coils 
was  simply  marked  and  labeled  with  tags,  as  is  the  present  practice, 
basing  their  protests  on  the  wording  of  the  section. 

The  domestic  manufacturers  have  delighted  to  harass  and  annoy 
Importers  of  foreign  gwxls  with  protests  to  the  United  SUtes  Cnstoms 
Court,  qaestioDlng  whetlier  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Juui  correctly 
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Interpreted  the  wl^ec  of  CongreM  as  set  forth  In  the  preaent  law  re- 
garding marking.  The  Bethlehem  Steel  Corporation  baa  protested  hun- 
dreds and  hiindred:^  of  shipments  of  steel  and  iron  commodities  during 
the  past  year,  even  though  tbose  commodities  were  marked,  stamped, 
and  branded  in  accordance  with  the  instructions  given  by  the  Treasury 
IX'parrment  to  the  importer.  And  the  helpless  importer  is  confronted 
with  the  ejcpense  and  grief  of  defending  in  court  the  interpretations 
of  the  law  whlrh  the  Treasury  Department  has  given  him. 

Thi>  condition  is  so  unfair,  so  un-American,  and  so  unjust  that  im- 
porters generally  have  made  the  plea  to  Congress  to  clarify  this  section, 
and  particularly  and  speclflcally  to  grant  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, or  8^.me  approved  governmontal  authority,  the  right  and  authority 
to  d«Miguate  to  the  importers  how  their  mntcrials  should  be  marked 
to  conform  to  the  wishes  of  the  customs  authorities,  and,  when  marking 
Is  not  necessary,  the  Treasury  Department  might  with  fall  authority 
so  state  to  the  lmp<irter. 

Steel  and  Iron,  as  known  and  sold  in  the  steel  trade,  are  not  in  the 
same  category  ns  a  pair  of  shoes  or  a  toothbrush,  which  are  sold  in  the 
■tatp  in  which  they  are  broupht  into  this  country.  They  are,  in  effect, 
and  > to  all  intents  and  purposes,  material  which  is  to  be  further  manu- 
factured. There  is  no  misrepresentation  possible  when  a  barrel  manu- 
facturer orders  foreign  sheets  for  his  barrels ;  when  a  wlredrawer 
oriler>«  wire  rods  for  drawing  Info  wire;  when  a  contractor  orders 
fon'ijfn  oormgutefi  liars  for  a  bridge  or  sheet  piling  for  a  dock ;  when 
a  foundry  orders  foreign  pig  Iron.  They  order  these  goods  as  foreign 
goocK  yet  these  are  some  of  the  materials  that  the  section  would  require 
to  be  elaborately  marked;  and  to  serve  what  purpose? 

Section  304.  as  dr.nwn  in  the  Senate  bill,  is  absolutely  unworkable 
without  resulting  litigation  in  the  Customs  Court  over  hundreds  of 
articles  and  materials,  and  it  is  heartbreaking  to  the  importer  to  see 
the  >«ection  so  drawn  after  his  earnest  plea  for  clariflcation.  The 
unbearable  condition  now  existing  lies  In  the  fact  that  the  Customs 
Court  refuses  to  decide  how  an  article  must  be  marked  and  conflnes 
Itaelf  to  ruling  on  whether  or  not  the  article  Is  legally  marked.  The 
Treasury  Department,  on  the  other  hand,  refuses  to  Instruct  the  Im- 
porter for  fear  that  they  will  be  overruled  by  the  courts,  and  the 
Importer  Is  left  to  experiment  on  an  acceptable  marking  and  defend 
blraMc  :  against  unending  protests  that  are  made  simply  to  barraas  him 
If  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  the  right  to  exception,  this 
condition  can  not  exist.  I  therefore  urge  you  to  rerert  to  the  section 
as  drawn  by  the  House  commltlee,  ns  otherwise  the  tlioe  of  the  Customs 
Court  an<l  o1  the  authorities  oo  whom  tb«  loterpfetatlon  at  this  ad- 
ailnlstratlve  provision  devolve*  will  be  lak^  tp  with  endlew  rotirt  case* 
alNiHy  t^ranae  ftm  have  d««t«><|  u,  fh#  pntpn  governnrMUfnl  nM^nrj  tvV 
•iiihortty  tftr  r»tfnl«nrm  nt  ffwr  tttntHtnt  oi  tvrttgm  iMterkHn  f(ff  |||^ 
pfni^tiUtn  nt  I  be  jfwWkr  at  lar<e. 

iHum  rmm  (tvei, 

Mr  WMMH  ut  Mu<>m*'Unm»^i0,    Mr,  VrmMmti 

Ur  WMMll  i4  MMMMU'diiMftts.  I  wfati  to  exwmm  mv  «fv 
f^tffiiitUHi  Iff  t\u>  coorte-y  of  tli«  Kenafof  from  G«<>fgU  U\  per- 
wltflnif  aurb  a  lonu  lecuff  to  tie  read  In  the  mWnt  ot  bfa  lAMt-r- 
ratiorj-.  I  mvrHy  want  to  tmy  very  brleflj  ttat  I  tblok  the 
letf.T  points  oat  the  fact  that  the  prorUIon  In  the  Houae  bill 
did  attempt  to  clarify  and  remove  some  of  the  barriers  in  the 
present  law  w  far  as  It  relates  to  marking,  but  that  the  Senate 
coiiinjirtee  amendment  removes  much  of  that  clariflcation  I 
th.n.f..re  hope  that  the  House  provision  will  be  the  one  which 
will  be  flisally  incorporated  In  the  bill 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.   President 

.T'r.  V»F\,^^*^^^P^'*'^-     ^^^   ">«   Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  to  the  fact  that  those  who 
have  .stated  their  objections  to  me,  have  objected  to  the  words 
m  line  1,  on  page  285,  where  the  bill  as  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  provides: 

lie- 
That  is  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury— 
is  satL-ifled  that  such  article  Is  incapable  of  being  marked. 

Those  who  have  objected  desire  that  the  words  "  he  is  satls- 
fleil  that "  be  stricken  out  I  was  going  to  offer  such  an  amend- 
ment now  to  the  committee  atnendraent.  and  then  If  that 
amendment  should  be  agreed  to,  I  want  to  strike  out  the  word 

that     in  line  3  and  Insert  the  word  "  if,"  so  that  it  will  read 
or  If  the  marking,  stamping,  branding,"  and  so  forth. 

That  would  be  only  a  clerical  correction. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President 
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The  VICE   PRESIDENT.     Doe^   the   Senator  from   Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  effect  of  that  amendment,  as  I  understand, 
«ill  be  practically  to  bring  the  Senate  amendment  back  to  the 
wsltlon  of  the  House  provision;  in  other  words,  it  will  remove 
lie  discretion  of  the  Secretary,  and.  as  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  remarked  a  while  ago,  make  it  a  matter  of  fact 
imt  he  has  little  di.-^cretion  left  under  this  paragraph. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President,   the  letter  read  by  the  clerk 
lets  out  what  I  believe  to  be  very  strong  objections  to  this  sec- 
ion.    The  Senator  from  Utah  has  said  tliat  this  section  is  not 
ntended  to  impose  penalties  but  merely  adds  duties  in  a  cer- 
ain  event,  that  Is  in  the  event  of  failure  to  mark  or  brand.    If 
t  is  a  penalty,  Mr.  President,  of  course  there  should  not  be  a 
]  reater  penalty  imposed  upon  one  importer  who  fails  to  mark 
1  ban  upon  another  importer,  which  would  be  the  effect  if  the 
I  enalty  were  mea.suretl  or  gaged  by  the  value  of  the  merchan- 
<  ise   imported  as   set   out   in   subsection    (b)    of  this   sectiom 
'  'herefore,  I  take  it  that  the  section  is  intended  to  impose  ad- 
( itional  duties,  although  the  general  effect  of  it  of  course  Is  to 
inpose  a  penalty. 

Mr.  President,  what  happens  is  this:  Merchandise  whicli  is 
tn  the  free  list  and  mercliaudise  which  has  paid  every  penny 
cf  the  duty  Imposed  under  tlie  tariff  law  which  the  Congress 
s  ees  tit  to  impose  upon  it  Ls  .subjected  to  an  additional  duty  of 
:  0  per  cent  if  almost  impossible,  nee<lless,  and  entirely  unreason- 
i  ble  regulations  are  not  complied  with. 

TVTiat  I  wanted  to  emphasize  by  provoking  this  discussion  Is 
that  domestic  interests  may  have  a  protection  that  lies  wholly 
(Utslde  of  tariff  rates,  wiiether  specific  or  ad  valorem.     They 
1  ISO  have  a  decided  and  definite  protection  in  every  uiireason- 
ible  and  unnecessary  restriction  and  regulation  imposed  on  the 
inportation  of  merchandise,  and  they  have,  much  more  than 
taat,  an  embargo  if  the  officers  of   the  Government   wish   to 
nake  arbitrary  rules  under  the  latitude  given  by  many  of  the 
Administrative  provisions  of  the  bill. 
The  rates  of  duty  In  the  Foniney-McCumber  Tariff  Act  are 
le  highest  hitherto  written  In  any  tariff  act  In  the  history  of 
«  country,  and  the  bardras  ImrxwH-d  under  the  adminimratlve 
rmlMifms  of  the  a<t   are  greater  than   any  hlth^Tto  imp<rt»ed 
ipoti  imfKirts  tji  m«Tchandl^,  ypt  the  favrrrwl  tndusfrleft  are  w»t 
-tl^fled-     HKy  wer*-  not  cf»nfent  with  fh«  hifffa  rn\tm,  mt^tic 
Id  ad  valorm.  an/I  th#  ^l^tlnc  rt%n\niUinn  that  hnwrnnptU^ 
Id  I  um  UftSun  in  my  whUh  ww  Int^Mie»f  \n  h«mi»«'r— iJi# 
\htpiir\t^.  \n  wnny  inmintu'pn  up*'*\\P^]y,     Thmm  in^nSttWy  uro' 
liw'li'd  \n6nmirU'm,  tUtm'  fnftfftui  UuitftrUm  thin  ulr^^fty  tmUfv 
rmm  un  hiieh  ni  t'tmU\  wtt\\  b*»  itmt\tU'*\  tty  prtHmtittiiUt0  uUm 
u  vtmtiUUtntUm  iff  tU*t  f«/i«,  tnuut  to  tUltt  lUmgrtmt  arid  nttkmi 
In  iwrtmtt^n  mtPf^itU'  »wi  Uu^mtmi  «d  vnUtrMut  rnttm.  «nd  tUtv 
^•v<*  g/Httm  tiu^tt.  lift  Hirmtif  U  Imm  tn^tm  Mntod  trnt-^ntik 
firittte  ftM*  lumrtit*  of  tMmtt*  tt  trill  tm  ittdtitfii  tmt-^tmi  «#m. 
MfiMl  MftMHtti'  Hiul  m\  vHlortttt  nttm  Imve  liHHri  iuiivMu^d  whUii 
1^  many  In^tatuv*  aiiKmtit  tu  Utt},  'Jtni  '.^mt  p^r  i-Mit,  arul  evmi 
oiore.  above  rb«*  a'^ual  duty  eoile(.>ted  under  exlNtinK  law. 

Not  only  ia  thut  true,  but  the  atrategy  ot  t\umi  lnt<*re«t«  that 
wUih  exorbitantly  high  rates  is  to  be  found  In  the  admlnistra- 
tlire  provisions  of  this  bill.  It  is  hidden  and  ■e<'ret.  They  want 
hidden  and  secret  i)rotection.  They  want  hidden  and  secret 
protection  that  no  Congress  would  give,  even  though  Memi>ers 
**!.!  ^<^"K'**»«  ^^^^  the  beneficiaries  of  the  fat-frying  process 
w*ich  Mr.  (irundy,  who  usually  sits  In  the  gallerj-  and  looks 
d4wn  upon  the  Senate,  declared  he  would  apply  to  the  protected 
htterests  of  the  country  when  campaign  fimds  were  desired. 
The  strategy  of  those  who  want  exorbitant  rates,  the  strategy 
of  thoee  who  want  rates  that  they  know  the  Congress  will  not 
gfant,  is  wrapped  up  in  the  administrative  provisions  of  this 
bjl.  Tlie  burdens  upon  the  importer  are  greatly  multiplied. 
The  Tariff  C<Mnmission  itself  is  to  be  reorganized.  The  powers 
gtven  the  commission  and  the  Executive  under  the  flexible  pro- 
vision of  the  tariff,  a  revolutionary  extension,  will  be  greatly 
ei  larged. 

The  House  wrote  a  very  sensible  provision  in  this  bill  in  the 
esse  of  section  .%4.  The  House  provision  is  very  simple  and 
direct.    I  am  going  to  read  it  to  the  Senate: 

Every  article  Imported  Into  the  United  States 

That  means  whether  It  is  dutiable  or  free^ 

Its  Immediate  container,  and  the  package  in  which  such  article  is 


and 

Im  porte«l 


shall  be  marked,  stamped,  branded,  or  labeled.  In  legible  Eng- 

words.  in  such  manner  as  to  indicate  the  country  of  origin  of  such 

ele.    in    accordance    with   such    regulations    as   the    Secretary    of    the 

may  prescribe  and  subject  to  such  excepUons  as  may  be  made 


lial 
ari 

Treasury 
th(  rein. 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


Under  that  provision  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  would 
promulgate  his  regulations,  and  would  specify  tlie  exceiJtions- 
and  tln^se  exceptions,  of  course,  would  be  equally  as  liberal  as 
tlie  exceptions  made  in  the  Senate  ctwimlttee  amendment 
because  the  only  excepUons  made  In  the  Senate  committee 
amendment  are  these: 

First.  If  the  article  is  Incajwble  of  being  marked. 

Certainly  he  would  have  to  except  that. 

Second.  If  the  marking  of  the  article  would  result  In  Injury 
to  It. 

Certainly  any  reasonable  Secretary  would  recognize  the  two 
conditions;  but  he  wouhi  do  nmch  more  than  that  He  would 
have  regard  for  many  of  the  considerations  pointed  out  In  the 
letter  of  the  manufacturer  or  Importer  of  steel,  and  he  would 
promulgate  reasonable  regulations. 

To  tills  already  perfec-Uy  plain  Englb^h  provision  the  Senate 
committee  has  added  a  requlrtnnent  that  this  branding  mtist  be 
placed  upon  each  article,  upon  the  immediate  container,  and 
upon  the  i>ackape,  in  a  conspicuous  place,  and  the  branding  and 
stamping  must  be  made  w^th  as  nearly  an  Indelible  substance 
as  possible.  Then  it  gives  the  Secretary  of  the  Tn>asury  the 
power  to  note  and  make  exceptions  In  two  specific  Instances 
which  would  hardly  be  necessary  in  any  event  if  you  were  deal- 
ing with  a  weil-balance<l  nmn  In  the  Treasury  Departmrat- 
and  I  presume  that  department  will  always  have  such  a  mail 
at  Its  head.  ^^ 

So.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  House  provision  ought  to  be 
retained.  The  House  provision,  It  seems  to  me.  Is  better  than 
the  provision  made  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 

I  desire  to  say  that  I  am  not  in  disagreement,  and  on  this 
side  we  are  not  In  disagreement,  vrtth  the  general  proposition 
that  imported  merchandise,  free  or  dutiable,  should  be  dearlv 
uTarked.  and  the  country  of  origin  dearly  Indicated;  but  you 
need  not  worry  about  indicating  It  to  the  wholesale  purchaser 
to  the  merchant  who  buys  It,  because  he  knows  what  he  is  dolne' 
There  Is  but  oqe  legitimate  reason  for  marking  It,  and  that  Is  to 
carry  notice  home  to  the  coti.sunier  or  user  that  he  Is  buylnc  an 
Imix.rted  article,  and  not  an  American-made  article        '    •  "" 

Why  not  be  ^airabout  It?  If  yoar  duty  la  not  high  enoagb, 
raise  the  rates.  The  whole  tariff  syrtern  is  ln«ldlo5^  in  uSt 
the  amoant  of  tax«^  paid  l»y  no  ^ni^le  An^Timn  taxpayer  la 
known  trMlay.  He  can  not  kmnr  what  \m  la  fMylng  JW  riw 
pr<iK^.   to   l;npr«e   ^^Jdlflonal   inxpn   am)   addllJoSul   )mrilZ 

^}i^\tT^^lf*l  '»/  Ma»^w1.u*Hf*,    Mr  VrmtUU^U  may  I  UH^ 

Utr  tim  tmr^mtt 
Mr  mUMl     I  do, 

tI;;:  WaH  I'^JUf^^'^aa^i.  rh^^^tk  wm  e«ii  the  r^^, 

uni»wer<.'d  to  tiue^lr  ruini :  '^m**»rww 
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tritm  UUihn  yUiUS 


Ashurst 

liarkley 

Blnghum 

Black 

Bleaae 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brtxk 

Brousaard 

Capp»»r 

Connally 

Couaens 

imi 

Edge 
Fe*<8 

fletcher 
raeier 
George 
Oillett 


aiaM 

Ooff 

UoldatMroujfli 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Uarritton 

Haatings 

Batfkld 

Bawes 

Uayden 

Heflln 

HoweU 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Keyes 

King 


The    VICE    PRESIDENT. 


UFollefU 

MeKHIar 

McMaster 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Moses 

Norrls 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phlpps 

Pine 

Pltunan 

Ranadell 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Sackett 

Sheppnrd 


flbortrUlge 

illiDmi<nB 

Mmoot 

Bteck 

Btelwer 

Bwanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Tliomas,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydinga 

V  andenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Ma.ss. 

Wnlsh.  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 


aworoH  f«  ♦*,  •  ;  -      Seventy-Six    Senators    have   an- 

swered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  Is  present 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  as  I  view  this  measure  it  does 
not  sufficiently  protect  agriculture.  When  I  sayltdoes^ 
ShmII^'S  n^^'  a^eulture.  I  have  In  mind  no5  o^y  ?he 
«ii.?i,J^,J  .?  ^*l^  ?^°  ^Z^  *^  agricultural  commoditi«  but 
also  the  dutlM  which  have  been  given  to  Industrial  commodities 
1  do  not  think  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  pledges  of  either  of 
the  great  parties  in  the  last  campaign. 

I  feel  that  it  is  not  fair  to  the  agricultural  interests,  and  I 
tnink  now  is  as  appropriate  a  Ume  as  any  to  Indicate  In  a  gen- 
eral way  our  objections.  It  Is  not  framed  In  justice  to  agricul- 
ture, and  therefore  we  must  oppose  it  to  the  fuU  extent  of  our 
ability. 

Some  of  US,  a  great  many  of  us,  believe  that  the  agricultural 
lntere.sw,  under  the  protective  system,  have  reached  a  time 
when  they  must  make  a  stand.  We  can  not  longer  postpone 
doing  so.  «-  •r 


It  Is  not  sufficient  simply  to  state  that  the  bill  does  not  adf». 
quately  protect  the  agricultural  Interests,  or  that  Ugrves  u^ 
necessary  protection  to  Industrial  intert^ts.  It  seems  ne^et^rv 
to  go  somewhat  into  detail  to  show  the  facts.  I  want  hrieflv 
to  present  the  conditions  In  the  Industrial  world  and  in  t lie  agri- 
cultural worid  as  they  now  are  and  as  they  will  be  if  this  bill 

!S?^K^  £fT^   "    '""*'•      ^^    ^^   '"y   contention    thut  agrliulture 
will  be  benefited  very  little  by  the  blU  as  a  whole. 

Some  figures  speak  more  effectively  than  anything  I  can  say 
myself.  I  call  attention,  therefore,  in  the  beginning  to  some 
figures  and  to  some  indisputable  facts. 

The  total  value  of  the  manufactures  importe«l  into  the  T'iiitP.1 
States  In  1928  was  less  than  3.4  per  cent  of  Uie  total  domestk 
production  of  manufactured  goods  in  the  United  Stat«?  We 
are  now  living  practically  under  an  embargo,  so  far  as*  inanu- 
factured  goods  are  concerned. 

Ninety-six  and  some  hundro<Uhs  per  cent  of  the  manufactured 
goods  consumed  in  this  country  are  produced  In  the  United 
States,  and  a  little  less  than  4  per  cent  are  Imported.  When  we 
take  into  consideration  the  conditions  in  Europe  the  dire  neces- 
sity of  Europe  to  produce  and  to  sell ;  when  we  take  Into  consid- 
eration Uie  lab(»r  conditions  of  Europe,  and  the  dire  necessity 
of  lai)or  to  work  and  to  sell,  and  then  contemplate  that  a  little 
over  8  per  cent  only  of  the  goods  which  we  consiime  are  im- 
ported into  the  United  States,  we  must  c<mcede  that  the  present 
tariff  law  Is  practically  an  embargo  ajrainst  imiMtrtaUons  of  that 
kind  of  goods.  Yet  this  bill  Increases  to  a  marked  degree  the 
duties  on  manufactured  articles  ^  ■» 

Betweeri  1926  and  1928  the  decrease  In  Imports  of  manufac- 
tured goods  was  neariy  9  per  cent  and  the  Increase  In  exports 
neariy  16  per  cent.  The  Imports  of  manufactured  goods  are 
constantly  decreasing  and  the  exports  are  constantlv  Increasing 
Starting  with  practically  a  hundred  per  cent  of  protwtion  we 
have  the  constant  fall  of  Importations  and  the  constant  increase 
of  exportations.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  that  Is  a  fair  test  of  the 
necessity  of  farther  protection.  It  meets  In  full  measure  the  rule 
announced  by  the  President.  It  goes  far  bejond  anvihlng  ever 
dreamed  of  by  those  who  first  advocated  and  built  "m.  the  pro- 
tective s>steni,  ' 

I  know  that  the  able  Senator  from  Htah  fMr.  Hmootj,  who«# 
•Incerily  and  who^  Indnatry  we  all  rpfognh/'.  Mid  a  few  daya 
alnre  thni  this  Mil  wa»  frnmp6,  not  tm  fh^wv  fnitnM*^  In  mntm 
prtr^tu^Um  Irtjf  firr  ihf  lr>dl%^ldual  prtnlw't^  w1»/»  whm  In  t>«.d  (rt 
proHwiUm,  If  we  nrp  goitnf  to  pi/i*  trttt  ttw  tnttn  wiw  («.  i^w. 
ntu'Um  ntu^  tlw  twm  tUS^Ptim  dnttm^tMW^  at»d  InIm'  thut 
mMUM  c4ftuiUUm  «r»d  ttUmtUrti  n*  n  ii^t  ^4  tft*-  Mtttouut  of  itrtf 
imtUm  imtmmry.  tuHMttg  lm*>  thnn  nu  Mutmruo  witi  nt$nu,  If 
mw4  tm  Umm  in  mlfwl  thm  w},iu»  t^m  tM\  mnu  fUiHictiM.  tmM  ttm 
nmtnUfr.  fttr  ihn  protm'tUm  i4  tUitt  putnUviur  UuihiiiuuU  ttw  v»^ 
tmt*Hl  win  gif  to  thorn  tntvugtHi  In  tmrnt  pfHtiu'tUm:  nwi  whiUi 
w»  OMy  k0ep  allv*.  itomibly,  thia  Irtdlvidnal  iH-o-ltiz-lnif  uutU^r 
diatxie«M6d  I'lrcuinwtiiiiowf,  while  He  tmy  k*fp  him  allv#*,  we  an* 
OMrglnig  the  conaumem  of  the  crnintry  a  raaf  Hintmnt  In  <»rd«*r 
to  protect  him ;  all  of  which,  i'ra<tlcally,  goea  Into  the  po<kets 
of  those  who  are  already  enjoying  aoch  vast  »>eneflta  under  the 
preaent  law. 

toSl."''  t"*^^  *i?  ^^  "^'^^  '^  "*■"  those  of  any  year  since 
1TO4.  In  1926  the  imports  amounted  to  $4,431,000,000.  In  1928 
they  amotmted  to  14,091.000.000. 

Our  imports  of  manufactured  goods.  Including  somlnmnufac- 
io'iS.S^^'''  ^^^  '^^  ^^^^  12,022.000.000.  In  1928  thev  wera 
^.079,000,000.  They  were  practically  stationary.  In*  other 
words,  from  1923  to  1928  the  present  law  upon  the  ««tAtute 
books  held  practically  stationary  the  Imports  of  manufactured 
goods. 

On  the  other  hand,  our  exports  were  greater  in  1928  than  they 
had  been  in  any  year  since  1920.  The  exports  In  1928  were  7 
per  cent  above  those  of  1928.  It  Is  sometimes  said  that  auto- 
mobiles and  accessories  account  for  that  difference,  but  they 
take  care  of  only  8.2  per  cent  of  the  total  exports. 

C>ur  exports  of  manufactured  goods  hi  1923  were  jt2.«25  000.- 
000 ;  In  1928  they  were  $3,687,000,000,  showing  an  Increa.se  of  89 
per  cent 

If  you  are  going  to  judge  the  necessities  of  the  IndMtrles  as 
industries,  certainly  these  fisrures  disclose  that  tliere  is  no 
longer  any  necessity  for  Imposing  a  duty  in  order  to  protect  the 
manufacturers  of  the  United  States.  There  Is  no  longer  any 
necessity  of  Imposing  heavier  burdens  on  the  consumers 

I  am  speaking  as  a  protectlontet  and  I  can  not  see  how  It 
can  be  well  argued  that  where  exports  are  incn-aslng  and  Im- 
ports  decreasing,  and  we  Import  only  4  per  cent  of  the  amount 
of  manufactured  goods  consumed  In  the  United  States  It  Is 
necessary  to  extend  the  doctrine  any  further. 

Let  us  see  the  result  A  group  of  403  manufacturing  corpo- 
rattons  increased  their  profits  29  per  cent  b^'fween  1923  and 
1925.     A  group  of  874   manufacturto;   corporations   Increased 
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their  profits  27  per  cent  between  1925  and  1928.  In  other  words, 
betwem  1923  and  1928  there  was  an  increase  in  the  profits  of 
these  frreat  mannfacturing  establishments  of  64  per  cent. 

I  donbt  not  that  there  may  be  Instances  where  a  particular 
mannfacturvr  operating  under  adverse  circumstance*!,  amd  not 
upon  an  economic  iMsis.  couid  say  tiiat  he  is  not  sufilciently 
IM^>tected.  but  how  could  he  contend  so  if  he  awaltens  to  the 
fact  that  <»nly  about  3  or  4  per  cent  of  the  manufactured  goods 
«»ri.i«umed  in  the  United  States  are  bcins  imported  into  this 
country. 

The  National  City  Banlc  malces  the  statement  that  the  earn- 
ings of  375  niannfacturing  conK»rations  during  the  first  quarter 
of  1929  were  37  per  cent  above  the  c<irresi>onding  period  in  1928. 
There  is  a  constant  increase  of  jrain  and  of  progress  and  a  con- 
stant decrease  of  imports.  I  Itnow  of  no  better  test  as  to  the 
neoesrity  for  protection  than  those  simple  figures  give.  In  the 
same  report  the  bank  says  that  "  many  concerns  have  in  six 
month.<t  made  more  profits  than  in  the  year  1928." 

Let  us  measure  this  in  another  way.  Our  domestic  exports 
in  1913  were  $2,448,000,000.  Thowe  of  the  Fnited  Kingdom  were 
r2/Wi6.0(JO.UOO.  In  1927  oura  were  $4,759,000,000  and  those  of 
the  I'nitid  Kingih'm  were  $r{.447.0«i0.(J00. 

Mr.  rre»<iileiit.  the  manufacturers  of  the  United  Htaten  have 
the  h«iaie  market :  tliey  are  in  control  trt  the  greatest  market  in 
the  world.  th«'  murtun  In  (be  United  Htate*:  ami  they  are  takliif 
ptr^t-vn-Kiim  of  the  markets  of  th^*  wc/rld.  Ky  Ntrld^w  »\mo9t  lii' 
dewribnble  we  mtf  not  'rfily  Kotng  out  and  beyond  imr  \urme 
MOpi'iy  but  we  are  challenging  every  competitor  apoo  U»«  face 
</f  lite  Miriti. 

Irwln*irtiil  prodnrtlon  hi  t1il«  crmntry  wm  blgb«r  In  lUy  trt 
Oil*  y"»r  lUnn  t^fr  f»rf/»re  In  ilie  t'tmuXrYn  hinitrtf.  TIk»  Mtotf^ 
ttt*iii'  of  \rtrtt  irff  wrt#»  lflr««T  Ibun  In  unr  r*t'mit  ffnt.    'Fhf 

C«0ittfiUm  iii  |4g  \fini  mMaWmptI  n  fmiitil  nnutymn  wut^  in  tftw 
••r  r'      TW  %^t>fi%$0  prU'0  (4  'AM  ttttttiMrtMi  M4tt^  wm  ifG 
pt^  "*irt  mlffff  fhf  Mf0r»Uf  iff  IWf7 
i^  »m  tttfn  i*t  iitmi     IV  htfiffim  ni  fHf  mM  itt^tmff  Ittf  tim 

\t^,  «•  U  \mf*'nmti  t4  •f»f/»fM«'  Ih»4  tftmm  tff  wiml  H  fM  *m, 
tUiff  «f«  ittfUUm  »wi  mtfnfitHt  in  fUU  Mil  nftmUif  y^nim'iUm  mM 

Titf  *mfuittttn  *4  tbM  HuitM  tHMimt  mtM  iUt.  fo  it/igii  witr« 
$W4.'JiKi.lT4,  TIm  mmiiHPt  U*r  ttm  Arvc  Mix  mmalm  of  l»Ut  v«r« 
fi;i:^.loi»M2. 

The  nu^  L'u.'n  MirntfigH  fi^  tbtt  K«coDd  quarter  of  1929 
were  tlie  highewt  In  its  hiiit«iry,  to  wit,  $71,995,5<51.  That  amounts 
U>  $i((VM  a  Hliare  on  7.116,^239  commofi  sbareM  ootstaiMling  on 
June  30.  1929.  and  $5.91  a  share  on  8,030,334  share*  outstanding 
sliwe  the  recent  issue.  The  Bethlehem  Co.  had  a  gain  of  160 
per  cent  in  earnings  the  first  six  mouths  of  1929. 

The  Y«>ungstown  Sheet  &  Tnbe  Co.  showed  145  per  cent  In 
creasetl  earnings. 

The  Republic  In»n  k  Steel  Co.  showed  Increased  earnings 
of  2i>8  per  cent 

The  Otis  Steel  Co.  showed  Increasetl  earnings  of  78  per  cent. 

The  Jones  A  Laugblin  Co.  showed  IncTeased  earnings  of  42 
per  cent. 

Senators,  this  Is  the  condition  of  an  industry  which  has  asked 
and  Is  receiving  additional  protection  under  this  biU.  In  all 
fairness,  in  all  Justice  to  the  American  people,  how  can  we 
justify  this  bill ;  aye,  how  can  we  Justify  ttie  present  law? 

Upon  what  possible  theory  can  we  Justify  it?  Who  is  paying 
tlje  168  per  cent,  the  208  jwr  cent,  the  142  per  cent?  Who  is 
paying  this  increased  profit  under  the  protection  that  is  given 
them?  The  consumers  of  the  United  States.  Shall  we  raise  it 
still  higher  and  extend  still  more  protection  that  they  may  add 
further  cost  and  another  expense  to  those  who  have  to  use  their 
products  In  the  United  States?  The  fanner  is  one  of  those 
parties. 

I  come  now  to  another  company  not  so  mudi  protected  by  the 
tariff,  but  bearing  dlrectty  upon  the  conditiMi  of  the  farmer 
and  the  prices  which  he  has  to  pay.  I  want  to  deal  with  the 
increasefl  prices  and  profits  of  some  two  or  three  implement 
companies.  For  every  $1,000  Invested  on  January  1,  1920.  in 
the  capital  stock  of  the  International  Harvester  Co.,  the  to-day's 
combined  amount  of  dividends  paid  on  the  stock,  plus  the  in- 
crt>at*e  In  the  market  value  of  the  stock  as  of  May  11.  1923, 
would  amount  to  $5,400  plus  interest  on  the  dividends  paid 
since  1920.  This  Is  the  International  Harvester  Co.  dealing 
directly  with  the  American  farmer,  and  at  a  time  when  the 
farmer's  costs  are  increasing  and  his  income  decreasing,  the 
value  of  the  things  which  he  has  to  buy  in  order  to  produce  is 
rai.sed  to  this  enormous  extent 

For  every  $1,000  invested  in  August,  1922,  in  the  capital  stock 
of  the  Case  Threshing  Machine  Co.,  the  to-day's  combined 
amount  of  dlyidends  paid  on  the  stock,  plus  the  increase  in  the 
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ma  "ket  value  of  the  stock  as  of  May  11,  1929,  would  amount  to 
$9,  170  plus  interest  on  the  dividends.  The  profit  on  tliat  in- 
vestment  for  six  and  three-fourths  years  averages  133  per  cent 
pluj  interest  on  the  dividends. 

i'or  every  $1,000  invested  in  January.  1927.  In  the  capital 
.stork  of  the  Deere  Implement  Co.,  the  to-day's  combined  amount 
of  lividends  paid  on  the  stock,  plus  the  increa.se  in  the  market 
val  ie  of  the  stock  as  of  May  11,  1929,  would  amount  to  $8,770 
plu}  interest  on  the  dividends. 

2  he  profits  on  that  investment  for  two  and  one-third  years 
averages  333  i>er  cent  plus  the  interest  on  the  dividends.  Sup- 
pos*  they  did  have  prior  to  that  time  some  of  the  exi)erieuce 
wh  ch  everybody  else  had?  Is  tJiat  a  justilication  in  the  con- 
9ci»ince  of  everyone  who  has  a  conscience  that  they  should  be 
peruitted  to  enjoy  an  increase  of  333  per  cent?  The  most  un- 
con  »cionabie  and  brutal  record  in  the  economic  history  of  the 
Uniteil  States,  when  we  take  into  consideration  the  condition  of 
the  farmer  since  1922,  is  the  record  of  these  implement  com- 
p-in  es  as  dl.sclosed  by  their  own  figures. 

r.  I*resldent,  let  us  turn  for  a  few  moments  to  get  a  brief 
ey  of  the  condition  of  agriculture.  I>et  us  look  upon  this 
ire  and  upon  that.  The  estiiuufed  total  farm  mortgage 
In  1924  was  $9,360,620,000.  On  I>ecember  31,  1927.  it  was 
1.150.000.  The  grf^»«  income  of  agriculture  in  1919  was 
19.(X)0,000,  Tlie  grow  Incorm*  In  1W7  wjim  »12.25.'{.0<iO.0OO, 
i-urrJTit  value  of  all  ctipltal  lnvej»led  In  Ameri'-an  agrlrul- 
In  1919  wan  $79.44J^Wli^<lOO;  In  1J«7  It  whm  VfH.iHl jH(Km)H 
total  <'8*b  Income  fr«nii  tlw  wale  nf  fartn  prodo«'t-«  In  tha 
yemf  etMllrig  Joly  30,  J92l»,  wsm  fJMvl9,oorM»o»»;  mnin-n  puld  for 
farai  \ninrr.  $J,2a6.0<HM>or>;  in%»^  t^i  pr/fj»»'fty.  fUMUKtntttjittlt,  thf's 
'*-S  what  (iMfy  npre  In  19i;i  and  11*14;  'fp^allng  ciM*  and 
nw^  of  mm^iUtt^r  mnt\  f*nin«#f,  aiMl  m  Imth.  MHAM^ 
**>;  liif*^«trt  'fit  Mri  |f»il/f  itt  ft4.uttirut4^*.  mm.tfttujmnt .  r*-ui 

^tlitUi  Vtf  \U\ttU,  n^iJHt0tjH*tft     Amttmhtu  fltt^P  Hf*-  H^m^ 

.:U,  Hr  I'rtmUUntt,  i«  (U*t  nAiumi  ttHuiUUm  >4  it^ru'vMnrn 
wUyii  U  ni^iMi  i*'  \>*'  inr>A*ttu4  muWr  itut  p«^M4lug  Mil  Ut  mf 
eofMnui'tt  witU  ttitt  pritM  iyU*  hiM  dir^ku  by  induoiry,  H'ltb  Ut* 
duiiLry'u  VHul  protit«  Ifwreairfug,  with  it»  exi^mn  iwrea*iuii, 
wltlj  its  ittiportjf  dt^TeuHing,  we  have  ui>on  the  other  hand  a 
cookant  fall  in  prices,  a  constant  de<'rettM«  of  lucoue,  a  couMtunt 
decieatie  of  profits  for  agriculture.  We  have  exports  decreas- 
ing, imports  increasing. 

From  1923  to  1925  we  paid  for  foreign  agricultural  t>ro<im'ts 
$6,175,000,000.  50  per  cent  of  which  could  have  been  raised  in 
the  I'nited  States.  We  import  on  an  average  about  $2,500,- 
000  000  worth  of  farm  products  which  the  Americiiii  famur 
can  produce.  We  produce  in  this  country  about  4,000,000.000 
pouDds  annually  of  animal,  fish,  and  vegetable  fats  and  1.600.- 
000  000  pounds  of  butterfat.  While  we  export  700,000,0(X) 
pounds  of  these  products,  nevertheless  we  are  importing  more 
tha  1  300,000,000  pounds  of  fat,  mostly  vegetable,  each  and  every 
year. 

I  am  not  going  to  discu.ss  the  Philippine  question  to-day.  but 
It  C(  >me8  in  here  for  consideration,  becau.se  the  American  farmer 
at  Ills  time  Is  carrying  the  entire  load,  from  an  economic 
star  dpolnt,  of  the  Philippines.  I  have  wondered,  if  the  Philip- 
pine s  were  producing  manufactured  goods  as  they  are  capal>le 
of  producing  agricultural  products  and  were  sending  those 
mai  ufactured  goods  into  the  United  States,  whether  tliere 
wot  Id  be  the  same  equanimity  among  our  friends  as  to  giving 
fret  trade  to  the  Philippines  that  there  is  at  the  present  time? 
Dut  les  can  be  levied  as  may  be  seen  fit.  and  levied  upon  sugar, 
but  the  beet-sugar  industry  will  disappear  if  it  is  compelled  to 
figh  the  free-trade  importations  of  the  Philipirines.  Over  600,- 
000,:X)0  pounds  of  coconut  oil  and  copra  are  lmporte<i  each  year 
Intc  this  country.  These  things  come  in  conflict  with  the 
Am<  rican  producer,  and  so  far  as  the  bill  goes  they  are  left  to 
com[)ete  with  the  Philippines  upon  a  free-trade  basis.  It  may 
or  I  lay  not  be  a  factor  for  this  bill,  but  it  Is  nn  element  which 
enttrs  into  the  picture  of  the  condition  of  agriculture  accentu- 
ating all  the  more  the  necessity  for  giving  protection  where  it  is 
possible  to  give  It 

Mr.  President,  in  1900  we  exported  500.000.000  bushels  of 
wheit.  In  1913  we  dropped  down  to  100.000,000  bushels. 
Pron  1914  on,  cotton  was  the  only  product  which  maintained 
the  volume  of  Its  outward  movement.  Fresh  beef  and  pork 
heavily  declined  and  all  the  main  products  were  practically 
witlout  any  export  basis.  Then  the  war  came.  For  a  time 
certiin  countries  went  out  of  the  producing  business.  Russia 
passed  out,  Bumania  passed  out.  the  southern  countries  passed 
out  In  large  measure  because  of  Inability  to  transport.     So  the 
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American  farmer  has  been,  or  was  up  until  after  the  war.  sup- 
plying a  mttrket  which  had  been  supplied  by  the  other  countries. 
But  now  those  countries  are  coming  back.  Russia  is  coming 
back,  Rumania  and  the  southern  countries  are  coming  back 
The  result  will  soon  be  that  the  American  farmer  will  have  no 
wheat  market  abroad. 

Hence  In  di.<tributing  the  duties  we  ought  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  fact  that  it  is  an  element  of  diversification.  The 
farmer  mns^t  be  encouraged  to  produce  those  things  which  he 
can  protluce  under  the  protective  iwlicy  rather  than  to  produce 
those  things  which  he  has  been  producing  and  undertaking  to 
exp<jrt.  There  is  no  p»>8sil>iiity  of  his  finding  anything  like  a 
considerable  market  for  the  large  surplus  goods  which  he  has 
heretofore  been  exporting.  We  ought,  therefore,  in  considering 
a  tarilT  hill  to  consider  it  not  merely  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
Individual  duty  laid  upon  jin  individual  c<jmmodity,  but  from 
the  .standpoint  of  saving  the  industry  as  an  iudu.stry.  There- 
fore, wherever  production  can  be  increased,  even  though  at  tlie 
present  time  there  i*»  no  lnip<»rtati«>n,  the  duty  ought  to  be  laid 
In  (.rder  to  liutflll  the  principle  of  diverMiflcHtlon  in  American 
agriculture. 

iMiring  I  he  lant  nix  year^  induntrlnl  exports  hii%'e  Inrreajied 
in«»re  than  32  per.ient.  agrlrultural  Unm  than  8  |ht  cent.  Iti 
IHUm  we  «'X|>oned  for.d  pro«Juct«  to  the  Vfihie  of  $rfSU,tnt0.tHll).  ]n 
ll>24  our  Imporfx  of  prfHlii<i«  exceedi^l  our  vximrtn  by  VlfiO- 
OWMUKi,  <Jrruf  firltaln  p^Hlu/fNl  34  i>ar  4*nt  of  her  foodMinfr* 
France  thU  >eBr  Ik  produ*  ln«  all  of  the  wh^it  alie  hvnU,  nmi 
Oeriiisny  pr«M|iK'w»  *nr  i.er  c»^»t  rrf  hm  nt-pdn.  Tl»eref<rre  tb« 
AiwrU-nii  furun-r  im  mttm  in  b»»e  no  mmrk*^  tH  any  Imptrrutnt'f 
i»ftv>  i)tf  iiifttt*  wurkH.  If  «»#•  ar'-  gtMtu  tt,  imv«  AmerWan  agrl- 
cnHnre  It  \n  *<*m^i\n\  thai  wa  intu  utt^  to  mtr  Inrnyt"  V**^ 
intf^  mnrk*^  »u/\  fiht.  h\tn.  «•  w#'  t^yfif^d  w**  w/rt»l/l.  tin-  4itUft 
tfttnii  4tf  If  Iff  11,*'  f'tli  (tt^ift  tff  hi"  MhtiUt  Ut  nnMAy  U  1  I#af  1 
*».«M  ,tnn*^rifk^  o,  *b/f«»  i»tt^  ihU  hm  (Ut*^n  tuti  4ff, 

Mt    t'^prmuU'itt,  ih  nm  tU^  ut,iUnm\  U>4*m4*'  tti  iU    t'nUM 

ttt  th**  \'hUt*i\  mtiit^',  h'Hhihii  ih  tl«/  ^ay  "f  iu^rm^  iu  iw^mm 
cuiM  ff*>m  u'/rUitUur»  'itiU  ¥SiM  nfowiU  iff  liu-trntf  a^tutt  tm^ 
i\r«iy  ffntt  t\u'  t(ii1u«tri«l  dtM,  XgfU^uUurtf  Uu»  prttotlx'allr 
l>e*^  at  a  wtun^erill. 

Votiiu*r  FrMUl'tif  RooA-velt  <nv^  said  that  *•  no  lricrea«e  In 
our  national  wealth  U  worth  while  If  accompanied  by  a  decrease 
of  eltlMT  the  nunilMfr  or  tlie  quality  of  tite  people  upon  the 
farm." 

That  Mtatem«nt  of  tlie  great  leader  will  not  be  aecepted  In 
some  qniirters.  It  will  not  appeal  to  those  who  see  wealth  from 
the  ganidler's  viewpoint.  It  sounds  tame  and  Inadequate  to 
those  who  fleece  millions  of  their  earnings  through  such  orgies 
of  fraud  and  theft  as  we  have  lately  witnessed  in  this  country. 
But  this  statement  is  founded  on  a  grent  truth  that  the  decay  of 
agriculture  Is  a  forerunner  of  national  we-Tlowss  and  often 
national  decay.  We  can  give  up  many  things  and  still  be  strong 
as  a  nation.  We  can  give  up  some  thing.s  and  be  the  better  for 
It  as  a  pe«»p»e.  But  we  can  not  give  up  the  home  out  yonder  on 
tlie  fai-m.  We  can  not  give  up  the  men  and  women  who  produce 
the  fo<Kl  of  the  Nation.  Not  onlj-  can  we  not  give  up  the  people 
on  the  farm  but  we  can  not  afford  to  impoverish  and  overbur- 
den them.  No  policy,  no  scheme  of  wealth  is  worthy  of  con- 
Blderation  which  for  a  moment  leaves  out  the  economic  welfare 
of  the  people  on  the  farm. 

Mr.  President,  so  far  as  our  present  task  is  concerned,  we  had 
two  or  tliree  ways  of  serving  the  agricultural  interests:  First, 
we  could  havf'  adjusted  some  of  the  present  high  rates  upon 
industrial  commodities.  That,  in  my  Judgment,  we  ought  to  have 
done.  I  know  that  as  a  practical  proposition  it  was  not  within 
the  cards  to  do  it,  but  when  we  examine  the  profits,  the  in- 
creased income,  and  see  the  effect  these  years  of  protection 
have  had  upon  the  industrial  life  of  the  Nation,  those  engage<i 
in  the  industries  could  have  well  afforded  to  have  suffered  a 
reduction  in  the  rates  of  many  of  the  Indu.strial  schedules. 

Second,  we  could  have  increased  the  rates  in  the  agricultural 
8che<liiles,  and  have  held  the  rates  in  the  Industrial  schedules 
according  to  the  present  law.  That  the  framers  of  the  pending 
mea.sure  have  not  done.  They  have,  in  some  instances.  Increased 
the  rates  In  the  agricultural  schedule,  but  they  have  also  cor- 
respondingly increased  the  rates  in  the  Industrial  schedules.  It 
is  my  opinion  that  a  cloee  calculation  of  the  effect  of  the  bill 
upon  the  agricultural  interests  of  the  United  States  will  show 
that  the  inequality  in  the  measure  Is  quite  as  great  as  the  in- 
equality in  the  present  law. 

Let  us  take,  as  an  illustration  of  what  will  be  its  effect,  the 
duty  on  hides.  For  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1928,  the  im- 
ports show  that  lew;  than  1  per  cent  of  our  total  production  of 
shoes  was  imported.    I  have  before  me  an  article  In  the  Bo8t<Mi 
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Herald  which  I  think  It  worth  while  to  call  attention  to  in  re- 
pard  to  this  parUcuiar  item.     Hje  Boston  Hejald  states : 

Tbls  year  promise  to  be  a  b.annpr  one  for  i^bi*  production    Wan.s*. 
rtJtwetts  manufacturers  were  informed  j.-«terday  by  ArLhur  B  *Butman 
eWef  of   the   sLoe   and   leatHer   manufticturcs   division.    HoiArtment   of 
OommprtT. 

During  the  first  seven  months  of  lOJO.shuo  manufactuw^rs  of  tbe 
United  States  report,  d  an  output  of  20::.158.75S  palra  of  l^K^ts  and  shoes 
other  than  rubber,  an  increase  of  3  per  cent  over  the  ll>6.C32.0<ft>  paira 
mannfactiirid  during  the  corresponding  period  of  1028.  Women  s  *h(,es 
constituted  74,175.696  paliB,  and  mens  shoes,  53,2«2.0.1.T  pairs.  As 
compared  with  quanUtio«  manufactured  during  the  nmt  i«eveu  months 
of  1028,  women*!!  ahocs  showed  in  1920  an  increase  of  5  per  cent,  and 
men's  6boe*  an  increase  of  2.6  per  cent. 

The  1929  production  is  the  largest  reported,  with  the  exception  of 
1923  (213.203,556).  According  to  the  monthly  census  of  production 
during  the  first  seven  months  of  1922,  the  nported  output  amoa.ntcd  to 
179,816.259;     •     •     .     ,n  ,907.  i«2,i»48,trj4,  und  in  1928.  \W.KVZm^. 

The  shoe  industry  Is  not  a  lUniggllng  indONtry.  Lesa  than 
1  per  cent  of  the  fihoe<«  which  are  u«ted  in  this  country  Im  being 
lmp«7rt«-d,  and  tJiat  imiK/rtatloji  la  largaly  of  a  iwrtlcnlar  riawt 
atid  a  iHirtlcuhir  kind:  It  is  not  renlly  In  conipetltlmj  with  (lie 
Ameriran  t^ium  m.iniifMciurer  at  all;  bat  whini  tbe  frnmars  of 
Uils  bill  laid  a  diiy  of  lo  m-r  «'nt  a6  valorem  uprni  bld«»i  lb*-* 
jfUt  an  uiiiH^'<«Mury  niul  nnconMotiablA  romiMinui tory  duty  upon 
hurutim.  afwffi  nboen :  and  wftaii  iIm*  AiiMrrlran  fariiMr  i(Ha 
tbron^l.,  Mn  bUk*  will  bN>"  t-tmi  blm  at  iffa«t  4U  par  emu  nbufm 
bM  pr^m^n  'eal>f>ftb>ri, 

I  bat  l«  (in  IIIWMtratMi  /rf  ihr  inrnttUU*  npptitH*'  t*f  ihf 
mHr»tifarfiir*TM  ami  ilM^r  4H«rrM»aaf)<fi  ihat  f|»f  Am^rVaM 
»MtU'Vtt1»f)mt  fffraM  »»/rf  htit0>  Hffp  t^t»>*iUf  it,  titf  trmniuu  Ht 
tttfUr*  TM  AttwfuMn  mittm-  pttt^w^fw  nt*4k  tf*m>y  nf  tht^  hitfp 
U4  tM4  Hm  fUH  M0fft0>t*'  M»  tUt>  Atmfifmit  ttmrk^t  mm  ttgrnttM 
(k^  #«rW.  1^*^  H  ft  t^ttni>4^*muffii  awtp  t4  ttut  uut4  ##r^  «^#m« 
Ut  tm  U^mi,  wl»>  %mt  n  m  ti*u^  tt  nnut^  ft*  tutt  nttiy  u,  wUm 
tmt  imtimtititt  ut  iUtf  Urm*^  imi  tu  ttttmruf  Mm  m  itMUt^ttU 

iHi**iUtU4ii  ttf  I  fmr  ff**ttt  of  thtt  ettru  wUUk  w«  u»n  in  tUia 
aaniitiy  f«  tmportM,  and  ao  tim  dory  on  i-^jrn  bus  be««i  In- 
eremMt^  trum  If*  to  2f>  t»ttt»  a  ba^b*'!.  That  i»  what  soifu*  pemon 
haa  referred  to  av  a  "  mental  "  duty.  But  wtmi  we  come  to 
caaeln.  a  product  which  need*  protectbm  and  a  duly  on  which 
would  afford  protection,  2w.UO0.U0O  iirmnds  of  It  coming  into 
tlib*  country  every  year  and  going  Into  direct  competition  with 
tlie  American  producer,  the  duty  was  increased  1  cent— from 
2>/^  cents  a  pound  to  3^  cents  a  pound. 

That,  Mr.  President  will  not  keej)  out  any  port  or  parcel  of 
the  present  quantity  which  Is  coming  in.  It  will  not  protect 
the  American  producer ;  it  will  add  a  little  in  the  way  of  reve- 
nue to  the  Government  but  it  will  not  protect  the  American 
producer.  There  was  an  opportunity  where  a  duly  could  liave 
been  laid  which  would  have  been  effective,  which  would  have 
given  to  agriculture  what  has  been  giren  to  the  industries— 
an  effective  tariff — but  it  was  not  laid.  Some  particular  man- 
ufacturer in  one  of  the  Middle  States  using  casein  for  a  cer- 
tain purpose  said  that  to  increase  the  duty  would  greatly  em- 
barrass his  industry,  and  so  the  farmer  was  left,  as  u.«»ual, 
to  bear  the  load. 

It  is  not  my  purpose  to-day,  Mr.  President,  to  take  up  the 
different  items  of  the  bill  and  to  discuss  them.  That  will  \te 
done  later.  Let  us  go  back  a  little  and  trace  the  manner  in 
which  agriculture  has  been  treated  In  tariff  bills. 

At  the  cloee  of  the  American  Revolution,  going  back  that 
far,  the  American  farmer  was  in  great  distress.  It  looked  as 
if  the  American  Revolution  would  be  fruitless  because  of  la- 
abllity  to  pay  the  national  debt  and  to  finance  the  Government, 
because  the  United  States  at  that  time  was  a  country  of  farm- 
erg.  The  Constitution  was  really  written  by  farmers;  the 
Government  was  organized  by  farmers;  the  first  President  was 
a  farmer.  But  fortunately  or  unfortuuatrty.  the  Naprdeonic 
wars  came  on,  and  the  American  farmer  Immediately  t)egan 
to  supply  Europe  at  very  greatly  increased  prices  and  he  was 
during  the  Napoleonic  wars  down  until  1815  In  an  exceedingly 
prosperous  condition. 

After  the  Napoleonic  wars  came  to  a  clone  the  condition  of 
the  American  farmer  again  became  one  of  dlntress,  such  as  it 
had  been  prior  to  the  Napoleonic  wars.  The  distress  became  so 
acute  that  millions  of  farmers  moved  on  Into  the  wilderness. 
Some  of  the  great  counties  of  Massachusett.«J  were  half  de- 
populated. The  farmer  In  his  distreas  mored  on  we.«rt.  The 
Industrialists  went  to  Congress  and  asked  for  protection  which 
th^  secured  in  the  bill  of  1816.  They  went  back  in  1824  and 
1828.  The  distrcswxl  condltiMi  of  agriculture  continued  until 
finally  the  South  and  West  Joined  aiid  paased  the  tariff  bill  of 
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1846.  Ten  years  of  rery  great  prosperity  foDowed.  The  Urifl 
bill  of  1846  was  a  oonprotectire  bilL  There  always  haii  been  a 
dUpnte  aa  to  why  the  prosperity  followed.  Hiobc  who  believe 
In  free  trade  or  the  LarifT  for  nTeime  theory  say  that  It  was 
becaa.se  of  the  law,  while  thoM;  who  believe  in  protection  say 
it  waH  because  of  the  famine  in  Ireland.  At  any  rate,  the 
prosperity  eootinaed  until  about  the  breakiD^  out  of  the  Civil 
War.  After  the  Civil  War  came  to  a  close  and  conditions  In- 
ciih'ut  to  it  were  adjusted,  however,  distress  in  agriculture  again 
arose,  and  again  the  farmer  went  West,  trekking  to  the  Padflc, 
openhig  the  wildemetis  and  conquering  the  desert  lying  between 
the  East  and  the  Pacific.  The  indu.strialists  went  again  to 
Coiijrretw,  and  n-celved  a  tariff  bill  for  protection. 

Mr.  President,  with  the  exception  of  a  very  limited  period, 
the  American  farmer  has  never  enjoyed  prosperity  in  this  coun- 
try except  during  a  war  or  a  i)eriod  of  famine  in  Europe. 

That   (li.-*tres.s  in  agriculture  continued   down  practically   to 
the  besinniug  of  the  World  War;  and  again,  of  course,  there 
wa.-i   pr(»sr)erity   for   agriculture.      After   the   World    War   the 
farmer  had  no  western  country  to  occupy.     The  indu.strialists 
again  went  to  CongreHs,  and  the  bill  of  1922  was  pa.ssed.     The 
agriculturists  also  came  to  (>>ngres9  at  that  time.    The  Senator 
from  I'tah  [Mr.  Smoot]  has  said  that  the  committee  placed  in 
the  bill  of  1922  the  agricultural  duties  just  a.s  they  were  handed 
to  him  by  the  representative  of  the  farm  Woe.     I  think  the 
8eiiatr)r  from  Utah  i»  correct.     The  farmers  did  not  get  what 
they  wanted,  but  they  got  what  was  represented  by  the  farm 
bltx"  to  be  the  beat  they  could  get :  and  therefore  they  received 
at  the  hands  of  the  Senator  from   Utah,  as  he  says,  the  list 
that  they  handed  to  him.     But  what  happened?     While  they 
re«elve<l  the  duty  which  they  were  asking  for  at  the  hands  of 
the  farm  bl«»o.  the  farm  bloc  made  the  mistake,  it  seems  to  me. 
of   ci»n^ntlng   to  great    increases    in    the    industrial    schetlule 
whii-h  wiped  out  any  real  benefit  that  would  flow  to  the  Ameri- 
can farmer  by  reason  of  the  duties.    They  gave  the  farmer  his 
protection  but  took  away  the  benefit  by  increasing  the  price  of 
the  fhingH  he  had  to  buy. 

I  was  n«»t  a  party  to  that  agreenjent,  as  the  Senator  knows     I 
Toted  asrainst  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  judgment  this  WU  repeats  exactly  what 
we  did  in  1922.     The  committee  do  give  us  some  increased  duties, 
but  they  take  away  any  benefit  which  might  flow  to  the  farmer 
by  increasing  the  duties  upon  the  ci)mmoditie8  which  he  must 
buy.     The  farmer  in  ail  probability  could  have  prospered  after 
1922  had  it  not  been  for  the  disparity  between  what  he  bad  to 
hell  and  the  price  of  that  which  he  had  to  buy.     Now,  instead  of 
leaving  the  duties  upon  the  industrial  commodities  as  they  exist 
In  the  law  at  the  present  time — which  seem  to  me  ample — the 
committee  liave  increased  the  duties  upon  a  number  of  commtMll- 
tles  which  the  American  farmer  must  purchase.    In  my  Judg- 
ment, the  disparity  will  continue  as  it  has  continued  from  1922. 
There  i.s  no  new  country  for  him  to  poasess.  the  public  lands 
are  ;,'one.    There  la  uo  war.     He  most  now  have  his  share  of 
I>rotectioii  under  the  protective  policy  or  he  must  perish,     'me 
American   farmer  can   not  contiime  to  occupy   his  farm — and 
thousamb*  of  them  are  leaving  the  farm — if  he  has  to  pay  for 
indu;4trial  commodities  a  price  oat  of  all  proportion  to  the  pro- 
tection which  he  receives  upon  his  own.    Yoa  most  equalize  thig 
protection  or  you  will  continue  to  impoverish  the  farmer  and 
drive  him  either  to  the  city  or  reduce  him  to  peasantry. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  told  by  some  of  our  friend*  that  to  put  a 
duty  upon  farm  producta  is  to  increase  the  cost  of  the  breakfast 
table.  I  kuow  that  that  has  been  in  the  minds  of  our  eastern 
friends  from  the  time  we  be^an  to  Impose  a  tariff  in  this  coun- 
try. They  say:  "You  dare  not  iunx»8e  a  duty  which  w«ukl 
Increase  the  co«t  of  living."  Coming  from  the  wurce  from 
which  it  comes,  that  is  about  the  m-wt  ungracious  remark  that 
could  poasibly  be  made. 

The  American  farmer  for  over  a  hundred  years  ha.s  been  pay- 
ing a  price  which  was  increaned  by  reason  of  protection  of  the 
gn^at  manufacturers  throughout  the  Atlantic  seaboard  I  am 
■Qt  opposed  to  reasonable  pn)tectiou;  but  it  certainly  seems 
alt(«vtber  unjust  and  lndefen.«lble,  after  we  have  lived  under 
a  prntf-ctlve  policy  during  all  of  these  years,  and  the  agricul- 
turist has  paid  the  price  which  he  was  compelled  to  pay  to  say 
t«»  him  now,  when  he  aaks  for  equality,  that  the  result  of  im- 
posing a  duty  upon  agricultural  products  will  be  to  increase 
^e  ivri.-e  of  food.  Have  we  not  Increased  the  price  of  clothing' 
Have  we  not  Increased  the  price  of  everything  the  farmer  buvs^ 
Hao  he  not  paid  it?  Who  buys  the  stuflT  that  the  laborers' in 
the  great  eastern  centers  make,  and  who  pays  the  Increased 
price  necessary  In  order  to  pay  them  increased  wages  for  their 
Iab'»r?  It  is  the  great  agricultural  consumers  of  the  country  • 
and  the  farmer  is  not  asking  for  anything  except  that  he  enjov 
the  same  protectkw,  the  same  rights  under  the  Uriff  law  that 
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ai »  enjoyed  by  the  manufacturers  or  those  who  are  engaged  in 
U  les  of  Industry  other  than  agriculture. 
The  great  argument  which  has  been  made  to  the  American 
I  former  during  all  these  years  in  favor  of  protection  is  that  It 
wmld  build  up  a  home  market,  and  that  he  would  enjoy  the 
j  h(me  market.    That  was  the  doctrine  of  Hamilton.     Thiit  was 
!  the  doctrine  of  Clay.    That  was  the  doctrine  of  McKlnley     All 
wi>  are  asking  for  Is  the  fulfillment  of  the  pledge  of  a  hundred 
years.     The  time  has  come  now   when   we  have  the  market 
It  is  there.     No  one  has  helped  to  build  It  up  more  than  the 
farmer.     If  anyone  has  been  faithful  to  the  protective  policy 
he  has  been.     What  we  are  a.sking  for  is  that  that  be  tumeti 
ovE'r  to  him  which  has  been  built  up  under  the  pledge  that 
wl  len  built  up,  he  should  enjoy  it    It  is  just.    Any  other  course 
mi  ikes  the  protective  sy.stem  a  special  favor,  a  special  nrfvUege 
in  olerable  and  indefensible.  * 

t  is  no  help  to  the  farmer  to  give  him  something  and  then 
coisplre  with  somebody  to  take  it  away  from  him.  If  this 
bill  had  been  left  with  the  industrial  schedules  out,  it  would 
ha|i-e  approached  an  equality  upon  the  part  of  agriculture.  As 
It  s  I  maintain  that  the  approach  is  no  greater  than  it  is  under 
th<   present  law. 

desire  to  read  a  paragraph  from  one  of  the  most  brilliant 
mi  Ids  In  the  pariiamentary  history  of  the  United  States.  Mas- 
siv?  in  figure,  massive  in  brain,  he  stands  apart  in  the  parlia- 
mentary history  of  the  United  States.  There  was  no  g.-ography 
in  his  political  conceptions  other  than  the  outer  boundaries  of 
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Republic  Itself.     He  sympathized  with  the  aspirations  of 
peoples  and  all  classes  and  all  vocations. 
'  'homas  B.  Reed  said  : 

ir  we  propose  to  abandon  any  Industries,  we  had  better  not  let  It 
be  he  agricultural  industries.  Between  the  Atlantic  and  Paclflc  stretch 
va«:  regions  still  untilled.  Tbo  next  victory  of  prot^-ction  should  be 
the  e.  Our  system  of  protection  is  not  for  manufacturers  alone.  It  is 
for  farmers,  also.  Whoever  d^riyes  our  farmerg  of  all  the  American 
maiket  they  can  occupy  is  false  to  his  principles  and  must  meet  with 
def  at.  or  the  system  must  be  surrendered  which  proclaims  that  Ameri- 
can markets  are  first  of  all  for  American  citUena  who  are  engaged  In 
dev  iloping  the  country  we  already  have. 

That  is  the  true  doctrine  up*)n  which  the  protective  system 
cat  rest.  I  ask  the  Senators  who  reported  this  bill  Do  you 
contend  that  it  gives  the  American  market  to  tlie  American  pro- 
du<er.'  I8  it  giving  him  that  market  according  to  the  statement 
of  Jeed,  to  the  full  extent  of  his  ability  to  supply  if'  We  are 
iiot  asking  for  any  new  doctrine,  for  a  departure  from  the  old 
doc  trine.  ^  e  are  asking  for  the  aK>lication  of  a  principle  which 
has  always  been  embedded  In  the  protective  system.  We  want 
to  diare  the  policy.  We  are  going  to  share  or  that  policv,  as 
Ke<  d  says,  is  doomed.  A  system  so  unjust,  so  unfair  as  you 
ma  te  it,  will  perish  of  its  own  inherent  wickedness,  of  its  own 
inherent  rottenness. 

C  ompare  the  income  of  the  agricultural  Interests  of  the  United 
Sta:es,  compare  their  profits,  compare  their  financial  condition 
wit  1  the  conditions  of  agriculture,  and  then  answer  me.  If  you 
c-an,  that  it  is  necessary  to  put  additional  duties  upon  the 
ind  istrial  commodities  as  we  find  them  in  this  hill.  Is  it  nec- 
essj  ry  to  protect  cement,  or  brick,  or  pig  ir<m,  or  .nhoes,  or  these 
othiT  products  which  must  necessarily  accentuate  the  cost  of 
liviig  of  the  American  fanner? 

I  hope  I  shall  not  be  considereil  repeating  or  tedious  if  I  go 
bac  i  to  the  Kansas  City  convention.  I  want  to  call  attention 
to  he  conception  of  this  question  which  we  had  at  that  time, 
to  ihe  pledge  which  we  made  in  regard  to  it.  There  was  no 
misjnderstandlng  of  the  condition  then,  and  the  condition  is  no 
diff  rent  now.     The  situation  has  not  changed  economically 

T  le  Republican  Party  said  : 

T  le  RepuMlcan  Party  believes  that  the  home  market,  built  up  under 

the   protective  policy,  belongs   to   the   American   fnrmer.  and   It  pledces 

Its    lapport  of  legislation   which   will   give  this   market  to  him  to  the 
full  extent  of  bis  ability  to  supply  It. 

Tiat  is  a  plain,  unmistakable  .statement  about  a  concrete 
queition  then  before  us;  to  wit,  that  the  home  market  belongs 
to  tie  American  farmer  to  the  full  extent  of  his  ability  to  sup- 
ply It.     It  can  neither  be  misunderstood  nor  misconstrued 

P  -esident  H«K)ver  said  at  St.  Louis : 
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leqitate  tariff  l*<  essential  If  we  would  assure  relief  to  the  farmer, 
flrst  and  most  complete  necessity  Is  that  the  American  farmer  hav.- 
Unerlcan  market.     That  can  be  assured  to  him  solely  through  rhe 
proti  ctive  tariff. 


isk  again.  Do  you  give  him  the  American  market?  Do  you 
prof  >5#  to  give  him  the  American  market?  Have  you  apprtiacheil 
giving  him  the  American  market?    I  insist  that  when  we  come 
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to  the  schedtilea  the  violation  of  that  principle  will  become  so 
glaring  that  it  will  be  lmix)s.sible  to  contend  that  it  has  been 
compiled  with. 
The  platform  said  further: 

The  BepuUican  Party  pledges  ifc^f  to  the  development  and  «nact- 
ment  of  meesarea  which  will  place  the  agricultural  Interest  of  America 
on  a  basis  of  ecooomic  equality  with  other  Industries  to  Insure  its  pros- 
perity and  sncoees. 

When  you  examine  duties  in  thLs  bill  upon  the  commodities 
which  the  farmer  has  to  buy,  and  examine  the  inadequate  duties 
upon  the  commodities  whicli  he  has  to  sell,  can  you  claim  that 
you  have  complied  with  the  pU>dge  to  place  him  upon  an  eco- 
nomic equality  wiih  other  industries?  Have  you  api>ruacbed  it? 
Take  hides  alone  as  an  illustration.  You  have  taken  away  every 
particle  of  protection  which  you  extended  to  him. 

Hoover's  acceptance  speech  says: 

The  most  urgent  economic  problem  In  our  Nation  to-day  is  in  agri- 
culture. It  must  be  solved  If  we  are  to  bring  prosperity  and  content- 
ment to  one-third  of  our  people  directly  and  to  all  of  our  people  indi- 
rectly.    We  have  pledged  ourselves  to  find  a  solatlon.     •     •     • 

There  has  never  been  a  national  campaign  In  which  so  large  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  agricultural  problem  has  entered  as  in  this  campaign. 
That  is  as  It  should  be.  It  is  the  most  urgent  economic  problem  in  our 
Nation  to-daj".  It  must  be  solved  If  we  are  to  bring  equality  of  oppor- 
tunity and  assurance  of  complete  stability  of  prosperity  to  all  of  our 
people. 

Those  were  the  pledges  which  we  made ;  and  I  ask  for  nothing 
more  than  the  application  of  those  ple<Iges  to  this  bill. 

Put  the  bill  down  upon  your  table  and  spread  over  It  these 
fundamental  pledges  made  and  see  if  it  compiles  with  the 
promises  which  were  entered  into. 

Mr.  President,  If  I  did  not  believe  that  agriculture  had  reached 
the  place  in  cmr  economic  life  where  it  Is  suffering,  not  from  its 
own  faults  or  inadequate  ability  to  contend  with  the  situation, 
but  if  I  did  not  believe  that  a  vast  amount  of  this  suffering,  of 
this  distress,  arises  out  of  the  unfair  laws  and  the  uneconomic 
enactmeuts  so  far  as  they  relate  to  the  farmer,  I  should  not  be 
here  contending  against  many  things  against  which  I  shall 
contend. 

I  do  not  for  a  moment  contend  tliat  we  can  restore  the  farmer 
to  complete  equality.  The  time  when  we  mi^'ht  have  done  that 
has  pa-J.sed.  But  we  can  do  what  we  have  said  we  would  do ; 
we  can  give  him  the  market,  and  we  can  give  It  to  him  without 
charging  him  a  tn4>le  price  for  enjoying  it  in  the  way  of  in- 
creased dntii's  upon  industrial  products. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  restoration  of  agriculture  to  Its  rightful 
place  in  the  economic  life  of  our  Nation,  every  phase  of  national 
.strength  and  national  well  being  are  Involved.  It  is  one  of 
those  (jnestions  which  touch  almost  every  element  of  national 
p<»wer.  Home,  family,  national  wealth,  a  healthy  balance  be- 
tween rural  and  urban  life,  that  fatal  trek  from  the  open  lanes 
of  the  country  to  the  congested  centers  of  the  city,  all  are  to  be 
considered,  for  all  are  aflfei-ted.  Coming  Into  this  city,  we  nee 
carved  in  large  letters,  on  the  outer  front  of  the  building  through 
which  we  pa.'^s,  one  of  the  most  attractive  railway  .stations  in 
the  world,  tlnso  word-< :  "The  farm,  best  home  of  the  family, 
main  source  of  national  wealth,  foundation  of  clviliied  society, 
natural  providence." 

I  venture  to  l>elieve  that  no  Senator  or  Representative  reading 
that  Inscription  on  his  way  from  his  constittients  to  the  i>er- 
formance  of  the  duties  to  which  lie  has  lieen  asslene<l  would 
disapprove  of  the  profound  trnth  which  it  expresses.  This  is 
the  nature  of  the  problem  with  which  we  are  dealing,  about 
which  we  are  legislating.  We  have,  indeed,  rc:iched  the  point 
in  our  national  develo»>ment  when,  consciously  or  unconscioasly, 
expres.sly  or  impliedly,  we  shall  determine  whether  we  will  give 
e«iuality.  pflrity,  in  agriculture  and  to  Industry  or  whether  we 
will,  fhrottgh  indifference  or  possibly  through " mistaken  policy, 
throw  the  favor  fo  industry.  It  is  in  some  resi>ects  as  grave  a 
problem  as  a  Congress  could  ever  be  called  upon  to  consider. 
At  Kansas  City  we  recognized  the  problem  and  we  declared  for 
a  sane,  sound  policy.  I  venture  to  say  the  Republican  Party 
has  not  made  a  declaration  in  its  entire  history  of  greater  con- 
cern to  the  American  people.  We  dechired  for  equnlity  of  agri- 
culture with  industry,  a  thing  as  essential  to  I  he  welfare  and 
the  wholesome  life  of  this  country  as  liberty  itself.  We  declared 
that  in  so  far  as  legislation — as  governmental  action — could  go 
there  should  be  parity  between  those  who  feed  us  and  those  who 
clothe  us.  between  those  who  till  the  soil  and  those  who  operate 
tlie  steel  pLints;  that  favoritism  in  legislation  should  end.  We 
declared  In  language  incapable  of  being  either  misunderstotjd  or 
mi^onstmed  that  the  home  market  should  lielong  to  the  .\meri- 
cau  farmer  to  the  full  extent  of  his  ability  to  su^iply  it — a  matter 
of  simple  justice  to  tliose  who  have  through  the  years  putieutiy 


helped  to  build  up  this  home  market  under  the  i»roml»^  that 
when  built  up  It  should  l)e  theirs.  These  were  the  fuiidam*  ntal 
pledi^es  we  made.  I  believe  tlu?y  were  the  true  expression  of  that 
eonventloii.  I  believe  they  were  made  in  ptnxl  faith.  The  party 
was  not  shirking.  It  arose  to  the  demands  of  the  hour  and  It 
met  the  problem  dominating  all  otlier  problems  in  clarity  uud 
candor. 

We  did  not  content  ourselves  with  the  declaration  in  the 
platform :  we  made  it  tlie  paramount  Issue  of  the  campaign. 
The  great  opposition  party  stressed  It  with  equal  ii.»rvor.  Both 
recognised  it  as  a  great  national  problem ;  both  rec<>guised  that 
the  life  of  an  industry  was  at  stake.  The  PresUbiit  recojtid;5e«l 
this  fact  and  declared  as  much.  All  this  we  who  took  imrt  In 
the  campaign  recogniaed  and  often  so  dei-Iaretl.  It  was  bigger 
than  party  in  the  campnipn.  It  is  bigger  than  party  now.  Are 
we  going  to  carry  out  the  mandate  of  the  pnrty  and  do  justice 
to  those  who  have  beeti  the  most  faithful  supporters  that  ever 
stood  in  the  breech  in  a  political  battle?  The  fanner  has  b«'ei 
pjitiei^t  nnd  loyal.  The  time  has  come  when  he  asks  for  etjuity, 
wheti  he  asks  for  the  application  of  the  protectlvi-  policy  to  him' 
and  to  his.    Are  we  going  to  give  it  to  him? 

Now  we  are  in  .«»e.sslon.  and  in  session  to  deal  with  this  par- 
ticular problem,  to  carry  out  these  promises  nnd  fulfill  these 
pledges.  The  sltuntion  has  not  changed.  The  condition  of  agri- 
culture fundamenr.<>ny  is  not  different.  The  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Republican  Congress,  the  Republic:) n  Party, 
and  every  meml>er  of  It  in  places  of  Influence  and  power  stand 
and  nmst  be  judged.  Are  we  going  to  give  the  home  market 
to  the  Amerlcsm  farmer  or  are  we  going  to  fall  down?  Are  we 
going,  so  far  as  we  can  do  so  by  legislation,  to  do  awjiy  with  the 
disparity  between  agriculture  and  industry?  Are  we  going  to 
do  all  we  can  to  restore  economic  tMiuallty  to  agricultuw? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  a  patient  listening  to  the  criti- 
cisms of  the  pending  bill  linpres.s<m  one  with  the  fact  that  it  Is 
only  seldom  that  si>eciflc  causes  of  complaint  are  mentioned. 
We  hear  criticism  in  generalities,  and  an  abundance  of  it.  We 
hear  sneers  at  the  motives  of  the  men  who  have  worked  upon 
the  bi!l  throughout  this  summer,  and  an  abundance  of  tliose 
sneers.  Pretended  conversations  aiv  re<-ltetl  indicating  a  cal- 
lousness upon  our  2>art  toward  the  American  farmer,  and  the 
assumption  Is  that  the  critics  who  speak  are  the  only  ones 
who  value  tlie  farmer,  who  regard  his  Industry  as  the  most 
Important  of  all  our  industries,  nnd  that  s.>niehow  they  who 
criticize  have  a  monopoly,  from  which  we  are  exclu«led,  in  any 
regard  for  the  farm  or  tin-  fanner  as  a  iiart  of  American  life. 
Of  course,  anyone  who  undertakes  to  work  upon  such  a  bill 
as  this  miLst  expect  criticism,  he  must  expect  that  much  of  it 
will  be  uninformed ;  that  many  men  will  criticise  Iwfore  they 
stop  to  read.  He  nitist  exj*  ct  that,  and  must  not  resent  It.  Yet 
it  remains  for  us  sometimes  to  raise  our  voice  in  protest  against 
the  type  of  criticism  to  which  we  are  subjected. 

We  have  heard  qnotatlotJs  from  the  Republican  platform  of 
Kansas  Cltj-,  hi  whi<di  it  was  state<l  that  onr  j«rty  would,  to 
the  utmost  of  its  ability,  pat  the  farmer  on  an  equality  with  the 
other  workers  of  .\merica.  and  I  assure  the  8«mte.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  that  pledge  was  never  forg(»tten  in  the  work  of 
preparation  of  this  bill. 

There  was  another  pledge  In  the  Kansas  City  platform,  how- 
ever, briefer  but  just  as  sincere,  where  we  said  as  a  jiarty : 

We  realize  that  there  are  certiiln  industries  which  ran  not  now  suc- 
cessfully compete  with  foreign  pi>r>dncers,  be<-au8e  of  lower  foriHgn  wages 
and  a  lower  cost  of  living  abroad,  and  we  phdgp  the  nejct  Rcpubllcnn 
Congress  to  an  examJnaLiuu,  and  where  necessary  a  reviaioti  of  theNs 
sche<iules.  to  the  end  that  Anu'rican  labor  lu  these  industries  may  again 
command  the  home  market,  may  mniutain  Its  standard  of  living,  and 
may  count  upon  a  steady  employment  in  its  accuHtoin<-d  tield. 

It  was  the  theory  of  that  platform  that  all  Americans  are 
equal,  and  that  what  we  promised  to  do  for  the  worker  uiion 
the  farm  was  just  as  much  owing  to  the  worker  in  the  city  if 
his  distress  went  to  the  stime  degree.  I  venture  to  say,  Mr. 
President,  that  it  was  only  uixin  the  conviction  that  there  were 
.some  industries  whone  need  was  at  least  equal  to  that  of  the 
farmer,  that  the  Finance  Committee  waa  prompted  to  do  as  It 
did  in  raising  indui^trlal  rates  where  it  did. 

Wherever  that  did  not  appear,  or  where  it  appeare<l  that  the 
rate  established  in  l.'>22  was  now  unnecessarily  high,  we  made 
a  reduction,  and  we  made  it  drastically,  the  net  result  of  which 
showa  in  tlie  consideration  of  such  a  schedule  as  the  metal 
s<*hedule,  where  tlie  resultant  of  the  Finance  Cvmmiitee's  work 
prcHluced  a  schedule  of  rates  not  only  far  lower  than  that  of 
the  bill  as  it  passed  the  H«>u8e  but  lower  than  the  rates  iu  the 
act  of  1^22. 

Mr.  President,  no  other  farmer  <^>n  earth  has  the  comforts  and 
the  luxuries  posses(*ed  by  the  average  American  farmer  to-<lay. 
No  other  farmer  on  earth  takes  a  motor  car  as  a  matter  of 
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coarse,  paved  roads  as  matters  of  conrse.  the  radio  as  a  mat- 
ter of  course,  and  electric  lightt  as  matters  of  course.  The 
luxiirie<(  our  fanners  enjoy  to-day — and  we  are  all  glad  to  have 
them — are  not  duplicated  in  any  other  country  on  the  face  ot 
the  earth.  No  farmer  of  any  other  land  lives  In  comfort  eqolva- 
"lent  to  that  of  the  farmers  of  our  land. 

That  is  no  reason  fur  withholding  one  particle  of  the  assist- 
ance VongrfHis  can  (five  to  the  farmer,  aiid  I  for  one  l)eUeTe  I 
express  the  sentiment,  not  of  the  farm  bloc  but  of  every  Senator 
In  this  Chamber,  when  I  say  that  if  It  Is  possible  for  us  to  im- 
prove the  condition  of  the  farmer  by  what  we  do  in  this  tariff 
bill,  then  every  one  of  us  is  glad  to  do  IL  In  that  sense  we  are 
all  members  itt  the  farm  bloc,  and  for  scmie  of  as  to  pretend 
that  that  benevolent  desire  is  not  sihared  by  his  comrades  here 
Is  almost  an  insincerity. 

We  in  the  East  are  reproached  for  having  no  concern  for  the 
farmer.  My  own  State  of  Pennsylvania,  known  as  an  indus- 
trial State,  as  it  is,  produces  more  wealth  on  its  farms  than  do 
the  majority  of  the  States  from  which  our  critics  come.  The 
annual  farm  production  of  Pemuiylvania  exceeds  that  of  the 
Stiites  from  which  mo»t  of  those  Senators  come  who  have  been 
moHt  voluble  in  their  criticism  of  our  actions. 

Mr.  I'resiiJent,  I  think  it  is  well  within  the  bounds  of  trutJi  to 
nay  that  the  Finance  Committee  has  made  an  honest  effort  to 
give  the  home  market  to  the  American  farmer  in  so  far  as  it  is 
I»r>ssiMe  to  give  it  to  him  by  what  is  done  in  a  tariff  bill.  In 
llrJL'  we  made  the  same  effort,  and  if  we  fell  short  of  what  was 
neede<l  then,  it  was  the  fault  of  those  who  spoke  for  the  farmer 
and  made  their  requests  of  us,  because  we  gave  everything  that 
tiien  was  asked. 

This  year  every  liicrea.«?e  that  conscience  could  seem  to  Justify 
was  given  in  the  agricultural  schedules,  and  I  have  yet  to  hear 
many  of  our  critics  tell  us  what  rates  should  be  raised,  what 
particular  items  they  would  have  dealt  with  differently,  and 
just  what  they  would  have  done  with  them. 

I  heard  of  one.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  (Mr.  Borah]  criti- 
ci«  s  our  action  in  regard  to  ca.seiii.  He  says  there  was  a  (4iauce 
to  help  the  farmer  if  we  really  wanted  to  do  it,  there  was  a 
chance,  but  we  did  not  do  it.  The  farmer,  he  said,  was  left  to 
bear  the  load. 

Let  us  take  that  si)ecific  illustration.  We  had  the  advantage 
of  a  study  of  casein  by  the  Tariff  Commission.  Our  principal 
competing  country  is  the  Argentine,  whence  comes  a  casein  that 
Is  better  in  quality  than  the  average  produced  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  did  the  Senator  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  better  in  quality? 

Mr.  REED.  Yes.  Mr.  President,  I  did,  for  the  reason  that 
in  tl»e  Argentine  it  is  sun  dried,  and  never  scorched,  but  in 
America  it  is  kiln  dried,  and  frequently  scorched.  The  result 
of  that  difference  in  value,  which  is  believed  in  by  more  pet^le 
then  mysdf.  is  that  in  the  market  the  Argentine  casein  sells 
for  about  a  cent  a  pound  more  than  is  brought  by  the  American 
ca.nein, 

Mr.  W.\LSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The    PRESIDENT   pro    tempt.re.    Does    the    Senator    from 
Pennsylvania  yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  advised  by  the  manager  of 
the  Land  OLakes  Creameries  that  his  company,  after  exhaustive 
research,  has  devel(H)ed  a  process  by  which  casein  can  be  pro- 
du<-ed  and  Is  being  produced  by  that  remarkable  company,  con- 
c«le<l  tf»  be  equal  to  any  coming  from  any  foreign  country 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  deUghted  to  hear  It,  and  I  hope  that 
process  wlU  spread  throughout  the  country.  But  the  plain 
truth  i-«i  that  not  I,  who  am  an  amateur  at  this  business,  but 
the  market,  which  represents  the  composite  views  of  the  ex- 
perts of  the  country  if  anything  can,  appraises  Argentine  ca.<*ein 
at  a  higher  market  price  month  after  month  than  American 
casein. 

tor^'^ieldf  ^^"  **'  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
Mr.  RBBD-I  am  going  to  yield  sparingly,  but  I  wlU  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  rise  to  confirm  what  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  has  Just  stated.  It  seems  to  me  the 
overwhelming  evidence  wa.^  that  the  casein  Imported  from 
Argentina  wa.s  of  superior  quality  and  was  the  only  kind  of 
casein  which  could  be  used  by  certain  Industries  in  this  country 
Including  the  paper-manufacturing  industry  and  the  glue  imlus- 

S7;  J^»^?^'  ^^t  ^^'^^^^  impressed  me  as  overwhelming 
that  the  Imported  ca.seln  aotnally  oist  more  t«  those  who  need-^l 
to  use  it  in  America  than  did  the  domestic-produced  casein 

Mr.  REED.     Undoubtedly  that  is  trufc 

Mr.  BORAH  ro8&  '        ^  "^  ^^^ 
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Mr.  REED.     I  ask  of  the  Sena  tew  the  same  privilege  be  asked 
>f  us.     I  will  yield  gladly  when  I  finish. 

The  average  monthly  prices  of  casein  appear  in  the  statement 

X)  which  I  have  referred  and  It  Is  unnecessary  for  me  to  compare 

hem ;  but  if  the  Senator  will  compare  the  prices  of  the  two 

varieties,  American  and  Argentine,  he  will  5w»e,  to  his  disappoint- 

nent,  that  the  American  product  has  ranged  consistently  under 

he  Argemttne  product.     I  hope  that  the  process  of  which  we 

»eard  from  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  will  be  a 

lEUCcess  and  will  be  generally  used  throughout  the  country.     Hut 

It  the  present  time  the  fact  is  that  that  part  of  the  curd  which 

ies  closest  to  the  kiln  is  bound  to  get  a  greater  heat  than  that 

i?hich  is  farther  from  it,  and  Is  frequently  scorched  and  mjide 

useless  for  the  paper  industry. 

The  Tariff  Commi.'^sion  has  helped  us  by  a  very  thorough 
i  inalysLs  of  the  comparative  costs  of  conversion  into  casein  in 
I  he  Argentine  and  in  the  United  Stiites,  and  that  shows  that  the 
cost  in  the  Ignited  States  Ls  4.68  cents  per  ix>iiud,  whereas  in 
the  Argentine  it  is  3.73,  a  difference  in  manufacturing  cost  of 
I  Inety-five  one-hundre<lths  of  a  cent  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
1  Jnited  States.  On  the  other  hand,  there  is  a  slight  advantage 
ia  the  cost  of  getting  the  two  ca.'^eln.s  to  the  common  marker, 
Drhich  l3  New  York,  the  principal  market.  We  have  an  advan- 
tige  there  of  seven  one-hundredths  of  a  cent  over  the  water 
rate  from  the  Argentine.  The  net  advantage  with  the  Argen- 
t  ne  per  pound  of  casein  is  eighty-eight  one  hundredths  of  a 
CL'nt,  and  the  Finance  Committee,  in  spite  of  if*  supposedly 
\rrong  motive,  has  tried  to  equalize  that  difference  of  eighty-eight 
c  De-hundredths  of  a  cent  by  putting  on  a  duty  on  casein  of  3.5 
cents  per  pound.  We  have  given  a  duty  which  Is  four  times 
t  le  difference  in  the  case  of  producti(Mi  between  this  country  and 
i  s  principal  competing  nation. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Then,  as  to  agriculture,  our  committee  did  not 
fdhere  stricUy  to  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  at 
t  ome  and  abroad  ? 

Mr.  REED.  In  agriculture  we  tried  in  every  ease  to  give  the 
teneflt  of  the  doub^  to  the  farmer.  In  every  ca.se  we  have 
gone  beyond  the  figures  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  By  way  of 
CMitrast,  see  what  we  did  for  the  producer  of  pig  Iron,  a  subject 
Mrhich  I  believe  the  Senator  from  Idaho  mentioned  before  I 
c  ime  into  the  Chamber.  The  Tariff  Commi.s.sion  reported  that 
t  le  difference  In  the  cost  of  production  here  and  in  India,  which 
III  the  principal  imf>orting  countrj-  to  the  United  States,  was 
jr.70  a  ton;  and  with  shrieks  of  disapproval  we  put  the  tariff 
tp  to  11.50  a  ton.  less  than  one-flfth  the  proven  difference  in 
t  »e  cost  of  production,  whUe  with  casein  we  have  given  four 
t  mes  the  difference. 

Mr.  BORAH  and  Mr.  HOWELL  addressed  the  Chair 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  REED.    I  should  prefer  not  to  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to  say  that  in  one 
c  ise  it  was  effective  and  in  the  other  case  wholly  ineffective. 

Mr.  REED.  If  it  has  not  gone  into  effect  in  either  case,  that 
Is  something  of  a  prophecy,  Ls  It  not  ? 

Mr.  BORAH.  It  has  gone  Into  effect  very  largely  In  the  steel 
hdustry  and  the  iron  Industry,  as  the  profits  show. 

Mr.  HOWEIX.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
8]  Ivania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr  HOWELL.    The  Senator  has  neglected  one  verv  important 
ftctor  in  the  manufacture  of  casein,  and  that  Is  the  cost  of  the 
r^w  material— skimmed  milk.     Does  he  know  what  rate  is  paid 
the  Argentine  for  skimmed  milk? 

Mr.  REED.  The  Tariff  Commission  reports  that  it  has  been 
uimhle  to  ascertain  the  cost  of  production  of  skimmetl  milk  in 
ti  e  Argentine.  We  have  tried  to  get  It.  There  are  no  exports 
oi  skimmed  milk  fnwm  the  Argentine  to  the  United  States,  nor 
oi  whole  milk  for  that  matter,  and  we  are  unable  to  find  it 
T  lat  was  one  of  the  things  that  led  us  to  give  what  we  thought 
WIS  this  rather  more  than  liberal  duty  on  casein. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  An  important  factor  in  the  manufacture  of 
cisein  necessarily  is  the  raw  material  They  pay  in  the 
A-gentine  eight-tenths  of  a  cent  per  gallon  for  skimmed  milk 
ai|d  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  would  ask  that  the  farmer 
in  the  United  States  compete  with  that  sort  of  price,  when  as  a 
ra  itter  of  fact.  It  has  been  testified  that  It  is  worth  2  cents  a 
gallon  merely  to  deliver  the  skimmed  milk  to  the  nearest  station 
Mr.  REKD.  Yes ;  the  testimony  before  us  was  that  skimmed 
m  Ik  was  so  much  a  waste  product  that  a  lot  of  It  was  poured 
oit  and  wasted  and  a  lot  more  fed  to  poultry.  It  is  utterly  lin- 
pci  ^sible  to  determine  the  value  of  skimmed  milk  without  know- 
'    ?w  P^l^  tran.sportation  conditions  at  each  factory,  and 
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ev  m  then  it  is  very  difficult  to  know. 


Mr.  HOWELL.     I  ask  the  Senator 

Mr.  REED.  I  beg  the  Senator  to  let  me  finish 
Mr.  HOWELL.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  another  question  *> 
He  has  made  some  significant  statements.  What  does  he  think 
the  farmer  ought  to  have  for  skimmed  milk  per  gallon?  He  has 
gone  into  this  matter  thoroughly  and  I  Imagine  he  has  in- 
v«itigated  what  the  American  farmer  ought  to  have  for  skimmed 
milk.     W  hat  does  he  think  he  ought  to  have? 

Mr.  REED.     I  would  like  to  t»ee  him  get  a  liberal  nrice 

h.^."";  ^''jy'^^.'-     ^"*  '^'  ^«^'-  «^«^^  -'»«t  ^S  ^r  Sillon 
he  thinks  the  American  farmer  ought  to  have? 

Mr.  REED.     I  am  not  ready  to  go  into  that  now. 

Mr.  HOW^ELL.     As  a  matter  of  fact 

Mr.  REED  I  beg  tiiat  the  Senator  will  let  me  finish  and  wiU 
Indulge  me  the  same  courtesy  that  I  luive  tried  to  show  mv 
predecessor.  "' 

The  PRESIDENT?  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania declines  to  yield  further. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  endeavoring  to  show  the  Senate  that  we 
were  not  wholly  forgetful  oT  the  farmer  when  we  chan«^  tiie 
casein  duty  from  2^  cents  as  given  by  the  Hou.se  to  3 4  cents 
as  given  by  the  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  I»resident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HEED.     For  a  question  only. 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  do  not  kuuw  that  it  is  in  the  form  of  a  ques- 
tion, but  I  want  to  .state  to  the  Senator  one  great  reason  whv  I 
did  not  vote  for  a  higher  rate  was  this :  We  had  before  the  com- 
mittee representatives  of  tiie  leading  magazines  of  the  countrv 
which  use  more  casein  than  any  other  institutions  in  the  Unit^ 
States.  They  pointed  to  the  fact  that  the  price  of  casern  to-dav 
ha.s  resulted  in  their  not  buying  calendered  paper  but  ma-Ti- 
ziues  like  the  Cosmopolitan  and  the  Saturday  Evening  Post  on 
winch  calendered  paper  was  once  used,  are  now  printed  upon 
ordinary  pai>er.  That  is  where  a  great  deal  of  tiie  casein  used 
to  go.  "--^^ 

Mr  RdBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania  permit  me  to  ask  tiie  Senator  from 
Ltah  a  question? 

Mr.  RKED  Will  the  Senator  tirst  permit  me  to  make  a  sug- 
gestion? I  th  nk  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  misspoken  him^lf 
^hen  he  spoke  of  calendered  pai>er  he  meant  coatetl  paper' 
^hat  is  happening  is  that  calendered  and  sum^rcalendered 
paijer  is  taking  the  place  of  coated  paper  because  tiie  casein 
costs  so  much.  ^atw-iu 

II'-  •H^*^^'^-     ^''^  Senator  is  right.    I  stand  corrected 

Mr    ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.     Mr.  President,  will  tiie  Sen- 

Uteh  aTuS?^"^"**  ^'"''  "^^  ''''''  '"^  "'^  ''^^  ^''^'^'  f'^'" 
Mr.  KEED.     Very  well. 
Mr.    ROBINSON   of  Arkansas.     The   position   taken   by   the 

alread.v  too  high  and  did  not  need  any  protection.  Was  that  the 
conclusion  of  the  Finance  Committee?  was  mat  the 

Mr  SMOOT.  That  is  the  conclusion  of  some  oubllcations 
Which  have  already  made  the  change.  Some  ofthem'^Xave  maSe 
Idva',;.^:'"  ^°^  ''*'^'^  ""  ^**'"^  *«  ^«  ^  •'  *^^  Price  Of  c^Tn 

Mr.   ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Did  the   Senator  reach   the 

''m  "sMOr"^'  '?f.P^^  "V:  ^^'•^^^  ^'^^  eno'ugror'rhigM 
,hf  Z-.^^.-  ^^  ^^^^'  *f  't  <^i<l  "»t  Interfere  with  the  pur- 
LS' ,'',  I'  *""!.  ^^^  market  would  be  here,  I  would  not  care  if  It 
iT'the^  l';J?"'  '^  ^'  P'^^^'  ^^"^  «o  »^'«h  as  that  those  who 
whereof.  T  ^^  F^^"^  ^""^^  ^^'^"^^  **>  ^^^  calendered  paper 
wherein  no  casein  is  used,  then  tiiere  would  not  be  any  market 
for  the  ca.sein  in  the  United  States  "iarKei 

th^'fh?r!.^l^h^^^'i.*''  i^'^«'^««-  May  I  be  pennitted  to  say 
Son  t  «  •  .h''°f    '°  ^^*  argument  Is  to  direct  us  to  the  con 

SZJltJ!^.  k'^''"  ''"^i"  '^  ^''•^"^y  too  '»^gt»  and  there- 
lore  ought  not  to  be  increased  at  all. 

Mr  'IvSU'^-  ,^i*™  "t-'^^^^S  ^^^  situation  as  It  Is. 

Mr.  Hb.KT>.  I  thank  the  Senators  for  their  help  [laughter!  • 
an  now.  Mr  President,  with  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate  I 
1*111  prtK-eed  for  a  while  without  interruption 

cr^^,l"'n'?'^"^T  ^^^  ^H^^L^",'*^"^'"  ""^  "''^^  justifiably  in- 
Z^t  ^  ♦^  r;  ^  '^""'^  ^  «'«^  to  see  tiie  farmer  get  the 
TxZenZ  l^\l;'rT^''  ?"**  ''  *t  abolished  and  wiped^ut  of 
cas^n^n,^?  S.''"/^'^/'  ^ted  paper,  tiien  other  uy^s  for 
?m^;?  ^  ''  ^  ^'*°"'*  «°^  ''ther  kinds  of  paper  would  be 
inv,?i.,oK?  ^""^  ^l"""^"  *o^*'  on  which  the  publishers  of  such 
n  J-I  iJ^  magazines  as  the  Cosmopolitan  could  still  manage  to 
m^^o  ,  ^  Saturday  Evening  P,>st  is  a  go<»d  illustration  of  a 
uut/  S  P''V't^*'  ''"  supercaleiulered  pai^er.  It  can  print  its 
illustrations  just  as  well  as  it  could  on  the  old  coated  paper 
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What  we  did,  as  I  have  tried  to  show  before  was  t.^  »i-..  »• 
farmer  every  penny  of  duty  on  cH«MnTh«T  wril^Suht  .^.Ti.  ?^ 
justificHl  by  the  proofs  that  were  broughrU7<tr^  u^ 

l.Z.T^Z^f''    '"'^'''^'^  ^^"  '^^  ^^*-tor  yield  just 

^-  ^i^^'^     ^<> :  I  prefer  not  to  yield. 

ihe  Senator  from  Idaho  erects  a  straw  nmn    u   i».^...i  i 
straw  man,  whom  he  quotes  ^  thfs  X^  •  "*This  K.11!'";" 
stniw  man  says  we  must  not  increaseThrcont  of  livi.  1"  TlTaJ 
is  the  answer  that  the  straw  man  makes  to  the  farnJ>^  wh T  i 
mand.s  these  justifiable  increases  in  the  Ur'iff\^%':rm  p,:,"*;  ,'  ':: 

mJ  T.rS°f  *?  ^r'"  ^.^'^o  says  that  is  an  ungr^eh  u  aniwer 
Mr  President,  there  dt>«  not  exist  any  such  straw  inan  v^ 
body  has  said  that  to  the  American  famier  The  .L  foin,  m 
to  the  con.rary.  and  I  have  yet  to  bUr  ^r'seJattr^th    ^'^.rS 

who  had  to  do  witii  it  say  such  a  thing  ,o  the  Ai  .X^Tfanne? 
In  so  far  as  we  are  able  to  do  It.  it  is  our  firm  \ieennin?  ion 

Z^tt  .^"".  •'^"'  '^"^^  ^^^'^^'  ^"l  '"sure  to  hm  the  home 
markc  for  his  output,  and  we  have  gone  a  Ion-  war  ,o«3 
doing  It.  as  far  a  tariff  bill  can  do  It  ^         *  "* 

We  have  tried  to  iucrt'ase  the  farmer's  rate  sn  »i,o»  «  ™j  i,» 
increase  the  fanners  in.-ome.  althouglTwe  were  f  U  Zl  V^^ 
that  that  incr«ise  would  adj  to  the  .."".f^ming";^  iH hl^ 
and  in  the  industrial  parts  of  the  cxiuntry ;  u4u^.  „t  i^^ 
we  have  learned  throughout  the  dec-ade  that  the  f amor '1  nZ^ 
penty  or  the  pr,».s,K.rity  of  any  other  part  of  m.r  ™u.'rv  wm 
hiure  to  the  beiiem  of  the  whole,  and  we  ct.uld  gmnt  n  L'rer.eJ 
hocm  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  industrial  Ea..t  or  the "  dustrlal 
^^^!l,?^*^®  indu^strial  Middle  West,  or  wherever  we  h?ven„ 
industrial  population,  than  to  make  tiie  farm  ^pula  ioi  o? 
Auien.a  securely  prosperous.  population   of 

We  are  furnishing  them  an  outlet  for  (he  products  of  onr 
mi  Is:  we  are  furnishing  thorn  a  bu.ving  p(»wer  tL^t  L  ,he  bSf 
bulwark  we  coul.l  ask  against  the  peril  of  unempSymen  w'l 
have  leanied  that,  and  I  wonder  whether  th?  tl^e  may  io? 
some  'lay  come  when  the  .self-cho.sen  advocate  of  ti.e  fLrmers' 
rause  will  himself  realize  the  truth  tluit  we  are  advantagrg 
of^Am'^eri'^.r    "™''  '^  ^"  "'"^'^  ^"^  prosperity  o?  the  cftllS 

The  Senator  tells  us  about  an  "unnecessary"  duty  on  leather- 
that  we  have  given  10  per  cvnt  on  raw  hides,  ami  thci  w?  have 
given  15  per  cent  on  leather;  and  he  points  to    hat  as  taktne 
away  with  one  hand  what  we  gave  the  fanner  with  the  other 
Leather,  he  says,  did  not  need  the  protection 

thl^'^nnrtr^^r*  *°  !''*'  I"'*  ^^  '"^""''^  "^l  Of  the  tanneries  of 
Ihll  country   have   close<l    up  and    their  employees    have   Ik^i 
thrown    out    of   woric.     There   is    no    industry    In   the   UiuS 
States  so  completely  depressed,  so  utteriy  prostrate  as  is  the 

ihtJ^T^  .?''^^'  ^r^  *^'^"^  $2,000,000  in  the  first  six  minths  of 
1  f«i^^  ;,  ^  "^""^  ^^^"^^  tanning  company  lost  a  million  and 
fJli ,  K  ^''^M  ^"^  ^^  ^''"''^'  '°  a°y  direction  from  Washlng- 
mlt  h«  ^^^^^  tainneries  closed  down;  he  vrill  see  tiie  wi.rk- 
mens  houses  about  them  with  windows  smashed  and  with  sag- 
ging roofs.    I  drove  only  a  couple  of  days  through  western  Vir- 

Shenandoah  Valley  and  the  hills  l>eyond.  On  my  way  In  one- 
half  day  s  drive  I  passed  two  tanneries  In  two  towns  that  once 
^re  the  active  and  thriving  homes  of  busy  and  contented 
people  which  to-day  are  a  mass  of  ruins,  with  tumbled-down 
smokestacks  and  broken  windows  In  the  workmen's  houses ;  and 
yet  the  Senator  from  Idaho  resents  an  additional  5  per  «vnt 
duty  upon  leather.  t  <■ 

How  about  the  people  who  Uved  In  tiiose  village.^?  How  about 
the  good  citizens  of  Virginia  who  found  their  livelihood  there 
who  sent  their  children  to  school  there,  and  tiien  found  the  whole 
structure  disappear  overnight  when  the  tannery  closed  down' 
Are  they  not  Americans  just  as  much  as  are  the  farmers  about 
whom  we  talk  so  much?  Are  not  those  tannerj  emplovcvs  just 
as  much  entitle<I  to  our  consideration  as  Is  the  farmer  who  even 
if  his  prices  are  depressed,  yet  finds  a  place  to  live  just  the 
same;  finds  food  for  himself  and  for  his  family  even  In  the  worst 
of  his  depression?  His  livelihood  comes  off  the  land  that  he 
tills,  but  that  is  not  true  of  tiie  tannery  worker  In  yonder  hills 
He  has  nothing  to  give  his  children  to  eat ;  he  has  nowhere  to 
call  them  in  to  sleep.  We  can  not  compare  his  lot  with  that  of 
the  farmer. 

Then  also  complaint  comes  of  the  duty  that  la  put  on  shoes 
I  never  could  see  why  one  type  of  logic  should  appiv  to  one 
commodity  and  a  wholly  different  type,  that  produces *a  differ- 
ent conclusion,  should  be  applied  to  another.  We  are  told, 
with  ringing  eloquence,  tiiat  the  duty  on  wheat  and  com  is  a 


I 


i  -' 


W^ 


4^ 


m 


3656 


CONGRESSIONAL 


15 


RECOKIV-SENATE 


September  16 


tnrce  beontise  we  are  fm  an  exiv>rt  basia  as  to  those  commodities  ; 
we  are  told  that  that  gesture  will  not  affect  the  price  of  wheat 
or  com  a  nickel's  worth ;  and  I  am  Inclined  to  think  that  la 
true  80  lon£:  as  the  present  conditions  exist.    The  tariff  we  put 
on  a  comnKxllty  of  which  we  have  a  huge  surpltis  for  export  la 
at  the  present  moment  largely  a  gesture.    I  have  not  forgotten 
about  the  hard  wheat  that  we  get  from  Canada,  but,  speaking 
generally,  the  tariff  on  wheat  at  the  moment  is  a  gesture;  and 
yet  when  we  came  dON^Ti  to  shoes  we  were  not  able,  as  a  prac- 
tical matter,  to  frame  a  definition  that  would  distinguish  be- 
tv^een  men's  shoes  that  did  not  need  prote<1:lon  and  women's 
shoes  that  very  much  did  need  it.     So  the  opponents  of  the  bill 
Buy  we  are  putting  up  the  coat  of  men's  shoes  75  cents  or  a 
-dollar  a  piilr.  when  everybody  knows  that  men's  shoes  are  In 
exactly  the  same  position  a?  wheat  and  corn.    We  are  exporting 
huge  quantities  of  them,  and  our  capacity  for  pro<luction   is 
more  than  50  per  cent  greater  than  any  year's  output  that  we 
have  ever  seen.     We  are  on  an  export  basis  as  to  that  com- 
mo<lity,  and  always  shall  l>e.    There  are  practically  no  imports 
of  men's  shoes,  and  It  does  not  make  a  bit  of  difference  whether 
the  tariff  is  5  cents  a  pair  or  $r>  a  pair,  the  price  will  continue 
to  l)e  determined  by  the  competition  within  America. 

Mr.  KOBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the 
Bi'nator  from  Pennsylvania  a  question  for  information'' 
Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  If  what  he  states  be  the  case, 
how  does  the  Senator  justify  the  action  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mitlt*  in  imposing  a  duty  upon  shoes? 

Mr.  REED.  Tliat  is  what  I  shall  attempt  to  explain.  We 
foun<l  it  impracticable  after  continued  effort  to  draw  any  defi- 
nition of  women's  shoes  that  would  not  easily  be  defeated.  We 
were  all  practically  agreed  that  men's  shoes  did  not  need  any 
proteaion.  we  were  all  practically  agreed  that  any  tariff  we 
might  put  on  men's  shoes  would  not  be  effective,  because  we 
are  on  an  export  basis  as  to  that  commodity.  So,  that  being 
the  case,  we  simply  imp<jsed  a  duty  on  shoes,  and  did  not  try 
to  write  a  definition  that  even  experts  had  to  admit  could  not 
be  written.  If  any  Senator  can  suggest  a  definition  which  could 
b*i  put  into  the  bill  to  cover  the  case  of  the  millions  of  pairs  of 
8h<-es  that  are  coming  in  from  Czechoslovakia  I  know  that  I 
for  cue  would  be  delighted  to  accept  it  and  see  men's  shoes 
excluded  from  the  bill. 

The  menace  as  to  importations  from  Czechoslovakia  is  not 
Imaginary.  Those  people  have  taken  the  methods  of  Brockton, 
Ma^s,  and  have  applied  them  in  the  towns  of  Czechoslovakia 
just  as  anurately  and  just  as  expertly  as  they  could  be  afH>lietl 
in  Ma.s.sachu.setts.  They  have  taken  American  foremen  and 
superintendents  over  there;  they  use  mass-produ<-tion  methods 
just  as  is  done  in  Brockton,  Mass. ;  and  they  work  their  mills 
with  Czechoslovaks,  who  are  paid  less  than  one-third  of  the 
wages  of  similar  labor  In  the  United  States.  As  the  result,  tlie 
imports  of  women's  shoes  during  the  first  four  months  of  the 
pre.^ent  year,  1929.  were  more  than  double  the  imports  during 
the  first  four  months  of  1928.  Over  2,000,000  pairs  came  in 
from  January  1  to  May  1  of  this  year,  and  last  vear  800,000 
pairs,  hut  last  year  the  imports  of  that  type  of  shoes  were  more 
than  double  those  of  the  previous  year.  It  is  not  an  imaginary 
con<lition,  and  while  that  is  going  on  alongside  a  comparatively 
go<xl  degree  of  prosperity  in  the  men's  shoe  industry,  more  and 
more  men  are  going  out  of  work  in  Massachusetts,  and  fewer 
and  fewer  days  of  employment  are  given  to  those  who  remain 
In  the  industry.  That  is  the  situation  we  are  trying  to  correct 
We  want  more  of  that  work  to  be  done  in  the  United  States- 
we  want  more  of  our  American  footwear  to  be  made  by  Ameri- 
can workmen.    If  that  l)e  treason,  I  am  ready  to  be  hung  for  It 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusett.s.     Mr    President 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER    (Mr.    Stoweb  in   the  chair) 
Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  the  Senator  Is  a 
little  overconfident  In  staUng  that  the  manufacturers  of  men's 
shoes  are  not  meeting  with  a  certain  degree  of  competition 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  perhaps  I  should  put  it  that  they 
are  not  meeting  with  the  same  savage  competition  which  the 
manufacturers  of  women's  shoes  are  meeting. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  agree  to  that.  While  I 
am  on  my  feet  I  should  like,  in  connection  with  what  the  Sena- 
tor has  just  said,  to  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  until  a 
very  few  years  ago  no  Auierican  patented  shoe  machinery  was 
used  in  Europe.  All  patente^l  shoe  machines  are  controlled  by 
one  company  hi  America.  In  recent  years  these  machines  have 
been  sent  Into  every  part  of  Europe,  and  already  by  the  use  of 
the  American-made  or  similar  machines  the  making  of  oxford 
women's  shoes  In  Crechoslovakla  has  been  develc^jed  to  such  an 
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extent  that  it  threatens  very  seriously,  as  has  been  pointed  out, 
that  branch  of  the  shoe  Industry  in  America.     ^Vith  a  duty  on 
hides  here  and  no  .«ruch  duty  in   Europe,   further  placing  the 
American  manufacturer  at  a  disadvantage  in  addition  to  the 
disadvantage  he  now  has,  and  comparing  the  cfieap  labor  abroad 
with  the  high-priced  labor  of  the  United  States,  in  my  opinion 
the  American  manufacturer  of  b«x>ts  and  shoes  will  be  seriously 
handicappf^.     When    these   machines— and    hundreds   of   them 
are  now  being  used  in  Europe,  enabling  them  to  bring  about 
ma.ss  and  scientific  production— are  generally  distributed  In  Eu- 
rope and,  with  American  capital   behind   them,  I  look  to  see 
not  only  the  manufacturers  of  women's  shoes  but  the  manutac- 
turers  of  men's  shoes  meet  with  very  serious  competition      It 
is  a  threatened  danger  that  is  real ;  we  are  face  to  fa.-e  with  the 
issue  of  preserving  this  indu«tr>-.    With  aU  the  latest  scientific 
means  of  manufacturing  shoes  available  to  Eurojje,  and  with 
the  cheap  labor  abroad  and  the  high-priced  labor  here,  how  are 
we  going  to  protect  the  high-priced  labor  here  except  through 
tariff  duties?  * 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  when  we  reach  that  subject  I 
shall,  in   the  event  the  amendment  offered  by   the  committee 
fails,  offer  some  amendments  which  wiil  seek  to  control  the 
special  shoe  situation  to  which  the  Senator  has  referred 
Mr.  REED.     I  thank  the  Senator  from  Maseachusettflw 

Mr.  HAWES.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri? 

Mr  REED.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  let  mo  finish ;  I  shall 
not  be  very  long  and  already  my  remarks  have  been  broken 
into  to  a  considerable  extent. 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  will  only  occupy  a  moment  I  should  like 
to  say,  if  the  Senator  wiil  permit  me,  that  in  the  city  of  St 
Louis  there  are  manufactured  more  shoes  than  In  any  other  city 
in  the  world  and  that  in  the  State  of  Missouri  more  shoes  are 
made  than  in  any  other  State  in  America. 

Mr.  REED.  And  Missouri  has  a  fine  climate  too,  has  it  not? 
Mr.  HAWES.  It  has  a  fine  climate,  fine  people,  and  it  manu- 
factures fine  shoes;  but  the  manufacturers  of  shoes  there  us 
manufacturers,  are  opposed  to  this  increase.  I  assume  that 
they  take  into  consideration  the  fact  that  ]lft,0O0.0O<l  people 
wear  at  least  two  pairs  of  shoes  a  year,  and  If  ladies'  shoes  are 
exported  the  price  of  men's  shoes  will  be  increased. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  think  the  price  of  men's  shoes  will  be 
increa.sed,  because  I  think  competition  here  will  keep  the  price 
down  just  as  the  price  of  wheat  is  kept  down. 

Now,  Mr.  President  I  want  to  mention  a  couple  of  illustra- 
tive cases  of  greed  on  which  stress  was  laid  by  the  Senator 
from  Idaho.  Pig  iron  was  one  of  tlie  first.  He  told  us  how 
prosperous  has  been  the  Steel  Corpr^ration :  he  told  us  how  its 
dividends  and  earnings  have  grown,  and  all  that  I  grant  that 
It  has  been  prosi)erous ;  but  that  has  not  any  more  to  do  with 
the  tariff  on  pig  iron  thun  it  has  to  do  with  the  other  side  of  the 
moon.  The  Steel  Corporation  does  not  sell  one  ounce  of  iron, 
and,  so  far  as  I  know,  it  never  has  done  so.  My  acquaintance 
with  its  affairs  has  not  been  close  tor  the  last  few  years  but  I 
know  that  during  the  first  20  years  of  its  exl.stence  that  cor- 
poration never  sold  any  pig  Iron.  Occa.sionaUy  it  bought  some; 
seldom  even  did  it  do  that.  The  only  coiic-erns  which  make  pig 
Iron  for  sale  in  the  market  are  the  mercliant  furnaci's,  of  which 
there  are  a  great  many  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard.  Those 
merchant  furnaces  when  they  are  running  pay,  for  common 
labor,  from  $4  to  $4.50  a  day  for  an  8-hour  day.  A  blast 
furnace  has  to  run  24  hours  a  day.  and  It  is  customary  to  run 
it  In  three  shifts  For  that  8  hour  day  the  pay  for  common  labor 
at  the  present  time  Is  about  $4  or  $4.25  to  $4.50  when  the  fur- 
naces are  running  at  ail.  The  principal  Importing  country,  as 
I  said  a  while  ago.  Is  India.  There  Ls  a  concern  there  called 
the  Tatta  Iron  &  Steel  Co.  which  employs  native  Indian  labor 
and  pays  that  labor  14  cents  for  a  10-hour  day. 

Those  Indian  laborers  have  not  the  physical  strength  of 
Americans.  They  have  not  the  knack  of  produ^^tion  that  Ameri- 
cans have;  and  it  is  estimated  that  it  takes  three  times  as 
many  men  to  get  out  a  ton  of  pig  iron  as  it  does  In  America. 
But,  that  being  so,  you  have  a  labor  cost  of  42  cents  a  ton  over 
there  as  compared  with  a  labor  cost  of  $4.50  a  ton  over  here ; 
or.  if  not  expressed  on  the  tonnage  basis,  the  (^ilvalent  output 
of  42  cents'  worth  of  labor  over  there  Is  that  of  $4.5(»  worth  of 
I- ^  ^'^^^  ^^^-  -^PI^"^  to  t^e  tonnage  basis  the  difference  is 
$<  jp  a  ton.  There  is  that  much  difference  in  ct>6t  In  making 
Indian  pig  iron  as  again.st  making  It  here  In  New  Jer.sey  and 
New  York  and  Pennsylvania  and  Virginia  and  these  other  States 
along  the  Atlantic  seabr)ard. 

That  Iron  has  been  coming  in  in  very  considerable  quantities 
along  th«'  Atlantic  coast  ports  and  some  on  the  Pacific  It  Is 
coming  in  in  I'hiladelphia  to  such  an  extent  that  many  of  the 
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Wast  furuaces  in  the  Philadelphia  region  are  shut  down  cold 
and  have  been  for  two  years.  Not  only  does  the  Indian  Iron 
7"*M  K.f.^  ^^T  ""^"^  ^^'^  »'"«^«'  »»"t  so  much  of  it  Is  con- 
f^'lL^to*^  "«  """^'"^  ^^"*  "  *»  *  ^^""y  fortunate  blast  furn^ 
in  eastern  Pennsylvania  that  can  get  enough  for  its  Iron  to 
turn  over  an  old  dollar  ft.r  a  new  one.  The  result  is  that  if  vou 
wil  drive  northward  from  here  up  to  Reading,  and  up  in  that 
regii>«  you  will  find  those  blast  furnaces  shut  down  co  d.  and 
the  villages  and  towns  in  the  same  state  of  dilapi.laUon  as  those 
tannery  villages  in  Virginia  of  which  I  was  speaking 

VM.y  should  we  not  help  those  people?  They  are  American 
citmu.s.  Why  are  they  not  entitled  to  the  same  he^^X 
pn>ducer  of  casein?  How  is  it  unreasonable  in  us  tS  ??y  to 
help  them?  The  President  did  his  l>est.  He  raised  the  du^  ^ 
Pig  iron  from  75  cents  to  $1.12^..  It  was  the  bS^he  coiSd  d^ 
becau.se  that  was  the  limit  of  the  law.  We  in  the  P^nant^ 
Conunittee  have  raised  the  duty  from  $1.12^^  a  gross  ton  to  $1  S 
a  gi-oHs  ton-a  pitifully  small  step  in  the  effort  to  over«>inP  « 
difference  in  cost  of  $7.71  a  ton.  overcome  a 

^  C'imtrast  that  with  what  we  did  for  casein,  if  you  please- 
3%  cents  to  overci.ine  a  difference  of  0.88  of  1  cent  'Have  fh^ 
industrial  <Htie.s  of  ,be  Ea.st  been  gree.ly  there? ^mnttSIt    Se 
StetJ   ConK.ratiou  has  been  prosperous;   it  has  nothing  what 
Timie  ;>[;  :iV     '  ^"•""^^^^^■'  ^-  --  oocasioimny  U  ma.rbuy 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

Th,.  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  P«m- 
sylvania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 
Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  B(»RAII.  Tlie  Senator  from  Idalio  did  not  say  a  word 
«  ^!ll^^^'"  .iwonnfM-tion  with  vhe  Steel  Corporation 
Mr.  J^fjED.  'Hien  I  was  misinformed,  because  I  did  ii.»t  get 
here  until  he  had  finished  that  pari  of  his  remarks.  I  was  tjfd 
that  the  Senator  had  calUxl  attention  to  the  increase  in  the  du  v 
on  pig  iron,  and  then  had  recited  what  he  called  the  veS  irrea t 
profits  of  the  Steel  CoriM)ration ;  and  I  say  that  one  flct'Las^o 
connection  whatsoever  with  the  other.  If  the  Ser.ator  did  not 
say  that  l>efore  I  came  in.  I  am  sorrj-  that  I  have  quoted  him 
wnaigly.  m""<-»-u  uiui 

Mr.  «pHAH.  I  did  refer  to  the  profits  of  the  Steel  Cornora- 
tion.  and  I  .said  that^it  was  one  of  the  beneficiaries,  the  greatest 
beneficiary,  under  thLs  bill ;  but  it  was  not  In  reference  t?  Se 
iron.    It  was  .something  el.««e  that  I  was  discussing 

Mr.  REED.  If  xxe  have  l>eneflted  the  Steel  Corporation  more 
than  auybo«ly  else  by  this  bill  I  for  one  am  unconscious  of  it  and 
I  fancy  that  my  t-olleagues  are.  It  is  true  that  we  took  the  duty 
on-  manganet^e.  but  we  made  a  compen.satory  reduction  in  the 
duty  on  steel. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pn)  temp<3re.     Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  For  Information,  does  the  Steel 
Trust  produce  pig  iron? 

Mr.  REED.  It  produces  molten  iron,  which  it  immediately 
U.SOS  Itself.    It  is  not  interested  In  the  market  price  of  pig  iron 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  is  the  basis  of  its  steel  oro- 
dmtion.  is  it  not'/ 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  the  basis  of  Its  manufacture,  yes;  but  it 
has  not  any  more  interest  In  the  price  of  pig  iron  than  tlie 
farmer  is  Interested  in  the  price  of  mud  because  he  grows  his 
crops  in  it. 

Ml .  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  ask 
another  question. 

Mr.  REKD.     I  yield  again. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course,  the  price  of  steel  is 
governed  by  the  price  of  pig  inm.  i.s  it  not? 

Mr.  REED.     Oh.  not  at  all. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Not  at  all? 

Mr.  REED.  Not  at  all.  There  is  usually  something  of  a  re- 
lationship betwt>eu  the  two.  Frequently  the  price  of  one  rises 
or  tails  without  changing  the  price  of  the  other. 
I  'y*,;-  ^''^^^^^  t>f  Montana.  Oh,  I  have  no  doubt  about  that ; 
i»iu  It  ttie  price  of  pig  iron  were  raised  it  would  necessarily 
rai.s*.  the  cost  of  pnKluction  of  ."^teel. 

Mr.  REED.  No.  The  .same  factors  that  raise  one  frequently 
raise  the  other  at  the  same  time;  but  steel  is  not  made  in  this 
country  to  any  extent  by  people  who  buy  pig  Iron,  and  iron  is 
not  very  much  sold  by  people  who  make  steel.  Thev  are 
totally  different  buslnes-ses.  although  the  .same  company  can 
sometimes  do  both. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  appreciate  that ;  but  if  the  price 
Of  pig  iron  rose  it  would  necessitate  an  increase  in  the  cost  of 
steel  by  those  people  who  make  steel  of  pig  iron 
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Mr.  RMED.     That  is  true ;  but 

rJiLi  Y.^J^"  ^/  Montana.     And  Inasmuch  as  their  pri.-e  was 
raised.  It  seems  to  roe  that  all  producers  of  steel  wo.iirt  hi  rti« 
posed  to  raise  their  prices  to  the  same  level  ^  ""^ 

Mr.  REED.     I  know  of  very  few  people  In  the  United  StatA. 
who  oi^rate  steel  works  and  buy  theiTn^c  iron 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  Pr^ldent—  *  ^         ' 
The    PRESIDENT    pro    tempore.    Does    the    Sennt.>r    from 

Mr.  SIMMONS,  ^f  pig  Iron  can  be  bought  so  much  cheaner 
from  abroad  than  it  can  be  made  here,  wl.v  do  h.«  »  .     ^ 
turers  to  wh<.m  the  Senator  just  refeiSd'make'therr  p  g  iron^ 
Why  do  they  not  buy  It  from  abroad?  ^^  ' 

Mr  REED.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  asked  me  that  nue^ion 
becau.se  it  illustrates  how  local  Is  the  busine«.s  of  Ihf^.  I^..  ??' 
coa.st  furnaces  that  we  were  trying  to  hHnVJ.rJ^  At>»nMc 
of  the  Allegheny  M<HintaTn.s  S^^ 'n'^^^^X  adv^X  o^  Th""J 
cheap  Indian  iron  lx.^use  of  the  additic«al  f^g,^  ™te  in' 
volved  in  getting  it  over  the  mountains  to  thenT  It  1^1^^' 
enable  hat  Chicago  or  Pittsburgh  could  usl  tT.t  Ind  an  irot 
because  the  ft^ight  rate  acts  as  an  effective  banier     it  in  a 

•T.r^^z^''''^'''  ^^^  -^'^  ^^^  ^'^  stc^rcom'^irieS 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  S-MMONS.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  sav  that  f).« 
pri'-e  of  foreign  pig  iron  was  «lH»ut  $7  a  ton  less  tSJ  S  U'^ 
of  manufacturing  pig  iron  here.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  sa^ 
that  the  freight  nito  from  New  Yortc  to  Pittsburgh^?  o?  S 
chief  centers  of  the  manufacture  of  steel,  is  greater  than  $7  25 
a  ton  or  $7.50  a  ton?  >       «>  "»«»  luau  ^t.^ 

Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  Prwideut ;  I  do  not  think  it  L<-  hnt 
when  you  take  the  freight  from  India  to  Philadeluhia  nnVfi.l 
the  freight  from  Philadelphia  over  the  mountains  to  piSu^^T 
Oie  advantage  is  just  about  overcome.  We  will  eet  to  X: 
figures  on  that  subject  when  we  r^ach  th^t  It^  f  am  Mu^ 
using  it  as  illustrative  now.  ^™  "°'* 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  then  called  attenUon  to  the  lanre 
profits  of  the  International  Harvester  Co.  I  confers  J^ 
utterly  unable  to  see  the  relevance  of  that  fact  to  thTdLC 
sion  here  or  to  this  bill.  The  prtnlucts  of  that  ^m,L„y '^ 
?^®rl[^  ^'^^     ^^^y  ^'^'*  «°  ^  ^ree  list  underThe  act  S 

miUlon  dollars  a  minute  it  would  not  affect  this  tariff  f«?  wa J 
or  the  trfher  Vie  can  not  meet  that  situation  bv  a  taritTiJ 
any  way  that  I  know  of ;  and  if  the  SenaUn-  from  Idaho  c^n  sug^^ 
gest  how  we  can  correct  that  by  a  tariff,  assuming  that  thefr 
pro«r»erity  is  something  that  needs  correction,  we  shall  be  verv 
much  interested  to  hear  It.  ' 

.J  ?''.,°?*  }^^^'  however,  that  the  farmer  of  America  share** 
^^^'if'i*'*'  his  prosperity  is  to  be  created  by  tearing  dowS 
somelKKiy  else.  I  do  not  think  the  farmer  biOieves  that  his  wel- 
fare IS  going  to  be  increased  by  taking  away  the  activity  and 
prosperity  and  welfare  of  the  c-onsuming  8tH.iions  of  the  country 

I  had  sonae  chance  to  test  that  by  the  way.  because  there  are 
wonderful  farms  around  thn)ugh  eastern  Pennsylvania  in  the 
same  country  in  which  these  pig-iron  furnaces  are  located".  Some 
of  those  farmers  came  down  here  to  talk  about  the  duty  on 
casein  and  we  took  advantage  of  the  opiK.rtunlty  to  ask  them 
what  the  effect  of  shutting  down  those  furna(«s  had  »>een  They 
said  It  had  made  Uiek  problems  just  about  doubly  hard  The 
people  seemed  to  disappear;  the  people  who  ut^ed  their  cream 
and  milk  and  butter  had  disapi»eared,  they  did  n(.t  know  where  • 
their  market  had  gone  out  from  under  them. 

There.  In  miniature,  is  the  American  proJ)lem  Destroy  the 
prosperity  of  the  consuming  60  per  wnt  an<l  the  farm-produc- 
ing 40  per  cent  will  not  prosper,  no  matter  what  you  do  to  the 
tariff.  No  intelligent  farmer  thinks  that  it  heli*  him,  or  helps 
the  <ountry,  to  keep  texUles  or  pig  iron  or  leather  headed  for 
insolvency.  No  intelligent  farmer  thinks  that  he  profittfd  when 
those  71  tanneries  closeil  up  in  the  last  yj'ar  and  a  half  No 
intelligent  farmer  thiiik.'^  that  the  d&H(nittion  of  part  of  the 
body  iwlitic  is  going  to  benefit  the  rest  of  it 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  l»resident,  if  I  may  interrupt  the  Sena- 
tor  

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  lH)es  the  Sem.tor  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  If  I  may  be  pardoned  for  the  suggestion, 
what  the  farmer  thinks  is  that  the  body  poUdc  is  not  going  to 
be  very  much  improved  if  his  entire  industry  is  destroyed 
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Mr.  REED.  We  share  thiit  b^ef  w!th  him,  and  we  have  dote 
our  level  bt?st  to  help  him  further ;  and  if,  instead  of  crltlcirfni ;, 
S^iators  will  offer  some  concrete  su^estiona  for  ImproyemeBt,  I 
know  I  speak  the  mind  of  the  whole  Republican  side  of  tlie 
Fitiaiico  Committee  when  I  say  that  those  sugigestlms  will  be 
weki^iiied. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President,  there  undoubtedly  will  be  su 
ge»tJor.s  offered  as  we  go  along,  and  I  trust  the  Senator  will 
BC<'ei>f  them,  and  I  take  him  at  his  word  that  he  will. 

The  Senator  stited  that  I  had  set  up  a  straw  man,  whic 
straw  man  objected  to  the  raiain^  of  prices  at  farm  proda 
through  the  levying  of  duties.  One  of  the  straw  men  that 
might  have  had  reference  to  was  occupying  the  Chair  a  fe 
moments  apo.  I  refer  to  the  President  pro  tempore,  the  Senatot 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses].  He  has  openly  and  loiidir 
protested  against  levying  duties  upon  farm  products  because 
they  would  increase  the  oost  of  living.  Another  straw  man  ij 
the  able  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh],  who  delivf 
ered  a  long  speech  down  at  Wllliamstown  a  few  nights  ago  an 
strt-ssed  very  particularly  the  raising  of  the  cost  of  the  brea! 
fast  table.  I  have  upon  my  desk  a  letter  from  one  of  the  mosi 
distinguished  ex-governors  of  rhe  East,  taking  me  very  severel, 
to  task  because  I  was  advocating  an  increase  of  the  duty  u_ 
farm  products,  which  he  said  would  necessarily  raise  the  cos 
of  living.  You  can  find  that  In  practically  all  the  papers  of  th 
East,  Republican  or  Democratic.  There  Is  no  question  abou 
that.  The  Senator  from  Mas-sachusetts  will  not  deny  tlrnt  tlia 
is  his  i)Osltion. 

Mr.    WALSH    of    Massachusetts.    Mr.    President,    will    th( 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  yield. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  My  position  Is  that  mosi 
duties  levied  upon  agricultural  products  are  paper  duties,  art 
Ineffective,  and  of  no  benefit  to  the  farmer,  but  that  there  arc 
certain  duties  which  can  be  levied  upon  agricultural  products 
which  at  time  will  be  and  are  clTective  In  certain  portions  of  the 
country,  in  New  York  and  New  Ehigland,  where  the  people  get 
In  times  of  potato  and  other  food  famines,  potatoes  and  dairy 
protlucts  from  Canada.  When  they  get  farm  products  undei 
those  circnm.stances,  they  will  pay  every  cent  of  this  duty  of  4( 
cents  a  bushel,  but  Canadian  and  not  American  fanners  will 
benefit.  In  the  summer  months,  when  they  do  not  iMroduce 
enough  milk  and  cream,  they  will  hare  to  go  to  Canada,  which 
Is  the  nearest  market,  and  bare  to  pay  that  tariff  dnty.  But, 
by  and  large,  and  in  the  main,  It  Is  my  judgment  that,  with  tbt 
exception  of  a  few  localities,  and  as  to  a  limited  amount,  Ir 
times  of  distress  and  famine,  agricultural  duties  are  not  effec- 
tive. Of  course,  duties  on  wool,  sugar,  flax,  and  a  few  other 
farm  products  are  effective  at  all  times. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr,  President,  the  Senator  from  Masaachusetta 
does  not  object  to  the  duties  which  are  Ineffective,  but  he 
does  object  to  the  duties  on  farm  products  which  are  effec- 
tive. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ifaraaehusetta.  Yes;  I  do  object  to  those 
which  are  Ineffective.  I  object  to  them  as  being  misrepresenta 
tlons  to  the  farmer  and  as  not  being  of  benefit  to  him,  because 
they  pretend  to  glre  him  something  which  he  does  not  get 
I  object  to  the  finner  being  led  to  believe  that  he  is  a  bene- 
ficiary of  tariff  duties  that  may  burden  at  times  limited  lo- 
calities of  American  consumers  but  actually  do  not  benefit  him. 
The  lotvlltles  that  mnm  go  to  Csnada  for  food  products  wlli 
not  and  can  not  ?et  their  frnxl  products  in  the  Amcnrlean  market 
ber>anse  of  lomc  freight  hauls  and  excessive  frefgbt  rates. 

Mr.  BORAH.     If  tliey  are  ineffective,  they  will  not  hurt  the 

couKtiinentii  of  tbe  Senator  from  MuMachuiietts. 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  Maasarbnitetts.    That  In  true. 

Mr   BORAH.    And  If  they  are  effective,  they  will  hort  tbe 

8<>nator. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maaaarhnaetts.  That  is  true,  but  even  when 
effective  tbejr  will  not  Itu-rvam  prlcw  to  the  American  farmer. 
Th«»y  will  •erlnoalj  Increase  the  cost  of  food  to  the  consumen 
Mr,  BORAH.  That  ia  what  I  ondemto^Kl  to  be  bis  position. 
Now,  I  want  to  mj  jost  a  word  iibi,tn  sb'MW,  As  I  understand, 
the  nnaoce  Commlttiw  cr»ald  nnt  tell  fbe  difference  between  a 
mmn'nnbot  aod  a  woman's  sh^^*.;  tbey  stated  there  was  no  way 
to  diffiTnitlate  between  tbe  two. 

I  have  here  ttp»»n  my  6*'nk  a  afatement  atffiMl  bf  40  per  cent 
of  tbe  m«nttfiMt«rer«  of  st»o««  In  ttw  I'nlfed  Mfateif  who  »r9 
afftfimmt\  ti>  this  doty,  titiurf  ot*"ti  roefi'*  iib<«c«  ttr  woom^'n  shnoi, 
md  thrr  have  asid  to  urn  it  In  very  en^y  to  dtsilRffttlNfo.  If  yrm 
wlah  to.  bot  that  then*  la  no  oceaakm  for  dlHtlocvlNhinf ;  that 

the  ImpurUtkin  Utu>  t!ie  I  nlti-*!  Mtare*  i4  tthttt^.  whether  a 

Aoae  or  wooMsa  abutn,  wae  l«a»  than  1  per  eant  of  the  coo- 
Mimpcion. 


The  Soutor  from  Pennsylvania  referred  to  the  fact  that  im- 
portations are  IncTeasing.  Why  are  they  increasing?  Every 
manufacturer  of  shoes  knows  why.  Just  at  the  present  time 
they  are  increasing  in  contemplation  of  the  impositi(m  of  this 
duty.  That  only  began  after  the  tariff  bUl  came  under  public 
consideration. 

When  you  take  into  cwi .si deration  tbe  fact  that,  whether  it 
is  one  class  of  shoes  or  another,  less  than  1  per  cent  i.s  l)eing 
Imported  into  the  United  States,  It  does  not  seem  to  me  that 
you  can  justify  a  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  because  there 
ia  a  10  per  cent  ad  valorem  upon  hides.  I  do  not  object  to  a 
compensatory  duty;  I  simply  gay  that  It  is  unreasonable.  In 
support  of  the  proposition  that  it  Is  unreasonable  just  as  many 
manufacturers  of  shoes  will  appear  against  it  as  for  it. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  an  inter- 
ruption? 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  The  total  production  of  women's  shoes  in  the 
whole  year  VJ2S  was  123.(XX>,()00  pairs.  One  per  cent  of  that 
would  be  less  than  a  million  and  a  quarter.  The  imports  of 
women's  shoes  In  the  first  four  months  of  this  vear  were  over 
2.000.000  pairs. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Yes;  it  is  well  understood  that  the  imports 
have  been  increasing,  and  why  they  have  been.  It  is  in  con- 
templation of  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BINGBLAM.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  they  were  so 
farsighted  as  to  make  an  increa.se  in  1928  also,  because  they 
saw  the  tariff  bill  was  coming?  In  1927  the  Imports  of  women's 
and  men's  shoes  were  only  980,000  pairs,  and  in  1928  they  had 
more  than  doubled,  and  over  2,0UU,tR)0  pairs  came  in.  They 
were  more  farsighted  than  the  Seuator  when  he  sat  in  the 
convention  in  Kansas  City. 

Mr.  BORAH.  They  were  farsighted,  like  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut. 

Mr.  GLASS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BORAH.  Just  a  moment,  and  I  will  yield.  After  all 
the  Importations  are  accounted  for  they  amount  to  less  than 
1  per  cent 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  will  forgive  me,  I 
know.  They  were  nearly  2  per  cent  within  the  first  four  months 
of  this  year. 

Mr.  BORAH.    Of  women's  shoes  alone, 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  BORAH.  But  I  am  speaking  of  men's  shoes  and  women's 
shoes  combined.  It  Is  less  than  1  per  cent.  As  I  have  said, 
there  are  some  40  or  50  per  cent  of  the  shoe  manufacturers  of 
the  United  States  who  have  protested  against  the  increase. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     How  many  of  them  make  women's  shoes? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  do  not  know  how  many,  but  some  of  them 
do.     I  am  not  prepare«l  to  say  liow  many. 

Now  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  GLASS.  I  was  just  going  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  that 
the  reason  people  who  manufacture  men's  shoes  do  not  ask  any 
protection  may  be  gathered  from  the  fact  that  a  pair  of  ^hoee 
like  the  ones  I  have  on  now,  manufactured  in  Maasachasetts. 
cost  to-day  $15,  but  I  bought  tills  pair  eight  years  ago  for  $6. 
There  are  40.000.000  people  in  this  country  who  neither  manu- 
facture nor  farm,  and  It  seenM  to  me  that  they  are  to  l»e  mude 
the  victims  of  tbeee  conflicting  forces.  They  not  only  have  to 
trel)le  their  expenses  at  the  breakfast  table  but  they  have  to 
quadruple  tbem  on  everything  they  wear  and  consume. 

Mr,  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  have  printed,  In  con- 
nection with  my  remarks,  a  statement  with  regard  to  tbe  pro- 
duction of  shoes  in  this  country. 

Tlje  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

There  b<lng  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  tbe  RBcx>ao,  as  follows: 

AntiVAh  eoer  ow  to  m  cnrt  octt  ajtp  oaih  mtinrtou  ADJV»m  to 
covv^^H  WITH  ras  oort  as  r«oro«BD  tn  ma  noraa  %tvL,  as  m 
•cifSDVta  vitMD  n  ras  wats  a5»d  irmiKs  couMirtm  at  «« 
SATioNAL  aooT  AMO  suos  MASf  rAcrrsms  assocution 

KamtMrr  of  esttl«  frooi  futtNtleal  AtMtnut  of  UBtt«d  htot«f,  1920, 

!«•  «12,  NaartMr  «iauflit«rM  aaomlljr  Mttmaud  at  oae-ihM.  ToUl 
la  rnlu*l  •ut'^M  lA  W,n  wtfr  G6^2,fM).  UUtrmet,  p.  ill.)  Kumtwr 
slNucbUr«l  1927  tmUmt»6  Wf  iMpsrtoMmt  «rf  AgrioMw  at  S4XK>0.000 
•sWU,  D.M0.O0O  esivM,     Total,  T^i^^OfiiJO. 

««»•  trcm  daty  Uun4  an  kaats  that  9t  <attl«  sUail»t4iMd  otm-thtrd 
wtM  caJv«s  aM4j  that  gain  t«  Urmt  Is  two-tbirds  ot  %l.  er  $0A1  pm 
Ma»,  or  tW9-<lMnl«  oT  U  mntM,  ot  i»  e*oU,  pm  nlttkin, 

CMt  •<  dety  la  to<f«Msd  «oaC  ot  Itvlog  satiaMtad  ai  f70,MS»l». 
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CONGRESSIONAL  EECORD-^ENATE 


thtlurL^^V  f"*'^'  "^°'°'°«  *^*t  tl>«  '""^er  gets  every  penny  of 

170.083,123  to  all  the  poople  of  the  United  States,  farmers  included 

The  average  weight  of  a  hide  Is  approximately  55  or  60  pounds  The 
average  price  Is  approximately  15  cents  per  pound.  The  value  of  the 
hide  is  about  »9.     A  10  per  cent  duty  amounts  to  90  cents  per  hide 
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J''k^J'k'"T"  ^*°*  **  *•'**   **»*  additional   00   cent,  or  will   it   b. 
ab8c.rl>ed  by  the  buyer  of  the  cattle? 

Take  an  animal  weighinR  l.iKK)  pounds,  and  at  the  average  price  of 
iJjT  !  ^[  »\"'^dredweight.  the  total  value  of  the  crealu^%H.uld  ^ 
1150^  A  hide  duty  of  10  per  cent  amounts  to  approximately  90  c«ui^ 
two-thirds  of  1  per  cent  of  the  total  cost  of  the  anlmaL 


8tat«8 


New  England 

Middle  .\.tlantic 

East  North  Central.. 
West  .North  ("antral- J 
South  Atlantic. 
East  .^uth  Central.. I 

West  South  Central 

Mountain 

Pacific "■ 


Cattle  and 
calves 


Total 


1, 001,  ooo 
3,  .ISO,  000 
t»,  309,  000 
16.  42U,  000 
3,  soi.doO 
3,  M9,  WJO  I 
8,  726,  (JOO 
6,217,000 
3,  IM.  000 


EilM 


363,666 
I,  I28.6ff6 
3,103,000 
6*476.333 
1, 267,  000 
MH3.000 

2,072,333 
1.064.666 


Income  from 
duty 


$1S4,206 

571,129 

1,872,972 

2,  774,  674 

641,940 

dv9,  326 

1.473,724 

1, 04U,  9S2 

628.353 


Cost  of  duty  Net  loss 


»5,517,27g 
16.  HI  7.  ,107 
l^  628.  831 
8,907.778 
10,  751,  870 
«,  279,  270 
7,871,738 
a;  606,  640 
4.0M,619 


$5,W2.982 
16,  246.  37» 
15,o,S5.8.V» 
6,133,104 
la  109.  930 
^67«,  (H4 
6,398,002 
1,556,658 
4.170,266 


New  England: 

Maine 

New  Hampehire.III'riIIII 

V'ermonl '."'.'.'..' 

Massachusetts ""I" 

Khode  Island '."'........Ill 

Connecticut * 

Middle  Atlantic:  

New  York 

New  Jersey. "III"  ""' 

Pennsylvania "III 

East  North  Central: 

Ohio.. 

Indiana riim""!** 

Illinois Illllllliril 

Michigan Illllimil" 

Wi.scon.sin 

West  North  (-entral:       

Minnesota. 

Iowa IIIIIIIIII 

Missotiri IIIIIIIIIIII 

North  Dakota II  

South  Dakota.. IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII 

Nebraska .....JI""""*"* 

Kansas ..I"* " " 

South  AtUntic:  

Delaware 

Msrvland  . .        ' 

Di.nnct  of  ColumblaVIIH" ' 

Virginia '* 

West  Virginia ...I  '      * 

North  Carolina III "*         

Sooth  Carolina IIIIIIII      

Georgia Ilimiril 

Florida *"*       ~ 

East  South  Central: "' 

Kentucky ........ _ 

Trnne.«.see.. I..IIir"III 

Alabama ,..         •---....  .. 

Mi«iis.«ippi iiririiiiiiiiiiiiiii 

Arkansas _^_^ 

I^ouisiana . ... .-."rUr* 

Oklahoma ....         ———...- 

Texas IIII         

Motmtaln:  — — .—       .— .. 

Montana .............. 

Idaho ,S""S"SJ"""""' 

Wyomlng.........IIIIIIIII""I '**' 

Colorado .......Ill' "" 

New  Mexico    .  "  * 

rub.~/.i:iii:: 

_     Nevada  i ""S. 

r»(lflc  

Wa»hlngt<m 

Or«fon 

^•"tornis :::::;:::;;:::;::::::i: 


Population 


Total. 


'UalalntbJs8to(«oalr. 


79.1,000 
456,000 
352,000 

4,290.000 
716,000 

1, 667, 000 

n.ssokooo 

3,821,000 
9,854,000 

6,826.000 
3,176,000 
7,  396,  000 
4,591,000 
2;  953,  000 

2,722,000 
2,428,j000 
3,  523, 000 
641,000 
704,000 
1,408,000 
1, 835,  000 

344,000 
1,616,000 

552,000 
2,575,000 

1,  724, 000 
Z938.000 
1.864,000 
3,204,000 
1.411.000 

2,55.'i,000 
2.502,000 

2.  573,  000 
1,  791, 000 
1.944,000 
1,95a  000 
2.426,000 
5,487,000 


549,000 
546.000 
247,  000 
1,090,  OrjO 
aiMbOOO 
471000 
ISUOOO 

n.ooo 

l,M7,aO0 

•OiOOO 

iAM^OUO 


Cattle  and 

calves 


228,000 
113,000 
404.000 
178,000 
27,000 
141,000 

1,887,000 

161,000 

1,332,000 

1,624,000 
1,  624. 000 
1,  94.1, 000 
1, 434, 000 
2,960.000 

2,656,000 
3,  720, 000 
2,109,000 
1,034,000 
1.570,000 
2,875,000 
2,465,000 

49,000 
275,000 


Cattle  and 

calves  killed 

per  year 


Income  from 
duty 


Cost  of  duty  Net  loss 


756.000 
492,000 
527.000 
306.000 
863.000 
533,000 

1.003.000 

9.iH.noo 

709,000 
879,000 
817,000 
579,000 
1.723,000 
4607,000 

1. 117, 000 
MS,  000 

764,000 
1. 317,000 
1,017,000 
M6.000 
47^000 
»«3,000 

610.000 

flKO.000 

1.  MM*  000 


76,000 
37,  CM 
133,666 
59.333 
9,000 
47,000 

629,000 

53,666 

444,000 

541,333 

448,666 
648,333 
478,000 

flOJt     AAA 

885,333 
1,240,000 
709,000 
344,606 
602,333 
958,333 
821,606 

16,333 
91,666 


252,000 
164,000 
176,333 
102,000 
387,606 
177,666 

3H333 
319,333 
338,  .-m 
299,000 
272,300 
193,000 
574.333 
1.  sett  000 

372,333 
19«^000 
2HA66 
4W,000 
339,000 
182,000 
157,  iB3 
Hi  333 

172.000 

336,666 
kOOO 


$34,666 
19,146 
67,932 
30.100 
4.  559 
23,866 

319,  130 

27,  199 

224.931 

273,507 
233,864 

241,664 
505,528 

448,396 
627,327 
355,6^ 
174.664 
2.13,864 
499,661 
414, 006 

8,286 
46,333 


127,665 
82,799 
88,933 
61,666 

145,866 
901390 

138,731 
161,  131 
120,798 
145,  .131 
137, 8M 
97,999 
288^997 
»4<IC67 

IM^ftSI 

99,300 

120,  133 

321,  SM 

171,  731 

91,900 

79,799 

67.732 

«7,T»2 

iiisio 

HZ  329 


"#^M#  909 


3529,  0»( 
303,996 
234,664 

"K  859, 971 
477,338 

1.111,333 

7,090,023 
2,547,307 
6*569,367 

4.  MO,  621 

2117,313 
4.930,617 
3,a»,«36 
1,968, 646 

1.814, 648 

1,618.650 

2348,643 

427,329 

469,328 

938,657 

1,223,331 

162,666 
1,077.322 

368,000 
1.716,640 
1.149,321 
1,958,647 
1.242,654 
2,135.978 

940,657 

1.688.649 
1,667,883 
1.  716^  31« 
1,193,088 
1.295,987 
1,  299,  UN7  I 
1,617,317 
3, 657, 903 

866.990 
363,006 
JIM,  AA6 
726.  r,6e  I 
2a,9V7 
»1\996 
3Ail,9W6  I 
51.333 

I,  (fu,  9S0 

001,  3/7  I 
3,  Uf7,  303  : 


140.1.338 

284.  K.10 
166,733 

%  829.  871 
472.760 

1,087,456 

7.380,793 
X  .^au  108 

6,344.330 

4,277,034 
1.H83.448 
4.  .'.il,  621 
2,«IS,  973 
1,  V&,  1 18 

1,366,253 
991.. •?23 

1.992,980 
252,665 
21.1,464 
438,096 
808.338 

154,379 
1,030,990 

368.000 
1.  588,  984 
1.066.523 
1,809.715 
1.  190.988 
1,990.11.1 

850,258 

1.  550,  018 

1,  606,  763 ' 
1,5M,518 
I.  048,  4.17 
1.  I,W.  123 
1.301,988 
1. 327.  320 
2.711.308 

,  177,46* 

3.1.533 
£Oi795 

92,  206 
22^.007 
274.  197 

971X257 

4MV5m 

X7M1973 


«a077.M9 


n,m.m 


will  lb«  buy«»  at  e»tiU  girt  say  rrmsKterstlon  to  so  small  • 

c«iti#  iri  I  ip-t  all  ih«  tx'n«flt  ot  sn  liwrrsiMrd  raloe,  If  (h«Tr  Is  sof. 
As.u»l,„  thst  tiM  fsraMT  vtM  0f0rr  p^nfr  ot  Utio  doty,  h*  wmM 

n  li!i  T:' "  •*'* '"  '^  '"^^-^  "'^  '^  »»>•  *»^.  »»•'• 

STr.!-  ^    .v^.    «*«»«»ltU«     B,^     ,^     ^.,b„,     ,^     ,h«     T0^t     Ot     1h0 

Mtutu,n*l  tumt  ot  tbHr  «tM#s  simI  other  eornmMttto  SMd*  ef  isefWr— 
to  hfuHit  Whnml 

Yon  art  f*miil4rnng  Wtslstl^n  for  th*  t»rm*r-to  fo^ip  fb«  taram 
W#  art  stl  BgrPHt  that  that  Is  rlgtit  hat  w«  ^n  nM  aptprtnt-aM  w* 
«»  O'H  b*ll«Tr  you  wiU-of  auf  ttlort  to  matt  \^a\atUm  whl«h  Aoaa 
aot  flwan  aaytblas  u>  th*  Unaar,  bat  ia  a  diatlnet  4haa4taotage  to  ail  | 


tbe  paotfi*  ot  tha  nnlt#d  Ntst^s,  fsrak^rs  Io/'Io4m1,  sad  f«  also  a  AlaaA- 
rantagf  to  the  aeonomie  Ot^aUrptDaot  of  the  aho*>  inaumtrj. 

Internatioml  Hhoe  C«.,  by  IT.  C,  Uao4.  tH,  iMtta,  W,  ;  »r>m» 
m*4H.  Co.,  by  John  A,  fHMb.  m,  hauia.  1««. ;  lUii,  »rbw*h  A 
i'o.  try  A.  K,  HHt,  Chirato.  IH. ;  Ifemi  «  M^'artby  ^|at  t, 
br  r  L.  mmernm.  Auburn,  n.  Y  ;  Nrlby  Hbo*  Co,.  I9  U4,ter 
tMhf,  Vortamottih,  Oblo;  Tb«  ialbw  k  IMiaitaa  Co..  by 
II,  H,  Lap*-,  i  turU,a»H.  (Ibto;  ft,  f.  ilawaard  Co..  tiy  ft  p. 
iUzxarn.  ilar6\n>r.  M*-  ;  yrtunaao  Nbo*  Mi,$nHatiaHng  io 
by  ft,  K,  rraeiuat,.  tMott.  Wis, ;  VrtttuamUHiaow  Mb<»  Hxno- 
rartuHof  (Uf.  by  ft,  K.  rreamam.  B^b»ll,  Wis. ;  Suan  nnmh  t 
WaUon  Mkm  Co..  by  II,  L.  Xwn,  Uttwaatu*.  W|.  ;  fks 
yiorahatm  Sb'«  Co.,  bfr  M.  U.  noraMm.  CbUago,  lU. 


i  'I 

f- 
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COXGRESSIOK^L  EECORB— SENATE 


September  16 


Mr.  BOB.\IL  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  referred  to  the  fln- 
tematlonal  Harvester  Ck>.,  and  said  It  had  nothing  to  do  iwllth 
thla  tariff  bill,  and  that  the  tariff  bill  would  not  affect  It,  alf  of 
which  I  conceded  In  my  remarks.  I  was  using  It  to  illustmte 
the  conditions  under  which  the  farmers  are  undertaking  Fto 
prodnoe  in  this  country,  to  show  that  the  Implements  by  meins 
of  which  the  farmer  produces  his  crop  were  increasing  in  pmce 
at  the  rate  I  stateti  in  the  figures  I  mentioned.  It  is  one  of  The 
elements  which  enters  Into  the  condition  of  agriculture  to-dny. 
Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  does  not  mean  that  the  prospertty 
of  those  companies  necessarily  means  lncrea.sed  prices?  The 
prices  of  tractors  were  down  while  Ford  earnings  were  up. 

Mr.  BORAH.    But  the  increase  in  the  prices  of  farm  imile^ 
ments  Ls  conceded,  I  presume ;  it  is  not  disputed.    The  priws  of 
some  of  them  iiave  gone  up  as  much  as  100  per  cent. 
Mr.  REED.     As  corapared  with  what? 

Mr.  BORAH.  As  compared,  for  Instance,  with  prices  pr  or 
to  the  war. 

Mr.  REED.     Oh,  yes ;  certainly. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  p«>int? 

Mr.  BORAH.     Yes. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  want  to  apt>logize  to  the  Senator  for  n- 
terruptioK  him  during  his  speech,  when  he  referred  to  De<  re 
&  Co.  l)ecause  I  hapi>ened  to  be  out  when  he  began  his  spee  h, 
and  I  did  not  know  that  he  differed  from  his  usual  custom,  a  ad 
he  always  very  graciously  permits  Interruptions. 

The  Senator  referred  to  the  fact — if  I  remember  correct  y, 
and  the  Senator  will  correct  me  if  I  make  a  wrong  reference  — 
that  a  thousand  dollars  invested  in  Deere  &  CJo.  common  stcck 
on  the  Ist  of  January,  1927.  would  have  increased  about  ei^ht 
times  in  value  up  to  the  present.  What  I  desired  to  do  was  to 
call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  Deere  &  Co.'s  com- 
mon stock  almost  disappeared  from  value  during  the  years  19!  JO 

1921,  1922,  1923,  1925,  and  1926 

Mr.  BORAH.    Not  1928. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  At  any  rate,  there  was  not  a  cent  paid  to 
the  owners  of  that  common  stock. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Then  they  were  just  in  the  same  condition  t  lie 
farmers  were  in ;  they  were  making  nothing. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Of  course,  their  business  dep^ids  on  ttie 
farmers,  and  the  reason  why  they  could  not  make  any  m(>n?y 
was  that  the  farmers  could  not  psiy  for  several  million  doliats' 
worth  of  agricultural  Irnplement.s  they  had  bought,  but  why 
that  constitutes  the  slightest  argument  against  a  protective 
tariff  is  something  which  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  It  seems  to 
me,  with  his  usual  lucidity,  did  not  proclaim. 

Mr.  BORAH.  If  the  Senator  had  exercised  his  usual  percep- 
tion, he  could  have  understood  that  I  was  not  using  It  as  iin 
argument  against  the  tariff.  What  I  was  seeking  to  do  was  to 
show  the  present  condition  of  the  farmer,  and  as  one  of  t  le 
elements  going  into  the  fact  was  the  Increased  price  of  agrici  1- 
tural  implements,  with  which  he  has  to  produce. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me  for  sayi  jg 
■o.  it  would  seem  to  be  the  case  that  the  fact  that  Deere  & 
Co.,  producing  farm  implements,  could  not  make  any  money 
becau.se  they  could  not  find  a  market  and  sell  th^  machine -y 
for  five  or  six  years,  but  within  the  last  two  or  three  years  ha  re 
made  a  great  deal,  would  show  that  the  farmer  was  better  all  le 
to  buy  now  than  he  was  several  years  ago.  T 

Mr.  BOR.\H.  The  farmer  may  possibly  be  better  able  io 
undertake  to  buy.    I  do  not  know  about  that  f 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  But  he  Is  evidently  paying  for  what  iLe 
buys,  which  is  more  than  he  was  doing  five  years  ago. 

Mr.  BORAH.  No ;  there  Is  the  trouble.  I  cited,  in  conne»-tl<n 
with  that,  the  constant  increase  of  mortgages  upon  the  farn 
lands  of  the  United  States.  The  farmer  Lb  going  constantly  in  o 
debt  in  a  struggle  and  effort  to  produce,  and  the  debt  which  1  le 
is  creating  is  created  for  the  purpose  of  paying,  first,  the  prl  le 
of  the  products  he  must  buy  in  order  to  farm  and,  second  f  (r 
the  implements  which  he  must  have. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    The  Senators  argument  is  an  able  one    n 
connection  with  passing  farm-relief  legislation,  but  what  undir 
the  san  it  has  to  do  with  the  passage  of  a  tariff  bUl,  when  v  e 
have  put  aU  agricultural  implements  on  the  free  list,  nractlcall : 
la  more  than  1  can  see. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yieJd 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Oaroliua? 
Mr.  BORAH.    I  yield. 

*v^^\?^^^*^^^  ^  ^'^^  ^^  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
tnat  the  prices  of  farm  implements  are  to-day  but  Uttle  if  any 
tower  than  they  were  during  the  peak  Umee  of  the  war  The 
implement  industry  is  the  one  industry  in  this  country  that  ha  i 
by  one  method  or  another,  been  able  to  maintain  its  prices  u  j 
to  the  wax  level,  while  the  prices  of  nearly  everything  else  wei » 


going  down.  It  is  true  that  farm  implements  are  on  the  free 
list,  but  it  Is  also  true  that  the  materials  out  of  which  farm 
Implements  and  parts  are  manufactured  are  upon  the  dutiable 
list,  and  bear  some  of  the  highest  duties  carried  In  this  bill. 
It  Is  those  duties  which  enable  the  manufacturers  of  farm  luiple^ 
ments  to  keep  up  the  prices,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  they 
are  able,  by  concert  of  action  or  secret  understanding,  to  pre- 
vent any  serious  competition  In  this  country,  except  as  to  cus- 
tomers, but  not  as  to  prices. 

It  does  not  make  any  difference  to  the  farmer  If  all  the  mate- 
rial which  goes  into  the  manufacture  of  the  article  is  on  the 
dutiable  li.st  and  the  flnl.<!hod  product  on  the  free  list.  In  the 
purchase  of  an  implement  with  which  to  operate  a  farm  he  has 
to  pay  ail  the  duties,  all  the  bounties,  that  are  carried  by  the 
raw  material  and  the  parts  out  of  which  that  machinery  is  made. 
Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  is  quite  correct. 
I  have  no  desire  at  this  time  to  discuss  in  detail  the  commod- 
ity known  as  casein.  Let  me  say  that  this  Is  what  the  hearings 
disclose.  The  farmers  came  before  the  committee,  showecl  the 
amount  of  Importations,  and  the  rate  necessary  in  order  to  pro- 
tect them  against  tho.se  importation.*),  and  they  were  met  by  the 
manufacturers  of  paper  and  the  users  of  certain  kinds  of  paper, 
as  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  said,  with  the  statement  that  an 
increase  in  the  duty  would  increase  the  price  of  their  paper  and 
mean  a  jrreat  additional  expense  to  them. 

What  ha];^>eued  was  that  the  committee  took  the  view  of  the 
manufacturers  and  discarded  the  view  of  the  farmer.  The 
farmer  disclosed  unmistakably  that  this  duty  would  not  protect 
him,  and  it  is  conceded,  I  presume,  that  it  will  not  protect  him. 
The  committee  imposed  such  a  duty  as  migiit  add  some  addi- 
tional revenue,  but  would  not  impose  any  additional  expense  of 
any  moment  upon  the  manufacturers  who  make  use  of  it 

The  farmer  met  the  question  as  to  the  fact  that  the  casein 
manufactured  in  this  country  was  of  less  value  and  less  u-^able 
than  casein  from  Argentina  by  a  dispute  as  to  the  facts,  a  c^'u- 
tention  that,  if  they  were  properly  protected,  they  were  ready  to 
produce  as  good  casein  in  this  country  as  is  produced  in  the 
Argentine. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  BORAH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  In  the  absence  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania may  I  say,  if  I  correctly  recall  his  statement,  the  differ- 
ential or  the  spread  between  the  cost  of  Argentine  casehi  and 
that  produced  in  this  country  is  a  fraction  of  1  cent  in  favor  of 
the  Argentine  casein.  The  duty  as  prepared  by  the  committer 
being  over  3  cents,  I  would  be  interested  to  hear  the  Senator 
enlarge  upon  his  position.  I  have  heard  his  own  formula 
frequently  stated  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to  the  effect  that 
he  believed  In  protection,  and  iK^lleved  that  protection  should 
mean  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  pro<luction  at  home  and 
abroad  and  that  he  stood  prepared  to  defend  that  formula — 
upon  what  basis  does  he  contend  that  a  400  per  cent  difference 
is  not  a  protection  to  the  producers  of  casein  in  this  country? 

Mr.  BORAH.     Becau.se  of  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction in  the  Argentine  and  in  this  country. 
Mr.  EDGE.     W^e  are  covering  that  cost  four  times  over. 
Mr.  BORAH.     But  you  are  not  covering  it  sufficiently. 
Mr.    EDGE.    How    many    times   over   are   we   supposed    to 
cover  It? 

Mr.  BORAH.  You  are  supposed  to  levy  a  duty  wldch  would 
represent  the  difference  of  all  the  cost  of  production  in  Argen- 
tina and  in  this  country. 

Mr.  EEK5E.  I  can  not  follow  the  logic  of  the  Senator.  If  the 
Senator  from  Penn.<?ylvanla  is  correct,  then  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  must  be  In  error. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Let  us  suppose  the  Senator  from  I'ennsylvanla 
Is  incorrect  He  said  the  Tariff  Commission  represented  that  this 
Is  a  full  protection.  I  have  a  statement  from  one  member  of 
the  Tariff  Commission  in  which  he  says  that  casein  is  not  suffi- 
ciently protected,  that  It  Is  one  of  the  things  on  which  agricul- 
ture could  be  given  a  real  and  effective  tariff. 

Mr.  EDGE.  In  other  word.s.  the  Senator  from  Idaho  does  not 
accept  as  accurate  the  special  reiwrt  of  the  Tariff  Commission? 

Mr.  BORAH.    I  do  not 

Mr.  EDGE.  It  Is  the  only  source  of  Information  that  the 
layman  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  have 

Mr.  BORAH.  It  is  not  the  only  source  of  Information.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  need  not  say  to  us  that  it  Is  the  only 
source  of  information.  If  that  were  true,  I  would  cease  legis- 
lating this  moment. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  had  not  concluded  my  sentence.  If  the  Sen- 
ator will  permit  me,  I  will  finish  my  sentence.  Plus  the  sworn 
testimony  which  the  Finance  Committee  secures  from  those  in- 
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!^mrJ  ^"i*?**'  '^^f^  °'  ***^  question,  all  of  which,  of  course 
Mr    X*fNS^"^?T*^°  ^^  the  members  of  the'cSmmit^; 

Mr.  KOBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  Pre.>ddent 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.      Does    the    iinTti>r    f«.m    th->. 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  ArkaiW'  '^'    ''^^    ^^^'^ 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  yield 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  think  it  is  fair  to  repeat 
what  was  made  very  clear  during  the  course  of  Oie  debTtTa 
few  moments  ago.  namely,  that  the  Tariff  CommiSonl^d  U 
take  into  consideration  the  cost  of  the  material  which  gClSto 
the  manufacture  of  casein.  It  did  not  make  a  study  o^^each 
Of'^c^^"^?"  ^  **l  '^%  "^^  «^  ^'»^«^  i«  <^«»«1  **imm^  ^Ik 
?hat7sTlau^ht!?rh''n/fr  .^"^  -^"^^y  ^"^  °«^  ^^o-^  wlmt 
what  U  Is  ^'  ^^^  '^"°*"  •"'  '^^  ~°°^y  do  know 

Mr  EDGE.  The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  not  entirelv 
devoid  of  knowledge  of  dairy  farming  entirely 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  In  other  words,  if  T  mo^  k« 
P^'-/"»"«i  to  'nterrupt  further  at  thir^inT^^  corJt^tati.^ 
fn  ;^  Tariff  Commission  as  to  the  cost  Sf  pn>durti^o?^SiiS 
^hI?.?h^°*'^k^^*^**  ^°^  *"  Argentina  did  not  Vak?  Tntr^- 
^V^TZ^,^""^,^^  ^^^  "'^^^^  °^«f^rtaJ  ^l«nent  which  sho^d 
be  contrcrfling  in  arriving  at  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  on? 
duction ;  m  other  words,  the  computation  is  open  tnttack"^^ 

Mr.  EDGE.  If  I  may  conclude  my  statement  bv  courtesv  of 
the  senator  from  Idaho,  I  would  like  to  have  the  S^ator  f^m 
Arkansas  recognize  the  fact  that  notwithstanding  New  j«S? 
^  a  Sto  e  filled  with  Industrial  development  uerefth^^iTlZ 
a  most  important  dairy  interest  and  I  hav^  had  somrpassi^ 
knowledge  of  the  dairy  business  passing 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Like  a  great  many  of  mv 
?or7l£lu^erV  ""'^  ^^^'^^  "^^'^'^  mrjokeTaVlogSe 

Nc^^'je^r^f is  ^^^J'  ""^^  ^  '^'  ^  "'^  ^^^^r  from 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  vield 
to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska?  ^    ° 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  what  he  thinks  the  farmers  should  have  in  this^nnfJ^ 
for  skimmed  milk  per  gallon?  ^  country 

^M  ???*^-  ^^  courtesy  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  I  will 
sa>  that  I  have  no  thought  as  to  what  the  price  of  skimmed  milk 
per  gallon  .should  be.  but  I  do  feel  fairly  ^saS  in  he^Teme^ 
and  in  the  contention  that  when  the  Finance  Commit^  affo?d 
a  protection  of  400  per  cent  or  more,  we  have  come  pretty  nSr 
'^t??'"Sn«M?''^T'*'7^"*^'^^'"  ^^  ^«'  ^f  skimmed  milk  may^ 
m.?Jh  ,f.  >^^.-  ^'  T,  ^^  ^^^  ^^*tor  a  question.  How 
much  did  he  allow  for  skimmed  milk  when  fixing  the  duty? 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  can  not  answer  that  question.  I  think  the  tv. 
port  of  the  Tariff  O.mmission.  as  I  recall  the  statement  of  t^ 
^nator  from  Pennsylvania,  dt'^dosed  that  the  commission  was 
not  entirely  clear  as  to  the  cost  of  skimmed  milk,  so  naturally 
I  could  not  answer  the  Senator's  quesUon. 

K  ^^    ?.^*?^^-    '"  ^^^^  '^■**"'^'  *^^  committee  did  not  have 
before  It  the  elements  neces.sary  In  order  to  fix  a  duty? 

Mr.  EDGE.     They  had  all  the  elements  they  could  secure     I 

do  not  doubt  that  in  every  rate  which  we  have  attempted  to 

recommend  we  found  times  when  we  could  not  get  every  oarticle 

of  information.    The  Semitor  well   knows  thfriTo^eTthl 

difficuiUes  we  are  facing  In  the  consideration  of  the  fieilble 

tariff  provision.     One  of  our  past  problems  was  In  finding  the 

cost  of  production  abroad  on  many  articles.     There  is  necessarily 

sprL  i^^^.'^*i'  ^,°  ''^'■*«'°  '^""""^  of  exercise  of  common 
fnJ^^  H  *'  *^^  InformaUon  available.  If  we  can  not  get  the 
nof^l  T^"^^  "^^^  ^"^  ^^  "'  **"*  *^t  *8  °o  reason  why  It  is 
^^^  i",^f  compulsory  and  necessary  for  us  to  make  some 
recommendations  as  to  rate.  ^^ 

^^-  ^?.V5^^^^     ^''-  Pi^Jdent  wUI  the  Senator  yield? 
tnVhl  V^^.  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  yield, 
to^h;.  COUZENS^  I  think  the  Senators  who  have  responded 
^P  of  fh  °^*^/'  .^i?  "i^^*'  ^^^  ^P«^  to  casein  have  missed 
rvlt.^ul  *  outstanding  factors  In  the  conclu.sion  of  the  Finance 
S^^  i/^V  ^^!5*  ^^^  *^^  continual  decrease  in  the  use  of 
rasein  If  the  price  got  so  high  that  they  could  not  make  the 
coated  paper. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  what  I  said. 

Mr  COUZENS.  In  other  words,  if  the  tariff  rate  was  pot  at 
o  cents,  as  the  farmers  ask,  the  cost  of  coated  paper  would  be 
so  increased  that  the  manufacturer  of  paper  would  be  almost 
ir  not  entirely,  put  out  of  business,  and  therefore  the  demand  for 
casein  would  decrease  and  the  consequent  decrease  would  result 
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Mr.  BORAH.     That  reminds  me  of  the  itu-t  that  tu^  %ir.^  » 
from  Utah  I  Mr.  Suoor]  contends  u'atthliL^'n^otTZl 
does  not  raise  the  price  of  the  article  »"iP*«ing  of  a  duty 

hJI''/*'^^*^-     ^"^^  *»'  ^^-     ^"^  many  cases  it  does  not     That 
depends  a  great  deal  upon  competition  ^"^ 

^^^^'  .^*^*^H.     And  there  Is  no  place  in  the  countrv  whpr« 

f^rme«.  ""  """'^  competition  as  there  is  am'SfigX^'SurrS 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  think  I  ever  made  the  stiitement  thnf 
the  rat^  of  duty  here  fixed  for  agriculture-  8""«ncnt  that 


h/^''.,,^^^^^-     '^^^  '^t-nator  said  the  other  day  Uie  rates  of 
il  ^^S^^^J^"^^  '^^  P^^  of  commodltii.  ^  *^''    ^' 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  ..imply  said  that  when  I  was  asked  al^mt 

rdid"Lrin1."^r  tTetri^^  '  -'''  ^-  ""^-  cert^ln^ dS 

oTtlh'l^rUur*""^^  '''''  ^^'  -t  "-^«-^^>'  ralse'WeU" 

Mr'  Rn2?S     WK™**"^'  ".""y  '^'^*'^'  't  ^oes  not. 
Mr"  ^?f^-    i  K^  "''^  ^^''^  ^^  ^«''"»^»-  «  chance  on  that? 
chJlic^e.  •     ^  ^^"'^  ^"  ^^J^"""  *«  ^'^^^^  the  farmer  a 

Mr   SaiOOT.     I  am  perfecUy  willing  to  give  6  cents  a  nnnnrt 
but   I   wanted  to  say   to  the  Senator  that  the  ^na tor   fr  ml 
Michl^n  [Mr.  Coczens]  has  stated  the  case  just  eiacUy  aH 

5!.^i7^H  ^ihLM*"'^  '''^^^^  ^^^'  ^"'^  ^^«t  was  the  th?ng  wmci 
fcially  decided    he  matter  in  the  committee  as  to  the  raTe  on 

S^  f-  ^^  ''liWr''^  ^^^  statement  correct  as  ma  le  by  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  as  applying  to  what  may  ha  J  ^n  in    h! 

!^  Z^i^^  Tt  ♦^t'^^'^'t^"?  rate  on  casein  has  caused  In  nmbei 
of  periodicals  to  change  from  the  use  of  coated  paA  o  th^ 
use  of  calendered  paper.  »«»i'^i   iw  mc 

Mr  BORAH  The  Senator  Just  stated  he  was  wUling  to  give 
L^fn-  ^?^^  t*'^^  ^""'^  ^  ^^^y  reasonable.  t^  we 
ri^JiHTh?"^  ^^'^  ""^  "^^  c<.mmlttee  on  the  different  schS^l^ 

JnVTff  hm  ST  *  ''^l  *'""'°°t  ""^  "^'>t  "Pon  the  making  <,f  tZ 
tariff  bill.  The  most  important  schedules  in  the  bill  were  made 
by  a  vote  of  one  or  two  majority.    That  does  not  signify  very 

f^^  ^K  ?%  "  TJ"  ^^^^  '"*^°  ^«  ««t  upon  that  committed  coSld 
divide  5  to  6  and  0  to  5,  It  does  not  carry  very  much  prS"ge 
with  me  when  it  comes  to  going  into  this  matter.  TheTnf 
tor  from  Utah  was  in  favor  of  a  5K«nt  rate  on  casein  He 
knows  more  about  it  I  apprehend,  than  the  Senator  from  Petm 
sylvanla  or  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  will  ever  know 

Mr.  EDGE.    That  is  quite  true. 
tT^m&^^    Therefore  I  am  going  to  follow  the  Senator 

fril'V^Ph^^^'n  *J^  *K^  ^°**^^  «°*°8^  to  follow  the  Senator 
from  Utah  on  all  the  other  rates?    [Laughter  1  "^"-iwr 

Mr.  BORAH.    I  do  not  know.  ^ 

f.^nn  ^^,^™NS.    I  thought  the  Senator  said  he  was  going 
to  follow  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Oh,  on  this  proposilJon.  He  may  liave  gone 
V^K^  «°  ^^^  ^^^SB.  In  my  opinion,  if  we  could  have  the  vote 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah  IncorporattHl  in  the  bill,  it  would  be 
an  infinitely  better  bill  than  It  Is. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Oh.  the  Senator  means  the  rates  for  which 
the  Senator  from  Utah  voted? 

Mr.  BORAH.    Yes. 

Mr  COUZENS.  If  they  were  Incorporated  In  the  bllL  the 
Senator  means  the  bill  would  be  a  better  bUl  than  it  is  now' 

Mr.  BORAH.    Yes. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Idaho  because 
consistently  the  Senator  from  Utah  voted  in  the  committee  for 
low  rates  on  the  industrial  schedules. 

Mr.  BORAH.    That  is  what  I  understood. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  And  yet  he  is  called  a  high  priest  of  high 
tariff.  He  does  not  even  measure  up  to  an  altar  boy  when  it 
comes  to  high  rates. 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President  will  the  Sena- 
tor  yield? 

Mr.  BORAH.     Certainly. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Since  we  have  had  a  discus- 
sion of  the  votes  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  and  have  had  him 
vindicated  of  the  charges  heretofore  made,  why  may  not  the  votes 
taken  in  the  Finance  Committee  be  made  public?  Is  it  fair  to  pub- 
iWh  the  votes  of  some  Senators  on  that  c<jmmittee  and  withhold 
the  record  as  to  otljera,  and  to  have  the  Senators  who  are 
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proud  of  their  record  in  the  committee  sit  silent  now  and 
j>enuit  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  t>e  ^orlfied  and  wear  his  hJilo 
withoat  qu»^tJon  while  they  remain  silent  themselves  as  to 
their  angelic  conduct  in  the  Committee  on  Finance?  Wiy 
should  not  we  have  the  whole  record  if  we  have  a  part  of  It? 
What  is  the  object  in  pablishing  a  portion  of  It  and  conceall  ag 
the  remainder  of  it?  Why  do  Senators  permit  the  record  In 
the  committee  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  be  made  public  a;  id 
refuse  consent  that  their  own  record  be  made  public?  Tlie 
Senator  from  Utah  is  muttering  something.  I  would  like  to 
know  what  It  Is.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  Is  making  a  le- 
latefl  objection  to  the  crown  of  glory  with  which  the  Senat>r 
from  Michigan  has  adorned  him  or  whether  he  is  dissenting 
a^'ainst  the  application  of  the  same  rule  to  the  vote  of  oth^r 
Senators  in  the  Finance  Ck)mmittee  that  has  been  applied  to 
his  own. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President.  I  would  be  glad  to  have  tlie 
votes  of  the  t-onnnittee  made  public.  I  do  not  know  what  th^y 
were  with  reference  to  all  the  commodities,  but  during  ray  stJ  ly 
here  thi.s  .'jummer  (here  came  out  of  the  committee  once  in  a 
while  the  result  of  a  vote,  and  I  would  leam  what  some  of  tlie 
votes  were.  I  know  that  the  bill  now  before  us  does  not  repre- 
sent the  Mnance  Committee  except  in  the  8en.se  that  after  th(  y 
got  all  tlirough  then  tliey  agreed  to  repi>rt  and  support  it. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  They  first  excluded  all  tJie 
Deniocnu.s  from  the  cf>mniittee  and  then  by  that  procesj;  we  e 
able  to  get  a  nrajority  of  six  to  five  in  their  own  group.  That  is 
the  way  the  bill  got  out  of  the  committee  into  the  Senate. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Is  that  different  from  the  method  that  has 
always  l>een  adopted  under  either  a  Democratic  or  a  Republicf  n 
administration  heretofore? 

Mr.  SMlXXr.  We  wore  not  even  allowed  in  the  committee  it 
any  time  when  the  Dem<x*rat.s  were  in  the  majority. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  am  not  so  much  concerned  about  the  Dem> 
crats  being  excluded;  that  is  according  to  custom;  but  as  a 
matter  of  interest  in  the  framing  of  the  pending  Uiriff  bill'  lam 
c<moemed  about  the  fact  that  the  bill  has  been  framed  by  s  x 
men,  and  that  th««e  six  men  do  n»>t  represent  what  might  !  »e 
calh-d  the  agricultural  regions  of  this  country 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I»e8  the  Senator  from  Idal  o 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  BOItAH.    I  yield. 

Mr,  COUZENS.  I  want  to  warn  the  Senator  from  IdaJo 
not  to  give  undue  weight  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  en 
Finance,  bei-ause  the  vote  in  committee  In  hardly  any  case  thi  t 
I  can  recall  was  unanlmou.s.  So  the  Senator  need  not  be  dl  i- 
turbed  about  the  weight  which  Is  to  be  given  to  the  report  (f 
the  committee  in  casting  his  vote  on  the  pending  bill 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  from  Idaho  wi  I 
allow  me  one  further  observation  in  reference  to  the  votes  ii 
the  committee.  I  shall  not  interrupt  him  further.    The  Senator 
from  Idaho  likewise  need   not  be  at  all   disturbed  as  to  the 
vote  of  6  to  5  representing  the  same  Senators  at  all   timei 
In   other   word.^,   speaking  for   myself,   I   shall   not   offer   th^ 
slightest  resistance  to  having  my  v.>te  In  the  committee  put- 
ll^he^l ;  but  I  can  say— and  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Michl'^a  i 
[Mr.  CorzENs]   will  support  me  in  the  statement,  as  will  th» 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  and  other  Republican  member^ 
of  the  Finance  Committee— that  the  votes  on  the  agricultural 
schetlule  and  e^-ery  other  schedule  demonstrat(>d  the  greates 
difference  of  opinion,  brought  about  by  interpretation  (.f  thi  • 
farts  which  were  laid  before  the  committee.    So  there  was  no 
any  ••  Woe  "  of  6  to  T).    Many  times  I  would  be  on  one  side  an( 
cm  the  next  vote  with  another  gn>up;  and  so  It  was  with  ever 
other  Seniitor  on  the  ci«nniittee.  ' 

tumlsS^l^"     ^^^'  ""^^  '^^  """^  '^^^"^^  *°  ^^  '^^^"^ 

Mr  RORfn  "i^'''"  ^"^l  7'^  reference  to  all  the  schedules 
•chedt^w  ^'^^  reference  to  the  industrlT 

Mr.  EDGE.     It  was  quite  txue  throughout 

rr.^'"T?'?^2'!S''l^  Arkansas.     Mr.  President,  wUl  the  SenatoJ 
from  Idaho  yield  to  me?  -^^^^i 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yleU 
to  the  Senator  fn»m  Arkansas? 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Why  not  have  the  record  hen 
of  the  votes  taken  In  the  committee?  Why  should  we  spend  tinw 
m  controversy  between  Senators,  whether  they  be  apologizlns 
or  boasting?  ^Tjy  not  let  us  have  the  record?  One  Senator  say* 
there  were  two  blocs  in  the  majority  membership  of  the  Finance 
Committee,  divided  6  to  5,  and  by  that  procew  these  largf 
questions  relatinj  to  the  industrial  scheduka  were  determined, 


while  another  Senator  oi^enly  says  he  voted  at  one  time  on  one 
side  of  the  i^oposition  and  on  the  other  side  the  next  time 

Mr.  BORAH.    Not  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  What  the  Senator  meiint  by 
that,  I  do  not  know,  unless  he  meant  that  he  changed  his  atti- 
tude in  order  to  make  the  five  six  or  the  six  five  in  the  com- 
mittee. That  is  the  only  construction  I  can  place  upon  his 
language.  Now,  why  all  this  confusion?  Why  all  thLs  dispute? 
Why  this  difference  of  opinion  and  contention?  Why  not  let 
us  have  from  the  Senator  from  Michigjin  [Mr.  Couzens]  the 
real  facts  and  the  record  of  the  votes  in  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee when  these  questions  were  l)eing  considered  ">  Why 
should  we  confine  it  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot] 
who  voted  for  low  rates  in  the  committee,  an<l  by  every  rule 
will  reverse  his  action  in  the  Senate  and  vote  to  sustain  the 
high  rates  reported  by  the  majority  of  the  committee  which  over- 
ruled  him  in  committee? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  want  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas [Mr.  Robinsojt]  while  he  is  on  hi.s  feet- 


Mr.  BORAH.  Just  one  moment.  I  think  if  we  can  not  get  the 
committee's  record  we  ought  to  adofjt  a  resolution  releasing  all 
members  of  the  committee  fmm  the  obligation  which  they  seem 
to  feel  as  men>bors  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    I  would  comment  to  that. 

Mr.  I'.ORAH.  And  that  they  l.e  permitted  to  vote  here  as 
they  voted  in  the  ccnnmittee.     [I.«nghter.] 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  Prt'sident.  I  was  going  to  suggest  to  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  that  as  It  would  seem 
the  majority  meml>ers  of  the  committee  have  no  particular 
objection  to  those  votes  being  made  public,  why  not  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  requested  to 
furnish  the  votes? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  will  make  that  re<|uest 
There  seems  to  be  no  objection  to  it.  I  ask  unanimous  n.nsent, 
Mr.  President,  that  the  Committee  on  Financ-e  l)e  requested  to 
publish  its  votes  on  the  resi)ectlve  .sche<lules  of  the  pending  bilL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,     is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Just  a  moment.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [.Mr.  Simmons]  desires  consent  to  be  given 
if  it  is  to  be  used  hereafter  as  a  prece<lent,  becau.se  in  the  con- 
sideration of  every  tariff  bill  that  the  Dem<x-rats  have  i.as.sed 
the  Republicans  have  had  nothing  to  say.  The  Democratic 
majority  would  not  allow  the  minority  to  go  into  conference 
with  them ;  they  would  not  allow  us  to  see  the  bill ;  they  would 
not  call  the  whole  committee  together  to  consider  it;  but  re- 
ported  it  to  this  body  without  a  Senator  on  this  side  'seeing  it 
or  even  knowing  anything  about  what  was  to  be  done. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  This  request  does  not  relate  to  tliat  at  all* 
this  has  no  crmnection  with  that.  ' 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  discission  of  the  S«'nator 
from  Utah  has  no  relationstilp  whatever  to  the  request  for 
unanimous  con.sent 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  object.  Jlr.  President 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President,  mv  request  can 
be  ju.stifled   In   the  conscience   of  every   Senator  here  present 
We  are  debating  a  serious  controversy  among  Senators  as  to 
how   they   voted   in    the   Committee   on    Finance,    one    Senator 
acquitting  himself  and  glorifying  another  Senator.     The  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  is  willing  to  accept  the  crown  but 
he  is  not  willing  to  bear  the  cr(>ss.     I  ask  that  my  request  may 
be  submitted  to  the  Senate. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 
Mr.  WARREN.     I  object  to  the  refjuest,  Mr.  President 
The  VICE   PRESIDENT.     Objection  Ls  made.     The  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Borau]  has  the  fl<x>r. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Well,  Mr.  President,  there  will  probably  be 
developed  from  time  to  time  as  we  go  along  the  Information 
we  might  have  had  all  at  once. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  take  Just  a  moment,  and  then  I  will 
ch^se,  to  say  a  word  about  what  tills  debate  this  afternoon 
demonstrates.  It  demonstrates.  In  my  opinion,  if  the  support- 
ers of  this  bill  be  right,  that  there  is  no  place  for  the  farmer 
under  the  protective  system  of  the  United  States.  Let  us 
assume  as  they  ctmtend  that  by  reason  of  putting  a  duty  upon 
hides  It  was  necessary  to  put  these  duties  upon  leather  and  a 
duty  upon  harness  and  a  duty  upon  ghoes,  although  we  are 
importing  less  than  1  per  cent  of  our  production.  The  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  argues,  as  does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts, that  by  reason  of  the  duty  upon  hides  it  becomes  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  put  a  duty  upon  the  things  which  the  farmer 
has  to  buy  which  are  made  from  hides.  Assuming  that  a  duty 
upon  hides  increa-ses  the  price  of  the  raw  material  so  that 
Its  manufacture  costs  more,  it  mu«t  aLso  be  assumed  that  the 
manufacturer  wiU  avaU  himself  of  the  benefit  of  the  duty  upoa 
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kII'^'^u"^'"  harness,  and  upon  shoes.  So  the  result  is  that 
while  the  farmer  will  get  about  $9,000,000  for  his  hides,  by  the 

m^  ^  ^?  ^'^  '*"■  ***«  harness  and  paid  for  his  shc4  he 
will  be  out  something  over  $21,000,000.  If  that  Is  the  true 
nnT,T^  f  i^I  P''??^""^^  f^ystem.  the  farmer  may  as  well  make 
up  hi.s  mind  that  he  has  no  place  in  that  system.  We  can  take 
that  line  of  argument  and  apply  it  to  every  duty  In  the  bill 
which  is  pertinent  to  agriculture.  It  Is  applicable  to  every  other 
duty  the  same  as  it  Is  in  the  case  of  hides 

,«SrJI^I^'"'/,!°'  «^'?  ^^**'  ^^"^  ^^**  *«  ♦">«•  tl>e  'arm«  "^nst 
^^.  fu^f°'  ^"""^^  ^y  '■^^^^  of  ^e  »i«me  market  Mr  Presi- 
dent, the  home  market  wiU  not  save  the  American  farmer  if  he 
Is  compelled  to  compete  with  the  outside  world  for  the  enjov- 
ment  of  the  home  market  Take  England,  for  instance:  In  1842 
England  went  on  a  free-trade  basis.  The  contention  of  the 
advcK-ates  of  the  policy  at  that  time  was  that  the  EnglLsh 
farmer  having  the  benefit  of  the  great  manufacturing  establish- 
ments and  the  market  which  they  afforded  would  be  able  to 
maintain  hlm.self,  that  because  of  his  nearness  to  the  market 
be  would  enjoy  the  home  market  Now,  what  has  been  the 
story  of  English  agriculture?  It  disappeared  to  all  practical 
intents  and  purposes  as  s«m  as  that  doctrine  was  applied 

It  will  not  save  the  American  farmer  to  have  the  home  market 
If  he  must  share  that  home  market  with  those  who  produce 
c(.mmoditles  In  countries  where  there  Is  paid  for  labor  one- 
lonrth  of  what  the  American  farmer  pays.  Unless  Uie  American 
farmer  can  have  the  American  market  to  himself  to  the  extent 
of  his  ability  to  supply  it  the  home  market  will  be  of  no  benefit 
to  him.  Of  what  benefit  is  it  to  the  American  farmer  to  have 
manufacturing  establishments  erected  or  great  manufacturing 
centers  built  up.  as  the  Senator  from  Fennsvlvania  said  if  he 
is  not  to  enjoy  them?  What  is  the  benefit  if' they  are  to  'be  fed 
from  other  sourc-es,  as  the  Senator  from  Mas.sachusetts  says 
.  from  Canada,  and.  as  has  been  said  in  the  case  of  casein  from 
Argentina,  or  from  the  Philippines?  There  is  no  benefit' to  be 
derivt^l  In  any  such  Instance  as  that 

Mr.  President,  the  manufacturers  must  share  their  profits 
with  the  American  farmer  or  the  American  farmer  must  con- 
clude that  there  is  no  place  under  the  prote<'tive  system  for 
him.  I  propose  later  to  take  up  some  of  the  duties  which  have 
been  )>io|>o.sed  and  to  demonstrate  that  In  every  Instance  the  com- 
mittee have  done  as  they  have  done  in  the  ca.se  of  hides 
namely  taken  away  that  which  they  agreed  to  give  the  farmer' 
They  give  him  a  duty,  and  say:  "You  are  to  have  an  Increased 
r.'"'**^K,"!'^*.*''^.°  immediately  increase  the  duty  on  the  commod- 
ity which  the  farmer  has  to  buy  and  take  away  from  him  that 
which  they  pretend  to  give  him. 

Mr     WALSH    of    Massachusetta     Mr.    President,    will    the 
Senator  vield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Massachu.setts' 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  yield, 
o  I'Y-!-  ^^'^LSH  of  Massachusetts.  If  the  Senator  wants  any 
additional  confli-mation  of  the  fact  that  the  levying  of  tariff 
rates  is  of  no  benefit  to  the  farmer,  he  can  find  it  in  what  has 
taken  place  since  the  tariff  act  of  1922  went  on  the  statute 
books.  Every  single  rate  asked  for  by  the  farmers  was  incor- 
porated in  that  bill,  as  the  Senator  knows 

th?Je?  ''^"^"-     '^*"  ^^^  Senator  allow  me  to  interrupt  him 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.     I  will 

Mr  BORAH.  I  admit  that  fact;  but,  with  all  due  respect  to 
tue  nien  who  represented  the  farmers  in  connection  with  the 
drafting  of  those  schedules,  they  consented  that  those  repre- 
senting other  indu.stries  might  also  have  aU  they  wanted,  and 

nrotecMlJ  ^r^  '^^'.  ""'^'^'^  "  ''^^^  ^^^^  to  give  the  farmer 
PM.tection  It  was  taken  away  by  the  duties  which  were  levied 
npon  the  «t)mmo<litles  which  are  being  sold  to  him 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  think  that  may  be  true  in 
^JI;  f      "^^"t  '."^"^  ^****"*  t*»  ^y  ^a*  ^at  though  every  duty 

the  pleas  of  those  representing  the  farming  States  in  this  bodv- 
yet  agriculture  has  constantly  and  steadily  declined  since  1922 
?m  h  V  "i.^^K '^'^  ^^^^  *^^y  ^^n  ^t  any  "me  since  then  ; 
feviPfl  fn '"liio  f^^  '^''"l  backward.  Surely  agricultural  duties 
^hTJ  ^u^^  ''"T^  "*''  ^^^^  *^'™     ^^bat  ivason  is  there  to 

uW^l^^^'''^  ^""^^^  *"  this  biU  will  help  him? 
betw«.n^^H     ..  ^'?*  ^^  ^^^^-    ^*^^t  is  because  of  the  disparity 

Mr^' A^r  iS'^'i'^i  P"*^  *°^  ^^^  P^*^«  «'  otiJ^r  commodities. 
^tf^  \^  .  ^  **^  Massachusetts.  I  am  agreeing  with  the  Sen- 
fJ-L  r"^  .  ^'^  ^^^  °*^  ^^^  benefits  to  the  farmers  by  levying 
kn«5  u  .^  .  ^^1  farmer's  remedy  is  elsewhere,  and  the  Senator 
itnows  it  Is  elsewhere. 

Mr.  BORAH.     No. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  And  tlie  Senator  from  Idaho 
nas  voted  for  remedies  other  than  tariff  duties. 
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Mr.  BOHAH.     Tor  what? 

Mr   President,  the  protective  tariff  can  be  made  efftf five  f.,r 
the  farmer  if  the  Industrialists  are  willing  tTslm^e  wiVh  the 

tariff.  If  tbey  are  willing  that  their  duties  shall  be  redm-ed  to 
a  ria^mable  degree,  the  farmer  mn  get  protection  S«  of  the 
p^tective  .system :  but  If  every  time  that  we  raVse  the  U  v 
upon  a  raw  material  or  upon  a  food  product  the  industria  sts 
n  order  to  esc^p,.  the  burden  which  would  be  impS^  u,hu; 
them  in  paymg  an  increased  price  for  raw  material  STfor  fS 
products,  have  the  duties  on  their  commodities  increaswl  go  th^ 
as  a  result  they  have  paid  nothing  additional  ^Xt  Zni^ 
the  farmer  can  not  get  any  Lteuefit  out  of  it  *:"urse 

Here  is  the  trouble 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  am  not  in  di-sagriH  ment 


with  the  Senator.  The  Senator  knows  how  I  vote,!  in  the  past 
on  ni«>st  of  the  increased  duties.  The  Senator  knows  what  my 
p>sition  has  been.  I  am  not  urging  increased  duties;  I  nm  urg- 
mg  in  the  case  of  a  depressed  industry  the  right  to  have  the 
protective  tariff  principle  applied  to  that  imlustry.  as  the  Sena- 
tor  is  urging,  and  properly  so,  un  the  case  of  a  distressed  branch 
of  the  agricultural  industry  which  may  be  bettered  by  a  tariff 
duty  that  a  high  tariff  rate  should  l»e  levied  for  that  farm 
product. 

*  ^L'  ^^,^^H.     Let  me  say  that  if  we  reaUy  would  confine 
tariff  duties  to   industries   which   are  in  distVess   the   Senator 
would  be  in  a  position  which  would  be  incontesuble   but  this 
bill,  in  my  judgment,  does  not  do  that  at  all.     It  levies  duties 
In  ca.ses  where  Industries  are  not  in  distress;  it  comes  under 
no  rule  laid  down  by  the  President  under  no  rule  laid  d«»wu 
by  the  Democ-rats.  and  under  no  rule  laid  down  bv  the  Re- 
publicans.   Duties  are  being  levied  where  it  hs  unnec^.ssury     If 
this  bill  were  confined  to  three  or  four  industries    sudi    i     the 
textile  industry  and  the  tannhag  Indastry,   leaving  out  shoes 
and  harness,  to  which  the  same  argument  does  not  aprtiy  at 
all,  there  would  be  a  different  situation.     Take,  for  instance 
lumberhig  and  certain  branches  of  it     It  may  be  maiitained' 
and  justly  so,  that  that  Industry  is  entitled  to  a  duty    but  the 
bill  does  not  stop  there;  it  goes  beyond  that,  and  duties  are 
placed   upon   products   which   do   not  need   protection    in    the 
manufacture  of  which  profits  are  great,  the  imports  of  which 
are  small,  and  the  exports  are  constantly  increasing 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  1  Udnk  there  is  no  better 
indication  of  the  manner  in  which  some  of  the  duties  in  this 
bill  have  been  levied  tlian  what  was  asserted  here  to-day  I 
am  sure  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  did  not  appreciate 
how  sweeping  his  statement  was  when  he  said  that  out  of 
sympathy  for  the  farmer,  in  the  case  of  casein  he  disregarded 
all  measures  and  all  rules  of  cost  of  production,  but  generouslv 
went  out  of  his  way  to  give  the  industry  more  tiian  tiie  evidence 
Justified.  If  tliat  is  tiie  case,  we  might  well  ask  in  how  many 
other  instances,  through  sympathy,  rates  have  been  levied  that 
can  not  be  Justified. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield'' 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Doe^  the  Senator  from  idaho  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 
Mr.  BORAH.     I  yield- 
Mr.  REED.    I  know  of  no  case  where  an  Industrial  rate  was 
treated  In  that  way. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  But  the  Senator  did  state 
that  he  really  set  aside  his  judgment  and  the  appUcation  of  any 
definite  tariff  protective  rule  in  the  case  of  casein  because  of  his 
sympathy  for  the  farmers  who  petitioned  for  this  duty. 

Mr.  REED.  I  said  that  we  gave  them  the  benefit  of  every 
doubt,  and  we  did  not  do  that  with  the  industrial  nites. 

Mr.  BORAH.  The  farmer  asked  for  8  cents,  and  tbev  gave 
him  a  cent. 

Mr.  REED.  No;  some  of  the  farmers  asked  for  five,  and 
some  asked  for  eight  We  thought  we  gave  the  farmer  every 
penny  that  we  could  give  him  without  destroying  the  market 
for  his  product. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  seemetl  to  com- 
plain when  I  was  speaking— and  I  wUl  refer  to  it  now— tliat 
somebody  was  questioning  the  motives  of  the  committee  I  did 
?u.^  ,»aPP<^se  that  I  indulged  in  any  such  thing  as  that  •  but  I 
think  the  facts  which  were  before  the  committee,  which' I  read 
myself.  Justified  a  duty  of  at  least  5  cents  on  casein 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  if  the  committee  considered  the 
cost  of  skimmed  milk  when  they  were  determining  the  tariff 
on  casein! 
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Mr.  REED.    No.  Mr.  President.    We  tried  to,  and  we  could 
Dot  find  eridence  of  the  cost  of  skim  milk ;  and,  being  unable 
find  It,  we  did  not  consider  it. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  It  is  admit  ed 
by  the  Senator  from  PennsylTanla  that,  comparably,  they  wo  ild 
determine  the  price  of  lumber  without  knowing  the  price  of  lo  ?&, 
merely  having  the  cost  of  cutting  the  lumber  in  the  sawm  11. 
That  in  what  he  has  admitted;  and  then  he  has  toW  as  h  >w 
intelligently  and  genenrasly  the  conunittee  has  treaterl  airl 
culture.  ^ 

Mr.  IlEED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  an 

termptlon? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraj 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Certainly. 

Mr.  REED.  We  took  every  demonsti-able  difference  In  wist. 
We  took  every  vestige  of  information  the  Tariff  Commission 
could  give  us.  We  looked  np  the  cost  of  skimmed  milk,  aid 
they  told  us  they  had  tried  to  And  it  artd  coold  not;  but  ve 
took  every  proven  element,  and  we  gave  four  times  as  mu^h 
as  was  proven ;  and  It  seemed  to  us  that  in  all  likelihood  it  at 
wonld  overcome  the  difference  of  those  items  that  could  rot 
be  proven. 

It  Is  one  tWng  to  ask  questions  and  say,  "  Why  did  we  e  ot 
do  thns  and  so?"  It  is  another  thing  to  ask  me.  "  What  is  t  le 
cost  of  sktm  milk?"  I  hope,  before  the  Senator  sits  down,  le 
will  answer  some  of  his  own  questions. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  I  will  state  what  they  piy 
for  skim  milk  in  the  Argentine.  It  Is  less  than  a  cent  a  galUn. 
Why.  yoo  could  not  get  the  Aaoerican  fanner  to  handle  a  gall  m 
of  skimmed  milk  and  haul  it  to  the  station  for  1  cent  a  galUn 

The  Senator  states  that  his  committe«-  had  no  evidence  as  to 
what  skimmed  milk  cost.  That  is  the  raw  product  from  whiA 
casein  is  made.  (Casein  is  nothing  but  cottage  dieese  Tie 
simplest  process  In  the  world  is  required  to  produce  It.  I  a  ik 
the  Senator  what  he  thinks  a  farmer  ought  to  receive  for  a 
gallon  of  milk  delivered  to  a  station  prodncii^  casein.  Kow 
certainly  the  committee  could  have  arrived  at  soch  a  conclaslcn! 
Did  you  arrive  at  such  a  coiiclaaion? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sea- 
ator  if  he  knows  the  cost  of  skimmed  milk  in  this  country  I 
should  like  to  know  also  if  he  knows  the  cost  of  hidea  Hew 
are  we  going  to  get  the  cost  of  by-prodncts  in  all  these  article  j? 
We  all  know  that  skimmed  mUk  is  a  by-product,  and  in  flxhig 
the  tariff  on  hides  we  could  not  give  the  cost  of  hides,  becau» 
the  hide  is  a  by-pnxiuct. 

Mr.  HOWEI^L.  The  Tariff  (Commission  has  given  us  a  basis 
for  determining  the  cost  of  hides.  It  has  stated— you  will  fli  d 
it  In  the  Tariff  Coraniis.Hioo'3  rpports—that  a  hkle  weighs  aboit 
6Vj  per  cent  of  the  weight  of  the  animal,  and  that  on  an  avera  e 
the  value  of  tlie  hide  Is  about  11  per  etnt  of  the  value  of  ti  e 
animal.  That  Is  what  you  will  find;  and  when  you  com  pa  e 
statistics  yon  will  find  that  hide  values  run  about  that  way  i  o 
there  is  no  ditbculty  In  determining  approximately  the  cost  of 
productioji  of  a  hide  If  you  really  want  to  find  out 

Mr.    CorZENS.     Has   the    Senator   f.>und    out   the   cost    of 


akinimed  milk? 

Mr.  HOWKLL. 

Mr.  COL'ZK>'S. 

Mr.   HOWELL. 
States. 

Mr.    COUZENS 


I  have  given  some  attention  to  it:  yes. 
What  is  it? 
It  varies  In  different  parts  of  the  United 


.   .  .u     r,,  ^^**    "^   ^^^    figures    tliat    the    8«'nat<|r 

wante«l  th«»  Finance  Committee  to  use? 

Mr.  1K>WELL.     In  Vermont,  where  they  produce  casein    It  i* 

reported  that  milk  co«ts  were  about  $3.80  per  100  pounds   llj 

lOJl.   and   there  is  about   '^^   j*r  cent  of  butU>rfat   in   mil 

I^uct  the  value  of  the  butterfat.  In  tlie  neighborhood  of  42  t*> 

^i   c-ents   a   pound,   ami   you   have  the  cost   of  production 

skimmed  milk  In  Vermont.     But  let  me  tell  you  what  has  bee 

gi'ing  on.     Tlie  largest  user  of  casein  in  this  i-owntry  keens 

man  down  In  Argentina,  and  therefore  he  Is  an  importer  asVe 

as  a  retailer.     I  am  calling  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 

Michigan  to  conditions  which  he  suggested  the  other  dav  In  hU 

definition  of  an  importer.     Here  Is  the  largest  user  of  casein 

keeping  a  man  In  Argentina  and  supplying  himself  with  casein 

mmle  from  milk  f..r  which  the  produ^r  gets  ab^.ut  eight-tenth? 

2[f  f^I"!  ^T  ^V'""-  '^^^'  y^^"  ^"''^  "^t  f^^^  «  ^«"»*'r  in  thi, 
country  to  handle  a  gallon  of  milk  tm  eight-tenths  of  a  cent.  I 
Is  reixn^nlretl,  the  testimony  shows,  that  It  costs  at  least  2  cent . 
a  galh.n  to  deliver  milk  to  the  nearest  station.  Now.  I  ask.  wh  r 
did  not  the  i-ommlttee  cletermlne  what  they  thought  a  farme- 
ought  to  have  for  skimmed  milk?  They  could  have  done  thai 
Th^re  '*:?;' ""difficulty.    Tl.ey  did  not  try.    There  is  the  fact. 

Mr.  toi  ZE.NS.  There  was  no  reason  for  trying  It,  beosus' 
the  consumption  would  have  decreased  If  the  price  had  gone  u  j 
to  a  point  where  the  use  of  it  was  prohibitive.    It  ki  perfeeti  ' 


absurd  to  put  so  high  a  tariff  on  goods  that  they  can  not  be  used 
on  that  tariff  rate. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  in  1927  there  was  only  6.000,- 
00l>  iiounds  of  cai^ein  produce<l  in  this  country  that  went  into 
coated  paper ;  and  it  must  be  evident  that  if  they  .stopped  using 
the  24,OIX>.000  pounds  exi>orted  from  Anient iua  largely  the 
coated-paper  industry  would  at  least  use  G,UU0,0<JO  pounds,  and 
so  there  would  be  no  loss  to  the  farmer. 

Mr.  President,  wiieuever  we  try  to  raise  an  agricultural  tariff 
they  tell  us  that  the  farmer  will  get  no  benefit  from  it  because 
It  will  not  reach  him  or  because  It  will  develop  some  condition 
whereby  the  farmer  will  no  longer  have  a  market  for  his  pnMluct. 
The  producers  of  casein  in  this  country,  the  dairy  interests, 
have  taken  all  these  things  into  consideration.  They  know  lus 
much  about  the  effect  of  the  tariff  proposed  as  most  of  tJae 
Senators :  and  they  have  said.  "  We  want  8  cents  a  pound  on 
casein.  We  want  a  tariff  raise  of  5^  cents."  They  are  willing 
to  take  the  chance.  They  have  ^2.rKK>.(KJO  at  stake.  I  admit 
that  is  not  a  large  sum  in  this  great  country  of  ours;  but  they 
have  $2,»JO,00<>  at  stake  and  they  are  wlUIng  to  take  the  chanc-e. 
Here  is  one  agricoltunil  pro<luct  where  the  tariff  can  be  effective! 
becau.se  the  statistics  of  1927  show  that  l«.OtX>,000  i»ouuds  were 
produced  in  this  country  and  there  was  a  total  consumption  of 
42,000.000  pounds.  Put  an  adequate  tariff  ou  ca.«ein  and  the 
producer  will  get  the  price  he  .set'ks.  Put  an  adequate  tariff  on 
it  and  they  will  make  a  det^^ndable  casein. 

Why.    I  am   sure   tlie   Senator   from    Utah   will   tell   you he 

knows — that  we  can  make  in  this  country  a  casein  that  is  equal 
to  any  casein  in  the  world.  The  trouble  is  we  have  bewi  in 
competition  with  casein  made  from  skimmed  milk  sold  at  eight- 
tenths  of  a  cent  a  gallon,  and  tlie  consequence  is  that  the  farmers 
of  this  country  and  the  producers  of  cnsein  were  not  particu- 
larly interested  in  ca.sein  production. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  tb^  S^-nator  from  Itlaho  [Air. 
BoR.\H]  listed  agricultural  implements  as  products  of  indu.stry 
the  price  of  which  was  greatly  advanced  by  Uie  imposition  of 
tariff  duties.  The  answer  to  that  argument  by  the  Senator 
frt»m  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed]  was  tliat  agricultural  imple- 
ments are  upon  the  free  li^t. 

I  suggested  to  the  Senator  from  Itlaho  tliat  while  it  was  true, 
as  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  that  agricultural 
implements  were  upon  the  free  list,  the  price  of  those  imple- 
ments was  greatly  enhanced  by  the  tariff  duties  upon  the  raw 
material  which  enters  into  the  proiluction  of  the  implements. 
In  support  of  that — and  I  think  it  helps  suppt^rt  the  argument 
of  the  Senator  from  Idaho — I  desire  to  iKit  in  the  Rkcoiuj  some 
of  the  duties  carrieil  upon  the  raw  materials  that  enter  into 
the  manufacture  of  fanning  implements  and  machinery  and 
parts  thereof. 

Under  the  Senate  bill,  wrought  Iron  carries  a  duty  of  22.79 
per  cent;  steel  ingots  and  bars  a  duty  of  28.G9  per  cent;  alloy 
steel  28.fi9  per  cent ;  sheet  steel  36.62  jjcr  cent ;  parts  of  machin- 
ery, 30  per  cent 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  had  not  intended  to  discuss 
any  phase  of  this  measure  at  this  time;  but  the  Senator  from 
Penn.«iylrania  (Mr.  Heed],  in  his  comiMirison  between  casein  and 
pig  iron  and  other  wmniodlties  discussed  by  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  B(m,\nJ.  made  a  statement  which  I  am  sure  was  not 
Intentionally  so,  but  i.s.  nevertheless,  misleading. 

In  his  enthusia.sni  for  the  work  of  the  subcommittee  on 
metals,  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  stated  that  they  had 
not  only  re<luce<l  the  rates  in  the  metals  .scheilule  below  the 
rates  fixed  by  the  House  but  they  had  reduced  them  below  the 
rates  fixed  in  the  present  law.  Technii-ally,  that  statement  is 
correct ;  but  I  should  like  to  explain,  as  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania did  not  do,  how  those  figures  were  arrived  at 

According  to  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Commis.sion,  the  amount 
of  revenue  rece4ve«l  under  the  act  of  1922  fpf>m  this  S<hednle  3, 
which  includes  metal  and  manufactures  of  m^^tals,  was  $45^ 
603.592.  equal  to  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  35.7  in'r  cent.  Accord- 
ing to  the  rates  flxe<l  l)y  the  bill  as  It  passed  tJie  House  the 
amount  of  revenue  estimated  would  be  $51,535.8.t0,  equal  to  an 
ad  valorem  rate  of  39.6a  The  Senate  revision,  according  to 
the  estimates,  provides  a  revenue  of  $42,840,180,  equal  to  an  ad 
valOT«'m  rate  of  34.56. 

In  other  words,  the  Senate  committee  bill  provlties  for  reve- 
nue amounting  to  *2.561,00t>  less  than  that  provided  under  the 
present  law.  and  It  reaches  thftt  figure  by  placing  mangan.^ 
on  the  free  list  which  now  brings  in  six  and  one-half  million 
dollars  revenue,  and  whf«e  e<|ulvalent  ad  valorem  rate  is  88  per 
cent  according  to  the  figures  of  the  Tariff  Commission 

The  committee  further  arrives  at  this  the^iretical  reduction 
by  reducing  the  tariff  on  automobiles  fn.m  25  per  cent  to  10  per 

rniLf^S?*^  *  '^I^f^'"  """'^  ^^-  auton.oblh>s  came  into  the 
rnlte<l  States.  Inchidlng  trucks  and  hlgh-prtced  machines.  Rolb- 
Buixea^^oUitn  of  Uw  same  type.    The  Finance  Committee 
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has  used  the  reduction  from  25  oer  cent  to  ift  iv^i.  r^^t  i.. • 

In  other  words,  by  considering  a  reduction  of  fro^  25  to  10 
per  cent  on  automobiles,  which  do  not  come  into  the  wmit?v- 

feria  'Urr'fh""  '"^^'^^'^'^r^  ^^^^'ested  that  it  was^mma- 
teiial  both  to  them  and  to  the  American  public  whether  tliP 
committee  changed  tHe  rate  on  automobilesTnd  by  the  eliml 
nation  of  tlie  six  and  one-half  million  dollars  a  year  i^  Se 
revenue  on  manganese,  which  Is  put  on  the  free  list  and  which 
l^n  "fits  the  steel  industry  and  which  carriesTtoSl  of^  i^r 
cent  ad  valorem  rate,  the  Senator  has  been  able  to  arrive^t 
a  reduct.oii  of  from  35.07  to  34.76  and  paraded  that  iXe  the 
Senate  as  evidenc-e  not  only  of  the  Financ-e  Committers  Sner 
oTlL^t-t'^aY^^^^^.tl^^^  ^  -Po«<^  to  the  d^n^a-uds 

£H5r  i  '^^  ^^'^^  oT  Vi^^r^ 

reduce  the  tariff  on  automobiles  from  25  per  cent  to  10  n^r 
cent  ad  valorem,  which  means  nothing,  and  while  they  iidti^e 

^x  Ind  afarnS'^nl?''""'^'  ^^^*  ^''^^"^^  «  i^ele  of 
SIX  and  a  half  mdlion  doHars  a  year,  it  was  necessary  for  the 

metal.s  subcommittee  to  increase  rates  on  other  m^^l  produc  s 

to  make  up  the  difference  l>etween  six  and  a  haTf  milZ  a^S 

two  and  a  half  milUon.    In  other  words,  after  reducing  tlemetal 

sciiNiule  by  SIX  and  a  half  million  due  to  the  placing  of  ma„ 

rates  UOOO.OOO  on  oUier  products  of  the  steel  and  iron  millV 
which  almoet  makes  up  the  entire  reduction  brought  aboS  by 
placing  manganese  on  the  free  list  I  am  not  discusSnTnow 
the  merits  of  the  removal  of  the  tariff  on  manganese  TshaildlT 
cuss  that  m.m^^^hat  In  detail  when  we  reach  "f^nd  pXblv 
And  myself  agreeing  with  the  committee  on  that  but  I  «m 
using  that  simply  to  show  the  Senate  ^a?  the  Senator  fr^S 
du'rton  WW  '"•"  '^^^'^^^  that  in  making  his  tT^rXaT^l 
iZlZ'  ^^r*^'-  f  ^  "'"tier  of  fact,  outside  of  the  manganese 
dut..  the  sub(^,mmittee  ha.'.  Increased  the  rates  on  Iron  and^tSl 
prrKlucts  more  than  f4.000.000  above  the  presenTlaw  in  the  bm 
whMi  It  has  rt^ported  from  the  committee 

Mr.  Presidetu,  In  order  to  show  that  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sy  vanla  was  hanlly  corre.f  in  his  statement  that  thTmetiLs 
sul>c,,mmittee  had  reduc-ed  the  tariff  on  metal  ^tiuctt  eU^T 
natlng   manganese,   whl.-h   l»eneflts  his   cmstitue^ntTwe  m  Sit" 

wh^.  IT  """Tl  '*'  ?^  *^"^'''  ""^^'^  the  metal  schedule  and  S' 
what  the  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  finance  hTs 

On  cutlery  tlie  act  of  1922  carries  a  rate  of  1  cent  each  and 
.^  ^nlorZ    "^  '"'"'''°   "^  ''  ^  '''''''  ^'"^  «°^  K  ^r  ^nt 

The  Hou.se  bill  carries  a  rate  of  2  cents  each  and  50  per  cent 
ad  vnloreni  up  to  40  cents  each. 

The  Senate  revision  carries  a  tariff  of  4  cents  each  an<l  50  ner 
cent  ad  valorem  all  tive  way  up  to  40  cents  each  ^ 

So  that  on  cutlery  the  Senate  committee  not  only  has  not  re- 
duce,! the  present  law  <,r  reduced  the  House  rate«.  but  irims 

o2  'utTery  •^""^•^^  P^*"  ^"ent  increase  in  the  specific  dut.v 

w)f!lr  ^^^'^^    ^l-  ^^Went  will  not  the  Senator  teU  us  about 
Tnlin^'''^^^^  ^^  ^  speaking?    There  are  half  a  dozen  deal- 
ng  with  cutlery.  In  some  of  which  the  rates  are  increased,  and 
In  .s«)i„e  of  which  they  are  decreased. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  I  am  speaking  from  a  summary  which  was 
I'ca'n  not  ^/"^^  Tariff  C<.mmIssion  for  the  FinanS^  CommitT4 
ra^of  4  ^nf  ^^^"*">-  t'>  the  paragra,*  In  which  the  cutlery 
rate  of  4  cents  apiece  was  carried 

knk^es^*?^Mnb"hi^*'^/^"°^'''  '"  **^'^^'  ^^t  very  cheap  pen- 
f!^  »  ^•       ^^^^  ***"  tigures   are  appropriate,   but   he  will   find 

m;  BARKI%^'Tr"^  °'  '""  ^"  "^^"^^  parakpii.  "^ 
v4  hLvU^  in  th  ^^7  .""^  "?*  important  enough  to  weigh 
fnZ.  ^Vy-  °  t?^  total  result  especially  when  you  have 
nmaned  the  rate  by  100  pc-r  cent  on  the  cutlery  that  is  useS  by 
tie  pain  people  of  this  country.  Ton  mav  have  r^luced  it 
bm  o  ^he^.X'"  hlgh-class.  high-grade  dasslflcitfons  of  cu  Jer^ 
has  bUen  in^ieas^t"^'  '*  *^^'  °^'  ""'^  ""'  ^"  '«'°^«^'  »>"t  It 

M?  BAR^  A'^'n^'S^*'*",^  ^^.^^  "  ^'^^^  *^'  the  other  cutlery, 
the  inr  ii  M        ■,  ?"  dialing  instalments,  which  come  under 

he  jurLsdiction  of  the  metals  subcommittee,  presided  over  by 
'^t\^,T"  \'T  P/°"«^J^"«'a.  tile  present  law  carries  a  rate 

L'^^'V*'"^'  t»>.^  "*'"«»'  WU  cirries  a  rat*  of  40  per  cent,  and 
the  Si-nate  committee  bill  carries  a  rate  of  60  per  <5nt.  which  is 
an  increaKe  of  50  per  cent  ad  valorenr  above  \he  ratos^Sed 
In  the  House  bill  and  the  rates  in  the  piesent  law. 
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There  are  in  this  biU  some  220  to  2»  h«Kkat  m.^.^. 

ator  f nun  Pennsylvania   that  his  subc^.mmltt^  has   nm   i^i^" 
generous    but    has   been    really    brut-il    tn    /hL    ..  ,    ^*° 

industry  of  the  Unltc^StaJ^  "^    *^'    "^"°    "'"^    ''^eel 

S-   t  "n     "iT.^T'l/'^  "■""  ^^  '""^  ^'"^  o'  iS  U'  75  mas 

St  /iiK^SES?  S:--- -- 

T.,    1QOW   tZ  -iW^.um)  tons     in  1925  it  was  441000  tunv 

*.  '^HL''''}r'''^  Commission  made  an  Investigation  and  r*mr>rt  t« 
the  I>resldent,  and  acting  upon   that  repS?  the  PresXfln 
creasiHl  the  duty  on  pig  iron  from  75  cents  per  tonTo  «i  $2  2' 
the  law''"''  '""^  "'""^"'""^  *"^^^  ^-^^^^^  be'S^uld  n^\e*  mfdJr 

cr^Ur  f^oXl^to^lS^^  ifsiTr^^enf  tS'eM";?!  77  '^ 

SoTS  ,"'  ^l^  ^T  ^"  ^^^  '"nl^^^Stat^  Incre^'"  on  ^^. 
825000  long  tons  In  1922  to  35,858,232  long  tonThi  lO^      In 

r^^dT/^.''  '"  S^*"  -^^^  the  production  of  pig  ron  in'  the 
Lnlted  States,  under  the  tariff  of  1922.  increased  nraV-ii. J  LS^ 

Tt^^^H.^?^;!".^,"  ^^"""^  "^  imports  S'err"e::Ll'^b;*i^Sa? 
let  wth  that  information  before  the  President,  he  iuc^ased 
the  tariff  on  pig  iron  from  75  cents  to  $1.12»/.  a  ton      '"*"^^'"**^ 

ruptlon"''*^''-     ^-  '''•^'"*"^'  "*"  the  Senau;r"p:;;^it  an  Inter- 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 
K^*];.  ^^^^^-   P"^  the  Senator  know  that  the  reason  for  that 

order  ^sued  against  Gt^an  pig  iron,  and.  sec^d.  a  distrimC^ 
tory  order  issued  against  Indian  pig  iro.,  Uvanse  of  the  b^untv 
which  it  was  found   was  being  paid   to  their   fun.ac^v    £ 

checks  have  now  disappeared. 

Mr.  BAIIKLEY.     1  suppose  the  Senator  will  not  defiy  that 

Uie  raising  of  the  rate  from  75  cents  per  pound  to  $1125  had 

somethmg  to  do  with  cutting  down  the  Imports?  ^ 

Mr.  REED.     I  think  it  had  a  very  slight  effect 
Mr.  BARKpY.     If  it  had,  what  Is  the  reason'  for  increaslnir 

It  now  from  $1,125  to  $1.50?  ^^         increasing 

coJJjSyit^  '*'*"*^  ^°  ^^^"^  "  """'^^  ^'^■^'  ^"^  ^  think  I 

Mr.  BAltKLEY.     I  have  no  doubt  about  it 

Mr    REED.    I   am  glad   the   Senator   believes   there  is  no 
doubt  that  I  could  Justify  It  *^  «   mere   is   no 

Mr.  BARKLEY,     I  have  no  doubt  of  the  Senators  ile«.irp 

S?y  foMt"*"'  ""'  ^''  "'  """•^  referred'to'Ld  nTt&et:S: 

Not  only  have  imports  decreased  since  1923.  but  the  exports 

Slw^l    rth'"'*""'*"'"'^ '"  **•"  ^""''^  States  have  aK 
trebled  m  the  same  period.     In  1923  we  exported  only  8'>318 

Mr.  BAitKLLl.  It  dijes  not  make  any  difference  where 
they  go.  Wl»enever  we  have  an  industry  that  is  increasing  hJ 
five  yea w  Its  domestic  production  by  25  per  cent  and  is  re^iuclng 
is  imports  by  50  per  cent  and  Increasing  its  ex«.rts  b  y  m  rre 
than  100  per  cent,  I  say  that  industry  dis  not  need  ant  more 
protection  than  it  is  receiving  ut  the  present  time  * 

i'^.  hftor  also  referred  to  the  fact  that  this  increase  wa«i 
naade  by  the  President  and  Is  now  cariied  in  the  hi  li^a^s^r,? 
the  Importation  of  cheap  pig  iron  from  India.  I  want  n.  reTd  a 
sentence  or  two  from  the  report  of  the  Tariff  CommLim?  on 
pig  iron.  The  Tariff  CommisHlon  makes  a  stat.iii^r  ri  iTref 
erence  to  the  competitive  ct.ndlUous  In  the  market  of  the  I  ,1^^ 
Sta^  on  pig  Iron.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  I  have  ^ 
doubt,  wept  a  lot  of  sinc-ere  tears  over  the  dl lapWa ted  wS^ 
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Pennsylvania  and  along  the  Atlantic  coast.  It  might  be  will  to 
keep  In  mind  some  additional  information  carried  in  the  nport 
of  Uie  Tariff  Commission  which  the  Senator  from  Pennsvhania 
Inadvertently  overtooked,  as  follows  ' 

The  United  States  markets  in  which  foreign  and  domesUc  plgl  Iron 
BM^et  Jn  eompetlUon  are  largely  along  the  seaboard,  chiefly  the  AtlunUc. 
The  domestic  product  Is  manofactured  bjr  two  types  of  producers. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  undertot*  to  exonerate!  the 
United  States  Steel  Co.  from  having  any  Interest  in  a  tariff 
on  pig  iron,  thouijh  he  quallfle<l  that  statement  by  savin  r  he 
does  not  know  at  the  present  time  whether  they  produce  pie 
iron  or  not  -i  »'  » 

Mr.  REED.     I  think  they  have  an  interest.    It  Is  to 
interest  to  have  the  tariff  low  so  they  can  buy  It  cheap 

Mr.  BABKI^Y.  The  Tariff  Commission  seera.s  to  have  a 
ferent  view,  though  It  does  not  name  the  United  States 
Corpora  tion -gpedlically,  but  If  it  would  benefit  the  Steel  O 
ration  to  have  it  cheap  so  they  may  buy  it  at  a  low  price, 
sumably  It  wo«ld  benefit  all  the  steel  manufacturers  of 
United  States  to  have  it  cheap  so  they  might  buy  It  at  a 
price.     I  continue  reading  from  the  Tariff  Commission  : 

The  domestic  product  is  manufactured  by   two  types  of  produ4er8 
(1)   The  merchant  furnace,   producing  primarily  for  sale;  and    (2) 
steel-works  furnace,  making  pig  iron  primarily  for  steel  making  in 
own  esUbUshment  and  only  incldeiiUUy  for  sale.     Since  the  war 
latter  type  of  producer  has  supplied  a  ranch  larger  proportion  o< 
Iron   sold   than  before.     The  merchant  prodvxcer,   generally   with 
what  higher  cost  of  production,  must  therefore  face  competition 
from  the  domestic  steel  works  blast  furnaces  and  from  Imports  . 
Iron.     The   merchant   furnace    miinufactureni   in   eastern   Pennsyi 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  and  Virginia  bear  the  brunt  of  this  com) 
and  many  of  them  have  l«#u   forced  to  discontinue  operations. 

In  other  word.<»,  the  producers  of  pig  Iron  In  the  United  Stktes 
have  not  been  driven  out  of  business,  as  the  Senator  from  Pmn- 
sylvanla  said  and  would  lead  us  to  believe,  solelv  by  the  im 
portatkm  of  140,000  tons  of  pig  iron  from  foreign  countries  •  but 
dur.ng  the  last  10  year?,  acc*irding  to  the  Tariff  Commisl^ion 
the  i<teel  manufacturers,  the  Steel  CorporaUon,  the  Crucible  the 
Inland,  the  Republic,  and  all  the  steel  manufacturers  who   >ro- 
duce  their  own  pig  ii-on  for  their  own  use  have  been  protla  ing 
a  surplus  of  pig  iron  by  a  cheaper  process  and  by  more  econ<imi 
cal  management,  and  their  competition  with  the  merchant    -ur 
naces  which  make  pig  iron  at  a  higher  cost  primarilv  for    »le 
has  had  its  ibare  In  driving  out  of  bu-sinees  the  unfortniate 
producer*  oCiJdff  Iron  over  whom  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvi  nla 
weeps  so  c<^iously. 

I  had  not  Intended  to  discuss  the  iron  and  steel  schodnU   or 
any  part  of  the  bill  under  which  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  me  als 
rolK<ommIttee  might  be  ai)plied,  but  I  could  not  let  the  opnotu- 
nity  g»»  by  to  remind  the  Senate  that  the  Senator  from  p<nn 
sylvama,  who  was  In  charge  of  this  schedule,  who  had  a  ^prv 

1S'^L^«*  *°,  l'^''^  **"  ^^^  "*«*•  ^*<»  "^  *fi^e  the  Seriate 
the  benefit  of  the  fuU  information  when  he  sought  to  convince 
™t  in  companso.1  with  agri(-alture  he  had  brought  about 
a  reduction  in  the  total  average  rates  upon  steel  and  iron  piod- 
ucts.  at  the  smne  tin^  contending  that  the  unfortunate  situa- 
s.Tfo?»,ft*^  ^*  P*?-Iron  funiaces  in  his  and  neighboring 

fo^^n^     i!^°   ^"^^^^  ^^"'  ^«'y   ^y  ^  eompeUtionfof 
fordgn  countries.    When  the  iron  and  steel  srhedule  is  reacied 

111    r^'^^J'^^}  •**"  *»*^  **»  <»^*^  ^^^  it  In  greater  deiall 
than  I  have  been  able  to  do  at  thL*  late  hour  to^ 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  PresideDt  1  do  not  mean  to  get  into  i  nv 
altercitlon  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  ba  I  dS  not  ki^^ 
where  he  g<H.  hi-  flmires.  The  Tariff  Comil-sion  r^rt  sS  Z 
^\^'''\Z^  •'^J^  '^  'J*  ^""^^  "»«*«'  the  metX ached  1  ' 

portu  the  Tlrtd   would   have  been   U:U56JM1.    If   the   Senile 

Tnnil^Tf'^Y^  ""  ^"3  ^"  applicable  to  those  ImjM^rtTfhe 
Tariff  Comnihp^Iim  »ay*  the  ylt4d  would  have  been  «54  001  «R 
I>et  me  give  th,m^  million*  again :  Under  the  1«2  law  tS'ooO*  » 

Tf  Jif^Hif  ;  *"  ^""^^^  '•^''"^  ^^"^  «>'^'y  ^  the  eliminat  on 
of  the  tariff  on  manganese,  which  makes  up  for  the  differei  ce 

^ZZ""  ^J^^-'^'  ""<!  «he  $43,000,000  whlrti  would  have  Sen 
carried  under  the  House  bill. 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  the  largest  item.  It  Is  true:  but  th«  re 
are  a  great  number  of  other  Items.    The  total  redurtlon  urn  7r 


the  no«.>w»  bni  Is  $f>,000,000,  from  $«,000,000  down  to  $34,000.- 
000,  and  if  that  is  an  expression  of  industrial  greed,  it  is  a  very 
mild  one. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  vesterday  there 
was  some  discussion  of  amendments  on  pages  446  and  447,  sec- 
tion 584.  The  amendment  on  line  11  struck  out  the  language 
i,*^  i£*  **^°^'"  ^  8"^^  ve.**sel  or  vehicle."  The  amendment  in 
line  20  was  to  the  same  effect  as  was  that  on  page  447  line  6 
The  amendment  on  page  447.  line  9,  was  to  strike  out  this 
language,  "notwithj?tanding  the  proviso  In  section  504  of  this 
act  (relating  to  the  immunity  of  vessels  or  vehicles  used  as 
common  carriers)," 

I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  and  the  Senator  from  Penn-svl- 
vania  if  they  will  consent  to  a  reconalderaUon  of  the  action  by 
which  those  amendments  were  agreed  to  In  order  that  at  th^ir 
convenience  I  may  present  some  considerations  why  the  amend- 
ments should  not  be  agreed  to? 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  as  I  have  already  stated,  when 
any  Senator  makes  a  request  for  a  reconsideration  of  any 
amendment  that  has  l»een  agreed  uiwn  In  the  administrative 
provision.s,  the  vote  may  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  votes  by  which  the  amendments  just  described  were  agreed 
to  may  be  reconsidered. 

The  VICK  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered 

Mr.  MoKELIvAR.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  about  an  amendment  on  page  198,  line  18.  I  will  ask 
him  to  turn  to  it  for  Just  a  moment 

I  have  a  letter  from  Dr.  H.  E.  Watters,  president  of  Union 
University  at  Jackson.  Tenn..  who  a.sks  me  about  the  amend- 
ment. The  letter  is  accompanied  by  a  statement  dire<ted  to 
"  users  of  imported  educational  material."  which  reads: 

The  Senate  committee  on  tarilT  revision  has  recommrnded  an  Increase 
In  duty  on  maps  and  charts  from  '25  p*-r  cent  to  40  per  cent.  This  was 
done  at  the  request  of  Rand  McNally  &  Co. 

Their  plea  was  based  upon  the  fact  that  the  maps  In  a  competing 
atlas  were  printed  in  England.  This  atlas  sells  at  a  lower  price  than 
Rand  McNally's,  and  In  order  to  compel  their  competitor  to  sell  at  a 
higher  price  th«»y  persuaded  the  Senate  committee  to  recommend  this 
increase  of  duty  on  imported  maps. 

If  this  recommendation  Is  accepted  and  drafted  into  the  bill  the 
schools  of  this  country  will  be  forced  to  pay  higher  prices  on  all  lrapi>rted 
wall  maps,  charts,  and  picture.o,  of  which  thousands  are  used  annually. 

Am  you  know,  there  are  no  corresponding  American  publications; 
hence  the  Increase  can  not  benefit  American  Ubor  nor  any  other  Ameri- 
can publisher. 

It  seems  unjust  to  crucify  the  educaUonal  Interests  of  this  country 
merely  to  satisfy  Rand  McNally  &  Co. 

Is  his  statement  true? 

Mr.  SMOOT^  It  is  true  that  we  have  Increased  the  rate  on 
maps  and  charts  fn^m  25  to  40  per  cent. 

*'^;3*'^'S^'^^-  J^  •  ^  ^^^"^  t^a^'  ^"t  was  the  only  wit- 
ness before  the  committee  the  representative  of  Rand  McNally 
4  Co.? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  we  had  representatives  of  labor  organiza- 
tions before  ns  who  requested  this,  too. 

Mr.  McKELlJVIi  Why  make  an  Increase  from  25  per  cent 
to  40  per  cent?  Was  it  found  that  Rand  McNally  &  Co  and 
other  companies  making  maps  were  so  indigent  and  their  busi- 
ness so  depres^  that  there  was  no  other  way  around  it  than 
to  increase  this  tax  upon  the  educational  institutions  of  the 

♦K^'"  v^?il^^-  ^*^°.  ""'"  paragraph  is  reached  I  shall  have 
the  eihlbits  here  and  I  will  tell  the  Senator  then  in  detail  lust 
why  the  change  was  made. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  hope  the  Senator  win  do  so,  because 
apparently  there  Is  no  rea»>n  for  It  unlc«w  the  Senator  can 
present  one 

Mr.  SMOOT.  When  these  rates  are  under  discussion,  I  as- 
rore  the  Senator  we  will  give  a  reason  for  It 

thJJ^i^^m?™^'''**'"^'  ?'  ^''■''^iJ'-'nt.  It 'might  bemenlloned 
that  the  lithographers  of  the  counlr>'  have  found  a  great  deal 

and  Paris  and  Berlin.  The  Quality  of  the  .American  map  has 
been  going  steadily  downward.  We  can  make  and  we  ought  to 
make  much  better  maps  over  here  than  we  do.  Driven  down  by 
competition  from  those  three  countries,  as  well  as  from  Italy, 
the  quality  of  our  mai«  has  been  going  down  and  the  business 
«nfi  I^offS  ^^  across  the  ocean.  People  get  out  these  athtses 
w  ^i  Z  ^^  Z^'^'K^  '^''T  ^  ^^  country  excei»t  the  llthograpi,- 
S^il  Ji  ^^ -*"  '/  <J"°e  abroad.  It  Is  a  pity  to  liave  that  sklllwl 
trade  disappear  from  the  United  States.  Hie  time  might  come 
when  we  would  need  them  vcrj  badly. 


Mr    McKELLAR.     I  am  asking  for  Information      I  want  to 

there  is  no  rea.son  for  it.  ^t't-ai^uny 

Mr   President,  while  i  am  on  my  feet  I  ask  unanimous  con- 

as  to  the  present  tariff  situation  by  the  minority   leader  this 
morninR  as  pubUshed  in  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune 

Ihe  statement  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune.  September  16,   1929] 

BOBINSON    CRrriCIZKS     SITCATIOW 

In  a  statement  Issued  to-day  Senator  Joseph  T.  Robinson.  Democrat 
of  -Arkansas,  minority  leader  of  the  Senate,  declared  the  present  method 
"  loaLC"/  r.m^'Tf  "n"*"**"  •■  "«'  °"^^  unscientiflc  but  leads  to 
to  jictual  blackmail,  every   time  Congress  goes  to  work  on  it  " 

It  is  beneath  the  dignity  of  the  Congress  to  proceed  to  the  de- 
termination of  an  economic  problem  In  the  midst  of  a  riot  of  lobbyists  " 
Senator  BoBiNsoN  said.  "  Obviously,  most  of  the  witness^  so  call^  ^e 
those  With  a   direct   interest  In   the   Increase   of  tariff  schedules       The 

ZIZZ"'  """'*. ^"^  '^'  ''"''''  *"  "•^^Pre.^nted  smong  the  attorney! 

advocating  or  opposing  t.rilT  changes.     Unfortunately,  the  flexible  tartff 

iTor  diri:;;L"o'^^  '^"^  '^  ^  "°^"  ^-  administrations  ^e^l! 
"If  there  Is  necessity  for  a  Urlff  on  a  particular  commodity,  if  the 
fore  gn  competition  on  that  commodity  is  so  keen  as  to  maie  It  a 
hardship  for  the  domestic  producer  to  continue  In  buslnosa.  it  ought  to 
be  grsnted  w  thout  recourse  to  the  trading  among  Senators  and  Rep- 
resentatives that  marks  tariff  legislation. 

ma'kf^hl'^T-Hi  r^  ^'T,'  ""'^''^  °'  aPProaching  this  problem  is  to 
make  the  Tariff  Commission  a  body  composed  of  the  highest  type  of 
experts_m.n  who  can  not  be  influenced  Hther  by  poUUcs  or  theTre/ 
sure  of  great  corporations,   whose  verdicts  would   be  regarded  wlfS   as 

Trr^h'^H"^''.  ""'  7'''  °"  ""^  ^"«P''^'^°  °^  untoward  influ^nre  than 
are  the  dodslons  of  our  Supreme  Court. 

"Obviously.  Congress  can  not  delegate  Its  taxing  power  to  nxv 
commissU^n^  Many  of  the  greatest  lawyers  and  Jurats Tf  the  land 
believe  that  the  present  pn.vlslon  of  the  law  which  permits  the  Pn-sl 
dent  to  exercise  authority  in  raising  or  lowering  the  duties  wlThTut 
T^TZ"" il'^'^^T'  '^  '''''  *"  ^''^  ""'•  «'  unconsUtutlonali^.  HeZ 
an  apgrej^atlon  of  scientists  as  shouM  be  named  on  thV  b^rd  could 
not    be   disregarded   by   any    Senator   or    Representative    i^thrut   la  l,f 

tion  T^fi  h«     k1       .J     "*""*'  Quarters  here.     It  is  charged  that  sec- 
tion 526  has  been  aimed  mainly  at  Ford,  other  tractor  manufsTt^rer. 

of  the  Ford  factory  now  nearlng  completion  in  Ireland,  from  which  it^ 

r.:.'rr;rr:"l^ld'radmC^r"°^  ''  '''  """-'^  ^— - 

The   House  blU   failed   to  pUce  a  tariff  on   them.     The  Senate  bill 

however,  proposes  far  more  drastic  action  th.n  that  of  ^acJ^rime^ 

JS7  °«  «"5'J?''^""''  "•  ^^"^  *'*^*""  ^"^'''^  a«  made  abroad.     It  wouW 

pS  u*,*""'*  ''*"  "'  ^  ^~*'""«°  ''^  "^«  ^•""•^  State,  marr  ^d 

The  report  of  the  Smoot  committee  In  this  regard  says  • 

lour  committ«>e  believes  that  where  the  laws  of  the  nmtPrf  »t»t^ 

protect  the  interest  of  a  trade  mark  holder  by  allow^  Lm^^onTS 

bat  ;n"^t:' *':  "??.•  "  ''  '«'*^"*"*  »°  ^^J"'--  -  ?"  a.  pra^^t^bll' 
In  , J  tt7.!!?J       ''*'"*^  *"  *"•■  t"''«-'na>'k  "hall  manufacture  his  goo<ls 

i^U  ^rtll''*:  ^tr^"""^'^  '"^  •''^^"'*^°  '^»«-»°«  import." 'H 
J^er  ^rh  \    "^  AmerJcan   tr.de-m.rk,   opon   written   cou^t  of   tb. 

^^m  11..  '  °"i'  "  •""""■^  '''>«  the  sectioo.  Pursuant  to 
«^M^,on*^h7  r.r'^"™  »•-  ^°  '"-^ted  by  your  committee.  „ 
juMlvlsion  (h)  of  the  «,me  section,  to  provide  that  n«  me«h«ndl.e  of 

KOTBEIVCB  OW  KXCCUTIVK  MKSSAOC8 

o<.^r^J^^^  PRESIDExNT.     The  Cliair  refers  to  the  appropriate 

BBCESS 
o'cl^k^t^!^^  ^^""^  ***■*  ^^  ^*^**^  ^^^  "  ^^*^^  "«"'  12 

i-^^'f  ™^^*""  ^as  a^«*d  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  6  o'clock  and 
lo  minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Tuesday.  Sen- 
teml^er  17,  1929,  at  12  o'clock  meridian.  ^ 
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SrecutOye  nominations   recei,^   iy  the  Smate  September  16 

{lcsnHat*x>e  day  of  September  9),  19*9 

Assistant  Sbcrktarv  of  Commerce 

BiaKcToE  Binaiio  or  (\«no»  and  Domwtic  Cowmoct 

Appointments  ik  thb  Armt 

AIB  COBPS 

To  be  seeond  lieutenants  u^h  rank  frtrni  September  4,  i^iQ 
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Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
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Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Reserve. 
Second 
SecMid 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Reserve. 
Second 
Second 
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Second 
Second 
Second 
Secf)nd 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
Second 
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Second 


Lieut.  Georpe  Elston  Price.  Air  Corns  Reeerv«» 
Lieut  Elmer  Richard  Miller.  Air  C?rSlt^!^e 

Lieut.  John  Gordon  t\>wler,  Air  Corps  Reserve. 
L  cut,  John  Lyie  Ne<lwed.  Air  Corps  HeseTvT^ 
IJeuL  LauTence  Wright  Koons,  Air  <.-orp«  Reserve 
Lieut.  Millanl  Filmore  Tindall,  Air  Con^^ReSJ^' 
Lieut.  William  Roy  Ca.sey,  Air  Corps^lti^r 
Ueut.  Fr«l  Stuart  Stocks,  Air  CorpTReserve 
Lieut  Paul  Thomas  Cullen.  Alr^o^  Sne 
Lieut  George  Graham  Northrup,  Air  a.nw  Reserve. 
Lieut  -Thomas  Sarsfleld  Power.  Air  Cohn  R^v7 
Lieut  Hudson  Chadwic*.  jr..  Air  CorpJ  U^rZ 
Ueut.  Lloyd  Harold  Watnee,  Air  Corps  Reserve 
Lieut.  Philip  David  Coates.  Air  r^«^^'r 
L  eut   Earl  Edward  Myers.  Air  O.rps  Reserve 
Lieut.  Talma  Watkins  Imlay,  Air  Srps  Reserve 
Lieut.  John  Herold  Bundy.  Air  Corps  Re.serve 
Lieut  Mills  Spencer  Suvase.  Air  C^rps  Reserve 
Lieu  .  Harold  Webb  Bowman.  Air  Corps  Reserve 
I^eut  Lorry  xNorris  Tindal,  Air  C^orps  Reserve    ' 
L  eut  Roger  Walker  Batchelder,  Air  Corps  Reserve 
L  eut.  Meriin  Ingels  Carter,  Air  Con^  Reser^T^ 
L  eut  John  Walker  Sessums.  jr..  Air  Corps  Reserve. 
L  cut  Charles  Kenneth  Moore.  Air  Corps  Reservr 
Lieut.  Raymond  Fred  Nicholson,  Air  (\>n^  Reservi*. 
Lieut  Austin  August  Straubel,  Air  Corps  Reserve 

Lieut    John    LuUier    Hoffman    Trunk.    Air    Corps 


Lieut 
Lieut. 
Lieut 
Lieut. 
Lieut 
Lieut. 
Lieut 
Lieut. 


George  Frederick  Kehoe,  Air  Corps  Reserve. 
Roy  Henry  Lynn,  Air  Corps  Rosene 
Rol>ert  Bruce  Davenport.  Air  (?orp8  Reserve 
Donald  I^eander  Putt  Air  Corps  Reserve      ' 
William  Ball,  Air  Corps  Reserve 
Carl  Rose  Storrie,  Air  Corps  Reserve 
Merrill  Davis  Burnside.  Air  Corps  Reserve. 
HolUngsworth    FrankUn   Gregory.   Air  Corpe 


Lieut 

Lieut 

Lieut 

Lieut 

Lieut. 

Lieut 

Lieut 

Lieut 

Lieut 

Lleat 

Lieut 

Lieut 

Llent 

Lieut 

Lieut 

Lieut 

Lieut. 

Lieot 

Lieut. 

Lieut 

Lieut 

Lieut 

Lieut 


Eugene  Harold  Beebe,  Air  Corps  Reserve 
Harold  Wfnfleld  Grant,  Air  Corps  Reserve 

R^^t^fi^Ilffx,^^**""'  ^^'  ^^P^  B4-serve. 
Kenneth  Alfred  Rogers,  Air  Corps  Reserve 

Reuben  Columbus  Hood.  Jr..  Air  Corps  Re»^e. 

LesUe  Oscar  Peterson,  Air  Corps  Reserve 

Irving  Remsburg  Selby,  Air  Corps  Reserve. 

Floyd  Bernard  W«»od,  Air  CJorps  Reserve 

Theodore  Mathew  Bolen.  Air  Coriw  lieserve 

Norman  IMbert  smin.  Air  Corps  Reserve.  ' 

Durward  Oliphant  Lowry,  Air  Corps  K«!iierTe. 

Flint  Garrison,  Jr.,  Air  Con»  lieserve 

James  Leroy  Jackscm.  Air  (k»rps  Reserve 

Cherter  Price  Gllger,  Air  Corps  Reserve; ' 

Hugh  Arthor  Parker.  Air  Corps  Rnterve 

Thomas  David  Ferroson,  Air  Corps  Kewerre. 

Thomas  Lawson  Tharlow,  Air  Corps  Beserve. 

Frank  Eugene  Qulndry,  Air  Corps  Reserve 

William  Basil  Offutt  Air  Corps  Reserve. 

John  Hugh  Fite,  Air  Corps  Reserve. 

Dudley  Earl  Whitten,  Air  Con*<  Reserve 

Charies  J<Yederick  Sugg,  Air  Corps  Reserve. 

James  Arthur  Ronin,  Air  Corps  Reserve. 


ApporirTintNTB  and  Pbomotiohs  iw  the  Natt 


Commander  George  B.  Wright  to  be  a  captain  In  the  Navy 
from  the  31st  day  of  August  1J«9.  *"  "«;  r»avy 

Lieut.  Commander  Alfred  T.  Clay  to  be  a  commander  in  the 
Navy  from  the  31at  day  of  August  1»29. 


ii 
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VAXINK  COBP8 

The  foUowin^-named  citizens  to  be  second  lientenants  In 
Marine  Corps  (probationary  for  two  years)  from  the  25th 
of  July,  1929 : 

John  F.  Stamm.  a  citizen  of  Idaho. 

Randall  M.  Victory,  a  citizen  of  Idaho. 

Paul  D.  Sherman,  a  citizen  of  Massachusettai 


SENATE 

Tuesday,  Septeniher  17^  1929 
{LegUl4iHve  day  of  Monday,  September  9,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  explratioi 
the  recess. 

Mr.    JONEa    Mr.    President,    I    surest   the  absence 
quo  nun. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  derk  will  call  the  roll 

The  leglalative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following 
answered  to  their  names : 


of 

a 

Senators 


Simmons 

Smoot 

SU'iwer 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomaa.  Okla 

TowDti«nd 

Trammell 

Ty  dings 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walpott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Waisb,  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 


Ashnrgt  Glas  Ia  Follette 

Barkley  OoK  McKeJlar 

Bfn>rham  Go]d«borougb  McBIaster 

Biack  Gould  McNary 

Bl*'ase  Greene  Moses 

Borah  Haie  Norria 

Bratton  Ilarrla  Nye 

Brock  Harri.son  Oddle 

C«pper  Hastings  Orerman 

ri>iina]l7  Hatfield  Patterron 

Cuuzenei  Ilawea  Pbipps 

Cutting  Hayden  Pine 

I>11I  Heflin  Pittman 

Kdsp  Howell  RansdeJI 

Fesa  Johnson  Reed 

Fletcher  Jones  Robinson,  Arte. 

Fraxier  Kean  Sarkett 

George  Keyes  Sbepi>ard 

Qlllptt  King  Shortrldge 

Mr.  FESS.     My  colleague  [Mr.  Bubtok]  Is  detained  from 
Senate  on  account  of  illness.     I  ask  that  thla  statement 
stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SHEPl'ARD.     The  senior  Senator  from  Sooth  ^ 
[Mr.  Smith]  is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate  by  Illness 
in  his  family.    I  will  let  this  announcement  stand  for  tlve 

Mr.  HARRISON.     My  coUeague  the  junior  Senator  from 
Bissippi  [Mr.  StkphbnsJ  is  necessarily  deuined  from  the 
by  illness  in  his  family.     I  ask  that  this  announcement 
stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  I.A  FOLLETTE.    I  desire  to  announce  that  my  coUeai^e 
[Mr.  BLAiifx]  is  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate  as  a 
ber  of  the  committee  attending  the  funeral  of  the  late 
sentatlve  Kvale,  of  Wisconsin. 

I  also  desire  to  announce  tltat  the  Senat(x  from  Minn 
[Mr.  Shipstkad]  is  detained  from  the  Senate  by  Illness.    I 
that  these  announcements  may  stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Seventy-three  Senators  have 
■wered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present 

PCTITIONS   AlTD   MEMORLAXfl 
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Carolina 

day. 
^is- 

Senj  ite 
may 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  i^„w 
of  the  Immigrants  Legal  Aid  Society   (Inc.),  of  Chicago,  I 
signed  by  its  president  and  general  counsel,  praying  an  inve 
gatlon  of  certain  alleged  criminal  activities  and  conditions 
the  city  of  Chicago  and  Cook  Comnty,  IIU,  which  was 
to  the  Ctmimlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  * 
C.  Armstrong  Camp,  Na  3,  United  Spanish  War  Veterans,  , 
partment  of  Kansas,  at  Topeka,  Kaus.,  favoring  the  granting 
a-peoslon,  commensurate  with  the  situation  of  a  widow, 
dependent  children,  of  a  general  officer  of  the  Army,  to 
Eda  B.   Fnnston,  widow  of  the  late  Gen.  Frederick  Funstflli 
which  Was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  an  unsigned  ctmimunicatio  n 
ending  *•  We  the  veterans  in  a  body.  Perry  Point,  Md-,"  proteit 
ing  against  tlie   food   served   and  the  management  of 
States  Veterans*  Hospitul  No.  42,  at  Perry  Point,  Md., 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

He  also  laM  before  the  Senate  a  telegram  in  the  nature  <rf 
memorial   from   John    Patters(Hi   &   Co..   of   New    York,   N 
remonstrating  agalrwt  the  increased  exemption  allowed  in< 
touri.sts,  as  proposed  in  paragraph  1799  of  the  pending 
Mil,  on  wearing  apparel,  articles  ot  personal  adornment,  «., 
articles,  and  similar  personal  effects,  etc.,  which  was  referred 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  meraorials  of  sundry  wu«c» 
of  Westchester  County,  N.  Y.,  and  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.,  remoi 
strating  against  any  revision  of  the  present  calendar  unless 
proviso  be  includt>d  definitely  guaranteeing  the  preservation 
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the  continuity  of  the  weekly  cycle  without  the  Insertion  of 
the  blank  days,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
day     Rt^lations. 

Mr.  WARREN  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Wyoming 
Bankers  Association,  favoring  amendment  of  tlie  Federal  reserve 
act,  so  a.s  to  effect  a  more  equitable  dlvl.sion  of  net  earnings 
by  raising  the  maximum  rate  of  dividends  that  may  be  paid 
member  banks  aud  proportionately  reducing  the  franchise  tax 
paid  to  the  Federal  Government,  etc.,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on   Banking  and   Currency. 

BILLS    INTBOOUCO) 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows* 

By  Mr.  BLEASE: 

A  bin  (S.  1707)  to  amend  section  15  of  the  Interstate  com- 
merce act,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Com- 
merce. 

By  Mr.  BORAH: 

A  bill  (S.  1708)  granting  an  increa.se  of  pen.sion  to  Adam 
Roth  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  C.\PPER: 

^    A  bill  (S.  1709)  granting  a  pension  to  Chrlstlanna  Kunz  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1710)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Elizabeth  Knight 
(with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions 

By  Mr.  WARREN : 

A  bill  (S.  1711)  granting  an  increase  of  pen.sion  to  Mary  E. 
Edwards  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

A  bill  (S.  1712)  for  the  relief  of  William  T.  J  Ryan  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 

By  Mr.  WAGNER:  ' 

A  Wll  (S.  1713)  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Fred  Barney  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bin  (S.  1714)  granting  a  pension  to  Electa  J.  Litclifleld* 
to  the  Committee  on  Pulsions.  ' 

By  Mr.  BROCK : 

A  bill  (S.  1715)  granting  the  con.sent  of  Congress  to  the  High- 
way Department  of  the  State  of  Tennessee  to  construct  a  bridge 
across  the  Hatchie  River  on  the  Bolivar-Jackson  Road  near  the 
town  of  Bolivar  Jn  Hardeman  County,  Tenn. ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  CAPPER : 

A  bill  (8.  1716)  to  define,  regulate,  and  license  reftl-estate 
brtAers  and  real-estate  salesmen;  to  create  a  real-estate  oom- 
mission  in  the  Di*<trict  of  C/olnmbiji,  and  to  provide  a  penalty 
for  a  violation  of  the  provisions  thereof ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  FLETCHER: 

A  biU  (S.  1717)  to  amend  paragraph  2,  section  3,  ot  the  Fed- 
eral  farm  loan  act  as  am«ided ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Banking 
and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  JONES  (by  request)  : 

A  bill  (S.  1718)  to  authorize  the  addition  of  certain  lands  to 
the  Wenatohee  National  Forest  (with  an  accompanying  paper)  ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

AMR>'DMi>3TTB  TO  THB  TAEIFF  BILL 

Mr.  ASHURST  suhraitted  three  amemlments  and  Mr.  KINO 
submitted  four  amendments  intende<l  to  be  projK^etl  by  them 
respectively,  to  House  bill  2067.  the  tariff  revision  biU,  which 
were  severally  ordered  to  He  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

BITKIAL  IN  r&ANCE  OF  WOEU)  WAB  SOLDIERS  FBOM  WTW  MEXICO 

Mr.  BRATTOxN.  Mr.  President,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  compila- 
tion made  by  the  Quartermaster  General  containing  the  names 
of  soldiers  from  New  Mexico  who  lost  their  lives  during  the 
World  War  and  whose  remains  are  now  interred  in  Europe 
as  well  as  the  respective  places  at  which  their  remains  now  rest! 
I  ask.  as  a  mark  of  respect  to  those  veterans,  that  the  list  be 
|>rinted  in  the  Rbcobo  and  as  a  Senate  document. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
as  a  Senate  document  (S.  Doc.  26)  and  In  the  Recobd  as 
follows : 

K«T    TO    PUMANEHT    AMUICAM    CBMBTBBIU    Uf    EOBOFB 

rSANCX 

No.  1232.  Meose-Argonne  American  Cemetery,  Romagne-Bous-Mont- 
taucon.  Meuse. 

No.  1764.  Alme-Marne  American  Cemetery.  Belieaa.  Alane. 
No.   34.   Suresnes   American    Cemetery,   Suresnes,    Seine    (near   Paria). 
No.  636.  8omm«  American  Cemetery,  Bony  AJsne. 
No    608.  Oiae-AisDe  American  Cemetery,  Seriugca  et-Nealca,  AUne. 
No.    1233.  St.    Mihi«l    American    Cemetery,    Tljiaucourt,    Meurthe-et- 
Uoselle. 
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BXLatrv 
No.  1262.  Flandera  Field  American  Cemetery.  Waereghem.  Belglam. 

■NOLAND 

No.  107-E.  Brookwood  American  Cemetery.  Brookwood  (near  London) 
England.  " 

Deceased  aoldiert  from  \ev)  Mexico  buHed  in  cemeteriet  w  Europt 


Name 


nitST  DIT1SIOK 


Milstead,  Charles. 


Rank  and  organ ixation 


Na 


Pvt.  Co.  P,  I8th  In'. 


Bums.  Kenneth  K j  Sgt.  Co.  C.  ad  Fid  8"ig'"Bn.'." 

SBCOND  DITiaiON 

Kefner.  Palmer,  Jr... 

Cary,  .Marion 

Berry.  Benjamin  I.... 


THIRD  DinaioN 


W  It.  7«h  Co.,  6th   Regt. 

U.  8.  M.  C. 
Pvt.    73d    Co.,    6th    Rert. 

U.  .<5.  M.  r. 
1st  It.  Co.  A,  5th  M.  a.  Ba. 


1233 
608 


1232 
1764 
1233 


Pvt.  Co.  O.  4th  Inf...  . 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  E.  7th  Inf. 
Pn.  Co.  F.  7th  Inf. 


Herrern,  Tomas 

Hail.  Emmett  C 

McRpynoliis,  Verdie  J..    .  ...  ^„ „  .„, 

Carbajal,  I,eopoido '  Pn.  Co.  o'.  3(Kh  In/ 

Moya.  Alfredo |  Pvt.  Co.  C.  30th  Inf 

Orteita.  Manuel j  Pvt.  Co.  (),  30th  Inf 

Parker.  John  Francis...,  Pvt.  Co.  E,  30th  Inf 
Pena  Josr  .  I  aria '  Pvt.  Co.  H.  30th  Inf 


Pena    Porfirio 
Aragon,  Alonzo 


Pvi.  Co.  i\  30th  Inf. 
Pvi.  1  cl.  3d  Trench  Motor 
Bty. 


-   Pvt.  Co.  B.  47th  Inf.. 


roiRTH  onrwoM 

Mrva,  Joo 

WedKCwood,  Robert....'  Pvt.  Co.  C,  47th  Inf 

Yaple.  Dan  H ! do... 

Romero.  Pedro I  Pvt.  Co.  D,  %th  Inf 

Trammell,  I.«e Pvt.  Co.  Q.  58th  Inf 


Wohlgemuth,  EmU. 
rrrrH  nivisiow 
Yazza.  David 

SEVENTH  DnnSION 

Parsons,  John  Z 

TWK.NTT-ailTH  DIVISION 

Karantza.^,  John 

TWENTT-SKVBNTB 
DIVISION 

Gray,  Edward  A 

TWENTT-BIanTH 

DIVISION 


Pvt.  Co.  A.  109th  Inf 12S2 


Casey.  Thomas  J 

Klenck.  Charles 

Martinet,  Donadano. 

Steohens,  Perry  A I  Pvt.  Co.  C,  lOWh  Inf.. 

WohlRemuth,  Gilberto.     Pvt.  Co.  M.  109th  Inf 


Pvt.  Co.  H.  58th  Inf 


Pvt.  Co.  M,  aoth  Inf 


Pvt.  Med.  Det.,  34th  Inf... 


Pvt.  Co.  E,  104th  Inf. 


U  It  Co.  C,  lOgth  Inf 


Pvt.  Co.  D,  lOWh  Inf 


606 
606 
60S 
608 
608 
608 


1232 


1233 


1784 


686 


1232 


..do. 


CarabaJaJ,  Alberto 

Cardon.  ("andelario,  Jr. 

Oallegos,  Cosme 

Garcia,  Andres 

Oamer,  Charles  A 

OohmIm,  Silvio.. 

HugK,  Heury  U [" 

Lop*-!,  Adolfo. 

Bchwenkler,  Peter  P 

Vigil.  Deciderio 

Wyatt,  Ij^sler  E 

Yancey,  Carl  Decator.. 

THiBTY-nRar  orviaioN 

Cardenas,  Maximiliano 

Burchett,  Orvel 

Brunner,  John  H. 


THIRTY -FOrBTH  DIVISION 

Lucero,  Francisco  O... 
Moya,  Louis.. 


Pvt.  Co.  M,  UOth  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  UOth  In/ 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  110th  Inf. 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  llOth  In/ 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  llOth  In/ 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  UOth  In/. 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  noth  In/ 

Pvt.  Co.  L.  noth  In/.... 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  noth  In/ 
Pvt.  Co.  L,  noth  In/. 
Pvt.  Co.  C.  UOth  In/ 


THiRTT-nrra  division 

Seamon,  Alexander  R 
Walter.  Edwin  A .1 

THIRTY -SIXTH  DIVISJON 

Farmer.  Carroll 

roRTIETH  DIVISION 

Griffiths,  Joeeph  R 

POBTY-riRST  DIVISION 


Pvt.  Co.  I,  I21st  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  :24th  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Med.  Det.,  119th  FJd. 
Art. 


Pvt.  Bty.  B,  125th  Fid  Art.. 
Pvt.  Bty,  F,  125th  Fid.  Art. 


ist  It.  Co.  M,  138th  Inf.    . 
Pvt.  Co.  C.  12»th  M.  O.  Bn. 


Cpl.  Co.  A.  14lst  In/. 


Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B.  143d  M.  Q. 
Bn 


5J*r«-  ^iancisoo Pvt.  Co.  D.  163d  In/ 

«  aiker.  Thomas  C Pvt.  Bty.  A,  146th  Fid.  Art 

via,  Antonjo- )  pn.  Bty.  E,  14(ith  Fid.  Art. 


1233 
608 
606 

608 
608 
608 

1232 
608 
608 
608 
34 
608 

1232 
608 

1232 


606 

107-E 

1232 


107-E 
606 


1232 

iza 


U33 


1232 


606 

1233 

608 


Grave 


37 
10 


70 
27 


Row  Blook 


7 
36 


1232 

IS 

1232 

7 

608 

32 

1233 

26 

1232 

15 

1232 

31 

1232 

24 

60S 

6 

1232 

35 

1232 

3B 

21 


F 

D 


H 


B 
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Name 


SBVBNTT-SEVENTH  DIVI- 
SION 

Malllnson,  Harry 

IICHTY-NINTH  DfVTSION 

Chavef.  Manuel.. 
Clavton.  Charlie  v'."" 
Heller.  Ooo.  8 .. . 
Garcia,  Atanack)  8- 
M  c  Knigh  t .  Luther  T  ' ' 
^Mllhoit,  Van  O ." 

NINKTT-riB.sr  DIVUION 

Janney,  Arthur 


Bank  and  organization 


Pvt.  Co.  I.  306th  Inf. 


Pvt.  Co.  B,  ZXtb  In/. . 
Wag.  Sup.  Co.,  355th  In/... I 
Pvt.  Co.  B.  356th  In/. . 
do 

Pvt  Co.  A,3.'i6th  la't".' 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  H,  356th  Int... 


No. 


11 

H 

25 

A 

27  ' 

B 

11  ; 

A 

»i 

C 

19; 

0 

3 

c 

23  i 

I) 

3  , 

H 

40 

O 

inNKTT.eECOVD  DlVf. 

faoN 
Patterson,  Jordan 


1  I 
23  ! 
23  I 
28  ' 

26 
31 


36 


8 
27 
34 

16 
6 

7 


A 

C 
D 
Q 
O 
D 


Pvt.  M.  G.  Co.,  3«3d  In/. 


Pvt.ld.Co.D,»5l3tM.  O. 
Bn. 


.  P^  1  d..  Air  Service. 

i  2  it.  Bty.  L  54th  Coast  .irt" 


»l      M 


7D 


D 


NONDI  VISIONAL 

Blackburn,  Edward 

Uoskins,  Leonard  C...! 

XT  .i  ^  i      Corps. 

Nations,  Oscar  L Pvt.  l  cl^  No.  97  Base  Hosd 

'      Med.  (Torps. 
Pvt.  1  d.,  Intermed.  Sup 
Dep.  No.  2,  Med.  Corps. 
Cook,    Det.    Dodc    No.   3. 
„  Q.  M.  C.  Detachment. 
Sgt.  1  d.  U  Co.  20lh  Eug 
Pvt.  1  d.  11  Co.,  30th  Eng"" 
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AVIATION    IWVBSTIOATIOJt 

Mr   BRATTON.     Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
submit  a  resolution,  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have 

The  MCE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  clerk  wIU 
read,  as  requested.  ^  «^   «it* 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  119),  as  follows: 
Whereas   the   airplane   City  of  San  FrantHsco,  owned   bv   the   Trans- 
continental  Air  Transport    (Inc.).  while  engaged  In  interstate  air  ct>m. 
merce.  waa  wrecked  nt>ar  Mount  Taylor,   In   the  State  of  New   Mexico 
September  3,  1929,  resulting  In  the  death  of  eight  persona;  and 

Wh«"r.>as  In  recent  years  other  airplane*  engaged  in  such  commerce 
have  been  wrecked,  resulting  in  the  loss  of  lives :  and 

Whereas  it  is  imperative  that  life  and  property  transported  through 
interstate  air  commerce  should  be  accorded  the  greatest  degree  of  safety 
obtainable  through  the  u.se  of  every  reasonable  safeguard ;  and 

Whereas  certain  persons,  firms,  or  corporations  engaged  in  interstate 
air  commerce,  as  defined  by  the  act  approved  May  20,  1926  have 
established  and  now  maintain  interlocking  relations  with  railway  com- 
panies in  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property  for  hire  beiween 
points  within  States,  Territories,  or  the  District  of  Columbia  and  rwinta 
outside  thereof :  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved.   That   the  Senate   Committee   on    IntersUte   Commfrce    be 
and   It   hereby    is.   authorised   and   directed    to    collect,    collate,   eoordl- 
nate,    and    make   available    to    the   Senate   at    the    eartlest    convenient 
time  all   the  facts  relating  to  the  wre<*   of  the  airplane   City  of  Ban 
Franciaco  and  all  other  accidents  and   wrecks  of  airplanes  engaged   in 
interstate  air  commerce  in  which  lives  have  been  lost.     The  Secretary  of 
Commerce  is  i-equested  to  furnish  the  Senate  copies  of  all  records  and 
other  information   in   his  possession   pertaining  to  such  accidents  and 
wrecks.     Said  committee  is  further  authorized  and  directed  to  Investi- 
gate  (1)    Into  the  cause  or  causes  of  each  of  such  accidents;    (2)    the 
adequacy  of  present  standards  of  safety  In  the  construction  of  airptanes 
used  and  engaged  in  such  commerce  or  deslgn»Hl  for  such  use;    (3)   the 
kind,  character,  degree,  and  adequacy  of  present  standards  of  safety  in 
the  operation  of  such  airplanes ;  (4)  the  degree,  adequacy,  and  efficiency 
or  supervision,   including  frequency  of  Inspection  aud  other  safeguards 
employed  In  relation  to  such  airplanes;   (5)  whether  additional  landing 
facilities,  more  frequent  weather  reports,  or  other  additional  safeguards 
should  be  employed  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  such  airplanes; 
(6)   whether  persons,  firms,  or  corporations  engaged  In  transporting  for 
hire,  persons  or  property,  or  both,  between  points  within  a  State,  Ter- 
ritory, or  the  District  of  Columbia  and  points  outside  thereof,  are  com- 
j  mon   carriers;    (7)    what   legislation.  If  any,   should   be  adopted  in   the 
j  Interest  of  safety  of  such  interstate  air  commerce;    (8)    the  feasibility 
j  or  advisability  of  placing  those  engaged   in   such   commerce  under  the 
I  aupervision    of    the    Interstate   Commerce    Commission,    and,    if   ao,    the 
j  kind  and  character  of  legislation  needed  to  accomplish  that  result 

Sec.  2.   For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution,  such  committee,  or  may 
duly  authorised  subcommittee  there<rf,   la  authorised   to   hold   bearinga. 
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dt  and  act  at  such  times  and  places  daiinj;  the  sessions  or  recess  >8  of 
the  Senate  during  tho  Seventy-first  and  succeeding  Congresses,  until  a 
Aral  report  is  submitted ;  to  employ  such  counsel,  experts,  cle  ical 
rteno(?raphlc.  and  other  assistance,  and  to  require,  by  subpoena  or  other 
wise,  the  attendance  of  witnesses,  the  prmluctlon  of  books,  papers, 
and  documents,  to  administer  oaths,  take  testimony,  and  make  such 
expenditures  as  it  deems  advisable.  The  cost  of  stenographic  ser rices 
to  report  sucii  hearings  shall  not  be  in  excess  of  25  cents  per  huidred 
words.  The  expensi's  of  such  committee,  not  to  exceed  the  suia  of 
$-5,0«X),  sliall  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  jpon 
Touchers  approved  by  the  chairman. 

Mr.  BKATTON.  I  ask  vmanlmoiis  consent  for  the  imme<|iate 
ccm.sidrrarlon  of  the  resolutfon. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Such  leave  could  not  be  jn-aijted. 
The  resoluti«>M  will  first  have  to  go  to  the  Committee  to  AJudit 
and  Contn»l  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  resolution  shoul(l  po 
to  the  Committee  on  C^>mmerce.  The  Committee  on  Commerce 
ba>j  ha«l  cliarge  of  the  legislation  which  has  l)een  passed  to  reg- 
ulate aviation  and  looking  to  its  development  That  legislation 
Is  peculiarly  within  the  province  of  the  Departuient  of  (oni- 
mene  and  was  re<  i)mrat'n<U>d  to  Congress  by  that  departnent. 
Jt  •st'enis  to  me  the  re^'olutiun  woald  more  properly  go  to  the 
Commen-e  Committee  than  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mittt^e.  I  can  .see  that  there  are  provi^tion.s  which  might  prop- 
erly go  to  the   Interstate  Commerce  Committee,  but  the  ijain 


part  of  the  investigation  as  to  landing  fields  and  that  sor :  of 
thing  relating  to  the  t>peration  of  airplanes  is  now  with  the 
Committee  on  Commerce,  and  has  been  from  the  beginting. 
Therefore  I  submit  that  suggestion.  The  Committee  on  Com- 
merce has  a  lot  to  do,  and,  of  course,  the  Committee  on  Ii  ter- 
state  Commerce  has  a  lot  to  do. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  In  d»^ignntlng  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
Commerre  I  bad  no  thought  of  taking  away  from  the  Committee 
on  Commerce  a  matter  which  would  fall  within  its  purv  ew. 
However,  a  c-ompany  that  is  engaged  in  interstate  commerce. 
even  though  it  is  conducted  through  the  use  of  airplanes  and 
air  facilities,  it  seems  U>  me.  would  come  within  thf^  pun  lew 
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and  jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce.  ^..^ 
thing  I  desire  and  have  attempted  to  reach  through  the  tpso- 
lurion  is  a  comprehensive  investigation  of  air  commerce  inter- 
state  in  chara'^ter.  It  Is  wholly  immaterial  to  me  wldch  (om 
mittee  conducts  the  inquiry,  though  I  think  a  company  w|ich 
transports  persojis  or  property  for  hire  between  pt>ints  in 
ferent  States  is  essentially  engaged  in  interstate  commerce.  „.,« 
const-quently  its  business  should  be  regulated  by  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

Mr.  JUNES.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  Senator  ..,  o^ 
much  interested  in  the  character  of  the  commerce  as  he  in  in 
the  means  of  carrying  on  that  commerce  and  seeing  to  it  ihat 
there  are  proper  instrumentalities,  handled  in  the  proper  vay, 
having  proper  landing  fields,  and  so  forth.  That  is  the  im  K)r- 
tant  feature. 

Mr.  BRATTON.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  JONES.  That  is  a  matter  of  which  Hie  Commerce  C>m- 
Bilttee  has  had  peculiar  and  .special  charge. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  I»resi(lent.  we  have  only  one  Comm<  rce 
liepartment,  of  course,  in  the  Government,  and  that  depirt- 
ment»  naturally  has  to  do  with  bi>th  interstate  and  intrastate 
commerce.  In  the  Senate  we  have  two  committees  dea  ing 
with  ci>mmen,'e,  namely,  the  Committee  on  Commerce  and  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce.  Nevertheless,  the  chaiae- 
ter  of  transp<Htation  that  is  proposed  to  be  investigated  throi  igh 
this  resolution  is  purely  interstate  commerce.  It  is  net  oaly 
interstate  commerce,  so  far  as  aviation  is  concerned,  but  ii  is 
al«>  interstate  commerce  in  connection  with  rail  transpoita- 
tloii.  The  Transcontinental  Air  Transport  line  is  partii  lly 
owned  by  two  railroad  companies  which  are  engaged  in  in  er- 
state  commerce.  The  system  is  operated  partially  by  rail  i  nd 
partially  by  air.  The  responsibility  is  partiaUy  that  of  a  nil- 
road  company  and  partially  that  of  an  airplane  company. 

As  a  member  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Committee  of  he 
Senate,  I  feel  that  that  committee,  which  has  long  been  en- 
gaged in  investigatioD  of  interstate  commerce  and  transporta- 
ticHi  by  interstate  commerce,  is  undoubtedly  the  proper  body  to 
Investigate  this  form  of  transportation  in  all  of  its  relations, 
8o  far  as  this  resolution  will  permit.  Personally  I  have  a  c(«i- 
cem  in  the  matter,  because  I  am  deeply-  interested  in  aviat  on 
and  have  been  for  a  long  time.  I  am  interested  in  its  devel  »p- 
.^ent.  in  its  progress,  and  in  its  success.  I  personally  believe  U  at 
It  is  the  greatest  form  of  transportation;  I  think  it  is  destined 
so  far  as  passenger  transportation  is  concerned,  to  usurp,  tu  a 
great  degree,  every  other  form  of  trani^wrUtion ;  and  I  shot  id 
like  to  &ee  it  do  so. 


Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  wl.sh  to  snggest  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  that  heretofore  the  Committee  on  CtMnmerce  had 
much  to  do  with  measures  affecting  aviation,  and  has,  in  fact, 
been  in  charge  of  such  legislation.  Nobody  Is  more  interested 
in  it  than  is  that  committee.  I  wish  to  assure  the  Senator. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  think  the  committee  undoubtedly  has  done 
a  great  deal  for  aviation,  but  aviation  has  extended  consid- 
erably since  we  first  beg-an  to  consider  it  It  is  now  a  form  of 
interstate  transportation. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexict> 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 
Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BINGIIAM.  Judging  from  some  remarks  which  have 
been  made,  it  would  appear  as  though  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce has  nothing  to  do  with  interstate  commerce,  whereas,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  it  has  dealt  with  the  interstate  commerce  on 
the  water  and  in  tlie  air  from  the  beginning  of  such  legislation. 
The  Committee  on  Commerce  has  had  bills  relating  to  civil 
aen.nautics  referred  to  it  without  question  year  after  year 
and  Congresvs  after  Congress  until  finally  in  11>26  an  air  com- 
merce act,  having  been  bt>fore  that  committee  for  several  months, 
was  finally  passed  by  the  Congress.  In  that  act  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce  was  directed  to  investigate  all  accidents  and 
to  report  the  cause  of  them.  Ue  has  been  doing  so  regularly 
to  the  best  of  his  ability.  Not  very  long  ago,  in  one  of  the 
bulletins  published  by  the  Commerce  Department,  there  was 
contained  a  complete  summary  of  all  the  accidents  in  the  vear 
11)28,  dividing  them  into  all  their  various  classes,  giving  their 
causes,  showing  that  the  chief  can.se  of  all  the  accidents  was 
the  inexperience  of  pilots  the  next  princiiml  cause  being  the 
bad  judgment  excrci.sed  by  pilots,  the  next  principal  cause 
being  careles.sne.ss  and  breaking  of  orders  l)y  pilots,  moiv  than 
half  the  ac-idents  during  1028  being  directly  attributable  to 
the  pilots  rather  than  to  the  machines. 

The  Secretary  of  Commerce,  however,  has  found  it  difficult 
to  carry  on  such  investigations,  becau.«e  when  we  drew  that 
act  in  the  Commerce  Committee,  of  which  I  liad  the  honor  to 
be  a  member  at  the  time,  it  did  not  occur  to  us  that  anyone 
would  interfere  with  his  .securing  the  desired  Information  :  and 
we  neglected  to  give  him  the  power  to  subpflpiia  witnesses  and 
to  hold  hearings,  as  he  has  in  other  matters.  In  one  section 
of  the  act  we  did  give  him  the  i>ower  in  investigating  pilots' 
licenses  and  the  Ucensing  of  planes  to  summon  witnes.ses  and 
to  hold  heanngs  and  t(»  make  findings;  and  it  is  my  pm)ose, 
Mr.  President,  as  soon  as  the  regular  session  of  Congress  shall 
convene,  or  when  Uie  extra  session  shall  have  finished  with  its 
work,  to  introduce  an  amendment  to  the  air  commerce  act 
giving  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  the  power,  which  he  lacks 
at  the  present  time,  to  subpcena  witnesses  and  to  carry  on  these 
investigations. 

With  one  or  two  excepHons,  however,  I  think  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  will  find  that  all  accidents  since  the  passage 
of  the  air  commerce  act  have  been  investigated  by  the  Com- 
merce Department,  have  been  tabulated,  and  very  carefully 
studied.  The  conduct  of  that  department,  under  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Aeronautics,  Mr.  William  P.  MaK'racken  jr  who 
unfortunately  is  just  resigning,  his  successor's  name  having 
been  sent  to  the  Senate  on  yesterday,  has  been  of  such  a  char- 
acter as  to  win  praise  from  all  those  who  are  interested  in 
aeronautics.  I  think  it  would  be  extremely  unfortunate  at  the 
present  moment  for  such  a  resolution  as  this  to  pass  and  such 
an  investigation  as  is  proposed  to  be  conducted. 

In  the  first  place,  it  is  not  necessary.  The  Commerce  Depart- 
ment has  been  investigating  airplane  accidents.  What  Ls  nec-es- 
sary  is  to  give  the  Commerc-e  Dei)artment  more  pcmer  in  con- 
ducting its  investigation.  I  very  much  hope  that  the  Commeice 
Committee,  which  has  for  many  years  been  considering  ques- 
tions affj-cting  interstate  commerce  in  the  air  and  on  the  water 
will  continue  its  study  along  those  lines  and  that  all  matters 
which  relate  to  commercial  aviation  may  be  referred  to  that 
committee  rather  than  add  It  to  tne  burdens  of  the  already 
overburdened  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce,  which  is 
chiefly  concerned  with  railroad  transportation  and  traasporta- 
tlon  an  land. 

J^'-  ,?^™^-  ,  Mr.  President.  I  can  not  agree  with  everv- 
thing  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  has  said.  I  believe  that  a 
company  which  is  engaged  in  interstate  air  transportation 
should  be  under  the  regulaUon  and  su|)errision  of  the  Interstate 
Coinmerce  Commission.  I  think  that  divided  control  is  bad ; 
centralized  control  is  good.  Let  us  take  this  Transcontinental 
Air  Transport  Co.  It  will  sell  a  ticket  from  Ohio  to  Cali- 
fornia ;  It  will  tran.sport  the  passenger  by  air  during  the  dav, 
and  he  travels  by  rail  during  the  night— a  continuous  journey. 
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The  railroad  company  !»  under  the  supervision  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commisshm ;  the  airplane  company  Is  under  Se 
S^p",?S,1,7i  '•^«««°  o'  the  Department  of  cZmTr^;^ 
^Int  r^V  ^"^^^  '^"^  ^^^^^  responsibility  and  dif^ 
S  tn'  ,^?^?'^  ^'«-  ^  ^^'"^  ^pervislon  and  regulaUon 
«t,tJ  r^^"""**'*^^'""**^  '^""'^  ^  centralized  in  thflnVer 
state  Commerce  Commission.     When  a  company  engages  In  in 

*J  ^''^^  i^^  ^'™®  ^*^  <^™e  '^"J  Interstate  air  tran.srK>rta- 
r2±!""*  ^  taken  from  the  supervision  of  t^  DejKu"  mint  of 
tZ^  ^*  *??,  ^"^^f^  '°  ^^  Iiiterstate  Commeree  Commision 
That  is  one  thing  that  is  specified  in  the  resolution,  requeuing 
n  study  to  be  made  Into  that  matter  and  proper  lerfslaSon  ri^ 
IZ^^l^  '^  ""^^  '*  *^*'   ''  t^«t   r^.t'^shaTt'd^mt^" 

Another  thing  that  should  be  Investigated  !s  this-  The  Trans- 
continental  Air  Transport  (Jo.,  as  I  h^e  al^Sy  said  wrri^ 
persons  and  perhaps  property  between  points  iTdiffe?ent  sTateT 
yet  It  h*4d8  it^lf  out  In  its  literature  as  bHng  a  prf^Te  S,A-^7r* 
I  do  not  think  for  a  moment  that  It  is  a  private  ca^er  wh«  it 
engages  m  c,.mmerce  of  that  character.  If  it  Is  n^  a  nrivLte 
carrier,  it  should  cease  to  represent  itself  as  b^Ing  o5e  If  ? 
is  a  c^>mn,on  carrier,  it  should  admit  such  status 

I  think  a  comprehensive  study  such  as  is  contemplated  by  the 
resolution  will  not  diminish  air  travel,  but  will  In^eaVlt 
through  added  confidence  in  air  transportation.  Strirter^r 
vision,  additional  safeguards,  and  making  Important  fTts^l 
ng  to  the  busing  public  will  not  harm  the  VompaniSengaJ^d 
in  the  business,  hut  will  further  their  business  engaged 

The  Senat/>r  frrm,  Coimecticut  said  that  the  Department  of 
Commerc^e  has  invesUgated  all  airplane  act^dents^^h^  mad5 
public  Its  findings.     The  particular  accident  i^fl/,^  to  i^ the 

of  i,  In  ^.  ^.P^'^J'"*  ^'  f^mmerce  did  conduct  some  ki^S 
tL?  I  -THf*""  K=  ^°'  ^  ^^''^  ^  «P«^  accurately  wTn  I  say 
that  its  findings  have  not  been  made  public.  A  disnutP  hll 
ar^en  among  those  In  Uie  department  as  to  whrthS-^hl  tod 
ings  should  be  made  puNic.  and  thus  far  thev  havP  nof  kL« 
pven  pubUcity.     The  public  ia  entiUed  S  ku^  nifn^^-^nt 

ri^rThey'^re^-TrSi?'^  ^n^Xr^^-^F^^ 

h  J  iT'^l  "^  criticism  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  for  with- 
holding Its  findings.  I  do  not  know  what  has  nrmnt^  u  T^ 
that,  but  I  disagree  with  that  polic^  i  think  tTe^d^itS^? 
should  make  those  findings  ,.ubUc.  I  know  of  nothing^^"!^* 
M.th  the  trage^ly  which  should  be  withheld  frr^  tb^  pSTi"^^ 
the  sooner  the  findings  are  given  full  publiciTyTheletTer  fV^ 
parties  concerned  oetter  ror  all 

go^o'vefi^'^Vt^mr  ^'^•^•"^  I  ask  that  the  resolution  may 
^^erTnL^Sf/u^^^'^-     ^'^^^  <*J-tion.  the  resolution  will 

STATE  BIGHTS  AND  IX)CAL  SEtr^VTRHMlTNT-ADnBESS  BT  THE  LATE 

HON.   JOSEPH   W.   BAIUBTT 

nn^ni  ^V^^M-^^'-  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  conJ  of  ?S 
last  public  address  delivered  by  the  late  Uo^o^^"^' ^[^^ 

1m  ""^l  ^'  r^  ^''"^  "  Member  of  this  body.  T^fadd^^L  wS 
delivered  liefore  the  Jefferson  League  at  Fort  W^rth.  51^ 

priT;;:5^n^tl;?R"^o»t:?^?Slo^s^  '^^^^^^  ^^  '^^^^  -  ^ 

.n1fe.^errr  l^^S^Z  rpLe'tTo^r^rtLT^r.To 
»rfe  «pon  the  l>ea,o<.rat.  of  this  8tate  by  .r^amenT.^^a^  o 
return    to    the  fondnmental    prii.clpl«   of   onr   wirtv       If   th   . 

.orer:Licr;o.\;:r.r«r^^^^^^ 

a  whole.on,e  Influence  upon  the  politic  of  thi.  State.  I^J.e^^* 
I  have  come  cheerfully,  to  ,^ve  It  my  cordial  Indo^e^ett^t^'/^ 
vious.  or  conrw.  th«t  yon  h.re  «et  for  us  a  double  ta*.  We  m«^ 
ft^"  recommit  the  Democrats  to  their  old  principle,  and,  havtag  Ti 
that,   we  mast   then  vindicate  the  wnndoes.  of  those  prt^ciplea  beVoI^ 

AeuZr^L  I"    ''''*'    *"    "''*    Demorrat.    are    excfoded    from    our 

ie^n^^'JV  /"J"?*  '-  '*'•  '~*  "  *'"'  '^'^  "^  f*^*  applause], 
•e  can  do  the  first  with  prMtlcally  no  ofHxisltia..  aad  we  can  <lo  th« 
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z  "."Se-^r J"?™  £^"S  ™ 

Bat   if  yon   succeed   onlv   in   making   fh-   rw«-^    "««'"ii«.      lAnpianse.] 

exproVn.   Xr^n'°    **'"    "'"°'^-     ^"'^    '»    ^^^^^    that    I    nm    but 
expressing   what    all   of  our    great    leaders    for    a    hnndrod    Tears    h.« 

of  this  iunt^  .x^t  "\'''  '^'''  °^^"  -PP*-*'^''  <«  '^^  '"ffrage 

■  nrt   «!«r     I^.  .^     "P*""   ^^""^   pHnriph^.      Upon    those    prlnclnlos 
th.   A^^.  P^'^'^'P'?  """"••  '♦   -«»"  the  confidence  and    the  snppon  of 

oniy   at  its   worst  injuriously   affr^t   onr  material   prosperitv    whllP   «n 

Now    »b.t  .re  these  prlnrtples  wblcb  »e  ba,e  eborlAe,!   «lih   „„ 
b7  the  cros.™*,  .,„„,  „a  it  the  mu  rtio  tm  It  hLp.4^  ?lTt 

irj^sz  hT^.^'s  «r.,r.:'„T^:,;e',;  ::ixz:: 

tloned   hm   as   to   why   he  was  •    n«««.^*    »..     ""'^™  ""^  y""  q"<'8- 

S":j  ;^rt' v^  r  -"^^"  •»*  -  a^-ci^t^iut'if  rhrgr"? 

city  of  Port  Worth  to-morrow  if  you  start  down  the  street  and  ^^tl 

onf  7^,'*  *'.r  ""''*  '*""  "'"'^  ""'^  "'^^'■-  «•  «t  was  m  the  days  of 

AlLrJll'sT^       *  "V  ''  *'"  ''°^-     ^"'^  '  "'^•^  to  hear  my  friend 
Albert  Baskln,  say  here  to-night  that  he  has  enlisted  for  the  war      I 

have  hern  enured  In  the  war  for  40  years,  and  I  hare  never  Altered 

although   I    have   been   defeated.     A   certain    State  aenator^Jer  u^! 

defeated  in   erery  moreaeDt   I   led.     And   that  is  true.      But   tf  I   ha! 
been  permitted  to  answer  him  at  all  I  would  have  said  :  .'  The  dilTeren^ 

^JZZ  rr'  r  "  ''"*  '*''  """"  '"^'  ^"'^  '•^^  defeated  you  wouS 
have  Joined  the  other  crowd."     fOreat  applause  J 

^'^J^1T\'L^^'''  ^"  '^^•■"^"   ""^  innnutable  principle,  of  free 
government.     I  have  not  only  been  enlistc-d  but  I  am  enlisted  not  onl^ 
for  tWs  war  but  I  am  enlisted  to  the  very  edge  of  tJ.?  g^ave      ind  ^ 
can  say,  and  it  gives  me  great  satisfaction  to  dfso.  that  Thave  nf ^r 
sonal  interest  to  serve.     I  hold  no  offlce.     I  want  no  office   and  I  wo^ld 

a  contest.     I  am  trying  to  do  what  little  there  is  left  for  me  to  do  for 

Z  ^  LTI  lu"^^:^  P^^'P'"-     -*  "^«"°«  °'  aacriflclng  labor  wIU 

not  be  able  to  pay  that  debt,  but  I  intend  to  keep  on  trying  to  pa^  it  „ 
long  as  I  have  strength  enough  to  speak.     IGreat  applausel 

Th^^;;^^^"'''T'''•  "  ^  '^^  *"  °^  ^°°  *«  "^^'^  this'  same  resolve 
There  are  thousands  of  yomig  and  capable  men  who.   if  ,h.y  ^  ^ 

ir.tl«  T^,T1?  *•*"'  '"^  """^^  principle,  of  the  DemocraMcTarS 
^f^^^  ?L  '  '***  r'"'''^'*'  ''  ***'•'  ''^^  «ovemm.nt.  wiU  Jo L  ^^ 
with  all  of  the  power  they  possess,  because  as  surely  as  God  lives  and 

7^ZTt:T^:  ^abandon  the  basic  pHnCples'of  tS^HlZrlt^ 
a^iau*.]  """^  government  in  thi.  land.     [Loud 

w.rh^'TJ^*'''  r  "J  ^°  °"*^  ^*  statement  good.  And  let  me  begin 
In?  n^nJT?  "k".*^""'  '''^'"'  P'-'°'*P'«  «'  »»>*  Democratic  P^ 
^ilr^T  Tl^\  ""^"^  "'  ateadfastjy  to  Insist  always  and  every-' 
whore  that  each  State  in  this  Tnion  should  have  and  should  retain  th. 
power  to  arbitrate  and  control  it.  own  local  .^u^  lZ7Jl^T'\^', 
ILH  7,%*^"'^'°°"'^  «=^1  the  doctrine  of  State  righls.  "^C^i^  do  .^ 
mjppose  that  any  man  or  woman  in  this  State  would  be  ranh  en-.^l 
o  deny  that  tt  ta  one  of  the  essential,  of  Democracy      Ev^Jh.    Zl 

-™\^v     ?  *''*  fanatic.     The  dllTerence  Is  that  the  IsmaUc  UOxiks 
wrong  and  the  fanatic  does  no  thinking  at  alL     [Applawe T 
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If  yon  analyi^  th»  Btmctuir  of  thl«  GoTprnm^nt.  wh«t  principle  is  it 
that  Ilea  »t  tb«  very  baaef  It  i«  th««  rijfht  of  every  State  to  determine 
areordlns  to  the  will  of  its  own  p«>op)e  wli«t  It  shall  do  with  th^m  and 
for  flx^m.  Wp  lire  under  a  system  of  dual  soverelifiity  such  as  never 
before  pxlstrd  in  the  history  of  this  world.  It  was  contrived  for  us  by 
■  bndy  of  the  wi-test  mnn,  numbers  coosMered,  who  evf»r  ronsecmted 
themoelTes  to  the  services  of  any  coantry.  Deliberately  they  worked  it 
out  and  recommended  it  to  us.  I'nder  their  plan  the  people  of  these 
w>veral  Htate*  bestowed  a  certain  part  of  their  sovereignty  on  the 
Oneral  Uovemment  cnated  by  that  c<jnv«-ntion,  but  re»erv«>d  the  re- 
mainder of  their  Boveroiynty  to  them»  Ives.  On  this  Oeneral  Govern- 
ment they  conferred  so  much  of  their  sovereignty  as  was  necessary  to 
deal  effectively  with  Interstate  and  International  relations,  and  they 
carefully  specified  the  pnwrs  thus  conferred  on  the  Federal  Government. 
They  were  willing  to  say  that  we  aufhorixe  the  Federal  Oovemment  to 
n-present  us  in  all  Interstate  and  international  relations,  although  every- 
body believed  It  was  wisest  to  confer  that  power  in  specific,  not  In 
general  lermw.  That  a  government  npre.sentlng  all  of  the  States  should 
have  the  priwer  to  deal  with  foreign  nations  must  be  apparent,  because 
ir  each  8Ute  had  been  left  to  deal  with  foreign  nations  it  might  happen 
that  the  conduct  of  one  State  would  involve  all  of  the  States  in  a  cruel 
and  useless  war.  or  ir  might  happen  that  the  contracting  State  would 
sacrifice  the  Interests  of  other  States  to  promote  some  interest  of  its 
own. 

Therefore,  it  was  wisest  to  confer  on  this  Government  which  repre- 
sents all  of  the  States  that  power  to  speak  for  all  of  the  States  in 
matttrs  affecting  all  of  the  SUtes.  Aud  so  it  was  wisest  to  confer  on 
that  ttame  Government  the  power  over  our  Interstate  relations,  because 
11  we  left  each  State  to  settle  with  every  other  State  eontrover»i«>»  and 
disputes  arising  tietween  them,  those  controversies  and  disputes  would 
never  be  settled  amicably  at  leiist.  We  have  experiences  to  guide  t»  in 
these  matters.  I'p  here  In  Wichita  County,  you  will  rememlier,  a  few 
years  ago  a  State  court  up  there  appointed  a  receiver  for  a  piece  of  land, 
and  a  State  court  over  la  Oklahoma  bad  appointed  a  receiver  for  tbe 
snme  piece  of  land.  TX'f  Oklahoma  receiver  came  down  to  tbe  Red 
River  Valley  bottom  and  told  tbe  Texas  receiver  be  had  come  to  take 
piis!u>sKion.  The  Texas  receiver  kx>ked  him  steadily  In  tbe  eye  and  said, 
**  You  can  only  take  forcible  possession."  and.  of  course,  the  Oklahoma  re- 
c«»lver  went  back  to  the  Oklahoma  coart  and  reported  tbe  Texas  receiver's 
answer.  Tbe  Oklahoma  court,  sitting  securely  on  his  bench,  ordered 
the  sheriff  to  aaaemble  enough  men  to  come  down  there  and  put  his 
receiver  In  pomwasion  of  the  land,  bat  there  were  not  eaoagh  men  In 
Oklahoma  to  do  that.  (Laughter.]  Why?  Because  they  would  have 
met  more  men  from  Texas.  Now,  if  that  dispute  bad  been  settled  be- 
tween Texss  and  Oklahoma,  how  do  you  suppose  It  would  have  been 
■ettledT  It  would  have  been  settled  according  to  tbe  Texas  view  of  It, 
because  under  circumstances  like  that  might  makes  right,  or  at  least 
Bight  Is  substituted  for  right,  and  while  these  receivers  stood  there,  each 
with  an  authority  to  arm  bis  followers.  Oklahoma  took  the  second  sober 
thought  and  Instead  of  making  It  a  contest  of  arms  decided  to  make  It  a 
conteot  of  law.  And  so  sbe  filed  an  original  bUl  in  tbe  Supreme  Court 
of  tbe  United  States  to  settle  that  boundary  question  between  her  and 
Texas. 

As  soon  ■•  tbe  Jurisdiction  of  that  great  trfbunal  bad  been  Invoked, 
these  warring  tactions  laid  down  their  arms,  and  both  Texan  and 
Oklahoraan  stood  ready  to  abide  the  decree  of  that  court.  Oklahoma 
didn't  get  what  she  claimed,  and  Texas  didn't  get  what  she  claimed. 
The  fact  Is  that  I  was  a  lawyer  In  that  case  and  I  was  the  only  one 
in  It  that  got  all  of  his  claim.  But  tbe  Supreme  Court  decided  against 
Texas'  clahn.  that  her  boundary  IIxm-  ran  to  the  middle  of  tbe  stream, 
and  therefore  it  appeared  to  be  In  favor  of  Oklahoma.  But  Oklahoma 
claimed  that  her  boundary  came  back  to  the  highest  southern  bluff,  and 
tbe  I'nlted  States  Itself  went  Into  its  own  courts  making  the  same 
claim.  But  that  court  said  to  tbe  United  States.  "  Tou  are  mistaken." 
It  said  to  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  "  You  are  mistaken,"  and  it 
■aid  to  the  State  of  Texas.  *•  Tou  are  mistaken."  That  court  said, 
•*  These  are  the  rights  and  t>elonglngs  of  all."  And  from  tbe  Govem- 
raent  of  tbe  United  States  down  to  the  sheriff  of  Wichita  County,  all 
men  bowed  In  obedience  to  the  decree  of  that  great  court.  Thus  It  was, 
and  thus  it  Is,  that  by  conffrring  upon  tbe  General  Goremment  the 
power  over  controversies  between  these  States,  we  avert  confilcts  of 
Interest  that  ultimately  develop  Into  collections  of  armies  and  would 
destroy  the  peace  and  harmony  of  tbe  Union.  So  I  say  myself  that  It 
wa.i  wise  to  do  that.  But  thorp  the  Philadelphia  convention  stopped, 
and  before  stopping,  it  «p«>clfled  every  power  which  tbe  Federal  Gov- 
ernment might  employ  either  In  international  or  interstate  affairs.  It 
wrote  its  charter,  and  beyond  it  the  Federal  Oovemment  dare  not  go. 
But  In  writing  that  charter  nowhere  did  it  specify  or  suggest  that  tbe 
General  Oovemment  has  any  authority  over  the  local  affairs  of  the 
people  of  any  State  of  this  Union. 

Before  that  convention  asiwmbled  the  several  States  were  sovereign, 
and  each  acknowledged  the  other  to  be.  When  they  adopted  the 
Artiries  of  Confederation,  they  expressly  declared  that  every  State 
retained  Its  right  of  sovereignty  and  Jurisdiction,  except  what  they  had 
conferred  upon   tbe  confederation,  and  as  tbej   conferred   no  right  ©f 
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sovereignty   or   jurisdiction   on   that   confederation,  they   retained    thera 
They  went  into  that  confederation  a.s  indepeoilent  Commonwealths, 
sp«'akiag    for    its    own    people.      Bach    State    hi\<l    one    vote    there, 
ilch   la   tbe   rule  among  sovereigns.      Rhode    Island   did   not   t<end    any 
tes.      She  was  the  one   recalcitrant   memiior  who  took   no   part   In 
proceedings  of  that  convention.     Indeed,  she  did  not  ratify  the  Con- 
5tltntion  of  the  United  States  until  she  found  herself  almo?ct  compelled 
circumstances   to   do   80.    but    the   little    State    of   Delaware   in    that 
co^vetition   spoke   with   the  same  authority  a^  the  great   Static  of  Vlr- 
ia.    New    Ynrk.    and    Massachusetts.      Ther>',    At*    soverdgns    and    as 
lals.    tbey    framed    the   Government,    and    the    system    of   government 
uifder  which  I  live,  under  which  you  live,  and  under  which  we  all  live, 
d  they  dl.<<tlnctly   left — reserved   Is  the  word  most    In   use — they   dls- 
left    every    State    entering    the    Union    as    sovereign    over    its 
ddmestic  affairs  as  it  was  before  the  Union  was  formed. 

Now  that  is  the  priuciplc  upon  which  thlM  Government  wan  founded, 
that   is   tbe   identical   principle   upon   which    tbe    Democratic    Party 
always  based   Its  appeal    to   the  people.      Now,   my   fiuntrymen   and 
countrywomen — and   I  Just   bad  to  twist  my   tongue  a   little  to  get 
last   in    [laughter] — I   did  not  l>elieve   that  they  ought  to  be  per- 
iled  to   vote,   and    I   do  not   believe   it    now.      I    haven't  changed   my 
mind  about  It.     Majorities  may  change  the  law,  but   they  can't   ch.inge 
mind.     I  believe — now  that  the  right  of  franchise  has  been  extended 
all  women— that  the  good  women  and  the  intelligent  women  of  this 
cofmtry  are  under  the  highest  obligation  to  exerclne  it.      My  wife  goes 
me  to  the  polls.     You  ought   to  take  your  wife  with   you   to   the 
,  because  if  you  are  a  Democrat  and  she  goes  with  you  to  the  p<illn. 
will  vote  with  you.     Of  course,  I  don't  know  what   happens  if  >-ou 
not  a  Democrat,  and  I  don't  care  what  Itappens  either,   t>ecause  If 
are   not    a    Democrat   your   wife    can    not    do   any    worse    than    the 
pie  you  set  for  her. 
Now.  my  fellow  citizens,  let's  see  how  long  did  the  Democratic  Party 
to  this  doctrine  of  State  rights  for  tlie  protection  not  only  of  th» ne 
but  of  this  Republic  itself.     You  may  understand,  and  If  you  do 
understand  It  now  you  will  understand  It  whtn  It  Is  too  late,  unless 
majority  of  you  people  come  to  understand  it  in  time,   that  you  can 
destroy  these  States  and  still  pn>»erve  this  Republic  any  more  than 
can  destroy   all  of   the   parts   and   still    preserve   the    whole.      This 
Republic  is  made  up  of  these  sovereign   States.     They  rise  like  mighty 
and  over   them   is   an   entablature   that   made   the   Union,  and 
those  columns  fall  nothing  save  a  miracle  from  God  can  ever  sup- 
that  entablature.     You  can  no  more  destroy  these  States  and  still 
perpetuate  this  Republic  than  you  can  dig  under  the  foundation  of  this 
tepiple  of  Justice  and  expect  Its  walls  to  sUnd.     These  States  are   the 
pillars   which    support    this   Republic,    and   when    I    plead    for    the 
preservation  of  the  State  I  plead  at  the  same  time  for  the  perpetuation 
this  Republic.      [Great  applause.] 

Now,  let's  see.     It  ought  to  be  enough  to  know  that  In  all  of  Its  long, 

orable,  and  successful  history  the  Democratic  Party  has  8loo«l  stead- 

and  almost  to  a  man  in  advocacy  and  in  defense  of  this  doctrine 

State  rights.     From  1801,  when  it  first  acceded  to  power  under  the 

of  Jefferson,  to  the  return  of  the  control  of  this  FVdfral  Goy- 

to    the    Republican    I'arty    under    Abraham    Lincoln    In    1881, 

tl^ugb  all  of  those  years  of  glory,  service,  and  succes-s,  the  Democratic 

ty  never  once   faltered  In   its  advocacy   and   In   its   tlffense   of   that 

Fortunately  enough  It  did  not  n»»ed  then  to  defend  It  as  we 

mtwt  do  now.  because  there  were  few  people  of  any  poMtlcnl  creed  in 

country   who   challenged   the   wisdom   of   it    then    through    that   60 

of  Its  supremacy. 

During  that  long  p^-rlod  of  time  the  Democratic  Party  never  lost  but 

presidential  elections;  Just  two  In  the  50  years.     Some  iicople  say 

It  was  three,  because  they  count  the  election  of  John  Quincy  Adams 

an  anti-Democratic  election.     But  John  Quincy  Adams  did  not   call 

a  Federalist  or  a  Whig,  but  called  him.self  a  Republican  when  he 

elected  to  the  presidency,  and  that  Is  what  they  called  all  of  us  at 

time.     Under  Thomas  Jefferson  we  were  not  called  the  Democratic 

,  but  our  oflUdal  name  was  the  Democratic-Republican  Party.     They 

fl4ally  left  us  the  first  and  best,  and  took  the  last  and  tbe  worst,  and  I 

willing  for  them  to  k»>ep  it.     With  this  rf^^nl  atte.sting  the  devotion 

our  party  to  the  doctrine  of  State  rights,  has  any  man  who  denounces 

doctrine  now  tbe  right  to  call  himself  a  Democrat? 

Ladles  and  gentlemen,   unlmpiously  and   profoundly  1  declare  that  a 

n  who  does  not  believe  in  the  doctrine  of  State  rights  ha.s  no  more 

to  call  himself  a  Democrat  than  a  man  who  does  not  believe  in  or 

tbe  divinity  of  Jesus  Christ  has  a  right  to  tall  himself  a  Christian. 

ikpplauae.]      For  75  years— the  first   76  years   to   be  accurate — of  onr 

no   attempt    was   made    to    withdraw    this    right    of   local    self- 

jf^vernment  from  the  State,  not  until  the  slavery  question,  fomented  by 

political  preachers  of  the  North.     They  did  It.     And  I  have  the  au- 

tlf)rity  of  Jeremiah  Black,  who  was  both  a  Christian  and  a  I>emocrat  in 

time,  for  saying  they  did  it     And  he  was  not  only  a  Christian  and  a 

Democrat,  but  he  was  a   wonderful   man.     In   his   famous   letter   to  the 

elphla  pastor,  on  political  preaching,  be  char-ed  that  the  political 

pA-achers  of  the  North  had  precipitated  the  war  against  the  South.     And 

know  it  ia  true,  and  you  would  know  It  ia  u-ue  if  I  bad  the  time  to 
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tell  you  all  they  said  and  did.  Why,  one  of  them  denounced  tbe  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  as  "  a  covenant  with  death  and  an  agree- 
metit  with  helL,"  and  yet  that  is  the  Constitution  they  have  to  swear  to 
support. 

Now,  isn't  it  time  to  go  back  to  that  Democratic  position  which 
we  maintained  from  oar  birth  until  even  after  tbe  Civil  War,  because 
after  the  war  was  over  we  still  clung  to  those  principles,  and,  clinging 
to  them  in  11  years  after  tiiat  war  had  ended  the  Democratic  Party 
elected  a  Preaident  of  these  United  States.  The  Republicans  stole  that 
election,  but  that  does  not  alter  the  fact  that  w^e  honestly  elected 
Bamoel  J.  Tilden  as  President  of  tbe  United  SUtes,  But  I  am  not 
going  to  stop  witb  offering  you  the  authority  of  those  great  names  as  an 
argument  in  behalf  of  State  rights.  I  am  going  to  argue  the  question 
Itself,  because  the  reason  for  the  doctrine  is  stronger  than  the  authority 
of  any  name.  It  waa  the  reason  of  the  doctrine  that  prompted  thoae 
great  men  to  accept  it  and  to  advocate  it. 

Now,  before  I  enter  upon  that  I  want  to  say  distinctly  that  while 
I  am  going  to  use  the  prohibition  question  as  an  illustration,  I  rei-og- 
nize  that  tbe  prohibition  amendment  is  as  much  a  part  of  onr  Federal 
Constitution  now  as  is  the  fourteenth  amendment,  and  it  Is  certain  to 
remain  a  part  of  It.  You  had  just  as  well  adjust  your  appetites  to  the 
fact  that  the  prohibition  amendment  Is  In  tbe  Constltutlou.  It  never 
would  have  been  put  there  If  I  had  bad  my  way.  And  I  am  wiser  than 
the  men  who  adopted  it.  and  I  say  I  pay  myself  no  very  great  compli- 
ment when  I  say  that  either.  [Applause.]  On  that  jueation  now  I 
am  going  to  trace  the  doctrine  of  State  rights  and  tbe  doctrine  of 
Federal  power. 

Tbey  have  now  had  prohibition  for  nearly  nine  years,  and  a  candidate 
for  the  Presidency  last  year  stated  that  he  was  going  to  think  over  the 
question.  My  God.  if  it  took  nine  years  to  get  to  thinking  over  It,  how 
long  will  it  take  to  enforce  It  in  this  country?  [Applauae.]  He  was 
going  to  think  over  it.  They  are  talking  about  organising  a  commission 
to  study  it.  They  wanted  |:i50,00<.>.000  to  enforce  it.  Now,  If  It  is  a 
good  law  and  we  are  a  good  people.  It  does  not  take  all  of  that  money 
to  enforce  It.  Why  this  great  detwite  that  occurred  tbe  other  day  In 
the  Senate  between  Senator  Reed  and  Senator  B<»kab?  If  I  had  been 
within  1.000  miles  of  them  at  tbe  time  when  that  debate  occurred,  I 
would  have  gone  to  hear  it.  Both  are  great  men,  but  do  you  know 
what  that  debate  occurred  over  7  Over  a  bill  which  provides  for  a  fine 
of  $10,000  and  five  yean  in  the  penitentiary  for  violation  of  a  mere 
police  regulation,  for  that  is  all  that  prohibition  Is  and  all  tbat  It  ever 
can  be. 

Now,  my  countrymen,  sncb  punishment  as  tbat  will  destroy  tbe 
liberty  and  tbe  love  of  liberty  in  the  minds  of  any  people  if  you  keep 
it  up.  It  Is  brutsL  Why,  the  other  day  I  saw  In  Michigan  tbat  tbey 
sent  an  old  woman  to  tbe  penitentiary  for  life  and  left  her  motherless 
children  to  beg  or  starve  because  she  had  violated  for  the  third  or  fourth 
time  tbe  prohibition  law.  We  didn't  have  to  do  that  when  we  had  local 
option,  did  we?  Now,  mark  you,  I  say  that  I  was  as  good  a  prohibi- 
tionist as  anybody. 

When  I  was  supporting  a  State-wide  amendment  and  knew  that  I  was 
supporting  a  losing  cause,  knew  that  the  majority  were  against  us, 
many  of  tbe  men  who  opposed  tbat  amendment  th^i  under  tbe  pay  of 
tbe  liquor  dealers'  association  are  now  talking  about  tbe  God-fearing 
women  of  Texas  and  the  vengeance  they  will  take  on  you  if  you  vote  the 
Democratic  ticket. 

Now,  let's  go  a  step  further.  When  we  bad  local  option,  we  enforced 
it  as  well  as  we  did  any  other  law  on  the  statute  books.  I  remember 
when  you  first  adopted  it  in  Collin  County.  I  remember  when  it  was 
adopted  in  Cooke  County.  Why,  I  would  rather  have  been  tried  for 
murder  than  for  selling  liquor  eltb«r  in  Collin  or  in  Cooke  County, 
because  I  would  get  a  fair  trial  on  the  murder  charge.  But  all  they 
had  to  do  was  to  write  an  Indictment  and  prove  that  I  was  the  man 
when  It  came  to  the  liquor  case.  And  in  that  day  tbe  young  men  of 
the  county  shied  tbe  bootlegger  as  a  thing  of  evil,  and  now  they  invite 
him  Into  their  homes  with  his  illegal  traffic. 

There  are  more  stills  In  Texas  to-night  than  there  were  stills  and 
bootleggers  vl>en  national  prohibition  took  effect.  Now,  do  you  know 
why  tbat  is?  Why,  let  me  tell  you.  It  is  as  simple  as  the  alphabet. 
If  tbe  State  of  Texas  attempted  to  enforce  its  police  authority  either 
in  a  single  county  or  throughout  the  whole  State,  It  only  had  to  employ 
power  enough  to  reach  the  borders  of  its  State,  or  the  borders  of  the 
county,  as  the  case  may  t>e.  Ttiat  circle  required  no  extraordinary 
power  to  be  reached.  But  when  tbe  Government  of  the  United  States 
undertakes  to  enforce  the  police  power  it  must  employ  a  force  great 
enough  at  the  center  to  reach  the  circumference  of  48  States,  and  there 
la  no  power  sufficient  to  do  that  that  can  be  exercised  oonststently  with 
the  rights  and  libf>rtles  of  the  American  people.  [Applause.]  Why 
not  be  sensible  and  proceed  in  this  manner  according  to  the  eatablished 
relations  of  the  General  Government  to  the  State?  That  was  why  I 
knew  it  would  not  succeed.  You  never  heard  me  say  that  It  will  not  be 
enforced,  because  if  tbe  fanatics  continoe  to  control  this  Government, 
they  will  enforce  It,  But  tbey  will  enforce  it,  however,  by  tbe  employ- 
ment of  measnrps  that  will  do  the  Government  and  tbe  people  more 
harm  than  wbiaky  ever  has  done  in  all  of  the  yean  tbat  it  has  been 
manufactured. 


To  destroy  this  Government  order  to  krep  somebody  from  taking  a 
dram  Is  an  appalling  error  for  an  Intelligent  pt-ople  to  make.  That 
could  never  have  happened  if  we  would  have  applied  our  time-honortHl 
doctrine  of  State  rlghta  Of  course.  I  never  voted  for  national  pn>hl- 
bttion.  I  never  felt  that  It  was  any  of  my  business  what  they  ate 
and  drank  in  the  State  of  New  York,  and  I  never  wanted  to  have  any- 
thing to  say  about  any  matter  that  was  none  of  my  busine-m.  I  sort 
of  felt  like  old  Andrew  Jackson  in  his  reply  to  Katou.  ii^ton  was 
always  Interfering  with  him  In  one  way  or  the  other,  and  finally  Jack- 
son said.  "  £atoo.  I  once  knew  a  man  down  In  Tennewseo  that  made 
a  fortune."  Well,  there  didn't  seem  to  be  any  point  to  that  8tatenM>ni, 
so  Eaton  said,  **  How  did  he  make  It,  General."  Tl»e  general  answered, 
"  By  attending  to  his  own  busineaa."  That  la  what  he  wanted  poUttcaily 
as  well  as  personally. 

I  know,  of  course,  that  if  I  am  going  to  regulate  the  habits  of  tbe 
pe<H>le  of  New  York.  I  must  concede  the  right  of  the  people  of  New 
I'ork  to  regulate  the  rights  of  our  people.  How  can  you  say  that  you 
will  prescribe  the  drink  in  New  York  and  deny  them  tbe  right  to 
prescribe  your  food?  Or,  what  is  more  dangerous  still,  if  you  pre*K*ritte 
tbe  habits  of  New  York  with  respect  to  drink,  how  can  you  deny  them 
their  right  to  a  voice  in  your  school  system  down  here? 

Now.  we  are  face  to  face  with  that  problem.  I  see  tliat  a  man  gave 
out  tbe  statement,  according  to  the  newspapers  of  yesterday,  that 
lYeaident  Hoover  [laughter] — I  thought  tbat  I  would  wait  a  moment 
and  give  you  a  chance,  you  who  voted  for  him.  to  appbiud  him.  but 
1  see  tbat  there  are  none  of  you  here,  or  else  you  are  ashameil  of 
what  you  did  laat  November.  [Applauae.]  I  we  tbe  statement  that 
President  Hoover  Is  in  favor  of  creating  a  department  of  education 
and  putting  a  Cabinet  oflicer  at  tbe  bead  of  it  You  know  what  that 
means.  It  finally  means  tbe  absorption  by  tlie  (^ederal  Government 
of  all  power  over  your  educational  institutions.  Let  it  run  its  ctwirse, 
and  at  the  end  you  must  send  your  children,  your  white  children,  to 
schools  which  tbe  negro  children  can  also  attend,  or  you  will  be  denied 
the  right  to  send  them  to  the  public  school  at  all. 

Now,  why  do  I  say  that?  I  say  tbat  when  Congress  cixjtrols  the 
matter,  tbey  will  wipe  out  this  color  line,  because  they  have  wiped  it 
out  in  tbe  only  place  subject  to  its  exclusive  Jurisdiction  up  to  this 
time.  In  tbe  District  of  Columbia  negroes  and  white  people  can  law- 
fully marry.  Of  oourae  I  think  that  any  white  man  who  will  marry  a 
negro  woman  Is  not  good  enough  for  a  negro  woman  to  take  if  she 
is  a  good  cook.  [Applause.]  But  tbat  is  none  of  my  business  down 
bene.  AU  I  ask  is  tbat  tbey  ket^  tbat  in  Massacbuaetts,  an<l  don't  let 
It  get  any  closer  than  Washington.  [Applause.]  I  Insist  on  tbat.  But 
what  right  have  I  to  say  tbat  we  will  draw  a  color  line  up  here  or 
down  here,  and  tbey  shall  not  draw  a  Itqnor  line  up  yonder?  One  la 
a  mere  matter  of  police  regulation  tbe  same  as  the  other. 

Do  you  know  what  Is  going  to  happen  when  they  get  a  department 
of  education  with  a  Cabinet  oflicer  at  tbe  bead?  Tbey  will  control  your 
schools ;  they  will  control  that  school,  and  they  will  control  this  school 
by  driving  you  to  let  them  control  tbem  Just  like  tbey  have  done  with 
your  public  roods.  There  is  a  matter  supremely  within  tbe  power  of 
the  State.  The  Federal  Government  came  in  and  said.  "  We  will  aid 
you."  And  after  tbey  aided  as  a  little,  tbey  said,  "  Unless  you  build 
3rour  roads  our  way,  we  won't  give  you  any  of  your  own  money  back  to 
build  them  your  way."  If  that  Government  has  any  money  Itself, 
every  dollar  tbat  it  ever  did  have  or  ever  will  have  must  be  contributed 
by  tbe  people  of  this  great  Repoblie. 

The  Government  is  a  pauper  and  often  a  spendthrift,  I  rc^rret  t«)  say. 
And  even  when  It  borrows  the  money  It  must  tax  your  labor  and  tbe 
labor  of  your  children  and  your  property  of  your  dilldren  not  only  to 
pay  back  that  which  It  has  borrowed,  but  to  pay  tbe  Interest  thereon 
be«iides,  and  thus  It  takes  your  own  money,  money  from  the  people,  and 
then  draws  its  cloak  about  it,  and  with  a  pious  ejaculation  says,  "  We 
will  give  you  aid.  We  will  give  you  aid."  Aid  a  man  with  his  own 
money !  Tbe  Federal  Government  bad  no  shadow  of  right  to  take  it 
from  yon  in  order  to  build  roads.  Tbat  is  for  tbe  State.  But  it  takes 
it  from  you  for  other  purposes  and  then  offers  it  on  the  road  fund  and 
says  to  us,  "  We  will  give  you  "  What?  "A  part  of  your  money  back." 
They  never  give  It  all  back  to  us,  because  it  costs  tbe  Federal  Gov- 
ernment sometldng  to  collect  it.  and  something  more  to  disburse  it.  and 
if  you  doubt  that  go  up  to  the  Federal  Roads  Bureau  and  see  tbe  number 
of  people  tbat  are  drawing  pay  out  of  your  pockets.  And  then  go 
through  the  country  and  see  the  number  of  Federal  engineers — good 
people  engaged  in  a  bad  business — tbat  is  tbe  whole  of  It.  You  know 
what  tbey  require  of  you  to  do  now  before  you  can  get  one  xingle 
dollar  of  your  own  money  back  for  any  Important  project?  You  must 
take  your  plans  and  specifications  to  Washington  and  have  them  up- 
proved  by  the  Secretarj-  of  Agriculture.  Now,  my  fellow  citiaeiu*.  I  like 
these  good  roads.  I  don't  like  these  automobiles  so  much  as  a  good 
many  of  you  do ;  but  yet  when  I  am  in  a  hurry  and  when  I  am  on  my 
way  to  a  Democratic  meeting  like  this  I  use  tbe  good  roads  and  1  use 
my  wife's  automobile.  I  never  had  one  myself.  I  like  to  ride  when  it  ts 
convenient  enough  to  do  so ;  but,  so  help  me  God,  I  would  rather 
destroy  these  splendid  automobiles,  and  I  would  rather  go  back  to  th« 
ox  wagon  and  tbe  mud  roads  than  to  see  the  State  of  Texas  bumble 
Itself  by  having  one  of  Its  officers  standing  in  tbe  anteroom  at  Wasb- 
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Ington  bogglnjc  p«rinl8»1on   of  an   offlcer  of  the  Fedrral  Government   to 
build  our  own  roads  here  in  our  own  State.     fOreat  applauBo.J 

Now,  If  they  had  let  it  alone,  we  would  hare  collected  our  own  money 
with  our  pre*<»>nt  tax  collectors,  and  we  would  have  put  It  In  the  State 
treasory  Uirough  our  present  treasurer!  in  the  counties  of  this  great 
State.  And  we  would  have  bad  no  more  expense  In  collecting  it  and 
diaburnlng  It  than  we  have  to-day.  And  then  when  we  would  want  to 
build  a  road  we  would  build  It  our  own  way.  VTb&t  right  has  any  man 
in  New  York  to  »«y  how  we  ar-  going  to  build  a  road  in  Tarrant 
County?  And  yet,  my  countrymen,  pvery  time  that  Federal  road  com- 
mlsMloner  np^aks  he  speaks  the  voice  of  the  other  States  as  well  as 
yours.  And  that  is  exactly  what  i»  going  to  happen  with  your  schools. 
They  will  come  with  their  glittering  Kold  to  blind  the  patriotic  eyes  of 
tht-  people :  they  will  come  and  say.  '  We  will  give  you  this  If  you  will 
give  us  this  or  that  supervision."  and  Anally  they  will  be  selecting  the 
textbooks.  1  hope  that  I  live  a  long  time,  but  as  God  Is  my  judge,  I 
hope  I  never  live  long  enough  to  see  that.  But  my  children  are  as  cer- 
tain to  see  it  as  they  live,  even  loa  than  the  time  allotted  by  the 
Psalms  to  the  life  of  man — Federal  Government  selecting  your  text- 
books and  9eli>cting  your  teachers — not  directly,  but  through  the  power 
of  the  purw\  and  your  pur<e  at  that.  Now,  that  is  the  reason  that  I 
am  stlU  arguing  this  question  of  State  rights.  They  have  passed  the 
wi>man's  suffrage  amendment  and  they  have  pasoed  the  profaibition 
amendment,  and  yoa  can  not  any  more  take  them  out  of  the  Constitu- 
tion (ban  you  coold  take  the  fourteenth  amendment  out  of  It.  I  have 
always  betn  opposed  to  the  fourteenth  amendment  myself,  but  I  was  in 
Congress  T2  years  and  never  tried  to  repeal  it,  because  I  knew  that  It 
would  be  toolisb  and  a  futile  effort.  There  Is  no  use  In  any  sensible 
man  trying  to  do  the  impossible,  and  that  is  what  all  men  are  doing 
when  tbey  talk  about  repealing  either  the  prohibition  or  the  woman's 
suffrage  amendment.  There  are  not  oxen  enough  in  the  world  to-day, 
and  never  were.  If  tbey  could  all  have  been  aaved  to  thla  good  day,  to 
pull  the  voters  up  to  the  voting  place  and  make  them  repeal  either  of 
those  amendments.  I  merely  refer  to  ttiat  now  to  Bht»w  yoa  how  far 
the  progress  of  this  evil  has  gone. 

For  75  years — for  76  years,  to  be  exact — not  one  effort  waa  made  to 
trespass  upon  the  rights  of  these  States  hy  constitutional  amendment. 
Yet  in  the  last  20  years  trespasses  have  been  committed  in  two  of  the 
m<j«t  ImpTM-tant  questtona  You  say  it  Is  too  late.  Oh,  no!  Yon  say, 
"  We  ought  to  lock  the  stable  before  they  steal  the  horse."  That's  true, 
and  If  my  voice  could  have  been  heard  and  my  advice  could  have  pre- 
vailed, the  sUble  would  have  been  locked  and  securely  guarded.  But 
those  horses  are  gone. 

They  are  not  the  only  horses  we  have.  We  still  have  •  stable  filled 
with  horses,  and  I  am  pleading  with  yon  to-night,  to  let  us  keep  what  we 
have  got  left,  because  If  we  give  them  up,  as  sure  as  you  and  I  are  here 
to-oight.  the  end  of  this  Republic  is  In  sight. 

L>o  you  think  Judge  Scurry,  when  a  young  man,  ever  Imagined  that  it 
would  come  to  pass  that  in  this  sovereign  State  of  Texas  we  would 
have  to  get  permission  of  the  Federal  Government  to  build  a  railroad 
in  our  own  State  with  our  own  money?  Suppose  I  had  said  that  a  few 
years  ago,  when  I  was  pleading,  as  I  have  pleaded  all  my  life,  for  the 
rights  of  the  State?  Suppow  I  should  have  made  that  statement?  Why, 
half  of  the  men  who  believed  in  me  would  have  said  that  I  was  ex- 
travagant in  my  fears,  and  the  other  half  would  hare  denounced  me  as  a 
falsifier.  And  yet  that  has  come  to  pass,  not  once  but  fifty  times  within 
the  last  few  years.  Men  from  this  State  and  men  from  other  States 
have  gone  to  Washington,  cooled  their  heels  In  the  antechamber  of  the 
Commerce  Commission,  sought  permission  to  use  their  own  money  to 
build  their  own  railroads  in  their  own  countjr  and  more  than  half  of  the 
time  it  has  been  denied. 

Why.   take  this  Fish  Commission.'     [Laughter.] 

My  fellow  countrymen,  these  and  worse  will  come  to  paaa  unless  we 
set  (lur  faces  like  flint  against  the  further  encroachment  of  the  Federal 
Uoremment  upon  the  power  of  the  State.  It  is  an  old  doctrine,  but 
it  is  no  older  than  the  Christian  religion,  and  it  1«  no  older  than  the 
srlence  of  mathematics,  and  they  have  not  changed  since  the  days  of 
my  youth,  and  the  great  principles  of  a  free  government  and  the  great 
principles  of  this  (Government  of  ours  are  as  unchangeable  as  the  laws 
of  >rniTitatlon  and  as  immutable  as  the  commandments  of  Qod.  Let's 
keep  them.  [.Applause.]  I  am  not  begging  you  to  keep  them  for  my 
sake  or  fur  yours,  but  for  the  sake  of  those  children  of  those  children's 
children  that  are  yet  to  come.  As  far  as  1  am  concerned,  I  .ran  live 
under  any  government  that  any  other  man  can  live  under.  That  Is 
true.  If  they  get  their  guillotine  after  me.  they  will  be  lucky  if  I 
don't  uae  It  on  tbem  first.  It  is  not  for  me,  my  countrymen,  but  It 
Is  for  the  unborn  generations  that  I  am  pleading  to  save  tbe  principles 
of  a  great   and   free  government.      [Applause.] 

You  kpow  their  mildest  description  of  me  is  to  call  m«  "  Old  Bailey." 
Well,  worse  things  than  that  have  been  said  about  me.  Because  I  am 
getting  old.  I'm  not  responsible  for  It.  It  is  distinctly  against  my  will, 
[laughter.] 

I  am  not  too  old  to  know  the  difference  between  a  Democrat  and  a 
man  who  isn't  a  Deaomt,  and  I  can  tell  that  difference  when  I  see 
him  fight  or  h«ar  him  talk. 
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They  have  told  us  if  we  nominated  another  antiprohibitiunist  for  the 
I'residency  they  will  do  us  like  they  did  uw  last  year.  Well.  I  would 
t  ither  lose  every  office  on  earth  than  to  be  browbeaten  and  terrorized 
ty  a  threat  of  that  kind.  If  a  man  tells  me  I  am  wrong  and  wants  to 
argue  with  me,  I  will  ait  down  and  reason  with  him;  but  when  he 
tireatens  me  with  the  loss  of  prestige,  property,  or  popularity  as  a 
means  of  trying  to  influence  my  vote,  I  utterly  despise  and  contempt 
liim.  Not  only  do  they  rejoice  in  what  they  have  done,  but  they 
t  ireaten  to  do  the  same  thing  over  If  we  make  another  nomination 
V  hich  they  do  not  like. 

Now,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  let's  analyze  that.  That  means  that  the 
minority  will  Insist  upon  controlling  the  majority,  or  else  It  would 
lireak  up  the  party.  That  is  another  evidence  that  they  are  not  I>em'>- 
crats,  because  TIioqms  Jefferson  laid  It  down  that  absolute  iicquiescence 
111  the  will  of  the  majority  Is  the  vital  principle  of  republics  from  which 
tiere  Is  no  appeal.  1  had  Just  as  much  right  to  resLst  the  election  of 
Toover  as  these  people  had  the  right  to  resist  the  nomination  or  resist 
tie  election  of  Al  Smith  after  he  was  nominated.  I  did  not  myself 
f  ivor  the  nomination  of  Governor  Smith.  I  was  for  Senator  Reed,  but 
V'hatever  might  have  been  my  choice,  when  I  could  not  make  my  party 
accept  it,  I  accepted  the  choice  made  by  my  party  and  as  a  loyal  Demo- 
crat I  supported  him.  If  we  yield  to  their  threat.  Insolent  as  It  Is.  do 
yau  know  what  it  means?  We  must  make  the  Democratic  Party  a 
prohibition  party.  That  Is  what  they  say.  Suppose  we  did  It!  We 
«  ould  destroy,  utterly  and  absolutely,  the  party  in  the  East  and  West. 

And  that  would  be  bad  enough.  And  what  will  happen  to  us  down 
liere?  They  say  we  will  carry  the  South,  but  how  will  we  carry  it? 
S[ake  the  Democratic  Party  a  prohibition  party  and  you  will  give  it 
over  to  the  nomination  of  the  political  preachers  and  the  religious 
tigots  and  fanatical  prohibitionists  of  the  South.  That  is  what  will 
tappen  to  us.  And  It  will  not  be  entitled  then  to  even  a  decent  burial. 
1  Thy  make  tbe  prohibition  question  a  political  question  or  a  party  ques- 
ton?  It  is  a  mere  matter  of  police  regulation.  Why,  I  remember  In 
tills  very  town  when  they  held  the  State  convention  of  1888,  the  year 
jfter  we  had  that  contest  over  the  state-wide  prohibition  amendment, 
ttiere  was  harsh  denouncement  of  those  who  had  supported  the  amend- 
iient.  They  talked  about  incorporating  into  the  platform  what  they 
<«lled  the  platform  made  out  of  the  heart  of  the  oak.  I  went  before 
t  lie  committee,  a  mere  boy,  scarcely  having  passed  my  majority,  and  I 
e  lid  to  them,  "  Gentlemen,  do  you  propose  to  degrade  the  Democratic 
1  'arty  to  the  point  that  a  man's  position  on  a  mere  question  of  police 
I  ?gulation  is  to  determine  his  party  affiliation  ? "  I  said,  "  You  can 
« 0  on  and  make  your  platform  as  you  please.  You  can  put  in  there  a 
Ilatform  made  from  the  heart  of  the  toughest  oak  in  all  the  forest, 
tut  yoa  can  not  drive  me  out  of  the  Democratic  Party.  I  was  a 
I«mocrat  before  this  prohibition  question  ever  divided  our  party  in 
t  lis  State,  and  I  will  be  a  Democrat  when  this  division  is  pas-sed  and 
g  >ne."  And  to  the  eternal  honor  of  the  antlprohibltionists  of  that  day 
t  ley  voted  down  tbe  man  that  offered  that  heart  of  oak  platform  and 
r>cogniMd  that  a  man  could  be  either  a  prohibitionist  or  an  anti- 
prohibitionist  without  affecting  his  democracy,  which.  If  genuine,  is 
bksed  upon  principles  and  not  upon  police  regulation.      [Applause.] 

They  obtained  prohibition — national  prohibition — without  making  it 
a  party  question.  If  they  had  made  it  a  party  question,  they  rould 
n  rver  have  enacted  it  as  a  law ;  they  could  never  have  adopted  the 
e  gbteenth  amendment  The  opposition  of  either  party  would  have 
bien  suiBcient  to  have  rendered  that  impossible.  And  now  as  reasonable 
men  and  women  you  know  this  prohibition  amendment  is  nonparty. 
Keep  It  vbe  same  way.  Neither  of  the  great  parties  will  ever  commit 
suicide  by  making  the  prohibition  question  the  test  of  a  man's  party 
a  filiation.  There  was  and  there  still  Is  a  party  in  this  country  that 
rigards  prohibition  as  the  great  and  the  only  Issue.  I  commend  these 
giintleraen  to  It.     Go  join  that  party. 

They  led  It  a  few  years  ago  and  they  would  be  leading  It  now,  except 
tliey  can  not  win  with  it  and  they  hope  to  win  in  ours.  If  they  were 
oily  mistaken  on  thla  prohibition  question,  I  would  have  more  patience 
with  them,  and  I  would  argue  longer  with  them  about  their  error,  and 
I  would  take  them  more  ewmestly,  to  turn  them  from  their  mistaken 
cmrse.  But  that  isn't  the  only  question.  Nearly  every  one  of  them 
v)ted  to  support  the  child-labor  amendment  to  the  Federal  Constitution, 
which  was  rejected — another  Invasion  of  the  rights  of  the  State.  Nearly 
erery  one  of  them  was  in  favor  of  this  educational  department  with  a 
Cftbinet  officer  at  its  head.  Nearly  every  one  of  them  would  like  to  see 
Texas  kneel  at  the  door  of  a  Federal  Cabinet  officer  and  beg  for  aid 
for  our  public  roads.  They  have  neither  veneration  for  their  State  nor 
rtispect  for  themselves  as  citizens  of  that  State.  That  is  bad  enough, 
bit  that  is  not  all. 

Now,  mark  you.  I  want  it  dlsttnctly  understood  that  when  I  speak 
o  preachers  irreverently,  I  mean  the  political  preachers — not  ministers 
o  God.  And  when  I  speak  of  these  women,  I  mean  these  female  regu- 
Utors.  I  don't  mean  the  good  women  like  your  mother  and  mine.  I 
mean  the  kind  of  women  that  want  to  vote  not  only  to  rule  the  country, 
bit  that  want  to  vote  to  regulate  us  men — the  kind  of  women  who 
every  time  they  see  a  man  doing  something  they  think  he  ought  not  do, 
wiint  to  make  a  sUtute  to  make  him  quit  doing  it     Now,  I  don't  say 
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that  they  arc  not  good  people.  All  I  say  is  that  they  are  not  good 
Democrats.  And  what  concerns  me  In  politics  Is  the  quality  of 
Democracy  and  not  the  quality  In  other  respects. 

The  reason  I  say  this  prohibition  question  is  a  more  matter  of  police 
regulation  and  could  not  be  controlled  by  these  people  la  that  nearly 
every  one  of  these  bolters  last  year — by  the  way,  I  understand  some  of 
thf-m  do  not  like  to  be  called  that,  but  they  are  going  to  get  used  to  It 
between  now  and  the  next  election.  [Laughter.]  That  Is  exactly  what 
they  are,  and  the  reason  that  1,500,000  men  stayed  at  home  last  year 
was  because  the  committee  waa  not  quite  harsh  enough  with  them.  It 
was  too  soft.  The  more  you  bogged  them  not  to  bolt,  the  more  certain 
they  were  to  bolt,  because  they  exaggerated  their  idea  of  their  own 
Importance.  When  you  want  that  kind  of  a  man  not  to  do  a  thing,  tell 
him  to  do  It  ;  he  is  less  apt  to  do  It,  If  you  beg  him  to  do  it.  And 
these  bolters,  nine-tenths  of  them  on  the  prohibition  question  or  on  the 
Uquor  question,  whatever  you  want  to  call  It,  knew  that  the  ixisltlon 
of  Alfred  E.  Smith  was  identical  with  the  position  of  Woodrow  Wilson 
[applause],  and  they  were  won^hlpers  of  Woodrow  Wilson,  nine-tenths 
of  them  In  yonr  county  and  everywhere,  and  yet  they  victimised 
Governor  Smith. 

Woodrow  Wilson  wasn't  a  hypocrite  on  the  liquor  question,  as  stated 
in  a  letter  to  the  Anti-Saloon  Liague  of  New  Jersey.  And  when  he 
left  the  WTiite  ilonsc  he  had  the  moral  courage  to  get  a  permit  to  take 
hl.i  whisky  with  lilm  to  his  home.  I  think  every  man  would  be  better 
off  if  he  never  took  a  drink,  and  I  do  not  take  even  enough  to  feel 
that  these  people  have  d<'prtvcd  me  of  anything.  The  fact  is  1  would 
freely  give  them  my  liquor  if  they  will  give  me  and  my  country  the 
benefit  of  decent  politics.  I  am  willing  to  let  the  prohibition  question 
go.  just  like  the  I^emocrats  let  the  fonrtoenth  amendment  go.  There 
wasn't  a  Diniocrat  In  America  who  voted  for  the  fourteenth  amend- 
ment, not  one.  No  Democrat-  in  either  the  House  or  the  Senate  voted 
to  submit  it,  and  no  Democrat  in  any  State  legislature  voted  to  ratify 
it.  Yet  it  is  a  part  of  the  Constitution,  and  we  rccognlie  It;  and  that 
is  the  way  that  these  people  ou^'it  to  do  with  this  prohibition  ques- 
tion. If  they  could  applaud  Wilson  as  one  of  the  greatest  and  wisest 
men  when  he  was  in  favor  of  not  only  modifying  but  in  favor  of  re- 
pealing the  Volstead  Act  and  substituting  the  light  wine  and  Ix-er  act 
for  it ;  if  they  were  controlled  by  the  prohibition  question,  they  never 
could  have  committed  a  blunder  like  that.  Oh,  no,  my  conntrymen, 
tliere  was  something  elsf.  and  that  something  else  was  the  hideous 
monster  of  reli.ifions  prejudice.  [Applause.]  Now,  listen,  like  the  doc- 
trine of  State  rights,  this  question  of  religious  freedom  is  fundamental 
with  the  Democratic  Party.  They  made  the  Federal  Constitution  with- 
out any  reference  to  religious  freedom  in  it,  and  there  being  no  power 
In  tile  Federal  Government  to  deal  with  It,  It  was  perilous  to  do  so. 
But  that  did  not  satisfy  the  Dtmocrats  of  that  day.  They  demanded 
an  amendment  guaranteeing  reli^jious  liberty  and  an  amendment  guar- 
anteeing tbe  rigl'.t  of  local  self-government  to  the  people.  What  waa 
the  history  of  this  religious  freedom? 

It  was  one  of  the  glories  of  Thomas  Jefferson's  life  that  he  wrote  the 
statutes  for  religious  freedom  In  Virginia.  He  had  been  President  of  the 
United  States,  Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  and  Secretary  of 
State — the  three  highest  offices  within  the  gift  of  this  great  Republic — 
yet  when  he  came  to  write  the  Inscription  on  his  own  grave,  he  wrote  it 
with  his  own  hand  and  left  It  among  his  papers,  and  It  was  engraved 
word  for  word  on  his  tomb.  And  Jefferson  said  not  a  word  about  having 
been  the  President  of  the  United  States,  not  a  word  about  having  been 
the  Vice  President  or  the  Secretary  of  State  or  a  Member  of  the  Con- 
tinental Congress  or  the  Governor  of  Virginia  ;  all  of  these  great  honort5 
he  passed  over  In  silence  and  wrote,  **  Here  lies  buried  Thomas  Jefferson, 
author  of  the  Declaration  of  American  Independence,  of  the  statute  of 
Virginia  for  religious  freedom,  and  father  of  the  University  of  Virginia." 
BecoiKl  only,  my  conntrymen,  to  declaring  lndep«'ndence,  he  esteemed 
his  service  In  the  cause  of  religious  fre«>dom.  And  permit  me  to  digress 
Just  far  enough  to  say  that  Mr.  Jefferson  did  not  pass  that  statute 
through  the  Legislature  of  Virginia.  He  drew  It  and  offered  it,  but  the 
legislature  of  which  he  was  a  member  refused  to  enact  it.  Seven  years 
after  Jefferson  penned  that  immortal  documoot  James  Madison,  another 
mighty  Democrat,  and  one  who  has  never  yet  received  the  honor  and 
praise  which  he  deserves — we  remember  him  as  the  father  of  our  Con- 
stitution, and  surely  It  was  honor  enough  for  any  man  to  be  that — 
Madison,  seven  years  after  JeCeraon's  bill  had  be»»n  defeated  in  the 
Virginia  Legislature,  took  It  out  of  tbe  mtLsty  archivrs  of  tb*  cafrftoi, 
reintroduced  It  himseU,  and  passed  It  word  for  word  as  Thomas  Jefferson 
had  written  It     That  Is  the  story  of  that  enactment,  but  that  Is  not  alL 

Again  they  wrote  in  the  constitution  of  Virginia  another  thhig.  They 
bad  political  preachers  then  and  they  bad  fanatics  until  tbey  were  out 
of  patience.  These  preachers  bad  done  then  as  tlK>se  preaehers  are 
doing  now,  and  had  taken  an  all  too  Important  and  oonspicoous  part  In 
politics.  And  when  they  came  to  write  that  Virginia  constitution  of 
1778  they  solemnly  decreed  that  no  minister  of  the  gospel  could  ever  be 
an  executive  of  that  State  or  a  member  of  Its  legiaiature.  (Applause.] 
Some  men  say  that  that  was  first  written  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Republic  of  Texas.  It  was  written  there,  but  it  was  not  first  written 
there.     Tbey  wrote  it  there  and  then  repeated  it  In  ever/  coa«iUuUoa 


of  this  State  untn  1866,  when  the  carpetbaggers  and  the  •calnwaga 
made  the  constitutloii. 

Now,  I  just  want  to  warn  these  preachers  that  If  they  are  going  to 
get  Into  politics  they  will  have  to  fight.  We  are  going  to  talk  about 
them  like  they  talk  about  us.  and  we  will  say  some  things  about  them 
that  are  true.  They  talk  reckles^^Iy  about  ua,  say  many  things,  which  I 
will  admit  they  think  are  true,  but  which  nobody  but  an  idiot  would 
believe  as  true.  Listen,  you  remember  that  I  ran  for  governor  some  few 
years  ago  In  this  State.      [Reference  to  personal  politics.] 

Now.  do  yon  believe  that?  Do  you  blame  me  for  saying  that  they 
told  things  on  me  that  nobody  but  an  Idiot  would  believe?  No  preacher 
believes  that.  There  were  two  constitutions  sUnding  In  the  way.  They 
not  only  credited  me  with  great  power,  but  tbey  told  the  people  that  I 
would  abuse  that  power.  In  that  instance  they  credited  me  with  more 
power  than  any  man  ever  possonsed.  Tbe  bootlegger,  the  nii;lit  watch- 
man, the  greedy  man  may  bring  whisky  back  and  sill  It  to  our  children, 
but  no  man  will  ever  live  in  this  Republic  who  will  bring  It  back  accord- 
ing to  law.     These  men  knew  btnter. 

Now,  when  they  say  those  things,  can  you  wonder  tliat  I  doubt  their 
piety  and  their  sincerity?  Do  you  wonder  that  when  they  fight  the 
Democratic  Party  I  am  willing  to  fight  them  back?  [Great  applause; 
cries  of  "  Pour  It  on  them."]  Thla  war  Is  of  their  making;  they  were 
the  first  to  strike  the  blow,  but  by  the  eternals  we  will  be  the  last  to 
strike. 

I  love  the  church,  and  I  love  the  man  of  God.  I  remember  the  pic- 
ture of  one  whom  I  knew  in  my  youth.  Always  gentle,  always  kind, 
always  softly  spoken,  never  taking  any  part  in  secular  affairs,  but 
preaching  the  word  of  God  in  his  pulpit  and  sitting  by  the  bedside  of 
the  sick  and  afflicted,  and  that  man  was  loved  as  no  other  man  la  that 
community.  Even  the  ungodly  men  lifted  their  hats  when  he  patwed 
by.  for  they  regarded  him  as  a  servant  and  minister  of  Jesus  Christ 
Now,  contrast  a  man  like  that  with  a  political  preacher  of  thU  day,  de- 
nouncing men  and  women  because  they  disjigree  with  him,  denouncing 
us  as  lacking  in  patriotism  because,  forsooth,  some  of  us  are  lacking 
In  his  kind  of  religion.  I  pray  God  that  everybody  In  this  Nation  shall 
lack  that  kind  of  religion.  If  the  preacher  will  let  me  give  him  a 
rule  to  live  by,  I  will  tell  you  that  it  is  a  rule  that  he  can  die  by.  I 
am  going  to  give  you  the  rule  of  a  Christian  Democrat.  "  Never  ask 
any  man  his  religion  at  the  ballot  box,  and  never  ask  any  man  his 
politics  in  the  church  house."  Do  these  men,  these  men  who  call 
themselves  Hoover  Democrats,  will  they  subscribe  to  that?  Not  one 
of  them.  Will  these  political  preachers  subscribe  to  that?  Not  on*} 
of  them.  And,  yet,  isn't  It  right?  Isn't  that  a  sound  rule  to  live  by 
and  die  by?  Give  every  man  the  right  in  religion  to  his  own  poli- 
tics and  In  politics  give  every  man  tbe  right  to  his  own  religion. 
[Applause.] 

I  am  the  keeper  of  no  man's  religious  conscience.  His  religion  is  a 
matter  between  him  and  his  God.  I  know  that  I  do  not  know  as  much 
about  religion  as  I  should  and  as  much  as  I  wish  I  did,  but  I  know  that 
nothing  in  this  world  can  make  a  Christian  except  the  grace  of  0<»d. 
[Applause.]  All  of  the  political  sermons  that  were  preached  last  year 
did  not  save  one  soul  but  damned  many.  [Applause.]  Yoa  can  not 
make  a  Christian  by  a  statute,  and  you  can  not  make  men  good  by  law. 
I  want  to  be  good,  but  I  also  want  to  be  free.  If  I  can  not  be  both 
free  and  good  I  want  to  be  free.  But  I  denounce  the  imputation  or  the 
tnsinaation  that  there  is  any  conflict  between  sound  morals  and  sonnd 
patriotism.  A  Christian  ought  to  want  to  be  free  as  well  bs  I  do.  I 
am  perfectly  willing  for  the  Christians — one  of  them,  many  of  thera, 
and  all  of  them — to  get  down  on  their  knee«  and  pray,  for  instance, 
that  I  will  never  go  to  see  another  horse  race.  But  when  they  can  not 
pray  me  out  of  it  I  don't  think  tbey  ought  to  go  down  to  the  legislature 
and  get  a  statute  and  fix  it  so  that  I  can  not.  [Applause.]  Let  me 
go  my  way ;  I  will  let  them  go  their  way.  If  one  man  wants  to  g4>  to 
the  ba>4>ball  game.  I  say  let  him  go.  And  if  another  man  wants  to  go  te 
the  picture  show,  or  to  witness  an  interesting  performance — a  man  that 
wants  to  see  it — I  say.  let  him  go.  If  another  man  wants  to  go  to  the 
church  house,  I  say  "Amen,  let  him  go."  But  If  I  want  to  go  to  M>e 
something  that  some  preacher  doesn't  think  that  I  ongbt  to  see,  be 
ought  not  to  send  the  sheriff  after  me  to  prevent  It.  (Applsuse.  ]  If  I 
were  a  preacher  the  laet  man  whose  help  I  would  call  for  in  tbls  land 
would  be  tbe  sheriff's  and  the  legislature's.  Why?  Becau.'<e  religion  is 
a  voluntary  matter,  and  the  sheriff  and  the  law  are  goeHtioos  wf  force. 
Of  course,  you  can  make  me  a  hypocrite  but  can  not  make  any  man  a 
Christian  by  statute. 

If  the  legislature  at  tbe  next  seasion  should  pass  a  law  that  every 
man  that  doesn't  belong  to  the  Baptist  Church — and  some  of  them  would 
pass  that  kind  of  law,  too — but  if  tbe  legislature  should  pass  a  law 
making  yon  go  to  some  church,  when  some  particular  creed  got  stroi^ 
enough  they  would  pass  another  law  to  make  you  go  to  their  church. 
If  tbe  legislature  were  to  pass  a  law  that  every  man  who  was  not  a 
member  of  the  Baptist  Church  by  tbe  31st  day  of  next  I  December,  every 
one  of  us  woold  belong  to  the  Baptist  Church  before  that  time  if  they 
would  add,  "  Now.  if  you  don't  we  are  going  to  behead  you."  Now,  the 
legl.<lature  could  pass  aU  of  the  laws  they  please  eommaodlng  us  te 
join,  but  we  wouldn't  Jola.     But  whenever  they  eet  the  penalty  at  the 
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I08R  of  onr  heads  and  said  eTery  man  that  doesn't  belong  by  the  31st 
day  of  I>erember,  1929,  shall  be  bebended.  we  would  all  b(>long  to  the 
Baptist  Church  before  that  time,  wouldn't  we?  But,  my  friends,  that 
wouldn't  make  us  either  Christians  or  Baptists. 

Now,  Just  holp  me  among  your  neighbors,  if  you  cao,  to  get  it  into 
the  heads  of  these  people  that  religion  Is  one  thing  and  that  politics  is 
another.  Now,  Just  one  more  thought  in  the  way  of  advice.  They 
nt-Ter  can  put  their  churches  into  politics  without  putting  polities  Into 
their  churches,  any  more  than  I  can  pour  water  into  this  cup  and  pour 
ink  into  the  water  and  still  have  ink  in  the  water  and  not  have  any 
water  in  the  ink.  It  is  impossible.  And  having  used  that  illustration, 
I  will  go  one  step  further  :  When  you  mix  your  politics  and  religion,  it 
is  like  mixing  the  Ink  and  the  water.  Before  I  poured  the  ink  in  this 
cup  the  water  was  good  drinking  water  and  the  ink  was  good  to  write 
with,  bat  the  minute  I  mix  that  ink  and  that  water  I  spoil  the  water  for 
drinking  and  I  spoil  the  ink  for  writing.      [Applause.] 

Ladles  and  gentlemen,  I  have  kept  you  now  longer  than  I  should,  but 
I  am  going  to  dismlns  you  in  a  moment,  but  before  I  do,  I  am  going  to 
say  a  word  before  I  Md  yon  goo<l  night,  to  you  husbands  as  well  as  you 
Democrats.  Tell  your  wife  the  truth — that  you  need  her  help  to  keep 
this  State  Democratic  to  preserve  this  Republic.  Don't  try  to  make  a 
politician  out  of  her,  t>ec8U8e.  as  a  rule,  the  best  politicians  are  the 
poor»>st  wives.  And  the  la.«t  thing  I  would  advise  In  this  world  would 
be  the  introduction  into  the  home  of  any  disorder  or  any  discord.  But 
It  is  no  trouW'",  if  you  are  a  Df  mf)crat,  to  porsuade  your  wife  to  go 
with  you  to  the  polls — to  persuade  your  daughter,  and  if  you  are  a 
young  man.  to  persuade  your  mother,  too.  These  other  people  are  going. 
As  soon  OM  the  polls  open,  the  female  regulator  and  the  Hoover  Democrat 
will  be  there,  if  we  let  them  in,  which  we  are  not  going  to  do.  Now. 
are  you  going  to  let  them  go  and  vote  and  still  let  your  wife  and 
daughter  and  maybe  your  beloved  mother  stay  at  home  and  expose  you 
and  expose  this  State  to  the  rule  of  men  and  women  like  that?  The 
nuire  your  wife  is  inclined  to  respect  you,  the  better  woman  she  is,  if 
you  are  the  right  kind  of  a  man,  and  the  more  sorely  we  stand  in  neetl 
of  her  vote.  There  are  many  splendid  women  In  this  State  who  have 
the  leisure  to  take  some  Interest  In  politics  and  who  are  helping  us  day 
after  day.  I  lift  my  hat  to  them  whejiever  thoy  pass.  I  know  if  they 
are  not  doing  Ood's  work,  they  are  doing  this  country's  work,  and  that 
Is  all  the  kind  of  work  I  inquire  about  in  a  political  campaign.  I  don't 
care  whether  the  woman  is  rich  or  poor,  because  it  is  with  women  as 
wltli  men,  the  richest  are  not  always  the  worst,  not  always,  and  not 
alwnys  are  the  poorest  the  b«'8t,  because  good  and  bad  la  a  condition 
of  mind  and  conduct,  and  not  a  condition  of  wf«Itta. 

A  rich  man  may  be  as  good  as  anybody,  and  a  poor  man  m«y  be  as 
good  as  anybody,  and  my  philosophy  ia,  and  I  learned  It  as  a  p«rt  of 
my  Democratic  teaching,  that  one  honeat  man  la  jtist  aa  good  as  another 
hunest  ouin  when  ntie  behaves  aa  well  aa  the  oth»'r  does.  The  same 
rule  will  apply  to  women.  And  don't  let  foar  neighbor  believe  that 
heoiase  be  Is  a  man  In  bambl«  clrramataBce*  that  we  are  not  conctmed 
•boat  htm  and  his  party  afflllation.  One  of  the  moat  pitiable  and  one 
of  the  moat  tourhing  stortea  of  fidelity  to  tb«  Itamocmtk  Party  and 
to  Its  old  pHndplea  usad  to  ba  told  about  a  Vermont  blacksmith  who 
trudffMl  80  milM  In  •  Noverab«r  snow — for  It  snowt  ap  tb«re  in  No- 
rember— to  vota  the  Democratic  ticket  when  he  kn^w  the  party  bad 
no  chance  to  carry  the  8tate.  It  Is  the  quMtlon  of  fldetlty  that  counts 
In  this  world,  and  that  fidelity  I  commend  to  yon.  Don't  overlook  any 
man  who  U  an  American  dtlxen  and  well  behaved  aa  unworthy  of  your 
Democratic  notice.  Let's  bring  them  all  and  set  them  down  In  the  con- 
vention and  ask  none  of  them  how  much  they  are  worth  nor  how  much 
they  know,  becanse  it  often  happens  that  the  beat  educated  man  Isn't 
the  man  with  the  most  senae  in  the  assembly,  and  it  often  happens  that 
a  man  without  an  edncation  haa  a  head  full  of  sense.  It  ia  not  a  con- 
dition of  wealth,  not  a  question  of  education,  but  the  question  of  dis- 
charging a  supreme  doty  to  thia  Republic  by  every  dtlsen  in  It.  Let's 
beckon  them  all  to  our  aid,  men  and  women  of  that  kind.  And  If  we 
do  that,  and  as  Democrats  we  should  do  it,  the  future  of  thU  State 
and  our  party  la  made  sure.  As  soon  as  we  get  the  lamatlcs  and  the 
rheumatics,  the  pneumatics  and  the  fanatics  out  of  the  Democratic 
Party,  all  these  ofllce  seekers  wlU  be  bowing  to  as  and  not  to  them. 
[Applause.] 

I  don't  want  any  man  to  come  out  of  fear,  and  I  don't  want  any  man 
to  come  out  of  his  desire  for  ofllce.  I  want  him  to  come  out  of  a  proud 
patriotic  desire  to  serve  hLs  country.  It  has  been  a  long,  hard  struggle 
to  preserve  these  Democratic  principles,  but  onr  forefathers  passed 
throu;,'h  long,  hard  struggles  to  Ann  establiah  them.  For  eight  years 
Thomas  Jefferson  and  his  associates  faced  Alexander  HamUton  and  all 
of  the  wesltb  of  that  part  of  the  Union,  acting,  if  not  by  the  authority 
at  least  under  the  patronage  of  (Jeneral  Washington.  Had  they  fsl' 
tered  and  fallen  back  then  we  would  have  had  an  empire.  If  not  in  name 
at  least  in  power,  many,  many  years  ago.  As  they  did  their  duty  by 
their  chUdren  and  their  children's  children,  I  have  a  right  to  conjure 
you  no  leas  to  do  your  duty  by  your  children  and  their  children  The 
r»enuKTatlc  Party  survived  the  most  useless  and  cruel  dvU  war  which 
ever  blackened  the  pages  of  human  history,  a  war  Infllded  upon  us  by 
tht^  Mgots  and  fanatics,  through  four  years  of  ruin.  And  the  after- 
math was  w«ne  tbu  battte  itself.     When  those  Confederate  soldiers 
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took  up  their  long  and  painful  march  from  Appomattox  back  to  tbclr 
homes  over  nrauntalu  course,  streams,  and  through  valleys,  where  the 
blood  of  their  bravest  and  l)est  still  testified  to  the  desolation  of  the 
land,  turning  from  the  battle  field  where  they  had  lost  all,  save  their 
courage  and  their  honor,  coming  back  to  the  home  thoy  had  left  with 
trellises  and  vines  and  the  habitation  of  innocent  childhood  and  happy 
life,  to  find  it  a  mans  of  charred  and  blackened  ruin,  their  social  and 
their  industrial  systems  subverted  or  destroyed,  with  hearts  as  brave 
as  b<»at  in  the  bosom  of  those  who  followed  Pat  Cleburne  across  the 
breastworks  at  Franklin,  with  hearts  as  brave  and  as  true  as  those  who 
climbed  the  burning  hell  of  Malvern  Heights,  with  hearts  as  brave  and 
tme  as  those  who  rode  to  death  with  Pickett  at  Gettysburg — those  men, 
coming  to  their  desolate  places,  did  not  sit  down  and  say,  "All  is  lost." 
But  with  those  same  brave  hearts  which  had  carried  them  so  often  upon 
a  pathless  charge,  they  set  themselves  to  work  and  in  one  generation 
they  had  repaired  their  broken  fortunes  to  such  an  extent  that  the 
workl  -stood  amazed  at  the  rehabilitation  of  the  South. 

You  are  the  sous  of  men  who  did  that,  and  will  you  falter  under  the 
call?  A  crisis  scarcely  less  grave  than  that  exists.  Not  survive  that 
cmd  Civil  War,  but  it  survived  the  still  more  unspeakable  days  of 
reconstruction.  And  across  the  burned  marl  of  that  reconstruction 
hell  the  D«'mocratic  Party.  In  line  with  its  conception  and  with  its 
principles  as  the  shield,  fought  on  with  a  spirit  like  that  of  the  Hebrew 
children  who  preserved  their  garments  from  the  fiery  furnace.  Oh,  my 
countrymen  and  countrywomen,  the  hour  of  call  for  mon  has  conae, 
for  godlike  men,  for  men  who  know  their  rights  and  knowing  them 
dare  maintain  them.  That  the  Democratic  Party  shall  enlist  the  serv- 
ices of  these  men  is  no  less  my  belief  than  It  Is  my  prayer. 

lAdies  and  gentlemen,  I  thank  you  for  your  long  and  patient  atten- 
tion, and  I  beg  of  jrou  good  night.      [Long  applause.] 

1CI8SIS8IPPI   RTVEB  FUX>D  CX)NTBOL 

]tfr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimoa.s  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  I  y  George  N.  Coad,  whirh 
awieared  In  the  New  York  Times  of  Sunday  last,  in  rejrard  to 
the  delay  In  the  Miasis-sippi  River  .spillway  project,  and  also  a 
short  paragraph  by  George  Rothwell  Brown  appearing  lu  the 
September  13  issue  of  the  Washington  Herald  on  the  same 
subject. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Rkcobd,  a.s  follows: 

[New  York  l^mes,  Sunday.  September  15,   1929] 
UoovKB  PsoposAL  AtocsM  Protsst— MISSISSIPPI  Vallwt  Ribs  Littm 
Mmsit  m  Plaw  to  I>*t.AT  Fr-<x)i>-ro!rnioL  Wosk — Osjrcts  to  Ahmt 
BcMBM*— Rut   Ast    Action   to   Postpoms   Rkucv   Raises    Ffab   or 

FUBTlira   PkOPMSTT   Damaos 

By  Oeorgs  N.  Coad 

N»w  OtLBAJrs,  »«>ptembpr  11.— Th«  lower  MlMlsslppI  Valley  Is  not 
of  a  mind  to  ttaod  np  and  chesr  as  one  man  tor  President  Hoover's 
proposal  to  suspend  constrnction  of  flood-control  work  pending  further 
study  of  th«  problem.  I)«ply  as  everyone  hwe  fwls  that  the  methods 
the  Army  Bngtussrs  would  follow  la  compensating  landownem  in  the 
flood  ways  ars  utterly  unsatisfactory,  those  best  acquainted  with  floods 
can  not  be  wholly  pleased  by  the  prosp(>ct  of  letting  matters  drift  for  an 
indefinite  but  probably  considerable  period.  The  river  is  no  less  dan- 
gerous potentially  to-day  than  it  was  in  1927. 

The  chief  disturbing  factor  lu  the  situation  is  the  uncerUinty  about 
the  length  of  time  which  would  pass  before  work  would  be  resumed 
and  protection  assured.  Some  persons  who  have  l)een  closely  a-ssoclated 
with  the  problem  for  years  and  who  are  thoroughly  familiar  with  the 
Washington  state  of  mind  beUeve  that  Ave  years  at  least  must  elapse 
before  new  reports  worthy  of  consideration  could  be  brought  In.  There 
are  a  good  many  chances  that  a  fairly  high  flood  may  occur  in  that 
period. 

BOm   STATB8   WOtHJ)  BINDriT 

The  President's  proposal  has  naturally  divided  the  States  of  the  lower 
valley.  Some  would  stand  to  gain  by  delay,  others  to  lose.  Arkansas 
and  part  of  Louisiana  are  in  the  former,  Mississippi  in  the  latter  cate- 
gory. The  Mississippi  River  Itself  does  not  annoy  Arkansas  so  much 
as  tbe  tributaries  flowing  through  that  State.  These  streams  floiKi 
their  basins  frequently  and.  since  the  floods  are  local,  the  Jadwln  plan 
would  do  little  toward  controlling  them.  Reservoirs,  however,  would 
probably  be  of  great  benefit.  Arkansas,  therefore,  favors  review  of  the 
plans  upon  the  hope  that  the  engineers  would  agree  to  reservoirs. 

Upper  Louisiana  and  the  Atchafalaya  Ba.sln  are  the  chief  victims  of 
the  cruel  scheme  now  in  effect.  Crevasses  could  do  them  little  more 
damage  than  the  perfect  functioning  of  the  Jadwln  flood-control  works. 
New  Orieans.  however,  would  like  to  have  this  additional  insurance 
against  floods  as  soon  as  po8,*.ibie,  although  the  dty  stands  to  lose  in- 
directly through  the  unjust  use  of  land  by  the  engineers  in  the  Atcha- 
falaya Basin.     Opinion  here  la  therefore  divided. 

TH«    MA-rniR    or   COMPBJfS.\TION 

It  was  obviously  the  intention  of  Congr,>88  to  compensate  landowners 
In  the  flood  ways  for  the  use  of  their  land.     But  taking  advantage  of 
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the  ambiguity  of  the  phrase,  "  by  reason  of  diversion  of  sdditional 
destructive  flood  waters."  President  Coolldge  really  deprived  the  land- 
owners of  reasonable  hope  of  compensation.  It  appears  that  ontside  of 
the  valley  there  is  a  tendency  to  consider  the  opp.)8ition  of  the  property 
holders  in  these  flood  wsys  as  very  low  and  selfish.  Such  a  view  springs 
from  ignorance.  They  are  really  trying  to  keep  from  sacrifldng  tbdr 
lands  for  the  protection  of  other  folk's  holdings  and  on  behalf  of  the 
"  Coolldge  economy." 

In  1927  about  900,000  cubic  feet  a  second  passed  down  the  Atcha- 
falaya Basin.  The  damage  done  needs  no  more  description.  But  under 
the  Jadwln  plan  1,&00,000  cubic  feet  a  second  would  be  sent  down  the 
basin  and  the  property  holders  would  have  the  recourse  of  suing  the 
United  States  Government,  fighting  their  cases  through  the  courts  for 
years,  lobbying  for  appropriations  to  pay  their  Judgments,  if  any,  and 
hoping  that  their  grandchildren  would  get  something  out  of  It. 

Attorney  General  Mitchell  has  ruled  that  the  Executive  orders  of 
President  Coolldge  putting  this  plan  into  operation  can  not  be  modified 
by  President  Hoover.  Only  Congress  can  prevent  the  outrage.  It  can 
and  probably  will  some  time  amend  the  flood  control  act.  President 
Hoover  Is  understood  to  look  with  favor  upon  amendment  and  to  believe 
that  the  plan  of  diversion  through  the  Atchafalaya  sbould  be  changed. 
He  was  there  when  the  crevasses  were  discharging  900,000  cubic  feet  a 
second  into  the  basin,  and  be  can  imagine  the  effect  of  discharging 
1,500,000  cubic  feet  a  second  into  it 

CO.NORKSS    ACnOX   DOITBTPmi 

What  Congress  will  do  in  this  session  is  beyond  prediction.  The 
division  of  views  pointed  out  above  is  likely  to  prevent  its  granting 
adequate  relief.  There  Is  a  woeful  lack  of  unity  among  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  lower  valley.  Not  only  are  the  States  divided  ;  there 
is  division  of  opinion  within  the  State  committees  on  flood  control 
There  has  been  too  much  disputing  in  the  delegations  and  too  mucb 
sectional  jealousy  l>etween  them.  Had  there  been  a  unifled  front  in 
1927  and  1928  the  present  act  would  not  need  revision. 

There  Is  always  a  tendency  during  times  of  low  water  for  the 
enthusiasm  for  flood  control  to  ebb.  For  neariy  threescore  years  the 
valley  endured  the  floods  sent  down  from  the  upper  river  without  under- 
taking any  real  campaign  for  relief.  After  the  flood  of  1922  a  per- 
manent committee  was  formed  In  Louisiana,  and  under  its  sponsorship 
the  plans  for  spillways  were  developed  against  the  wishes  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi River  Commission.  The  campaign  reached  the  peak  of  intensity 
after  the  flood  of  1927,  but  Us  vigor  ebbed  with  the  passage  of  the 
Held -Jones  law,  although  it  was  clear  to  any  students  of  the  problem 
that  another  hard  flght  was  ahead. 

President  Hoover's  proposal  seems  Hkely  to  rsvive  the  Interest.  A 
considerable  number  of  men  have  learned  what  most  be  done  to  gt>t 
favorable  congressional  adlon,  and  there  Is  good  reason  to  believe  that 
the  Louisiana  delegation  at  least,  representing  the  chief  sufferers  from 
the  river,  will  reach  an  sgresment  and  carry  tbs  flgbt  on  with  vigor. 
Whether  Its  itiiltf  will  prevaU  within  a  reasonable  period  against  tbe 
confllding  Interests  of  other. States  or  whether  these  conflicts  may  be 
r(*eondli-d  for  tbe  greater  good  of  all  no  one  dares  predict 

[Oeorgs  BotbwcU  Brown  in  Washington  (D.  C.)  Herald,  September  18, 
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President  Hoover  having  agreed  to  a  delay  in  Mississippi  flood  control 
work  all  that's  needed  now  is  to  get  the  Missouri  and  the  Arkansas 
Rivers  to  listen  to  the  voice  of  reason. 

EXBOUTTVC   MK8SAOE8 

Sundry  messages  In  writing  were  eonununlcated  to  the  Senate 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Iklr.  Latta,  one  of  his 
i^cretaries. 

BEVI6ION   OF  THE  TAKOT 

The  Senate,  as  In  CMnmittee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2867)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Industries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other 
puiT)o«es. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  a  telegram  bearing  upon  the  tariff 
bill  and  also  a  letter  from  the  American  Livestock  Association 
upon  the  same  subject. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram  and  letter  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Recobd,  as 
follows : 

Boston^  Mass.,  September  XT,  J9za. 

Hon.    WiLLXAM    IS.   BOIIAH, 

United  Btatea  Senator  from  Idaho. 

United  Statea  Senate  Chamber: 
Referring  stand  you  took  In  Senate  yesterday  on  shoe-leather  sched- 
ules in  refuting  position  taken  by  Senators  Rbkd  and  Walah,  oflldal 
figures  show  that  number  of  pairs  women's  shoes  made  in  New  England 
has  been  greater  during  past  six  months  than  at  any  time  since  tbe 
war.     Production  women's  shoes  in  New  England  for  first  six  months 


1929  shows  Increase  of  2.300,000  pairs  over  flrst  six  months  1928  In 
spite  of  heavier  importations  of  women's  shoes  and  serious  strikes 
in  important  districts  of  Boston,  Haverhill,  Lynn. 

McLXiNs,  Tbowbbidob  k  Co.   (.Inc.). 

Wasbinotoh,  D.  C,  Beptember  It,  t»a. 
Hon.  William   B.  Bokah, 

United  States  Senate.  Washinffton,  D.  C. 
Dbab  Sbnatob  Borah  :  It  was  my  prIvUege  to  sit  in  the  gallery 
to-day  and  Usten  to  the  argument  you  made  for  the  agricultural  section 
of  the  country.  In  any  such  discussion  as  followed,  It  Is  Inevitable  that 
the  question  of  hides  should  be  much  to  the  fore  l>ecauae  there  is  hardly 
another  item  which  so  aptly  shows  the  determination  not  to  give  agri- 
culture a  square  deaL  In  the  flrst  place,  a  10  per  cent  duty,  even  if  it 
had  not  been  accompanied  by  such  outrageous  rates  on  leather  and 
shoes.  Is  almost  an  Insult  to  the  livestock  industry,  as  it  is  not  com- 
parable even  with  the  balsnce  of  the  agricultural  rates,  to  say  nothing 
of  Industrial  rates.  Here  is  a  case  where  a  tariff  would  be  really  effec- 
tive, as  our  present  huge  production  of  cattle  and  calfskina  is  forced 
to  sell  in  competition  with  hides  from  sll  over  the  world.  Repeated 
reference  was  made  to-day  to  the  fact  that  agriculture  was  given  every- 
thing It  asked  for  in  1922,  which  certainly  is  not  true  so  far  as  hides 
are  concerned. 

It  does  seem  that  we  should  get  an  adequate  duty  on  hides  this  year, 
although  It  will  take  the  combined  efforis  of  all  the  people  Interested 
In  the  welfare  of  our  western  country  to  bring  it  about.  We  have  made 
quite  a  study  of  tbe  matter  from  every  conceivable  angle,  and  1  would 
appreciate  It  very  much  If  you  would  take  the  time,  some  time  this 
week  or  next,  to  discuss  the  matter  with  me  briefly.  I  can  come  at 
any  time  that  will  suit  your  convenience. 
Yours  very  truly, 

Ambucan  National  Livbstock  Abhociatior. 

F.  B.  Mallim,  Beoretary. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  President  Hoover  In  his  mes- 
sage  to  the  Congress  recommended  the  revi8l«»n  of  the  tariff  in 
the  Interest  of  the  fanner.  It  is  true  he  said  there  were  certain 
other  schedules  affecting  Industries  where  there  is  great  de- 
pression which  might  be  altered,  but  he  did  not  recommend  a 
general  revision  of  the  tariff  such  as  the  pending  bill  pro|«>ses. 
Our  R»'publican  friends  have  prei)ared  and  passed  In  the  House, 
and  reported  to  the  Senate,  a  j bill  which  they  say  carries  out 
these  recommendations.  A  rending  of  the  bill  shows  how  far  the 
Republican  Party  have  misinterpreted  the  meaning  of  President 
Hoovei^s  meesafe,  and  how  far  they  have  departed  from  giving 
aid  to  the  farmers.  In  this  bill  they  rerise  all  the  wheduh>s  of 
the  tariff  and  create  a  free  list ;  and  In  doing  this  they  are  try- 
ing to  enact  a  general  tariff  bill  in  the  Intereet  of  Industry  rather 
than  in  tbe  iDtere«t  of  the  farmer,  av  waK  m>  MfHendidly  (lointed 
oat  on  yenterday  by  thenenior  K<'nator  from  Idaho  (Mr,  lioRAH]. 

Mr.  President,  this  bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate,  or  as  It 
paatted  through  tbe  House,  injures  tbe  farmtT  a  great  deal  more 
than  It  helps  blin ;  and  it  is  my  imrpoae  to  point  out  jUHt  how 
it  injnres  and  just  how  it  bdps  the  farmers  of  this  country. 

Under  tbe  bill  the  farmer  will  pay  more  for  his  shoes  and 
even  tbe  bladdng  which  he  pata  on  his  shoes.  He  pays  more 
for  his  tea,  more  for  tbe  calomel  he  takes  when  he  is  sick,  and 
substantially  more  for  all  other  drugs  he  has  to  use.  He  pays 
more  for  the  chewing  gum  he  buys  his  children,  more  for  his 
glycerine,  bromide,  mrathol,  all  kinds  of  oil — animal,  flnh,  and 
vegetable  But  by  turning  to  the  free  list  we  find  that  all  of 
this  is  repaid,  according  to  the  Republican  view,  amply  repaid, 
because  he  gets  his  uncut  diamonds  duty  free  and  his  cut  dia- 
monds at  a  greatly  reduced  tax. 

Ah,  Mr.  President,  think  of  the  Joy  this  WU  must  bring  to  the 
farmer  when  he  learns  that  hereafter  he  shall  not  have  to  jiay 
a  high  duty  on  his  diamonds!  We  all  know  how  necessary  dia- 
monds are  to  the  farmer  of  this  country ;  how  utterly  lost  he 
would  be  if  he  could  not  wear  diamonds  on  his  fingers  and  dia- 
monds in  his  shirt.  Of  course,  it  is  going  to  take  some  time  for 
the  farmer,  under  the  present  prices  for  his  crops,  to  earn  enough 
money  to  pay  for  any  of  these  diamonds ;  but  he  has  the  wonder- 
ful prospect  before  him  all  the  time  that  whenever  he  d<jes  sjive 
raough  to  buy  them,,  if  he  lives  that  long,  he  will  get  them  duty 
free  under  the  genenms  and  partial  act  of  the  Republican  Party, 
which  is  always  alive  to  his  interest. 

Under  this  bill  the  farmer  has  to  pay  more  for  the  iKiIntH  and 
colors  and  pigments  used  by  his  children  In  scho<^,  more  for 
his  chairs  and  tables,  more  for  his  varnish  and  his  soap,  more 
for  his  starch,  for  his  dynamite  for  blasting  stumiis,  for  his  tar, 
his  pitch,  the  brick  with  which  he  builds  his  house,  and  all 
other  brick.  But  let  us  see  the  other  side;  let  us  see  the  Re- 
publican side;  let  us  see  bow  these  small  matters  are  offset  by 
other  provisions  of  this  bill,  deftly  turned  to  his  interest. 

By  turning  to  page  266  of  tills  bill  we  find  that  the  farmer 
gets  all  his  platinum  absolutely  free  of  any  tariff  duty  at  alL 
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Of  coarse,  the  farmer  is  oMUed  to'  haye  his  platinum.     It  is 
quite  expensive,  that  l»  tnie;  but  th«'  farmer  ha«  to  hjive  plati- 
num rinxH  for  his  flufters  and  platinum  brooches  for  his  wife  Hud 
daughters.     It  maj  talie  him  from  fifty  tu  n  hundred  years  to 
eani  enoii((h  ro<'n(>y  farmlnK  In  th««e  diiys  to  buy  those  platinum 
ornaments  ;  but.  oh,  what  a  delliChtful  priwpeft  he  erer  has  before 
him  of  Imylnff  tlieae  Jewels  free  of  duty,  and  all  this  brought 
al>ont  by  the  rich  aud  tbouidifni  (cerieroMlty  <Ff  his  Republican 
friends!    The  farm«r  has  to  piiy  more  for  his  uictals,  f«>r  his 
cvmetit,  for  his  glassware  and  earl  hen  ware,  his  dinner  plates, 
pi»rfeluin.  and  ehinaware;  Init  under  the  iccnerous  treatment  of 
him  by  his  Uepobllcan  friends  nil  this  i«  more  tlian  made  up 
by  a   provision  in  th«  Mil  which  fdrew  him  hU  (lenrU  nearly 
fri'e  of  duty.     Now,  certainly  everylxxly  lin<rws  that  ismrls  arc 
alsioluteiy  necesMary  to  the  suwi-s*  and  ha|>pinesN  of  the  farmer. 
lie  could  n<K  make  a  crop  without  peurls.     He  must  have  hh 
pearls.     It  Is  absolutely  neoessary  that  his  wife  and  daughters 
bare  pearls.     I  am  not  sure  tmt  that  his  crofsi  would  not  grow 
tt  these  t)earls  had  not  been  put  on  the  free  list,  or  substantially 
so.  by  the  Keimbllcan  Party.    What  an  awful  place  a  farm 
would  be  without  pearls! 

It  is  true  that  under  thin  bill  the  poor  farmer  has  to  pay  more 
for  his  l^ottU-s,  bis  Jurs.  more  for  the  kitchen  utensils  In  his 
home,  more  for  the  spectacles  cm  his  nose,  more  for  the  mirrors 
on  his  wall,  more  for  the  incandescent  bulbs  in  his  fixtures  If 
he  hapfieoM  t«  have  elei-trlc  liKhts.  e>'en  more  for  the  ttmibstones 
that  mark  the  (rruvett  of  his  dead :  but  of  course  these  excessive 
prices  amount  to  nothing  when  we -consider  another  provision 
of  the  free  list.  On  page  251  we  find  that  be  is  assured  be  will 
get  his  Brasilian  or  pichnrlm  beans  in  duty  free.  Now.  no 
farmer  could  K**t  ahmg  without  these  pichurim  beans.  These 
beanii  are  a  necesnlty.  They  are  strongly  aromatic,  and  are 
used  as  a  substitute  for  nutmegs,  principally  manufactured  In 
Connecticut,  we  are  told ;  and  of  course  the  Republican  Party 
is  entitled  to  the  highest  credit  for  putting  this  article,  which 
is  so  nece»;ary  to  each  and  every  farmer  in  the  Unite<l  States, 
on  the  free  list. 

It  Is  also  true  the  farmer  has  to  pay  more  for  the  steel  and 
Irtm  that  goes  Into  hl.s  plows ;  the  steel  sheets  and  rods  and  Iwrs, 
beanie  and  girders  and  joists  that  go  into  the  making  of  his 
bams  where  he  is  able  the  build  that  kind  of  a  barn :  ho<^)s  of 
iron  for  his  wagon;  wire  fences  on  his  farm;  the  axles  and 
whiflletrees  and  harness  and  beliybands,  and  his  wagon.  All 
of  that  is  compensated  for.  however,  when  the  farmer  learns 
that  he  is  getting  his  rock  crystal  from  Brazil,  known  as  Brazil- 
ian pebble,  free  of  duty.  Why.  it  is  certain  that  he  could  not 
get  alonjt  without  this  rock  crystal.  His  wife  and  daughters 
would  be  utterly  useless  on  the  farm  unless  they  had  this  rock 
crystal,  this  Brazilian  pebble;  and  this  the  R^Wican  Party 
Kuantntees  absolutely  free  of  duty.  How  good  the  Republican 
Party  Is  to  the  farmer  In  this  bill ! 

If  the  farmer  buys  his  boy  a  bicycle  to  ride  to  school  on,  he 
has  to  pay  one  half  of  the  cost  thereof  to  the  Government,  or 
rather  to  the  Bicycle  Trust.  On  any  kind  of  steam  engine,  how- 
ever badly  he  needs  It,  the  farmer  has  to  pay  a  tremendous 
tax.  His  shovels  and  spades  and  scoops  and  other  kinds  of 
farming  in.^itruments  all  have  a  tremendous  tax;  but  what 
dlfreren<-e  does  this  make  when  we  come  to  consider  another 
provision  of  the  free  list?  He  gets  his  chestnuts  absolutely 
free  of  charge.  The  farmer  could  not  get  along  without  chest- 
nuts. Our  American  chestnut  trees,  because  of  blight,  have 
nearly  all  died,  and  the  farmer  has  to  have  his  ch«tnuts. 
They  are  another  absolute  necessity  that  the  Republican  Party 
has  so  kindly  thought  of.  and  as  a  result  they  are  added  to 
the  fn-e  list.  The  fanner  has  to  have  them*;  otherwise,  he 
would  forget  how  to  p»ill  them  out  of  the  flre.  and  this  would 
never  d.».  for  he  has  been  an  artist  at  pulling  the  Republican 
I»arty's  chestnuts  out  of  the  flre  ever  since  the  Civil  War. 

Asraln.  .Mr.  President.  "  Tncle  Audy  "  Mellon  has  a  great  alumi- 
num trust.  It  Is  true  that  this  trust  Is  making  all  the  money 
in  the  world  now.  but  under  this  bill  the  farmer  Is  charged  9 
vents  a  p*Hind  on  the  aluminum  he  uses.  Well.  I  do  not  know 
that  this  makj's  so  much  difference,  because  everybody  knows 
that  the  farmer  is  rolling  in  wealth  and  making  more  money 
than  he  knows  what  to  do  with,  while  "  l^ncle  Audy  "  Mellon  be- 
ing engaged  in  the  r»eopIes  business  here  In  Washington,  is  eking 
out  (miy  a  mere  existence  financially,  and  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary, and  I  am  sure  both  the  Government  and  the  "farmer 
realize  it.  for  the  farmer  to  help  "  T'ncle  Andy  "  along.  Paying 
this  high  duty  on  aluminum  ware  may  be  considered  by  some 
farmers  as  a  burden ;  but.  of  course,  when  they  learn  the  situa- 
tion, that  Uncle  Andy  needs  the  money,  they  will  come  to  the 
rescue  and  pay  their  taxes  willingly  and  gladly. 
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But  the  farmer,  on  the  other  hand,  is  compensated  again  for 
having  to  pay  that  tax,  as  is  shown  on  page  261  of  the  bill. 
There  the  Uepublican  Party  coniin'nsat»s  the  farmer  In  a  splen- 
did degree  for  th^s  tax  in  the  Interest  of  Mr.  Mellon.  It  ex* 
[jwIm  all  the  generousiiess  that  even  the  RepnblUnn  Party  has 
I'ver  displayiHl  In  all  Its  history.  Listen  to  this — it  miiki>s  Jtw« 
Mtlcks  and  jomn  lights  alisolntely  free  to  the  farmer. 

Just  think  of  what  a  tri'at  Is  in  store  for  the  former!  Juat 
rhink  what  ii  trenien<iouM  Nnicllt  this  is!  It  allowM  the  farmer 
to  mt  up  on  his  farm,  in  his  farnihous«'.  an  Image  of  a  Chinese 
Jeity  al>M>luiely  free  of  duty.  He  can  have  1,  or  mayl>e  2  or 
'i  or  4  or  fj  Jo««4>s.  gotten  directly  from  China,  tlie  home  of 
the  Josses,  on  his  farm.  Now,  everylM»dy  knows  that  If  a  man 
has  a  ym»  on  his  farm,  as  providtni  for  by  the  Uei>ubllcan  Party 
In  this  bill,  he  does  n(»t  need  anything  else.  He  makcM  no  much 
money  that  he  can  pay  any  kind  of  taxes  to  Mr.  Mellon  for 
the  aluminnm  he  uses,  l»ecause  when  he  has  a  Joss  or  a  J<n(m  stick 
in  his  home,  on  his  farm.  It  etmbles  him  to  i«y  all  hlM  taxea 
(ind  provides  for  all  his  wants. 

Home  may  ask,  "  What  is  a  Jos*  Mtick?  "  We  are  told  by  the 
dictionary  that  a  joss  stick  Im  a  re«'d  covered  with  a  paste  made 
of  odoriferous  wood  and  is  used  for  inceriw  f(*r  Jjmsex.  Now, 
the  farmer  not  only  gets  the  jtws  free  of  duty  under  this  tariff 
t>lll,  but  he  gets  the  Incense  that  he  burns  in  his  jo«K  absolutely 
free  of  duty.     What  a  rich  bletming  this  in  to  the  farmer! 

I  want  to  say  that  the  Republican  Party,  In  my  judgment, 
bas  done  many  a  generous  thinu  in  the  past ;  but  when  it  brings 
in  a  bill  that  inits  Josses  and  Joss  sticks  on  the  free  lirt  it  does 
the  greatest  beneficial  act  to  the  American  farmer  that  has  ever 
been  done  In  the  history  of  time ! 

Again.  It  is  true  that  the  farmer  pays  more  for  his  copper  and 
tin,  quicksilver,  milk  cans  made  of  tin  plate,  lead,  and  articles 
made  of  lead ;  but  he  is  compensated  for  all  these  by  having  his 
kelp  on  the  free  list.  Of  course,  kelp,  as  everybody  knows,  Is 
the  ashes  of  seaweed.  Well,  the  fanner  has  to  have  .seaweed 
aslies.  He  can  not  ral.se  crops  without  these  ashes.  How  could 
lie  have  cakes  unless  he  had  ashes  to  go  along  with  them?  The 
Republican  Party  Is  certainly  most  generous  to  the  farmer  in 
giving  ashes  to  him.  Some  unkind  DemcKTat  or  some  preju- 
diced progressive  Republican  might  say  that  ashes  were  about 
all  that  the  farmer  got  In  this  bill,  but  of  course,  such  hyper- 
criticism  is  not  well  founded.  The  farmer  must  liave  his  sea- 
weed ashes  in  order  to  get  along  at  all.  As  the  giver  of  ashes 
to  the  farmer,  the  Republican  Party  is  without  an  equal  In  all 
the  history  of  time. 

It  Is  also  true  that  under  this  bill  the  farmer  and  his  wife 
bave  to  pay  more  for  their  sugar  and  molasses  and  sirup — 
enormously  more — but.  of  course,  they  understand  why  they 
must  pay  more.  The  Sugar  Trust  is  In  dire  straits.  The  Utah 
sugar  trusts,  the  LK>uisiana  sugar  trust,  and  all  tlie  other  blessed 
little  sugar  trusts  are  poverty  stricken.  The  officers  and  owners 
of  these  trusts  have  honestly  been  compelled  to  take  fewer  trips 
to  Euroi)e.  Some  of  them  have  had  to  give  up  their  yachts  or 
not  take  quite  so  many  trips  on  them  as  heretofore.  It  has 
even  been  hinted  that  their  private  stocks  of  liquor  are  being 
diminished  in  a  frightful  degree.  These  trusts  must  have  more 
money,  they  mu.st  have  a  greater  income,  and  so  the  farmer 
anderstand.s  that  it  L?  absolutely  necessary  for  the  Republican 
Party  to  tax  him  for  the  benefit  of  these  indigent  trusts  and 
x>mbinatIons ;  and  It  mu.st  be  done  quickly,  too.  The  tru.sts  can 
aot  wait,  and  the  farmer  understands  that  fully.  But.  to  make 
lip  for  It,  the  good  old  Republican  l*arty,  having  its  eye  turned 
^ver  toward  the  interest  of  the  farmer,  has  fixed  it  .so  that  he 
^an  get  his  oakum  free  of  duty.  Some  people  may  wonder  what 
)akum  is,  but  surely  there  are  no  Republicans  so  ignorant  as 
not  to  know  what  oakum  Ls.  Some  may  profess  to  doubt 
[\hether  the  farmer  Ls  interested  in  oakum  or  not.  but.  of  course 
111  intelligent  Republicans  know  that  if  the  farmer  jrets  hi.s 
lakum  free  he  will  be  more  than  comi)ensatefl  for  the  additional 
ax  he  has  to  pay  to  the  sugar  trusts  under  this  bill.  Now 
(f»me  very  foolish  people  may  .say  that  oakum  is  not  necessary 

0  the  farmer  and  that  it  is  more  often  used  by  plumbers  in 
►topping  leaks  than  it  is  by  farmers,  and  that  the  farmer  is  not 
nterested  in  stopping  leaks  In  plumbing.  Of  course  he  may 
lot  be  diret-tly  Interested  in  plumbing,  but  if  he  is,  he  has  to  pay 

1  tax.  But  the  farmer  is  interested  in  bathing,  even  If  he  does 
lave  to  pay  a  tax  on  washttibs.  He  may  some  day  have  plumb- 
ng  In  his  home,  and  then  he  would  have  a  u«e  for  oakum 
lowever.  if  he  is  comi)elled  to  bathe  In  a  tub  without  onkum,  he 
vlll  be  amply  compensated  when  he  thinks  that  he  Is  following 
he  illustrious  example  of  our  great  President  when  he  set  the 
ityle  of  bathing  in  the  cool  waters  of  the  Rapidan  River  So 
vhichever  way  it  Is  ti.ken.  the  fact  that  the  farmer  gets  his 
»akum  free  of  duty  should  he  ever  be  able  to  save  enough  to 


have  plumbing  in  his  hoaae  will  more  than  compensate  him  for 
the  additional  tax  he  has  to  pay  on  sugar  and  molasaea. 

Mr.  BARKLKY.     Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  of  the  Senator 
what  that  item  is  about  which  he  is  talking? 
Mr.  McKKM.AU.     Oukum. 

Mr,  BARKI.KV.     I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon;  I  thought  he 
said  "hokum." 

Mr.  McKKLLAIl.  It  might  be  hoUum.  too. 
Again,  It  is  true  tlwt  he  has  to  pay  under  this  bill  more  for 
his  coat  and  his  trousers  and  his  vijat,  for  his  fhirt,  bis  tie,  his 
hat,  his  buttons,  and  for  everything  he  wears,  and  his  wife 
and  daugbten  will  be  taxi-d  accordingly  on  everything  they 
wear.  But,  again,  they  are  more  than  repaid  by  the  generoun 
action  of  the  Republican  Party  in  bringing  In  radium  absolutely 
fre«»  of  charge.  It  Is  well  known  that  radium  Is  the  greatest 
producer  of  crops  in  all  the  earth.  Why,  an  «mnce  of  radium 
would  not  cost  over  a  hundrwl  thousand  dollars,  and  every 
farmer,  however  poor  he  may  be,  must  have  radium  In  order  to 
raise  a  crop;  and  so  the  Republican  Party,  by  the  wise  provi- 
•Ion  of  thin  bill,  bas  enabled  Uie  farmer  to  bring  in  his  radium 
duty  fre<'.  What  dlfTerence  does  It  nmke  if  he  has  to  pay  more 
for  his  clothes  if  he  gets  his  radium  in  free?  How  careful  and 
thoughtful  is  the  Grand  Old  Party  for  the  very  best  interests  of 
his  boy  friend,  the  farmer! 

The  farmer  has  to  pay  more  for  his  ropes,  his  jute,  bis  twine, 
his  cord,  for  all  woolen  fabrics.  Hb»  wife  has  to  pay  m«»re  for 
her  towels,  her  table  linens,  napkins,  handkerchiefs,  bags  and 
sacks,  matting,  linoleum ;  but  under  the  beneficial  provisions  of 
this  bill  what  does  all  this  matter  If  the  farmer  and  his  wife 
are  able  to  get  their  silks  in  free?  Why,  they  can  not  get  along 
without  silks.  Th..«  farmer  uses  silk  for  overalls  and  bis  wife 
uses  silk  for  her  house  dresses,  and  It  would  be  little  short  of 
infamous  not  to  put  these  necessary  articles  of  apparel  on  the 
free  list ;  and  so  our  Republican  friends  have  been  exceedlngl.\ 
wise  in  putting  silk  on  the  free  list.  How  good  the  party  Is  to 
the  farmer! 

Again,  our  Republican  friends  have  put  a  higher  tax  still  on 
wool,  all  kinds  of  wool  and  the  manufactures  of  wool.  And  so 
the  farmer  has  to  pay  more  for  his  ovwcoat,  his  winter  und»>- 
wear,  his  blankets,  his  jacicets ;  and  the  farmer's  wife  has  to 
pay  more  for  her  carpets,  floor  coverings;  but  the  Republican 
Party  has  seen  to  it  that  the  farmer  should  be  substantially 
compensated  for  this  by  allowing  "spunk"  to  be  brought  In 
free. 

"  Spunk  "  has  several  meanings.  It  is  posslbie  that  this  nec- 
essary article  on  the  farm,  coming  from  China  or  India,  or  some 
other  foreign  port,  may  be  to  enable  the  farmer  to  light  his 
fires  more  easily.  If  such  is  the  case,  then  it  Is  IndLspen-sable  to 
the  farmer.  Matches  are  dear,  and  it  is  necessary  for  him  to 
have  these  foreign  woods.  Again,  how  thoughtful  of  the  Repub- 
lican Party. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  I  have  made  a  mistake  In  the  meaning 
of  "spunk."  and  it  mejxns  courage,  and  sometimes  spunk  does 
mean  courage,  then  the  farmer  Is  overwhelmingly  compensated 
for  other  taxes  he  has  to  pay  on  getting  his  spunk  in  duty  free  • 
for  we  know  it  takes  spunk  for  the  farmer  to  pay  all  these 
taxes.  It  takes  spunk  for  the  farmer  to  live  these  days.  It 
takes  spunk  for  the  farmer  to  be  a  Republican,  and  so  naturally 
the  Republican  Party  makes  .spunk  absolutely  tax  free. 

It  is  true.  Mr.  President,  that  pen  knives,  pocket  knives,  prun- 
ing knlve-s,  budding  knives,  table  knives,  butcher  knives,  carving 
knives,  cooks'   knives,   and  all  otlier  kinds  of  knives,   leather 
tobacco,  safety  razors  and  all  other  kinds  of  razors,'  surgical 
instruments,  shotguns,   rifles,  combination  shotgims  have  been 
taxed  higher  than  a  cat's  back.    All  these  things  are  used  by  the 
farmers.    They,  are  necessary  to  him.  but  the  Republican  Party, 
ever  mindful  of  his  welfare,  has  again  come  to  his  rescue  in 
these  matters.    It  takes  away  the  knives  from  the  farmer  boy, 
it  takes  away  his  razors,  it  takes  away  his  .shotgims,  but  it  puts 
the    old-fashioned    muzzle-loading    shotgims    on    the    free    list 
Well,  after  all.  this  is  better  for  the  farmer  boy.    He  must  Just 
learn  to  go  nnshaved  entirely.     After  going  without  a  pocket- 
knife  long  enough  he  will  not  miss  It  so  much,  and  as  for  breech- 
loading  shotguns,  why  surely  a  pot>r  farmer,  in  the  Republican 
view,  ought  not  to  have  a  breech-loading  gun.  but  they  have 
arranged  that  he  may  have  a  muzzle-loading  gun  free  of  duty. 
And  if  a  muzzle  loading  gun  does  not  suit  him  exactly,  under 
this  iKMieflcent  rule  of  the  Republican  Party  the  farmer  bt»y  can 
cet  him  a  muzzle- loading  musket.     Now.  what  crmld  be  finer 
for  a  young  farmer  boy  than  a  musket.    It  takes  him  back  some 
fifty  or  a  hundred  years,  but  it  is  well  for  a  boy  to  live  in  the 
past,  occasionally  anyway.     Indeed.  I  think  in  considering  all 
the  other  provisions  of  this  bill,  that  the  Republican  Party  is 
mighty  good  to  the  farmer  boy  when  it  allows  him  a  muzzle- 
loading  gun,  and  I  am  quite  sure  the  farmer  l>oy  will  be  greatly 
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appret-latlve  of  this  regal  munificence  on  the  part  of  the  llinmb- 
lican  Party.  ' 

Most  boys  like  a  watrh.  'Hiey  make  them  ver*-  cheaplv  In 
Kurope,  and  they  make  splendid  watchen  there,  but  (»ver  here 
we  have  got  a  combination  of  watch  manufacturers.  I  do  not 
know  them  all,  but  we  have  the  Elgin,  the  Wallham.  the  Hamil- 
ton watch,  and  vaHous  othent.  I  am  Informed— I  do  not  know 
how  true  It  Is— that  many  of  them  have  c<»mblne<l  Into  a  great 
trust.  Tliey  have  be«'n  doing  only  fairly  well,  Tlieir  profits 
have  Incn'ased  enormously,  of  couriM..  but  tuti  so  t^iormou»ily 
that  they  do  not  want  more,  and  therefore  they  have  gone 
liefore  the  Mimroittee  and  s<Hun'd  a  tremwidous  increase  in  the 
Uiriff  on  all  walchi's.  On  iwges  91.  92,  and  93  «»f  the  bill  the 
duty  on  these  watches  is  made  so  high  that  it  is  going  to  be 
almost  imiKmsibie  fw  the  farmer  and  tlie  farmerx  lad  to  buy  a 
wateh.  but  the  Rcpulrficntj  Party,  ever  watchful  for  h\k  interest 
and  desiring  to  lie  giHKl  to  him,  after  taking  his  wutchen  away 
from  him,  gives  him  free  tague  nuts  and  tamarinds.  Now.  of 
course,  after  the  farmer  gets  his  tague  nuts  free  an<l  hix  lama- 
rlnds  free,  he  will  forget  about  having  his  watch  taken  away 
from  him.  Watches  are  not  particularly  useful  anywav,  and  no 
farmer  can  get  along  without  tague  nuts  and  tamarinds. 

Again,  the  Republican  Party  has  taxed  C(»mmon  home,  mule, 
or  ox  shoes;  and,  of  conrae,  the  farmer  IlkcK  to  shoe  his  horws 
every  on<*e  in  a  while,  but  the  Republican  Party  Is  still  Im.king 
out  for  his  interest,  and  while  horseshoes  are  taxed  higher  than 
a  cats  back,  he  Is  allowed  to  get  the  hoofs  and  horns  <»f  dead 
cattle  free.  There  is  no  tariff  on  hoofs  of  horses  if  the  hi»rse« 
are  dead,  but  If  the  farmer  wants  to  sh(»e  his  horse  or  his  mule 
or  his  ox  he  has  to  pay  a  high  tariff  on  the  material  used  In 
sht>elng  it  y«m  can  easily  see.  Mr.  President,  that  while  it 
does  tax  the  farmers  considerably  to  have  to  pay  more  for  tha 
shoes  for  his  hcirses  and  mules,  when,  after  he  is  allowed  to  buy 
the  hotjfs  and  horns  of  dead  cattle  duty  free,  the  Republican 
Party  has  more  than  made  up  what  it  takes  from  him  on  his 
horse  and  mule  shoes. 

Again,  the  Republican  Party  taxes  sewing  machines  used  by 
the  farmer's  wife;  but  that  pjirty,  ever  generous  to  the  farmer's 
wife,  gives  her  her  turmeric  free.  I  do  not  know  Just  how  this 
compensates  the  housewife  for  the  increased  cost  of  her  sewing 
machine.  Turmeric  is  defined  to  be  an  East  Indian  zitizl- 
beraceous  plant;  and.  of  course.  If  It  is  all  that.  why.  the 
farmer's  wife  feels  hergrff  amply  repaid  by  the  Reimblican 
Party  for  the  increased  price  that  she  has  to  pay  on  her  sewing 
machine. 

The  farmer's  wife  has  to  pay  more  for  her  sheets,  bedspread.s, 
pillowcases,  handkerchiefs,  underwear,  hose,  lialf  hose;  and,  of 
course,  all  these  things  are  expensive,  but  the  Republican  Party, 
looking  ever  to  her  interest,  permits  her  to  buy  her  truffles  free. 
Just  what  truffles  are  can  be  imagined,  but  the  farmer's  wife 
gets  them  free,  and  so  does  the  farmer,  and  In  this  he  is  com- 
pensated richly  by  the  Republican  Party,  so  I  take  it  the 
farmers'  wives  are  greatly  delighted  with  this  bill. 

Now,  of  course,  the  Republican  Party  is  awfully  smart  and 
knows  how  to  get  around  the  farmer's  wife.  They  know  that 
the  farmer's  wife  does  not  like  to  pay  a  high  tariff  on  all  that 
she  uses  in  the  home,  all  that  she  wears,  and  so  they  take  it 
away  from  her  by  making  her  pay  a  high  tariff,  but  at  the  same 
time  they  get  even  with  her  by  letting  her  get  her  truffles  free; 
and,  of  course,  farmers'  wives  think  so  much  more;  of  tniffles 
than  they  do  of  material  matters  that  they  will  l>e  highly 
plea.sed  and  delighted  with  this  new  Republican  tariff  bill. 

The  farmer's  wife  even  has  to  pay  more  for  her  brooms  of 
every  .sort,  for  her  buttons,  for  the  dolls  for  her  chlldreu  at 
Chrl.stmas  time,  but  the  Republican  Party,  again  true  to  the 
people,  permits  compen.satlon.  It  allows  the  fanner  and  his 
wife  to  buy  their  skeletons  free.  Actually,  they  can  buy  tlieir 
skeletons  free  of  duty.  This  bill  does  not  require  the  farmers 
to  pay  a  duty  on  their  skeletons,  their  human  skeletons.  Under 
this  bill  they  are  brought  In  absolutely  free  of  dutjr. 

JiLst  think  of  it  the  farmer  is  taxed  on  everything  that 
he  eats,  and  on  everything  that  he  wears,  on  everything  that  he 
uses  Ml  his  farm,  but  the  Republican  Party,  gracious  and  kind 
to  him,  says,  "  Oh.  that  Is  true,  but  we  are  going  to  let  you  have 
your  skeletons  duty  free.  You  can  have  one  skeleton  In  the 
closet  or  you  can  have  two  skeletons  In  the  closet.  What  differ- 
ence does  It  make  to  you  If  you  have  to  pay  all  these  taxes  if 
you  get  your  skeletons  In  duty  free?"  Of  course,  every  farmer 
and  every  farmer's  wife  has  to  have  a  skeleton  in  the  closet 
and  the  Republican  Party,  being  very  wise,  knows  that  the 
farmer  has  to  have  the  skeleton  In  his  closet,  w)  has  provided 
that  he  can  buy  his  skeleton  free.  It  is  on  the  free  list.  There 
is  no  doubt  of  that  and  about  the  l>eneficent  generosity  of  the 
Republican  Party. 

Thus  we  see,  Mr.  President  that  this  tariff  bill  Is  not  entirely 
bad.     Of  coarse,  wicked  Progressives  and  disgruntled  I>emocrata 
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arp  IncMnPd  to  critlclie  and  their  crificlsni  may  be  Just  but  for 
the  wonderful  free  list  that  has  been  conjured  up  by  the  Repub- 
lican pjirty.  While  It  Ls  true  that  these  Proftresslves  and  I>emo- 
crats  say  that  this  bill  fixes  the  rates  higher  than  they  have 
ever  been  fixed  t*fnre  In  history,  that  they  are  so  high  it  will 
coKt  the  farnif^r  more  than  all  the  pood  It  has  done  him,  yet  we 
must  remember  that  free  Ust,  and  I  feel,  in  justice  to  the  Repub- 
lican Party  that  I  ought  to  reiterate  some  of  the  things  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  the  farmers  that  are  on  the  free  list.  We 
must  nf»t  treat  our  Kejmblican  friends  cavalierly  about  this 
matter.  We  must  t>e  frank.  We  must  see  to  it  that  the  gtwd 
they  put  in  the  bill  mu.st  not  be  overlooked  and  so  I  find  on 
that  free  list  as  heretofore  mentioned : 

Annatto.  arguis — think  of  that,  farmers  of  the  country! 
The  Itepubliciin  Party  Is  aiding  you  by  putting  anuatto  and 
argols  (vn  the  free  list. 

Then  they  have  flshakins  on  the  free  list  and  blood  on  the 
fn-e  list.  The  farmer  can  get  his  blood  In  free  without  having 
to  pay  a  tax  on  it.  Bones  are  on  the  free  list.  Brazilian 
l'i«hurin  bearis  and  Brazilian  pebbles  are  likewise  on  the  free 
list. 

Then  we  come  to  flsh  sounds.  I  would  like  to  ask  some 
fisherman  what  flsh  sounds  are.  Of  course,  they  must  be  some- 
thltig  for  the  farm«T,  be^^auso  they  are  in  a  farm  bill  and  are 
on  the  free  list.  The  farmer  actually  gets  flsh  sounds  In  free. 
The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Flktcheb],  who  comes  from  a 
fshing  State,  has  Just  informed  me  that  flsh  sounds  are  Wind 
fi.sh,  HO  the  Republican  Party  has  graciously  put  blind  flsh  on 
the  fn-e  list  for  the  lieneflt  of  the  fanner. 

Th«*n  come  bristles  and  gold  and  silver  bullion ;  chip  and 
chip  roping  not  specially  provided  for ;  coins  of  gold,  silver, 
c<)i>{>er.  and  other  metal.  The  farmer  can  buy  his  gold  and  his 
platinum  and  silver  and  bring  them  in  without  paying  a  tax. 
He  sets  his  rough  diamonds  free.  I  have  already  expatiated 
on  that  item.  Of  course,  the  farmer  must  have  rough  diamonds 
in  order  to  make  a  crop. 

But  now  the  farmer  is  to  be  given  something  else.  He  gets 
coirs  and  coir  yams  free.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  FibttherI  that  I  think  our  RepabUcftn  friends 
were  aiming  at  him  when  they  secretly  jM^pared  this  bill.  I 
had  forgtitten  about  his  State  being  such  a  great  flsh  State. 
I  find  here  that  cuttle-flsh  are  to  be  (m  the  free  list.  Yes ; 
the  Republicans  must  have  been  after  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Then  I  And  bones,  diamonds,  and  other  precious  stones  on 
the  free  list.  Then  we  have  another  remarkable  thing  on  the 
free  ILst  for  the  benefit  of  the  farmers— fossils.  What  a  won- 
derful thing!  What  a  wonderful  aid  fossils  must  be  to  the 
farmers  of  America.  The  fanners  had  no  idea  that  we  hare 
fossils  on  the  free  list  or  they  would  not  have  been  complaining 
so  much  about  the  bill.  They'  would  not  have  sent  their 
representatives  here  asking  for  a  fair  deal  for  the  farmer  If 
they  had  known  that  fossils  were  on  the  free  list. 

Then  the  Republicans  have  put  horsrfialr  on  the  free  list 
I  am  afraid  we  Democrata  have  not  carefully  gone  through  the 
bill.  If  we  had  known  that  oar  Republican  friends  In  secret 
seHsion  had  put  horsehair  on  the  free  list  there  would  not  have 
been  so  much  criticism  of  the  bin. 

Next  is  hoofs  and  horns.  I  was  bom  and  reared  on  the  farm, 
and  my  recollection  is  that  we  allowed  the  hoofs  and  horns  to 
be  thrown  out  in  the  fence  comer  and  remain  there  Indefinitely. 
Evidently  we  overlooked  a  very  valuable  aaset  In  fanning. 
Evidently  I  overiooked  something  that  was  of  great  value.  It 
must  be  of  great  value  or  else  the  R^ublican  members  of  the 
great  Finance  Committee  would  not  have  made  a  careful  study 
in  secret  for  two  or  three  months  and  as  a  result  put  hoofs 
and  horns  on  the  free  list  for  the  benefit  of  the  farmer.  I  am 
afraid  that  as  a  boy  living  on  the  farm  I  overlooked  something 
that  was  vitally  valuable  to  the  farmer. 

Mr.  HEED.  Mr.  PresidMit  will  the  Senator  permit  me  to 
interrupt  him? 

Mr.  McKELLAJR.    Certainly. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  we  ought  to  admit  we  have  been  guilty 
of  following  a  bad  example.  I  notice  in  sections  508  and  511 
of  the  tariff  act  of  1913,  the  Democratic  act  hoofs  and  horns 
were  on  the  free  list  We  Republicans  have  been  guilty  of 
following  that  bad  example. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  If  the  Democrats  put  hoofs  and  horns  on 
the  free  Uat  they  ought  to  have  been  punished. 

Mr.  REED.    They  were. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  come  now  to  another  item  and  ask  If 
this  Is  a  Democratic  item,  joes.  Joss  sticks,  and  Joes  light?  I 
am  frank  to  say  that  not  having  the  wisdom  of  the  members  of 
the  committee  I  had  to  go  to  a  dictionary  to  see  what  Joss  is. 
The  dictionary  said  it  was  an  image  of  a  Chinese  deity.  So 
the  farmer  gets  those  images  of  Chinese  ddti«B  iu  free.    Aa  I 
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ha  re  heretofore  pointed  out  they  must  be  of  great  value  in 
ra  sing  crops.  Of  course  the  joss  sticks  an«l  joss  lights  are 
us  id  to  light  fires  In  front  of  the  deitle.s.  They  are  incense 
beiring  and  of  course  the  farmer  is  greatly  aided  by  being  able 
to  bring  them  iu  free. 

Ve  next  come  to  kelp.  Every  man  here  knows  how  neces- 
sa  "y  kelp  is  to  the  farmer.  Then  we  find  muzzle-loading  muskets 
an  J  shotguns,  okum,  and  pigeons  on  the  free  list.  Then  the 
Republicans  have  so  arranged  the  matter  that  the  farmers 
hake  to  pay  no  duty  on  platinum,  radium,  and  rennet.  They 
ac  ually  do  not  have  to  pay  any  duty  on  reJUiet !  I  was  inter- 
ested to  look  that  up.  That  is  something  that  comes  from  a 
yomg  calfs  stomach.  I  suppose  the  farmers  not  having  any 
yoing  calves  on  their  farms  find  it  necessary  to  have  rennet 
an  I  they  will  be  delighted  to  know  they  can  get  it  free. 

Then  we  come  to  shrimpe.  The  Republicans  have  put  a  lot 
of  [Florida  flsh  on  the  free  list  Then  we  come  to  skeletons, 
spank,  tague  nuts,  tamarinds,  tniffles,  turmeric,  turtles,  worm 
gu;,  and  zaffer.  Worm  gut!  If  the  farmers  can  not  get  along 
wten  the  Republicans  have  placed  worm  gut  on  the  free  list,  I 
do  not  know  how  they  can  get  along  at  all. 

Now,  when  all  of  these  artides,  the  names  of  which  I  have 
ja«t  read,  come  iu  absolutely  free  under  this  Republican  tariff 
meisure.  how  can  anybody  criticize,  the  farmer  least  of  all,  be- 
cause the  things  named  are  so  absolutely  neces.sary  to  the 
farmer. 

lir.  President  if  the  Republican  Party  can  get  by  In  passing 
tills  tariff  bill,  it  can  get  by  not  only  with  stealing  from  the 
Go  remment  but  It  can  get  by  with  murder ! 

Jlr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  I  make  the 
pomt  of  no  quorum. 

Vhe  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bratton  in  the  chair). 
Th  i  (derk  will  call  the  rolL 

'  "he  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
am  wered  to  their  names : 

AMt  urst  Glaaa 

Baikley  Goff 

Bin  gbtLta  Goldsborougb 

Bla  ck  Oould 

Blfl  ise  Greene 

Boi  ah  Hale 

Bn  ttoD  Harris 

Br<  «k  Harrison 

Cai  iper  Hastings 

Coi  nally  Hatfield 

Coi  [zens  Hawes 

Cui  ting  Hayden 

I>U  i  Heffin 

Edi  :e  Howell 

Fa  B  Johnson 

Pk  teber  Jones 

Fn  sier  Kean 

G««  rge  Keyes 

Gtl  left  King 

'Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-three  Senators  have  an- 
sw  ?red  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

ir.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  provision 
of  the  law  requiring  marking  of  Imported  goods  with  the  name 
of  the  cotintry  of  origin  goes  back  through  many  tariff  acts. 
Tb  B  purpose  of  this  law  originally  was  primarily  to  Inform  the 
American  consumer  at  the  time  of  pureha.se  of  the  fact  that 
ceitain  goods  were  of  foreign  origin.  The  idea  seems  to  have 
be<n  that  such  marking  would  enable  the  patriotic  American 
cit  zen  to  exercise  a  preference  for  American-made  products 
an!  also  In  some  Instances  might  safeguard  him  against  the 
Im  )osition  of  inferior  foreign  products.  But  the  original  theory 
of  the  marking  law  has  not  worke<i  out  in  practice  in  that 
way.  Witness  after  witness  has  testified  to  the  prestige  of  the 
foieign  article  In  many  in.stances  with  the  American  consumer. 
Therefore,  the  marking  In  its  direct  effe<i;  really  helps  the  sale 
of  the  foreign  article.  However,  this  view  has  •evidently  not 
im  >ressed  the  American  producers,  for  in  overwhelming  num- 
be  8  they  still  Insist  upon  the  marking  provisions  in  this  law. 

believe,  however,  that  It  is  really  being  retained  in  the 
mi  in  at  the  present  time  for  another  pun>ose  as  well  as  the 
or  ginal  one.  The  earlier  laws  dealing  with  the  requirements 
as  to  marking  were  clear  and  definite  and  couched  in  simple 
lat  guage  and  gave  general  regulatory  power  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  regarding  the  details  of  the  application  of 
th<   law. 

'[Vo  of  the  changes  in  the  administrative  provisions  of  the 
la^  T  of  1822,  one  of  them  collateral  to  the  marking  law,  have  had 
th(  I  result  of  permitting  this  requirement  to  be  used  as  a  means 
of  harassing  and  discouraging  importations.  The  new  provl- 
sicjns  in  the  law  of  1922  were  as  follows : 

1)  The  general  provision  that  domestic  producers  or  manufacturers 
eodld  protest  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  involving  classl- 
flci  tion  of  merchandise,  and  the  courts  held  that  matters  of  marking 
fell  withlo  the  domain  of  clasaiflcation. 
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(-)  For  the  first  time  there  was  Imposed  In  addition  to  a  fine  for 
fraudulent  marking,  a  penalty  of  10  per  cent  of  the  valne  of  the 
Imported  article  for  failure  to  mark. 

As  a  result  of  these  changes  In  the  law  of  1922,  the  Customs 
Court  In  interpreting  the  law  has  required.  It  is  t4aimed.  that 
articles  be  marked  where  such  mark  destroys  the  commercial 
value  In  contrast  to  positive  physical  injury.  Furthermore,  it 
is  claimed  that  the  law  has  been  interpreted  to  require  mark- 
ing where  the  cost  of  marking  is  out  of  propc^rtiou  to  the  selling 
price  of  the  artide.  In  a  woni,  it  is  claimed,  and  there  is  nmch 
supporting  evidence  to  the  claim,  that  domestic  producers  have 
availed  themselves  through  their  right  of  protest  of  this  mark- 
ing provision,  originally  intended  for  the  benefit  of  the  ultimate 
purchaser,  to  effect  an  attemptetl  embargo  against  imported 
articles,  and  for  puri)oses  of  delav  and  annoyance 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississljxpl? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  carrying  out  the  general  policy 
of  the  majority.  In  this  Instance  they  have  brojidened  that  par- 
ticular proposition,  the  right  of  protest,  so  that  American  labor 
may  couie  in  and  intercede  and  tangle  the  procetillng  and  delay 
and  further  harass  It 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusett.s.  The  Senator  is  correct  In 
my  opiidon,  if  that  amendment  shall  be  adc^ed  and  the  pro- 
vision at  present  In  the  bill  shall  be  retained  no  Senator  on  this 
floor  can  properly  make  any  defense  again.st  an  amendment  to 
permit  the  farm  associatlcms  of  this  country  to  interplead  and 
to  make  protest  in  proceedings  to  determine  the  clas.siticatiou  of 
imports ;  and  not  only  farm  a«.sociatioii.s  but  prohibition  societies 
In  connection  with  the  «iforcement  of  the  prohibition  law  can 
appear  in  the  courts  to  aid  the  Department  of  Justice.  The 
trouble  with  the  provision  of  the  law  to  which  the  Senator  re- 
ferred is  that  It  seeks  to  make  the  protective  law  a  private  law 
and  not  a  public  law.  The  enforcement  of  public  laws  is  in- 
trusted to  the  Department  of  Justice  alone.  Here  is  an  attempt 
to  make  protection  a  private  right  and  to  permit  private  inter- 
ests to  help  interpret  and  administer  the  law 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah. 

Mr.  KINO.  In  view  of  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator 
as  to  amendments  now  pending  which  I  have  offered  to  permit 
all  guilds,  consumers'  leagues,  farm  organiaatlons,  and  various 
other  organ iaatlons,  as  well  as  any  consumer,  to  appear  and 
litigate  all  these  questions,  let  me  say  that  if  we  are  going  to 
indulge  in  favoritism  and  disctimination,  if  we  are  going  to  de- 
clare that  the  Department  of  Justice  is  utterly  unaWe  to  enforce 
a  public  statute,  and  we  are  to  take  the  control  of  these  matters 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  Government  let  us  have  everybody  ap- 
pear, and  not  limit  It  to  the  Federation  of  Labor. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  very  glad  the  Senator 
will  raise  the  complete  and  fundamental  is.sue  by  his  amendm«it 
There  would  be  Just  as  much  justification  for  giving  a  manu- 
facturer the  right  to  appear  in  a  suit  between  the  Treasury 
Department  and  an  Income-tax  payer  and  claim  that  to  his  loss 
his  competitor  has  not  made  a  complete  and  full  return  to  the 
Department,  becatise  if  he  had  made  a  full  return  he  would  not 
be  making  as  great  profits  iu  the  same  line  of  business.  There  is 
no  limit  and  no  end  to  the  extent  to  which  the  abuse  can  eo 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President ' 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  proceeding  partakes  somewhat  of  the 
nature  of  a  criminal  prosecution,  in  the  sense  that  if  the  Im- 
porter Is  convicted  of  having  brought  in  the  merchandise  with- 
out having  It  property  labeled  he  is  subject  to  a  fine  which 
Is  asses.sed  by  laying  a  10  per  cent  additional  duty  Is  there 
any  other  provision  of  law  in  the  United  States  with  which 
the  Senator  Is  familiar  under  which  any  third  party  or  any  citizen 
or  organization  of  citiiens  can  interfere  with  the  conduct  of  a 
caae  on  the  one  hand  by  the  United  States  Government  or  on  the 
other  hand  by  a  private  citizen? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  given  some  thought 
and  study  to  that  matter,  because  I  expect  to  make  some  ob- 
servations when  the  amendment  referred  to  by  the  Senator  fnwn 
Missi-SHii^  shall  be  taken  up,  and  I  can  say  that  I  have  been 
able  to  find  no  similar  law. 

Mr.  President,  I  Icnow  of  no  better  way  of  pointing  out  the 
manner  in  which  this  provision  of  the  law  has  been  perv«rted 
to  impede  imports  and  deflect  it  from  its  original  purpose  than 
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Hn?P  ILh^  following  statement  from  a  recent  decision  of  Asso- 
elate  Justice  Adnmson,  of  the  United  States  Customs  Courtto 
overruling  the  protest  of  a  firm  of  importers: 

The  marking  law  does  not  eicuse  or  count  the  expense  or  Inconven- 
ience to  the  importer.  One  purpose  of  section  304  was  to  make  diffl.ult 
and  expensive  Importations  of  merchandise  in  order  to  discourage  or 
reduce  competition  with  domt^tJc  merchaodise. 

"  w«?' whM "?/""  ^"^  ^^^  fact  that  the  Justice  state.1  the  purpose 

H«Y^  a'-p.  «>^refore.  it  .seems  to  n,e,  face  to  face  with  the  ques- 
^Jlvu  T^^^'^^'*  l^  c^b^W  retain  the  original  purpose  ..f  the 
Z^^n  ;L  "^.f  1^'^^^^*"''  ""^  ^^^'^  ^^^  requirement  .^law  to  be 
rhTsZfsi^n'Uca^r °'  ""'^"^  ^"  '^^^"^^^'^  ii^pc^rtatious  as 
Th<'  House  provision  seeks  to  give  .such  discretion  to  the  See^ 

I!^  o^^*'J?"^cf'^  "^  ^'^  '■^'to^  the  original  purpose  as  tar 
as  possible.  The  Senate  amendments  tend  to  take  it  out  of  the 
discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  put  it  in  the 
courts,  where  the  domestic  manufacturers,  exercisUig  their  right 
of  protest,  will  have  opp<irtunity  to  continue  the  carrying  out  of 
the  punwse  Indicated  in  the  decision  of  the  Customs  Court  Jus- 
tice cited  above.  "' 

The  section  as  written  In  the  Senate  bill,  limits  the  dLscre^ 
tion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treatsurj-  in  granting  ex<-option8 
to  the  marking  requirement  only  in  the  case  of  articles  that  are 
incapable  of  being  marked  "  or  "  can  not  l>e  marked  without 
injury  or  are  suitably  marked  on  the  container ;  but  thLs  omits 
the  many  cases  where  it  would  be  physically  potwible  to  mark 
'"JH.t.?*''"'f  P''««-''"»'>«tJ'  or  ouly  at  an  expense  that  would  l>e 
prohibitive  to  Importation,  or  would  destroy  the  commercial 
value  of  the  merchandise. 

Mr.  President  the  House  provision  amply  protects  the  do- 
mesUc  producer  and  does  not  tend^o  »erve  so  much  as  a  barrier 
agaiudt  the  legitimate  importer  as  does  the  Senate  amendment 
It  will  be,  indeed  it  has  been,  argued  that  the  House  amend- 
ment gives  broader  powers  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
than  IS  appropriate  and  that  the  Senate  amendment  prevents 
him  from  legislating  so  generally.  This  is  a  point  not  well 
taken.  Ihls  Is  the  sort  of  thing  appropriate  for  the  Se<retarv 
Of  the  Treasury  to  control  by  regulations  which  ought  tn  be 
well  thought  out  and  published  for  the  information  of  the 
domestic  and  foreign  trade. 

The  limitation  on  his  power  to  make  exceptions  promotes 
litigation  and  lends  Itself  to  opposing  legitimate  Imports 
through  IltigaUon.  This  litigation  would  not  exist  if  the  right 
of  protest  did  not  exist  to  certain  Interests  and  If  the  Treasury 
Department  and  tlie  Department  of  Justice  were  left  alone  to 
modify  and  change  them  from  time  to  time.  However,  it  is 
not  so  much  the  Inconveniences  to  importers.  I  protest  against, 
as  it  is  the  setting  up  of  these  many  vexatious  trade  barriers 
that  injure  the  trade  relationship  of  Americans  with  «Kher 
countries. 

We  ought  to  bear  in  mind.  In  connection  with  legislation  of 
this  kind,  the  manner  in  which  we  desire  to  have  our  own  ex- 
ports treated  abroad.  We  are  constantly  protesting  against 
what  are  called  "  trade  impediments,"  in  contrast  to  mere  duties, 
abroad.  The  im)Tision  of  the  law  safeguarding  against  mark- 
ing should  not  be  so  framed  as  to  serve  to  put  our  country  before 
the  wimmercial  wori<l  as  being  antagimistic  to  friendly  and 
mutual  interchange  of  commerce. 

Moreover,  I  think  that  the  penalty  for  failure  to  mark  pro- 
vlded  In  the  existing  law  and  in  the  Senate  bill  should  be 
amended  to  iwoviile  a  definite  sum  penalty  rather  than  a  per- 
centage on  vahie  penalty,  which  is  In  effect  an  additional  ad 
valorem  duty  rather  than  a  fine  for  dereliction  In  observing  the 
laws  governing  the  manner  of  conducting  Importations. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  on  page  285,  line  1.  after  the 
word  "If,"  I  move  to  strike  out  the  words  "he  is  satisfied 
that" 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  amendment  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President  If  there  is  to  be 
a  vote  I  think  we  ought  to  have  a  quorum. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Swator  from  Arkansas  that 
I  have  submitted  the  two  amendments  I  am  now  offering  to 
this  paragraph  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Geoboe],  and  he 
Is  in  favor  of  the  amendments. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     What  are  the  amendments? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     On  page  285.  line  1,  after  the  word  "  if,"  strike 
out  "  he  is  satisfied  that"  so  that  It  will  read  : 
if  such  article  is  incapable  of  being  mailed. 
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And  not  leare  It  to  th*  Mitisf action  of  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan-sa.H.    That  improves  the  language. 

Mr    SMOOT.     Ye«. 

Mr.  SIM.MONS.  As  I  understand,  tlie  Senator  is  merely 
©fftrlnjr  flmendments  to  perfect  the  committee  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOf>T.     Ye<5 ;  that  Is  all. 

f  m  linr  3,  pope  2S5,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  word  **  that "  and 
ln.«*»Tt  the  word  "  if."  so  that  it  will  read : 
or  Jf  the  marking,  stamping,  branding,  or  labeling — 

And  so  forth. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tht;  question  is  oo  ajtreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  tlie  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  an^nd- 
ment  ()f  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  am*  ndmeut  was  agreed  to. 

T!ie  VITE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
a.x  umefMled.  .     ^. 

Mr.  liARKIJUY.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Seiuitor  from  Utah  whether  he  think.**  it  is  ue^-essary  to  adopt 
the  amendment  suggested  hy  the  Senate  committee  in  line  17. 

I*ef  284?  .  ,        ", 

Mr    SM(K>T.     Inserting  the  wunls  "  in  a  conspicuou-s  place     .' 

Mr.  BAKKLEY.  Yes.  They  have  never  been  In  the  law  here- 
tofi>re.  That  language  might  be  open  to  abuse,  bet-aase,  as  I 
imlicat«xl  the  other  day.  there  might  be  a  large  number  of 
articles  which  It  miu'ht  be  very  ea.sy  to  mark  in  a  place  where 
th»-  mark  would  be  found,  and  yet  the  place  would  not  be  a 
conspicuous  one. 

For  exnmplp.  take  an  ordinary  suit  of  clothes.  The  ordinary 
plac-e  for  marking  the  suit  is  within  the  pocket  on  the  inside, 
and  yet  accf»rding  to  this  language  it  could  not  be  said  to  be  In 
a  fon.spl<  uous  place.  Therefore  this  hmguage  might  be  inter- 
preted to  require  the  marking  of  a  suit  of  clothes  or  a  hat  in 
a  place  where  it  would  i»e  visible  to  the  naked  eye.  without  the 
exenH-se  of  the  ordlnarj-  caution  in  Investigating  a  place  that 
would  be  perfectly  available  but  not  so  conspicuous  as  others. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  why  the  House  left  out  the 
words.  Those  exact  words  are  used  in  the  existing  law.  It 
reads: 

■baJI  bi'  marked.  atamixKl,  brandod.  or  labeled,  tn  legible  Snglish  wurda. 
In  a  conapicBou*  place  that  aliall  not  be  covered  or  obscured  by  any 
auhw'qujnt  attachmenU  or  arraagementa.  ao  au  to  Indicate  the  country 
of  origin. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  point  I  am  making  now  Is  that  it  Is 
not  nece:<sary  to  have  this  marking  or  branding  in  a  consplcw-us 
plac«>:  and  there  are  thousands  of  articles  where  what  mieht 
be  reicanled  as  a  conspli-tioBs  place  wookl  lie  not  only  inoon- 
venient  but  injurious.    It  is  n«Jt  necessary  to  do  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  For  example,  take  structural  steel :  I  m»itlon 
that  becaoae  I  think  it  will  demon.strate  the  situation  to  the 
Senator  better  than  any  other  article,  but  the  same  thing  ap- 
plies to  many,  many  articles.  On  stnictiu*!  steel,  wherever 
there  was  a  flange  they  marked  it  under  the  flange,  and  nobody 
on  t-arth  o>uld  .see  it  at  all  unless  he  looketl  for  it  carefully. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  ArkaiuM.s.  Mr.  President,  will  Che  Senator 
from  Kentucky  yield? 

Mr.  liARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  uf  Arkan.sa«.    Would  the  Senator  from  Utah 
m^  that  that  was  a  conspicuous  place? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  would  say  that  that  was  an  incoDspknous 
I4ace. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.  Does  the  Senator  say  that  the 
label  be  referred  to  yesterday,  on  hkt  necktie,  is  In  a  con- 
spicucms  place? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes.  Nobody  ever  purchases  a  necktie  unless 
he  examines  the  necktie  first. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  But  the  very  object  of  requir- 
ing it  to  be  In  a  conspkru«>us  place  is  to  be  able  to  see  it  without 
ail  examination 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  is  the  point.  The  labd  on  the  neciitie 
Is  always  i>ut  in  a  con.splcuous  place. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Is  under  the  tie,  in  the  posi- 
tion the  Senator  is  describiuf,  a  conspicuous  place,  in  his 
opinion? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  I  should  think  It  would  be. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  What  does  the  Senator  under- 
stand the  word  "conspicuous"  to  mean? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  label  were  put  on  the  lap-over  here  oii 
the  inside,  where  nobody  could  see  it  when  the  necktie  was 
offered  for  sale,  that  would  be  an  inconspicuous  place. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  let  us  take  a  lady's  hat,  for 
ln.stance.  What  would  be  regarded  a  consiricnous  place  on  a 
lady's  hat?     Somewhere  on  the  outside? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Anywhere  where  the  public  could  look  at  the 
hat  and  see  it 


Mr.  BARKLITY.  •*  Gonf^plcuons "  Is  .tsomethlng  that  Is  out- 
sl  ending,  that  d'>e«  not  have  to  be  searched  for  with  a  spyglass 
ii   order  to  find  it. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sa.s.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 

a  or  yield  further? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield.  .  «  ,., 

Mr.  Rf)BINSON  of  Arkansas.     The  primary  definition  of  the 

m  i>rd  '■  conspicuous  "  is  : 

Open  to  the  view ;  catching  the  eye ;  easy  to  be  «een ;  manlfeat. 

Clearly,  the  illu.-^tration  that  the  Senator  made  when  he  dl.^- 
overed  under  his  tie  a  label  or  a  brand  does  not  c-ome  within 
t  le  ordinary  meaning  of  the  word  "  coiispicuous."  1  tliiuk  the 
p  >lnt  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  well  taken. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  it  would,  because  nolnxly  ctmld  pur- 
cia.se  a  tie  or  put  on  the  tie  without  that  label  being  in  such 
a  conspicuous  place  that  he  c*»nld  see  IL  The  mutter  I  brirtight 
t)  the  attention  of  the  Senate  as  an  illustration  of  an  incon- 
s  >icuous  platv  was  whiit  often  hapi^eued  in  the  past.  beft»re  the 
a:t  of  1909.  I  think.  These  words  have  been  in  the  law  ever 
s  nee  then,  and  they  are  now  the  law. 

Mr.    BARKLEY.     1   hope   the   Senate   committee   amendment 

V  ill  not  be  agreed  to.  because  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessarj".  In 
t  le  first  place,  because  the,  bill  provides  Uiat  every  article  im- 
p  )rted,  and  so  forth — 

Shall  be  marked,  atannied,  brended.  or  labeled.  In  legible  English  words, 
111  BUch  manner  aa  to  Indicate  the  country  of  origin  of  such  artlcl*-. 

If  the  Other  words,  "  in  a  conspicmms  i>lace."  should  be  put  in. 
I  Is  not  at  all  difficult  to  imagini-  thousands  of  articles  where 
a  carrying  out  of  the  strict  interiMretation  of  that  clau.-^e  wotild 
he  injurious  and  unsightly;  and  I  do  not  think  this  language  is 
iip<'es8ary.     I  think  the  House  provision  ought  to  remain  as  it 

V  ^as. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  has  l>eea 
t  o  trouble  about  It  In  the  last  15  or  16  .vears. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Then,  why  did  the  House  leave  it  out? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     These  exact  words  were  In  the  law  then,  and 
t  ley  are  in  it  at  this  very  moment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  Is  accurate  when 
le  states  that  there  has  l>et^u  no  trouble  about  it.  There  have 
leon  protests  about  the  general  marking  system,  and  I  think 
jome  of  those  protests  have  grown  out  of  the  fact  that  the  law 
leqaires  the  branding  to  he  in  a  conspictious  place. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  was  no  evidence  to  that  effect  before 
the  Finance  Committee.  Nobo<ly  appeare<l  in  relation  to  it; 
rnd  we  simply  put  in  the«e  words  because  tliey  are  use<l  in  the 
i  xlsting  law,  and  have  been  ever  since  19110.  at  least.  I  do 
not  know  the  date  when  they  first  oppearetl  in  the  law. 

I  hope  the  words  will  be  incorporate*!  in  the  bill.    If  we  take 
hem  out  now,  It   will  give  notice  to  the  importer  or   to  the 
foreign  manufacturer  that  he  can  put  the  mark  anywhere  he 
I  lesires. 

.Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  he  ought  to  b*-  allowed  to  put  the 
mark  anywhere  be  desires  if  It  can  be  found  by  the  inspector. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  Is  not  the  Inspector  that  we  are  looking 
after. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  He  passes  first  on  the  question  wl>ether  or 
i»ot  the  article  is  properly  marked. 

Mr.  SMiKXr.     We  are  thinking  about  the  Unlteil  States  pnr- 
( Phaser  who  purchases  the  gtKHls.    The  lal>el  gives  notice  to  him 
hat  the  goods  were  ma<le  abroad ;  that  they  were  not  made  in 
his  country.    That  is  the  object  of  the  label. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  proceeflings  for  the  assessment  of  this 
idditional  10  per  cent  penalty  will  be  inaiigurateil  long  before 
he  individual  purchaser  ever  sees  tlie  article;  so  that  this  pro- 
tision  is  for  the  purpose  of  finding,  when  the  article  comes  In 
)rit.'inally,  whether  or  not  it  is  properly  marked.  Therefore 
the  inspectors  and  customs  officers  are  Involved  bef(»re  the  Indi- 
rtdual  customer  is. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  And  in  case  the  exporter  desires  to  send  in 
jere  goods  that  are  not  marktHl  as  provided  by  law,  an  extra 
luty  of  10  per  cent  Is  imposed  upon  the  importation. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  care  to  take  any  further  time  in 
arguing  about  It ;  but  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  defeated. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  I  hope  it  will  be  agreed  to. 
Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  the  arguments  adduced  by  mem- 
)er8  of  the  Finance  Committee  tend  to  convince  me  of  the  un- 
prlsdom  ot  the  committee's  action  in  rejecting  the  House  amend- 
ment. As  I  rei-all,  testimony  was  offered  when  the  Ways  and 
eans  Committee  of  the  Hon.se  was  considering  this  question, 
hich  Induced  that  committee  to  amend,  with  a  vle\»'  to  lih- 
ralizing  the  same,  the  act  of  1922.  which  deals  with  the  brand- 
ng  and  marking  of  imported  articles.  Experience  has  dem- 
istrated  that  the  1922  act  was  unjust  and  oppressive  and  has 
)een  used  by  manufacturers  and  their  representatives  to  pre- 
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vent  proper  and  legitimate  imports.  Appjirently  some  Ameri- 
cans forget  that  our  manufacturers  are  annually  exporting  hun- 
dreds of  millions  of  dollars  worth  of  their  products.  To  produce 
these  exported  articles  raw  materials  are  required  and  factories 
must  be  oi>erated.  Work  is  given  to  many  thousands  of  Ameri- 
can wage  earners  to  protluce  exported  manufactured  articles. 
Our  exports  greatly  exceed  our  imports.  Indeed,  the  imixirts, 
measured  by  the  production  in  the  United  States,  are  insignifi- 
cant The  records  show  that  of  hundreds  of  imported  articles 
similar  to  those  of  domestic  production,  where  the  imports  are 
less  than  2  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production,  the  Fordney- 
McCuniber  bill  embargoes  not  thousands  but  tens  of  thousands 
of  articles  and  ct^mmodities  that  would  be  of  benefit  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States. 

It  is  obvious  that  tliere  are  those  so  unwise  and,-^  indeed,  so 
selfish  and  greedy  that  they  would  prevent  any  imj^rts.  It  is 
an^ircnt  that  the  House  bill  and  the  bill  reported  by  the  Re- 
publican members  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate 
typify  the  spirit  of  exclusion  and  provincialism.  Neither  the 
House  nor  the  Senate  bill  is  liberal  or  fair  to  the  American 
people.  Either  m(«8ure,  If  enacted  into  law,  will  add  to  the 
barriers  and  obstacles  which  now  exist  to  international  trade. 
The  bill  before  us  seems  to  breathe  the  spirit  that  every  im- 
porter is  an  alien  and  an  enemy.  It  carries  the  spirit  of  hos- 
tility to  those  who  seek  to  import  commodities  into  the  United 
States,  even  though  the  imports  result  in  exports  and  in  a 
greater  consumption  of  American  raw  and  semifinished  products, 
and  in  more  employment  for  American  wage  earners  and  larger 
jMiy  rolls  in  tlie  American  manufacturing  plants.  Senators 
must  not  forget  the  fact  that  from  60  to  80  i^er  cent  of  all 
dutiable  manufactured  Imports  are  purchased  and  bn>ught  into 
the  United  States  by  American  citizens.  I  make  this  state- 
ment after  inquiry  from  appraisers  and  persons  familiar  with 
our  imports.  Reputable  business  houses,  such  as  Marshall 
Field  &  Co.,  Best  &  Co.,  and  John  Wanamaker,  Import  various 
commodities  which  they  sell,  together  with  other  merchandise, 
to  American  citizens.  Raw  materials  are  imported  by  American 
citizens,  as  well  as  semifinished  prcKlucts,  and  many  thousands 
of  American  citizens  are  employed  in  converting  these  raw  ma- 
terials and  semifinished  products  into  finished  commodities. 
Imiiorts  of  this  character  increase  American  production,  aug- 
ment American  wealth,  and  prove  advantageous  to  American 
wage  earners. 

Senators  know  that  American  merchants  and  manufacturers 
send  their  representatives  abroad  and  purchase  articles  desired 
and  needed  by  American  tvnsumers.  I  have  no  doubt  that  from 
ever  State  in  the  Union  buyers,  representing  American  business 
firms,  visit  foreign  countries  and  purchase  and  bring  into  the 
United  States  commodities  which  the  American  public  demand. 
These  persons  are  not  criminals  and  are  not  to  be  regarded  as 
foes  to  American  wage  earners  or  to  American  industry.  We 
would  be  greatly  distressed  if  other  countries  shouid  regard 
those  who  brought  into  those  countries,  for  sale  and  use,  prod- 
ucts of  American  factories  and  fields  and  farms.  There  are  now 
lu  the  Uniteil  States  scores,  if  not  hundreds,  of  foreigners  reprc 
sentlng  foreign  business  houses.  They  are  here  for  the  purpt»8e 
of  purchasing  American  products  to  the  extent  of  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dolhirs.  We  welcome  them  because  their  purchases 
add  to  our  prosperity.  The  Department  of  Commerce  is  actively 
seeking  foreign  markets  for  our  surplus  proilucts,  and  there  are 
hundreds  of  representatives  of  American  manufacturing  estab-^ 
llsbments  and  business  houses  penetrating  most  countries  of  the 
world  for  the  puri)ose  of  finding  and  developing  markets  for  our 
raw  materials  and  fini.shed  and  semlfini8he<l  products. 

Tliat  they  are  successful  is  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  our 
exports  for  the  year  1928  exceeded  $5,000,000,000.  For  1929  it 
is  now  apparent  there  will  be  exported  from  the  Ignited  States 
commodities  of  various  kinds  the  value  of  which  will  be  in  excess 
of  five  and  one-half  billion  dollars;  and  yet.  in  the  face  of  this 
situation,  there  are  some  representatives  of  labor  and  some  rep- 
resentatives of  agriculture  and  representatives  of  powerful  i.  an- 
ufacturing  establishments  exerting  every  Influence  possible  to 
erect  higher  barriers  to  keep  out  imports.  To  accomplish  this 
unwise  purpo.se  there  have  been  insinuations  and  suggestions 
that  exporters  were  uascrupulous,  and  not  infrequently  dishon- 
est, and  were  to  be  regarded,  if  not  as  malefactors,  at  least  as 
unworthy  of  consideration.  I  believe  that  American  merchants 
who  are  importing  goods  and  commoditit^»  for  the  purpose  of 
satisfying  tlie  desires  and  wishes  of  the  American  pe<^le  are  as 
ethical  and  honest  as  Americans  who  may  never  export  a  com- 
mwlity  or  import  an  article. 

I  rec-all  that  when  the  Finance  Committee  was  conducting 
hearings  that  a  representative  of  Marshall  Field  &  Co.  appeared 
lief  ore  the  committee.  In  view  of  the  insinuations  of  some 
witnesses  as  to  the  integrity  and  honesty  of  lmpt>rters,  I  asked 
him  the  question  whether  his  firm,  in  its  importations,  had  vio- 


lated the  law  or  had  sought  to  bring  Into  the  United  States 
commodities  without  paying  the  duty  which  the  law  require*!. 
He  promptly  replieti  that  his  firm  had  been  guilty  of  no  evasion 
i>r  fraud  and  had  met  the  reciuirements  of  the  law.  I  recall 
that  Mr.  Boutelier.  representing  Best  &.  Co.,  testifiml  before  the 
committee.  Mr.  Boutelier  was  a  classmate'  of  Senator  lltMit. 
of  Pennsylvania.  He  occupies  a  responsible  position  with  liest 
&  C-o.  No  one  would  dare  to  questiim  his  integrity  or  devotion 
to  our  Government. 

Mr.  President,  this  bill,  in  my  opinion,  is  shot  through  with 
meretricious  provisions  desigueil  to  unfairly  prevent  imports. 
A  perusal  of  the  bill  leads  to  the  conclusion  that  sdieuu's  and 
devices  have  been  incori>orated  in  the  bill  the  effect  of  which 
will  be  to  make  more  difficult  international  commerce.  At  a 
later  time  I  shall  discuss  some  of  these  pixivislons  and  ptdut 
out  their  effect  upon  our  exports  and  imports. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  IMr.  Walsh]  has  just  re- 
ferred to  the  fact  that  if  the  slightest  obstacle  is  interiK>sed  in 
other  crountries  to  the  importation  of  American  products  we 
immediately  make  vigc>rous  protests.  We  loudly  proclaim  that 
the  i>eople  of  other  countries  need  our  proiJucts  and  that  the 
larger  the  stream  of  our  exports  flowing  into  such  countries 
the  better  it  is  for  their  lulmbitants.  The  Bureau  of  Foreign 
and  Domestic  Commerc-e  within  the  Dt^partment  of  Commerce  is 
spending  enormous  sums  annually  to  find  markets  for  our  prod- 
ucts. That  bureau  has  a  large  numl»er  of  commercial  attmh^s 
and  representatives  in  the  princiijal  cimntrles  of  the  world  who 
are  exerting  every  effort  to  find  new  markets  for  Ameriean 
prtiducts.  We  applaud  their  efforts,  and  with  a  great  deal  of 
pride  and  not  a  little  arrogance  refer  to  the  new  foreign  fields 
which  our  manufacturers  are  conquering  and  the  success  with 
which  they  are  competing  with  foreign  manufacturers  and  pro- 
ducers in  their  respective  countries.  And  while  we  aro  inirsulng 
this  wise  cour.>*e  some  who  are  beneficiaries  of  this  liberal  and 
progressive  policy  are  doing  everything  within  their  power  to 
nullify  aud  neutralize  these  efforts  by  lobbying  for  and  securing 
legislation  such  as  the  Fordney  bill,  and  such  as  is  contemplated 
by  the  measure  now  before  us. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  unfortunate  that  this  narn>w  and  provin- 
cial spirit  should  exert  itself.  Undoubtedly  it  will  have  reiier- 
cusslous  to  the  disadvantage  of  our  own  country,  not  only  to 
the  manufacturers  and  to  the  wage  earners  but  to  the  pro- 
ducers of  raw  inaterials  and  to  all  branches  of  agriculture. 
This  Republic  occupies  an  Important  position  among  the  nations 
of  the  earth ;  It  is  primus  inter  pares ;  in  wealth  It  Is  umniualed. 
It  should  lead  the  way  in  all  llbend,  Just,  and  pmgressive  pol- 
icies. .  It  enjoys  unrivaled  advantages,  jAysical  and  otherwise. 
One  is  prompted  to  say  that  it  la  the  heir  ot  all  the  ages  and 
enjoys  the  richest  patrimony  ever  bequeathed  to  any  nation 
And  where  much  is  given,  much  is  required.  Its  wealth  and  its 
exalted  material  position  place  upon  It  ol>llgatlons  which  It 
can  not  shirk.  It  can  not  in  Justice  to  itself— it  can  not  in  the 
highest  interest  of  the  American  people — pursue  a  course  other 
than  one  of  liberality,  tolerance,  and  international  fellowship. 
It  can  not  afford  to  provoke  resentments  or  to  deal  arrogantly 
or  unjustly  with  any  people  or  with  any  nation.  Its  boundless 
resources  give  It  a  prominence  no  other  <'ountry  possesses.  In 
a  material  way  it  can  lead  the  world.  The  peoples  of  the  world 
are  suffering  too  much  from  narrow  and  provincial  policies. 
There  is  tot)  little  appreciation  of  the  fact  that  the  world  is  knit 
together,  Indeed  is  bound  by  chains  which  oan  not  be  broken. 
Evolutionary  forces,  uKjral  and  spiritual  ac  well  as  material, 
are  at  work  to  draw  Into  closer  relation  peoples  of  distant  lands. 
Those  who  flght  against  the  conception  of  world  solidarity  are 
fighting  against  forces  which  must  triumph.  It  Is  i»aradoxlcal 
that  some  .seem  to  think  that  the  stronger  our  Nation  be<  omes 
the  weaker  it  is.  As  its  resources  are  developed  aud  Its  manu- 
facturing Interests  assume  gigantic  proportions,  higher  walls  are 
to  be  erected  to  kec*p  out  the  sunlight  and  the  benefits  flowing 
from  contacts  with  other  nations. 

In  the  Infancy  of  this  Republic,  when  it  was  struggling  to 
maintain  Itself  among  the  powers  of  the  earth,  the  tariff  duties 
lmpos«Hl  by  Hamilton  and  the  fatliers  of  the  country  were  a  most 
insignificant  measured  by  the  stupendous  rates  now  prevailing, 
and  the  higher  rates  demanded  in  the  bill  now  Ix-fore  us.  Eveti 
the  "  tariff  of  abominations "  of  1828,  which  raised  duties  to 
about  30  iier  cent  only,  arou.sed  a  storm  of  protest  comfKdllng 
sjteedy  rttluctions.  The  tariff  act  of  1846  reduced  tiiriff  rates 
below  preceding  measures,  and  there  resulted  from  that  just 
and  equitable  measure  an  era  of  prosperity  In  the  United  States 
never  before  equaled  and  since  never  surpassed.  Even  Re- 
public-ans  have  paid  tribute  to  that  measure,  declaring  that  It 
brought  increased  prosperity  to  all  cla.sses  and  contributed  to  the 
manufacturing  development  of  our  country.  The  tariff  hgisla- 
tion  of  the  Civil  War  was  defended  upon  the  ground  that  reve- 
nue was  required,  but  largely  upon  the  ground  that  heavy  exdsa 
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duties  which  called  for  compensation  in  the  form  of  higher 
tariff  <luties.  Senator  Sheraian  and  fk'nator  Morrill  declared 
Umt,  aside  from  conditit»ns  resulting  from  the  war,  there  were 
no  demands  for  increased  duties,  even  from  manafacturers. 

But  it  was  not  my  pur^>o^e  In  taking  the  floor  to  discuss 
former  tarift  laws,  but  raflier.  In  a  few  words,  to  criticise  the 
spirit  which  seems  to  animate  those  who  are  responsiWe  for 
manj  of  the  provisions  in  tlie  pending  bill,  and  which  has  led 
them  to  inc  rease  duties  and  widen  the  gulf  between  agriculture 
and  the  manufacturing  industries  of  our  country.  I  have 
alluded  to  the  fact  that  In  the  early  days  of  this  Eepcbllc  the 
wise  statesmen  who  were  its  guides  did  not  believe  that  the 
Interests  of  the  ptxiple  would  be  best  subserved  by  tariff  walls. 
and  narrow  and  bigoted  nationalism  which  desired  no  contact 
with  the  peoples  of  other  lands.  I  repeat  that  it  Is  incon- 
Bi.^teiit  with  our  claims  of  world  leadership  that  we  should  adopt 
pi>licies  which  make  for  Isolation  and  selfishness.  We  are  in- 
creasing in  wealth  and  we  should  seek  larger  contacts  with  the 
world  and  promote  in  every  proper  way  that  spirit  of  reciprocity 
and  good  will  which  are  the  most  effective  messengers  of  peace 
and  prosi>erity  and  world  solidarity  that  can  be  devised. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bokah]  In  his  aWe  speech 
yesterday  referred  to  the  fact  that  otir  exports  are  Increasing 
and  that  our  im{»ort8  for  the  pest  three  years  have  decreased. 
For  1928  our  imports  were  nearly  S  per  cent  less  than  those  of 
1927.  and  while  our  exports  Increased,  they  were  not  as  large 
as  a  wl.se  policy  would  have  produced.  The  fact  is  that  more 
than  60  per  cent  of  all  Imports  are  commodities  which  we  do  not 
produce  in  the  United  States,  or  which,  if  produced,  are  so  In- 
considerable In  amount  as  to  be  far  below  our  imperative  needs. 
In  1920  our  exports  exceeded  by  several  billion  dollars  our 
exports  for  1928.  I  mention  this  to  emphaslie  that  our  exports 
are  not  commensurate  with  oar  wealth  and  resources  and 
mechanical  der^opment. 

Mr.  President,  before  the  debate  Is  over  I  hope  to  call  atten- 
tion to  some  of  the  restrictive  and  oppressive  measures  con- 
tained in  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  provisions  which,  it  seems 
to  me,  were  carefully  and  cunningly  devised  to  harass  and  annoy 
lmp<»rter8  and,  indeed,  If  possible,  to  cut  off  Imports ;  but  I  shall 
content  myself  now  with  a  brief  reference  to  the  amendment 
before  us. 

The  House  adopted  an  amendment  to  the  Fordney  Act  deal- 
ing with  the  que«^tion  of  marking.     It  is  as  follows : 

Every  article  imported  into  the  United  States,  and  its  immediate  con- 
tainer, aod  the  package  in  which  nich  article  ia  Imported,  shall  be 
marked,  stamped,  branded,  or  labeled,  la  legible  Stegliah  words.  In  such 
manner  as  to  indicate  the  conntry  of  origin  of  such  article.  In  accord- 
ance with  such  regulations  aa  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  pre- 
Bcrlb*  and  subject  to  such  exceptions  as  may  be  made  therein. 


Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  Presldent- 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  House  provision  would  transfer  to 
-fhe  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  full  power  to  make  any  kind 
of  rules  or  regulations  he  may  desire.  The  Finance  Committee 
thought  that  power  should  not  be  given  to  the  Secretary,  and 
therefore  made  the  amendment  which  is  ttefore  the  Soiate  at 
^  this  time.  It  is  a  limitation  on  what  the  House  provided.  We 
ar^siflaply  going  back  to  the  words  of  t-he  present  law ;  and  I 
think,  if  the  S«-nator  will  study  it  closely,  he  will  agree  now  that 
It  ts  a  limitation  on  the  Hou.se  provision.  I  do  not  know  why 
the  House  would  give  all  that  power  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  with  no  limltaticm  whatever,  but  he  would  have  It 
under  the  House  provision,  and  he  does  not  have  it  under  the 
existing  law.  Therefore,  I  think  the  amendment  ought  to  be 
agreeil  to. 

Mr  GRORGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr  (iKOKGB.  Let  me  caU  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to 
the  fact  that  under  existing  law.  which  is  substantially  what 
the  Senate  committee  has  written  lu  this  amendment,  with  the 
provlsl«>n  tliat  the  Secretary  may  make  exceptions  in  certain 
ra.<»e!*  I'lily,  the  C^astoms  Court  was  forceil  to  the  ridiculous 
position  of  holding  that  eadi  pjige  of  a  Iwok  of  cigarette  papers 
was  a  separate  article  and  that  it  had  to  be  branded,  and  that 
even  a  sk^eton  had  to  be  marked  showing  the  country  of 
origin.  I  believe.  It  was  the  provision  of  the  act  of  1922  which 
the  H<iuse  sought  to  get  rid  of.  beyontl  all  doubt 

I'nder  the  Senate  committee  amendment  the  same  reqolre- 
ments  are  again  inserted,  with  certain  exceptions;  that  la, 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasur>-  may,  by  regulation,  modify 
the  dra.«tlc  requirements  of  the  Senate  committee  amendment 
If  such  article  is  iiuiii>able  «>f  being  marked.  Of  course,  there 
la  no  use  putting  that  in.    If  it  is  IncnpaMe  of  being  marked. 
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that  iMt) vision  is  Just  so  much  surplusage.  Second,  if  the 
narking  of  it  will  result  in  injury  to  the  article;  that  is,  if  it 
cpm  not  be  labeled  without  injury  to  the  article. 

In  the  two  Senate  committee  amendments,  at  the  request 
df  those  who  would  exclude  ueglisrible  imr>orta  and  who  are 
t  Lsturt)ed  by  tiny  little  trickles  of  merchandise  coming  in  from 
other  countries,  the  committee  has  gone  back  to  the  same 
c  rastlc  requirements  found  in  the  act  of  1922,  which  the  court 
c  Jnstrued  strictly  for  the  purpose  of  illustrating  the  extreme 
character  of  the  provisions  themselves,  no  doubt 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  may  I  Interrupt  there? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  speaks  of  two  exceptions ;  there 
ik  a  third  one.  and  that  is  If  the  "  marktng,  stamping,  branding, 
cr  labeling  of  the  immediate  container  of  such  article  will  rea- 
aonably  indicate  the  country  of  origin  of  such  article."  That  is 
ttie  tidril,  that  is  a  modification  of  existing  law,  and  I  think 
1  nder  that  provision  there  is  a  great  advantage  to  the  importer. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  There  would  be  some  advantage  in  that  ;  but 
l?t  me  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  this  fact:  The  Senate 
1  'inance  Committee  has  put  back  Into  the  amendment  the  words 
'  in  a  conspicuous  place,"  and  the  further  language  that  follows 
in  the  amendment.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  will  not  be 
i  ble  by  any  rule  or  r^mlation  to  exempt  the  article  from  the 
txpress  proivisions  of  the  statute  unless  such  article  is  inca- 
I  able  of  being  marked  or  unless  it  will  be  Injured  by  being 
marked,  or  unless  the  marking  of  the  immediate  container  will 
leaaonably  indicate  the  country  of  origin  of  such  article. 

The  Hou.se  was  endeavoring  to  get  rid  of  the  provisions 
^rhich  required  decisions  of  the  court  so  extreme  as  to  make 
the  law  look  ridiculous.     Who  could  designate  the  country  of 

<  rigin  of  a  skeleton  of  a  prehistoric  man?  Some  humorous 
uriter  pointed  out  in  some  New  York  piiblication  that  the 
skeleton  was  really  produced  when  the  last  particle  of  flesh 
left  the  bone. 

Those  ridiculous  extremes  to  which  the  court  was  compelled 
lo  go  under  the  act  of  1922  are  exactly  what  the  House  was 

<  ndeavorlng  to  remove,  and  now  the  objectionable  provisions 
ire  brought  back  in  the  language  of  the  bill.  The  committee 
lias  done  letter  to  this  extent  only,  by  giving  the  Secretary  of 
(he  Treasury  some  additional  latitude,  whereas  the  House  bill 
very  commendably,  as  I  think,  said  that  the  artide  should  be 
Irande*!,  its  immediate  contjuner  should  be  branded,  and  the 
{ eneral  package  should  be  branded  in  plain,  legible  EnglLsh  so 
i  s  to  indicate  the  country  of  origin  of  the  merchandise,  and  left 
i|  to  the  Treasury  to  carry  out  the  legislative  will  and  purpose 

y  regulation  and  exception.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  carry  out  the  pirovisious  of  the  section  as  amended  by 
tlie  Senate  Finance  Committee  with  all  of  the  hampering  re- 
strictions in  it,  and  the  only  possible  discretion  given  him  is  In 
t  ae  three  instances  indicated. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  House  provision  will  give  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  power  to  deal  with  anything  that  he  desires. 
'  'here  is  no  limitation.  But  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
t  mendment  jHits  on  a  limitation.  It  meets  the  very  situation 
t  a  which  the  Senator  has  referred. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No ;  the  Senator  misapprehends  the  situation. 
If  this  were  a  restrictii^  uix)n  the  general  power  of  an  officer 
t[>  promulgate  rules  that  have  the  force  and  effect  of  law  in  a 
case  where  that  power  should  be  restricted,  I  would  agree  with 
1  im.  Under  the  provision  of  the  House  bid  the  decision  of  the 
i  ecretary  of  the  Treasury  is  reviewable  by  a  court,  and  one 
t  ilng  he  can  not  do.  He  can  not  by  regulation  emasculate  the 
I  n>vislon  requiring  the  marking  of  the  article  and  its  Immediate 
( ontainer  and  It?  package  in  plain  legible  English  Indicating  the 

<  ountry  of  origin ;  by  needful  nde  and  regulation  he  may.  of 
(ourse,  make  exception  where  the  provisions  can  not  be  literally 
<omplie<l  with;  that  Is,  where  an  article  is  incapable  of  being 
liranded  or  where  the  branding  would  destroy  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Under  the  language  of  the  House  bill  he  can 

luake  any  exemption  he  sees  fit.     There  Is  no  questhm  about  it 

hat  he  would  have  the  power  to  make  an  exemption  of  any- 

Mng  be  saw  fit     I  do  not  believe  we  ought  to  imt  that  power 

n  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  GE0R<;E.  Mr  President,  it  it,  just  a  bit  unusual  when 
bat  kind  of  argument  Is  made  by  our  brethren  on  the  other 
lide  of  tlte  aisle.  The  truth  is  that  the  amendment  inserted  by 
he  Senate  Finance  Committee,  whether  intended  or  not,  will 
lave  the  effect  of  enabling  every  domestic  producer  to  hamper 
ind  to  harass  and  to  delay  and  to  put  to  unneces.s;iry  and  need- 
ess  expense  the  importer  of  merchandise.  That  Ls  the  real 
■ffect  of  it.  Those  who  wanted  these  changes  wt»re  not  unaware 
of  the  real  effect  of  the  reinsertion  of  the  provisions  of  the  act 
i>f  1922  which  made  neces-sary  the  rewriting  of  the  section.  I 
lilnk  the  House  language  is  undoubtedly  the  better  language. 
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Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  entirely  agree  with  the 
^instruction  which  my  colleague  places  upon  the  House  amend- 
ment. It  does  not,  In  my  opinion,  confer  upon  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  "  unlimited  "  authwity  or  discretion.  The  Sec- 
retary is  bound  by  the  letter  as  well  as  the  spirit  of  the  provi- 
sion. In  construing  the  discretionary  authority  conferred  upon 
the  Secretary  reference  must  always  be  had  to  the  definite  pro- 
visions of  tlie  law  and  the  object  for  which  it  was  enacted. 
The  law  is  designed  to  seciure  the  marking  of  articles  ImiK^ed 
into  the  Unitetl  States  In  su<-h  a  manner  that  the  purchasers 
of  the  same  may  know  the  country  of  their  origin.  This  is  the 
legislative  declanition  In  the  House  provision.  The  articles  im- 
porte«l,  t<^:ether  with  the  containers  and  packages  in  which  they 
are  imp«>rte<l,  are  to  be  legibly  marked  in  English  words. 

It  is,  of  course,  obvious  that  many  articles  can  not  be  marked 
or  branded.  Tlie  House  amendment  therefore  gives  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  discretion,  reasonably  and  fairly  to  be 
exercise<l,  to  deal  with  articles  which  obviously  can  not  be 
marked,  stiimixnl,  or  branded.  He  is  authorized  to  promulgate 
such  regulations  as  he  may  regard  as  nei-essary  to  carry  out  the 
pur|K)8e  of  the  act.  and  such  n'gulations  may  provide  such 
exceptions  as  the  character  and  nature  of  the  articles  reason- 
ably demand. 

Tlie  regidatious  which  tlie  Secretary  is  authorized  to  pre- 
8«'rll)e  under  the  House  amendment  must  be  consistent  with  the 
policy  of  the  act;  namely,  that  all  imiM>rte<l  articles  must  be  so 
marked  or  labeled  that  the  country  of  origin  is  indicated. 
The  .SeK-retary  is  given  the  discretion  to  except  articles  from  the 
physical  branding  or  stamping  or  marking.  It  would  be  absurd 
to  re<iuire  every  l)ead  or  small  article  to  be  8tami>ed  or  marked. 
Indeed,  it  would  be  impossible  to  place  a  stamp  or  brand  upon 
them.  It  is  evident  that  to  stamp  and  brand  and  mark  everj- 
article,  even  If  it  were  physically  possible,  the  cost  would  be  so 
great  as  to  forbid  imiH»rtations.  Undoubtedly  there  is  consider- 
able di.scretion  couferreil  uinm  the  Secretarj'  by  the  terms  of  the 
House  provision.  I  repeat  that  there  must  be  discretion  lodged 
.s«»mewhere  when  it  comes  to  dealing  with  the  various  kinds  of 
inii>orts  bronglit  to  the  United  States.  It  would  be  absurd  to 
require  the  marking  and  branding  in  legible  English  words  of 
ever.v  little  piece  of  ribbon  or  lace,  or  every  small  handkerchief, 
or  the  myriad  forms  of  small  commtKlities. 

I  admit  that  I  have  fears  of  bureaucracy,  and  distrust  Exec- 
utive authority  in  the  exercise  of  discretionary  power.  I  have 
had  occasion  to  criticize  the  unjust  and  improvident  exercise  of 
discretionary  authority  by  the  exe<'utive  branches  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. Quite  recently  I  have  had  occasion  to  complain  of 
what  I  conceivetl  to  be  the  exercise  of  unjust  and,  indeed, 
unauth(»rized  auth(>rlty,  by  one  of  the  executive  branches  of  the 
Government  dealing  with  s^»me  of  the  public  lands  of  the  West. 
I  regret  that  we  can  not  In  definite  terras,  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion under  consideration.  In  my  (»pinion  the  Hou.se  provision 
Is  entirely  too  drastic  and  will,  in  any  interpretation  placed 
uiM>n  it,  prove  oppressive  to  those  seeking  to  import  commodities 
into  the  Unitetl  States.  Under  the  most  liberal  interpretation 
that  can  be  placed  upon  this  provision,  injustice  will  result  and 
Imports  will  Ik'  restrictnl.  I  can  not  help  but  l)elieve  that  the 
object  of  the  provision  is  to  harass  importers  and  to  restrict 
imports.  If  the  only  purpose  is  to  advise  the  purchasers  of 
foreign  articles  of  the  country  of  origin,  it  is  clear  that  a  provi- 
sion could  lie  drawn  that  would  accomplish  that  result  and  be 
free  from  the  opijresslve  features  that  are  found  in  the  House 
provision  and  in  the  Senate  bill. 

I  realize,  however,  thjit  a  just  and  liberal  provIslon^-one  that 
would  be  fair  to  everyone — Is  impossible.  As  between  the 
House  and  the  Senate  provisions,  with  my  present  views,  I 
shall  vote  for  the  former.  My  information  is  that  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  of  the  Hou.se  gave  more  consideration  to 
this  provision  than  did  the  Finance  Committee.  There  was 
some  testimony  offered  and  some  of  the  unfair  and  unjust  pro- 
visions of  the  present  law — at  least  as  It  has  l)een  interpreted 
and  enforced — were  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  committee. 
It  is  certain  that  the  pre.^^nt  law  has  been  unsatisfactory.  It 
has  been  construed  In  a  literal  manner  so  as  to  make  the  law 
not  only  oppressive  but  absurd.  I  wish  the  Senate  would  adopt 
a  measure  more  liberal  than  either  that  offered  by  the  House 
or  the  Senate  Finance  Committee.  As  between  the  two  there 
Ls  little  to  choose,  but  as  stated,  I  shall  vole  for  the  House 
amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  as  modified. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  LA  FOLIiF3TTE  (when  Mr.  Blaine's  name  was  called). 
My  colleague  [Mr.  Blaine]  Is  unavoidably  absent,  as  'I  have 
heretofore  announced.    If  present,  he  would  vote  "  nay." 


Mr.  HATFIELD  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  Blaine].  If  he 
were  present,  he  would  vote  "  nay,"  and  if  I  were  permitted  to 
vote  I  should  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  roll  call  l>e  dlsftensed  with.  I  make  the  request  for  the  n^a- 
son  that  if  the  clerk  is  right  in  what  he  has  said  to  me  as  to  the 
I>endin-.r  question,  then  Senators  are  voting  under  a  misunder- 
standing.   Now  I  ask  the  Chair 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  a  iioint  of 
order. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  asked  unanimous  consent  that  the  roll 
call  may  be  di.«:pensed  with. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  clerk  has  no  business 
making  speeches  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  while  the  roll  is 
being  called. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  asked  the  clerk  to  Inform  me  as  to  what  the 
question  was. 

Mr.  R<^BINSON  of  Arkansa.s.  I  have  no  objection  t«»  the 
Chair  stating  the  question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  the  Senate  com- 
mittee amendment  as  modified,  two  modifications  having  been 
made  this  morning. 

Mr.   BLACK.     Mr.   President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Se<retar>'  will  couUnue  Uie 
calling  of  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  resumetl  calling  the  rr^ll. 

Mr.  .lONF^S  (when  his  name  was  called).  The  senior  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swanson]  is  absent  on  aci-ount  of  illness. 
I  promised  to  take  care  of  him  during  his  absence,  and  there- 
fore withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  calle<l).  1  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  junior  Senat<»r  from  Ohio  fMr.  Bitbton]. 
I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Arkansas  (Mr, 
Car.vw.w],  and  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  TYDINGS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Metcalf],  who  has  been  called  away  from  the  city,  I  transfer 
that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  LouLsiana  [Mr.  Ransdell], 
and  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  WATSON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Senator  fn»ra  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith], 
which  I  transfer  to  the  Senattw  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dfnikn], 
and  vote  "  yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Allkn]  is  necessarily  absent  If  he  were 
present,  he  would  vote  "  yea  "  on  this  amendment. 

Mr.  FESS.     I  desire  to  annpum-e  the  following  general  pairs : 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Atxer]  with  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheelee]  : 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  RobinsonI  with  the  Senator 
frt)m  Mississippi  [Mr.  Stephens]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Hibeht]  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  [Mr.  Copeland]  :  and 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Bbookhaitt]  with  the  Senator 
from  W.vomlng  (Mr.  KeniwickI. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  28,  nays  38,  as  follows : 

YEAS— 28 

McNary 

Moaea 

Patterson 

I'liipps 

Sackett 

Sliortridge 

Hmoot 

NAYS— 38 

L«  Follette 
McKellar 
McMaster 
Norris 
Njre 

Overman 
PIttman 
Keed 

Robinson.  Aiit. 
Rlicppard 
NOT  VOTING— 29 

Metralf 

Norl>e<;k 

Oridle 

Fine 

Ransdell 

Bribintton,  Ind. 

Schall 

Shlpstead 

So  the  committee  amendment  as  modIfle<l,  was  rejected. 
Mr.  REED.     I  more  to  re(*on8ider  the  vote  by  which  the  laat 
amendment  was  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  hare  I  the  lloorl 


Bingham 

Goldsborough 

Capper 

Greene 

COUSPDS 

Hale 

Bdi;e 

Hastings 

Fens 

Johnson 

(Jlllett 

Kean 

Ooff 

Keyes 

1 

Asburst 

Fletcher 

Barklpy 

George 

Blaclt 

Glass 

Blease 

Harris 

Borah 

HarriHon 

Bratton 

Ilawes 

Brock 

Hayden 
Hefiln 

t\)nnally 

Cutting 

HoweU 

Dill 

King 

NOT 

Alton 

Deneen 

Blaine 

Frazler 

Brookhart 

Glenn 

BrouHsard 

Gonld 

Burton 

HatOeld 

Caraway 

Hebert 

Copeland 
Dale 

Jones 

Kendrick 

Steiwer 

Townaend 

Vnnfienberg 

Walcx)tt 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Simmons 
8teck 

Thomas,  Okla. 
TramroeD 
Tydlogs 
\\agner 
Walflh.  Mass. 
Walab,  Mont 


Smith 
Htf-phens 
Swanson 
Tbomaa,  Idaho 
Wheeler 
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■Hie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  frwn  Pennsylvania 
has  the  floor.     D«es  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr   REED.     I  yield  for  a  quewtion. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  do  not  want  to  ask  a  question.  I  want  tc 
make  a  motion. 

Mr.  REFH).     I  do  not  yieid  for  that  purpose. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Penn.iylvania 
has  the  fl<jor. 

Mr.  REED.  As  I  understand.  Mr.  President,  my  motion  is 
debat'it^ie? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     It  is. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  Presideot,  I  doabt  very  much  whether  a 
mnjority  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  realised  the  qneetion  or 
wbieh  the  Tote  was  ju-st  taken.  When  I  came  into  the  Chamber 
at  the  beidnninf;  of  the  roll  call  I  axked  a  number  of  my  col 
leujriies  over  here  what  the  question  wa.s,  and  I  was  told  that 
It  wag  a  vote  up<Mi  the  amendment.s  to  this  section  as  a  whole 
I  asjiunied  that  uiianinu)U.s  con.«5ent  had  been  given  that  all  oi 
tiios«>  aiuendmertts  might  be  parsed  upon  at  once,  and  that  that 
wa.'«  what  the  vote  was  on.  I  kn<»w  that  that  was  the  impression 
of  many  Senators  who  voted  early  on  the  roll  call ;  in  fact,  I 
think  it  was  the  nuderstandinz  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  him- 
self and  that  he  had  mi.xunderstood  a  statement  made  by  the 
clerk. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  did  not  misunderstand  the 
statement  made  by  the  clerk.  He  advised  me  that  the  question 
was  on  the  motion  to  insert  the  words  "  in  a  conspicuous  place 

Mr.  REED.  Very  good.  What  the  Senate  actually  voted  on 
was  the  committee  amendment  in  the  fifth  line  of  that  section 
Inserting  the  words  "in  a  conspicuous  jrface."  Those  wonLi 
were  rtx-ommended  to  the  committee  by  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment in  order  to  avoid  the  very  iialpable  fraud  of  having;  a 
Bult  of  clothes,  for  example,  marked  with  the  country  of  origin, 
and  the  marking  placed  inside  the  lining  of  the  suit,  which  would 
make  it  utterly  invisible  without  takinj;:  the  suit  apart.  The 
aame  thing  would  be  true  as  to  machinery  of  various  kind."^. 
The  marking  could  be  put  on  the  interior  of  the  machine  in 
such  a  iilace  as  to  be  abAointely  invi.sibie  without  taking  the 
machine  entirely  to  pdeces.  It  could  be  put  on  the  bottom  plate 
of  a  watch  in  a  place  where  the  buyer  never  could  see  it;  it 
<H>ul<l  lie  put  on  the  Inside  of  a  necktie  or  on  the  inside  of  one 
of  the  fingers  of  a  glove.  Without  these  words,  we  might 
almost  as  well  repeal  the  whole  marking  re<inirement  of  the  law 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  frcwn  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.  Does  the  SenaU)r  think  that  that  is  an  accurate 
statement  of  the  situation?  Aae^ume  that  the  House  provision 
in  the  pending  Mil  should  be  adopted — and  that  was  the  one  on 
which  we  were  voting,  I  will  say — as  against  the  Senate  com- 
mittee amendment ;  the  Senator  will  perceive  when  examining 
the  House  provision  that  the  articles  must  be  marked  legibly  in 
English ;  the  container  must  be  marked,  and  the  package  must 
be  marked.  an«l  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to 
promulgate  regulations  in  re>i»ect  to  effectuating  the  object  of 
the  pn>ix>se<l  legislation  a«  enat-ttxl  by  Congress.  It  is  a  legisla- 
tive declaration  as  to  the  retjuirement  for  plain,  legible  mark 
ing.  and  the  Se<retary  of  tlie  Treasury  la  commanded  to  carry 
out  that  mandate.  Certainly,  the  Secretary  ot  the  Treasury 
can  not  and  would  not  permit  marking  in  such  a  place  as  not 
to  be  visible.  I  think  the  Senator  is  assuming  too  much  in 
saying  that  the  House  provision  permits  any  such  construction 
as  that  for  which  my  able  friend  is  contending. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  In  the  flpst  place,  if  that  be  true, 
there  crnild  be  no  conceivable  oi>jeetlon  to  the  amendment ;  and, 
in  the  second  jdace,  I  doubt  whether  It  can  be  true,  because  the 
Trj'asury  D^>artment  itself  urges  that  these  words  be  put  In 
the  bill.  _ 

There  is  no  question  of  politics  involved  here ;  there  Is  no  ques- 
tit>n  on  which  we  conld  differ  as  partisans ;  It  is  simply  a  prac- 
tical question  as  to  the  necessity  of  having  these  labels  or 
brands  or  stamps  put  on  where  they  may  be  seen.  I  do  tmt  see 
how  we  could  well  differ  on  the  necessity  of  such  a  require- 
ment ;  end  I  believe  that  many  Senators  did  not  realize  that 
"^that  was  the  question. 

Mr.  NORRIS  and  Mr.  BARKLEY  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  IX^es  the  Sraator  from  Peno^l- 
vania  yidd;  and  If  sn.  to  whom? 

Mr.  RKKI).     I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  ITesident,  it  seems  to  me  we  could  clarify 
the  situation  by  a  statement  from  the  Chair.  If  the  Senator 
fn»m  Pennsylvania  is  right  as  to  what  we  were  really  voting  on, 
I  would  not  have  any  contention  with  him  whatever,  but  the 
Oiair  made  a  statefflent  4»f  the  question  on  which  we  were 
voting,  as  I  understand,  that  does  not  agree  with  the  Senator's 
idea. 


Mr.  REED.     Then  let  us  have  it  cleared  up  at  once. 

The  YICE  PRESIDENT.  Tlie  Chair  state«l  that  the  question 
was  on  the  Senate  committee  amendment,  as  modifiefl.  This 
morning  the  Swiator  from  Utah  offered  two  modifying  amend- 
ments to  the  amendment,  beginning  in  line  19,  and  the  Chair 
was  of  the  opinion  that  that  was  the  amendn«>nt  that  has  been 
considered  all  morning,  which  was  perfected  by  two  amend- 
ments offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah,  and  the  Chair  was 
submitting  that  amendment  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MOSES.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  for  that  rmrpose? 

Mr.  REED.     I  rleW. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  S<-nator  wifl  state  it 

Mr.  MOSES      What  became  of  the  araendnient  in  line  17f 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     No  action  has  bet^n  taken  on  it. 

Mr.  MOSES.  Am  I  to  understand,  then,  that  we  are  acting 
on  the  amendment  beginning  in  line  19  without  having  action 
on  the  earlier  amendment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  i^eeras  to  be  the  situation,  and 
that  has  been  bronsrht  al>out  by  the  action  of  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  in  perfecting  the  other  amendment ;  so  it  was 
passed  over  without  objection. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  I*resi<lent,  it  seems  to  me  we  are  bound 
by  the  statement  of  the  Chair.  He  made  the  statement  during 
the  progress  of  the  roll  call.  It  was  my  idea.  I  thought  the 
Chair  properly  stated  it ;  and  the  fact  that  wmre  Senators 
thought  we  were  voting  on  an  amendment  that  preceded  this 
amendTiient  is  made  iierfectly  clear  by  the  stateinent  of  the 
Chair.  The  chairman  of  the  committee  himself  skipped  that 
amendment,  and  took  up  this  one. 

I  have  no  objection  to  another  roll  call  if  there  is  any 
material  misunderstanding ;  but  it  seems  to  me  to  be  plain. 

Mr.  REED  Why,  Mr.  President,  I  myself  went  to  the  desk 
and  asked  the  reading  clerk  what  the  amendment  was  on  which 
we  were  voting,  and  was  told  by  him — I  think  correctly — that 
the  amendment  was  in  line  17,  the  insertiwi  of  the  words  "  in  a 
conspicuous  place." 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.'ms.  The  reading  clerk  does  not 
determine  the  question  before  the  Senate,  as  every  Senator 
knows  when  he  thinks.  It  Is  the  province  of  the  Chair.  That 
Is  what  the  Presidhig  Officer  is  for.  He  stated  the  question; 
and,  as  the  Chair  has  indicated,  all  the  debate  and  the  per- 
fecting amendments  related  to  the  amendment  subinitte<l  by 
the  Chair. 

Whatever  may  have  been  the  view  of  Senators  as  to  the 
order  of  procedure  that  should  have  been  pursued,  it  neverthe- 
less Is  true  that  the  amendment  actually  subniittefl  i."  the 
amendment  described  by  the  Chair.  There' can  be  no  criticism 
of  the  CSiair's  action  in  submitting  the  amendment,  because  it 
was  brought  forward  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee  and 
dlscusseil  and  modified. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  criticizing  the  action 
of  the  Chair.  I  am  not  controverting  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas.  Of  course  the  action  of  the  Senate  is 
on  the  question  stated  by  the  Chair ;  but  as  a  matter  of  common 
practice  we  all  know  that  the  occupant  of  the  chair  usually 
Inquires  of  the  clerk  at  the  desk  as  to  what  is  the  pending 
amendment  We  all  know  that  that  is  our  ordinary  sourc*^  of 
Information.  We  in  the  Chamber  who  have  been  called  out  of 
it  stop  at  the  desk  and  ask,  **  ^NTiat  is  the  question?  What  are 
we  voting  on  ?  " 

Mr.  PHIPPS.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  I  am  still  in  the  dark.  May  we  not  have  the 
paragraph  stated  as  it  now  stands? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  submit  a 
unanimous-consent  request. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Chair  state 
the  question,  and  that  the  roll  be  again  called,  and  that  this 
roll  call  be  set  aside.  If  there  is  a  misunderstanding,  we  ought 
to  understand  It  clearly. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  unani- 
mous-consent request  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
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Mr.  REED.  If  I  understand  the  Senator's  proposal,  It  Is 
that  we  shall  first  vote  on  this  innocuous  amendment  in  line  17. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No;  I  am  willing  to  let  Uie  Chair  state  the 
queution  and  vote  on  this  amendment  as  it  has  been  stated,  and 
then  wo  can  take  that  up. 

Mr.  REED.  As  tiie  Senator  pr(H>oses  it  would  that  shut  off 
debate?    I  did  not  hear  the  language  of  his  request 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  a  word  of  explanation  would  be  in  order 
on  the  longer  amendment  which  begins  in  line  21. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President  I  merely  desire  to  call  att«i- 
tion  to  the  fact  that  on  page  3645  of  yesterday's  Rekord  the 
Presiding  Officer  asked  the  clerk  to  rei>ort  the  first  amendment 
passed  over  in  order  that  we  might  know  what  we  had  before 
us;  apd  the  legislative  clerk  reported  that  the  amendment  was, 
after  the  woi-d  "  words  "  and  the  comma,  to  insert  the  words 
*'  in  a  conspicuou-s  place"    That  was  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  GE0R(;E.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  (Jeorgia? 

Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  desire  to  say  tliat  technically  these  par- 
ticular words  may  have  been  before  the  Senate ;  but  to-day  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  pastied  over  these  particular 
words,  and  himself  offered  two  i»erfecting  amendments,  with 
the  understanding  that  he  was  to  perfect  the  Senate  committee 
amendment  by  further  aiuendmeut,  and  then  we  were  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  House  provision  or  the  Senate  amendment 
should  be  adopte<l. 

Te<'hnically,  it  may  be  true  that  we  had  not  formally  passed 
upon  the  particular  language,  "in  a  consvacuous  place."  but 
we  had  regarde<l  it  as  having  been  passed  ui>on,  becau.se  we 
had  permitted  the  Senator  in  charge  of  the  bill  to  go  beyond 
that  language  and  perfect  his  amendment  in  two  particulars ; 
and  we  had  made  arguments  here  to-day  when  several  of  the 
Senators  were  out  no  doubt  detained  on  official  business,  in 
which  we  were  presenting  squarely  the  issue  between  the 
Senate  committee  amendment  and  the  House  provision. 

There  never  has  been  any  ol>jection  to  the  words  "  In  a  con- 
spicuous place,"  so  far  as  that  gtMis,  except  that  that  issue 
was  raised  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bakklett],  I 
believe. 

Mr.  BARKLET.     Yes. 

Mr.  SAIOOT.     And  by  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  But  we  understood  that  we  were  voting  just 
as  the  Chair  ruled ;  and  the  Chair  could  have  assumed  nothing 
else  after  the  chairman  of  the  committee  himself  had  passed 
over  the  amendment  in  line  17,  page  284,  and  in  two  other 
respects  had  made  distinct  amendments  for  the  purpose  of 
pc^rfecting  the  committee  amendment  before  the  final  vote  was 
taken. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

ITie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMO</r.  I  was  asked  if  there  was  any  amendment  to 
the  amendment  beginning  on  line  21,  and  I  replied,  yes;  that  I 
had  two  amendments  which  I  had  stated  yesterday  I  would  offer. 
I  was  asked  to  submit  the  amendments,  and  I  submitted  the 
two  amendments,  and  they  were  agreed  to  without  any  discus- 
sion whatever. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  if  those  two 
amendments  appear  on  page  285,  where  the  words  "  he  is  satisfied 
that "  are  stricken  out  and  the  word  "  that "  is  changed  to 
"  If"? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  FX.ETCHER.  Those  were  the  amendments  stated  this 
morning? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Those  were  the  amendments  that  I  was  asked 
if  I  intended  to  offer.  I  offered  them,  and  they  were  agreed  to. 
All  the  di.scusslon  this  afternoon  has  not  been  upon  that  amend- 
ment. The  discus.sion  has  been  upon  the  amendment  Inserting 
the  words  "  in  a  conspicuous  place."  Those  were  the  words  on 
which  my  colleague  [Mr.  King]  siwke.  Those  were  the  words 
on  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barklct]  spoke,  as 
well  as  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Ge»bge] — "  in  a  con- 
spicuous place." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  unanimou.s- 
consent  agreement  requested  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 

NORRISl  ? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I^t  It  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska  will 
please  state  his  unanimous  request 


Mr.  NORRIS.  My  request  was,  as  nearly  as  I  can  state  it 
now  from  memory,  that  the  roll  call  be  set  aside,  tliat  the  Chair 
state  the  qiiestion,  and  that  the  roll  l>e  again  called. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objecUon? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  i^resldent,  a  parliamentary  inquiry:  W^mld 
that  preclude  debate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  CTiair  thinks  not 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  no  objection  to  debate.  I  am  perfi>ctly 
willing  to  include  in  the  request  that  it  may  be  debatinl,  if 
anybody  wants  to  do  it. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President  I  think  from 
the  parliamentary  standpoint  the  Senator  should  modify  his  re- 
quest so  as  to  ask  for  a  recon.sideratlon  of  the  v<ite  by  which  the 
amendment  was  agreed  to.  I  do  not  think  his  language  would 
accomplish  that  puriKJse,  He  says,  "  Set  aside  the  roil  call. '  I 
do  not  know  ju.st  what  that  means. 

Mr.  REED.  Would  the  Senatw  be  willing  to  express  It  "  That 
the  vote  shall  be  reconsidered"? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  was  ju.st  suggesting  that 
perhaps  the  Senator's  request  for  unanimous  consent  should  be 
that  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  was  agreed  to  be  recon- 
sidered. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  have  no  objection.     Make  it  that  way. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  I  sliould  like  to  have  that  In- 
clude the  statement  that  the  amendm^it  we  are  supposed  to 
vote  upon  be  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDE  AT.     That  will  be  dona 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  D<W8  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KING.  Before  that  is  done,  if  there  Is  any  misapprehen- 
sion ui)on  the  part  of  any  Senator  as  to  the  iRsues  involved  In 
the  last  vote  or  in  the  question  submitted  of  course  we  otiglit  to 
set  aside  the  pn)ceedings,  or  at  least  move  to  re<"onsider,  btH-unse 
no  Senator  ought  to  be  put  in  the  attitude  of  having  vote<l  for 
something  under  a  mi-sapprehension. 

I  desire  to  state,  however,  that  I  think  the  Senators  under- 
stood— at  least,  I  think  I  speak  for  those  upon  this  side — that 
we  were  voting  upon  the  question  as  to  whether  tJie  House 
provision  should  be  preferred  to  the  Senate  co^mmittee  amend- 
ment as  perfected  by  Including  not  only  the  two  amendments 
that  were  offered  by  my  colleague  but  also  the  one  that  was 
offertHi  by  the  committee.  "  in  a  con.s-plcuous  place." 

I  assumed  under  the  statement  of  the  Chair,  and  I  think  that 
is  the  view  of  substantially  all  who  voted,  that  we  were  called 
upon  to  determine  whether  the  Senate  committee  amendment  as 
I^rfe<'ted,  including  the  two  amendments  which  were  made  by 
my  colleague,  one  of  them  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  fnjm 
Pennsylvania,  should  prevail,  or  the  House  provision;  and  I 
am  sure  that  tlie  overwhelming  majority  of  the  Senators  voted 
as  l)etwe«i  the  two  provisions,  the  House  prtnision  and  the 
Senate  committee  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  unanlmous- 
consi'ut  request  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  now  Is,  In  view  of  the  debate  this  afternoon  and 
the  two  amendments  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Smoot],  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  on  the  amendment  be- 
ginning in  line  19,  on  jwge  284;  and  the  amendment  In  line  17 
will  be  passed  over  for  the  present. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Let  the  clerk  state  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  nCE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  amendment 
now  before  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  284,  line  19,  the  committee  pro- 
poses to  strike  out  the  words  **  prescribe  and  sul»ject  to  such 
exceptions  as  may  l>e  made  therein  "  and  to  Insert  the  w<»rd8: 

prescribe.  Such  marking,  Btanping,  branding,  or  labeling  Bball  be  ai 
nearly  indt-lible  and  permanent  as  the  nature  of  the  article  will  permit. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treaiiiry  may,  by  regulations  prescribed  ber<'under, 
except  any  article  from  the  requirement  of  marking,  xtumplng,  bninding, 
or  labeling  If  such  article  Is  incapable  of  being  marked,  siamped,  branded, 
or  laboied  or  can  not  be  marked,  stamped,  branded,  or  labeled  without 
Injury,  or  If  the  marking,  stampiiig,  branding,  or  labeling  of  the  im- 
mediate container  of  such  article  wUi  reasonably  iodlcaU  the  country  of 
origin  of  such  article. 

Mr.  REED.  Now,  Mr.  President,  I  beg  Senators  to  give  me 
a  moment's  attention,  so  that  we  may  understand  the  thought 
that  led  to  the  offering  of  this  amendment. 

Under  the  present  law  there  are  no  exceptions  to  the  require- 
ment that  every  article  must  be  branded  or  stamped  or  marked 
if  that  can  be  done  without  injury.    The  Secretary  of  the  Treaa- 
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ury  Is  authorl/A'd  to  makf  rules  aud  regulations  xiiHler  the 
eut  law,  hut  ho  is  not  auUiorizid  to  make  exception;*. 

l'ousit!«»r  that  for  a  nionient.    Apply  that  to  a  box  of  ma 
for  example.      You  can   mark   the  ispliut  of  a   match  wi 
Injury  to  it,  but  it  is  a  uoiisensical  thing  to  do;  and  the 
the   Treasury    Deimrinicnt,    without    any    lepil    authority, 
niade  an  order  that  tht-  marking  of  tlie  box  Is  sulficient. 
not  know  whether  that  would  l>e  sustalne*]  in  court  or  not 
^t  iis  couimou  sen.**. 

Mr.  I5AKKLEY  and  Mr.  HARRISON  adilressetl  the  Chair 
Tlie   VICE   PRESIDENT.     iKx's   the  Senator  from   Pen 
vania  yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 
Mr.  REED.     I  yield  Urst  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
Mr.  IJ.VUKLEY.     I  wish  to  inquin-  of  the  Senator  if  he 
not  think  the  provision  of  the  pre>ent  law  reciulring  the  i. 
ins:  and  lalvling  iu  accordance  with  such  regulations  as  tlie 
retary  of  the  Tr»'a.<nry  may  prescribe,  and  subject  to  sudi 
ceptions  as  may  be  rher-in  contained,  is  broad  enougli  to  c 
any  re;;nilation  that  lie  might  .«ee  tit  to  make  on  the  s\ibje<'t^ 
Mr.  REF:D.     That  i.s  not  the  pre^ienr  law,  Mr.  I'resident. 
Mr.  HARKIJ-n'.     That  is  the  language  of  the  bill. 
Mr.  ItEEI*.     It  is  the  language  of  the  House  bill. 
-Mr.  HARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  FtEKD.     I  am  coming  to  that.    Take  as  another  ill,..,, 
tion   th.'   little   i>«M»klets   of  cigarette   papers   which  we   se« 
often.     I  am   talking  now  of  the  present  law.     The  Tw 
l>epartment  has  rule«1.  and  sensibly.  I  think,  that  tlie  Ik-™ 
itself  is  the  artlt  ie  of  commerce,  and  that  to  mark  "  Mad ; 
I->ance*"  on  the  binding  of  that  little  booklet  is  sutlicient. 
There  is  uo  warrant   in   law   f«)r  that  decision.     P^ach 
vidnal  imper  otjght  to  l>e  marketl  if  we  are  going  to  follow 
present  law  literally.     The  Treasury   Department  simply 
that  wa-s  not  common  s«Mise ;   it   would  cost  more  to  mark 
INipers  than  the  pajHTs  were  worth.     They  do  require  it 
the  paiHTs  come  in  loose,  but  whtn  in  booklets  they  sav 
enough  to  mark  tlie  binding. 

Having  in  mind  that  the  Treasury  Dep*irtraeut  had  ma 
lot   of  exceptions  to  the   present   law   without   any    legis 
warrant  to  do  so,  we  thought  we  would  try  to  cope  with 
The  House,   in   dealing  with  It,  made  an  absolute,  ratego 
reguirement    that   everything  should  lie   marked   with«mt 
excepting  things  incaiwble  of  being  marke<l.     Au  examinatio^i 
the  language  of  thebill  as  it  iwssed  the  House  will  show 
would  n-qulre  the  marking  of  milk,  or  of  grains  of  wheat,  „ 
other  thingH  which  obvL.u.vly  could  not  be  marked,  or  er.nld 
be  marke<l  without   <lestroylng   them.     So  the   House  adde< 
the  ttottom  of  the  section  a  line,  "  In  accordance  with  such 
lations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury   may  prescribe 
subject  to  such  extvptions  as  may  l)e  made  therein." 

We  thought,  and  this  was  one  of  the  prime  rejisous  for 
amendnuMit.  that  that  was  ttM>  mueh  (li.scretion  to  give  the  S 
tary  of  the  Trea.sury,  lieeanse  it  is  tantamount  to  .saying 
he  may  repeal  this  section  as  to  any  articles  for  which  he 
to  reiieal  it      In  other  word.s.  if  there  is  a  Secretary  who  .„, 
very  stn-ngly  to  the  .side  of  the  importer,  or  very  .strongi  ' 
the  side  of  the  domt-stic  manufacturer,  his  decision  may 
an  tin  fairness  to  one  side  or  the  other.     So  we  thought  it 
right  for  Congress  to  take  the  res|)onsibility.  and  indicate 
policy  .should  guide  the  Secretary  in  his  rt^rulation.s.     Tha 
the  first  thing  we  did.     We  .said  he  may  make  regulations 
he  may  ordy  extvpt  articles  from  this  requirement  if  either  , 
are  incaiwble  of  being  markwl  at  all.  as  milk,  or  are  incape 
of  l>elng  marked  without  injury,  or  if  the  immediate 
snffieiently  indinites  the  origin.     We  are  thinking  there  of 
box  of  matches,  for  example. 

That  is  all  we  have  done.  We  have  copied  from  the  1022 
the  first  sentence  in  our  amendment ;  that  I.s.  the  one  on  I 
21  to  2;i.  It  is  a  literal  coi)y  of  a  sentence  which  ix-curs  in 
pre.s*.nt  law.  .so  it  is  not.  in  that  senst^  an  amendment 

Mr    EDC.E.     Mr.  President 

Mr   ROllIXSDX  of  Arkan.sas.     May  I  a.«»k  the  Senator  a  < 
tion  for  Information? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  first  to  the  St-nator  from  New  Jersev 
then  I  will  jield  to  the  Senator  fnmi  Arkansas 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Certainly. 
Mr.  EDGE.     Summing  it  up.  as  I  follow  the  Senator,  an 
I  followed  the  dis<-u<sion  in  the  committee,  the  Senate  Fir 
Cenindttee  pn»posal  merely  would  curtail  the  power  of  the 
reta:y  of  the  Tr^nisury  in  using  his  tliscretlon? 
Mr.  REED.     Exactly. 

Mr.  REED     I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 
Mr.   ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     The  Senator,  of  course, 
derstands  that  the  choice  on  the  next  vote  will  not  be  betw 
the  existing  law  and  the  Senate  ct»mmittee  amendment 
Mr.  KI>:ed.    I  understand  that  of  course. 
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Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Our  vote  will  l)e  to  determine 
a  choice  between  ihe  House  provit^ion  and  the  Senate  committee 
provision.  So  the  material  language,  so  far  as  existing  law  may 
Inflect  light  on  It,  is  that  carrieil  iu  the  House  provi.sion.  in 
contrast  to  the  Senate  amendment.  What  advantage,  fr«>m  the 
standpoint  of  the  Senator,  is  to  be  derive<l  through  the  Senate 
cjuimittee  amendment  over  the  House  texiV  Does  not  that  re- 
qui/e  the  marking,  stamping,  or  branding  of  all  imported  ar- 
ticles except  in  such  csises  as  those  in  which  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  chooses  to  make  exceptions? 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  true,  it  does;  luit  we  say  that  is  too 
much  power  to  give  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  If  the 
Senator  will  pennit  me,  this  is  only  one  of  three  or  foiir  amend- 
ments of  a  similar  kind.  The  House,  in  several  (»f  these  ad- 
niinl.strative  sections,  gives  sweeping  authoritv  to  the  Se«retarv 
to  rppeal  them  Iu  port.    Tliat  Is  what  it  amouiits  to,  in  effect. 

Mr.  ROIlINS<lN  of  Arkansas.  Is  it  believed  that  the  Secre- 
tary  of  the  Treasury  will  abuse  the  discretion  given  him?  Is  it 
not,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  an  administrative  question  of  such  a 
nature  as  to  requite  a  goofl  many  ilit/crtMit  regulations  and  the 
application  of  varying  rules?  In  other  worrls,  mn  a  single  regu- 
lation such  as  Uiat  carrie<l  in  the  Senate  comndttee  amendment 
provide  the  necessary  relief  in  cn.s.>s  where  the  marking  can  not 
be  made  without  damage  or  unreasonable  injury? 

Mr.  REED.  Yes.  Mr.  President:  there  are  three  cases  In 
which  we  say  the  Se<  retary  may  make  exceptions:  first,  if  the 
article  can  not  be  marked  at  all.  as  in  the  case  of  liquids;  next, 
m  case  it  ean  not  be  marked  without  injurv,  as  in  the  case 
of  a  great  many  of  them;  and  third,  in  those  cases,  like  the 
case  of  a  box  of  noatehes.  where  marking  the  container  Is 
enough.  Those  are  the  only  excvptions  anylKHly  ever  suggest^tl. 
K  *^^^t>BINSON  of  Arkansas.  Is  it  true  that  the  Secretary 
has  been  Uiaking  other  exceptions  and  interpreting  and  apply- 
ing tlie  present  law  wrongfully? 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  true  that  the  Tn-asury  has  been  In  constant 
hot  water  over  this  .section.    I^t  me  give  an  illustration. 

The  question  came  up  about  the  marking  of  c»>rk  bottle  stop, 
per*,.  It  d<H>s  nor  seem  unreasonable  to  retpiire  the  tnarking 
of  a  cork  that  Is  three-quarters  of  an  Inch  in  diameter  and  per- 
haps 2  lncht>?  lone.  <)i,e  may  think  that  could  be  done  easily 
enough  by  machinery.  But  go  down  to  the  little  l)Ottles,  the 
bottles  containing  perhaps  1  ounce  of  liquid.  It  costs  more  to 
mark  "  Made  in  Spain  "  on  a  cork  in  a  lK>ttle  like  that  than  it 
does  to  make  the  cork.  Yet  the  Treasury  Dei«rtment  and  the 
court.s  and  the  liupf»rters  and  the  cork  manufa<-turers  here  have 
t»een  in  litigation  and  c«mtrover.sy  over  that  for  several  years 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas,  Mr.  President,  will  the 'Sena- 
tor yield  further? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  What  Is  there  In  the  Senate 
committee  am.-ndment  which  would  settle  a  controversy  of  that 
nature? 

Mr.  REED.  The  last  two  or  three  lines.  If  the  marking  "of 
the  immetliate  container  of  such  article  will  reasonably  indhate 
the  country  of  .irigin."  I'eople  do  not  ».ft.i)  buy  a  single  cork 
for  a  1-ounce  bottle:  they  buy  a  package  of  them.  It  is  <t)inmon 
.sen.se.  it  seems  to  me.  with  tiny  stoppers  like  that,  to  hold  that 
marking  the  package  Is  enough. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Is  there  anv  (piestion  but 
what  under  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House  the  Se<retary  of  the 
Treasury  <'ould  make  au  exception  and  accomplish  tlie  same 
end? 

Mr.  REED.  Yes.  Mr.  Presi«lent ;  I  think  that  when  we  give 
authority  to  the  Secretary  to  make  exr>ei)ti(.ris  we  can  not  dele- 
gate by  legislati<m  dis<retioti  to  him  bev(Hid  those  cases  that 
are  absolutely  riear-cut.  There  is  a  br.r'ler  line  I  here  when 
you  come  to  these  little  corks,  to  carry  on  the  illustrati«'m  and 
I  rather  doubt  whether  the  House  provision  would  authorize 
him  to  exemiit  fheni.  Obviously  that  do<«s  authorize  him  to 
exem{»t  liquids  ami  things  of  that  .sort. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  vield' 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  As  I  understand  it.  the  Senator  thinks 
would  l>e  eeonomi<ally  prohibitive  to  re<iuire  the  marking 
each  one  (»f  these  corks? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes ;  or  to  mark  each  cigarette  paper 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     Or  to  mark  each  match? 

Mr.  REED      Yes. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Nevertheless  the  Senator  thinks  that  tlie 
Secretary,  under  this  amendment,  couhl  require  it? 

Mr.  REED.  No:  not  if  it  is  the  fact  that  marking  the  con- 
tainer sufficiently  indicates  the  country  of  origin. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  would  still  be  withiu  his  discretion  to 
retiuire  it 
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Mr.  REED.  No;  the  amendment  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Utah  stniek  out  the  words  "  he  Is  satisfied  that"  so  as  to  make 
It  depend  upon  the  fact  and  not  upon  the  Secretary's  satis- 
faction. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  As  I  read  the  amendment  It  says,  "  if  such 
article  is  Incapable  of  being  marked,  stamped,  branded,  or 
labele«l."    Corks  are  capable  of  being  stamped. 

Mr.  REED.     Yes ;  go  on  further. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     "Or  lal)eled  without  injury." 

Mr.  REED.     That  is  all  right ;  they  can  be. 

Mr.  PITl'MAN.  "Or  that  the  marking,  stamping,  branding, 
or  labeling  of  the  Immediate  container  of  such  article  will 
reasonably  indicate  the  country  of  origin  of  such  article."  Who 
Is  to  determine  that  ? 

Mr.  REED.  The  Secretary  first  and  the  courts  later.  That 
Is  the  result  of  striking  out  the  words  "  he  is  satisfied  that"  8o 
that  if  the  Secretary's  decision  is  wrong  it  can  be  appeale<i 
from,  and  the  courts  will  decide  the  matter. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Would  It  not  possibly  be  a  little  plainer  if, 
after  the  word  "injury.'  in  line  3.  we  add  the  words  "or  at  an 
expense  economically  prohibitive"?  That  would  deal  directly 
witli  what  we  are  talking  about. 

Mr.  REED.     I  think  the  third  provision  covers  that. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  third  provision  raises  a  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  these  corks  could  be  identified  by  the  marking 
on  the  container.  It  is  very  doubtful  In  my  mind  whether  they 
could  be  identified  substantially  by  the  people  as  to  whether  or 
not  they  were  made  in  Germany  or  elsewhere. 

Mr.  REED.  A  separate  match  could  not  be  identified,  either. 
That  is  why  we  put  iu  the  word  "  reasonably." 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  If  the  Treasury  Department  or  any  other 
branch  should  hold  that  the  marking  of  a  box  of  corks  did  not 
Bufliciently  identify  it  as  to  the  country,  then  they  could  require 
that  the  cork  or  the  match  should  be  marked ;  but  if  there  were 
included  the  provision  "or  at  an  expense  economically  pro- 
hibitive." there  would  be  still  another  factor  by  which  the 
Treasury  Department  would  be  guided. 

Mr.  REED,  Yes;  bat  I  am  certain  we  would  have  a  lot  of 
litigation  at>out  It 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President  I  was  just  wondering  how 
ball  bearings  would  fare  under  this  amendment 

Mr.  REED.  That  hj  an  excellent  Illustration.  A  ball  bearing 
can  not  be  marked  without  Injury.  You  can  not  stamp  the 
name  of  the  country  of  origin  on  a  ball  bearing  without  Injury. 
You  could  stamp  It  on  the  edge  of  the  container,  and  very  prop- 
erly that  should  be  done,  but  under  the  amendment  that  could 
ea.'^ily  be  taken  care  of. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President  that  could  be 
true  under  either  the  House  provision  or  the  Senate  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  REED.     It  could  be,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Secretary's  power  would 
be  broader  under  the  House  provision  than  under  the  Senate 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  REED.     Exactly  ;  and  we  do  not  want  It  to  be  so  broad. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Why? 

Mr.  REED.  This  is  part  of  a  policy  which  is  shown  In  half 
a  dozen  amendments.  We  thought  that  Congress  ought  to  take 
the  rcs^ponsibility  of  furnishing  the  line  of  action  which  would 
control  the  Secretary  in  his  regulations.  Tliere  Is  too  much  law 
being  enacted  In  the  departments  now.  There  are  too  many 
regulations  that  are  really  matters  of  fundamental  law  which 
Congress  f>nght  to  enact,  and  not  the  department  heads.  We 
felt  that  it  ^<"as  l>etter  for  ns  to  indicate  the  line  that  those  regu- 
lations should  take  than  it  was  to  throw  the  door  wide  open  and 
say  to  the  Secretary,  "You  can  repeal  this  pjiragraph  If  you 
want  to,"  and  that  is  what  the  House  has  done. 

Now,  one  word  more,  and  I  will  be  through.  There  is  no  par- 
tlsan.ship  or  politics  in  this  at  all.  It  is  simply  an  honest  effort 
on  our  pjirt  to  put  in  something  that  is  businesslike  and  ship- 
shape. It  does  not  matter  in  the  least  to  the  committee,  I 
think,  whether  the  Senate  takes  this  or  leaves  It,  but  I  hope  that 
It  will  be  considered  from  that  standpoint,  as  a  basinesslike 
suggestion  to  help  along  the  administration  of  whatever  tariff 
bill  we  pass. 

Mr.  I'lTTMAN.  Mr.  President  I  voted  against  the  Senate 
committee  amendment.  I  am  Inclined  to  favor  the  committee 
amendment  if  there  Is  one  phase  of  it  cleared  up.  There  is  no 
doubt  but  what  the  provl.sion  of  the  House  bill  gives  very  much 
greater  power  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  If  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  were  not  so  biased,  if  I  may  use  the  word, 
in  favor  of  the  highest  kind  of  prote<tive  tariff  rates,  I  might 
be  willing  to  vote  that  discretion  to  him  without  any  qualifica- 
tion whatever.  I  think  the  qualifications  put  in  here  are  In  the 
nature  of  a  llnritatlon  on  his  discretion. 

Mr.  REED.    They  were  meant  to  be,  Mr.  President. 


Mr.  PITTMAN.  But  I  do  not  think,  as  I  said  before,  that 
they  meet  one  particular  trouble.  Tlie  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, In  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Ttdinus], 
has  stated  that  it  would  be  injurious  to  attempt  to  mark  a  l»aU 
bearing.  That  does  not  apply,  of  course,  to  an  attempt  to  mark 
a  cork  or  a  match.  Therefore,  the  provision  that  we  should  not 
require  it  if  it  would  injure  the  artich>  would  not  api>ly  tt)  a 
cork  or  a  match,  which  illustrations  have  been  given,  and 
therefore  he  could  require  the  marking  of  a  cork  or  a  match. 

The  Secretary  could,  of  course,  under  the  other  provision  say 
the  marking  of  the  container  would  be  sufllrfent.  But  on  the 
other  hand  a  great  many  Senators,  I  believe,  do  not  consider 
that  that  would  protect  the  peoi^e  of  the  country  as  the>  want 
them  protected.  We  might  say  the  marking  of  a  container 
with  neckties  in  it  would  be  sufficient  That  was  arguinl  a 
while  ago.  I  do  not  think  the  chainnan  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee thinks  that  Is  sufi3<ient.     He  wants  the  tie  niarke*!. 

Mr.  8MOOT.     It  can  be  labeled.     I  did  not  say  marked. 

Mr.  I'lTTMAN.    He  wants  to  have  it  labeled. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  And  he  wants  to  have  It 
labeled  hi  a  conspicuous  place. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  What  is  the  difference  between  a  ("ork  and 
a  necktie  so  far  as  this  provision  Is  c^mcemed?  The  8«*nator 
from  Utah,  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  stateil  a 
while  ago  that  the  marking  or  labeling  was  not  solely  for  the 
benefit  of  the  customs  officer,  but  that  It  was  for  the  people 
throughout  the  country.  If  the  people  throughout  the  country 
are  Interested  in  having  a  tariff  on  oirks,  they  are  Interested 
also  In  knowing  whether  It  is  an  English  cork  or  a  Geminn 
cork  or  a  French  cork,  and  certainly  the  Secretary  of  tlie 
Treasury,  if  he  holds  the  same  view  as  is  held  by  the  chairman 
of  the  Flnaut;^  Committee  would  hold  that  the  marking  of  the 
container  was  not  sufficient  and  would  be  Justifietl  in  following 
the  reasoning  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  and  requiring  the  mark- 
ing of  the  individual  cork.  Consequently,  we  are  not  dinn'ting 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  to  our  views  with  ngaid  to 
the  matter  of  the  marking  of  the  cork  or  the  match  if  such 
marking  mak(?s  it  economically  iirohibitive  of  imp<»rtati()n. 

I  want  to  say,  iu  addition  th  what  hat^  already  Iteen  sitld.  that 
the  marking  of  the  article  should  be  eliminated  and  the  marking 
of  the  container  should  be  sufficient  where  the  marking  of  the 
article  will  lie  uneconomlcally  prohibitive  of  Importnthm.  I 
offer  as  an  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment.  If  I  may  do 
so  at  this  time,  the  following:  On  i>age  'ZHo,  In  line  3.  after  the 
word  "  injury,"  I  move  to  insert  the  w<»rds  "  or  at  an  exiieiise 
economically  prohibitive  of  Importation." 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah 
will  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  no  objection  to  It  I  will  say  to  the 
Senate  that  we  have  already  siient  two  hours  and  a  half  dis- 
cussing this  paragraph  and  every  phase  of  It.  If  Senators 
would  remain  in  the  Chamber  at  least  a  part  of  the  time,  we 
would  not  have  to  discuss  these  matters  over  and  ove-  again. 
I  have  no  objection  whatever  to  the  amendment  offereri  by  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  VI(^E  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  I  have  no  desire  to  dis<'uss  the 
amendment,  but  the  trouble  has  arisen  because  Senators  do  not 
remain  In  the  Senate  Chamber  and  do  not  listen  to  the  discus- 
sion as  it  pro<'eeds. 

No  one  disputes  the  statement  that  the  committee  amendment 
to  the  House  provision  restricted  the  power  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  in  making  exceptions  and  in  prescribing  the  rules 
under  which  merchandise  might  be  admitted.  That  has  lieen 
conceded  froui  the  first,  and  as  a  genenil  proposition  nobody 
would  dlsagre.?  with  the  idea  that  the  ixiwer  given  to  th.^  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  or  other  head  of  the  deimrtment  of  Govern- 
ment should  lie  limited ;  that  is,  the  power  under  which  he  c<juld 
make  rules  and  regulations  should  be  as  far  as  possible  defined 
by  law. 

The  trouble  about  this  case  arises  out  of  the  following  set  of 
circumstances : 

Under  the  language  of  the  House  provision  tlie  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  would  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  carrying  out 
the  plain  legislative  declaration ;  that  is.  seeing  that  every  arti- 
cle imported  into  the  duntry.  its  immKiiate  cxmtalner  and  the 
general  package  In  which  such  article  is  ImiK^rted.  shall  be 
marked,  stamjied,  branded,  or  labeled  In  legible  English  words 
In  such  manner  as  to  Indicate  the  country  of  origin  of  guch 
article.  Then?  is  the  legislative  i>urpose.  Necessarily  it  must 
be  made  In  accordance  with  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  may  prescribe  and  subject  to  such  exceptions 
as  may  be  made  therein.  Under  the  law  of  1922  the  same  gen- 
eral requirenMiUta  prevailed,  with  the  ftuther  hampering  restric- 
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tioo  that  the  artides  most  be  branded  in  a  conspicuous  p  ace 
ami  by  nis  nearly  bm  piis.'dble  indelible  permunent  marking  as 
the  nature  ^if  the  article  would  i)ermit.  The  provb4on  f«>r  ex- 
ceptioHH  was  not  carried  in  that  law. 

What  is  the  situation  we  now  face?  It  is  simply  that  e'  ery 
manufacturer  in  the  country,  every  dealer  in  goods  mad(>  in 
the  country  under  the  pr(>iR>sal  submitted  in  the  Senate  i«»m- 
mittee  amendments  to  the  bill,  anyone  representing  a  h  \K*r 
organization  working  for  the  manufacturer,  and  anyone  re  jre- 
soiitlng  a  lab«)r  organization  workinc  for  the  wholesalei  or 
dealer  in  the  domestic  pro<luct.  may  come  into  court  and  nay 
aay.  "This  artiile  is  not  branded  in  a  c«>nspicuous  place  and 
with  as.  nearly  an  Indelible  sulwtance  as  possitrfe."  What  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  does  notwithstanding  its  fair  wi>rd8 
and  [►n>ndses  is  to  undertake  to  shut  out  merchandise  hat 
might  come  In  as  an  exc»'i>tion  under  the  regulations  and  re- 
atrictitms  made  by  the  Stn-retary  of  the  Treasury  and  to  say 
that  he  is  w^n»ng  about  it,  hale  him  into  court,  and  litiga«e  it 
out  with  the  inii>orter. 

If  the  language  of  the  House  provisimi  is  left  as  it  stands, 
any  reasonable  regulation  that  the  S«'retary  of  the  Trea;  ury 
may  makt>,  any  reasonable  exfvption  that  he  may  note  in  his 
regulations,  will  of  course  t»e  taken  to  the  court  and  wil  l>e 
siixtaine<l  by  the  court.  It  would  have  to  be  so  unreason*  ble, 
»}  outrage  onsi-ieuce,  as  to  enaNe  the  court  to  say  that  it 
stafids  upon  no  foundation  of  fact  before  the  court  could  ome 
in  and  control  the  action  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasur;  m 
admitting  merchandise  into  the  country  that  could  not  be 
stauii>ed  or  brandeii  or  labeled  practically  Jind  economical  y — 
that  is.  without  destroying  its  commercial  value  and  wit  jout 
injuring  it — or  which  by  its  very  nature  would  not  admit  of 
being  stamfied  or  branded. 

Now.  I  ask  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chambpr  vrhat 
ttiey  Witnt  to  do.  They  evidently  want  to  limit  the  i»«>wer  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  The  idea  of  such  a  siigges  ion, 
when  in  this  very  bill  they  propose  to  broaden  the  power  oi  the 
President  of  the  I'nited  States  and  his  Tariff  Commission  .>^i»  as 
to  allow  them  to  decide  the  broa<lest  questions  of  public  pilicy 
and,  ui»»>n  their  preconceived  notions,  raise  the  tariff  wit  lout 
the  possibility  of  review  or  control  by  any  court  or  any  puw(  r  in 
the  country. 

Republican  Senators  plead  here  in  fair  language  that  hey 
want  to  put  some  restrictions  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea.>iury. 
They  apprehend  that  a  rea.sonable  Secretary  of  the  Trea  snry 
will  not  .*!  re<iuire  the  marking  of  merchandise  as  to  giv  >  an 
embargo,  which  is  what  is  sought  not  only  in  this  prov  sion 
but  In  many  of  the  other  adndiiistrative  sections  and  provi.»ions 
of  tl»e  bill.  If  an  embargo  Is  desired,  he  honest  about  it  and 
say.  ■'  We  know  the  only  legitimate  purpose  of  marking  ner- 
chandise  to  show  the  country  of  origin  is  to  carry  knowl  ?dge 
to  the  ultimate  cimsumer,  but  we  propose  to  proceed  aider 
cover  and  in  secrecy  to  the  point  where  we  can  have  an  f  bso- 
lote  embargo  anyhow  becau.se  nobody  can  comply  with  the  rules 
that  we  pn)p«>se." 

This  would  l>e  wtnsldered  a  trifling  amendment,  if  it  Here 
not  «me  of  many  such  in  the  bill  and  If  it  did  not  lead  inevitably 
to  the  granting  of  power  in  the  bill  to  so  adjust  tariff  lates 
until  no  si)e<'ially  pn)tei'te<l  ii»terests  would  ever  again  lave 
to  come  to  Congress,  but  would  go  to  the  Tariff  Corambsion 
and  to  the  I*resident.  If  the  majority  here  were  content  vith 
the  rates  of  duties  Imjiosed  in  their  bill,  nobody  would  have  *aid 
anything  about  any  reasonable  regulatory  provisions  conta  ned 
in  tlie  bill.  But  when  they  raise  the  Fordney-McCuinl)er  riites. 
the  highest  in  history.  Just  as  high  as  they  can  and  then,  vhen 
they  come  to  the  administrative  provisions,  undertake  to  VTlte 
"embargo"  over  the  i>ortals  of  every  customhouse  in  the 
ct>untry,  we  object  to  this  Hi>rt  of  amendments. 

Now,  what  is  prop«^sed?  Tlie  framen*  of  the  bill  are  j;  Ding 
to  require  tlie  men-handise  to  he  marked  and  branded.  No  Mxiy 
obj«H*ts  to  that.  Then  they  are  going  to  allow  certain  technical 
exceptions  so  that  every  manufacturer  and  the  man  who  w;)rks 
for  him,  and  every  merchant  who  handles  his  product  and  the 
man  who  works  for  him,  may  go  into  court  and  litigate  the 
matter  with  the  Importer  and  so  delay  him.  »>  cripple  bin ,  so 
hanii»er  him  under  the  te<-hnical  oxceptiona  that  i>erniit  mly 
tei'hnical  ex»*eptions  until  it  will  be  Imixwsible  for  the  iinjK>"ter. 
though  he  Is  willing  to  pay  the  high  rates  which  are  impxsed 
upon  his  merchandise,  to  have  his  merchandise  admitted  into 
the  country. 

The  exi-eptions  that  are  proi^oseil  are  to  be  contained  in  rules 
and  regulations  to  he  promulgated  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  and  he  may  make  exceptions  from  the  very  drj  stic 
retpiirements  of  the  section,  only  when?  Only  if  the  ar  icle 
Is  incapable  of  being  marked.  Of  course,  if  it  is  incapabl  ?  of 
being  markeii.  no  one  neetl  worry  to  write  it  into  the  aw. 
Nothing  had  been  aix-omplished  by  tliat  proviaion  standing  a  jne. 
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Sec<Mid,  "  or  labeled  without  Injury."  That  is  very  reason- 
able.    That  Is  all  right.     Nobody  would  object  to  that. 

Or  that  the  marking,  Htampins;.  etc..  of  the  package  will  reasoniibljr 
iQili<-ate  the  country  of  origin  of  such  article. 

Now,  after  their  long  deliberation  l>ehind  closed  do<irs,  the 
majority  have  accepted  the  additioiial  exception  covered  by  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  I'ittmanJ. 
Here  on  tlie  floor  to-day.  in  the  midst  of  the  debate,  and  after  a 
motion  to  reconsider  had  been  agri'efl  to  t>y  unanimous  consent, 
the  majority  have  been  compelled  to  admit  the  justice  of  a 
further  exception  under  this  se<  tion,  which  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  as  a  reasonable  man,  must  have  provided  by  rules 
and  regulation.^.  Other  exceptions  will  arise;  they  will  arise 
time  and  again.  It  will  be  sjiid  by  the  domestic  manufacturer, 
uix)n  the  receipt  of  merchandi.se  consigne<l  to  an  Importer,  that 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  not  in  his  exceptions  com- 
idied  with  the  highly  ttH.hnical  conditions  and  limitations  pre- 
.scribed  in  the  act.  The  proix>nents  of  the  bill  have  simply 
added  another  ground  of  litigation  by  which  the  domestic  inter- 
ests may  harass,  embarrass,  and  put  to  neetlless  expen.^e  the 
importer  of  merchandise  who  has  paid  the  duty,  if  it  be  a  duti- 
able article,  when  he  undertakes  to  bring  an  article  into  the 
country.  Why?  Because  the  majority  are  not  willing  to  leave 
to  the  Secretary  the  broad  ixwer  to  prescribe  the  rules  under 
which  the  Uierchandise  may  be  excepted  from  the  exacting  re- 
•lidrements  of  the  pro^Ktsed  act ;  they  desire  to  limit  his  power ; 
and  they  want  to  limit  it  against  the  public  interest  as  declared 
by  their  own  tariff  act.  If  merchandise  is  allowed  to  come  In 
at  all,  though  it  be  the  negligible  fraction  of  1  pvr  cent  of  tlie 
domestic  production  and  cijusumption,  it  is  atlmitted  in  the  pub- 
lic interest.  When  their  own  S^vretnry  of  the  Treasury  now  iu 
otfice  proposes  to  promtdgate  the  rules  under  which  that  mer- 
chandise Is  to  come  in,  they  want  to  limit  his  rK)wer;  but  they 
are  not  proposing  to  limit  it  in  the  public  interest ;  tiiey  are  pro- 
|x>slng  to  limit  his  power  in  the  interest  of  an  embargo  for  the 
domestic  manufacturer.  It  is  propose<l  to  limit  his  power  iji  the 
interest  of  the  prohibition  of  imiM)rtatlons,  in  the  form  of  objec- 
tion and  litigation  ba.sed  up<»u  excejJtions  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  because  it  will  l)e  said  that  that  exception 
is  not  justifiecl  by  the  limitations  with  which  we  surroundetl  the 
l)ower  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea.su ry. 

Mr.  President,  it  has  been  along"  these  lines  that  we  have 
dii>cussetl  this  matter  here,  as  the  chairman  of  the  Conunittee 
on  Finance  has  said,  for  a  buig  time.  That  issue  was  fairly 
l>resente<l  to  the  Senate,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and,  I  think, 
so  far  as  any  other  Senator  Is  concerned,  though  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  raised  a  questicm  as  to  the  particular  phrase- 
ology "  in  a  conspicuous  place."  There  is  no  objection  what- 
ever to  the  most  rigid  requirements  for  the  marking  or  labeling 
of  foreign-made  merchandise:  but  when  it  is  recognized  tliat 
there  rau.st  be  exceptions,  in  the  nature  of  the  case,  that  it  is 
imix>8sibie  to  lay  down  a  broad  general  rule  without  making 
exceptions,  we  propose  that  the  exceptions  be  allowed  to  be 
made  by  tl»e  Secretary  of  the  Trea.surj-  without  any  ham|)ering 
limitations  uixm  his  {wwer,  to  the  end  that  the  merchandise 
may  come  in,  although  it  comew  in  under  the  exceptions,  if  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasur?'  has  prescrih<Ml  them. 

Mr.  KKKD.  Mr.  President,  this  question  is  beginning  to 
take  on  the  elements  of  comedy.  The  bill,  if  it  iMissf>«,  will  be 
signed  by  the  present  President ;  It  will  probably  continue  to 
l)e  the  law  so  long  as  the  Republican  Party  shall  continue  in 
lK>wer,  and  there  will  be  a  Itepublican  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  administer  it  .so  long  as  the  law  cimtlnues  to  be  on  the 
statute  lK)oks.  When,  if  ever,  the  Democratic  Party  shall 
again  come  into  power  this  act  will  probably  be  repealed,  and  a 
r)enuK'ratic  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury  will  then  be  in  odlce. 
However,  we  in  the  Finance  Committee  thought  that  too  much 
power  was  being  given  to  that  Republican  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury ;  we  thought  that  we  were  doing  something  for  the 
protection  of  the  inifwrter.  Appjirently,  on  the  the<iO'  that 
"no  good  can  come  out  of  Nazjtreth,"  everytlUng  we  do  is 
susi»e«t,  and  we  are  now  su.spe<  ted  of  trying  to  increase 
Iteiuiblican  iH)wer  and  increase  the  likelihoo<l  of  an  embargo, 
when  we,  in  our  blindnes.s,  thought  we  were  actually  cutting 
down  the  iK)wer  of  the  .^itretary  of  the  Treasury.  F'rom  the 
standpoint  of  the  domestic  manufacturer,  I  would  ask  notliing 
softer  than  to  have  the  House  provisions  applie<l  by  a  Republi- 
can Secretary  of  the  Tre-asury ;  but  if  St^iators  on  tlie  other 
side  do  not  want  it,  I  can  not  see  that  anybody  will  be  hurt 
except  the  importer. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Pre^ldent,  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania says  that  this  bill  is  taking  on  some  of  the  {biases  of 
comedy.     I  agree  with  him. 

Mr.  REED.  I  said  this  question  had  taken  on  an  aspect  of 
comedy. 
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Mr.  HAJRRISOX.  "  This  qoeatioii "  has  taken  ou  an  aspect 
of  comely.  I  will  a<t;ept  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania.  This  Is  uot  the  beginning  of  the  cinnlcal  act 
though;  I  thought  the  same  tiling  ou  yestonlay. 

Mr.  RKJ-ID.  I  tliought  it  on  the  day  before  yesterday  during 
the  si>eech  of  the  Senator  from  Mbwiissippi.     [Lau^ter.] 

Mr.  HARRISON.  But  I  thouglit  it  on  yesterday.  My  siiecch 
develti)e<l  the  tragedy;  tliat  was  not  a  comedy;  but  yestertlay 
when  the  Senator  from  Peuu.sylvania  as^tuued  to  sjieak  for  the 
agricDitural  inten>st8  he  impressed  me,  and  I  am  sure  he  Im- 
protiscd  his  colleagues  here,  as  I  know  \\e  impi-essi'd  the  Wash- 
ington Post,  as  being  very  comical.  I  shall  not  take  up  the 
time  of  the  Senate  by  having  read  fnan  the  dt^k  that  splendid 
story  whl<:h  depicted  the  Senator  from  I*euu8ylvania  going  with 
his  friends  from  Pennsylvania,  Mtllon  and  (Jruudy,  down  io  n 
tlshing  p<x>l  and  breaking  bread  togetlicr. 

Tlie  S4«nntor  did  state  one  real  fact  though  when  he  .>*uld 
that  the  Secretarj-  of  the  Treasury  could  luider  this  proviKl«»n 
work  harm  against  the  importers  of  the  country.  He  could. 
There  are  other  proviislcins  under  which  he  could  also  do  it  and 
would  do  it ;  but  it  is  a  peculiar  situation  when  the  Senator  is 
fomid  objj'ctlng  to  our  giving  to  ttie  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
l>ower  which  he  says  it  was  soaght  to  take  from  him.  So  those 
wlm  framed  thi.s  bill  have  Ins*  rted  exceptions  of  a  highly  tech- 
nical nature,  as  the  Senator  fmm  Georgia  [Mr.  Oeoboe]  has 
pointed  out,  so  as  to  raise  questions  of  c<mstruction  in  (he  Cus- 
toms Court  or  other  courts  of  the  land,  as  tlie  case  may  be. 
This  provision,  and  as  has  been  pointetl  out,  another  provision 
that  is  coming  along  later  which  gives  to  manufacturers  and 
to  the  representatives  of  tbe  American  Federation  of  Labor 
the  right  to  intervene  in  the  courts  will  delay  and  draw  tliese 
c-ases  out  i>erhaps  to  an  interminable  length.  Tliat  is  the  whole 
obje<'t 

Personally.  I  do  not  th'.nk  any  great  harm  would  result  by 
reflson  of  the  action  of  tlie  SecrtHary  of  the  Treasury  with 
reference  to  the  regulations  which  might  be  p^e^sc^lbed.  1  he 
bill  lays  down  what  shall  be  done;  he  knows  that  if  he  goes 
beyond  his  authority  under  the  language  of  the  bill  the  courts 
will  intervene,  and  will  not  iiermit  it.  When,  however,  those 
who  framed  this  hill  framed  the  exceptionK  In  this  highly  tech- 
nical manner,  then  the  subject  matter,  of  o^urse,  d<ie«  become 
more  complicated  and  involved. 

I  wish  to  .say  for  the  t»enetit  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
who  came  Into  the  Chamlier  suddenly  and  burst  forth  with  all 
his  4'bNjueiice.  that  the  same  spetvh  which  he  made — except  per- 
haiis  It  was  a  little  better  made — was  made  bef«>re  he  came  in  by 
the  <listingulshed  chairman  of  tlie  c«nnmittee,  the  Senator  frwn 
I'tah  [Mr.  Smoot],  They  both  got  the  information  from  the 
>.anie  common  source,  namely,  from  the  experts,  and  so  the  Sen- 
ator has  not  enllglitened  tw  at  all ;  he  has  merely  reiteratetl  what 
has  already  been  said  on  his  side  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Montana.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  (o  me  that 
the  very  substantial  ol>jection  to  this  amendment  lies  rather  to 
its  first  sentence: 

Such  markiiiK.  stampin;;,  branding,  or  labeling  shall  be  aa  nearly  In- 
delible and  permanent  as  thf  naturr-  of  the  ailiele  will  permit. 

It  Is  said  that  this  ameudment  la  intended  to  restrict  the  wide 
discretion  given  to  the  Secretary  in  the  matter,  and  undoubtedly 
that  is  so :  but  this  sentence  limita  him  in  making  any  ren.sonably 
lil>eral  provb^ions  .so  far  as  the  importer  Is  concerned,  and  con- 
strains the  Seon»rary  of  the  Treasury,  as  he  would  not  be  con- 
st rainetl  by  the  language  of  the  House  biil,  to  make  such  n^gula 
ilouH  as  will  iK'cessitate  (he  branding  being  both  permanent  and 
indelible. 

Mr.  REED  and  Mr.  SM()OT  addressed  the  Chiur. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yit  Id  :  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  the  Senators  will  pardon  me,  I 
will  yield  to  them  dinK-tly. 

I  am  really  very  curious.  Mr.  President,  to  know  just  exactly 
what  the  ixilicy  In  this  instance  Is.  Bear  in  mind  that  there  Is 
the  other  amendment  by  which  the  marking,  which  is  to  be  both 
indelible  and  |»ermanent,  must  be  "  in  a  consiiicuous  place."  A 
lady  imports  a  dress  from  Paj'is  and  that  dress  must  be  stamped 
in  a  way  that  is  conspicuous  and  mtLst  likewisti  be  indelible  and 
permanent  The  case  of  the  necktie  has  be«i  referred  to.  The 
necktie  must  be  stamped  indelibly  and  permanently,  so  that  the 
murkiiig  Is  permanent,  and  it  mu.st  Ix*  in  a  conspicuoas  placer 
on  the  necktie. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  aug- 
uestJon? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I>»os  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Penn«<ylvajua? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  .Moiifnna.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 


Mr.  REED.  Tlu<  senteno^'  whk-h  the  .Senator  has  rpftd  ju.d  the 
words  "  in  a  conspicuotis  place  **  are  both  takeu  exat  tly  and 
literally  fnmi  the  act  of  1922. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Pn«shlont,  wUl  the  Senator 
yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I)«x«  tJie  Senator  ftv.m  .Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  ArkanGa.<9? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  .\rkan<a.s.  The  siatement  of  the  S<>imtor 
from  Pennsylvania  is  not  quite  accurate,  for  the  lanjnuige  of 
the  act  of  1H22  in  connectiou  with  the  words  "in  a  couspi«'Uou« 
pln«-e  "  Is  modifie<l  by  the  .subsequent  language,  as  the  Senator 
will  i^ecognlzi?  when  it  is  called  to  his  attention.  The  exact 
langtiage  of  the  act  of  1922  is  as  follows: 

In  n  ponsplr louii  place  that  Khali  not  be  covered  or  ot«enr«<t  by  nny 
KTibstquent  attuchments  or  arramrementn. 

That  la  quite  diffident  from  the  wording.  "  in  a  con>vifn«>ns 
Itlace." 

Mr.  REED.  The  act  of  1922  in  more  drastic  than  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  ci»mmittei>  to  this  hill. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkaasas.  Not  at  all.  The  qualifying 
language,  "  that  shall  uot  be  covered  or  obscured  by  any  sub.se- 
quent  atlachmenta  or  arrangements,"  might  enable  the  S^'uator 
from  Itah  to  bilng  in  his  necktie,  but  if  the  language  "  Jn  a 
conspicuous  place"  is  u.'ied  alone,  it  Is  doubtful  whether  It 
could  come  iu  with  the  label  that  is  attached  to  it  if  a  literal 
application  siionld  be  given  to  the  words  "  in  a  conspicuou.s 
place." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montanai.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  will  yieJd  directly.  I  wish,  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate,  at  least  for  my  own  information, 
we  could  be  told  what  thl«  policy  means  that  requires  that 
there  shall  be  stamped  indelibly  upon  a  ne<'ktie  or  upon  a 
lady's  dress  iniiH)rt«l  from  Qaris  a  branding  that  is  permanent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  bill  does  not  require  that,  nor  does  ih« 
existing  law  require  it.,  I  will  aay  to  tlie  Senator. 

Mr.  W-\LSH  of  Montana.    Wliat  does  it  mean? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Ntx-kties  are  labele<l ;  they  are  never  siamjted; 
and  likewise  dresses  are  never  stamped.  We  went  over  all  that 
here  this  afternoon. 

Another  thing  the  Senator  complained  of  was  with  n^nird  to 
the  provision  that  the  markiug  should  be  as  nearly  indelible 
and  permanent  as  the  nature  of  tlie  article  will  {lermlL  That 
Ls  word  for  word  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  W.\LSH  of  Montana.  That  is  no  answer  at  all.  The 
House  pres«its  here  a  inx»position  to  leave  it  to  Uie  Se«Mvtary 
of  the  Treasury  to  make  reasonable  rules  and  regulations  c«»n- 
ceming  the  marking  of  the^^  articles  thiLs  imix>rteil;  but  the 
Senate  committee  are  not  satisfied  with  that  They  apparently 
are  apprehensive  that  the  Secretary  will  make  some  rules  »)r 
regulation  c-onceming  marking  that  will  not  require  the  mark- 
ing to  be  permanent  and  indelible,  and  they  want  to  take^  away 
from  the  Secretary  any  lilierallty  that  he  mlj^ht  care  to  exercise 
with  respect  to  the  marking  iu  that  regard. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  I»resldent  if  the  Senator  will  yield, 
what  would  be  the  object  of  requiring  that  every  man  who  buy* 
an  imported  suit  of  clothes  or  necktie  shall  continue  to  wear  that 
label  on  it  as  long  as  It  lasts,  or  until  it  Is  worn  out?  What 
good  is  tliat  to  the  American  wholesaler  or  jobl^er  or  retaibr? 
Yet  under  this  language  that  is  required. 

llr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Yes ;  a  Senator  comes  hack  from 
abroad  wearing  a  suit  of  clothes  that  he  had  made  over  in  Lon- 
don, and  he  Is  required  to  have  in  some  conspicuous  place  ou  the 
suit  of  clothes  a  mark  that  Hhali  be  indelible  and  permanent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  Just  as  soon  as  an  article  gets 
into  the  hands  of  the  lairchaser  be  can  take  off  any  UU>1  tliut 
he  desiws  to  take  off. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Moutajia.  That  la  exactly  the  polLt  I  was 
trying  to  make.  I  was  intending  to  Inquire  what  public  puriioae 
can  possibly  be  ;»ub.ser\ed  by  having  a  mark  upon  th(»  article 
after  it  gets  into  the  hands  of  the  retail  i>urchaser. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     D«jes  the  Senator  mean  the  consumer? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Exactly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  no  provision  in  the  law  that  requii'i>s 
it ;  there  never  ha.s  l>een,  and  there  Is  no  Intention  of  any  such 
thing  as  that 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Very  well.  WTiat  does  "Indelible 
and  iiermanent "  mean? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  means  until  the  goods  are  sold  by  the  retailer. 

Mr.  WAI.-SH  of  Montana.  But  how  does  the  Semi  tor  ri'ach 
that  concIo«fon? 
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Mr.  SMOOT.    The  law  Mys  so. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    How  does  It  say  »?    There  is  Ho 

limitation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  object  of  it  is  that  the  conanmer  who  pfP- 
tba>*e«  the  proodJ  shall  know  the  origin  of  the  goods. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Exactly. 

Mr.  SM()OT.    That  is  all  there  Is  to  It 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  you  do  not  say  so.  Ton  hrive 
no  limitation  at  all  on  the  word.s  "  indelible  and  permanent.' 

Mr.  8MOOT.  That  is  on  goods  imported  Into  the  Uniljed 
States 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Exactly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  does  not  say  that  the  label  shall  remain  Ion 
thotte  pKMls  after  a  retailer  purchases  them. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mcmtana.  If  the  Senator  Is  correct  about  it. 
then  the  marie  should  last  only  until  the  article  gets  past  ^e 
cii8t<iuihon.se. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  It  should  la.>«t  nntil  it  is  purchased  by  t|he 
c<^»ns»imer. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Yes;  but  how  does  the  Sena^r 
reach  that  omelu-sion  from  the  language? 

Mr.  HINGHAM.  Mr.  President.  I  can  not  forbear  from  In- 
flecting on  the  change  that  has  come  over  the  party  that  used 
to  be  Interested  in  local  self-goremment  and  In  decentrallia 
ti(ni  when  one  sees  It  vote  to-day  to  a  man  In  favor  of  a  p'o- 
vLsion  giving  more  power  to  a  Federal  official  and  taking  away 
from  the  Congress  the  right  to  limit  that  power  to  a  certj  In 
extent.  Surely  times  have  come  to  a  pretty  pass  when  tl  at 
party  shall  have  deserte<l.  an  it  deserted  to-day.  Its  adhes  on 
to  the  doctrine  of  decentralization,  and  shall  be  making  its 
stupendous  and  oratorical  flights  of  argument  In  favor  ol  a 
provi!«lo«  which  would  give  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  un- 
limited pf)wer  to  rep«'al  the  act  of  Congress. 

It  Is,  indeetl,  a  pleasure  to  see  that  a  few  arc  still  left  \^ho 
would  like  to  see  the  Congress  retain  some  of  Its  power  and  not 
jflre  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasurj-  the  power,  at  his  pleasure, 
to  do  awHy  with  the  provisions  contained  in  the  act;  and  hsw 
all  this  thunderous  eloquence  cjtn  have  arisen 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  La  Follpttr  in  the  chains. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  yield  to  the  Senator  fr)m 
Arkansas? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     I  am  always  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senatoi. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.<:as.  I  assume,  of  course,  from  tl  at 
statement  of  alleged  argument  that  the  Senator  from  C  >n- 
necticut  will  violently  oppo.se  any  expansion  of  the  Execut  ve 
power  In  rate  making  and  will  also  favor  the  repeal  of  he 
flexible  provtslon  «^»f  the  tariff  giving  the  President  the  pc)^'er 
to  raise  or  lower  rates  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BINGH.\M.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas  can  draw  my 
conclusions  that  he  desires. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  But  I  should  like  to  draw  an 
accurate  conclusion.  I  know  that  the  great  champion  of  St  ite 
rights,  the  great  exponent  of  legislative  Integrity  and  inle- 
pende?ice,  will  not  fritter  away  his  time  advocating  restrict  ng 
the  iK>wer  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  In  a  purely  adm  In- 
Istratlve  matter,  one  in  whirfi  the  power  mmst  necessarily  be 
granted  and  exen-L««<^d.  and  then  vote  to  delegate  to  the  Elec- 
tive the  powers  of  Congress  in  the  far  more  important  matter  of 
making  tariff  rates. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President  I  am  not  surprised  to  »e 
the  distinguished  leader  of  the  Democratic  Party  on  this  fl  >or 
anxious  to  draw  attention  away  from  the  fact  that  under  lis 
leadership  the  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  hj  ve 
voted  to  give  more  p<iwer  to  a  central  ofllclal,  and  to  take  av  ay 
power  from  the  Congre.ss.  which.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Plna  jce 
Committee,  ought  to  limit  that  power  in.stead  of  extending  li , 

Mr   ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  C>n- 
necticut  yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     I  yield  the  floor 

BIr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  am  not  so  much  concerned 
about  whether  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  surprised. 
Nothing  would  be  a  more  useful  experience  to  him  than  to 
enciainter  an  occasional  shock  and  surprise.  I  asked  bin  a 
question  which  seemed  to  me  Important,  and  that  Is.  whet  ler 
he  proposes  to  be  consistent  and  follow  out  the  line  of  his  pies- 
ent  argument  He  now  says  that  it  Is  a  violation  of  constitu- 
tional rights  and  an  abrogation  or  an  abdication  of  the  poi  rer 
of  Congress  to  legislate  to  give  the  Secn-tary  of  the  Treasury 
the  power  to  make  regulations  concerning  the  marking  of  goodis 
Imported  Into  the  United  States.  As  a  natural  consequence  of 
that  argnment,  if  the  Senator  really  believes  In  preserving  he 
power  of  Congres«H,  I  wonder  whether  he  Is  willing  to  give  he 
Executive  and   the  Tariff  CoinmLssiuu   the  power  to  raise  or 


lower  rates  60  per  cent  ad  valorem  after  the  Congress  has 
exercised  its  constitutional  function  to  fix  tariff  duties? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  ARain.  Mr.  i'resident,  I  congratulate  the 
Democratic  leader  for  his  very  successful  smoke  screen. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  rising,  as  it  were,  almost  to  a 
question  of  pers4»nal  iK-iviiege,  and  in  the  effort  to  repel  the 
sasplcfon  that  seema  to  be  growing  that  all  this  Is  prompted  by 
some  sort  of  Machiavellian  i)i>licy  on  our  part  may  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  In  that  great  master- 
piece of  tariff  legislation  kn(»wn  as  the  Underwood  tariff  law  of 
1913  these  were  the  provisions  inserted,  of  course  in  all  gtKxl 
faith 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr   President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ponn- 
sylvania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  REED.  I  will  yield  at  the  end  of  the  sentence.  I  yield 
at  every  period,  but  not  at  commas. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  declines  to  yieM. 

Mr.  REED.  In  paragraph  F,  subsection  1  of  section  4,  the 
provision  is: 

That  all  articles  of  foreign  manufacture  or  production  which  are 
capable  of  being  m.irkcHl,  stamped,  branded,  or  labeled,  without  injury, 
eball  be  marked,  stami>ed,  brauded,  or  labeled  In  legible  RnglUh  wordsi. 
In  a  conspicuona  place  that  «h«U  not  be  covered  or  obscured  by  any 
subBequent  attacliments  or  arrauKcmonta.  so  ad  to  indicate  the  country 
of  origin.  Said  marking,  stumping,  branding,  or  labeiiuK  shall  be  as 
nearly  Indelible  and  permanent  as  the  nature  of  the  article  will  permit. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Now  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.  So  If  we  are  Machiavellian,  Mr.  President,  all 
we  can  do  Is  to  act  as  did  the  little  colon-d  man  who  was 
called  a  string  of  very,  very  bad  nnmes  by  a  very  big  colored 
man.  Thi.«j  little  fellow  stninmered  in  addition  to  his  l»eing  very 
small,  and  his  stammering  interfered  with  his  retorts;  but 
finally,  after  the  other  fellow  pauseil  for  breath  in  this  string 
of  invectives,  the  little  fellow  said,  *'  You  is  all  dem  thitjgs  you 
called  me."     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.   President,  will  the  Senator  yield  now? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  the  floor, 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  If  the  Senator  will  read  the  Reimblican  act 
of  1909  he  will  see  from  what  sourw  those  words  in  the  r>emo- 
cnitlc  act  were  derivni :  and  at  that  time  we  had  not  realieed 
the  effect  of  the  provision  from  a  public  Htaiulp«Mnt. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  ITesldent  If  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land will  permit  me.  I  should  like  to  put  in  the  Rfx^ord  the  lan- 
guage of  the  act  of  1909,  where  this  foolish  pri>i)osition  origi- 
nateil. 

Section  7  of  the  act  of  1909  read  as  follows : 

That  all  articles  of  foreign  manufacture  or  production  which  arc 
capable  of  beiag  marked,  stamped.  l)randed.  or  labeled,  without  Injury, 
shall  be  marked,  stamped,  branded,  or  labeled  in  legible  English  words, 
in  a  consiplcuous  place  that  shall  not  be  covered  or  obscured  by  any 
sal»e<]neut  attachments  or  arrangements,  so  as  to  indicate  (he  country 
of  origin.  Sold  marking,  stamping,  branding,  or  laMing  shall  be  as 
nearly  indelible  and  permanent  as  the  nature  of  the  article  will  permit. 

That  Is  the  act  of  1909,  which  was  a  Repul)lican  act 

Mr.  SMW)T.     Ju.st  as  the  Senator  said  this  afternoon 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  inquire  if  the 
Senator  from  I'enn.sylvania  has  looked  up  the  vote  on  the  Under- 
wood amendment? 

•Mr.  REED.     No,  Mr.  President ;  I  have  not. 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  think  all  the  Republicans  voted  again.st  It. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  do  not  think 
there  was  a  v«)ti>  taken. 

Mr.  BOR.\H.     Well,  we  all  voted  against  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  ntw  recognizes  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  he  having  assumi'd  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  .shall  take  oc<-asion  nt  some  time  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  Senator  who  is  now  in  the  Chair  doing  the  same 
thing. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  I'resident,  I  should  like 
to  Inquire  whether  a  filibuster  has  been  started  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Chamber  against  the  tariff  bill? 

Mr.  REED.  Not  on  this  side;  no.  The  whole  afternoon  has 
been  consumed  by  the  other  side. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Pittman]  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  REED.     I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  yeas  and  nays  are  de- 
manded.    Is  there  a  suflSdent  .second? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  think  the  Chair  had  better 
state  the  question  that  is  pending,  in  view  of  the  history  of  this 
matter. 
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Short  ridjce 

SimmoiiK 

Smoot 

Hterk 

Steiwer 

Tliomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  OkU. 

Towusend 

Tramacll 

Tydlngs 

Vandonberg 

Warner 

Walcott 

WalN-h.  Ma  KM. 

WaHh.  Mont. 

Warren 

Watermau 

Wal.>iOii 


Mr.  REED.  I  suggest  the  ab^iice  of  •  quorum,  so  that  some- 
iHHly  may  be  here  to  hear  it  stated. 

The  I'RESIDING  OFFICER,  Tl>e  abseu*^  of  a  quornnt  hav- 
iug  been  suggested,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  tlie  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Aahurst  dillett  King 

Barkley  •ilas.'§  1^  Follette 

Biugltam  <'Off  M<-Kellar 

Black  <)oldf«boroiich  M<Mast»r 

BieHK«>  (Jonld  Mi-Narv 

Horah  <»reene  Mot-i's 

Hrattou  ll»le  Xorris 

Krock  Harris  Nye 

Hronsiimril  llarrlnon  Oddie 

i'apper  Llastiogs  Ovcnnau 

I'onnallj-  Ilatflekl  fatterson 

«'oxiw>ns  llnwe*  I'hipps 

i^itting  (laydeu  line 

THU  Heflin  I'lttman 

Edge  rioweJI  Kanadell 

F>«W  Johnson  Ree«l 

Sletobet  Jones  Kubinson,  Ark. 

Fratler  Kean  Sackott 

(;e<trj;e  Kcycs  Sheppard 

The  VICE  I'RESIl^KNT.  .Seventy-five  Senator*  have  an-swered 
to  their  namets.    There  is  a  (luonim  present 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  ameitdment  pn»posed  by 
the  Senator  from  .Nevada  [Mr.  Pittman]  to  the  ciaumittce 
amendment,  which  the  secretary  will  state. 

The  CiiiET  CuEKK.     In  the  committee  amendment  on  page  285. 
line  3.  the  Senator  from  Nevada  moves,  in  line  'i,  after  the  word 
•  injury  "  and  the  oMuma,  to  insert  the  words  "  <»r  at  an  expense 
eoaiomically  pnthibitive  of  the  imi»ortation  "  and  a  ♦•omnia. 

XJr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Presi«lent,  1  ho|>e  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment  will  be  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRES1DP:NT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  whs  agreeil  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
cf»mmitte«'  amendment  as  modifi(>d,  which  the  S»«crHary  will 
state. 

The  Cnia  Clhxk.  The  committee  amendment  as  modified  is 
as  follows:  Beginning  on  ptige  284,  line  19,  the  committee  iwv- 
po.>*es  to  strike  out  the  wonis  "  prewrilie  and  sul»je«*t  to  such 
exi-eptiiMis  as  may  be  made  therein "  and  the  i»eriod  and  to 
lns<'rt  the  words  "  prescrilK'.  Stich  marking,  stami>liig,  brand- 
ing, or  ialteliiig  shall  be  as  nearly  indelible  and  itermanent  as 
the  nature  of  the  article  will  iiennit.  The  Swretary  of  the 
Trejisur>-  may,  by  regulations  pres<TilHsl  hereunder.  excej>t  any 
article  from  the  rwiuirement  of  marking,  stamping,  branding,  or 
latteling  if  such  article  is  incaiKible  of  l>eing  marked,  staniiK*d. 
branded,  or  labeled  or  can  not  l>e  marke<l,  stamiHHl,  bninded,  or 
lalx'hnl  without  injurj',  or  at  an  expeiLse  eivnomicJilly  iH"ohibltive 
of  the  imisirtatiou,  or  if  the  marking,  stamping,  branding,  or 
lal>eling  of  the  immediate  container  of  such  article  will  nMison- 
abl.'s  indicate  the  country  of  origin  of  stich  article." 

Mr.  IIEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  is  this  the  amendment  that 
was  voted  ou  a  Little  while  ago,  where  it  was  sought  to  ad<^t 
the  House  pn>visiou  instead  of  the  Setiate  committee  amend- 
ment? 

Tl»e  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  Is  a  Senate  commhtee  amend- 
nu>nt  to  the  House  provision. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Why  not  vote  tai  tlie  other  one  at  the 
same  time,  voting  on  the  whole  Senate  committee  amendment? 
The  committee  propose  to  insert  the  words  "  in  a  cjnspicuous 
))lace.*' 

Mr.  SM001\     That  amendmeiit  was  passed  over. 

Tile  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  quewtion  Is  ou  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  as  mcxlified. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  ask  U>r  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordere<l.  and  the  Cliief  Clerk  pro 
(•♦HiltHl  to  call  the  roll. 

.Mr.  HATFIELD  (when  his  name  was  calleil),  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr. 
Bi.aink),  who  is  absent.  I  am  infonnetl  that  if  he  were  present 
he  would  vote  "  nay.'"  If  1  were  iiennitted  to  vote,  I  would  vote 
-  yea." 

Mr.  JONES  (when  his  name  was  called).  Making  the  same 
announcement  as  before  witli  reference  to  tlie  necessary  at)senc*e 
of  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [-Mr.  Swankon]  and  my 
pair  with  that  Senatf»r,  1  withliold  my  Tote. 

Mr.  SIMM<1NS  (when  liLs  name  was  called).  Making  the 
sanH»  aimoum'enient  as  to  my  |»alr  with  the  juni<»r  Senator  from 
Ohio  (Mr.  Bi  bto.n  |  and  its  transfer  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  Arkansas  |Mr.  ("akaway],  1  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  WATSON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
jialr  with  the  senior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  SmituJ, 
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which   I    transfer    to    the   senior    5>fiHtnr    from    ntinois    [Mr. 
DkmknJ,  and  vtHe  "yea." 

The  roll  call  was  coin-luded. 

Mr.  FE.**S.     1  de«ire  to  auiK>(m<v  tlK-  following  pN»er«l  pnirs: 

The  S«njator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Aujcn]  with  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  WHKWKa)  ; 

'I'he  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  BiUMtKiiAnl  with  the  S«iiator 
from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Kkndkick]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Rlnnle  Island  |Mr.  HrJiiiBT]  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  [Mr.  Copib.am>)  •  aitd 

The  Senator  fr»»ni  Indiaiut  [Mr.  RimtNsANl  with  the  Senator 
from  Mis.si.<sippl   [Mr.  ST>n'nK.'«s). 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  t)u  this  vote  I  have  a  gt^neral  pair  with  the 
senior  Senator  frmn  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  MrrcALK).  Not  knowing; 
how  he  WiMild  vote.  In  his  absence  I  >*1thhold  m.v  vote,  being 
unable  to  obtain  a  transfer.  If  pennltto<l  to  vote.  I  would  vote 
*•  nay." 

The  result  was  RniK>nn<-e<l — yeas  4n,  nays  82,  as  follows: 

YKAS  -40 

Mingham  <;oMslxirmigh  M  »■« 

iirouiward  (itoaJd  «»d»li«' 

t'apper  <jnH>ne  PatferHon 

t'ouxinti  IJale  t'bip|>« 

P.dg<-  llartlnsr-  fMne 

^>«'  Howell  (Mttnaii 

Metciier  Jolin»>ii  ItaiiKdell 

I'razier  Kean  Kc<>d 

oniett  Keyea  Sa.kett 

«lo»r  McNar.v  Khortrbli?^ 

NAYR— :« 
ANhurat  Cutting  Ueflln     • 

Karkley  Dill  Kinc 

Hlack  G<'orKe  Iji   Kollotte 

niease  (Maaii  M<Krllar 

Borah  Ifarrln  MoMaater 

Brat  ton  Harrison  Norriri 

Brock  lluwes  N.ve 

Ooniially  Itayden  Ovi-nnjui 

NOT  VOTING— •>:< 

Allen  l>alo  Kendr1<>k 

BlaiB«-  D«jeeD  Metralf 

ItrtMtkbart  (Ilcnn  Nort>eok 

Burton  Hatfli  Id  flubiusnu.  IikI. 

4'araway  nel)ert  Srhal! 

Toix'land  Joneh  rtbipsiead 

So  the  amendment  of  the  (i»nimitti«e  as  m<Hiifie<l  wms  .-igretMl  to. 

The  VH'E  PRESIDENT.  The  (pn'stion  now  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment,  on  page  284,  line  17,  which  the  Sei-re- 
tary  will  report. 

The  Cnnnr  Clkkk.  On  page  2S4.  line  17.  after  the  word 
"wonls"  and  the  comma,  the  committee  proiH>w>*  Jo  lnK«'rt  the 
wonls  **  In  a  conspicuous  phu-e." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  nm  imiielU'd  to 
submit  a  few  observations  «if  a  brief  character  on  some  fenture» 
of  the  argument  made  yesterday  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr.  Rixd]  in  reply  t«»  the  address  of  the  .'ienator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Bof  ah].  It  was  a  pathetic  story  the  Senator  fp>in 
Pennsylvania  to'd  us,  and  i>athetically  told,  of  the  iflle  tanneries 
in  the  Shenandoah  Valley,  and  of  the  blight  of  the  i  hlldriMi  of 
the  men  who  formerty  found  employment  In  them. 

The  hills  out  in  my  State  bear  mute  evidence,  in  the  form  »f 
abandoned  and  dilapidated  mills  and  otlier  nnluction  works, 
of  the  failure  of  once  promising  mining  enter])rl'»es. 

Of  c<JurKe,  aoraethlng  more  would  be  neces.<s«iry  in  order  to 
justify  an  increase  in  the  tariff  on  leather  than  a  simple  story 
of  some  vacant  tanneries  In  a  certain  section  of  the  country.  It 
would  be  necessary  to  take  a  very  much  more  comprehensive 
view  of  the  problem  involved. 

The  general  state  of  (he  Industry  is  a  matter  altogether  more 
important.  I  find  In  the  compilation  provided  for  us  by  the 
Tariff  Commission  thtit  there  Is  nothing  very  desperate  In  the 
aituatlon  of  the  leather  Industry  in  the  ctntntry  as  a  whole. 
For  instance.,  in  the  year  1927.  the  last  year  for.whl'-h  any  in- 
formation is  given  us,  the  value  of  all  product.'!  in  the  leather 
hulnstry  amounted  to  $494,781  ,(X)0.  There  seems  to  have  Ix'en 
an  extraordinary  production  in  the  yi^r  1919,  a  war  y«*ar,  of 
course,  but  the  figures  given  are  higher  than  for  any  year  since 
the  war.     I  give  them  to  the  Senate: 

In  1914  the  production  was  only  $807,000,000,  as  against 
$494,000,000  for  1927. 

In  1919  the  production  was  $928,000,000;  In  1921  It  waa 
$38.3,000.000;  In  lf>2.3  it  was  $486,000,000;  and  In  1925  It  was 
$462,000,000.  I  have  not  been  able  to  get  the  figures  for  1928, 
but  the  StJitistlcal  Abstract  for  1928  gives  Index  figures  of  pro- 
duction for  the  varloos  years  as  follows: 

In  1921  the  production  was  represented  by  the  index  figure 
95 ;  In  1922  by  101 ;  in  1923  by  109 ;  In  1924  by  94 ;  In  1925  by  97  ; 
In  1926  by  97 ;  and  In  1027  by  103. 

It  Is  true,  as  awjears  from  the  record,  that  the  number  of 
estahH.shraents  has  diminished,  talhug  from  741  la.  1914  to  494  in 
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1927.  the  other  figures  being  as  follows :  For  1919,  680 ;  for  195 1. 
008:  for  1923.  597;  for  1925,  532;  which  simply  means  that 
centralization  has  been  going  on  In  this  industry  as  well  as  in 
other  industries  and  in  all  reasonable  probability  the  Industr:  es 
that  were  discontinued  have  been  absorbed  by  some  of  the  otl^r 
producing  units. 

Mr.  ("OUZEN8.     Mr.  President 

The  YICK  PRESIDENT.  r>oes  the  Setiator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Has  the  Senator  anything  to  sustain  tl^t 
cunc!  avion? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  No:  I  have  not.  I  simply  spe^k 
of  it  a.x  a  probability  frf»m  what  we  know  has  been  going  on 

Mr.  COt'ZENS.  I  think  the  Senator  ought  to  deal  with  soiie- 
thing  more  substantial   than   potwibllitles.     He  ought   to   hahre 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Jkloiitana.  Exactly.  I  agree  with  the  SenaA-r 
about  that.  If  there  are  any  tlgun-s  to  find  I  shxll  be  very 
glad  f<»  hare  them,  but  I  astiunir  what  I  stated  is  the  caiie, 
lHH'Mn>*e  it  Is  going  on  generally  and  the  total  pr»»duction  hJEis 
not  dlnilnlnhHl. 

S«>  MkpwlMe  referpiicc  l.«  inaile  to  the  f«ubject  of  farm  iila 
chiiicr.v.  While  I  wuh  at  home  a  sliort  while  ago.  I  was  al  U 
to  KMtire  from  a  d«a!t>r  In  the  city  of  Rilllngn,  Mont.,  a  prli-e 
lint  of  farm  machln*'iy  arollable  iti  that  city  during  the  yt-ar 
1917  at  ct'miMjrcd  with  the  itrcMeiil  price  lint.  I  do  not  Mubritt 
the  entlrt*  prl<'e  lint,  but  the  following  itgureti  will  be  illnstratlrre 
of  how  inticli  iiiort'  the  fartiu*r  niUMt  uuw  i>aj  fur  hla  f a  m 
mjM'hlnery  than  bf  did  in  1917. 

Ill  th4>  year  1917  lit*  could  buy  a  <V-f<N*t  birutor  in  the  city  of 
niliinu'  for  $1<ir>.     In  192K  It  co«*t  him  $265. 

Hi*  (oiild  hiivi*  l>«>UKht  a  7-ft«ot  binder  for  $170,  whicli  ii  iw 
Ctmtn  $270, 

H<>  could  have  iNiiight  a  12-f<Mit  beadi'r  for  $20ft.  which  i>|'w 
ri»)»l<»  him  $4.V>. 

Il<>  eouid  hure  b«Hjght  a  4-r(m'  riding  cultlTator  for  $75,  T'h|ch 
n4iw  coNts  him  $141). 

Mr    REED.     Mr.   President,   will    the  Senator  tell   us 
yenr"  lu-  is  using  for  comparison? 

Mr,  VVALMH  of  .Montana.  Nineteen  hundred  and  serent^Mi 
and  W2S.    Observe  these  are  war  i)rices  for  1917. 

He  cou!d  have  bought  a  0-foot  l--«  drill  with  grass-seeder 
attKi'bntent  f«>r  $90.  which  now  cot«ts  $155. 

He  <i>uld  have  bouk'ht  a  tJ-foot  12-16  disk  harrow  for  $37.00. 
whieli  now  costs  $75,  an  increase  of  100  per  cent 

He  eouid  have  l>ought  a  tiO-tooth  drag  for  $16,  which  now  c«^ts 
$2S. 

He  ei»uld  have  txiught  a  low-lift  sulky  i^ow,  14-inch,  ror 
$52.50.  which  now  eosts  $90. 

H<'  could  have  bought  a  stacker,  with  two  rakes,  for  $ljS5, 
which  now  costs  him  $340. 

Tlie  other  differences  were  at  least  as  great  The  Increa^ies 
run  frt»m  75  to  UM>  jjer  cent  thr«>nghout  the  list 

I  understand  the  Senator  from  Idaho  (Mr.  Borah]  referred 
to  the  very  happy  conilltion  economi<*ally  of  farm  machlnirry 
companies  at  tliis  time  as  compared  with  the  condition  of  he 
rtii-mer  as  simply  illustrative  of  how  exceedingly  prosi>erou8  end 
«ne(-t>stfful  manufacturing  enterpriser  in  this  country  generally 
are  as  compared  with  tlie  condition  of  agriculture  throngiu  ut 
the  ntuntry.  Bear  in  mind,  that  Introduces  the  other  mat  er 
which  seeme<l  to  be  in  difference  betwe«'n  the  two  distinguisted 
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cents  a  ton  to  $1.12Va.  a  5<»  per  cent  Increase  granted  by  i  he 
Hou><e.  and  raised  to  $1.50  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  n 
100  p»'r  cent  increas**.  It  was  c<»ntended  by  the  Senator  fr  »ni 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  RED)]  that  that  matter  had  no  relat  on 
whatever  to  the  extraordinary  profits  which  have  been  made  by 
the  I'ldted  States  .<»teel  Co..  generally  referred  to  as  the  Stjeel 
Trust. 

I  have  not  been  able.  Mr.  I*resident,  to  accept  the  view  tliat 
ttie  T'nlted  State.*?  Steel  Co.  is  in  no  manner  Interested  in  he 
incretise  in  the  duty  on  pig  irt>n.  Pig  iron,  it  .seems,  is  made  in 
this  country  by  institutions  that  have  their  own  supply  of  iron 
ore  and  other  materialsr  entering  Into  the  finished  product.  sti»el 
Of  wn)ught  Iron,  and  it  is  likewise  made  by  institutions  wh  ch 
either  have  such  a  supply  or  iniis>rf  their  supply  of  pig  iion 
and  sell  It  to  the  manufacturers  who  have  not  the  supply  of  en  ide 
material.  But  Mr.  President  that  pig  iron  is  the  raw  mate- 
rial of  sret»l  and  orl«er  iron  pnslncts  deait  in  and  nianufactui^ 
by  the  Tnlted  States  Steel  Co.  scarcely  admits  of  any  doubLJ  I 
r««d  from  the  conipllatlon  heretofi>re  referred  to  as  follows: 

Pi«  Iron  Is  deflm-d   by  the  .\nierican   Iron  and  Steel   Institute  as 
Bi«-tRlllc  product,  the  result  of  hlaxt-farruice  or  electric  smelting  of  ton 
•r*9,  vhicb  tx  naed  as  .part  or  all  of  Iho  Initial  metallic  charge  in  9  eel 
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making,  puddling,  and  producing  molten   metal  for  fouudry   uae."     Pig 
Iron  is  the  raw  material  for  practically  all  Iron  and  steel  pioducta. 

Then: 

About  80  per  cent  of  domestic  pig  Iron  produced  Is  used  In  steol 
making.  18  per  cent  In  Iron  foundries,  and  most  of  the  remainder  for 
the  manufacture  of  wrought  Iron. 

So  if  there  are  blast  furnaces  in  the  country  engaged  in 
making  pig  iron  which  they  sell,  which  appears  to  be  the  case 
as  well  from  thLs  n^port  as  from  infonnatitm  given  to  us  by  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  of  course  these  blast  fiiniuces  sell 
the  pig  iron  to  corp<jrations  engagetl  in  the  making  of  steel  or 
in  the  making  of  wrought  iron :  and,  of  course,  the  duty  must  be 
addwl  to  the  price  which  they  exact  from  those  who  purchase 
the  material  from  them;  otherwise  as  a  matter  of  counw  there 
would  be  no  importations.  In  other  words,  the  manufacturers 
of  steel  and  wrought  iron  who  are  obliged  to  buy  their  pig  iron 
and  do  not  them.selves  produce  It  must  pay.  of  course,  a  higher 
I)riee  for  their  i»ig  iron  :  and  they  mii-st  add  that  price  j|h  a  mat- 
ter of  course  to  their  prcnlucts  of  steel  or  wrought  Iron  when 
they  put  them  uiion  the  market.  It  elevates,  beyond  any  ques- 
tion In  the  world,  the  price  of  steel  unci  wrought  lion  In  which 
the  T'nlted  States  Steel  Co.  deals;  and  it  may  raise  Its  prices. 
as  a  matter  of  course.  api»n»xinialely  to  the  level  of  those  prices, 
or  rather  the  Hmail  ind<iK'ndcnt  prmlucers  will  be  (►blig«'<i  elttier 
to  go  out  of  bnslueits  or  else  the  steel  company  must  put  its 
I»ri<-eM  so  high  that  they  <-an  live,  conslderiiiK  that  they  are 
obliged  to  buy  their  pig  lion  and  pay  whatever  advance  in 
price  may  be  (S'casioned  by  a  duty  of  $1.50  iht  Kti  utsm  It. 

That.  Mr,  Pni«l«lent,  enters  Into  the  outragecmN  and  exorl»ltant 
prices  wlibh  till-  farmer  Is  otillginl  to  pay  for  his  farm  inn- 
ihlmTy  and  |iiii»leiiieiits,  which  to  the  extent  (»f  at  least  90 
I>er  (rent  are  n<»w  made  up  of  iron  and  Its  derivjilivi's.  There 
was  a  time  when  n  binder  was  very  Uirgely  a  matter  of  wwxl 
cotwtnu'tlon,  WismI  has  practically  been  entirely  displaced  by 
steel  In  the  pHslu-'tlon  of  mH«  hlnery  of  that  rtiaraeter  now. 

Therefore,  Mr,  Pn'«id«iii.  It  seems  to  me  that  tbchc  questions 
an*  very  intimately  relatetl ;  and  although  It  may  b<'  that  there 
are  w>me  blast  furnaces  in  the  States  of  Pennsylvania  and  Vlr- 
glnl;i  which  are  unable  to  do  very  well,  since  they  sell  their  pig 
iron  to  indeiH'n<lent  producers  who  must  come  in  c-om|H*tItlon 
with  the  great  power  of  the  I'niled  States  Steel  Co.,  as  iu  the 
case  of  tiinneries.  that  fact  alone  does  not  go  very  far  In  sus- 
taining the  contention  that  an  increase  of  100  per  cent  In  the 
duty  on  that  priMluct  is  ess<Mitial  in  order  that  the  Industry  may 
c<»ntinue. 

Again,  Mr.  President,  we  are  confronted  with  the  same  dltfl- 
c-ult  question  as  to  whether  we  are  going  to  put  enormous  duties 
upon  these  products  in  order  that  the  institutions  having  a  high 
cost  may  continue  in  existence  when  those  that  have  low  costs 
are  alrj'ady  making  very  large  profits  which  would,  of  course,  be 
enhanced  by  the  imposition  of  an  additional  duty. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President.  l)ecause  of  the  discussion 
yesterday  about  the  retluctlon  of  rates  in  the  metals  schedule, 
I  want  to  say  a  few  words  in  connection  with  manganese. 

Great  stress  was  laid  uiK»n  the  re<lnction  made  from  the 
rates  in  the  1}>22  act  in  the  metals  schedule,  and  it  was  pointed 
out  by  some  Senators  that  this  was  largely  brought  about  by 
a  tariff  reduction  of  some  $9,000,000  on  the  imiwrtatlon  of 
manganese  ore.  It  has  been  said  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber 
by  a  number  of  Senators  that  President  H<s>ver  was  desirous 
of  having  manganese  ore  put  on  the  free  list.  No  one  has  been 
able  to  obtain  any  veritlcatlon  of  that  Ktatement.  so  far  as  I 
know.  I  therefore  thought  It  wf»uld  l)e  of  interest  to  the  Sen- 
ate if  I  read  a  brief  article  published  In  the  Manufacturers 
Record  of  September  lli,  ll»2M.  It  is  entitled  *'  Mr.  Hoover  said 
manganese  industry  deijeiident  upon  tariff  for  existenc-e,"  and 
reads  as  follows: 

It  ha<  been  reported  In  a  number  of  newspapers  that  President  Hoover 
In  rej'pr'nsible  for  the  change  Iu  the  proposed  tariff  bill  by  which 
manKanefte  was  put  on  the  free  list.  The  ManufacturerH  Record  refuses 
to  believe  that  statement,  for  In  I*U''b!o,  Colo.,  on  November  3  laM.  Mr. 
Hoover,  in  an  address  to  the  people  there,  H«ld  : 

"There  is  hardly  .a  product  in  your  whole  State  that  is  not  dependent 
upon  the  tarlflf  for  Its  very  existence.  Of  your  minerals,  ilnc,  tungsten, 
and  matigiinese  could  sciircf-ly  be  pr<Mluced  except  for  a  protective  tarltl.'' 
Here  Mr.  Hoover  specifically  Included  manganese  in  the  products 
which  must  bo  protectet^  The  fact  that  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Corpo- 
ration and  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation  are  reported  to  have 
bruuglit  their  influence  to  bear  upon  the  Senate  committee  to  put  man- 
ganese ou  the  free  li»«t  can  not.  we  believe,  for  one  moment  have 
influenced  ITesident   Hoover. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  give  the 
date  of  the  I*resldent's  speech  as  quoted  In  that  article? 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


3695 


Mr.  COUZENS.  The  article  states  that  the  President  de- 
li vf  red  the  speech  on  November  S  last  year.  The  article  con- 
tinues : 

Viewed  from  the  Senate  bill's  recommendations  ft  Is  apparent  that 
in  some  way  members  of  the  committee  have  t)e<;n  Influenced  and  some 
of  the  Senators  may  have  btllcved  that  President  Hoover  had  expressed 
a  desire  for  putting  manpanese  on  the  free  list.  We  emphatically  reiuse 
to  believe  that  statement  until  Mr.  Hoover  himself  will  come  out  and 
say  so  and  give  reasons  for  his  change  of  heart.  We  l)elleve  that 
Mr.  Hoover  fully  understood  what  he  w.oa  saying  when  he  told  the 
Colorado  people  that  manganese  Interests  conld  not  exist  without  a 
protective  duty.  We  do  not  believe  that  he  has  been  Influenced  by  big 
interests  to  change  his  views  on  that  point  either  by  false  statements 
or  by  bulldozing  political  tactics.  If  he  has  changed  his  mind  and  now 
favors  free  manganese,  he  owes  It  to  himself  and  to  the  country  to  come 
out  openly  and  give  the  reasons  for  his  change  of  heart  and  mind. 

I  merely  bring  this  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  and  the 
public,  HO  that  those  who  have  said  that  Mr,  Hoover  changed 
his  mind  may  have  an  opportunity  of  verifying  the  statement 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PKKSII>P:NT.  Docs  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
ylehl  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr,  COUZKN8,     I  yield  to  the  Senator, 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  think  the  statetnent  that  the 
change  was  made  at  the  Instigation  or  suggestion  of  the  Presi- 
dent is  re|H>rt<>4|  to  have  originated  with  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  HiNoiiAti], 

Mr.  Cor/KNS.  That  Is  correct- 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Perhaps  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut will  give  OS  some  information  atsiut  that 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  Presiilent,  a  newspaper  stated  that  I 
had  given  fuit  a  statement  In  which  I  said  that  the  Pn*sldent 
had  asked  me  to  change  my  rote  on  manganese  In  the  comndttee, 
and  that  I  hud  so  changed  my  vote.  Kxcept  for  the  fact  that 
I  gave  out  no  statement,  that  the  President  did  not  ask  me  to 
change  my  vote,  and  that  I  voted  the  same  way  Loth  times,  the 
article  was  correct. 

Mr.  B()HAH.  Mr,  President,  before  we  leave  the  subject  of 
manganese,  I  desire  to  suggest  that  It  has  been  intimated  that 
there  was  a  change  of  votes  in  the  committee.    Is  that  true? 

Mr,  COUZENS.  Yes;  there  were  two  changes  at  least;  the 
first  time  the  vote  was  cast  7  to  4  to  maintain  it  on  the  dutiable 
list,  and  after  a  reconsideration  the  vote  was  6  to  5  in  favor 
of  taking  off  the  tariff. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Just  a  moment  Was  there  any  additional 
evidenc-e  taken  between  the  time  when  the  respective  votes  were 
taken? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  No;  except  the  Senators  said  they  found 
they  had  made  a  mistake  previously  and  they  then  wanted  to 
correct  that  mistake. 

Mr.  GKORGE.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Michigan  if  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  made  a  motion  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  manganese  was  c-ontinued  on  the  dutiable  list? 

Mr.  REED.     Permit  me  to  answer  that.    Yes ;  I  did. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  suspected  as  much,  and  I  imagine  the 
country  did. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  wish  to  correct  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. He  was  not  the  Senator  who  made  the  motion  for  a 
reconsideration. 

Mr.  REED.  I  made  a  motion  and  got  beaten,  as  usual.  Then 
some  other  8<'nator  subsequently  made  it. 

Mr  BORAH.  May  I  ask  wlio  made  the  motion  in  the  first 
instance? 

Mr.  COUZENS.    The  motion  to  do  what? 

Mr.  BORAH.     To  reconsider. 

Mr.  COl'ZENS.     Our  leader. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  some  of  tis  did  not  hear 
the  Senator.  He  said  "  our  leader,"  as  I  understood.  Does  he 
mean  the  Senator  from  Utah  or  the  Senator  from  Indiana  or 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  KING.     Or  all  three? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  If  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  will  sup- 
press his  smile  for  a  while,  I  will  tell  him  that  we  have  only 
one  leader  over  here,  as  I  understand ;  that  Is,  one  regular 
leader,  though,  of  course,  we  have  several  so-called  pseudo- 
leaders  ;  but  we  have  only  one  regular  lender. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes;  that  is  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  now  has 
the  floor. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  there  Is  another  phase  of  this 
matter  that  I  had  intended  to  ask  about,  but,  perhaps,  I  had 
better  wait  until  we  reach  the  metals  schedule. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President  inasmuch  as  the  Senator  from 
Midiigan    [Mr.    Couzens]    has   read    from    the   Manufacturers 


Record,  I  should  like  to  have  read  at  the  desk  a  brief  paragraph 
from  the  same  publication. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  Secretary 
will  read,  as  requested. 

The  Chifk  Clbuk.  From  the  Baltimore  (Md.)  Manufacturers 
Record  of  September  12,  1929: 

THE    SK.yATB'S    TARIFF    Btt-L 

Perhaps  no  tariff  bill  that  ever  came  out  of  the  House  or  the  Senate 
deserved  so  little  commendation  as  the  one  put  forth  by  the  Senate. 
Ila  rank  Injustice  In  many  respects  smells  unto  high  heaven.  The  raw 
materials  needed  In  the  manufacture  of  steel  and  soap  and  paints  and 
cotton  go<>ds  and  many  other  things  are  put  on  the  free  Ust,  while  la 
many  cases  the  tariff  rates  have  been  advanced  on  the  finished  prinlucfa. 
Necessarily  there  are  sume  good  features,  but  the  excuses  put  furth  la 
defense  of  some  of  the  schedules  are  puerile  In  the  extreme. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee, 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  wi^h  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  if  he  could  accept  an  amendment  along  this  line 

Mr.  SMC'iDT.     An  aincndmeiit  to  what? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  An  amendment  to  the  amendment.  On 
line  17.  page  284.  Would  the  Senator  obj(>ct  to  amending  the 
amendment  so  as  to  read  "  In  a  reasonably  consi>lcuous  or 
customary  place"? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  It  would  be  unwise  tf»  change  the  word- 
ing that  Is  now  In  the  Mil.  The  same  words  have  beiMi  in  tha 
law,  I  know,  ever  since  1(N)0,  and  If  we  undertake  to  change 
them  there  is  no  tellitig  what  awntrwtUtu  will  Ik'  put  tiism 
them,  and  every  rn^  that  coim-s  up  will  Is*  carried  on  thr<»u«h 
the  courts,  so  that  It  may  take  y(>ars  and  years  to  get  a  definite 
decision  as  to  what  the  meaning  Is. 

Mr.  IIAKKISON.  The  univmlment  of  the  committee  Is  not 
exactly  the  language  of  the  prewnt  law,  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator, 

Mr.  HUCXrr.  The  words  "in  a  conspicuous  place"  are 
identical  with  the  words  In  the  present  law. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  In  the  i>resent  law  the  words  are  modified 
to  s<»me  «xuiit  by  saying  "  that  shall  not  be  covered  or 
obscured" 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  will  read  the  present  law. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    That  is  the  way  the  present  law  reads. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  the  present  law  provides: 

That  shall  not  be  covered  or  obscured  by  any  subsequent  attachment! 
or  arrangements. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Yes;  and  there  is  no  modification  of  that 
kind  in  the  pending  bill.  It  merely  says  '"in  a  ctmspicuous 
place."  As  1  think  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  p<Unte<l  out 
the  words  might  be  so  construed  that  a  suit  of  clothes  coming 
into  this  country  would  have  to  be  stamped  across  here  |  Indi- 
cating] or  on  the  necktie  which  the  Senator  Importe*!  from  Gj-r- 
many — I  think  that  is  the  kind  he  wcar» — it  might  lie  required 
that  the  labeling  be  on  the  fac-e  of  the  tie;  that  might  l>e  the 
"conspicuous  place"  according  to  the  regulation.  The  wording 
"in  a  reasonaMy  conspicuous  or  cu.stoinary  place"  might  l>e 
l)etter,  it  seems  to  me. 

Mr.  SM001\  Mr.  l»resldent,  I  would  not  want  to  change  the 
words  "  in  a  conspicuous  place." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reporte<l  by  the  committee. 

The  umendmeiit  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  amendment  passed  over 
will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Cleiuc.  The  next  amendment  passed  over  is,  on 
page  286.  line  3,  after  the  word  "  alter."  to  insert  the  words 
"  cover,  obscure,"  so  as  to  read : 

(d)  Penalties :  If  any  person  shall,  with  Intent  to  conceal  the  infor- 
mation given  thereby  or  contained  therein,  deface,  destroy,  remove,  alter, 
cover,  obscure,  or  obliterate  any  mark,  stamp,  brand,  or  lal)el  required 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act,  he  shall.  u|>on  conviction,  be  fined  not 
more  than  $5,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  no  objection  to  that  amendment  I 
think,  Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tlie  question  is  ou  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  passed  over  was,  in  section  305,  on  page 
28G,  line  18,  to  strike  out  the  words  "  the  ITesident  of "  and 
Insert  "  any  person  In." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President.  I  have  been  considerably  In- 
terested In  this  section  of  the  tariff  bill,  esi)ecialiy  Its  censor- 
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■hip  features,  an<l  hare  collected  conssiderable  amount  of  mute-  ' 
rial  re^anlin?  it.     I  only  arrivetl  in  Washin}{t«»i»  tliis  muning 
and  in>    trutik  has  not  yet  arriv^il.     I  asli  unaiuniou.s  cous^ut, 
therefore,  that  tliis  •■leftiMi  may  be  pa^stfl  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  lir.  Presitieiit,  undtr  tli»'  cimimstiinces  T  Ifeve 
no  ol>jf<tiv>n  to  t!ie  se<-tion  being  pas.sed  over;  but  I  wlsili  to 
iiifuiin  the  Senator  that  tlie  fcksiiator  from  North  Caroliiia  |  ilr 
SijtfMoXB]  and  I  were  instructed  yefifenlay  by  the  Senatt  to 
prepjire  a  list  of  the  sections  as  they  are  to  be  acte<l  upon  by 
the  Seuate  hereafter.  Of  c»>urse.  thi*<  in  the  very  ne.xt  •Jtrti 
but  I  a.<k  uniiniinnus  c<in.><ent  now  that  section  3(6,  "  Imm<  ral 
articles — ^lmiM»rtati<'n  prohibited."  t)e  pji.ssed  over,  as  requet-ted 
by  the  Senator  from  Nfw  Mexico. 

Mr.  IIOBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Presldait,  It  was  distinctly 
nndersr«H<l,  I  think  it  pn>p*>r  to  say.  tliat  the  inff>rmal  rejort 
as  to  (he  order  in  which  the  (•»>mniitteo  desiretl  the  seeti  nis 
considered  would  not  prevent  any  ilisposltion  of  them  which  the 
Senate  misriir  .st'e  lir  to  make.  There  was  nothing  bindins:  abput 
the  armneernent. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  was  nnderstoo<l  when  the  order  ^as 
matle. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  the  reason  I  now  ask  unnnlmou.-*  consent. 

Mr.  RKKI>  Mr  Trexldent.  will  the  Senator  from  Ne\v  >|pi- 
ieo  ftermit  tiie  to  make  u  su^K^tion? 

Mr.  rrTTIN(J.     Ye*. 

Mr.  KKKI).  I  infer  that  it  !.•»  n(»t  the  commltt^  amendmfciit 
in  whidi  the  Senator  l«  particularly  concenie«l  so  mu<  b  as  h>c 
crn>M>rxbii)  elTcft  of  th«-  entire  sf<-tion. 

Mr.  (TTTINCi.     That  In  true.  Mr,  Prewldent. 

Mr.  KKKI).  In  iliaf  <-ase  I  call  the  Senators  attenthm  tojthe 
fact  tliHt  before  be  came  back  to  the  Senate  it  was  agreed  t  iiat 
<-oinudttf<>  atneiiilnienis  should  be  flrnt  conMblertHl,  leavitift  to 
every    Setmtor    lb**    oi)|)ortunity    lo    oiTer   any    amendment    he 

pleaxed  («>  the  text  "f  (be  bill  as  a  whole.  Ho  that  tlie  Sefiat  jrV 
idea  of  diM'-UMriini;  the  cttis^irsbip  phas4's  of  ibis  section  wi  uld 
n«>t  ready  Im-  in  orler  ti>-i!»orrow  or  next  <Uiy  in  any  eve  it,  ind 
We  ndubf  adopt  tin-  rotniuii'ee  amendment  and  the  Semtor 
Would  Mtill  be  perfectly  free  to  offer  his  amendment  at  my 
time. 

Mr.  SMtMKl'  After  the  committ»*e  amemlmcnts  sliall  have 
N'Cii  (lisiK»se«l  of. 

Mr  1(KKI>.  After  the  committee  amendments  shall  bave 
been  di.s{K>se<l  of. 

Mr  ri'TTIN(f  That  is.  after  the  committee  araendmentii  to 
the  adniiidstraflve  provisions  have  l>een  ims.sed  on? 

Mr.  iU)KAH.     -Mr.  Prtsidetit.  tlie  committee  amendment,  i 
ttndersrand.  Is  to  strike  out  the  words  "  the  President  of  " 
Insert    the    words    "  aay     ijersou     in."'     That     is     the    peM(  ing 
amendment,  Ls  it  not? 

Mr.  SM(M)T.     It  i.s. 

Mr.  KEED.     The  same  ameiniment  occurs  In  two  places. 

.Mr.  SM(K>T.  Yes.  It  simply  enlarjres  the  provision  c«rtic-m- 
Inpf  threats  to  do  bo<lily  barm  to  include  any  person  in  the  Un  ted 
States. 

Mr.  RKED.  It  occurre<l  t<»  the  committee  that  it  was  not 
fair  to  the  Vice  President  not  to  accord  him  the  same  protection 

Mr.  HojiAH.  If  is  a  pntty  hroad  propt)sitiou.  but,  I  i  ujv 
po<-e.  if  will  not  make  much  difference  if  the  amendment  shalj  be 
adopted. 

.Mr.  (TTTINr,.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  statemints 
which  have  been  made,  wiule  I  do  not  favor  the  partictilar 
amendment  now  before  the  .Senate  and  had  intended  to  include 
It  in  my  discussion,  if  it  is  more  convenient  to  the  menders 
of  the  ctimmittee  to  go  through  the  conunittee  amendments  i  rst 
and  afterwanls  take  up  the  other  amendments,  I  am  i»erfe"tly 
willinj:  to  do  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  yi(  E  PRESIDENT.  The  (|uestion  is  on  agreeing|  to 
the  ami&idmeut  re;>orte<l  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  KI-\G.     I^t  the  atuendment  l>e  stated. 

The  Chiet  Cl*xk.  On  jiage  286.  line  IS.  it  is  propos^t^  to 
strike  tuit  tlie  w«»rds  "  the  President  of  "  and  insert  the  wi  rd.s 
••any  jierson  in." 

The  VK^E  PRESIPEN'T.  The  questi«'U  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Otio  CijrRK.     The  same  amendment  on  page  2S8,  lint  1. 

Thi'  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tlie  question  is  on  agreeing  to  [the 
amendment. 

The  amendme'.it  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  of  the  chairmail  of 
the  o>mmItfee.  or  wbcxn-er  was  most  iuteresteil  in  the  condd 
eratien  of  this  part  ()f  the  men.sure.  whether  any  testimony    vas 
offered   in   the   Finance  Committee   at   any  time  dealing   v  itb 
section  3<>6  in  any  of  its  phases? 
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Mr.  SMOOT.     No  witnesses  api^eared  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  KING.  I  was  advisKi  to-day  that  .some  witness»»K  ap- 
pearttl  l)ef(»re  the  Ib'Usv  committiH'. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     None  appeared  before  the  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  KING.  To  what  extent  does  tliis  incorporate  the  present 
law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  strikes  out  "the  President  of"  and  inserts 
"any  person  in." 

Mr.  KING.  I  mean  the  entire  section  305.  Is  there  any 
change  from  the  existing  law? 

The  reason  why  I  ask  is  that  quite  recently  we  had  the  rather 
singular  .spectacle  of  some  of  Voltaire's  works,  which  have  been 
read  not  onlj-  by  the  people  r)f  France  but  by  the  people  of  the 
world  ever  since  tht^y  were  written,  being  excludetl  by  the 
cu.stomhoii.se  and  not  permitted  to  be  brought  into  tlie  United 
States. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  my  colleague  that  (here  was  a 
change  in  this  resi)e<-t  from  exi.sting  law  other  th:in  In  the 
words  "the  Prer<ident  of  the  IiiittHl  States"  and  the  wortls 
"any  i^^rson  in."  The  House  inserted  in  this  section  a  prohibi- 
tion against  the  importation  of  printe<l  or  written  matter  ur.^ing 
treason,  insurrection,  or  forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the 
United  Static,  or  containing  any  threat  to  take  the  life  of  or 
inflict  bt»<lily  harm  upon  the  President  of  Uie  I'niteil  States, 
That  1«  the  way  the  H«iuse  provision  n-ad  as  sent  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no  objwtlon  tct  tliat  pro- 
vision. I  think  any  aMi<les  nr  i>o«iks  that  threaten  the  life  of 
the  President  of  the  I'lilted  Slates  or  any  individual  that  the 
writer  or  tliose  who  aie  trying  to  dispose  of  them  attemiH  to 
bring  into  the  I'nitcd  States  miKbt  very  properly  eonie  untler  the 
provisions  of  this  statute;  but  I  confers  that  I  am  wmunvhnt 
I)erturl>e<l  and  dlM|uleted  at  the  nrtion  of  the  customs  olflelalw 
In  Intenlicting  the  importation  of  literary  productions  which 
have  come  from  xome  of  the  greatest  udndn  of  the  world. 

I  think  there  is  too  much  of  a  spirit  of  cenHorship  in  the 
country  to-day.  Theie  Is  a  gtMid  deal  of  lllil)erallty.  A  vn«at 
many  pet>ple  profeiis  to  be  orllioilox.  and  e^-erybody  is  heterodox 
who  does  not  accept  their  orthodoxy.  A  great  many  people 
want  t«»  censor  bof»ks  which  are  written,  ami  pai)erM  whbh  are 
puldisbed,  and  tilms  wliich  are  i»r<Hliiced.  and  set  up  some  sort 
of  a  standard,  too  often  conformable  to  a  provincial  mind,  or  to 
a  narrow,  fanatical,  bigoted  outlook  uiwn  the  great  problems 
of  life. 

If  tlK'  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  some  amcntiim-nt  to 
offer  to  this  section,  I  shall  exnniine  the  amendment  with  great 
interest.  With  the  interpretation  which  has  been  placed  upon 
it  by  many  officials  I  have  no  symjiatby. 

There  is  a  tlisposition  here  to  jirevenr  a  man  from  expressing 
hLs  views  uixm  political  institutions.  I  am  not  a  Bolshevist — 
quite  the  reverse.  I  abhor  c«)mmunistic  principles ;  and  yet, 
Mr.  President,  this  is  a  country  of  free  speech,  and  one  of  the 
essential  attributes  of  demtM-racy  is  a  free  press  and  the  right 
of  free  .speei'h.  We  have  too  many  jieople  who  would  prevent 
free  speech  ami  fne  press  and  the  bringing  into  the  United 
States  of  lKH)ks  and  pamphlets  and  publications  which  may  not 
be  quite  ortluMlox  a<iordiug  to  the  views  of  some  i»eople,  but 
which  are  n'pre.-<eutative  of  pro^n-es.sive  and  modernistic  views; 
and  the  authors  or  writers  of  which,  in  my  opinion,  have  a  right 
to  bring  them  into  the  United  Stutes  or  to  take  them  amongst 
other  civilizetl  pe<tp'e.  However,  there  being  no  amendment 
other  than  the  one  to  which  reference  has  been  ina»le  by  the 
Senator.  I  sliall  pretermit  any  further  discussion  of  this  section 
until  some  amendment  has  been  offercil. 

The  VICE  PUESIDENT.  Tlie  Secretary  will  state  the  next 
amendment  passed  over. 

The  CHua-  Cuckk.  The  next  amendment  pas.sed  over  is  on 
page  290.  i»assed  over  ou  the  request  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Fletchek]  : 

(d)    riant  quaraDtiuc. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  I  received  a  com- 
munication fn»m  the  Se<'ret;iry  of  Agriculture  in  reganl  to  this 
matter,  and  I  exp*»et  a  further  c-omnninic.-ition  to-mf>rTow.  I 
should  like  to  .see  the  provisimi  jkismnI  over  for  this  aftern<jon 

Mr.  SMi>OT.    Without  obje<tiiin,  that  can  l>e  done. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  That  is  agreeable  to  me.  In  that  connec- 
tion I  ask  un.inimous  con.sent  to  have  insertetl  in  the  Record 
a  letter  I  have  retvived  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  olgection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  letter  is  as  follows: 

Dbpaktmk.nt  or  Agricccturb, 
Wa«hinyloii.  D.  C,  fieptembtr  J',,  19J9. 

Hull.    DCXCAK   U.    FLETCnEl, 

L'nitrd  titatct  Senate. 
IitvH    Se.natou  :   Replying   to   your   letfor   of   September    14,    you    arc 
•dvised    that    the   amendment    proponed    In    the    Senate   revision   of   the 


tnrlflf  bill  1b  highly  objectionable  and.  In  fact,  would  practically  destroy 
the  value  of  the  8ecti<ius  of  the  act  relating  to  the  entry  of  foreign 
plantg  and  plant  pests  and  open  the  bars  to  the  general  entry  of  such 
pests.  Ill  recent  communications  I  have  brought  this  situation  very 
strongly  to  the  attention  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance 
of  the  United  Statea  Senate,  the  Hon.  Rekd  Smoot.  Copies  of  these 
letters  (September  13  and  16)  have  also  been  transmitted  to  other 
appropriate  committees,  namely,  to  the  chairmen  of  the  Committee  on 
A.griculture  and  Forestry  of  the  Seuate  and  the  Committees  on  Ways 
and  Means  and  on  Agriculture  of  the  Hou»e.  For  your  own  Informa- 
tion 1  am  inclo»ing  copies  of  these  letters. 

Your  request  fur  the  number  and  kinds  of  pests  that  we  are  now 
afflicted  with,  imported  from  other  countries.  Is  a  pretty  large  contract. 
Briefly  put,  it  is  entirely  within  the  fact  to  say  that  60  per  cent  of 
the  Important  pests-  of  agriculture,  horticulture,  and  forestry  In  this 
country  are  of  foreign  origin  and  for  the  most  part  came  to  us  with 
Imported  plants  and  plant  products.  These  Include  upwards  of  n 
hundred  important  pests  creating  enormous  losites  annually  and  thou- 
sands of  pests  of  minor  importance — and  by  pests  I  mean  both  plant 
diseases  and  Insect  enemies.  These  introduced  enemies  also  account 
for  prolMibly  more  than  half  of  the  annual  losses  due  to  pestH  in  the 
Uniteti  States ;  in  other  words,  upwards  of  a  billion  dollars. 

You  will  note  that  the  subject  of  Imported  pests  Is  included  in  the 
letter  to  Senator  Smoot,  and  your  particular  attention  is  called  to  the 
important  list  of  pests  which  got  into  the  country  during  the  foor 
y»ar«  immediately  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  plant  quarantine  act 
in  1912. 

The  enforcement  of  that  act  has  been  extraordinarily  successful  in 
excluding  pests.  In  fact,  aside  from  the  rather  lamenUble  entry  of 
tb<'  Mediterranean  fruit  fly  in  Florida,  the  slate  for  tba  17-y«ar  period 
concerned  is  practically  clear.  The  only  other  entrie*  of  important 
pewts  have  bfca  the  coming  across  the  border  from  Mexico  of  the  pink 
boHworm  of  cotton  and  the  Mexican  fruit  worm,  entrie*  which,  under  the 
conditions  of  contiguity  and  commerce,  could  not  well  have  been  pre- 
venfiHl.  Both  of  these  pests  have,  however,  been  subcUntially  con- 
trolled. The  pink  bollwonn  has  been  eliminated  in  vast  areas  wliere 
It  once  had  foothold  In  eastern  Texas  and  in  Louisiana,  and  the  Mexican 
fruit  worm  has  apparently  been  eliminated  in  the  section  which  It 
invaded  in  the  lower  valley  of  the  Rio  Grande. 

The  necessity  for  the  restrictions  on  entry  of  plants  and  plant  prod- 
ucts is  further  indicated  by  the  lists  of  interceptions  which  are  made 
at  our  various  ports  of  entry.  These  lists  are  published  from  year  to 
year,  and  the  inclosed  copy  of  the  last  report  may  interest  you  as 
Indicating  the  volume  of  such  Interceptions.  A  great  many  of  such 
lists  have  been  publislied.  Necesuarlly  they  are  a  record  of  all  the  pests 
Intercepted  except  a  very  large  group  of  pests  which  are  known  to  have 
secured  a  world-wide  distribution  long  since  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
commerce.  In  the  main,  therefore,  this  picture  indicates  the  flow  of 
pests,  new  and  old.  into  the  United  States.  The  more  Important  of 
these,  and  especially  such  as  are  new  to  this  country  and  dangerous,  are 
diseussed  in  'the  notes  on  the  first  two  pages. 

In  response  to  your  inquiry,  you  are  advised  that  you  have  full  per- 
misyion  to  use  this  letter  or  any  of  the  information  it  contains  as  you 
see  fit. 

Sincerely,  ^ 

B.  W.  Ddnlap,  Acting  Secretary. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  In  the  absence  of  objection,  the 
amendment  will  be  passed  over.  The  derk  will  state  the  next 
amendment  iwssed  over. 

The  CuiEr  Cucrk.  Tlie  next  amendment  passed  over  is,  on 
ptige  290.  line  14,  after  the  word  "  merchandise,",  to  insert 
"  mined,  produced,  (w." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  Blm.ne]  was  compelled  to  leave  the  city,  and  asked 
that  this  section  go  over  until  to-nK*rrow,  He  stated  that  he 
would  return  to  the  city  to-morrow,  and  that  we  could  take  it  up 
then :  and  I  a.sk  that  that  be  done. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
will  be  passed  over.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment 
I)as.sed  over. 

The  Chief  CrjXK.  Tlie  next  amendment  passed  over  Is  on 
page  2JM,  line  Zi,  pas.sed  over  at  the  request  of  the  Junior  Sen- 
atr>r  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas]. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.  There  is  an  amendment  on 
page  2{)2. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     That  has  been  heretofore  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I.  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  these  are  goods 
in  lH>nd. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  several  Senators  who  are  un- 
able to  be  here  to-day  are  very  much  Interested  in  this  amend- 
ment, and  I  ask  to  have  it  pes.sed  over.  We  will  be  ready  to 
take  it  up  in  a  few^  d&ys  at  most. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senate  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas] 
advised  me  the  other  day  that  he  waa  ready  to  ^leek  upon  this 
amendment  at  any  time. 


Mr.  CAPPER.  There  are  two  Senators,  T  know,  who  are  not 
present  at  this  time,  who  desire  to  be  present  when  It  Is 
taken  up. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  from  Oklahcmia  desires  t»)  go 
on  now.  may  not  that  l>e  done? 

Mr.  CAPPER.  There  is  no  ol»J«-tion,  of  cHwrse,  to  the  Sen- 
ator frcmi  Oklahoma  going  on  at  this  time. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  if  this  matter  Is  gr»ing  over, 
and  we  are  not  g(Aug  to  vote  on  it,  why  should  we  have  part  of 
the  di.<«cu.ssion  at  this  time  sind  then  wait  until  later  for  the  rest 
of  itV  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  does  not  want  to 
discuss  the  amendment  now  unless  we  are  going  to  have  a  vote 
on  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Why  not  let  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  go  <»n 
with  his  remarks  now?  More  than  likely,  if  that  Is  done,  the 
other  Senators  will  be  ready  to  proceed  with  it  wh«>ti  he 
concludes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  from  Kan.sas  says  It  will  be 
perhaps  two  or  three  days  befon»  be  can  go  on  with  It,  as  I 
understrxKl. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  One  Senator  I  have  In  mind  pnrticularlv  Is  my 
colleague  the  Junior  Senator  from  Kansa.s  [Mr.  Aujcfl.wbo  is 
out  of  the  city,  and  prolwiily  will  not  return  before  ThunMlay. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLEITE.  Mr.  President,  it  Is  imiiosslble  to  hear 
Senators. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     I^  the  Senate  l>e  In  order. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  fnmi  Oklahinua  if  h* 
de*rtres  to  go  on  to-night. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  Prewident,  thla  amendment 
iH  very  Important  to  the  wheat-growing  States,  and  tliere  are 
qtilte  a  number  of  fhem.  There  are  a  nunib«'r  f»f  S««nntorN  hI>- 
Bent  who  come  from  those  Siat«'s.  Perwonaliy,  I  jwefer  to  take 
up  this  matter  when  those  Senators  can  be  present;  and  wlien 
the  matter  Im  liegun  I  hfjfie  it  will  be  flnb<hed. 

For  that  reason  I  should  not  care  Ut  make  the  remarkM  whU-b 
I  shall  make  until  the  raatt«T  can  be  taken  up  and  oonsidentl 
continuously  until  it  is  disposed  of. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Without  objection,  Mr.  President,  let  It  be 
passed  over. 

Mr.  WAGNER  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  New  York 
also  Is  very  much  Interested  in  this  jmrtlcular  provision  of  the 
bill.  May  I  inquire  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [.Mr. 
Thomaa]  when  he  thinks  all  the  Senators  who  are  interi'sted 
in  this  provision  will  be  present?  I  want  to  lie  sure  to  be  here 
at  that  time.     It  is  vitally  important  to  my  State. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  am  reasonably  sure  that  those 
who  are  interested  in  the  defeat  of  the  committee  amendment 
can  now  agree  on  a  time  to  take  up  tliis  amendment  and 
proceed  with  its  consideration  until  It  is  completed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  I»resident,  I  can  not  do  otherwise  tlian  com- 
ity with  the  Senator's  request  to-night,  becatise  we  are  not 
going  to  run  very  much  longer  this  evening. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  it  was  Impossible  to 
hear  what  the  Senator  from  Utah  said. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the  Senator  spenk  a  little 
louder? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  spoke  loud  enough  to  be  heard  If  there  Iiad 
not  been  so  much  disorder  in  the  Chamber,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  I.A  FOLLETTE.  Mr,  President,  I  am  not  going  to  con- 
sent to  any  request  for  unanimous  con.sent  until  I  know  what 
it  is. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  reiieat,  Mr.  President,  that  I  shall  comply  with 
the  re^iuest  of  the  Senator  from  Oklaiioma  [Mr.  Thomas]  that 
this  ameiulment  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment being  pa.ssed  over? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President  reserving  my  right  to  object, 
may  I  inquire  of  the  Senator  fnmx  Utah  what  "  passing  it  over  ** 
means?  Does  that  mean  that  we  are  to  take  It  up  to-morrow, 
or  on  some  subsequent  day? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  like  to  take  it  up  to-morrow.  Many, 
many  speeches  will  be  made  upon  it ;  and  I  think  the  best  thing 
to  do  is  to  adhere  to  the  program  that  the  Seuate  instructed 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  and  myself  to  follow;  and  we 
had  planned  to  follow  that  so  tliat  Senators  interested  in  the 
various  paragraphs  would  know  when  to  be  (m  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  That  we  have  done,  and  the  program  is  on  the  desks 
of  Senators  now;  and  I  hope  the  Senate  will  follow  out  that 
plan. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question  V 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Mii$siasippi  f 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do. 


! 


V      ! 
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Mr  If  AKRIH<^>N.  I  aixlerxtofMl  from  fnw  of  th<'  H«'iiat(  n» 
th«f  \u-  tlMHitrlif  iHThnim  •»>'  TlmnMlny  f>otb  i*iden  w<»uld  »j«'  ivik  y. 
If  that  1«  tru»*.  why  not  lei  tli«'  lunifiT  t-oiue  up  on  TbuoMluy, 
unle*^  tlHTi*  iM  mmu'thUiii  «>|iw*  iMMitliiiic  rit  tltat  rlnicV  That  U 
day  ttfitT  lo-morrow. 

Mr.  SACKl-rrT.  Mr.  President.  If  the  Senator  will  yield.  If 
the  pro^nun  Ih  to  Ik'  of  any  value  If  ^*vetu*  a**  If  when  we  hive 
patiHeil  over  an  unH;ndujent  It  should  he  the  flrnt  thint;  to  cone 
up  at  the  next  iwstdon.  If  we  are  Rising  to  have  It  [»ii.s.>e<l  over 
to  a  day  eertain.  that  ought  to  be  done  hy  a  unanIiiions-eon.xt  nt 
airreernent,  so  that  we  will  know  where  we  stand  on  Ihe 
program 

Mr.  SMOOT.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  wlietler 
or  not  he  will  be  ready  to  go  on  to-morrow? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from 
Kansa.s  (Mr.  Capper]  has  just  stated  that  his  colleague  [Mr. 
Alucn)  Is  absent,  and  will  not  be  back  here,  probably,  until 
Thursday.  1  now  ask  that  we  asree  to  take  up  this  nisitter  on 
Thursday  at  12  o'cUnk.  or  as  shortly  thereafter  as  we  can  reji th 
It  in  the  reirular  order  of  biisine.-^s. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from  Wi.s- 
ponsin  [Mr.  Blai.nis]  will  be  in  the  Senate  to-morrow,  and  ve 
can  then  take  up  section  307.  We  have  ju.st  passed  that  ov<r; 
and  I  now  ask  a>:uin  that  we  pass  over  the  amendment  found 
on  pa '.re  2J)4. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  would  It  not  be 
advisable  to  have  niinnimoas  consent  that  the  amendment  on 
pajfe  'Mn).  to  which  reference  was  made  heretofore,  be  cousidei  ed 
in  connection  with  the  amendment  on  images  294  and  29")? 

Mr.  SM(X>T.     Yes. 

•  Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  discxis.sion,  of  course,  v^ill 
relate  to  lM)th  amendments. 

Mr.  SMtMlT.  They  can  be  di.scu.s.sed  at  tlie  same  time  Jind 
acte<i  upon  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  We  will  understand,  then,  t  »at 
there  is  unanimous  consent  to  that  i'ftoct'i 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  just  asked  that,  and  it  waf;  granted. 

The  VK'E  PUESir>E\T.  The  Secretary  will  report  the  u  ?xt 
amendment  j)a.«ised  over. 

The  ("HrKK  Clekk.  The  next  amendment  pa.ssed  over  Is,  on 
page  3<X>.  line  5.  where  the  c«»mmittee  propo.ses  to  strike  out  he 
words  •'  wheat  Imp<»rte<l  after  90  days  after  the  date  of  he 
enactment  of  this  act."  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  wo-ds 
*•  inuK.rteil  wheat  unless  an  amount  of  wheat  gn>wn  in  the  Unl  ed 
States  equal  to  not  les.s  than  'M)  per  cent  of  the  amount  of 
such  Imported  wheat  has  been  mixed  with  such  impor  ed 
wheat." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  Is  to  be  considered  at  the  same  time  with 
the  amendment  we  have  just  pa.ssed  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIOENT.     The  amendment  will  be  pas-sed  over. 

The  Cuixr  Clerk.  The  next  amendment  passed  over  is  on 
page  308.  section  330. 

Mr.  HAUUISON.     Let  that  go  over.  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  SMOOl'.     Yes:  we  c<Nild  not  get  very  far  on  that  t<Mlay. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over.    The  Secretary  will  state  the  next  amendment  passed  o^er. 

The  Chief  Ci.erk.  Tiie  next  amendment  i)assed  over  is  on 
page  319.  secti»ai  3.36.    •Equalization  of  conij>etitive  conditioi  s." 

Mr    KINO.    Those  amendments  are  all  germane. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  are  all  linked  together,  so  they  sho  iM 
ICO  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  antendments  will  be  pas(*«d 
over.     The  clerk  will  state  the  next  aniendn»eut  passed  over. 

The  Cuaar  Vijool.  On  page  328,  line  16,  section  337.  str  ke 
out  the  words  "  exceiH  that  the  siime  shall  be  subject  to  review 
by  the  I'nited  States  Supreme  C^mrt  ui>on  certiorari  ax»plied  'or 
witldu  three  months  after  such  judgment  of  the  Unlte«l  States 
Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Ai>peals." 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  I»resi<lent.  an  amendment  has  been  oflfe 'ed 
which.  If  it  shall  be  acrepted.  will  perhaps  dispose  of  this  iirtv 
vision.  The  ameiulnient  just  read  relates  to  the  broad  quest  on 
of  the  Tariff  I'ommisslon  an«l  its  functions,  and  sections  J 15, 
316.  and  317  of  existing  law,  and  I  think  that,  in  view  of  he 
fact  that  those  amendments  have  pine  over,  we  will  have  to 
ask  that  this  amendiuent  may  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  ctmrse.  It  relates  to  the  Tariff  Commission, 
and  perhaps  should  go  over. 

Mr    REED      Mr.  I»resident,  this  has  nothing  to  do  with     he 
flexible  tariff.     It  relates  only  to  the  ejiforcement  of  the  pr«^  vi 
giou  against  unfair  practices. 

Mr.  SM(K»T.     By  the  commission. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  believe  there  can  be  much  doubt  abiut 
the  wisdom  of  this  amendment.  When  it  came  up  the  .>t  ler 
day,  I  made  a  rather  faltering  explanation  of  it,  of  which  I  \  as 


nr»t  purtlcularly  proud.  On  studying  It  ulnce  that  time,  I  think 
It  can  Ik*  exi>lnlii«H|  In  a  very  few  w«»r«N. 

Tlie  Supreme  C<»urt  Itnelf  ban  felt  ♦M^roe  doubt  an  to  whether, 
under  clrcum«<iunc<.»<  of  this  kind,  they  have  any  right  ti»  take 
jurlmlli'tlon  of  a  ca>e.  What  they  decide  has  no  effiH't  whatso- 
ever,  except  aH  It  In  advisory  to  the  President ;  and  the  Supreme 
Court,  I  think,  dfM's  not  want  to  !•«  In  a  jxwltlon  of  advising 
the  President.  The  jud^'ment  which  the  c*iurt  nuikes  Is  not 
self-exeiiitlug,  and  il  is  not  executed  by  any  process  of  the 
court :  but  it  is  transndtted  to  the  President,  and  he  makes  the 
order  against  these  unfair  practices.  That  Is  the  reas«»n  why 
the  committee  tlnu^ht  it  was  wise  to  cut  out  that  additional 
language. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  it  was  al.so  virtually  agreed,  at 
least  a  good  many  of  the  committe*'  declde<l,  that  It  was  uncon- 
stituthmal. 

Mr.  HF:ED.  There  Is  8<^>me  question  as  to  whether  It  Is  con- 
stitutional or  not. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tor frf>m  Pennsylvania  if  It  would  not  have  the  effect  of  an  ad- 
vlsorv  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  if  left  In? 

Mr.  KEED.    That  is  all. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Peiuisylvauia  and  t»)  the  chairman  of  the  comnntte«»  that  I  have 
offered  in  one  print  a  number  of  amendments  to  the  Senate 
committee  bill,  one  of  the  anienduientjj  being  to  strike  out  the 
flexible  provisions  of  tlie  tariff  act. 

Another  of  the  amenduK'nts  deals  with  the  so-called  unfair 
practices  descril>etl  in  section  315  to  317,  as  I  now  recall.  The 
amendment  which  I  have  offered  strikes  out  those  sections  en- 
tin  ly  :  and  another  amendment,  which  is  incorporated  in  the 
amendments  which  I  have  offered  In  one  block,  rendts  some  of 
the  investigatory  duties  to  the  T'lriff  Comndssion,  and  they  are 
to  report  to  C«>ngress  rather  than  to  the  President  of  the  I'nlted 
States.  So  if  that  amendment  shoiUd  be  accepte<l,  then,  as  I 
suggested  at  the  outset,  it  would  call  for  some  modification  of 
this  provision. 

Mr.  REED.  Yes,  of  course;  and  If  the  Senator's  amendments 
were  adopte<l,  we  would  be  making  figures  on  the  water  now. 

Mr.  KING.     Exactly. 

Mr.  REED.  We  might  as  well  agree  to  this  now.  I  do  not 
think  anybody  objects  to  it  except  as  it  affects  the  larger 
scheme. 

Mr.  KING.  I  have  no  objection  to  a  pro  forma  agreement 
to  accept  this  amendment,  but  I  wanfeii  the  Sen.ite  to  under- 
stand that  there  is  an  amendment  pending  to  strike  «»ut  those 
provisions,  s<»  that  no  one  would  t>e  laboring  under  any  misap- 
prehension. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 
amendment  pa.ssed  over. 

Tlie  Chiek  Cierk.  The  next  amendment  passed  over  is  on 
page  3;^*!.  where  the  <'«immittee  proiK)se<  to  insert  a  new  sec- 
tion— section  340.  "Domestic  value — conversion  of  rates." 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Pn'sident.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
Utah  d<«'s  not  mean  to  call  that  .section  up  for  dLscu.ssiou  this 
afternoon. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No.  Mr.  President. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over.  There  are  three  amendments  on  page  402  which  have 
been  passed  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  all  refer  to  the  dutiable  values,  and  I  do 
not  think  we  could  make  any  headway  tii>-iught  on  those. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendments  will  be  passed 
over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  one  amendment  on  pjige  387,  set-tlon 
466,  "Equipment  and  reiwirs  of  vessels" — that  i.s,  the  repair 
of  vessels  in  distres.-i — which  it  was  agreed  wr>uld  be  the  next 
amendment  to  be  considered. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  take  o<raslou  to  submit  a 
few  observation."-  on  that  amendment,  but  I  am  not  ready  to  do 
so  to-night.  I  want  to  adhere  to  the  House  provisi(.n  and  ask 
the  Senate  to  reject  the  Senate  c<»mmittee  amendment.  The 
Hous*'  provision  is  more  liberal  in  iK-rmitting  the  owners  (rf 
vessels  to  secure  repairs  In  foreign  ports. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Pivsldent,  the  House  provision  will  be  vir- 
tually utilized  to  have  all  rejMiirs  made  in  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  this  is  really  a  controversy  Ije- 
tween  the  shii>owners.  the  merchant  marin*^ — and  I  use  that 
term  In  the  broad  sense,  not  merely  referring  to  coastwise 
trade — and  the  .shipbuilders.  Of  course,  the  shipbuilders  and 
ship  reiKiirers  do  not  want  :iny  of  our  ships  to  Ik'  repaired 
other  than  in  American  ports.    We  are  siiendiug  hundreds  of 
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million**  of  dollars  to  exi«nd  onr  merchant  marine  to  a^«d  oar 
pnidnitfi  into  the  portx  of  all  landn.  and  there  la  a  prorbdoD 
horo  In  the  Henate  comroittee  bill  which  1«  reatrlctlve  of  that 
purpose.  The  HonM>  ha"  a  Jn»*t  and  lll»er«I  prf«r1<«lon.  though 
not  as  liberal  at  It  nhouhl  be,  orul  1  Bhall  ask  the  Senate  to 
dlwjgree  to  the  Senate  oommlti«'e  amendment. 

Mr.  SM<H>r.  Mr.  I'ntddent.  evidently  we  can  not  do  any- 
thing more  to-night  on  the  tariff  bill. 

EETEEETtCE  OF  rXIXTtTlVK   MEKRAOES 

Th"  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tla*  Chair  refers  to  the  ap|rtt»priate 
committees  sundry  Ejiecutlve  mes-suges  received  from  the  Pref^I- 
dent  of  the  Unlte<l  States. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Semite  take  a  recess  until  12 
o'chM'k  to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agree*!  u*'.  and  the  Senate  (at  4  o'clock  and 
r»5  minutew  p.  m.)  tiH>k  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Wednt*s<lay, 
SeptemlH'r  18.  1929.  at  12  o'clock  m«'ridiMn. 


NO.MINATIONS 

F.j-rcutivc   M<miinaliott$  ret-rived    by   the   Henaic   t<t>i>teinbtr   27 
iUyri^dative  Uay  of  iivpttinber  y),  lHHt 

AMH.\.S».M)0K      EXTR.^OfilUNABT      AXD      FUiLXIPOnaiTI  ARY      OF      THE 
I'MTKJt  .Statks   of  Ameri<'.\  TO  (\:ba 

Harry  F.  Guggenheim,  of  New  York,  to  be  ambasjsador  ex- 
truordiuary  and  plcnip<»tentiary  of  the  United  Stati-s  of  America 
to  Cul«. 

SKTRKT-^RY    in    the    DlPLORATlC    SeKVICK    OF    TUB    UMTTO    StaTICS 

or   AUEKICA 

Samuel  Reber,  jr.,  of  New  York,  now  a  Foreign  Service  officer, 
unclassified,  and  a  vice  consul  of  career,  to  be  also  a  secrefarj- 
In  ihe  Diplomatic  Service  of  the  Tnited  States  of  ^Vmerira. 

Postmasteks 
arka;vha8 
Emmu  W.  Connaway  to  l>e  iK>stmaster  at   Forrest  City.  Ark., 
In  place  of  E.  W.  Ct>nnaway.     Intiimbent's  commission  explre<l 

Febrtian  2S,  1!»^^ 

CALIFORNIA 

Suide  K.  Sndth  to  be  postmaster  at  Me<:tm,  (^lif.  OfTlce 
be<-anie  presidential  July  1,  ]92i». 

UKOBOIA 

Charles  W.  Satlerfleld  to  be  postmaster  at  AdairsviUe,  Ga.,  in 
l^lai-e  of  R.  S.  Franklin,  resigned. 

Essie  C.  Ware  to  l»e  postmaster  at  Austell,  Ga.,  in  place  of 
K.  <'.  Ware.    Incnmbent's  commission  expiretl  February  27,  1929. 

James  A.  Allen  to  be  postmaster  at  I^a  Fayette,  Ga.,  in  place 
of  J.  A.  Allen.    Incinnbent's  c<»mmisslon  expireil  January  5,  192$). 

Maude  A.  Patrick  to  be  postniaster  at  Omega,  Ga.,  in  place  of 
(}.  C.  Bamberg.  remove<l. 

Clyde  S.  Young  to  l>e  iMistmaster  at  Rel)ecca,  Ga.,  In  place  of 
C   S.   Young.      Incund»cnfs   c*»mmi.ssion   expln**!    I>ecember   20, 

1928. 

HAW  An 

William  Koivs  to  be  postmaster  .'it  Il.ikalau,  Hawaii.  Office 
l>«>4-ame  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Anttiue  Nol)rlga.  jr.,  to  lx»  postmaster  at  Hauamaulu,  Hawaii. 
Ofllce  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Manuel  R.  Jardin  to  Ite  p»>stmasler  at  Kalaheo,  Hawaii.  Office 
be<ame  presi<lential  July  1,  J929. 

James  M.  Hill  to  be  postmaster  at  Kaunakakal,  Hawaii. 
iiiVu'e  l>e«ame  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

I«iwreuce  D.  A<kenuan  Jo  be  p^^stmaster  at  Kealakekua. 
Hawaii,  in  lAuce  of  T.  C.  White,  resigneil. 

Luoy  Ornelhis  lo  be  ix)stiua.ster  at  Makawao,  Hawaii.  Office 
l>e<ame  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

James  G.  Tak»  moto  to  be  postmaster  at  Naalehu.  Hawaii. 
Otlic«»  became  pri>identlul  July  1,  1929. 

KAKSAS 

Marie  C.  Walker  to  l>e  i)Ostmn.ster  at  Brr)wneil,  Knns.  o(l?<'«' 
U'ome  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

MISSISSIFI'I 

Floreuce  Churchwell  lo  be  postmaster  at  Leakesvillc,  Mi.ss..  in 
Hace  of  A.  F.  Co<ik.  remove«I. 

William  A.  Bell  to  be  postmaster  at  Morion,  Mis8.,  in  place  of 
F.  H.  Ii*iseter,  Incund>eats  commission  expired  February  10, 
1929. 

m05Ta:ta 

Benard  E.  Nel.-on  t*)  l»e  postma>*tcr  at  Malta,  M«>nt.,  in  pla<  e 
oi  R.  L.  Alldrln,  resigned. 


mSTAOA 

C4nlii  C.  Boak  to  be  poHltna«fer  at  Ton<iiah.  Nev,.  In  pla -^  of 
A,  n.  Keenan.  Im'timbeiit'H  cftinmis«|<in  cxiHreil  January  H, 
1029. 

NOmi   DAKOTA 

EllU  R.  DcimiMMi  to  be  poKtma^ter  at  Neche,  N.  IMk..  In  place 
of  F.  !.<.  Lewis,  resigned. 

Mlnule  Puach  to  be  postmaster  at  Shields  N.  Dak.  Offlco  be- 
came presidential  July  1,  1929. 

IWCTH    CABiOU.NA 

Paul  H.  Norris  to  be  postmaster  at  Partis  IslHad,  S.  C,  in 
place  of  11.  B.  Haddo(>k.  r«'move<l. 

VIBOIXIA 

Samuel  H.  Iloge  to  l»e  postma.ster  at  Roanoke.  Va.,  in  place 
of  F.  E.  EWy,  doceasctl. 

WEST  xnjGi.viA 

Jac«>l)  VV.  I'eltry  U»  l>e  ixtstmasier  at  Whlte.sville,  W.  Va..  In 
phic»«  of  Charles  Jarrell.  itmuved. 
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SENATE 

Wrj»NF-si>AT,  SrpU'^^h&r  IS,  ]!f::M^ 
(  LeffMlative  day  of  Monday.  Septrtt^lter  H,  li*2!f) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  Ih©  expiration  of 
the  recesa. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President.  1  .suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN1\     The  ebnrk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fcllowing  8<"nators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Kiug 

I^  Folletle 

McKellur 

MeMaBr<>r 

MvNary 

llOHca 

Norrlfl 

Oddl4> 

Ovt^rmaii 

l'att<>rson 

I'hlpps 

Pine 

Pittmau 

Rannd'H 

R'ibiuaon,  Ark. 

Hackett 

Sheppard 

Mr.  FESS.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Bckton]  is  detained  from  the 
Senate  by  illness.  I  a.sk  that  this  announcement  may  be  per- 
mitted to  Htaud  for  the  day. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  >«pnl<»r 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  SiiimsTEAD]  is  absent  on  ai-count 
of  Illness. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  wish  to  anuounce  that  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]  Is  necessarily  detained  from  the 
Senate  by  illness  in  his  family.  I  will  let  thlf*  announcement 
stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  desire  to  anounce  that  my  coUeagne  the 
junior  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  SrH'iirjss]  is  detained 
from  the  Senate  by  reason  of  Illness  in  his  family.  1  a.sk  that 
this  announc«neut  may  stand  for  tlie  day. 

Mr.  I'LETCHER.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  ihe 
junior  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  TrammixlI  Is  detained  from 
the  Senate  by  illness.     I  will  let  this  announwrnent  stand  for 

the  day. 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  Sevcuty-<dght  Senators  having 
an.swcrcd  to  their  names,  a  quorum  Is  i)rescnt. 

OBDiX  you.  RiacKSS 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  Pri>sideut,  I  ask  uuanimous  ci>ii^eiit  that 
when  tlie  Senate  concludi^s  its  session  to-day  It  shall  n-cess  until 
12  o'Hock  noon  to-morrow. 

llie  ^^CE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  o?»jectlon?  Tlie  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  Is  so  ordered. 

PETITIONS   ASU   MKMORIAl^ 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  follow  iug 

j«dut  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin, 

which  wa^  ordereil  to  He  on  the  table:  ^ 

Rtats  op  Wi«rov«?T». 

JoiDt  B«>Holution  111.  A 
Joint  r»^»Hition  r»>latlng  to  the  tariff  dutlea  on  lamb,  mutluii,  und  wi>f>l 
Whereaa  the  mislog  of  sheep  and  the  prodaction   of  laaab,   mutton, 
<  ihI    w«>oI    ranks    among    tbp    principal    airrlcuUnral    IndushrlM    of   thla 
country  and  Is  l>y  Do  aMMiDa  unitnporuut  Sa  Wisconaln  ;  and 


\ 


IM 


\? 


% 


i 


i^  ^ 


3700 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


Septembbb  18 


th« 


Whirras  tbia  industry  la  affected  by  foreign  competition  probibly 
more  than  any  otber  asricaltural  induatry.  as  aTldenced  by  the  Cact 
that  of  a  total  coaaamptioB  of  wool  in  tbl«  country  of  above  586.000 ,000 
poooda  In  1&28,  the  imports  amounted  to  245.000,000  pounds ;  and 

Wbereas  the  new  tariff  bill  which  has  passed  the  Uouse  of  B«pre- 
■cnUtives  sacks  to  glrs  more  sdcquate  protection  to  this  industry  by 
iiu-resKioK  the  duty  on  lamb  from  4  to  7  cenU  per  pound,  the  dot:  on 
mutton  from  2Vi  tu  5  cents  per  pound,  and  the  duty  on  raw  clotilns 
wool  from  31  to  34  cents  per  pound,  with  correspondlof  increase  i  In 
other  classes  of  wool :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

RMoiced   bv   th€  ataemtblw   {the  tenate  ooneurrimg).  That   the  L.«l8 
Uture  of  WiB4<oosin  hereby  respectfully  memorialise*  the  Senate  of] 
United  States  to  Increase  the  duties  on  lamb,  mutton,  and  wool  as 
posed  in  the  Urlff  biU,  which  has  pnssi-d  the  Hou«e  of  BepresentaUres ; 
be  it  further 

keMlred,  That  properly  attested  copies  of  thin  resolution  be  sent  to 

the  Hrenident  of  the  Heoate  of  tbs  United  States  and  to  both  of| 

Wisconsin  Senators. 

HnKBT  A.  Hrnn, 

PreHdtmt  of  the  Beita^ 

O.   O.   liDKSOM, 

CMef  Clerk  of  the  bena^ 

CuAS.  B.  PnasT, 
Speaker  of  the  Aeeemblf/ 
C.  K.  Shaitkb, 
Chief  aierk  of  the  ABtembL. 

Mr.  BLAINB  presented  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  Lefcislaiore 
of  the  Statt'  of  Wlsiconnln,  nH*nj«>rlaUxing  the  Senate  to  Incrtase 
the  duties  on  lamb,  nratton,  and  wooi.  as  propof«d  In  the  tariff 
Mil.  which  was  orderwl  to  lie  on  the  table.  (See  Joint  resolution 
prlnt»'«l  In  full  when  presented  to-day  by  the  Vice  President.) 

He  also  presented  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  Legislature  ol  the 
State  of  Wisconsin,  favoring  the  pjissage  of  legislation  provi  ling 
that,  in  connection  with  the  coiigrw<.sional  elections  of  1030. 
there  be  submitted  tc»  the  qualified  electors  of  the  several  Slates 
the  question  of  modifying  the  Volstead  Act  to  legalize  the  minu- 
facture  and  sale  of  2.75  per  cent  beer,  for  the  guidance  ol  the 
Memlters  of  C<»ngress  to  be  elected  at  that  time,  etc..  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  (See  Joint  reiolu- 
tit»n  printed  in  full  when  presented  on  the  Iflth  instant  by  the 
Vice  President.) 

ALABAMA  *   ?fKW  MlUtANS   TRAW8POBTATIOW   CO. 

Mr.  OVKRMAN.    Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  conseiit 
haTe  printed  in  the  Rkobd  and  referred  to  the  Committc^ 
the  Judiciary  a  certified  copy  of  the  petition,  order  to 
cause,  and  order  appointing  ancillary  recover  in  the  Uiited 
States  District  Tourt  of  Massachusetts  in  the  case  of  Harri^ 
Gallagher  against  Alabama  &  New  Orleans  Trunsportation 
In  which  case  Thomas  B.  FHder,  of  New  York,  was  appo^ted 
temporary  receiver.  , 

There  being  no  objecticm.  the  matter  referred  to  was  ref<  rred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  and  orderwi  to  be  prnted 
in  the  RxcoBD.  as  follows: 

U5ITKO  Statbs  or  AMsaiCA, 

Maseachueette  Dittrict,  te: 
At  a  district  court  of  fbe  United  Sutes  begun  and  holden  at  Bdston, 
within    and    for    the  district    of   Massachusetts,   on    the   first   Tuesday 
(belnir  the  third  day)  of  December,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1918. 
Before  the 

Hon.  Jamrs  M.  IfOBTON,  Jr.,  Jm^. 

No.  914 

llAHin    H.    Gallashh,    Pbtitio.xeb,    r.    Alabama    *    Naw   OB4aANs 

TlASSPOaXATION    Co.,    Dkfmdant 

IN    KQUITT 

The  petition  in  this  cause  Is  filed  In  the  clerk's  office  on  the  12tta 
day  of  February,  A.  D.  1918.  and  Is  duly  entered  at  the  present  Dum- 
ber terra  of  this  court.  A.  D.  1918.  and  is  as  foUowa : 
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To  th*  Honorable  Judge*  of  the  Umitei  Btatca  Dietrie<  Qowrt 

Diatrict  of  Masaaehueettt: 

The  petition  of  Harriet  H.  Gallacber,  a  resident  and  citisen  of 
Gr^'enwlch,  in  the  Statp  of  Rho<le  Island,  and  a  citisen  and  Inhabitant 
of    the    State    of    Rhode    Island,    n^pectfuUy    shows    and    cbarg^ 
follows : 

(1 )  That  Alabama  k  New  Orlenns  TrRiiHportation  Co.  Is  a  corpoi^tion 
ortptnized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New 
having  been  organised  under  the  provisions  of  an  act  of  the 
of  ttie  State  of  New  Jersey  entitled  "An  act  concerning  corporations, 
revMon  of  1896"  (Law8  of  189«,  ch.  185).  and  having  Its  prii  clpal 
oSce  at  15  Rxchange  Place,  Jersey  City,  and  within  the  district 
New  Jersey ;  that  said  defendant  is  a  resident  and  citisen  of  the 
of  New  Jersey  wltbla  the  OMauing  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States 


Legisl  itnre 


of 
State 


the 

East 


as 


Jersey, 


(2)  That  your  petitioner  Is  the  owner  and  holder  of  four  $1,000 
first-mortgage  6  per  cent  gold  bonds  of  the  said  defendant  corporation 
Issued  July  2,  1912.  secured  by  a  first  mortgage  on  all  the  assets  of  the 
said  corporation,  under  the  terms  and  provisions  of  which  the  Union 
Trust  Co.,  of  Detit)it,  Mich.,  is  trustee;  that  your  petitioner  became 
the  owner  of  the  said  bonds  in  the  year  1913.  and  in  the  year  191T 
the  three  remaining  bonds  of  your  petitioner  were  assigned  to  your 
petitioner  by  two  of  your  petitioner's  children.  Tour  petiUoner  la 
also  the  owner  of  10  shares  of  the  common  stock  of  said  corporation, 
evidtnced  by  certificate  No.  103,  Issued  to  your  petitioner's  son,  Henry 
M.  Gallagher,  July  2.  1913,  and  duly  sold,  assigned,  transferred,  and 
aet  over  to  petitioner  In  the  year  1917.  Petitioner  Is  likewise  the 
owner  of  two  shares  of  the  preferred  stock  of  said  corporation.  Issued 
to  your  petitioner  May  6,  191.3.  by  the  company,  and  she  ever  since 
and  now  is  the  owner  and  holder  thereof.  Your  petitioner  Is  a  stock- 
holder, creditor,  and  bondholder  of  tlie  said  corporntion  and  has  a  lien 
on  the  assets  of  the  said  corporation  by  virtue  of  the  mortgage  above 
mentioned  securing  the  first  isaue  of  bonds. 

(3)  The  ssid  defendant  has  an  authorised  Iswue  of  $2,000,000  first 
mortgage  6  per  cent  gold  bonds  of  which  bonds  to  the  extent  of  $1,945,- 
000  are  Issued  and  outstanding ;  that  an  Issue  of  second  mortgage  6  per 
cent  ainking  fund  gold  bonds  Is  Issued  and  outstanding  amounting  to 
$350,000.  with  the  American  Trust  Co.,  of  Boston.  Mass..  as  trustee. 

(4)  Your  petitioner  further  shows  and  chargM  that  the  defendant 
corporation  has  defaulted  In  the  payment  of  Interest  on  the  said  Issue 
of  $1,945,000  of  first  mortgage  bouds  and  that  no  interest  has  oeen 
paid  thereon  since  July  1,  1914,  and  that  lntere*»t  lias  l»een  due  and 
payable  and  unpaid  thereon  the  l<4t  of  each  July  and  January  commenc- 
ing July  1,  1914  ;  that  $300  Interest  ht  now  due  and  payable  on  each  of 
your  petitioner's  twnds  and  all  of  the  bonds  issued  under  the  $taid  issue ; 
that  the  said  defendant  corporation  has  dii<posed  of  some  of  its  acisets ; 
that  a  corporation  has  been  formed  or  is  about  to  he  formed  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  over  the  remaining  nnsets  of  the  defendant  corpora- 
tion and  that  the  said  corporation  is  in  truth  and  in  fact  fnsolvent  and 
unable  to  pay  Its  debts,  and  can  not  continue  business  with  safety  to  the 
public  and  advantage  to  its  stockholders. 

(51  Petitioner  further  shows  that  on  February  10,  1919,  she  filed 
a  bin  of  complaint  In  the  DUtrict  Court  of  the  IJnited  States  for 
the  District  of  New  Jersey  against  the  said  Alabama  &  New  Orleans 
Transportation  Co.,  praying  that  the  said  defendant  c'ori>oratioa  might 
be  adjudged  to  be  insolvent ;  that  an  injunction  might  Issue  re- 
straining the  said  defendant  and  its  officers  and  agents  from  selling, 
assigning,  transferring,  dispo^ing  of,  or  eocumberiug  the  assott)  of  the 
defendant,  and  praying  that  a  re<-eiver  might  be  appointed  for  the 
creditors  and  stockholders  of  the  said  defendant  corporation,  and  for 
such  other  and  further  relief  as  the  court  might  give. 

(6)  Petitioner  further  shows  that  upon  the  filing  of  said  bill  of  com- 
plaint Hon.  Thomas  G.  Haight,  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  District  Court 
of  the„  United  States  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey,  and  the  said 
District  Court  of  the  United  SUtes  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey  did 
make  and  enter  Its  order  and  decree  (a  certified  copy  whereof  is  hereto 
annexed,  hereby  made  a  part  hereof  and  referred  to  for  certainty), 
wherein  the  said  court,  which  had  Jurisdiction  of  the  said  defendant 
corporation,  did  adjudge  the  suid  defendant  corporation  to  be  insolvent 
and  did  enjoin  and  restrain  the  ofllcers,  agents,  directors,  attorneys, 
and  servants  of  the  defeudsnt  corporation  from  selling,  assigning, 
transferring,  and  disposing  of  tht"  aswot.s  of  the  defendant  corporation, 
except  to  the  said  receiver,  and  directing  the  officers,  agents,  and 
attorneys  of  the  said  defen<lant  corporation  to  deliver  to  the  receiver 
therein  named  all  of  the  books,  peptrs.  choses  in  action,  and  property 
of  every  description  of  the  said  defendant  corporation  to  Thomas  B. 
Feldcr,  receiver  of  the  defendant,  Alalwma  &  New  Orleans  Transporta- 
tion Co.,  as  by  reference  to  the  said  onler  above  referred  to  will  more 
fully  and  at  large  appear 

(7)  Petitioner  further  shows  that  section  68  of  "An  act  concerning 
corporations  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey,"  under  which  the  said 
receiver  was  appointed,  provid»>«  ixti  follows  : 

"AH  the  real  and  personal  property  of  an  insolvent  corporation, 
wheresoever  situate,  and  all  Its  franchises,  rights,  privllegeM,  and  effects, 
shall  upon  the  appointment  of  a  receiver  forthwith  vest  in  him,  and  the 
corporation  shall  be  divested  of  the  title  thereto." 

(8)  Your  petitioner  further  shows  that  said  Thomas  B.  Felder, 
receiver  as  aforesaid,  has  duly  filed  his  bond  as  provided  In  the  saki 
order,  which  bond  has  been  duly  approved  as  required  therein,  and  the 
said  receiver  has  accepted  the  burden  of  the  trust  reposed  in  him. 

(9)  Your  petitioner  further  shows  and  charges  that  the  books  and 
papers  of  the  defendant,  Alabama  &  New  Orleans  Transportation  Co., 
and  also  certain  assets  of  said  defendant  corporation  are  located  in 
Boston,  Mass.,  and  in  the  Jurisdiction  of  this  honorable  court. 

Your  petitioner  therefore  prays : 

(1)  That  your  honors  may  adjudge  the  said  defendant  corporation 
to  be  insolvent. 

(2)  That  an  injunction  may  issue  enjoining  and  restraining  the  de- 
fendant corporation,  It.s  ofllcers.  agent,'<.  and  attorneys  from  selling,  as- 
signing, transferring,  or  otberwiiic  disposing  of  any  of  Its  assets  within 
the  Jurisdiction  of  this  honorable  court  to  any  person  other  than  to 
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the  receiver  above  named  :  and  may  direct  the  said  defendant  corpora- 
tion, its  officers.  .Tjri'nts,  and  attorneys  to  deliver  to  the  said  re<;ciA-er 
all  of  the  aitsets  of  every  kind,  nature,  and  description  of  the  defendant 
corjwratlon,  and  nil  of  its  book*  and  pap'-rn  to  the  said  receiver. 

l.H)  That  the  court  may  appoint  the  enid  receiver  so  appointed  by  the 
l>iKtrtct  Court  of  the  United  Stat^  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey  as 
ancillary  re<"eiver  to  take  Into  his  possesjdon  and  hold  until  the  further 
order  of  the  <H>nrt  all  the  prop«'rtJ  ■"'s  8t>ove  mentioned  of  the  said  de- 
fendant i-orporallon  within  the  ototrii^  of  this  honorable  court,  and 
that  pro<-ess  In  due  form  of  law  may  Issue  out  of  this  honorable  court 
requiring  the  defendant  to  answer  and  abide  by  and  perform  tbe  decree 
of  thli  honorable  court  in  the  premises,  and  for  such  other  and  further 
relief  as  may  lj<>  agreeable  to  injuKy  and  good  conscience. 

And  your  petltKmer  will  e\er  pray.  etc. 

Jambs  D.  Cahtkntbk,  Jr.. 

Solicitor  of  PrtilioHfi. 
Htati  op  New  Jkrskt, 

Ceitnty  of  Hudton,  as; 

James  I>.  Carpenter,  jr.,  of  full  a^e,  iM-liig  duly  Hworn  according  to 
law.  upon  bis  oath  deposes  and  says  that  he  is  an  attorney  and  coun- 
aelor  at  law  of  the  State  of  .New  Jersey,  a  member  of  tlic  bar  of  the 
District  Coiirt  of  the  Uniietl  States  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
and  the  Supremo  Court  of  the  Tnited  States,  and  Is  sttoraey  and 
solicitor  for  ibe  petitioner  descrlbeil  In  the  foregoing  petition;  that 
he  has  read  the  foregoing  pt'tition,  knows  the  contents  thereof,  and 
tluit  the  mutters  and  things  tlien>in  contain«-d  are  true  to  tbe  best  of 
bis  knowled?^.  Information,  and  belief.  Particularly  Is  it  true  that 
tbe  bill  of  complaint  within  described  was  duly  (lied  und  that  tbe 
order,  a  certified  copy  whereof  is  hereto  annexed,  was  made  by  the 
lilstrict  Court  of  the  United  Sutes  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey. 
The  District  Court  of  New  Jersey  in  fixing  the  amount  of  the  receiver's 
bond  had  in  contemplation  the  assets  in  Ma-^sarhusetts  that  would  be 
rp<>elTed  by  the  receiver. 

James  D.  CAaric.vTEK,  Jr. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  Iwforc  me  this  11th  day  of  February,  1919, 
[sr.Mt.]  Alios  M.  Botlb. 

Tiotarti  Public  of  Xrtc  Jrisry,  duly  commieeionid  and  ticorn. 


Initkii  Kt.*tk.s  DisnucT  Cocur  kob  thk  Distkict  i>k  Nbw  Jrbshy 

IX  »iriry — ukdkb  to  show  cacsb 

Between     Harriet    II.    Gallagher,    complainant,    and    Alabsima    A    New 
Orleans  Transportation  Co.,  defendant 

I'lntD  rea«llug  and  filing  the  bill  of  comiHalnt  In  the  above-entitled 
cuust.'  and  upon  consideration  of  the  affidavit  annexed  thereto,  and  it 
Appearing  to  the  court  that  the  defendant  corporation  has  ceased  to 
transact  business  and  that  the  officers  thereof  have  commenc»-d  to  wind 
up  the  nffairs  of  the  snid  corporation  and  plan  to  dispose  of  the  assets 
ther<x»f  to  a  corporation  fonned  or  to  be  formed  for  the  purirase ;  and  it 
further  appearing  that  the  said  defendant  corporation  is  Insolvent  and 
that  the  business  of  jiaid  corporation  can  not  be  conducted  with  safety 
to  the  public  and  advantage  to  the  stockholders ;  and  it  further  appear- 
ing that  In  order  that  the  asst'ts  of  tbe  company  may  be  equitably 
.tdnilnistered  and  the  assets  preserved,  It  Is  necessary  that  a  receiver 
be  appointe<l  to  wind  up  the  affairs  of  the  company  under  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  COTirt, 

It  is  on  tills  10th  day  of  February,  1919,  on  motion  of  MeDermott 
&  Rnright.  of  counsel  with  the  complainant. 

OrHertd,  That  the  defendant.  Alaliama  ft  New  Orleans  Transportation 
Co.,  a  corporation,  its  officers  and  agents,  show  csiukc  before  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  tlie  District  of  New  Jersey,  at  tbe 
I>0!«t.offlce  building  in  the  city  of  Newark,  N.  J.,  on  Monday,  the  17th 
day  of  B'ebruary,  1919,  at  the  hour  of  10..%  o'clwk  in  the  forenoon  of 
said  day,  why  a  receiver  of  the  said  defendant,  Alabama  &  New  Orbnins 
Transportation  Co.,  should  not  \)C  appointed,  and  why  an  injunction 
.xbould  not  issue  enjoining  and  restraining  the  suid  corporation  from 
exercising  any  of  its  privileges  and  franchises,  all  as  prayed  for  In  the 
l»in  of  complaint  filed  hen'in. 

Further  ordered.  That  in  tlie  mt-antlme  and  until  the  furtlier  or<ler 
of  the  court  the  defondant  corporation,  its  otBcers,  attorneys,  and  agents, 
be  enjoined  and  rettralned  from  further  exercising  any  of  its  privileges 
or  franchises,  or  from  paying  out,  selling,  assigning,  tran-sferring,  or 
In  anywi.^ie  dli^posiiig  of  or  cncuml>ering  any  of  its  aswts.  moneys,  funds, 
lands,  tenements,  or  effects,  except  to  the  receiver  appointed  by  this 
<-ourt,  or  until  the  court  shall  otherwise  order. 

Furlhrr  ordered,  Tliat  Thomas  B.  Folder,  of  New  York,  be,  and  he 
hereby  is,  appointed  temporary  receiver  of  the  said  defendant  company, 
with  full  power  and  rnithorlty  to  demand,  sue  for,  collect,  receive,  and 
take  into  his  possession  all  the  goods  and  chattels,  rights  and  credits, 
moneys  and  effects,  land.s  and  tenements,  books  ol  all  nature,  papor«, 
choses  in  action,  notes  and  property  of  every  description  of  the  cor- 
l>oration,  and  to  Institute  suits  at  law  or  In  equity  for  the  recovery  of 
any  estate,  property.  daroas»*s,  or  demands  existing  in  favor  of  the  cor- 
poration, and  to  hold  the  same  until  the  further  order  of  the  court  In 
the  prem'-sca. 


Further  ordered,  That  the  defendaat  and  Its  oaeera,  agent",  Bttomeya. 
and  employees  and  all  oth«»r  persons  forthwith  deliver  to  said  recriver 
all  property  of  every  nature  belonging  to  the  defendant  cor|>oration. 

Further  ordered.  That  tbe  creditors  of  said  corporation  and  tnistee* 
under  all  Us  issues  of  bonds  be,  and  they  hereby  are,  n<stratDe<l  fn.m 
nsing  our  process  againat  the  defendant  corporation,  to  take  poHsevMion 
of  any  of  its  assets,  and  from  paying  out  to  the  holders  of  bonds  Issued 
by  s:ild  corporation  any  moneys  n..w  In  the  hands  of  tlie  said  tnwtees 
<>xcept  upon  application  and  permisalon  of  tltis  court. 

Further  ordered.  That  notice  of  this  order  be  mailed  to  all  of  the 
creditors,  bondholdf^rs,  and  stockholders  of  tbe  defendant  corporation 
within  four  days  from  the  date  hereof  addres-sed  to  said  rredltom,  bond 
holders,  and  stockholders  at  their  respective  post-office  addresses  as  tbe 
same  appear  upon  tbe  books  of  tbe  <<ompany,  and  that  a  c»«rtlfled  eopy 
of  this  order  and  of  the  bill  of  complaint  and  annexed  affidavit  !>•> 
served  upon  the  defendant  eon>oratlon  by  service  upon  the  reicistered 
agent  of  tbe  defendant  corporation  in  tbe  State  of  New  Jersey  on  or 
before  February  11.  1019. 

Further  ordered.  That  suid  receiver  N'fore  entt^rlng  opon  tbe  duties 
of  his  trust  shaft  enter  into  Iwnd  with  suflldent  surety  to  ihe  T'nite^l 
States  (n  the  penal  sum  of  $10,000,  conditioned  that  be  will  well  and 
truly  perform  the  duties  of  bis  office  and  obey  such  orders  of  the  court 
as  may  be  made  from  rime  to  time  In  the  pri>ml8e«.  which  bond  sbali  Im 
approved  as  to  form  and  sufficiency  by  any  l'aite<i  States  comrots.^ioner 
of  this  court  and  filed  with  the  clerk  of  this  coort. 

Thomas  G.  Haioht, 
United  ftatrg  Dietrirt  Jud.je. 

X  1  rue  copy  : 

[.sKUU]  GBOBr;K  T.  (^'bammcb,  Clerk. 

Charljcs  S.  Chbvrif.r,  Drputy, 

lndorse«l 

iNirU)   STATMH    DiSTBlOl    (.'UUKT  FOR  THE   DiSTBICT   OT   NKW    JkB««T 
IN    BqriTT OKDK8   TO   SHOW    CAHSr 

BetwiH'n  Harriet  II.  Gallagher,  complainnnt,  and  .Vlabama  &  New  Orb^nns 
Transportation   Co..  defendant 

Mcliermott  &  Kuright,  solicitors  of  complainant.  Filed  February  10, 
1919,  at  5  o'clock  p.  m.     George  T.  Crammer,  clerk. 

On  tbe  said  12tb  day  of  February,  A.  D.  1919,  the  foilowltij;  uider 
appointing  ancillary  receiver  was  entered  : 

UKDKK   APrUI.VTI.M2    ANCILL.AJtY    KECKIVBB 

Morton,  J. :  Upon  reading  and  filing  the  verified  petition  of  Hurri)>i  U. 
Gallagher,  wherein  it  appears  that  tJie  defendant  Alalwuia  &  N<-w 
Orleans  Transportation  Co.  is  insolvent  and  unable  to  continue  its  busi- 
ness with  safety  to  the  stockholders  and  creditors,  and  that  tbe  said 
eorftoration  has  been  adjudged  to  be  insolvent  by  the  District  t^ourt  of 
the  United  States  for  the  District  of  New  Jerse.v,  snd  that  said  cor- 
poration is  a  corporation  organited  and  existing  under  the  iawti  of  the 
State  of  New  Jersey,  and  that  the  said  District  Court  of  the  United 
Slates  for  the  Idstrtct  of  New  Jersey  had  jurisdiction  over  the  said 
corporation,  and  tliat  Thomas  B.  Felder,  of  New  York,  has  l»een  ap- 
pointed temporary  receiver  of  such  corporation  by  the  District  Court  of 
the  United  States  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey,  and  has  qualitlid  as 
such  receiver  and  filed  his  Iwnd  as  required  by  bis  order  of  appoint luent, 
and   good  cause  appearing. 

It  is  on  this  12th  doy  of  February,  1919. 

Ordered,  That  Thomas  B.  Felder,  of  New  York,  tM',  and  he  IxTeby  Is, 
appointed  temporary  ancillary  receiver  of  the  said  defendant  corporation 
with  full  power  and  authority  to  demand,  sue  for,  collect,  receive,  and 
take  into  his  possession  all  tlie  goods  and  chattels,  rights  and  cr«<lits. 
moneys  and  effects,  lands  and  tenements,  books  of  all  nature,  paiM^r*, 
choses  in  action,  notes  and  prop«rty  of  every  description  of  the  cor- 
poration, and  to  institute  suits  at  law  or  in  equity  for  tbe  recovery  of 
any  estate,  property,  damages,  snd  demands  existing  in  favor  of  tlu; 
corporation,  and  to  hold  the  same  until  the  further  ord'-r  of  the  court 
in  the  premises. 

Further  ordered.  That  the  defendant  and  Its  officers,  agents,  attor- 
neys and  employees  and  all  other  p*>rsons  forthwith  dellTcr  to  said 
receiver  all  property  of  every  nature  belonging  to  the  defendant  cor- 
poration. 

Further  ordered,  That  tbe  creditors  of  said  corporation  and  trustees 
under  all  Its  Issues  of  bonds  be.  and  they  hereby  are,  restrained  from 
suing  out  proc^-ss  against  the  defendant  corporation  to  take  possession  of 
any  of  Its  assets,  and  from  paying  out  to  tbe  holders  of  bonds  Issocd  by 
said  corporation  any  moneys  now  In  the  bands  of  the  said  trustees, 
except  upon  application  and  permission  of  this  court. 

Further  ordered.  That  a  true  copy  of  this  order  and  of  tbe  petition  and 
annexed  affidavit,  which  may  be  certified  to  be  true  cople.<4  by  the  said 
recelrer,  or  bis  ■olidtor,  Ije  served  upon  Vincent  Goldthwalte,  treasurer 
of  the  defendant  corporation,  personally  or  by  leaving  tbe  said  copies 
at  bis  office  In  the  city  of  Boston,  Mass.,  or  upon  Messrs.  Barker  it 
Wood,  attorneys  for  said  corporation,  nt  tbelr  offices  in  Boston,  Mass., 
witbin  two  days  from  the  date  hereof. 
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Fmrth^r  or4ere4.  That  until  the  further  ord«r  of  the  court  no  b>nd 
■luiU  be  requlr»'d  of  the  anriUary  rect-lvcr.  It  appetirtng  to  the  wurt 
tluit  ttM»  court  of  ortfcinal  Jurl!»dirtlon  Id  fixing  the  amount  of  bond  t|)Ok 
into  coiiaideratlon  the  prnpi*r(y  In  the  district  of  Massnchuwtta. 

WItnrM.  the  Hon.  Jam(>a  M.  Morton.  Jr..  JudRe  of  aaid  court  and  the 
aeal  tbt-reof  at  Botfton,  in  said  dictrlct.  thia  12th  day  of  February,  A.  D. 
1919. 

(■iUI..  ]  MaBT   S.    PBBNDHKnAflT, 

Deputy  ClerU 
On  th«'  18th  day  of  Febmary.  A.  D.  1919,  the  following  final  orjler 
U  euti>rcd  by  couseot  : 

rtNAL    OKDKK    DI8CHAUUI.NU    KECaiVU 

Mi>non,  J.  :  CouDHel  for  the  ret-elfer  of  the  aboTC-named  def^nd^nt 
coniienting  hereto. 

It  la  on  this  18tb  day  of  February.  1918, 

Or<k-red.  adjuclgi'd,  and  decr(<e<l  that  the  order  of  thla  court  made  khe 
llfth  ilay  of  tVl.ruary.  1919.  appointing  Thomaa  B.  Felder.  of  New  Y<rk 
temporary  ancillarr  receiver  of  the  defendant  Alal>ama  k  New  Orleiina 
Transportation  Co.,  and  dinHrting  that  the  said  defendant,  its  ofRan, 
agentM,  and  attorneys  deliver  to  him  all  the  books,  papers,  and  asiets 
of  the  said  defendant  ct)ii»oration.  be  and  the  same  ia  hereby  vacated 

Furlhtr  ortiertd.  That  tlie  petition  flle<l  herein  for  the  appcintmentj  of 
an   ancillary   receiver  be,   and    the   same    is   hereby,   dismissed   without 
coats  of  either  party  ugainKt  the  other. 
District  Cotnrr  or  th«  ITxitkd  Statics, 

Diatrict  of  Ma$Mavhuaetta: 

I.  Jameu  S.  Allen,  clerk  of  the  IHstrict  Court  of  the  United  Stfljtes 
for  the  District  of  Massachust^t ts.  do  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing 
Is  a  true  copy  of  the  record  of  the  district  court,  in  the  cause  In  siiid 
district  court,  entitled  No.  914  equity.  Harriet  H.  Gallagher,  petitloi  er 
I.  .\labama  k  New  Orleans  Transportation  Co.,  defendant,  now  de^r 
mined  in  Mi  id  district  court. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  hereuntu  set  my  hand  and  afllx  the  seaii  of 
■aid  court,  at  Boston,  In  said  district,  this  11th  day  of  February,  aJ  D. 
192«. 

[8BAL.]  James  S:  Aixut,  Cleri 

BTLL   INTROnTX^llS} 

Mr.  CAPPER  introdaood  a  hill  (S.  1719)  prantingr  a  pension 
to  George  William  Trull  (with  accompanying  pujiers),  wh  ch 
was  read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

AMEMDUOTT  TO   THC  TAKtTT  BUX 

Mr.    FLETCHER   submitted   an    amendment   intended    to   l>e 
proposed   by  him   to  House  bill  2667.  the  tariff  revision    qill 
which  was  onlered  to  lie  on  the  table  ami  to  be  printed. 

KKW    KNQIJU«D    SHCW   PBODCCTION 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  ITesident.  I  desire  to  have  printed  in  the 
Rbcobo  a  paragraph  from  Hide  aud  Leather,  under  date  of  S|ep- 
tember  7.  1929,  with  reference  to  the  production  of  shoes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  ia  so  ordeifed. 

The  matter  referred  to  it!  a8  follows: 

(From  Hide  and  Leather.  S«>ptember  7,  1929] 
The  Flmt  National  Bank  of  Boston  this  week  says  that  New  Eng- 
land shoe  factories  ar<-  very  buny.  Itaaed  on  preMminary  reports.  July 
shoe  production  in  this  section  was  more  than  3  per  cent  above  Ji  ne 
At  the  present  time  New  Knglaud  shoe  plants  are  speeding  up  tl  elr 
operating  scbeduW  in  anticipation  of  the  largest  volume  of  fall  t>i8i- 
nes.s  during  a  i)eace-time  period.  According  to  preliminary  figures,  the 
output  of  bootn  and  shoes  in  the  New  England  district  for  the  first  »e  ren 
mon'h.s  wjis  over  70,000.000  pairs,  representing  a  gain  of  more  than  5 
per  cent  ovpr  the  same  months  of  last  year.  The  aggregate  gain 
production  of  .shoe  factories  outside  of  New  England  for  this  same  pe^od 
was  4..1  per  cent. 

US\TTLJKO    l»r    "LINCOLN    THE   DEX.\TE2 "    AT    FR£Ea^>RT,    ILl.. 

Mr.  MOSES.  Mr.  I»reHident.  on  the  27th  of  last  August 
Fnvport.  III.,  on  the  .^eventy-lirst  anniversary  of  the  Lincan 
DougIa«  debate,  a  statue  of  "  Lincoln  the  Debater "  was  in- 
Telled.  One  of  the  addres.v;«'s  delivered  on  that  ix-casion  nas 
already  been  print»nl  in  the  Re4.?oiu>.  I  now  ask  unanimous  cfn- 
seut  to  print  in  the  Record  an  ad<lress  delivered  on  that  occasion 
by  Dr.  John  Wesley  Hill,  chancellor  of  the  Lincoln  Memoifal 
University,  of  Cuml>erland  Gap,  Tenn. 

There  being  no  ol>jection,  the  address  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Recobo.  as  follows: 

ADDUrsM     ItRLIVKRao    BT    DC     .TOH.N     WB8L,CY     HILL.    CRANCCLLOB    OF    tJUE 
UMCOLM    MIMOBIAL   C.XIVSKSrrT 

^l""  Chairman  and  fellow  citisens.  I  bring  to  this  noUble  occasion  ih« 
greetings  and  congratulations  of  Lincoln  Memorial  University.  It  ia 
appropriate  that  this,  institution,  founded  at  Cumberland  Gap,  the  Ini  er- 
•ection  of  Tenneawe,  Kentucky,  and  VirglnU,  by  the  battle-scarred  i  et- 
•ran.  Gen.  O.  O.  Howard,  at  the  suggetitloa  of  Liacoln,  t»t  the  educa 


at 


tional  uplift  of  the  descendnnts  of  the  American  ploneera,  th«  stock 
from  which  Lincoln  came,  should  Join  in  these  felicitutlons  and  offer  at 
the  shrine  of  "  Lincoln,  the  debater,"  this  tribute  to  "  Lincoln,  the 
Inspired  leader." 

Great  leaders  are  priceless.  The  centuries  are  the  silent  pricate  that 
enthrone  them.  When  the  investment  a  man  makes  of  himself  In  his 
own  day  yields  lncrea.'»ing  dividends  in  succeeding  days  It  Is  evident  that 
he  did  not  receive  his  dues  while  l^Uved.  Postmortem  eulogy  is  only 
back  pay.  History  can  neither  be  Wrttered  nor  bribed.  Its  verdict  is 
final.  Opinions  at  last  ripen  Into  Judgment.  Eulogies  expiate  epithets ; 
beatitudes  are  bestowed  where  bread  was  once  begrudged.  It  T7aa  the 
Galilean  who  declared,  "A  prophet  is  not  without  honor  save  In  his  own 
country."  That  is  true  of  all  the  prophets  ;  stones  have  been  their  bread 
and  bed.  Lincoln's  was  no  exception  to  this  rule.  He  was  slandered 
and  maligned,  criticixed  and  cartooned,  asMiiled  and  assussinated. 
To-day  he  is  pedestaled  in  the  Westminster  of  universal  love. 

Wo  are  ntlll  too  near  the  epoch  in  which  he  wrought  to  make  an  accu- 
rate ineasuremt-nt  of  his  greatness.  As  we  study  the  slowly  revolving 
crystal  of  his  life  we  catch  the  intermingling  of  those  great  qunlKies 
which  were  wrought  Into  his  character — meekness  without  stupidity, 
patience  without  indolence,  courage  without  ra.shness,  caution  without 
fear,  reason  without  infidelity,  faith  without  superstition,  justice  without 
vlndictlveness,  patriotism  without  ostentation,  statesmanship  without 
sensation,  and  progress  without  revolution. 

He  has  grown  more  since  his  tran.slation  than  any  other  man  In 
history. 

What  Is  the  secret  of  his  ever  eniarKlng  Influence?  It  Is  not  In  hb< 
statesmanship  nor  In  his  oratory  nor  in  his  nmHziug  common  sense. 
Hamilton  was  a  greater  statesman;  Webster  hl!<  superior  as  an  orator; 
while  Franklin,  the  practical  philosopher,  colue<i   more  maxims. 

Wliat  then  is  the  secret  of  Lincoina  growing  Influence?  When  a  man 
discerns  and  appropriates  the  purpose  the  Infinite  projects  into  the 
period  in  which  he  lives,  he  is  lifted  into  Immortality  by  the  power  of 
that  purpose.  Copernicus  Is  enthroned  in  the  astronomic  world  ;  IMato 
in  the  philosophic ;  Darwin  in  the  biologic.  Lincoln's  throne  Is  not  In 
any  of  these  The  Ideal  wliich  he  discovero<l  wa.**  not  revealed  In  the 
material  nor  in  the  philos<>pbic,  nor  in  the  biologic,  but  in  the  human. 
He  became  the  interpreter  of  spiritual  law — the  divine  purpose  In  rela- 
tion to  humanity.  He  did  not  delve  into  roclis  and  fusHilx.  but  Into 
spiritual  realities — liberty.  c<juality.  honesty,  charity,  courage,  courtesy, 
for^veness,  fidelity  to  duty.  The  world  may  forget  the  astronomer, 
philosopher,  and  biologist,  but  down  to  the  end  of  time  humanity  will 
read  over  and  over  again  the  .oimple  story  of  the  tears  and  tenderness, 
the  pity  and  patience,  the  heroism  and  martyrdom  of  Abraham  Lincoln. 

Ami  what  was  the  great  thought  with  which  Lincoln  became  Iden- 
tified^— the  principle  which  he  discerned  and  to  which  he  dedicated  bis 
life?  It  was  that  of  the  divine  right  of  liberty  in  man — equal  oppor- 
tunity for  all  on  the  ground  of  our  common  humanity.  That  la  the 
principle  laid  bare  by  Lincoln,  the  cardinal  principle  of  democracy.  That 
America  adheres  in  practice  to  this  principle — Lincoln  is  the  answer. 
See  him  rising  from  the  lowest  to  the  highest ;  no  feudal  classes,  no 
Inherited  l>irthrightB.  no  legal  privileges  restraining  his  march.  To  be 
of  the  people,  for  them,  and  In  touch  with  them ;  to  work  for  their 
welfare  and  elevation,  to  believe  that  one's  interest  Is  their  Interest ; 
this  Im  democracy  in  action  and  thla  b.  Abraham  Lincoln.  This  la  Lin- 
coln throughout  his  whole  career;  in  the  White  House,  ao  less  than  In 
his  father's  log  cabin  on  the  farm  or  In  the  humble  lawyer's  cottage  at 
Springfield.  The  plain  unassuming  citlaen.  the  kindly  hearted  neight>or, 
the  advocate  of  the  poor  man,  the  counselor  of  the  widow,  the  dispenser 
of  mercy ;  never  arrogant,  never  haughty,  ever  the  servant  of  his 
fellows. 

Ah,  the  democratic  Lincoln !  Who  Is  so  un-American  as  not  to 
admire,  not  to  love  him,  not  to  see  in  him.  through  his  whole  career 
the  exempUfic-ation  of  Americanism.  And  in  the  light  of  this  revel.ition. 
we  love  the  very  excesses  of  his  democracy,  the  overpiainness  of  manner 
and  of  dress ;  his  neglect  of  social  forms,  his  averaion  to  the  trappings 
of  official  dignity— unnect-asary  survivals,  one  might  he  tempted  to  say, 
of  the  backwoods  and  the  prairies,  yet.  those  strange,  and  at  times 
grotesque  peculiarities  were  the  trade  marks  of  bis  greatness. 

Painters  often  overdraw  their  lines,  to  make  the  more  striking  and 
Impressive  the  subUe  meaning  of  their  pencils  ;  and  so.  In  heroes  whom 
God  would  lift  Into  the  wondering  gase  of  the  world,  there  are  the  seem- 
ing excesses  of  their  characteristics,  so  that  they  can  not  be  easily 
passed  by  or  forgotten.  It  is  not  necessary  that  every  true  American 
should  at  some  period  of  his  life  have  driven  a  fiatlwat  on  the  waters 
of  the  Mississippi,  nor  split  ralLs  in  the  forest,  nor  lived  in  a  3-faced 
shack.  It  is  not  "necessary  that  the  true  American  should  bring  Into 
his  station  of  life  the  rural  manners  of  the  backwoods,  nor  the  uncon- 
ventional airs  of  the  frontier,  nor  Is  the  extraordinary  ever  to  become 
the  oniinary. 

This  is  needed  for  the  true  American  :  That  he  hold  the  lowest  place 
In  the  social  edifice  to  be  as  bonoratile  as  the  highest.  If  duty  attached 
to  It  Is  well  done ;  that  he  hold  the  lowest  place  to  be  the  starting  point 
to  the  highest.  If  merit  adorns  the  occupant  and  that  he  hold  himself, 
whaterer  his  station  In  life,  to  be  the  servant  of  hU  country  and  of  his 
fellowman.     That  thia  lesson  be  Uugbt  beyond  possible  faUure,  ther* 
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must  be  nn  exemplar  by  whom  It  Is  to  be  revealed  in  manner  that  may 
be  seen  and  beard  beyond  the  possibility  of  misunderstanding. 

And  BO,  In  the  order  of  divine  Providence,  Abraham  Lincoln  appears 
as  the  prophet  of  a  new  day.  the  herald  of  the  dawn  of  brotherhood, 
the  Incarnation  of  all  the  concealed  attd  revealed  wealth  of  American- 
ism, the  emtwdlment  of  the  divine  Ideal  of  equal  liberty  for  all.  That 
this  was  his  contribution  to  America  Is  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  to  day 
Lincoln  and  liberty  are  interchangeable  t^rms,  that  no  one,  certainly  no 
American,  can  think  of  the  one  without  the  other.  It  was  Lincoln's 
discernment  of  this  divine  right  of  lllvrty  that  strengthened  him  for 
that  deathless  epoch  In  which  be  towered  like  the  colossus  of  the  des<>rt, 
from  his  girth  up,  above  ail  the  neighboring  gods  standing  upright  on 
their  pedestals.  It  became  to  bim  a  sort  of  religion,  inspiring  him  to 
strip  slavery  of  Its  economic  and  political  aspects  and  test  it  In  the 
crucible  of  Justice.  Others  might  discuss  surface  phases,  but  to  Lincoln 
it  was  a  question  of  right  or  wrong. 

In  his  Cooper  Union  speech  he  declared :  "  If  slavery  Is  right,  all 
words,  acts,  laws,  and  constitutions  against  it  are  themselves  wrong  and 
should  be  silenced  and  swept  away.  If  it  is  right,  we  can  not  Justly 
object  to  its  unlverwtllty.  All  the  adviK-ates  of  slavery  ask  we  could 
readily  grant  if  we  thought  slavery  right.  All  we  usk  they  could  readily 
grant  if  they  tboun^ht  It  wrong."  These  axiomatic  declarations  lifted 
the  slavery  controvcrs-y  out  of  mere  sectional  and  partisan  contention 
to  the  lofty  heights  of  pure  morality.  The  timeservers  of  the  day  did 
not  take  to  fhi.s  setting  of  the  Issue.  Every  phase  of  eipe<llency,  every 
shadf  of  selfishness,  every  species  of  political  sophistry,  every  sanction 
of  tradition  and  theology  were  Invoked  to  e8ca[>e  the  crisis  which  was 
at   hand. 

At  the  Nation's  Capital  the  book  of  the  old  order  was  closing,  while 
upon  the  plains  of  Illinois  a  prophetic  scroll  was  unrolling  as  yet 
Inscnitihle  to  all  save  the  quaint,  gaunt  man  of  the  prairies.  The  hour 
had  struck  for  a  shufning  of  the  dry  bones  of  democracy.  Once  and 
for  all  the  least  and  bumhlest,  the  most  simple  and  unpretentious  of 
men  was  tu  dispel  the  illusion  that  knowledge  Is  confined  to  books, 
wisdom  to  schools,  power  to  patronage '.  Once  and  for  all  he  was  to 
deniunstrate  the  omnipotence  of  truth  and  the  reign  of  the  Eternal. 

One  gladiator  of  the  old  order  remained  unmoved  and  undisturbed 
in  the  (lawn  of  the  new.  Stephen  A.  Douglas,  with  his  Soman  mien  and 
Atheuiuu  polish  and  giand  manner,  master  of  invi-ctivc,  fluent,  bold, 
magnetic,  and  popular,  stood  as  a  modern  Goliath  for  the  extension  and 
preservation  of  the  Institution  of  slavery.  He  stood,  the  seasoned  vet- 
eran that  he  wiis.  without  a  comparison  In  political  genius,  rooted  and 
grounded  in  brilliant  achievements,  having  successfully  filled  the  posi- 
tions of  State's  attorney,  member  of  the  Illinois  Legislature,  registrar 
of  land.  Judge  of  the  State  supreme  court.  Member  of  Congress,  and 
I'nite<i  States  Senator.  A  story  of  political  advancement  without  com- 
IMrison.  with  the  possllJe  exception  of  Henry  Clay. 

In  the  Senate  he  rose  to  uuqucstioned  leadership;  in  his  party  his 
influence  was  commanding,  be  having  barely  missed  Its  nomination  to 
the  Presidi-ncy  In  1856.  which  be  was  ready  to  gra.sp  In  1860.  It  was 
against  this  Douglas,  the  man  of  organizing  ^nius.  the  favorite  of  his 
party  in  Illinois  and  throughout  the  Nation,  at  home  on  the  platform 
and  in  the  forum,  the  debater,  the  orator,  the  scholar,  the  Impersonation 
of  power  and  victory,  that  the  humble  prairie  lawyer  stood  that  day 
at  Freeport.  It  was  a  contest  between  liberty  and  bondage,  reason  and 
rhetoric,  progntus  aud  det^'adence.  Douglas  was  a  rhetorical  fencing 
master,  skilled  In  maneuver,  with  scarcely  an  equal  on  the  stump,  while 
in  the  Senate  b<!  was  feared  by  the  most  brilliant  for  his  instantaneous 
wit  and  enthralling  eloquence.  He  was  short,  plump,  and  audacious. 
Lincoln  was  long  and  gaunt,  "  like  a  skeleton  in  clothes  "  ;  cool,  undis- 
mayed, serene.  The  one  was  educate<l  and  polished ;  the  other  primitive 
and  untrained,  who  would  not  take  the  risk  of  t>elng  "  merely  learned." 
I>ou);]as  had  the  assurance  of  a  man  of  authority  :  Lincoln  the  instinct 
of  a  disciple  of  the  truth,  controlled  by  reason  and  steadied  by  humor — 
"  the  balance  i)ole  of  his  genius,  enabling  htm  to  cross  the  most  giddy 
heights  without  stumbling." 

Ilouglas  was  pyrotechnic;  Lincoln  as  steady  as  the  polar  star.  Doug- 
las was  replete  with  derision  and  satire;  Lincoln  modest,  respectful, 
and  courteous.  Douglas  was  sophisticated  ;  Lincoln  syllogistic.  Doug- 
las entertained ;  IJncoln  Instructed.  Douglas  was  clothed  with  an 
atmosphere  of  Insincerity  which  explains  his  Inability  to  Impart  con- 
viction to  those  who  heard  him  ;  Lincoln  was  logical  and  penetrating, 
radiating  the  calm.   Inherent   strength   inseparable   from  power. 

What  enthralled  the  people  who  stood  before  Lincoln  that  day  was 
the  sight  of  a  man  who  was  as  sincere  as  he  was  strong;  fearless  as 
he  was  honest,  towering  above  them  In  that  psychic  radiance  that  per- 
nt«»«tes  In  some  mysterious  way  Into  the  Inner  sanctuary  of  conscious- 
ness. The  enthusiasm  aroused  by  Douglas  was  wrought  out  of  dnzaling 
epigrams,  stinging  satire,  ferocious  grimaces,  vulgar  abuse,  and  8U[>er- 
ficial  eloquence.  He  was  a  match  for  the  politicians  born  within  the 
compass  of  his  own  intellectual  caliber,  but  he  sought  In  vain  to  side- 
step the  thrusts  of  the  swordsman  of  the  Sangamon. 

The  weight  of  Douglas  In  the  political  balance  was  purely  mate- 
rialistic, his  scales  of  Justice  tipping  to  the  side  of  cotton,  slavery,  and 
expediency,  while  Lincoln  held  aloft  a  moral  standard  with  which  there 


could  be  no  compromise  and  from  which  thera  couM  be  no  nttreat. 
Lincoln  exuded  something  spiritual  and  authoritative.  Ills  looks,  his 
voice,  bis  words,  were  as  n  mr.^-lcai  distilhition  dropped  Into  the  seething 
cauldron  of  politics,  reacting  against  the  fcmm,  clarifyiug  the  turt/ld 
surface,  letting  the  people  see  the  bottom. 

I^ouglas  Insisted  that  In  any  given  territory  the  people  had  the  right 
to  vote  slavery  up  or  down,  and  that  i>enion.nlly  he  did  not  car.-  whether 
they  voted  it  up  or  down.  Lincoln  replie<i  :  "  Im  it  not  a  false  statea- 
manshlp  that  undertakes  to  build  up  a  policy  upon  the  basis  of  caring 
nothing  aliout  tlte  very  thing  that  everyltotly  does  care  the  most  aliout?" 
"  Judge  liouglas  may  say  he  cares  not  whether  slavery  is  voted  up  or 
down,  but  he  must  have  a  choice  iH'tweeu  a  right  thing  aud  a  wrong 
thing.  Ill-  coutendK  that  "whatever  the  community  wants  it  sliould 
have  a  right  to  have.'  So  they  have  If  It  Is  not  wrong,  but  If  It  Is 
wrong  lie  can  not  say  the  jieople  have  n  right  to  do  wrong.  He  says 
that  u|H.n  the  score  of  equality  slavex  should  l>e  allowed  to  go  into  a 
new  territory  like  other  property.  This  Is  logical  If  there  Is  no  differ- 
ence between  slaves  and  other  property.  If,  bowiver.  one  is  right  «ud 
the  other  is  wrong,  we  dare  not  Institute  a  compariMon  between  right" 
and  wrong." 

Douglas  was  forced  into  a  corner  by  the  masterful,  moral  strength 
of  Lincoln.  Thus  driven,  ntt<-mpting  to  stand  on  the  l»red  Scott  deci- 
sion and  squatter  sovereignty  at  one  and  the  same  time.  Lincoln  trans- 
fixed him  with  the  splinters  of  the  logical  absurdity  in  which  he  was 
caught  and  by  sheer  strength  of  reason  forced  the  doughty  I>oughis 
into  the  paradox  that  the  people  had  the  right  to  drive  away  that  which 
had  a  ris;ht  to  stay. 

The  little  giant  shriveled  Into  a  pigmy  In  the  relentless  grip  of  the 
man  of  steel. 

Lincoln  carrietl  the  popular  vote  for  I'nlted  States  Senator  but  was 
defeated  by  a  few  votes  In  the  legislature. 

Douglas  won  the  Senatorshlp  in  1858,  but,  as  Lincoln  prophesied,  he 
lost  the  Presidency  In  1800.  The  prescience  of  Lincoln  prevailed  over 
rwlitlcal  subterfuge  and  dialectical  parrying,  and  drove  such  a  splitting 
wedge  Into  the  heart  of  the  Democratic  Party  that  southern  I>emocratai, 
protesting  against  the  Hquatters'  sovereignty  doctrine  of  Douglas,  closed 
the  door  of  the  White  House  to  him,  opt'uing  it  to  the  man  who  two 
years  before  here  in  Freeport  had  pinioned  the  squatters'  sovereignty 
champion  with  the  crucial  question  that  had  compaased  his  final  defeat. 

But  few  remain  who  were  eyewitnesses  to  that  titanic  comliat.  We 
uncover  and  wtlute  the  remnant  of  the  great  multitude  present  upon 
that  occasion  who  honor  us  with  their  presence  here  to-day. 

It  is  well  that  we  mark  this  si>ot  where  the  issue  was  fought  to  a 
flnlMh  that  unborn  generations  may  not  forget  the  price  of  liberty  nor 
the  fierce  conflict  through  which  It  passed. 

All  hall  to  your  distinguished  fellow  citlsen.  Mr.  W.  T.  Hawhigh. 
through  whose  patriotic  spirit  and  devotion  to  tbe.ideals  of  Abratmm 
Lincoln  we  dedicate  this  monument  here  to  day. 

As  a  Nation  we  have  entered  a  new  era.  America  has  stepped  from 
Isolation  Into  the  responsibilities  of  world-wide  relations.  George  Wash- 
ington advlsi'd  us  to  l»eware  of  "entangling  alliances,"  but  that  »as  lu 
our  Infancy,  when  the  problem  of  self-governtnent  was  l»eing  solved.  That 
problem  Is  now  solved  ;  the  eagle  has  escar>od  his  shell.  To-day  we  are 
a  world  power.  Where  Tncle  Sam  sits  Is  the  head  of  the  Internnlional 
table  and  whenever  our  fiag  Is  unfurled  it  is  greetetl  ns  the  symbol  of 
a  Nation  that  stands  with  such  gentleness  toward  the  weak  and  strength 
toward  the  strong  that  the  world  has  come  to  know  that  the  secret 
of  our  power  Is  In  our  devotion  to  the  principles  for  which  Lincoln 
lived  and  died.  Lincoln's  face  Is  reflected  in  that  flag.  It  Is  his  one 
indestructible  memorial — the  flag  of  fre«>dom — the  Insignia  of  a  reunited 
Nation.  We  have  passed  far  beyond  the  period  In  which  Lincoln 
wrought,  but  we  can  not  outlive  the  principles  which  he  enthroned. 
His  spiritual  leadership  Is  the  greatest  Inspiration  of  modem  times. 

Lincoln  Is  the  guest  of  honor  here  to  day.  He  walks  In  our  midst, 
not  as  a  legendary  figure  clothed  In  the  soft  light  of  receding  history, 
nor  as  a  dim  specter  appearing  at  midday  ns  at  midnight,  but  as  a  cos- 
mic soul  emancipated  from  the  unholy  thrall  of  time  and  place.  Illx-rsted 
from  the  trammels  of  birth  and  blood  and  race  ami  State,  stepping 
silently  Into  the  Infinitude  of  humanity;  a  commanding  figure  standing 
with  mystic  mien  In  the  forefront  of  worid  problems,  pointing  th<-  wuy 
toward  the  sun  path  of  spiritual  reality. 

Standing  upon  the  summit  of  these  American  centuri<>s.  his  soul  calls 
to  the  soul  of  America  and  the  soul  of  America  is  rt*spoBdlng  as  In 
the  sixties  :  "  We  are  coming,  Father  Abraham,"  not  with  beyoneta  «f 
steel  but  "  with  bayonets  that  think,"  with  ideals  quickened  by  the  spirit 
of  Lincoln,  enthroned  In  tin-  Republic  he  saved. 

What  are  these  ideuls?  Law,  order,  and  constitutional  authority; 
life,  liberty,  property,  religlou.'<  tolerance,  racial  amity,  and  the  pursuit 
of  happiness ;  equality  before  the  law  and  educational  op|K>rtunity  for 
all ;  the  application  of  the  golden  rale  in  the  settlement  of  Industrial 
problems ;  "  a  Just  and  lasting  peace  among  ourselves  and  with  all 
nations":  and  the  settlement  of  every  problem  "with  malice  toward 
none  and  charity  for  all  "  and  with  "  firmness  In  the  right  as  God  gives 
us  to  see  the  right."  There  is  nothing  Utopian  nor  oltsolete  in  these 
articles  of  faith.     Tliey  are   Instinct  with  life,  applicable  to  canditions 
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to-day.  «n4  ndaptaV.Je  to  all  tlmM.  not  lrid»>went  baablea  of  polltteal 
rarulty  bat  n  b«Hly  of  fmitb  whirU  l«  the  very  wrn-r  stone  of  onr  nationul 
(TcatDeM. 

My   frtenda.   tb<»r»  bai   neTcr  been   a  tlin«  In  our  biRtory  wben   we  | 
stood   in  «nch   ni^  of  the  idoala  of  Lincoln   an  now.     We  mast  make  : 
of  th*'**  priiiripl«s  «n  applied  iK-lence  to  our  national   need*.     Ethical  | 
tinkorinf,    p«yrhol«(r1<-aI    cobbllnjf.    and    BoolallHtic    whitewashing    will 
artomplifih  nothing.     Only  the  spirit  of  Linct.ln,  his  Iotc  of  the  truth. 
bis  •jmpathy  with  hnmauity.  his  deroUon  to  lllierty  nnd  Justice,  and 
l.U  faith  in   the  .^tpmal   will   bring  the  "New   birth  of  f  reedona "  for 
which  he  plead,  reinstate  demorracy  as  the  Invincible  bodygnard  of  lib- 
erty,  and    preserve   onr    representatlre   goTeriinient    from   th«   wrecking 
forces  of  ignorance  and  cupidity. 

We  are  at  the  forks  of  th.-  road.  I'loblem*  today  are  as  grave  and 
perplexing  as  the  problems  to  which  Lincoln  bmaght  as  clear  a  mind 
and  pure  a  soul  as  m<jdern  tiroes  have  known.  Standing  here  at  the 
parting  of  th«-  ways,  which  way  shall  America  go?  l>e«ttny  may  be  In 
the  next  step.  There  can  be  no  half-way  ground.  This  Nation  can  not 
Umxx  endure  half  law  nnd  half  anarchy;  half  Constitution  and  half 
uulllfl<aflon  :  half  Christian  and  half  i>aKan.  We  must  choose  between 
the  .conomlc  and  the  splrttaal ;  the  communLst  manifesto  and  the  Ser- 
mon on  the  Mount ;  the  tradlHons  of  the  fathers  and  founders  of  the 
Kepubllf  and  the  r<-vohitlonary  d«ctrin<^  of  Trotsky  and  Lenin,  the 
lowlanda  of  malerlaUnm  and  the  religious  highlands  where  Lincoln  lived 
and  died  that  we  might  live,  snd  where  he  is  ph  adlng  as  lowlly  to-day 
as  at  (Gettysburg  that — 

••(Government  of  the  people,  for  Ibe  people,  aud  by  the  people  may 
not  perish  from  tlse  earth." 

AMERICAN  LBGION  COUVKSTTON 

Mr  TYDINiiS.  Mr.  President,  a  nuiuber  of  Seuators  have 
Informed  me  that  they  desire  to  attend  the  American  Legion 
Oouventiou  at  Louisville.  Ky..  and  requested  me  to  get  in  touch 
with  the  railroad  compauiea  and  to  arrange  a  trip  for  those 
who  may  desire  to  go.  I  have  communicated  with  the  railroad 
companies  and  hare  pasted  on  the  bulletin  board  in  the  lobby  a 
sthedule  which  gives  the  time  of  dt'imrture  of  trains,  fares,  and 
so  forth.  If  all  Senators  wh<i  care  to  go  will  let  me  know 
promptly.  I  shall  be  glad  to  look  after  arranging  for  the  car  and 
..th<  r  afcomm«xlations  that  may  be  necessary. 

ADDBEB8   OF    CHAiaMAI*    LSXJGK.    rBDOLAr.    FARM    BOARD 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  the  chairman  of  the  Federal  Farm 
Board.  Mr.  Legge,  made  a  very  interesting  address  before  the 
summer  session  of  the  American  Institute  of  Cooperation,  at 
Baton  Rouge.  La.,  recently,  which  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  may 
be  printeil  in  the  Rsxxbd. 

There  l)eing  no  objection,  the  addres«*  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rdcobd,  as  follows: 

TH«  rcscTl0^s  awo  aKUnnoiia  or  thb  rr.rmRAV  farm  bo.4RD 

People  who  arc  engaged  in  the  problems  of  cooperative  marketing 
understand  the  Inherent  dllBcnItles  of  agrlmlture.  Bnt  while  it  la 
true  that  the  developments  and  discussions  of  the  pa/rt  few  years  have 
given  people  In  other  Industries  a  better  understanding  than  formerly 
prevailed,  there  is  yet  muth  to  be  done  In  bringing  about  a  clearer 
understandiitg  of  the  problem  on  the  part  of  those  not  directly  engaged 
In  agriculture.  There  is  much  to  be  done  also  to  bring  to  these  groups 
a  better  appreciation  of  the  significance  and  poa'Il)ilitles  of  agriruJtural 
cooperation. 

Why  U  agriculture,  aa  an  Industry,  not  keeping  pace  with  other  Lndns- 
trtes  in  the  general  progress  of  the  country?  In  my  judgment,  the 
answer  can  be  stated  briefly.  Agriculture  has  operated  as  aa  inillvidual 
enterprise  competing  with  organized  effort  In  other  industries — individual 
action  and  planning  aa  compared  with  collective  thinking  and  acting. 
The  marked  tendency  In  other  Induatrtes  is  toward  larger  groups  in 
which  many  minds  collectively  determine  policies  and  plana  and  follow 
~  them  through.  This  distinct  difference  between  agriculture  and  other 
ltidtMtrir«  la  apparent  pretty  much  all  over  the  world,  although  perhaps 
is  most  couotrie<i  It  is  not  so  pronounced  aa  in  onr  own  United  States. 

For  many  years  farming  generally  has  not  shown  an  operating  profit. 
Tb4>  prices  farmers  have  received  for  their  products  taavc  not  advanced 
In  proportion  to  advances  la  the  prices  of  other  commodltlea.  Prices  of 
many  coamodltiefi.  In  fact,  have  remained  below  pre-war  Icvela  for  long 
l>erlods.  Aa  a  business  man,  the  farmer  baa  not  received  a  fair  return 
on  bis  Investment,  and  a.s  a  worker  he  and  his  family  have  oftentimes 
labored  for  a  grossly  Inadequate  wage. 

la  the  pa^t  much  effort  and  large  sums  of  money  have  been  spent 
tryiBg  to  improve  agricultural  conditions,  bnt  much  of  this  effort  baa 
been  dire<>ted  toward  improvement  In  methods  of  production ;  that  is,  to 
encourage  tlie  raliung  of  more  and  b*>tter  erop«».  Work  of  this  character 
can  and  has  been  carried  ont  effectively  working  with  and  through  the 
Individual  tanner.  In  the  past  when  a  new  kind  of  aee*!  or  an  improve- 
ment In  the  process  of  producing  any  particular  agricultural  product 
waa  d«velo|>ed  by  the  Department  of  .\griculture  at  Washington,  by  any 
of  the  State  agricultural  colleges,  or,  for  that  n»atter,  by  anyone  elaa,  It 
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I  w4b  a  comparatively  simple  matter  tt>  convey  the  information  to  those 
^rested,  and  in  most  cases  for  them  to  make  use  of  the  Information 
their  own  operations. 

However,  all  this  effort  meets  only  a  part  of  the  agricultural  prt>blem. 

Olfvionsly  nothing  is  gained  hy  raising  a  larger  crop  of  better  quality 

aCt'^r  having  done  so,  you  are  unable  to  dispose  of  It  on  a  baaU  that 

1  yield  a  reasonable  return  for  the  effort  expended,     it  Is  when  we 

ptroach  this  part  of  the  agricultural  problem  that  the  need  for  organl- 

Tlon  becomes  imperative.     There  it  is  that  the  problem  of  tho  farmer 

closely  paraUels  that  of  every  other  Industry,  and  it  seems  to  us 

the  treatment  to  be  applied  can  be  described  In  one  word,  "organi- 

on."     To  illustrate,  if  a  thousand  farmers  attempt  to  sell  the  same 

id  of  product  at  the  same  time  In  tho  same  market,  and  in  most  cases 

a  very  limited  number  of  buyers,  the  mere  competition  among  th«'m- 

puts  them  at  a  disadvantage.     But  If  these  samr  thousand  farmers 

ice   the  s.-une  product  in   tlie   hsnda  of  a  single  selling  agvncy,   that 

at  onc«?  becomes  an  important  factor  In  the  market. 

PRBSriGK    DRPBND8    ON    VOLPMK 

Markets,  after  all,  are  made  to  a  considerable  extent  by  the  proii'.-*8 

bargaining.     The  pnstige  of  any  trader  in  the  market  de|»end.<*  largely 

the  volume  of  buHliiesM  which  he  has  to  transact,  whether  he  be  a 

seller  or  a  buyer.      If  we  carry   this  a   little  further,   say   that   100,000 

fa^^mers  centralire  the  marktting  of  tht-ir  products   In   the  Kame  w«y. 

an  agency  at  once  becomes  a  leading  factor,  entitled,  as  It  uhonUl 

to    a    voice   In   establishing   the    rule**,    regulations,    and    condition? 

dder  which  its  production  is  disposed  of.     It  is  therefore  In  far  Nttor 

position  to  obtain  for  the  product  Its  full  uinrk.^  value. 

The  board  believes  that  It  ain  be  of  gnat  ai».sb<tance  to  the  American 

farmers  by  encouraging  the  development   of   large-scale,    central    coop- 

eiatlve  organisations.     Such  an  agency  would  be  In  Itself,  because  of  Its 

piestlge   and   Influence,    a    stablllxln^   element    In    mark'ting.     It   would 

able  to  exert  a   measurable   degree   of   control   over   the  flow  of  its 

products   to   market.     It   would   avoid    temporary    Rurplnse«i.    which    so 

ol  ten  result  In  unduly  depressing  the  price  of  farm  products  much  »>elow 

tielr  real  value.     In  other  words.  It  would  be  a  strong  merchandising 

virtually  In  control  of  the  conditions  under  which  the  products 

its  members  are  sold. 

Immediately  we  are  asked.  Would  the  development  of  such  large-scale 

ganlzations  mean  that  the  farmers  should  abandon  or  do  away  with 

r  local  a.-^soclations  ?     We  can  not  see  nny  tendency  In  that  direction. 

the  contrary,  such  agencies  would  help  to  build  up  and  Improve  the 

condition  of  each  and  every,  cooperative  organisation  now  In  existence. 

Always  bear  In  mind  that  any  organization  of  this  kind  would  be  owned 

c«>ntrolUd  by  the  cooperatives.     It  would  be  the  farmers"  orf^uis.i- 

prodacer   owned   and   producer   controlled,    working   s«lely    in    the 

l4tere.ots  of  the  producers. 

The  Federal  Farm  Board,  as  now  orgnnlxed.  Is  not  going  to  buy  or  sell 

commodity,    agricultural    or   otherwis»*.     It   is   our   duty   merely   to 

atisist  In  doing  a  better  job  of  this.     True,  while  we  are  assisting  we 

want   to   have  some  voice  in   the  transaction,    particularly   when 

doveroment  funds  are  called  for  to  aid  in  the  operation,  but  If  this 

cpnnsel  or  advice  on  our  part  becomes  Irksome,  the  solution  is  simple; 

mely,  to  liquidate   the  Indebtedness  to   the   Government.     I   sincerely 

that,  based  on  the  progress  that  has  Ix-en  started  In  that  direction 

on  the  progress  that  should  be  made  within  the  next  few  years,  the 

will  soon  arrive  when  It  will  be  a  simple  matter  to  do  Just  that. 

Ilowever,  it  is  probable  that  this  board  may  be  of  real  assistance,  even 

ugh  financial  aid  be  not  needed.     The  board  will  provide  a  contact 

between  organized  farmera  and  the  Government — even  though  they  may 

come  to  the  board  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  loans.     .\ny  organized 

oup  may   come  to  the  board   at   any   time   for  counsel,   ndvlc*-,   and 

assistance  In  meeting  their  probh^ma. 

aTacNoniEK  thb  coop«r.\tive  movembst 

The  Federal  Farm  Board,  aside  from  ita  chairman.  Is  composed  of 

of  long  cooperative  experience.     All  of  Its  members,  including  the 

(^lairman.  are  in   complete  sympathy   with   the  cooperative   movement. 

the  10  days  that  the  board  has  been  In  se^ion  I  have  watcbiKl  with 

i^nch  interest  the  meeting  of  minds  on  the  part  of  these  men  who  havo 

brought    together    for    the    purpose    of   assisting    the    farmers    of 

imerica.     I  have  been  impressed  with  their  sympathy  and  their  common 

K  nderatanding  of  the  problems  of  production  and  marketing ;  with  their 

i  iitlmate  knowledge  of  the  spedflc  problems  in  the  various  cooperative 

iroupa     I  have  been  greatly  pleased  and  encouraged  by  the  unanimity 

opinion  which  baa  prevailed  with  respect  to  the  policies  presented  to 

board. 
The  major  policy  of  the  board  will  be  the  expansion  and  strengtbcuiiiK 
the  cooperative  movement     You  may  ask  at  this  point.  What  effect 
the  development  of  cooperative  marketing  have  on  other  agencies 
existing?     The  answer  seems  to  me  to  be  simple.     It  is  purely  a 
duestlon  of  efficiency.     Any  eflflcient,  well-managed  organisation  that  is 
j  Atlsfactorily  serving  the  public  at  a  reasonable  cost  will  in  some  way 
vork    into    the    picture.     The    inefficient,    whether    they    be    cooperative 
ganisatlona  or  individual  operatore.  can  not  hope  to  continue  perma- 
nently, and  whether  the  passing  of  the  inefficient  operator  is  brought 
t  boat  by  cooperation  or  competltioo,  the  resulta  are  the  same. 
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Again  we  are  asked.  What  Is  the  relation  of  the  board  to  be  to  other  !  Money  cerUlnly  will  not  be  loaned  to  purchase  obsolete  or  tnadeauate 
encies    now   In    exlstence-the  great    I>epartment    of   Agriculture,    the  |  facllltiea.     Certainly    loans    will    not    be    made    t^    acj^'re    pUnlr  anj 

facilities  at  prices  greater  than  their  value  to  the  associations  maki 


age 

large  extension  service,  the  State  agricultural  colleges  and  experiment 

stations,  and  each  and  every  other  Federal  and  State  agency  working 

for    the    advancement    of   agrlcnitural    Interests?     We   do    not    see    that 

there  should  be  any  serious  interference  with,  or  disturbance  of.  existing 

agencies. 

Congress  has  very  wisely  asked  us  to  avoid  duplication,  a  sentiment 
with  which  the  board  Is  In  full  accord.  Certainly  we  do  not  propoae 
to  Interfere  with,  or  trnusfer  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  board,  any  gov- 
ernmental activity  unle!!i8  such  transfer  is  in  the  Interests  of  greater 
efficiency  and  more  effective  service  to  the  American  farmer.  There 
may  be  som^  work  which  peculiarly  fits  into  the  operations  of  the 
boaifl  and  Is  essential  to  its  efflcl.nt  operation. 

As  a  general  rule  It  will  be  the  policy  of  the  board  to  call  on  all 
Federal  and  State  organisations  for  asslstiinct'  and  c^Mtperation,  perhaps 
to  an  extent  that  may  cause  some  to  think  we  ;ire  trying  to  get  them 
to  do  our  work.  The  task  before  us  is  of  such  magnitude  that  a  com- 
mon sense  program  requires  that  we  utilise  to  the  fullest  extent  every 
agency  iu  existence  which  may  be  able  to  contribute  anything  to  the 
cause. 

M.AT   SIMPI.irr    MANY   PROm.EMS 

The  enactment  of  the  agricultural  marketing  act  Is  a  matter  that 
Iia>*  long  been  delayed  and  perhaps  the  upiw'rmost  thought  In  the  minds 
of  many  is  when  nnd  how  are  w.-  going  to  gi-t  bu.sy  to  do  something 
under  It.  l*rompt  action  is  important,  but  it  Is  still  more  Important 
that  we  move  In  tlie  right  direction.  In  the  short  space  of  time  it 
has  been  able  to  devote  to  the  problem,  the  board  has  reached  the 
conclusion  that  its  first  operations  can  l»e  muni  us«^fu1,  and  more  .safely 
carri<«l  on.  If  It  nndfrtakes  to  further  the  actlvitief.  of  established 
agencies  In  the  cooperative  marketing  field.  Perhaps  the  building  up 
and  streuKtbenlng  of  these  cooperative  agencies  will  so  simplify  many 
problems  that  their  solution   will  become  comparatively  ea.sy. 

The  records  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  show  that  there  are 
some  2.000.000  farmers  In  the  United  Stat-s.  or  practically  one-third  of 
the  total,  who  are  now  memhers  of  approximately  12.500  cooperative 
asaociatlons.  If  these  cooperatives  can  l>e  hullt  up  so  that  their  strength 
and  efficiency  are  recotrnlsed  by  those  not  now  members,  the  question 
of  extending  membership  very  largely  settles  itself.  In  other  words. 
It  Is  Inconceivable  that  nny  fanner  would  refrain  from  brtonglng  to  a 
cooperative  organization  once  he  Is  convinced  that  It  is  operating  in  his 
Interest. 

I  hope  rhat  each  and  every  one  will  study  the  law  itself,  so  as  to  have 
a  better  understanding  of  what  It  is  we  are  expectwl  to  do.  In  it  will 
be  found  many  suggestions  as  t«i  things  that  might  be  done  to  help 
cooperate.  There  Is  not  anywhere  any  suggestion  that  Government 
money  should  be  spent  for  the  purpose  of  stimulating  competition.  In 
many  of  the  commodity  groups  there  is  a  marked  divergence  of  opinion 
as  to  how  the  problem  should  Iv*  worked  out.  and  agencies  have  been  set 
up  tackling  It  from  different  angles.  Thepe  should  flnd  some  common 
ground  on  which  to  get  together  and  pull  together  for  the  common  cause. 

The  hoard  Is  considering  this  as  a  long-time  constructive  program 
rather  than  simply  one  of  dealing  with  emergencies.  If  we  confine  our 
efforts  to  dealing  with  those  in  distress,  the  prol«blllties  are  we  will 
flnd  little  time  to  remove  the  causes  of  distress,  which  after  all  Is  the 
more  .satisfactory  solution.  We  realize  keenly  the  necesNity  of  prompt 
and  ad<Hiuate  assistance,  but  we  realize  equally  keenly  that  any  action 
which  the  hoard  takes  must  be  sound  nnd  for  the  p<'rmanent  betterment 
of  agriculture. 

Some  will  .«ay  that  we  have  not  mentioned  stabilization  corpora 
tlons.  It  seems  t<i  me  that  It  may  well  happ<'ii  that  the  cooperatives 
now  In  existence,  or  improved  organizations  growing  out  of  existing 
cooperative  organizations,  may  prove  to  be  all  that  is  needed  to  carry 
out  the  idea  of  stabilization  corporations.  There  may  prove  to  be 
extreme  c-ases  which  call  for  measures  that  can  not  be  carried  out  by 
the  coo|)erattves,  hut  It  is  hoped  that  correction  of  the  fundamental 
causes  of  agricultural  emergencies  will  enable  the  board  consistently 
to  carry  forward  a  program  based  on  the  development  of  large,  well- 
financed,   and   efficiently   managed   cooi>eratlve  organisations. 

USES    or    THK    FCNDS 

The  funds  intrusted  to  the  care  of  the  board  will  be  administered  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  ita  program,  of  which  the  central  thought 
will  be  the  strenKiheniug  of  the  cooperative  movement,  and  the  perma- 
nent lietternoent  of  farm  conditions.  In  the  hnanclng  of  plants  and 
facilities  for  cooperative  organisations,  and  iu  other  ways,  the  board 
can  be  of  material  as.sistance.  Lack  of  adequate  finances  has  been  one 
of  the  bundlcaps  of  the  cooperative  movement. 

I  think  it  proper,  however,  to  inject  a  note  of  warning  at  this  point. 
It  should  lie  obvious  that  the  cooperative  movement  can  be  weakened 
and  a  large  financial  burden  imposed  upon  it  by  unsound  investments. 
Therefore,  money  borrowed  from  the  board  for  the  acquisition  of 
facilities  must  be  invested  wls^^ly  and  frugally.  This  is  essential  in 
order  to  safeguard   the  future  of  agricultural  cooperation. 

The  act  wisely  provides  that  money  shall  not  be  loaned  to  build  new 
plaotx   or   facilities   where   satisfactory    facilities   are  ali^eady   available. 


such  purchases.     As  a  matter  of  fact.  It  la  expected  that  the  farmers- 
organisations   wUl  drive  hard   bargains,   having   in   mind   always    their 
responsibility  to  safeguard  the  Investments  of  their  members  and  pro 
vide  economical  and  efficient  facilities  for  marketing  their  produ(  ts 

There  are  many  people  who  think  that  the  boards  activities  should 
be  directed  to  the  arbitrary  raising  of  the  price  level  for  agricultural 
products.  The  board  can  not  raise  prices  arbitrarily  Prices,  as  baa 
been  said  many  times,  are  determined  by  basic  economic  conditions— by 
the  demand  for  a  commodity,  the  supply  available  to  meet  tluit  demand 
nnd  the  manner  in  which  that  supply  is  fi-d  to  the  market.  What  (ho 
board  hopes  to  do  is  to  assist  farmers  to  become  lietter  able  to  com- 
pete with  other  groups  In  the  market.s  of  the  Nation  and  the  world 
It  expects  by  nldlng  In  the  development  of  cooperative  associations 
to  make  possible  economies  In  marketing  and  stabilized  marketing  con- 
ditions, and  to  assist  farmera  to  obtain  their  Just  share  of  the  national 
income. 

AVIATION   I.NTKSTIQATION 

Mr.  McMASTEH  obtained  the  fl(«r. 

Mr.  BKATTON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  vieUI' 

Mr.  M(MASTF]R.     For  what  purpose? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  desire  the  Senator  to  yield  In  ortler  tliat 
I  may  make  a  motion  that  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  110;  suh- 
mitted  by  me  be  referre<l  to  a  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dm^  the  Senator  fnun  South 
Dakota  yield  for  that  purp<»se? 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  yield ;  but  if  it  should  lead  to  tlebate  I 
wouhl  have  to  object. 

nie  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objwtlon? 

Mr.  JONES.  I  object  to  the  consideratitm  (if  the  resolution 
nt  this  time. 

The  ^^CE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Washington 
obj<Tts. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  yield  In  onler  that  I  mav  give  a  notl<'e? 

Mr.  McMASTER.     I  yield  for  that  jiurpf)*^. 

Mr.  BRATl'ON.  I  desire  to  give  notice  timt  at  the  coniltision 
of  the  Senator's  address  I  shall  endeavor  to  present  a  motion 
that  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  119)  be  referre<!  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  Commerce. 

TABIFF  COM  Mission  INPOSMATIO.^ 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  at  thl.s  lime  to  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  call  up  Senate  Re*;olution  113  in  refer- 
ence to  obtaining  full  and  complete  information  from  the  Tariff 
Commission. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President,  let  the  resolution  l>e  read 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolution  wiU  be  read  for  tlie 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  US)  submitted 
by  Mr.  McMastcs  on  the  9th  instant,  as  follows : 

tUmlved,  That  on  request  of  any  Senator,  the  Finance  Committee  of 
the  Senate  is  hereby  directed  to  obtain  from  the  Tariff  Commission 
complete  and  full  Information,  whether  confidential  or  otherwise,  within 
its  possession  pertaining  to  any  suhject  matter  contained  in  House  bill 
2667.  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  revenue,  to  regulate  commerce  with 
foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Industries  of  the  United  States,  to 
protect  American  labor,  and  for  other  purposes  "  All  such  information 
so  obtained  shall  be  accessible  to  each  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  when  the  Senator  asked  that  his 
resolution  should  go  over  until  this  morning,  conseut  was  freely 
granted.  I  have  no  objection  whatever  to  taking  uj)  the  reso- 
lution at  this  time  and  disposing  of  it 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President,  it  Is  the  object  of  the  reso 
lution  to  obtain  from  the  Tariff  C4immis.sion  complete  and  full 
Infoi^)ati(»n  that  may  be  requested  by  any  Senator  pi-rtainiiig 
to  any  subject  in  the  pending  bill.  It  was  not  the  intention 
of  the  author  of  the  resolution  that  in  the  event  of  its  passage 
the  Finance  Committee  shcHild  proceed  to  order  all  the  volumi- 
nous document?  and  statistics  and  records  of  the  Tariff  ('«>in- 
mis.siou  brought  to  the  Capitol  Building,  but  only  In  the  event 
that  any  Senator  desired  certain  s^iecific  and  definite  informa- 
tion In  reference  to  any  subject 

The  Tariff  Commission  has  in  its  po«.«esslun  what  it  desig- 
nates as  "  confidential  information."  whi(4i  it  is  absolutely  essen- 
tial to  have  i>laced  in  the  pcMhseHsion  of  Senators  if  they  are  to 
give  intelligent  ccmslderation  to  certain  schedules  in  the  tariff 
bill  before  the  Senate.  Without  that  information  Senatont  niu-<t 
nec(>ssarily  labor  In  darkness  or  indulge  in  gnesswork,  conjec- 
ture, and  surmise. 

What  is  the  nature  of  thia  confidential  informatiou  which  i-^ 
withheld  from  the  public  and  which  is  withheld  from  the  Mcmibers 
of  Congress?    To  illustrate  the  problem  1  will  say  (hat  when 
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the  Tariff  C«niiui,««>a<Mi  makw  an  invest ijf a fi«>ii  of  the  difff  fence 
iu  tho  cost  of  pr.Klurtloii  in  the  l'nite«t  Utatx^  and  abroad,  it 
rfves  to  tlie  public  nntl  to  the  MemlK-rs  of  tlie  Congrt-HS  what  it 
douifniatps  as  the  weighted  averaife  of  the  cost  of  ivrwlncti.m  in 
the  Viiited  States  and  al»r«>ad.  What  is  this  weighted  average 
<M»Ht  of  pnKluctioii?  If  there  are.  say,  15  factories  engage<l  In 
the  same  line  of  prodiictinu  iu  tl»e  United  States  the  Turift  Com- 
misidon  inrestlgateM  the  individual  cost  of  eaeli  factoi-y  and 
gtrikPs  ail  Rveraise.  and  that  is  what  they  «le«ia7iHte  as  the 
wei^'htHl  Bverafre  of  cost.  Hut  we  luive  no  information  in  ref- 
erenc-e  to  the  fnndamtaital  fncts  aiwn  wliieh  that  >-weeplnjf  eon- 
(^usil»n  was  lwi!*ed. 

If  there  are  AmeriCitn  faetx»iie«  which  are  |»rodui  iuK  at  alMior- 
inally  hiifh  co«t."»,  we  have  no  information  wliy  tliose  factories 
(«re  ppwlncinif  at  tht«<'  hijfh  costK.  If  c»-rtain  factories  are  pro- 
ducing at  hij?li  et>st.  we  have  no  infonnation  whether  it  is  due 
to  the  fact  that  inefficient  methyls  are  employed  or  is  duo  to  tlic 
fact  that  the  owners  of  thOHe  factories  have  failed  to  provide 
therein  the  latest  devices  or  prwesse»<  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  pPHlu't  whidi  W(»«ld  jrreatly  ivduce  the  co^t  of  production. 
If  other  factories  show  ahnornially  Iiitrh  cost  of  priKlucti«^«i.  we 
have  no  information  whether  it  is  ilne  to  excessive  salaries  heiuR 
iniid  to  ntftcials;  If  other  factories  are  producing  at  hi^h  cost, 
we  have  no  information  whether  that  ctrtidition  may  be  due  to 
the  nnfortuuate  location  of  J«uch  factories  in  regard  to  accessi- 
bility to  raw  materials.  In  other  words,  we  are  aske<l  to  accept 
a  sweeping  conclusion  wlthont  any  of  the  information  upon 
which  that  con<-lnslon  is  base<l,  with  the  re.snlt  that  we  are  asked 
to  write  tariff  sche<lules  whicli  will  be  hijth  cnoui^h  to  protect 
Inefficient  and  impn-iierly  manage*!  facti>rles  and  with  the  fur- 
ther result  that  those  factories  which  are  efficiently  munngcd 
reap  in-eat  benefit  at  the  expeaso  of  the  American  consnmer. 

In  this  wei-.;hte<l  averape  cost  of  i)roductiou  there  is  a  fur- 
ther element  in  the  cost  of  pro<luclion  which  is  taken  hito  cou- 
slileration  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  as  follows:  The  experts 
of  the  Tariff  Commissiou  appraise  .Vmericau  factories  at  a 
Kiven  value  and  likewise  foreign  factories  at  a  givm  value. 
I  j>on  that  appruist-fl  value  they  allow  imputed  interest  at  the 
rate  of  f.  \ier  ont  as  an  element  of  the  »t)st  of  production. 

To  illustrate,  if  a  factory  in  America  cost  $5,000,000  and  a 
similar  factory  similarly  liK-ated  in  a  foreign  country  cost 
.ti.M>0t>,O»iO,  SSOO.mX)  is  allowed  the  American  factory  aa  an 
element  of  cost  of  production  and  $120,000  !s  allowed  the  for- 
eign fHct<>ry  as  an  elMnent  of  the  cost  of  pro<lucllon.  I  wish  to 
gay  tliat  this  is  a  highly  controTeraial  matter;  eminent  econo- 
niLstn.  ill  fact  a  majority  of  the  e<onomists  and  accountants, 
hold  that  it  Is  al«unl  to  allow  imputed  iutereKt  as  a  factor  in 
coiiiputiiig  the  c»<st  of  production.  btH-ause  it  Is  an  exiienae  item 
that  has  never  been  Incurred ;  It  la  interest  that  has  never  »>een 
paid.  For  the  aake  of  arjoiment  let  us  grant  that  lmpute<l 
Interest  is  a  legitimate  element  in  n-<ertalnlng  the  coat  of  pro- 
diM-tion.  yi't  the  evidence  before  the  Tariff  Commlmion  in  a  cer- 
tain hearing  showed  that  American  experts  appraiacd  a  forelKn 
factory  at  i4J«tf*,000  for  the  puri»o«<'  of  allowing  it  imputed  in- 
terest HN  an  i'iettietit  Iu  tii«  coMt  of  pnalucllou,  but  the  re<-ord 
further  shows  that  the  .tovertinietit  of  flie  coniifry  In  which 
ihfli  forelKh  fmiAtry  «»asl<aHUHl  Hs««eswd  that  ldentl»al  pro|M'ftjr 
Nt  rJ.4KMMM)  for  VM>  ptiriKiseM  (tt  t«i«atloii.  If  It  >h>  true  that 
Ittfti  foreltfti  fH/^prnim^ti  usse^mrs  ilw  iiriniffit  "<  i^n  i  lll/en*  Hi 
Hire*  lliiteA  lit*  ft^itiMl  fiilitc  U'f  Ihe  pMrtN'«e  of  fM^afhm,  tliiil 
e<|ihiln«  Ifmt  tHti*tH\m'4\  ^i*Ut*,  bid  If  it  Im  fmnu]  ttbit  tlmi 
M<lMh  g<»*»«flifi»««t»l  <V»*^  bH  n»«e«*  fbe  fffo|*^»»  of  !»•  «b(//HlM 

iUuit  «*>  N«M«f  *tmk  ttmw  trtht'r  *^|HNfo«iio(t  ttf  tUnt  \mfiU'u\nr 

MPPMUmI.      I    (Ut    ntH    t'UHf^H    ihMf    itMlf    «|>i^Mi*Ml    ^H'»    »N    UH' 

itfttVtff  "it*',  t'Mi  I  >Ut  •«>  \Ut»  ftiAfciiMfii  of  \\ttmt  fm'i*  imgUt 
In  ^ItiH  ^mnfUmt  UiU'r**'i  tm  Ihw  imn  of  t»fttfy  tt^imi'fv  in 
er«MiM  wdhtn  liUH««Hf  n  lUmint  |o  aiMeriain  ft*r  htmia^f  lU»  (nftn 
in  rttfttrt^wu  u»  liut  upi^rMiiMil  of  (itat  ftnudfrty  mm  well  aa  iIm« 
M|i|>rHlNiil  iff  Atwrittiti  \wttiit*rtUm  and  ttw  eU>ruitit«  aitd  the 
prottmtitit  which  wttri'  emplo)e«|  in  etmnocr \on  therewith, 

I  wtah  to  MX  that  weighteil  average  eo><t  of  pnwliu'tion  \*  tlie 
moMt  curloUM  tfjrvtetn  that  wa«  e%er  devlMNi  fitr  ttie  puriNiMe  of 
apf«rentl}  giving  to  the  Mewbeni  of  Congre^  full  and  complete 
infonnation  l>ot  In  reality  giving  to  (>>ngre«M  no  Information. 
I  do  not  charge  that  the  Tariff  INmimlaslon  has  shown  faroritiisni 
to  American  industry ;  I  have  no  ground  for  »u<h  a  charge :  I 
am  not  attempting  ti>  impugn  the  motives  of  a  single  member 
of  the  Tariff  CommlJwIon:  but  I  do  c-hanre  that,  If  the  Tariff 
Commiiwion  is  subjected  to  political  pressure,  under  the  gtiLse 
of  confldential  information  it  can  iiliow  unlimited  favoritism  to 
American  imlnstrie*.  and  every  act  of  «nch  fav<»riti<»m  would  be 
wreened  aial  veiled  and  lockeil  within  the  chamlier  of  i?ecrecy 
wlthont  the  remotest  chance  of  dlsi'overy  or  detecting  such  acts 
t4  ftivoritism. 
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Tore  we  have  the  Biiortacle  of  the  .American  taxpayeri^  con- 
tri  aiting  milIlon.s  of  dollars  for  tiie  support  of  the  Tariff  Coin- 
mi  »sion  In  .irder  to  make  out  of  that  Tariff  CJommisslon  a  fact- 
tin  [lini:  iMKly.  What  was  the  altiniate  object  of  the  creation  of 
the  Tariff  C>mmi.ssion?  It  was  for  the  purpose  of  giving  to  the 
Mrmiiers  of  Congress  full  and  compete  information,  in  order 
that  they  might  legislate  intelliirently  ui>on  the  various  tariff 
sclie<lules.  The  Chief  Kxe<-utive  of  the  Nation,  who  only  exer- 
ci»ps  partlMl  iw.wer  in  ieiiisl.ition.  is  given  access  to  all  of  this 
iniOrmation.  confidential  or  otiierwise;  but  the  Members  of  Coii- 
gr  ss.  who  are  delegated  Avltli  the  full  power  of  framing  tariff 
letiflation,  to  place  protectee!  article^  njv^n  the  free  list,  or 
iir  i<les  that  are  uiH^n  the  fre<'  list  up«ai  the  prote<'tetl  list,  or  to 
ra  st>  or  lower  rates  at  their  will,  are  denied  the  infonnation 
th  It  is  given  to  tl»e  President,  who  (uiiy  exercises  iKirtiai  i>ower. 

Ar.  President,  the  Imw  ui>on  which  1  liased  my  resolution 
rends  as  follows 

Ur.  1U»BI.\S<>N  oi  Arkan.^as.  .Mr.  President,  will  the  Henii- 
toi   state  the  citation  to  the  statute? 

^Ir.  MrMASTEH.  it  is  I'nited  State<  Statutes,  volume  44, 
l>a  -t  1,  chapter  2.  page  529.  .section  DT.  and  reads  as  follows: 

:  iifurmatioD  to  I'rwitbiit  and  ronjtrows :  Tlte  <ommis-lon  t^hall  put  at 
llM  dUp«.:«Hl  of  ttto  I'Tusld.nt  of  the  T'lilteil  Statt«s,  the  Commlttoo  on 
Wjyo  fln'l  Mphhs  of  tlie  House  of  Uopre«<ututlve»,  aud  the  romniltfc 
on  nnanc*  of  tlu-  Senate,  wht-nev.T  nHinentpd,  all  Information  at  lt« 
coiiuiand,  and  slmtl  make  such  InvestlKatlonx  and  icjiorts  as  may  lie 
T>H,  mslod  by  the  ITeairteut  or  by  .-ittier  of  satd  c«mmitt«*«  or  by  ctthcr 
bri  nrh  of  th*-  Congrpss.  and  Khali  report  to  ton^ros-i  on  ttie  flnrt  Monday 
of  riercmber  of  ea<-h  y«^ar  n  Htatim«iii  (>t  tJie  raoihodn  adopted  and  alt 
ex  >en808  Inciirref!  and  a  pumtnary  of  all  reports  mad«'  during  the  year. 
iS?pt.  8,  191«.  c.  463,  703,  39  Stat.  TOO.) 

t  mav  be,  of  course,  that  the  opi>>siiioii  will  quote  another 
la  s  upon  the  subject  to  the  effect  that  if  any  member  of  the 
Ti  riff  Commission  or  any  employee  thereof  shall  divulge  any 
confidential  information  he  shall  l>e  .subjed  to  a  fine  of  $1,000 
or  imprisonment  for  one  year  in  the  iH'uitentlary ;  but  that  .sec- 
tion of  the  law  says  'unless  otherwise  provided,"  and,  in  my 
jn  Igmeut,  iu  the  law  which  I  have  quoted  it  ha.s  be<'a  "  other- 
w  se  pnivided."     I  lioiJe  that  the  resolution  will  In-  adopted. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
qiestion? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  l)ties  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
ki  ta  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  McMASTER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Will  the  Senator  give  us  an  Idea  of  ih*^ 
Hi  ture  of  the  oaifitlences  whidi  by  the  resolution  he  .seeks  to 

Mr.  McMASTEK.  As  un  lllu.stration.  I  will  say  that  the 
T  irifT  Commission  has  made  an  exnniinatiou  of  the  individual 
c«  St  of  each  factory,  and  all  of  that  Infornnition  Is  tlenleU  to  us. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Was  Unit  Information  received  under  S4)nie 
k  nd  «;f  a  ••onfitlence? 

Mr.  Mt  AIAHTElt.  It  was  re«'«'lvcd  under  the  law  which  was 
eiiactvd  by  Cungri'MK,  and  the  representative  ttt  uach  uiaiiuruC' 
ti  ring  cojicern  knew  what  flie  law  was  hi  reference  to  that 
mil  tier. 

Air,  HM'KPVVT.  That  Is  not  the  kind  of  a  confid^'ure  tlH< 
d  <M'hmttre  of  whh'H  ♦♦otild  ri(««e««H»rll>   la-  In  violaiion  of  \\te 

lii«».  Is  11? 

iMt;  MiMSH'iVM  If  «M'Mits  Ui  ffie  thai  wlmb  Mtaioifncftit^ihM 
I'mnfrti"  «re  MsklMg  Ihw  wrtfsiMiwM  lo  tM%  IttfUi-'i**-  lh«»  f^it'f 
i/iuhl  Ut  gtff  Ut  llw/a*'  mrtt^wtufo  »1m'  fnU  rv»»N»b«  fur  )>M'rw»««'d 
1 1  hhIUhi, 

Ifr.  MACIiKTr  fa  U  tuti  inm»Uii*»  thai  tttnU'f  mhi*^'  nnttUUfU' 
I  a)  urvHUUi'Hmii  lUn  TiirllT  c</>nMil»«.ioo  ha^e  in<*fu  «M«  lo  mt' 
t>  tru  r»^»Min  ihfurmntiint  fr»m  fttrt'iuh  g</»ci«Mn«'(d»  Ihe  tU*' 
i'tHtnrt*  of  w1ti<h  miiiUl  Involve  um  in  M^ae  itimtitlUHtUHt.  If  w» 
r><|iiir<'  tlie  coiniuiiMiofi  to  violate  aijcti  iimt\iynutf'( 

Mr.  SirMAHrEU.  1  di*  inH  know  what  lho»i'  ci»nfi«|eniiNl 
arrangetntfii**  might  Im«,  Certainly  f'^i'iun  fa'-tories  onglif  to 
III*  willing  to  divnige  all  itifiarnifitimi  in  reference  to  their  intttf- 
t  itlmiM  iiertalnliig  to  tariff  matlem,  liMauM*  fhey  are  vitally  in- 
1  »reiite<l. 

Mr.  8ACKETT.  I  agree  with  the  Henator  that  they  ought  lo 
lip,  but  perhaps  they  are  not. 

Mr.  McMASTEU.  Then,  I  auk  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
i  '  he  knows  of  any  piirtictilar  Instatwv  whene  the  repn»s«'ntatlve 
cf  any  foreitrn  jrovernment  has  proteste«l? 

Mr.'  SA<"KE'rr.  I  do  not,  but  I  ilo  know  that  on  asking  for 
cprtain  infonnation  they  have  told  me  that  it  had  l»een  tlven 
t>  them  In  «'«>nHdenee.  I  was  wondering  whether  the  Senator 
f  ?lt  that  we  ought  to  violate  thai  contideoi-e  t>y  the  order  which 
is  now  ftroiiosed  or  whether  that  kind  of  Inrovnmtbm  ought  to 
le  exdtided. 


Mr.  TYPINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  McMASTER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TVDINGS.  In  talking  with  some  meml>ers  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  I  have  been  advised  thtit  in  a  great  many  cases  it 
has  been  practically  impossible  to  s^^ure  information  as  to  cost 
of  labor  abn»!id  because  those  concernetl  are  in  opiwsition  to 
our  tariff  policy  and  l)e<ause  they  know  that  information  which 
they  may  give  will  probably  lie  used  to  increase  the  tariff.  So 
In  ji  great  many  cases  information  uiwn  which  foreign  wage 
scales  are  based  is  not  Included  iit  all.  and  the  Tariff  Commia- 
eion  ha.s  very  great  diflBculty  to  obtain  it,  aud  then  it  is  not  very 
accurate. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  That  is  no  reason  why  we  should  not  have 
all  tile  information  in  their  possession. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  only  object  I  had  was  to  ascertain 
whether  the  Senator  had  any  information  as  to  the  nature  of 
any  of  the  confidences  which  have  been  n^posed  in  the  Tariff 
Commission  and  whether  such  confidences  ought  to  be  violated. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  have  this  much  information,  which  was 
given  to  me  in  a  ctmfidential  manner,  that  iu  connection  with 
tlie  investigation  of  a  c*ertain  schedule  foreign  factories  are  very 
willing  that  all  infonnation  which  they  gave  to  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission shall  \^e  divuljwd  to  the  Senate.  That  is  all  the  infornia- 
tion  which  I  have  upon  that  subject. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  interrupt  the 
Senator  if  he  will  yield  to  me. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South  Da 
kota  vield  to  the  Senator  from  Nt^>raska? 

Mr.'  McMASTER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  stfins  clear  to  me,  first,  that  if  the  Tjiriff 
Ctmimissiou  has  information  which  it  has  obtained  by  pnuni.siuj; 
not  to  (liv\ilg«'  it  to  anyl>ody,  we  ought  not  and  can  not  require 
theni  to  divulge  it  to  us. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  would  do  so,  however,  under  the  resolution 
if  it  were  adopted. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  not.  I  think  if  they  have  any  such 
informati(m  and  this  resolution  were  adopted  they  would  let 
us  know  before  they  answere<l  and  would  tell  us  that  the  in- 
formation had  l.een  obtained  under  a  promise  not  to  divulge  it. 

Wt'  have  already  passed  a  law,  which  was  read  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  ami  which  provides  for  the  giving  of 
this  information  to  the  President  of  the  Unite<i  States  and  to 
the  nieuibers  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House 
and  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate.  So  we  are  going  no 
further  by  this  resolution,  as  I  look  at  It,  tliau  we  have  already 
gone. 

I  do  not  think  anyone  would  think  of  gtich  a  thing  as  com- 
l)elllii;.'  the  commls.Hion  to  divulge  to  us  information  which  it 
iiad  r^btnlned  on  a  jiromlse  that  it  would  not  divulge  it.  How- 
ever, the  results  obtained  and  the  <'onclusions  drawn  by  the 
coinmlsslon  from  such  infonnation  are  n<it  entitled  to  ttie  same 
consideration  or  the  same  weight  by  us  as  the  iiiforinatlon 
which  fhey  had  wlien  fhey  reache^l  (heir  conclusions, 

1  do  not  Ihink  the  conmilssioti  ought  to  acct'pt  Inforinnflon 
from  imybtwljr  o»i  cotidltlon  tfinf  fbey  will  ooi  dls<'lose  It  lo  the 
Menate  or  ihe  Moiim',  or  the  lawfnxklng  laxly,  Itecaiise  It  Is  the 
IturtMmt'  iif  this  lfif/»r(i»ttf|of(  to  l»»ftii<iM'e-^-«»(d  It  otitfht  to  lotlif' 
I'ft'o  -ill  \U  |ctflsl«fl»(U  I  fldbk  (h»<  Meioifof  fmw  Mouth  iUtUiflH 
has  I'U^nviff  fttlsed  n  ^joesfbrfi  here  Ihal  Isetifltled  huttrftiii  fnit^ 
ttUU'rniUm,  iu  ^Um  nf  iIm«  (llMst^Mtb^ts  nfihlt  Im<  Uni  itiftm, 

li  I*  UttiHifittitl  iUtti  i/^ti  Untu  ih'trtt  UtfortnfUUm  ihati  wn  Uhvh', 
mt'i  If  wn  pMM«  (lii»  r*"f>iiHUni,  Mbd  U  iufrUitH'tt  uium  i\t**  ifrttmi*tt 
(hat  haii  ttm'u  Miad"  l>>  IIm<  'htfiff  t'itntiui»mUnt  In  ofdalnlhg  U,  I 
Utkv  It  ihMt  iUti)i  Hinjfd  kt  un  know  that  fact,  If  wi'  whonht  iiot 
IHinu  It  fttf  (htf  rcMMon  thAt  w^  nrv  imklutt  (liem  to  divulge  tumut' 
thing  that  ttu^y  may  have  iAttHiuot\  In  contiih'nce,  tiM'ii  we  ouglit 
to  rei>e(il  the  law  we  have  now,  where  we  have  no  nucIi  exief)- 
tlon,  which  re<|UireM  them  to  give  Information  to  tlie  CVanmltlee 
on  I''Iuun<"e.  Aa  everylKKly  know*,  the  Finance  Ctaniulttee  has 
no  legialative  powers,  and  to  be  of  any  value  whatever  In  leglte 
lation  that  Information  ought  to  be  communicated  to  the  Senate, 
which  provides  for  the  P'inance  Committee;  ami  the  Finance 
Committee  la.  or  ought  to  be,  the  agent  of  the  Senate  In  any- 
thing of  thia  kind. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  law  to  which  the  Senator 
refers  has  reference  to  the  income-tax  returns,  not  to  the  find- 
ings of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

The  resolution  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
directs  the  Finance  Committee,  on  the  request  of  any  Senator, 
to  obtain  any  information  in  the  possession  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission for  which  the  Senator  may  ask. 

I  shall  not  discuss  tlie  legal  question  involved  as  to  whether 
the  members  of  the  Tariff  Commission   woidd   lucur  liability 


under  section  708  of  the  revwiue  act  of  1016.  It  may  be  that 
the  Tariff  Commission  will  ask  an  oi>inion  of  the  Attorney  C»en- 
eral  prior  to  any  complianc-e  to  a  re«|uest  of  the  comniitt*'e. 
Certainly  they  would  be  subject  to  no  criticism  if  thev  did  so. 
But  the  question  of  iiolicy  involveil  In  the  resolution  should  be 
most  seriously  considered  by  every  Senator. 

The  information  In  the  iwissession  of  the  Tariff  Connnission 
has  in  most  instances  been  obtained  by  ttie  Tariff  Commission 
with  their  assurances  that  it  will  be  kept  confidential. 

Mr.  McMASTER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dix's  the  Senator  from  I'tah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  know  what  the  Tariff  Commls.xlon  have  told 
me,  and  that  Is  what  they  say.  If  It  is  not  so,  the  Senator  will 
have  a  chance  to  deny  it. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  The  Senator  does  not  care  to  be  inter- 
rupted now,  then?    Is  that  the  idea? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  stated  the  case,  and  it  simply  takes  that 
much  time. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  The  fact  that  tJie  Senator  makes  the  state- 
ment dt>es  n(»t  make  it  abs^dute  and  flnaL 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  do  not  know  aln.ut  that 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator,  however,  can  discuss  it  after  I 
flni.sh.  What  I  say  now  I  get  from  the  members  of  the  Tariff 
Commis.sion,  and  they  are  requested  to  give  this  information. 

The  commission  has  given  the  word  of  the  Government.  The 
adoption  of  this  resolution  will  be  a  breach  <if  faith  on  the  jwirt 
of  the  Government.  It  se«'ms  to  nie  that  no  cause,  however  im- 
portant, would  ju.stlfy  the  Senate  in  breaching  this  faith. 

If  the  resolution  should  be  adopted.  I  certitinly  should  exi)ect 
the  Tariff  C<jmmisMi(ni  to  encounter  insurmountable  difficult iea 
in  obtaining  information  in  the  future.  As  a  manufacturer  or 
producer,  I  should  refuse,  and  I  think  all  others  might  lie  ex- 
IKHted  to  refuse.  Information  as  to  my  costs  and  other  informa- 
tion which  I  did  not  desire  to  have  divulged.  I  should  insist 
uix)n  my  refusal,  and  I  do  not  l)elleve  I  could  l)e  compelled  to 
give  the  information  under  these  circumstances.  But  even  if 
the  commission  could  resort  to  compulsion,  it  would,  in  my 
f^nion,  lie  forced  to  adopt  compul.sory  methods  in  every  in- 
stmce.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  these  would  very  effei-tively 
reduce  the  usefulness  of  the  commission  as  an  administrative 
and  practical  matter. 

Again,  every  Senator  has  constituents  desirous  of  ol)taining  as 
much  informati(»n  as  po.s.sible  ulx)ut  their  comi>etitor8.  Think  of 
the  tremendous  pressure  that  will  be  brought  to  l»ear  uiK»n 
every  Senator  here;  and  it  is  going  to  lie  almost  impOHnible  to 
resist  the  demands  that  will  lie  made  upon  us. 

Of  what  real  g(M»d  is  the  information  to  Ik??  We  have  it  all 
before  us  as  aswnibled  and  compiled  by  the  c<mimlHsion.  It  io 
true  that  confidential  informatitai  as  to  any  particular  Industry 
or  any  individual  manufacturer  or  pHniuter  Is  not  availabh*; 
bill  all  the  nee<'ssnry  data,  sfjillstics.  and  Infornmlhai  avalhiblo 
have  bei'ii  furnished  by  the  cotuuilssion,  compiled  and  averagnl 
as  to  grotifM. 

I  (hi  not  l»elleve  the  Hetiale  has  yet  rench»«d  the  p<»|iit  whero 
It  Is  wltltiig  to  adof^t  the  is'ndlng  resolution, 

Kfiffhef,  Mr.  I'rimldent,  tjhder  the  ttrmlninm  nf  wvth'U  Km  i4 
Tifle  VII  itf  the  ffifPiiut'  act  of  tU^tUuiitfr  n,  UtUi  It  ttt^" 

«Ml«WfHf  luf  Huf  a»e»«f<ef  itt  flu-  r«IM  t*ls»»«  Tuflf  i''Htttn\»i>\uH,  ttf 
(UfH\HK,  ttt  ht  ihHkf  kMti^H  la  Hny  aisMa«t  whim>v0f  tuH  \tfn^s<inA  it*r 

H  will  la*  MiM,  ui  i'mtrm,  (t)«(  ItiU  w<Hfl4  im  ^mitUul  \if 
law,  Mtat  I  «4inU  \i^ 

•     •     •     lra<l«  mef»ti»  ur  proc«<MM»— r 

Under  (leaalty  of  a  tine  not  exceeding  %\Ji%%\  or  la)priM>nui<*nt 
not  exceeding  one  year,  or  both.  In  (he  dlM'retioii  of  iho  ctairt. 
I  aak  that  the  full  text  (»f  KM'tlon  708  of  the  rev(*nue  ari  of 
HeirtemlH'r  S,  1916,  be  Inwriwrated  In  my  remarka  without  re/id- 
ing.  In  order  to  save  time. 

The  VICE  PRKSfDENT,    Without  objection.  It  is  »o  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  t^i  is  as  follows : 

It  aball  1)6  unlawfol  for  any  member  of  the  TTnlted  States  Tariff 
Commiasion,  or  for  any  employee,  acent.  or  clerk  of  aatd  cuumitaion, 
or  any  other  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States,  to  dlvalge.  or  to 
make  known  In  any  manner  whatever  not  provided  for  by  law,  to  any 
person,  the  trade  aecreta  or  proceaaes  of  any  person,  firm,  copartncr- 
ablp,  corporation,  or  association  embraced  in  any  examination  or  invea- 
tigation  conducted  by  said  commisaion,  or  by  order  of  said  romnilaaloa. 
or  by  order  of  any  member  thereof.  Any  offense  against  the  provisiona 
of  thli)  section  Biiall  be  a  misdemeanor  and  bo  punished  by  a  flue  sot 
exceeding  1 1,000,  or  by  impriaoument  not  exceeding  one  year,  or  botii. 
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IB  the  dlacwtton  of  the  conrt.  and  «ich  offender  shall  «1m  be  dlsmiswd 
from  ofllw  or  discharged  from  employment 

Mr  SMOOT.  This  question  was  Involved  In  the  petition  of 
the  N%.rweSnn  NUrogei  Pro«lucts  Co..  Importers  and  exclusive 
mL  a^.a;  of  the  Nor^vegian  manufacturer,  for  a  writ  of  man ^ 
?u.!^s  to  compel  the  Tariff  Commission  to  divulge  data  gathered 
fn  t^:  cliurse'^f  Its  Investigation,  of  ^^J'^  ^i^^^^^^^^^^t 
provisions  of  8ei-tlon  315  of  the  tariff  act  of  1»22.  The  eomu  Is 
si..n  had  withheld  from  publieatlon  cost  data  «t)tained  ftom 
domestic  and  foreign  producers  a^t^-^^^^.^^^^^^^?'  P"^^^,^' 
the  disclosure  of  which  Is  forbidden  by  section  708  of  the  reveuut 

*'on'  ipril   IS.   1»24.   the   Supreme   Court  of  the  District  of 
C<.VumbS  held  individual  prmluction  c-osts  to  be  trade  secrets 

(hi  May  ft.  1924.  the  l»resident  issued  a  proclamation  Increus- 
Ingthe  duty  on  so<lium  nitrate  from  3  cents  per  pound  to  4'/, 

%'n  %'rr^"^i»25.  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  the  District  of 
cJlumWrdecided  that  mandanms  to  the  Tariff  Commission  to 
hfi^r  he  awiellant  as  prescril^  by  law  would  afford  no  reUef. 
hmTmuch.lJ1le  President  had  acted,  and  proclaimed  a  change 
in  tTe  rate  of  ,luty.  The  court,  however,  reviewed  the  case  at 
length  and  announced  Its  c«mclu8iim  on  the  «'»t'rtts. 

on  Ai.ril  II    1927.  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
de^ided'hit't'he  action  in  ina^amus  to  --P-^JJ^^^X'^i" 
to  reopen  the  investigation  had  become  moot,  when  the  Fresl 
dentT^^lalnied   the   duties.     The   case   was   remanded   with 
rilrei'tlons  to  dismiss  the  petition.  _,,^. 

^  lu  ndditlon  to  the  le^al  phases  of  ^^^^  ^"^^l^'^^^^  ^'^^^t- 
the  further  quesUon  of  the  propriety  of  providing,  t>y  fenat. 

iJ^utlon.  m^eans  for  divulging  trade  f^'f  ^^^P/V^X  'view 
making  km»wn  of  which  are  prohibited  by  law.  It  Is  the  vle^ 
S  the  c<.mmission  that  it  will  encimnter  senous  difficulties  h. 
Ascertaining  costs  of  prcKluction  In  this  country,  and  Partlcu 
SSrrroad.Tf  it  is  known  that  such  data  will  be  divulged  In 
«iwdance  with  the  terms  of  Senate  Resolution  No.  1  If  We 
!^P  found  that  It  is  only  upon  the  assurance  that  individual 
5^t8  or^oduct  on  will  not  bTreveale,!  that  the  Tariff  Couunis- 
S?i  has^^n  able  to  secure  such  information  from  producers 

liere  and  abroad. 

Mr   NORKIS.     Mr.  President tt*^  w     ,  ,^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 

to  the  Senator  fn>m  Nebraska? 

Mr  NDRRIS.  Can  the  Senator  give  us  the  name  of  the 
writer  of  the  letter  from  which  he  has  been  reading? 

Mr  SMDOT.  This  last  matter  was  written  by  the  chairman 
of  the  Tariff  Commission,  Mr.  I»resident. 

WiVthat  statement,  of  course,  the  Senate  can  do  as  they 

**' M^  OVKRMAN.  Mr.  President,  may  I  a.sk  pe  Senator 
whether  or  not  the  commission  has  ever  denied  the  President 

'*^Mr.  'sJlOOT.  Oh.  no ;  the  President  has  that  right,  under  the 
law  before  he  passt.'s  upon  the  matter. 

Mr  OVERMAN  Then  do  I  understand  that  they  make  n 
ctmtract  with  a  foreigner  abroad  not  to  divulge  any  of  thes* 
secrets,  and  yet  they  give  them  to  the  President? 

Mr   SMOO T     They  give  every  detail  to  the  President 

Mr  OVERMAN.  But  after  having  c-ontracteil  with  foreigners 
abroad  that  they  will  not  divulge  anything,  do  they  divulge  t 
to  the  Presitient  ?    Is  that  so?  ,       _^  i*  .„, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Where  the  President  has  to  act  upon  it  am 
the  power  is  in  his  hands  to  do  so.  v^*»,^, 

Mr^OVERMAN.  I  am  asking  as  a  question  of  policy  whethei 
they  keep  their  .^mtracts  with  these  people  not  to  divulge  any 
tldng  «^Ien  they  give  it  to  the  President?  And  If  they  give  » 
to  the  President,  can  they  not  give  it  to  us?  r>^^^^„A 

Mr  SMOOT  I  only  assume  that  they  give  It  to  the  President 
I  do  not  know  whether  they  do  or  not;  but  I  assume  tha 
they  do. 

Mr.  NORRia.     Mr   President 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yiel 
to  the  Senator  fn»m  Nebraska? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do. 

Mr   NORRIS     I  der^re  to  ask  the  Senator  another  questlor 
Do  thecommlssion  hesitate  to  give  this  informs Uon  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Finance  Committee?    Has  the  Senator  ever  know|i 
them  to  refuse  It? 

Mr    SMOOT.    We  have  never  asked  them  to  give  us 
confidential  Information  since  I  have  been  a  member  of 
Finance  Committee.  ^    ^^     ™       j. 

Mr.   NORRIS.    Under  the   law.   as  I   take  It  the  Knan^e 
Committee  is  entitled  to  this  Information. 
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Mr  9MOOT  The  law  to  which  the  Senator  refers  is  the  law 
wh^c^  emS^^ersThe  Finance  Committee  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  furnish  to  it  the  income-tax  returns  of  cor- 
[X)rations  or  individuals. 

Mr.  McMASTER.     No,  Mr.  President. 

Mr  NORRIS.    No;  I  am  not  referring  to  that  at  ail. 

Mr"  McMASTER.    This  refers  to  the  Tariff  Commission. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    One  at  a  time.        ,    ^  ^.     _  ^.^^ 

Mr  NORRIS  I  am  referring  to  the  statute  that  the  Senator 
from'  S^.uth  Dakota  read  during  the  course  of  his  remarks, 
nmf  nnnlips  to  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr  SMOOT  Yes ;  I  think  it  is  true  that  what  the  Senator 
read  does  apply  to  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr  NORRIS  Then,  following  that  with  a  question  similar  to 
the  one  asked  by  the  Senator  from  ^•-t^Caromla  [Mr.  0,e^- 
MANl  When  the  Tariff  Commission  comply  with  the  la^  and 
give  to  The  Finance  Committee  the  information  that  the  Senator 
dcis  not  want  the  Finance  Committee  to  ask  for  now  are 
thev  not  violating  the  pUnlgc  that  they  made  to  the.se  people? 

Mr  SMOOT  Mr.  President.  I  can  not  say  what  they  do  \vlth 
thf  Finance  Committee,  l.ecause  the  Finance  Committee  have 
never  askeii  for  the  information.  x»-   .     :     - 

Mr   NORRIS.    At  least  they  have  the  law  there  that  gives 

them  the  right  to  do  so.  ,_   .      t  v         * 

Mr  SMoW.  I  say.  it  has  never  been  asked.  I  have  not 
had  a  copy  «.f  the  section  to  which  the  Senator  referrefl,  but  I 
To  know  that,  as  far  as  the  Finance  Committee  are  com-eninr' 
they  have  never  asked  the  Tariff  Commission  for  this  Infor- 

"^Mrl^FESS.     Mr.   President,   will   the   Senator   yield   for   a 

^'^The^vicE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

\fr   s\lOOT     Yes 

Mr'  FESS  The  chairman  read  the  law.  This  Is  a  simple 
Senate   resolution.     Can   a    resolution    of   the    Senate   change 

the  law^ 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Oh,  no;  nobody  contends  that. 

Mr  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  think  we  can  dear  up  the  situa- 
tion about  the  law  without  much  difficulty. 

In  the  revenue  act  of  1916  occurred  the  two  sections  which 
have  been  read  by  the  Senators  from  S<mth  Dakota  and  from 
Utah  One  of  those  sections  pn>vidtKi  that  it  should  be  the  duty 
of  the  Tariff  CommLssion  to  give  to  the  President,  or  to  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee,  or  to  the  Finance  Committee,  upon  re- 
auest  all  information  that  It  had.  In  the  same  statute,  passed 
at  the  same  time,  of  course,  was  another  section  reading  as 
follows : 

It  shall  b€  unlawful  for  any  member  of  the  •  •  •  commission,  or 
for  any  employee,  agent,  or  clerk  of  said  commission,  or  any  other 
officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States,  to  divulge,  or  to  make  known  In 
any  mann.^r  whatever  not  provided  for  by  law,  to  any  person,  the  trade 
secrets  or  processes  of  any  person.  Arm         -• 

And  so  forth ;  and  then  It  provides  for  penalties  of  flue  and 

lmpris<mment.  ,  .     ^i.    t. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  Is  what  I  had  incorporated  In  the  Record 

without  reading.  ,.     ,     „       .  t^  ^    *^ 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  me  to 

ask  him  a  question?  ^  „  i 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the   Senator  from  Pennsyl- 

vaida  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  REED.     I  do.  ^  ,         a 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Docs  that  apply  only  to  trade  secrets  and 

processes?  v  ,,     r,      -^     * 

Mr.  REED.    Yes :  trade  secrets  and  proces.ses,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  the  pending  resolution  were  so  amended 
as  to  provide  for  coiifldeiitial  information,  except  as  otherwise 
provided  by  law.  would  not  that  meet  that  difficulty? 

Mr.  REED.  If  it  were  amende<I  .so  as  to  exclude  trade  secrets 
or  processes.  I  should  see  no  objection  whatever  to  its  adoption. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  words  "  except  as  otherwise  provided  by 
law"  would  cover  that,  would  they  not? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President.  I  think  that 
amendment  ought  to  be  made.  I  made  a  study  of  this  subject  lu 
connection  with 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  am  Jnst  suggesting  It  to  the  Senator  from 

South  Dakota.  , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 


l 


vania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.*jas.  Pardon  me  for  Interrupting. 
I  was  Just  about  to  say  that  I  believe  the  amendment  su;:gested 
by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  ought  to  be 
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Incorporated  in  the  resolution.  A  study  of  thk  subject  was  made 
by  a  special  conuuittec  of  the  Senate  on  which,  among  other 
Senators,  the  Senator  from  Wiscou.>^in  [Mr.  La  FoLLErrrE]  and 
the  .senior  Senator  fri>m  Arkansas  served,  the  report  being  made 
something  more  than  a  year  ago. 

During  the  c<.m-.se  of  the  studies  made  by  that  committee  we 
found  that  particularly  immediately  following  the  war  there 
was  very  serious  objection  urgiKl  by  manufacturers  in  nearly 
all  the  Europcjiu  countries,  and  particularly  Germatiy.  as  I 
now  recall,  to  the  efforts  of  the  Tariff  Commission  to  ascertain 
their  costs  of  production.  Various  reasons  were  given  for  their 
objection.  Some  of  tl»e  objections  grew  out  of  a  spirit  of  antag- 
onism to  the  United  Stales  be<ause  of  events  which  occuri-e  i 
during  the  war:  others  out  of  the  fear  that  it  would  result  in 
a  disclosure  of  trad*'  se<'rets  or  secret  proces.ses  which  would 
give  the  competitors  in  the  Uiiite<l  States  of  the  foreign  pro- 
ducers an  undue  and  an  unfair  advantage. 

The  evidence  iHjfore  the  committee  to  which  I  have  referred 
disclose<l  that  there  were  some  iuiitam^s  In  which  information 
that  was  deemed  e.-sential  could  not  be  .secured  without  pledges 
on  the  part  of  tiie  investigators  that  that  infonnaticm  could  not 
be  di.sclosed.  I  am  in  agreement  with  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
that  where  the  agents  of  this  Oovernment,  in  order  to  obtain 
informathm  from  a  foreigner  which  could  not  otherwi.se  be 
obtaine<l.  make  a  pletlge  that  that  information  will  not  be 
published,  we  ought  to  do  what  we  can  to  conform  to  the  pledge. 
I  think  that  is  an  act  of  go<Hl  faith  which  ought  to  be  carried  out. 

I  winild  not  object  to  Uie  Incorporation  in  the  resolution  of  a 
provisi<m  somewhat  as  follows: 

Provided,  That   where   Information    baa  been    secured    upon   a   pledge 
that  It  shall  not  be  published,  the  commission  shall  not  supply  the  in 
formation  if.  In  the  opinion  of  the  I'lesideut,  it  would  be  detrimental 
to  the  public  interests. 

This  is  rather  a  delicate  subject,  and  while  I  realize  fully  the 
force  of  the  argument  made  by  tl'.e  Senator  fn»m  South  Dakota 
that  it  would  be  very  advantageous  to  the  Senate  in  some  cases 
to  have  all  this  confideiitiai  information,  and  I  realize,  too,  that 
there  might  l>e  made  a  pretense  that  information  Is  confidential 
when  it  is  not  actually  confidential,  but  I  am  convinced  that,  in 
so  far  as  trade  secrets  and  secret  processes  are  concerned,  it 
ought  to  be  expressly  incf)rporated  in  the  resolution. 

Mr.  McMASTER.     Mr.  Presi.Ient 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  fiom  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Would  it  be  satisfactory  to  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  if  a  clause  be  lnserte<I  in  the  resolution 
excepting  trade  secrets  and  secret  pn>cesses? 

Mr.  HEED.     And  other  confidential  Infonnation. 

Mr.  KIN(J.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  we  are  all  agreed  on  the  idea  that  any- 
thing the  Tariff  Commission  has  ought  to  be  freely  available  to 
every  Senator  unless  it  is  a  breach  of  faith  to  make  it  i)ublic. 
I  am  willing  to  express  that  in  any  appr(>i)riate  wonls. 

Mr.  McMA.STER.  Mr.  President.  I  am  sure  that  any  Senator 
who  might  obtain  such  information  wituld  not  do  so  for  the 
purpo.se  of  parading  the  Individual  affairs  of  particular  com- 
panies on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  but  if  abnormally  high  costs 
l)revail  with  one  factory,  in  discussing  various  factories  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  they  can  be  numl)ered.  No.  1.  No.  2,  No.  3, 
No.  4.  and  No.  .'i.  and  so  on.  so  that  Uie  name  of  the  factory 
will  not  be  revealed.  As  a  general  proposition,  however,  If 
an  Industrial  concern  is  coming  before  the  taxpayers  of  America 
to  ask  them  to  tax  themselves  in  the  way  of  increased  costs  of 
consumption  by  conferring  certain  i>enefits  upon  that  industry, 
the  industry  ought  to  show,  and  the  burden  of  proof  ought  to 
be  UF)on  the  indusfrj-  to  show,  tliat  it  can  not  pro<luce  at  the 
aame  costs  at  which  its  comiietitors  in  Euroi)e  do. 

Mr.  REED.     I  think  eo. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Then,  as  I  understand  it,  under  tiie  amend- 
ment as  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  he  has  no 
objection  to  the  Members  of  the  Senate  actually  having  in  their 
I>osses.sion  infonnaticm  as  to  the  individual  costs  of  certain 
factories,  without  divulging  in  that  information  trade  secrets 
or  secret  proce.s.se8. 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  yes,  I  have.  I  have  objection  to  any  of 
us  getting  from  the  Tariff  Commission  material  which  was 
given  to  them  in  confidence  and  in  reliance  upon  the  honor  of 
this  country.    I  think  we  are  all  agree<l  on  that. 

Mr.  KIX(i  and  Mr.  HEFLIN  addres.sed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield :  and  if  so,  to  whom  ? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Will  not  the  Senator  yield  to  me  Just  there? 

Mr.  REF:D,     I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 
Mr.  KING.     Mr.  I'resident.  I  was  going  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota,  as  well  as  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 


whHher  an  amendment  which  I  had  prepared  some  time  ago 
would  be  accei>(ablc.  reading  as  follows: 

Where  confidential  or  complete  and  full  Informaticn  which  It  is  not 
forbidden  by  law  to  dlvtilge,  within  Its  p-^asesslon.  pertaluiug  to— 

And  so  forth. 

I  think  one  observation  of  the  S<'nafor  would  make  the  excep- 
tion t.H)  lin.ad,  but  it  stvms  to  nje  the  commission  tmght  not  to 
go  any  furtlier  than  to  refu.se  to  disclose  that  whicii  by  law  It 
is  forbidden  to  divulge.  Anything  that  it  is  not  forbidden  by 
law  (o  dividge  ought  to  be  accessible  to  the  Senate. 

ilr.  REED.  I  think  anything  it  Is  forbidden  by  national 
lionor  to  db-elose  ought  al.-'o  to  Iw  kept  confidential. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Mr.  Pivsident 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  fn>m  Alabama. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  1  understoiKl  the  Senator  to  say  thai  he  was 
not  w'lling  to  require  tiie  Tariff  (^)mmission  to  give  to  a  Sen- 
ator, uiion  demand,  information  n-garding  the  co.sts  of  production 
in  a  foreign  country.  If  that  is  true,  how  are  we  going  to  ascer- 
tain the  difference  between  the  c<.».<t  of  pnnluctlon  lu  a  foix'igu 
country  and  the  cost  of  production  in  the  Uidted  States'; 

Mr.  REED.  No.  Mr.  President ;  I  think  the  Senator  has  mis- 
understood ma  I  l)elleve  they  ouuht  to  give  all  the  information 
they  have  on  foreign  costs  of  production,  provi<Kd  they  can  give 
it  without  breadi  of  faith.  That  is  the  only  limitation  I  would 
put  ou  it. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Suppose  they  find  a  ca.se  In  which  the  manu- 
facturer in  a  foreign  country  does  not  want  to  give  that  infor- 
mation :  how  are  we  going  to  1k'  guvirned  here,  in  otir  efforts  to 
legi.-ilate.  In  setting  up  the  diffei-ence  between  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction In  a  forei^rn  country  and  the  cost  of  priKlmtlon  In  this 
i-outitry? 

Mr.  REED.  We  are  constantly  up  agaiust  that  difficulty. 
One  way  in  which  we  can  comix?!  the  production  of  a  cost  to  otir 
Treasury  agents  is  tlie  threat  to  put  the  pjirthular  cummoility 
on  United  States  value,  as  provided  in  se<-tiou  4U2.  Another 
way,  under  the  1922  law.  has  btvn  to  threaten  an  embargo  on 
the  jiroducts  of  the  imrtlcular  manufacturer.  If  he  does  not 
give  us  the  information.  It  is  only  by  such  means  that  we  <-jin 
force  them  to  give  the  informjition  we  desire.  But  in  many 
cases  they  have  given  it  in  reliance  upon  the  assurance  of  the 
coinini.s.«ion  that  it  would  not  go  any  further. 

I  want  to  take  issue  with  a  statement  made  a  little  while  ago 
on  the  floor  that  it  is  customary  Jo  furnish  this  corjfldentlal  in- 
formation to  the  President.  I  hapiK'u  to  know  the  form  in  which 
those  riTXtrts  are  made  up  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  every 
effort,  even  in  their  communications  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  is  made  to  preserve  the  anonymity  of  the  foreign 
companies  and  the  domestic  comjianies,  and  to  conceal  the  trade 
secrets  that  have  been  given  in  confidencv  to  tiie  Tariff  Commis- 
sion. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Of  what  value  Is  this  information,  even  when 
given  to  the  President,  uidess  he  gives  It  to  Congress? 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  i)erfectly  good  information :  but  d<jes  not 
the  Senator  see  that  the  Tariff  Commission  can  not  make  uj) — 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  Is  listening,  and  if  he  Is  not, 
I  will  not  continue. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  am  listening  to  the  Senator,  but  I  am  not 
agreeing  with  him. 

Mr.  KEED.  No;  that  Is  naturally  ImjHX'^ible  until  I  have 
finished  the  suggestion.  It  is  utterly  imiKJ.ssible  to  make  up  an 
accurate  weighted  average  production  cost  statement  for  either 
a  foreign  country  or  this  c<mntry  until  we  have  each  Individunl 
.statement  of  each  of  the  prodticeis.  What  is  subndtled  to  the 
I'resident  and  what  is  suluuitted  to  us  in  this  tariff  summary 
is  the  composite  of  information  as  to  all  of  the  producers,  in- 
cluding the  very  low  and  the  very  high  cost  ones;  but  efich  In- 
dlviduiil's  figures  are  his  private  projx'rty  and  his  own  secret, 
and  those  are  kept  secret  by  the  Tariff  Comntisslon. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Supfiose  ^ome  Member  of  Congress  should 
challenge  that  Infonnation  and  want  to  .«ee  what  the  commis- 
slon  has  on  the  subject.  If  you  shrmld  leave  that  to  the  com- 
mission and  it  was  luirtisan,  it  wouid  be  no  trriuWe  for  it  to 
recommend  to  the  Senate  and  to  the  House  that  cvrlain  things 
be  done  in  certain  instances :  but  8upiM>se  somebo<ly  should  chal- 
lenge that  and  want  to  go  behind  it  and  see  on  what  the  com- 
mis.si(>n  based  Its  recommendation. 

Mr.  REED.  In  Uie  first  place,  the  Tariff  Commission  never 
suggests  duties;  it  merely  reports  facts.  In  the  next  place,  it 
is  bipartisan,  and  no  one  memL>er  has  any  power  that  any  other 
member  has  not.  In  the  next  place.  I  never  have  heard  a  sug- 
gestion that  the  Information  which  the  Tariff  Commission  fur- 
nished us  was  colored.  The  experts  employed  by  the  commission 
are    indiscriminately    Democrats    and    Republicans   and    every 
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Other  ghade  of  poHtlral  faith ;  but.  as  for  as  I  can  see,  there  la 
no  politics  in  the  scientific  work  they  do. 

Mr.  UEFLIN.  Mr.  Tresident,  I  would  not  want  to  canse  any 
business  any  concern  or  cauBe  It  to  give  up  its  trade  secrets  or 
Its  trade  prtx-esses,  bof  1  think  that  is  aa  far  as  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  should  go.  I  would  not  add  "other  infor- 
mation." because  we  want  information  regarding  things  in  con- 
nection with  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  to  resume  the  floOT  Just  for  a 
moment,  I  want  to  make  this  supgestion :  We  are  all  agreed.  I 
think,  that  we  do  not  want  to  break  the  national  faith  that  is 
owing  to  the  people  who  have  given  us  confidential  Information. 
I  can  nc>t  discover  that  there  is  any  difference  in  thought  be- 
tween the  Semitor  from  Nebraska,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas, 
aud  any  of  the  rest  of  us  who  have  talked  about  this  matter ; 
bat  we  can  not  do  committee  work  here  on  the  floor.  Would  It 
not  be  well  to  pass  over  the  resolution  for  an  hour  and  let  us 
get  topether  and  see  if  we  can  not  draft  something  which  will 
express  the  conunoo  thoiight? 

Mr.  McMASTER  Mr.  Tresident.  I  wish  to  perfect  the  resolu- 
tion by  the  foll«>wing  amendment:  In  line  4.  after  the  word 
•'  poR.session."  insert  the  words  "  except,  however,  such  confi- 
dential information  as  it  is  provided  by  law  shall  not  be 
divulged."    That  makes  the  exception. 

Mr  REED.  I  do  not  know  that  I  would  like  to  limit  ray 
obligation  of  honor  to  what  the  law  already  says.  If  somebody 
gave  them  information  on  their  assurance  that  it  would  never 
be  divulged,  I  do  not  think  it  is  square  or  honoraWe  for  us  to 

require  it.  .,,.,_     ^  ,. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  suggest  an 
amendment  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota,  to  add  a  proviso 
reading  as  follows: 

Prorided.  That  the  commlMion  shall  not  divulge  any  information  the 
flTlnn  of  which  would  violate  any  pledge  or  promise  under  which  It  was 
obtained. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Or  the  furnishing  of  which  is  forbidden  by 

the  present  law. 

Mr.  NOIIRIS.    This  would  cover  that,  and  larobably  go  a  httle 

further.  ,  ^  •       w  ^ 

Mr  REED.  We  do  not  improve  the  present  law  by  reenact  _ 
ing  it  Of  course,  if  it  is  illegal  to  furuisli  the  information,  it 
la  implied  that  they  will  not  furnish  it  I  think  the  Senator 
suggests  an  excellent  amendment. 

Mr  SIMMONS.  Mr.  Presidtnt  I  think  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  to  his  resolution  meets 
fheonly  objection  that  is  tenable  which  has  been  made  against 
this  resolution.  It  covered  such  information  as  under  the  law 
the  Tariff  Commission  is  forbidden  to  give  to  the  public. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  thought  it  ghould  gt)  fuither 
and  should  except  any  information  that  may  be  given  to  the 
Tariff  Commission  under  a  pledge  of  secrecy.  If  the  commls- 
§lon  has  given  that  pletlge  in  violation  of  the  law,  I  can  not  see 
what  authority  they  w<  uld  have  to  make  such  a  ple<lge.  Tht 
commission  and  the  taxi>ayer  are  supposetl  to  know  tht'  law  ol 
the  land.  The  law  of  the  land  is  that  the  returns  shall  l)e  kepi 
gf^eret— not  absolutely  secret:  no;  but  the  law  of  the  land  is 
that  uotwithstuuding  the  Se<-retary  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Tariff  Commission  are  directed  not  to  divulge  certain  secret 
Information  which  they  may  have  secured  from  the  public  in  th« 
performance  of  their  functions  and  their  duties  and  the  exerdst 
of  their  powers,  yet  the  law  of  the  land  is  equally  specific  that 
the  Congress  of  tlie  United  States,  through  Its  committws  in 
the  two  Houses — the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  th< 
Finance  Committee — shall  have  the  right  to  demand  the  infer 
mation  which  otherwise  is  secret  for  the  use  of  the  Congress  Ir 
legislating  upon  matters  affectetl  by  the  Information. 

Of  course,  in  a  certain  way.  whenever  we  ask  for  Informatioi 
that  the  Secretary  is  not  permitted  to  disclose  we  are  askini 
for  information  that  was  given  to  the  Secretary  with  the  under 
standing  that  he  was  to  keep  it  secret  from  the  public.  Bu 
the  taxpayer  know  and  the  Secretary  knew  that  that  secrec: 
apfJied  to  the  public  and  not  to  the  Congress  of  the  Unlte< 
States,  because  the  law  specifically  excepted  any  obligation  o 
pei-re<!>-  as  to  the  right  of  the  Congress  and  its  representative! 
In  the  exercise  of  its  taxing  p«iwer  to  have  the  benefit  of  an] 
information  that  he  may  have  secured  except  that  expressl; 
prohibited  by  law,  as  In  the  case  of  processes  and  trade-markii 
and  things  of  that  sort. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Nortl  i 
Cart>Iina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  yield. 
_^ Mr.  NORRIS.     I  think  the  Senator  ought  to  modify  his  state- 
ment Just  a  little.     In  the  main,  I  believe  I  agree  with  hln 
fully,  but  there  are  two  sources  of  information  which  the  Taril  I 
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(d)  of  t^i\<Hi  .tW.  th.  words  "eovpr,  obscure."  npon  tbe  tkeory  that 
this  ac«>inpJiiiheii  th*'  puri>'»^  <>'  th**  lanmwicc  In  paragraph  (a),  and 
our  opfn'on  U  ba<'k."<l  up  hy  Icarnnd  (-onnHo!  that  this  change  la  very 
node^inibie.  aud  that  for  two  rcaaona :  First,  that  paragraph  (a)  la 
th*"  n«ir«/fT- P**  *•>•*  will  he  fi>llowed  hy  the  ru<(tuiD8  Department  In 
ailinlnl.'»t*'rinK  thl«  law,  and  the  ahwence  of  tho  words  •'that  ahnll  not 
be  cov.red  or  i**rijrM  hy  any  »ubae«iapur  nttnchments  or  nrranj^e- 
Bieiita"  will  permit  the  Importatloa  of  artloloa  m  niarkpd  that  the 
marking  wlir  Ik»  ubarurod  and  coverrd.  Ctmnjw'l  a«lvlse<l  further  that  In 
ail  pnibahiliiy  ti»«?  ix-naUlea  aection.  auhdlvision  (d)  U  nBConj»tltutlonal 
Mud  that,  in  any  event,  it  wlU  be  cxtrrmel:-  difll<-ult  for  tho  Onvt^mniPnt 
t«  follow  tht>  mt^rrhandtae  to  lU  final  ii8»^  and  p<-nnllze  the  thru  owner 
•f  llw   mt-nh.nniiiaing  for   covoring  <»r  ob«<Mirlng   the  country  of  orijln 

D)ark. 

It  «4«ciurt  to  me  that  it  »•  very  Important  tiiat  thla  8e<'tlon  304  be 
ain<-n«)>*d  to  coTi»r  the«*  very  aJ^rlooa  flefeotJ. 

I  haw  gon»>  into  this  matter  quite  tnWj.  and  shall  be  v»rT  appre- 
rIatiTe  of  y«>ar  living  it  »o«t  i^irefiil  rmjiild.«nitlrm.  a»  I  am  anre 
you  will. 

Very  frnly  yo«ir«. 

J.    FHKD    FOISBFS.    Pr0»i4€Mt. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senat«>r  from  Massachu- 
setts tiermit  an  inquiry? 

Ml    WALSH  of  Massachasetts.    I  will. 

Mr.  KING.  For  Information,  I  should  like  t«»  ask  whether 
it  coutaju-s  suggestions  as  to  further  amendments  to  the  pend-' 

Ing  bill?  ^     , 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachus«tts.  Tlio  writer  of  the  letter 
Kuggt^ts  that  the  i-laus^  of  th«*  pn«sent  law  which  provides 
that  the  place  of  mat  king  ^hali  not  be  covered  or  obscured 
be  relalneil  in  tlie  law.  Further,  the  writer  Mn  been  advised 
by  ctmns^l  that  the  penalties  section,  sub^livlsiqn  (d),  may  be 
tmconsiitutiititai. 

Mr.  Kl.NG.  But  tl»e  marking  would  not  l>e  "  in  a  couspictjous 
pia<f  ■  if  ir  were  «x.vered.  1  think  th«-  appn-liensions  of  the 
writer  «»f  the  letter  as  ti)  the  lirst  point  raisod  are  unfounded. 

Mr.  S.M<M>T  ubtaineil  the  flo<ir. 

.Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  t)FFICKR.  Does  the  SeuatuT  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  S«'uaror  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  S.M«M*T.    I  yield. 


Commission  has.  One  Is  from  our  people  at  home  and  the  other 
Is  from  foreigners.  I  feel  just  a  little  different  about  getting 
Information  from  a  foreign  manufacturer,  because  we  are  legis- 
lating, we  suppose,  in  the  interest  of  the  domestic  manufacturer, 
and  we  have  a  right  to  ask  something  of  him.  He  is  here 
asking  protection.  We  have  a  right  to  look  at  his  books  and  see 
whether  he  is  entitled  to  protection.  But  when  we  ask  for 
information  from  a  foreigner  who  is  under  no  obligation  to  us 
and  who  may  Uilnk  the  information  will  be  used  even  to  his 
detriment,  and  we  get  the  information  under  a  pledge  even  to 
keep  it  away  fr(»n  Congress,  or  whatever  the  pledge  was — If 
we  accept  the  information  on  the  conditions  the  foreigner  lays 
down,  no  matter  what  they  are,  we  ought  to  comply  with  them. 
Perhaps  we  have  gone  too  far  and  accepted  the  Information  on 
conditions  which  we  ought  to  have  rejected,  but  as  long  as  we 
have  accepted  it  on  those  cMiditions  we  ought  to  make  good. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  willing  to  concede  that  the  position 
taken  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  is  sound.  The  American 
taxpayer,  of  course,  is  presumed  to  know  the  law.  He  is  pre- 
sumed to  know  that  the  reservation  In  favor  of  the  Senate  and 
the  House  Ls  contained  In  the  law  which  applies  to  the  secrecy 
of  tax  returns.  The  foreign  producer,  however,  who  is  asked 
for  his  cost  of  production  and  for  any  other  facts  with  respect 
to  his  operations  that  the  commission  may  think  it  necessary  to 
have,  is  not  presumed  to  know  the  American  law.  Therefore,  I 
agree  with  the  Senator  that  so  fur  as  tlie  foreigiier  is  concerned 
he  ought  to  be  protected  against  any  disclosure.  But  it  would 
be  a  very  easy  matter  to  write  in  the  resolution  of  the  S«'nator 
a  provision  tiiat  it  should  not  apply  to  information  obtained 
from  a  foreign  corporation  or  person. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  .\rkan.sas.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  Uie  Sen- 
ator from  South  Dakota  will  aa-eirt  both  suggestions,  I  see  no 
objection  to  Incorporating  them  in  the  resolution.  I  reallise  that 
it  may  deny  Senators  some  information  which  we  would  like  to 
have  and  that  it  is  an  important  limitation,  or  may  prove  to  be 
an  important  limitation,  uiK>n  the  resolution.  Nevertheless,  as 
suggested  In  the  questions  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
llEiLiN],  there  is  no  process  by  which  the  representatives  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  can  compel  foreign  produc-ers  to  furnish 
them  the  information  relative  to  their  cost  of  prodnction.  We 
must  of  necessity  proceed  in  a  conciliatory  manner  in  order  to 
get  that  evidence. 

As  further  illustrating  some  statements  I  made  a  few  minutes 
ago,  as  early  as  1926  it  appeare<l  that  throughout  the  period 
which  had  elapsed  since  Uie  enactment  of  this  provision  in  19i:2 
the  representatives  of  the  commission  had  encountere<l  very 
many  dlfliculties  in  getting  the  information  they  iieedetl.  Among 
the  ditTKUlties  were  reasons  assi^rneil  by  foreign  produdTs  or 
manufacturers  as  follows:  Resentment  of  activities  of  other 
agents  of  the  Go>ernment  of  tiie  United  States,  fear  of  dis- 
closure to  competitors,  fear  of  disclosure  to  their  own  govern- 
ment, fear  that  a  case  will  simply  he  made  to  increase  the  duty, 
lack  of  interest  in  the  American  market,  resentment  of  Amer- 
ica's commercial  attitude,  difference  in  the  cliaracter  of  cost 
records  kept,  lack  of  segregated  cost  records,  traditional  aver- 
sion to  revtaling  cost  figures. 

These  are  among  the  reasons  as.signefl  by  foreign  manufac- 
turers or  protlucers  for  reluctantly  dL^closing  or  refusing  to 
disclose  their  cost  production,  so  that  the  commission  from  the 
very  beginning  has  had  very  great  ditliculty  in  procuring  the 
information  it  needs  in  order  to  make  an  Intelligent  finding. 
There  is  danger  of  closing  the  avenues  now  open  by  arousing  the 
fear  that  we  will  pnbli.sh  information  which,  under  the  law  and 
under  the  ple«lges  of  the  Tariff  C«>iimiission,  ought  to  l>e  kept 
secret  The  statute  does  not  forbid  membtTs  of  tl»e  commission 
to  promise  secrecy  In  order  to  get  information.  The  commis- 
sion are  fort)i<lden  to  publish  certain  facts  ascertained  and  are 
limitetl  in  their  publication  of  facts  procure«l. 

But  we  have  enacte<l  no  statute  forbidding  pletlges  of  this 
character,  and  In  view  of  that  fact  and  in  view  of  the  «!lfllcultle8 
that  always  exi.st  in  getting  a  competitor  of  an  American  pro- 
ducer to  Vurni.sh  Infommtion  upon  which  to  penalize  him  by 
fixing  higher  rates.  I  feel  that  there  is  justification  for  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  and  I  hoi>e 
that  the  author  of  the  resolution  may  accept  It.  I  want  to 
support  him  In  his  effort  to  get  the  necessary  information,  and 
I  do  not  want  to  be  in  the  attitude  of  attempting  to  coerce  him 
into  a  position  he  is  unwilling  to  assume.  Nevertheless  I 
believe  that  It  would  be  construed  as  very  bad  faith,  and 
woaild  be  given  widespread  publicity  which  would  be  detrimental 
to  the  commission  in  its  good-faith  efforts  to  obtain  foreign 
cost  of  production  if  It  should  appear  that  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  has  insisted  upon  a  (Hsclosure  of  matters  which 
the  commission  had  promised  not  to  disclose  In  order  to  ascer- 
tain them. 
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Poatum  Co.  (Ine.).  2.'50  Park  Avenue,  New  York  City. 

Cream  of  Wh'^at  Co.,  730  Stin.«.«n  Boulevard,  MlnneepollR.  Minn. 

Ralston  Pnrlna  Co.,  MS  Bonth  Eighth  Street,  St.  r>oni»,  Mo. 

nerker  H-O  Co.  (Inc.).  Gfne^WH-  Rnllding.  Buffalo.  S.  Y. 

-'innour  A  Co..   208  South   I^Salle  Street,  Chicago,   HI. 

(•udahy  Packing  Co..  Ill  Wp«t  Monroe  Street.  Chicago.  III. 

Foell  Packing  Co..  3117  West  Forty-seventh  Street,  Chicago,  HI. 

Mbhy  McNeill  ft  LIbby,  Union  St-nkyards,  Chlt-ago,  III. 

Mayor  0»car  k  Co..  1241  gedgpwlrk  Street.  Chicago,  III. 

Veltee  k  Znncker,  216  North  <Jr»^n  Stre<*t.  (Tjicago,  III. 

Wllaon  k  Co..  S.mth  Ashl.nnd  Street,  Chicago,  111. 

Torn  Products  Rpflning  Co..  Whltphall  Bnlldlng,  New  York  City. 

.\tlantic  Coa«t   Fisheries  Corporation. 

Cary  Maple  Synip  Co..  St.  Johnftiury.  Vt. 

The  Vermont  Maple  Syrup  Co.,  Burlington.   Vt. 

K.  N.  Johnton  Maple  Syrup  r©..  Bellefontalne.  Ohio. 

T»K  Calin  Pro<hict<(  Co..  (^hicago  .Avenue  and  CuMla  Street.  St.  IHul, 
;  liinn. 

The  Anial2flin.Tted  Sugar  Co..  Ogden.  Utah. 

-American  Beet  Sugar  Co..  444  Steel  Bnlldlng.  Denver.  Colo. 

Chippewa  Sugar  Retbilng  Co.,  428  tiirand  Avenue.  Milwaukee.  Wis. 

Columbia  Sugar  Co.,  Bay  City.  Mich. 

Continental  Sugar  Co.,  192-4  Ijifayette  Bonlt-vard.  Detroit,  Mich. 

Franklin  Sugar  Co.,  Colorado  Springs.  Culo. 

Garden  City  Co.,  Mining  Exchange  Building,  Colorado  Springs,  Colo. 

Tlie  Great  Weatem  Sugar  Co..  Sugar  Building,  Denver,  Colo. 

Gunnison  Sugar  Co.,  1104  Continental  Bank  Building.  Salt  I..ake 
(Mty,  Utah. 

lloUand-St.  Lould  Sugar  Co..  1704  Jefferson  Avenue,  Toledo,  Ohio. 

Holly  Sugar  Corporucion,  Uoldon  Cycle  BiilldLng,  Colorado  Springs. 
:olo. 

Layton  Sugar  Co.,  Layton,  Utah.  » 

I,08  Alamitos  Sugar  Co.,  650  South  Grand  .Vvrnue.  I^o*  Angoles,  Calif. 

Menominee  River  Sugar  Co.,  Meuominee,  Mich. 

Mid-We«tern  Sugar  Co..  lielmond.  l«jw.» 

Michigan  Sugar  Co.,  Saginaw,  Mich. 

Mount  Clemens  Sugar  Co.,  Bay  City,  Mich. 

National  Sugar  Manufacturing  Co.,  Sugjir  City,  Colo. 

The  Ohio  Sugar  Co..  Ottawa,  Ohio. 

Rock  County  Sugar  Co.,  Bay  City.  Mich. 

SpreckeU  Sugar  Co.,  2  Pine  Street,  San  Franclaco,  Calif. 

Snrliiirvnlf^MDnlotdii    Siiirjir   Po  .    Sorlnrvtllo.    Ctatl. 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  applies  to  information  obtained  from  the  Ameri- 
can taxi^yer  and  as  well  to  information  obtained  from  the 
foreigner. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  believe  It  should 
apply  to  the  American  producers  at  all,  l)ecau8e  we  have  the 
right  to  compel  them,  and  In  all  fairness  they  ought  to  disclose 
willingly,  except  trade  secrets  and  secret  pHK-esses,  whatever 
facts  are  necessary  to  a  proper  determination  of  the  question. 
I  did  not  understand  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  had 
included  in  his  amendment  the  home  manufacturers.  I  think 
that  is  a  different  question. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  proposed  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  reads: 

Provided,  That  the  same  shall  not  diaclo«e  any  information  the 
giving  of  which  would  violate  any  pledge  or  promise  under  which  It 
WBB  obtained. 

That  would  apply  to  the  American  taxpayer. 

Mr.  REED.     It  ought  to  apply  to  the  American  taxpayer. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  ought  to,  and  would  but  for  the  fact  that 
the  law  notified  the  American  taxpayer  that  the  Senate  was 
entitled  to  the  luformation  whenever  it  wanted  It  and  there 
was  to  be  no  secrecy  so  far  as  the  Senate  Is  concerned,  although 
al>s<»!ute  secrecy  was  imposed  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury with  reference  to  everybody  except  the  legislative  branch 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  SACKEl^T.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Arkan.'ias  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  RORINSON  of  Arkansas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  would  like  to  make  the  suggestion,  liow- 
ever.  (hat  the  Tariff  Commission  and  other  commissions  of  the 
Government  are  getting  very  valuable  Information  from  the 
pef)ple  of  the  country  by  simply  sending  them  a  notice  and 
asking  them  if  they  will  supply  certain  information  which  will 
be  held  c<mfl(lentlal.  As  the  representative  of  a  business  house. 
I  have  had  these  Inquiries  come  from  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission, and  I  have  had  them  come  from  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Let  me  say  that  when  infor- 
mation is  obtained  in  that  way  I  have  no  dlsiMsItion  to  force 
the  publication  of  the  Information. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  think  the  material  contained  in  the  book 
entitled  "  Summary  of  Tariff  Information "  is  most  valuable. 
as  we  discovered  wlien  we  were  writing  the  tariff  bill.  Without 
it  we  would  have  been  at  a  great  loss  to  know  how  to  appraise 
any  cost  of  production. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Let  me  Interrupt  the  Senator 
to  .say  that  some  of  us  are  entirely  in  the  dark  as  to  the  Infor- 
mation to  which  he  is  referring. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  am  simply  referring  to  the  composite  in- 
formation, which  Is  all  we  have  been  able  to  get  so  far.  con- 
tained In  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  this  information  is  asked  for  in  confidence,  a  law  of 
this  kind  takes  on  the  nature  of  an  ex  post  facto  law,  which  is 
abhorrent  to  most  people. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.^as.  It  may  be  further  said  that 
the  producer  or  manufacturer  would  have  had  the  option  of 
declining  to  supply  the  information  and  meeting  the  issue  as  to 
wlu'ther  he  could  be  compelIe<l  to  furnish  it. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  And  If  we  enact  such  a  law  as  this,  when  the 
next  effort  is  made  by  the  Tariff  Commission  or  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  to  get  valuable  Information  it  will  he  refused. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  We  will  have  closed  the  ave- 
nues of  information,  as  I  said  a  while  ago,  except  such  as  we 
are  able  to  compel. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  REED,  and  others  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  McNarv  hi  the  chair). 
The  present  wcupant  of  the  chair  will  hold  that  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  has  the  floor.    To  whom  does  he  yield? 

Mr.  McMASTER.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  REED.  In  line  with  what  was  said  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  I  had  occasion,  just 
before  I  entered  the  Senate,  to  try  a  case  in  which  the  Federal 
Trade  C/<immIs.sIon,  whose  powers  are  similar  to  those  of  the 
Tariff  Commission,  demanded  a  cost  of  production  statement 
from  a  certain  corjxjratkm  engaged  In  making  chemicals.  We 
liled  a  bill  for  an  injunction  to  restrain  any  further  proceedings 
along  that  line,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  constitute  an  un- 
reasonable search  and  seizure  in  violation  of  the  Constitution 
to  make  them  show  their  trade  secrets,  and  the  Federal  courts 
ui»held  that  contention. 

The  Tariff  Commi.s.sion  has  been  getting,  under  pledge  of 
secrecy,  a  great  deal  of  information  that  the  Constitution  would 
prevent  its  getting  if  it  tried  to  force  it  under  the  prdvlsions  of 
this  act.    That  Just  adds  force,  it  seems  to  me,  to  what  has 


been  said  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  RoBiifsoN]  that 
we  are  going  to  cloeie  up  all  of  these  avenuw  of  information  if 
we  iK-eak  faith  now. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President,  I  realise  that  we  ought  to 
give  fidl  consideration  to  the  side  of  Industry;  that  the  tax- 
payers of  the  cimntry  »4hould  not  be  given  any  ctmsideration ; 
tlxfit  the  great  mass  of  the  j»eoirfe  who  pay  the  bills,  when  they 
are  being  taxed  further  by  law.  should  not  know  the  full  reasons 
why  they  are  being  so  taxed.  However,  in  onler  to  arrive  at 
some  agreement  in  regard  to  this  particular  resolution,  if  agree- 
able, I  am  going  to  ask  that  it  go  over  until  to-morrow  morn- 
ing, and  meantime  I  .shall  try  to  frame  some  amendment  to  it 
which  will  be  .satisfactory  to  all. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion  will  go  over  until  to-morrow. 

EXBOVnVE    IfiSSAOBS 

Sundry  mestiages  in  writing  were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of 
his  secretaries. 

uKxiHioa  or  thb  tarut 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
siderati(m  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2067)  to  prt)vide  revenue,  to  regulate 
commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Industries  <if 
the  Uuited  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  f(tr  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  extracts  from  a  letter  in  the  nature  nf  a 
petition.    The  letter  states  among  other  things  that — 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee's  bU:  omits  in  the  first  a<>ntetice  of 
section  304  these  words :  "  That  shall  not  be  covered  or  olwcured  by 
any   sutMequent  attachments  or  arrangements." 

Section  304  is  the  marking  section  which  was  discussed  yes- 
terday. The  letter  suggests  tliat  some  further  amendment 
should  be  made  to  that  section  ;  and  I  ask  that  the  Finance  C«»m- 
mittee  give  the  suggestions  contained  in  the  letter  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  desire  tluit 
the  letter  be  printed  in  the  Rbcobd? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusett8.     Yes,  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  letter 
will  be  printed  in  the  Rkcori*  and  referred  to  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee for  consideration. 

The  letter  Is  as  follows : 

Thc  Fokbxs  Ltthoobaph  Manufactubino  Co., 

Boston,  September  K,  l»t$. 
Hon.  DAvm  I.  Walsh, 

United  Statet  Senate.  Wiuhinffton,  D.  C. 

DlAB    SB.NAT0U    WaLSH  : 

•  •••••• 

We  don't  quite  see  how  the  marking  law  can  be  used  for  improper 
purpos<K.  Its  purpose  is  plain,  i.  e.,  to  give,  first,  the  wholesaler 
notice  that  the  goods  were  manufactured  abroad.  Thnt  covers  the  out- 
side ca.'^eH  which  mudt  be  marked.  Secondly,  the  retailer  who  will  buy 
packages,  rolls,  or  bales,  notice  that  the  goods  are  imported  because 
these  packages  or  containers  must  be  marked.  Thirdly,  It  must  give 
the  ultimate  consumer  notice  that  he  Is  purchasing  foreign-made  goods. 
There  is  nothing  improper  thus  far.  It  seems  to  us  eminently  proper 
that  the  ultimate  purchaser  and  all  other  purchasers,  retail  and  whole- 
sale, should  know  that  the  merchandise  is  foreign  in  origin. 

The  objection  to  the  marking  law  arises  from  the  difficulty  In  mark- 
ing certain  articles,  we  understand,  like  figs,  dates,  shingles,  and  come 
other  things.  The  lmport*"rh  have  seemingly  featured  these  particular 
articles  In  their  argument  bi-fore  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  in  an  effort  to  show  that  the  law  as  it 
stands  at  the  present  time  is  ridiculous.  There  are,  at  the  most,  oniy  a 
very  few  such  cases,  and  If  the  law  wore  liberalised  to  cover  these 
very  few  cases  by  enlarging  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  determine  what  articles  shall  l>e  marked  and  what  articles 
shall  not  be  marked,  eventually  the  loss  of  protection  to  Amencaa 
Industries  would  be  very  great.  No  one  can  guarantee  the  attitude  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Some  future  Becretary  may  l»e  very 
sympathetic  toward  foreign  manufacturers  and  entertain  very  lit>eral 
views  In  reference  to  marking.  Abto,  it  is,  of  course,  necessary  for  tlie 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  delegate  the  responslMIIty  to  an  appointee, 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  and  past  rxperif>nce  liaM  shown  that  the 
office  of  the  Commiasloner  of  Customs  is  honeycombed  with  men  who 
generally  side  with  the  importer  who  generally  issue  Treasury  Depart- 
ment rulings  without  giving  anyone  notice,  aud  then,  of  course,  it  Is 
necessary  to  fight  to  get  them  changed.  You  may  r<>Cttll  the  case  of 
cigar  banils  and  labels  where  it  was  neciitsary  to  go  to  court  to  overrule 
the  Treasury  Department  rulinga. 

There  Is  also  another  feature.  The  Senate  Finance  Committtee'a  Mil 
omits,  in  the  first  sentence  of  section  304,  these  words  :  "  that  shall 
not  t>e  covered  or  obscured  by  any  aabaequent  attachments  or  arraage- 
menta."     They   have  Inserted   In   the  penalties  paragraph.   aobdivMon 
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General  atemioal  Co..  New  York  City. 
Olldden  Co..  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

QrasselU  Chemical  Co.  (Inc.)   (subsidiary  of  B.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours 
k  Co.),  Wilmington.  Del. 

Hercules   Powder   Co.,   Wilmington,    DeL 

Koppers  Co.  of  Delaware.  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

Koppers  Co.  of  l'ennt$ylvania,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

Malllnckrodt  Chemical   Works,   St.   Louis,  Mo. 

Muthieson  Alkali  Workn   (Inc.),  Niagara  Falls,  N.  T. 

Merck  k  Co.,  Rahway.  N.  J. 

Mon8.-into  Chemical   Work.s,   St.   L<^iuis,   Mo. 

National  Aniline  k  Chemical  Co.,  Buffalo.  N.  Y. 

Semot    Solvuy   Co..   Syracuse.   N.   Y. 

Sharpies   Solvents  Corporation,  Belle.   W.   Va. 

Solvay  Process  Co.,  Syracuse,  N.  Y. 

T'nion  Carbide  k  Carbon  Company  CoriwratloB.  New  York  City. 

U.  S.  Industrial  Alcohol  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Vanadium  Corporation  of  .Vmtrlca.  New  York  City. 

Westvaco  Chemical  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Armstrong    Cork    Co.,    Pittsburgh.    I»a. 

United  Cork  Co.,  Lyndhurst,  N.  J. 

FLAX.    HBllP,    AND    JVTB 

Ludlow    Manufacturing   .\ti80ciate8.    Ludlow,    Mass. 

WOOL 

Bot.iny  Worsted   Mills.    Passaic,   N.   J. 

Bcist  Weymouth  Wool  Scouring  Co.,  E«i«t  Weymouth,  Mass. 

EJavenson  k  Levering  Co.,  Camden.  N.  J. 

Oilet  Carbonizing  Co.   (Inc.).  I.<.well,  Mass. 

Gordon  &  <^;ordon,   Hazardvllle,  Coun. 

E.  Frank  Lewis,  Lawrence,  Mass. 

Merchants'  Wool  Scouring  Co..  Boston,  Mass. 

Newton  Wool   Scouring  Co.,   Newton.   Mass. 

Philadelphia  Wool  Scouring  k  Carbonizing  Co.,  Philaddphia,  Pa. 

Star  Carl>oniiiug  Co..  Woonsocket.  R.   I. 

A.  D.  Windle  Co..  Miilbury.  Mass. 

W.  W.  Windle  Co.,  Miilbury.  Mass. 

Somervillc  Woolen  Co.,  Sonjcrville,  Conn. 

Cheney   Bros..   South   Manchester.   Conn. 

National  Silk  Dyeing  Co.,  Paterson  and  Dundee,  N.  J.,  Ailentown  and 


Hersbel  California  Fruit  Prodncta  0».,  San  Joae.  CaMf. 

Ubby.  McNeill  k  LIbby.  San  Franclseo.  Calif. 

Hunt  Bros.  Packing  Co.,  San  Francisco,  CallL 

Richmond-Chase  Co.,  San  Jose,  Calif. 

Pratt-Low  Pre8er>ing  Co.,  San  Jose.  Calif. 

Prince.  II.  O..  k  Co..  Fruit  vale.  Oakland,  Calif. 

PhiUipa,  J.  R..  jr..  Berlin,  Md. 

P.  D.  Phillips  k  Bros.,  Salisbury,  Md. 

Phillips  Packing  Co.,  Cambridge.  Md. 

Roberts  Bros.  (Inc.),  Baltimore.  Md. 

The  TorschSummers  Co.,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Charles  T.  Wrights«n  k  Son,  Kaston.  Md. 

W.  N.  Clark  k  Co.,  RochestiT,  N.  Y. 

Curtice  Bros.  C\).,  Rochester,  N.  Y. 

Campbell  Soup  Co.,  Camden.  N.  J. 

Winter*  k  Powell  Canning  Co..  RashTillc.  N.  T. 

Comstock  Canneries  (Inc.).  Newark.  N.  Y. 

Bjjldwin  Packers  (Ltd.).  Lnhalna.  Hawaii. 

California  Packing  Corporation,  Honolulu,  Hawaii. 

Haiku  Fruit  k  Packing  Co.   (Ltd.).  Haiku.  Hawaii 

Hawaiian  Canneries  Co.   (Ltd.),  Kapaa.  Hawaii. 

Hawaiian  Pineapple  Co.   (Ltd.),  Honolulu.  Hawaii. 

Ka-I.a  Pinenpple  Co.   (Ltd.),  Honolulu,  Hawaii. 

Kauai  Fruit  k  I.And  Co.,  Kalaheo.  Hawaii. 

Kohala  Pineapple  Co.   (Ltd.).  Mahukona,   HnwnH. 

Libby,  McNeill  k  UUty  of  Honolulu  (Ltd.),  Honolalo,  HawttL 

Pauwelu  Pineapple  Co.,  Haiku,  Hawaii. 

Pearl  City  Fruit  Co.  (Ltd.),  Honolulu.  Hawaii. 

Bayside  Canning  Co..  Alvlsa,  Calif. 

V.  E.  Booth  Co..  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Pacific  Coast  Canners  (Inc.).  Oakland.  Ca'lf. 

Suttor  Packing  Co..  San  I>'rancisco,  Calif. 

SCHEOLLK    1 

The  Abbott  Laboratories,  North  Chicago,  IIL 

American  Crayon  Co.,   Sandusky,   Ohio. 

Archer  Daniels   Midland  Co..   Minneapolis),   Minn. 

(ktneral  Dyestuff  Corporation,  New  York  City. 

General  Aniline  Works.  Bensselact'.  N.  Y. 

Consolidated  Color  ft  Chemical  Corporation,  Newark.  N.  J. 

Bakelite  Corporation,  New  York  City. 

Arnold  Hoffman  *  Co.,  Providence,  R.  I. 


r>k    i' 
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Mr.  SI.MIKKNS.  I  nit-relr  want  to  say  bofoi-p  wp  have  passo<l 
It  aii«l  furRet  the  ci»lloquie8  that  have  takeu  plac-o  with  rfferem-e 
rt»  thr  resiolution  subiiiirte<i  by  the  Senator  from  f^ath  Dakota 
I  Mr  Mi.Mast>31.  that  my  M>IIcltnde  1*  that  iH»thin>;  should  be 
writttu  into  the  resolution  which  the  Set'refary  of  the  Treasury 
in  aiiswerinR  our  request  for  information  with  reference  to  tax 
n  tnrus.  unil  so  on.  nmUl  claim  would  Jnstify  him  in  withholding 
a  full  siiatemeut  such  as  we  have  rt'quwted.  I  do  not  wish  any- 
th>uK  of  that  sort  to  be  inroriwrated  in  the  res«tlutiou  :  and  I 
wish  to  st-e  wh»-n  the  resolution  shall  l»e  aiiHMjded  that  It  is  not 
ameiiderl  so  as  to  allow  such  latitude  as  might  give  the  Secre- 
tar>  of  the  Trv-asury  an  excuse  of  that  kind,  or  a  reason  of  that 
ku»d.  to  uwipi  aguintit  giving  the  S<'uate  flie  lnf<MTnati«»u  which 
tre  have  a*«ked  for  with  referem«  to  tax  returns. 

Mr.  SJdUoT.  Mr.  President,  1  a.sk  that  there  may  be  printed 
kn  the  Recobd  the  ILst  of  names  ri^uestt'd  by  the  minority  mem- 
ber* of  the  Senate  F^inance  Committee  for  in<ome-tax  returns 
under  Senate  Kesolution  loa  The  names  in  the  list  are  those 
which  hare  been  reqnestel  up  to  date,  and  a»  aoon  as  additional 
listK  shall  liave  been  made  up  I  will  re<juest  that  Ihey  be  printed 
Id  the  RixoKD. 

Mr.  HAURISON.  Mr.  President,  of  ctmrse  the  B«iator  from 
Utah  nuder!«tand.s  that  may  nor  l>e  a  full  list 

Mr.  SM(><)T.    1  JD^t  made  a  statement  to  that  effect 

Mr.  HARRISON.  We  understot^  that  the  chairman  of  the 
i^Hnmittee  might  alxn  have  a  list  to  put  in  tiie  RBCOBa 

Mr.  SMiMiT.  As  smon  as  additional  llata  shall  be  made  up  I 
will  pat  tb*m  in  the  Riouokb. 

The  VR'E  rRK.siDKNT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  Senator  mm  I  tab  to  print  tlie  lint  referred  to  by  him  in  the 
Rboobd? 

There  being  it<i  ui>ie<-ti«M).  the  list  was  ordered  to  be  i^lnted 
fn  the  Rftjcoaa  a«  follow)* : 

BBQCiam  Mapk  bt  Mt.toBmr  McMsrva  or  Smkats  PiMAJiai  ComirrTVi 
MM  lxoni(B-Tik.\  Rrm!(K  1'.<>idcb  ^imKAra  BMOLmos  108 

NBttooal  W«cuU  Co.  85  KlDtJi  .VTpnur.  Sew  Y«rk  City. 

Hhr«ddt*d  WlHit  Co..  NiaK»ra  rul!*.  N.  T. 

Loose-Wile*  Blacult  O..  Thonpfuta  Avona.\  Ijmg  laland  City,  N.  T. 

8awy«r  BiM<-Qlt  Co..  1041  W«9t  HnrriMja  Strvet,  CbkaSD,  111. 

Johusou   i>lu<ator  Fix-d  Co..  «'aiu><riitg<p.   Masfl. 

guakcr  Oat<t  Co..  «0  Kai*  Jarksoc  5Trwt.  Cbloajfo,  111. 

i^acitif  Coast  BU^ruit  «>.,  1205  gixtb  8ire<t  ••oth,  r^eMttl*,  W»«h. 

Kellocir  Co.,  Battl«  er«»k.  UXfk. 

Coroo  Milla  Co..  Kast  8t  Louis,  III. 


Toledo  Sugar  Co.,  Sdgiuaw,  Mich. 

Union  Sngar  Co.,  351  California  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Utah  Idaho  Sugar  Co.,  Salt  I^ko  City,  Utah. 

West  B:iy  City  Sugar  Co.,  Bay  City,  W.  S.,  Mich. 

Amfrtcan  Sugar  Refining  Co.,  117  Wall  Ptrf^t,  N,-w  York  City. 

Arbuckle  Bros..  71  Wat«?r  Street,  Now  York  City. 

California  &  Hawaiian  SugMr  Refining  Corporntion,  Mat>ion  Bnlldlng. 
Kan  Francisio,  Calif. 

Colonial  Sugars  Co.,  130  Front  Ptreet,  New  York  City. 

Federal  Sugar  Refining  Co.,  82  Wall  Street,  New  York  City. 

(iudehaux     Sugars     (Inc.),     1012     Masonic    Temple     Building,     New 
Orleans,  Lii. 

Ilenderson  Sugar  Refinery,  749  South  Tetcrs  Street,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Imperial  Sugar  Co.,  Sugar  Land,  Tex. 

The  W.  J.  McCabon  Sugar  Refining  k  Molames  Ca,  101  South  Front 
Street,  Philadelphia,  Ta. 

National  Sugar  Refining  Co.,  129  Front  Street,  New  York  City. 

Pennsylvania    Sngar    Co.,    1037    North    D.'laware    Avenue,    Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 

Revere  Sugar  R^'flnery,  1  Federal  Street,  Boston,  Mast. 

Savannah  Sugar  Refining  Corporation,  Savannah,  Ga. 

Texas  Sugar  Refining  Corporation,  Texas  City,  Tex. 

Western  Sngar  Refinery,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Unit<»d  Cork  Co.,  Lyndhurst.  N.  J. 

Brown  Shoe  Co.,  St.  Louiss  Mo. 

Commonwealth  Shoe  k  Lather  Co.,  Boston,  MaK. 

Florsbeiui  Co.,  Chicago,  111. 

U.  8.  Leath'-r  Co..  New  York  City. 

Stern   Hat  Co.,  Clfvtland,  Ohio. 

Vulcan    Match  Co. 

Phillip  iarey  Co.,  Cindnuati,   Ohio. 

John  E.  Wilder,  Chicago,  III. 

Koh  I  Noor  IVntil  Co..  New  York  CHy. 

A.  W.  Faber,  Newark,  N.  J. 

Allied  Cbemical  *  Dye  CorjMjration,  New  York  City. 

.Vmcrican  <*yanamid  Co.,  Wamen,  V.  J. 

Bnttctt  k  Co.,  .New  York  City. 

Bokflite  Corporation,  New  York  (ity. 

C«'lan'>»e  Corporation,  C^imberl:iDd,  Md. 

Commercial  8olT«Tits  rorporatlon,  Terr-  Haute,  Ind.,  and  Peoria,  III., 

Com  Products  BeAning  Co.,  Argon,  111..  Pekln.  ID.,  KaoMS  Oty.  Mo., 
and  Rtlgewater,  N.  J. 

Dow  Cbemical  Co.,  Midland.  Mich. 

C.  I.  du  Post  de  Nemours  k  Co..  WilBiington,  DcL 
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S.  P.  Kre^fe  Co..  New  York  City. 
P.  W    W.wjlworlh  Co,  New  York  CHy. 
l.«vy.  Max  k  Co.,  Phil«*»pbls.  Pa. 
Lltibey.  Owens  Slieet  <;U»s>^  Co.,  T«>ledo,  Ohio. 
MlM>is»ippl  Glass  Co.,  New  York  City. 
M»rrl*  •;1m«i  Co..  New  York  City. 
.National  Carbon  Co..  Jersey  aty,  N.  J. 
^^I'atloiial  Plate  Glass  Co..   Detroit,  .Mich. 
North  American  Kl'ctrlc  Lamp  Co.,  St.  I^uls,  Mo. 
I'rnn-ylTania  Wire  Olaw  Co.,   Pblla.ielphta.  Pa. 
SaMy  Flwtric  Co.,  ililcago.  111. 
I>i.jrtmln  .»«ch'ittlaDd  k  Co..  Rast  Orange,  N.  J. 
Southwestern  Sheet  t;ia*»  C.,  OkmulK»^-\  Okla. 
.spr.'i.ifei  s  Brick  Co..  Now  York  Citj". 
\  itn>a  Co.,  New  York  City, 
.stainhirj  Plate  Glcs*  Co.,  Pittsburgli.  Pa. 
Vanium  Oil  Co..  N^w  York  City. 
KiiDSior  Pr  xlni-fs  Cnriwrailon.  New  York  City. 
I'nion  rarbj.lp  k  Carbon  Corporation.   New  York  City. 
Itavixoii  cbemical  Co..  Bj»llimor».   Md. 

SCHCDrLE   S 

Advanc  G\»s-  Co.  N..'»«rk,  Ohio. 
.Vmerk.;n   Window  Glass*  Co. 
American  Plate  Gla.sH  Co.,  Kanf.  Pa. 
.Vnnandjilf  Graphite  Ca.  .Vnnaudalf,   N.  J. 
.\r«-o  Klf'Ctric  Co..  New   York  City. 
New  llomp;*hiro  Mira  k  Mining  Co.,  Koene.  N.  11. 
Blot>  Hiduf  Ola»*  Corporation,  Kinjsport,  T>nn. 
l,'>hi<h   Portland  Cement  Co. 
Int'-mHtioiuiI  Cement   Co. 
.North   .\njeri<au   Co. 
The  Alpha  Co 

The  l..awr»'nce  Portland  Cement  Co. 
The  Vila  Ulass  Cori>oratlon.  New  York  City. 

.si-Hirpri.B  3 

rnlt>-<l  Statra  stf»el  Corp<jrniioii.  New  York  City. 

I'nittii  Staf^  Smelting,  Refining,  Mining  Co.,  Boston,  Mass. 

.Vnaconda  Copper  Co.,  Anaconda,  Mont. 

O.'nenil  Klectrie  Co..  New  York  City. 

Kcpiiiai,    Iron  k  Ste«'l  Co.,   Youngstown.   Ohio. 

.Vm<Ticnu   Rolling  Milln. 

Oiilf  State  SfH-l  Co..  Birmingham,  .\la. 

Inland  Steel  Co.,  Chicago.  lU. 

Central   Alloy   Ste.-1   Corporation,  Massillon.   Ohio. 

J.  I.  *  ase  Threshing  Machine  Co..  Racing,  Wis. 

Crtiilu  Te-^d  Product.s  Co..  New  York  City. 

.\merican  llanlware  Co.,  New  Britain,  Conn. 

American  Type  Founders  Co.,  ITershey  City.  N.  J. 

The  .\ntimony   Products  Co. 

IVxas  Steel  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

DeLaval  Separator  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Atlanta  Stci*!  Co.,  .Vtlaiita,  Ga. 

H.  Boker  k  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Davis.. n  Coke  k  Iron  Co..  Plttitlmrsli.   Pa. 

I>avis  Warner  .Vrnm  Corporation,  Norwich,  ("ocn. 

Kjigle  IN  ncll  Co..  N««w  York  City. 

Klgln  National  Wat.h  Co  ,   Klgin.   111. 

Wh«H>Miiie  Steel  Corporation,   Wht^elliig,   W.   Va. 

nabs"ii    l«n>«.,    Cbicato.    111. 

Ity  Pr<«liicts  Coke  Cori>oraii4in,  Clilcago.  HI. 

Glllettr   Siif»»fy   Ras«>r   Co.,   Boston.  Ma«H. 

Ilanilliun    Wjitoh   Co, 

Waltbam    Watch  Co. 

Illinois   W.itch   Co. 

Wrought  Iron  Co..  inillad<>lphi:«.  Pa. 

v<lvaiice  Rag  k  P.ii>»r  Co. 

Wlldman   .MannfacturiuK  Co..  Norristown.   Pa. 

Ingersoll-Rand  Co..  New  York  City. 

International  I'ap«r  Co.,   Portland.  Me. 

<»ti-»   St»*l   Co..   Chl.-apo.    III. 

United  Statics  Cast  Iron  llpe  k  Foundry  v'o. 

s<-ovti|e  Manufacturing  Co..  Oakvllle,  Conn. 

Kimlon   Maniifacturini:  Co..  Nau^atuck,  Conn. 

iv  I.ons  H<v>k  ft  Eye  Co.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Conmilldated  SaMy   Pin  Co..   Bl.s)a1eld,  N.   J. 

Star  Pin  Co..  Derby,  Conn. 

Union  l*iu  Co..  Winsted,  Conn. 

Martlng  Iron  k  St.el  Co.,  Ironton,  Ohio. 

Savage  .Xrrno  Co. 

Iver  Johnson  .\rm<»  k  Ctc1*»  Works. 

I'aper  Novelty  Maunfartarins  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Perry  Iron  Co..  Erie,   Pa. 

K.lianoe  Coke  k  Furnace  Co.,  nttiburgh.  Pa. 

Browning  Anns  Co.,  Ogden,  Utah. 

St.  Lools  <J«s  k  Coko  Corporation,  Granite  City,  HL 
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R.  D.  Wood  k  Co.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Virginia  Iron,  Coal  k  Coke  Co..  Roanoke.  Va. 
Yonngstown  Sheet  *  Tnbe  Co.,  Youngstown,  Ohio. 

.Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  l'rtf*ideiit  I  now  ask  the  Senate  to  con- 
^tler  Hoctiou  306,  begluniuj;  with  paragraph   (d)   on  page  200. 

Plant  quarantine."     That  is  the  next  item  In  the  bill. 

Mr.  Fl.I-rrciIKH.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  a]»«ence  of  a 
riuoruin. 

The  VICE  1'RESII)J:NT.     The  So<n'tnry  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerli  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  ScnntoM 
itiriwered  to  their  uumc»: 
Ishurst 
lark  ley 
F  inghain 
Hack 
llaine 
F  h-nsv 
I  orah 
Qrattoii 

ruck 
I|r«»ussanl 
C  apjier 

ouiimHv 
C  i»uiM>n> 

UttillK 


Kraxier 

Keyes 

Short  ridge 

<  Jeorge 

Kln« 

Simmons 

•  ilass 

La  Kolieit- 

Smoot 

Glenn 

McKeUar 

."<teck 

Golt 

Mc.Master 

Steiwer 

Goldsl^oro'ieh 

MoNnry 

Swan^on 

Gould 

Mo^f's 

Thomas.  Idaho 

(ire«*ne 

\orri.«( 

iboiuas,  Okla. 

flale 

Ny.- 

Towuwnd 

riarri:* 

fHWie 

Tydiu):.-* 

H.nrrison 

Overman 

V'«nd»»nlM  rg 

Mastlncrs 

I'atterson 

Wagner 

llatlield 

I'hipiw 

Waleott 

llawes 

nne 

WtiisU,  Mjusj 

llayd«n 
lleflin 

I'iliin:iii 

WalMh.  Mont. 

Itinsdell 

Warren 

Howell 

Uced 

Waterman 

.luhnson 

U-.l.inson,  .Vrk. 

VVfit.son 

-loncfs 

Sackett 

Kean 

Sti«'|»imrd 

Durlington,  N.  J. 


( 

Dale 
1  enoi'ii 
1111 
Idge 

"^.SS 

IfletcUer 

Tl»e  VlUK  I'UKSIDKNT.  Seventy-eight  t»ouators  have  an- 
«4wfr<<l  to  their  names.  .\  quomm  is  prennit.  Tl»e  clorlt  will 
Mate  the  pending  ameiiduu'ijt. 

The  Uni»-  ('txuK.  .\t  the  top  of  pa.'-'c  iilH)  it  in  piopoi^ed  to 
iis«>rt  the  foll.iwiiig:  f 

(d)  I'hint  i|uaraiitiiic :  The  plant  quarantine  act.  approved  August 
:  O,  1012.  as  jimrndtd,  shall  not  be  cou.stnied  to  authorlxo  the  Secretary 
<f  .Vj:ri<  ulttire  to  f'Thid  tlie  importation  of  any  nursery  stock  or  other 
]  ilant».  or  irnit-.  rtgeta tiles!,  rootH,  bulbs,  s«'«'d!»,  or  other  plant  product- 
I  inle-*.^  such  pl:int.s  or  plant  products  are  Infictol  with  dlse^M'  nr  In- 
I  csted  wilh  injurious  ini<«><'t8,  ni-w  to  or  not  thereft>rc  widely  prevalent 
ur  dl>tril»uted  within  and  throughout  the  Unit»'d  States,  or  uiile*s  the 
1 1<  '-reiary  of  Agriculture  has  reason  to  believe  that  such  |»lunt«  or  plant 
I  roducts>  are  510  infected  or  infested. 

The  VK'K  PRKSIDEXT.  llie  qut-stitin  is  on  agrwlng  !«•  the 
I  niendmeiit  n|»orted  by  the  committtv. 

.Mr.  FliKTCHKK.  .Mr.  President.  I  had  liop»  d  that  Ute  diair. 
man  of  the  coinnilllee  would  re<c<le  from  thi.s  amendment,  |iar- 
1  imlarly  after  the  eommunl«'ation  fi-om  the  St-cretary  of  Agri- 
<  uitnre  In  hlui  nti  the  .vul)je«-t  showing  wliat  a  tremen<l«>nsly 
larmfiil  effwt  tlw  iidi>f»tion  «»f  the  amendment  would  have.  I 
J  ni  rather  tiuri»ri.Ne<l  that  the  .'Senator  pr»>sses  the  anietKlmeiit  at 
I  II.  l>f  coursf.  if  h«'  denires  a  vote  on  it,  we  .■<hali  have  to 
1  nvt  it. 

The  situation  is,  Mi\  President,  that  thi.«5  amendment  would 
ake  away  the  i»ower  whi«h  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  now 
las  with  referentv  t«»  imiio^inu  quarantines  agaln.st  fruits  or 
tuil>>»  or  plants  or  plant  produ  -ts  that  tire  iiifectetl  with  tlaiiger- 
ois  diseases  (»r  infe.»;t»nl  with  insects  that  would  l>e  liarmfnl  to 
*  ur  plants  and  agricultural  and  other  Interests. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  Pret»ident 

Tile  VICE  I'RESIOE.NT.  DtK's  the  Stiiator  ftttui  Florida 
}ield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  do. 

Mr.  SMiKlT.  Per.<onall.v.  I  want  tlK»  Senator  to  make  the 
.«latemeiit,  iH-cause  I  am  rather  Jnti-restisl  in  the  matter  niys<>lf. 
1  shonhl  like  the  Senator  to  make  for  the  Rrconn  the  stnteimTit 
t  iat  lie  intends  to  make  on  this  subject.  I  believe  it  is  tine  the 
S  ensite,  and  I  am  tjuite  sure  there  is  ntit  a  ileinlHT  of  the 
J  enate  but  that  would  like  to  hear  it. 

Mr.  FL1-]TCHER.     Very  well,  .Mr.  I'leshlent. 

When  the  amendment  wa.s  reached  In  the  regular  coui.'H'  a 
li*w  days  ago,  and  I  first  .saw  it,  I  was  impfe.s.»»<'tl  that  it  was  a 
1  ery  dangerous  pr(»|)osal.  and  that  there  was  ever.v  reafson  wh.v. 
ia  my  judgment,  it  ought  m>t  to  be  ad<»pte<l;  and  I  askwl  t<» 
lave  it  go  over  for  the  purj'oj'o  of  (i)miunnicating  witli  Lite 
]  >epartment  of  Agriculture  and  getting  their  viewi)oiiit  with 
eferentv  t"  it. 

The  iuipii'.ssion  I  had  llieii  has  been  confltTned  by  my  con- 
ereiice  with  the  Deimrtmeiit  t>f  .Agriculture.  I  wirote  them  on 
S  ei>teiul>er  14  and  a.sked  if  they  had  knowni  of  this  an»endineni. 
<r  if  they  had  recommendtxl  it,  or  what  their  attitutle  was  with 
leference  to  it,  ami  also  invit«><l  s»»iue  resi^oiiso  giving  somr 
( etailetl  information  in  connection  with  the  oi>erutioii  «if  tli.' 
plant  qimrantine  law. 

On  the  17th  of  Septeml>er  the  -\cting  Secretary  of  Agriniltnre. 
Ir.  Dnnlap,  wrote  me  the  letter  whicli  I  had  insert'^1  in  the 
i 'oNCRESsioN.M,  Record  jesterday.    The  gist  of  it  is  nn  follows : 


Williamspori,    Pa. 

Sidney  Blumenthal  k  Co.  (Inc.),  Sbeltun  and  UncasvlUe,  Conn.,  and 
South  Hirer,  N.  J. 

Sii8quebanna  Silk  Mills.  Marion,  Ohio;  Huntington,  Jersey  Shore, 
Lewixton.   Lock   Haven.   Milton,  and    Sunl)ury,   Pa. 

B.  Edmund  David  (Inc.),  I'nferKon.  N.  J.;  Beavertown,  Reading, 
Scranton.   Selingsgrove,    Wllkes-Barre,   Wrightsvllle.  and   York,   Pa. 

H««f  Goldsmith  k  Co.   (Inc.t,  KlngHton.  I'lymouth,  W.  B.,  Pa. 

SchwarKenbach,   lluber  ft  Co.,   Decatur.   Ala. 

RATON 

United  States  iCayon  Corporation,  Bclmar,  N.  J.,  and  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

American  Viscose  Co. 

Dupont  Kayon  Co. 

TuUlze  Artificial  Co 

Industrial  Itayon  Corporation. 

CelaihSe  Corporation  of  America. 

American  Glanzstoff  Corporation. 

BeInmot*e  Corporation. 

Acme  Rayon  Corporation. 

Skenandoa  Corporation,  Rayon. 

American  Bemberg  Corporation. 

American  Enka  Corporation. 

COTTON 
American  Thread  Co. 

OTHKK    INDUMTRiaa 

Aluminum  Co.  of  America. 

The  United  States  Steel  Corporation. 

General  Electric. 

Westlnghouse  Elictric  ft  Manufacturing  Co. 

Allied  Cbemical. 

Bethlehem  StceL 

CA.\.\KR8  - 

Bd.  H.  Jacob  Canning  Co..  West  Chester,  Pa. 
Morgan  Packing  Co..  Aostiu.  Ind. 
Vau  Camp  Packing  Co.,  Indianapolis.  Ind. 
Kemp  Bros.  Packing  Co..  Frankfort,  Ind. 
John  8.  Mitchell  (Inc.).  Windfall,  Ind. 
Tomato  Prodocts  Co..  PaoU.  Ind. 

California  Packing  Corporation.  San   Francisco,  CalU. 
California  Co-op  Canneries.  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
CutlerLobinger  Packing  Co..  Ontario.  CallL 
Greco  Canning  Co.,  San  Jose,  Calif. 


Beaver  Chemical  Corporation,  DamuHcus.  Va. 

Burton  T.  Brush  (Inc.).  New  York  City. 

Calco  Cbemical  Co..  Bound  Brook.  N.  J. 

Carbide  ft  Carbon  Chemical  Corporation.  New  York  City. 

Colgate  ft  Co..  Jersey  City,  N.  J. 

Commercial  Solvents  Corporation,  New  York  City. 

Com  Producto  Refining  Co.,  New  York  City, 

E.  I.  du  Punt  de  NemourK,  Wilmington,  Del. 

Dye  I'roducts  ft  Chemical  Co..  New  York  City. 

Kastman  Kodak  Co.,  Rochester,  N.  Y. 

Gill>ert  LaboratorieK.  Morrlstown,  N.  J. 

Hooker  Klectro  Chemical  Co.,  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y. 

Mathi(>sou  Alkali  Works,  New  York  City. 

Mwexk  ft  Co.,  .New  York  City. 

Monsanto  Chemical  Works,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Color  Corporation.  Passaic,  N.  J. 

Pennsylvania  Coal  Products  Co.,  Petrolla,  Pa. 

United  Stste.s  InduHtrial  Chemk-al  Co..  New  York  City. 

Victor  Chemical  Workf,  Chicago.   III. 

Republic  Creosotlng  Co..   Indianapolis,   Ind. 

Milton  Bradley  Co..  Springfield.  Mass. 

Olanese  Corporation.  Cumberland,  Md. 

Champion  Coated  Paper  Co.,   Hamilton.  Ohio. 

The  Emery  InduHtrien   (Inc.),  Cincinnati.  Ohio. 

Fletcher,  Douglas,  Baker  Paint  ft  Varnish  Co.,  Jersey  Cltj,  N.  /. 

Heyden  Chemical  Corporation,  Garfield,  N.  J. 

Hurdon  Milling  Co..  Harbor  Bench.  Mich. 

Vanadium  Corporation.   Bridgeville,   Pa. 

Oldbury  Electro  Cbemical  Co..  Niagara  Falls,  N.  T. 

Maywood  Cbemical  Works.  Mayw^ood,  N.  J. 

Monlte  Waterproof  Glue  Co.,  Minneapolis.  Minn. 

Pompelsn  Corporation.   Baltimore.   Md. 

Van  Canp  Packing  Corporation,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

United  States  Kslsomlne  Co.,  New  York  Cfty. 

National  Gun  A  Mnehioe  Co..  Newark.  N.  J. 

Oil  Seed  CruKbIng  Corporation.  Baltimore,  Md. 

Parke,  Davis  ft  Co..  Detroit,  Mich. 

Charles  P.  Fisber  k  Co.,  New  York  aty. 

Celluloid  Corporation.   New  York  City. 

Fiberloid  Corporation.   New  York  City. 

Tl»e  Nixon  Nitration  Works,  New  York  City. 

The  du  I'ont  Visculold  Co..  New  York  City. 

Tbe  Superior  Mineral  Co.,  New  York  City. 

VIck  Chemical  Co.,  New  York  City. 
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Replying  to  your  letter  of  Septeml)er  14.  you  are  advised  that  the 
amendment  proposed  In  the  Senate  revision  of  the  tariff  bill  is  highly 
objectionable  and.  In  fact,  would  practically  destroy  the  value  of  the 
sections  of  the  act  relating  to  the  entry  of  foreign  plants  and  plant 
pefts  and  open  the  bars  to  the  general  entry  of  such  pests. 

That  is  all.  I  think,  thtit  I  need  to  go  to  the  trouble  of  read- 
ing to  the  Si'nate.  The  positive  statement  is  made  here  that 
this  «»i»en8  the  bars  to  the  a«lnri.ssion  of  plant  pest«  to  this  coun- 
try from  foreign  countries  in  a  way  that  would  luci^ease  inju- 
rious im|K»rtati<ms  and  add  enormously  to  our  expense  and  our 
(lithculties  in  attempting  to  combat  the.se  pests. 

The  present  law  enables  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  when 
he  learns  that  certain  di.<eases  exist  in  certain  countries,  and 
that  certain  bulbs  or  plants  or  fruits  or  vegetables  or  trees  or 
wlutlnot  are  infected  with  certain  kinds  of  destructive  disease, 
to  say  that  as  to  those  countries  and  as  to  those  plants  or  plant 
l)roducts  a  quarantine  is  e-^tablished.  This  amendment  would 
require  that  he  withhoUl  any  such  order  as  that,  and  wtnild 
base  the  entry  into  the  United  States  uptin  an  inspe<;tion  of  par- 
tieuhir  iwckages.  and  each  and  every  shipment.  In  other  words, 
we  would  have  to  establish,  through  the  States  and  through  the 
Fe<leral  Gt>verninent,  insi)ectors  in  all  the  ports.  Even  that 
won  id  Ih>  inadeqinite. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PUESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fbss  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from  I'enn- 
sylvaniaV 

Mr    FLETCHER.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  It  certainly  never  was  the  intention  that  any- 
thing of  that  sort  should  l»e  done  by  this  amendment.  It  has 
iH-eii  suggested,  and  I  think  wisely,  that  some  words  be  inserted 
to  iirnke  it  sure  that  that  is  not  required.  Our  intention  was  to 
give  the  Secretary  power  t<»  quatantine  against  any  variety  of 
planls  from  any  country  in  which  he  susptvte<l  disea.<e;  not  to 
examine  each  shipment  at  all.  If  there  is  a  wheat  disease  in 
Camoia.  he  would  liave  p»^wer  to  quarantine  against  all  wheat 
coming  from  Canada,  just  as  he  has  to-day. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    He  has  that  iK>wer  now. 

Mr.  RF:iiII).     Surely;  and  we  do  not  mean  to  take  it  from  him. 

Mr.  FLETl'HER  Then  why  i»nt  in  this  prt)visiou  here  at 
ailV    Why  reentict  what  is  alreatly  the  law? 

Mr.  REED.    Ah !    That  is  .something  different, 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Evidently  there  is  some  puriK)se  in  this 
thing. 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  F'LETCHER.  And  the  pun>ose  must  be  to  promote  the 
Interests  of  ioqiorters  of  these  plants  and  plant  pr<Mluets  from 
other  eountries  into  the  United  .States  and  run  the  risk 

Mr.  tJEORGE.  Mr.  IMesident,  I  do  not  think  that  could  have 
been  the  puriM>se  of  the  committee.  I  want  to  absolve  the  ctim- 
mitt«'e  from  any  such  intent  as  that.     fLaughter.] 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  do  not  say  that  was  the  committee's  pur- 
I>ose;  btit  the  punK»se  of  those  who  favored  the  simendment, 
who  a|»|»eare<i  before  the  committee,  mu.st  have  been  something 
of  that  kind.  It  must  have  l>een  the  api)earauce  of  sr>me  im- 
porter l)ef()re  the  committee  that  caused  them  to  proi)ose  this 
amendment  to  the  law.  Certainly  the  Department  of  AgrictU- 
ture  did  not  desire  it. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  speak  in  the 
Senator's  time:  I'Ut  I  wonder  if  the  debate  might  not  be 
.ohortened  if  I  were  to  explain  just  what  the  committee  was 
driving  at,  and  then  allow  the  Senator  to  attack  that,  if  he 
wishes. 

Tho  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  will  yield  for  that  purpose:  but  let  me 
state  that  the  first  provision  is  that  if  plants  or  plant  products 
are  infected  with  dl8«'ase  or  infestetl  with  injurious  in.sects, 
new  to  or  not  theret<»fore  widely  prevalent  or  distiibuted  within 
and  without  the  Uniteti  States,  the  Secretary  must  forldd  their 
intrixluction.  That  is  where  he  knows  they  are  infected.  Then 
the  other  provision  is  that  where  he  has  rea.son  to  believe  that 
they  are  infe(te<l,  he  can  impose  a  «iuarantine. 

That  is  the  provision.  What  is  the  need  of  changing  the  act 
of  11>12? 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  what  I  shall  try  to  answer  in  a  very  few 
words. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  If  the  Senator  desires  to  explain  the  atti- 
tude of  the  committee,  I  will  yield  for  that  purp<tse. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  it  would  shorten  the  debate  a  little  bit 
if  I  did. 

First,  will  the  Senator  look  again  at  the  amendment  and  in 
line  6,  after  the  word  "  pro<lU('ts,"  insert  the  words  "  in  the  coun- 
try of  origin"?  That  is  an  amendment  which  the  committee 
meant  to  offer. 


Mr.  FLETCHER.  How  is  the  Secretary  going  to  find  that 
unless  he  bases  it  uiKtti  lns^)ection? 

Mr.  REED.  Just  a  minute,  please.  Then,  again,  in  line  10, 
after  the  words  "plants  or  plant  pnxlucts,"  insert  the  wt^rtls 
"iu  .such  ciMintry."  So  it  remains  tliat  if  tlu'  Secretary  lias 
n>ason  to  believe  that  any  p;irti<-ular  plant  In  any  country  is 
there  infecte<l  he  can  declare  the  present  tyi>e  of  embargo 
against  anything  of  that  variety  coming  fnmi  that  country.  We 
d(»  not  mean  to  make  him  examine  each  shipment  at  all.  That 
is  what  the  depanmeiit  flrst  thought  this  meant,  and  I  confess 
the  wording  was  unfortunate,  l>e<-ause  It  might  give  rl.<e  to  that 
constniction  :  btit  that  was  very  far  different  tmm  tlie  com- 
mittee's intention. 

Now,  just  a  word  about  the  ne<Hi  of  any  amendment  at  all : 

The  Senate  is  familiar,  I  think,  with  Plant  Quarantine  Nt).  .'{7, 
but  I  doubt  if  it  recalls  the  Wording  of  it.  That  quarantine  was 
put  into  effect  in  Noveml>er,  1918,  and  this  is  what  it  provided: 

Whereas  plant  disease*  exi«t  In  Europe,  Aala.  Africa,  Mexico,  Central 
and  South  America — 

That  is,  iH-ac'tically  the  whole  dry  surface  of  the  globe — 

and  In  other  places,  therefore  an  emtwrgo  la  d<'clared  against  the  entire 
vegetable  kingdom.  »xcej)ting  as  the  department  may  hereafter  from 
time  to  time  make  regulations  permitting  the  entry  of  particular  |>laut8. 

We  thought,  and  still  think,  that  it  never  was  (he  intention 
of  Congress  to  transfer  to  any  dt'itarlment  of  this  Government 
the  pi»wer  to  legislate  affirmtitively  to  i>enuit  imptirts  of  particu- 
lar plants.  The  result  of  that  quarantine  has  been,  as  I  say.  an 
embargo  against  all  the  rest  of  the  world  and  against  everything 
in  the  entire  vegetjible  kingdom. 

Congress  never  meant  that.  Wliat  it  meant  to  do  was  to  give 
the  Secretary  full  iwwer  to  prevent  the  imiHirtatlon  of  particu- 
lar species  of  plants  if  the  Seirreiary  lielieved  that  their  imiior- 
tation  might  lead  to  the  spretul  of  plant  diseases.  Hiid  with  that 
we  are  in  entire  acci»rd ;  but  1  venture  to  siiy  that  never  in  the 
history  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  has  there  been 
a  more  conspicuous  abuse  of  bureaucratic  jxtwer  than  was  made 
in  Plant  Quarantine  Onler  No.  37. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  Presitlent 

TIte  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  REED.     I  have  almost  finished. 

We  are  just  as  zealous  as  is  the  Senator  from  Fhtritla  or  the 
Senator  from  Oregttn  to  keci)  plant  tli.sea.ses  out  of  this  country ; 
but  the  present  situation  is  that  one  of  the  bureaus  of  the 
Dei»artment  of  .Agriculture  has  put  an  absolute  embargo  t»n 
plants  which  we  liad  include<l  in  the  tariff  bill,  and  on  wliich 
we  had  put  a  tariff.  It  has  gone  beyond  «»ur  aetion  and  .said, 
"  Those  plants  can  not  come  in  at  all,"  although  uolnxly  Jiere 
or  abroad  has  ever  suggested  that  those  plants  had  any  kind  of 
tlisea.se. 

Mr.  .McNARY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yleh!? 

Tlie  PRESIIUNG  OFFICER.  Does  tlie  Senator  from  Florida 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  do. 

Mr.  McN.\RY.  Tlie  statement  that  tlie  Senator  is  making  is 
a  very  imiH»rtant  one.  I  should  like  to  a.scertain  the  soun'e  and 
extent  of  his  information  utK)n  the  proi)osition  that  the  de- 
partment has  ever  ahu.seil  this  power,  however  broatl  it  nmy  Ite, 
ami  what  particular  plants  of  value  that  were  undi.sea.se<l  were 
ever  kept  out  of  this  country  by  the  arbitntry  aetion  of  tho 
Department  of  Agriculture,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  or  the 
quarantine  board. 

Mr.  REPiI>.  I  think  of  very  few  at  tbe  moment.  I  am  not 
an  expert  <m  the.se  things;  but  I  think  of  one.  for  exami)le.  It 
was  represented  to  me  l)y  a  large  number  of  American  nursery 
gardeners  that  narcissus  bulbs  were  l>eing  kept  out.  aitl.tmgh 
the  exjierts  of  the  I>epjtrtiuent  of  Agriculture  admitti**!  that  it 
was  |K>ssible  to  .sterilize  tliem  so  completely  that  no  known  plant 
pest  came  with  them ;  and  yet,  without  assigning  any  reason, 
the  bureau  insisietl  u|)on  its  embargo,  and  gave  no  explana- 
tion for  continuing  it  in  that  ca.se. 

Were  I  a  botanist,  which  I  am  not.  I  might  be  able  to  cite  a 
great  many  others;  but  on  the  face  of  the  order  itself  it  Is 
plainly  different  from  the  intention  of  Congress.  If  we  had 
meant  to  put  on  an  embargo  against  every  known  kind  of 
pl.-int  we  would  have  said  so  in  Ctmgress.  and  then  would  have 
said  that  the  bureau  nught  make  exceptions,  and  let  in  this 
plant  or  that  as  it  saw  fit  ;  but  we  did  not  do  that.  We  ga\e 
the  buretiu  the  iwwer  to  quarantine  against  things  that  were 
thtiught  likely  to  bring  in  di.sen.se.  and  the  bureau  has  abiKse<l 
that  iKjwer.  and  put  on  tills  sweeping  embargo  when  Congresa 
never  intended  it. 

Mr.  McNARY,     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  do. 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  Senator  has  not  answered  my  Inquiry  at 
all.  He  Rive«  an  ill ast ration  of  a  few  people  who  saw  him  in 
private,  whose  testimony  is  not  In  the  record  here  or  elsewhere, 
that  some  years  nao  narcissus  holhs  were  kept  out  becau.se  of 
an  arbitrary  ruling  of  Uie  department.  I  speak  with  distinct 
knowlevljie  of  that  matter,  because  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee cau>e  Itefore  me  at  another  time.  These  particular  Indi- 
viduals imp«^rted  narcissus  bulbs,  which  can  be  and  should  be 
Tti\ne*\  In  this  country,  which  were  infected  with  nematodes, 
bacteria  which  destroy  them,  and  tlie  only  way  by  which  the 
neinat«Mlea  can  be  kept  out  of  the  narcissus  that  is  affected  with 
nematodes  i«  to  destroy  the  narcissus  bulb.  Any  pnK-ess  of 
desiccation  or  sprayinj:  kills  the  Mfe  jrerm  In  the  narcissus 
bulb.  If  that  is  arbitrary  disi>lay  of  power,  give  the  depart- 
luetit  more  iH)wer. 

I  shall  answer  this  whole  matter  when  the  proper  time  comes, 
but  this  again  K'oes  to  illustrate  that  a  fair  opportunity  has 
not  Iteen  given  In  this  ca.se.  as  in  other  schedules  of  this  bill, 
for  the  department  and  for  others  who  have  some  knowledge  of 
tho  subjj^'t  mutter  to  be  heard. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator,  in  his  own  time, 
tell  us  what  Justiflcation  tliere  was  for  the  making  of  such  an 
order  as  I^lant  Quarantine  37? 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  shall  be  happy  to  do  90.  I  could  tell  it 
now.  and  It  is  obvious  to  anyone  who  un^lerstands  the  subject 
matter.  But,  with  the  indulgence  of  the  Senator  from  Florida, 
let  me  say  again  this  is  an  illustration  of  the  situation  that 
has  o»)taine«l  all  too  nuich  in  the  c«)nKideration  of  the  s<-he<hiles 
of  this  bill.  It  is  a  striking  illustration.  Here  was  the  Depart- 
ment of  .Agriculture,  clothed  by  law  to  deal  with  this  important 
subject  matter,  which  did  not  have  an  opportunity  to  be  heanl. 
I  had  my  secretary  search  in  vain  for  the  names  of  the  wit- 
nesses who  ai»j>eantl  before  the  committee,  and  I  found  but 
one  witness,  who  admitted  under  cToss-e.xamination  by  the  stal- 
wart statesman  from  California  that  he  opposed  the  present 
n-gulatory  law  and  rules  promulgated  thereunder,  becau.se  he 
Jiad  an  interest  in  a  bulb  farm  outside  of  Paris.  Tliat  im^wrter — 
and  if  I  am  mistaken  I  want  to  l»e  correcteil — is  the  only  advisser 
who  app*'nre<i  before  the  committee  in  attempting  to  overthrow  a 
wholesome  rule  and  a  splendid  law.  If  we  are  to  build  stat- 
utes and  legislation  upon  such  a  flimsy  foundation,  God  help 
this  bill. 

I  shall  8i»eak  in  my  own  time.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Florida. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator's  state- 
ment is  quite  accurate;  and  I  am  very  glad  he  Interrupted  and 
let  us  have  that  Information.  This  good  citizen  who  cora- 
jlained  so  bitterly  about  our  quarantine  law  interested  hlm.s<'lf 
aT-<r st)ught,  thmuuh  propaganda,  to  arou.^e  the  French  to  an- 
U  gonism  toward  the  l'nite<l  States,  to  cause  France  in  a  .-spirit 
Cf^'  resentment  to  impose  certain  quarantine  laws  against  plants 
of  the  lulled  States,  Just  betiiuse  the  United  States  had  exer- 
cised its  right  to  exclude  certain  disea.>ies  brought  in  from 
FYance.  In  other  words,  he  indulged  in  an  effort  to  create 
antagr>nisni  there  and  to  Introduce  legislation  there  that  would 
rwn-t  against  the  Unite*!  States  merely  because  we  were  trying 
to  exclude  diseases  coming  from  France.  I  do  nut  think  that 
spirit  is  commendable,  and  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  be 
control!*^  by  it. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FLirrCHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  If  the  Senator  will  permit,  I  have  had  several 
occasions  to  make  inquiry  crmceming  this  matter,  at  the  in- 
stance of  residents  of  my  State  who  are  rejintable  citizens. 
They  are  not  Imjwrters.  and  all  their  Interest.s  are  in  their 
home  State.  They  are  interested  in  horticulture  and  in  grow- 
ing flowers,  plants,  and  trees.  They  tried  in  vain  to  get  per- 
mission to  bring  to  the  United  States,  as  I  recall,  from  England 
and  from  H(»lland,  plants,  flowers,  and  trees  not  indigenous  to 
Utah,  in  which  they  were  interested,  and  they  believed  they 
could  be  developed  here  for  the  benefit  of  the  country. 

I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  answer  the  question  sug- 
gested by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  or  I  should  like  to 
have  the  Senator  explain  how  he  justifies  giving  to  the  Setfe- 
tary  of  Agriculture  authority,  if  it  ever  was  given,  t«>  issue  a 
blanket  order  against  the  entire  world,  without  aaslgnmg  any 
jrBa(<on,  to  prevent  the  impMtation  of  any  flowers,  trees,  or 
'  plants  into  the  United  States.  As  I  view  the  situation,  there 
has  been  no  greater  exhibition  of  arbitrary  power  by  an  execu- 
tive agency  than  that  involved  in  the  issuance  of  the  order 
referred  to. 

I  am  in  favor,  of  coarse,  of  giving  to  the  Secretary  full  au- 
thority to  guard  oor  shores  against  all  forms  of  infected  {riant 
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life  or  vegetable  life.  There  ought  to  be  ample  authority,  where 
the  Secretary  has  reason  to  believe  that  any  plant  or  vegetable 
disease  exists  in  any  part  of  the  globe,  to  interdict,  by  proper 
order  and  by  quarantine  regulation,  the  bringing  of  the  same 
into  the  United  States.  But  to  say  that  an  order  can  be  is.sued 
by  an  executive  authority,  covering  the  rest  of  the  world,  pro 
hiblting  animals  or  plants  from  entering  the  United  States  is 
to  support  bureaucratic  authority  to  the  hurt  of  our  form  of  gov- 
eriuneut.  Such  unlimited  authority  will  be  abused.  In  my 
opinion,  there  should  be  ample  power  given  to  the  Secretary  to 
quarantine  against  di-seased  or  infectetl  plants  and  other  forms 
of  vegetable  and  plant  life;  but  there  should  Ik?  some  limitations 
placed  upt)n  the  Secretary  so  that  he  may  not  lx>  [lennitted  to 
act  without  reason  or  in  a  capricious  and  autocratic  manner. 
I  shall  l>e  glad  to  learn  from  the  Senator  how  he  justifies  such 
an  extreme  grant  of  power  and  Uie  exercise  of  the  same  by  the 
Secretary. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  taking  the  position 
that  we  ought  to  stand  by  the  act  appr(»ved  Au;ni.st  20.  1SU2. 
The  enforcement  of  that  act  has  been  most  beneficial  to  the 
e»>untry.  I  have  never  heard  of  any  undue  or  unwarranted 
hardship  being  imposed  on  any  country  hy  it.  I  have  never 
heard  of  any  arbitrary  action  that  resulted  in  any  unfairness  or 
injustice  in  cjirrying  out  this  act.  There  are  undoubtedly  evi- 
dences over  and  over  again  to  be  piletl  up  here  where,  by  reason 
of  this  act,  we  have  been  able  to  keep  out  certain  diseases  that 
would  have  Ikmmj  most  harmful  to  the  country. 

Neces.sarily.  the  (luarantine  i>ower  mu.st  bo  more  or  less  arbi- 
trary. It  is  no  gixKl  unle.ss  the  Secretary  has  the  power  arbi- 
trarily to  lay  down  certain  rules  and  regulations  within  the  law. 

Section  7  of  the  quarantine  act  gives  the  Secretar>'  the  fol- 
lowing power: 

Sec  7.  That  whenever,  in  order  to  prevent  the  Introduction  Into  the 
Unltfd  States  of  any  tree,  pliiut,  or  fruit  disease  or  of  any  Injurious 
In.'^ect,  new  to  or  not  theretofore  widely  prevalent  or  distributed  within 
and  througliout  the  T'nlted  States,  the  Secretary  of  Axrlculture  shall 
determine  that  it  Is  neces.'^ary  to  forbid  the  importntion  Into  the  United 
States  of  any  class  of  nursery  stock  or  of  any  other  class  of  plants, 
fruits,  vegetahl.8,  roots,  bulbs,  seeds,  or  other  plant  products  fionj  a 
country  or  locality  where  such  dis«>ase  or  Insect  infestation  exists,  he 
shall  pniDiuljtnte  such  determination.  !»p<^clfylnR  the  country  and  locality 
and  the  class  of  nursery  stock  or  other  class  of  plants,  fruits,  vegctiibles, 
roots,  bulbs,  seeds,  or  other  plant  products  which.  In  his  opinion,  should 
be  excluded. 

If  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  knows  that  there  exists  in  a 
certain  country  certain  dise4i.ses  in  certain  plants,  the  law  pro- 
vides that  he  can  imp*jse  u  quarantine  against  all  such  plants 
pro<io<'ed  in  that  country.  The  authority  should  rest  with  the 
Secretary.  He  ought  not  to  he  ol)lige«l  to  .say,  "  Let  thost'  plants 
cone  in  ard  I  will  examine  them  here  when  they  arrive,  and  if 
I  find  that  they  are  infected  or  Infested,  I  will  exclude  them." 
That  is  what  this  amendment  would  do.  It  would  require  that 
he  could  n(>t  issue  a  blanket  order  again.st  any  such  country  and 
!  resjjecting  such  irfants,  that  they  should  not  be  alloweil  to  be 
imported  into  the  United  States,  and  he  ought  to  have  that  au- 
thority and  that  power;  othej'wise  the  quarantine  amounts  prac- 
tically to  nothing. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  FLFrrCHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  As  I  inten'ret^  the  law  which  the  Senator  has 
r^  ad — and  It  has  beeii  some  time  since  I  read  it — it  seem.s  to 
me  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  no  right  to  promulgate 
a  regulation  that  would  interdict  the  importation  into  the  United 
States  of  a  plant  from  some  country  without  assigning  sufficient 
reason  and  without  8[>ecifying  the  omntry  as  well  as  the  jilant 
or  shrub  coverfnl  l>y  the  order.  I  ask  the  Senator  now.  did  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  have  before  him  any  evidence  whatever 
that  there  were  disea.<<eii  or  Infected  plants  in  Nova  Scotia,  in 
New  Zealand,  in  Australia,  in  Peru,  in  Patagonia,  in  the  far-off 
Himalaya  Mountains,  when  he  pr<:)mulgated  the  genonil  and  all- 
incln.>dve  order  to  which  the  Senator  has  called  attention?  Ob- 
viou.sly  not.  It  apjiears  that  out  of  a  clear  sky,  without  rea- 
son or  justification,  he  issued  an  order  that  prohibit€?d  the  im- 
portation of  any  plant  life  from  any  part  of  the  world.  It 
seems  to  me  that  it  was  an  abuse  of  authority. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  order  is  as 
broad  as  that.  It  Is  ba.«*e<l  evidently  upon  information  which 
the  department  had.  Of  course,  I  can  not  speak  of  my  own 
knowledge  as  to  what  somebody  else  knows.  I  do  not  know  what 
their  information  was.  They  have  had  no  opi>ortunIty  to  tell 
the  committee  about  it  They  were  not  asked  to  come  before 
the  committee.  The  committee  did  not  inquire  of  them  at  all 
about  it  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  knew  nothing  about  this 
amendment  until  it  appeared  in  the  bill.  He  had  no  opportunity 
to  explain  this  order.  ^  can  not  say  what  information  they  had 
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b«'foie  them,  but  evidently  they  did  have  Information  npon  which 
that  onler  was  made.  1  undertake  to  say  that  if  tiie  committee 
wiil  trouble  themselves  to  get  the  facts  from  the  de^iaruuent 
they  wMl  find  that  that  onler  was  justified.  . 

In  this  letter  to  me  the  Secretary  .vaid :  ^ 

Briefly  put,  It  is  entirely  within  the  fact  to  say  that  50  per  cent 
of  the  important  pests  of  apriculture,  horticulture,  and  forestry  in  this 
country  arc  of  forcigp  origin  and  for  the  most  part  come  to  us  with 
Importi'd  plants  and  plant  products.  These  include  upward  of  a  hun- 
dr.  (1  im|x>rtatit  pests  creating  fnorniDUs  losses  annually,  and  thonsandb 
of  pestx  of  minor  imiwrtanit? — and  by  pests  I  moan  both  jvlant  diseases 
and  lll^ect  eoemie.s.  Titese  lutrodui-ed  enemies  also  account  for  prob- 
ably more  than  half  of  tiie  annual  K»*ie8  due  to  pests  in  the  L'uited 
States  :  in  other  wortls,  upward  of  a  billion  dollars. 

Upward  of  a  billion  dollars  losses  to  this  country  annually  by 
reasoji  of  jxnjtfj  iinp«Tted  Into  the  United  States.  Yet  you  want 
to  riHiuire  that  quarantine  shall  l)e  base<l  upon  insi>ection  of 
particular  shipments,  pjirticular  bundles,  each  btjndle  nju.«!t  be 
exHmitKvi  and  iiisi)ected  ami  found  to  contain  diseas<^,  otherwise 
it  shall  b"  admlttwl  in  the  United  States,  and  the  Secretary  .vhall 
have  iio  iHiwer  to  exclude  it.  It  is  a  perf«>ctly  al>surd  proposi- 
tion, it  .>ieems  to  me. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further' 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  yield. 

Mf.  .McNARY.  My  attention  has  been  called  to  an  article  in 
nic  Wasliington  Post  of  Sunday  entitled  "The  I'erpettml  Battle 
of  the  Age><."  which  si»ecifies  accurately  that  $2.000.(XH).0(X)  an 
nually  is  paid  by  the  taxpa.vers  to  fight  i>ests  and  di.sen.-ies  of  this 
{•onritry  which  attack  fruit  and  vegctid>le  life.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  at  the  c<»nclusion  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida  that  article  may  Ik'  i»uhlishe«l  in  the  Rex-oao 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objecUon?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  The  Secretary  refers  me  to  a  letter  which 
he  addre.>i.se<l  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the  Senator  from 
Utah   [Mr.  Smoot],  In  which  he  .<5aid : 

Ytiur  particular  attention  is  calli>d  to  the  important  list  of  pests 
which  got  into  the  country  during  the  four  y.  ars  inuuediately  prior  to 
the  pus^ag-'  of  the  plant  quarantine  act  of  19112. 

In  the  letter  he  gives  a  li-st  of  the  pest-s  which  came  In  just 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  that  law,  and  that  was  the  tinie  when 
we  were  ojterating  under  the  custom  of  port  iiis|)e^tion,  basins; 
the  riu'ht  of  entry  ujK)n  insiK'ctiou.  That  was  found  to  be 
wliollv  iiiade<juate,  and  the  |>ests  were  coming  in  year  iifter 
year.  We  inspected  the  goods  in  lorelgn  countries,  we  inspected 
the  shipments  ui)on  arrival  here,  yet  we  were  l^eing  lUHuled  by 
l^ests.  and  during  the  four  .vears  just  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
the  law  of  1912.  .K)  per  cent  of  the  dangerous  pests  of  this  coun- 
try had  l>een  imi>orteil  Into  the  United  State.s,  when  we  had  the 
system  this  ameiidinent  proposes  to  .set  up.  the  system  of  iuspe*.- 
tlor»  and  of  entry  ba.se<l  upon  iiisi»e<-tion.  We  al-andoiuMl  t'lat  In 
19i;>;  we  had  to  abandon  It :  an<i  when  this  law  went  info  effect 
we  gave  the  power  to  quarantine  against  all  jdants  which  we 
knew  were  infected  In  foreian  countries  with  disease.  We  (|uar- 
aiiiiiied  tigainst  such  a  country  as  a  whole  and  against  those 
j)lants  as  a  whole,  sp«'(ifylng  them,  without  dej»endlng  uikui 
Inspection  at  the  port  either  of  depjtrttire  or  of  entry. 

The  Secretary  alludes  to  that  a  little  further' on  in  this 
language : 

The  enfnic«ment  of  that  ^ct  has  be<.n  extraordinarily  successful  in 
excluding  posts.  In  fact,  aside  from  the  rather  lam-'ntable  entry  of  the 
MeriHermne.np  fruit  fly  in  Florida,  the  slate  for  the  IT-y.-ar  period  con- 
cerned is  practically  clear.  The  only  other  entries  of  important  posts 
h.ive  been  the  coming  across  the  border  from  Mexico  of  the  pink  boll- 
worm  of  cotton  and  the  Mexican  fruit  worm,  entries  which,  under  the 
conditions  of  contiguity  and  commerce,  could  not  well  have  been  pre- 
vented. Moth  of  tl*e«e  pests  have,  however,  been  substantially  con- 
trolled. The  pink  bollworm  has  been  eliminated  in  vj^st  ureas  wli'-re  it 
oDce  had  foothold  In  eastern  Texas  and  in  Louisiana,  and  the  Mexican 
fruit  worm  has  apparently  been  eliminated  in  the  s<>ction  which  it 
inv.id.'d  in  the  lower  vall<»y  of  th<>  Rio  Grande. 

The  necessity  for  the  restrictions  on  entry  of  plants  and  plant  prod- 
ucts is  further  Indicated  l)y  the  lists  of  interceptions  which  are  made  at 
our  various  ports  of  entry.  These  lists  are  published  from  year  to  year 
and  the  inclosed  copy  of  the  last  report  may  Interest  .vou  as  indicating 


I  repeat  what  the  SetTCtary  said : 

The  ameadment  prtipoaed  In  the  Senate  revision  of  the  tariff  bill  la 
highly  objectionable  and.  in  fact,  would  practically  destn.y  the  vnlu* 
of  the  settloDs  of  the  act  nrlating  t«  the  entry  of  foreign  plauta  aud 
plant  pests,  and  open  the  ban  to  the  general  entry  of  such  peata. 

The  letter  to  the  chairman  has  l>een  puhiishcd  and  then^fore 
I  can  allude  to  It  here.  The  Se<>retary  of  Agriculture  said  to 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  on  Sei)tember  13: 

I  regret  to  have  to  advise  you  that  the  enactment  of  this  paragntpb, 
strictly  lnteri)retid,  would  rouder  sections  1  to  7  of  tlie  plant  quaran- 
tine act,  relating  to  the  entry  of  foreign  planLs  and  plant  products,  of 
little  or  no  value  as  protecting  the  United  States  froiu  the  entry  of  new 
and  danirerou.si  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases,  which  is  the  sola 
purpose  of  these  sections. 

In  other  woid.s.  this  amendment  would  (hstroy  the  quaran- 
tine act  under  which  we  luive  given  prv>tec*tion  to  this  <ouutry 
ever  since  that  law  was  enacted.  That  is  what  the  Secretary 
(»f  Agriculture  told  the  chairman  of  the  committee.  Referring 
to  the  iinaraiitine  act,  the  Secretary  said  : 

While  this  jK-t  wa«  under  consideration  by  Congress,  tlie  following 
iiotaMe  iTop  pests  secured  entry  and  establishment :  The  oriental  fruit 
worm.  Japam^'  be«nle.  Asiatic  beetles,  citrus  canker,  potato  wnrt.  Euro- 
pean corn  N>rer.  camphor  scale,  .••nd  the  gyjisy  moth  in  New  Jersey — 
nearly  all  of  which  are  now  subjects  of  large  annual  ai>iiroprl«tlo«H  by 
Congress  for  control,  or.  in  8«>me  instances,  aitinipts  at  eradication. 

These  all  csime  in  just  prior  to  the  act  of  1»20  and  they  are 
here  n<)w,  but  siiu  e  the  act  of  1920  there  have  l)een  no  InqKir- 
tations  of  iK'sts  excepting  in  the  instances  I  have  ntentlone«l. 
The  Secretarj-  continued : 

The  prevention  of  entry  of  such  posts  since  1912.  under  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  plant  iiuitrantlne  act,  ptrsents  a  striking  c<intnist  with  the 
situation  Just  described.  Up  to  April.  1»20,  covering  a  period  of  nearly 
17  years,  it  was  i)Oi«sible  to  say  that  this  entry  of  important  pests  had 
been  practically  stopiied.  During  this  |»eriod.  lu  only  two  InstanceH  had 
pests  entered  of  the  importance  of  thos*-  mentioned  antl  the  entry  of 
these  across  the  liorder  of  Mexico  couid  probably  not  have  bivn  pre- 
vented, namely,  the  phik  bollworm  of  cotton  and  the  Mexican  fruit 
worm  Into  the  lower  Bio  Orande  Valley.  The  entry  in  April  of  this 
year  of  the  Mediterranean  fruit  fly  into  Florida  is  the  first  nually  lmp.)r- 
lant  instance  of  pest  entry  which  has  gotten  through  the  quarantine 
and  port-of-ontry  ctmtrols. 

We  had  this  in.s[>ectIon  business  tried  out.  We  had  enlry  by 
inspection  in  operation,  but  tlmt  did  not  prevent  the  entry  of 
the  fruit  fiy.  A  little  later  on  the  Secretary  explains  why  the 
inspection  basis  of  entry  will  not  protect  us: 

The  means  of  entry  of  this  fruit  fly  Is  not  known  except  as  indicated 
by  the  many  intercepticms  of  this  pest  In  contraband  fruit  and  vege- 
tables made  by  the  .ngeuts  of  the  department  in  the  Inspeition  and  quar- 
antine enforcement  at  jjorts  of  entry.  In  addition  to  this  and  other 
fruit  flies,  such  port  interceptions  inolude<l  thousands  of  plant  pesta 
of  all  sorts.  The  records  of  such  port  InU-rceptlons,  together  with  the 
lnterc«'ption.«!  made  on  nursery  stock  and  other  plants  and  se<>ds  are 
published  at  fn-quent  intervals  for  the  use  of  inspectors  and  give  a 
pretty  full  picture  of  the  stream  of  entry  of  pests  which  would  l>e  <>om- 
Ing  into  tin-  luited  States  except  under  enforcement  of  the  typ«'  ot 
quarantines  which  have  been  promulgated  under  the  authority  of  the 
act. 

To  lndiC4ite  the  effect  of  the  proposed  amendment — 

Now,  we  come  right  down  to  the  gist  <»f  this  thing — 

It  may  be  pointed  out  that  the  re«iuirement,  as  a  condition  of  exdnalon 
of  plants  and  plant  products,  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  ,-hnll 
determine  as  to  any  shipment  that  such  plants  or  products  are  infe^ted 
or  not,  Is  nn  imposfihillty  as  to  practically  all  plant  diseases  autl  as  to 
most  Insect  pests. 

That  is  eitlier  true  or  it  Is  not  true.  If  it  Is  true,  we  ought 
not  to  lo.se  one  minute  ot  time  in  rejecting  the  pro|»osnl,  and 
I  think  it  is  true. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  me  to 
say  that  I  think  I  have  made  it  clear  that  that  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  amendment  and  that  it  can  not  be  construed 
timt  way,  e.si)ecially  after  those  words  are  insertetl. 

Mr.  FLFTTCHER.     The  Senator's  opinion  about  what  the  in- 


the  volume  of  such  interceptions.    A  great  many  of  such  liHts  have  been     tentlon  of  the  amendment  may  be  is  one  thing,  but  the  Secrctarj- 

of  Agriculture,  the  head  of  the  d^mrtment,  and  nil  those  with 
whom  I  have  conferred — and  I  have  ctmferrefl  with  more  than 


published.  Nece.s.s,irily  they  are  a  record  of  all  the  pests  Intercipted, 
except  a  \ery  large  croup  of  pests  which  are  known  to  have  secured  a 
world  wide  distribution  long  since  in  the  ordinary  course  of  commerce. 
In  the  main,  then-fore,  this  picture  indicates  the  flow  of  pests,  new  and 
old.  into  the  Unit«xi  States.  The  more  important  of  these  and  espe- 
cially such  as  are  new  to  this  country  aud  dangerous  are  discustsed  in 
the  uotes  on  the  flrat  two  pages. 


the  Secretary  hlm.self  with  reference  to  this  matter — agree  abso- 
lutely that  whatever  the  Intention  of  the  committee  may  hare 
l>een.  the  effect  of  the  amendment  will  be  to  establish  a  system 
which  it  Is  an  impossibility  to  carry  out  as  to  practically  all 
plant  diseases  and  as  to  most  insect  pests. 
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The  Secretary  conHnue3 : 

Sneb  exact  dett^roilnatioB  can  not  \»  made.  Iki  the  rase  of  plant) 
■uch  d«>terniiDatk>n  can  Ix?  made  to  a  decree  only  by  Intenalve  tiuipectlou 
Mcb  as  would  be  totally  impracticable  in  connection  with  bulk  Importa- 
tions, and  for  many  insects  and  practically  all  plant  diaea^ea  and  wltii 
any  certainty  only  by  holding  such  niHterial  in  quarantine  for  a  period 
of  y<>fln«.  For  plant  pruducta,  such  examination  and  diaaectlon  wouli  i 
be  necessary  aa  would  destroy  the  valu«>  of  such  products.  For  exampk, 
as  to  fruits  and  vegetables  coming  from  fruit-fly  conntrien.  no  detet- 
Biination  by  instpection  could  be  n?«de  of  fre*^om  from  infestation  othe- 
than  by  dlasectlon  of  every  fruit  and  vegetable. 

It  will  be  f^een  how  impossible  it  would  be  to  examiae  a  ship- 
mont  of  oraugeH,  for  instance,  or  of  lemons  or  of  anything  o ' 
that  jw^rt.  We  would  have  to  go  throuprh  and  examine  ever: 
one  of  them  individually  hefor^e  we  could  say  they  were  no 
■ceeptable.  These  diseases  exist  ln.*side  of  the  fmit  and  are  no 
appiirent  on  the  outside.  The  Insect  itself  exists  Inside  of  th( 
fruit  for  the  time  Nlng.  The  eggs,  the  larvfe  are  Inside  of  th< 
fruit  and  can  not  be  .<4een  from  the  outside.  To  say  that  ar 
In.spector  examining  a  shipment  of  fruit  at  a  port  rould  deter 
mine  that  it  was  all  right  and  pass  it  and  thus  guarantee  us 
freedom  from  infection  is,  of  coarse,  a  mistaken  notion.  Where 
there  are  certain  infections  or  infestations  in  the  fruit  of  a  par 
Utnilar  c-ountr>-,  we  have  the  right  to  say  that  all  such  fniit  fron 
that  country  shall  be  prohibited  from  entry  into  the  Unltec 
States.  1  am  using  this  simply  as  an  Illustration.  It  applies  t< 
plant.s  of  all  sorts,  bulb;*,  roots,  seeds,  and  things  of  that  kinc 
whi<'h  are  covered  by  the  act,  because  they  are  all  on  the  sam( 
basis. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  continued,  with  reference  to  th< 
alternative  proposition  In  the  bill,  that  where  he  has  reason  t( 
believe  the  plants  or  plant  pnxlTicts  are  infested  or  infectec 
be  can  impose  a  quarantine.  The  cwnmittee  seems  to  lay  grea 
stress  on  that  provision,  and  have  added  the  words  '*  of  stir! 
countries,"  and  so  forth.  That  does  not  make  any  change  Ir 
the  amendment  and  does  not  add  to  Its  virtue  or  value  so  fai 
a.s  I  can  see.  Here  is  what  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  sale 
about  it: 

Tnklng  up  the  alternative  given  in  the  paragraph  quoted,  namely,  "  oi 
unless  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  reason  to  believe  that  suet 
plants  or  plant  products  are  so  Infected  or  infested."  this  alternatlv* 
onder  the  preliminary  statement  in  the  paragraph  would  necessarllj 
have  to  be  interpreted  as  requiring  the  Secretary  to  make  the  decislor 
as  to  Infestation  or  not  for  each  and  every  Importation  of  plants  oi 
plant  products — a  decision  which  I  have  already  Indicated  is  an  impos 
•ibUity.  If.  on  the  other  hand,  advantage  wye  taken  of  this  altematlv< 
on  the  ground  of  "  reaaon  to  believe,"  It  would  not  only  render  th« 
amendment  a  farce  but  would  make  the  enforcement  of  the  act  dlflicult 
and  very  expensive  on  account  of  the  necessity  of  making  continuing 
and  innumerable  dt-clslons  on  belief,  and  at  the  same  time  would  plac4 
the  imiMjrter  In  a  state  of  absolute  uncertainty  as  to  whether  anj 
Importation  which  he  might  make  woold  not  hare  to  be  rejected. 

That  Is  the  answer  to  that  suggestion.  I  do  not  know  that  1 
er>aUI  make  it  any  more  complete  and  full  if  I  were  to  spend  a 
wt-ek  talking  about  It  It  is  so  sound,  so  reasonable,  so  dear, 
and  so  convincing  that  there  Is  no  need  to  add  anything  to  it. 

Then  the  Secretary  continued: 

The  adoption  by  the  department  In  lf>19  of  Its  present  policy  of  re- 
stricting the  entry  of  foreign  plants  on  the  basis  of  known  occurrence 
in  the  country  of  origin  of  new  and  dangerooa  pesta — believed  to  be 
fully  authorised  In  the  first  seven  sections  of  the  act — was  forced  after 
giving  a  test  of  seven  years  to  the  system  of  double  Inspection.  U)  in 
the  country  of  origin  with  foreign  certiflcatiou  of  freedom  from  pests. 

^and    (2)   at  destination  In  this  ct.untry  by  State  or  Federal  inspectors. 

^"■^^U;  tremendous  volume  of  new  and  dangerous  pests  Intercepted  at  this 
secofrd-  Inspection  and  the  full  realitatlon  that  only  a  portion  of  the 
InstHt  pests  and  practically  none  of  the  plant  diseases  brought  in  with 
■uch  importations  were  being  thus  Intercepted  led  to  the  abandonment 
of  entry  on  the  basis  of  inspection  only. 

That  is  just  wiiat  Ls  trying  to  be  put  upon  the  department 
now.  which  they  thought  it  necessary  to  abandon  after  giving  it 
four  years  of  trial. 

TTie  Secretary  lontinuetl: 

Under  the  present  policy  of  the  department  proviaioB  Is  madQ  for  the 
'entry  of  plants  for  any  necessary  introduction,  ezperimeotal,  scientific, 
or  educational  porpi^se.  and  for  such  purposes  entry  la  aathorlaed  of 
mlDluns  of  plants  every  year. 

Tlie  Senator  from  Utah  might  be  interested  in  that  Let  me 
read  again  what  the  Secretary  said  with  referrace  to  that 
matter: 

Inder  the  present  policy  of  the  department  provision  to  made  for  the 
entry  of  plants  for  any  necessary  Introdoctioii,  experimental,  icientiflc. 
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or  educational  purpose,  and  for  such   purposes  entry  la  authorized  of 
millions  of  plants  every  year. 

We  did  not  exclude  these  plants  entirely;  there  Is  no  such 
general  order  as  would  do  that    The  Secretary  continues: 

The  risk  under  such  entry  can  be  Justified  only  by  the  necessity  for 
the  introduction,  but  under  this  policy  the  volume  of  entry  Is  so  preatiy 
reduced  tkot  the  plants  can  be  given  much  more  Intensive  Inspection  on 
arrival,  and.  In  addition,  are  kept  under  control  and  inspection  for  such 
period  of  years  ai»  may  be  necessary  to  eliminate  any  residual  ri.sk. 

The  Secretary  further  states: 

The  lmpf>88lbiiity  of  making  determinations  with  respect  to  plant  «lls- 
easea  baa  already  been  indlcate<l.  It  Is  true  of  most  such  diseases  that 
their  presence  in  the  plant  is  only  disclosed  at  some  particular  fruiting 
period  ot  the  disease,  a  period  which,  a.s  in  the  pine-bUster  rust,  may  not 
develop  for  fire  or  six  years  after  the  plant  actually  becomes  Infected. 
Similarly,  many  insect  i>e8ta  live  within  the  plant,  where  they  can  not 
be  detected  except  by  dissection,  and  others  are  concealed  so  that  their 
presence  <an  not  be  determined.  FurtLermore,  most  of  the  new  p«'st8 
which  have  recently  gained  entry  were  not  known  scientifically  or  in 
literature  prior  to  their  discovery  in  the  United  States,  and  the  detec- 
tion of  such  unknown  and  unheralded  pests  whof^  habits  and  place  of 
concealment  have  never  been  determined  Is  difficult  and  often  impossible. 
Many  of  these  had  not  been  recognized  a.s  harmful  in  the  countries  of 
orluin.  but  b.  canu'  so  under  the  new  and  more  favorable  opportunities 
which  awaited  them  In  the  United  States.  Some  years  ago  catalogues 
v^nt  prepuied.  lespvttively,  by  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  and  by  the 
Bureau  of  Plant  Industry  of  the  imiwrtaut  crop  pests.  Insects,  and  diseases, 
which  had  been  studied  and  described  as  occurring  in  foreign  countries 
but  which  bad  not  yet  reached  the  United  States.  These  lists  Included 
some  6,000  different  types  of  dangerous  Insects  and  plant  diseases.  The 
records  of  entry  into  the  United  States  of  pests  which  were  unknown  In 
the  countries  of  origin  would  in«licate  that  these  lists  are  very  iucum- 
plete,  probably  representing  leisa  than  half  the  potential  plant  enemies 
of  the  countries  concerned. 

Under  the  paragraph  quoted — 

That  is,  under  the  "reason  to  l>elle\'e"  clause — 
diseases  of  the  following  types  wonKl  have  unrestricted  entry  into  the 
United   States:      (1)   The  chestnut   blight,  which  has  destroyed   one  of 
the   predominating   forest    elements   of   the   Appalachian    region    of    the 
United  States. 

It  could  not  have  been  kept  out  If  this  amendment  had  been  in 
effect  It  did  ct>me  in  in  si)ite  of  the  law.  for  at  that  time  we 
had  sometliing  of  an  inspection  on  entry  system.  Thestnut 
blight  We  have  now  very  few  chestnut  trees  whicli  are 
alive,  or  If  we  liave  any  they  are  doomed  and  are  dying.  That 
great  valuable  tree  has  been  swept  from  the  forests  of  the 
United  States.  The  chestnut  blight  wms  importe<l  Into  this  coun- 
try;  it  did  not  originate  here  at  all.  The  Secretary's  letter 
continues : 

(2)  The  white  pine  blister  rust,  which  has  already  invaded  the  white- 
pine  areas  of  the  eastern  United  States  and  is  threatening  those  of  the 
Taclflc  Northwest,  where  the  main  body  of  the  remaining  merchantable 
white  pine  occur 


That  disease  came  in  under  the  inspection  at  the  port  of  entry 
system  and  inspection  in  foreign  countries — 

and  (3)  the  citrus  canker,  which  has  already  cost  this  country  and  the 
States  concerned  from  f I'S.OOO.tXK)  to  $30.(XtO,000  In  an  effort  at  eradica- 
tion— an  effort  which  has  not  yet  been  completely  successfiil. 

Citrus  canker  was  Imported  into  the  United  States  from  a 
foreign  country,  from  Japan,  I  l)elieve.  It  came  In  nursery 
stock  Into  norlda.  We  had  to  deal  with  It  thei-e.  NumlxTs  of 
groves  for  which  the  growers  never  received  1  cent  of  com- 
pensation were  burned.  When  it  was  found  that  the  disease 
existed  in  the  groves,  the  authorities  went.  In  and  took  the 
trees,  root  and  branch,  and  burned  them.  That  is  the  only  way 
citrus  canker  has  been  elimiuated  in  Florida. 

I  have  mentioned  tliese  disea.»<es  which  the  Secretary  him- 
self says  are  diseases  which  might  have  been  kept  out  under 
the  quarantine  law  of  1912.  Certainly  we  ought  to  do  every- 
thing we  can  to  strengthen  that  law,  if  it  needs  strengtheuiukt 
and  not  to  cripi)le  it  by  this  proposed  amendment. 

The  letter  continues : 

Of  these,  the  eheetnut  blight  and  the  citrus  canker  were  unknown 
prior  to  their  establishment  and  discovery  In  the  United  States.  Re- 
ferring to  Insects,  the  paragraph  quot«Hl  would  afford  unrestricted 
entry  to  Inaects  of  the  types  of  the  Oriental  fruit  worm  entering  with 
the  Japanese  cherry,  the  Japanese  and  the  Asiatic  beetles  entering  with 
■oil  aboat  plants,  clover  and  alfalfa  weevils,  and  half  a  dozen  other 
dmllar  crop  weevUs  introduced  with  soil  about  plants,  wireworma 
and  many  other  Insect*  which  Uve  a  portion  of  their  Uvea,  or  hiber- 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


3719 


Bate,  in  aoU,  together  with  a  long  list  of  acale  insects  and  plant  lice, 
parasitic  worms — classed  under  the  name  of  nematodes — and  most  of 
the  Insects  which  work  inside  fruits  and  vegetables — such  as  weerUa, 
fruit  worma,  and  fmit  flies. 

The  Secretary  finally  concludes  his  splendid  letter  to  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  as  follows: 

The  proposed  amendment  of  the  plant  quarantine  act.  In  large 
measure,  would,  therefon-,  bring  a  return  of  opi;>ortanity  for  peat 
entry  which  existed  i»ior  to  1912. 

We  can  not  of  course,  favor  that  Now,  for  the  present,  I 
yield  the  floor,  for  it  seems  to  me  unnecessary  to  spend  more 
tinoe  unless  it  be  in  answer  to  what  may  be  said  in  support  of 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  article  from  the  Washington  Post,  which,  on  request  of 
Mr.  McNaby,  was  ordered  to  be  printeil  at  the  conclusion  of 
Mr.  FiJcrcHEx's  speech,  is  aa  follows: 

[From  the  Washington  Poet  September  16,  1929 J 
Thk  rKKPrrt^AL  Battli  or  thb  Aqbs — Inbict  Pbsts  Rob  Aubbicax 

Fabmebh  or  Nbablt  12.000.000,000  Evkbt  Yhab — Thb  Mbditkerankan 

FntTIT    FLT    SWITCHBS    VOTBS    IK    CONGBESS MOElfONS   FiBST   TO    FaCB 

IIbil  Whbn  Gbasshofpbbs  Mknacid  Cbops 

By  P.  L.  riyler 

OosHBN.  EoTPT,  September  14. — Egypt  is  llteraUy  burled  under  an 
avalanche  of  locusts.  Never  before  in  the  history  of  the  country  has  It 
been  so  viciously  attacked  by  an  Insect  pest.  Barly  this  morning  a  mod- 
erate east  wind  arose  and  increased  In  velocity  ontil  it  blew  a  bowling 
gale.  Riding  on  the  crest  of  the  wind  were  millions  of  locusts.  Verily, 
the  sky  overhead  was  black  with  the  bugs.  Not  a  ray  of  sunshine  could 
trickle  through.  The  ravenous  locu'its  are  devouring  every  green  thing 
in  sight ;  every  herb,  vine,  and  tree.  Com,  wheat,  and  other  grains  are 
being  mown  to  the  earth  and  all  fruits  and  vegetables  are  rapidly  being 
destroyed.  Another  day  like  this  and  all  the  people  of  the  land  will  be 
faced  with  starvation. 

"  Directed  by  entomologists  In  tlie  Department  of  Agriculture,  thou- 
sands of  farmers  attacked  the  pests  with  clubs,  pitchforks,  and  reap- 
houks,  but  for  every  locust  thn.s  destroyed  a  million  others  arose  to  take 
Its  place.  Thoroughly  disheartened  by  the  hopeleasness  of  the  fight,  the 
farmers  soon  stacked  their  arms  and  quit.  King  Pharaoh  is  now  In 
conference  with  Moses,  beaeeching  him  to  disperse  the  plague." 

Oblando,  Pla.,  8ei>tember  14. — The  voracious  Mediterranean  fmit  fly 
has  at  last  evaded  Inspectors  at  the  port  of  entry  and  gained  a  foot- 
bold  in  Florida.  Entomologists  have  definitely  proven  the  identity  of 
the  pest.  It  Is  now  ravaging  the  citrus  fruit  groves  of  the  State. 
Unless  It  be  eradicated  immediately.  It  may  eventually  bring  the  whole 
country  face  to  face  with  starvation.  Every  available  facility  within 
the  State,  including  the  National  Guard,  has  been  organized  to  combat 
the  pest. 

"An  urgent  appeal  has  been  made  to  President  Hoover  for  Federal 
aid  in  the  eradication  of  the  fly  before  It  spreads  to  other  States  and 
plays  havoc  with  the  frolt  and  vegetable  Industries.  As  other  countries 
have  failed  to  oust  the  pest,  once  It  became  established,  a  desperate 
fieht  to  the  finish  looms.  A  delegation  of  prominent  Florida  business 
men  left  this  morning  for  Washington  to  confer  with  Alexander  Legge, 
chairman  of  the  Federal  Farm  Board,  concerning  additional  financial 
assistance." 

Admittedly,  it's  qolte  a  far  fetch  from  the  days  of  Mosea  and 
Pharaoh  to  the  year  of  our  Lord  1929.  but  the  perpetual  battle  of 
mankind  against  the  insect  tribes  of  the  world  has  continued  through 
the  ages.  Moreover,  the  account  of  the  locust  invasion  of  Egypt  Is 
strikingly  similar  to  present-day  news  dispatches.  To-day  there's  no 
Moses  to  lift  his  band  as  a  signal  for  the  pests  to  evacuate  the  fields 
and  depart  hither  and  yon  ;  but  Ingenious  entomologists  and  chemists 
have  devised  effective  ways  and  means  for  controlling  the  bags. 

Peradventure  the  Kellogg  peace  pact  measures  np  to  the  fondest 
expectations  of  Its  most  ardent  supporters — there  will  be  no  more  wars 
among  the  human  races  throughout  the  world.  The  significance  of  such 
a  state  of  affairs  Is  of  nstion-wide  Importance.  But  none  the  less 
Important  is  the  progress  of  the  constant  warfare  that  tanners  have 
been  forced  to  wage  against  voracious  insect  pests  ever  since  Moses  led 
the  children  of  Israel  out  of  bondage  In  Egypt.  Were  we  to  be  left 
for  a  single  year  at  the  mercy  of  the  bugs,  starvation  would  stalk 
the  land. 

According  to  W.  H.  Hawley.  a  proficient  Washington  stattstielan. 
bogs  of  one  sort  and  another  annnally  touch  the  farmers  of  the  United 
States  for  the  stupendous  sum  of  $1,723,687,100.  Ills  tabolar  diart 
which  accompanies  this  article,  graphically  portrays  the  yearly  damage 
to  farm  crops  and  livestock  due  to  the  ravages  of  Insect  pests.  The 
damage  to  com  alone — $314,438.000 — simply  staggers  the  fanaglnatkm. 
Vegetable  growers  are  the  next  hardest  hit  by  bags  that  cut  their 
profits  short  $258,000,000  a  y««r.  Fmit  men  lose  $201,127,000  annoaUy 
to    Inaecta.      Uvestuck    losses    approximate    $128,000,000.      Even    attar 


crops  have  been  harvested  and  stored  gmla  weevils  and  other  pests  rub 
bin,  crib,  and  warehoose  of  $132.800,CKX>  every  12  months.  Thus  it  is 
not  at  all  difllcult  to  anticipate  the  dire  eonsequencett  that  would  r«^ult 
trom  a  lull  In  the  flg^t  Estimating  the  total  grass  vuiue  of  farm  crops 
at  $16,000,000,000  It  Is  easily  comprehend ible  that  a  big  sUce  of  the 
farm  Income  of  this  country  must  be  expended  on  insect-pest  control 
activities. 

According  to  entomologists  there  are  anywhere  from  two  to  ten  mil- 
lion different  species  of  insects  in  the  world.  They  are  all  shapes  and 
staes;  some  as  ugly  as  homemade  sin,  others  goodly  to  look  upon,  with 
all  the  colors  of  the  rainbow  employed  to  provide  the  brilliant  hue*;  that 
mark  legs,  wings,  and  bodies.  For  the  sake  of  brevity,  but  with  due 
respect  for  the  voluminous  clasalficatioo  charts  evolved  by  able  enfo- 
mologistH,  Insects  will  be  n-ferred  to  collectively  as  bugs  In  this  article. 
If  for  no  other  reason  this  would  be  Justifiable  on  the  ground  tluit  the 
average  American  citiaen  pokes  bis  flager  at  every  Insect  that  bolm  up 
and  exdalms,  "  There  goes  a  bog !  " 

By  and  large,  foreign  plant  pests  that  have  immigrated  to  this  coun- 
try, and  their  number  Is  legion,  meoace  the  farmers  more  seriously  than 
do  the  native  bags.  Our  resoorcefai  entomologists  know  how  to  conirol 
native  insect  pests,  so  as  to  hold  their  depredations  in  check.  But  they 
must  first  get  acquainted  with  the  foreign  tribes  before  an  effective  flgbt 
can  be  waged  against  them.  Invariably  the  first  objective  i«  to  eradi- 
cate the  unwelcome  visitors.  This  movement  usually  ends  in  failure. 
Do  the  entomologists  give  up  the  ship  and  leave  the  farmers  to  their 
fate?  That  they  do  not  They  stay  on  the  Job  until  practical  c<»ntrul 
methods  have  been  evolved.  It  was  so  with  the  Hessian  fly.  Mexican 
cotton  boll  weevil,  European  com  borer,  Japanese  beetle,  and  numerous 
other  foreign  plant  peata. 

The  fight  against  the  Mediterranean  fnilt  fiy  Is  still  In  the  erudicatloa 
stage.  Whether  or  not  the  pest  will  be  ousted  remains  to  l>e  set-n. 
Results  of  battles  waged  against  it  by  other  nations  bold  out  tvant  en- 
couragement. A  native  of  Africa,  the  fiy  has  become  establUbt^  in 
about  a  dozen  other  countries.  Its  nearest  rendesvous  tr  thi^  United 
States  were  the  Uswalian  Islands.  AH  effi'rts  by  these  cuuntri<>e  to 
exterminate  tb«.>  pest  have  failed.  Riding  into  the  E)vergla(le  State  last 
April,  presumably  on  the  wings  of  a  bottle  of  bootleg  rum,  the  fly 
quickly  Invaded  the  citrus  fruit  groves  of  Florida,  striking  twror  Into 
the  hearts  of  the  natives.     Soon  10  or  more  banks  bit  the  wall. 

But  if  there  ever  was  a  hard-luck  State,  Florida's  it  Coni-ider  the 
collapse  of  the  building  boom,  and  the  enormous  toll  exacted  by  hurri- 
canes in  recent  years.  But  It  has  been  so  from  the  very  beginning: 
OM  Man  Ponce  de  Leon  died  of  a  broken  heart  there  while  sifking  a 
perpetual  fountain  of  youth. 

For  years  entomologists  have  been  expecting  to  wake  up  some  fine 
morning  to  discover  that  the  pesky  Mediterranean  fruit  fly  bad  slipped 
Into  this  country  overnight.  Now,  their  worst  fears  have  been  fully 
Jnstifled.  Sice  alone  considered,  the  fly  is  a  rather  inslgniflrant  tqiecl- 
men.  It  closely  r<>sembles  the  common  boose  fiy  and  is  about  half  as 
large.  Bnt  what  a  swarm  of  the  flies  can  do  to  a  dtras  fruit  grove  la 
a  plenty.  Other  fruits  and  vegetables  are  by  no  means  immune  from 
Its  depredations.  Thus  the  intensive  fight  to  prevent  Its  spread  tu  other 
States.  To  this  end,  more  than  6,000  men  in  Florida  are  waging  one 
of  the  fiercest  battles  against  a  foreign  plant  pest  in  the  annaltt  of  the 
country's  history.  As  the  Florlds  dtras  tmlt  crop  is  valued  at 
$50,000,000,  and  the  fralt  crop  of  the  Nation  at  $600,000,000,  the  im- 
portance of  eradicating  or  cohtrolllng  the  pest  Is  apparent. 

Meanwhile,  the  Mediterranean  fruit  fiy  has  already  made  its  presence 
felt  at  the  White  House,  the  Treasary  Department  and  00  Capitol  HllL 
President  Hoover  recommended  a  f4.250,000  appropriation  to  be  ex- 
pended in  the  frolt-fly  war.  Following  a  tour  of  inspection  ol'  dtrua 
fruit  orchards  in  Florida  by  seven  experts  named  by  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture Hyde,  the  tlght-flsted  Federal  Farm  Board,  which  had  pr(*vioualy 
turned  a  deaf  ear  to  all  applications  for  loans,  loosened  op  and  O.  K.'d 
a  sereral-hnndred-thoasand-doDar  loan  tor  a  Florida  fruit  cooperative. 
The  President  is  also  reputed  to  be  agreeable  to  a  propfjsltion  to  repay 
the  citrus  fruit  grove  owners  oat  of  Federal  funds  for  losses  sustained 
In  cleaning  up  their  orchards  in  accordance  with  Government  rvgula- 
tlons.  Although  the  fruit  fiy  might  not  have  had  any  ctMinectiun  with 
It,  one  vote  on  the  tariff  blU  in  the  Hotue  last  spring,  and  the  switch  of 
two  votes  on  the  farm  relief  bin  in  the  Senate,  have  been  mocb  talked 
about  on  Capitol  Hill. 

But  It  seems  to  be  the  irony  of  fate  that  the  depredations  of  the 
MMiterranean  fruit  fly  should  seriously  hamper  the  operations  of 
Florida  bootleggers.  Under  present  quarantine  regulations,  antoinoblles, 
prior  to  departing  from  Infested  areas,  are  thoroughly  inspected  and 
given  a  chemical  spray  bath  to  prevent  the  pest  from  slipping  through 
the  border  patroL  Obviously  the  trsnsportation  of  Illegal  hooch  under 
these  eondltiona  Is  ticklish  boslness. 

The  Mormons  probably  had  the  first  aeriom  tilt  with  a  plant  pest  in 
this  cooBtry.  Smarting  nnder  prosecution  In  the  Bast  because  of  their 
rellgloas  creed,  they  loaded  their  belongings  onto  slow-plodding  oxcarts 
and  began  the  long  trek  across  the  trackless  wilderness  to  the  land  of 
the  Golden  West.  Menaced  on  every  side  by  wild  beasts  and  Milder 
savages,  they  Anally  halted  the  lowing  oxen  on  the  rim  ot  tht>  great 
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Salt  I^ke  Valley  and  pitchfd  in  to  make  for  thenwelTW  a  bom*,  far 
from  the  haunts  of  other  men.  Eren  before  th«lr  cabins  of  rougb- 
heii^n  U'ga  bad  been  completed,  sronnd  was  cleared  for  tb«  planting  of 
corn,  beans,  peas,  and  other  seeds  wblcb  tbey  bad  brongbt  with  tbem. 
Soon  plants  sprung  up  in  the  fertile  soil  and  grew  and  ttarlred.  Krery- 
one  wa8  delighted.  Eureka  bad  been  found.  Tba  barrest  would  tide 
tbem  over  the  winter.  Next  spring  they  could  begin  tbelr  farming 
operntlons  in  earneat.  Fanners  the  Mormons  were  and,  for  that  matter, 
tbej-  still  are. 

Then  like  a  tbandert>olt  out  of  a  clear  Rky  came  the  Toradoos  grass- 
hopp«r«  Vast  hordes  Invaded  tbe  Terdant  fields.  Oreen  changed  to 
blaik  and  hope  faded  into  despair.  T^e  Mormons  were  terror  stricken. 
Their  very  lives  depended  on  harrestlng  that  crop.  Otherwise  starra- 
tiou  wtNild  stare  them  In  tbe  face.  They  must  give  battle.  Armed 
with  clubs  and  sticks  and  stones,  they  sallied  forth  to  tbe  fray  and 
smote  tbe  grasaboppera  bip  andlblgh.  But  tbelr  efforts  were  In  vain. 
A  bunilred  grasshoppers  ftprang  up  to  take  the  place  of  every  one  that 
died.  Indeed,  tbe  situation  was  critical.  They  were  months  from  the 
nearest  settlement.  Ere  a  poky  ox  team  could  go  and  return  with  food 
all  would  be  dead.  Just  when  all  hope  was  atxrat  to  be  abandoned  de- 
liverance came — a  miracle,  as  mach  so  as  any  recorded  in  tbe  Bible. 
As  swiftly  and  as  mysteriously  as  tbe  ifrasxhoppers  bad  put  In  tbelr 
appearance.  myriS4ls  ot  seagulls  swooped  down  from  heaven.  It  seemed, 
and  devoured  the  peats,  body  and  soul. 

I.urklly  sulBrlent  corn  and  vegetables  ripened  to  keep  tbe  Mormons 
alive  that  winter,  and  a  bountiful  harvest  tbe  next  year  assured  tbe 
permanent  e  of  tbe  colony.  Out  of  gratitude  to  the  birds  for  deliverance 
fn>m  tbe  grasi^bopp^Ts  tbe  Mormons  erected  tbe  famooa  seagull  monu- 
ment at  Salt  Lake  <"lty — a  tall  shaft,  atop  wblcb  the  llkeneaa  of  a  gull 
with  outatretcbed  wings  Is  perebed. 

Back  about  \»>9!i,  when  tbe  cotton  boll  weevil  marched  op  oat  of 
Mexico  Into  the  cotton  fields  of  Texas,  ravaging  bloom,  square,  and  boll, 
later  Invading  the  whole  Cotton  Belt,  southern  farmers  thought  they 
Were  ruined  for  all  time  to  come.  The  fleecy  staple  waa  tbe  only  money 
crop  that  they  knew  anything  about.  It  never  seemed  to  dawn  upon 
tbem  that  anything  else  would  grow  on  tbe  land.  Tbey  appealed  to 
tbe  Department  of  Agriculture  for  aid  and  scorea  of  experts  responded. 
Tbe  doctrine  of  rotation  and  dlverslflcatlon  of  crops  was  preached  from 
the  bills  and  valleys.  Boon  com  and  fruit  and  vegetables  were  thriving 
where  only  cotton  grew  before.  Pedigreed  plga  replaced  the  raior- 
back  boga  and  dairying  put  In  its  appearance.  For  tbe  first  time  in  their 
lives  cotton  farmers  were  raising  their  own  hog  and  hominy.  Proa- 
perity  Rmlled  so  gracioualy  upon  tbem  that  tbe  boll  weevil  waa  pro- 
clalmeii  a  blessing  in  disguise.  So  happy  were  the  farmers  of  Coffee 
County,  Ala.,  tbey  erected  a  stately  monument  to  the  erstwhile  pest  at 
Bnterprlse.  It  waa  dedicated  with  elaborate  ceremonlea  on  December 
11,  1910.  while  thousanda  of  farmers  and  members  of  their  families 
looked  on  and  applauded.  Contrary  to  tbe  general  belief,  this  memorial 
bears  no  resemblance  whatsoever  to  tbe  figure  of  a  boll  weevil,  but  It 
la  a  giant  circular  fountain  supported  by  a  concrete  base,  with  a  statue 
of  Liberty  atop,  holding  aloft  tbe  torch  of  knowledge. 

But  the  Department  of  Agriculture  experts  were  not  content  with 
teaching  dlversiflcatlnn  to  the  farmers  of  the  South.  Tbey  turned  their 
attention  to  the  problem  of  devising  ways  and  means  for  controlling 
tbe  boll  weevil.  Bven  airplanes  were  brought  into  play  aa  doatlng  In- 
struments of  death.  Was  tbe  pest  controlled?  Tbe  bumper  crop  for 
all  time,  nearly  18,000,000  bales,  was  produced  in  1026. 

Toari»)ts  visiting  Waablngton  this  spring  and  summer  have  wondered 
why  un  earth  tittle  green  cana  were  placed  all  over  town.  Some  thought 
tbem  to  be  new-fangled  lights ;  others  imagined  tbey  were  drinking 
fountains,  or  goldfish  aquarinma,  or  Mrd  baths.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
tbey  are  employed  by  I'ncle  Sam's  entomologists  in  the  perpetual  battle 
with  ibe  bugs — Japanese  beetle  traps.  This  pedt  baa  a  hankering  for 
tbe  t<m*>ll  of  geraniums,  so  tbe  traps  were  baited  with  geranoil,  a  chemi- 
cal with  a  geranium  odor,  and  tbe  susceptible  beetles  are  thus  lured 
to  th<>ir  doom.  Tbi*  bug  is  no  respecter  of  persons.  Jspanese  beetles 
marched  into  tbe  White  House  grounds  Just  aa  com^cently  as  if  it  bad 
been  the  humblest  gartlen  In  tbe  land.  Not  satiafied  with  that,  tbe  pesky 
"  critters  "  walked  up  to  the  front  door  of  the  Capitol  and  shook  their 
fl«ts  in  the  facea  of  Senators  and  Representatives  who  were  in  tbe  very 
net  of  patting  a  fhrm  relief  bilL  Then  the  Bureau  of  Entomology  got 
busy  and  devised  tbt  little  green  can  especially  for  old  man  beetle. 

The  Japanese  beetle  is  another  foreign-plant  pest  that  made  ita  way 
into  this  country  about  10  years  ago,  most  likely  as  a  grub  in  the  aoil 
about  the  roots  of  imported  nursery  stock.  Until  recent  years  its 
depn'dati<»ns  have  been  largely  restricted  to  areas  in  New  Jersey  and 
I'eunaylvania.  but  it  is  gradually  spreading  to  other  States.  Consid- 
ered  one  of  tbe  most  ravenous  marauders,  the  beetle  attacks  orna- 
mental pUnts,  flowers,  veifptablea,  fruit  and  shade  tpeea,  doing  ita  work 
between  June  and  September. 

But  the  Japanese  beetle  docs  not  conflaa  its  operations  exclusively  to 
fruits  and  vegetablea.  In  truth,  it  bad  tbe  audacity  to  invade  the  golf 
links  in  certain  sections  of  tbe  country.  The  female  beetle  lays  ber 
eggs  in  the  soil  among  tbe  fairways  and  greens,  and  tbe  white  grubs 
hatched  therefrom  feed  on  tbe  grass  roots  with  dlsastroos  effect.  Be- 
sides, the  burrowing  grubs  render  the  fairways  soft  and  spongy,  making 
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f  it  dlfflcnlt  to  approximate  par.  This  threatened  menace  to  tbe  stamp- 
ing grounds  of  the  pill  cbasers  loomed  eminent  for  a  while,  and  dire 
premonitions  of  vengeance  made  tbe  welkin  ring.  What's  tlie  analogy 
between  farming  and  golf?  There  isn't  any  such  animal,  but  men  who 
would  scorn  a  plow  handle  or  hoe  handle  because  it's  work  will  walk 
5  miles  lambasting  a  little  white  sphere  and  call  it  play  ;  but  stop  one 
of  them  If  you  can.  Taking  a  golf  club  from  a  dyed-in-the-wool  fan 
is  Just  like  trying  to  deprive  a  hungry  kid  of  an  all-day  sucker  or  a 
Congressman  of  a  quart  of  pre-war  Scotch.  But  the  Japanese  l)eetle 
has  been  brought  under  control.     Even  the  golf  courses  are  safe. 

Our  worst  wheat  enemy,  the  Hessian  fly,  probably  entered  this  coun- 
try daring  the  Revolutionary  War.  It  was  first  discovered  in  the 
vicinity  of  Long  Island,  N.  Y.,  where  Lord  Howe's  army  was  encamped 
three  years  before.  On  the  sopiwsltion  tliat  it  had  been  brought  over 
in  the  straw  bedding  used  by  Howe's  Hes-sian  mercenaries,  the  pest 
was  dubbed  the  Hessian  fly.  Although  continually  active,  this  pest 
breaks  out  periodically  and  redoubles  Its  efforts  to  clean  up  tbe  wheat 
fields  east  of  the  Mississippi.  It  is  also  active  on  the  other  side  of 
the  river,  sometimes  robbing  the  wheat  farmers  of  Kansas  of  |16,U«M>.0O0 
in  a  single  year.  In  the  cas^  of  the  Hessian  fly  an  ounce  of  i>revention 
is  worth  a  pound  of  cure,  for  once  it  is  established,  no  reme«ly  is  known 
that  will  destroy  the  pest  or  save  the  crop. 

In  the  chinch  bug  we  have  one  of  the  mo«t  destructive  of  all  native 
bugs  that  attack  grain  and  grass  croi>s  In  this  country.  The  first  gen- 
eral outbreak  occurred  about  1785,  and  they  have  been  recurring  with 
fairly  constant  frequency  ever  since.  Although  the  chinch  bug  is  a 
speckled  beauty,  it  is  destruction  personified  when  it  Inv.idps  our  irraln 
fields,  particularly  If  it  is  a  dry  year.  Speaking  of  the  bug  recalls  the 
clever  advertisement  that  is  reputed  to  ttave  gone  tbe  rounds  years 
ago.  A  certain  company  advertised  a  sort  of  **  death-a>l  "  remedy  for 
use  in  tbe  extermination  of  chinch  bngs.  It  wss  sure  death,  th<>y  said, 
and  so  guaranteed  it  to  deliver  tbe  goodM.  Farmers  who  were  gullible 
enough  to  bite  received  a  neat  package  by  mail  a  few  days  later.  In- 
side tbe  box  were  two  blocks,  numbered  1  and  2,  and  accum(>anlnd  by 
these  simple  directions  . 

"  Catch  the  chinch  bug  and  lay  it  on  block  No.  1.  Then  mash  it  with 
block  No.   2." 

Sure  death ;  no  doubt  about  it. 

Tbe  European  com  l>orer,  suppoaed  to  have  gained  entrance  into 
America  about  1917,  in  shipments  of  broomcom  from  Italy  or  Hungary, 
has  given  corn  farmers  plenty  to  think  about  In  recent  years.  Congress 
has  appropriated  flO.OOO.OOO  for  eradication  and  control  purposes. 
Althoagh  entomologists  are  convinced  that  the  com  borer  Is  here  to  stay, 
they  have  demonstrated  that  It  can  be  held  in  check,  with  negligible 
damages  resulting,  if  proper  clean-up  metboda  are  practiced  by  the 
producers. 

Besidea  the  bugs  already  mentioned,  there  are  scores  of  other  insect 
pests  tlJat  continually  aggravate  tbe  farmer.  For  in.itance,  Mexican 
bean  beetles,  army  cutworms,  tobacco  worms,  cabbage  moths,  Colorado 
potato  beetles,  apple  apbids,  and  so  on,  ad  infinitum.  Files,  ticks,  fleas, 
and  grubs  make  life  miserable  for  livestock.  Bt^tMigs.  ants,  roaches, 
and  mosquitoes  pester  botisekeepers.  No  wonder  tbe  fight  against  in- 
sect pests  must  go  on. 

Who's  fighting  the  bugs  and  how?  The  farmers  naturally  bear  the 
brunt  of  tbe  battle,  for  tbey  constantly  occupy  the  front-line  trenches. 
They  comprise  the  shock  troopa  of  the  Nation's  stnnding  bug  army. 
Uncle  Sam  lends  a  helping  hand  through  tbe  I>epartmf  nt  of  Agriculture. 
In  fact,  one  of  the  most  strategic  points  on  the  battle  front  is  manned 
by  tbe  plant  quarantine  and  control  administration.  It  constantly  main- 
tains inspectors  at  ports  of  entry  to  closely  scmtinise  im[>orted  products 
tbat  might  harbor  dangerous  plant  pests.  Because  of  the  danger  of 
letting  foreign  Insects  into  the  country  many  species  of  plants  are 
barred  from  our  shores  by  drastic  quarantine  regulations. 

The  spread  of  a  pest  from  one  part  of  the  country  to  another  la  re- 
tarded by  domestic  quarantine  rules.  State  agricultural  colleges  and 
experimental  stationa  do  their  bit.  Death-dealing  spraying  and  du.iting 
machines,  comparing  favorably  with  tanks  and  Big  Berthas,  as  well  as 
specially  equipped  alrplanea  and  gasoline-propelled  tanks  tbat  spit 
streams  of  red-hot  oil  flames  have  been  designed  and  perfected  by  farm- 
implement  manufacturers.  The  ingenuity  of  our  ablest  cbfHnists  is 
taxed  to  its  uttermost  to  -provide  effective  ammunition  for  the  tanks  and 
dusting  guns.  Millions  of  bugs  are  destroyed  by  burning  over  their 
hibernating  grounds.  Clean-up  methods  are  practiced  in  the  fields ;  dead 
stalks  cut,  raked  in  piles,  and  burned.  Birds  devour  countless  thousands, 
l^arasites  from  the  native  haunts  of  tbe  pesta  are  imported  to  prey  upon 
tbem.  norticnlturists  and  botanists  help  out  by  propagating  pest- 
resisting  specimens  of  plants. 

So  tbe  perpetual  battle  of  the  ages  continues  unrelentingly— the 
gigantic  struggle  of  tbe  farmers  against  tbe  insect  tribes  of  tbe  world. 
Despite  tbe  intensity  of  the  fray,  the  bugs  exact  their  annual  toll  of 
approximately  $2,000.000,000— figures  that  stagger  the  imagination. 
It  is  not  solely  the  farmers'  problem ;  it  la  everybody's  problem,  for  tbe 
farmer  feeds  tbe  world. 

Once  upon  a  time  a  man  made  this  remark :  "  I  wish  tbat  all  the  bugs 
in  the  world  were  one  big  bug  and  I  had  10  tons  of  dynamite  at  my 
disposal."     Would  be  have  bad  the  audacity  to  touch  a  lljthted  match 
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to  tbe  fuse?  In  truth,  it  makes  a  body  shudder  to  anticipate  the  con- 
sequences if  there  were  no  busy  bees  to  carry  pollen  from  bloom  to 
bloom. 

Annual  loss  to  farmer»  of  the  United  Btatet  caused  by  Uuect» 
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Cereals : 
Cora 
Oats. 
Wheat. 


[Kinds  of  crops  and  loas  in  dollars] 


Flax 

Barley 

Vegetables 

Fruit 

Hay 

Other  crops 

Storage  products 

Domestic  animals 


814. 
132, 

80, 

28, 

20. 

4. 

258. 

201, 

148, 

271.'. 

132. 

128, 


438,000 
968,000 
4H7,  000 
500,000 
986.000 
446,000 
000,  000 
127,000 
750.000 

ooo,  ooo 

840,000 
055,000 


Mr.  SnORTRlDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  to  prolong 
this  dLscustiion.  With  great  respect  for  my  cr^leagues  on  the 
Finance  Cummittee,  I  am  satLsfied  that  the  committee  fell  Into 
error  In  proposing  this  amendment  I  very  heartily  a^ree  with 
all  that  ha.s  been  said  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  and  by  other 
Senators  who  have  expressed  like  views. 

The  American  Vtum  Bureau  Federation  gave  to  this  pnrtlcu- 
lar  amendment  very  careful  study  and  rearfied  the  d^nite 
conclusion  that  It  should  not  be  adoptecl.  I  hoW  In  my  hand 
a  letter  addressed  to  me  by  that  federation,  and  I  request  that 
it  may  be  read  by  the  derk. 

I  also  hold  In  my  hand  a  telegram  received  from  Mr.  O.  H. 
Hecke,  the  director  of  agriculture  of  California.  For  the  benefit 
of  Senators  present  I  ask  that  his  telegram  may  be  read  by 
the  clerk.  I  repeat  that  I  think  the  committee  erred,  and  I 
hope  the  amendment  will  be  ^Iminated  fr«)m  the  bllL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  obJecUon,  the  derk 
will  read,  as  requested. 

Tbe  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read,  and  was  intemq;)ted 
by 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOB.  Mr.  President,  if  the  letter  and  the  tde- 
gram  may  be  published  In  the  RxnosD  I  will  not  detain  the  Sen- 
ate by  asking  the  clerk  to  flnlfrfi  reading  them. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objectloo,  the  letter 
and  telegram  will  be  printed  In  the  Rbcxibd. 

The  letter  and  telegram  are  as  follows : 

Washtnotoh,  D.  C,  8«piember  18,  na. 
Hon.  Samuel  M.  Shobtkidgs, 

United  Btatca  Senate,  WatMmgUm,  D.  C. 

Mt  I>eak  Senator  :  All  of  the  work  which  has  been  done  onder  the 
plant  quarantine  act  since  1912,  as  well  as  the  fotnre  effectiveness  of 
this  measure,  are  Imperilled  by  the  amendment  inserted  In  tbe  tariff 
bill  now  before  the  Senate  In  section  306  (d)  which  seeks  to  Interpret 
the  plant  quarantine  act  Subsection  (d)  of  this  sertion  should  be 
eliminated. 

The  effect  of  this  amendment  would  be  to  forbid  tbe  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  from  excluding  foreign  plants,  fruits,  bolbs,  seeds,  vege- 
tables, nursery  stodc,  and  other  plant  products  unless  be  can  malES  an 
exact  determination  for  every  shipment  tbst  such  products  are  tnfected 
with  dlseaites  or  infested  with  Injurious  insects  which  are  new  to  or 
not  th<>retofore  widdy  prevalent  or  distrlbxxted  within  and  throughout 
the  United  Statea.  1>>  effectively  enforce  the  plant  quarantine  act 
under  such  a  restriction  in  socb  a  way  as  to  effectively  protect  o«r 
agriculture  from  tbe  importation  of  plant  diseases  and  insects  woold 
be  next  to  impossible. 

To  make  such  exact  determination  fior  every  shtpmesit  It  woold  be 
necessary  in  many  Instaacea  to  cut  eacb  article  of  fralt  or  vegetable 
and  this  would  necessarily  render  the  article  unfit  for  sale.  Moreover 
k  would  require  an  enormous  number  of  inspectors  to  make  such  a 
thorough  examination  of  all  Imported  planta  or  plant  psoducts.  The 
number  of  inspectors  now  available  under  tbe  present  administration 
of  tbe  act  is  very  InsolOcient  due  to  inadequate  ftmds  and  tbe  nomber 
would  be  hopelessly  inadequate  if  tbls  new  amendment  is  approved. 

Another  important  asi>ect  of  tbls  matter  which  deserves  consideration 
Is  tbe  fact  tbat  many  diseases  and  Insects  can  not  be  Intercepted  with 
any  degree  of  certainty  except  at  certain  stages  In  tbelr  life  cycle.  A 
plant  or  plant  product  may  actually  be  tnfected  with  diseaae  or  infested 
with  injurious  Insects  at  tbe  time  of  Importation  bat  tbe  Inspectors 
normally  would  not  be  able  to  detect  tbem  at  tbat  time.  Tttelr  presence 
Would  only  become  evident  at  a  later  period  when  tbe  life  ^cle  baa 
reached  a  further  stage  of  development. 

Once  a  pest  like  tbe  com  borer,  tbe  boD  weevil,  tbe  Japanese  beetle, 
or  tbe  Mexican  bean  beetle  gets  established  it  la  exceedingly  difflcolt.  If 
not  impossiUe,  to  eradicate  it,  and  vast  siuns  of  money  and  effort  most 
be  expended  in  order  to  prevent  its  spread.  Furthermore,  farmers  In 
tbe  infested  area  must  either  abandon  the  production  of  crops  attacked 
by  these  pests  or  diseases  or  else  suffer  heavy  losses  wblcb  in  tnm 
increases  tbelr  costs  of  production  and  indirectly  tbe  cost  o(  living  to 
tbe  consumer  in  tbe  dtj. 


During  the  17  years  since  the  ennctment  of  the  plant  quarantine  act 
it  has  proved  its  effectlveurse  in  proiecUng  our  agriculture  from  the  im- 
portation of  new  insects  and  diseases.  During  the  flacal  year  ending 
June  30,  1929,  inspectors  acting  under  the  provisions  of  this  aM  inter- 
cepted 6.461  pests ;  during  the  (>receding  year,  6.050  pests ;  and  in  the 
foregoing  year,  9,880  pests.  Without  the  protection  of  this  act  our  agri- 
culture would  soon  be  overrun  with  a  host  of  new  insects  and  dlR.a8P8. 

There  are  large  numbers  of  Insects  and  diseases  In  fbreign  countries 
which  have  not  gained  a  foothold  in  this  country  as  yet.  A  compute 
tabulation  of  all  of  these  insects  and  dl»eas.<s  is  not  available,  but, 
according  to  a  tabulation  of  W.  Dwight  Pierce  in  Manual  of  Inw^cta, 
publisbod  in  1917,  there  were  3,000  insects,  approximately,  which  wore 
not  esUbliabed  in  the  United  States.  According  to  a  tabulition  of 
St<  renson  In  1926,  approximately  4,000  plant  diseases  were  ll»t«>d  in  a 
Manual  of  Economic  Plant  Diseases  Which  are  New  or  Not  Ven'  Widely 
Distributed  in  the  United  States.  If  tbe  proposed  amendment  is 
adopted,  American  igrlculture  will  be  exposed  needlessly  to  the  peril 
of  invasion  of  these  pesta. 

The  exclusion  of  these  pests  is  beyond  the  power  of  the  farmers 
themselves;  tbey  must  look  to  the  Oovemment  for  protection  in  this 
matter.  The  Government  has  provided  this  protection  in  the  form  of 
tbe  plant  quarantioe  act  and  has  Invested  millions  of  dollar*  in  the 
control  and  eradication  of  diseases  and  pests  already  establl.shcil  and  in 
tbe  exclusion  of  new  diseases  and  pests.  To  adopt  this  amondiaent. 
which  would  jeopardise  all  of  this  work,  would  not  appear  to  be  a  sound 
policy.  It  would  appear  to  be  a  better  policy  to  assure  the  exclusion 
of  new  pesU  than  to  allow  these  pests  to  come  in  and  then  attempt  to 
control  or  eradicate  them. 

We  hope,  therefore,  that  you  will  bring  this  matter  to  the  attention 
of  the  Members  of  the  United  States  Senate.     It  is  scarcely  eoiic«'lvable 
that   Congress    will   approve    such    an    amendment   when   its    iiweepiug 
ilgntflcance  becomes  fully  known. 
Bespectfolly, 

AMniCAs  Fabii  BtnoAc  PcDBtjinoM, 
CassTBB  H.  Geat, 

Waehinffton  Repreimiativt. 

Sackauxn'TO,  Cauf.,  SepH^bcr  n,  nt». 
Hon.  Samctbl  M.  Bhobtbiooe, 

UniUd  Btatee  Senate,  Wathington,  D.  C: 
California  vitally  interested  in  foreign  plant  quarantine  program  of 
Dnlted  States  DefN^rtment  of  Agriculture,  and  In  view  of  psst  Introduc- 
tion pests  can  not  afford  to  see  Federal  plant  qnnrantlne  act  weakened 
In  any  degree.  Understand  tariff  bill  carries  amendment  to  plant  quar- 
antine act  which  if  enacted  will  greatly  weaken  authority  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  in  promulgating  foreign  plant  quarantines.  In  first  place, 
tariff  and  quarantines  should  be  kept  entirdy  separate  and  distinct ;  and, 
second,  plant  quarantine  act  should  not  be  weakened,  pnrtlcialarly  in 
face  of  need  for  strengthening  all  quarantine  activities  to  pre  rent  fur- 
ther Introdtictkm  inch  aerioas  pests  as  fruit  fly  and  pink  bolln'orm  and 
corn  borer.  Will  greatly  appreciate  your  assistance  preventing  passags 
of  tbls  amendment. 

O.   H.  HcccE, 
Director  of  Agricultmre. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  discuss  this  matter  at 
any  length.  I  merely  wish  to  say  tliat  in  my  Judgment  it  would 
be  a  calamity  to  have  this  amendment  adopted. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  am  somewhat  at  a  loss  to  know 
why  the  committee  ever  wrote  this  amendment  into  the  bilL 
I  can  not  believe  that  tbey  understood  ctjnditions  existing  in  the 
western  part  of  Hie  country,  parti  culatly,  when  they  w^rote  it, 
and  I  hope  that  Hne  amendment  will  be  defeated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  rqwrted  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  that  amendment  having  been 
rejected,  it  will  be  necessary  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  an 
amendment  to  section  806,  in  the  heading  of  that  sectiou,  w^aa 
agreed  to.  I  ask  that  the  vote  whereby  the  words  "  and  plants  " 
were  Inserted  in  that  heading  may  be  reconsidered. 

Hie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  vote 
whereby  tbe  amendment  Inserting  the  words  "  and  plants  "  was 
agreed  to  is  reconsidered. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  now  ask  that  tbe  amendment  be  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  qtiestion  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  inserting  the  words  "  and  piants." 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  tbe  connnittee  amendm^it  on  page  290  was 
rejected,  I  move  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment 
in  line  17,  on  page  28(^,  striking  out  the  word  "  purposes "  and 
inserting  the  words  "  foregoing  provisions  "  was  agreed  to  and 
then  I  shall  ask  that  the  amendment  be  rejected.  If  my  motion 
Shan  prevail  tbe  clause  will  read — 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  I«  there  objection  to  reconsid- 
ering the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  In  line  17,  on  page  289. 
was  asree*!  to?  The  Chair  hears  none;  and  the  vote  is 
re<'<Hisidered. 

The  question  now  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  reported 
by  the  f'omnilttee. 

The  amendu»*nt  was  rejected. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  there  are  two 
ameiKliuents  on  pajrwi  446  and  447  which  were  flTBt  a^rreed  to 
and  then  reconsidered  at  my  request  In  one  of  them,  I  am 
pertlculaiiy  interested  in  asking  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
it  Ix>e8  the  Senator  from  Utah  desire  to  take  that  up  now? 
It  relates  to  the  immunity  of  common  carriers  from  certain 
prorislooft  of  the  drug  act 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  might  Jast  as  well  take  the  amendmmt 
np  now,  although  it  ha.«(  been  agreed  to.  Doe^,the  Senator  wish 
tt*  have  the  vote  by  which  it  was  agreed  to  reconsidered? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  votes  by  which  the  amend- 
ments were  agreed  to  have  already  been  reconsidered.  That 
was  done  day  before  yesterday ;  but  no  action  was  taken  at  tliat 
time. 

The  effect  of  the  Senate  committee  am^idment  if  it  shall  be 
agreed  to — and  1  call  particularly  the  attrition  of  the  SenatcH- 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  to  this  dlscusaioD — will  be  to 
exempt  ci>mmon  carriers  with  respect  to  the  smuggling  of 
smoking  oi^um. 

Under  the  opium  and  narcotic  act  approved  May  28,  1922, 
it  was  provided — 

That  a  narcotic  drag  that  is  found  apon  a  vemel  arriving  at  a  port 
of  the  United  States  or  territory  under  Ita  control  or  Jurisdiction  and  is 
not  shown  upon  the  vessel's  manifest,  or  that  la  landed  from  any  such 
veaB(>l  without  a  permit  first  obtained  from  the  collector  of  cui<tom9 
for  that  purpose,  shall  be  seised,  forfeited,  and  disposed  of  in  the  manner 
prorlded  in  subdivision  (d)  of  section  2.  and  the  master  of  the  vessel 
shall  be  liable  (1)  If  the  narcotic  drug  la  smoking  opium,  to  a  penalty 
of  925  an  ounce,  and  (2)  if  any  other  narcotic  drug,  to  a  penalty  equal 
to  the  value  of  the  narcotic  drug. 

(b)  Such  penalty  shall  constitute  a  Hen  upon  the  vessel  which  may 
be  enforced  by  proceedings  by  libel  in  rem — 

And  so  forth. 

The  Senate  committee  amendm«it  to  which  I  am  now  referring 
has  the  effect  of  exempting  common  carriers  from  a  penalty  for 
opium  ur>t  manifested,  and  if  that  is  dofie  it  will  tend  to  relax 
the  vi^lance  of  the  operators  and  owners  of  the  ship  in  sui>- 
presHing  the  opium  traffic. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTK.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Dues  the  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  yidd  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  also  wanted  to  suggest  to  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  that  there  seems  to  be  no  reason  for  the  elimi- 
nation of  the  responsibility  of  the  owner,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  section  618  gives  the  Se<Tetar>'  of  the  Treasury  the  power 
to  remit  the  fine  in  case  he  finds  that  the  violation  was  not  due 
to  negligence. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Yea 

My  limited  examination  of  the  subject  finds  no  support  what- 
ever for  this  amendment,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  ought  to  be 
agreed  to.  If  the  language  is  kept  in  the  bill  both  the  owners 
and  operators  of  the  ships  will  have  to  employ  guards  to  detect 
smuKgiing  operations  and  conduct  searches  of  their  vessels  for 
contraband.  This  will  tend  to  the  enforcement  of  the  narcotics 
act,  which  I  think  all  Senators  desire  to  see  accomplished. 

Tlie  se(>ond  amendment,  as  pi>inted  out  by  the  Senator  from 
Wi.<»con8ln.  will  not  unfairly  penalise  the  owners,  because,  as  he 
has  just  stated,  the  authority  exists  for  the  remission  of  the 
penalty  except  in  cases  where  the  ciirumstances  show  clearly 
Uiat  it  ought  to  be  Imposed. 

I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  a  prolonged  discussion  of  this 
amt^ndment.  I  am  willing  to  take  a  vote,  unless  the  Senator 
from  Utah  desires  to  contest  the  position  I  am  taking. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  SenalM*  fwmi  Ar- 
kansas yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansaa     I  *>. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Will  the  Senator  give  us  again 
the  reference  to  the  act  mwitlooed  by  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin?   

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President  I  referred  to  section  618, 
to  be  fonnd  on  page  470  of  the  print  of  the  bill  we  are  now 
using. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Tbe  adopti<m  of  the  ameod- 
ment  would  have  the  effect  <^  leaving  smoUnc  opium  in  a  sort 
of  sKlelded  daaa  or  positioo.    The  procedure  may  be  against 
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the  ship  to  enforce  a  lien  in  the  case  of  every  other  narcotic  or 
drug  prohibited  from  importation  ;  and  I  can  not  understand 
why  anycme  should  want  to  make  an  exception  in  favor  of  smok- 
ing opium. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  am  sure  that  Is  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  amendment  but  that  is  the  effect  of  it  The 
present  law  penalizes  any  master  of  a  vessel  and  any  person  in 
charge  of  a  vehicle  who  fails  to  produce  a  manifest  to  the  au- 
thorized oflftcer.  Penalties  are  also  imposed  for  falsity  in  the 
manifest  or  having  on  board  merchandise  not  included  in  the 
manifest  It  has  been  held  that  ample  power  exists  for  the 
remission  of  the  penalty ;  and  under  the  proposed  statute,  as 
has  Just  been  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
La  Folubtte],  there  need  be  no  enforcement  of  the  lien  if  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  finds  that  there  is  no  negligence  or 
culpability  on  the  part  of  tiie  owners. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  may  I  call  the  Senator's  atten- 
tion to  a  letter  by  the  Attorney  General,  Hon.  John  G.  Sargent, 
fotind  in  the  hearings  at  page  598?  I  will  read  Just  the  con- 
clusi(w  of  the  letter,  not  the  whole  letter : 

Though  the  traffic  In  narcotic  drugs  is  a  great  evil  which  requires 
us  to  exert  to  the  limit  permitted  by  the  statutes  our  efforts  to  suppress 
it.  that  fact  does  not  Justify  us  in  pressing  the  statutes  beyond  that 
limit  as  fixed  by  sound  canons  of  construction. 

Then  he  adds — this  is  what  I  wanted  to  call  attention  to: 

In  my  opinion,  the  proviso  in  section  594  of  the  tariff  act  applies 
to  common-carrier  vessels  upon  which,  in  violation  of  section  BR4,  un- 
manifested  smoking  opium  has  been  found. 

Mr.  ROBtNSON  of  Arkansas.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  what  the  Attorney  General  holds. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Attorney  General  held 
last  February  that  a  common  carrier  was  exempted  from  the 
penalities  provided  in  section  5R1 ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  is 
the  intention  of  the  Congrt»ss.  I  do  not  think  a  common  carrier 
ought  to  be  exempted  from  peualticH  in  a  case  of  smoking  opium. 
There  is  no  reason  for  it,  unless  the  Senators  who  advance  the 
propotiition  want  to  encourage  the  importation  of  smoking 
opium  in  violation  of  law.  If  they  want  to  encourage  smug- 
gling, that  is  the  best  way  to  do  it ;  but  of  course,  nobody 
desires  to  acc<implish  such  an  end.  If  the  smugglers  find  out 
that  common  carriers  are  exempted,  they  will  utilize  these  ships 
to  Increase  the  fiow  of  opium  into  America.  The  owners  will 
feel  secure  in  the  knowledge  that  the  Government  can  not  reach 
them  unless  it  proves  that  the  owner  was  privy  to  the  smuggling. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  take  the 
proviso  referred  to  here 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  What  proviso  is  the  Senator 
referring  to? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  proviso  on  page  455. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.     Of  the  biU? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  .section  594.  beginning  with  line  8.  That 
is  not  limited  to  smc^ing  opium.     It  says: 

Ttiat  no  vessel  or  vehicle  used  by  any  person  as  a  common  carri»>r  in 
the  transaction  of  business  as  such  common  carrier  shall  be  so  held 
or  subject  to  selxure  or  forfeiture  under  the  custom  laws,  unless  It 
shall  appear  that  the  owner  or  master  of  such  vewsei  or  the  conductor, 
driver,  or  other  person  in  charge  of  such  vehicle  was  at  tbe  time  of  the 
alleged  illegal  act  a  consenting  party  or  privy  thereto. 

That  is  the  existing  law ;  and  all  common  carriers  are  exempt, 
not  only  for  smoking  t^ium,  but  universally.  That  is  the  exist- 
ing law. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  That  is  not  the  law  as  provided 
by  the  act  of  May  26,  1922.  In  that  act  the  finding  of  a  narcotic 
drug  uiK)n  a  vessel  arriving  at  a  port  subjects  the  vessel  to  a 
lien  fwr  the  penalty,  which  may  be  enforced  by  proceedings  In 
libel.  The  dearance  of  the  vessel  from  a  port  of  the  United 
States  may  be  withheld  until  the  i^enalty  is  paid,  until  there  is 
deposited  with  the  collector  of  customs  at  the  port  a  bond  in  a 
penal  stun  d^mNe  the  amount  of  the  penalty,  with  sureties  ap- 
proved by  the  collector,  and  conditioned  on  the  pajTnent  of  the 
penalty,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  right 
there? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  law  was  passed  in  May  of  1922. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  tariff  act  of  1922.  as  I  remember,  was 
passed  in  September.  It  was  a  later  act  than  that  and  therefore 
that  act  is  not  in  effect  at  the  present  time.  This  is  the  wonling 
<tf  the  act  of  1922. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     What  Is  the  wording? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    What  I  Just  read. 
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Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     The  provision  In  section  5M? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  c<»mmon  carriers  are  exempt  generally — 
not  on  smoking  opium  or  anything  else.  They  are  exempt ;  and 
this  was  the  act  of  September,  1922.  The  Senator  is  reading 
from  the  act  of  May,  1922.  The  act  of  September,  1922,  amended 
that  act  

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  yield? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  As  I  understand,  the  purpose  ot  the 
House  in  putting  in  the  words  "  notwithstanding  the  proviso  in 
section  504  of  this  act "  was  to  meet  the  sittiation  created  by  the 
Attorney  Generars  opinion. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    That  is  right 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  And,  of  course,  It  seems  to  me,  as  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  has  p<^nted  out,  that  if  these  common 
carriers  are  relie>'ed  from  any  responsibility  it  becomes  a  very 
simple  matter  to  engage  in  the  business  of  smuggling  smoking 
opium  and  other  narcotics. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Michigan. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
whether  that  Is  not  the  section  which  the  customs  officials 
pleaded  with  us  not  to  enact?  As  I  remember,  the  customs  ofD- 
duls  appeared  before  the  committee  and  urged  us  not  to  make 
this  amendment,  and  to  leave  the  language  in  the  law  as 
provided  by  the  House. 

Mr,  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    That  is  my  information. 

Even  accepting  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Utah 
that  a  subsequent  act  modified  the  statute  that  I  cited  in  the 
beginning,  tlie  act  of  1922  relating  to  narcotics,  as  contained  in 
the  proviso  on  page  455  of  the  bill — I  insist  that  that  proviso 
ought  to  be  modified. 

The  effect  of  that  proviso  is  to  put  the  burden  of  proof  on  the 
Government  to  establish  the  fact  that  the  owner,  master,  con- 
ductor, driver,  or  other  person  in  charge  of  said  vehicle  was  a 
consenting  party  or  privy  thereto.  That  Is  a  moral  impossi- 
bility in  many  cases  where  smuggling  Is  being  effectlvdy  carried 
on.  People  who  smuggle  opium  do  not  do  it  openly.  They  con- 
ceal the  evidences  of  their  responsibility  and  guilt  The  very 
nature  of  the  unlawful  business  implies  that  sort  of  conduct  on 
their  part.  WTiy  should  one  who  is  driving  a  vehicle  or  operat- 
ing a  vessel,  or  who  owns  a  vessel,  be  given  the  advantage  of 
having  imposed  on  the  Government  the  responsibility  of  estab- 
lishing a  fact  which  In  ordinary  cases  never  can  be  proven? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  yield  to  the  Senator,  of 
course. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  the  amendments  proposed  by  the 
Senate  committee  riiould  be  rejected,  section  584  would  cover 
the  case  of  opium  exclusively ;  and  It  would  not  fall  under  the 
provisions  of  section  594  because  specifically  provided  for. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  from  Utah  the  other 
day  took  the  position  that  the  provisions  of  section  5S4  vro'e 
controlled  by  the  provirfons  of  section  594. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  what  tbe  Attorney  General  says. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  the  Attorney  C^eneral  has  that 
idea,  I  think  he  Is  obviously  in  error  at>out  it  because  section 
584,  being  specific,  would  control  over  section  694.  But  if  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  committee  to  section  5S4  should  be 
rejected  in  order  to  avoid  that  ccmcluslon,  section  594  should 
be  amended  so  as  to  provide,  after  the  word  "  laws,"  in  line  11, 
"except  as  provided  in  section  584  of  this  act,"  so  as  to  be  sure 
that  the  importer  of  opium  could  not  protect  hiiu.self  under  the 
provisions  of  section  594. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I^et  me  say,  right  in  that  con- 
nection, that  my  Information  is  that  the  Hotise  provision  was 
inserted  to  obviate  the  diffli-ulty  which  had  been  encountered  in 
the  enforcement  of  laws  against  smuggling  opium  tlirough  tlie 
opinion  of  the  Attorney  General.  It  was  the  object  of  the  House 
provision  to  relieve  from  those  diflScultles,  and  tlie  effect  of  tlie 
Senate  committee  amendment  is  to  perpetuate  those  difijculties. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  rose  to  say,  Mr.  President  that 
if  that  course  is  adopted  and  it  is  made  entirely  dear  that 
opium  can  claim  no  immunity  whatever  tmder  the  provisions  of 
section  594 — and  that  ought  to  be  made  clear — I  doubt  whether 
the  position  taken  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  is  correct 
that  the  burden  would  be  upon  the  (Joveniment  under  the  dan.se 
"unless  It  shall  appear,"  and  so  on.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
Government  having  established  that  the  property  was  not  in- 
cluded in  the  manifest  the  l>urden  would  th«i  fall  upon  the 
shii^[)er  to  establish  the  couditiou. 


Mr.  ROBINSON  Of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  agree  with  that  as  a 
legal  proposition  at  all.  I  think  the  plain  ln\port  and  the  legal 
effect  of  the  language  "  unless  It  shall  aiH^ear  "  Is  tliat  unless 
Uie  evidence  shows  Uiat  tlie  owner  or  master  of  tho  vessel, 
or  driver  of  the  vehicle,  was  a  consenting  party  or  privy  thereto, 
no  matter  how  much  opium  was  found  on  tlie  vessel,  unless  the 
Government  established  the  fact,  unless  It  appeare<l,  that  the 
owner  or  operator  did  consent  to  the  violation  of  the  law,  the 
Government  would  lose  its  case  The  language  can  not  have 
any  other  effect  In  my  humble  opinion ;  and  I  seldom  disagree 
with  the  Senator  fr<Hn  Montana  on  a  legal  question. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  would  be  entirely  obviated  by 
such  an  amendm^it  as  the  Senator  suggests,  by  making  It 
instead  of  •  was,"  to  read  "  so  that  the  owner  or  master  shall 
establish  that  he  was  without"  snd  so  on. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansaa  Yes;  but  plainly  under  this 
language  no  penalty  can  accrue  to  the  persons  mentioned  In  the 
proviso,  unless  it  is  proven — that  is  what  "  cmless  it  shall 
appear  "  means — unless  the  evidwice  shows  that  they  consented 
to  the  violation  of  the  law  or  were  privy  to  it  Of  course, 
we  all  know  that  If  you  put  that  sort  of  a  burden  on  the  (Jov- 
ernment,  tliere  will  be  very  few  cases  in  which  you  can  establish 
the  actual  consent,  or  the  fact  that  the  parties  were  privy  to 
the  wrong.  I  think  it  is  quite  an  important  matter,  and  unless 
you  want  to  encourage  smuggling,  unless  you  want  to  make  It 
easy  to  bring  opium  Into  the  United  States,  do  not  put  the 
burden  on  the  Government  of  proving  facts  which  in  ordinary 
cases  are  so  concealed  that  they  are  very  difi^cult  of  establish- 
ment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Presldwit,  the  only  amendments  the 
Finance  Committee  made  were  those  restoring  the  existing  law. 
There  la  not  anything  else  in  these  amendments  but  for  the 
purpose  of  restoring  existing  law. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  In  that  connection  I  think  the  Senator  is 
right  but  I  want  to  point  out  that  we  had  a  long  discuR>«ion  in 
the  committee  about  the  matter,  and  the  custom*  authorities 
api^ealed  very  vigorously  to  sustain  the  House  provision.  It  was 
pointed  out  bej'ond  a  doubt  that  thoy  needed  the  provision 
placed  there  in  the  House  property  to  enforce  the  narcotic  law. 
I  think  the  committee  amendment  should  not  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Ai^ansas.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wsint  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  do  not 
remember  representatives  of  the  Bureau  of  Customs  appearing 
before  the  committee  on  these  two  sections.  I  think  the  Senator 
is  nristaken  about  that 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  think  not  I  remember  the  commissioner 
urging  his  views  very  vigorously  in  connection  with  this  matter. 
There  was  some  very  heated  discussion. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President  there  seems  to  be  an 
honest  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  result  of  these  amend- 
ments should  they  be  adopted. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  thiuk  there  is  any 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  effect  of  them.  There  is  a 
difference  ot  oj^nion  as  to  the  desirability  of  them,  apparently. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    No  one  wishes  to  weaken  the  law 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansaa  That  Is  the  very  point  I  am 
making. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  No  one  wishes  to  weaken  the  law  in  its 
attempt  to  prevent  the  importing  Into  our  country  of  these 
vicious,  deadly  drugs  and  narcotics. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  say  what  anyone 
wishes  to  do,  but  I  certainly  am  permitted,  without  offense  to 
my  magnanimous  friend  from  California,  to  say  tliat  the  i>lain 
effect  of  the  language  employed  in  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ment is  to  relax  the  laws  and  r^ulations  against  the  importa- 
tion of  opium  Into  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGB.  My  amiable  friend  is  entirely  Justified 
in  making  the  latter  statement 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
California. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  But  a  moment  ago,  pertiaps  in  ha-«ity 
speech,  the  Senator  threw  in  the  phrase  "  if  anyone  wishes  to 
make  it  easier." 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  repeat  that  with  all  the  ear- 
nestness at  my  corainaml — if  you  want  to  make  it  easy  to  bring 
opium  into  the  United  States,  adopt  this  amendment  and  say 
to  the  owners  and  operators  of  vehicles  and  vessels  that  the 
burden  of  proof  ^all  be  on  the  Government  to  pn>Te  that  they 
knew  the  law  was  being  violated.  I  repeat  tliat  with  all  the 
earnestness  that  I  can  command. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  merely  observe,  and  then  I  am  done, 
that  there  is  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  result  of  the  two 
amendments,  as  to  casting  the  burden  upon  the  shlpowuer  or 
upon  the  Government 


1 

i 

il 

E 

^H 

i^B  ' 

)■ 

Hh* 

11 


^r-.- 


3724 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


I 


-t 


I 


Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  wiU  ask  the  Senator  from 
Califoriia,  who  la  a  great  lawjer,  what  his  construction  is  of 
the  following  language  with  respect  to  the  borden  of  proof? — 

That  no  TeMcl  or  vehicle  used  hy  any  permn  as  a  common  carrier  la 
the  trnniiaction  of  business  as  such  common  carrier  shall  be  ao  held  or 
»abjc<-t  to  selsare  or  forfeiture  under  the  customs  laws  unless  it  shall 
npp«>ar  that  the  owner  or  master  of  such  yessel  or  the  conductor,  drlTer, 
or  other  person  in  charge  of  such  vehicle  was  at  the  time  of  the  alleged 
illeTtl  act  a  consenting  party  or  privy  thereto. 

Mr  SIIORTRIDGB.  My  answer  is  that  that  language  is  very 
clear,  very  definite.  Tl»ere  is  notiiing  ambiguous  or  uncertain 
about  i(.  It  merely  means,  as  is  manifest,  that  the  burden  rests 
upon  the  Government  to  show  tliat  the  owner  of  a  vessel,  or  the 
other  person  named,  was  guilty  of  violating  the  law. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas  Yes;  was  a  consenting  party 
or  privy  to  it. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGB.  Since  when,  may  I  ask  with  respect, 
and  not  to  get  Into  a  controversy  over  a  simple  legal  proposition, 
since  when  in  our  country  has  it  been  the  law  that  one  accused 
of  vii>lating  the  law  .should  bear  the  burtlen  of  establishing  his 
InncK-enct^  ? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  all  regulations 
against  the  importation  of  opium  have  placed  the  burden  on 
tlio.se  in  pr>!«8esMi<>n  of  the  opium  to  prove  their  Innocence,  and 
you  will  never  have  an  enforcement  of  the  antiopium  laws  if 
you  put  the  burden  on  the  Government  to  prove  tliat  the  owners 
and  openitors  of  those  agencies  on  which  the  importations  take 
plaee  are  presumed  to  be  innocent  until  the  evidence  shows  their 
guilt. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  take  this  position  here  and  now  in 
renpect  of  this  matter,  and  I  would  take  like  position  in  re- 
spect of  any  violation  of  a  law,  that  be  oue  In  rags  or  in  purple, 
rich  or  poor.  Individual  or  corjjorate,  if  he  is  accused  of  violat- 
ing a  law  of  our  country,  his  Innccenc-e  is  ice^snmed,  and  that 
the  accuser.  If  It  be  the  Government,  must  establish  hi*;  or  its 

guilt. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SHORTRIliGE.     Suffer  me  Just  to  add  a  word. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     1  have  the  floor,  and  the  Sena- 
tor ought  to  permit  me  to  have  a  word  or  two  in  my  own  time. 
'     Mr.  SHOKTRIDGK.     Proceed. 

Mr.  ROBINSi»N  of  Arkansas.  Taldug  the  Senator's  own 
Illustration,  -  of  course  the  ordinary  rule  of  law  is  that  the  de- 
fendant is  presumed  to  be  innocent  until  the  evidence  establislies 
his  guilt  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt,  and  then  we  all  know  the 
restrictions  that  are  thrown  about  ct>nvicting  a  person  acaiseti 
of  crime.  But  tlie  fact  remains  that  when  you  seek  to  prevent 
the  Importation  of  contraband  through  the  port»  of  the  United 
States,  if  it  la  found  ujwn  a  vessel  or  In  a  vehicle,  the  operator 
of  the  vehicle  Is  not  entitled  to  a  presumption  of  innocence. 
The  pooseasion  of  the  contraband  ought  to  transfer  the  burden 
from  the  Government  to  the  possecMwr  of  the  contraband. 
Otherwise  you  will  make  It  ImpofiHlble  to  enforce  police  regu- 
lations of  this  nature. 

Mr.  STEIWER.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  If  you  say  that  one  who  has 
opium  on  his  person  is  presumed  to  be  innocent  of  any  Inten- 
tion to  violate  the  law,  you  put  an  Impossible  burden  on  the 
Government ;  you  will  never  enforce  the  regulations  against  the 
importation  of  opium.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
speaks  constantly  of  the  placing  of  the  burden  upon  the  Govern- 
ment. I  think  in  that  he  is  right,  so  far  as  the  legal  construc- 
tion of  the  language  is  concerned.  In  the  prosecution  it  would 
be  incumbent  upon  the  Government  to  ix^ove  that  the  owner  of 
the  vessel  or  the  owner  of  the  CMumon  carrier  had  knowledge 
«>r  «ave  consent. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Then  the  Senator  speaks  of  transferring 
this  burden  to  the  defendant,  I  assume  to  the  accused  owner  of 
the  common  carrier,  and  he  discusses  the  matter  as  though  the 
defendant  might  be  permitted  to  show  his  Innocence.  I  want 
to  make  tlila  observation  to  the  Senator:  As  I  regard  the 
matter,  if  the  Government  should  prove  that  there  was  opium 
on  board  not  shown  by  the  manifest,  even  though  It  were  In  the 
possession  of  a  member  of  the  crew,  or  in  the  possession  of  a 
im.»<sentfer,  there  would  be  no  question  then  of  the  owner  or 
c'«>inmon  carrier  showing  he  was  without  knowledge,  or  showing 
that  he  was  InmjcenL  That  question  could  not  arise.  He 
would  be  immedlHtely  held  guilty  under  this  provision,  and 
would  be  without  any  defense  whatever. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Oh,  no. 

Mr.  STKIWER.  I  should  like  to  fekear  the  Seoator'a  ex- 
planation of  that. 
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Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  He  has  the  remedy  referred 
to  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  If  it  appears  he  has  not 
guilty  knowledge,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  under  another 
provision  of  the  act,  would  have  entire  authority  to  remit  the 

penalty.  ,     ,     , 

You  can  not  treat  smufrgiing  operations,  particularly  the 
smuggling  of  opium,  as  an  ordinary  criminal  offense,  and  If  you 
attempt  to  throw  around  persons  who  are  accused  of  violating 
the  opium  antismuggling  laws,  those  ordinary  safeguards  which 
apply  In  criminal  cases,  if  you  impose  the  burden  of  prwf  on 
the  Government,  as  the  Senat<ir  from  Oregon  concedes  this 
sUtute  does,  you  will  have  very  great  difficulty  in  preventing 
or  diminishing  the  smuggling  of  of)ium. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  aUow  me  to 
interrupt  him  there? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Certainly. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  With  respect  to  the  master,  who  Is  clearly 
held  chargeable  under  this  provision,  would  not  the  Government 
be  obliged  to  show  that  he  had  acted  with  knowledge?  The 
thing  I  am  trying  to  get  at  Is  this,  with  respect,  we  will  say,  to 
the  person  In  pos.se8sion  of  the  opium,  the  knowledge,  of  course, 
would  be  presumed,  becau.se  it  would  flow  from  the  fact  of  pos- 
session, and,  of  course,  there  is  every  sound  reason  for  holding 
that  person  liable.  He  would  be  the  guilty  party.  What  sound 
reason  exists  for  holding  the  owner  of  a  common  carrier  liable 
when  the  owner  is  not  present,  when  the  owner  is  charged  by 
law  with  accepting  freight  and  pa.ssengers.  and  in  the  fullill- 
ment  of  his  duty  as  c^tmmon  carrier  undertakes  to  bring  across 
the  o««n  into  our  ports  a  certain  pas.senger,  who,  without  his 
knowledge  and  without  his  connivance  and  without  any  constant 
at  all,  brings  in  some  contraband  article?  What  moral  justifica- 
tion Is  there  for  that? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansa.s.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  this 
justification,  which  I  have  trieil  to  make  plain  heretofore. 
Smug.trling  is,  in  its  nature,  a  crime  of  great  secrecy.  If  you 
exempt  the  owner  of  a  vessel  and  the  master  of  a  vessel  from 
liability  for  violation  of  the  law  aj?ain.st  importing  drugs,  you 
necessarily  relieve  them  of  those  ix^lic-e  resjK..n.sibiIities  whldi 
would  otherwise  attach. 

What  difference  would  it  make  to  the  owner  of  a  vessel  if  he 
is  not  to  be  penalized,  if  some  one  converts  his  ship,  a  common 
carrier,  into  an  in.strumentality  for  the  violation  of  the  laws 
of  tills  country?  How  could  it  harm  him  unless  we  hold  him 
responsible,  if  his  ship  should  become  employed  primarily  in 
smuggling  oiwrations?  If  it  is  desired  to  make  it  easy  to 
smuggle,  then  let  us  relieve  everylnxly  of  liability  for  the 
operation  except  in  those  cases  where  the  Government  can 
prove  that  the  persons  charged  consented  or  were  privy  to  the 
violation  of  the  law. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  an  important  question. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Is  It  not  true  that  the  clause  which  the 
Senator  read  and  to  which  the  Senator  makes  such  strenuous 
objection  Is  the  present  law  and  has  been  the  law  for  the  last 
seven  years? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  know  whether  It  is 
the  law  or  not. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  It  Is  the  present  law 
and  there  Is  no  change? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  No;  I  do  not  think  It  is.  I 
think,  as  pointed  out  by  the  Senator  from  Montana,  that  there 
was  no  intention  to  relieve  common  c-arriers  from  i>enalties  for 
a  violation  of  the  law  against  importing  opinm.  I  think  it  is  a 
strained  construction  that  makes  the  exceptions  in  .section  594 
applicable  to  the  provisions  of  section  584.  I  think  the  Honse 
was  right  In  attempting  to  remedy  the  evils  resulting  fmm  that 
construction,  and  I  propose  to  stand  by  it. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Did  not  the  Senator  read  from  section  594? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  know  the  significance 
of  that  question. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Did  not  the  Senatt>r  read  a  paragraph  from 
section  594? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Yes ;  I  read  from  seetion  594. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  And  that  Is  exactly  the  present  law.  The 
committee  made  no  change. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  What  difference  dt>es  It  make 
If  the  Bureau  of  Customs,  as  stattnl  by  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan, ai>peals  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  not  to  perpetuate 
the  present  law,  but  to  afford  a  better  system  for  the  enforce- 
men  of  the  laws  against  the  smuggling  of  opium?  The  Senator 
from  Connecticut  does  not  intimidate  me  in  my  position  by 
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saying  that  a  certain  prortslon  is  or  la  not  preaent  law.  What 
I  am  Interested  In  is  making  the  law  against  the  smuggling  of 
opium  operative,  and  I  say  that  If  we  establish  the  rule  that  a 
person  whose  ship  is  laden  with  contraband  is  presumed  to  be 
Innocent  until  his  guilt  la  established  by  evidence  beyond  a  rea- 
sonable doubt,  we  make  It  impossible  for  tlie  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  suppress  trafllc  in  opium.  The  Senator  from 
Connecticut  can  do  it  if  he  wants  to.  but  I  do  not  believe  he 
wants  lo,  as  stated  by  the  Senator  from  California  (Mr.  Show- 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  ? 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.     I  yield. 

Mr,  BINGHAM.  I  am  sorry  the  Senator  from  Arkan.sas 
should  even  by  impIIcatloD  make  the  statement  that  anyone 
could  intimidate  him  into  doing  anything.  Tlie  Senator  from 
Arkansas,  as  we  all  know,  can  not  be  intimidated  in  any  way, 

and 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     That  Is  not  relevant,  and  the 
Senator  from   Connwticut  will  plea>ie  not  waste  my  time  by 
frivolous  observations  of  that  character. 
Mr.  COUZENS  rose. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Gou«ns1  if  he  thinks  he  can  cootribote  some- 
thing to  the  discussion,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  be  diverted  into 
frivolous  references  like  that  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Very  well;  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  yielding.  The  argu- 
ment which  he  has  made  is  a  powerful  one.  I  re^rret  that  be 
should  have  thought  there  was  anything  frivolous  connected  with 
my  ol)servation.  His  argument  is  directed  against  the  present 
law.  The  Treasury  DepartmfflJt  made  no  objection  to  the  pro- 
viso in  the  present  law  that  no  vessel  or  vehicle  used  by  any 
person  or  commou  carrier  to  transact  business  as  a  coamion 
carrier  shall  be  heW  subject  to  seizure  or  forfeiture  under  the 
custom  laws  unless  it  shall  appear  that  the  owner  or  master  of 
such  vessel  was  aware  that  it  was  being  illegally  used  and  was 
a  consenting  |>arty  thereto.  That  is  the  provision  a^inst  which 
the  Senator  has  been  directing  his  argument,  and  that  is  the 
provision  which  he  read  a  few  moments  ago. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  have  read  several  provisions, 
but  my  argument  is  directed,  if  I  know  what  I  am  doing,  and 
I  think  I  do,  against  the  Senate  committee  amendment.  The 
Senator  from  Michigan  has  stated — although  the  accuracy  of  his 
statement  was  questioned  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
SiiooTl,  who  says  he  has  no  recollection  of  anything  of  the 
sort  hapf)ening — that  the  Bureau  of  Customs  apiwaied  to  the 
Finance  Committee  not  to  report  the  amendment  Now,  let  us 
have  an  issue  of  fact  that  Ls  worth  while.  If  the  Bureau  of 
Customs  appealed  to  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  not  to  re- 
port this  amendment,  it  could  only  be  for  the  reastm  that  the 
Bureau  of  Customs  believed,  as  a  result  of  their  experience, 
that  the  amendment  would  relax  the  regulations  against  the 
importation  of  opium  and  make  It  easier  to  smuggle  opium  into 
the  United  States.  Who  wants  to  do  that? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     No  one. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  Senator  is  quite  mistaken  when  he  gets 
the  impression  that  the  Treasury  Department  pro^KMsed  any 
amendment  to  section  594,  which  is  the  provision  against  which 
he  has  been  arguing. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  That  statement  Is  barely  de- 
serving of  comment  in  view  of  what  I  have  jupt  said.  I  said 
that  the  Senator  from  Michigan  asserted  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  that  the  Bureau  of  Customs  had  appealed  to  the  Finance 
Committer  not  to  report  this  amendment 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Tlie  amendment  api)lied  to  sect]<Hi  584  and 
what  the  Senator  said  applies  to  section  694. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  If  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut knows  anything  at  all,  he  knows  or  ou^t  to  know  that  the 
two  sections  are  related,  and  that  the  question  before  the 
Senate  is  not  section  OM,  but  It  is  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ment to  section  584.  I  decline  to  yield  further  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  in  view  of  the  character  of  his  Interpolations 
in  the  debate.  Plainly  he  either  does  not  know  what  he  is  talk- 
ing uhout  or  does  not  choose  to  use  ordinary  Int^igence  in  the 
expresaioa  of  his  opinion. 

I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 
Mr.  COUZENS.    In  view  of  tlie  fact  that  the  Senator  from 
Arkan.<«as  has  tied  up  section  594  with  the  amendment  to  section 
684,  I  wonder  if  he  would  aot  a^ee  that  it  would  be  advisable 
to  eliminate  entirely  the  proriakm  in  section  CM? 
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Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Since  the  discussion  offer»Hl  on 
the  floor  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  I  am  Inclined  to  the 
opinion  that  the  Senator  tnm  Mlcfaigan  Is  right  in  the  sue- 
geetlon.  * 

Mr.  OOL^ENS.  I  suggest  that  If  we  agree  to  the  House  pro- 
vision In  section  684,  then  the  i>rovi8ion  In  section  694  exempt- 
ing these  vessels  ought  to  be  eliminated  entire! v,  because  it  is 
only  a  protection  to  vessels  which  they  have  anyway  under  the 
common  law. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  wouM  not  like  to  pr^dtido 
a  fair  determination  of  the  Issues  involved  in  section  694  merely 
because  some  one  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  other  than  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  and  the  Senator  from  Michigan  has  seen 
fit  to  try  to  bring  that  forward  for  determination  now.  I  would 
like  to  determine  this  amendment  on  its  merits  and  then.  If  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  chooses  to  offer  an  ametidment  to  elimi- 
nate section  594,  I  shall  listen  to  him  with  some  degree  of 
sympathy. 

Mr.  COI'ZEXS.  I  only  make  that  susrgestlon  because  the 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  TOggested  that  If  we  dis- 
agreed to  the  Senate  committee  amendment  there  ought  to  be 
an  addition  to  the  provision  In  section  694. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansaa     I  think  he  was  right  about  It 

Mr.  COUZENS,  I  believe  the  whole  provision  might  be  elimi- 
nated from  section  594. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  Pre«ldeot 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  May  I  call  attention  to  the  House  provision? 
W'hen  the  House  had  section  584  under  discussion  they  added 
this  amendment  to  the  existing  law 

Mr.  COUZENS.    The  House  did? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yea  This  Is  the  language  they  added  to  the 
existing  law? 

NotwitbataadlQg  the  provlao  in  aecUon  5M  of  this  act  (relating  to  the 
Immunity  of  vessels  or  vehicles  used  as  common  carriers). 

That  Is  the  amendment  of  the  law  agreed  to  in  the  House. 
Mr.  COUZENS,    At  the  request  of  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  And  pMsisted  in  in  the  Committee  on 
Finajice. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  That  statement,  as  I  under- 
stand, is  in  corroboration  of  the  statement  I  made  a  few  mo- 
ments ago  that  the  Bureau  of  Customs  had  insisted  on  the 
omission  of  the  S«iate  conunittee  amendment  or  had  assumed  a 
position  which  implied  that  pc^icy. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  mean  the  amendment  that 
was  reported  by  the  Senate  committee? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Aricansas.  Yes;  I  mean  the  amendment 
tinder  consideration. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  amendment  under  consideration  was 
put  in  the  bill  by  the  House  at  the  request  of  the  Bureau  of 
Customs  and  eliminated  by  the  Senate  Finance  0>mmittee,  and 
it  was  done  for  the  iwrpoee  of  aiding:  in  the  enforcement  of  the 
narcotic  law. 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  What  was  done? 
Mr.  COUZENS.  The  provision  was  included  in  the  House 
bill.  It  was  eliminated  by  the  Senate  finance  Committee  at 
the  reqtiegt  of  the  Tessel  owners. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  while  I  was  at  any  committee  meeting.  It 
may  have  been  done  at  some  other  time;  but  no  vessel  owner 
ever  aqx>ke  to  me  in  relation  to  it  uor  did  I  meet  them. 

Mr.  OOU2SENS.  I  am  not  charging  any  particular  Senator 
with  doing  it  I  wish  to  repeat  tiiat  the  vessel  owners  protested 
most  vigorously  a«ralnst  the  provision  in  the  House  bill.  There 
could  have  been  no  other  purpose  in  disagreeing  to  the  House 
proposal  except  in  the  interest  ot  the  vessel  owners. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  a  question?  I  know  be  has  studied  the  matter.  If  the 
Senate  committee  amendment  Is  adopted  will  It  be  easier  or 
more  difficult  to  smuggle  opium  into  the  United  States? 

Mr.  COUZENS.    It  is  the  oootention  that  if  the  House  provi- 
sion is  disagreed  to  it  will  be  much  easier  to  enforce  the  t^tim 
and  narcotic  law. 
Mr.  BINGHAM  rose. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Connectlcnt 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  take  advantage 
of  the  courtesy  of  the  Soiator  from  Arkansas-—— 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  let  me  say  first  that  I  do  not 
beileve  tbsre  Is  a  Senator  in  this  body  who  would  take  any 
action  whatover  to  interfere  with  the  strictest  r^nlattons  as  to 
the  importation  of  opium. 
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Mr.  ROBINSON  ol  Arkansas.  I  do  not  maintain  that  an: 
Senator  intemls  to  do  that.  My  position  is  that  the  effect  o 
what  the  Finance  Committee  pri^toses  to  do  will  be  to  relax  th( 
retaliations  already  existing  and  the  regnlations  that  are  desire* 
and  neceRvary  for  the  prevention  of  opium  smuggling.  Certainly 
no  Senator  desires  to  do  that.  I  accept  the  conclusion  of  thr 
Senator  from  California  to  that  effect,  and  I  yield  now  to  thr 
Senator  from  C/onneiticut. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  rme  to  protest  against  the  statement  o 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  that  what  was  done  by  the  Senat< 
Finance  Committee  was  done  at  the  request  of  vessel  owners 
I  myself  toolc  <«ome  part  in  the  discussions  in  the  committee.  I 
is  a  fact  tliat  I  have  been  in  touch  with  the  various  operation! 
of  steam.ship  companies  and  am  familiar  with  the  difficulties 
under  which  they  operate,  and  have  some  personal  knowledge 
of  the  character  of  crews  it  is  necessary  for  them  to  carry.  N< 
steamship  owner  spoke  to  me  in  regard  to  it  whatever,  and  ; 
resent  the  implication  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  that  thij 
was  done  at  the  request  of  steamship  owners. 

Mr.  ROBIKSON  of  Arkansas.  May  I  say  to  my  friend  front 
Cotuiec-ticut  that  the  manner  and  expressicm  of  the  Senator  fron 
Michigan,  in  my  opinion,  does  not  warrant  resentment  on  any 
b«Kly»  part  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  fmm  Connectlcui 
now,  since  it  appears  from  the  debate  that  the  Bureau  of  Ous 
toms  did  not  want  the  Senate  committee  amendment,  at  whose 
instance  tlie  amendment  was  proposed? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  It  was  proposed,  so  far  as  I  can  speak— 
and  I  can  only  .speak  for  my  own  opposition  to  it  on  thest 
grounds 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  But  by  whom?  That  is  th< 
material  question  now. 

Mr.  COUZKNS.    Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  fron 
Michigan. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Will  not  the  Senator  let  me  answw  hisi 
question  before  he  yields  to  another  Senator? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Yes.  I  asked  the  Senator,  l 
it  was  not  desired  by  the  shipowners,  by  whom  was  the  Senat( 
cf>mmittee  amendment  proposed?  The  Customs  Department  op 
poses  it;  it  did  not  want  it  Who  did  propose  It?  Who  di( 
want  it? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     I  said  to  the  Senator,  Mr.  President,  that 
opposed   it   because  I  believed  personally — and  I  am   able  t< 
siieak  for  my.self  alone — that  it  was  extremely  unfair  to  hol( 
the  owner  of  a  vessel  responsible  for  what  might  be  done  by 
members  of  the  crew.    The  Senator  from  Arkansas  will  remem 
ber 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator's  answer  is  no 
responsive  to  the  question. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  If  the  Senator  will  gire  me  an  opportunity, 
I  may  be  able  to  answer  the  question  so  that  he  may  under- 
stand the  answer,  or  I  may  not  be  able  to  do  so. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Very  well. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    The  Senator  will  rememDer  from  his  ex- 
perience on  the  Pacific  that  the  crews  oo  ressels  trading  bej- 
tween   Asia  and   the   United   States  are  composed   largely 
Asiatics,  who  are  not  permitted  to  land  in  this  country.     8u 
crews  are   constantly   engaged    in   what   they   have   been    a 
cn<itomed  to  do  at  home ;  namely,  to  deal  more  or  less  in  opium 
it  is  their  effort  constantly  to  bring  into  this  country  a  certai 
amount  of  opium,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the  captain  of  the  shi 
under  the  present  law.  enforced  by  a  rery  serera  penalty,  t 
prevent  it.    The  Senator  from  Arkansas  Imows  perfectly  wel 
tliat  when  a  ship  is  at  sea  it  is  completely  under  the  cootrol  o ' 
its  captain.    He  alone  is  responsible  for  the  conduct  of  thorn  t 
on  board.    The  present  law,  which  has  worked  reasonably  we! 
hoIdH  the  captain  of  the  ship  responsible  for  the  introduction  o 
opium :  it  makes  it  necessary  for  him,  if  he  is  going  to  arol 
a  severe  penalty  on  himsrif  and  attachment  on  the  house  1 
which  he  lives  and  on  any  other  property  wbidi  be  may  hav< 
accumulated,  to  examine  the  ship  closely  and  to  see  to  it  tha 
every  member  of  the  crew  is  searched  in  order  that  no  opi 
may  be  brooght  In. 

If  the  hiw  as  proposed  by  the  Customs  Department  makes  th 
penalty  npplicRbie  to  the  ship  and  the  owners  of  the  ship  mor  > 
Immediately   than   to  the  captain,    then   we   have   a   state   o 
affairs  where  the  owner  of  the  ship,  who  can  not  be  on  boan 
except  as  he  is  represented  by  the  captain,  is  held  reqwnsibli 
for  something  which  he  is  almost  incapable  of  preventing,    it 
seemed  to  me — fin«l  this  is  the  only  reason  why  I  opposed  it— • 
that  it  was  extremely  unfair  in  otir  leel  to  keep  out  opium— 
which  we  all  unanimously  desire  should  be  kept  out — to  penally  t 
the  owner,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  Is  the  captain  of  th(! 
ahip  ahns  who  can  i>revent  its  being  brought  on  board  and  wh<  > 
can  ssarck  the  ship  while  it  is  at  sea  and  prevent  its  beinj 
brought  in. 
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Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  asked  th^ 
Senator  from  Connecticut  a  question.  The  question  was.  If  the 
shipowners  did  not  want  the  Senate  amendiment  adopted,  who 
did  advance  it?  He  proceeded  for  some  5  or  10  minutes  to  dis- 
cuss his  reasons  for  supporting  the  amendment,  but  never  at- 
tempted to  answer  my  question.  We  know  that  the  Finance 
Committee  was  prompted  by  some  suggestion  from  some  source 
to  propose  this  amendment.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  has 
resented  the  suggestion  of  the  S«iator  frwn  Michigan  that  the 
Senate  committee  amendment  was  desired  by  the  8hii)owners, 
but  when  asked  who  did  desire  it,  he  answers  that  he  thought 
it  was  a  good  amendment.  I  respectfully  suggest  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  has  not  answered  at  all  the  questions 
asked  him. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansaa  I  now  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  took  excep- 
tion to  what  I  said  about  the  action  of  the  committee.  Ob- 
vioa<dy  there  was  no  stenographic  record  made  of  the  di-scussions 
in  the  committee.  I  think  in  the  interest  of  all  committeemen 
in  this  highly  controversial  legislation  there  ought  to  be  a  stenog- 
rapher present  and  a  record  taken  of  who  proposes  the  amend- 
ments and  the  arguments  that  may  be  made  upon  them.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  if  he  does  not 
remember  a  letter  from  a  ship  company  being  reed  to  the  com- 
mittee protesting  against  the  House  provision? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  do  not  remember  any  such  letter  being 
read,  and  I  think  I  was  present  all  the  time. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  am  not  charging  the  Senator  with  not 
rememt>ering,  but  I  do  remember — and  that  is  the  difSculty  of 
having  no  ^^tenographIc  record  of  these  transactions — I  remember 
a  letter  being  read  from  a  ship  company  protesting  agaln.<»t  the 
House  provision. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  desire  to  say,  if  the  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas will  permit  me 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  That  my  own  opposition  to  it— and  I  think 
my  opposition  was  as  strenuous  as  that  of  any  member  of  the 
committee — was  based  not  on  the  request  of  any  shipowner,  for 
I  received  no  such  request  but  on  my  own  idea  of  what  was 
fair  play  under  the  circumstances,  knowing  the  character  of 
the  crews  on  the  vessels  which  cross  the  Pacific  and  the  virtual 
impo.sslbility  of  any  owner  doing  more  than  is  at  present  done 
by  the  captains  of  ships  to  break  up  the  Importation  of  narcotics. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  has 
repeated  his  former  assertion  that  he  favored  the  amendment 
and  he  resents  the  suggestion  that  shipowners  desired  it.  I 
have  no  disposition  unfairly  to  penaliEe  shipowners,  but  the 
object  of  this  legislation  is  to  sup(>re8s  smuggling,  and  we  can 
not  do  it  by  extending  undue  consideration  to  the  owners  of 
those  instrumentalities  npon  which  the  smuggling  takes  place. 
No  injustice  can  result  from  the  enactment  of  the  House  provi- 
sion without  the  Senate  committee  amendment.  The  greatest 
inconvenience  and  discomfort  may  occur  If  we  adopt  the  Senate 
committee  amendment. 

The  policy  of  the  people  of  this  country,  as  a  whole,  is  very 
strongly  In  sympathy  with  the  enforcement  of  the  laws  against 
opium  and  other  narcotics ;  make  no  mistake  about  that.  There 
is  no  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  general  public  to  make  it 
easy  for  those  who  seek  to  violate  the  law  against  smuggling 
to  consummate  their  purpose.  The  only  effect  of  this  amend- 
ment If  adopted,  would  be  to  give  immunity  from  prosecution  in 
cases  where  the  law  has  been  violated  and  to  make  it  easy  for 
those  who  seek  to  violate  the  law  to  accomplish  their  ends. 
Why?  If  we  say  that  no  one  but  the  person  actually  shown  to 
be  violating  the  law,  actually  carrying  on  the  smuggling,  whether 
on  a  vessel  or  in  a  vehicle,  shall  be  held  responsible,  we  limit 
liability  to  a  class  that  Is  morally  and  legally  irresponsible. 
Whenever  we  say  to  the  owner  of  a  ship  that  if  he  permits 
opium  to  be  smuggled  into  this  country  on  his  ship  in  violation 
of  law  he  and  his  vessel  shall  he  liable  to  the  penalty,  we  stimu- 
late him  to  those  precantions  against  smuggling  which  he,  as  a 
good  citixen,  ought  to  take,  but  to  which  he  will  be  indifferent 
in  some  cases  if  no  penalty  can  be  imposed  upon  him  by  reason 
of  his  indifference. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tlie  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr,  ROBINSON  <rf  Arkansas.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question,  purely 
for  information.  It  may  be  that  the  print  of  the  1)111  I  have  be- 
fore me  is  not  correct,  but  according  to  the  amendment  indi- 
cated in  this  copy  of  the  bill  which  I  have,  on  page  447,  even  if 
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the  Senate  committee  amendment  Aould  be  agreed  to  the  pen- 
alty would  still  constitute  a  lien  uixm  the  vessel. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    No. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Then,  I  have  not  the  correct  print  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansaa  It  would  not  unless  the  Gov- 
ernment should  prove  that  the  owner  of  the  vessel  was  actually 
privy  to  the  vitiation  of  the  law,  whidi,  In  most  cases,  would 
be  Impossible. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    The  amendment  found  on  page  447 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Of  which  prhit? 

Mr  NORRIS.  Of  the  print  I  have  been  using  all  the  time 
I  think  that  Is  the  correct  print 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  is  the  bill  as  reported  by  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  According  to  this  print  of  the  bill,  if  the  amend- 
ment were  agreed  to,  the  language  would  still  read  in  this  way : 

ir  auy  of  Huch  merchandise  so  found  consists  oX  smoking  opium  or 
opium  prepared  for  smoking,  the  m.'ister  of  such  vessel  or  the  person  In 
charge  of  such  vehicle  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  $25  for  each 
ounce  thereof  so  found.  Such  penalty  shall  constitute  a  lien  upon  such 
vessel  which  may  he  enforced  by  a  libel  In  rem. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator 
from  Nel>raska  yield  to  nie? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WAI>5H  of  Montana.  That  would  be  the  language  of 
the  bill  even  if  the  Finance  Couimittee  amendment  should  be 
ad(»pted. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes ;  that  Is  the  way  it  would  read. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  the  Attorney  General  has  held 
that  by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  section  594,  to  which  the 
Senator  fMr.  Robinson]  has  been  directing  attention,  the  pro- 
vlsi<m  to  which  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  now  calls  our  atten- 
ti<^  is  overridden  ;  that  is  to  say,  the  general  provisicm  of  sec- 
tion 51M.  he  holds,  overrides  the  specific  provision  of  section  584. 

Mr.  ROIilNSON  of  Arkan.s:is.  I  think  that  is  a  wrong  con- 
st ructiou  of  the  law,  and  so,  I  think,  does  the  Senator  trom 
MoiitHua. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  But,  nevertheless.  It  is  the 
o()iuion  of  the  Attorney  General,  and  to  a  large  extent  governs 
the  matter. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  did  not  know  about  that  opinion. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Let  me  .say  to  the  Senator 
fron)  Nebraska  that  the  sole  purpose  of  the  House  provision 
was  to  relieve  against  the  efTect  of  the  Attorney  General's 
decision  just  referred  to,  and  to  make  it  clear  that  there  was  no 
intention  to  exempt  shipe  which  are  cx)mmon  carriers  from  the 
antiopium  provisions  of  tlie  law. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  gives  a  complete  answer  to  the  question 
which  wag  bothering  me.  Now  let  me  ask  the  Senatm-  another 
que^tiou  while  I  am  on  my  feet  Suppose,  however,  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Finance  Committee  were  defeate<l,  or  whether  de- 
featetl  or  not  there  is  some  other  general  pr(>visi»>n  of  the  law 
that  would  enable  a  captain  or  an  owner  of  a  vessel  who  is  inno- 
cent  to  relieve  hhnself  of  the  penalty? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Yes. 

Mr.  COUZKNS.    That  Is  to  be  found  in  section  618. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Ariuinsas,  It  is  In  section  618,  which 
gives  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  as  I  remember,  the  power 
to  remit  any  penalty  where  he  is  satisfied  that  the  owner  or 
master  of  a  vessel  was  not  actually  guilty.  I  think  tliat  tightens 
it  up  Just  about  as  well  as  we  can  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
provisions  against  smuggling;  and  I  do  not  want  the  Senate 
committee  iimcfulment  agreed  to  under  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President  wUl  the  Senator  trcm  Ar- 
kansas yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Tea ;  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  If  section  604  is  changed  so  as  to  shift  the 
burden  of  proof— which  I  undersUnd  Is  the  Senator's  desire- 
to  the  shipowner.  I  want  to  ask  this  question 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  No;  I  did  not  indicate  any 
intimtion  to  amend  the  section  In  that  particular.  I  merely  al- 
luded to  section  604  in  the  course  of  my  remarks  as  related  to 
section  584. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  whole  thing  would  have  the  effect  of 
practically  shifting  the  burden  of  proof  to  the  individual  to 
prove  his  innocence;  would  it  not? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  No;  not  to  prove  his  luio- 
cence — to  prove  that  he  did  not  consent  or  was  not  privy  to  the 
violation  of  the  law.  I  do  not  see  how  the  Government^  except 
in  the  very  rarest  cases,  can  prove  consent  or  privity  to  the 
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to  do  it         

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  question  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator 
was  this:  Suppose  the  shipowner  comes  in  and  catep>ricnlly 
denies  that  he  had  any  knowledge;  Is  not  that  a  complete  de^ 
fense? 

Mr,  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  know.  It  depends 
upon  the  evidence.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  well  knows 
that  In  thousands  of  cases  where  defendants  have  denied  knowl- 
edge or  guilty  intent  they  have  been  found  guilty  on  their 
evidence,  nevoihelesa 
Mr.  NORRIS  and  Mr.  SACKETT  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield ;  and  to  whom? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator 
from  NetHnska. 

Mr.  S.\CKETT.     I  wanted  to  finish  my  question  if  I  might. 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     I  yield  first  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  I  only  wanted  to  suggest  that 
it  Is  quite  a  common  thing  for  a  person  charged  with  crime  to 
deny  it  to  claim  his  Innocence.  If  we  left  the  decision  to  tbem 
we  would  not  need  Juries  or  courts. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  understand  that  but  I  was  driving  at  a 
little  further  thing.  If  the  person  denies  It  the  bunlen  apaln 
shifts  to  prove  that  he  did  know  about  it  In  the  long  run  It 
does  not  add  very  much  one  way  or  the  other;  it  is  a  question 
of  the  weight  of  the  evidence,  and  the  burden  shifts  in  accord- 
ance with  It 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  It  makes  a  great  deal  of  dif- 
ference in  the  enforcement  of  police  Peguiations. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  BINGHAM.  Of  course,  one  has  to  rely  on  one's  re<'olleo- 
tion,  and  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Couzens]  if 
he  will  kindly  correct  me  if  my  recollection  is  not  correct.  It 
is  my  recollection,  however,  that  the  Treasury  Dei)artmeut  rep- 
resentatives, in  asking  that  this  House  provision  be  retained 
and  that  the  jM-oposed  Senate  amendment  be  rejected,  stated 
that  the  difficulty  was  not  with  the  enforcement  of  the  law  and 
with  proTing  anyone  guilty  but  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
captain  of  the  ship  frequently  was  a  poor  man  who  did  not  have 
enough  mimey  to  pay  the  fine.  The  Treasury  D^wrtment  would 
like  to  collect  the  fines,  ami  they  saw  more  chance  of  collecting 
money  from  the  owners  of  the  vessel  than  they  did  from  the 
captain.  Therefore  they  desired  to  have  it  put  in  chiefly  for 
that  reason,  and  not  because  there  was  any  difficulty  In  carrying 
out  the  law  so  far  as  finding  some  one  guilty  of  the  introduction 
of  opium  is  concerned. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  yitdd  to  the  Senator  from 
Michigan. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  In  part 
correct  but  he  left  out  one  of  the  Important  parts  of  the  dis- 
cussion, and  that  was  that  in  most  cases  the  captain  was  not  a 
rich  man ;  and  where  the  shipowner  was  Inclined  to  t-^Hitinne 
the  carrying  of  narcotics,  he,  having  no  responsibility,  simply 
paid  the  captain's  fine  and  c<intinued.  That  was  also  stated, 
and  tliat  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  they  were  insistent  upun 
the  House  amendment 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arlcansas.  And  a  very  good  reason,  I 
suggest 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Yes;  a  very  sound  reason.  The  Senator 
from  Connecticut  is  right,  but  he  overlooked  that  part — that 
where  the  captain  could  not  pay  the  fine  the  shipowner  would 
pay  it  and  could  continue  carrying  on  the  traffic. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President,  It  would  Htxm 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  have  concluded  all  that  I 
desire  to  say  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
moment?  It  would  seem,  in  connection  with  what  the  StMiator 
from  Michigan  has  Just  said,  that  if  the  owner  of  the  vessel 
pays  the  fine  anyway,  the  Senator's  statement  that  they  were 
the  ones  who  ohjsct^  to  the  amendment  would  hardly  bold 
water. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  That  Is  a  fallacious  proposi- 
tion, Mr.  President    May  I  say  that  we  all  know  that  there  are 
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msinj  forms  of  crime  that  are  fostered  by  comparative!; ' 
T/ealthy  men  who  put  others  forward  for  the  commi^^sion  o ' 
crimes,  and  pay  the  fines  when  they  are  actually  imposed.  That 
is  said  to  apply  in  the  realm  of  the  bootlegger-  Men  of  giganti ! 
wealth,  men  who  make  enormous  fortunes  oat  of  the  illegsl 
traffic.  i)Ut  forward  relatively  poor  and  unimportant  person  j 
to  commit  the  actual  offenses.  They  stand  behind  them,  ant 
when  the  offenses  are  committed,  pay  the  fines,  which  are  mad; 
light  out  of  consideration  for  the  porerty  of  the  actual  offendei 
It  is  a  bad  syrtem.  It  argues  nothing  against  the  ptisitio^ 
taken  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  and  myself  in  this  case. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  Presitlent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware?  He  desires  to  as^ 
a  question. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  now  yield  to  the  Senato^ 
from  rtuh. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Just  a  short  time  ago 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  thought  the  Senator  wante| 
to  ask  me  a  question. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    This  is  leading  up  to  it. 

A   short  time  ago  the  new.spapers  of  the  country  report 
that  the  Chinese  consul  landing  at  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  ha 
with  him  three-quarters  of  a  million  dollars'  worth  of  opiu 
Does  the  Senator  believe  that  the  fine  for  that  violation  of  th 
law  on  the  part  of  the  Chinese  consul,  if  it  were  true,  shoul 
b*'  impoiwi  against  the  vessel? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  hai 
taken  an  exceptional  case— one  that  even  Involves  our  interna- 
tional relations  In  a  small  degree.  I  say  that  the  agents  or 
foreign  governments  ought  not  to  be  exempt  from  regulations 
against  smuggling  ;  and  so  far  as  I  can  see  there  is  no  particular 
rule  that  would  exempt  the  owner  of  a  vessel  or  the  master 
of  a  vessel  from  investigation,  and  responsibility  if  guilty  of 
default,  in  the  case  of  the  representative  of  a  foreign  govert- 
ment. 

Just  what  that  has  to  do  with  the  fundamental  Issue  In  this 
amendment  I  am  unable  to  understand,  because  the  same  qu«  r 
tion  that  the  Senator  asked  would  apply  as  to  any  person  wbj 
did  r)ot  know  of  the  offense.  Why  should  the  master  of  the 
vessel  be  penalized  in  the  case  the  Senator  has  cited  unless  hs 
had  guilty  knowledge?  Why  should  any  person  in  any  case  bs 
In  danger  of  suffering  a  penalty  unless  tlie  ordinary  rule  of 
requiring  proof  of  giiilt  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  Is  applied? 
Of  course.  In  smuggling  the  case  is  different  from  ordinary 
offenses,  because  by  Its  very  nature  smuggling  is  secretive,  anl 
the  offenders  do  not  leave  those  evidences  of  their  transactions 
which  are  dis{>layed  in  many  other  crinaes.  If  you  want  to  sto  > 
It,  you  must  have  rigid  regulations.  If  you  want  to  enconrag  j 
it,  relax  your  regulations,  and  you  will  accomplish  a  verr 
ouwtiolesome  end. 

Mr    HASTINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
give  his  attention  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Certainly;  I  apologize  to  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  I  wanted  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  froii 
Arkansas  whether  it  would  be  satisfactory  If  the  Senate  com- 
mittee amendment  were  stricken  out  and  the  House  language 
were  left  with  this  provlse  at  the  end  of  section  5^ : 

Prvvided,  Ao«0VTer,  That  any  micta  owner  of  iQCb  ve«el  or  vehid  t 
Bay  be  relieved  of  th»  liability  hereander  by  tliowliic  tbat  he  had  d» 
knowledce,  or  by  the  extrrlae  of  reaaonable  caution  conld  have  bad  n» 
knowledce,  of  the  exlatence  of  such  mercbaodlae. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  think  that  is  In  the  bi  I 
now.  So  far  as  I  can  see  now,  I  shoaid  have  no  objection  to  it  i 
Inaertlon  at  tliat  point 

Mr.  UAHTINGH.  As  I  understand,  the  difference  beCwe«i 
that  and  the  prment  Mil  la  that  one  of  the  ohjeetlons  here  ii 
that  if  aectlon  SH4  Ntood  ••  the  House  wrote  It  great  peoaltlfli 
rouUl  he  ImmedUitelr  exacted  by  the  Treuury  DvfMirtment  It 
•eemN  to  me  that  if  wc  added  this  proriao  siicli  penalties  cmil  I 
not  b«*  Immediately  evatied  and  the  Teesel  owner  would  be  fire  i 
■n  ofifMirtunity  to  defend. 

Mr.  UoHINtMiN  of  Arkanaaa.  For  my  put,  I  eee  no  objec- 
tion to  the  Unicnage  sufffeeted  by  the  §enator  from  Deiawan . 
I  have  not  stndled  it.  bowerer. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  Prealdeut,  I  Inquire  of  th» 
Senator  from  Delaware  whether  that  is  not  exactly  the  proTi  - 
slon  of  the  portion  of  the  MU  to  which  onr  attention  was  called 
by  the  Senator  from  Whtconsin  [Mr.  La  FMurts]? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  That  is  my  understanding,  nnt 
that  is  what  I  stated. 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Mitttana.  Would  not  that  be  a  plain  repc- 
Ution?  ^ 


Mr.  HASTINGS.    Does  the  Senator  refer  to  section  618? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Yes. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  stated  as  my  opinion  that 
it  would  be.  . 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  The  difference  which  I  think  exists  between 
my  suggrestion  and  that  which  is  now  in  the  law  is  that  in  one 
Instance,  as  it  is  now  written,  it  would  authorize  the  Govern- 
ment flret  to  collect  the  penalties  and  then  to  put  the  ship- 
owner to  the  necessity  of  having  them  refunded,  while  my  pro- 
vision would  not  permit  the  Government  to  collect  them  in  the 
first  instance  if  the  slupowner  could  show  that  he  was  not 
guilty.  I  am  not  very  familiar  with  it,  so  I  am  not  sure  that 
that  is  correct. 

Mr,  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  have  not  had  time  to  read 
this  section  since  the  Senator  from  Delaware  presented  his 
amendment;  but  section  618  seems  to  be  very  broad  and  to 
provide  for  the  remission  of  the  penalty  either  before  or  after 
it  has  been  collected. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  the  word  "remit," 
of  course,  implies  that  the  fine  has  not  been  paid.  If  it  were 
paid,  the  term  would  be  "  refund."  A  penalty  is  remitted  before 
It  is  exacted. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  add  just  an 
observation  or  two. 

I  am  not  out  of  sympathy  with  the  general  position  of  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas.  I  think  no  Senator  would  disagree 
with  him  upon  the  general  proposition  that  we  ought  to  tighten 
the  laws  against  the  importation  of  narcotics.  Nor  do  I  want 
to  quarrel  with  him  on  his  construction  of  the  law.  which  I 
believe  to  be  correct;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  rejection  of 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  committee,  and  the  adoption  in 
effect  of  the  provision  of  the  House,  would  lead  to  very  serious 
consequences  which  have  not  been  fully  considered  by  anyone 
here  to-day. 

It  is  a  mistake  to  a.ssume  that  the  fines  exacted  will  be  small 
in  amount.  On  the  contrary,  it  Is  possible  for  them  to  be  very 
large  in  amount.  To  my  mind,  section  618  is  inadequate  as  full 
protection  to  the  owner.  I  am  not  interested  in  the  guilty 
owner.  I  am  not  interested  in  the  owner  who  would  consent 
to  the  Importation  of  opium.  He  should  be  indicted  and  con- 
victed and  punished,  along  with  the  others  guilty  of  the  crime. 
It  Is  the  innocent  owner  that  I  am  talking  about — the  man  who 
has  made  every  possible  effort  to  comply  with  the  law  and  to 
see  that  his  employees,  the  master  of  the  ship  and  the  crew, 
cijmply  with  the  law — and  in  those  cases  where,  after  the 
owner  has  used  more  than  ordinary  prudence,  we  will  say 
every  ccmceivable  effort,  he  still  finds  himself  subject  to  this 
penalty. 

The  oltjectlon  that  I  see  to  section  618  is  that  it  requires  the 
owner  who  may  allege  that  he  was  Innocent  to  address  his  ap- 
plication for  the  remission  of  the  fine  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  consider  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Senator  from  Delaware ;  but  It  seems  to  me  that 
it  might  be  a  very  wise  provision,  t)ecause  it  is  altogether  right, 
when  the  shipowner  is  indicted,  that  he  t>e  permitted  to  make 
his  defense  in  the  same  form  in  which  he  Is  being  prosecuted. 

Mr.  NORRI8.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  STEIW^ER.     I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  like  to  get  the  Senator's  idea  on  thte 
question  which  I  desire  to  propound :  Why  treat  the  owner  dif- 
ferently from  the  captain?  If  the  Senate  committee  amendment 
is  agreed  to — that  is  what  the  Senator  is  arguing,  as  I  under- 
stand, because  he  wants  to  relieve  the  owner  of  this  so-called 
and  alleged  injustice— it  still  leaves  the  captain  or  manager  of 
the  reaeel  liable. 

Mr.  STEIWER.    I  think  it  rightfully  should. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  we  are  going  to  relieve  one,  If  what  the 
Senator  Mid  should  ar>ply  and  the  owner  he  taken  out  o1  jeofv 
ardy,  as  it  were,  then  why  »h<iald  we  not  do  the  same  with  the 
captain?  Why  should  we  not  do  the  same  justice  to  bim  as  to 
the  owner? 

Mr.  STKIWRR.  In  my  hnnMe  opinion  there  Is  the  soundeet 
reason  for  dlscrimlnatinc  between  the  master  and  the  own«T. 
Shlpe  can  not  be  openiU>d  by  owners,  In  the  very  natnre  of  the 
buslneaa.  The  owner  of  the  ship  is  obliged  to  pot  the  ship 
under  the  charge  of  the  <'aptain.  Tlie  <»wner  is  not  present,  and 
ordinarily  can  not  be  present  The  master  is  always  present ; 
and  It  becomes  the  master's  personal  lmsine»Mi  and  duty  to  see 
to  It  that  there  shall  l>e  no  opinm  on  board  that  ship. 

Therefore  I  am  willing,  although  It  seems  pretty  drastic,  to 
hold  the  master  responrfWe.  Where  a  i^i.^senger,  we  will  say, 
might  be  guilty  of  the  importation  of  opium,  it  seems  fairly 
drastic  to  hold  the  master  re«qH>nsible.  I  am  willing,  on  acc"ount 
of  my  stem  desire  that  opium  may  be  excluded  from  our  shores, 


to  see  that  a  drastic  law  Is  enacted  and  that  the  master  may  be 
held  accountable  and  that  he  shall  be  comi)elled  to  use  the 
utmost  precaution  in  every  case  to  see  that  there  is  no  opium 
introduced  upon  his  ship.  Ordinarily  I  think  the  master  of  a 
ship  would  be  loyal  to  his  owner,  but  the  history  of  maritime 
commerce  shows  that  he  may  not  always  be.  The  owner  not 
being  present,  is  absc^utely  at  the  mercy  of  both  master  and 
crew,  and  the  owner,  therefore,  is  in  a  different  position  from 
that  of  the  master,  and  I  am  perfectly  willing,  therefore,  tliat 
the  drastic  law  should  apply  to  the  master. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me 
further,  if  we  adopt  the  Senate  committee  amendment  and  re- 
lieve the  owner,  it  seems  to  me  we  are  opening  the  door  to  those 
owners  the  Senator  said  he  wanted  to  punish — and  I  agree  with 
him — the  guilty  owners,  who  employ  men  as  masters  or  captains 
who  are  ix>or  and  who  are  in  a  position,  therefore,  to  go  before 
any  tribunal  or  jury  and  plead  for  mercy  on  the  ground  of  their 
poverty,  and  perhaps  as  being  the  father  of  a  large  number  of 
children,  and  having  others  dependent  on  them,  and  get  a  light 
penalty,  when  it  may  be  that  the  entire  matter  Is  under  the 
control  of  the  owner  himself,  who  is  hiring  that  kind  of  a 
master,  who  Is  employing  that  kind  of  a  captain,  In  order  to 
relieve  himself  and  his  vessel  of  penalties  which  ought  to  be 
inflicted.  If  we  are  to  proceed  on  the  theory  that  we  ought  to 
relieve  the  ownw  because  he  is  not  there,  why  should  we  not 
relieve  the  captain,  who.  In  the  case  of  opium  smuggling,  as  I 
understand  it,  would.  If  he  does  what  the  Senator  thinks  he 
ought  to  do,  have  to  examine  every  passenger  on  his  vessel  and 
every  bit  of  clothing  they  have. 

A  man  could  carry  enough  opium  in  his  vest  pocket  to  make 
a  small  fortune  in  profit  from  it,  probably,  and  we  would  require 
the  captain  to  examine  the  clothing  and  the  baggage  and  the 
pockets  and  rip  open  the  seams  of  the  dresses  and  look  inside 
for  opium.  It  seems  to  me  all  those  things  follow.  If  we  are 
going  to  exclude  the  owner  on  the  ground  that  It  is  a  hardship 
for  him,  the  same  reasoning,  it  seems  to  me,  would  make  it 
necessary  for  us  to  exclude  the  captain  who.  In  a  case  that  we 
might  easily  luragine,  would  be  just  as  innocent  as  the  owner, 
and  at  the  same  time  we  run  the  risk  of  enabling  a  dishonest, 
criminal  man.  If  he  wanted  to  relieve  himself,  to  employ  cap- 
tains to  assist  him  In  carrying  out  violations  of  the  law. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  I  assume  the  Senator  is  not 
suggesting  that  we  relieve  the  captain,  the  master, 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No;  I  am  not  Like  the  Senator,  I  believe 
we  have  to  enact  drastic  l^islation  In  order  to  meet  this  situa- 
tion, but  I  would  like  to  give  to  the  captain  and  the  owner  an 
opportunity  that  no  injustice  might  \ye  done,  after  this  presump- 
tion is  had  that  they  are  guilty,  that  they  have  an  oppM-tunity 
to  rfiow  that  as  a  matter  of  fact  they  were  in  no  way  liable, 
and  ought  not  to  be  pmiLshed. 

Mr  STEIWER.  I  am  unwilling  to  rdieve  the  captain,  Mr. 
President  But  that  is  not  the  question  here.  No  one  has  pro- 
posed to  relieve  the  master.  The  question  is  whetlier  or  not 
we  concur  in  the  House  provision,  whether  or  not  we  are  to 
relieve  the  owner  by  the  adoption  of  the  Senate  committee 
amendment 

This  matter  was  called  to  my  attention  by  an  address  made 
in  the  House  by  Representative  LaQitakoia  last  spring.  In 
reading  the  Record  of  the  House  iHTOceedings  I  found  there  a 
letter  which  he  had  introduced,  written  to  him  by  the  Acting 
Commissioner  of  Customs.  This  may  answer  the  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  Bureau  of  Customs  wants  tills  legislation 
wiacted.  It  seems  to  me  from  the  letter  exhibited,  written  by  I 
the  acting  comml-ssioner  to  Mr.  LaQvasjha,  that  the  Bureau  of 
Cn«>toms  does  want  some  extension  of  the  law.  I  want  to  read 
to  the  Senate  the  ground  upon  whidi  they  place  their  request 
I  read : 

To  prove  privity  oo  the  part  of  the  master  or  the  owner  of  a  common 
carrlrr  U  moat  unuaual,  becaiine  they  are  not  Involved  In  tbs  Ulegal 
traiimctlon.  aod  the  only  recourse  left  tlie  d<>p«rtment  fa  to  aaaeas  a 
penalty  which  may  ba  collected  with  soma  degree  of  cerUlnty  aod  win 
reNiiIt  in  grester  effort  on  the  part  of  the  manier  and  reaponalble  oflkers 
to  ko«^  their  vaaaels  free  from  vlolatlona  of  thla  nature 


Keoatora,  It  aeenui  to  me  that  in  this  rery  important  matter, 
when  the  Bureau  of  Ouetoms  itself  says  tli^  can  not  nake  tbe 
proof  upon  tbe  ground  that  tbe  master  Is  not  Inrolved  in  the 
lllefcal  transaction,  tbey  sire  away  their  entire  caae.  Tbejr  are 
Maying  to  Congress  that  eren  though  the  owner— directing  my 
remarks  entirely  fo  :hc  'nation  ot  the  owner— eren  though  the 
owner  is  not  iuvolveu  iu  he  illegal  transaction,  nerertbeleai  we 
will  hold  him  guilty  of  u  crime  which  he  did  not  even  know 
had  been  committed.  That  is  an  un-American  doctrine,  and  It 
is  not  necessary,  so  flar  aa  the  enforcement  of  tbe  narcotic  law 
is  concerned. 


I  submit  to  the  Senate  that  tbe  adoption  of  this  drartlc 
House  provision,  or  the  voting  down  of  the  Senate  committee 
amendment,  which  amounts  to  the  same  thing,  will  not  result  in 
one  additional  seizure  in  all  the  ports  of  the  United  States  It 
will  not  make  it  any  easier  for  Uncle  Sam  to  thid  violations  of 
the  law,  and  I  submit  that  when  the  violations  are  dlscovere*! 
there  Is  no  great  dURculty  then  in  getUng  something  near  an 
adequate  penalty.  Our  difficulty  In  the  enforcement  of  the 
narcotic  law  is  the  failure  to  find  the  vi«)latlon.s.  It  Is  not  that 
we  have  not  had  the  macliinery  by  which  we  are  able  to  couvict 
an  innocent  man  of  an  offense  which  he  has  never  committetl 

KepresentaUve  LaGuahdia,  in  making  that  discuasion,  rend 
into  tlie  Record  information  furnished  him  by  customs  otlicials 
concerning  certain  penalties  imposed  upon  the  masters  of  the 
Dollar  Line.  I  hold  no  brief  for  the  Dollar  Line,  If  time  per- 
mitted I  would  explain  more  in  detail  my  rehitionsldps  with 
that  company.  I  am  not  at  all  interested  In  their  busiiiess 
affairs  in  any  way  at  all. 

These  penalties  under  the  House  provision  could  have  been 
visited  upon  the  owner  rather  than  upon  the  master,  and  I  want 
to  call  the  Senate's  atfention  to  the  nature  of  the  penalties. 

Under  date  of  April  22.  1925,  the  penalty  was  %1,S42.  1  will 
drop  off  the  cents  In  every  case. 

Under  date  of  January  26,  1925.  the  penalty  was  $L7oO. 
Under  date  of  March  10,  1925,  the  penalty  was  $41,602. 
Omitting  now  some  of  the  smaller  ones,  I  find  that  on  Oct«»ber 
2,  1928.  the  fine  was  1^99.750. 

On  May  4,  1925,  the  penalty  was  $17,500. 
On  September  2,  1927,  the  penalty  was  $3.%346. 
On  June  30,  192C,  the  iienalty  was  $32,825. 
On  September  16,  1927,  the  penalty  was  $1G,G6L 
On  July  9,  1926,  the  penalty  was  $4:.,000. 
On  July  14,  1927,  the  penalty  was  $146,961. 
If  the  addition  of  these  columns  Is  correct — and  I  am  not  too 
sure   of  my   figures — the   total   amount   so  assessed   upon   the 
masters  of  the  Dollar  IJne  was  $749,000. 

Senators  will  bear  In  mind  that  in  every  one  of  these  cases, 
so  far  as  we  are  advlseil,  the  owners  did  not  know  that  the 
crime  had   been   committed,   and   the  owners  were  absolutely 
powerless  to  defend  themselves. 
Mr.  COUZENS.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield; 
Mr.  STEIWER.    I  gladly  yield- 
Mr.  COUZENS.    Does  the  Senator  know  whether  those  as- 
ses.sments  and  fines  were  paid,  or  whether  they  were  remitted 
under  section  618? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Most  of  them  were  not  remitted.  That  In- 
fcNrmation  is  given  here.  I  think  there  were  three  or  four  or 
five  or  six  remitted,  but  in  most  cases  the  fines  were  settled  as 
civil  penalties  under  compromise  arrangements,  made  with  the 
captains,  and  the  amounts  actually  collected  by  the  Government 
from  the  masters  were  relatively  small.  It  adds  up  to  some 
eight  or  ten  thousand  dollara 

Mr.  BORAH  and  Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana  addressed  the 
Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom  ? 
Mr.  STEIWER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 
Mr.  BORAH.  I  was  only  going  to  say  that  it  seems  to  me  we 
should  fasten  responsibility  in  a  drastic  way  on  the  owner,  for 
the  reason  that  the  rules  and  regulations  with  ntference  to  a 
ship,  and  the  emiriojrment  of  people  for  a  ship,  make  It  abao* 
lutely  necessary  that  he  shall  have  a  sense  of  responsibility 
with  regard  to  this  law.  He  has  almost  comi^ete  power  in  the 
employment  of  his  people.  If  there  is  no  responsibility,  he  will 
be  careless  about  it  Does  not  the  Senator  think,  therefore, 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  responsibility  fastened  upon  him? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  I  hare  no  ohjccUon  to  a  cer- 
tain degree  of  responsibility  being  fastened  upon  the  owner. 
I  have  no  desire  that  he  should  be  negligent  I  sliould  favor  a 
law  that  would  require  tbe  utmost  prudence  and  tiie  greatest 
poaslble  degree  of  care  from  the  owner  of  a  ship,  and  I  am  wilN 
ing,  as  I  Mid  a  while  ago,  that  tbe  master  abould  be  held 
criminally  rewponslble,  but  it  does  seem  to  me.  after  we  liave 
oooceded  ererytbing  that  rtiouid  be  conceded  In  the  intereMt  of 
fair  eoforoement  of  an  important  law.  In  wliicb  every  man 
should  be  Interested,  that  It  la  unfair  and  unjust  to  fuKten  a 
criminal  responsibility  upon  an  owner  for  a  crime  which  he 
does  not  eommlt,  and  then  to  send  him  by  law  to  tlie  Setretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  get  a  remiasion  of  bis  fine.  Tbe  law  would 
bare  to  provide,  before  I  conld  bring  myself  to  rote  for  it,  that 
the  owner  would  be  permitted,  in  tbe  same  forum  in  which  he 
la  indicted,  to  show  bia  Innocence. 

I  would  be  perfectly  wiUing  to  vote  for  a  law  testenlng  lia- 
bility, even  criminal  HJabillty,  upon  the  owner  of  a  ship  if  lie 
can  go  into  tbe  same  forum  in  which  he  is  Indicted  and  there 
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ahow  hia  innocence,  and  I  am  wiUinfc  that  the  burden  of  proof 
sbonld  be  placed  upon  him.  but  it  seems  to  me  wrong  to  take 
from  tl»e  owners  these  amooitLs  Indicated  by  the  report  of  the 
collector  of  cuatoms.  mounting  up  to  threenjuarters  of  a  million 
dollars,  and  send  them  down  to  the  Treasury  Department,  where 
they  may  not  get  their  money  back  for  a  long  time. 

Mr.  WATSON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  STEIWER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  Senator  keeps  referring  to  criminal  «c- 
tlona.  There  Is  no  reference  to  a  criminal  action  in  this  section. 
The  man  is  not  to  be  indicted.  A  penalty  is  to  be  imposed.  Ue 
ia  not  to  be  indicted  and  hued  or  sent  to  prison. 

Mr.  STEIWER.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  thought  the  Senator  had  misspoken.  He 
kept  referring  to  criminal  actions. 

Mr.  WAL8U  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  STEIWER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  wanted  to  inquire  of  tlie  Senator 
whether  the  various  impositions  uf  penalties  to  which  he  referred 
were  on  account  of  the  importation  of  opium. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  That  is  my  understanding  from  the  reading 
of  Representative  LaGi-akdia's  speech.  I  have  no  other  In- 
formation save  his  address. 

Mr.   WALSH  of  Montana.     How  many  fines  were  imposed? 

Mr.  STEIWER.     About  40. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Forty  fines? 

Mr.  STEIWER.     About  40  fines  against  one  American  line. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     During  what  period? 

Mr.  STEIWFIR.  During  the  period,  apparently,  from  April 
22,  1»25.  to  July  14,  1927. 

Mr.  WALSH  «»f  Montana.  Within  two  years  one  steamship 
line  wiig  mulcted  forty  different  times  on  account  of  opium 
being  brought  in  in  its  ships.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that 
that  fact  alone,  without  any  further  explanation,  demonstrates 
the  neot*>wity  for  the  I^slation? 

Mr.  STEIWER.     I  would  not  think  so. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  will  be  realized  that  in  all 
offenses  of  this  character  a  repetition  of  the  alleged  offense  Is 
evidence  of  knowle<lge  or  participation.  The  same  thing  occurs 
in  the  ease  of  handling  counterfeit  coins.  A  man  is  once  found 
with  a  counterfeit  coin  in  hi.s  possession.  That  might  be  purely 
accidental.  It  might  have  been  pai^sed  to  him  without  knowl- 
edge. Next  week  he  is  found  with  another  counterfeit  coin  in 
his  possession  also  and  he  makes  some  explanation  of  it.  The 
next  month  he  Is  found  again  with  a  counterfeit  coin  in  his 
poMsessiim.  Then  the  preKumption  arises  that  those  were  not 
mistakes  which  he  could  not  have  avoided,  but  that  he  had  some 
guilty  knowledge  of  the  counterfeiting.  So  here  it  seems  to  me 
if  40  penalties  are  imposed  against  one  ship  company  within  the 
brief  period  of  two  years,  that  there  Is  very  reasonable  ground 
for  the  conclusion  that  the  company  at  least  has  not  been  sa 
circumspect  as  it  ought  to  have  been  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  can  not  concur  in  the  suggestion  of  the 
SMiator  from  Montana.  I  hold  no  brief  for  the  Dollar  IJne;  but 
I  can  not  lielieve.  despite  the  fact  that  there  were  4()  violations, 
or  at  least  40  fines  levied  within  the  time  named  and  as  indicate<j 
in  the  address  of  Mr.  LaOuabdia,  that  Aib^t  Dollar  and  Stanley 
Dollar  actually  had  knowledge;  nor  do  I  believe  that  those 
men  could  have  been  more  careful  in  the  selection  of  their 
masters  and  in  the  selection  <^  their  crews.  It  seems  to  me  the 
great  number  of  fines  merely  Illustrates  that  it  is  beyond  po»« 
slbility  for  them  to  keep  opium  off  of  their  boats. 

We  might  as  well  argue  the  fact  that  we  hjive  a  great  number 
of  prosecutions  for  violations  of  the  liquor  law  of  the  country- 
is  an  indication  that  our  Qovemmeat  is  privy  to  offenses  againat 
the  prv>hibition  law.  The  fact  of  the  matter  Is  that  the  difllcul 
ties  in  keeidng  opium  out  are  almost  hiannnoantable.  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  vote  for  every  fair  law  to  tighten  up  the 
barrier  against  opium.  Indeed,  I  should  be  most  happy  to  do  so. 
But  that  is  not  the  questl(M]  before  the  Senate  at  this  time.  The 
qm>stion  before  us  is  whether  or  not  we  want  to  put  an  unfair 
liaMlity  upon  an  Innocent  owner,  requiring  him  to  do  somethisg 
which  he  can  not  do,  and  then  send  him  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  get  back  the  money  which  might  be  collected  from 
him. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  STEIWER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HEFIJN.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  what  portion  of  the 
lines  which  were  imposed  was  actually  paid? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  A  very  small  portion.  I  did  not  add  the 
column  of  the  fines  i«ollected.  but  it  would  appear  not  to  b*  in 
excess  of  about  |10;000. 
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Sir.  HEFLIN.     Fines  that  were  actmilly  paid? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Yes.  It  was  a  very  small  proportion.  This 
suggests  to  me  that  possibly  there  ought  to  be  a  more  severe 
penalty  respecting  tlie  captain  and  others  who  are  more  inti- 
mately responsible  than  the  owners.  An  owner  can  not,  by 
any  stretch  of  the  imagination,  stop  this  thing  which  is  being 
done.  He  can  not  protect  himself.  Those  of  us  who  live  on 
the  west  const  and  know  something  of  the  habits  of  the 
orientals  know  that  the  problem  we  present  to  the  shipowners 
is  clear  beyond  their  control.  There  is  nothing  in  the  world 
in  the  way  of  prudence  or  care  or  caution  that  the  owner  can 
exercise  to  protect  himself. 

Let  me  add  one  other  thing  and  then  I  shall  be  very  happy 
to  conclude.  So  far  as  the  American  lines  of  ships  are  con- 
cerned, they  have  all  been  sold  to  their  owners  by  the  American 
Government.  I  am  now  speaking  of  the  west  coast  lines.  It 
is  partially  true  of  the  Gulf  lines  and  the  Atlantic  coast  lines. 
In  every  case  the  Government  still  has  a  substantial  interest  in 
those  ships.  In  every  case  the  payments  are  still  continuing. 
I  know  of  no  line  where  the  payments  have  been  completed.  I 
know  of  no  line  that  can  pay  this  enormous  figure  of  $749,000 
assessed  in  fines  again.st  it  and  still  be  able  to  kt'ep  up  the  pny- 
luents  for  the  ships  purchased  from  the  Government. 

It  seems  to  me,  if  I  may  make  the  final  suggestion,  that  the 
prompting,  the  urge,  is  ^ough  to  safeguard  our  people  against 
opium,  and  ought  to  result  in  something  better  and  more  c(»n- 
stnictive  than  the  mere  fixing  of  a  liability  again.«it  the  innocent 
owner  who  is  just  as  powerless  as  you  and  I  are  to  keep  the 
contraband  opium  off  Ills  ves.sels.  There  ought  to  be  some  other 
way  by  which  we  might  strike  directly  at  the  offense  and  thus 
do  some  good  without  placing  upon  the  owners  of  the  ships 
liabilities  which  they  can  not  meet  and  without  making  our  own 
American  merchant  marine  fail  on  account  of  our  efforts  in  a 
goo<l  r.iuse  to  enfr»rce  a  police  rt>gulation.  With  the  fullest 
knowledge  that  everyone  of  us  here  wants  to  impose  ade<iuate 
barriers  against  opium,  I  hope  that  the  Senate  will  not  do  the 
unjust  thing  by  fixing  the  excessive  liability  upon  the  owners 
of  the  ships. 

During  the  delivery  of  Mr.  Steiweb's  speech — 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  l>resident,  will  the  Sena- 
tor from'  Oregon  yield  to  me  to  make  a  request? 

Mr.  STEIWER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  It  is  manifest  that  the  discus- 
sion of  this  amendment  will  continue  for  some  time.  I  am 
compelled  to  leave  the  Chamber  for  the  remainder  of  the  even- 
ing, and  I  would  like  to  have  an  arrangement  that  the  vote  on 
the  amen<lment  may  not  be  taken  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  have  no  objection  to  the  request 

Mr.  WATSON.     Why  can  we  not  vote  mj  it  now? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.  I  am  ready  to  vote,  but  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  wants  to  be  heard  further. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  want  to  be  heard  for  a  moment  or  two. 
It  will  not  take  me  very  long  to  conclude  my  remarks  if  I  may 
continue. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.  Is  there  objection  to  my 
request? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  vote  will  go 
over  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  What  was  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  was  that  the  vote  on  the  i>ending  amendment  be  not 
taken  before  to-morrow  and  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  SmootJ.  in  charge  of  the  bill,  stated  that  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  the  request.  Therefore,  the  Chair  announced  that  with- 
out objection  the  vote  would  go  over  until  to-morrow. 

After  the  conclusion  of  Mr.  Steiwhi's  speech — 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  have  a  treaty  which  it  is  very 
necessary  to  dispose  of 

Mr.  WATSON.  We  are  going  to  have  an  executive  session 
after  a  while. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  would  like  to  have  It  pretty  soon,  because 
I  do  not  know  how  l(mg  it  will  take  to  dispose  of  the  treaty. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  withhold  it 
for  a  moment?  I  want  to  consume  about  two  minutes  on  the 
question  which  has  been  under  discussion. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  have  no  objection  to  withholding  it,  but  I 
would  like  very  much  to  dispose  of  the  treaty  this  afternoon. 
I  do  not  know  how  long  it  will  take  to  dispose  of  it, 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  want  only  two  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Alabama  a.sk8 
permission  to  proceed  for  two  minutes.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  nove,  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama  is  recognized. 

Mr,  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  there  ought  nc^t  to  be  any  oppo- 
sition to  the  position  taken  by  the  Si>nator  from  Arkansas  IMr. 
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BoBi7TBO!»l.  Every  Senator  ought  to  want  to  prevent  the  smug- 
gling uf  opium  and  other  narcotics  into  the  country.  The  trjiflSc 
has  run  into  millions  of  dollars.  There  were  fines  of  1700.000 
and  mon*  imposed  on  o«e  steami^hip  line  and  all  of  it  remitted 
but  $10,000,  and  that  was  only  one  line.  It  shows  that  there  is 
a  tTpmendous  trafik  now  l^eing  carried  on  by  foreigners  win) 
are  bringing  narcotics  Into  the  United  States.  There  ought  to 
be  some  way  to  stop  it.  It  seems  that  the  provision  (submitted 
will  not  do  it.  I  am  sure  that  no  Senator  wants  the  impresidon 
to  go  out  that  he  is  willing  to  vote  for  a  provision  which  uill 
continue  the  smuggling  of  opium  and  other  narcotics  into  our 
country. 

Why  should  not  the  fsblpowner  be  held  resjionpible?  He  is 
making  money  oat  of  his  Inislness.  His  captain  <w  his  master 
is  looking  after  his  bnsinrssi.  Senators  are  quibbling  nbout 
whether  we  shall  hold  the  owner  responsible  for  the  actis  of 
his  agent  It  is  the  duty  of  the  appot  to  see  that  the  law  Is 
not  violated.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  company  to  pay  if  the  law 
Is  violated. 

I  never  before  heard  of  sndi  a  prof»o«dtioii  as  excusing  the 
company  for  the  acts  of  its  agent  In  every  other  line  of  busi- 
ness the  company  or  the  owner  is  held  res-p<H»siWe  for  the  acts 
of  the  agent  If  an  automobile  knocks  some  one  down  on  the 
street,  we  do  not  sue  the  chauffeur.  We  bring  suit  against 
the  man  who  owns  the  automobile  or  the  ctnnpaiiy  which  oper- 
ates it.  If  we  undertake  to  excuse  the  c<«ui)any  and  say  the 
company  was  not  present  when  the  person  was  knocked  down 
and  killed,  then  we  are  placed  in  the  position  of  having  to 
sue  the  chauffeur  who  was  present,  and  who  may  be  a  poor 
fellow,  probably  not  worth  5  cents  and  who  could  not  even 
pay  a  fine  of  $5.  It  would  follow  that  the  contention  is  that  we 
must  be  lenient  with  him  and  that  th?  company  bears  no 
responsibility  at  all. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  in  favor  of  flidng  the  steamship  com- 
pany and  the  captain,  too.  Tliat  Is  the  provision  which  the 
Senate  ought  to  adopt 

KrKCVTTTB  BESHTON 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  I  more  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business  in  open  sesr=|oTi. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  prt»ceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  exerutlre  business  in  open  .<iei«ion. 

(All  nominations  confirmed  this  day  appear  at  the  end  of 
to-day's  Senate  pmceedhigs.) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  sundry  mes- 
sages from  the  President  transmitting  Executive  nominatioos. 
as  follows: 

BKIO.   GEW.  LTTTJC  BBOWK 

To  be  Chief  of  Ensrineers  with  the  rank  of  major  general  for 
a  period  of  four  years  from  date  of  acceptance,  with  rank  from 
August  8,  1929,  Brig.  Gen.  Lytle  Brown.  United  States  Army, 
rice  MaJ.  Oen.  Edgar  Jadwin,  Chief  of  Engineers,  retired  from 
active  service  August  7,  1929. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nomination  ^-fll  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  JON^S.  Mr.  President  I  understood  the  Vice  President 
to  direct  that  the  nomination  relating  to  Brig.  Gen.  Lytle 
Brown  should  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
It  being  a  nomination  for  aijpolntment  as  Chief  of  Engineers, 
It  should  go  to  the  Committee  <m  Commerce. 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  no ;  it  should  go  to  the  Committee  on  Mill- 
tary  Affairs. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  an  appointment  In  the  Regnlar 
Army,  and  therefore  should  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  JONES.  But  the  Chief  of  Engineers  has  charge  of  rivers 
and  harbors. 

Mr.  MOSES.     But  he  Is  an  officer  in  the  Regular  Armv. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nomination  will  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

WILBCKN  P.   HUOHBS 

WUbum  P.  Hughes  to  be  United  States  attorney,  southern 
district  of  Florida,  rice  William  M.  Oober,  resigned.  (Mr. 
Hughes  is  now  serving  under  appointment  by  the  covrt) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nomination  will  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

RDIXENCB  or  EXBCVnVS  MISSAOBB 

Messages  from  the  President  of  the  United  States  nominating 
sundry  officers  of  the  Navy  and  the  Coast  Guard  were  laid 
before  the  Senate  by  the  Vice  President  and  referred  to  the 
appropriate  committees.  The  names  appear  at  the  end  of  to- 
day's proceedings  under  the  beading  "  Nominations."  | 
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J?^  y/J^Jlo^'^w'^P'^-     ^*^^  "^  ^^mmlttees  are  in  order. 

Mr.  MOSES.  Mr.  President,  in  l>ehalf  of  the  Senator  from 
LXWorado  [Mr.  PniPrs]  and  fn>m  the  Committee  on  Post  OflSces 
and  Post  Roads  I  report  farombly  sundry  nominations  for  the 
calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nominations  will  be  placed  on 
the  calendar. 

ABounojj  or  impobx  axd  export  PBOHminose  a-nd  ebbtiuctions 
Mr.  BORAH,  from  the  Commitfcee  on  Foreign  Relations,  re- 
ported back  fuvorabb-  the  convention  and  prot«>col  an«l  supjile- 
mentury  agreement  and  pn.tiKx»l  for  the  alK4ition  of  import  and 
exitort  prohibitions  and  restrictions,  signed  at  Geneva  on  No- 
vember 8.  1927.  and  July  11,  1928,  to  which  the  signature  of 
the  American  plenipotentiary  was  affixe<l  on  January  SO  un»8. 
and  July  81,  1928,  respectively,  as  follows:  ' 

(Senate,   Executive  T.  Seveiitteth  Congrew.  secoDd  wr^akm] 

ABOLITION  OF  IllPOET  AKD  EXPORT  PBOmBITlONS  AND  RaSTRICTIONS 
MESSAGE  PBOM  THB  PRESIDENT  Or  THB  CNITBO  STATBS  TRANS M I TTI .NO 
CKKTIPIEU  COlMSa  OF  THE  CONVI-VTION  AND  PROTOCOL  AKD  ErrPLBMEN-- 
TART  AOKEEMENT  AND  PROTOCOL  FOR  THE  ASOUTION  OF  IMPORT  AND 
■XPORT  PROHIBITIONS  AND  RESTRICTIONS,  SIONBD  AT  CBNBTA  ON  MOTEM- 
RER  8,  1921,  AN©  JULY  11.  1828,  TO  WHICH  THE  SIONATLRa  OF  THE 
AMERICAN  PLXNIPOTE.VTIARX  WAS  AFFIXED  OM  JAMCART  M,  1R»I,  AND 
JCLT   SI,   IfiCS,   RESPSCTIVBLT 

January   8,   1929. — Convention   and   protocol   and   mipplemwntary   ncree- 
mcnt  and  protocol,  read  the  flrat  tUne  and  referred  to  the  Commute* 
on  Foreign  Relatlona,  and.  together  with  the  message.  onSn-ed  to  IM 
print'«d  in  coBHdenoe  for  the  use  of  the  Senate 
To  the  eeiful^: 

To  the  end  that  I  may  receive  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate 
to  r«tltlc«tion,  I  transmit  h«<ewlth  cerafted  copies  of  the  convention 
and  protocol  and  supplemenUry  agreement  and  protocol  for  the  aboli- 
tion ot  import  and  export  prohiMtionn  and  restrictions,  sl^ed  at 
Geneva  on  November  8,  1927.  and  July  11.  192S.  to  which  the  signature 
of  the  American  plenipotentiary  was  affixed  on  Jannarv  SO,  1928  and 
July  81,  1928,  respectively. 

I  also  transmit,  for  the  informatJoo  of  the  Senate,  a  report  from  the 
Secretary  of  State,  recomroendlng  that  the  instruments  referred  to  b« 
ratified.     I  concur  in  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 

CALvm  CooLiDea. 
The  Whits  Hocsb,  Jmrnutrp  S,  JIM. 

The  President: 

The  undersigned,  the  Secretary  of  State,  has  the  honor  to  Uy  before 
the  President,  with  a  view  to  their  transmission  to  the  S<'nate  to  receive 
the  advice  and  consent  of  that  body  to  ratlflc-atlon,  certidt'd  copii-s  of  the 
international  convention  for  the  abolition  of  import  aod  export  prolUbi> 
tloni  and  restrictions  and  the  protocol  to  the  internattoaal  convention, 
signed  at  Geneva  November  8.  1927,  and  the  supplementary  agreement 
to  the  convejQtIon,  together  with  the  protocol  to  the  supplemeutary 
ajprement,  signed  at  Geneva  July  11,  1928.  The  InatrumenU  of  Novem- 
ber 8,  1927,  were  signed  on  behalf  of  the  United  SUtes  on  January  30, 
1928,  and  the  instruments  of  July  11,  1928.  were  signed  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  on  July  31,  1928.  The  floal  act  of  the  original  conference 
was  not  signed  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  but  the  pleoipotentiary 
of  this  Government  signed  the  final  act  of  the  supplementary  conference. 

In  addition  to  the  United  States,  the  foregoing  iostniments  were 
signed  for  the  following  coontries: 

Austria  India 

Belgium  J«|»n 

Bulgaria  Latvia 

Chile  Luxemburg 

Cxechoslovakla  Netbcrlanda 

Denmark  Poland 

BCTPt  Portugal 

Bstonia  Bnmania 

li^land  Kingdom  ot  th«  Serbs,  Croats  and 

France  Slovens 

Germany  Siam 

Great  Britain  Sweden 

Hungary  BwiuerUnd 

Italy  Turkey 

The  coav«ati0B  and  protocol  were  signed  for  Norway,  but  so  t»T  as 
the  department  is  iofornaed  the  suppleneotary  agreement  was  not  so 
signed.  . 

These  instrumrnts  are  designed  to  meet  a  very  definite  situation  in 
which  the  United  States  has  a  direct  and  Immediate  tnt«>rest. 

During  the  course  of  the  World  War,  most  countries  deemed  it 
necessary  to  rsgslate  tlielr  commerce  with  other  countries  by  uu-nm  at 
nomeroMs .  restrictions  and  prohibitions  on  importations  and  exporta- 
While  BMst  of  ttaeas  regulations  were  gradually  removed  after 
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tbe  cematioB  of  ho«tUiti««.  a  conaiderable  namber  of  restrictions  and 
prohlbltioDs  were  kept  in  force,  eepecUIly  in  central  Etirope.  la  soiio 
countries  many  commodltlea  atiU  can  not  be  imported  or  exported 
except  under  licenite  and  In  limited  quantities.  Tbt-ae  prohibitioas  and 
restrictlona  hare  been  and  are  cauaing  material  detriment  to  America  n 
foreljcn  commerce.  Tbcy  have  given  rise  to  discrimination  and  to  dlpl  »- 
matlc  controrersioi*  between  tbe  United  States  and  several  Europe]  n 
countries. 

Since  particular  countries  geemed  disinclined  to  withdraw  their  o^  n 
restrictions  and  prohibitions  unless  other  countries  should  take  similnr 
action,  it  became  apparent  that  a  multilateral  agreement  for  tie 
remoYal  of  prohibitions  and  re-itrictions  would  be  the  most  ai-ccptabe 
means  of  dealing  with  the  sltnation.  Accordingly,  the  United  Stati  s 
decided  to  participate  in  the  Conference  for  the  Abolition  of  Import  and 
Export  Prohibitions  and  Itestrictions.  which  met  at  Oeneva  on  Octobr 
17,  1927,  and  In  a  second  session,  which  met  on  July  3,  1928.  All  <f 
the  States  which  maintain  Important  systems  of  import  and  export  pr^ 
hlbltlons  and  reatrictious  took  part  In  the  conferences  and  signed  tte 
convention,  supplementary  agTci>m<ut,  and  protocols.  The  result  is  tlu  t 
the  situation  is  now  in  a  fair  way  to  correction,  If  tbe  instruments  thi  t 
have  been  signed  come  into  effect. 

The  convention,  as  its  name  implies,  pledges  the  countries  whlc  i 
t>erome  parties  to  it  to  abolish,  not  later  than  July  1,  1930,  aubj<^ct  la 
the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  the  restrictions  and  protiibitions 
which  they  maintain  on  commerce  and  not  thereafter  to  Impose  suci 
prohibitions  and  restrictlona.  Certain  exceptions  necessarily  had  to  t  e 
provided.  The  exceptions  permitted  include  those  relating  to  publ  c 
security,  those  imposed  on  moral  or  humanitarian  grounds,  those  rs 
garding  trafflc  in  arms  and  munitions  of  war,  those  for  the  protection 
of  poblle  health  or  plant  and  animal  life,  those  relating  to  money  <  r 
securities ;  and  thoso  designed  to  apply  to  foreign  products  the  r^gin  e 
of  pruhibltions  and  restrictions  (established  witbtn  a  country  as  to  pn^ 
ductlou,  trade,  trauxport,  and  consumption  of  similar  native  product  i. 
Tbe  latter  exception,  paragraph  7  of  article  1.  clearly  covers  the  case  <t 
Uquor  prohibition. 

The  representative  of  tbe  United  States,  in  signing  the  conventloit, 
made  a  declaration  in  writing  which  contained  two  interpretative  reaer- 
vatlons.     The  text  of  the  declaration  is  as  follows : 

"At  the  moment  of  signing  the  international  convention  for  the  abol  i- 
tioB  of  Import  and  export  prohibitions  and  restrictions,  and  the  protoc  >1 
to  the  convention,  I,  the  undersigned,  envoy  extraordinary  and  minlstitr 
plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of  America  to  Swltaerland  du  y 
empowered  to  sign  the  said  convention  and  protocol,  declare,  purauai  t 
to  instructions  from  my  Government,  tliat  the  United  States,  in  accorl- 
ance  with  article  10  of  the  convention,  does  not  assume  any  obligation  In 
respect  of  the  Philippine  Islands  and  that  I  sign  the  convention  aid 
protocol  subject  to  the  following  reserrations  and  conditions  with  respet  t 
to  the  United  States  of  America  : 

"(A)  That  prohibitions  or  reatrictions  designed  to  extend  to  export* d 
products  the  regime  established  within  the  country  in  respect  of  tie 
production  of,  trade  in,  and  transport  and  consumption  of  such  prodnc  s 
in  dooMatlc  commerce  are  not  prohibited  by  the  said  convention ;  pr  ►■ 
Tided,  however,  that  such  prohibitions  or  restrictions  sluill  not  be  appllt  d 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  constitute  a  means  of  arbitrary  discrimlnatic  n 
between  fbrelgn  countrlea  or  a  disguised  restriction  on  IntematioaiJ 
trade. 

**(B)  Tbat  tbe  aaid  coBvcntlon  afl^ts  neither  tbe  tariff  aystenu  mr 
tbe  treaty-making  methods  of  the  participating  countries  nor  the  meait- 
ores  taken  to  insure  the  application  thereof,  including  measures  to  eoan- 
teract  dumping,  bounties,  sabaldles,  unfair  methods,  or  acts  in  foreign 
trade,  undervaluation  or  discrimination." 

The  first  reservation  la  for  the  purpose  of  making  dear  that  prohlb  - 
tlons  or  restrictions  such  as  those  now  Imposed  by  the  United  States  1 1 
order  to  maintain  quality  standards  of  cotton  and  wheat  are  fnllr 
excepted  from  tbe  operation  of  tbe  convention.  This  corresponds  wit  i 
tbe  apparent  Intent  of  the  agreement. 

The  second  reservation  was  made  with  respect  to  the  tariff.  Ths 
final  act  of  tbe  conference  contains  a  declaration  that  "  the  conventki  i 
affects  neither  the  tariff  systems  nor  the  treaty-making  methods  of  ths 
participating  cotintrles,  nor  the  measures  taken  to  ensure  the  applia  - 
tlon  thereof."  The  representative  of  the  United  States  did  not  sign  the 
-ffnal  act,  bat  made  the  American  interpretatlre  reservation  in  similar 
language,  namely,  that  the  convention  "  affects  neither  the  tariff  syi  - 
tems  nor  the  treaty-making  methods  of  tbe  participating  countries,  nor 
the  measures  taken  to  ensure  the  sppllcatlon  thereof,  inciuding  meai- 
ures  to  counteract  dumping,  bounties,  subsidies,  unfair  methods  or  acti 
In  foreign  trade,  undervaluation,  or  discrimination.*' 

A  special  exception  was  also  made  at  the  request  of  the  United  State  i 
with  respect  to  tbe  exportation  of  helinm  gas.  which  is  gOTemed  by  tb; 
terms  of  the  acta  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1925.  and  MaicU 
3.  1927. 

The  exceptions  stipulated  In  the  Instruments  signed,  together  with 
the  recerratloaa  made  at  the  time  of  aignature  on  behalf  of  the  Unites 
States,  cover  tbe  Tsrioos  prohibitions  and  restrictions  imposed  onde 


September  18 


the  laws  of  the  United  States.  The  United  States  maintains  no  export 
or  import  prohibitions  or  restrictions  such  as  those  to  which  tbe  Instru- 
ments herewith  presented  are  addressed.  Other  countries,  to  which 
American  producers  sell  their  goods  and  to  which  tbcy  look  for  supplies 
of  certain  raw  materials,  do  maintain  elaborate  systems  which,  under 
these  instruments,  they  must  abolisb.  Accordingly,  if  the  convention 
enters  into  furce  as  to  the  United  States,  the  prohibitions  and  restric- 
tions stipulated  In  existing  American  laws  would  not  be  affected,  but 
tbe  United  States  would  obtain  the  t>eneflt  of  action  on  the  part  of 
other  States  In  abolishing  restrictions  and  prohibitions. 

The  Department  of  State  has.  In  this  matter,  at  all  times  had  the 
close  cooperation  of  the  Departments  of  the  Treasury,  Agriculture,  and 
Commerce  and  of  tbe  United  States  Tariff  Commission,  and  its  instruc- 
tlons  to  the  American  delegate,  with  reference  both  to  participation  in 
tbe  conferences  and  to  signing  the  instruments,  had  their  entire 
concurrence. 

It  is  evident  that  in  so  far  as  the  various  other  countries  now  main- 
taining restrictions  or  prohibitions  on  foreign  trade  undertake  by  this 
convention  to  remove  them  within  six  months  after  the  effective  date 
of  the  agreement,  American  foreign  trade  will  be  materially  benefited 
through  the  removal  of  the  restrictions  which  have  handicapped  tbe 
full-bodied  development  of  the  course  of  American  exporta  in  various 
lines  in  recent  years,  especially  with  the  countries  of  central  and 
eastern  Europe. 

Indeed,  It  is  estimated  that  the  18  countries  whose  representatives 
signed  the  convention  upon  the  close  of  the  first  conference  are  the 
customers  for  more  than  one-half  of  the  total  American  exports,  and 
constitute  the  source  of  more  than  one-third  of  our  total  imports. 
These  figures  were  increased  as  additional  countries  became  signatory. 
The  restrictions  which  the  different  countries  have  Indicated  as  deslr^ 
ing  to  malce  exception  of  are,  in  most  cases,  of  little  importance  for 
American  trade. 

Moreover,  the  undertaking  on  the  part  of  the  contracting  countries 
that  no  further  Import  or  export  restrictions  shall  be  Imposed,  except 
under  extraordinary  and  abnormal  circumstances,  promises  In  Itself 
an  appreciable  gain,  both  in  stability  in  international  trading  and  in 
the  establishment  of  tbe  principle  that  this  method  of  trade  control  U 
to  l>e  condemned  for  the  future  and  is  to  be  regarded  as  under  sufferance 
as  long  as  it  is  maintained. 

Tbe  United  States  would  not  be  assured  of  the  benefit  of  the  con- 
vention unless  it  should  become  a  party  thereto. 

Articles  10.  13,  and  16  to  19  of  the  convention  and  Articles  B,  C 
and  D  of  the  supplementary  agreement  are  administrative  in  character 
and  merely  intrust  to  the  secretary-general  of  the  Lea«ue  of  Nations 
the  discharge  of  certain  duties,  such,  for  instance,  as  those  relating 
to  ratifications,  adherences.  and  denunciations,  and  make  tbe  secretary- 
general  the  medium  of  communication  between  the  governments  In 
these  regarda.  Those  provisions  Include  nothing  which  could  alter  the 
status  of  a  nonmember  State  in  respect  of  the  league. 

Article  12,  that  "  the  present  convention  shall  not  In  any  way 
affect  the  rights  and  obligations  arising  from  the  Covenant  of  the 
Lengoe  of  Nations,"  has,  of  course,  no  application  to  nonmember  couD- 
triea,  which  can  not  have  either  rights  or  obligations  under  tbe  covenant. 

Article  8,  relating  to  the  settlement  of  disputes  as  to  the  Interpret 
tatlon  of  the  convention,  provides  for  optional  submission  of  such  dis- 
putes with  a  view  to  an  amicable  settlement  thereof  to  a  technical  body 
appointed  by  the  council  of  the  League  of  Nations  or  by  the  parties 
concerned.  The  opinion  which  may  be  given  by  such  body  will  not  be 
binding  upon  the  parties  to  the  dispute  unless  It  is  accepted  by  all  of 
them.  Tbe  arUde  also  provides  for  the  submission  of  disputes  to  any 
arbitral  or  Judicial  procedure  which  the  parties  may  select,  including 
reference  to  the  Permanent  Court  of  International  Justice,  as  regards 
matters  which  are  within  the  competence  of  that  court  under  its  statute. 
Dlaputes  pertaining  to  articles  4.  5.  and  6  and  tbe  provisions  of  the 
protocol  relating  to  these  articles  are.  by  tbe  terms  of  article  8.  ex- 
cepted from  this  article.  Only  in  case  of  disputes  of  a  legal  nature 
and  at  the  request  of  an  Interested  party  Is  arbitration  required  In 
respect  of  any  portion  of  the  convention.  The  provision  that  disputes 
may  b*  referred  to  some  arbitral  tribunal  other  than  the  Permanent 
Court  of  International  Justice  was  Inserted  In  the  convention  especially 
for  the  benefit  of  states  which  are  not  members  of  that  court. 

In  Article  C  of  the  supplementary  agreement  certain  countries  are 
named,  the  participation  of  which  in  the  treaty  may  be  made  a  con- 
dition prece<lent  to  ratification  by  any  other  country.  I  recommend 
that  raOflcatlon  by  this  Government  be  made  regardless  of  the  action 
of  any  other  country.  The  fact  that  the  United  States  is  Included  in 
the  list,  and  so  may  be  named  by  other  countries  in  this  connection, 
emphasises  the  Importance  of  ratification  by  the  American  Government. 

Attention  is  called,  moreover,  to  the  provision  of  Article  C  to  the 
effect  that  the  ratifications  must  be  deposited  before  September  30,  1929. 
Accordingly,  if  this  course  meets  with  your  approval,  it  Is  recommended 
that  the  Senate  be  requested  to  take  suitable  action  at  the  present 
session  for  the  purpose  of  giving  its  advice  and  consent  to  the  ratlflca- 
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tlon  of  the  convention  and  protocol  aad  supplementary  agreement  and 
protocol  for  the  abolition  of  import  and  export  prohibition*  and 
restrictions. 

Bespectfully  submitted. 

FaaNK  B.  Kslloco. 

DiPABTMBNT    OF    STATS, 

Washington,  January  I,  19*9. 
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Having  regard  to  the  resolntlon  of  tbe  Assembly  of  the  League  of 
Nations  dated  September  25th,  1924  ; 

Being  guided  by  the  concluaious  of  the  International  Economic  Con- 
ference held  at  Geneva  in  May  1927,  and  agreelui;  with  the  latter  that 
Import  and  export  prohibitions,  aad  the  arbitrary  pracaces  and  dis- 
guis.-d  discriminations  to  which  they  give  rise,  have  had  deplorable 
resulla,  without  the  grave  drawbacks  of  these  measures  being  counter- 
balanced by  the  financial  advantages  or  social  benefits  which  were 
anticipated  by  the  countries  which  bad  recourse  to  them ; 

Being  persuaded  that  It  is  important  for  the  recovery  and  future 
development  of  world  trade  that  Governments  should  abandon  a  policy 
which  is  equally  injurious  to  their  own  and  to  the  general  Interest ; 

Being  convinced  that  a  return  to  the  effective  liberty  of  international 
commerce  is  one  of  the  primary  conditions  of  world  prosperity ;  and 
*  Considering    that    this    object    may    best    be    achieved    by    resort    to 
simultaneous    and    concerted   action    la    th*    form   of   an    intematloaal 
convention ; 

Have  appointed  their  pleniiwtentiaries.  namely  : 
who,    having  communicated   their  full   powers,   found   in    good  and   du* 
form,  have  agreed  to  the  following  prnvlstons : 

Abticlc  1 

The  provisions  of  the  present  Convention  shall  apply  to  prohibitions 
and  restrictions  imposed  on  the  importation  inU>  the  territories  of  any 
High  Contracting  Party  of  goods  the  produce  or  manufactnre  of  th* 
territories  of  any  other  High  Contracting  Party,  and  to  prohibitions  and 
restrictions  imposed  on  the  exportation  of  goods  from  the  territories  of 
any  High  Contracting  Party  to  the  territories  of  any  other  High 
Contracting  Party. 

Avricui  2 

Subject  to  tbe  exoepCtons  provided  for  In  the  foilowing  articles,  th* 
High  Contraetlag  Parties  undertalie  to  abolish  within  a  period  of  six 
months  from  the  date  of  the  coming  Into  force  of  the  present  Conven- 
tion, in  so  far  as  the  respective  territories  of  each  of  them  are  con- 
cerned, ail  import  and  export  prohibitions  or  restrictions,  and  not  there- 
after to  impose  any  such  prohlbiUone  or  restrictions.  Daring  this 
period  each  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  wUl  adopt  all  appropriate 
measures  In  order  to  reduce  existing  prohibitions  and  rsstrictions  to  a 
minimum  and  will  refrain  from  Imposing  any  new  prohibitions  or 
restrictions. 

F^irther,  tlie  High  Contracting  Parties  nndertake  to  adopt  tbe  neces- 
sary measures  to  ensure  tliat  tbs  provisions  of  th*  present  Convr>ntlon 
are  strUtly  observed  by  all  authorities,  central  or  local,  aad  that  no 
regulation  is  issued  In  contravention  thereof. 

AaricLs  8 
Should  the  High  Contracting  Parties,  In  pursuance  of  their  legisla. 
tion,  subject  the  importation  or  exportation  of  goods  to  certain  regula- 
tlons  In  respect  of  the  manner,  form  or  place  of  Importation  or  exporta- 
tion, or  the  ImposiHon  of  marks,  or  to  other  formalities  or  conditions, 
they  undertake  that  such  regulations  shall  not  be  made  a  means  of 
disguised  prohibition  or  art)itrary  restriction. 

Articu  4 
The  following  classes  of  prohibitions  and  restrictions  are  not  pro. 
hiblted  by  the  present  Convention,  on  condition,  however,  that  they  are 
not  applied  In  such  a  nuDDer  as  to  conatitate  a  means  «f  arbitrary 
discrlrainatloa  between  foreign  countries  where  the  saiae  conditions 
prevail,  or  a  disguised  restriction  on  intemational  trad* : 

1.  Prohibitions  or  restrictions  relating  to  public  security. 

2.  Prohibitions  or  restrictions  Imposed  on  moral  or  humanitarian 
grounds. 

8.  Prohibitions  or  restrictions  regarding  traffic  In  arms,  ammunitloa 
and  Implements  of  war,  or,  in  exceptional  circumstances,  all  other 
military  supplies. 

4.  Prohibitions  or  restrictions  Imposed  for  the  protection  of  public 
health  or  for  the  protection  of  animals  or  plants  against  disease.  Insects 
and  harmful  parasites. 

5.  Export  prohltdtlons  or  restrictions  Issued  for  the  protectloa  of 
national  treasures  of  artistic,  historic,  or  arcbseologlcal  value. 

6.  Prohibitions  or  restrictions  applicable  to  gold,  silver,  coins,  cor- 
rcncy  notes,  banknotes  or  securities. 

7.  Prohibitions  or  restrictions  designed  to  extend  to  toreign  products 
tbe  regime  established  within  tbe  country  in  respect  of  tbe  production 
of,  trade  In,  and  transport  and  consumption  of  native  products  of  the 
same  kind. 


8.  Prohibltloos  or  restrictions  applied  to  prodncU  which,  as  r««rds 
producUon  or  trade,  are  or  may  Ln  future  be  subject  within  the  couairy 
to  State  monopoly  or  to  monopolies  exercised  under  UtUe  owtroL 

Abticlc  5 

Nothing  in  this  Convention  shall  aff.d  the  right  of  any  Hlrh  Con- 
trsctlng  Party  to  adopt  measures  prohibiting  or  rsstrlotlng  ln^.rta- 
tlon  or  exports  tlon  for  the  puriHMe  of  protecting,  la  extraordtaary 
and  abnormal  circumstances,  the  vital  interests  of  the  country 

8honld  measures  of  thU  character  be  adopted,  they  shall  ix-  applied 
in  auch  a  manner  as  not  to  lead  to  any  ariitrary  dt.eri«»n«rion  as»<B8t 
any  other  High  Contracting  Party.  Their  duration  stiall  be  restricted 
to  that  of  the  causes  or  circamstances  from  which  they  arise. 

AbticLiB  6 

1.  The  High  Contracting  Parties,  recognisiag  that  there  exist  In 
the  case  of  certain  of  them  situations  of  fact  or  of  Uw  which  prevent 
the  latter  from  Immediately  undertaking,  as  regards  certain  sinxiflM 
products,  the  engagements  entered  into  under  the  previous  articles 
have  deemed  It  equitable  to  authorise  these  High  Contracting  Parties' 
to  make  a  reservation  in  regard  to  certain  temporary  exc  ptlons  which 
the  latter  undertake  to  withdraw  a.  soon  as  the  Hrcnmrtancss  from 
which  they  aris*  cease  to  exist. 

2.  Moreover  the  High  Contracting  Parties,  recogaMng  that  the  abo- 
Ution  of  certain  Import  or  export  prohibitions  or  n.rtTlotl..n*  arHl,^ 
by  some  of  them  would  Involve  the  latter  In  grav-  <rfflr„ltl«  and  that, 
moreover,  these  prohibitions  or  restrictions  do  not  preJndlHilly  affe,-t 
the  trade  of  other  countries,  have  also  deemsd  It  eqaltable  to  aathoriae 
these  nigh  Contracting  Parties  lo  make  a  reservation  In  T*«gar.1  to  these 
exceptions. 

8.  The  Annex  to  the  present  Convention  sets  forth  the  excetrtions 
coming  within  the  provtslone  of  the  two  preceding  paragraphs  which 
have  been  agreed  to  on  tMs  day's  date  in  favour  of  the  High  Contract- 
ing Parties  who  are  mentioned  by  name  In  the  Annex  and  who  have 
signed  the  Convention  on  that  date. 

4.  Exceptions  whidi  the  High  Contracting  Parties  may  desire  to  ejslm 
snbseqsently  to  that  date  shall  be  dealt  with  In  arrordance  with  the 
proewlure  laid  down  In  the  Protocol  to  the  pi^sent  CoBveetlon. 

ABTicxn  T 
Should  one  of  the  Hijsh  Contractia«  Parties  be  obliged  to  adoyt  any 
measure  of  prohibition  or  restriction  against  products  of  any  toreign 
country,  whether  the  Convention  be  applicable  to  that  country  or  not, 
he  shall  frame  the  measure  In  such  a  way  as  to  cause  the  least  p<SKlble 
Injury  to  the  Irade  of  the  other  High  Contracting  I>artU>s. 

Abticlc  8 
If  a  disputa  arises  between  two  or  more  High  Contr««ti«g  Pmrtimi  aa 
to  th«  Interpretation  or  application  of  th*  provisions  of  the  proMot 
Convention — with  the  exception  of  Articles  4,  &  and  8,  Md  of  the  prwl- 
Bions  of  the  Protocol  relating  to  these  articles — and  If  such  dispute 
cannot  be  setUed  either  directly  between  the  i>artie8  or  by  thp  .mplny- 
ment  of  any  other  means  of  reaching  agreement,  the  part  leu  to  the 
dispute  may,  provided  they  all  so  agree,  before  resorting  to  any  arbitral 
or  Judicial  procedure,  submit  the  dispute  with  a  view  to  an  amicable 
settlsfloeat  to  such  technicsl  body  ss  the  Council  of  th«  Lsaxse  of  Na- 
tiMUs  or  th*  parties  concerned  may  sppoist.  TUs  body  will  glv*  «n 
advisory  opinion  after  bearing  the  parties  sod.  if  necsMHiry.  sffeetiag  a 
mdeting  betweeo  then. 

The  advisory  opinion  given  by  the  said  body  will  oM  be  bitUHmc  upon 
the  parties  to  the  dispute  unless  it  Is  sccepted  by  all  of  them.  ;md  the 
parties,  If  they  aU  so  ajgree.  may  either  after  resort  to  such  proc«'d»f».  or 
In  lieu  thereof,  have  recourse  to  any  arbitral  or  Judicial  procedure  which 
they  may  select,  IncUiding  reference  to  the  Permanew  Court  of  Inter- 
naUonal  Justice  as  regard  any  nuitt«rs  which  are  wlthlu  ti)e  oonpetencs 
of  that  Court  under  its  Statute. 

If  a  dispute  Off  a  legal  nature  arises  as  to  tbe  intsrpictatloa  or  appli- 
cation of  the  pipvlBloBB  of  the  present  Gonventiop — with  tbs  exertion 
of  Articles  4,  5  and  6,  and  of  tJie  provisions  of  tbe  Protocol  relating 
to  these  articles — tbe  parties  shall,  at  the  request  sf  any  of  then,  refer 
the  matter  to  the  decision  of  the  Permanent  Omrt  ot  lotsroaiional 
Justice  or  of  an  arbitral  tribunal  selected  by  them,  wheth.-r  or  not 
there  has  previously  been  recourse  to  the  procedure  laid  down  in  the 
first  paragraph. 

In  the  event  of  aay  dWerenee  of  opinion  as  to  wbefher  a  disputa 
is  of  s  legal  astute  or  nttt,  the  <riestlon  shall  be  referred  for  decision 
to  the  Pemfloent  Covrt  of  Internstlonal  Justice  or  to  tlie  arhltrai 
tribunal  selected  by  the  parties 

The  procedure  before  the  body  referred  to  In  the  first  paragraph 
above  or  tb*  opinion  siren  by  It  will  In  no  easa  involve  the  snapen- 
tton  of  the  measaros  to  which  the  dispute  refers:  tbe  asms  will  apply 
In  tbe  event  of  proceedings  l>elng  taken  before  tbs  Pcnaaaeat  tioart 
of  Intematlenal  Justlss— oaless  tbs  Caurt  dactdas  otharwiss  under 
Article  41  of  its  Statute— or  before  tbe  arbitral  tr»aul  selected  by 
the  parties. 

Nothing  in  the  present  Convention  abail  be  eoaatnicvd  as  pivjndleinf 
the   ri«hta   snd   obligations    derived    by    the    High    Contracting    Parties 
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from  tb«  eiiffa«eneots  Into  which  they  bare  enter«^  with  r«fereic« 
to  the  JurlwUetion  of  the  PemuiQent  Court  of  International  Just  ce, 
or  from  any  bilateral  conciliation  or  arbitration  conTentlona  betwfen 
them. 

Abticlb  9 

Any  High  Contracting  Party  may,  either  upon  ratifying  the  present 
CoBTentloB  or  thereafter,  declare  that  he  ondertaliea,  in  regard 
any  other  High  Contracting  Party  accepting  the  same  obligation, 
ext«od  the  application  of  the  prorisions  of  paragraph  3  of  Artich 
to  any  dispute  which  may  arise  in  connectiun  with  the  interpretat  on 
or  application  of  the  provisions  of  the  present  Convention,  includ:  ng 
all  or  part  of  Articles  4,  5  and  6,  and  whether  or  not  the  dispute  is 
a  legal  nature. 

Any  High  Contracting  Parties  who  do  not  give  the  ondertaklng 
referred  to  in  paragraph  1  as  regards  Articles  4,  5,  and  6.  or  certain 
parts  of  these  Articles,  and  as  regards  the  provisions  of  the  Proto|;ol 
relating  thereto,  may  make  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  1  and  2 
Article  8  applicable  to  these  matters  as  between  themselves. 

AancLB  10 

Any  High  Contracting  Party  may  at  the  time  of  signature,  ratifl^a- 
tion  or  accession  declare  that,  in  accepting  the  present  Conventidn, 
he  does  not  asstuae  any  obligations  in  respect  of  all  or  any  of  lis 
colonies,  protectorates  or  territories  under  suaerainty  or  mandale 
and  the  preaent  Convention  shall  not  apply  to  any  territories  nam  Ml 
In  such  declaration. 

Any    High    Contracting    Party    may    give    notice    to    the    Becretaiy 
General  of  the  League  of  Nations  at  any   time  subsequently  that    lie 
desires  that  the  Convention  shall  apply  to  all  or  any  of  bis  terrltor  es 
which  have  been  made  the  subject  of  a  declaration   under  the  precid 
ing  paragraph,  and  the  Convention  ahall  apply  to  all  the  terrltor  es 
named  in  toeh  notice  ninety  days  after  Ita  reeelpt  by  the  Secreta  j 
General  of  the  League  of  Nations.    . 

Any  High  Contracting  Party  may  at  any  time  declare  that  be  desl^ 
that  the  present  Convention  shall  cease  to  apply  to  all  or  any  of  I  lis 
colonies,  protectorates  or  territories  under  suseralnty  or  mandate, 
and  the  Conveatlon  shall  cease  to  apply  to  the  territories  named  in 
such  declaration  one  year  after  Irs  receipt  by  the  Secretary-Genei  al 
of  the  League  of  Nations. 

Akticlc  11 

Nothing  In  the  present  Convention  shall  prejudice  the  rights  and 
obligations  which  the  High  Contracting  I*artles  may  derive  from  int^r- 
natlonal  Conventions  In  force  to  which  they  are  parties. 

The  present  Convention  shall  not  prejudice  the  provisions  of  any 
bilateral  agreements  in  force  at  the  present  date  between  the  High 
CoBtraetlBg  Parties  which  establish,  in  regard  to  Import  and  expirt 
prohibitions  or  restrictions,  a  more  liberal  regime  than  that  estaMlsbed 
by  the  provlakMs  of  the  present  Convention. 

ArncLa  12 

The  present  Convention  shall  not  In  any  way  affect  rights  and 
obtigatlona  arising  from  the  Covenant  of  the  League  of  Nations. 

AancLi    13 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  shall,  within  twelve  months  after  ^e 
coming  into  force  of  the  present  Convention  In  their  territories,  com- 
mnakate  to  one  aaothw  through  the  Secretary-General  of  the  League 
of  Natloaa  a  report  on  the  steps  taken  to  give  effect  to  the  prorlsicDS 
of  the  Conymtim. 

AancLB  14 


The  prewat  CoaTention,  of  which  the  French  and  Bnglisb  texts  ire 
both  autbentle,  shall  bear  thk  day's  date. 

It  shall  be  open  for  signature  untU  January  1st,  1929,  on  behalf  lof 

,..^^^any  Member  of  the  League  of  Nations  or  of  any  aon-Member  Stite 

^"-s^presented  at   the  Conference  which   drew   up  this   Convention   or   to 

which   the  Council  of  the  League  of  Nations  shall,   for  this  purpoie. 

have  coramnnleated  a  copy  of  the  present  Convention. 

Members  of  the  Leagoe  of  Nations  and  non-Member  SUtes  on  whcie 
^      behalf  the  Convention  has  been  signed  prior  to  February  lat,  1928.  mfy 
avail  tbemselres  ef  the  procedure  referred  to  in  Article  ©,  paragraph 

Arricu    15 
The  preeent  CoaTention  shall  be  ratified. 
The  Instnuneata  of  ratlflcatlon  shall  be  deposited  with  the  Secretaijy 
General  of  the  Leagoe  of  NaUoas.  who  shall  notlfir  the  receipt  thereof 
to  aU  Membws  of  the  League  and  to  the  noa-Member  States  referred 
to  la  the  previous  article. 

A*ncu   16 
On    and   after   Jannary    1st.    1929.    any   Member   of   the   League 


to 


la   Article  14  may  accede  to  tlie 


Nations  or  any   State   rtferred 
present  OsaTeattoa. 

This  accession  sbaU  be  effected  by  a  notlfleatiMi  made  to  the  8e«L 
Ury  General  of  the  League  of  Nationa.  to  be  depoalted  In  the  arehlvea  -. 
the  Secret arUt  The  SecreUry  General  shall  at  once  notlty  soeli  depoa  it 
to  aU  who  have  signed  or  acceded  to  the  ConreatSoB.  --■^— r 
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Articli  17 

The  present  Convention  shall  come  Into  force  under  the  conditions 
and  on  the  date  to  be  determined  at  the  meeting  provided  for  herein- 
after. 

Between  June  15th  and  July  15th,  1028,  the  Secretary-General  of  the 
League  of  Nations  shall  Invite  the  duly  accredited  repreaentatlves  of  the 
Members  of  the  League  of  Nations  and  of  non-Member  States  on  whose 
behalf  the  Convention  shall  have  been  signed  on  or  before  June  15th, 
1928,  to  attend  a  meeting  at  which  they  shall  determine: 

(a)  The  reservations  which,  having  been  communicated  to  the  High 
Contracting  Parties  in  accordance  with  Article  6,  paragraph  4,  may,  with 
their  consent,  be  made  at  the  time  of  ratlflcatlon ; 

(6)  The  conditions  required  for  the  coming  into  force  of  the  Conven- 
tion and.  in  partictilar,  the  number  and.  If  necessary,  the  nsmes  of  the 
Members  of  the  League  and  of  non-Member  States,  whether  they  are 
signatories  or  not,  whose  ratification  or  accession  must  first  be  secured ; 

(c)  The  last  date  on  which  the  ratifications  may  be  deposited  and  the 
date  on  which  the  Convention  shall  come  into  force  If  the  conditions 
required  under  the  preceding  paragraph  are  fulfilled. 

If,  on  the  expiration  of  this  period,  the  ratifications  upon  which  the 
coming  into  force  of  the  Convention  will  be  conditional  have  not  been 
secured,  the  Secretary-General  of  the  League  of  Nations  shall  consult 
the  Members  of  the  League  of  Nations  and  non-Member  States  on  wh^ 
behalf  the  Convention  has  been  ratified  and  ascertain  whether  tOTy 
desire  nevertheless  to  bring  it  Into  force. 

ASTICLK    18 

The  present  Convention  may  be- denounced  by  a  notification  In  writing 
addressed  to  the  Secretary-General  of  the  League  of  Nations  on  behalf 
of  any  Member  of  the  League  of  Nations  or  of  any  non-Member  State 
after  the  expiration  of  a  period  of  five  years  reckoned  from  the  date 
on  which  the  Convention  shall  have  entered  into  force. 

Such  denunciation  shall  take  effect  twelve  months  after  the  date  on 
which  It  Is  received  by  the  Secretary-General  of  the  League  of  Nations, 
and  shall  operate  only  in  respect  of  the  Member  of  the  League  of 
Nations  or  the  non-Member  State  on  whose  behalf  it  is  made. 

Nevertheless,  the  Convention  may  be  denounced  on  behalf  of  any 
Member  of  the  League  of  Nations  or  any  non-Member  State  after  the 
expiration  of  the  third  year  from  the  date  of  the  present  Convention, 
if,  after  that  period,  any  one  of  the  exceptions  allowed  in  virtue  of 
Article  6,  paragraph  1,  still  exists.  This  denunciation  shall  take  effect 
six  months  after  the  date  on  which  It  Is  received  by  the  Secretary- 
General,  and  shall  operate  only  in  respect  of  the  Member  of  the  League 
of  Nations  or  the  non-Member  SUte  on  whose  behalf  it  is  made. 

Furthermore,  the  Convention  may  be  denounced  on  behalf  of  any 
Member  of  the  League  of  Nationa  or  of  any  non  Member  State  after 
the  expiration  of  the  fifth  year  from  the  date  of  the  present  Conven- 
tion, if.  after  that  period,  such  Member  of  the  League  of  Nations  or 
non-Member  State  considers  that  any  one  of  the  exceptions  allowed  by 
the  High  Contracting  Parties  at  the  meeting  provided  for  in  Article  17 
baa  impaired  the  effects  of  the  present  Convention. 

This  denunclaUoa  shall  take  effect  six  months  after  the  date  on 
which  it  Is  received  by  the  Secretary -General,  and  shall  operate  only 
in  respect  of  the  Member  of  the  League  of  Nations  or  the  non-Member 
State  on  whose  behalf  It  is  made. 

Any  denunciation  made  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  provisions 
shall  be  notified  immediately  by  the  Secretary-General  of  the  League  of 
Nations  to  all  the  other  High  Contracting  Parties. 

If.  as  a  result  of  denunciations,  the  conditions  for  the  coming  into 
force  of  the  Convention  which  the  High  Contracting  Parties  may  lay 
down  at  the  meeting  provided  for  in  Article  17  should  no  longer  be 
fulfilled,  any  High  Contracting  Party  may  request  the  Secretary  General 
of  the  League  of  Nations  to  sonunon  a  Conference  to  consider  the  situa- 
tion created  thereby.  Failing  agreement  to  maintain  the  Convention, 
each  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  shall  be  discharged  from  his  obli- 
gations from  the  date  on  which  the  denunciation  which  led  to  the  sum- 
moning of  this  Coafereace  shall  take  effect. 

Abticlb  19 
If.  before  the  explraUon  of  the  period  of  five  years  mentioned  in 
paragraph  1  of  Article  18,  notifications  sliould  be  addressed  to  the 
Secretary-General  of  the  League  of  Nations  on  behalf  of  one-third 
of  the  Members  of  the  League  of  Nations  and  of  non-Member  States 
to  which  the  present  Convention  applies,  Informing  him  that  they 
desire  the  Convention  to  be  revised,  all  the  Members  of  the  League 
of  Nations  and  all  non-Member  States  to  which  the  Convention  applhs 
sgree  to  take  part  In  any  consultation  which  may  be  held  for  this 
purpose. 

If  the  revision  has  taken  place  before  the  end  of  the  fifth  year 
from  the  date  of  the  coming  Into  force  of  the  prosent  Convention, 
any  Member  of  the  League  of  Nations  or  non-Member  State  who 
has  not  accepted  the  revised  Convention  shall  have  the  right  to  de- 
nounce the  present  Convention,  without  regard  to  ihe  poriod  of  five 
jears  proTided  for  in  paragraph  4  of  ArUcle  18.     Such  denundation 
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shall  take  effect  oo   the  date  on  which  the  revised  Conveatloa  comes 
iato  force. 

If  tlie  revision  has  taken  place  la  the  course  of  the  fifth  year  from 
the  (late  of  the  coming  into  force  of  the  present  ConvenUon,  the  period 
of  denunciation  referred  to  in  paragraph  1  of  Article  18  wiU  be  pro- 
longed by  one  year. 

ANNEX  TO  ARTICLE  6 
In  accordance  with  Article  6,  paragraph  3.  and  with  Section  IV  (tf) 
of  the  Protocol,  each  of  the  exceptions  maintained  in  favour  of  the 
eountries  mentioned  below  Is  only  sdmitted  under  the  ternui  of  the 
present  Convention  if  the  country  concerned  appends  its  signature* 
thereto  on  this  day's  date,  and  If,  on  that  same  date,  the  prohibition 
or  restriction  which  It  seeks  to  maintain  is  still  in  force. 

I 

Bxceptiotu  offreed  to  under  Paraerofih  1 
OfmnHty 

Coal,  cx>kb,  pbat.  LioNrra,  BaiQrKrras.     Import  and  export. 

SCBAP  laoif   AWD  8C«AP  OF  OTHKB    METALS  A.ND   ALLOTS.       Export. 

Austria 

Scrap  iron  awd  scrap  or  othsr  mctals  a»d  allots.     Export. 
BHffimm 

Scrap  iron  akd  scrap  or  othsr  MarALs  akv  au^ots.     Export. 
Oreat  Rritain 

Synthetic  organic   DTssTcrra   and  colocrs   or  coloi'riho    mattbr 

CONTAINING     THRM.     AS     WKIX     AS     ORGANIC     INTIRlf  fclMATR     PRODUCTS 
USao     IN     THE     MANt7FACTURI     OP     8CCH     DTE8TCPP8,     COLOCSS     AND 

coLOCRiNo  MATTER.     Import. 
France 

Scrap  iron  ajtd  scrap  op  othes  metals  and  allots.     Export. 
Hungary 

Scrap  iron  and  scrap  of  other  metals  and  allots      Exitort 
Itmlp 

Scrap  iron  and  scrap  of  othbr  metals  and  aliLots.     Export. 
Japan 

STNTHBTIC    organic    DTKSTTTFFS     and    colocrs    or    COLOtTRINO     MATTER 
CONTAINING     THEM,     AS     WELL    AS     ORGANIC     INTERMBDIATR     PRODCCTS 

usbd   in    the    manufacturb   of    sdch    dtbstuffs,    colodrs    and 
COLOCRINO  MATTER.     Import. 

Bica     Import  and  export. 
Luxemburg 

Scrap  iron  and  scrap  of  other  mbtals  and  allots.     Export. 
Ronmania 

Scrap  iron  and  scrap  of  other  metals  and  allots.     Export 

Used  machinert  for  industrial  installations.     Import. 
Czrchotlovakia 

Coal,  coke,  peat,  LioNrrE.  briqubttbs.     Import  and  export. 

Scrap  iron  and  scrap  of  other  MBTAt.a  and  allotr.     Export. 


M»ceptton»  agreed  to  mnder  ParaorapX  t 
Egypt 

Live-stock  (Bxportation  scbjeot  to  licbnse).     Export. 

EOOH,   DDRINO  CERTAIN    MONTHS  OT  THE    TBAR.       Export 

Organic    febtiusers.    inclddinq    pigeon-manure,    BLAOQHraiHODsa 

OFFAL   AND  ORIICO   BLOOD.       Export 

Vntted  Btatet  of  America 

Helium  gas.     Export. 
Italy 

Iron  ores.     Export. 

Cork.     Export 
Roumania 

OKKS  or   IRON,  COPPER   AND   MANGANBSE.      Export 

Cbuos  oil.     Export. 

In  fatth  wbebbof  the  delegates  have  signed  the  present  Convention. 

Done  st  Geneva,  the  eighth  day  of  November,  one  thousand  nine  hun- 
dred and  twenty-seven,  in  a  single  copy,  which  shall  be  deposited  in  the 
archives  of  the  Secretariat  of  the  Lenffue  of  Nations,  and  of  which 
authenticated  copies  shall  be  delivered  to  all  Members  of  the  League  of 
NationR  and  non-Member  States  represented  at  the  Conference. 
GERMANY 

Dr.    TRBNDBI^ENBtmO 

8-XI-27 
AU8TKIA 

E.    PFLfOL 

8-XI-27 
BELGIUM 

J.  Brdnbt. 

8-XI-27 

*  Among  the  countries  referred  to  in  this  Annex,  the  following  Bign««I 
the  Convention  on  November  8th.  1927  :  Germany,  Austria,  Belgium. 
Great  Britain,  etc..  Egypt.  France,  Hungary,  Italy,  Japan.  Luxemburg. 
Roumania  and  Csecboslovakla. 
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GREAT  BRITAIN  AND  NOBTHSRN  IRELAND  and  thow  Part,  of  ths 
Brttirii  Empire  which  are  not  Separate  Members  of  the  League  ef 
Nationa. 

1  decUre  that  my  signature  does  not  include  any  of  HU  Britannic 
Majestys  Colonies.  Protectorate*  or  territories  under  suseralnty  or 
mandate 

S.  Chapman 

8-XI-27 
BULGARIA 

Prof.  Gboboes  DanaIlow. 
ft-XI-27 
DENMARK 

J.  Clan 

&-XI-27 
EGriT 

Sadik  Heneih 
8-XI-27 
FINLAND 

Rafael  Erich 
8-XI-27 
I  rR.\NCE 

D.  SaaRirra 

8-XI-27 
HUNGARY 

Barantai  ZOLTla 
&-XI-27 
ITALY 

A,  Di  NoLA 

a-XI-27 
JAPAN 

ITO 

J.    TSU8HIMA 

8-XI-27 
LUXEMBURG 

Albert  Calmeb 
8-XI-27 
THE  NETHERLANDS 
Db  Graaff 

F.    M.    WlBADT 

8-XI-27 
ROUMANIA 

D.   J.    GHBOBQHtV 
CtoAR    POPBSCU 

8-XI-27 
SIAM 

Chaboon 

8-XI-27 
SWITZERLAND 
W.  Stocki 

8-XI-27 
CZECHOSLOVAKIA     ^ 
Dr.   Ibl 

»-XI-2T 
Certified  true  copy. 
For  the  Secreta  ry-Oeneral : 


Mrevtar  of  the  L«gal  Section. 
PROTOCOL 
PROTOCOL    TO    THE    COmKNTlON 
At   the   momeat  of  signing  the  Convention  of   to-day's  date  for   th« 
Abolition    of    Import    and    Export    Prohibitions    and    Restrictions,    the 
undersigned,  duly  authorised,   have  agreed  on  the  following  provislana, 
which  sre  Intended  to  ensure  the  application  of  the  Convention : 

Sbctiow  I 
AO   abticlb   1 
(«)   The   ivords   "  territoriej^   of   the    High    Contracting   Parties  "    em- 
ployed In  the  Convention  refers  only  to  territories  to  which  It  is  msd* 
applicable. 

(6)  Should  the  Customs  territory  of  any  High  Contracting  Party 
include  territories  which  are  not  placed  under  his  sovprt-lgnty.  these 
territories  are  also  to  be  regarded  as  "  territories  "  within  the  mesniug 
of  the  Convention. 

(0)  In  view  of  the  fsct  that  within  or  imm«>dlstely  adjacent  to  the 
territory  of  India  there  are  areas  or  enclaves,  <msll  In  extent  and 
population  in  comparison  with  such  territory,  and  that  ihnc  sreas 
or  enclaves  form  detaclted  portions  or  S4>ttleinenta  of  other  parent 
States,  and  that  It  Is  impracticable  for  administrative  reasons  to 
apply  to  them  the  provisions  of  the  Convention,  it  Is  agreed  that  these 
provisions  shall  not  apply  to  them 

India,  however,  will  apply  an  regards  the  areas  or  enclavt^s  in 
question  a  regime  which  will  respect  the  principles  of  the  Convention 
and    facilitate    importa    and    exporta    as    far    a*    practicable    and    will 


i 
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refrain  from   frnpo^tng  in   regard   to   them  say   new  meuurea  of  pi^ 
kibttloa    or    restriction   wblcb    would    not    be    aatborlsed    by    tbo  pro^ 
■ions    of    the   Conveiitinu,    unless    th<re    should    be    no    other 
eonutot  tiie  coUectioo  of  evatoiiM  and  ezdae  dotiefli 

Sscnoif  II 

AD  ABTICUi  a 

Am  regBnI.<r  the  application  of  Article  2,  the  oMsatloa  accepted  liy 
Canada  binds  only  the  Federal  Oovernment  and  not  the  PrortneiLl 
GoTemments,  which,  onder  the  Cooadtation,  poiWM  tlie  power  of 
prohlblttnK  or  restrlctinK  the  importAtlon  and  exportation  of  certain 
products  Into  or  from  their  territories. 

Bacnoif  III 

ao  ABTICXa  4 

(I)  ad  No.  4. 

Tbe  protection  of  animals  and  plants  against  dlaetf*  also  refers  io 
meaaurf*  tnkpti  to  pn'serre  th<>m  from  deKeneratlon  or  extinction  aid 
to  monaures  taken  against  harmful  seeds,  plants,  p«inigltc*  and  antmap 
(b)  ad  No.  7. 

The  nigh  Contracting  rartlea,  although  they  bsTg  refrained  fro^ 
making  any  n-ferenc*  to  meaaurrs  r<-latlng  to  "standard"  prodiir  s 
and  d<*f1riltlons  of  proilocts,  tkfiarc  that  this  paragraph  noat  I* 
InterprHf-d  as  In  no  way  Inurfering  with  tbe  practlcs  foOowad  I  y 
eartain  roantrt«ni  of  stihjertlng  tbe  esportatloa  ot  tbatr  prodtietf  o 
rartain  e'indltlona  »•  to  quality  with  ttte  ob)4H>t  of  prMtrrlog  tb«  rapi 
tatlun  ot  tti<>a«  prodncts  and  at  tbe  same  time  of  offering  a  goaraataa  o 
tbe  foreign  parrhaser  They  declare,  on  the  other  band,  that  tb«y 
interpret  tbe  paragraph  In  queatlon  as  prohibiting  raooaraa  to  at  y 
system  of  rlasalfytng  or  defining  prodoets  wbleb  la  amploy^  M  lo 
Indirect  mean*  of  reetrtetiug  th<>  lmt>ortatlon  of  foreign  products  ^ 
•f  •iil>>eeiiog  Importation  to  a  regime  of  unfair  dtaerlmina  Ion. 
(e)  ad  No.  T. 

Tbe  High  Contracting  Parties  declare  that  prohfMtloM  er  reatr4e> 
tlons  tbe  sole  object  of  which  Is  either  to  prevent  Imported  goo  Is 
from  escaping  Ibe  payment  of  the  customs  dutiea  applicable  therein, 
or  in  exceptional  cases  to  prevent  tbe  importation  of  certain  goo  la 
which  would  reduce  the  rerenue  from  tbe  duties  impoaed  on  certain 
other  goods,  may  only  be  ostablisbed  or  maintained.  If  no  other 
effectire  means  exist  of  securing  tbe  said  revenue. 

(d)  ad  No.  7. 
The  High  Contracting  Parties  declare  that  If,  oa  aeeooat  of  the  cdp 

atltution  of  certain  States  and  the  dilferent  methods  of  Internal  control 
which  they  employ.  It  should  prore  impossible  to  aecare  complete  sin  i- 
larity  of  treatment  between  native  and  imported  products,  any  such  d  f- 
ference  In  treatment  must  not  have  the  object  or  effect  of  eatablishii  ig 
an  unfair  discrimination  against  the  latter. 

(e)  ad  No.  8. 
The  High  Contracting  Parties  declare  that  they  haw  solely  In  vi^vr 

monopolies  each  of  which  applies  only  to  one  or  more  apeeiflc  articles. 

SscnoN  IV 

AO   AKTICLB    S 

(a)  ad  No.  1. 

Tbe  High  Contracting  Parties  who  have  made  tbe  reaa-vationa  de- 
ferred to  in  paragraph  1  of  Article  6  declare  that  they  do  not  n'ga  'd 
their  acceptance  of  tbe  provisions  of  Article  18,  paragraph  3,  as  i  n 
undertaking  on  their  part  that  tlte  circumstances  which  compelled  them 
to  make  these  reservations  will  have  ceased  to  exiat  at  tbe  end  of  thrse 
years,  but  aa  entitling  any  High  Contracting  Party  to  resume  his  tree- 
dom  of  action  If,  in  tbe  event  of  these  elrcnmstancea  not  having  cbaBg<  d 
within  tbe  said  period,  be  considered  that  hla  economic  eonditlons  we « 
detrimentally  affected  by  the  maintenance  of  any  of  tbe  prohibitions  or 
restrictioaa  to  which  tbe  aforeaald  reaerratlons  refer. 

(b)  ad  No.  2. 
By  allowing  the  exceptions  ralerred  to  In  Article  6,  paragraph  2,  tie 

High  Contracting  Parties  have  not  Intended  to  gilTa  perpetual  recogni 
tlon  to  their  existence,  bat  merely  to  indicate  that  the  necessity  of 
abollahing  tbeae  exceptiona  la  not  so  imperative,  in  view  of  tbeir  aligl  it 
importance  in  International  trade. 
(c>  ad  Na  2. 

Tbe  Hlgta  Contracting  Parties  declare  that,  by  accepting  in  tbe  caie 
of  Roomania.  in  consideration  of  her  exceptional  situation  of  fact  aid 
of  law.  the  reservation  concerning  emde  oil  in  aooordance  with  Artie  e 
d,  paragraph  2.  tbey  have  not  in  any  way  agreed  to  measares  of  pr*- 
bibition  or  restriction  for  this  product,  which  tbey  regard  aa  being  of 
very  great  importance  for  the  world  market.  Tiie  High  Contracting 
Partiea  feel  confident  that,  as  soon  aa  dreumstancea  aUow  ber  to  do  •». 
fioamania  herself,  acting  in  tbe  spirit  »f  tlie  preceding  paragraph  (» ) 
above,  will  aboliah  this  prohibition,  and,  in  tbe  neaatlma.  that  alie  wi  1 
take  into  account  the  Interests  of  tbe  aeigblMarlnC  contracting  coontrle  i 

The  Roamaniaa  Uciecatioa  fully  aaaoctataa  Rsrif  wltk  this  dedarii 
tlon. 
(d)  ad  No.  4. 


September  18 


1929 


(i)   8oop«  of  the  ProviBiom 

As  regards  paragraph  4,  it  is  understood  tliat  any  claims  for  cxcep> 
tlona  which  may  be  pat  forward  after  the  date  of  tbe  present  Conven- 
tion shall  re^er  only  to  prohibitions  or  restrictions  in  force  on  tliat 
same  date. 

(«)  Procedure 

1.  Any  High  Contracting  Party  may  make  known  by  a  communi- 
cation addreaaed  to  tlie  Secretary-Otfieral  of  tbe  League  of  Nations 
any  prohibitions  or  restrictions  which  be  desires  to  be  able  to  maintnin 
la  virtue  of  paragrapba  1  and  2  of  Article  6.  Such  communication 
nrast  reach  tbe  Secretary-General  befora  February  1st,  1I>28.  It  shall 
state  the  conditions,  if  any,  on  which  tbe  High  Contracting  Party  In 
question  would  b*  prepared  to  abandon  such  problbltiona  or  reatrictlona. 

2.  As  soon  as  possible  after  February  1st,  1928,  the  Secreta^- 
General  of  tbe  League  of  Nations  shall  notify  tbe  High  Contracting 
Parties  of  all  applications  which  he  has  received  under  tbe  preceding 
paragraph. 

3.  Any  High  Contracting  Party  wishing  to  make  obBcrratlona  on 
any  applications  so  eommunlcatad  may  forward  snch  observations  to 
th«  Secrets f7-0«Beral  of  tbt  League  of  Natlona  not  later  Uian  May 
1st,  102S.  As  soon  as  possible  sfter  thnt  date,  the  St'crrtary-Oeneral 
will  Inform  the  High  Contracting  Parties  of  all  observations  retelvrd, 

4.  Any  sppllcatlons  and  obaervatlons  mad<?  by  the  HiKb  Contra<-tlnff 
PartiM  ahaU  ba  naainad  at  Um  nsetiag  prorldad  for  la  Artkla  17  of 
tha  Oonrantlon. 

facnoM  ▼ 

M»  ABTtrf,«  T 

The  expraartoo  "  trada  of  tha  High  Contracting  Parties"  signlflea 
tba  trada  of  tlMlr  tarrltorit-s  to  which  Convention  applies. 

■■cnoN  VI 

Prohibitloni  or  raatrlctlons  applying  to  prison-made  goods  are  not 
within  tba  scope  of  tba  Convention. 

SacnoK  VII 

Should  any  prohibitions  or  restrictions  be  impoaed  within  tbe  limita 
laid  down  by  the  Convention,  the  High  Contracting  Parties  shall  strictly 
adhere  to  the  following  provisions  aa  regards  licences  : 

(a)  The  conditions  to  be  fulfilled  and  the  formalities  to  be  observed 
In  order  to  obtain  licences  shall  be  brought  immediately  in  the  clearest 
and  most  definite  form  to  the  notice  of  the  public ; 

(6)  The  method  of  issue  of  tbe  certlflcatea  of  licences  shall  be  as 
simple  and  stable  as  possible ; 

(c)  Tbe  examination  of  applications  and  the  issue  of  licences  to  the 
applicants  shall  be  carried  out  with  the  least  possible  delay  ; 

(d)  The  system  for  issuing  licenses  shall  be  such  as  to  prevent  tba 
traffic  in  licences.  With  this  object,  licenses,  when  issued  to  Individuals, 
shall  state  tbe  name  of  the  holder  and  shall  not  be  capable  of  being 
used  by  any  other  person. 

As  regards  tbe  allocation  of  quotfis,  the  High  Contracting  Parties, 
without  prbuouncing  upon  the  method  to  be  adopted,  consider  that  an 
equitable  allocation  of  such  quotas  is  one  of  the  essential  conditions  fur 
the  equitable  treatment  of  intornational  trade. 

In  faith  WHBaxoF  tlie  FleQlpotentiaries  have  si^ed  tli«  present 
Protocol. 

DoNK  at  Geneva  the  eighth  day  of  November,  one  thousand  nine  hun- 
dred and  twi-nty-seven,  in  a  single  copy,  which  shall  l*e  dep.  sited  in  the 
archives  of  the  Secretariat  of  the  League  of  Nations,  and  of  which 
authenticated  copies  shall  be  delivered  to  all  Membcra  of  the  League  of 
Nations  and  non-Member  States  represented  at  the  Conference 
GERMANY 

Db.  TaaxoKLKNaoao 
AUSTRIA 

B.  PfI/COL 
BlilLGIUM 

J.  Bbcvr 

GRRAT  BRITAIN  AND  NORTHERN  IRELAND,  aad  those  Parts  of 
the  Britiab  Empire  which  are  not  tsepamte  Members  of  tbe  League  of 
Natlona. 

I  declare  that  my  signature  does  not  include  any  of  His  Britannic 
Majesty's  Colonies,  I'rotectoratea  or  terriuwies  onder  soseralnty  or 
mandate 


8.   CHAPUAlf 


BULGARIA 

Prof.  Geosodb  Da:«aTlow 
DENMARK 

J.  Clas 
EGYPT 

Sadix  Hxxsbi 
FINLAND 

Rafad.  BiicH 
FRANCS 

D.  Ssaauxa 
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HUNGARY 

Baran'tai  ZoLTlir 
ITALY 

A.   I>I  N0L4 
JAPAN 

ITO 

J.  TsrSHIMA 

LUXEMBURG 

Albert  Calmes 
THE  NETHERLANDS 

Dk  GHAArv 

F.    M.    WlBACI 
QOUMANIA 

D.  J.  Ghkoborio 

CASAE    POi'KHCU 

glAM 

CnAuooif 
SWITZERLAND 

W.    HTtJCKI 

CZKCIIOHLOVAKIA 
Dr.  iBb 
Crrtlrted  true  copy. 
For  the  Secrctary-Oencral: 


Director  of  tin  L^gat  tection. 
FINAL  ACT 

Following  a  Re«Mj|iitlon  of  the  Asaembly  of  tlia  I.«flgu«  of  Nations, 
adopted  on  September  2.'Vtb,  10*^4,  the  Council  Invited  tba  Economic 
Cofnmlit*')*  of  tli<*  I/engue  to  undertake  the  preparatory  work  for  the 
concltiHlon  of  »n  International  sgreemi-nt  having  as  Its  object  tlia 
abolition  of  import  and  export  problliitlons  and  restrictions. 

During  the  yean  1029  and  1926,  the  Economic  Committee  undertook 
a  thorough  tnveiitlgatlon  of  this  matter  by  instituting  two  extensive 
enquiries,  approaching  first  the  Governments  and  then  the  commercial 
and  industrial  organiaatlons  of  all  countries  which  play  an  Important 
part  In  the  field  of  International  trade. 

The  results  of  this  careful  preparatory  work  are  recorded  in  the 
document  which  contains  tbe  Preliminary  Draft  International  Agree- 
ment, on  the  basis  of  which  tbe  discussions  of  the  present  Conference 
took  place. 

The  Conference,  convoked  in  accordance  with  the  Resolutions  of  the 
Council  dated  March  11th  and  June  14th,  1927,  met  on  October  17th, 
1927.  at  the  Palais  des  Nations,  Geneva. 

Its  discussions  resulted  in  the  framing  of  tbe  International  Conven- 
tion for  the  Abolition  of  Import  and  Export  Prohibitions  and  Restric- 
tions which  bears  to-day's  date. 

Tlie  Council  of  the  League  of  Nations  appointed  as  President  of  tbe 
Conference  :  N.  H.  Colijn,  formerly  Prime  Minister  of  tbe  Netherlands. 

The  secretarial  work  was  entrusted  to  the  following  members  of 
the  Economic  and  Financial  Section  of  the  Secretariat  of  the  League 
of  Nations  :  MM.  Stoppani,  Stencek,  Smets,  assisted  by  Dr.  Barandon, 
member  of  the  Legal  Section. 

The  Members  of  the  I^eague  whose  names  are  to  be  found  in  the 
list  below  took  part  In  the  work  of  the  Conference,  and  appointed  for 
this  purpose  delegations  composed  of  tbe  members  named  hereunder : 

GIBMANT 

Delegates  : 

Dr.    Ernst   Trendelenburg,   Secretary   of   Sute  to  tbe   Ministry  of 

National  Economy. 
M.    Adolf    Reinshagen,    Ministerial    Counsellor   in    the   Ministry    of 

National  Economy. 
M.  Aschmann,  Consul-General  at  Geneva. 
Substitutes  : 

Dr.  Kahler,  Counsellor  in  the  Ministry  of  the  Interior. 
M.  Eugen  Lfihr,  Counsellor  in  the  Ministry  of  Agriculture. 

_  ACSTRALIA 

Delegate : 

Major  General   Fir  Granville  de  Laune  Ryrle,  K.  C.  M.  G.,  C.  B., 
High  CommisKioncr  for  Australia  in  London. 
Expert : 

Mr.  C.  A.  B.  Campion. 
Secretary : 

Major  O.  C.  W.  Fnhrman,  O.  B.  E. 

^  AUSTRIA 

Delegates : 

Dr.  Richard  SchOUer,  Head  of  Section  In  the  Federal  Chancellery. 
Dr.    Charles    MSrth,    H*ad   of   SecUon    in    the   Federal   Ministry   of 

Commerce  and  Communications. 
Dr.  J.  Paul   Inama-Stemegg,  Ministerial  Counsellor  in  tbe  Federal 

Ministry  or  Commerce  and  Commtinicatlons. 
Dr.  PrM^ic  Distler,  Ministerial  Counsellor  in  the  Federal  Minlatry 

of  Finance. 
M.  Rodolphe  RSasler.  Ministerial  Counsellor  in  the  Federal  Ministry 

of  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 


Delegates : 

M.  J.   Brunet,   Envoy  Extraordinary  and   Minister   Plenipotentiary. 
M.   F.  van  I.>angenhove.  Chef  du  Cabinet  and  General   Director  for 
Forciffn  Commerce  in  the  Ministry  of  Foreign  Affalra. 

GREAT  BRITAIN  AND  NORTHERN  IRBI-IND  AND  THO.HE  PARTS  OF  THE  BRITISO 
EMPIRB  WHICH  ARE  NOT  SSrARATB  MRMRRR8  OT  TUB  UUflCE  OF 
NATIONS 

Delegate : 

Sir   Sydney   Chapman,   K.   C.    B.,   C.   B.    E.,    Economic   Adviser  to 
His  Majesty's  Government. 
Deputy  Delegate  and  Customs  Adviser  : 

Mr.  H.  V.  Reade,  C.  B.,  Assistant  Secretary  of  His  Majesty's  Cus- 
toms and  Excise. 
Deputy  Delegates  and  Commercial  Advisors: 

Mr.    Gilbert    C.    Vyle,   of   the    Aasoclaflon    of   British   Chamber   of 
Commerce. 

The  Uonourabla  F.  Vernon  Wllley,  C.  U.  G.,  C.  B.  ■.,  M.  V.  O. 
Secretary : 

Mr.  F,  A,  Orlffltbs.  11.  C. 

Oelegalt : 

M,  Oeergsa  Daoariow,  Professor  at  tbs  Unlvoralty  ot  Sofia,  M,  P. 

Dvlegata ;  . 

Mr,  W.  A.  Bidden,  M.  A.,  Ph.  D..  Dominion  of  Canada  Advlaoty 
OAcer  srcredlted  to  tbe  I.««gue  of  Nations, 

Delegate ; 

M.  rraaclaco  Walker-Llaarcs,  Profassor  at  tbe  University  of  San- 
tiago de  Chile. 

,-    .        .  CHIKA 

Delegate : 

M.  Chl-Tung-Halao,  Charg4  d' Affaires  of  China  at  Berne. 

^   .         ,  COU)IIBIA 

Delegate : 

Dr.  Efrain  Gaitan  Hurtado,  Former  Director  of  the  Diplomatic 
Section  in  the  Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs  at  Bogota. 

CUBA 
Delegates : 

M.  G.  de  Blanck,  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary, 

Permanent  Delegate  accredited  to  the  League  of  Nations. 
Dr.  Carlos  Armenteros,  Minister  of  Cuba  at  Berne. 

niNMABK 

Delegate : 

M.    J.    Clan,    Envoy    Extraordinary    and    Minister    Plenipotentiary, 
Chairman  of  the  Danisb  Commission  for  the  Conclusion  of  Com- 
mercial Treaties. 
Secretary : 

M.  G.  C.  Jorgensen,  First  Secretary  of  the  Danish  Commission  for 
tbe  Conclusion  of  Commercial  Treaties. 

ABT88INIA 

Delegate: 

His  Excellency  Count  Lagarde,  Due  d'Entotto,  Minister  Plenipoten- 
tiary, Diplomatic  Representative ^of  the  Ethiopian  Empire  accred- 
ited to  tbe  League  of  Nations. 

FINLAND 

Delegate : 

M.  Rafael  Waldemar  Erich,  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Pleni- 
potentiary at  Berne,  Permanent  Delegate  accredited  to  tbe  League 
of  Nations. 
Experts : 

M.  K.  R.  Savolahtl.  Consul-Oeneral,  Head  of  Section  In  the  Ministry 

of  Foreign  Affairs. 
M.    Axel    Solltander,    F\>rmer   Consul-General,    General   Manager   of 
tbe  Central  Association  of  Finnish  Wood-working  Industry. 

FBANCB 

Delegatea  : 

M.    Daniel    Serruys.    Director    of    Commercial    Agreements    in    the 

Ministry  of  Commerce,  Chairman  of  tbe  Delegation. 
M.   Roger  Fighlera,   Director  of  Commercial  and   Industrial  Affairs 
in   the  Ministry  of  Commerce. 
Substitute  : 

M.   Ernest   Lecuyer,   "Admlnistrateur  des   Donanes"   in    the   Mlnia- 
try  of  Finance. 
Experts : 

M.   Etienne   Fong^re.    Chairman   of  tbe  Silk   Federation  and  Chair- 
man of  the  Association  for  Economic  Expansion. 
M.    Michel    Aug^I.,arlb^,    Secretary-General    of    tbe    National    Con- 
federation of  Agricultural  Associations. 
M.    Ducbon,    Secretary-General    of    the    Union    of    Mechanical    E& 

gineers. 
Bl  Jacques  Lacour-Gayet,  "Agrig*  de  I'UnlversIt^ ",  Counaellor  of 
Foreign  Commerce. 
Secretary : 

M.  Henry  Gueyraud,  Secretary  of  Embassy. 


m' 


3738 


congeessiona:  j  record— senate 


I. 


of 


Commei  ce, 


the 


r 


I 


"N 


! 


Delegate : 

U.    VaMll!    Dendrtmli,    ChAtgi    (TAffalwi   of   Greece,    Permanent 
Delegate  accredited  to  the  League  of  Nations. 

IirNOART 

Delegate : 

M.    Alfred   do   Nlckl.   Coaoaellor   of   legation   In   the  Ministry 
Foreign   Affairs. 
Experts : 

Dr.  laso  rercneal.  CotiDwllor  at  the  MloUtry  of  Conneree. 

M.  Tlbor  Techy,  CounseUor  In  the  Ministry  of  Agrleultnr*. 

M.  Charles  Staub.  Secretary  In  the  Ministry  of  nnsnc*. 

IKDU 

Delegate : 

Sir  Basanta  Kumar  MuTllck,  Jadge,  nigh  Coart  of  Patnt. 
Expert : 

Mr.  H.  A.  r.  UodMj,  C.  I.  £.,  C.  B.  E.,  Indian  Trade  Commissioner 
la  London. 

IBISH    ntEE    STATa 

Delegates : 

Mr.    Michael    IfacWbfte,   Representatlye   accrtdited   to   the   League 

of  Nations. 
Mr.  T.  A,   Barrtngton.  Asalstant  Director  of  Commerce  and  T<fch- 
nical    Branch    of    the    Department    of   Industry   and 
Dublin. 

rtALT 
Delegates : 

The    Honourable    Fulvlo   Bnrldk,   Under-Secretary   of   State  In 

Ministry  of  Finance.  M.  P. 
M.   Angela   dl   Nola.    Dlrector-Goieral   of  Commerce   and   of 

norolc  Policy. 
M.     Faaquale    Troise,    Director-Oeneral    of    Customs    and    Indirect 

Taxation. 
Experts: 

The  Honourable  Gtno   Olivetti,  Member  of  Parliament. 

General  of  the  General  Fascist  Confederation  of  Italian  Indusiry 
Tb*   Honourable   Fermclo   Lantiui.   Member  of   Pmrllament,   Chair- 
man of  the  General  Fascist  Confederation  of  Italian 
M.  Antonio  Maroxzi,  Director-Oeneral  of  the  National  Fascist 

federation  of  Agriculture. 
Teebnteal  .\dTii>er  : 

M.  Era^mo  Carayale,  Head  Inspector  In  the  Ministry  of  Nati<inal 

Economy. 
Secretary  : 

M.  Gnldo  Borga,  Vlce-Consal. 

JAPAJf 

Delegates : 

M.   Nobubuml   Ito,   Counsellor  of   Embassy,   Substitute  Director 

the  Imperial  Japanese  League  of  Nations  Ofllce. 
M.  Julcbl  Ttmshima,  Financial  Commissioner  of  the  Japanese 
emment  In  London,  Paris  and  New  Tork. 
Experts: 

M.  T.  Horlachl,  Secretary  of  the  Japanese  Embassy  to  His  Britan- 
nic Majesty. 
M.  S.  Tsmajl,  Secretary  In  the  Ministry  of  Finance. 
Secretary  : 

M.  S.  Kadowaki,  Attach^  of  Embassy. 

LATTU 

Delegate : 

M.   Charles  Dosmans,  Represents  tire  accredited  to  the  League 
Nations. 

I^TXIMBUBO 

Delegate : 

M.   Albert  Calmes,   Member  of  the   Superior  Council  of  the 

nomlc  Union  of  Belgium  and  Luxemburg. 
M.    L«on    Laval.    Vice-President    of    the    Luxemburg    Chamber 

Commerce. 
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Delegates : 

Dr.  Folkert  Evert  Posthnma,  Former  Minister  of  Agriculture,  In- 
dustry and  Commerce. 
M.  F.  M.  Wibaut,  Member  of  the  Netherland  Senate. 
M.  de  Graaff.  Former  Minister  of  the  Colonies. 

rOlAiTD 

Deleitate : 

M.   Francois  Dolezal,  Under-Secretary  of  Sute  In  the  Mlnlstrj 

Commerce. 
Members  of  the  Delegation: 

M.  Ren«  Sygletynskl.  Head  of  Soction  In  th«  Ministry  of  Indu4try 

and  Commerce. 
M.  M.   Sokolowski.  Commercial  Adviser  to  the  Polish  Legation 

the  President  of  the  German  Belch. 
M.  I>onard  Krawulski,  CounseUor  in   the  Ministry  of  Agrlcult 
M.  Tadeusx  Gwiasdowski,  Counsellor  of  Legation  at  the  Pennai^t 

Delegation  accredited  to  the  League  of  Natlona. 
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M.    Jeny    Nowak,    Ministerial    Counsellor    In     the     Bflnlstry    of 

Finance. 
M.  Adam  Benls,  Secretary  of  I.«gatlon  In  the  Ministry  of  Foreign 

Affairs. 

POBTCOAL 
Delegate  : 

M.  Francisco  de  Calbelros  e  Menexes,  First  Secretary  of  I.«pgatlon, 
Chief  of  the  Portuguese  Office  accredited  to  the  League  of 
Nations. 

BOrUANU 

Delegates : 

M.  Alexandre  Zooceanu,  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  Delegate  to  the 

Reparations  Commls^on. 
M.  D^metre  Ghcorghlu,  Director  of  the  Roumanian  National  Bank, 

Former   Secretary-General   of   the   Ministry    of   Finance,    Former 

Director-General  of  Customs. 
M.  Ctear  Popescu,  Director-General  of  Industry  in  the  Ministry  of 

Industry  and  Commerce. 

KINGDOM  or  TUB  SERBS,  CROATS  AND  SLOTBHBS 

Deleicate : 

M.    Constantin     Fotitcb,    Permanent    Delegate    accredited     to    the 
League  of  Nations. 
Substitutes : 

M.  Georges  Curdn,  St-cretary-General  of  Industrial  Corporations. 
M.  Milan  LaxareTi<i,   Inspector  in   the   Ministry  of  Commerce  and 
Industry. 

SUM 

Delegate : 

His  Flighness  Prince  Charoon.  EInvoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister 
Ilenipotentlary  to  the  President  of  the  French  Republic. 

HwauBM 
Delegate : 

M.   Modig    (Einar),   Under-SecreUry  of  SUte  in   the   Ministry   of 
Commerce. 
Substitute  : 

M.  Hennlngs  (Elnar^,  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Pleni- 
potentiary to  the  Swiss  Federal  CounclL 

■  WITZBRLAXD 

M.  Walter  Stuckl.  Head  of  the  Commerce  Division  In  the  Federal 
Department   of   Public   Economy. 
Secretary : 

M.  Henry  de  Torrentfi,  Secretary  of  the  Federal  Division  of 
Commerce. 

CXBOHOeLOYAKIA 

Delegate: 

Dr.  Vincent  Ibl.  Counsellor  of  Lf'gation  in  the  Ministry  of  Foreign 
Affairs. 
Experts : 

Dr.  Adolf  Ottis,   Counsellor  in   the   Ministry   of  Commerce. 

Dr.  Bohumir   Hanosek.   Counsellor   In   the  Ministry  of  Agriculture. 

Dr.  A.  8ch5nbacb,  Ministerial  Counsellor  In  the  Ministry  of  Finance. 
Secretary : 

Dr.  Ladislay  Radimsky,  Secretary  In  the  Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs. 
,  In  addition,  the  following  countries  not  Members  of  the  League  of 
Nations  accepted   the   invitation   of   the   Council   to   participate   in   the 
Conference,  and  for  this  purpose  appointed  the  Delegations  whose  mem- 
bers are  set  out  l>elow  : 


Delegates : 

Badlk  licneia  Pacha.  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Iklinister  Plenipo- 
tentiary to  His  Majesty  the  King  of  Italy,  Chairman  of  the 
Delegation. 

Abdel  Razak  Aboul  Khelr  Bey,  Chief  Inspector  of  the  Customs 
Administration. 

Abdul  Rahman  Fikry  Bey,  First  Secretary  of  the  Legation  to  His 
Britannic  Majesty. 

M.  Ahmed  Neguib,  Assistant  Finsncial  Secretary  in  the  Ministry 
of  Finance. 

UKITED  STATES   Or  AUEBICA 

Delegate : 

Mr.  Hugh  R.  Wilson,  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary to  the  Swiss  Federal  Council. 
Experts : 

Mr.  H.  Lawrence  Groves,  Commercial  Attache  to  the  United  States 

of  America  Legation  at  Vienna. 
Mr.  Charles  E.  Lyon,  Commercial  Attache  to  the  United  States  of 

America  Legation  at  Berne. 
Mr.  Percy  W.  Bidwell,   Representative  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 
Mr.   Harry  F.   Worley,  United   States  of  America  Treasury   Repre- 
sentative, Customs  Attache. 
Secretary  to  the  Delegation  : 

Mr.  S.  Plnkney  Tuck,  Consul  at  Geneva. 

TVBKBT 

Delegate : 

M,  Mehmed  KemeJ  Bey,  Consul  at  Geneva. 
The    International    Chamber    of    Commerce,    having    been   Invited    by 


the  Council  to  partiripate  in  the  Conference  in  a  consultative  capacity, 
appointed  the  following  Delegation  for  the  purpose  : 

Dr.  Georges  Rocb^,  Chairman  of  the  Delegation,  Managing  Director 
of  the  "  KstablisKemcuts  Poulenc  Fr^res  ',  President  of  the 
Union  of  Special  Chemical  Industries. 
Mr.  Washington  Irving  Bullard,  Banker  and  Textile  Manufacturer. 
Former  Senior  Vict^ President  of  the  Boston  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, Vlce-1'iesldent  of  the  international  Cotton  Conference, 
TresMurer  of  the  National  Association  of  Cotton  Manufactorers 
(U.  8.  A.). 
Dr.  Alfred   Georg,  Former   Chairman   of  the   Genevese  Chamber   of 

Commerce.    Former    .National    Counsellor. 
Dr.    Ernest   von    Slmson.    Secretary   of  State    (s.   D.).   Chairman   of 
the  Commercial   Political  Commission  of  the  Association  of  the 
German  Industry. 
Assisted  by  : 

Mr.    Basil    Miles.    American    Administrative    Commissioner    to    the 

International  Chamber  of  Commerce. 
Dr.  Gerh.ird  RIedl)er(j«  German  Administrative  Commissioner  to  the 

International  Chamber  of  Commerce. 
Mr.  Willard  IIUI.  .V8*istant  Secretary  of  the  International  Chamber 

of  Commerce. 

Dr.    Jean    Duchenols.    Assistant    Secretary -G«^eral    to    the    French 

National  Committee  of  the  International  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

The  Conference  held  fourteen  meetings,  from  October  17th  to  Novem- 

l>er  kth;  it  also  appointed  a  number  of  Committees,  which  held  frequent 

meetings. 

The    Conference    framed    and    adopted    the    International    Convention 
for  the  Abolition   of  Import  and   Ehtport   Prohibitions  and  Restrictions 
of  to  day's  date,  and  the  Protocol  annexed  thereto. 
The  Conference  also  made  the  following  declarations : 
1.  The  Conference, 

Approving  the  resolutions  of  the  International  Economic  Conference 
held  at  Geneva  in  May  1927,  relative  to  measures  for  the  prevention 
of  diseases  of  plants  and  animals  by  means  of  international  agreements; 
Considering  that  certain  of  these  agreements.  In  particular  the 
Berne  Convention  of  1881  against  phylloxera,  have  led  to  successful 
Joint  action  with  favourable  results; 

Considering  that  measures  against  epizootles  and  epiphytles  should 
have  in  view  only  the  protection  of  animals  and  plants  or  of  thelrBblic 
health  endangered  by  the  consumption  of  harmful  meat  or  plants, 
and  should  in  no  case  be  impo8(>d  or  enforced  as  a  means  of  hampering 
or  discriminating  against  the  trade  of  countries  exporting  products  of 
the  stockbreeding  Industry  or  agriculture ;  and 

Considering  that  It  is  desirable  to  adopt  only  measures  of  proved 
efficacy  and  to  make  their  severity  proportionate  to  the  risks  of  Infection 
anticipated  : 

Recommends  the  Council  of  the  League  of  Nations  to  undertake  with 
as  little  delay  as  pos-sible  and  In  the  manner  which  appears  to  It  moet 
expedient,  the  necessary  investigations,  consultations  and  enquiries  with 
a  vi.w  to  summoning  a  conference  or  conferences  of  experts,  with  special 
knowledge  of  all  questions  relating  to  the  prevention  of  diseases  of  ani- 
mals and  plants,  which  should  be  invited  to  propose  to  the  various  Gov- 
ernments Joint  action  that  would  be  effective  against  the  evils  that  all 
these  Govi-rnmcnts  desire  to  combat,  and  at  the  same  time  would  have 
duo  regard  to  the  sovereign  rights  of  States  and  the  interests  of  inter- 
national  trade. 

The  Conference  Is  aware  that  efforts  have  been  made  by  certain  coun- 
tries to  arrive  at  the  desired  results  by  means  of  bilateral  agreements ; 
it  recommends  that  the  bodies  to  which  the  Council  entrusts  the  inves- 
tigations deacribe<l  above  should  examine  the  provisions  of  such  agree- 
ments and  observe  their  effects. 

2.  With  reference  to  paragraph  6  of  Article  4  the  Conference  declares 
that  it  approves  the  resolutions  of  the  International  Economic  Con- 
ference held  at  Geneva  In  May  1927  relating  to  necessary  freedom  to 
procure  foreign  exchange  for  payment  for  Imported  goods. 

Z.  In  order  to  prevent  the  submission  of  any  reservation  under  Ar- 
ticle 6  of  the  Convention  In  the  case  of  certain  prohibitions,  concerning 
in  particular  skins,  hides  and  bones,  which  are  at  present  In  force  in 
a  large  number  of  countries,  the  Conference  recommends : 

(o)  That  the  countries  In  which  these  prohibitions  are  applied  should 
immediately  confer  together  with  a  view  to  ascertaining  whether  they 
could  not  simultaneously  renounce  all  reservations  in  this  connection ; 
(6)  That,  if  this  result  cannot  be  attained,  preparatory  work  should 
be  undertaken  in  order  that  the  question  may  be  settled  in  the  most 
satisfactory  manner  at  the  meeting  provkied  for  in  Article  17. 

4.  The  Conference  recommends  that  the  meeting  provided  for  in  Ar- 
ticle 17  of  the  Convention  should  take  into  account  not  only  the  com- 
mercial importance  of  the  countries  in  question  but  also  their  geograph- 
ical distribution,  and  the  possible  necessity  of  the  simultaneous  partici- 
pation of  certain  of  their  number. 

5.  The  Conference  declares  that  the  Convention  affects  neither  tb* 
tariff  systems  nor  the  treaty-making  methods  of  the  participating  coun- 
tries, nor  the  measures  taken  to  ensure  the  applications  thereof,  but  it 
expresses  the  firm  conviction  that  the  abolition  of  prohibitioBS  and  re- 
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strictlons  should  not  warrant  the  establishment  of  exce«sive  export  or 
import  duties  or  hindrances  of  any  other  kind  whk-h  would  replace 
thow  that  it  is  the  aim  of  the  Convention  to  remove 

It  declares  that  a   return  to  frivetlom  of  trnde  In  the  case  of  a   par- 
tlcular  product  entails  on  prcnlucing  and  consuming  countries  corrolailvo 
obllgntlons.  which  should  Uikc  the  form  of  «n  equitable  r*gtm..  In  ncnrd 
both  to  export  and  Import  duties,  e-peclnlly  In  cases  where  the  latter  are 
applicable  to  articles  manufactured   from   the  raw    material   for  which 
fr*^  exportation  is  to  be  rc-ostahllsh*  d  under  the  ConvenUon 
In  faith  whereof  the  delegate*  Lave  signed  the  present  Act 
Done   at   Geneva    the   eighth   day    of   November,    one   thousand    nine 
hundred  and  twenty  seven.  In  a  single  copy,  which  shall  be  dep>rtted  in 
the  archives  of  the  Secretariat  of  the  Ix-ague  of  Nations,  and  ol   which 
authentirated  copies  shall  be  delivered  to  all  Member,  of  the  League  of 
Nations  and  non-Member  States  represented  at  the  Conference  and  also 
to  the  International  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Pr  widen  t: 

H.    COLIJW 

Secretariea: 

P.  Stoppani 
Da.  P.  Baranoon 

C.  Smbts 

V.  Z.  8tbn(?bk 
GERMANY 

Da.  Tbendblbmbcbo 
BELGIUM 

J.  Bbcnet 
GREAT   BRITAIN   AND    NORTHERN   IRELAND    and    thoM   Parts   of 
the  British  Empire  which  are  not  Separate  Members  of  the  League 
of  Nations. 

S.  J.  Chapman 

P.  A,  Gbiitithb 
BULGARIA 

Prof.  Gborqbs  DamaIlow 
DENMARK 

J.  Clan 
FINLAND 

Rapabl  Ebich 
FE.\NCE 

D.  Sbrbutb 
HUNGARY 

BaKANTAI   ZOLTiM 

ITALY 

A.  Di  NOLA 
JAPAN 

Ito 

J.  Tsushima 
LATVIA 

Charlbs  Ddzmahb 
LUXEMBURG 

Albkrt  Calmbs 
THE  NETHERLANDS 

Db  Graatp 

F.   M.   WlBADT 
PORTUGAL 

F.  DB  Calhbibos  b  Mbitbzbb 
ROUMANIA 

D.  J.  Ohborohio 

CtBAM   POPBSCO 

KINGDOM  OF  THE  SERBS,  CROATS  AND  RL0VENB8 

COMST.   FOTITCH 
SLAM 

Charoon 
8WITZEEL.4ND 

W.  Stccki 
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

Da.  Ibl 
EGYPT 

Sadik  Hbkbiit 
International  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Geosobs  RocHi 

Willard  Hill 

Alp  Gbobo 
Certified  true  copy. 
For  the  SecreUry-General : 


i 


W' 


Dire^rtor  of  the  Legal  Section . 
Annbxbd  Dbtlaratiov 
The  delegations  of  France.  Greece,  Hungary,  Italy,  Portugal,  the 
Kingdom  of  the  Serbs,  CroaU  and  Slovenes  and  Switxerland,  present 
at  the  International  Conference  for  the  Abolition  of  Import  and  Ex- 
port Prohibitions  and  Restrictions,  deaire  to  place  it  on  rvcord  that, 
though  they  have  abstained.  In  the  desire  not  to  place  any  obstsde  in 
the  way  of  tba  succesa  of  the  Conference  and  not  t«  raise  between  the 
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partictpattec  Stmt««  a  eootroTewy  on  a  question  of  prlndple  which 
coatd  iMd  to  no  deflalte  eoocluston.  they  ar.'  nererthetes*  fully  eonylnced 
that  the  prohibiUon  of  Titlcnltaral  prodocts  cannot  be  Ju«tifled  on  the 
Croand  of  the  proTlalona  of  Article  4.  No.  4.  of  the  Convention. 

ruxncT 

D.  Saaatnra 
OREECE 

Vassiu  DnroBAMia 
HTNOABT 

BALiKTAi  ToLrrlM 
ITALY 

A.  Dl  NOI^ 
PORTT'OAL 

r.  DS  rALHirana  ■  Mxircxza 
KINGDOM  or  THE  SBBBS.  CROATS  AND  BLOVKNBB 

Cojtar.  FoTiTCH 
gWITZERL.\ND 

W.  Stccxi 
Certlfl«-d  true  copy. 
Tor  the  Secretary-General: 

Dkretor  of  the  Leffai  Beeiton. 
BUPILKMENTABT    AOREEME-VT    TO    THE    CONVENTION    OF    NO- 
VEMHEB    8th,    1S27.    FOR    THE    ABOLITION    OP    IMPOST    AND 
EXTORT   PROHIBITIONS   AND   RESTRICTIONS 

(Head*  of  States) 
Harlnff  regard  to  tha  Conrentlona  ai«ii«d  at  Geneva  on  November  8th, 
1027,  for  the  AboUtkut  of  Import  and  Export  ProhiblUoBa  and  Beatrlc- 

tlons ; 

Havlns  regard  to  the  provtelona  of  Article  17  of  the  aald  convention ; 

H.ive  appointed  as  their  Ilenlpotentlarlea  for  the  a»eetlng  provided 
for  In  the  wld  Artlci*.  namely : 

(LUt  of  Plenlpoteatiariea) 
who,   having  eommanlcated   their   full   powera,   found  In   good  tnd   doe 
form,  have  agreed  on   the  following  provUlons,  Intended  to  aupplement 
the  provlslona  of  the  aforesaid  Convention,  of  which  they  shall  funn  an 

Integral  part. 

ASTICXB   A 

The  Annex  to  Article  «  of  the  Convention  of  November  8th,  1927,  is 
aupplemented  as  follows  for  the  benefit  of  the  coantrlea  named  here- 
after: 

Smceptiont  aereed  to  mndrr  Parasr-aph  1 

Balgaria :  Rose  trees  and  roota  and  ahoots.     Export. 
Chile : 

Scrap  Iron  and  scrap  sine.     Export 

Mares.     Export. 
Czechoslovakia:   Hop  shoots.     Export. 
Portugal : 

Fine  wooL     Export 

Cork  m  the  raw  state.     Export 
twadea  :  Scrap  Iron.     Export 

Bmctptions  o^rreed  to  under  Parcffraph  t 

Caechofllovakla :  Qoartslte;.     Export 

■stonla  :  Platinum,  precious  stoDt-s,  pearM  a»d  coniB  (la  a  roogh  state 

or  finished,  loose  or  mounted ).     Export 
Portugal :   Pine  resin.     Export 
United  States:   Helium  gas.     Export 

Asneui  B 

The  nigh  Contracting  Parties  agree  that,  in  the  event  of  the  Agree- 
ment.* concluded  on  this  day's  date  relating  to  the  Exportation  of  Hides 
and  Skins  and  Bones  not  coming  Into  force  In  default  of  the  necessary 
ratifications,  each  of  them  shall  be  authorised  to  submit  subsequent 
regaests  for  exceptions  which  they  wers  entitled  to  submit  under  tbs 
provisions  of  Article  «  of  the  Convention  and  the  annexed  Protocol,  and 
which  they  have  not  submitted  In  view  of  the  aforesaid  Agreements. 

Such  requests  for  exception  sliall  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary- 
General  of  the  LeaciM  ot  Nations  before  September  80th,  1929.  and  aball 
be  notified  by  him  to  the  High  Contracting  Parties  before  October  Slst 
1929. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  undertake  to  meet  wlthoat  delay  upon 
vrceiving  an  invitation  from  the  Secretary-General  ta  order  to  examine 
the  requests  for  exceptions  referred  to  above. 

Aancui    C 

The  High   Contracting  Parties  agree  that  the  Convention,  In   order 

to  be  brought  into  force,  must  have  secured  either  ratification  as  pro- 

.^vtded  for  ta  Article  15  or  acoesBlos  as  provided  for  in  Artlds  It  ot  the 

said  ry>nTention  on  behalf  of  at  least  eighteen  Members  of  the  Leagne 

of  Nations  or  non-Member  Statea. 

The  ratifications   must   be  deposited  before  September  tOth,   1929. 

Each  of  the  High  Contracting  Parties  shall  h*'**  the  right  to  InCorm 
tite  Secretary-Qeaeral  of  the  Leagae  ot  Nattona  at  the  soaMat  mt  tht 
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<  eposit  of  his  ratification  or  of  the  notification  of  hto  accession  that  he 
■bakes  the  entry  Into  force  of  the  Convention,  in  so  far  as  he  U  con- 
<eraed,  coaditlonal  on  ratification  or  accesaion  on  behalf  of  certain 
(oantries,  without,  however,  being  entitled  to  specify  conntries  other 
than  tho!>e  named  below: 

J  Lostrla  Poland 

<  sechoslovaUa  Eonmanla 

irrance  Kingdom  of  the  Serbs,  Croats  and 

( ^nnany  Slovenes 

<Jreat  Britain  Switzerland 

:  limgary  Turkey 

taly  United  States  of  America 

.  apan 

The  Secretary  General  of  the  League  of  Nations  shall  Immediately 
I  nform  each  of  the  High .  Contracting  Parties  of  each  ratification  or 
accession  received  and  of  any  observations  by  which  it  may  be  accom- 
Itanled   In   conformity   with   the   preceding  paragraph. 

On  October  Slat  1929,  the  Secretary-General  of  the  League  of 
;  Nations  shall  notify  all  the  Members  of  the  League  and  non-Member 
States  on  behalf  of  which  the  Convention  has  been  signed  or  acceded 
10  under  Article  16  of  the  Convention  of  the  ratifications  deposited 
I  nd  accessions  notified  before  September  30th,  L929. 

AancLB    D 

If  It  appears  from  the  communication  of  the  Secretary-General  of 
I  he  League  of  Nations,  which  is  referred  to  in  the  last  paragraph  of 
I  he  preceding  Article,  that  the  conditions  required  In  virtue  of  the 
I  irst  three  paragraphs  of  the  said  .\rticle  and  of  the  annexed  Protocol 
lave  been  fulfilled  by  September  30th,  1929,  the  Convention  shall 
irome  into  force  on  January  1st,  1930. 

In  the  contrary  event,  the  procedure  laid  down  In  the  last  paragraph 
>f  Article  17  of  the  Convention  shall  be  followed. 

In  rAiTH  WHMKaoF  the  above-mentioned  Plenipotentiaries  hsve  signed 
the  present  Agreement. 

DoNK  St  Geneva  on  the  eleventh  day  of  July,  one  thousand  nine 
bundred  and  twenty-eight,  In  a  single  copy,  which  shall  be  deposited 
In  the  archives  of  the  Secretariat  of  the  League  of  Nations ;  certified 
true  copies  shall  be  forwarded  to  a'.l  the  Members  of  the  League  of 
l^atljutf  and  all  of  the  non-Member  States  represented  at  tbe  Conference. 
GERMANY 

Dr.    EHNST  TBKNDELBXBrBO 

UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA 

HIX3H  E.  Wilson 
[AUSTRIA 

Dr.  BiCBASD  ScHCLLSa 
IBELGIUM 

J.  Bbcnbt 
F.  VAH  LANoasHOva 
GREAT  BRITAIN  AND  NORTHERN  IRSLAJ4D  and  thoee  parts  of  tha 
Britiah   Empire   which   are   not   separate   Members  of   the   League   of 
Nations. 

I  declare  that  my  signature  does  not  include  any  of  His  Britannic 
Majesty's  Colonies,  Protectorates  or  territories  under  suzerainty  o^ 
mandate.  ^ 

8.  J.  CHAntA* 

INDIA 

H.  A.  F.  LiHDflAT 
CHILE 

Tom  is  RAMtsas  Faiaa 
IDKNMAKK 

J.  CLAW. 

WtixiAM  BoKsaao 
lEQYPT 

Samk  E.  Hamuli 
ESTONIA 

A.  BcHitnirr 
FINLAND 

ECDOLV  Bourn. 

GuNMAa  KraiJfAV 
FRANCE 

D.  Saaatrrs 
HUNGARY 

NlCKL 
ITALY 

A.  Di  NOLA 

P.  Taoisa 
Uapan 

ITO 

J.  TacrsmicA 
lUATVIA 

CHAai^as  DcBMAaa 
LUXSMBUBCI 


NETHERLANDS 

POBTHrifA 

P.    M.    WtBAtJT 

H.    DB    ORAArr 

POLAND 

Fh.u*coi8  DOLasAL 
PORTUGAL 

A.  D'OuvaiRA. 

F.  Da  Calubibos  B  McNazas 
BOUM.A.NIA 

Aktoniadb. 

D.  T.  Ghborchid 

CaSAR     P6PB8CO 

KINGDOM    OF   THE   SERBS,    CROATS   AND   SLOVENES 

Const.  Fotitch 

Gborobs  Ccbcih 
SIAM 

Chaboon 
SWEDEN 

KlNAR    MODIO 

SWITZERLAND 

W.   RTrcKi 
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

IBL 

TURKEY 

Hassan 
Certified  true  copy. 
For  the  Secretary-General : 
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Leoal  Adviaer  of  the  Becretariot. 
PROTOCOL  TO  THE   SUPPLEMENTARY   AGREEMENT 
At  the  moment  of  proceeding  to  the  signature  of  the  Supplementary 
Agreement  to  the  International  Convention  for  the  Abolition  of  Import 
and  Export  Prohibitions  and  Restrictions  signed  on  this  day's  date    the 
und-rsigni-d,  duly  authorised,  have  agreed  on   the  following  provisions 
which    are   intended    to    ensure    the    application    of    the    Supplementarv 
Agreement : 

SacTiON  I 
The  High  Contracting  Partios  declare  that,  in  the  text  of  the  Sup- 
plementary Agreement  of  this  day's  date,  the  expression  "  the  Conven- 
tion "  shall  be  taken  to  mean  both  the  International  Convention  for 
the  Abolition  of  Import  and  Export  Prohibitions  and  Restrictions  dated 
November  8th,  1927.  and  the  SupplemenUry  Agreement  of  this  day's 
date. 

SXCTION    II 
Ad  Article  A. 

(o)  Cork  in  the  raw  state.  In  respect  of  which  an  exception  has  been 
allowed  for  Portugal,  does  not  include  scrap  cork,  or  cork  In  agglome- 
rated form,  In  shavlngn,  or  In  sheets. 

(b)  Although  the  exceptions  set  out  In  Article  A,  Uke  those  appearing 
In  the  .\nnex  to  Article  6  of  the  Convention,  have  been  allowed  on  the 
condition  that  the  countries  benefiting  thereby  shall  sign  the  present 
Supplementary  Agreement  on  the  day  of  the  general  signature.  It  has 
appoare<l  equitable  to  grant  an  extension  of  time  up  to  August  Slst 
1928.  Inclusive,  to  Bulgaria,  Portugal  and  the  United  States  of  America.' 

(c)  As  regards  the  exception  of  hop  shoots  which  has  been  agreed  to 
in  favour  of  Csochoslovakia  under  paragraph  i  of  Article  6  of  the  Con- 
vention, the  High  Contracting  Parties  declare  that  their  consent  has 
been  jriven  In  return  for  the  written  undertaking  entered  Into  by  the 
Csechoalovak  delegaUon  to  allow  the  free  export  of  this  product  to  all 
countries  which  now  or  In  the  future  guarantee  Csechoslovakis  by  legis- 
lative or  contractual  measnres  the  protection  of  the  appellation  of 
origin  of  Cxechoslovak  hops. 

Mj  A-*    t     „  SacnoN  III 

Ad  Art\cXe  B. 

The  High  Contracting  Parties  agree  to  recognise  in  the  case  of  Italy 
the  application  of  the  provision  of  the  Protocol  to  the  International 
Agr.-emtnt  relating  to  the  Exportation  of  Bones  (Section  i,  ad  Article 
I  (a)).  In  the  event  of  the  said  Agreement  coming  Into  force. 

A  ,  A  j^  ,    ^  SacTioN  IV 

Ad  Arttele  O. 

(o)  Owing  to  the  position  of  the  United  States  In  consequence  of 
a  short  Session  of  Congress  in  the  year  1928-29,  the  High  Contracting 
Parties  agree  that.  If  the  ratification  of  the  United  States  has  been 
asked  for  under  paragraph  3  of  Article  C  and  has^ot  been  deposited  by 
Stptomber  30th,  1929,  the  Convention  shall  come  Into  force  on  January 
1st,  1930,  provided  that  all  the  other  countries  on  which  the  entry  into 
force  of  the  Convention  depends  snd  the  total  number  of  which  would 
in  this  case  be  reduced  to  seventeen  shall  have  notified  the  Secretary- 
General  of  the  Ltasue  of  Nations  of  their  ratifications  or  accessions  be- 
fore September  30th.  1929,  and  provided  no  objection  is  raised  before 
November  16th,  1929.  by  any  of  the  countries  which,  at  the  time  of  the 
deposit  of  their  ratification  or  accession,  made  tiie  entry  Into  force  of 


the  Convention,  in  so  far  as  they  were  concerned  conditional  upon  the 
ratificaUon  or  accession  of  the  United  Statea  If  any  objection  is  raised 
the  last  paragraph  of  ArUcle  17  of  the  Convention  shall  apply. 

(6)  The  High  Contracting  Parties  decUre  that,  in  drawing  up  the 
list  of  countries  which  appears  in  Article  C,  they  have  been  chiefly 
guided  by  the  Interdependence  of  ceruin  interttfta  emphasised  in  the 
course  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Conference. 

They  have  thought  It  unn«>ce88ary  to  mention  countries  the  Inclu- 
sion of  which  would  be  Justified  oiUy  by  the  ImporUnce  of  economic 
Interests  or  considotitlons  of  geographical  situation. 

If  they  have  not  mentioned  certain  countries,  it  Is  because  those 
countries  at  present  Impose  no  prohibitions  of  any  Importance.  The 
High  Contracting  I'arties  think  they  can  rely  upon  their  ratification  or 
adhesion. 

In  rAiTH  WHBRBor  the  above-mentioned  Plenipotentiaries  have  signed 
the  present  Protocol. 

DoKB  at  Geneva  on  the  eleventh  day  of  July,  one  thousaixl  nine  hun- 
dred and  twenty-eight,  in  a  single  copy,  which  shall  be  depoaltod  in  the 
archives  of  the  Secretariat  of  the  League  of  Nations ;  certified  true 
copies  shall  be  forwarded  to  all  the  Members  of  the  League  of  Nations 
and  to  all  the  non-Member  States  represented  at  tha  Conference. 
GERMANY 

Dr.  Ernst  TRENOKLKNBrRa 
UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA 

HuQH  R.  Wilson 
AUSTRIA 

Dr.  Richard  SchCllbb 
BELGIUM 

J.  Brcnkt  E.  van  Lanoinhovb 

GREAT  BRITAIN  AND  NORTHERN  IRELAND  and  those  parts  of 
the  British  Empire  which  are  not  separate  Members  of  the  League 
of  Nations 

I  declare  that  my  signature  does  not  Include  any  of  His  Britannic 
Majesty's  Colonies,  Protectorates  or  territories  under  suzerainty  or 
mandate 

S.  J.  Chapman 
INDIA 

H.  A.  F.  Lindsay 
CHILE 

Tom  As  RamIrex  Fbias 
DENMARK 

J.  Clan.  William  BoRaaao. 

EGYPT 

Sadik  E.  Hbnum 
ESTONIA 

A.  Schmidt 
FINLAND 

RUDOLr    HOLSTt.  GCNNAX    KtBLKAN 

FRANCE 

D.  Sebbdts 
HUNGARY 

NiCKL 

ITALY 

A.  Di  NoLA  P.  Taotaa 

JAPAN 

N.  Ito  J.  Tsushima 

LATVIA 

CnARUCS    DUZMANS 

LUXEMBURG 

Albert  Calmbs 
NETHERLANDS 

POSTHUMA  F.    M.    WlBADT  8.   PS  QtUATW 

POLAND 

Francois  Dolbzal 
PORTUGAL 

A.   d'Oliveira. 
ROUMANIA 

ANTONIADB.  D.     T.     GnBORQHIU 

KINGDOM   OF  THE    SERBS.    CROATS   AND   8IX)VENES 

Const.  Fotitch  Qaoaoas  Cdbcin 

SIAM 

Chabooh 
SWEDEN 

EiNAR    MODta  » 

SWITZERLAND 

W.   Stlcki 
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

Ibl 
TURKEY 

Hassan 
Certified   true  copy. 
For  the  Secretary-General : 


F.  DB  Calhxibos  a  MsNazaa 


CasAB  Popaaoo 


Legal  Adviaer  of  the  Becretariot. 
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Amram  DbcIiASatiot 
Tlie  Aontrtan,  Germaa,  and  HTUgarUn  delegations,  in  accepting  In 
favoar  of  CxechoaJoraJda  the  exception  of  9uartsit«  ander  paragraph  t 
et  Arttcle  8  of  the  Conrentlon,  declare  that  their  consent  haa  only  been 
flren  In  retiim  for  an  undertaking  on  the  part  of  CaechoBlovakla  to 
Balntaln,  aa  long  aa  the  ConTentlon  remaina  In  force,  the  export  qaotaa 
anri  coDdltiona  provided  for  In  ipeclal  treaties  or  arrangements. 
OERMA>rV 

Dr.  Eawar  T«»wdbunbi'«o 
AISTRIA 

Dr.   RlCO&KD  SCBt^IXCB 

HUNGARY 

NirxL 
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

lUL 

FINAL  ACT 

The  Conference  conrened  In  parsuance  of  Article  IT  of  the  Conven- 
tion for  the  Abolition  of  Import  and  Export  Prohibitions  was  held  at 
Genera  from  July  3rd  to  lltli.  1928. 

It  drew  up  and  adopted  the  Supplementary  Agreement  of  even  date 
and  also  the  Protocol  aunoxed   thereto. 

The  Council  of  the  League  of  Nations  appointed  aa  President  of  the 
Conference  : 

M.  U.  CoIIJn,  ex-Prlme  Minister  of  the  Netherlands. 

The  secretarial  work  was  entrusted  to  M.  Stencek.  M.  Smeta  and  M. 
Hu«sJein.  mrmbtTS  of  the  Economic  and  Financial  Section,  assisted  by 
M.  Barandon  and  M .  Arcoleo,  members  of  the  Legal  aectlon. 

The  toUowlng  Members  of  the  League  and  non-Member  States  took 
part  In  the  work  of  the  Conference  and  appointed  delegations  composed 
•f  the  following  members : 

Dr.  Brast  Trendelenburg.  SecreUry  of  State  at  the  Ministry  of 
National  Kconumy. 

M.  Adolf  Reinahagen,  Ministerial  Counsellor  at  the  Ministry  of 
'.■National  Economy. 

M.  Eugen  L6hr,  Ministerial  Counsellor  at  the  Ministry  of  Agri- 
culture. 

ACSTXtA 

Dr.  Richard  SchQller,  Head  of  Section  at  the  Federal  Chancellory, 
Department  for  Foreign  Affairs. 

BHiRirif 

M.  J.  Brunet.  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary. 
M.  van  Langenhove.  Director-General  of  Foreign  Trade  and  Chef  de 
Cabinet  of  the  Ministry  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
OBB.\T  BarrAiif  akd  mokthsr.'*  laaiaNo  and  thosb  parts  o»  thb  bbitibb 

■  MPiaS  WHICH  ASB  N<  >T  SKPAaATS  MBMBHBS  OF  THB  UUQCB  Of  NATIONS 

Sir  Sydney  Chapman,  K.  C.  B..  C.  B.   E.,  Chief  Economic  Adviser 
to  H.  M.  Government  in  Great  Britain. 
Secretary : 

Mr.  Frank  A.  Oriffltha,  M.  C. 

CHILS 

M.  Tomas  Ramlrx.  Deputy,  former  Minister  of  State,  Professor  of 
Political  Economy  and  CivU  Law  at  the  University  of  Santiago. 

OBNMAaK 

First  Delegate: 

M.   C.  J.   T.  Clan,   Envoy   Extraordinary   and   Minister  Plenipoten- 
tiary, President  of  the  Commercial  Treaties  Commission. 
Second  IH- legate : 

M.  William  Borberg.  Permanent  Danish  Representative  accredited 
to  the  League  of  Nations. 

■QTPT 

Sadik  Henein  Pacha.  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary accredited  to  H.  M.  the  King  of  Italy. 

BSTONU 

M.  A.  Schmidt,  Assistant  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs,  SMobIsd 
Delegate  to  the  Seventh  Sesaiou  of  the  League  Asasmbly. 

rSITSD  STArSS  OV  AMBBICA 

Mr    Huch  R.  WUson,  American  Minister  to  Switaerlaad. 
Technical  Assistants : 

Dr.    Perry    Bi<lwell.    Representative    of   the    Uatted    States    Tariff 

Commission  at  Brussels. 
Mr.  Charles  B.  Lyon,  Commercial  Attach^  of  the  American  Legation 
at  Berne. 
^~^-^-Mr.  Ilerrepont  Moffat  Secretary  of  the  American  Legation  at  Berne. 
Secretary  of  Delegation : 

Mr.  8.  Pinkney  Tuck.  American  Consul  at  Genevm. 

nXUAND 

M.  Rudolf  Holstl.  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipoten- 
tiary,  Permanent  Delegate  accredited  to  the  League  of  Nations. 

IL  Ounnar  Kihiman,  Director  of  I'olitical  and  Commercial  AiTaiis 
St  the  Ministry  for  Foreign  Aitalrs. 
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FKANCa 

Delegates :  

M.    Daniel    Serruys,   Director   of   French    Commercial    Agreements, 

Chairman  of  the  Economic  Committee. 
M.   Roger  Flghlera,  Director  of  Commercial   and   Industrial   Affairs 
at  the  Ministry  of  Commerce. 
Assistant  Delegate  : 

M.    Ernest    L^uyer,    Customs    Administrator    at    the    Ministry    of 

Finance. 
Expert : 

M.  Jacques  Laconr-Oayet,  Agr6g6  of  the  University,  Counsellor  of 
Foreign  Trade. 
Secretary  : 

M.  Henry  Gneyrand,  Secretary  of  Embassy. 

HLNGABT 

M.  Alfred  de  Nlckl,  Counsellor  of  Legation. 
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For  tite  Secretary -GenersI : 

Lepal  Advisor  of  tht  Beeretariat. 
Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  invite  the  attention  of  tbe 
Senate  to  the  treaty  which  I  hare  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations.  It  deals  with  the  proposition  of  abolish- 
ing  or  doing  away  with  certain  restrictions  and  prohibitions 
which  foreign  countries  have  heretofore  been  making  against  tbe 
importation  of  goods  from  this  country,  Tiie  treaty  haa  the 
uuanimoua  approval  of  the  Foreign  Belationa  Committee.  It  is 
somewhat  extended. 
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I  hare  h<Yr.  ff  the  Senators  desire  to  hear  it  read,  a  llBt  at 
Boine  of  tlie  conunoditte*  which  are  alTorted  by  the  treaty.  They 
co(itii>t  of  fruit  preserve's,  canned  g(»otl9,  siUc  goods,  certain  mb- 
ber  Koods,  leatlier  fix>twear,  aluminum  ware,  water  turbines, 
electric  machinery  and  apparatus,  including  radioa,  automobiles, 
motors,  films,  crude  petroleum,  aniline  dyestiifTs,  crude  and  re- 
fined mineral  oils,  lubricating  oils  and  radio  apparatus. 

I  niijj  say  that  the  principal  commodities  or  articles  affected 
are  automobiles,  but  there  are  a  number  of  other  commodities 
of  less  lmiR»rtance :  Cereals  and  flours,  crude  bones,  cotton 
waste,  pofassium  chhiride  and  sulphate,  ammonium  sulphate 
and  compound  fertiliaers,  coal-tar  products,  prepared  hides  and 
Bltins. 

That  illustrates  the  list  of  articles  which  some  of  the  coun- 
tries have  been  in  the  habit  of  prohibiting  or  restrlcdng  to  such 
an  extent  that  it  amounted  to  prohibition.  Our  Government 
has  succeeded  in  making  a  treaty  which  practically  eliminates 
all  of  those  resifrlctions  or  prohibitions. 

The  treaty  does  not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  tariff- 
making  functions  of  the  different  govenunents.  It  provides  that 
it  iloes  not  apply  to  prison-made  goods.  So  far  as  the  commit- 
tee was  able  to  ascertain  there  are  no  liabilities  upon  the  part 
of  our  Govemmenr.  It  seems  to  be  a  treaty  in  which  we  are 
largely  the  beneficiaries. 

I  read  a  letter  from  the  now  President  of  the  United  States, 
\%Titten  while  he  was  Secretary  of  Commerce,  relating  to  this 
particular  treaty: 

He  says: 

While  It  ts  regrettable  tbat  the  cnnveotion  as  finally  worked  «at  has 
b*en  weakened  In  some  rei<p«^<rt8  from  the  orl^nal  draft,  by  tlM  restrlc- 
tlonii  which  various  countries  are  permitted  to  maintain  temporarily,  It 
appears  that  the  T'nited  States  ha^  notbinK  to  lose  aad  considerable  to 
gain  by  sliniln?  the  convention  at  this  time.  Aecording  to  my  Infor- 
mation, It  has  not  been  the  policy  or  practice  of  the  United  States  to 
maintain  any  import  or  export  restrictions  of  the  ^cype  cood«mned  by 
the  conventkao.  with  the  possible  exception  of  oar  export  restrietloB 
on  helium,  and  th.it  can  well  be  regarded  as  covered  by  the  general 
reservation  for  restrictions  on  military  sapplles.  Tbii  eonotry  would, 
therefore,  appear  to  be  In  harmony  with  the  standards  of  trade  control 
established  by  the  convention,  without  having  to  make  any  cbaages  lo 
our  present  practices. 

The  treaty  was  also  approved  by  President  Coolidge,  as  It  was 
negotiated  under  his  administration,  and  also  by  a  long  letter 
from  Secretary  Kellogg,  whose  letter  is  here  upon  the  desk.  I 
have  nothing  further  to  say,  Mr.  President, 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDE>rT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BORAH.    1  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  examining  this 
treaty ;  in  fact,  I  did  not  know  that  such  a  treaty  had  been  ne- 
gotiated.   Does  the  Senator  call  it  a  reciprocity  treaty? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  presume  that  the  spirit  of  reciprocity  is  in  it. 
but.  as  I  said  a  while  ago,  these  prohibitions  and  restrictions 
are  principally  Imposed  by  foreign  countries,  and  the  benefit 
seems  to  be  largely  for  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KING.  Does  It  reduce  the  tariffs  imposed  by  other  coun- 
tries upon  products  Imported  from  the  United  States  into  those 
countries? 

Mr.  BORAH.  It  does  not  affect  tariffs,  but  has  to  do  with 
prohibitions  and  Mnbarg«>es  again.st  shipments  to  other  coun- 
tries. The  treaty  expres.-sly  provides  that  so  far  as  tariffs  are 
invulved  the  treaty  shall  not  be  in  any  way  an  impeachment  of 
the  right  of  any  government  to  levy  a  tariff. 

Mr.  KING.  I  should  like  to  have  the  treaty  read  before  It 
shall  be  finally  voted  on. 

Mr  DILI,.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL  Does  the  treaty  limit  the  rigbt  of  this  country 
to  lay  embarjToes  against  the  imiwrtation  of  goods? 

Mr.  r.<.>RAH.  Embargoes,  yes;  but  It  does  not  limit  our  right 
in  any  way  with  reference  to  the  making  of  tarlfEk 

Mr.  DILL.  With  regard  to  what  articles  does  It  limit  us  as 
to  embargoesT 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  Pr8«ld»t,  may  I  tntermpt 
the  Senator? 

The  VICE  PHBSIDBNT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 
to  tlie  Senator  from  Montana  T 

Mr.  BORAH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  An  I  not  Hght  In  saying  tbat  it 
prohibits  us  as  well  as  all  other  countries  from  Imposing  any 
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prohibitions  except  those  reserved,  and  that  we  have  reserved 
the  right  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  helium? 

Mr.  BORAH.     Exartiy. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Except  for  heliuu),  it  applies  to 
all  commoditJes? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  understand  that  Is  correct.  The  United  States 
has  reserved  the  right  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  helium. 

Mr.  DILL.  Was  it  the  view  of  the  committee  that  the  treaty 
does  not  impose  any  particularly  objectionable  restrictions? 

Mr.  BORAH.     Yes;  that  was  the  view  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  vrill  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Penn.sylvania? 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  himself  is  satisfied,  is  he  not,  that 
this  treaty  would  not  interfere  with  our  right  to  exclude  convict- 
made  giXKls? 

Mr.  BORAH.  Oh,  yes;  the  treaty  expressly  provides  for 
that. 

Mr.  REED.     The  Senator  is  very  clear  about  It? 
I      Mr.  BOIiAH.    Yes;  the  treaty  expressly  covers  that 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  BORAH.     Yes. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  should  like  to  make  an  Inquiry  of  the 
Senator  with  reference  to  prison-made  goods,  concerning  which 
I  find  there  is  an  eiception  In  section  6  of  the  protocol.  I 
should  like  to  inquire  whether  or  not  the  United  States  could 
impose  restrictions  ajrainst  the  importation  of  goods  made  under 
forced  or  compulsory  labor? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  suppose  that  this  Government  could  do  so, 
although  the  exception  is  limited  alone  to  prison  made  goods. 

Mr.  BLAINB.  There  is  a  provision  or  restriction  with  refer- 
ence to  prison-made  goods;  but  would  that,  by  Implication, 
exclude  the  Congress  from  the  restriction  or  prohibition  of 
the  importation  of  goods  made  by  forced  or  compulsory  labor? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  do  not  know  that  I  get  the  Senator's  Idea 
as  to  that. 

Mr.  BLAINB.  I  was  going  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  I 
am  preparing  an  amendment  to  section  307  of  the  administra- 
tive schedule  of  the  tariff  act  as  it  now  applies  to  convict  labor. 
The  amendment  which  I  am  preparing  will  extend  tJtje  prohibi- 
tion to  goods  made  by  forced  and  compulsory  labor. 

I  do  not  want  to  enter  upon  a  discussicm  of  it  at  this  time; 
I  merely  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  is  a  cer- 
tain type  of  labor  in  Great  Britain ;  tliere  is  a  certalo  tjpe  in 
India,  and  no  doubt  there  is  also  in  Italy  and  perhaps  in  other 
countries — I  am  making  an  examination  of  that  qneKtion— 
which  is  of  a  type  that  is  not  convict  labor  and  also  is  not 
free  labor.  The  distinction,  however,  Is  only  in  name  and  not 
In  the  type  of  labor  they  are  performing  and  the  character 
of  their  work.  They  are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  a  govern- 
ment which,  in  effect,  takes  away  their  entire  freedom  of  con- 
tract and  freedom  of  action,  which,  of  conrse,  is  analogous  to 
ctinvict  labm-.  If  this  treaty,  by  implication,  restricts  our  Oov- 
enuneut  or  prohibits  our  Government  from  enacting  legislation 
placing  an  embargo  upon  goods  which  may  be  mauufH(tiire<1. 
mine«l.  or  processed  by  this  type  of  labor,  then  I  should  like  to 
have  this  treaty  go  over  until  we  can  debate  the  question 
after  discussion  of  the  tariff  bill  shall  have  ended. 

Mr.  VANDBNBERG.  Prohibition  of  the  importation  of  the 
goods  the  Senator  has  in  mind  would  be  based  on  either  moral 
or  humanitarian  gr<tunds  would  it  not? 

Mr.  BLAINE,  Well,  there  will  be  those  who  contend  to  the 
contrary. 

Mr.  VANDENBEBO.  I  caU  the  Senator's  attenUon  to  the 
second  of  the  eight  formal  exceptions  in  article  4,  on  page  7, 
which  permits  each  countrj-  without  limitation  to  impose  Its 
own  prohibition  or  restriction  on  moral  or  humanitarian 
grounds.  That,  taken  in  conjunction  with  the  other  exceptions, 
would  seem  to  cover  the  Senator's  point,  I  should  think. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Aside  from  that,  there  Is  nothing  In  the  treaty 
which  would  restrain  us  by  reason  of  the  treaty  from  prohibit- 
ing such  goods  being  Imported  into  this  country,  if  made  by 
forced  labor.  If  we  saw  fit  to  enact  such  a  law. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  section  to  which  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan has  called  attention.  In  my  opinion,  does  not  afford  sufficient 
protection,  because  it  will  be  argued  that  some  of  this  labor  Is 
of  a  humanitarian  nature,  and  it  is,  as  in  the  case  of  the  British 
Government,  where,  as  the  records  show,  there  Is  little  crime  so 
far  as  convictions  show.  The  British  Government  views  many 
offenses  in  quite  different  light  than  does  America,  for  Instance. 
It  does  not  believe  that  imprisonment  is  a  deterrent  to  crime, 
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Interest  of  their  social  organlzaUon.  Therefore  they  have  set 
up  a  sy.«*tem  whereby  men  of  a  certain  age  guiltv  of  an  offense 
may  never  be  aec^ed  of  an  offense,  may  never  be  charged  for- 
mally with  the  offen.se.  and  may  never  be  convicted ;  and  yet 
those  same  men  are  placed  under  a  system  which  is  analogous 
whli'h  thT  WrfnT  n™  ^"^  this  country.  It  is  a  humane  sySem 
which  the  British  Government  has  adopted— I  think  one  of  the 
best  systems  of  enforcing  ciiminal  law  that  exists  to-day-and 
yet  those  gull  y  of  certain  crimes,  though  not  so  charged  in  a 
technical  legal  sense  and  never  formally  indlctod-nor  does  an 
information  lie  against  them-when  tliey  are  under  Uie  control 
of  the  Government  theirs  is  not  free  labor ;  it  is  exactly  the 
s;ime  type  of  laln.r  as  that  we  have  iu  our  80-call«i  reforma 
tories  and  other  Institurions  which  we  denominate  by  a  Ki 
obnoxious  name  than  that  of  penitentiary 

The  system  is  enUrely  different  in  India ;  it  Is  different  in 
Italy ;  and  there  are  other  forms  of  forced  and  compulsory  labor 
wlilch  are  of  a  much  more  objectionable  type  than  even  convict 
labor  If  we  are  to  be  prohibited  from  passing  prohibitions  and 
restrictions  to  keep  out  goods  manufactured  or  pro^««i  "r 
mined  by  that  type  of  labor,  I  can  not  support  the  trSty  with- 
out an  exception  being  made.  ireary  witn 

Mr.  BORAH.  My  opinion  is  that  the  treaty  would  not  pre- 
clude us  from  passing  such  a  law.  I^t  me  read  an  extfact 
from  article  4.  If  we  were  going  to  enact  that  kind  of  a  mSs- 
ure  it  would  nec-essarily  be  on  the  giouud  of  the  security  of  mir 
own  people  or  on  some  humanitarian  ground  or  some  moral 
ground  or  for  moral  rea.sons,  for  upon  no  other  ground  could  It 
be  bjised.     Article  4  provides : 

The  following  classes  of  prohibitions  and  restrictions  are  not  nro- 
hlbited  by  the  present  convention,  on  condition,  however,  that  they  are 
not  applied  In  such  a  manner  as  to  constltnte  a  means  of  arbitrary 
discrimination  between  foreign  countries  where  the  same  conditions 
prevail,  or  a  dlaguised  restriction  on  International  trade: 

1.  Prohibitions  or  restrictions  relattng  to  public  security 

2.  Prohibitions  or  restrictions  imposed  on  moral  or  "humanitarian 
grounds. 
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That  would  necessarily  be  the  ground  upon  which  the  Senator 
would  seek  to  impose  restricUons  in  the  instance  menUoned  by 

Mr.  BLAINE.  No ;  I  would  do  so  on  economic  grounds  I  do 
not  believe  that  we  can  support  a  prohibition  against  convict 
Ial)or  upon  humaiUtarian  grounds  or  moral  grounds-  It  must  be 
upon  an  entirely  different  theory— upon  economic  grounds— that 
free  labor  in  America  ought  not  to  be  put  In  competition  with 
convict  labor  in  a  foreign  country.  However,  free  labor  in 
America  to-day  is  put  in  such  competition.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  F)resent  law  is,  but  free  labor  in  America  is  put  in  competi- 
tion with  forced  and  compulsory  labor  quite  generally  Uiroueh- 
out  the  worid  and  that  type  of  IalK»r.  in  my  opinion,  affects 
American  workingmen  from  uu  economic  standpoint  not  i  nly  in 
degree  but  In  extent  of  product  far  in  excess  of  convict  labor 

They  have  practically  no  convict  labor  in  Great  Britain  for 
instance ;  but  they  have  In  great  amounts  8o^?alled  forced  labor 
under  a  very  hunumitarian  administraUon  of  the  criminal  laws 
of  the  British  realm.  "i"««i  laws 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah?  "isconsm 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  do. 

Mr.  KING.  D(»e8  not  the  Senator  think  he  is  emphasizing  too 
much  the  character  and  volume  of  labor  that  would  come  within 
the  categories  to  which  he  refers? 

I  am  somewhat  famlliai^perhaps  not  as  familiar  as  the 
Senatoi^-wlth  the  economic  conditions  and  the  reformatory 
conditions  In  Great  Britain.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  would  not 
desire  to  lay  down  the  rule  that  we  ought  to  make  an  excM>- 
tion  against  contacts  with  other  countries  and  with  their  prod- 
ucts If.  perchance,  there  were  some — and  there  will  be  verj'  few 
measured  by  the  number  of  employees— within  those  countries 
that  may  come  within  the  categories  to  which  he  has  r*-ferred 

Talve  it  in  the  United  States.     We  have  a  number  of  reforma- 
tories, as  the  Senator  said.     We  have  industrial  schools  where 
young  men  and  women,  particulariy,  are  temporarily  confined 
at  least  partially  confined.     The  efforts  which  are  being  put 
forth   are   reformatory   In    character.    They   are   not   tabooed 
They  are  not  o."«traclze(1.     They  are  not  characterized  as  crim- 
inals.   Tliey  are  not  .segregated  from   the  great  mass  of  our 
industrial  and  economic  life.     We  do  not  brand  them  by  any 
economic   segregation.     I    should    feel    somewhat    perturbed,    I 
should   regret,    if  Great   Britain   or   some  other  country   with 
which  we  are  having  dealings  should  raise  a  barrier  against 
any  possible  contact  with   commodities — and,   of  course,   they 
would  be  very  limited  in  voliune  or  value — that  possibly  may 


?hinl  V^°  *°»  '""I  "'*^*  ^^  I»'^ns  within  those  limits  I 
think  by  emphasizing  too  much  tlie  point  the  Senator^s  now 
making  we  should  be  interposing  obstlicles  to  thf"  lmbllita?Km 

^thwa/'lff  rr°;  ,'''^  ^^'^'^  ^  P""'"*^  imp^lim^nti' In  e 
pathwaj    of  men  and  women  who  are  making  forward  sIpiin 

mi7i;:!.i^t?c«T/rfi^"^^  ^^"^-^^  ^  -^  — '<^  '^^^^^^-sz 

nnJJiL  /  ^  "*'  '°*^''  *°  ^'•^t  "'^tain  was  onlv  for  the 
nfT^  "^^  °°/'';!!l'^  *  ^"*''^"^'°  »hat  arose  here  as  to  what  type 
of  labor  18  forced  or  compulsory   unless  it   is  CiHivlct  iBbJ^T 

Xtiom-int^*^"'  to  emphasize  the  imWtan<;?  of  ^is 
lnt?,^t;d  fn  ^i  ^^!  °'''^'  however,  that  those  men  who  are 
Ulterested  in  the  protection  of  American   labor  and  who  have 

S^rl  u^^l  **  ^^'''^'^  '^'^  convinced  that  forced  and  com- 
pulsory  labor  in  many  of  the  countries  Is  of  very  great  extent 
1  expect  to  have  the  data  upon  that  point  and  will  Inform  the 
Senate  upon  the  Importanc-e  of  that  verv  question 

e«tfmnf.''?Li"M  f /<*  3°^^°  convlcted  of  an  offense.  I  do  not 
estimate  that  that  is  of  any  great,  wide  importance.    It  is  Im- 

KK?*"h,  .  ^  ^/'  **"^  ^^^  ***  "  ^^  0'  forced  and  compulsory 
labor  that  IS  of  no  different  or  other  character  than  human 

fil^'w '•  ^J^'^  P'V'V'^  generally  in  many  of  the  countries  since 
the  World  \yar.  It  is  the  product  of  that  type  of  labor  against 
which  I  desire  to  place  restrictions. 

We  can  not,  as  a  country,  say  to  those  nations,  "You  must 
abolish  this  particular  type  of  enslavement  "  ;  but  we  can  say  to 
those  countries,  "  We  wUl  not  enter  Into  commercial  relation- 
ship Willi  you  so  long  as  you  employ  that  type  of  labor  in  the 
manufacture  of  your  articles  of  commerce."  We  can  say  that 
to  them,  and  we  ought  to  say  it. 

I  am,  therefore,  rather  impelled  to  ask  that  the  consideration 
of  this  treaty  go  over  until  there  can  be  some  discussion  upon 
this  question. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  should  have  no  objection  to 
the  treaty  going  over  if  it  were  not  for  the  fact  that  we  are 
limited  in  time  as  to  when  we  can  deposit  the  treaty  That 
is  the  reason  why  I  called  it  up  this  afternoon.  I  am  willing 
to  have  it  go  over  until  to-morrow  If  the  Senator  thinks  he  can 
be  ready  by  to-morrow. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  do  not  know.  It  Is  no  easy  ta.sk  to  prepare 
the  Information  and  make  It  valuable.  If  the  treaty  does  not 
affect  the  question  I  have  been  di.scus.sing,  then  I  have  no  dis- 
position to  postiwne  action  up<in  the  treaty.  I  think  by  to-mor- 
row I  can  convince  myself,  at  least,  whether  or  not  the  treaty 
prohibits  the  restriction  to  which  I  have  referred. 
Mr.  BORAH.  That  is  what  I  had  in  mind. 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  before  the  matter  U 
di^)osed  of  may  I  ask  a  question  for  Information? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 
Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Is  It  the  present  Information  of  the 
Senator  that  products  of  this  forced  and  compulsory  labor  are 
now  being  imported  into  our  country? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  They  manufacture  and  produce  part  of  the 
commerce  of  the  world,  and  we  get  our  share  of  It,  whatever 
that  is ;  I  do  not  know  how  much. 

Mr.  BORAH.    I  hope  the  Senator  by  to-morrow  will  be  able 
to  advise  us  whether  he  thinks  the  treaty  touches  the  matter 
to  which  he  has  referred. 
Mr.  BLAINE.     I  will  examine  Into  that  question 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  treaty  will  be  placed  on  the 
calendar.     Are  there  further  reports  of  committees? 
posT-orricE  NoiirwATiows 
Mr.  BLACK.     From  tlie  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post 
Roads  I  report  back  favorably  three  nominations  of  postmas- 
ters in  Alabama.     I  should  like  to  have  them  taken  up  now  and 
confirmed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Will  the  Senator  wait  until   U.e 
calendar  is  reached? 
Mr.  BLACK.     They  are  not  on  the  calendar. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     They  will  be  in  order  when   the 
calendar  is  taken  up.     Are  there  further  reports  of  committees? 

WAVAL   .NOM I. NATIONS 

Mr.  HALE,  from  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  reported 
sundry  nominations. 

EXBCUTIVB  CAI.SNDAa 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Are  there  further  reports  of  wm- 
mittees?    If  not,  the  Executive  Calendar  is  In  order, 

POST-OmcE  NOMINATIOrrs 

Mr.  MOSES.     I  ask  unanimous  consent  fw  the  cooflrioatioa 
in  block  of  all  post-ofilce  nominations  on  the  calendar. 
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Mr.  8HEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  will  tbe  Senator  yield  to 
ne  for  a  moment  ? 

The  VICE  TRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp 
■hire  yield  to  the  8i-nator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  M08ES.     I  do. 

Mr.  SHBPI'ARD.  I  wish  to  ask  that  Calendar  No.  42,  Loaiii 
O.  Murnzler.  Now  Uim.  Tfx..  Ik?  n'furned  to  the  committee  until 
I  cnn  <>xnmine  some  data  in  rrgard  to  it.  I 

•Mr.  MUSES.  With  tbe  exception  of  Calendar  No.  42,  then.  ] 
make  tlie  requent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection.  Calendar  No.  41 
will  be  recommitted,  and  the  other  nominations  of  poetmasten 
will  l>e  f-ouftrtned. 

Mr.  MOSES.  I  now  axk  unanimoas  c(Mi.<ient  for  the  presen 
oouaideratioo  of  the  noBiinations  of  three  postmasters  from  th^ 
State  of  Alabama  which  were  reported  by  the  committee  to-day 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  sUte  the  nomi 
na  tKms. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

LooIk*  RlchartlMm  to  b^  postmaster  at  Blo.vbars,  Ala. 
Jan^  M.  Voitx  to  b«  pontmaster  a    Daphne,  Ala. 
R«>liert  Ll  Frederick  to  be  postmacter  at  Red  Bay,  Ala. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Wlthoot  objecflon,  the  nominations 
will  be  confirmed. 

JJtUY    KOMLNATIOKS 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Ktao),  sundry  Army  nominations  were  con 
flrroed  in  block. 

T7!nTII>  STATES  COAST  OUABn  NOlflNATIONS 

On  motion  of  Mr.  JoivEs,  sundry  noraioations  In  the  Unitet 
States  Coast  Guard  were  confirmed  in  block. 

OALxromtiiA.  oisaia  coifxissioa  voiczNATioit 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Jones,  a  nomination  tor  the  Califomii 
DObris  Commission  was  confirmed. 

COAST   A!n>   OEOOmc    Sl'KVKT    IfOMINATIOirS 

C^  motion  of  Mr.  Joms,  sundry  nomlnatlcxia  for  the  Coes 
and  Geodetic  Survey  were  confirmed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    That  completes  the  ExecoUve  Cal 
radar.    All  reaolntions  of  confirmation  this  day  agreed  to  will  b » 
transmitted  to  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes. 


Mr.  flMOOT.  As  in  leglslmtlve  aeaaion,  I  m<yfe  that  the  ordei 
ftffrsed  to  this  roomlnf  for  a  recess  Dndl  to-morrow  at  12  o'cioH 
be  f-arrlnd  out 

Ti>o  motion  was  agrcad  to;  and  (at  4  o'dock  and  40  mlnnteii 
p.  n.)  the  Senate,  under  the  order  previously  entered,  took  i 
recesN  until  to-morrow,  Thursday,  September  19,   1929,  at  1 
e'ciock  merldtan. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  noml»atiomi  received  by  the  Benate  September  1 
(legMative  datf  of  September  9),  1829 

Ui«Ra>  Statbb  ArroBJriT 


Wlibam  P.  HufThea,  of  Florida,  to  be  United  States  Attorney 
soutliem  district  of  Florida,  vice  William  M.  Oober,  resigned 
(Mr.  Hughes  is  now  serving  under  appointment  by  the  court) 

Coast  Guabd 

The  foilowingoamed  ofikxn  in  the  Coast  Guard  of  tli< 
United  Stales: 

To  be  captaint 

To  rank  as  such  from  July  1, 1929 : 
Omnnndt'r  Harold  D.  Hinckley. 
Comnuinder  John  Bu»>deker. 
Ommander  Wllllaui  H.  Munter. 
Cominandt^r  Philip  W.  I.aurlat. 
Omiuauder  Leon  C.  Covell. 
C4)mmnndfr  Thomas  M.  MoUoy. 
To  rank  as  such  from  July  13,  1»29,  in  place  erf  Capt.  Jobt 
0.  Btxry,  deceased : 
(Commander  Edward  S.  Addl5on. 

To  be  captains  (enffineerittff) 

To  rank  as  such  from  July  1,  1929: 

Commander  (Engineering)  John  B  Turner. 

Conimander  (Engineering)  Charles  A.  Wheeler. 

Commander  (En^neering)  John  I.  Bryan. 

Commander  (Engineering)  Edwin  W.  Davis. 

Commander  (Engineering)  Charies  S.  B4K)t 

The  a»)ove-nam«>d  (^cers  have  passed  the  examinations  re 
quired  for  the  promotions  for  which  they  are  recommended 
This  la  te  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  entitlet 


"An  act  to  readjust  the  commissioned  personnel  of  tlie  Coast 
Guard,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approve*!  March  2,  1929. 

Appointment  in  the  Akmt 

CHKT  or  BRANCH 

To  be  Chief  of  Engineers,  with  the  rank  of  major  ffeneral,  for 
a  period  of  four  years  from  date  of  acceptance,  with  rank 
from  August  8,  J 929 

Brig.  Gen.  Lytle  Brown,  United  States  Army,  vice  MaJ.  Gen, 
Edgar  Jadwin,  Chief  of  Engineers,  retired  from  active  service 
August  7,  1929. 

Appointments  and  Pbomotions  in  the  Navt 

Capt.  Arthur  J.  Hepburn  to  be  a  rear  admiral  in  the  Navy 
from  the  6th  day  of  June,  1929. 

Commander  Arthur  K.  Atkins,  an  additional  number  in  grade, 
to  be  a  captain  in  the  Navy  from  the  13th  day  of  March,  1029. 

0>mmander  John  J.  London  to  be  a  captain  in  the  Navy  from 
the  2Gtii  day  of  March,  1929. 

The  follow ir»g-na Died  commanders  to  be  captains  in  the  Navy 
from  the  6th  day  of  June,  1929: 

Alexander  S.  Wadsworth,  jr. 

James  S.  Woods. 

Commander  John  M.  Smeallie  to  be  a  captain  In  the  Navy 
frmn  the  18th  day  of  June,  1929. 

The  following-named  commanders  to  be  captains  In  the  Navy 
from  the  Ist  day  of  July,  1929: 

WUliam  P.  Gaddis. 

Kenneth  Whiting. 

Lieut.  Commander  Holloway  H.  Frost  to  be  a  commander  in 
the  Navy  from  the  29th  day  of  March,  1929. 

Lieut.  0)miimnder  Joseph  M.  Deem  to  be  a  commander  in 
tiie  Navy  from  the  6th  day  of  June,  1929. 

Lieut.  Commander  Lucius  C.  Dunn  to  be  a  commander  in  the 
Navy  from  the  18th  day  of  June.  1929. 

Lieut.  Commander  Robert  P.  Guiler,  jr.,  to  be  a  commander  in 
the  Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1929. 

Lieut.  Edward  Sparrow  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  In  the 
Nary  from  the  8th  day  of  January.  1929. 

Lieut.  Ben  H.  Wyatt  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  In  the 
Navy  from  the  21«t  day  of  January,  1929. 

JAeut.  Earl  W.  Morris  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  in  the 
Navy  from  the  27th  day  of  March,  1929. 

Lieut  Robert  W.  Fleming  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  in 
tbe  Navy  from  the  29th  day  of  March,  1929. 

Lieut.  WlllJam  J.  Morrott  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  In  the 
Navy  from  the  22d  day  of  May,  1929. 

The  following-named  lieutenants  to  bo  lieutenant  commanderi 
in  the  Navy  from  the  6th  day  of  June,  1929 : 

Robert  B.  Keating.  Evan  G.  Hanson. 

Philip  W.  Warren.  William  G.  Ludlow,  jr. 

John  N.  Walton. 

Lieut.  CmT\  W,  Brewington  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  In 
the  Navy  from  the  15th  day  of  June,  1929, 

Lieut.  Leonard  B.  Austin  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  In 
the  Navy  from  the  16th  day  of  June.  1929. 

Li«'ut  John  H.  Jenkins  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  In  the 
Navy  from  the  30th  day  of  June,  1929. 

The  following-named  lieutenants  to  be  lieutenant  commanders 
In  the  Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1929 : 

Andrew  R.  Mack. 

James  P.  Conover,  jr. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  James  B.  Volt  to  be  a  lieutenant  In 
the  Navy  from  the  3d  day  of  June,  1927. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Omer  A.  Kneeland  to  be  a  lieutenant 
in  the  Navy  from  the  3d  day  of  June,  1928. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  George  W.  Bauernschmldt  to  be  a  lieu- 
tenant in  the  Navy  from  the  lOth  day  of  June,  1928. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Edward  C.  Forsyth  to  be  a  lieutenant 
In  the  Navy  from  the  10th  day  of  January,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Robert  W.  Bodilion  to  be  a  lieutenant 
In  the  Navy  from  the  15th  day  of  February,  1929. 

Ueut.  (Junior  Grade)  Charles  C.  Phleger  to  be  a  lieutenant 
in  the  Navy  from  the  24th  day  of  Febrnury,  1929.    • 

Tlie  followinjj-namcd  lieutenants  (junior  grade)  to  be  lieu- 
tenants in  the  Navy  from  the  Ist  day  of  March  1929  • 

James  B.  McVey.  ' 

Edward  A.  Solomons. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Rogers  Elliott  to  be  a  lieutenant  in 
the  Navy  from  the  13th  day  of  March,  1929 

Lieut  (Junior  Grade)  Herbert  S.  Duckworth  to  be  a  lieu- 
tenant in  the  Navy  from  the  15th  day  of  March.  1929. 

Lieut  (Junior  Grade)  Frank  C.  Sutton  to  be  a  lieutenant 
in  the  Navy  from  the  26th  day  of  March  1929 
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Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  WllUam  B.  Holden  to  be  a  lieutenant 
in  the  Navy  from  the  29th  day  of  March,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Harold  E.  Parker  to  be  a  lieutenant  in 
the  Navy  from  the  20th  day  of  April,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Mauriet^  J.  Strong  to  be  a  lieutenant  in 
tlie  Navy  from  the  22d  day  of  May,  1929. 

Lieut.    (Junior  Grade)    Samuel  K.   Groseclose  to   be  a  lieu- 
tenant in  the  Navy  from  the  3d  day  of  June,  1929. 

The  following-named  lieutenants   (junior  grade)    to  be  lieu- 
tenauis  in  the  Navy  from  the  6th  day  of  June.  1929: 

Ce<il  C.  Aden,  an  additional       Edward  J.  O'Kane. 
n\imltei-  in  grade.  Vernon  O.  Clapp. 

Willard  J.  Suits.  Frederick  L.  Riddle. 

Owen  Re.  .s.  Russell  G.  Sturges. 

Ralph  F.  Bradford,  jr.  Robert  Hall  Smith. 

ilichael  J.  Malauaphy.  Henry  F.  MacComsey. 

William  B.  Ault. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Chauncey  Moore  to  be  a  lieutenant  in 
the  Navy  frf«n  the  13th  day  of  June.  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Robert  B.  Higgins,  jr.,  to  be  a  lieuten- 
ant in  the  Navy  from  the  15th  day  of  June,  1929. 

The   following-named  lieutenants    (junior  grade)    to  be  lieu- 
tenant.s  in  the  Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1929: 

Clarke  H.  I^ewis. 

K<»b<'rt  McC.  Peacher. 

D<>nald  H.  Johnston. 

Ensign  Clyde  F.  Malone  to  be  a  lieutenant  (junior  grade)  in 
the  Navy  from  the  4th  day  of  June,  1928. 

The  following-named  ensign.s  to  be  lieutenants  (junior  grade) 
in  the  Navy  from  the  3d  day  of  June,  1929: 
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William  O.  Floyd. 
Charles  H.  Lyman,  3d. 
Albert  G.  Muinnia. 
Benjamin  B.  C  Lovett. 
William  C  Sprenger. 
Carlton  B.  Hntchins. 
Dennis  J.  Sullivan. 
Walter  J.  Whipple,  2d. 
Harlan  K.  Perrill. 
Charles  B.  Hart. 
Marvin  P.  F^venson. 
James  H.  Ward. 
William  S.  Whiteside. 
Walter  C.  Stnhl, 
Herald  F.  Stout, 
Alvord  J.  Greenacre. 
William  G.  Myers. 
Nathaniel  S.  Prime. 
WcHley  A,  Wright. 
Philip  Niekuni.  jr. 
.John  L.  KurnMide,  jr. 
I'}<lmund  M.  Ragsdale. 
Charles  O.  Larnon, 
Thomas  M.  Whelan. 
Charles  F,  H<»me.  jr. 
John  H.  Ellison. 
Allen  M.  Kemper, 
Al.bott  M.  Sellers. 
Aujnistus  C.  Ix>ng. 
Josepii  F.  Malluch. 
John  0'Sh«*a.  jr. 
Jame?-  A.  Morrison. 
Leonidas  M.  Matthews. 
Fn^derlc  A.  Graf. 
John  C.  8.  McKilHp. 
John  B.  Mcljean. 
Charles  A.  Buchanan. 
Jo,seph  B.  Stefanac. 
Karl  J.  Biederman. 
Carroll  H.  Taecker. 
William  L.  Pryor.  jr. 
Willard  M.  Sweet ser. 
Clarence  Broussard. 
Herman  O.  Parish. 
Karl  F,  Poehlmann. 
Francis  X.  Carmody,  Jr. 
John  F.  Gallaher. 
Janies  B.  Pox. 
Nathaniel  C.  Barker. 
John  J.  Crane, 
William  G.  Cooper, 
Doujflas  H.  Fox. 
Fnink  B.  Schaede. 
Jo8«*ph  M.  Stuart. 
William  L,  Anderson. 


George  M.  Whitson,  jr. 
Wendell  F.  Kline. 
Donald  h.  Mills. 
Richard  M.  Boaz. 
Paul  W.  Watson. 
Allen  R.  Joyce. 
Ixjuls  E.  French. 
Clarence  O.  TafT. 
Stanley  G.  Nichols. 
Henri  de  B.  Claiborne. 
John  A.  Winfrey. 
ThefMlore  R.  Frederick. 
William  A.  Dolon.  jr. 
Ramond  C.  Ericson. 
EuKcne  F.  May. 
Wlliinm  T.  Jones. 
Harold  A,  Fravel, 
Frafik  T.  Butler. 
Henry  D.  Rozendal. 
William  R.  Smedberg,  Sd. 
Edwin  8.  Schanze. 
Hoy  wood  L.  Edwards. 
Wayne  H.  Miller. 
Francis  L.  Busey. 
James  E.  I.«eeper. 
Theodore  W,  Rimer. 
Boy  A.  Gano. 
Eari  K    Olsen. 
John  K.  Wells, 
Benjamin  Van  M.  Russell 
John  E,  Fradd, 
Charles  W.  Moses, 
Orville  K.  O'Daniel, 
John  K.  Reybold. 
Mannert  L.  Abele, 
Morton  K.  Fleming,  jr. 
Gerald  D.  Zurmuehlen. 
William  C    Eddy. 
John  A.  Glick. 
Charles  L.  Boyle. 
Morgan  Redfleld. 
Edward  J.  Bough  ton,  3d. 
Robert  G.  Armstrong, 
Ernst  A.  Ruth,  Jr. 
Barron  G.  Lowrey. 
Joe  B.  Paschal. 
George  W.  Campbell. 
Erasmus  W,  Armentrout,  jr. 
Paul  M,  Curran, 
Dlggs  Ix>gan. 
Joseph  H.  Willingham,  Jr. 
Rans(m  Fullinwider, 
John  L.  Woodbury, 
Charles  Jackson. 
Walter  L.  Dyer. 


Edward  S.  Hutchinson, 
Charles  T.  Singleton,  Jr. 
Paul  H.  Tobelman. 
Wilfre<l  BushnelL 
Louis  Shane,  jr. 
Paul  L.  Dudley. 
Eugene  S.  Karpe. 
Italph  D.  Smith. 
Jacob  E.  Cooper. 
Thomas  F.  Cordcy,  jr. 
Halph  E.  Westbrook. 
William  Turek. 
Luther  K.  Reynolds. 
Olin  P.  Thomas,  jr, 
James  N.  Shofner. 
Charles  J.  Whiting. 
Guy  B.  Helmlck. 
Robert  R.  DeWoIfe. 
Daniel  T.  Birtwell.  jr, 
Ambrose  F.  Crowley. 
GeoTfre  G.  Crlssman. 
Wallace  J.  Miller. 
Donald  A.  C'randell. 
Charles  U.  Rohweder, 
Walter  E.  Fratzke. 
Clifford  T.  Corbin. 
Lewis  R.  Miller. 
Hwiry  F.  Ripley. 
William  U.  Carpenter, 
Robert  de  C.  Baker, 
Hamilton  W.  Howe. 
Solomon  D.  WilllnKham. 


Benjamin  S.  Custer, 
Benjamin  R.  CrtKSser. 
Harry  D.  Johnston. 
William  T.  Kenny. 
Thompson  P.  KUlntt. 
Andrew  II.  I .ji Force, 
Daniel  15.  Miller. 
Duncan  C.  MacMillan, 
I>eWitt  C.  E.  Hamberger. 
Raymond  S.  l.«mb. 
Joseph  W.  Callahan. 
William  C.  A.sserson,  jr. 
Dwijfht  M.  Agnew. 
Marvin  C.  Parr. 
Gale  E.  Grigsrs. 
William  >\Tiite. 
Howard  K.  Ball  man. 
Eugene  S.  Sarsfleld, 
Leonard  Branneman. 
Ernest  R.  Perry. 
Robert  R.  Moore. 
Earl  S.  Caldwell. 
John  J.  McClelland. 
Marshall  B.  Ourne.v, 
Henry  Farmv,-. 
Robert  H.  Ilollenbeck, 
Carl  W.  Ramsey. 
James  R.  Llnsley,  jr, 
Georjfe  L.  Shane. 
Maxwell  F.  Iy«'slie. 
Norman  L.  Holt, 
Edwin  F.  Volt 


Boatswain  Jack  W.  Ames  to  be  an  ensign  in  the  Navy  from 
the  7th  day  of  June,  1929. 

Medical  Insjiector  Montgomery  A.  Stuart  to  be  a  medical  di- 
n'ctor  in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  captain,  from  the  l>it  day 
of  July,  1928. 

The  following-named  medical  inspi-cfors  to  be  medical  direc- 
tors in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  captain,  from  the  1st  day  of 
July.  1029: 

Charles  W,  O.  Bunker. 

Montgomery  E.  Higgins, 

William  Clinmbers. 

The  following-named  citizens  to  be  assistant  dental  surgeons 
In  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  lleutraant  (Junior  grade),  from 
the  23tl  day  of  July.  1929: 

Clifford  E,  Allen,  a  citizen  of  Illinois. 

Raymond  A,  Lowry,  a  citizen  of  Virginia, 

Charles  F,  Hoyt.  a  citizen  of  Washington. 

Frederick  V,  TuIIy,  a  eltizt'n  of  .New  York. 

Clifford  C,  De  Ford,  a  citizen  of  Nebra.ska. 

Lyman  R.  Vaughan,  a  citizen  of  Nebraska. 

Charles  F.  Woodward,  a  citizen  of  North  Carolina, 

Chi^  Pay  Clerk  John  K.  ChiHh(»Im  to  be  an  assistant  pay- 
master In  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  ensign,  from  the  15th  day 
of  August,  1929. 

Pay  Clerk  William  J.  Laxson  to  be  an  assistant  paymaster 
in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  ensign,  from  the  15th  dai  of 
August,  1929. 

The  following-named  ensigns  to  be  assistant  civil  engineers 
in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  ensign,  from  the  3d  day  of  June 
1926: 

Charles  L.  Strain. 

Robert  H.  Meade, 

Lieut  (Junior  grade)  Clifford  M,  Alvord  to  be  a  lieutenant 
in  the  Navy,  from  the  1st  day  of  August,  1929. 


CONFI  RM.\TIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  September  J 8 

(leffislative  day  of  September  9),  1929 

Mkmbeb  or  THE  Caufornia  D£bbi8  COMMISSIOir 

MaJ.  John  R,  D,  Matheson, 

Coast  and  Gdooetio  Suwkt 

Earl  Oscar  Heaton  to  be  hydrographic  and  geodetic  engineer. 
Robert  Francis  Anthony  Studds  to  be  hydrographic  and  geo- 
detic engineer, 

UNina>  States  Coast  Ouabo 

John  S.  Merriman,  Jr.,  to  be  temporary  ensign. 
Francis  Wiesman  to  be  temporary  ensign. 
Frank  E.  Pollio  to  be  lieutenant  (Junior  grade). 
John  H.  Martin  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 


1 


3748 


CONGRESSIONAI  RECORD— SENATE 


Merlin  O'N^l  to  be  lieutenant  coiomBnA&r. 
Norman  H.  Leslie  to  be  lieutenant  commander. 
Norman  R.  Stiles  to  be  lieutenant  commander. 

To  b«  Uettteruints 


Harold  S.  Berdine. 
RoJ>ert  H.  Farey. 
Nurman  M.  Nelson. 
Robert  E.  Hunter. 
Carl  E.  Gulsness, 
Eniest  B.  JohuDnn. 
Paul  B.  CroDk. 

To  be  lieutenants 

William  T.  Schellhous. 
Harold  8.  Maude. 
Donald  E.  McKay. 
Vernon  E.  Day. 
LetUle  B.  Tollaksen. 
John  L.  Steinmeta. 
Stnnley  C.  Linholm. 
FrtMl  P.  Vetterlck. 
UeitrKe  F.  Hiclts. 
Clarence  ¥.  Edge. 
Alexander  L,  Ford. 

APFOiifnczirTs  i 


Arthur  G.  Morria 
Clarence  C  Paden. 
Donald  G.  Jacoba. 
Vincent  J.  Charte. 
Harold  L.  Connor. 
Chester  C.  ChlUlaL 
John  P.  Crowley. 

{junior  grode) 

Stephen  H.  Evans. 
John  A.  Glynn. 
John  E.  Falrbank, 
Joseph  A.  Kerrina. 
William  W.  Scott. 
>klward  H.  Thiele. 
Reginald  H.  French. 
John  W.  Ry^sy. 
Richard  L.  Burke. 
Nattianiel  8.  Fulford,  Jr. 
Richard  L.  Home. 
!v  THE  Aurr 


I)ri«.  Gen.  Balpli  Henry  VanDeman  to  be  major  gtfieral  froi^ 
May  27.  1929. 

ItrlK.  Gen.  Frank  Boea  McCoy  to  t>e  major  general  fro^ 
September  4.  1929. 

Col.  GeoTi^e  Clymer  Shaw,  Infantry,  to  be  brigadier  general 
from  June  25,  1929. 

AUISTAIfT    OHIIF    OF    BEAJICH 

Col.  Jamea  teller  McKinley  to  be  Aaslstant  Tb*  Adjnta4t 
General,  with  the  rank  of  brigadier  geoeraL 

APPOI.XTTMKNTa    IN     THE    RjBUUUI    AkICT 

Robert  Edward  Lee  to  be  flrst  lientenant.  Medical  Corps. 

Jesse  BeJiton  Helfricfa  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corpk 

'Thomaa  Albert  Wlldman  to  be  first  lioitenant.  Medical  Corp^ 

Duran  H.   Summerti  to  be  fir^  lieutenant.  Medical  Corp& 

Frederick  Stephen  Craig  to  he  firet  lieutenant.  Medical  Corp^. 

Norman  Hyde  Wiley  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Medical  Corps. 

Paul  Irwin  Robinson  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps. 

Silas  Beech  Hays  to  be  first  lieutenaAt,  Medical  Corps. 

Henry  William  Daine  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps. 

Barl  Maxwell  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corpa 

Daniel  John  Berr>-  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps. 

William  Augustus  ELadly,  jr.,  to  be  first  lientenant.  Medical 
Corps. 

Roary  Adlai  Murchison  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corp^. 

Paul  Hayes  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps. 

Hugh  Logan  Prather  to  be  first  Heutenant,  Medical  Corps 

George  Hollander  Donnelly  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Medical 
Corps. 

]i>ancls  WiUard  Pmltt  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corpi. 

Blbo^  DeCoursey  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Ccnrpe. 

John   Frederick   Boh  lender    to  be    first  lieut^umt.   Medical 

Charies  Scott  Mudgett  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps 

Bllta  McFenin  Altfather  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corp4. 

Aubrey  LeVeme  Bradford  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Mediae 
Corps. 

Wllford  F.  Hall  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps. 

RoIUn  LeRoy  Bauchspl^  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Medical  Corp4. 

Ernest  David  Listen  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps. 

John  Ruxton  Wood  to  be  first  beutenant.  Medical  Corijs. 

Raymond  Wilkins  Murray  to  be  first  lieutenant  Modir^ 
Corps. 

Jnck  William  Schwartz  to  be  first  Ueutoiant,  Medical  Corps  i 

Clyde  Lemuel  Brothers  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps. 

Roger  OaLylen)  Prentiss,  jr.,  to  be  first  lleotouuit,  Medi^ 
Corps. 

Claude  Llnwood  Neale  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps. 

Ce^^rjfe  Horsfall  to  be  fin«t  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps. 

Harold  Edward  Schneider  to  be  first  lieutMiant,  Medic^ 
Corps.  T 

Olln  Foster  Mcllnay  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps. 

Samn^  Howard  Alexander  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Medic^ 
Corps. 

Herbert  Theodore  Berwald  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical 
Corps. 

Dale  Bowlby  Ridgely  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Dental  Corpst 
Boger  GUes  Miller  to  be  first  Meutenant,  Dental  Corps. 


Septembee  18 


Eugene  Edward  Manning  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Dental  Corps. 

Harrie  Russell  Ellis  to  be  second  lieutenant.  Veterinary 
Corijs. 

John  Joseph  Templeton  to  be  second  lieutenant.  Medical 
Administrative  Corps. 

CThristian  Anthony  Wachter  to  be  chat^ain  with  the  rank  of 
first  lieutenant, 

Andrew  Mo^es,  Field  Artillery,  to  be  brigadier  generaL 

Merritt  Gartiey  Ringer  to  be  first  lieatk-nant.  Medical  Corps. 

Charles  Edward  Nagel  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps. 

Clarence  Woodson  Hardy  to  be  first  Ueuteiiant,  Medical  Corps. 

Robert  Reeve  Estill  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps. 

Stakely  Fonville  Hatchette  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical 
Corps. 

Charles  Laum  Iieedham  to  be  first  lientenant.  Medical  Corps. 

Willis  Hinton  Drommond  to  l)e  first  Lieutenant,  Medical  Corps. 

Charies  Chute  Giil  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps. 

Jacob  Louis  Rndofsky  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Medical  Corps, 

Marcus  David  Kugel  to  be  first  lieutenant,  Medical  Corps. 

Leo  James  McDonald  to  be  chaplain  with  the  rank  of  first 
lieutenant. 

Col.  Louis  Hermann  Bash  to  be  as^stant  to  the  Quartermaster 
General  with  the  rank  of  brigadier  general. 

Col.  Henry  Clay  Fisher  to  be  assistant  to  the  Surgeon  General 
with  the  rank  of  t>rigadier  general. 

Col.  Carl  Royer  Darnall  to  be  assistant  to  the  Surgeon  General 
with  the  rank  of  brigadier  general. 

Apfoihtkeistb,  by  TIulnsfcr,  vx  the  Army 

Capt.  Samuel  Alexander  Greenwell,  to  Adjutant  General's 
Department 

Maj.  Walter  Alexander  P^shley  to  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Capt  Joseph  Pesda  Sullivan  to  Quartermaster  Con^s. 

Capt  Ray  Bradford  Conner  to  FinaiK-e  Department 

Capt  Charles  Lewis  to  Flnar.ce  Department 

Second  Lieut.  Thomas  George  McCulloch  to  Finance  Depart- 
ment 

First  Ueut  Albert  Deimar  Miller  to  Finance  Department. 

Second  Lieut.  Harry  Oliver  Paxson  to  Corps  of  Engineers. 

Rrst  Lieut  Urban  Nlblo  to  Ordnance  Department. 

First  Lieut  Eugene  Desire  Regiul  to  Ordnance  Department 

First  Lieut  Robert  MacKeuzle  Shaw  to  Signal  Corps. 

First  Lieut.  Horace  McParlin  Woodward,  jr.,  to  Chemical 
Warfare  Service. 

Second  Lieut.  Logan  Carroll  Berry  to  Cavalry. 

Capt.  Thomas  Ralph  Miller  to  Field  Artillery. 

Capt  Stockbridge  Carieton  Hilton  to  Field  ArtiUery. 

First  Lieut  William  Byron  Walters  to  Field  Artillery. 

First  Lieut.  Halstead  Clotworthy  Fowler  to  Field  Artillery. 

Second  Lieut  Samuel  Henry  B'laher  to  Field  Artillery. 

Second  Lieut  Robert  Jc*n  West  jr.,  to  Jleld  ArtUiery. 

First  Lieut  David  Jerome  Eiliuger  to  Air  Corps. 

Second  Lieut  Harvey  Lyon  Boyden  to  Air  Corpa. 

Second  Lieut  Samuel  Wallace  Van-Meter  to  Air  Corps. 

Second  Lieut  Guy  Beasley  Henderson,  to  Air  Corps. 

Second  Ueut  William  Albert  Harbold  to  Air  Corps. 

SecMid  Lieut  Frederick  August  Bacher,  jr..  to  Air  Corps. 

Second  Lieut  Mark  Kincaid  Lewis,  jr.,  to  Air  Corpa 

Capt  William  Camillus  Kabrith  to  Chemical  Warfiire  Service. 

First  Lieut  Thomas  DuVal  Roberst  to  Cavalry. 

Second  Lieut  Frederldc  Prall  Munson  to  Field  ArtUiery. 

Capt.  Frederic  Bernard  Wieners  to  Infantry. 

PtOMOnONB   ly   THE  AMM.1L 

Frederick  Marion  Jones,  Cavalry,  to  be  colonel. 
John  Adam  Wagner,  Quarteriiiaster  Corps,  to  be  colonel. 
William  Hugh  Clopton,  jr.  Finance  Department,  to  be  coJond. 
Joseph  Ray  Davis,  Field  Artillery,  to  be  lieutenant  coloneL 
Sherman  MUes,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  to  be  lieutenant  colonel. 
Charles  Smith  CafTery.  Infantry,  to  be  lieutenant  colonel. 
Sevier  Rains  Tupper.  Infantry,  to  be  major. 
Frank  Royse,  Field  Artillery,  to  be  major. 
Laurence  Fielding  Stone,  Air  Corps,  to  be  major. 
Hiram  Barrlcklow  Turner.  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
James  Gordon  Cooper,  jr.,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Marcus  Butler  Boulware,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Harry  Henry,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Walter  Ray  Goodrich,  Coast  Artillery  Coi-pe,  to  be  captain. 
Homer  Price  Dlttemore,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Chester  Darlington  Haisley,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
•  Eleasar  Parmly,  3d,  Field  Artillery,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
Luther  Stevens  Smith.  Air  Corps,  to  be  first  lieutenant. 
Bernard  Warren  Justice,  Cavalry,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
Samuel  Glenn  Conley,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
Stephen  Wilson  Ackerman,  Infantry,  to  be  first  llfutenant 
Lewis  Spencer  Kirkpatrick,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant. 
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Charles  Hunter  Coates,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant 

Fnink  Glover  Trew,  Cavalry,  to  be  first  lieutenant 

Hngh  Richmond  Gilraore,  jr.,  to  be  captain,  Medical  Corps. 

Herbert  Ellsworth  Tomlinson,  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 

Clarence  Albert  Mclntyre,  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 

William  Henry  Siefert,  to  be  major,  Dental  Vorps. 

Dale  Bowlby  Ridgely.  to  be  captain,  Dental  Corps. 

Max    Verne    TailMjt,    to   t)e   captain,    Medical    Administrative 
Corps. 

James  Etter  Shelley,  Quartermaster  Corps,  to  be  coloneL 

Edward  Calvert  Quartermaster  Corps,  to  be  colonel. 

Paul  Myron  Goodrich,  Infantry,  to  be  coloneL 

William  WLsner  Taylor,  jr.,  Infantry,  to  be  coloneL 

Bruce  Palmer.  Cavalry,  lo  bo  colonel. 

George  Audley   Herbst.   Infantry,   to  be  colonel. 

James  Edmond  Fechet  Air  Corps,  to  be  colonel. 

Elmer  Elverton  Fuller,  Infantry,  to  be  coloneL 

George  C^iase  Lewis.  Infantry,  to  lie  colonel. 

William  Henry  Patterson,  Infantry,  to  be  colonel. 

Eili'^tt   Malloy   Norton.   Infantry,  to  be  colonel. 

Frank  Barker  Edwards,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  to  be  colonel. 

Philip  Worthington  Corbusier,  Cavalry,  to  be  colonel. 

Ralph  Talbot  jr..  Field  Artillery,  to  be  lieutenant  colonel. 

Arthur  Willis  Lane.  Infantry,  to  l»e  lieutenant  colonel. 

Walter  Evans  Prosser,  Signal  Corp8,  to  be  lieutenant  colonel. 

Henry  Tacitus  Hurgln,  Coaat  Artillery  Corps,  to  be  lieutenant 
colonel. 

Niithan  Horowitz,  Field  ArtUiery,  to  he  lieutenant  colonel. 

Bernard  L<'ntz.  Infantry,  to  be  lieutenant  colonel. 

Clifford  I.«e  Corbin.   Quartermaster  Corps,   to  be  lieutenant 
col«>nel. 

Berkeley  Thorne  Merchant  ('avalry.  to  be  lieutenant  colonel. 

Frederick  Coleman  Test.  Infantry,  to  be  lientenant  coloneL 

()w«ni  Stedraan  Albriirht.  Signal  Corps,  to  U^  lieutenant  colonel. 

Fred  Hendrickson   l^aird.  Infantry,  to  be  lieutenant  coloneL 

Hugh  Hunt  Broadburst,  Cavalry,  to  be  lieutenant  coloneL 

Clifford  Cal)ell  Early,  Infantry,  to  be  Ueutenant  coloneL 

Arthur  William  lloldemess.  Cavalry,  to  be  lieutenant  coloneL 

Louis  Albert  O'Donnell.  Cavalr>'.  to  be  lieutenant  culoneL 

Allan  Rutherford.  Infantry,  to  be  lieutenant  colonel. 

Richard  Gentry  Tindall,  Infantry,  to  be  major. 
Graham  Wallace  Lester.  Infantry,  to  be  major. 

Francis  Artand   Byrne,   Infantry,  to  be  major. 

Farragut    Ferry    Hall,    Infantry,    to   be   major. 
Orville  Monroe  Moore,  Field  Artillery,  to  be  major. 
Walter  Rayburn  McClure,  Infantry,  to  be  major. 
Charles  Edward   Speer,   Infantry,   to  be  major. 
Leonard  Russell  Boyd.  Infantry,  to  be  major. 
\N  it  hers  Alexander  Burress,  Infantry,  to  be  major. 
Harry  Lee  Bennett,  Signal  Corps,  to  be  major. 
John  Cheney  Piatt  jr..  Signal  Corps,  to  be  major. 
Jame.s  Lindley  Hatcher,  Ordnance  Department,  to  be  major. 
Lawrence  Burdette  Glasgow,  Infantry,  to  be  major. 
Paul  Murray  Ellis,  Infantry,  to  be  major. 
Jewett  ( 'asey  Baker,  Infantry,  to  be  major. 
Rottert  Byron  Mot>re,  Infantry,  to  be  major. 
Charles  Wlnship  Jont«,  Infantrj-,  to  i>e  major. 
Paul  Nutwell  Starlings,  Infantry,  to  be  major. 
Charles  Porlerfield,  jr.,  Field  Artillerj',  to  be  major. 
Joseph  Kenneth  Creamer,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Robert  Sharp.  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Leonard  Eby  Lllley,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
I>oyle  Overlton  Hickey,  Field  Artillery,  to  be  captain. 
Glenn  Earl  Carothers,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Ernest  K<lmund  Tabscott,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Ralph  Bamford  Walker,  Air  Corps,  to  be  captain. 
Frank  Thomas  Madigan,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
John  Hilliard  Healy,  Cavalry,  to  be  captain. 
E<lward  Clay  Atkinson,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Lloyd  Nelson  Winters,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Francis  Michael  Flanagan,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
William  Windom  I>ixon,  Field  Artillery,  to  be  captain, 
(.'larence  Beaver  l>ol>er.  .\ir  0)rps,  to  be  captain. 
Alexander  Leroy  Haggart  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  to  be  cap- 
tain. 
JosejA  Alexander  Stuart,  Infantry,  to  be  (*aptain. 
Edward  Perry  Passailaigue,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Philip  Allen  Payne,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Richard  Hamlin  Bacon,  Field  Artillerj',  to  be  captain. 
Eric  Alexander  Erick.son,  Field  Artillery,  to  be  captain. 
Hiirrj'  I>»igh  Lewis.  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Sterling  Manley  Crim,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
John  James  Honan,  Finance  Department  to  be  captain. 
Louis  Verne  Jones.  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Lawrence  John  Ferguson,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Harry  Knight,  Cavalry,  to  be  captain. 


Harvey  Henry  Smith.  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Albert  Gallatin  Philliivs.  Infantr>-,  to  be  captain. 
ClMude  Onias  Burch,  Cavalry,  to  be  captain. 
Alvin  Keawiula  Robinson,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Russell  Raymond  LoudeJi,  Inffantrj-,  to  be  captain. 
John  Kenneth  Cannon,  Air  Corps,  to  be  captain. 
Raymond  MacDonald,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
Fred  Warren  CasweU,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 
A.  Y.  Culton,  Infantry,  to  be  capUln. 

Gerald    Goodwin    Glbbs,    Coast   Artillery    Corps,    to   be   first 
lieutenant. 

William  Hill  I^mberton,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
GiH»rge  William  Busbey,  Cavalrj-,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
Ilaydon  l.>emaire  Boatner,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
Cary  Brown  Hutchinson,  Cavalry,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
ClareiRv  Keith  Darling,  Cavalrj.  to  be  first  lieutenant. 
•Joe  L.  Loutzi>nheiser,  Air  Corps,  to  be  first  Ueutenant 
Zachery  Wlnflcld  Moores.  Cavalry,  to  be  first  lieutenant. 
Perry  William  Brown,  Field  Artillery,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
Jrimes  Edward  Moore,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant. 
SilHs  Woodstm  Hosea,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
Harold  James  Keeley,  Infantry,  to  l>e  first  lieutenant 
Steph*>n  Stanley  Koszewski.  Field  Artillery,  to  be  first  lieu- 
tenant. 

John  Clair  Smith.  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  to  be  first  lieutenant. 
Peter  Conover  Halns.  3d,  Cavalry,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
George   Edmund   Young,   Coast  Artillery   Corps,    to   be   first 
lieutenant 

Richard  Bmmel  Nugent,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lientenant. 
Walter   Allen   Buck.    Infantry,  to  "be  first   lieutenant. 
John  Phillips  KIrkendall,  Air  C^>n>9.  to  be  first  lieutenant 
Vonna  Femlelgh  Burger,  Field  Artillery,  to  be  flrst  lieutenant. 
Charles  Dwelle  DanieL  Field  Artillery,  to  be  first  lieutenant. 
Joseph  Aloyslus  Kielty,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lientenant 
Cleland  Charles  Sibley,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
James  Edward  McGraw,  Coast  Artillery  CoMrps,  to  be  first 
lientenant. 
Robert  Boy  Selway,  jr..  Air  Corps,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
John  Gilbert  Moore,  Air  Corps,  to  be  firpt  lieutenant. 
Edward  Ljnn  Andrews,  Field  Artillery,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
James  Grafton  Anding,  Field  Artillery,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
Darwin  Denlson  Martin,  Coast  ArtUiery  Corps,   to   be  first 
lieutenant 

George  Avery  Tucker,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  to  be  first  lieu- 
tenant 
Joseph  Rogers  BurrUl,  Field  ArtiUery,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
Leslie  Alfred  Skinner,  Air  Corps,  to  be  first  lieutenant 
Nathanl^  Clay  Cureton,  jr..  Field  ArtiUery,  to  be  first  lieu- 
tenant 

John   Alfred   McComsey,   Coast   Artillery   Corps,   to   be  first 
lieutenant 

George  Morgan  Keruan,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant. 

Jame»  Edwards  Poore,  jr..  Signal  Corps,  to  he  first  lieutenant 

Maxwell    Wood    Tracy,    Coast    ArtUiery    Corps,    to    be    fir^t 
Ueutenant. 

Howard  Everett  Kesainger,  Field  ArtUiery,  to  be  first  lieu- 
tenant 

Francis  Edwin  Gillette,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant. 

Albert  Kellogg  Stebblns,  jr.,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant. 

Washington  Mackey  Ives,  jr.,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant 

William  Lewis  Johnson,   Coast  Artillery   Corps,   to  be   first 
lieutenant. 

Richard  Givens  Prather,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant.  i 

Douglas  Byron  Smith,  Infantry,  to  be  first  Ueutenant 

Robert  Edward  CuUen,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant. 

Walton  Gracey  Procter.  Field  Artillery,  to  be  first  lieutenant 

Merton    Goodfellow    Walllngton,    Signal    Corps,    to    be    first 
Ueutenant 

George  PuUen  Peed  to  be  colonel.  Medical  Corps. 

Ralph  Stribling  Porter  to  be  ct^onel.  Medical  Corps. 

Percy  Lancelot  Jones  to  be  cohmel.  Me<llcal  Corps. 

EJdwnrd  Bright  Vedder  to  be  colonel.  Medical  Corps. 

H«iry  Flanagan  Pipes  to  be  colcMieJ,  Medical  Cf)rps. 

Charles  Lovelace  Foster  to  be  colonel.  Medical  Corps. 

Orville  Graham  Brown  to  be  Ci>lonrf,  Medical  Corps. 

Jo.seph  Franklin  Slier  to  1k»  colonel.  Medical  Corps. 

Arthur  Maunder  Whaley  to  be  eolMiel.  Medical  Corps. 

James  Arthur  Wilson  to  be  lieutenant  coloneL  Medical  O^rps. 

Morrison  Clay  Stayer  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Medical  Corps. 

Robert  WUllam  Kerr  to  be  lieutenant  colonel,  Mt^lical  (k)rijs. 

liee  Roy  Dunbar  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Medii-al  Corps. 

WUliam   Stephens   Shields  to  be  Ueutenant  colonel.  Medicnl 
Corps. 

Addison    Dlmmltt   Davis   to   be   Ueutenant   colonel.   Medical 
Corps. 
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wnilam  Hope  Rmlth  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Medical  Coi 
Tlioiuas  James  Leary  to  be  lieutenant  cuiooeL,  Medical  Coi 
Thomas  Fort  Bridges  to  be  captain,  Me<lical  Gorpe. 
William  Berry  Wilson  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 
Henry  Bt-nnett  La  very  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 
Clifford  Andrew  Gray  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 
Arthur  John  itedland  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 
William  Lenoir  Wil>w»  to  be  captain,  .Medical  Corps. 
Carlton  Dun*  an  (;<KHliel  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 
August  Wesley  Spittler  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 
Robert  Francis  Bradish  to  be  c-aptain.  Medical  Corps. 
Horace  Paire  Marvin  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 
Leonard  Dudley  Heaton  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 
William  Hubert  Scale  to  be  captain.  Me<lical  Coriw- 
Marion  Whitmeil  Kaiisone  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 
William  Kiney  Craig  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 
Thomas  William  Ellsworth  Christmas  to  be  captain.  Medial 

COTpH. 

Harold  Wlllard  Glattly  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 

James  Pope  GUI,  jr.,  to  be  capcain.  Medical  Corps. 

Francis  Elbert  Ci>uncil  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 

John  I'resiy  Bachman  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 

Jolin  BoJst  Chester  to  be  captain,  Medical  Curps. 

Gt-orjre  B;irnard  Mi)ore,  jr.,  to  be  captain.  Medical  Corps. 

Beverley  Morrison  £pes  to  be  major.  Dental  Corps. 

Samuel  John  Rohde  to  be  major.  Dental  Corps. 

Leroy  Poston  Hartley  to  be  major,  Dental  Corps. 

Nathan  Corr  Pirklt^  to  be  major,  D<'ntal  Corp.s. 

Oliver  James  Christiansen  to  be  major,  Dental  Corps. 

Lawrence  K.  Ander^ton  to  be  major,  Dental  Corps. 

William  Crittenden  Webb,  jr.,  to  be  major,  DentAl  Corps. 

Edward  Crawfunl  Alley  to  be  major.  Dental  Corps. 

Lynn  Harold  Tiugay  to  be  major.  Dental  Corps. 

Claude  Beavi8  HoUister  to  be  major.  Dental  Corps. 

Marhl  He<^-tor  Welch  to  be  major,  Dental  Corps. 

Daniel  Bratton  to  be  major.  Dental  Corps. 

Thoma.s  Lather  Spoon  to  be  major.  Dental  Corps. 

James  Barto  Mann  to  be  major,  Dental  Corpa 

Charles  Jefierson  Denholm  to  be  major.  Dental  Corps. 

Albert  Lea  Alexander  to  be  major.  Dental  Corps. 

Arthur  Letcher  Irons  to  be  captain.  Dental  Corps. 

Walter  Robert  Pick  to  be  colonel.  Veterinary  Corps. 

Andrew  Edmund  Donovan  to  be  colonel.  Veterinary  Corps. 

Burt  Engli.«»h  to  be  colonel.  Veterinary  Corps. 

Stanley  Mcl^eod  Nevin  to  be  first  lieutenant.  Veterinary  Corie 

Stanley  Ailing  Clark  to  be  captain,  Medical  AdministratlFe 
Corps. 

Henry  Gibblna,  Quartermaster  Corps,  to  be  colonel. 

Charles  Oscar  Thomas,  jr..  Cavalry,  to  be  colonel. 

AUen  Wyant  Gullion,  Judge  Advocate  General's  Department, 
to  be  lieutenant  coloneL 

Louis  Albert  Kunzlg.  Infantry,  to  be  lieutenant  colonel. 
-~^    Irving  Carrlngton  Avery,  Infantry,  to  be  major. 

A«n>n  Joseph  Beeker,  Infantry,  to  be  major. 

Wilwrn  McKay  Spenn,  Infantry,  to  be  major. 

Milton  Abrani  Hill,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 

All-ert  Lessen  I>ane,  Corps  of  Engineers,  to  be  captain. 

Howard  Alton  lioone.  Chivalry,  to  be  captain. 

Arthur  John  Melanson,  Air  Corps,  to  be  captain. 

Roy  Frank  Turrentlne,  Infantry,  to  be  captain. 

Otto  Lauren  Nelson.  Jr.,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant. 

William   H^Tiry   Kendall,  Coast   Artillery  Corps,  to  be  flr^t 
Ueutt-nant. 

John  Curtis  LaFayette  Adams,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lleatenaiit 

Robert  Wells  Harper,  Air  Corps,  to  be  first  lieutenant. 

Augustus  Jerome  Regnler,  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant 

Howard  McMath  Turner,  .\Ir  Corps,  to  be  first  lieutenant 

Willard  Koehler  Llebel.  Infantry,  to  be  first  lieutenant 

Rawley  Ernest  Chambers,  Medical  Corps,  to  be  captahi. 

Edmond  Ross  Tompkins  to  be  colonel.  Quartermaster  Cori^, 

John  Pearson  BuW)  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Infantry. 

James  Vernon  Ware  to  be  major.  Infantry. 

Thomas  Mlnyard  Page  to  be  major.  Dental  Corps. 

Jamts  Boyle  Harrington  to  be  major.  Dental  Corpa 

Earle  Robbins  to  be  major.  Dental  Corjw. 

noMonoNs  iw  thk  PHiuppune  soodts 
Rlcardo  Poblete,  to  be  first  lieutenant 

ApKHimaarrs  in  thb  Ofrrcnts'  Rxbekvb  Cokps 

GENKRAL  OITICKBS 

Brig,  Gen.  Lonte  Francis  Guerre.  Louisiana  National  Guar( 
to  be  brigadier  general.  Reserve. 

Brig.  Gen.  Harry  Gray  Winsor,  Washington  National  Guar< 
to  be  brigadier  general,  Beserre. 


POSTMA 
ALABAMA 

Louise  Richardson,  Blossburg. 
James  M.  Voltz,  Daphne. 
Robert  L.  Frederick,  Red  Bay. 

AaiZONA 

Ralph  Hubert,  Payson. 

ARKANSAS 

Jarrett  C.  Flowers,  Greenbrier. 
Lorenzo  A.  Teague,  Mountainburg. 
Isabella  Tice,  West  Memphis. 

COLORADO 

Albert  C.  Hulen.  Brighton. 
Vernon  F.  Heath,  Gilman. 
Thomas  A.  Davis,  Portland. 
Coy  A.  Mcl^ian,  Ridgway. 
Sherman  B<>hnet  Somerset 
Robert  H.  Kerr,  Walsh. 

OONNBCTIOUT 

Hector  Langevln.  Springdale. 
Jerome  S.  Anderson,  jr.,  Stonlngton. 

IDAHO 

Robert  Leaper,  Fairfield. 

nxiwois 
Delsle  Malnne,  Alma. 
Walter  C.  Bisaon,  Charleston. 
Willis  N.  Hills.  Compton. 
Richard  Hook,  Guniee. 
Wimar  B.  Sujiplsrer,  Hartford. 
Irma  Walters,  Hillside. 
Iver  M.  Hanson,  Hines. 
Walter  H.  Prehm,  Lake  Zurich. 
Paul  J.  Sttrffel,  Mascoutah. 
Joshua  L.  Lamb.  WUsonville. 

IWOTANA 

Ivan  J.  Melster,  Enat  Gary. 
Clarence  C.  Nichsolson,  Elberfeld. 
James  H.  Wells,  French  Lick, 
Harry  O.  Carlson.  Hobart. 
John  W.  Wllklna,  Leavenworth. 
Raymond  C.  Austgen,  Roby. 

KANSAS 

Ruby  M.  Rees,  Hunter. 
Albert  J.  Floyd,  Sedan. 
Horace  A.  Hale,  Wheaton. 

KENTUCTKT 

Dycie  B.  Chlsm,  Camp  Taylor. 
Mabel  V.  Tanner,  Florence. 
Thomas  Barr,  Grand  Rivers. 

MAi!fa 
Clarence  H.  Pierce,  Mars  HilL 
F.  Edgar  Douglass,  North  W^hitefidd. 

MASSACHUSErn 

Gertrude  A.  Davis,  Assonet 
Herman  C.  Maddocks,  Brimfield. 
Charles  L.  Wright,  Chicopee  Fall*. 
W^ayne  A.  Smith,  Griswoldville. 
Fred  P.  Turner,  State  Farm. 
True  S.  Hill,  Point  Indeiiendence. 
Nellie  G.  McDonald,  Ward  Hill. 
Joseph  L.  Hatchfleld,  Whitman. 
Bertha  M.  West,  Wianno. 
Raymond  F.  Gumey,  Wilbraham. 

HICHIOAIf 

Harold  L,  Bovee,  Clayton. 
Hazel  M.  Tripp,  Kibble. 
Chester  W.  Perry.  Ludington. 
Jay  T.  Hoard,  Merritt. 
Weston  H.  Averilf,  Otlsrille. 
Hugh  B.  Hanler,  Pigeon, 
Walter  E.  Kunz,  White  Cloud. 

RSBBASKA 

Joyce  Hubbard,  A.shby. 
Walter  R.  Martin,  BeUevue. 
Josepli  N.  Fuller,  Butte. 
George  H.  Packard,  Cortland. 
(Jeorge  W.  Sami>son,  Lisco. 
May  Rol>erts,  Nemaha. 
Jolm  W.  llaun,  Wauneta. 
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TfEW  HAMPSHIBB 

Arthur  P.  Temple.  Mont  Vernon. 

NORTH    DAKOTA 

Albert  A.  Radke.  Bentley. 
Frank  C.  Rypka.  Heaton. 
John  W,  Jones,  Parshall. 

OHIO 

Uriel  D.  Conn.  McClure. 
D(  nver  F.  Duncan,  McDermott. 
William  E.  Gates,  Medina. 
S.vlvie  E.  Sovacool,  Peninsula. 
Paul  H.  Stoutt.  Uhrlchsville. 
Olive  S.  Bodemer,  Uuioutown. 

0KI.AH0VA 

George  A.  Harris,  Cache, 
William  C.  Cooley,  Cashion, 
John  L.  Reinier,  Clinton. 
Ann  Sliced.  IMitnam. 
Louis  E,  ShuU,  Riugling, 

ORBGOn 

Charles  J.  Bush.  Harper. 
William  E.  Reed,  Mitchell, 
Joseph  R,  DeJardin,  Taft, 

TEXAS 

WilUam  T.  Robbins,  A.«jpermont 
William  H.  Gisler,  Au.«twell. 
William  R.  Black.  Bes.smay. 
Minnie  P.  Irving,  Center  Point 
John  S.  Cochran,  Coahoma. 
Charles  M.  Reynolds,  Cotulla. 
Florence  E.  McElhany,  Goose  Creek. 
Alice  W.  Dotson,  Jewett. 
Elbert  H.  Stewart,  Kenedy, 
Georgia  C.  Wolfe.  Infers. 
Charles  K.  Langford.  Mertens. 
Dudley  B.  Law.son,  Rusk. 
Richard  L.  Uinkle,  Telephone. 

VIBOIN   ISLANDS 

Edward  S.  Richardson.  Jr..  St.  Thomas, 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Bland  K.  Hesse,  Fayetteville. 

WTOUIKQ 

Allen  T,  Frans,  Meeteetse, 


SENATE 

Thubsdat,  /September  10, 1920 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  9,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recess. 

Mr,    JONES.     Mr.    President,    I    suggest    the   absence   of   a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 

Ashiirst  FraEler 

Bark  ley  Oeorge 

Bingham  Glllett 

Black  Glass 

Blainp  Glenn 

B  lease  Goff 

Borah  Goldsborough 

Bratton  Gould 

Brock  Greene 

Br'.ussard  Hale 

Capper  Harris 

Coiinally  Harriscn 

roiir^ns  HiistinRB 

Ciittinu  Hatfield 

J'«le  Hayden 

Deneen  Heflln 

gni  Howell 

Kdge  Johnson 

F  ess  Jones 

t  letcher  Kean 

Mr.  FESS.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr, 
BiTiTON]  is  detained  from  the  Senate  by  illness.  I  will  allow 
this  statement  to  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from 
Mis.sissippi  [Mr.  Stephens]  is  detained  from  the  Senate  because 
of  illness  in  his  family.  I  will  let  this  announcement  stand  for 
the  day. 


Keyes 

King 

La  Follette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McXary 

Moses 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

I'attersoD 

Pblpps 

Pine 

Pittmnn 

Ransdell 

Reed 

Sackett 

Shi'ppard 

Short  ridge 


Simmons 

Smoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

SwansoD 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Towusend 

Trammell 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Waish.  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 
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Mr    I^  FOLLETTE.     I  desire  to  announce  that  the  senior 

mT"«!hVpp1«m      T^  announc-ement  may  stand  for  the  <lay. 
South  rfl^Hfi^M-   ^^^•^^^^.^^'/"""""^•e  that  the  S^^nator  fron. 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]   Is  necessarily  detained  from  the 

sZTf^It^.lV''  ''^  '"'""^-     '  ^^"^  '^^  ^''^^  anpounoement 

«J!riy^^f  i^^^'-^^*''^'^-  Seventy-s<.ven  Senators  hare  an- 
swered to  their  names.     A  quorum  Is  present. 

RELATIONS   WITH   Ct-BA 

*K^x.^  ^P.^"^"  ^^  President,  I  pre.«>(?nt  an  editorial  from 
the  ^^a.'■hIngton  Daily  News  of  yesterday  on  the  t.Ituatiou  in 
tuba,  which  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,   the  editorial   was  ordered   to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  foUows : 

[From   the    Washington    Daily   News,    September   18,   1929] 

GUOaSNBKIU    MKKTS   JIACHADO 

Appointment  of  Harry  F.  Guggenheim  as  ambassador  to  Cuba  draws 
I  attention  again  to  the  intolerable  conditions  on  the  Island  and  the 
difficult  relations  existing  between  the  United  States  and  Ita  ooUUcal 
ward. 

Two  reasons  for  sending  Guggenheim  to  Habana  are  obrloai.  He  ig 
a  business  man  with  wide  Utin-American  Interests,  and  many  of  tho 
proM.ms  of  the  two  eountrles  are  of  an  economic  nature,  such  as  sugar 
and  the  tariff.  He  is  a  pioneer  in  commercial  aircraft  development 
Latin-American  trade  can  be  best  stimulated  by  quicker  communi.-aUoua 
provided  by  a  web  of  regular  air  lineg.  Of  that  air  web  Habana  is  th» 
natural  focal  point  -a  strategic  place,  certainly,  for  a  Guggenheim. 

But  there  are  considerations  more  Important  than  trade. 

The  new  amba.ssador  is  going  to  represent  a  democracy  in  a  country 
cursKHl  with  one  of  the  worst  dictatorships  In  an  age  of  dictatorship. 
That  would  not  be  so  difficult  for  the  ambassador  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances, for  the  Internal  affairs  of  the  foreign  country  would  lie  none 
of  his  business.     Cuba  is  different.     It  Is  a  United  SUtes  protectorate. 

Tlie  United  States  Is  pledged  by  the  Piatt  amendment  and  treaty  to 
protect  the  rights  of  the  Cuban  people  by  guaranteeing  a  Cuban  ;,'ovem. 
ment  "adequate  for  the  protection  of  life,  property,  and  individual 
lilterty." 

The  Machado  dictatorship  destroys  life,  property,  and  Individaal  lib- 
erty. Many  of  the  Machado's  political  opponents  have  mysteriously 
disapiieared,  their  bodies  found  hiler  In  prison  or  washed  up  by  the  sea. 
He  has  violated  property  rights  of  Cubans  and  Americans,  and  in  thf 
latter  casts  has  defied  court  rulings  and  State  Department  protexts. 

Individual  liberty  docs  not  exist  in  the  Island  which  we  helped  to  free 
from  Spanish  despotism.  Machado  has  wipe«l  out  opposition  political 
parties  and  labor  unions.  He  bas  closed  universities.  He  has  destroyed 
free  press,  free  speech,  free  assembly.  By  i.gislative  trickery  and  manip- 
ulated elections  he  bas  prolonged  his  term  of  office,  which  should  have 
ended  last  May,  until  1935. 

Cubans  threaten  revolution  as  the  only  way  to  rid  themselves  of  the 
Machado  terror  and  restore  their  Inalienable  rights. 

What  is  the  United  States  going  to  do  about  Its  obligation  to  prewerve 
those  Cuban  liberties?  Machado  boasts  that  he  has  the  enthusiastic  sup- 
port  of  Washington.  We  don't  believe  It.  But  the  inaction  of  the 
United  States  Government  Is  hard  to  explain. 

That  Is  where  Guggenheim  comes  in.  As  ambassador  he  will  report 
and  Interpret  the  dictatorship  for  Washington.  If  he  sees  clearly  and 
report  fearlessly,  there  should  be  a  reversal  of  the  administrations  policy 
toward  Machado  very  soon. 

Bigger  issues  than  trade  and  aviation  expansion  are  at  stake. 

BUBIAL   IN    EUROPE  OF   WORLD  WAB   SOLDIEXS    FBOM    TEXAS 

Mr.  SHBPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  present  for  Insertion  in 
the  Record  a  statement  prepared  at  my  request  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  .showing  the  names,  organizations,  and  places  of 
burial  of  members  of  the  American  forc-es  In  the  World  War 
from  the  State  of  Texa.s  whose  remains  are  interred  in  the 
cemeteries  of  Europe ;  also  a  summary  of  the  service  of  Texas 
soldiers  in  the  World  War. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  Is  «s  follows : 

K«T  TO  Pe«iia.vent  Amebican  Ckmeterics  in  Ecbopb 

FRANCE 

No.  1232.  Meuse-Argonne  American  Cemetery,  Romagne-sous-Munt- 
faucon,   Meuse. 

No.  1704.  Alsne-Mamc  American  Cemetery,  Belleau.  Alsne. 

No.  34.  Suresnes  American  Cemetery,  Suresnes.  Seine  (near  Paris). 

No.  636.   Somnie  American  Cemetery,  Bony  Aisne. 

No.  608.  Olse-Alsne  American  Cemetery.  Serlnges-et-Nesles.  Aisne. 

No.  1233.  St.  Mlhiel  American  Cemetery,  Xhlaucourt,  Meurthe-«t- 
Moselle, 


i 


i 
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^^  iBUum 

No.  1252.  naod«rs  Pl^ld  American  Cemeterj,  Waereghem,  Belglam. 

■NOLAXD 

No.  107-E.  Brookwood  American  CemeteiT,  Brookwood  (near  London), 
Enffland. 

OcofAaed  toldifrt  from  Teraa  buried  in  cemeterie$  in  Europe 


Name 


fnurr  i>ryu  ON 

8i«nycki,  Ilennr... 
W*i)t.  .Vf aTHArd  A . 

Cbrvticn.  t>us 

Barratt,  John  P 


Cannall,  Sunlay  W . . . 

Jon«B.  AlfraiJ  P 

KiUsore.  Felan  W 

Ball.  Patrick      

Koemar,  Mennao. 

Major.  JanMH  H 

Kavi,  Joaaph  (^ 

OarrKt.  Victor  E 

Clarke,  JaffD 

Rapp.  WUllani 

Wrixfat.  .Marvin  O 

Moora,  John  Har.waU. . 

Murphy,  John  B 

Oraham.  Mount 

McNaowra.  Mtchat)  J.. 


Rank  and  omanitation 


M\\ 


Ikaska,  Jo-^m  J. 


nooxD  Dtvcnoii 

Ahrara,  Max 

.VBderson,  Ernest  L 

.inciorson,  I>ae  O 

Baker,  Site  W 

Bird.  Charlay 

Brooks.  RufHMT 

Caton.  John  J.   

Congtoton.     lAwrcncs 

M. 

Deakla.  Robert 

Doraak.  Ludrlk 

DnUaghan.  Frank  L 

Of*.  Clarence  E 

Oiatweidt.  .\lb«rt  H... 

Oood.  DaTld  E 

Hall.  Raobeo  C 

lianiaon.  Jamee  A 

Iloit.    Bda-ard    Bkxxi- 

worth 

Jooen.  Rmert  C 

KeUhart.  Otho 

Lawia.  Benjamin  f 

Lata.  wiuSoD  r 

Millar,  Uariaod 


Mulllaax,  Lee  M. 
Pcrkina.  Robert  A.. 


M. 


Rboadea,  Roy  K 

Runneils,  Cbarlia. 

8alar.  Joe  V 

flauer,  Herman  C 

Seale.  Thoma«  B 

Smitn.  Laroy  lloatUm. 

Samnar,  John  B 

Tolar,  Morria  T 

Trtcbal.  Jamta  P. 
WilUams.  riiarlie  M.. 

Zybaeh,  Arthur  R 

Adaoalaaiah  D 

Bath^a.  Charlea  W... 

Burrow*.  CUude  D 

Chenowetb,  Carl  C 

Cok«r.  J  C 

Conrail.  Jim  C 

Conwnv.  Kwl  O 
Forten  harry,  ^h 
French,  ('em  I) 
Ha<ldock,  Waiter  V„.. 

Johntiw.  Ileory 

M»nt«z.  Joe  

Norton,  OaornT 

Sinfflatary.  WaltarC... 

Olonay,  Tom  J 

Ttmm«  JamaiO 

Farmar,  iousUm   Bur- 

leMO. 
OarvMB.  Bdwia  Molwy 

LawsoB.  Vilaatiaa. 

Brail<«ord,     Tbomat 

Kaed 
Coffln.  Charlea  I..  Jr.... 

CoOier,  Markw  Maxey. 

Davis,  Waiter  Lee 

Oraham.  Roy  Bamia... 

Laetar.  James  Liaaal,  Jr. 

Palmer.  Jesse  Adrian 

Baady,  Pau.. 


Cook,  Hq.  Det.  1  Inf 

Maj.  16  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  E.  16  Inf 

Asst.  Bad.  M5t.  Hq.  Co.,  18 
Inf. 

Pvt.  lei.  Co.  U,  18  Inf 

Pvt.  M.  a.  Co.,  WIni 

Prt.  Hq.  Co.,  18  Inf 

8«t.  Co.  F.  MInf 

Sjrt.  Co.  O,  38  Inf 

Prt.  Co.  I,  38  Inf 

8ft.  C«.  K,  38  Inf 

jJlt.  M.  a.  Co..  28  In/„... 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  38  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  28  Inf 

Pvt. 38  Inf 

Mlt.  Co.  D,3  M.  O,  Bn... 

Cpl.  C^.  B,  1  M.  P 

Pvt.  3d  Amb.  Co.,  I  Man  Tr. 
Pvt.  I  d.  S  Amb.  Co..  1  8.  T. 

Pvt.  1  cl.  12  Amb.  Co.,  1  8.  T. 


Pn.  Co.  M,  •  Inf. 


Na 


OniTS 


Ptt.  Co.  L,  9  Inf. 
Pvt.  Id.  Co.  H.BInf. 

Cpl.  Co.  C.  »  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  9  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  9Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  9Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D.  BInf. 


Pvt.  Co.  M.  9  Inf. 
do. 


8«t.  Co.  O.  9  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  9  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F.  9Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  9Inf. 

Pvt.  Co  L,  9In/ 

Prt.  Co.  K,  9Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  C,  9  Inf. 


Cpl.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 

m.  Co. 

Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  I  d, 
Pvt.  Co. 

Pvt.  (::«. 

Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  id. 
Pvt.  1  d. 
Pvt  Co. 
Pvt  Id. 
Pvt.  Id. 
Pvt,  1  d. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  I  cl. 
Pvt.  1  d. 
Pvt.  id 


Pvt  C. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Sfft.  Hq. 
Pvt.  I  d 
Pvt.  Co. 
...do... 


0,  9Inf 

A.  9  Inf. 

E,  9Inf. 

0,9In/. 

B.  9Ini. 

M,  9Inf 

I.9Inf 

M.9Inf 

K,9lnf 

.Co.  B,  9Inf.. 
L,9In/ 

1,  9Iaf 

a,  9  Inf 

D.9Inf 

Co.  K.  9Iiif... 
Co.  B.  9lnl... 

M,  9Inf 

Co.  M,  9  Inf. . 
Co.  L,  31  In/. . 
Co.  F,  S  laf . . 

H.  3J  Inf 

D.  H  Inf 

11.23  Inf 

Co.  U,  aiaf  . 
Co,  C,  23  Inf 
Co.  F.  23  lot. . 

F,  23  Inf 

O,  3IIllf 

H,  ainf 

O,  ainf 

Co,  a  Inf 

Co.  M.  a  laf. 
U.Bln/ 


838 
17M 
888 

1233 

808 
808 

un 

34 

1233 
838 
I3S3 
1333 
838 
1333 
836 
808 
808 
808 
608 

608 


1333 
1233 
1333 
608 

1332 
1233 
1233 
1233 

1233 

1232 
008 
1232 
1232 
1233 
808 
13C2 
1332 


1233 

17M 

lan 

1383 
1233 
1313 
13B 

12U 
1784 

i2n 

1333 
12U 
1233 
1333 
1233 
1333 
1383 
120 
13B 
12n 
193 
34 
1784 

ia3 

1232 
1333 
12a 
1233 
1332 
1233 
1232 
1232 
12n 
12» 


1 

88 
S 

u 

S3 
33 

2S 
13 
17 

1 
34 

8 

7 
27 
10 

9 

2 
U 

8 


a 

34 

3 

13 

30 

8 

a 
a 

7 
11 
18 
32 
18 
13 
18 
33 
30 

37 
35 
03 
19 
lA 
19 
37 
» 
18 
16 
13 
S 
38 

3 
32 
37 
35 
19 
38 

8 
40 
29 
U 
78 
27 
15 

a 

5 

27 
8 


Row 


21 

9 

30 

36 

15 
15 
27 
6 
19 
B 
17 
13 
22 
12 

a 

3 
18 

9 
34 

33 


27 

a 
a 

3 

a 

» 

2 
3 

a 

7 

11 

5 
» 
43 

a 

35 
43 

8 
5 
9 
4 
43 
3 

35 

27 

8 

1 

a 
a 

5 

» 
20 

r 

48 
14 
38 

a 
a 

8 
8 

4 

a 

30 

a 

14 
32 
34 


BkMk 


u 

a 
u 
r 
s 

S 

23 
42 

18 

15 

80 

8 

30 

8 

00 

1 

a 

5 

5 

a 

3 

18 

5 

19 

7 

a 

8 

1 

o 

B 

0 

o 

D 

D 

K 

B 

E 

C 

B 

A 

O 

B 

C 

D 

D 

C 

B 


H 
D 
O 
D 
D 
D 
D 
D 

D 
H 
O 
B 
B 
O 
D 
H 
F 

C 
D 
B 
B 
O 
D 
C 
0 
F 
A 
D 
B 
F 
A 
B 
D 
D 
D 
P 
Q 
E 
D 
B 
A 

o 

E 
C 
H 

O 

F 
B 
D 
O 

B 
B 

A 

B 

A 

A 

A 

F 

C 

B 

C 

B 
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Nama 


SECOND  orvBiow— con. 

Voorhles,      Clyde 

Clinton. 
Anderson,  Farris  Shei- 

ton. 

Leszczynski,  Frank 

Ayers.  Oranville    

FerKarson.  William  H. . 

Johnston.  Samuel  R 

Pollock,  Ralph  M 


Rank  and  organization 


THIKO  DIVI9IO.H 

Allen,  Holcombe  R 

Booher,  Loney 

Arnold,  Edgar  F 

Hester,  .\dniel  M 

Kincaid.  Waltar  F 

Lail,  Joseph  F 

McClready,  John  C 

McDsniel,  Jewel 

Laughon,  John 

Milner.  Claad 

Sebastian,  Roy  O 

Bartlatt.  Harry  B 

BefTr«i,  Oeorge  H 

Evans,  William  E 

Schuler,  Joseph  M 

Everheart,  Praston  Pal- 
more. 
Smith,  Clark  D 


Pvt.  82  Co.,  6  Regt.  U.  8. 

M.  C. 
3d  It.  Bty.  A.  12  F.  A 


No. 


fOCBTH  DrviaoN 

Collier,  Orion  E 

Crosby.  Thomas  H 

Crumpley,  Sam 

Dobson,  Elmer 

Dodds,  Harvy  W 

Hutton.  John  T 

King,  Frank 

Perry.  Vethia  I 

PhUlips,  William  H... 

Scbuize,  Uu<stav  H 

Soteilo,  Santiago 

Warren.  Luther 

W^eich.  William  A 

Blankiasbip.  Richard.. 

Cooper.  Her.ry  B 

Harry,  Have  C 

Harry,  Forrest. 

Phillips,  Richard  B 

Chaddick,  George  H... 
Hutchia^on.  George  W. 

Lee.  Harry  .\ 

8chroe«lpr.  Paul  W 

Ouin,  William  A 

Hutson,  Zid 

Smoot.  Claud 

Sondstrom.  John  A 

Parkinson,  PhU  W 

Ba<iby.  .\dolphas  O 

Reding,  George  I 

Souther,  John  R 


Cpl.  Bty.  C   12  F.  A 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  2  Engrs 

Pvt.  1  d.  Amb.  Co.  1, 2  8.  Tr 

...do.... 

Cook.  1  Fid.  Hos.,  2  S.  Tr.. 


adit.  Co.  O,  4Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  4  Inf 

Sgt.  Co.  E,  7  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  7  Inf 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  7Inf 

Wag.  Hq.  Co.  7  In/ 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  7  Inf 

Cook,  Co.  F,  30  In/ 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  30  Inf 

Pvt.  M.  G.  Co.,  30  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  H.  38  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  38  Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  H.  38  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  5Fld.  Sig.  Bn... 
Wag.  7  Amb.  Co.  3  t^an.  Tr.. 


Pvt.  1  d.  No.  5  Fid.  Hos.  3 
8.  T. 


Sgt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d 
Pvt.  1  d 
do... 


D,  39  Inf 

K,  39In/ 

M.  39  Inf 

A.  39  Inf 

..  Co.  H.  39  In/. 

L.  39  Inf 

Co.  Q,  39  Inf.. 

Co.  H,  39  In/.. 


Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Icl 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  id 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  M. 
Pvt.  C^. 
do 


K,  39Id/ 

C,  39  Inf 

.  Co.  B,  39  In/. 

A,  39  Inf 

A,  47  Inf 

L  47  Inf 

D,  47In/ 

K,  47  Inf 

Co.  M,  47  In/. 

A,  58  Inf 

Co.  O.  58  In/. 

H,  58  Inf 

G.  Co..  »In/. 
L,  S9lnL 


Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d. 
Cpl.  Hq. 
Pvt.  Hq. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Cpl.  Co. 


I,  89  Inf 

Co.  I,  .Vlnf 

Co.,  13  Fid.  Art. 
Co..  4  Engrs 

B,  4  Engrs 

C,  8F.  Sig.  Bd.. 


flfTH   DIVISION 

Buetaaaan,  Chester  W.. 
Armistead.  Joseph  O...! 

F^oU,  Noah 

Hammie,  William  H...i 

Wylle,  James  L I 

Bratton,  Hubert  H I 

Istre.  Abram 

Meek,  Cheater  A 

Morales,  Ftorentioo 

Eades,  Henry  M 

Jackson,  Eddie  F 

Lambert,  Lester  E 

N'eL«on,  Hevert  /.. | 

Pedgitt,  EuJy 

Racsdaie.  Jeaae  C 

Jurcldi,  John  J ! 

Elliott,  Jamea  S ' 

ProcUir,  Edwvd  V i 

Epperson,  SheiF„ 

Carton.  Orrla  8 


■XTH  DtVtMOIf 

Moore,  John  P 


UVBHTB  IMVMIOM 

Haber,  Walter 

Neighbors,  Cara. 

Red,  James  D 

Scalise.  Lee 

Tnmer.  Thomas  J 

Wik.  Charlie 

McDonal'i.  C>eorge... 

.\rnold,  Cyrus  M 

Bearden,  John  A 

DegSB.  Oaorge  E 

Evans,  John  .\ 

Fleming,  Oliver  L 

Ounn.  Quincy  L 

Smith,  Lewis  L 


adit.  Co.  M.8Inf 

Cpl.  Ho.  Co..  8  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co  C,  «  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  B.  8Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  D.  6Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  D.  II  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  11  Inf 

Mech.  Co.  H,  II  Inf 

Pvt.  Id,  Co.  A.  11  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B.  80  Inf 

-----'lo 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  60  Inf.. 

Sfft.  Co.  M.  60  Inf 

Prt.  Co.  H,  60  Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  1,61  Inf 

Cpl.  Co,  D,  14  M,  O.  Bn.. 

Cpl   Hq,  Co,.  19  F.  A 

Pvt.  1  d  Bty.  D,  19  F,  A.. 
Pvt.  Forestry  Co.,  7  Engrs 
Sgt.  Co.  C.  9  F.  8.  Bn 


Cook,  Sup.  Co..  3  F.  A. 


1764 

1232 

1232 
808 
1764 
1332 
1232 


1232 
1232 
1233 
1233 

807 
1X32 
13S2 

008 

808 
1764 

808 
1233 
1292 

808 
123'.> 

ia2 

17«4 


1232 
1232 
1232 

808 
1764 
1233 
1232 
1764 
1233 

008 
12fi 
1232 
1292 
1233 
1764 

808 
12S2 

ia2 

1784 

laa 

1704 
1784 
17«4 
1784 
1784 
1233 
1784 
1332 
1232 
12» 


las 

13» 


Grave 


Prt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d 
Cpl.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Id 
Pvt.  Co. 
Cpl.  M. 
P\-t.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
.....do.- 
— ..do.- 

do.. 

Cpi.  Co. 


I.  84  Inf 

Co.  D.  34  Inf. 

D.  34  Inf 

F.  34  Inf 

Co.  E,  34  Inf.. 

D.  34  Inf 

G.  Co.  M  In/ 

L,  56  Inf 

M.MInf 

E,  58  Inf 


C,  56  hat...'..'.'..'.'. 


ITU 
I2>3 
I2n 
192 
13B 

lan 
i3n 
isn 
laa 

ITU 
M 

isn 
i» 
lai 

191 
129 
12U 


191 

12a 

139 
129 
1333 
1233 
12a 
1233 
1233 
129 
129 
139 
1233 
129 


83 

a 
a 

3 

5 

33 

15 


23 
9 

a 

4 
» 
22 
12 
32 

8 

a 

35 
13 

a 

2 

a 

2 


a 

37 
37 
36 
19 

» 

a 

31 
» 
18 
38 
3 

a 

12 
31 
10 
9 
» 

a 

12 
18 
86 

72 
83 
8 
» 
87 
22 
» 
30 


7 

7 

34 

a 
w 

13 
18 

n 
a 

9 

n 

5 
14 
34 

5 
9 
11 

3 
15 
16 


Row 


17 
10 

6 
10 
30 

6 
22 
28 
20 

3 
19 

a 

13 

a 


2 
15 

a 

36 

1 

9 

a 


19 

5 

4 

2 

39 

40 

1 

» 

19 

5 

20 

a 

38 

10 

8 

37 

10 


a 

14 
8 

11 

7 

a 

30 
4 

37 
87 
38 

a 
a 

34 

11 

3 

42 

a 

4 

7 
6 
8 

1 
II 
8 

14 

6 

44 

39 

8 


a 

16 

14 

13 

» 

18 

31 

M 

13 

16 

4 

8 

8 

11 

3 

9 

14 

a 

9 
36 


Block 


a 

7 
14 

a 
a 
a 

19 
22 

7 
15 
18 
10 

6 

a 


A 

E 

F 
D 
A 
E 
D 


E 
B 
C 
A 
A 
A 
C 
A 
B 
A 
A 
B 
D 
B 
G 
B 


E 
C 
E 
B 
A 
D 
U 
A 
O 
D 
E 
0 
E 
C 
B 
A 
A 
D 
A 
F 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
F 
A 
B 
O 
D 


O 
C 
D 

B 
D 
B 
D 
D 
O 
B 

r 

D 
A 
A 
O 
O 
D 
D 
A 
K 


B 


D 
C 
C 
D 

C 

o 

D 
D 
D 
B 
D 
D 
D 
D 
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Decene^d  $oldier»  from  Teama  Ituried  M  oemeteriet  to  Europe — Contlno«4 


Name 


SKVENTH   DIVISIOS- 

rontinued 


Englemann.  .\lbert. 
Mosnieyer,  John — 

Otts,  Perry  H 

Au?tin.  Walter  G... 

Winter,  Henry 

Francis.  Jesse  O 


Rank  and  organization 


TWENTT-aiXTH  DIVISION 

McCormlck,  Horace  H. 

Manos,  Nick 

McDonald,  William  R. 

TWENTY -SETKNTH  DIVI- 
SION 

Leonard,  John  R 

White,  Kelley  M 

Worley,  Leonard  F 

Zapata,  Estanislao 


TWBNTT-KIOHTH 
SIGN 


PIVl- 


Worsham,  Robert  E 

Schobel,  Walter  W 

Whiteey,  Sharp  B 

Wooley,  John  M. 

Smith,  Sydney 

Paris,  Oscar 

Qrubbs,  Lloyd  T 


Pvt.  Co.  F,  56  In/. 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  64  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  64  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  20  M.  G.  Bn.. 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  MM.  G.  Bn.. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  21  M.  O.  Bn.. 


No. 


Pvt.  Co.  C,  103  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  G,  104  In/. 
do 


Pvt.  Co.  0, 105  Inf.... 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  107  In/.... 

do „.. 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  107  Inf 


IWENTT-NINTH  DIVTSION 

Corrigar,  John  Patrick. 

Downard,  Iltigh  E 

Jorpren.son,  Torval  M... 
Kohler,  Louis 


Pvt.  Co.  I,  109  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  110  Inf.... 
Cpl.  Co.  O,  110  Inf..... 

Pvt.  Co.  L.  110  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  E.  Ill  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  M,  112  Inf.... 
2d  It.  Bty.  F,  109  F.  A. 


1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 


Bcthea,  William  A Pvt.  Bty.  A,  111  F.  A 


THIRTIETH  DnXSION 


Miller,  Charles  E. 
Bchur,  Paul 


THIRTT-nasT  DIVISION 

Boyd,  Marshall  David. 

Bradley.  Conley  W 

Cantrell.  John  L 

Kelly,  Wm.  N 

Osborn,  Job:;  Wm 


TRntTT-BECOND  DIViaiON 

Curh.  James  M 

Thomns,  John 

WlfbiLHch,  William  M.. 

Candelario.  Jose 

Dowdy,  Monroe  E 

Bocrpst,  Luther  E 

Kerlee,  Clyde 

Lipecomb,  Addle  Clau- 
diaa. 

Mansfield,  Henry  Rol- 
lins. 

Parks,  Charley  A 


Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B,  114  In/- 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  114  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  114  In/ 

do.. 


Pvt.  Co.  C,  106  FW  SIg.  Bn. 
Prt.  Co.  K,  la  In/ 


Pvt.  Co.  C,  106  Engrs. 
.-..do 

do. 


Pvt.  Co.  E,  106  Engrs. 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  106  Engrs. 


17< 
1764 


636 
696 

636 
636 


1233 
1233 
1233 
008 
1233 
1232 
1232 


12S2 
1232 
1232 
1232 
608 


636 
006 


I07-E 
107-E 
107-E 
636 
107-E 


Grave 


Pvt.  Co.  I,  la  Inf 

Pvt.  1  cl.,  Co.  A,  la  In/. 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  la  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  O,  127  Inf 

do. 


THIBTY-THIKD  DIVUION 

Comer,  Donald  F 


THlBTT-fOtniTH 
DIVMION 

Brown.  Joseph  E 

Carta.  John  A 

Alctandrr,  Clyde  E. 

Burm,  Wallace 

I-ov.',  otho  I 

Morgan,  Albert  N... 
Gamer,  Tlieodore . . , 
llu'lson,  liobert  Lee. 
Mc.M.ilion.  Tboa.  J.. 
Sandors,  Hughdee... 
Mitchell,  Jessie  R... 


THIKTT-nrrH  divuion 

Amot,  Gordie  C 

Huff,  Demetrus  H.  . 
Ramsey,    WUlie   Law- 
renoe. 

Sloan,  Roy 

Wing,  Douglas  E..'."'.'. 
Coiieland,  Ben  H 
Healy.  Harry  W.  _ 
Hughes,  Thomas  U.. 
Jones,  Robert  T 
McDowell.  Richard  l" 
Neill,  Oran  .M.. 
Kelly,  Leo  F 

Landers,  Pammie  Z 

Chichirillo,  Sam 
Martin,  Charles  E 


Pvt.  Co.  A,  127  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  L,  1»  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  la  In/. 


Pvt.  Co.  K,  1»  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  la  Inf. 


Pvt.  Co.  F,  131  In/. 


Pvt.  Co  B,  133  Inf 

Pvt.  Bty.  C,  la  F.  A 

Pvt.  Bty.  C.  la  F.  A 

Pvt.  Bty.  K,  la  F.  A 

Pvt.  Bty.  F,  l»  F.  A 

Pvt.  Bty.  B,  1»  F.  A 

Pvt.  Bty.  A,  127  F.  A 

Pvt.  Bly.  F,  127  F.  A 

Pvt.  Bty.  B,  127  F.  A 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  100  Engrs 

Pvt.  Co  B,  109  Amm.  Tr.. 


W^ag.  Hq.  Co.,  138  InL 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  138  Inf 

Pn.  1  d.  Co.  H,  138  In/. 


Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  I,  138  In/..... 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  138  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  140  Inf. 

do 

Cpl.  Co.  B,  140  In/. 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  140  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  140  In/. 

Pvt,  Co.  B,  140  In/ 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  D,  1»  M.  O. 

Bn. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  130  M.  O.  Bn.. 

Pvt.  Bty.  B,  la  F.  A 

Pvt.  Bty.  C.  129  F.  A 


1232 

17 

ia2 

27 

1232 

18 

ia2 

33 

ia2 

25 

ia2 

6 

ia2 

a 

ia2 

13 

1232 
806 


1233 


1332 

ia2 

192 

1232 
808 

1232 

ia2 

1232 

ia2 

1232 

ia2 

1232 

1232 

808 

1332 


14 
19 
10 
13 
10 
3 


16 

05 
51 


14 
4 

15 
10 


16 
2 
» 
27 
34 

a 

24 


4 

14 
37 
15 
14 


6 
19 


17 

14 

1 

0 

4 


Row 


17 


107-E 

1 

107-E 

107-E 

14 

107-E 

107-E 

107-E 

n 

107-E 

107-E 

14 

107-E 

107-E 

12 

34 

7 

18 
12 
14 


15 

17 

0 

5 

a 

5 


a 

14 

43 
84 
17 
30 
» 


34 
4 

a 

27 
27 


5 
S9 


1 

2 

2 

34 

5 


81 
20 

a 

30 
29 
41 
2 
40 

16 

a 


14 


29 
17 

27 


Block 


B 
A 

0 
O 

o 

G 


A 
B 
A 


D 
O 
O 
B 


B 
0 
A 
D 
A 
H 
C 


O 
F 
O 
H 
A 


D 
D 


A 
C 
A 
A 
A 


H 
E 
D 
H 
H 
C 
E 
D 


D 
D 
A 
A 

A 
A 
D 
D 
C 
B 
A 


E 
C 
F 


94 

37 

D 

a 

a 

C 

a 

43 

H 

40 

S 

F 

37 

2 

H 

82 

83 

E 

» 

8 

C 

10 

1 

C 

15 

a 

B 

11 

44 

A 

a 

17 

B 

M 

29 

A 

Dteeued  aoldierg  from  Teggt  ^ried  in  oameieHe$  in  Europe— C 


Name 


THiRTT-nrrH  divi- 
sion—continued 


Ttimer,  Robert  H. 

Owen,  Joseph  J 

Ybarbo,  John  L... 


ontinued 


Rank  and  arganixaiion 


THIHTT-eiXTH  DIVISION 


Kendrick,  Hugh  O 

A  loom,  Lawrence  C 

Baker,  Eddie  A 

Barber,  Reuben 

Benton,  William  F 

Blackman,  Wiley 

Blakemore,  Jesse  David 

BIythe,  Foster  M 

Bold,  .\dam 

Brown,  William  W 

Bums,  Harrison  B 

Callaway,  William  T... 

Christiansen,  John  B... 

Connally,  Bertie  Leo... 

Correu,  Jack 

Craddock,  Thomas  D... 

Daveniwrt,  Joseph  B... 

Donnis,  Homer  N 

Deutsoh,  John  J 

Dooley,  Tom 

Dunlap,  John  C 

Dunnam,  Fmest  C 

Ferguson,  William  C... 

Goo<le,  Frank  F 

Han,  John 

Heliums,  Orover  C 

Houston,  T.  C 

Killough^Ulie  L 

Koepke,  William  Eilert. 

Kott,  Joseph 

La>Tje,  Williams 

Lester,  Ben 

Long,  Dan 

Lynrh,  Fred  D 

Martin,  Iiot>ert  A 

.McDermett,  (Talip  F... 

Meyer,  Hugo  W.  C 

Miller,  Lawrent*  H 

Parker,  Sammie  L 

Pelech  Joe 

Pitts,  Douthitt  B 

Roper,  Leslie  M 

RoumelioiLs,  Dionicioe. 

Ruasell,  John  C 

Smith,  Charlie  L 

Smith,  Isaac  R 

Tobin,  Nolan  W 

Watson.  Tom  B 

Wfllis.  Paul 

Zuercher,  Louis 

Allen.  Phillips 

Allen,  Roland  T 

Antonio,  .^res  Geraund. 

Banner,  Robert  F 

Barbce,  Crit  T 

Bycrley,  Earl  C 

Calvert,  OllleS 

Childress,  Amos  R 

Chri.ttian,  Wheeler 

Cross,  John  R 

Dooley,  Clifford  L 

Dunn,  Windsor 

Edwards,  Lee  R 

Ford,  Gordon  J 

Goodger,  Willis  E 

Gravest.  Benton 

Grissom,  Oliver  H 

Hencise,  Charles  W 

Henington,  James  M... 

Jolm.viD,  George  B 

King,  Roy  C 

Leonard,  Earl  C 

McFa^lden.  James  R... 
Powers,  Martin  L.. 
Reagan,  Fanrher  D, 

Slrmons,  WUliara  L 

Spickes,  James  A 

Spivey,  Sullivan  R 

Wairen,  Roy  L 

Wilson.  WiUiam  Mar- 
vin. 

Wright,  James  B 

Bickiey,   Johnie    Law- 

renoe. 
Boultinghouae,  Scbillie. 

Creppon.  Felii 

Dennis.  Clifford  A 

Dickey,  Oarett  N 

Ooo<lhue.  James  W 

Killebrew,  George  W... 
Klement.  Charles  E... 

Lakey,  General  M 

Lewis,  Sam 

Newton,  Jasper  E 

Perry,  Tobe 

Roberts,  W.  A 

Tarver,  Robert  8 

Walker,  Roy  B 

Blackshear,  WUIlam  R 

AUbright,  Miles  C 

Allin,  Elijah  F i 


No. 


Pvt,  Bty.  B,  1»  F.  A. 

Ist  sgt.  Co.  A,  110  Engrs 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  F.  110  Am.  Tr. 


Capt.  Co.  K,  141  Inf 

ad  It.  Co.  E,  141  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  L,  141  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  C,  141  Inf- 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B,  141  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  K.  141  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B,  141  In/. 

Cpl.  Co.  E,  141  Inf 

Ist  sgt.  Co.  B,  141  Inf.... 

Cpl.  Co.  D,  141  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  141  In/. 

Cpl.  Co.  E,  141  Inf 

---.do 


Pvt.  Co.  A.  141  Inf. 

Cpl.  Co.  B,  141  Inf. 

Cpl.  Co.  D,  141  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  141  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B,  141  Inf. 
Sgt.  M.  G.  Co.,  141  Inf.. 

Sgt.  Co.  B,  141  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  141  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  141  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  141  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  141  Inf 

Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  F,  141  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  141  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  B,  141  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  E,  141  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  141  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  141  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  141  InL 

do. 


Sgt 

Pvt 

Pvt 

Cpl 

Pvt 

Cpl 

Pvt 

Pvt 

Pvt 

Pvt 

Cpl 

Pvt 

Pvt 

Cpl, 

Pvt, 

Pvt, 

Sgt. 

Cpl. 

Pvt. 

Cpl. 

Pvt. 

Pvt. 

Pvt. 

Bgt. 

a. 

Pvt. 

Pvt. 

Pvt. 

Pvt. 

Pvt. 

Pvt. 

Pvt. 

Prt. 

Pvt, 

Cpl, 

Cpl. 

Pvt. 

Cpl. 

Pvt. 

Cpl. 

Pvt 

Bgt. 

Pvt 

Pvt 

Pvt 

Cpl, 

Pvt 


Hq.  Co.,  141  Inf 

.  Id.  Hq.  Co.,  141  InL. 

1  cl.  Co.  1, 141  Inf 

Co.  D,  141  Inf 

1  cl.  Co.  I,  141  InL 

Co.  C,  141  In/ 

Co.  K,  141  Inf 

.Co.  C,  141  In/- 

.  1  d.  Co.  C,  141  In/.... 

Co.  M.  141  Inf 

.Co.  A.  141  Inf 

.Id.  Co.  F,  141  Inf.... 

Id.  Co.  M,  141  Inf... 

Co.  L,  141  Lnf 

1  d.  Co.  I,  141  Inf 

Co.  n,  141  Inf 

Co.  K,  141  Inf 

Co.  E,  141  Inf 

1  d.,  Co.  G,  142  In/... 

Co.  O,  142  Inf 

Co.  A,  142  Inf 

Co.  Hq.,  142  lnf 

Co.  B,  142  Inf 

Co.  G,  142  Inf 

Co.  M,  142  Inf 

Co.  K,  142  Inf 

1  d..  Co.  I,  142  Inf.... 

Co.  F.  142  Inf 

Id.,  Co.  G,  142  In/... 

Co.  B,  142  In/ 

1  d.,  Co.  0, 142  Inf  .... 

1  d.  Co.  I  142  lnf 

I.d.,  Co.  M,  142  Inf... 

Co.  L,  142  lnf 

Co.  F,  142  Inf 

Co.  H,  H2  Inf 

Co.  G,  143  In/ 

Hq.  Co.,  112  InL. 

Co.  M,  142  Inf 

Id.,  t^.  n,  142  In/..., 

C^.L,  142In/ 

Id..  Ilq.  Co..  142ln/.. 
Co.  M.  142  Inf 

Co.  A.  142  lnf 

Hq.  Co.,  142  Inf 

1  d.,  Co.  G,  142  In/.... 

Co.  II,  142  Inf 

Co.  L,  142  In/ 


Pvt.  1  cl..  Co.  M,  142  In/. 
Pvt.  Co.  O.  142  In/ 


Pvt.  1  d.,  Co.  B,  142  InL.. 

Pvt.  Co.  Hq..  142  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  G.  142  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  K.  142  Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  L,  142  Inf... 

Pvt.  Co.  G,  142  lnf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co,  H,  142  InL.. 

Sgt.  Co,  F.  142  Inf 

Pvt.  Icl.  Co.  B,  142  In/... 

CpLCo.  B,  142  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  142  In/ 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  142  Inf 

CpL  Co.  H.  142  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  143  lnf 

Major.  144  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  144  In/ 

Prt.  Ca  A.  144  In/ 


1332 

1233 

ia2 


1232 
1232 
1232 
ia2 

ia2 

1233 
1232 
1232 

ia2 
ia2 

1232 

1232 

ia2 

1233 
1232 

ia2 

1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 

ia2 

1233 
12:12 
1232 
1232 

ia2 

12:<2 

1232 

34 

ia2 
ia2 

1232 
1233 
ia2 

ia2 

1232 
1784 
1232 
1282 
1232 

ia2 

ia2 

ia2 

84 
1232 

ia2 

808 

ia2 
ia2 

1232 
1232 
1232 

ia2 

1232 
1232 

ia2 

1232 
1232 
1233 
1233 

ia2 

1233 

ia2 

1232 

ia2 
ia2 

192 

ia2 

1232 

34 

1232 

ia2 

1S2 
1232 

ia2 

1232 
1Z<2 
1232 
1Z{2 

ia2 

1232 
1232 

1232 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1332 
ia2 
1232 

ia2 

1232 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1233 
808 
1232  I 


Grave 


32 
21 
15 


a 

16 

2 
a 

19 

SI 

8 

2 

80 

7 

a 
5 
4 

32 
11 
2 
10 
36 

a 

31 

12 
r 
2 
33 
a 

19 
10 
14 
3 
87 

a 

4 

36 

a 

13 

17 

18 

0 

0 

19 

17 

8 

21 

'40 

33 

18 

a 

34 

4 

18 
30 
84 

10 

31 

12 

39 

16 

3 

9 

21 

8 

:i5 

29 
80 
18 
40 

7 

a 

11 

a 

2 

a 

13 
37 
III 
27 
17 
M 
38 
M 

1 

17 

1 

a 

15 

1 

8 
15 

14 

4 

27 

34 

15 

a 

22 
0 

a 

88 
19  I 


Row 


a 

S3 

18 


21 
21 

a 

18 
39 
17 
38 
8 
89 
33 

a 

14 
IS 
17 
88 

41 

a 

39 

2 

87 

7 

16 

18 

a 

19 

5 
S^ 

6 
15 
21 


a 

19 

a 

21 

4 

17 

89 
41 
17 

a 
a 

8 
18 

a 

85 
17 
21 

1 
80 
38 
41 

9 
41 
21 

7 
25 

4 

4 

a 

8 
31 
88 

a 

9 

Zi 

41 

8 

10 

10 

29 

22 

9 

9 

10 

82 

31 

** 

in 
10 

81 

13 
34 
2? 
27 
10 
31 
39 
35 

a 

41 
14 

8 
33 

0 

5 

a 
a 


Block 


A 
C 
D 


a 

Q 
H 
D 
D 
B 
H 
B 
H 
E 
D 
D 
D 
B 

? 

H 
U 
F 
O 
E 
D 
C 
O 
R 
E 
U 
E 
B 
A 
H 
U 
A 
H 
B 
F 
B 
H 
O 
B 
H 
D 
B 
B 
D 
B 
O 
D 
B 
O 
E 
li 
A 
D 

n 

F 
F 

H 
A 
A 
U 
O 
E 
E 
E 
D 
II 
F 
U 
B 
H 
E 
F 
D 
H 
K 
E 
O 
D 
U 

A 

E 

F 
H 
A 
A 

n 

E 

D 

F 
F 

B 
A 
B 

n 

H 
D 

B 
A 


f 


Hi 


*^ 


f 


'II) 


A 
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COKGRESSIONA  L  RECORD— SENATE 


»oldiert  fnm  Trxa*  burlrd  in  ermeterieM  im  Europe — Con  timed 


Nune 


Rank  aod  orcnnization 


No. 


Grave 


THiikTT-antTii   nm- 
si  o  H— oonl  in  atMl 

Burlow.  Jo«  W Pvt 

Curry  John  Ewl ;  Cpl 

r>av  i«.  Robert 

Draver.  Jkmet  F 

Rckrrt.  Nfax  H   

GrinMB  Henry  H 

OrliMB.  Jam<s  S 

Hey*r.  Puncan  V.  D. 

Ilodon.  Thomai 

Honeyitjtt.  DewevJ.. 

Joho'ion,  ("oly  Bill 

Manuel.  Frank 

MilVr.  arady  M 

Parks  William  R 

Phillips.  Irving  B 

Koarh,  John  F 

Riiitr;nii«z.  Juan  Matao 
Pooti.  L«o  A 


I  cl.  Co.  K.  144  Inf.... 

Co   D,  144  Inf 

Ci>l.  Co.  B,  144  laf 

Pvt.  Co.  L.  144  Inf 

Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  B.  I44lnf  ... 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  C.  144  Inf 

Id   Co.  B,  144  Inf 

Id.  Co.  M.  144  Inf... 

Co.  C.  144  Inf 

Co.  O.  144  Inf 

Co.  B.  144  Inf 

Co.  M.  144  Inf 

Co.  K.  144  Inf 

Co.  A.  144  Inf 

Co.  B,  144  Inf 

Co.  E,  144  Inf 

Co.  B.  144  Inf 


Pvt 
Pvt 
Pvt 

Cpl 
Pvt 
Pvt 

a«t. 

Pvt 

Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt 


do. 


Shook.  Everett  O I  flirt.  Co.  B,  144  Inf 

Smith.  Chflirt-d  R i  M«*.  Co.  C,  144  Inf 

Smith.  Ornm  P Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  D.  144  Inf.... 

Siisngk-r.  James  Henry.    Pvt.  Co.  D,  144  Inf 

Siom-.  Jwst'  -M Pvt.  Co.  B,  144  Inf 

Till.  John do 

I  n<l.rwo»Kj.  Lillard  M.|  Pvt.  M.  O.  Co.,  i44  Inf 


>n.  John  V 1 do 

h.  llutt  H..  ad  It.  132  M.  O.  Bn 

man,  James  W...'  Pvt.  Co.  C,  132  M.  O.  Bn 


Claud 


Wilson,  John  V 
Cro«i< 
Biirhanan, 
Ilpilgpeth 

Weaver. 
M«>ers.  Robert  W 

lUjinuef,  Ollie  Olander. 

Perry,  William  J 

01«l.-n.  Edwin, 

fivlner,  Cotumbts  C 

Ftricklin,  Ous  H.  

Black  man,  Jami«  C 

Farrw.  Vir«ll  T 

Onotllor,  Jonn  L 

Wonten,  Fddie  W 

lidvens,  UeorKe  L 

THUlTTimrTH   WTISIO!! 

Davis.  Lee 


Pvt.  Ca  D,  132  M.  O. 


Bn... 
Bn.. 


Pvt.  Med.  Det.   132  M.  O. 

Bn. 
Pvt.  Co.  C.  132  M.  O.  Bn... 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  133  M.  Q.  Bn.. 

Pvt.  Bty.  D.  131  F.  A 

Cpl.  Uq.  Co.,  133  F.  A 

Wa«.  Hq.  Co.,  133  F.  A 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  A,  111  Engrs.. 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  111  F.  S  Bn... 
Pvt.  Id.  Co.  C,  111  F.S.  Bn. 
Pvt  Id.  C4>.  D.  Ill  .\m.  Tr 
Pvt.  Amb.  Co.  142.  m  S.  Tr. 


fOUTT-niWT  IMV1SION 

Fennison,  Chiirl««  E... 
Kuhiman,  Justin  O 


roKTT-SH-OND  DIVISIOK 


Kane,  Bothwell  B. 
Minnr,  Farreil  D.. 

Cume,  John  M 

Biilo.  A!fre<l 

Uiiiv'.  William  L.. 
JalilonskI,  Frank.. 
ILtltiiec,  John  A... 

Maloch,  Frank 

Pins«>n,  Joe  J 

fVrlvaor,  Jamas  D. 
8nuth,  Joseph  J... 
8<ollet8,  AlfrsdJ... 
RobtsoD,  (}«orca  F. 
Dublonc,  John  J 


Pvt.  Co.  B,  IM  Inf. 


Pvt.  Co.  M.  183  Inf. 
....do 


Utlt.  Hq.  Co..  165  Inf 

2dU.  Co.  I,  167  Inf 

Utlt.  Co.  .Vf,  188  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B.  188  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C.  188  Inf 

do. 


MKultay,  OsarfsT... 

SBVE.NTT-EIOBTH    DlVi- 

SIUN 

Clark.  HsoryH 


«VK1«TT-»I.\TB 
DIVWIOM 

McOebee,  Benjamin  E.    Pvt.  Co.  M  314  Inf 

Vhulka.  Leonides Pvt.  Hq.  Co..  314  Inf 

Wright,  George  L Pvt.  Co.  H.316  Inf 


Pvt.  Co.  O.  188  Inf. 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  188  Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  B.  168  Inf.. 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  A.  188  Inf.... 

Pvt.  Co.  B.  188  Inf 

Pvt.  Irl.  Co.  B.  168  Inf  . 
Cpl.  Trk.   Co.  No.  2.    117 

Sap.  Tr. 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  117  Sap.  Train 


Pvt.  Co.  0, 310  Inl. 


1784 
1233 
1232 
808 
1232 
1332 
1233 
1232 
1784 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1233 
34 
1233 
1233 
1333 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1333 
1233 
1233 
34 
1232 
1233 
1233 

34 

1233 

1233 

608 

608 

808 

1233 

1233 

1232 

1233 

1233 


34 


1233 
608 


1784 
1764 

lan 

1213 
1333 
1233 

ua 


Pvt.  !  d.  Co.  A,  325  Inf. 

Pvt.  Ca.  D.  326  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  335  Inf 

Istsgt.  Co.  I.  325  Inf.... 

Pvt.  Co.  r.  337  Inf 

D,327InL 

A.  327  Inf 

Co.  U.  338  Inf. 


tl<iBTT-SBO}ND 
DIVISION 

Brandt.  Herman  O 
Fuller,  John  R I 

I  INrifii,  y>\ii  \ I 

W'ehttter.  JoMpti  E..^]  I 
Cox.  Ctrover  B 
Sooddy.  Melvln  E.       '| 
Sugarek.  K.ldie  M 
Uajer.  Frank.. 
Paweleck.  Rudolph 
Racliui,  RslntaoM 

KtllHTT-THUD   INVCtlOII 

Nabers.  Tracto  B 

MOBTT-MJITH   Dn-COON 

UodspMh.  Oaney  M...    Pvt.  Co.  E.  J53  Inf 

Jactson    U  m.  If ;  Cp|.  Co.  O,  3S3  Inf' 

C«o«.  tomoltoos t  Cpl.  Co.  K.  356  Inf 

Dort)btar.  ArttairWaJtsrf  Pvt.  Co.  L,  3M  laL. 


Cpl.  Co 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Id. 

do... 

Pvt.  Hq.  Co 


338  Inf. 


Pvt.  Co.  n,  33&  Inf. 


las 

1233 
1233 
1333 
1333 
1333 

808 


12S3 


1332 

lasa 

1S3 


1233 
1233 

1:233 
1232 
1333 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1333 
1333 


608 


1233 

1233 
1233 
1232 


49 
38 
21 
30 
2» 
40 
32 
23 
44 
4 
32 
11 
40 
33 
34 
21 

27 

31 

34 

33 

31 
1 

30 

17 

3» 

31 

3S 
4 

13 

30 

17 
30 
31 
29 
19 
31 
3 
14 
34 
16 


37 


34 
33 


63 
3 
23 
11 
40 
17 
18 
36 
17 
37 
19 
10 
33 
30 

33 


37 
17 
30 


29 
6 
5 
39 
40 
31 
16 
39 
40 
38 


36 


30 
40 
31 
38 


Row  'dock 


1 

22 

29 

5 

4 

20 
15 
39 
1 
16 
15 
29 
34 
11 
15 
10 
1 

34 

39 

33 

30 

35 
3 

30 

31 

11 
9 
4 

3» 

11 

1 

3 
26 
13 
31 
10 

3 
39 

7 

6 


13 
34 


8 

1 
19 

13 
19 
37 

7 
17 
18 

6 
14 
39 
14 
43 


30 
39 
15 


35 

18 
34 

29 
38 
16 
8 
10 
36 
39 


18 


28 
13 
11 
23 


September  19 


B 

H 

C 

A 

E 

C 

A 

A 

B 

D 

O 

D 

H 

B 

C 

B 

D 

B 

B 

E 

H 

r 

E 
C 
H 
B 
F 
A 
H 


H 
B 


A 

A 
B 

FI 
F 
H 

C 
C 
E 
B 

? 
3 
3 

I. 


I 


Deceased  toldiert  from  Ttaa»  huried  in  eemeteriet  to  Europe — Contlnaed 


Name 


NINETIKTH   DIVISION 

Morgan,     Frederick 
Harry. 

.Adams,  William  Henry. 

Ooette.  Edward  Charley 

Lee,  Fred  C 

WLIlianison. Benjamin  O. 

Belk.  OscAt  M... 

Boon,  Reid 

Collins,  John 

Rose,  Roy  W 

Sefcik,  Frank  Walter... 

WIdtert,  Evans. 

Bell,  Eugene  C 

Boog,  John  C 

Fly,  Montgomery 

Harned,  Charles  D 

NordQui.«t,  Oscar 

Barkdull,  Earl.. 

Boultinghou.-^,  Stanley 

Burke,  John  T 

Camp,  William  B 

Carpenter.  John  E 

Carroll,  James  M 

Claunch,  Oscar  L 

Cooper,  William  B 

Crumpler,  Robert  E.... 

Drummond,  Robert  C. 

Eagleton.  Lafayette  £.. 

Everett,  Leslie  D 

Fetty,  Clyde 

Fowler,  Charles  C 

Galloway,  Earl  B 

Garner,  Henry  O 

Graves,  Paul 

GriflSn.  Rossie  L 

Origsby.  William  C... 

Guiterrei,  Louis 

Ilallford.  Harris  B 

High,  Leslie  A 

Hill7lra.. 

Hill,  James  A 

Hinkle,  Robert 

Ilolibaugh.  Burton  O. 

Holtzdaw,  Major 

Hoover,  Charles  A 

Johnson,  Bentley  G 

Johnson.  Pierce  A  . 

Keel.  Frank  B 

Lackey,  Robert  L 

-Mattison.  Gordon  M 

.McCleskey.  Joseph  .M. 

.McCoy.  Roy  S 

McNeill,  Joe  W 

McPherson.  James  D  . 

Newberry,  Allen  B '. 

O'Malley,  Edward  J 

Ottmo,  Calvin  E 

Parsons,  Lee  E 

Patton,  Juliun  8 

Puckett.  Sam.. 

Seely.  Terry  J 

Shaw,  Clyde  E 

Spee<l,  .Aj-thur  E 

.splawn,  OeoTite  W 

Steiiler.  John  L I" 

Steher.  .Albert  E 

Summers,  Bonnie  T 

Tripp,  Buford  R " 

Tucker.  John  H 

Turner.  IJennie  A 

Cpchurch,  .\ubrey 

Waterman,  Walter  W... 

WjI<»on.  Herman  L 

Yarbrougli,  Almiith  R.. 
Yarbrough.  Charley  W_ 

Zhanel,  John | 

Adams,  Robert  F.    .    "i 
Ashbrook,  Frank  P 

Barden,  Charles  W j 

Bond,  Leon.. 

Briscoe,  Richard  L., 

Brown,  Gr.ffin  E 

Carasoe,  Hilario 

Cansler.  l>oui;Jn.s  H.. 
Childnws.  Ed.  U... 
Crawford,  Samuel  I. 
Crenshaw,  Robert... 

Uehart.  .Arthur 

Deshazo,  f'liarles  L„ 

Drews,  Will  u 

Ernst,  William  T 

Franke,  Elo 

Galloway,  Chartos  M... 

Garcia,  Jose 

Oil],  George  W 

Gonxalee.  Simon 

Green,  Lonnie. 

Gully,  Fred " 

Ham,  Daniel  L 

Henncasy.  William  B 

Jackson,  Walter  

Klankert,  Charles  L.... 

Lalich,  Maxim 

Lambertson,  Tom 

Uedberg,  Clarence 

Laeckemeyer,  Fred  W.. 


Rank  and  organixation 


Na 


1st  It.  Co.  C,  367  Inf. 


Pvt.  Co.  K,  357  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  357  Inf. 

Cpl.  Co.  B,  357  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  357  Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  M,  358  Inf... 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  358  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  358  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  358  Inf 

Bugl.  Co.  A,  358  Inf. 

Fxt.  Co.  B,  358  Inf. 

1st  It.  Co.  B,  359  Inf 

l-st  It.  Co.  F,  359  Inf 

1st  It.  Co.  L,  359  Inf. 

1st  It.  3d  Bn.  359  Inf. 

3d  It.  Co.  H.  .■«9Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  L.  3o«  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  36W  Inf. 

do.. 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  359  Inf 

Cpl.  Hq.  Co.,  359  Inl. 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  359  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  C,  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  359  Inf 

Sgt.  maj.  Hq.  Co.,  359  Inf.. 

Cpl.  Co.  F,  359  Inf 

Sgt.  Co.  F,  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  359  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  O,  35«  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  350  Inf    .       .. 
Pvt.  Id.  Co.  F,  359  Inf..  . 

Cpl.  Co.  K.  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  359  Inf..     . 
Wag.  Sup.  Co..  358  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  O.  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  359  Inf. 

Sgt.  Co.  E,  359  Inf II 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  36«  Inf 

Bugl.  Co.  F,  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  .S59  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  359  Inf     .. 

Cpl.  Co.  F,  359  Inf 

Sgt.  Co.  M,  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F.  539  Inf.... 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  359  Inf...  .     I  [ 
Cpl.  Co.  H,  359  Inf.. 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  350  Inf I. 

Cpl.  Co.  K,  359  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  359  Inf.. 

do_ 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  350  Inf...IIIIII* 

Cpl.  Co.  B,  359  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  C,  359  Inf 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  E.  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  3.i«  Inf  . 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  3,^9  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H.  359  Inf    ...  . 
Pvt.  Co.  .M,  3.W  Inf.  . 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  359  Inf 

Sgt.  Co.  E,  350  Inf.. 

Pvt.  Co  K,  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  359  Inf  . 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  .M,  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  359  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  .M,  359 "inf.. r 

Cpl.  Co.  I,  359  Inf. 

Bug.  Co.  E.  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  G,  3.'»  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  3S9  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  359  Inf 

Bug.  Co.  D,  359  Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  K.  360In'f  '""■ 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  360  Inf....!" 


Orave 


.do. 


Machemafal,  WiUie i 

MaywakUKd. ji.i 


Pvt.  Co.  0,300  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  360  Inf ■ 

8ft.  Co.  I,  360  Inf. 

Pvt.  1  d  Co.  L.  360  Inf 
Pvt    I  d.  Co.  D,  360  Inf    ■  ■ 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  G.  380  Inf 

Pvt.  Co   H,  380  Inf ' 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  380  Inf..  .. 

Pvt.  Co.  G,  380  Inf.  . 

Pvt.  Co.  C.  380  Inf. . 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  H,  360  Inf  '"" 

Pvt.  Co.  G.  380  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M.880Inf...'..H" 

Pvt.  Co.  C.  380  Inf.. 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  360  Inf.... 

Cpl.  Co.  A.  360  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  0,360  Inf.  . 

8ft.  Co.  M.  G,380InL.." 

Pvt.  Co.  D.  360  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  L,  380  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Med   Det.  360  Inf 
Pvt.  Co.  E,  380  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  I,  360  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  360  Inf.    .  ■"" 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  K,  380  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  I,  380  Inf 
CpL  Co.  K.  380  Inf.      .     " 
Pvt.  Id.  Co   K.  380liifl 
Pvt.  Co.  £,380  Inf..  . 


1233 

1233 
34 
1233 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1233 
12S3 
1232 
1333 
1233 
1232 
1233 
1233 
12S3 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1333 
1333 
1233 
1233 
1283 
13S3 
1383 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1333 
1233 
1233 
1332 
1232 
1233  , 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1233  I 
1233  I 
1233  I 

1232  ; 

1233  I 

1233 ; 

1233  i 

1232  I 
1333 
1233 
1233 

1233  1 
341 

1233 

1233 

1333 

1332 

1232  I 

1233 

1232 

1232 

1232  I 

1333  I 

1332  ! 

1232 

1333 

1333 

1333 

1333 

1332 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1333 
1333 
1333 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1333 
1233 
1332 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1332 
13U 
1332 
1232 
1333 
1233 
1232 
1233 
1S3 
1333 
1232 
1333 


13 


12 

25 

21 

30 

35 

36 

5 

6 

30 

34 

37 

5 

6 

22 

14 

18 

34 

7 

2S 

5 

11 

29 

17 

5 

10 

12 

32 

17 

38 

23 

26 

19 

40 

8 

8 

29, 
34! 
18 
22 
28 
31 
29 
27 
36 
40 
36 
4 

27 

24 

3 

19 

1 

31 

7 

30 

30 

30 

31 

35 

23 

27 

1 

36 

31 

1 

15 

38 

7 

30 

S 

32 

18 

8 

14 

24 

36 

23 

36 

15 

8 

34 

30 

6 

3 

30 

38 

30 

30 

7 

35 

1 

15 

11 

13 

8 

U 

2 

15 

18 

8 

9 

13 

18 

33k 

351 


Row  Block 


16 

38 
10 
29 

41 

7 

3 

21 

21 

15 

16 

39 

22 

7 

4 

24 

43 

9 

13 

45 

36 

17 

43 

13 

5 

25 

2 

8 

34 

3 

3 

28 

18 

40 

18 

36 

38 

4 

17 

2 

6 

42 
9 

28 

17 

21 

11 
8 

22 

17 

14 
9 
2 

31 

18 

11 

11 

13 
7 

24 

17 

13 

11 
8 
1 

19 

12 

35 

22 

37 

28 

37 

15 
1 

10 

23 

38 

38 

23 

7 

13 
40 

5 

6 

3 
31 
38 


15 
1« 
41 
9 
43 
31 
II 
10 
30 
30 
37 
10 
45 
30 
14 
33 
10 
16 


D 

D 

A 

C 

H 

B 

B 

D 

C 

C 

B 

O 

B 

C 

D 

B 

B 

D 

D 

C 

F 

A 

A 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

B 

H 

D 

B 

C 

Q 

D 

D 

E 

D 

F 

D 

F 

O 

F 

C 

V 

O 

D 
F 

D 
F 

D 

D 

D 

C 

D 

D 

C 

B 

A 

D 

C 

D 

A 

C 

B 

B 

B 

O 

A 

D 

O 

D 

D 

E 

A 

C 

F 

D 

G 

U 

B 

£ 

D 

U 

A 

D 

F 


34  i  D 
30   C 


F 

C 
F 

C 
A 
F 
D 
U 
F 
H 
C 
F 
C 
F 
A 
U 
D 
C 
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Name 


NINKTIKTH    DIVISION— 

continued 

McAlliater,  Ottie 

>frnonnel,  WUliam  M. 

AIcDuflie,  Levy 

McElwee,  Leon 

McMinn,  George  M 

Moon,  Mortimer  K 

I'alterson,  James  8 

Pe'lersen,  Oeorue 

Perry,  Earley  A 

Psencik,  Lonis  F 

Ramsey,  Alexander  De 
\V. 

Rami'ev,  Robert  L 

Rasnick,  James  D 

Robinson,  Harvey  W... 

Rouffino,  -Andrew 

Ructer,  Henry.. 

Fanicr.  Edward  F 

gelf.  Elijah  B 

Sepmoree,  Thomas  H.. 

MHck,  Ernest  D 

Bkrabanek,  Thomas  M. 

Bpark.s,  James  H 

Stanley,  Fred  L 

Stanley,  Hulan  F . 

Thomas,  Roy  C 

\in!;on.  Perry  L 

Wallace,  Millard  O 

Warden,  Donald.. 

Watkins,  Mortimer  J... 

Whaley.  William  O 

Willis,  J.  D 

Wootan,  Silas  8 

F-mller.  .\uirast 

Jenoeu,  Alfred  F..w 
Beavers,  Harry  W.. 
Bo<lenhamer,  Keed  B.. 
Carrague,  .Michael  T.. 

Embry.  Walter  F 

Franklin,  William  V... 
McKee,  Henry  D... 


Rank  and  organization 


Pvt.  Co.  B.  360  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  360  Inf 

Pvt.  Med.  Det.  3fiO  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  K,  300  Inf.... 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  D,  360  Inf.  .. 

Sgt.  Co.  C,  360  Inf 

Cpl.  Go.  D,  360  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  11,360  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  360  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  360  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  360  Inf 


No. 


Orave 


Row 


Nash,  Dan  E 

Smith,  Walton 

White,  Enoch  L 

Harltchi.s,  V'asil 

McCloud,  Charles  E... 
Bhelton,  Benjamin  F... 

Arlitt,  Gus  J 

Armstrong,  Leonard  B. 

Nelson,  James  H 

Trigg.  Wyatt  H 

Zinn,  Guy  L 

NINFTV-nRST  DmSIOW 

MacDonnell,  Albert  8„ 

MNETT-SICOND  DIVISION 


Turner,  Prothro  W. 

Jarmon,  Jesse 

Gillesj.ie,  Rufus 

James,  John  A 


KINETV-THTIID   DIVISIOK 

Anderson,  Reed  T 

Black,  Isaac 

Bryant,  Lewis  O 

Curry,  Charlie 

Ford.  James  

Gilder,  I.«on. 

Oillaspie,  George 

McFarland,  Percy 

McGrew,  Beurette 

Nelson,  John 

Tyler,  John I 

Wlniton,  Charlie 

Bookiey.  Sherman 


NO.VDIVISIONAl 

Cowart,  William  B  ... 
Goodfellow,  John  J.,  Jr 
McFaddfn  W  iUford,  jr 
Rust,  Charles  E.. 

Sloan,  Lyle  T 

Thomas,  WUliam  O 

Astall,  Douglas  N 

Gnrr,  James  F 

May.  JoDee '."'. 

•AJdennan,  Tommie  P.. 

Ayoock,  Bm 


do 

Pvt.  Co.  O,  360  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  360  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  O,  360  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  360  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  F,  360  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  360  Inf. 

Cpl.  Co.  E,  360  Inf 

Cpl.  M.  G.  Co.,  360  Inf 

Mus.  Hq.  Co.,  360  InL 

Cpl.  Co.  I,  360  Inf 

Sgt.  Co.  I,  300  Inf  

Sgt.  Co.  D,  300  Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  D,  360  InL... 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  360  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  1.380  Inf.. 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  360  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  H,  380  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  360  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  360  Inf.- 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  0,380  Inf.... 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  343M.  O.  Bn. 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  345M.  G.  Bn. 
Cpl.  Co.  B,  345  M.  G.  Bn.. 
Cpl.  Co.  C,  345  M.  O.  Bn.. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  345  M.  O.  Bn.. 

do 

Pvt  1  d.  Co.  C,  345  M.  O. 

Bn. 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  845  M.  O.  Bn.. 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  C,  345  M.  O. 

Bn. 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  345  M.  O   Bn.. 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  D,  316  Engrs.. 

Wag.  Co.  C,  315  Engis 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B,  315  Engrs.. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  315  F.  Sig.  Bn.. 
Sgt.   1  d.   Co.  C,  315  Fid. 

Sig.  Bn. 
Cpl.  Co.  A.  315  Fid.  Sig.  Bn. 
Sgt.  Co.  C,  315  Fid.  Sig.  Bn . 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  C,  315  Sup. 
Tr. 


Ist  it.  Hq.  Co.,  Q.  M.  C. 


Pvt.  Co.  B,  365  Inf 

Pvt.  325  Fid.  Sig.  Bn 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  317  M.  P.   . 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  317  Amm.  Tr. 


Pvt.  Co.  K.  369  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  369  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  369  Inf  . 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  M,  369  InL.... 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  360  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I.  389  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  .VI,  369  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  369  InL 

....do 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  360  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  K,3C9Inf. 

Pvt.  Kepi.  Bn^  369  Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  H,  370  Inf 


1232 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 

1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1233 
34 
1233 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1232 

1233 
1233 

1232 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 

1233 
1232 
1233 


LjTin,  James 

Couch.  WUliam  R.. 
Fryar,  Silas  W 


MeKay,  JoeB „ 

5^  Vergel  E 

Boyd,  Clarence 

Ncttleton,  Robert  E.... 


Ist  It.  1st  Aero  Squa<lron 

1st  It.  24th  Aero  Squadron.. 
2d  It.  103d  Aero  Squadron 
2d  It.  I(Mth  Aero  Squadron.. 
Pvt.  1  cl.  3.S3d  Aero  Squadron 
2d  It.  354th  Aero  Squadron  . 
Pvt.  1  cl.  475th  .\ero  .'^qdn. 
1st  It.  3d  .<vla,  Inst.  Center 
Pvt.  1  d.  12lh  Const.  Co.... 
Cpl.    184    Adm.    Lab.    Co. 

A.  8.  C. 
Cpl.    120   Adm.    Leb.    Co. 

A.  S.  C. 
Cpl.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Pvt.  Sup.  Co.  64tb  C.  A.  C  . 
Pvt.  Id.  Bty.  O,  64tb 

C.  A.  C. 
Pvt.  Bty.  F,  84th  C.  A.  C_. 
Pvt.  Uu.  Co.  75lh  C.  A.  C_. 
Pvt.  Trk.  Co.  5  Cps.  A.  P. 

C.  A.  C. 
Pvt!  1  cl.  Bty.  C,  3  Tmch. 

A.BIL 


34 

608 

1232 

1233 


1332 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
608 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1764 


1232 

1233 

1232 

1232 

34 

1233 

630 

1233 

107-E 

1233 

808 

1232 
806 
008 

608 
608 
806 

1233 


10 
24 

28 
10 

6 
19 

6 
10 
38 
39 
24 

28 

12 

4 
38 
35 

3 
31 
U 

3 
11 
33 
35 
31 
34 
34 
40 
30 

6 
13 
89 

6 
37 

9 
28 

3 

6 

33 
14 
11 

18 
32 

3 

27 
10 
32 
35 
13 

29 
22 
30 


35 
17 
22 
18 


13 

33 

17 

24 

4 

7 

27 

6 

5 

7 

6 

20 

13 


33 
28 
24 
28 
14 

3 
13 
28 

3 
15 


33 

4 

34 

38 

30 

8 


39 
7 
21 
24 
24 
16 
23 
19 
24 
18 
45 

8 

19 
24 
23 

4 
12 
28 
20 
34 

6 
40 

7 
42 
23 
14 

4 

4 
24 
16 
30 
31 
18 
15 

5 
28 

2 
10 
15 

2 

8 

1 

19 
21 
12 
18 
83 
11 

21 
33 
39 


20 


9 
23 
29 
23 


42 
41 

5 
31 
20 
33 
11 
15 
21 
23 

4 
37 
13 


13 

12 
86 
30 

3 
23 
14 
27 

3 
30 

18 

82 
35 
19 

43 
30 
13 

42 


Dft^aed  ,ol4irr,  from  Te^,  M.rW  to  frmrtme,  to  E-ft»p#_ront1nue4 


Block 


F 
F 
D 
F 

F 
C 
B 
B 
D 
D 
C 

O 
A 
¥ 

G 
C 
A 
U 
F 
F 
C 
D 
D 
O 
F 
B 
A 
C 
B 
C 
F 
F 
F 
O 
C 
D 
F 
B 
C 
F 

B 
D 

A 
C 
B 
A 
A 
B 

D 
O 
D 


A 

B 
F 
D 


B 
D 
D 
A 
A 
A 
D 
D 
C 
A 
Q 
E 
B 


O 
D 
B 
O 
A 
B 
A 
A 
G 
B 


A 

D 
C 

D 
A 
D 


Rank  and  organitation 


KONDiviaoNAL— contd. 


Schmuck,  Tommie  V. 
W'illiams,  James  S 

Jackson.  Albert  8 


Wataon,  Conly  A. 
Mero,  Carl  A 


Oerland,  Willie  M. 
Hall,  Alfred 


Bates,  David  M 

Bond,  Thomas  M 

Barnes,  Edward 

Crawford,  Claud 

Scay,  Samuel  H 

Mashbum.  Charlie  M. 
Snyder,  JetTerson  A.... 
Webber,  W  illiam  W 

Whitney,  Orla  W 

Fowler,  Ernest  E 

Estfls,  Tom 

Estes,  John  D 

Kos.'^eth,  Frank 

Ma.stcrs,  Jim 

Paul,  Clarence 

Spicvr,  Rolwrt  E 

W^Uson,  W.  R 

Sutherland,  Henry  H.. 
Thomas,  Sam 

Gofl,  Elmer  E 

Zdjioek,  Charles 


Hollmann,  Louis  Fritz 
HUl,  William  I 


Stokos,  Jesse  L 

Davis,  Arthtir 

Warnell.  Henry 

Vituiu,  John  W.  P 


Anderson,  Robert  B. 

Edwards  Elijah 

GrifTien,  Tommie 

Hills,  Soloman 


,  Rep. 
.  Repl. 


Jackson,  Andrew 

Toliver,  Sflf 

Wilkins,  WaltiT 

Young,  Neugent 

BigKcrs,  Ernest 

Wa.shington,  Uob«at 

Parker,  Edward  R 


Machac,  Lois. 


Mason,  Jim 

Barnes,  Sbadie 

Taylor,  Joe. 

Bradford,  Collie 

Butler,  Acy 

Deams,  MilJard 

Pierce,  Dudley 

Soott.  Earl 

Tniitt,  Willie 

Brown,  Willie 

Eckels,  William 

M.iy field,  .\braham. 

White,  John 

Bivens,  Earoest 


Smith,  WilUe. 


Dickson,  Nelson. 

Aibrooks,  WilUe 

O'Brien,  Gillespie  B.. 

Bean,  Eiashia 

Fuller,  Earl 


Hickey,  John 

Lee,  George 

Gardner,  ilindey 

Walker,  WiUie  J 

Rodriquet.  Cbriatino... 

BLshop.  William  O 

Rose.  John  O 

Hyatt,  Raymond  K 

Miller.  Charles  A. 

Ptyors,  James  L 

McGowan,  I>ee 

Sandd.  RollieL 


Prather,  David  R. 
Vallca.  Tomae 


Vaughan,  Isaac  M 

Webb,  JefT  B 

Hawkins,  Johnie 


Pvt.  3d  Tmoh.  Art.  Rn 
Pvt.  Bty.  B.  3d  Tmch.  Art' 

Bn. 
Pvt,  Cp.  Jackson  S.  R.  D 

No.  2,  I  .  A.  C. 
Pvt.    Uq.    Det.    Ry.    Art. 

C.  A.  C. 
Pvt.    Base   Ho.-ip.    No.   98, 

Med.  Cps. 
Pvt.  1  d.  Vet.  H(wp.  No.  8. 

Med.  Cps. 
Hrshr.  2  Cps.   Mob.    Vet. 

Hosp.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  44  Unit.  Med.  Repl. 

Units. 
Pvt.  Misc.  Med.  Corps...  . 
Pvt.  1  d.  247  Co.,  M.  P 
Cpl.  608  Co.,  Mot.  Trns.  Cps. 
1  It.  411  Co.,  Mot.  Truck  Co 
Pvt.  R.  P.  U.  11 

1  It.  309  M.  R.  U I'M" 

Sgt.  309  M.  R.  8 " 

Pvt.  309  M.  R.  S  . 

Pvt.  1  Co,  7  P.  O.  Det.  .." 

Cook,  2  Co.  3,  Ord,  Rein.... 

Pvt.  398Cas.  Co.  . 

Pvt.  Cp.  Travis,  Det.  No.  i  . 

Pvt.  397  Cas.  Co.  . 

Pvt.  Cp.  Travis.  Det.  No.  2 

Pvt.  400  Cas.  Co... 

Pvt.  Cp.  TravLs.,  Det.  N'o.  i. 

Sgt.  Cas.  liepot.,  A.  F.  in  O. 

Pvt.  Spec.  Serv.  Bn.,  I  Depot 

Div. 
Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  F.  A 

Bn. 
Pvt.  Rec.  Bty.,  F.  A 
Regt. 

Pvt.  Co.  I.  49  Inf 

Pvt.  27  Co.,  Cp.  McArthar, 
8.  A.  R.  D. 

Pvt.28Co.,Cp.McA.,8.A. 

R.  D. 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  803  Pi(me»»r  Inf 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  805  Pionwr  Inf 
Bn.  sgt.  Maj.   Hq.  Co.,  80b 

Pioneer  Inf. 
Pvt.  Uq.  CO..809  Pioneer  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  L,  809  Pioneer  Inf. 
Pvt,  Co.  E,  809  Pioneer  Inf 
Wag.  Sup.  Co.,  815  Pioneer 

Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  H.  81.'5  Pioneer  Inf. 
Pvt.  Uq.  Co.,  815  Pioneer  Inf 
Pvt.  Co.  L.  815  Pirniwr  Inf  . 
Pvt.  Co.  E  815  llonecr  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  816  Pioneer  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  L,  816  Pioncir  Inf. 
Pvt.  343   Co.,    Butch.   Co. 

Q.  M.C. 
Pvt.  304  8q.  Fid.  Remount, 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  D.  311  Bn.  Q.  M.  C 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  316  Bn.  Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  -A.  316  Bn.  Q.  .M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  D.  322  Bn.  Q.  M.  C 
Cpl.  Co.  B,  322  Bn.  Q   .M.  C 
Sgt.  Co.  D,  322  Bn.  g.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  322  Bn.  Q.  .M.  C. 
Sgt.  Co.  B,  ,'?22  Bn.  Q.  .M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  B.  322  Bn.  Q.  M.  C 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  336  Bn.  Q.  M.  C 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  326  Bn.  Q.  M.  C. 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  327  Bn  Q.  M.  c' 
Cook,     Co.     D,     331     Bn. 

g.  M.  c. 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  331  Bn.  Lab. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  331  Bn.  Lab.... 
Pvt.  1  d.  Ca  A,  332  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  332  Bn.  Q.  M.  C. 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  341  Leb.  Bn 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B,  341  Lab. 

Bn. 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  341  Lab.  Bn 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  341  Lab.  Bn.... 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  342  Lab.  Bn 

Pvt.  1  cl.  Rqd.  1,  Sal.  Sads. 

and  U's. 
Pvt.  Sqd.  9.  Sal.  Sqds.  and 

L's. 
Pvt.  1  d.  101  Co.,  Wag.  Cw. 
Pvt.  1  d.  304  Co.,  Wag.  Cob. 

Pvt.  309  Mot.  Tk.  Co 

Pvt.  1  cl.  .^rmy  Sch.  Langree 
Pit.  Di'inft^.  So.  14.. 
Pvt.  (^o.  C,  303  Stev.  Reft.. 
Pvt.  3  Prov.  Lab.  Co.  1  Rep. 

Dep. 
Pvt.  28  Co.  Cp.  Mc.Arthur, 

6.  R.  D. 
Pvt.    31    Co.,    Cp.    McA., 

8.  R.  D. 

Pvt.  Cp.  Travis  R.  D 

Pvt.  3  Prov.  Co.,  Cp.  Han- 
cock B.  D. 
Pn.  Co.  B,  323  Fid.  Sig.  Bn. 


606 

1233 

34 

1764 

606 

606 

638 

34 

34 

1764 

1232  I 

1233 

608 

806 

107-K 

608 

107-K 

107^ 

806 

107-E 

606 

107-E 

34 

008 

1233 

34 

808 
608 

606 

1233 
1233 
1233 

608 

6ft< 

608 

1233 

1232 
1232 
1233 
\^\ 
1233 
1233 
1233 

1233 


34 

808 

606 

1233 

\m 

1233 
123;^ 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1233 
12S3 
1232 

34 

1233 
1233 

1233 

608 

34 

1233 
1233  I 

1231  I 
C08 

1233  I 

1253  ' 
1233  I 

34 
1233 
1233 

34  I 
608  I 

808  ' 

606  I 

806  ! 
806  ' 

608  1 


4 

30 
7 
26 
29 
U 

8 

8 
33 
61 
14 
14 

38 

10 

7 

38 
1 

15 

38 

15 

38 
1 
5 

15 


30 

17 
33 


12 

25 

12 
18 

35 
17 
27 
30 

13 
15 
30 
17 
16 
12 
10 

10 

;w 

18 
6 
II 
13 
36 

27 
2 

31 

27 
1 

33 

38 

30 

20 

13 

14 

17 

7 
14 


17 

4 


30 

39 

12 

4 

18 

29 

2 
7 

10 
8 

30 

16 
81 
34 

1 
86 

4 

4 
36 

3 
30 

4 

8 
84 


16 

38 
30 

20 

29 

20 
35 

21 
36 
13 

t 

7 
41 
19 

8 
2S 

C 
21 

17 

2 

35 

16 

4 

15 
40 
28 
24 

5 
39 
39 
38 
IS 
10 

18 

36 
2 

1 

28 
11 


aa 
34 

¥ 

23 

6 

5 

37 

38 

8 

20 

27 

16 

18 

15 

28 

17 

37 

10 

38 

8 

32 

5 

86 
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TmXAS    IX   THB    WORLD    WAS 

.\fter  the  entry  of  thia  country  Into  the  World   War  constructlcn 
cantonmobts   for  the  concentration  and   training  of  troops  was 
and    in    the   State   of  Texas    the   following   camps   were    located : 
Travis,  near  San  Antonio,  a  camp  for  drafted  men,  where  the  Nln. 
rHvision   was   orgnniaed ;    Camp   MacArthur,    near    Waco,   Tex.,   for 
tlonai  Guard  troops,  where  the  Thirty-twHond   Division  waa  organ 
Camp    Logan,    near    Uou.'<ton,    for    National    Guard    troops,    where 
Thirty-third    Division   was  organiZ€<d  ;    Camp   Bowie,   near   Fort   \V 
for  National  Guard  troops,  where  the  Thirty  sixth  Division  was 
lied.     There  were  also  numeroua  other  camps  in  the  State,  among  . 
Kelly  Field,  near  San  .\ntonio,  where  was  located  a  concentration  c 
and    flyinj<   field,    and    an    aviation    camp   at    Camp    Dick,    Dallas, 
I'nits  of  the  Students'  .\rmy  Training  Corps  were  established  at 
30  univentitieit.  coilegps,  and  schools  throughout  the  State. 

-Vt  the  outbreak  of  the  World  War.  April  6.  1917,  the  National  (t 
of  th.    State  of  Texas  consisted  of  the  following-named  units  :   Div 
Ileadnuarters  Troop:   Headquarters  First  Infantry   Brigade:    Headq 
ters  Second  Infantry  Brigade:  First  Infantry;  Second  Infantry:  T 
Infantry:   Fourth   Infantry:    Mfth    Infantry;    Sixth    Infantry;    Sev. 
Infantry:  First  Field  Artillery:  Second  Field  Artillery;  First  Cava 
BattHiion  of  Enginwrs.  Companies  X.  B,  and  C;  Field  Signal  1 
Companies    A,    B.    and    C.    Headquarters    Detachment.    Supply    ... 
ment;   Headquarters   Train   and   Military   l-oljce ;    Supply   Train.    11 
qtiarters  Detachment  and  Truck  Companies  Nos.   1,  2,  3,  4,   ,5,  ano 
Ambulance   Compaui,^   Nos.    1    and   1':    Field    HosplUls    Nos!    1    and 
Co«st  Artillery,  Companies  No*..  1,  2,  3,  4,  and  5,  and  Medical  ^ 
ment.     Of  these  organlaations  the  following  named  were  In  the  F.„ 
•ervu-e  prior  to  the  declaration  of  war,  baring  responded  to  the  cal 
the   President  of   March   31.    1917.   for  the   purpose  of   iwotectlng 
mereial  and   military   channels   In   the   State,   regular   troops   not 
avaiUble  for  that  purpose:  The  Second.  Third,  and  Fourth  Be 
of  Infantry.   Texas  National   Guard,    units  of   the   First  Cavalry, 
National  Guard,  and  Uoadquarters  BatUlioo  and  Compajay   B  of 
■cers.  Texas  Natioaal  Guard. 
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On  Aogtut  5,  1917,  the  organizations  of  the  Texas  National  Guard 
were  drafted  Into  the  Federal  service.  Units  of  the  Texas  National 
Guard  were  assigned  to  Camp  Bowie,  and  most  of  the  units  t>ecame  a 
part  of  the  Thirty-sixth  Division,  which  was  organized  at  that  camp. 
The  di.'^position  of  the  units  of  the  Texas  National  Guard  on  reorgani- 
sation was  as  follows : 

Btate  de»iynation  and  Federal  a»9iffnment$ 

Division    Headquarters   Headquarters  Troop,  Thirty-sixth  Division. 
Troop. 

Headquarters.  First  In-  Headquarters,   Seventy  second  Infantry  Brigade, 
fantry  Brigade. 

Headquarters.     Second   Headquarters.  Seventy-first   Infantry  Brigade. 
infantry  Brigade. 

First  Infantry One  hundred  and  forty-first  Infantry  and  various 

units  of  the  Thirty-sixth  Division. 

Second    Infantry Do. 

Third    Infantry One  hundred  and  forty-third  Infantry  and  varl 

ous  units  of  the  Thirty-sixth  Division. 

Fourth   Infantry One  hundred  and  forty  fourth  Infantry  and  vari- 
ous units  of  the  Thirty-sixth  Division. 

FMfth    Infantry One  hundred  and  forty  third   Infantry  and  varl 

ous  units  of  the  Tlilrty-sixth  DlviKion. 

Sixth  Infantry One  hundred  and  forty  fourth  Infantry  and  varl 

ous  units  of  the  Thirty-sixth  Division. 

Seventh    Infantry One  hundred  and  forty  second  Infantry  and  vari 

ons  units  of  flie  Thirty-sixth  Division. 

First  Field  Artillery-—   One    hundred  «nd    thirty-third    Field    Artillery 

and  various  units  of  the  Thirty-sixth  Division. 

Second  Field  Artillery.  One  hundred  and  thlrty-flrst  Meld  Artillery  and 

vaiicus  units  of  the  Thirty-sixth  Division. 

First  Cavalry One   hundred    and    thirty-.second    Field    Artillery 

and  various  units  of  the  Thirty  sixth  Di vision. 

Engineers One  hundred  and  eleventh  Knuineers. 

Field  Signal  Corps One  hundred  and  eleventh  Field  Signal  Battalion 

Train    Headquarters  One   hundred   and   eleventh   Train    Headquarters 
and  Military   Police.        and  .Military  Police. 

Supply  Train One     hundred    and    seventeenth     Supply     Train 

(Forty-second  Division). 

Ambulance  companies.   .Vmbulance  Companies,  One  hundred  and  eleventh 

Sanitary  Train. 

Field  Tospitals Fi»dd  Hospitals.  One  hundred  and  eleventh  Sani 

tary  Train, 
com-  Coast  Artillery  Companies.  Coast  Defenses  of 
Galveston.  Sixty-fourth  Regiment  Artillery 
Coast  Artillery  corps.  First  and  Second  Trench 
Mortar  Battalion,  Trench  Artillery  and  Medi- 
cal Detachment,  Fort   Crockett. 

Most  of  the  organizations  of  the  Thirty-sixth  Division  left  Camp  Bowie 
for  overseas  in  July,  1018,  and  the  units  of  the  division  participated  in 
the  St.  Mihiel  offensive  and  the  Meuse-Argonne  offensive.  The  tmttle 
casualties  of  the  division  were  591  deaths  and  1,993  wounds  not  mortal. 

The  first  quota  of  drafted  men  from  Texas  was  s^-nt  to  Camp  Trsvis. 
the  cantonment  for  drafted  men  from  Texas  and  Oklahoma,  and  where 
the  Ninetieth  Division  was  organized.  This  division  left  Camp  Travis 
early  In  June.  1918,  for  overseas,  arrived  in  Franc*',  and  remained  in 
training  until  about  August  20,  1918.  I'nits  of  the  divisions  are  cred- 
ited with  participation  in  the  Villers-en-Haye  defensive  sector  (Lor- 
raine), St.  Mihiel  offensive.  Pnvenelle  defensive  sector  (Lorraine),  and 
the  Meuse-Argonne  offensive.  The  battle  rasnalties  of  the  division  were 
1,496  deaths  and  fl.053  wounds  not   mortal. 

A  compilation  shows  battle  casualties  among  individuals  from  the 
State  of  Texas  in  the  World  War  as  follows : 


Coast     Artillery 

panles    and    medical 
detachments. 


OfDoers 

Enlisted 

Total 

Battle  deaths 

81 
270 

1,552 
8,095 

1.833 
8,365 

Wounds  not  mortal 

Grand  total 

351 

7.647 

7.998 

The  number  of  individuals  who  gave  Texas  as  their  place  of  residence 
on  entry  into  the  military  service  was : 

Offlt-era o  57- 

Army   field   clerks '"  32;i 

Army  nurses -_     _       _  _       _  ~                                          4^1 

Cadets,   l".   S.   Military  Aca~demy  "I  :r. 

EDUst.Mi  men "iiiiii"":::.:::..:  leo.  378 


Total 1Q9  77K 

The  foregoing  figures  relative  to  casualties  and  to  the  Individuals  iu 
the  service  from  the  State  of  Texas  do  not  Include  the  Navy  and  Marine 
Corps. 

THE  FEDTRAL   LAND   RVNK 

Mr.  BLE.\SE.  Mr.  Pre.sident.  I  a.'k  unanimous  consent  to 
have  i»rintetl  in  the  Rbcobd  au  editorial  from  the  New  Republic 
of  AuKUSt  28.  1929,  entitled  ■  The  Federal  I^tnd  Bunk  .Scuudal 
Brewks  Out." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rex^ord.  as  follows: 

[From  the  New  Republic.   August  28.   19291 

THE     rtDKRAL     L.\ND    B.V\K     SCANDAL     BRKAKS     OCT 

It  is  necessary  to  add  one  more  to  the  unpleasant  stories  of  bank 
faUures  which  have  been  crowding  the  pages  of  the  press  of  late,  the 
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story  of  the  Kansas  Hty  Joint  Stock  Land  Bank.     It  is  not  new   and  It 
has  received  none  of  the  publicity  which  has  been  accorded  the  recent 
banking  scandals  In  New  York  and  New  Jersey      But  it  is  all  too  well 
deserving  of  its  place  on   the  front   pages,  a  place  which   It  will  get  If 
the  resolutions  calling  for  an  Investigation  of  the  F.Kleral  Farm   Loan 
Board.    Introduced    in    the   last    session    of   Congress    by    Representative 
Stobbs,  of   Massachusetts,   and   Representative   Cramton,   of  Mlchli.Tin 
sre   put    through    when   Congress    reconvenes.      The    Kansas    City    Joint 
Stock  Land  Bank  (and  five  other  banks  in  five  different  Middle  W.>etern 
cities)    were  subjected   to  a   virtual   raid   several  years   ago.      National 
bank    examiners    from    the    Treasury,    accompanied    by    armed    Secret 
Service  men,   descended    upon   and    forthwith    closed    these   Institntluns 
Some   months   after   the    raid   an    Assistant    Secretary    of   the   Treasury 
stated  that  all   these  banks   were  solvent.      Yet  a   receivership   was  de- 
clared  for  the  Kansas   aty  Joint   Sfijck   Land   Bank.      In   1928  the   re- 
ceiver's report  Indicated  a  margin  of  several  milllous  more  assets  than 
liabilities,  yet  In   1929  assessments  of  double  liability   were  levied   upon 
all    stockholders    in    the    bank.      Stockholders    resist    payment,    and    the 
Federal  Farm  Loan  Board  (which  is  responsible  for  examination  of  the 
banks  and  hence  for  their  closing)    resists  even   more  determinedly  the 
efforts   of   stockholders   and    others   to   secure   sufficient    Information   to 
arrange  thLs  queer  series  of  events  into  some  sort  of  logical  pattern. 

Add  to  the  foregoing  items  the  fact  that  not  long  ago  the  whole  Joint- 
stock  wing  of  the  system,  composed  of  50  privately  owned  banks  with 
three-quarters  of  a  billion  assets,  was  exempted  by  Congress  from  the 
restrictions  of  the  Clayton  Antitrust  Act,  and  you  have  both  the  reasons 
why  an  investigation  Is  in  order  and  the  outline  of  one  very  promising 
road  for  that  investigation  to  explore.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
there  are  two  wings  of  the  Federal  farm  loan  system;  one,  the  Joint 
stock  banks  ;  the  other,  the  farmers*  cooperatively  owned  Federal  land 
banks.  The.se  two  wings  have  been  competing  for  control  of  the  farm- 
mortgage  business.  In  addition  (and  here  is  where  the  sleight  of  hand 
work  seems  to  have  taken  place)  there  has  been  a  scrap  within  the 
Joint-stock  banks  for  thi  control  of  tliat  branch.  It  ha.s  been  one  of 
those  private  fights  in  which,  no  matter  how  many  uoncombatauts  may 
be  laid  out  by  stray  bricks,  no  one  but  the  princlpaLs  Is  supposed  to  be 
Interested.  When  the  Federal  raiders  arrived  the  weaker  principal  and 
bis  ally  went  down  for  the  full  count. 

With  those  bankers  hors  de  combat,  and  with  the  generous  exemption 
from  antitrust  regulations  granted  by  Congress,  the  winner  of  the  scrap 
very  obviously  has  horseshoes  in  his  gloves,  as  far  as  the  contest  with 
the  farmers'  Federal  laud  banks  Is  concerned.  The  lifoblood  of  these 
banks  is  new  business.  With  the  Joint  stock  banks  practically  freed 
from  competition  and  able  to  promote  mergers  at  their  own  sweet  will, 
It  Is  not  hard  to  predict  where  the  new  business  Is  going  to  go.  The 
affair  Is  more  than  a  private  financial  intrigue.  For  it  must  also  be 
r.  menibered  that,  due  to  agricultural  depression,  banks  and  finance  cor- 
porations have  been  acquiring  enormous  farm  holdings  at  low  cost. 
Wirh  the  victorious  financial  combinations  holding  the  land  and  the 
farmers,  as  usual,  holding  the  bag,  agriculture  had  best  tighten  its  belt 
as  a  prelude  to  enjoying  one  m<»re  winter  of  American  prosperity. 

BE.S0LUT10N8  OF  THE   NORTH   CAKOUNA    SOCIETY  OF  ENGINEEBS 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  present  resolution.s 
of  the  North  Carolina  Society  of  Engineers  in  behalf  of  equal 
Federal  and  State  cooperation  in  stream  fjauginp  and  in  behalf 
of  Senate  Resolution  69  providing  for  an  engineering  board  of 
review  with  reference  to  flood  control  on  the  Mississippi  River 
which  I  ask  may  be  printed  in  the  REcono  and  referred  to  the 
Commerce  Conuuittee. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolutions  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Commerce  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

BKPOBT    OF    EE80LITI0N8     COMMITTEE     NOBTH     CABOLINA     SOCIBTT     OF 

ENGI.NEERS 

Whereas  the  appropriations  now  authorized  to  be  expended  by  the 
United  States  Geological  Survey  In  prosecuting  stream  gauging  in 
cooperation  with  States  is  sufficient  only  for  allocation  of  only  |1  of 
Federal  appropriation  for  each  $2  or  more  of  State  appropriation;  and 

Whereas  Congress  has  recognized  In  the  Temple  Act  for  cooperative 
topographic  mapping,  and  in  the  appropriation  act  of  1929-30  for 
stream  gauging,  the  essential  soundness  of  equal  Federal  and  State 
cooperation  in  Investigations  relating  to  mapping  and  water  resources : 
Now  be  It 

Rejoiced,  That  th«  North  Carolina  Society  of  Engineers  indorses 
Btrongly  the  principle  of  equal  Federal  and  State  cooperation  in  stream 
gauging  and  other  water  resources  activities,  and  urges  upon  Its 
representatives  In  the  Congress  its  conviction  that  appropriations  to 
the  United  States  Geological  Survey  for  stream  gauging  and  other 
water  resources  Investigations  be  increased  to  a  point  where  every 
dollar  appropriated  by  a  State  for  cooperative  investigations  of  this 
nature  may  be  matched  by  a  dollar  from  Federal  funds,  such  combined 
sums  to  be  expended  by  the  United  States  Geological  Survej  in  carrying 
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co<TKTation 


on   stream  ganging  and   water  resources  InvesHgatlons   In 
with  the  appropriate  State  ag».ncle8  ;  and  be  It  further 

Repotted.  That  the  secretary  of  the  society  be  Instnicted  to  present 
these  resolutions  to  the  representative^  of  North  Carolina  to  tL 
Congress.  ^ 

(This  resolution  was  seconded  and  carried.) 

Whereas  American  Engineering  Council  and  the  great  msjorlty  of 
eminent  engineers  of  the  country  have  testifiisJ  before  congressUnal 
committees  that  the  so-called  Jadwin  plan  for  Ml.^issippl  flood  ct-ntrol 
requires  further  study;  and 

Whereas  no  opportunity  was  given  for  eminent  and  experlen.^ed 
civilian  engineers  to  takp  any  part  in  the  preparation  of  this  plan  •  and 

Whereas  a  highly  complex  engineering  program  Involving  expendi- 
tures estimated  from  $385,0<K),(K)0  to  I780.000.0.K)  should  not  b.^  under- 
taken before  obtaining  impartial  and  expert  engineering  advice  :,,id 
the  conduct  of  d.talled  engineering  Investigations  involving  a  high 
order  of  specialixed  technical  knowledge;  and 

Whereas  Senate  Resolution  69,  Introducetl  by  Senator  Fhazieb.  pro- 
vldes  for  the  creation  of  an  engineering  b«»ard  of  review  to  be  comiKvsed 
of  2  Army  engineers.  ]  financial  economist,  and  8  civilian  engineers 
distinguished  for  knowledge  of  and  exrn-rien.-e  In  river  hvdraulcs  :  and 

Whereas  American  Engineering  Council,  upan  recommendation  of  its 
flood<-ontro|  committw.  has  approved  this  resolution  and  recomm.  nded 
the  creation  of  a  board  of  review  :  Now  be  it 

RcKolved,  That  the  North  Carolina  Society  of  Engineers  urge  upon 
its  representatives  in  the  Congress  their  supiK)rt  of  this  resolution,  or 
any  similar  resolution.  In  so  far  as  it  relates  to  tl»e  creation  of  a  board 
of  review  without  pnjudlce  to  any  specific  plan  for  Mississippi  River 
flood  control ;  and  be  It  further 

Retohed,  That  the  secretary  of  the  society  be  directed  to  present 
these  resolutions  to  the  said  representatives  of  the  Slate  in  Congress. 

(This  resolution  was  seconded  and  carried.) 

BIU^  IXTBOOCCED 

Rills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time.  and.  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  GEORGE: 

A  bill  (S.  1720)  for  the  relief  of  J<.hn  Henry  Moblov;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH  : 

A  bill  (S.  1721)  directing  the  retirement  of  acting  assistant 
surgeons  of  the  United  States  Navy  at  the  age  of  64  years;  to 
the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON : 

A  bill  (S.  1722)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Malone:  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  AflFairs. 

A  bill  (S.  1723)  for  (he  relief  of  Ora  Piatt;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1724)  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  A.  Webih ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

rACKKRS'  CONSEJfT  XiVTRgX 

Mr.  NYE,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent,  out  of 
order,  to  submit  a  resolution  which  I  desire  to  have  read  and 
lie  on  the  table. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  resolution 
will  he  read  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  120).  as  follows: 

Whereas  on  February  27,  1920,  a  consent  decree  was  ejitered  in 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia  in  the  suit  of  United 
States  r.  Swift  &  Co.  et  al.,  known  as  the  packers'  consent  decree ;  and 

^Tiereas  on  March  19,  1928,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
upheld  the  s.-iid  consent  decree  and  rejected  the  contentions  of  .\rmour 
k  Co.  and  Swift  &  Co.  that  the  decree  was  void  ;  and 

Whereas  both  .\rmour  &  Co.  and  Swift  &  Co.  have  filed  pftltlons 
In  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia  urging  modifications 
of  the  packers'  consent  decree  in  numerous  important  particulars  be- 
cause of  alleged  changes  in  economic  conditions  in  the  distribution  of 
food  products;  and 

Whereas  certain  questions  of  public  policy  should  be  consider  d  by 
Congress  since  the  packers'  consent  decree  was  before  Congress  when 
It  passed  the  packers  and  stockyards  act  of  1921,  and  since  Congrt>ss 
relied  on  the  decree,  consented  to  by  the  packer  defendants  In  a  prose- 
cution under  the  Sherman  Antitrust  Act,  to  cover  the  subject  contained 
in  said  decree ;  and 

Whereas  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  through  its  extensive  Investi- 
gation and  report  concerning  the  meat-packing  industry  had  great  Influ- 
ence on  Congress  when  considering  the  packers  and  stockyards  act  of   " 
1921 :  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Senaje  hereby  requests  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission to  investigate  and  report  to  it  all  Information  readily  obtain- 
able concerning— 
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(1)  The  BhihM  of  tb«  packen'  coDitent  decree  and  the  propaganda 
to  lufluence  liTcntock  orgauisations  and  otberx  (o  favor  moditication  of 
the  de<-ree ;  and 

(2)  Tbe  preaeat  cfforta  of  Armour  k  Co.  and  Swift  k  Co.  to  mod  tj 
the  decree,  together  with  rf-oonimt'ndatl'jna  on  the  public  polices 
involvefl. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  resolution  will  He  .m  tho  tab  e. 

▲BOLITIO?r  or  IMPOST  ATTD  EXPORT  PROHIBITIONS   AND  RTSTRICTIO  «8 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  out  of  order,  as  in 
exeeutive  session,  to  submit  a  rest)Iutlun  in  the  nature  of  a  ns- 
ervatioD  to  the  conrention  or  treaty  which  was  reported  yest«  r- 
day  by  the  Committee  on  Foreifni  Relations.  I  ask  that  it  may 
lie  printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 

The  resolution  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  je 
printed,  as  follows: 

Rftolvrd,  Tlint  tbe  Senate  advine  and  conMnt  to  tbe  ratiflcntion  of 
Ezetutirp  T,  Hrrcnty-flrst  Congretui,  flrat  i«88ion,  a  convention  aird 
protocol  and  xupplemental  agreement  and  protocol  relating  to  abolition 
of  import  and  export  prubibitiona  and  reatrictionti : 

That  th*>  Uovernment  of  tbe  United  States  reiterves  tbe  right  of  pio- 
vldlng  for  probibitinnii  or  retrtrictionti  applying  to  gooda,  wares,  artichs, 
and  merchandise  mined,  produced,  manufactured,  or  transported  wholly 
or  In  part  by  forced,  compulaory,  or  correctional  labor. 

KCnSION   OF  THE   TARUT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  tie 
eousitleration  of  the  bill  (U.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  o 
regulate  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  i  i- 
rtustrles  of  the  rnlte<l  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  f  )T 
other  purpi»ses. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  last  night  we  were  considerii  g 
section  584,  relating  to  opium.  I  thinli  the  riscussiou  now  h)is 
reached  a  point  whejre  we  cai»  take  the  vote  upon  the  section. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  PTesi<lent,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  Rou.NsoNj  is  not  here  now.  but  he  will  no  doubt  be  heie 
in  a  few  minute**.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  wait 
until  he  arriTes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  course.  I  would  not  ask  to  have  action  tak«  n 
on  the  section  in  his  absence. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  present  a  brief  telegram  fron 
the  American  Association  of  Creamery  Butter  Manufacturer* 
on  the  .subject  of  casein,  which  I  a.sk  to  have  printed  in  tie 
Rbi-oro. 

Tliore  being  no  f^bjection.  the  telegram  was  ordered  to  le 
printe«l  in  the  Rbcora,  as  follows : 

CiiiCAOo,  III.,  Bvptembcr  IS.  ist9. 

Hon.    WiLLUU    E.    BOKAH, 

United  Statet  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C: 
Domestic  value  of  skim  milk  varit-s  according  to  proximity  to  market 
and  the  farmer's  arrangement  at  home  in  livestock  to  consume  it.  Fron 
24  to  3 "4  cents  per  gallon  at  the  cr«'umer)-  or  factory  la  correct.  Th  s 
equal  to  30  centa  to  42  cents  per  100  pounds.  Compared  with  Argenfii  e 
value  1  cent  per  gallon  and  allowing  .'J  pounds  casein  to  100  poum  s 
skim  milk,  we  have  a  first  cost  of  the  material  itself,  excluding  aU  otb<  r 
costs,  of  4  cents  per  pound  for  Argentine  and  from  10  cents  to  14  cenis 
for  our  country.  During  past  10  years  ca.soJn  has  been  down  to  6  ceni  s 
and  up  to  20  cents  per  pound.  This  due  to  lack  of  sUbillaed  productioi  i. 
With  proper  protection  and  confidence  in  future,  domestic  casein  pn - 
duction  will  supply  American  market  at  prices  no  higher  than  average 
market  values  past  three  years.  There  is  no  criticism  on  quality  against 
our  manufacturers  no  more  than  any  other  country:  one  must  always 
exp  ct  part  of  production  t>clow  standard. 

AJfMIC.\X    AsStX-IATION    C'RE.XMr.KY    BlTTCR  MA.NCFACTt  REB!S 

By   W.  F.  Jk.nskn.  Uanaot-r. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  there  may  b? 
printed  in  the  Recobo  a  memorandum  on  An  Export  Duty  oi 
Wheat  for  Milling  in  Bond,  presented  to  the  Dominion  Goveri - 
nient  by  the  Canadian  National  Millers'  As!«)ciation. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  meiuonindiim  was  ordered  to  li- 
on the  table  and  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 
MKMoai.vDTM  OM  AW  ExJ»orr  Dctt  on   Wheat  na  Milling  ix  Bow* 
(As  pnjBented  to  the  Dominion  Government  by  the  Canadian   Xat.onal 
Millers'  Association.   1925) 

After  many  moutlis  of  careful  investigation  and  study  of  the  Cans- 
dUn  grain  probltm,  tbe  Royal  (Jrain  Enquiry  Commission,  under  th  « 
chairmanship  of  Mr.  Justice  Turgeon.  has.  in  the  following  terms  reconi- 
mend.>d  to  the  attention  of  the  iJovtrnment  a  matter  of  great  impi)rtanc« 
not  only  to  the  millers  of  Canada  but  to  the  farmers  and  to  the  countr  ' 
generally ;  ""^^ 

"At    the    present    time,    the    duty    on    Canadian    wheat    enteriuK    thi 
Inltetf    States    is    42    centa    per    bushel.     On    wheat    flour,    semoiiua 


crushed  or  cracked  wheat,  and  similar  wheat  products,  tbe  duty  Is  $1.04 
j;>er  hundred  pounds.  These  duties  are  practically  prohibitive,  in  their 
effect.  They  prevent  Canadian  wbeat  or  whoat  products  having  acces.-i 
to  the  American  domestic  market.  On  the  other  hand,  under  the  pro- 
visions governing  milling  in  bond  and  drawbacks,  it  is  quite  po.ssible  for 
the  American  millers  to  obtain  Canadian  wheat  virtually  free  of  duty 
to  grind  for  export.  Considerable  quantities  of  Canadian  wheat  arc 
ground  in  American  mills  and  exported  abroad  under  these  conditions. 
This  American  flour,  ground  In  American  mills,  but  the  product  of 
Canadian  wheat,  enters  into  competition  with  the  output  of  the  Cana- 
dian flour  mills.  The  benefits  of  manufacture  are  lo.«*t  to  Canada,  while 
at  the  same  time  the  general  benefits  of  reciprocal  free  trade  in  wheat 
and  wheat  flour  do  not  exist.  It  was  suggested  to  us  that  in  view  of 
thes*-  conditions  an  export  duty  should  be  levie<l  at  tbe  same  rate  as  in 
the  American  tarllT,  upon  Canadian  wheat  and  wheat  products  entering 
the  United  States.  The  American  tariff  having  already  closed  effectively 
the  domestic  market  to  the  Canadian  farmers,  the  result  of  such  a  levy 
would  be  to  eliminate  the  export  of  American  flour  ground  from  Canadian 
wheat,  and  to  transfer  this  market  to  the  Canadian  millers.  While,  as 
a  general  thing,  export  duties  arc  to  be  deprecated,  the  exceptional  situa- 
tion that  arises  in  this  instance  mi^cht  warrant  such  an  impost." 

The  Canadian  .National  Millers'  Association  begs  to  submit  herein 
certain  facts  and  considerations  in  support  of  this  finding  of  the 
Turgeon  commission  and  to  urge  upon  the  Government  and  Parliament 
that  action  be  taken  without  delay  to  give  effect  to  its  recommendation. 

WHAT  THB  FACTS  AU 

Although  the  legislation  pas.sed  might  be  made  generally  applicable, 
wherever  certain  conditions  prevailed,  the  problem  arises  particularly 
in  respect  to  wheat  exported  to  the  I'nited  StateH. 

By  section  311  of  the  tariff  act  of  the  United  States,  and  under 
Treasury  regulations  relating  to  bonded  warehouses,  wheat  may  be  im- 
ported into  the  United  States  without  the  payment  of  revenue  tax  or 
doty  on  the  condition  that  the  flour  product  Is  exporttnl.  The  offal 
resulting  from  the  manufacture  may  be  exported,  or  it  may  be  cleared 
for  consumption  bi  the  I'nited  States  "  on  the  payment  of  duty  equal  to 
the  duty  which  would  be  assessed  and  collected  by  law  if  such  waste  or 
by-product  were  Imported  from  a   foreign  country." 

There  are  also  other  provisions  under  which  Canadian  wheat  can 
be  ground  for  export.  Under  general  customs  regulations  a  refund  or 
drawback  of  99  per  cent  of  the  duty  paid  may  be  obtained  when  the 
product  of  imported  wheat  is  exported,  but  to  secure  the  drawback 
under  these  conditions  the  flour  exported  must  contain  a  mixture  of  not 
less  than  30  per  cent  of  the  product  of  domestic  wheat. 

Ql'ANTITIES    I.NVOLVKD 

As  the  quantity  of  Canadian  wheat  milled  under  the  drawback 
regulations  is  not  large,  the  problem  chiefly  arises  in  connection  with 
the  milUng-in-bond  provisions,  which  offer  a  much  more  favorable  oppor- 
tunity to  the  United  States  millers. 

Tbe  extent  to  which  advantage  is  taken  of  this  opportunity  is  shown 
by  the  United  States  official  returns  of  clearances  under  the  mllling-in- 
bond  regulatloms  by  3-month  periods  during  the  past  three  United 
States  fiscal  years  : 


1921-22 

1922-23 

1923-24 

July-Septamber 

2,444.861 
3,«»8,888 
1,S01,9M 
1,  335, 044 

2,711,18.1 
4.440,399 
3,058,703 
3,684,550 

October- December . 

%  KM,  180 
2, '323, 332 
1,  MB,  325 

January-.VIarch „ 

.\pril-June 

Total 

M72,837 

9,280,787 

13,904,837 

_ 

It  will  be  noted  that  in  the  crop  year  1023-24  the  total  reached  the 
large  quantity  of  over  13.900,000  bushels.  The  flour  product  of  this 
quantity  of  wheat  would  l)e  in  excess  of  :?,000.W0  barrels  while  tbe 
offal  by  product  would  be  222.000,000  pounds,  or  111,000  toiis 

These  3.000.000  barrels  of  flour  made  from  straight  Canadian  wheat 
were  Sold  abroad  under  United  States  trade  names  In  direct  ompetltion 
with  the  product  of  Canadian  mills.  In  the  same  12  months  Canada 
exported  to  countries  other  than  the  United  States  11,973  916  barrels  of 
flour. 

Out  of  a  total  demand  abroad  for  15.000,000  barrels  of  flour  of 
Canadian  quality.  United  States  millers  supplied  no  less  than  20  p(«r 
cent.  With  free  CanadUn  wheat  for  this  export  trade,  United  States 
millers  have  certain  advantages  in  rat-s  and  position,  which  will  be 
later  specified,  which  will  alway.s  enable  them  to  sell  In  competition 
with  Canadian  mills.     Had  the  Canadian  mllla  been  In  the  competitive 

rn^?^"^'"™'  *"*'  ^'"'^'^  '"  "^^"^  '^'  '»"  *"«•  conditions,  then  the  extra 
3,000000  Urrels  might  have  been  ground  in  Canadian  mills,  which 
would  have  represented  an  Increaae  of  25  per  cent  in  export  output. 

WHAT    IT    MEAX8    TO    CAVADA 

What  this  would  have  meant  to  Canada  may  be  Indicated  by  the 
following  calculatiooa: 
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Manufartnm'a  etwta  «»f  eooTertlBg  wheat  into  floor,  tnclnmnf  labor, 
selling  expense,  and  overhead,  but  not  Including  the  co^t  of  baga  or  other 
containers,  may  be  estimated  at  approximately  65  centa  p«r  barrel.  At 
this  rate  the  costs  on  3,000,000  barrela  were  11,960,000.  This  amount 
was  actually  paid  out  In  the  United  States  in  the  year  instead  of  being 
distributed  to  labor  and  capital  In  Canada. 

TBAN8POBTATION    LOSS 

If  Canada  had  milled  this  additional  quantity,  Canadian  transporta- 
tion companies  would  have  moved  14,000.000  bushels  of  wheat  to 
Canadian  mills  and  would  have  moved  3,000,000  barrels  of  flour  and 
111,000  tons  of  oflPal  from  Canadian  mills,  whereas  this  wbeat  actually 
Boved  direct  by  water  from  Fort  William  and  Port  Arthur  to  United 
States  ports,  chiefly  in  United  States  lake  vesaeLg,  and  no  part  of  tb« 
product  afterwards  used  Canadian  routes. 

As  the  milling  In-translt  rate  from  Fort  Wllllam-Port  Arthur  is  25 
centa  per  hundred,  or  50  cents  per  barrel,  to  Montreal  and  26  cents  per 
hundred,  or  62  cents  per  barrel,  to  St  Jolin  and  Halifax,  the  loss  to 
Canadian  transportation  companies  on  tbe  movement  ol  the  wheat  to 
tlie  mills  and  the  flour  to  the  seaboard  was  In  excess  of  11,600.000,  on 
the  assumption  that  all  the  flour  was  exported  from  Canadian  iwrts, 
and  only  a  somewhat  smaller  amount  if  a  portion,  after  shipment  from' 
Canadian  mills,  had  been  transferred  by  Canadian  transportation  com- 
panies to  United  State*  export  routes.  On  tbe  111,000  tons  of  bran 
and  shorts  the  additional  earnings  of  Canadian  transiwrtatlon  companies 
would  have  been  81  \4  cents  per  hundred,  or  a  total  of  1679,300,  if  dia- 
triboted  for  consumption  In  Canada,  or  a  stibstantlal  portion  of  $650,000 
If  exported. 

■rracT  oir  costs 
An  additional  output  of  3,000.000  barrels  for  Canadian  mills  would 
have  meant  an  increase  of  approximately  15  per  cent  In  tbe  total  out- 
put of  all  merchant  mills  in  Canada,  with  a  very  marked  effect  on  costs 
and  prices,  from  which  Canadian  consumers  most  have  benefited  because 
of  the  keen  competition  among  Caiiadlan  mills  for  the  domestic  trade, 
and  which  would  have  enabled  tbe  millers  to  further  extend  the  market 
abroad  for  Canadian  flour  by  meeting  competttlve  prices.  Only  two 
or  three  United  States  milling  companies  now  benefit  by  this  business 
In  the  United  States,  and  In  any  case  Canadian  wheat  thus  ground  is 
so  Insignificant  a  fraction  at  tbe  total  outpot  of  United  States  mlDs  that 
it  can  not  materially  affect  costs  th«e  In  tbe  interests  ot  the  worWs 
consumers. 

IFTKCT  0»  TaAOa  AIT©  8TAMDABDS 

Canada  loses  all  the  advanUge  of  the  sale  of  tbis  flour  under  Cana- 
dian trade  names.     It  is  exported  as  United  States  domestic  flour  and 
helps  the  United  States  to  retain  its  reputation  in  the  world's  market 
for  high-grade  flour,  to  tbe  benefit,  whether  or  not  blended,  of  all  the 
domestic  produce  of  that  country.     The  effect  on  CnnadA,  however,  is 
unfavorable.     In    selllug,   the   United    States   miller  may    represent   the 
flour  as  the  product  of  Canadian  wheat  or  he  may  not.     If  be  does  not, 
the  impression  is  created   that  perfect  substltntes   for  Canadian   wheat 
and   flour   can   be    found    in   another   country   and    that   these  Canadian 
products   have   not,    therefore,   the   special   values   that    may   be   Justly 
claimed  for  them.     If  he  does,  then  the  reputation  of  Canadian  products 
is  endangered  because  of  the  blending  of  United  States  domestic  wheat 
with  the  Canadian  which  may  take  place.     Under  the  drawback  regula- 
tions this  blending  Is,  of  course,   compulsory,   but   even   the   mllllng-in- 
bond  regulations  are  not  designed  to  prevent  the  unloading  of  domestic 
wheat  Into  a  bonded  bin  containing  some  Canaxllan  wheat,  but  only  to 
insure  that   the  flour   product   of  wiiatever  Is  In  that  bin   is  exported. 
Canada  is  very  particular  about  maintaining  the  tntegrtty  of  Canadian 
grades  of  wheat  right  through  to  the  ultimate  consumer.     The  argument 
from    the    standpoint   of   advertising   and    good    will    is    e<jnally    strong 
against  allowing  pure  Canadian  flour  to  be  relabeled  and  sold  as  the 
product  of  another  country,  and  Canadian   miners  realise  the  tremen- 
dous   importance    of    likewise    maintaining    the   integrity   of    Canadian 
flour  standards. 

BOAIf    AMD    SntTBTS 

Then  the  question  of  by-products  Is  very  Important  indeed.  The 
bran  and  shorts  produced  In  the  United  SUtes  from  this  Canadian 
wheat  was  some  222,000,000  pounds.  Canadian  dairy  and  livestock 
Interests  lost  the  opportunity  to  use  this  very  large  supply  of  the  best 
of  all  feeding  stuffs  ;  and,  again,  the  effect  on  costs  of  a  larger  output 
would  be  reflected  back  upon  all  tbe  bran  and  shorts  actually  used  In 
Canada.  To  encourage  their  development  Canadian  dairy  Interests 
should  have  available  a  superabundant  supply  at  as  cheap  a  price  as 
possible.  Tbe  surplus  in  any  part  of  the  year  can  be  exported  to  tlie 
United  Sutes.  which  Is  a  heavy  importer.  Even  after  using  the  by- 
products of  this  Canadtan  wbeat  tbe  United  States  in  1923-24  Imported, 
net,  165,000  tons  of  bi-an  and  shorts. 

All  these  direct  and  Indirect  losses  to  Canada,  when  measured  in 
dollars,  represent  a  total  sum  so  large  that  the  matter  must  be  recog 
nixed  as  being  of  national  concern. 

IMPOBTANCK    OF    MILLINO    INDCSTBT 

The  magnitude  and  Importance  of  tbe  Canadian  milling  industry  is 
clearly  shown  by  tbe  official  returns  published  In  tbe  latest  issue  of  tbe 
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Canada  Tearbook,  those  coTering  the  ymr  1»22  TTi*  M.itf.i  «  . 
in  434  flour  rnUta  was  S65.9'^72l,  .^L^rS.  anT^wZ^  a^T^nl 
the  year  toUled  »7,088,398.  The  purchasing  power  oT^^f '  ,TZ 
y^,  Jis  r«pr«ented  by  the  amount  paid  out  for  material  and  L.pll« 
^51  ^.Tt?  ^?  """  "'  tl25..H12,928  and  tbe  value  of  tbe  S^^ 
i^fliV!«  *    "^^^    difference     between     the    latter     two    1^^. 

faUlng  only  slightly  b.  low  tbe  pulp  ««1  paper  industry,  while  Tn  UnTr 
Chafing  power-that  is.  in  tbe  money  actually  paid  oui  for  m«tor  .r.^ 

over  $60,000,000.  Anything  which  makes  possible  an  Increas,.  in  ihl 
output  0/  Canadian  mill,  will  proportionately  increase  wha7X  indus^Sj 
contributes  to  national  prosperity.  maosiry 

PBICa  AND   rH«    INTEREST    OF   rABUEKS 

JH  7"*^  T  "**!•''  """^  '*"  °'*«^  "^  restricUon  upon  th. 
export  of  wheat,  sven  that  to  be  used  merely  for  miUlng  and  t^ZotiZ 

'"^'.i'L*"°!f^  "  "^  *''^'  prejudicial  to  the  price  ol  C.nadi^  wheS 
would  be  produced,  or  If  the  interest  of  Canadian  farmer,  would  ^ 
ta  any  way  We  realise  that  the  prosperity  of  tbe  Canadian  farmer  Is 
fundam«,t^to  tbe  development  and  success  of  our  own  in^Z,T»^^ 
wish  it  to  be  clearly  understood  that  In  advocating  this  duty  we  do  so 
in  the  porttlve  belief  not  only  that  It  would  not  depress  pH^or^^ 
strict  opportunities  of  sale  for  producers,  but  that,  on  tbe  other  hand  it 
would  strengthen  tbe  position  of  Canadian  producU  with  adrantage'  to 
every  Canadian  interest. 

DOES    HOT  BNLABQE    MABKET 

If  this  flour  were  consumed  In  the  United  States,  which  It  U  not.  that 
would  mean  that  a  market  for  Canadian  wheat  which  otherwise  has 
l>een  very  limited  and  uncertain  was  enhirged  by  tl.e  use  of  wheat  in 
^  way.  But  under  existing  conditions  no  increase  in  the  demand  for 
Canadian  wheat  Is  brought  about.  If  there  Is  no  increase  in  consump- 
tive demand  there  can  be  no  effect  on  the  basis  of  prices.  Indeed  ths 
United  States  miller  can  not  be  as  substantial  a  support  to  tbe  market 
as  the  Canadian  mlUcr,  for  tbe  former  can  drop  out  of  the  business  the 
moment  he  flnds  it  equally  profitable  to  grind  United  States  wheat  whUe 
the  Canadian  miller  must  always  be  a  bidder  for  CanadUn  wheat. 

OKIT    PAKT    BOOOHT    IK    CANADA 

In  this  connection  it  Is  interesting  to  note  that  the  total  of  Canadian 
wheat  entered  for  consumption  and  entered  for  milling  in  bond  In  the 
United  States  greatly  exceeds  the  quantities  shown  by  tbe  Canadian 
customs  returns  as  exported  to  the  United  States.  United  States  mniers, 
dmrlng  the  past  two  years,  have  purchased  about  one-half  their  supplie* 
for  milling  in  bond  out  of  stocks  of  Canadian  wheat  cleared  from 
Canada  for  export  to  Europe,  but  which  were  In  transit  through  the 
United  States.  They  were  dir.-ct  bidders  In  the  Canadian  market  for 
only  about  one-half  their  supplies.  This  means  that  they  buy  at  Fort 
WIlMam-Port  Arthur  or  at  Buffalo,  according  to  the  point  at  which 
prices  are  relatlrcly  the  better.  It  often  happens  that  lots  of  wheat 
on  the  way  to  the  seaboard  through  the  United  States  can  b«  picked  up 
at  prices  lower  than  the  cost  of  laying  down  wheat  from  the  head  of 
the  Lakes.     Canadian  mfllers  must  buy  all  their  wbeat  in  Canada. 


ADVANTAGES    OF   UNITED    STATES    MILL 

The  United  States  millej  baa  the  foUowlng  advantages  over  the 
Canadian  miller  in  grinding  Canadian  wheat  for  export : 

The  greater  part  of  the  milling  in  bond  is  done  at  Buffalo,  but  at  any 
Lake  Erie  port  Canadian  wheat  /ran  be  laid  down  from  Fort  William- 
Port  Arthur  at  a  freight  rate  lower  on  the  average  than  that  to  any 
Canadian  port  on  the  Lakes.  A  mill  at  Buffalo  pays  lower  transporta- 
tion costs  on  Canadian  wheat  than  does  any  Eastern  Canadian  mlU. 
So  far  as  western  Canadian  millers  are  concerned,  their  flour  begins  to 
pay  a  higher  rate  than  that  on  wbeat  from  Fort  Wmiam  and  Port 
Arthur  eastward.  The  result  Is  that  frelj^t  cost  chargeaiile  against 
flour  is  lower  at  mill  door,  Buffalo,  than  that  against  any  flour  la 
Canada,  in  corresponding  position  to  the  seaboard. 

For  tbe  offal  from  the  grinding  of  the  Canadian  wheat  the  miller  In 
tlie  United  States  has  a  splendid  home  market  in  a  deficiency  country, 
and  although  he  must  pay  the  same  duty  on  this  offal  as  the  Canadian 
exporter  shipping  to  the  United  States,  yet  be  has  a  lower  freight  rate 
to  the  consumer  and  has  his  own  distributing  organlEatlon  and  can 
secure  approximately  the  retail  or  a  secondary  price,  whereas  the  price 
obtainable  l>y  the  Canadian  miller  must  allow  a  margin  for  a  wholesale 
distributor. 

From  the  mill  to  tbe  seaboard  the  United  States  miller  at  Lake  Erie 
points  has  an  advantage,  under  existing  tariffs  and  due  to  his  position, 
of  2»4  cents  per  hundred  in  freight  rate.  This  difference  In  export  cost 
of  5  cents  per  barrel  alone  makes  It  possible  for  him  to  take  business 
away  from  Canadian  mills. 

In  total,  these  advantages  In  coat  or  price  make  a  substantial  stua 
quite  sufllcient  to  enable  the  United  States  miller  to  comfortably  hold 
his  place  in  the  export  market  for  Canadian  quality  of  flour  and  to 
capture  highly  competitive  business  wtienever  so  disposed. 
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IWIIBHTAL   POUCT 

It  Is  by  MpMlal  lawi  aad  rrgalatloos  of  tbs  0*VOTBiiieiit  of  tb«  U^ltMl 
Mtates  that  the  Amnican  alllcr  han  b^n  pat  1b  a  podtion  to  do  thU 
lNiaiiM»aa.  It  U  tl>«  policy  of  tbac  Govern meiit  to  give  all  the  embioy- 
BPBt  poaaiMc  to  United  8t»tet  labor  and  capital  la  its  alUing  lada  itry, 
eren  wben  the  baIo  prodiurt  la  not  rpqulrnl  In.  and  la  eren  denied  aiveaa 
to,  the  domevtic  market.  AJttkoocb  (.'anadtan  wheat  and  flour  arc  iiade 
nihjert  to  a  practically  prohlbltlre  duty  and  neftber  the  Canadian 
farmer  Dor  the  Canadlaa  miller  caa  sell  in  the  United  State*  in  !om- 
prtltion  with  Amerlcaa  farmera  and  mlllera,  the  Ooremment  freeit  the 
DBlt«d  SUtea  miller  from  the  restrictions  of  Its  gcneiml  policy  to  eaahle 
him.  If  he  ehooaea.  to  ocrapy  a  portion  of  tlie  fleM  in  markets  ah'oad 
which  beloniCB  to  the  prodnct  of  Canadian  wiMat  and  aboaJd  aataially 
he  flll<>d  by  tbe  operations  of  labor  tiod  capital  In  Canada. 

We  hare  do  critldam  to  offer  of  tMs  policy  of  the  United  States 
Oorernment.  We  wish  merply  to  make  clear  what  that  policy  is  and 
what  are  Its  effects  on  Canada.  It  \»  for  the  Canadian  Ooremment  to 
adopt  a  policy  which  wUl  defend  Canadian  Interests  against  any 
eoeroaeboMVts  doe  to  foreign  legislation  and  to  open  op  all  poaaible 
opportonlties  for  Csnadiaa  induiftry. 

P«i."friPU  or  TH«  DLTT 
Tbe  principle  of  export  duties  baa  already  received  recognition  In 
Canada.  We  submit  tbut  the  r^^aoua  for  an  export  duty  on  electric 
powiT.  for  example,  are  not  different  In  Icind  from  and  are  certainly  do 
stronger  than  those  fur  an  export  duty  on  wheat  for  milling  in  bow  In 
another  coantry. 

OKL.T   WBOUC  COXDITIO.XS    UMVAia 

Althoogh  It  might  be  to  tbe  advantage  of  tbe  Canadian  milling  Im  tns- 
try  to  Impose  an  ««xport  duty  on  all  wheat  to  he  milled  into  floor  1  j  a 
foreign  chantry  and  reexported.  w»>  do  not,  on  broad  national  groands 
sngsreat  more  than  that  tbe  duty  apply  against  wheat  to  be  so  use*!  by 
countries  wbicb  impose  a  higher  duty  on  Canadian  wheat  or  flour  for 
domestic  i-onsnmptlon  than  the  duties  imposed  by  Canada  oc  wheat  md 
flour  entering  this  market  and  mhM.  cotintrles  also  have  milUng-ln-b  >nd 
provls'ona  in  their  laws  and  reiruUtions.  If  the  Canadian  fanner  and 
miller  have  a»  good  an  opportunity  of  competing  with  the  farmer  md 
miller  of  any  other  country  in  the  home  market  of  that  country 
Canada  allows  to  others  In  Its  home  market,  some  general  grounds  for 
the  Imposition  of  the  doty  do  not  exist  which  are  present  In  cases  where 
onerous  restri<-tionit  an?  Impost^l  against  the  entry  of  Canadian  predicts 
for  home  consumption,  and  yet  certain  mills  are  freed  from  all  tlese 
restrl  tions  for  the  sole  purpose  of  enabling  them  to  use  a  Canadian 
product  to  compete  with  Canadian  mills  in  other  markets. 

While  milling  in  bond,  as  the  chief  prewnt  cause  of  disadvantage  jnd 
harm  to  Canada,  has  been  purticnlarl.T  dlscnssed,  the  prtnclple  woild 
apply  to  mUltog  under  drawback,  wbeiiever  In  countries  Imposing  uoialr 
conditions  on  Canada  thU  practl<>e  developed  importance,  as  It  might  do 
in  the  United  States  if  mUlIng  in  bond  was  rendered  unproflUble  As 
Importa  on  Canadtan  wheat  Into  the  Coited  SUtes  for  actual  consul  »p- 
tlou  lu  that  country  are  under  the  prt-sent  torlff  absolutely  negllgiJle 
and  merely  permit  tbe  export  of  a  little  more  United  States  wheat  or 
flour  In  competition  with  Canadian  products  abroad,  tbe  general  apiiU 
cation  of  an  export  duty  would  not  In  *.uch  case  be  open  to  obJecUon Ton 
the  ground  that  it  might  restrict  the  market  for  Canadian  products. 

EATS  OF  DCTY 

The  rate  of  duty  Imposed  would  be  according  to  the  Judgment  of  <be 
Government  and  of  Parliament.  It  should,  however,  be  high  enough  to 
offset  the  speclaj  advantages  enjoyed  by  any  foreign  mill  and  place  tbe 
Canadijin  Industry  in  at  least  an  equally  favorable  competitive  posltljn. 

RASV    TD    U>MIVI.STKR 


We  feel  confl«iej]t  no  aerioua  administration  difficulties  would  be 
encounter^.  What  may  suggest  itaelt  ax  tbe  chief  pnitolem  Is  In  c«n- 
ntHtiou  with  the  Urge  volume  of  Canadian  wheat  shipped  to  the  Unit sd 
States,  the  jot-ater  part  of  which  ultimately  reaches  other  markets  La 
anv  of  this  wheat  may  be  diverted  while  In  transit  to  United  SUtes 
mills,  a  bond  or  other  security  from  the  shipper  might  be  necena? 
pending  evidence  that  the  wheat  had  been  cleared  from  United  States 
ports. 

This  system  could  work  simply  and  easily.  u»uj  branches  of  tie 
trade  now  regularly  furnish  bomJs  to  governments,  railway  companl*  s 
etc..  to  protect  the  latter  or  insure  the  performance  of  obligation  r' 
Wben  :<hipping  from  a  Canadian  point  to  a  United  SUtes  point  tlie 
exporter  ix,uld  men-ly  furnish  a  bond  for  the  amount  of  the  expon  du  v 
on  the  shipment,  to  be  released  on  tbe  receipt  by  the  Government  of  a 
dupllc:ite  of  the  ocean  shipping  biU.  and  on  tbe  payment  of  the  duty  <n 
any  p,»rt  of  tbe  shipment  that  might  have  been  sold  in  the  United 
States  and  entered  there  for  milling  in  bond.  This  practice  is  o 
faminiar  n  busine,«  and  so  simple  that  it  would  not  hampereipoj 
trade  and   could    not   K^   considered   hy   anyone  as   more   thafa   sU^lt 

a^Zl'n"  r"""       "^^    '''*    "'^''    «n..„ven,ence    could    be    avoidi    t  J 
.hipping  to  overseas  countries  by  direct  Canadian  export  routes.     A.r 

JIZM^"'  ^*  ^-  ''""'"'""■   '^'""^  »*  «"'^  '"   *»«  'll^ction  Of  e  ' 
eouraclng.  whenever  economically  feasibk-,  tbe  use  of  Canadian  route  i 


Wm  theat  reaaooa  and  many  others  that  odglic  bs  brooght  forward  ws 
rsspectfully  urge  tbe  Government  to  propose  to  Parliament  at  tbs 
•arllest  practicable  daU  tbe  Imposltloo,  under  ressonable  eonditlooa,  of 
an  export  doty  on  wheat  for  milting  In  bond. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tbe  senior  Senator  from  Arkanaas  [Mr.  Robi:». 
sow]  heing  absent.  I  will  not  aak  for  a  vote  on  the  amendment 
to  set-tlon  584  at  this  time.  The  next  amendment  Is  foond  on 
pa«e  294,  section  311,  relating  to  flour  manufactured  in  a 
bonded  manufacturing  warebouse. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  derk  will  report  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  CHiitr  Cuolk.  The  Committee  on  Finance  proposes 
to  strike  out,  on  page  294.  lines  23,  24,  and  26,  and  on  page  2li5. 
lines  1  to  4,  both  inclusive,  in  the  following  words : 

No  floor,  manufactured  in  a  bonded  manufacturing  warehouse  from 
wheat  Imported  after  90  days  after  the  date  of  tbe  enactment  of  this 
act.  shall  be  withdrawn  from  such  warebouse  for  exportation  withoat 
payment  of  a  duty  on  such  imported  wheat  egual  to  any  reduction  in 
duty  which  by  treaty  will  apply  in  respect  of  such  flour  In  the  country 
to  which  it  Is  to  be  exported. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  Perhaps,  Mr.  President,  I  had  better  make  a 
brief  statement  as  to  the  purposes  of  the  Senate  committee 
amendment  to  the  House  provision. 

This  section  covers  the  manufacture  of  merchandise  in  bond 
for  exportation  without  the  payment  of  duty  on  the  imported 
materials  used,  including  among  the  pn>cessea  covered  the 
milling  of  flour  from  imported  wheat.  At  present  foreign  wheat 
may  be  Imported  without  the  payment  of  duty,  milled  in  bonded 
warehouse,  and  the  flour  exportetl.  Amertcau  millers  are 
thereby  enaWed  to  mill  Canadian  wheat  for  the  Cuban  tnule 
and  to  obtain  the  treaty  preferendal  rate  of  duty  into  Cuba, 
with  the  natural  result  that  the  greater  part  of  the  flour  sold 
in  Cuba  is  of  this  class. 

The    committee   amendment   .strikes   out    the   amendment    to 
existing  Uw  inserted  by  the  Uouse  (p.  2»4,  line  28,  to  p.  295, 
line  4).     The  effect  of  the  House  amendment  wa.s  to  require 
the  payment  of  duty  upon  wheat  imported  for  mUling  in  bond 
equal  to  any  reduction  in  duty  whitii  by  treaty  applies  in  re- 
spect of  the  flour  in  the  country  to  which  the  flour  is  to  be  ex- 
ported.    In  other  word.s,  flour  shipped  to  Cuba  did  not  under 
the  House  amendment  enjoy  the  preferential  if  it  was  made 
with  tbe  use  of  imported  wheat    The  question  reaUy  involves 
a   controversy   between   the  southwpstem   millers   and   certain 
wheat  .m-owers  of  the  United  States  on  the  one  hand  and  Ameri- 
can millers  at  or  near  the  Canadian  border  on  the  other.    The 
S«iate  committee  took  the  position  that  the  Rouse  provision 
did  not  materially  benefit  the  southwestern  mUlers  and  wheat 
growers  of  the  United   State^•.     The  committee  was  not  con- 
vinced that  they  could  compete  successfully  with  the  Canadian 
millers  of  Canadian  wheat  owing  to  transportation   exjwnses 
an.l  differences  in  the  original  cost  of  the  Araerioin  wheat  and 
the  Canadian  wheat.    Moretner,  the  Canadian  wheat  apparently 
produced  a  flour  particularly  adapted  to  Cuban  demand.     On 
the  other  hand,  the  House  provision   would  undoubtt^lj-  seri- 
ously cripple  and,  perhaps,  destroy  the  business  of  the  Ameri- 
can miller  at  Buffalo  and  other  poiuts  on  or  near  the  Great 
Lake-* ;  an.l  in  fact,  would  very  possibly  throw  bu.siness  of  these 
mills  to  Canadian  mills. 

pe  committee  amendment  (p.  300,  lines  5  to  9)  restores  the 
existing  law  which  permlu  the  allowance  of  drawback  upon 
impi»rted  wheat  if  an  amount  of  wheat  grown  In  the  United 
States  equal  to  not  less  than  30  per  cent  of  the  amount  of  the 
imported  wheat  has  been  mixed  with  the  imported  wheat  The 
House  amendment  prohibited  drawback  on  exportation  of  flour 
niade  from  importe*!  wheat-  The  committee  amendment  con- 
forms to  the  amendment  made  to  the  milling  in  bond  provision. 
That.  Mr.  {Resident,  is  about  as  .^^uccinct  a  statement  as  could 
be  made  relative  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  committee  and 
the  reasons  for  It. 

The  evidenct>  before  the  committee  undoubtedly  pointed  to  the 
fact  that  without  the  privilege  enjoyed  under  existing  law  the 
bu»ines.s  of  milling. in  bond,  which  i.s  conducted  mostly  alonj,'  the 
Canadian  border,  and  particularly  In  Buffalo,  N  Y  would 
virtually  be  destn>yed. 

As  I  have  said,  the  c..nflict  is  between  the  millers  who  mill 
Canadian  wheat  in  bond  and  who  make  therefrom  a  special  kind 
of  flour  for  Culm  and  millers  hi  the  Southwest.  Those  along 
the  Canadian  border  claim  that  the  wheat  from  the  Southwt-st 
^\P?1  Produc-e  the  kind  of  flour  demanded  by  the  Cuban  trade, 
bo  If  the  Hoa«*e  provision  shall  l)e  agreed  to  without  the  Senate 
committee  amendment,  fears  are  entertained— in  fact,  state- 
ments are  actually  madi^that  the  business  of  milling  in  bond, 
so  far  as  the  Cuban  trade  is  concerned,  would  cease 
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Mr.  MoMARTER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question  for  information? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  As  I  understand  the  Senator,  he  makes 
the  statement  that  it  Is  only  a  fight  between  millers.  Assuming 
that  just  as  good  flour  could  be  made  out  of  ail-American  wheat 
to  suit  the  Cuban  demand,  tlien  if  ail-American  wheat  were  used 
the  farmers  would  be  greaUy  interested  in  that  phase  of  the 
problem.  So,  after  all,  the  farmers  are  interested  in  this 
matter,  are  they  not? 

-Mr.  SMOOT.  The  testimony  showed  that  there  was  a  demand 
for  the  Canadian  wheat  in  order  to  make  the  particular  brand 
of  flour  which  Is  demanded  in  Cuba ;  and,  so  far  as  the  Ameri- 
can farmers  are  concerned,  if  there  was  no  milling  of  the 
Canadian  wheat  in  bond  for  the  Cuban  trade,  it  would  not  in- 
crease the  prii.-e  of  American  wheat,  although  it  would,  as  the 
Senator  intimates,  allow  the  southwestern  millers  to  make  a 
flour  for  the  Cuban  trade  if  Cuba  would  purchase  flour  made  of 
such  wheat;  but  Cuba  says  that  the  Canadian  wheat  Is  pe- 
culiarly adapted  to  the  making  of  the  kind  of  flour  whldi  is 
desired  there,  and  which  the  Cubans  have  used  in  the  past,  and 
unless  they  can  get  it  through  the  bonded  warehouses  in  the 
United  States  they  will  go  to  Canada  and  punhase  the  flour 
there.  So  it  would  not  help  the  American  farmer,  nor  would  it 
help  the  millers  of  the  Southwest,  if  the  practice  of  milling 
Canadian  wheat  in  bond  were  abandoned. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President,  let  us  get  this  point  cleared 
up.  Are  we  to  understand,  according  to  the  Senator's  state- 
ment, if  the  House  provision  or  a  similar  provision  were 
adopted  that  that  would  do  away  entirely  with  the  business  of 
milling  in  bond?  As  I  understand,  the  business  of  milling  In 
bond  would  be  continued  if  the  flour  produced  were  exported  to 
other  countries,  but  this  is  a  case,  as  I  understand,  where  the 
farmers  would  like  to  have  an  American  market  for  American 
wheat,  if  it  can  be  had.  They  are  not  objecting  to  the  mllliiig 
of  wheat  in  bond  that  is  exported  to  foreign  countries;  and 
that  would  still  be  permissible  under  the  bill,  of  course. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  heard  my  statement,  he  will 
n>nieml)er  that  I  said  that  the  provision  we  are  now  consider- 
ing applies  particularly  to  the  milling  of  wheat  into  flour  for 
Cuba.  Of  course,  as  to  the  milling  of  wheat  in  bond  for  coun- 
tries other  than  Cuba,  the  amendment  would  have  no  effect 
"j^whatever. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Tennes.see? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr,  McKELLAR.  Can  the  Senatw  give  us  the  facts  as  to 
how  much  Canadian  wheat  is  manufactured  in  tlie  various 
mills?    What  Is  the  extent  of  that  manufacture? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  sent  for  a  statement  as  to  the  exact 
quantity. 

w'-  )X'^I"**^^  °^  Montana.    The  quanUty  is  18,000,000  bushels. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  something  like  that. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Eighteen  million  bushels  is  a  very  sub- 
stantial amount  of  wheat.  That  wheat  comes  Into  this  coun- 
try free  and  enters  into  competition  with  the  wheat  produced 
by  the  wheat  growers  of  the  United  States,  dt^s  it  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  testimony  showed  that  it  would  not.  The 
testimony  showed  that  the  Cuban  people  demanded  the  kind  of 
flour  that  is  made  from  the  Canadian  wheat ;  and  if  the  House 
provision  should  prevail,  of  course  they  would  simply  go  to 
Canada  and  buy  the  flour  there,  instead  of  buvlng  it  from  Amer- 
ican mills. 

Mr.  .McKELLAR.  I  find  from  the  hearings  that  in  192S-'>9 
the  amount  of  wheat  imported  into  the  United  States  for  mill- 
ing m  bond  was  21,520,000  bushels.    The  amount  seems  to  have 

^T^*?  ^^"^  *^®  y^"''  ^^^  "^^^  *^  ^as  6,000.000  bushels,  to 
21  ,.^20,000  bushels  in  1928.  It  seems  to  me,  having  attained 
these  very  large  proportions,  that  the  amount  of  wheat  thus 
brought  in  free  would  have  a  very  important  bearing  on  the 
general  wheat  market  In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  certainly  would  if  we  were  sure  that  that 
same  amount  of  American  wheat  would  be  used  for  the  same 
process;  but  the  whole  proposition  is  this:  If  the  .statements 
which  were  made  before  the  committee  are  true,  the  business 
carried  on  betwewi  Cuba  and  the  mills  in  the  United  States  in 
this  particular  kind  of  flour,  made  from  Canadian  wheat  in 
bond,  will,  unless  the  amendment  shall  prevail,  be  transferred 
to  Canada ;  and  that  would  not  help  the  American  farmer  in 
the  least. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  let  me  ask  the  Senator 
what  testimony  on  this  question  did  the  committee  have  before 
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it?     Was  it  the  testimony  of  the  millers  In  Buffalo  and  other 
places  along  the  border  or  ^-as  it  Cuban  testimony? 

H    .LS*"'^**'"J*f^'"**  *^*'"      However,  I  will  say  briefly  tl«I 

he  tertlmony  before  the  cmmittee  was  fn«i  the  inllYer"  u.!^ni 

.Tt.^i'**-*""  '^**^**  *"  ^°^  «»'^  furnisldng  the  Cuban  market 

with  the  flour  made  from  it    On  the  other  sitle  of  Vq^^th^ 

tSe  c'^^^tee-     "'  ""  ""  """  """^  "^'"^  "»'^  m^r^lXl 

^l  I*Vk^*'  ^'^^^''  *"  ^^  Senator  that  the  testimony  given 
before  the  ^m.ttee  never  was  denied  as  to  the  dass  Jf  flo^ 

Slid.  "**  ""^  "'*°""  **^"'   "*^  ^'"'^°   P^'I^^ 

Mr  McKELLAR.  I  am  not  an  exi>ert  on  wheat,  as  the  Sen- 
ator knows,  and  I  am  meiviy  a.«;king  tl,e  qut^tions  for  InforaJ- 
Uon.  is  it  possible  that  Canadian  wheat  is  so  much  better  than 
American  wheat  grown  just  across  the  l)order  that  Cuba  hMII 
not  accept  American  wheat?  What  mak.*  the  .lifference''  Ile^ 
is  an  imagiuarj'  line  running  thi^ugh  a  whejtt  field  betw^n 
Canada  and  the  United  States-I  saw  .several  such  wheaTSs 
fTi.  ?flfo*T~r.*^  ^*°'  wondering  why  It  is  that  just  south  of 
that  line  wh^t  is  of  such  poor  quality  that  the  Cuban  people 
will  not  eat  flour  made  from  it,  while  just  north  <»f  that  line 
hSve^it^  produced   wheat  of  such   a  quality   that  they  must 

Mr  SMOOT.     It  Is  not  merely  a  question  of  being  just  across 
Si  ShwS^  ^  '^"  ^  ^^^^  ""^'  "  *^°^'*^  ^''^  the  mllleS^ 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  >ield 
to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  yield  wben  I  answer  the  question  of 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee  as 
L°°T?*^rf*^-  ^'^^^  *®  ^^  *^^  quantity  of  hard  wheat  ralse<i  In 
the  United  States.  In  1919  the  amount  was  17f!,000.000  bushels  • 
In  1920,  174.000,000  bushels;  in  1921.  IGl.tNKl.fKKI  bunheLs  •  in  1922* 
lai.rxio.ooo  bushels;  In  1{12;{.  172.000.000  bushels-  in  1924' 
JilMI^JS^  bushels;  In  1925,  213.000.000  bushels;  and  in  1926! 
159,000,000  bushels.  That  was  the  production  of  hard  wheat 
about  which  we  are  speaking. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  in  order  to  get  all  the  facts 
whldi  I  think  will  an.swer  the  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  l^tah  two  or  three 
questions.  Is  it  true  that  flour  going  from  the  T'nlted  States 
into  Cuba  has  a  preferential  tariff  rate  20  per  cent  less  than 
though  the  flour  came  from  Canada? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  And  what  is  the  Cuban  tariff  on  flour  from 
Canada? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator,  in  the  first  place, 
that  Cuba  has  a  preferential  rate  of  30  per  cent  on  flour. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  we  can  not  hear  what  the 
Senator  says. 

The  VICTE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  impossible  for  Senators  to 
hear. 

Cuba  has  a  preferential  rate  of  30  per  cent  on 


Mr.  SMOOT. 
flour. 

Mr.  NORRIS 

Mr.  SMOOT. 

Mr.  NORRIS 


Coming  from  America? 
Coming  from  the  United  States. 
I  think,  if  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  will 
take  that  into  consideration.  It  will  show  why  the  Cubans  think 
that  wheat  over  on  the  north  side  of  an  imaginary  line  is  so 
much  better  tlian  wheat  on  the  other  side  of  the  Imaginary 
line — becau.se  there  is  a  difference  of  .SO  per  cent  in  the  tariff 
If  it  ctmies  from  an  American  market,  they  pay  30  per  cent  less 
tariff  to  get  It  Into  the  Cuban  market  than  though  it  came  from 
a  Canadi.in  market. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  NYE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  I 
The  VICE  PRESIDE.VT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Utah  Is  prepared  to 
advise  the  Senate  whether  or  not  any  of  this  wheat  that  Is 
luijK.rted  from  Canada  for  milling  and  export  again  in  anv  way 
enters  into  competition  with  hard  spring  wheat  grown  in  the 
United  States?  Is  the  entire  product  impt.rted  from  Canada  for 
milling  milled  and  exported? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  AH  of  It,  and  a  great  deal  of  the  hard  wheat  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  NYE.     Under  the  law,  then.  If  CanadUn  wheat  is  Im- 
ported,  may   the   American   miller  mix   that   wheat   with   an 
American  product? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  he  can. 
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Mr.  NYE.  Then  is  he  pennltted  to  retaiD  any  portion  of  that 
Canadian  wheat  tliat  he  has  brought  in  after  the  mixture  is 
made? 

Mr.  S^ffX^T.  N«'.  That  wheat  is  mixed  only  with  American 
wlH'Ht  (tiHt  iH  shipped  uut  of  the  United  States.  He  gets  no 
b««elit  of  it  outside  of  whatever  rate  may  be  imposed  upon 
the  wheat  comin:;  from  Canada  into  tite  United  States — that  is, 
uodtM'  the  pruvisiMi  for  milling  in  bond. 

Mr.  NYK.  The  fact  that  I  am  endeavoring  to  learn  is  Just 
this : 

Take  the  case  of  a  shipment,  we  will  say,  of  a  million  bushels 
of  Cafiudian  «rrain  into  the  United  States  for  milling.  Does 
the  AiiUTlcan  miller  mill  that  actual  grain?  And  Is  that  grain 
au  milled  the  flour  that  is  exported? 

Mr.  SM001\  It  must  be,  or  eltie  it  must  lie  then  in  the 
bonded  wareh«»u.«»e. 

Mr.  NYE.  Hut  it  I.h  also  true,  is  it  not,  that  hard  spring  wheat 
is  tt  valual>le  ingredient  that  is  not  ground  solely  into  flour; 
that  they  take  a  lower  grade  of  wheat  to  mix  with  the  hard 
spring  whent  to  make  the  proper  blend  of  flour? 

Mr.  HM<H>T.  That  is  true  as  to  the  flour  that  la  made.  In 
oth»-r  wortLs.  the  miller  who  milLs  the  flour  in  bond  has  the 
privlleee  of  bringing  in  the  hard  wheat  from  Canada,  and  every 
pound  of  that  hanl  wheat  is  made  into  flour  that  is  not  sold  in 
the  .\nierican  market.  He  can  export  it  to  any  country  in  the 
world.  I  will  sjiy  to  the  Senator,  however,  that  that  wheat  is 
mixed  with  other  wheat  grown  in  the  United  States. 
Mr.  NYE.    Exactly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  And  if  the  entire  export  trade  were  stopped 
that  amount  of  wheat  would  not  be  liandled  by  the  miller  for 
milling  in  liond. 

Mr.  VVACNER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  UUh  yield 
to  the  Senator  fn»m  New  York? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  There  is  not  a  pound  of  flour  ground  in  the 
bonded  warehou.«4e  that  gets  into  the  domestic  market  It  must 
all  be  exporteil. 

Mr.  SM(X>T.     That  is  what  I  said. 

Mr.  NYE.     But  is  all  of  the  wheat  exported  that  Is  impeded 
for  milling  purp*x<e8? 
Mr.  SMlRyr.     Every  pound  of  it 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Every  pound  of  It  that  is  imi»orted  In  bond. 
Mr.  NYE.     The  Canadian  wheat  Is  not  of  itself  ground  into 
the  flour  that  is  exi)orte<l.  Is  It? 

Mr.  SM<H>T.  It  i.<<— that  is,  that  which  comes  into  this  coun- 
try in  bontl  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  SYK.     But  it  is  mixed  with  American  grain  before  it  Is 
expt>rted  in  the  form  of  flour? 
Mr.  SM<H»T.     Oh,  certainly. 

Mr.  NYE.  Now.  then,  if  a  million  bushels  of  Canadian  wheat 
are  brought  in  here  for  milling  and  aJO.OOO  bushels  of  that  grain 
are  mixwl  with  .yX),«X)«)  bushels  of  Amerit-an  grijin  and  the  proti- 
uot  exp<»rted,  what  InK-onies  of  the  balance  of  that  million  bush- 
els of  <'anadian  wtieat?  Is  it  permitted  to  enter  Into  competi- 
tion with  .American  wheat? 
Mr.  SM<K>T.     It  is  not. 

Mr.  .\YE.    That  must  1*  milled,  too.  and  -sent  out? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Every  pound  of  it ;  and  every  pound  of  Ameri- 
can wheat  that  is  mixed  with  that  Canadian  wheat  in  a  l)onded 
warehouse  must  go  out  of  the  eountrv. 

"--^r.  THo.MAS  of  Idaho.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  tlie  Seiuitor  from  Idaho? 
.Mr.  aMtK)T.     Yes. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  I<laho.  Just  for  a  question.  How  mudi  No. 
1  northern  bard  wheat  did  the  Senator  saiy  was  produced  in 
^e  United  States? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     In  1926.  about  l!S9,e26,000  bu-shels. 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.     If  I  understand  correctly,  this  Is 
the  hii;h-t>rr>tein  content  wheat  that  the  millers  of  Minneapolis 
and  nnflTaio  like  to  n.<e? 
Mr.  SM(X>T.     And  must  use ;  yeSw 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  So  that  is  the  wheat  on  whl(4)  our 
farmers  get  a  tariff,  because  of  the  difference  in  the  price  be- 
tween this  cmutr}'  and  Canada? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  of  that  class  of  wheat  u.ted  in  the  United 
States!  o>iues  into  this  eoimtry  in  t>ond,  and  it  does  not  go  into 
the  trade  here  at  all :  and  without  ita  having  the  privilege  of 
pas.sing  thnjugh  tlH>  b«>nded  warehouse  and  being  made  into 
flour  and  exported  it  never  would  come  here.  The  work  would 
he  d«Hie  in  Canada,  and  It  would  not  help  the  American  farmer 
at  all. 

Mr.  TH«  >MAS  of  Idaho.  Rut  nn  n  result  of  the  fact  that  the 
mills  in  Buffalo  and  Minneii()oii8  have  a  demand  for  this  kind 
of  wheiit.  and   thai  we  have  been  supplying  Cuba  with  that 
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clai»  of  flour,  if  they  did  not  get  the  Canadian  wheat  they 
would  be  more  anxious  for  our  American  wheat,  would  they 
not| 

r.  SMOOT,  Oh.  they  buy  all  the  American  wheat  of  that 
kinji  that  they  can  buy. 

r.  THOMAS  of  Idaho,  Would  it  not  increase  the  demand, 
ghV 

r.    SMOOT.     They  are  the  great  customen*  here  now  for 
character  of  wheat— that  Is.  the  159.<100,()00  bushels, 
r.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.    I  understand. 

r.  SMOOT.  They  could  not  get  enough  Amerhan  hlgh- 
ein  wheat,  or  what  is  called  hard  wheat,  to  run  their  mills 
or  export  trade. 

r.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.     But  they  would  be  more  anxious 
fori  thl-s  class  of  American   wheat   If  they   could   not  get   the 
adian  wheat  and  get  this  rebate  or  preferential  duty  that 
ven  Cuba.    Is  not  that  so? 

r.  SMOOT.  But  this  amoimt  of  wheat,  Mr.  President,  Is 
so  small  as  compared  with  the  total  amount  of  flour  made  here 
forjexport  to  foreign  countries  that  it  is  a  mere  bagatelle, 

r.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  that  is  the  trouble 
wltli  this  tariff  bill.  The  trouble  with  the  whole  thing  is  that 
whenever  we  find  a  place  where  you  can  help  agriculture,  you 
sayjwe  can  not  have  that  because  It  Is  so  small. 

r.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Prerfdent  if  we  closed  up  the  mills  there, 
ho^  would  that  help  agriculture? 

r.  TH(^)MAS  of  Idaho.  I  do  not  think  it  is  g(Mng  to  close 
up  the  mills.  I  think  they  are  going  to  manufacture  our 
Am  ^rican  wheat.  I  think  the  claim  that  It  Is  going  to  clo«*e 
up   he  mills  is  all  a  mistake. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    They  have  not  the  American  wheat 
r.    THOMAS    of   Idaho.      They    have   a   great   surplus   of 
■rican  wheat. 

r.  SMOOT.    Not  of  hard  wheat 

r.   THOMAS   of  Idaho.     I   understand   that;   but   If  they 
d  not  use  the  hard  wheat  they  would  u.se  otlier  wheat, 
r.  SMCKJT.     They  could  not  sell  the  flour.     Take  all  of  the 
ign  trade  for  which  the  millers  are  making  flour  In  l)ond. 
t  flour  goes  to  all  the  countries  of  the  world, 
r.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.     I  understand. 

r.  SMOOT.    The  reason  why  It  goen  there  is  because  of  the 
that  it  is  made  from  this  hard,  high-protein  wheat.     That 
e  only  reason  why  they  will  pay  the  price  that  they  do 
for  lit 

r.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.    Certainly. 

r.  SMOOT.  If  all  American  wheat  were  hanl  wheat,  I 
shoild  not  be  in  favor  of  having  any  wheat  milled  In  bor.d. 
Thtn  we  would  have  the  neces-sary  wheat  here  in  the  Unitetl 
Sta  es.  and  we  ct)uld  buy  it  here  and  take  care  of  that  trade — 
ant  it  is  a  big  trade.  The  only  question  which  ari.«:es  is.  Shall 
we  try  to  destroy  that  trade  and  do  away  with  that  bu.<unes8 
or  .'hall  we  encourage  it  as  far  as  we  can  by  permitting  milling 
in  I  Kind? 

1)1  other  words,  Mr.  President,  wherever  a  manufacturer  in 
the  United   States  is  shipping  abroad  and  finding  markets  in 
any  part  of  the  world  the  raw  prwlucts  can  be  brought  into 
this  country  in  bond,  and  we  allow  him  to  make  the  gotnls  here 
and  ship  them  abroad.     That  does  not  ai^ly  merely  to  wheat  or 
flour;  it  applies  to  a  hundreil  products,  I  suppose. 
M  r.  MoMASTER.     But,  Mr.  President  just  a  moment. 
Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.     IX>es  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  t  le  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 
&  r.  8.MOOT.-    I  do. 

Id  r.  McMASTKR.     TTiat  Is  true  about  shipping  thoee  goods 
abr  >ad ;  but  we  look  uiH)n  Cuba  as  a  home  market  do  we  not  ? 
They    give   us    preferential    treatment    In    regard    to   imports. 
Ami  rican  manufacturers  and  those  ^igaged  in  other  industries 
lool  upon  Cuba  as  an  American  market  not  as  a  foreign  market 
i/i  r.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  only  a  .«?mall  part  of  the  flour 
pro<  need  from  wheat  In  bond  goes  to  Cuba.     It  goes  to  other 
cou  dries  all  over  the  world. 
It  r.  MoMASTER.    How  much  flour  goes  to  Cuba? 
1  r.    SMOOT.      Seven   hundred   and   fourteen   thousand   and 
slxt  r-two  barrels. 
Mr.  NYE.    In  what  year  was  that? 

SMOOT.    That  was  in  the  year  1928. 
THOMAS  of  Idaho.    But  what  excuse  have  we  for  giving 
a  preference  on  Canadian  wheat,  even  to  a  small  amount? 
is  the  point  I  am  getting  at.     Why  give  it  to  them? 
SMOOT.     Congress  has  already  settled  that  matter,  not 
nance  Committee. 

WAGNER.     Mr.  President 

e  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
e  Senator  from  New  York? 
SMOOT.    Yes. 
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Mr.  WAGNER.  I  think  the  evidence  presented  before  the 
c«>iuinittee — the  testimony  as  well  as  the  economic  records — 
shows  conclusively  that  the  character  of  wheat  which  is  used 
for  rallUng  flour  In  bond  Is  e«iual  to  our  high-grade  wheat  which 
sells  in  this  country  for  a  premixuu,  and  Is  uevtT  on  an  export 
able  basis.  It  is  all  consumed  in  the  domestic  market  There- 
fore there  is  not  available,  at  a  price  enabling  it  to  be  on  an 
exi)<>rtable  basis,  any  American  wheat  of  the  character  that 
Cuba  demands. 

Mr.  NYE      Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  SM<X)T.  Ju.st  a  monn'nt.  I  want  to  say  frankly  to  the 
Senate  that  If  there  wen-  any  earthly  way  to  assist  the  farmer 
in  this  particular  case,  if  I  thought  he  would  get  any  advantage 
whatever,  I  should  oppose  this  provision ;  but  I  can  not  see  how 
it  would  help  him  to  do  that    If  it  would,  I  should  be  in  favor 

of  it 

Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  a  question? 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  NYE.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  agree  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  that  our  entire  prttduction  of  hard  spring 
wheat  is  netded  to  All  domestic  requirements? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  there  is  enough  of  It  to  do  even 
that,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  NYE.  Then  the  Senator  will  insist  that  the  tariff  is 
effective  upon  hard  spring  wheat? 

Mr.  SMUOT.  Why,  yes.  The  price  of  the  wheat  demon- 
strates that. 

Mr.  NYE.  Then,  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  explain  why 
in  Canada  to-day  there  is  a  30  cents  better  price  for  hard  spring 
wheat,  the  same  grade  of  wheat,  than  there  is  in  the  Unite<l 
States? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  not  even  looked  at  the  figures  to  see 
whether  that  is  the  case  or  not  If  that  M'ere  the  case,  why 
pli»»uhl  the  millers  in  bond  buy  Canadian  whejit  and  pay  that 
much  more  for  It? 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President  I  think  it  Is  verj-  clear  why  they  are 
willing  to  do  it;  and  it  might  become  apparent  to  the  Senator 
if  lie  should  guess  what  might  happen  If  we  forbade  milling  in 
bond  of  Canadian  wheat.  What  would  happen  to  that  Canadian 
wheat? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  Canadian  wheat,  in  tlie  first  place,  would 
be  nm<le  into  flour  and  shipiied  to  Cuba. 

Mr.  NYE.     Made  where  into  flour? 

Mr,  SMOOT,     In  Canada. 

Mr.  NYE.  Would  they  grind  their  whole  hard  spring  wheat 
Into  Uour  and  ship  it  to  Cuba? 

Mr.  SM<K)T.  Oh,  they  have  other  wheat;  but  I  think  they 
would  grind  all  of  their  hard  wheat  into  that  kind  of  flour. 

Mr.  NYU  And  does  the  Cuban  market  demand  that  kind  of 
flour? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  the  testimony  that  was  given  before 
the  committee;  and  the  testimony  shows  that  they  would  not 
buy  anything  else.  Thej-  can  buy  the  otlier  flour  cheaper. 
They  can  get  it  cheaper,  but  they  will  not  use  it 

Mr.  HOWELL  and  Mr.  BRATTON  addressoil  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yit4d  ; 
and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  SMOOT,  I  yield  first  to  tlie  Senator  from  Nebraska.  I 
think  he  was  on  his  feet  first. 

.Mr.  HOWELL.  Is  this  not  the  situation?  We  produce  in 
this  country,  as  the  Senator  has  recently  stated,  about  170,000,000 
bushels  of  wheat  of  a  grade  equivalent  to  Canadian  wheat, 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  right 

Mr.  HOWELL.  That  wheat,  if  ground  by  American  millers 
and  ofTere<l  in  Cuba,  can  not  be  sold  because,  if  an  American 
miller  at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  buys  Canadian  wheat  through  his  draw- 
back privilege,  and  our  treaty  with  Cuba,  he  can  sell  his  flour 
for  35  cents  a  barrel  less  than  if  he  u.ses  American-grown  wheat 
That  is  the  situation.  In  other  words,  when  an  American  miller 
grinding  American  hard  wheat  and  an  American  miller  grinding 
Canadian  hard  wheat  go  to  Cuba  and  offer  their  wares,  the 
American  miller  furnishing  the  ail-American  flour  finds  that 
there  is  a  differential  of  3,j  cents  per  barrel  against  him.  Is  not 
that  a  fact? 

-Mr.  SMOOT,  In  what  way?  He  gets  the  36  cents  preferen- 
tial just  the  same  as  the  man  who  mills  his  bonded  wheat.  The 
85  cvutH  preferential  applies  to  the  American  miller  making 
wheat  In  lx»nd  just  exactly  the  same  as  It  does  to  the  other. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  But  the  American  miller  gets  a  drawback  on 
all  the  wheat  he  buys,  and  he  buys  it  in  the  Canadian  market 

Mr,  SMOOT.    Certainlj. 


Mr.  HOWELL.  And  the  advantage  amounts  to  85  cents  a 
barrel.  The  consequence  is  that  when  an  American  miller  of- 
fers a  corresponding  flour  made  from  all- American  wheet  In 
Cuba,  he  finds  him.self  confrcmted  with  the  American  miller  who 
has  Imported  his  hard  wheat  from  (^anada,  and  who  can  sell  it 
in  Cuba  for  35  cents  a  barrel  less.     Is  not  that  a  fact? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Did  the  Saiator  say  that  the  price  of  high-grade 
wheat  in  the  United  States  Is  higher  than  that  of  high  grade 
wheat  In  Canada? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Y'es.  As  a  rule,  prices  of  corresponding  wheat 
In  Canada  have  been  h^wer  In  Canada  than  in  thi.»j  country. 
That  is  the  reason  why  we  have  a  tariff  of  42  cents  against 
Canada. 

Mr.  SMOOT,  I  misnmderstood  tlie  Senator.  His  last  state- 
ment I  utiderstand,  but  I  did  not  understand  his  first  and  that 
is  why  I  asked  the  question. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  Is  the  Senator  Insisting  that  there 
Is  a  better  price  in  the  I'nited  States  for  the  higher  grades  of 
wheat  than  prevails  in  Canada? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     For  the  same  grade  of  wlieat 

Mr.  NYE.  That  is  not  the  case  at  all,  and  it  has  not  Ix^n  the 
case  for  weeks  or  months. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     nien  the  qutitations  are  not  correct 

Mr.  NYE.     What  quotations? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  mean  the  daily  quotations  on  Canadian  hard 
wheat  and  American  hard  wheat. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  the  daily  quotations  have  made  It 
very  clear  that  there  is  a  better  price  in  Canada  than  tliere  is 
in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  told  by  the  defiartment  that  that  is  not 
true.     I  am  referring  to  the  high-grade  wheat 

Mr.  NYE.  I  mean  high-grade  wheat.  If  the  Senator  will 
yield,  I  would  like  to  offer  a  little  demonstration  as  to  ju.st 
what  is  prevailing  in  the  hard  spring  wheat  marketing  world  In 
so  far  as  Canada  and  the  United  States  are  comerueil. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  yield  the  floor  to  the  Senator  to  make 
that  demonstration. 

Mr.  NTE.  Very  well.  It  has  been  the  ca.s«>  all  f.ill,  and  more 
or  less  during  the  la.st  two  or  three  yc^rs  it  has  been  true,  that 
better  pric<^  have  prevailed  In  Canada  than  in  the  UnlU'd 
Stales  for  the  hard  wheats,  particularly  the  hard  spring  wheat 
It  is  often  wMitended  that  while  the  market  quotations  indicate 
better  prices  In  America  than  in  Canada  for  the  hard  spring 
wheat  it  nevertheless  is  true  that  a  given  sample  of  grain  has 
iK'en  winning  and  wIU  win  a  better  iMice  in  Canada  than  it 
will  in  the  United  States. 

I  have  here  a  very  specific  example  of  what  is  going  on  at 
this  particular  time.  It  d(«s  not  involve  all  of  the  clouds  that 
are  invited  when  we  discu.ss  existing  grain  grades.  The  question 
of  grades  is  avMded  because  only  one  sample  was  used  in  win- 
ning quotations  from  elevators  in  the  market  In  Canada  and 
from  elevators  in  the  market  In  the  United  States. 

I  have  a  letter  dated  September  9,  1929,  addressed  to  me  from 
one  8.  E.  O.scarsen,  who  owns  farms  near  the  Canadian  line  in 
North  Dakota,  and  in  thb*  letter  he  tells  me: 

It  may  Interest  .vou  to  iesirn  of  my  flndings  of  comparative  prlcp*  paid 
for  grain  along  the  Canadian  line  in  Bottlnfaii  and  Kenvllle  Counties, 
N.  Dak.,  and  potnta  opposite  in  8<»ntbwp8tem  Manitoba.  In  company 
with  one  of  my  tenants.  Mr.  George  Jennrr,  of  Sherwcjd,  we  nwde  a 
drive  and  Buljmltted  a  sample  of  wheat  rained  by  him  for  quotation  of 
price  at  the  following  places:  .Antler,  Ix)raiue,  and  MaxbasH,  N.  Dak., 
and  Melita  and  Lyleton,  Manitoba,  with  the  following  rwult : 

Antler,  N.  Dak.,  offered  $1.07,  Loralne,  N.  Dak..  $1.08,  Maxba.sa, 
N.  I)Hk.,  $1.06,  and  on  the  same  ld«'ntloal  sample  of  trraln  there  was 
offered  at  Melita.  Manitoba,  $1.38,  and  at  Lyleton,  Manitoba,  $1..'?7. 

Then  he  quotes  the  regular  prices  paid  on  the  afternoon  of 
August  27  at  these  five  different  marketing  points — two  in 
Canada,  three  In  the  United  States. 

No.  1  dark  northern : 

AnUer,  N.  Dak ft  07 

I»ralne,   N.   Dak 1.08 

MaxbuBa,  N.  Dak 1.  0« 

Melita,    Manitoba 1.  SS 

Lyleton,  Manitoba 1.87 

Amber  durum  wheat  : 

Antler,  .V    Dak •  p« 

Lorainp,  N.  Dak .  WJ 

WaxbasH,  N.  Duk .  »6 

Melita,  Manitoba l.ii'S 

Lyhton,   Manitoba 1.  21 

Red  durum  wheat : 

No  guotatioiis  at  Antler,  N.  Dak. 

lyornlnc.  N.  Dak .  83 

Maxbasa,  N.  Dak .  K'i 

Mt-llu,  Manitoba 1.03 

No  quotation*  at  Lyleton. 

We  may  as  well  carry  this  on  to  s1m>w  the  differ<>f)ce«  in  prices 
of  various  grains  in  the  markets  in  the  two  countries. 
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^jSK.H.  D«k- - fO.27 

Ixiniln.',  N.  I»«k .28 

Maxbawi.  N.  Oak .  27 

MrliU.   Manitoba .58 

Lyietoo,   Maaituba .  58 

Barlev  : 

.(Dtl«r.  S.  Dak .83 

Loraine.  N.   Dak .36 

Maxbasii.   N.  Dak .35 

Melita.  Manitoba .  81 

Ljrleton,   Manitoba .  61 

Ryt: 

AntUr.  N.  DaJt ,76 

lioralne.  N.  Dak .73 

Maxhara.  N.  Dak .75 

Mfllt.H.  Manit<»l»a .87 

Lorlet'jD.  Manitoba .93 

Mr.  Presideut.  with  that  sort  of  a  market  preraUlng.  how  does 
thf  St-nator  arjruo  that  hard  sprinjr  wheat,  or  the  hii:hor  grades 
of  wheat,  are  winninir  a  better  market  in  the  United  States  than 
thty  are  in  C^anadu? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  that  is  the  fanners  price,  and 
I  am  not  talking  atn^ut  that.  I  am  talking  about  the  market 
prlt-e.  not  the  farmer's  price.     Those  are  the  farmer's  prices. 

Mr.  NTE.  But  not  at  the  terminal  markets  in  the  two  coan- 
tries.     In  both  cases  it  Is  the  farmer's  market. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  simply  giving  tlie  figures  which  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce  have  .submitted  to  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, and  not  only  V*  the  Finance  Committee  but  In  their 
general  annual  reports. 

L«*t  me  call  attention  to  the  memorandum  refrarding  the 
treMtment  aecordeil  by  Cuban  customs  authorities  to  flour  man- 
ufactun-d  in  the  United  States  from  wheat  grown  In  Canada, 
from  the  Department  of  State.  March  7,  1928,  in  which  this 
statement  appears: 

•--H»e  I>epartiii«nt  of  I'ommen-e  has  prepared  a  gtatiatical  table,  a  copy 
•f  which  ta  attarb4^  hereto,  rontainin;;  p^rtiD<>nt  infonnation  for  the 
years  1922  to  1927,  tnchislTe,  from  which  It  appean*  that  the  IncreaM^ 
dnrtng  the  Ia«t  thrpf  yeara  ta  the  amoant  of  flonr  shipped  to  Cuba  by 
th«»  IT.  Ill*  in  tbiti  country  near  the  Canadian  border  has  been  aocom- 
panled  by  a  marh  more  marked  decline  In  the  amonnta  shipped  to  Cnbo 
by  Canadian  mill.«  than  by  mllla  located  in  the  central  and  aoatbwestern 
portion  of  the  United  8Ute«.  The  inference  would  appear  to  be  war- 
rante<l  that,  had  the  recent  Cnban  requirement  (that  floor  abould  not 
en>>y  the  preferential  ratea  anlesa  made  from  the  prodoctg  of  the  soil 
aa  well  aa  of  the  Industry  of  the  United  State*)  been  permisaible  under 
the  treaty  and  therefore  maintained,  direct  shipments  from  Canada  to 
Cuba  would  probably  hare  tended  to  increase  more  than  shipments  from 
the  central  and  southweatorn  portions  of  the  United  SUtes,  aasuming 
that  the  normal  differeoce  ahonld  prerall  between  the  prices  of  wheat 
grown  In  Caaada  and  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  I>oe8  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yiehl  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAX.SH  of  Montana.  Much  credit  is  due  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Ny*|  for  calling  attention  to  what 
appear*  to  be  a  scandalous  situation  of  affairs.  The  wheat 
^prtt-es  in  the  United  States  of  the  same  grade  of  wheat,  along 
the  international  boundary  Une.  are  somewhere  between  20  and 
35  «^ts  ItsLs  tJuin  on  the  other  side  of  the  line 

Mr.  .SMOOT.     For  tlie  same  gnides? 

Mr.  NOURIS.     Ye.*;  the  same  samples. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Yes;  the  same  wheat  I  have  a 
la  rue  amount  of  correspondence  in  relaUon  to  exaeUy  the  same 
situation  to  which  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  refers  Both 
of  us  have  had  the  matter  up  with  the  Federal  Farm  Board 
They  assign  various  reasons  for  this  condition,  which  is  except 
tional.  and  probably  temporary,  and  accordingly  the  qiiotaUon 
of  these  fl£ur«H  at  this  tim«s-and  I  interrupt  the  Senator  by 
reaniM  of  that  ■Ituallon-ls  likely  to  throw  confusion  into  thi 
diMnission. 

Th*'  Federal  Farm  Board  attributes  the  sUuaUon  in  the  first 
jUaiv  to  the  fact  that  rallrood  rates  arc  less  on  the  other  side 
than  they  are  on  this,  a  situation  which  demands  lerioos  con- 
siiieratlon  fn»m  tlie  Congress.  BuU  in  addition  to  that,  there  is 
the  Kltuallon  developed  Just  now.  The  elevators  and  other 
storage  warehouses  on  thb  side  of  the  line  insist  that  their 
c«i>nclty  In  exhaasted,  that  their  warehouses  and  storage  reser- 
voirs generally  are  filled  to  the  brim,  and  they  refuse  to  take 
wheat  on  storage  and  to  issue  storage  wjrtlflcates.  Accordingly 
the  man  .who  has  wheat  and  has  not  places  to  store  it  is  obliged 
to  sell  it.  The  elevators  will  buy,  but  they  will  not  store  They 
say  they  have  no  storage  capacity.  Whether  that  is  true  or  not 
has  not  yet  been  settled.  It  is  by  reason  of  these  conditions 
that  the  higher  price  ht  paid  on  the  other  side. 

The  Oovemmeot  of  Canada  has  taken  steps  to  provide  abon- 
dant  storage  and  the  Oanadiaa  railroads  have  likewise  taken 
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I  ain.s  to  provide  abundant  storage.  So  a  man  mi  the  other  side 
cf  the  line  is  not  obliged  to  sell.  He  can  store  hi.s  wheat  and 
tike  a  storage  certiticate  for  it.  Accordingly  the  prices  are 
I  lucli  higher  over  tliere  at  the  present  time. 

That  has  happened  not  only  this  fall,  but  at  this  season  of 
t  le  year,  when  wheat  goes  into  the  market,  it  is  quite  a  common 
t  ling  for  prices  to  be  higher  in  Canada  than  they  are  on  this 
a  de  of  the  line.     So  that  the  tariff  is  not  effective  at  all. 

Taking  the  whole  year  through  and  not  considering  the  excep- 
t  onal  and  extraordinary  conditions  whicli  exist  at  this  time,  the 
I  rices  run  higher  over  in  Canada  than  they  do  on  thLs  side  of  the 
1  ne.  In  other  words,  the  42<'ent  tariff  i.s,  according  to  careful 
e  stimates,  effective  to  the  extent  of  about  9  cents ;  that  Ls,  taking 
t  je  whole  year  through,  the  Canadian  prices  are  about  9  cents 
1  igher  than  the  prices  on  this  side  of  the  line. 

Accordingly,  as  stated  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Nebrjiska 
(Mr.  HowKLx],  the  miller  on  this  side  of  the  line  buys  his  wheat 
la  Canada  for  U  cents  less  than  the  miller  who  buys  American 
\rheat  pays. 

The  miller  on  this  .side  of  the  line  who  buj's  Canadian  wheat 
cim  put  hLs  flour  in  Cuba  at  something  like  35  cents  a  barrel 
liiss  than  the  American  miller.  That  is  the  situation,  and  I  sub- 
I  lit  it  only  for  the  purpo.«€  of  clarifying  the  situation  and  en- 
ceavoring  to  eliminate  the  confusion  which  would  be  likely  to 
arise  from  the  fact  that  Canadian  prices  are  now  higher  than 
trices  on  the  American  iside  of  the  line. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  now  to  call  the  atten- 
t  on  of  the  Senate  to  the  export  trade  of  the  Unite<i  States  to 
(iuba  and  all  foreign  countries,  to  show  Just  where  it  is  going 
€ven  under  present  conditions. 

In  1919  there  were  exported  26,449.881  barrels  of  flour,  In 
:  920  there  were  19,853,99-J  barrels,  in  1921  there  were  16.800.805 
larrels.  in  1924  there  were  15.989,760  barrels,  in  1925  there 
vere  11.118.808  barrels,  in  1926  there  were  11,850.322,  in  1927 
t  lere  were  12.823,084.  and  in  1928  there  were  11.848.042  barrels. 

I  invite  special  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  1919  there  were 
(xported  from  the  United  States  26,449,881  barrels,  while  In 
1928  there  were  exported  only  11,848.042  barrels. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  But  in  1919,  when  the  exces-sive  amounts 
\rere  exported,  we  were  just  at  the  dose  of  the  war,  and  of 
course  that  statement  does  not  explain  anything. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  when  we  come  to  the  years  after  the  war 
V  e  see  tliat  there  is  a  third  less  tlian  tJiere  was  In  1923.  There 
111  46  per  cent  less  than  in  1924,  and  since  that  time  the  amount 
has  been  getting  less  and  less.  I  am  just  as  anxious  as  anyone 
ill  the  world  to  do  anything  I  can  to  assist  the  farmer  in  get- 
t  ng  better  prices  for  his  wheat,  but  I  do  not  want  to  do  any- 
t  iing  which  It  seems  to  me  in  the  end  will  not  be  of  benefit  to 
1  im,  even  if  we  destroy  our  export  trade  entirely.  If  it  is 
destroyed  entirely  what  good  will  it  do  the  farmer  in  our 
ountry? 

Mr.  McMASTER.  If  I  understood  the  exports  In  1928,  there 
were  approximately  11.000.000  barrels  of  flour. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  in  1928. 

Mr.  McMASTER.     In  all? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  The  amount  exported  to  Cuba  was  about 
7i  0,000  barrels,  or  something  like  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Y'es ;  n4,000  barrels. 

Mr.  McM.\STEIl.  In  other  words,  the  flour  going  to  Cuba 
n  presents  about  one-twelfth  of  our  total  exports,  and  therefore 
tl  e  flour  mills  over  in  Buffalo  are  not  going  to  close  even  if  they 
Ici  Bt  all  of  the  Cuban  trade ;  but  they  are  not  going  to  lose  even 
tlat  trade. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  A  great  many  of  them  are  closed  now.  They 
hi  ive  a  capacity  to  mjike  at  least  26.000.000  barrels  and  In  1928 
tley  made  only  11.000.000  barreb*.  Many  of  them  are  closed 
now  and  the  others  would  be  closed  If  we  shut  out  their  ship- 
ui  ents  to  Cnba. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  and  Mr.  WAGNER  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  8MCK>T.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  any  of  the  mills  are  closed  Just  at  this 
tine  may  it  not  be  duo  to  the  fact  that  they  can  not  buy  Cana- 
dian wheat  at  prices  such  «b  they  have  to  pay  In  the*  United 
S|nte«? 

.Mr.  SMOOT,    They  buy  It  at  about  the  same  price.    There 

no  doubt  about  that 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  nnd^nitood  the  data  presented  a  little 
while  ago  to  show  that  at  the  present  time  this  class  of  wheat, 
hi  gh-grade.  hard  spring  wheat,  was  selling  in  Canada  for  about 
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cents  a  bushel  more  than  it  sells  for  in  the  United  States 
lir.  SMOOT.  Tlie  Senator  misunderstood  the  statement. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.  No ;  I  did  not  misunderstand  the  figures. 
Mr.  NYE.    Precisely  not. 


Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President- 


Tlio  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has 
the  floor.     To  whom  does  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  have  concluded  what  I  desired  to  say. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  from  Utah  yielded  to  me  and  I 
made  a  statement  which  the  Senator  said  was  not  correct.  I  got 
my  figures  for  the  statement  from  the  figures  submitted  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Nye]. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  figures  of  the  Senator  frwn  North  Dakota 
arc  not  the  figures  that  the  miller  pays.  The  figures  he  quoted 
were  what  the  farmer  was  paid  for  the  wheat  at  the  jrface  where 
it  was  raised. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  suppose  the  miller  buying  in  Canada  will 
have  to  pay  the  Canadian  price,  and  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  said  the  Canadian  price  for  this  character  of  wheat  at 
this  time  is  30  cents  a  busliel  more  than  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  NYE.     Precisely. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Of  course  I  regard  the  statistics  presented 
by  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  as  absolutely  inaccurate.  If 
they  were  not  inaccurate,  the  millers  would  l>e  here  supporting 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska.  Thej- 
would  go  out  and  buy  ttiat  cheaper  wheat,  and,  of  course,  with 
an  advantage  of  30  cents  per  bushel,  tl»ey  couUl  take  the  market 
away  from  the  miller  in  bond.    There  is  no  question  about  that. 

Mr.  SM(K)T.  I  have  t)een  told  here  to-day  that  the  price  of 
American  hard  wheat  as  eoujparetl  with  the  price  of  Canadian 
hard  wheat  purchased  by  the  millers  in  bond  is  higher  in  the 
United  States  than  it  is  in  Canada. 

Mr.  CAPPER,  Mr.  NORItlS.  and  Mr.  WAGNER  addressed  the 
Chair. 

The  PRF:SIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Kansas 
is  recognized.    L>oes  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  CAPPER.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  want  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Utah 
that  out.side  of  some  s^>ecial  situation,  the  result  would  depend 
upon  where  the  man  got  the  wheat  which  was  made  Into  flour 
at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.  If  he  bought  It  on  this  side  of  the  line  he 
would  pa.v  freight  to  the  railroads  for  a  very  long  haul.  If 
he  bought  Canadian  wheat  and  sliipped  it  to  Buffalo  he  would 
pay  the  Canadian  railroad  for  a  very  long  haul,  practically  the 
entire  distance.  But  the  difference  in  freight,  if  he  had  a  long 
haul,  would  account  for  at  least  a  large  portion  of  the  ordinary 
price  that  the  buyer  of  the  wheat  would  have  to  pay  on  different 
sides  of  the  line,  because  the  freight  on  the  Canadian  tAde 
would  be  materially  less  than  the  freight  on  the  United  States 
si<le. 

Assuming  tliat  the  price  of  the  wheat  itself  at  a  given  loca- 
tion in  Montana  or  North  Dakota  and  at  another  point  Just 
across  tlie  line  was  the  same  on  each  side  of  the  line  at  the 
particular  places,  the  difference  in  freight  frt)m  those  points 
to  BuiTaio,  N.  Y.,  would  give  to  the  miller  in  Buffalo  the  incen- 
tive to  buy  the  Canadian  wheat,  everything  else  being  equal, 
because  the  freight  on  the  C-anadian  wheat  from  the  place 
where  he  buys  it  to  the  place  where  he  grinds  it  Into  flour  is 
very  much  less  than  the  freiglit  on  the  American  wheat  for  the 
same  distance.  In  otiier  words,  the  Canadian  freight  rates  are 
much  lower  Umn  freight  rates  In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  there  are  few  iMrovlslons  in  the 
tariff  bill  in  which  the  agricultural  West,  and  especially  that 
part  of  the  Middle  West  known  as  the  Wheat  Belt,  Is  more 
keenly  interested  than  in  the  milling  in  bond  anrendment.  The 
chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  [Mr,  Smoot]  says  that  In 
the  long  run  the  agricultural  Interests  of  the  country  would  not 
be  t)eiteflte<l  by  the  proponed  amendment  to  the  mllllng-ln-bond 
provision  of  the  act  of  1922.  There  Is  not  a  farm  organization 
in  the  Middle  West  nor  a  wheiit  growers'  association  anywhere 
in  this  country  which  will  agree  with  him  on  that  matter. 

I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  read  a  statement  from 
the  American  Farm  Bureau  Fed«Tatlon  indicating  their  deep 
interest  in  the  prop<;sed  aiuendment,  and  this  voices  the  senti- 
ments of  agriculture  generally. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  read,  as 
requested. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Wasbinoton,  D.  C,  80ptem^er  19,  19a. 
Hon.  Artudb  Cappib, 

BefMte  OfPcc  ButUUnU,  Waahingion,  D.  C. 

My  Deab  Senator  Cappks  :  We  wish  to  Indorse  the  pnrposes  sought 
to  be  accoropliMbcd  by  the  amendments  to  the  mllUnc  m-bond  proTlaton 
and  the  drawback  pro>iBlon  of  tbe  Uriff  bill.  Tbeae  amendments  appear 
to  carry  oat  the  recommendations  which  we  presented  to  the  Senate 


Fiikance   Committee   and   which    many   other   farm   organisations   have 
likewise  recommended. 

The  miUing-bond  provision  aa  it  exists  in  the  act  of  192U  and  in  tbe 
new  tariff  ttlll  reported  to  the  Henate  from  the  Finance  Committee 
reacts  to  the  dlsadranta^^e  of  domestic  wheat  producers. 

Under  this  provision  in  Its  present  form,  Canadian  wheat  is  imported 
into  the  United  States  free  of  duty  and  wben  milled  into  flour  and 
exported  to  Cuba.  It  enjoys  the  same  preferential  reduction  of  20  per 
cent  in  the  import  duties  of  that  country  as  flour  milled  from  American 
wheat. 

As  a  result  of  this  arrangement  flour  made  entirely  from  American 
wheat  has  been  displaced  in  the  Cuban  market  in  an  Increnalng  extent. 
by  flour  milled  In  bond  in  the  United  States  from  Canadian  wheat. 

Your  amendment  by  placing  a  duty  on  the  Canadian  wheat  Imported 
and  milled  In  bond  for  export  to  t?uba  which  would  be  equal  to  the  20 
per  cent  preferential  rate  granted  by  Oiba  to  American  exports  should 
aid  in  removing  this  dlMdrantage  sulTered  by  American  flour  milled 
from  American-grown  wheat. 

In  order  to  protect  the  action  proposed  by  this  amendment  to  the 
niUling-ln-bond  section,  it  Is  necessary  nlso  to  amend  the  drawback  pro- 
vision on  wheat ;  otherwise  millers  using  Canadian  whent  could  shift 
from  the  milltng-in-bond  arrangement  to  the  drawback  arrangement 
under  which  they  would  get  a  refund  of  99  per  cent  of  tbe  Import  dutic« 
on  wheat  and  a  preferential  rate  of  20  per  cent  on  the  flour  exported 
to  Cuba  which  is  milled  from  Canadian  wheat.  The  drawback  provision 
on  wheat  can  well  be  abolished  ai<  your  amendments  will  still  allow 
domestic  millers  the  privilege  of  milling  In  bond. 

Similar  amendments  have  been  spproved  by  the  House  of  Reprewiita- 
tives,  but  the  Finance  Committee  has  not  seen  fit  to  give  its  approval 
to  them.     We  hope  that  these  two  amendments  which  you  have  Intro- 
duced  may  meet  with  the  approval  of  the  United  States  Senate. 
Very  respectfully, 

Amkkican  Farm  Ddkbad  Pkokeation, 
Chxsteb  U.  Gray. 

Washington  Repretmtative. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  have  many  telegrams  and 
letters  from  other  farm  organisations  in  the  Middle  West  and 
Northwest  and  Southwest  of  the  same  Import.  I  shall  not  under- 
take to  have  them  all  read  at  this  time.  I  will  ask.  however, 
to  have  read  the  list  of  farm  organizations  and  wheat  growers' 
organizations  submitting  them  as  indicating  the  sentiment  of  the 
wheat  growers  and  of  agriculture  generally  on  this  question. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temijore.  Tbe  clerk  will  read  the  list, 
as  requested. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  list,  as  follows : 

THB  AMGItlCAX    TAKM    BIRRAC    rEDERATI0!f 

By  Chester  H.  Gray 

National  Farmers'  Union,  by  C.  E.  Eluff.  president,  Sallna,  Kans. 

Tbe  National  Orange,  by  L.  J.  Taber,  national  maater.  Columbus, 
Ohio. 

Central  States  Soft  Wheat  Growers'  Association,  by  W.  II.  Settle, 
general  manager.  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Indiana  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  by  W.  B.  Settle,  president.  Indian- 
apolis, Ind. 

Kansas  State  Farm  Bureau,  by  Ralph  Snyder,  president,  Manhattan, 
Kans. 

Colorado  Wheat  Growers'  Association,  by  Charles  L.  Hover,  member 
of  committee  In  charge.  Longmont.  Colo. 

Equity  Union  Grain  Co.,  by  J.  J.  Knight,  secretary-manager,  Kansaa 
aty.  Mo. 

Farmers'  Cooperative  Grain  Dealers'  Association  of  Kansas,  by  L.  B. 
Webb,  president,  Dodge  City,  Kans. 

Farmers'  Elevator  Association  of  Nebraska,  by  J.  W.  Sborthlll,  sec- 
retary, Omaha,  Nebr. 

Fanners'  Union  Jobbing  Association,  by  Harry  Witham,  secretary* 
manager,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

Kansas  Cooperative  Wheat  Marketing  Association,  by  E.  R.  Dowul% 
manager,  Wichita.  Kans. 

Kansas  Farmers'  Union,  by  C.  E.  Huff,  president,  gallna.  Kans. 

Oklahoma  Wheat  Growers'  Association,  by  John  Manley,  secretary, 
Enid,  Okla. 

The  Southwest  Cooperative  Wheat  Growers'  Association,  by  Joba 
Vesecky.  president,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

Central  Missonri  Millers'  Club,  by  Carl  E.  Bolte,  secretary,  Klater,  Mo. 

North  Dakota  Wheat  Growers'  Associstlon,  by  George  E.  Davis, 
president,  Grand  Forks.  N.  Dak. 

South  DakoU  Wheat  Growers'  Association,  by  C.  W.  Croes.  Aberdeen, 
8.  Dak. 

Midwest  Grain  Marketing  Association,  by  Ernest  Peterson,  president, 
Omaha,  Nebr. 

Clay  County  Farmers  Union,  by  Thomas  E.  Larson,  secretary,  Clay 
Center,  Kans. 

Fanners  Cooperative  Grain  Dealers  Assoclstiun  of  Oklsboma,  by  Boy 
Bender,  secretary,  Enid,  Okls. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Co.,  by  O.  C.  Gleaa,  atamwer,  Havflaad.  Kans. 
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Mr.  CAPPEB.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate  Finance  CommiUee 
giTO  as  their  principal  objection  to  the  amendment  which  is 
supported  by  these  farm  or^nixations  and  producers  aa  well 
as  by  millers'  urganixations  that  the  trad*-  in  Cuba  would  Im- 
mediuteiy  t>e  diTerted  to  Canada  if  we  shall  amend  or  repeal 
the  milliiigr-in-Umd  pmrision.  I  wish  to  submit  a  few  tele- 
grutnit  from  milling  orguuization><  and  from  leading  millers  m 
the  Southwest  wlio  for  years  have  had  trade  with  Cuba,  who 
know  the  conditions  there,  and  who  go  on  record  as  emphatioally 
stating  that  they  can  uit-et  the  competition  of  Canada  if  the 
Congrese  will  remoTC  the  serious  handicap  under  which  they 
an'  now  worlcing.  For  instance,  th*  Page  Milling  Co.,  of 
Tupeka.  Kans.,  8?nda  this  telegram : 

ToFKKA,  Kxtia.,  September  14,  1S29. 
Hon.  AiTHiJS  CjLrrmM, 

Senator  from  Kansas.  Washington.  D.  C: 
Ix-ave  Dotbing  undooe  to  give  United  States  wheat  growers  and 
mlilera  grinding  home  wbeat  advantage  they  are  entitled  to.  Buffalo 
pleaf)  that  Canadian  milla  will  take  buainesa  froni  American  miUa  are 
■bf<>r  buncombe.  Southwestrm  mills  have  steadily  lost  business  to 
Buffalo  ever  since  tariff  claoses  favoring  Buffalo  were  promulgated. 
Southwestern  wheat  growers  and  millers  will  take  90  per  cent  t;}uban 
buainesa  on  equal  terms.  Contention  that  Canadian  strong  flour  pre- 
ferred to  southwestern  is  erroneous. 

Paqb  Milling  Co., 
David  O.  Paqi. 

I  have  here  another  telegram  from  the  Southern  Kansas 
Millers'  Club,  of  Wichita,  Kans.,  which  reads : 

Wichita,  Kans.,  8eptemt9r  rr,  an. 
▲kthcb  Cappsb. 

Vnitrd  States  Senator,  Washington,  D.  C: 
All  members  wish  to  heartily  indorse  your  proposed  amendments  to 
pending  tariff  bill  (H.  B.  2667.  sees.  311  and  313)  relative  to  charging 
duty  on  imported  wbeat  milled  in  bond  for  sblpiDent  a.s  flour  to  Culm. 
Understand  Buflialo  millers  are  opposing  the«<e  amendments,  claiming 
their  adoption  will  driv*  export  basineafl  to  Canadl«n  mills.  Thia  is 
not  so.  The  adoption  of  theae  amendments  will  pat  Kansas  millers 
on  competltlT*  basis  with  Bnffslo  millers,  which  la  not  the  case  now. 
Wish  to  orge  you  to  do  all  possible  to  secure  the  acoeptanee  of  these 
ssBendaM>nt8  by  ths  Bemtc. 

SocTHSBM  Kansas  MiLi.ass'  Clob. 

Wm.     T.     IfcASTHUB, 

Emecutivs  Secretary. 

Mr.  WAONBR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
yield  at  that  point? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kan- 
saii  yield  to  the  ixuAof  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  CAPPER.     Yes ;  I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the  Senator 
frum  Kansas  is  familiar  with  the  fact  that  the  millers  of  Canada 
are  quite  as  enthusiastic  for  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sena- 
tor as  are  the  millers  of  the  Southwest,  which,  I  think,  is  an 
Indication  they  feel  very  confident  that  if  milling  in  bond  shall 
be  done  away  with  Canada  will  get  the  export  trade  which  we 
now  enjoy  from  the  mllllng-in-bond  business. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  what  the  millers 
of  Canada  want,  but  I  do  know  what  the  millers  of  Kansas) 
want  I  am  submitting  these  telegrams  to  show  that  the  millers 
of  the  Southwest  and  the  United  States  who  are  interested  in 
the  Cutwn  trade  liave  no  fear  whatever  ot  any  Canadian  competi- 
tltm  :  they  are  willing  to  be  put  on  an  equal  basis  with  the  millers 
of  Canada,  or  any  other  millers;  but  they  are  particularly  in- 
terested Just  now  in  having  Buffalo  millers  also  placed  on  the 
»amc  basis  as  the  southwestern  millers,  and  that  is  all  they  are 
asking — fair  competition,  and  nothing  else. 

The  Lindsborg  Milling  k  Elevator  CA..  of  Lindsborg.  Kans., 
whlrti  is  one  of  the  big  mills  of  central  Kansas,  sends  a  tdegruui 
which  states: 

LiNDSaoso,  Kans.,  Bepiemhsr  U,  I9t» 
Senaror  Akthcs  Cappbb. 

Wmshinffton,  D.  C: 
We  are  In  favor  of  your  amendments  to  section  311  and  313  (H.  R 
2667).     Do  not  believe  the  proposed  legislation  wrti  result  In  driving 
any  snbsUntial  part  of  baslness  to  Canadian  miUs.     The  contention  of 
the  Buffalo  millers  is  ridiculous. 

LlNSBOSQ    IflLUNO    *  RafTATOB    CO. 

The  Midlatid  Flour  Milling  Co.,  of  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  send  a 
telegram,  which  reads  as  follows : 

KAJtsAS  Crrr,  Mo..  Bsptem^sr  ^,  ma. 
Senator  AKTHtra  Captmi: 

We  are  asking  yoor  sapport  of  smendneBts  to  se«tV>as  311  and  .?18 
pending  uriff  bill.  Believe  these  amendments  in  interest  of  entire 
soathwestsra    eommoBlty   and   not   purely   in    raillen'   inteicst.     Under 
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law  Buffalo  mills  have  taken  Cuban  flour  trade  that  formerly 
to  southwestern  milla,  and  from  information  we  receive  from 
connections  are  convinced  that  we  only  need  26  to  50  cents  per 
barrel  to  t>e  on  strictly  competitive  t>asis,  and  this  is  approximately 
of  Buffalo's  advantage.  Our  answer  to  Buffalo's  conteution  that 
Ihwestero  flour  not  suited  for  Cuban  climate  is  that  southwestern 
has  always  been  used  in  large  volume  in  Cut>a  and  given  perfect 
ti^faction.  Buffalo  was  not  able  to  secure  its  present  volume  until 
got  advantage  of  both  cheap  Canadian  wbeat  and  the  Cuban  prefer- 
entikl  duty.  Furthermore,  southwestern  flour  sells  in  large  volume  and 
perfect  satisfaction  in  Haiti.  Central  America,  and  other  Latin- 
Ami  rican  countries  where  climutic  conditions  and  other  factors  are 
similar  to  Cuba.  In  tliese  latter  communities  where  Buffalo  interests 
do  1  ot  have  preference  we  southwestern  mills  are  able  to  secure  large 
voliBue  in  fair  competition  with  them.  If  amendments  we  ask  are 
Buffalo  mills  will  then  be  on  same  competitive  basis  as  Canada, 
will  have  di^itinct  advantage  in  holding  trade  against  Canada  be- 
of  world-wide  advertising  of  such  flours  as  Gold  Medal,  I'iilsbury. 
others  which  are  better  known  than  any  Canadian  brand  and  in 
competition  will  certainly  secure  preftrence  over  Canada.  Only 
mills  now  in  opposition  to  Capper's  amendments  are  those 
companies  In  Kansas.  Oklahoma,  and  Texas  purchased  within  past  vear 
by  General  Mills.  I'lUsbury,  Commander-Larabee,  all  of  whom 
Buffalo  mills. 

Ths  Midla.vd  Flour  Milli.no  Co. 

have  a  great  many  similar  telegrams  from  Kansa-s,  from 
Oklahoma,  and  from  mills  in  other  Western  States,  a  few  of 
whl  ;h  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Kbcobo. 

Tie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ord<  red. 

Ijie  telegrams  are  as  follows: 

ABiLENB,  Kans.,  September  M,  in». 
8en4tor  Arthds  Capfks, 

Washington,  D.   C: 
much  in  favor  your  amendment  to  sections  311  and  313  pending 
tarll  r  Ijlll.     With  this  change  believe  United  States  can  meet  Canadian 
I  >etition  and  hold  Cuban  flour  business  with  domestic  wheat. 

Tbb  Abilbnb  Flour  Mills  Co. 


but 

cau^ 

and 

equMl 

sout  iwestern 


or    3  0 
have 


Vi.ry 


Oippei 


LiBBRAL.  Kans.,  September  H.  DO. 
Honl  Abtrdb  Cappkr. 

J7n««l  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  0.: 

■r  amendment  to  section  311  satisfactory.  We  urge  passage, 
^"l'*  ^°"  enactment  will  not  drive  any  substantial  part  Cuban  business 
to  Canadian  mills.  Feel  southwestern  wheat  growers  would  benefit 
immensely  by  removing  preferential  duty  on  Canadian  wheat  and  flour. 

Light  Grain  A  Milling  Co. 

Kansas  Crrx,  Mo.,  September  U,  t9». 
Senitor  Abth(7b  Cappbb, 

United  States  Bmnte.  Washington,  D.  C: 
Btlative  your  amendment,  sections  311  and  313,  tariff  bill,  H.  R. 
268'!.  Contention  Buffalo  millers,  if  amendment  enacted  into  law, 
Soatpwest  would  not  gain  is  incorrect.  Southwestern  millers  were  en- 
Joyi^  an  increased  business  in  Cuba  until  BulTalo  millers  were  si'.owed 
sbliMseot  of  Canadlaa  wbeat  flour  in  bond  under  preferential  duty.  If 
youij  aniendment  is  enacted  into  law.  many  thousands  of  bnshels  of 
whe«  In  form  of  flour  will  be  shipped  to  Cuba  that  is  now  being  sup- 


pUed 


by  the  Canadian  farmers.     We  wish  you  success. 

THAO   L.    nOPTMAN, 

Presiilent  Hnffman  Milling  Co. 


Clat  Cbntbb,  Kans.,  September  u,  ta». 
Senator  Arthdb  Cappbb. 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Htiartlly  indorse  your  proposed  amendments  311  and  313,  tariff  bill. 
Jast  SM  Canadian  mills  have  United  States  shut  out  of  British  West 
Indies  market  through  preferential  tariff  of  2.'>  cents  a  barrel.  w«.  will 
shut  them  oat  in  Cubs,  providing  United  States  mills  are  prevented 
from  milling  Canadian  wbeat  for  Cuban  trade  without  paying  duty. 
The  best  interests  of  the  United  States  farmer  demand  the  parage  of 
your  amendments. 

Williamson  Milling  Co. 
Mr.  CAPPER  Mr.  President,  the  chairman  of  the  Finance 
Committee  states  that  if  the  proposed  legislation  were  adopted 
the  southwestern  millers  would  be  unahle  to  compete  success- 
fully with  Canadian  millers  in  Cuba.  The  best  answer  to  this 
Is  tliat  the  southwestern  millers  in  1928,  notwithstanding  the 
ham  leap  under  which  they  ai-e  operatinjr.  .sold  149  000  barrels 
of  fl^ur  in  Cuba,  which  was  about  60  i>cr  cent  of  that  .sold  in 
1922  while  the  Canadian  mills  in  1928  s«.ld  only  34,000  barrels 
of  fl  ur  in  Cuba,  or  only  16  per  cent  of  what  they  sold  in  1922 
Boolhwestern  millers  have  nothing  to  fear  from  the  Canadiari 
millrra.  They  have  met  that  competition  wocessfullv  thmueh- 
out   the  years.    Buffalo  is  the  real  competitor,  because  she  is 
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accorded  the  benefit  of  the  preferential  duty,  without  real  Justifi- 
cation therefor,  and  has  this  concession  In  addition  to  Canada's 
advantages. 

The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  concludes  that  the 
propo.«;ed  amendment  to  section  311  would  result  in  taking  busi- 
ness from  American  mills  at  Buffalo  and  other  points  on  or 
near  the  Great  Lakes  and  would  throw  it  to  Canadian  mills. 
This  conclusion  is  certainly  not  supported  by  tlie  facts.  In  the 
first  place,  the  Buffalo  mills  would  simply  be  i^aced  on  an  equal- 
ity with  the  Canadian  mills,  paying  the  same  identical  total 
duty,  namely,  $1.16  i>er  barrel  on  flour  exported  to  Cuba,  and 
they  would  pay  the  same  duty  on  feed  sold  in  the  eastern  part 
of  the  United  States.  The  only  possible  difference  would  be  the 
item  of  one-half  cent  per  barrel  the  Buffalo  millers  pay  for 
*  policing  themselves  in  the  handling  of  Canadian  wheat  at 
Buffa  V.  It  is  generally  believed  that  this  privilege  is  worth 
many  times  its  actual  cost.  No  one  can  believe  for  a  moment 
that  this  difference  would  throw  the  business  to  Canadian  mills. 

The  United  States  mills  are  holding  their  business  in  Cuba 
much  better  than  are  the  Canadian  mills,  showing  that  the 
United  States  mills  have  nothing  to  fear  from  Canada.  They 
have  successfully  met  Canadian  competition  through  the  years. 
The  Buffalo  mills  are  the  only  ones  that  mill  Canadian  wheat 
in  the  I  nitod  States  in  any  appreciable  quantity,  and  therefore 
the  proposed  legislation  would  not  affect  any  millers  other  than 
tho.se  located  in  Buffalo. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  give  Just  a  short  statement  of  this 
situation  and  the  results  of  the  operation  of  the  milling  In-bond 
provi-sion  of  the  tariff  act  for  the  last  seven  years. 

For  many  years  live  milling  companies  located  in  Buffalo,  N.  Y., 
have  enjoyed  the  privilege  of  importing  large  quantities  of  wheat 
from  Canada  into  the  United  States  under  the  milling-in-bond 
privileges  authorized  in  section  311  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922 
without  the  payment  of  any  duty  whatever,  and  have  exported 
the  flour  and  other  products  milled  from  such  wheat  to  various 
countries  throughout  the  world,  including  those  with  which  the 
United  States  has  preferential  trade  treaties. 

According  to  tlie  reports  of  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domes- 
tic (■ommerce  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  the  amount  of 
Canadian  wheat  imported  into  the  United  States  for  milling  In 
bond  has  been  increasing  very  rapidly,  as  sbovna  by  the  following 
table : 

Canadian  u>hcat  imported  into  the  United  States  for  mtlling  in  bond 

Year  ending  June  ,30  :  Bushels 

?Si\i^ «.  1 '2.  837 

1922-23 9  ij80  787 

J!{-^26 16.  021.  000 

192ft-2< 13,268,000 

1927-28 ~::~:  15  eio  000 

1928-29 21.  520.  000 

Substantially  all  of  the  wheat  imported  from  Canada  into 
the  United  States  for  milling  In  bond  is  ground  into  flour  in 
Buffalo,  as  shown  by  the  following  statement  covering  Imports 
from  .Tuly  1,  1927,  to  May  26,  1928,  and  for  a  corresponding 
period  in  1929: 

Wheat  imports  into  the  United  States 


Wbeat  imported  into  bonded  mills  for  grinding  Into  flour 
for  export: 

Buffalo 

Ohio ' 


July  1, 1W7, 

to  May  28, 

1928 


July  1, 1928, 

to  May  25. 

1939 


ButkeU 
14.271.215 
6^785 


Butheit 
19, 456.  (MO 
392,360 


These  figures  Indicate  that  Buffalo  received  practically  98 
per  cent  of  the  imports  of  wheat  from  Canada  during  the 
periods  named. 

Not  only  are  the  mills  In  Buffalo  permitted  to  import  wheat 
from  Canada  without  the  payment  of  any  duty  whatever  when 
the  products  are  exported.  Mr.  President,  but  they  also  have 
been  able  to  secure  the  benefit  of  preferential  duties  extended 
by  countries  like  Cuba  under  reciprocal  trade  treaties  which 
provide  for  reductions  in  duties  on  the  products  of  the  soil  of 
tlie  United  States  when  Imported  to  such  countries. 

Under  our  tariff  act  of  1922,  as  modified  by  President  Cool- 
Idge  on  the  7th  day  of  March,  1924,  the  duty  on  wheat  im- 
ported into  the  United  States  for  consumption  in  this  country 
is  42  cents  per  bushel  of  60  pounds.  The  corresponding  duty 
on  flour  is  |1.04  per  hundred  pounds,  or  $2.04  per  barrel  of  196 
pounds. 

The  present  duty  on  wheat  imported  into  Cuba  is  40  cents 
per  hundred  kilos.     If  the  wlieat  is  imported  from  the  United 
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States  Into  Cuba,  there  Is  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent,  making 
the  net  duty  on  wheat  imported  from  the  United  States  into 
Cuba  32  cents  per  hundred  kilos,  or  approximately  8  7  cents 
per  bushel  of  60  pounds. 

The  Cuban  Government  assesses  a  regular  duty  of  $1  30  per 
hundred  kilos  on  flour,  or  220.5  pounds,  which  is  equivalent  to 
$1.16  per  barrel  of  196  pounds.  If  the  flour  is  imiwrted  from 
the  United  States  into  Cuba,  there  is  a  reduction  of  30  per  cent 
or  39  cents  per  hundred  kilos,  which  is  equivalent  to  ,35  cents 
per  barrel.  The  net  duty  on  flour  Imported  into  Cuba  from  the 
United  States  Is  91  cents  per  hundred  kilos,  or  approximately  81 
cents  per  barrel  of  196  pounds. 

The  reductions  in  the  Cuban  duties  are  authorired  in  the 
treaty  of  commercial  reciprocity  concluded  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Republic  of  Cuba  on  December  11,  1902. 

The  amendment  to  section  311  offered  by  me  Is  substantially 
the  same  as  the  third  paragraph  of  section  311.  which  was 
adopted  by  the  House  on  May  28,  1929,  and  was  sponsored  in 
the  House  by  wheat  growers  and  millers  of  the  United  States, 
who  feel  that  it  is  an  injustice  to  permit  the  importation  of 
Canadian  wheat  Into  the  United  States  without  the  payment  of 
any  duty  whatever  when  the  product  is  Intended  for  exporta- 
tion, and  in  addition  thereto  accord  the  products  made  from 
such  wheal  the  same  preferences  when  exported  to  countries 
like  Cuba  as  are  extended  to  the  products  milled  from  wheat 
grown  In  the  United  States  and  exported  to  those  countries. 

Mr.  President,  this  new  amendment  offered  by  me  n  few  days 
ago  is  a  little  broader  than  the  provision  adopted  by  the  House, 
and  If  the  Senate  shall  vote  down  the  amendment  reported  by 
the  Senate  Penance  Committee  striking  out  the  House  milling- 
in-bond  provision.  I  shall  ask  that  consideration  l)e  given  to 
this  amendment,  which  was  placed  on  the  desk  of  Senators  a 
few  days  ago.  I  now  ask  that  the  amendment  be  Incorporated 
in  my  remarks. 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER    (Mr.    Blkase   In   the   chair). 
Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 
The  proposed  amendment  is  as  follows : 

Amendment  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Cappas  to  the  bill  ( H.  B. 
2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  countries, 
to  encourage  the  industries  of  the  United  SUtes.  to  protect  AmeHcan 
labor,  and  for  other  purposes,  vis  :  On  page  294,  beginning  with  line  23, 
in  lieu  of  the  paragraph  stricken  out,  insert  the  following : 

"  No  flour  manufactured,  processed,  or  handled  In  a  bonded  manufac- 
turing warehouse  from  wheat  and/or  flour  Imported  Into  the  United 
States  shall  be  withdrawn  from  such  warehouse  after  90  days  after  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  for  exportation  without  the  payment 
of  a  duty  on  socb  imported  wheat  and/or  floor  sqtial  to  any  redoctton  In 
duty  which  by  treaty  wlU  apply  in  respect  of  such  floor  in  the  country 
to  whicfa  it  is  to  be  exported." 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr,  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Docs  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  CAPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Do  I  undersUnd  that  the  southwestera 
millers  do  not  use  Canadian  wheat  at  all? 

Mr.  CAPPER.     They  do  not. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  The  only  Canadian  wheat  used  In  our  mills 
which  is  manufactured  into  flour  and  exported  to  Cuba  is  used 
by  the  milling-in-bond  process  at  Buffalo,  as  I  understand? 

Mr.  CAPPER.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  And  those  millers  grinding  Canadian  wheat 
have  the  advantage,  as  the  Senator  from  Kansas  has  statefl,  of 
a  20  per  cent  preferential  Cuban  tariff.  The  Canadian  milla 
also  have  the  advantage  of  a  preferential  when  they  ship  to  the 
West  Indies,  do  they  not,  over  the  American  mills?  I  think 
there  is  a  preferential  in  favor  of  the  Canadian  mills  as  to  the 
West  Indies. 

Mr.  CAPPER  I  am  not  informed  as  to  the  West  Indies 
preferential. 

Mr.  (XETCHER.  I  understand  that  to  be  the  case,  and,  of 
course,  it  Is  not  unfair  to  Canada  if  we  get  the  benefit  .of  our 
reciprocity  agreement  with  Cuba. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  That  is  true,  but  let  me  say  that  what  we  in 
the  Wheat  Belt  object  to  is  that  the  spirit  of  our  treaty  with  Cuba 
Is  flagrantly  violated.  The  reciprocal  treaty  between  Cuba  and 
the  United  States  undoubtedly  was  intended  to  benefit  Ameri- 
can industry.  We  made  concessions  to  Cuba,  of  course,  In 
return  for  the  tariff  reduction  of  20  per  cent  on  otir  products, 
but  now  a  large  quantity  of  wheat  which  ia  prodnc-ed  In  a  com- 
[)eting  country  takes  advantage  of  our  reciprocal  treaty  with 
Cuba ;  her  wheat  growers  get  the  benefit  of  our  35-cent  i»ref- 
erential.  and  to  the  injury  of  un  industry  in  our  owii  country, 
which  la  greatly  In  need  of  the  ben^ts  of  that  reclprotral  treaty. 
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Mr.  FLETCHER.  What  does  the  Senator  have  to  aay  with 
regard  to  this:  Cuba  prefers  flour  which  Is  made  jiartly  with 
Canadian  wheat,  my  understanding  is.  If  the  milling  in  bond 
shall  be  done  away  with,  will  not  Cuba  then  bay  her  floor  en- 
tirWy  from  Canadian  mills  rather  than  from  oar  mills? 

Mr.  CAPPER  No  testimony  submitted  to  either  House  or 
Senate  fopmittee  other  than  that  which  came  through  Inter- 
ested millers  of  Buffalo,  will  show  that  the  producers  in  the 
United  States -are  unable  to  supply  the  quality  of  wheat  neces- 
sary tB  meet  the  Cuban  trade.  We  grow  many  million  bushels 
of  this  Ligh-prutein  hard  wheat  in  Kan.saH,  and  other  States  in 
the  Soutliwest  are  producing  large  qtwntlties  of  the  very  highest 
quality. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  The  question  about  which  I  should  like  to 
hear  the  Senator'.s  view  is  whether  or  not,  if  this  amendment  is 
agreed  to,  it  will  facilitate  the  entire  flour  business  going  to 
Canada  in.stead  of  its  partly  coming  to  the  United  States,  as  at 
present. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  AH  this  amendment  will  do  will  be  to  give  all 
the  other  millers  of  thin  country,  and  particularly  those  of  the 
Southwest,  who  heretofore  enjoyed  a  large  trade  in  Cuba,  a  fair 
chance  at  the  Cuban  trade  instead  of  permitting  Buffalo  to 
monoiMAlze  the  Cuban  market  with  Canadian-grown  wheat;  It 
will  imt  them  on  an  equal  basis  with  the  millers  of  BulTalo; 
thi.s  they  do  not  have  at  thi.s  time  because  of  the  competition 
from  Buffalo  with  wheat  grown  in  Canada. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  The  Senator  feels  quite  sure  that  the  trade 
will  not  be  driven  to  Canada? 

Mr.  CAPPER.  TS'ot  at  all.  I  have  just  read  telegrams  from 
many  of  the  largest  milling  companies  in  our  part  of  the  cotmtry 
showing  that  they  are  not  concernetl  In  the  least  as  to  that 
They  will  take  their  chances  if  the  injustice  of  the  milling  in 
bond  pnwl.sion  is  eliminated.  Our  millers  know  that  heretofore 
they  were  able  to  meet  the  Canadian  comi>etition.  They  lost  It 
only  when  the  Buffalo  millers  obtained  an  advantage  which  no 
otlier  millers  in  the  country  enjoy. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Tlie  question  now  Ls,  as  the  trade  exists 
and  as  it  ha.s  developerl,  whether  the  Cuban  people  prefer  flour 
partly  made  of  Canadian  hard  wheat 

Mr.  CAPPER.  There  is  no  evidence  before  either  of  the  com- 
mittees of  Congress  showing  that  the  Cuban  people  have  a 
preference  for  Canadian  flour.  The  only  statements  made  on 
that  iiuestlon  came  from  the  Buffalo  millers  themselves,  who 
naturally  are  prejudiced  because  tliey  are  profiting  by  the  use 
of  Canadian  wheat. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield  for  a  statement  right  there? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  CAPPER.     Certainly. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklnhoma.  I  was  a  member  of  the  subcom- 
mittee that  conducted  this  hearing.  The  only  testimony  intro- 
duced on  that  point  was  that  the  Cuban  people  were  Interested 
in  price.  The  testimony  before  the  committee  was  that  they 
would  buy  flour  made  from  American  wheat  if  the  price  was 
right. 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  Buffalo  millers  are  able  to  make 
a  price  In  Cuba  from  25  to  50  cents  per  barrel,  and  sometimes 
76  cents  per  barrel,  less  than  the  other  American  millers ;  and 
it  h»  hecau.«!e  of  the  price  that  the  Cubans  prefer  to  buy  from  the 
Buffalo  millers — becau.^  they  ran  and  do  make  a  better  price 
on  flour  than  can  be  made  and  is  made  by  the  other  American 
millers. 

It  Is  wholly  a  question  of  price.  The  quality  of  the  flour  Is 
practically  the  same;  and  if  the  price  were  equal  the  Cuban 
Importers,  the  Cuban  bakers,  the  Cuban  users  of  American  flour 
would  buy  from  other  American  millers  Just  as  soon  as  they 
would  buy  from  the  BofTalo  millers.  It  is  wholly  and  solely  a 
matter  of  price  with  the  Cubans. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  is  absolutely 
correct. 

Mr.  WAtJNER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Di^es  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  CAPPER.     I  do. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Is  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  accurate  in 
his  statement  as  to  the  evidence  before  the  committee?  Was 
there  not  also  evidence  on  the  qiiestlon  of  the  quality  of  the 
tlour  which  the  Cubans  want?  Does  not  the  record  disclose 
that  because  of  the  humid  climate  the  Cuban  bakers  demand 
what  they  call  strong  flour  made  of  wheat  with  a  very  high 
content  of  protein;  tliat  that  is  the  sort  of  flour  the  Cubans 
now  d^'sire  and  Insist  upon?  Do  not  the  committee  hearings 
n»veal  that  the  wheat  having  a  high  protein  content  is  now 
ci>nsume*l  in  our  own  country  and  is  never  on  an  exportable 
price?    I>iU  not  the  evidrace  show  that  the  Cubans  prefer  this 
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partiiTilar  quality  of  flour  which  is  made  from  Canadian  wheat 
sold  ^t  the  world  price?  ' 

MrJ  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  if  tlie  Senator 
from  Kansas  will  yield  for  an  answer  to  that  question 

Mr   CAPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr,  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  will  say  that  the  evidence 
showi  that  here  In  America  we  produce  as  good  a  wheat  from 
any  iitandpoint  as  Ls  produced  in  Canada;  that  we  have  a 
great  excess  of  the  same  kind  of  wheat  that  is  produced  in 
Canada.  The  evidence  in  the  record  is  unmistakable  that  we 
can  produce  identically  the  same  kind  of  flour  that  is  produced 
by  tie  Buffalo  mills.  The  evidence  shows  that  the  Buffalo 
mllleis  buy  a  large  per  cent  of  their  high-quality  wheat  in 
Amer  ca  fr<mi  Texas,  from  Oklahoma,  from  Kansas,  and  from 
other  wheat-growing  States.  The  evidence  in  the  record  shows 
that  ihese  Buffalo  millers  on  one  occasion  discovered  a  ninnber 
of  carloads  of  this  high-protein  wheat  in  Galveston.  Tex., 
about  to  be  exported  to  foreign  countries.  Thev  bought  this 
whea  at  Galveston  and  had  U  shipped  clear  back  across  the 
count  T  to  the  mills  In  the  North  In  order  that  they  might 
manuracture  the  same  class  of  flour  that  they  had  to  manu- 
faetuie  from  the  Canadian  wheat. 

It  is  not  a  question  of  the  quality  of  the  wheat.  We  produce 
that  ]  Q  excess  quantities,  as  the  evidence  will  show. 

Mr.  WAGNER,  Then  I  have  misread  the  testimony,  because 
every  me  of  the  millers  who  came  before  the  committee — that  Is, 
those  who  have  this  Cuban  trade — a.sserted  that  they  were 
unabl  i  to  secure  wheat  of  the  high-protein  content  at  anything 
like  the  price  that  the  American  wheat  grower  receives  for  his 
wheat,  and  that  In  addition  to  that  none  of  that  wheat  is  ex- 
portable, but  all  of  it  enters  the  domestic  market,  where  it  Is 
purchased  at  a  premium,  and  there  is  a  greater  demand  than 
there  is  a  supply  of  that  character  of  wheat. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President.  If  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  will  yield  further,  I  should  like  to  read  from  the 
testimony  on  that  subject. 

"      CAPPER.     I  yield. 

WAGNER.     Whose  testimony? 

THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.     Mr.  E.  H.  Hogueland  was  testl- 
before  the  committee, 
chairman  of  the  committee  asked   Mr.   Hogueland  this 
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can  get  aU  of  the  hlsb-protein  wheat  that  yoa  want,  can  yon? 

HOOL-ELA.NO.  We  certainly  can. 

CiLiinMA.v.  Where  would  you  get  it? 

Ho<;iBLA.\D.  Fmm  KanaJia,  Oklahoma,  and  the  Panhandle  of 
The*-  gentlemen  representing  the  Buffalo  mills  come  every  year 
into  Kinsas  City  and  the  Southwest  and  buy  millions  of  bushels  of  our 
high-pjoteln  wheat  and  ship  it  to  Minneapolis  for  milling  for  the  do- 
■trade.      When    they   say   that   we   have  not  got   the  high-protein 

It  is  mere  piffle,  because  we  have  it.     We  have  millions  of  bushels 

We  have  a  surplus  of  It ;  and  the  mUls  of  the  Southwest  hav»>  no 
difHcul  y  in  obtaining  what  thoy  need  for  milling  purposes.  The  north- 
wester|    mills    reach    down    there    every    year.      This    yt'ar    they    have 

already  in  the  Kansfas  aty  market  many  hundreds  of  cars  of 

"     -  -  -  •  ^^ 


this   hljb-protein   wheat  which  we  say  is  the  finest  in   the  world. 


ii  the  Union  and  no  country   in   the  world   raises   any  better  or 
leat  than  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

however,  was  from  a  man  who  was  testifying  acrainst 
the  an  endment  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee.*  I  desire  to 
call  tlie  attention  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  to  the  testi- 
)f  one  of  the  men  who  make  flour  at  Buffalo,  one  of  the 
largesi  millers  in  the  world,  Mr.  John  E.  Plllsbury. 

Mllsbury,  in  testifying  before  the  committee,  said  : 
[  want  to  make  this  quite  clear,  that  there  are  very  fine,  high- 
types  of  wheat  ralstHl  in  Oklahoma,  in  the  Tauhandle  of  Texas, 
Kansas. 


nk  that  answers  the  question  submitted  by  the  Senator 
]few  York. 

FLETCHER  and  Mr.  WAGNER  addres.se<l  the  Chair 
PRESIDING  OFFICER     Does  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
and  if  so,  to  whom? 

CAPPER.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 
PLETCHER.     I  can  not  quite  understand  this  advantage 


of  froi  \  35  to  75  cents  a  barrel  that  the  Buffalo  people  have  over 


.  imericun  mills.  The  western  mills  have  thp'.«jame  prefer- 
hat  the  Buffalo  mills  have  as  to  buslnes.'^  with  Cuba  Is 
it  poss  ble  that  the  Buffalo  mill  is  able  to  get  Canadian  wheat 
cheapen  than  it  can  get  American  wheat?  That  would  seem  to 
me  to  )e  the  only  respect  in  which  they  would  have  any  advan- 
tage—hat they  are  able  to  buy  Canadian  wheat  without  paving 
the  du  y  on  it,  mjinufacture  the  flour  in  bond,  and  get  the  advan- 
»  —  "    a  lower  price  in  Canada  than  they  would  have  to  pay  in 


tage  ol 


the  Un  ted  States.    1  do  not  understand  that  to  be  the  case." 
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Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator 
from  Kau.sas  will  yield,  I  should  like  to  reply  to  that  question, 

Mr.  CAPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr,  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  Buffalo  millers,  in  order  to 
get  this  high  quality  of  wheat,  must  come  down  into  the  South- 
west to  get  it.  The.  freight  rate  from  Texas  and  Kansas  and 
Oklahoma  to  Buffalo  Is  quite  high.  They  can  buy  the  same  qual- 
ity of  wheat  in  Canada  and  ship  it  to  their  mills  very  close  there 
at  the  lower  freight  rate.  They  thereby  save  a  large  amount  of 
freight  rate  In  coming  to  the  Buffalo  mills.  On  the  second 
point,  the  freight  rate  from  Buffalo  to  Cuba  is  much  less  than 
it  Is  from  any  other  point  in  the  United  States  making  flour. 
So  the  two  elements  of  freight  rate,  in  addition  to  the  prefer- 
(Hitlal  element,  enable  them  to  sell  the  flour  at  from  25  to  50 
cents  per  barrel,  and  sometimes  even  more,  less  than  can  the 
other  American  millers. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  again? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
ylrfd  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  CAPPER     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Assuming,  for  instance,  that  the  35  cents  per 
barrel  preferential  Is  eliminated,  will  the  Senator  tell  us  whether 
or  not,  considering  the  freight  rates  plus  the  higher  price  which 
the  premium  wheat  brings  In  this  country,  our  millers  can  suc- 
ces!*fully  compete  with  Canada?  That  is,  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  Senator  has  gone  into  the  difference  in  the  cost  of 
production  in  Canada  and  the  United  States,  plus  the  difference 
in  freight  rates  from  Canada  to  Cuba,  as  against  the  freight 
rates  from  Oklahoma  to  the  milling  centers  and  then  to  Cuba. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  have  here  the  testimony  upon 
this  subject.  I  do  not  care  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senator  from 
Kansas. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Does  the  testimony  consist  of  an  t^inlon 
or  of  official  figures?  I  mean,  we  heard  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  speak  about  the  price  of  wheat  in  this  country 
being  30  cents  less  per  bushel  than  in  Canada  for  the  same 
type  of  wheat  I  desire  to  challenge  that  statement.  I  do  not 
think  any  such  evidence  can  be  produced,  excepting,  perhajis,  in 
a  solitary  case. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  CAPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  testimony  before  the  com- 
mittee, on  page  383,  given  by  Mr.  Hogueland,  is  as  follows — and 
this  is  a  direct  answer  to  the  question  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  Florida : 

I  would  like  to  point  out  briefly  the  advantages  Buffalo  enjoys,  as  we 
see  thorn. 

Strst.  she  has  the  cheaper  Canadian  wheat  and  access  to  unlimited 
quantities  of  it,  and  the  Buffalo  miller  naturally  saves  the  premium. 
If  Mr.  Helm's  Statement  Is  correct,  that  is  between  18  and  30  cents  a 
bushel,  and  he  said  18  cents  would  be  equivalent  to  80  cents  per  barrel. 

It  is  not  true  that  be  pays  it  on  all,  but  be  pays  it  on  part.  He  saves 
that  by  buying  his  wheat  In  Canada. 

In  the  second  place,  Buffalo  enjoys  much  cheaper  transportation  costs. 
The  cost.  Buffalo  versus  Canada,  is  at  least  14\^  cents  per  hundred 
pounds,  or  28 %  cents  per  barrel.  In  favor  of  Buffalo. 

In  the  third  place,  the  Buffalo  mills  are  permitted  to  enjoy  this  pref- 
erential duty  of  35  cents,  which  we  think  la  unfair  and  which  the  House 
bill,  if  enacted  into  law,  would  correct. 

Mr.  Lingham,  representing  the  American  Export  Millers'  Protective 
AstJuclation,  made  the  statement  that  the  Cubans  Insist  upon  strong 
Canadian  wheat  flour.  The  figures  I  have  quoted  previously  show  that 
prior  to  1922  our  mills  sold  practically  all  of  Cuba's  flour  consumption, 
and  that  none  moved  from  Canada  in  1818  or  1919,  and  little  in  1922 
and  1923. 

Our  millers,  within  the  last  five  or  six  months,  have  sent  representa- 
tives to  Cuba  to  call  on  the  Cuban  trade  and  to  ascertain  whether  there 
is  anything  to  this  claim  that  the  Cul>an  baker  and  the  buyer  of  flour 
prefer  the  Canadian  flour.  We  have  been  assured  by  many  bakers  and 
buyers  of  flour  In  Cuba  that  the  only  thing  they  are  concerned  with  Is 
the  price  of  the  flour,  and  that  if  the  southwestern  or  southeastern 
miller  can  deliver  a  similar  grade  of  flour  for  anything  like  a  com- 
parable price  to  that  quoted  by  Buffalo  wc  have  a  chance  to  get  the 
business. 

It  is  a  question  of  price;  and  because  of  the  condition  that 
exists,  as  summarized  In  this  statement,  the  Buffalo  mllla*8  are 
able  to  quote  to  the  Cuban  purchaser,  as  I  said,  a  price  of  25  to 
50  and  sometimes  75  cents  per  barrel  less  than  can  the  south- 
western millers.  The  evidence  shows  that  the  Canadian  millers 
are  losing  business  in  Cuba.  The  evidence  shows  that  the  Amer- 
ican millers,  other  than  those  in  Buffalo,  are  losing  business 
In  Cuba  ;  and  the  evidence  further  shows  that  the  Buffalo  millers 
are  increasing  their  business  in  Cuba.     There  can  be  only  one 


reason  assigned  for  that  result,  and  that  is  the  lower  price  they 
are  able  to  quote  uikmi  flmir  in  Cuba. 

Mr.  WACJNER.  Mr.  President,  has  the  Senator  added  up  the 
disadvantage  of  the  southwestern  miller  against  the  Buffalo 
miller?  As  I  add  it  up— perhaps  I  am  mistaken— It  comes  to 
about  $1.26  per  barrri.     Am  I  accurate  In  that? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  have  not  made  that  calcu- 
lation. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  get  that  result  by  adding  up  the  figures  the 
Senator  has  just  mentioned, 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  southwestern  millers  are  of 
the  firm  conviction  that  if  this  35  cents  per  barrel  preferential 
duty  were  eliminated.  It  would  give  the  southwestern  miller  a 
chance  at  tliis  busines-s.  At  the  present  time  a  Canadian  ndller. 
when  he  sends  his  flour  to  Cul>a,  must  pay  $1.16  tariff  per  barrel 
upon  that  flour.  He  Is  now  given  a  .'iS-cent  differential,  which 
would  reduce  that  to  81  cents  per  barrel.  The  southwestern 
millers  want  the  Buffalo  mills,  in  the  event  they  make  flour 
from  Canadian  wheat,  not  only  to  pay  the  Canadian  Government 
the  81  cents  per  barrel  tariff  but  to  pay  our  Government  the  35 
cents  tariff.  That  would  give  them,  then,  a  chance  to  compete 
with  them. 

Mr.  WAGNER  Mr.  President,  I  understand  the  Senator's 
contention,  but  I  was  trying  to  flgtire  out  exactly  the  extent  of 
the  disadvantage  of  the  southwestern  miller  as  compared  with 
the  Buffalo  miller.  As  I  added  the  flgures  quoted  by  the  Senator 
It  amounts  to  $1.26  per  barrel.  If  we  reduce  that  by  35  cents, 
the  amount  of  the  Cuban  preference,  we  still  find  the  Canadian 
miller  enjoying  a  distinct  advantage  over  the  American  miller, 
assuming  that  he  pro<luces  and  ships  the  same  type  of  flour; 
which  makes  It  manifest  to  me  that  all  of  this  business  will  go 
to  Canada,  because  of  this  decisive  advantage  with  which  the 
Canadian  miller  will  operate.  I  think  that  accounts  for  the 
agitation  that  is  going  on  now  In  Canada,  as  reflected  In  the 
Canadian  newspapers,  favoring  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  If  that  w^e  true,  the  millers 
who  built  these  expensive  mills  would  have  built  tliem  across 
the  line  In  Canada.  Being  good  business  men  as  they  are,  they 
analyzed  the  situation,  and  saw  the  big  advantage  of  building 
the  mills  on  the  southern  side  of  the  line,  in  the  United  States, 
which  they  have  done,  and  the  evidence  shows  they  are  profiting 
by  their  good  judgment  in  building  these  mills  on  the  southern 
side  of  the  line. 

Mr.  W'AGNER.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  recalls,  the 
testimony  before  the  committee  Is  to  the  effect  that  these 
millers  are  Americans,  and  they  want  to  remain  in  America 
and  employ  American  labor  Just  as  long  as  they  possibly  can. 
That  is  the  reason  they  continue  to  do  their  milling  in  America. 
It  is  only  a  portion  of  their  business. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  pardon 
me,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New  York  one  ques- 
tion. I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that  he  has  analyzed  the 
disadvantages  which  the  western  miller  would  have  in  coini)eti- 
tion  w^ith  the  Canadian  mills. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  Saaator  misunderstood  me.  I  think.  I 
took  the  flgures  as  they  were  given  by  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa and  added  them  together,  I  am  not  sure  whether  my 
addition  is  accurate  or  not.  and  tliat  was  why  I  asked  the 
Senator  the  question.  The  sum  of  the  Senator's  flgures  showed 
a  difference  in  favor  of  the  Canadian  miller  of  $1.26  per  barrel. 

Mr.  SIMMONS,  I  would  like  to  have  the  Senator  itemize 
that  estimate  of  disadvantages,  I.  myself,  can  not  see  any  dis- 
advantage the  southwestern  miller  would  have  in  competition 
with  the  Canadian  miller,  except  the  difference  in  freight  rates. 

Mr.  WAGNKR.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The  Chair  will  call  attenUon 
to  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from  Kansas  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  CAPI'ER.  I  will  wait  a  few  moments,  but  I  would  like 
to  resume  my  remarks  very  soon. 

Mr.  SIMMONS,  The  difference  in  freight  rates  in  favor  of 
the  Canadian  is  not  as  great,  according  to  my  understanding  of 
what  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  said,  as  the  Senator  from 
New  I'ork  makes  It.  I  think  the  preferential  rate  would  very 
nearly  wipe  out  the  difference  in  freight  rates  in  favor  of  the 
Canadian  miller. 

Mr.  WAGNBR.  Later  on  I  will  give  the  Senator  the  flgures 
accurately,  but  I  think  it  amounts  to  about  80  cents  per  barrel. 
Those  are  the  flgures  which  the  Senator  has  given.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  much  difference  between  the  transportation  costs 
from  Canada  and  from  Buffalo,  Buffalo  is  just  across  the 
border  from  Canada. 

Mr,  SIMMONS.     I  would  like  to  have  that  worked  out 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  do  not  think  tiiere  is  much  question 
about  it. 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  wag  simply  asking  In  order  to  get  Infor- 
matiun. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Let  me  give  the  Senate  ja.st  a  little  additional 
iiif.irmatlon  in  regard  to  tbe  differonce  In  cost  of  production 
betwwti  niiffHio  mills  and  the  southwestern  mills. 

Th*'  iriill.s  of  the  Southwest  that  havi-  been  selling  flour  in 
Cnl>a  for  many  years  rer>ort  that  the  prices  quoted  by  the  Buf- 
falo mills  for  delivery  in  Cuba  usually  range  fmm  25  cents  to 
60  <t>nts  ft  barrel  under  Kan.sas  City  and  other  southwestern 
iMiinis  under  normal  cunditinns.  The  greater  part  of  that,  of 
course,  can  be  absorbed  by  this  35  cents  preferential  which  is 
takrn  atlrantage  of  by  the  millers  of  the  Canadian  wheat, 
thnngh  It  was  never  int^^nded  that  Canadian  wheat  should  hare 
the  beneQts  extendetl  by  our  treaty  with  Cuba.  One  of  the 
Important  Kansas  City  companies  that  has  been  selling  flour  in 
Cuba  for  inany  years  has  furnished  me  the  following  compari- 
-4ons  of  prices  that  Its  representative  thus  reported  for  competi- 
tlre-flonrs  for  this  year: 
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There  i.s  a  difference,  therefore,  of  from  25  to  60  cents,  and  if 
the  southwestern  miller  rather  than  the  Ruflfalo  miller  can  have 
that  advantage  of  35  cents  represented  by  the  preferential,  he 
can  easily  meet  this  liuflTalo  competition  or  the  competition  of 
the  Canadian  mills. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  With  that  advantage  the  spread  of  prices  in 
Cubj\  between  the  Buffalo  and  the  southwestern  rate  would  be 
reduced  to  that  extent.  What  would  be  the  difference  after  the 
reduction  ia  made? 

Mr.  CAPPER.  If  this  preferential  of  35  centa  now  going  to 
Buffalo  millers  is  eliminate*!,  that  will  put  the  southwestern 
milling  price  and  the  Buffalo  milling  price  alxnit  on  an  equality 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     That  is  what  I  thought. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAPPER,     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNEB.  I  thought  the  Senator  said  a  moment  ago 
that  there  was  a  60-cent  difference. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  At  times  there  Ls  a  60-cent  difference,  but  at 
other  times  it  will  be  down  to  25  cents,  varying  with  the  condi- 
tion of  the  market. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  And  has  not  the  difference  been  as  high  as 
80  cents? 

Mr.  CAPPER  Not  during  the  past  year,  at  any  rate,  because 
I  have  the  flgxires  from  the  market  reports  published  in  Habana. 

Mr.  WAGNER,  Is  that  80  cents  per  hundred  pounds  or  60 
cents  per  barrel? 

Mr.  CA1»PER    That  is  00  cents  per  barrel. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    TTiat  is  the  maximum  difference? 

Mr.  CAPPER.     Yes ;  that  is  the  maximum  difference. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  avenige  difference,  the  Senator  says,  is 
not  much  more  than  the  35-cent  preferential? 

Mr.  CAPPER.     That  U  correct, 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  we  grant  them  tJie  benefit  of  that  prrfer- 
•Dtial.  we  about  equalize  the  rates  between  the  Buffalo  mill  and 
tbe  southwestern  milL 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Yes.  That  is  what  the  southwestern  millers 
and  all  the  other  miUers  in  the  United  States  outside  of  tho&e 
in  Buffalo,  so  far  as  I  have  any  knowledge,  are  asking;  they 
want  Canadian  wheat  which  comes  into  the  United  States  free 
to  be  deprived  of  the  benefits  it  now  enjoys  under  the  Cuban 
recipnx-al  treaty ;  that  will  solve  the  problems  of  the  southwest 
millers  and  it  will  be  most  helpful  to  the  wheat  growers  of  the 
United  States,  be^nuse  21.000.000  bushels  of  American  wheat  are 
di.«»placed  by  Canadian  wheat  under  onr  milling-in-bond  law 

Mr.  WAG.VER     Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield*  in 
answer  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina,  the  difference  be- 
tween 35  and  60  is  25  cents*.     That  does  not  mean  equality 
Thirty  five  and  sixty  are  not  equal  numbers,  as  I  understand 
the  English  language. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  But  the  Senator  said  flO  cents  was  the  maxi- 
mum difference,  and  that  sometimes  the  difference  is  only  25 
cents.  Taking  the  average  difference  at  all  times,  he  said  that 
it  would  be  something  around  36  cents. 

Mr.  FLETCHER    But  Is  it  not  true  that  all  the  American 
mills  have  the  benefit  of  that  preferential? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     Every  one  of  them. 

Mr  FLirrCHER.     That  is  the  difference  between  the  BoAdo 
mill  and  the  Canadian  mill  we  were  discussing.    All  the  other 
American  mills  have  the  benefit  of  that  nreferentiaL 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    Exactly. 


CAPPER      I  yield. 

SMOOT.  To  show  the  exports  of  wheat  to  Cuba  I  have 
but  t »  quote  tlie  figures.  In  1923-24  there  were  252.647  barrels, 
in  1124-25  it  dropped  to  145,680  barrels,  in  1925-26  it  was 
147.9  «  barreLs,  in  1926-27  it  dropped  to  107,176  barrels,  and  in 
1927-p8  it  was  18,804  barrels.  From  April  1  to  September  30 
it  wiis  17,328  barrels.  In  other  words,  from  1923-24,  when  it 
was  K2.647  barrels,  it  dropped  to  18,804  barrels  in  1927-28. 

Mr]  CAPPER  Referring  again  to  prices  of  flour  hi  Cuba,  it 
will  lie  observed  from  the  quotations  I  submitted,  representing 
delivered  prices  in  Cuba  from  the  two  milling  c-enters,  that  in 
rec  months  referred  to  Buffalo  prices  have  ranged  from 
ts  to  55  cents  per  barrel  less  than  the  prices  quoted  by  the 
Kansas  City  company.  These  quoted  prices  clearly  represent 
the  measure  of  competition  and  reflect  competitive  conditions 
between  the  two  milling  centers.  It  is  apparent  that  If  Buffalo 
grinding  Canadian  wheat  were  denied  the  benefit  of  the 


mills 


35-cer  t  preference  Ui  the  Cuban  duties,  the  Kansas  City  millers 
wouk  be  on  a  relative  equality  and  able  to  secure  substantially 
more  flour  business  than  they  are  now  obtaining.    Although  the 
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o  millers  claim  that  the  Canadian  mills  set  the  prices  in 
representatives  of  the  southwestern  mills  report  that 
Cana(  ian  mill  prices  are  never  cited  by  the  buyers  in  Cuba ; 
that  lie  only  prices  they  ever  hear  of  are  those  quoted  bv  the 
Buffa  o  milLs,  showing  clearly  that  the  Buffalo  millers  and  not 
the  Canadian  mills  set  the  prices  in  Cuba. 

CA.VADIA.V   COMPETITION 

It  TJras  argued  by  the  Buffalo  millers  before  the  Senate  com- 
thnt  the  Canadian  mills  are  rapidly  taking  our  flour 
The  following  figures,  which  have  been  secured  from 
Cana(  ian  and  domestic  sources,  indicate  that  since  1922  there 
has  b'en  relatively  little  change  in  the  total  flour  exports  by 
Canac  ian  mills : 
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amount  exported  by  Canadian  mills  in  1928  was  even  less 
In  1923  or  1924.  While  flour  exports  from  the  United 
have  declined.  Canadian  mills  have  not  taken  this  busl- 
ness  fi  om  us.  The  loss  has  been  due  largely  to  the  fact  that  the 
foreij,Tiers  are  buying  large  quantities  of  our  surplus  wheat  and 
-""•i;   it  abroad. 

President,  if  the  proposed  amendments  were  adopted  the 
Buffal*  mills  would  pay  35  cents  duty  to  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment on  the  Canadian  wheat  used  to  produce  a  barrel  of 
flour,  iiDd  would  pay  81  cents  per  barrel  of  flour  to  the  Cuban 
Govenment.  or  a  total  duty  of  $1.16  per  barrel,  which  is 
identic  illy  the  same  duty  that  the  Canadian  miUers  pay  on 
Canadi  m  wheat  milled  into  flour  in  Canada  when  the  flour  is 
shipped  to  Cuba. 

proposed  amendments   to   sections  311   and  313  would 
mean  that  the  Buffalo  millers  would  pay  approximately 


7.6  ceujts  per  bushel  on  wheat  imported  from  Canada  into  the 

States  when  the  flour  milled  therefrom  Is  shipped   to 

Figuring  4.6  bushels  to  a  barrel  of  flour,  this  would 

i5  cents  per  barrel  on  the  flour  moving  to  Cuba 

If  tie  proposed  legislation  were  enacted  the  Buffalo  millers 


)e  on  the  same  identical  footing  as  the  Canadian  millers 
are  to- lay  in  so  far  as  the  total  duty  on  the  flour  shipped  to 
Cuba,  and  the  duty  on  the  feed  sold  in  the  United  States  are 
conceri  ed.    The  Buffalo  millers  have  a  very  decided  advantaee 


lie  Canadian   millers   when   selling   flour  in   the   United 
and  no  disadvantages  of  any  consequence  whatever     The 
fference  would  be  that  the  Buffalo  millers  would  pay 
around  one-half  cent  per  barrel  for  policing  their  own  handling 
of  the  Canadian  wheat  at  Buffalo.     That  is  a  rare  privilege 

nal  claim  of  the  Buffalo  millers  before  the  Senate  com- 
vas  that  if  the  proposeil  legislation  were  enacted  into 
ould  drive  the  flour  business  in  Cuba  to  Canadian  mills. 
iour  shipments  from  Canada  to  Cuba  have  declined  from 
barrels  in  1922  to  34.000  barrels  in  1928,  as  shown  by  the 
previously  offered.     In  other  words,  the  1928  Canadian 


flour  tride  in  Cuba  was  less  than  one-sixth  of  that  enjoyed  in 
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1922.  An  examination  of  the  reports  indicates  that  the  floor 
exports  made  by  members  of  the  Southwestern  Millers'  Leagne 
to  Cuba  de<lined  from  253,025  barrels  in  1922  to  149,097  t>arr«ls 
in  192&  The  millers  of  the  Southwest  have  lost  about  40  per 
cent  of  their  Cuban  flour  trade  in  the  period  1922  to  1928.  indu- 
sive.  while  the  Canadian  mills  have  lost  more  than  83  per  cent 
of  their  flour  business  In  Cuba  during  the  same  period.  Buffalo 
has  nearly  wiped  Canadian  mills  off  the  map  In  Cuba,  and, 
when  all  the  facts  are  understood,  it  is  obvious  tliat  the  jm^ 
posed  legislation,  which  would  merely  place  Buffalo  on  an 
equality  with  Canada,  would  redound  to  the  advantage  of  millers 
in  the  Southwest  and  other  parts  of  the  United  States,  and  no 
business  would  be  driven  to  the  Canadian  mills.  Why  sboold 
the  business  be  drivoi  to  Canada  when  the  Buffalo  mills  would 
still  be  on  the  same  basis  as  the  Canadian  mills  when  grinding 
Canadian  wheat  and  selling  flour  in  Cuba,  except  for  the  in- 
consequential policing  expense  of  around  one-half  cent  per 
barrel?     No  miller  seriously  believes  such  a  claim. 

The  Buffalo  millers  fully  realize  that  their  keenest  competi- 
tion comes  from  the  millers  of  the  Southeast  and  Southwest,  and 
they  are  naturally  fighting  hard  to  continue  the  preference  they 
now  enjoy  under  the  Cuban  tariff. 

If  the  millers  of  the  Southwest  can  satisfy  the  demands  of  the 
flour  buyers  of  the  West  Indies,  as  they  are  now  doing,  there  is 
no  good  reason  why  they  will  not  sell  an  increasing  amount  of 
flour  in  Cuba  if  the  benefits  of  the  Cuban  reciprocal  trade  treaty 
are  limited  to  the  products  of  the  United  States  as  originally 
intended. 

The  millers  of  the  Southwest  have  every  reason  to  believe 
that  the  proposed  amendments,  if  enacted  into  law,  woald  in- 
crease the  demand  for  United  States  grown  wheat  millions  of 
bushels,  which  would  be  very  helpful  to  the  fanners  and  millers 
of  the  United  States  in  disposing  of  the  enormous  surplus  we 
have  In  our  part  of  the  United  States. 

It  is  the  conclusion  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  that 
the  proposed  amendment  would  result  in  little  or  no  benefit  to 
any  American  farmers  or  millers  and  in  very  considerable  harm 
to  many  millers.  The  conclusions  of  the  Finance  Committee 
were  submitted  to  the  exporting  millers  of  the  Southwest  and 
the  Southeast  that  have  done  business  in  Cuba  for  years  and 
they  are  unanimous  in  their  view  that  the  proposed  amend- 
ments, if  adoi>ted.  would  enable  them  to  secure  a  much  greater 
share  of  the  Cuban  flour  trade  than  they  are  now  able  to  ob- 
tain. I^st  year  the  southwestern  millers  alone  shipped  ap- 
proximatriy  150,000  barrels  of  flour  to  Cnba,  and  they  are  coo- 
Udent  that  they  could  easily  double  or  treble  that  if  the  prefer- 
ential duty  were  limited  to  flour  milled  in  the  United  Statee 
from  wheat  grown  in  the  United  States  as  originally  contem- 
plated. Surti  an  increase  in  the  volume  of  flour  business  in 
Cuba  from  the  Southwest  would  furnish  an  additional  market 
for  from  1,000.000  to  2,000,000  bushels  of  surplus  wheat  which 
is  now  very  difficult  to  dispose  of  in  this  territory,  and  would 
materially  help  the  farmers  and  wheat  growers  as  well  as  the 
independent  millers. 

The  conclusion  of  the  committee  was  based  upon  what  I  re- 
gard as  exaggerated  statements  made  by  the  BufbUo  millers 
who  enjoy  all  the  beneflts  of  milling  Canadian  wheat  in  the 
United  States  without  the  payment  of  any  duty,  and  in  addi- 
tion thereto  obtain  a  reduction  of  35  cents  in  the  Cuban  duties 
under  our  treaty  with  that  country. 

Careful  consideratiim  of  the  claims  of  all  parties  was  given 
by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  and  the 
House  amendment  was  adopted  by  a  decided  vote. 

It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  President,  the  Finance  Committee  has 
ignored  entirely  the  evidence  submitted  by  the  Southwestern 
Millers'  Leagne  and  the  National  Soft  Wheat  Millers'  Associa- 
tion and  allied  Interests,  and  accepted  all  claims  made  by  the 
Buffalo  millers  who  are  fighting  to  retain  the  benefits  of  the 
Cuban  preferential  duty  on  Canadian  wheat  in  the  face  of  the 
demand  from  the  wheat  growers  of  the  United  States  that  the 
law  should  be  changed. 

The  proposed  amradments  to  sections  311  and  313  of  H.  R 
2667  are  sponsored  and  supported  by  naticmal,  regional,  and 
State  organizations  of  farmers  and  wheat  producers,  and  by 
many  of  the  independent  flour  milling  associations  of  the 
United  States.  The  real  (H^)osition  comee  only  from  the  five 
companies  owning  and  operating  mills  In  Buffalo  that  enjoy 
unusual  advantages,  and  which  would  be  cnnpelled  to  pay  a 
duty  approximately  7.6  cents  per  bushel  on  all  Canadian  wheat 
imported  into  the  United  States  when  the  flour  milled  there- 
from is  exported  to  Cuba.  Surely  the  claims  of  flve  milling 
concerns  should  not  outwelsli  the  rU^ta  of  thousands  of  wheat 
growers  in  the  United  States  to  improve  the  opportunity  to 
market  their  surplus  of  wheat  to  the  best  possible  advantage; 
Further m<»-e,  hundreds  of  independent  mills  throughout  the 
United  States  would  have  a  much  better  opportunity  to  secure 
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additional  flour  bosbieaB  In  Cuba  if  the  amendmenta  proposed 
by  me  were  enacted  into  law.  We  concede  that  the  flve  Buffalo 
companies  would  loae  some  flour  trade  In  Cuba  and  Canadian 
wheat  If rmere  would  lose  a  market  for  consideraUe  wheat  in 
the  United  States,  but  we  Insist  that  the  advantage  to  agH- 
culture  in  this  country  and  to  the  milUng  industry  generally 
In  the  United  States  would  far  exceed  the  lc«s  sustained  by  the 
flve  BofEalo  miUa.  ' 

Mr.  President,  the  special  session  of  Coogreas  was  called  to 
deal  with  agricultural  problems.  Here  is  a  fine  opportunity  to 
help  the  wheat  farmers  of  the  United  States  in  disposinx  of 
some  of  their  surplus  wheat  Failure  to  pass  the  proposed 
amendmenta  would  not  help  agriculture;  enactment  of  the 
amendments  would.  In  my  Judgment,  be  decidedly  beneficial 
to  all  into^sts  in  the  United  States. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  tlte  adop- 
Uon  of  the  amendment  at  the  bottom  of  i»aKe  294, 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma  obtaln<><l  the  floor. 
r^^^u  ^^  f^OLIJ-TTTE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  fn»m 
Oklahoma   yield   to  enable  me   to   suggest   the  absence  of  a 
quorum? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  hardly  think  it  necessary,  but 
I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  I^  FOLLKTTE.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Herk  called  the  roll,  and  the  iWlowlng  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Ashuret 

Barkley 

Blnghatn 

BUck 

Blaine 

Bleaw 

Bormh 

Bratton 

Brock 

BroussArd 

Capper 

Counalijr 

Couiena 

Cutting 

Dale 

Deneen 

Dlil 

BdKe 

Feaa 

Fletcher 


FraKler 

G«H>rge 

Glllott 

Glaaa 

Glenn 

Goff 

Goldsborongti 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

UarriB 

HarriaoD 

HaRtings 

Hatfield 

Havdea 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jonea 

Kean 


Keyea 

?'"« 

I>a  Pollerte 

McKHlar 

McMaster 

McNary 

lfOM>8 

Norria 

Nje 

Oddle 

Ovennan 

Patt«>rBon 

Pliippa 

Pine 

Plttman 

Ranadell 

Reed 

Sackett 

Shcppard 

Short  ridac 


Bimmona 

Bmoot 

Steck 

Htelwer 

SwanaoB 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townaend 

Trammell 

Vandenberg 

Waraer 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Maaa, 

Walah.  Mont 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Seventy-seven  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present  The  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas]  is  entitled  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President.  I  am  opposed  to 
the  pending  amendment  recommendtKi  by  the  Finance  (>)m- 
mittee.  The  amendment  proposes  to  strike  frt»m  the  bill  a  pro- 
virion  inserted  therein  by  the  House  of  Representatives.  Tlia 
question  at  issue  is  a  paragraph  In  section  311.  Section  311  has 
to  do  with  bonded  manufacturing  warehouses.  The  Hou.se  sub- 
mitted as  a  part  of  the  bill  a  provision  denying  the  Buffalo 
mills  the  right  to  buy  wheat  in  Canada  without  paying  a  tariff 
upon  it,  milling  the  wheat  into  flour,  selling  the  floor  to  Cuba, 
and  receiving  the  same  preferential  that  is  received  by  Ameri- 
can mills  when  they  manufacture  flour  from  American  wlniit. 

At  the  present  time  the  American  millers  located  at  Buffalo 
are  importing  wheat  from  Canada,  grinding  such  wheat  Into 
flour  and  then  exporting  such  flour  to  Cuba,  as  I  just  said, 
without  paying  the  42  cents  per  bushel  tariff  and  without  paying 
the  35  cents  differential  to  the  United  States  Treasury.  Thla 
is  done  under  the  Cuban  reciprocity  treaty.  The  benefit  which 
they  receive  through  this  iMrocess  amounts  to  36  centa  per  barr^. 
The  provision  under  which  the  Buffalo  millers  are  now  operat- 
ing makes  it  possible  for  the  Canadian  wheat  to  go  directly 
through  the  United  States  to  Cuba  as  if  such  wheat  were  grown 
by  American  farmers  upon  American  farms. 

The  flrst  Issue  herein  raised  is  between  the  American  wheat 
farmer  and  the  Canadian  wheat  farmer.  The  second  issue  is 
between  the  American  millers  outside  of  Buffalo,  and  the 
Buffalo  millers. 

The  Finance  Committee  had  hearings  upon  the  propoaaL    The 
hearings  were  liberally  attended  and  much  evidence  was  sub- 
mitted.    Both  sides  of  the  contnjversy  were  represented  and 
the  issue  was  squardy  joined.     The  great  milling  interests  at 
BufTuIo.  importing  millions  of  bushels  of  Canadian  wheat  duty 
free  annually,  grinding  such  wheat  into  flour  and  then  selling 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  barrels  of  flour  annually  to  Cuba 
under  our  reciprocity  treaty,  thereby  secure  the  benefit  of  the 
30  per  cent  reduction  in  tariff  duty  levied  by  the  Cuban  law. 
The  Buffalo  millers  appeared  and  asked  that  the  House  pro 
rision  be  eliminated  from  the  pending  bill,  thus  permitting  them 
to  continue  their  present  special  privilege  under  existing  law. 
Mr.  President  it  was  not  Intended  by  the  Congress,  I  am  sura, 
when  the  original  section  311  was  enacted,  to  give  anyone  tmcb 
a  special  privilege,  but  the  law  was  enacted  and  these  great 
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mlUiDg  Intercflts,  Ukln«  advantage  of  the  weaknesB  of  the  law, 
saw  fit  to  more  their  miOs  or  some  of  them  to  Buffalo.  Since 
that  time,  within  the  last  few  years,  they  have  bo  managed 
their  business  as  practically  to  eliminate  all  American  mills 
from  seJUng  floor  Into  Cuba  and  at  the  same  time  have  prac- 
tically ellralnated  the  Canadian  mills  from  doinjr  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  McKELLAB.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
homa yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  THOMAS  ci  Oklahoma.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKEIXAB.  Is  not  that  virtually  the  same  as  voting 
a  special  subsidy  to  those  mills  which  other  people  do  not 
enjoy? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    That  Is  the  force  and  effect  of 

the  exi^tlnjf  law. 

In  order  that  the  re<'ord  mny  be  clear  I  desire  at  this  tune  to 
Invite  attention  to  the  interestR  represented  In  thLi  controversy. 
I  read  from  the  testimony  of  Mr  Hogueland,  of  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  as  given  before  the  Finance  Committee: 

In  addlttoo  to  th«  orgaahutlona  that  I  rrpte^ent,  I  will  aay  that  tlw 
tloaae  bJIl,  or  the  tmerulmtot  at  ln«»rporat#d  In  the  third  paragrapb 
of  at'Ttloo  Sll.  haa  b«*p  Indorwd  already  by  th«  AoierlMn  Farm  Bamu 
Kttlfnithjn,  tliroach  Chr»trr  11.  Orny.  who  apfN>ar<>d  beton  yoo  tba  flrat 
of  tb«  wt^,  by  tb«  Am*rtrsn  Farm  CongrtM.  by  tha  Soothwtit 
CuOprnittT«r  Wb««t  Orowfffi'  Aa»ortat»on.  by  tb«  Oklabonw  Wheat 
Orowmf  AnmneUition.  th#  Calon  Wli«it  BirbaoRc  of  Oklahoma,  tba 
Vmrm-n-  National  Grain  I^aUra'  Aaaoclatloo  of  the  rnltad  MUtea,  the 
Nntlotial  lloft  Wheat  yilJrra"  Aa^KUtlon  of  WaabTllla.  Trtn.,  with 
ui'tniM>r«  In  Mlcblgan,  lUloota.  Indiana,  Ohio,  Ttanraare,  VlrvlnU,  Kan- 
tnrky  M'tvtb  Carwllna,  MiaMurl.  Ueoffla,  Wast  Virginia,  and  tba 
IMaiflit  of  Oolaabla. 

The  MIcblgSD  MlUara'  AaaorlatUta  bar«  goaa  on  record  In  faror  of  It, 
the  Koatbewtvm  MUlera  Ai«>cl*tl«»n,  tlie  Routh^i  Illlnola  Mlllwa' 
Aaaoclatlon,  and  the  laagua  tbat  I  r«praa*nt,  tbe  Bootbwintern  MUlera' 
LcaKu<>,  rvpraMBtlnc  the  mllU  of  alx  gtatea,  the  Nt-bnialui  MUlcn' 
Aaaooifitlon,  and  the  Oklahoos  Millera'  Aaaodatlon. 

The  opposition  was  also  reprewnted  at  this  hearing.  I  quote 
from  the  record,  page  87«,  of  Mr.  Ht^gueland's  testimony: 

Let  ua  eonalder  for  a  aom«Dt— 

Says  Mr.  Hoguelan<!^ 
the  oppoaitlon  to  thia  amendment.  I  might  aay  that  it  la  simply  the 
"  Biff  PlTe."  By  tbat  I  mean  Waahbara-Croaby,  which  la  commonly 
call*«d  General  Mi!to  to-day.  the  PlDabury  Flour  MUU  Co..  the  Inter- 
national MlUlnff  Co..  the  Commander  Larrabee  Co.,  the  Bossen-Mlller 
MUHns  Co..  and  their  child,  the  American  Export  MlUera*  Protective 
AaaociAtlon.  Those  Ave  milla  own.  operate,  and  control  S7,200  barrels 
capacity  at  Buffalo  out  of  a  total  Buffalo  rapacity  of  40,900  barrela 
daily.  In  other  worda,  the  "  Big  Five  "  control  more  than  91  per  cent 
of  the  Buffalo  capacity. 

TlM«e  five  companies  owo,  control,  and  operate  more  than  62  mills 
throuirbout  the  United  Statea.  The  General  Mills  Co.  baa  more  than 
SO.  It  bad  80  at  the  end  of  the  year,  and  since  then  has  acquired  aome 
other  compaalea.  The  Commander-Larrabee  Co.  owns  aomethlnv  Uke 
14,  PlUaUiry  10,  InteroatlODal  0,  and  the  BaaseH-MIIler  Co.  2,  or  a 
total  of  82  op  to  tbe  IrsC  of  the  year. 

At  this  point  I  call  attention  to  aome  additional  pertinent 
extracts  from  the  record. 

Fred  J.  Llngham,  representing  the  Americ*an  Export  Millers 
Protei-tive  Association,  on  page  319  of  the  hearings  defined  mill- 
ing in  bond  as  follows: 

Ifanufacturtng  In  bond  la  tbe  brtnglnit  into  tbis  country  of  raw  mate- 
rlsl,  or  partially  manufactured  gooda.  Into  a  bonded  warehouse,  bonded 
by  tbe  FMersl  OoveimBcnt,  and  there  proeeaslos  it  and  forwafding  to 
s  foreign  coantry.     That  Is  manufacturing  in  Iwnd. 

On  imge  328  of  the  record  Mr.  Llngbam  explained  the  effect 
qf  the  Cuban  reciprocity  treaty  upon  the  flour  exported  into 
Cuba  as  follows: 

Cuban  reciprocity  treaty:  Tbe  reciprocity  treaty  betweea  tbe  United 
States  and  Cuba  was  slgaed  by  re(>reaentatlvcs  oT  tbe  two  coondriea 
December  11.  1902. 

Aa  stated  la  a  prodaiaatloB  by  tbe  President  of  tbe  United  States 
St  tbat  time,  this  treaty  was  coaduded  "  to  faellltatt  theJr  eonsMrdal 
Intercourse  t7  Improving  tbe  eondltlons  of  trade  between  tbe  two 
countries." 

Article  4  of  the  treaty  reada  In  effect  tbat  certain  artlclee  "  helag  the 
product  of  tbe  aoU  or  ladustry  of  tbe  United  States  Imported  Into  Caba 
aball  be  admitted  "  at  a  reduced  rate  of  duty. 

Schedule  B  of  that  article  definitely  j»ame«  wheat  floor,  to  be  admitted 
at  a  redaction  of  SO  per  cent  (about  SS  cents  per  barrel). 

Tbe  proponents  of  paragraph  811,  now  under  discussion,  have  be- 
lieved that  If  MiniBff  In  bond  of  Caaadtan  wbeat  for  exportatloa  of 


the  flMr  to  Cuba  were  stopped  it  would  result  in  their  securing  more 
of  thi    Cuban  business. 

No  doubt,  the  qnestlon  will  be  asked  as  to  how  much  wbeat 
Is  ex[)orted  from  Canada  for  milltng-in-bond  purposes.  On  page 
392  m!  the  record  we  And  the  answer: 

Tbl  following  table  gives  tbe  wheat  imports  from  Canada  into  the 
Unltela  SUtes  for  milling  in  bond  from  1921-22  to  date: 

Co^o^tias  tcheaS  imported  teto  the  U»ited  Statea  for  milling  in  bond 

Year  ending  June  30—  PH^to 'L,t 

]  r»??-y"  "" ».  280.  78T 

1  923-4™       13.  »0^.  737 

]  924^  ~™l™-~ 8.  814.  115 

IB-'vIa  -_  15,021.000 

iS-'ftl? ~~       13,  2e«,  000 

1927-8  11  "-"ll Ifi.  CIO.  000 

1928-91:::::::::: 21. 520,000 

Ar  other  question  may  be  asked  as  to  why  the  Buffalo  mills 
pure  iaae  Canadian  wheat  in  preference  to  American  wheat 
The  evident  answer  Ih  tbat  they  can  get  the  Canadian  wheat 
chea  )er  than  tbe  wheat  from  the  States.  However,  the  argu- 
meni  may  l»e  made  that  the  States  do  not  produce  the  high 
quality  of  wlieat  demanded  by  the  Cuban  Importers  and  brokers. 
Thejnvord  annwers  this  question.  On  page  338  Mr.  John 
IMIl«l»ary,  representing  the  Pilb«bury  flour  mills,  testified  as 
folloWs: 

Du^  I  want  to  nwke  this  qnlte  cl<«r,  that  there  ars  very  fine,  high 
protein  typea  of  wheat  ral»ed  In  Oklahoma,  in  the  Panhandle  of  Te«ss, 
and  m  Kamtaa. 

O^  r>Ag«  nso  Mr.  Hogueland  testified  as  follows.  I  read  his 
testlknony  a  few  minutes  ago  in  answer  to  a  question  pro- 
pouilded  by  t»  .•  Senator  from  Florida.  I  will  now  ask  to  place 
the  tame  answer  In  ihi»  Hrcosi)  without  reading.  The  giibstauce 
of  11  Is  that  we  produce  In  the  I'nitetl  Static  ample  wheat  of 
tbe  yery  Identlcul  quality  produced  In  Canada. 

e  PRKSiniNC  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  matter 
referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  will  be  Inserted  in 
the  Kkcoud. 

T  le  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

Tie  Chaisman.  Too  can  get  all  of  the  hlgh-proteln  wbeat  that  yon 
waul,  can  youT 

Ml .  IIoocBLAND.  We  certainly  can. 

Tbe  Chaisman.  Where  would  you  get  ItT 

Ml.  IIoocBLAKD.  From  Kamuat,  Oklahoma,  and  the  Panhandle  of 
Texai.  These  gentlemen  representing  the  BaflCak)  milla  come  every  year 
Into  Kanaaa  City  and  tbe  SoutbweMt  and  buy  millions  of  baeheitt  of  our 
high  protein  wbeat  and  ship  it  to  Minneapolis  for  miUlng  for  the  domes- 
tic ttaXe.  When  they  say  that  we  have  not  got  tlie  high-protein  wbeat 
mere  piffle,  because  we  have  it.  We  have  millions  of  busheU  of  it. 
tave  a  surplus  of  it,  and  the  milla  of  the  Southwest  have  no  diflV- 
in  obtaining  what  they  need  for  milling  purposes.  TIm'  north- 
western milla  reach  down  there  every  year.  This  year  they  have  bought 
alroidy  in  tbe  Kansas  City  market  many  hundreds  of  cars  of  this  hlgb- 
protiln  wbeat  which  we  say  is  tbe  finest  in  the  world.  No  State  in  the 
Union  and  no  country  in  tbe  world  raises  any  t>etter  or  finer  wheat  than 
Kanias,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  the  record  shows 
that  the  Buffalo  mills  are  Increasing  their  flour  lmport><  Into 
Cuba.  The  Commander  Milling  Co.  Imported  into  Cuba  11.000 
ban  els  In  1928,  82,000  barrels  In  1»27.  and  97,000  barrels  In 
1928 

T  le  International  Milling  Co.  imported  Into  Cuba  23,000  bar- 
rels in  1928.  20.000  barrels  In  1927,  and  63.<X)0  barrels  in  1928. 

T  le  Plllsbury  Flour  Mills  Co.  Imported  into  Cuba  8.'»,000 
ban  els  In  1926,  94,000  barrels  In  1927,  and  145,000  barrels  in 
192f. 

Tie  Russell-MlUer  Milling  Co.  Imported  Into  Cubti  6,000 
ban  els  In  1926.  28.000  barrels  In  1927,  and  31.000  in  1928. 

T  le  Washburn-Crosby  Co.  Imported  Into  Cuba  203.000  barrels 
In  1  )2C,  190,000  in  1927,  and  23U,000  barrris  in  1928. 

T  le  record  further  shows  that  the  flour  Imports  Into  Cuba 
froi  I  mills  holding  membership  In  the  8<>nthwe«»tem  Millers 
Lea  fue  during  the  same  yenrs  have  very  greatly  de<Tense(l. 

It  1921  tbe  mills  belonging  to  this  organization  importe<l  Into 
Cub  I  272,000  barrels;  In  1922.  253,000  bam'lH;  in  1923,  2f>6.000 
bariels:  In  1924,  237,000  barrels;  In  1925.  186,000  barrels; 
in  ][ffl6.  203,000  barrels;  In  1927,  158s000  barrels;  and  in  1928, 
14aeO0  barrels. 

Tnis  shows  conclusively  that  the  Buffalo  mills  are  Increasing 
ann  lally  the  amount  of  flour  which  they  import  Into  Cuba. 
The  re  must  be  some  good  reason  for  it.  The  record  shows  that 
the  Imports  of  flour  Into  Cuba  by  other  mills  ot  the  United 
Stai  es  haye  decreased. 
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The  recorfl  further  shows  that  the  mills  in  the  Southwestern 
League,  although  located  In  the  midst  of  a  great  wheat-produc- 
ing area  and  nearer  to  Cuban  markets,  can  not  c<Mnpete  with 
the  Buffalo  mills. 

The  record  further  shows  that  the  Canadian  mills  are  ln4)ort- 
ing  less  and  less  flour  into  Cuba  annually.  In  1922  the^e  mills 
Imported  209.000  barrels  to  Cuba ;  In  1923,  237,000  barrels ;  in 
1924,  203,000  barrels ;  in  1925,  119,000  barrels ;  in  1926,  143,000 
barrels ;  In  1927.  29.000  barrels ;  and  In  1928,  34,000  barrels. 

Here  are  the  three  tendencies:  First,  the  southwestern  mills 
are  importing  less  and  less  flour  into  Cuba ;  second,  the  Cana- 
dian mills  are  Importing  less  and  less  flour  into  Cuba;  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  Buffalo  mills  are  imputing  more  and  more 
flour  into  Cuba.  There  must  be  some  good  reason  for  this  state 
of  facts. 

It  will  be  argued  here  that.  In  tbe  event  the  House  inrorlslon 
Is  permitted  to  remain  in  the  bill  and  the  same  becomes  a  law, 
the  Buffalo  mills  will  move  across  the  river  to  Canada,  and  in 
such  new  location  will  still  be  able  to  jHtwess  Canadian  wheat 
and  ship  the  flour  to  Cube  in  competition  with  tbe  American 
mills.  However,  the  evidence  produced  before  the  committee 
and  tin  herein  summarised  Is  coodnslve  that  If  tbe  Canadian 
mills  to-day  can  not  compete  with  the  BulTaio  mills,  then  in  tbe 
event  the  Buffalo  mills  move  to  Canada  such  mills  could  not 
thereafter  compete  with  the  American  millers  In  felling  floor  to 
Cuba. 

Tbe  States  are  producing  the  hlgb-type  wheat  to  make  tbe 
identical  flour  now  being  exported  to  Cuba.  We  have  ample 
milling  facilities  to  proceas  all  the  wheat  grown  in  tbe  BUtee. 

Then,  tbe  question  arises,  "  Why  are  some  of  our  mills  able 
to  monopollw  the  floor  boaineas  In  Cube?  Why  are  tbe  Buffalo 
mills  enabled  to  coounand  and  control  tbe  sale  of  floor  to 
Cuba?" 

These  queatlons  are  anewered  by  the  record.  On  page  S88  Mr. 
Hogueland  teetifles  as  follows— at  an  earlier  boor  to-day  I  read 
from  the  record  in  response  to  a  question  submitted  by  the 
Senator  from  Florida.  I  will  not  reread  this  testimony,  but  ask 
that  snch  testimony  may  be  Inserted  In  my  remartai  at  this 
point. 

The   PRESIDINO   OPFICEB.    Without  objection.   It   la   so 
ordered. 
The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

I  would  Uke  to  point  out  briefly  tbe  adrantases  Buffalo  enjoys  as  we 
•ee  them. 

First,  abe  has  tbe  cheaper  Canadian  wheat  and  access  to  OBllmited 
quantities  of  It,  and  tbe  Buffalo  miller  naturally  aaves  the  premium. 
If  Mr.  Helm's  statement  U  correct,  tbat  la  between  18  and  80  cents  a 
bnabel.  and  he  aald  18  centa  would  be  equivalent  to  80  cents  per  barreL 

Prom  Oklahoma  City  to  Cuba  tbe  current  rate  Is  <M  cents  per  biuidi«d 
pounds,  as  against  40  cents  from  Buffalo ;  and  aa  you  go  south  Into 
Texas  they  are  aot  much  different.  At  Amarfllo,  Tex.,  the  rate  is  68 
cents  as  against  46  cents  from  Buffalo.  Wichita,  Kans.,  was  74  cents 
to  Cuba.  Tboae  rates  temporarily  have  t>een  changed,  due  to  tbe  emer- 
gency rates  tbat  were  put  In  by  voluntary  act  of  tbe  carriers  at  the 
request  of  the  President  some  time  In  July,  bat  they  expire  with  the  SOth 
of  September. 

In  tbe  second  place,  Buffalo  enjoys  much  cheaper  transportation  coats. 
Tb?  cost,  Buffalo  versus  Canada,  Is  at  least  14Vi  centa  per  boadred 
pounds,  or  28^  cents  per  barrel.  In  favor  oi  Buffalo. 

In  tbe  third  place,  tbe  Bulfalo  mills  are  permitted  to  enjoy  thla  pref- 
erential duty  of  35  cents,  which  we  think  is  unfair  and  whldi  the  House 
bill,  if  enacted  into  law,  would  correct. 

Our  miUers.  within  the  last  fire  or  six  months,  have  sent  representa- 
tlvea  to  Cuba  to  call  on  tlie  Cuban  trade  and  to  ascertain  whether  tbei« 
Is  anything  tu  this  claim  tbat  tbe  Cuban  baker  and  the  buyer  of  flour 
prefers  the  Canadian  flour.  We  have  tx>en  assured  by  many  bakers  and 
buyers  of  flour  In  Cuba  tbat  tbe  only  thing  they  are  eonccrned  with  Is 
tbe  price  of  the  Hoar,  and  that  If  the  southwestern  or  aoutheaatem 
miller  can  deliver  a  similar  grade  of  flour  for  anything  like  a  com- 
parable price  to  that  quoted  by  Buffalo  we  have  a  chance  to  get  the 
bosinesa. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  in  the  last  analy- 
sis, from  the  consideration  of  all  the  testimony,  and,  I  think, 
from  the  discussion  had  here  to-day  one  is  led  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Buffalo  mills  are  enjoying  a  practical  monopoly  of  the 
Cuban  flour  trade  because  they  ran  sell  flour  to  Cuba  cheaper 
than  can  the  other  mills  In  the  United  States. 

The  record  shows  that  the  Buffalo  mills  are  able  to  and 
do  quote  iwlces  of  from  25  cwits  to  50  cents,  and  sometimes  as 
much  as  75  cents  per  barrel,  under  the  prices  generally  quoted 
by  the  other  mills  to  the  trade  In  Cuba. 

If  this  amendment  is  not  agreed  to  and  the  House  provision 
is  permitted  to  remain  in  the  pending  Wll,  then  the  Buffalo  mills 
can  still  buy  Canadian  wheat,  grind  It  into  flour,  and  sell  such 
flour  to  Cuba,  but  in  so  doing  they  will  be  reqtiired  to  pay  on 


such  flour  sales  81  cents  per  barrel  aaa  tcrtlf  duty  to  the  Cuban 
Oovernm«it,  and.  in  addition,  they  will  be  required  tx>  pay  tbe 

!!??K**  TT^.^^  P^  ^"^  "  *  ^'^  «l"ty  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  SUtes.  At  present  tbe  Buffalo  mlUers  do  not  poy 
any  tariff  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  although  they 
are  importing  wheat  and  aelUng  flour  made  from  such  foreign 
wheat  Tbe  American  miUena  cUim  that  that  is  unfair  to  them 
and  they  are  asking  that  this  bUl  be  so  amended  as  to  require 
any  mill  anywhere  buying  foreign  wheat  and  processing  such 
wheat  Into  flour  and  then  selling  such  flour  to  Cuba  be  required 
to  pay  the  United  SUtes  Government  the  differential  of  36  cenU 
per  barreL 

The  practical  result  of  this  proTiaion,  if  left  In  the  Ull,  wlU 
be  to  discourage  the  Buftklo  mUls  from  securing  their  wheat 
supply  from  Canada,  and  instead  they  wUl  purchase  their  wheat 
rrom  the  wheat  growers  of  tbe  BUtea.  This  will  very  greatly 
increase  the  demand  for  our  local  wheat  and  wUl  greaUy  help 
tbe  farmers  of  tbe  wbeat-grDwlnff  regional 

In  CMldition  to  helping  the  fanners  direcUy  by  giving  them 
an  added  and  an  enUrged  market.  It  will  give  tbe  millen  of 
the  country  a  ftUr  and  equal  dumce  to  seeore  a  share  of  tbe 
Cuban  floor  trade. 

To  accept  tbe  committee  amendment  is  to  strike  a  blow  to  tba 
wheat  grpwers  of  America  and  to  cootinoe  in  force  an  unfair 
and  discriminatory  law  in  fkvor  of  tbe  Bulfalo  mills  and  against 
tbe  other  mills  of  the  country. 

Mr.  President,  I  oppose  tbe  committee  amendment  and  hope 
that  when  tbe  vote  shall  be  taken  tbe  committee  amemiment 
will  be  stricken  from  tbe  blU. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  If  we  shall  not  adopt  tbe  Senate  committee 
amendment,  tbat  will  leave  tbe  pnnlalon  as  it  is  found  in  the 
House  bill. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  Finance  Committee  recom- 
mends tbat  the  paragraph  be  stricken  from  the  bill.  The  vote 
will  come  upon  that  recommendation.  I  shall  vote  against  the 
recommendation  made  by  the  committee;  and  if  the  recommen- 
dation Is  not  agreed  to.  then  the  relief  will  be  granted  as 
demanded  by  the  farmers  and  millers  of  the  United  SUtes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MonUna.  Mr.  President,  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York  (Mr.  Waonb]  is  desired. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  expressed  some  doubt  as  to  the 
accuracy  of  the  figures  submitted  this  morning  by  the  Senator 
from  North  DakoU  concerning  the  relative  prices  of  wheat  In 
Canada  and  the  United  Sutes.  Of  course,  it  is  to  be  borne  in 
mind  tbat  in  both  Instances  the  wheat  is  of  the  same  character. 
It  is  the  hard  spring  wheat,  carrying  a  high  percentage  of 
protein ;  and  it  might  be  said,  in  order  to  dissipate  any  error 
that  might  arise  about  It,  that  the  same  character  of  wbeat  is 
grown  on  both  sides  of  the  line;  and  likewise  It  is  no  doubt 
true  that  high-protdn  wheat  Is  grown  in  SUtes  farther  South. 
As  a  general  rule,  the  more  arid  the  climate,  the  higher  the 
protein  content ;  and  accordlnply  western  Kansas  and  Nebraska 
and  Oklahoma  piwduce  no  little  high-protein  wheat,  as  well  as 
the  regions  along  the  international  boundary  line.  Tbat  affords 
jnstiflcation  fbr  the  sUtement  that  the  southwestern  mills  are 
In  a  situation  to  put  on  the  Cuban  market  a  quality  of  flour 
quite  equal  to  that  that  is  sent  there  from  the  Buffalo  mills. 

In  order,  however,  to  dissipate  any  question  whatever  about 
the  matter  to  which  our  attention  was  called  by  the  Senator 
from  North  DakoU  this  morning,  I  have  sent  out  and  obuined 
several  copies  of  the  Minneapolis  Tribune,  which  dally,  along 
with  other  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul  papers,  gives  the  quota- 
tions for  wheat  In  the  Winnipeg,  Minneapolis,  and  Chicago 
markets. 

I  have  here  the  Minneapolis  Tribune  for  Tuesday,  September 
10,  1929,  showing  that  on  the  day  before,  September  9,  wbeat 
was  quoted  In  the  Minneapolis  market  at  $1.36,  in  the  Chicago 
market  at  $1J}4.  and  in  the  Winnipeg  market  at  $1.53%. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Yes. 

Mr.  WAGN^ER.  Tbe  price  quoted  at  Minneapolis  is  the  export 
price  or  the  world  price  of  tlie  wheat,  la  it  not?  In  addition, 
the  miller  of  domestic  wheat  pays  and  the  American  farmer 
recHves  a  premium  dependent  on  the  protein  content  of  the 
wheat.  In  other  words,  that  is  the  exportable  price  that  is 
quoted,  not  the  domestic  price,  as  I  understand  the  situation. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Oh,  no;  that  is  the  price  that  a 
man  who  ships  wbeat  from  North  Daikota  or  Montana  into  the 
Minneapolis  market  geto  for  his  wheat  There  Is  not  any  dlf- 
t&^nce  bet>»'een  the  price  for  export  and  the  price  for  domestic 
consumpti(Hi.  No  difference  is  made.  It  is  the  same  price.  The 
Senator,  however.  Is  correct  In  saying  that  this  price  Is  subject 
to  a  premium,  depending  upon  the  amount  of  protein  in  tbe 
wheat    If  the  wheat  runs  more  than  13  per  cent  in  protein,  it 
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will  command  t  premfnm  ilioye  tbe  price  Indicated  here;  tmt 
fiiat  sltoatton  Is  tbe  same  wltik  respect  to  both  qnotatiODa,  both 
Id  Winnipeg  and  In  Minneapolis. 

Mr.  WAGNBB.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  again? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Yes. 

Mr.  WAONBR.  All  «r  the  Canadian  wheat  contains  a  high 
content  of  protein,  none  the  leaa.  No  premiTims  at  all  are  paid 
In  Canada  for  additional  protein  content    Tluit  la  my  onder- 

ataudinK- 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  Is  perhaps  accurate 
alKnit  that  They  do  not,  orw  there,  for  some  reason  or 
other — I  have  never  been  able  to  discover  why — quote  premiums 
for  cxcefus  protein.  NevertheleaB.  it  can  not  be  doubted  that 
the  canny  Oaaadian  who  has  high-protein  wheat  gets  a  higher 
price  for  it  in  some  fbrm  or  other ;  but  these  are  the  quotations 
for  wheat  of  exactly  the  same  character. 

Mr.  WAONBR.    Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield  a«ahi? 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.     Yes. 

Mr.  WAGNER  Does  the  newspaper  quotation  state  the 
qnality  of  tlie  wheat  which  that  price  represents? 

Mr.  WAI^H  of  Montana.  If  tbe  Senator  will  bear  with  me, 
I  will  call  his  atteution  to  condition.*?  Just  exactly  those  referred 
to  by  the  Senator  from  North  Daitota,  of  people  wIjo  are  able 
to  sell  on  either  side  of  the  line  identically  tbe  same  wheat,  and 
they  get  30  cents  a  bo^el  more  for  It  in  Canada  than  they  do 
in  the  United  SUtee. 

Mr.  WAONBR.    Will  the  Senator  yield  agaiu? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Yes. 

Mr.  W^AGNER.  Tbe  reason  why  I  Inquire  is  thia.  If  it  Is 
tme  that  our  American  wheat  of  equal  quality  sells  at  a  lower 
price  than  the  Canadian  wheat,  then  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
amendment  propu«ied  here  is  entirely  unnecessary.  Tbe  southern 
miners  can  undersell  the  miller  in  bond,  because  they  get  equal 
wheat,  of  equal  quality,  at  a  lower  price. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  is  quite  right  about 
ttiat ;  and  I  called  attention  a  while  ugo  to  the  fact  that  these 
conditions  are  exceptional  and  unusual,  extraordinary,  by  rea- 
son of  temporary  conditions  that  prevail  now,  and  that  usually 
prevail  at  this  season  of  the  year.  The  Senator  Is  quite  right. 
I  al»o  said  that  takinir  the  whole  year  around  the  price  in 
Canada  is  an  arerage  of  about  9  cents  higher  than  it  is  on  this 
side  of  the  Une. 

Mr.  WAONBR.  In  considerlnir  a  far-readiing  amendment  of 
this  character,  does  not  the  Senator  think  that  our  jlidgment 
should  be  based  upon  general  conditions  and  not  exceptional 
conditions? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course  I  do.  I  speak  of  this  so 
that  confusion  In  tiie  discussion  of  the  question  will  be  aT(^ded. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  will  look  up  the  history  and 
the  reports  of  tbe  Tariff  Commission  be  win  find  diat  No.  1 
whettt  in  tbe  United  States  is  ol  about  the  same  grade  as  to 
protein  as  Na  3  in  Canada.  In  other  wcxda.  United  States  No.  1 
has  68  pounds  and  that  In  Canada  has  61,  based  upon  protein ; 
and  I  may  go  along  with  the  grades  clear  up  to  61.  and  there  is 
about  that  same  difference  until  we  get  up  to  grade  4. 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Montana.  I  do  not  like  to  enter  Into  a  dla- 
cussion  now  concerning  the  differences  In  tlie  manner  of  grading 
in  the  United  Slates  and  in  Oreat  Britain.  I  have  had  that 
subject  up  with  the  chief  economist  of  the  Agricultural  I>q;)art- 
meut  and  It  is  a  nUher  confualug  matter  that  need  not  enter 
here. 

I  also  have  here  the  Miuneapulls  Tribune  of  September  12, 
which  shows  that  on  the  day  before  the  price  of  wheat  in 
Minneapolis  was  $136%;  in  Chicago.  $1.33%;  in  Winnipeg, 
$1.54  Vj. 

The  Tribune  of  September  4,  1929,  gives  the  quotations  fOr 
the  day  before  as  follows :  Minneapc^ls,  $L87H ;  Chicago, 
$1.34  U  ;  Winnipeg.  $1.55  to  $1.6644- 

Thif,  matter  was  called  forcibly  to  my  attention  through  a  let- 
ter which  I  reoelTed  from  Mr.  Th<Mnas  Dignan,  of  Glasgow, 
Mont.,  in  which  ha  says,  as  follows : 

I  was  put  advlMd  by  Mr.  C.  C  Harrison,  of  Glaagoir,  tbat  yestertUT 
h*  sold  wheat  tbat  was  raised  on  his  father's  farm  tn  Canada,  north 
of  Malta,  only  a  short  distance  from  the  branch  raaroad  built  in 
Croai  8aco.  llita  wheat  fraded  No.  2  and  sold  for  fl.SO.  Be  brought 
over  a  sample  and  had  tike  sane  tested — 

The  Soaator  tnm  New  York  thought  tills  mi^t  ba  a  diffw- 
CBt  grade  of  wheat- 
lie  brought  orer  a  sample  and  bad  the  same  tested  and  prleed  tn  the 
el«vator  at   Whitewater,  ob  the  aew  branch,  and  they  mads  him  an 
etw  ot  $1.04  per  boshel.    This  is  SC  eents  dUfuence,  and  only  a  few 
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apart.  He  also  states  that  people  alonf?  that  part  of  tbe  Una 
have  any  wheat  at  an  are  hauling  it  to  Canada  to  sell  it  there, 
are  wUUnc  to  pay  tlie  duty. 


also  have  h»e  a  copy  of  the  Twin  City  Advocate  of  Sep- 
tember 6,  1929.  The  Twin  City  Advocate  is  not  published  In 
dth  T  Minneapolis  or  St  Paul,  but  is  published  In  Sweetgniss, 
Too  e  County,  Mont,  a  town  that  Just  touches  the  border  line ; 
and  that  part  of  the  town  which  is  on  the  other  side  of  the 
line  Is  called  Coatta  The  two  are  really  but  one  town,  the 
International  boundary  line  passing  between  them.  It  lias  the 
foU(  wing  : 
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on  border  narlieting  their  wheat  In  Coatts  at  profit  of  14 
cents  a  boabel. 

n  growers  In  this  district  and  extending  to  points  approximately 
^liles   distant   are   marketing   their   wheat   at   the   Coatts   elevators 
malcing  a  profit  of  from  16  to  20  cents  per  bushel  after  paying  the 
of  12  cents. 

anay  Instances  grain  is  being  haaled  from  the  Bnnburst  and  Cut 

territories   and    with    trucks    the    movement    t»   being    facilitated 

and   economically.      Unless   there   is   a   drop   In   Canadian    price 

over  100,000  baahels  will  be  marketed  across  the  border  from  thia 

's  crop;  and  by  some  It  is  estimated  that  approximately  150.000 

will  move  to  Canadian  market  h. 

difference  in  part  Is  doe  to  freight  rates,  the  American.s  paying 

per  hundred  on  wheat  to  terminal  market,  while  the  Canadian 

bot  27  eentSt  a  dilTerence  of   16  cents.     Tbe  oatsUndlng  dlfter- 

however,  ts  the  fact  tliat  tlie  Winnipeg  quotation   for  the  past 

reeka  has  been  20  cents  over  the  world  market  price  at  Liverpool, 

center   of   the    world    market,    and    it   is    difficolt    to   convince   tbe 

that  such  a  spread,  aside  from  freight   rates,  should  exist,  and 

an  imaginary  line  between  the  two  countries  should  bring  about 

a  difference. 

the  wheat  grower  is  being  discriminated  against  aitd  the  tariff 

for  the   benefit  of  the   mlUer  as  against   the  grower  is   more 

every  day,  and  It  is  going  to  be  hard  to  convince  the  wheat 

that   lie  is  not   the   "  goat."     Then,    too,    the   grain  grower    is 

to  realise  that  In  our  great  agricultural  departments,   both 

and  national,  with  an  army  of  experts   (?)   and  advisers,  we  are 

an  army  of  oflleials  whose  principal  duty  Is  to  draw  down  a 

at  so  mach  per. 

the  meantime,  wheat  growers  within  marketing  distance  of  Contts 

aking  advantage  of  the  price  difference  and  rushing  tlieir  grain  to 

1  (levator. 
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O  I  the  receipt  of  the  letter  to  which  I  first  rrferred,  from  Mr. 
Digi  lan,  I  communicated  with  the  Federal  Farm  Hoard  and  with 
the  Department  of  Agriculture.  I  have  here  a  lonp  letter  from 
Mr.  Oiseo,  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Economics  of  tlie  Depart- 
mec  t  of  Agriculture,  giving  his  views  as  to  what  has  occasioned 
this  extraordinary  situation  of  affairs.  I  shall  not  read  thia 
lettir.  but  I  ask  that  it  may  be  incorporated  in  the  Record  at 
this  place. 

T  le  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  It  is  so  or- 
ders d. 

Tie 


letter  is  as  follows: 

Seftxmbbb  11,  1929. 
TBOiL&s  J.  Walsh. 

Umtted  BUie»  BeiuiU,  WatlUtigton,  D.  O. 

DsAS  Sknator:  I  have  your  letter  of  September  4  regarding  wheat 

in  Montana  and  Canada.     I  have  no  donbt  that  the  n>pcrt  you 

received  la  entirely  tme.     There  src  two  outstanding  things  which 

Sponsible  for  the  situation.     In  tlie  first  place,  freight  rates  from 

Wlilsewater  to  Minneapolis  and  Duluth  are  higher  than  freight   rates 

points  a  little  way  across  the  border  in  Canada  to  Fort  WilHam 

fort  Arthur.     In  the  second  place,  the  price  of  No.  1  dark  northern 

wheat  at  Minneapolis  has  averaged  below  that  of  No.  3  Manitoba 

wheat  at  Winnipeg  for  the  past  eight  weeks.    There  may  be,  of 

certain  other  factors  which  contribute  to  the  situation,  snch  as 

oomiietitlve  conditions  at  the  local  points,  but  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 

things  previously  mentioned  are  of  principal  Importance. 

matter  of  freight  rates,  while  of  less  immediate  significance,  is 

iiore  permanent  of  the  two,  so  I  shall  consider  It  first.     Tbe  freight 

from  Whitewater  to  Duluth,  according  to  information  furnished  us 

Interstate  Comperce  Commission,  is  39  cents  per  hundred  pounds. 

compares  with  a  freight  rate  from   Sbaunavou,   Saskatchewan,   to 

William  and  Port  Arthur  of  23  cents  per  hundred  pounds.     Shauna- 

Is  located  about  50  miles  north   of  tl»e  border  on   the   Canadian 

and  is  a  little  bit  west  of  Whitewater,  and  I  prestume  is  fairly 

1  of  the  freight  rates  in  the  region  north  of  Malta  and  Whlte- 

This  dilforence  of  16  cents  per  hundredweight  in  freight  rates 

eq^tvalent  to  9.6  cents  per  bushel. 

your  letter  was  dated  September  4,  I  assume  that  the  Incident 

you  were  advised  may   have  occurred  some  time  during  the 

week  of  August.     In  that  week  No.  1  dark  northern  spring  wheat 

M  nneapoUs  sold  for  an  average  of  134  cents  per  boabel,  while  No.  3 
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Manitoba  northern  at  Winnipeg  averaged  146  cents  per  busltel,  or  12 
cents  higher.  I  am  inclosing  a  table  showing  comparisons  of  wheat 
priceti  at  Minneapolis  and  Winnipeg  for  the  period  from  June  to  Sep- 
tember of  this  year  and  last  year.  You  will  note  that  last  year  prices 
at  Wlnnlimg  averaged  lower  than  did  prices  at  Minneapolis  thmughout 
the  period.  Last  year's  situation  is,  of  course,  the  more  typical  of  the 
two  as  far  as  the  relative  level  of  cash  wheat  prices  at  Minneapolis 
and  Winnipeg  is  concerned.  We  expect  that  within  a  few  months 
prices  at  Minneapolis  will  again  be  abcvc  those  at  Winnipeg,  though 
they  may  not  be  as  much  above  as  was  the  case  last  year. 

The  situation  this  year  oi  prices  at  Winnipeg  being  above  those  at 
Minneapolis  is  due  primarily  to  two  things ;  first,  a  shortage  of  storage 
space  in  the  United  States,  which  has  resulted  in  cash  wheat  priceti 
being  very  low  relative  to  futures ;  and,  second,  to  a  short  crop  of 
Canadiun  wheat,  which  promises  unusually  good  prices  for  Canadian 
wheats  on  the  foreign  markets  as  compared  with  wheat  from  other 
exporting  countries. 

If  you  will  compare  the  relation  between  December  futures  and  cash 
prices  at  Minneapolis  this  year  with  their  relation  last  year,  you  will 
see  that  cash  prices  are  relatively  much  lower  than  futures  this  year. 
For  the  week  ending  September  6  this  year  the  cash  price  of  No.  1 
dark  northern  spring  at  Minneapolis  averaged  4  cents  below  the  De- 
cember futures,  while  last  year  for  the  week  ending  September  7  the 
cash  price  of  No.  1  dark  northern  spring  averaged  14  cents  higher  tlian 
did  December  futurea  Though  tliis  is  due  in  part  to  the  very  liigh 
protein  content  of  this  year's  spring  wheat  crop  of  the  United  States 
and  consequent  low  protein  premiums,  it  is  primarily  due  to  the  storage 
situation. 

No.  1  dark  northern  spring  is  deliverable  on  future  contracts  at  a 
premium  of  1  cent  per  bushel,  so  that  an  elevator  operator  who  buys  it 
at  4  cents  below  the  future  Is  sure  to  get  5  cents  per  bushel  for  storage 
to  December,  aside  from  such  income  as  is  realized  on  conditioning  and 
mixing  operations.  However,  No.  1  dark  northern  spring  usually  is  at 
much  more  than  a  1-cent  premium  over  December  futures  in  the  month 
of  December.  In  the  past  six  years  the  average  premium  for  the  month 
has  averaged  over  10  cents  per  bushel,  the  lowest  being  7.8  cents  In 
DeccmlK-r,  1926,  and  the  higheet  13  cents  per  bushel  In  December,  1927. 
Prospocts  for  December  thia  year  are  that  the  premium  will  be  closer  to 
the  lowest  of  these  figures  than  to  the  average. 

Of  course,  anyone,  including  farmers  who  hare  storage  space  avail- 
able, can  likewise  profit  by  storing  wheat  this  year.  Many  farmers  who 
store  wheat  are  not  likely  to  know  enough  atwut  the  futures  market  so 
that  they  can  hedge  their  grain,  and  they  consequently  stand  some 
chance  of  loss.  However,  we  think  that  the  market  situation  Indicates 
that  those  who  store  grain  unhedged  will  make  more  by  storage  than 
will  those  who  hedge  their  grain,  provided  tliey  use  good  judgment 
about  the  time  to  sdl  it. 

Yon  will  perhaps  be  interested  to  know  that  in  our  monthly  state- 
ments, the  Price  Situation,  which  this  bureau  prepares,  we  have  been 
doing  our  best  to  tell  the  farmers  that  they  are  liltcly  to  gain  by  hold- 
ing their  wheat  this  year. 

In  view  of  the  rather  unusual  situation  that  now  obtains  in  the 
storage  of  grain  and  the  apparent  effect  of  this  situation  upon  prices, 
this  bureau  is  preparing  to  underuke  a  survey  of  that  situation  without 
delay.  We  expect.  In  fact,  to  have  our  men  In  the  field  by  the  end  of 
this  week,  and  hope  that  out  of  tills  study  additional  information  will  be 
secured  as  a  basis  for  constructive  action. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Oi^sKN,  Chief  of  Bureau. 
.  Wheat  price*.  OtS-iS 
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Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  W^ALSH  of  Montana.    Just  a  moment. 

However.  Mr.  Olsen  accompanies  the  letter,  Mr.  Pi-esident, 
with  a  schedule  of  prices  of  vrheat  in  Minneapolis  and  Winnipeg 
for  the  year  1928  from  June  to  September,  and  tbt>  biime  for 
1929.  For  the  Information  of  tbe  Senator  I  will  say  lliat  the 
prices  from  June  to  September,  1928,  ruled  sllghUy  hiBber  In  the 
United  States  than  in  Canada,  while  in  1929  the  pric-«'M  ruled 
somewhat  higher  in  Winnipeg  than  they  did  In  Minnejipoiis. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  before  tlie  Senator  leaves  that 
subject  I  wonder  If  he  can  tell  us.  In  just  two  or  three  sen- 
tences, what  explanation  Mr.  Olsen  makes  of  this  situation. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  He  makes  tbe  explanation  that  I 
indicated  thit  mining.  In  the  first  place,  attention  is  called 
to  the  difference  in  the  freight  rates — some  16  cents  a  hundred 
In  favor  of  the  Canadian  wheat. 

Mr.  DILL.    That  has  developed  in  the  last  year,  has  It  not? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Oh.  no!  Unfortunately,  the  dif- 
ference has  widened  within  the  last  year.  A  difference  always 
has  existed,  however,  by  reeaon  of  the  fact  that  when  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railroad  was  incorporated  the  Canadian  Gov- 
ernment was  endeavoring  to  promote  the  settlement  and  devel- 
opment of  the  northwest  country.  They  pot  a  provision  iu 
the  charter  limiting  the  amount  which  the  railroad  can  charge 
for  the  tran.s{;ortation  of  grain  from  points  along  the  Canadian 
Pacific.  So  that  that  company  Is  limited  by  its  charter.  Its 
rival  is  the  Canadian  Northern,  whldh  is  owned  and  controlled 
by  the  Canadian  Government  Itself,  and  it  always  fixed  Its  rates 
the  same  as  tJiose  fixed  by  the  Canadian  Pacific. 

Those  rates  apiHy  from  points  along  the  roads  in  tbe  north- 
west territorj  to  Port  William,  mi  Lake  Superior,  and  from 
Fort  William  east  the  Canadian  rates  have  until  recently  been 
substantially  tbe  same  as  the  American  rates  from  Duluth  and 
Minneapolis  east  to  Buffalo,  for  Instance.  But  within  the  last 
18  months  the  rates  on  the  Canadian  roads  from  Fort  William 
east  have  been  reduced,  so  that  the  Canadian  farmer  has  now 
an  advantage  in  the  rate  not  only  from  the  western  point  to 
Fort  William,  but  as  well  from  there  to  pointJ*  on  the  St 
Lawrence. 

Mr.   DILL.    Mr.  President,  then  do  I  understand  that   the 
entire  explaniition  given  is  the  difference  In  the  cost  ol'  trans 
porta  tlon? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  No;  he  goes  on  to  say  al>vi — and 
the  same  Infcrmatlon  comes  from  the  Federal  Fann  Board — 
that  a  great  deal  of  tbe  situation  is  due- to  the  fact  that, 
whether  it  is  I  rue  or  not,  it  Is  claimed  that  there  are  not  storage 
facilities  sufilicient  upon  this  side  of  the  line;  that  we  have  not 
elevators  enough  and  other  storage  warehouses  enougli. 

It  will  be  understood  that  a  great  change  has  come  about  in 
the  conduct  o'  the  business.  Heretofore  many  of  tbe  farmers 
stored  wheat  in  one  way  or  another  upon  their  farms.  Now, 
when  they  operate  with  a  "combine,"  as  it  is  eipre»«.»d,  by 
which  the  grain  Is  cut  and  threshed  at  one  and  the  same  time, 
and  loaded  Inio  a  truck,  for  the  purpose  of  reducing  tlie  cost, 
that  truck  loaded  with  wheat  immediately  goes  to  the  nearest 
railroad  point  and  tlie  wheat  is.  put  in  an  elevator,  and  the 
farmer  takes  t  receipt  for  it  or  the  wheat  is  sold.  Likewise,  a 
very  lai*ge  amount  has  been  carried  over  from  last  year  and  is 
now  in  tbe  elevators,  ao  that  there  undoubtedly  is  a  shortage  of 
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elevator  space  upon  this  side  of  the  line.  The  Canadian  Gov- 
ernment, however,  anticipating  such  a  situation  of  affairs,  has 
been  lil)eral  In  providing  for  the  construction  of  storage  on  the 
other  side  of  the  line. 

The  elevators  upon  this  side  of  the  line  refuse  to  take  wheat 
on  storage.  They  answer,  "  We  have  not  the  place  to  store  it." 
However,  they  will  buy  wheat.  But  the  farmer,  then,  can  not 
store  his  wheat  and  take  an  elevator  check  or  receipt  for  It. 
He  is  obliged  to  selL  The  consequence  is  that  that  has  de- 
pressed the  price  on  this  side  of  the  line.  So  that  the  two 
elements  enter  iuto  the  matter — the  lncrea.sed  rates  of  trans- 
I)ortation  on  the  American  railroads  and  the  shortage  of  ele- 
vator .space  on  this  side  of  the  line. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  Has  the  Senator  any  infonnation  as  to  bow  much 
of  thi.««  attitude  of  the  purcha.sers  of  wheat  is  due  to  an  actual 
lack  of  elevator  s«-elce  or  storage  si)ace  and  how  much  Is  due 
to  a  policy  tliat  i.s  lieing  atlopte<l  throughout  the  entire  country? 

Mr.  W.\LSH  of  Montana.  No,  Mr.  President,  I  have  not,  but 
I  have  letters  here  from  both  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  the  Federal  Farm  Board  saying  that  they  are  now 
prosecuting  an  Inquiry  into  that  question,  to  find  out  whether 
there  is  an  actual  shortage  of  storage  or  whether  that  is  a 
mere  pretense  for  the  purpose  of  "  bearing"  the  price  of  wheat 
on  this  side  of  the  line. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  asked  the  qtiestion  because  It  has  been  charged 
that  even  In  those  8e<^^tlons  where  there  is  plenty  of  storage 
space  tlie  purchasers  of  wheat  have  adopted  the  same  policy  as 
where  the  storage  capacity  is  lacking. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  have  heard  that  charged. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  W.\GNER,  To  clear  something  up.  the  Senator  stated 
there  wa^^  a  difTerence  in  the  freight  charges  to  the  advantage 
of  the  Canadian  of  16  cents  per  100  ix>unds. 

Mr.  W.\LJ»H  of  Montana.     Yes. 

Mr.  W.VGNER.  Since  we  have  been  accepting  as  the  unit 
for  our  discussion  a  barrel,  that  would  mean  approximately  34 
ci'nts  a  barrel,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  have  not  been  able  to  figure  It 
out.  It  Is  generally  regarded  that  It  takes  4^  bushels  of  wheat 
to  make  a  barrel  of  flour. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  understood  the  content  of  a  barrel  of  flour 
to  be  196  pounds. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Yes;  but  bear  In  mind  that  that 
exdutles  the  con.<«lderatlon  of  mill  feed  and  that  kind  of  thing 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  mean  the  barrel  of  flour  as  It  Is  exported 
contains 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  One  hundred  and  ninety-six 
p'^nnds. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  So  that  the  advantage  per  barrel  would  have 
to  t»e  a  {.proximately  doubled  If  we  were  speaking  of  barrels 
The  advantage  per  barrel  would  be  about  double  the  16  cents. 

Mr.  WAL.mi  of  Montana.  We  would  have  to  go  further  than 
that,  because  It  takes  4»^  bushels  of  wheat  to  make  a  barrel  of 
■ogr.  That  would  be  four  and  a  half  times  60,  which  would 
make  It  270  pounds. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Even  a  greater  disparity. 

Mr.  WAI..Sn  of  Montana.    Yea.    I  have  the  following  letter : 

„        _  SaPTBMBBB  18,  1929. 

Hon.  Thomas  J.  Walsh. 

United  Btate4  Senate. 
DcAB  Sk-matob  :  The  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Mr.  Dnnlap.  haa 
forwarded  to  me  a  copy  of  your  letter  of  September  4.  indoaing  a  com- 
munication from  Mr.  Tbomaii  Dlgnan,  of  Glasgow,  Mont,  oa  the  subject 
of  wheat 

We  now  have  three  men  la  the  Bpring-wbent  area  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  detailed  report  on  the  aubject  of  storage,  and  also  as  to  the 
discrepancy  between  Canadian  and  domestic  price  levela.  We  have  a 
large  accumulation  of  more  or  leas  conflicting  evidence  on  this  subject 
but  we  are  hoping  this  InvestigaUon  will  produce  something  more 
deflnlte  and  accurate.  It  la  very  clear,  however,  that  there  Is  toslay  an 
acute  shortage  of  public  warehouae  facilities.  I  sincerely  hope  that 
before  another  crop  season  rolls  around  the  grain-marketing  corporation 
BOW  being  eetabllahed  win  be  able,  to  some  extent  at  least  to  cope  with 
the  situation,  both  In  the  way  of  an  elTecUve  marketing  asK»clation  and 
In  the  sectirrng  of  sufllclent  storage  space  to  make  their  operations 
efftKTtlve. 

Very  truly  youra, 

AI.BXASDSB  Lsooa, 
CkairwMM  Fedenl  Form  Board. 
It  will  be  recalled  that  the  act  recently  passed  provides  for 
the  loaning  of  funds  by  the  Federal  Farm  Board  to  cooperative 
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a  isociatlon.s  for  the  purpose  of  construction  of  storage  ware- 
houses and  other  buildings  of  that  character,  the  amount  thus 
a  Ivanced  to  be  repaid  on  the  amortization  plan  during  a  period 
or  20  years. 

1 1  also  read  a  letter  from  Mr.  Dunlap,  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
department,  as  follows: 

E  on.  Thohas  J.  Wa£.sh, 

Cmted  State*  Senate, 

Daaa  Senatob  Waush  :  In  reply  to  your  appreciated  letter  of  Sep- 
t«  mber  4  I  can  do  no  better  than  inclose  copies  of  letters  which  have  Just 
gone  forward  to  the  chairman  of  the  Federal  Farm  Board  and  the 
ccmmissioner  of  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture,  of  course,  has  no  funds  that  could  be 
made  available  for  the  purchase  of  feed,  etc.,     •     •     •. 

The  wheat-price  situation  to  which  you  refer  is  now  In  the  hands  of 
tte  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics,  and  I  am  advised  that  a  reply 
w  11  be  going  forward  to  you  within  the  next  few  days. 

That  refers  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Olsen,  which  1  have  offered 
fcr  the  Reroso. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  detain  the 
S<  nate  more  than  a  mtwnent  or  two.  I  am  very  hopeful  that  the 
S<nate  will  reject  the  committee  amendment. 

A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  the  peculiar  appetite  of  the 
Ci  ibans  which  can  not  be  satisfied  by  anything  except  high-pro- 
te  n  wheat  in  the  form  of  flour.  In  the  Southwest,  In  my  par. 
ti(ular  State,  the  farmers  are  producing  a  very  high-grade 
piotein  wheat,  some  of  which  now  is  being  shipped  to  the  north- 
wjstem  mills  for  milling.  There  I.>4  no  rea.^on  why  that  Amei-i- 
can  wheat  should  not  go  to  Cuba  and  be  consumed  by  these 
highly  developed  appetites.  We  are  making  a  pretense  of  pro- 
te  -ting  the  wheat  farmer  by  a  tariff.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we 
al  know  that  the  tariff  on  wheat  is  largely  Ineffective,  becauoe 
w  i  export  wheat  and  do  not  Import  more  than  negligible  quan- 
ti  ies. 

Tlie  reciprocity  treaty  with  Cuba  was  made  upon  the  theory 
that  American  goods  would  be  imported  into  Cuba,  and  upon  the 
importation  of  such  goods  they  should  receive  the  Cuban  prefer- 
eitiul  rate,  but  under  the  provision  of  the  Senate  committee 
amendment,  Iiiistead  of  American  wheat  going  into  Cuba  and 
receiving  the  preferential,  Canadian  wlieat  will  be  going  into 
Cuba  and  getting  the  benefit  of  the  American  preferential  rate 
in  that  market  It  results  in  Canadian  wheat  going  to  Cuba 
ar  d  securing  a  preference  intended  solely  for  American  wheat. 
Tl  ere  is  no  justification  for  that,  according  to  my  view.  The 
m  lis  of  the  Southwest  are  deprived  of  that  particular  market 
b**ause  the  mills  at  Buffalo  are  able  to  mill  the  Canadian  wheat 
wlich  it  imports  free  of  duty  and  ship  it  to  Cuba  and  sell  it 
at  a  price  with  which  the  southwestern  mills  can  not  successfully 
CO  npete. 

The  matter  has  been  thoroughly  discu.ssed  before  the  Senate, 
and  I  shall  not  repeat  the  many  excellent  arguments  which  have 
be  »n  made  against  the  Senate  committee  amendment  but  it  does 
seism  to  me  that  in  a  Congress  which  has  been  cojisumlng  the 
sunmer  in  the  pretense  of  doing  .something  for  the  Ameru-au 
fahner  through  the  avenue  of  a  protective  tariff,  when  we  get  to 
th(.  point  where  we  can  do  some  little  for  the  wheat  farmer  by 
rej  son  of  the  tariff,  there  should  not  be  raiseil  all  manner  of 
ob  ectlons,  that  it  will  put  people  out  of  employment  at  Buffalo, 
an  1  that  It  will  rob  the  Cubans  of  this  i»articulaf  type  of  flouri 
foi  which  only  their  anatomies  are  suited. 

I  submit,  Mr.  President  and  Senators,  that  the  Senate  com- 
miltee  amendment  ought  to  be  rejecte<l.  and  that  we  should  adopt 
th<  pr»)vlsion  as  written  Into  the  bill  by  the  Hou.se,  becau.^e  it 
is  in  the  interest  of  the  American  wheat  farmer,  and  .seeks 
to  give  him  a  little  protection  of  the  tariff  system. 

ffr.  SACKEIT.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  rii«e  to  make  a  speech 
at  this  particular  time,  but  I  do  want  to  call  the  attention  of 
th<  Senate  to  the  fact  that  while  we  are  on  the  administrative 
fe*  tures,  this  particular  clause  is  a  matter  of  rates.  For  that 
reJ  son  I  feel  that  while  I  am  more  intereste<l  in  votes  than  I 
an  In  the  making  of  an  argument,  since  this  is  a  matter  of 
raies,  as  a  member  of  the  Finance  (Committee  I  feel  that  I 
ou  :ht  to  give  to  the  Senate  at  lea.st  the  impression  which  I 
ga  ned  from  hearing  the  witnesses. 

I  do  not  feel  b<iund  to  support  the  committee  amendment 
am   so  expressed  myself  in  the  committee  at  the  time  the  matter 
was   taken   under  consideration.     I   fe^   that   this   particular 
ami^ndment  has  a  wrong  Utle.     I  think  It  should  be  known  as 
a  rjnnigraph  to  repeal  the  duty  on  wheat 

do  not  know  of  any  case  that  came  l>efore  the  Finance  Com- 
ml  tee  where  I  felt  that  It  was  a  request  of  a  special  interest 
mo  -e  strongly  than  I  did  in  this  particular  case.  I  have  great 
res  lect  for  the  gentlemen  who  represent  the  mills  of  Buffalo 
I  l^e  them  all,  and  1  know  them.    But  they  alouf>  are  engaged 
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In  a  business  which  would  benefit  by  the  enactment  of  this 
partlcuhir  amendment  of  the  Senate  committee. 

They  are  im|)orting  more  wheat  for  the  purpase  of  milling  in 
bond  each  year.  I  think  It  is  rather  significant  that  the  first 
great  mills  at  Buffalo  f«r  this  puritose  were  built  along  about 
1914,  allhough  the  clause  had  been  in  the  tariff  acts  as  far 
back  as  the  tariff  of  1897,  and  has  continued  practically  un- 
changed in  each  tariff  act  s'lK^'e  that  time. 

However,  in  1914  wheat  was  put  on  the  free  list  and  these 
mills  began  to  be  built  at  that  period.  Later,  after  the  tariff 
was  put  on  wheat  In  the  act  of  1922.  the  same  bonded-ware- 
house clauses  were  continued,  and  while  It  does  not  appear  in 
the  paragraph  that  wheat  was  the  main  subject  of  that  para- 
grai»h.  and  fieople  are  given  the  right  to  export  without  duty 
other  things  that  are  bought  and  manufactured  in  bonde<l 
warehouses,  the  milling  of  the  wheat  in  bond  then  began  to 
gn>w.  As  the  wheat  duties  levied  by  Congress  continued 
through  the  act  of  1922,  those  same  mills  profited  more  greatly 
In  their  competition  in  the  Cuban  market  because  whatever 
effw-t  the  tariff  on  wheat  may  have  had  when  It  was  put  on  as 
regards  raising  American  prices,  it  added  just  that  much  to 
the  inducement  the  millers  had  under  the  wheat  free  entry 
act  to  establish  the  mills  at  Buffalo.  If,  as  some  one  said,  the 
wheat  tariff  is  only  effective  to  the  extent  of  9  cents  a  bushel, 
that  is  a  9-cent  improvement  over  the  free-wheat  schedule 

Mr.  WA(;NEH.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  SAOKITTT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that  the 
millers  in  bond  were  getting  some  special  favors. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  think  it  is  an  instance  of  special  interests 
being  involved,  and  I  wUl  tell  the  Senator  why  I  think  so.  They 
should  enjoy  exactly  the  same  right  as  any  other  miller  at  any 
other  point  who  mills  American  wheat  and  ships  It  to  anyone. 
Under  the  Senate  committee  amendment  these  mills  enjoy  the 
additional  right  to  buy  Canadian  wheat  at  a  low  price  and  mill 
It  and  send  it  to  Cuba  under  our  preferential  treaty. 

Mr.  WAGNF:R.  The  point  I  had  in  mind,  because  of  the  Sen- 
ator's intimation  of  special  consideration,  was  whether  the 
miller  In  bond,  under  the  law  as  It  now  exists,  is  receiving  no 
consideration  other  than  that  which  is  accorded  to  every  manu- 
facturer In  bond  of  an  imi>ort  which  la  manufactured  for  export 
Mr.  SACKETT.    Yes ;  that  is  true. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  So  that  now  he  is  being  deprived  of  a  privi- 
lege which  every  other  manufacturer  in  bond  enjoys 

Mr.  SACKETT.  That  is  correct.  The  special  interest  now 
runs  jigainst  the  American  farmer.  The  milling-in-bond  busi- 
ness has  l>een  growing  from  year  to  year,  until  in  the  last  year 
It  has  amounted  t/>  25.000.(KX)  bushels  of  Canadian  wheat  brought 
Into  this  country  and  milled  in  bond  and  .shipped  out  to  Cuba. 
That  amount  of  wheat  ought  to  be  produced  by  and  purchased 
from  the  American  farmer. 

Every  witness  that  appeared  in  favor  of  the  Senate  committee 
amendment,  as  disclosed  In  the  record  of  the  testimony  before 
the  committee,  was  the  head  of  one  of  the  great  mills  which 
has  its  operating  base  In  and  around  Buffalo.  There  Is  no 
question  that  the  continuance  of  the  privilege  of  milling  Cana- 
dian wheat  and  shipping  it  under  the  preferential  treaty  with 
Cuba  is  a  great  advantage.  It  is  an  advantage  equal  to  the 
difference  In  the  cost  of  American  wheat,  tariff  protected,  and 
Canadian  wheat. 

In  the  arguments  which  were  presented  before  the  committee 
I  think  they  very  Ingeniously  devised  the  idea  that  the  Cuban 
trade  would  be  satisfied  only  with  the  flour  made  from  the  high- 
protein  wheat  of  Canada.  That  ai-gument,  if  It  were  carried 
through  and  If  it  could  be  substantiated,  would  practically  mean 
that  the  Cuban  trade  woul<i  go  to  Canada  in  any  evwit.  But  we 
know  the  Cuban  people  and  we  know  the  character  of  people 
they  are.  They  are  not  any  greater  in  Intelligence  at  least 
than  the  people  of  this  coimtry.  That  an  educational  cam- 
paign has  gone  on  In  the  island  of  Cuba  to  sue*  an  extent  that 
they  will  eat  only  high-protein  wheat  while  the  people  of  this 
country  are  perfectly  satisfied  to  eat  the  soft  wheat  of  the  South- 
west or  to  get  their  flour  from  wheats  of  less  protein  content 
of  the  Northwest  seems  a  most  extraordinary  fact  and  a  most 
extraordinary  result  ctmsiderlng  the  length  of  time  during 
which  that  educational  ciimpaign  has  gone  on. 

I  have  been  In  Cuba.  I  have  been  out  through  the  country 
and  I  have  seen  the  class  of  people  there.  I  have  seen  them  eat 
their  frljoles  and  I  think  their  diet  is  at  least  as  inconsequential 
to  them  as  is  the  quality  of  diet  to  the  American  people.  I  am 
Inclined  to  believe,  after  hearing  all  of  those  gentlemen  who  own 
the  mills  at  Buffalo,  that  they  are  at  least  drawing  upon  their 
imagination  to  a  very  large  extent  when  they  tell  us  that  the 
people  of  Cuba  have  been  so  educated  that  even  if  the  miliijig-in- 
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bond  prhilege  were  withdrawn  they  would  not  oat  anything  but 
the  high-protein  wheat  of  Canada. 

Under  the  testlmwiy  given,  if  we  were  to  withdraw  this  right 
and  the  Canadian  ml.ls  operating  on  the  Canadian  side  had  to 
compete  with  our  wheat  flour  frtwii  this  i-ountry.  there  Is  no 
vestl^  of  doubt  that,  with  a  differencr  of  the  31)  per  w'nt  In  the 
Cuban  duty  in  favor  of  our  flour,  the  C^madian  mills  would  be 
brought  down  to  the  cost  of  production  ami  ofnii  w<mld  have  to 
gt>  l)elow  cost  of  pro<luctIon  to  «>m|HMe.  Any  Intelligent  nuin 
that  has  ever  seen  the  population  of  Cuba  can  well  understand 
that  It  Is  a  questi«»n  of  priw  and  nw  a  question  of  delicacy  of 
api)etlte  that  dictates  the  kind  of  flour  tliat  Cuba  will  ust'  when 
the  opportunity  is  afforded. 

One  of  the  grejit  difficulties  that  we  have  In  this  country  Is  to 
di.sp(»se  of  our  wheat.  Ererj-  bushel  that  can  be  taken  out  of 
our  export  8un)lu.s  is  that  much  hel|)  to  the  American  farmer 
When  we  are  offei-e<l  this  tariff  hill  primarliy  for  agriculture.  Vk-e 
find  there  is  no  place  in  the  whole  tariff  where  we  can  help 
the  American  farmer  l*»tter  than  this  o|>|M>rtunlty  to  widen  his 
market  for  the  sun>Ius  wheat  which  b  grown  in  this  country. 
If  we  renuM-e  this  privilege,  which  is  a  privilege,  of  enjoying 
that  preference  of  the  Cuban  duty,  then  we  will  add  to  the 
market  which  the  American  wheat  fanner  has.  Uut»ide  of 
favoring  the  interests  which  are  enjoying  this  privilege  at  the 
Buffalo  milh<.  there  Is  no  argumeat  that  can  lie  presented  that 
should  Indme  us  to  extend  this  fireference  of  the  Aujerlcau 
farmer  in  Cuban  trade  to  the  Canadian  farmer  to  the  extent 
of  25.<100.(RM>  bushels  of  wheat  per  annum. 

1  ask  the  Senate  to  consider  that  matter  In  voting  on  the 
amendment  and  to  reject  the  amendment  pro|K>sed  by  the 
Senate  Finance  Comndltee  and  save  the  Cul>an  market  for  the 
American  producer. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  I>re8ldent  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  frt»m  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  SACKETT.     1  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  Senator  made  the  statement  as  I  under- 
.stood  him,  that  If  Cuban  people  could  not  get  the  high  protein 
wheat  they  would  use  the  other  kind  of  wheat 
Mr.  SACKETT.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  knows  that  Cubai  uses  the  poft 
wheat  for  her  biscuits  and  for  her  wholesale  trade  of  every 
name  and  uatura  The  only  wheat  she  uses  of  the  high-protein 
kbid  Is  what  Is  eaten  thea*  In  the  way  of  bread.  They  do  not 
make  any  bread  of  the  soft  wheat.  Does  the  Senator  think 
they  are  going  to  do  It  If  they  can  get  the  same  hard-wheat  flour 
from  Canada  that  they  get  from  the  United  States?  It  may  not 
iH'  a  matter  of  education  such  as  referred  to  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  but  I  know  that  he  will  admit  that  they  will 
not  u.se  it  as  long  as  they  can  get  the  high-i>roteln  wheat  flour ; 
but  they  do  use  It  for  all  other  purposes  in  the  manufacture  of 
food  products  in  Cul>a. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    I  would  not  go  to  that  extent  but  I  will 
say  that  they  will  use  the  high-protein  wheat  when  it  Is  cheaper 
than  the  other  wheat 
Mr.  SMOOT.    But  It  is  not  cheaper. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Well,  whenever  It  is  cheaper.  It  is  a  matter 
of  price  in  Cuba.  If  the  Senator  has  l)een  to  Cuba  and  seen 
the  kind  of  business  they  do  there,  the  kind  of  people  that  live 
there,  the  poverty  that  exists,  he  will  know  that  it  Is  a  matter 
of  cents  and  not  dollars  that  will  appeal  to  their  ar»petlteH. 

Mr,  SMOOT.     Does  the  Senator  claim  that    the  flour  made 
from  low-protein  wheat  that  Cuba  uses,  with  the  except i<m  of 
what  she  uses  upon  the  table  and  for  the  laaking  of  bread, 
costs  more  than  the  hlgh-iM-otein  wheat? 
Mr.  SACKETT.     No. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    It  costs  less,  does  it  not? 
Mr.  SACKETT.     I  have  forgotten  exactly  what  the  testimony 
showed.    We  have  figures  in  the  rec<»rd  giving  the  exact  price. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    But  It  was  less? 
Mr.  SACKETT.     I  thought  it  was  about  the  same. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  it  is  leas  and, 
notwithstanding  that  fact,  they  still  demand  the  high-protein 
wheat  flour  for  the  making  of  bread. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Who  testified  Uiey  demand  It?     It  was  the 
president  of  the  Was! i bum-Crosby  Co.  and  the  presidents  of  the 
other  Minneapolis  mills. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes;  tliey  said  it. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  head  of  the  Export  Millers  Awociatlon 
said  it,  too.  Five  men  of  that  type  have  made  a  very  specious 
argument  here  In  order  to  convince  the  Senator  ot  the  propriety 
of  their  contention. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tliere  Is  no  need  of  saying  who  said  It.  The 
importations  them.selves  show  exactly  the  sltuatloti  and  f«ndl- 
tion.  The  price  of  wheat  tlie  amount  of  the  imimrtation.^  of 
wheat  where  it  comes  from,  and  the  class  of  fl«>Dr  speak  better 
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than  anything  etoe.  I  would  not  care  what  kind  of  flour  they 
xiM\  and  I  do  not  care  where  they  get  it  as  long  as  they  get 
it  fn>m  tlie  United  Btate8.  That  I  wnuld  like  to  bee  done.  But 
I  8iiuply  say  that  there  is  a  claim,  which  is  Justified  by  the 
imiKirtations  and  the  price  of  the  floor  itself  In  Cuba,  that  they 
prefer  the  high-prutein  floor  for  making  bread,  as  was  testified 
by  everyone  who  ap()eart>d  l>efore  the  committee. 

Mr.  CAPI'ER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  If  it  is  not  due  to  the 
fact  that  a  great  part  of  the  time  the  Ituffalo  mills  have  been 
able  to  onderseil  other  American  mills  because  of  the  35  cents 
advantage  which  they  have? 

Mr.  S.MtMKT.  No;  there  is  no  advantage?  in  the  soft-wheat 
floor.  The  Pillsbory  Cx).  hare  mills  in  Oklahoma,  may  1  say 
to  the  Senator  from  that  State  [Mr.  Thomas]?  That  mill  in 
his  own  State,  ownetl  by  the  PIllst)ury  people  who  own  the 
mills  in  BufTalo,  N.  Y.,  never  ship  anv  hard-wheat  floor  to 
Coha. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  rea-'son  why  they  do  not  Is 
becau.«e  th«'y  can  not  ship  as  eocnomically  as  they  can  from 
Boffnlo  on  uocount  of  the  advantage  in  freight  rates  which  the 
PufTiilo  mills  have,  and  so  they  use  the  BofTalo  mills  to  ship 
to  Cohwi. 

Mr.  SM(MVr.  Tliat  Is  a  question ;  but  no  matter  whether  it 
is  hard  wheat  or  soft  wheat,  it  will  apply  just  the  same.  If 
one  has  water  transi^rtatlon  and  the  other  rail  transportation, 
any  change  that  we  may  make  will  make  no  difference  in  that 
regard. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President 

The  PltESIDIN'Q  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yieid. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  As  I  rtnaU  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Pill«*bory 
befon-  the  committee,  he  also  state<l  that  floor  which  was 
mille«1  oot  of  wheat  containing  high  protein  in  the  Oklahoma 
mills  was  of  guch  a  high  quality  that  it  Is  ci>nsumed  d<»niesti- 
cally.  The  reason  why  none  of  it  is  exported  is  becanse  thei-e 
is  such  a  great  demand  for  It  in  this  country. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Pillsbory  said  It  was  domestically  con- 
sumed, hot  I  do  not  remember  that  he  said  it  was  on  account 
of  the  high  protein  quality  of  the  wheat  He  testified  that  they 
boy  the  high-grade  wheat  and  use  it  in  the  mills  owned  by  them 
In  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    AU  that  they  could  secure? 

Mr    SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  FItAZIER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  UUh 
yield  tc  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FICVZIER.  I  woold  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
if  the  higli  grade  high-protein  wheat  of  Canada  that  comes  in 
here  and  is  milled  in  bond  and  shipped  out  does  not  come  in 
direit  competition  with  the  high-protein  wheat  of  the  United 
Statt>sV 

_^  Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  becanse  of  the  very  fact  tliat  we  buy  all 
We^can  get  in  this  coontry.  There  are  only  159,000.000  busl»els 
in  U»e  United  States  for  all  of  the  mills  in  all  sections  of  the 
country. 

Mr  FRAZIER.  That  is  all  very  well,  hot  the  price  is 
different. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  every  mUl  in  the  United  States,  Includ- 
ing thoKe  in  Boffalo  that  have  been  critidied  here,  would  prefer 
to  purchui*  and  use  American  wheat  as  against  wheat  fn>m 
Canada.  They  have  to  pot  It  In  bond  and  thty  liave  to  have  it 
storetl  and  taken  care  of.  There  is  a  certain  expen.se  attached 
to  the  removal  of  It  So  It  would  not  make  a  particle  of  differ- 
ence to  the  miller.  He  had  Just  as  Uef  have  the  same  grade  of 
American  wheat  and.  In  fact  prefers  it  to  the  Canadian  wheat 
There  is  iM>t  any  doobt  ahout  that 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  The  reason  they  use  Canadian  wheat  is 
because  thvy  make  more  money  out  of  it 

Mr.  SMtK>T.     I  doobt  that. 

Mr.  FR.\.ZIER.     What  other  reason  would  they  bare? 

Mr.  SMCH,>r.  They  can  not  get  sufficient  wheat  here;  there 
Is  not  enough  wheat  here  to  meet  the  demand. 

^^^i  ^^^^.  ,  ^^^-  ^«^^P"l-  high-grade  protein  wheat  sold  in 
Oklahoma  Uiis  yejir  for  from  96  and  9«  owits  a  bushel.  It  is  a 
mistake  to  say  that  we  do  not  produi-e  high-protein  wheat  in  the 
Unltetl  States.  Such  wheat  is  produced  in  Oklahoma  and  brings 
■  premiuna  because  it  i«  of  a  high  grade.  That  wheat  has  sold 
th  s  year  in  Oklahoma,  as  I  have  said,  at  firom  96  to  96  cents 
a  hutilieL 


U 


ORD— SENATE 


September  19 


r.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  Is  right;  everybody  admits  that 
theje  are  159.000,000  bushels  of  hard  raised  In  the  United 
Stakes;  there  is  no  doubt  about  that;  the  Senator  is  perfectly 
f^rrwt ;  and  that  wheat  brought  a  i^vmitim  and  ought  to  bring 
a  nremium  and  always  Itas  brought  and  always  will  bring  a 
prehilum. 

*  r.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a  ques- 
tioi  ? 

Ar.  SMOOT.    Certainly. 

1  r.  HOWELL.  Which  is  the  lower-priced  wheat  at  Buffalo, 
Caiadian  liigh-protein  wheat  or  United  States  liigh-proteln 
win  at? 

y  r.  SM<X)T.  I  have  not  the  figures  here,  and  I  am  only 
goiig  to  speak  offhand,  but  my  opinion  would  be  that  the 
Canadian  higli-protein  wheat  of  the  same  identical  grade  as  the 
Ani'rlcan  wheat  would  be  a  little  lower  at  Buffalo  than  the 
Ami'rican  wheat  I  think  that  woold  natorally  be  the  case  on 
acc<  tint  of  freight  rates. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Very  well.  Then,  If  Canadian  wheat  of 
higl -iwotein  content  laid  down  In  Buffalo  is  cheai)er  than  that 
gro\m  In  the  United  States,  and  the  miller  has  the  benefit  of 
our  reciprocity  treaty  with  Cuba,  can  the  Senator  not  see  that 
the  Buffalo  miller  has  a  ^Teat  advantiige  as  compared  with  the 
Aintrioan  miller  using  American  wheat? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  says  "  in  Buffalo,"  but  the  price  of 
high  protein  whejit  in  Oklahoma  is  less  than  it  is  in  Buffalo, 
N.  1 .,  and  the  miller  in  Oklahoma  would  have  the  same  30  per 
cent  preferential  if  he  shipped  his  wheat  into  Cuba.  I  think 
the  rail  rates  upon  the  high-protein  wheat  from  Oklahoma  t<» 
tlie  mills  at  Buffalo.  N.  Y.,  would  be  more  than  the  difference 
betveen  the  price  of  the  Canadian  wheat  and  the  wheat  pro- 
dodd  in  Oklahoma :  but  at  the  mill  in  OkIah(>ma.  of  ctmrse.  the 
Okh  hi.ma  wheat  would  be  cheaper.  In  other  words.  If  Pillsbory 
himself  pordiased  Oklahoma  wheat  for  his  mill  in  Oklahoma, 
he  (ould  manufacture  that  wheat  into  flour  In  Oklahoma  and 
ship  it  to  Cuba.  When  he  did  that  he  would  enjoy  the  30  per 
cent  preferential  just  the  same  as  if  the  wheat  wen>  man uf ac- 
ton-i  into  flour  in  Buffalo,  and  the  Oklahoma  wheat  would  not 
cost  as  much  as  the  high-protein  wheat  of  Canada  which  comes 
across  the  Hue  direct  to  the  Buffalo  mills. 

Mr.  HOWELL  But  by  the  time  It  reaches  Cuba  the  flour 
prutuced  in  Oklahoma  costs  more  than  the  floor  which  is  pro- 
docctl  in  Boffalo. 

M -.  SMOOT.  No;  because  the  flour  which  Is  produced  in 
Oklahoma  has  the  same  30  {)er  cent  preferential  which  is  en- 
joyel  by  Uie  floor  produced  in  Btiffalo,  N.  Y.  Wheat  In  Okla- 
hom  I  of  the  same  cla.ss  tliat  Mr.  Pillsbory  o.^es  sells  for  less  in 
Okla  homa  than  It  does  in  Buffalo. 

M '.  HOWF]LL.  I  am  now  taking  into  con.sideration  the  rail 
rate  from  Oklahoma  to  tidewater,  and  then  the  water  rate  to 
Cubii.  That  is  more  than  the  freight  rate  from  Buffalo  to 
Cubj . 

M  '.  SMOOT.  Yes;  but  it  is  not  more  than  the  freight  rate 
from  Olvlahoma  to  Buffalo  and  then  from  Boffalo  to  Cuba. 

Ml .  HOWELL.  Does  the  Senator  say  that  It  Is  not  more  than 
the  ireight  rate  from  Oklahoma  to  liuffalo? 

Mr.    SMOOT.     Taking   the   freieht    rate   from    Oklahoma    to 
Buffi  ilo,  and  then  adding  the  freight  rate  from  Buffalo  to  Cuba 
that  c-omblned  rate  is  greater  than  the  rate  from  Oklahoma 
direct  to  Cuba. 

Mr,  HOWELL.  The  Senator  admitted  a  short  time  ago  that 
the  Canadian  wheat  is  cheaper  at  Buffalo  than  correwwndine 
Unitrd  States  wheat 

Mi  SMOOT.  I  say  I  think  it  is  a  little  cheaper,  but  that  is 
anotlier  question,  however.  We  are  dI.scos.sing  now  the  corn- 
petit  on  between  the  flour  made  in  Oklahoma  and  the  flour 
made  in  Buffalo.  That  is  wliat  I  thought  the  Senator  was 
talki  >g  about.  A  mill  is  owned  by  Mr.  Pillsbury  in  Oklahoma 
and  le  also  has  a  mill  at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.  He  buys  not  only  the 
high-  )rotein  wheat  from  Canada  but  he  buys  all  of  the  wheat 
that  le  can  from  the  northern  border  States.  That  wheat  has 
to  pa  7  the  charges  of  the  bonded  warehouse  in  Buffalo  What  I 
say  111  that  wheat  produced  along  the  ncnlhern  border,  delivered 
at  B  iffalo,  N.  Y.,  may  cost  a  trifle  less  than  the  wheat  that 
comei  (  from  Canada  to  that  same  place :  but  I  al-«o  say  as  to  the 
compirable  grade  of  wheat  rai.sed  In  Oklahoma— which  is  just 
as  gciixl  a  wheat— that  Mr.  Pillsbury  can  buy  it  at  big  mill  In 
Oklalioma  cheaper  than  he  can  buy  the  wheat  along  the  b<»der 
of  th»  UnittHi  States  and  Canada  and  pay  the  fndght  to  his 
mill  1 1  Buffalo,  N.  Y.    There  Is  no  doubt  about  that  in  my  mind 

ilr,  HOWELL.  Which  floor  ct»sts  Mr.  Pillsbory  the  more 
when  It  reaches  Habana,  Coba— his  Oklahoma  flour  or  his 
Boffa  o  tloor? 

Mr,  8.M«»OT.  I  think  if  he  had  the  mill  capacity  in  Okla- 
homa and  the  same  facilities  for  shipping,  that  the  floor  pro 
duced  in  Oltlahoma  would  be  the  cheaper. 
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Mr.  FRAZTER.  Then  why  does  he  not  ship  the  Oklahoma 
flour? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  WTiy  does  not  Mr.  Pillsbury  increase  his 
capacity  there  and  provide  for  the  requirements  of  Cuba  from 
Oklahoma  rather  than  from  Buffalo? 

Mr.  S.MOOT.  The  freight  rate  from  Oklahoma  is  64  cents  a 
hundred  and  from  Buffalo  It  is  46  cents  a  hundre«l  so  the  wheat 
which  comes  from  Canada  and  is  inillfnl  in  Buffalo  would  have 
an  advantage  of  18  cents  in  the  freight  rate  to  Cuba. 

What  I  say  Is  that  if  Mr.  Pillsbory  wanted  to  export  wheat 
from  Oklahoma  to  Coba  he  woohl  get  the  80  per  cent  preferen- 
tial jost  the  same  as  if  he  shipped  hLs  wheat  from  Buffalo, 
N.  Y. ;  he  would  not  have  to  pay  the  local  freight  rate  to  Buf- 
falo, which  is  more  from  Oklahoma  than  it  is  from  the  northern 
border. 

I  have  wondered  why  he  did  not  use  his  Oklahoma  plant; 
but  what  he  says  is  that  there  is  not  sufficient  wheat  there  to 
do  it,  and  he  has  therefore  to  gather  the  wheat  from  the  north- 
ern border  and  from  Canada.  That  is  why  the  millers  went  to 
Buffalo;  they  abandoned  many  of  their  mills  to  go  tliere  beoau.se 
of  that  fact  and  because  they  could  get  wheat  from  Canada 
cheai>er  than  from  any  other  point. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  As  a  matter  of  fact  they  can  make  mcnre 
money  by  manufacturing  their  flour  at  Buffalo  and  sliiiiplng  it 
fnmi  there  to  Habana,  Cuba,  than  they  can  by  manufacturing  it 
and  shipping  it  from  the  Central  States  to  Cuba. 

Mr.    SMOOT.     Under   present   conditions,    yes;    but   if   they 
could  get  sufficient  wheat  in  the  Central  States  they  could  make 
mt>re  m««iey  by  manufacturing  it  there. 
Mr.  HOWELL.     But  the  wheat  i*  tliere. 
Mr.  S.MOOT.     No;  there  are  only  159,000,000  bushels  raised  in 
all  the  I'nited  States. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Only  159,000,000  bushels;  and  how  many 
bushels  does  the  population  of  Cuba  require? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  the  159,000,000  bushels,  I  call  attrition  to 
the  number  of  barrels  of  flour  shipped  by  milling  ccHnpanies  all 
over  the  world. 

Mr.  HOWEIX.     But  the  Senator  was  saying  the  millers  could 
not  get  enough  American  wheat. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  was  referring  to  hard  wheat 
Mr.   HOWELL.     That  they  could  not  get  enough   American 
high-protein  wheat  in  Oklahoma  and  that  section  of  the  country 
to  supply  the  population  of  Cuba? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  I  did  not  say  that 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Yes;  the  Senator  said  if  they  could  get 
enough  wheat  there  be  thought  they  ought  to  mill  it  there. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  I  meant  sufficient  for  their  entire  business. 
Mr.  HOWELL.  But  we  are  talking  about  Cuba  and  Cuba's 
requirements.  The  Senator  suggested  that  Mr.  Pillsbury  could 
make  flour  In  Oklahoma  and  ship  it  to  Habana,  Cuba,  cheaper 
than  he  could  from  Buffalo,  but  that  there  was  not  enou^i  wheat 
in  Oklahoma  to  8UK>ly  the  demand. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  meant  for  his  entire  business;  and  there  is 
not. 

Mr.  HOWEIX.  I  am  talking  about  Cuba.  It  is  the  Cuban 
flour  demand  that  is  under  discussion. 

Mr.  SM(X>T.     I  am  talking  about  the  whole  business  of  the 
manufacturers.     How  can  we  separate  their  Cuban  business  from 
the  entire  volume  of  their  bo.sines8? 
Mr.  FRAZIER.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President  so  much  high-protein  wheat 
has  l)een  produce<l  in  Oklahoma  and  in  Kansas  that  there  was 
not  sufficient  storage  room  for  it  there,  and  they  had  to  send 
much  of  their  wheat  crop  this  year  to  Minneapolis  and  other 
northern  storage  centra^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  may  be  that  was  true  while  the  wheat  was 
coming  Into  market;  I   do  not  personally  know  whether  that 
was  the  case  or  not ;  but  I  heard  to-day  that  that  was  so  on  the 
Montana  border.     However,  no  one  can  get  around  the  fact  that 
there  are  only  159,000,000  bushela  of  this  character  of  wheat 
rai.sed  in  the  entire  United  States. 
Mr.  FRAZIER.     What  kind  of  wheat  is  that? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    The  high-protein  type  of  wheat 
Mr.  FRAZIER.     That  Is  spring  wheat  the  Senator  is  talking 
about  and  it  is  not  the  kind  of  wheat  which  is  raised  in  either 
Kansas  <»r  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  talking  about  hard  wheat  whether  it  be 
raised  in  the  spring  or  whether  it  be  raised  In  hothouses  or 
whether  it  be  raised  in  the  West  or  whether  it  be  raised  in  the 
North  or  South  or  any  other  section. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  The  Senator  will  find,  If  he  looks  up  the 
figures,  that  the  150.000.000  bushels  do  not  Include  any  wheat 
raised  in  Kansas  or  any  wheat  raised  in  Oklahoma.  The 
159,000,000  bushels  he  is  talking  about  are  raised  In  North 
Dakota,  Montana,  and  Minnesota.     Every  boshel  of  Canadian 


wheat  that  comes  In  here  under  the  milling  Ir  bond  and  under 
the  drawback  provision  comes  In  direct  comijeUtion  wiUi  the 

?k'''VtT'^^?^'''^  '^^'^  *«  ™**«**  *"  ^«  Northern  States  of 
the  United  States.     There  is  no  question  about  that 

The  rea.son  why  the  millers  of  Buffalo  and  the  other  millers 
have  Canadian  wheat  shipjxHi  to  them  in  bond  is  because  thev 
make  more  money  out  of  it  The  high-pr.>teln  wheat  from 
Canada,  of  course,  conies  to  Buffalo  at  a  low  freight  rate  •  and 
so  In  my  secUon  ^-e  can  not  compete  with  it  at  Buffalo'  Of 
coorse,  we  can  compete  with  it  at  Minneapolis  and  Doluth  and 
other  points  In  that  region;  but  we  can  not  compete  with  it  at 
Buffalo  because  of  fwight  rates.  Bot  wht-n  the  Canadian 
wheat  goes  Into  the  mill  It  loties  ita  identity,  ho  that  no  expert 
can  state  whether  the  floor  that  is  shipi)ed  lo  C^oba  is  made 
out  of  Canadian  wheat  or  out  of  winter  wheat  that  comes  fn>m 
Kansjjs  or  some  other  State.  That  is  the  reaKon  why  they  get 
the  Canadian  wheat;  and  that  is  why  the  milhrs  of  Buffalo 
are  so  much  interested  in  this  mllllng-in-bond  provision.  It  is 
only  the  five  big  millers,  with  their  miUs  at  Minneapolis  and  at 
Buffalo,  who  want  the  Senate  committee  provirtion  in  regard  to 
milling  in  bond. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  I  have  to  say,  Mr.  President  is  that  when 
they  ship  wheat  in  from  Canada  in  bond  they  have  to  pay  for 
the  wheat,  and  it  has  got  either  to  be  dumpe>d  somewhere  or 
made  into  flour.  Because  that  wheat  comes  In  here  frei^  they 
can  not  pile  It  up;  they  make  it  into  flour  and  sell  It.  Not 
only  that,  but  at  the  same  time  that  flour  is  condng  In  here 
they  are  buying  hard  wheat  in  all  sections  where  wheat  is 
raised  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  a  qoestion. 

As  I  onderstand,  the  Senator  from  Utah  and  his  committee — 
certainly  the  Repul>lican  members  of  the  c<>nimitt«>e — »ire  In 
favor  of  a  protective  tariff  of  42  cents  a  bushel  on  wheat  Is 
not  that  so? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes  ;  and 

Mr.  McKELLAR     Th«i  let  me  ask  this  question 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Just  let  me  answer  the  qoestion  l)efore  the 
Senator  asks  another  one. 

Mr.  McKELLAR    The  Senator  has  answered  It 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No  ;  let  me  an.swer  the  qoestion. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Ortalnly ;  go  right  ahead.  The  S<»nator 
may  answer  It  as  moch  as  he  likes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  we  are  in  favor  of  a  protective  tariff,  and 
we  are  also  in  favor  of  milling  In  bond  or  manofacturing  in 
bond  where  it  does  not  interfere  with  the  mannfacture  in  the 
United  States,  but  gives  employment  to  people  here  and  extends 
American  business  by  making  goods  in  bond  and  .selling  them  to 
any  part  of  the  world.    We  believe  in  that  too. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  As  I  understand  the  SemUor's  position 
about  thi.s  wheat  matter,  it  Is  this: 

"  We  tirml>'  believe  in  a  protective  tariff  of  42  cents  a  bus»»el 
on  wheat  except  that  there  are  flve  distinguished  millers  who 
have  a  peculiar  relationship  tothe  Cuban  flour  trade;  and  as  to 
these  flve  millers  we  do  not  want  a  protective  tjiriff  on  wheat 
to  applj'.  We  want  to  make  an  exception  of  them.  We  want 
to  give  them  under  the  law  a  gift  or  gratuity.  We  have  selected 
these  flve  millers  because  they  have  been  unusually  soccessfol. 
because  they  have  enjoyed  peculiar  governmental  benefits  that 
we  have  given  them  heretofore.  Therefore  we  are  going  to  give 
these  five  millers  a  specific  gratuity  or  subsidy." 

It  seems  to  me  that  is  all  It  amounts  to. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  McKELI^R    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  WAGNER  I  Just  want  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question 
of  governmental  policy. 

Mr.  McKELLAR    Surely. 

Mr.  WAGNER  Wh«i  the  Senator  spoke  I  learned  for  the 
first  time  that  a  protective  tariff  was  to  protect  a  manufacturer 
who  exi>orts.  I  had  always  understood  tliat  a  protective  tariff 
was  to  protect  the  manufactnrer  In  the  domestic  market  So 
how  can  that  have  any  application  to  goods  manofactured  for 
export? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  should  Uke  to  answer  the  Sen- 
ator's question. 

The  policy  t)f  manufacturing  in  bond  was  flrst  introdiiced 
into  American  business  life  in  1894 ;  and  this  is  the  flrt>t  time  I 
have  ever  heard  it  attacked  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate — the 
flret  time.    The  Democratic  bill  of  1913  had  the  same  provirion. 

Mr  McKELLAR    It  was  wrong,  then. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No;  it  was  not  wnfog.    It  was  right 

Mr.  MoKELLAR  I  say  that  it  Ut  not  right ;  it  is  not  a  pn*per 
thing  to  do  to  pass  one  law  that  applies  to  all  of  the  people 
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and  then  make  an  excepUon  in  that  Tery  law  so  as  to  give  five 
conceruit  in  this  country  a  ^ratnity. 

Mr.  HAIIKLEY.  Mr.  Prwldent,  the  effect  of  this  proposal  is 
to  make  an  exception  of  wheat  when  the  same  rule  applit^  to 
erery  other  raw  product  that  is  brou^t  Into  the  United  States 
and  manufactured  under  bond. 

Mr  SMOOT.     It  is  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  I»reBldent,  I  desire  to  address  an  Inquiry 
or  two  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee  for  information. 

I'pon  what  basis  is  tiie  protein  coutMit  of  wheat  determined — 
l^  weight  or  by  dry  measure? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  only  way  in  which  the  protdn  content  of 
wheat  can  be  ascertained  is  by  an  analysis. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  understand:  they  get  a  certain  percentage 
of  protein ;  but  is  that  percentage  by  wel^t,  or  is  it  by  dry 
mea.sure  per  bushel? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  the  percentage  (»f  a  bushel  of  wheat. 

Mr.  BLAINB.    Of  a  certain  number  of  pounds? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  90  pounds;  and  the  percentage  of  protein 
in  that  tmshel  demonstrates  the  strength,  the  amount  of  protein, 
and,  to  a  grvat  extent,  the  value  of  tiie  wheat. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Then  tite  percentage  of  protein  is  determined 
by  an  anaiysts  of  a  bushel  of  wheat  mea.<nired  by  dry  measure, 
not  by  weight? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is  weighed,  of  course.    Tou  could  not  have 
a  perc-entage  without  considering  the  weight. 
-^  Mr.   BLAIXE.     I  luiow ;  l)ut  every  bu.sh<*l  of  wheat  by  dry 
measurs  does  not  weigh  the  same  as  every  other  bushel. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is  60  p<»unds  or  it  is  not  a  bushel 

It  must  l)e  00  pounds  by  weight  to  constitute 


Mr.  BLAINE 
a  buHiteL 
Mr.  SMOOT. 
Mr.  BLAINE 


Certainly. 

But  I  am  asking  if  that  bushel  measure  Is  the 

bas^s  of  determining  the  protein  content,  or  is  it  the  weight 
measure? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  the  weight  measure, 
Mr.   BI..AINE.    Then,  Mr.  President,  let  me  suggest  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah  that  the  protein  content  of  wheat  may  be 
determine*!,    if  by   weight,   after  the  process  of  ripening  has 
been  gi>ne  through.     In  other  words,  wheat,  when  it  goes  Into 
the  hands  of  the  miller,  is  not  milled  In  Its  natural  state.    That 
wheat  is  rlpeiied  by  a  certain  prot-ess;  and  If  the  protein  con- 
tent  Is  determined   after  that  pnj»ess  has  been  completed   it 
does  not  make  any  difference  what  the  hard  wheat  may  be.    It 
may  b*»  hard  red  winter  wheat,  or  It  may  be  hard  red  spring 
wheat ;  antl.  that  b^ng  true,  the  production  of  that  quality  of 
wheat  is  far  in  excess  of  159,000.000  bushels  per  year.    That 
is  after  the  artifkial-rlpenlng  process  has  been  applied  by  the 
milUa:^ 
.— --T  have  IK)  doubt  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  knows  how  that 
artindal  process  Is  apT^ied  in  modem  times.    1  have  no  doubt  he 
knows  that  In  the  earlier  days  that  ripening  process  was  done  by 
means  of  a  chemical.    Blondes  sometimes  are  produced  by  the 
use  of  that  chemical,  and  that  is  the  way  In  which  wheat  was 
ripened.    To-<Iay,  under  the  modem  system  of  ripening  wheat, 
they   use  the  electrolysis  process;   and  when  that  process  is 
completed  you  have  a  high-protein  wheat,  depending  upon  the 
extent  to  which  the  electrolysis  process  has  been  applied  toward 
the  ripening  of  the  wheat    Applying  that  process  of  ripening, 
the  production  In  America  of  hard  wheat  such  as  the  Cubans 
may  use.  I  assume,  constitutes  nearly  70  per  cent  of  the  entire 
wheat  pro«lu«tion  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  contend 
that  by  applying  an  electrical  process  to  wheat  there  can  be 
injei'ted  into  it  a  greater  percentage  of  protein? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  No;  but  the  weight  of  the  cubical  contents 
of  the  wheat  Is  reduced,  and  thereby  the  percentage  of  protein 
is  increased.    There  is  no  doubt  about  that 

Mr.  BAItKLEY.  In  other  wonls.  the  grain  Is  dried  up.  so 
that  more  grain  can  b«  gotten  into  a  busliel,  and  therefore  more 
protein? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  that  process  is  never  resorte^l 
to  as  long  as  the  wlieat  is  owned  by  a  purchaser  outside  of  the 
miller  himself. 
Mr.  BLAINE.  No;  It  is  the  miller  who  does  It 
Mr.  SMCKXr.  But  the  percentage  of  protein  is  upon  the 
weight  of  the  wheat  when  the  miller  buys  it,  not  when  it  is 
treete«l  by  the  miller. 

Mr.  BLAINR  But  after  the  wheat  goes  into  the  hands  of 
the  miller  it  becomes  an  entirely  different  grade  after  the  ripen- 
ing process  has  been  an^lied  than  it  was  when  It  w«nt  into  his 
bauds. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  And  as  the  wheat  that  comes  from  the  farmer 
is  a  different  grade,  so  are  they  different  grades  after  they 
have  been  treated.  The  treatmrat  does  not  bring  them  up  «ie 
grade  at  all — not  ia  the  least 
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dr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President  my  Information  is  that  a  large 
po-tion  of  the  low-protein  wheat  as  it  conies  from  the  threshing 
mj  chine  Is  developed  into  a  high-protein  grade  through  the 
ar  ihcial  process  of  ripening,  determined  by  weight  rather  than 
by  cubical  contents,  and  the  wheat  therefore  loses  the  identity 
of  Its  former  grade  when  it  enters  the  milling  process. 

dr.  SMOOT.  What  we  are  dealing  with  are  the  primary 
mi  rkets. 

dr.  BLAINE.  Now,  let  me  say  that  the  millers  filed  a  brief, 
as  I  very  clearly  remember,  during  the  cousideration  of  a 
m<  dlficatlun  of  the  law  of  my  State,  contending  that  they  .should 
no  be  prohibited  from  using  this  artificial  process  of  ripening, 
an!  that  they  developed  a  higher  grade  of  flour,  such  as  is  the 
pnduct  of  a  high-f)rotein-content  wheat;  and  they  argued 
exactly  as  I  am  contending  now,  that  any  grade  of  wheat  has 
loat  Its  former  Identity  when  they  have  finished  the  artificial 
pr««-ess  of  ripening,  and  that  wheat  after  that  artificial  pn^-ess 
of  ripening,  becomes  the  high-protein  wheat  which  goes  Into 
flo  ir  to  which  the  Senator  from  Utah  ha.s  referre«l  as  being 
ex]  >orted  to  Cuba.  So,  when  those  facts  are  taken  into  con- 
sld?ratiOD,  the  high-protein  wheat  of  this  Nation  Is  enormously 
increa.sed,  and,  in  mj:  opinion,  includes  the  two  grades  or  the 
two  designations  as  hard  red  .spring  wheat  and  hard  red  winter 
wh  ?at,  which  constitute  almost  70  per  cent  of  the  production  of 
the  United  States. 

If  that  is  tme  then,  we  find  from  the  report  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  that  wheat  »)ased  on  VM/i,  per  cent  of  moisture — 
that  is.  by  weight— ranging  from  11  to  13  per  cent  protein  is 
32  per  cent  of  the  crop  iu  Canada ;  and  from  samples  taken  in 
th€  Minneapolis  market  of  the  same  wheat,  having  a  protein 
cor  tent  of  12  to  1.3  per  cent,  the  American  production  of  that 
whfat  having  that  percentage  of  protein  is  52  per  cent. 

llr.  SMOOT.  That  Is  all  spring  wheat,  though,  Mr.  Presi- 
de! t 

]Ir.  BI^.AIN'E.    I  am  not  so  informed  as  to  quality. 

llr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  will  find  that  both  the  paragraphs 
heie  are  on  spring  wheat--5,()00  samples  of  grades  Noe.  1,  2, 
an<  8  of  the  1928  crop  of  Canadian  spring  wheat.  All  of  it  Is 
spr  ing  wheat. 

Mr.  BI.^\INE.    I  am  not  Informed  to  that  effect  as  to  quality. 

}  Ir.  SMOOT.  That  is  what  the  Tariff  Commission  says  In  the 
report. 

a  [r.  BLAINE.  Yes ;  but,  as  affecting  the  quality  of  the  wheat 
apily  that  same  yardstick  to  hard  winter  wheat— I  assume  It 
car  be  applied— and  you  will  have  the  same  relative  production 
of  lard  wheat  In  America  as  compared  wltli  the  production  of 
the  same  wheat  in  Canada. 

The  Senator  is  thinking  In  temis  of  the  grades  as  they  are  de- 
termined at  the  warehou.se  when  delivered  by  the  farmer.  I 
am  thinking  in  terms  of  wheat  as  It  is  prepared  for  the  mill 
thrmgh  the  process  of  artificial  rijiening.  and  there  Is  a  great 
dlslinction  between  the  two  types  of  wheat.  It  has  been  argued 
tha  this  artificial  process  of  ripening  should  be  permitted,  the 
ele(Lroly8is  process,  and  It  did  convert  the  legislature  of  my 
Sta  :e  and  I  think  It  convinced  me  as  exerufive  of  my  State. 
I  antend  that  the  wheat  as  it  goes  into  the  hopper  of  the  Ameri- 
can mill  Is  not  the  grade  of  wheat  that  went  into  the  warehouses 
and  storage  houses  from  the  farm  and  that  the  protein  content 
of  the  miller's  wheat  is  determined  by  the  extent  to  which  the 
artiaclal  ripening  proce<w  is  appHe<l.  Therefore,  through  that 
artiBcial  process  of  aging  or  ripening,  there  have  l>een  devel- 
oper many  additional  bushels  of  wheat  of  high-protein  content, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  two  classes  specified  by  the  Tariff 
Commission  as  hard  red  spring  wheat  imd  hard  red  winter 
wh«  at  in  protein  content  are  klentically  the  same  for  milling 
purwses  after  the  artificial  process  of  aging  or  ripening  has 
be«  I  applied. 

I  do  not  know  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  contradicts  that 
statement;  I  do  not  believe  he  can  successfully  contradict  it 
That  being  the  condition,  then  we  have  a  high-protein  wheat 
the  amount  of  which  iH-oduced  In  the  United  States  Is  almost 
70  I  er  cent  of  the  entire  domestic  consumption 

T  le  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
ame  admen  t 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
qno^m. 

WAGNER.     WIU  not   the  Senator  withhold   that  for  a 
monient? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  wlthh(Hd  the  suggestion  for  a  moment 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from  Kansas 
Au-HN]  was  compelled  to  leave  the  city  a  few  days  ago 


[Mr 


Wh<n  leaving  he  advised  me  that  he  would  be  back  W^^lnes- 
day.  he  thought    It  develops  now  that  he  can  not  be  here  until 
to-mMTow  OKtming. 
M^.  CAPPER.    He  will  be  here  to-morrow  morning 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  He  wants  to  speak  upon  this  que8ti<ni  He  la 
vitally  interested  in  It.  I  understood  also  that  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  WAomB]  would  like  to  epeak  to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  did  not  want  to  Inconvenience  the  Senate 
or  disarrange  the  program,  but  I  wanted  to  look  up  some  figures 
which  have  been  j^-esented  to-day  which  I  am  very  conAdent 
are  not  accurate.    I  wanted  overnight  to  look  them  up. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  would  Mke  to  give  notice  that  from  now  on 
we  shall  take  up  the  amendments  passed  over  in  the  order  in 
which  they  are  reached.  I  think  the  time  has  come  when  we 
ought  to  imfist  upon  that  course.  But  I  do  want  to  comply  with 
the  request  of  the  Sraator  from  Kansas,  because  he  was  really 
called  away. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator,  If 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  will  permit  me.  why  can  we  not 
agree  to  vote  on  this  matter  at  not  later  than  2.30  o'clock 
to-morrow  V  That  would  give  these  gentlemen  ample  time  to 
talk  on  the  amendment 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    What  are  we  to  do  in  the  meantime? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  A  number  of  amendments  have  been  passed 
over. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Let  us  say  at  not  later  than  2.30  to-morrow. 
If  such  an  agreement  is  made  and  the  Senators  who  have 
annonnoed  that  they  want  to  speak  get  through  with  their 
si>eeches.  we  can  vote  on  the  amendment  before  2.30. 

Mr.  FltAZIER  rope. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Evidently  there  Is  going  to  be  objection,  be- 
cause the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  FsAznoi]  desires 
to  speak.    Can  the  Senator  {H-oceed  now? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  would  rather  not  go  on  this  evening.  I 
have  some  material  In  my  ofBce  on  this  matter,  and  I  would 
like  to  look  it  over  before  I  attempt  to  answer  some  of  the 
questions  which  have  been  raised  to-day. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Will  the  Senator  be  willing  to  agree  that  a 
Tote  be  taken  at  not  later  than  2  o'clock  to-morrow? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  think  that  is  rather  a  short  time.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  WaowhiI,  the  Senator  from  Kan- 
sas [Mr.  Aixiwj,  and  two  or  three  others  will  want  to  speak 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  time  proposed  would  give  two  hours  and 
a  half. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Let  the  amendment  go  over. 
Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  was  going  to  suggest  that  what  I  have  to 
say  will  not  take  very  long. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
withdraw  his  suggestion  of  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  McKEIJLulR.  I  do,  Mr.  President  As  I  understand  It 
this  matter  will  go  over  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  I  feel  morally  obliged  to  grant  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Kansas. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
will  be  pe.sfied  over  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Now  let  us  proceed  with  the  next  amendment 
pa88e<l  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  report  the  next 
amendment  passed  over. 

The  Chid-  Cijerk.  On  page  367.  the  committee  proposes  to 
strike  out  lines  11  to  18,  Inclusive,  and  to  insert : 
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Oddl« 

Ovennaa 

Pstteraoo 

PhlpiM 

Pine 

Plttmaa 

aanadeO 


Rwd 

BottlaMO.  Ark. 

8«ck«tt 

Sbeppard 

ShortrWc* 

StmiKMis 

Smoot 

Bterk 


Steiwcf 
ftwrnnaoB 
Tbomaa,  Idah* 
TbomaK,Okla. 
Tewawnd 
VuKlcabcrg 
Wacaer 
raFeott 


WaM.Maaa. 
Walsh.  MonL 

WajTBB 

Watermaa 
WataoQ 


Waleott 

rJi',^^^^^F^  J  deaire  to  announce  that  my  colleagM 
^  ^"^^aa^^  ^  detained  from  the  Senate  by  Utoesa.  ^^ 
The  VICE  PRESIDKOT.     Seventy^ven   Senltors  have  ^ 
sw«:ed  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  on  page  S«7  of  the  NU  apnwrs 
the  next  amendment.  In  paragraph  1  of  secUon  3116.  There  was 
a  request  that  the  amendment  go  over  until  to-day.  and  I  think 
we  can  proceed  with  It  at  this  tline.  "'^— '•  ~«  *  "*"« 

^  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  cter*  will  state  the  amend- 

The  Chut  Clok.  On  page  367  the  committee  imposes  to 
strike  out  lines  11  to  18,  inclusive,  as  follows :  »"»«**  ^ 

(1)  That  sQcfa  eqolpinent  or  parts  therw>f  or  i«palr  parts  or  matvriali 
were  parebaaMl,  or  that  raeh  expenaei  of  rPfMdrs  w«r»  iDctirrMl,  In  a 
foreign  coSntry,  In  order  to  malaUtn  racfa  vMael  in  a  aeawortby  con- 
dition, or  to  repair  dama««B  nffered  or  to  replace  eqalpiBeat  damaae^ 
or  worn  oat  during  the  vojrajre,  or  to  malnUtn  sucta  vcsel  In  a  Mnltarr 
and  proper  ooadttloa  for  the  carrlac*  of  au«»  or  pmmeaatn ;  or. 

And  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof: 

(1)  That  rach  TOMe),  while  in  the  tecnlar  coarM  of  her  Toyace.  was 
compelled,  by  etrew  of  weather  or  other  eanialty,  to  pat  into  such 
foralcn  port  and  pvrchaae  each  eqatpnents.  or  make  neb  repair*,  to 
•ecure  the  aafeCy  of  the  veMel  to  enable  her  to  reach  tor  port  of 
destination;  or. 


(1)  That  socfa  vemel,  while  In  the  regular  course  of  her  voyage, 
was  compelled,  by  strew  of  weather  or  other  casualty,  to  put  hito  saeh 
foreign  port  and  purchase  micfa  equipmenta,  or  make  such  repair*,  to 
secure  the  aafety  -i  the  vessel  to  enable  ber  to  reach  her  port  of  desU- 
nation  ;  or. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  WiU  not  the  Senator  from  Utah  explain 
the  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum,  because  I  promised  two  Senators  that  If  this  were 
taken  up  this  afternoon,  I  would  call  for  a  quonmi 

The  VIf!B  PRESIDENT.     The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll 

The  Chief  CTerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answ»Ted  to  their  names: 


Ashurst 

Ilarkley 

Biugbaui 

Plack 

Blalue 

Bl»^se 

Bomb 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brotissard 

Capp.T 

ConuaUy 


Courens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Deneon 

Dill 

Rdge 

Vewi 

Fletcher 

F  rosier 

George 

Glllett 

Olaaa 


Glenn 

Goff 

Goldsbo  rough 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Hatfleld 

Hayden 

BeBin 


Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Keyea 

King 

I A  Kollett* 

McKf^Uar 

McMaster 

McNary 

Moses 

Norrto 


.   ^L  r«.*?^?^^;    ^^   President  I  like  the  provision  placed 
in  the  bill  by  the  House. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  want  to  give 
the  latitude  there  granted  to  all  ships  going  into  a  foreign  port 
and  making  nearly  all  of  their  repairs  there?  • 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    It  do^  not  say  all  at  them. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Bnt  under  the  House  provision  there  Is  no 
question  but  what  they  could  put  in  new  boilers  and  datm  It 
was  simply  a  repair  to  the  ship  and  was  necessary.  It  is  so 
much  broader  than  the  present  law  that  the  committee  felt  It 
should  be  mr>difled. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President  wfll  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  think  the  amendment  is  afl  right  Under 
the  House  provision  a  ship  could  be  deliberately  Uken  to  a 
foreign  port  fbr  the  purpose  of  repair.  That  never  was  in- 
tended, I  brieve. 

Mr,  SMOOT.    It  never  was. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  it  ou^t  not  to  be  allowed.  I  Uiink  the 
amendment  is  a  good  one  and  ought  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President  If  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  has  finished,  I  desire  the  floor  because  I  want  to  be 
heard  with  reference  to  the  amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Florida  is  recog- 
nized. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  have  some  views  about  it  that  are 
altogether  dlfTerent  frwn  those  entertained  by  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  If  he  desires,  but  I  thought  he  had  concluded. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  apologise  to  the  Senator  from  Florida  if 
I  took  him  off  the  floor. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator,  but 
before  the  matter  Is  voted  on  I  desire  to  present  my  views  to 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  have  concluded,  and  I  thank  the  Senator 
Mr,  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President  of  course  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina,  when  he  assumes  that  the  law  might  be  abused 
and  advantage  might  be  taken  <^  it  so  as  to  have  a  great  deal  of 
work  done  in  foreign  countries  that  was  not  contemplated  by 
the  law,  presents  an  assumption  to  which  there  is  no  answer. 
But  the  Treasury  Department  could  check  up  on  such  a  situa- 
tion and  would  check  it  up.  We  must  examine  the  actual  pro- 
vision  of  the  bill,  which  is: 

That  soch  equipment  or  parts  thereof  or  repair  parts  or  matertala 
were  purchased,  or  that  such  expenses  of  repairs  were  incurred.  Ui  a 
foreign  country — 

What  for,  now? — 

ia  order  to  maintain  such  vessel  In  a  seaworthy  eonditioa. 


re    • 


If 
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That  is  th«  thin;;  that  moat  be  determined.    Those  thlnsai  ma: 
not  be  done  except  for  that  purpose,  and  the  law  says  m.    1 
doii<>  fur  that  par|>ose  they  are  relieved  of  the  tax — for  wha 
purpose?     **  Id  ordtT  to  maintain  such  vessel  in  a  seawortht 
c«»rMlltion."    In  other  wordi,  if  a  ship  flying  the  United  Statei 
fla>:  «(M's  Into  a   forHjai  port  in  a  <-o!idltlon  that   la  not  sea] 
worthy  by  reason  of  wear  and  tear  or  accident,  or  aoinoUiina 
that  has  happened  in  tlie  course  of  the  voyage,  she  must  be  per* 
mitted  to  be  put  In  a  p«^>per  condition. 

Why  should  not  such  a  vesecl  be  n'palred  In  a  foreign  por 
without  payment  of  the  50  p^-r  cent  tax  to  the  Government  o 
the  United  States?  It  Is  a  hardship  on  the  vessel  to  exact  tha 
tax  Id  such  caaea,  but  the  ship  can  not  be  rcp-alred  in  a  foreigi 
port  without  paying  a  50  per  cent  tax  to  the  Government  of  thr 
t'nltetl  States  for  tliat  privilege.  What  for?  To  lieep  her  **  ir 
a  seaworthy  condition  or  to  repair  <lamages  suffered,  or  t< 
repla<"e  equipment  damag(>d  or  worn  out  during  the  voyage." 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Now  wlU  the  Senator  read  further? 

Mr.  KLETCHEU      Certainly. 

Or  to  nuliitain  such  vrascl  la  •  Military  And  proper  coodltion  for  th* 
earrtafp  of  cargo  or  paMenfrTi. 

Mr.  HMOUT.  Who  la  going  to  decide  what  la  a  "in-opei 
ooiMlitiuu"? 

Mr  VLKTCUZH.  The  ablpmaster.  Then  If  the  Treasnrj  De 
partmeiit  tntllerem  he  is  imposing  uikju  the  Treasury,  that  he  ii 
trying  to  es<'ape  the  tax.  iNiriMwely  avoiding  the  law,  they  hav< 
a  right  tn  examine  into  the  matter,  and  they  wouM  do  so.  Bui 
why  Kbouid  n<»t  a  ship  currying  imnsengers  and  cargo  be  per 
mitted  tn  a  foreign  port  to  be  placed  in  a  seaworthy  condition 
in  a  sanitary  condltitm,  so  as  to  maice  It  safe  for  the  carryini 
of  passengers  and  frvight? 

Mr.  8MUOT.    That  hi  what  the  committee  amendment  allows 

Mr.  n^ETTTIER.  That  is  what  the  House  provisiwi  calli 
for  exactly.  I  think  the  whole  provision  really  was  wrong  t< 
require  ships  of  the  United  States  to  pay  a  tax  of  50  per  cen 
oa  all  repairs  made  in  foreign  yards.  It  ought  never  to  hav< 
been  done.  It  was  done  to  protect  the  shU>yard8  of  the  Unitet 
States.  I  want  to  see  the  slxlpyards  of  the  United  States  ge 
all  the  work  they  are  entitled  toi,  but  I  do  not  want  to  se* 
American  shipping  uselessly  bandlca];^)ed  and  American  shlp< 
suffer  a  50  per  cent  tax  on  repairs  that  they  must  necessarily 
--make  in  a  foreign  port  In  order  that  they  may  be  put  in  a 
sanitary  condition  and  be  made  seaworthy.  But  what  is  the 
O^mmittee  on  Finance  proposing?  They  propose  to  strike  ai: 
that  oQt  and  Insert  the  following: 

That  such  Tessel,  while  In  the  re^lar  course  of  her  TOjrsge,  was  com 
ptUl«d,  by  stress  of  weather  or  other  canuUtj,  to  put  into  socb  foreign 
port. 

She  must  be  compelled  by  stress  of  weather  or  other  casualty 
to  put  into  a  foreign  port  before  she  can  be  repaired  In  the  for- 
eign port,  not  in  the  regular  course  of  business  at  all,  not  In 
voyages  between  porta  that  are  ordinarily  those  from  which  she 
depart*  and  to  which  she  travels,  but  she  must  be  driven  by 
stress  of  weather  or  some  casualty  into  a  foreign  port  before 
ahe  can  esoaite  this  tax.    It  is  a  perfectly  absurd  propositl<Mi. 

That  such  ressel,  while  In  the  refular  coarse  of  her  voyage,  was  com 
pelle<1,  by  sttrss  at  weather  or  other  casualty,  to  pot  Into  soch  foreign 
port  and  pnrchaao  such  equipments,  or  make  such  repairs,  to  secure  the 
safety  of  the  rrasel — 

Now  we  come  to  the  gist  of  It — 

to  enable  her  to  reach  her  port  of  destliiatloB. 

In  otiier  words,  all  that  she  can  do,  if  she  Is  driven  by  stress 
of  storm  or  accident  or  casualty  of  some  kind  Into  a  foreign  port 
Is  to  have  such  repairs  made  as  will  enable  her  to  reach  her 
destination,  so  she  can  come  limping  back  to  the  United  States, 
pntchetl  up  in  s<>me  m»rt  of  way,  and  theji  she  will  escai)e  the 
tax.  and  that  only  In  case  of  repairs  brou^it  on  by  stress  of 
weather  or  ca.snalty  of  some  kind. 

Why.  no  ship  would  escape  the  50  per  cent  tax  under  that 
provision  unless  it  might  be  the  result  of  some  accident  or 
casualty  that  mijrht  have  happened  to  her.  She  can  not  even 
^•cnpe  the  tax  If  the  repairs  are  neces.sary  In  order  that  she 
may  be  made  seaworthy.  Crippled  though  she  may  be.  some 
parts  worn  ont,  she  may  not  buy  the  equipment  and  she  may  not 
put  herself  in  a  sanitary  condition  or  in  a  condition  to  be  safe 
for  the  carriage  of  par«engers  and  cargo  without  paying  a  60 
per  cent  tax  to  the  Pk-deral  Ooveniinent — 50  per  cent  of  the  cost 
of  patting  her  in  that  c«>itditlou.  She  can  only  escape  it  when, 
by  reason  of  stress  of  sti>rw  or  casualty  of  some  kind,  she  is 
driven  into  a  foreign  p<»rt.  and  then  only  to  the  extent  that  she 
may  be  patched  up  in  order  that  she  may  get  hcMne  agaio  some 


time  or  other  in  some  way  or  other.    That  is  the  effect  of  the 
Senate  committee's  pnivisioa. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  committee  amendment  ought  to 
be  voted  down.  The  IIou.se  provision  Is  a  fair,  reasonable,  and 
Just  provision,  fair  to  American  shipping  and  fair  to  American 
shipyards  and  fair  to  everybody.  It  is  not  such  an  Imposition 
on  American  shipping  as  would  be  occasioned  if  we  .should 
adopt  the  pn)pose<l  committee  amendment.  There  Is  no  escai»e 
provided  there  from  having  to  p<»y  that  tax  except  In  case  of 
stress  of  storm  or  damage  of  some  kind  where  the  ship  Is 
merely  put  In  a  i-ondltlon  so  she  can  come  limping  home. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
ylehl  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Florida  a 
question  If  I  may. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  In  other  wortts,  as  I  understand  the  Sena- 
tor, according  to  the  House  provision  if  some  portion  of  the 
ship  on  the  rojage  over  wears  out  or  a  defect  Is  disclosed 
that  could  not  l»y  reasonable  Inspection  have  been  disclosed 
prior  to  the  sjilling  of  the  ship  from  the  home  port,  that  repair 
nuiy  be  made  in  a  foreign  port  without  paying  the  60  per  cetit 
tax? 
Mr.  FLETCHER,    Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  under  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
nient,  no  such  circumstances  could  exist.  The  only  reptiirs 
that  could  be  exempted  from  i«yment  of  a  SO  per  cent  tax  are 
repairs  made  necviwary  by  reason  of  stress  of  storm  or  weiither. 
In  other  words,  if  the  ship  I.h  In  a  storm  and  has  a  shaft  broken 
she  may  repair  that ;  but  she  can  not  repair  any  ordinary  wear 
and  tear  of  machinery  or  appliances  that  could  not  have  been 
reasonably  discovered  prior  to  the  sailing  of  the  vessel,  but  in 
that  event  under  the  committee  amendment  the  50  per  cent  tax 
must  be  paid? 
Mr.  FLETCHER.  That  is  exacUy  what  it  means. 
Mr.  SMOOT  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the 
Senator  from  Utah  a  question  for  information? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  ROKINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  have  some  sympathy  with 
the  committee  amendment,  but  this  thought  occurred  to  me  while 
the  Senator  from  Florida  was  discussing  the  que<tion.  Is  there 
any  danger  in  the  amendment  in  the  particular  I  am  about  to 
state?  Would  any  master  of  a  vessel.  In  order  to  avoid  the 
payment  of  a  very  heavy  tax  imjKJsed  in  such  cases  as  those 
referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  and  the  Senator  from 
Florida,  neglect  repairs  that  were  necessary  and  postpone  the 
making  of  them  until  entry  into  an  American  port,  and  thereby 
endanger  life  or  cargo? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  answer  to  the  Senator  I  will  say  that  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  disagreed  to  paragraph  1  as  incor- 
pMnted  in  the  bill  by  the  House  and  put  In  the  present  provision 
of  law  exactly  as  it  exLsts  to-day.  They  also  have  agreed  to 
I>aragraph  2,  which  tlie  House  put  in  the  bill  but  which  is  not 
In  the  existing  law  to-day. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator  has  not  answered 
my  question.     I  do  not  know  whether  he  cares  to  do  it  or  not 

Mr.  SMOOT,  Yes;  I  am  going  to  answer  the  Senator's  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  It  occurred  to  me  that  since 
the  tax  is  a  very  heavy  one,  those  operating  a  ship  might  be 
prompted  to  postpone  repairs  that  were  badly  needed  and  thus 
endanger  lives  or  cargoes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  there  over  has  been  such  a  case  as  that  it 
has  never  come  to  tlie  attention  of  the  committee.  Such  a  case 
has  never  been  reported  to  the  committee  either  In  the  lienrings 
on  the  bill  In  1922  or  In  the  hearings  in  1929  on  the  bill  which 
is  now  before  us.  Such  a  case  has  never  been  reported  by  a 
shipowner  or  a  ship  operator  In  the  United  States. 

I^  us  take  the  House  provision,  beginning  in  line  17,  and 
see  what  has  been  added.    The  House  provision  reads : 

To  maintain  such  vessel  In  a  sanitary  and  proper  condition  for  the 
carriage  of  cargo  or  passengers. 

In  other  word.*?,  under  that  provision  tliey  could  go  to  work 
and  redecorate  the  whole  ship.  They  could  buy  anything  they 
wanted  to  in  a  foreign  country.  Under  the  "sanitary  condi- 
tion "  provision  they  could  have  it  painted  from  one  end  to  the 
other,  inside  and  cut,  to  put  it  In  a  sanitary  condition.  In  other 
words,  under  such  a  provision  the  thing  is  left  wide  open.    We 
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did  not  object  to  the  other  amendment  made  by  the  House,  as 
follows : 

Thai  mich  equipments  or  parts  thereof  or  repair  parts  or  materials 
were  manufactured  or  produced  in  the  United  States,  and  the  labor 
necessary  to  install  such  eguipment^  or  to  make  such  repairs  was'  per- 
forme<l  by  rewldonfs  of  the  United  States,  or  by  members  of  the  regular 
crew  of  such  vesseL 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Of  course. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  of  cotir.se.  In  the  past  ships  have  carried 
repair  parts  in  order  that  tliey  might  take  care  of  any  accidents 
that  might  happen  on  a  voyage.  There  was  a  question  about 
that  In  the  past,  so  the  House  ja-ovided  i>aragraph  2  to  take  care 
of  the  situation,  and  the  Senate  committee  agreed  to  it.  That 
is  the  only  change  we  have  made  In  existing  law,  and  there  has 
been  no  trouble  whatever  about  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  WAI«SH  of  Montana.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Senate 
committee  amendment  is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  premium 
npon  marine  disaster.  Human  nature  Ix'ing  what  It  Is,  everyone 
Din.xt  realize  that  the  master  of  the  ship,  being  cognizant  of 
defects,  will  postpone  necessary  repairs  until  he  geu  Into  hhi 
home  port  or  some  other  American  port  and  take  rtiances  upon 
a  disaster. 

Bear  In  mind  that  the  House  provision  permits  him  to  go  Into 
a  foreign  pr»rt  and  make  necessary  repairs.  He  can  not  go  Into 
a  foreign  port,  as  pointed  out,  and  escape  the  heavy  penalties 
unless  he  is  actually  forced  tliereln  by  stress  of  weather  or  some 
other  casualty. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But,  on  the  contrary,  he  may  not  have  the  re- 
pairs made  in  this  country,  but  may  wait  until  he  gets  Info  a 
foreign  port;  that  is  what  he  could  do  and  that  is  what  he 
would  do. 

Mr.  WAI.^H  of  Montana.  Not  at  all;  tlie  language  forbids 
that.  If  he  started  from  this  country  with  his  vessel  In  need  of 
repairs,  he  could  not  have  them  made  in  a  foreign  port  and 
escape  the  payment  of  this  duty,  because  the  language  expressly 
excludes  that.  It  provides  that  he  may  go  Into  such  port  "in 
order  to  maintain  such  vessel  in  a  seaworthy  condition."  That 
contemplates  that  his  vessel  was  in  a  seaworthy  condition  when 
he  left  the  American  port  and  that  it  became  in  an  unseaworthv 
condition  during  the  voyage.  To  mainUiin  the  vessel  "  In  a  sea- 
worthy cotidltion  "  would  Imply  that  it  was  In  a  seaworthv 
condition  when  it  left  port,. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  if  this  language  be  changed  the  Senator 
will  find  that  masters  of  vessels  will  have  repairs  made  In  a 
foreign  conntrj-  and  not  in  this  country. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  language  might  very  prop- 
erly, perhaps,  be  changed  in  order  to  make  it  beyond  question 
that  the  repairs  for  which  the  master  of  a  vessel  can  go  Into  a 
foreign  port  to  secure  shall  be  such  as  were  rendere<l  neces- 
sary by  conditions  that  arose  after  he  left  the  American  port ; 
Uiat  his  ship,  being  in  a  perfectly  seaworthy  condition  when 
he  left  the  American  port,  became  unseaworthy  during  the 
voyage  in  some  way  or  other.  If  he  can  not  go  into  a  foreign 
port  in  order  to  have  repairs  made  except  by  paying  the  pen- 
«dty — and  it  Is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  penalty— of  50  per 
cent,  then  we  offer  lilm  the  greatest  kind  of  a  temptation  to 
postpone  making  the  necessary  rei)airs  until  he  comes  into  an 
American  port. 

Mr.  I»resident,  It  is  a  matter  of  no  consequence  at  all  that 
some  disaster  has  not  already  occurreil  by  reason  of  a  law  of 
that  kind.  We  ought  to  take  care  of  the  future;  we  ought 
not  to  legislate  so  as  to  promote  the  probabilitv  of  marine  dis- 
astera    They  are  too  terrible  as  it  is. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  Presidwit,  I  do  not  wish  to  delay  a  vote 
on  thLs  amendment.  I  am  very  much  in  .sympathy  with  the 
viewpoint  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Montana  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida.  Under  the  language  of  the  Senate  commit teo 
amendment  an  American  ship  might  be  sailing  along  on  a  sea 
as  smooth  as  glass,  on  whose  bosom  there  might  not  be  even 
a  ripple,  and  there  might  not  be  a  cloud  on  the  whole  horizon, 
yet  if  any  part  of  the  ship's  machinery  either  should  become 
outworn  or  useless  or  break  or  be  damaged  that  ship,  though 
it  might  not  be  able  to  reach  the  port  of  destination  without 
being  towed  by  another  ship,  could  not,  withoat  paying  a  60 
per  cent  duty,  make  the  necessary  repairs  In  a  foreign  port  In 
order  to  get  back  to  an  American  port.  It  seems  to  me  that 
would  be  an  unnecessary  hardship,  unless  we  are  going  to 
assume  that  the  owners  of  American  vessels  are  going  deliber- 
ately to  leave  their  home  ports  with  their  ships  in  such  con- 
dition as  to  make  it  probable  that  damages  of  that  sort  will 
occur  before  they  reach  their  destination. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  Has  the  S«'nator  from  Kentucky  ever  heard  of 
such  a  case? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  I  do  not  assiinie  to  know  the  historv  of 
steamshlpM.  and  I  am  not  talking  abi>nt  whctlier  such  a  case 
ever  occurred  or  not.    That  does  not  matter. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Such  a  case  has  never  occurred. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But,  as  a  matter  of  principle.  I  think  that 
Americtm  ships  ouglit  to  Ik'  allowed  to  make  tvjKiirs  that  are 
necessary  to  keep  those  shiijs  In  a  st-aworthy  comUtion  and  to 
make  It  possible  for  them  to  complete  a  voyage  to  Eun>pf  i»r  a 
voyage  to  Asia  or  In  any  other  direction"  without  the  vessd 
owners  having  to  pay  this  50  per  cent  duty. 

Under  the  Senate  cimimlttee  amen<liiient  the  only  inxtance  in 
which  a  ship  could  be  relieved  fn»m  the  payment  of  the  5t)  th't 
cent  duty  would  be  In  the  case  where  It  met  with  a  storm  at 
sea.  and  although  the  ship  might  suffer  danmge  as  gn>at  or 
greater  on  occasions  when  there  is  no  stonn  or  stress  at  sen. 
an<l  the  repairs  be  jiwt  as  nj^cessary  to  imcure  the  seaworthy 
condition  of  the  ship,  it  would  have  to  pny  the  tux  if  It  had  the 
necejjsary  repairs  made  In  a  foreign  port.  1  do  not  think  that 
there  is  any  occasion  for  restrli-ting  the  language  of  the  hl!I  as 
It  comes  from  the  other  House;  and  I  c<Ttalnly  h«»pe  that  the 
Senate  couiniltt««e  amendment  will  be  defeated. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  I'n»Hident,  I  think  that  the  nrgimient 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  and  other  Senators  m:iv  lie 
applied  In  «'lther  case.  In  other  wonU,  If  a  shipowner  diiilres 
to  d«'lay  repairs  so  as  to  get  the  work  d^me  In  a  foreign  c«.nntry 
he  will  not  get  It  d»me  In  this  country,  but  will  run  the  hazard 
of  reaching  a  foreign  prjrt  and  having  the  work  done  there  In 
order  to  save  money.  Just  as  It  U  contended  tlmt  the  shipowner, 
If  he  were  required  to  pay  a  duty,  would  leave  a  foreign  port 
and  came  to  this  coimtry  with  his  ship  in  a  hazardous  omditlon. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  we  are  going  to  assume  that  owners  of 
American  ships  are  so  criminal  and  negligent  that  thev  are 
going  deliberately  to  neglect  rei)alr8  which  ought  to  be  made  in 
order  to  have  them  made  in  a  foreign  port,  we  might  as  well 
alxdish  our  merchant  marine  and  carry  all  our  commerce  in 
foreign  vessels. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  raise  this  argument. 
The  Senator  from  Montana  said,  as  I  remember,  that  the 
temptation  would  be  not  to  have  the  work  done  in  a  foreign 
country  because  the  shipowner  would  have  to  pay  a  dutv  when 
the  vessel  reached  th6  I'nifed  States  iwrt.  I  did  not  raise  tlie 
question  of  the  neglect  of  the  shipowner  to  have  the  work  dona 
wherever  it  was  advisable  to  have  it  done.  It  was  the  Senator 
from  Montana  who  raised  tJiat  question. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Is  not  every  vessel  which  clean 
inspected  by  an  officer  of  the  Department  of  Commerce? 

Mr.  COUZENS.    As  to  its  seaworthiness ;  yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Exactly.  So  when  the  shipowner 
has  made  his  repairs  in  a  foreign  port  and  a  claim  is  made  by 
tbe  dei»rtment.  the  Government  is  confronted  vdth  the  report 
of  the  in.spector  that  the  ship  was  in  a  perfectly  seaworthy 
condition  when  she  left  the  American  port,  and  if  she  needed 
the  repairs  they  must  have  been  necessitated  by  something 
transpiring  during  the  voyage. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  If  the  Senator  will  confine  his  argument  to 
seaworthiness.  I  will  not  disagree  with  him,  but  the  language 
goes  furtlier  than  seaworthiness. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  do  not  so  understand. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     The  House  provision  is : 

That  such  equipment  or  parts  thereof  or  repair  parts  or  materials 
were  purchased,  or  that  such  expenses  of  repairs  were  incurred,  In  a 
foreijm  country,  in  order  to  maintain  such  Teasel  In  a  seewotthy 
condition — 

I  would  not  object  to  that 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Let  the  Senator  read  further. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  am  saying  I  would  not  object  if  it  went 
that  far,  referring  to  seaworthy  condition. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  What  objection  would  the  Senator 
have  to  the  next  clause? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  am  going  to  point  that  out  I  am  saying 
I  wocUd  not  object  if  the  House  ptDvislon  went  ns  far  as  I  have 
read  covering  the  question  of  seaworthiness.  Nor  would  I  ol>- 
Ject  to  the  words  "  or  to  repair  damages  suffered  or  to  replace 
equipment  damaged  or  worn  out " 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     "  During  the  voyage." 

Mr.  COUZENS.  "  During  the  voyage."  But  then  It  goes  on 
and  reads: 

Or  to  maintain  such  vessel  In  a  sanitary  and  proper  coDdltlon  for  tlM 
carriage  of  cargo  or  paaaengers. 

It  Is  contended  that  under  that  provision  shipowners  have  been 
enabled  to  repaint,  to  install  entirely  new  plumbing,  to  put  In 


37S4 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


September  19 


entirely  new  sanitary  equipment,  in  fact  almost  entirely  to 
rebuild  their  shipH  at  the  end  of  a  Toyage  to  a  foreljfn  port  for 
the  purpose  of  aavinc  the  co«t  at  having  it  done  in  America. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Ilare  they  been  able  t<>  get  away 
with  it? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Th^  have  tuft  been  able  to  get  awav  with 
It  under  exijitlng  law  but  they  wduid  under  the  Houi^e  provision. 
The  provision  adopted  by  the  House  would  lilteralize  the  law. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Tlie  Senator  agrees,  then,  as  I 
Qodt  n^tand  hlro.  except  as  to  the  Inst  clause  which  reads  "  or 
to  maintain  such  vessel  in  a  sanitary  and  pn»per  condition  for 
the  carriage  of  cargo  or  pasBengers."  I. would  not  combat  that 
at  all. 

Mr.  CX)UZEN8.  I  want  to  be  Just  as  liberal  as  it  is  posslM? 
to  be  when  the  question  of  sesi worthiness  is  at  iseue;  but  when 
<he  pruTl«ion  also  extends  pennisi,itH»  to  maintain  "in  a  sani 
tary  and  proper  condition."  that  language  is  si»  broad  that  the 
vessel  owner  may  IntenM^-t  it  in  any  way  he  plea-sea  so  far  as 
the  sanitary  c«)n(litions  of  the  vestsei  are  concerned. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  can  conceive  of  condltiona  in 
which  a  vessel,  being  In  a  perfectly  sanitary  condition  when 
Bhe  left  the  American  port,  misrht  liecome  entirely-  un.sanitary 
while  she  was  on  a  voyage,  a.s.  for  Inii^nce.  by  a  contagious 
dLsi'ase  breaking  out.  The  vessel  would  then  be  obliged  to  go 
into  port  to  be  pr«»perly  fumigate*!  and  that  kind  of  thing.  How- 
ever, that  is  a  matter  of  such  relatively  small  con.^equence  that 
I  would  not  quarrel  with  the  Senator  from  Michigan  about  that 
clau.vi>;  but  when  it  comes  to  seaworthiness,  with  human  lives  at 
stake.  I  do  not  like  to  put  in  the  way  of  makers  of  vessels  the 
t<-ntptntion  to  take  chances  twi  tlie  seaworthiness  of  their 
ve«.s*'l«». 

Mr.  COUZENS.  As  I  have  said.  I  have  no  contention  with 
the  Senator  when  It  conies  to  a  question  of  seaworthiness;  but 
whtn  It  comes  to  eva.«»i<»n  and  permitting  repairs  to  be  made  »n 
foreign  yards  which  ought  to  In*  made  in  American  yards,  th<'n 
I  want  to  protect  the  American  workman  and  American  shlp- 
yanl. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  we  reject  the  amen<lment  of  the 
Senate  <-ommittee  and  tl»'  Senator  will  move  to  strike  out  the 
la.st  clau.ve  of  the  House  provision  in  relation  to  sanitary  and 
proi^r  condition.*!.  I  will  vote  with  him. 

Mr    PLIirn:HER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDE.NT.  Does  the  S«nator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  COUZENS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHEH.  Before  such  a  motion  is  made,  I  should 
like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  to  the 
fact  that  no  American  vessel  is  going  to  postpone  attending  to 
its  necessary  equipment  and  repairs  in  an  American  port  In 
order  to  get  to  .some  foreign  country  and  there  submit  to  long 
detay.  perhaps  for  weeks,  in  order  to  have  It  done  there.  That 
would  be  the  penalty  they  would  have  to  pay  to  have  it  done  in 
foreign  yards. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  They  can  plan  their  trips  to  accmnpiish  that 
Tery  pun>OMe. 

Mr  FLETCHER.  The  shijis  which  are  engaged  in  the  busi- 
ness on  a  business  basis  have  to  turn  around  as  quickly  as 
possible  at  vt  ry  jxirt  which  they  touch.  They  have  not  the  time 
to  delay  their  schedules  for  repairs. 

Mr.  CX)UZENS.  They  ptit  up  In  ptyrta  here  for  repairs,  and  so 
they  can  put  up  at  any  port  where  they  choose  for  repairs. 

Mr.  FXErcHER.  If  they  put  up  here,  we  do  not  complain 
about  that;  and  tliey  would  not  put  up  at  a  foreign  port  for 
r«*i»airs. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     \^Tiy  not? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Because  every  day's  delay  would  involve 
thousands  of  dollars  of  expense. 

Mr.  COl'ZENS.  That  is  no  more  true  in  a  foreign  port  than 
it  would  be  in  an  American  port.  Wherever  they  are  laid  up 
they  have  to  go  to  some  expense,  whether  in  a  foreign  port  or 
an  American  port. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  wlU  not  argue  further  about  that,  but  I 
am  going  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question.  The  Senator  from 
Montana  has  suggested  the  elimination  of  the  clause  reading: 

Or  to  OMlntaio  «uch  v«aael  in  a  unltarj  and  proper  condltloo. 

Would  not  the  Senator  be  willing  to  strike  out  the  words 
"  and  proper."  ."so  as  to  have  it  read  "  or  to  maintain  such  ves.«iel 
In  a  sanitary  ctimlition,"  leaving  i»ut  the  words  'and  proper"? 

The  words  "and  prop»'r  condition"  perhaps  furnish  some 
basis  for  tho  Senators  thought  that  a  great  deal  of  work  might 
be  done  that  is  not  neoes.sary ;  but  why  not  retain  the  provision 
in  regard  to  .sanitary  conditions?  Passenger  vessels  i-ertainiy 
should  be  maintained  in  a  sanitary  eouditiou,  and.  as  the  Sena 
tor  fn>m  Montana  has  said,  a  ves.«el  might  become  unsanitary  by 
rea-sou  of  something  that  happened  during  the  voyage — because 


of  iome  disease  which  liad  broken  out,  or  something  of  that 
kinr 

1  r.  COUZENS.  That  is  not  the  kind  of  sanitary  conditions 
aboit  which  we  are  speaking.  We  are  squeaking  al^^ut  sanitary 
conations  which  require  large  expeiLse— the  replacing  of  entire 
plumbing  .<«ystems,  the  installation  of  new  bathtubs  or  toilet  sets, 
or  tfhat  not.  They  could  be  entirely  n-placetl  in  a  foreign  coun- 
try under  this  language. 

i;  r.  FLETCHER  I  would  rather  have  the  provision  as 
found  in  the  Hon.se  bill  than  the  amendment  as  recommended 
by  Ihe  Senate  committee,  and  I  am  asking  the  Senator  would  he 
be  1  rilling  to  leave  in  the  language  of  the  House  bill  except  the 
woi  Is  "  and  proper  "? 

it  r.  COUZENS.  I  would  have  to  refer  that  question  to  the 
cha  rman  of  the  committee.  I  want  the  provision  to  l)e  as  lil>eral 
as  yre  can  possibly  make  it  so  far  as  seaworthiness  is  cMmcerned. 
Dut  I  do  not  want  to  have  denietl  to  American  ship  workers 
the  right  to  do  every  possible  bit  of  work  that  can  be  done  in 
this  eountrj'  by  letting  shipowners  send  their  ves.sels  to  a  foreign 
country  and  having  more  work  done  there  than  it  is  neces.<ary 
to  1  ave  done. 

T  len.  again,  I  desire  to  point  out  to  the  Senator  that  every 
Senator  has  referred  to  this  .V)  per  cent  as  being  a  j)enalty.  If 
the  50  per  cent  is  added  to  the  cost  of  the  work  d<«e  in  a  for- 
eign countr>-  it  will  not  cost  the  shipowner  much  more,  if  any. 
than  if  he  had  had  the  work  done  in  an  American  port.  So,  if 
the  rate  is  anywhere  near  correct,  the  question  of  cost  to  the 
shipowner  is  not  material,  whether  he  pays  the  50  per  cent  to 
havf  it  done  in  a  foreign  country  or  whether  he  has  the  work 
d<m( )  in  an  American  yard. 

It  can  not  be  .said,  therefore,  that  the  50  per  cent  Ls  a  penalty, 
beci  u.se  It  Is  not.  It  is»a  tariff  which  is  Intended  to  be  applied 
for  mporting  goods  that  are  bought  cheaper  in  another  country 
thaii  they  co'ild  be  bought  here. 

ilr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  what  would  the  Senator 
think  of  rejecting  the  committee  amendment  and  striking  out 
tlie  bart  of  the  House  provision  after  the  word  "  voyage"? 

Mr.  SM(X)T.  It  .seems  to  me  we  should  not  agree  to  the 
H<.'ise  provision  even  with  that  clause  stricken  out.  With 
thai  language  stricken  out.  It  seems  to  me  they  would  have  to 
mahe  all  the  repairs  In  this  country;  but,  of  course,  we  could 
not  agree  to  any  provision  that  might  l»e  con.strued  to  ctiver 
detH  rations,  sanitary  plumbing,  and  that  sort  of  thing.  I  think 
we  »ught  to  agree  to  the  House  provision  otherwise.  The  Sen- 
ate )n>visi(m  is  existing  law.  and  I  have  not  heard  a  complaint — 
not  i  single,  solitary  complaint — with  the  exception  of  the  men 
who  want  the  work  done  in  a  foreign  country. 

M  r.  FLETCHER     I  have  had  a  number. 

Mr.   SMOOT.     We  have  heard  complaints  on  other  matters, 
and  we  have  had  every  labor  organization  in  the  United  States 
I  against   this   very   proposition.      It    does   seem   to   nie   that    we 
shot  id  agree  to  the  Senate  amendment. 

M-.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  like  to  interfere  with 
the  progress  of  this  bill;  hut  I  should  particularly  like  to  get 
the  treaty  out  of  the  way,  because  of  the  rea.sons  which  I 
stated  yesterday.  We  have  only  a  limited  time  in  which  to 
depci  ait  it,  and  it  is  a  very  important  treaty. 

M  ■.  SMOOT.     I  recognize  that.  Mr.  President. 

M  '.  BORAH.  If  a  vote  can  he  taken  on  the  pending  matter, 
I  do  not  desire  to  interfere;  but  unless  a  vote  can  l)e  taken  at 
once  I  .should  like  to  move  that  the  Senate  go  into  open  execu- 
tive session. 

Ml'.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  know  how  long  the  con.sidera- 
tion  of  the  treaty  will  take? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  do  not  think  it  will  take  over  .30  minutes, 
and  perhaps  not  that  long;  but  I  desire  to  di.spose  of  it  this 
afternoon. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  I  ask  that  the  unfinished  bu.siness  be 
renijorarily  laid  aside  for  that  purpose. 

Tie  \1CE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  that  will  be 
done 

CZECUTTVX  SESSION 

Ml.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  tie  consideration  of  executive  business  in  open  session. 

Tie  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  exe<-utive  business  in  open  session. 

Mi.  BORAH.  I  ask  that  the  treaty  which  was  reported  from 
the  I  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  yesterday  be  laid  before 
the  S  enate  and  proceeded  with. 

ABOUTION  OF  IMPOST  AND  EXPORT  PBOHIBmONS  AND  KESTRICTIONS 

Th?  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  convention  and  protocol  and  suj^ementary 
agreement  and  prot«x-o|  for  the  abolition  of  import  and  export 
prohibitions  and  restrlctiODjaL 
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PITBUC  HEALTH   SOtVICK  NOMINATION 8 

Sundry  nominations  for  the  Public  Health  Service,  which 
appear  at  the  end  of  to-day's  proceedings,  were  announced  on 
the  calendar  and  confirmed. 

posT-orntnE  nominations 
Mr.  PHIPPS.     I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  postmasters  be 
"confirmed  In  block. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  w^ered. 
(The  post -office  nominations  confirmed  appear  at  the  «id  of 
tCMlay's  proceedings.) 

ratal  nominations 
Sundry  naval  nomlnation.s,  which  appear  at  the  end  of  today's 
proceedings,  were  announced  on  the  calendar  and  confirmed. 

MAXINB  CORPS    NOMINATIONS 

Sundry  nominations  for  the  Marine  Corps,  which  appear  at 
the  end  of  today's  proceedings,  were  announced  on  the  cal- 
endar and  confirmed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.  All  resolutions  of  confirmation  thi.s 
day  agreed  to  will  be  transmitted  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

That  completes  the  Executive  Calendar.  \Vhat  is  the  further 
pleasure  of  the  Senate? 

ledTslative  session 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  resume  legislative 
session. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  resumed  legislative 
session. 

MUSCXK  SHOALS 

Mr.  BLACK.-  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printeil  in  the  Rblxibd  an  article  frtan  the  Literary  Digest  of 
September  14,  1929,  entitled  -The  New  Nitrogen  Fertilizer 
Trust."  It  is  a  very  interesting  article  in  connection  with 
Muscle  Shoals  fertilizer  and  power. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  Is  so  Mtlered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  here  printed,  as  follows : 

THS  »w  smooas  rERTiLim  tscst 

Huiirle  Sboalii  will  attain  gmter  importance  and  significance  In 
tbe  next  Congrem  than  It  has  ever  enjoyed  t>eti>rc,  it  la  predicted,  as  a 
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DORD— SENATE 


September  19 


For  a  hundred  years  Chile  has  dominated  the  nitrate  Industry  with 
natural  product.  As  recently  as  1927  she  was  still  In  a  position 
disregard  the  growing  competition  of  the  synthetic  commodity.  But 
rapid  forward  strides  of  the  German  and  allied  producers  last  year 
ied  the  Chileans  to  adopt  a  different  attitude.  While  Chile's  natural 
proluction  is  still  ahead  of  Europe's  synthetic  outp6t,  the  gap  between 
two  Is  fast  closing. 

The  United  States  naturally  has  a  deep  interest  in  whatever  plana 

afoot  for  creating  a  world  combine  of  natural  and  synthetic  nltrata 

j^lucers.     We  Imported  more  than  a  million  tons  of  nitrates  In   1927. 

year  our  Importations  reached  almost   a  million  and  a  half  ton*. 

can  not  regard  with  unconcern,  therefore,  this  fresh  move  toward 

Ign   combination   that   will   vitally   affect   onr   economic   Intereets. 

from  the  agricultural  and  from  the  Industrial  standpoint  It  must 

regarded,  If  consummated,  as  an  unfavorable  development. 

Whether   we   can   Immediately   oppose   It   as   successfully    as   we    re- 

the    efforts    of    the    British    rubber    Interests,    fortified    by    the 

henson  Act  to  control  exports.  Is  doubtfuL     The  opposition  of  Mr. 

Hoover  while  he  was  Secretary  of  Commerce  had  much  to  do  with  the 

re  of  the  Stephenson  Act  for  rubber  control.     It  Is  unlikely,  there- 

that  he  would  permit  a  foreign  nitrate  monopoly  to  be  unresisted 

daring  his  administration,   particularly   when   Us   operation   might   have 

serious  adverse  effect  upon  .\merlcan  agriculture  at  a  time  when 

social  attempt  is  being  made  to  aid  It." 

r.  HEFLIN.     Mr.  l»resident,  in  connection  with  the  article 
has  been  ordered  printed  in  the  llEfoao  at  the  request  of 
colleague  [Mr.  Black],  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
prihted  in  the  Rbooro  a  brief  letter  addres.stHl  by  me  to  Henry 
Fc^d  asking  him  to  bid  for  Muscle  Shoals  again  and  his  reply, 
he    VICE    PRESIDENT.     Is    there    objection?     The    Chair 
rs  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 
the  matter  referred  to  is  here  printed,  as  follows : 

Washinqton,  D.  C,  September  9,  19t9. 
IlEHKT  Ford, 

Dearborn,  Mich. 
T  DsAB  Mr.  Ford  :  As  you  know,  I  very  earnestly  supported  your 
for  .Muscle  Shoals.  Although  the  Wilson  Dam  has  been  completed 
many  months,  only  one  of  the  five  power  units  is  being  used.  All 
power  produced  In  the  other  four  units  is  going  to  waste, 
liow  that  you  have  disposed  of  your  railroad  Interests,  would  it  not  be 
poj  slble  to  again  Interest  you  In  this  wonderful  project  that  you  helped 
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Mr.  BORAH.  Mr,  President,  when  the  treaty  was  before  the 
Senate  last  evening  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaink] 
raised  the  question  as  to  whether  the  treaty  would  prevent  our 
excluding  fmm  our  country  goods  made  by  forced,  compulsory, 
or  slave  labor.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  I  have  agreed 
upon  a  provision  which  I  am  quite  sure  accomplishes  what  he 
desires,  and  at  the  same  time,  in  my  opinion,  will  not  interfere 
with  the  final  acceptance  of  the  treaty  by  tlie  other  govern- 
ments. In  CMinection  with  my  own  view,  I  have  the  view  of  the 
State  Department  to  tliat  effect. 

The  provision  reads  as  follows: 

It  is  understood  that  the  provision  of  Section  VI  of  the  Protocol  to 
the  Convention,  excepting  from  the  scope  of  the  convention  prohibitions 
or  restrictions  applying  to  prison-made  goods,  indades  goods  the  prod- 
uct of  forced  or  slave  labor  however  employed. 

In  my  opinion  that  covers  the  contention  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  and  I  have  no  objection  to  It. 

The  treaty  was  reported  to  the  Senate  without  amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  quesUon  is  on  the  resolution 
of  ratification,  which  will  be  reported  by  the  clerk. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Rcftolved  [tu>o-third» ^o{  th«  Senatort  present  ooncurrinff  themiu). 
That  the  Senate  advise 'and  consent  to  the  ratification  of  Executive  T, 
Seventieth  Conpr<>8«,  second  sessiun,  a  Convention  and  Protocol  for  the 
Abolition  of  Import  and  Export  Prohibitions  and  Kectrictlons  signed 
at  Geneva  November  8,  1027,  and  th«  Supplementary  Agreement  and 
Protocol  thert'to  signed  at  Geneva  July  11,  1928,  to  which  the  slRnature 
of  the  plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of  America  was  affixed  on 
January  30.  1928.  and  July  31,  1928,  respectively,  subject  to  the  decla- 
ration made  in  writing  by  the  plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  at 
the  time  of  bis  signing  the  convention  and  the  protocol  to  the 
convention. 

It  Is  understood  that  the  provision  of  Section  VI  of  the  protocol  to 
the  convention,  excepting  from  the  scope  of  the  Convention  prohibitions 
or  restrictions  applying  to  prison-made  goods,  includes  goods  the  product 
of  furced  or  slave  labor  however  employed. 

The  Senate  advises  and  contents  that  the  President  may  agree  to 
brioK  the  convention  into  force  under  the  provisions  of  the  last  para- 
graph of  articles  17  thereof,  In  the  event  that  the  ratlflcatlona  or  acces- 
sions of  18  SUtes  are  not  given,  pursuant  to  the  requirements  of 
Article  C  of  the  supplementary  agreement. 

The  VICE  PRESIDE>rr.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
resolution  of  ratification. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  adding  just  a  word  to  what 
has  been  said  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Borah],  I  am 
convinced  that  the  provision  tn  the  resolution  of  ratification  to 
which  he  has  n^erred  is  parallel  with  the  reservation  attached 
to  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  other  powers 
for  the  suppression  of  the  slave  trade  and  slavery,  which  con- 
rentlon  was  ratified  by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  on 
February  2.*^.  1929.  and  preserves  all  the  purposes  of  that  reser- 
vation, and  meets  tl>e  questions  that  arose  in  my  mind  in  respect 
to  a  possible  interpretati<«i  of  the  convention  under  consid- 
eration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  quesUon  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
resolution  of  ratification.  [Putting  the  question.]  In  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Chair,  two-thirds  of  the  Senators  iM^iSent  having 
voted  to  advise  and  consent,  the  resolution  of  ratification  is 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  ask  that  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  wUl  be  auto- 
matically removed. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  the  Bureau  of  Foreign 
and  Domestic  Commerce  in  the  I>epartment  of  Commerce  has 
prepared  a  ci>m{>lete  memorandum  indicating  the  results  that 
would  be  obtained  by  the  treaty  which  has  just  be&x  ratified  by 
the  Smate.  For  the  information  of  Amerii-an  business,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  memorandum  may  be  printed  in  the 
Kbooux 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  memorandum  is  us  follows: 

DapASTMBirr  or  Commkkce, 
BuaaiD  or  FosnoM  and  Domcstic  Commkrck, 

Division   or  Fohsiun  Tajuvts, 

Waahingtcn,  September  XT,  J9t9. 
Memorandum 

eCfBVA   COirVB.VTIOH    FOE    ABOLITION    OF   IMPOST   AND  BXPOBT   UMTSICTION8 

Summary  of  current  reatriition* 
Sommary  of  current  Import  and  export  restrictions  in  foreign  coontries 
of  interest  to  American  trade,  which  restrlctious  may  be  expected  to 
disappear  when   the  above-mentioned  convention   becomes  effective  io 
the  countries  hi  question  I 


ADsrnuA 

Import:  Fndt  prcMrves,  canned  goods,  alik  gotxls.  certain  rubber 
gooda,  Icatber  footwear,  aluminum  wares,  water  turbinea.  electric  ma- 
chinery  and  apparatus,  including  radio,  antomobiles.  muton,  ftlmn. 

Export:  Artificial  allk,  nw  hides  and  akina.  crude  poiaah  aalta. 
fertilize  ra.  ^ 

BKLoirir 

Import :  Crude  petroleum,  anllbie  dyestnffs. 

Export :  Scrap  leather,  raw  bones  and  bone  atn^ 

CXBCBOSL>C>VAKIA 

Import :  Crude  and  refliied  mineral  oils,  lubricating  oils,  radio  ap- 
paratoa,  automot>iles. 

Export :  Clover  seeds ;  glass  tubes  for  manufacturing  of  glass  pearls : 
glass  bangles,  beads.  b*ad  wares,  bracelets,  etc. ;  ImitaUon  precious 
stones  ;  hides  and  skins ;  bones ;  glue  stock. 

nSLAlTD 

Import :  Cereals  and  flours. 

rSANCK 

Export :  Crude  bones,  cotton  waste,  poUasium  chloride  and  sulphate, 
ammonium  sulphate  and  compound  fertlllasra,  coal-tar  products,  prepared 
hides  and  skins. 

OnMANT 

Import :  Lead  oxide,  red  lead,  white  lead,  films. 
Export :  Raw  bides  and  skins,  glue  stock. 

riALT 
Export :  Walnut  lumber ;  catUe  and  calf  skins,  freah.  dried,  or  salted. 

SOBWAT 

Import:  Artificial  fertilisers,  radio  seta. 

POLAND  . 

Import :  Pr««h  and  dried  fruits,  fruit  preserves,  automobiles,  cydo- 
nettes.  motor  cycles  and  side  cars,  cosmetics  and  perfumery,  footw(«r, 
musical  Instruments,  phonographs. 

PORTTaAL 

Import :  Passenger  automobiles  weighing  over  1,500  kllea  and  chascia 
welgtilng  over  1,000  klles. 

BWSDES 

Import:  MargarlDc. 

BWITXBKLiANO 

Kxport :  Baw  bid«s  and  skins. 

TUOOSLAVIA 

Import:  Radio  apparatus. 

■CBOPBAN    IMHOKT    RBSTBICTIONS    OS    AtrrOMOBILBS 

Undoubtedly  the  foremost  advantage  to  American  export  trade  which 
wonld  ensue  from  a  genera]  abolition  of  import -license  restrictions,  such 
aa  is  provided  for  in  the  Geneva  ConTention  for  the  Abolition  of  Import 
and  Export  Restrictions,  would  be  the  expansion  in  certain  markets  for 
automobiles. 

At  the  preaent  time  Poland,  Austria,  and  Csecboslovakla  restrict  the 
importation  of  automobiles  to  specified  quotas  from  each  country. 
Poland  allows  the  importation  of  only  1,000  metric  tons  of  automobiles 
from  the  United  States  per  year. 

In  CsechoelovakU  the  ofllcial  limit  was  800  ears  per  year,  although 
actaaUy  from  1,200  to  1,600  cars  from  the  United  State*  were  admit- 
ted. This  quoU  was  later  increased  to  1.000,  and  then  (Hhw  by  in- 
formal arrangement  which  the  Clechosiovak  Oovemm»nt  has  requested 
be  not  made  public)  to  1,500  per  year  from  the  United  States,  with  an 
actual  understanding  that  1,900  licenses  wUI  be  granted. 

Io  Aostria  the  importation  is  vigorously  limited  to  300  cars  per  year 
from  the  Dnited  States. 

While  theae  quotas  extended  to  the  Dnited  State*  ar^  as  large  as  those 
ofllcially  extended  to  any  other  autoroobile-manufartdring  eoontry  they 
nevertheless  limit  the  sales  of  American  automobiles  that  could  U-  made 
even  under  high  import  dutiea.  Thus  an  estimate  by  the  American 
commercial  attache  at  Prague  of  the  number  of  American  nutr>mobilea 
that  could  be  sold  In  Czo<*o8lovakla  under  the  existing  43  per  cent 
tmr>ort  duty  if  the  license  restriction  was  abolished  gave  this  figure  at 
between  4,000  and  6,000  annoally. 

KETOBTS   OF  COM  11X1X003 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Rept>rt8  of  committees  are  In  order. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  From  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post 
Roads  I  report  favorably  sundry  nominations  to  go  to  the 
calendar. 

Mn  ODDIB.  Mr.  President,  from  the  same  committee  I 
report  sundry  nominations,  whldi  I  ask  to  have  placed  on  the 
calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT, 
the  Executive  Calendar. 

Are  there  further  reports  of  committees?  If  not,  the  calendar 
la  in  order. 


The  nominations  will  be  placed  on 
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foreign  port  and  parchase  such  equipments  or  make  sncfa  repairs  to 
secure  the  safety  and  seaworthineaa  of  the  vessel  to  enable  her  to  reach 
her  port  of  destinatloa. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agre^ng  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  committee. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  In  favor  of  that 
amendment  to  the  Senate  committee  amendment;  but  I  cer- 
tainly shotild  not  agree  to  this  amendment  as  amended  in  that 
way  unless  we  should  strike  out,  after  the  words  "  was  com- 
pelled," the  words  "  by  stress  of  weather  or  other  casualty." 
If  those  words  can  be  eliminated,  I  will  agree  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  do  not  care;  the  existing  law  is  bad. 
It  is  In  another  connection.  This  particular  amendment  helps 
the  provision  and  I  will  agree  to  that 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  I*resident,  if  we  take  out  the 
words  "  by  stress  of  weather  or  other  casualty,"  perhaps  there 
will  be  no  further  objection.    Then  It  will  read: 

That  BQch  veesel,  while  in  the  r«>gular  course  of  her  voyage,  was 
compelled  to  put  Into  such  foreign  port  and  parchaae  such  equipments, 
or  make  such  repairs,  to  secure  the  safety  and  seaworthiness  of  the 
vessel — 

And  so  forth.    I  think  that  would  meet  the  situation. 

Mr.  REED.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  not  agree  to 
that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do  not  think  we  can  accept  that  amendment. 

Mr.  SI.MMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  urge  that  that 
amendment  be  accepted.  I  think  the  language  suggested  by  the 
committee  is  rather  too  restrictive;  and  I  think  the  purpose 
can  be  accomplished  by  striking  out  the  words  suggested  by  the 
Senator  from  Montana,  "by  stress  of  weather  or  other 
casualty." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  there  would  be  no  limitation  at  all.  The 
whole  matter  would  be  opened  up  with  those  w(m^s  stricken 
out. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  the  Senator  would  use  the  language  "by 
reason  of  the  un.seaworthiness  of  the  vessel,"  I  think  his  pur- 
pose would  be  accomplished. 


Mr.  President  wtU  the  Senator 


Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana, 
yield? 

Mr,  REBD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mtmtana.  The  rtilp  in  which  I  was  making 
a  trip  across  the  ocean  at  one  time  came  to  a  standstill,  and  of 
course  there  was  consideraWe  consternation  and  speculation  as 
to  what  was  the  trouble.  It  was  reported  that  one  of  her 
shafts  was  tm)ken.  It  may  or  It  may  not  have  been.  It  was 
not  a  stormy  voyage  at  all.  The  damage  could  not  have  l>een 
said  to  be  due  to  stress  of  weather  or  other  casualty,  except  the 
mere  casualty  of  the  breaking  of  the  shaft 

Mr.  REED.    That  of  lt«*elf  Is  a  casualty. 

Mr.  WAI..8H  of  Montana.  Of  course,  then,  any  breakdown  In 
the  machinery  anywhere  is  a  casualty. 

Mr.  REED.     Surely. 

»Ir.  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  that  is  the  construction  that  is 
given  to  this  language  there  is  nothing  to  be  said  about  it.  It 
would  peach  to  any  little,  trifling  defect  or  injury  to  the 
machinery  due  to  wear  and  tear. 

Mr.  REED.  Any  defect  that  Impairs  the  efficiency  of  the 
machinery  and  results  In  an  accident  "Accident  "  and  "  cas- 
ualty "  are  synonymous. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  why  have  the  word  "  casualtv  " 
in  at  all,  then?    Put  In  "repairs"  or  "neces.sary  repairs." 

Mr.  REED.  Because  all  of  the  thousand  and  one  repairs 
which  might  be  made  to  the  shell  of  the  vessel,  or  to  her  equip- 
ment, other  than  her  motive  power  would  then  be  iiwmltted  to 
be  done  free  of  duty.  No  American  shipowner  would  pay  the 
high  wages  of  American  workmen  to  have  anything  done'  to  a 
ship's  bottom. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  the  significance  of 
words  is  to  be  determined  by  the  connection,  by  the  adjacent 
words.  Here  is  the  language.  Bhe  is  compelled  "by  stress  of 
weather  or  other  casualty  "  to  go  in.  Of  course,  a  ship  being 
compelled  by  stn^ss  of  weather  means  some  extraordinary  thing, 
not  the  usual  bad  weather  which  a  ship  will  encounter  In  her 
ordinary  course,  which  is  to  be  expected,  but  she  is  compelled 
to  do  It  "by  stress  of  weather,"  some  extraordinary  storm,  or- 
something  of  the  kind,  which  wrecks  her  machinerj'  or  other 
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result  of  the  news  from  London  and  Berlia  that  German.  British, 
and  Chilean  nitrate  Internta  bare  Joined  bands  In  an  International 
carte],  or  combine,  to  control  production  and  distribution  of  the  natural 
and  nynthetlc  iinnluct.  For  It  is  (tenerally  agreed  that  the  Muscle 
ShoalM  plant,  oace  in  opt  ration,  with  its  profits  limited,  would  hold  fer- 
tilizer prices  In  check,  even  though  the  Alabama  plant  could  supply 
only  a  part  of  the  quantity  needed  in  the  United  States.  As  O.  M. 
Kile  points  out  in  bis  Wasbinfton  dispatches  on  agricultural  subjects  : 

"  I'xually  a  cartel  either  apportions  territory  or  gives  each  con- 
stitu«>nt  company  a  salt's  quota  In  the  various  markets.  Usually  a  scale 
of  prices  is  agreed  -upon.  Oftentimes  the  program  includes  agreements 
to  limit  production.  Just  what  the  new  nitrogen  cartel  agreement  in- 
cludes is  not  known,  but  it  may  be  safely  assumed  that  the  object  is 
to  get  for  nitrogen  producers  the  greatevt  posalbie  total  profit  out  of 
the  world  market,  ihe  tendency  is  to  give  to  producers  rather  than 
users  of  nitrogen  the  benefit  of  reduced  coats  arising  from  the  newer 
sdeutiflo  developments." 

European  and  South  Amt-rican  nitrate  producers  now  supply  approxi- 
■Mtely  80  per  c«at  of  the  world  demand,  says  a  New  York  Herald 
TrlL>uii<<  artitle.     Uootinues  this  paper: 

"  Those  interested  in  the  nitrate  industry  here  believe  the  newly 
lauu<'ht>d  International  i-art»'l— which  cnmbinea  Chilean  producers  of  the 
natural  nitrato  and  European  manufacturers  of  the  synthetic  material — 
has  organised  for  two  main  objects : 

"  tlntt.  the  protection  of  European  markets  from  future  encroach- 
ment through  the  development  of  a  formidable  American  production. 

*-  Second,  further  Invasion  of  the  Uuited  States  market,  the  moat 
lucrntive  flold  for  nitrato  «>alea  In  the  world. 

"  The  agreement,  which  has  been  in  process  of  negotiation  for  some 
tlmt-.  wa.-^  n»-g<>tiatfd  by  the  Chilean  Fiiuince  Minister,  I'abio  Ramlres, 
in  i-t>njunctiun  with  executives  of  the  I.  G.  FarlH-nindustrie  of  Germany 
and  the  Imp»>riul  Chemical  Induotriea  of  Great  Britain.  France  is  ex- 
pected to  participate  indirectly,  and  the  I.  G.  Parbenindustrie-coa- 
troiled  Norsk  Hydro,  or  Norwegian  nitrates  group,  will  be  inclDded, 
aci-urdiug  to  cable  advices.  According  to  these.  German  and  British 
cIk  mioil  trust*  have  agreed  to  a  price  reduction  on  synthetic  and 
natural  nitrogen  of  apt)r«>xia>ately  6  per  cent.  Officials  annonadng 
the  price  agreement,  however,  say  it  does  not  apply  to  the  United 
States.  The  lowering  of  the  level  of  pric<>8  in  world  markets,  it  is 
■aid.  however,  would  probably  react  on  prices  la  the  United  States, 
and  possibly  Injure  producing  interests  in  this  country  throush  increaaed 
Imports." 

Another  motive  for  the  recent  combine  Is  auHtlied  by  the  Providence 
Journal,  which  aajra: 


to  save  from  the  scrap  heap?  lou  have  blessed  and  beuetited  nundreds 
of  thousands  of  Americans  b>'  putting  automobile  prices  within  the 
reach  of  the  plain  people — the  rank  and  file  of  our  citizenship.  And  now 
I  hfllfve  that  you  have  it  in  your  power  to  greatly  bless  and  benefit  the 
farners  of  the  South  and  the  whole  country  by  getting  liu^Je  Shoals 
an^  manufacturing  cheap  fertilizer  for  them. 

he  standstill  condition  of  four-tlfths  of  the  units  of  the  dam  at 
Mi4»cle  Shoals,  the  daily  waste  of  power  there,  the  loss  of  money  on  the 
Go  rernnienfs  investment,  and  the  desire  of  Conjtresa  to  dispose  of  the 
prrject  at  the  next  regular  session  of  Congress,  Iteginning  In  LKcember, 
present  a  situation  now  that  I  believe  would  be  favorable  to  a  bid  from 
yoi  for  the  Muscle  Shoals  project.  I  therefore  most  eariH^tly  urge 
yot    to  make  another  bid  for  Muscle  Shoals. 

^V\th  warm  personal  regard  and  best  wishes,  I  am. 
Yours  sincerely, 

J.  Tuoa   Hbplin. 


Hoi 


no 


DcABBOBN,  MiCH.j  8eptember  16,  19a». 
J.  Thomas  Hcfli?!, 
Vnitrd  Statet  Senate,  Washinffton,  D.  (7. 
dioNoiUBLB  StB :   Tour  letter  of  September  9   received. 
1  n  reply,  the  writer  has  been  Instructed   to  atlvise  yon   that  we  have 
plans,   at   this   time,   where   the   power   at    Muscle   Shoals   could   be 
utilised  and  that  it  would  be  beyond  the  question  for  Mr.  Ford  to  again 
ma  ce  an  oflTer. 

I  le  has  alao  suggested  that  in  his  opinion  other  interests  are  in  a 
better  position  to  develop  and  utilise  the  power  and  it  might  be  more 
practical  to  solicit  an  ofTer  from  them. 

Thanking  you  for  your  consideration,  I  am  very  truly  yours, 

E.    G.     LiRBOLD, 

Otneml  Secretary   to  Henry  Ford. 
RXV18ION    or  THK   TAKIIT 

'he  Senate,  as  In  Ortnmlftee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  Gen- 
eration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  reflate 
ooi  Dinerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  eucourage  the  iudmtries  of 
th((  United  States,  to  protect  American  latK)r,  and  tot  other 
pu-poeea. 

4r.  SMOOT.    Mr,  President,  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment 
the  Senate  committee  amendment. 

>n  line  23,  page  367,  after  the  word  "  safety,"  I  move  to  inaert 
and  seaworthiness,"  so  that  it  will  read: 

'  'hat  such  vessel  while  in  the  regular  course  of  her  voyag«  was 
coiipeUed   by   atreaa  of   weather  or  other   casual tjr   to   put   into  such 
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What  we  are  conslderinjr  is  an  exception  to  that  rule,  and 
sectii>n  3115,  which  imme<liatel.v  follows,  provides  :  "  If  the  owner 
or  ma.'iter  of  such  vei^sel  furni.shes  rckxI  and  suflBcient  evidence" 
that  the«e  repairs  were  made  as  the  result  of  a  necessity  arising 
out  of  contlitions  in  connection  with  the  voyage,  then  he  is 
relieved  from  the  ptiyment  «)f  that  duty. 

The  House  provision,  I  think,  is  entirely  too  broad.  Umler 
that  exception  I  think  probably  it  would  he  conceivable  that 
the  owner  of  a  vessel  might  tleliberately  postpone  the  making  of 
repairs  until  he  reached  a  foreign  port,  where  he  could  get  the 
work  done  cheaper  and  ^till  come  within  the  House  provisions 
with  rt'gard  to  the  exceptioo.s  from  the  general  principle  lui<l 
down  by  the  law.  The  S(>natt*  committee  amendment,  I  think, 
is  all  right.  excei>t  that  I  am  inclined  to  believe,  aXter  a  careful 
reading  of  it.  that  the  language  is  ratiier  too  restrictive  and 
ought  to  be  change<l.  I  think  if  the  Senator  will  strike  out  the 
words  •' hy  stress  of  weather  or  other  casualty,"  he  will  accom- 
plish the  inirpose  he  has  in  view.  But  under  any  circumstances, 
under  the  subsequent  provision,  it  will  be  necessary  for  the 
ma.ster  or  the  owner  of  a  ves)*el  to  show  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that  these  repairs  were  necessary 
to  lie  made  in  order  to  maintain  the  .sanitary  condition  and  the 
seaworthiness  ot  the  ves.sel.  If  he  can  show  that,  he  is  relieved 
of  the  penalty. 

When  it  is  said  that  he  can  not  make  the  repairs  abroad,  ex- 
cei>t  under  stress  of  weather  or  other  casualty,  I  think  it  is 
resttMting  the  language  too  much.  With  that  change  I  think 
the  uineiuinteut  made  by  the  Senate  committee  is  a  great  im- 
provement over  the  bill  as  it  iiaseed  the  House,  but  with  that 
provision  in  it,  I  am  afraid  it  is  too  restrictive. 

I  think  we  may  depend  and  rely  upon  the  authority  vested 
in  the  Secretary-  of  the  Treasur.v  in  the  latter  provisions  of  the 
law  to  see  that  no  repairs  made  abroad  that  were  not  necessary 
to  preM'r>e  the  seaworthiness  of  a  vessel  would  be  exempt  under 
the  law  from  the  tax  imposed  upon  repairs  to  American  vesseb 
luade  in  ii  foreign  |H>rt. 

Mr.  SM(M>T.  Mr.  President.  I  should  think  the  shipowners 
are  jierfeetly  safe,  because  they  have  oi>erated  under  this  exact 
wording,  and  no  complaint  ever  has  been  made,  with  tlie  exce|>- 
tion  of  one.  There  was  one  complaint  that  the  cleaning  out  of 
the  hold  of  a  vessel  was  counteil  as  a  rej^air  of  the  vessel.  We 
went  to  the  Treasury  rK>partment  and  asked  if  there  ever  was 
su4'?i  a  case  reported,  and  the  answer  was  that  they  had  never 
heard  of  it,  tliat  there  was  no  such  case.  That  is  the  only  com- 
plHitit  we  had  brought  to  our  attention. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  SiMifo:«s]  referre<i  to  the  previous 
section  of  this  bill.  It  is  well  to  bear  in  mind  that  when  any 
repairs  are  made  In  a  foreign  port  of  an  American  vessel  the 
5l>  per  tt>nt  ad  valorem  tax  has  to  be  paid.  Then  the  owner  can 
make  a  claim  for  it,  and  It  Is  iM>ssible  to  liave  it  refunded  under 
the  cttndltions  named  in  this  section.  The  Senator  Is  entirely 
right  in  keeping  In  mind  the  first  provision,  section  3114,  De- 
caiise  tluit  Is  the  provision  which  requires  tliat  the  tax  shall  be 
|»Hkl.     The  shipowner  has  to  pay  the  money  into  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Unless  he  complies  with  certain  condltlonjs. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  No;  he  can  not  set  up  a  claim  against  the 
Itayntent 

Mr.  SMfK)T.    Tl»e  Senator  is  wrong. 

Mr.  FLtrrCHER.     No;  I  am  not. 

.Mr.  SM<M>T.  I  know  that  the  regulations  issued  by  the 
Trt'asiiry  I>epartment  have  been  to  the  effect  that  the  payment 
could  be  MUiipondfHl. 

.\lr.  FLI-rrCHKR.  There  may  l)e  some  regulation,  but  the 
law  *U4»  not  provide  for  It. 

Mr.  KM(M>T.     I  say  that  Is  the  regulation. 

ilr.  FLETCHER.  I  am  glad  the  payment  may  be  susi»ended. 
I  ihink  that  \n  a  reasonable  ruling.  But  the  law  \»  that  the 
irtillkrwner  may  be  requlre«l  to  pay  the  TiO  per  cent  tax  the 
minute  tlw  rei»alrs  are  made.  Then  he  has  a  claim,  which  he 
miiy  set  up.  for  a  refund,  provided  the  repairs  have  been  made 
In  order  to  secure  the  seaworthiness  of  the  vessel  and  were 
ne<-e«sHr.v  for  that  purpose. 

Mr   HEED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KT,.ETCHER.  In  Just  a  moment.  Under  the  Hoase  pro- 
vision he  Is  entitled  to  set  up  a  claim  and  ask  for  a  refund, 
provided  the  repairs  are  made  in  order  to  maintain  the  vessel 
in  u  seaworthy  etmdition. 

Mr.  REEI>.     Will  the  Senator  yield  Just  for  a  suggestion? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     1  yield. 

Mr.  REEP.  If  the  Setiaior  will  look  at  page  368.  line  7,  he 
will  see  that  not  only  Is  the  procedure  one  of  refunding  money 
already  paid,  but  the  Secretary  Is  also  given  power  to  remit  the 
duty,  which  means  that  It  Is  never  paid. 

Mr.  FI.jrrCHER.    He  Is  given  power  to  do  It 
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Mr.  REED.     If  those  condition.s  exist,  he  may  remit  it. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  My  information  is  that  they  first  pay  the 
duty  and  then  they  can  make  a  claim  to  have  It  refunded. 

Mr.  REED.  No;  I  think  the  Information  is  in  error.  If  the 
master  on  arrival  files  the  proper  affidavit,  he  does  not  have  to 
ppy  the  duty  at  all. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  It  gives  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
authority  to  suspend  the  i>ayment  pending  hearing  on  the  chilm? 

Mr.  REED.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FI^TCHER.  If  he  has  done  that  by  regulation,  it  is  an 
aimirable  thing  to  do,  it  Is  a  wise  thing  to  do,  and  I  am  glad 
h?  has  done  it.  That  corrects  that  feature  of  It.  Still,  In  any 
ctse  the  shipowner  mu.>*t  estubli.»'h  by  satisfactory  evidence  that 
V  hat  was  done  in  the  way  of  repairs  in  a  foreign  pi>rt  was  done 
I;  t  order  to  make  the  ship  seaworthy.  I  think  that  when  he 
s  lows  that  and  shows  that  the  repairs  were  necessary  he  ought 
apt  to  be  taxed. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  discuss  the  matter  at 
a  ay  length  at  all.  I  rather  think  the  House  provision  is  too 
b'oad  In  it.s  language.  There  might  be  .some  improvement  in 
tJie  committee  amendment.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be 
well  to  .send  the  whole  matter  to  conference.  I  think,  in  the 
lijht  of  the  discussion  we  have  had,  we  could  depend  uiwn  it 
flat  the  conferees  would  work  out  a  very  satisfactory  provision 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
aiuendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot] 
t(    the  i»ending  committee  amendment,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clebk.     On   page  307.   line  23,   after   the   word 

aafety,"  insert  the  words  "and  seaworthiness." 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President,  I  move  to  amend  the  jx^nd- 
ig  committee  amendment  on  page  367,  in  lines  20  and  21,  by 

riking  out  the  words  "  by  stress  of  weather  or  other  casualty." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
w|ill  be  stated. 

The  Chij[f  Clebk.  On  page  367,  lines  20  and  21,  the  Senator 
from  Florida  moves  to  strike  out  the  words  "by  stress  of 
feather  or  other  casualty." 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  re- 
jected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  now  on  agreeing 
t<^  the  committee  amendment  as  amended. 

The  ameiidmeut  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  sub.sequently  said:  Mr.  I*r^ident,  when  the 
amendment  with  reference  to  the  repair  of  shljis  in  foreign 
yiirds  was  under  conslileratlon  I  did  not  have  available  at  that 
tine  an  editorial  which  ap|»eared  in  the  Nautical  Gazette  of 
J  me  1,  1929,  which  I  should  like  to  have  inserted  In  the 
amendment  which  was  finally  adopted.  That  amendment  will 
go  Into  ctmference,  and  I  should  like  to  have  this  matter  appear 
Ii^  the  Rdooko  in  connection  with  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  It  Is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows: 

[From  the  Nautical  Oaxette  of  June  1,  1929,  page  030 J 
OUT!  ox   KBTAIBS 

There  is  yet  no  meeting  of  the  minds  botwet'n  shipowners  and  shlp- 
bdlld«>rs  In  respect  to  duties  on  repairs  done  in  foreign  ports. '  The  pend- 
In;  tariff  bill  includes  amendments  of  sections  3114  and  8115  of  the  1922 
B<t.  The  sections  at  present  provide  for  the  fmyment  upon  arrival  at 
ItiB  first  United  States  port  of  a  60  p«T  cent  ad  valorem  duty  on  any 
re  jalrx  made  in  a  foreign  country.  The  payment  is  mandatory.  The 
Is  ter  s«vilon  provldi's  for  remlsalon  of  wich  duty  If  the  owner  or  master 
furnishes  sufficient  evidence  that  such  vessel  "was  comf>eIled  by  streas 
of  wither  or  other  casualty  to  put  into  such  foreign  port  and  purcliase 
HDch  etiulproents  or  make  such  repairs  to  secure  the  safety  of  the  vessel 
tol  enable  Imt  to  reach  her  p<^)rt  of  de«tination." 

Ttie  propo««'d  amendment  to  section  8114  would  provide  that  "com- 
pensation paid  to  members  of  the  regular  crew  of  such  vessel  in  con- 
nictlon  with  the  inftallation  of  any  such  e<)nlpro«>nts  or  any  part  thereof, 
oi  the  making  of  repairs,  in  a  foreign  country,  shall  not  be  included  in 
tlie  cost  of  such  equipment  or  part  thereof,  or  of  such  repairs." 

The  proposed  amendment  to  section  3115  would  provld*-  that  "  If  the 
oi^ner  or  master  of  such  vessel  furnishes  good  and  sufficient  evidence 

'*(!•  That  such  equipment  or  parts  thereof  or  repair  parts  or  mate- 
rials were  purchased,  or  that  such  expenses  of  repairs  were  Incurred,  iu 

foreign  country,  in  order  to  maintain  such  vessel  In  a  seaworthy  con- 
dition, or  to  repair  damag<>s  suffprt-d  or  to  replace  equipment  damaged 
or  worn  out  during  the  voyage,  or  to  maintain  such  vessel  in  a  sanitary 
ai  d  proper  condition  for  the  carriage  of  cargo  or  passengers ; 

(2)  That  such  equipments  or  parts  thereof  or  repair  parts  or  mato- 
rlAls  were  manufactured  or  produced  in  the  United  States,  and  the  labor 
n<cefl6ary  to  install  such  equipments  or  to  make  such  repairs  was  per- 
tfi  roied  by  residents  of  th*  United  States  or  by  members  of  the  regular 
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Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  think  if  we  should  stop  to  fig- 
ure out  how  this  would  work  If  those  words  were  out,  we 
would  see  that  H  would  not  be  wise  to  strike  them  out.  The 
only  circumstance  other  than  casualty  or  stress  of  weather 
which  would  compel  a  ship  to  require  repairs  Is  gradual  wear. 
Take  the  renewal  of  the  bottom  i>latlng  of  a  ship.  It  is  a 
gnidual  decay  that  takes  iriace.  No  shipowner  ever  waits  until 
the  ship  Is  about  to  fall  to  pieces  before  he  has  her  bottom 
plating  renewed.  He  gives  her  a  margin  of  safety,  of  course. 
The  insi»ectors  would  require  him  to  do  it  The  ship  always 
has  a  number  of  voyages  left  in  her  before  they  actually  change 
the  plating.  She  may  go  a  year  or  two  years  without  actual 
danger  to  life;  but  nobody  ever  runs  that  close  to  the  margin. 
It  Is  always  possible  to  run  the  ship  for  one  more  voyage  or 
half  a  voyage,  and  I  have  known  that  to  be  done.  An  oil  com- 
pany with  which  I  was  at  one  time  identified  used  to  send  its 
tankers  regularly  to  England  to  have  repairs  of  any  conse- 
quence made,  becaiuse  tliey  could  pay  the  duty  and  still  get  it 
done  for  less  than  they  would  have  to  pay  In  the  United  States. 
That  is  not  the  case  any  longer. 

The  duty  does  furnish  some  protection  and  It  Is  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  owners  now  to  have  such  work  done  in  this  country. 
But  if  we  are  going  to  make  it  possible  for  them  to  have  any 
repairs  made  abroad  that  are  due  to  gradual  wear  and  tear,  we 
are  going  to  take  away  about  half  of  the  business  of  the  Ameri- 
can shipyards,  and  Heaven  knows  they  need  every  bit  of  bu.si- 
ness  they  can  get  at  the  present  time. 

The  House  provision  would  have  perinitted  every  conceivable 
type  of  reiMir  work  to  be  done  abroad,  and  it  would  have  taken 
away  all  of  that  part  of  the  American  industry.  There  is  not 
a  shipbuilding  plant  in  this  country  tOKiay  that  is  very  pros- 
perous. They  need  every  bit  of  business  that  can  be  given  them 
from  American  ships,  and  I  do  hoi)e  that  the  Senate  will  agree 
to  the  Finance  Committee  amendment 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
a  question. 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Suppose  a  ship  began  to  leak  in  a  foreign  port, 
so  that  It  would  be  put  out  of  commission.  What  would  the 
Senator  do  about  allowing  that  ship  to  be  repaired? 

Mr.  REED.  Absolutely  I  would  allow  It  to  be  repaired,  and 
done  free  of  duty ;  and  the  Senate  committee  amendment  would 
allow  it    That  is  a  canialty. 


Mr.  REED.     "Or  other  Casualty.** 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course,  It  means  some  other 
casualty,  as,  for  instance,  a  collision,  or  something  of  the  kind. 
But  the  ordinary  breaking  down  or  defect  of  machinery  In  the 
operation  of  the  ship  could  not  be  spoken  of  as  a  f-asualty.  To 
illustrate:  1  go  off  on  an  automolule  trip,  and  I  fln«l  there  is 
some  clicking  in  the  machinery;  it  does  not  work  quite  right, 
and  there  Is  some  adjustment  needed,  or  there  is  some  little 
substitute  part  necessary.  I  come  back  and  somebody  asks  me 
if  I  had  a  casualty  on  the  way.  What  would  I  reply?  Of  course 
I  would  say  that  I  did  not  have  any  casualty. 

Mr.  REED.  In  ordinary  conversation,  to  speak  of  a  casualty 
In  automobiling  suggests  killing  somebody. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  So  hero  it  stiggests  something 
extraordinary,  because  it  is  used  In  connection  with  a  ship  being 
compelled  to  go  to  a  port  by  reason  of  stress  of  weather.  It  is 
something  extraordinary  and  unusual  that  has  happened. 

Mr.  REED.  The  best  evidence  of  the  way  In  which  the  words 
would  be  construed  Is  to  take  the  way  In  which  they  have  been 
construed,  because  they  are  In  the  present  law,  and  In  the  pres- 
ent law  any  damage  which  Interferes  with  the  seaworthiness  or 
the  safety  of  the  vessel  is  permlttetl  to  be  repaired  abroad  duty 
free,  and  it  is  right  that  it  should  be.  But  to  allow  a  vessel  to 
go  abroad,  when  she  has  a  free  choice  between  a  home  yard  and 
a  foreign  yard,  to  escape  the  pnymwit  of  duty  on  reyialrs,  is 
certainly  not  consLstent  with  the  policy  which  underlies  the  bill. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course  we  are  all  agreed  abo.ut 
that,  and  we  are  all  agreed  that  the  American  yard  ought  to 
get  the  business  If  it  Is  possible  to  give  it  to  it  It  Is  simply  a 
question  of  how  we  are  going  to  frame  the  language  so  as  to 
give  it  to  the  American  yards  and  at  the  same  time  not  further 
Imperil  travel  by  sea. 

Mr.  REED.  Exactly,  and  travel  by  sea  at  the  present  time 
Is  not  imperiled  by  the  present  law,  which  Is  applied  setisibly 
by  the  Treasury,  and,  so  far  as  we  could  discover,  there  was  no 
occasion  for  the  change  which  the  House  made. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  I  think  in  the  consideration 
of  this  question  we  ought  to  consider  the  provisions  contained 
In  the  bill  immediately  preceding  this  section.  Se<»tion  3114  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  as  proposed  to  be  amended  provides  that 
in  case  repairs  are  made  In  a  foreign  country  of  an  American 
vessel,  the  vessel  .shall  pay  a  duty  of  50  iier  ;-eiit.  That  la  a 
penalty  imposed  upon  repairs  made  on  ships  abroad. 
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crew  of  such  vessel,  then  the  Secretary  of  the  Tr*»asury  is  authorised  to 
remit  or  refund  such  duties     •     •     •." 

The  cour!«>»  pursued  by  the  shipowners  and  the  ship  repairers  seem 
widely  divergent  mainly  because  each  does  not  fully  understand  the  posi- 
tion or  conditions  affecting  the  other.  Shipowners  believe  that  the  ship 
repairers  are  entitled  to  tariff  protection  to  prevent  materials  t)eing  pur- 
chased or  repairs  being  done  abroad  which  can  be  done  in  the  United 
Blafs.  But  they  know  what  a  burden  the  present  law,  which  excepts 
only  stress  of  weather  repairs,  puts  upon  the  operation  of  American 
BhlpR  In  comp.'titlve  foreign  trades.  Tliey  wish  to  see  an  amendment 
which  will  allow  a  more  practical  administration  of  the  geatral  intent 
of  tlie  law. 

In  other  words,  there  are  repairs  which  must  be  done  at  foreign  ports 
and  which  are  liable  to  duty  at  present.  The  owners  are  not  trying  to 
fix  It  80  they  can  do  any  sort  of  repairs,  or  make  replacements,  or  do 
reconditioning  Jobs,  or  overhauls,  or  conversions.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
most  owners  prefer  to  do  repairs  In  American  ports,  where  they  can 
devote  their  close  attention  to  all  tlie  details,  to  poli-e  the  work,  .nnd  to 
effect  the  repairs  at  the  cheapest  possible  price.  Chief  engineers  are  not 
students  of  the  cost  of  repairs,  .\nyone  having  had  to  do  with  repair 
requi.xitions  knows  of  the  diplomatic  duels  which  almost  constantly 
occur  l)etwe«'n  the  chief  and  the  suporlntendent.  Repairs  at  foreign 
ports  are  bugaboos  to  many  owners,  unless  the  captain,  chief,  or  agent 
Is  well  versed  In  the  economics  of  repairs. 

The  shipbuilders  or  repairers,  on  the  other  hand,  fully  appreciate  all 
the  different  kinds  of  repairs,  and  In  connection  with  the  recent  dispute 
over  the  proposed  tariff  amendments  their  whole  objection  seems  to  be 
based  upon  a  su-^^picion  that  owners  will  try  to  take  unfair  advantage 
of  a  greater  freedom  In  phraseology. 

We  are  rather  surprised  that  one  phase  in  the  practical  working  of 
the  law    which   constitutes  a   real  handicap  has  not   been  stressed,  and 
that  no  suggestion  has  b<>en  made  to  obviate  this  handicap  by  amending 
the  .ndmlnlstratlon  of  even   the  present  law.     We  mean  the  mandatory 
paymenr  of  the  duty.     There  seems  to  be  no  reason  why  this  should  be 
essential.      Why   not   allow   the   owner   to   furnish  a   bond   to  cover  the 
amount  of  the  duty,  and  then  only  when  it  is  determined  definitely  that 
the  vessel  Is  not  exempt  from  the  payment  of  the  duty  provide  for  the 
prompt  payment?     While  the  principle  of  the  present  law  is  to  protect 
American   yards  and  allow  temporary  emergency  repairs  to  be  done  Ht 
foreign  ports  without  penaliKlng  shipowners,  ne%ertheles8  the  mandatory 
payment  of  the  duty  on  any  repairs,  coupled  with  the  burden  resting  on 
the  owner  of  proving  that  the  repairs  wore  necessary  for  a  seaworthy 
ci>rtiflcatc.  and  the  work  and  expense  required  in  the  red  tape  of  induc- 
ing the  Government  to   refund   the  money,  work  as  a  real   hjindicap   to 
American  shipowners  In  foreign  trade.     From  the  writer's  own  experi- 
ence an   example   may   be   cited:   A   ship  in   ballast   and   one  day   away 
from  her  foreign  port  of  destination  was  caught  in  a  2-day  gale  of  head 
winds.      Her  superstructure,    funnel,  and  lifeboats  were  damaged.      Her 
port  of  destination   was  the  n«>arest  port  and  also   the  pf-rt  of  refuge 
Survey  required  temporary  repairs  in  order  to  obtain  seaworthy  certifi- 
cate.    Permanent  (and  further  or  more  complete)   repairs  were  allowed 
to  go  over  until  her  return  to  a  United  States  port.     The  50  per  cent 
duty  on  the  repairs  was  paid.     The  permanent  repairs  were  also  made 
After  many  months  of  effort,  red  tape,  special  agents,  etc.,  a  refund  was 
obtained.     Besides  being  out  <.f  pocket  the  amount  of  the  duty,  the  loas 
of  Interest,  collection  fees,  and  .nil  ex|.ense8  totaled  alx,ut  20  per  cent  of 
the  amount  of  the  duty.     Who  will  say  that  this  did  not  constitute  a 
handicap  to  the  operation  of  this  American   ship?     And  as  long  as  no 
other  financial  compensations  are  granted  to  offw-t  this  particular  kind 
of  handicap,  who  will  deny  that   It   will   not  continue  to  constitute  a 
bandlrnp? 

We  heartily  advocate  the  protection  of  American  shipyards  But  it  is 
shout  time  to  realite  that  American  shipyards  can  not  b.-  protected  unless 
Americnn  "hips  are  protected.  Shipyards  are  entlr.ly  dependent  upon 
»htj»s.  .Sficcessfnl  American  built,  owu«d.  and  repaired  ships  mean  sue 
rcsMful  ^hlt.yaid».  The  principle  of  tariff  for  revenue  only  has  long 
•ff»  been  discnnled  by  both  political  parties  The  Intent  of  the  protec 
Mve  tariff  was  to  foster  the  development  of  home  Industries  to  supply 
our  domestic  needs.  How  successful  have  been  the  remits  is  shown 
by  the  tnct  that  the  quantity  prrjduction  In  most  in.stances  has  reduced 
the  production  costs  to  a  point  lower  than  the  costs  of  similar  products 
of  other  countries,  so  that  we  can  now  compete  with  them  in  world 
markets.  The  same  results  can  not  be  obtained  in  the  shipbuilding 
Industry.  * 

Tt^at  shipping  is  international  in  character,  that  American  shipping 
has  iH'en  more  hami>er«d  than  helped  b.^  tariff  aid  to  other  American 
iDdustiy.  that  American  shipping  needs  protection  but  that  on  account 
of  the  Impracticabilities  of  tariff  application  the  only  method  of  protec 
tlon  is  by  Government  financial  aid  In  recognition  of  national  service 
rendered,  all  seem  to  have  been  to  large  extent  realised  by  Congress  by 
the  token  of  the  pasmge  of  the  Jones  White  bill.  As  we  believe  in  pro- 
tection of  American  shipyards,  so  do  we  believe  that  American  ship- 
ping must  N-  protected.  And  to  the  very  extent  American  shipyards  are 
protet-ti'd  by  a  means  which  tends  to  burden  shipping,  American  shipping 
must  be  protected.     It  is  a  matter  of  degree. 
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Mr  SMOOT.  I  ntove  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  12 
o  clock  noon  to-morrow. 

The  moUon  was  agn-ed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  5  o'chn-k  und 
5  ndnutes  p  ni.)  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow.  Friday.  Sein 
temlKT  20,  1929,  at  12  o'clock  meridian.  .  ^ 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive  nominatw„»  i-onfirmrfl   by  the  Semle  Pf^temher  19 
[legi^laiifc  dny  of  Sej)timher  9),  J929 
PuBUc  Hkultii  Skrvick 
Kenneth  F.  Maxcy  to  l>e  suigt-on. 
William  F.  Ossenfort  to  b«'  assistant  surgeon 
Oswald  F.  Hedley  to  be  assistant  surgeon. 
James  T.  Jack.son  to  be  assistant  surgeon. 
Itaymond  L.  Kvans  to  be  assistunt  surge«>n. 
Walter  P.  Griffey  to  lie  ussi.stant  .surgeon. 
Jo.seph  O.  Dean  to  i)e  assistant  surgeon. 
Harold  M.  Hand  to  »«>  assistant  surge<»n 
Ivan  W.  Steele  to  be  ;issi.srant  .<»urgeon. 
Kenneth  R,  Neison  to  he  assistant  surgeon 
Harold  D.  Lyman  to  l»e  assistant  surgeon. 
>  aue  M.  Hoge  to  be  a.ssistant  surgeon 
Frank  F   Thweatt.  jr..  to  bt?  a.ssiHtant  surgeon. 
J  harles  K.  Rose.  Jr..  to  \>e  assistant  surgeon. 
Oerrick  A.  Hoxle  to  l>e  pas-sed  assistant  surgeon 
Fletcher  C.  Stewart  to  be  pa.ssed  assistant  surgeon. 

PaoMonoNs  in  the  Nant 
Howard  K.  I^wls  to  be  commander. 
Ralph  F.  Skylstead  to  be  lieutenant  commander. 
Alan  R.  Niish  to  be  lieutenant 
John  S.  Hediick  to  b"  lieutenant 
Isaiah  Olch  to  be  lieutenant. 
Marion  N.  Little  to  be  lieutenant 
Bates  H.  Johnston  to  be  lieutenant. 
Howard  D.  Mcintosh  to  l)e  lieutenant. 
Alvin  L.  Be<ker  to  be  lieutenant. 
Alfred  R.  Mead  to  be  lieutenant 
William  L.  Freseman  to  be  lieutenant. 
IvJiwrence  O.  Miller  to  he  lieutenant   (junior  grade). 
Hihin  El>ert  to  |>e  lieutenant   (junior  grade). 
William  J.  Whiteside  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 
Gordon  A.  McLean  to  be  lieutenant   (Junior  grade) 
l>outhey  G.    McMIlhin  to  l)e  lieutenant  (Junior  grade), 
(harles  L.  Carpenter  to  b<<  lit  uten.ant  (Junior  grade). 
Chester  M.  Holtoii  to  be  lieutenant  commander. 

M.\B1NK   CORPS 

Smedley  D.  Butler  to  be  major  general  (temporary). 

John  T.  M.vers  to  l»e  brigadier  general. 

Pedro  A.  dei  Valle  to  be  major. 

Walter  H.  SItz  to  be  major. 

Joseph  C.  Grayson  to  be  captain. 

Donald  G.  Oglesby  to  lie  captain. 

Byron  F.  Johnson  to  be  c-aptaln. 

Alfred  C.  Cottrell  to  b<'  captain. 

John  T.  Selden  to  be  captain. 

Klmcr  E.  Hail  to  be  cai>tuin. 

Henry  A.  Carr  to  lie  captain. 

Orrel  A.  Inman  to  l>e  captain. 

Frank  H.  Flack  tb  la?  cai»fain. 

AllKTt  R.  Bourne  to  l»e  first  lieutenant. 

lU'glnald  H.  Ridgely.  jr.,  to  be  flrat  lieutenant. 

Albert  D,  Co«i.ey  to  be  flrsi  lieutenant. 

Tlieodore  A.  Iliildabi  to  be  first  lieutenant. 

Richard  Fagati  to  be  first  lieuteiiant 

I>ewis  B.  I'uller  to  l>e  first  lieutenant 

Ernest  E.  Shaughnessey  to  be  flr»»t  lieutenant 

James  K.  Junes  to  be  first  lieutenant 

Herbert  P.  Becker  to  be  first  lieutenant. 

William  C.  Purple  to  be  first  lieutenant 

Wilfred  J.  Huffman  to  be  second  iieatenant 

Joseph  P.  McCaffery  to  be  second  lieutenant 

Clarence  J.  O'Doiinell  to  be  sec«»nd  lieutenant 

John  U.  IliU  to  be  second  lieutenant 

John  S.  Holmberg  to  be  sec-ond  lieutenant 

Keith  R.  Wlllard  to  be  second  lieutenant. 

James  R.  Hester  to  be  second  lieutenant 

Albert  F.  Moe  to  be  second  lieutenant 

Uoyd  H-  Reiliy  to  be  second  lieutenant 

Carson  A.  Roberts  to  be  second  lieutenant 

Chester  R.  Allen  to  be  second  lieutenant 

Orin  K.  Pressley  to  be  second  lieutenant 
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Richard  J.  McPherson  to  be  second  lieuteoant. 

J(»-eph  H.  Berry  to  he  second  lientenant. 

William  F.  Parks  to  be  sei-ond  lieuttTiant 

Robert  H.  Williams  to  be  second  lientenant. 

Claude  I.  Boles  to  be  second  lieutenant. 

Wi  Ham  A.  WilUs  to  be  second  lieutenant 

William  A.  Warrell  to  be  chief  quartermaster  derk. 

Jolin  L.  Watkins  to  be  chief  quartfrmuster  clerk. 

J<»hn  J.  Reidy  to  be  chief  pay  clerk. 

Col.  (>rn8  8.  Radford  to  be  quartermaster. 

I'honia.s  M.  Clinton  to  be  colonel. 

Arthur  Racici>t  to  be  lieutenant  colonel. 

William  G.  Hawthorne  to  be  major. 

Rol>ert  S.  Viall  to  be  first  lieutenant 

WIJInm  G.  Hanley  to  be  first  lieutenant 

RolKTt  O.  Bare  to  be  first  lieutenant 

Pnntice  A.  Shlebler  to  be  first  lieutenant 

Zcbulon  C.  Hopkins  to  be  second  lieutenant 

POSTMASTEBS 
AKKAN8AB 

Emma  W.  Connaway,  Forrest  City. 

CAUrOBNIA 

Marjorie  Moose,  Anj^l  Island. 
A>illiam  L.  Overstreet,  Carmel. 
Angelina  O'Brien,  Millbrae. 
Merrill  O.  BaUard.  Red  Bluff. 
Charles  E.  Chapman,  Tiburon. 
Louisa  J.  Pliler,  Valley  Springs. 

MABYLANO 

Philip  E.  Frantz,  CockeysriUe. 

IflSSOUBI 

Conradkta  M.  Buechler,  Freeburg. 
San  ford  Baker.  Himnewell. 
Frank  H.  Frohlich,  Koch. 
Otto  Drewel.  I^atxtdie. 
I.#onard  A.  Hoke.  I^banon. 
Otto  W.  Kueline.  Manchester. 
Mary  E.  Stanton.  Raytown. 
William  E.  HoUingsworth,  Sikeston. 

NEW  ,TOKK 

A.sa  Camp.  Apalachin. 
Itiilph  M.  Lander.  Armonk. 
Grace  Newmann,  Clay. 
Millie  E.  Hart  East  Moriches. 
Arthur  B.  Merritt  Highland. 
Marjorie  R.  Post  Massapequa. 
Harrle  M.  Wright.  Pawling. 
Hugh  O.  Roche,  Salisbury  Mills. 
Harlan   W.    Leggett,   SchuylervIUe. 
Friink  W.   Mathews,   Soottsvllle. 

NOBTB    DAKOTA 

Minnie  Pnsdi.  Shields. 

WAflHIIfOTOlf 

Anna   M.  Stevenson.  CarlKHiado. 
Grace  D.  Fletcher.  Forks. 
Beri  S.  Vauderford,  Lyman. 
Clarence  V.  Lotz,  McKeona. 
Lillian  Brain,  Thorp. 
Oscar  L.  Hanson,  Yaodt 


SENATE 

Friday,  September  20,  1929 

(Legislative  day  (rf  Monday,  September  9,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration  of 
the  recesa. 

paocnsiifo  roa  contempt  or  oocsr 

.Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  out  of  order.  I  ask  per- 
mission to  introduce  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  substitution  of 
judires  in  indirect  contempts  of  court  which  are  personal  In 
character. 

I  also  submit  a  syllabus  which  summarizes  the  existing  law 
and  fact  and  I  ask  that  both  be  referred  to  the  Judiciary 
Committee. 

In  addition,  while  not  wishing  to  Intrude  upon  tl>e  time  of  the 
Senate  with  a  dis<-ussion  of  a  subject  of  this  kind,  I  feel  that 
it  is  of  such  ultimate  importance  that  the  best  possible  t^nion 
of  the  country  should  lie  dire<'ted  to  It.  Therefore  I  ask  unani- 
mous conarat  tlwt  tl»e  bUl  and  syllabus  may  be  printed  in  the 

RlX-OBO. 


The  bill  (S.  1726)  to  amend  section  268  of  the  Judicial  Code 
iras  read  twice  by  its  title,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
J  udiciary.  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  268  of  the  Judicial  Code  is  amended 
ly  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  "The  defendant  in  any  pro- 
ceeding for  contempt  of  court  it  authorized  to  file  with  the  court  a 
c  emand  for  the  retirement  of  the  Judge  sitting  In  the  proceeding,  l£ 
the  contempt  arises  from  an  attacic  upon  the  character  or  conduct  of 
aiich  judge  and  if  the  attack  occurred  otherwise  than  in  open  court. 
I'pon  the  filing  of  any  such  demand  the  Judge  shall  thereupon  pro- 
ceed no  further,  but  another  Judge  shall  be  designated  In  the  same 
manner  as  provided  in  case  of  the  approval  of  an  affidavit  of  personal 
I  las  or  prejudice  under  section  21  of  the  Judicial  Code.  The  demand 
B^all  be  filed  prior  to  the  hearing  in  the  contempt  proceeding." 

The  syllabus  was  referred  to  the  Ck)njmlttee  on  the  Judiciary 
s  nd  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rex:obd,  as  follows : 

THB    8TIXABU8 

This  legislation  proposes  the  new  Federal  rule  that  the  same  Judge 
siall  not  Iwth  challenge  and  adjudicate  an  alleged  contempt  of  court 
?  hen  the  alleged  contempt  is  not  In  his  Immediate  presence  and  when 
1  involves  a  personal  issue  touching  his  own  character  or  reputation 
or  exercl.se  of  power.  In  other  words,  It  might  be  said  to  differentiate 
bjtween  the  Judge  and  the  court  In  such  matters. 

This  rule  Itself  already  is  validated  by  the  frequent  voluntary  practice 

0  t  conrts  which  themselves  have  perceived  the  difficulty  of  avoiding  an 
V  nfortnnate  semblance  of  prejudice,  even  though  none  be  actually  pros- 
eat,  when  a  Jndge  acts  both  as  (.-omplainant  and  umpire  simultaneously. 

The  rule  has  been  anticipated  also  by  the  frequent  olwervations  of 
tppellate  courts  which  have  sensed  the  need  scrupulously  to  protect 
Jistlce  against  even  the  guise  of  tyranny. 

The  rule  and  the  necessity  for  it  has  lieen  further  anticipated  by 
jrevlous  delates  in  Congress,  when  the  subject  has  been  widely  can- 
lassed  by  eminent  men  and  the  need  for  effectual  reform  very  clearly 
« Btabllsbed. 

The   present   need   to  translate   this   voluntary   practice,   validated   by 

1  bes>e  numerous  opinions,  into  mandate  of  the  law  is  sharply  demon- 
strated by  repeated  exhibitions  of  Judicial  tyranny  which  are  repugnant 
Id  the  American  sense  of  elementary  fair  play  and  sea.soned  Justice. 
KTiIle  these  exhibitions  usually  are  in  State  courts,  yet  the  responsibility 
tests  upon  the  Congress  to  blaie  the  trail  and  to  set  the  new  mode  In 
the  Federal  statutes.  While  the  offensive  episodes  are  relatively  few 
tnd  far  between.  Involving  relatively  but  an  insignificant  number  of 
J  jdges  and  courts,  yet  the  popular  revulsion  is  so  spontaneous  and  so 
1 1  tense  when  occasion  arises  that  there  easily  may  come  a  dangerous 
iioment  when  sudden  and  exceptional  passion  might  precipitate  dan- 
jprous  reprisals  that  would  endanger  the  essential  authority  of  the 
fDtlre  Judicial  system.  Therefore,  it  Is  a  service  to  the  courts  as  well 
«8  to  the  people  if  this  hazardous  exposure  be  constricted. 

Ordinarily  the  types  of  contempt  involved  In  the  limited  field  which 
t  his  legislation  would  invade  are  contempts  charged  against  the  press. 
1  "his  rmphaslies  the  Importance  of  the  challenge,  because  a  free  press, 
li  every  legitimate  sen.se  of  that  vital  phrase,  la  prerequisite  to  the 
rerpetuity  of  American  Instltntions.  A  throtUed  press  is  a  prophecy  of 
democracy's  disintegration,  no  matter  by  whom  throttled.  The  press 
d  oes  not  de.serve  license ;  but  It  must  havs  liberty.  This  liberty,  in  turn, 
always  must  be  strictly  responsible  in  law  for  all  its  acts.  Otherwise 
lie  should  escape  from  one  tyranny  only  to  embrace  another.  But  so 
li  aportant  is  the  preservation  of  unceusored  and  unafraid  opinions  in 
t  le  body  of  the  press  that  we  confront  the  inevitable  need  to  write  a 
warrant  for  the  surest  pos»ib]<>  justice  when  Its  re^tponsibility  is  called 
tu  account.  It  roast  not  he  immunised  against  legitimate  subordination 
ti»  the  courts.  But  it  must  be  protected  against  illegitimate  crucifixion 
br  courts  when,  in  the  human  nature  of  things,  thesi«  courts  can  not 
g  ve  fair  and  impartial  trial. 

Courts  most  never  be  shorn  of  whatever  power  is  essential  to  tlielr 
authority.  This  necessarily  Includes  summary  i>ower8  to  punish  direct 
ontempt  committed  during  the  sitting  of  a  court,  or  of  a  Judge  at 
c  lambers,  in  Its  or  hl»  presence  or  so  near  thereto  as  to  obstruct  the 
a  Imlnistratlon  of  Justice.  It  necessarily  includes  power  to  protect  tb« 
integrity  of  its  writs,  and  so  forth.  It  also  must  include  power  to 
pinlsb  for  contempt.  But  the  court  does  not  lose  power  through  the 
n  ere  requirement  that  an  Independent  and  impartial  and  impersonal 
Jndge  shall  hear  a  given  cause.  On  the  contrary,  the  courts  as  a  whole 
giln  power  wherever  salutary  rules  save  them  from  exposure  to  needless 
p)pular  doubts,  articulate  or  otherwise,  regarding  the  quality  of  justice 
which  they  dispense.     Popular  confidence  is  the  root  of  this  power. 

Hon.  Newton  D.  Baker,  of  Cleveland,  Ohio,  uttered  a  great  truth 
when  be  appeared  for  the  defendant  with  a  briUiant  argument  in  a 
n  cent  Ohio  contempt  case.  "  The  dignity  of  courts,"  said  he,  "  are  not 
pi«served  by  severity  upon  their  critics,  but  are  preserved  by  the  right- 
e<u8ne88  of  their  decisions.'  Ue  was  pleading  in  a  recent  State  court 
asi%  which  has  rekindled  fires  of  protest  against  occasional  Judicial 
tjranny— a  case  in  which  the  Judge,  personally  offended  by  newspaper 
alticism  obviously  bom  only  of  a  seal  to  aerve  the  common  weal,  sat 
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Id  Judgment  apon  a  came  from  which  he  coold  not  possibly  divorce  his 
own  emotions,  and  sentenced  two  respectable  and  respon.slble  Cleveland 
editors  to  jail  for  30  day*.  "  RighteousneM  of  decision  "  In  such  a 
situation  inevitably  would  be  more  certain  and  Impressive  If  ordered  by 
•ome  judge  other  than  the  one  intimately  and  personally  Involved.  In- 
deed, it  can  not  be  "  righteous  "  otberwiae. 

.\merlcan  Instltntions  were  created  upon  a  philosophy  of  divided  and 
segj-eg.ited  powers.  Mingled  powers  are  the  formula  for  tyranny.  Pow- 
ers thus  mingle  when  the  same  Jndge  acts  first  as  complainant,  then  as 
nmpiPe,  in  a  proceeding  which  primarily  Involves  his  own  personal 
status  and  his  own  personal  feelings  as  differentiated  from  the  status 
ami  authority  of  his  court.  It  is  humanly  imporalble  that  his  decree  as 
umpire  can  divest  itself  of  his  prejodlciai  impulse  as  complainant. 

It  la  significant  upon  thLs  score  to  read  the  opinion  of  tbe  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  delivered  by  Mr.  Chief  Justice  Taft  in  Cooke 
r.  United  States,  reported  In  Two  hundred  and  sixty-seven  United 
States  Reports,  at  page  539  : 

"  The  exercise  of  the  power  of  contempt  is  a  delicate  one  and  is  needed 
to  avoid  arbitrary  or  oppn-sslve  conclusions.  This  rule  of  caution  is 
more  mandatory  where  tbe  contempt  charged  has  In  it  the  element  of 
personal  criticism  or  attack  upon  the  Judge.  The  Judge  must  banish 
the  slishtcst  personal  impulse  to  reprisal,  but  he  should  not  bend  back- 
ward and  injure  the  authority  of  the  court  by  too  gnat  leniency.  The 
substitution  of  unothex  Judge  would  avoid  cither  tendency,  but  it  is  not 
always  possible.  Of  course,  where  acts  of  contempt  are  palpably  aggia 
vated  by  a  personal  attack  upon  the  Judg*?  in  order  to  drive  tbe  Judge 
out  of  the  case  for  ulterior  reasons  the  scheme  should  not  be  permitted 
to  succeed.  But  attempts  of  this  kind  are  rare.  \11  of  such  cases,  how- 
ever, present  difficult  questions  for  the  judge.  All  we  can  aay  upon  the 
whole  m.ittrr  Is  that  where  conditions  do  not  make  it  impracticable,  or 
where  the  delay  may  not  injure  public  or  private  right,  a  Judge  called 
upon  to  act  iu  a  case  of  contempt  by  jx-rsonal  attack  upon  him,  may, 
without  flinching  from  his  duty,  properly  ask  that  one  of  his  fellow 
JudK'os  take  his  place,  Cornish  r.  The  United  States  (299  ITed.  283, 
285)  ;  Toledo  Co.  v.  Ths  United  States   (237  Fed.  986,  988).     •     •     • 

"  The  ca.>ie  l)efore  us  is  one  in  which  the  issue  l>etween  the  judge  and  the 
I>arties  bad  come  to  involve  marked  personal  feeling  that  did  not  make 
for  an  Impartial  and  calm  Judicial  ct»nslderatiou  and  conclusion,  as  the 
statement  of  the  proceedings  abundantly  shows.  We  thijik,  therefore, 
that  when  this  case  again  reaches  the  district  court  to  which  it  must  be 
remanded,  tbe  Judge  who  imposed  tbe  sentence  herein  should  invite 
tbe  tieiiior  circuit  Judge  of  tbe  circuit  to  assign  another  Judge  to  sit  in  tbe 
second  hearing  of  the  charge  against  tbe  petitioner." 

The  United  Sute«  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Sixth  Circuit  s-4ld, 
in  Two  hundred  and  thirty -seventh  Fe<leral  lieporter,  at  pages  986  to  988  : 

"  We  can  well  understand  the  reluctance  with  which  a  district  Judge 
would  put  himself  in  a  position  which  seemed  to  be  a  shifting  to  another 
of  tills  sometimes  burdensome  and  very  delicate  duty ;  but  it  is  of  the 
gnutest  importance  that  contempt  proceedings  be  put,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, beyond  the  reach  of  even  unju.st  adverse  criticism,  and,  in  such  a 
situation  as  has  been  recited,  the  Judges  of  this  court  upon  whom  tbe 
duty  may  fall  will  always  be  ready  to  assign  a  Jndge  from  another 
district.' 

The  circuit  court  repeated  this  comment  in  Cornish  v.  United  States 
(299  Fed.  283).  No  doubt  there  are  numerous  other  kindred  citations 
which  a  lawyer  readily  would  discover.  This  syllabus  doea  not  pretend 
to  the  dignity  of  a  legalistic  brief.  It  is  a  layman's  study  of  the 
common  sense  involved  in  a  delicate  necessity.  Thia  layman,  further- 
more, is  Just  as  concerned  about  the  preservBtion  of  the  American 
Judiciary  in  all  its  e.s?<ential  authority  as  he  is  atmut  the  freedom  of  the 
press.  Indeed,  this  latter  urge  is  ttH>  wellspring  of  this  proposal,  lest 
some  day  a  suddtn  surge  of  impassioned  resentment  ag;iinst  an  isolated 
act  of  Judicial  tyranny  sweeps  us  into  so  radical  a  "  cure  "  that  it  may 
be  worse  than  the  occasional  "  disease  "  itself. 

Congress  studied  this  problem  In  \R96.  The  Senate  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee favorably  reported  S.  2984  providing  that  in  indirect  contempts 
a  court  in  its  discretion,  upon  a|)plication  of  the  accused,  might  order 
trial  by  Jury  as  in  any  criminal  case.  The  Senate  amended  the  bill  to 
make  the  granting  of  such  an  application  mandatory.  The  bill  pa&sed 
June  10,  1896,  without  a  record  vote.  It  went  to  the  House  where  the 
Judiciary  Committee  held  extended  hearings,  available  in  volume  form, 
and  split  into  majority  and  minority  reports.  But  by  lapse  of  the 
congressional  session  the  bill  failed  of  consideration  by  the  whole 
House. 

Again  in   1912  tbe  issue  reappeared  in  connection   with  tbe  so-called 
Clayton  Act,  which  finally  became  a  law.     In  sections  21  to  25  of  this 
act  trial  by  Jury  was — and  still  is — provided  in  Indirect  contempts  "  if  I 
the   act    or    thing    done    be   of    such    character    as    to   constitute    also    a  I 
criminal  offense  under  any  statute  of  the   United   States  or  under   ti>e  ' 
laws  of  any  State  In   which  the  act  was  committed."     This,   it  will   be 
noted.    Is   a    very    exclusive    and    precise    classification,    manifestly    built 
upon  the  philosophy   that   when  an  offending  act  was  both  a   contempt  j 
and  a  crime  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  which  would  attach  to  it  in   lu  j 
latter  character  should  persist  in  its  former  character.     This  was  held  j 
to  be  uuconstitutioaai — an  invasion  of  tbe  inherent  conatitational  po<ver  I 


]  of  the  CDorta  to  protect  their  necessary  anthortty— by  th«  United  8tate« 
district    court    tn    Two    hundred    and    seventy  fourth    Fedenl    Reporter, 

;  pages  804  to  606,  and  also  by  tbe  circuit  court  of  appeals  at  Chicago  in 

'  Michaelaon  «.  United  States  (291  Fed.  945,  946). 

Judge  Baker  uaed  a  very  happy  figure  of  speech  in  this  Utter  decision, 
saying  that  Congress  was  the  potter  which  shaped  the  vase,  but  wben 
It  was  shaped  the  Judicial  power  was  pour»Ml  into  It  by  the  Constitution 
and  not  by  Congress.  This  last  case,  however,  was  ivver8.»d  by  the 
Supreme  Court  in  an  opinion  written  by  Justice  Sutherland  t-*66  U.  8. 
42.  pp.  66,  67).  it  is  apparent  that  the  consUtutlonality  of  the  law  at 
applicable  to  that  case  was  sustained  by  a  narrow  margin.  Tbe  provt- 
Bion  that  for  an  offense  for  which  a  man  would  be  entitled  to  a  Jury 
trial  tn  a  State  court,  he  should  abio  be  entltl«Hl  to  a  Jury  trial  in  the 
Federal  court,  was  held  not  to  be  such  an  unreasonable  regulation  as  to 
trespass  upon  the  Judicial  power  of  the  court.  One  reading  tbe  briefs 
as  Kummaris«'d  In  the  report  and  the  opinion  of  the  court  must  sec  that 
it  is  doubtful,  however,  whether  the  provision  wonld  have  been  suytained 
If  it  had  been  substantially  more  general. 

This  raises  grave  question  as  to  tl;e  constitutionality  of  new  legisla- 
tion which  would  provide  for  trial  by  Jury  In  the  indirect  contempts  to 
which  tills  proposal  addreRsea  Itself,  although  there  is  considerable  ai  ntl- 
ment  In  this  behalf. 

But  it  ia  not  necessary  to  tread  this  specnhitlve  ground  In  order  to 
pro\1de  rational  and  ample  protection  against  occasional  Judicial  tyr- 
anny. Tbe  remedy  provided  In  a  substitution  of  Judg.^  suffices  all  the 
needs  of  those  who  continue  to  respt'ct  and  to  trust  the  Judiciary  as  a 
whole. 

.\  minority  of  the  House  Judiciary  Committc*',  reporting  against  tneae 
quoted  sections  of  tbe  Clayton  Act,  specifically  suggested  the  evsalon  of 
Judicial  prejudice  by  substltuUng  a  different  Judge  than  the  one  agaliuit 
whom  tlie  alleged  contempt  was  committed.  This  Idea  was  eniNtxiied 
by  them  in  H.  R.  21722,  which,  however,  did  not  get  out  of  c».nimlltee 
because  the  Clayton  Act  Itaelf  became  tbe  law.  Put  a  powerfu'  state- 
ment of  this  phllo8oi>hy  was  nwde  and  is  accessible  in  House  Reports, 
volume  3,  Sixty-second  Congress,  second  Bi^ssion.  Among  other  exhibit* 
was  the  following  quotation  from  then  President  Taft  : 

"  •  •  •  I  have  been  willing,  in  order  to  avoid  a  popular  but  un. 
founded  impression  that  a  Jud«e,  in  punishing  for  contempt  of  his  own 
order  may  be  affected  by  per«!onal  fwling.  to  approve  a  law  wlilch 
should  enable  the  contemnor  upon  his  application  to  have  anotiier 
Judge  sit  to  hear  the  charge  of  contempt ;  but  this  with  so  many 
Judg«-8  as  there  are  available  In  the  Federal  courts  would  not  constitute 
a  delay  in  the  enforctment  of  tlie  process.  Tbe  character  and  efflcU-ncy 
of  the  trial  would  be  the  same.  It  Is  the  nature  and  the  delay  of  a 
jury  trial  In  such  cases  that  those  who  would  wish  to  defy  the  order 
of  the  court  would  rely  upon  as  a  reason  for  doing  so." 

In  tbe  face  of  this  history  and  these  precedents  and  the  voluntary 
practice  of  many  courts  and  the  actual  statutes  in  some  Static  «nd 
these  conservntive  opinions.  It  is  a  lopionl  and  proper  and  necessary 
refinement  of  Federal  c\>ntempt  laws  to  require  a  substitution  of  Judges 
in  such  cases  as  fall  within  the  definition  here  discussed.  It  is  a  service 
to  the  courts  as  well  as  to  press  and  people.  We  must  have  no  re- 
crudescence of  execrated  "  Jeffreylsm."  No  Judge  should  sit  in  Jodj^ment 
on  his  owa  virtue  or  lack  of  it.     Here  Justice  ends  and  tyranny  b^ioii 

[Editorial  reprinted   from   Editor  and   Publisher,   September  14,    1929] 

MOVB   AGAINST   CONTEMPT    ABCSB 

ABTHua  H.  Vaiii>e»cb»:bo,  United  SUtes  8«-nator  from  Michigan, 
former  publisher  of  the  Grand  Rapids  Herald,  well  known  to  American 
newsiiaper  men,  arises  to  propose  legislation  to  curb  tbe  arbitrary  and 
tyrannical  abuse  of  the  Judicial  contempt  power.  Stirred  by  the  C^eve- 
land  outrage  and  tbe  impudent  disregard  of  cuustitutlonal  rights  by  tbe 
Minnesota  Legislature.  Sejiator  Vandk.nbkbo  s^-s  that  the  time  has 
come  for  action,  particularly  to  prevent  despotic  judg«>s  from  •ilenclng 
legitimate  press  criticism.  Every  newspaper  man  In  America  will  receive 
with  deep  gratitude  tbe  news  that  a  step  la  being  taken  to  end  this 
threadbare  abuse. 

It  is  lndee«l  time  that  there  he  a  clarlflcatlon  of  a  Judge's  power  in 
contempt  proceedings,  particularly  In  reference  to  his  right  to  punish 
for  acts  which  are  not  committed  in  the  presence  of  the  court  and  there- 
fore do  not  directly  obstruct  Justice.  What  the  press  wants  is  a  rule 
which  will  permit  of  free  publication  and  editorial  interpretation  of 
news  originating  In  courts,  with  tbe  nnllmited  rigtit  to  approve  or  dis- 
approve of  the  acts  of  tbe  court  as  In  the  case  of  any  other  department 
of  Government.  The  contempt  power  is  no  doubt  a  le^tlmate  and 
necessary  feature  of  safe  and  orderly  court  procedure.  No  one  wishes 
to  destroy  it.  Recent  abuses  of  It,  however,  challenge  the  whole  system. 
Judges  are  human,  and  present  contempt  laws  demand  that  they  l»e 
supermen.  To  balance  tbe  acales  of  Justice  while  acting  as  ramplaluant. 
Jury  and  Judge  is  more  than  can  rea8onal>ly  be  expected  from  the  average 
mortal,  whether  clothed  in  ermine  or  mufti.  Jostlcc  Holmes,  grand  old 
man  of  tba  Nation's  highest  court,  once  said  that  it  was  "  contrary  to 
our  practice  and  ways  of  thinking  for  tbe  same  person  to  be  accuser 
and  sole  Judge  in  a  matter  which,  1/  he  be  •easiUve.  may  Involve  strong 
personal  feelings." 
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•nure  c«n  t«  no  question  (hat  the  abuse  Is  projrreaalTe.  Recently  we 
bav«  bad  tbe  IndUna.  Minnesota,  and  Ohio  cnses  before  us.  Gradually 
over  tbe  years,  tbe  power  has  been  extended  from  direct  contempt,  mean- 
ing acts  committed  in  tbe  pr«>sence  of  the  court,  to  "Indirect  contempt," 
meaning  acts  just  outside  t^ie  presence  of  tbe  court,  and  finally  to 
"  constructlre  cont»'mpt,"'  meaning  anything  that  an  offended  Judge  may 
desln-  to  wurk  his  *nda.  In  the  Indiana  case,  behold,  tbe  supreme  court 
«f  tbe  8tate  held  that  lo  constructive  contempt  cases  tbe  truth  was  oo 
defense. 

We  believe  that  safe  and  sound  American  procedure  would  Include  the 
follox^tntt  features:  Kvery  charge  be  beard  by  another  Judge,  except 
when  tbe  contemptuous  act  is  actually  committed  in  tbe  presence  of 
tbe  court,  and  in  such  case  sufflcient  time  should  be  allowed  for  the 
preparation  ot  the  defense  and  a  lapse  of  reasonable  time  before  sentence 
is  pn>nounced  to  permit  tbe  Judge  to  clear  bis  mind  of  any  feeling  of 
persi^nal  resentment.  The  question  whether  contempt  cases  sbould  be 
beard  by  Juries  la  debatable.  It  baa  been  proposed  that  the  defendant 
In  a  contempt  case  t>e  given  tbe  right  to  petition  another  court  for  a 
Jury  trial  before  the  sentence  of  the  oQendett  Judge  be  executed,  thus 
checking  tbe  iKMsibility  of  injustice  and  providing  for  a  thorough  review 
of  the  case.  In  cases  of  so-called  "  indirect  contempt,"  which  are 
usually  hedged  about  by  hazy  circumstances,  we  believe  absolutely  in 
the  orlKinal  principle  of  trials  by  Jury.  "  Constructive  contempt  "'  has 
no  place  whatever  in  tbe  Judicla.1  aystem.  It  means  everything  and 
therefore  nothing.  In  )k>  far  as  newspapers  are  concerned,  tbe  courts 
when  attacked  are  amply  protected  by  existing  libel  laws.  "  Construc- 
tive contempt  "  tends  to  acta  of  despotism.  Finally,  trutb  Is  a  defense 
in  any  matter. 

Senator  Vamdbnbbro  Is  In  pursuit  of  a  cause  that  is  worthy  of  his 
best  effort.  We  believe  be  will  prepare  and  urge  a  liberal  measure, 
calculated  to  return  our  institutions  to  the  full  protection  of  the  Con- 
stitution. If  the  Federal  courts  adopt  a  more  rational  contempt  pro 
cedure  it  will  have  an  important  and  immediate  reaction  in  tbe  courts 
of  Stales  that  are  woefully  weak  or  reactionary  in  any  matter  wtilch 
coocems  the  Judiciary." 

tXBCmVB  NOMINATIONS 

/  Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  as  in  open  executive  session,  from 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  I  report  for  the  calendar  a 
number  of  nominations. 

The  VICE  PHESIPENT.  The  nominaUons  will  be  placed  on 
the  Execative  Calendar. 

BILLS  INTBOOUCKB 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  tbe  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
confient,  the  .Me<t»nd  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  PINE : 

A  bill  (8.  1725)  Kraotlng  t  pension  to  Harriet  J.  Ball;  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  DALE: 

A  bill  (8.  1727)  trranting  an  Increaae  of  pension  to  Edna  J. 
Mnnsou  (with  actnmipanylng  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

AMBinfENTS  TO  THE  TAUIT  BILL 

Mr.  GOFF  and  Mr.  BROr88ARD  each  sulmiitted  an  amend- 
ment intended  to  be  propoited  by  them.  re»|>ectively,  to  House 
Wn  2W7.  the  tariff  rerlsion  Mil,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table  and  to  be  printed. 

rm  POSTAL  sTfrmi — ahowcbh  by  sotatob  m'kbllab 
Mr.  BROCK.  Mr.  Pmident,  last  evening  my  colleague  [Mr. 
MoKbxab]  delivered  an  Interesting  address  over  the  radio  on 
the  postal  system  in  view  of  rwent  comments  on  the  postal 
deficit.  There  is  much  information  of  hlBtorlc  value  In  the  ad- 
dress, and  I  ask  tfhanimoos  consent  that  it  may  be  printed  in 
the  Raroaa 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 
Senator  McKkllab  spoke  as  follows : 

Lsdiea  and  gentlemen,  so  much  has  been  published  In  the  papers 
Istdy  about  the  tremendous  postal  deficit  of  ff>5,000,000  for  the  year 
1020,  and  the  probably  large  deficit  for  the  year  1930,  and  so  much  has 
also  t>een  written  about  the  proposed  Increase  in  the  cost  of  2-cent 
postage  stasBps,  that  I  have  been  asked  to  explain  tbe  postal  situation. 
I  bare  served  as  a  uiiiahLT  of  the  Post  Odlce  and  Post  Boads  Committee 
all  during  my  IS  years'  service  to  tbe  Senate,  and  I  suppose  my  famil- 
iarity with  the  workings  of  tbe  Poet  Office  Department  is  tbe  reason 
tor  calling  on  me  to  make  this  talk.  I  want  to  state  to  you  In  advance 
that  It  is  a  dry  subject,  snd  for  that  reason  I  ask  your  indulgence.  I 
want  to  make  the  story  as  interesting  as  I  can.  I  am  simply  the  guest, 
so  to  speak,  of  tbe  Evening  Star,  and  I  am  Uiklng  on  a  subject  that 
that  splendid  psfwr  has  chosen. 

TBa  POST  OmCB   nKPASTXCMT 

Tbe  Post  Office  Department  of  tbe  United  States  Is  tbe  greatest  busi- 
ness instltuHoB  of  this,  or  any  o^her  Government  The  year  1929 
shows  a  postal  business  ot  over  ITOO.000.000,  and  the  activities  of  this 
department  nmth  every  corporation,  every  man,  every  woman,  and  every 


^lld,  and  every  Institution  In  the  United  5?tateB.  Its  connection  with 
tie  people  is  the  most  intimate  connection  that  the  people  have  with 
tielr  Government.  The  President  of  the  United  States  could  go  off  for 
a  three  months'  trip  and  the  Government  would  run  Just  the  same.  The 
( ongress  could  stand  adjourned  six  months  in  the  year  and  the  Gov- 
ernment would  run  without  material  change.  The  Supreme  Court  of 
tie  United  States  could  fail  to  hold  sessions  for  a  year,  and  only  a  few 
louid  be  delayed  or  injured.  Tbe  Department  of  State,  and  sundry 
other  departments  might  cease  to  function  for  a  year  and  not  anyone 
I'ould  be  especially  hurt;  but  If  the  Post  Office  Department  were  to 
e  fase  Its  operation  for  one  single  day  the  interests  of  more  than  a  hun- 
i  red  millions  of  people  would  be  affected,  such  are  the  ramifications  of 
t  lis  great  institntion  into  every  nook  and  cranny  of  this  great  Nation. 
I  don't  believe  the  people  of  the  United  States  realise  the  enormous 
value  and  the  almost  perfect  convenience  of  our  great  postal  system  in 
tie  United  States.  By  long  odds  it  Is  the  greatest  postal  system  ever 
tistituted  under  any  government  in  all  tbe  world. 

BISTORT    or    THK    DB.  ARTMBNT 

None  other  than  Dr.  Benjamin  Franklin  was  the  first  mstmaster 
feneral  in  the  United  States.  Hp  was  appointed  In  1775  for  the 
Colonies  and  he  was  given  a  compensation  of  $1,000  per  annum,  with 
a  secretary  at  $.140  per  annum.     The  mail  service  was  by  contract  and 

0  1  horseback  as  there  were  few  or  no  roads  at  that  time.     Tbe  postage 

V  as  almost  prohibitive,  being  about  2.^  cents  to  carry  a  letter  from 
C  eorgetown  to  New  York,  and  increasing  1  cent  for  every  12  miles. 
\  'ben  Mr.  Washington  appointed  Samuel  Osgood  first  Postmaster  Oen- 
« ral  under  the  new  Ooverument,  the  receipts  from  the  Po.st  Office 
I>er>artment  that  year  amounted  to  only  $2.5.000.  At  that  time  there 
V'ere  but  75  postmasters  and  2,000  miles  of  post  roads.  It  must  be 
ipmembered  that  It  was  very  difficult  to  transport  mall  In  the  early 
i  Istory  of  our  country.  There  were  no  steamship  lines,  there  were  no 
(ailroads,  and  very  few  other  kinds  of  passable  roads.  Of  course,  there 
irere  no  telephones,  no  telegraphs,  no  steam.ship  malls,  no  railroad  malls, 
lo  air  mails,  and  It  Is  easy  to  see  what  must  have  been  tbe  great  diffi- 
culty that  our  Government  had  In  transporting  communications  from 
cue  part  of  tbe  country  to  the  other. 

Prom  the  very  beginning,  it  was  declared  to  be  tbe  policy  of  the 
(iovernment  not  to  make  money  out  of  the  postal  rates.  Whenever 
noney  was  made  It  was  used  for  betterments  and  extensions  and  this 
las  been  so  throughout  our  entire  history.  This  fact  Is  shown  accord- 
lig  to  the  records,  that  In  the  140  years  of  our  country's  history,  there 
lave  been  postal  surpluses  in  only  15  years.  In  all  other  years  there 
lave  been  di-flclta  The  marvelous  strides  made  by  our  Postal  Service 
(luring  our  history  may  be  shown  by  a  few  comparisons.  In  1789  there 
t  ere  75  post  offices  in  the  United  States.  In  1029  there  were  49.452, 
rhe  post-office  revenue  In  1780  was  about  $25,000  The  post-(.fflce 
revenue  In  1929  was  over  $700,000,000.  Under  tbe  first  Postmaster 
(  eneral  there  were  118  officials  In  the  service.  At  the  present  time 
t  icrs  are  379,988  officials  In  tbe  service. 

In  1789  the  post  riders  carried  tbe  mall  bi-weekly  through  forests 
and  across  rivers,  nwanips.  and  mimntains.  In  ll>2»  the  malls  arc  car- 
ried over  1,500,000  miles  of  railroads,  over  steamboat  lines,  over  auto 
r  >utes,  and  over  many  million  miles  of  Improved  post  roads,  and  there  is 

1  veritable  network  of  alrplane-mall  service  throughout  tbe  Nation. 
1  be  object  of  the  Post  Office  Department  from  the  very  beginning  has 
bsen  to  give  the  people  service.  It  has  been  believed  and  Is  still  believed 
t  lat  Intercommunication  between  the  various  parts  of  our  country,  the 
c  irrylng  of  news,  the  drculstlon  of  literature  has  a  wonderful  educa- 
t  onal  effect,  aids  buslui-ss.  and  makes  the  people  a  happier,  more  pros- 
p  !roui^  and  more  conteuted  people. 

wiDSNiNo  THs  acora  or  thb  svrvicb 
Not  only  has  there  been  this  marvelous  growth  of  the  service  and 
development  of  tbe  transportation  facilities  of  the  mails,  but  there  has 
b(en  an  enormous  growth  and  enlargement  in  the  activities  of  the  Post 
Office  Department.  At  first  It  was  confined  to  letters  and  then  a  few 
pipers,  and  then,  as  the  years  have  gone  by.  It  has  progressed  step  by 

V  ep,  until  we  see  it  to-day  In  its  splendid  state. 

We  have  now  almost  every  kind  of  service.  We  have  steamship  mall 
»  rvlce.  w^  have  steamboat  mail  service,  railway  mall  service,  star-route 
nail  service,  naval  mail  service,  rural  free-delivery  service,  motor-car 
oall  service,  forelgo-maii  service,  and  air  mall  service.  This  mall  is  not 
ojly  transmitted  with  the  greatest  expedition  throughout  continental 
Cnlted  States,  but  to  all  of  our  insular  possessions  and  throughout  the 
iiDrld. 

In  addition  to  this  almost  perfect  mail  service  we  have  enlarged  tbe 
s<ope  and  acttvitlea  of  the  malls.  We  have  mall  Insurance,  we  have  a 
pwtal  savings  department  ai»d  a  money-order  system,  and  these  last 
ttro  are  virtually  a  tanking  sjrstem. 

Again,  we  have  the  city-delivery  service.  In  the  business  parts  of 
dties  mails  are  delivered  sometimes  as  often  as  six  times  a  day.  In  the 
r<sidence  parts  of  cities  It  is  delivered  at  least  once  and  sometimes 
tirlce.  Letters  are  mailed  from  doors  of  residences  and  they  are  dellv- 
ejed  to  tbe  doors  of  residences. 

Again,  we  have  the  rural  free-delivery  system.  This  was  established 
III  1883.     It  was  first  established  as  an  experiment  under  a  bill  offered 
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by  the  Hon.  Tom  Wat»n,  of  Georgia,  then  a  Congressman  and  after- 
wards a  Senator,  now  deceased.  It  became  a  success  almost  from  the 
beginning  and  has  been  enlarged  from  time  to  time  until  now  mall  is 
delivered  dally  to  over  25,000,000  people  living  in  the  country,  mostly 
farmers.  The  value  of  this  system  for  educational  purposes,  for  news. 
for  pleasure,  and  for  profit  to  country  people  can  not  be  estimated.  It 
Is  ono  of  tbe  wonders  of  the  American  Government.  It  can  not  be 
excelled.  It  costs  a  little  more,  perhaps,  than  Its  revenues,  but  such  a 
cost  Is  infinitesiouil  and  deserves  no  consideration  by  any  intelligent 
person. 

Then  comes  the  parcel  post  system.  This  was  estahlishod  In  1912, 
when  1  was  a  Member  of  tbe  House  of  Representatives.  It  saves  the 
American  people  many  millions  of  dollars  In  freight  rates  on  parcels. 
It  started  out  as  a  success  from  the  beginning,  and  Its  value  to  the 
American  people  can  hardly  be  estimated.  It  is  of  value  to  the  city 
people  and  to  the  country  people.  The  parcel  post  system  Is  not  yet 
absolutely  self  sustaining,  but  in  a  short  period  of  time  there  is  no  doubt 
It  will  become  such,  and  even  now  the  losses  on  it  are  comparatively 
small.  The  parcel-post  rates  sbould  not  be  Increased,  but  the  Congreji 
sbould  promote  and  foster  this  service  as  It  promoted  and  fostered  the 
rural  free  delivery  service.     The  two  go  hand  In  hand. 

The  transportation  of  everyth'ng  that  goes  through  the  mall  is  never 
ending.  It  goes  on  night  after  night,  week  after  week,  month  after 
month,  and  year  after  year.  The  malls  never  stop.  The  business  of 
the  department  goes  on  forever.  The  marvelous  thing  about  it  Is  that 
out  of  the  billions  of  ploct'S  of  mall  transported  every  year  It  Is  the 
rarest  thing  that  a  piece  of  mall  or  anything  of  value  going  through 
the  malls  is  ever  lost.  I  believe  that  It  Is  the  most  perfect  system  of 
transporting  of  mall  and  parcels  in  all  the  world. 

CMPLOTEXS    or  THK    DErASTMKNT 

To  carry  on  this  great  business  establishment  of  the  Government  It 
requires  the  services  of  over  371,000  employees.  These  employee  are 
selected  In  competitive  examinations  conducted  by  tbe  Civil  Service 
Commission,  with  the  strictest  requirements  for  every  part  of  the  siTV- 
lc«.  The  result  Is  that  under  this  Civil  Service  Commission  one  of  the 
mwt  efficient,  most  successful  business  personnels  In  the  world  has  been 
developed.  There  Is  no  department  in  the  Government  tliat  Is  as 
efficiently  run  as  Is  tbe  Post  Office  Department  of  the  Government 
Irrespective  of  politics,  this  department  during  the  entire  time  that  It 
has  been  established,  has  been  succewfully  managed  and  controlled.  1 
believe  there  are  no  finer  set  of  employees  ever  gotten  together  than  tbe 
employees  under  tbe  Post  Office  Department.  They  are  ambitious,  they 
are  industrious,  they  are  Intelligent,  and  are  Imbued  with  a  loyalty  and 
senl  for  the  service  that  is  remarkable.  For  a  long  time  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  permit  them  to  organise  into  societies,  but  In  1912  this 
rtile  was  changed  by  the  Congress,  and  now  we  have  post-office  associa- 
tions of  every  kind,  and  not  only  have  the  employees  been  benefited  but 
the  service  of  the  department  has  been  made  better  and  more  efficient  In 
a  remarkable  degree. 

THK  DsnciT 

As  I  bsve  already  pointed  out,  there  has  been  a  deficit  In  the  postal 
revenues  of  the  Governmont  125  years  oot  of  the  140  years  of  <mr  his- 
tory. There  was  a  small  surplus  In  one  year  of  Andrew  Johnson's 
administration ;  there  was  a  small  surplus  In  each  of  two  years  of 
Mr.  Arthur's  administration.  There  was  a  surplus  In  the  one  year  of 
Mr.  Taft's  administration.  As  I  have  pointed  out  before,  in  Mr.  Wil- 
son's administration  there  were  very  considerable  surpluses  1b  six  out 
ot  the  eight  years.  In  1918  there  was  a  surplus  of  $64,000,000  and 
In  1919  there  was  a  surplus  of  $78,000,000.  However,  In  Mr.  Wilson's 
last  administration  there  was  a  deficit  of  $17,000,000.  In  the  first  year 
of  Mr.  Harding's  administration  there  was  a  deficit  of  $157,000,000. 
In  the  second  year  of  Mr.  Harding's  administration  there  was  a  deficit 
of  $60,000,000.  And  since  that  time  there  bos  been  a  deficit  of  from 
thirty  to  forty  million  dollars  every  year.  In  1929  there  was  a  deficit 
of  $05,000,000,  so  that  we  see  even  if  th.'re  is  a  $95,000,000  deficit  and 
even  If  there  should  be  a  large  deficit  for  1030,  it  will  be  nothing  unusual 
and  not  as  large  as  the  deficit  In  1921. 

There  Is  nothing  to  be  alarmed  about  over  this  deficit,  and  there  is 
no  trouble  In  the  department.  It  is  still  doing  the  best  and  most  effi- 
cient work  of  any  department  of  the  Government. 

OFFICIALS    .'«OT    TO    BLUMS 

The  present  officials  of  tbe  Post  Office  Department  are  In  no  sense 
to  blame  for  this  defldt,  nor  were  the  former  officials  of  tbe  Post  Office 
I>-partment  to  blame.  I  believe  the  postal  officials  and  eniploy(>es  have 
given  at  all  times.  In  Democratic  and  RepubUcau  administrations,  good, 
efficient,  faithful,  and  honest  service.  Bo  far  as  I  can  determine  the 
present  Postmaster  General  and  his  official  family  are  all  rendering 
good  service  and  are  entitled  to  our  aji>provaI. 

CACss  or  Dsrici* 

Tbe  cause  of  the  defldt  la.  In  my  Judgment,  dtie  to  several  things. 
First,  it  Is  due  to  an  act  of  Congress  putting  it  in  tbe  power  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  raise  the  rates  of  mail  paid  to  the 
railroads.  As  everyone  knows,  tbe  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  as 
It  Is  at  present  organised.  Is  exceedingly  generoos  to  tbe  railroads  In 
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S3f*  ™^_-  ^  Congres,  made  .  mUtake  In  granrtng  the  power  to 
thfacommlaslon  to  rejnilate  portal  rate*.  The  servlr*  could  be  better 
served  and  more  efficiently  served  If  the  Postma.-ter  General  had  the 
power  to  make  all  postal  rates  by  contract  with  tbe  various  railroads 
carrying  the  mall. 

T  '?«?^v  *''*'  "•'"***'  '^'^"  P**"  M9.000.000  for  carrying  the  mall 
In  1919  they  were  paid  $84,000,000;  In  ll»29.  $I13.0tX).000.  These  in- 
creases are  entirely  out  of  line  for  the  services  rendon^  and  in  mr 
Judgment  the  act  giving  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  Jurisdic- 
tion over  pijstal  rates  should  be  repealed,  and  in  that  way  a  very  con- 
siderable  part  of  this  deficit  could  be  wipe*l  out. 

In  the  second  place,  the  Congrt^  passed  a  law  a  short  time  ago 
giving  the  Postmaster  General  the  p.)wer  to  grant  subsidies  to  the 
steamship  lines  for  carrying  foreign  mall.  The  wisdom  of  this  subsidy 
system  U  exceedingly  doubtful.  Of  course,  the  postal  system  should 
not  be  required  to  pay  our  national  subsidies.  As  now  being  carrie,!  on 
this  subsidy  system  is  very  expensive.  It  has  now  tn«ble.l  tbe  cost  of 
our  foreign  mail.  In  1929  we  spent  over  $17,000.(K»0  for  this  service 
This  matter  should  be  carefully  recanvasiwd  by  the  Congress  and  greater 
savings  would  be  brought  about. 

In  1917,  as  I  recall,  I  introduced  Into  the  Post  Office  Committee  of  fhs 
Senate,  an  amendment  to  the  post  office  bill,  providing  for  the  «p,.ro- 
priaUon  of  a  hundred  tbousaud  dollars  to  try  out  an  air  mail  system 
between  Washington  and  New  York,  This  was  the  t*glnnlng  of  our 
air  maU.  After  the  act  had  been  debated  Jr.  the  Seuaf*-.  this  provision 
was  adopted  and  became  a  law,  and  the  route  established.  Prom  that 
bumble  beginning,  onr  air  mall  service  has  constantly  grown  and  this 
past  year  wo  have  spent  more  than  $11,000,000  on  onr  air  malL 
Our  returns  from  the  air  mall  service  have  been  v.ry  meag.r,  and  so 
If  we  deduct  the  excess  amounU  that  we  ought  not  to  have  paid  thv 
railroads,  the  amounts  of  subsidies  for  foreign  miill,  the  amounts  spent 
for  tbe  building  up  of  our  air  mall,  from  the  deficit  of  $95,000,000 
In   1929,  It  win  be  seen  that  we  have  cut  the  defl<  If   In  half. 

In  my  Judgment.  If  any  changes  are  to  be  made  In  order  to  lesi.en 
the  deficit  the  changes  should  be  made  in  these  three  activities.  How- 
ever, the  normal  increase  in  the  revenues  frt>m  the  mail  every  year  Is 
about  7  per  cent,  and  as  our  revenues  amount  to  about  $700,000,000  per 
year,  here  Is  another  $45,(KtO,000  taken  from  next  years  deficit,  pro- 
vided only  that  we  did  not  Increase  the  expenses. 

PAT   or   BMrUJTKBS 

It  has  been  constantly  urged  nt  all  tlmon.  that  tbe  Congress  hss  been 
In  error  In  overpaying  our  postal  employees,  and  that  this  is  one  of  the 
caases  of  the  deficit.  In  a  sense  and  to  some  degree  thot  Is  true. 
In  another  sense  it  Is  wholly  untrue.  It  Is  true  that  the  (ioveniment 
pnys  Its  postal  employees  well.  I  think  the  average  salary  paid  Is 
something  like  $2,000,  but  the  employee  gives  value  rtnvlved  for  bis 
salary.  TTiese  employees  drawing  good  sslsrles  have  built  op  the 
service  In  a  marvelous  degree  and  und»T  no  consideration  shi>ald  there 
be  a  thought  of  cutting  the  salaries  in  our  post  office  service.  Others 
have  suggested  that  we  Increase  first-class  postage  from  2  to  3  centa 
Of  coarse,  no  one  with  any  knowledge  of  our  postal  system  would 
soggest  this  for  a  moment.  At  a  2  cent  rate  there  Is  an  enormous 
profit  of  about  $100,000,000  per  year  In  first-class  mall  matter,  and 
of  course  It  woold  be  unfair  and  unjust  to  place  a  grester  tax 
npon  this  ckiss  of  matter.  And  there  Isn't  a  possibility  of  It  Others 
have  suggested  that  the  deficit  could  be  lessened  by  making  Hcond 
snd  third  class  matter  pay  greater  rates.  The  Congre««8  trl#>d  that  In 
1925  and  raised  the  rates  on  second  and  third  flass  matter  and  Inxfend 
of  Increasing  the  revenue.  It  diminished  It  and  that  act  has  sinre  been 
repesled.  In  other  words  this  mstter  that  had  gone  through  tbe  malls 
was  taken  out  of  the  post-office  system  and  transported  by  tm.k>^  tmd 
other  methods  of  trausportation  to  tbe  great  Injury  to  our  revenues, 
because  the  overhead  remained  the  same. 

MAIL  or  CCNGKEMSMCN  AND  RKMATOBS 

Frequently  uninformed  persons  give  as  one  of  the  causes  of  the  deficit 
the  cost  of  free  mall  allowed  by  law  Congressmen  and  Senators.  The 
cost  of  this  franked  matter  is  Just  one-half  million  dollars.  In  other 
words.  If  CongresFmen  and  Senators  were  required  to  put  stamps  on  the 
letters  and  to  pay  for  8«"ndlng  out  speeches,  the  deficit  would  be  $04.- 
500,000  Instead  of  $95,000,000.  Tbe  free  mall  s»M-vice  to  Cungresmnen 
and  Senators  amounts  to  about  $2.60  each  per  day.  Tbe  mere  snswerlng 
of  letters  to  my  constituents  requires  on  an  average  of  more  than  130 
letters  a  day.  It  actually  costs  the  Government  to  prrtorm  this  service 
not  over  $2a0.000  a  year  for  all  Congressmen  and  St'oators.  This  item 
Is  Inconsequential. 

POST  ofTicB  ocFAarMawT  suocTLA  HOT  PAT  stssiDnn 
Tbe  Poet  Office  Depsrtment,  under  the  decision  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  Is  paying  a  subsidy  to  the  railroads  of  not  less  than 
$25,000,000.  If  the  right  to  contract  for  railroad  mail  rates  were  re- 
ston-d  to  the  departmint.  1  have  no  doubt  the  department  could  obtain 
the  same  service  from  tbe  railroads  It  now  receives  for  $25,000,000  less. 
Tbe  subsidies  which  the  Congress  has  given  tbe  steamship  eoropsnies 
for  csrrying  mall  amounts  to  $7,600,000  a  year.  In  addition  to  this  the 
vsfloas  execatlve  departments  of  tbe  Government  use  the  aMOl  at  a  east 
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of  aboat  $7,000,000  a  year.  TbU  ia  known  aa  penalty  matter.  Natu- 
rally these  subsidies  ought  not  to  be  charged  up  against  the  Post  Office 
H»*r>«rtm<*nt.  If  deducted  from  the  loasi.  and  these  sums  should  be  de- 
du<-t(xl.  it  would  reduce  the  d<>acit  to  about  $50,000,000.  The  normal 
annual  Increase  of  rereoue  estimated  by  the  late  Mr.  Stuart,  at  about 
7  per  cent  annually,  would  next  year  wipe  out  the  deficit  entirely.  AH 
that  is  necessary  is  for  the  department  to  bold  its  expeoaea  down  to 
what  they  were  last  year. 

CO!«CLC8IO!f 

My  concluaion  Is  that  we  have  nothing  to  worry  about  In  a  deficit  of 
$05,U00.(XM).  Much  of  the  deficit  has  been  B|>ent  in  building  air  mails, 
Incrtasing  our  foreign-mail  service,  nnd  In  Increasing  and  bitilding  up 
oar  nirni-route  system.  It  is  in  the  form  of  an  investment  by  the 
Government  and  will  be  returned  to  our  people  manyfold.  Of  course, 
I  think  the  situation  can  probably  be  improved  by  giving  the  I'ostmaster 
Geaei-al  tha  right  to  make  rates  with  all  transportation  companies. 
Hold  him  responsible  for  any  deficit  that  may  occur.  I  believe  this 
will  show  gfKxl  results,  and  with  the  annual  steady  increase  of  business 
within  a  year  or  two  there  will  be  no  deficit  of  any  kind  within  the 
I'ostnl  Service.  Again.  I  say  there  is  nothing  to  get  excitsd  about  in 
this  particular  post-oflcs  deflrit,  and  no  reason  wbatrrer  for  raising 
rates  or  cutting  salarlM.     I  tbaok  you. 

BzprNrr  iir  iiriMoctjKTniiu  powm  moii  UAim 
Mr  DILI*  Mr.  Pn^NJiMit,  I  hmIc  unnttlmnuH  conwnt  to  Imv*" 
lrt-«Tfi«<|  In  fhf  liwtiw)  nri  iirflrlr  fr»>tu  Thi'  Nnilon,  <»f  «lflti»  of 
H«'i''pm»M'r  2fi.  WJli,  ••ntliird  "  Mnlnr  Wlti«  Un  Vimpr  Klght,"  b) 
C.  V.  Nli'oirt,  It  Ifi  a  v«»ry  ♦•xu'llwit  (l«f»«Tlptlon  «»f  how  thv 
f*tNti>  of  Mnlii*  hM  wrifi  itN  llfftit  niinlnMt  Did  «*«port  of  hydro- 
pUn'tr\v  |n»wi»r. 

Thu  VICK  IMtKNIDKNT      Wllhntit  nhimiUm,  It  !•  M  ordMfMl, 
Th«  inaf'fr  rvtprtiHl  \n  in  lirrf  prlntixl,  nn  foUowNi 

MAIM!  WIN*  IfN  MWIN  rtUMT 

l'.i»r»4«ii,  Ml,  Umpi-inMr  ffl  H»\i,f,  Mt*  rottnfrr'a  (f«<(it|nfiR|  po 
iMi'Nl  h^r>m¥i$r,  lUtt  t»r  miir»  ihno  •«tilW1«  lis  illstfwsf  <»f  |||#  Vimff 
Tm»«i  wIm'h,  ijr  a  mahrUf  nf  n,iHH\  ^„%^,  u  vntMf  in  Ma  r#f«rf«rfi4Mm 
IMP*. inter  tt  •*«»«•»  Ills  rsiiitNi«><l  ^tjwiri  „i  hfi\rtm\¥Hf\$  pnwpr.  It 
f»»l#'i«4  a  (W|»^asaiMf  sM  gtowiun  rthttutmrni  sastnst  iH*  wfin)»  Krnn<Hnl<' 
MkIvH'  V  «»f  (he  (tar  ('HfaM  ntnnt  ttmritrrH  mui  itt«  ium\Hltim»ft  M 
muu\f  »»vmMMH  n*l4s  itf  «•  ilviif  uiMlar  j<>li«r  imhn$»iim\t, 

¥>tr  Main*  In  rs<'«ii(  yiwrs  ii«a  t»«i«rM  ihK  m'^h*  of  •  (tortaf  attawpt  of 
a  small  groiip  of  mm)  to  ohtaln  aoiitrul  ut  ihs  prps«,  iht  iMnks,  awl  tha 
l0«|<«a(rl<-s,  as  wrU  aa  ika  wator  powt-r,  of  tba  Ntatt. 

ITils  Is  not  primarily  a  pro>ct  of  Hstnuel  Insull,  who  cooirols  nearly 
•II  of  ths  Utatas  power,  alibougb  lit>ull  Is  a  rltal  factor.  Tha  two 
eblff  fliniras  in  tba  movement  ara  Guy  V.  (ianoatt  and  Walter  8.  Wy- 
man.  Gannett  coutrola  (be  Tortland  I'resa-Hfrald,  the  Portland  Evening 
ExpreKM.  tha  Portland  Hunday  Telegram,  the  K<nnet>ec  Journal,  the  only 
newHpap«'r  In  AuKUKta,  the  capital,  and  the  Waterville  Sentinel.  Theae 
paiiers  have  no  connection  with  the  k^ank  Gannett  papera  of  New  York. 
~t}aunett  controls  the  PMellty  Trust  Co.  of  Portland  and  the  Auguata 
Tru.'t  Co.  of  Augusta,  two  of  the  leading  banks  of  the  Bute,  both  of 
which  do  an  extensive  branch-bank  business,  and  several  smaller  bot 
lnflu«itlal  banks  In  other  dtlea.  He  controla  Financial  Inveatmenta 
(Inc.).  recently  organised  to  hold  bank  atocks.  He  haa  a  finger  In 
several  mllla.  Wyann  is  president  of  tha  Cumberland  Coonty  Light  ft 
Power  Co.  and  the  Central  Maine  Power  Co.,  which  control  moat  of  the 
gii-nerating  and  distributing  power  In  the  State,  and  alao  of  th«  New 
EngUnd  Public  Service  Co.,  which  controla  the  other  two,  aad  la  in 
turn  a  subsidiary  of  lasull'a  Middle  Weat  Utilities  Co.  Wyman  la  In- 
sull's  rifht-hnnd  man  in  Maine,  but  hia  connections  with  Gannett  are 
Individual  rather  than  in  his  official  Insull  position. 

In  recent  years  the  Insull  companies,  spurred  by  Wyman.  have  In- 
vested heavily  In  textile  mills,  iron  work.^.  shoe  factories,  paper  com- 
panies, and  any  other  induatrlea  In  Maine  that  they  could  get  their 
banda  on  at  a  bargain.  Most  of  the  mills  punhaaed  bad  power  sltea 
There  was  the  combined  purpow  behind  the  purchases  of  acquiring  addi- 
tional power  sites,  creating  a  controlled  market  for  Inaall  power,  and 
pmvidlag  Indnstrial  control  of  Maine. 

With  the  fact  that  the  Oannett-Wyman  comblnaHon  directly  controls 
■t  least  two-thlrda  of  the  total  newspaper  circulation  of  Maine  and  is 
able,  through  advertising  influence  or  other  means,  to  keep  most  of  the 
rest  In  line :  that  It  can  exert  preatiure.  through  its  banks,  on  many  of 
the  leading  buaineaa  men  and  farmers  who  moat  remain  In  the  good 
graces  of  the  money  lenders  :  and  that  a  sub5!tantial  percentage  of  Maine 
mill  workers  arc  employees  either  of  Gannett  or  of  Wyman,  the  8  000 
BWjoiity  piled  up  against  the  Power  Trust  on  September  9  becomes 
really  impresaive.  It  means  that  of  the  free  vote  of  the  State  a  large 
majority  waa  agalnat  the  power  Trust  and  the  Wyman-Gannett  combi- 
nation. 

The  only  newapaper  In  the  entire  Sute  that  actively  foagfat  tb« 
Insull  interest  in  the  export  campaign  waa  the  2-ye«r-old  Portland  Even- 
Ing  News,  edited  by  Eriieat  II.  Gruenlng.  Two  or  three  other  papera 
were  neutral.     The  rest  aU  feU  into  line  behind  Wyman  and  Gannett 
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Wyman  made  no  attempt  to  conceal  the  fart  that  the  whole  export 
cimpaign  was  Insull-financi>d  and  InsuU-conducted.  Indeed,  he  seemed 
t>  find  nothing  ijuistiouable  in  the  idea  of  a  half  million  dollar  political 
cimpaign  by  a  fiunncially  interested  company  for  approval  of  a  Stale 
law.  He  explained  that  the  Central  Maine  Co.  "regards  the  passing  of 
t  lis  law  as  of  the  greatest  importance  to  the  people  of  Maine  and 
to  itself."  and  .said  that  the  company  "would  feel  fully  ju.«tlfled  "  in 
s  >endinK  money  if  it  feit  like  it.  Ue  bitterly  resented,  however,  charges 
t  lat  the  Central  Maine  waa  payins:  for  the  campaign. 

In  a  campaign  debate  with  I>octor  Gruenlng,  Wyman  said  the  cam- 
piign  fund  was  (lotmted  by  the  New  England  Public  Service  Co.,  and 
r  presented  profits  from  the  sale  of  property  of  that  company  in  Texas. 
S  nee  New  England  Public  Service  Is  an  Insull  company  and  owns  all 
bit  four  shares  of  the  common  stock  of  the  Central  Maine,  the  dlstlnc- 
tii>n  seems  slight. 

The  power  forces  conducted  nn  intensive  campaign.  In  Central  Maine 
.P>wer  Co.  onvelo|)e  several  pamphlets  were  sent  to  electricity  consumers 
and  others  all  over  the  State.  Incidentally,  they  wore  printed  In  the  Job 
p  nnt  of  the  Kennebec  Journnl,  one  of  the  (Jannett  papers.  Wyman 
fcrmed  "the  Surplus  Power  Kxport  Law  Referendum  Committee"  to 
write  to  luncheon  clubs  nnd  other  organiiations,  "inviting"  them  to 
b4ar  power  speakers,  most  of  whom  were  InsuH  employe«*s.  Mr,  Wyman 
bl  nsrif  was  the  clilef  nf  the  sprnkers.  The  Gannett  press  indulge*!  la 
en  umuB  of  ecstatic  reporting  of  Power  Trust  st)eeche«,  nnd  Ignoriwl  nmst 
o(  the  speecheH  nnd  ntntements  of  opponents  of  Insull,  In  (he  closing 
w  ■••ks  of  the  eiimpnlgti  lulvetlliiementH  slKned  b>  Wyiniwi  iind  other  powtr 
of  iclals,  urging  vote*  for  eijMiri,  a|ti»«'«»'ed  dully  In  every  nervspiipor  of 
(tie  Ntnta  eaespt  ths  I'liftlnnd  Kvenlim  Nitws,  Ward  heelers  and  |niII||< 
(•lanH  ilirniiitltoiii  ilis  H(att<  wiTe  lined  up  on  (he  "  right  "  side 

AmnIiisI  iheM<  tfrnriM,  ihi>  niillelport  forcps  bad  lesa  tlllb  ■  d'MeO 
•ifnher*  nnd  ■onirihlMa  under  $l,i)<H)  to  spend, 

No  I'srtrtln  did  II  MX'ni  In  ihs  Insi  fwo  wnxks  nf  tha  riffliwtgn  thgt 
fmuills  wouM  wit.  lei'rtdse  of  th«'lr  overwhslmUiiily  »»i|-»iflor  poiifical 
lalgti  ilini  «itNi«>rv«>rs  l<Mit  rouiii  of  (lit  p^ilMioiNits  jumping  on  iha 
<l  wsgon, 

Mil'  lbs  Mulna  vo»ef«  iiirned  oiK  \n  h#  a  p»nnf  lot  of  rsnh»r«»  Thi»f 
r'netitud  III*.  ft|ii«h  fidid,  'TUvf  ri'*»n\¥(\  Uia  pvftt>tm\  natufs  of  (li« 
Ginn«<ii  pffMi  adfMfbs  on  nil  ii\t\<imnni»  of  ><»port.  AIk'Vs  nil,  (H**/  r«' 
«<ti(Mf  lbs  f>.<'llRg  (hat  ib"lf  Irnnb*,  (h<'lr  ii<'W«p«p*'i's  nnd  ihi'ir  mllU  r«'> 
l*iug#f  were  f»ae  A  f»'W  flimisflfMt  rtmiMleiMi  v«««»d  ngfilnsi  «»port  of 
\MWfr  itn  prin«'lple,  Mrauai'  if  Is  a  30  ysar-^dd  itnlU'f  Tn«'r<»  ctin  be 
II  (ta  4'Hibt,  Uitwt'Vfr,  iUt(  th«  grast  bulk  of  ib<«  antl«'gpori  fotfrs  siniplf 
totk  advantagit  of  ih<»lr  firHt  ot/portunlty  to  slup  lusuU  auU  (Its  W^umR' 
iiiianalt  coinbi nation, 

TJfB  TAWtT 

Mr.  HARKLKY,  Mr.  Presldetit,  un  the  18tb  of  AutruMt  tliera 
ai'iieared  la  tlu*  New  York  HeruUI  Tribune  h  very  illimiluaMnjf 
dl)M>u8«ion  of  the  tariff  written  by  the  Senator  from  .MiKHlsisippl 
[Mr.  Harbison)  under  tlie  title  "The  other  Side  of  the  Tarifr." 
I  U8k  unanimou.s  consent  that  it  may  l)e  inserted  in  the  Hecoud 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  tlie  article  was  ordered  to  be 
pi  inted  in  the  Rkcokd,  as  follows : 

[From  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  August  18,  1929] 

T»»  OTHna  SIDE  or  THB  TABIFT — KKPLTIXO  to  SBX.\T0B  heed  8UOOT, 
WHOSE  VIBWS  ON  THI  TABIFr  RKCENTLT  WEBI  PRE.SEXTED  IN  TH18 
MAOAZINK,  THB  CHAMPION  0»  THB  DE.MOCRATIC  FORCES  HKRE  OPFERS 
918  VIBWS  ON  A  QUESTION  WHICH  MAT  INVOLVE  OCB  PROSPXRITX  AND 
>rB   rOBBIGN    THADB 

By  Senator  Pat  Harrison 

^hlle  the  country  is  swcitcrlng  In  heat  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
Se  late  baa  been  wrestling  with  tariff  schedules.  If  the  Senate  finally 
ad  ipts  the  recommendations  of  that  committee,  there  is  every  indica- 
tlott  that  by  the  time  winter  comes  the  American  consumer  will  be 
foiced,  through  inordinately  Increased  tariff  duties,  to  wrestle  with  ad- 
ditional burdens  entailed  by  a  further  increase  In  the  cost  of  living. 

t  is  because  of  the  high  rati-s  carried  in  the  House  tariff  bill  that 
foieign  governments  have  filed  protests  with  our  Government  unap- 
pr(«ched.  In  numbers  and  In  significance.  In  the  consideration  of  any 
pr(  vlous  tariff  proposal.  Those  protests  cannot  be  waved  aside  by  the 
mere  assertion  that  the  tariff  question  Is  a  domestic  question  and  that 
no  other  government  may  protest  the  right  of  the  United  States  to  Im- 
poie  snch  tariff  duties  as  It  sees  fit.  No  one  doubts  our  constitutional 
rlgut  to  Impose  tariff  dntlea.  The  Increases  do  not  present  questions  of 
rlg»t.  but  questions  of  policy.  It  Is  to  the  wisdom  or  narrowness  of 
tlM  policy  to  which  I  shall  address  myself,  and  not  to  Its  legality  or 
CM  stltutlonality. 

H'e  are  confronted  with  a  tariff  proposal  which  fulfills  the  hopes  of 
on<  of  the  members  of  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  who 
sta  :ed  on  the  floor  of  the  House  that  he  would  like  to  see  a  tarlll  "  so 
higti  that  the  importers  would  break  their  necks  trying  to  bring  in 
gouds  over  it"  It  was  in  that  spirit  that  the  bill  was  framed,  and  for 
that  reason  little  wonder  can  be  entertained  that  foreign  Kovornments 
hai  e  voiced  their  protesta.    Theae  protests  have  come  from  govemmenU 
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Jn  every  part  of  the  work)  and  tiave  been  formally  presented  to  our 
^Department  of  Bute  throogb  diplomatic  channels. 

It  U  quite  true  that  in  the  consideration  of  other  tariff  bills  there 
have  been  some  protests,  but  never  in  the  history  of  the  country  have 
the  the  protests  been  so  universal  or  expressed  In  such  vigorous  lan- 
guage. The  reasons  for  these  protests  are  numerous  and  apparent,  so 
much  so  that  in  the  determination  of  the  rates  carried  in  the  pending 
tariff  proposals  a  most  careful  consideration  most  be  given  to  them. 

The  prosperity  of  the  United  States  depends  largely  upon  Ita  ability 
to  wll  Its  surplus  abroad.  The  geuiua  of  our  people  and  the  unrivaled 
natural  resources  of  our  country  have  resulted  In  such  an  output  from 
our  fields  and  factories  as  not  only  to  supply  the  home  market  but  to 
afford  a  surplus  for  the  markets  of  the  world.  In  our  early  history 
that  surplus  came  almost  entirely  from  agricultural  Industries,  but  in 
recent  years  It  has  come  in  increasing  proportion  from  manufacturing 
industries.  Through  maas  production  methods  many  of  our  manufac^ 
turlng  induatrles  to-day  dominate  the  world  trade. 

The  sale  of  our  growing  surplus  can  be  maintained  only  by  creating 
a  friendly  feeling  and  cultivating  (he  good  will  of  our  foreign  cuatomers, 
in  the  long  run  we  can  b<>11  to  foreign  countries  those  products  snd 
articles  In  which  we  have  an  advantage  only  If  lo  turn  we  make  It  pos- 
sible to  buy  from  them  those  products  and  articles  which  we  need,  and 
In  whl.-h  they  have  an  advnntugo.  only  with  snch  an  Interthange  can 
Ihe  United  Nlntes  ub'alo  (he  mnxtmuoi  of  national  proatKrtty.  Only 
with  sueb  an  Inirirliango  can  (be  Auierlriiti  worker  obtain  the  tiUh4*t 
posalhle  ntnndnrd  of  ilvllig. 

I(  has  long  been  (be  i>«tMl)ll«hed  policy  of  this  (lorertiiiienl  to  nbs|m( 
imerlinn  prodiicrr*  In  finding  markedi  for  (heir  nurpln*  prodtici«,  «nd 
lo  order  to  du  no  W(i  hnvr  \ntmi  ihu  AiiiMrWrni  ptvtpii-  mtllloh*  of  dollars 
ami'tNtly  in  (lie  s«liililUhNii>nt  of  H'lVernnienla)  (i|"nc|e«,  surli  h*  mn- 
siilnr  Mi(i<nl*  snd  I'ominerrlsl  nnd  ajitl'MiHuriil  miihi'IiAs,  lo  study  foiHgn 
liinikeli  and  irMls  m  ulinospliere  of  lordlnl  teliillifhiMp  wlihh  »|ll  pro 
litols  (he  elpNtialon  of  our  hili'matlonnl  iisdo  and  <'oinin<'h'e,  Any 
movcmvnd  l liar efore,  lbn(  will  tend  (o  dUriip(  or  sher  that  hiug Mlab- 
tlahid  policy  Is  of  vital  eonerrn  (n  fbe  Ainsrlrsn  pe>rp|«, 

And  what  is  (hi>  snswsr  ao  truivmtttf  um(U<  l>y  iUom  who  wohM 
btiild  a  liirlir  "so  blub  iIm(  (bo  Impoflors  would  trronk  (hrlr  twItM  ti> 
Idg  to  bring  In  goods  ovar  1»  "V  Tliey  m)'  thai  ulrnllsr  «rgii»i««n(s  wars 
siNployMj  wb<'ii  tb/.  Kcrdiify  McCuiober  tariff  Uw  wa*  undar  ronsiditrs- 
tioti  In  W52,  and  tbey  (Im^  eitt  tho  im-n'Mo  In  rfvunnf  and  In  vnliie  of 
linportadons  und^r  (b<'  Pordnvy  Mci.'umtMfr  law  as  eotn|>ared  with  ihi* 
pr(i<-edlng  law.  TbU  nrKument  Is  ingenious,  but  uot  M'und.  An  in- 
crease or  dtH'reaB*  In  iiopurtutions  may  not  be  accepted  as  conc|u«irc  of 
tba  effect  of  tariff  changes  on  our  foreign  trade.  We  have  a  rapidly 
growing  population:  we  bare  intelllgeuee,  Initiative,  and  organlKlug 
■IHIKy;  we  have  almost  boundl»"ss  natural  resources  Recanse  we  have 
these  things,  American  industries  nnd  American  purchasing  power,  repre- 
sented by  commodities  produced,  have  naturally  increased  und<T  every 
tariff  law.  It  is  only  normal,  therefore,  that  the  trend  of  imports 
should  be  upward  even  when  bandir-apped  by  adverse  tariff  legislation. 

As  the  Fordney-McC^mber  tariff  law  increased  duties  to  unnecessarily 
high  levels.  It  inevitably  affected  Imports  adversely.  The  fact  that 
under  it  the  valoe  of  imports  increased,  as  compured  with  imports  of 
1921,  neither  attests  the  reasonableness  of  the  duties  nor  proves  them 
not  to  have  iM^n  injuriona  to  our  foreiKn  trade.  The  year  1P21  does 
not  give  a  fair  bnels  for  comparison.  It  was  a  periofl  of  depression 
following  the  postwar  boom  of  1914^20.  Doiuestic  production,  imports, 
and  consumption  were  all  lower  In  tliat  year  than  in  any  other  year 
since  the  end  of  the  World  War. 

It  would  be  fairer  to  compare  the  proportion  of  domestic  consumption 
supplied  by  Imports  since  1921  with  the  proportion  supplied  by  them 
in  the  years  immediately  preceding  the  World  War.  If  the  higher  level 
of  prices,  the  growth  of  population  and  the  greatly  ineruased  per  capita 
consumption  of  goods  are  taken  into  con  .side  rut  ion,  it  seems  improttabie 
that  in  tht  years  under  the  Fordney-McCumber  tariff,  total  Importa- 
tiona,  free  and  dutiable,  have  formed  a  larger  proportion  of  domestic 
consiimption  than  they  did  from  1909  to  1913  under  the  Payne- Aldrich 
tariff. 

However  that  may  be.  it  is  certain  that  dutiable  imports  taken  alone 
have  formed  a  much  smaller  proportion  of  domestic  consumption.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  most  of  the  increase  of  imports  since  1921  baa  been 
in  the  free  importations  of  raw  materials,  such  as  rubber  and  sills 
from  tropical  and  Orlnntal  countries.  Under  the  Payne-Aldrich  tariff 
Liw.  from  19<»9  to  1913.  free  imports  formed  46  to  56  per  cent  of  total 
Imports ;  under  the  present  tariff  they  have  formed  58  to  66  per  cent. 
In  1921  they  formed  61  per  cent ;  in  1926,  66  per  cent ;  in  1927,  64  per 
cent. 

The  change  in  the  character  and  source  of  Imports  has  had  an  Im- 
portant effect  on  the  course  of  world  trade.  The  best  export  markets, 
except  in  the  neighboring  countries  of  Canada,  Mexico,  and  Cuba,  lie 
not  In  the  regions  from  which  we  obtain  free  raw  materials,  but  in  the 
Suropean  countries  from  which  we  mainly  receive  dutiable  imports. 
Ihe  Inability  of  those  countries  to  sell  enough  directly  to  the  United 
States  to  pay  for  Imports  from  the  United  States  haa  forced  them  to 
■ell  to  tropical  countries,  which  in  torn  sell  to  the  United  States.     In 


other  words.  It  has  given  rise  to  the  trtaagnUr  trade  of  which  much  to 
frsgoently  made.  Under  a  more  moderate  and  reawnable  tariff  i«>iicy 
there  la  little  doubt  that  to  a  vary  much  larger  extent  than  now  the 
imports  from  tropical  regions  would  be  paid  for  by  exitorts  to  tho«e 
regions,  while  to  a  much  greater  extent  than  now  exports  to  Kuroin-an 
countries  would  be  paid  by  direct  imitorts  from  those  countries. 

The  fact  la  that  the  growth  of  imports  since  1U21  baa  ocrurte«l 
de.spite  and  not  because  of  the  high  dutk-s  lmj>ose.l  bv  the  act  of  1922 
Nofwith.nauding  their  greater  total  value,  dutiable  imp..rts  now  supply 
a  smaller  proporUon  of  domestic  consumption  titan  they  did  in  normal 
pre-war  years,  even  in  the  years  under  the  layne-Aldrich  tariff  law  of 
onhappy  memory. 

The  Increase  in  value  of  imports  which  has  occurred  has  l)ec«n  due  to 
the  increasetl  purchasing  power  of  the  American  peojWe,  which  In  turn 
has  been  due  to  the  many  factors  which  go  to  make  American  labor  tlte 
most  producUvein  the  world.  This  productiveness  has  given  the  I  nited 
States  a  world  domlnano4>  In  many  coinmodlii*^  despite  a  hampering; 
tariff  policy.  The  aufomoMle  Indnslr.v  is  a  fine  example.  It  Is  estlmatsil 
that  American-made  automublloa  form  90  p.  r  c-ent  of  the  auinmoblle«  of 
the  world  and  48  per  cent  of  those  In  use  outside  of  the  United  Ktates 
and  Canada.  We  dominate  (be  world  trade  In  automoMlea.  And  this  Is 
true  even  (hough  the  Isriff  en  autumoblleN  la  aliuosi  inoperadve,  11  Is 
merely  a  paper  tariff. 

It  Is  loo  recent  for  us  to  forge(  lha(  liecauae  of  errtain  Inordlnatet/ 
blgb  Incfuasrs  on  certain  good*  and  priMluri*  from  Kiamv  (ImI  Francs 
only  a  f*w  ymrs  ago  Increaaed  her  tariff  awainat  the  liiipnttatlou  of 
Aineriraa  sMiomoblles  Into  thai  rounlry  It  ptewiiii<«|  a  aerlous  sltua* 
lion  and  only  lb^•UMb  th*  esereiiM'  uf  rssi  aipluwacy  and  aisleaniaB- 
uliip  was  n  (rude  war  with  Fiance  averlml, 

III  (hf  eotialdiradon  ut  (he  i|ui*(Iom  of  lnrrena«<d  luipur(s  sIim««  luai,  It 
ran  tiu(  Iwi  forgoiieii  (Iih(  during  (be  ptwiwrn  years,  owlna  to  ilm 
i.ohoii.ie  itoMilUNiKe  aaliii^l  In  Ibe  Worl<|  War  prrl<id,  (he  puiHbaatng 
p<>w<^  of  the  I  nlled  Niales  waa  and  U  now  graaier  ihan  llia(  of  any 
olber  t'iiuittrt  Ml  "My  o(b«r  pirlod  of  bisiory  lis  airong  tN>sltl«Mi  bas 
li««'N  lit  insrked  «<onl(N«i  lo  the  weak  ee</ii«/Milc  posllton  of  inaiiy  of  I  be 
Kiiro|i»»iii  coHii(rl<«  'ri(o»#.  •••MKirixa  i^'l  «.^i)ly  have  fi.und  ||  diOI'iiit  lo 
buy  befe  tim  g<N»iU  i.<.  e»*.ii;  for  the  well  |>ir|ng  of  Ibair  t>«««pl«  nimI  lor 
ib«'  to(Hlwc(  of  ilieir  liMtuxrlra,  bu(  (bi'y  b«t«  found  l(  xvpn  mora  dim<uU 
to  fulfill  iheir  (Innnt'lal  obllgMllons  lo  (b«  l'|j|(e<i  Mla(e«  and  Ha  rillKena, 
For  litla  altUNlitfU  uur  blgb  tariff  polUy  !■  largely  ri'i>|M>u«it)b-, 

If,  dcMplie  (bis  poll<y,  Kurofiean  UHtions  have  cuniiuued  to  lake  our 
ex|j'»riM  In  kligliil>  larger  volume,  it  U  du<«  largely  (o  two  factors.  One 
U  ihsU  out  general  economic  condition  not  only  lus  enabled  us  to  import 
Kuropean  goods  notwilhsiandiug  thi.>  high  prices  entailed  by  rxorbltaat 
tariff  duUeji,  but  baa  also  eiiabled  American  tourists  to  spend  mlllioua  of 
dollars  annually  in  Euroix-, 

The  oilier  factor  hi  that  we  have  continued  to  increase  our  foreign 
loans  and  inveatmenta.  We  have  placed  abroad  some  of  the  capital 
which  under  a  tariff  policy  more  favorable  lo  foreign  trade  might  have 
found  use  In  our  own  export  Industries,  for  every  dollar's  worth  of  im- 
ports kept  out  by  excessive  duties  makes  it  that  much  harder  to  expand 
those  Induatries.  B^x-ause  of  such  duties  we  liave  not  gained  the  foreign 
markets  which  we  might  otherwise  have  gained. 

In  consetjuence  our  export  trade  since  1921  does  not  appear  to  have 
kept  pace  with  Increasing  domestic  production.  Capital  which  under 
other  conditions  might  have  remained  here  has  been  spent  in  building 
brunch  factories  in  foreign  countries  to  supply  markets  formerly  .sup- 
plied by  the  parent  factories  In  this  country.  The  Imposition  of  high 
urlff  duties,  with  the  curtailment  of  foreign  trade  which  ineviubly 
follows,  forcing  American  capital  (o  go  into  foreign  cuuntri<«  to  maaii- 
fucture  and  sell  its  products,  is  of  vital  concern  to  the  American  people 
and  presents  a  problem  which  in  time  will  Invoke  much  discussion. 
The  opjjortunity  of  enlarged  foreign  markets  has  been  ours.  It  bas  cap- 
tured the  Imagination  of  our  boldest  business  spirits,  and  they  have 
been  prevented  from  taking  full  advantage  of  it  by  the  hobbling  tariff 
policy  of  our  Government. 

One  of  the  drcumstances  that   has   aroused   the  world   against    the 
pending  tariff  proposal  is  that  the  proposed  increases  In  duties  are  not 
the  result  of  an   Impartial  determination  of  facta  or  of  an   Intelligent 
consideration  of  the  effects  of  the  proposed  rati-s  on  the  buying  capa<'ity 
of  the  best  customers  and  the  chief  debtors  of  the  United   States.     In- 
stead, the  rates  have  been  granted  at  the  behest  in   most  instances  of 
selfish  interests  without  regard  to  the  larger  national  and  International 
interesta  Involved.     If  the  changes  in  rates  had  been  determbied  upon 
the  baaia  of  equalixing  cost  of  production   here   and   abroad,   with   due 
regard  lo  the  interests  of  our  export  trade  and  of  ourselves  as  a  cn-ditor 
nation,  I  doubt  that  any  foreign  government  would  have  filed  a  proieist. 
Sugar  ia  probably  the  moat  important  example  of  the  way  facts  auch 
as  these  have  been  ignored.     We  produce  in  the  I.'nited  Statea  about  one- 
fifth   of   our  oonaumption.     For   about    half  of  our   supply    w«   are   de- 
pendent upon  Cuba.     The  Tariff  Commission,  after  a  full  Investigation 
of  the  coat  of  producing  sugar  In  the  continenUl  United  SUtea,  in  the 
insular  possctfions,  and  in  Cuba,   reported  by  a   majority   vote  that  a 
duty   of   only    1.23   cents   a    pound   on   Cutwn    sugar   waa   neceasary    to 
equallxe  coit  of  production  In  this  country  and  in  Cuba.     Kven  the  two 
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BMnb^rs  of  tbo  commis»>lon  who  did  not  Join  In  th«  recomoi«nded  de- 
crvaw  did  not  n>comin«'n(l  an  Inort^ni)**  in  the  (>r<>«ent  rat«  of  1.76  cents 
agminHt  Cuban  •ugar  litclud>'d  In  the  present  Ihw. 

tlirthtrmore.  the  Inhtitute  of  Economii-s  In  1!>25,  after  a  tliorough 
study,  using  the  data  obtained  in  the  Tariff  Commission  investigation 
and  other  data,  rame  to  the  concla»ion  "that  a  rate  of  from  1.25  to 
1.50  cents  a  pound  would  stabilize  the  induMtry  and  would  afford  ade- 
quat"  protei  tlon  to  all  eflBdent  domestic  pn  ducerg."  More  recently  the 
Rawleiirh  Tariff  Bureau,  embodying  the  r«>sults  of  a  study  made  by 
men)l>erg  of  the  faculty  of  the  l"niver«ity  of  Wisconsin,  came  to  th« 
cuncluMion  that  the  dtity  on  sngnr  xhonld  not  be  increased. 

Notwitbsitandiug  the  results  of  theiw  imptiitial  invetttiieratlons  the 
House  of  Kepn-st'ntatives  increased  the  duty  on  (^Iwn  BU$;ar  to  2.40 
cents  a  pound,  a  rate  that  will  not  only  be  injurious  to  Cuba — one  of 
onr  very  best  customers,  as  well  hk  our  political  and  economic  ward — 
b^^ which  by  the  most  conservative  estimate  will  increase  the  burden  of 
the  suirar  tariff  upon  American  consumers  to  the  amount  of  $325,000,000 
annually. 

Another  cause  of  legitimate  grievance  to  foreign  countries  is  that  in 
this  tHriff.  to  n  greater  extent  than  ever  before,  inordinately  high  rates 
--»rp  imposed  on  commodities  which  are  produced  here  only  to  a  minor 
exn»itt  a»ul  which  can  never  be  produced  here  on  a  .sufflcient  scale  and 
at  rea.v.uublf  enough  prices  to  supply  anything  like  the  present  volume 
of  domestic  consumption.  As  an  illustration,  talce  the  duties  on  filberts 
carri.vi  in  the  Houae  proposal.  In  1{»28  we  produced  only  400,000 
pounds  and  iniport«-d  18,400.000  of  shelled  and  unsheiled  filberts.  Con- 
sumers pay  $500,000  annally  under  the  present  rate  of  duty.  If  the 
ln(Teai«ed  rates  go  into  effect  they  will  pay  $1,000,000  annually.  This 
Is  doHf  in  order  to  protect  a  domestic  production  which  does  not  exceed 
$60,0l¥)  In  value. 

Even  letw  defensible  is  the  bringing  into  prominence  In  this  tariff 
provision  of  an  extension  of  the  protectionist  principle  which  crept  more 
or  less  sumptltiotwly  Into  the  Fordney  McCumber  tariff.  In  many 
quarters  It  is  insistently  propoaed  to  Impose  dnties  on  commodities  not 
produced  in  the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of  stimulating  produc- 
tion of  entirely  different  commodities.  Macb  has  been  made  in  the 
public  press  of  the  proposal  to  Impose  a  duty  on  bananas  In  order  to 
compel  people  to  eat  apples  or  pears,  or  even  to  obtain  the  same  number 
of  calorie*  from  wheat  or  oats  or  rye. 

Proposals  auch  as  this  were  sincerely  presented  to  the  committee  and 
^arp_^n>t  without  their  champions  in  the  Senate,  and  other  examples  are 
almost  as  absard.  For  Instance,  a  strong  plea  has  been  made  before 
the  Finance  Committee  to  take  tapioca  from  the  free  list  and  place  upon 
It  such  a  high  rate  that  its  imi>ortation  Into  this  country  will  be  pre- 
vented. And  why?  Not  because  we  produce  any  tapioca  in  the  United 
StatoB.  Not  because  its  use  is  not  necessary.  But  because  It  is  planned 
to  compel  the  use  of  cornstarch  in  place  of  tapioca  starch.  It  matters 
not  if  certain  interests  in  America  say  that  tapioca  is  essential  to  the 
suct^w  of  their  processes.  Other  interests  selfishly  seek  to  use  the 
bludgeon  of  a  high  tariff  in  order  to  deprive  American  industries  of  this 
easential  commodity. 

Another  lllastratloo  is  found  in  the  wool  scheduJe.  Aa  extremely 
high  fluty  is  imposed  on  oriental  rags  of  the  cheaper  grades,  not  to 
stimulate  production  of  those  grades  In  this  country,  for  they  are  not 
and  will  not  be  produced  here,  but  to  force  consumers  to  substltnte 
for  them  domestic  Wilton  and  Axminster  rugs. 

We  can  and  may  ignore  the  foreign  protesta.  but  the  changed  eco- 
nomic position  of  the  United  States  to-day  makes  It  unwise,  as  weU  as 
ungenerous,  to  do  so.  The  Increased  efficiency  of  American  industries, 
demonstrated  io  lanrer  output  per  worker  and  per  machine,  has  left 
them  with  facilities  which  can  not  be  fuUy  utilised,  because  American 
demand  alone  is  not  sufficient  to  keep  them  occupied.  As  a  result  we 
have  an  excess  of  production  capacity,  frequently  resulting  in  wide- 
spread unemployment  as  well  as  idleness  of  machinery  in  our  factories. 
To  cure  this  situation,  further  Increase  In  duties  should  not  be 
prescribed.  Results  ran  not  be  obtained  from  such  a  remedy.  In  most 
lines  imports  are  small  when  com|>ared  with  domestic  production,  and 
if  they  were  shut  out  entirely  the  resultlug  expansion  of  domestic 
output  would  not  be  great.  This  is  especially  tru»»  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  goods  imported  are  usually  to  some  degree  different  from  those 
pri>diued  here  and  c>ome  In  to  supply  a  special  and  limited  deman^l  not 
supplied  by  domestic  producers. 

A  *urer  and  more  adequate  way  of  aiding  domestic  industries  to 
obtain  the  maximum  output  lies  in  ft>8tertng,  not  curtailing,  the  expan- 
sion of  otir  export  trade.  Since  the  passage  of  the  Fordney-McCumber 
tariff  law  there  is  hardly  a  country  in  the  world  which  has  not  in- 
rreai^ed  It^  tariff  duties.  They  were  forced  to  do  so,  and  already  plans 
are  under  way  for  retaliatory  Uriff  legisUtlon  to  be  Imposed  against 
na  in  the  event  that  the  tariff  Increases  carried  In  the  House  tariff 
bill  are  finally  adopted  by  this  Government.  It  takes  no  seer  to  discern 
the  effect  upon  our  export  trade  when  the  countrias  of  the  worid 
become  c»>mmerrlally  emUtterod  against  us  and  retahatc  against  our 
surplus  products  through  Increased  Urlff  duties,  and  tlte  strange  part 
of  it  is  that  agriculture,  for  which  this  extra  session  of  Congress  was 
called  to  grant  relief,  will  in  the  end  be  most  advenely  aSected  by  the 
retaliatory  measures. 
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The  United  States  is  no  longer  a  debtor  nation.  It  is  a  creditor  na- 
tion, expecting  to  receive  returns  from  its  foreign  investments.  To  a 
greater  extent  than  any  other  country  of  the  world  we  have  a  direct 
stake  in  the  prosperity  of  foreign  countries.  The  war  created  new 
conditions  and  new  obligations.  The  people  of  the  countries  indebted 
to  us  have  been  heavily  taxe<l  to  reduce  the  principal  and  pay  off  the 
interest  on  the  billions  on  billions  of  dollars  loaned  by  us  to  the 
various  countries  of  Europe. 

The  wise  policy  for  us  to  pursue  Is  to  assist  In  the  stabilization  of 
their  economic  conditions  and  make  it  possible  for  them  to  meet  their 
obligations  in  the  terms  of  their  funding  asreements.  We  have 
api)ointed  men  of  outstanding  ability,  economists  of  the  highest  order, 
to  serve  upon  commissions  the  purpose  of  which  was  to  stabilize  Euro- 
pean conditions  and  assist  them  in  their  economic  aspirations.  The 
work  performed  by  these  statesmen  Las  been  heralded  by  orator  and 
publicist  as  a  glorious  American  achievement.  If  our  sincerity  is  to 
be  accepted  by  the  world,  we  can  not  afford  to  undo  it  by  adopting  a 
tariff  policy  that  will  tear  down  the  very  structure  which  we  have 
belped  to  set  np. 

The  increased  t.irlff  rates  affect  particularly  those  countries  which 
owe  us  millions  of  dollars  as  a  result  of  war  transactions,  and  it  was 
Iheir  depressed  economic  condition  and  our  desire  to  give  them  time  and 
opportunity  to  better  their  condition  that  impelletl  this  Uovernment  to 
fund  tliose  debts  over  a  period  of  62  years,  with  greatly  r«Hiuced  Interest 
ihargos  and  upon  such  terms  as  In  some  instances  reduced  the  present 
worth  of  that  Indebtedness  to  25  per  cent  of  its  face  value.  How  can 
they  ever  pay  us  If  they  have  no  gold  with  which  to  pay  .md  are  not 
permitted  to  sell  us  goods  the  like  of  which  are  not  produced  In  this 
country  or  are  not  produce<l  in  suflBclent  volume  to  supply  our  domestic 
needs?     We  can  not  "  have  our  cake  and  eat  it,  too." 

The  commercial  policy  of  imperialism  carried  in  the  inrrea.><ed  rates  of 
the  pending  tariff  measure  will  inevitably  cause  a  slowing  up  in  the 
meeting  of  the  obligations  of  many  of  our  former  allies  that  are  now 
striving  to  do  so  under  the  funding  debt  afrreement. 

Let  us  take  Italy,  for  instance.  She  has  made  vigorous  protest  to 
certain  increases  carried  In  the  tariff  proposal  that  will  affect  certain 
Italian  products  that  are  not  produced  in  this  country  and  which  they 
have  formerly  sold  to  us.  In  1927  we  exported  to  Italy  $132,000,000 
worth  of  goods.  During  that  same  year  we  took  from  Italy  products 
valued  at  $109,000,000.  There  was  a  balance  of  trade  in  our  favor  of 
$23,000  000.  As  an  example  of  the  Italian  products  affected  by  the 
proposed  Increases  in  duty,  olive  oil,  which  is  one  of  the  chief  articles 
[)f  Italian  export,  may  be  cited.  In  order  to  maintain  a  production  in 
this  country  of  less  than  200.000  gallons  annually,  as  compared  with 
mports  of  83,000,000  gallons,  American  consumers  pay  under  the  prcs- 
?nt  tariff  about  $5,000,000  annually  In  duty,  or  more  than  $25  frr  every 
gallon  produced  in  the  United  States.  There  are  other  similar  instances, 
*uch  as  Italian  canned  tomatoes,  Italian  cheeses  and  filberts,  pistachio 
auts  and  cherries,  and  other  products  that  might  be  cited. 

It  is  peculiarly  strange  that  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Utah,  Mr.  Shoot,  who  now  presides  over  the  Finance  C<»mmlttee  and 
who  will  be  the  defender  of  this  tariff  monstrosity  when  it  reaches  the 
loor  of  the  Senate,  wrote  and  made  a  report  to  the  Senate  only  a  little 
¥hlle  ago,  championing  the  adoption  of  the  funding  agreement  with 
Italy,  and  in  speaking  of  Italy's  economic  condition  and  neceaalty  of  an 
I  xport  trade,  said  : 

"  Italy  has  never  had  a  favorable  trade  balance.  Tlie  permanent 
(  aase  of  her  position  is  in  her  lack  of  raw  materials  and  the  necewity 
of  Importing  a  large  amonnt  of  food  The  relations  between  exports 
t  nd  imports  is  to-day  substantially  as  it  was  during  the  pre-war  period. 
;  mports  are  still  greatly  In  excess  of  exporta.  Most  of  the  exiwrts  con- 
I  ist  of  commodities  essential  to  the  operation  of  Italy's  industries. 
unything  which  makes  it  more  dlfllcnlt  for  Italy  to  provide  the  means 
10  boy  raw  materials  from  the  outside  world  impairs  her  capacity  not 
<  nly  to  make  external  payments  on  her  obligations  held'/abroad  but  also 
(udangers  her  internal  economic  situation.      •     •     •    ^ 

"  Italy's  balance  of  International  payments  must  be  such  that  she 
<an  convert  the  necessary  amounts  (to  be  paid  on  debts  owed  abroad) 
Into  foreign  currencies  without  endangering  the  stability  of  her  own 
iiternal   situation." 

The  same  arguments  that  were  then  made  by  Chairman  Smoot  in 
tehalf  yf  Italy  are  now  made  in  this  tariff  controversy  hy  Italy  in 
tehalf  of  herself. 

In  1927  France  sent  us  goods  valued  at  only  $168,000,000  and  took 
from  us  goods  valued  at  $229.000.tX)0.  While  this  balance  of  trade 
V  as  in  our  favor,  the  Imports  from  France  In  the  main  were  sp^'clalties, 
such  as  are  not  produced  ndvantag»>c)usly  In  the  Inited  States,  or 
Eoveltles  which  find  a  market  here  because  they  are  new  and  different, 
and  of  extreme  luxury  go.>d8  produced  in  small  quantities  and  sold  to 
cistomers  demanding  exciusiveness. 

Few  such  goods  are  directly  competitive  with  domestic  products. 
\et  on  many  of  them  the  pending  bill  carries  increases  in  duty.  It  is 
not  strange  that  io  the  discussions  which  recently  took  place  In  the 
P  rench  Chamber  of  Deputies  over  the  ratlflcaUon  of  the  Mellon  Berenger 
t  uMlins  a^reemeDt   the  proposed  action  of  the  American   Congress   U 
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increasing  many  of  the  rates  on  FVench  Importations  was  used  effectively 
In  oppoKition  to  the  ratlHration  of  that  agreement. 

In  1927  we  Imported  from  Spain  goods  valued  at  only  $34,000,000, 
while  durinK'  the  same  year  we  exported  goods  valued  at  $7S,OOoio<K)! 
This  is  Just  one  of  the  many  countries  wherein  a  tialanoe  of  trade  Is  in 
our  favor.  The  proposed  increases  in  Uriff  duties  strike  a  blow  the 
reperri!«sionB  of  wliich  are  bound  to  be  felt  injuriously  by  the  Uaited 
States  in  its  capacity  as  creditor  and  exporter. 

One  of  our  very  best  customers  is  Canada.  In  1927  we  exported  to 
that  country  $8:17,000,000  worth  of  our  goods  and  products.  Tet  in 
the  pn'srnt  tariff  propos.il  we  luive  Increased  many  of  the  rates  that 
directly  affect  the  intorcsts  of  Canada.  Undoubtedly  if  the  present 
tariff  proposal  is  enacted  into  law  it  wiU  add  to  Canada's  resentment 
of  our  trade  poUcy  and  further  limit  the  ability  of  Canadians  to  buy 
in  the  United  State*. 

Our  Government  is  new  at  the  fork  of  the  roads.  The  results  of  the 
war  placed  us  in  a  different  position  as  a  creditor  nation  than  we  have 
heretofore  occupied.  Shall  we  to-day  use  this  extraordinary  position 
to  promote  amity  and  world  trade  or  shall  we  pursue  the  sJiort-slght.^d 
policy  of  so  far  as  possible  closing  our  marketi  to  foreign  products 
and  thonby  extending  to  them  an  Invitation  to  close  their  markets 
to  ns?  If  we  pursue  the  latter  course  we  shall  not  only  receive  but 
earn  ihe  resentment  of  the  world  and  pay  the  penalty  in  a  loss  of  ex- 
port trade  Just  when  every  opportunity  for  Its  expansion  is  open  to  us. 

KXBCinrvB  MESSAQBS 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  were  ctmimunipated  to  the  Senate 
from  tlie  President  of  tlie  United  States  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of  his 
secretaries. 

REVISION    or   THE   TARIFF 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  rpKnmed  the  con- 
Kideration  of  the  bUl  (U.  R.  2(W7)  to  provide  wvenue.  to  regu- 
late ct>mmerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  industries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanlmotis  consent  that  a 
list  of  names  sui^ested  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Blaine]  and  requested  by  the  Senator  fnnn  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Simmons],  together  with  additional  requests  made  by 
minority  members  of  the  Finance  tV>mmiltee.  and  by  the  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Jonbs],  In  relation  to  the  tax  returns  of 
certain  corimrations,  may  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  list  is  as  follows: 

BEQrEST  FOB  NAMES  SCG^^.B.ITBD  BI  SENATOB  BLAINB  AND  SCBMITTBD  TO 
HON.  BBBD  SMOOT,  CHAIRMAN  BKNATK  FlKA.NCl  COUMITTBB,  BY  gSNATOB 
SIMMONS,   UNDER   SKNATB   BESOLDTION    10$ 

Air  Reduction  Co.    (Inc.). 

Air  Reduction  Sales  Co. 

Air  Reduction  Co.  of  California. 

Air  Reduction  Co.  of  Michigan. 

Air  Reduction  Co.  of  Massachusetts. 

Air  Reduction  Co.  of  New  Jersey. 

Air  Reduction  Co.  of  Virginia. 

Minnesota  Air  Reduction  Co. 

Ohio  Air  Reduction  Co. 

Niagara  Oxygen  Corporation. 

Superior  Oxygen  Co,  of  Illinois. 

Superior  Oxygen  Co.  (Inc.)  of  New  York. 

Superior  Oxygen  Co.  of  Misaouri. 

Superior  Oxygen  Co.  of  O'lio. 

Superior  Oxygen  Co.  of  PennsylvaDla. 

Searchlight  Co.  of  Illinois. 

National  Carbide  Coriwratlon. 

Compressed  Carbonic  Co. 

Davls-Bournonville  Co. 

Gas  Tank  Recharging  Co. 

Dayton  Oxygen  tc  Hydrogen  Products  Co.  of  Dayton,  Ohio. 

Interstate  Oxygen  Co. 

Compressed   Gas  Manufacturing  C«. 

U.  G.  I.  Contracting  Co. 

United  Oxygen  Manufacturing  Co. 

New  England  Compressed  Gas  Co. 

Carolina  Standard  Gas  I'roducts  Co. 

California  Cyanide  Co.  (Inc.)    (of  Delaware). 

By-rro<lucta  Coke  Corporation. 

Columbian  Carbon  Co. 

Southern  Carbon  Co. 

Columbian  Carbon  Co.  (West  Virginia). 

The  L.  Martin  Co. 

Western  Carbon  Co. 

Southern  Gas  Line  Co. 

Teton  Gas  Prodacts  Co. 

Piney  OU  4  Gas  Co. 
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Sebs  Chemical  Oo. 

L  Del  Oil  Properties  (Inc.). 

The  Amalgamated  Co. 

Monroe  Gas  Co. 

IMneville  Gas  Co. 

Coltexo  Corporation. 

Columbian  Gasoline  Corporation. 

I>i»rco  Sales  Corporation. 

Commercial  Solvents  Corporation. 

Coty   (Inc.). 

Rallett  Corporation  of  America. 

Hercules  Powder  Co. 

I'niou  PowdtT  Corporation  of  Virginia. 

Taryan  Rotsin  Jc  Turpentine  Co. 

Virginia  Cellulose  Co.,  Hopewell,  Va. 

Hercules  Explosives  Corporation  of  New  York. 

Aetna  ExploKlves  Co.    (Inc.). 

MaeAndrews  &  Forbes  Co. 

MacAndrcwa  *  Forbes  (Ltd.). 

Mae.\ndrt>w8  k  Forbes  Industrial  Co. 

Breslln-Griffltt  Carpet  Co.  (Inc.). 

Breslin-Griffltt  CariKt  Co.    (Ltd.). 

Breslin  Bros.  Carpet  Co. 

J.  S.  Young  (3o. 

Mathleson  Alkali  Works  (Inc.). 

CU,'  Francaise  Lies  Eitrails  Tinctoria  ax  et  Tannauta. 

Ciorox  Chemical  Co. 

Union   Carbide  &  Carbon   Corporation. 

Beacon   Electric  Co. 

Canadian  National  Cartran  Co.   (Ltd.), 

Carbide  k  Carbon  Chemicals  Corporation. 

Electro  Metallurgical  Co.  of  Canada. 

Electro  Metallurgical  Sales  C^jropration. 

Hayneg  Stellite   Co.  * 

The  Linde  .\lr  Products  Co. 

The  Llnde  Air  Products  Co.  of  Texas. 

I.inde  Air  Products  Co.,  Pacific  Coast. 

Carbide  &  Carbon  Realty  C:©.    (Inc.). 

Clend-nln   Ga.soline  Co. 

J.  B.   Colt   Co. 

Michigan  Northern   Power  Co. 

National  Carbon  Co.    (Inc.). 

Oxweld  Acetylene  Co. 

Oxweld    Railroad   Service  (>», 

The    Prest-o-lite   Co.    (Inc.). 

I>ominion   Oxygen   Co.    (Ltd.). 

Electric  Furnace  Products  Co.    (Inc.). 

Electro  Metallurgical  Co. 

Union   C}arbide  Co. 

Union  Carbide  Sah-s  Co. 

Union  Carbide  Co.  of  Canada   (Ltd.). 

Union  Carbide  A  Carbon  Ueaearch  Ixtboratorie*  (Inc.). 

United  Carbon  Co. 

Crystal  Carbon  Co. 

Tnyler-Green  Gas  Co. 

Kusmos   Carbon   Cu. 

United   Producing  Ca 

United   Gas   Co. 

Elk  Oil  &  Gas  Co. 

Vivaudeu    (V.)    (Inc.). 

Alfred  H^  Smith  Co. 

Melba   Manufacturing  Co. 

Vivaudeu  Realty  Co.    (Inc.). 

Walgre«n  Co. 

Walgreen  Co.    (Inc.)   of  New  York. 

Walgreen  Co.  of  Tennessee. 

Ju(l}{e  &  I>olph  Drug  Co. 

Ect>nomlcal  Drug  Co. 

Westvaco  Chlorine   Products  Corporation. 

Chemical  k  Dye  Corporation. 

Monsanto  Chemical   Works. 

Ileyden  Chemical  Corporation. 

Dow  Chemical  Co. 

Virginia-Carolina    Chemical    Corporation. 

Standard  Wholesale  Phonphate  k  Acid  Works  (lac). 

E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  k  Co. 

Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  Corporation. 

Grasselli  Chemical  Co. 

Aluminum  Potash  Co.  of  America. 

American  Solvents  k  Chemical  C!o. 

Great   Western   Electro-Chemical  Co. 

Merrimac  Chemical  Co. 

Sherwln-WUIUms  Co. 

The  Newport  Co. 

United  Dyewood  Corporation. 
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Aniprican  Oyewood  Co. 

Brit  1(411   l>7ewood  Co.    (Ltd.). 

Wpwt   Indies  Cbemicsl   Worka   (Ltd.). 

Mutual  rhemical  Co.  of  America. 

VJcinr  Cbomical   Work*. 

I^-hn  A  Kink  I'roductii  Co. 

Th<«   Ihiviion  ClH>mical  Co. 

AUDITUOAI.    SMQrCSTS    MADE    BT    MiNORITT    ME1IBBB8    OF    SBNATS    riNANCS 
rOMMITTEl   FOB   INCOMK-TAX   BSTrRNS   INDER   8KNATB   RCSOLUTtON    IM 

Bay  Stalf  Crucible  Co..  TauntoB.   Mhm. 

Joiinttion  Rartley  CruciWe  Co..  Trenton,  N.  J. 

ChiriiKo  Crucible  Co.,  1:325  Clybourn  Avenue.  Chicago,  111. 

Joi4*-ph, Dixon    Crucible    Co.,    Wavne   and    Monmoutb    Streets.    Jersey 
City,  X.  J. 

J.   H.  (Jautler  k  Co.,  Jersey  City.  N.  J. 

I.ATa  Crucible  Co.  of  I'ltt.xburjfh,  Wabash  Building,  Ptttsbargb,  Pa. 

Nniijcatuck  Valley  Crucible  Co.,  Shelton.  Conn. 

HosH  Tacony  Crucible  Co..  Tacony.  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
,    V.«ijvhi.»<  Crucible  Co..  Swlssvale,  Pa. 

Mciulloch Dalxell  Crucible  Co.,   Plttsburjth,   Pa. 

r.  .S.  <;raphite  Co.,  Saginaw,  Mich. 

J.  L.  I'rescott  k  Co.,  Pasaalc,  N.  J. 

Southwenrern  Consolidated  Oraphlte  Co.,  Boston,  Mass. 

Al;il..im,i  guenelda   (^irapblte  Co.,  Lloeville,  Ala. 

Atiii;uid:ile  Graphite  Co.,  Annandale,  N.  J. 

Siip«rlor   Flake  (iraphite  Co.,   Ashland,   Ala.      (Head   office   33* South 
Clark  Street.  Chicago,  111.). 

Riiina  (iraphite  Mines,  Asihland,  Ala. 

LIST  ur  NAMRS  SIBMITTBD  BT  SENATOR  JONBS  ON  BBHALT  OF  THB 
WA9niJ««T«WI  DBLEOATION  TO  HON.  RCBD  SIIOOT,  CHAIRUAM  SE.<(ATa 
F1\AS«K  ruMMITTKE.   CNDBR  SBNATC  HESOLfTION   108 

Alohu  Lumbt'r  Co..  Aloha.  Wash. 

Aiiacurtra  -Mutual   Mill  Co.,  Anacortes,  Wash. 

Bald  .Mountain  Mill  Co.,  Mount  Vernon,  Wash. 

Ilarr  ShinKlo  Co.,  Kalama,  Wash. 

Bi'llpak  Lumber  Co.,  Van  Zandt,  Wash. 

Bl<>e4le|   lK>noyan   Lumber   Mills.   Washingtoa. 
-^...Blue  Ribbon  Products  Co.,   Washington. 

Bdwen   Shingle  Co.,   WaslUngton. 

Bratlie~Bros.   Mill  Co..   Washington. 

Burns  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Carbon   Blyer  Shingle  Co.,   Washington. 

Carlsborg  Mill  *  Timber  Co..   Washington. 

Carllsiie  Lumber  Co.,  Onalaska.   Wash. 

Case  Cellar  k  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Ctm-y  Chiids  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

C.  B.  Lumber  k  Shingle  Co..  Washingtoo. 

Chehalis   Shingle  Co..   Washington. 

Clark  k  Wilson  Lumber  Co.,  Oregon. 

Clinton  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

C lough  Hartley  Co.,   Washington. 

A.   K.  Cunts  Lumber  Co.,  Oregon. 

Columbia   Kiver  Shingle  Co.,   Washingtoa. 

Corbett  Mill  Co..  Washington. 

Crescent   Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Cumlierlaud  Shingle  Co.,   Wa:ibliigton. 

Dk'kman    Lumber   Co.,    Washington. 

Doty  Lumber  k  Shingle  Co.,   Washington. 

Kasti-rn  Hallway  A  Lumber  Co.,  Waahingtuo. 

Kaxt  lloquiam  Lumber  *  Shingle  Co..  Washington. 
Kdison  Shingle  Co..  Washington. 

II.   B.   Eddy  k  Son.   Washington. 

Everett   liumber  A  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Eyre  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Kra»l«»  Shingle  Co.,  Oregon. 

l-Tuhrer  Bros.,  Oregon. 

t'uturity    luTeatment   Co.,    Washington. 

John  Gehrman,  Waahlngton. 

GetchHl'^lll  Co..  Washington. 

iir*^n   .Mill   Co.,   Washington. 

Htatii  Lumber  A  Shintcle  Co..  Washington. 

Illllriew  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

lioff  A  Pinkey.  Washington. 

J    M.   Hwyt.  Washington. 

Kotiert  Gray   .Shingle  Co..    Washington. 

Harbor   Shingle  Co.,   Washington. 

William  tlulbert  MiU  Co.,  WashingtOB. 

Huntington   Shingle   Co.,   Oregon. 

Hyile  A  Buker  Bros.,  Washington. 

W.  I.   Ingram,  Washiugton. 

Irving  Dougherty,    Washington. 

Jamison  Lumber  A  Shingle  Co..  Washington. 

N.  Jern.s.   Washington. 

Johnson  A  Swanaon.  Washington. 
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Johnston  A  McGraw  Shingle  Co.,  Oregon. 
Jones  Shingle  Co.,  Oregon. 
Kenton  Shingle  Co.,  Oregon. 

Kerriston  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

H.  Krati  Shingle  Co.,  Oregon. 

LaConner  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Lake  Riley  Lumber  Co.,  Washington. 

Lake  Sammamisb   Shingle  Co.,   Washington. 

J.  A.  I^wls  Shingle  Co.,  WashinRton. 

Leybold-Smlth  Shingle  Co.,   Washington. 

Long-Bell  Lumber  Co.,  Washington. 

McCash  A  Fishneller,  Washington. 

McKenna  Lumber  Co.,   Washington. 

R.  McNaIr,   Washington. 

John  McMaster  Shingle  Co.,  Washingtoa. 

Mackle   Mill   Co.,   Washington. 

H.  E.   Marshall,   Washington. 

Maynard  Shingle  Co.,   Washington. 

Merrll  A  Ring  Lumber  Co.,  Washington. 

Miller  A  Sons.  Washington. 

E.  C.  Miller  «*edar  Lumber  Co.,  Washington. 

Monarch  Mill  Co.,  Washington. 

Motor  .Mill  Co.,  Seattle,   Wash. 

Mumby  Lumber  A  Shingle  Co..  Washington. 

Mutual   Lumber   Co.,    Washington. 

Charles   Nelson   Co.,    Washington. 

Newb^rg  Shingle  Co.,  Wa.shington. 

New  England  Mfg.  Co.,  Washington. 

North  Fork  Mill  Co.,  Oregon. 

Northwestern  Lumber  Co.,   Washington. 

Oakland  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Olympia  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Oxbow   Shingle  Co.,   Washington. 

Pacific  States  Lumber  Co.,  Washington. 

Panama  Lumber  A  Shingle  Co..  Washkigton. 

Pacific  National  Lumber  Co.,  Washington. 

Paradise  Shingle  Co.,   Washington. 

PeEll   Lumber  Co.,  Washington. 

Poison  Lumber  A  Shingle  Co.,  Iloqulam,  Wasb. 

Phoenix  Shingle  Co.,   Washington. 

Preston  Mill  Co.,   Washington. 

Puget  Sound  Saw  Mills  A  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Quality   Shingle  Co..   Washington. 

Reed  Mill  Co.,   Washington. 

Rhodes  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Riverside  Shingle  Co.,   Washington. 

Roles  Bros.  Shingle  Co.,  Oregon. 

S.   H.   Ro!!8,   Washington. 

Royal  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Saginaw  Shingle  Co.    (Inc.),  Washington. 

Saginaw  Timber  Co.,   Washington. 

St.  Paul  A  Tacoma  Lumb<T  Co.,  Washington. 

Schnfer  Bros.   Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Seattle  Cedar  Lumber  Manufacturing  Co.,  Washington. 

Sbarlch-Dougberty   Shingle  Co.,   Washington. 

Siemons  Lumber  Co.   (Inc.),  Belllngham,  Wasb. 

Slmllk  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Skagit  Mill  Co.,  Washington. 

M.  R.  Smith  Lumber  A  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Snider  Shingle  Co..  Oregon. 

Snoqualmle  Falls  Lumber  Co.,  Washington. 

Soule  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

South  Bay  Shingle  Co..  Wa.sblngton. 

C.  B.  Soutberland  A  Sons,  Washington. 

Super  Shingle  Co..  Washington. 

Superior  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Swan  A  McKay,  Washington. 

Taylor  A  Young,  Washington. 

Tenino  Shingle  Co.,   Washington. 

Upright  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Wagner  Lumber  Co.,  Washington. 

Wallace  Lumbt  r  A  Manufacturing  Co.,  Washington. 

Wasser  Hubbard  Mill  Co.,  Washington. 

Wayland  Mill  Co.,  Washington. 

Western  Cedar  Co.,   Washington. 

Western  Cross  Arms  Manufacturing  Co.,  Washington. 

Whatcom  FaU.s  Mill  Co.,  Washington. 

White  River  Lumber  Co.,  Washington. 

Willamette  Valley  Lumber  Co.,  Oregon. 

Wlllapa  Lumber  Co.,  Washington. 

Winston  Lumber  A  Timber  Co..  Washington. 

Wlnton  Shingle  Co.,  Washington. 

Wood  A  Iverson   (Inc.).  Washington. 

Woodlawn  Mill  Co.,  Washington. 

Yoemaua  Lumber  Co.,  Washington. 
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Mr.  HARRISON  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississipiu 
yield  for  that  purixiee? 

Mr.  HA  mil  SON.     I  yield. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  cleric  will  caU  the  roll. 

The  legislative  cleric  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
ani4wered  to  their  names: 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 
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Robinson,  Ark. 

Schali 

Sheppard 

Sliortrldge 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Steck 

Stfiwer 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Vandeuberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Warren 

Watf-rman 

Watson 


Allen  Fess 

Ashurst  Fletcher 

Barklpy  Frailer 

Bingham  tieorge  Kendrick 

Black  Gillett  Keyes 

Blaine  Glass  La  FoUette 

Blease  Glenn  McKellar 

Borah  Goff  McMaster 

Bratton  (lOldsboi-ough  McNary 

Brock  (;ouId  Metcalf 

Brook  hart  Greene  Norris 

Broussard  Hale  Nye 

Capper  Harris  Oddie 

Connally  Harrison  Overman 

Couaens  Hastings  Patterson 

Cutting  Hatfleld  Phipps 

Dale  Hawes  I'lm- 

Deni-en  ITavden  Pittman 

I^ill  Heflin  Ransdell 

Edge  Howell  Reed 

Mr.  FESS.  The  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bibton]  !.-< 
detained  from  the  Senate  on  account  of  illnesa.  I  will  allow 
thi.s  ^^tateme^t  to  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino] 
is  detained  from  the  Senate  to-day  on  account  of  illness.  I 
request  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  the 
junior  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  STEyHENs]  is  necessarily 
detained  from  the  Senate  by  illness  in  his  family.  I  will  let 
this  announcement  .stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]  is  necessarily  detained  from  the 
Senate  by  illness  in  his  family.  I  ask  that  this  announcement 
may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  "l  desire  to  annoum-e  that  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Teammell]  is  neee«8arily  detained  from  the 
Senate  by  illness.  I  will  let  this  announcement  stand  for  the 
day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-nine  Senators  having  an- 
8were<l  to  their  names  a  quorum  is  present.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Utah  state  the  amendment  which  he  desires  to  call  up? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  milling-in-b<md  amendment  on  page  294 
of  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  has 
the  floor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  address  myself 
briefly  to  an  article  which  appeared  in  the  Washington  Post 
of  this  morning  affecting  the  I'resident  of  the  United  States. 

There  has  been  a  goo<l  deal  of  criticism  upon  the  part  of  the 
people  generally,  the  press,  and  Senators,  including.  I  may  say, 
swne  of  the  leaders  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber — though, 
of  course,  they  said  It  in  a  whlsi»eriiig  way  and  wanted  to  avoid 
the  puWication  of  it — of  the  attitude  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  becau.'se  of  his  silence  respecting  the  pending  tarlflf 
bill. 

It  will  not  be  forgotten  that  the  leader  on  the  other  .side,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson],  chanced  some  time 
ago  to  visit  the  White  House.  Whether  at  his  own  invitation 
or  that  of  the  occupant  I  do  not  know,  but  he  went  up  to  see 
him  and  talked  with  him  about  tariff  matters,  and  no  doubt  in 
his  uswal  eloquent  and  persuasive  way  he  tried  perhaps  to  get 
the  President  to  come  out  and  state  just  what  his  position  is 
with  reference  to  the  bill,  because  they  were  having  much 
trouble  among  the  majority  Members  In  getting  together  on 
certain  paragraphs  of  the  measure. 

So.  as  the  papers  stated,  when  the  Republican  leader  left  the 
White  House  he  was  met  by  the  correspondents  of  the  press,  who 
naturally  wanted  to  know  what  had  transpired  and  what  the 
Senator  had  a^<oertalned  from  the  President  as  to  his  position 
with  reference  to  the  tariff  bill.  At  that  time  the  papers  quoted 
tlie  leader  of  the  majority  side  of  the  Senate  as  saying  that  he 
felt  sure  the  President  was  In  favor  of  the  WIl  because  the 
President  was  a  protectionist  and  a  Reimbllcan.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Senator  held  his  tongue  in  his  cheek  as  he  said  it. 
The  next  day  from  the  White  House  a  .statement  was  issued 
denying  that  fact.  So  the  country  was  left  in  the  dark  as  to 
whether  the  President  is  a  liepublican  and  a  protectionist  ami 
whether  he  is  for  the  WIl. 

Then,  a  little  later  the  distingul.shed  chaiilnan  of  the  Finance 
Committee,  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Suoor],  inter- 


ested In  some  sugar  legislation,  gave  out  a  statement— oo :  let 
me  put  It  this  way :  A  statement  appeared  In  the  press  allejang 
that  the  Senator  from  Utah  had  stated  that  he  was  working 
on  a  sliding  scale,  that  he  had  had  fnniueiu  (^»nferenl•e«  with 
the  Pn-sldeut,  and  that  they  were  going  to  work  out  som/'thing 
along  Uiat  Hue.  Then  the  papers  reported  what  the  sliding 
scale  would  be.  But  when  the  matter  came  up  befori«  the  a>m- 
mittee  the  Senator  from  Utah  denletl  it.  and  .so  there  it  rested 
A  little  later  the  Senator  from  Utah  vi*it«'d  the  Rapidan  ami 
spent  a  day  or  two  down  there  with  the  l»resident  It  was 
stated  at  that  time  that  they  were  going  to  talk  over  the  whole 
tariff  bill  and  especially  siigjir.  When  the  Senator  from  Utnh 
returnetl  from  the  historic  regions  of  the  Rapidan,  in  answer 
to  a  question  as  to  how  the  I'resldent  sttKHi  on  the  matter,  the 
Senator  from  Utah  was  alleged  by  the  papers  to  have  stated 
that  the  President  would  approve  a  slidinn  scale  on  sugar  and 
would  sign  the  bill  with  a  sliding  scale  in  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  never  made  any  such  statement. 
Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course  the  Senator  from  Utah  says  he 
never  made  any  such  statenu'ut,  and  so  he  is  in  the  dark'  now 
as  to  whether  the  I»re.sident  is  in  favor  of  a  sliding  scale  and 
whether,  if  a  sliding  scale  were  incorporated  in  the  bill,  the 
President  would  or  would  not  sign  it. 

It  will  be  recalled  that  the  distinguished  chainnan  of  the 
Finance  Committee  the  other  daj,  in  answer  to  qui>stions  im»- 
pouiidetl  by  myself  and  others,  staled  that  he  liad  not  conferred 
with  the  President  with  reference  to  this  great  piece  of  tariff 
legislatlwi.  He  has  not  taken  the  President  into  his  confldenco 
nor  has  the  President  taken  the  Senator  Into  his  conlldence.  In 
other  words,  nobody  knows  how  the  President  stands  on  the 
tariff  bill,  even  though  this  extra  session  >f  Congn>s8  was  called 
for  the  specific  purpose  of  revising  the  tadff  in  a  llmlU'd  way. 
But  what  I  rose  to  talk  about  was  a  verj-  interesting  article 
which  appeared  this  morning  in  the  ofllcial  organ  of  the  Re- 
piibliciin  Party  here  in  Washington.  Let  me  read  just  briefly 
fr(»m  it.  This  is  from  the  pen  of  Carlisle  Bargeron,  In  the  Wash- 
ington  Post.  The  headline  is  a  very  ccmspicuous  one.  in  big, 
black,  bold  tj-pe : 

(Jruudy  tariff  group  blaues  Hoover  in  row.  Pamphlet  circulated  by 
Manufacturers  Club  hits  President.  High  protection  group  lauds  Rgao. 
Pen nsy Iranian  kept  faith  In  duth>  fight,  say  constituents. 

Then  the  article  proeeecKs ; 

Although  there  are  mounting  lndi<-atlons  that  the  tension  between  the 
Democrat ic-I'rogresslve  coalition  and  the  Republican  regulars  is  lessen* 
ing,  the  demand  that  Progldcnt  Hoover  get  Into  the  tariff  Hght  is  in- 
creasing. And  most  recently  It  has  come  from  a  rather  unexpected 
quarter. 

The  Manufacturers  Club  of  Philadelphia,  the  citadel  of  high  protec- 
tion in  this  country,  and  npresenied  here  by  the  big  tariff  lobbyist. 
Joseph  R.  Grundy,  has  launched  the  first  concentrated  and  direct  attack 
on  Mr.  Hoover  that  has  developed  in  the  presj-nt  controversy.  In  a 
pamphlet  sent  to  Meml>ers  of  the  Senate  it  demands  that  Mr.  Hoover 
Ntep  in  and  help  Senator  David  A.  Rbed  In  the  "  masterly  "  flght  he  ia 
waging. 

The  President  alone  is  responHlble,  It  charges,  for  the  present  situa- 
tion in  which  industry  is  not  getting  its  due.  One  word  from  bim,  it 
says,  would  have  stopped  at  once  this  talk  about  a  limited  revision  or 
a  revision  for  agriculture  only. 

8KNAT0R    HKCD    LAUDKD 

Rcco  and  Pennsylvania's  two  Members  on  the  House  Ways  and  Mean* 
Committee,  Representatives  Watson  and  Kstep,  the  club  aaaerta,  "  de- 
serve wen  of  their  Commonwealth,  and  of  all  American  industry.  They 
have  fought  the  good  fight,  they  have  kept  tlie  faith  " — 

Whatever  that  means.    "  They  have  kept  the  faith  ** — 

The  sorry  muddle  that  is  now  on  exhibition — 

That  is  what  these  Republican  mannfacturers  think — 

The  sorry  muddle  that  is  now  on  exhibition  at  Washington  is  not 
their  fanlt.  The  blame  for  It  is  higher  up.  It  la  at  the  door  of  the 
White  House. 

I  was  not  fortunate  enough  to  be  one  of  those  Senators  who 
received  that  pamphlet.  Its  authors  thouglit  perhaps  that  it 
would  fall  into  better  hands  if  it  was  a^it  to  sotue  others,  esfie- 
cially  on  the  other  side  of  the  (chamber,  but  no  one  evidently 
will  deny  that  the  pami^let  was  issued  or  tliat  it  states  what 
the  newspaper  article  sets  foith. 

Mr.  Presidents  it  woald  be  well  in  this  coimection  to  stale 
that  this  Mr.  Grundy  is  the  same  Mr.  Grundy  who  aiipeared 
before  the  committee  of  the  Senate  which  was  investigating  c»ui- 
palgn  expenditures  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.  He  there  made 
certain  statements,  and  amous  other  things  he  said : 


'^^ 


?'■;-  -J 
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Tho  f'tfAitwiv.  WVn  yotj  ndrgn^iHl  all  thin  ISOO.OTK).  wm  tl»<rr  any 
attilmtuiKlInx  (bat  aaylKxly  waa  to  tuod  wUb  jroo  1/  tlMit  mooc/  wa< 
Bot  follr>ct«d  and  i«14  bii«kT 

11%  Cnindjr  tiad  raiw>d  thl«  amount  of  monej  In  the  campttlgn 
In  lVnn«jrlvanla  In  onler  to  fleet  Mm  nmn  a^  governor  and  t<' 
■end  Senator  p^vpor  bark  to  the  United  Htate^  Ht'iiute.  A  littl«? 
lattT  on  in  hln  tPNtinjony  u«  a  reason  f<>r  hU  activity  he  a<hnltte<l 
thwt  tlufj  held  et-oiiuinic  vIewK  which  were  exactly  like  tboee  of 
the  munafacturefM  of  Pennsylvania  tun  well  ait  hia  own,  and  he 
tliought  thotie  gentlemen  would  carry  out  those  economics  views, 

Mr.  GaiiTDT.  Notortdy  in  the  world. 

Th«  Chaibmai.  How  did  you  expect  to  get  It  l>ackT 

Mr.  GBt-MDT.  I  think  there  are  enourt  Intereated  in  the  things  that 
we  believe  in  In  PennsylTanla  to  make  that  op  when  the  time  cornea. 
We  have  had  aimilar  experlencea  in  the  past,  and  generailT  came  otit  all 
right. 

He  Just  ral«»ed  over  $300,000  hlm.«irff  and  turned  it  over  to  the 
(?ampaijm  fund  and  said  he  di<1  not  know  where  It  was  coming 
fr<»ra  at  that  time,  but.  as  he  states  a  little  later,  he  would  go  to 
•oroe  fellow.s  who  had  generally  "  coughed  up." 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  a  groap  of  men  who  contribate  over  there 
pretty  generally  that  you  are  able  to  go  to  and  get  money? 

Mr.  Uac.NDT.  There  have  been  it  tlie  past ;  we  have  gotten  gubatantial 
aum«  of  money  from  them  for  various  parposvx  of  tMs  character. 

The  Craibmak.  And  tiiat  is  the  group  that  you  hope  will  come 
forward  nuw  and  reimburse  youT 

Mr.  (JBCXOT.  They  are  part  of  the  people  that  I  would  look  upon  to 
help  us  on  tbla  proposition. 

••••••• 

Senator  Kino.  Mr.  Ornudy,  in  the  past  you  have  been  closely  affiliated 
with  those  manufacturing  organizations,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  GaiNDT.  With  the  Pennsylvania  manufacturers'  organizations. 

Senator  Kino.  That  la  what  I  am  speaking  of;  and  you  have  raised 
conalderable  money  from  them  for  political  purposes? 

Mr.  Gbcmdt.  From  the  cltiaenship  of  the  State,  including  them;  and 
of  course  largely  them,  because  80  per  cent  of  the  business  in  Pennsyl- 
vania is  created  through  industry.  So  that  naturally  you  can  not  go 
where  It  is  not ;  you  can  not  go  to  a  lot  of  fnrmers. 

Senator  Kito.  Yon  collected  1700.000  from  the  manufacturers  In  the 
last  Cooltdge  campaign? 

He  was  the  man  who  collected  it  In  that  campaign. 

Mr.  Gbunot.  Not  exdnslTely  from  the  manufacturers,  but  from  tlie 
people  who  had  money  to  contribute. 

Senator  Kino.  And  you  have  frequently  been  down  here  before  the 
Finance  Committee  f«.r  the  purpose  of  8.curing  legislation  in  behalf  of 
the  manufacturers  of  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  Gblndy,  I  have  been  here.  I  suppose,  ever  since  the  Dingley  tariff 
bill ;  ever  aince  there  has  been  a  Urlil  I  have  been  ct.ming  here,  not  for 
PennsylTania  but  for  the  Industries  of  the  country,  and  because  the 
Industries  that  are  in  Pcnnajlvania  arc  national  in  scope,  I  think  In 
PennsylTania  there  U  pretty  near  every  industry  that  there  is  in  the 
United  States,  by  and  large ;  so  that  you  can  not  single  It  out  for  Penn- 
sylraoia.     It  is  a  national  proposition. 

So  I  riae  to  congratulate  the  Senator  from  Peimsvlvanln  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  having  in  charge  the'raisinc  and 
reduoinjr  of  taritr  rutts  iu  the  metal  and  steel  achedule  for  per- 
forming his  8»-rvi«e«  so  weU  as  to  elicit  this  fine  compliment 
from  his  constituents  In  Philadelphia,  who  say  that  he  har"  kept 
the  faith."  This  eulogy  from  Grundy's  club  should  be  cxinrinc- 
Ing  proof  to  the  farmers  of  the  country  that  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rtaa>]  Is  a  great  friend  of  agriculture  He 
"  has  fought  the  good  flght ;  he  has  kept  the  faith  " 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  quesUon  ia  on  the  coounittee 
amendment  on  pages  2m  and  2ft3. 

Mr.  FRAZIBR  obtained  the  Hoot. 

Mr.  WATSON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  PRAZIER.     I  yield. 

^^Jf:^*^^  ^^  ITesident,  my  genial  and  eloquent  friend 
from  Miaateslpiil,  Mr.  Rutaisoif.  ia  always  interesting  and  enter- 
taining, but  not  always  severely  logical  The  question  before 
the  Senate  is  the  miUing-in-bond  amendment  as  I  understand. 
Stretehlng  my  imagination  to  the  utmost  limit,  I  am  unable  to 
see  that  the  remarka  of  the  Senator  from  Miarisslppi  hare  any 
f^J^^.^^i**  '*'**^.  """^  particular  subject;  nor  can  I  fkthom  hL 
intention  in  making  the  speech  which  he  has  jut  deUyered  with 
reference  to  the  tariiT  questlou.  "«*v«t«  wiin 

"7t.*^.i^  Si  newspaper  articles  as  the  buea  for  speeebes 
«wy  dmj,  the  keen-witted  boys  in  the  gaUery  w!U  keep  us  bosy 
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The  Senator  baa  Indirectly  paid  t  great  compliment  to  the 
President  of  the  United  Htatp«.  Mr  Grundy  haw  crttl(l7>ed  the 
PrcHldent  very  Mhar])ly  iH-catiw  he  has  not  engnjjcU  In  the  tariff 
controrersy  on  the  side,  as  Mr,  (irundy  Is  alloge^l  to  have  said, 
of  industries.  I  recall  that  In  some  of  the  first  speeche*  made 
by  our  friends  acroati  the  aisle  they  attacked  the  President 
becau.«^  he  was  enllstefl  in  support  of  the  great  Industries  of  tho 
T'nlte<l  States  In  this  tariflT  making  enteri»ri»e;  bnt  now  they  are 
reading  from  a  new  text,  and  my  friend  rises  this  morning  to 
quote  Mr.  Grundy  befau.««e  Mr.  Grundy  has  greatly  criticized  the 
President  of  the  United  States  directly  through  his  organ 
l»ecau.^  he  i^  not  engaging  In  tariff  making  on  the  side  of  the 
Industries. 

He  takes  occasion  to  say  something  about  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reeu],  to  which  I  need  not  reply.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania  is  amply  able  to  speak  for  himself,  and 
when  he  does,  as  we  all  know,  he  .speaks  logically,  and,  I  am  very 
happy  to  say,  he  speaks  on  the  subject. 

Now,  with  regard  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  Sena- 
tors, I  can  only  say  that  so  far  as  I  have  any  influence  with 
him  he  will  not  engage  in  this  controversy  while  It  Is  pending 
in  the  legislative  branch  of  the  (;Jovemment.  He  announced  at 
the  beginning  of  his  term  that  he  did  not  Intend,  unless  abso- 
lutely forced  into  a  position,  to  say  anything  about  any  iegisia- 
thMi  while  it  was  pending  In  Congress,  and  on  many  visits  with 
him  1  have  taken  occasion  to  say  to  the  i'resldeut,  '*  I  think 
you  ought  to  keep  out  of  this  tariff  controversy  while  it  is  pend- 
ing in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

Tiie   VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does   the   Senator  from   Indiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 
Mr.  WATS<>N,     I  do. 

Mr.  BOKAH.  I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator  make  this 
statement.  He  was  quoted,  however,  In  the  uewspa|)er8  as  hav- 
ing said  in  his  radio  address  that  the  President  approved  of  this 
bill. 

Mr.  WATSON.    No ;  I  did  not  say  that  In  my  radio  address. 

Mr.  BOR.4H.  I  say  the  Senator  was  quoted  In  the  newspapers 
to  that  effect. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  did  not  say  that  In  my  radio  address  at 
all.  How  could  the  President  approve  the  bill  when  It  is  aot 
even  made?  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  say  tliut  the  I'residrnt 
ai)pruved  the  House  bill?  He  knew  the  House  bill  would  not  be 
passed. 

Mr,  BORAH.  The  effect  of  the  quotation  In  the  newspapers 
was  that  the  President  approved  of  the  bill  which  the  Finance 
l/omniittee  reported  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WATSON.     I  made  no  such  statement  at  any  time   and 

lever  rntertaiued  any  such  thought.     I  have  never  asked  the 

L*resident  whether  or  not  he  a^rovcd  of  the  bill,  for  the  very 

neason  that  the  bill  as  reported  is  not  the  one  which  finally  will 

.e  presented  to  the  President  of  the  United  States.     Many  of  '^ur 

rleuds  on  the  other  side  have  made  very  vicious  attacks  upon 

he  House  bill;  they  tilled  the  newspapers  of  the  country  with 

heir  diatribes  and  excoriations  of  the  Hoii.se  bill,  knowing  full 

veil  when  they  did  go  that  the  House  bill  never  would  bec<nne 

I  law.     They  were  shooting  at  an  imaginary  thing  so  far  as  the 

Inallty  is  concerned.     Now,  the  Senate  committee  changed  the 

nil  and  the  Senate  will  change  tlie  bill  still  further    and  how 

( ould  any  President  of  the  United  States,  or  anybody  else  say 

(IS  a  finality  that  he  Intended  to  favor  the  bill  that  ultimately 

ivlll  reach  the  President  of  the  United  States? 

I  think  it  is  the  business  of  Congress  to  legislate,  and  It  is 
I  he  business  of  the  President  to  fill  hh?  place  and  either  to 
t  pprove  or  disapi>rove  the  leglsladon  when  It  reaches  him  I  do 
1  ot  believe  that  it  is  the  business  of  the  President  of  the  United 
1  tates  c-onstantly  to  be  mixing  up  in  legislative  matters.  Where 
nould  a  President  be  If  he  would  undertaite  to  send  for  Senators 

<  u   every  8che<lule   that   c-omes   up   to  give   his  advice    or  Ms 

<  IrecUon.  if  you  please,  for  the  purpose  of  controlling  the  action 

!  I,    i!^   ."*)iS  ^'  "•*  ^^^^  ®**^'  ^^  a"y  proposition  before 
1  lis  body?    Time  and  time  again  I  have  suggested  to  him— and 

.?P?v.^*K-  f*^"^  l""  ^vt  «^^<'r-^^*^  ^«  '^^P  '^'^t  of  this  contest 
mtil  the  bill  reaches  him.  unless  something  absolutely  necessary 
i  orces  him  into  gome  kind  of  a  statement  on  the  subject 
That  Ik  as  far  as  I  want  to  go  with  respect  to  that  matter 
Mr.  HARRISON  and  Mr.  BROOKHART  addressed  the  Chair 
The   VICT    PRESIDENT.    Does    the    Semit^eld    to  STe 
i  enatcH*  from  MisHissippi.  who  first  addressed  the  Chair? 

Mr.  WATSON.    No;  I  wUl  not  yield.    I  want  to  say  a  word 
f  utfaer  first. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  Indiana  declines 
t>  yield. 

,  ^,^^T80N.    We  had  on  yesterday  a  conference  of  the 
I  epubUcana,  and  we  determined  in  that  conference  to  do  this 
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one  thing,  namely,  to  try  to  pass  a  UHff  bill,  and  there  we 
al»«oluteIy  refused  by  resolution  to  be  defiected  Into  general 
ptjllticul  speeches  on  either  the  theory  or  philosophy  of  the 
tariff,  or  on  any  suggestions  of  a  iK>lItlcal  character  that  might 
be  made  for  the  puri)ose  of  baiting  and  badgering  us  Into 
Hi)eeehe«  which  have  not  a  thing  on  earth  to  do  with  the  subject 
In  hand.    Tlierefore 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

The   VICE  PRESIDE.VT.    Does  the   Senator  from   Indiana 
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yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

-Mr.  WATSON.     What  does  my  friend  from  Georgia  want? 

I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  a  very  personal 


Mr.  GEORGE 
Question. 

Mr    WATSON. 
.Mr    GEORGE. 


Very  well. 

Did  the  Republican  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  yesterday  or  day  before  agree  to  eliminate  the  pro- 
visi<ins  of  section  ;«6— that  is,  the  flexible  provisions— as  carried 
in  the  House  bill  and  as  first  reported  by  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee? 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  can  answer  that  question  onlv  by  referring 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  the  chairman  of  the 
committee.  I  attended  the  early  session  of  the  committee  but  I 
left  fully  an  hour  before  the  committee  adjourned,  and  I  do  not 
know  what  acticm  they  took.  The  Senator  from  Utah  can 
answer  that  question. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  WATSON.     Just  a  moment 

Altliough,  of  course,  every  old  tarilT  man  is  filled  with  tariff 
speeches,  if  he  wants  to  stand  up  here  to  make  tliein.  .so  far  as 
I  am  concerned.  I  intend  to  do  nothing  in  the  world  except  to 
use  what  influence  I  may  have  to  make  an  honest  effort  to  pass 
this  tariff  bill  within  a  reasonable  time;  and  I  do  not  Intend  to 
be  deflected  from  that  course  of  action  by  any  sort  of  badger- 
ing or  bantering,  or  by  any  speeches  made  on  the  other  side 
Therefore  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.    HARRISON.     Mr.    President,    will    the    Senator    vield 
to  m<^? 
Mr.  WATSON.     I  have  yielded  the  floor. 
Mr.  HARRISON.     I  want  to  congratulate  the  Senator 
The  yit^E  PRESIDENT.     Tlie  Senator  from  North   Dakota 
[Mr.  Fb.\zier]  has  the  flCK)r. 

Mr.  (iEORGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 
Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  do. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  With  the  permission  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  I  should  like  to  address  a  question  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  Finance  Committee.  I  should  like  to  know  from  the 
chairman  whether  the  majority  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee have  agreed  to  eliminate  the  flexible  provision  that  has 
competitive  conditions  as  a  basis  for  the  raising  or  lowering  of 
the  tariff  nnd  to  accept  the  present  provision? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  majority  members  of  the 
cotnniittee  at  a  meeting  of  the  committee  day  before  yesterday 
dlscus^d  that  qunstion.  There  were  members  of  the  c?ommlttee 
who  felt  that  It  ought  to  be  eliminated,  and  there  was  a  tenta- 
tive understanding  that  that  perhaps  would  be  offered  upon 
the  floor.  It  was  tentative,  and  nothing  was  deflnite,  as  I 
understood. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Now  will  the  Senator  advise  me  whether  or 
not  it  was  also  agreed  to  restore  the  House  language  In  section 
.'i26  relating  to  the  imi>ortation  of  goods  bearing  American 
trade-marks?  The  newsiwjiers  Indicated  that  the  majority 
memlK«rs  of  the  Finance  Committee  would  recede  from  their 
position  with  reference  to  the  flexible  provision  and  the  trade- 
mark provision. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  statement  that  I  made  In  relation  to  the 
other  matter  a|>plies  also  to  trade-marks, 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDExNT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
l>akota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho, 
Mr.  BORAH.    I  desire  to  make  a  suggestion  in  regard  to  the 
matter  which  the  Senator  from  Georgia  and  the  Senator  from 
Utah  were  discussing. 

There  are  others  aside  from  the  Senator  from  Indiana  and 
the  Senator  from  Utah  who  are  desirous  of  passing  this  bill. 
W»'  hope  to  see  it  drastically  changed,  but  we  should  like  to  see 
the  bill  passed  If  It  Is  changed.  If  there  is  going  to  be  a  change 
such  as  has  lieen  intimated  In  regard  to  the  flexible  tariff,  that 
change  ought  to  be  trffered  here  in  the  way  of  an  amendment  as 
early  a.s  possible.  It  might  have  the  effect  of  eliminating  a 
cood  deal  of  debate,  so  it  will  give  those  of  us  who  are  not  on 


1™°*  K**  °'  ^**'*  "*•  coramittea  is  doing  an  (opportunity  to 
know  what  we  are  to  preiiare  for, 

.^!   »M()C>T.    All  I  can  say  is  to  expnw  my  own  vl.-w  in  Uie 

^u^fL  V,''^,  ^^"^  '*•  ^^^  '  ^^^  »»»«  fle»'We  tariff  pr.  "Lion 
wUI  be  eUminated  from  the  bUl. 

tJitt  pt^mSouT^^^  ^°"'*^  **"*"  °°'  "^""^  ^^"^  ^^^"^  «"*^'« 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Senators  desiring  to  Interrupt  must 
rise  and  nddn>ss  the  Chair,  I'rrrupi  must 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No;  I  mean  the  basis  of  competition. 

Jf!   jSJI"^    J*^*'  equality  of  comi^etitlve  conditions? 
air.  tsMiJOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr  President 

The  VICE  PRI^siDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina'' 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  ScMinte 
tL  M,i  ^^Jk*^!,'  *^®  provisions  of  the  flexible  tariff  section  of 
I^tiTVi  ^**^/^er«>nce  to  conditions  of  comr>etitlon  are  identical 
with  those^of  the  House  bill;  and  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Seu- 
ff  f.    m"  ^**1?'  ^^^  *^'^  t-hairman  of  the  Co.umittt^e  on  Finance. 

if'ni^  i^'"***"^  '''''™  **'*  °^"^  ^^^  ^"  *^e  S**""te  the  propo- 
sition with  reference  to  competitive  conditions.  It  U  Intended  to 
make  a  stubborn  fight,  a  last-ditch  flght,  In  cnmference  against 
accepting  that  provision  in  the  Hou^e  blip  ■B»'n*i 

fhJI^  «n!^^^'^^-,^r  I^resldeut,  all  I  <an  say  to  the  Senator  Is 
that  I  am  heartily  In  favor  of  the  elimination ;  I  think  a  major- 
ity of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  Is  heartily  in  favor  of  it  • 
and  as  a  conferee— and  the  Senator  himself  will*  be  a  couferee-1 
we  will  stand  together  on  the  provision  uiltvv— 

nn^h„?l*'^^^^?•    ^l  ^^  S'-'^Ht^r  wlll  agree  to  stand  with  me 

hnf  tAK^fiL'^^^l"*'".'  '  ^.*'""  '**  '^""'^  ♦«  *«^^  ^^^  statement; 
but  if  the  Senator  Is  going  to  Join  with  his  other  two  colleagues 
on  the  conference  committee,  and  defeat  my  position,  then  I  do 
not  feel  quite  as  well  satisfied  with  the  Senator's  answer 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  need  not  worry  about  mv  two  col- 
leagues  who  wiU  be  on  the  conference  committee.  The  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  has  been  on  conferen<-e  committees  too  lung 
to  think  that  It  wlll  be  proper  for  me  now  to  say  Just  exactly 
what  we  will  do  and  what  we  will  not  do.  That  would  be 
notice  to  the  House.  I  think  I  even  went  a  little  too  far  In 
what  I  have  already  said ;  but  I  did  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  I 
m.vself  was  in  favor  of  the  elimination 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Will  the  Senatc»r  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  ho 
will  not  agree  to  It  unless  the  minority  members  of  the  Senate 
conference  committee  agree  to  It? 

Mr.   SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  the  Senator  has  been  cm  con- 
ference committees  many  times  where  he  has  not  agreed  to  a 
thing,   and   then,   in   order  to  get   the  conference  report   out 
he  has  changed  his  mind.  ' 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  ThLs  Is  a  very  Important  matter,  Mr  Presi- 
dent and  the  question  In  my  mind  Is  whether  striking  It  out  here 
amounts  to  anything  at  all.  If  there  Is  any  reserved  ptirpose 
on  the  part  of  the  conferees  representing  the  majority  of  the 
Senate  to  accept  the  House  proposition,  striking  It  out  here  wlll 
amount  to  nothing. 

Mr,  SMOOT.     I  think,  whatever  action  we  take,  the  Republi- 
can members  of  the  Finance  Committee  will  he  a  unit 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    How  long  will  they  remain  a  unit? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  am  not  a  propliet,  Mr.  President,  and  I  can 
not  tell  the  Senator;  but  I  think  to  the  end 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     To  the  end? 

Mr.    SMOOT.     I    say   I   think   to    the  end,     I    can   not 
positively, 

Mr.    FRAZIER.     Mr,    President,    the   amendment   IWore    ...r 
Senate  is  the  one  involving  the  milling  In  bond  of  wheat,  espe 
dally  that  part  of  the  bonded  wheat  that  Is  ground  Into  flour 
and  the  flour  shipped  to  Cuba. 

I  desire  to  say  Just  a  word  about  the  present  condition  of  grain 
prices  which,  in* my  opinion,  bears  directly  on  this  subject. 

At  the  present  time  the  wheat  market  in  the  Northwestern 
States  is  such  that  the  farmers  are  being  fleeced  worse  tlian 
they  have  been  in  the  last  quarter  of  a  centnry.  and  that  in 
the  face  of  our  42-oent  tariff  on  wheat ;  that  in  the  face  of  a 
Federal  Farm  Board  that  has  l^een  in  operation  for  some  little 
time  at  least.  At  the  time  the  Federal  Farm  Board  took  office 
wheat  was  at  a  fair  prlc-e.  Shortly  afterwards  It  went  down, 
and  it  has  been  going  «lown  since  that  time.  Worse  than  that 
the  storage  capacity  is  glutted,  and  that  is  used  as  an  excuse 
for  keeping  down  the  price  of  cash  wheat 

In  the  flrst  pUice,  the  grain  manipulators  claimed  that  the 
surpltis  of  old  wheat  of  about  a  million  and  a  quarter  bushels 
was  what  was  the  cause  of  keeping  df>wn  the  price  of  wheat. 
Now,  they  bring  in  the  storage  proposition ;  and,  by  the  way, 
I  want  to  say  right  here,  when  we  talk  about  storage,  that  on 
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the  14th  of  this  month,  aceordine  to  the  flgorea  of  the  Agriotd' 
tural  Department,  there  won-  22.280.000  ba.<<iiel3  of  Canadian 
wheat  in  store  in  tended  warehouses  in  the  United  States,  here 
In  the  ea.stem  part  of  the  country  and  at  Buffalo.  Of  course, 
that  22.280.000  bushels  of  Canadian  wheat— that  la  last  year's 
wheat,  mind  you ;  it  has  been  here  for  some  time — takes  up  Jost 
that  much  st(»r{ige  capacity  tliat  we  .should  have  for  our  own 
wheat,  which  would  to  that  extent,  at  least,  help  the  situation 
at  the  present  time. 

A  few  days  ago  I  got  word  from  several  sources  in  North 
Dakota  that  the  elevator  companies  were  refusing  to  take  stored 
wheat :  that  is,  the  farmers  were  compelled  to  sell  their  wheat 
outright  at  the  price  the  local  elevator  would  fire  for  It,  the 
local  market  price  at  that  time,  or  take  their  wheat  back  home. 
They  would  not  store  the  wheat.  I  wired  to  the  Railroad  Com- 
ml.sslMU  of  North  Dnkou.  which  has  charge  of  the  enforcement  of 
the  storagt*  law.  and  received  a  long  letter  from  the  member 
of  the  board  who  has  the  wheat  situation  under  his  particular 
division.     He  states: 


A  more  anloiis  conxrstion  now  exists  In  the  ^rafo  terminals  of  tills 
coantrjr  tb«n  for  many  years  past,  prr>tMbl7  the  most  serions  that  ever 
bapt>ened.  I  know  this  is  questtoned  In  some  quarters,  bat  ttiere  is  no 
doubt  irhaterer  that  it  is  true. 

The  reason  why  the  local  elevators  would  not  take  the  wheat 
in  store  Is  this:  When  they  store  wheat  they  do  not  have  the 
capacity  to  hold  It  in  their  elevators,  and  they  have  to  .'^hip  It 
out  and  sell  it.  They  are  umler  bond  to  protect  the  farmer  on 
the  stored  wheat — and  lu  order  to  protect  themselves  when  they 
sell  the  stored  wheat  they  have  to  bay  futures.  They  buy  May 
wheat.  May  wheat  to-day  is  practically  25  cents  above  cash 
Tvheat,  and  the  elevator  company  that  protected  its  hedge  by 
paying  25  cents  over  the  cash  price  paid  for  the  stored  whea't 
that  It  sold  has  to  take  the  chance  on  May  wheat  advancing  25 
cents  before  the  farmer  sells  his  wheat,  and  enough  to  carry  the 
storage,  which  am<»unts  to  at  least  a  cent  a  month.  It  Is  prac- 
tically Impossible  for  the  local  elevators  to  protect  themselves 
under  the  present  conditions  in  this  stored  wheat 

There  Is  no  excuse  for  the  price  of  May  wheat  being  25  cents 
over  cash  wheat,  because  It  only  costs  atH>ut  a  cent  a  month  to 
carry  the  wheat  from  now  until  May.  and  the  difference  oe- 
tweeu  what  it  costs  to  carry  the  wheat,  6  or  7  cents,  and  the 
dlffer«ice  in  the  spread.  i«  a  part  of  the  amount  that  the  farm- 
ers are  being  fleeced  In  the  present  wheat  market 

More  tlian  that,  they  are  also  fleeced  on  the  premiums.  In 
the  Northwestern  States  we  mbue  what  Is  known  as  hard  spring 
wheat,  which  is  the  best  milling  wheat.  There  is  good  milling 
wheat  raised  In  Oklahoma  and  Kansas,  of  course;  that  is,  the 
hard  winter  wheat,  but  it  does  not  compare  wltli  the  hard 
spring  wheat  for  the  nuikitig  of  flour.  The  hard  spring  wheat 
in  the  kind  of  wheat  being  imported  from  Canada  and  milled  in 
bond  here. 

The  United  States  grain  standard  act  was  manipulated  and 
adopted  by  Confrreas  for  the  beueflt  of  the  big  millers,  the  same 
biij  millers  who  now  favor  the  Senate  committee's  amendment 
to  strike  out  the  House  provision  in  regard  to  this  milling  in 
bond.  It  is  the  same  big  millers.  They  were  the  ones  who 
manipulated  the  grain  grading  law  to  the  detriment  of  the 
farmers,  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  big  millers.  I  would  like  to 
talk  about  that,  but  It  is  a  Uttle  aside  from  the  subject  now 
being  discussed. 

Under  the  present  law,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  the 
authority  of  changing  those  grades  after  holding  hearings  and 
giving  90  day.s'  notice.  I  took  the  matter  up  with  the  last  two 
Secretaries  of  Agriculture,  and  they  side-stepped  it  The  pres- 
ent Secretary  said  he  was  going  to  investisate.  and  he  has 
had  investigators  out  for  some  time  hoUUng  hearings  in  regard 
to  the  various  grades  of  wheat  and  I  am  anxiou.sly  waiting  to 
aee  what  he  will  do  with  regard  to  the  changing  of  the  Uuitetl 
States  grades.  I  hope  he  wUI  change  theiu  for  the  benefit  of 
tlte  farmer,  instead  of  their  being  for  the  benefit  of  the  millers 
as  they  are  now. 

Under  the  United  States  standard  grades,  we  are  not  allowed 
any  premium  for  the  better  milling  quality  of  onr  hard  spring 
wheat  To  help  remedy  that  situation  up  in  North  Dakota  we 
have  a  State-owned  flour  mill,  and  when  that  StateK)wned  flour 
mill  got  into  operation,  under  friendly  management  about  six 
or  seven  years  ago,  they  began  to  pay  a  premium  for  the  hard 
spring  wheat  which  produces  better  flour,  and.  more  than  that 
a  better  bread  tlian  do  the  other  grades  of  wheat.  In  order  to 
compete  with  the  State  mill,  the  Mi.meapolig  miUs  startfti  to 
pay  a  premium  for  that  wheat  They  had  never  paid  a  prernium 
until  the  North  Dakota  SUite-owned  mill  be»n  to^y^ 
premium.  My  former  colleague,  the  late  Senator  Udd  wa« 
the  man  who  started  the  fight  for  a  protein  premium  of  whSu 
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and  he  kept  up  the  fight  until  the  State-owned  miU  was  estab- 
lished, and  thereby  started  the  payment  of  a  premium.  So  the 
Minnesota  markets  came  to  paying  a  premium  on  high-protein 
wheat 

The  United  States  standard  grades  act  does  not  offer  any 
premium  or  insure  our  getting  any  better  pay  for  that  kind 
of  wheat.  But  the  last  few  years  we  have  been  getting  a 
premium.  Sometimes  the  premium  runs  as  high  as  40  or  50 
cents  a  bushel  more  than  is  paid  for  the  other  grades  of  wheat 
That  is  the  same  kind  of  wheat  that  is  being  shipped  in  from 
Canada  and  milled  in  bond  In  Buffalo. 

This  year  practically  all  our  wheat  especially  the  hard 
spring  wheat,  is  of  high  protein  quality,  and  the  wheat  of 
Kansfls  and  Oklahoma  and  other  places  is  also  of  very  high 
protein  quality.  Owing  to  the  fact  that  there  is  what  we  might 
L-ail  a  surplus  of  this  high-protein  wheat,  the  premium  has  gone 
lown  from  a  normal  premium  on  wheat  with  a  12  V.  or  13  per 
•«it  protein  content  of  25  cents  a  busliel  to  a  cent  and  a  half  in 
WinueaiKilIs  and  often  no  premium  at  all. 

One  reason  why  that  premium  has  gone  down  is  that  wheat 

8  being  shipped  in  from  Canada,  the  same  cla.ss  of  wheat,  with 

he  high-protein  content  to  the  Buffalo  Big  Five  Millers,  who 

are  milling  it  in   bond   there   in   direct   competition    with   the 

I'heat  that  is  grown  in  North  and  South  Dakota,  in  Minnesota, 

f^   *'«ntana,   In   Idaho,  in   the  State  of  Wasliington,   and   the 

( >ther  States  of  the  Northwest  where  the  hard  spring  wheat  is 

laised.    They  ship  In  about  21.500,000  bushels  a  year,  which  is 

1  allied  In  bond  and  shipped  out. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot].  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  on  Finance,  yesterday  acknowledged  several  times 
hat  the  only  witnesses  who  appeared  before  the  committee 
favoring  the  striking  out  of  tbe  House  provision  in  regard  to 
pis  milling  in  bond  of  flour  that  goes  to  Cuba  were  the  big 
jkiillers  of  Buffalo,  what  are  known  as  the  Big  FIva  Millers. 
Tlie  Senator  from  Utah  said  that  tl»e  Cuban  people  wanted  that 
lind  of  flour  to  make  bread  with,  the  flour  made  of  the  high- 
]>roteln  content  wheat  that  comes  from  Canada.  That  is  what 
1  he  big  millers  of  Buffalo  told  the  committee.  There  is  no  doubt 
It  all  that  they  made  that  statement.  Those  five  mills  in 
J  Buffalo  have  lncrea.'*ed  their  imports  of  this  Canadian  wheat 
J  nd  the  milling  in  bond  73  per  cent  in  the  last  two  years.  It  is 
I  o  wonder  that  they  want  to  continue  that  provision. 

More  than  that,  those  big  mills  in  Buffalo  are  evidently 
naking  a  good  profit  They  are  not  getting  that  Canadiiin 
yheat  in  bond  and  milling  It  and  slupping  it  to  Cuba  just 
iiecau.se  t^ba  wants  it;  they  are  not  selling  it  to  them  without 
any  profit.  No;  no  one  expects  them  to  do  that  Thev  are 
E  taking  a  good  round  profit.  They  are  milling  this  C«nkdlan 
v'heat  in  bond  because  they  can  make  more  money  on  it  than 
(iQ  wheat  bought  in  the  United  States.  That  is  why  thev  ar« 
getting  the  wheat  from  Canada  and  mUling  It  in  bond  and 
8  lipping  it  to  (?uba  and  to  other  places 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER   (Mr.  Bingham  In  the  chair) 
I  oes  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from' 
l>wa? 
Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  yield- 
Mr.  BROOKHART.     Is  It  true,  then,  that  If  that  Imiiortlng 
aid  milling  were  stopped,   they  could  still  produce  the  flour 
d?sired  by  Cuba,  but  would  have  to  sell  it  at  a  lower  profit 
than  they  are  getting  now? 

iMr.  FRAZIER.  I  think  there  is  no  question  about  that 
^jat  was  brought  out  here  yesterday  by  several  Senators" 
lijere  Is  no  question  about  that  at  all.  They  can  get  that 
wtieat  from  the  North  Central  and  the  Northwesteni  States. 
Tiere  Is  no  doubt  about  it.  It  would  cost  them  a  little  nu.re 
it  freight  rates,  of  c-ourse,  and  if  the  Canadian  miUed-in-bond 
wheat  were  cut  out,  of  course,  it  would  increase  the  premium 
on  our  hard  spring  wheat  up  there  in  the  NorthwesterTstates 
Yesterday  the  Senator  from  Utah  said  several  times  that  he 
wanted  to  do  anything  he  c<.uld  to  help  the  farmers.  I  wait  to 
My  right  here  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  if  he  allows  this 
House  provision  to  stand,  it  wUl  help  that  part  of  the  farmers 
of  the  United  States  who  produce  the  hard  spring  wheat  the 
« me  kind  of  wheat  that  i.  shipped  In  from  Canada,  because 
It  wil  increase  the  premium  on  their  wheat  The  Senator  ad- 
m  ttiHl  yestenlay  Uiat  there  was  a  shortage  of  that  kind  of 
wheat  a  shortage  praeticaUy  every  year.  So.  he  said,  it  was 
u^-e^ar5-  to  bring  In  the  Canadian  wheat.  Perhaps  It  is  •  but 
our  farmers  should  have  the  pn)twtian,  and  If  the  Canadian 
nleat  is  brought  In  let  the  Canadians  pay  the  42  Ss  a  buS 
di  ty  on  it  and  let  our  farmers  who  produce  the  same  kind  of 
w,  leat  get  the  advantage  of  It 

^,^^t^l  *^^^  ^"«  P«t  '«to  the  Rbcord  a  table  of  Minne- 
atiUS'l^mmpeg  prices,  which  appears  on  page  3775.     In   the 
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face  of  the  fact  that  we  have  a  42-cent  duty  on  wheat  since 
along  in  July  the  price  has  U-en  continually  higher  In  Winnipeg 
than  it  ha.s  l»een  in  Minneapolis,  according  to  the  experts  of 
the  iJepariment  of  Agriculture;  and  they  do  not  figure  it  as 
high  as  most  people  do.  Some  letters  were  produced  yesterday 
and  1  have  some  here  to-daj ,  showing  that  the  farmers  up  ahmg 
t.ie  Canadian  iKwder  are  shii)plng  their  whejit  to  Canada,  or 
hauiuig  It  there,  paying  the  12  cents  a  bushel  dutv  as  re<julred 
by  the  Canadian  Government  and  making  from  12  to  23  cents  a 
bushel  net  by  so  doing. 

A  farmer  from  Montana  made  an  aflldavit  that  he  shipped  a 
carload  of  wheat  into  Canada.  He  had  f.^und  before  he  shipped 
It  what  he  wuld  get  for  it  on  this  8i«le  of  the  line  and  he 
shipinMl  it  across  and  ptiid  the  12  cents  duty,  and  It  netted  liim 
actH.rding  to  his  sworn  aflSdavit.  23  cents  a  bushel  profit  and 
that  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  we  have  a  42-cent  tariff  on 
wheat. 

Our  leader,  the  Senator  from  Indiana  fMr.  Watson]— and  we 
all  like  him:  he  Is  a  genial  fellow,  and  we  know  he  Is  trying 
to  do  the  l)est  he  can— is  interested,  too.  in  getting  this  tariff 
so  arranged  that  it  will  help  the  farmers.  Mr.  I'n^sident  if  we 
are  going  to  have  any  advantage  of  that  42-ceut  tariff'  up»m 

•nf'~".^\****  not  have  it  now— we  wUl  have  to  cut  out  this 
milling  in  bond  of  Canadian  wheat 

xJ   li^^VF^J^^'^^' \    *^''   ^'r^ident  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  FRA/IER.     I  yield  gladly. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  very  sympathetic  with  the  Sen- 
ators iwlnt  of  view  In  relation  to  this  provision,  but  I  am  curious 
to  know  the  answer  to  this  questicm.  If  American  wheat  Is 
cm^M^K-r  than  Canadian  wheat,  why  do  these  Buffalo  millers  buy 
Canadian  wheat  in.stead  of  American  wheat? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     Mr.  President,  that  was  all  explained  vester 
day.     The  Buffalo  millers  are  so  located  geograi>hicailv  that 
they  can  get  the  wheat  with  a  cheajier  freight  rate  from  Canada 
than  cjin  Minneapolis  or  Texas  or  most  other  places  throughout 
the  country.     I  have  a  number  of  letters  here  on  that  subject 
and   1  shall  put  psirts  of  them   into  the  Rbix>W)     The  Buffalo 
millers  can  gi-t  (•hea|)er  freight  rates.     The  freight  rate  on  wheat 
In  Canada  is  approximately  only  «0  iK^r  cent  of  the  freight  rate 
in  the  T  nite<l  States.     At  Buffalo  they  also  get  some  water  rates 
%vhich  makes  the  hauling  still  cheaiKT.     Then,  of  course    thev 
have  a  water  rate  from  Buffalo  to  Cuba,  which  makes  it  cliejiper 
than  tlie  cost  to  the  Minneapolis  mills,  or  the  Kansas  City  mills 
or  tluBJ*  in  Oklahoma  or  other  places  in   that  section 'of  the 
country, 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     It  is  a  transportation  question? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     It  is  a  tran.s{M)rtation  question 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  this  question. 
He  read  flirures  as  to  the  amount  of  American  storage  now 
occupied  by  Canadian  wheat 

Mr.  FRAZIER  There  are  st>me  9,000.000  bushels  of  wheat  at 
the  liiiffaio  mills,  l^e  rest  of  it  Is  at  the  .seaboard,  undoubletlly 
with  the  intention  of  shipping  it  out  as  bonded  wheat 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Is  there  any  limit  flxcnl  in  the  law  as  to 
the  length  of  time  Canadian  wheat  may  be  held  in  American 
storage  ? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     No;  no  limit  at  all. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Should  there  not  be? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  think  there  should  be,  absolutely  yes 

Mr.  NYE.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FRAZIER     I  yield. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  would  like  to  suggest  that  I  have  drafted  an 
amendment  to  the  pending  bill  which  will  limit  the  time  during 
which  Canadian  wheat  may  be  held  in  storage  in  the  warehouses 
In  this  country. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     That  is  under  the  drawback,  is  It? 

Mr.  NYE.     No. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  should  think  that  would  be  a  very 
pertinent  amendment,  and  of  very  real  assistance. 

Mr.  NYE.     That  is  under  section  557,  Entry  for  warehouse 

Warehouse  period — Drawback. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  I  think  that  would  be  a  very  good  amend- 
ment. 

Let  me  say  another  thing  about  this  milling  In  bond,  while  I 
am  tidking  about  It  The  Washburn-Crosby  people,  who  make 
the  famous  Gold  Medal  flour,  are  the  only  milling  company  tliat 
wrote  ine  In  favor  of  the  Finance  Committee's  striking  out  of 
the  H<nise  pmvision.  Of  course,  they  are  one  of  the  big  five 
millers  who  have  a  mill  at  Buffalo. 

We  find  that  the  mills  In  Minneapolis,  and  other  mills  that 
grind  that  hard  .spring  wheat,  charge  an  extra  price  for  the  flt  ur 
ma<le  from  that  kind  of  wheat.  Whether  they  pay  the  premium 
or  not,  they  charge  an  additional  price  for  the  flour,  beenase  it 
Is  better  flour.  By  actual  test  the  same  number  of  pouiid.>  of 
flour  made  from  this  all-hard  spring  wheat,  of  high-proteiu  c-on-  j 
tent,  will  make  more  bread  and  a  better  quality  of  bread  than  ' 
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I  bread  made  from  any  other  kind  of  flour  on  earth.     So  they 
i  charge  more  for  that  flour.  ' 

.K^ll;*^'*^*'*'"     '^'***^  hard-wheat  fl.iur  abs«.rlw  more  water,  and 
I  therrfore  is  more  deMrabie  from  a  baking  standpoint  than  ^ther 
wheat  which  would  not  al»s«.rb  so  much  water. 

Mr  FRAZIER.  Yes:  it  absorbs  more  water,  and  It  makes 
a  lighter  better  bread,  and  is  more  desiretl  bv  the  public  in 
general  that  eats  hlgh<la.vs  bread.  "  ^ 

ounill  lKf".f'K  ""d^'"*'^"":^  1«  t>ow  the  big  milleii,  of  Buffalo 
can  get  this  hlgh-protein  wheat  trmn  Cauada-^s  I  said  tin  v 
get  it  with  a  lower  freight  rate,  and  that  makes  it  a  little  chea.K-r 
to  them— *nd  how  they  can  sell  the  flour  made  from  that  kind 
of  w-heat  to  I  uba.  or  even  to  the  Eur,»pe«n  countries.  I-Yom  all 
he  informatuMi  I  can  get  the  Cuban  i,ei.ple  ,Miy  more  attention 
to  the  price  of  their  flour  than  to  the  quality  of  it 

The  .same  is  true  of  EurojK'an  countries.  *  ITiey  are  not  accus- 
tomed to  buying  the  high-quality  tlour.  They  buy  the  lower 
grad«j  of  flour  Infuse  they  can  not  afford  to  buy  the  hlch- 
priced  flour  In  Cuba  nor  over  In  the  European  countries  either 
let  we  are  milling  21.000.000  bushels  In  bond  and  shiiminir  if 
that  is,  we  are  suppo.sed  to  ship  out  that  same  wheat  ' 

MS  hen  a  inlll  apiriles  for  the  privilege  of  milling  In  bond,  the 
(  u.stoms  Buri^au  .send  one  of  their  field  men  to  that  mill  to 
make  the  arrangements.  A  mill  here  in  Wasliington.  for  In- 
stance can  make  appUcaU.Hi  to  ship  in  Just  one  carload  of  wheat 

fh«r?^hi'"  u'i  !5  '^7  "^'""^  ^*'-  '^^*'  statement  was  made 
,  Jt\^^^  ^'^l  ^'^'^  ***  ••*'  *''"*^  <*«^^"  bei-ause  they  c^uld  not 
do  anything  el«>  but  mill  this  flour  Ui  bond.  That  is  all  humbug. 
Ihey  can  make  ai>pllcatIon  to  the  Customs  Bureau  for  the  shii>- 
"T  ^h'*"^  **?***!'*  of  wheat  and  mill  it  In  bond  and  ship  it 
no  quXtSnXm  !t""^"  ''''  '""  ''  "^^-^  "•*°'  ^°'  -^^  "^•^  »- 
vield?  ^^^^^^  '^^  Montana.     Mr.  President,  will   the  Senator 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana' 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     1  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  statement  has  been  made  on 
the  flo*>r  of  the  Senate  'hat  all  the  flour  that  Is  milled  in  bond 
goes  Into  the  ex|)ort  trade 

Mr.  FRAZIER  That  Is  the  supposition. 
*  ¥.'"•  ^V.^"  "'  Montana.  Otherwise  It  would  not  be  entitled 
to  the  privilege  of  this  provision.  However,  it  Is  whlely  alleged 
that  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  d.^  m.t  all  go  Into  the  exiK.rt  trade 
but  that  the  Inferior  grades  of  wheat  are  substituted  and  that 
as  a  matter  of  fact  much  of  the  flour  made  from  the  hlgh-proteln- 
content  wheat  gi»es  into  the  domestic  trade.  Can  the  Senator 
tell  us  anything  abt.ut  the  faa  with  reference  to  that  matter 
and  what  IS  the  prot-ess  by  whicli  the  G<jvernment  determines 
whether  that  flour  which  is  withdrawn  allegedly  for  the  export 
trade  hi  found  to  have  gone  into  export  trade  or  supp<»s,h1  to 
have  gone  into  it?  n      -« 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  was  just  trying  to  explain  that  matter. 
The  supi>ositlon  is  that  the  flour  made  from  Canadian  wheat  is 
all  shlpi)ed  out  Of  course,  they  are  allowt^  to  mix  in  d«>mestlc 
wheat  Under  the  drawt«<k  provision  they  are  allowed  to  mix 
In  at  least  30  per  cent  of  domestic  wheat,  and  that  is  the  soft 
winter  wheat  from  the  South.  Under  the  mlUlng-iu-bond  pro- 
vision, while  not  required  to  mix  It  in,  yet  they  do  mix  It  hi 
becatise  they  could  not  export  their  flour  and  make  a  proflt  on 
It  unless  they  did  mix  the  soft  wheat  with  It  and  thus  make  a 
cheaper  grade  of  flour. 

The  deimrtment  here,  when  a  mill  makes  a  request  for  a  Nmd 
to  ship  and  mill  In  bond,  send  out  one  of  their  field  men  whom 
they  pay  from  $2,100  to  ?2.500  a  year.  They  get  the  lK;*t  men 
they  can  for  those  salarit-s.  The  mill  that  does  the  milling  In 
bond  pays  a  certain  privilege  for  doing  it.  which  helps  to  pay 
the  saUry  of  the  men  that  go  to  supervise  the  Ixmded  mills 
These  men  Inspejrt  the  miUs.  There  are  certain  bins  set  up  for 
Canadian  wheat  and  wheat  Is  put  In  there  and  those  bins  are 
.sealed  up,  and  during  the  milling  process  the  insper-tor  watches 
as  best  he  can.  If  Senators  have  ever  visited  a  big  mill  they 
know  what  the  situation  in.  If  they  have  not,  they  sh.mid  by 
all  means  do  so  and  learn  sMnethlng  about  the  milling  bu.slnesa 

Under  the  modem  methods  of  making  fl«mr  tJie  whrat  has  to 
be  deaned.  It  has  to  l»e  taken  out  of  the  bins  and  cleaned  by 
fan  and  over  a  screen  to  take  out  the  foul  material.  Then  It  is 
washed  to  Uke  off  any  smut  or  anything  that  may  be  on  the 
kernel  of  wheat.  It  is  not  tmly  washed  but  it  Is  scoured  with 
brashes  to  be  sure  It  Is  perfectly  clean  and  simltary  Then 
they  are  allowed  to  mix  domestic  wheat  with  It  They  ar« 
supposed  to  report  the  amount  of  domestic  wheat  that  gtX's  into 
the  bonded  mill.  But  while  all  that  Is  being  done  the  Inspector 
IS  keeping  watch  to  the  best  of  his  ahUIty.  However.  In  the 
modern  mill,  with  all  this  cleanhig  and  washing  and  scoaring 
and  mixing  and  with  all  the  spouts  and  pipes  and  conveyors  t« 
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transport  the  wheat  from  one  part  of  the  mill  to  another,  it  Is 
physically  Impossible  for  any  man  to  watch  the  wheat 

Mr.  SM(K>T.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  FRVZIER     Gladly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  1927  there  were  11,738,934  busheU  of  wheat 
from  Canada  that  entered  Into  the  bonded  warehouses  of  the 
United  States.  There  was  used  of  American  wheat  4,810.0So 
bushels  with  that  11.000,000  bushels  of  Caimdian  wheat,  and  all 
of  the  flour  was  exported.  Does  the  Senator  claim  that  part 
of  the  11,000.000  bushels  that  came  from  Canada  went  into 
flour  .sold  in  the  Unlte<l  States? 

Mr.  FR.\ZIER    There  Is  no  doubt  of  it  In  my  mind. 

Mr.  SMoOT.  There  may  not  be  any  doubt  In  the  Senator's 
mind,  but  there  Is  not  an  ounce  of  It  used  In  flour  that  Is  sold 
In  the  Ignited  States.  Not  only  that  but  I  will  go  further  and 
say  that  not  an  oun<-e  can  be  used  In  flour  that  is  sold  In  the 
Unlte<|  States  unless  there  Is  a  violation  of  law  on  the  part  of 
the  miller. 

.Mr.  FRAZIER.     Oh,  of  course,  unless  there  is  a  violation. 

Mr.  SM«K»T.  There  must  be  a  violation  of  law  sanctioned 
by  Treasurj-  I>epartnient  olRcials. 

Mr.  FR.VZIER.     I  would  not  put  It  that  way. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     They  have  to  answer  fjr  every  solitary  bushel 

Mr.  FR.VZIER.     Btit  how  can  they  do  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  How  can  they  do  It?  It  Is  there.  There  Is  a 
guard  over  the  bonded  warehouses.  Nobody  can  take  it  out  of 
there  unless  it  Is  taken  out  for  the  purpose  of  exportation. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     But  the  big  mills  have  several  units. 

Mr.  SMCKiT.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  If  they  have  a 
thousand  units. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  They  might  transfer  the  flour  from  one  unit 
to  another  and  the  finest  exiiert  there  can  not  tell  whether  It  has 
really  been  transferred  or  not. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  Is  a  bonded  warehouse. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     Of  course  it  Is  bonded. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  an  ofDdnl  of  the  Government  there  all 
the  tlnH*. 

Mr.  F'RAZIER  And  he  does  his  best,  of  course.  I  do  not 
accuse  him  of  being  ciwoked.  But  they  have  expert  employees 
in  those  mills  who  are  paid  four  times  or  Ave  times  as  much  as 
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the  Government  is  able  to  ascertain  that  a  particular  mill 
exported  flour  into  which  there  went  wheat  equal  In  quality  to 
that  which  came  in  under  the  milling-in-bond  {M-ovisIon. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Every  bushel  of  hard  wheat  that  goes  into  a 
bonded  warehouse  mu-st  be  accounted  for  in  the  shipments 
abroad,  becau.se  they  can  not  ship  it  anywhere  else. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    But  how  do  they  account  for  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  account  for  it  bt^cause  they  see  that  it  Is 
done  in  that  way.  The  oflBciala  of  the  Treasury  Department  are 
there  all  the  time  and  they  know  that  the  wheat  which  is  in  the 
bonded  warehouse  is  not  sold  in  the  local  market.  All  the 
wheat  that  goes  In  there,  whether  it  be  American  wheat  or 
foreign  wheat,  goes  into  the  foreign  trade. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  the  mill  Is  not  devoted  exclu- 
sively to  the  export  business.  It  manufactures  flour  for  the 
domestic  trade  as  well  as  for  the  foreign  trade. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  it  is  a  bonded  warehouse  they  manufacture 
nothing  but  for  the  foreign  trade. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  never  heftrd-«^  bonded  mUl, 
but  I  have  heard  of  a  bonded  warehouse. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  keep  account  of  every  pound  of  flour  that 
goes  out 

Mr.  FRAZIER  Mr.  President  I  want  to  say  that  the  big-five 
mills  in  Buffalo  can  in  less  than  20  days  mill  all  the  wheat  they 
send  to  Cuba.  They  can  do  It  by  the  actual  figures.  Their 
daily  capacity  Is  37,200  barrels. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    But  that  is  not  all  made  In  one  ndll 

Mr.  FRAZIER     It  Is  made  In  five  nillls  in  Buffalo. 

Mr.  SMOi/r     It  !««  not  made  in  one  mill. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  They  are  all  bonded  mllU,  every  one  of  them. 
The  other  day  I  asked  i>ne  of  the  head  customs  men  about  it. 
He  said  he  was  in  Buffalo  and  had  spent  a  couple  of  hours  In 
one  of  those  big  mills  where  they  were  grinding  Ixmdetl  wheat 
1  said.  "Could  you  watch  that  wht^it  nil  the  way  through?" 
He  said.  "  I  remarked  to  our  man  after  we  got  through  that  it 
looked  all  right  but  it  would  have  to  be  a  smarter  man  than  I 
am  If  he  could  follow  that  wheat  all  the  way  through." 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dt^es  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  FRAZIER     Gladly. 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  T^tah 
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Mr.  HOWELL.  Is  an  analysis  made  of  all  flour  which  is 
exp»>rted?  "*  "  « 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  no  question  about  It— Just  as  hi  done 
to  everything  that  goes  Into  a  bonded  warehouse. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  am  asking  now  is  it  a  fact  that  there  is 
an  analysis  made  of  each  batch  of  flour  that  is  exported? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  cimld  not  say  that  because  I  do  not  know 
but  it  does  not  make  any  difference  whether  It  Is  done  or  not 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  have  understood  that  the  Government  ac- 
cepts the  certificate  of  the  millers  that  they  have  exported  a 
certam  aniount  of  flour  containing  so  much  high-protein  wheat 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  not  a  shipment  of  flour  that  goes  out 
of  one  of  those  mills  but  there  is  an  official  of  our  Government 
there  to  check  upon  every  single,  solitary  barrel.  Th^>se  offi- 
cials know  just  exactly  how  many  l>arrels  go  out  In  every 
shipment;  they  know  just  how  many  bushels  of  wheat  go  into 
the  l)onde<l  warehou.se,  and  from  that  warehouse  they  never 
will  allow  more  flour  to  be  expwted  than  could  be  made  from 
the  wheat  which  has  gone  In  the  warehouse 

n.^^;'  i"^  ffi*^^^-.  ^^"^  ^^'^  Senator  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment  Is  .suffitiently  protected  by  depending  upon  a  certlflcate 
of  the  miller  that  he  has  exported  the  amount  of  high-crade 

X,     oST.'ir.'l'''''^  ^^  '=*  «^'^*°S  for  a  drawback  of  42  cents? 

Mr.  SM(X)T.  I  think  the  Government  officials  who  are  there 
to  see  that  the  law  is  carried  out  in  the  bonded  warehouse  are 
honest  and  I  think  the  reports  of  the  Treasury  Department 
will  show  that  every  bushel  of  hard  wheat  that  com<^  from 
Canada  and  is  made  Into  flour  in  this  country  Is  exported 

Mr.  HOWELL.  But,  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  told  bv  one 
?L  Ini  •"'if  »'"."^''  of  the  couutry  that  after  the  wheat  enters 
Irfu?  I  .,  l8j™P*''*«iWe  for  anyone  but  the  operator  of  that 
mill  to  follow  It  thn)ugh  the  mill. 

1  2!\\.^^yf^:.  ?'  '^"''^^'  ^''^  Government  agent  can  not  fol- 
low that  Identical  wheat  through  the  mill,  but  he  knows  how 
many  bushels  of  domestic  wheat  went  Into  the  mill,  whether  it 
be  this  month  or  next  month.  He  al.so  knows  just  how  many 
bushes  of  Canadian  wheat  went  in.  and  the  millers  are  re 
quired  to  use  flour  made  from  that  Canadian  wheat  for  expor- 
tation or  else  they  have  to  pay  the  duty. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

T.?'^'    ^i^i?    I'RK'^">K-NT.      Dt«8    the    Senator    from    North 
Dakota  vied  tn  tha  si......**.-  *-         --  *i"i  m 
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t«^.l?  i.^^,^?"*^^'  ^  ^^^  '*«'  ^-^  Go^^-rnment  agent  there 
iid  fi  n'  "*'  ^'^*^  ^^^  *^  That  mill  runs  night  and  da? 
mills       ^^^*'"^^^'  ^^""^  P^'-»»«P«  «^«t^-i»e«  two  orthreS  oK 

fJ^^:,^^^^'^-J^<i<''f^riinivin  does  not  Imve  only  one  man 

Mr   F^ZliR^T*^!  I  "'''"  ^  '^"V^-  «'  »»»^  »""•  «"  ^^^o%Ze. 
on^^  'RA.ZIER     One  man  can  not  be  there  all  the  time  nlirht 

Mr.  SMOOT.     But  thrne  men  can  do  so 

Mr.  FRAZIER  Even  thrt>e  man  can  not  watch  the  wheat 
that  goes  through  there.  I  am  not  accusing  the  Govenun^^t 
l^t^""^  ^^"'i  dishonest  at  all.  but  the  s5i,>ositYon  Ts  Tu 
tlXc?eTe,^''«th'""'"  '""H'  »^*»^^P^^i"  wheat^goc^  Into  dome": 
th..^  !?  7,,*^  ^""""^  "^^^^^  ^^^  *»  «  demand  for  It.  Inv.mse 
!rv  ^    H  Ik  ^*""^t«  a»^  throughout  that  s^vtlon  of    he  conn 

Zi  ^    VY^  ^'""^  ""^  '^^^''^  ^"'^  '^H  '^af  •'i'^'  of  flour  and    he 
o  her  uaiUs  have  to  compete  with  It     The  Buffalo  mills  grt  Cana 
dian  wheat  be«iu.se  they  can  get  tt  cheaper.     However  gn.nt   fg 
even  that  It  is  actually  Canadian  wheat  which  Is  shipped  on      ? 

uta'^^  wi^iiTdSiir?St"^'  '"^-^^'^^  "^^"^  ^'^^  «^-^-  '-- 

th.''Americr'whe'?r'"-^'=   "^"^    '''''  '"""'•^*^  "   ^'^^'   '- 

th^hi  k'^^J*^^.  Tlmt  Is  low-grade  wheat  How  does  It  affect 
the  high-grade  wheat?  *i  amti 

it  noiv^'u'^hJ  '?f  wheat  has  to  be  used  somewhere.  d.H^ 
It  not?     It  has  got  to  Ik?  used  somewhere  In  the  world    and  Is 

SeS'irin.^rr''?T  ^''^*''^*^'- ''  «^  »"  «"  American  milf?^! 

fs  doie  itTXirs"?'  ''  "''''^"'  ''  '"^  "'^^^«'^  •»"''  '^*'  ^^^ 

torilv^ii'^^i*"^^-  '  ^""^"^  to  explain  a  few  moments  ago  that 
«  n.nn/^     r"-eniium  on  our  hard  spring  wheat  of  hlgh-proteln 

fSr  n.  ;T  hnnhelfi  of  Canadian  wheat  are  coming  In  under 
the  milllng-ln-b(,nd  system.  If  the  hard  spring  wheat  fnVm 
Canada  were  not  mixed  with  the  soft  wheat,  the  millers  wm.S 

^Ll  ^^  ^^I^  l**""*"^  ''**^*'  ^'  ^""^^  ^"•'ota  and  Montana  Min- 
nesota, and  other  States  In  that  secUon  to  mix  with  it  so' as  to 
make  the  desired  kind  of  flour.  Therefore,  everj  biS.Jl  o? 
Canadian  wheat  com*^  In  direct  competition  with  the  same 
quail  y  of  protein  wheat  pnKluced  In  the  Northwesterr,  Sf«f^ 
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the  men  from  Washington. 

Mr.  SM^K)T.  How  c-an  It  be  go«en  oat  of  the  bonded  ware- 
honfie  with  officials  there  all  the  time?  How  can  they  tranter 
the  wheat  out  of  the  bonded  warehoase  and  take  it  to  some 
other  mill  to  be  in'ound  into  flour? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  have  endeavored  to  explain  that  to  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PHESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  frron  North  Da- 
kota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  FR.VZIEK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  Montana.  I  propoanded  the  queotion  to  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  because  we  hare  had  out  West  a 
vtTy  closely  reUited  situation.  Some  years  ago  the  riiilroads 
established  an  export  rata  on  grain  from  Montana  points  to  the 
Pacific  coast,  Seattle  and  Portland.  The  regnlar  rate  for  trans- 
portation was  S»  cents  per  hundred,  but  for  export  It  was  82 
cent.s  per  hundred.  The  Seattle  mills  then  brought  in  the  high- 
grade  Montana  spring  wheat,  running  high  in  protein,  under  the 
exiH»rt  rate,  and,  of  course,  they  were  obliged  to  export  flour 
containing  as  much  high-grade  protein  wheat  as  that  which 
they  brought  In  under  the  export  rate.  The  Montana  millers, 
hoiwover,  contended  that  they  did  not  export  that  wheat  at  all. 
or  at  least  only  an  Inconsiderable  portion  of  It,  bat  that  they 
sold  it  in  the  local  trade  along  the  Pacific  coast  as  far  down  as 
liOs  Angeles ;  and.  the  rate  on  flour  being  higher  than  the  rate 
on  wheat,  the  coast  mills  were  thus  euabled  to  drire  the  Interior 
Montana  mills  out  of  the  business  along  the  Padflc  coast  clear 
down  to  lios  Angeles. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  wheat  was  never  in  bond. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course  it  was  in  bond.  It  goes 
under  the  export  mte  and  it  goes  into  the  elevators  of  the  mills 
as  such,  and  the  Oovenunent  is  obUged  to  see  that  it  goes  abroad 
that  way.  But  the  contention  on  the  part  of  the  Montana 
miliertt  was  that,  despite  any  effort  the  Oovemment  inspectors 
might  make,  they  were  able  to  sut>stitute  softer  wheat  for  the 
wheat  thus  transported  under  the  export  rate,  and  the  really 
high  grade  flour  made  from  the  high-protein  wheat  went  Into 
the  dontestic  trade.  If  that  is  true,  then  it  wovld  seem  to  me 
that  the  same  thing  could  be  done  with  the  milHng-in-bond 
wheat 

Mr.  FRAZIER     Absolutely. 

Mr.  WALSH  fif  Montana.  So  I  was  really  eacer  to  know,  and 
tt  would  teem  lo  om  pertinent  to  the  inqair7  to  know,  jnat  tew 
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Bute*  in  bonded  milli  for  grinding  floor  for  ezportatioB  to  the  extent 
•f  21,520.000  btubeli.  Wheat  premionu  lo  this  country  are  badly 
4epress»>d. 

I  want  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  get  that.  This  miller  says: 
Wh<»at  premiums  lo  thl»  country  are  badly  d^ressed.  In  fact,  they 
are  th«»  Iow<>«t  they  hare  been  to  aeren  years  as  compared  to  tLe 
option.  It  goes  without  saying  that  25,000.000  bushela  of  Canadian 
wheat  dumped  Into  our  already  overloaded  markets  to  compete  with 
American  wheat  la  twand  to  have  a  depressioi;  t-tfect  on  premiums. 

If  we  are  going  to  make  the  42-cent  duty,  or  any  i>art  of  It, 
efTective  on  our  hard  wheat  produce<i  up  there  in  the  Northern 
States,  we  have  got  to  cut  down  the  milling  In  bond. 

This  is  a  letter  written  in  r(»gard  to  the  Garber  bill.  The 
Garlier  bill  was  practically  the  House  amendment  tiiat  the 
Senate  ^-ommittee  has  stricken  out.    The  same  company  says: 

We  understand  that  the  witnesses  who  came  l)efore  the  committee  of 
the  Senate- claimed  that  if  the  Garber  bill  is  pas»>d  it  will  simply  mean 
that  the  Cuban  flour  business  will  go  to  Canadian  mills  and  that 
domestic  mills  will  not  benefit.  Thnt  Is  not  a  fact.  We  have  never  been 
bothered  by  Canadian  competition.  We  have  always  l)een  able  to  meet 
It.  and  we  are  able  to  meet  It  now.  It  was  not  until  the  Buffalo  mills 
who  are  grinding  Canadian  wheat,  and  who  have  the  advantage  of  the 
preferential  tariff  which  is  supposed  to  accrue  to  American  products. 
tooJt  the  bull  by  the  horns  and  decided  to  gobble  up  the  Cuban  b08iues.s. 

I  have  here  another  letter  from  another  mill — the  Eagle 
Holler  Mill  Co..  of  New  Ulm.  Minn.  They  have  a  dally  capacity 
of  llonr  of  5,000  barrels.    They  state : 

For  a  great  many  years  we  and  other  mills  here  in  the  Northwest, 
togi'ther  with  the  mills  in  the  S^iuthwest,  enjoyed  a  good  trade  with 
Cuba  ;  but  on  account  of  the  Buffalo  mills  being  able  to  grind  C:inadian 
wheat  in  bond  and  export  it  to  Cuba  under  the  dmwback  system — 

And,  of  course,  under  the  milllng-in-lKind  system,  too — 
and   take  advantage  of  the  preferv-ntlai   duty,   these   Buffalo  mills   have 
been    able    to    undersell    the    northwestern    mills   and    the    southwestern 
mills :  and  as  a  result  the  trade  of  the  northwestern   mills  and   south- 
western mills  has  fallen  off,  in  our  rase  something  over  50  per  cent. 

They  have  lost  50  per  cent  of  their  Cuban  trade,  but  they  say : 

Tlie  claim  made  by  the  Buffalo  mUla  that  the  flour  ground  from 
Canadian  wheat  is  especially  plea.oing  to  the  Cuban  trade  and  is  pre- 
ferred by  the  Cuban  trade  la  also  not  well  founded. 

.\s  a  matter  of  fact,  they  say,  the  fact  that  they  have  con- 
tinued to  sell  and  are  now  selling  prarticMiiy  50  per  cent  of 
their  former  trade  with  Cuba,  in  the  form  of  hour  made  at  the 
New  Ulnj  mill,  proves  t<)  them  that  Uie  Cuban  people  are  per- 
fe<tly  willing  to  take  flour  made  of  all  United  States  wheat  if 
they  can  set  it  at  the  same  price. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  vield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Da 
kota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  do. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Will  the  Senator  advise  us  what  character  of 
wheat  the  mill  Just  referred!  to  uses? 

Mr.  FR.\ZIER.    This  is  the  P^agle  Roller  Mill  Co.,  of  New 
^Clm. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes ;  that  is  the  mill. 

Mr.  iTlAZlER.  They  manufacture  the  brands  known  as 
Daniel  Wei>ster  and  Gold  Coin  flour. 

.Mr.  S.MooT.     It  is  all  made  from  hard  wheat,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  No;  not  entirely  from  hard  wheat  They 
mix  with  it  some  of  the  winter  wheat  they  ship  up  there. 

Mr.  SMCXyr.     They  do? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Oh,  yes;  they  do,  in  order  to  compete  with 
the  other  mills.  The  big  mills  in  Minneapolis  ship  up  the 
winter  wheat  to  mix,  too.  They  ship  it  into  North  Dakota  to 
mix  with  our  wheat,  too,  in  all  mills  except  the  State  mill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  thinking  of  their  advertisements :  that 
is  all. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     Of  what? 

Mr.  S.Mt>OT.     Their  advertisements  of  their  floor. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  They  may  make  a  brand  of  all  epriug  wheat ; 
I  do  not  know,  but  it  is  my  information  that  they  do  not ;  that 
there  is  some  winter  wheat  mixed  with  it;  but  it  is  a  mighty 
g(KMi  grade  of  flour. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is,  because  it  is  exactly  the  same  as  the 
Canadian  wheat — Just  exactly  the  same. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Oh.  well,  the  Senator  is  not  trying  to  sUte 
that  the  Buffalo  mills  do  not  mix  soft  winter  wheat  with  all 
that  Canadian  wheat 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  Judged,  from  what  the  SenatM'  said,  that  be 
was  speaking  of  soft  wheat  He  read  a  letter  from  that  par- 
ticular mill,  leoving  the  Impression  upon  me^  at  leas^  that  they 
were  the  ones  that  were  using  soft  wheat. 


if  the  mills  operated  by  the  five  companies  in  Buffalo,  using 
high-protein  wheat  from  Canada,  limit  their  production  of  flour 
to  the  export  trade?  Are  the  mills  owned  by  the  five  milling 
companies  operated  in  Buffalo  limited  to  the  production  of  exiwrt 
flour  only? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  of  course  they 
are  not  From  the  report  of  the  Treasury  Department  it  can 
re«dily  be  seen  that  they  export  about  one-half  of  what  they 
jM'oduce. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Then  the  mills  are  operating  and  producing 
flour,  part  of  which  is  distributed  in  the  I'nlted  States  and  port 
of  which  is  sent  abroad.  I  am  Informed  by  one  of  the  larjre 
millers  of  the  country  that  after  wheat  enters  a  mill  no  one 
can  trace  it  except  the  operator  of  that  mill.  How  is  it  deter^ 
mined  that  all  of  the  wheat  upon  which  these  companies  ask 
a  drawback  goes  out  of  the  country? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Whatever  wheat  they  have  in  bonded  ware- 
houses got«  into  flour  which  is  exported  out  of  the  country. 
They  know  just  the  amount  and  the  Government  knows  just  the 
amount  of  hard  wheat  that  was  imi>orted  into  this  country,  and 
that  it  goes  into  flour  that  is  exported. 

Mr.  HOWELL.    But  how  do  they  know  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  know  it  exactly  in  the  same  way  that 
they  know  there  are  so  many  bushels  of  wheat  from  which  so 
many  barrels  of  flour  are  produceil.  If  the  charge  is  true,  then 
we  ought  to  look  to  the  Treasury  Department.  They  are  not 
doing  their  duty.  It  is  virtually  charged  here  that  the  Treasury 
Department  ofllcials  are  robbing  the  Government  of  the  duty 
these  millers  would  be  compelled  to  pay  on  that  part  of  the 
wheat  which  goes  into  domestic  consumption. 

Mr.  FRAZIEit.  I  did  not  make  any  such  charge  at  all,  and 
I  do  not  intend  to  do  so. 

Mr.    SMOOT.      That    is    the    only    way    It    could    be    done. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Oh,  no.  I  said  it  was  a  physical  impossibility 
for  any  man  to  watch  that  wheat. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is  not  a  matter  of  watching  the  wheat 

Mr.  FRAZIER     It  is. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tlie  officials  know  just  exactly  how  much  wheat 
ther«  is  in  the  flour  which  La  exported. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  There  is  no  question  but  what  the  millers 
export  the  flour;  that  is  the  same  amount  of  flour  that  would 
be  made  from  that  amount  of  wheat ;  Imt  nobo<ly  on  this  earth 
besides  the  miller  knows  whether  it  is  the  same  flour  which  is 
mada  tam  Canadian  wheat 
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Mr.  FRAZIER.  Oh,  no ;  this  is  one  of  the  hard-wheat  mills. 
They  tise  some  of  the  soft  wheat,  undoubtedly;  pnictically  all 
of  these  mills  do;  but  when  they  talk  about  the  amount  of 
winter  wheat  that  they  mix  with  this  Canadian  wheat  one  of 
the  Government  oflOclals  told  me  that  he  tried  to  find  out  how 
much  of  the  domestic  whent  they  mixed  with  the  Canadian 
wheat  and  he  said  the  Buffalo  millers  told  him  that  c<^>uld  not 
be  given  out  He  said  that  they  told  him  that  that  was  their 
secret  of  trade.  They  could  not  divulge  the  way  they  made 
their  flour,  because  it  would  give  away  their  particular  for- 
mula for  mak'ng  the  brand  of  flour  that  they  made.  The  Gov- 
ernment officials  do  not  state  the  amount  of  soft  domestic  wheat 
that  is  used. 

Mr.  PINE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The    VICE    PRESIDENT.     Does    the    Senator    from    North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 
Mr.  FRAZIER.     Yes ;  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  PINE.  Is  it  not  necessary  for  the  Government  to  know 
how  they  mix  this  wheat  In  order  to  tell  whether  all  of  this 
Canadian  wheat  is  exported? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Why.  Mr.  President,  sun^ly  the  Senator  does 
not  think  tliat  the  Government  would  so  far  overstep  the  bounds 
of  propriety  as  to  inquire  into  the  busin*..^  methmls  of  the  big 
millers  and  how  they  make  their  flour;  does  he? 

Mr.  PINE.  The  Government  can  not  know  whether  or  not 
all  of  this  wheat  is  exported  unless  they  know  bow  it  is  mixed. 
Mr.  FRAZIER  As  the  Senator  from  T'tah  said,  they  export 
the  same  number  of  barrels  of  flour  that  will  be  made  from  that 
ntimb<»r  of  bushels  of  bonded  wheat — regardless  of  where  the 
wheat  comes  from. 

Mr.  PINE.  That  does  not  determine  whether  it  is  all  ex- 
ported, then,  does  it? 

Mr.  F'RAZIER.     No;  It  does  not,  in  my  estimation. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  I*resident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  do. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  do  not  think  we  ou?ht  to  have  too  much 
confusion  about  this  milllng-in-bond  matter  on  the  basis  of  un- 
sui>ported  statements.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the  way  the  milling 
In  tHtnd  Is  done  is  this:  During  the  time  that  a'riy  imported 
wheat  is  being  ground  into  flour  in  a  particular  mill  that  mill  is 
bonded  for  that  periofl  of  time,  and  nothing  else  can  l)e  ground 
in  that  mill  during  that  time.     It  is  a  bonded  unit ;  and- — 

Mr.  FRAZIER     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WAGNER.     May  I  be  permitted  to  flnKsh? 
Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  simply  wanted  the  Senator  to  distinguish 
between  the  unit  and  the  mill. 

Mr.  W.\GNER.  What  I  mean  by  a  unit  is  a  mill  in  which  the 
process  is  procee<ling.  Nothing  else  can  be  done  In  that  p.-irticu- 
lar  mill  unit,  and  from  the  time  the  wheat  enters  until  It  leaves 
there  for  export  it  is  sui)ervised  by  the  Treasury  Department 

I  do  not  think  these  reckless  statements  should  be  made  unless 
there  Is  some  evidence,  at  least,  to  support  them. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  If  any  one  thinks  that  the  big  Buffalo  mills 
use  all  their  capacity  to  grind  this  Canadian  wheat,  he  is  badly 
mistaken. 

Here  Is  a  statement  from  the  Southwestern  Millers'  I^eagne, 
of  Kansas  City,  Mo.  They  give  the  amount  imported  from  the 
Buffalo  mills— the  "  Big  Five"  mills,  as  they  call  them— as  569,- 
402  barrels.  That  was  in  1»28.  The  capacity  of  th()se  mills  was 
put  In  the  Record  yesterday  by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Thom.\8],  on  page  3772  of  the  CoNGBES8it>N.\.i,  Record.  The 
Senator  from  Oklah<»ma  there  quotes  from  Mr.  Hogueland's 
testimony,  and  says  that  the  total  capacity  at  Buffalo  is  .37.200 
barrels  per  day.  and  the  total  capacity  of  all  the  mills  in  Buffalo 
Is  40.900  barrels  per  day ;  or.  in  other  words,  the  "  Big  Five  " 
control  91  per  cent  of  the  Buffalo  capacity. 

I  have  here  somewhere  a  statement  of  the  capacity  of  each  of 
those  mills;  but  taking  the  capacity  that  is  given  here  of  37,200 
barrels  per  day— It  takes  4^^  bushels  of  wheat  to  make  a  barrel 
of  flour,  in  rc^nd  flgures — and  the  total  amount  of  Canadian 
wheat  ground  Into  flour  in  bond  and  shipped  to  Cuba  would 
take  less  than  20  days  for  those  five  mills  up  there  to  grind  all 
that  flour  that  is  shipped  to  Cuba  in  a  year.  The  Senators  can 
figure  it  out  for  themselves.  It  is  as  plain  as  A,  B,  C.  The 
miUlng-ln-bond  iMDvlsion  for  those  big  mills  is  only  a  small 
proposition. 

I  was  talking  about  the  premium.  I  have  a  statement  from  a 
bankCT  In  North  Dakota  in  which  he  says : 

It  appears  that  we  have  no  protection  on  our  wheat ;  that  it  is 
tfilpf>ed  in  bond  to  this  country  by  mlllera  and  a  like  amount  reexported. 
Aa  a  consequence  we  do  not  receive  the  premiums  that  we  are  entitled 
4s  on  one  wh«st    CaaadUin  wtieat  recces  It 


Mr.  FRVZIER     Yes. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  only 
possible  way  of  keeping  this  matter  straight  would  be,  as  sug- 
geste<l  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Howell],  to  take 
an  analysis  of  the  wheat  actually  exported  and  convert  the 
tota  gluten  flour  into  bushels  of  wheat,  so  that  the  same  amount 
of  gluten  would  be  found  in  the  wheat  exi>orted  as  was  found 
in  the  wheat  released  in  bond.  I  was  curious  to  know  whether 
that  course  was  pursued.  I  myself  have  the  gravest  doubt 
al>otit  the  possibility  of  following  the  wheat  in  the  course  of 
milling  in  the  mill. 

T  ^y'^i^^.,'^'"*^  indulgence  of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 
I  should  like  further  to  say.  because,  as  it  seems  to  me  an 
erroneous  impres.«don  might  be  gained  from  the  question  ad- 
dres.sed  to  me  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersev  [Mr  KKAitl 
a  while  ago,  that  the  high-protein  wheat  is  desirable  for  flour 
not  alone  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  it  makes  better  bread  and 
lighter  bread,  more  desirable  bread,  more  tasty  bread  •  but  the 
gluten  which  is  practically  the  same  as  protein,  U  the  most 
desirable  part  of  the  bread  so  far  as  nutrition  is  concerned 
Such  bread  is  very  much  more  nutritive  than  is  bread  having  a 
lower  protein  content.  Some  go  even  so  far  as  to  say  that  the 
only  valuable  constituent  of  flour  at  aU  is  the  protein  in  the 
wheat.  The  other  chief  constituent  is  starch,  which  contributes 
to  the  fats  in  the  body  but  not  to  the  energy  necettsary  to  the 
vital  functions.  Moreover,  another  reason  is  that  people  who 
are  greatly  inclined  to  obesity  do  not  like  to  eat  flour  that  con- 
tains a  sui)erabundance  of  starch 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.     Does    the    Senator   from    North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  I  apprehend 
believes  that  the  whole  mUl  is  bonded  In  these  cases.  In  a 
l)onded  mill  one  unit  is  set  aside  for  making  export  flour!  That 
unit  Is  watched  by  the  officials  of  the  Treasury  Department  of 
the  United  States,  and  no  flour  is  exported  unless  It  comes  from 
that  unit.  Therefore,  there  is  no  need  of  tracing  the  flour 
i»ecause  the  officials  of  the  department  know  Just  what  wheat 
goes  into  the  mill,  and  It  Is  watched  from  the  time  it  enters  the 
unit  until  the  flour  is  shipped.     That  la  how  they  keep  track 

.Mr.  FRAZIER.    The  bonded  unit  is  connected  by  pipes  and 
spouts  and  conveyors  with  every  other  unit  of  the  mill,  and  It  is 


nere  in  our  own  countrj-.     So.  if  it  is  desired  to  do  anything  for 

sZuSTorp^^k^Il.^^'"  ^"^  -^^''  '^^  eommitt^  aLnS5,e';;j 

Mr.  President  there  is  not  any  surplus  of  hanl  wheat.     Our 

JOO.OtKl.tXM)  bushels  that  are  exported  each  year,  or  should  be 
exported  each  year,  nor  does  It  represent  any  of  our  sumlus 

ff?*"/^^'-,  ^^=  °^  **  ^'^''*'l  «^  »  *«  «"  t»>«t  surplus      The™  I? 
i    is  desinxi  tc»  protect  that  wheat-and  we  can  protect  that  ii,r- 

Mr.  President  I  wish  to  put  into  the  Rbcoed  a  few  staKments 
from  some  letters  which  I  have  received.  According  to  the 
flgures  which  I  have,  the  exports  of  American  wheat  have 
decreased,  I  think,  in  the  last  two  years  m  per  cent  The 
exports  from  Canada  during  the  same  jjerlod  have  Increased  71 
per  cent;  the  exp<»rts  from  Argentina  have  increased  25  per 
cent;  the  exports  from  Australia  have  Increased  72  ner  cent  • 
and  the  exports  of  mllled-in-bond  wheat  by  the  BuflCalo  mills 
have  increased  73  per  cent  in  the  same  period  of  time 

Mr.  President  ye.sterday  it  was  stated  several  times  that 
the  millers  of  the  Southwest  are  the  only  ones  who  are  Inter- 
ested in  this  particular  question.  I  have  some  letters  here 
from  other  mills.  By  the  way.  It  was  stated  that  the  lollls  In 
Buffalo  m  ght  have  to  close  up  if  mllliug  In  bond  was  not  con- 
tinued. Perhaps  they  would;  but  the  mills  in  Buffalo  when 
the.v  went  into  operation  closed  up  nmny  mills  in  my  section 
of  the  country,  and  they  are  still  closed.  They  might  have  a 
chance  to  go  back  Into  business  If  they  were  given  a  fair 
opportunity.  It  is  Just  as  bad  for  them  to  close  as  It  is  for 
any  other  mills.  Closing  down  represents  the  loss  of  a  man's 
life  savings  in  a  little  miU  out  there,  and  he  was  forced  to  close 
by  the  competition  of  the  Buffalo  mills.  So  It  works  both  wavs 
I  have  some  letters  from  the  Bay  State  Milling  Co  of  Winona' 
Minn.,  with  a  daily  capacity  of  5.000  barrels  of  flour.  It  w  ill  be 
seen  that  It  is  not  such  a  small  mill  after  all.  They  state: 
If  Senator  Cappsb's  amendmeot — 

Or,  Of  course,  the  House  provision,  which  is  practically  the 
rarae,  although  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kansas  is 

Is  enacted.  It  wlU  certainly  help  the  United  States  mills  to  sell  more 
flour  to  Cuba,  and  flour  will  be  milled  from  all-American  wheat.  Ac- 
cording  to  tb«  Department  of  Commerce  records  last  year,  from  July  1, 
1928,  to  Jose  29.  1929,  Canadian  wheat  was  imported  Into  the  United 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


The  Standard  Tilton  Milling  Co.,  of  St  Louis.  Mo.,  make  tlds 
statement : 

This  tariir  bill  wus  passed  by  the  House  May  28,  1929.  These  two 
provisions — 

Referring  to  the  milling-in-b<md  provision  and  the  drawback 
provision — 

These  two  provisions  will  eliminate  the  milling-in-bond  arrangement 
on  Canadian  wheat,  which  is  hurting  the  U.  S.  A.  farmers  as  well  as 
millers. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  .Tust  for  the  Rbcobo— I  think  the  Senator  wIU 
not  object  to  it— he  says  that  this  milling  In  bond  at  Buffalo 
could  be  done  in  how  many  days? 

Mr.  FRAZIER     Twenty  days. 

T.  ^\  SMOOT.     I^t  us  see :  The  daily  capacity  of  the  miUs  In 
Buffalo  is  30.(KX>  barrels.  »~     ^         '^  ^  *"»"»  *" 

Mr.  FRAZIER  Thirty-seven  thousand  two  hundred,  accord- 
ing to  the  statement  I  have. 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  will  .say  only  30.000.  If  It  were  37,000  it 
would  be  even  worse.  There  are  300  working  days  in  a  year 
thirty  thousand  times  three  hundred  is  nine  million  barrels." 
The  whole  production  in  Buffalo  is  9,945,000  barrels. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  am  not  giving  the  amount  of  flour  they 
produce.  I  am  figuring  how  long  it  would  take  them  to  grind 
that  amount  of  wheat  at  their  capacity.  They  have  a  capacity 
of  37,200  barrels  a  day.  How  many  barrels  do  they  export  to 
Cuba  V 

Mr.  SMOOT.     One-sixth  ol  it  goes  to  Cuba 

Mr.  FRAZIER.    That  is,  of  the  milling  in  bond? 

Mr.  SM(X)T.  Yes ;  that  is  only  of  the  milling  In  bond  :  but  If 
you  took  one-sixth  of  all  of  It  here  it  would  be  one-sixth  of 
9.945.548  barrels,  counting  only  .30,000  barrels  per  day,  so  there 
is  some  mistake  in  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator's  corre- 
spondent 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  figured  this 
out  myself. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  deny  my  statement?  The 
correspondent  is  mistaken,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  The  Wash  bur  n-Cn)sby  Co.  say  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  bonded  mills  export  to  Cuba  «»nly  approxi- 
mately 2.500.000  bu.shels  in  the  form  of  flour.  585,000  barrels  of 
flour,  or  2.5(:Kt,000  bushels.  With  585,000  barrels  of  flour  milling 
at  their  capacity  of  say  37.000  barrels  per  day,  it  would  take  less 
than  20  days ;  it  would  take,  to  be  accurate,  16  days  to  niiU  It 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  course,  I  am  not  going  to  take  the  time  of 
the  Senate 
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Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  would  like  to  have  the  Senator  flgure  it 
out  hlnjself,  and  not  take  the  figures  somebody  has  compiled 
for  him.  The  Senator  remembers  the  old  statement  about 
figures. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Nobody  has  compiled  them.  Here  Is  the  report 
from  the  Tariff  Commission  that  the  production  in  Buffalo  iu 
the  year  1920  was  5.243,000  bushels. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  am  not  talking  alxtut  their  production 

Mr.  SM(30T.     That  is  what  we  have  to  take. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  No,  no.  They  might  have  a  capacity  of  a 
thousand  barrels  a  day,  and  grind  only  a  hundred  barrels  Can 
not  the  Senator  understand  that?  They  do  not  run  to  the  full 
cai»acity  all  the  time.  They  have  to  lay  off  some  of  the  time. 
Sometimes  they  can  not  get  wheat  enough  to  run  the  mills  or 
ready  sale  for  the  flour. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator's  statement  Is  that  they  wUl  run 
nine  days  In  the  year. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  Not  at  all ;  but  16  days  at  their  capacity  will 
enable  them  to  grind  all  the  flour  they  ship  to  Cuba  in  a  year  • 
I  do  not  care  who  flgures  it. 

Mr.  W AC, NER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield' 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  Senator  does  not  wish  to  give  the  im- 
pression, I  am  sure,  that  that  is  all  the  flour  that  is  milled  in 
bond  in  these  mills  at  Buffalo.  There  is  milled  altogether  as  I 
understand,  about  4,000,000  barrels,  the  rest  of  it  going  to 'other 
countries,  also  in  the  export  trade.  Twenty  three  million  bush- 
els. I  understand,  would  be  approximately  4.000,000  barrels. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Of  course,  they  mill  a  lot  more  in  bond  than 
goes  to  Cuba.     There  is  no  question  alx)ut  that 

Mr.  President,  the  whole  situation,  as  I  understand  It  Is  that 
the  wheat  which  comes  In  In  bond  from  Canada  Is  milled  into 
flour  here  and  the  flour  shipped  out  Whether  the  Identical 
flour  is  shipped  out  or  whether,  as  is  thought  by  some,  some 
other  flour  is  substituted  for  at  least  a  part  of  it,  it  is  mixed 


with  the  soft  winter  wheat    In  order  to  make  a  hlrt  erade  flonr 
they  have  to  mix  some  of  the  hard  hlgh-p"eln  Xat  wUh  Z 

unLT'lHf'^  ^*'!'!:  ^""^  ''  '""^^  ^'  »»»*  Canadian  wh^tlhe-i^ 
under  boud.  it  taikes  ,he  place  of  that  much  wheat  Vhat  w  tU^ 

uniLi%ut'"s^1tTr.!' '";!  '""'l  ^'^"^"^  "'^^^^  ^^^<^  »«  '!^ 

united  Stat  .s.     It  takes  the  place  of  our  wheat  and  kiiia  ti.o 

JS^ouVwH^  T  ^^r'  "'  "'^^  P«"  ^'  ''  '^'  -"'»^  d  geS 
for  our  hard  spring  wheat.     So  I  tru.st  that  the  Senate  eoriT 

r^^'ated""'""'"'"'   ""'   ""  '^^''''*^  *"^   ''^  ^ouTpi:^ZZ 

I  am  frank  to  sa.v  that  in  my  opinion,  the  whole  miUing-ln- 
bond  provLsiou  should  l>e  stricken  from  our  law 

tnfL  ?^P  ,  ^'■-  V'*^*''**"^-  ^  ***•'  '*">^  ^'»«^  »«"»'«■  '^»»ioh  I  send 
C?>    of  xyLn'^'^wI      *^**"^™i  uiauager  of  the  Bay  State  Milling 
r;;."'  ?^  '"^"^'  ^*""-  ^^^y  ^  »*«<»  by  the  clerk 
l^""  ^^^'?^:^?S^^ENT.     The  clerk  will  read.  a.  request*^ 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows :  r«iueMeo. 

W»NONa.  Minn..  September  ll,  n». 
Hon.  Gebald  p.  Ntk, 

Vfaahington,  D.  C. 

repor  «  of  your  contention  that  farmers  are  being  forced  to  Ml  whLat 
at  pri«^  that  are  too  low.     In  connection  with  this  I  would  again  call 
^Z  ^?'""'"''  ♦»  '*"•  ""••  ^»'«'  '»•»  y~r.  from  July  I.  1928.  to  June  29 
l»j9.  Canadian  wheat  was  Imported  into  the  fnlted  t<(atei.  Into  landed 
milla   for   grinding   into    tloi.r   for   export   to    the   extent    of   21  .'i20  OOti 

r^^  !\  J!^  *'""°'"  '**'"'^  ^*"'*  25,(KK),0O0  bushels  of  Oinadlan 
Hheat  dumped  Into  our  mHrket  to  compete  acainst  American  wheat 
would  be  bound  to  have  a  depressing  effect  on  premiuma.  You  perhaps 
know  tliat  wheat  premiums  are  abnormally  low.  In  fact  In 'only  one 
year  during  the  past  s.  ven  years  hate  premiums  been  so  low  at  this 
|>eriod  of  the  crop  mov)-ment. 

Only  four  or  five  rnill^  located  at  Buffalo.  N.  Y..  are  able  to  grind 
this  Canadian  wheat  in  bond.  Much  of  the  flour  from  this  Canadian 
wheat  is  being  shipped  to  Cuba  aa  American  flour,  and  it  is  given  the 
same  preference  a»  Amerlran  flour  under  the  preferential  treaty  by  the 
United  SUtes  and  Cuba.  The  product  U  Canadian,  because  no  duty  is 
paid  on  it  when  it  comes  Into  this  country,  but  it  suddenly  becomes 
American  when  the  flour  is  shipped  to  Cuba  under  the  prefen>ntial 
treaty. 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  reversed  the  position  of  the  House 
in  this  matter.  The  plea  of  doseos  and  dozens  of  flour  mills  for  pro 
tectiou  against  thU*  Canadian  milled  in  bond  flour  has  U-en  turned  down 
and  as  a  result  Buffalo  u.ill»  grinding  Canadian  wheat  will  make  com- 
|>etltion  in  Cuba  that  tli.'  r.  st  of  us  can  not  meet.  Buffalo  mills  claim 
that  if  they  were  denied  the  advantages  of  the  preferential  treaty  it 
would  mean  that  Cuban  flour  business  would  go  to  Canadian  mills 
We  arc  very  sure  this  is  not  true,  because  Cuban  buyers  prefer  flour 
made  from  American  mlll.s.  and  we  have  always  been  able  to  meet 
Canadian  competition.  Wlmt  we  can  not  meet  is  Buffalo  competition, 
with  low-priced  Canadian  wheat  on  the  one  hand  and  the  United  8t.ites^ 
Cuba  preferential  treaty  on  the  other. 

If  the  flour  that  is  made  at  Buffalo  from  Canadian  wheat  is  American 
flour  and  entitled  to  flie  .idvantages  of  our  preferential  treaty  with 
Cuba,  why  are  the  Buffalo  mills  not  made  to  pay  duty  on  this  Canadian 
wheat?  It  seems  to  me  that  It  is  pretty  hard  for  anyone  to  Justify  a 
classification  of  this  Buffalo  flour  as  both  Canadian  and  American.  It 
must  be  one  or  the  other. 

At  any  rate,  dozens  and  dozens  of  American  mills  sre  losing  the 
profitable  business  that  they  once  had  in  Cuba  because  of  this  Buffalo 
competition  that  is  made  po«.s|ble  by  the  grinding  of  Canadian  wheat 
on  which  no  duty  has  been  paid.  We.  ourselvt^,  have  a  large  business 
in  Cuba,  but  we  grind  Amfricnn  wheat,  and,  as  above  stated,  we  IwTe 
no  dUBculty  in  meeting  Canadian  competiUon.  but  we  can  not  begin  to 
meet  Buffalo  competition. 
Yours  very  truly. 

Bat  Stati  Milli  no  Co.. 

Frank  J.  Alle.V. 

Omeral  Mamtoer. 
Mr.  ALLEN.  Mr.  President  it  is  not  my  purpose  to  delay 
the  Senate;  I  am  anxious  for  the  rote.  For  flve  years  we  have 
heard  lu  the  wheat  belt  of  Kansas  of  the  growing  mlscbief 
whidi  this  milling'  in  bond  works  in  the  wheat  market  of  this 
country.  It  seems  to  me  the  proposal  is  very  simple.  It  is 
whether  we  wish  to  give  to  the  Buffalo  mills  the  privilege  of 
enjoying  freedom  from  the  tariff  on  Canadian  wheat  in  order 
that  they  may  have  this  trade  in  Cuba. 

For  five  years  I  have  heard  the  growing  philosophy  which  has 
boCTi  expoimded  in  this  debate  that  there  la  something  mysterious 
in  the  Canada  wheat  or  that  there  is  something  mysterious  in 
the  Cuban  palate.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the  laboratories  will 
show  that  the  statement  that  the  wheat  In  the  Middle  West  or 
of  the  Northwest  lacks  In  protein  contwit  is  not  capable  of 
prooi.    The  only  question  l>efore  this  body  is  as  to  whether  w« 
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wish  to  extMMl  to  the  P.affalo  mills  a  special  privilege  denied  to 
others  In  this  country  for  the  purpose  of  making  It  easier  for 
them  to  monopolize  a  market.  I  am  very  heartily  in  favor  of 
the  araPTKlinent  of  roy  c-«»neajme  [Mr.  CappkrJ.  I  am  sending 
for  iii(n>diirtion  Into  the  K«cord  letters  from  25  milling  com- 
panies of  the  Middle  West,  and  In  addition  to  the  communlca- 
tion«  of  the«<e  25  milling  companies,  which  exhaast  the  argn- 
ment  of  the  letter  wlilch  has  just  been  read,  there  are  some 
letters  fn>m  Cuban  bakers,  who  declare  that  all  things  else  being 
vfiwil,  they  prefer  the  flour  milletl  In  the  mills  of  the  United 
tkntes  from  United  States  flour. 

There  iH'iiig  im)  obje«*tlon.  the  letters  were  ordered  to  be 
prinfed  In  the  Uixx)bd,  as  follows: 

WlUianmon  .Mllllnjc  Co.,  Clar  Center. 

I.in.]gl>orK  Mill  ft  Klevator  Co.,  Ltndsborg,  Kans. 

Wc«tern  Mnr  Mill  Co..  Sallna,  Kans. 

Shellabaricor  Mill  Ir  KleTator  Co.,  Sallna. 

Abil<  ne  Klour  Hills  Co.,  Abiienc. 

Farmers'  (Jrain  Co.,  Walton. 

Kan-^a.s  Stato  Itank,  N»'wton. 

X«wt<.n  Chamtier  of  Commerce,  Newton. 

KMlney  Mllllag  Co..  Kansaa  Cltj,  Mo. 

Clay  Countjr  Farmers  Union,  Clay  Center,  Kana. 

I.uk(>n.s  Miliini;  Co.,  Atchison,  Kana. 

I'i-erless  Flour  MilU  Co.,  Norton,  Kana. 

CUy  Center  Chamber  of  Connnerce,  Clay  Center. 

Uvmter  Milling  Co.,   Weilincton. 

Boutbem  Kansas  Millers  Club,  Wichiu  (William  T.  McArtbar,  aecre- 
Ury). 

Newton  MUllng  A  Elevator  Co..  Newton. 

WUlUm  KeUy  MUIlug  Co..  Hutcbiiisoo. 

Midland  Flour  MillinK  Co.,  Kanras  City,  Mo. 

Kansa.4  ITlour  MtUa  CorponUion  (Thad  L.  Uoffman,  preaideat).  Kan- 
saa City.  Mo. 

New  Era  MilUag  Co..  Arkanaaa  City,  Kana. 

Light  Grain  *  Milling  i'o.,  Uberal. 

Tupelta  tltiur  Mlllit  Corporation,  TopelcA. 

Kansas  Milling  Co..  Wichita. 

Farmers'  Coopej«tlve  C«.,  IlavilaDd. 

WalDQt  r>eek  Milling  Co.,  Great  Bend. 


lat,tffA.  KAifS.,  September  U,  199. 
Hon.  riBNBT  J.  Atxc.^i. 

Unltal  Btatet  Senate,  Watfilnffton.  D.  C: 
We  strongly  urge  you  to  support  Senator  Cappcr's  amendments  to 
8et.tioni«  Noa.  311  and  Z\Z  of  tariff  Mil.  H.  II.  2667.  We  are  sure  this 
proposed  legislation  will  not  deprive  American  millers  of  any  business 
and  should  actually  stimulate  trade  with  all  milling  sections  uf  the 
country  on  equitable  basis. 

The  Westbbn  Stab  Mill  Co. 

SAiaMA,  Kans.,  Beftemhtr  16,  tan. 
Boo.  Hbxbt  J.  AU.B!«. 

Senate  Citamher: 
Sevafor  CappBr'a  amen«lBeata  to  H.  R.  2667  regardinff  milling  to 
bond  biKblj  important,  bntb  frrHa  standpoint  of  mining  and  farm  aid, 
and  will  mean  additional  markets  for  American  wheat  that  are  now 
being  onfalrly  cootr^lled  ttaroogh  manipulation  at  ralUing-tn-bond 
fieatare.  Soathweatern  mtlLi  dominated  C^iban  market  before  Boffalo 
■itlling  in  bond  developed.  With  amendment  you  offer  they  should 
still  be  in  poeltion  compete  with  Canadian  mllla.  Urg«  every  pooalbla 
eCort  ae*  that  ameadments  carry. 

SHSLr.ABABOBB   MfU.  ft  BLBVATOB   CO. 

Abilbnb,  Kans..  Seftemher  tt.  ats. 
Senator  Hsnbt  Aujin, 

WoMhimtton.  D.  C: 
Strongly  urge  yonr  support  amendment  to  sections  311  and  313  pend- 
ing tariff  bill,  H.   R.  266T.     Believe  United  States  can  meet  Canadian 
competition  and  bold  Cuban  flour  trade  from  domestic  wheat. 

TRS  Abujeni  Flocb  Mnxs  Co, 

Walton,  KiMa.,  aaptamher  M,  m». 
ienator  Bnorr  3.  Aumu, 

WathingtoH,  D.  O.: 
We  ars  he*rtlly  In  favor  of  Senator  CarrBS's  ameadaents  Sll  and 
•IS  of  the  pending  Urlff  bin.  as  w«  think  the  present  law  worka  •g«tii^ 
the   wheat   raisers   ot  the    Southwest   and   was    yonr   supiairt   of   tfes 
smendments. 

Vauaos  Qaua  Co. 


Nbwtom,  Kahs.,  Beptemhrr  Ik,  19S9. 
Senator  IIbnbt  J.  Alle.n, 

Waahtnotnn,  D.  O.: 
We  ask  your  support   Senator  Cappeu's  amendments   to  sections  311 
and  313  of  pending  tariff  bill. 

Thk  Kansas  State  Rank. 

Nbwton,  Kans.,  September  H,  t9S9. 
Hon.  Hbnbt  J.  Allbn, 

Wathington,  D.  C: 
Being  situated  In  an  a(;rlcultural  country  and  knowing  the  conditions 
of  our  local  farmers  and  industries  prompts  us  to  urge  your  suppdit  of 
amendments  to  Rectiona  .111  and  313  of  tbe  pending  tariff  bill.  We 
believe  it  is  of  vital  interest  to  any  Industry  In  Kansas.  Would 
appreciate  your  reaction  on  above  sections. 

Newton  Chambes  ov  CoMUSkCB. 

Kansas  Citt,  Mo.,  £epfrmber  18,  1929. 
Senator  Hbnrt  J.  Allbn. 

Wanhington,  D.   C.: 
We   urgently    regueat    your    untiring   support   of   Capper   amendments 
311  and  313  to  pending  tariff  bill. 

RODNET    MILLINO    CO. 

Clat  Ckntbb,  Kans.,  September  K,  19iO. 
Senator  Henrt  Allbn. 

Vt' aahington ,  D.  C: 
We  are  aakinif  your  support  of  Senator  Cappeb's  amendment  tariff 
bill,  paragraphs  311  and  31.1.  The  prevention  of  United  States  mills 
milling  Caitadian  wheat  for  Cuban  trade  without  payment  of  duty  will 
eliminate  Canadian  rompetitlon,  benefit  the  wheat-farming  industry  of 
Knnsns  and  neighboring  States. 

Clat  Cocntt  Fabuers'  IMon, 
By  Thob.   E.   Labson,   Secretary. 


Atchison.  Kans..  September  is,  na. 
Senator  Henrt  J.  Allbw  : 

We  request  your  support  to  Senator  CAPrEB's  amendment  section  311 
and  .iVA  (A-nding  Urlff  bill.  These  will  prove  vast  beneflt  to  Southwest 
farmers  and  millors. 

Ltkens  Milling  Co. 

WonroN,  Kans.,  September  to,  nt6. 
Senator  IIbnbt  J.  Allbn, 

IFasA  JH]7to«.  D.  C: 
We  and  the  people  of  this  territory  are  strongly  in  favor  of  Cafpeb's 
amendments  to  the  tariff  bill  Nos.  311  and  .S1.3.  8<em8  that  in  years 
of  small  surplus  it  would  be  an  Immense  benefit  to  wheat  farmers  and 
In  other  years  proportionately  snuUler.  Strongly  urge  your  100  per  cent 
support. 

Pbeblbss  Flocb  Mills  Co. 

Clat  Center,  Kans.,  September  to,  I9t0. 
Senator  Henri  Allen  : 

We  are  asking  your  support  of  Senator  Cappbb's  amendment,  tariff 
bill,  paragraphs  311  and  Si 3.  The  prevention  of  I'nlted  States  mills 
millin);  Can.idian  wheat  for  Cuban  trade  without  payment  of  dufy  wiil 
eliminate  Canadian  competition,  beneflt  the  wheat-farming  Indn.stry  of 
the  Kansas  and  neighboring  States. 

Clat  C«xt««  Chambm  or  Commkrce. 
By  H.  H.  9rARKWKATUEB,  Preeident. 

WEiaJNOTON,  Ka.vs.,  Srptember  18.  lPi9 
Senator  Hevbt  J.  Allen, 

Senate  Building,  Wathington,  D.  C: 
We  respectfully  urge  your  support  Cappor  amendments  proposed 
tariff  bilL  Present  Cuban  preferential  tariff  has  worked  untokl  Injury 
to  wheat  growers  and  millers  of  Southwest.  Buffalo  millers'  claims 
greatly  exaggerated.  Southwo«tern  flours  have  always  given  satisfac- 
tion In  Latin- American  countries  where  climate,  etc.,  is  similar  to  Cul)n. 
3nly  southweatem  mills  opposing  Capper  amendmenta  are  tiioae  which 
lave  onits  in  Buffalo. 

Hc.vTra  Milling  Co. 

Wichita,  Kans.,  September  17,  19». 
iUtm  J.  ALLCN. 

United  State*  Senator.  Wathington,  D.  C: 
All  aeBBbcrs  wiah  to  heartily  Indorse  Senator  Cappbr's  proposed 
amendments  to  pending  tariff  Mil.  H.  B  2667.  sections  311  and  313. 
i^elatlw  cbargiBg  duty  on  imported  wheat  milleil  la  Lend  lor  sbipment 
I  (8  floor  to  Cakn.  Understand  Buffalo  millers  are  opposing  theae  amend- 
tfUlBBlng  ttetr  adoptioat  wUl  drive  ez]>ort  bosiueaa  to  Canadian 
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kI\  n,  **  "^  *»•  T»»^  adoption  of  these  amendments  will  put 
KauHas  millers  on  competitive  basis  with  Buffalo  miUtr*,  which  is  not 
n  "*'."'"'•  ^'»»^  «o  "Hte  you  to  support  these  amendments  and  dD 
an  possible  to  secure  their  acci-ptance  by  Congress. 

SutTHBBS  Kansas  Millers  Clib. 

William  T.  McAbtulb.  Xtt^^ite  Secretary. 

Nbwton,  Kans.,  September  /(,  ana. 
Sena  (or  Ue.nbt  J.  Allen, 

Wathington,  D.  C: 
fY*.!'^  ^°^'  •"f'P*"^  Capper's  amendments  to  sections  311  and  313 
or  tariff  bill.     We  believe  you  will  find  these  amendments  are  In  interest 
of   your   constituency    not    only    In    Interest    of    millers    but    also   grain 
gruw,.rs  and  community  as  a  whole.     Only  southw^tern   mills  opposing 
tapper   amendments    are    those    companiw    in    Kansas.    Oklahoma,    and 
Tcxa.,  floquired  recently  by  (ieneral  Mills.  PiUsbury,  Command«.r-Lrrabee 
all  having  Buffalo  mllla     Buffalo  contends  we  can  not  hold  Cnl«n  trade 
l^au.se  of  our  higher  costs  on  flour  and  because  our  flour  not  suit.-d  to 
C  uban  climate :  but  w..  answer  that  argument  with  the  fact  that  south- 
western flour  commands  very  large  and  growing  markits  in  Haiti    Cen- 
tral America,  and  other  Latin   markets  where   climatic  and  other  con- 
ditions  are   similar   to   Cuba,    but    in    tho.sc    latter  communltie.s    Buffalo 
does  not  have  the  advantage  of  cheap  Canadian  wh.at  and  a  preferen- 
Ual  tariff  such  as  they  enjoy  in  Cuba  and  therefor,.  In  fair  compeJition 
we  are  able  to  hold  large  amount  of  trad,-  and  can  do  likewise  in  Cuba 
Our  prices  in  Cuba   usually   are  out   of  line  less   than  50  cents    which 
approximates   the  amount   of   the   pnfercnce   Buffalo   now    rtx^lveg      If 
CAri-EB'a   amendment    becomes   Uie   law.   then    Buffalo   mills   will    be   on 
absolute   eguallty    with    Canadian    mills    when    milling   Canadian    wheat 
and   will   be   able   to   ..^uro   advantage,    U-aiuse    Buffalo    interests    have 
worldwide   advertising   on    such   brands    as   Gold   M.nlal   and    HUsbury 
whKh    are    better    known    than   any    Canadian    brands,    and    on    Lulled 
States  grown  wheat  Buffalo  will  be  strictly  competitive  with  other  mills 
c..mpelled  to  grind  Init.-d  States  wheat,  and  that  is  no  more  than  fair 
>Ve    trust    you    wUI    work    aggressively    to    secure    adoption    of    Capper 
am<-ndmenta.  vai^i^rr 

Nbwton  Miu,ino  ft  Elsvatob  Co. 

~  „    „ ,    ,  UtTCHtNaoN,  Kans.,  September  U,  f»». 

Hon.  Hbnbt  J.  Allbn, 

United  Statet  Senate: 
We  respectfully  urge  your  support  of  amendments  offered  by  Senator 
Cappkr  to  sections  311  and  313  to  the  ,>endlng  tnriff  bill  eliminating  the 
preferential  duty  nc.-ord.Hl  export  shipments  of  flour  milled  from  im- 
ix>rted  wheat.  In  otir  Judgment  the  Finance  Committee  erred  In  con- 
cluding elimination  of  this  preference  would  serve  only  to  drive  this 
Cuban  flour  business  to  Canadian  mills.  On  the  contrary  we  believe 
it  would  be  a  decided  benefit  to  wheat  growers  of  the  Southwest  and  to 
our  own  milling  industry. 

Tub  William  Kellt  Milli.no  Co. 
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Kansas  Citt  Mo.,  September  n,  19». 
Senator  Hbkbt  J.  Allbn  : 

Since  we  are   Kansas  corporation   owning  mill   properties  in   Kansas 
are   wiring  asking  your  support  Capper's   amendments   to  sections  311 
and    313    pending    tariff    bill.      Believe    thes,-    amendments    In    InteA^st 
entire   Kansas   n-mmunity   and   not  purely    in   millers'   interest       Under 
present   law  Buffalo   mlUs   have  taken  Cuban  flour  trade  that   formerly 
went    to    southwestern    mills,    and    from    Information    we    receive    from 
Cuban    connections,   are   convinced   that   we    only    ueetl    -25   to    50   cents 
per  Iwrrel  to  be  on  strictly  compeUtlve  basis,  and  this  is  approximately 
amount    of    Buffalo's    advantage.      Our   answer    to    Buffalo's    contention 
that    Kansas   flour   not   suited   for   Cuban   climate   is  that   Kansas  flour 
has  always  been  used  in  large  volume  in  Cuba  and  given  perfect  satis- 
faction and  Buffalo  was  not  able  secure  its  present  volume  until  they 
got  advantage  of  both  cheap  Canadian  wheat  and  the  Cuban  preferential 
duty.     l.>irthermor.-,  Kansas  flour  sells  in  large  volume  and  gives  perfect 
satisfaction     in     Haiti.     Central     America,    and     other    Latin-American 
countries    where    climatic    conditions    and    other    factors    similar    Cuba 
and   in  these   latter  communities   whore   Buffalo   interests  do   not   have 
preference    we    southwestern    mUls    are    able    secure    large    volume    In 
fur    comiK-titlon     with     them.       If    amendments    we    ask    are    pasaed 
Buffalo   mills   will   then    be   on   same   competitive   basis  as   Canada   but 
will  have  distinct  advantage  in   holding  trade  against   Canada  because 
of  world-wide  advertising  of  such  flours  as  Gold  Medal,   Plllsbury,  and 
others  which  are  better  known  than  any  Canadian  brand,  and  in  equal 
competition  will  certainly  secure  preference  over  Canada.     Only  south- 
w.^stern    mills   now    in    opposition    to   Capper's    amendmenta   are    those 
companies    in   Kansas,    Oklahoma,    and    Texas,    purchased    within    past 
year  or  so  by   General   Mills,   Plllsbury,   Commander,   and   Larabee,   all 
of  whom  bare  Buffalo  milla. 

The  Midland  Flouk  Milling  Co. 


Sens.or  Hbn.t  All.n.  ^"'"*  '^'  "** '  *''"^^  "'  """■ 

Vmited  Statra  Smatr.  Wathingtoif.  D    C  • 
Knf'^lr'r   •''*•"■  *°''   *^*»^"s    amendment,  sect-ons  311    and   313     tariff 
,-"•  ^  Tk  ■-'*'^'      Contention  Buffalo  miller,  if  amendment  en.cted^n,! 
law  Southwest  would  not  gnin  1.  incorrect.     Southwestern  mlller7w?  ^ 

a  low.^  shipment   of  Canadian  wheat   flour  In   bond  mder  prrfer^n,..^ 

mishH*  of  wh^t  In  form  of  flour  will  be  shipped  to  .  „u  th..t  is  now 
being  supplied  by  Canadian  farmers. 

.     Kansas  Floi'b  Mills  CoRrotATioN, 
Thad  I..  Uoptuan,  rreH4rnt. 

Hon.  HB.VBT  Allev.  '"'"''^'  '■'^'  ^''''  ''^'"''"-  '*'  "^'  ' 

Waihinuton,  P.   C: 
Plea«.  get  back  of  Senator  Capprb-s  amendments  to  sections  Sll  and 

ill  .1  ,r        1  '""  *""  "    "•  ^"^      ^^'^  '"^  »«'  tx"""^*-  tf"-  Propo^d 
eglsla,  on  w.th  Capp.^r  amendments  will  drive  any  substantial  part  U 
the  bus(n.>a»  to  Canadian  mills. 

Th«  Nbw  Krj»   Millinq  Ca 

Senator  U.nrt  J.  Allen,  ^''^^"^-  ^^"^  «n»r. -brr  ,♦.  /«. 

Wathington.  D.  C: 

C^ll.?/-!  **"  •"'•7'-^«""R  ""hln  your  power  to  rally  support   to  ,Se.,.tor 
tAPPBas  am-ndments  to  section  311  and  313  to  H    R.  2067.     The  con 
S?n      Th    f,"^'""  """•■^'^  ♦"  positively  misleading  and  without   founda- 
tion.    -The  Cul«n  flour  trade  should  be  supplied  tn.m  the  wheat  produc- 
ing sections  of  the  great  Southwest. 

LixDSBORo  Mill  A  Klbvatob  Co. 

o       .      „  .  ^'•^'f  Center,  Kans.,  Septet'^ber  n.  n>e$. 

Senator  Hbnbt  J.  Allen. 

Wathington.  D.  C: 

..^'  ,^n  *'°"'"  ^*'»''''"»  *»l>l>on  of  Senator  Cappeb's  smemlments  to 
tariff  bl  paragraphs  311  and  313.  The  prevention  of  l.alted  State, 
mi  U  m  ling  Canadian  wheat  for  Cuban  trade  without  paymrnt  of 
duty  will  eliminate  Canadian  competition  and  rvdound  to  the  better- 
ment of  the  iDited  Stati-s  farmer  and  aid  in  leal  farm  relief 

WlLLIAMKON    MiLUNO   I'd. 

„        „  ,  LiBBBAL,  Kaks.,  September  H.  JN». 

Hon.  Hbnbt  J.  Allen, 

VnUrd  Statet  Senate.  Wathington.  D.  C: 
Capper  amendment  to  section  311  aatlsfactory  and  we  urge  paasage 
Assure  you  enactment  wiil  not  drive  any  substantial  p.rt  CuUn  business 
to  Canadian  mills.     Feel  southwestern  wheat  growers  would  beneflt  im- 
mensely by  removing  preferential  duty  on  Canadian  wheat  and  flour. 

Light  Gbain  ft  Milling  co. 


„        „  „  TopBKA,  Kans.,  September  it.  »». 

Hon.  Senator  Hbnbt  J.  Allbn,  of  Kansaa, 

Wathington,  D.  C. 

DBAS  Sib  :  Herewith  coiiflrmaUon  of  telegram  sent  you  September  14  • 

"  We  ask  you  respectfully  to  support  amendments  to  aecttona  311  and 
313  of  pending  tariff  bill  proposed  by  8.<nator  Caiter  Suggested 
amendments  will  result  according  to  our  experience  in  CuUa  trade  in 
considerably  increased  trade  for  miUs  manufacjurlng  flour  from  wheat 
grown  in  the  United  States,  and  wiU  be  of  considemble  b^-neflt  to 
agricultural  interests  of  this  country ;  in  fact,  they  are  entitled  to  it 
"  Very  rcspectfally, 

"ToPBKA  Flocb  Mills  Cobporatiob." 

It  is  sincerely  hoped  that  the  amendment  aa  formulated  by  Senator 
Capper  will  receive  favorable  consideration  by  the  Senate  and  on 
behalf  of  the  milling  interests  we  represent  we  hope  that  you  will  bo 
good  enough  to  lend  your  excellent  support  to  this  particular  legislation 
so  an  amelioration  of  present  conditions  may  be  obtained. 

It  seems  to  us  that  the  present  arrangements,  whereby  a  small  group 
of  milU  can  obtain  the  beneflt  of  the  preferential  Cuban  duty,  really  is 
more  of  a  subsidy  to  these  mills  than  anything  else.  When  this  condl- 
tion  is  changed  it  is  our  firm  belief  that  a  very  large  pari  of  the 
trade  now  enjoyed  by  the  bonded  Interests  in  Buffalo  on  account  o(  a 
technicality,  will  be  diverted  to  the  southwestern  territory  with  very 
large  beneflta  to  same.  The  statement  that  this  trading  would  b« 
diverted  to  Canada  Is  wholly  irrelevant  and  we  take  the  opiwrtunity  of 
putting  before  you  some  viewpoints  as  to  possible  develnpmenta 

imports    or   WHEAT    INTO   CUBA 

Through  the  Cuban  coniul  of  Kanaas  City  we  are  in  rei<lpt  of  th« 
following  figures  covering  the  importation  Into  Cuba  during  the  yAra 
1926-27  of  floor  from  Canada  and  from  the  United  Sutea ; 
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rmted  state* 

Canada 


f8,  696.  000 

1.001.000 


lasT 


I'nlfod  States.. 
Cannda  


9, 110.  000 

2«8.  000 

These  Ogurem  abow  tbat  by  far  the  majority  of  flour  Imported  for  the 
Cuban  conaamption  la  arrlrlng  fmm  tbe  United  States,  and  only  a  small 
part  ia  imported  direct  from  Canada.  Tbe  figures  also  show  an  tnoreaa- 
lii«  tendtncy  on  part  of  the  United  SUtes  milled  flour,  wbicb  in  this 
instance  iocludef!  flour  milled  from  bonded  wbeat,  but  what  is  more 
important,  a  d«-<rreaaing  tendency  of  floyr  Imported  direct  from  Canada. 

In  our  opinion  tbe  principal  reason  for  this  trend  is  to  be  found  In 
the  fact  that  a  Cuban  duty  on  Canadian  directly  imported  flour  ia  ron- 
*iderably  higher,  |1.16  per  unit  (of  200  pounds),  as  compared  with  a 
duty  on  American  milled  flour  of  81  cents  per  unit. 

The  conclusion  that  may  be  drawn  from  these  figures  would  em- 
phasize that  the  price  difference  of  35  cents  will  detcrmiue  where  thn 
flour  Ig  to  be  boaght  by  the  Cuban  buyers. 

With  a  as-cent  differential  statl-otics  show  the  trade  to  be  Increasing 
from  the  United  States  and  direct -imported  wbeat  from  Canada  de- 
creasing. Does  it,  therefore,  stand  to  reason  that  if  the  full  duty  is 
assessed  on  bonded  floor  the  trade  will  go  to  the  country  where  tb.- 
higher  duty  is  assessed,  resulting  in  a  higher  price  to  the  buyers?  It 
would  be  a  most  unique  experience  to  see  a  demand  seeking  to  obtain 
its  supply  on  basis  of  a  higher  price.  It  is  contrary  to  all  natl.ma; 
economical  experience  and  theories.  HowcTer,  the  milling  interests 
manufacturing  flour  nnder  bond  contend  this.  Is  it  not  more  reasonabii 
to  assume  that  the  trade  will  go  to  the  country  which  under  Its  treatj 
obUgstlons  can  furnish  a  lower-priced  product?  Statistical,  historical, 
and  national  economical  evidence  would  prove  this  conclusively,  par- 
ticularly as  a  lower  priced  product  would  furnish  the  buyer  with  tb. 
same  value  as  to  be  obtained  at  the  higher  price. 

It  Is  wholly  erroneou.sly  stated  that  the  flour  milled  by  the  south 
western  Interests  wouM  be  disliked  by  Cuban  buyers,  and  that  they 
therefore  would  prefer  to  cover  their  needs  in  Canada  were  they  unuble 
to  obtain  that  particular  type  of  flonr  at  a  reduced  figure,  as  now  i« 
the  case.  It  has  been  proven  and  demonstrated  time  after  time  that 
flonr  milled  from  hard  winter  wheat  i.s  fully  acceptable  and  appreciated 
by  the  Cuban  bnjrers.  To  contend  this  we  make  the  following  statement^ 
taken  from  our  experience. 

A  large  baker  in  Cuba  writes  us  as  follows  on  December  6.  1928: 

"  This  Is  merely  to  inform  you  that  we  have  effected  the  first  trial 
baking  with  the  Gold  Bell  flour,  having  obtained  a  bread  with  a  very 
Inautlfal  soldni  color  and  with  a  saperior  volume  and  taste. 

'•  Krankly.  we  had  some  doubts  in  respect  to  this  flour,  but  after  we 
bad  effected  the  first  test  and  seen  the  result,  all  our  doubts  were  dls 
pelled.  being  very  much  pleased  with  sams.** 

Our  former  agent  In  8«otiago  de  Cuba  writes  os  under  date  of  Augvst 
-».  1929.  as  follows : 

"  it  is  a  pleasure  to  communicate  to  you  that  Mr.  Elraudy  has  ob 
tained  a  magnlflcent  result  with  the  Gold  Bell  flour." 

ITiis  representative  also  writes  under  date  of  August  9.  1929,  to  one 
of  his  ciknts,  as  follows : 

"  You  may  be  perfectly  assured  tbat  winter  wheat  flours  are  very 
superior  and  I  allow  myself  to  assure  you  that  this  has  been  proven 
sHentlflcany  for  many  years." 

Our  agent  in  Habana  writes,  under  date  of  September  6,  1929,  to  us 
regarding  a  recent  shipment  to  a  big  wholesale  house  in  Cuba :  "  They 
are  selling  the  flour  without  any  trouble." 

These  statements  are  quoted  from  originals  on  file  in  our  ofl!lce  and 
were  given  without  solicitation  and  conclusively  prove  that  flours  which 
are  milled  from  the  wheat  grown  in  the  Southwest  would  be  perfectly 
acceptable  to  Cuban  buyers  and  are  In  fact  in  many  cases  preferred. 

It  Is  not  the  type  of  wheat  determining  the  quality  of  product  ol>- 
tained:  It  is  a  matter  of  handling  tbe  flour  In  the  bakery  shop.  If  the 
southwestern  flours  ar«  accorded  the  correct  handling,  exceptionally 
good  results  Will  be  obtained. 

M1LUNG-UN--BO.no   PBINCIPLI 

The  action  on  part  of  soothwestem  millers  in  trying  to  obtain  a 
change  In  present  reguUtlons  is  not  and  never  will  be  directed  against 
the  principle  of  milling  in  bond.  It  shonid  be  remembered  that  a  very 
Urge  part  of  the  export  trade  to  overseas  countries  other  than  Cuba  is 
cDWiucted  from  Buffalo,  and  which  trade  by  far  is  tbe  largest  part  of 
tbe  bonded  export  buslnen.  This  business  should  be  and  could  be 
further  developed  by  Ue  bonded  interests  and  the  southwestern  milling 
Interests  can  only  wteh  them  success  in  developing  such  a  trade. 

The  southwestern  lallling  interests,  however,  object  v«ry  streaaoosly 
to  the  practice  of  exporting  flour  mad?  from  Canadian  grain  to  Cub* 
by  using  tbe  special  advantages  Intended  only  for  flour  milled  from  the 
United  States  wheat.  This  practict-  is  not  only  unfair  to  the  south- 
western  interests  bat  is.  indeed,  an  erroneous  Interpivtatlon  sf  the 
•pirlt  embodied  in  th«  Cuban-American  treaty,  and  It  Is  surprising  to 


see  that  American  millers  can  take  snch  a  partial  stand,  refusing  to 
correct  an  obviously  faulty  condition  in  face  of  moral,  legal,  and 
statistical  facts. 

Very  respectfully  yours, 

ToPHCA  FvovB  Mills  Corpobatiok, 


Export  Saltf  Manager. 

Wichita,  Kaxs.,  September  K,  I9t9. 
Senator  Uksrt  J.  Allex, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

DiAH  Sib  :  Wish  to  Inform  you  that  we,  the  Kansas  Milling  Co., 
heartily  indorse  the  antendment  which  Senator  Cappkh  Is  to  offer  amend- 
ing section  311  of  the  pending  tariff  bill.  We  certainly  approve  of  this 
and  feel  that  it  will  go  quite  a  way  to  take  away  the  disadvantage  that 
the  Buffalo  mill:4  now  have  over  the  Southwest  by  being  able  to  use  the 
Canadian  wbeat  In  preference  to  United  States  grown  whp«t 

This  will  not,  in  our  opinion,  handicap  the  Buffalo  mills  in  competi- 
tion with  the  Canadian  mills,  for  we  are  not  asking,  and  It  is  not  con. 
templated,  that  they  will  pay  full  duty  into  the  United  States  on  Ca- 
nadian  wheat,    but   only   a   duty  equivalent    to   the   preference   granted 
them  by  shipping  from  United  States  mills,  so  tbat  will  take  away  the 
advantage  that  they  now  have  over  United  States  mills  grinding  United 
States  wheat  and  put  them  on  an  even  basis,  so  far  as  the  duty  they  now 
pay.     For  yon   can   readily  see  that   the  duty   they  pay  us  is  only   the 
amount  they  are  given   preference  over  the  Canadian  mills  into  Cuba, 
which  is  tbe  same  as  the  Cnnadian  millers  will  pay  into  Cuba.     If  they 
buy  their  wheat  on  the  same  basis  as  a  Canadian  miller,  then,  of  course, 
you  can  readily  gee  that  the  cost  of  their  wheat  plus  the  duty  they  pay 
U  on  an  identical  basis  with   the  Canadian   mills.     We,  therefore,   feel 
the  opposition  Is  misrepresenting  the  case  when  they  claim  that  Canada 
will   get    this   business   providing   they   do   not   grind    It   in    the   United 
States.     Certainly  with  their  brands  already  established  and  being  able 
to  buy  their  wheat  on  the  s.nme  basis  and  paying  not  an  increased  duty 
above  the  Canadian  mills,  but  exactly  tbe  same,  they  are  on  a  par  with 
the  Canadian   mills ;   and  If  it  is  really  the  case  that   their  trade  are 
willing  to  pay  as  much  higher  prices  as  they  indicate  for  floor  moving 
from  Canadiiin  wheat,  they  will  still  retain  their  business,  for  naturally 
they  have  e.stablished  brands  which  are  going  into  Cuba  ;  and  if  they  are 
willing  to  pay  the  prices  indicated  by  them  for  this,  then  the  35  cents, 
according  to  their  cant^•ntion,  will  not  throw  the  business  this  way.  and 
they  have  not  lost  anything  by  the  enactment  of  this  amendment.     On 
the   other   hand.   If  our   contention   is   right,   they  will   lose  something; 
and  we  will  gain  it  down  here  and  naturally  will  grind  American-grown 
wheat.     Does  it  not  stand  to  reason  that  they  are  Sgbtiug  this  so  hard 
and  energetically  because   they  feel  they  are  going  to  lose  something; 
and.  as  I  have  previously  explained,  the  only  way  I  can  see  they  will 
lose  will  be  to  lose  It  to  us ;  and,  therefore,  it  seems  an  aduHssion  that 
they  actually  feel  we  will  get  a  large  part  of  this  busines*  If  the  amend- 
ment is  enacted.     Tbat  is  the  way  it  appears  to  us  irrespective  of  what 
they  say. 

In  addition  to  this,  we  are  now  getting  business  from  all  other  West 
Indian  countries,  excepting  those  now  enjoying  tbe  preferential  treaty, 
which  business  Is  going  to  Buffalo  mills ;  although,  in  spite  of  this,  we 
are  occasionally  able  to  do  some  bu.«iness  in  Cuba,  which  Indicates  that 
if  practically  all  tbe  ottier  West  Indian  countries  with  practically  the 
same  conditions  want  our  flour,  certainly  Cuba  would  also  want  it ;  but 
It  is  simply  a  question  of  price,  as  experience  shows. 
Yours  truly. 

The  Ka.nhas  Milling  Co., 
D.  8.  Jackman.  Treaaurer. 

Havilano,  Ka.vs.  Beptember  M,  JSa. 
i^nator  Hsnbt  J.  Allcn, 

WoKhingUm,  D.  C. 
Dear  Se.natob  :   We  wish  to  call  to  your  attention  the  fact  that   we 
are  very  favorable  to  Senator  Aktucb  Cappkk's  amendment  to  section 
811  of  the  pending  tariff  bill   (II.  B.  2C67). 

We  feel  that  this  is  in  line  with  tbe  great  need  of  the  central  wheat- 
producing  States  and  will  open  up  a  market  for  a  considerable  number 
of  bushels  that  is  now  occupied  by  the  Canadian  grower,  owing  to  tbe 
fact  that  he  can  ship  his  wheat  under  bond  to  the  United  States,  mill  it, 
and  ship  it  to  Cuba  and  enjoy  the  same  preferential  rale  as  the  shipper 
from  the  United  States. 

We  assure  you  that  any  support  you  can  give  this  amendment  will 
meet  with  our  warmest  approval. 

Yours  truly,  the  Fabmbbs'  CooFEHATn-«  Co., 

O.  C.  Gle.n.v,  Manager. 


The  Wal.vct  Cbeek  Milli.vo  Co., 

Oreat  Bend,  Kans.,  September  /i.  am. 
Senator  Hskbt  J.  Allex, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dbab  Se-xatob  Alle.^  :  I  wish  yoo  to  know  tbat  we  favor  very  much 

the   amendment    proposed   by    Senator    Cappeb   to    section    311    of    the 
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pending  t.^riff  bill  (H.  R.  2667).     I  can  not  see  how  this  proposed  legis- 
lation will  force  any  substantial  part  of  the  business  to  Canadian  mlUs 
so  I  hope  you  will  support  Senator  CAPrEBS  amendment. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Lacrexce  B.  Chapuak,  President. 
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Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  take  much  time 

has  btvn  placed  upon  the  benefit  the  fanner  will  receive  if  this 

Senate  ( onimlttee  amendment  is  defeatt>d 

^ILT"^^  to  me  there  are  only   about   two  questions   to  be 

of  Hour  from  our  softer  wheat  In  this  countrj-  instead  of  con- 
fha^t  elte'n 'Vf  ^^'^  Canadian  wheat.  If  the.v  wil?.  o??oS'rsr?o 
that  extent  it  mipht  ^ve  apparently  an  immediate  market  1 
do  no     think   it  will.     I   think  the/ will   conSnue  to  btiy  the 

cCdiSn  mi;r.i',/ll"L'\"'U  ^  "'"'^^  *"  Canada  anYtiat 
Canadian  mills  will  be  benefited,  and  that  this  country  will  not 

mm^Z  Hm/^  H^'""'f,  ^'T  '^""^  ''''  employment  in  Z 
the  shh  T^nl  nf  i  'r^  •"  ™*""'"''*  transportation,  and  it  will  lose 
die  snipping  of  it  from  our  ports. 

It  just  becomes  a  question,  as  I  .see  it.  whether  this  rwrt  of 

vote  for  the  committee  amendment 

«fr?J'v^'^^^'*^'^     *^^  Pn-sident.  the  only  excuse  that  I  can 
offer  for  taking  any  time  of  the  Senate  In  discussing  the  pend 
inK  amen<lment  is  that  I  think  the  statements  made  voste^ay 
with  regard  to  the  facts  of  the  controversy  have  c^«4ted  con 
fusion  rather  than  clarity  in  the  minds  of  several  of^rSena- 

.huL\7Zl  r'T*'*)?  ^^''^  **•'"  proposed  amendment  Intro- 
duc^d  by  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Cappik]  would  bring  a 
higher  prL^e  to  the  wheat  grower  in  this  country,  or  that  the 
domestic  miller  would  secure  to  himself  the  market  of  Cuba  I 
should  favor  it  I  might  say  that  of  course  I  concede  tliat 
those  who  are  the  proponents  of  this  amendment  are  sincere  in 
th.-ir  advocacy.  They  believe  that  vMth  the  elimination  of  this 
reciprocity  preference  they  might  capture  the  Cuban  flour 
market  and  perhajw  that  of  other  countries.    Hut  I  have  iriven 

T^H^.u-'!"^^,  ^"  ^^''  ■'"^^^^-  «"<*  I  ««>  convinced  beyond  anr 
doubt  tha  the  only  effect  which  the  adoption  of  this  amend- 
ment would  have  would  be  to  transfer  to  the  Canadian  miller 
the  exiwt  business  we  now  enjoy  in  Cuba  and  in  some  of  the 
other  countries  It  is  for  that  reason,  and  for  that  reason  alone, 
meitt     *"'  *'''  dehnitely  opposed  to  the  pas.sage  of  this  amend- 

It  has  h.^en  somewhat  difficult  to  follow  the  arguments  made 
by  those  who  advocate  the  amendment.  There  is  a  conflict  in 
the  heart  of  the  argument ;  in  part,  it  even  smacks  of  .sophistry 
On  yesterday  we  were  told  on  the  one  hand  by  several  of  tlJe 
advocates  from  the  Northwest  that  the  same  type  of  wheat 
which  18  mported  from  Canada  may  be  purchased  in  the  Amer- 
ican market  at  a  price  lower  than  that  which  the  millers  in 
bond  pay  rcr  the  wheat  which  they  purcha.se  from  Canada  Of 
course,  the  mere  .statement  Is  Its  o^vn  refutation.  What  need 
of  an  amciitlment  like  this  if  the  manufacturer  can  secure  the 
same  type  of  wheat  in  this  country  at  a  cheaper  price  than  b- 
must  pay  when  he  Imports  it  from  Canada?  If  that  were  triie' 
to  impoi-t  n  and  manufacture  it  and  send  it  to  Cuba  would  be 
the  height  of  foolishness.  I  believe  there  is  one  comi>liment  we 
can  all  pay  the  American  manufacturers— they  are  not  stunid 
That  argument  is  contradicted  by  the  facts;  it  is  self -con  tradic: 
tory.  and  is  thoroughly  absurd.  -v.v/"«uuii, 

Mr.  NYK.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  WAONER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NYE.     I  think  I  gathered  the  Import  of  the  Senator's 
argniuent  and  am.  inclined  to  agree  with  him  that  if  tlie  hieh 
grtule  wheat  can  be  purchased  in  this  country  for  less  tlian  in 

IrJ  n^i  *^^°  *,^T  P"'"<^^««^  a'-e  i?«Jng  to  be  made  in  this  coun- 
try 1  he  result  Is  merely  that  this  year,  with  prices  prevail^ 
as  they  do  now,  there  will  be  far  less  milling  in  bond  In  thf 

ti^  WAGNER  Of  course,  I  am  dlscus.slng  a  normal  sltua- 
tion  and  generally  prevailing  condftitms.  In  discussing  lui 
amendment  of  this  nature  and  of  such  far-reaching  Importance 
we  should  consider  normal  conditions  and  not  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances that  may  arLse  once  In  10  or  12  vears.  No  one  can 
afford  to  Invest  in  manufacturing  which  must  await  an  abnor- 
mal situation. 

Among  the  proponents  of  the  amendment  there  Is  another 
group  which  Is  In  favor  of  the  amendment  upon  the  very  con- 


their  product  at  an  Increased  price  to  the  millers  In  »,S^,f  XI 
argiimeiit  runs,  this  particular  preferen,^  Xn?«lun^bT  i  p 
reaproclty  treaty  shouhl  be  withheld  from  thiSi     Su^  ui^    le 

I  listened  to  the  apparently  convincing  snee<^h  mndi*  hv  ♦h*^ 

itwi  h'th'^/t^M'''"^^'"?  ^^'•-  '""^^^^^J  .v^'^y  andtmja^ 
mirttt  in  faJ^rT?^'  **^  "  ""H"^^  ^■*'"  aPI^red  before  the^ctn!^ 
mifiee  In  fa>or  of  the  amendment,  one  of  tbe  oroixinent*  nf  th« 
amendment  The  facts  and  the  theorv  pr^lnfSru,?  s  *,«?,? 
are  simply  a  rfc^um^  of  tbe  testimony'  of  an  hUereitJd  ui  m>^ 
As  aga,„,t  that  evidence  It  will  be  oncetled  tha  lTt>Srd  ^-e^^t 
the  testimony  of  the  witnesses  who  appeared  in  opZlHoT^o 

witnesses.  But  there  Is  this  advantage  In  their  te.^imonv  • 
The  men  appearing  in  opposition  .speak  from  experienc?  and 

S)i^  th^«iti^h'*"**  .prophecy,  the  expression  of  a  fantastic 
a^^  .hni.  Th  l"l""^''-.^"PP*'"  **>  t''^  '"^"re.  Furthermore, 
titfmtv  n?«°**r''*'!J^^^'"""''^'^^^  1"  •  '"«'"*'"»■  !>'"  very 
Shig         ^         "*^  ^"  opp.>sitiou  to  the  amendment  heri 

^h?^'i^^^  are  Interested  witnesses  on  both  sides,  and  we  an 

wUnesl  mrJ'^^^r  '"*'  S^  °^""^^  ^'^'^  »^«"^»  «"  Inter^teS 
witness  may  be,  however  he  may  desire  to  convev  thp  truth 

Imeris'jT'^  "'  subcx>n.sciouKly  he  i.  t^J^7^ZS^^  ^Sl^ 
1  1.  f .  ^"^  exaggerate  or  minimize  In  his  f«vor.    We  must  take 
that  into  con.slderatlon  In  weighing  the  evidence, 
tere^ed    whn^L"  '''^^"^'1  <»ne  who  is  impartial,  who  is  dlsln- 
Let  me  call  to  the  witness  stand,  first,  the  Department  of  State 

w^t  ^Tn""^!' '  ?'  ^}^^^  "^^^  ^^'^^'d  »>y  »he  millers  of  the  South 
west  to  investigate  the  Cuban  flour  situation.  They  contend^! 
that  flour  miUed  in  bond  was  not  entitled  to  "he  m-CS 
preference  under  the  treaty  because  It  was  not  a  product  of 
American  soil  and  industry.  The  State  Department  l^ked  nfo 
the  question  and  decided  against  them,  and  pro.K.rly  .so. Zau.l^ 
under  the  very  wording  of  the  trtaty  It  s  provided  that  it 
covers  "  prcKlucts  of  the  soil  or  indu.^try  '  o?  AmJric?  Lnd  ot 
course,  flour  milled  In  bond  is  a  product  of  our  ind«sto% 

The  Sta  e  Department  went  into  the  merits  of  the  question, 
and  I  would  like  to  Invite  attention  to  its  conclusion.  It  Ts  tlS 
i-^lr?7'^  of  disinterested  witnes.ses.  and  if  there  are  any  diZ 
in  ere-sted  Senators  who  are  still  open  minded,  I  should  think 
this  sort  of  testimony  ought  to  be  convincing  to  them  I  shall 
not  read  It  but  shall  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  report  of 
the  Department  of  State  on  the  matter  which  1  am  dh*cussin« 
may  be  made  a  part  of  my  remarks.  * 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows: 


TmD  Drpartuknt  or  Statu. 

Wat,fviHgton,  March  7,  ifus. 
Memorandum  regarding  the  treatment  accorde<l  by   Cuban   customs  au- 
thorities   to    flour    manufactured    In    tbe    United    States    from    wheat 
grown  in  Canada. 

Many  letters  and  telegrams  regarding  this   matter  have  reached   the 
department.     Statements   made   in   these   communications   indicate    that 
the  writers  are  either  unaware  of  the   fact    that   the   treatment   to   Iw 
accorded  is  defined  by  treaty  or  they  do  not  have  cl«rly  in  mind  the 
eiact  language  of  the  pertinent  treaty  provision.     It  is  ctmtained  in  the 
commercial    convention    between    the    United    States    and    Cuba     signed 
December  11,  1902.  usually  referred  to  as  the  reciprocity  treaty    a  copy 
of  which  Is  Inclosed.     Tbe  statement   will  be  noted  in   Article  'iV  tiial 
"  the  following  articles  of  merchandise     •     •     •     being  the  product  of 
the  soil  or  Industry  of  the  United   States  imported   into  Cuba  shall   be 
admitted  at  tbe  following  respective  reductions,'  wheat  flour  being  tbe 
second   commodity  enumerated  under   Schedule  B  of  tbe   nrticb-      Tb© 
actual  wording,    •  »oU  or  Industry,"  necessitates  an   Interpretation   very 
different  from  that  which  would  be  uetvssary  if  the  wording  were  "  soil 
and  Industry."  as  the  writers  of  some  of  the  communications  appear  to 
think  it  is    (or  should   have  been,  or  was  intended).     The   use  of   the 
expression    '•soil   or  industry."   four  other   times   in   earlier  articles   of 
the  treaty,  once  In  a  subsequent  article  and   three  times   in  the  act  of 
our  Congress  of  December  17,   1»08.  giving  Its  approval  to  the  conven- 
tion, is  an   unmistakable  indication  that  this  phrase  was  Intentionally 
adopted  and  deliberately  followed. 

in  vtew  of  the  foressing  It  U  obvious  that  In  tbe  negotiation  and 
ratification  of  the  treaty  it  was  not  contemplated  that  the  preferential 
treatment  should  be  withheld  from  products  of  tbe  Industry  of  ibl* 
country,  the  raw  materials  for  the  manufacture  of  which  may  be  de- 
rived  partially  or  wholly  from  abroad; 'and  therefore  that  flour  numo- 
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(■(-turMl  la  tb«  Fnited  Btatea  Is  nnqawtionably  entitled  to  tbe 
pr^f'-rentUl  treatment  provided  in  th**  treaty  even  though  that  floor 
■ay  have  been  made  wbollj  or  partlallj  from  wheat  grown  outside  of 
this  country. 

If  the  negotiators  of  the  treaty  had  adopted  and  followed  the  phrase 
-  ».>il  and  industry,"  or  If  the  actual  phrasing  of  fl.r'  treaty  should  be 
lAierpreted.  as  of  eourae  It  can  not  properly  be,  to  have  the  same  mean- 
lax.  many  prodacU  of  the  Industry  of  the  United  States  would  hare 
bf-en.  or  would  be.  deprived  of  the  preferential  treatment  hitherto  ac- 
corded by  the  Cuban  rustums  suthoritieM.  since  in  some  rases  part  and 
In  other  cases  nearly  all  of  the  raw  materials  entering  into  their  mann- 
facture  are  products  of  the  soil  of  other  countries ;  for  examitle.  practi- 
cally all  silk  goods  and  rubber  goods  (the  latter  including  antomobile 
tires)  and  a  cossidcrabie  portion  of  woolen  goods  and  of  leather  goods 
^-4*»cludln«  boots  and  >hoe8.     Many  other  Instances  might  be  enumerated. 

la  rlew  of  the  reference  by  several  Inquirers  to  the  fact  that  Cana- 
dian wheat  Imported  in  bond  Is  ostnl  by  certain  millers  in  the  maniifnc- 
tare  of  floor  for  the  Cuban  murket.  the  sutt>ment  is  added  that  there  Is 
nothing  new  in  this  prartice,  which,  to  thr  knowledge  of  the  department, 
ha4  prevailed  for  sereral  years.  Tbe  manufucture  in  bond  of  lnj[>orte<l 
commodities  and  their  reexportation  witboot  the  payment  of  duties  is 
provided  for  by  law,  and  the  practice  is  by  no  means  confined  to  wheat 
flour. 

Kiirthermore.  this  department  has  no  Information  that,  as  stated  or 
liupii><d  in  some  commnnlrations,  Canadian  growvro  and  shippers  succeed 
In  '•  having  their  flour  admitted  to  Cuba  and»T  the  preferential  terms  of 
thl.«t  treaty  "  ;  and  th«  department  has  received  no  common icatlons  from 
othi-r  than  American  Interests  protesting  against  the  incorrect  uppUca- 
tloii  of  tbe  provisions  of  the  treaty.  Neither  is  the  department  In- 
formed that  floor  manufactured  in  this  country  from  Canadian  wbeat 
baa  beea  declared  1^  exporters  to  be  a  product  of  the  soil  of  the  United 
Stiitcs.  as  Implied  by  some  corri>spondents.  The  department  Is  informed, 
^v^v^r,  that  aflldavits  scrompanylng  shipments  of  such  flour  do  de- 
clare^ Tf  to  b«  a  product  of  the  industry  of  th«'  United  States,  wlilch  Is  In 
''^accord  with  tbe  treaty. 

The  comments  mads  by  sereral  correspondents  regarding  the  amounts 
sf  floor  exported  to  Cuba  daring  recent  years  by  mills  in  the  United 
8tate«  lucat»-d  near  tbe  Canadian  border  compared  with  that  shipp«xl  to 
tbe  iwDta,'  destination  by  mills  located  In  other  parts  of  the  country  have 
b«en   noted.  _Xhe  Department  of  Commerce  has  prepared  a  statistical 
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>  Inctadad  in  aD  other. 

Bursan  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce,  foodstulTs  division. 

Mr.  WAONEFt.  That  Is  the  opinion  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment offiiiaily  formulated  after  investigating  this  rery  question. 

I  call  upou  another  DobiaHed  witness.  In  my  hand  I  bold  a 
ci»muiunicati'»n  from  Mr.  IJvingood,  United  States  trade  com- 
niiHjii.Hjer  in  Ilabatia,  an  official  of  tbe  United  States  Gorern- 
naent.     He  reported  in  March,  1924,  as  follows : 

Mr.  Soto  (president  of  the  Hab.ina  Association  of  Bakers)  says  that 
the  Chilian  bak^'rs  require  a  flour  which  wlU  yield  tbe  maximum  volume 
amount  in  loaves  of  bread  produced.  In  this  respect  he  says  that 
Canadian  flour  is  far  superior  to  the  common  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  etc., 
flours,  but  on  a  par  with  tbe  Minnes*ita  flours;  therefore  the  bakers 
usv  the  hard  Canadian  or  Minnesota  flours,  mixed  with  the  softer  flours 
fn>m  Kan:«as,  Oklahoma,  etc 

The  Tariff  Commit«ion.  too,  we  may  regard  as  a  disiuter^ted 
witness.  It  is  not  rei>resentlng  either  the  millers  of  the  South- 
west or  of  Buffalo,  N.  Y.  A  statement  was  made  by  the  com- 
mKHitm  in  retrard  to  wheat  containing  a  high  percentage  of 
proieiu.  the  wheat  which,  it  is  contended,  will  be  used  if  the 
treaty  preference  is  withheld  from  the  milling  industry  of  the 
ctmutry.  Of  course,  if  the  millers  are  to  use  tl»t  type  of  wheat 
In  the  export  trade  it  means  that  this  country  must  have  an 
exportable  >iuri>liis  of  it.  In  other  wonls,  it  is  pobsible  only  If 
the  Americnn  sxiinAy  is  n<>t  consumed  in  the  domestic  market 
The  Tariff  Commission  said : 

Th»  United  States  Is  on  an  export  basis  as  far  as  soft  winter  and 
durum  wtteats  are  concerned. 
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ta  )le,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached  hereto,  containing  pertinent  informa- 
tlcin  for  the  years  1922  to  1927,  inclnslve,  from  which  it  appears  that 
the  Increase  during  the  last  three  years  In  the  amount  of  flour  shipped 
to  Cuba  by  the  mills  in  this  country  near  the  Canadian  border  has  l)een 
acrompanied  by  a  mucb  more  marked  decline  In  the  amounts  shipped  to 
Cuba  by  Canadian  mills  than  by  mills  located  in  tbe  central  and  soutb- 
wcdttrn  portion  of  the  United  States.  The  inference  would  appear  to  be 
warranted  that  had  the  recent  Cuban  requirement  (that  flour  should 
nc  t  enjoy  the  preferenti.il  rates  unless  made  from  the  products  of  the 
soli  as  well  as  of  the  industry  of  the  United  States)  been  permi8sil)Ie 
ui  der  the  treaty  and  tljerefore  maintained,  direct  shipments  from 
Ci  nada  to  Cuba  would  protmbly  have  tend«-d  to  increase  more  titan 
shipments  from  the  central  and  southw<*stem  portions  of  the  United 
SiMtes,  assuming  that  the  normal  difference  should  prevail  Iwtween  the 
pijices  of  wheat  grown  in  Canada  and  the  United  States. 

This  treaty  has  been  in  effect  for  25  years,  during  which  period  it 
his,  except  as  stated  l>elow,  been  tbe  constant  practice  of  both  Govern- 
ments to  give  it  the  effect  which  the  department  considers  proper.  The 
oily  new  elements  in  the  situation  is  this  recent  requirement  by  the 
Ciit)an  customs  authorities  that  in  order  to  enjoy  the  preferential  ireat- 
m  nt  every  shipment  of  flour  from  the  United  States  must  be  accom- 
p4  uied  by  a  sworn  declaration  attached  to  the  invoice  that  it  is  the 
pi.«duct  of  the  soil  of  the  United  States,  which  contravened  the  treaty. 
A  somewhat  aimilar  requirement  made  between  thre*-  and  four  years  ago 
WIS  after  a  brief  time  withdrawn  or  so  modified  in  practice  as  to  ac- 
cord with  the  treaty.  From  the  test  of  the  order.  No.  97,  of  January  27, 
1128,  which  gave  rl^'e  to  the  most  recent  Cuban  practice,  it  appears  that 
tbe  earlier  requirement  had  never  actually  been  canceled  and  was  merely 
revived  by  the  recent  order  with  added  Injunctions  requiring  its  enforce- 
mpnt 

The  ambasiiador  of  the  United  States  in  Cuba  was  instructed  to  In'ing 
tni  the  atter  tlon  of  the  appropriate  Cuban  authorities  the  fact  that  this 
piactico  was  Inconsistent  with  the  treaty  ;  and  lie  reported  in  a  telegram 
of  March  3  that  new  orders  had  been  issued  canceling  order  No.  97 
nt  .lanuary  28,  1928,  and  also  the  one  of  July  2,  1924.  containing  the 
earlier  similar  re<iuirement.  In  a  later  telegram,  dated  March  6.  3  p.  m., 
tbe  ambassador  reports  that  the  flour  which  had  recently  be<n  detained 
b]  tbe  Cuban  customs  authorities  ItecatiSf  the  importers  declined  to  pay 
the  full  duties  Is  being  admitted  with  the  benefit  of  the  preferential 
n  tea  in  accord  with  the  treaty. 
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We  all  admit  that  this  is  not  the  sort  of  wheat  which  prodncea 
flour  containing  the  high-protein  content  or  the  high  percentage 
of  gluten  which  is  desirable  fi>r  bretid  maliing.  Tlie  couimis- 
shn  said  that  only  the  soft  and  durum  wheats  are  on  an  export 
basis,  which  means  that  the  other  Is  retained  Iti  thi.«  country 
and  because  of  its  superior  bread-baking  quality  is  sold  at  a 
pr  »m!nm  above  the  world  price. 

«r.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDELNT.  Docs  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yi(  Id  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

kir.  WAGNER.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Hr.  DILL.  In  other  words,  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Ctmi- 
m  sslon  shows  that  we  use  all  of  our  own  hard  wheat  and 
thiit  the  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  only  protection  which 
th?  42-cent  tariff  yields  at  all  Is  on  tlje  wheat  of  high-protein 
content? 

Jr.  WAGNER.     Yes. 

Mr.  DILL.  So  that  the  high-grade  wheat  from  Canada  will 
f:o  to  Cub:t,  whether  it  goes  through  this  country  or  dirct  troia 
Caiada? 

llr.  WAGNTilR.    There  is  no  question  about  that. 

Jr.  President,  at  this  point  allow  me  to  correct  a  statement 
un  ntentlvmally  made  by  the  Semitor  from  <Jlclah<uua  [Mr. 
Tbomas]  in  the  course  of  his  rei-apitulation  of  tlie  testimony 
of  >ne  of  the  witnesses.  The  same  <  rror  is  found  in  the  remarks 
of  tlie  Senator  from  Kentucljy  [Mr.  Sackktt].  Roth  Senators 
asserted  Umt  tliere  was  no  Uuth  in  tlie  reports  that  tlie  Cuban 
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people  desired  and  Insisted  upon  flour  milled  from  the  high- 
proiein  hard  wlieat ;  that  all  the  Cuban  people  were  concerned 
with  was  the  price  of  the  flour.  Everyone  reraeml)ers  very 
definitely  that  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  emphasized  the 
fact  that  the  Cuban  i)e«ple  were  interested  only  in  price:  that 
the.v  weuld  buy  the  cheapest  flour,  irrespective  of  its  protein 
content. 

The  facts  contradict  that  statement.  We  now  export  flour 
from  the  southwestern  mills  to  Cuba.  It  is  a  flour  ntade  from 
seniiliard  wheat,  which  is  Inferior  ii'  protein  content  t(»  the 
flour  mille<l  in  bond,  or  the  flour  made  froni  the  premium  wheat 
for  consumption  in  this  country.  That  wheat  exported  from 
the  Southwest  is  sold  in  Cuba  at  a  price  beU»w  that  fetched  by 
the  wht-at  exporte*!  from  Canada.  Who  can  say  with  these 
facts  confronting  him  that  the  Culmn  peojde  are  interested 
merely  in  getting  a  cheap_flour  and  will  buy  the  cheapest  flour 
they  can  obtain,  when  ouiTAmerican  wheat  nrilled  in  the  South- 
west undersells  the  flour  we  are  considering,  which  is  exintrted 
after  lieing  milled  in  bond?  To  my  mind  this  fact  completely 
disp^'^»'s  of  that  mi.'^statenient. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  TlIt^MAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  am  interested  in  knowing  the 
authority  for  the  statetijent  just  made  by  the  Senator  from 
New  York. 

Air.  WAGNER.  The  authority  is  the  miller  himself.  The 
nailers  who  mill  in  l)ond  in  Buffalo  have  mill.s  in  the  Southwest 
as  well,  as  the  Senator  knows.  Their  representative  made  that 
statement  to  n)e  to-day.  It  can-  be  verified,  I  am  told,  by  all 
th«'  rei  (inls.  There  is  no  dispute  that  they  thems.?lves  sell  the 
fl(»ur  wlii'h  they  exjxirt  from  (»kiah<>nia  in  the  Cuban  market 
at  a  lower  price  tlmu  that  of  the  flour  which  is  milled  in  bond. 
If  I  aiir  not  mistaken,  on  yesterda.v  the  Senator  from  I'tah  [Mr. 
SAKKxri  made  that  suggt>stion  to  the  Senator  frrjin  Kentucky 
[Mr.  SACKFtrJ.  and  I  recall  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
admitted  tliat  such  was  the  fact. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Will  the  Senator  yield  to  me  for 
another  (juestlon? 

.The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  lurther? 

Mr    WAGNER.     Yes. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  testimony  before  the  com- 
mitt«H>  did  not  rev«'al  such  a  state  of  facts.  Mr.  Pillsbury,  the 
head  of  one  of  the  largest  milling  coneems  in  the  country,  testi- 
fied before  the  committee  at  length.  The  Pillsbury  interests 
also  have  a  very  large  mill  in  my  State.  It  is  located  at  Enid, 
in  the  wheat-growing  section,  in  the  particular  section  of  the 
country  where  the  farmers  raise  a  very  large  amount  of  this  high- 
quality,  hlgh-protein-content  wheat.  Mr.  I*illsbury  testified  tliat 
they  did  not  ship  any  flour  from  tbat  section  to  Cuba ;  that  such 
shii>ments  were  made  from  Buffalo. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  did  not  refer  to  Mr.  PilLsbury ;  I  was  talk- 
ing alMiut  Mr.  Frank  Henry,  who  is  at  the  head  of  the  Washburn- 
Cr«>sby  Co.,  who  so  stated  to  me  as  late  as  this  mondng.  I.«t 
me  a.sk  the  Senator  this  question :  If  I  suci-eed  in  convincing 
him  that  it  is  a  fact  that  this  type  of  flour  is  sold  in  Cuba 
toHlay  at  a  lower  piice  than  is  the  flour  which  is  milled  in  bond, 
will  the  Senator  vote  against  this  proposed  amendment? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  am  prepared  to  deny  that  the 
mills  in  Oklahoma.  Kansas,  or  Texas,  where  the  farmers  raise 
this  high  quality  wheat,  sell  their  flour  in  Cuba  at  a  less  price 
than  flour  is  sold  from  the  Buffalo  miils,  for  the  very  evident 
reason  that  the  Buffalo  mills  have  this  preferential,  and  have  a 
lower  freight  rate;  and,  because  they  have  a  lower  freight  rate 
from  Buffalo  to  Cuba  and  can  thereby  get  the  benefit,  which 
amounts  to  about  28^  cents  per  barrel,  it  would  be  very  un- 
wise— an<l  those  men  are  not  unwise — and  it  is  from  a  business 
standpoint  for  them  to  undertake  to  exi>ort  flour  from  Enid  or 
fr<.m  Texas  or  from  Kansas  to  Cuba  when  they  would  have  to 
trau.sport  the  flour  from  those  points  to  C^ba.  That  is  a  self- 
evident  proix>sition. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  Senator  is  maldng  a  speech  that  does 
not  contribute  any  persuasive  information.  He  is  making  a 
general  statement.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  this  question. 
Does  the  Senat<»r  say  that  there  is  no  flour  now  imported  into 
Cuba  from  the  Southwest? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  (►klahoma.  We  are  able  to  sell  some  flour; 
that  is  true :  but  each  year  we  sell  less. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  inquiring  whether  or  not  any  flour  is 
now  imiMtrted  into  Cuba  from  the  Southwest. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  We  still  sell  flour  to  Cuba,  but 
we  sell  less  each  year. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Very  well.  Is  that  flour  made  from  the  so- 
called  semihard  wheat?     Does  tbe  Senator  Icpow?     I  shall  ask 


the  Senator  not  to  speculate  as  to  that  but  if  the  Senator 
know.^,  I  .should  like  to  have  him  tell  me. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  can  not  say  Just  exactlv  what 
quality  of  wheat  is  sold  tliere. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Does  the  Senator  know  what  price  the  flour 
which  the  southwestern  mills  send  to  Cuba  brings  in  the  Cuban 
market :  whether  it  is  above  or  belovf  the  price  of  flour  which 
is  sent  there  from  the  bondi-d  mills  in  Buffalo? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  We  proiluce  the  same  quality 
of  Hour  that  is  produced  by  the  mills  in  Buffalo. 

Mr.  W.^GNER.  Does  the  Senator  know  whether  it  brings  a 
higher  or  lower  price? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  We  are  unable  to  si^ll  flour  from 
my  State  in  c-ompetition  with  Buffalo  for  the  reason  that  they 
quote  a  lower  pric>e.  The  lower  price  is  from  25  cents  a  Iwrrel 
to  ."W  cents  a  tiarrel,  and  sometimes  as  mueh  as  75  cents  a 
barrel  lower  than  we  can  produce  the  flour  and  wll  it  in  Culm, 
paying  the  increased  freight  rale. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr   WA4JNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wi.sh  to  ask  whether  it  is  true  that  it  cHJsts 
m(»re  to  ship  flour  fnmi  Oklahoma  through  the  port  of  New 
Orleans  or  the  port  of  Galveston  to  Cuba  than  it  does  to  ship 
it  from  Buffalo  to  Cuba? 

Mr.  THO.MAS  of  Oklahoma.     It  d(»es,  absolutely. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  nearly  twice  as  far  from  Buffalo  to 
Cuba,  indeed,  it  is  more  than  twice  as  far  from  Buffalo  as  it  is 
from  New  Orleans  to  Cuba.  Why  is  the  differenc**  in  the 
freight  rate? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Let  me  say  that  while  the 
di-stance  from  New  Orleans  and  Galveston  to  Cuba  is  al»out  half 
the  distance  from  Buffalo  to  Cuba,  yet  the  freight  rate  is  the 
.same  on  the  water,  and  the  lower  railroad  rate  makes  ihe 
total  freight  rate  less.  The  freight  rate  is  4tl  ••ent>s  fi^im 
Buffalo  to  Cuba,  and  it  is,  I  think,  76  cents  from  Oklahoma 
City  or  Kansas  City  to  Cuba. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  alxmt  to  discuss  that  phase  of  the 
quevtiim.  1  will  reiterate  the  statement  that,  in  spite  of  the 
increa.sed  cost  of  transportation  from  the  Southwest  to  CuImi, 
the  flour  which  is  now  imported  into  Cuba  from  the  mills  of  the 
Southwest  is  sold  in  Cuba  at  a  lower  price  than  is  the  fl«»ur 
shipi>e<i  there  from  tlie  l)onded  mills  in  Buffalo. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  in  reply  to  that 
statement  it  might  be  well  enough  to  have  a  word  of  explana- 
tion as  to  the  different  kinds  of  flour.  There  are  different 
kinds  of  flour  for  different  uses.  For  example,  the  flour  that 
goes  into  spaghetti  and  macaroni  is  made  from  red  durum 
wheat,  while  the  flour  that  Is  made  into  crackers 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  do  not  care  to  yield  for  a  lengthy  statement. 
I  know  about  those  different  types  of  flour.  I  am  asking  tlie 
Senator  whether  the  fl<.ur  which  is  ^ent  to  Cuba  from  the  mills 
of  the  Southwest  sells  for  a  lower  price  than  does  the  fltnir 
which  is  sent  to  Cuba  from  the  Buffalo  mills,  the  flour  which 
is  milleii  from  Canadian  wheat?  Will  the  Senator  answer  tliat 
question  V 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  am  prepared  to  state,  Mr. 
President,  that  the  Buffalo  mills  are  able  to  and  do  sell  flour 
in  Cuba  at  a  less  price  than  can  the  mills  of  the  southwestern 
part  of  the  c<»untry  possibly  sell  the  same  grade  of  fl<mr  lor  the 
same  purposes.  There  are  cheaper  grades  of  flour,  such  as 
glutinotis  flour,  the  soft-wheat  flour,  wiiich  is  made  into  erackera 
and  certain  kinds  of  bread.  Tbe  high-grade  quality  wheAt  of 
high  protein  content  Ls  made  into  different  commodities,  and,  of 
course,  the  various  classes  of  flour  bring  various  prices  in  the 
Cuban  market. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  T^e  question  is  not  exactly  answered,  but  I 
am  satisfied  with  the  rejrfy.  The  Senator  now  <le<'lare8  that 
flour  milled  from  wlieat  in  the  southwestern  mills  can  not 
successfully  compete  with  the  floor  made  frcmi  wheat  imported 
from  Canada  and  milled  in  IxMid,  provided  wheat  of  the  same 
quality  is  emidoyed.  Lknv  tbe  Senator  concede  that  to  Ite  a 
fact? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  concede  mj  statement,  Mr. 
President  that  in  the  Southwest  we  are  unable  to  comitete 
because  of  the  lower  freight  rate,  the  differential  which  they 
have  over  our  miils  in  my  section- 
Mr.  WAGNER.  That  statement  covers  the  high-(|uality 
wheat.  Am  I  right  about  that?  The  mills  in  the  Senator's 
section  do  send  flour  to  Cuba? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.     We  do. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Which  is  of  a  different  grade,  is  It  not? 
What  I  have  in  mind  is  the  flour  which  is  used  for  biscidtM  and 
that  type  of  product  which  do  not  require  the  use  of  hard  wheat 
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THOMAS  t€  OL'lahoMi     W«  d<»  •(«  tkMt  cte«  ct  flour  In 

Wa^XKR     And  TiiMi  ci*sf  ct  Iktor  w%9  formrcij  used  to 

Tn«  iliA^  of  i^tahATOA.     It  Is  s€ih  usfd  tcr  muikxng  bread. 
VaT-VKR      It  wvtoe  i*K*C}nns. 
TH.iMaS  oJ  t^l«b«»*.     \os.  istT 

W\t;VER     Flnor  iiut<io  fnari  that  type  of  wbeat  Is  wold 
tmMV  jvin-  U.  CvtVi  th^n  is^  xhc  <k>ur  which  we  an?  dis- 
whicL  orUrtnmttr^  tc  :h<>  RniTAK^  mill*?     Is  it  not  a  tact 
thai  li  fc.  w>M  a:  a  »<^wfr  prK^r' 

Mr  TFIi  iM  AS  /*f  <  »kb4h.wai  Tbt^  rtnly  cNYapedtkw  we  hare  In 
tb^a:  .-Smw-  of  flrmr  i-vvnos  from  rhe  laiUs  in  aiy  section  which 
m«ap(«tr  «'ith  qk     TKr  mai|v>(;tiitt  its  that  cia«s  of  floor  does 

Mr  1*  At.VER  T\re  Somt!.»r  a.w^  tM«!0(>^.  tluHisii,  th,nt  that 
tyr*  «rf  fkmtt  is  ff»i:  »t  &  1<»»-«T  jatcf  in  Ouha  than  is  the  fltmr 
«bb:  trma  Bi.r-,;. 

Hr  TH«  iMa>  of  (>k  eh'^na  Mr  rnisklnit,  tbe  Ruffalo  mills 
d<>  not  mH]  thai  ria«»  ti(  tkmr  in  Ouha. 

Mr    WA'.VER      1   «  ii   iulnin  Th«L 

Mr  THOMAS  <rf  t»klab  -lua.  It  i<  the  (temliar  type  of  flour 
tutta  l]\  ihr  Huffftio  nil  is  mirh  which  wc  can  not  compete. 

Mr  WAGVOL  I  am  willitu;  to  admit  that  ]r«>a  can  not 
romppie  wi-.U  the  trpe  of  fl»'nr  whk'h  i<  shipped  fr»«n  BuflfHlo. 
bn:  I  axil  ..-kiixr  »heth«r  ihe  fltur  which  is  uow  t«ent  from 
tlif  »t<>uihwf^t*m  mills  to  Ct^w  i>^  uo(  ei>kl  at  a  lower  price  than 
if  Utie  KnCai'*  lk<ar? 

Mr  THOMAS  <if  Oklahoma.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anthority 
f«>r  •«ch  a  «tat««D**nt. 

Mr.  WAGNER     The  Senatt-r  Is  Dot  willing  to  concede  that? 

Mr.  TH<tMAS  of  Oklahoma      No. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr  iTrsident.  I  have  ju.st  obtained  the  fig- 
•re?  trtm  <ioe  of  the  nilller*  in  the  business.  He  says  that 
"d»(-^.^>(i«-pr' 4ein  srmthwotem  «heet  «ells  for  from  40  to  O.) 
<v«ts  ir*-  io  the  C'vtkii;.  market  than  d<«es  the  hifrh-protein 
Canadian  wheat.  That  aii*wers  the  statement  made  by  the 
ftetiator  yesterday  that  the  c"uhan  is  not  interested  in  the 
^fnality  t4  the  floar:  that  bt*  i>  (M».«^nied  only  with  the  price  of 
the  floor:  that  he  will  take  that  flour  whirti  he  c«n  ss^t  at  the 
Hieapfst  price.  That  is  refute«i  by  the  facts.  The  southwestern 
fl'-nr  madf  from  s<-mihard  wheat  is  st>ld  in  i'^ba  at  a  lower 
pr^v  tljin  the  CinaOian  wheat,  and  I  think  that  completely 
d;.|».^^  of  the  argumntit. 

Mr  I^nddrnt,  we  are  ttW  that  if  this  prlrfleKe  or  right — 
I  rvcard  i:  a«  a  ricbt  under  the  law — isi  withheld  from  the 
millers  in  bttod.  the  --TWthwestem  milfs  will  be  able  success- 
fully to  eoopete  with  them,  b^ranse  they  will  have  the  advan-. 
tape  of  the  35  cvnts  per  liarrel  preference  in  the  Cuban  market. 

l>et  Dj^  rwite  the  flgiires,  and  in  ^'Ivin;,'  the  tigures  I  call  the 
witness  <]uafed  by  the  Seiiatt>r  fr»>ni  Oklahoma.  That  witne^, 
upon  whom  tl»e  Senator  from  (>i:lahoaia  relie<l,  atlmitted,  in  the 
first  place,  that  there  was  a  difference  in  the  transportation 
rate  between  Canada  and  Cuba  and  between  Oklahoma  or 
Kansas  or  any  of  the  southwestern  sections  where  mills  are 
established  and  Cuba  of  28'^  c»'nts  per  barrel.  To  begin  with, 
the  Canadian  miller  will  have  the  advantage  over  the  south 
wesicm  miller  of  'JS^ft  cents  p«'r  barrel.  In  addition  to  that  it 
was  c«>nce«le<l  >*e8terday  that  under  normal  conditions  the  high- 
protein  wheat,  which  ig  the  wheat  used  by  tlie  millers  in  bond, 
making  the  character  of  flour  required  by  the  Cuban  trade, 
normally  brings  a  premium  in  the  .\merlcan  market  which 
a%-erHges  9  cents  per  bushel  above  the  world  price. 

Nine  cents  a  bushel  may  b«»  converted  into  40  cents  per  bar- 
rel. The  Canadian  has  an  advantage  of  28%  cents  per  barrel 
In  tran8pi>rtation.  an  advantage  of  40  cents  per  barrel  by  rea- 
son of  the  increased  domestic  price  of  the  raw  material,  and  an 
a<lvantage  of  15  cents  per  barrel  in  the  cost  of  production  or 
milling. 

The  sum  is  83%  cents,  which  measures  the  extent  of  the 
advantage  of  the  Canadian  mllNn*  over  his  .\merlcan  competitor 
under  the  reciprocity  treaty.  Reduce  that  by  36  cents  and  the 
American  miller  of  donietitlc  wheat  for  export  trade  is  still 
sulTeriug  a  handicap  of  48U  cents  per  barrel. 

Mr.  I*re8ident,  ail  the  general  statements  which  were  de- 
elalm(>d  yestenlay,  statements  unsnppt)rted  by  any  facts,  can 
not  eontradict  the  cold  figures  I  have  presented  to  you. 

Mr.  P'lLAZIER.     Mr.  I*resldent,  wtU  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDKNTT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Tork 
yl<4d  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  WAGNT-IR.     Yes. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  put  in  the  Rkxxd  part  of  a  letter  from  a 
mill  at  New  UUn.  Minn.  They  have  a  capacity  of  5,000  barrels 
per  day.  They  stated  that  their  trade  with  Cuba  had  been  cut 
down  50  p»-  caot  or  a  llttia  better,  and  that  thc^  manofactiaxa  1 
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the  same  grade  of  flour  that  the  Buffalo  mills  manufacture, 
made  of  hatd  spring  wheat,  probably  mixed  with  seme  winteT 
wheat ;  but  the  fact  that  they  have  retained  practically  50  {ter 
cent  of  their  trade  with  Cuba,  and  have  It  to-day,  proves  that 
American  wheat  of  the  proper  quality  will  be  satisfactory  to  the 
C^aban  trade;  and  if  this  provision  is  put  through  they  think 
that  without  any  doubt  they  can  get  back  the  rest  uf  their 
t^iban  trade- 
Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  trying  to  avoid  Indulg- 
ing in  spei'ulations  or  prophecies  as  to  what  might  happen.  I 
should  Tery  much  prefer  to  stand  by  the  facts  as  tliey  exist. 
Tlie  figures  which  I  quoted  a  moment  ago  are  the  figures  pre- 
s««nted  not  by  any  witness  that  I  have  called  but  by  a  witness 
calUxl  by  the  proponents  of  the  amendment — Mr.  Hogueland. 
He  Rh«iwed  this  disparity  In  transportation  rates  before  the 
o»mmittee.  I  am  trying  to  convince  you  by  facts,  aud  not  by 
gi'ueralilies,  that  the  American  miller  can  not  overcome  that 
difference  in  trausp»»rtation ;  that  is,  the  difference  of  28% 
cents.  The  premium  paid  on  hard  spring  wheat  averages  9 
cents  per  bu.shol.  and  it  ha.s  been  as  high  as  20  cents  per  bu.<«hel 
alKtve  the  world  market ;  but  even  the  average  figure — namely, 
9 — rcpre^'Uts  W  cents  per  barrel.  Then  you  Lave  the  difference 
in  cost  of  production  between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
which  is  conceded  to  be  15  cents  per  barrel.  Now,  If  by  figures 
and  not  by  gi'neralizations  you  can  show  how  the  American 
miller  can  comptne  with  the  Canadian  in  the  Cuban  market, 
then  I  shall  be  persuaded  that  I  am  mistaken ;  but  you  will 
have  to  accomplish  my  conversion  by  figures  and  not  by  general 
a.«ertions. 

Mr.  FItAZIER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDE.vr.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Yes. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  The  figures  I  was  quoting  were  from  a 
miller  who  had  had  the  actual  experience,  f'urthermore,  a  few 
minutes  ago,  when  the  Senator  from  New  York  started  to  speak, 
he  referred  to  the  testimony  of  tlie  witness  he  has  just  quoted, 
Mr.  Hogueland,  as  being  si)eculative  and  un.sound,  and  not  to 
be  relied  upon ;  and  now  he  is  accepting  iiis  statement  at  100 
per  cent  of  its  face  value. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  .so  far  as  the  as.sertion  of  any  facts  Js 
tx)ncerne<l.  I  said  that  his  hope  for  the  future  was  not  ba.sed 
upon  fact,  out  upon  a  fantastic  dream.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
L*an  distinsruish  between  facts  and  mere  expressions  of  un- 
founded opinions. 

I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  lawyers  in  the  Sen- 
ate to  another  question,  and  that  is  the  question  whether  this 
proposal  is  constitutional. 

The  amendment  read.'i: 

No  flour,  manufartun^  In  a  bond«l  manufacturing  warehouse  from 
wheat  imported  after  9v  daj»  after  the  date  of  the  cnactiii»'nt  of  thia 
act,  shall  l<e  withdrawn  from  such  warehouse  for  exportation  without 
t>ayment  of  a  duty  on  such  lir.port»'d  wheat  equal  to  any  reduction  In 
Juty  which  by  treaty  will  apply  in  reapect  of  such  flour  In  the  country 
to  which  It  is  be  exported. 

By  this  provision  you  are  requiring  the  American  manufac- 
turer to  pay  duty  which,  in  this  partictilar  ca.«e,  would  amount 
to  3.')  cents  per  barrel  on  the  export  of  an  American  pn)duct 
L'nder  the  United  States  Constitution,  the  levy  of  an  export  duty 
s  prohibited.  That  is  exactly  what  this  amendment  attempts 
;o  do.  The  bondeil  flonr  under  cou-sideration  Is  certainly  an 
\merican  product.  It  has  bet-n  so  construed  under  the  treaty 
)etween  the  United  States  and  Cuba.  The  tax  levied  by  this 
jrovlslon  is  by  its  terms  made  payable  upon  the  occasion  of 
lie  export  cf  this  jM-oduct  to  a  foreign  country  and  is  made  pjiy- 
ible  becau^  it  is  exjiorted.  This  propt)sed  duty,  then^fore,  fits 
jxactly  into  every  reasonable  definition  of  an  export  duty  which 
lie  CxHistitution  interdicts.  I  appeal  to  the  lawyers  of  this 
K)dy.  whatever  their  preferences  or  prejudices  may  be,  to  con- 
lider  seriously  that  legal  question. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  I'resident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
deld  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  WAGNER.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Of  course  if  this  were  an  export 

ax  it  would   be  unconstitutional;   but  that   is  a  very  6eri<ius 

luestion.     The   situation    must    be   considered    by    the    Senator 

rom  New  York. 

This    wheat    comes    into   the    T'nited    States,    and    under    the 

i  [eneral  provisions  of  the  Uiw  would  be  subject  to  a  duty.     It 

fc,  however,  under  another  provision  of  the  law  not  subject  to 

k  duty,  pr.wided  it  g«jes  into  the  export  trade.     We  merely  limit 

that  exci-pfion.  that  concvssion,  by  this  provision. 

I   Mr.   WAGNER.     Tl»e   Senattnr   has   not   disposed   of  the   fact 

1  bat  th«  moment  the  product  ia  exported  from  this  country  it  is 
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the  export  of  an  American  product,  jtftt  as  much  the  export 
of  an  American  product  as  anything  manufactured  without  the 
benefit  of  the  bonding  provision. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  would  not  think  the 
statute  would  be  unconstitutional  If  it  were  provided,  for  in- 
stance, that  all  wheat  Imported  Into  the  country  should  pay  a 
duty  of  42  cents  a  bushel,  but  If  exported  again  It  should  pay 
only  one-half  of  that,  or  21  cents. 

Mr.  WAG  NEB.  Then  it  would  not  be  an  American  product. 
It  would  never  lose  Its  foreign  identity  under  those  circum- 
stances. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  Is  a  matter  of  no  concern  what 
kind  of  a  prodtict  it  Is.  The  Constitution  forbids  an  export 
tax,  whatever  the  origin  of  the  commodity  is.  No  matter  where 
it  comes  from,  it  can  not  be  exported  from  a  port  of  the  United 
States  under  an  export  tax;  so  the  origin  is  a  matter  of  no 
coiise<inence.  But  let  us  assume  that  we  provide  that  wheat 
imported  into  this  country  shall  pay  a  duty  of  42  cents,  but  if 
It  is  exported,  the  same  as  all  other  commodities,  It  shall  not 
pay  any  tax  at  all  except  1  per  cent 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Of  course,  the  Senator  Is  assuming  a  state 
of  facts,  which  is  always  ingenious  on  the  part  of  distinguished 
counsel,  which  has  no  analogy  to  the  situation  here.  In  consid- 
ering a  matter  of  this  kind,  if  we  are  to  take  an  analogy  we 
must  take  an  exact  one. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Is  not  this  simply  a  withdrawal 
of  a  poilion  of  the  concession? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  did  not  hear  the  Senator — a  withdrawal 
of  what? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Is  not  this  provision  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  a  withdrawal  of  a  p<irtion  of  the  concession  given 
to  those  who  import  wheat  with  a  purpose  subsequently  to 
export  it? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    No. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  law  as 
It  stands  the  privilege  is  burd«ied  with  a  duty  of  1  per  cent. 
That  is  the  present  law.  They  do  not  have  to  pay  the  duty 
up  to  tlie  amount  of  99  per  cent  of  what  it  otherwise  would  be. 
Now  we  increase  that  by  the  amount  of  30  per  cent. 

Mr,  WAGNER.  That  answer  might  convince  the  S«iatoT 
from  Montana.  It  does  not  convince  me.  The  question  Is  not 
very  intricate.  Every  product  manufactured  In  the  United 
Stites  that  goes  into  Cuba  enjoys  this  particular  jn-eference 
ui'der  a  treaty — every  product.  By  this  provision  we  are  set- 
ting aside  one  American  product,  and  we  say,  "  Before  you 
can  export  this  product,  before  It  leaves  the  United  States  to 
be  exported  to  another  country,  we  shall  treat  your  product 
differently  from  every  other  commodity  produced  in  the  United 
States.  We  shall  exact  from  you  35  cents  per  barrel  if  this 
product  leaves  the  United  States."  You  can  use  all  the  legalism 
you  like,  you  can  make  all  the  far-fetched  analogies  you  desire, 
but  you  can  not  depart  from  that  simple  proposition. 

Mr.  PINE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  I'INE.  If  that  American  product  is  sold  in  the  United 
Statei!,  does  not  the  miller  have  to  pay  the  tariff  on  the  wheat? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Yes;  but  that  does  not  destroy  its  rtiaracter 
as  an  American  product.  Under  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  Cuba,  may  I  say  to  the  Senator,  we  recognijse  this 
flour  as  an  American  product,  the  product  of  American  in- 
dustry. The  Senator  will  not  deny  that.  It  is  becauwi  of  that 
that  we  get  this  preference  when  it  reaches  C^ba.  i'he  only 
reason  why  wheat  secures  this  preference  in  Cuba  is  because 
it  is  an  American  product  If  it  were  a  foreign  product  it 
would  not  be  entitled  to  this  treaty  preference;  so  that  argue 
as  you  will,  you  ctin  not  destroy  the  character  of  this  article 
as  an  American  product. 

I  desire  to  suggest  one  other  thotight.  Senators  hare  been 
arguing  about  this  question  as  if  It  were  limited  to  Cuba. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr,  President  will  the  Senator 
permit  a  further  question? 

The  ^^CE  PRESIDENT.  Docs  the  Senator  from  New  York 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Has  the  Senator  figured  out  Just 
how  much  this  so-called  duty  would  be  on  a  bushel  of  wheat? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  On  a  barrel  of  flour  it  is  35  cents.  The 
Senator  is  a  better  mathematician  than  I  am,  and  he  can  figure 
out  how  much  that  Is  on  a  busheL 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  would  be  about  7  or  8  cents 
a  bushel. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    About  8  cents  a  busheL 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Let  ns  suppoae.  then,  that  instead 
of  putting  it  in  the  form  it  Is  in  here  we  should  any  that  on 
all  of  that  flour  so  exported  the  Importer  shall  pay  a  duty  of 
7  cents  per  bushel.  l*ere  certainly  could  not  be  any  objection 
to  that 

Mr.  WAGNER  The  difficulty  is,  Mr.  President,  that  that  la 
not  the  fact. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     No. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  shall  not  follow  the  Senator  into  an  arena 
of  speculation. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    We  are  not  speculating  at  all. 

Mr.  WAGNTIR  Yes ;  yon  are  presenting  an  entirely  different 
case. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  We  are  simply  changing  the  lan- 
guage. 

Mr.  WAGNER  No;  you  change  the  identity  of  the  article. 
In  one  case  it  is  an  article  imported  into  our  country.  In  the 
other  case  it  is  a  product  exported. 

We  have  been  discussing  this  question  as  if  it  were  limlte<l  to 
the  Cuban  trade.  As  a  matter  of  fact — and  I  am  not  as  sure 
of  my  ground  In  this  particular,  but  I  think  so  distinguished 
an  authority  on  IntM^utional  law  as  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  BoBAH]  will  ccMTect  me  if  I  am  mistaken  about  it  when 
I  say  that  under  the  most-favored-nation  treaties  we  are  en> 
titled  to  every  preference  any  other  nation  is  accorded.  As 
this  provision  reads,  every  other  article  manufactured  in  bond 
shipped  into  countries  with  which  we  have  those  treaties  will 
get  that  particular  preference  except  flour.  This  provision  is 
tLherefore  very  much  more  extoiaive ;  it  is  not  quite  so  narrow 
as  we  have  been  indicating;  it  is  not  limited  to  the  Cuban 
trade.  Our  trade  in  flour  milled  In  bond  amotmts  to  over 
4,000,000  barrels  per  year.  What  about  that?  Is  our  entire 
foreign  trade  to  be  destroyed? 

Right  here  let  me  answer  the  suggestion  made  both  by  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas]  in  his  speech  yesterday, 
and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackett].  They  said, 
"  Why  should  these  particular  mills  get  this  special  privilege 
from  the  American  Government  and  thus  perhaps  take  a  market 
away  from  the  American  grower  of  wheat?  " 

What  special  privilege?  Now,  every  manufacturer  in  tlie 
United  States  has  the  same  privilege  of  importing  raw  material, 
manufacturing  it  under  bond,  and  exporting  It  to  the  foreign 
market 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  way  we  have  been  building  up  a 
good  deal  of  our  foreign  trade,  encouraged  particularly  during 
the  last  eight  years  by  the  i^eseut  President  of  the  United 
States.  His  efforts  have  been  toward  our  building  up  a  world 
market  We  have  been  successful  In  that  and  have  built  up  a 
tremendous  trade.  Now  with  one  stroke  we  are  to  destroy  our 
for^gn  market  f<»'  flour  under  a  mistaken  notion  that  we  will 
benefit  our  domestic  growers  of  wheat  when,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  if  we  analyze  the  cold  facts  and  g«*t  away  from  prejudice 
and  sentiment  we  see  that  we  can  not  possibly  secure  this 
market  under  any  circumstances  except  by  milling  Canailian 
wheat  in  bond. 

It  gives  me  pleasure  to  Inform  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Cappex]  that  the  Canadian  press  is  picturing  him  as  the  Santa 
Glaus  of  the  Canadian  millers.  They  confidently  predict  that  if 
this  milling  in  t>ond  is  done  away  in  this  cr>uutry,  Canada  will 
secure  the  market  built  up  by  Americans  because  of  the  dis- 
parity in  the  price  of  wheat  and  In  the  cost  of  the  production. 

The  millers  of  Canada  have  for  some  years  been  advo4*fltlng 
an  eijKMt  duty  upon  wheat  which  Is  shipped  to  the  United  States 
to  be  milled  in  bond.  In  other  words,  they  picked  out  this  ooe 
character  of  wheat  which  is  exported  from  Canada,  namely, 
that  which  is  to  be  milled  in  bond  in  the  United  States,  and  they 
said,  "  Give  us  an  export  duty  on  that."  They  appealed  to  the 
Parliament  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  "Give  us  a  dutv  on 
that,  so  as  to  stop  milling  in  bond  in  the  United  States,  and  we 
millers  in  Canada  will  take  away  from  the  American  miller  the 
market  not  only  of  Cuba,  but  ai  the  other  countries  of  the 
world." 

The  Canadian  millers  are  hoping  and  praying  that  this 
amendment  becomes  law.  Figures  were  given  in  yesterday's 
debate  to  show  that  as  mining  In  bond  increased  in  Buffalo,  so 
did  the  western  business  decrease,  together  with  the  Canadian 
business.  We  did  succeed  In  getting  the  Canadian  business 
away  because  of  the  advaiitages  we  have  through  our  reci- 
procity treaty  with  Cuba.  They  were  shipping  over  200000 
barrels  per  year,  and  we  have  reduced  that  down  to  17.000 
barrels.  American  manufacturers  have  capttired  this  particular 
market,  and  now  you  want  to  take  It  away  from  them,  with  no 
hope  of  benefit  to  any  other  manufacturer  or  fanner.  You  arm 
proposing  to  destroy  an  industry  that  has  been  built  up  under 
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the  amnrance  and  secarlty  of  oor  law.  We  have  by  a  law 
whWh  has  beeu  up«»n  the  statute  books  for  years  said  to  these 
manufacturers.  "  Vou  build  your  mills,  yoo  import  your  wheat, 
under  the  protection  of  our  law,  and  you  may  export  that  wheat 
as  Hn  American  pro<lnct."  You  have  said  that  to  them,  and  they 
have  invt^ted  milUoa<)  of  dollars  upon  that  assurance  under 
our  law .  Now  you  are  about  to  cut  this  industry  down  without 
purpose  and  without  reason. 

Mr    FRAZIER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAONER.  Just  permit  me  to  ttnish  this  thought.  I 
was  taught  long  ago,  in  my  young  days,  even  in  the  college  days, 
that  if  you  can  not  i)eat  your  opponent  in  debate  by  argument, 
abii!(e  him. 

What  has  happened  here?  Of  course,  the  logic  in  this  situa- 
tion Is  against  the  prf>ponents  of  thLs  Hriifndment.  At  the  last 
minute,  in  order  to  prejudice  the  individual  who  is  still  uncer- 
tain as  to  how  he  shall  ca.«»t  his  vote,  the  miUers  of  this  country, 
theHe  mefi  who  have  built  up  a  tremendous  bu.sines.s,  men  of 
prominence  in  their  community,  men  of  character  and  reimta- 
Uon,  are  abused.  We  are  told  that  they  are  frauds,  that  they 
•re  cheating  the  Government ;  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  are 
not  using  this  Canadian  wheat  at  all,  that  they  are  using  a 
very  chear*  product  in  this  c-ountry.  and  on  the  preten.*  that  it 
tea  higli-grade  wheat  they  are  defrauding  the  Government  by 
shlpplnjr  it  out  as  exjiort.  It  Is  said  they  are  frauds,  cheats  I 
was*  surprised  that  the  asuertion  was  made,  because  there  has 
not  been  presented  one  bit  of  evidence  to  support  any  such 
outrageous  charge. 

A«  a  matter  of  fact,  what  does  happen?  These  millers  are 
suiM-rvlsed— and  they,  by  the  way.  must  pay  the  Government  the 
cost  of  the  supervision— by  officials  of  the  Treasury  Department 
As  wheat  Is  pat  into  a  mlU.  that  mill  l.s  net  aside  a.s  a  unit 
grinding  wheat  for  export.  That  is  a  detlnlte  unit.  During  that 
perifHi  of  time  no  other  flour  can  »>e  ground  in  that  mill  It  U 
»'t  aside  as  a  seimrate  unit  and  watched  24  hours  a  day  by 
Government  officials  fnnn  the  time  the  wheat  arrives  until  It 

•^  **""  '    *""'  '"•■  ^^^  ^x\H>n  market. 

That  iM  th#  RttuatlcNi;  but  of  amr-'A'  the  wlio(«  assertion  Is 

Mi.»iif ,  It  Is  Dot  a  queHtloo  of  mmimilm  at  all.    But  It  Is  thr»»wn 
fhHr  ^tlS       *^  "**"  **"'  ^"*«^l»>«  M  t<»  Ixm  tb«y  shall  cast 

Th.«r  ari.  i1fl».^u  ntmy  Xinfr    Th»^  nrv  rmp,n.t^H  l"  .Mir  mm 
hum   up  thM«  tn^MtiloiM  ImMium  Intormu  thmugtumf  flia 

At  (IMM.  nmi,  f.»f  tiM  flrvt  ilrMn,  la  hnrlMl  th»  charKi*  of  dafrVud- 
lillK.rt  i^;'"**"""^*  '"""«»»  »»»"«♦  »»  »^  «  -hr»^of  JriS  to 

Mr  WaJH^  fy'ieir*'*"'  ''*"  "^  "^'''^  ^'*"^' 
Mr.  rKAZIER  An  I  nnderstaud  It.  thera  is  no  time  limit  •« 
to  when  ,hU  wheat  that  Is  shl,>ped  lu-hall  b?  mSl^^^^X  tfe 
bond  or  umler  the  drawback.  Under  the  drawback  provlslrJ. 
the  tiilllerH  can  bold  the  wheat  for  year,  before  ItbrmmZilSi 
the  drawback  daUned.  It  would  b^  prrttVSIrd  ti  wa  ch  tS^ 
a"irr!.Hl"o;  y^eli™""'  '"*'  '"  *'"  "^anrpulafions  of  "jke  idU  l^e'r 
Mr  WAGNER.  I  suppose  the  Senator  pn>ceed8  on  the  theorr 
Th1\"'V'  ^""i^*  opportunity  to  act  dishXuy  he  wm  JJ 
dL«»hon4>8t.  I  regard  a  man  as  hoi^t  unless  some  Dn^ff  T,  L^ 
rented  that  he  Is  not     That  Is  the  Anglo-sTxon  ^L^'jS^S^ 

gtiilty  of  some  misconduct.  There  has  not  been  the  slfght^t 
evidence  presented  here  of  any  dLvhonesty  on  the  part  of  thS^ 
buslne^  men  of  our  country,  except  the  insinuatio?  toS  th^ 
are  opportunities  for  dishonesty.  I  am  sorry  that  such  an  arli 
ment  was  pre.sented  on  ..o  Important  an  ecSnomIc  nu«tlSn  S 
a  question  of  Government  policy.  'juesuon  ana 

Anoiher  a»wrtion  was  made' yesterday  to  the  effect  that  the 
busint^  of  the  Soathwe:*t  ha.s  decreased  very  muJh^  dfe  k-S^ 

:rhr:i'JL'mZr"*'"^  ^'^  ^^'"^^  •-  ^^  bu^messTs: 

If  the  Senator  wUl  examine  the  record.wand  I  am  sure  the 
Department  of  (»mmerce  has  them-he  will  discovw-  th?t  ?hw^ 
were  mil!.,  situated  In  MinncipoUs  whose  product  W^JicluSS 
K  "**'K*;r/\'"f'*^  »-.uthem  busln««  b^use  thej  ^i^n^ 
through  M.bile.  These  have  been  transferrcti  from  mLSJK 
to  Buffalo.  They  are  now  shipping  through  Buffalo^STa^ 
counts  fur  a  very  large  amount  of  the  loss  of  trade  of  the  South- 

I  h.>pe  sincerely  that  the  amendment  wiU  not  be  agreed  to. 
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Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President  the  existing  tariff  on  wheat 
oight  to  apply  to  Canadian  wheat  as  unqualLflt'illy  an  to  wheat 
flora  the  rest  of  the  world.  Certainly  it  will  not  be  claimed  that 
d  SBpite  this  tariff  wheat  should  be  admitted  in  any  amount  free 
o '  duty  into  the  United  States  under  conditions  which  cause  It 
U>  compete  with  domestic  wheat  swell  our  already  nnwioldy 
surplus,  and  share  in  the  benefit  of  preferential  commercial 
tieatj'  with  Cuba  intended  to  apply  only  to  that  country  and  the 
United  States.  And  yet  such  is  the  effect  of  the  privilege  now 
a  corded  a  few  American  millers,  a  privilege  which  the  majority 
0    the  Senate  Finance  Committee  would  peri)etuate. 

By  virtue  of  this  privUege  certain  millers  at  Buffalo  are 
a  loweil  to  Import  wheat  from  Canada  without  payment  of  duty, 
m  ake  it  hito  flour  for  sale  in  Cuba,  und»T  the  terms  of  a  treaty 
b<  tween  the  United  States  and  Cuba  giving  Anjerican  prwlucts 
lower  tariff  rates  than  those  imposed  on  products  from  t)ther 
landR,  It  is  a  virtual  annulment  of  the  tariff  on  wheat,  In  so 
for  as  Canada  Is  concerned,  to  the  extent  of  whatever  protec- 
tion such  tariff  may  confer,  in  the  interest  of  a  small  group  of 
A  uerican  niiders. 

The  iwesent  commercial  treaty  between  the  United  Suites  and 
Ci  iba  admits  the  products  of  each  country  into  the  other  under 
a  ariff  rate  ,30  iwr  cent  lower  than  the  regular  .scl^ules  of  each 
against  other  nations.  No  one  will  contend  tli«  this  treaty 
coitemplated  the  extension  of  it**  benefits  to  Canada,  or  any 
ot  ler  nation  outside  the  two  signatory  countries. 
I'nder  the  privilege  heretofor*'  described,  however,  Canadian 
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cat  comes  into  Buffalo  free  of  tariff  and  after  amversion  into 
flniir  at  that  place  i.s  .sold  in  Cuba  as  an  American  product  under 
thj  reduced  tariff  rate  accorded  by  treaty  to  American  pro<lucta 
al(  ne. 

I'he  farmers  of  the  United  States  and  its  other  producers 

in  fact,  all  our  pe«)i>le— pay  for  ihb<  tariff  privilege  allowed  us 
by  Cuba  when,  under  this  treaty,  they  iwmlt  Cuban  sugar  and 
otier  Cuban  articles  to  enjoy  a  similar  concession  In  our  mar- 
keiM  In  competition  with  our  own  pnHlucts.  Why  should  Ca- 
na  llan  wheat  become  the  benefldary  of  privileges  imhl  for  In 
pait  hy  American  wh«f»t  growers  and  be  grnuted  the  added 
prtrlhiie  (tf  exemptloti  from  our  tariff  laws?  Why  fihoulil 
C«  Indian  wheat,  by  virtue  at  them>  privIleg.-N.  bo  perinltf<«<l  to 
coniN.ie  with  Americfiii  gr.m..rs.  difiplacing  vaxt  'iuantltli'M  of 
AiriiTlcfliij  whimt  which  were  formerly  mtU\  \u  (!ubMfi  fnarkHsV 

Jlr  KrMijk  K,  n«.nry,  (ipp<*itrific  b««for«.  thi-  Mim./iIc  Kliiaitcit 
immAiU'P  f'T  ittw  yt  th«  lluffnio  inlt)**,  tc-llf).nl  iluil  It  w»»iild 
^m  »h..  Muffalo  »,|  1  W)  *w.f«  to  It  uwrt,  int  Unvral  to  m^Hun, 
Ihi*  h*i  (y(a«  iff  j  (tlli'd  M(at(.«  .prlng  wlu'iil  and  ionvurf  U  Into 
norr,  imnnumi  In  ttfriiM  of  prou^l/i,  lh«h  wiHild  In*  tlu«  itnia*  if 

4  n  "1"!."'*^  cuutluiia  to  u««  nNiiadtnn  whwwt  undt^r  th» 
pri'  lli»g<»  ut  tnw  miry,  and  ihat  iIm  added  ctmt  to  iiu-  goulh- 
WW  tvni  uiilN  owutHj  by  tha  Buffalo  inillliig  Inti^reatM  would  bo 
•l.-iil  ptT  barrel. 

r '  the  American  farmer  muKt  produce  wheat  under  the  higher 
levil  of  cotitw  of  the  present  tariff  syst^'m.  he  hImhjM  nr.t  be 
exp/ml  to  the  competition  of  cheaper  Canadian  wheat  both 
her<  and  In  Cuba  through  renilsalon  of  duties  for  tlie  l»enefit  of 
certiln  IntereMts.  At  least  no  American  law  should  bo  tolerated 
whl  "h  aids  In  subjecting  him  to  such  an  outrage. 

It  has  been  said  In  this  debate  that  the  difference  in  price 
wou  d  not  be  so  great  at  a  Kansas  mill  as  at  Buffalo  However 
that  may  be,  the  advantage  of  the  Kansas  mill  would  be  off.^et 
by  t  tie  greater  freight  rate  from  Kansas  to  Cuba  The  nomial 
freli  ht  rate  from  Buffalo  to  Cuba  is  46  cents  per  100  pounds 
or  9  >  cents  per  barrel,  the  rate  from  Kansas  CItv  being  60  cents 
for  100  pounds,  or  $1.18  per  barrel.  The  Buffalo  millers  bv 
reasMi  of  the  special  privUege  which  the  majority  of  the  .S<i«to 
Fini  nee  Committee  wishes  to  preserve,  have  not  only  an  original 
pric'  advantage  in  raw  material  of  probably  25  cents  to  35  cent*, 
a  birrel  as  compared  with  Kansas  City  but  a  freieht-rate 
advi  ntage  of  28  cents  a  barrel  from  Buffalo  to  Cuba 

foi^^^SSnfriL*''^ "  "^"^  *^'  '"^^''  •''  **  ^pp'^  ^"'^"y  t«  «" 

If  we  are  to  have  a  preferenUal  commercial  treaty  with  Cuba 
let  I  ot  its  benefits  be  extendixi  to  our  con.peUtore. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Mr.  President.  I  was  inclined  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  debate  to  vote  for  the  provision  as  proJxsed  by  the 
Finr  nee  Committee  I  have  received  telegrams  from^llers  in 
my  ?tate  urging  their  views  upon  me  But  after  hp^intfi! 
debate  I  do  not  see  how  I  can.Tthoutdofng  an  inju^S  to  It 
fare  ers  of  America.  supp.>rt  the  committee  provision 

>\  &  have  a  treaty  with  Cuba  which  eives  .i«:    .  \n  r^^  ^  * 
proti^tion  on  pro^iucts  -shipped  by  the  UnTe.1  St'atl  I^rT^ 

S?,n:.t  fTn^'J^/  ^  PeVSntUuctfon  on  her  ma  n  s'ia^e 
shipped  to  the  United  States,  which  is  sugar.  Thi^  reSor^n^tv 
treaiy  was  ratified  after  a  tremendous  flelit  «nri  TS  ^k  * 
obta  ned  the  American  market  for  he^  sVilar  S«  a?  5^"^ 
peope  thought  they  had  ^ur^  t^^  cZn  Ja^LtlT'Z 


pro<lucts  of  America.  It  wa.s  a  mutual  treaty  which  I  thought 
was  advantageous,  and  I  did  what  I  could  to  have  the  treaty 
ratifii'<l.  Now,  by  a  process  of  milling  the  rights  of  the  treaty, 
which  we  believed  were  to  be  confined  to  American  products  and 
American  producers,  have  been  transferred  to  sudi  an  extent  to 
the  millers  of  Canada  that  the  Canadians  who  rai.«?e  wheat  get 
the  same  benefits  under  it  that  the  American  producer  of  wheat 
gets.  In  other  words,  a  treaty  made  and  concessions  given 
to  Cul)e  for  the  benefit  of  the  American  farmer  and  the  Americsin 
people  have  l)eeu  transferred  by  a  process  of  law  Into  a  condi- 
tion where  the  main  beneficiaries,  &o  far  as  wheat  is  concerned, 
are  tlie  prodmvrs  of  wheat  in  Canada.  If  Canada  wants  to  have 
an  advantage  over  the  American  farmer  in  the  Cuban  market, 
let  her  make  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  Cuba  and  thus  get  the 
same  right  for  the  Canadians,  but  let  us  not  permit  by  law 
tho«e  rights  which  were  conferred  upon  the  American  i>r<»ducers 
of  wheat  to  t>e  transferred  to  the  Canadian  producers  of  wheat. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  good  faith  to  that  treaty  and  In  good 
faith  to  Cuba  and  in  good  faith  to  the  American  producers  of 
wheat  we  should  have  a  law  that  will  make  effective  this  right 
which  was  given  to  the  American  producer  of  wheat  It  seems 
to  me  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  amendment  would  change 
that  situati(||^  Since  I  have  heard  the  detMites  I  have  changed 
my  mind  anV  I  now  believe  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Kan.sns  [Mr.  Gappeb]  slumld  l)e  adopted.  It  is 
the  only  way  we  can  secure  the  Cuban  market  for  the  producers 
of  American  wheat. 

I  see  no  reason  why  a  reciprocity  treaty  confined  to  mutual 
benefits  for  Cuba  and  the  United  State*  should  by  this  process 
of  law  be  extended  to  the  Canadian  producers  of  wheat.  That 
Is  the  only  Issue  before  us.  It  Is  dear  and  plain.  If  we  vote 
against  the  Capi»er  amendment  we  simply  vote  that  the  rights 
given  to  the  American  prtKlucer  under  the  Cuban  treaty  shall 
be  extended  to  the  Canadian  producers  of  wheat  I  do  not 
think  that  la  right.  We  should  not  surrender  to  Cuba  the 
American  market  for  migar.  and  drive  our  fanuen  who  might 
grow  sugar  Into  the  raiding  of  wheat,  and  then  tuni  around 
and  by  a  law  enacteil  by  tlie  Congrtfts  doMtroy  their  market  for 
wheat  In  Cuba. 

I  shall  vote  ugntniit  my  chnnge  In  thi>  law  In  conniiHlon  with 
(  ntwin  NUgnr,  1  think  thnt  the  Inw  Hhoiild  Im>  ctmtlntied  am  It  In 
and  ibiit  iltM  AtiK'rlcan  farmer  should  hnve  ttiii  tMtiefll  of  ti*« 
CitNiii  iiinrkct  for  hiM  wheat 

Mr,  WAI^Hll  of  MitMMtcliUM«(lM,  Mr,  VtiitUUmi,  I  think  I 
<iMild  agree  with  i«v«'rylhlng  Ut*«  M<^Mlor  from  Virginia  (Mr, 
MwAMNoN  I  ItoN  Mitid  If  Ut»  could  glv*  i(ofn#  d(«ftnUa  UMMiiranct*  that 
tUf  AiuttrliHU  fanner  ami  not  Uw  Cnnadlnri  u\UU>m  would 
iMf  ihu  iM'iiiliclary  of  tba  removal  of  the  provUb^j  of  law  pi*r- 
mlttliig  milling  In  b^md  of  Ibnir  Mold  hf  American  nilllerH  In  Cuba, 

Am  a  nicmt>er  of  the  Kiuancu  Ojmmltloe  I  undertook  an 
Impartial  Mtudy  of  thU  inusHiion.  My  prejudi<-eM  were  In  favor 
of  the  American  farmer.  I  do  not  aMWTt  that  I  am  entirely 
free— I  think  one  can  not  be  entirely  free  fnan  local  InflueuceK 
in  discussing  tariff  questbma — but  as  far  as  poasiblc  I  tried  to 
Tt'Oiove  from  the  conHideratlou  of  the  questbm  the  fact  that  I 
repri-tteut  in  part  a  State  which  ia  In  closer  proximity  to 
Buffalo  Uian  the  wheat -producing  parts  of  the  country, 

Mr.  Presidrat  at  the  present  time,  under  the  existing  law, 
Canadian  millers  making  flour  from  Canadian  wheat,  American 
millers  making  Hour  from  Ai.>ericun  hard  spring  wheat.  Ameri- 
can millers  making  flt)ur  from  American  hard  winter  and  soft 
winter  wheats,  and  American  millers  making  flour  from  Cana- 
dian wheat  without  paying  an  Import  duty  because  it  Is  exported 
as  flour — aU  have  open  to  them  the  Cuban  market  on  an  equal 
basis  with  the  exception  that  the  Canadian  millers  pay  the  full 
Cuban  duty  of  $1.30  per  hundred  kilos — 220  pounds — while  the 
American  millers  pay  a  full  preferential  Cuban  duty  of  91  cents 
per  hundred  kilos.  The  difference  amounts  to  35  cents  per 
barrel  of  196  pounds. 

I  suppose  we  all  will  agree  that  the  highest  consideration 
ought  to  be  given  to  the  American  miller  making  his  flour  from 
all-American  wheat  We  ought  to  do  everything  possible  to 
give  him  first  consideration- 
Mr.  President.  I  submit  three  questions  and,  after  analyzing 
the  evidence  presented  to  the  I^ance  Committee,  I  hope  to 
present  the  conclusions  that  seem  inescapable.  The  first  ques- 
tion I  present  is  this: 

What  are  the  obstacles  which  prev«it  the  Cuban  market 
from  being  available  for  tlie  very  desirable  purpose  of  giving 
preference  to  the  American  millers  who  use  entirely  American 
wheat? 

The  first  and  chief  obetacle  is  the  existing  provision  of 
law  which  permits  American  millers  to  make  flour  from 
Canadian  wheat  without  paying  any  import  duty  and  which 
permits  such  flour  to  enter  the  ports  of  Cuba  as  American  floor 


on  a  competitive  basis  with  American  flour  made  of  all-American 
wheat  Itemovhig  this  barrier,  the  American  nilUen«,  prnxlucinc 
flour  from  all- American  wheat  would  have  the  advantage,  In 
competing  with  the  Canadian  miliar,  of  a  tariff  dlffer«>ntlal  In 
their  behalf  of  35  cents  a  barrel.  But  the  Buffalo  millers  suy 
the  Cul»an  flour  niarket  will  not  buy  souOiwestern  flour. 

I  assume  all  wlU  agree  that  If  we  are  unable  to  get  tlie  Cuban 
market  for  the  American  wheat  millers,  the  next  desirable  step 
to  take,  rather  than  have  the  Cuban  flour  business  go  to  Can- 
ada, would  be  to  maintain  the  present  law  and  peniiit  the 
milling  of  Canadijui  wheat  by  American  capital  which  employs 
Ameri<"an  workmen  at  American  wages  and  buys  a  suitable 
quantity  of  American  supplies,  bags,  machlner>-,  and  other 
equipment  necessary  In  manufacturing  flotir. 

The  question,  therefore,  resolv«'s  itself,  it  seems  to  me,  to  this: 
Is  the  claim  substantiated  that  is  made  by  the  American  millers 
of  Canadian  wheat  at  Buffalo — namely,  tliat  the  Cuban  tlour 
market  demands  Canadian  wheat  in  at  least  a  substantial  per- 
centage In  their  flour? 

Here  a  distinction  should  be  made  between  flour  for  bread 
making  and  flour  for  pastry.  The  southwestern  American  null- 
ers,  who  mill  flour  from  all-American  wheat  I  understand,  abso- 
lutely control  the  pastry  flour  market  of  Cuba.  Tlierefore  the 
question  rvsolves  Itself  down  to  the  degree  that  the  Cuban  tnide 
insists  upon  flour  from  Canadian  wheat  for  bread-making.  This 
involves  a  study  of  many  technical  details  dealing  with  consum- 
er's preference,  grades,  qualities,  and  cost  of  pro<luctlon 

In  my  ot>inion,  the  evidence  Is  conclusive  uiion  the  following 
points : 

First  That  the  bread  maker  of  Cuba  can  produce  more 
loaves  of  bi^ead  from  one  barrel  of  flour  made  from  Canmllan  or 
domestic  hard  spring  wheat  than  he  can  from  a  barrel  of  fl..ur 
made  fn»m  the  »f»uth western  domestic  hard  winter  wheat. 
Indeed,  It  Is  claimed  that  even  In  New  York  City  bakers  i-an 
produce  moi^  loevea  of  bread  from  a  barrel  of  hnnl  spring 
wheat  flour  ma<le  in  Minneapolis  fnnn  our  (lomoMtlc  hard  spring 
wh»'Bt— which  Is  hb-nilcnl  with  the  Catindinn  than  they  can 
from  the  hard  winter  wheat  of  Kansas  Cliy  or  the  Moulhwi'st. 
Kvwi  the  New  York  bnkern  t>ay  n  higher  ftrlce,  ainounllittf 
to  trotn  tV)  centM  |o  no  (Htttt*  per  hiirrel.  for  Mlniicaitolln  ni'ur. 
The  argitrnciii  that  tbiN  dlffi^rence  Im  due  to  trnd4>  nnnw'S  In  not 
of  MUtncbiit  wHgbi  to  ittfM'i  thf  f«H  Ihnf  by  paying  n  biglwr 
urii'f  iiwy  cnn  pitnUnv  twtrt'  bmvc*  of  brimd  from  a  givitti  barrttl, 
11m'  Hdef  point  with  th««  IwikcrM,  of  nmrm*,  In  how  many  mora 
loNvoN  of  tm>nt\  can  (hi«y  gel  tinm  a  glvitti  «tuni  of  iiiotii«y  iMve»l«'d 
in  Hour,  The  «ddltb>niil  ninnU«r  of  \\unun)  \nnvfn  of  breiid  I  but 
ran  IxN  offtaln<«d  froiri  u  b«rri»|  of  tlotir  of  hard  Mprlng  wheat 
com|wn«d  with  tha  number  from  hard  winter  wheat  Im  tMilmnti'd 
at  10  or  more, 

PUw'oijd.  The  Cul»au  demanda  flour  from  hard  Mpring  wbfiit 
from  Canada  rather  than  frmn  the  hard  winter  wheat  Thli 
aswriloD  comes  not  from  any  interest  eNpeclally  Interest i>il  In 
this  subject,  but  is  from  a  nT>>rt  made  bj-  a  United  States 
trade  commissioner  of  the  Deimrtment  of  Commerce  in  11)24,  as 
fbllows : 

Mr.  Boto  (precl<l«>nt  of  the  Habnna  Amoclatlon  of  Bakers)  •■>■  that 
tbe  Cubaa  baluTs  ruquire  m  flour  wbicb  will  yield  tlie  OMzlmaiu  volum* 
amount  in  loavea  of  bread  produced.  In  tbls  reapect  be  aajra  that 
Cauadian  flour  ia  far  superior  to  the  common  Oklahoma,  KasKaa.,  etc., 
flourii,  bat  on  a  par  wltb  the  Minneapolis  flours.  Therefore,  the  trnkera 
use  the  hard  Canadiuu  or  Minnesota  flour*  mixed  with  tbe  softer  floun 
from  Kansas,  OklaLoioa.  etc. 

In  this  connection  the  State  Department  on  March  7,  1928, 
gave  out  a  statement  entitled  **  Memorandum  Regarding  the 
Treatment  Accorded  by  Cuban  Authorities  to  Flour  Manufac- 
tured in  the  United  States  from  Wheat  Grown  In  Canada,"  in 
which  they  stated: 

The  inference  would  appear  to  be  warranted  [they  having  quoted 
previously  a  Department  of  Commerce  statistieal  table  sbowini;  tbe 
amount  of  flour  shipped  to  Cuba  by  tte  mills  of  this  country  ncur  the 
Canadian  border  between  1922  and  1927]  that  had  tbe  recent  Cuban 
requirement  (tiiat  flour  should  not  enjoy  the  preferential  rates  unlexs 
made  from  tbe  products  of  tbe  soU  as  well  as  of  the  industry  of  tb« 
Dnited  States)  been  permlaafble  under  the  treaty  and  therefore  mMln- 
talnod  direct  sbipnx'nts  from  Canada  to  Cnba  would  probably  have 
tended  to  Increase  more  than  shipments  from  the  central  and  soutli- 
westem  portions  of  the  Dnited  States. 

ThirtL  Climatic  conditions  seem  to  favor  hard  spring  wheat 
yielding  a  high-proteln-content  flour.  I  appreciate  that  there 
may  be  a  difference  of  opinion  about  this,  although  tbe  weight  of 
the  evidence  seems  to  substantiate  this  conclusion. 

Fourth.  Transportaticm  costs  appear  to  be  in  favor  of  tbe  Buf- 
falo mills  or  Canadian  mills  as  against  the  southwestern  mills. 
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The  rate  on  flmir  from  Bnffalo  to  Habana.  Cuba,  is  46  cents  per 

huixlrtnl  |M>unds,  ur  90  cent*  a  barrel,  while  the  normal  rate 

-frt>ni  Kaiii«aii  City  to  Uabana  la  OOV^  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  or 

|1.18'/i  per  barrel.     This  la  a  difference  of  28^8  cents  per  barrel. 

Fifth.  In  the  matter  of  prloN.  it  Is  fair  to  say  that  the  evl- 
denr.>  tends  to  show  that  the  Huffalo  millers  .slightly  undersell 
the  s<>»ithwe»«fem  fluar. 

Mr.  SW ANSON.  Mr.  President,  uiujr  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
quest  ion? 

TIu.  I'UKHIDINO  OFFirEU  (Mr.  Cuvf  In  the  chair).  !>««« 
the  .H4'nMtor  from  Masmichuaetts  yield  tu  the  ikiiator  frt»ui 
VirKliiia? 

Mr.  WAI.MII  of  ^laiwachasettN.     I  do. 

Mr.  HWA.NMON.  Am  I  uiidtfTMtHnd.  thfre  U  a  prefer»ntiul  of 
ST)  ifiits  oil  a  barrel  of  tttNir. 

Mr.  WALHfl  of  MamMchuMHts.     Yea,  sir, 

Mr.  MWANMO.%.  A^hl  Wi  c«'niH  Uf  tiw  dlfferinttal  In  ttia  way 
of  frelaht  rateN  rr<mi  Kiiffahi  iumI  wtist  would  tiu*  anwrtint  tH*? 

Mr  WAI/MII  of  M»sMa«'huM'tiM.  TIm*  iniiiM|M*natioti  rati*  from 
kMii»M«  City  to  ilahuna  la  $\.\Hi^  ittt  tmrrH,  whll«  the  tram*- 
imrtulUm  from  llufTaio  to  Habana,  CutMi,  Im  \M)  nmu  a  barrel. 

Mr  HWA.N'MO.V,  Add  the  'M  cents  iiroferential  Ut  that  and  It 
wouhl  amount  to  fl.lfT*,  wliU'h  would  iclve  tb«'  Kiinsas  (!ity  mllla 
alsmt  7  <^MitM  a  barrifl  advantage  if  the  utlvuiiLaita  which  the 
huffnUt  luilltt  now  pfwwi'aa  were  tak«*n  away. 

Mr.  WALMII  uf  MaiuiacbusHtii.  That  may  h«  true,  I  am 
concediuif  that  tlie  southweMtern  millers  are  at  a  disadvantaSA 
DOW  by  r<*aMon  of  the  fad  timt  the  Huffalo  ndlls  undersell  them. 

Mr.  SW.WSON.  What  I  mean  Is  this:  If  the  Senator's  Hk- 
ures  are  ecirnvt.  It  coata  90  cents  to  land  a  barrel  of  flour  made 
of  Canatllan  wht>ut  in  Habana  from  Buffalo,  and  it  costs  $1.18 
to  lami  It  in  Habana  fnmi  Kansfut  (Mty.  1  refer,  of  course,  to 
flour  made  of  hard  wheat.  If  the  Buffalo  mills  were  deprived 
of  th»  3.'»  cents  a  barrel  under  the  Cuban  reciprocity  treaty,  and 
that  35  ci  nta  were  added  to  tlie  90  cents,  it  would  make  the  coat 
11.1:5. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maaaachusetts.  I  do  not  dispute  the  Senator's 
figures. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  In  that  situation  It  would  practically  give 
the  Kansas  flour,  made  of  American  wheats  a  7  cents  advantafce 
over  the  Buffalo  flour  made  of  Canadian  wheat:  would  it  not? 

Mr.  W.VLSH  of  .Massachusetts,     I  do  not  dispute  the  Sena 
tor.  but  I  think  this  issue  Is  not  a  matter  of  prices  alone.     I 
think  it  is  also  a  matter  ot  quality,  of  consumer's  preference,  of 
ciiniate.  and  «>f  trade  reputation.     These  are  factors  that  we  can 
not  eliniiriare  from  the  discussion  of  this  question. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  As  I  understoo*!,  about  15JO,000,000  bush^ 
of  hard  wheat  are  raised  in  America,  which  is  just  as  good  for 
milking  bread  as  Canadian  wheat 

ilr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  If  that  is  established  for  the 
southwestern  whoAt  that  ends  the  whole  discus.sion. 

Mr.  SWANSON.     I  understand  that  is  concedeii. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  If  we  come  to  the  conclusion 
from  reading  the  evidence  that  wheat  raised  In  the  .southwestern 
part  of  this  country  is  as  suitable  for  bread  making  as  is 
Canadian  wheat,  if  we  ctane  to  the  conclusion  that  there  can  be 
made  as  many  loaves  of  bread  from  it  as  from  the  Buffalo 
flour  and  that  it  can  be  sold  as  cheaply,  if  iK>t  more  cheaply, 
than  the  Canadian  wheat,  then  there  Is  nothing  else  to  do  but 
to  vote  as  the  Senator  from  Virginia  is  going  to  vote.  I  was 
reviewing  the  evldont-e,  which  apems  to  come  In  some  instances 
from  impartial  5«ourcea,  which  letl  me  to  believe  that  there  was 
in  Cuba  su<^  a  state  of  mind,  such  a  preference  for  Canadian 
whfat.  and  such  a  settled  conviction  that  the  Canadian  wheat 
prtHluced  better  flour  that  if  we  repealed  this  provision  of  the 
present  hiw  and  this  preference  to  Buffalo  millers,  it  would 
result  in  the  milling  bnalneas  going  to  Canada  and  not  to  the 
Southwest.  If  it  can  be  proved  to  me,  if  any  Senator  can 
give  nie  any  a.««sumnoe  that  the  Cuban  business  will  not  go  to 
Canada.  I  will  stop  right  now  and  vote  for  the  amendment. 
What  I  am  fearful  of  is  that  this  branch  of  the  milling  busl- 
ne»*  will  so  across  the  border  to  Canada  and  we  will  lose  it  as  a 
part  of  the  American  milling:  indu.stry. 

If  anybody  can  give  me  any  substantial  tt^timony  to  indicate 
that  tlie  Cuban  market  will  inure  to  the  benefit  of  the  farmers 
and  millers  of  America,  I  will  supiK>rt  the  proposal  which  has 
be«ii  made.  That  is  my  first  rtioice.  but  when  I  am  confronted 
with  the  prospect  of  losing  an  established  manufacturing  In- 
dustry and  the  chance  of  It  going  from  America  to  Canada,  I 
am  cimipelied  to  cast  my  vote  to  retain  the  t>asine8s  within  mir 
lK»nlers. 

Mr.  SWANSON.    I  understood  from  the  discussion  to  which 
I  have  listened  that  there  are  raised  In  the  Dakotas  and  the 
Northwest  and  the  Sonthwest  about  200.000.000  bushels  of  hard 
wheat  that  la  of  the  same  character  as  the  Canadian  wheat  and  I 
just  as  good  for  making  bread.  ' 
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WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
wheat  is  of  the  same  character  as  the  Canadian  and 
good  for  making  bread. 

SWANSON.     As   I   understand,   under   the   amendment 

could  go  from  Kan.««as  and  the  adjacent  region  with  an 

e<iual  to  pos.sibly  5  or  6  cents  a  barrel  over  the  flour 

goes  from  Buffalo.     If  the  Kansas  wlieat  costs  a  little 

why  would  not   that   bring  about  a   pra<:tical   equality? 

ntended  to  give  American  wheat  tlie  opi>ortunlty  of  having 

Ivantage  of  the  Cuban  market. 

WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     This  whole  question  is  one 

nclusions   which   each    indlvblual    Semilor    readies   after 

the  teMtim«Miy.     One  St'iiator  can  read  the  teslimony 

I  each  the  conclusiim  tliat  the  Senator  from  Virginia  has 

1  can  examine  It  and  reach  the  <'onclusloiis   I   bav<» 

I  wish  to  rept^at  ttiiit  I  aiiproncheil  tlilM  MibJ«'<'t  with 

udlce  In  favor  of  the  Americun  wheat  producer,     I  am 

i^nil  in  his  favor  now;  Injt  If  I  can  itt-t  nmnratuv  that  this 

will  not  Isf  tnuiNferred  from  Huffalo  to  Canada,  I  will 

to  wl|iH  out  the  prcM'iit  law  and  give  tiie  Ain<«rlcan  wheat 

cers  the  Itetietlt,    SuinHly  la  able  to  give  that  amuramtf, 

It  heat  (ally  a  gueaa, 

MMtMKT.     5Ir,  l»rei«bU>nt |r 

rbKSIDING  OKFICKK.     Ihnm  the  SeimtoT  from  Masiai' 
ts  yield  to  the  H<niafor  from  I'tah? 
WALSH  of  Maaaachusetts.     I  yield. 
SMiHiT.    The   Senator   has  expressed   my   opinion  ex- 
in  ttie  statomeut  he  has  just  made,  but  the  fact  is  we  do 
bro4lu<'e  suthcieiit  hard  wtieat  in  the  United  States  to  take 
of  this  business. 

FINK.     Mr.  Fn*sldent 

SMOOT.    Just  a  moment, 

WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  Presldetit,  let  us  not  get 

i  discu.«ision  here.     I  do  not  think  we  accomplish  anything 

controversy  by  questions  at  this  late  hour  in  the  (lebate. 

SMiXyr.     The  only  question  In  my  mind  Is  this :  In  view 

fact  that  we  have  not  in  the  United   States  sufficient 

of  the  requi-site  quality  to  carry  on  this  iiusiness.  if  we 

>k  now  to  close  up  the  bonded  warehouses,  the  result 

be  that  the  business  would  be  driven  to  Canada,  iMH-iiuse 

1  orelgn  consumer  is  not  going  to  change  his  demand  for  a 

ular  kind  of  flour  because  of   the   fact   that  such   flour 

produced  in  tlie  Unitetl  States. 

WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  agree  with  the  Senator, 
am  going  to  discuss  that  question  directly. 

PINE.     Mr.  President 

PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
i^tts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 

WALSH  of  Massachu.'^etts.  I  yield  to  the  Senator,  but  I 
he  will  be  brief,  because  I  really  think  that  in  a  controversy 
arp  as  this  If  opinions  are  formeti  by  infereiice  rather  than 
the  teMtimony  we  do  not  get  very  far.     However,  I  am  glad 

to  the  Senator. 

PINE.     Mr.  President,  If  there  is  not  a  sufficient  quantity 

protein  wheat  priniuced  in  the  United  States,  then  why  is 

it  sold  for  96  cents  a  bushel  in  Oklahoma  this  year — in 

of  this  year — and.  as  1  understood  the  Senator  from  Mon- 

to  say  yesterday,  is  selling  for  $1.04  a  bushel  in  Montana 


yield 


hi  rh 
thit 
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WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.     I  presiune  the  question  Is  ad- 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah,  who  commented  upon  that 
of  the  question. 

PINEL     Is  there  anybody  who  can  an.swer  it?     We  have 
ofrenir'^fluction  of  that  kind  of  wheat  In  this  country,  and 
is  the  reason  why  It  Is  selling  for  so  low  a  price. 

S.ViOOT.     Mr.  President 

PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 

yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
WALSH  of  Masf^achu-^Jctts.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
as  he  opened  up  that  line  of  the  discu-sslou. 
SMOOT.     Mr.  President  the  only  answer  that   I  think 
given  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  Is  that  la.<!t  year 
was  a  carry-over  of  hard  wheat  because  of  the  fact  that 
held  for  a  higher  price  at  the  time,  and  then  Importations 
al^ut  nineteen  or  twenty  million  bushels  came  from  Carada 
he  iKmded  warehouses, 
tliink  the  Senator  from  Montana  yesterday  called  attention 
copditions  that  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  forcing  the  price 
wheat  down.    There  is  no  storage  capacity  for  it.     It  ia 
to  the  elevators  and  refused,  so  the  Senator  from  JIou- 
himself  said. 

PINE.     As  I  understood,  there  was  a  carry-over  of  that 
wheat. 
WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Is  not  the  situation  to-day 
unu.sual? 
SMOOT.     It  IB. 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  It  not  the  usual  situation 
that  American  hard  wheat  produced  along  the  Canadian  border 
is  sold  at  a  premium? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  But  at  the  present  Ume  there 
npi)ears  to  be  an  unusual  situation  in  that  the  price  of  the 
hard  wlieat  iu  the  Southwest  is,  as  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
has  state<i,  below  the  price  of  hard  whi-ut  along  the  Canadian 

border.  ^^        *  ^  * 

Now  let  me  resume.  The  flrst  question  I  have  attempted  to 
put  and  answer  is  this— I  rei)eat  it— What  are  the  obstacles  that 
prevent  the  Cuban  market  from  being  available  for  the  very 
desirable  pun>«»«  of  giving  preference  to  Ajnerlcau  mlUem  who 
use  entirely  American  wlieat? 

Mr,  President,  the  next  question  to  conuldor,  It  »cem»  to  mc.  la 
tl>l»:  Can  southwestern  mlllerii  hold  ttie  Cuban  market  against 
CiiDadlan  millers  If  the  ixmdlng  protlsloos  of  the  present  law 
are  r«is'u led? 
The  evldetwe  on  this  phase  of  the  qwnflon  tnUln  to  prove: 
Flrxt.  That  Canadian  flour  can  l>e  prtnUHtHl  in  ("nnadlan  mills 
cheaiwr  than  flour  fnmi  Anieri^-un  wheat  «in  hn  priKluccd  in 
American  mills.  Tlie  Tariff  C<»mmis»^«in  rei»<>rt  to  the  President 
In  V.t2i  shows  that  the  Canadian  millers  have  an  advantage  of 
15  cents  iier  barrel  in  milling  alone. 

Second,  na-  Canadian  millers  usually  pay  no  premium  for 
protein  ctjntent,  because  their  wheat  is  de<'ldedly  on  an  inter- 
national basis,  while  the  American  miller*  must  pay,  under  nor- 
mal conditions,  a  premium  for  their  high-grade  wheat,  and  it 
has  been  testified  that  this  will  run  as  high  in  Minneai^Ua  as 
80  cents  to  |1  fier  barrel  in  the  content  of  protein  in  a  barrel  of 
flour.    This  is  due  to  the  scarcity  of  such  American  wheat 

Third,  Transportation  costs  would  be  in  favor  of  the  Canadian 
millers,  for  they  would  have  sulwtantlally  the  same  rates  as  the 
Buffalo  millers  have— the  Canadian  millers  could  operate  across 
the  Niagara  River  at  Port  CVilburn.  If  the  Canadian  niiUers 
exported,  as  they  probably  would,  through  the  St.  Lawrence 
Blver  and  entirely  by  au  all-water  route,  the  transportatlcm  rate 
would  be  much  more  favorable  to  Canada.  It  is  to  be  noted  In 
this  connection  that  the  Buffalo  millers  do  not  use  the  all-water 
nmte  but  ship  through  New  York. 

Fourth.  The  above  advantages  to  the  Canadian  millers  would 
offset  the  extra  tariff  duty  which  they  would  have  to  pay  in  Cuba 
as  against  the  southwestern  millers  and  would  permit  them  to 
sell  their  flour  cheaiier  than  the  southwestern  flour.  Indeed, 
Canadian  mills  had  a  considerable  portion  of  the  flour  market 
of  Cuba  in  1923  and  1924,  which  they  lost  to  whom?  To  the 
southwestern  millers?  No;  to  the  Buffalo  millers,  who,  again, 
following  the  war,  began  to  take  advantage  of  the  bonding  pro- 
visions of  Uie  law,  for  at  that  time  the  bonding  provisions  had 
not  been  taken  advantage  of  to  the  extent  that  they  are  now. 

So  much  for  the  advantages  favoring  the  Canadian  millers. 
Now  I  come  to  the  last  question. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  interrupt  the  Senator  for  a 
question  ? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

North  Dakota. 

Mr.  NYE.  Can  the  Senator  tell  us  the  causes  for  the  lower 
cost  of  milling  alone  in  Canada? 

Mr.  W.\LSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  only  know  the  statement 
of  the  Tariff  Commbsslon — 15  cents. 

Mr.  N^E.  The  Senator  Is  not  prepared  to  say  just  what  has 
contributed  to  that  lower  cost? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  quote  from  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission's  report.  I  do  not  know  the  details  that  led  the 
Tariff  Commission  to  make  that  statement  In  Its  report. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  was  wondering  if  the  availability  of  very  cheap 
power  ^or  manufacturing  purposes  might  be  a  large  contributor 

to  that.  ^     „ 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  can  not  answer  the  Sena- 
tor. I  am  quoting  from  the  report  on  flour  made  to  the  President 
by  the  Tariff  Commission  in   1924,  in  which  tliey  make  that 

statement, 

Mr.  President,  my  last  question  is  this :  What  will  happen  if 
the  southwestern  millers  lose  the  Cul)an  market  to  the  Canadian 
millers  in  the  event  of  the  wiping  out  of  the  American  bonded 
millers  of  Buffalo?    That  is  a  possibility,  everybody  agrees. 

First.  One-sixth  of  the  mllllng-ln-bond  business  of  Buffalo 
would  be  wiped  out,  and  a  like  percentage  of  employees  would 
be  dropped.  You  may  say  that  Is  trivial,  of  no  consequence. 
Perhaps  that  is  so;  but,  anyway,  it  is  part  of  an  American 
Industry. 

Second.  The  rail  and  ocean  freight  business  would  be  lost  to 
the  American  railroads  and  shipping  intert'sts. 

Third.  A  reduction  In  the  consumption  by  these  mills  of  mate- 
rials which  they  use  In  connection  with  the  milling  of  this  flour, 


such  as  barrels,  machinery,  equipment,  md  »o  forth,  whaten^r 
raltie  that  may  represent. 

Fourth.  The  removal  {torn  the  Atlantic  seaboard  of  a  near  by 
American  source  of  min  feeds  neede<l  by  the  dairy  farmers 
along  the  Atlantic  seaboard.  The  small  p<mltry  and  dairy 
farmers  in  this  region  hare  no  market  for  the  by-pro<luctfl  of 
wheat  In  the  East  except  Canada  and  Buffalo. 

The  feeds,  consisting  of  bran,  middlings,  and  sliorts,  that  are 
produced  in  Cana<la  are  only  slightly  In  excess  of  Cnimdlan 
needs.  That  slight  excess  comes  hito  the  northern  Atlantic  j«ra- 
board  under  a  duty  of  7V4  por  cent  ad  valorem.  The  U^\*  from 
Buffalo  mills  largely  supply  the  New  England  market,  and.  of 
course,  pay  the  duty,  as  these  by  prtnlucts  arc  from  the  Cana- 
dian wheat.  Even  the  Buffalo  mills  do  not  i»ro<lun>  enough  of 
these  by-prodm-ts  for  the  Atlantic  srab'wrd. 

Thoae  two  sources  of  mill  fwda,  Buffalo  and  Canada,  hnve 
cTcat(Hl  a  cmnp<'tlflon  which  han  N-tni  helpful  fn  kceiiltig  down 
the  prhe  to  the  dairy  fanniTs  along  the  Allanllc  iienlM»ard. 
tUtumitui  thla  large  volum*-  of  flour  uiIIImI  In  Buffalo  under  iIm* 
bonding  jn-ovUlonii  of  the  law  would  wit  the  Atlantic  jwalHw.rd 
dairy  and  poultry  farmer*  in  th«  irnp  of  tlw  Canadian  inllla. 
The  only  extra  tunmt'mt  feeds.  In  addition  to  wlmt  I*  prtKluced 
at  Buffalo  from  the  flour  milling  that  bt  not  the  by  p'"*! net  of 
ItJi  ex|>orted  flour,  would  be  Mlnnfa|>oIi»  and  Kansas  City.  The 
freight  rates  on  such  bulky  material*  as  bran,  shorts,  and  mid- 
dlings are  prohibitive  and  amount,  at  tlmea.  to  fiO  p<*r  cent  more 
than  the  value  of  the  fee«l  per  ti»n  laid  down  at  Mlnneapcjlis. 
Here  Is  a  real  farmer's  problem — freight  ratea — and  It  is  also 
the  food  consumer's  pr<»l)lem.  Think  of  the  freight  rates  from 
Minneapolis  to  the  dairy  farmers  of  the  East  b<*lng  50  per  c«'nt 
of  the  value  of  these  mill  feeds  at  the  shipping  point !  What 
do  you  suppose  the  freight  rates  are  from  Minneapolis  to  Bos- 
ton? Tea  dollars  per  ton  on  these  mill  feeds,  while  from 
Bnffalo  the  rate  Is  |5  per  ton. 

Mr.  President,  the  conclusions  I  have  reached  on  this  questi<m 
lead  me  to  vote  to  maintain  the  jiresent  provision  of  the  law 
which  was  omitted  from  the  House  bill,  and  which  It  Is  profKised 
to  restore  In  the  pending  Senate  amendment, 

I  ask  to  have  printed  at  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks  (me  of 
many  letters  wlilch  I  have  received— from  the  J.  Cushlng  Co., 
of  FItchburg,  Mass. — on  the  question  of  dairy  and  poultry  feeds 
with  relation  to  this  question. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  referred  to  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  tlie  Kexord,  as  ft^ows : 

PiTCHBORO,  Mass.,  September  It,  rta. 

The  Hon.  David  I.  Walsh. 

United  8tatet  Senate,  WoMfitnoton,  D.  C. 
D«AK  SasAToa  Walsh  :  We  wired  you  tlirt  morning  nxiiMSting  yoa,  if 
eonslBtent  with  your  views,  to  rapport  the  8eu»te  l-lnance  Commute* 
on  sections  311  and  313  In  the  pending  tariff  bill.  Our  reason  for  ask- 
ing your  support  is  from  the  fact  that  as  we  understand  the  al>ove  s^-c- 
tlons  refer  to  milling  Iwndcd  wheat  while  In  transit.  We  are  Interested 
only  in  the  increased  output  of  wheat  feeds  resulting  from  this  milling, 
particularly  at  Bu(r«Uo.  as  tliis  point  supplies  quite  largely  the  wheat 
feeds  which  are  osed  throughout  New  IDngland  in  the  production  of  dairy 
and  poultry  products,  and  any  decrease  in  tonnage  from  ffiest-  mills, 
which  naturaUy  supply  New  England,  would  wltliout  doubt  result  in 
lilgher  prices  to  the  producers  for  their  auppliea  of  these  particular 
commodities,  which  in  turn  would  bt  passed  on  to  consumers. 
Yours  very  truly, 

J.  COBBrMO  Co. 


Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  on  yesterday  I  said  a  few 
words  on  this  subject.  I  did  not  intend  to  trespass  further  on 
the  Indulgence  of  the  Senate ;  but  this  debate  has  progressed  to 
such  length  on  what  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  simple  general 
proposlUon  tliat  I  desire  to  make  a  few  remarks  In  reply  to 
some  of  the  arguments  that  have  been  advanced  by  Senators 
opposing  the  House  provision. 

Mr.  I»resident,  the  Issue  Is  a  very  simple  one.  On  one  side  of 
It  are  flve  Buffalo  millers.  On  the  otiier  side  of  it  are  several 
hundred  thousand  American  wheat  farmers.  That  is  all  there 
is  to  it  When  you  strip  it  of  all  of  these  constitutional  argu- 
ments and  interminable  statistics  and  flgures,  the  issue  here  Is 
simply  whetlier  you  want  to  use  the  instrumentality  of  the  law 
to  protect  several  hundred  thousand  wheat  fanners,  or  whetlier 
you  want  to  give  flve  Buffalo  millers  a  spe<*lal  advantagt  that.  In 
fact,  no  other  miller  In  the  United  States  possesses. 

Let  us  see  about  It.     Let  us  see  If  that  is  true. 

If  a  bushel  of  wheat  comes  in  from  Canada,  and  is  manufac- 
tured Into  flour  here,  and  is  eaten  by  an  American  citizen,  he 
must  pay  a  tariff  of  42  cents  a  bushel  on  it.  for  what  purpose? 
To  protect  the  American  wheat  fanner.  If  another  *>u**^^'j^ 
wheat  is  brought  in  from  Canada  and  milled  in  bond  and  shipped 
to  Cuba,  the  Cuban  can  buy  that  flour  for  8  cents  per  busitel  ot 


I 

it' 
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wheat  content  lew  than  the  American  cwwmn^r.    If  that  la  not 
true  I  should  like  to  hare  some  Senator  interested  on  the  other 

side  deny  it.  _,,^  ^  ^      ^      n 

Why  19  that?  Under  the  rvclprocity  treaty  with  Cuba,  to  all 
Intents  and  purpo»;es.  Cuba  is  a  part  of  our  protecUv^tarlff 
syHteii)  When  Canadian  wheat  wme**  into  the  United  States 
we  tell  the  miller.  "  You  may  import  it  duty  free  If.  after  mill- 
iujr  yon  export  it  abroad  and  do  nut  let  it  come  in  comijetition." 
Willi" what'/  "With  American  wheat."  That  is  the  purpose  of 
the  milliiiK-in  bond  provision.  "  Ship  it  abroad  and  do  not 
bring  it  into  c«)m|>etition  with  American  wheat"  If  he  seeks 
to  brinif  It  into  America  and  sell  it  here  after  it  is  milled,  you 
forbid  that  under  a  penalty  of  42  cents  a  bushel,  because  you 
do  not  want  it  to  compete  with  the  American  farmer;  but  you 
turn  iirotind  Jn  the  provision  of  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ment and  say.  "  You  may  take  it  to  Cuba  and  compete  thfre 
with  the  American  wheat  farmer  at  an  advantage  of  8  cents 
per  hashel  over  the  rest  of  the  world." 

Now,  let  us  s*ee: 

I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootI  would  be 
willinjf.  in  the  i-ase  of  siisrar.  for  the  Cubans  to  import  sugar 
cane  from  Java  ai»d  manufacture  it  Ijjto  raw  sugar  in  Cuba 
and  inijM.rt  it  Into  the  Unltetl  States  as  Cul>an  sugar.  That 
would  Im'  giving  employment  to  labor  in  Cuba.  That  would  be 
ai(iin«  Cuban  industry.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  never  would 
agree  to  that  sort  of  a  propt»sitiou. 

Mr.  SWANSON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
ylHd  to  the  .Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  CONNAUA.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Does  the  Senator  think  it  would  be  carry- 
ing out  the  spirit  of  the  reciprocity  treaty  to  permit  that? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  do  not  need  to  have  a  reply  from  the 
5?enator  from  I'tah.  Of  course.  I  j-hall  be  glad  to  have  him 
reply  if  he  desires;  but  I  know  what  his  answer  would  be.  He 
would  .say  no.  of  course;  that  it  did  not  come  within  the 
j^pirit  of  the  reclprwity  treaty  with  Cuba.  I  wonder  if  he 
woult!  be  willing  to  let  that  be  done  with  sugar-cane  from  other 
portions  of  the  West  India's — Jamaica,  for  instance.  She  is 
an  English  p<w<session.  How  about  importing  Jamaican  sugar- 
cane into  Cuba  free  of  duty  and  c«)nverting  it  into  sugar  and 
then  bringing  it  into  the  United  States  as  Cuban  sugar? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yi«'ld  to  the  S»»nator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  answer  to  that  «iuestion  I  will  simply  say 
that  I  do  not  know  Just  how  much,  but  a  gseat  deal  of  sugar 
coma's  into  the  United  States  in  bond  and  is  manufactured  into 
articles  that  go  out  of  the  United  States.  That  is  all  that  this 
ainen<luient  proposes  sbtdl  be  done  with  whejit  from  Canada. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  am  talking  about  sugar  now.  I  am  not 
talking  about  wheat. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  1  am  saying  that  under  the  same  proviston 
of  the  law  they  can  ship  sugar  from  Cuba  or  from  anywhere 
else  into  the  United  States  in  bond,  and  they  can  manufacture 
that  .sugar  into  any  kind  of  an  article  in  which  it  may  be  used 
if  that  article  is  shipped  abroad.    That  is  the  law  now. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  does  not  answer  my  In- 
quiry. Would  he  be  willing  for  sugar-i'ane  to  come  from 
Jamaica  into  Cuba  and  be  ground  Into  sugar  and  come  into  the 
United  States  under  the  preferential  rate? 

Mr.  S.VIOOT.     That  is  not  what  this  is  at  all. 

Mr.  C1>NNALLY.     I  know  it  is  not. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  I  should  not  be  willing  to  do  it,  and  that 
has  not  anything  to  do  with  this  proposition. 

Mr  CONNALLY.     Why.  certainly;  I  know  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  perfectly  willing  that  sugar  shall  ct>me 
Into  the  United  States  from  anywhere  in  the  world  and  go  into 
NHjd.  and  that  that  sugar  under  bond  here  shall  be  manu- 
factured into  anything  that  can  be  manufactured  in  the  United 
States  and  shippied  nn3rwhere  in  the  world. 

Mr.  (X>NNALLY.  The  Senator  answers  everything  except 
the  question  which  was  propounded  to  him.  Of  course  I  know 
the  general  provisions  about  milling  in  bond ;  but  the  Senator 
will  not  answer  now  as  to  whether  he  would  be  willing  for 
Janmican  raw  sugar  to  go  into  Cuba,  and  be  manufactured  there 
into  sugar,  and  then  come  into  the  Ignited  States  and  get  the 
benefit  of  the  Cuban  reciprocity  treaty. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  mean  if  it  were  manufactured 
In  Cuba? 

Mr.  CONNAIJ.Y.    Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  the  Seiuitor  from  Montana? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  do. 
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WALSH  of  Montana.    Suppose  raw  sugar   that  comes 
Jamaica  to  Cuba  is  refined  there,  and  then  shiw)ed  to  the 
Statea    That  is  the  question. 
REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
CONNALLY.     I   would  rather   the   Senatt>r  would   wait 
I  finish  with  the  chairman  of  the  committee ;  then  I  shall 
to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 
REED.    That  sugar  would  come  in  under  the  preferen- 

to-day  If  it  were  made  there. 

SMOOT.     I  do  not  see  that  there  Is  any  difference  at  all 

the  question  asked  by  the  Senator  from  Mont^ma  and 

hich  I  have  already  answered.     I  will  answer  again  that 

r  manufacture*!  anywhere  in  the  world  can  come  into 

nited  States  free  of  duty  if  it  is  put  into  a  bonded  ware- 

and  is  manufactured  into  articles,  and  is  then  exported 

place  in  the  world. 

WALSH   of   Montana.     Mr.    President,    that   is   not    an 
to  the  question. 
CONNALLY,     That  is  not  an  answer. 
WALSH  of  Montana.     That  Is  not  the  pi>lnt. 

DILL.     Mr.  President 

WALSH  of  Montana.     We  all  agree  al>out  that 
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but  we 
like  to  have  the  views  of  the  Senator  upon  the  direct 
on  asked  by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

.*4Ugar  is  lmi>orted  from  Jamaicti  into  Cuba,  is  there 
refined,  and  is  then  shipi)ed  into  the  United  States.  Should  It 
ct>me  in  under  the  preferential  provision? 

Mr,  SMOOT.     All  sugar  coming  from  Cuba  d.>es  come  In. 
Mr,  WALSH  of  Montana.     No,  no. 
Mr   SMOOT.     If  it  Is  rtflned  there  It  does  come  In. 
Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.     Exactly  ;  It  does,  but  It  does  not. 
That  is  to  say.  that  is  not  the  course  of  businei<s. 

Mr    SMOOT.     Oh.  well 

Mr    WAIiSH  of  Montana.     But  wait  a  minute.    There  is  not 
any    -aw   sugar   .ship|>ed    from   Jamaica    Into  Cuba,   and   there 
refined  and  then  brought  into  the  United  States. 
SMCKrr.     No. 

W-\LSH  of  Montana.     But  the  question  addressed  to  the 

from  Utah  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  is,  Sui)iK)se  tJiefc 

and   suppose  there  were  $20,000,000  worth  of  sugar  or 

,000  worth  of  sugar  that  came  in  that  way  from  Jamaica 

4ba.  and  It  simply  went  through  the  retinlng  process,  and 

were  shipped  to  the  United  States,  would  the  Senator  be 

or  of  admitting  that  sugar? 

SMOOT.     If  It  caraft  In  in  bond,  the  same  as  the  wheat 
in  in  bond,  then  I  .should  say,  "  Yes  "  ;  but  not  If  it  should 
o  the  commerce  of  the  United  States. 

DILL.     Mr.   President 

PRESIDING   OFFICER.    To   whom   does   the   Senator 
Texas  yield? 

CONNALLY.    The   Senator  from  Pennsylvania   \»'as  on 
eet  first. 
REED.     Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  answer 


tlip 


Senator  s  question  he  is  so  anxious  to  get  appears  in  the 

tself.     If  raw  sugar  is  brought  to  Cuba  from  Jamaica,  and 

■re   refined   into  OS"    or  better   refined   snjjar,    under    the 

law  that  can  coiue  in  with  the  Cuban  preferential. 
.  CONNALLY.     Does  that  api)ly  to  sugar  cane  also  brought 
Jamaica? 

REED.     Yes:  if  sugar  cane  Is  brought  from  Jamaica. 

WALSH  of  Montana.     It  applies  to  any  of  them,  we  all 

,  but  as  a  matter  of  business  It  is  not  brought  in.     We 

the  Senator  to  assume  that  conditions  are  otherwise,  and 

there   is  a  very   considerable  amount   of  sugar  produced 

in  Jamaica,  and  simply  refined  In  Cuba,  that  is  coming 

the  Uniteil  States. 

REED.     Very   well,    if   the   Senator   will    i^ermit    me   to 
that.     We  do  assume  that  just  as  tlie  Senator  asks  us 

rao  it,  and  we  say  that,  as  the  law  stands — and  nobotly 

ing  any  effort  to  change  it 

WAL.SH  of  Montana.     But  we  do  ask  you  If  you  would 


tu  illy 


to  have  the  law  continue  to  stand  that  way. 
REED.     For  myself,  I  am  satisfied.     I  can  not  speak  for 
anyl^dy  else. 

WALSH  of  Montana.     Of  course,  the  question  was  ad- 
drea^d  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

DILL.     Mr.  President,  I  wanted  to  call  attention  to  the 
that  the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  the  diair- 
of  the  committee  puts  the  chairman  of  the  committee  in 
wsitioji  In  which  the  Cubans  are.     In  other  words.  It  is  the 
Cub  ma  who  are  buying  a  product  that  Is  milled  in  this  country, 
comes  in  under  a  preferential  tariff,  and  they  buy  it  l)ecatise 
can  get  it  cheaper.     It  Is  not  an  analogous  situation  at  all. 
CONNALLY.     Mr.  President,  I  will  ask  the  Sermtor  an- 
othcir  question:  Suppose  .sugar  or  sugar  cane  from  Java  were 
canfed  into  the  Philippine  lalanda  and  there  ground.    Would 


the  Senator  from  Utah  be  In  favor  of  admitting  that  sugar  into 
the  United  States  as  Philippine  sugar?  I  do  not  expect  the 
Senator  to  answer  visibly  or  audibly ;  btit,  o*  course,  we  know 
he  would  not.     Neither  would  I. 

Let  me  suggest,  then.  Mr.  President,  these  gentlemen  have 
with  great  skill,  the  skill  of  trained  eonnsel  for  the  defense, 
held  up  their  hands  in  earnest  protest  and  said  that  If  we  do 
not  permit  the  free  milling  in  bond  to  Cuba  these  five  great 
millers  In  Buffalo  are  going  to  be  put  out  of  business.  If  half 
the  stories  of  people  going  out  of  business  that  I  have  heard 
this  summer  while  sitting  oo  the  Finance  Committee  are  true, 
this  country  is  going  to  be  devastated  as  if  with  fire  and  sword 
within  the  next  three  months  unless  this  entire  tariff  bill  Is 

enacted.  _       ^        .  ,j„ 

Mr.  MoKKLLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 
Mr  McKELLAR.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  It  is  very 
much  more  likely  that  the  five  great  millers  will  begin  to  usi* 
American  wheat  rather  than  to  carry  their  factories  over  to 
Canada  and  continue  to  use  Canadian  wheat ;  and  does  not  the 
Senator  think  they  would  be  ven'  niuch  better  carrying  out  the 
intent  of  this  law  by  using  American  wheat  and  sending  It  to 
Cuba  rather  than  using  Canadian  wheat  and  giving  the  Cana- 
dian wheat  farmers  that  advantage  over  the  American  wheat 

farmers?  .    ,        ,      ,  _ 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  think  the  Senator  is  largely  right. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has  never  made  the 
statemtnt  that  the  five  millers  si)oken  of  by  the  Senator  would 
go  out  of  busioeBS.    I  have  never  made  that  statement. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  did  not  say  the  Senator  had.  I  said 
that  it  had  l>ecn  charged  here  that  such  was  the  case. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  tht.ught  the  Senator  had  reference  to  some- 
thing that  I  said.  ^     ^   ^ 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  made  the  general  statement.  Let  us  see 
whetl>er  they  would  go  out  of  business  or  not.  How  much  of 
their  product  of  fl«»ur  mille<1  in  l>ond  goes  to  Cuba?  One-sixth. 
Where  does  the  other  five-sixths  go?  It  goes  to  other  foreign 
countries.  With  whom  does  that  five-sixths  compete?  That 
five-sixth?  competes  with  Canadian  mills,  does  it  not?  It  com- 
petes with  this  high-protein  wheat  about  which  gentlemen 
dei'lalm  so  mu<'h.  Five-sixths  of  their  business  goes  into  for- 
eign countries  and  succt^ssfuUy  competes  with  Canadian  millers. 
Yet  we  are  told  that  this  fraction  of  one-sixth,  which  does  not 
havo  the  comiictltion  of  the  Canadian  mills,  is  the  sustaining 
llfeblood  of  these  five  great  mills,  and  that  unless  we  force  the 
Cubans  to  buv  this  imported  milled-in-l)ond  wheat  through  a 
80  per  cent  tarlflT  preference  they  are  going  to  buy  the  Canadian 
wheat. 

Let  us  see.  If  an  Eliiglishman  or  an  Irishman  or  a  French- 
man buys  five-sixths  of  the  output  of  the  Buffalo  mills  In  com- 
petiUou  with  the  Canadian  mills,  why  is  it  that  this  one-sixth 
pusHi  sses  such  a  particuhir  quaUty  that  distinguishes  it  from 
all  other  ti.mpetltionV  It  is  simply  a  speiial  plea  in  order  to 
protect  the  five  great  millers  again.st  several  hundred  thousands 
of  wheat  farmers  in  the  I'nited  States. 

I  see  Senators  In  this  Chamber  whose  v<wc<s  I  have  heard 
ring  here  for  the  past  eight  years  about  doing  something  for  the 
American  farmer.  If  I  mistake  not,  I  have  heard  the  Repub- 
lican leader,  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Wathon].  stand 
upon  this  floor  and  plead  with  weeping  voice  for  the  McNar>- 
Haugen  bill:  to  do  what?  To  do  something  for  the  American 
farmer.  Yet  to-day.  when  we  are  confronted  with  a  proposition 
which,  In  its  large  aspects.  Is  not  highly  important,  but  when 
we  are  presented  with  a  proposition  which  will  do  a  little  some- 
thing for  the  wheat  farmer,  we  find  these  gentlenaen  rushing 
forth  and  pleading  for  these  five  Buffalo  mills,  and  when  It 
seems  to  them  that  the  sympathies  of  the  Senate  are  not  with 
the  five  Buffalo  mills,  then  they  recruit  their  forces  from  the 
poor  Cubans,  whose  bodies  can  not  be  sustained  by  any  other 
kind  of  flour  except  this  high-protein  wheat  flour. 

I  submit  that  if  the  Cuban  is  getting  a  better  flour  than  the 
American  consumer  Is  consuming,  the  Culwn  will  be  willing  to 
pay  a  higher  price  for  the  high-protein  flour.  But  It  Is  a  device, 
It  is  a  pretext.  There  are  this  year  In  the  Southwest  large 
yiehls  of  high-protein  wheat  some  of  which  is  being  shipped 
from  that  area  all  the  way  to  the  northwestern  mills  at  Min- 
neapolis for  milling.    That  could  go,  of  course,  to  Cuba. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Waqneb]  made  the  point 
that  tlie  House  provision  Is  the  Imposition  of  an  export  tax, 
and  appp«Jed  to  the  lawyers  of  the  Senate  In  judgment  But  I 
snbinit  that  there  Is  nothing  whatever  In  the  contention  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York.  The  whole  miUing-ln-bond  pr<^>po8l- 
tlon  is  the  granting  of  a  privilege  to  these  millers  which  tbej 
would  not  otherwise  possess.     They  have  no  vested  right  in 


bringing  In  the  wheat  They  would  pay  a  tariff  of  42  cents  but 
for  the  grace  of  the  Government  which  says,  "  You  can  bring 
It  In  free  of  duty  with  the  proviso  that  you  later  export  It 
abroad.**  If  you  can  make  that  sort  of  proviso  legally,  you  can 
make  the  further  proviso  that  "  If  .vou  exi>ort  It  to  Cuba,  you 
shall  <«ly  receive  a  pix>portlonate  reduction  In  the  duty." 

That  hs  absolutely  fundamental,  It  seems  to  me,  and  perfectly 
fdmple,  and  this  theory  of  an  export  tax  la  simply  another  one 
of  the  devices  that  have  been  introduced  into  this  highly  tech- 
nical argument  to  save  the  faces  of  the  five  Buffalo  millers. 

We  would  think  we  were  hearing  discussions  In  the  Cuban 
Congress  Instead  of  In  the  Anaerlcan  Senate  undertaking  to 
protect  the  American  farmer.  If  we  should  listen  to  some  of  the 
arguments  of  these  Senators  urging  and  Insisting  that  the 
Cubans  be  allowed  to  buy  this  wheat  at  a  lesser  price. 

1  submit,  Mr.  President  that  the  Issue  is  plain.  StripiH'd  of 
all  of  Its  trappings  and  trimmings.  It  ia  simply  whether  we 
want  to  make  the  tariff  on  wheat  really  effective,  whether  we 
mean  sincerely  to  impose  a  tariff  on  wheat  as  a  prote«tion  to 
the  American  farmer,  or  whether  we  want  to  utilize  this  par- 
ticular device  in  order  to  make  more  prt>speroti8  the  five  great 
millers  of  Buffalo.  They  can  still  bring  in  their  wheat  and, 
if  they  can  compete  as  to  five-sixths  of  their  products  with  the 
Canadians  In  Europe,  they  can  still  bring  in  tlielr  wheat  and 
export  It  to  Cuba,  and  then,  being  upon  the  same  basis  with  the 
Canadians,  they  can  compete  there  as  to  the  one-alxth  Just  aa 
well  as  they  compete  as  to  the  five-sixths. 

If  an  American  eats  this  hlgh-proteln  wheat  this  luxurious 
wheat,  he  has  to  pay  for  It.  He  has  to  pay  42  cents  a  bushel 
more,  in  the  way  of  a  theoretical  tariff.  9  centa,  as  a  matter  of 
fact.  I  can  see  no  reason  whatever  for  not  extending  the  same 
tariff  principle  to  our  American  Imports  Into  Cuba  that  we 
extend  on  our  tariff  borders  by  excluding  the  Canadian  wheat 
The  committee  amendment  says  to  the  Canadian  farmer, 
•'  You  shall  not  bring  your  wheat  In  the  frofit  door,  but  you  may 
slip  It  In  the  back  door  through  Cuba,  and  by  doing  that  you 
will,  to  the  extent  of  3l>  i>er  cent,  evade  the  tariff.  Just  so  y»»u 
do  not  come  in  the  fr<mt  door,  just  so  the  American  farmer  does 
not  see  you  coming  in,  we  shall  let  you  slip  up  the  alley  and  In 
the  back  door,  and  we  will  thus  also  give  advantage  to  the  five 
millers  of  Buffalo." 

What  is  American  mllled-ln-bond  flour  made  of?  Is  It  Ameri- 
can wheat  or  Is  it  Canadian  wheat?  After  it  Is  crashed  into 
flour,  is  its  nationality  changed  by  the  rollers  of  the  mill?  Dies 
It  bectwae  American  wheat,  or  is  it  still  Canadian  wheat,  sohl  In 
a  crushed  state? 

When  wheat  goes  into  Chiba  and  gets  a  preference  of  30  per 
cent,  it  ought  to  be  the  American  wheat  that  gets  that  prefer- 
ence. But  tbese  gentlemen  say,  "Oh,  well.  If  we  can  mask  It, 
If  we  can  adorn  It  and  label  it  as  American  wheat,  so  long  as 
the  farmer  does  not  know  It  and  the  Cuban  does  not  know  it 
we  shall  let  the  millers  get  the  advantage  of  it" 

Mr.  President  I  did  not  desire  to  consume  the  time  of  the 
Senate,  but  I  represent  in  part  the  great  Southwest  which 
has  been  discussed  here  so  much  to-day  by  M»'mbers  of  ihe 
Senate.  There  is  no  reason  on  earth  why  the  fanners  of  that 
section,  which  is  closer  to  Cuba,  producing  the  same  kind  of 
wheat  shonld  not  have  the  Iteneflts  of  the  Cuban  market.  I>'t 
me  say  that  whenever  you  remove  any  appreciable  quantity 
of  wheat  to  any  i>lace  outside  of  the  United  States  yon  are 
benefltlng  not  simply  the  fanners  who  produce  that  wheat  l>ut 
you  are  benefiting  evcrj'  wheat  farmer  in  the  United  States, 
because  when  you  remove  the  pressure  of  that  much  wheat  from 
his  market  you  are  lifting  his  market  at  least  to  some  degree. 
So  there  bs  no  particular  benefit  that  the  Southwest  Is  receiv- 
ing. It  is  only  receiving  the  advantage  of  that  market  because 
It  is  closer  to  that  market.  But  the  wheat  farmer  along  the 
Canadian  border,  and  the  wheat  fanner  In  Montana,  and  the 
wheat  farmer  in  the  Dakotas,  and  anywhere  else  in  the  North- 
west, is  receiving  just  as  much  of  the  benefit  of  the  provision 
that  we  have  in  mind  as  the  wheat  farmer  of  the  S<»ufl'west 
is  recrfving,  because  within  the  brmndaries  of  the  United  States 
the  aminal  wheat  croi>  consists  of  otie  tremendous  pool,  and 
when  we  remove  any  of  it  and  export  it  we  are  thereby  lifting 
the  price  to  every  man  who  produces  that  wheat  with  his  toll 
and  with  his  bands. 

In  conclusion  let  me  say,  Mr.  President  that  the  Issue  re- 
mains perfectly  simple,  a  simple  proposition  as  to  whether  we 
want  to  legislate  in  behalf  of  several  hundred  thousand  Ameri- 
can wheat  fanners  or  whether  we  shall  legislate  for  the  par- 
tlculnr  benefit  of  five  great  millers  at  Buffalo.  This  Is  one  of 
the  wannest  contests  we  have  had  so  far  in  the  tariff  df-^at**. 
and  I  wonder  that  five  millers  should  be  able  to  call  to  their 
support  so  much  eloquence,  so  much  oratory,  so  much  argu- 
ment, when  several  hundred  thousand  wheat  farmers,  for  whom 
most  of  the  Senators  have  been  weeping  for  the  past  eight  years. 
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can  not  evoke  more  sympathy  and  more  support  in  behalf  of 
thfir  Interests.  It  l8  a  simple  proposition  as  to  whether  we 
want  to  give  to  the  wheat  farmer  the  Americ-an  market  and  the 
Cuban  market  to  the  extent  that  it  Is  American  by  reason  of  the 
treaty.  By  the  exet-utlon  of  that  treaty  we  made  Cuba's  mar- 
ket American  to  the  extent  of  30  per  cent.  The  question  Is 
whether  we  want  to  preserve  the  American  market  for  the 
American  wheat  grower.  The  American  wheat  farmer  is  en- 
titled to  the  American  market  for  his  wheat  and  he  Is  entltletl 
to  30  per  cent  of  the  Cuban  market  because  his  country  through 
the  solemn  provisions  <»f  a  treaty  entered  into  with  Cuba  has 
secured  for  him  the  guaranty  that  as  to  his  product  he  ahall 
re<vlve  an  advantage  of  30  per  cent  la  tariff  rates. 

Mr.  VANDKNIJKUG  presented  and  obtalne«J  leave  to  have 
printed  In  the  Rkcobd  the  following  telegram : 

Portland,  Mich.,  Beptemher  t9,  1919. 
AkTUCK  II.  Vakdksbkbo, 

United  State  Senator: 

Our  sHsoclatlon  un?™  adoption  of  S<>n«tor  CAPFcm's  amnidment  to 
Mctloiui  311  and  313  of  Senate  tariff  bill. 

Michigan-  Stat*  MiLUtas  Associ.^tiox. 
UI.VBT  IlAGi.NS,  Preaiient. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to 
have  printed  In  the  Record  a  statement  signed  by  the  repre- 
sentatives of  nearly  every  important  milling  company  in  the 
country,  which  I  think  completely  refut<^  the  claims  made  h«e 
that  American  mUlers  will  lose  the  Cuban  trade  if  the  five 
Baffalo  milters  are  deprived  of  the  privileges  which  they  now 
enjoy. 

The  \niCE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  leave  is  granted. 

The  statement  referred  to  Is  as  follows : 

WASHiNQTOif,  D.  C,  Beptemher  to,  JM9. 

DBAS  SSMATOB  Capfbk  :  We  have  read  the  dlBcnsslon  on  the  Senate 
Flaance  Commlttee't  report  on  section  311  and  your  proposed  amend- 
ment thereto,  and  wish  to  answer  some  of  tbe  statements  made  in 
defena<>  of  tbe  committee's  action. 

In  the  flrat  place  tbe  chairman  stated  that  "  the  question  really  in- 
volTes  a  eoDtroversy  between  sonthweetem  millers  and  certain  wheat 
growers  of  tbe  United  States  and  American  mUlers  at  or  near  the 
Canadian  border  on  the  other." 

As  a  matter  of  fact  the  wheat  growers  and  Independent  millers  of  the 
entire  country  are  supporting  the  flgbt  for  a  square  deal  for  agriculture 
la  the  United  States.  Practically  tbe  only  opponents  are  the  companies 
owning  mills  at  Buffalo  and  other  lake  ports,  who  enjoy  tbe  advantage 
of  milling  Canadian  wheat  In  the  United  States  without  the  payment  of 
any  duty  whatever,  and,  furthermore,  secure  a  reduction  of  30  per  cent 
In  the  Cuban  duty  under  the  reciprocal  treaty.  Tbe  signatures  attached 
hereto  indicate  tbe  wide  scope  of  the  milling  Interests  that  are  support- 
ing  this   amendment. 

In  tbe  second  place,  the  chairman  reported  that  he  was  not  con- 
vinced that  onr  inlllera  could  compete  saccessfully  with  tbe  Canadian 
milters  uf  Canadian  wheat  owing  to  transportation  expenses  and 
differences  In  original  coat  of  American  and  Canadian  wheat. 

Page  391  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee's  record  shows  that  the 
flour  exporU  from  Canada  to  Cuba  have  declined  from  209.000  barrels 
in  1922  to  only  34,000  barrels  in  1028.  In  other  words  Canadian  mills 
have  kMt  flve-slxths  of  the  trade  they  enjoyed  In  1922.  Tbe  shipments 
to  Cuba  made  by  members  of  the  Southwestern  Millers'  League  have 
declined  from  23^.000  barrels  in  1922  to  149.000  barrels  in  1928.  The 
■outhweetem  millers  have  lost  only  40  per  cent  of  their  business  In 
Cuba.  Their  llgorca  clearly  show  that  the  southwestern  millers  are 
competing  far  more  sncceMfully  with  Buffalo  millers,  whose  shipments 
to  Cuba  have  more  than  doubled  between  1922  and  1928,  than  are  the 
Canadian  mlUer*. 

I'rior  to  tbe  inroadi  of  Buffalo,  the  mUlers  of  tbe  Southeast,  the 
Central  States,  and  the  Southwest  had  no  difflcnlty  whatever  in  meeting 
Canadian  competition,  and  we  are  confident  we  can  do  so  again. 

The  third  c<^nt<'ntion  la  made  that  the  Cuban  people  demand  flonr 
made  from  Canadian  wheat.  Many  of  the  mills  of  the  United  States 
that  are  selling  Soar  in  Cul>a  also  enjoy  a  good  flour  trade  in  Haiti, 
Costa  Rica,  San  Domingo,  and  other  countries  that  have  a  climate 
very  similar  to  that  of  Cutw.  The  people  in  those  countries  buy  flour 
made  from  southwestern  wheat  in  preference  to  that  produced  from 
Canadian  wheat.  There  is  nothing  whatever  to  tbe  claim  that  onr 
flours  will  not  meet  the  demands  of  tbe  Cuban  bakers.  Price  la  really 
the  governing  factor. 

Several  of  tbe  millers  have  examined  their  records  for  tbe  last  two 
or  three  years  and  these  show  that  prices  quuted  by  Buffalo  mUlers  In 
Coba  range  from  2S  cents  per  barrel  to  60  rents  per  barrel  lower  than 
prices  quoted  by  soathwestern  companies  for  similar  grades.  Tbese 
price  dllterences  clearly  represent  the  actual  measure  of  competition 
that  exists. 

If  the  30  eents  prefersatlal  duty  Buffalo  enjoys  on  Canadiaa  wheat 
ellmtaatsd  the  millers  oalng  United  States  srawa  wlmat  would 
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on  a  much  closer  relationship  to  Bn^alo.  The  southwestern  mills 
al^ne  are  selling  150,000  barrels  a  year  in  the  face  of  tbe  present 
competition  and  we  know  that  this  can  be  doubled  or  trebled  if  the 
3J  cenU  preferentUl  duty  is  limited  to  United  States  grown  wheat. 
Tils  would  afford  an  additional  market  for  from  1,000,000  to  2.000.000 
bisbela  of  wheat  which  the  United  States  fanners  now  And  it  exceed- 
ingly dlfllcult  to  aeU  to  anyone. 

The  further  argument  was  advanced  that  this  legislation.  If  adopted, 
wbuld  cripple  the  Buffalo  mUls.  This  is  untrue  because  they  would  then 
bi  on  a  substantial  parity  with  the  Canadian  mUls.  To-day  Canadian 
m  LUs  pay  |1.16  per  barrel  duty  to  Cuba ;  the  Buffalo  mills  pay  only  81 
c<nts  per  barrel.  The  purpose  of  your  amendment  Is  to  make  Buffalo 
piiy  35  cents  additional  on  flour  milled  from  Canadian  wheat,  or  a 
t^tal  duty  of  $1.16  per  barrel. 

Tbe  only  expense  that  the  Buffalo  mills  bear  that  Canadian  mills  do 
n^t  is  for  policing  their  own  handling  of  wheat  In  Buffalo.  The  Treas- 
01  y  Department  reports  that  this  expense  amounts  to  $28,380  per 
yi«r.  As  the  Buffalo  mllU  produce  between  4,000,000  and  6,000,000 
barrels  of  export  flour  yearly,  the  policing  co«t  would  be  only  5  to  7 
Bills  per  barrel.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Buffalo  mUls  have  a  decided 
a  Ivantage  over  all  other  mills  In  the  eastern  section  of  the  United 
B^tes  where  they  seU  their  domestic  product. 

No  Independent  mlUor  believes  that  Buffalo  mills  will  lose  any  flour 
bjisiness  In  Cuba  to  the  Canadian  millers  if  your  amendment  prevails. 
Ihey  know  that  the  United  States  millers  will  regain  their  losf  trade  In 
quba. 

This  legislation  only  affects  around  700,000  barrels  out  of  more  than 
lb,000,000  l>arrel8  now  produced  by  the  Buffalo  mills,  and  can  by  no 
neuns  seriously  cripple  Buffalo  if  they  lose  their  entire  Cuban  trade, 
v^bich  is  not  probable. 

Our  country  has  an  unlimited  supply  of  excellent  high  protein  milling 
viheat  and  can  meet  aU  the  demands  of  Cuba  and  all  other  countries  If 
o^r  millers  are  given  a  fair  chance. 

Your  amendment  is  In  the  Interest  of  tbe  wheat  growers  and  Inde- 
pendent millers  of  the  United  States  and  should  be  adopted. 
Tours  very  truly. 

National  Soft  Wheat  Millers'  Associutlon.  Nashville,  Tenn..  by 
W.  H.  Strowd,  secretary  ;  Southwestern  Millers'  League.  Kan- 
sas City.  Mo.,  by  E.  H.  Hogueland,  president;  Blish  Milling 
Co..  Seymour.  Ind.,  by  Meely  Blish ;  Ballard  k  Ballard, 
LonisvUle,  Ky.,  by  Chas.  Yager ;  Bay  State  Millers  Co.,  Winona, 
Minn.,  by  Frank  J.  Allen  ;  Midland  Flour  Millers  Co.,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  oy  John  W.  Cain,  vice  president ;  lemert-Hlncke 
MUlIng  Co.,  Kansas  City.  Mo.,  by  Geo.  W.  Hincke,  president : 
Standard  TUton  Manufacturing  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  by  R.  D. 
Spangler;  Ansted  k  Burk  Manufacturing  Co..  Springfield.  Ohio, 
by  L.  B.  Miller ;  Southern  Illinois  Millers  Association,  Sparta, 
ni.,  by  J.  L.  Grigg.  secretary ;  Grand  Rapids  Milling  Co.,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.,  by  Henry  Hegeug,  vice  president ;  Nebraska  Mil- 
lers Association.  Omaha,  Nebr.,  by  J.  N.  Campl)ell,  secretary. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  I  also  send  to  the  desk  a  number  of  tele- 
^ams  and  letters  from  millers  of  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Missouri, 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  other  States  in  which  they  urge  the 
enactm^mt  of  the  amendments  to  which  I  have  referred.  They 
lave  no  fear  as  to  what  will  happen  to  the  American  milling 
l  uslness  If  they  are  given  a  fair  chance  In  competition  with  the 
Buffalo  milling  interest. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  telegrams  and  letters  are  as  follows : 

^ATBHBNT  MADE  BT  MB.  L.  S.  BOXILL,  BEPBESBNTATIVS  Or  THE  80CTU- 
WESTBRM  MILLING  CO.  (INC.),  KANSAS  CITY,  MO.,  WHOSB  BEADQUABTEBS 
HAVB  BEEN  AT  HAEANA,  CUBA,  rOB  THE  FAST  20  TEABS 

The  Buffalo  flour  prices  In  Cuba  have  averaged  from  50  to  60  cents 
(^der  our  prices  for  tbe  same  quality  of  flour  for  tbe  past  two  years. 

It  is  contended  by  the  Buffalo  millers  that  their  Belling  prices  in  Cuba 
ate  made  by  the  Canadians,  but  it  Is  my  opinion  that  the  prices  of  the 
I  uffalo  millers  are  based  on  the  relative  price  of  Canadian  wheat  and 
tiklug  into  consideration  the  benefits  of  the  privilege  of  being  able  to 
etport  It  as  American  flour  under  the  Cuban   preferential  treaty. 

Cutmn  flour  buyers  do  not  .show  any  partiality  for  flour  made  from 
danadian  wheat.  They  prefer  flour  made  from  wheat  from  this  section, 
tut  they  can  not  resist  the  attractive  prices  offered  from  Buffalo. 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  House  tariff  bill,  which  would  require  the 
^uffalo  mills  to  pay  the  same  total  Cuban  duty  on  flour  exported  by 
t  lem  to  Cut>a  as  tbe  Canadian  miUa  now  pay.  would  drive  the  Cuban 
fe  lalness  to  Canadian  mills.  Hitherto  the  Canadian  mills  always  did  a 
certain  amount  of  business  In  Cuba  before  this  unfair  preference  was  In 
ojeration,  but  American  millers  of  American  wheat  always  enjoyed  the 
preference  of  the  trade  both  as  to  price  and  character  of  flour. 

It  has  been  contended  by  the  Buffalo  mills  that  on  account  of  Cuba 
takvlng  a  very  damp,  hot,  moist  climate,  the  Canadian  flour  has  a  decided 
advantage  over  southwestern  flour,  but  our  export  ex|ierience,  extending 
orcr  20  years,  proves  quite  the  reverse.  Buyers  In  the  semi-Tropics 
kivs  always  beea  cantlous  about  Csnndian  flour  for  this  very  reason 
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and  buyers  are  earefnl  not  to  keep  straight  Canadian  brands  very  long 
In  otore  for  tbe  reason  that  they  do  not  stand  the  climate  as  well  as 
American  floor,  particularly  those  of  the  Southwest. 

L.   EVAM  BOXILL, 

Tteprttmtative  The  BoMthweatem  MWino   Co.    (Inc.). 
Kansas  Citt,  Mo.,  Beptember  n,  I9t9. 

HtJTCHiMSON,  Kans.,  Beptember  H,  tSO. 

Hon.    ABTBUB   Cappxb, 

XJntted  Btatea  Benate: 
We  are  heartUy  In  accord  with  the  amendments  you  have  offered. 
It  is  our  Judgment  the  Finance  Committee  erred  In  concluding  that  the 
change  proposed  by  your  amendments  would  result  only  In  turning  this 
Cuban  business  to  Canadian  mills.  On  the  contrary,  we  believe  It  would 
benefit  wheat  growers  and  millers  of  the  Southwest,  and  we  heartUy 
commend  you  for  your  support.        Thb  William  K«llt  Millwo  Co. 

Newton,  Kans.,  Beptemher  IS.  t9U. 

Senator  Abtbub  CAFPsa, 

Wathinoton,  D.  C: 
The  only  mills  In  Southwest  opposing  your  amendments  are  those 
owned  by  three  concerns  having  mills  in  Buffalo.  Buffalo  mills'  claims 
greatly  exaggerated  and  conditions  misrepresented.  The  Southwest 
raises  plenty  of  blgh-proteln  wheat.  Our  flour  Is  well  suited  to  Cuban 
trade    and    cUmate.     AU    their    claims   are    made    from    purely    selfish 

motives.  .,  „ 

Thx  Goebs  Floub  Mills  Co. 

ABKAjtSAS  CiTT,  Kams.,  September  U,  tua. 

Hon.  Abthdb  Cappbk, 

Woehington,  D.   C: 
We  favor  your  amendments  to  sections  311  and  313  of  pending  tariff 
bill,  H.  R.  2667.     We  do  not  believe  the  proposed  legislation  wUl  drive 
any  substantial  part  of  tbe  business  to  Canadian  mills. 

THE  NEW   Bba  Milunq  Co. 

Balina,  Kans.,  Septemtler  14,  J««. 
Hon.  AHxnvB  Cappeb, 

United  Btatre  Benate,  Wa»Mnffton,  D.  C: 
We  h.Tve  noted  your  offered  amendments  to  sections  811  and  813  of 
tariff  bill.  House  bill  2667.  and  we  are  strongly  in  favor  of  them. 
We  feel  sure  this  proposed  legislation  will  not  deprive  American  millers 
of  any  busine.*  but  will  actually  stimulate  trade  by  putting  all  milling 
sections  on  an  equitable  basis. 

The  Wxbtxbn  Stab  Mill  Co. 

Kansas  Citt,  Mo.,  Beptemher  U.  J9t9. 

Hon.  Arthub  Cappeb, 

United  States  Senate,  WatMngton.  D.  C: 
Earnestly  hope  you  will  succeed  in  having  your  amendment  to  section 
311  of  the  pending  tariff  biU  adopted,  as  we  firmly  believe  its  adoption 
will  enable  mills  of  this  section  to  regain  former  large  volume  floor 
business  In  Cuba  which  was  lost  to  Buffalo  bonded  mills  because  they 
were  utilising  cheaper  Canadian  wheat  and  were  permitted  same  privi- 
lege as  American  flour  under  Cut)an  preferential  treaty.  If  Buffalo 
bonded  mills  are  denied  Cuban  preferential  prlvUege.  it  wiU  not  enable 
the  Canadian  mills  to  secure  the  Cuban  flour  business,  particularly  this 
ye'ar  when  Canadian  prices  are  relatively  high.  In  our  opinion  the 
American  wheat  farmers  and  three-fourths  of  American  flour  industries 
would  be  ben<-flted,  as  American  mlUa  use  only  wheat  grown  in  United 
States,  whereas  Buffalo  bonded  mills  use  Canadian  wheat,  thereby  offer- 
ing  unfair   competition   to  all   American   wheat   growers   and   American 

millers. 

The  South westbbn  Milling  Co.  (Inc.). 

TOFEKA,  Kans.,  Beptember  tk,  tK9. 

Hon.  Senator  AETHtTB  Cappib  : 

We  strongly  support  your  vlev^wlnts  regarding  milling  In  bond,  as 
expressed  your  proposed  amendments  to  sections  311  and  818  of  pending 
tariff  bill.  Propose<l  amendments  will  result,  according  to  our  experi- 
ence In  Cuban  trade,  iu  considerably  Increased  trade  for  mills  manufac- 
turing flour  from  wheat  grown  in  the  United  States  and  will  be  of 
considerable   benefit   to   agricultural  interests  of  this  country;   In  fact, 

they  are  entitled  to  It. 

ToPEKA  FLOtJB  Mills  Cobpobatiov. 

Walnut  Cbekk  Milling  Co., 
Qreat  Bend,  Kant.,  Beptemher  U,  am. 

Senator  Abthub  Cappeb, 

'WfUhtngton,  D.  0. 
DBAS   BENATOB   Cappeb  :  I  wIsh   you   to   know    that   *•  J*^®' /«" 
amendment  to   section   311   of  tbe   pending  tariff  bill,   H.   B.   2667.     I 
can  not  we  how  this  proposed  legislation  wiU  drive  any  large  part  of 

the  business  to  Canadian  mllU.  ««*«.*«    frmMidant 

lours  very  truly,  ^  ■•  Chafmaw,  Pr$tt^9nt. 


BALiirA.  Kaks.,  Seftemher  it,  »». 

Senator  Abt«ub  GAPrat, 

Benate  Ohnmber,  Wathington,  D.  O.: 
Tbe  amendments  yon  have  offered  to  H.  R.  2667  regarding  milling  In 
l)ond  highly  Important  both  from  standpoint  of  milling  and  farm  aid 
and  win  mean  additional  markets  for  American  wheat  that  are  now 
being  unfairly  controlled  through  manipulation  of  milling  and  bond 
feature.  Southwestern  mills  dominated  Cuban  market  before  Buffalo 
milling  In  bond  developed.  With  amendment  you  offer  they  should  still 
be  m  position  to  compete  with  Canadian  mills.  Urge  every  i»ssible 
effort  see  that  amendment  carry. 

Shbllababobb  Mux  &  Blbvatob  Co. 

Kansas  Crrr,  Mo.,  Beptember  H,  J9t9. 

Senator  Abthub  Cappkb, 

WatMngton,  D.  O.: 
Referring  to  your  amendments  811  and  818  to  pending  tariff  WU, 
which  we  heartily  Indorse,  see  no  reason  to  allow  Can.idlan  wheat  to 
stream  throogta  Buffalo  mills  at  expense  of  United  States  producers 
and  southwestern  mills.  Our  mills  can  enjoy  a  handsome  Cuban  flour 
business  in  competiUon  with  Buffalo  mills  if  preferential  duty  U  re- 
moved. Present  privUege  positively  unfair  to  our  farmers  and  south- 
western mllUng  Interesta.  Buffalo  mlUers  claims  are  unsound  and 
statistics  disprove  them.  Roonei  Milling  CO. 

Oklahoma  Citt,  Okla..  /September  tt.  19U. 
Senator  Abthub  Cappbb, 

United  Btatet  Banate,  Wathtngt on.  D.  O.: 
Wish  to  assure  you  of  our  earnest  support  and  approval  on  your  pro- 
posed amendments  as  only  Justice  to  American  farmers  and  pubUc  Iti 
general  would  be  exercised  should  northern  mllU  be  forced  to  mill 
American  wheat  for  Cuban  flour  consumption.  Reason  suggests  Canada 
would  sell  wheat  where  they  enjoy  preferential  duty  without  competing 
against  American  Industry  in  any  form. 

THB  ACME  FtouB  Mills  Ca 

Balina,  Kans.,  September  tO,  tsm. 

Senator  Abthub  Cappeb, 

Waahington,  D.  0.: 
Your  amendments  to  sections  311  and  313  pending  tariff  bill  when 
effective  will  eliminate  unjust  preference  to  Canadian  wheat  mlUed  in 
bond  and  again  place  Southwest  on  competitive  basis  for  Cuban  flour 
business  Amendments  present  a  constructive  step  in  present  farm- 
reUef  program  by  providing  for  additional  markets  of  American  wheat 
to   extent  of  present   Canadian    Imports.     We  approve   th«n   In   every 

"■^^''  The  H.  D.  Lee  Ploub  Mills  Co. 

Nobton,  Kans.,  September  19.  19t9. 

Senator  Abthub  Cappeb, 

Wa«/M'iii7(o«,  D.  C: 
Believing  in  equality  and  Justice,  think  that  every  Senator  should  sup- 
port your  amendmenu  311  and  313  to  tariff  bill.  If  adopted  means  an 
additional  2,000,000  to  3.000.000  bushels  United  State  wheat  ground  by 
United  States  mills  and  additional  profit  to  United  SUtes  farmers 
account  Cuban  situation.     Tbe  big  West  is  behind  you. 

PKEBLE8S    FLOIJB    MiLLS    CO. 

NawTON,  Kans.,  Beptember  18.  OU. 

Senator  Abthub  Cappeb. 

Waahington,  D.  C: 
We  heartily  approve  your  amendments  to  sections  311  and  313,  Uril 

bill.  ., 

Thb  Consolidated  Flolb  Mills. 

BHiD,  Okla.,  Beptember  i»,  iW». 

Senator  Cappeb, 

Benate  OfHoe  BvUding: 
We  are  100  per  cent  In  favor  of  the  Capper  amendmenU  to  sections 

311  and  313  of  the  pending  Urlff  biU. 

Enid  Milling  Co., 

J.   W.   Manet,  President. 

Houston,  Tex.,  Beptember  ta,  ata. 

Senator  Abthub  Cappeb, 

United  Btatea  Benate,  Waahimpton,  D.  C:  ^^ 

We  desire  to  express  our  unreserved  approval  of  yonr  proposed 
amendments  to  sections  311  and  818  of  the  pending  tariff  bill.  No 
mills  outside  of  the  mills  connected  with  the  Buffalo  interests  Indorse  or 
approve  the  discriminatory  InterpreUtlon  of  the  Cuban  preferential 
tariff  treaty,  favoring  grinding  the  Canadian  wheat  at  Buffalo  against 
the  United  States  of  America  wheat  fanner  and  miller.  To  secure  ths 
CnbBB  trade  Is  a  price  qamtion.  Again  giving  »^« '^"''•J^"  l^i**' J^ 
ABOTlcaa  Soar  the  advantafss  onder  the  C«ban  prsfereatui  tariff  treaty. 
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(h«  Anti>riaiH  mM*n  w(ll  r*if»ta  tiM  ('v\mu  0<mr  trMU,  vtiUito  tiMr  b«t4 
•lid  viijxyrd  for  M  BMuy  |r««rit  prtur  t«  tiM  tM'MOHit  dtwr(nliuit4>r7 
Uaffalo  ■Ituatton. 

AMWticAM  Maid  Kuwm  Mill*. 

ATCHiaoM,  Kami..  i8«9(nK60r  ti,  XMf. 
B«uator  Aithi7B  CArrBC : 

We  ttronxly  urs*  you  to  pivM  jour  amendmenti  to  tectiona  Sll  aad 
813  peodiiitf  tariff  Ml  In  tatercst  of  aoathweat  fannera  and  miUcra. 

LtEUis  MiLLiNO  Co. 

JoPLiM.  Mo..  September  M.  OO. 
Hon.  Abtbub  CATPta. 

8i^tal«r  from  Kantaa,  Wathiniftun.  />.   C: 
We  rt<n(]  our  aaquaMfl<'d  tndor«em«iit  of  your  amendments  to  scetioiui 
311   niul  .113  of  pending  tariff  bill.     We  are  actively  selling  In  Cuban 
market.  :tn<l  eastern  mills,  not  Canada,  funiiith  competition  in  price  that 
•we  can  seldom  meet. 

BbAMO  DDHWOOOT  MlUJIfQ  Co 

Mr.  Mt-KELLAR.  Mr.  Pre8i<lent.  I  ask  pennlftslon  to  have 
prliit»*<l  Jn  the  RE(t>BD  sniidry  teleerams  from  millers  in  my  State 
with  ref'Mfiico  to  the  ix>iiding  amemlmeut. 

There  beinjc  no  ohjection.  the  telegnim-s  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Reooso.  as  follows : 

K.toxTiLLB,  TiNN.,  September  n,  1929. 
Senator   KK!«!(BTH  McKKi.t.AK, 

Henatr    OffUye   Building: 

Seferrinx  to  Seiuttor  Cappek  s  amendmvnt  to  sections  311  and  313  of 
tb<;  pendliiK  tariff  bill,  which  amendment  in  intended  to  pn^vent  Unitt^ 
Static  fl  >ur  milled  from  Caiuidlati  wluat  from  continuing  tu  eujoy  pn  f- 
ereittinl  duty  under  the  r<>ciprocity  treaty  with  Cuba.  May  we  ask  that 
you  cnr«>rully  con«>d*'r  th«'se  sections  of  the  tariff  bill,  together  with  the 
am«>ndin»-iit.  am!  if  t-ousisti-nt,  vote  for  the  adoption  of  this  aiuendoicut, 
since  will  enable  mills  itenerally  In  the  Unlteil  States  to  comi>ete  for  this 
Ciit>.-in  flour  lHislne(i.s  rather  than  couflne  it  to  Buffalo  territory,  which  is 
true  under  the  present  regulations? 

J.  Allsn  Smith  h  Cu. 

Cljikksvillk,  Tbn!*.,  September  19,  J9ta. 
Bob.  K.  McKbliur, 

I'nitrd  State*  Senate.  Waahington,  D.  C: 
Will  Kreatly  appreciate  your  supjH^rr  of  Senator  CAPPKa's  amendment 
to  Auctions  311  and  313  to  House  tariff  bill,  which  will  come  up  for  con- 
aldi-ration  to-morrow  in  Sennte.  Believe  thiti  will  be  of  great  advan- 
taije  to  I'nited  Stat<'8  whent  farmers,  as  It  will  mean  (greater  cnnsump- 
tiuu  of  United  Sutes  wheat  in  Culw. 

DUNLOP  MiLLiMO  Co. 

CucvKi^NO.  T*MN..  Srptember  19,  ms. 
Senator  KaKNrm  MrKaLi.Aa, 

Mi'aahins/t'm,  D.  C: 
Strongly  uree  yon  to  support  Cappes's  amendment  sections  311   and 
S13,  House  tariff  bill. 

Trbo.  8TIVEB8  Milling  Co. 


CuivacAiiiD,  Tb.hm.,  September  19,  1M9. 
Senator  K.  McKbllab, 

Wanhinffton.  D.  r..- 
We   respectfully    n-quest   your  support   Capper's   amendment   sections 
Sll  and  31.1,  House  Uriff  bill. 

Clbvbland  Milling  Co. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  have  a  teiepram  rather  Inter- 
e<*tlnK  In  its  rontenti*  <overinft  the  ptMidinf;  subjwt  matter,  which 
I  MHk  nnaniiuau.>«  ctinytent  to  have  rt-ad  at  the  desk. 

Tl».'  VK'K  TRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  derk  will 
read,  um  re4|tie«ted. 

The  Chief  CU-rk  rend  the  tetegrani.  as  follows: 

San  FBANciaco,  Calip.,  September  it.  J9B> 
Hon    CiiARLas  L.  McNaby. 

InUtd  State*  Seitatur.  Wa»Mn0ton.  D.  C: 

i'txl'-niiaod  thst  tariff  l>ill  an  passed  by  House  amends  aertions  Jtl  I 
and  .113  ellulnatlni  drawback  and  mllllnc-lnhond  prlvll<>Kes  on  wheat 
which.  In  our  judgment,  wouki  tie  n  very  serious  blow  to  ttie  oillllnti 
tndiiatrv  in  the  I'nited  Staten,  with  citn-inely  henry  losses  to  rsplial 
|nr«<i<i|.  i«n<l  would  not  h«'l|>  sKriciilturul  lnt»resta  IB  any  way  Tariff 
Mil  fl«  reportofi  hy  S<<naie  Klnsnee  ('nnnllte^  woald  leave  nllllng-lii' 
bond  \trirUe9**  an  Bow  opersllna,  mtul  we  urge  ycrtir  srtlve  S0pp<irt  to 
m^tutn*  Ait  simI  :ilA  as  now  ral«flng.  tor  aay  ehang*  In  tbesf  tnllllng'iii 
l*>f<d  <»«itkitl"ti«  W'tikl  only  <1rlr«>  w%t»irt  ttsiltxw*  l»  f'ana<llan  iBilts,  as 
ptyt  i«l«t«<fi»«h»p«  hvlwr«-N  iHttM^Ut  Htut  TnltMl  IHsim  Mi  (his  rl«M  u( 
wtttmt,  BTtili  Ike  rter  infr<^»tnu  pruthtnutn  la  Caaa4a  aa  wsfl  ••  iuwtn 
mitn*$l*rturimn  rtmt»,  miiuUi  umtf  li  iNi|NM»slti|«  fur  ABMfWvH  Mills  fa 
■ru*4  .iM^rtraa  wtM^l  sixl  •iM-tva»fuily  martft  Owar  la  etmpHUU>n 
viih  CanaAi.     II  mema  «uvU/ms  iImi   with  this  ailllla»4«-kuatl  prtvl' 
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irgs  Withdrawn  Ainsrlean  mills  will  suffer  bearlly  aod  africuliurBl  tO' 
erssis  csn  not  p(»«»lbly  i>eii»fii.  AiB<'rlcaii  espoit  nltls  on  I'aHnc  coast 
re  fefllug  more  and  nture  <focrosching  »f  I'ltuadlso  mills  eotapelliluii 
the  Orient  due  to  luwr  price  IfveU  that  now  pri-viiU,  and  the  i»nly 
«»lutuyn  we  can  iblnh  of  is  participation  in  Canadian  whfst  sMpply 
brough  nilIllng-ln-U>n«l  privilege,  and  we.  as  well  as  other  miiU,  are 
already  pnjceeding  to  place  ourselves  in  jjosition  to  take  advantage  of 
hU  privilege. 

F.   B.    BCBKB, 

President  Sperry  Flour  Co. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MassachuiJetts.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask 
he  Senator  from  Oregon  a  question?  Does  the  telegram  ex- 
)ress  his  own  sentiments  and  his  own  views  on  tlie  question? 

Mr.  McXARY.  I  o«>uform  to  the  contt-nts  and  spirit  of  the 
eleKram. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasachusett-s.     I  thought  so. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  it  was  agreed  tliat 
he  diseu.ssion  mi^ht  proceed  with  reference  to  the  amendment 
it  the  bottom  uf  paije  2i>4  a.s  well  as  the  amen<lment  found  on 
•age  300.  I  submit  the  parliamentary  inquiry  whether  we  vote, 
vhen  we  do  vote,  on  the  amendment  at  the  bottom  of  page  294 
md  tile  top  of  i)age  295? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  They  are  separate  amendments  but 
related.  So  the  first  vote  will  be  on  the  pending  umendiueut 
)f  the  committee  to  strike  out  lines  23.  24.  and  25  at  the  bottom 
>f  pagt-  ilM  and  lines  1,  2,  and  3  at  the  top  of  page  2JK>,  in  the 
'ollowing  words: 

No  flour,  manufactured  In  a  bonded  manufacturing  warehou.se  from 
vheat  imported  after  90  days  after  the  date  of  tlie  enactment  of  this 
ict,  shall  Ik?  withdrawn  from  such  warelioune  for  exportation  without 
>ayment  of  a  duty  on  such  Imported  wheat  equal  to  any  reduction  in 
luty  which  by  treaty  will  apply  in  respect  of  such  flour  in  the  country 
o  which  it  is  to  t>e  exported. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Then  in  order  that  the  matter 
[nay  be  i^ept  entirely  straight,  I  hop«>  I  may  have  the  attentiou 
»f  the  friends  of  tlie  elimination  of  the  miliiug-in-bond  provision. 
[  find  it  impossible  to  understand  why,  if  the  Senate  committee 
mendment  on  page  .^<X>  should  Im'  rejecte<l,  the  Senate  should 
idhere  tt>  the  pulley  of  the  provision  inserted  in  the  bill  by  the 

oase  to  prevent  entirely  a  drawback  or  refund  on  flour  ex- 
L>rted  as  prt>vided  iu  section  313  and  why  we  should  have  the 
mendment  at  the  l)ottom  of  iJage  294  in  that  event? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senate  disagrees  to  the 
lending  amendment,  then  I  shall  iisk  also  that  it  disagree  to  the 
imendinent  on  page  300. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Very  well. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     There  is  not  a  question  about  that  course. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  In  any  event  I  can  not  s»'e  the 
reason  for  the  proviijion  at  the  bottom  of  page  294  and  tt^  of 
jage  290 ;  but  if  the  Senator  proposes,  in  the  event  the  amend- 
nent  submitteil  by  the  Senate  committee  api)eariug  at  the 
lottom  of  page  294  and  top  of  page  295  should  be  rejectetl.  to 
isk  the  Senate  also  to  reject  the  amendment  on  page  300- — 

Mr.  SM(H)T.  (.Vrtainly.  If  the  Senate  rejects  the  amend- 
aient  we  are  now  discussing,  then  I  shall  ask  the  Senate  to 
rej«'ct  the  ctimniittee  anieiuliuent  on  page  3(K). 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  desire  to  say  to  those  wlio  oppO»se 
:he  milling-in-bond  provision  that  If  the  Senate  committee 
unendment  «»n  page  300  is  rejected  and  the  House  provision  is 
retiiiiie<l.  there  would  seem  to  be  no  <xvusion  whatever  for  the 
)rovislon  at  the  bottom  of  page  294  and  top  of  page  29r).  If 
he  policy  expres.sed  by  the  House  at  page  :i00  Is  ado{Hed  and 
lo  drawback  at  all  is  allowed  on  wheat  lnii>orte<l  Into  the 
'nited  States,  then  there  will  be  no  need  of  the  provision  at 
he  bottom  of  page  294. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  do  not  collect  the  duty  on  imp(»rts  Into  tills 
Muntry  that  go  into  bomleil  warehouses.  The  remarks  which 
:he  Senator  Just  made  apply  only  in  case  the  duty  should  be 
•ollect«Hl.  I  say  again  If  the  Senate  rejects  the  committee 
imendinent  ou  page  294  which  Is  now  under  discussion,  then  I 
ihall  ask  It  to  reject  the  amendment  on  page  300, 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Then  the  two  provlslong  will  be 
■etnined  and  tlic  provlalon  at  piitfes  2J«)  and  300  will  read  as 
oUowB : 

I'lwn  li»e  cBportfltlon  of  articles  maiiufsctureil  or  prodiir^id  In  tha 
'all<'d  Sistes  with  the  une  of  imporlxd  merr'hiindlM>,  th«>  ftdl  nmount 
»f  the  duties  paid  upon  the  msrrhsndls*'  »<>  u<m><|  nhsU  !»•  r>>riifvl<d  nn 
Irawhnek,  less  I  p-r  «en»  of  stwli  <lii»»«'s,  e»e»^t  thsl  stwh  tlttiUm  shall 
Md  h»  •»  refitmled  up««N  tlie  iiipfirtat|/ii  of  ficntr  or  hf-prn<tnrtit  frro' 
It«ce4  frf>m  wh^ai  imparUA  ttt-r  tut  days  afiar  th«  dat«  ut  th«  «n»a«t' 
n«Mt  ni  tJHs  a<i, 

Mo  ittut  ftii  dAjrs  uftiT  itwf  Html  |>tiiiMig<'  of  ttic  bill  tfmrtf  wlU 
Mt  nu  rtffutui  At  nil  no  tur  n»  wlumt  linis«rte<l  into  Dm  L'ntied 
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»t«iM  la  etmrt>mt>A.  Thst  duty  will  Usra  to  l)#  P*W Jo  thj 
full  vxu-nt  on  every  bualwl  of  wlu-at  whUb  comea  Into  th» 
UDft»*<l  Htutea, 

Mr.  «iItK)T,    Certainly.  ^  ..  _   „.„ 

£r.   WALSK   of  Montana.    If  that   I.   the  «fe    then   why 
should  we  ha"e  the  provision  on  pages  204  and  295.  a»  loi 
lowaV— 

No  flour  manufactured  In  a  bonded  manufacturing  warehouse  from 
wheat  imported  nfter  90  days  after  the  enactment  of  this  act  •hall  be 
withdrawn  from  such  warehouse  for  exportation  without  paymen  of  a 
duty  on  such  Imported  wheat  equal  to  any  reduction  In  duty  which  by 
treaty  will  apply  In  respect  of  such  flour  in  the  country  to  which  It  la 
to  be  exported. 

When  thev  are  obligeil  to  pay  the  42  cents  on  every  bushel 
of  wheat,  why  should  we  have  that  provision? 

Mr  SMOiyr  The  provision  on  page  294  which  the  Senator 
has  just' read  applies  to  milUng  In  bond.  The  pi^ovision  on  page 
300  applies  to  the  drawback,  so  if  we  are  not  poing  to  lia%e  any 
milling  in  bond  then>  is  no  m>ed  of  the  Provision  inc«>riwated 
in  the  bill  bv  the  House  applying  to  drawback,  if  one  is 
defeated!  the  other  ought  to  be  defeated  as  well. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  apparently  has  not 
apprehended  at  all  the  question  I  have  raised.  ^  ^,   „ 

Mr.    HEFLIN.    Mr.   President,   I   suggest   the  absence  of  a 

^"■The^VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 
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Allen 

Ashurst 

Parkley 

Birmbam 

Blark 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Brattou 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Broussjxrd 

Capper 

Connally 

Couzcns 

Cutting 

Dale 

IVneen 

Dill 


Fess 

Fletcher 

Frazier 

(^'orge 

Gillett 

Glass 

tilenn 

Ooff 

Goldsborongh 

Greene 

Hale 

llarrii' 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Htllin 

Howell 


Johnson 
Jones 
Kean 
Kcndrick 

Ki'y«'8 

1^  Follette 

McKellar 

McMnster 

McNnry 

Metcalf 

Norrls 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Patterson 

Pine 

Fittman 

Kansdell 

Reed 


Robinson,  Ark. 

Schall 

Sht'ppard 

Shortrifige 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

8wan8on 

"Tliomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Vaud<uberg 

Wnpncr 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Ma<8. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Warren 

Watson 


Mr  SCHALL.  I  wish  to  state  :hat  my  colleague  the  senior 
Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipstead]  is  necessarily  ab^nt 
bSaiise  of  illness.     I  ask  Uiat  this  announcement  may   stand 

^^The^^V^ICE  PRESIDENT.  Sevtmty-five  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  ina.smuch  as  the 
debate  has  proceeded  primarily  ui>cm  the  amendment  appearing 
on  ^ge  300,  and  only  io.ndarily  and  Incidentally  on  the  amend- 
me^  app^ring  on  pages  294  and  295,  I  ask  unanimous  cons«it 
Sat  theVote  may  first  be  taken  on  the  amendment  on  page  300. 

Mr    HEED.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr  REED,  So  that  the  record  may  be  dear,  it  seems  to  me 
it  might  be  well  to  put  in  a  word  of  explanation  al>out  milling  In 
limd.    The  amendment  on  page  300  has  n..thlng  whatever  to  do 

"^m^e "are '°^^' ways  in  which  a  mill  can  handle  foreign 
wheat  It  can  import  it.  mill  it  in  a  bonded  wareliouse.  and 
the.1  exiH.rt  it.  When  that  is  done,  no  duty  is  ever  paid.  On 
the  other  hand,  a  min  may  Import  wheat  and  pay  the  duty,  and 
If  it  suls^equently  exports  such  wheat.  Uien  99  per  cent  of  what 
was  liald  Is  refunded  to  it  by  the  Treasury. 

If  the  amendment  on  page  300  shall  be  stricken  out,  then  that 
»tH.md  mcthcKl  will  become  Impossible;  there  could  not  be  any 
refund  of  duty  i«ild  on  foreign  wheat  which  was  subsequently 
exwirted.  However,  striking  out  the  committee  nmendment  on 
puK*'  3(K)  will  not  m  any  way  affect  H'e.P™*^^^^-  ?L!!?*'"°f,i" 
iM.nd.     If  the  amendment  on  page  204  shall  be  diwpeed  to.  then 

he  genera!  practice  of  milling  in  botid  will  stl  1  be  poMlb^ 
Th.-  record  <rtight  to  show  deariy  that  Ibe  reiortW^  of  the 
Amendment  on  page  2M  la  not  go\ufi  to  -tj  "''''''•«  '''  »'','"'!: 
thai  will  still  I*  p..rmUalble  u.Mler  l^'**/""^"":!^'?^  «^iu  h.Ji 
siiiiie  *e<'ilon  It  will  Mop  the  advantage  whJcb  tb«  mllH  h«r« 
mrrThe  iJeniy  with  CuZ  of  gHtlr.g  •  W  p«  c^.t  f^-lactlm,  In 
ttw  duty  ImpfiM"*!  t'y  that  r.rtinf  ry.  ^^ 

If,  h'm*^t^.  U  bf  (kmirm)  to  bI'1>  wmif»«  »»  bj»d.  m  •  food 

nmny  H^iafow  f.MUy  bara  liMlUnit*'d  tto^T  Z^'i^.i^'M^^ 
b*i  tu^vMmry  to  imkis  mttm  «Hb4f  •w«fiKliiMWit  ftt  OM  top  oc  psft 

2H, 


Mr,  WAONISR.    Mr,  Prwild^t,  will  t1>#  Hwiatof  from  P«in- 
■ylvftnla  yiMd  Utr  a  qoewlon? 

Tb«  VICK  miCHIDLNT.  D-it^a  the  H«>uator  from  IVnisyl- 
▼anla  yield  to  the  Senatur  from  N«m'  York? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield.  ^         .  , 

Mr  WAGNER.  The  Senator  n-fers  to  withholding  the  privi- 
lege of  enjoying  reciprocity  bt^wein  the  I'nited  Stales  and  Cuba. 
Will  It  not  al8<»  affett  any  advantage  which  our  pnxliuis  may 
have  under  the  most-favored-nation  clause  In  treaties  which  w»» 
have  with  other  countries?  If  there  should  b.*  an  advntitage 
given  In  sm*  treaties  to  our  products,  would  it  not  be  withheld 
from  flour  milled  In  l>ond? 

Mr.  REED.     I  presume  that  would  be  so,  because  that  would 
be  a  reduction  In  a  duty  made  by  a  treaty. 
Mr.  WAGNER.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.     Yes;  I  see  that.  «,...„„ 

The  VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from   Montana 

renew  his  request?  ,  .    ^  , 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana  I  am  not  quite  sure  that  an>  ob- 
jection Mas  made  to  the  request  f«>r  unanimous  constat  that  we 
first  vote  on  the  amendment  on  page  300;  but  if  there  Ik  then, 
the  amendment  at  the  bottom  of  page  21M  and  the  top  of  iwge 
29n  in  order  to  meet  the  views  of  those  opiKwed  to  the  milling  In- 
bond  provision— if  there  is  any  dislhiction  between  that  and  the 
amendment  on  page  300-8hould  U'  amended  by  striking  out  all 
after  the  first  line,  on  page  2l«,  so  that  it  would  read  : 

No  flour,  manufactured  In  a  bonded  manufacturing  warehouse  hom 
wheat  imported  after  90  days  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this 
act,  shall  be  withdrawn  from  such  warehouse  for  exportation  without 
p.nyment  of  a  duty. 

Mr.  REED.  That  would  accomplish  the  result  of  abolishing 
the  whole  mllling-in-bond  provision.  .     ,  ..      o     -♦ 

Mr  WALSH  of  Motitana.  if  the  amen<lment  of  the  Senate 
committe*'  which  is  proposed  on  page  300  should  1*  rejected,  an.l 
we  should  then  recur  to  the  amendment  at  the  bottom  of  page 
2i>4  and  the  top  of  page  2i)5,  I  shall  move  such  an  amendment 
to  the  first  amendment  referretl  to. 

Mr   HEFLIN.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr"   DILL.     Do   I   understand,  then.  Uiat    the  Senator  from 

Montana  proposes  to  make  another  is-sue  here,  namely,  that  all 

milling  in  bond  shall  be  stopped  in  this  country.-     That  is  a 

vastly  difTereut  proposition  from  what  we  have  been  discussing 

'^"i^^VALSH  of  M«mtana.  I  have  not  been  able  to  appret  iate 
the  distinction.  I  understood  that  the  whole  discussim.  pro- 
ce^ed  upon  the  pr<.p«.sition  as  to  wheUier  the  mUling-in-bond 
privilege  should  be  continued  or  not.  ,     *     ,    „,  i„ 

Mr  DILL.  In  the  far  Northwest  milling  in  bond  of  wheat  Is 
not  confined  to  wheat  exported  to  Ctil.a ;  such  wh-at  is  ex- 
rwrted  largely  to  the  Orient,  and  uobotly  that  I  have  heard  to- 
d^v  has  even  suggesttnl  that  milling  In  b-md  of  wheat  shipped 
to  other  wmntrles  than  Cuba  shouM  lie  stopped. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  was  going  to  say  w.methlng  ab«.ut 
that   Mr  President.    The  discussion  has  proci-eded  ui»on  the  as- 
lumptbm  that  this  is  solely  a  question  of  fbij;";«»t«  f«  ^°J;^; 
The  fact  ab.JUt  the  matter  is  that  we  export  J\JT  "  J''^^/;!'" 
wheat  in  bonded  warehouses  to  the  amount  of  4,2V>2.601  barrels, 
and  only  1,139,529  barrels  of  that  goes  to  Cuba.     I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  srieak  about  the  southwestern  millers ;  but  so  far  as 
the  farmers  are  concerned,  they  insist  that  the  entire  am.iunt 
should  be  produced  in  American  mills  of  American  flour- 
Mr    DILL.     Mr.  l»re.sident.  my  understamllng  is  that  the  «tt- 
Ure  argument  here  has  been  made  upon  the  theory  that  the 
wheat  from  Canada  which  goes  to  Cuba  gets  a  preferential  rate, 
and  that  that  was  what  we  were  proptislng  to  stop,  biit  1  have 
not  heard   any    argument   other   than   a    KUgg<stl<.n    from    the 
^nat^  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  FaAziral  that  he  wou  d  like 
to  see  all  milling  in  bond  stopped.    Other  than   that,   I   have 
heart!  no  arpimwits  here  against  the  mUling-ln-bond  privilege 
aa  such ;  aiid  I  can  not  l>elieve  that  It  was  the  intention  of  the 
House  of  RepresentaUves  when  it  put  in  this  provision  of  pro- 
ixised  law  to  stop  nillling  In  boiul  except  as  lo  Culia. 
^5?.  WAGNER.     Mr.   President.   I   cnill    the  »"ent  on   of   the 
RenaU.r  to  the  wording  of  the  other  amendment,  which  la  bam-U 
^The  ai^imptTon  that  we  will  still  have  milling  In  txind ;  but 
JhatUiTpirtrcalw  privilege  under  trt*.y  whkh  our  American 
Uf^iUTa  Viijoy  .hall  not  be  «»joy«al  by  the  l^uducta  of  Inrnded 

'"m*'  lUttKLKY,  Mr.  Pmil<Wil.  as  I  nnderntan^  the  alt  na- 
tion, the  Hu«^^^  Itopf««.1«Uri*  jrrc^lditl  that  aft*r  »»  <\»ft 
froii  tL  Sjoptkm  of  thU  pn/po.**^  art  n/,  floor  manofa/tond  In 

to  any  wJuctU*  la  duty  gn/wlof  tmt  of  any  kIvI  «••  ^• 
S«did  t^SSt/bf  «r  c-mutry  t*;  floor  «*l^»U**rL*: VJ3i 
CtttTiSr  hapiiiii  to  bt  ito»  ouif  cuoutry  to  which  that  wu„M 
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nppJy :  but  If  any  other  cn«ntry  should  subsequently  adopt  the 
9iimt»  iioUcv  this  lancuaKe  wo.ild  apply  to  it  a»  well  as  to  ^'nba. 

Mr.  DILI*  My  remarks  wen-  directed  to  the  proposal  of  the 
Senator  from  Montana  to  rut  off  all  milling  in  bt)ud. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  That  proposition  is  not  involved  in  either  of 
these  ameii.lnjents.  Tho  lanKuage  of  the  bill  as  it  came  from 
the  House  doeM  not  pmhibit  the  manufacture  In  bond  of  tl»)ur 
from  <'aniidian  wheat. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President ^     .     ,, 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  KentucKy 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  TennesBee? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yitld. 

Mr  McKELLAR.  The  first  question,  of  course,  on  which  we 
are  Roing  to  vote  is  simply  disagreeing  to  the  Senate  amendment 
by  whi«h  the  House  langunge  was  stricken  out? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  I^  ns  vote  on  that,  and  then  take  up 
the?(e  other  matters  hereafter.  Why  should  we  c<»mmingle 
these  various  questions  when  there  Is  no  necessity  for  doing  so? 

Mr    HEFLIN.     I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  for  unanimous  consent 
first  to  vote  on  the  amen«lment  on  page  300? 

Mr.  DILL.     I  object.  „,     v..    ^ 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.      The    Senator    from    Washington 

objects. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  anir- 
Uiittee  amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  onlered. 

Mr.    WALSH  of   Massachusetts.     Will    the  Chair  state   the 

question?  .  ^  ^      ^w 

Mr.    SMOOT.      I    also   ask   that    the   Chair   may   state   the 

question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  now  Is  on  the  amend- 
ment on  page  294.  which  the  Secretary  will  state. 

The  Chief  Ci.ebk.  On  jiage  294.  the  Committee  on  Finance 
proposes  to  strike  out  lln«^.  23.  24.  25,  and  on  page  295,  to  strike 
out  lines  1.  2.  3.  and  4,  Inilusive, 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Stvretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  (wh»n  his  name  was  called).  On  this  ques- 
tion I  hare  a  pair  with  my  ct)llea>nie  [Mr.  S.^ckett].  I  am 
Informeil  that  If  he  were  present  he  would  vote  against  the  com- 
mittee amendmetJt.  If  at  liberty  to  vote.  I  should  vote  for  it. 
In  his  abs«>nce  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  HARRISON  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  ques- 
tion I  am  paired  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Phu»p8|  and  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr  McKELLAR  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  ques- 
tion I  have  a  pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Town  SEND  1.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Ki5g1  and  will  vote.     I  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  METCALF  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  TydinosI. 
Not  kni»wing  how  he  would  vote,  I  withhold  my  vote.  If  at 
llb«'rty  to  vote.  I  should  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  WATSON  (when  the  name  of  Mr.  Robinso?*  of  Indiana 
was  t-alled).  I  desire  to  announce  the  unavoidable  absence  from 
the  city  of  my  colleague  [Mr.  RobitvsonI.  He  Is  paired  with 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Mls.sisslppl  [Mr.  Stephkws]. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral i»air  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bukto.n].  I 
transfer  that  pair  to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
C.\iiAW.\Y)  and  will  vote.     I  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  WATSON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pjiir  with  the  8eni<«  Senator  frt>m  Si»uth  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]. 
which  I  transfer  to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
IIksixt].  and  will  vote.     I  vote  "yea." 

The  roll  rail  was  concluded. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  My  colhmgue  [Mr.  WheixekI  Is 
unavoidably  absent.  If  he  were  present,  he  would  vote  "  nay." 
He  Is  (laired  with  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edob], 
who.  if  present,  w<Hild  vote  **  yea." 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  desdre  to  announce  that  my  colleague  the 
senior  Senator  from  South  I>akota  [Mr.  Nobbeck]  Is  unavoid- 
jihly  detained.  On  this  question  he  has  a  pair  with  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copelaud].  If  my  cdleague  were 
present,  he  would  vote  "nay."  and  I  understand  that  if  the 
senior   Senator    from    Now    York   were   present   he  would   vote 

"y^a." 

Mr.  RLEASE.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Connec- 
ticut [Mr.  BixoHAMl.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Trammeu-I  and  will  vote.     I  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  HARRISON.  My  coJleajnie  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Missiksippi  [Mr,  Stithcns]  Is  absent  on  account  of  aicimest)  la 
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hi  I  family.     He  is  paireil  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  RoMNsoNj.  .  ,  ,  ,       , 

Mr  (JKORGE.  I  desire  to  announce  the  unavoidable  absence 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  because  of  illness. 

Mr  FESS  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  senior  Senator 
frsmNew  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses]  is  paire<l  with  the  Junior 
Stnator  from  L^-uisiana  [Mr.  Bboi-ssabd]. 

Mr  FLETCHER.  I  desire  to  announce  that  ray  colleague 
[:ir.  Tbammeix]  la  detaine<i  from  the  Senate  by  Illness. 

IThe  result  was  annoum-ed— yeas  18,  nays  51,  as  follows : 

YEAS— 18 


Oc  mens 
Dale 
Difieen 
I*  It 
(;  llett 


A  len 
.\  ihunit 
B  Hck 
B  aine 
B  ease 
B  >rah 
B-atton 
B-ock 
B  "fxikhart 
C  ipper 
C  >unally 
Citting 

F»88 


B  irkley 
Bin»:liain 
B  rou8i<ar(l 
Burton 
C  iraway 
C  jpcland 
EdKe 


Greene 

Hale 

HaHtlngs 

K^'yi-s 
McNary 


Reod 

Shortrldge 

Smoot 

Steiwer 

Wajjner 

NAYS— 51 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrirk 

I^  Follette 

McKellnr 

McMaster 

Norrls 

Ny.- 

Oddie 

Overman 

Patterson 

Pine 

Pittman 


Walal).  Mass. 

Warren 

Watson 


Kansdell 
Robinson,  Ark. 
S<hall 
Sheppard 
Simmons 
Stoek 
Swanson 
Thomns,  Idaho 
Tiiomas.  Okla. 
Vandi  nberg 
Walcott 
W^alsh.  Mont. 


Town  send 

Trammell 

T.VflinKs 

Waterman 

Wl»e«'ler 


Fletcher 

Frailer 

George 

Glass 

Glenn 

Goff 

Goldsborough 

Harris 

Hattield 

Hawes 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

NOT  VOTING— 2« 
Gould  Norbeck 

Harrison  Phlpps 

Hayden  Robinson,  Ind. 

Hebert  Sackett 

King  Shipstead 

Metcalf  Smith 

Moses  Stephens 

So  the  amendment  of  the  committee  was  rejected. 

The  VK^E  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
^lendment  pa.ssed  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  1  ask  unanimous  consent  niuit  to  take  up  the 
Amendment  on  puse  30(». 

Mr.  CAI'PER.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  that  an  amend- 
ment which  I  submitte<l  yesterday  be  c-onsidered  at  this  time. 
It  simply  changes  the  wording  of  the  Hou.se  [)rovision  as  to 
r  lining  in  bond,  which  has  been  left  in  the  bill,  and  makes  it 
tipply  to  flour  shipped  in  from  Canada   as  well  as  to  wheat. 

do  not  think  there  can  l)e  any  obje<Mion  to  It. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I..et  tlie  amendment  l>e  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the  unanimous-consent 
Agreement  committee  amendments  must  be  disptjsed  of  tlrst. 
]s  there  objection  to  the  consideration  of  the  amendment  of  tlie 
!  ienator  from  Kansas?     The  Secretary  will  state  the  amend- 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  want  this  to  be  u.sed  as  a  precedent 
lereafter. 
Several  Senators.    It  will  be. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Then.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  have  to  object. 
Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  I'resldent,  a  point  of  order:  We  have  be-en 
(onsidering  committee  amendments,  and  this  is  an  amendment 
o  a  substitute  for  It,  and  that  would  l»e  in  order. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  it  is  not  a  substitute.  It  is  a  new  amend- 
ment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  an  lnde|XM»dent  amendment. 
'  'he  .lerk  will  state  the  next  aniendment  passed  over. 

The  Chief  Cij:rk.  On  page  :VX>,  lines  5  and  <>.  the  commltteo 
>rt>pose!*  to  strike  out  "  wheat  imi>orted  after  90  days  after  the 
ate  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  "  and  In.sert  "  equal  to  not 
pss  than  30  per  cent  of  the  amount  of  such  Imported  wheat  has 
leen  mixed  with  such  imported  wheat" 
So  as  to  read : 

Sec   313.  Drawback  and   refunds — (a)    Articles  made  from   Imported 

merchandise:  T'pon    the   exportation    of    articles    manufactured    or    pro- 

iluced  In  the  United  States  with  the  u.-^e  of  imported  merchandise,   the 

ull  amount  of  the  duties  paid  upon  the  merchandise   so  us*^   shall  be 

efundcd  as  drawback,  less  1  per  cent  of  such  duties,  except  that  such 

duties  shall   not   be   so   refunded   upon   the   exportation   of  flour  or   by- 

troducts    produced    from    imported    wheat    unless   an    amount    of   wheat 

rrown  In  the  United  States  equal  to  not  less  than  30  per  cent  of  the 

imount   of   such   imported   wheat   has   been    mixed    with   such   lmpf>rted 

vheat.      Where  two  or  more  products   result  from   the  manipulation  of 

mported  merchandise  the  drawback  shall  be  distributed  to  the  several 

iruducta  In  acwrdauce  with  their  relative  values  at  the  time  of  sepa- 

lation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  that  is  simply  an  amendment  to 
he  Hou.se  provision  and  Is  existing  law. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
of  the  committee. 
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Mr.  MoKELLAR.    Mr.  PreaWeat,  I  wlU  ^sk  the  Senator  ffom 

Utah  to  explain  this  amendment. 

Mr  SMOOT.  This  amendment  would  still  allow  the  ""Por- 
Ution  of  wheat  into  the  United  States,  but  would  WQ^^re,  If  it 
is  imported  in  bond,  that  not  less  than  80  per  cent  of  American 
wheat  be  mixed  with  such  Imported  wheat. 

There  Is  o«e  other  i>«int :  This  is  a  drawback  provision. 
Under  this  provision  the  duty  is  paid,  and  then,  if  exported,  the 
amount  of  duty  paid  upon  such  wheat  is  refunded.    That  is  the 

Mr  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  let  me  ask  the  Senator  a 
Question.  Does  not  Uiat  rule  apply  to  manufacturers  generally 
in  this  c«,»uutry?  If  they  imp<jrt  material  and  manufacture  it 
and  then  export  it,  are  they  not  given  the  benefit  of  a  refund  oi 

00  per  cent  ? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     On  all  other  material  imported  into  the  United 

States  in  bond  for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing  articles  here 

to  be  exiwrted  they  get  all  of  it  refunded,  wiLh  the  exception  of 

1  per  cent. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     That  is  what  I  say. 
Mr   SMUUT.     And  it  is  not  requiretl  that  any  percentage  of 

the  domestic  material  be  mixed  with  the  foreign  material.  This 
30  iH'r  cent  provision  ai>i>iies  to  wheat  aUme. 

Mr  SIMMONS.  But  in  other  cases  an  American  jw^ducer 
who  uses  a  foreign  raw  material  for  the  manufacture  of  a 
product  is  entitled  to  a  drawback  of  99  per  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     That  applies  to  manufacturers  generally' 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  does.  .  .     .v        i  -. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     It  is  sought  now  to  differentiate  the  whent 

sitiuititm    from    the    general    situation    which    obtains    in    this 

eouutrv' 

Mr.  SMOOT.     And  this  proviso  Is  the  existing  law  as  affecting 

Mr  FRAZIER.  Mr  President,  as  I  understand  tlie  provision 
of  the  House  that  was  stricken  out  by  the  Senate  committee, 
after  90  day*  from  the  passage  of  this  act  the  drawback  pro- 
vhjion  for  the  mUliiig  of  wheat  would  be  cut  out  entirely.  I 
will  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee  if  that  is  not  correct? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  correct.  .  ,       , 

Mr  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  House  provision  is 
just  as  imi)ortant  in  this  wise  as  the  House  provision  that  we 
have  Just  voted  to  retain.  Under  the  present  law,  wheat  can  be 
8hlppe<l  In  here  in  bond  and  kept  in  bond,  as  I  understand,  for 
an  unlimited  time. 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr   FRAZIER.    I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  REED  The  IlmiUtlon  in  the  present  law  is  four  years, 
and  we  have  reduced  It  to  three. 

Mr  FRAZIER.  I  was  told  by  the  de^wrtmeut  that  there  was 
no  limit  on  it.  It  is  immaterial  anyway,  but  it  Is  a  l(mg  time: 
laid  of  course,  they  pay  the  duty  on  it  when  it  comes  in.  Then 
they  can  grind  the  wheat  after  a  number  of  years  and  export  it, 
aud  ask  for  a  90  per  cent  rebate  of  the  tariff  that  they  paid 
some  .vesirs  before. 

There  is  not  much  of  this  done  anyway,  because  it  ties  tip  too 
much  money,  and  there  is  too  much  red  tape  about  it.  It 
seems  to  me  that  there  should  not  be  any  of  it  done.  There  is 
no  need  of  it  that  I  can  .see ;  and  the  drawback  prorislon  is  even 
worse  than  the  milling-in-bond  provision. 

I  trust  tliat  the  Striate  ctmimittee  amendment  will  be  reje<-ted 
and  the  House  provlsioo  retained. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  tlie  committee. 

The  amendnwnt  was  rejected.  ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amend- 
ment pas->eil  over. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  I'resldent,  there  is  a  committee  amend- 
ment in  section  307.  relating  to  convict -made  goods,  appearing 
on  page  290  of  the  bill,  which  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  asked 
to  have  go  over.  He  has  no  objection  to  the  committee  amend*' 
nient.  but  desires  to  offer  an  amendment  after  the  committee 
aniendnaents  have  all  been  acted  upon.  ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  report  the 
amendment. 

The  Chief  Cijbik.     In  section  807,  page  290,  line  14.  after  the 
word  -merchandise,'  insert  the  words  "mined,  produced,  or, 
so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

All  goods,  wares,  articles,  and  merchandise  mined,  produced,  or  manu 
factured  wholly  or  In  part  in  any  foreign  country  by  convict  Ubor  shall 
not  be  entitled  to  entry  at  nny  of  the  ports  of  the  United  Statea  and 
the  importation  thereof  Is  hereby  prohibited,  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  U  authorlced  aud  directed  to  prescribe  such  regulatlona  as  may 
be  necessary  for  the  enforcement  of  tills  provision. 

The  ameodmeat  was  agreed  to. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President ,  may  we  havft  a  TOte  upon  the 
<4iinin  aaeBdment  now? 

Mr.  BOBINSON  of  Arkansas  rose. 

Mr.  BMOOT.  WoaW  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  like  to 
have  a  vote  upon  that  amendment,  which  is  found  In  aectloo  584, 
beginning  en  page  446? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President.  I  think  we  can 
dispose  of  that  maUer  now.  I  believe  it  will  be  necessary  to 
refresh  the  memory  of  Senators  about  the  Issue,  however.  I 
do  not  intend  to  speak  upon  the  subject  further  than  to  say  that 
the  adoption  of  the  Senate  committee  amendment,  in  the  oplnl«m 
of  many  Senators,  will  materially  weaken  the  arm  of  the  (;ov- 
ernment  In  its  efforts  to  suppress  the  traffic  in  oi^nm.  I  know 
that  no  Senator  desires  to  accomplish  that  end.  Nevertheless.  I 
believe  that  if  this  amendment  Is  agreetl  to  it  will,  in  some 
degree  at  least,  render  the  owners  of  vessels  indifferent  to  a 
traffic  which  U  workhig  great  harm  to  the  pt-ople  of  the  United 
States,  even  in  spite  of  the  long-cfmtinued  efforts  to  stop  that 
nefarious  business. 

A  disUnction  has  been  made  in  the  bill  l>etwe<'n  the  owner 
and  master  of  a  vessel.  The  latter  Is  held  Ihible  for  any  penal- 
ties which  may  be  imposed.  The  disauctlon,  of  course,  exists 
in  some  degree.  The  master  of  a  vessel  is  on  the  ship,  chargeil 
with  rt^ponsibillty  for  Us  operation.  The  owner  of  a  vessel 
may  be  absent.  Nevertheless,  it  is  the  owners  duty  to  see  that 
the  InstrumeuUliUes  which  he  employs  in  legitimate  cimmicrce 
are  not  converted  into  agencies  for  the  violation  of  a  very  neces- 
sary and  wholesome  statute.  If  he  be  relieved  from  all  re- 
swmsibUity,  there  exists  grave  danger  that  those  prwautlons 
which  are  essential  to  the  protection  of  the  public  against  the 
opium  traffic  will  be  relaxed  or  abandoned. 

Other  provisions  of  the  law  wUl  enable  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  remit  any  peualUes  against  the  owner  where  it  Is 
made  to  appear  to  the  SecreUry  that  the  owner  is  not  actually 
guilty  of  negligence  or  misconduct  in  coiim'ction  with  the 
offense.  The  burden  will  be  upon  him  to  establish  that  fact  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary.  ,  ,     .,     K„ri„« 

If  the  Senate  committee  aiuendment  be  agreed  to.  tlie  burden 
will  be  upon  the  Government  to  prove  that  the  owner  had  actual 
knowledge  of  the  unUiwful  transacUon,  or  consented  to  it.  Of 
course  that  means.  In  practical  effect,  that  the  owner  of  the 
vessel  »'U1  in  no  case  l>e  held  Uable,  fi)r  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult if  not  impossible,  for  the  Government  to  discharge  Uiat 
burden  of  proof.  We  went  into  a  discussion  the  other  day  as  to 
the  burden  of  proof  in  matters  of  this  kind,  and  I  do  not  want 
to  repeat  them  here,  unless  It  becomes  necessary  to  do  so  In  the 
course  of  the  debate.  ^  ^     ,  .  _ 

With  that  statement,  I  am  entirely  ready  for  a  vote.  In  so  fur 

as  1  am  concerned.  ^     ,,  ... 

Mr  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  discuss  this 
matter  at  length,  but  I  would  like  to  suggest  for  the  consld-ra- 
tiou  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  and  others  who  are  Interested 
in  this  nratter,  that  we  sustain  the  commitU'e  ameudiuent  and 
then,  when  the  time  comes  for  the  consideration  of  other  than 
committee  amendments,  that  we  cooi>erat..'  with  the  idea  of 
working  out  a  more  effective  soluUon  of  this  problem. 

It  has  seemed  to  me  that  there  ought  to  I«  In  the  law  an 
absolute  requirement  upon  the  shipowner  to  do  certain  dofiiiite 
things,  aud  then,  if  he  fails  to  do  those  things  which  the  law 
requires,  he  might  be  penaliw^.  ...*»._       w*^ 

The  Senate  should  know  that  if  we  reject  the  committee 
amendment,  it  will  no  longer  be  a  question  of  good  faith,  or  a 
Question  of  diligence,  or  even  of  seal  upon  the  iiart  of  the  ship- 
owner in  aiding  the  customs  officials  In  the  suppression  of  the 
traffic  In  narcoUc-s.  The  owner  then,  if  we  reject  the  Senate 
committee   amendment,   wiU   be   without   remedy    in    the    first 

In  that  reward  let  me  recall  Uie  language  of  the  bill,  on  page 
447  a  part  of  aection  584,  where  the  i>enalty  is  fixed  at  $'2rj  an 
ounce  and  it  is  provided  that  this  penalty  shall  constitute  a 
hen  mwn  the  vessel  which  may  be  enfon?ed  by  a  libel  in  rem. 

I  unhesitatingly  say  to  the  Senate  that  in  that  libel  action, 
brought  against  the  ship  for  the  recovery  of  a  penalty  whh  h 
marrun  into  hundreds  of  thousands  of  (k.llars.  tJ.e  owner  of 
the  ship  will  have  no  remedy  at  all.  He  will  not  be  permitted 
to  Dlead  that  he  used  the  utmost  zeal  in  the  world.  He  will  not 
be  abJe  to  plead  his  ignorance,  or  his  innocence,  or  his  good 
faith  or  his  entire  effort  to  wwperate  with  the  cust..ms  om«ials 
in  the  suppression  of  the  smuggling  operation.  After  ail.  tliis 
is  not  a  smuggiiug  statute;  there  is  a  separate  statute  that 
fixes  the  penalty  for  the  crime  of  smuggling  opimu.  and  all 
that  will  be  plead  in  that  case  wUl  be  that  tl»e  opium  was  on 
the  ship,  or  unladen  from  the  ship,  and  that  it  was  not  exhibited 
in  the  manifest.  If  the  court  finds  that  the  opium  had  l^ 
concealed  about  the  ship  by  a  passenger  even  or  by  a  i"*«^*f 
Af  tbe  crew  or  by  *ny  other  pewon  at  aU,  if  the  ourt  nmb» 
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that  tlie  opium  was  unladen  from  the  ship  and  that  It  was  not 
ahowu  In  the  inAnifest,  the  Government's  case  will  be  com- 
plete, and  all  that  will  remain  then  for  the  coort  to  do  will  be 
to  multiply  the  number  of  ounces  by  25  and  to  entw  Judgment 
againHt  the  ship  for  the  entire  sum. 

It  has  been  flngKe8te<l  that  the  owi»er  would  have  his  remedy 
under  section  618,  but  I  call  to  the  Senate's  attention  this  fact, 
that  tlujt  reme<ly  consists.  If  he  is  a  Pacific  coast  owner,  of  the 
privilege  of  going  3.000  miles  across  the  continent  to  present 
his  arM>l»<'atl«n  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  has  dis- 
cretionary riower,  and  who  may  or  may  not  pay  back  to  this 
owner  the  money  that  has  been  taken  away  by  order  o*  the 
eourt. 

n  seeuis  to  me  that  the  only  fair  and  Just  dispo^tlon  of  this 
matter  Is  first  to  Impose  upon  the  owner  the  utmost  responsi- 
bility with  rwpect  to  vigilance,  to  c«mi)el  him  to  cooperate  with 
the  customs  officials  by  Inspection  of  the  ship,  by  posting  guards 
upon  the  rail,  by  searching  the  ship,  by  giving  rewards,  and  by 
einployiug  every  means  at  the  owner's  command  to  aid  In  the 
suppresj^lon  of  the  traffic,  and  then  to  penali7-e  the  owner  if  he 
does  n(»t  comply  with  those  re;j:ulations.  It  seem;*  to  me  that  the 
owner  ought  to  be  permitted,  in  the  very  court  in  which  his 
ship  is  being  lil>eleil.  If  he  has  a  defense  or  claim  to  make,  to  set 
up  that  defense  or  that  claim,  bei-ause  I  can  not  for  the  life  of 
nae  see  what  Is  to  be  gained  by  stripping  the  Federal  court  of 
Its  riehi  and  power  to  do  Justic«>  as  betwi.'en  the  United  States 
and  that  owner,  and  to  compel  the  owner  to  sit  by  and  permit 
his  ship  to  be  libeled  and  the  penalty  to  be  visited  upMi  him.  and 
thenU>  go  across  the  t'ountry  to  present  his  case  to  the  Secre- 

Py  of  the  Treasury,  who  has  discretionary  power,  and  who 
may  or  may  not  return  his  mom'y  to  him. 

I  stated  in  the  earlier  debate  that  the  shipowners  of  this  coun- 
try c«mld  not  endure  th^-se  blp  penalties.  I  want  to  repeat  that 
now.  and  I  want  to  say  that,  so  far  as  the  Amerlean  owners  are 
concerned,  I  think  every  one  of  them  now  Is  cooperating  with 
the  Treasury  Department,  and  Is  willing  to  do  so,  and  I  want 
them  to  do  so :  but  after  they  have  done  everything  in  human 
power,  after  they  have  done  everything  that  is  possible,  even 
more  than  the  customs  officials  them.<»elves  do,  more  than  the 
Trensnry  experts  are  able  to  do,  after  they  have  done  all  that,  it 
seeniH  to  me  they  an*  entltle<i  to  their  day  in  court ;  and  that 
It  is  unwliolesome,  at  Itmst.  and  very  unjust,  to  say  to  the  ship- 
owner. "  You  shall  be  put  in  a  worse  position  than  the  smuggler 
hlm»elf,"  for,  after  all,  the  smuggler  has  the  advantage,  under 
the  law.  of  a  trial  by  Jury :  he  Is  entitled  to  the  presumption  of 
inno<ence  at  least :  but  the  hiHjest,  law-abiding  owner  is  not  per- 
mirtHl  any  of  those  advantages;  but  even  (hough  at>solutely  In- 
nocent, would  be  required  to  pay  the  penalty  or  lose  his  ship. 

Mr.  KEBD.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  STEIWER.     1  yield. 

Mr.  RKRD.  Is  It  not  true  that  we  must  have  the  help  of  the 
shlfH'wners  in  detecting  the  smuggling  of  opium? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  We  must  have  It.  because  our  customs 
officials  will  admit.  I  think,  as  was  disclosed  in  the  hearings  be^ 
fore  the  HiKise  committee,  that  the  olwtades  In  their  road  are  so 
great  that  they  are  overwhelmed,  so  that  we  need  every  aid  we 
can  get  In  the  suppression  of  the  traffic. 

Mr.  REED.  One  more  question.  If  the  Senatw  will  permit 
If  the  eommittee  amendment  Is  rejected  and  a  shipowner  finds 
that  a  member  of  the  crew  has  tried  to  smuggle  opium,  will  it 
not  then  be  to  the  Interest  of  the  shipowner  to  conspire  wltJi  the 
wnnggler  to  conceal  that  fact.  Instead  of  reporting  it  to  the 
cust«>ms  authorities? 

Mr.  STEIWER  It  might  be;  but  I  do  not  brileve  there  is  an 
American  ship  operator  anywhere  who  would  so  con.««pire. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  if  the  premise 
of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  were  correct,  why  would  not 
tlie  «ame  rule  apply  to  the  master?  Then  why  attadi  respon- 
slbl  ity  or  penalty  to  anyone  except  to  the  person  who  was  In 
actnal  tM*s.««ession  of  the  opium? 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.  Presidwit 

Mr.  STKIWER.  Let  me  answer  that  question  first.  We  went 
over  that  ground  to  some  extent  earlier  in  the  debate.  As  a 
matter  of  pure  abstractiim.  probably,  it  should  apply  to  the 
niMster.  but  so  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  am  willing 
that  a  more  drastic  rule  shall  apply  to  the  master  than  to  the 
owner  for  tl>e  reason  that  the  master  Is  present  and  has  some 
opiR>rtnnlty  at  least  to  protect  himself,  whereas  the  owner  is 
never  present  while  the  ship  Is  in  a  foreign  port,  and  the  owner 
bus  no  chance  In  the  world  to  defend  himself  save  by  giving 
rigid  iiistmctlons  to  his  master  and  to  his  crew,  and  by  taking 
the  prerantJonary  methods  that  are  open  to  him. 

Aftt  r  be  lias  done  that  he  haa  no  more  chance  or  power  than 
you  or  I :  and  that  Is  the  reason,  and  to  nae  a  moat  powerful 
reason,  why  he  should  not  he  peoaliaed  by  havtef  a  Jndgxaoit 
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a  falnst  his  ship  amounting  to  possibly  $100,000  or  $200,000  or 
$100,000. 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fbbs  In  th«  chair).     Does 
tie  Senator  fn.m  Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 
Mr.  STEIWER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GLENN.    I  think  the  debate  has  proceeded  altogether 
\  ith  reference  only  to  ships  or  vessels. 
Mr.  STEIWER.     Yes;  I  think  It  lias. 

Mr.  GIJiNN.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
t>  explain  if  it  is  not  true  that  the  provision  Is  much  wider 
t  lan  that  and  would  apply  likewise  to  railroad  trains  and  trans- 
I  ortatlon  by  automi>bile  or  bus,  and  so  forth? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  The  language  of  the  act  against  which  the 
{ enate  committee  amendment  would  apply  is  **  vessel  or  other 
vehicle."  That  latiguage  runs  throughout  the  bill  dear  to  the 
end,  to  the  provision  where  it  specifies  that  the  action  in  rem 
may  lie.  It  does  not  there  appear.  I  would  think,  although  I 
uould  be  more  certain  of  my  ground  if  it  had  been  written  In  the 
last  line,  that  the  act  Is  equally  applicable  to  railroad  trains  as 
It  Is  to  a  ship,  and  that  it  applies  to  railroad  trains  and  bu.ses 
rnd  every  other  manner  of  vehicle  In  which  transportation 
lalght  be  had. 

I  am  really  indebte^l  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  for  asking 

I  he  question.    In  the  whole  history  of  our  struggle  against  opium 

1  lo  law-enforcement  agency,  no  law-enforcement  group,  no  cus- 

oms  offli-ial  has  ever  suggested  that  the  owner  of  a  railroad 

rain  should  be  penalized   if  a  passenger  on  board  his   train 

1  irought  in  a  few  ounces  of  opium  concealed  about  his  person. 

t  Ls  so  unfair  and  unjust  that  I  am  surprised  the  suggestion  Is 

(eriouslv  made  here  now. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Oregwi 
'ield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  STEIWER     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course,  the  argument  the  Sena- 
or  is  making  is  under  the  existing  law,  and  it  is  not  the  Inten- 
lon  nor  the  effect  of  the  amendment  to  abrogate  it  except  as  to 
roramon  carriers.  The  owner  of  a  private  ship  Is  not  a  common 
carrier.  The  ships  of  the  Sbindard  Oil  Co.,  for  in.stance,  are  not 
i-ommon  carriers  at  all.  If  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  should 
adopted,  the  law  would  still  stand  again.<tt  the  private  shij)- 
wner  who  Is  not  engaged  in  the  busineag  of  a  common  carrier, 
nd  he  would  be  entitled  to  just  as  much  consideration,  would 
e  not,  as  the  owner  of  a  ship  which  is  so  used? 
Mr.  STEIWER.  The  SenatM"  from  Montana  Is  entirely  right 
n  his  understanding  of  the  law  and  the  effect  of  the  amend- 
lent.  Of  course  the  owner  of  a  ship  which  is  not  a  common 
rarrier  Is  entitled  to  consideration,  and  yet  as  a  practical  matter 
lis  position  Is  very  different  from  that  of  a  common  carrier. 

Mr.  WAIjSH  of  Montana.  Is  not  the  force  of  the  argument 
)f  the  SenatiH-  from  Oregon  that  both  the  ccwnmon  carriers  and 
he  owners  of  private  ships  should  be  exempt  from  tlie  operation 
>f  tlie  provision? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  do  not  feel  .so.  It  seems  to  me  tJie  private 
iliipowner  carrying  his  own  stores  has  so  great  a  control  over 
lis  cargo  that  lie  has.  at  least  in  all  ordinary  cases,  full  oppor- 
unlty  to  protect  himself. 

Mr.  WAIjSII  of  Montana.  So  far  as  the  crew  Is  concerned,  he 
;s  In  exactly  the  same  position. 
Mr.  STEIWER.  Tlmt  may  or  may  not  be. 
Mr.  WALSH  />f  Montana.  The  arguinent  Is  made  that  the 
[•rew  of  the  .ship  engaged  In  the  business  of  a  common  carrier 
will  smuggle  oi»ium ;  hut  the  crew  of  a  privately  owned  ship  not 
engaged  In  the  business  of  a  conraion  carrier  Is  Just  as  likely  to 
rarry  it 

Mr.  STEIWER.  The  situation  Is  quite  different,  in  my 
opinion.  The  common  carriers  attempt  to  run  on  schedule. 
When  they  lose  any  members  of  the  crew  they  replace  them 
quickly,  getting  them  wherever  they  can.  They  have  but  little 
iHJportunity.  therefore,  to  protect  themselves,  and  in  the  matter 
of  the  loading  of  a  cargo  they  have  none  at  all,  because  the 
rargD  is  delivered  to  them  in  bulk  and  under  their  status  as 
^•ommon  carriers  it  becomes  their  duty  to  accept  the  shipment. 
They  can  not  tear  apart  every  bale  and  lot>k  under  every  ton 
t)f  coal.  They  can  indeed  be  diligent,  but  It  is  utterly  impossible 
for  the  owner  of  the  ship  to  guarantee  against  the  bringing  in 
of  a  quantity  of  opium.  Becau.se  it  is  utterly  lmp«)ssible.  he 
DUght  not,  theri'fore,  to  be  penalized  for  doing  that  which  he 
:an  not  prevent,  and  he  especially  ought  not  to  be  precluded 
from  going  into  the  same  court  in  which  his  ship  L«5  being  libele»l 
and  there  setting  up  his  defense.  If  section  618  is  ct)rrect, 
which  provides  he  may  address  his  petition  to  tiie  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  if  he  thinks  he  should  be  protected  because  he 
luks  been  diligent  and  is  innocent,  then  there  is  every  additional 
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rea.«on  why  he  should  be  permitted  to  address  that  same  peti- 
tion to  the  court,  because  there  is  not  any  theory  upon  which 
we  could  say  that  an  administrative  officer  of  the  Government, 
appointed  very  often  for  pt>lltlcal  realms,  would  come  nearer 
doing  justice  to  an  American  shipowner  than  the  Lnlted  States 
courts  where  we  at  least  assume  that  Justice  Is  to  be  done. 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Mr.  President 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  STEIWER    I  yield.  ,  .u     ,       ,     •» 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  I  wish  to  understand  the  legal  situa- 
tion find  the  argument  as  advanced  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 
I  understand  the  argument  to  be  that  in  a  proceeding  in  rem  in 
a  Federal  court  the  defendant  owner  may  not  be  heard  to  prove, 
If  he  can,  that  he  was  diligent,  that  he  did  everything  humanly 
possible  to  prevent  the  violation  of  the  law;  In  other  words, 
that  he  Is  precluded  and  prevented  from  offering  evidence  to 
prove  that  he  exercised  the  utmost  diligence  In  the  matter.  Is 
that  the  argument  or  contention  of  the  Senator? 

Mr  STEIWER.  I  think  that  cleariy  Is  the  force  and  ^ect 
of   tlie   statute    if    the    Senate   committee   amendment    is   not 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  If  that  Is  so.  Judgment  In  Uie  proceed- 
ing must  run  against  the  ship  or  against  the  owner  of  the  shlp^ 
The  only  redress  or  relief  that  the  defendant  company  would 
have  would  be  by  way  of  appealing  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.    Is  that  also  correct?  ,.     „        .         . 

Mr  STEIWER  That  is  also  correct,  and  the  Secretary  is 
given  discretionary  power  as  to  whether  be  makes  repayment 

^''ilr   SHORTRIDGE.    My  respect  for  the  legal  ability  of  the 
Senator  from  MonUna  is  such  that  I  should  like  to  ask  him, 

because  we  have  not  discussed  it 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Oh,  yes ;  we  have  discus.sed  it, 
Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  Permit  me,  if  the  Senator  please.  1 
was  going  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Montana  a  quesUon,  though 
I  \»ill  broaden  It  to  include  the  SeuaUir  from  Arkau-sas  If  he 
desires  If  the  contention  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  sound 
should  not  the  defendant  owner  have  an  opportunity  in  the 
Fetleral  court  to  prwe  his  diUsience,  if  he  could  do  so?  Is  he  to 
be  denied  opixirtunlty  to  exculpate  himself,  if  he  can,  from  the 
charge  and  to  be  relegated  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury? 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  In  my  opinion  that  question  is  not 
bef«»re  us  now.  If  the  Senate  committee  amendment  shaU  be 
rejected  and  the  Senator  from  California  thinks  that  the  owner 
ought  to  be  given  an  opportunity  to  put  in  a  defense,  the  pre- 
sumptTon  being  against  him  and  he  must  free  himself  from  that 
presumption,  the  Senator  could  attain  that  end  by  moving  an 
amendment  to  the  House  provision. 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  It  was  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkaiisas  [Mr.  Robinson]  that  an  amendment  to  the  law  may 
be  necessary  to  permit  the  defendant  company  to  undertake  to 
prove  that  it  was  diligent ;  otherwise  there  would  be,  of  course, 
a  manifest  Injustice  done 

Mr  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  let  me  observe  in  conclusion 
that  as  I  have  listened  to  the  discussion  it  seems  to  me  tlie 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  RoMN8t>N]  and  I  are  substantially 
In  accord.  Certainly  none  of  us  want  to  relax  the  laws  or  the 
regulations  against  the  importation  of  smoking  opium.  I  think 
none  of  us  want  to  do  injustice  to  a  law-abiding,  honest  ship- 
owner who  has  exhausted  every  possible  precaution  to  keep 
oijium  off  his  vessel.  It  only  remains  to  determine  how  we 
sliall  proceed  in  order  to  get  the  law  in  the  shape  in  which  we 
think  it  ought  to  be. 

I  appeal  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  to  indulge  me,  li  he 
will.  Let  us  i^ustain  the  Senate  committee  amendment  and  I 
slmil  be  most  havpy  to  cooperate  with  him  with  the  idea  of 
writing  into  the  law  a  definite  nniuirement,  which  does  not  now 
exist,  upon  the  shipowner,  with  the  proviso  that  if  he  fails  to 
meet  that  requirement  he  shaU  be  penalized  in  snch  amount  as 
may  be  thought  wise  and  pnnier,  but  that  if  he  questions  the 
propriety  or  justice  of  the  claim  which  is  being  made  against 
him  by  a  customs  official  he  shaU  be  permitted  to  present  that 
claim  in  the  same  court  in  which  the  libel  action  is  being  prose- 
cuted against  his  ship.  It  seems  to  me  that  that  course  is  so 
much  more  fair  and  just  that  It  would  be  helpful  rather  than 
hurtful  In  the  matter  of  the  consideration  of  the  narcotic  pro- 
vision. ^    ^      ...».      o        * 

Mr  WAIySH  of  Montana.  I  would  suggest  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  that  the  reasonable  course  to  pursue  would  be  to 
reject  the  Senate  committee  amendment  and  then  consider  en 
amendment  which  might  be  proposed  by  the  Senator  frtan 
Oregon  giving  the  owner  of  the  ship  an  opportunity  to  appear  in 
court,  as  he  has  suggested.  , ,      .     .^      «       *  «  *v„»   t 

Mr  STEIWER  I  wUl  say  frankly  to  the  Senator  that  I 
think  it  could  be  done  either  way.     My  chief  reason  for  sug- 


gestlng  the  procedure  I  have  atated  la  that  I  did  not  want  to 
take  the  burden  of  carrying  forward  the  battle  in  order  to  secure 
that  amendment.  If  the  committee  Is  sustained.  I  think  there 
will  be  no  difficulty  at  all,  with  practloaUy  no  debate,  in  agrtnlng 
upon  the  procedure  by  which  we  can  amend  the  law. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  have  Just  been 
informed  that  other  Senators  expect  to  diseuss  the  i»euding 
amendment  at  length.  As  was  stated  In  my  oi)eniiu;  remarks  a 
few  moments  ago,  everything  that  I  can  contribute  to  the  illumi- 
nation of  the  subject  has  been  expressed  to  the  Senate,  save 
that  I  want  to  take  Just  a  few  minutes  to  reply  to  some  of  the 
observations  Just  made  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  (Mr. 
Steiweb].  .  ,  ,  . 

I  rose  for  the  purpose  of  expressing  the  opinion  assertwl  by 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wai.8h1  that  the  logical  course 
to  pursue  In  view  of  the  controversy  which  has  arisen  here  li*  to 
reject  the  Senate  committee  amendment,  whirti  dites  not  give 
the  owner  of  a  vessel  a  hearing  In  case  he  is  accust^l.  but  whirh 
absolutely  exempts  him  from  any  responsibility  In  the  two  In- 
stances referred  to  In  the  paragraph  under  consideration.  Prac- 
tically every  reason  that  applies  to  penalizing  the  master  of  a 
ves.sel  applies  to  penalizing  the  owner  of  the  vessel.  The  owner 
of  the  vessel  presumably  selects  the  master.  There  Is  no  rejison 
to  apply  one  rule  in  the  case  of  the  master  and  a  different  rule 
hi  the  case  of  the  owner  other  than  the  mere  suggestion  that  the 
master  is  on  the  ship  and  the  owner  may  be  absent ;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  master  Is  the  agent  of  the  owner  and  Is 
his  representative,  and  it  is  through  him  that  the  owner  operates 

There  is  no  more  logic  In  condemning  the  master  who  has 
exerted  due  diligence  to  prevent  the  smnggUng  than  there  Is 
the  owner  who.  because  of  his  absence,  has  done  nothing.  The 
object  Is  to  force  every  possible  precaution  against  a  trade 
which  the  civilized  world  Is  condemning  and  which  enUgbtened 
peoples  ever>  where  on  the  globe  ant'  seeking  to  wippresa. 

If  we  shaU  say  by  agreeing  to  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ment that  no  matter  if  no  manifest  is  delivered  to  the  otli-er 
demanding  the  same,  no  matter  If  the  manifest  when  dellveml 
Is  a  falsehooil,  the  owner,  because  he  Is  not  on  the  ship  operating 
it.  sliall  be  exempt  from  any  penalty,  and  the  one  who  has  the 
financial    responsibility    and    reliablUty    shall    in    no    case    be 
accountable  for  the  dereliction  of  those  whom  he  has  chosen  to 
tran.sact  his  business,  we  put  a  premium  on  opium  smuggling. 
Instead  of  suppressing  It,  agents  and  employees  of  the  ow"*^  1" 
many  cases  would  be  wiUing  to  risk  the  criminal  P^-nalty  for  the 
enormous  profits  that  come  from  the  violation  of  the  law.     If 
we  say  to  the  owner  and  to  the  master,  "  You  mu.st  oi)erate 
this  ship  under  such  precautious,  under  such  police  Inspection  as 
to  assure  that  It  shall  not  encourage  and  promote  an  industry 
that  Is  an  outlaw."  we  shall  go  a  long  way  toward  stopping, 
though  we  shall  not  completely  terminate,  the  wicked  business. 
It  has  been  suf.'gested  that  if  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ment be  rejected,  the  provision  In  secUon  618  wlU  not  be  a  e<.m- 
Sete  remedy  for  the  owner.     It  Is  admittetl  by  those  who  put 
forward  this  amendment  that  if  it  shaU  be  agreed  to  it  will 
becouic  vitallv  necessary  to  adopt  some  other  aniewlment  whkh 
will  Impose  responsibility  on  the  owner.    Let  them  bring  for- 
ward the  amendment  and  let  the  Senate  put  the  stamp  of  Its 
unqualified   disapproval  on  a  business  that  is  destroying   the 
minds,  the  health,  and  the  happines.«;  of  thousands  of  our  pe<.|'le. 
The  way,  in  my  ju<lgment,  to  proceed  is  to  reject  the  Senate 
committee  amendment ;  and  if  the  Senator  from  Oregon  chcM.s«.8 
then  to  present  an  amendment  of  the  character  which  he  has 
described,  and  which  he  asserts  wlU  he  necessary,  if  Uie  amend- 
ment ShaU  be  agreed  to.  then  the  Senate  will  have  ample  oppor- 
tunity  to  pass  Judgment  on   whatever  proposal   may   1m'   sui)- 
mitted ;  but  If  we  agree  to  this  amendment,  that  will  end  the 
controversj- ;  we  shall  hear  no  more  of  it ;  and  even  though  the 
owner   of  a   vessel   maj    manifest   the   utmort    Indifference  to 
smuggling  operations  carried  on  by  the  people  whom   he  has 
employed,  there  will  be  no  way  of  reaching  him ;  and  he  Is    he 
one  who  bears  a  fair  share  of  the  moral  resiwnsibllity  and  a 
larger  share  of  financial  resjwnsibllity. 

I  am  ready  for  a  vote  if  other  Senators  are. 
Mr.  HEFLIN.     Mr.  Preaident,  does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
propose  to  have  a  vote  now?  .*,,»» 

Mr  SMOOT  I  do  not  propose  to  ask  for  a  vote  to-night,  I 
WlU  say  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama,  because  there  are  one  or 
two  Senators  who  have  notified  me  that  they  desire  to  BiK>ak 
upon  the  amendment  to-morrow  morning.  Therefore,  if  there 
is  no  other  business,  I  will  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess. 

BEFOBT  irm  THB  KXBCUTIVB  OAIXNUAX 

Mr  JONES.  As  In  open  execuUve  session,  I  dealre  to  report 
from  the  Committee  on  Cornmerce  certain  nominations  to  go  to 
the  Executive  Calendar. 
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wcnBKifCK  or  exbcvtivk  messages 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Chair  refers  to  the  appro- 

?rlate  committees  tmudry  Executive  messages  received  from  the 
'reHident  of  the  United  States. 

BECKSS 

Mr.  SM<X)T.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  12 
o'cl«»rk  noon  to-morrow. 

Tlie  motion  was  ajrreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clwlc  and  22  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  t«x)k  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Saturday, 
September  21.  1929,  at  12  o'clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive   nominationa   received   by   the   Senate   September  20 
(legitlative  day  of  September  9),  1929 

Ptblic  Hk-vlth   Sebvick 

AH>*t.  Surg.  James  B.  Ryon  to  be  passed  assistant  surgeon  in 
thf  Pnblic  Health  Service,  to  rank  as  such  from  October  14,  1920. 
(Doctor  Ryon  has  passed  the  examination  required  by  law  and 
the  regulations  of  the  service.) 

To  Be  Chiet  ok  thk  Militia  Bibeau 

Brig.  Gen.  William  Graham  Everson.  National  Guard  of  In- 
diana. Brigadier  General  Reserve  Corps,  to  be  Chief  of  the 
Militlu  Bureau  of  the  War  l>ei)artment  with  the  rank  of  major 
gf'ncral  from  June  2S».  1929,  for  a  period  of  four  years  from  date 
of  a<««'ptaM<'c.  viti-  MaJ.  (.Jen.  Creed  C.  Hammond,  Chief  of 
the  Militia  Bureau,  whose  term  of  office  expired  June  28, 
1829. 
^..^  Appointment,  by  Transfer,  in  the  Army 


TD   adjutant  OENOLALS   Dia>ARTMENT 

CaiH.  Cheney  Litton  Bertholf,  Infantry  (detailed  In  Adjutant 
General's  Depiirtmeiit).  with  rank  from  July  1.  1920. 

Promotions  in  tue  Armt 

To  be  ooUmeU 

IJeut.  C<»1.  Arthur  Poll  ion.  Cavalry,  from  Sq?tember  11.  1929. 

IJeut.  Col.  Francis  Wiley  Glover,  Cavalrj',  from  S^tember  14, 
1929. 

Lieut.  Col.  Alexander  Bacon  Coxe,  Cavalry,  from  September 
15.  1929. 

Lieut.  Col.  Timothy  Michael  Coughlan,  Cavalry,  from  Sep- 
teniler  16,  1929. 

Lieut.  C<il.  Leonard  Lyon  Deltrlck,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from 
September  16,  1929. 

To  be  lieutenant  colomla 

Maj.  Clarence  Andrew  Mitchell.  The  Adjutant  General's  De- 
partmtMit.  from  September  11.  1929. 

Maj.  J<*n  Hoy  Sturkcy,  Field  Artillery,  from  September  14. 
1929. 

Maj.  Joseph  Edward  Barzynski,  Quartermaster  Corps,  from 
September  15,  1929. 

Maj.  Bloxbani  Ward.  Infantry,  from  September  16,  1929. 

-MuJ.  Thomas  Hlxon  Ix)we,  The  Adjutant  General's  Depart- 
ment, from  September  16,  1929. 

To  be  majora 

Capt.  Robert  Washington  Bn»wn,  Infantry,  from  September 
11.  1929. 

Capt.  Charles  Lowndes  Steel,  Infantry,  from  September  14, 
1929. 

Capt.  Manuel  Benlguo  Navas,  Infantry,  from  September  16, 
1929 

Capt.  Enrique  Manuel  Benitex,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 
September  16,  1929. 

DEIVTAX  CORPS 

To  be  majora 

(^apt.  Roy  Albert  Stout,  Dental  Corps,  from  September  12. 
1929. 

Capt.  Roy  L.  Bodlne.  Dental  Corps,  from  September  13,  1929. 

Capt.  Fernando  Emilio  Rodriguez,  I>efltal  Corps,  from  Sep- 
tember 14,  19-^9. 

(^apt.  James  Jay  Weeks,  Dental  Orps,  from  September  15, 
1929. 

Capt.  Thomas  Joseph  Caasldy,  Dental  Ck>rp8,  from  September 
17.  19-29. 

Capt.  Wayne  W.  WooUey,  Dental  Corps,  from  September  17, 
1929. 

Capt.  Howard  Austin  Hale,  Deutal  Corps,  from  September  18, 
1929. 


PR0M<ynOIf   IN    THE  PHILIPPINE   SCOUTS 

To  be  major 
Capt.  James  Cadmus  McGovern,  Philippine  Scouts,  from  Scp- 
ember  15,  1929. 

SENATE 

Satttrday,  Septeriher  21,  1929 
{Legislative  day  of  Monday,  Septi-mber  9,  1999) 

The  Senate  met  at  12  o'clock  meridian,  on  the  e.xpiratlon  of 
the  rece.s8. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  cierk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legi.slative  clerk  called  tlie  roll,  and  tlie  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  names : 

Jonea 

Kean 

Kendrick 

Keyes 

I.u  Follette 

McKellar 

MrMastcr 

McNary 

Metoalf 

Norrls 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phipps 

Pine 

Rjinsdell 

Reed 

Robinson,  .\rk. 
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Fletcher 

Frailer 

(Seorge 

Gillett 

(ilenn 

G(»ff 

Goldsbo  rough 

Goukl 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Ilatfleld 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Hefltn 

Howell 

Johnson 


Sackett 

Schall 

Sheppard 

Shortridge 

Himmoos 

Smoot 

Hteck 

Ktelwer 

Kwnnson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Vandonborg 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont 

Wh  rren 

Waterman 

Watson 


Allen 

Ashur.st 

Barkley 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhjirt 

Broussard 

I'apper 

I  am  way 

Connally 

roniena 

Cutting 

I^neeu 

Dill 

Fess 

Mr.  FESS.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Bitrton]  Is  detained  from  the 
Senate  by  illness.  I  will  allow  this  statement  to  stand  for  the 
day. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  My  ct-»lleagiie  the  .senior  Senator  from  Minne- 
sota [Mr.  Shipstk^d]  is  still  111.  This  announcement  will  stand 
for  the  day. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Stephens]  is  neces.«iarily  detained  from  the 
Senate  by  illness  in  his  family.  I  will  let  this  announcement 
stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  wLsh  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Tr.\mmei.l]  is  ne<-e.ssarily  detained  from  the  Sen- 
ate by  illne.s.s.     I  will  let  thi.s  announcement  .stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]  Is  necessarily  detair.f  J  from 
the  Senate  by  illness  in  his  family.  I  will  let  this  announcement 
stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  wi.sh  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  King]  i.^  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate  by 
Illness.    I  will  let  this  announcement  stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-four  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

ORDEB   for   R£CBSa — BUSINESS   OF   THE   SESSION 

Mr.  DILL  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.   WATSON.     Mr.  President,   will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dties  the  Senator  from  Wa.shlng- 
ton  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  DILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  c-oncludes  Its  business  to-day  It  shall  take  a  recess 
until  11  o'clock  next  Monday  morning. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  that  we  ought  to  meet  at  10  o'clock  each  morn- 
ing instcHd  of  11. 

Mr.  SM<X)T.    We  would  ite  glad  to  do  .so. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  We  could  then  have  about  seven  hours  a  day 
in  which  to  work  out  the  legislation  before  us. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
I  think  that  some  consideration  should  be  given  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Senator  from  Indiana.  I  suggest  that  when  we 
come  to  a  consideration  of  the  schwlules  relating  to  rates  of 
duty  the  Meml)ers  of  the  Senate  ought  to  have  some  oppor- 
tunity to  study  and  investigate  not  only  the  amen<lments 
proposed  by  the  Finance  Committee  but  the  entire  tariff  bill. 
The  committee  have  not  furnished  any  rei)ort  which  divulges 
any  Information  or  facts  in  relation  to  their  conclu.slons.  The 
Tariff  Commission  In  its  summary  has  given  little  assistance 
to  the  Congress  in  its  deliberations  upon  the  bill. 

I  am  perfectly  willing  to  try  the  i>lan  of  holding  ses.slons 
from  11  o'clock  In  the  morning  until  a  reasonable  hour  In  the 
afternooo,  but  I  am  unwilling  to  give  unanimous  consent  until 
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we  have  some  as.surance  as  to  what  the  i^ogram  may  be.  The 
tariff  is  an  intri<Hte  problem.  A  bill  is  handed  to  us  which 
consists  of  hundreds  of  pages,  many  hundreds  of  paragraphs, 
and  many  thou.<ands  of  Items.  It  is  utterly  ln»ix)sslble  for 
Members  to  attend  the  se-ssions  of  the  Senate  long  hours  dur- 
ing the  day  and  then  have  the  session  continue  Into  the  night 
and  still  have  anv  time  left  for  the  preparation  of  amend- 
ments and  the  gathering  of  the  necessaiT  material  and  Informa- 
tion and  facts  in  support  of  the  pn>posed  amendments. 

I  understand,  and  it  is  genenilly  understood,  that  the  ma- 
jority membership  of  the  committee  do  not  propose  to  enter 
upon  any  extensive  debate  on  the  bill,  and  that  suggestion  or 
Intimation  Is  justified  In  the  face  of  the  fact  that  the  majority 
members  of  the  committee  In  reporting  the  bill  did  not  furnish 
the  Senate  with  any  Information  supporting  their  proiwsetl 
changes  In  the  law.  They  merely  furnish  a  statement  of  their 
conclusions  If  that  situation  is  to  obtain  In  the  consideration 
of  the  tariff  bill.  I  can  very  readily  see  how  the  majority 
meml>ershlp  of  the  Finance  Committee  may  grind  down  the 
physical  endurance  of  Meml)ers  of  the  Senate. 

I  want  to  serve  notice  now  that  If  the  screws  are  put  on  a 
little  too  tightly,  If  It  Is  proposed  to  drive  the  tariff  bill  through 
without  adequate  and  full  consideration,  I  think  there  are 
suffi<  lent  Members  of  the  Senate  who  are  willing  to  undertake 
a  debate  to  the  extent  that  the  measure  will  not  pass  until  that 
full  consideration  is  given,  even  at  the  expense  of  l)elng  charged 
with  filibustering.  There  are  times  when  filibustering  is  justi- 
fiable There  have  been  times  In  the  history  of  our  Nation 
when  filibustering  was  justifiable.  There  have  bt'en  Instances 
in  our  national  hlstorj-  when  a  filibuster  saved  the  Nation  and 
8ave<l  the  vital  interests  of  the  people  of  this  country.  Under 
those  considerations  Members  of  the  Senate,  who  do  not  propose 
to  be  hog-tied  and  bound,  will  be  justified  In  Initiating  a  pro^ 
gram  here  that  will  compel  a  complete  and  full  discussion  of 
this  proposed  tariff  measure. 

1  have  no  ol)j«H;tion.  Mr.  President,  to  undertaking,  as  an 
experiment,  beginning  the  sessions  at  11  o'clock  In  the  morning, 
with  a  recess  or  an  adjournment  at  some  reasonable  hour,  not 
later  than  6  o'clock,  at  least  for  the  present,  and  asc-ertain  how 
that  plan  may  work  out.  I  have  no  disposition  to  obstruct  the 
passage  of  a  tariff  mea.sure;  I  have  no  disposition  unduly  or 
unreasonably  to  delay  the  passage  of  a  tariff  measure.  Person- 
ally, I  am  verv  anxious  that  this  measure  l>e  disposed  of  at 
the  earliest  possible  time,  ctmsistent,  however,  with  due  regard 
for  the  public's  interest ;  and  I  propose  to  follow  In  that  path. 
If  we  can  have  some  assurance  along  the  line  I  have  suggested, 
then  I  shall  make  no  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Indiana ;  otherwise  I  shall  be  Impelled  to  object. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  WATSON.  So  far  as  I  can  do  so,  but  I  have  not  the 
floor. 

Mr.  DILL.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  understand  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  Is  that  the  Senate  shall  meet  at  11  o'clock? 
Mr.  WATSON.     Yes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  He  has,  however,  said  nothing  about  ad- 
jouniing  or  taking  a  recess  at  6  o'clock  In  the  afternoon. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  have  said  nothing  on  that  subject.  That  Is 
a  matter  of  which  the  Senate  has  control. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  hope  the  request  will  be  granted.  Mr. 
president.  So  far  the  majority  have  been  quite  considerate 
In  the  conduct  of  the  debate  on  this  bill.  I  do  not  recall  an 
Instanct*  when  the  debate  has  l>een  so  confined  to  a  mea.sure  as 
it  has  in  the  consideration  of  the  i)ending  tariff  bill.  I  think 
there  would  be  objection,  however,  to  trying  to  meet  at  10 
•  clock,  because  naturally.  In  the  dLscu-sslon  of  a  bill  like  this, 
we  must  study  every  paragraph  as  we  go  along,  and  we  must, 
therefore,  have  some  time  at  least  to  confer  with  experts,  to 
read  further  the  hearings  on  the  measure,  and  to  study  the 
proiKMsltions  involved.  I  think,  however,  that  It  Is  pretty 
generally  agreed  that  the  Senate  should  meet  at  11  o'clock, 
becau.se  we  do  not  want  to  throw  any  obstructions  in  the  way 
of  reasonable  debate,  and  the  consideration  of  the  bill  would 
be  expedited  under  those  ctmditions. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Mississippi.  I>o  I 
understand  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  object  to  the  Senate 
meeting  at  11  o'clock? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  As  I  have  stated,  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
Senate  meeting  at  11  o'clock,  but  I  should  like  to  have  some 
assurance  from  the  Senator  from  Indiana  as  to  what  program 
may  be  contemplated  with  reference  to  the  continuation  of  the 
sessions  beyond  the  ordinary  hour  between  5  and  0  o'clock  In 


the  afternoon.  I  know  the  Senator  can  not  give  any  absolute 
guaranty  as  to  that.  but.  at  least,  he  chu  give  us  some  assur- 
ance, and  I  feel  quite  willing  to  actvpt  his  suggest ii>ns  and 
assurances  along  that  line,  without  any  formal  agreement  on 
the  i>art  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  fn>m  Wa.-*h- 
ington  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  DILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  leader  of  the  major- 
ity what  are  his  plans  with  reference  to  a  morning  hour?  I 
am  perfectly  willing  that  the  Senate  shall  me^'t  at  11  o'el.nk 
in  the  morning,  or  earlier,  if  necessary,  but  there  are  some  olher 
matters  pending  aside  from  the  tariff  bill  In  which  ».me  i»f  ua 
are  Interesteil.  I  have  particular  reference  to  a  ie.>M»lutl»n  to 
provide  an  Investigation  into  certain  features  of  intej-stale  air 
commerce.  That  resolution  Is  lying  on  the  tal>le  at  the  prenent 
time,  and  under  the  parliamentary  .situation  It  can  not  U'  c*»u- 
sldered  until  we  shall  have  a  morning  hour.  I  think  the  reso- 
lution Is  of  sufficient  Importance  for  me  to  ask  the  leader  of  Ihe 
majority  when  he  <-ontemplates  giving  us  a  morning  hour"? 

Mr.    WATSON.     Mr.    President,    replying   to   my    friend    the 
Senator  from   New  Mexico    (Mr.    Bkatto.v].   and   also   making 
response  to  the  S<'nator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr.  Blaine],  I  wish 
to  say  that  the  majority  members  (.f  the  Finance  CominUlee 
have  tried  to  be  just  as  kind  and  considerate  in  dealln;;  with 
the  minority  as  was  po-ssible  under  the  condltkms.    Tlie  niajor- 
itv  of  the  Finance  Committee  finlshe<l  the  «"onsiderati«m  or  the 
schedules  of  the  bill  on  the  IWh  of  August.     We  ImmejIiHtely 
'  turned  them  over  to  the  minority  meml»er»  of  the  commif.ee 
and  they  had  them  for  over  two  weeks  iM'fore  the  S<Miate  met 
other  than  in  a  formal  way.     The  administrative  features  were 
turned  over  to  them  a  week  later.     Then.  uiK»n  the  suggestion 
of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina    [Mr.   Simmons],   we  ad- 
journed  over  until   the  following   Monday,  so   as   to   give   ihe 
minority  members  of  the  Committee  on  BMnance  five  additional 
days  for  the  consideration  of  the  provlsl«)ns  uf  the  bill.     Sluce 
that  time  the  discussion  has  proct'eded.  and  I  think  entirely  In 
order.     In  my  judgment,  we  have  had  up  to  this  time  a  perfe«ily 
legitimate  deliate,  and  I  see  nothing  now  In  the  otfiug  to  excite 
me  about  there  being  anything  other  tlinu  a  legitimate  debute 

In  the  days  to  come.  .,    »  r 

However.  I  wish  to  say  to  my  friend  from  >Ms<-onsln  that  1 
have  sat  for  a  long  lime  In  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
the  Senate  and  have  participated  in  the  coasideratlon  <»f  many 
Uriff  bllLs.  and  I  have  never  known  any  tariff  bill  to  pass/.r  to 
be  really  considered  by  either  body  unless  there  was  a  meeting 
early  in  the  morning,  a  meeting  at  night,  and  sometime*  I  hove 
sat  all  night  in  the  consideration  of  tariff  bills.  I  do  not  think 
there  Is  any  neci'sslty  for  any  such  proce<lure  at  this  tliut :  1 
know  of  no  movement— In  fact,  the  matter  has  not  been  dis- 
cussed among  us— I  know  of  no  movement  whatever  to  hold  the 
Senate  here  after  6  o'cbn-k  In  the  evening.  I  do  not  know  how 
on  earth  we  could  do  so  unless  we  should  put  each  Senator  into 
a  locker  and  lock  him  up,  for  when  the  time  comes  that  Senarors 
want  to  go  home,  they  go;  and  yet  there  Is  a  general  disposi- 
tion to  remain  here  long  enough  dally  to  thresh  out  the  pending 
Uriff  bin.  The  very  thing  which  my  friend  desires  is  the  tiling 
we  are  trying  to  do;  that  Is,  to  bring  about  ample  discussion  of 
the  bill.  Certainly  Senators  will  have  ample  time  to  con.sider 
the  bill  before  10  o'clock  In  the  morning  and  at  their  homes  or 
at  their  offices  at  night;  In  fact,  that  Is  when  the  very  tost 
sttidy  Is  done,  when  we  are  not  disturbed  by  auy  extrancus 
matters  and  are  In  the  quietude  of  our  own  homes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  should  like  first  to  answer  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico.  Of  omrse,  when  we  get  into  a  tariff  dl.scu^slon 
It  becomes  so  Intense  in  a  way  and  the  momentum  is  so  great 
that  naturally  we  want  to  go  right  on  with  the  bill.  Yet  I  am 
aware  of  the  fact  that  before  very  long  there  must  be  a  morning 
hftur  In  order  to  consider  other  matters  of  consequem-e  and  im- 
pi>rtant  questions  In  which  individual  Senators  have  great  Inter- 
est I  can  not  fix  a  thne  now  when  there  will  l»e  a  mondng 
hour,  but  evidently  we  shall  have  a  morning  hour  at  a  very  early 
date.  I  will  say  to  my  friend  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  with  the  Indulgence  of  the 
Senator  from  Washington  (Mr.  Dill),  let  me  say  that  it  is  not 
my  desire  to  divert  attention  unduly  from  the  tariff  bill ;  I  Imve 
no  such  thought  In  mind.  The  thought  I  do  have  in  mind  is 
that  a  reasonable  time  at  a  reasonably  early  date  should  l»e 
alTorded  when  some  other  matters  may  1*  considered  by  the 
Senate  during  the  morning  hour.  WMth  the  statement  t>f  the 
Senator  fr«n  Indiana  I  am  perfectly  satisfied,  and  1  shall  not 
press  the  matter  further  at  this  time. 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  PreBldwit 

The  VICE  PRESII>ENT.     The  Senator  from  Washington  has 
the  floor.     Does  be  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 
Mr.  DILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  to  tlie  very 
able  and  coarteoun  leader  of  the  majority  that  the  minority 
have  no  disposition  whutever  to  criticize  the  course  which  has 
bten  pursued  by  the  majority  up  to  thl.s  time.  Th»>y  have  bet'n 
very  courteous  and  very  arcommodatinc  to  those  of  us  on 
Uils  Bide  of  the  Chamber;  but,  Mr.  President,  if  we  should  start 
at  an  unusually  earty  hour  In  the  morninK  and  at  the  same 
time  run  our  sessions  late  Into  the  nlpht.  as  has  been  indi- 
cated would  prt)babiy  be  required  by  the  majority  at  a  later 
period,  there  would  be  no  time  left  to  Members  of  the  Senate 
for  a  proper  investigation  of  the  schedules  and  paragmphs  and 
Items  as  we  reach  them  in  the  bill. 

I  have  no  objection  In  the  world  to  meeting  at  11  o'clock; 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  do  anything  to  aid  the  majority,  as  I 
think  this  side  of  the  Chamber  is  willing  to  do  anything  to 
aid  the  majority,  In  expediting  the  pending  legislation.  We 
on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  have  no  disposition,  no  purpose,  no 
Intent  now  or  at  any  time  to  ask  for  anything  more  than  fair 
discussion  of  the  various  and  sundry  propo-iltions  involved  in 
this  debate.  But,  Mr.  President,  the  Setmtor  knows  through 
his  long  experience  in  the  two  bodies  of  Congress  that  in  the 
case  of  tariff  bills  we  do  not  begin— certainly  those  who  are  not 
n)enil>or8  of  the  committee  do  not  begin — an  intensive  study 
and  Investigation  of  many  of  the  important  items  of  the  bill 
until  thoi^e  items  are  reached.  It  is  almost  Impoesitrfe  for  a 
Senator,  with  all  the  other  labors  and  duties  which  devolve 
upon  him.  to  undertake  to  sttidy  carefully  and  prepare  him- 
self adequately  to  discuss  the  various  9che<lules  that  are  In  this 
bill  all  at  one  time.  So  it  has  been  our  practice.  I  think,  to 
wait  until  the  schedules  are  reached.  When  an  item  of  great 
Importance  arises  then  we  give  Intensive  study  and  close 
prepji ration  fbr  the  enlightened  discussion  of  that  particular 
Item.  That  takes  time,  and  unless  we  can  have  some  time  in 
the  morning  or  some  time  after  we  adjourn  in  the  evening  to 
prepare  ourselves  upon  the  various  schedules  when  we  reach 
them,  while  we  will  have  ample  opportunity  for  debate,  we 
will  not  have  ample  oi)portunity  to  prepare  for  debate. 

My  obwrvation  has  been  that  almost  every  Senator  sspeaks 
more  briefly  and  more  concretely  when  he  is  thoroughly 
familiar  with  a  subject  than  he  does  when  he  Is  not  thoroughly 
^miliar  with  it  So  I  think  the  Senator  should  not  combine 
the  two  propositions  of  an  earlier  hour  of  meeting  and  a  late 
hour  of  adjournment,  because  I  think  that  would  probably 
leave  us  no  adequate  time  for  preparation.  I  do  not  know 
that  the  Senator  has  that  in  mind. 
Mr.  WATSON.     No. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  understand  he  does  not  propose  that  now? 
Mr.  WATSON.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  But  I  have  seen  in  the  newspapers  the 
■Utement  that  we  would  meet  at  11  o'clock  for  a  while,  and 
then  we  would  hold  long  night  sessions.  I  hope  that  is  not 
true. 

Mr.  WATSON.  "  Sufficient  onto  the  day  is  the  evil  thereof." 
We  will  meet  each  day's  problems  as  we  confront  them. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  inquire 
as  to  the  parliamentary  situation.    If  the  request  for  unani- 
mous consent   should   be  granted,   could  it   be  changed   by   a 
motion  on  a  majority  vote  at  any  time? 
Mr.  WATSON.     It  could  not. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  think  the  Senate  ought  to  retain  con- 
trol by  a  majority  vote  of  its  proceedings. 

Mr.  WATSON.  It  could  not  be  changed  between  now  and 
next  Monday.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator.  The  request  applies 
to  MoiMlay  only,  and  then  it  must  be  taken  up  each  day  for  con- 
sideration. I  am  now  merely  asking  unanimous  consent  that 
when  the  Senate  cocclodes  its  business  to-day  it  shall  take  a 
recess  until  Montiay  next  at  11  o'dock. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    I  understood  that  It  was  a  permanent 
amingement  which  was  proposed. 
Mr.  WATSON.     CHi.  no ;  not  at  all. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
bears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Washin^on 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  IJUh? 
Mr.  DILXk    I  dealre  to  discuss  another  subject 


ICORD— SENATE 


Septei^ee  21 


Mr.   SMOOT.     It  will  not  take  me  two  minutes  to  present 
w  lat  I  desire  to  present. 
Mr.  DILL.     Very  weU  ;  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

BEVISION    OF   THE   TARIFF 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
»  deration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2867)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
li  te  commerce  with  foreign  ctmutries,  to  encourage  the  indu»- 
tiies  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
o  her  purposes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  names  snb- 
njitted  by  the  Senator  from  Ma.'t'yichusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  to  the 
Finance  Committee  for  the  production  of  income-tax  returns  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  i.s  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

k^UKSTS  MAD*:  BY  MINORITT  MEUBEK  OF  SK.NAT«  riKA.NCS  CO-MMITTKB, 
SKHATOB  WALSH  OK  MASSACHC8KTT8,  FOB  INCOMB-TAX  KETIR.NS  I'NDKB 
8ENATX    BESoLCnOH    108 

(Released  by  Hon.  Rbeo  Smoot,  chairman,  September  21,   1929) 
Cornell  Wood  Products  Co.,  Cornell,  WU. 
West  Oregon  Lumber  Co..  Portland,  Greg.   (Linton). 
Sliver  Kalla  Lumber  Co.,  SUverton.  Oreg. 
Lamm  Lumber  Co.,  Modoc  Point.  Oreg. 
Forest  Lumber  Co.,  Pine  Ridge,  Oreg. 
Ander»on -Mlddleton  Lumber  Co..  Cottage  Grove,  Oreg. 
Booth- Kelly  Lumber  Co..  Bugene.  Oreg. 
Inman-Ponlsen  Lamber  Co.,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Eaitern  ft  Western  Lumber  Co..  Portland,  Oreg. 
Croasett-Western  Lamber  Co.,  Waona.  Oreg. 
StaevUn-Ulxon  Co.,  Bend,  Oreg. 
Brooks-Scanlon    Lamber   Co.,   Bend.    Oreg. . 
Bwanna  Box  Co.,  KUmatb  Falla,  Oreg. 
Sto<ltlard  Lumber  Co..  Baker,  Oreg. 
Pelican  Bay  Lumber  Co.,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Clark  ft  Wilson.  Portland.  Oreg. 

Hammond  Lumber  Co..  Portland  City  (alBO  San  Francisco). 
Red  River  Lumber  Co.,  Westwood.  Calif. 
McCIoad  Elver  Lamber  Co.,  McCloud,  Calif. 
KUdilgan -California  Lumber  Co.,  Camlo.  Calif. 
Clover  Valley  Lumber  Co..  Ix)yalton,  Calif. 
Lassen  Lumber  ft  Box  Co..  Susanville.  Calif. 
Madera  Sugar  Hne  Co.,  Madera.  Calil 
Pacific  Luml)er  Co.,  Scotia,  CaUf. 
W.  B.  Pickering  Lumber  Co..  SUndard,  Calif. 
Union  Lumber  Co.,  Fort  Bragg,  Calif. 
Yosemltc  Lumber  Co.,  Merced  Falls,  Calif. 
Anderson-MUldleton,  Aberdeen,  Wash. 
Bloedel-Donovan   Lumber   MiUa,    BeUingham.    Wash. 
Cascade  Lumber  Co.,  Yakima.  Wash. 
Deer  Park  Lumber  Co.,  I>eer  Park,  Wa.sh. 
Ernest  Dolge   (Inc.),  Tacoma,  Wash 
Eastern  Railway  ft  Lumber  Co.,  Centralln,  Wash. 
McGoldrlck  Lumber  Co.,  Spokane,  Wash. 
J.  Kei'.s  Lumber  Co.,  Klickitat,  Wash.,  and  Llbby,  Mont. 
.Nettleton  Luml)er  Co.,  Seattle,  Wash. 
Ostrander  Railway  ft  Timber  Co.,  Ostrander,  Wash. 
Schafer  Bros.  Lamber  ft  IKwr  Co.,  Montesano,  Wash. 
Snoqualmle  Falls  Lumber  Co.,  Snoqualmie  Fallf<,  Wash. 
St.  Paul  ft  Tacoma  Lumber  Co.,  Tacoma,  Wash. 
Wyerhaeuser  Timber  Co.,  Tacoma,  Wa.sh, 
Willapa  Lumber  Co.,  Raymond,  Wash. 
E.  K.  Wood  Lumber  Co.,  Anacortes,  Wash. 
Benson  Timber  Co.,  Clatskanle,  Oreg. 
Blue  IjJce  Logging  Co.,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Deer  Island  Logging  Co.,  Portland,  Oreg. 

Flora  Logging  Co.  and  Carlton  ft  Coast  Railroad  Co.,  Carlton,  Oreg. 
Nehalem  Timber  ft  Logging  Co.,  Linnton-Portland,  Oreg. 
Tidewater  Timber  Co.,   Portland,   Oreg. 
Cabin  Creek  Lu'nt)er  Co.,  Kaston.  Wash. 
Clemens  Logging  Co.,  Tacoma.  Wash. 
EnglLsh  Lumber  Co.,  Ballard  Station.  Seattle,  Wash. 
Irving  Hartley  Logging  Co.,  Everett,  Wash. 
Mason  County  Logging  Co.,  Bordeaux,  Wash. 
Merrill  ft  Ring  Lumber  Co.,  Seattle,  Wash. 
Monroe  Logging  Co.,  Everett,  Wash. 
Phoenix  Logging  Co.,  Seattle,  Wash. 
Poison  Logging  Co.,  Hoqulam.  Wash. 
Sauk  River  "Hmber  Co.,  Evert-tt,  Wash. 
Simpson  Logging  Co..  Sbelton,  Wash. 
Saltan  Railway  ft  Timber  Co.,  Everett.  Wash. 
Webb  Logging  ft  Timber  Co.,  Se«ttk,  Waah. 
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West  Fork  Logging  Co.,  Tacoma,  Wash. 

Brat  lie  Bros.  Mill  Co..  Bldgefleld,  Wash. 

Clougb  Hartley  Co.,  Kverett,  Wash. 

Doty  Lumber  ft  Shingle  Co.,  Portland  (mill  at  Doty,  Wash.). 

Eureka  Cedar  Lumber  ft  Shingle  Co..  Hoqvilam.  Waah. 

William  Hulbert  Mill  Co.,  Everett.  Wash. 

Jamlpson  Lumber  ft  Shingle  Co.,  Everett,  Wash. 

John  McMaster  Shingle  Co.,  Seattle,  Wash. 

Seattle  Cedar  Lumber  Manufacturing  Co.,  Seattle,  Wash. 

Crescent  Shingle  Co..  Kelso,  Wash. 

Mr.    SMOOT.     Mr.    President,    I    also   offer   an    amendment. 


which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  a.sk  to  have  printed  and  lie  on  the 
table.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  to  it.  It  is  the  amendment  that  I  shall 
proiMJse  to  the  flexible  provLsion  of  the  tarllT  law. 

Mr.  C0UZF:NS.  Mr.  President,  I  uuderstooil  that  the  Senator 
from  lltah  whh  to  have  the  ainendineut  printed  in  the  Kbxjord. 
The  Senator  forgot  to  ask  for  that  order. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  I  not  only  ask  that  the  amendment  lie 
printed  and  lie  on  the  table,  but  also  that  It  be  printed  in  the 
Kkcobu. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    The  Senator  does  not  proiK»se  to  take  up 
the  araendnient  now? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh.  no. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  amendment 
will  be  printed  in  the  RtxoBD. 
The  amendment  is  as  follows: 

Amendment  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Smoot  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  countries, 
to  encourage  the  Industries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American 
labor,  and  for  other  purposes,  vis  :  Commencini;  on  page  319.  line  10, 
strike  out  down  through  page  326,  line  12,  and  insert  In  lieu  thereof  the 
following : 

"  Sec  336.  Equalisation  of  costs  of  production  :  (a)  In  order  to  regu- 
late the  foreign  commerce  of  the  United  States  and  to  put  into  force 
and  effect  the  policy  of  the  Congress  by  this  act  intended,  whenever  the 
President,  upon  Investigation  by  the  United  States  TariflT  Commission 
of  the  dltrerences  In  costs  of  production  of  articles  wholly  or  in  part  the 
growth  or  product  of  the  United  States  and  of  like  or  similar  articles 
wholly  or  in  part  the  growth  or  product  of  lompeting  foreign  countries, 
shall  find  it  thereby  shown  that  the  diilirs  fixed  in  this  act  do  not 
equalize  the  said  differences  In  costs  of  protluction  In  the  United  States 
and  the  principal  competing  country  he  shall  by  such  investigation 
ascertain  said  differences  and  determine  and  proclaim  the  changes  in 
classifications  or  increases  or  decreases  In  any  rate  of  duty  provided  in 
this  act  shown  by  said  ascertained  differences  In  such  costs  of  produc 
tlon  necessary  to  equalise  the  same.  Thirty  days  after  the  date  of  such 
proclamiitlon  or  proclamations  such  changes  In  classification  shall  take 
effect,  and  such  increased  or  decreased  duties  shall  be  levied,  collected, 
and  paid  on  such  articles  when  Imported  from  any  foreign  country  into 
the  United  States  or  into  any  of  lt«  possessions  (except  the  Philippine 
islands,  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  the  island  of  Guam)  :  Provided,  That 
the  total  Increase  or  decrease  of  such  rates  of  duty  shall  not  exceed  50 
per  cent  of  the  rates  specified  in  Title  I  of  this  act,  or  in  any  amenda- 
tory act. 

(b)  That  in  order  to  regulate  the  foreign  commerce  of  the  United 
States  and  to  put  into  force  and  effect  the  policy  of  the  Congress  by 
this  act  intended,  whenever  the  President,  upon  investigation  by  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission  of  the  differences  in  costs  of  production 
of  articles  provided  for  lu  Title  I  of  this  act,  wholly  or  in  part  the 
growth  or  product  of  the  United  States  and  of  like  or  similar  articles 
wholly  or  In  part  the  growth  or  product  of  competing  foreign  countries, 
shall  find  it  thereby  shown  that  the  duties  prescribed  in  thia  act  do  not 
equalize  said  differences,  and  shall  further  find  It  thereby  shown  that 
the  said  differences  In  costs  of  production  In  the  United  States  and  the 
principal  competing  country  can  not  be  equalited  by  proceeding  under 
the  provision!  of  subdivision  (a)  of  this  section,  he  shall  make  such 
findings  public,  together  with  a  description  of  the  articles  to  which  they 
apply.  In  such  detail  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  guidance  of  apprais- 
ing officers.  In  such  cases  and  upon  the  pro<lamatlon  by  the  President 
l)ecomlng  effective  the  ad  valorem  duty  or  duty  based  in  whole  or  In 
part  upon  the  value  of  the  Imported  article  in  the  country  of  exportation 
shall  thereafter  be  based  upon  the  American  selling  price,  as  defined  in 
Btibdlvislon  (f)  of  section  402  of  this  act,  of  any  similar  competitive 
article  manufactured  or  produced  In  the  United  States  embraced  within 
the  class  or  kind  of  Imported  articles  upon  which  the  I^resident  has 
made  a  proclamation  under  subdivision   (b)  of  this  section. 

The  ad  valorem  rate  or  rates  of  duty  based  upon  such  American 
sellini:  price  shall  be  the  rate  found,  upon  said  Investigation  by  the 
I'resident.  to  be  shown  by  the  said  differences  in  costs  ot  production 
necessary  to  equalize  such  differences,  but  no  such  rate  sliall  be  decreased 
more  than  50  per  cent  of  the  rate  specified  in  Title  I  of  thl»  act  upon 
such  articles,  nor  shall  any  such  rate  be  increosed.     Such  rate  or  rates 


of  duty  shall  become  effective  15  days  after  the  date  of  the  said 
proclamation  of  the  President,  whereupon  the  duties  so  estimated  and 
provided  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  on  snch  articles  when  im- 
ported from  any  foreign  country  Into  the  United  States  or  info  any  of 
Its  possessions  (except  the  Philippine  Islnmls,  the  Virgin  Islands.  Ameri- 
can Siimoa,  and  the  island  of  Unam.  If  there  is  any  lmporl<Al  iirllcle 
within  the  class  or  kind  of  articK^,  upon  which  the  President  has  made 
public  a  finding,  for  which  there  is  no  similar  competitive  article  manu- 
factured or  produced  in  the  United  States,  the  value  of  such  imiH)rtod 
article  shall  l)e  determined  under  the  provisions  of  paragrsphs  tl),  (2), 
and  (3)  of  sulxlivislon  (a)  of  section  402  of  this  act. 

(c)  That  in  ascertaining  the  differences  in  costs  of  production  under 
the  provlislons  of  subdivisions  (a>  and  (b)  of  this  section  the  I'resident, 
in  so  far  as  he  finds  it  practical>le,  shall  take  into  consideration  <1)  the 
dlfforencet:  in  cmditlons  in  producti*>n.  Including  wages,  costs  of  mate- 
rial, and  other  items  In  costs*  of  production  of  such  or  sl-ullar  articles 
In  the  United  States  and  in  competing  foreign  countries;  (2)  the  differ 
ences  In  the  wholesale  selling  prices  of  domestic  and  foreign  articles  in 
the  principal  markets  of  the  United  8tat»>s  ;  (3)  advantages  granted  to 
a  foreign  producer  by  a  foreign  government,  or  by  a  person,  partm-r- 
ship,  corporation,  or  association  In  a  foreign  country;  and  (4)  transpor- 
tation costs  and  any  other  advantages  or  disadvantages  in  competition. 
Investigations  to  assist  the  President  in  ascertaining  differences  in 
costs  of  production  under  this  section  shall  be  made  by  the  I'nlted 
States  Tariff  Commission,  and  no  proclamation  shall  be  isi4u«Hl  under 
this  section  until  such  Investigation  stiall  have  been  made.  The  com- 
mission shall  give  reasonable  public  notice  of  its  hearings  and  shall 
give  reasonable  opportunity  to  parties  Interested  to  bo  present,  to  pr<»- 
duce  evidence,  and  to  be  heard.  The  commission  is  authorized  to 
adopt  such  reasonable  procedure,  rules,  and  regulations  as  it  may  deem 
necessary. 

The  President,  proce«'ding  as  hereinljefore  provided  for  in  proclaim- 
ing rates  of  duty,  shall,  when  he  determines  that  it  Is  ahown  that  the 
differences  in  costs  of  prnducflon  have  changed  or  no  longer  exist 
which  led  to  such  proclamation,  accordingly  as  so  shown,  modify  or 
terminate  the  same.  Nothing  In  this  section  shall  be  construed  to 
authorize  a  transfer  of  an  artitle  from  the  dutiable  list  to  the  free  list 
or  from  the  free  list  to  the  dutiable  list,  nor  a  change  in  form  of  duty. 
Whenever  it  Is  provided  in  any  paragraph  of  Title  I  of  this  act  that 
the  duty  or  duties  shall  not  exceed  a  specified  ad  valorem  rate  upon 
the  articles  provided  for  in  such  paragraph,  no  rate  determined  under 
the  pro^•ision  of  this  section  ui>on  such  articles  shall  excet-d  the  maxi- 
mum ad  valorem  rate  so  specified. 

(d)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section  any  coal-tar  product  provided 
for  in  paragraphs  27  or  28  of  Title  I  of  this  net  shall  be  considered 
similar  to  or  comi>etltlve  with  any  Imported  coal-tar  product  which 
accomplishes  results  sulistantlally  equal  to  those  accomplished  by  the 
domestic  product  when  usimI  in  substantially  the  same  manner. 

(e)  The  Pn^sldent  Is  anthorized  to  make  all  needful  rules  and  regula- 
tions for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

(f)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  make  such  rule* 
and  regulations  as  he  may  deem  necessary  for  the  entry  and  declaration 
of  Imported  articles  of  the  class  or  kind  of  articles  up<»n  which  the 
President  has  made  a  proclamation  under  the  provisions  of  subdivi- 
sion (b)  of  this  sectien  and  for  the  form  of  invoice  required  at  time  of 
entry. 

(g)  The  term  "  transix>rtation  costs"  means  (1)  in  the  case  of  an 
article  wholly  or  in  i)«rt  the  growth  or  product  of  com|)i>ting  foreign 
countries,  the  cost  of  transporting  such  article  from  the  areas  of  sub- 
stantial production  in  the  principal  competing  c-ountry  to  the  principal 
port  of  Importation  of  such  article  into  the  United  States;  and  (2)  in 
the  case  of  an  article  wholly  or  in  part  the  growth  or  product  of  the 
United  States,  the  cost  of  transporting  such  article  from  the  areas  of 
substantial  production  that  can  reasonably  be  expected  to  ship  the 
article  to  the  principal  port  of  importation  in  the  United  States  of  the 
Hke  or  similar  article  wholly  or  In  part  the  growth  or  product  of 
ccmpettng  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  at  this  specific  time  the  Senate  Is 
intensely  interested  in  any  showing  of  the  profits  that  are  beius 
accumulated  by  the  corporation*  whith  are  stn-klng  new  and 
added  returns  under  the  present  bill. 

The  September  issue  of  the  very  interesting  bulletin  on  eco- 
nomic conditions  published  by  the  National  City  Bank  of  New 
Tork  eontain.s,  at  page  2.  {starting  at  the  bottom  of  the  page,  an 
article  under  the  heading  '*  Revised  Profits  Tabulation,"  which  I 
ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Bbxx>bi>. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 


BBvi.sKD  raoriTs  tabuuatiok 
In  laat  month's  Issue  of  this  bulletin  we  presented  a   tabulation  of 
the  earnings  of  660  corporations  that  bad  pabllsbed  tiieir  statements 
(or  the  first  half  jresr.     Because  of  the  widespread  public  Interest  tbat 
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hafl  be«n  ah^wn  In  tb«w  rtudiea  and  the  fact  that  raeb  a  Urg*  number 
of  additioaal  reporta  w^re  l«au«d  during  Auguat.  w«  hare  broo^t  the 
Ubulatlon  down  to  date  and  are  giving  revised  figures  aa  follows: 

Corporation  $emianntul  rtpvU 

piet  profits;  000  omittad] 


Nam' 
her 


iBditttry 


7     Aiaaaanienl 

15     Apparal 

21     AMoaoMla 

Auto  aaeaMary . — 

•    Avtotioo 

10    BuUdhig  m^t4<Htil  

If    Cbailaib.  indiuitrtel 

14     (iMinicAl  producU 

13    Coal  mining 

12     C'lpiier 

30     Kivrtrical 

U     \\cA\t  Had  baklag 

53     KtKxl  Ko^'lrts     

JO     ilotinrhold  gooda 

U     iron  and  >t«Bl 

S     Ixjulher 

V     M.»cliin*ry .... 

27  {  Mercbiindislnc 


1938 


193S 


19 
U 

6 

*  1 
«0  ' 

6 
13 

7 

7 

e 

3 

6 
14 

8 
M 

as 

188 

MO 

W 

no 


Mft.>i«,  noD(«mas  (aaaapt  aoMMT) 

Ofliceequipownt 

Pmnt  and  vamiah 

Taper  products 

Pettuieuni — < 

Printing  and  puhliihiog — .... 

Rallwuy  r<]uipTnent ■ 

R«al  est;itc — . .. — . 

R«ataur)Uit.obaiiia .. 

Rubber ~-. . 

;  ((hipping 

!*bOM  _ 

'  Textile  produoU ~~. 

Tobncoo ....-..- — _. 

I  Miaoellancaaa. 


Maaufaoturiag  and  trading. 

Kaitroifls 

Teleptmn^  and  telegraph 

Other  utilitwa. 


Grand  total. 


I».30B 

7,837 
23A,M0 
40,010 
7,  MS 
14.000 
•X»W 
10,844 

2,B«V4 
28.714 
4M,017 
2M.W1 
M.OOl 
18,  6« 
W1.4S0  I 

l.»23  I 
W.»*  1 
2A.3<M  I 
21.109  ! 
11,711 

3.238 

^aao| 
01.  tag  I 

l«.382i 

17,800  I 
5,380 
3,  MO 

>a,328 

857 

8,973 

&,440 

5.035 

30,409 


900.404 
49X025 
128,845 
430^458 


113,793 
7,400 
aMk299 
04.917 
13.632 
19, 1M 
79,785 
23.579 
4.241 
M,0m 
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'DeOcit 

Combined  net  proflta  of  over  900  corporatlona  whoae  reporta  bare 
now  l»een  Isaued  aggregate  $2,449,000,000  for  the  flrat  half  of  the  cur- 
rent year  compared  wltb  $1,924,000,000  in  the  corresponding  period  of 
1928,  rcpreaentlng  an  increase  of  $626,000,000,  or  27  per  cent.  In  the 
tabulation  of  the  month  pi^Tioos,  baaed  on  650  companies,  the  gain 
over  last  year  amounted  to  24  per  cent,  and  the  improved  showing  la 
due  to  the  addition  of  favorable  reports  In  the  copper,  petroleum,  and 
rubber  industries. 

The  536  Industrial  and  trading  companies  as  a  group  made  a  gain  in 
the  half  year  of  36  per  cent  over  1928,  and  a  particularly  good  showing 
was  made  by  such  other  lines  as  aviation,  auto  accessories.  Iron  and 
8t<el.  machinery,  paint,  real  estate,  railway  equipment,  and  shipping. 
Eight  out  of  every  ten  iadlridual  reports  showed  higher  earnings  than 
last  year,  while  oaly  three  were  lower.  Taking  tlic  combined  earnings 
of  the  companies  making  up  each  particular  line  of  buiduess.  it  is  found 
tbat  the  group  total  is  ahead  of  last  year  In  29  out  of  83  major 
classldratioaa. 

Earnings  of  the  railroads  so  far  this  year,  though  not  showing  qoite 
so  spectacular  an  increase  as  the  indiistrijils,  nevertheless  were  21  per 
cent  ahead  of  1&2S  aad  the  results  for  the  full  12  months  will  un- 
doubtedly set  a  new  high  record.  This  gain  was  partly  the  result  of 
Increased  traflk  but  more  largely  due  to  improved  elBciency  and  farther 
economies.  The  Increa.te  in  gross  operating  revenues  for  the  first  six 
months,  amounting  to  5.2  per  cent,  fell  far  short  of  the  Increase  in 
net,  while  the  Increase  in  operating  exp»*nse8  was  only  1.7  per  cent, 
detipito  the  larger  volume  of  traffic. 

Space  does  not  permit  our  discussing  in  detail  these  tabula '^lons  of 
ci^rp" 'rat it'll  profits  classlfl»>d  by  major  industrial  groups  that  have  been 
api>earing  from  tlm^  to  time  in  this  bulletin.  Recently  two  pioneering 
books  have  been  published  on  this  subject  which  can  be  recommended. 
Corporation  Profits,  by  Lawrence  H.  Sloan,  editor  of  the  Standard 
Btatistics  Co..  New  York,  Is  an  exhaustive  study  based  on  published 
reports  to  stockholders,  while  Corporate  Earning  Power,  by  WUMam 
Leonard  Crum,  of  Stanford  rniveraity,  CaUforuia.  is  a  similar  compre- 
henslve  study,  baaed  on  income-tax  returns  as  stnooiarlxed  and  pablisbed 
by  the  Treasury  Department. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  PrcsMcnt.  in  addition,  I  desire  to  have  printed 
in  the  Itrtniuj.  and  iisk  nnanimous  consent  that  that  may  be 
done,  an  article  under  the  heading  **  Tariff  ModdUug ''  appearing 


Q    the   August   15   issue  of   the   Manufactui^er,    published    by 
he  Mantifacturers'  Club  of  Pbiladeiphla. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

TAKirr   IICDDLINQ 

The  tariff  spectacle  that  is  being  presented  on  the  stage  at  Wash- 
iigton  Is  a  sad  and  a  sorry  one.  It  is  disheartening  to  Industry,  a 
lumlllation  to  the  i)arty  in  power,  an  insult  to  the  judgment  of  the 
American  people.  Seven  months  have  passed  since  the  tariif  hearings 
t)egan  at  the  House  end  of  the  Capitol.  Yet  to.day  the  date  of  the 
fiaasage  of  a  new  tariff  Mil  is  shrouded  in  the  mystery  clouds  of  an 
Indefinite  future.  And  there  Is  genuine  doubt  in  the  minds  of  many 
who  are  closely  following  the  legislative  path  whether  there  wIU  be 
any  bill  at  all  snacted  Into  law.  As  to  what  the  measure  will  con- 
tain, if  and  when  signed  by  the  President,  that  Is  a  case  for  the 
seer  and  the  soothsayer  and  the  divining  rod. 

It  Is  a  spectacle  as*  unexpected  as  it  is  sorry.  The  caoipnlgii  of 
1928  was  waged  larg»-ly  on  the  Issue  of  the  tariff.  The  Republican 
Party  was  pledged  to  protective  dudes  If  It  won  the  battle.  It 
did  win.  The  voters  declared  mightily  in  favor  of  a  Republican  ad- 
miiilstratlon,  and  gave  a  Congress  that  is  R»publlc«n  in  both  branches. 
There  was  no  doubt  in  the  mind  of  the  country  but  that  there  would 
be  prompt  and  protective  tariff  revision,  that  the  farmer,  the  miner, 
and  the  industrlallirt  would  be  put  on  equal  terms  in  the  American 
market  place  with  tils  foreign  competitor.  That  was  an  Issue  that 
was  fought  out  In  the  campaign  and  settled  by  the  votes  on  election 
day. 

But  iuto  the  situatiun  there  was  injected  the  poison  of  two  words, 
■  limited  revision."  From  that  day  to  this  the  course  of  genuine 
tariff  revision  has  never  run  smooth.  It  l>ecame  a  tortuous  stream 
that  turned  this  way  and  that,  and  at  times  became  a  swirling  eddy 
that  flowed  over  and  hid  from  view  the  old  landmarks  of  protective 
tariff.  The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  reported  to  the  Uouse  a  bill 
that  was  nonprolectlve.  In  the  case  of  some  rates  that  were  ade- 
quate for  industry,  they  were  secured  in  sessions  of  the  Republican 
Members  only  by  a  margin  of  1  vote.  And  this  after  clear  maudate 
from  the  voters  to  go  ahead  and  write  a  tariff  bill  that  would  gen- 
uinely protect  the  American  producer. 

•  History  is  repeating  Itself  In  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate. Republican  Members  are  flouting  the  claims  of  manufacturers, 
and  seemingly  adopting  the  old  tariff  ways  of  Democracy.  They  are 
denying  the  rates  of  duty  that  have  been  clearly  proved  to  be  neces- 
sary. They  are  listening  to  the  siren  song  of  the  internationalist,  and 
heeding  the  warped  philosophy  of  the  profe.saional  political  economist. 
They  are  wrought  up  over  the  fact  that  foreign  nations  are  protest- 
ing against  hiish  rates  of  duty.  They  seem  to  forget  that  they  are 
not  Senators  of  Germ.nny  or  Franco  or  Italy  or  Japan  or  Czecho- 
slovakia, but  are  Senators  of  the  United  States.  There  has  been 
only  1  vote  majority  for  substantial  duties  on  many  a  ballot  in  the 
conferences  of  these  11  Republican  Members,  and  many  a  case  in  which 
the  majority  was  the  other  way. 

All  of  this,  of  course,  is  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemy  In 
time  of  tariff  war.  It  is  strengthening  the  hands  of  Uiose  who  will 
fight  protective  duties  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  It  is  encouraging 
our  competitor  nations  to  ke«^p  up  their  protests  and  their  threats. 
It  is  compelling  American  industry  to  the  belief  that  It  is  the  step- 
child  of  the  administration,  with  no  real  regard  being  paid  to  its 
interests,  no  care  for  its  well-being  and  prosperity.  It  is  not  only 
poBtpouhig  the  relief  that  should  be  given,  but  is  making  it  an  im- 
possibility that  such  relief  will  be  adequate  when  it  does  come. 

AH  of  this  situation  could  have  been  changed  by  a  word  from  the 
White  Douse  at  the  proper  time.  All  that  was  necessary  was  for 
President  Hoover  to  say  that  he  was  for  genuine  protective  tariff 
revision,  for  him  to  put  In  words  after  his  inauguration  what  be 
said  In  his  tariff  sp«^«chcS  at  Newark  and  at  Boetoii  during  the  cnm- 
palgn.  It  needed  only  that  word  to  rally  the  Republican  Members 
of  both  tariff  committK^s  of  Congress  to  the  standard,  and  to  put 
behind  It  the  party  membership  of  both  Houses. 

But  that  word  did  not  ctme.  There  came  instead  the  call  for 
"  limited  revision,"  the  pbraso  that  has  been  the  undoii>g  of  the  pro- 
tection cause.  It  was  that  phra.se  that  prevented  the  Republican 
members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  from  doing  their  plain 
duty.  It  is  now  serving  a  similar  purpose  in  the  Finance  Committee. 
It  was  the  cause  of  the  Borah  resolution  almost  passing  the  Senate, 
a  catastrophe  that  was  averted  only  by  votes  of  Democrats.  It  Is 
what  is  causing  the  Republicans  in  Congress  to  turn  their  backs  upon 
their  long-established  party  doctrine. 

To  the  credit  of  I'ennsylranias  representatives  upon  the  tariff 
committees  be  it  said  that  they  have  not  been  led  astray  by  this 
false  shibboleth.  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Estxp,  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee',  stood  fast  and  hard  for  protective  rates.  Senator  Rked 
Is  waging  a  masterly  fight  in  behalf  of  the  industries  of  his  State  and 
of  the  Nation.     These  three  men  deserve  well  of  their  Commonwealth, 
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and  of  all  American  Industry  as  well.  They  have  fought  the  good 
fight,  they  have  kept  the  faith.  The  sorry  muddle  that  Is  now  on 
exhibition  at  Waahlngton  is  not  their  fault,  llie  blame  for  it  la 
higher  up.     It  is  at  the  door  of  the  White  House. 

Mr  METCALF  Mr  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  an  amend- 
ment tt)  the  pending  bill,  which  I  ask  to  have  print«l.  and 
which,  at  the  propi-r  Ume,  I  propose  to  pn-sent. 

The  VICE  PRKSIDEN'T.  The  amendment  will  be  printed 
and  lie  on  the  table.  

Mr  CAPPER  Mr.  President,  I  have  liere  a  telegram  from 
the  American  A.ssociation  of  Creamery  Butter  Manufacturers, 
which  I  ask  t«.  have  printed  In  the  RBcoBn. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered- 

The  telegram  is  as  follows : 

Snn-KMPaa  13,  1929. 

Hon.  ARTHca  CAPr««, 

L'nifrd  fifoffs  ^m'lfor,  "Wathington,  D.  0.: 
Our  association,  by  ofllclal  action  of  Us  board  of  directors.  Indorsed 
communication  to  Members  Cnlted  States  Senate,  dated  8«'ptember  8,  on 
agricultural  Items  in  tariff  bill  signed  by  National  Orange,  Patrons  of 
Ilusliaiidry,  and  11  other  nationally  known  farm  and  business  organi 
latlons  We  believe  that  American  farmers  are  entitled  to  tariff  adjust- 
ments outlined  in  said  communication  and  that  nonagrlcultural  Items 
should  receive  compelling  necessary  adjustments  only. 

AMKBICAN    ASNOCIATIOX    CanAMEBT    BCTTSB   MA!ICFACTC»E«3, 

By  W.  F.   it»*ms.  Manager. 

ALLOCATION    OK    RADIO    CHANNELS 

Mr  DILL  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  take  very  much 
time  on  any  subject  other  than  the  tariff,  but  I  do  want  to 
disc-us8  for  a  few  minutes  the  situation  that  exists  regnrdlng 
the  ull'K-atiou  of  radio  wave  lengths  to  the  stations  of  this 
country. 

There  arptared  in  the  railroad  brotherhood  publication  called 
Labor  of  September  21, 11)29,  an  article  by  J.  C.  Haydon  explain- 
InK  the  prop(«ed  method  of  handling  radio  broadcasting  in 
C^anada  A  commission  in  Canada  has  been  studying  the  situa- 
Uon  and  has  made  the  recommendation  that  the  Canadian  (Gov- 
ernment shall  abolish  all  private  radio  stations,  and  that  the 
Gt»vernnieut  shall  build  and  maintain  and  <^)erate  all  radio 
stations  within  Canada. 

I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  recommenda- 
tion comes  from  a  c(Mnmisslou  of  hard-headed  business  men. 
Sir  John  Aird  is  president  of  the  Canadian  Bank  of  Commerce, 
one  of  the  largest  banks  in  Canada.  Charles.  A.  Bowman  Is 
editor  of  the  Ottawa  Citizen.  Dr.  Augustus  Frigon,  of  Mon- 
treal is  a  very  notable  citizen.  They  studied  the  radio  situa- 
tion not  only  in  Canada  !)ut  all  over  the  United  States.  Eng- 
land, and  Europe,  and  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
only  way  by  which  the  people  can  be  assured  of  the  free  use 
of  radio  is  by  the  Government's  control  of  it  They  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  tlie  public  .service  of  radio  is  not  to  be 
measured  by  the  highe8t-i)rieed  orchestra  or  by  the  biggest  ball 
game  being  reported  or  the  biggest  prize  fight,  but  that  it  must 
be  devoted  to  the  interests  of  all  classes  of  people. 

The  plan  Is  to  have  seven  high-jiowered  Government  stations, 
six  in  the  inland  Provinces  and  one  in  the  three  maritime  Prov- 
inces, to  be  controlled  by  a  Government  board  of  12  men,  three 
of  them  representing  the  Dominion  Government  and  one  for 
each  of  the  Provinces.  The  Government  is  to  subsidize  these 
stations  by  a  million  dollars  a  year.  They  are  to  charge  a  tax 
of  $.3  per  "set  for  every  radio-set  owner,  and  the  advertisers  are 
expected  to  pay  another  million  dollars  a  year. 

I  cjill  attenti<m  to  this  fact  not  because  I  want  it  understood 
that  I  favor  any  such  system  in  the  United  States  but  because 
it  Is  a  most  signiticant  development.  Unless  the  Radio  Com- 
mission established  by  Congress  controls  the  air,  and  prevents 
monopolization  of  it  by  a  few  great  radio  organizations  in  this 
country,  a  public  sentiment  will  develop  here  that  will  drive  Con- 
gress to  put  all  radio  under  the  control  of  the  Government  In 
this  country;  and  it  is  because  of  that  that  I  speak  this 
morning. 

The  Radio  Commission  has  been  granting  wave  length.s, 
power,  and  time  in  a  manner  that  Is  tending  to  put  the  con- 
trol of  an  effective  radio  service  in  the  hands  of  a  few  great 
organizations.  The  40  cleared  diumiels  established  in  this 
countrv  to-day  are  fast  driving  out  the  independent  use  of 
radio  in  an  effective  manner — 40  cleared  channels,  with  38  of 
the  40  cleared  channel  stations  on  chains.  These  channels  were 
cleared  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  people  radio  service  all 
over  the  country  on  those  channels— and  they  have  jrfaced  thoee 
channels  in  the  very  best  places  on  the  dial,  in  spite  of  the 
fact  tliat  they  heterodyne,  and  cause  harmonics  beyond  the 
limits  of  their  own  diaunels. 


The  commission  under  the  law  has  speHflc  power  orer  these 
chain  stations.  Nearly  a  year  ago  they  Lssued  an  order  which, 
if  they  had  carried  it  out,  would  go  far  to  remedy  this  situa- 
tion ;  but  every  time  the  diate  for  the  enforcement  of  the  order 
arrives  they  postptme  it.  and  they  have  i>o8tpoued  it  again  and 
again. 

The  district  court  reversed  the  commission  on  this  cleared- 
channel  proposal,  and  said  that  there  wiis  no  practical  niison 
why  the  station  at  Schene<-tad>',  WCJY,  and  the  station  at 
Oakland,  KGO,  .should  not  operate  on  the  same  channel ;  they 
were  so  far  aiMirt  that  they  could  not  seriously  Interfert?  with 
one  another,  except  for  a  small  class  of  |>«>ople  midway  between 
them.  The  court  ai?plie<l  the  rule  of  practical  common  sense 
instead  of  the  impractical  theories  of  radio  «M»glneerR.  As  a 
result  of  that  decision  those  two  stations  have  Ikm-u  op»»ruting 
on  tlie  same  channel  for  nearly  a  year,  and  there  Is  practically 
no  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  people;  and  yet  the  ('om- 
mlsslon  insists  that  a  station  using  a  wave  length  on  tl»« 
Atlantic  coast  must  have  a  free.  cleare«l  I'hnnnel.  and  no 
station  on  the  Paciflc  coast  can  use  It— an<l  vi«'e  versa. 

One  of  the  stations  in  New  York  which  has  made  applica- 
tion for  5,000  watts  of  power  on  a  cleared  channel  on  the 
Pacific  coast  points  out  tliat  there  is  nothing  In  the  law  that 
places  on  the  commisslt>n  the  duty  of  creating  cleare<l  channels. 
I  go  further  and  say  that  In  my  jiulgnient  tlie  law  does  not 
permit  the  granting  of  these  cleareil  channels  and  permitting 
their  use  as  the  commission  Is  now  d<»ing.  The  <listrict  court 
overruled  the  commission  on  It;  and  I  hope  and  bt»lleve  that 
the   Sui)reme  Court   of   the    United   States    will   do   the   same 

thing. 

Efforts  to  weaken  the  radio  law  in  Its  monopoly  feature* 
are  being  made  all  over  this  country  ttMlay  In  the  form  of 
propaganda.  They  want  to  repeal  sections  13  ami  17  of  the 
radio  Uiw,  so  that  the  International  Telei)hone  and  Telegraph 
Co.  can  buy  the  Radio  Corporation's  interoceanlc  stations,  and 
they  want  to  pay  $40,OtX>.000  worth  of  stock  for  them.  Mr. 
Behn  said  they  were  worth  $25,000,000  when  he  was  on  the 
stand  before  our  committee  last  June.  Tliose  stocks  are 
selling  to-day  for  more  than  $100,000,000;  and.  If  It  Is  per- 
mitted, there  will  be  $75,000,000  of  water  to  b<>gin  with  upon 
which  cable  and  telephone  rates  must  be  made  high  enough  to 
pay  dividends. 

As  I  say,  they  are  agitating  for  the  repeal  of  sections  13  and 
17.  Mr.  Webster,  the  attorney  for  the  conmiisslon,  rec»»m- 
raended  that  this  be  done.  I  want  to  say  for  the  commission 
that  thev  did  not  approve  that  recommendation. 

The  committee  of  the  American  Bar  Association  has  recom- 
mended that  section  17  be  repealed.  It  Is  the  same  committee 
that  recommended  two  or  three  years  ago  that  Congress  recog- 
nlze  the  vested  rights  of  stations  in  the  air.  Congress  did 
not  do  that ;  but  wlien  tlie  WGY  station  case  was  In  <onrt  they 
quoted  tlie  committee  of  the  American  Bar  Association  as 
authority  for  claiming  vested  rights.  The  district  court  dis- 
regarded them. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     Mr.  President,  will  Uie  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DILL.     I  wish  the  Senator  would  not  Interrupt  me  for 
just  a  moment,  and  then  1  will  yield. 

Why  should  the  committee  of  the  American  Bar  Assodallon 
write  recommendations  to  Congress  about  .«!ection  17  of  th«'  ra<llo 
law?  They  are  not  writing  any  recommendations  about  the 
tariff  law. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  That  is  exactly  what  I  wanted  to  a^<k  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  DILL.  They  are  not  writing  anything  alnrnt  railroatls. 
They  are  not  writing  anything  about  farm  relief.  They  ai^ 
not  writing  anything  about  any  other  kind  of  legislation ;  but 
they  come  with  a  prepared  recommendatlMi  that  we  shall  repeal 
section  17  and  leave  the  radio  situation  to  be  dealt  with  under 
the  general  laws  of  monopoly.  The  experience  of  the  country 
is  that  up  to  this  time  the  Radio  Trust  has  been  aWe  to  dis- 
regard the  monopfJy  law.  The  Department  of  Justice  do«*s  not 
cause  it  any  trouble ;  but  sections  13  and  17  of  the  radio  law 
are  self-enforcing,  and  we  want  to  lieep  them  In  the  statute. 

I  do  not  want  to  take  more  time,  other  than  to  read  again 
the  statement  <m  this  subject  of  President  Hoover  In  1»24,  when 
he  was  Secretary  of  Commerce : 

The  question  of  monopoly  in  radio  communication  must  be  squarely 
met.  It  is  not  conceivable  that  the  American  people  will  allow  this 
new-bom  system  of  communication  to  fall  exclusively  Into  the  p.<wer 
of  any  Individual,  group,  or  combination. 

I  know  it  is  said  that  there  are  several  combinations ;  l>ut  we 
all  know  that  as  soon  as  a  few  comblnati«ms  get  o^ntrol  they 
form  a  merger.  That  i«  what  they  do  in  everything  eiM?,  and 
they  will  do  It  in  radio. 
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ContlnniDg,  Mr.  Hoorer  said : 

It  c«n  not  be  tbooght  that  any  alngle  person  or  (roup  ahall  wer  hare 
the  riifht  to  determln*  what  communlt-atlon  may  be  made  to  the  Amer- 
ican people.  We  can  not  allow  any  ilngle  peraon  or  group  to  place 
themarlrea  In  a  position  where  they  can  censor  the  material  which 
•hall  be  tiroadi-aHt  to  the  public 

Radio  commanlratlon  Is  not  to  be  considered  as  merely  a  business 
carried  on  for  private  Rain,  for  private  advertisements,  or  for  enter- 
talnmt-at  of  the  curlons.  It  Is  a  public  concern  Imprcsaed  with  the 
public  trust  and  to  be  considered  primarily  from  the  sUndpolnt  of 
public  interest  to  the  same  pxt^-nt  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  same  goieral 
principles  of  our  other  public  utllltici*. 

8<>  I  s»y  that  instead  of  refiealinK  those  antlmonopoly  pro- 
▼Uiona  oC  tht*  radlu  law  we  should  stivnjfthen  and  enlarge  them. 
Now,  if  the  Senator  from  California  dewirea  to  aslt  me  a  ques- 
tUm,  I  shall  »»<•  very  iclud  tt)  have  him  do  bo. 

Mr.  Jf>HNHON.  The  qnwlion  1  wanfi-d  to  ask  waa.  On  what 
theory  did  the  Anwrican  I'ar  A>«»<Kiation  butt  Into  the  situation 'i 

Mr.  DILL.  I  have  no  knowlp<l«e  a«  to  that,  other  than  that 
they  hare  been  making  recommendatlonx  on  this  subject  from 
the  time  we  started  to  write  a  radio  law  :  and  it  happened  that 
the  committee  ot  the  bur  a».s«xiatlon  that  made  the  ret'om- 
mendation  for  the  recogniti<»n  of  vested  rlKhts  had  a  8urprl8ln«ly 
lance  number  of  meml»er8  who  were  ufflliatt^  In  one  way  or  an- 
other with  those  lntere>rte<l  in  having  vested  rights  declared.  I 
do  not  know  who  is  on  the  prenent  committee,  but  I  do  know 
that  it  is  a  i^ecullar  thing  that  they  should  want  to  repeal  the 
monopoly  section  of  the  radio  law  when  they  do  not  make  any 
rectimmendation  about  any  other  kind  of  general  legislation  here. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  It  w»  stmck  me.  I  am  thoroughly  sym- 
pathetic with  what  the  Senator  is  saying  with  respect  to  the 
radio.  With  every  medium  of  expression  to-day  practically  con- 
trolled, it  behooves  u.s,  if  we  believe  in  any  kind  of  free  exprt*;- 
slon.  to  retain,  if  it  be  possible,  this  one  In  the  air. 

Mr.  DILL.     Let  me  say  this: 

If  the  radio  law  as  we  have  written  it  and  as  we  Intend  it 
to  be  Interpreted  is  upheld  by  tho  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  court  decides  that  there  is  no  vestige  of  vested 
rights  that  can  be  secured  by  use  of  any  radio  duumel,  the  dan- 
gers that  are  being  developed  by  the  Radio  CommL«wion's  action 
will  not  be  so  serious.  Hut  if  the  Suprenje  Court  should  say 
that  stations  that  have  once  l>eeii  given  a  cleared  channel  are 
entitled  to  continue  to  have  a  cleared  channel,  it  becomes  a  most 
serious  thing.  It  is  largely  becaase  of  that  tJiat  I  protest 
agaiii.st  the  ciwnmlssion's  giving  to  a  few  great  stations  In  one 
or  two  greut  combinations  this  right  to  dominate  tlie  air — 40 
stations  to  u.se  40  channels  alone,  and  000  stations  to  use  the 
other  49! 

Mr.  BIIATTON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Washington 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  DILL.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  For  what  duration  are  these  cleared  chan- 
nels grnntetlV 

Mr.  DILL.  They  are  given  for  only  90  days,  but  the  custom 
of  the  commission  !s  to  renew  them  every  90  days,  unless  there 
is  some  serious  reason  why  they  should  not  be  renewed. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Miwitana.     Mr.  l^resident 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  in  the  <*alr).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Washington  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana? 

Mr.  DILL     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  has  been  represented  to  me 
that  counsel  for  the  ii>mmis8ion  has  recommended  the  repeal 
of  these  two  sections. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  stated  a  whUe  ago  that  Mr.  Webster  had  made 
that  recommendation,  but  that  was  not  with  the  approval  of 
tl»e  meml»ers  of  the  commlssirm. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  iinderstool  the  Senator  to  say  that 
some  order  had  been  entereil  by  the  commission  which  would 
remedy  this  situation  concerning  the  cleared  channels,  but  that 
the  execution  of  that  order  had  been  postptwed  from  time  to 
time.     Will  the  Senator  explain  just  what  that  order  Is? 

Mr.  DILL*  The  order  to  which  I  referred  was  an  order  pr»> 
hibitlng  stations  operathig  within  300  miles  of  one  another 
and  using  the  same  prc^rams  on  cleared  channels  from  using 
more  than  a  certain  amount  of  power.  I  have  not  the  detail.^ 
in  my  mind.  If  they  would  wiforce  that  it  would  be  a  great 
assistance  in  bringing  eflTectlve  control  ot  the  chain-i^ogram 
situation. 

I  do  not  want  to  be  understood  as  opposing  the  chain  pro- 
grams. What  I  am  ohjetting  to  is  the  clearing  off  of  all  sta- 
tions on  the  40  channels  so  that  the  people  of  the  whole  country 


nilght  have  certain  wave  lengths  on  which  they  could  hear  In- 
dependent programs,  and  then  the  chain  being  granted  38  of 
tlK)se  channels  for  the  same  pn^rams.  Every  time  the  date  for 
lat  order  to  go  Into  effect  has  arrived  the  commission  has 
Postponed  it  for  a  three  months'  or  a  six  months'  period. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  agree  absolutely  with  the  Senator's 
pJDsltion  concerning  these  free  channels  and  the  granting  of 
sich  a  large  proportion  of  them  to  the  chain  programs,  and  I 
V  as  Interested  in  asc-ertaining.  if  the  Senator  was  in  possession 
or  the  informaUon,  why  the  c-ommission  procrastinates  in  exe- 
catiiig  this  order  which  would  remedy  the  situation,  and  which 
♦  Pldently,  from  the  fact  that  they  have  issued  it,  the  commission 
Relieves  is  a  Justifiable  order.  Is  there  some  Influence  prevent- 
\\ig  the  commi.ssion  from  permitting  that  order  to  go  Into  effect? 
Mr,  DILL.  I  am  unable  to  answer  the  Senator's  question  as 
why  they  continually  postpone  it ;  but  the  fact  is  that  they 
(Jo,  and  that  Is  the  matter  to  which  I  am  objecting. 

MEMORIAL 

Mr,  JONES  presented  a  memorial  of  sundry  citizens  of 
^dlege  Place,  Wash.,  remonstrating'  aealnst  the  participation 
the  United  States  in  any  international  conference  for  the 
Hirpose  of  revising  the  present  calendar  uidess  a  proviso  be 
Lttached  to  the  proposed  calendar  revision  definitely  guaran- 
eeing  the  preservation  of  the  continuity  of  the  weekly  cycle 
vithout  the  Insertion  of  blank  days,  which  was  referred  to  the 
L'ommlttee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

BEPOBT   OF   POST-OmCE    NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  As  in  oi)en  executive  session,  I  send  to  the 
iesk,  on  behalf  of  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post 
loads,  certain  post-offlce  nominations  for  the  calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  report  will  be  received  and 
jlaced  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

BILLS  INTBODl'CED 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
xmsent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  GOFF: 

A  bill  (S.  1728)  to  amend  the  World  War  adjusted  conipen- 
-tation  act,  as  amended ;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  COUZENS : 

A  bill  (S.  1729)  to  reinstate  Reginald  Theodore  Weber  as  a 
adet  in  the  United  States  Military  Academy  in  the  class  of 
1934  (with  an  accompanying  paper)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  DILL: 

A  bill  (S.  1730)  granting  a  pension  to  Ilattle  Christopher; 

A  bill  (S.  1731)  granting  a  pension  to  Rosa  Stevens; 

A  bill  (S.  1732)  granting  a  pen.-^ion  to  Daisy  B.  Shekell ; 

A  bill  (S.  1733)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  A.  Olinger; 

A  bill  (S.  1734)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  Heslin ; 

A  bill  (S.  1735)   granting  a  pension  to  Catherine  E.  Emery; 

A  bill  (S.  1736)  granting  a  pension  to  Emma  F.  Branagan ; 

A  bill  (S.  1737)  granting  a  pen.slon  to  Carrie  E.  Aram;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1738)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to^  Mary 
D.  L.  Hakes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

nOJQLVL  FARM  LOAN  BANK 

Mr.  BLBASE.  I  submit  a  resolution,  which  I  ask  to  have 
rinted  in  the  Record  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
md  Currency,  and.  along  with  it,  certain  articles  in  reference  to 
he  Federal  farm  loan  bank. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Witliont  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  121)  Is  as  follows: 

Whereas  It  appears  that  public  confidence  has  l>ee))  so  impaired  in  the 
whole  Federal  farm  loan  systrm  of  the  Treasury  Department  that  bank 
!<tocks  and  bonds  sold  to  investors  tiave  Kone  begging  l)olow  par  value, 
Though  tax  exempt,  while  private  taxable  bonds  have  sold  above  par 
value  as  a  result  of  alleged  criminal  negligence  on  the  part  of  certain 
land-bank  officials,  thus  defeating  the  purposes  of  the  system  ;  and 

Whereas  President  Hoover,  both  as  candidate  and  administrator, 
promised  the  farming  class  real  relief,  free  of  bureaucratic  domination 
and  red  tape,  although  no  move  has  at  this  late  date  boon  made  to 
unshackle  the  politically  dominated  Federal  farm  loan  system :  There- 
fore be  It 

Retolved,  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorised  and  directed  to  appoint  a  committee  of  four  members,  two 
BepubUcan  and  two  Democratic  Senators,  to  fully  investigate  the  Fed- 
l  Parm  Loan  Bureau  of  the  Treasury  Department,  and  of  the  relations 
of  said  bareaa  with  the  12  Federal  land  banks,  the  various  Joint-stock 
lajod  banks,  iDta-medlate-cr«^dit  banks,  tlie  national  farm  loan  nssocis- 
tions,  and  any  and  sll  agencies  which  have  been  created  to  act  with 
and  tor  same,  wheresoever  located,  and  of  the  operations  of  same,  to 
aaeertala  wbetJier  or  not  proper  methods  have  been  employed,  free  of 
political  partisanship  or  criminal  negligence,  in  the  admluisrration  ot 
the  Affairs  of  the  said  bureaa,  system,  and  varioua  agencies,  and  to 
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report  to  the  Senate  at  the  earllert  possible  date  the  tnie  conditions  of 
same,  together  with  such  n-i-ommendatlons  as  they  may  deem  wlae  and 
expedient  for  the  administration  and  amendment  of  the  farm  loan  act 
so  as  to  Insure  the  .\mericau  farmers  and  Investors  a  service  In  keeping 
with  the  principles  of  the  American  Government. 

Resolved  further.  Tiiat  for  the  purposes  of  this  resolution  such  com- 
mittee is  authorised  to  bold  public  hearings  in  Washington  and  In  each 
of  the  land-bank  districts  and  to  sit  and  act  at  i«uch  times  and  places 
as  it  deems  necessary  or  proper ;  to  require,  if  necessary,  by  subpoena  or 
otherwise,  the  attendance  of  witnesses;  to  require  the  production  of 
books,  papers,  communications,  documents,  reports,  and  other  evidence; 
and  to  employ  counsfl  and  other  assistants.  T1m»  c*oBt  of  stenographle 
service  to  re|)ort  such  hearings  shiiU  not  exceed  2,'  couts  per  100  words. 
The  chairman  of  the  committee  cr  any  member  ther.»of  may  sign  sub- 
poenas and  administer  oaths  to  witnesses;  and  every  iwrson  duly  sum- 
moned l)efore  said  committee  who  shall  refuse,  fall,  or  neglect  to  obey 
the  orders  of  said  committee,  or  to  appear,  or  to  answer  questions  or 
produce  documentary  evidence,  shall  be  punlwhed  an  prescribed  by  law. 
The  pxiwnses  of  the  aforementioned  Investigation  to  t»e  paid  out  of  the 
contingent  txind  ot  the  Senate,  not  to  excoed  a  total  of  $25,000,  upon 
vouchers  of  the  committee  duly  signed  by  the  chairman  and  approved 
by  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the 
Seiuite. 
The  articles  referred  to  by  Mk  Blkask  are  as  follows: 

[Bdttortal   in   Outlook  and   Independent.   New  York   City.   September  4, 

1929] 

MK.     HOOVM     Has     ASOTHER     JOB USSCaAMBLISO     TH«    FlDERAL     FA«M 

Loan   Ststkm 
An  editorial  by  Charles  A.  Beard 

(Editob'8  not*. — Where  is  mankind  going?  Study  of  farm  problems 
and  their  solution  both  in  America  and  Europe  has  fitted  Doctor  Iteurd 
to  make  the  pointed  suggestion  about  our  land  banks  that  he  offers  to 
President  Hoover  and  the  new  Farm  Board.  An  author  of  several 
volumes  on  goveriunent,  best  known  perhaps  for  the  Rise  of  American 
Clviliiation.  he  speaks  with  authority.  He  Is  one  of  the  regular  con- 
tributors who  discuss  in  this  editorial  page  the  current  problems  and 
projjr<  s»  In  their  bpcctal  fleldjj  of  activity  and  t'lought.) 

Amid  all  the  uproar  over  farm  relief  one  Important  phase  of  the 
subject  has  received  little  oc  no  attention  at  the  liands  of  the  relievers, 
namely,  the  system  of  land  banks  already  operating  under  Federal 
auspices. 

That  system,  created  during  the  r<'gime  of  President  Wilson,  was 
organized  for  the  purpose  of  making  loans  to  farmers  at  low  rates  of 
interest — 5  or  6  per  cent  as  compared  with  8,  10,  and  even  12  per  cent 
previously  paid  In  large  sections  of  the  country,  eapeclally  the  West  and 
South.  The  money  for  these  loans  wa.s  secured  from  the  Investing 
public  mainly  by  the  sale  of  bonds  at  low  rates  of  Interest — 4  to  5  per 
cent— on  the  solemn  pledge  of  the  Federal  Government,  registered  in 
sUtutes.  to  the  effect  that  the  Federal  and  Joint-stock  land  banks  would 
be  administered  along  lines  of  st.und  finance.  That  pledge  embraced 
four  fundamental  principles:  (1)  Valuations  of  land  for  loans  were 
t«  be  conservatively  made;  (2)  an  adequate  margin  of  safety  was  to  be 
provided  for  all  bonds  issued;  (3)  all  bond  Issues  were  to  be  Inapected 
and  approved  in  advani-e  by  the  farm  loan  authorities  at  Washington ; 
and  (4)  all  the  banks  were  to  be  periodically  Inspected  by  Federal 
officers  with  a  view  to  assuring  the  enforcement  of  the  rules  of  safety. 
The  Federal  Government  did  not  guarantee  the  laud-bank  bonds,  but 
it  did  gnarantee  that  the  administration  of  these  bunking  Institutions 
would  be  in  accordance  with  the  pledges  made  In  the  statutes. 

STATLTOBT    QUARANTIKS    OF    KDEKAL    GOVKBNMBNT    TLAOBAJiTLY     VIULATBD 
FOLLOWED    Bt    PLAIN    FRACD 

What  has  been  the  result  T  Under  Hording  and  CooMdge,  to  go  no 
further  back,  the  statutory  guaranties  of  the  Federal  Government  were 
flagrantly  violated  lu  many  cases.  There  were  overvaluations  of  land — 
as  demonstrated  by  tjankruptcles,  declines  In  bond  values,  and  accumu- 
lating lands  taken  under  foreclosure.  The  promise  that  there  would 
be  an  adt>quate  margin  of  safety  In  valuation  wa«  not  fulflllod ;  the 
prices  of  land-bank  bonds  are  »ufflclent  proof.  The  inspections  required 
by  law  were  not  regularly  made ;  on  its  own  confession,  the  Farm  Loan 
Board  allowed  some  bunks  to  run  over  long  periods  of  time  without 
even  a  superficial  survey  of  their  operations.  To  cap  the  climax  there 
have  been  two  or  three  cases  of  plain  fraud. 

LAND   BANKS    DBMORALIZED    AND    PIBLIC    CONriDKNCE    IMPAIRED 

Where  do  we  stand  now?     The  permanent  system  tor  providing  cred 
Its  to  farmers  at  low  rates  ban  been  demorallaed  and  public  confidence 
has  been  Impaired.     Proof  of  the  fact  lioH  in  the  present  prices  of  Fed- 
eral   land-bank    and    Joint-stock    land-bank    bonds    on    the    New    York 
counter  market. 

NOT    A     SINGLE    rSDERAL    OB    JOINT-STOCK     LAND    BANK    BOND    SOLD    AT    PAB 

On  August  8,  1029,  not  a  single  Federal  or  Joint-stock  land  bank  bond 
was  selling  at  par ;  in  only  two  cases  was  par  or  better  even  asked— for 
a  Minneapolis  issue.  100%.  and  for  Dnion-Detroit.  100.  Only  97%  was 
offered  for  Federal  laud  bank  5s.     For  bankers  5a,  26  was  offered;  for 


Chicago  5s,  64:  for  First  Carolina  Sa,  69:  for  South  Mlnnenota  5s.  58; 
for  Oregon- Washington  58.  53 ;  for  Ohio  5«,  30.  For  Chicrnxo  stock  7 
was  offered ;  for  First  Carollnas,  10 ;  for  Des  Uoinea,  6 ;  for  Fremont, 
35.  Of  course  there  has  l>een  a  general  decline  In  bond  prices  during 
the  paot  year,  but  the  decline  In  many  of  the  land-bank  bondx  Itas  been 
entirely  out  of  line  with  the  market.  Untkmbtedly  a  large  nunU>r  of 
the  bnnks  have  been  efficiently  administered  by  their  directors,  but  the 
managemejit  of  a  considerable  minority  and  the  long  neglect  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  have  spread  distrust  with  revp^-ct  to  the  entire  system. 

TAX-EXEMPT   LAND-BANK    BONDM   HELL   BKLUW    TAXABLE    POWBB   B  JNDS 

Here  we  have  a  Federal  land  bank  6  per  cent  bond,  exempt  from  •!! 
Federal  and  State  taxes,  selling  at  97 %.  while  a  Montana  Pow«t  refund- 
ing 5  of  1943,  liable  to  Federal  and  State  taxes,  sells  at  101.  Burnt 
by  Its  experience,  the  Investing  public  Is  not  likely  to  pay  high  prices 
for  the  next  Issue  of  land  l>onds  ;  the  best  of  the  banks  will  kuffor  fi-om 
the  misconduct  of  the  worst. 
rrm  ybabb  or  coolidoe   nbjlect  ib  kxpenhivb — the  RiKiEUE   mbtee 

riABCO 

It  will  be  said  that  President  Coolldge,  after  years  of  neglect,  was 
finally  awakene«i  by  the  bad  o<lors  emanating  from  the  Fixleral  farm 
loan  synfom  and  appointed  Mr.  Eugene  Meyer,  the  New  York  twinker.  to 
the  post  of  farm  loan  commlsuloner.  with  Instructions  to  cl»*an  hoost*. 
That  Is  true,  and  Mr.  Meyer  stuck  to  his  post  for  about  two  years.  He 
found  one  of  tlie  largest  Joint-stock  land  bunks  In  tuiBkruptcy.  two 
others  on  the  way,  and  "  a  nnmbcr  of  Federal  and  Joint-stock  (and 
banks  faced  with  a  difficult  situation."  According  to  his  reports  Mr, 
Meyer  worked  hard  cleaning  house,  and  In  May,  1929.  he  retired,  an- 
nouncing that  the  examinations  required  by  law  were  now  being  made, 
that  improper  and  irregular  practices  had  been  eliminated,  and  the  man- 
agement of  Iwnks  In  difficulty  had  Uen  strengthene<l  and  reorganla«Hl. 
Pn>sident  Hoover  congratulated  him  on  his  achievement  and  thanked 
■  him   for  his  wicrlflces. 

It  Is  undoubtitUy  true  that  the  Federal  administration  of  the  farm 
loan  banks  has  bi'ea  freatly  improved  during  tho  past  two  years,  and 
that  more  efficient  methods  of  controlling  and  accounting  have  been 
introdueed. 

METER'S     WONDER-WOBKING      M1BACLE8     BEING     BANK     STOCKS     AND     BONUS 

DOWN   TO    A    LOW    BBB 

Notwithstanding  Mr.  Meyer's  wonder-working  miracles,  land-hank 
stocks  and  bonds  have  continued  their  downward  career.  Before  ho  be- 
gan. First  Carollnas  were  selling  at  par:  to-day  they  are  selling  at  tW. 
The  taint  of  bankruptcy  and  irregularity  whkh  dUcredlts  the  syi  icm 
with  the  investing  public  has  not  been  removed.  A  fundamenUl  part 
of  our  agricultural  credit  system  is  thus  in  a  state  of  uncertainty,  to 
put  the  ca.se  In  the  mildest  terms.  If  it  Is  said  that  the  stock  and  bond 
holders  deserve  to  lose  their  looney  for  their  stupidity  In  believing  that 
the  Federal  authorities  would  do  their  duty  and  that  the  semlpolitlcal 
banks  would  he  competently  adminlBtered,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
in  the  long  run  it  will  be  the  farmers  who  will  suffer ;  the  permamnt 
Federal  land-bank  system  is  their  best  hope  for  credits  at  a  low  rate 
of  Interi'St. 

what  remedy   has   PBES19KNT   HOOVBE  TO  OFFBB  IN   REAL  "  FARM   RELIEF  *' 
TO   THE    THOOBANIW    OF    FARMEBS    WHO    NOW    OWN    THE    LAND    BANKS- 

What  of  the  future?  It  may  be  assumed  that  the  Federal  Farm  U>an 
Board  will  be  competently  administered  under  Mr.  Hoover,  but  It  seems 
to  be  too  hite  to  restore  the  impaired  system  by  mere  administrative 
action. 

A    CONOBE8BIONAL    INVESTIOATIOM    IS    ONLY    MEANS    OF    BJBKTOBINO    Pt  BLIC 
CONFIDBNrE   IN  THE   WBECKEO  lAND   BANKS 

Only  a  thorough  investigation  of  the  secret  hUtory  of  the  Federal 
and  Joint-stock  land  banks  can  reveal  the  true  state  of  affairs  and 
legislation  will  be  needed  to  restore  efficiency.  Will  Congress  make  that 
Investigation?  Unfortunately  the  ardent  cbampiona  of  farm  relief  do 
not  seem  to  be  giving  much  attention  to  the  subject,  and  their  col- 
leagues In  Congretw  are  not  profoundly  disturbed  by  the  breakdown  of 
the  farm  loan  system.  Probably  the  stocks  and  bonds  of  the  land  banks 
are  held  by  small  Investors.  Regular  bankers  and  wpecuhitors  on  the 
stock  market  are  not  attracted  by  them.  And  these  small  Investors, 
widely  scattered,  are  unable  to  cooperate  in  bringing  "  pressure  poUtlcs  " 
Into  play. 

A    STRIKING    PARALLEL   IN    PBIVATE    BANKING 

If  the  National  City  Bank  had  lost  half  as  much  money  In  the  Carib- 
bean as  these  Investors  have  lost  In  bankruptcies,  frauds,  and  deprecia- 
tion, it  Is  likely  that  something  would  have  been  done  long  before  this 
late  hour.  Morwver,  there  are  in  the  e«.untry  banks,  lusur.ince  o.m- 
panles,  and  farm-mortgage  firms  that  would  rejoice  in  seeing  the  whole 
system  smashed  and  a  return  to  the  good  old  days  of  8,  8,  10.  and  12 
per  cent  (with  commissions)  for  loans  to  farmers  in  the  West  and 
South. 

WILL  PBESIDKNT  HOOVEB  AND  CONGRESS  ACT  TO  RESTORB  LAND  BAJiCBr 

The  problem  presented  by  the  land  bankt*  Is  do<ldedly  "  up  to  •  Pf«d- 
deut  Hoover.     If  he  Is  really  as  deeply  concerned  about  ti>«  plight  of 
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aiCTlrnMuw  fts  h»  «pp«r«  to  bp,  tb*>n  b*  will  bring  tbe  whole  Imtm  of 
the  f«nn  loaa  bonkt  forcibly  to  tb«  .ttentlon  of  Congr**.  at  U.  nnt 
anninn  and  will  neomm^d  l^aUtlon  looking  to  th^  r*<organl«ntion 
aD.l  «>ii«olldatlon  of  th«.  .jsitem.  Notblng  •hort  of  heroic  Bi««urea 
will  r«itcr«  It  to  Ita  prop-r  place  In  agriculturaJ  economy  and  popular 
conAdescc. 

-TOT  comso  BCAyvAL  or  mw  rwoouL  tamu  u)ai»  trmu  " 
(Kitracti  from  Mbanatlre  report  marie  by  Mr.  Xeno  W.  Potnam.  Har- 
tuonalMirK.   Pa.,    tona^r   aecrpUry-tn^wr^r   of    the   Crawford    Coanty 
NaiUfnal  Farm  Loan  AaMdatioo) 

The  Coming  K<«Ddal  la  an  awp«>al  ai»inat  abuaea  la  the  farm  loan 
•yntera  that  can  be.  and  that  ooght  to  be.  corrected.  In  the  ayatem 
ItiK-lf,  and  In  the  act  that  created  It,  we  hare  great  faith :  In  Ita 
polittral  p^nN>nn*l  and  management  we  hare  none  at  all. 

We  believe  that  the  farmer  who  baa  debta  shoald  dlacharge  them  by 
hla  own  efforta.  No  one  can  win  hla  battles  for  him ;  be  doea  not  aak 
for  alms.  But  aealnat  the  handicap  of  official  dlsboneaty  for  which 
he  i»  not  rcaponHlble  It  la  hla  right  to  appeal  to  the  Senate,  to  the 
CongTMis.  to  the  people  themaelvea.   if  their  OoTemroent  falla  him. 

Througb  tbia  chapter,  which  la  one  of  aeveral  that  will  follow,  he  la 
now  appealing  only  for  the  truth,  that  ita  fan'ta  may  be  remedied  ;  for 
an  investigation  that  will  unTell  the  facts  that  need  correction,  no  matter 
who  is  hit  nor  who  Is  absolTed.  He  ia  asking  for  this  much  in  the 
name  of  common  Jtxstice.  Is  he,  think  you,  aaking  for  an  unfair  thing? 
The  Coming  Scandal  announcements  stated  that  the  Federal  Farm 
Loan  Syatem  ia  rotten  with  mlamanagement,  official  corruption,  fraud. 
Whether  we  baTc  proved  our  aasertion  we  leaTe  to  these  advance 
sheets — and  your  own  Judjmient. 

That  rewarda  are  being  publicly  offered  by  land  banks  for  breaking 
up  homea.  deatroying  families,  sending  aona  of  the  soil  to  the  gauga 
and  farm  daughters  to  the  atreets.  We  dare  any  farm  loan  official, 
after  be  has  read  the  Coming  Scandal  to  deny  thla  statement 

That  rewards  are  being  offered  by  land  banks  for  fraudulent  Insur- 
ance poUdca;  a  penalty  for  honest  applicants.  The  Coming  Scandal 
tells  the  actual  story,  the  time,  the  place,  the  names,  the  amounts — In 
cfflcial  recorda. 

That  ISO.OOO  fanners  in  10  States  have  been  sandbagged  out  of 
|2.^.000.000  In  good  farm  equities.  The  Coming  Scandal  proves  that 
■tatement.  excepting  as  to  the  flgurea ;  they  are  greater  than  that  now. 
That  hundreds  of  millkma  of  farm-loan  bonds  have  been  advertiaed 
and  sold,  in  part  through  the  malls ;  that  they  were  offered  under  false 
a(«:«iirnncea  and  sold  under  false  pretense.  If  you  do  not  believe  this 
statement  to  be  true,  the  Coming  Scandal  proves  IL 

That  to  cTltldxe  the  Federal  farm  loan  managemeat  as  It  now  exists 
la  to  be  openly  branded  a  liar.  specuUtor,  traitor;  to  be  threatened 
with  prosecution,  persecution,  ostracism.  That  Is  only  one  of  the 
stories  given,  with  names  and  places  and  dates,  in  the  Coming  Scandal. 
That  Federal  land  banka,  with  the  sanction  of  the  Farm  Loan  Board, 
have  compelled  farmers  to  pay  a  county  Judge  a  larger  salary  for  a 
term  of  five  years  than  th«  Fnlted  States  Government  pays  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  Chief  Justice,  although  the  farm  loan  act  never 
provided  for  such  a  salary. 

All  of  thla  Is  told  In  the  other  12  chapters  of  the  Coming  Scandal. 
The  occurrence  here  described  la  an  Inherlunce  from  the  Coolidge 
administration.  It  waa  condoned  and  adopted  by  the  old  Federal  Farm 
Loan  Board  and  Its  head.  Farm  Loan  Commi«sioner  Robert  A.  Cooper. 
The  charter  of  abaohition  and  of  palshlp  has  been  renewed  by  the  reor- 
ganised board,  under  the  leadership,  first,  of  Commissioner  Albert  C. 
Williams  and,  later,  of  Commissioner  Eugene  Meyer.  It  has  been 
retained  by  that  part  of  the  political  .system  that  was  evolved  out  of 
the  great  *•  Meyer  cle«n-np."  It  has  pleased  the  king.  Let  the  princes 
of  his  letlnne  now  drink  their  toasts  to  bureaucratic  Uw  from  the 
golden  vcaaels  ttiat  have  been  furnished  and  filled  out  of  the  loot 
extorted  frcirin  the  comaaon  herd. 

Most  of  the  facta  that  are  here  recorded  w»>re  given,  first  to  farm 
loan  exeeuttvea,  to  Members  of  the  Bouse  and  Senate,  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  to  the  King  of  the  Treasury,  to  President  Coolidge ; 
wherever  there  seemed  a  chance  that  remedial  Influence  might  be  invoked. 
In  nearly  every  Instance  charges  airalnst  th*  Farm  Loan  Board  were 
referred  back  to  the  board.  Judas  himaelf  was  called  to  preside  aa  both 
judge  and  Jarj  at  hla  own  trial. 

Cupiea  of  the  aeveral  charges  made  herein  are  being  mailed  to 
Members  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  Bouse,  to  President  Hoover,  to  a 
good  many  Independent  thinkers  who  have  the  right  of  citizenship  to 
know  the  facta  of  their  own  Government.  Whether  the  faults  that 
developed  under  the  old  Farm  Loan  Board  during  the  leaderahip  of 
Commiaaionera  Lobdell  and  Cooper,  and  which  the  Melloniaed  board 
ondt-r  Commlsaiooer  Meyer  greatly  aggravated,  will  be  indorsed  by 
President  Hoover  as  a  part  of  hla  own  administration  In  the  continu- 
ance of  that  board,  though  under  a  new  leader  (Morace  Paul  Bestor, 
appointed  farm  loan  commissioner  May  15,  1929),  la  now  to  be  tested. 
The  farmer*  of  ASMrtca  and  a  good  man^  other  people  await  the  out- 
come of  that  teat. 


ICORD— SENATE 


September  21 


The  greateat  renovation  of  afl  he   (Meyer)   did  not  refer  to  in  that 

Ifltter hla  own   resignation — tendered  to  I*resldent  Hoover  on  April  S, 

iMtb  as  board  member  and  as  farm  loan   commissioner,  to  take  effect 
Hsy  10. 

HOOVBB  HXGBVrS  PA««I?«0  OF  METCB 

On  April  29  the  President  acrepted  Mr.  Meyer's  retirement.  In 
w»rd8  of  the  keenest  regret,  and  the  hectic  Wall  Street  dictatorship 
tlat  Secretary  Mellon  established  over  the  Und  banks  for  the  farmem 
ti'o  yean  before  and  that  President  Coolidge  rubber  stamped  has  loat 
it>  bead. 

Tmi  FooLa  or  Maiw  Btkevt 

The  looting  of  a  national  farm  loan  association  treasury  or  the 
ejibezzlement  of  Ita  dividends  and  funds  may  be  conaldcred  strictly 
Iccal  matters;  so,  for  that  matter,  may  we  regard  the  robbing  of  a 
c<  untry  bank,  the  murder  of  an  obscure  citizen.  When  enforcing 
aiwnta  of  the  law,  employed  either  by  State  or  Federal  Government, 
c<nnlve  at  the  physical  escape  of  the  criminal  or  refuse  to  produce 
tie  evidence  needed  for  his  conviction  and  which  they  have  acquired 
ai  public  expense,  an  issue  of  insulted  law  has  been  created  that  is  no 
k  ager  locnL 

Through  such  a  local  offense  the  writer  now  Introduces  a  national 
Is  me;  to  estjiblish  criminal  negligence  and  criminal  guilt  on  the  part 
01  Farm  Loan  Board  and  land-bank  officialism  he  appeals  to  the 
a<  tlvitlea  of  a  national  farm  loan  association  secretary-treasurer  in  a 
country  town.  The  fact  that  the  board  or  a  land  bank  may  have 
concealed  the  evidence  or  have  held  It  in  abeyance  until  the  statute 
o:  limitations  protects  the  origiual  offender  does  not  render  any  less 
ii  tportant  the  thought  that  the  same  crime  may  at  this  moment  only 
b<i  prevented  In  any  one  of  the  4,700  other  farm  loan  aasociations,  or 
h  all  of  them,  by  the  honesty  of  tbclr  own  secretary-treasurer  In  each 
aiae  rather  than  through  any  InterfereTice  of  the  board  or  of  the  law'a 
eiforcing  agenta. 

oca  BTtcimc  charges 

1.  The  misapplication,  misappropriation,  or  emberilement  of  aaso- 
c  ation  dividends  and  funds  by   a   secretary-treasurer,  herein  named. 

2.  The  Issuing  of  false  statements  by  said  secretary-treasurer,  in 
VTltlng  and  otherwise  to  stockholders,  for  the  purpose  of  deceiving 
t  lem,  and  which  did  deceive  them,  with  regard  to  the  funds  accruing 
t )  their  association  from  the  above  dividends. 

S.  The  aiding  and  abetting  of  said  misappropriation  on  the  part 
cf  Federal  land-bank  officials  by  their  suppression  of  material  evidence 
jossessed  by  them,  for  more  than  a  year  after  it  was  demanded. 

4.  The  aiding  and  abetting  of  salt!  misappropriations  thron^h  the 
tappresalon  of  material  evidence  needed  by  stockholders  In  the  pre- 
lection of  their  property  and  which  the  Farm  Loan  Bureau  at  that 
lime  possessed  and  refused  to  yield. 

6.  The  issuing  of  false  statements  and  jugfrled  accounts  by  land 
lank  and  association  examiners;  the  Indorsement  of  those  false  state- 
laents  by  the  Farm  Loan  Board  through  their  commissioner  and  chief 
(xaminer. 

Since  the  reorganization  of  the  Farm  Loan  Board  under  Eugene 
ieyer,  since  the  addition  of  new  members  from  Wall  Stre<'t  and  from 
he  Mellon  office,  remonstrance  among  stockholders  against  the  con- 
inuance  of  known  crimes  or  known  abuses  has  been  resisted,  discour- 
aged, all  but  enjoined,  both  by  this  Mellonized  Farm  Loan  Board  and 
»y  Its  accredited  agents,   national  and  local. 

So  long  as  serious  violations  of  the  law  are  protected  by  the  veil 
I  >f  secrecy  which  a  sympathetic  ministry  draws  about  them,  for  neither 
he  borrower  nor  the  Investor  can  the  Federal  farm  loan  svKtem  now 
•e  considered  safe.  Whenever  the  criminal  act  of  a  pet  secretary- 
reasurer  In  the  system  is  condoned  by  official  evawions  4.700  invlta- 
ions  have  been  issued  to  as  many  other  secretary-treasurers  to  a  car- 
ilval  of  crime  at  which  the  hosts  will  supply  the  masks  and  costumes, 
iome  of  these  invitations  are  likely  to  be  accepted  ;  there  will  be  other 
crimes  and  other  losses.  "Crimes  are  more  effectively  prevented  by  the 
certainty  than  by  the  severity  of  punishment,"  Blackstone's  Commen- 
taries, volume  4. 

Then?  will  be  further  Juggling  with  accounts,  until  none  of  them 
»n  remain  entirely  untainted  by  the  fraudulent  and  falsified  items  that 
must  go  Into  the  general  reports.  So  long  aa  the  official  system,  with 
piilty  knowledge,  permits  the  use  therein  of  JuggltKl  figures,  and  so 
long  as  the  true  facts  are  by  It  eupprewod,  neither  the  stockholder  nor 
the  bond  investor  has  any  means  of  knowing  which  items  and  state- 
ments and  reports  are  true  and  which  are  fals". 

This  Is  a  serious  charge.  Some  honest  friends  of  the  farm  loan 
lystem  may  believe  it  to  be  a  very  nnwise  charge,  although  admitting 
In  the  meantime  that  It  Is  the  truth.  Those  disclosures — we  in  turn 
idmlt  the  fact — which  affect  the  sale  of  the  bonds  restrict  the  active 
runctloning  of  the  system  for  the  farmer.  But  the  time  has  come 
•vben  the  farm  should  no  longer  be  serviced  through  a  continuance 
at  the  rank  frauds  and  hypocrisy  and  mismana^ment  that  can  only 
Oourlab  In  falst-hoo^l  and  secrecy  and  darkn.'ss.  It  is  time  for  us  and 
for  the  Federal   Govemmeat   to  ask  not   whether   the  bonda  will  aell 
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but  whether  the  Government  Is  Justified  in  permitting  them  to  be 
aold.  Until  the  Federal  farm  loan  system  can  afford  to  reveal  its 
activities  to  boneat  Inquiry,  and  especially  to  offldal  Inquiry,  such  as 
a  committee  from  Congress,  neither  farmers  nor  bond  buyers  can  afford 
to  intrust  their  commitments  to  the  system. 

Not  one  Federal  farm  loan  bond  should  be  purchased  or  sold  or 
permitted  a  place  opon  the  market  until  bond  buyers  are  fully  protected 
against  falsified  reports  that  are  founded  in  part  upon  rascality  and 
incompetence  and  mismanagement  among  the  officials  of  the  system : 
and  the  only  way  to  protect  them  Is  to  protect  the  stockholders,  the 
borrowing  farmers,  from  the  official  leadership  that  encourages  such 
rascality  by  its  defense  and  its  moral  sanction. 

Senator  J.  H.  Cakaway.  of  Arkansas,  on  February  9,  1929,  said : 
"  The  man  who  protects  somebody  in  the  commission  of  a  crime  is  dis- 
honest.    Whether  he  is  in  sympathy  with  the  law  or  not,  he  is  an  unde- 
sirable  man  to   put   in    charge   of   law   enforcement,   becauae   he  is  cor- 
rupted already." 

[Seriea  of  articles  appearing  in  New  Republic,  New  York  City] 

BO  TUI8   IS   PABU    KKLIXr: TItR  LOAN   STSTCM'S   SORRT    ESCORD 

By   Gertrude   Mathews   Shelby 

When  Mr.  H.  G.  Wells  burgeoned  forth  with  spring,  in  the  Saturday 
E<vening  Post,  expounding  the  question  "  lias  the  money  credit  system 
a  mind?"  he  described  "'the  banking  financial  community"  as  having 
control  without  responsibility,  and  observed  that  "  It  displays  but 
slight  awareness  of  what  as  a  constituent  organ  of  society  it  is  up  to. 
It  is  Just  working  uncritically,  like  a  born  cart  horse  in  a  cart." 

An  extraordinarily  interesting  test  of  this  question  exists  in  that 
colossal  centralised  credit  community  of  ours  kiM>wn  as  the  tf>ederal 
farm  loan  system.  Now  12  ."ears  old,  it  boasts  nineteen  hundred  mil- 
lions of  assets,  and  the  achi'-vement  of  having  lowered  farm-mortgage 
interest  rates  by  about  2  per  cent.  Political  optimists  like  I'resident 
Coolidge,  blandly  content  with  vast  slse  and  extensive  service,  ignore — 
at  least,  publicly — this  system's  incidental,  but  Important,  powers  of 
social  control,  the  beneficial  uses  of  which  require  masterly  application 
of  mind. 

Kconomists  point  out  that,  even  with  rates  lowered  2  per  cent,  farm- 
ers are  paying  too  much  for  necessary  financing.  Our  rates  are  higher 
than  those  available  in  20  other  leading  countries.  Our  farm  Industry 
earns  only  about  4  per  cent  on  its  Investment.  It  can  not  afford  to  pay 
5  to  6  per  cent  for  mortgage  loans,  nor  for  marketing  loans,  to  say 
nothing  of  the  customary  10  per  cent  for  financing  crop  production 
where  such  credit  is  obtainable.  Why,  the  farm  organizations  demand, 
with  the  world's  largest  rural  credit  system,  offering  tax-exempt  bonds 
denominated  as  Government  instrumentalities,  should  farmers  of  the 
United  States  pay  more  for  funds  than  farmers  in  other  lands  pay  for 
loans  from  smaller  systems? 

That  administration  of  our  rural  credit  has  not  resulted  in  low 
enough  interest  rates  Is  merely  a  first  point  made  by  critics.  They 
complain  that  major  social  powers,  carefully  prepared  for  In  drawing 
the  farm  loan  act,  have  been  abused  or  perverted.  One  of  these  powers 
looks  to  the  prevention  of  unnecessary  defiation  of  the  farmers'  perma- 
nent investment,  his  land.  That  section  of  our  3-part  system  for  farm- 
loan  relief,  the  Federal  land  banks,  controls  about  10  per  cent  of  the 
total  farm-mortgage  business  of  the  country.  The  12  regional  Federal 
land  banks  are  under  Government  control.  Nation-wide  in  their  activi- 
ties, they  possess  regulatory  powers  which  extend  to  the  authority  to 
sostiiin  farm-land  values  to  an  important  degree 

The  acid  test  of  whether  this  credit  community  has  a  mind  involves 
this  point. 

Encouraged  by  high  prices  and  the  boom  methods  of  farm  realtors, 
some — by  no  means  all— of  our  farmers  bought  too  much  acreage  at 
Inflated  postwar  prices.  With  the  failure  of  farm  income,  deflation 
occurred,  followed  by  a  land  crisis.  Bankruptcies  and  foreclosures 
were  widespread  and  Inevitable,  and  the  tragic  procession  of  defeated 
farm  families  began  to  move  citywards,  seeking  livelihood  In  other  occu- 
pations than  those  to  which  they  had  been  trained.  By  1924  it  was 
a  migration ;  then  a  rout.  To-day  we  know  that  we  suffered  a  net 
loss  in  farm  population  of  4.000.000,  and  still  land  panic  Is  with  us. 
Farms  are  still  being  foreclosed  in  numbers  by  mortgagors,  and  land 
prices  are  strikingly  subnormal.  The  question  is :  Did  the  farm-loan 
system  display  the  disposition  and  the  intelligence  to  use  its  wide 
powers  to  sustain  land  values  as  much  as  possible? 

Concrete  acts  allow  ground  for  belief  that  the  system  exerted  its 
powers,  perhaps  blindly,  to  the  positive  detriment  of  agriculture,  for 
whose  relief  it  was  designed.  For,  somewhat  casually,  when  deflation 
of  farm  prices  was  well  under  way,  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board 
Initiated  a  drastic  policy,  the  significance  of  which — since  nominally  It 
had  to  do  with  accounting — remained  obscure  for  several  years.  Presi- 
dents of  the  Federal  land  banks  were  advised  that  "  acquired  real 
estate " — foreclosed  farms — must  be  completely  charged  off  the  books 
immediately  after  taking.     Since  land  banks  have  no  assets  save  lands. 


this  ruling  waa  tantamount  to  Inflicting  a  rate  of  100  per  cent  depre- 
ciation upon  the  boslness.  Thereafter,  for  more  than  live  years,  all 
farma  foreclosed  were  not  listed  In  any  value  whatever  ns  assets.  The 
true  asset  valae  of  these  farms  was  thus  concealed. 

The  effect  of  this  ruling  was  calamitous.  Like  all  other  agenciea 
lending  on  land,  the  Federal  banks  had  to  carry  an  overburden  of  real 
estate,  although  they  were  not.  in  most  Instances,  so  badly  off  as  State 
or  certain  aatlonal  hanks,  or  many  Insurance  and  mortgage  concema. 

An  identicsl  problem  fsced  all  alike:  How  to  carry  the  land  until  It 
could  lie  profttably  sold.  "  Hold  "  was  the  watchword.  Experts  advised 
a  private  insurance  company  with  heavy  mortgage  Investments  that  to 
sell  5.000  acres  in  parcels  scattered  throughout  Iowa  at  forced  Mia 
would  depress  fam-land  prlcw  throughout  the  State  92ft  per  acre 

Commercial  banka  having  demand  obligations  were  soon  compelled  to 
sell.     Land  banks,  however,  were  in  a  favored  position. 

Accepting  no  depoalta,  free  from  demand  obligations,  they  were  also 
fortitied  by  the  provision  in  the  farm  loan  act  designed  to  meet  Just 
such  a  crisis,  and  to  allow  for  the  cycle  of  Industrial  ups  and  downs. 
The  Isnd  banks  are  empowered  to  hold  land  flve  years  if  necessary,  and 
no  fixed  rate  of  depreciation  is  set.  Generally  speaking,  the  FVderal 
land  banks  were  In  a  good  position  to  hold,  since  appraisals  for  the  most 
part  had  been  conservstive.  Testimony  given  In  congressional  hearings 
states  that  In  Iowa,  for  example,  flOO  per  acre  was  arbitrarily  fixed  aa 
the  top  value  that  would  ever  be  accepted  as  a  lending  basis.  The 
Federal  land  bank  loaned  closer  to  8S  per  cent  than  the  legal  50  per 
cent  of  the  accepted  valuation. 

The  policy  of  complete,  immediate  depreciation  of  all  nsM-ts.  how- 
ever, changed  the  complexion  of  the  situation,  since  It  deeply  affecte<l 
the  balance  sheets  of  msny  of  the  Federal  land  banks.  To  make  a 
reasonably  good  showing  the  land  banks  of  various  districts  had  to  sell. 
There  were  few  buyers  at  any  price.  As  tight-pressed  commercial  l«nks 
attempted  to  liquefy  assets  nearly  all  at  once,  a  glut  of  land  accumu- 
lated. When,  regardleas  of  market  conditions,  certain  land  banks  joined 
the  stampede  and  dumped  land — sometimes  wholesale— or.  a  market 
which  was  already  bad,  prices  dropped  plummetwlse. 

The  St.  Paul  Federal  Land  Bank  sent  to  the  auctlpn  block  in  a  single 
batch  parcels  of  land  worth  one  million  ;  the  cash  price  wceived  was 
$375,000.  The  transaction  brought  a  large  direct  loas  to  the  bank,  but 
its  Indirect  losses  were  worse.  By  depressing  values  the  security  be- 
hind every  good  loan  was  reduced  not  only  for  this  bank  but  for  all 
mortgage  agencies.  And  the  human  loas !  Farmers  In  no  visible  way 
related  to  the  Federal  land  bank  saw  their  equities  in  their  farms 
dimini.sh,  and.  In  some  cases,  vanlah.  Such  a  process  inevitably  in- 
creas(>d  the  migration  which  It  waa  the  obvious  duty  of  the  system  to 
exert  itself  to  check. 

In  the  great  Spokane  Land  Bank  a  serious  sltaation  was  reached  by 
1924.  Federal  land  banks  have  interlocking  liability ;  all  are  reapon- 
slble  for  the  losses  In  any.  Spokane's  overburden  of  foreclosed  lands 
(and  unpaid  taxes)  alarmed  the  Federal  board  and  the  other  11  banks. 
The  condition  set  up  by  law  for  receivership  of  any  bank  is  default  of 
interest  on  its  bonda.  This  was  not  reached  at  Spokane ;  nevertheless, 
a  receiverahip,  camouflaged  under  the  name  of  the  Spokane  Commiaslon, 
was  set  up.  To-day  Spokane  stockholders  complain  that  their  bank 
never  actually  required  any  such  treatment ;  that  had  they  been  allowed 
to  count  their  real  assets  at  book  value  (farms  appraised  at  ten  mil- 
lions which  the  bank  had  foreclosed),  they  would  have  worked  out  their 
problem.  They  complain  that  a  large  land-sales  department,  employing 
40  people  and  extra  officials,  exerts  s  costly  snd  dual  control  over  the 
bank's  affairs,  which  Spokane  is  required  to  stand  t>ecause  the  other  11 
banks  furnished,  up  to  1028,  some  $2,800,000  to  help  Spoksne  out. 

We  lack  sufficient  information  to  test  the  Justice  of  these  contentions. 
A  covering  darkness  has  been  maintained  for  some  years  over  the  actual 
contract  between  Spokane  and  the  other  11  banks  about  the  amount  of 
land  sold,  whether  wholesale  or  retail,  as  well  as  about  the  prices  re- 
ceived and  the  names  of  the  purchasers.  The  apparent  secrecy  bss  Its 
excuse  in  the  probable  effect  on  the  bond  market  If  farmers  of  other 
districts  had  known  that  three  millions  of  funds  otherwise  available  for 
dividends  to  themselves  were  diverted  to  the  Northwest,  necessarily  or 
unnecessarily,  stockholders  as  well  as  bondholders  might  have  exerted 
themselves  in  an  effort  to  find  out  whether  the  situation  was  caused 
and  prolonged  by  stupidity  or  by  design.  After  the  faet  the  Informa- 
tion did  less  harm  ;  yet  It  would  appear  that  a  flood  of  light  should 
still  be  let  in. 

For  the  financial  aid  given  Spokane  taxed  the  resources  of  other 
baiJcs,  and  the  continuance  of  the  charge-off  policy  even  more  so. 
To-day  the  Columbia,  S.  C,  bank  is  said  to  face  a  more  ser1ou.<  situa- 
tion than  any  other.  Six  out  of  twelve  of  the  Federals,  by  1927, 
showed  their  embarrassment  by  cutting  their  dividends ;  four  reduced, 
two  paid  none  whatever.  Why  these  facts  were  omitted  from  the  1927 
annual  report  of  the  Farm  Loan  Board  to  Congress  is  a  question  of 
Interest.  For  two  years  those  snnual  reports  of  the  Farm  T>«n  Board 
have  been  oddly  delayed.  The  1926  report  was  withheld  until  Cungre^is 
had  adjourned.  Pinally  submitted  as  of  a  May  date  In  1927.  It  was 
not  printed  for  general  distribotion  until  the  very  last  of  that  year. 
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TW  1»27  T«port.  «n«  la  tb«  tint  nartpr  of  1&28,  wnm  bcM  op  until  the 
SenaU  Inally  paaw^  »  ■p*<lal  r«olution  deiii«iidiii»  Jt;  Its  appawniiee 
was  m*de  on  tb«  ere  of  the  adjoarniaent  of  Coacrwa  tn  May.  Astontak- 
Ingly    that  report  Indud*^  table*  for  a  whole  quarter  ot  tke  7«"  1928- 

fkateiaeou  from  thl«  board  before  now  have  pusaled  evea  wise 
nembera  of  the  Senate  BanWn*  and  Cnrreoey  ComnHttM.  oaoally 
tM^rauae  they  were  brtet  conaoiidated,  oaelocMated.  Bat  why  abovld 
the  board  have  been  «oved  to  the  anprece^leoted  pceaentatlon  of  flc- 
iirea  for  IS  Instead  ot  12  ■onthn?  Explanation  Ilea  la  the  fact  that  in 
rehruary.  1»2«,  the  100  per  cent  dapreelatlon  policy  en  ioreeioaed  fanos 
was  at  last  abandoned.  The  book  value  of  maay  mUUaa  dollara'  worth 
of  farina  dietinctly  improved  the  appearance  of  the  March  gtatementr 
over  thoae  of  Decwaber.  Kevoklng  the  poUey  waa  proper ;  tncluaioa  o' 
three  SMntlis  of  1928  decidedly  improper.  Such  practlcea  tn  a  presl 
d^-ntlal  campaign  year  Invite  dama«liis  comment  npeo  tl»e  b>3ard. 
head^  by  Kugene  Meyer.  In  treated  with  the  ropenrWa*  of  12.000.000.000 
iDfftitutioDtt,  and  re<julred  promptly  to  present  uncoaiused  facts  for  one 
year  at  a  Ume  to  Coaicrcss  and  to  stockhoklera.  Query  :  Waa  the  action 
the  r<»«jJt  merely  of  inadvertence  T 

Was  the  depreciation  policy  which,  acesrdinr  to  qaalifled  anaiysts, 
unneceaaarUy  embarraawd  the  farmers'  banks,  and  Increased  Inatead 
of  checking  deflation,  perpetnated  through  aiere  InahUlty  to  oae 
■lachtnt-ry  properly? 

r.  rhapa  the  Fedeml  Fana  Loan  Board  and  the  political  appolnteee 
who  oAcer  the  Federal  laiMl  baaka  simply  muddled  atone  Certainly 
the  altemallve  la  not  agreeable  to  ainaider.  It  would  tnpty  a  pro- 
knnced  hoatimy  toward  the  farnera'  own  nonprofit  kanka.  It  might 
eatall  indictments  of  succaaalve  farm  k>aa  koarda,  of  Mr.  MeUon, 
^x-oOclo  cbaimam,  and  of  the  admlnlatratioo.  NevartkeleaB,  the  w*- 
qaence  of  farm  loan  activltiea  ta  so  Interpceted  in  certain  qnartcn. 
BrkleDce  oferad  la  eoanectiou  with  the  long-soppeeaaed  jotnt-atock 
land  bouk  srandaM  la  pertinent  to  this  theory.  In  1928  the  prirateiy 
owned  and  paraBei  system  of  joint-stock  banks,  eompetlac  with  Federala. 
foaad  theaweivea  confroated  by  a  similar,  but  fkr  kaa  atrisgent, 
ruling  of  the  Federal  Board,  req«lrln«  a  chargpe  off  oC  20  per  oa« 
annually  on  acquired  real  estate,  and  setting  airida  an  extra  raaarve. 
Tile  majority  fought  like  wild  eleptaants.  They  ottered  atroog  charges 
concerning  old-line  nortgagt  Intersata  using  Traaaary  Infloenoe  to 
wreck  ttie  farm-loan  v«tem.  They  declared  that  thla  depreciation 
policy,  not  half  ao  exacting  as  that  wiilcfa  had  loag  been  tn  force  in 
the  VMnrala.  wouM  actaally  ruin  the  joint  stoeka.  wWefa  had  a  aiucb 
lighter  harden  of  acquired  land. 

So  HfrctlTcly  did  the  joint  stocks  protest  the  right  at  the  Federal 
Board  or  the  Treasury  to  Interfere  with  fiscal  policy — tfaa  dear  pre- 
roRativ*^  of  thplr  own  boards  of  directors — that  ottiautdy  the  ralea 
which  had  been  formally  adopted  were  ravohed,  with  the  approval  of 
Mr.  Mellon,  without  ever  barlog  been  pot  Into  force. 

Now,  if  the  Joint  stocks'  contention  that  such  a  policy  would  nda 
their  banka  is  correct,  it  woukl  appear  that  for  yeara  before  and  a 
y^ar  after  the  Federal  board  let  this  branch  oi  the  system  off.  it 
eoosi.stently  maintained  that  policy  to  the  prejudice  and  actual  damage 
of  the  farmers'  Federal  land  banks.  Why  the  discrimination  betweea 
the  two  systema?  Since  early  in  the  game,  the  prteate.  p»ofl^maktllg 
jolat  storks  have  been  favored.  When  Ctoagress,  la  Its  aSaged  wisdom, 
set  up  two  parallel  systems  of  banks  to  do  the  same  work,  the  least 
that  couW  have  been  expected  of  the  soperrlaor,  the  Federal  Ffcna 
Loan  Board,  was  Impartiality.  Tet  It  appeara  timt  the  farmers'  owe 
branch,  for  whose  stock  farmer  stockholders  hare  p«id  la  rtxty-one 
mlllloDs  <rf  hard-earned,  crop-made  dollara,  has  MiAerad  a  weighty, 
unseen  handlmp.  These  stockholders  have  nevw  he««  pormittad  to 
control  the  beards  of  th^-ir  own  baalm — and  tticrete  abends  a  tale 
of  political  chicanery  almoat  wltheat  parattal !  Thay  haw  teen  kept 
virtually  uaabie  erra  to  find  oat  what  was  actually  beteg  done  to 
them.     So  this  is  farm  relief! 

Not  annaturally,  the  favored  joint  atocka  hara  hsca  able  la  rece^ 
years  to  ontktan  the  Federala.  Not  anatnxally,  sU  of  the  farmers' 
bauks  are  less  prooperoaa  thaa  they  ailght  he  expected  to  be  by 
vlrtn*  of  the  three  hUnona  of  food  lands  pooled  by  their  meaabers, 
the  tax  ex.'mptioa  thoir  bonds  aajoy,  and  the  Mblima  trust  farmers 
somewhat  blindly  place  in  thair  govemmant.  What  la  remarkable  is 
that,  despite  lo«ea.  bceaaae  of  its  vast  resourcea  and  the  fhith  wWch 
haa  to  date  bred  new  boaiaess,  the  fHrm  leaa  system  is  still  financially 
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sound. 

To  make  it 
des   moat  ha 
BMule.     Bc<«ra 
weU  adopt 


la  an  other  ways  is  imperattre.     Daagerooa  tenden- 
SBd   legislative   and    adadniatratlve  adjustments 

„ aew   farsB-aid   legialatioa.   this  Coagreas   might 

to  achieve  the  full  purposea  of  that  hopeful  Coagreas 

ot  lOlfi,'  which  fathered  the  farm  loaa  act.  Those  who  advocatad 
social  eoatral  of  ba"^*^»g  and  credit  should  concen  thcmaelees  with 
fool-proofiBC  the  larm-loan  credit  commonity.  and  supplying  it  with 
■tessnary  gray  matter  to  allow  its  deveiopment  In  the  soperlatteely 
tonportant  field  of  cooperative  credit,  on  lines  which  do  prorlde  low 
laterest,  aamra  sett-help,  of  which  poHttciaaa  cam  not  make  docks  and 
drakea,  and  preeemt  daniieroua  abeemt-mtadedaeaa  la  legard  to  geauine 
Informstitn  and  major  policies. 
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F    nHAIIC» — HOW    THB 
rASMCBS 

By  Gertrode  Mathews  Shelby 
The  United  States  is  In  banking  up  to  Its  cars.  Losses  running  Into 
many  mlUions  of  dollars  have  occurred  In  Federal  Intermediate  credit 
banks,  capitalized  by  the  Government,  and  the  farmers'  own  land  baixka, 
operated  but  not  owned  by  the  Government  Yet  repeated  demands  to 
Investigate  these  losses  have  been  sidetracked  in  Congresg.  Senator 
HowBLL  (Republican)  entered  a  resolution  in  192-1,  a  Trt'aaury  auditor 
having  previously  testified  that  eight  hundred  and  eighty  millions  In 
farmers'  land  bank  funds  had  escaped  Treasury  audit,  and  proof  having 
appeared  that  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board  had  set  up  an  account 
with  moneys  detached  from  these  funds  in  a  private  Washington  bunk, 
disbursing  some  |37,000  o\-er  one  signature  without  vouchers  or  re- 
cflpts.  No  action  was  taken,  although,  according  to  Treasury  analysts, 
this  Federal  board  po8.«»e8se3  dangerous  power  through  its  dual  func- 
tions of  management  and  Bupervision,  a  condition  which  is  inconsistent 
with  safety. 

Last  spring,  as  a  result  of  known  losses  of  one  mmioa  la  the  Inter- 
mediate Credit  Bank  of  Columbia,  S.  C,  and  other  unannounced  losses 
in  the  farmers'  laud  banks,  and  also  the  private  Joint-stock  land  bauks 
(all  three  are  supervised  by  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board),  Senator 
BLBAsa  (Democrat)  demanded  investigation  in  that  district,  which  in- 
cludes Florida,  Georgia,  and  the  Can>Mnas. 

The  president  of  two  of  the  Columbia  banks,  the  Intermediate  and 
tile  Ftemers'  Land  Bank,  was  H.  C.  Arnold,  whose  qualifications  for 
the  respoDsibUities  of  banking  appear  slight.  He  had  formerly  been 
deputy  warden  of  the  Atlanta  Penitentiary.  The  two  flrst-mentioned 
banka,  ran  by  the  saaie  board,  hare  assets  of  180,000.000.  The  Sena- 
tor's resolntlon  was  pigeonholed,  after  the  Farm  L<jan  Board  had  de- 
fended Arnold  before  the  Senate  Banking  and  Currency  Committee, 
certain  new  appointments  were  made — but  late  In  1928  the  board 
accepted  Mr.  Arnold's  resigaation. 

Senator  Buuhi  renewed  his  demand  at  the  beginning  of  the  current 
seasloB,  citing  th«  fact  that  losses  in  the  farmers'  land  banks  would 
to  milliOBS.  mentloolng  an  alleged  confessioa  made  by  Arnold  two 
years  ago,  as  well  as  a  difalcation  for  which  one  employee  had  been 
sent  to  jail,  two  oocxplalned  sudcides  of  cashiera,  and  other  erobarraHa- 
log  incidents.  Senator  CAkAWAT,  complaining  that  Arkansas  farmers 
could  not  get  loans,  offered  to  support  the  resolution  if  it  were 
broadeaed  to  include  the  St.  Lools  district-  Whulbr,  of  Montana, 
made  a  almilar  o«er  if  the  Spokane  district  were  covered.  On  Jana- 
ary  28  the  broadened  resolution  was  introdiiced,  including  the  whole 
system  and  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board. 

The  inquiry  Is  now  more  imptirtant  than  ever,  becaose  of  a  re<-ent 
attempt  by  politically  appointed  executlToa  of  tl>e  land  banks  to  f^iift 
the  harden  mt  liabilities  to  the  farmer  stockholders.  The  law  ig  based 
on  mutual  aid.  In  the  pa^t  the  banks  hokling  the  assets  have,  as  the 
act  stipalates,  borne  the  losses,  distributing  them  among  aMsociations. 
This  is  lensenable ;  one  area  may  be  prosperuna,  one  depressed ;  but 
all  poll  together. 

In  December  some  four  hundred  associations  tn  the  Berkeley  dl.ttrtct 
ware  asked  to  sign  an  agreement,  of  dubious  legality,  by  which  each 
assodatloa  was  thereafter  to  assume  its  own  toeses.  At  first  gin  nee 
this  seems,  perhaps,  mere  accounting.  But  in  practice  It  invites  dan- 
gerona  conseqoences.  Farmers  beloaglng  to  financially  embarrassed 
associations  may  soon  find  tbemflelves  facing  bankrupto'-  Each  farmer 
la  compelled  to  buy  ^ock  tn  the  l.nnd  bank  to  S  per  cent  of  the  amount 
be  borrows.  Ilis  stock  has  double  liability.  If  the  association  he  must 
join  gets  into  hot  water,  members  can  be  compelled  to  pay  10  per  cent 
of  the  amount  of  their  loan.s.  This  is  enough,  when  farm  incomes  are 
low,  to  ruin  many.  California  raisin  growers  are  suffering  from 
depression. 

Oaa  association  refused  to  sign  thli)  ngrvenKnt  because  its  loe«>es 
would  be  Increased  tweirefold,  and  for  years  it  had  borne  its  share 
of  common  losses.  Other  associations  were  miftlod  by  plausible  repre- 
sentatlooa,  and  gave  op  their  le^al  birthright. 

Attorneys  for  the  several  banks  and  the  Federal  board  conferred  oa 
this  plan  and  are  anderstood  to  have  authorized  a  standard  type  of 
agreement  which  all  banks  are  to  persuade  their  astMK-ia tlons  to  sign. 
Why  do  they  advise  this?  Presumably  because,  if  tbe  present  huga 
loases  of  the  banks  were  transferred  to  the  associations,  whose  books 
nobody  except  iaside  examiners  ever  see,  the  books  of  the  banks  would 
l>e  clear.  The  financial  statements  of  the  t>anks  might  once  more  ba 
mlracnloualy  improved,  under  Eugene  Meyer's  regime,  as  they  were  by 
the  sodden  reversal  of  poUcy  in  estimating  assets  adopted  last  March. 
Investors  might  be  inve^led  Into  buying  bonds  more  liberally.  Tbe 
figures  would  appear  to  Justify  continued  political  control.  And  the 
losaes  would,  in  effect,  be  concealed. 

Yet  this  procedure  la  so  certain  to  check  tbe  growth  of  tlie  system. 
If  it  does  not  caose  Its  gradoal  death,  that  one  wonders  where  the 
Idea  originated  in  the  potltioal-financlal  community.  Mutnal  aid  Is 
prscticatly  abandoned.  Loa«  banded,  instead  of  cooperatively,  the 
associations  must  fight  out  their  battles. 
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How  can  embarrassed  associations  persuade  new  farmers  to  take 
their  loans  from  the  system  when  associations  with  delinquencies  nnd 
loa.-^es  may  not  distribute  divlileuds?  Why  should  farmers  join,  pur- 
chase stock  with  double  liability  and  the  added  risk  of  political  man- 
agement, when  loans  are  t-aally  available  elsewhere  at  only  slightly 
higher  Interest?  If  associations  have  no  hope  of  canceling  losses  out 
of  the  g.iln»  of  new  businesK.  and  farmers  everj-where  become  frlght- 
enetl  when  certain  stockholders  are  called  upon  to  meet  their  liability, 
the  system  will  fall  into  disuse.  To  be  sure,  it  can  be  kept  nominally 
alive  for  some  years— that  is,  jobs  can  be  saved.  But  as  soon  as  it 
be<times  Inactive,  interest  rates  on  mortgage  loans  will  inevitably  rise. 
Are  administrators  unaware  of  those  implications?  Tbe  pending  resolu- 
tion is  highly  Important. 

There  are  plenty  of  figures  available  to  Justify  the  claim  that  the 
farm  loan  system  is  sound  in  theory.  Bui  figures  are  not  enough. 
Men  and  farmsteads  are  involved,  and  their  protection  requires  a  thor- 
ough investigation  to  discover  what  old  principles  and  new  safeguai-ds 
should  be  Invoked.  (Jovcrument  bureaucracies,  operating  any  business, 
have  well-known  faults.  And  In  the  handling  of  huge  sums  of  money 
for  lending  these  faults  become  magnified.  We  have  not  yet  forgotten 
the  disaster  of  the  Bank  of  the  Inited  States.  Our  modern  rural-credit 
systems  multiply  the  unhappy  chances  of  that  early  venture  a  million- 
fold.  Why,  then,  does  not  Congress  Investigate? 
Politics ! 

Since  political  appointees  control  the  raising  of  1 1.300,000.000  to 
finance  the  farmers,  the  allocating  of  this  money  geographically,  and  the 
lending  of  it  in  small  sums,  many  fat  perquisites  have  grown  up  which 
render  this  huge  land  bank  machine  a  new  dollar  forc-e  in  American 
politics.  Some  of  the  hidden  emplacements  are  as  unsuspected  by  the 
public  as  those  for  German  World  War  guns.  In  political  hands  in- 
sidious capacities  have  been  developed.  The  whole  machine  is  out  of  the 
control  of  the  farmer  stockholders,  whose  money  is  being  spent  by  office- 
holders, whose  farmsteads — worth  two  or  three  billions — are  pooled  as 
the  basis  for  credit,  and  whose  very  Independence  may  prove  to  be  at 
stake.  Burdened  with  debt,  subject  to  policies  which  may  be  merely  the 
result  of  incompetence,  and  with  recourse  only  to  Congress,  which  has  so 
far  proved  Insensitive  to  appeal,  where  do  the  farmers  come  out?     Or 

do  they? 

Considering  the  powers  of  the  machine  which  raises  the  funds.  The 
Federal  land  banks  issue  bonds  two  or  three  times  a  year — subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board — to  be  sold  to  the  gen- 
eral public.  Valuable  privileges,  of  course,  inhere  In  the  control  of  the 
sale  of  these  securities.  For  11  years  one  syndicate  of  Investment 
houses  has  had  exclusive,  preferential  control.  The  members  of  this 
syndicate  Include  the  National  City  Co. ;  Harris.  Forbes  ;  the  Guaranty 
Trust ;  Lee,  Higginson  ;  Brown  Bros. ;  and  Alexander  Brown  k  Sons,  of 
Baltimore. 

An  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  C.  G.  Dewey,  has  testified 
that  the  rate  of  Interest  on  these  Iwnds  is  developed  by  these  invest- 
ment houses  underwriting  the  bond  sale.  The  law  automatically  fixes 
the  rate  of  interest  paid  by  farmers  for  their  loans  at  1  per  cent  higher 
than  the  rate  paid  to  Investors  for  use  of  their  money  ;  therefore  the 
syndicate  has  the  power  to  develop  the  farmers'  Interest  rate.  Further- 
more, the  syndicate  Influences,  If  it  does  not  determine,  the  amount  and 
time  of  Issue  of  these  bonds.  To  maintain  the  supposed  nation-wide 
dl8trH>utlon,  it  has  organlxed  a  secondary  syndicate.  Membership  in 
this  subsidiary  is  never  divulged  nor  is  any  account  given  of  the  sales 
made  by  it.  But  the  first  and  second  syndicates  together  have  held  a 
virtual  monopoly  of  the  bond  sale.  The  F'ederal  land  banks  and  their 
fiscal  agent  have  sold  directly  a  very  small  perc<>utfige.  Outside  houses 
must  secure  bonds.  If  customers  want  them  and  any  are  avullable,  from 
syndicate  members.  Thus  the  syndicate  has  enjoyed  a  virtual  mastery 
of  the  terms,  and  the  amount  and  time  of  funds  allowed  to  flow  through 
the  farmers'  system  ;  this  is  contrary  to  the  intent  of  the  law,  which 
granted  tbe  bonds  tax  exempt  to  help  farmers  secure  the  best  terms, 
the  lowest  interest,  the  amounts  they  needed,  and  independent  control 
of  their  own  financial  arrangements. 

The  financial  credit  community  may,  as  H.  G.  Wells  suggests,  have 
no  mind.  But  certainly  Its  behasior,  when  it  is  deemed  necessary  to 
sustain  interest  rules,  indicates  that  at  least  it  has  Instinct — over- 
powering instinct.  Presumably  the  whole  tanking  world  opposed  the 
farm  loan  act  for  the  reason  that.  If  nonprofit  or  cooi)eratlve  bauks 
succeeded  in  lowering  the  farmers'  interest  rates,  other  groups  than 
farmers  might  demand  equal  priTileg<»R,  Including  tax  exemption,  from 
Congress. 

And  when  the  net  passed,  despite  this  opposition.  It  was  surely 
not  wholly  accidental  that  the  first  political  apijointees  were  men  who, 
as  the  first  annual  report  shows,  had  no  conception  of  the  character 
of  cooperative  credit.  In  organising,  they  laid  down  policies  which 
to  day  tend  to  prevent  stockholder  control  of  even  the  local  farm  loan 
assTHrlations. 

The  problem  of  selling  these  bonds  called  for  genuine  ability.  Mr. 
Griswold.  of  Alexander  Brown  A  Sons,  saw  financial  advantages  in 
this  job;  obviously  if  the  bonds  were  properly  Introduced  their  sale 
might  run  to  hundreds  of  millions,  and  tlie  commissions,  although  low, 
would    at    least    guarantee    a    steady    business.     Financiers,    once    con- 


vinced, displayed  tardy  patrl«.tl«n.  Rxcluslve.  preferential  control  was 
granted.  Perhaps  no  one  at  that  time  could  have  dreamed  all  that 
this  might  one  day  mean. 

But  observe  what  has  happened.  The  law  contemplated  tbe  wideot 
possible  distribution  of  stockholders  among  snmll  investors  (hiMice 
the  small  denominations  of  lK>nd8)  and  a  method  of  distribution  that 
would  make  these  securities  available  continuously. 

Instead,  the  sale  has  been  periodic ;  large  customers  of  the  syndicate 
took  most  of  the  ofl^erlngs ;  there  has  been  a  narrow  distribution  among 
corporations  and  ln<iividuals  with  incomes  in  the  higher  tax  registers. 
Since  these  bonds  sre  Ux  exempt,  it  is  possible  for  such  buyers,  as 
Eugene  Meyer  has  testified,  to  save  134  P*«"  c*nt  ""  their  income  taxes. 
Efllclently  enough,  the  syndicate  has  sold  twelve  hundred  millions  of 
land-bank  bonds,  .vet  certainly  the  law  did  not  contemplate  that  Income- 
tax  evaders  should  l>e  able  to  get  thorn  easily,  while  small  Investors, 
unless  they  happened  to  be  syndicate  customers,  obtained  them  only  by 
s|>ecial  effort. 

For  many  years  this  exclusive  arrangement  between  the  banks  nnd 
the  syndicate  was  maintained  without  c«»ntract8,  first  by  the  Federal 
board,  and  later  by  the  fiscal  agent.  Charles  K.  I»lidell.  former  farm- 
loan  commissioner,  who  resigned  December  31,  192S.  The  control  of 
this  vast  busineas  was  left  to  personal  agreements,  awarded  by  political 
app<>iutet>s.  Were  Treasury  certificates  or  (iovemment  bonds  disposed 
of  In  this  manner,  bitter  criticism  would  be  provoked,  no  matter  bow 
reliable  the  firms  which  beueflted.  .\nd  criticism  Is  no  leas  deserved 
here,  for.  under  this  system,  the  t^orernment  has  assumed  somewhat 
the  i>08ltlon  of  a  trustee  toward  the  farmers'  banks.  What  redreas. 
without  legal  contra<t»,  have  stockholders  in  case  of  error  or  dis- 
honesty? Without  the  taking  of  competitive  bids  for  the  privilege  of 
handling  such  bond-sale  contracts,  how  do  stockholders,  or  the  board, 
know  that  the  distribution  could  not  be  made  cheaper  or  the  money 
secured  elsewhere  at  lower  cost? 

Active  hostility  to  this  system  still  flourishes  in  various  qusrtera  of 
the  banking  world,  notably,  of  course,  among  tbe  okMlne  mortgage 
group.  It  appears  to  be  sUrtllng  news,  however,  that  the  lending  rival 
of  the  primary  syndicate,  Kuhn,  Loeb  4  Co.,  has,  from  the  first,  con- 
sistently refused  to  sell  farm-loan  bonds.  Presumably  this  boycott 
Is  shared  by  bouses  sympathetic  In  financial  policy,  or  otherwise  allied, 
to  Kuhn-Loeb.  That  firm  "does  not  advbte  Federal  land  bank  bonds" 
for  investors.  Its  heads  have  never  believed  in  tbe  principles  of  tbe 
system.  Since  they  can  scarcely  be  held  less  patriotic  than  the  "  Morgan 
group,"  why  this  disbelief?  Is  It  merely  a  coincidence  that  they  do  not 
participate  In  the  primary  syndicate? 

It  can  now  be  clearly  seen  that  the  fiscal  policies  approved  by  the 
Federal  Farm  Loan  Board  have  left  the  BtockhoId<'rs  In  a  position  of 
helplessness.  Yet  the  officeholders,  who  let  out  the  bond-selling  prlvl- 
legi-8  have  seemed  satisfied,  provided  there  was  no  danger  of  losing  their 
Jobs.  The  Investment  firms  who  secured  exclusive,  preferential  control 
have  l>een  content.  Neither  wished  the  contractless  understanding  to  be 
disturbed :  for  what  might  not  happen  if  the  stockholders  took  over 
the  management?  in  considering  what  did  happ<n  to  the  stockholders, 
these  facts  must  not  be  lost  sight  of.  it  is  ever  Interesting  to  reflect 
on  the  contrast  between  the  congenital  distrust  of  farmers  shown  by 
polltldsna  and  the  pjithetic  trust  of  farmers  In  the  Government,  what- 
ever its  representatives. 

For  four  years  political  administrators  fended  off  trouble.  By  1910 
farmer-stockholders  of  the  banks  were  entitled  to  elect  the  directors 
of  most  of  their  district  land  banks  and  to  begin  managing  (hem. 
These  directors,  a  clear  two  thirds  majority,  were  to  set  fiscal  policy, 
including  that  for  bond-sale  arrangements,  subject  to  the  Finlernl 
Farm  Loan  Board's  approval.  Yet  no  elections  were  called.  When  the 
farmers  and  their  organiaations  investigated,  they  discovered  that  dur- 
ing the  war  an  amendment  had  been  slipped  through  which  deprived 
stockholders  of  the  right  to  operate  their  own  banks.  When  the 
Treasury,  anxious  to  keep  farm-loan  bonds  out  of  the  way  of  Liberties, 
had  secured  power  to  buy  a  hundred  millions  of  Federal  laud-bank  se- 
curities, a  clause  liad  been  Inserted  providing  that  the  tempornry 
boards  of  the  banks — all  political  appointees— should  remain  In  office 
as  long  as  the  Treasury  held  any  land-bank  bonds. 

Dissatisfaction  became  acute,  nnd  tbe  Federal  board  realized  that 
new  action  was  necessary.  Amendments  wer#  prepared,  introduce*!,  nnd 
effectively  supported  before  tbe  House  depriving  the  stt>ckholders  per- 
manently of  their  clear  majority  control,  substituting  a  camouflage  of 
50-.no  control,  by  which  the  farmers  were  to  elect  three  members  and 
the  Federal  board  to  appoint  four,  to  each  district  land-bank  board. 

To  assure  the  enactment  of  this  provision,  another  neat  device  was 
eniploye<l :  A  conference  committee  sllpiied  this  rewriting  of  the  farm 
loan  act,  which  the  Senate  had  not  had  a  chance  to  consider,  between 
two  bills  which  had  already  passed  both  Houses.  The  head  of  the 
conference  committee,  Senator  Mcl>^an,  on  reporting  the  compromb<e 
measure,  omitted  to  Inform  the  Senate  of  the  real  import  of  Title  III. 
Undiscussed  and  unread,  the  measure  advocated  by  tbe  Farm  Loan 
Board  became  law.  According  to  Senator  Flktchkb,  Its  real  effect  waa 
a  quasi  confiscation  of  farmers'  property  rights  in  the  land  banks.  It 
left  these  stockholders  the  only  owners  of  enterprises  In  tbe  United 
States  who  hsd  no  control  of  their  own  concerns,  s  right  declared  b/ 
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tb*  Sapmne  Coort  to  b*  T<*ted  In  the  ownerAlp  of  stock.  At  last, 
•  ffer  six  yemn  trve  from  dlsturtance  by  stockholder*.  tiM  flr«t  elections 
of  directunj  were  held  -  but  be<-aaie  the  soiure  of  fresh  grier&Dcea, 
WeaiMe  of  Indefensible  redl'^tricllui;  and  electioneering  methods  connte- 
Bancpd  bjr  the  board. 

What  a  perrerslon  of  good  Intentionii?  Congress,  benignly  wishing  to 
hcJp  oKricuItSre,  had  granted  a  great  llbrrty,  by  which  farmers  were  to 
gatn  the  leverage  of  credit.  Politicians  seised  this  power.  Financiers 
(gained  and  held  prleed  prlTileges,  which  counteracted  the  good  that 
Teal  leTcrage  might  bare  achieved  for  the  farmen.  Congress,  In  short, 
kavlng  tbouRhtfully  given,  carelessly  took  away,  and  the  stockholders 
Bow  find  themaelvos  prncticslly  incaptible  of  disturbing  appointees  or 
aifoctliig  flnral   policl(>s. 

The  flnnnclem  develop  the  interest  rate,  rolitlcal  administrator!*  de- 
Sate  land  values  through  the  very  land  banks  tberaselTes  In  tune  with 
the  prevalent  conviction  that  prices  must  go  down.  As  a  result,  many 
farm  famillfn  loge  th<  Ir  farmsteads,  which  are  their  only  meana  of 
livelihood.  It  ia  a  nntionai  situation ;  bat  can  the  political-financial 
commatiity  be  Investigated T 

Meanwhile,  there  is  another  ugly  aspect  of  the  matter :  The  amonnt 
of  buoda  sold  to  provide  funds  to  lend  throogh  this  system  has  mate- 
rially dtMrreased  yea-  by  year  since  1923.  In  1927  some  eighty  million 
dollar;!  (an  against  r'225.000.000  in  192.3)  were  actually  loaned  by 
land  banks  to  farmers.  Applicants  in  all  sections  of  the  country  were 
In  desperat"'  need  of  large  loans  at  the  low«Hit  po.s^ible  interest,  bat 
many  of  liiem  could  not  be  supplied.  This  was  precisely  what  Senator 
Caiuwat  complained  of  in  his  own  bailiwick. 

Now.  consider  certain  parallel  facts :  As  these  funds  diminished  year 
by  year  the  joint  stocks  steadily  outloaned  the  Federals.  Mr.  Melvln  B. 
Traylor,  h.^ad  of  the  American  Bankers'  Association,  Is  heavily  Inter- 
ested in  Joint-stock  land  banks.  In  fact,  the  whole  aystem  competes 
with  the  Federals.  With  the  farmers'  own  system  slowed  up,  the 
private  Joint  stocb  bad  a  free  band  to  get  more  business.  Their 
rates,  of  course,  are  higher. 

When  questioned  concerning  tbe  apparent  limitation  of  the  Federal 
land  biniu'  Issue  and  sale  of  bonds,  members  of  the  Farm  Loan  Board 
have  evasively  suggested  that  tbe  saturation  point  for  tbe  sale  of  land- 
bank  securities  on  the  market  bad  perhaps  been  reached. 

But  this  was  not  the  case  In  1927,  when  tbe  farmers  only  got 
C2.000.000:  for  177.000,000  mre  actuaUy  sold.  Tbe  other  ntnety^jdd 
million  were  used  to  bny  back  from  tbe  Treasury  and  retire  tbe  bonds 
booKht  during  the  war. 

Why,  with  farm  distress  still  prevalent,  should  the  adminlfttrarion 
have  been  moved  to  sell  out?  If  tbe  handsome  figures  provided  by 
the  banks  and  the  Fedaral  board  have  been  honest  why  shouM  tbe 
GoverumiHit  have  withdrawn  while  agriculture  was  admittedly  still  in 
need  of  every  help  It  could  get?  Had  the  Qovernment  held  on,  the 
Carmen  might  have  secured  at  least  that  90,000.000  at  a  low  interest. 
Who  advised  the  Qovernment  to  unload?  What  apprebenalOB  prompted 
It— or  was  this,  too,  merely  a  case  of  muddling  through? 

Tbe  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board,  of  which  Eugene  Meyer  has  for 
18  months  been  the  head,  ranst  approve  the  fiscal  policies  of  the  Federal 
land  banks  and  Federal  intermediates.  It  must  approve  every  issue  of 
Joint-stock  securltlea.  Will  this  limitation  of  goed-term  credit  to 
farmers  go  on?  Will  the  recovering  Joint  stocks  again  ootloan  Fed- 
erals? Will  exrluMve.  coutractletis,  secret  agreements  govern  the  sale 
cf  formers'  laud-bauk  securities? 

It  Is  rumored  that  more  money  la  to  be  spent  In  adrertlslBg  Federal 
Jaad-bank  bonds.  Will  the  new  arrangements,  made  by  whoever  takes 
over  the  fiscal  agent's  dutlea,  continoe  tu  feed  Wall  Street  and  starve 
Maiu  Street?  Tbe  first  step  to  be  desired  is  iadependeace  for  the  stock 
holders  of  the  Federal  land  banka,  and  tbe  restoration  to  tbem  of  the 
once  gtiaranteed,  and  certainly  deserved,  control  of  their  own  credit 
pool. 

POLITICS   IH   Tin  FKOnUL  FABM-IXUV   STSTSX 
By   Oertrode   Mathews   Shelby 

The  phrase  "  politic  economy " — Professor  S<iddy's  description  of 
unscientific  current  attempts  to  regulate  economics  through  politics — 
might  have  been  coined  to  fit  certain  functions  of  our  farm-loan  policy. 
Consider  the  extraordinary  powers  of  the  land-bank  system,  which  par- 
Cv'l3  out  from  one  to  two  hnndrod  million  dollars  a  year  in  loans  to 
farmers.  Tbe  operation  of  thfse  bjinks  requires  some  2,000  persons, 
excluslTe  of  Joint-stock  bank  positions ;  tbe  total  number  of  employees 
has  not  l>eeB  made  pablic.  Yet  none  of  these  2,000  places  enjoys  the 
^roti-ctlon  of  civil  service.  Certainly  there  is  no  other  plum  tree  of 
patronage  In  our  Government  that  is  so  tempting,  with  the  exception 
of  post  ofllcea,  and  pose  ofBces  lack  tbe  attraction  of  funds  to  dis- 
tribute. 

By  tbe  farm  loan  act  the  President  Is  empowered  to  put  this  system 
under  the  classified  service.  -  The  exception  of  the  Federal  Farm 
UMn  Board  from  tbe  rules  of  classified  service  In  IndefensiUe,"  says 
Mayers,  an  authority  on  the  subject,  in  his  book  Tbe  Federal  Service 
*  Notbing  regmrdhug  the  field  forces  offers  any  reason  for  modifying  this 
cbaractertaation.     Should  an  apiwintment  to  such  a  position  as  that  of 
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appraiser  be  made  for  political  reasons,  tbe  appointee  would  be  pecu- 
liarly subject  to  improper  influence,  a  danger  particularly  to  be  guarded 
against  lu  this  service." 

In  his  acceptance  speech  Herbert  Hoover  said :  *'  Oar  civil  service 
has  proved  a  great  national  boon.  Appointive  office,  both  north,  south, 
east,  and  west,  must  be  based  solely  on  merit,  character,  and  reputa- 
tion In  tbe  community  In  which  the  apijolntee  is  to  serve."  As  Presi- 
dent, win  Mr.  Hoover  deny  to  farmers  who  own  the  stock  of  the 
Federal  land  banks,  and  to  taxpayers,  who  paid  in  the  Treasury  funds 
used  to  capitalize  tbe  intermediate-credit  banks,  tbe  benefit  of  this 
grtet  national  boon? 

Nothing  less  than  an  Executive  order  will  protect  the  country  from 
certain  obvious  abuses  of  p'^litical  banking.  Without  the  maintenance 
of  the  strictest  standards  of  selection,  based  on  competitive  examina- 
tion, lame  ducks  are  stire  to  be  consigned  to  any  system  as  a  haven — 
witness  the  old  Pension  Bureau. 

In  no  service  are  safeguards  against  this  sort  of  thing  more  important 
than  in  this  greatest  of  all,  our  banking  systems.  Possible  loans  influ- 
enced by  political  considerations,  and  even  waste  merely  due  to  In- 
competence, are  hazardous  alike  for  investors,  stockholders,  and  citizens. 
It  should  be  remembered  that  obligations  are  outstanding  to  the  extent 
of  $1,250,000,000,  described  by  the  Supreme  Court  as  "  Government 
instrumentalities  "  and  sold  under  that  guaranty. 

Yet,  in  some  degree,  nepotism  has  existed  In  the  land-bank  machinery 
from  the  first.  Members  of  tbe  Farm  Loan  Board,  of  the  district  liind 
banks'  boards,  of  the  Senate,  and  even  a  President  have  obtained  Jobs 
for  relatives  and  friends  who  were  not  qualified  by  previous  experience 
for  the  sort  of  work  to  which  they  were  assigned. 

Patronage  la  now,  to  be  sure,  more  drctunspect  than  when  President 
Harding  put  his  cousin,  a  retired  minister.  Into  the  Farm  Loan  Bureau 
as  reviewing  appraiser.  Nor  ia  It  quite  so  crude  as  when  LoIkIcII, 
former  farm-loan  commissioner,  admitted  that  his  two  sons,  a  cou.sin, 
an  old  friend,  his  wife's  former  dressmaker,  and  the  dressmaker's 
nephew  were  all  on  the  pay  roll.  In  1926  the  Federal  board  gravely 
passed  resolutions  discouraging  nepotism  In  the  12  land  banks,  which 
employ  some  800  persons.  Some  men  were  dropped,  among  them  the 
cousin  of  a  certain  bank  president.  Certain  others  not  relate-J  to 
present  officials  upon  the  circumstances  of  whose  apiwlntments  time 
has  laid  a  covering  hand  were  retained ;  among  than  the  treasurer  of  a 
great  bank.  The  fiscal  agency  for  the  banks  appear  not  to  have  been 
affected  by  these  resolutions.  Until  the  end  of  1928,  Lobdell  headed 
that  organization,  with  a  salary  of  |25,000  a  year,  which  would  net 
be  possible  under  classified  service.  The  approval  of  all  his  policies 
by  the  Federal  board  was  necessary.  One  of  the  young  I.<obde!ls  was 
employed  in  this  agency  until  tbe  summer  of  1928. 

The  Federal  board  Itself  would  alfio  seem  to  have  been  an  exception 
to  the  rule.  It  can  not  claim  a  clean  record  while  it  remains  true,  dJi  it 
does,  that  not  even  tbe  best-qualified  mortgage  banker  could  get  a  job 
as  president  of  a  Federal  land  bank  unless  he  is  backed  by  senatorial 
Influence.  Examples  of  this  sort  of  nepotism  are  not  lacking.  The  son- 
in-law  of  one  of  Mr.  Hoover's  most  Important  advisors  is  head  of  a 
great  division  of  the  Federal  bureau.  His  rise  in  the  system  has  Iwen 
amazingly  rapid,  and  be  now  enjoys  the  same  salary  as  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.  He  came  to  the  system  quite  green.  His  ability  to 
handle  the  political  phases  of  his  job  is  unquestioned,  but  certain  stock- 
holders feel  very  differently  about  his  competence  as  a  judge  of  risks. 
Again,  tbe  nephew  of  a  member  of  Mr.  Hoover's  Cabinet  has  long  l>eou 
an  examiner  In  the  system.  Removiug  him  ou  the  ground  of  alleged 
incompetence  was  considered,  but  the  idea  was  abandoned  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  be  "  politically  Inexpedient." 

Until  two  years  ago,  when  the  Treasury  began  to  name  examiners 
and  other  appointees  to  the  Federal  bureau,  these  places  had  been  con- 
sidered senatorial  patronage  for  both  Republican  and  Democratic  Mem- 
bers of  the  upper  House.  The  political  appointees  who  served  as 
examiners  were  either  so  few  or  In  some  cases  so  conspicuously  incom- 
petent that  Improvement  in  the  situation  was  Imperative.  The  Treasury 
has  recently  required  examiners  to  pass  tests,  but  the  freedom  of  ap- 
pointment is  still  sufficient  to  allow  plenty  of  loopholes  for  the  unquali- 
fied person  with  the  right  sort  of  InfTuence. 

Appraisers  are  as  important  as  examiners,  and  their  incompetence  has 
been  terribly  expensive.  Eugene  .Meyer,  testifying  before  a  congres- 
sional committee,  stated  that  the  troubles  of  the  system  were  by 
no  means  all  attributable  to  the  agricultural  depression.  "When  tlie 
receiver  of  a  bank  says  that  a  lot  of  loans  were  made  in  that  bank  as 
agricultural  loans  on  lands  that  were  agricultural  lands — loans  which 
never  should  have  been  made — that  has  nothing  to  do  with  agricul- 
ture," he  said,  and  added :  "  It  was  enough  of  a  factor  to  put  one  bank 
in  receivership."  He  referred  to  the  Spokane  bank,  but  he  also  said 
that  *•  I  do  not  thiuk  the  Spokane  territory  has  any  more  or  greater 
problems  than  the  Berkeley  territory  or  other  territories."  There  has 
also  been  acute  trouble  in  Columbia  and  St.  Paul. 

Berkeley's  troubles,  while  the  least  of  the  four  mentioned,  illustrate 
well  the  conflict  between  politics  and  sound  banking.  The  bank  serves 
four  States — California,  Nevada,  Arizona,  and  Utah.  In  the  la^t 
named,  several  thousand  loans  "  went  bitd."     Foreclosures  were  made 


on  farms  worth,  at  the  present  conservative  valuations,  1500.000. 
This  ttuiouut  represented  two-tbirds  of  tbe  Berkeley  banks  land  holdings 
as  of  six  months  ago.  ThU  disgraceful  record  of  bad  appraisal  was 
made  despite  the  fact  that  several  of  the  appraisers  who  passed  tbo 
loans  were  from  Utah.  It  is  impossible  to  avoid  the  question  :  How 
did  such  grossly  Incompetent  appraisers  get  into  the  system?  Did  some- 
body exercise  political  "pull"  on  their  behalf:  and  if  so,  who? 

These  loans  were  made  despite  the  fact  that  three  or  four  menibcrs 
of  the  Berkeley  District  Land  Bank  Board  have  always  been  from 
Utah  ;  In  1928  there  were  four,  which  is  a  majority  of  the  board.  Two 
appraisers  are  to-day  from  Utah  and  pass  on  loans  In  that  State.  For 
some  time  a  relaUve  of  a  Utah  Senator  was  district  reviewing  appraiser, 
and  several  years  ago  he  was  appointed  to  a  post  of  authority  in 
Washington.  It  is  not  surprising  that  Utah  is  credited  with  having 
more  than  her  share  of  available  funds  to  lend.  Long  ago  the  farm- 
loan  system  abandoned  the  attempt  to  supply  loans  on  every  approved 
application.  If  there  Is  not  enough  to  go  around — and  there  never  is — 
the  banlts  may  reject  applications  outright  or.  jHsrhaps,  fail  to  grant 
enough  money  to  satisfy  the  borrower.  The  money  is  une«iually  allotted 
between  districts,  according  to  alleged  need;  the  banks  then  divide 
between  States  or  parts  of  States.  A  powerful  Senator  may  be  a  good 
go-getter ;  a  large  share  loaned  In  his  territory  might  mean  votes,  or 
even  the  difference  between  keeping  and  losing  his  seat.  Perhaps  he 
says  nothing ;  If  he  has  proved  himself  useful  in  Congress,  to  the  board 
and  the  hanks,  It  may  not  be  unnatural  for  those  in  authority  to  allow  a 
large  quota  of  funds — of  course,  without  favoritism — to  his  distilct. 
Or,  perbaiJS,  this  little  pig  actually  goes  to  market,  regardless  of  others 
who  get  none.  For  he  reasons  that  it  may  be  useful  to  have  appolnttd 
men  to  jobs  In  the  money  mart. 

Now,  State  pride  alone  might  be  a  factor  in  unjust  distribution  of 
money,  possibly  resulting  later  in  losses.  If  so,  with  48  proud  States, 
heaven  help  the  farmers  who  own  these  lands !  Yet  the  metbo<l  of 
making  loan.s,  with  stockholders  not  In  control  and  civil  service  lack- 
ing, tshows  no  adequate  protection  against  that  sort  of  thing  nor 
against  possible  political-spoils  considerations.  When  a  local  farm-loan 
association  recommends  a  loan,  a  Federal  appraiser  Is  sent  to  examine 
the  land ;  he  in  turn  recommends  whether  to  reject  tlie  loan  or.  if  to 
grant  it,  in  what  amount.  The  reviewing  appraiser  for  the  district  then 
has  his  chance.  Bank  officials  may  rule  out  a  specific  loan  or  entire 
areas.  But,  If  approval,  applications  are  forwarded  to  Wa8hingt<ni. 
The  Farm  Loan  Bureau's  reviewing  appraisers  make  the  final  decision, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  board  itself. 

Similarly  prejudiced  appointees  in  the  field  force  of  appraisers  on  the 
bank's  staff  and  In  tbe  Washington  bureau  might  constitute  a  line-up 
which  would  effectively  sidetrack  farm-loan  welfare.  If  such  offlceJiold- 
ers,  who  are  not  directly  responsible  to  stockholders,  happen  to  l>e  grate- 
ful to  politicians  who  have  got  them  their  jobs,  is  it  not  probable  that 
sentimental  or  political  considerations  might  affect  both  the  division  of 
funds  between  States  and  possibly  also  the  granting  of  specific  loans? 

While  loans  on  good  lands  were  refused  in  California,  asserts  the 
California  Farm  Bureau  Federation.  Utah  loans,  on  poorer  lands,  were 
generously  grant»»d  ;  $15  more  per  acre  was  loaned  by  tbe  Berkeley  Bank 
in  Utah  than  conservative  joint  stocks  averaged.  Certainly  losses  piled 
up.  Of  199  risks  Judged  by  a  Mr.  Cardon,  5  per  cent  are  said  to  have 
gone  bad.  His  assistant.  Hatch,  reported  In  1924,  "  •  •  •  It  Is 
undoubtedly  true  that  we  have  loaned  too  much  per  acre."  And  J.  W. 
Paxman,  appraiser,  also  wrote,  in  1924,  regarding  three  specific  Utah 
loans,  of  $5.13,  $7.81,  and  $11.86  per  acre,  "The  lands  were  once  dry- 
farmed — at  least  alx>ut  280  acres  of  them.  They  haven't  beeu  farmed 
in  the  past  three  years,  and  are  of  no  value  except  for  grazing.  Such 
lands,  fenced,  would  ordinarily  sell  for  $3  to  $5  an  acre,  but  under 
present  condition.>»  It  Is  very  doubtful  if  a  purchaser  could  be  found 
who  would  give  $1  an  acre  for  them."  Yet  In  1925,  despite  the  sepa- 
rate reports  of  1024  by  Hatch  and  Paxman.  the  average  loaned  by  thi 
Berkeley  Bank  in  Utah  rose  from  $64  to  $65  per  acre. 

If  it  were  not  for  tbe  division  of  places  between  the  Republicans  and 
Democrats  bad  conditions  could  long  ago  have  l>een  greatly  Improved. 
But  even  now,  when  reform  Is  proposed,  some  legislator  is  sure  to  run 
protesting  to  the  imrty  leader,  saying,  in  effect,  "  We  must  keep  still 
about  this  system — remember  that  there  are  a  billion  and  a  quarter  of 
bonds  out.  And  besides,  I  got  So- and  so  his  place,  and  he  must  be 
protected." 

As  they  have  found  themselves  secure,  the  leaders  of  the  land-bank 
machine  have  become  more  aggressive.  They  have  uf-ed  their  influence 
to  affect  legislation.  Tbe  land-bank  presidents  maintain  a  legislative 
committee  to  recommend  congressional  action.  Meral)er8  of  this  com- 
mittee, whether  in  Washington  or  at  home  in  their  banks,  have  de- 
veloped means  of  pushing  bills  they  favor  and  blocking  those  they 
fear — of  course,  in  the  name  of  the  stockholders.  Thanks  to  a  number 
of  Democratic  appointees,  who  are  grateful  to  the  administration  for 
their  dally  bread  and  cake,  the  land-bank  machine  seems  to  have  been 
in  an  excellent  position  recently  to  pull  tbe  donkey's  leg  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Republican  elephant.  Certain  Senators,  appealed  to  by  Demo- 
crats whose  appointments  they  have  Indorsed,  appear  to  stop  or  go  as 
this    legislative    committee    suggests.      CousequeoXiy    bills   which    mi](ht 


correct  glaring  abuses  are  never  reported,  while  frequently  legislation 
adverse  to  stockholders'  Interest  Is  enacted ;  or  appoiutments  are  cou- 
flrmcHl  when  nominees  are  unqualified.  Itipartisan  iufluenee.  amountiug 
to  party  coalition  in  defens<>  of  the  exUtlng  r^lme,  has  grown  amai- 
Ingly   strong. 

I'^rthermore,  In  various  districts  tbe  land  dank  maOiine  maintains 
federations  of  the  key  men  of  local  nsswiations,  the  secretary  treas- 
urers. By  the  policy  of  the  board  and  banka  theie  are  usually  not 
stockholders  but  outsiders,  iM-al  business  men. 

If  the  legislative  committee  and  the  bank  advocate  or  oppose  certain 
action  It  often  happens  that  letters  and  wires  pile  up  on  the  d^^iks  of 
certain  committee  memlHTs  in  Washington.  Hearing  from  the  boys  In 
the  associations  back  home  the  members  naturally  may  be  Infiuenced 
in  their  decisions.  Tbe  land-bank  machine  has  usol  a  shrewd  technique 
to  get  what  it  wants  from  Congress,  and  the  Federal  board  itwMf  some- 
times takes  tbe  lead. 

Even  while  the  amounts  for  lending  have  decreased,  the  expenses  of 
this  system  have  steadily  swelled.  To  operate  the  Washington  bureau 
the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board  levies  assessments  upon  the  banks  — land, 
Intermi-diate.  and  joint  stocks — proportionately.  Kstlmates  must  be  nub- 
mltted  to  the  Director  of  the  Budget  and  Congress  appropriates,  but 
since  it  is  not  taxpayers'  money.  Congress  only  in  <>ttect  ratifies  board 
action.  For  the  operation  of  the  Federal  land  banks — again  no  total 
figures  are  available — estimates  bring  the  anMuint  above  $2,000,000  an- 
nually. It  appears  that  the  expenses  excet>d  the  legal  amount  of  1  per 
cent  spread  allowed  for  operation  under  this  set.  It  is  notably  negli- 
gent of  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board  not  to  supply  Congress  and  stock- 
holders annually  with  all  the  neede<l  figures  by  which  the  administra- 
tors' consistency  with  tbe  law  and  with  actual  services  rendered  might 
be  Judged. 

Mr.  Hoover  has  farmers'  and  taxpayers'  Immodlnte  relief.  If  not  their 
ultimate  protection.  In  his  own  hands.  On  March  5.  If  he  wished,  he 
could  issue  an  Executive  order.  Besides  bis  advocacy  of  civil  service  for 
appointees,  he  acknowledges  agriculture  to  be  our  mo^t  urgent  economic 
problem  ;  he  also  deplores  indifference  to  public  corruption.  Only  less 
important  than  the  farmer's  Income  Is  his  outgo  for  Interest  and 
amortization  on  his  mortgages.  To  negli»ct  this  Important  phase  of 
farm  relief  would  expose  Mr.  Hoover's  sincerity  to  challen>re. 

The  greatest  threat  in  the  farm-loan  system,  to  farmers  and  citizens 
alike,  comes  in  its  management.  The  banks  depend  on  the  chnraeter 
and  skill  of  the  men  who  run  them,  and  the  character  and  degree  of 
supervision  exereisod  over  their  acts.  The  Institution  as  it  stands  suffers 
from  inherent  weaknesses.  With  the  exception  of  Indians,  minors, 
and  wards  of  the  State  no  group  is  so  helpless  as  the  .noO.OOO  farmers 
who  turned  for  assistance  to  the  land  banks  which  were  to  have  U'en 
their  deliverance. 

It  is  highly  improbable  that  the  board  will  recommend  even  that  the 
Federal  employees  of  the  system  should  be  put  under  civil  service.  Mr. 
Meyer  has  praised  several  recent  appointments  on  the  ground  that  men 
have  been  chosen  who  could  not  have  been  Induced  to  take  office  at  the 
rates  of  pay  possible  under  civil  service.  Appointment  has  some  advan- 
tages, In  the  hands  of  honest  and  competent  men  ;  but  for  a  system  such 
as  this,  handling  colossal  funds,  the  clvll-servlce  principle  Is  unques- 
tionably superior. 

The  basic  remedy  lies  In  taking  the  entire  rural-credit  system  out  of 
politics.  To  be  sure,  this  would  not  be  a  simple  matter,  since  the  Gov- 
ernment owns  the  Intermediate  banks.  If  the  Government  is  compelled 
to  remain  in  the  banking  business,  it  might  logically  go  further  Into 
business,  buy  out  the  farmers  who  own  the  Federal  land  banks,  har- 
monize these  banks  with  the  intermediate,  and  attempt  a  really  social 
control  of  credit,  assuming  all  responsibility. 

The  other  course  la  to  pass  Senator  Howwx's  pending  bill  to  return 
tbe  control  and  management  of  their  own  land  banks  to  the  stockholders. 
But  to  do  that,  without  making  good  the  losses  which  have  occurred 
under  political  control,  would  be  to  hand  the  farmers  another  gold  brick. 
Once  they  secured  control,  the  stockholders  could  pay  for  the  applica- 
tion of  able  minds  to  bank  problems  ;  with  justice  done,  the  farmers 
may  still  enjoy  the  advantages  <o  be  derived  from  liberalisation  of 
credit,  advantages  which  they  earned  when  they  took  the  risk  of  pooling 
practically  all  their  possesalons  in  this  great  venture. 


BXPEET  DECtAKBS    FAHM-LOAN    8T8TTB1I    A    OIAJfT   POLITICAL    SPOILS    SYSTEM 

James  B.  Morman,  leading  financial  writer,  author  of  numerous  works 
on  farm  finance,  especially  the  Federal  fsrm  loan  system,  and  for  years 
a  technical  man  on  the  staff  of  the  board,  in  his  recent  book,  published 
by  the  Macmillan  Co.,  declares  without  reservation  : 

"As  a  result  of  the  political  development  of  tbe  Federal  farm-loan 
system,  it  is  without  question  the  most  gigantic  spoils  system  In  the 
United  States.  It  Is  a  runaway  star  in  the  rural-credits  coostellatloii. 
It  Is  at  present  beyond  the  control  of  the  Oorernment  and  of  Con- 
gress— an  exploiter  of  the  public  as  Uxpayers  and  of  the  farmers  as 
atockbolders.  •  •  •  Tlie  enormous  profits  have  been  wrung  from 
the  small  income  of  farmer  and  are  being  used  to  enlarge  tbe  bank 
accounts  of  poliUcal  appointees  who  are  thus  enabled  to  dotbe  them- 
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tf\vt>9  In  purple  nod  flne  linen  and  far*  samptaoasir  erery  day  while 
maiij  of  the  farnu^r  borrowera  and  tlieir  famlUea  *n  lacking  In  tba 
sUnplost  tblnsa  reqaired  to  maiutaln  the  lUndard  ot  Uvlog  of  tha 
poorest  American  home." 

[Extracts  from  atatoment  l»ued  March  2.  1929.  by  Oon.  Lotns  T. 
MrVAimrn,  Mfmt>er  of  the  Houxe  of  RepresentatlTea,  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  with  r^atJon  of  the  Federal 
farm-loun  systi-m] 

rUAOKANT    FAlLUUXa    OF   THE    rEOKBAL    VARM  UUJt   BTBTSU 

I  Wish   U)  direct   yo«r  attention   to  the   treatment   oar   farmers  have 
recs'ivt^l  at  tb^  bands  of  the  Government  agenciea,  including  the  Federal 
Farm   Loan   Board.      For   yeara  the   thing   farmers  wanted   was   crt^ilt. 
Thfy   flriit    wanted   long-time   rural   credit   and   we   passed  the    Federal 
farm  Umu  net  of  lOm.     As  one  of  the  nnjulta  of  the  InvesUgation  made 
by  ih*-  Joint  AgTlCTiltural  Commission  of  CoUCTeaii  In  1921,  the  farmers' 
denurad  for  Intermediate  credit,  1.  e..  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  aix 
'm«>nths  nor  more  than  three  years,  was  mpt  by  the  Congress  passing  the 
agricultural  credit  act  of  1923.     Under  the  Fed«ral  reserve  act  of  1914. 
with  Iti  amend m«'nta,  the  Federal  reserve  hank  was.  open  the  Indorse- 
ment   of    its    m«nber    banks,    to    discount    notes,    drafts,    and    bUls    of 
exchange  imsued  or  drawn   for  agric\iltural  purposes  or  the  proceeds  of 
which  were  to  be  uxed  for  such  purpo«»*s — the  Federal  Reserve  Board  to 
determine  or  define  the  character  of  tlie  paper  thus  eligible  for  discount 
wltbiri  the  meaning  of  the  act ;  but  notes,  drafts,  and  bills  thus  admitted 
to  discount  wer«  to  have  a  maturity  at  time  of  discount  of  not   more 
tlian  90  days-     It  was,  however,  further  provided  that  any  Federal  reserve 
bank   might   discount  an  acceptance.   Indorsed  by  at  least  one  member 
bank,  provided  such  acceptance  was  drawn  for  an  agricultural  purpose, 
secured  at  th«  time  of  acceptance  by   warehouse  receipts  or  other  such 
documents   conveying   or    securing    title    covering    regularly    marketable 
stiiidea.  such  acceptances  to  have  maturity   at  time  of  discount  of  n«)t 
more  than  six  mouths'  sight.     There  wan  a  further  provUion  that  upou 
the  Indorsement  of  any  of  Its  member  banks  any  Federal  reserve  bank 
might,    subject   to    regulations   and   Uniltatiou    to    be   prescribed   by    U>e 
Fttileral   Reserve   Board,   discount   notes,   drafts,   and   bills   of  exchange 
tssaeil  or  drawn  for  an  agriculture  purpose  or  based  upon  livestock  and 
having  a  maturity,  at  the  time  of  discount,  not  exceeding  nine  months ; 
and   that   such    paper   might    be  offered   as   collateral   security   for   tlw 
Issuance  of  Federal  reserve  notes  If  the  maturHies  did  not  exceed  sb 
months,   and  also  If   these  maturities   did  exceed  six  months,   provide 
t*)ey  were  secured  by  warehouse  receipts  or  other  such  negotiable  docu 
menta    conveying    or    securing    title    to    marketable    sUpk^    agrlculturu: 
products  or  by  chattel  mortgage  on  livestock  which  was  being  fattened 
for  market. 

It  waa  undoubtedly  thought  by  the  public  and  by  the  majority  of  th* 
Members   of   the   Congress    that    with    the   passage   of    the   agricultura 
cre<i!t    act    provision   had   at    Ust    been    made    for   the   extension    of   a1 
claanes  of  credit  required  by  the  farmers.     The  doctor  had  rolled  thi 
credit   pill   for  his   farmer  patient.     It   was  at   least  evident  there   h.i( 
been   quantity    legislation.      In   order   that    we   may   correctly  d'^termln( 
whether  or  not  this  dosage  was  efflcacious.  1.  e.,  whether  this  leglslatloi 
was  complete  and  of  gT>od  qu.illty  so  far  as  development  and  prosperit' 
of  agriculture  Is  concerned,  let  us  a  little  further  descrlb«  the  machlner; 
and   then  examine  some   figun-s  and   facts.      It   must  be  remembered  a 
all  times  that  the  advantage  thought  to  bo  obtained  by  these  laws  waa, 
as  stated   In   the  Federal   farm   loan   act,   **  to  provide  capital   for  agrl 
cultural   drrelopment,    to   create   standard   forms   of  Investment    base4 
upon    farm    mortgagee,    to   equalise   rates    of   Interest   on    farm    loans,' 
and  as   stated   In    the  agricultural   credits  act,   "to   provide   ndditiona, 
credit    faciuai's    for    the   agricultural    and    livestock    induatrles    of    thi 
rmted    SUtes."     Under    the   Federal   farm   loan   act    12    Federal   lan<  i 
banks  were  set  up  and  the  capital  was  subscribed  by  the  Qovemment 
These   banks   wer«   under   the   management   of   the   Federal   I>^rm    Loaii 
Board,  which  was  authorised  to  grant  charters  for  the  Joint-stock  haulu, 
wtilch  were  to  engage  In  the  same  business  as  the  Federal  land  bunks 
In  retrospect  this  semidupllcatlon  waa  probably  iM>t  worth  while.     Th 
Federal    land    banks   were    to   make    no   loans   except   through    so-caller 
national  farm   loan  associations,  which  were  to  be  created   by  methodii 
prescribed,  or  through  so-called  agents,  being  banks  or  trust  compunlei 
ciiartered  by  the  State  wherein  they  operated.     To  no  one  borrower  weri> 
these   Federal  land  banks  to  lend   more   than  $25,000.  with   preference 
expr<-«sed  for  the  borrowers  of  $10,000  or  leas.     The  joint-stock  hankn 
did  nut  have  this  limitation.     Both  seta  of  baaks  were  limited  to  loanii 
not  exesediag  50  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  land  mortgaged  and  2<> 
per  cent  of  the  value  of  permanent  Insured  Improvemeota  thereon,  end  i 
values  to  be  ascertained  by  methods  of  appraisal.     Tbe  aetkm  of  eael 
rederal   land   bank   was  endued    to   its   hank   district.     The   action   o 
tbe  Joint-stock  bank  was  confined  to  its  State  and  adjoining  Btatea 

The  porposee  for  which  the  borrowed  Meaey  coold  be  expended  weri 
specifically  set  forth  when  the  loan  was  made  of  the  FMeral  land  banks , 
bat  the  Joint-stock  land  baaks  could  lend  for  other  parpoeei  than  thow 
■peclfl'^  as  Undtlng  Federal  land  banka.  TtM  tMeral  land  banks  couk 
load  only  to  peraoas  who  at  the  tlaae  were  encaged,  or  within  a  brie ! 
tUne   thereafter  were   to  be  engaged,   la   tbe  calUvatioa   of  tbe   tarn 


mortgaged.     There  waa  no  such  specific  limitation  placed  upon  the  lend- 
ing of  the  Joint-stock  banks.     Both  sets  of  banks   were   to  offer  to  the 
pohHc  tax-exempt  bonds  based  upon  their  mortgase  holdings.     The  Gov- 
ernment made  no  subscription  to  the  capital  of  the  Joint  stock  banks. 
The  Government's  subscription  of  capital  to  the  Federal  land  banks,  to 
a  total  of  approximately   $9,000,000,   has  to  date  been   paid   down   to 
approximately  $439,000  by  deductions  from  earnings.     As  under  the  act, 
these  Federal  lan<l  banks  could  increase  their  capital  indefinitely,   there 
really  was  no  limit  to   the  amount  of  this  long-time  fa nh  land   credit. 
On  September  30,  192S.  the  combined  capital  stock  of  the  Federal  land 
hanks  waa  over  $64,000,000,  and  of  this  total  nearly  $63,000,000  waa 
owned    by    national    farm-lonn    associations    as    ajcainat    approximately 
$7r»0,000  owned  by  borrowers  through  the  State  Ijanks  nc!ing  as  apents 
of  these  Federal  land  banks.     As  above  stated,  the  Government's  Invest- 
ment   Is    now    something   over    $400,000    only.     To    understand    how    It 
came  atwut  that  these  farmer  associations  now  own  practically  all  tho 
carrftal  of  the  Federal  land  banks.  It  should  be  explained  that  by  a  provi- 
sion of  the  act  a  borrower  was  and  Is  always  required  to  ilevotu  5  per 
cent  of  the  sum  Nirrowed  to  purchasing  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of 
these  Federal  land  banks,  and  that  upon  his  making  such  purchasr  it  was 
and  is  requin>d  that  his  sharea  be  put  up  as  collateral,  and  R  was  and 
Is   further   specified   that   when    the   debtor   pays   his   debt    the    amount 
he   has   been    required    to   pay   for  his   shares  is   returned   to   him,    and 
thereupon  his  shares  of  snch  capital  stock  are  canceled. 

Thns  he  is  made  to  become  a  stockholder,  and  5  per  cent  of  the 
capital  he  borrows  Is  never  delivered  over  to  him.  although  he  pays  a 
fixed  rate  of  Interest  on  It  and  Is  given  as  an  offset  problematical 
earnings  on  snch  stock  during  the  period  of  time  ho  was  permitted 
to  hold  It.  In  fact,  there  was  a  provision  In  the  act  that  this  stock 
could  be  retired  at  par  at  the  will  of  the  bank.  Therefore,  without 
his  consent.  If  ever  the  earnings  on  his  temporary  stock  holding 
should  equal  or  exceed  the  interest  he  was  Ix'ing  charged  upon  this 
money  which  he  was  never  permitted  to  use.  these  Federal  land  banks 
could  reverse  the  i»osltlon  as  to  llahllltles  and  give  the  farmer  the 
heavy  end  of  the  load.  The  result  in  operation  of  this  grinding  out 
and  then  canceling  stock,  with  Its  never  belpg  In  their  possession 
except  as  above  noted.  Is  that  the  Farm  Loan  Board  Is  the  bank. 
They  have  always  run  the  whole  affair.  They  are  responsible  for  all 
that  has  taken  place,  and  this  condition  of  authority  and  control  Is 
likewise  true  as  to  the  Intermediate-credit  banks,  and  nearly  equally 
true  as  to  the  Joint-stock  hanks. 

Again,  witness  how  this  machinery  operates  disastrously  to  affect  the 
farm-land  Investment  of  the  farmers  as  a  whole,  whether  or  not  having 
any  direct  or  Indirect  relation  to  this  set  of  Government  banlts,  when 
In  a  period  of  extraordinary  deflation,  the  f.irmers  face  a  great  emer- 
gency. If  read  with  right  Intent,  this  act,  as  all  others  having  to 
do  with  farm  relief  should  be  Interpreted  to  mean  the  machinery  set 
up  under  it  would  at  all  times  so  act  as  to  assist  In  stabilizing  the 
farmers'  business  and  Investments.  When  we  say  "  to  provide  capital 
for  agricultural  development,  to  create  standard  forms  of  investment 
based  upon  farm  mortgages,  to  equalize  rates  of  Interest  upon  farm 
loans,"  and  so  forth,  the  farmer's  contention  Is  correct  that  we  have 
expreseed  our  purpose  to  assist  him.  When  could  such  purpose  be  put 
to  a  greater  test  than  when  he  Is  met  with  such  an  emergency  as  the 
recent  deflation   In  farm  vainest 

If  any  agency  of  the  Government  bad  power  to  be  Influential  at  such 
a  time  in  stabilising  farm-land  values.  It  was  this  set  of  Government 
banlu.  They  knew  that  due  to  no  fault  of  the  farmers  themselves,  hut 
to  unbalanced  economic  conditions  following  the  World  War,  as  was 
clearly  shown  at  the  hearings  of  Uie  Joint  agricultural  lnvestlj;ation 
committee  in  1921,  and  the  abruptness  with  which  the  deflation  was  set 
in  motion,  in  part,  at  least,  through  governmental  agencies,  there  were 
no  buyers  for  farm  lands ;  and  yet  the  Federal  Land  Board  retained  its 
policy  of  compelling  the  Fe<leral  land  banks  to  charge  off  all  real  estate 
as  and  when  acquired,  except  the  Federal  Land  Bank  of  Spokane, 
which  was  permitted  under  certain  conditions  to  Include  real  estate  In 
Its  aaseta  The  farmers  maintain  not  only  that  this  practice,  together 
with  publicity  given  It,  was  a  material  factor  in  the  further  deflation 
of  farm  values,  but  also  and  partlcniarly  that  such  practice  so  affected 
the  balance  sheets  of  these  Fetleral  land  banks  that  the  officers  thereof. 
In  order  to  make  a  good  paper  showing,  were  forced  to  sell  these  lands. 
They  further  contend  that  one  of  the  promised  advantages  of  the  enact- 
ment of  the  Federal  farm  loan  act  was  to  be  prevention  of  unnecessary 
deflation  of  the  farmer's  permanent  Investment — that  Is,  his  land — 
that  tlie  land  banks  were  empowered  to  hold  the  land  for  a  number  of 
years  If  necessary,  and  that  no  Interest  rate  or  depredation  was  set ; 
that  tbeee  land  banks  were,  therefore,  in  much  better  position  to  hold 
than  were  the  commercial  banks  or  insurance  companies;  that  the  ap- 
praiaals  of  tbe  Ffcderal  land  banks,  as  we  have  seen,  were  always  so 
extremely  conserratlve  that  eventual  loss  could  not  possibly  have  taken 
place  nnieg-i  the  whole  country  went  Into  actual  bankruptcy ;  that  these 
banks  damped  their  land  on  the  sluggish,  deflated,  and  decilnlng  farm- 
land market  at  a  time  when  deplorably  low  prices  prevailed  ;  and  that 
thereby  a  further  and  borlxontal  deflation  took  place  which  was  wholly 
uBjostifled.  Tbey  dte  as  an  example  that  one  of  these  land  banks 
sent  to  the  aaction  block  la  on«  batch  parcels  of  land  worth  well  orsr 
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a  million  dollars,  and  received  therefor  three  hundred  and  odd  thousand 
dollars  only. 

As  Is  pointed  out  by  one  critic,  the  Indirect  economic  loss  to  the 
community  and  to  the  country  through  snch  actions  by  the  Federal 
land  banks  was  much  more  serious  than  the  direct  loss  to  these  hanks, 
because  values  of  securities  behind  all  good  farm  loans  were  accordingly 
affected  and  reduced  and  the  equities  of  farmers  la  no  way  related  to 
Federal  land  bank  loans  were  thus  written  down  or  wiped  out.  The 
farmers  contend  there  is  great  unbalance  In  the  economics  of  the  situa- 
tion when  such  conditions  as  Uiose  just  described  can  obtain  and  yet  ; 
at  the  same  time  Iwnds  bas.d  on  tlielr  mortgages  can  be  sold  bearing 
4  per  cent  interest.  Was  it  NMrause  the  average  security  was  over  | 
ample  that  the  Federal  land  banks  could  afford  to  continue  this  | 
charge-off  policy  at  a  time  of  great  deflation  In  defiance  of  the  spirit  i 
of  the  farm  loan  act?  They  have  a  right  to  ask  how  it  comes  about 
that  in  the  United  States  under  our  Federal  farm-loan  system  the 
advancements  as  loans  are  little  more  than  25  per  cent  on  valuation, 
whereas  In  England,  for  example,  under  her  loan  system  the  advance- 
ments as  loans  are  up  to  two  thirds  of  valuations  under  appraisals,  aud 
even  th<  n  the  rate  of  Interest  charged  there  is  less  than  here.  Anyway, 
they  ask,  is  It  worth  consideration  now  whether  or  not  any  American 
farm  borrower  Is  assisted  in  the  long  run  by  being  placed  In  a  position 
to  borrow  at  low  interest  rates  up  to  a  small  proportion  only  of  even 
these  banks'  appraisals  of  his  holdings  through  a  management  so  over- 
conservative  In  lending  as  that  it  can  and  does  write  off  all  lands 
acquired  and  dump  large  blocks  of  same  at  auction  on  a  highly  de- 
flating land  market  in  such  times  as  agriculture  has  been  snd  Is  experi- 
encing, thus  everywhere  shrinking  or  wiping  out  equities  over  and 
above  these  low  loan  values. 

Are  we  to  wntluuo  to  remain  so  far  aloof  from  the  activities  of 
these  governmental  hanking  agencies,  reputedly  created  to  assist  In 
farm  relief,  that  now  In  the  time  of  the  farmers'  great  dhrtress,  we 
would  witness,  without  objection,  any  such  reappraisal?  Shall  we 
thus  permit  the  fixing  of  farm-land  prices  for  the  different  parts  of  the 
whole  United  States  and  for  a  decade  to  come,  on  appralsaU  based 
on  present  earnings,  under  what  Is  on  all  sides  admittedly  a  wholly 
unbalMs.ced  condition,  which  must  be  remedied  If  the  prosperity  of  not 
only  agriculture  but  also  the  whole  country  Is  to  be  vouchsafed? 

I  believe  the  farmers  are  entltletl  to  have  the  fog  removed  from  this 
whole  Federal  land  banking  situation ;  that  they  are  right  In  their 
contention  the  purpose  of  the  original  act  was  to  open  credit  directly 
to  them  at  a  price  to  be  determined  by  open  bidding  and  not  private 
underwriting  of  their  bond  offerings  as  has  been  the  practice  of  the 
t-arm  Loan  Board  from  the  beginning;  that  they  are  right  In  their 
contention  their  ownership  of  stock  should  longer  remain  a  fiction  but 
be  recognized  as  a  fact,  they  having  paid  $63,000,000  for  It,  and  the 
Governments  stock  holding  now  amounting  to  only  a  little  over 
$400,»XK).  Shall  we  set  up  a  credit  organliatlon  like  these  Federal 
land  banks  for  farmers'  relief,  compel  them  to  buy  nearly  all  Its 
stock  but  allow  them  to  assume  no  responsibility  or  have  any  authority, 
and  U>en  so  manipulate  the  machinery  as  not  to  permit  these  farmer 
owners  to  save  themselves,  protect  their  families  and  their  property? 

I  am  a  hearty  supporter  of  Mr.  Hoover's  declaration  : 

"  It  Is  false  liberalism  that  Interprets  itself  into  the  Government 
operation  of  commercial  business.  Every  step  of  bureaucratialng  of 
business  In  our  country  poisons  the  very  roots  of  liberalism — that  is. 
political  equality,  free  speech,  free  assembly,  free  press,  and  equality 
of  opportunity." 

[Extract    from    an    address    delivered    on    the    floor    of    the    Senate    by 
Vice   President  Charles  Curtis,  as  Senator  from   Kansas) 

LST   THI    FAHMHBS    OPEaATB  THKIK    OWN    LAND    BANKS 

Under  the  syndicate  arrangement  adopt««d  for  selling  farm-loan  bonds 
It  looks  as  If  brokers  get  the  premiums  and  that  the  land  hanks  are 
getting  no  particular  advantage  from  the  tax  exemptions  of  their 
securities.  Would  It  not  therefore  be  better  to  let  the  fanners  them- 
selves manage  these  banks  exactly  as  the  law  Intends?  The  only 
change  necessary  for  this  would  be  to  give  the  farmers  the  entire 
rcsptmslblllty  for  the  system  and  oblige  them  to  operate  on  their  own 
unquestionably   good   credit. 

This  is  the  secret  of  the  soundness  and  success  of  Innumerable 
borrowers'  banks  of  various  kinds,  among  which  failures  are  rarer  than 
among  ordinary  banks.  The  05.000  cooperative  credit  sodrtles,  with 
15.000.000  members  and  $7.000.0<jO,000  of  annual  business  in  the 
world,  are  based  on  this  Idea  of  using  their  own  credit  and  of  Imposing 
upon  members  a  liability  that  Is  either  unlimited  or  else  severe  enough 
to  be  felt.  The  cooperative  hank  with  unlimited  or  limited  liability 
has  proved  Its  worth  wherever  tried,  In  country,  town,  or  city,  for 
encouraging  thrift  and  extending  credit  In  large  or  small  amounts. 

The  same  idea  prevails  In  nil  true  building  and  loan  associations 
among  the  7,269  with  3,858,612  members  and  $1,769,142,175  assets  In 
tbe  United  States.  Any  member  getting  a  loan  must  subscribe  for 
shares  up  to  Its  full  amount.  His  payments  are  made  not  on  the 
mortgage  but  on  tbe  shares.  When  the  shares  mature  he  may  turn 
them    In   and   have   his  debt   canceled.      The   maturing   of   the   shares 


depends  opon  his  payments  and  also  upon  tbo  assoelatlon's  profit  and 
loss.  All  his  credits  could  be  wiped  out  by  a  Iosh.  consequeuily  he  Is 
liable  to  tbe  full  amount  of  his  mortgase.  Profits  would  hasten  tho 
extinction  of  his  debt ;  and  so  he  is  as  deeply  Interested  as  an-  non- 
Iwrrowlng  membt'rs.  As  a  result  these  associations  can  operate  even 
on  savings  with  safety,  although  the  borrowers  partldiMte  In  the 
management. 

Tl»e  landschafts,  started  150  years  ago,  are  composed  entirely  of 
U)r rowers.  They  now  number  23  with  about  $1,000,0<K»,000  of  bonds, 
and  none  of  them  ever  defaulted  an  obligation.  The  borrowers  elect  all 
the  olDcers  and  appraisers,  every  one  of  whom  must  also  be  a  bor- 
rower. Tbe  borrowers'  paymenu  go  into  a  sinking  fund,  In  which  the 
cash  on  hand,  together  with  the  unpaid  prindpal  of  the  loans,  must 
equal  outstanding  bonds.  If  this  fund  becomes  Impaired  In  tbe  old 
landschafts,  any  membi-r  may  be  assessed  without  limit  for  the  de- 
ficiency. In  some  of  the  newer  landschafU  the  lUbllity  is  llmlttHl  to 
tbe  mortgage  or  some  portion  of  It.  But  the  basic  Idea  In  ail  Is  that 
the  borrowers  have  the  direct  management,  use  their  own  credit,  and 
assume  liability  large  enough  to  be  felt 

Nearly  all  American  dlatrlcU  established  under  State  laws  for 
sanitary,  mining,  or  agricultural  drainage  embody  landschaft  featnn's. 
Their  bonded  Indebtedness  amounts  to  millions  of  dollars.  The  bonds 
are  not  Instruments  of  the  State  or  Federal  Government.  They  are 
obligations  only  of  the  districts.  But  through  tbe  district's  right  to 
levy  assessments  they  are  secured  by  the  collective  ability  of  the 
owners  of  the  benefited  property  and  ao  are  easily  marketed  at  reason- 
able interest  rates,  although  these  lieneflclaries  of  the  issue  also  elect 
the  managers. 

W^ith  these  successful  instances  of  borrowers'  banks  here  and  In 
foreign  countries.  Congress  should  not  beaitate  or  delay  In  placing  the 
Federal  land  hanks  under  the  management  and  the  responsibility  of 
the  farmers.  By  so  doing  the  farmers,  and  not  rich  Investors,  would 
get  the  advantage  of  all  premiums  on  the  bonds. 

[Reprinted  from  the  Chicago  Joamal  of  Commerce  August  1,  1929] 

What  BuasAfcaAcr  is  Doing  to  iNBTtTurioNs  OaoAaiato  Unuoi  Got- 

KaNMBNT  SnnavisioN  ros  Financtvo  thi  Fabmkb 

tOrND     TABUB     OT     BDSINBaS BUBXADCBAT'S     CIBCT^I^B     LrTTBB     THBOWS 

UOHT   ON    HANDLING   OF    LAND    BANKS 

By   Glenn  GrlswoU 

In  Just  a  minute  we  are  voing  to  permit  you  to  read  a  State  paper 
promulgated  by  one  of  tbe  great  gods  of  baresucrscy.  You  will  not 
believe  It.  but  it  is  genuine.     We  have  the  original  In  front  of  us. 

Furthermore,  the  full  force  and  effect  of  It  Is  being  brought  to  biar 
to-day  upon  no  end  of  bank  presidents  and  hank  office  hoys,  not  to  men- 
tion vice  presidents  and  porters,  cashiers,  and  scrubwomen.  But  before 
you  read  tbe  letter  you  must  know  a  lltUe  more  of  what  it  is  about 
to  appredate  It. 

It  Is  addressed,  as  you  will  observe,  to  Joint-stock  Und  banks,  among 
others.  There  are  to-day  in  good  standing  49  Joint-stock  land  banks 
and  3  tliat  are  In  receivership.  Tliey  hsve  outstanding  loans  to  farmers 
totaling  $601,120,000.  They  are  owned  by  many  thousands  of  American 
Investors,  most  of  them  little  fellows,  who  paid  In  $41,74.'i,000  for  capi- 
tal stock  and  $1,587,000  as  pald-to  surplus.  Tbe  money  tliat  was  loaned 
to  farmers  was  largely  provided  by  American  investors  who  now  hold 
bonds  which  say  that  the  joint-stock  land  banks  owe  them  $586,689,000. 

All  of  the  capital  involved  in  tbe  organisation  and  operation  of  these 
banlu  was  put  up  by  private  Individuals.  The  stockholders  elect  a 
l>oard  of  directors,  who  elect  olBcers  charged  with  the  responsibility 
of  appointing  employees  and  running  tbe  banka 

The  banks  were  organised  under  the  urgings  of  tbe  Government, 
seeking  to  help  harassed  agriculture.  Tbe  theory  of  those  who  drafted 
tbe  act  and  the  intent  of  the  act  Itself  waa  that  the  Farm  Loan  Board 
should  issue  charters  to  these  hanks,  being  sure  that  honest  and  com- 
petent men  sought  the  ctiarters  granted  and  thereafter  to  maintain 
approximately  tlie  same  supervision  over  tliem  that  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency  and  his  200  examiners  maintain  over  ttie  nstional 
hanks  of  this  country. 

With  that  background  in  mind,  read  tbe  letter : 

TBBASUKT    PEPArrilBNT, 

F1n)«BAL  Fabm  Loan  RubkaC, 

Waah4»gttm,  June  7,  tMt. 

To  an  Federal  land  bank*,  jott^ttiock  land   hank;  and  Federal  Uttm"- 

mediate  credit  banks: 

There  is  being  sent  to  you  under  separate  cover  to-day  a  supply  of 
the  new  personal  history  and  service  record  card.  Form  1361,  revised, 
which  will  lie  used  hereafter  In  place  of  tho  blue  No.  1361  card,  tha 
board  having  Installed  a  new  system  for  maintaining  Its  perwjnnel 
records.  A  copy  of  the  new  form  of  card  Is  Inclosed  herewith.  You 
will  note  the  information  required  on  the  new  form  la  more  complete, 
particularly  with  respect  to  training  and  previous  exixrit-nce.  This 
Information  will  enable  the  board  to  pas-s  more  IntellUenUy  upon  tbe 
question  of  compensation  to  he  paid  an  employee.  Therefore  th*  buard 
feels  that  it  would  he  very  desirable  for  each  bank  to  sabmlt  at    tbu» 
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time  a  personal  blatory  and  service  record  card  on  the  new  form  or 
each  ofBcer  and  employee  of  the  bank.  It  Is  requested,  therefore,  tliat 
snob  rardfl  be  flllod  out  and  forwarded  to  tbe  bureau  at  an  early  date. 
You  win  note  that  the  face  of  the  card  headed  "Personal  histdry 
and  !«erTlce  record  card "  ia  to  be  flll»>d  out  by  the  employee  ou  be 
typiwriter  or  In  Ink,  preferably  on  the  typewriter,  and  signed  by  he 
employee.  In  tbe  case  of  present  employees  it  will  be  necessary  for 
the  bank  at  this  time  to  make  such  entries  under  "service  recorl" 
on  the  rererse  of  the  card  as  will  be  necessary  to  brlnjt  such  rccird 
up  to  date.  In  the  future,  when  submitting  cards  for  new  employe  es. 
It  win  not  be  necessary  for  the  bank  to  make  any  entries  on  he 
r«Ten»e  side  of  the  card,  except  on  the  first  line  under  '*  serrlce  recor  1." 
Tour  attention  is  directed  to  the  columns  headed  "Concurrent  cdu- 
nectloo  with  any  other  concern  or  institution."  In  thpso  colon  ins 
should  t>e  reported  the  name  of  any  other  concern  or  institution  with 
which  the  employee  is  connected,  whether  a  bank  of  the  farm-kan 
system  or  not,  and  the  salary  recelred  from  such  coDcem  or  histitutl  an. 
duuigea  in  personnel  must  be  submitted  to  the  board  for  approval 
at  tbe  time,  or  before,  the  change  occurs,  and.  In  the  case  of  icw 
employees,  requests  for  approval  of  compensation  should  be  accirio- 
panled  by  "  personal  history  and  service  record  card."  In  order  t  int 
the  board's  records  may  show  at  all  times  tbe  current  personnel  of  tbe 
bank,  the  board  should  be  promptly  advised  of  resignations,  terminations 
of  appointments,  and  other  separattona 
.^  In  forwarding  to  Washington  the  new  form.  No.  1361,  revised,  the 
eardo  should  not  t>e  folded  but  should  be  transmitted  In  large  envelopes 
reinforced  with  cardboard.  A  snt>ply  of  envelopes  and  canlboard.s  Is 
being  sent  to  yon  with  the  forms. 

This  circular  letter  in  no  way  affects  the  exlatlng  procedure  nith 
respect  to  tbe  sabmission  to  the  board  aemlannoally  of  sdiednle  showing 
Imnk   peraonneL 

Cbsstbi  Moutnx, 
Beeretaty  and   Oenrral   Couiuei . 

"  Changes   in   personneJ    must   be    submltttxl  " — "  to    pasts    more    intel- 
Ugentiy  upon  the  question  of  compensation  " — "  Chester  Morrill." 
Great  God! 

[Reprinted   from   the   Chicago   Journal   of   Commerce,   August   2.   19:9] 

■OCNO    TABLB     OF    BCSIiTSaS SLOW     ■OCtAI.UINQ     OV     CNITEO     riATKS     BT 

WASBINOTON    PASSES    ALMOST    WfTHOUT    NOTICB 

By  Glenn  Grlswold 

We  do  not  realise  tbe  extent  to  which  this  country  la  being  socialiaed, 
tl>e  extent  to  which  little  bureaucrats  In  Wa.ibtngton  are  working  Uieir 
way  into  control  of  our  business  enterprises  and  supervising  our  diily 
activltlea  from  morning  to  night  and  from  birth  to  death,  unless  we 
are  in  position  to  have  repeated  bits  of  evidence  brought  to  attention. 

We  realize  vaguely  that  laws  are  being  passed  and  commis.'^ions  tad 
burtaus  are  fastening  themtielves  upon  one  business  after  anotber ;  t  tat 
dult>s  and  old-age  pensions  are  being  promoted  by  the  Department  of 
Lat>or :  that  progress  is  being  made  toward  the  federalixatlon  of  <  >ar 
schools:  that  we  have  recently  been  on  tbe  very  edge  of  passing  Fednral 
laws  that  would  put  Government  wet  nurses  in  oar  homes  when  be 
baby  arrives :  and  that  we  are  spending  millions  teaching  tbe  hov  se- 
wife  bow  to  can  blueberries  and  make  diapers  waterproof.  We  know 
that  the  tax  burdens  entailed  are  tremendoua,  but  we  are  seldsm 
conscious  of  how  they  touch  our  own  affairs. 

Kvidence  of  this  lack  of  information  and  Interest  te  to  be  found  In 
the  fact  that  fanners,  farm  orgaaiaationa,  and  fisrm  politicians  are  bitb 
Ignorant  and  unconcerned,  while  a  berserk  bureaucracy  is  mlsmanag  ng 
and  crippling  all  of  our  farm  land  financing  machinery  and  liters Uy 
destroying  an  important  part  of  It. 

There  was  printed  here  yesterday  a  letter  indicating  that  tbe  Fsrm 
Loan  Board,  through  ita  bureau  clerks.  Is  undertaking  to  manage  i  nd 
dln^'ct  every  posaible  function  of  52  joint-atock  land  banks  which  were 
organized  to  finance  the  former  and  did  a  good  job  of  It.  Tbeae  banks 
are  wholly  owned  by  private  investors,  but  tbe  prcaldent  of  one  of  thnn 
can  not  hire  or  Hre  an  office  boy  without  consulting  some  clerk  In  Wa  »h- 
ington  who  never  saw  either  the  bank  or  the  boy. 

This  was  IntendfHl  merely  as  an  abtiurd  illustration  of  the  heights  to 
which  bureaucracy  bus  gone,  but  It  Is  symptomatic  of  a  situation  thai  is 
d«-stroying  millions  of  dollara  of  private  investments  and  wrecking  an 
orsMuisatloB  honcatly  erect*^  to  help  finance  the  fanner;  yet  I  hive 
still  to  hear  of  a  farm  organisation  that  is  actively  concerned  in  ihe 
matter. 

The  idea  that  a  bureau  clerk  sitting  In  Washington  can  look  at  bue 
card  No.  1361  and  tell  whether  a  bank  teller  is  a  fit  person  to  be  p  ro- 
BBoted  to  assistant  cashier  and  what  is  a  proper  salary  for  him  Is  mere 
than  absurd.  It  is  asinine — asinine  on  the  part  of  the  board  wb!  ch 
promulKSted  such  a  rule,  on  the  part  of  the  Congress  and  tbe  fa  -m 
organiantlons  which  tolerate  it. 

I  WBB  about  to  say  it  is  Just  as  asinine  on  the  part  of  bank  presldei  its 
and  directors  who  submit  to  It,  but  these  poor  devils  were  cajoled  iito 
orgnnizing  tbe  bank  by  the  falsehood  that  they  were  to  be  permitted  to 
organise  a  corporation  for  profit  and  manage  It  onder  the  supervlal»a 
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of  tbe  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board,  and  were  deluded  by  the  promise  that 
their  securities  would  be  considered  instrumentalities  of  the  Government. 
They  are  merely  vicitims,  and  most  of  them  dare  not  even  resent  Wasli- 
Ington's  insults. 

Most  of  the  Joint-stock  land  banks  are  sound  and  well  managed,  and 
always  have  been.  That  th<>y  have  succeeded  as  well  as  they  have,  in 
view  of  what  Washington  has  done  to  thom  In  the  last  two  years,  will 
always  be  a  marvel  to  anyone  who  knows  the  facts.  Their  difficulties 
are  due  principally  to  two  causes  :  The  great  collapse  of  agriculture  In 
1921  and  the  haraasmont  and  Impairment  of  credit  that  have  been  put 
upon  them  by  Washington. 

In  the  face  of  those  handicaps,  49  out  of  52  banks  still  survive.  The 
ratio  of  failures,  assuming  that  the  three  banks  r<  ally  failed.  Is  smaller 
than  the  ratio  of  failures  of  all  the  banks  of  the  United  States  since 
Joint-stock  land  banks  were  organized.  And  these  banks,  doing  business 
solely  In  farm  paper,  were  in  a  logical  position  to  suffer  more  than  any 
other  sort  of  bank  from  the  agrlculturnl  depression. 

And  yet  the  whole  system  has  been  treated  as  though  It  were  a 
pestilence — the  directors  and  olBcers  of  the  banks  hare  had  the  courtesy 
and  the  supervision  that  Is  accorded  to  Inmates  of  a  workhouse.  It 
seems  to  be  taken  for  granted  In  Washington  that  what  the  system 
needs  la  the  espionage  and  8upi>rvision  of  house  detectives  and  file 
clerks.      (Copyright,  1929,  Journal  of  Commerce  l^ublishlng  Co.) 


[Reprinted  from  the  Chicago  Journal  of  Commerce,  August  3,  1929] 

BOUND    TABUI    OF    BUSINC88 PAT     ROLI^     OT     LAND    BA.<«K8     FUMTBISH     III 

BBCEIVBBaHIP BOABO    POLICY    BITS    CEBOIT 

By   Glenn  Griswold 

Heaven  knows  the  Farm  Loan  Board  ought  to  be  proficient  at  hiring 
help  for  its  subsidiary  organizations.  It  has  practif'e  enough.  Finding 
Jobs  seems  to  be  one  of  its  major  occupations.  Whenever  it  has  full 
awing,  there  is  an  abundant  personnel  on  tbe  pay  roll. 

The  Joint-stock  land  banks  in  receivership  and  liquidation  have  more 
employees  on  their  pay  rolls  to-day  than  they  had  when  they  were  going 
concerns ;  and  these  receiverships  are  not  new  by  any  means.  Some  of 
them  have  more  than  twice  as  many  employees,  and  all  of  them  are 
hand  picked  In  Washington. 

About  two  years  ago,  Eugene  Meyer,  who  had  distinguished  blm^^elf 
as  head  of  the  War  Industries  Board,  was  picked  to  reorganise  the 
Farm  Loan  Board  and  the  system.  He  conceived  his  Job  to  be  that  of 
a  policeman  and  treated  It  In  that  fashion.  The  system  has  been  run 
by  policemen  ever  since.  Mr.  Meyer  wanted  his  own  organisation  and 
the  President  accepted  his  suK^estlons  as   to  appointments  of  all  .'^orts. 

Mr.  Meyer  took  a  lot  of  folks  he  called  his  boys,  who  had  been  clerks. 
Junior  lawyers,  and  bureau  executives  In  the  War  Industries  Board  and 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  and  began  training  them  for  the  ta.sk 
of  running  a  billion-dollar  banking  system.  None  of  them  knew  any- 
thing about  farming,  about  banking,  or  the  mortgage  business.  Gradu- 
ally they  came  to  All  most  of  the  important  executive  positions  on 
the  l>oard,  and  several  of  them  were  appointed  to  membership  oo  the 
board.  A  lot  of  them  were  shipped  to  Cbimgo,  Kansas  City,  Cincinnati, 
and  elsewhere  to  take  part  In  the  management  of  Joint-stock  land  banks 
there. 

Under  this  regime  the  expenses  of  the  board  have  more  than  doubled, 
and  those  who  run  It  are  quite  frank  to  say  that  they  will  continue 
to  Increase.  System  costs  money,  and  one  can  not  manage  every  last 
detail  of  the  functioning  of  52  banks  by  mail  and  telegraph  without 
system  and  detail. 

Tbe  Department  of  Ju-itice  and  the  board  undertook  to  "clean  up** 
some  of  the  banks.  They  sent  letters  to  the  stockholders,  bondholders, 
and  borrowers  of  the  banks,  attking  the  sort  of  questions  a  mail-order 
detective  would  ask.  It  was  made  perfectly  clear  that  there  was  a 
nigger  in  the  woodpile.  All  sorts  of  details  were  sought  to  determine 
whether  the  recipient  of  the  circular  letter  ever  had  been  defrauded 
by  the  bank  or  given  any  reason  to  suspect  the  motives  and  practices 
of  those  who  ran  it.     It  was  a  perfect  system  for  destroying  bank  credit. 

In  this  atmosphere  the  Joint-stock  land  banks  have  practically  ceased 
to  function.  They  have  fewer  loans  outstanding  to-day  than  they  had 
a  year  ago  or  the  first  of  this  year.  The  best  and  the  soundest  of 
them,  those  with  which  the  sharpest  detective  can  find  no  fault,  those 
which  are  reporting  large  earnings  and  paying  liberal  dividends — eveo 
these  are  practically  In  a  state  of  liquidation. 

The  bond  market  has  not  been  favorable  to  farm-loan  operations,  of 
course.  The  farmer  needs  land  loans,  and  land  loans  are  b»'lng  made. 
The  Insurance  companies  and  other  private  lenders  have  not  quit  the 
business,  but  the  Joint-stock  land  banks  have.  Andrew  Jackson  him- 
self could  not  have  done  a  better  Job  at  destroying  the  credit  and  ter- 
minating the  usefulne.<'s  of  a  bank  system. 

Admittedly  there  were  banking  errors  made,  and  possibly  chicanery 
attended  some  of  them ;  but  tbe  sort  of  policing  the  system  has  had 
should  have  cleared  out  any  bad  spots  years  ago.  Aud  yet  in  the  last 
two  years  private  Investors  In  the  securities  of  these  banks  have  lost 
approximately  $115,000,000.  That,  of  course,  is  not  the  concern  of 
Waahlngton,  and  the  Uttle  blue  cards  make  n«  mention  of  it. 
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I  Beprloted  from  the  Clhlcsgo  Journal  <rf  Commerce,  Aagnst  5,  1»291 

ON    FIBIKO   AN    OFFICE   BOX 

Let  US  suppose  that  the  president  of  a  national  bank  decides  to  fire 
one  of  his  office  boys.  It  is  a  reasonable  supposition,  because  although 
presidents  of  national  banks  do  cot  usnslly  make  such  decisions  in 
person,  they  do  so  once  In  a  while.  This  president,  then,  decides  to 
fire  an  office  boy — and,  of  course,  to  hire  another.  He  accomplishes 
this  in  two  motions:  V\nt,  he  fires  the  boy  he  has;  second,  he  hires 
the  tK>y  be  wants.     That  ends  It. 

But  suppose  it  were  decreed  that  the  prenident  of  a  national  bank 
could  not  fire  an  office  boy  without  trauRmlttlng  news  of  the  fact  to 
the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  In  Washington,  together  with  Ms 
reasons  therefor;  and  that  he  could  not  hire  anotber  withoot  transmit- 
ting the  news  to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  and  supplying  the 
comptroller  with  a  biography  of  the  new  appointee  to  demonstrate  his 
fltnem,  and  that  the  new  appointee  could  not  draw  any  wages  until 
the  comptroller  had  granted  an  antborixatlon.     What  theni 

At  once  a  fair  percentage  of  the  presidents  of  American  national 
banks  would  die  of  apoplexy,  most  of  tbe  remainder  would  be  smitten 
speechless,  snd  the  few  survivors  would  leap  into  airplanes  and  buckle 
on  their  trusty  machine  guns  to  fly  to  Washington  and  smash,  ciasb, 
quell,  squaah,  squelch,  and  exterminate  the  Comptroller  of  the  Cur- 
rency. What  is  more,  the  Indignation  of  the  linkers  would  be  generally 
approved.  People  would  say  that  tbe  banks  were  prtvately  owned  In- 
Btitutlona,  that  the  tens  of  thousands  of  owners  had  elected  directors 
to  act  for  them,  and  that  the  directors  had  elected  officers  to  manage 
these  privately  owned  institutions,  even  in  snch  mumentoos  matters  as 
the  tiring  of  one  office  l>oy  and  the  hiring  of  another.  People  would 
add  that  while  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  and  his  bank  examiner 
ought  to  have  an  appreciable  measore  of  anthorlty  over  the  underlying 
conditions  of  national  banks,  so  as  to  insure  safety,  they  ought  not 
to  interfere  with   tbe   roatlne  of  hank  management. 

There  is  the  supposititious  case.  Now  let  us  turn  to  tbe  actual. 
The  Joint-stock  land  banks,  like  the  national  banks,  are  chartered  by 
the  Federal  Government.  They  are  privately  owned  Institutions. 
Thousan.ls  of  stockholders  have  paid  $41,745,000  for  capital  stock  and 
$1,587,000  as  paid-in  surplus.  The  stockholders  have  electtnl  directors 
to  act  for  them,  and  the  directors  have  elected  officers  to  manage  tbe 
banks.  On  the  asstunptlon  that  the  banks  would  be  managed  by  the 
officers,  a  multitude  of  investors  have  purchased  the  bonds  of  tbe 
banks,  to  tbe  sum  of  $586,689,000.  Tht  Federal  Famj  Loan  Board  has 
supervisory  powers  over  the  banks,  but  it  was  the  intent  of  the  law 
under  which  the  board  operates  that  the  board  should  exercise  about 
the  same  sort  of  authority  over  the  Joint-stock  land  banks  that  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency  exercises  over  national  banks. 

So  far.  then,  the  parallel  is  complete.  But  suppose  the  president  of 
a  Joint-stock  land  bank  decidea  to  fire  one  office  boy  and  hire  another. 
When  the  office  boy  is  firinl,  the  president  or  one  of  his  subordinates 
must  enter  the  fact  on  the  boy's  personal  history  and  service  record 
card.  Form  1361.  The  information  must  then  be  transmitted  to  Chester 
Morrill,  secretary  and  general  counsel  of  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board, 
Washington,  D.  C,  for  his  approval.  If  he  disapproves,  the  fired  office 
boy  must  be  recalled.  When  the  new  office  boy  is  hired,  a  personal 
history  and  service  record  card.  Form  1361,  is  ordained  for  him.  He 
must  fill  out  the  face  of  the  card  "  on  the  typewriter  or  In  ink,  prefer- 
ably on  the  typewriter."  The  questions  asked  on  the  face  of  the  card 
deal  "  particularly  with  respect  to  training  and  previous  exi)€rlence," 
as  Mr.  Morrill  has  explained.  Tbe  Information  thus  supplied  enables 
Mr.  Morrill  "  to  pass  more  intelligently  upon  the  question  of  compen- 
sation to  be  psld  an  employee." 

After  the  new  office  boy  has  filled  out  the  card,  the  president  of  the 
bank  takes  It  from  him  with  a  happy  smile  and  prepares  the  card  for 
mailing.  The  bank  president  carefully  refrains  from  folding  the  card ; 
Instead,  he  places  It  In  a  large  envelope  reenforced  with  carboard. 
"A  supply  of  envelopes  and  cardboards,"  Mr.  Morrill  wrote  to  the  hank 
presidents  recently,  "  Is  being  sent  to  you  with  the  forms."  In  a  large 
envelope  reenforced  with  card»x)ard  the  bank  president  sends  to  Mr. 
Morrill  in  Washington  the  new  boy's  personal  history  and  service  record 
card.  Form  1361,  along  with  a  request  for  Mr.  Morrill's  approval  of  the 
new  boy's  wages.  Mr.  Morrill.  Judging  by  the  boy's  prevlotis  training 
and  experience,  and  by  any  other  Morrilllan  standards  that  Mr.  Morrill 
may  deem  applicable,  decides  whether  the  wages  fixed  By  the  bank 
president  are  Justified.  If  not,  he  disapproves.  If  he  disapproves,  the 
boy  gets  no  wages.  The  boy  will  then  either  have  to  accept  ttie  wages 
that  Mr.  MorHll  in  Washington  deems  Justified  or  the  bank  president 
will  have  to  get  a  new  boy. 

The  bank  president,  after  transmitting  to  Mr.  Morrill  In  Washington 
the  new  boy's  service  card,  takes  a  ctistomer  out  to  lunch.  The  customer 
Is  in  a  seriously  inquiring  mood. 

"  How   mtich,"   he  inquires,   "  hss   bi-en    the   decrease  In   value  of  tbe 
•ecnrlties  of  all  the  52  Joint-stock  land  banks  in  the  last  two  years?  •* 
"Oh,  shoot  $115,000,000."  answers  the  bank  president. 
"How  sre  loans?" 
•*  Fewer  than  a  year  ago." 


"  Has  the  Farm  Loan  Board  cat  tbe  staffs  of  the  tbree  banks  in 
receivership  and  liquidation  T  " 

"  Those  hanks,"  says  the  banker,  "  now  have  more  emp)oy«<>«  tbnn 
when  they  were  going  concerns." 

"  I  think,"  says  the  customer,  "  I  shall  say  something  In  public,  pretty 
loud,  about  bureaucratic  interference  with  the  banks." 

"  In  that  case,"  sajs  tbe  banker,  "  1  must  pay  for  this  lunch  msmril. 
If  jTOO  critlclBe  the  board.  I  shan't  dare  put  your  name  on  the  expenss 
account  1  must  send  to  tlte  board  in  Washington  whenever  I  take  • 
customer  to  lunch." 

'•Ajod  at  that,"  saya  tbe  customer,  "  there  are  only  8  failures  out 
of  52  !  •• 

KEVISION  or  THE  TAKIFT 

The  Senate,  as  In  Coiuiulttee  of  tbe  Wholo,  resumed  the  con- 
sideratiim  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2C67)  to  provide  revenue,  to  reiru- 
late  commerce  with  foi^lgn  cuuntries,  to  eucoui-ajje  tbe  induBirit* 
of  the  United  States,  to  pn>tect  American  labor,  and  for  other 
pun»<»>^'s,  the  pt'uding  qut-stion  being  on  tho  nmendment  of  the 
Committee  on  Fiuamv  in  section  5S4,  page  4-l«.  line  13,  to^  strike 
out  the  words  "  or  the  owner  of  wich  vetasel  or  vehicle." 

Mr.  HOWELL  obtained  the  fliK>r. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  PresidMit,  will  tbe  Senator  yield 
while  I  sng)?rst  tlie  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield  for  tlmt  purpose. 

Mr.  LA  FOLI^ETTE.     I  suggest  tbe  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  rilESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  In  the  chair).  Tbe 
clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Clei*  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 

Allen 

AKhurst 

Berkley 

Black 

Blaine 

Bleiisc 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brof^khart 

Broussard 

CapiHT 

Caraway 

Connally 

Con sens 

Cutting 

Deneen 

Dill 

Fees 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy-four  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  n  quorum  is  present.  The  Senator 
frt)m  Nebraska  [Mr.  Ho\*'Ell]  is  entitled  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  one  of  the  most  lerrible  habita 
that  is  the  fate  of  hvmianity  is  tliat  of  the  taking  of  narcotics. 
Narcotics  destroy  both  the  mind  and  the  body.  They  render 
tbe  victim  hopeless,  aud  It  is  generally  recognized  that  society 
should  do  everything  within  Its  rwwer  to  stamp  out  the  traffic 
in  narcotics,  which  is  now  without  the  pale  of  the  law  in  thia 
cotmtry. 

Congress  has  enacted  stringent  laws  to  prevent  traffic  in 
narcotics,  and  this  Government  has  asked  the  nations  of  the 
world  to  Join  in  an  endeavor  to  curtail  the  production  of  such 
drugs.  We  have  provided  that  when  vesseh*  enter  chit  porta, 
if  narcotics  are  found  on  board,  even  if  their  presence  on  board 
is  merely  a  matter  of  negligence,  tlie  masters  of  tbe  ships  shall 
be  i>enalized. 

The  Treasury  Department  has  found  that  the  penalization 
of  the  mastws  of  vejjsris  is  ineffective,  and  certainly  the  evi- 
dence is  such  as  to  convince  anyone  that  the  present  law  U  not 
being  enforced,  and  that  it  is  Ineffective,  since  the  flneM  paid 
as  compared  with  the  fines  levied  in  the  case  of  one  steau)ship 
company  Indicates  that  but  0.87  of  1  per  cent  of  the  levied  lines 
were  ijaid. 

As  a  consequence,  it  was  urged  upon  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means  of  the  House,  and  It  was  urged  undoubtedly  by  flie 
Treasury  Department,  tliat  the  law  sliould  be  changed,  and  the 
House  of  Representatives  dianged  the  present  law  so  as  to  make 
not  merely  the  master  of  a  ship  liable  to  the  fine  imposed,  but 
the  owner  of  the  vessel  also. 

One  tarancb  of  Congress  has  determined  that  something  addi- 
tional must  be  done  to  wipe  out  this  traffic,  which  Is  continuing 
upon  the  ships  which  touch  at  our  ports.  That  bramji  of  Con- 
gress has  acted,  and  now  the  question  is.  Will  the  Senate  refuse 
to  concur?  That  is  the  question.  Will  we  take  a  step  which 
the  House  has  already  taken  to  protect  the  thousands  and  ten» 
of  thousands  of  victims  In  this  country  from  this  terrible  habit, 
and  punish  those  who,  from  sordid  motives,  traflk  in  outlawed 
drugs? 


Fletcher 

Jones 

Sackett 

Frazler 

Kean 

SchaU 

George 

K  end  rick 

8h«'|ipard 

Qillett 

Keyes 

Sbortrldga 

Oleim 

La  FoUette 

8immons 

Goff 

McKclIar 

Sm<M>t 

Gold(»boro»i;h 

McMaKter 

Steck 

Goukl 

McNrtry 

Btelwer 

Greene 

Metcalf 

Bwanson 

Uale 

Norrls 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Harris 

Oddie 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Harrison 

VaBd<-nl)erg 

Hastings 

Overman 

Wal^h.  .\ta«8. 

Hatfield 

Patterson 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Hsvden 

Phipps 

Warren 

Hebert 

Pine 

Waterman 

Ucflin 

Ransdell 

Watson 

Howell 

Reed 

Johnson 

Robinson.  Ark. 

i 
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Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  Prcflldent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HOWELL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ITRSS.  Is  the  Senator  convinced  that  if  the  Senate  com- 
mittee amendment  iih«)ald  become  the  law  it  would  not  effee- 
tnally  deal  with  the  traffic  in  opimn? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President.  Just  one  change  has  been 
made,  in  section  584.  fonnd  on  page  446  of  the  bill.  This  sec- 
tion is  Identical  with  the  present  law  except  that  the  owner  of 
such  vessel  or  vehicle  ctmveying  narcr>tics  is  made  liable,  the 
wime  as  the  master  or  other  person  in  charge.  That  is  the  only 
change.  The  Senate  committee  amendment  would  relieve  the 
owners  of  vessels.  In  other  wardi».  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  Senate  committee  would  nalllfy  the  amendment  to  the 
present  law  made  by  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  FESS  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit,  if  I 
were  convinced  that  the  prt>posed  amendment  would  weaken 
effective  enforcement.  I  do  not  see  how  1  could  vote  for  it  As 
the  Senator  will  recall,  for  a  long  time  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment has  indicted  the  British  Government  because  of  the 
opium  trade  In  China,  and  it  would  not  be  very  consistent  if 
we  should  let  up  In  our  efforts  at  control  of  the  trade  in  oi>ium 
when  it  becomes  a  matter  of  profit. 

Mr.  HOWELL  Mr.  I^resident.  I  am  now  going  to  give  some 
concrete  facts,  facts  which  undoubtedly  motivated  the  Treasury 
Ileparlment  and  the  House  of  Itepresenta lives  In  adopting  the 
amendment  to  the  law  which  the  House  committee  recom- 
mendeii.  and  which  the  House  adopted,  and  which  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  now  proposes  shall  not  be  concurreil  in. 

On  October  2.  1928,  the  stt-amshlp  President  Harrison,  of  the 
rK>llar  Line  arrived  ir.  Jersey  City.  The  customs  insjiectors 
went  aboard  and  in  a  very  short  time  found  on  board  that 
Tes.sel  2,665  tins  of  prepared  smoking  opium  wei;;hing  half  a 
ton.  They  seize<l  the  (<t>ium  and  under  the  law  the  master  of 
the  ves-sel  was  flneil  $.'tt*'.).750.  or  at  the  rate  of  $li5  an  ounce  as 
pr«)vide<l  in  the  iwesent  tariff  act.  Of  ci»urse,  the  steamship 
company  filed  a  i>etltlon  In  connection  with  the  captain  of  the 
shii>  for  a  remission  of  the  fine. 

Tlte  petition  usketl  for  relief  from,  and  remission  of  the  fine 
for  allegeil  violation  of  section  584  of  the  tariff  act  of  Septwnber 
21.  1022,  the  violation  being  the  alleged  importation  into  the 
port  of  New  York  of  pref)areil  smoking  opium  on  the  steamship 
fri'Miitent  Harrinon  Oi-tot>er  2,  ll>28,  which  was  $,'S)9.75<>  assessed 
and  levied  against  James  Donald  Guthrie,  master,  by  the  c<rf- 
lector  of  customs  of  the  Port  of  New  York,  because  2,665  cans 
of  preiwred  smoking  opium,  weighing  in  excels  of  one-half  ton, 
was  found  on  the  vessel  and  was  not  shown  upon  the  manifest, 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  tariff  act. 

The  petition  alleged  that  the  Dollar  Steamship  Line  issued 
standing  orders  for  all  Its  vessels,  that  all  packages,  merchan- 
dise. i»ar«'Ls.  and  articles  of  every  kind  and  character  brought 
on  board  by  pas.<»engers,  officials,  or  crew,  mu.st  be  Inspected  by 
an  officer  of  the  vessel  In  order  to  prevent  the  taking  on  lK>ard 
of  any  contraband  articles,  indnding  opium;  and  that  all 
articles  taken  on  boani  subject  of  manife.st  must  be  listed.  ^ 

Now.  mark  you,  they  Insisted  in  their  petition  that  there  were 
standing  orders  against  the  bringing  on  board  of  every  kind 
of  contraband  article  ami  that  included  liquor.  The  petition 
further  stated  that  on  voyage  No.  15,  around  the  world,  of  the 
Pr<ittd*'nt  Harriifon.  <nch  standint;  orders  and  directions  were 
fully  and  carefully  compiled  with,  and  that,  pursuant  to  printwl 
notices  posted  In  prominent  places  on  the  President  Harrison 
during  the  voyage  iu  «|u»'stion,  forbidding  bringing  on  board  of 
contraband,  including  opium,  all  members  of  the  crew  were 
~«eari-he<l  for  contrahand  when  coming  on  board  the  vessel  at 
tb«'  i>orts  of  her  itinerary. 

Mark  you.  the  claim  was  that  every  member  of  the  crew 
was  searched  for  c«>ntralwnd.    The  petition  then  stated: 

That  upoo  arrlvinK  in  NVw  York  on  October  2.  1928.  the  maatrr  and 
olBcera  of  th«  Tess<>l  for  the  flrat  time  learned  of  th«  presence  of  a 
half  tun  of  prepared  smoking  opium  on  board. 

That  upon  the  discorerr  of  this  opium  the  master  condarted  an 
InTestisation.  with  the  result  that  one  Wong  Kai  Hong,  a  Chinese 
bo.-itswaln,  ct>nfes9ed  to  having  been  Instromental  In  concealing  said 
packages  nn   the  vr.viel. 

Tb.nt  said  Wonx  Kai  IJong  was  thereupon  delivered  into  the  custody 
of  the  customa  ofllcials  at  the  port  of  N«>w  York. 

That  ateps  were  Rikt>n  to  see  that  all  letters  coming  on  board  and 
wTlttrn  by  Woag  Kal  Hong  at  New  York  were  turned  oTer  to  the 
ciMtoiu*  otBcials. 

That  tb«  opium  was  concealed  In  a  dead  space  between  the  akin  of 
the  ship  and  the  siteathing  adjacent  to  the  port  chain  looker  by  cutting 
out  a  aeotloo  of  the  fore  and  sft  Mtriagt>r  plate,  which  was  flTe-elghtbs 
Inch  thick,  by  a  drill  itnd  cold  chisel,  the  sise  of  the  sectioo  ramored 
being  10  inches  by  17  inches^ 
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T  lat  Wong  Kal  Hong's  confession  Included  the  statement  that  there 
was  no  other  person  on  board  the  vessel  guilty  of  complicity  in  or  In 
any  way  connected  with  the  presence  and  secreting  of  said  opium  on 
the   resseL 

1  ark  you,  tlie  Chinese  boatswain  took,  suspiciously,  the 
entire  blame. 

T  le  affidavit  of  L.  S.  Burgess,  first  mate  of  the  President 
Htttrison,  was  submitted  in  supiM>rt  of  the  [ilea  for  remi.s.sion  of 
the  fine.  In  hLs  affidavit  this  officer  stated  that  immediately 
npoi  the  arrival  of  the  vessel  at  Jersey  City,  In  the  port  of 
Ne^'  York,  the  vessel  was  boarded  by  a  special  detail  of  United 
Sta  es  customs  officials,  who  thereuiwn  requested  that  the 
anc  lor  chains  be  hove  out  of  the  chain  lockers,  with  the  result 
of  i  nding  the  one-half  ton  of  opium. 

lie  further  statetl  that  the  cut-out  portion  of  the  stringer 
plaie  had  been  carefully  replaced,  suppc«-te<l  upon  a  board, 
and!  the  cut  covered  with  narrow  canvas  preserver  straps  and 
then  smeared  with  a  black  bitumastlc  ctivering  Identical  with 
tha  used  to  cover  the  chain  locker,  the  inside  skin  of  the  ship, 
the  ribs,  frames,  and  .stringer  plates ;  that  the  cut-out  portion 
had  then  been  covered  with  rust  dast  and  dirt ;  and  that  the 
ape-ture  lieing  thus  concealed,  escaped  detection  by  examination 
from  the  chain  locker,  being  indiscernible,  except  by  shining  a 
llglt  thereon.  In  other  words,  they  Insisted  that  the  aperture 
cou  d  not  be  discovered  because  it  was  so  covere<l. 

T  le  affidavit  further  stated  that  searches  of  the  ves.st»l  pre- 
viously conducted  by  the  first  mate  failed  to  reveal  the  cut  In 
the  stringer  plate,  notwithstanding  a  spotlight  was  used;  that 
at  t  il  oriental  ports  where  the  vessel  touched,  all  articles,  pack- 
age i,  and  baggage  brought  aboai'd  by  crew  and  steerage  pas- 
seni  :ers  were  carefully  and  painstakingly  searched  and  In- 
spe<  ted  by  guards  and  watchmen  employed  on  said  vessel ;  and 
tha  all  supi)lies  brought  aboard  said  vessel  were  likewise 
can  fully  and  minutely  Inspected. 

A  ark  you.  there  again  we  have  a  statement,  this  time  by  the 
mai  e.  to  the  effect  that  all  packages  and  bajrjrage  brought 
abotrd  by  crew  or  steerage  passengers  were  carefully  and  pains- 
tak  ngly  searched  by  guards  and  watchmen  eniph)yed  on  the 
vesiiel.  and  that  supplies  brought  aboard  the  vessel  were  like- 
wis '  carefully  and  minutely  insi»ected. 

T  lie  affidavit  state<l  further  as  follows: 

T  lat  lit  all  such  porta  guards  arc  maintalnKl  at  the  shore  end  and 
the  ihip's  end  of  all  gangways,  and  additional  guards  In  and  about  the 
various  p«irt1ons  of  said  vessel  for  the  purpose  of  prevpntlng  and  detect- 
ing the  bringing  aboard  of  opium  or  othpr  contraband  by  anyone. 

T  lat  the  Chinese,  Wong  Kai  Hong,  stated  that  during  the  few  hours 
the  Pretidrmt  Harrison  was  lying  at  the  port  of  Hong  Kong,  and  shortly 
after  sailing  therefrom,  said  packages  of  opium  were  secreted  in  the 
san4l  Iwx,  and  that  he,  Wong  Kal  Hong,  ctit  the  opening  in  the  stringer 
plat  >  and  stowed  the  packages  through  said  aperture. 

T  jat  every  po<>8ible  dilig»<nce  and  care  was  exercised  In  maintaining 
wath  against  the  bringing  of  contraband,  including  opium,  on  board  the 
ve8i?l. 

Ihe  affidavit  of  Capt.  James  Donald  Guthrie,  he  being  the 
coaiuander  of  the  vessel,  stateil  among  other  tilings  that  when 
the  customs  ofticiuls  ciiuie  alK>ard  at  New  York,  he  advised  that 
sea  ches  had  been  made  and  that  no  contraband  or  opium  had 
l)ee  1  discovered,  whereupon  the  customs  ofllcials  began  a  .-^arch. 
and  within  a  few  moments  there.'-.fter  requested  that  all  chain 
In  he  chain  lockers  of  the  vessel  be  hove  out.  thus  indicating 
tha  the  customs  officials  had  information  directed  to  that  par- 
tici:  lar  portion  of  the  vessel. 

\  r.  President,  it  will  l»e  rememhere*!  that  the  contents  of 
this  petition  and  the  contents  of  these  aftidavits  protest  tliat 
evei  y  care  was  taken  to  prevent  smuggling ;  that  when  the  crew 
cane  on  b<»ard  after  being  ashore  they  were  searched;  that  all 
ste<  rage  pa.ssengers  coming  aboard  were  .searched  ;  that  searches 
h&c  lH>en  made  of  the  vessel ;  and  that  no  contraband  was 
fou  id.  It  happens.  Mr.  President,  that  on  yesterday  1  had  the 
opportunity  of  talking  with  a  yimng  man  who  during  his  ctd- 
leg(  course  determined  that  he  would  like  to  have  an  adventure. 
As  a  consequence  he  signed  on  with  one  of  the  Dollar  Line 
vesi  els,  a  sister  ship  of  the  President  Harrison.  He  circum- 
nav  gatefl  the  world  as  a  member  of  the  crew.  He  found  his 
expfrience  most  agreeable  and  entertaining. 

A  rter  I  had  talked  the  matter  over  with  him  I  said,  "  It 
hap  >ens  that  there  is  now  pending  an  amendment  in  the  Senate 
whi  -h  would  affect  the  I>ollar  Steamship  Line  as  well  as  other 
steamship  lines  entering  our  ports,  and  I  sh«)uld  like  to  read 
to  ;  ou  some  of  the  statements  in  the  petition  of  the  Dollar 
Steamship  Line  for  tlie  mitigation  of  a  fine,  and  also  from  Ihat 
of  I  he  first  officer  and  that  of  the  captain."  I  read  to  him 
tha  ^  portions  which  stated  that  the  crew  were  searched  when 
the,   came  aboard.    He  said,  '•  I  was  never  searched  at  any  port. 
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and  I  went  ashore  at  every  port."  He  further  said  the  gang- 
way for  the  passengers  was  aft,  that  at  that  gangway  there  was 
stationed  a  cadet  to  aid  the  passengers  in  leaving  and  coming  to 
the  ship,  esi>ecially  the  ladles,  but  that  the  gang^vay  for  the 
crew  was  forward  and  that  nolxxly  was  stationed  at  that  gang- 
way. "And,"  he  said,  "  the  consequence,  of  course,  was  natural ; 
they  brought  aboard  all  the  liquor  they  wanted.  Why,"  he 
said,  "you  could  take  a  suitcase,  go  ashore  with  it,  fill  it  with 
liquor,  walk  up  the  gangway*,  and  nol>ody  would  interfere."  Of 
course,  if  there  had  been  opium  in  the  suitcase  it  would  have 
been  the  same.  He  said,  moreover,  that  "  Liquor  was  in  evi- 
dence ;  the  oflicers  had  it  and  the  crew  had  it.  At  Hong  Kong 
and  some  other  oriental  ports  the  sailors  procured  what  they 
called  '  canned  lightning.' "  He  said,  "  I  do  not  know  what  the 
liquor  was,  but  it  was  very  strong ;  I  think  it  was  vodka ;  it  was 
in  pint  cans;  they  brought  the  cans  aboard  and  in  the  morning, 
at  almost  any  time,  you  couid  go  to  a  refu.se  receptacle  and  find 
the  empty  cans."  Further  that,  "  One  could  walk  into  the  quar- 
ters of  the  men  and  find  five  or  six  aroimd  a  pitcher,  a  large 
pitcher,  holding  nearly  a  gallon.  Into  that  pitcher  they  wuuid 
empty  one  of  these  cans  of  'canned  lightning,'  fill  the  pitcher 
with  water,  and  mix  with  it  lemon  and  orange  juice.  The  fi^e 
or  six  about  it  would  then  begin  to  partake  and  finish  it.  and 
when  they  were  through  they  themselves  were  nearly  finished. 
Why,"  he  added,  "  the  engineer  officer  used  to  get  warm  under 
the  collar  becau.se  of  the  condition  in  which  the  men  often 
were."  And  yet  this  company  states  in  its  petition  that  tlicy 
searched  each  member  of  the  crew  when  he  came  aboard ;  that 
every  package  they  brought  was  Investigated ;  and  yet  here  Is 
a  concrete  case  of  an  entire  voyage  where  they  did  nothing  of 
the  kind. 

Then  I  read  excerpts  from  the  petition  wherein  the  company 
states  that  searches  were  made  during  the  cruise  to  discover 
contraband  opium,  liquors,  and  so  f(»rth.  "Well,"  he  said,  "I 
never  knew  of  any  searches  except  those  made  for  stowaways; 
they  did  make  searches  for  stowaways ;  but  I  was  never  c<mi- 
sclons  of  any  search  being  made  on  Iward  of  that  vessel  until 
we  rejiched  New  York.  Then,"  he  said,  "the  customhouse  offi- 
cers made  a  real  search ;  they  went  through  it ;  there  was  no 
question  about  that." 

It  was  fortunate.  Indeed,  that  I  happened  to  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  talking  with  this  young  man.  l»ecause  he  gave  me  the 
facts  with  reference  to  searches  and  the  care  taken  to  prevent 
the  Introduction  of  contraband  uixjn  vessels  when  they  are  in 
oriental  ix>rts. 

Mr.  President,  I  served  in  the  Navy,  and  in  my  time  there 
were  strict  regulations  against  the  Introduction  of  liquor  aboard 
ship.  The  crew  were  searched  when  they  came  aboard ;  they 
were  not  asked  to  make  declarations.  The  master  at  arms 
stood  there  and  went  over  each  sailor  as  he  came  aboard,  feel- 
ing to  determine  if  he  had  liquor  secreted  within  his  shirt,  In 
his  ixK'kets,  or  hanging  down  iriside  of  his  trousers.  That  kind 
of  search  Is  not  unusual ;  that  kind  of  search  is  effective,  as  is 
also  the  inspection  of  the  contents  of  every  package  that  comes 
aboard.  Do  you  think  a  member  of  the  crew  could  go  aboard 
a  naval  vessel  now  and  take  aboard  a  package  that  is  not  open 
for  insiiection?  Oh.  no;  but  they  can  do  so  on  a  vessrt  of  the 
Dollar  Steamship  Line ;  they  are  doing  it. 

Why  do  they  not  stop  that  sort  of  thing?  Because  it  costs 
money  to  stop  it  effectively,  and  then  there  is  no  penalty,  so 
far  as  the  owners  of  the  ^Ip  are  concerned,  if  contraband  is 
Introduced  aboard.  Why,  then,  incur  the  trouble  and  expense 
necessjjry  to  stop  It?    That  is  the  reason. 

I  might  add  that  in  one  of  the  petitions  or  affidavits  It  was 
stated  that  when  they  reached  a  Chinese  or  other  ori«ital  port 
they  had  a  special  agent  to  make  an  investigation.  I  asked  the 
young  man  to  whom  I  have  referred  if  there  was  such  a  special 
agent  aboard  the  vessel  uixin  which  he  circumnavigated  the 
globe.  "  Oh,  yes,"  he  said,  "  the  men  had  him  spotted ;  they 
knew  who  he  was ;  everybody  aboard  the  ship  knew  who  he  was, 
and,  of  course,"  he  added,  "  he  could  not  find  anything ;  but 
during  the  same  time  the  crew  had  liquor  and  were  drinking 
liquor,  and  any  member  of  the  crew  could  find  it."  Understand, 
that  liquor  is  as  much  contraband  as  opium. 

Mr.  President,  under  the  present  law  it  was  held  by  the 
Treasury  Department  that  the  ship  was  liable  for  the  fine  Im- 
posed, but  some  time  ago  the  Attorney  General  handed  down 
an  opinion  that  such  was  not  the  case.  What  was  the  conse- 
quence? In  the  case  of  the  President  Toft  on  July  14,  1927, 
wherein  a  fine  of  $146,961  was  asses.«!ed  against  the  captain,  the 
fine  was  remitted  by  the  Treasury  Depanment  except  as  to 
$3,000.  The  Dollar  Steamship  Co.  paid  that  fine,  not  the  cap- 
tain. Why?  Because  in  their  contracts  there  is  a  provision 
that  if  the  captain  Is  fined  for  a  violation  to  which  he  is  not 
privy  the  steamship  company  will  pay  the  fine.     So  they  paid 


the  $3,000.  Then  the  captain  died,  and  a  ruling  was  obuilned 
from  the  Treasury  Department  that  the  flue  eould  not  Ih*  en- 
forced against  the  representatives  of  the  captain.  So  the  Dol- 
lar Steamship  Line  applle<l  to  the  Treasury  Department  and 
demandtHl  the  return  of  the  $3,0tX),  and  the  $8,(M.>0  was  nturued 
to  the  steamship  company. 

I  assume  that  it  was  because  of  the  decision  of  the  Attorney 
General,  the  experience  had  by  the  Treasury  Department  In 
attempting  to  collect  these  fines,  and  the  return  of  this  jsi.OOO 
that  had  been  collected  iu  the  Prt*tdoit  Tatt  case,  that  the 
Treasury  Department  took  the  position  that  the  present  law 
was  inadequate,  and  that  the  law  should  be  made  what  the 
Treasury  Department  had  assumed  it  was  prior  to  the  opinlou 
of  the  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  President,  because  the  captain  of  the  vessel  only  Is  held 
Uable,  and  the  steamship  company  stands  behind  the  «-aiMain, 
agreeing  to  imy  his  fine,  necessary  measures  have  not  l)eeu 
taken  to  prevent  illegal  imixirtation  of  narcotics  into  this  coun- 
try. Why,  think  of  it!  Two  thousand  six  hundred  and  sixty- 
five  cans  of  opium,  weighing  iialf  a  ton.  brought  in  by  the 
President  Harrison  in  Octol>er  last,  which  the  olfic-ers  could  not 
find,  but  which  the  castoms  officers  promptly  found :  and  what 
was  that  worth?  The  bootleg  value  of  those  2,6G5  cans  of 
opium  was  from  $125  to  $150  each. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLBTTK.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  HOWELL.    I  do. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Has  the  Senator  given  the  amount 
of  the  fine  asses.sed  an<l  the  amount  actually  paid  In  that  case? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  The  fine  as.sessed  amuuntis  to  $3l>y,750.  I 
tinderstand  that  the  Treasury  Dejiartment  has  reduced  It  to 
$7,500,  but  that  the  steamship  company  has  not  paid  It.  How- 
ever, I  have  received  word  that  the  attorney  for  the  comi)any 
was  up  at  the  Treasury  Department  this  morning,  and  said 
it  had  been  ordered  paid  because  of  this  row  iu  the  Senate 
over  this  Dollar  Co.'s  amendment.  They  want  to  quiet  things 
down. 

That  Is  the  situation  that  confronts  the  Senate  with  reference 
to  this  legislation.  The  Treasury  formerly  insist e<l  that  the 
vessels  were  Uable  for  these  fines.  The  Attorney  General  has 
handed  down  an  opinion  that  they  are  not  liable,  and  now 
the  Treasury  Depjirtraeiit  wants  the  law  to  be  correcte«l  so 
that  they  will  be  liable.  That  is  all  that  the  House  provision 
means. 

There  are  thousands  of  ships  entering  our  ports  every  year. 
The  DolLir  Steamship  Line  is  but  one  company ;  and  yet  in 
about  two  years  the  Dollar  Steamship  Line  violated  the  present 
tariff  act  37  times ! 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  tlie  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  HOWELL     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  Were  those  cases  of  viclation  all  with  opium, 
or  were  they  with  liquor? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     All  opium.  I  understand. 

Mr.  REED.     Thirty-one  violations? 

Mr.  HOWELL  Thirty -seven — thirty-seven  times  between 
April  22.  1925,  and  I  think  the  latest  one  was  October  2.  1928; 
so  it  is  a  little  more  than  two  years. 

The  total  fines  assessed  were  $760,502.56.  In  10  cases  there 
was  a  complete  remission  of  the  fine.  Ali  fines  paid  amount  to 
but  $6,650— 0.87.  of  1  per  cent ! 

Is  it  not  a  farce?  And  what  do  they  say  about  it?  ^Vhy, 
they  say,  "  You  can  not  collect  these  fines  against  masters. 
Nearly  every  one  Is  judgment  proof  " ;  and  then,  as  I  have  told 
you,  it  has  been  stated  to  me  that  the  steamship  company's 
contracts  with  its  masters  provide  that  in  cases  brought  resix'ct- 
ing"  vioiatI<»n8  of  which  they  were  not  privy,  the  steam.shlp 
companies  will  take  care  of  their  fines. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  HOWELL,    I  yield, 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Is  the  Senator  In  a  position  to  show  how 
many  times  fines  were  collected  and  then  refunded  out  of  those 
37  cases? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  No;  I  have  no  sue*  statistics.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  data  that  I  have  gotten  together 
here  have  been  obtained  since  yesterday  morning.  They  are  not 
complete;  but  there  are  ample  data  here  to  show  the  necessity 
of  defeating  the  Senate  amendment,  forgetting  the  dollars  and 
ce^ts  in  this  matter,  thinking  <»f  the  victims  of  the  opium 
traffic,  and  boldiJig  up  the  hands  of  the  House  of  Represinta- 
tives  in  connection  with  the  amendment  it  has  made  to  this  law. 
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I  have  the  following  letter  from  the  Treasury  Department.  I 
had  asked  the  Treai<ury  Department  respecting  another  viola- 
tion iti  connection  with  the  President  Taft  oo  July  14,  1927, 
wherein  a  flue  of  1146,961.20  was  assessed  : 

TBXA8CHT    DKPABTMKirr, 

BURBAD    or   CUSTOMS, 

Washington,  Beptember  to,  J9S9. 
Hon.  RoBBKT  B.  Hownx, 

United  Btatea  Benate. 
Mt  Dsax  Sknatok  :  Following  Is  a  brief  r^um^  In  tbe  caae  of  the 
•t»-«m«hip   I*rr»i4ent  Taft   In   accordance  with   yonr   tel^hone    request 
of  thla  mornini;. 

The  ateamship  Prrnident  Taft,  owned  by  the  Dollar  Steamship  Line, 
C.  M.  Cochrane,  master,  arrived  at  the  port  of  Stan  Francisco,  Calif.,  July 
21,  1927.  at  which  time  5.866  ounces  of  prepared  smoking  opiom  were 
selB*^.  .Ml  of  the  contraband  was  found  in  an  unused  flue  extending 
from  the  galley  to  the  tunoking  stack  in  the  after  fldley,  otherwiae 
known  as  the  boiler  batch. 

In  its  homeward  voyage  the  vessel  went  from  Manila  to  Hong  Kong, 
to  Shanghai,  to  Kobe,  to  Yokohama.  After  tearing  the  port  of  Yoko- 
hama and  before  arriving  at  Honolulu,  three  st'srches  of  the  vessel 
were  made.  After  leaving  Honolulu  and  before  arriving  at  San 
Francisco  two  searches  were  conducted.  The  vessel  arrived  at  San 
Fraoci.xou  on  Juiy  14,  1927,  at  which  time  certain  anmanifested 
whisky,  merchandise,  and  a  small  quantity  of  opium  were  seised.  The 
ves>««'l  then  we»t  to  Lot  Angeles,  Calif.,  where  it  was  searched  by  the 
customs  officers  and  thni  returned  to  £Uin  Frandseo,  at  which  time 
the  large  seisure  of  opium  in  question  took  place. 

After  a  careful  review  of  the  facts  in  the  case,  the  department 
mitieated  the  penalty  of  $146,961.20  to  the  sum  of  |3,000.  The  at- 
torneys representing  the  Dollar  Steamship  Line  deix>sited  the  amount 
of  the  mitigated  penalty  in  the  special  deposit  account  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  San  Francisco  pending  the  department's  decision 
on  two  rjueHtions :  First,  as  to  whether  the  master's  personal  repre- 
sentatives were  liable  for  the  payment  of  this  penalty,  the  master 
havint;  died  during  the  pendency  of  the  case ;  second,  whether  the 
saring  proviidon  of  section  594  of  the  tariff  act  absolving  vessels  used 
as  coainiun  carriers  from  being  held,  seised,  or  forfeited  unless  the 
own'-rn  or  those  in  charge  are  consenting  or  privy  to  the  Illegal  act 
upon  which  the  penalty  is  based,  applied  to  the  second  paragraph  of 
•ecCion  r>84  of  the  tariff  act  The  department  had  always  contended 
that  under  section  584  of  the  tariff  act  the  penalty  constituted  a  lien 
upon  the  v«»s.iel. 

The  Attorney  Qeneral  of  the  United  States  rendered  an  opinion  on 
these  two  questions  and  held  :  First,  that  the  cause  of  action  against 
the  master  abated  with  his  death  so  far  a:*  personal  representatives 
were  Concerned  ;  and  second,  that  the  saving  provision  of  section  594 
of  the  tariff  act  applied  to  section  584  of  the  tariff  act.  Accordingly, 
lu  view  of  this  decision  the  department  returned  to  the  steamship 
company  its  $3,000  deposit. 

In  accordance  with  your  request  I  am  inv-lu.sing  a  tabulation  giving 
the  name  of  the  master  in  each  of  these  narcotic-seizure  cases. 

The  bureau  will   be  glad   to  furnish   any    further  information   which 
yon  may  desire  on  this  subject 
Very  truly  yours. 

J.  D.  Nbvims, 
Acting  CommiMion«r  of  Cuttoma. 

Mr.  President,  the  master  of  the  PreHdent  Jackson.  J. 
Grlfflth.  was  fined  on  six  different  occasions.  The  total  of  the 
fillers  amounted  to  $o9,3r>5.33.     The  total  paid  was  $2,075. 

H.  L.  Jones,  the  master  of  the  FrrHdent  Lint-oln,  whs  fined  on 
four  different  occasions.  Remember,  that  was  Avithiii  a  perlwl 
of  a  little  n»ore  than  two  years.  The  total  flues  were  $33,776  50. 
All  remitted  except  $1,000. 

lu  the  case  of  the  I'rvndent  McKinley,  A.  O.  Lustie,  com- 
manding, there  werv  five  violations.  The  total  fines  were 
$63.2<«.!50.     Paid.  tl.Xa. 

In  ih»'  case  of  the  I'reHdent  Taft  there  were  four  violations 
dnrinc  tlmt  period.  The  total  fines  amounted  to  $147,231.20, 
and  the  total  fines  paid  were  $50. 

Mr.  Prec^ldent,  the  enforcement  of  this  law  has  l)een  ridiculous. 
Wc  thitjk  more.  a^Mrently,  of  the  profits  of  the  Dollar  Steam- 
ship Line  than  we  do  of  the  misery  that  is  Imposed  upon 
thousuDds  of  our  dtiiens  because  of  these  violations.  So  it  is 
prt>iM>sed  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  that  we  pay  no 
attt^ution  to  the  amendment  by  the  House  of  the  present  law, 
bei'«Ui»e  it  mifcht  be  effytive,  at  least,  so  far  as  our  ability  to 
r«>llcct  these  fines  is  concerned.  They  would  wipe  out  this  timely 
House  proposal  introduced  in  the  pending  tariff  bill. 

Now  I  want  to  refer  again  to  the  case  ot  Capt.  James  Donald 
Guthrie,  commanding  the  Prettident  Harrison,  upon  which  ve.'^sel 
were  introduced  into  this  country.  2.085  cans  of  8nK>klng  opitim, 
ttie  cans  about  the  siae  of  a  can  of  Prince  Albert  smoking 
tobacco,  each  wortli  to  the  "  bootleg  "  trade  from  %13&  to  $160.  I 
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The  first  mate,  or  first  officer.  In  his  aflSdavit,  to  which  I  have 
pi"eviously  referred,  stated  in  part  that  "  upon  the  arrival  of  the 
v(«sel  at  Jersey  City,  in  the  pwt  of  New  York,  the  vessel  was 
boarded  by  a  spt-cial  detail  of  United  States  customs  offlcials 
wt»o  thereupon  requested  that  the  anchor  chains  be  hove  out  of 
tl  e  chain  lockers,"  with  the  result  of  finding  the  one-half  ton 
oj  opdum. 

This  first  officer  says  the  customs  officials  came  aboard  and 
asked  that  the  chains  be  hove  out  of  the  chain  lockers.  The 
csptain,  in  his  affidavit,  followed  with  this  naive  suggestion. 
When  the  customs  officials  came  aboard  at  New  York,  Captain 
G  ithrle  said  that  he  advised  that  Hearches  had  been  made, 
aid  that  no  contraband  or  oi>ium  had  been  discovered,  where- 
uion  the  customs  officials  began  a  search,  and  within  a  few 
iij)meuts  thereafter  requested  that  all  chains  in  the  chain 
lo  'kers  of  the  ve-ssel  be  hove  out. 

This  Is  the  naive  part : 

Thus  indicating  that  such  customs  officials  had  Information  directed 
that  particular  portion  of  the  vessel. 

In  other  words,  he  would  have  it  believed,  as  he  before  stated, 
th  at  it  was  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  find  where  the  opium 
iiad  been  concealed,  but  naively  suggests  that  the  customs  offi- 
cials must  have  had  some  advance  notice  resoecting  that  t^um. 
A.t  the  time.  October  2,  1928,  the  newspapers  stated  that  when 
S  customs  officials  investigated  the  chain  lockers,  as  they  natu- 
ly  would,  they  immediately  noted  the  p«ingent  odor  of  opium. 
T]  lat  is  the  reason  they  ordered  the  chains  out  and,  of  course, 
th  ?y  kept  on  looking  until  they  found  the  opium. 

One  of  the  remarkable  features  about  the  case  is  this — at 
leiist  it  seems  remarkable  to  me,  and  I  think  it  must  to  any- 
one familiar  with  orientals— that  the  Chinese  boatswain,  who 
df  dared  that  he  was  the  only  one  responsible,  the  only  person 
w  \o  knew  anything  about  the  opium,  as  there  is  no  indication 
thit  there  was  any  evidence  again.st  him,  confes-sed  to  the  whole 
matter.  It  looks  as  if  he  were  the  "  goat,"  and  it  al.<k)  suggests 
thit  October  2.  1928,  wa.s  not  the  first  time  that  locker  had  been 
u.si?d  for  the  introduction  of  opium  into  thi.s  country. 

What  do  the  customs  officials  say?  I  have  here  the  report  of 
th?  seizures.  This  states  what  was  seized,  who  the  seizing  offi- 
ciuls  were,  and  then  adds: 

ilaster  did  conduct  search  of  vessel.     Found  one  bottle  of  liquor. 

They  had  flnished  nearly  everything  prior  thereto. 

Log  did  show  record  of  search. 
S'ot  manifested. 

Then  he  adds  this : 

Ordinary  search  would  have  revealed  the  articles  found. 

That  is  the  report  of  the  customs  offi<Mal  who  found  the  oirfum. 
Tlieu  the  assLstant  surveyor  sent  this  letter  to  the  law  division 
re»i)ecting  this  matter: 

The  seizure  papers  are  forwarded  herewith. 

This  covers  2,655  cans  smoking  opium  found  by  the  searching  sqund 
on  board  the  vessel. 

'  There  Is  no  doubt  the  master  did  cause  a  search  of  the  vessel,  but  It 
must  have  been  only  perfunctory. 

Vhlch  is  the  point  I  have  been  emphafdzlng.  All  claim  they 
search  the  vessel,  and  search  the  crew  when  they  come  aboard, 
bu :  there  Is  nothing  to  it.  They  do  not  search  the  crew,  and  if 
a  « earch  of  the  vessel  is  made,  it  is  perf\inctory. 

Afsplte  the  confession  of  one  Wong  Koi  Hong,  the  Chinese  boatswain, 
thi  t  he  was  solely  responsible  for  the  presence  of  these  2.665  cans  of 
sm>klng  opium,  this  department  feels  that  some  of  the  officers  of  the 
veisel  should  have  discovered  the  boatswain  at  work  cutting  out  the 
hoe  in  the  chain  locker  through  which  the  opium  wag  taken  from  the 
aaid  box  and  stored  through  said  hole. 

^nators  will  remember  that  hole  was  cut  through  five- 
eirhths  inch  steel;  it  was  10  Inches  high  and  17  inches  long. 
It  required  drilling  and  cold-chisel  work. 

"he  drilling  and  sawing  of  the  hole  In  the  chain  locker,  which 
must  have  consumed  some  four  or  five  hours  and  the  carrying  of  the 
opium  from  the  sand  box  to  the  chain  locker,  should  have  attracted 
att  >ntloo  and  been  discovered  by  some  of  the  officers. 

'  *hl8  department  can  not  believe  that  the  Chinese  boatswain  wa«  the 
on]  r  one  involved. 

'  "he  master  tried  to  help  us  clear  up  the  situation,  and  we  therefore 
reommend  a  mitigated  penalty. 

'  'he  penalty  was  $309,750.  This  letter  was  signed  by  M.  S. 
Ja  ;kson,  assistant  surveyor. 

]  t  can  be  seen  what  these  men  in  charge  of  this  kind  of  work 
ttKUght  aboat  this  transaction. 
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Here  is  a  letter  to  the  surveyor  of  customs  of  the  port  of 
New  York  from  C.  Schmidt,  station  inspector,  enforcement 
bureau: 

Replying  to  letter  from  your  office  under  date  of  November  24,  1928, 

containing  application  for  relief  from  penalty  Incurred  by  the  master 

of  the  steamship  Pretident  HarrUon— 

•  •••••• 

The  master  in  his  application  devotes  much  space  to  what  actually 
transpired  at  the  hearing  in  the  law  division,  cu.stomhouse,  but  falls 
to  show  Just  what  precaution  was  taken  by  him  to  prevent  such  a 
large  quantity  of  narcotics  finding  its  way  on  board  unnoticed. 

It  seems  also  that  some  one  in  authority  should  have  heard  the 
boatswain  In  the  chain  locker  drilling,  sawing,  and  chiseling  to  cut 
through  an  iron  beam  In  order  to  conceal  his  narcotics  where  It  was 
thought  no  one  could  find  same. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  penalty  provided  In  the  section  we  are  con- 
sidering Is  rather  drastic,  holding  the  owner  of  the  vessel  or 
vehicle  responsible.  Is  it  more  drastic  than  our  seizure  law  In 
reference  to  narcotics? 

Mr  HOWELL.  It  is  not.  Neither  is  it  more  drastic  than 
certain  provisions  of  the  prohibition  law. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  think  this  seems  rather  drastic,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  fear  if  it  Is  not  retained  the  law  will  not  be  very 
effectual. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  If  there  Is  added  to  the  present  law  the  pro- 
vision which  has  been  Inserted  by  the  House,  there  will  be 
searches,  do  not  worry  about  that.  The  crews  will  be  searched. 
Of  course,  it  will  cost  thte  vessel  operators  more ;  but  should  we 
consider  that  when  the  question  is  the  importation  or  the  smug- 
gling into  this  country  of  narcotics? 

Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  retid  finally  from  a  letter  written 
by  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  Department  In  connection  with 
this  case.     He  said : 

Herewith  are  transmitted  all  (wp^ra  received  in  this  office  with  the 
letter  of  January  8,  1929,  from  the  Bureau  of  Customs  relating  to  the 
petition  of  James  Donald  Guthrie. 

Then,  skiiH>ing  a  portion  of  the  letter : 

In  view  of  the  large  penalty  incurred  I  have  given  very  careful  con- 
sideration to  the  petition  submitted,  and  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the 
penalty  incurred  should  not  be  remitted. 

Here  is  the  opinion  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  Dq;)art- 
ment,  familiar  with  these  cases,  who  had  before  him  undoubtedly 
testimony  which  I  have  been  unable  to  get,  and  he  said : 

In  view  of  the  large  penalty  incurred,  $399,750,  I  have  given  very 
careful  consideration  to  the  petition  submitted,  and  I  am  of  opinion  that 
the  penalty  Incurred  should  not  be  remitted. 

Mr.  President,  we  may  be  lax  in  the  enforcement  of  our  pro- 
hibition law.  We  are  lax.  We  are  not  willing  to  go  as  far  as 
necessary  to  enforce  the  eighteenth  amendment  There  is  no 
question  alx>ut  that.  Enforcement  can  be  accomplished.  En- 
forcement in  the  city  of  Washington  can  be  effective.  The  Pres- 
ident can  dismiss  any  official  of  the  city  of  Washington,  becatise 
such  officials  are  his  appointees  or  the  ai^K)intees  of  appointees 
of  the  President.  In  my  opinion,  if  the  President  called  the 
Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  t)efore  him  and  said, 
"  Gentlemen,  I  have  Secret  Service  offldais  at  my  command  and 
if  they  discover  anything  in  Washington  in  connection  with  the 
violation  of  the  prohibition  law  before  you  discover  it,  you  are 
out."  There  is  no  question  as  to  what  the  result  would  bo. 
There  would  be  one  city  in  the  country  that  would  be  cleaned  up. 

Mr.  BL£ASE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Can  the  Senator  give  us  some  idea  as  to  how 
the  President  could  reach  the  grand  jury  that  fails  to  bring 
Indictments  when  they  have  the  absolute  proof  or  when  they 
delay  the  bringing  of  an  indictment  so  long  that  one  of  the 
alleged  defendants  can  get  back  to  China  while  his  parapher- 
nalia is  still  to  be  ft^ind  in  the  grand  Jury  room?  I  am  speaking 
of  tlie  opium  business. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  was  speaking  at  the  mom^it  particularly 
of  violations  of  the  prohibition  law.  I  acknowledge  the  diffi- 
culties tliat  are  interjwsed  by  the  attitude  of  petit  juries  and 
grand  juries,  and  the  attitude  of  judges  for  that  matter.  I 
recognize  these  difficulties.  But  what  I  say  Is  that  the  President 
of  the  United  States  is  all  powerful  in  the  city  of  Washington. 
He  appoints  the  officials  of  the  city  and  imder  the  law  he  can 


remove  those  officials  when  he  sees  fit  no  matter  if  they  wore 
confirmed  by  the  Senate.  If  he  insisted  upon  their  enforcing  the 
law  or  leaving  their  offices,  they  and  the  police  force  under  them 
would  enforce  the  law.  But  the  trouble  is  that  the  will  has  not 
been  in  evidence  in  the  past.     I  hope  for  the  future. 

Mr.  President,  we  might  as  well  reo^gnize  the  situation  that 
exists  here  in  Washington  in  reference  to  tlie  prohibition  l.nw, 
I  think  it  was  in  192:i  that  the  Attorney  General  handed  down 
an  opinion  that  whereas  liquor  in  the  hands  of  diplomatic 
officials  could  not  be  seized,  yet  if  liquor  were  consigned  to  a 
diplomatic  official  that  fact  did  not  relieve  it  from  liability  of 
seizure.  B^irther.  that  any  conunon  carrier  transporting  such 
liquor  would  be  subject  to  confiscation  under  the  law.  Most  of 
the  liquor  recently  delivered  to  the  Siamese  Legation  and  that 
has  been  delivered  to  other  legations  here  in  Washington  was 
transported  by  common  carriers.  In  the  case  of  the  imi»rtallon 
of  liquor  by  the  Siamese  Legation,  I  have  the  name  of  the 
steamship  that  brought  it  into  the  United  States.  That  ve.s.«;^l 
ploughed  at  least  3  miles  through  our  territorial  waters,  and 
therefore  was  subject  to  confiscation  for  transporting  the  liquor 
within  tlie  United  States.  Has  the  Department  of  Justice  done 
anything  about  it? 

Again,  I  have  the  name  of  the  trucking  firm  that  hauled  that 
liquor  to  Washington.  It  makes  no  difference  that  a  diplomatic 
offlcial  or  employee  of  an  embassy  was  sitting  beside  the  driver 
of  the  truck,  that  truck  was  subject  to  confiscation  under  the 
decision  of  the  Attorney  General  of  the  Untied  States.  The 
railroads  will  not  haul  the  stuff. 

The  reason  why  this  sort  of  thing  is  not  stopped  is  l)e<.-ause 
there  Is  not  the  will  to  stop  It.  Now,  it  would  seem  there  may 
not  be  the  will  here  in  the  Senate  to  throw  another  obstacle  In 
the  way  of  Importing  narcotics  to  ruin  and  drive  deeper  into 
the  mire  our  victims  of  the  drug  habit.  Are  we  thinking  too 
much  of  dollars?  That  is  what  we  will  be  thinking  about  if  we 
do  not  inteiTMJse  this  obstacle.  That  will  be  the  plea — "  save 
the  steamt^hlp  companies  from  these  fines,  from  paying  bei-uu.He 
the  owners  are  innocent."  If  we  would  assess  these  fines 
against  the  steamship  companies  and  enforce  them,  the  owners 
will  see  that  their  crews  are  searched  before  they  come  on  board. 
They  wUl  see  that  boats  do  not  come  alongside  and  hand  nar- 
cotics through  portholes  when  in  an  oriental  port.  The  port- 
holes will  be  closed  or  guarded. 

Mr.  President,  this  Is  no  small  matter.  This  is  a  question  as 
to  whether  we  are  really  sincere  In  our  desire  to  enforce  the 
laws  against  the  importation  of  narcotics  into  our  country. 
Here  we  have  the  opportunity  of  striking  another  blow.  The 
House  has  struck  a  blow.  It  Is  merely  required  of  us  that  we 
strike  another  blow  on  top  of  that  one  to  help  prevent  this 
horrid  thing  being  continued. 

Mr,  President,  I  sincerely  trust  that  the  United  States  Senate 
will  not  sound  a  note  of  retreat  by  striking  down  the  House 
provision — simply  another  anchor  to  leeward  in  our  efforts  to 
destroy  the  illegal  traffic  in  narcotics  in  this  country. 

I  ask  permission  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  my  remarks 
a  statement  showing  the  penalties  imposed  upon  masters  of  the 
Dollar  Line  vessels  as  the  results  of  the  seizure  of  unmanifested 
narcotics  since  January  1,  1925. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Rxxx>ko.  as  follows: 

Penalties  imposed  upon  mattert  of  Dollar  Une  re««eto  aa  a  rrtult  of 
the  teieure  of  unmanifested  narcotic*  tinet  January  tl,  JSi5 


Steamship 


President  Adams... 

Do 

President  Cleveland 

Do 

Do 

President  Garfield.. 
President  Urant 

Do 

President  Harrison.. 

Do 

President  Has-es 

President  Jackson... 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

President  Jefferson.. 
President  Lincoln... 

Do 

Do 

Do 


Date  of 

seizure 


Apr. 

Jan. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

Nfay 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

July 

Oct. 

Aug. 

July 

Nov. 

May 

Mar. 

Sept. 

Jan. 

Mar. 

May 

June 

Apr. 

Nov. 


22.1925 

20,1925 

10,1926 

39,1928 

19, 1925 

20,  1924 

19,  1924 

17,1928 

18,1924 

%19X 

1&,192( 

4,192S 

1,1926 

4,1925 

12,1928 

2,1927 

1^1928 

24,192S 

22,1925 

30,1926 

29,1926 

17,1930 


r«rt 


Borton,  Mttsf 

Lo8.\ngeles,  Calif.... 
San  Fraocisoo,  Calif.. 

Honolulu,  Hawaii 

flan  Francisco,  Calif.. 
Los  Anreles,  Calif.... 

BeaUle,  Wash 

....do 

New  York.  N.  Y 

do 


Honolulu,  Hawaii 

Ran  Francisco,  Calif. 

Keattle,  Woah 

Honolulu,  Hawaii 

San  Francisco,  Calif. 
Honolulu,  Hawaii  ... 
San  Francijoo,  Calif.. 


Penalty 


$I,S42  28 

1.  7M.  00 

41,  <e2.  fiO 

"zeo 

1,338.05 
100  00 

loaoo 

930  00 

25  00 

399,  7M.  00 

4,000.00 

120  00 

M.00 

17,  fiOO.  00 

7,875.00 

33,340.33 

450.00 

uaoo 

M.00 

12,825.00 

812.50 

S&OO 


Miti- 
gated 
penalty 


t2oaoo 

0) 

fioaoo 

25.00 
300  00 

25.00 
(') 
100  00 

8 

4oaoo 

25.00 

0} 

soaoo 
soaoo 

1,000.00 
.W  00 

5a  00 

1,000.00 

(') 

CI 


•Kemittwl. 

*  Pending;  proposed  revision  to  $7,500;  not  paid. 


I-- 


f- 


m 


1. ; 


S- 
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teixure  of  mnmanifefted  narcotict  tince  Januaiy  tl.  IMS — Contd. 


fiteamshlp 

Date  of 

seizure 

Port 

Peokltr 

Miti- 
gated 
penalty 

Ttwlitoiil  Msdtsoo 

Apr.   2Z192,-. 
Jane  17,  I93B 
Feb    IZ  1»7 
Mar    17,1925 
.Mar    12.1934 
Nov     7. 192« 
Sept    16,1987 
July      9,  r<2J 
Jan.      3. 192* 
1  June  10. 1'>2'i 
1  Apr.     1. 1U25 
Mar    24.  rJ2« 
July    14.1937 
Nov.    a.  1928 

Seattle,  Wash 

$157.30 

30.00 

787.50 

I.aoaoo 

62.50 

TUflOO 

16,061.00 

45,000.00 

3.000  00 

45.00 

50  00 

175.00 

146. 961. » 

341.00 

$25.00 

D* 

D* 

PrMident.^IcKintoy- 

Do     

Do 

do 

do 

.    ;!do.'.""!l""~I" 

do        

f) 

15a  00 

150  00 
25.00 
.50.00 

Do 

Do 

Honolulu.  Hawaii 

Seattle.  Wash 

600  00 
500  00 

President  Pierce 

Pr«wd«it  Tmtt 

Do 

Do 

.  -do.  ^      

Honolulu,  Hawaii 

do..  

::ian  Francieoo,  CtiU 

do _-. 

i do 

325.00 

(') 
3S.00 
25.00 

Do            

PraNtdent  Witaoii.... 

(') 
100  00 

7flO.502.36 

e.ft.'io  00 

I  Rtmitted. 

'  Pending 

Total  violations,  37:  total  remissions.  10:  percentage  ot  flnee  paid.  0.87  par  cent. 
D*Har  stemmthif  Co.   violntiont  and  fine*  as^emted  to  varioua  mattert 


Steamship 

Maater 

Date  seirur* 

Fin. 

Amount 
paid 

President  Jarkaon 

J.  Grifflth. 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

July     4, 1925 
Nov     1,1925 
May    4. 1925 
Mar.  12,1908 
Sept.    2,1927 
Jan.    12.1928 

May  22. 1925 
June  30.1936 
Apr.   20.1925 
Nov.  17,1926 

May  17. 1925 
Mar.  a  1920 
Nov.    7,1936 
MeM.  16. 1927 
July     9. 1926 

June  la  1923 
Apr.     1, 1925 
Mar.  M.  1926 
July   14.1927 

$120.00 

64.00 

17.600  00 

7.B7\0O 

33.346.33 

450.00 

$25.00 

r>o 

Do 

Do 

l>o 

Do 

0) 

500.00 

oOO.OO 

1.000.00 

50  00 

H.  L.  Jones 

do 

*>.„ 

—  .do 

A.  O.  Lustie.... 
do 

50.355.33 

2.075.00 

Presiilcnt  Lincoln 

Do 

Do 

Do 

.S4.00 
32.X2S.00 

812.50 
85.00 

l.UOOOO 

(') 

33. 776.  50 

1.000.00 

President  .McKinley 

Oo  

1.200  00 

02.50 

280  00 

16. 801.  00 

45.ooaoo 

isaoo 

25.00 

Do 

Do „ 

Do 

do 

do 

do 

50.00 
800.00 
500  00 

C.  M Cochrane. 

Hwry  Wallis... 

C.  M.  Cocbraoe. 

...    do  .     

63. 208.50 

1,325.00 

Presiilent  Tmfl 

Do     

45.00 

saoo 

175.00 
140,961.20 

25.00 

Do 

Do. ........... — 

25.00 

147.  2SL  10 

aaoo 

)  Remitted, 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Preiddent.  It  was  not  my  intention  to 
Kpcak  At  all  upon  tbln  RUhJect  or  to  advert  to  fhe  ameiidment 
thai  ha.t  been  Ktibmitted  here  by  the  Finance  Committee,  but 
becitane  .•mi  mach  has  been  said  etinoemlng  uhlpownera  generally 
and  the  wrons  that  may  be  dune  them  If  the  amendment,  as 
pre><ented  by  the  House,  shall  be  adopted,  I  want  to  make  Just 
a  brief  Mtat(>ment  In  remponse  to  the  argument  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon   [Mr.  Smwis]. 

The  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  if  It  be  carried  to 
ItM  lotrU-al  codcIu-mIou.  would  eUiniuate  any  |)ortion  of  the  c-on- 
troverte*!  section,  for  If  it  be  true  that  under  this  section  a  gross 
wrong  may  be  done  the  owner  of  a  ship,  it  Is  equally  true  that 
under  the  like  proTlsion  a  gross  wrong  muy  be  done  the  master 
of  the  veHsel.  If  we  see  fit  to  relieve  the  owner  of  the  vessel, 
we  «>ught.  in  equal  Justice,  to  relieve  the  master  of  the  vessel, 
and  if  it  t>e  true,  sir,  that  a  wrong  is  done  a  re«*sel  which  is  a 
common  carrier  under  the  provisions  of  this  proposed  law,  the 
lik«>  wrong  is  done  under  its  provisions  to  a  vessel  that  is  not 
a  common  carrier ;  and  if  we  relieve  the  common  carrier  of  the 
drastic  provisions  of  the  proposed  law,  we  ought  to  relieve  the 
veM*el  that  is  not  a  common  carrier  from  its  drastic  provisions. 
S<i  that  if  there  be  merit  at  all  In  the  argument  that  is  pre- 
.st»ntetl  by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Oregon  (Mr.  Stkiwkb],  the 
entire  se<'tiou,  drastic  in  character,  should  be  wholly  eliminated 
in  regard  to  all  parties,  for  the  difference  in  the  liability  of 
the  master  and  the  liability  of  the  owner  is  a  difference  only  in 
degree  and  the  difference  in  character  of  the  application  of  the 
lurovisions  of  the  proposed  law  to  a  vessel  which  is  not  a  com- 
m<»n  carrier  and  to  a  ve^jsei  which  is  a  common  carrier  is,  after 
all.  a  difference  only  in  degree. 
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We  deal,  sir.  here  with  one  of  the  most  devastating  and 
dejenerating  of  human  practices;  we  deal  with  something  which 
it  Is  absolutely  es.<entiai  we  deal  with  drastically  if  we  are  to 
remedy  existing  conditions  at  all.  Therefore,  it  is  not  nu 
unusual  tiling  that  we  should,  dealing  drastically  with  this 
derastating  and  degenerating  situation,  touch  wherever  we  can 
th)se  who  may  be  in  control  or  those  who  may  be  able  to  aid, 
and  touch  them  in  the  oi»ly  place  It  is  possible  to  touch  them — 
in  the  properties  wherein  or  whereon  the  wrong  is  done,  and 
ul  imately  in  their  pocketboolis. 

I  ajjree.  of  course,  with  what  has  been  said  by  tlie  Junior 
Senator  from  Oregon,  that  there  is  no  disposition  upon  the  part 
of  anybody  to  work  a  liardship  or  wronp  upou  tiie  owner  of  any 
vessel  or  upt»n  any  individual  who  innocently  may  be  concerned 
in  tliis  horrible  traffic,  or  who  may  liave  Ijecome  eumeslied  or 
eritaupled  innocently  in  this  horriltle  traflic;  but  e.xi)erience 
hiis  taught  that  we  can  only  deal  with  tliLs  awful  traffic  that 
is  go  ruinous  to  human  beings  by  t»>uching  every  conceivable 
spring  of  activity  from  which  the  wrong  may  flow.  In  the  light 
of  experience,  I  am  unable  to  shetl  any  tears  at  all  at  the 
'Mwful  wrong"  which  mi^ht  be  done  the  owners  of  vessels 
Ul  der  the  provisions  of  the  proposed  law  or  the  fines  which 
m  ght  be  imposed. 

I  have  in  my  hand  a  little  statement  of  the  customs  narcotics 
activities  sliowing  in  one  column  the  fines  which  have  been  im- 
pt  sed  iii>on  vesiicls  upon  which  smuggled  goods  or  narct^tics  were 
found,  and  in  the  next  column  the  reduction  of  the  flues  which 
W're  imiK)se<l  upon  those  ves.sels.  A  comparison  oT  the  two 
wiuld  indicate  that  we  need  shed  no  tears  and  wa.ste  no 
time  upon  tlie  wrongs  or  the  outrages  that  may  be  perpetrated 
aj  ainst  the  owners  of  vessels  because  of  the  fines  which  have 
b<en  irap«ised  on  vessehs  which  liave  brought  narcotic^  Into  this 
c-<j  untry. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  and  Mr.  STEIWER  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yipld;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  .JOHNSON.     I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Hy  what  court  were  those  fines  imposed? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  They  were  imposed  under  the  law  by  the 
ciistoms  authorities.  Applications  for  adjustments  were  then 
miide  to  the  Treasury  Department  l)y  the  shipowners  who  thus 
wjre  fined,  and  the  result  I  will  present  to  the  Senator.  I  now 
yipld  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Am  I  to  understand  the  Senator  from  Call- 
f«imla  to  say  that  in  the  cases  which  he  is  about  to  cite  to  the 
S<  nate  the  fines  were,  in  fact.  imi)ose<l  Uf)on  the  .»<hlps  or  upon 
tlip  shiiiowners?  Is  it  not  true  that  tliey  were  imposed  upon 
tl^  captains? 

The  fines  were  imposed  on  the  lines  or  the 


Mr.  .JOHNSON 
si  ips  in  c]uesti(»n. 
Mr.  STEIWER 
Mr.  JOHNSON 


Under  what  law.  If  I  may  ask  the  Senator? 
I  am  not  p«Tfectly  clear  as  to  what  particu- 
lafa*  section,  but  It  wa.H  under  what  is  termed  "  the  Miller-Jonen 
A't"  Is  the  Junior  Senator  from  Oregon  familiar  with  that 
a^t? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  am,  to  some  extent,  familiar  with  that  act, 
aid  I  am  assuming  if.  under  the  law,  any  fine  was  imposed 
\i\*on  a  vessel.  It  whs  a  common  carrier? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Let  us  assume  what  the  Senator  pleases  in 
tl  at  reganl ;  whether  they  were  iini^oseil  upon  the  vessels  or 
Ujion  individuals  or  upon  the  man  In  control  or  the  captain 
oi  anyone  else,  the  fines  were  Imposed.  The  S<Miator  will  recall 
tl  at  his  argument  was  what  a  dreadful  thing  It  would  be  If  the 
ci  ptain  or  the  owner  of  ,1  ship  3,<X)0  miles  away  should  l)e 
n  quired  to  make  his  application  to  Washington  and  there  l»e 
heard  concerning  that  apiilication  and  the  wrong  that  might 
b<>  done.  I  am  endeavoring  to  demonstrate  to  the  Senator  that 
under  such  circumstances  experience  has  proven  that  no  wrong 
has  been  done  and  that  none  will  l>e  done. 

Mr.  .STEIWER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  California 
fc  rther  vield  to  the  Senator  from  Oreg«m? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  .STEIWER.  May  I  state  to  the  Senator  that  If  the  fine 
w»re.  in  fact,  imposed  upon  the  ship  or  upon  the  owner  of  the 
slip,  there  would  be  force  In  the  Senator's  contention,  but  if. 
in  fact,  as  I  take  it  to  be  the  truth,  the  fines  were  Imposetl 
u»on  an  employee — that  is,  an  employee  who  was  not  financially 
responsible — that  would  account,  in  fact  I  think  It  does  ac- 
re unt,  for  the  reduction,  and  a  most  $'ubstantial  reduction,  in 
those  finee? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    By  no  means. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  If  I  am  wrong  about  that,  I  should  be 
1^  Id  to  be  set  right  by  the  Senator. 


V 


Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  am  perfecOy  saU.sfled  that  the  Senator  is 
in  error;  that  the  applications  were  made  to  the  Treasury 
Department  upon  the  theory  that  he  has  advanced;  but  they 
were  made  becatise  there  was  a  lack  of  negligence  or  because 
the  particular  Individual,  the  owner  or  the  captain,  as  the  case 
might  Ik?,  was  innocent,  and  that,  therefore,  Uiere  should  be  a 
remission  of  the  flue. 

IvCt  nre  digress  for  a  moment  to  refer  to  a  strange  case  which 
occurred  in  the  city  of  San  Francisco  about  60  days  ago.  Sen- 
ators will  understand  something  of  the  Importance  of  this  sul>- 
Ject  when  I  tell  them  the  value  of  what  was  seized.  The  vlc-e 
consul  of  an  oriental  countrj' — of  China,  to  give  the  name — 
and  his  wife  came  Into  the  port,  and  In  some  fashion  suspicion 
was  arou;^^HKl.  Tliere  was  a  detention  of  their  baggage,  which 
had  been  permitted  to  come  in  under  a  diplomatic  immunity, 
but  when  a  search  ultimately  was  made  by  the  Federal  officers 
In  that  baggage  was  discovered  $600,000  worth  of  opium.  On 
sonre  sort  of  theory,  with  which  I  am  not  wholly  familiar,  I 
think  the  Department  of  Justice  sent  them  back  to  China  for 
trial,  but,  at  any  rate,  In  the  baggage  which  these  peojde  bad 
$0)00,000  worth  of  opium  was  found. 

The  statement  table  which  I  have  before  me  shows  that  on 
January  10,  1923,  from  the  President  Wilgoti  20  bottles  of 
co<'aine  and  14  tins  of  opium  were  taken  and  a  local  fine  imposed 
of  $2,4,'>6.  The  fine  was  retluced  to  $500  Without  reading  the 
entire  list,  I  turn  to  one  of  the  very  flagrant  ca.ses  with  which 
we  in  the  West  became  familiar,  that  of  the  President  Taft. 
From  that  vessel  on  July  14,  1927,  890  tins  of  opium  were  seized 
and  a  fine  Imposed  of  $146,650.  After  representations  had  been 
made  to  the  apprc^riate  authorities,  however,  the  fine  was 
reduced  to  $3,000. 

The  total  fines  which  were  inrposed  during  the  period  of  this 
record  amounted  to  $806,210.  The  total  amount  to  which  the 
fines  were  reduced  was  $15,183.  So,  in  this  one  port,  according 
to  the  list  which  I  have,  $608,000  worth  of  fines  were  Ini|)Osed, 
while  the  total  sum  to  which  they  were  reduced  was  $15,000. 
It  Is  not  very  obvious,  therefore,  that  gross  injustice  will  hap- 
pen, Is  it,  where  fines  have  l)een  imposed  or  where  they  may  be 
Imposed  In  the  future? 

Furthermore,  as  I  read  this  bill  It  subsequently  gives  the  full- 
est opportunity  for  appeals  by  any  individual  who  may  be 
affected  and  for  tlie  righting  of  any  wrong  whidi  may  be  done. 
I  have  not  read  the  bill  with  the  particularity  which  I  intend  to 
devote  to  It,  but  as  I  read  section  618,  entitled  "  Remission  or 
mitigation  of  praaltles "— and,  of  course,  I  would  be  glad  to 
have  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  or  the  Senator  from  Utah 
correct  me  If  I  am  wrong — that  section  speclflcally  provides 
that  If  any  injustice  be  done  or  If  any  party  feel  himself  ag- 
grieved he  may  app<>al  and  that  appeal  will  be  heard,  and 
justice  then  will  be  done.  Under  this  section  the  Secretary  of 
tlie  Treasury  Is  enabled  not  only  to  ascertain  the  facts  but  to 
"issue  a  commission  to  any  customs  agent,  collector,  judge  of 
the  United  States  Customs  Court,  or  United  States  commissioner, 
to  take  testimony  upon  sucli  petition."  And  when  that  testi- 
mony shall  have  been  taken  by  the  ofliclal  to  whom  the  com- 
mlssloD  was  issued  ultimately  the  fine  may  be  remitted  or 
modified. 

Accordingly  under  these  circumstances,  sir,  I  can  not  see  that 
there  is  the  slightest  possibility  of  any  wrong  being  done  to  any 
individual  or  to  the  owner  of  any  vessels  ujwn  the  high  seas. 
I  see  only  in  the  Hou.se  provision  additional  precautions  to 
prevent  a  growing  evil,  an  evil  which  must  be  stamped  out 
at  all  hazards  if  the  human  race  is  to  be  preserved.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  the  provision  as  found  in  tlie  House  bill  will  be 
retained. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  subsequently  said :  Mr.  President,  as  a  part  of 
the  desultory  remarks  in  which  I  indulged,  I  a^  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  In  the  Rboobd  the  table  to  which  I 
adverted. 

The   VICE   PRESIDENT.    Without    objection.   It   is  or- 

dered. 

The  table  referred  to  Is  as  follows : 

Cuttoms'  narcotiot   actitfUiea  $mmmarieed—F*nea   omt    from   t«M^»   to 

$15,tSS,  record  thoio* 

Here  la  a  rammary  of  the  activities  of  the  cnstoma  offloes  ctnce  Jan- 
uary, 1923,  in  attempting  to  prevent  tJi«  atBOggllns  of  narcotlea  Into 
San  PranriMo. 

It  abows  tb«  date  of  aelsarea  and  arreata,  the  valoe  of  th«  ooatra- 
brand  In  the  foreign  couotriea  from  which  it  came,  the  flnea  levied 
nutomatlcally  under  the  MlUer-Jonea  law  by  local  officials  and  the  flnea 
finally  paid  after  "  adjaatmcnta  "  ky  automa  olDclals  In  Waahington. 


Date 

Ship 

Dopeaeiced 

For- 
eipi 
value 

fine 

Fine 
re- 
duced 
t<>— 

Ar- 
rests 

Con- 
vJo- 
tkau 

Jan.    10,1923 

Jan.      0, 1923 
Jan.    2»,  1923 

July    18,1923 
Aug.  1.M923 
Oct.      8. 1923 
Oct.    Ifi.  1923 
Nov.    7, 1SI23 
Jan.      3, 1924 
Julv    Ifi,  1924 
Nov.  15,1924 
Mar.  14.1925 

Do 

May     1,1925 
July     1, 1925 
Aug.  12,1936 
Dec.   23,1926 
July    14.1927 
Sept.  13,1927 
Aug.  30, 1928 

President  Wilson. 

Skiou  Maru 

President  Taft.... 

Presldont  Pierce.. 

Taiyo  Maru 

Shinyo  Maru 

Siberia  Maru 

Taiyo  Mani 

President  Taft 

President  Lincoln 

President  Taft 

President  Cleve- 
land. 
West  Chopaka... 

Korea  Maru 

President  Lincoln 
President  Taft..  . 

Veneiuela 

Presi-lent  Taft.... 
Baltuiiore  Maru.. 
President  Lincoln 

Total  ships  (20).. 

20  bottles  co- 
caine. 
Il4  tins  opium. 
M  tins  opium.. 
131     packages 

cocaine. 
11  Jars  opium.. 
92  tin.-!  opium. - 
124  tiu.sopiiun 
136  tin-s  opium 
087  tins  opium. 
115  tins  opium 
753  tin.s  opium 
ISl  tins  opium. 
250  tins  opium. 

119  tins  opium. 
38S  tins  opium. 
197  tins  opium. 
2  tins  opium.. 
6  tins  opium. . 
880  tins  opium. 
1  tin  opium... 
do 



i«.45«   $2,450 

4.512     4.512 
950,        960 

19s|        981 
3,017]  l.S.ORK 

4,00:1  ai.:«.s 
4, 4fiffl  22,  *10 

22,22S|111.  143 
75'.1     3, 77.') 

24.  70l>  IS,  500 
5,S40;  2U,6M 
8,312*  41,.S62 

3,956,  19,783 

0,2101  31,050 

6,  fA5i  32,  S25 

66;        333 

200!     1,000 

29,  330  140,  ft50 

33         IM 

33         IW 

$500 

2,000 
150 

2&0 
1,5001 
2,000 

].!<na 
:w 
100 

500 
500 
500 

500 
100 

1,000 

333 
100 
3.000 
150 
(') 

1 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

" 

1 

0 

1 

0 
0 

1 

0 

1 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 

1 

0 
0 

127,978 

008, 2101.%  183 

1 

i 

1 

■  Pending. 

NoTK.— 13  of  the  above  vearals  are  American,  and  they  carry  Thlnese  crew  either 
In  the  steward's  department  or  altogether  except  officers  or  officials. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  a 
vote  l»e  taken  on  the  amendment  at  not  later  than  12  o'clock  on 
Monday  next. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  I  object  to  that.  I  suggest  to 
the  Senator  that  he  make  the  hour  1  o'clock. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    We  will  meet  at  11  o'clock  on  Monday. 

Mr.  HOWELL.    I  realize  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Very  well.  Then  I  will  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  a  vote  be  taken  not  later  than  1  o'dock  on  Monday  next. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Uuh  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MrKELI>AR.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  to  have  a  state- 
ment printed  In  the  Record. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  several  Senators  have  nskefl  me 
to  have  printed  in  the  Rjecobo  a  list  of  commoditien  with  re- 
spect to  which  the  President  has  proclaimed  s<licdnleH  and 
duties  under  the  provisions  of  section  315  of  the  tariff  act  of 
1022.  I  submit  the  list,  Mr.  President,  and  ask  that  It  muy  be 
printed  in  the  Riccobd. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand,  during  the 
seven  or  more  years  since  the  enactment  of  the  last  tariff  act 
there  have  been  37  changes,  32  increases  and  5  decreases,  made 
by  the  President  under  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  law, 
as  it  is  commonly  known? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  table  shows  that  to  be  the  fact. 

The  VI<:E  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  obJecUon  to  the  list  being 
printed  in  the  Recobo? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was  ordered  to  be  printed  In 
the  Reooko,  as  follows: 

UlfinS)    8TATBS    TASIVT    COMMIRatON, 

OFFICB  or  TBS  Hrtijctabt, 

^^'<uh^ngton. 

Utit  of  tuhf«eta  with  renpert  to  which  the  Pretidtmt  h4ia  pn>cUiimrd 
ohon^fet  in  dutioa,  under  the  frovUione  of  oeotion  an  of  the  tariff 
act  of  J9tt 


Artide 


Wheat 

Flour,  ■emoHna,  etc 
MUlhedB,  bran,  etc 

Sodhmi  nitrite 

Barium  dioxide 


Chance  In  doty 


locraaaad  from  30  oenta  to  42 

cents  per  buihel  of  60  pounds. 
Ineraaaed  from  78  oenta  to  $1.04 

per  100  pounds. 
Decreaaea  from  16  per  cent  to 

7H  per  e«it  ad  valorem, 
loereaaed  from  3  cents  to  4H 

oenta  per  pound. 
Incnaaed  tnm  4  oants  to  <  oanta 

par  pound. 


Date  of  proc- 
lamation 


Mar.    7.1934 


May    «,1«M 
May  »,tM4 


Bffertlve 
date  of 
chansi 


Apr.     ^  1994 

June    5, 1924 
Jnoe  M.1924 


■/ 
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IA$t  of  tubftrtt  teitk  rrgp^t   to   ychich   the  Prrtident   Han   proolmkmet 
chnngn  in  dMttc«.  etc. — Continued 


Artid* 


Diethythkrbitnric 
iicid  ivffonal). 

OxhIIc  5oid   

Pota.Hsium  chlorate . 

Bobwhitc  (ytsiX 

Tiuimet«r9 


Change  in  duty 


Dst«  of  proc- 
lamation 


Men's  wweti  straw 


Butter 

Print  rollers. 


PuiDthrush     hao- 
dlrs. 

Mrthanol  (methyl. 

or  wood,  alrohol) . 

(lotf  leef 


Pig  tron. 


Kminenthaler  type 

HwLss  cbeeee. 


CT«»yHrarid. 


riMaU... 


Crude  macneift*. 


Caustic  calcined 
macneaite. 

Cherries,    lul- 

phured.     or     in 

Irme,     stemmed 

or  pitted. 
Kac    ru9,    cotton 

(hit-and-miss 

typa) 
Bahiini  rartwnate, 

precipitated. 
Sodium  siUco-ffuor- 

ide. 

Fluor^Mr 


Potassium  permaa- 

(unale. 
Ooioos 


CaJt  polished  plate 
glass,  Onished  or 
unfintahed,  aad 
onsilveied. 


Peanuts,  not  sbelM 
and  shelled. 


Whole  egis.  en 
yolk,  and  en  al- 
buraen:  tnua  or 
otherwise  pre- 
par«^  or  pre- 
served, ana  aot 
specially  pro- 
vided kr. 

Flaueed. 

Milk.  IVeah 

Cieam.. 


Incrr<kS(>d  duty  (2ft  per  Cfnt  ad 
valoTfrn)  transferred  to  .Kmeri- 
CHo  .««llinf{  price 
Incrr.ift-d  from  4  cents  to  6  cents 

per  pound. 
Increaw*!  from  m  cents  to  2H 

crnts  per  pound. 

Derrea-ied  from  50  to  25  cents 

each  (valued  at  $5  or  less  each) . 

Increased  from  $3  each  plus  4S 

per  cent  ;mJ  valorem  on  foreiifn 

ratuc  to  S3  each  plus  27  1  per 

cent  on.Kmencan  sellinR  price. 

Incretised  from  60  pwr  cent  ad 

vaJorem   to   »*   per   cent    ad 

ralorem   on   hats   valued   at 

10. SO  or  less  per  dozen. 

Incrf«9e<l  from  %  cents  to  1 2  cents 

\wt  pound. 
Increased  from  00  per  c«nt  ad 
valorem   to   72  per  cent    ad 
valorem. 
Decreased  from  33Vi  per  cent  a*! 
valorem  to  \^%  per  cent  od 
valorem. 
Increaje'i  from   12  oenu  to  18 

cents  li  gallon . 
Increased  from  M  cents  to  82^ 
oenU  per  100  on  leaves  not  ax- 
eeeding  in  size  3H  by  3% 
inches,  and  on  larger  leaves  in 
proportion. 
Increased  from  7S  oenU  to  $1 . 1 24 

per  ton. 
Increased  from  .^  rents  per  pound 
but  rot  less  thnn  25  per  cent 
atl  vaJorem,  to  7W  rents  per 
pound,  but  not  le^s  than  37^ 
per  cent  ad  valorem. 
Decreased  from  40  per  rent  ad 
valorem  and  7  cents  per  pound, 
based    on    American    selling 
pxice  to  20  per  cent  ad  valorem 
and  iM  cents  per  pound,  based 
on  American  selling  prii* 
Decreased  from  40  («r  cent  ad 
valorem  and  7  reats  \i«t  i>ound 
based    on    Americ^tn    .-filing 
price  to  30  per  cent  ad  viJorem 
and  ah  cents  per  poun<l  based 
on  American  selling  price. 
Iixnased  from  ^1«  or  t  rent  par 
pound  to  '^31  of  1  cent  per 
pound. 
Increased  from  H  of  1  cent  per 
pound  to  >^«  of  1  cent  per 
pound. 
Increased  from  2  cents  to  3  cents 
per  pound. 


Increased  duty  (35  per  cent  ad 
valorem'  tran.<»feTred  to  .\meri- 
txa  selling  price. 

Increased  from  1  cent  to  l  \\  cents 
per  pound. 

IncreKsed  duty  Cin  per  rent  ad- 
valorem)  transferred  to  Ameri- 
can selling  price. 

Increased  from  $5.60  per  ton  to 
iB.40  per  ton  on  fluorspar  con- 
taining not  more  than  *J3  per 
oeot  of  calcium  fluoride. 

Increased  from  4  cents  to  6  oects 
per  pound. 

Increased  from  1  cent  to  1.4  cents 
per  pound. 

Increased  from  12<i  cents  to  16 
cents  per  square  foot  on  sises 
net  exceeding  384  square 
inches;  15  c«snts  to  19  cents  per 
•quare  foot  on  sixes  above  384 
square  inches  and  not  excced- 
Injg  720  square  inches;  n\% 
cents  to  22  cents  per  square 
foot  on  siaes  above  720  square 


Nov.  14, 1934 

Dec  29,1934 

Apr.  11,1925 

Oct.  S.1935 

Dec.  12.1929 

Feb.   12.1936 

Mar.    6,1936 
June  21.1928 

Oct.    14.1938 

Not.  37, 1938 
Feb.  33,1997 

do 

June    8^1937 

July   30,1937 


Effective 
date  of 
change 


Oct.    31.1927 


Nov.  iai937 


Nov.  39, 1924 

Jan.  28,1925 
May  11.1925 
Nov.  3;  1925 
Dee.  27.1925 

Mar.  14, 1936 

Apr.  8.M36 
July   21.1936 

Nov.  13. 1936 

Dea  27,1936 
Mar.  3S,  1937 

Da 

July     i,  1937 

Aug.  19,19r 


Nov.  JO,  1027 


Dec.   iai027 


Dec.     3.  tor     Jan.      2.192S 


Feb.   13.1928 


Mar. 
Aug. 


38^1928 
81,1938 


Feb.   38.1028 


Oct.    17.1928 


Apr. 

Sept. 


25,1028 
15,1028 


Nov.  IC.  1028 


Nov. 

1M028 

Dee. 

16,1928 

Dec 

22.1938 

Jan. 

21.1020 

Jan. 

17,1929 

Feb. 

1M029 

Increased  from  S  cents  to  iM 
ocats  per  pound  on  peanuts, 
aot  shellea;  4  cents  to  6  cents 
per  pMmd  on  peanuts,  shslled. 

Increased  from  6  cents  to  7Vi 
ceats  per  pound. 


IncrtMed  from  40  cents  to  58 
oenu  per  bushel  of  56  pounds. 

laereaaed  from  2Mi  eenU  to  39i 
osDts  per  gallon. 

Imraaaed  tram  X  cents  to  SO 
eents  per  gallon. 


Jan.    UII939 


Feb.  satSOt 


May  lintt 


...dOL.. 


Feb.  18^1939 


Mar.  2%  1920 


Xm  It.lM» 
Dab 


Liit 


W  ndow  glass  (cyi- 
i  Oder,  crown,  and 
I  beet  glass,  un- 
liolished). 


Lliseed  or  flaxseed 
•U. 


RIXESS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  tlie  Senate  take  a  recess  until  11 
o'[;luck  a.  m.  on  Monday  next. 

The  motion  was  ngreed  to;  and  (at  2  o'clock  and  30  minutes 

m.)  the  Senate  took  a  rec-es.s.  the  recess  being,  under  the 
oilier  previously  entered,  to  Monday,  September  23,  1929,  at  11 

:lock  a.  m. 


Septembek  23 


of  tubjectt   icith  rrspect   to   which   the  Prexid^nt   has   proclaimed 
changet  in  duties,  etc. — Continued 


Article 


Change  in  duty 


Increased  from  iVi  cents  to  Vi 
cents  per  pound  on  sizes  not 
exceeding  ISO  .square  incheo; 
IH  cents  to  2M«  cents  per 
pound  on  sites  above  150 
square  inches  and  not  exceed- 
ing 3S4  square  inches:  IH 
cents  to  2'yU  cents  \wt  pound 
on  si7«  above  384  square 
inches  and  not  exree^linft  720 
square  iuches;  1^4  cents  to  2H 
cents  i>er  pouml  on  sizes  above 
720  sijuare  inches  and  not  ex- 
ceeding 864  square  inches;  2 
cents  to  3  cents  per  pound  on 
sixes  al-ove  8<M  square  inches 
and  not  exceeding  1,200  square 
inches;  2^  cents  to  3^  rents 
per  pound  on  sizes  above  1,200 
square  inches  and  not  exceed- 
ing 2,400  square  inches;  2H 
cents  to  3?i  cents  fier  pound 
on  sizes  above  2,400  square 
inches. 

Increased  from  3.3  cents  to  3.7 
cents  [«r  pound. 


Date  of  proc- 
lamation 


EfTective 
date  of 
change 


May  14,  1929 


June  25,1020 


June  13,  1920 


July    25,1029 


SENATE 

Monday,  Septeinher  23,  1929 

(LegMntive  day  of  Monday,  September  9,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
r^'ess. 

THE  JOirK.VAL 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Journal  for  the  calendar  days  of  Septemlier  16  to  Seiitember 
2\,  inclusive,  be  approved. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

ARLINGTON  MEMOBIAI.  BRIDGE 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  comraunica- 
tij>n  from  the  executive  and  disbursing  oflBcer  of  the  Arlington 

omorial  Bridge  Commission,  repf)rting  on  the  operations  of 
the  commission  for  the  month  of  August,  1929,  which  was  ordered 
t4  lie  on  the  taWe. 

CORN,  CANNED  TOlCaTOES,   AND  TOMATO  PASTE 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communica- 
tii>n  from  the  chairman  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission 
(  n  further  response  to  Senate  Resolution  60,  of  May  16,  1929. 
n  la  tire  to  sugar  and  other  production  costs),  transmitting 
c<ipies  of  reports  of  the  commission  on  com  or  maize  and  canned 
tc  matoes  and  tomato  paste,  which,  with  the  accompanying 
papers,  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

CAUL  or  THE  R(HX 

Mr.  JONES.     Mr.  President  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  calletl  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 
Ai  hurst 
Bi  rkley 
Bhck 
HI  nine 
Bli-aae 
B^rab 

tton 
Bliock 
Bi  ookhart 
Bi  Dussard 
Cipper 
Caraway 
Co  anally 
Ccuiens 
Cttttlnf 
Dilo 
D«Deea 
Dil 


Fletcher 

Fraxler 

George 

Gillett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Goir 

GuidtiboroiiRta 

Gould 

(ireene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrlsoa 

Hastings 

Hnwes 

Hayden 

Uebert 

Heflin 

HoweU 

Johnson 

ioaea 


Koan 

Kendrick 

Ke.vea 

La  Follette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Pntter.^on 

Pbipps 

Pine 

Pitt  man 

Ransdell 

lieed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Bobinson,  Ind. 

Bnckett 


Schall 

Sheppard 

SliortridKe 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Bteck 

Stoiwer 

Swunson 

ThomaH,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Trammell 

T.vdinK.s 

Vandenberg 

Waener 

Walsh,  Mafia. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wheeler 
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saw 


Mr.  OOFF.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Hatfteld]  is  necessarily 
absent  from  the  Senate  to-day,  but  will  be  here  to-morrow.  I 
would  like  to  have  this  announcement  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  FESS.  1  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr.  BurtonI  Is 
iletained  from  the  Senate  ou  account  of  illness.  I  will  allow 
this  statement  to  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SCBLVLL.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Shipstead]  Is  absent  owing 
to  illness.     This  announcement  will  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SIIEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]  is  nei-essarlly  detained  from  the 
Senate  by  Illness  in  his  family.  I  will  let  this  announcement 
stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN"r.  Eighty-three  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  Is  present 

PETITIONS    and    MEMORIALS 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana  presented  the  following  joint  memo- 
rial of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Montana,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table: 

UKITH)   STATKS  of   AMKBICAj 

State  of  Montana,  &$: 

1,  W.  E.  Harmon,  secretary  of  state  of  the  State  of  Montana,  do 
hereby  certify  that  the  following:  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  an  act 
entitled  "\  resolution  memoriatixInK  Conjrress  for  the  passatre  of  neces- 
sary k-RlKlation  providing  for  an  increase  of  the  tariff  on  plumbago, 
Ifraphite,  and  graphite  ores,"  enacted  by  the  twenty-flrst  session  of  the 
Leeislative  Assembly  of  tho  State  of  Montana,  and  approved  by  J.  B. 
Erlckson,  governor  of  said  State,  on  the  19tli  day  of  February,  1929. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the 
great  seal  of  said  State. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Helena,  the  capital  of  said  State,  this  2l8t  day 
of  February,  A.  D.  1929. 

[SEAL.]  W.  E.  Harmon, 

Secretary  0/  State. 

Senate  Joint  Memorial  No.  S 
A  resolution  memorializing  Confess  for  the  passage  of  necessary  legis- 
lation providing  for  an  increase  of  the  tariff  on  plumbago,  graphite, 
and  grapliite  ores 
To  the  Honorable  Senate  and  House  of  Rcpresentcttivet  of  the  United 
States  in  Congreta  assembled: 

Whereas  during  the  period  of  the  World  War  great  strides  were  made 
in  the  development  of  graphite  and  graphite  ores,  and  it  appearing 
that  the  following  features  of  the  graphite  industry  conunended  It  to 
tariff  consideration,  to  wit  : 

1.  Importance  of  the  industry  from  the  standpoint  of  military  pre- 
paredness. 

L'.  Desirability  of  the  domestic  supplies  to  Insure  commercial  self- 
sufficiency. 

3.  Abundant  natnral  resources  of  ore  reserves. 

4.  Possibilities  of  developing  larger  stipplies  of  high-grade  ores. 

5.  Definite  progress  made  by  virtue  of  moderate  tariff  protection  dur- 
ing the  past  six  years. 

6.  Assurance  that  adequate  tariff  would  enable  snbstantial  propor- 
tion and  perhaps  all  of  domestic  requirements  to  be  obtained  from 
domestic  mines ;  and 

Whereas  it  appears  that  increased  tarlif  protection  Is  necessary  to 
protect  and  further  the  development  of  mineral  lands  producing  graphite 
and  graphite  ores;  and  it  further  appearing  that  during  the  past  few 
years  under  tariff  protection  many  processes  have  been  discovered  and 
devil  oped  to  a  commercial  stage  for  the  treating,  refining,  and  prepara- 
tion of  said  ores  ;  and 

Whpre.ig  large  sums  of  capital  are  necessary  to  the  development  of 
the  griiphite  Industry  in  general,  and  further  tariff  protection  appearing 
absolutely  essential  and  vital  to  the  further  development  of  said  indus- 
try, and  with  adequate  protection  definitely  assoretl,  the  necessary 
money  appears  available;  and 

Whereas  it  appearing  that  the  graphite  Indtistry  needs  tariff  protec- 
tion in  order  to  survive,  and  it  can  not  develop  untouched  resources 
unless  such  protection  is  sultstantlal.  It  appearing  from  submitted  facts 
that  Ceylon  plumbago  and  Madagascar  flake  graphite  Imports  do,  and 
will  Jeopardise,  and  possibly  destroy  American  production  of  graphite, 
and  further  that  the  present  tariff  rate  upon  such  minerals  is  wholly 
Inadequate  to  afford  proper  protection  and  encourage  future  develop- 
ment and  research  :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Re-ioli-ed  by  the  LegUlative  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Montana,  That 
we  do  hereby  petition  tlie  Congress  of  the  United  States  for  the  passage 
of  necessary  leglHlation,  enacting  a  tariff  schedule,  upon  graphite  of 
all  kinds,  according  to  the  schedule  hereinafter  set  forth  as  a  minimam ; 
and  that  paragraph  213  of  the  present  law,  now  In  force  and  effect, 
known  as  the  Fordnoy- McCumber  Act,  be  amended  to  read  as  fellows: 

"  Graphite  or  plumbago,  crude  or  refined ;  amorphous,  one-half  cent 
per  ponnd :  crystalline  graphite  or  plnmbago ;  lump,  chip,  or  dnst,  4 
rents  per  pound  ;  crystiiiline  flake,  8  cents  per  pound.  As  used  In  this 
paragraph,  the  term  *  crystalline  flake '  means  graphite  or  plumbago, 
which  occurs  disseminated  as  a  relatively  thin  flake  tbrotighout  its  con- 
taining rock,  decompoaed  oc  not,  and  which  may  be,  or  Ium  iweii,  M|^ 


arated   therefrom   by  ordinary   crushin,T,    pulverlatng,   tcreentng.   or  me- 
chanical  concentration  procehs ;  snch  flake  being  made  up  of  a  number  0/ 
parallel  laminae,  which  may  be  aeparated  by  mechanical  means." 
and  that  such  schedule  be  and  become  iaunediutfly  effective  and  opera* 
live  upon  enactment  and  approval ;  be  it  further 

Jtetiolvcd,  That  a  copy  of  this  momorial  be  transmitted  by  th«»  aecre- 
tarj-  of  state  of  the  State  of  Montuna  to  both  Houses  of  the  Nationnl 
Congress  and  to  the  Senators  and  Keprosentatives  in  Congress  fnm 
the  State  of  Montana,  al.^o  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the 
Nation.al  Congress  and  to  .the  Tariff  Commission  thereof  with  the  re- 
quest that  they,  and  each  of  them,  exert  every  effort  within  their  power 
to  bring  about  the  enactment  of  such  tariff  legislation. 

Appmved  by  J.  E.  Krickswn,  governor,  February  19,  191*9. 

Mr.  BLAINE  presented  the  following  joint  resolution  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Wiset>n8in,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Indian  Aifuirs: 

Stati  or  Wisconsin. 
Joint  Resolution  71.  A 
Joint   resolution    memorializing   the   Congress   of  the   Fnltrd   States   to 
provide  adequate   medical   care,   hospital   faeilitl**,  and  education  in 
health  matters  to  the  Indians  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  for  the  pur- 
pose of  remedying  the  pr«>sent  situation 

Whereas  there  are  now  left  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin  only  about 
8,6(X)  Indians;  and 

Whereas  the  yearly  general  death  rate  among  these  Indians  is  nearly 
twice  as  great  as  it  Is  among  the  white  population  ;  and 

Whereas  tuljercuiosis  is  the  cause  of  a  large  portion  of  the  deaths 
among  Indians,  there  occurring  44  deaths  from  tub(>r(  uhmis  in  1020  and 
55  deaths  from  tuberculosis  iu  1927  among  the  Indians,  which  gives  a 
death  rate  of  440  per  100,000  population  in  1920,  and  550  i>er  liK),000 
In  1927,  while  the  death  rate  of  the  white  population  in  this  State  in 
each  of  these  years  was  less  than  C3  per  100,000  population,  which 
means  that  the  tuberculosis  death  rate  of  the  Indians  Is  nearly  eight 
times  as  great  as  is  the  death  rate  from  this  cause  of  the  white  popu- 
lation of  the  State ;  and 

Wlienas  undoubtedly  this  enormous  death  rate  among  the  Indians 
from  tuberculosis  is  largely  due  to  lack  of  knowledge  of  the  fundamental 
principles  of  health  and  sanitation,  Improixr  food,  improper  llou^siug 
conditions,  and  lack  of  medical  care,  owing  to  the  fact  that  there  arc  no 
hospitals  or  institutions  readily  available  to  take  care  of  the  early  cases 
of  tutx'rculo.slB  and  other  types  of  illness;  and 

Whereas  these  conditions  show  that  there  Is  urgent  need  for  the 
following : 

1.  A  sanatorium  of  100  beds  for  the  tubercular,  to  be  located  reason- 
ably centrally,  preferably  in  conjunction  with  the  Government  k<  ho«l  at 
Tomah ;  also  a  general  hospital  at  Tomab  for  Indians  sick  from  various 
causes. 

2.  In  order  to  give  the  needed  medical  care,  a  full  time  physician  at 
Lac  du  FInmbeau,  a  public-health  nurse  at  Keshcna,  a  public  health 
nurse  at  Odannh,  and  a  full  time  medical  man  at  Tomah,  and  also  a 
full  time  miHllcal  man  at  Hayward. 

3.  There  should  also  be  provided  a  suitable  residence  for  each  full- 
time  medical  man. 

4.  Additional  moneys  should  be  supplied  the  superintendents  of  the 
various  Indian  tribes  to  give  proper  medical  aid  and  care  to  the  outlying 
cases  that  can  not  be  reached  by  the  full-time  physicians  on  account  of 
distance. 

5.  A  more  UlR-ral  attitude  toward  the  Government  schools  ;  and 
Whereas  the  medical  care  given  the  Indians  is  wholly  inadequate  on 

account  of  the  limited  funds  and  location  of  the  Indians.  Most  of  the 
Indians  are  unable  to  pay  for  medical  care.  In  order  to  bring  the 
Indian  to  a  fuller  apprKlatUm  of  the  simple  princl|>les  of  health  and 
sanitation  it  has  been  found  that  public-health  nurscH  are  most  elB'ieut 
In  this  educational  work.  The  treating  of  th<-  sick  In<lian  without  estab- 
lishing health  principles,  particularly  with  the  younger  population, 
brings  about  an  indeterminate  program  :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  asarmbly  (the  senate  concurring) ,  That  the  Wisconsin 
Legislature  respectfully  memorialises  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
and  the  Indian  Bureau  to  establish  the  sanatorium,  hospitals,  medical 
help,  and  nurses  above  referred  to  and  provide  for  the  medical  care  of 
the  Indians  of  Wisconsin  as  above  e«'t  forth  ;  therefore  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the  Secrets ry  of  the 
Interior,  to  the  Indian  Bureau,  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Approprlatlona  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  the  chsirman  of  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  of  the  Senate,  and  the  Committee  on  Indian 
Affairs  of  the  Honse  of  Repreaentatlves,  and  to  each  of  the  WikCfinsIn 
Senators  and  RepreaenUtives  In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

HCNKr    A.    HlBKK. 

President  of  the  Senate. 
O.  G.  MrN8<^>N, 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  Senate. 

Chah    B.  PassT, 
Speaker  «/  the  Assembly. 

C.    £.    SBAFTKa, 

CMC/  Clerk  »/  ttss  Asew»». 
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Mr.  BLAIXE  also  presented  the  following  Joint  resolution 
of  the  I^t;l«lature  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  which  was  ref^red 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  : 

Stats  or  Wisconsi*. 

Joint  RMolutioo  No.  83.  8 
Joint    resolution    mrmorlalisinK   the   Congrvw   of  the   United   States   to 
dliM-barge    the    mandrtory    duties    imposed    upon    it    t>y    Article    V    of 
,    the  Coostitation  of  the  United  Btates  to  call  a  conTentlon  to  propose 
amendments  to  the  Constitution 

Whereas  the  lecislatures  of  the  followtnK  35  States  bare  illed  a 
formal  application  with  Congress  to  call  a  convention  for  the  purpose 
of  proposing  amendments  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States : 
Alabama.  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado.  Delaware,  Georgia.  Idaho, 
Illinois,  rndinna.  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentuclcy.  Louisiana,  Maine,  Michigan, 
MinneMtta.  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraslca,  Nevada,  New  Jersey,  New 
Yorli,  North  Carolina,  Ohio.  Olclahoma,  Oregon,  Pennsylrania,  South 
Dakota.  Tenneasee,  Texax.  UUh,  Vermont,  Virginia,  Washington,  and 
WiMconnin  :   and 

Wbereas  Article  V  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  reads 
as  follows :  "  The  Congress,  whenever  two-thirds  of  both  Hou8<4  shall 
deem  It  necessary,  shall  propose  amendments  to  this  Constitution,  or. 
on  the  application  of  the  legislatures  of  two-thirds  of  the  several 
Stat**",  Hbnll  call  a  convention  for  proposing  aniondmrnts,  whicb,  In 
either  case,  shall  be  valid  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  as  part  of  this 
Constitution,  when  ratified  by  the  legislatures  of  three-fourths  of  the 
several  States,  or  by  conventions  in  three-fourths  thereof,  as  the  one 
or  the  other  mode  of  ratification  may  be  proposed  by  the  Congress : 
Pmvuled,  That  no  amendment  which  may  be  made  prior  to  the  year 
1808  Hhall  in  any  mannrr  affect  the  first  and  fourth  clauses  in  the 
ninth  section  of  the  first  article ;  and  that  no  State,  without  its  con- 
sent, shall  lie  deprived  of  Its  equal  sutTrage  in  the  Senate  "  ;  and 

Whereas  this  article  makes  It  mandatory  upon  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  call  a  convention  for  the  purpose  of  proposing  amend- 
ments to  the  Constitnti'jn  whenever  two-thirds  of  the  States  shall  have 
made  appiii-ation  therefor :     Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Rftolred  by  the  tenatr  {the  agtembly  eonc%rrinff) ,  That  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  n'spectfully  n>quest8  that  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  perform  the  mandatory  duty  imposed  upon 
it  by  the  above-quoted  Article  V  and  forthwith  call  a  convention  to 
propose  amendments  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States ;  be  it 
further 

Re»olve4,  Ttiat  properly  attested  copies  of  this  resolution  be  trans- 
mitted to  the  presiding  offlcers  of  tx^th  Houses  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  and  to  each  Wisconsin  Member  thereof. 

QSNRT     A.     HCBSS, 

President  of  the  Senate. 
O.   Q.  McjfsoM, 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  Benate. 

Chas.   B.   I'sasT. 
Speaker  of  the  Assembly. 
C.  B.  Shafts*. 
Chief  Cierk  of  the  Ataemhty. 

Mr.  BI^\INE  also  presented  the  following  Joint  resolution  of 
the  Lechilature  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  which  was  referre*! 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce: 

Stats  <»■  Wisconsin. 
■^  Joint  Hesolatlon  No.  87,  S 

Joint  resolution  memorializing  Congress  to  enact  legislation   requiring 

that  all  motor  vehicles  operated  across  State  Hues  into  States  having 

compulsory    automobile    liability    insurance    be    covered    by    liability 

Insurance  for  damages  to  persons 

Wli«'reas  it  is  a  recognised  fact  that  in  a  large  number  of  cases 
persons  injured  by  motor  vehicles  are  unable  to  recover  damages  for 
the  resiion  that  the  guilty  party  owns  no  property  or  carries  no 
liability  insurance :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Me—ived  by  the  tmate  (the  uaermbiy  oomourrimg) ,  That  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  does  hereby  urge  Congress  to  pass 
legislation  requiring  that  all  motor  vehicles  operated  across  State 
lines  into  States  tuiving  compulsory  automobile  liability  insurance  l>e 
covered  by  liability  insurance  for  damages  to  persons:  be  It  further 

Re»olv*4,  That  a  eopy  of  this  resolution,  properly  attested,  be  sent 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  to  the  presiding  officers  of 
both  Uouses  and  to  each  Wisconsin  Member  thereof. 

I  USNST     A,     HCBBB, 

Preaident  of  the  Senate. 

O.    Q.    MUMSO.H, 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  Senate. 

CHAa.   B.   PaaiT, 
Speaker  of  tka  Aaeembly. 
C.  K.  SHAFraa. 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  Amembly. 

Mr.  BLAINE  also  presented  the  following  Joint  resolution  of 
the  Legislature  (Mf  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  which  was  ordered 
to  Ue  on  the  table: 
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Stats  or  WiscoNsnr. 
8«nat«  Joint  Resolution  101,  8 
loint  resolution  relating  to  the  proposed  import  duty  on  shingles  and 

cedar  lumber 

Whpress  the  tariff  bill  which  has  pa.<«sod  the  House  of  Representatives 
snd  is  now  pending  In  the  United  States  Senate  provides  for  an  ad 
valorem  duty  of  29  per  cent  on  shingles  and  on  cedar-lnmt>er  commodi- 
ties, which  have  always  t>een  on  tiie  free  list ;  and 

Whereas  this  duty,  if  it  shall  become  effective,  will  materially  In- 
crease building  costs  In  all  parts  of  this  country  and  will  prove  most 
burden.<«ome  to  farmers  and  persons  building  their  homes,  wlio  use 
shingles  and  cedar  lumber  In  large  qnantitlee ;  and 

Whereas  practically  all  shingles  and  cedar  lumtx-r  now  imported  come 
from  Canada,  and  the  imposition  of  this  proposed  duty  can  not  fail  to 
be  resented  in  Canada,  a  nation  with  which  we  have  always  ha^n  at 
peace  and  upon  whose  cooperation  we  must  depend  to  put  through  the 
Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  waterway,  which  is  so  vital  to  the  Middle 
West  and  the  entire  country  :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Keeolve4i  by  the  tenate  {the  <u»embly  concurring),  That  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Wisconsin  hereby  respectfully  memorlaliaes  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  strike  out  the  provision  in  the  present  tariff  bill  Im- 
posing a  duty  on  shingles  and  cedar  lumber  and  to  continue  these 
commodities  on  the  free  list ;  b«  it  further 

Renolved,  That  duly  attested  copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  both 
Houses  of  Congress  and  to  each  Wisconsin  Member  thereof. 

Uknkt    a.    Hcbkr, 
Preeident  of  the  Senate. 

O.    O.    MUNSON, 

Chief  GUrk  of  the  Senate. 

Chas.  B.  Pbkbt, 
Speaker  of  the  Ateembly. 

C.  E.  SHArFKK, 

Chief  Clerk  of  the  Aatembly. 
SrBP<ENA8   FOB  WITIVESSKS — jn>ICI-VBY  COMMITTEE  REPORT 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, to  wiilcii  wa.s  referred  tlie  bill  (S.  1645)  to  amend  sec- 
tion 876  of  tJie  Revi.sed  Statutes,  reported  it  with  an  amend- 
ment and  submitted  a  report  (No.  38 >  tliereoo. 

BIIJ.8   INTBODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred,  a.s  follows: 

By  Mr.  CAPPER: 

A  bill  (S.  17:^>)  granting  a  pension  to  Rhodn  Spense  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JONES : 

A  bill  (S.  1740)  for  the  relief  of  Anna  I.«guee;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

asrvisioN  or  the  tarift 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2tt67)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce*  with  foreign  countries,  to  «icourage  the 
industries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  ITesident  on  Saturday  last  I  asked  a 
question  of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Howexx.], 
which  will  be  found  on  page  ;W51  of  the  Rexxird.  My  pur- 
pose in  asking  the  question  was  to  later  call  attention  to  8t)me 
reports  which,  if  true  and  can  be  provra,  should  certainly  call 
for  most  strenuous  action  on  the  part  of  those  In  control  of  this 
Government 

For  some  time  back  earnest  efforts  have  been  made  to  check 
the  dealing  In  opium  in  this  city,  which  offortw  caui«<l  aome  of 
our  offlcers  to  be  i^aced  in  very  grave  danger.  Thoj*e  who 
were  interested  in  shielding  the  violators  were  so  desperate 
that  upon  finding  that  a  Chinaman  was  a  witness  against  them 
caused  the  assassination  of  this  Chinaman  on  the  morning  of 
June  12,  1929,  as  shown  by  new8p«per  clippings  which  I  submit 
and  ask  to  have  printed  at  the  close  of  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BLELASB.  On  July  19  four  petsou.s  were  presented  be- 
fore the  grand  jury.  Up  to  this  time  the  grand  jury  has  taken 
no  action  nor  made  any  report  on  the  matter,  so  I  am  informed 
by  tl»e  district  attorney's  office  this  morning. 

One  of  the  parties  acctise*!  is  reported  to  be  in  China.  Two 
of  the  parties  are  reported  to  be  hidden  in  a  large  eastern  city. 
Their  places  of  concealment  have  been  made  known,  I  have  been 
told,  but  for  some  unaccountable  reason  the  local  authorities 
do  not  make  the  arrests,  and  the  Federal  authorities  hold  that 
it  Is  the  duty  of  the  kx-al  authorities  to  do  so.  Therefore, 
through  the  lack  of  action  of  the  grand  jury,  nothing  is  being 
done. 

I  can  hardly  l)eHeve.  Mr.  President,  although  there  are  those 
who  do  believe,  that  there  is  a  t«>iich  in  the  district  attorney's 
oflkee  and  in  some  other  very  importuat  poaiUou  sume^^here  in 
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this  city  that  la  helj^ng  in  bringing  about  these  conditions. 
Several  Chinese  bavi>  been  killed  here  and  no  cHie  tried  for  it. 

I  mention  tliis  in^tauce  to  show  the  grave  necessity  for  con- 
certed action  on  the  part  of  both  State  and  Fedvai  officials 
against  the  importation  and  sale  of  narcotics  in  this  country. 

The  records  will  show  that  several  narcotic  agents  have  be&x 
miu*dered,  and  some  of  them  witliiu  the  last  year,  in  their  efforts 
to  enforce  the  law.  Now,  why  should  we  relieve  shipowners 
or  anybody  else  from  the  severest  punishment  if  they  lend  as- 
sistance to  this  damnable  curse,  as  well  as  murderers? 

Much  raving  is  done  alnrnt  whisky ;  a  man  can  get  drunk 
and  get  sober;  but  once  this  dope  curse  is  jriaced  upon  him 
only  the  mercy  of  God  can  relieve  him. 

I  am  Informed  by  reliable  parties  that  within  two  squares  of 
the  I'eace  Monument  on  Pennsylvania  Avenue  there  are  to-day 
four  narcotic  joints  being  run  and  that  that  fact  is  known  to 
people  whose  duty  il  is  to  close  them.  I  shall  go  no  further  on 
the  subject  this  morning,  but  at  a  later  date  I  shall  have  more 
to  say  about  it  I  Loi)e  the  am«idn>ent  will  not  be  adopted  to 
lend  any  further  eiwoiiragement  to  the  bringing  of  this  cwr  any 
otlier  kind  of  narcotics  into  the  country. 

The  following  newspaper  clippings  were  presented  by  Mr. 
Blbase  and  ordered  to  be  (Hinted  in  the  Rbcobo  at  the  end  of  his 
remarks : 

[From  the  Washington  Post,  June  12,  1929] 

SHOT  CHI.NESK  MAT  DII  ;  FOUCB  SBC  TONQ  WAB — VICTIM  SEE.V  EAELT  IN 
SVEMl.NQ  EIDINQ  IN  AUTOMOBILE  WITH  TWO  OTUEKS  OF  HIS  BACE  ; 
ROL'NO-UF   or   AU.   OBIKNTAL8    OBDE&ED  BT    OFriCIAL.8 

With  a  Chinese,  believed  to  be  Lee  KJng  or  Lee  Chlng,  In  a  critical 
condition  at  Bmergencj'  Uospital  with  bullet  wounds  in  his  face  and 
body,  police  early  this  morning  saw  a  renewal  of  tong  warfare  and 
ordered  a  round-up  of  all  the  city's  Chinese  inhabitants. 

Ttie  wounded  Chlnest'  was  found  lying  on  the  sidewalk  on  Eleventh 
Street  NW.  between  L  and  M  Streets  shortly  after  midnight.  He  was 
hurried  to  the  hospital,  where  surgeons  said  his  chances  for  recovery 
were  slight.     He  was  unable  to  make  a  statement. 

Headquarters  detectives,  who  rushed  to  the  hospital  upon  receipt  of 
the  report,  immediately  sensed  the  renewal  of  tong-war  activities.  This 
viewpoint  W08  given  support  by  receipt  of  information  that  the  man 
earlier  In  the  night  had  been  seen  In  an  automobile  with  two  of  Ida 
countrymen. 

The  automobile  In  which  he  was  reported  to  have  been  seen  bore 
license  tag  R-l.V),  accopling  to  police.  A  check  on  tag  numbers  revealed 
that  the  tag  of  that  number  had  been  issued  to  the  Milestone  Kent-a-Car 
Co.,  with  offices  at  325  Thirteenth  Street  NW. 

Detectives  were  immetliately  dispatched  to  that  place  and  learned  that 
the  automobile  bearing  that  license  had  been  rented  at  2  o'clock  yester- 
day afternoon  to  a  Chinese  who  signed  himself  as  James  Lee.  The  car 
was  found,  at)andoned,  at  an  early  hour  this  morning,  several  hours 
after  the  wounded  Chinese  was  found.  The  auto  was  parked  in  lower 
Pennsylvania  Avenue. 

Several  taxicab  drivei-s  who  have  a  stand  near  the  scene  where  the 
Chinese  was  found  reported  to  Policemen  C  H.  Stelio  and  W.  J.  Rice, 
of  the  second  precinct,  that  they  heard  pistol  shots  on  Eleventh  Street 
and  rushed  to  a  corner  in  time  to  see  the  automobile  drive  olf.  They 
said  the  car  contained  three  Chinese. 

The  taxicab  drivers  were  the  first  to  reach  the  wounded  man  and 
lialled  a  passing  automol>lle  to  send  him  to  the  hospital. 

As  the  Investigation  continued  in  the  early  morning  police  still  clung 
to  the  tong  warfare  tliecry,  but  said  that  It  was  the  first  time  they  had 
ever  heard  of  a  tong  adopting  gang  methods.  Police  were  convinced 
the  Chinese  had  l>een  "  taken  for  a  ride  "  by  his  fellow  countrymen. 

This  view  was  given  weight  when  hospital  attache  turned  over  to 
the  police  a  Federal  court  summons  and  a  list  containing  Chinese  names. 

The  summons  ordered  the  wounded  man  to  appear  in  Federal  court 
at  Norfolk,  and  was  signed  by  the  narcotic  agent  in  charge  at  Baltimore. 

The  list  of  names  showed  notations  of  time  and  contained  addresses  of 
Chinese  estahlishments  <»n  lower  I'ennsylvanla  Avenue  NW.  I'olice  in- 
terpreted the  list  and  the  sununons  to  Indicate  tluit  ttie  man  bad  been 
spying  on  Chinese  establishments  for  the  Federal  authorities. 

Police  said  that  the  bounded  man  lived  at  1423  Eleventh  Street  NW. 
He  was  found  on  the  lluO  block  of  that  street 

Police  also  said  that  Lee,  the  man  that  rented  the  antooioUle,  gave 
his  address  as  the  300  block  of  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.  Ttils  la  In 
the  heart  of  Washington's  Chinatown,  the  Hip  Sing  Tong  maintaining 
headquarters  on  one  side  of  the  street  an<l  the  On  Leong  Tong  having 
headquarters  on  the  other. 

Chlng  or  King  had  a  gaping  ballet  wound  in  the  right  sUc  and  an- 
other in  the  left  side  of  his  mouth.  A  cursory  examination  by  hospital 
surgeons  revealed  that  the  bullet  In  the  body  apparently  had  paaaed 
through  the  upper  abdomen  and  through  the  right  lung.  The  ballet  la 
his  mouth  was  bellered  to  be  lodged  In  tfaa  baa*  at  tb»  brala  «»  the  back 
of  the  neck  near  the  gpinal  cord. 


So  seriously  was  the  man  wounded  that  surgeois  had  htm  taken 
Immediatrty  to  the  operating  room  for  an  emergeniry  operation.  The 
result  of  this  tasd  not  been  learned  at  an  early  hour. 

Police  stated  that  the  man  was  taken  to  the  hospital  by  Andrew 
Burnett  Smith,  of  498  G  Street  8W. :  Walter  Smith,  of  711  H  Street 
SW. ;  Charies  A.  Wlllour,  of  717  Seventh  Street  HW. ;  and  Robert  K, 
Howard,  of  4S2  Tenth  Street  SW. 

[From  Washlnirton  Post,  June  18.  1P291 
Police  Qcii  Chinese   Woman   in    Slavtno — CEToR-rED  to   Hate   Rca 
Rooming  Hocse  That  Was  Meetino  Place  or  OaitNTALs— Drco  Hino 

Is   SCSPBCTBO 

Plunging  deeper  into  the  mystery  that  shrouds  the  IdlllBg  of  I^ee  King, 
detectives  last  night  arivsted  a  Chinese  woman  who  is  n-ported  to  have 
run  a  rooming  house  that  wan  a  meeting  place  for  orientals  from 
various  parts  of  the  country,  and  resurrected  the  culorful  history  of  ths 
yellow  man  who  was  "  taken  for  a  ride  "  Tuesday  night. 

The  woman  was  apprehended  at  1214  D  Street  NE.,  accordibx  to  mem- 
bers of  the  homicide  squad  who  made  the  arrest  She  was  taken  into 
custody  with  her  two  children,  one  a  baby  in  urmn  and  the  other  a 
4-year-old   lad  dressed  in   the  biiarre  costumt-  of  his  country. 

The  identity  of  the  woman  has  not  bt'en  established  by  doti-cflvcs. 
She  regarded  the  offlcers  with  a  stoical  countenance  and  answered  ques- 
tions with  a  rumble  of  unintelligible  words.  After  efforts  to  break 
down  her  mask  of  taciturnity  and  apparent  ignorance  had  failed,  d<'tcc- 
tlves  took  the  woman  and  her  children  to  the  house  of  detention.  She 
will  be  questioned  further  at  headquarters  to-day  with  an  interpreter 
assisting. 

An  all-night  watch  over  the  house  where  the  woman  was  arrested  was 
maintained  last  night.  Police  believed  tnat  other  Ciilnese  might  have 
planned  to  meet  at  tlip  house  during  the  night.  Authorities  also  enter- 
tained a  suspicion  that  others  might  be  lurking  in  tae  house  or  some- 
where In  the  neighborhood.  This  latter  theory  was  given  some  atten- 
tion despite  the  fact  that  the  house  was  given  a  thorough  se.irch. 
Police  also  believed  that  the  arreBted  woman  was  conmKited  with  another 
house  in  the  neighborhood,  and  last  night's  secret  patrol  covered  a  radius 
of  several  blocks.  Another  house  under  suspicion  wan  reported  to  be  in 
the  1300  block  of  the  same  street. 

Last  night's  other  Important  development  concerned  the  Idenilflcatlon 
of  Lee  King,  the  man  who  was  shot  to  death  in  front  of  1215  Eleventh 
Street  NW.,  late  Tue8<lay  night.  Members  of  the  homicide  squad  sn- 
nounced  tliat  he  Is  really  a  Korean,  Chong  Hubk  by  name,  and  not  a 
Chinese,  and  that  he  used  the  name  of  I.rf>e  King  as  an  alias. 

Hung,  according  to  one  detective,  left  behind  him  a  police  record  that 
covered  the  gamut  of  housebreaking,  liquor  violations,  dope  trnfflc,  and 
assault.  He  had  been  arrested  on  a  numt)er  of  occasions,  it  was  mild. 
For  a  long  time  Hung  carried  a  gun,  it  was  said,  but  detectives  stated 
last  night  that  they  had  broken  him  of  that  habit. 

Hung,  It  was  further  learned,  was  brought  to  this  country  as  a  small 
boy  by  a  rich  Chinese  family.  He  was  reared  as  a  servant,  but  eventu- 
ally drifted  into  the  sideroads  that  led  to  the  mirage  of  big  money. 

9  HAD    SLUMONS    IN    POCKET 

Hung  had  appeared  seven  times  In  Federal  court  in  Norfolk  as  a 
witness  In  narcotic  cases.  It  was  learned.  At  the  time  of  his  death  he 
liad  a  summons  for  Norfolk  Federal  court  in  his  pocket. 

In  view  of  this  Information,  the  newest  police  theory  is  that  the 
killing  of  King,  aliaa  Hung,  was  planned  and  carried  out  from  Norfolk, 
and  tliat  It  is  powlble  that  he  was  killed  by  men  from  Norfolk  hired  by 
narcotic  interests  in  that  pbice,  and  not  by  the  two  *.?hlnese  who  were 
arrested  yesterday  and  who  are  still  t)eing  held.  Through  the  arrest 
of  the  woman  who  ran  the  rooming  house,  police  hop«  to  learn  if  other 
Chinese,  who  might  have  been  staying  at  her  place,  were  connected  with 
the  killing. 

Police  point  out  that  thoae  who  staged  tiie  killing  made  little  effort 
to  cover  it  up.  They  appeared  openly  at  the  man's  house,  It  is  pointed 
out,  and  made  no  attempt  to  disguise  the  fact  ttiat  the  victim  went 
for  his  ride  with  Chint>se.  Police  also  point  out  thit  the  automobile 
used  for  the  ride  was  abandoned  in  a  Chinese  section  <rf  Washington. 

The  two  Chinese  arrested  early  yesterday  were  M}y  Ping  I>lng,  S9 
years  crid,  and  Hume  Boeing,  22  years  old,  twth  givlnt;  their  address  as 
1101  Fourteenth  Street  NW.  They  were  apprehendetS  In  a  laundry  on 
lower  Pennsylvania  Avenue  after  police  had  used  tear  bombs  to  reach 
them.  It  was  reported.  Both  Chinese  attempted  to  resist  arrest  by 
brandiBhing  guns,  police  said.  Police  learned  that  both  Chineae  under 
arrest  had  gained  legal  entry  to  the  United  States,  l>ing  in  1922  and 
Boeing  early  this  year. 

The  two  under  arrest  will  be  held  pending  an  autotisy  over  the  body 
of  Lee,  allaa  Hung,  to  determine  whether  the  ballet  which  killed  him 
came  from  the  gun  found  at  the  laundry  where  Ding  and  Boslng  were 
arrested. 

Tli«  mordered  man  Uved  at  1423  Bleveath  Street  K\V.,  where  be  was 
soaaBMMed  to  take  tala  last  ride.  Police  SEpreastd  surprise  last  night 
that  tha  Chines*  oaderworid  hMl  aot  "  gottca  him  "  long  befors. 

His  ko4r  to  at  the  Dtstrlct 
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(From  tb«  WuhlnKton  Poat,  Jane  14,  1020] 

NaTIoM-WIOIS    QtMT    niB    Two    ClIIXKIIB    !■    BTABTBD    tM     BLAtlHO— T Wo 
ALLCtiKO   GriiMB<(    AEM   BbURTBO   UtUIXO    IN    OKI   OW  LABOKB   CITIBB — 

DBTAILN     Oy      »*'..VH)      "  UlDR    '      AKB      I.B4B!«(ltD     BT      I'OCICB WlFB     OF 

A«'Ct  MM)  ttBXTXK  ur  ALTU   I«  ikllMU   1'B.liUINU  AM   ImraMTlUATIOM 

WaabluKtoD  poltr«  and  federal  anttiorUiM  Uat  Dl«bt  Inatltutad  a 
Datlna-wbU  Mvrch  for  JarocM  !>>•«  and  L«»  Ueen,  aatd  to  b«  prof«'a«i<>nal 
('bln««Mf  killers,  wautrd  aa  the  aUiyera  uf  I>rv  King,  alias  Chlog,  whose 
t;aUe(  rVldled  body  was  dumped  oa  tbe  alilewalk  near  Kleveotb  and  L 
Mtrcrts  NW.  early  Wc<ln«-iiday  uiorolog  afttrf  bv  bad  been  "  Ukeo  tor  a 
rtde  "  in  the  apyror<>d  ('blcngo  fashion. 

With  the  arrrst  of  Ixh.  aud  0«»n  p<»Hre  fret  eoofldeot  tbey  will  be 
able  to  rpofien  sucoiisfnily  tb<flr  lDv«>«tlgaltotia  of  tbe  rceMSt  tonf  war- 
fBf«  Is  wbicb  aerrral  (lilneM  were  killed. 

A  tKholrsl  ettargp  of  Inwtlsatlon  wae  plB<wd  Bcalnet  Lrw  Ab 
Ngijofc,  27  ynani  old,  who  «dnittt<Hl  to  pollcis  yMit«Tday,  they  said,  tbat 
■be  was  tbe  wife  of  L<v.  ¥,ht  and  her  two  children,  one  a  baby  In  arms, 
arr  being  bfid  at  tbe  bouso  of  detention.  Her  boote,  1214  D  Street  NK., 
is  sAld  by  police  to  bate  bet>n  tbe  r«nd#iToue  of  aeTeral  Cblneee  whom 
pvil««  would  like  to  qumtton  on  police  nuttera. 

IbBNTtnCATIOH    IB    CLAIMBO 

According  to  police.  King  branded  Oeen  as  tbe  man  wbo  fired  tbe 
fatal  shots  while  heing  plactnl  on  tbe  operating  table  at  Bmergeocy 
Hospital,  where  be  died  several  boura  after  tbe  shooting. 

I.e«>,  wbo  f<.raerly  conducted  a  laundry  at  Fourteentb  and  L  Streets 
NW..  has  been  Identified,  police  said,  as  tbe  man  wbo  bired  tbe  rent-a-car 
in  which  King  was  carrii>d  to  his  death. 

Police  last  night  also  instituted  a  aearch  for  the  local  Cblneee  wbo. 
they  wer«  told,  contributed  to  tbe  fund  of  |2,500  which  was  to  be  paid 
to  the  men  who  silenced  King's  lips  forever.  Ever  since  be  fell  Into  tbe 
bandc  of  Federal  narcotic  agents,  more  than  a  year  ago.  King  bad  been 
used  as  a  "  stool  pigeon  "  by  tbe  agents.  His  actiyities  against  bis 
fellow  countrymen  in  Washington,  Richmond,  and  Norfolk  became  so 
annoying,  {wlice  said,  tbat  tbe  Chinese  marked  him  for  death  and  put  a 
price  on  his  bead. 

KINO    K5CW    or    FATB 

King  knew  be  was  marked  for  death,  bis  nefro  wife,  wbo  lived  with 
bim  at  1423  Eleventh  Street  NW..  told  police,  bat  bad  frastrated  aevpral 
previous  attempts  to  "  get  him. "  Geen  called  at  King's  home  shortly 
before  midnight  on  tbe  day  before  the  murder,  according  to  police,  and 
though  reluctant  to  leave  bis  home,  accompanied  tieen  only  because  be 
was  assured  it  waa  a  "  busineM  venture." 

The  murder  car  was  found  abandoned  on  lower  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
several  hours  after  tbe  shooting,  and  police  believe  tbe  slayers  collected 
tbelr  reward  and  left  tbe  Capital  Immetllately  for  a  hide  out  in  one  of 
tbe  cities  with  larger  "Chinatowns"  than  Washington. 

Moy  Ping  Ding.  32  years  old,  and  Hume  Boeing,  22  years  old,  wbo 
were  arreKted  shortly  after  tbe  shooting  in  Lee's  old  place  of  business 
only  after  police  bad  smokeil  them  out  with  tear-gas  bombs,  were  re- 
leased from  cuatod>'  yesterday  afternoon.  Tbey  bad  been  held  for 
luveetlicatlun. 

(Frt>m  the  Washington  Post,  June  15,  1929] 

NOTABUB    CITT    CHINB8B    TO    VACB    QCIS    IN     KILUNO POLIOi    BBBKINO    TO 

TBAOB   OBaTH   WVSD   HBKB INgt'BST    BET 

An  insigbt  as  to  what  goes  on  In  tbe  council  rooms  in  Washington's 
Chinatown  may  be  learned  for  the  first  time  Monday  morning  at  11.30 
o'cl<K-k  when  police  and  tbe  coroner's  office  conduct  an  inquest  Into  tbe 
Hlaying  of  Lee  King,  alias  Cblng.  wbo  was  "  taken  for  a  ride  "  because 
he  fuuud  it  profitable  to  talk. 

Altbuugb  police  care  to  say  little  aboat  their  plans.  It  is  understood 
tbey  contemplate  calling  fteveral  well-known  local  ChiaeM  before  tbe 
coi-oner  in  an  effort  to  learn  who  put  up  the  12.500  which  is  said  to 
have  been  paid  to  the  two  slayers  of  King.  If  It  can  be  eatabliabed 
tiiui  IochI  Chinese  contributed  to  tbe  death  fund  wholesale  murder  com- 
plicity Indictments  are  likely  to  rcanlt.  It  was  said. 

Lew  Ah  Ngook.  27  years  old,  wbo  admitted  to  poUoe  she  was  tbe 
wife  of  James  Lee,  wanted  a.^  one  of  tbe  slayers,  and  Olivia  King,  colored 
wife  of  the  slain  man,  are  to  be  called  also  to  testify.  The  inquest  also 
may  result  In  tbe  opening  of  som*  clew  with  which  poUcc  can  success- 
fully reopen  their  investigations  into  the  recent  tong  slaylngs  In  Wash- 
ington. 

A  n>und-up  of  Cblneee  In  many  cities  througboat  the  coantry  yester- 
day loomed  as  a  possibility,  as  Washington  police  and  Feder«l  authori- 
ties intensified  their  search  for  Lee  and  Lee  Geen.  alleged  Chlaese  gan- 
nien  who  are  wanted  here  In  tbe  murder  of  Lee  King,  alias  Ching,  Chi- 
nese renegade  and  police  informer,  early  Wednesday  morning. 

Both  Lee  and  Geen,  wbo  are  known  by  more  than  a  dosen  aliases 
thrv>ugtM>at  tbe  country,  are  "  bopbeads,"  police  said,  and  are  regarded 
as  desperate  when  under  tbe  influence  o>f  drugs. 

Geen,  whom  police  were  told  was  tbe  man  who  pamped  four  beavy- 
caliber  ballets  into  Kind's  body  as  tbe  bitter  was  poshed  to  the  sidewalk 
on  Eleventh  Street,  near  L  Street,  early  Wednesday.  Is  an  advanced  drag 
addict  and  Is  alaoat  cooataatly  nnder  Its  influeiice.    He  la  knows  In  the 
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Chinatowns  of  San  Francisco,  Chicago,  New  York,  Philadelphia.  Bait!- 
Dore,  and  Washington  as  a  "  bad  man."  Tbe  only  reason  he  has  not 
police  record,  police  said.  Is  because  he  has  successfully  eluded  tbe 
aw  for  a  number  of  offenses  for  which  be  Is  want'd. 

Lee,  police  were  told,  Is  tbe  man  wbo  hired  the  rent  a-car  In  which 
Clng  was  "  Uken  for  a  ride." 

(From  the  Washington  Sur,  June  12,  1929] 

^BlNBn  GUNMKM  KlLL  iNrfmMEB  IN  DBfO  KiNO  EXPOSt— TWO  ABB 
IIW.D  FOB  gi  BsriUNIXU  IN  DBATII  Of  LKB  KIN<»— TIIIKD  MAN  1B 
SOCOHT   FOB    I'ABT    IN    SHOOT!  NO — VlCTtM    MLAIN    FOB    UKVBALINO    NaB- 

coTtc  Violations  in  Distbict  and  Viboinia 

Chloeae  gunmen  early  t(H!^j  silencMl  tbe  lips  of  on«  of  tbair  race, 
who  bad  dared  to  expose  to  Federal  narcotic  officials  tbe  ramifications 
here  and  la  Virginia  of  a  thriving  drug  smuggling  trade.  Two  men 
were  Ukea  for  questioning  in  tbe  case,  after  tear  bombs  bad  been  used 
in  tbHr  appreb<-nsion. 

Lee  King,  alias  Cblng,  credited  by  Federal  autboritfes  with  much 
valuable  work  in  tbe  war  on  drugs,  died  from  tbe  effect  of  bullet 
wounds  in  bis  neck  and  abdomen  in  Emergency  Hospital  a  short  time 
after  be  had  been  found  shut  on  the  street. 

Tbe  men  under  arrest  are  Moy  Ping  Ding.  32,  and  Hume  Bosing.  22, 
who  gave  ss  their  Joint  address  a  laundry  In  tbe  1100  block  of  Four- 
teenth Street.  Both  are  being  held  at  tbe  first  preciuct  station  bouse 
"  for  investigation."  A  third  Chinese  Ls  being  sought  by  headquarters 
detectives. 

tbab  bombs  c«ed  at  lacndkt 

Ding  and  Bosing  were  taken  Into  custody  by  Detectives  Thomas 
Swi-eney.  John  Fowler,  James  Kane,  and  Curtis  Fowler,  who  bom- 
barded the  laundry  building  with  tbe  tear-gas  bombs.  A  .38-callber 
automatic  pistol  was  taken  from  a  shelf  in  tbe  laundry  by  the 
detectives. 

A  Chinese,  known  as  James  Lee,  said  to  have  been  an  acquaintance 
of  King,  is  wanted  by  the  police,  who  declare  a  man  answering  Lee'a 
description  rented  an  automobile  resembling  one  In  which  King's 
assassins  fled  from  the  scene  of  the  shooting,  on  Eleventh  Street  lietween 
L  and  M  Streets.  The  car  later  waa  found  abandonetl  near  the  Four- 
teenth Street  laundry. 

A  motorist  told  police  he  saw  King  talking  with  two  other  Chinese 
In  an  automobile  parked  on  Eleventh  Street,  between  L  and  M  Streets, 
and  a  moment  later,  while  driving  back  up  tbe  street,  saw  King 
crumple  to  tbe  sidewalk  unrter  a  stream  of  lead  from  the  car.  The 
automobile  and  its  occupants  sped  away. 

Dispatches  from  Norfolk,  Va.,  said  that  King  bad  been  used  regu- 
larly as  an  Informer  by  narcotic  agents  and  bad  testified  in  numerous 
drug  cases  there.  He  was  scheduled  to  appear  In  other  cases  In  tbe 
future.  The  agents  declared  King  bad  been  helpful  In  tbe  effort  to 
break  up  drug  smuggling  in  other  parts  of  tbe  country. 

WIPB    SATS    HUSBAND   WoRRlBD 

Olivia  Spence.  24-year-old  colored  wife  of  the  dead  Chinese,  who  lived 
with  him  at  1423  Eleventh  Street,  said  to-day  her  husband  bad  been 
working  for  Federal  narcotic  agents  and  police  members  of  the  narcotic 
squad.  She  said  both  she  and  her  husband  bad  been  arrested  last  year 
In  a  bouse  on  Virginia  Avenue  SW.  on  charges  of  violating  the  Federal 
narcotic  law. 

••  Lee  had  been  all  upset  and  worried  lately,"  tbe  wife  said.  "  Hs  had 
acted  funny,  like  something  was  on  his  mind.  He  got  back  only  last 
week  from  Norfolk,  where  he  had  been  for  three  weeks  as  a  Government 
witness  In  a  narcotic  ease. 

"  For  the  last  three  nights  a  strange  Chinese  known  to  my  husband  as 
L*e  Geen,  has  been  coming  around  to  the  house  around  mldulght.  Last 
night  Geen  came  around  about  12  o'clock  and  asked  my  husband  to  go 
with  him  to  see  another  Chinese,  who  runs  a  laundry.  He  tobl  my  hus- 
band tbat  tbey  bad  some  business  down  there.  My  husband  was  rehu- 
tant  to  go  at  first,  but  Geen  finally  persuaded  blm.  Tbat  was  tbe  last 
I  saw  of  blm. 

"  My  husband  has  been  working  for  tbe  Federal  narcotic  men  ever 
since  bis  arrest  last  year,"  the  wife  continued.  **  He  has  been  working 
Istely  on  out-of-town  cases." 

Mrs.  King  was  brought  to  police  headquarters  this  morning  and  later 
taken  to  tbe  first  precinct  station  bouse  in  an  effort  to  identify  tlie  two 
Chinese  under  arrest. 

The  wife  said  she  came  to  this  dty  eight  years  ago  from  Buffalo. 
N.  T.,  and  bad  been  married  to  King  for  three  years.  They  had  been 
living  at  the  Eleventh  Street  address  only  a  short  time. 

James  Paul  Smith,  of  1113  Eleventh  Street,  chauffeur  to  Roede  Lewis, 
patent  attorney,  of  21*24  Bancroft  Place,  was  the  only  eye  witness  to  the 
shooting.  Smith  came  to  police  headquarters  this  morning  and  told 
police  he  was  driving  bis  car  past  tbe  spot  where  the  Chinese  was  shot 
when  he  saw  King  sitting  In  an  automobile  conversing  with  two  other 
Chinese.  He  said  be  drove  back  past  tbe  men  and  l)X>ked  over  Just  as 
King  was  shot  while  be  stood  on  tbe  sidewalk,  .^tnith  said  the  two 
other  Chinese  timediately  drove  away  and  left  the  man  lying  in  a  pool 
of  blood. 
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Smith  told  potlee  be  rta  over  to  the  wooaded  man  and  asked  Mm 
who  shot  him.  The  victim  replied,  "  Chinese  gnamen,"  mumbled  bis 
name,  and  sank  into  a  coma.  Smith  summoned  police  and  an  ambn'anee 
and  had  the  dying  man  removed  to  the  hospital. 

Hmltb  was  unal>le  to-<lay  to  Identify  tbe  arrested  Chinese  as  tbs  twa 
Bieo  seen  in  the  ear  with  King. 

(From  the  Washington  Star.  Jane  13,  1929] 

Bct.iBvg  I.BB  Kino   Slain  fob  Bucxtt— Polici  Hbab  RgroBTs  That 
Pbicx  Was  Placbd  on  Hbad  of  Chijimb 

The  story  of  a  price  on  B  bmd's  head  was  whispered  aoiong  Chlaess 
In  Washlngtoo  to-day  in  cspla  nation  at  the  shooting  to  death  of  Lss 
King  Tuesday  night,  fiffbg.  who  had  been  out  of  harmony  with  his  fei- 
kms  for  sune  time,  was  shot  down  during  an  argnmcnt  with  two 
Cbiueaa  who  had  tak<«  bim  driving  in  a  rented  ear.  Th«  polie*  version 
Is  tbat  L(>e  King  was  "  uk<n  for  a  ride." 

Efforts  were  being  made  to-day  to  find  James  Lee,  an  oriental  whom 
the  police  want  to  question.  In  sections  where  Chinese  make  their  liv- 
ing quarters  doubt  was  expressed  tbat  Lee  would  be  located.  A  price 
of  12,500  was  set  on  Lee  King's  head,  so  their  story  goes ;  $2,000  made 
np  here  and  In  Richmond,  and  l&OO  collected  from  Chinese  in  Norfolk. 
King,  reputedly  engaged  in  transporting  liquors  and  narcotics,  is  said 
to  have  been  active  In  the  three  cities. 

Gossip  among  his  fellows  tbat  be  was  "  tipping  off  "  tbe  Government 
to  violators  of  the  law  among  bis  own  people  made  King  unpopular. 

body   awaits   BCaiAL 

None  of  the  dead  man's  acquaintances  hazarded  an  opinion  as  to 
what  would  be  done  with  the  body,  which  is  at  tbe  morgue.  Customa- 
rily deceased  Chinese  are  burlisl  after  the  manner  of  their  race,  tbe 
expenses  defrsyed  by  their  societies  or  wealthy  Individuals. 

King  bad  returned  to  Washington  from  Norfolk  recently  and  bis 
presence  here  wa.s  said  to  have  caused  considerable  uneasiness  among 
those  who  suspected  his  apparent  friendliness. 

Tbe  latest  move  of  tbe  detective  bureau  bomieide  squad  was  to  take 
Into  custody  last  night  a  Chinese  woman  who  is  believed  to  be,  police 
said,  the  wife  of  a  Chinese  for  whom  police  are  searching  In  connection 
with  Klnjr's  death.  The  woman,  whose  Identity  has  not  yet  been  defi- 
nitely established  by  detectives,  was  taken  into  custody  by  Headquar- 
ters Detectives  Thomas  Sweeney  and  Joseph  Waldron  while  sitting  in 
Lincoln  Park  on  East  Capitol  Street  with  her  two  dilldren,  an  Infant 
and  a  4-year-old  twy,  dressed  in  tbe  costume  of  bis  coantry.  6be  Is 
being  held  at  the  bouse  of  detention  for  questioning. 

This  morning  Olivia  Spence.  24-yoar-old  colored  wife  of  the  dead 
Chinese,  was  brought  to  police  headquarters  for  questioning,  but  failed 
to  throw  any  light  that  would  materially  assist  detectives  in  solving 
tbe  baflling  killing. 

HELD  FOB   "  INVESTIOATIOIf  " 

Continued  grilling  by  detectives  of  the  two  Chinese  taken  into  cus- 
tody yesterday  in  conDe<  tlon  with  the  shooting  has  failed  to  throw  any 
light  on  tbe  affair.  Tbe  two  men,  Moy  Ping  Ding,  32  years  old,  and 
Hume  Bosing.  22,  both  of  1101  Fourteentb  Street,  are  being  held  at 
tbe  first  precinct  station  bouse  for  "  investigation."  Tbe  men  were 
arrested  at  the  Fourteenth  Street  addresa. 

Detectives  said  the  motive  for  tbe  killing  was  revenge  for  testimony 
given  by  King  at  a  recent  trial  in  Norfolk.  Vs.,  in  which  several  Chi- 
nese were  convicted  for  peddling  "dope."  King  at  the  time  of  his 
death  h.id  a  summons  In  his  pocket  to  appear  in  the  Norfolk  court  to 
testify  In  another  drug  case. 

An  autopsy  performed  at  tbe  District  morgue  this  morning  revealed 
tbat  King  bad  died  from  bullet  wounds  from  a  ,38-caUber  revolver. 
An  inquest  into  tbe  killing  will  be  held  later. 

(From  tbe  Wasbington  Star.  June  14,  1929] 

POLICB    l.vnSIATB    IMPOHTANT    ARBX8T    IN    DKUO    SlATINO — COCXTBY-WIDE 

Sbakch  Being  Conducted  por  Hasbt  Leib  and  Leb  Obbn — Lsx  Is 

iDENTiriKD    AS    MaN    WHO    HIBED    CAR MVRDKRXD    MaN    MaDB    UTTER- 
ANCES  POINTINO  TO  QKSS  AS   FlRER  OF   SHOT,  POLICE   SaT 

Police  to-day  intimated  an  Important  ariest  was  imminent  in  connec- 
tion with  the  fatal  shooting  of  Lee  King,  alias  Cblng,  Chinese  narcotic 
Informer,  whose  body  was  found  on  tbe  sidewalk  on  Eleventh  Street 
between  L  and  M  Streets  early  Wednesday  morning  with  bullet  wounds  in 
the  neck  and  abdomen.  A  country-wide  eearcb  is  being  condncted  for 
two  Chinese  known  to  police  as  Harry  Lee  and  Lee  Geen,  t>elieved  to 
have  been  tbe  two  men  seen  In  an  automobile  with  King  shortly  before 
tbe  shooting.  King  was  shot  to  death,  police  said,  for  testimony  which 
he  gave  recently  In  the  Federal  court  at  Norfolk,  Va.,  which  resulted 
In  tbe  conviction  of  several  Chinese  on  ebarges  of  violating  the  narcotic 
laws. 

HOU>  HABBT   LIB'S   WIVB 

Lew  Ah  Ngook  27  years  old,  wbo  admitted,  police  said,  she  was  tbe 
wife  of  Harry  Lee,  Is  still  being  held  by  police  on  a  diarge  of  •*  Investi- 
gation."   Tbe  woman  was  arrested  Wednesday  night  by  members  of  the 


detective  bureau  homlcids  squsd  while  Bltriag  In  Lincoln  Park,  on  East 
Capitol  Street,  with  her  two  children. 

Moy  Ping  Ding.  S2  years  old,  aud  Hume  Boalng.  22,  both  of  1101 
Fourteenth  Street,  arrested  tor  quest  ton  Ivg  shortly  after  the  sbonttag, 
were  released  late  yesterday  after  police  were  satiitfled  tbe  men  could 
throw  no  light  on  th«  affair. 

trrniaANCBs  foint  to  usbn 

Police  disclosed  to-day  that  shortly  before  bU  destb  uX  Kowrgr-nry 
Hospital  King  mads  utterances  which  pointed  to  Oeeo  as  tha  man  who 
fired  tbe  fatal  sbfjts.  Lee,  police  said,  b^  been  ideuiined  as  the  man 
wbo  hired  tbe  rent-a-car  In  wbicb  King  wa»  taken  for  bis  "  death  ride." 

A  search  la  also  being  auidc  *tf  polios  for  the  local  Chlncac  who  are 
said  to  have  contributed  to  tbe  fund  of  92,6O0  paid  tlie  men  to  silrace 
King's  lips  forever.  King  has  ueen  used  as  sn  Informer  by  Federal  and 
local  narcotic  men  since  bis  arrest  more  than  a  year  ago  on  "dope" 
chargFs. 

Inspector  William  8.  Shelby,  chief  of  dttectivea,  to-day  broadcast  tbe 
following  lookout  for  the  two  Cblneee  w^-nted  In  eonnertlon  with  the 
killing  of  King : 

"  Lookout  for  and  cause  tbe  arrest  of  tlie  following  two  Cblneee : 

"  No.  1  Is  James  Lee,  alias  I>ee  Soon,  nl?Bs  Lee  Sney,  alias  Lee  Foo ; 
30  years  old.  6  f^t  6  Inches  tall,  black  hair,  swarthy  complexion,  smooth 
face,  sharp  feattucs;  when  last  seen,  won>  a  blue  serge  salt  and  light 
gray  cap.  He  lived  with  wife  and  children  at  1214  D  Street  NE.  and 
conducted  a  laundry  at  1006  K  Street. 

"  He  Is  a  drug  addict.     Photo  at  detective  bureau. 

"  No,  2  is  Frank  Lee.  alias  Lee  Dow,  aliaa  Lee  Boo,  alias  Lee  Oeen, 
.t8-40  years  old,  ^  feet  6  Inches,  130  pounds,  swarthy  complexion,  some- 
times  wears  glasses ;  when  last  setn  wore  a  blue  serge  suit  and  gray  not t 
bat ;  formerly  had  a  room  at  318  Pennsylvania  Avenue  and  sometimes 
stopped  at  1423  Eleventh  Street 

"  Is  an  advanced  drug  addict.  Wanted  by  detective  bureau,  Metroiioll- 
tan  police  department,  Waabington,  D.  C,  fur  murder  committed  In  this 
city  June  12,  1929." 

[From  Washington  Star,  June  15,  1929] 

District  of  Coldmbu  Policb  Open   CHiNsaa  Rocnd-df — Dbtbctivbs 

ScoDB  Cocntrx  for  Pair  Sebh  Uann  Bbforb  Lsa  Kino's  Ml'robb 

A  move  to  round-up  Chinese  here  and  la  other  cities  was  decided  upon 

by  police  to-day  In  an  effort  to  clear  up  the  kiiling  early  Wednesday 

morning  of  Lee  King,  alias  Lee  Chlng,  police  narcotic  informer,   who 

was  found  shot  down  on   Eleventh  Street  between   L  and  M   Streets. 

Efforts    will   be   made   to   have   useful   witnesses   on    bond    Monday    at 

11.30  o'clock,  when  an  Inquest  Into  tbe  slaying  will  be  held  by  Coroner 

.J.  Ramsey  Nevltt  at  tbe  District  Morgue. 

DBSCRTPTIONS   BROADCAST 

In  tbe  meantime,  an  exhaustive  country-wide  search  Is  being  con- 
ducted by  police  for  two  Chinese  known  to  tbe  authorities  as  James 
Lee  and  Lee  Oeen,  believed  by  police  to  have  been  the  two  men  seen  In 
an  automobile  with  King  a  short  time  before  the  fatal  affair.  An 
accurate  description  of  the  two  missing  men  was  broadcast  by  Washing- 
ton police  throughout  tbe  country  late  yesterday. 

Lew  Ah  Ngook,  27  years  old,  who  told  police  she  Is  the  wife  of  Ijtr, 
one  of  the  men  sought,  is  still  being  held  by  police  st  tbe  house  of 
detention  for  questioning.  Olivia  King.  24-year-old  colored  wife  of 
King,  will  be  called  as  a  witness  at  tbe  Inquest  Monday  morning. 

BBLIxrCD  "  TAKEN  FOR  RIDB  " 

In  the  course  of  their  investigation,  members  of  the  detective  bureau's 
homicide  squad,  under  Inspector  William  8.  Stielby  and  Lieut.  Edward 
J.  Kelly,  chief  of  tbe  squad,  revealed  tbat  it  had  been  definitely  estab- 
lished tbat  King  bad  been  "  taken  for  a  ride  "  to  avenge  the  conviction 
of  several  Chinese  recently  in  narcotic  cases.  King,  in  his  capacity  as 
a  police  "  dope "  Informer,  is  said  to  have  given  eridence  recently  in 
a  Federal  court  In  Norfolk,  Va.,  which  resulted  In  the  conviction  of  his 
countrymen. 

It  has  also  come  to  light  tbat  the  dead  Chinese  bad  been  actively 
engaged  in  representing  himself  to  other  Chinese  in  Norfolk  and  Rich- 
mond as  a  Federal  officer  and  bad  often  approached  bis  victims  and 
displayed  a  badge.  Just  what  was  aecomplisbed  on  these  missions  was 
not  learned. 

Local  detectives  are  also  attempting  to  trace  the  source  of  the  |2,500 
fund  said  to  have  been  collected  by  Chinese  here  and  In  Norfolk  and 
Richmond  and  paid  to  the  slayer  or  slayers  of  King. 

[From  Washington  Dally  News.  June  IS.  1929] 

iNqi  EST  MONOlAT  TO  SBUL   LIOHT  ON    CHIMBSB  "  DBATH    FCBD"    IN    KuAT- 

iNU  OF   Laa   Kino — STr>KT   Mat   Bb  Tout  of  Chinatown   "Askbss- 
mrnts  "  Whbrb  Dokuks  Ark  No  (junnnuNs 

Tbe  story  of  how  Cblneee  are  **  aaaessed  for  a  good  caose.'^  the  unoffictal 
asaessnr  giving  no  explsnstinn  and  the  assessed  asking  no  questions, 
probably  will  be  told  a  coroner's  Jury  Monday  when  District  of  ColnmMa 
authorities  try  to  trace  down  tt>e  reftort  tbat  between  f  1,009  sad  f2JM0 
was  placed  on  tbe  head  of  Lee  King,  murdered  Wednesday  sMmtag 
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Potentatm  and  bigh  mofub  of  Wanhington'M  Chinatown  win  be  called 
^  to  the  tttand,  bat  deteetlrea  do  not  anticipate  HufBcient  rereUtlons  about 
tbe  fcpoted  "  deatb  bounty  "  to  Justify  murder  complicity  indictments. 

Prominent  Cbineae  are  denying  that  tbere  wag  any  money  collected  to 
pay  the  slayera  of  King,  but  some  admit  that  such  a  fund  could  tiare 
been  gathered  np  sereral  months  ago  for  an  anonymous  parpoae. 

TWO  OCNMEN   SOOUHT 

Meanwhile  police  here  and  In  oth»*r  cities  are  combing  Chinese  sectors 
in  their  search  for  Jamea  Lee  and  Lee  tieen,  alleged  Chinese  gunmen, 
whom  they  believe  killed  King  becaune  be  gave  Federal  authorities  evi- 
dence against  his  countrymen  who  violated  the  narcotic  laws. 

Lew  Jib  Ngook,  '17,  wife  of  James  Lee,  aod  Olivia  King,  wife  of  the 
•lain  man.  will  te«tify. 

Hiv  FES8.  Mr.  Pr^ident.  there  has  been  murb  said  about 
---fiomliuil  wages  lu  the  United  States  compai^d  with  those  in 
£urtiiM>,  and  that  the  nominal  wage  does  not  r^iresent  the  real 
wage.  I  have  in  my  hand  the  result  of  an  investigation  in  which 
the  (lifTerenc-e  between  the  nominal  and  real  wages  is  not  only 
clearly  .nhown  but  there  is  also  shown  the  fact  that  the  real  wage 
of  the  United  States  is  probably  double  the  real  wage  of  Europe. 
Thi$i  is  a  Tery  intereMting  reftearcb.  I  a^«k  unanimous  consent  to 
bavf  it  inserted  in  the  Rcooao. 

The  VICE  PREHIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  SO  onlere<l 

Tho  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

(From   Buslneaa  Conditions   Weekly,   New   York,   N.   T.,  September  21. 

1929] 

■BAL  WAoaa  Iff  TKi  usrrao  statcb  and  abkoao 

Up  to  this  time,  pprhapa  the  best  comparison  of  real  wages  In  differ- 
ent  ruuntrtes — admittedly  a  rough  one — Is  that  originated  by  the  Brit- 
ish Ministry  of  Labor  In  1923  and  taken  over  the  next  year  and  since 
maintained  by  th«  International  Labor  Oflllce  nt  Geneva. 

Tbf  Intprnational  real  wage  comparisons  are  constracted  upon  an 
av«  rage  of  the  agreed  time  rates  of  wages  in  18  occupations  in  one 
chosen  large  city  in  each  of  the  countries  used  In  the  comparison.  In 
other  wordx,  London,  Paris,  Ottawa.  Philadelphia,  Berlin,  and  Rome 
rates  fur  say  48  hours  of  work  In  such  occupations  as  are  followed  in 
each  of  those  cities  would  flret  be  detprmlne<l.  To  find  such  occupa- 
tlon*  at  once  limits  the  Inquiry  to  a  small  list.  For  example,  skilled 
and  unskilled  In  tiie  building,  engineering,  furniture,  and  printing  trades 
are  betti-r  means  of  comparison  than  some  of  the  larger,  more  Important 
IndustrieM,  such  as  agrlcultutv,  mining,  ami  iihipbuildlag.  While  in  the 
comparlHOBi*  of  the  International  Labor  Offlce  20  countries  were  used, 
we  shall,  for  the  sake  of  fdmplicity,  confine  ourselves  to  the  six  repre-' 
arntative  countries  above  named. 

From  this  information  it  can  be  calculated  that  the  average  London 
rate  for  4»(  hours  work  would  be,  say,  60  shillings,  the  Berlin  rate  40 
marks,  the  Paris  rate  200  francs,  the  Philadelphia  rate  $80.  and  so  on. 
The  first  question  that  arises  would  then  be  :  How  does  the  value  of  60 
ahlllingM  in  Londou  compare  with  |.'iO  In  rbiladelphia,  200  francs  in 
Paris,  and  sio  on?  It  la  obvious  that  the  real  question  la  not  how  much 
money  but  how  many  loaves  of  bread,  boots,  or  shoes,  and  other  articles 
e(  his  dally  requirements  can  be  purcb.-i8ed  with  the  dollars  be  receives 
eoropareil  with  such  purchases  his  br>ther  workman  can  make  with  the 
ablliings.  marka.  etc..  he  receirea. 

Therefore,  after  finding  the  actual  amounts  of  money  received  by  the 
workers  In  each  country  In  the  aame  occupations,  for  the  same  number 
of  honni  worked  per  week,  and  after  reducing  them  to  the  standard  of 
money  fttmillar  to  the  workman  In  his  own  country,  it  Is  necessary  to 
make  romparlsons  be<we«-n  country  and  country  of  the  amounts  of  living 
neceasltles  the  workman  in  each  place  can  get  for  bis  money.  Here  Is 
another  difficult  factor  to  determine.  The  English  worker,  for  Instance, 
drinks  much  tea  and  little  coffee,  the  American  worker  Just  the  reverse. 
Th<>  American  worker  usea  vaatly  larger  quantities  of  sugar  than  the 
worker<t  of  European  countries,  and  so  on  through  the  list  of  so-called 
necesaariea  of  Itring.  until  we  come  to  the  question  of  rent,  wtiere  the 
dliferenoe  of  requirements  is  ao  great  that  In  this  discnsaion  we  will 
eliminate  It   rntirely. 

The  list  naed  by  the  labor  ofllce  comprises  bread,  flour,  butter,  aar- 
garlne.  eight  kinds  of  butcherx'  meats,  bacon,  potatoes,  sugar,  coffee,  tea, 
cheese,  rii-e,  eggs,  and  milk.  It  is  probably  as  representative  a  list  for 
pur^ios*^  of  comparison  as  can  be  chosen,  but  even  here  we  mnst  recog- 
nis<-  the  differences  in  these  Items  as  to  quantity  or  qnality  demanded 
by  the  workera  In  the  different  countries. 

T»  arrive  at  as  accurate  a  comparison  as  possible,  ttierefore.  the  dif- 
ferent items  of  food  taken  must  be  "  weighted "  in  accordance  with 
their  Importance  in  the  expenditure  of  the  normal  family  In  each  local- 
ity. In  other  words,  a  "  family  budget  •  Is  required.  The"  principle 
audtTlylng  the  Oaal  real  wage  comparisons  la  best  understood  by  inuigin- 
ing  a  sliopping  basket  containing  a  week's  provlsiona  of  a  typical  work 
ing  family.  Imagine  such  a  basket  being  uken  from  city  to  dty  and 
inquiring  in  each  place  as  to  whAt  the  contents  coat  there,  and  yon 
l>ave  a  ptctar*  of  the  part  of  the  operation  uaed  In  flzlaf  the  "  coat  of 
necessaries  "  factor  of  a  real  wage  comparison. 


But  the  farther  question  remains :  What  standard  of  necessaries  shall 
we  use?  Shall  it  be  the  things  the  Paris  workman  would  put  In  his 
basket  or  what  the  Italian  workman  would  require?  To  arrive  at  the 
best  poHsible  comparison.  In  the  table  below  we  will  make  the  compari- 
son on  the  basis  of  the  "  necessaries  requirement  "  In  four  different 
industrial  centers,  Belgium  and  l-tance.  Central  Europe,  Great  Britain, 
nnd  Southern  Europe.  In  other  words,  we  will  make  up  four  basketc. 
putting  into  each  the  average  provisions  for  a  family  in  each  of  these 
four  locfllitios  BO  that  the  workman  can  compare  his  real  wages  with 
those  of  the  workman  in  another  locality  on  the  "  family-hudKet  "  basis 
he  thinks  most  appropriate  for  his  own  comparison.  The  wage  nnd 
price  data  are  obtained  every  month  and  the  actual  wages  and  prices 
for  the  different  occupations  and  articles  bought  in  the  currencies  of  the 
various  countries  are  given  monthly  in  the  International  Labor  Review. 

Once  a  quarter  the  index  numbers  based  on  this  Information  are  tabu- 
lated and  publlKhed  in  the  Review,  from  which  the  table  below  la 
extracted  : 

Index  numbert  of  tntemationol  rtal  tcage  comparisons 
(London.  Engliind  — 100) 


September  23 


City  and  country 


London.  England 

IJerlin,  Uermany 

Milan,  lUly 

Paris,  France 

Ottawa,  Canada 

PhiladelphU,  United  States  ... 


Index  numbers  baaed  primarily  on  quan- 
tities of  food  consumption  in— 


l^lgiura 

and 
France 


100 
06 
4B 
fiS 

143 
17« 


Central 
Europe 


^  40 


50 
US 
197 


Great    I  Southern 
Britain      Europe 


100 
« 
43 

63 

V* 
IW 


100 

00 

48 

W 

147 

I8« 


General 
average 
index 
numbers 
baaed  on 
food  only 


100 

73 

47 

SI 

154 

197 


NoTX.— The  table  relates  to  January,  1929. 

To  aid  In  the  interpretation  of  the  table,  the  flgures  collected  above 
reveal  the  fact,  for  example,  that  real  wages  in  the  United  States  as 
compared  with  those  in  Great  Britain — if  the  standard  of  necessaries 
of  the  English  worker  is  considered — are  as  193  in  the  United  States  is 
to  100  in  England.  If  the  standard  of  neceiMaries  of  the  French  work- 
man is  considered  the  ratio  is  United  States  179  to  100  in  England, 
and  so  on  through  the  table. 

If  the  real  wages  of  Canadian  workers  are  compared  with  those  in 
Great  Britain  on  the  basi;*  of  the  British  workman's  standard  of  neces- 
saries, the  ratio  is,  Canadian  158  tu  British  lOU,  while  if  the  Canadian 
wage  is  compared  with  the  British — but  on  the  basis  of  the  standard  of 
necessaries  of  the  workman  of  southern  Europe — the  ratio  is  Canadian 
147  to  England  100. 

Here  Ilea  the  Interesting  revelation  of  the  figures  collected.  It  Is 
often  asserted  In  the  I'nlted  States  and  Canada  that  while  actual  wages 
are  nearly  twice  aa  high  In  America  as  in  Europe,  liring  costs  In  Europe 
are  so  much  lower  that  the  real  wages  are  no  larger  here  than  in  the 
Old  World.  The  figures  above  absolutely  disprove  this  assertion  and 
show  that  real  wages  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic  are  almotut  as  much 
higher  than  those  In  Europe  as  the  more  often  quote<l  actual  wages.  If 
the  admittedly  higher  standards  of  living  on  this  continent  are  consid- 
ered, the  workmen  of  the  United  States  and  Canada  stand  all  the  more 
revealed  as  more  favored  recipients  of  this  worlds  good  things  than 
their  fellow  workmen  in  foreign  countries. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  ttmend- 
ment,  which  the  clerk  will  state. 

The  CHII7  Clerk.  In  section  584,  on  page  446,  line  13.  the 
committee  proposes  to  strike  out  the  words  "  or  the  owner  of 
such  vessel  or  vehicle."' 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  understand  why 
tJiere  should  be  any  support  of  this  amendment  in  thisi  bfxly. 
It  Is  a  very  grave  question  which  is  before  the  Senate  to-day. 
We  are  going  either  to  do  all  in  our  power  to  prevent  the 
"dope"  traffic  from  being  conducted  In  this  smuggling  fashion 
on  steamships  coming  into  this  country  or  we  are  going  to  do 
erery thing  In  our  power  to  aid  nnd  abet  it.  I  can  not  under- 
stand why  any  Senator  should  want  to  eiruae  the  owner  of  a 
ship  who  engages  in  this  deadly  and  damnable  dope  traffic. 

The  dope  dens  of  the  United  States  c«nulu<t  a  tralflc  in  this 
stuff  now  running  Into  the  tens  of  millions  of  dollars.  It  is  a 
tremendous  thing,  Mr.  President,  and  the  idea  of  any  Senator 
wanting  to  excuse  the  owner  of  a  ship  who  brings  that  stuff 
into  our  country  is  something  beyond  my  comprehension. 

We  have  been  told  in  this  body  that  one  ship  line,  the  Dollar 
Line.  I  believe,  has  been  fined  forty-odd  times  In  two  years, 
but  that  of  the  total  fines  all  but  about  $10,000  have  been  re- 
mitted. Senators,  are  we  going  to  play  with  this  evil  in  this 
fashion?  The  captain  of  a  ship,  the  master,  if  he  can  be 
reached,  can  permit  milliMis  of  dollars'  worth  of  this  stuff  to 
come  here,  can  pay  a  $5,000  fine  and  go  his  way. 

We  are  told  now  that  some  of  the  policemen  in  this  city  and 
other  ciUes  are  winking  at  the  blind  tigers  and  accepting  money 
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on  the  side.  One  of  the  reasons  why  the  law  Is  not  enforced  Is 
that  some  of  the  officers  hold  their  hands  Itehind  them  and 
accept  bribes  from  those  indulging  in  the  traffic.  How  easy 
would  It  be  for  a  shipmaster  to  Join  with  smugglers  in  bring- 
ing over  shipload  after  shipload  of  the  damnable  stuff  into  our 
country  if  he  only  had  to  pay  a  fine  and  then  have  the  fine 
remitted. 

But,  Mr.  President,  if  we  shall  hold  the  shipowner  responsi- 
ble, the  master  will  not  permit  that  thing  to  be  done.  He  will 
say,  "  If  that  is  done  and  I  am  caught,  I  shall  lose  my  job." 
By  putting  the  shipowner  on  the  alert  we  shall  make  him 
watchful  ever  to  prevent  this  thing  from  being  done,  and  the 
master  then  will  al.«*o  be  always  on  the  alert,  for  If  he  permits 
the  traffic  he  loses  his  Job  and  has  got  to  pay  a  fine,  and  if  the 
ship  is  caught  indulging  in  that  practice  the  ship  mu.st  pay. 
That  is  the  only  way  to  reach  it 

What  are  we  coming  to  here  when  it  is  proposed  to  run  a 
line  through  the  provision  which  has  been  adoi>ted  by  the  House 
of  Kepresentatlves  and  which  holds  the  shipowner  respon.Mble 
also?  Are  we  going  to  exempt  him  and  let  him  stand  by  with 
folded  arms  and  smile  while  his  line  continues  to  pour  nar- 
cotics and  other  dojie  Into  the  dope  dens  of  our  country? 

Mr.  GKORGl*].  Mr.  President,  the  position  taken  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson],  on  reflection,  I  believe 
should  be  accepted  by  the  Senate.  The  position  which  the  Sena- 
tor took  was  that  the  House  provision  ought  to  stand  and  that 
the  Senate  committee  amendment  to  that  provision  should  l>e 
disagreed  to;  in  other  words,  that  not  only  should  the  master  or 
the  person  In  charge  of  a  vessel  or  vehicle  but  the  owner  of  a 
vehicle  likewise  should  be  subject  to  the  penalty  specified  In 
section  485  for  smugging  opium  and  that  the  vessel  itself 
should  be  subject  to  libel. 

This  provision  at  first  ma^  seem  harsh  and  drastic,  but  on  an 
analysis  of  It  it  does  not  appear  to  be  an  unusual  or  hard  or 
drastic  provision.  It  is  not  uncommon  in  the  law  to  find  the 
thing  itself  which  is  a  necessary  Instrumentality  In  the  commis- 
sion of  a  crime  made  subject  to  the  penalty.  That  is  the  theory 
on  which  the  House  provision  was  framed.  In  other  words, 
wherever  it  Is  necessary  to  use  a  vehicle  or  a  vessrf  to  import 
opium  into  this  country  contrary  to  law,  It  Is  entirely  competent, 
and  It  is  entirely  just,  and  It  is  often  necessary  to  impose  a 
penalty  not  <Mily  on  the  person  who  brings  in  the  oi^nm  but  a 
penalty  upon  the  Instrumentality,  and  the  necessary  instru- 
mentality, by  which  the  opium  is  imported.  That  is  the  theory 
on  which  this  section  of  the  bill  proceeds,  and  it  is  a  very 
necessary  provision. 

The  failure  to  impose  a  penalty  upon  the  ship  itself  or  other 
vehicle  used,  and  necessarily  used,  in  bringing  opium  Into  the 
United  States  Is  an  open  invitation  to  the  owner  of  the  ship  and 
to  tlie  master  as  well  to  relax  that  high  degree  of  diligence 
which  should  be  exercised  for  the  purpose  of  discovering  the 
presence  of  opium. 

I^t  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  an  additional  fact 
which  has  not  been  stressed  in  the  debrte,  and  that  Is  that  the 
ma.ster  of  every  public  carrier,  the  person  in  charge  of  every 
public  carrier,  whether  a  railroad  train  or  a  vessel,  is  clothed 
with  very  broad  police  power;  that  is  to  say,  under  the  laws  of 
the  States  and  under  the  acts  of  Congress  a  person  in  charge 
of  a  common  carrier  can  prevent  the  coming  aboard  of  a  pas- 
seiiger  if  there  Is  any  reasonable  ground  upon  which  he  may 
interpose  an  objection  to  the  presence  of  the  passenger. 

He  may  have  the  power  of  search  and  seizure  as  broadly  as 
that  right  can  be  given  to  any  police  officer.  So  when  it  Is  con- 
sidered that  It  is  necessary  in  many  cases  to  inflict  a  penalty 
not  only  on  the  offending  person  but  upon  the  offending  thing, 
when  the  thing  Is  a  necessary  instriunentality  In  tlje  commis- 
sion of  the  offense  which  it  is  sought  to  prevent,  and  when  it  Is 
considered  that  the  owner  of  a  vessel  through  his  servant, 
through  his  agent,  through  his  employee,  is  clothed  with  broad 
police  power,  it  does  not  seem  to  be  an  unusual  or  peculiarly 
drastic  hardship  to  Impose  a  penalty  upon  the  owner  and  like- 
wise upon  his  vessel. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr,  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Oart^Ina? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  was  going  to  ask  the  Senator,  who  is  a 
very  distinguished  lawyer,  as  we  all  know,  whether  he  under- 
stands the  language  stricken  out  extends  the  liability  imposed 
upon  the  master  only  to  the  extent  of  the  vessel,  or  would  It 
extend  it  to  him  personally? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  it  would  extend  it  to  him  personaUy 
and  would  also  make  liable  the  vessel ;  that  is,  the  vessel  would 
be  liable  to  lii>el  for  the  enforcement  of  the  penalty  imposed 
against  the  owner. 


Mr.  SIMMONS.    If  the  amendment  proposed  hy  the  Senate 
committee  should  be  adopted  would  the  vessel  stlli  be  liable? 
Mr.  GEOIKJE.    That  is  my  construction  of  the  provision. 
The  vessel  would  still  be  liable? 
I  think  so. 
The  master  in  that  case  would  not  be  liable 


Mr.  SIMMONS. 
Mr.  GEORGE. 
Mr.  SIMMONS, 
perstmally? 
Mr.  GEORGE, 
Mr.  SIMMONS. 
Mr.   GEORGE. 


If  tlie  Seoate  amendment  is  accepted? 

Yes;  If  the  Senate  nir.endment  is  accepted. 

If  the  Senate  amendment  Is  acceptetl  tJie 
owner  of  the  vessel  would  not  be  liable,  but  I  am  IntUne*!  to 
agree  with  the  observations  made  by  tlie  distinguished  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr,  Walsh]  that  properly  construed  the  vessel 
would  still  be  liable.  Yet  I  understand  tl>at  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral has  held  that  section  504  Is  applicable,  and  that  .settion 
594  would  exempt  the  vessel  In  case  the  vessel  were  a  comnmn 
carrier. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  be  making  the 
argument  a  little  while  apo  that  where  an  accident  occurs  with 
reference  to  transportation  the  vehicle  used  in  tlie  transporta- 
tion is  liable.  I  was  wondering  If  we  limited  the  liability  of 
the  owner  to  the  ship  Itself;  that  is,  the  vehicle  through  which 
the  violations  are  accomplished.  Does  the  Senator  think  that 
would  be  ample  protection? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  might;  but  when  we  consider  the  nature 
of  the  traflSc  In  opium,  when  we  consider  the  smuggling  which 
has  gtme  on  and  which  is  now  going  on,  and  when  we  consider 
the  very  grave  evil  that  is  Involved,  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
could  well  agree  to  the  provision  as  framed  by  the  House  and 
disagree  to  the  suggested  Senate  committee  amendment,  particu- 
larly  

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Particularly,  if  the  Senator  wUl  permit  me, 
because  under  section  618  of  the  act  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury or  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  as  the  case  may  be,  has  the 
power  to  remit  the  penalty  wherever  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury or  the  Stx*retary  of  Commerce,  as  the  case  may  be,  is  satis- 
fled  of  the  complete  innocence,  so  to  speak,  of  the  owner  of  the 
vessel  in  respect  to  the  matter  upon  which  die  libel  is  based. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  not  quite  sure  if  the  Senate  amend- 
ment should  prevail  that  the  ship  would  be  liable,  and  I  liave 
thought  that  probably  some  amendment  making  it  dear  that 
the  ship  would  be  liable  would  accomplish  about  the  purixise 
which  we  have  in  view. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  has  referred  to  the  fact  that  the 
liability  of  the  master  would  impose  upon  him  the  necessity  of 
extreme  diligence  to  prevent  any  smuggling.  Would  not  the 
loss  of  his  ship  by  way  of  forfeiture  Impose  upon  him  the  same 
necessity  of  diligence? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  the  loss  of  the  shjp 
might  in  some  instances  do  so  but  it  would  not  necessarily  d<»  so 
in  all  instances.  In  the  face,  however,  of  the  grave  evil  that  is 
here  sought  to  be  curbed  and  prevented,  it  seems  to  me  that  It 
would  be  wise  and  necessary  to  impure  the  penalty  not  only  on 
the  vessel  but  on  the  owner  of  the  vessel,  particularly  when  it 
is  recalled  that  both  the  owner  and  the  vessel  may  be  relieved 
of  the  penalty  upon  a  showing  made  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Of  course,  there  may  be  many  owners  of 
one  vessel,  and  that  would  impose  a  liability  upon  all  the 
owners  of  the  vesseL  Although  it  might  l)e  that  the  real  man- 
agement of  the  vessel  was  reposed  in  one  of  the  several  owners, 
yet  the  penalty  in  that  case  would  extrad  to  every  member  of  a 
copartnership  who  might  own  the  vess^ 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  think  it  should  be  so  extended. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  only  thing  I  really  wanted  to  have  the 
opinion  of  the  Senator  about  was  whether,  in  his  judgment,  if 
we  made  tlie  vessel  its^  liable  so  that  it  might  be  seized,  con- 
demned, and  sold,  that  would  not  be  sufficient  to  stimulate  the 
owner  to  activity  in  preventing  this  smuggling. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  think  it  necessarily  would,  because 
it  Is  conceivable  that  a  vessel  might  be  fitted  oat  for  the  r)ur* 
pose  of  smuggling  with  the  d^iberate  intent  that  every  chance 
should  be  taken,  and  that  if  the  vessel  were  actually  overtaken 
in  the  act  of  smngigllnf  or  transporting  opium  it  wouid  be 
sacrificed  very  much  oo  the  theory  that  the  bootlegger  takes 
the  risk  of  losing  his  automobile. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Sooator  from  K^tucky? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Smator  what  bis  In- 
terpretation would  be  of  the  effect  of  striking  oat  the  word«  In 
the  middle  of  page  4471^ 
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notwitbiitaiidiag  the  prorlM  In  aectloa  504  of  tbls  act  (relating  to  tbe 
Immunitf  of  venela  or  vehiclea  used  as  commoa  carriers). 

Section  904  provides  that— 

Whenever  a  rewel  or  Tehlcle,  or  the  owner  or  master,  conductor, 
driver,  or  other  penma  in  cbarfe  thereof,  has  bocome  subject  to  a  penalty 
for  violation  of  tbe  ctutoma-revenue  laws  of  the  United  States,  such 
Tfssel  or  vehicle  shall  tw  held  for  the  payment  of  such  penalty  and  may 
be  seized  and  proceeded  against  summarily  by  libel  to  recover  tbe  same : 
Proviiled,  That  no  vessel  or  vehicle  used  by  any  person  as  a  common 
carrier  in  the  transaction  of  buainera  as  such  common  carrier  shall  be 
so  held  or  subject  to  selsure  for  forfeiture  bnder  the  customs  laws,  unless 
It  Khali  appear  that  the  owner  or  master  of  such  vessel  or  the  conductor, 
driver,  or  other  person  In  charge  of  such  vehicle  was  at  the  time  of  the 
alleged  illegal  act  a  consenting  party  or  privy  thereto. 

What  effect  will  the  striking  out  of  that  language  on  page  447 
havf  upon  the  ability  of  the  Governn?ent  to  proceed  again:$t  the 
Hhip  if  it  turns  out  to  be  a  common  carrier V 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that 
the  obvious  purpose  in  in.oerting  that  language  was  to  make  the 
vessel  liable  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it  waa  a  common  car- 
rier. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Yes ;  so  that  it  takes  thi.s  particular  type  of 
TesHcl  out  of  the  exemption  provldetl  in  section  5M,  and  the 
striking  out  of  that  language  relieves  it  of  that? 

Mr.  GEORGF].  The  striking  out  of  that  language  was  in- 
tended to  make  the  common  carrier  liut^c  to  an  action  in  rem 
when  and  if  the  offen.se  d^ned  in  sec-tion  484  was  committed — 
that  is,  if  it  carried  opium  which  was  not  disclosed  by  its  mani- 
fest. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  My  understanding  of  that  language  is  that 
If  it  is  left  In.  it  provides  that  even  a  common  carrier  may  be 
held  liable  for  libel  on  account  of  this  violation ;  but  if  we  strike 
out  that  language  it  may  leave  it  in  doubt  as  to  whether  the 
resnel.  If  a  common  carrier,  would  be  liable  to  seizure. 

Mr.  OIORGE.  No ;  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me,  the  House 
innerted  this  language  for  the  obvious  purjiose  of  making  a  com- 
mon carrier  liaWe  Just  as  if  the  carrier  were  privately  ownetl ; 
that  is  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand  that;  but  If  we  cut  out  the 
langtiage  seeking  to  do  that,  do  we  not  to  some  extent  relieve 
tbe  common  carrier  of  liability? 

Mr.  GBORGE.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  proposes  to  strike  that  out 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Tbe  committee  has  stricken  that  out. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh.  yes ;  I  think  that  is  true ;  but  if  the  Sena- 
tor will  bear  the  repetition,  I  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  Senator  from  Montana  a  few  days  ago  gave  it  as  hLs  view 
that  the  special  provision  made  In  section  684,*  the  one  we  are 
eon!<idering.  would  apply  notwithstanding  the  general  provision 
in  section  r»94 — that  is,  upon  the  well-known  ground  of  construc- 
tion, the  general  would  yield  to  the  special  provision  made  in 
the  particular  case — and  therefore  that  the  ruling,  if  such  rul- 
ing had  been  made,  that  a  common  carrier  was  not  liable  under 
section  584  be<-an9e  of  the  provisions  of  section  5M,  unless  in 
the  event  that  the  conditions  of  section  594  were  established, 
was  without  Justification. 

That  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  logical  conclusion ;  but  I 
understand  that  the  Attorney  General  has  said,  and  that  it  is 
the  pre.«*ent  ruling,  that  a  common  carrier  is  not  liable  to  the 
penalty  Imposed  in  the  portion  of  section  584  under  considera- 
tl<in  *•  unless  It  shall  appear  that  the  owner  or  master  of  such 
vesMt'l  or  the  conductor,  driver,  or  other  person  in  charge  of 
such  vehicle  was  at  the  time  of  the  alleged  illegal  act  a  con- 
senting party  or  privy  thereto." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes.  In  other  words,  when  the  GoTemm^it 
dist>overs  a  violation  of  the  law  on  a  vessel  or  a  Tehicle  that 
is  a  common  carrier,  the  bunlen  of  proof  is  on  the  Government 
to  show  that  the  person  in  charge  of  the  vehicle  or  the  master 
or  owner  of  the  ship  had  personal  knowledge  of  the  presence 
of  the  article  forbidden. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  undoubtedly  true  under  this  general 
provision :  and  I  understand  that  it  has  been  ruled  that  the 
,  general  provision  is  applicable  even  In  the  case  of  ofrfnm  smug- 
gling. I  doubt  if  that  ought  to  be  the  construction  placed  upon 
it :  but  if  it  is  the  construction  placed  upon  It,  a  rejection  of 
the  Senate  amendment  will,  of  course,  have  the  effect  of  render- 
ing the  i-ommon  carrier  liable  without  the  necessity  of  carrjlng 
the  biinlen — in  many  cases  the  impossible  burden—placed  upon 
th«>  Government  under  section  6M. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  may  be.  If  the  Senate-  will  yield  further, 
without  the  language  on  page  447  put  in  by  the  House,  constru- 
ing section  584  with  section  594.  that  the  vessel  would  be  held 
wlH're  it  is  eataUiabed  that  the  owner  or  operator  or  master 
did  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  pmeeDce  of  the  eontraband ; 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  insertioD  of  that  langaaj;e  by  the 
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louse  was  intended  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  without  regard 

0  the  exempti(Mi  of  section  594  a  vessel  under  these  circum- 
I  itances  shonid  be  held  liable. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh,  that  was  the  obvious  purpose.  There  ia 
iio  question  of  that 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
ield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  afraid  that  perhaps  the 
Jenator  from  Georgia  did  not  appreciate  exactly  the  point  vvhich 
he  Senator  from  North  Cai^iina  was  endeavoring  to  make, 
ie  will  observe  that  on  page  446  the  amendment  projioses  to 
■ut  out,  in  line  13,  the  words  *'  or  the  owner  of  such  ves.sel  or 
rehlcle,"  and  again  in  lines  20  and  21 ;  that  that  would  impose 

1  personal  liability  upon  the  owner  of  the  vessel;  and  on  page 
147  the  imijosition  of  the  penalty  upon  the  ma.ster  of  the  vessel 
ivould  constitute  a  lien  upon  the  vessel.  As  I  understood  the 
iJenator  from  North  Carolina,  he  wanted  to  know  what  the  sit- 
lation  would  be  provided  the  amendments  proposied  by  the  com- 
nittee  on  page  446  were  adopted,  and  whether  the  significance 
)f  that  would  not  be  to  relieve  the  owner  of  the  vessel  from  the 
)ersonal  liability,  but  still  leave  tlie  ship  subject  to  the  obliga- 
ion  as  provided  on  page  447. 

I  think  that  is  correct.  If  the  language  on  page  446  were 
aken  out  the  owner  would  not  be  personally  liable,  and  no  pro- 
•eedings  could  be  prosecuted  against  him  to  estabii.^ih  a  personal 
lability  which  could  be  satisfied  out  of  any  property  which  he 
night  own ;  but,  nevertheless,  the  .ship  would  be  liable  by  virtue 
>f  the  provisions  on  page  447,  and  his  liability  would  be  confined 
«imply  to  such  interest  as  he  had  in  the  ship. 

The  only  reason  I  see  to  qrestion  the  wisdom  of  that  kind  of 
I  provision  Is  that  although  this  says  that  the  penalty  Imposed 
igainst  the  master  "shall  constitute  a  liei»  upon  such  ves-sel 
ivhich  may  be  enforced  by  a  libel  In  rem,"  It  remains  doubtful 
whether  that  Hen  would  be  suj)erior  to  the  lien  of  a  mortgage 
)r  other  lien  that  might  exist  against  the  vessel.  There  Is 
ilways  more  or  less  question  about  the  matter  of  the  priority 
)f  a  lien  created  by  a  statute,  and  whether  it  overrides  earlier 
lens  or  mortgages ;  so  I  fear  that  the  situation  would  be  .some- 
fvhat  weakened  if  the  amendments  on  page  446  were  adopted. 

Mr.    GEORGE.     Mr.    President.    I    did    not    understand    the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina   [Mr.   Simmons]   to  refer  to  the 
iimendments  on  page  446,  and  I  thank  the  Senator  for  calling 
uy  attention  to  that  fact. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  think  the  Senator  from  North 
'arolina  wanted  to  know  from  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
vhetlier  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  enough  simply  to  impose 
he  liability  upon  the  ship,  Imt  relieve  the  owner  from  the 
)ersonal  liability. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes;  I  so  understood  him,  and  I  thank  the 
Senator  for  his  observation. 

Mr.  President  I  do  not  believe  that  the  owner  should  be 
■elieved  of  his  personal  liability,  and  I  not  believe  that  the  ship 
hould  be  relieved  of  liability,  if  it  be  a  common  carrier,  for 
he  reasons  state<l.  namely,  that  the  pn'sent  case  seems  to  be  a 
rery  clear  case  where  the  lawmaking  power  should  not  only 
•each  the  individual  responsible  for  the  act  but  should  go  far- 
her  and  lay  Its  hand  upon  every  necessary  in.strumentality  In 
he  accomplishment  of  the  unlawful  pun>ose.  It  seems  to  me  to 
tand  upon  a  much  stronger  basis  and  upon  a  much  stronger 
oundatlon  than  the  revenue  laws  with  which  Senators  are 
amiliar  and  which  at  different  times  in  the  history  of  the 
country  have  recognised  the  necessity  of  taking  and  have 
luthorized  the  taking  of  private  property  used  to  evade  the 
evenue  laws  of  the  country,  though  the  owner  may  have  been 
nnocent. 

The  same  thing  might  be  said  of  gambling,  and  of  the  de- 

I  traction  of  gambling  paraphernalia,  the  furniture  in  a  gam- 

tling  house.     Surely,  here  is  a  case  where  the  necessary  Instru- 

nentality  itself  might  be  subjectetl  to  fine  and  to  penalty,  even 

hough  the  owner  were  unknown ;  and  especially  is  this  true 

irhen  the  owner  of  any  common  carrier  is  clothed  with  such 

I  'Xtraordinary  ix)lice  power,  powers  that  give  him  the  authority 

o  protect  his  vessel  or  his  vehicle  and  to  prevent  the  bringing 

<>n  board  of  unlawful  merchandi.se. 

Of  course.  In  the  case  of  a  privately  owned  vessel  the  owner 
1  nd  the  vessel  are  subjected  to  the  penalty  even  under  the 
1  enate  committee  amendment  The  reason  for  distinguishing 
letween  a  privately  owned  vessel  and  a  common  carrier  is,  of 
(ourse,  obvious.  That  l.s,  in  the  case  of  the  privately  owned 
vessel  the  owner  Is  absolutely  responsible  for  anybody  who  goes 
<n  board  his  vessel  or  any  merchar)dl.«ie  that  may  "be  carried 
(h  board  his  vessel,  because  he  has  absolute  power  to  exclude 
inyone  or  any  merchandise  within  his  choice,  uncontrolled  by 
inj  authority. 


In  the  case  of  the  common  carrier  he  must  receive  mer- 
chandise, provided  it  is  lawful  merchandise.  He  c-an  not 
arbitrarily  exclude  pas-senger  or  merchandise.  Therefore  there 
would  ordinarily  seem  to  ho  a  reason  why  the  common  carrier 
should  not  he  subjected  to  the  same  iiarsh  iJcnalty  to  which  the 
private  carrier  and  his  vessel  might  be  subjected.  But  recall- 
ing that  he  has  such  broad  polic-e  power;  recalling  that  he  can 
take  any  reasonable  and  nceessiiry  step  to  prevent  the  bringing 
on  board  of  his  ve-s-sel  any  i-ontraband  whatsoever;  and  recall- 
ing the  further  fact  that  under  section  618  the  owner  who  hJis 
exercised  all  nec-essary  and  reasonable  care,  or  fxtra<»rdinary 
<are  and  dillgen«e.  and  Is  otherwi.se  innocent,  may  make  hLs 
HWHtil  to  the  Se<'retary  of  the  Treasury  to  have  the  penalty 
remitted  or  mitlgattnl,  when  tho.se  matters  are  taken  Into  ac- 
count. It  seems  to  me  that  It  is  very  necessary,  if  we  mean  to 
prevent  the  importation  of  opium.  t»)  make  not  only  the  master 
l»ut  the  owner  and  the  owner's  property  liable. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  has  very  properly  called  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  only  thing  this  section  would  do  would  be 
to  give  a  lien  upon  the  vessel,  which  may  be  enforcetl  by  libel 
in  rem.  It  d(»es  not  undertake  to  determine  the  priority  of 
liens.  Therefore  the  question  of  the  priority  of  the  lien  given 
under  this  section  would  be  open  to  the  courts,  and  undoubtedly 
the  courts  would  (irotwt  certain  other  liens  even  as  against  the 
lien  <»f  the  Government.  It  might  turn  ont.  therefore,  that  a 
ves.sel  might  be  fitted  up  and  s<i  laden  down  and  iiJvered  (»ver 
with  liens  that  the  mere  .secondary  liability  of  the  vessel,  or, 
in  some  Instances,  liability  still  further  removed,  would  l>e  no 
pc»ssil»le  ad^Hjuate  check  or  deterrent  upon  the  owner  of  the  ves- 
sel wiin  wished  to  imrxirt  opium. 

Mr.  rresident.  I  hoi>e  the  Senate  committee  amendments  to 
.siition  r»H4  as  thfise  amendments  ai)|iear  on  pjige  447  will  Ik? 
reje<-t('il.  If  we  take  the  House  provLsictn  as  it  stood  before 
the  .suggeste<l  Senate  committee  amendments,  It  does  not  .seem 
t(t  me  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  iu.sert  any  qualifying 
language  In  section  594. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Ml.  GKOUGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  may  have  misunderstood  the  Senator,  but  I 
understood  him  to  say  that  the  aimendinent  on  page  447.  line  7. 
as  well  as  the  amendment  on  lines  9,  10,  and  part  of  line  11 
should  also  l»e  rejecteil. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  said  particularly  that  the  Senate  committee 
amendments  in  line  7  and  lines  9,  10.  and  11  on  i)age  447  should 
l»e  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  was  what  I  referred  to  in  the  question  I 
asktnl.  Those  two  amendments  have  been  agreed  to.  We  might 
just  as  well  reconsider  the  vote  by  whi<'h  the  amendments  on 
pjige  447  were  agri'ed  to  and  rej^rt  those  ametitlments. 

Mr.  GBORGE.     I  think  they  should  be  rejected. 

Mr.  McKKLLAR  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  Proshlent.  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  have  an  under- 
.otanding.  and  I  would  like  to  have  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Utah.  If  the  committee  amendmt»nt  now  pending  shall 
l)e  rejected  by  the  Senate,  I  take  it  there  would  he  no  objection 
from  the  committee  to  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote  by  which 
the  amendments  on  page  447  were  agreed  to,  and  tlieir  rejection 
also.    They  should  all  go  together,  should  they  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  Is  why  I  asked  the  question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  would  Hike  to  state  that, 
in  his  opinion,  that  was  done  upon  the  request  of  the  Senator 
fninj  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson],  having  been  consented  to  by  the 
Senator  fn>ra  Utah  a  few  days  ago. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Have  the  votes  been  reconsidered? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  I  said,  I  asked  the  question  I  Just  pro- 
potinded  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  because  I  thought  these 
amendments  shotild  go  with  the  other  amendment. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  think  so,  too. 

Mr.  SM(K)T.  I  also  stated  that  if  the  amendments  on  page 
446  were  rejected  I  would  ask  that  the  votes  by  which  two 
amendments  on  page  447  were  agreed  to  shonid  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.   NORRIS.     And  that  the  amendments  be  rejected? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  of  course,  is  for  the  Senate  to  say. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  tliat  if  we  reject 
the  amendments  on  page  446,  we  should  likewise,  in  order  to  be 
consistent,  reject  the  committee  amendments  on  page  447? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  my  opinion. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  we  have  that  understanding, 
and  with  that  understandiog  I  will  proceed  with  some  remarks 
on  another  subject.  I  am  oppo.sed  to  the  committee  amendments 
as  they  appear  on  pages  446  and  447.  I  do  not  think  the  words 
"or  the  owner  of  such  vessel  or  vehlde"  ought  to  be  stricken 
out,  and  I  expect  so  to  vote. 
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WATEB  VKRSrs  Halt, 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Rbc>oro  an  editorial  appearing  in  tbe 
Washington  Post  of  yesterday  entitled  '•  Water  Versus  Rail." 

There  l>^ng  no  objection,  the  e<litorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Rbooiu>,  as  follows : 

IFrom  the  Wa«hliy:ton  Post,  September  22.  1929] 

WATKS    VKKSrs    RAU. 

An  article  in  tbe  current  i>«Kue  of  Railway  Agi^  anserts  that  "  most  of 
the  railways  are  now  more  pro8p«»n>u»  tlian  at  any  time  sinco  the 
United  States  entered  the  Great  War  and  they  are  rt>itderluK  Ix'ttvr 
service  than  ever  before,"  and  raiNOs  tbe  question,  "  What  kimi  of  trans- 
portation service  diWH  the  public  really  wantV"  The  following  j)ara- 
graph  Mtandiji  out  : 

"  Th»-  sorvif-e  rt-ndered  by  carriers  on  inlaml  waterways  necessarily  Is 
slower  and  more  unreliable  than  that  riMidered  by  rail.  It  will  not 
be  cbeaiMT  than  rail  transportation  if  what  it  ciwts  tiiose  who  t>ay 
the  taxes,  as  well  as  those  who  pay  frt-lKht  rates,  |s  coni(iileie<l.  Wliy, 
then,  «lo  HO  many  business  men  conntuntly  apply  pre8>*ur«'  to  the  rail- 
way.«  in  liehalf  of  better  fi-eixht  service;  and  at  the  same  time  ad- 
vocate larjp'  expenditures  by  tho  Government  on  inland  waterways? 
If  they  really  want  and  need  the  kind  of  service  they  demand  from 
tlje  railways,  they  will  not  use  the  waterways,  and  the  bulk  of  the 
taxpayers'  money  that  is  invested  by  the  Government  In  the  waterways 
will  l>e  wasted." 

It  is  surprising  to  read  such  twaddle  in  a  maKasine  of  the  caliber  of 
Railway  Age.  There  is  no  merit  to  the  iiUKp>Ktion  that  railways  and 
waterways  are  opitoseii.  The  fact  that  waterways  have  l)een  largely 
overlo^'ked  in  the  development  of  the  American  transportation  scheme 
should  be  us  disturbing  to  the  railways  as  it  Is  to  business.  Without 
utilization  of  waterways  it  ta  impossible  to  develop  an  economic  trans- 
portation system,  and  an  uneconomic  transportation  system  adver8«>ly 
affects  tlie  railways  to  as  great  an  extent  as  it  iloea  all  other  businew. 

It  may  be.  as  Railway  Age  asserts,  that  the  service  rendere<l  by  water- 
way carriers  will  be  slower  and  less  dependable  tlian  that  rendered  by 
railways. 

Statistics  have  been  published,  bowever,  apparently  proving  that  the 
s|)eetl  of  water-borne  commerce  comtiares  fttvtirably  with  that  carried  by 
rail. 

Bulky  freight,  when  moved  by  rail,  must  pay  a  premium  for  speed 
which  is  unwarranted.  The  assertion  that  waterway  service  will  not 
i>e  cheapiT  than  railway  may  be  challenged. 

When  developed  the  waterways  system  will  fit  into  the  national  trana- 
portatlou  .tty.stem  in  company  with  the  railways.  Waterways  will  reach 
into  the  sources  of  tralBc.  tteariug  |t  to  the  railways  and  increasing 
their  prosperity.  Many  railroad  men  know  that  the  development  of 
inland  waterways  is  In  their  best  interest. 

NAVAL    MSABMAIIENT 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  some  oi»c  In  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  should  make  this  statement  I  am  aliout  to 
make.     No  one  has.     So  I  shall  procee<l  to  make  It  myself. 

If  our  representatives  and  the  representatives  of  Great  Brit- 
ain are  able  to  reach  an  agreement  or  accord  by  which  the 
British  Navy  and  the  American  Navy  can  be  mode  absolutely 
equal.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  vote  to  ratify  .siKh  a  treaty.  On 
the  other  hand.  If  such  an  agreement  gives  to  Great  Britain  a 
superiority  In  cruisers  or  other  naval  forces,  as  a  Senator  of 
the  United  States  I  shall  vote  and  work  against  the  ratification 
of  such  a  treaty.  I  am  an  earnest  adv(K?ate  of  iieace;  my  entire 
record  since  I  have  l»een  in  the  Congress  has  shown  that  I  aw : 
but  I  do  not  believe  that  an  Inferior  navy  for  America  will 
make  for  peace  In  the  world. 

In  1922  there  was  held  here  in  Washington  what  is  known  as 
the  Naval  Disarmament  Conference.  You  will  recall  that  the 
propaganda  prior  to  that  conference  was  for  "  parity  "  of  the 
British  and  American  Navies  on  the  basis  of  5--6-3.  In  other 
words,  the  navies  of  Great  Britain  and  America  were  to  Ik» 
equal,  and  tbe  navies  of  Japan,  France,  and  Italy  were  to  he 
as  3  Is  to  5.  Of  course,  that  conference  in  the  main  apfdled 
only  to  battleships.  It  did  not  apirfy  to  cruLsers.  Notwith- 
standing this  propaganda,  when  the  agreement  wss  actually 
signed,  it  was  found  that  Great  Britain  had  22  l>attleshiiw«  and 
America  had  only  18.  It  was  also  found  that  the  British  bat- 
tleships were  superior  in  size,  in  strength.  In  tonnage,  and  In 
speed.  Some  six  months  after  the  agreement  was  signed  it  was 
also  found  that  13  of  Aroerica*s  18  battleships  could  not  shtH.t 
as  far  as  all  tbe  British  battleships  by  from  .'J  to  5  miles.  The 
Congress  ordered  that  our  guns  on  these  13  be  elevated  ho  as 
to  shoot  farther.  Great  Britain  protested ;  bat  a  few  of*  our 
guns  have  been  elevated. 

Before  that  agreement  was  signed  America,  under  Mr.  WH.»'rin, 
had  built  the  greatest  battleship  armament  In  the  world.  She 
had  14  new  giant  battleships,  building  and  bnilt   and  under 
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this  agreement  all  14  of  these  jrreat  battleships  were  snnk  to 
the  bottom  of  the  ocean.  Hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  of 
the  American  people's  money  was  thus  thrown  away. 

Great  Britain  has  won  many  naval  victories.  She  sank  the 
Spanish  armada;  she  won  a  glorious  distinction  and  a  great 
victory  at  Trafalgar ;  but  the  greatest  naval  victory  that  Great 
Britain  ever  won  was  when  she  sank  the  American  Navy  in  the 
s<:»-calletl  *'  peace  conference  "  at  Washington  in  1922. 

That  agreement  did  not  apply  to  cmisers.  After  the  con- 
ference, Great  Britain  went  back  and  Immeiliately  began  cruiser 
building.  To-<lay  she  has  at  least  63  cruisers.  America  has 
only  18.  America  has  5  more  In  the  building  and  10  more 
authorized,  33  In  all.  Our  newspapers  state  that  our  Govern- 
ment has  reached  a  tentative  agreement  with  the  British 
Government  which  provides  that  Great  Britain  is  to  sink  no 
cruisers,  that  she  is  not  to  lessen  her  cruL«»er  strength  at  all, 
but  America  is  to  build  only  a  portion  of  the  cruisers  which 
the  Congress  has  heretofore  authorised.  In  other  words,  the 
tentative  agreement  is  that  Instead  of  a  "parity."  America 
Is  to  accept  an  inferior  cruiser  strength  to  Great  Britain's,  Just 
as  she  a<repted  her  inferior  battleship  strength  In  1922.  In 
other  word.s,  by  the  proposed  agreement,  America  is  to  have 
a  little  more  than  one-half  the  number  of  cruisers,  and  her 
croiser  tonnage  will  be  far  less  than  Great  Britain's.  Under 
these  circumstances  I  shall  fight  to  the  last  ditch  against  put- 
ting America  In  an  Inferior  position  on  the  soaa  I  did  not 
vote  for  the  1922  agreement 

Because  of  our  extended  coast  line;  because  of  our  far-flung 
possessions  all  over  the  world;  because  of  our  trade  and  com- 
merce on  the  seas,  now  greater  than  any  other  nation's;  be- 
cause of  our  great  wealth,  sometimes  estimated  as  being  65  per 
cent  of  the  wealth  of  the  world ;  because  many  nations  owe  us 
large  sums ;  because  of  our  desire  for  peace  and  good  will  with 
all  peoples  and  all  nations,  there  never  was  a  worse  time  for 
us  to  have  an  Inferior  navy  than  right  now.  Why  hamstring 
our  Navy  and  thus  make  our  influence  for  good  and  peace  in 
the  world  of  little  value? 

It  is  all  poppy-cock  about  our  building  a  nary  to  make  war 
on  Great  Britain.  Our  country  does  not  want  any  conquests. 
We  <i<»  nf)t  c<»vet  any  other  nation's  territory.  We  only  want 
to  be  at  peace  with  our  neighbors  and  trade  with  them  all 
oTcr  the  world.  And  at  all  times  we  should  have  a  navy 
•nfflcient  to  protect  all  oar  trade  and  commerce.  In  my 
Ju4lgment  it  is  silly  for  us  to  talk  about  our  building  a  navy 
be<^use  we  dislike  England,  and  may  get  Into  a  war  with  her. 
There  Is  not  the  remotest  chance  of  our  getting  into  a  war 
with  her. 

Again,  Great  Britain  has  never  acknowledged  the  freedom 
of  the  seas,  and  the  freedom  of  the  seas  is  absolutely  necessary 
to  America's  welfare  and  progress.  But  above  all  Is  this,  that 
in  my  Judgment  America  Is  the  greatest  factor  for  peace  In 
all  the  workL  She  can  only  do  hw  full  duty  In  this  regard 
with  a  navy  at  least  equal  to  that  of  any  other  nation  In  the 

>r!d,  and  for  this  reason,  more  than  any  other,  I  shall  not 
vote  to  five  her  an  inferior  place  among  the  navies  of  the 
world. 

Great  Britain  does  not  propose  to  reduce  her  navy,  and  the 
really  material  feature  of  the  proposed  agreement  is  to  limit 
us  so  that  we  can  not  build  a  navy  as  large  as  her  own.  A 
sound  naval  policy  for  this  country  Is  to  build  a  navy  as  large 
as  our  needs  call  for,  unfettered  and  unhampered  by  any 
agreement  In  my  judgment  the  best  possible  thing  for 
America  to  do  is  to  cancel  the  agreement  of  1922  when  it 
expires  in  1936,  and  for  the  present  make  no  other  agreem^its. 

venaion  or  ths  tauit 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resnmed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bin  (H.  R.  2667)  to  ivovlde  rerenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  coantriefi^  to  encourage  the  indu»- 
tries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  tor 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massaciiaaetta.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like 
to  address  an  Inquiry  to  the  Senator  from  Utah,  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  rinanoe,  or  to  some  other  member  of  that 
committee.  Assuming  that  the  proposition  now  urged  by  those 
opposed  to  the  Finance  Committee  amendment  were  applicable 
to  prohibition  cases  as  well  as  to  smoking  <Hpium,  woold  it  result 
In  the  libd  of  a  ^ip,  a  great  ocean  liner,  if  a  paasesxger  had  a 
supply  of  liquor  not  shown  in  the  manifest? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  answering  briefly,  I  Aoold  say 
yes;  •!  do  not  think  the  result  would  be  any  other  thaa  tluU 
which  Is  suggested  1^  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Massachusetts.  I  snppoaa  the  reaaoD  why  the 
llnance  Committee  has  recommended  the  amaadment  it  ha*  sag- 
bested  is  becaose  of  tlie  dangeroos  prindpls  iBTolTed  rather 
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than  any  sympathy  with  the  detestable  smoklng-oplum  smng> 
gll  ig  industry? 

llr.  SMOOT.  That  idea  was  expressed  by  some  members  of 
th€  committee. 

]  Ir.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  grant  that  In  the  case  of 
opium  alone  much  may  be  said  in  favor  of  the  proposal,  but 
l)p<:  au.se  it  is  possible  to  open  the  door  through  this  principle  to 
dangerous  and  tyrannical  con^'equences,  applying  it  to  many 
oth  er  things,  I  must  protest. 

ir.  SMOOT.  It  certainly  would  If  It  were  applied,  but,  of 
Q0\  rse,  this  would  apply  only  to  a  drug  which  is  deadly. 

Ir.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  seems  to  me  the  proposal 
Is  (I  further  infringement  upon  civic  liberty  and  I  am  constrained 

vote  for  the  committee  amendment  notwithstanding  the  com- 
mendable purpose  sought  to  be  attained  by  the  opposition.  We 
ha' re  nlrendy  invaded  too  far  upon  the  civic  rights  of  the  people, 

i  I  regret  to  say  that  the  invasion  Is  apparently  going  to 
coi  itinue  without  any  real  appreciation  of  the  dangerous  conse- 
qu  'nces. 

ir.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
qui  Tum. 

'he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
'  lie  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
an  iwered  to  their  names: 


All 
As 


Bai  klojr 

m»  ck 

Itbine 

Boi  ah 
Kn  tton 
BnK-k 
Pnokhart 
lin  lUMiard 
)p«>r 
away 


Coiinally 


Co 


izens 


n 
ar8t 


Fletcher 

Frarier 

George 

GiUett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Ootr 

Goldsboroagh 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Hawes 

Harden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 


Kean 

Schall 

Kendrick 

Sliepparrt 

Keyes 

Shortridg« 

La  FoUette 

Simmons 

McKellar 

Smoot 

MrMaster 

Stock 

McNary 

Stelwer 

Met  calf 

Swanson 

Norrls 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Nye 

Thomas.  Okla- 

Oddle 

Trammell 

Overman 

TydlnwB 

Pattorson 

Vnndenberg 

Phipps 

Wajnipr 

Pine 

Walnh.  Mass. 

Pittman 

Wateh,  Mont 

Ransdell 

Warren 

Reed 

Watprman 

RobinRon,  Ark. 

Watson 

RublnsoD,  Ind. 

Wheeler 

Sackett 

Cu  ting 
I»a  e 
I)e  leen 
IHI 

F«  s 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-Uiree  Senators  have  an- 
SYi  fTed  to  tlieir  names.     A  quorum  is  present. 

Jr.  JONES.  Mr.  President  I  am  going  to  vote  to  retain 
th(  Htrase  provision  in  the  bill,  in  the  h(>pe,  however,  that  when 
thi  bill  is  open  to  individual  amendments  a  better  provision 
wi  1  be  made  for  the  protection  of  the  owner.  In  case  that 
sbi»uld  not  be  done  I  reserve  the  right  when  the  bill  is  in  the 
Se  late  to  change  my  vote, 

kir.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion,  there  is  another 
qu  ration  involved  In  this  matter  and  I  think  it  is  a  serious  one. 

•an  find  no  Justification  for  holdlup  the  master  of  a  vessel 
Ihible  and  permitting  the  own(T  to  escap*  in  circumstances  such 
as  prevail  in  the  trade  and  commerce  from  those  countries  in 
wt  ich  opium  and  narcotic  drugs  are  produced  In  great  quantities. 

The  larger  portion  of  the  smuggling  of  oirium  and  narcotic 
(Irigs  prevails  in  the  commerce  from  the  Orient.  The  owner 
of  the  ship  has  absolute  control  over  the  type  of  sailors  he  may 
en  ploy.  The  master  is  only  the  agent  of  the  owner,  but  the 
o\^ner  can  determine  whether  or  not  h^  is  going  to  em{rioy  Amer- 
ici  n  citiiens  as  sailors  upon  his  vessels  or  orientals.  That  is 
n^iJiin  his  power..  The  very  thing  that  is  within  his  power  to 
pr'vent  this  smuggling  to  a  large  degree  he  has  failed  to  take 
adrantage  of.  He  pn'sists  In  the  employment  of  cheap  oriental 
lalK)r  to  make  up  the  crews  for  his  vessels.  The  owner  well 
knows  that  ori^ital  laborers  have  the  characteristics,  a  national 
ch  iracteristic  with  them,  of  refusing  to  divulge  any  inf«>rmation 
up  an  any  question  when  there  has  been  an  alleged  violation  of 
thi!  law.  When  those  same  orientals  have  entered  into  a  con- 
sp  racy,  sometimes  involving  owners  and  the  ma.'^ters  and  the 
purveyors  of  opiiuu  and  narcotic  drugs,  they  regard  it  as  a  mat- 
tei  of  sacred  honor  not  to  di\-ulge  infonnation  which  might  con- 
vi<  t  the  conspirators.  I  am  not  criticizing  that  type  of  honor ;  I 
an  not  discussing  whether  or  not  honor  should  obtain  under 
su:h  circumstances^.  But  the  fact  is  that  the  owners  of  the 
veiisels  choose  to  employ  that  tyjx;  of  sailor  whose  traditional 
chiracteristic  is  to  suppress  evidence  in  case  of  charges  of  viola- 
tlo  1  of  the  law. 

'  'he  senior  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Johnson]  on  last 
Sa  urday  had  placed  in  the  Rxcord  a  list  of  ships  sailing  from 
tlM  Orient  to  the  Pacific  coast  16  in  number,  as  I  recall.  Out  of 
tlu  t  number  13  vessels  are  American  and  carry  Chinese  crews 
eit  ler  In  the  steward's  department  or  altogether,  except  ofl5cers 
or  offlctals.  Therein  lies  largely  the  difficulty  in  enforcing  our 
nalonal  law  against  tbe  narcotic  drugs  and  (^inm.    If  these 
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same  owners  are  held  to  a  greater  responsibility  they  may  come 
to  the  position  where  they  will  find  it  to  their  interest  to  employ 
American  citizens  to  man  their  ves-scls.  Therefore.  Mr.  I'resi- 
dent,  I  thiuk  the  rejection  of  the  amendment  of  the  committee 
will  be  in  the  Interest  of  our  own  country,  and  that  it  will  offer 
a  larger  inducment  for  a  compliance  wltli  the  law  The  mere 
fact  that  the  owners  will  be  held  resiicnsible  may  bring  them  to 
a  realization  that  American  citizens  ought  to  i^ierate  vessels  in 
foreign  c<Mnuierce. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  on  page  440. 

Mr.  LA  F<  >LLETTE.     I  a.sk  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
have  a  roll  call. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  a.sk  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

»Ir.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Yes;  let  us  have  the  yea.s  and  nays. 

The  .veas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President  let  the  amendment  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  pend- 
ing amefidment. 

The  Chikf  Clekk.  The  first  amendment  of  the  committee  to 
section  584  is,  on  page  440,  line  13,  to  strike  out  the  words  "  or 
the  owner  of  such  vessel  or  vehicle." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  ( -hlef  Clerk  proceetled  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  BLAINE  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  IMr.  Hat- 
HKLu].  I  understand  if  he  were  present  and  voting  lie  would 
vote  •'  yea."  >\'liether  tliut  be  correct  or  not,  I  refer  the  ques- 
tion to  the  senior  Senatf>r  frtmi  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Gokf].  If 
I  were  permitte<l  to  vote,  I  should  vote  *'  na.v." 

Mr.  GOFF.  -Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  if  tlie  junior 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Hatfikld]  were  present  he 
would  vote  "  nay  '* ;  and  I  make  tlte  statement  in  view  of  the 
inquiry  ma<le  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaine]. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  In  view  of  the  statement  ma<le  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  in  respect  to  his  colleague,  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Hat>'ielo1,  if  itresent, 
would  vote  the  same  way  that  I  intend  to  vote,  I  desire  to  be 
recordcHl.     I  vote  *'  nay." 

Mr.  SCH.\LL  (when  Mr.  SHiPSTtAn's  name  was  called).  My 
colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr,  ShipstkadJ 
is  still  unable  to  be  here  on  account  of  illness.  I  ask  that  this 
announcf'Uient  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral i»alr  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr,  Bubton].  He 
Is  absent,  I  understand,  on  account  of  illness.  In  his  absence  I 
withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  WATSON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith], 
If  he  were  present,  I  do  not  know  how  he  would  vote.  I  am 
unable  to  obtain  a  transfer,  and  therefore  withhold  my  vote.  If 
permittwl  to  vote,  I  should  vote  *'  yea," 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Stkphbns],  and  thwefore  with- 
hold my  vote. 

Mr.  GLASS.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr,  Biroham],  In  his  absence,  and  not 
knowing  how  he  would  vote  if  present,  I  withhold  my  vote.  If 
at  liberty  to  vote,  I  should  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses].  I  am  told  if  present  he 
would  vote  the  .»Jame  way  I  intend  to  vote.  I  will  therefore  vote. 
I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  desire  to  state  that  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr,  Kii»o]  is  absent  on  account  of 
illness.    If  he  were  present,  he  would  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  McKELLAR  (after  having  voted  In  the  negative).  I 
have  a  general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Delaware 
[Mr.  Townsend],  who  I.-j  absent.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the 
j^enior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Siiipstead],  who,  as  I  am 
advised,  If  present,  would  vote  as  I  have  votetl,  and  will  let 
my  vote  stand. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Con- 
ne<-tlcut  [Mr.  Wai.cott]  is  pairetl  with  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Nobbeck], 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  23,  nays  54,  as  follows : 


YEAS— 23 

Broussard 

Gt>uld 

McNary 

Smoot 

Dale 

Greene 

Mctcalt 

Steiwer 

Mge 

Hale 

Pbipps 

Thomas,  Idaho 

UUktt 

HastiDga 

Ransdell 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Gleiiu 

Hebert 

Reed 

Warren 

Qold!<borough 

Keao 

Shortridse 

Allen 

Ashiirst 

Hnrkley 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

B4>rab 

Brat  ton 

Brock 

Brook  hart 

CaP!>er 

Caraway 

Connally 

i'ouxena 


Blnjfliam 

Burton 

«'opeland 

Cutting 

l>eneen 


nil) 

Fens 
Fletcher 

G«>rge 

Uoff 

UarrU 

Harrlsos 

Hawes 

Hnyden 

Heflin 

HoweU 

Johnson 

Jones 


NAYS— 54 

Kendrk-k 
Keye* 

Iji  Fdlletta 

McKrIlar 

McMMNter 

NiirrU 

Nyp 

Oddio 

Ovtrman 

I'altorson 

Pine 

Pittman 

Robii)8itn,  Ark. 

fcUckett 


NOT  VOTING— 18 

Glass  Itobinaon.  Ind. 

HatfWld  Shipstcad 

KinR  Hiraraons 

MoHes  Smith 

Norbeck  StepUooa 


Boball 

Shoppard 

St.>ck 

Swaiiiion 

Thomas.  OUa. 

TrNmmell 

TydliiRN 

Vandenberg 

Warner 

Walsh,  M"ont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Townsend 

Walcott 

Watsoa 


So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  I'real«lent,  in  wnformity  with  the—— 

Mr.  WAI«SH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

The  VICE  PRESII>1'L\T.  l>i»es  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  SM(Xn\    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  sure  that 
the  Senate  ha.s  voted  under  a  mi.-^aitprt'henslon  and  tlu*  delmte 
has  pHH-eeded  really  upon  a  misapprehension.  I  should  like 
t(»  call  attention  to  it,  if  the  Senator  will  iiermit  me. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  two  amendments  on  page  440 
do  not  refer  si»e<-lfically  to  opium  at  all.  The  first  part  of  that 
section  considers  a  case  of  goods  aboard  a  vessel  not  listed  on 
the  manifest  and  the  latter  part  refers  to  goods  liste*!  on  the 
manifest  but  not  fotuid  alx)ard  tlie  ship;  that  is,  all  goods  of 
any  kind.  However,  on  i>age  447  It  will  l»e  observed  there  is  a 
siKH-ific  provision  relating  to  opium  alone  which  makes  the 
shiiiowner  liable  in  the  case  of  opium  which  is  smuggled  into 
the  country. 

I  am  very  sure  that  nobody  intended  to  make  the  owner  of 
the  ship  liable  in  the  case  of  ordinary  goods  not  found  on  the 
manifest  or  found  on  the  manifest  which  were  not  on  lioard 
ship.  I  am  very  sure  also  that  practically  every  Senator  who 
voted  on  it  voted  under  the  assumption  that  the  amendmenta 
on  page  440  related  to  opium,  which  they  do  not.  I  move, 
therefore,  tliat  the  vote  just  taken  by  which  the  amendment 
was  rejected  may  be  reconsidered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Montana. 

The  motion  to  reconsider  was  agn«ed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  now  recurs  on  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  suggest  that  the  vote  b« 
permitted  to  apply  to  the  amendment  on  i>age  447. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  will  take  that  up  in  a  moment,  I  will  say 
to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  in  conformity  with  the  statement  I  made  to 
the  senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinho.n]  that  the 
amendment  found  on  page  447,  in  line  7,  as  well  as  the  one  in 
lines  9  and  10,  should  t>e  considered. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr,  SMOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  notice  we  have  just  reconsidered  a  vote.  I 
should  like  to  have  the  rei-ord  kept  straight  as  to  what  is  going 
on  in  the  Chamber.  I  really  can  not  hear  what  the  Senator 
from  Utah  is  saying  and  I  can  not  vote  intelligently  unless  I 
do  hear  what  he  is  saying. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate  will  be  in  order  so 
that  Senators  may  hear. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  now  that  the  Senate  has  agreed 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  on  page  440 
was  adopt e<l,  I  sup|)ose  it  would  be  proper  to  take  a  vote  at 
this  time  on  that  amendment  before  I  call  attention  to  the  two 
amendments  on  page  447. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Yes;  and  there  Is  also  another 
amendment,  the  Chair  is  advised,  on  page  446,  an  amendment  in 
line  20. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President.  I  ri.se  to  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Montana  wUl 
state  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Is  not  the  question  now  on  the 
adoption  of  the  Senate  amendment  in  line  13,  on  page  446? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  the  question.  The  amefMl- 
ment  will  be  stated. 
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The  Chut  Cukk.  On  page  446,  In  line  13,  the  committee 
propose  to  strike  out  the  words  *'  or  the  owner  of  snch  vessel 
or  vehicle." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

Th»'  amendment  was  agreetl  to. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  of  the  com 
mi  t  tee  will  be  stated. 

Tlie  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  440,  line  20,  the  committee  pro- 
pose to  strike  out  the  words  "or  the  owner  of  such  vessel  or 
yehUle." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  aisrreelng  to  the 
amendment.  [Putting  the  question.]  By  the  sound  the  noes 
seem  to  have  It. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I^t  us  have  a  division. 

Mr.  HOWELI>.  Mr.  I»Tesident.  may  we  understand  the  ques- 
tion that  is  beft»re  the  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  again  state  the 
amentlment. 

The  Chiet  Clbrk.  On  page  446.  line  20,  the  committee  jhto- 
pose  to  strike  out  the  words  "  or  the  owner  of  such  vessel  or 
vehicle." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  a  parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRBSIDENT.    The  Senator  will  state  IL 

Mr.  HOWELL.  A  vote  "  aye,"  a»  1  understand,  is  a  vote  to 
restore  the  House  provision  to  the  pre»»eut  law? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  vote  "aye"  is  a  vote  to  strike 
out  the  House  text. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  may  I  make 
an  explaoation  to  the  Senator? 

Mr.  WAI..8H  of  MonUna.  I  did  not  understand  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas  Is 
seeking  recognition.     Let  him  state  the  njatter. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  the  vote  that 
was  taken  and  the  debate  which  has  been  liad  related,  or  shoul<l 
have  related,  to  the  amendments  on  page  447.  In  the  paragraph 
on  page  447  the  subject  of  smoking  opium,  as  stated  by  the 
Senator  from  Montana,  is  dealt  with.  On  page  446  the  amend- 
roents  now  under  consideration  rriate  to  the  question  as  ti> 
whether  owners  of  vessels  shall  be  held  liable  In  case  other 
property  not  manifested  shall  be  found  on  their  ships. 

I  see  no  obJttHion  to  agreeing  to  the  pending  amendments; 
but  T  do  insist  that  the  vote  Just  taken,  which  was  intended  by 
all  Senators  to  apply  to  the  amendments  on  page  447,  shall  be 
confirmed  when  those  amendments  are  reached. 

The  amendments  now  under  consideration  have  no  relation- 
ship whatever  to  the  importation  of  smoking  i>pinm.  They 
relate,  as  explained  by  tlie  Senator  from  Montana,  to  any  other 
property  found  on  a  veooel  or  unloaded  frrmi  a  ve»«l  when  that 
property  has  not  been  set  forth  in  the  manifest. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment.    A  division  has  been  demanded. 

On  a  dlvi.sion,  the  am«idment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment  pa-ssed  over. 

The  CHnar  Cubk.  On  page  447,  line  6,  the  committee  pro- 
pose to  strike  out  the  words  "  or  the  owner  of  aach  vessel  or 
vehicle." 

The  amendment  waa  rejected. 

The  CHnar  Clouc.  On  the  same  page,  line  9,  after  the  word 
"  sball."  the  committee  propoaes  to  strike  out  the  comma  and  the 
words  "  notwithstanding  the  proviso  in  section  594  of  this  act 
(relating  to  the  immunity  of  vesnels  pr  vehicles  used  as  common 
carriers)." 

Tha  amendm^it  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  in  section  619,  referred  to  In 
connection  with  the  two  amendments  to  the  section  Just  dis- 
posed of.  we  passed  over  an  amendment  on  page  471.  That  sec- 
tion deals  with  the  award  of  compensation  to  informers.  I 
askiMl  that  it  might  go  over,  not  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the 
Senate  not  to  agree  to  it  if  In  their  Judgment  they  saw  fit,  but 
because  the  House  provision  makes  a  permanent  appropriation ; 
and  1  have  stated  on  the  Hoor  of  the  Senate  many  times  that 
I  waH  going  to  oppose  any  further  permanent  approfHiatlons. 
The  whole  list  of  permanent  appropriations  ought  to  be  gone  into 
thon»ughly.  Some  ot  them  were  made  50  or  00  years  ago.  We 
know  nothing  about  what  they  arp  for.  and  year  aftv  year  we 
make  appropriations  for  those  permanent  porposes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  doubt 
that  the  Senate  will  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Utah. 
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Ir.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President.  It  seems  to  me 
th4  statement  of  the  case  throws  the  burden  of  the  argument 
those  who  oppose  the  amendment, 
kr.  SMOOT.  It  is  a  committw  amendment.  Mr.  President 
I  simply  wanted  to  make  that  stattraent.  If  I  ever  get  time,  I 
an  going  to  take  every  item  in  tliose  permanent  appropriations, 
anl  if  there  Is  any  way  in  which  I  «^u  And  out  just  where  the 
ni^ney  Roes  I  am  going  to  find  out  aiul  report  to  this  body. 

T.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.     Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the 

tor  why  It  is  that  he  asks  that  the  amendment  go  over? 

r.  SMOOT.     It  is  a  conmiittee  amendment,  Mr.  President ; 

I  desire  a  vote  upon  the  matter  at  this  time. 

e  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
an^ndment  of  the  committee,  wliich  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  pnge  471,  after  the  word  "any,"  in 
lit  e  14,  it  is  propofle«l  to  strike  out  the  words  "  case.  The 
ne:*essary  moneys  to  pay  sucli  awards  are  hereby  appropriated, 
and  this  appropriation  shall  be  deemed  a  permanent  and  indefi- 
nl  e  appropriation  "  and  insert  "  case,  which  shall  be  paid  out 
of  moneys  ai>proprlated  for  that  purpose,"  so  as  to  make  the 
se<'tion  read : 

Iec.  619.  Award  of  compensation  to  informers :  Any  penon  not  an 
off  cep  of  the  T'nlted  States  who  detects  and  seises  any  ▼essel,  vehicle, 
mtrchandise,  or  baggage  subject  to  seimro  and  forfeiture  under  the  cus- 
toms laws,  and  who  reports  the  same  to  an  officer  of  the  customs,  or  who 
fninlshes  to  a  district  attorney,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  or  to 
ant  cuMtoma  officer  original  Information  concerning  any  fraud  upon  tb« 
cuiitoms  revenue,  or  a  violation  of  the  customs  laws  perpetrated  or  con- 
templated, which  detection  and  itelzure  or  information  leads  to  a 
re<  overy  of  any  duties  withheld,  or  of  any  fine,  penalty,  or  forfeiture 
in(  urr^,  may  be  awarded  and  paid  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  a 
CO  npensatlon  of  25  per  cent  of  the  net  amount  recovered,  but  not  to 
exceed  $50,000  in  any  case,  which  shall  be  paid  out  of  moneys  appro- 
priated for  that  purpose.  FV)r  the  purposes  of  this  section,  an  amount 
rei'overed  under  a  ball  bond  shall  be  deemed  a  recovery  of  a  doe 
im  mrrod. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
aiu-ndment  of  the  conmiittee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  under- 
stiud  the  course  of  the  Senator  from  Utah.  He  made  a  very 
illamiuating  and  conclusive  statement  in  suwwrt  of  the  Senate 
rtinimittee  amendment.  He  made  a  declaration  which  prompted 
bcth  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  and  myself  to 
say  that  the  weight  of  the  argument  devolved  upon  those  who 
oi posed  the  amendment  to  ju^stify  their  position;  and  now  he 
vi  tes  against  the  amendment  and  against  the  position  that  he 
lu[)k  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.    I  want  to  know  why  he  does  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  voted  "  aye  "  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     The  Senator  voted  "  no." 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator  did  not  vote 
"  lye";  but  if  he  says  he  intended  to  vote  "aye,"  I  have  my 
ea  planatlon. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  next  anjend- 
m?nt  pa.ssed  over,  which  will  be  stated.  Does  the  Senator  de- 
si  -e  a  vote  now  on  the  amendment  on  page  476,  line  4,  which 
according  to  our  records  is  the  next  amendment  passed  over? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  the  reason  why  that  paragraph 
WIS  stricken  from  the  House  bill  was  because  the  Finance  Com- 
m  ttee  had  recommended  the  Insertion  of  another  paragraph 
dialing  with  this  matter  of  domestic  value.  The  other  one 
otght  to  be  acted  on  before  the  amendment  on  page  476  is 
a(ted  on. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Certainly,  Mr.  President. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  WUl  the  Senator  from  Utah  indi- 
es te  the  next  amendment  he  desires  to  have  voted  on? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  subject  of  opium  and  the 
pi  ragraphs  that  have  Just  been  voted  up«in  were  taken  uii  by 
unanimous  consent  of  the  Senate,  It  seems  to  mo  thiir  we 
otght  now  to  go  back  to  the  bill  and  take  np  the  amendnicuta 
in  their  regular  order. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  As  far  as  the  people  of  Maryland  are  con- 
cerned, they  might  as  well  declare  the  t^eat  of  one  <if  their 
S<nator8  vacant  if  one  Is  supposed  to  vote  up«in  any  measure 
oi  ered  by  the  Senator  of  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  all  the  «>ther  Senators  heard  what  I 
Just  said. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  derk  wiU  state  the  next 
ai  lendment  passed  over. 
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The  Chut  CuntK.  On  page  308.  Part  II,  "United  States 
Tariff  Commis.sion,"  in  section  330,  *'  Organization  of  the  com- 
mission," on  line  5,  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  7 " 
and  insert  "6." 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  why  do  we  not  take  up  the 
flexible  provision  before  we  go  into  the  question  of  the  organi- 
zation of  the  ct>mmissiou? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  state  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  that  it  is  my  purpose,  when  the  flexible-tiiriCF 
pn)visi«»ns  of  the  bill  are  readied,  to  move  to  strike  them  out 
of  the  bill  altogether,  so  that  there  will  be  no  flexible-tariff  pro- 
vision in  the  law — not  only  in  the  present  bill  but  In  the  law. 
It  Is  also  our  purpose,  if  that  motion  prevails,  to  offer  an 
amendment  for  the  purp»i3e  of  retaining  the  Tariff  Commission 
for  the  full  exercise  of  the  functions  performed  by  that  com- 
mission brfore  we  had  a  flexible  tariff,  but  providing  that  the 
commission  rqport  not  to  the  President  as  heretofore  but  to  the 
Congress. 

If.  in  view  of  that  statement,  the  Senator  insists  upon  taking 
up  this  part  of  the  bill  at  this  time,  while  I  shall  object,  of 
course  I  do  not  know  what  the  ^ect  of  that  objection  will  be, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  know  we  are  going  to  have  a  con- 
test upon  the  question  of  whether  the  flexible  tariff  provision 
of  the  iMTsent  law  .shall  remain  or  in  effect  be  repealed. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma-ssaohusetts.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  SIM.MONS.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Do  I  understand  the  Sena- 
tor's position  to  be  that  he  is  not  necessarily  opposed  to  the 
Senate  committee  amendment  now  before  the  Senate,  but  that 
he  does  not  believe  that  it  should  be  taken  up  until  after  the 
amendment  dealing  with  the  flexible-tariff  provision  has  been 
disposed  of? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  is  the  position  I  meant  to  take.  I 
did  not  intend  to  express  any  opinion  with  refeivnce  to  tlie 
Senate  committee  amendment  to  the  section  that  has  just  been 
called  to  our  attention.  However,  it  is  our  purpose  to  pi^pare 
a  snt)stitute  for  the  present  provision  of  law  dealing  with  the 
Tariff  Commission,  provided  we  succeed  In  abolishing  the 
flexible-tariff  provision. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Then,  as  I  understand  the  Senator,  he  desires 
the   Senate  now   to   proceed   to  section   336,    "  Equalization   of 
ojmpetitiye  conditions."     I  have  already  submitted  an  amend 
ment  to  that  section  as  a  substitute,  and  I  will  frffer  It  now. 

Mr.  ROBI.NSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  let  us  have  an 
understanding  as  to  the  effect  of  the  agreement  under  which  we 
are  prt>ceeding.  The  arrangement  is  that  we  have  proceeded 
with  Titles  III  and  IV.  the  committee  amendmeuts  to  be  flrst 
considered.  Does  that  imply  that  before  proceeding  to  the  con- 
siderjition  of  amendments  in  otiier  parts  of  the  bill  in(lividuul 
amendments  or  amendments  from  the  floor  to  the  two  titles  re- 
ferred to  shall  be  presented  and  disposed  of? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  unanimous-consent  agreement,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, was  that  in  considering  Titles  III  and  IV  the  committer* 
amendments  should  be  considered  flrst,  and  that  after  the  com- 
mittee amendments  had  been  considered  the  whole  subject 
matter  would  lie  open  for  further  amendment. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  My  understanding  of  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement  was  that  the  committee  amendments  to  the  adminis- 
trative provisions  of  the  law  should  be  flrst  considered • 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  But  that  when  we  had  finished  the  con.sldera- 
tlon  of  the  committee  amendments  any  amendment  that  might 
be  offered  from  the  floor  with  respect  to  any  provision  In  the 
administrative  sections  of  the  bill  should  be  ctmsidered  before 
we  took  up  the  schedules  of  rates. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  think  the  proper  interpretation  of  that 
would  be  that  if  a  committee  amendment  Is  reached,  and  it  is 
desired  to  strike  out  the  section  to  which  that  amendment  is 
proi)08ed,  we  should  cwisider  flrst  the  committee  amendment,  the 
committee,  of  course,  having  the  right  to  perfect  its  amendment 
before  tlie  motion  to  strike  out  Is  acted  upon. 

I  do  not  know  whether  I  make  myself  clear  to  the  Senator. 
Take,  for  Illustration,  the  flexible  tariff  provision.  The  Senate 
committee  made  some  amendments  to  that,  and  the  cmiimittee 
now  desire  to  modify  those  amendments.  Supi»oae  the  Senate 
committee  is  permittetl  to  modify  the  amendments.  Then  I  do 
not  see  any  reason  why  we  should  not,  in  that  same  connection, 
since  the  debates  will  be  very  much  alike  on  l>oth  propositions, 
make  a  motion  to  strike  out  the  whole  provision. 

Mr.  SM(K>T.  That  could  be  done  by  unanimous  consent,  at 
the  request  of  the  Senator,  at  the  time  when  we  arrived  at  that 
point,  but  It  .seems  to  me  the  proper  thing  to  do  is  to  have  the 
section  perfected  by  the  committee.    Tlien  If  he  Senator  will 


ask  tmanlmous  consent  that  such  a  motion  be  entertained  by 
the  Senate,  of  course  the  Senate  would  have  to  decide  that 
question. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas,  Mr.  President,  may  I  sURcest 
that  tlie  simplest  way  to  determine  the  whole  contrt>versy  would 
be,  when  the  Senator  from  I'tah  presents  his  motion  to  strike, 
for  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  to  present  as  a  sultstitnie 
for  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  his  amendment  which 
will  strike  the  same  matter  referred  to  by  the  Senator  and  othtMT 
mattM^,  and  the  choice  would  be  then  between  the  two  pro- 
rislons? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  was  the  course  I  exi»ected  to  punjup. 
to  offer  as  a  substitute  for  the  committee  amendment  a  motion 
to  strike  out  the  whole  section. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  will  the  8<«nator 
yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  in  a  little  confusion  about 
thus,  in  view  of  some  remarks  made.  The  amendments  which 
would  be  now  lH»fore  the  Senate  in  regular  order  are  those  found 
on  page  308,  which  relate  to  the  number  ot  persons  on  the  ci>m- 
mission,  and  also  the  question  as  to  whether  it  should  be  a 
bipartisan  commission  or  not.  Why  should  tiiose  matters  be 
delayed  until  after  we  take  up  the  provisions  of  swtion  336? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  As  I  said  a  little  while  ago,  I  shall  not 
strenuously  oliject  to  considering  that  matter  now.  but  I  thought 
it  very  likely  that  after  we  voted  up«»n  the  elimination  of  the 
flexible  provisions,  if  the  action  of  the  Senate  should  be  to  rei>enl 
those  provisitms  of  the  present  law.  then  we  wimld  prolMiitly 
desire  to  reform  the  provisions  with  reference  to  the  tariff  c»Hn- 
misslon  altogether  and  present  a  different  proposition  than  that 
eontaln«»d  In  the  present  print.  For  tliat  reason  I  thought  It 
was  better  to  have  that  brought  up  afterward.s. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  quite  willing  to  abide  by  the 
decision  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  with  respect  to 
that,  but  It  seems  to  me  that  the  question  presented  by  the 
amendments  on  page  308  will  not  be  In  any  manner  affe<*ted  by 
whatever  disposition  is  made  of  the  flexible  provision. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  is  very  true  they  will  not  be,  but  we  may 
desire  to  offer  as  a  suljstitute  for  the  provisions  which  are  now 
contained  In  the  bill  wltli  reference  to  the  Tariff  Coiumlssitm 
a  very  radically  different  s<'heme.  I  outlined  In  general  terms 
what  that  scheme  would  be,  namely,  to  retain  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission with  the  functions  which  It  possessed  jM-ior  to  the  pas- 
sage of  the  flexible  tariff  provision,  but  require  them  to  report  to 
the  Congress  Instead  of  to  the  President.  We  might  desire  also 
to  make  some  change' with  reference  to  the  membership  of  the 
commission  and  the  matter  of  the  appointment  of  the  members. 

I  ttiiiik  we  would  be  in  better  position  to  determine  the  char- 
acter of  amendment  we  should  offer  to  that  section  of  tlie  law 
after  we  had  dealt  with  the  flexible  pn>vL8lon  of  the  tariff, 
rather  than  before.  That  is  the  only  reason  why  I  suggested 
that 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  Inclined  to  agree  with  the 
Senator.  I  think  we  ought  to  take  up  section  ;J36  at  this  time, 
and  whatever  is  done  with  section  336  will  certainly  luive  a 
bearing  on  all  at  the  other  sections  affecting  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion, and  if  it  were  changed,  perhaiis,  in  a  manner  we  do  not 
have  In  mind  now,  or  If  it  were  rejected  entirely,  then  there 
would  be  no  necessity  for  trying  to  have  a  Tariff  Commission 
at  all.  I  think  the  Senator  is  perfectly  correct  that  the  proper 
thing  to  do  is  to  take  up  section  336  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  l^resident,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  If 
there  Is  not  something  else  that  he  can  take  up  instead  of  the 
flexlt>le  tariff  provision?  The  Junior  Senator  from  I'tah  I  Mr. 
King],  as  we  all  Imow,  has  either  offered  an  amendment,  or  has 
sent  one  to  the  desk  which  he  intends  to  offer,  dealing  with  the 
Tariff  Commission,  and  also  vdth  the  flexible  tariff  provision. 
He  Is  unable,  by  reason  of  sicluiess,  to  be  here  to-day,  and  I 
understand  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  (}boboe],  who  is 
expected  to  make  the  principal  opening  statement  with  reference 
to  the  flexible  provLsIon,  would  prefer  not  to  proceed  to-<lay. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  understand  that  my  coHeague  is  ill,  and  I 
know  that  he  desires  to  be  here  when  this  matter  is  taken  up^ 
and  I  think  perhaps  we  ought  to  yield  to  hi»  whihes  in  this 
matter.  There  are  some  other  matters  on  which  we  could  spend 
the  time  between  now  and  8  o'clock  without  taking  up  the 
Tariff  Commission  provision. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  In  connec-tlon  with  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  about  his  colleague,  I  want  to  .say  that  I  know  that  his 
colleague  has  given  very  intensive  study  to  this  question,  aud 
I  shonld  like  very  much  to  have  him  present  when  it  it*  taken  up. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Utah  will  explain  hiii  policy  in  re«()ect  to  the  fl<fxible  provisioa. 
He  baa  offered  an  amendment  In  the  nature  of  a  subetitote  fur 
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Uie  whole  prorl^on,  and  he  certainly  ought  to  explain  It 
■houltl  open  up  tbe  debate  on  thii  matter. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  shoold  prefer  to  do  that  on  a  day  when  we 
will  consider  the  matter  at  length.  I  do  not  want  to  make  a 
brief  statement  uaw  and  then  leave  the  matter  nntil  another  day. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  hope  when  the  Senator  opens  the  debate 
on  the  flexible  pnwision  he  will  exi^aln  It  fully,  and  tell  the 
difference  between  tbl.s  proposal  and  the  present  law.  I  sup- 
pose the  Senator  will  do  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  will  try  to  do  It  I  find  that  an 
amenduieiu  on  page  374,  section  483,  went  over  on  re<iue8t  I 
wonder  If  we  can  not  take  that  amendmait  up  now. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  will  ask  that  the  clerk  state 
the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  amend- 
ment, which  was  passed  over. 

The  Chijx  Cuekk.  On  page  374  the  committee  proposes  to 
strike  out  llne»  19  to  22,  both  IneluslTe,  reading  as  follows: 

(2)  A  pemon  making  entry  of  mercliaodise  under  the  yroTiaions  of 
mtidtTlxion  (b)  of  aectlon  4M  (relating  to  entrj  oo  a  duplicate  bill  of 
Inding)  sball  be  deemed  tbe  aole  cooalgDee  tbereot 

And  to  Injtert  the  following  words : 

(2)  A  person  making  entry  of  mercbandlae  under  the  provlalons  of 
■abdi visions  (h)  or  (1)  of  section  484  (relating  to  entry  on  carrier's 
certlil<»ie  and  on  duplicate  bill  of  lading,  respectlrel; )  aball  b«  deemed 
tbe  sole  coiialgne«  tbereot 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tbe  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  PreiAdent  I  would  like  to  make  an  ex- 
pinnntion  of  sections  483  and  484.  They  hare  reference  to  bills 
of  lading. 

The  amendments  made  by  the  committee  in  sections  483  and 
484,  It  Is  beilered.  off^r  a  wdntion  to  the  perplexing  problem 
with  respect  to  bills  of  lading.  The  situation  now  existing 
under  these  M>ct1<Mis  In  the  1922  act  and  the  resulting  diflkrtilties 
auiy  be  stated  as  follows. 

Se<'tion  483  prorides  that  merchandise  shall,  for  the  purposes 
at  Title  IV,  be  held  to  be  the  property  of  tbe  person  to  whom  it 
is  consigned,  and  the  bolder  of  a  bill  of  lading  indorsed  by  the 
consignee  therein  named,  or  If  consigned  tu  order,  by  the  con- 
signor, shall  be  deemed  tbe  consignee.  Section  484  prarides  that 
the  consignee  shall  produce  the  bill  of  lading  at  the  time  of 
making  entry.  The  Inderal  and  State  courts  hare  held  in  ser- 
ersil  cases  that  under  these  provisions  collectors  of  customs  are 
personally  liable  for  any  damage  resulting  from  the  delivery  or 
release  of  merchandise  without  the  production  of  the  orl^al 
Mil  of  lading  by  the  perstm  making  entry.  Ftor  their  own  pro- 
tection, therefore,  most  collectors  require  the  original  bill  of 
lading  to  be  filed  with  the  entry  and  retained  in  their  custody. 
Importers  and  carriers  object,  the  former  on  the  ground  that 
the  original  bill  of  lading  is  needed  to  obtain  poosesslon  of  the 
goods  from  the  carrier  and  the  latter  that  they  must  have  the 
original  bill  for  their  own  protection  in  the  evmt  a  claim  is  filed 
for  WHMigfnl  delivery. 

In  many  sliipments  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade  the  original 
Mil  of  lading  can  not  be  obtained  at  the  time  of  making  entry, 
being  held  in  the  possession  of  a  bank  against  payment  of  the 
purchase  price  of  th«  merchandise,  or  delayed  in  transit  or 
otherwise  unavailable  within  the  time  prescribed  fOr  making 
oitry.  This  general  problem  has  resulted  in  varying  practices 
at  different  ports  <rf  entry,  where  collectors  have  endeavored 
to  make  some  arrangement  whereby  the  deadlock  could  be 
avoi«led.  Tills  lack  of  uniformity  of  practice  in  itself  is  not 
desirable. 

The  House  biU  sought  to  remedy  the  difficulty  by  amending 
the  sections  to  provide  that  a  person  In  possession  of  a  duplicate 
bill  of  lading  ivoperly  autlienticated  might  make  entry  for  mer- 
chandise. Tour  committee  is  advised  that  tbe  am«idment  will 
cover  a  number  of  cases,  particularly  those  arising  oo  the 
Canadian  tx^xler,  bat  is  not  sufficient  to  cover  all  cases  because 
of  the  difllcalty,  in  through  shipments  from  distant  foreign 
countries,  in  obtaining  duplicate  bills  of  lading  to  be  used  for 
this  purpose. 

Atvonilngty  your  committee  has  revised  and  daborated  the 
House  amendment  so  as  to  pennlt  two  alternative  methods  of 
nakin«  entry  where  the  original  bill  of  lading  is  not  presented. 
In  sulnlivision  (h)  of  section  484  of  the  bill  as  reported  by  your 
committee  (pi  S79,  line  17).  it  Is  provided  tliat  any  person 
certified  by  the  carrier  to  be  the  owner  or  consignee  of  the 
merchandise,  or  an  agent  of  such  owner  or  consignee;  may  make 
entry  therefor.  In  subdivision  (i)  (p.  380,  line  3)  the  dupli- 
cate bill  of  ladlnc  provlsiou  appears  substantially  aa  Inserted 
by  the  Housa. 
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It  la  further  provided  (p.  380,  line  14,  subdivision  (J) )  that 
mexdiandise  shall  be  released  from  customs  custody  only  to 
the  carrier  by  whom  the  merehandise  was  brought  to  the  port 
at  which  the  entry  was  made.  This  will  relieve  collectors  of 
cnjBtnns  from  the  necessity  of  a.scertaining  the  particular  per- 
son to  whom  delivery  of  merchandise  should  be  made  and  will 
pla[^>  that  responsibility  with  tlie  carrier,  where  it  properly 
bdimgs.  It  is  believed  that  these  secticms,  as  amended,  are 
satisfactory  not  only  to  the  Importers  but  to  customs  oflaoera 
anq  carriers  as  well. 

rage  374:  The  committee  amendment  beglntilng  on  page  374, 
lini  >  19,  Is  an  amendment  to  conform  to  that  on  page  379.  The 
sane  is  true  of  tlie  amendment  on  page  375,  lines  6  and  7.  and 
the  amendment  on  page  377,  lines  10  to  13. 

Page  379,  beginning  with  line  4:  The  committee  amendment 
prfvides  for  entry  on  carrier's  certificate,  entry  on  duplicate  bill 
of  lading  and  for  the  release  of  merchandise  from  customs 
cuf  tf»dy  by  tlie  collector  only  to  the  carrier.  It  is  provided,  page 
38<',  lines  23  to  25.  that  the  collector  shall  not  be  liable  in 
reject  of  the  dtHivery  of  merchandise  released  from  cu.stoms 
custody  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

1  have  these  particular  amendmenf?  and  shall  offor  them  at 
thfc  time.  I  will  ask  the  clerk  to  read  the  amendments.  They 
were  inadvertently  omitted  at  the  time  the  oill  was  reported, 
ami  I  will  make  a  brief  explanation  as  to  the  purpose  of  the 
adflitlonal  amendments. 

r.  HARRISON.    Those  pertain  to  the  same  matter? 
r.  SMOOT.     Yes;  they  were  just  brought  to  our  attention 
Saturday.     They  were  inadvertently  omitted  when  we  re- 
ed the  bill. 

r.  HARRISON.    They  represent  the  action  of  the  majority 
hers  of  the  committee  in  dealing  with  the  question, 
r.  SMOOT.     Yes.    Perhaps  it  would  bo  better  not  to  take 
th^se  up  at  this  time,  but  to  act  upon  the  amendments  already 
retort e<l,  and  then  we  will  take  up  the  other  ones. 

r.  HARRISON.  There  was  no  objection  by  Importers  or 
customs  officials  to  the  amendments,  but  they  agreed  to  them  in 
or^er  to  expedite  business? 

r.  SMOOT.     Yes;  it  was  a  compromise  agreement  that  was 
ched. 

he  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  JoNrs  in  the  chair).     The 
ding  amendment  is  on  page  374,  beginning  in  line  19,  and  has 
n  stated.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
he  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

he  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Ths  next  amendment  will  be 
ted. 

Lbqislattvc  Clixk.    In  .section  484,  "  Entry  of  merchan- 
di^"  on  page  375,  in  line  6,  strike  out  the  words  "  subdivision 
and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "subdivisions  (h)  and  (i),"  so 
to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

la)  Requirement  and  time :  Elxcept  as  provided  In  fectlong  490,  498. 
551,  and  553  and  in  subdivision  (i)  of  section  336  of  this  act,  and  in 
sulldlvisioni  (b)  and  (I)  of  this  section,  the  consignee  of  Imported  mer- 
chandise sball  make  entry  therefor  elthfi  In  perflon  or  by  an  agent 
authorised  by  bim  In  writing  under  such  regulations  as  tbe  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  may  prescribe.  Sncb  entry  shall  be  made  at  the  cusfom- 
hoiise  within  48  hours,  exclu.slve  of  Sundays  and  holidays,  after  the 
enl  ry  of  the  Importing  vessel  or  report  of  tbe  vehicle,  or  after  the 
an  Ival  at  tbe  port  of  destination  In  tbe  case  of  merchandise  transported 
In  pond,  unless  the  collector  authorizes  in  writing  a  longer  time. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

'  The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
pa  ce  377,  beginning  in  line  9,  to  strike  out  the  words  "  siilxll- 
virion  (h)  of  this  section  (relating  to  entrj-  on  a  duplicate  hill 
lading)"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "subdivision 
or   (1)   of  this  section    (relating  to  entry  on  carrier's  cer- 
ti%ate  and  on  duplicate  bill  of  lading,  respectively),"  so  as 
make  the  paragraph  read : 

3)   Tbe  provisions  of  this  sabdlvision   shall   not   apply  in   tbe  ease 
an  entry  under  subdivision   (h)   or   (I)   of  this  section    (relating  to 
enlry  on  carrler'a   certiflcste  and  on  duplicate  bill  of  lading,   reapee- 

'.  lie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

?he  next  amendment  was,  on  page  379,  to  strike  out  lines 
4  1 9  16,  inclusive,  in  the  following  words : 

h)  Eatry  on  duplicate  blU  of  lading :  Any  person  may,  upon  the 
pn  [feietlon  of  a  daplicate  bill  of  lading  signed  or  certified  to  be 
ys^olse  by  tbe  lamlBK  esrrier,  make  ^try  for  tbe  merchandise  is 
of  which  each  bill  of  lading  is  Issued,  in  tbe  manner  and 
miitject  to  the  requirements  prescribed  In  this  section  (or  in  regula- 
tloits  pronolgated  bereander)  in  tbe  caae  of  a  consignee  within  the 
■MLnlnc  of  paragraph  (1)  of  seetion  483.  except  that  such  person 
gtaaU  Bkske  such  toUj  la  hit  own  aasM.     Ho  merchandise  so  entered 
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shall  be  released  from  rostoma  mstody  except  to  sach  carrier,  but  the 
I>ers<-'n  so  making  entry  shall  be  liable  for  tbe  payment  of  all  addi- 
tional and  increased  duties  on  snch  merchandise. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  379,  after  line  16,  to 
insert: 

(h)  Entry  on  carrier's  certificate:  Except  in  the  case  of  entry  for 
warehouse,  any  person  certified  by  the  carrier  bringing  tbe  merchandise 
to  the  port  at  which  entry  is  to  be  made  to  be  the  owner  or  consignee 
of  the  merchandise,  or  an  agent  of  such  owner  or  consignee,  may 
make  entry  thereof,  either  in  person  or  by  an  autborlaed  agent,  in 
tbe  manner  and  subject  to  tbe  reijuirements  pre8crit>ed  in  this  sec- 
tion (or  in  regulations  promulgated  hereunder)  In  the  case  of  a  con- 
Blgn>^  within  the  meaning  of  paragraph    <1)   of  aectlon  483. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  it  se^ns  to  me  that  if  the 
carrier  has  to  certify  the  receiver  of  the  goods,  in  a  great  many 
ca.ses  the  carrier  would  not  know  whether  the  person  who  ap- 
I^leil  for  the  certificate  was  actually  the  person  to  whom  the 
goods  were  consigned.  How  could  the  carrier  know  whethn*  he 
could  certify  that  this  man  was  an  agent  of  Sears-Roebuck 
or  any  other  agent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  suppose  there  is  no  officer  at  any  port  in  the 
United  States  that  does  not  know  the  agent  of  the  company 
named. 

Sir.  TYDINGS.  But  the  certificate  has  to  be  issued  by  the 
carrier  and  in  the  case  of  a  steamship  line  it  seems  to  me  the 
steamship  officers  would  have  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  in  know- 
ing whether  the  person  api^ying  was  realb'  the  person  to 
whom  the  g*K)ds  were  consigneil. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then,  In  that  case  they  would  not  Issue  the 
certificate. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  He  would  have  to  bring  some  one  along  to 
identify  him. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  certlfleate  would  not  be  Issued  until  they 
did  know  who  he  was. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  the  carrier's  responsibility  after 
all  is  for  delivery  of  the  gootls  to  the  rig^t  person.  This 
provides  merely  a  couple  of  additional  methods  by  which  the 
c<Misijniee  can  get  his  entry  made  without  introducing  the 
original  bill  of  lading.  The  carrier  will  not  give  him  the  cer- 
tificate any  more  than  it  would  give  him  the  goods  themselves 
until  the  carrier  is  satisfied  that  he  is  the  right  person. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     What  are  the  other  methods? 

Mr.  REED.  Production  of  the  original  bill  of  lading,  for 
instance. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Oh,  yes;  certainly. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  often  difficult  when  it  is  sent  along 
attached  to  a  sight  draft 

Mr.  SMOOT,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  purchaser 
is  in  full  accord  with  this  preposition,  and  the  carrier  Is  too. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  would  be  glad  if  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  w«»uld  give  the  Senate  an  explanation  of  what 
the  change  in  the  present  law  would  be  by  reas<^)n  of  this 
amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  already  done  that  while  the  Senator  was 
out  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Of  course.  I  wiU  not  ask  the  Senator  to  give 
it  again.  I  will  ask  another  question.  I  suppose  the  amend- 
ment was  prepare<l  by  tbe  Treasury  D^artment  and  has  its 
approval  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  and  not  only  that,  but  it  has  the  approval 
of  the  carriers  and  the  approval  of  the  importers. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Has  any  objection  been  made  to  it  from  any 
source? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  a  word  of  objection  that  I  know  about 
The  Senator  was  not  here  when  I  explained  that  there  was  one 
amendment  which  was  left  out  and  which  I  am  now  going  to 
ofTer  as  an  amendment.  It  was  inadvertently  omitted.  It  also 
is  an  amendment  which  has  been  agreed  upon  by  all  parties. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  that  amendment  also  come  from  the 
Treasury  Dejwirtment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  does. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Has  it  been  submitted  to  the  carriers? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  was  submitted  at  tbe  same  time  all  the  other 
provisions  were  submitted. 

Mr.  SI.MMONS.     And  it  was  simply  omitted  by  Inadvertence? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  appearing  before  the  com- 
mittee were  certain  representatives  of  the  carriers  and  repre- 
sentatives of  some  of  the  importing  associations,  and  they  stated 
that  they  were  working  out  this  prt»position  in  order  to  expedite 
business,  as  I  understood.    Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  Senator  is  correct 

Mr.  HARRISON.  They  had  not  agreed  at  that  particular 
time,  but  they  were  in  eonference  with  representatives  of  the 


Treasury  Department  and  were  going  to  get  togi'ther  upon  8»>me 
provision,  and  this  is  the  outcttme  of  that  conference? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is, 

Mr.  HARRISON.     All  of  them  agreed  to  It? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     They  did. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Have  the  other  paragraphs  been  agreed  to? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tbe  Chair  calb«  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  memwandum  sent  up  by  the  Senator  fnnn  Ttah 
is  in  the  n attire  of  an  amendment  to  the  comndttee  amendment 

Mr.  SMCK)T.     Yes;  that  is  correct 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  to  the  an»end. 
ment  will  l)e  stated. 

The  LBGiKLA-ms  Cxjcbk.  The  Senator  from  Utah  propoiies 
the  following  amendment  to  the  coumiltteo  amendment:  tm 
page  379,  lines  17  ainl  18,  at  the  beginning  of  the  nmtter  pnv 
posed  to  be  inserted  by  the  committee,  strike  out  the  wonls 
"  except  in  tl»e  case  of  entry  for  wareliouse,  any,"  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  the  word  "  any.'i 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agretnl  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  380,  after  line  2,  to  insert  the  following : 

(i)  Entry  on  duplicate  bill  of  lading:  Except  in  the  raae  of  entry 
for  warehouse,  any  person  may.  upon  tbe  production  of  a  duplirate 
bill  of  lading  signed  or  certified  to  be  genuine  by  tbe  carrier  bringing 
tbe  merchandise  to  tbe  port  at  which  entry  is  to  be  made,  make  entry 
for  the  mercbandixe  in  reMpect  of  which  such  bill  of  lading  is  iasoed, 
in  tbe  mann«-r  and  subjvKrt  to  tbe  requirements  preacrlbi-d  in  thla  Mic- 
tion (or  in  regulations  promulgated  hereunder)  in  tbf  rase  of  a  con- 
signee within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  (1)  of  section  483,  except  that 
such  person  aball  make  such  entry  In  his  own  name. 

The  LBoisijiTTVK  Cijcrk.  The  Senator  from  Utah  proixises 
the  following  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  just 
stated :  At  the  beginning  of  the  committee  amendment  strike 
out  the  words  "  Except  In  a  case  of  entry  for  warehouse,  any," 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "  Any." 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Then  how  would  it  read? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  the  clerk  read  It  as  it  would  read  if  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment  were  agreed  to. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

(1)  Any  person  may,  upon  tbe  production  of  a  duplicate  bill  of  lading 
signed  or  certified  to  be  genuine  by  the  carrier  bringing  the  mercbandlae 
to  tbe  port  at  which  entry  la  to  be  made,  make  entry  for  the  mer- 
chandise in  respect  of  which  such  bill  of  lading  is  iasued.  In  the  man- 
ner and  subject  to  the  requirements  prescribed  In  this  section  (or  in 
regulations  promulgated  hereunder)  In  tbe  case  of  a  consignee  within 
tbe  meaning  of  paragraph  (1)  of  section  483,  except  that  such  person 
shall  make  such  entry  in  his  own  name. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  Lbqiblattve  Clekk.  The  next  amendment  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  Is  on  page  380,  beginning  in  line  14,  where 
the  committee  {uroposes  to  insert  the  following  paragraph : 

(j)  Releaae  of  merchandise:  Except  in  ttie  caae  of  entry  for  ware- 
house, merchandise  for  which  entry  haa  been  made  under  the  pro- 
visions of  tbia  section  shall  be  reieawH)  from  castoms  custody  only  to 
tbe  carrier  by  whom  the  merchandise  is  brought  to  the  port  at  which 
entry  is  made,  and  tbe  collector  shall  return  to  tbe  person  making 
entry  the  bill  of  lading,  shipping  receipt,  carrier's  certificate,  or  other 
evidence  of  aatborlty  to  make  entry,  with  a  notation  thereon  tu  th« 
effect  that  entry  for  such  merchandise  has  lieen  made.  The  col- 
lector shall  not  be  liable  to  any  person  in  respect  of  tbe  delivery  of 
merchandise  released  from  customs  custody  In  accordance  with  tbe 
provisions  of  this  subdivision. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  proposes,  on  page  380,  in  line  14,  at 
the  beginning  of  the  amendment  just  stated,  to  strike  out  tbe 
words: 

Except  In  tbe  case  of  entry  for  warebonae,  merctiandlse  for  which 
entry  has  been  made  under  the  provirions  of  this  section  shall  be 
relieved  from  customa  custody  only  to  tbe  carrier  by  whom  tbe  mer- 
chandise ia  broagbt  to  tbe  port  at  which  entry  la  made,  and  tbe 
collector. 

And  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

Merchandise  for  which  entry  has  been  made  under  tbe  provisions  of 
this  section  shall  be  released  from  castoms  custody  only  to  the  carrier 
by  whom  tbe  merchandlw  ia  brought  to  tbe  port  at  which  entry  Is 
made,  except  that  mercbandlae  in  a  bonded  warebonae  shall  be  releaiied 
from  euatonu  custody  only  to  the  proprietor  of  th«  warekonae.  Tbe 
collector. 

So  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Mercbandlae  for  which  entry  has  been  made  nader  the  pr»vi^*a«  «tf 
tlds  section  ahall  l>e  relosatd  from  customa  coatody  »aiy  by  tbe  vmntat 
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by  whom  tile  merchandise  Is  bronght  to  the  port  st  wMeh  entry  It 
made.  rxc«pt  that  merchandise  In  a  bonded  warehoose  shall  be  released 
from  costoms  custody  only  to  the  pQ>prietor  of  the  warehoose.  The 
collector  nhaU  reCum  to  the  person  making  entry  the  bUl  of  lading, 
■hipping  receipt,  carrier's  certificate,  or  other  evidence  of  aatborlty 
to  make  entry,  with  a  notation  thereon  to  the  effect  that  entry  tor  sach 
merchandise  has  bees  made.  The  collector  shall  not  be  UaUe  to  any 
person  In  respect  of  the  dellrery  of  merchandiae  released  from  cus- 
toms custody  In  aeoordanoe  with  the  provisions  of  this  sabdl vision. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Was  this  submitted  by  the  Treasury  De- 
partment ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  was. 

Mr.  n..ETCHER.  Does  it  leave  In  the  amendment  the  pro- 
Tlsion  befrlnning  in  line  23  that  the  collector  shall  not  be  liable, 
and  »o  forth? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  still  left  in  the  amendment 

Mr.  FI.ETCHER.  I  did  not  quite  understand  the  latter  part 
of  the  amendment  as  statod  at  the^lesk. 

Mr.  SMtX>T.     Yes;  that  language  is  included. 

The  PHESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  a^rreeing 
to  the  amendment  to  the  committee  amendm^it. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amt*ntiment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  suppose  the  next  amendment  to  be  considered 
la  in  section  501,  on  page  396,  but  I  have  been  asked  again  to 
let  it  go  over  and  I  suppose  we  shall  have  to  do  it.  I  was 
requested  by  a  Senator  who  is  now  absent  to  let  it  go  over. 
Therefore,  I  shall  ask  that  the  amendment  may  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amt;ndment  will  be  passed 
over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  On  page  404,  Une  1.  in  the  subtitle  of  the 
paragraph.  It  reads  "  abandonment  within  10  days."  The  word 
••  ten  "  is  a  misprint.  It  should  have  been  "  30  "  so  as  to  make 
the  beading  conform  to  the  body  of  the  paragraph.  Therefore, 
I  move  to  strike  out  the  word  "  ten "  and  insert  the  word 
-  thirty." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  amend- 
ment is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  balance  of  the  paragraph  has  already 
been  agreed  to? 

Mr.  S-\i<K>T.     Yes;  it  has  all  been  approved. 

Mr.  President,  I  think,  perhaps,  It  would  be  well  for  the 
Settate  to  consider  the  valuation  section  of  the  bill  this  after- 
noon. I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  particular  objection 
to  It. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  desire  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  from  Utah 
whether  the  Committee  on  Finance  proposes  to  make  an  addi- 
tional amendment  to  secti(xi  52tl,  relating  to  the  importatioD  of 
merchandine  beariug  American  trade-marks? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  are  a  number  of  Senators  who  could 
not  be  here  to-day  who  are  very  much  Interested  In  the  trade- 
mark provision,  and  have  asked  that  It  go  over.  I  promised 
that  it  would  go  over  to-day. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  have  no  objection  to  it  going  over;  but  I 
merely  wished  to  know  If  the  Committee  on  Finance  had  deter- 
mined whether  or  not  there  would  be  a  further  amendment  to 
that  section. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  there  will  be  a  further  amendment  to 
the  section. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Have  the  majority  members  of  the  com- 
mittee met  and  aiqproved  of  any  amendment  relative  to  the 
•ection? 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  answer  that  question?  As 
one  of  the  majority  members  at  the  committee,  I  did  not  happen 
to  tie  present  at  the  committee  meeting  when  the  matter  was 
considered,  but  my  tuidMstanding  is — and  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  will  correct  me  if  I  am  in  error,  because,  not 
having  been  present,  I  can  not  speak  from  the  standpoint  <^ 
what  the  majority  of  the  commiaee  actually  decided  to  do— but 
my  general  understanding  la  that  they  disicussed  the  proviaion ; 
that  there  would  probably  be  some  changes  suggested,  but  that 
there  would  be  a  further  conference  of  the  majority  members 
of  the  committee  before  the  nature  of  such  changes  should  be 
determind  upon.  Is  that  not  correct,  may  I  ask  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  thought  we  had  d^nltely  decided  Qp<«  the 
changes  to  be  auide.  but  If  there  is  any  dcrabt  in  the  mind  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey,  we  can  again  meet. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  express  a  personal  view  merely  because  of  the 
fact  that  I  was  not  present  at  the  meeting  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  was  agreed  that  there  should  be  a  change 
made  in  the  provlaloo. 


September  23 


r.  HARRISON.     Did  the  majority  members  of  the  Commit- 
on  Finance  agree  to  it? 

r.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

r.  HARItlSON.     If  this  new  conference  is  going  to  be  held. 

Democratic  members  of  the  committee  are  not  going  to  be 

ted  to  the  conference,  I  presume? 

r.  SMOOT.     I  sliould  say  not. 

r.  President,  I  do  not  know  that  there  are  any  objections  to 

section  on  page  335,  covering  "  Domestic  value — conversion 

ates." 

ilr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President,  I  think  there  is  very  serious 
ection  to  it. 

Ir.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina,  then,  does 
no  want  the  information  called  for  in  section  340?  It  simply 
authorizes  the  commission 

r.  SIMMONS.     What  is  the  number  of  the  section,  may  I 

the  Senator  from  Utah? 

r.    S.MOOT.     It   is   found   on   page  335.    section   340.    "Do- 

tic  value — conversion  of  rates,"  and  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  to  convert  the  present  rates  in  the  bill  to 
ra^e«  based  upon  domestic  valuation  instead  of  foreign  valua- 
tic 

r.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  is  probaWy 
go\ng  to  be  one  of  the  most  controverted  propositions  In  the 

r.  SMOOT.  That  is,  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  does 
noi  want  the  information? 

r.  SIMMONS.     I  do  not  want  the  conversion  made, 
fr.  SMOOT.     The  section  does  not  provide  that  the  conver- 
sl(<n  shall  bt^  made. 

r.  SIMMONS.     I  understand  that,  but  we  do  not  want  to 
ticipate    in    any    scheme   that   will    do   what    is   proposed. 

r.  SMOOT.  Then,  there  is  no  need  of  taking  up  that  pro 
vision  this  aftemioon  if  there  is  any  particular  objection  to  it. 
Ml .  President.  I  should  like  to  offer  an  amendment  to  tho  com- 
mittee amendment  on  page  482.  On  page  482,  line  3,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  words  "  by  the  bank  on  which  it  is  drawn.** 

te  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the 
idment. 
e  Lbotslativb  Cuxk.  On  page  482,  line  3 
e  VICE  PRESIDENT.  In  order  that  the  Senator's  aniend- 
m<nt  to  the  amendment  may  be  in  order,  the  Senate  will  have 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  committee  amendment  was 
agreetl  to.  Without  objection,  the  vote  by  which  the  committee 
amendment  was  agreed  to  will  be  reconsidered.  The  amend- 
m«  nt  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  amendment  will 
now  be  state<l, 

rhe  Lbgislattve  Clerk.  The  Senator  from  Utah  proposes  to 
ainend  the  committee  amendment  on  pjige  482.  line  3,  by  striking 
oul  the  words  "  by  the  bank  on  which  It  Is  drawn." 

At.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Presidefjt.  the  hill  as  reported  from  the 
CO  nmittee  provides  that  If  an  uncertifletj  check  received  in  pay- 
nwnt  of  customs  duties  is  not  jmid  "by  the  bank  on  which  it 
is  drawn "  the  person  by  whom  the  check  has  been  tendered 
shiill  remain  liable  for  all  duties  and  legal  penalties  and  addi- 
tic  OS.  A  strict  construction  of  the  language  pnipose<l  to  be 
sti  icken  out  might  prei-lude  the  acceptance  of  uncertified  checks 
or  traveler's  checks  issued  by  steamship  lir»es,  express  companies, 
anl  marine  associations  pursuant  to  authnrissition  containe*!  In 
Stkte  laws,  since  such  companies,  although  they  do  a  banking 
bu  iiness,  might  be  held  not  to  be  banks  within  the  strict  mean- 
inj   of  the  term. 

'  'he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
an  endment  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  tlic  amendment  wag  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  on  page  480,  section  646,  "  Review 
of  decisions  of  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Appeals,"  went  over 
at  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]. 
I  ihould  like  to  take  that  up  if  the  Senator  from  Montana  is 
pr  sent,  but  If  he  is  not 

:  Ir.  SIMMONS.     I  sugg€»st  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

'  'he  VICE  PRESIDE.NT.  The  absence  of  a  quorum  being 
8U)  gi-sted.  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

'  'he  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
an  iwcred  to  their  names  : 


Alldn 

Asl  nrot 

Bai  kloy 

Bla:k 

Bin  ine 

Bleise 

Boish 

Br«  tton 

Bniik 

Bmukhart 

Brcnssatd 

Caiper 

Cuftway 


Connally 

Cousens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Deneen 

Din 

Kdge 

Fess 

Fletcher 

Frssler 

George 

GUlett 

Glass 


Olena 

Ooff 

Ooldsboroogh 

Gould 

Greene 

Male 

Harria 

Harrison 

Ha.«  tings 

Hawes 

Hsyden 

Uebert 

HefUa   ' 


Howell 

Johnfion 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 

Keyes 

La  Follette 

McK^llar 

McMaster 

Mc.Nary 

Metcalf 

Norbcck 

Norrla 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  REOORD-nSENATE 


3871 


Nye 

Reed 

Oddle 

Robinson.  Ark. 

Overman 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Pattt-rson 

Sackett 

Phlpiw 

Schall 

fine 

Sheppsrd 

Plttman 

Short  ridge 

RanHdell 

Siuimons 

Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
8WHnson 
Tfaoouis,  Idaho 
Thomas.  Okla. 
Trammell 
Tydiogs 


Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walsh.  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

WatKon 

Wheeler 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-four  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quoriuu  is  present, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  now  to  take  up 
the  trade-mark  provision  of  the  bill,  section  526. 

.Afr.  MiKELLAR.     What  page? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Paw  427. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  amendment  will  be  state<I. 

The  Lhgisijvtivb  Clerk.  On  page  427,  line  20,  the  committee 
proposes  to  strike  out  of  the  subhead  the  words  "  Merchandise 
bearing  American  trade-mark "  and  insert  "  Importation  of 
merchandise  l>earing  American  trade-mark  or  patent  notice  pro- 
hibited." 

Mr.  <;E0R0E.  Mr.  President,  that  is  the  .sectl«»n  of  the  bill 
which  the  Finance  Committee  may  propose  further  to  amend, 
but  1  wish  to  .submit  to  the  Senate  this  afternoon  .*;omc  observa- 
tions on  this  iiarticular  .section,  and  to  ask  that  the  Senate  com- 
mittee amendments  1h»  rejec"te<l  unle.ss  the  Finance  Committee 
t»ffers   further  amendments. 

Under  the  present  law,  merrhandi.se  bearing  a  trade-mark  can 
not  Ik*  lawfully  imported  Into  the  I'nlted  States,  or  any  mer- 
chandise of  foreign  manufacture,  if  such  merchandise  or  the 
label,  sign,  print,  package,  wrapper,  or  receptacle  liears  a  trade- 
mark owmni  by  a  dtisBen  of,  or  by  a  ci»riK>ration  or  as.stx'iation 
create<l  or  organized  within,  the  United  States,  and  registered 
in  the  Patent  Office  by  a  person  domiciled  in  the  Ignited  States, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  the 
registration  of  trade-marks,"  and  so  forth,  unless  tlie  written 
consent  of  the  owner  of  such  trade-mark  is  proiluced  at  the 
time  of  making  entry. 

That  is  the  present  law.  "hat  law  undoubtedly  had  its  origin 
not  in  an  eff<irt  to  exclude  merchandi^te  bearing  a  trade-mark 
but  for  the  purpose  of  iH'otectlng  the  interest  of  the  owner  of 
the  trade-mark  who  had  gone  to  the  trouble  of  registering  it. 
Nevertheless,  the  Senate  Finance  C-ommittee  proposes  an  amend, 
ment  to  subsection  (a)  of  section  526  striking  out  the  words 
"  unless  written  consent  of  the  <»wner  of  such  trade-mark  is 
produced  at  the  time  of  making  entry." 

It  is  on  that  phase  of  the  matter  that  I  wish  to  submit  some 
remarks. 

Subse<*liou  (b)  of  section  .^26  relates  to  merchandise  bearing 
{•atent  notices.  It  Is  a  new  section  inserted  in  the  bill  by  the 
Finance  Committee  and  is  as  follows: 

It  shall  be  unlawful  to  Import  into  the  rnltcd  States  any  mer- 
cbandis*'  of  foreign  manufacture  if  such  merchandise,  or  any  part 
tht-reof,  or  the  package  in  which  it  is  inclosed,  is  marked  or  labeled. 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  4900  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  (relating  to  notice  of  patent  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States),  or  any  act  amendatory  thereof,  supplementary  thereto,  or  In 
BiibRtltntion   therefor. 

There  are  some  other  minor  changes  in  subdivision  (c)  of 
section  526,  suggested  by  the  Senate  Finance  (k)mmittee ;  but 
they  are  not  material  and  relate  to  the  verbiage  of  the  section. 
The  principal  amendment  offered  by  the  Finance  Committee 
relat«>s  first  to  trade-ma rk.s. 

Under  the  preserit  law,  where  a  trade-mark  is  registered  in 
the  I'nited  States  Patent  Office  and  a  copy  filed  with  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Trea.sury.  Imported  merchandise  bearing  a  copy- 
ing or  simulating  trade-mark  Is  refused  delivery,  unless  written 
consent  of  the  owner  of  such  trade-mark  is  produced  at  the 
time  of  making  entry. 

As  reported  by  the  FMnance  Committee,  this  section  has  been 
amended,  as  I  have  said,  by  striking  out  the  worda  "  unless 
written  consent  of  the  owner  of  such  trade-mark  is  produced 
at  the  time  of  making  entry,"  and  there  Is  inserted  a  new 
paragraph  (b),  to  which  I  have  already  called  attention,  pro- 
hibiting the  importation  into  the  United  States  of  any  mer- 
chandise of  foreign  manufacture,  if  It  is  marked  or  labeled  in 
actwrdance  with  the  provisions  of  section  41XKI  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  relating  to  notice  of  patent  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States. 

The  amendment  with  res|)ect  to  trade-marks  is  stated  in  the 
committee  report  to  l>e  for  the  purpose  of  compelling  the  manu- 
facture in  the  United  States,  so  far  as  in  practicable,  of  articles 
the  trade-marks  of  which  are  registered  under  our  trade-mark 
laws. 

The  committee  is  in  error  when  it  states  that  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  protect  the  interests  of  a  trade-mark  hoRler 
by  allowii^  him  a  mon<HX>ly  in  the  ttse  of  the  mark.    A  trade- 


mark registration  does  not  confer  any  property  rights  whatmy- 
ever  upon  the  registrant.    It  adds  nothing  to  the  property  right 

which   be  alread,v  possessett  un<ler  the  common  law that   is, 

bro;idl.v  speaking.  Tl>e  Patent  Offltv.  in  so  far  as  trade-marks 
are  <'oncerned.  is  merely  a  regi^stration  ofllce ;  and  it  re«:ister8 
any  trade-mark  that  is  within  the  terms  of  the  trade>-mark  act 
of  1905,  provided  a  similar  mark  lias  not  already  been  registered 
by  some  one  else. 

The  registnitlim  of  a  trade-mark  does  i>crmlt  suits  to  be 
brought  in  United  States  courts  against  infringers,  and  does 
provide  certain  damages  for  infringement :  but  the  larlor  owner 
of  a  trade- mark  u^sed  in  his  business  is  not  divested  of  his 
prt>perty  right  l>ev'ause  some  one  else  umy  obtain  registraticm 
in  the  Patent  Office,  and  without  a  registration  suits  may  be 
brought  against  infringers  and  the  owner's  proix'rty  right  in  his 
trade-mark  enforced.  Trade-marks  are  uidike  patents  in  that 
there  is  a  monopoly  granted  by  the  Government  in  an  invention 
for  a  period  of  17  years.  That  is  not  true  of  a  trade-murk,  ex- 
cept In  the  mere  use  of  the  mark,  and  not  in  the  article  that 
may  be  covered  by  the  mark. 

The  proi^kosed  amendment  will  prevent  anyone  who  has  reg- 
istered his  trade-mark  under  the  |M"ovisions  of  paragraph  (a) 
of  se<'tion  526  from  manufacturing  the  article  abroad  and  a|>ply- 
ing  the  trade-murk  thereto.  There  are  articles  that  can  niH  be 
manufactured  in  this  coimtry.  They  may  be  limited  In  numlier, 
and  yet  tliere  are  articles  that  are  not  and  practically  can  not 
lx>  manufactured  in  this  countr)'.  Anyone  who  is  marketing  an 
article  in  this  comttry  should  have  the  right  to  have  such  article 
muuufuctured  wherever  he  brieves  it  can  be  more  advanta- 
geously produced ;  and  this  right  should  not  be  affected  merely 
becau.se  he  has  registen-d  his  trade-mark  in  the  I'atent  Office. 

Of  ctHirse,  it  is  competent  for  Congress  to  imp«.»se  such  duties 
upon  the  importation  of  tlie  foroipi-made  merchandise  as  it 
sees  fit :  but  the  principle  I  am  iuiiistiiig  u|)ou  is  that  anyone 
should  liave  the  right  to  manufacture  his  article  wherever  he 
believes  it  can  be  more  advantageously  produced,  and  this  right 
should  not  be  affected  merely  l>ecaut>e  he  has  registere«l  hla 
trade-mark  in  the  Patent  Office.  He  can  not  have  the  mer- 
chandise made  abroad  brought  in  under  his  trade-ma rlc,  Uiough 
there  is  no  inhibition  in  section  526  which  will  prevent  him 
from  putting  his  trade-mark  upon  the  article  immediately  it  has 
cleared  the  customliouse ;  but  practically  timt  can  not  be  done. 

For  instance,  in  the  case  of  tJie  pon-elain  oody  of  a  spark- 
plug, the  trade-mark,  if  it  is  stamped  into  tliat  bod^,  must  be 
stamped  at  the  time  of  manufacture,  I  am  advised.  Certainly 
in  the  case  of  gloves  or  highly  finishe<i  articles  of  wearing  ai>- 
parel  the  trade-mark  can  not  l>e  placed  or  stamped  upon  the 
article  after  it  has  been  finished  witliout  doing  more  or  less 
damage,  or  at  least  without  defacing  in  a  certain  degree  the 
particular  article.  The  mark.  If  it  is  put  or  stam|)ed  upon  the 
goods  at  all,  must  be  stam|)ed  before  the  article  is  cut,  or  at 
least  l)efore  it  is  finished ;  but  in  the  case  of  some  articles,  as  I 
understand,  it  is  quite  impossible  to  mark  them  or  to  stamp  the 
trade-mark  upon  them  unless  it  is  done  at  the  time  of  manu- 
facture. 

Therefore,  when  It  is  considered  that  tliis  trade-mark  may  be 
placed  upon  all  articles  upon  which  it  can  be  conveniently  and 
bracticiiily  stamped  inmiediately  after  the  article  is  released 
from  tlie  customhouse,  it  becomes  perfectly  aiiparent,  it  seema 
to  me,  that  the  prohibition  against  the  imp<jrtatlon  of  trade- 
marked  articles  where  the  trade-mark  has  been  registered  in 
accordance  with  the  Federal  statute  is  munifustly  intended  as  a 
simple  prohibition  of  that  mercliandise  without  any  very  ma- 
terial reason  for  it  and  without  accomplishing  any  very  material 
result,  even  the  result  that  the  committee  evidently  had  in 
mind. 

If  the  article  is  made  in  a  foreign  country Vnd  la  lmporte<l  Into 
the  United  States,  It  pa.y8,  under  the  tariff  act,  an  appro|>riate 
rate  of  duty;  and  that  question  is  not  involved  in  what  I  am 
now  saying  to  the  Senate.  That  rate  of  duty  is,  in  theory,  suffi- 
cient to  equalise  dUferences  in  costs  of  production  in  the  United 
States  and  foreign  countries.  Assuming  that  the  tariff  is  prop- 
erly adjusted.  It  does  completely  equalize  the  c<»st  of  the  Im- 
ported article  with  the  cost  of  a  like  article  or  of  the  same 
article  manufactured  in  this  country.  In  most  cases,  these  rates 
of  duty  are  higher  than  ne<'emMiry  to  eqnmllae  such  differenoes 
in  costs  of  production,  as  I  think :  but  up<m  that  question,  of 
course,  those  who  entertain  a  dlffert*nt  view  upon  the  tariff 
mi^t  hold  a  contrary  opinion.  American  industry  and  labor 
are  amply  i>rotected  by  these  dutie.-*  if  they  are  adeqtiately  ad- 
Justed;  and  the  proposition  of  Cf>mpelling  manufacture  in  the 
United  States,  by  legislation  of  the  type  proposed,  has  no  pLtce 
in  the  tariff  act.  In  other  words,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  to 
hare  such  relation  to  the  adju-ftment  of  an  adequate  and  ■  Jost 
tariff  to  the  importer  or  to  the  consumer  and  to  the  aMBi 
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turpr.  if  you  care  to  express  !t  In  that  way,  and  seems  to  be  ont 
of  place  In  a  general  tariff  act 

After  adequate  protection  by  a  proper  rate  of  duty  Is  provided, 
a  prt»vi8i«>n  of  the  character  proponed  is  necessarily  in  the  nature 
of  an  embarjro.  If,  as  the  committee  states,  the  purpose  Is  to 
require  manufacture  in  the  United  States  of  articles  sold  under 
trade-marlcs  registered  in  the  Patent  Office,  why  not  provide  that 
all  articles  should  be  manufactureil  in  the  United  States  and 
thus  place  an  embargo  on  all  imports?  Why  discriminate 
a^inst  certain  imported  articles  becjiuso  the  seller  of  these  arti- 
cles has  registered  his  trade-mark  in  the  United  States  Patent 
OfRce? 

The  section,  as  It  exists  In  the  present  law,  provides  means 
whereby  a  manufacturer  In  this  country  can  register  his  trade- 
mark and  file  a  copy  of  It  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
and  prevent  the  imitortation  of  merchandise  bearing  an  in- 
fringing trade-mark.  This  provision  of  law  is  beneficial  and 
should  be  continued  in  efTect,  and  It  Is  the  provision  continued 
by  the  House  bill:  but  It  should  be  reenacted  in  Its  present 
form :  that  is,  with  the  Inclusion  of  the  words  "  unless  written 
consent  of  the  owner  of  such  trade-mark  Is  produced  at  the 
time  of  making  entry." 

As  to  the  matter  added  with  respect  to  the  prohibition  of  the 
importation  of  articles  bearing  a  patent  notice  under  section 
400r)  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  the  committee  report  states  that 
in  order  that  a  burden  may  not  be  placed  upon  collectors  of 
cu.««toms  in  determining  what  merchandise  must  be  excluded  as 
patented  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  the  prohibition 
is  made  against  the  importation  of  any  merchandise  of  foreign 
manufacture  if  It  is  marked  under  our  patent  laws. 

In  the  first  place,  there  is  no  burden  upon  the  collector  to 
determine  what  merchandise  must  be  excluded  as  patented  un- 
der the  laws  of  the  United  States.  Under  the  provision  aimed 
at  unfair  trade  practices  the  President,  of  course,  on  the  advice 
and  recommendation  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  has  Issued  what 
is  tantamount  to  a  temporary  injunction,  or  has  temporarily 
embargoed  merchandise  or  articles  which  were  believed  to  be 
or  were  alleged  to  be,  and  which  prima  facie  appeared  to  be, 
an  Infringement  of  an  American  patent  right.  But  the  Con- 
gress has  never  enacted  any  law  prohibiting  the  importation  of 
merchandise  In  infringement  of  United  States  patents,  with  the 
exception  I  have  noted,  and  that  issue  under  the  provision  in 
question  Is  now  before  the  courts,  and  has  not  been  finally  de- 
termine<l ;  and  this  undoubtedly  for  the  very  good  reason  that 
the  question  of  infringement  of  patents  could  not  possibly  be 
determined  by  any  collector  of  customs. 

I  think  that  statement  ought  to  pass  without  challenge. 
When  the  Intricate  character  of  the  quc^ions  that  arise  under 
ordinary  infringement  caaes  is  considered,  I  do  not  believe  it 
can  be  said  that  any  collector  of  customs  could  adequately  and 
fairly  and  justly  adjudicate  those  questions. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  does  not  understand,  surely,  that 
this  section  (b)  would  call  upon  the  collector  to  decide  any 
question  of  patent  Infringement?  The  Senator  does  not  think, 
d«>e8  he,  that  this  section  would  call  for  the  exercise  of  such  a 
function? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No;  the  Senator  is  quite  right.  I  was  re- 
ferring to  something  said  in  the  committee  report  as  the  reason 
for  the  insertl<»n  of  section  (b),  but  the  Senator  is  quite  right, 
the  collector  is  not  called  upon  to  do  it.  I  was  simply  empha- 
slaing  the  reason  why  at  least  there  had  never  been  a  law 
passed  requiring  the  collector  to  do  so. 

It  would,  indeed,  be  a  very  novel  proposition  for  a  collector 
of  customs  at  one  of  our  small  ports,  in  the  case,  for  instance, 
of  an  article  covered  by  a  chemical  patent  having  numerous 
claimB,  to  attempt  to  read  and  interpret  the  claims  of  the  patent 
and  decide  u{>on  the  scope  and  validity  of  such  patent  and 
whether  or  not  an  imported  article  was  an  infringement.  Let 
us  hope  that  the  time  will  nevo'  come  when  this  duty  is  imposed 
upon  collectors  of  customs.  The  patentee  has  bis  remedy  in 
United  States  courts  by  .xuit  for  infringement  against  any  person 
selling  or  using  an  infringing  article,  whether  that  article  <»igl- 
Dated  in  the  United  States  or  was  imported  into  this  coontry. 

The  patentee  likewise  has  his  remedy  under  section  337  of  the 
act.  under  the  provision  which  authorises  the  President  to  pro- 
hibit nnfiair  practices  in  the  circumstances  to  which  I  have 
already  directed  attention,  if  It  be  so  determined  In  a  ease  now 
pending. 

Section  4900  of  the  Revised  Statutes  requires  that  where  a 
patent  Is  granted  In  the  United  States  notice  be  given  by  placing 
upi>n  the  patented  arti<de  or  npon  the  package  the  word  "pat- 
ented." tofetber  with  the  day  and  year  the  patent  was  granted. 
If  this  notice  is  not  alBxed  to  the  artlde  or  the  container,  no 
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d  ima^'es  can  be  recovered  by  the  plaintiff  in  any  potent  Htipa- 
ti:in,  except  on  proof  that  the  defendant  was  duly  notifieil  of  the 
Ii  fringement  and  continued  after  such  notice  to  make,  use,  or 
v»nd  the  patented  article;  that  is  to  say,  except  upon  proof  of 
a  ;tual  knowledge  by  the  infringer  that  he  was  iiifringinj;  ur>on 
t|e  rights  of  the  patentee. 

In  proposing  this  amendnH?nt  prohibiting  the  importatioii  of 
attlcles  bearing  the  notice  required  by  section  4900,  Revised 
Statutes,  the  committee  has  overk>oked  the  fact  that  under  <iur 
nripriwal  agreements  with  foreign  cuntrieM,  citizens  of  such 
c  mntries  are  accorded  the  privilege  of  patenting  their  inven- 
t  ons  in  the  United  States,  In  exchange  for  a  similar  privilege 

0  '  citizens  of  the  United  States  patenting  their  inventions  iu 
foreign  countries. 

1  If  a  manufacturer  in  Germany,  France,  or  England,  for  in- 
stance, has  patented  his  article  In  the  United  States,  under  this 
propose*!  amendment,  he  is  prohibited  from  imp<»rtlng  such  arti- 
ce  into  thi.<  cuntry  If  he  affixed  thereto  the  notice  of  patent 
THjuired  by  the  intent  laws  under  which  he  has  been  granted  his 
patent — that  is,  if  he  marks  his  merchandise  iu  the  language 
*'  patented  ' — giving  the  day  and  the  year  when  the  patent  was 
granted.  Now,  note  the  hardship.  If  he  omits  the  notice,  he 
ill  barred  from  recovering  damages  from  any  Infringer  located 
i:i  this  country,  unless  he  can  prove  that  such  infringer  was 
notified  of  the  patent  and  continued  to  make,  use,  or  vend  the 
patented  article  after  having  received  .such  notice. 

It  is  an  amendment  to  the  patent  laws  of  this  country  and  is 
aD  unjust  discrimination  against  citizens  of  foreign  countries 
vho  patented  their  inventions  in  the  United  States  under  our 
patent  laws,  wliich  Imposed  no  such  restriction.  That  Is  to  say. 
subdivision  (b)  of  section  526  clearly  Is  such  a  discrimination. 

Mr.  President,  I  earnestly  Invite  the  attention  of  Senators, 
both  those  present  and  those  who  are  not  present,  to  a  careful 
r?ading  of  section  526  in  its  entirety,  in  connection  with  wliat 

1  have  said  this  morning. 

I  wish  to  stress  again  the  objection  to  the  provision  relating 
t )  the  registered  trade-mark.  A  trade-mark  does  not  give  any 
monopoly,  It  does  not  confer  any  monopoly  rights.  There  Is  no 
r?«l  or  substantial  reason  why  an  American  citizen  who  has 
perfected  his  right  to  a  trade-mark,  and  who  has  gone  to  the 
t  ^)ubie  and  expense  of  registering  that  mark,  should  not  be  per- 
il dtted  to  have  the  article  made  in  a  foreign  country  and  im- 
liorted  into  the  United  States,  provided  he  compli€^  with  all  the 
retiuirements  of  the  tariff  act  regarding  the  payment  of  duty, 
v'hatever  duty  the  Congress  may  lmix)se  upon  that  particular 
article. 

That  Is  particularly  true  because  so  many  articles  can  not  be 
limnded — that  is,  the  trade-mark  can  not  be  placed  upon  them 
atfter  tl»ey  have  been  Imported  into  the  country  without  obvious 
and  manifest  Injury  to  the  article,  and  certainly  not  without 
e  rpense  to  the  Importer.  The  Importer  may  often  be  one  who  Is 
compelled  to  get  just  exactly  the  artlde  which  he  desires  from 
same  foreign  country  because  he  finds  that  he  can  not  have  the 
article  made  precisely  as  he  wishes  It  in  the  United  States. 

All  that  the  registration  of  the  trade-mark  does  Is  this:  It 
fnaMes  the  registrar  of  the  mark  to  procee«l  In  a  suit  in  a 
United  States  cf>urt.  which  right  he  might  not  otherwise  have, 
and  it  also  permits  him  to  recover  damages  without  giving  actual 
rotlce  to  the  Infringer  that  he  is  infringing  upon  his  right. 

The  right  of  the  person  who  has  perfected  his  proprietary 
right  in  the  trademark  existed  under  common  law,  long  before 
oar  tariff  legislation,  and  it  exists  to-day,  and  the  registration 
of  the  mark  Is  simply  notice,  and  simply  gives  one  additional 
privilege,  in  addition  to  the  recovery  of  damages  without 
specific  proof  as  in  an  ordinary  case,  the  one  additional  ad- 
vantage of  bringing  a  suit  in  a  United  States  court.  That  is 
a  Q  advantage,  it  is  true,  but  that  do<'8  not  go  to  the  basis  of  the 
r  ght  itst'lf.  It  is  simply  an  advantage  or  convenience  accorded 
t>  the  manufacturer  or  merchant  who  registers  his  trnde^mark. 

Ijet  me  call  the  Senates  attention  to  this  one  additional  fact! 
and  on  this  question  of  trade-raark  I  shall  have  finished.  It 
V  111  be  noted  that  the  American  who  is  the  owner  of  the  trade- 
mark can  not  have  his  merchandi.se  made  abroad  and  his 
trade-mark  placed  upon  It  before  he  brings  it  into  the  country. 
In  other  words,  he  can  not  bring  into  the  country  merchandise 

hich  bears  his  registered  trade-mark.     It  is  stoppe<l  at  th«^ 

rt ;  It  Is  denied  witry ;  the  provision  is  for  an  embargo,  in 
tkat  event.  If  he  withholds  his  trade-mark  until  he  gets 
tjie  article  out  of  customs  he  may  put  it  on  it,  carry  It  to  his 

orehouse,  or  pass  it  on  into  commerce  and  sell  it.  That  is 
tke  case  with  reference  to  the  American  manufacturer.  P.ut 
tie  foreign  manufacturer  who  has  registered  his  trade-mark 
la  the  United  States  may,  so  far  as  the  provisions  of  this  set-- 
t  cm  go,  manufacttire  his  article  abroad  bearing  his  trade-mark, 
a  id  bring  it  into  this  country. 
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Obviously,  that  Is  not  a  fair  or  a  just  provision.  It  is  an 
unjust  and  a  burdensome  discrimination  against  the  American 
owner  of  a  registt^ed  trade-mark,  and  the  present  law,  which 
is  the  provision  of  the  House  bill,  should  unquestionably  stand, 
that  is  to  say.  the  Senate  committee  amendment,  if  not  volun- 
tarily withdrawn,  should  be  rejecteil,  and  a  trade-marked 
article  should  be  permitted  to  come  Into  the  country,  provided 
the  owner  of  tlie  trade-mark,  that  is,  tlie  American  citizen 
residing  within  this  country,  gives  his  express  consent  to  the 
importation  of  the  goods  bearing  the  mark  at  the  time  of  the 
entry. 

Mr.  REED  Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  whether  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  [Mr.  W.\t8oj»J  has  obtained  any  order  for 
the  time  of  meeting  to-morrow? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  There  lias  been  no  agreement  made 
yet. 

Mr.  REF]D.  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  that  when  the  Senate 
concludes  Its  business  t«)-day  it  shall  take  a  recess  until  11 
o'clock  to-morrow  m(»iiing. 

Tlie  VK'E  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  onlered. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  just  a  brief 
statement  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  GborgeI. 
At  the  present  time  the  tariff  laws  forbid  the  impiHrtation  of  an 
article  Ix'aring  a  trade-mark  registeretl  in  America  unless  the 
owner  of  that  trade-mark  consents  in  writing  to  the  importa- 
tion. Obviously  the  purpose  of  that  provision  is  to  protect  the 
American  owner  of  the  trade-mark  against  Importations  of  arti- 
cles which  have  lieen  stami)ed  with  his  mark  without  his  con- 
sent. That  is  all  right  as  a  protection  of  the  American  owner 
of  the  trade-marlL. 

But  there  has  come  to  be  something  else  to  protect.  More 
and  more  we  have  seen  American  Industry  establishing  factories 
abroad  in  countries  where  the  cost  of  production  is  low  and 
bringing  articles  there  manufactured  into  this  country  for  sale. 
It  is  not  an  illegal  thing  to  do.  It  is  all  right  for  them  to  do  it 
if  they  want  to  pay  the  tariff  on  those  articles.  But  sometimes 
there  is  no  tariff.  A  good  illustration  of  that  was  the  action  of 
the  Ford  Motor  Co.  in  establishing  a  tractor  plant  in  Ireland. 
Then  they  got  a  ruling  from  the  Treasury  Department  that  a 
tractor  Is  an  agricultural  implement  They  have  now  gtme 
completely  out  of  the  manufacture  of  tractors  in  the  United 
States,  and  all  Ford  tractors  to-day  are  being  made  in  Ireland — 
no  duty  to  pay.  wages  a  small  fraction  of  the  wages  paid  in 
Michigan.  That  means  tliat  just  so  many  American  citlsi>ns  who 
were  formerly  employe*!  in  the  building  of  those  tractors  here 
have  had  to  look  for  other  jobs,  have  had  to  go  into  other  busi- 
ness perhaps,  or  are  perhaps  idle  to-day  simply  because,  taking 
advantage  of  the  present  liberality  of  our  law,  that  corporation 
prudently,  legally  enough,  has  moved  abroad  an  industry  that 
was  Important  here. 

That  Is  only  one  of  a  great  many  cases.  General  Motors 
within  re<-ent  months  have  established  a  very  Important  branch 
in  Germany  by  buying  the  Opel  Car  Co.  In  that  district,  and 
there  are  rumors  that  they  intend  making  a  small  car  there 
and  bringing  It  to  the  United  States.  I  do  not  know  about 
that.  In  many  other  types  of  industry  that  has  been  done 
an<l  the  process  is  going  on  const-antly.  Every  time  it  happens 
just  .so  many  Americans  lose  jobs  and  so  many  torelgiwra  get 
them.  In  the  shoe  Industry,  with  Massachusetts  machines, 
with  Massachusetts  forwneu,  with  Massachu.<<etts  superintend- 
ents, shoe  factories  have  been  established  and  are  now  running 
in  Czechoslovakia  makings  shoes  by  the  millions  of  pairs  that 
otherwise  would  have  been  made  here. 

The  imtent  laws  and  the  laws  protecting  trade-marlts  give 
mont»polies  that  are  comprehensive,  and  monopolies  arc  ordi- 
narily abhorrent  to  the  law.  In  those  two  cases,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  copyright  laws,  we  had  to  give  a  very  complete  mo- 
nopoly to  the  Inventor  or  the  person  who  filed  the  trade-mark 
or  copyrighted  a  book.  But  why  should  we  give  an  American 
citizen  a  monopoly  in  his  trade-mark  and  then  have  him  take 
his  establishment  abroad  and  proceed  to  use  the  monopoly  we 
have  given  him  to  keep  Americans  out  of  competition  with 
him?  I  will  grant  that  the  provision  in  section  (a)  relating 
to  trade-marks  is  not  conclusively  effective.  The  article  may 
be  brought  to  this  country  unmarked  and  the  trade-mark  may 
be  put  on  after  it  gets  here.  But,  as  pointed  out  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Georgia,  that  is  an  expensive  thing  to  do;  it  is  a  diffi- 
cult thing  to  do  in  many  cases,  and  In  a  few  cases  it  is  impos- 
sible. One  can  not  put  a  watermark  under  the  glazing  of  a 
porcelain  article  unless  it  is  put  on  at  the  time  the  article  Is 
made.     That  is  an  illustration  of  the  difficulty. 

But  that  was  the  reason  why  the  Finance  Committee  made 
the  change  in  this  section.  We  have  been  protecting  the 
owner  of  the  trade-mark.  Now,  we  want  to  protect  the  Ameri- 
can labor  that  goes  to  make  these  articles.    I  can  see  no  justifi- 


cation in  the  world  for  the  making  of  a  tractor  in  Ireland  label- 
ing it  with  the  trade-mark  *'  Fordson."  or  whatever  it  Is  cjdled, 
and  then  importing  it  over  here  and  using  that  Amcrlcan-givt'n 
monopoly  to  i>rotect  that  lmi»(»rted  article  la  the  Amerii>un 
market.  It  is  not  fair  to  American  workmen,  and  that  is  why 
the  provision  was  Incorporated. 

The  same  thing  Is  true  of  the  section  regarding  ptitents. 

Mr.  GEOR(JE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senati»r  yield  b«>fi»re 
he  leaves  tlie  question  of  trade-marks? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Of  course,  the  Senator  recognizes  tliat  so 
far  as  the  trade-mark  is  concerned  anyone  could  make  the 
article. 

Mr.  REED.  Ob,  yes.  There  Is  no  monoi>oly  of  the  article, 
bnt  there  is  a  monopjoly  of  the  name. 

Mr.  GE<^RGE.  Ue  simply  has  an  exclusive  right  to  the  use 
of  tiie  name.  Of  course,  in  the  c-ase  of  the  Fordson  tractor,  no 
one  could  make  the  tracU>r,  presumably,  but  that  would  be 
becau.se  of  the  existence  of  the  patent  rights  and  not  the  trade- 
mark. 

Mr,  REED.  Other  tractors  are  made,  of  course,  In  c(»ni>etl- 
tion  with  Fordson. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  mean  that  particular  tractor, 

Mr.  REED.  I,  of  course,  recoguiz<»  the  fact  that  the  monopoly 
given  by  our  trade-mark  laws  is  a  monopoly  in  the  use  of  the 
trade-mark  and  not  in  the  making  of  the  article,  but  what 
percentage  of  the  value  of  a  camera  is  given  to  it  by  the  u.te 
of  the  word  "ko«lak"?  It  Is  a  very  substantial  part  of  tlie 
value  of  the  article  itself.  If  the  Eastman  Koilak  I'o.  were  to 
shut  up  its  factories  in  Rochester,  N.  Y.,  and  make  all  Its 
kodaks  in  its  German  or  French  factories,  I  should  say  the 
Iiollcy  of  the  Finance  Committee  was  right  In  denying  that 
monopoly  In  the  use  of  the  trade-mark  name  on  the  in>iK»rted 
articles  that  were  brought  over  here  to  sell. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  a 
question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  foreign  owner  of  a 
trade-mark  can  register  that  trade-mark  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  REED.     That  Is  true. 

Mr.  GLENN.    And  could  not  be  governed  by  this  section? 

Mr.  BEED.  That  is  correct  and  that  ought  to  be  so.  Very 
often  it  is  the  name  of  the  manufacturer  that  is  the  trade-mark, 
and  if  that  business  has  lieen  built  up  by  a  foreigner  abroad.  It 
is  right  enotigh  that  we  should  protect  him  when  be  sends  his 
article  over,  here  for  Import  Into  the  United  States.  He  Is  a 
foreigner.  It  is  right  enough  that  we  should  protect  his  Inter- 
national trade. 

Mr.  GLENN.  The  result  would  be  that  that  foreign  manu- 
facturer and  owner  of  the  trade-mark  would  have  the  advantage 
over  the  American  own^  of  a  trade-mark. 

Mr.  REED.  But  if  tlie  American  stays  here  and  employs 
American  labor  to  make  the  article,  then,  of  course,  he  has  an 
Infinite  advantage  over  the  foreigner. 

Coming  to  patents,  there  again  Ls  a  section  which  can  be 
defeated  by  putting  the  patent  notice  on  the  machine  or  the  ar- 
ticle after  it  reaches  the  United  Slates.  But  the  jiatentee  lakes 
a  big  diance  when  he  prnts  bis  article  out  for  transportation  with- 
out the  defensive  notice  giving  the  date  and  number  of  the 
patent.  What  we  provide  Is  not  that  the  collector  of  customs 
shall  decide  whether  the  article  Is  an  infringement  or  nut.  Of 
course,  that  is  altogether  oiitslde  of  his  cap;icity  to  do.  All  he 
has  to  do  Is  to  look  at  the  article  to  Hce  whether  it  bears  the 
notice  claiming  patent  protection.  If  the  article  is  made  abroad 
and  comes  here  claiming  the  l»eneflt  of  the  American  patent 
monopoly  by  the  notice  attached  to  It,  then  it  ought  not  to 
come  in. 

Almost  every  other  c<:)untry  that  has  a  patent  syntem — I 
think  there  are  only  two  or  three  excepti<MiM — retiuires  pnnluc- 
tion  in  that  country  in  order  to  maintain  the  life  and  validity  of 
a  patent.  We  are  one  of  tlie  very  few  nations  tliat  give  a 
patmt  monopoly  freely  to  anyone  who  ap(«lles,  foreigner  or 
American,  as  be  may  be.  It  is  all  wrong  to  c^mtinne  that 
monopoly  in  America  for  the  benefit  of  some  one  who  does  not 
try  to  manufacture  the  |>atented  article  here.  Other  countries 
do  not  do  it  and  we  could  not  see  why  we  sliould,  and  that  is 
the  reason  for  the  amendment.  If  i)eople  want  to  enjoy  mo- 
nopolies here  they  ought  at  least  to  establish  th^^mselveH  here 
and  employ  American  labor  in  the  production  of  those  i>atented 
or  trade-marked  articles. 

Mr.  GeJORGE.  By  treaties  from  time  to  time  we  bare  pro- 
vided for  the  regtirtmtion  of  trade-marks  owned  by  o«r  dtiaeiMi 
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In  other  coontrle*  and  in  turn — the  arrangement  being  recipro- 
cal—for the  registration  In  the  United  States  of  trade-marks 
owned  by  foreign  citizens.  Not  only  is  that  true,  but  by  treaty 
we  have  prorlded  for  the  taking  of  letters  patent  by  foreigners 
in  the  United  States  In  order  that  oar  patented  articles  might 
likewise  be  patented  abroad.  In  other  words,  the  owner  of  a 
piitent  in  the  United  States  under  treaty  arrangement  may  go 
Into  foreign  ctmntrles — that  is,  into  countries  with  whom  guch  a 
treaty  has  l>een  negotiated — and  patent  his  article  there.  The 
foreign  inventor  may  patent  his  article  In  the  United  States. 

That  arrangement  has  been  of  very  great  benefit  to  our  coun- 
try. We  are  a  people  of  inventive  genius.  We  have  made 
remarkable  progress  along  all  industrial  Unes.  Our  citizens 
wish  not  only  to  patent  their  Inventions  In  the  United  States, 
but  they  wish  to  enjoy  the  advantage  of  their  patents  In  foreign 
countries.  In  many  instance:)  our  Government  has  taken  the 
initiative  In  negotiating  treaties  under  which  the  American 
owner  of  a  patent  m&y  patent  his  article  In  foreign  countries 
with,  of  coume,  a  lilce  privilege  to  a  foreign  lUTentor  to  patent 
his  article  in  the  United  States. 

What  does  this  section  propose  to  do?  In  effect  it  says  ttiat 
that  policy  is  ail  wrong.  In  effect  it  says  that  it  was  a  mistake 
to  have  concluded  those  treaties  under  which  the  American 
inventor  could  protect  his  article  not  only  at  home  but  abroad, 
and  under  which  the  foreign  Inventor  could  protect  his  invention 
not  only  abroad  but  in  our  country. 

This  amendment  declares  that  that  is  a  mistake,  for  the  rea- 
son which  my  very  good  friend  from  Pennsylvania  so  cogently 
and  so  forcefully  presents  here  when  he  aaks.  Why  give  to  the 
man  who  enjoys  a  mooofwly  under  our  laws  tlie  right  to  make 
his  merchandise  abroad  and  br!.ng  it  in  under  a  patent  notice? 

Tlie  reftson,  Mr.  Prcsideat,  I  think,  is  that  the  reciprocal 
agreements  by  which  patent  rights  and  trade-marks  can  be  pro- 
tected, more  in  the  Interest  of  our  own  citizens  than  in  the 
interest  of  foreign  citizens.  Is  founded  upon  a  much  broader 
public  policy  than  the  narrow  policy  which  the  Senator  Invoked 
here,  that  simply  becau.He  we  give  to  our  citiiens  a  monopoly  in 
an  article  which  he  produces  under  a  patent,  he  is  thereby  obli- 
gated to  make  that  article  only  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  the  fairer,  the  better  way — and  when  the  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania  thinks  of  the  question  as  he  is  accus- 
tomed to  think  of  queetiona,  in  a  broad  way,  be  must  admit  that 
it  is  the  better  way — is  to  protect  the  home  market  by  any  duty 
upon  imports  we  may  desire  to  impose ;  to  increase  the  duty,  if 
you  please,  but  not  to  deny  the  American  patentee  the  right  to 
put  his  patent  notice  upon  the  article  made  In  a  for^gn  country. 

There  seems  to  be  no  substantial  reason  why  we  should  now 
wipe  out  tite  poticy  upon  which  we  have  invited  the  conclusion 
of  treaties  by  all  of  the  leading  nations  of  tlie  world,  treaties 
looking  especially  to  the  protection  of  the  American  patentee 
upon  the  grant  of  the  like  right  and  privilege  to  the  foreign 
patentee  to  come  within  our  borders  and  patent  his  article  here. 
There  may  be  much  to  be  said  about  the  wisdom  of  our  patent 
laws;  there  may  be  much  to  be  said  about  giving,  in  effect,  a 
monopoly  under  a  patmt ;  but  that  policy  has  been  declared  by 
our  patent  laws.  We  hare  enacted  our  patent  laws;  they  are 
expressive  of  the  public  policy  of  this  Nation ;  surely  the  policy 
was  not  hastily  accepted. 

We  are  noiw  considering  a  tariff  bin.  when  we  must  proceed 
according  to  whether  we  are  high  protectionists  or  advocates  of 
an  equalising  or  competitive  tariff;  that  is  according  to  our 
precoDcelTed  notions.  In  the  heat  of  the  present  controversy 
between  men  who  believe  in  high  protection  and  liave  a  good 
deal  of  feeling  in  the  matter  and  men  who  beHeve  in  a  com- 
petitive tariff  or  an  equalizing  tariff — in  the  clash  between  the 
two  groups,  fluting  as  they  are  over  duties  and  over  rates,  It  Is 
poor  public  policy  to  inject  into  the  tariff  bill  a  provision  such 
as  the  one  strlck«i  from  the  House  bill  in  subsection  (a)  and 
like  the  provision  contained  in  subsection  (b)  of  section  628 
and  to  attempt  to  repeal  the  patent  laws  and  abrogate  and,  in 
^ect,  destroy  the  treaties  that  this  Government,  under  Demo- 
cratic and  under  Republican  administrations,  has  negotiated 
with  the  leading  nations  of  the  world. 

'.^r  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber,  because  tliey 
wish  to  Impose  hij^  duties,  because  tliey  find  industries  ^riiich. 
In  their  judgment,  need  added  protection,  simply  because  there 
may  be  some  American  Industries  that  ought  to  be  given  addi- 
tional proCectloD,  should  not  go  beyond  the  legitimate  limits  of 
a  tariff  measure  and  attempt  here,  under  the  drciunstances  I 
have  described,  to  abrogate  treaties  under  which  we  have  not 
only  had  the  advantajce  of  protecting  patents  owned  by  oar  dti- 
■ens  in  foreign  countries  but  under  which  we  have  invited 
foreign  patentees  to  bring  their  artides  liere,  to  patent  them 
here,  and  to  have  wliatever  advantages  our  laws  give  than. 

■qwdally,  it  seems  to  me,  is  this  argument  pertinent  upon 
the  qamtian  gf  tnde-marks.    The  foreign  maniifKcturer  or  aier. 
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chant  who  enjoys  the  same  privilege  under  our  law,  if  his  trade- 
liark  is  infringed  may  go  into  the  United  States  courts.  Just 
as  can  the  American  citizen,  and  may  recover  damages  witliont 
^rtain  sijecific  proof  just  as  can  the  American.     That  is  the 

ly  substantial  advantage  which  the  registering  In  the  Patent 
fflce  of  a  trade-mark  by  an  American  owner  gives  to  him.    If 
i^  gave  him  anything  rtse  it  would  be  a  different  proposition, 

d  the  argument  of  the  Spnator  might  have  more  weight;  but 
e  only  right  the  American  citizen  who  has  perfected  his  trade- 
iltark  enjoys  is  the  right  which  the  foreigner  enjoys  under  our 
liws.    How  can  the  proposal  be  ju.stified? 

Our  friends  are  in  the  majority  and  they  can  afford  to  look 
at  this  question  broadly;  they  can  afford  to  look  at  It  as  It  is, 
^nd  they  can  afford  to  say,  "  We  will  not  destroy  the  public 

icy  estidMished  by  our  trade-mark  legislation,  nor  will  we 
estroy  the  effect  of  the  recifwxfcal  treaties  which  have  been 
legotiated  by  our  (Jovemmeut  with  other  governments,  as  I 
nderstand,  or  certainly  with  many  of  them. 

The  same  considerations,  I  think,  Mr.  President,  apply  to  the 

portation  of  merchandise  bearing  a  patent  notice.     What  is  a 

tent  notice?  It  is  merely  the  hkhel  or  plate  on  the  merchan- 
ise  phowing  that  the  article  has  been  patented  and  the  day 
nd  year  when  the  patent  was  granted.  That  patent,  of  course, 
oes  give  a  monopoly  for  a  fixed  period,  but  we  fixed  the  period, 
e  determined  that  the  inventor  was  entitled  to  a  monopoly; 
e  detomined  it  under  our  patent  laws  and  not  in  our  tariff 
elation.    We  did  not  Inject  it  into  the  body  of  our  tariff 

ntroversies.  We  knew  it  could  not  have  been  fairty  consid- 
red  In  connection  with  the  tariff  bill. 

My  friends  on  the  oth^  side  might  as  well  know  that  the 

licy  they  propose  is  a  very  short-sighted  one.     If  they  shall 
ct  It  they  will  r^ret  it ;  they  will  be  seeking  an  opportunity 
o  repeal  it    If  the  duties  imposed  are  not  sufficiently  high  or 

the  majority  desire  to  impose  an  additional  duty  on  trade- 
narked  or  patented  ariides  made  by  or  for  our  citizens  in  other 
x>\mtries  and  have  the  votes  to  do  that,  let  them  offer  such 
in  amendment ;  let  them  place  the  duty  at  the  point  where  they 
hlnk  it  should  be  placed ;  let  them  add  an  additional  duty  on 
mported  merchandise  bearing  a  patent  notice  or  a  registered 
rade-marlc  if  they  wish  to  do  that  That  wonid  be  consistent 
vith  many  of  the  tariff  provisions  contained  in  this  bill.  But 
it  seems  to  me  to  be  wholly  inconsistent  under  cover  of  a  tariff 
>ill  to  destroy  a  public  policy  which  we  have  built  up  and  de- 
clared by  many  statutes  and  fortified  by  many  treatieti. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
rield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  Uie  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  owner  of  an  American  patent  who  In  a 
oreign  country  manufactures  his  goods  may  escape  the  inhlbl- 
ion  laid  cm  him  by  this  provision  simply  by  leaving  the  labrf 
>ff  or  not  marking  his  article  and  then  paying  the  duty  on  it 
s  not  that  true? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes ;  that  is  true.  He  can  put  the  trade-mark 
abel  on  the  article  or  he  can  put  the  patent  notice  on  the  pntr 
>nted  article  the  moment  it  dears  the  customhouse. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    After  it  gets  into  this  coimtry? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    The  very  moment  it  gets  in. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  I  am  driving  at  is  this:  Without  re- 
;ard  to  the  tariff,  regardless  of  his  willingness  to  pay  the 
ariff.  however  high  it  may  be.  what  is  really  accomplished  by 
irohibiting  him  from  bringing  in  the  article,  as  this  provision 
ks  to  do? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Nothing  Is  really  accomirfished  except  that 
importer  of  the  patented  or  trade-mark^Hl  article  is  put  to 
n  additional  expen.«e  and  In  some  instances  the  article  can  not 
marked  after  it  has  been  finished,  as  for  instance  the  body 
)f  spark  plugs,  an  illustration  which  I  used  a  while  ago,  and 
>ther  porcelain  ware.  The  trade-mark  can  not  be  blown  or 
(tamped  into  such  articles  after  they  have  been  finished,  as  I 
inderstand,  and  therefore  the  article  can  not  be  brought  into 
he  United  States  if  made  abroad  and  if  stamped  or  labeled. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  in  sympathy  with  the  views  expressed 
»y  the  Senator  from  Georgia  on  this  subject;  and  my  inter- 
•ogatory  was  prompted  by  the  fact  that  even  if  I  were  on  the 
►ther  side  I  should  hesitate  to  vote  this  pruvieion  Into  the  bill, 
because  it  seems  to  accomplish  so  little  except  to  annoy  and 
larass  men  who  have  been  granted  patents,  and  who  enjoy 
rade-mark  registration  In  this  country,  In  an  effort  to  bring 
heir  goods  back  tiere. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  think  it  accomi^shes  anything  ex- 
lept  this.  In  the  long  run :  It  will  have  the  effect  of  driving  out 
if  the  United  States  some  business  that  ought  to  come  into  the 
Jnlted  States,  intimately  It  will  simply  be  anotht^r  brake  or 
estntlnt  upon  our  international  trade,  our  IntemathKial  com- 
noros;  and  flnallj  U  will  result  in  no  real  benefit  but  in  actual 


injury  to  American  labor,  to  the  American  consumer  as  well  as 
to  the  American  manufacturer  or  producer. 

Whatever  may  be  our  respective  views  on  the  tariff.  It  is  a 
short-sighted  policy  that  proceeds  upon  the  assumption  that  an 
exceedingly  high  tax  can  not  hurt  anyone  except,  in  the  case 
of  the  tariff,  the  importer,  the  man  against  whom  it  is  aimed. 
The  truth  is  that  however  you  may  dress  up  the  tax,  in  what- 
ever giiise  or  form  you  may  put  it,  where  it  is  unreasonably 
high,  whatever  be  the  purpose  of  the  tax,  the  burden  of  it  is 
borne  ultimately  by  all  «>f  the  people. 

Suppose  you  do  this :  Suppose  you  say  that,  although  an 
American  citizen,  let  us  say  Mr.  Eklison  has  the  right  to  patent 
in  the  United  States  the  articles  invented  by  him,  although  he 
has  a  right  to  comply  with  section  49(l0  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
and  place  a  patent  notice  on  a  patented  article,  and  althougli 
he  also  has  the  right  to  go  to  England  or  to  go  to  France  or  to 
go  to  Germany  or  to  go  to  Belgium  and  patent  liis  article  under 
treaties  which  we  have  invited  and  concluded  with  England  au«l 
trance  and  Germany  and  Belgium,  nevertheless  It  is  bad  for 
Mr.  Edison  to  go  into  any  one  of  these  countries  and  make  any 
of  ids  articles  and  bring  them  into  the  United  States  under  his 
trade-mark  or  patent  notice.  He  may  attach  his  trade-mark  or 
notice  the  moment  the  gcKKls  go  out  of  the  door  of  the  custom- 
hou.se.  He  can  put  his  trade-mark  on  them,  and  he  can  put  his 
patent  notice  on  them ;  but  he  can  not  do  It  while  they  are 
actually  passing  through  port  and  until' they  have  l>een  cleared. 

That  may  ap|)ear  to  be  a  very  helfrful  policy,  because  you 
may,  forsootii,  l»elieve  you  are  going  to  drive  Mr.  Edison  to 
manufacture  in  the  United  States  the  article  which  he  wishes 
to  make  in  Belgium  ;  but  I  appreliend  that  you  are  not  going  to 
do  any  such  thing.  I  ai»prehend  that  you  can  not  do  any  such 
thing.  If  there  is  any  substantial  reason  why  he  wishes  to  make 
that  article  in  Belgium,  be  is  going  to  do  it. 

If  the  time  has  come  when  none  of  our  citizens  is  to  enjoy 
the  rights  of  an  American  citizen,  acxrorded  him  under  American 
law.  if  he  dares  go  abroad  to  trade  or  to  manufacture — if  that 
hour  has  come,  why  do  you  want  to  start  with  the  little  imi)orter 
of  a  trade-marked  piece  of  merchandise,  or  the  inventor  or  man- 
ufacturer who  has  put  his  patent  notice  upon  the  foreign-made 
article?  Why  do  you  want  to  do  It,  when  under  other  iK)licies 
delil>erately  pursued  by  this  Government  fifteen  billions  and 
more  of  American  capital — capital  made  in  innumerable  in- 
stances by  the  protected  interests  in  tliis  country,  men  who  have 
lived  anrl  fattened  under  your  protective  tariff — ^have  gone 
abroad,  and  to-day  are  inve.sted  In  great  private  and  public 
enterprises  in  nearly  every  country  on  the  globe. 

Why.  take  the  Ludlow  interests — the  Ludlow  Manufacturing 
Asiwcijites  of  Maasachusetts.  They  have  lived  under  a  protec- 
tive tariff  in  this  country  for  years  and  years  and  years.  They 
have  had  a  monopoly  of  jute  products  in  the  United  States ; 
and  yet.  because  they  could  not  get  an  additional  provision 
which  they  so  much  desired  in  the  last  tariff  act,  the  act  of  1922, 
1  believe,  the  Ludlow  Manufacturing  Associates  took  a  con- 
siderable ftortion  of  their  capital,  carried  it  ov«-  into  India, 
and  put  up  a  greet  manufacturing  plant  In  the  midst  of  per- 
haps the  cheapest  labor  to  be  found  on  the  face  of  the  globe 
to-day.  They  located  their  manufacturing  plant,  builded  out 
of  the  proceeds  of  capital  which  they  had  accumulate*!  under 
the  high  protective  tariff  which  they  demanded  and  which 
they  yet  enjoy.  In  a  country  with  perhaps  one  of  the  lowest 
stiindaids  of  living  to  be  found  anywhere  In  the  world.  Yet 
when  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  passes  Its  patent  laws, 
passes  Its  trade-mark  laws,  and  when  the  Presidents  of  the 
Uiiite<l  States.  Democrat  and  Republican  alike,  negotiate  re- 
oipr(K"al  treaties  and  trade  agreements  with  all  of  the  leading 
nations  of  the  world  under  which  our  citizens  may  have  full 
protection  of  all  their  rights,  giving,  of  course,  to  the  foreign 
citizen  a  like  right  under  our  laws,  we  come  here  In  a  tariff 
act  and  strike  down  tlie  deliberate,  well-established,  long-con- 
tinue<l  policj-  of  this  country;  why?  Because  somebody  thinks 
It  is  popular  to  go  out  and  say  to  American  labor.  "  It  Is  not 
right  for  a  man  to  have  a  patent  granted  by  the  Government 
of  this  country  unless  he  is  going  to  make  his  merchandise  In 
this  n»untry." 

Some  American  labor  representatives,  I  am  well  aware,  ap- 
peared and  recommended  this  particular  provision  In  the  law, 
in  fact  Insisted  upon  it  It  has  the  double  advantage  of  sound- 
ing very  reasonable  and  also  patriotic,  just  as  tf  you  are  gcring 
to  be  able  to  make  an  Americ:an  manufacrturer  who  owns  his 
patent,  an  American  firm  or  a  (corporation,  for  that  matter,  in 
whose  behalf  trade-mark  rights  have  ripened,  do  all  of  their 
business  in  the  Unitt>d  States;  and  just  as  If.  In  case  you  could 
com[)el  these  and  all  other  citizens  to  do  all  of  their  business  In 
the  United  States.  It  would  be  at  all  wise  to  do  it 

If  this  provision  Is  based  upon  a  wise  policy.  If  this  amend- 
ment is  founded  upon  a  scintilla  cd  coouuon  sense,  then  sodio- 


body  Is  derelict  In  not  extending  a  wall  around  the  United 
SUtes  and  saying  that  all  of  the  merchandise  used  In  the 
United  States  must  be  made  In  the  United  Sutes.  If  an  Ameri- 
can citizen  who  patents,  let  us  say.  a  tractor  or  a  stuttgun  or  a 
fishing  rod  or  reel,  cw  anything  else  can  n»»t  In  strict  compliance 
with  the  law  of  his  own  laud  patent  his  article  here  and  tlM«n, 
in  strict  compliance  with  the  treaty  which  his  own  country  has 
negotiated,  go  abroad  and  patent  it  abroad,  and  then  manufac- 
ture his  article  or  some  part  of  his  article  abroad  and  bring  it 
back  here  under  his  patent  noti«v  or  under  his  trade-mark,  or 
under  both — ^If  he  can  not  do  tliat.  cmj  the  theory  that  It  Is  not 
right  for  him  to  enjoy  that  privilege,  then  push  jour  logic  just 
a  step  further,  and  say  that  no  American  citizen  who  enjoys  the 
right  of  living  in  America  shall  buy  a  hairpin,  or  a  lemon,  or  a 
rotten  tomato  made  or  produced  anywliw*  except  In  the  Inlted 
Statesw 

If  your  philosophy  Is  good  extend  It.  I  invite  you  to  wmslder 
the  general  policy  of  trade-mark  legislaticMi  and  of  |»alent  legis- 
lation, and  the  policy  of  negotiating  trade  agreen»ents  and 
reciprocal  treaties  on  their  merits,  and  not  when  you  are  en- 
gaged In  the  heat  of  a  tariff  controversy. 

But  if  Senatt)rs  on  the  other  side  really  believe  that  this 
legislation  is  founded  upon  sound  or  defensible  principles,  let 
them  answer  to  Amerk*an  lalxtr  why  they  have  not  taken  Kt»'ps 
to  stop  at  our  borders  fifteen  billions  of  American  money,  700.U00 
visitors  from  tl»e  United  States  who  go  into  foreign  countries 
every  year  and  spend  American  money  there.  If  your  policy  Is 
right,  answer  to  American  labor.  Answer  the  American  faniier 
when  he  asks  you  why  you  have  allowed  this  money  to  go  and 
why  all  of  these  American  citizens  continue  to  go  ahnntd  and 
spend  their  money  abroad. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  Prertdent.  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  Would  the  Senator  suggest  some  way  In  which 
either  of  those  things  might  be  prevented? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No.  Mr.  President ;  and  as  long  as  I  remain  an 
American  citizen  I  never  will  suggest  a  way  by  which  my  cimn- 
try  (ran  not  stand  on  Its  feet  and  allow  Its  citizens  to  have  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  free  men  anywhere  In  the  world.  I 
would  not  add  a  brick  to  a  Chinese  wall  around  the  United 
States  if  I  cxx-upied  a  seat  In  this  body  for  a  thousand  years. 
I  not  only  cnn  not  suggest  but  I  would  not  suggest  any  remedy, 
but  I  would  adopt  a  policy  of  more  liberal  International  relation 
In  trade  and  commerce.  At  tlie  same  time,  as  I  .said  before — and 
I  repeat  It  to  my  coll«"agues  on  the  other  side — I  would  not  go 
to  a  free-trade  policy. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  In  a  moment.  I  would  stop  at  an  equalizing 
and  a  truly  competitive  tariff.  I  would  do  that  In  the  Interest 
of  American  labor,  as  I  conceive  it,  and  In  the  general  Interest 
of  all  of  our  citizens. 

Mr.  REED.    Perhaps  the  Senator  would  permit  a  question? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  will  i)emdt  a  que8tl(»n. 

Mr.  REED.  What  would  the  Senator  do  about  tractors? 
Would  the  Senator  equalize  the  difference  In  cont  of  production 
between  making  a  tractor  in  Ireland  and  making  one  Itere? 
Would  the  Senator  put  a  duty  cm  that  type  of  American  im- 
plements? Is  the  Senator  in  favor  of  duty  on  farm  amillances 
like  tractors? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     No,  Mr.  President ;  I  am  not 

Mr.  REED.     Then  has  the  Senator 

Mr.  GEX)RGB.  Jast  let  me  answer:  because  the  farmer  has 
been  the  victim  of  the  tariff,  and  he  is  now  the  victim,  and  I 
would  not  impose  any  other  burdens  upon  him.  In  the  exercise 
of  what  I  brieve  to  be  a  sound  public  p«>llcry.  I  would  not  impose 
a  duty  upcm  any  of  the  implements  or  machinery  which  the 
farmer  must  use. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  tJiat  is  very  encouraging.  bcH«use 
that  is  the  decision  we  reached.  Nevertheless,  we  were  very 
sorry  to  see  an  American  Industry  pulled  up  by  the  roots  and 
transpcxted  over  to  Ireland.  We  wcxild  like  to  see  Amerlcttn 
workmen  make  those  tractors. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  I  share  the  same  view. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  one  of  the  things  that  led  us  to  put  In 
this  amendment 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  >^are  that  view,  but  1  would  not  undertake 
to  compel  the  American  manufacturer  to  make  all  of  his  mer* 
chandise  here,  all  of  It  if  he  saw  fit  to  make  It  abroad. 

Now  I  jrield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa.  He  has  been  on  his 
feet  for  some  time. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  it 
is  not  true  that  a  large  part  of  the  capital  that  Is  used  In  iHiild- 
ing  these  factories  In  other  countries  is  collected  by  the  Indus- 
tries c»  tills  side  by  cduu-ging  exoesa  profits  under  the  prutectiv* 
tariff  system. 

Mr.  GSORGB.    Exactly. 
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Mrr  BROOKHART.  IM  me  ask  the  Senator,  If  It  to  true  that 
thpy  get  a  protertire  tariff  from  tlie  Congress,  the  protection  of 
thf  law,  and  that  enables  them  to  collect  these  iwofltg,  does  not 
Congress  have  the  right  to  say  to  them  what  proflta  they  shall 
charge  oar  people,  and  would  It  not  be  just  and  proper  to  regu- 
late those  profits  and  take  them  back  in  taxes  and  in  stock 
dividends  owned  by  tlie  Government? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  not  able  to  answer  categorically  the 
Senator's  statement,  beoiuse  he  is  traveling  a  little  farther 
afield,  but  on  the  first  premise  which  the  Senator  stated  I  had 
already  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  American  mannfactnrers 
'had  in  many  instances  accumulated  large  fortunes  and  had  car- 
ried a  portion  of  it — in  some  cases,  of  course,  a  large  part  of 
thoMe  fortunes — abroad  and  had  built  factories  in  foreign  lands. 

Mr.  KROOKHAUT.  Since  they  did  that  under  the  protection 
of  the  law.  under  protective  UiriJT  laws  and  patent  laws,  it  seems 
to  me  the  (Jovernment  owes  it  to  the  people  of  the  country  to 
protect  them  from  those  excess  profits.  I  think  excess  profits 
are  the  economic  evil  of  this  age  and  this  time,  and  now  tliey 
are  breaking  down  our  tariff  syistem,  breaking'  down  our  protec- 
tion of  lalK>r,  breaking  down  everything.  When  they  take  these 
profits  from  our  people,  from  lab«jr  on  this  side  and  from  fann- 
ers on  this  side,  and  noove  across  the  line  and  ofien  up  factories 
and  say  to  Congress,  "  It  does  not  make  any  difference  to  us 
whether  you  have  free  trade  or  protection,  we  can  run  on  one 
side  of  the  line  or  the  other,"  it  seems  to  me  we  have  nef^ected 
our  duty  in  the  proper  regulation  of  these  things  created  by  law 
in  not  regulating  their  profits. 

Mr.  (lEORGE.  I  think  the  Senator  is  quite  right,  but  I  can 
not  now  discuss  the  matter  to  which  he  has  referred. 

Mr.  BAUKLEY.     Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARK  LEY.  Since  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
brought  up  the  subject  of  tractors,  I  have  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  refresh  my  recollection,  but  if  my  memory  is  not  at 
fault,  the  testimony  before  the  committee  showed  that  those 
tractors  were  not  being  lmpt>rted  Into  this  country  by  Mr.  Ford, 
who  had  moved  his  factory  over  to  Ireland,  and  further  relying 
on  njy  menu>ry,  It  .««eem.s  to  have  been  intimated  that  it  was  not 
the  intention  to  import  those  tractors  made  in  Ireland  into  the 
United  States.  If  I  um  mistaken,  the  record  will  show  the 
fact.  The  danger  which  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  seems 
to  fear  on  account  of  the  removal  of  the  tractor  factory  of  Mr. 
Ford  to  Ireland  is  more  of  a  prospective  and  a  si)eculative  na- 
ture than  an  actual  one. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
permit  me  a  moment?  ' 

Mr  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  The  production  In  that  factory  has  only  recently 
begun.  The  movement  of  tractors  to  the  United  States  has 
very  recently  t>egun,  and  at  the  time  the  witness  testified  he 
stated  that  21  tractors  were  all  that  had  been  brought  over. 
Undoubtedly  there  will  be  many  thousands.  If  their  present 
'plans  are  carried  out. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Even  so,  the  theory  that  agricultural  im- 
plements are  not  to  be  taxed,  as  it  mi^ht  apply  to  the  farmer, 
and  brought  about  by  a  twhnioal  provision,  a  result  that  will 
prevent  them  being  brought  in,  even  with  the  tax  suggested, 
that  might  violate  the  theory  upon  which  they  are  permitted 
to  come  In  free  of  duty  at  all. 

Mr.  REE1>.  We  want  to  protect  both  the  farmer  and  the 
producer.  If  possible,  and  in  the  hope  that  we  could  protect  the 
farmer,  we  did  not  put  any  Import  tax  on  tractors,  and  in  the 
hope  that  we  could  protect  the  American  producer,  we  are 
trying  to  keep  as  much  <tf  the  industry  in  this  country  as  pos- 
sible. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  not  that  sort  of  protection  as$;ume  a 
one-sided  attitude,  because  by  prohibiting  them  from  ctmilng  in 
at  all.  you  have  done  nothing  for  the  farmer,  but  you  have  done 
something  to  him.  while,  at  the  same  time,  granting  the  manu- 
facturer more  protection  than  he  Is  entitled  to? 

Mr.  REED.  If  Fonl  were  the  only  nuinufacturer  in  the 
world,  that  woold  t>e  true,  but  be  is  one  of  many,  and  the  more 
manufacturers  we  can  get  in  tills  coontry,  the  more  production 
there  will  be. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  He  Is  the  only  one  who  has  moved  a  factory 
to  Ireland,  if  my  memory  is  correct. 

Mr.  REKD.  The  only  one  so  far.  but  if  he  to  siKcessfnl, 
there  is  no  reason  to  believe  others  would  not  do  the  same  thing, 
and  that  would  be  a  very  unfortunate  state  of  affairs. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yldd? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  As  a  mere  matter  of  information,  may  I  ask 
•Ither  the  Senator  firam  Georgia  or  the  Senator  trom  Peno- 
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Fraiier 

Keyes 

Sheppard 

George 

King 

l4i  Follette 

Shortridge 

Gillett 

FimmoDii 

Glass 

McKellar 

Smuot 

Glenn 

MiMaster 

Sttck 

Goff 

McNary 
M.tcalf 

Steiwer 

Ooldnborough 

Bwanson 

Gould 

Norbeck 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Gret'DC 

Norria 

Thomas.  Okla. 

nalp 

Nye 

Trammell 

Harrts 

Oddie 

Tydingi 

Harrison 

Overman 

Vandenberg 

Hastings 

Patterson 

Wagner 
Walsh.  Mass. 

Hawes 

Phipps 

Hayden 

Pine 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Hebert 

Plttman 

Warren 

Hoflln 

Ransdt-il 

Wat'Traan 

Howell 

Reed 

Watson 

Johnnon 

Robinson,  Ark. 

WbceJer 

Jones 

Robinson.  Ind. 

Keon 

Sackett 

Kendrick 

Schall 

I  ylvania  what  was  the  reason  why  the  tractor  factory  of  Mr. 
]  'ord.  as  I  understand  it  to  be,  was  moved  from  this  country  to 

I  eland? 
Mr.  REED.  Mr.  Ford's  representative  stated  their  reason  for 
oving  was  that  in  the  production  of  the  new  model  of  their 
]  assenger  car  they  needed  more  room,  and  they  found  the  ad- 
<  itional  room  by  using  the  buildings  that  had  been  devoted  to 
1  ractors. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  And  also,  I  think,  the  S*'nator  should  add 
(hat  there  was  a  certain  tax  imjiosed  which  he  had  fouitd 
1  dvantageous  to  circumvent  by  ni a iiufac curing  abniad. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
ield? 
Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE   PRESir>ENT.     Does  the   Senator  from   Georgia 
ield  for  that  purpose? 
Iklr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Secretary  v^ill  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
inswered  to  their  names: 

Ulen 

Uhiirst 

iarkley 

ilack 

(laine 

'.lease 

Jo  rah 

iratton 

J  rock 

iirookhart 

?roas«ard 

Japper 

Taraway 

'onnally 

^'ouzens 

:^itting 

Dale 

Deneen 

[>ill 

Sdge 

P'ess 

Hetcher 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-five  Senators  have  an- 
jwered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

)rEMOBt.\L  ADDRESSES  ON  THK  LATE  SENATCHt  TYSON 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (at  3  o'clock  p.  m.).    The  clerk  wiU 
read  the  special  order  for  this  hour. 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Orderrd,  That  on  Monday,  September  23,  1929,  at  3  o'clock  p.  m., 
the  baainesa  of  the  Senate  be  suspended  for  the  parpose  of  permitting 
tb«  delivery  of  memorial  addresses  on  the  life,  character,  nnd  public 
BervlceB  of  Hon.  Lawrbnci  D.  Trso.t,  late  a  Senator  from  the  State 
ot  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  submit  the  following  reso- 
utions,  and  ask  unanimous  con.sent  for  their  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  resolutions  will  be  read. 

The  resolutions  ( S.  Res.  122)  were  read,  considered  by  unani- 
mous consent,  and  unanimously  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Re$olv«d,  That  tli«  Senate  has  beard  with  profound  sorrow  of  the 
leath  of  Hon.  Lawhbmci  D.  Tyson,  late  a  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Tennessee ; 

Resolved,  That  as  a  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  the  deceased 
the  business  of  the  Sejiate  t>e  now  suspended  to  enable  his  associates 
to  pay  tribute  to  his  high  character  and  distinguished  public  service ; 

Retohed,  Ttat  the  Secretary  communicate  these  resolution.s  to  the 
mouse  of  Representatives  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  family 
if  t  tie  deceased. 

Mr.  MoKELLAR  Mr.  President,  Senator  Lawkence  Davis 
rrsoN  was  truly  a  gentleman  In  the  highest  sense  of  that 
»'ord.  During  the  many  years  in  which  I  kne%v  him  I  do  not 
recall  that  I  ever  heard  him  speak  ill  of  any  man — friend  or  foe. 
;  never  knew  him  to  be  guilty  of  an  act  of  discourtesy  toward 
loyone.  1  never  knew  him  to  utter  any  word  tliat  might  not 
lave  been  uttered  before  a  lady.  Nor  did  he  affect  this  quality ; 
t  was  his  by  nature.  His  mother  must  have  been  a  wonderful 
xroman  to  have  reared  such  a  clean-minded  son. 

Others  will  speitk  of  General  Tyson's  soldierly  qualities,  and 
herefore  I  need  only  briefly  refer  to  thera  here.  He  was  a 
>rave  soldier.  He  fought  for  his  country  in  two  wars,  and 
K)th  times  with  distinguished  success.  He  was  a  colonel  In  the 
Spanish-American  War  and  a  general  in  the  World  War,  and 
lis  command  was  one  of  the  first  to  cross  the  Hiudenburg  line 
n  the  World  War.  He  was  mo«lest  over  liis  military  record  as 
le  waa  in  every  other  affair  of  life.    He  beUeved  when  his 
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country  was  in  danger  it  was  his  duty  to  fight  for  her,  whether 
at  the  age  of  20.  30.  or  60.  It  is  enough  to  say  that  no  American 
ever  did  his  duty  to  his  country  more  fully,  more  completely, 
or  more  satisfactorily  than  did  General  Tyson.  His  courageous 
patrioti.sm  was  an  example  that  any  American  boy  might  be 
proud  to  follow  if  the  opportunity  ever  comes  to  him. 

Senator  Tybon  was  one  of  those  rare  characters  referred  to 
in  Holy  Writ :  "A  man  not  slothful  In  business,  fervent  in  spirit, 
serving  the  Lord."  As  a  business  man  he  was  a  marked  success. 
His  word  was  his  bond.  He  obtained  and  held  the  confidence  of 
his  associates  in  the  business  world.  He  became  a  leader  in  It. 
He  attained  great  success  here,  and  better  still,  he  deserved 
success. 

In  politics  Senator  Ttso.n  was  likewise  a  success.  At  one  time 
he  was  elected  to  the  State  House  cf  Repres^itatives  in  Ten- 
nessee and .  became  the  speaker  of  that  body.  He  was  often 
honored  by  his  State  in  Democratic  conventions.  He  was  a 
candidate  for  the  Democratic  nomination  for  Vice  President -at 
San  Francisco  in  1920  and  he  received  a  large  vote  for  that  ex- 
alted office.  He  was  candidate  for  the  United  States  Senate  In 
1914.  but  was  defeated  by  a  narrow  margin.  In  1924  he  was 
again  a  candidate  and  was  elected  to  the  Senate.  In  this  body 
he  made  a  splendid  record.  He  was  on  the  side  o*"  the  people. 
His  sympathy  and  his  votes  were  substantially  always  for  the 
common  man.  Of  course,  having  fought  through  two  wars,  his 
first  thought  was  for  the  soldiers,  and  he  did  valiant  and  success- 
ful service  f«ir  them  :  but  his  heart,  his  mind,  his  hand  were  ever 
on  the  side  of  the  people. 

He  was  a  devout  Christian,  a  meml)er  of  the  Episcopalian 
Church,  and  served  his  Maker  in  the  same  unostentatious  way 
that  he  served  his  country  ard  his  people. 

Thu.-#  we  see  him.  Mr.  President :  As  a  man.  always  a  gentle- 
man ;  as  a  soldier,  brave,  true,  and  a  leader  in  war;  as  a  states- 
man, true  to  his  country,  true  to  his  country's  Constitution,  true 
to  his  country's  high  ideals,  true  to  the  foundation  principles 
upon  which  this  Government  is  con.structed ;  as  a  business  man, 
straight  and  successful ;  as  a  Christian,  devout  and  sincere. 

But,  Mr.  President,  there  was  a  final  characteristic  possessed 
by  Senator  Ty.son  in  a  marked  degree,  and  beautiful  In  the  ex- 
treme. It  was  his  family  life.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  knew 
a  man  more  devoted  to  his  .family — to  his  wife,  to  his  son  while 
he  lived ;  to  his  daughter,  to  his  grandchildren,  and  to  his  splen- 
did mother,  who  died  only  a  few  months  before  he  did.  What  a 
consolation  it  mu.st  be  to  his  splendid  wife  to  recall  his  perfect 
devotion !  What  a  heritage  to  hLs  lovely  daughter  must  be  his 
memory,  linked  as  It  must  be  with  acts  of  kindness,  of  love,  and 
perfect  consideration.  What  an  incentive  to  higher,  better,  and 
nobler  things  to  his  grandsons,  v'hen  they  shall  reach  man's 
estate  and  learn  what  a  wonderful  history  was  that  of  their 
distinguished  grandfather. 

Here  in  the  Senate  we  shall  miss  his  genial,  kindly  ways,  his 
happy  disposition,  his  attractive  personality.  He  will  long  live 
In  the  memories  of  all  who  knew  him. 

Mr.  President.  I  ask  permission  to  have  printed  in  the  Recobo 
appropriate  resolutions  adopte<i  by  the  Disabled  Emergency  Ofll- 
cers  of  the  World  War  through  their  national  headquarters  and 
signed  by  their  national  officers. 

The  resolutions  were  imanimously  ord»«d  to  be  printed  in 
the  Kecobd,  as  follows: 

Resolution 

Inafsmuch  an  the  Supreme  Commander  has  summoned  our  beloved 
comrade  nnd  benefactor.  Gen.  Lawrbncx  D.  Ttson,  a  distinguished 
Member  of  the  I'nited  States  Senate :  Now,  therefore,  national  head- 
quarters of  the  Disabled  Ementenry  Officers  of  the  World  War,  acting 
for  all  members  and  chapters,  hereby  seeks  to  express  our  personal  loss, 
our  jjrlef  that  he  has  Joined  the  bivouac  of  the  dead,  and  ofTer  our  sym- 
pathy to  his  loved  ones  in  the  family  circle,  whose  sorrow  we  share. 

S«iiatur  Tyson  held  In  sacred  honor  those  American  principles  of 
governm*>nt  and  social  progress  which  have  made  this  the  land  of  op- 
portunity, lie  loved  his  country.  He  was  a  living  symbol  of  its  lOBtitu- 
tions  by  virtue  of  his  accomplishments,  dvil  and  military. 

Tennessee  had  long  since  recognized  General  Tyson's  great  ability 
and  courageous  characteristics  as  a  citizen  and  statesman,  as  well  as  a 
■oldirr.  and  sent  him  to  the  United  States  Senate  where  he  held  the 
affei'tious  of  his  colleagues  and  admiration  of  all  veterans  of  all  wars. 

Thus  it  was  with  a  deep  sense  of  gratitude  that  disabled  emergency 
officers  learned  that  this  distinguished  former  regular  and  volunteer 
officer  had  espoused  their  cause  and  was  to  sponsor  their  legislation,  con- 
fident of  his  valiant  efforts  for  equal  Justice  to  all  disabled  officers  of 
the  Army  of  the  United  States  during  the  World  War. 

Those  of  us  who  were  privileged  to  know  him  personally  feel  a  loss 
far  l)eyond  the  power  of  words  to  expre.si.  While  the  entire  body  of 
veterans  grieves  to-day  at  the  loss  of  one  of  its  best  friends,  especially 
do    disabled  emergency   officers,   grateful    beneficiaries   of   bis    long   and 


successful  battle  for  JuaUce  for  them,  feel  an  Inezpreastble  sorrow.  Uia 
legislative  eCTorts  for  as  ahall  ever  be  a  memorial  of  the  life  he  gave  to 
the  service  of  bia  State  and  country  in  time  of  peace  and  war  alike. 

M.  S.   STBrsNauN, 

Xational  Comtnonder, 
n.   TiK.NKK    Lewis, 
NatiotMl  Vice  Commondtr. 

U.   D.    TlLOHIIAN, 

tlmtiantU  Adfutant. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  a  Just  estimate 
of  the  public  services  and  private  character  of  the  late  Senator 
Tyson  comprehends  the  review  of  a  prolonged  perhxl  filled  with 
notable  events.  His  departure  caused  profound  surprise  and 
regret  to  his  asstxiates  in  the  Senate,  many  of  whom  did  not 
learn  that  his  health  was  imi>aired  until  his  condition  liad 
become  alarming. 

As  a  citizen  Senator  Tyson  Justified  and  commanded  confi- 
dence and  admiration.  In  bu.siness  affairs  he  was  diligent, 
I)aiu.>.taking.  and  succe.s.sful.  The  enterprises  which  engaged  his 
attention  were  varied  and  numerous.  Honesty.  firmnt>s8.  and 
foresight  brought  him  to  the  front  in  the  development  of  indus- 
tries and  enterprises  which  resulted  in  the  progress  of  the  beau- 
tiful city  in  which  he  resided. 

Senator  Tyson  .served  in  two  wars,  the  conflict  with  Sitaiu 
in  1898  and  the  World  War.  His  courage  was  never  questioned. 
Everywhere  and  at  all  times  he  honored  the  uniform  and  flag  of 
his  country.  Sound  judgment  and  poise  brought  him  rapid 
promotion.  He  was  as  courtly  and  kind  when  exerclsiiig  the 
authority  of  a  general  officer  as  when  serving  in  a  subordinate 
capacity.  General  Tyson  embodied  the  best  rfiaracterlstics  of 
officers  in  the  large  army  of  citizen  soldiers  so  indispensable  to 
the  defen.se  of  our  country. 

His  fortitude  was  exemplified  by  a  tragic  incident.  While 
commanding  tr(K>pB  in  action  on  a  muddy.  l)lood-drencheil  field 
the  heart-breaking  message  came  that  his  only  son  had  been 
killed  in  the  i)erformance  of  duty.  General  Tyson  uttered  no 
word  of  surprise  or  grief.  He  carried  on  in  that  unbroken 
silence  which  is  always  the  refuge  of  great  souls  in  hours  of 
sorrow  and  distress. 

In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  his  influence  was  gradually 
augmented  until  at  the  time  of  his  passing  Senator  Tyson  was 
one  of  the  most  useful  Members  of  this  iKnly.  His  name  is  in- 
separably associated  with  many  imiK>rtant  measures,  including 
the  di-sabled  emergency  officers'  retirement  act.  His  efforts  to 
secure  tlie  i)assage  of  that  act  challenged  the  attention  of  the 
country  and  brought  him  Into  first  rank  among  national  legis- 
lators. 

Throughout  his  career — in  private  life,  during  his  military 
service,  and  while  a  Member  of  the  Senate — he  displayed  respect- 
ful consideration  for  the  opinions  and  rights  of  others,  deference 
and  admiration  for  his  fellow  workers,  unfaltering  loyalty  to 
duty.  He  was  among  the  most  popular  and  beloved  Members 
of  the  Senate.  His  name  Is  honored,  his  memory  revered  by  a 
host  of  friends  not  only  in  Tennessee  but  wherever  duty  gave 
him  contact. 

Senators  are  charged  with  many  duties  and  responsibilities. 
Anxiety  and  care  vex  us  all.  The  pressure  of  details  at  times 
is  overwhelming.  Yet  we  find  opportunity  to  form  friend-ships 
which  are  strong  and  lasting.  Friendships  which  rivalry  and 
partisanship  make  stronger  under  the  stress  and  strain  of 
labors  here.  These  friendships  are  treasures  of  the  heart  and 
brain  which  grow  more  beautiful  and  increase  in  value  as  the 
years  roll  by. 

To  the  faithful  citizen,  to  the  patriotic  soldier,  and  able 
statesman,  we  say,  "  Dear  friend,  farewell " ! 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  let  this  occasion 
pass  without  paying  a  simple  and  humble  tribute  to  our  de- 
parted colleague,  the  late  Senator  Tyson.  I  well  remember  that 
a  little  less  than  three  months  ago  at  the  do<jr  of  tlie  .Senate 
Chamber  he  gave  me  a  warm  clasp  of  the  hand  and  bade  me 
good-by.    He  was  my  friend — loyal,  true,  an<l  devoted. 

"If  a  man  die  shall  he  live  again?"  It  Is  appointed  that 
man  once  shall  die,  but  he  shall  live  again,  and  absolutely  I 
believe  it.  Sometimes  I  think  that  but  a  thin  veil  intervenes 
between  that  fair  city  and  me,  and  that  in  days  to  come  on 
the  other  shore  I  will  grasp  the  hands  of  those  I  loved  on  this 
shore,  who  have  pa8.sed  over  the  river  and  rest  in  the  glorj*  of 
eternal  lift). 

Senator  Tysos  nad  a  remarkable  career.  He  was  a  remark- 
able man  in  many  respects.  Descended  from  old  North  Caro- 
lina Revolutionary  stock,  born  In  one  of  the  fairest  counties  in 
eastern  Carolina  on  a  great  plantation,  when  the  C'hi'  \N'ar 
was   over,    his   parents    impoverished,    this   boy    witli  sublime 
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courage  and  ambition  wended  hla  way  to  the  hill  countTy  of 
North  Carolina.  He  came  to  my  town,  Salisbary,  N.  C,  secured 
employment,  and  it  is  remembered  there  now,  as  I  well  recall, 
that  youni;  Ttson  never  let  a  moment  pass  that  he  was  not 
reading  Dome  book  and  preparing  hiuu»eif  in  some  way  for  the 
^■trut'Kles  of  life. 
"One  day  Col.  Robert  P.  .\rmfleld,  Con^rressmon  of  the  old 
aev^Mith  congressional  district,  announced  that  h*-  would  hold  a 
competitive  examination  in  that  district  for  the  purpose  of  se- 
lecting a  cadet  at  West  Point  Young  Tyson.  mid.st  strangers  in 
a  strange  part  of  the  State,  concluded  that  he  would  stand  for 
the  examinullon,  in  which  many  young  men  competed.  He  had 
bad  little  preparation  in  college  to  prepare  himself  for  life's 
struggles.  NeverthelesH  he  outstrippwl  all  his  competitors  and 
recelTed  the  appointment. 

He  went  to  West  Point,  graduated  with  honors,  and  was  sent 
to  the  frontier  of  the  Nation,  where  he  served  to  his  honor  and 
glory  in  the  defence  of  his  country.  For  12  years  he  was  em- 
ployed there  and  then  was  appointed  professor  of  military 
tactics  in  the  University  of  Tennessee.  During  that  time  he 
studied  law  and  subsequently  became  a  lawyer  of  great  promi- 
nem-e.  He  engaged  In  dvil  life  in  the  building  up  of  the  great 
8tatt>  of  his  adoption — Tennessee.  He  wa.s  a  leader  in  civil  life 
as  he  was  a  leader  in  war.  He  served  in  the  legislature  and 
was  elected  speaker  of  the  Tennessee  House  of  Representatives. 
When  the  war  with  Spain  was  declared  he  tofA  a  regiment 
from  Tennessee  to  fight  for  his  country.  When  the  World  War 
came  on,  he  commanded  North  Carolina.  Tennessee,  and 
South  Carolina  troops  in  the  Fifty  ninth  Brigade.  Thirtieth  Divl- 
■lon.  which  became  the  most  distinguished  of  all  divisions  that 
fought  in  the  war.  because  it  was  that  division  that  l>roke  the 
Hidenburg  line.  The  soldiers  from  North  Can>llna,  Tennessee, 
and  South  Carolina  had  the  greatest  admiration  and  adoration 
for  this  great  man.  In  war  and  in  civil  life  this  man  served  his 
country  well,  and  in  private  life  he  was  conspicuous  for  his 
devotion  to  his  church.  State,  country,  and  to  his  good  and  noble 
family.  He  served  the  Senate  well.  He  served  In  every  ca- 
pacity with  that  sublime  courage  which  he  exhibited  when  he 
was  a  boy  and  left  home  to  go  to  a  distant  State  in  order  to 
study  and  prepare  himself  in  the  struggles  of  life,  and  so  w^l 
did  he  prepare  himself  that  he  contributed  greatly  to  the 
building  up  of  bis  State  and  his  country. 

Mr.  President,  General  Tyson  was  admired  by  everybody  who 
came  in  contact  with  him  for  his  gentlemanly  conduct  and 
courteous  bearing,  his  devotion  to  hLs  family,  which  was  truly 
that  of  a  Christian  gentleman,  his  devotion  to  his  church,  and 
also  for  the  efficiency  and  ability  which  he  displayed  In  civil, 
in  military,  and  in  public  life. 

Few  men  in  this  country  ever  had  a  more  distinguished  career 
tban  did  he,  and  few  men  have  ever  exhibitetl  a  more  .sublime 
courage  In  the  hour  of  death.  At  that  dread  mcnnent  he 
exemplified  the  Injunction  of  the  poet : 

So  live,  thAt  when  thj  gmnmona  comes  to  join 
The  lDnameral>le  cariTan,  which  movea 
To  that  myBterloos  realm,  where  each  phall  take 
Hii  chamber  in  tta«  ailent  balls  of  death. 
Tbou  go  not.  like  the  quarry-iUave  at  oight, 
Scourged  to  his  duD«;eon,  but.  sustained  and  soothed 
'  By  an  antalterioc  trust,  approach  thy  grare. 

Like  one  who  wraps  the  drapery  of  his  couch 
Alwut  him,  and  lies  down  to  pleasant  dreama. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  we  pause  In  sadness  to 
contemplate  the  life  and  character  of  our  departed  friend  and 
much-loved  colleague.  Senator  Lawbe^vck  Davis  Tyson. 

When  Congress  adjourned  last  June  he  had  every  appearance 
of  a  man  in  good  health.  His  courtly  manner,  hii»  flue  bearing, 
hiti  wtH>lesome  spirit,  tiis  strong  mentality,  and  bis  i>hysical  well- 
being  all  seemed  to  t>e  present  in  full  vigor. 

It  is  said  an  attack  of  "  flu "  last  winter  had,  however,  de- 
prived him  of  his  accustomed  physical  strength,  which  could 
not  lie  n'gained,  and  the  effect  was  a  gradual  sai^ng  of  his 
vitality  until  he  pasoed  away. 

The  large  and  enthusiastic  personal  following  in  his  State, 
the  citizens  of  Tennessee,  and  of  the  conntrj'  generally  share  in 
the  sorrow  of  bis  devoted  wife  and  affectionate,  bereaved  family. 

He  was  loved  and  honored,  not  only  by  reason  of  his  great 
heart  and  his  charming  and  distinctive  personality,  but  because 
of  hi.s  rare  qualities  of  sincerity,  courage,  and  candor.  There 
was  no  element  of  deception,  of  equivocation,  or  misleading  in 
his  character.  Frank,  open,  oot.spoken,  with  reason  and  con- 
aclence  for  hia  guide,  there  was  never  any  question  about  where 
he  stood  on  any  issue  of  right  and  wrong.  He  waa  foond  always 
firm  and  aujlekling  for  the  riglU. 
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J^ls  espousal  of  any  cau.se  was  characterized  by  real  energy 
passionate  loyalty.    Sincerity  of  conviction  stirred  him  and 
hislwiU  found  expressicw  in  action. 

farm  in  his  friend-shipa  deep-ro«»ted  in  his  attachments,  true 
to  his  people's  interests  and  his  country,  he  commanded  the 
lov4  and  confidence  of  those  with  whom  he  came  in  contact  and 
the|  respect  and  admiration  of  all  who  knew  of  his  life. 

m  near  Greenville,  N.  C,  July  4,  1801,  he  combined  the 
talents  of  soldier  and  statesman,  very  much  as  did  that  mighty 
matt  of  mighty  days  that  are  gone,  Andrew  Jackson — talents 
which  these  two  great  Commonwealths,  North  Carolina  and 
Tennessee,  seem  to  generate  and  foster  in  marked  degree. 

Ife  graduated  at  West  Point  in  IS&i  was  assii^iied  to  the  Ninth 
iment  of  Infantry,  United  States  Array,  and  served  for  12 

lie  resigned  his  commission  in  I8d5  to  engage  in  the  practice 
of  Ipw  at  Knoxville. 

hen  his  country   was  confronted   with  war  with   Spain  in 
he  volunteered,  was  appointed  color>el  of  Sixth  Regiment, 
United  States  Volunteer  Infantry,  which  he  took  for  service  in 
Poito  Rico,  and  which  was  mustered  out  in  March,  18D9. 

e  was  brigadier  general  and  inspector  general  of  the  Ten- 
National  Guard  under  four  aduiinistrations. 
en  the  World  War  came  upon  us  again  his  country  called 
anci  he  responded,  volunteering  at  its  outbreak,  and  wac»  coiu- 
mls  sioned  by  President  Wilson  brigadier  general  and  a.ssigued  to 
the  Fifty-ninth  Brigade,  Thirtieth  Division.  In  command  of 
the  Thirtieth  Division,  he  embarked  for  France  May  10,  1918, 
and  his  engagements  in  that  conflict  embraced  oinai  sector, 
Belgium ;  Ypres-Lys  offeu.sive,  Belgium ;  Somme  offensive, 
Fnuice;  and  returned  with  his  brigade  March  15,  1919.  Dis- 
tinguished-service medal  for  exceptionally  meritorious  and  dis- 
fin<  ui-shed  service  was  awarded  him. 

Ihls  brief  reference  indicates  the  high  qualities  he  possessed 
as  a  soldier  and  military  commander. 

1 1  19U3  he  was  a  meuiber  of  the  Legislature  of  Tennessee  and 
ser'  ed  as  speaker  of  the  house. 

He  was  elected  to  the  United  States  Senate  in  November, 
192tt,  and  his  abilities  as  a  l^i^iator  were  soou  made  manifest. 
His  position  on  imf>ortant  committees  evidenced  the  appraisal 
of  lis  colleagues.  Banking  and  Currency,  Claims.  Commerce, 
Dis  :rict  of  Columbia,  Eklucation  and  Labor.  Manufactures,  and 
Mil  tJiry  Affairs  were  the  unusually  large  numlx^r  and  high 
ran  c  of  committees  to  which  he  was  assigned  and  which  engaged 
his  laborious  and  effective  attention.  On  three  of  these  com- 
mit ees  I  hud  tlie  honor  to  serve  with  him  and  can  sjieak  with 
knofvledge  of  his  faithful  and  helpful  committee  work.  Unl- 
fonaly  punctual,  always  diligent,  c<msiderate  of  others,  he 
t^v'igbt  study  and  the  traimnl  mind  to  his  work,  making  It  of 
the  highest  order. 

Ei^pedally  noticeable  was  his  able  handling  of  the  retired 
officers'  hill  before  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  in 
tlie  Senate. 

On  the  Commerce  Committee,  flood-control  legislation,  rivers 
and  harbors,  census,  and  apportionment  measures  had  the 
ben  ?flt  of  his  active  Interest,  wise  eouiLsel,  and  sound  views. 

\^  e  shall  miss  him  on  Banking  and  Currency,  of  which  he  had 
but  recently  bect>me  a  member,  as  I  am  sure  the  other  com- 
miti  ees  will,  as  they  realize  their  loss. 

'^e  can  restore  property  that  has  been  destroyed,  we  can 
rein  ild  and  replace  material  things,  but  the  loss  of  a  man  of 
the  highest  character,  purest  integrity,  lofty  aims,  clear  vision, 
bril  iant  mind,  proper  conception  of  fiduciary  responsibility  Is 
Irre  )arable. 

H^  accomplished  much,  his  achievements  were  of  an  impres- 
sive order,  but  his  gains  were  never  at  the  expense  of  his  soul. 

T  lat  soul  goes  whole  and  pure  to  the  God  who  gave  it. 

Il  is  a  glorious  thing  to  live  a  life  of  nearly  the  allotteil  time 
of  t  iree  score  years  and  ten,  full  of  service  of  real  si^niiticance 
to  c  Qe's  fellow  man ;  replete  with  deeds  of  valor  and  unselfish 
devotion  to  the  cause  of  liberty  and  order;  brimming  with 
acti  rities  crowned  with  successful  achievements ;  at  all  times 
iiluitrating  a  nobility  of  character  that  can  be  set  before  the 
you  h  of  the  land  as  an  example  to  emulate ;  rich  in  acts  of 
kin(  neas  and  deeds  of  valor;  marked  by  the  cardinal  virtues  of 
truti,  honesty,  and  courage  coupled  with  rare  mental  attain- 
men  bs.  Such  a  life  we  speak  of  to-day.  That  thought  may  well 
brin ;  comfort  to  the  sorrowing.  Our  friend  did  not  live  In 
valE  and  we  may  rest  assured  that  he  has  gone  to  that  reward 
vomh.safed  "to  the  pure  in  heart." 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  we  of  the  Military  Affairs  Com- 
mitl  ee  of  the  Senate  have  suffered  an  especial  loss  In  Senator 
Ttsjii's   death.     He   brought   to  our   councils  not   only   tho 
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wisdom  of  the  trained  soldier,  which  he  had  acquired  at  West 
Point,  in  his  long  service  in  the  Regular  Army,  In  his  ex- 
perience in  the  Spanish-American  War,  and  In  hia  conspicuously 
distlnguishetl  service  in  the  World  War,  but  he  brought  all 
those  qualities  of  heart  that  made  us  love  him  and  all  those 
qualities  of  head  that  made  us  respect  him. 

He  spent  a  very  large  part  of  his  life,  he  gave  a  very  large 
part  of  all  that  he  was  and  had  to  the  service  of  his  coimtry. 
Not  only  for  many  yeans  was  he  himself  In  the  military 
service,  but  he  gave  in  the  World  War  what  he  valued  more 
than  his  own  life — the  life  of  his  only  son. 

No  man  ever  stood  in  our  country's  history  a  finer  example  of 
that  sacrifice  for  tlie  Nation  which  all  of  us  ought  to  be  willing 
to  make,  and  with  it  all  went  not  only  a  physical  courage  but 
a  moral  courage  that  was  superb.  No  pen  and  Ink  were  ever 
needed  to  protect  the  truth  when  Senator  Tyson  was  about. 
His  word,  whether  it  was  to  his  Interest  or  against  it,  was 
always  as  nearly  literal  and  exact  as  human  words  could  be. 
And  so  we  trusted  him  to  a  degree  beyond  which  men  can  not 
trust  each  other. 

He  had  sjTnpathy  for  everybody,  whether  high  or  low,  and  we 
saw  many  times  in  our  work  with  him  how  real  that  sympathy 
was.  He  had  courtesy  that  grew  out  of  sympathy ;  he  was 
courteous  to  high  and  low,  and  we  never  saw  him  otherwise. 
If  we  could  but  follow  his  example.  If  we  could  but  Imitate  the 
sympathy  and  courtesy  and  moral  courage  which  he  showed,  all 
of  us  would  be  better  men. 

We  shall  remember  him,  Mr.  President,  as  an  .\merican  of  the 
best  and  finest  type;  we  shall  remember  him  by  the  highest  title 
that  can  be  given  one  of  us ;  we  shall  remember  him  as  a  gentle- 
man unafraid. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  career  of  Lawrence 
Davis  Tyson  was  as  unique  as  It  was  admirable.  Rarely  In 
American  history  do  we  find  a  man  achieving  such  distinction 
In  so  many  important  phases  of  himaan  effort.  In  the  field  of 
Industry  and  finance  he  displayed  executive  capacity  of  the 
highest  order.  He  organljied  and  directed  Industrial  and  other 
enteri>rlses  of  exceptional  magnitude  with  exceptional  success. 
In  the  sphere  of  statesmanship  and  Government  he  became  a 
Member  of  the  United  States  Senate,  where  be  rose  to  a  place 
of  unquestioned  eminence  in  a  remarkably  short  time.  Supple- 
menting and  strengthening  his  legislative  work  was  a  thorough, 
collegiate  preiiaration  In  the  law  which  led  to  membership  of 
the  bar.  His  military  record  discloses  that  he  was  a  graduate  of 
West  Point,  commander  with  troops  in  the  Regular  Army  in 
various  sections  of  the  country  for  12  years,  professor  of  mili- 
tary science  and  tactics  at  the  University  of  Teiines.see,  colonel  in 
the  Spanish-American  War,  heading  a  regiment  in  the  expedition 
to  Porto  Rico,  brigadier  general  and  Inspector  general  in  the 
National  Guard  service  of  his  State,  brigadier  general  In  com- 
mand of  all  National  Guard  troops  of  Tennessee  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  World  War.  later  assigned  to  the  Fifty-ninth  Brigade 
of  the  Thirtieth  Division,  then  placed  In  charge  of  the  training 
of  troops  at  Camp  Sevier,  In  South  Carolina,  and  then  com- 
mander of  the  Thirtieth  Division  on  the  soil  of  France,  partid- 
pating  in  a  number  of  notable  engagements  and  offensives, 
receiving  the  distinguished-service  medal  for  specially  merito- 
rious accomplishment.  Permit  me  to  add  here  that  there  never 
walked  this  earth  sublimer  embodiments  of  unselfish  de\'otion 
and  valor  than  the  American  soldiers  in  the  World  War.  What 
enemy  stronghold  could  have  long  resisted  men  whose  military 
traditions  comprised  the  genius  and  the  will  of  Washington,  the 
determination  of  Grant  and  Thomas — 

The  deadly  calm  of  Stonewall's  face. 
The  lion  front  of  Lee. 

It  was  my  good  fortune  to  serve  with  General  Tyson  on  the 
Military  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Senate.  I  had  oi^wrtunity 
to  observe  him  during  those  informal  deliberations  In  com- 
mittee where  the  bulk  of  national  legislation  is  perfected!, 
where  men  speak  most  freely  and  often  without  premeditation 
and  show  more  clearly  than  anywhere  else  their  real  tenden- 
cies and  abilities.  He  was  surpassed  by  none  In  grasp  of 
essentials.  In  attention  to  duty,  In  fldelity  to  Justice  and  to 
truth.  He  8i>on»ore«l  successfully  both  in  committee  and  on 
Senate  floor  an  outstamling  enactment  relating  to  emergency 
officers  of  the  World  War. 

He  was  a  warrior  without  bravado,  a  disciplinarian  without 
arrogance,  a  popular  leader  without  pretense.  He  had  the 
carriage  and  the  presence  of  a  perfect  soldier,  a  courage  and 
a  tenacity  demonstrated  beyond  all  measure  In  the  most  stub- 
bom  tests  of  war  and  peace,  a  dignity  and  a  courtesy  which 


won  inatant  notice  and  appreciation,  a  tendemcM  and  a  ajm- 
pathy  for  the  woes  and  weaknessea  of  humanity  that  illumined 
his  pathway  with  the  radiance  that  never  fades. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  the  history  of  Tennessee  posses.ses 
«itrancing  Interest  It  was  early  settled  by  intrepid  men 
and  women ;  and  their  descendants  have  exhibited  the  same 
traits  of  character,  of  courage,  of  integrity,  of  rectitude,  of 
sincerity  of  purpose,  possessed  by  their  ancestors. 

The  Nation  has  been  enriched  by  the  Invaluable  contribu- 
tions, material,  moral,  and  spiritual,  so  generously  given  l>y 
this  puissant  State.  From  her,  I*residents  have  come,  and 
statesmen  of  high  renown.  Those  of  this  generation  renieml>er 
Harris  and  Bate  and  Turley  and  Carmack  and  Taylor;  and 
since  their  day  the  Nation  has  been  benefited  by  the  strong 
and  able  statesmen  and  patriots  who  have  rei^resentetl  their 
State  In  the  Senate  and  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

We  mourn  to-day  the  passing  of  one  of  Teimessee's  illus- 
trlotis  cltlxeus  and  one  of  the  Nation's  ^ninent  figures.  To 
those  of  us  who  knew  and  loved  him,  his  passing  seems  a 
tragedy.  In  the  plenitude  of  his  intellectual  strength,  and  from 
a  broad  field  in  which  his  abilities  and  merit  won  him  high 
place,  he  was  called  to  another  sphere.  To  some  it  may  stH'ni 
as  though  bis  departure  was  too  great  a  sacrifice  to  be  exacte<l 
at  this  important  period  in  our  Nation's  history.  With  our 
finite  minds  we  may  not  understand,  and  gome  may  not  regard  as 
entirely  fitting  to  our  beloved  colleague,  the  words  of  one  of  old : 

Thou  shalt  come  to  thy  grave  in  a  fuU  age,  like  aa  a  shock  of  corn 
Cometh  in  in  season. 

His  record  of  sf^vice  to  his  State  and  country  in  various 
fields  of  life  has  been  eloquently  delineated  by  Senators  who 
have  preceded  me.  It  Is  a  record  of  which  not  only  his  State 
but  our  country  may  be  proud.  It  reveals  him  as  a  man  of 
lofty  courage,  of  high  Ideals,  of  tenacity  of  purpose,  of 
patriotic  service,  of  nobility  of  soul,  of  Christian  fortitude,  of 
unconquerable  faith  in  the  ultimate  triumph  of  Justl(v  and 
truth,  of  devotion  to  family  and  friends,  and  of  those  noble 
qualities  that  enrich  and  exalt  and  constitute  a  rich  patrimony 
to  his  own  and  succeeding  generations. 

He  came  among  us  gentle  and  refined  and  bore  himself  with 
a  quiet  dignity  that  won  the  re.spect  and  affection  of  his  associ- 
ates. He  passed  away  like  a  beautiful  ray  of  sunset,  leaving 
knowledge  of  a  glorious  and  brilliant  sunrise  upon  the  morrow. 

As  I  think  of  our  departed  friend,  my  thoughts  are  carried  to 
that  superb  and  dauntless  order  to  which  he  belongiHl,  which — 

Since  the  days  of  old 

Has  kept  the  lamps  of  Chivalry 
Alight  in  hearts  of  gold. 

In  attempting  to  draw  his  character  one  feels  that  it  should 
be  done  in  bold  and  conspicuous  lines  b»*cau.se  of  his  infiexl- 
bllity,  his  courage,  his  high  military  qualities,  and  his  heroic 
services  upon  sanguinary  battle  fields ;  but  if  tlie  picture  por- 
trayed these  qualities  alone  It  would  be  Incomplete,  for  he,  like 
many  great  men,  pos-sessiHl  other  qualities  and  characteristics 
equally  as  important  and  of,  perhaps,  greater  value.  He  was 
generous,  transparently  honest,  free  from  cant  or  Pharisaism 
or  hyiwcrisy.  Though  self-reliant,  he  was  devoid  of  vanity  and 
was  far  above  that  vulgar  egotism  which  is  the  vice  of  little 
minds.  He  never  st^histicated  or  stjught  by  devious  mental  or 
other  means  to  reach  the  end  which  he  sought  Notwithstanding 
his  military  training  and  his  military  achievements,  the  gaudy 
trainings  of  military  power  never  intrigued  or  fascinated  him, 
and  he  strove  earnestly  to  promote  i)ea«'e  and  advance  the  cause 
of  world  fellowship.  He  exemplified  the  precepts  of  Wolsey  to 
Cromwell :  "  Be  just  and  fear  not"    Goethe  said : 

I  reverence  tlie  man  who  understands  distlDctly  what  he  wishes  to  do. 
who  uuceaaingly  advanccH,  «ho  knows  the  means  conducive  to  the 
object,  and  seises  and  uses  them. 

General  Ti'son  met  these  requirements  and  Is  entitled  to  the 
homage  of  a  great  and  free  people.  To  undeviatingly  apply 
oneselt  to  the  attainment  of  a  great  ideal,  an  objective  of  ethical 
value,  requires  courage,  not  only  physical  but  moral. 

It  has  been  said  that  without  courage  ther*  can  not  be  truth, 
and  without  truth  there  can  not  be  character.  Our  de[Mirted 
friend  sought  truth  as  the  chief  object  of  life — the  truth  mani- 
fe8ted  In  moral  progress.  In  social  development.  In  the  growth 
of  liberty,  In  the  preseirathm  of  this  Republic.  In  the  unfolding 
and  development  and  ultimate  triumph  of  tliose  spiritual  and 
ethical  forc<'s  which  emanate  from  God  and  lead  to  Go«l. 

We  who  knew  him  knew  of  his  sincerity,  his  mental  Integrity, 
his  abhorrence  of  hypocrisy  and  deceit.     There  were  no  tinsel 
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or  glitter  or  meretrlciooa  graces  aboat  him.    He  seemed  to  hold 
th«»  shield  of  Ju.Kt  Intent  Impervious  to  every  dart. 

I  am  reminded  of  a  statement  made  by  one  of  Tennessee's 
great  Senators — Isham  O.  Harris.  He  was  asked  by  a  friend 
to  what  he  attributed  his  success  in  practical  politics.  He 
repHed :  "  I  do  not  know,  unless  It  Is  the  fact  that  I  learned  the 
diffi<-ult  art  of  telling  the  truth." 

General  Tyson  loved  his  State  and  the  peoirfe  of  his  State. 
He  loved  the  gods  of  the  household  and  the  hearthstone  and 
rejoiced  in  the  a.<uociation  of  friends.  He  bound  to  himself,  as 
with  hooks  of  steel,  those  whom  be  knew. 

In  hoars  of  sorrow  such  as  these,  we  realise  something  of 
the  vanity  of  all  human  ambitious ;  that  this  fleeting  day  builds 
no  enduring  city  for  us  but  furnishes  only  a  brief  abiding  place. 
But  If  we  properly  learn  the  lesson  of  the  hour,  we  can  rejoice 
in  the  knowledge  that  in  the  great  beyond  is  an  eternal  habita- 
tion not  built  by  human  hands  but  by  the  loving  Father  of  all. 
And  in  the  contemplation  of  the  moment,  with  its  sorrows  and 
Joys,  its  m<<etings  and  its  partings,  its  defeats  and  its  successes, 
We  will  ba  strengthened  and  confirmed  in  our  faith  in  the  im- 
mortality of  the  soul,  like  John  upon  Patmos  Isle,  catch  giimpaes 
of  that  final  home  which  will  be  enjoyed  in  the  City  of  Ood : 
Hew  clc«m  the  watch   tower*  through  the  ntght 

With  neTcr-fvinting  rajr ; 
Uow  rtM  thy  towers,  a«rene  and  bright. 

To  Od^et  th«  dawning  day. 
In  vain  tb«  drifting  aandH ; 

Unharmed  upon  the  Eternal  Rock 
The  Kternal  City  Rtandt. 

The  PHBHIDINO  OFFICER  (lir.  McKnxAB  in  the  chair). 
The  senior  Senator  from  Connt>ctlcut  [Mr.  Dinqhaii]  baa  writ- 
ten an  addreaa  and  has  aiiked  that  It  be  read  by  Mr.  Crockett, 
the  Chief  Clerk,  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  being  tuavoid- 
abl.v  abttt'Ut. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  Mr.  Binoham'b  speech,  as  follows: 

Mr.  BINOHAM.  Mr.  President,  fortunately  it  was  my  privi- 
legt>  to  be  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  dur- 
ing General  Ttson's  service  on  that  committee.  Furthermore, 
we  were  sereral  times  appointed  as  members  of  the  same  sub- 
committee on  matters  connected  with  the  Army ;  and  this  gave 
me  an  unusual  opportunity  to  become  acquainted  with  this  gal- 
lant soldier. 

His  record  in  the  Army  and  his  distinguished  service  over- 
seas during  the  World  War  attracted  me  to  him  from  the  very 
start,  and  it  was  with  the  greatest  satisfaction  that  I  found 
^myself  in  close  association  with  him  in  the  study  of  problems 
in  whiob  we  were  both  deeply  interested. 

Of  course,  his  knowledge  of  Army  matters,  due  to  his  West 
Point  training  and  his  long  service  in  the  line,  gave  him  a  far 
more  intimate  knowledge  of  the  situations  that  arose  than  I  had. 
It  was  a  pleasure  to  see  the  intense  application  and  devoted  in- 
terest with  which  he  con^dered  all  the  matters  which  were 
brought  liefore  the  committee. 

For  the  past  two  or  three  years  he  sat  almost  Immedlat^y 
oppttsite  me  at  the  committee  table,  so  that  I  had  an  untisually 
gmxl  opportunity  to  note  bis  keen  attention  and  unflagging  seal 
In  all  matters  connected  with  the  national  defense. 

Consequently,  it  gives  me  very  great  satisfaction  to  have  this 
opportunity  of  paying  tribute  to  the  memory  of  this  distinguished 
sttldier  and  statesman.  Frequently  his  views  did  not  coincide 
with  mine  He  l»elonged  to  another  political  party.  His  educa- 
tion and  training  naturally  led  him  to  have  very  strong  views 
with  whii'h  I  could  not  always  agree.  On  some  occasions  we 
fought  loii«  and  earnestly  «.m  oppaslte  sides  of  a  legislative  ques- 
tion. In  ail  this,  however,  there  was  never  anything  of  personal 
animosity  or  annoyani'e.  However  much  we  may  have  differed 
in*  ^ut>committee,  in  committee,  or  on  the  floor,  nothing  ever 
bapitened  to  disturb  our  pleasant,  personal  relationship,  or  to 
diminisli  the  respect  and  admiration  I  had  for  General  Ttson. 

In  his  death  the  State  of  Tennessee  has  certainly  lost  an  able 
and  conscientious  advocate,  the  United  States  Army  has  lost  an 
interested  and  devoted  friend,  and  the  Nation  has  lost  one  of 
her  ablest  defenders. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  custom  of  these  memorial  exercises 
affords  a  welcome  opportunity  for  tribute  to  our  country's 
great 

Mr.  President,  I  knew  Senator  Tysou  well.  Would  that  I 
could  find  words  to  express  the  feelings  that  in  the  passing  of 
his  gentle  .spirit  surge  from  my  inmost  soul.  Others  have  re- 
corded and  will  record  the  great  achievements  of  his  life,  the 
patriotism  that  inspired  him  and  marked  this  man  of  power 
and  resource  as  he  carved  his  niche  in  the  Nation's  hall  of 
fame.     My  own  great  grief  flows  from  a  friendship  ended.     For 
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me  there  has  passed  to  the  Great  Beyond  a  beautiful  character, 
a  nan  of  sterling  worth,  who  inspired  the  love  and  affection  of 
all  who  were  privileged  to  know  him. 

AS  my  colleague  in  the  Senate,  he  was  sent  by  the  State  of 
Tennessee,  part  and  parcel  one  may  say  with  Kentucky  which 
hai^  so  signally  honored  me.  These  two  great  sovereign  Com- 
moiiwealths  are,  indeed,  one  land  and  one  i)eople  of  common 
uuierstanding.  Friends  and  neighbors,  our  mutual  Interests 
brcugbt  us  into  close  alliance.  Our  intercourse  was  constant 
as  we  worked  upon  tlie  problems  which  « fleeted  the  people  of 
th€  section  we  both  hrid  dear.  Always  sympathetic  to  the 
ne<ds  of  that  great  Commonweal,  I  found  him  ever  ready  and 
gei  eruus  of  his  time  and  powers  for  their  i)etterment. 

'  V'e  entered  the  service  of  the  Senate  uprm  the  same  day 
an4  with  the  stime  convictions  of  responsibilities  assumed, 
charged  with  a  like  mandate  b.v  tlie  people  of  these  two  Staites, 
thd  interests  of  which  are  practically  one.  Drawn  by  his  sweet 
an(  I  generous  nature,  his  high  sense  of  honor,  we  became  fast 
fri'uds.  To  know  Lawrkncc  Tyson  in  such  Intimacy  was  to 
loT?  him  as  a  man. 

<'lear  in  thought,  clean  in  living,  anxious  to  give  his  aid  to 
these  in  need,  he  endeared  himself  to  a  wide  constituency.  Ask- 
ing nothing  for  himself,  he  was  the  friend  of  ever>'  man. 
Educated  in  literature  and  science,  he  was  a  delightful  com- 
panion, and  no  gathering  was  comiAete  without  the  influence  of 
bifi  genial  itorsonality. 

n  these  days  of  struggle  along  life's  pathway  the  coming  of 
a  limn  of  General  Ttson's  kind  brought  back  from  the  dimming 
pant  the  best  traditions  of  those  lovable  characters  who  gave 
fai  ae  and  glor>'  to  the  southern  hospitality  of  ante  helium  days. 
ie  was  correct  In  every  relationHhii),  generous  to  a  fault, 
hii  h-minded.  and  sincere,  and  no  greater  tribute  can  be  paid 
th^  people  of  Tennessee  than  the  utii versa  1  sorrow  which  the 
pashiug  of  this  great  character,  the  man  of  their  choice,  has 
called  forth  from  the  friends  who  knew  and  loved  him.  He 
was  guided  by  the  highest  principles,  firm  in  his  convictions  for 
thi  right,  earnest  in  bis  endeavors.  As  he  passes  from  the  lov- 
ing companionship  of  family  and  friends  to  render  accoutit  of 
a  veil-spent  life  to  his  Father  in  heaven.  I  bow  to  my  personal 
hn  8  of  a  dear  friend  under  the  knowledge  that  the  world  has 
ga  netl  a  new  glory  from  the  life  of  this  courteous  southerner— 
tei  riess.  honest,  and  righteous — typically,  "  a  gentleman  un- 
afiaid."    And  so  I  bid  my  friend  an  affectionate  farewell. 

Ir.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President.  Senator  Lawbeivce  D.  Tyson's 
ca  eer  has  been  a  most  remarkable  one.  In  reviewing  the  great 
number  of  achievements  to  his  credit,  one  realizes  that  many 
m«n  who  live  to  the  average  age  would  have  been  proud  to  have 
caTied  only  some  of  his  accomplishments  to  success.  He  was 
bom  on  a  farm  in  North  Carolina,  July  4,  1861.  His  parents 
w«re  educated  and  cultured,  and  his  childhood  was  surrounded 
with  exceptional  advantages.  He  had  a  tutor  and  dancing 
mister  to  insure  accomplishments  which  others  in  the  surround- 
iui    country  were  invite<l  to  share. 

^'inning  the  competitive  examination  to  West  Point  over  sev- 
eral much  older  contestants,  he  was  enabled  to  enter  West  Point 
at  the  earliest  age  pennittetl.  17  years.  He  graduateil  in  1883. 
iJeneral  Tyso.v  was  first  stationed  In  Wyoming,  during  which 
pe  lod,  on  February  10.  188t>,  he  was  marrie<l  to  Betty  Humes 
M<Ghee,  daughter  of  Charles  M.  McGhee.  of  Knoxville,  Tenn.. 
wlo  was  a  leading  factor  in  the  development  of  the  South,  hav- 
ing l)een  president  and  vice  president  of  the  two  railroads  which 
subsequently  were  consolidate*!  into  the  great  Southern  Railway 
syiitem.  To  this  union  was  born  a  stm,  Charles  McGhee  Tyson, 
wlo  lost  his  life  in  the  naval  aviation  service  wbtu  flying  over 
th(>  North  Sea  serving  his  country  in  the  World  War.  Of  this 
only  son  it  can  Ite  said  that  no  descripti<wi  could  set  forth  the 
personal  magnetism  and  brilliant  mental  attainmrats  he  pos- 
sei  sed,  and  being  a  graduate  of  Princeton,  he  would  have  been 
sp  endidly  H^uipped  to  succeed  his  father  in  ail  of  his  endeavors, 
having  already  displayed  his  fitness  for  business  life  in  his  busi- 
ness suci.-es.'tes  befwe  the  war.  Befojre  leaving  for  the  war  zone 
he  was  married  to  Miss  Betty  Carson,  of  New  York  City.  The 
ln<  l<Mrsement  on  his  papers  from  Pensacola.  upon  the  completion 
of  his  training  as  a  flyer,  was  that  he  "  was  well  fittetl  for  any 
position  which  he  might  be  called  to  fill  and  would  rapidly  make 
hliuself  invaluable  as  has  been  proved  at  this  post." 

^  daughter  of  General  Tyson,  Mrs.  Kenneth  Newcomer  Gil- 
pin— Isabella  Tyson— of  Boyce,  Va.,  is  his  only  surviving  child. 
M  -s.  Gilpin  is  possessed  of  the  .same  charm  and  brilliancy  of 
mmd  exhibited  by  her  brother,  and  is  conspicuous  for  her  beauty 
wl|erever  she  appears. 

ira  Wyoming  the  regiment  of  General  Tyson,  then  a  lieu- 
teiiaut,  the  Ninth  Infantry,  was  sent  into  the  ho*itile  Indian 
country,  to  Fort  Apache,  Ariz..  9.")  miles  from  the  railroad,  from 
w  tere  the  great  Indian  chief,  Geronimo,  head  of  the  hostile 
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White  Mountain  Apaches,  was  being  rounded  up,  later  to  be 
sent  to  Florida,  followed  by  Chief  Mangus  and  his  followers, 
who  were  sent  under  guard  from  Apache.  These  were  the  last 
of  the  Indian  wars. 

General  Tyson  was  In  camp  at  Fort  Mojave,  Arls.,  when  a 
fine  young  officer  was  shot  while  sitting  In  his  tent  during  this 
exciting  period  in  capturing  the  Indians,  and  Captahi  Kid,  an 
Indian  chief,  was  tried  for  the  crime.  General  Tyson,  a  young 
lieutenant,  was  appointed  Judge  advocate  of  the  court.  Many 
exciting  Incidents  were  experienced  by  General  Tyson  during 
these  months  of  adventure  as  a  United  States  officer  in  the  far 
West. 

An  order  sending  Lieutenant  Tyson  to  Davids  Island,  now 
Fort  Slocum,  N.  Y.,  for  temporary  duty  brought  a  pleasant 
change  in  bis  career,  and  the  lieutenant  was  so  eflScient  at  his 
new  post  he  was  appointed  post  adjutant  by  Colonel  Mears, 
the  post  commander,  and  the  splendid  military  band  under  his 
command  was  in  demand  throughout  New  York  Harbor  for 
all  important  events.  Two  years  completed  this  tempM'ary 
duty,  and  the  lieutenant  was  returned  to  his  regiment  at 
Wliipple  Barracks,  in  Arisona. 

After  12  years  of  United  States  Army  service  lieutenant 
Tyson  resigned. 

General  Tyson  was  instructor  in  military  science  and  tac- 
tics at  the  University  of  Tennessee,  and,  having  studied  law, 
was  admitted  to  the  bar.  He  practiced  law  with  a  well- 
established  firm  in  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  where  he  lived  to  the 
time  of  Ids  death. 

A  fondness  for  contact  with  men  and  a  great  desire  always  to 
improve  general  conditions  was  the  incentive  which  took  Gen- 
eral Tyson  into  politics,  and  he  was  elected  to  the  house  of 
representatives  in  Tennessee,  where  he  was  most  popular,  and 
was  elected  speaker. 

Business  was  of  great  Interest  to  General  Tyson's  active 
mind,  and  he  became  one  of  KnoxviUe's  most  dependable  di- 
rectors in  various  important  companies.  The  merger  of  the 
street  railways  of  Nashville,  Tenn..  was  effected  by  General 
Tyson,  and  he  was  most  successful  In  Its  management  until  the 
call  to  arms  in  the  Spanisli-Americau  War,  and  he  left  his  busi- 
ness and  volunteered  and  trained  his  regiment,  being  appointed 
colonel  of  the  Sixth  Immunes. 

After  months  of  typhoid  and  Jaundice  among  the  troops  at 
Chickamauga  Park,  near  Chattanttoga,  Tenn.,  where  the  tro<^w 
were  in  camp  all  summer,  General  Tyson's  regiment  liad  the 
best  health  record  and  was  ordered  to  Porto  Rico.  Gen.  Fred 
Grant  was  In  control  of  the  Island.  Every  form  of  sickness. 
Including  smallpox,  visited  the  soldiers  during  that  war,  and 
Porto  Rico  received  most  valuable  assistance  along  sanitary 
lines  from  the  United  States  commander  during  the  occupation 
of  Porto  Rico  by  the  troops  of  the  United  States. 

Resisuing  from  the  Army  on  the  declaration  of  pence.  General 
Tyson's  activities  as  a  constructive  citizen  and  successful  busi- 
ness man  resulted  in  his  connection  with  many  important  enter- 
prises in  Knoxville. 

During  his  term  as  a  mwnber  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  Tennessee  General  Tyson  set  blms^f  to  put  through  a  bill 
for  tinancial  assistance  to  be  given  regularly  to  the  University 
of  Tennessee,  which  instituticm  had  never  received  a  penny  from 
the  State.  He  was  author  of  a  bill  which  was  passed  providing 
that  a  certain  portion  of  the  State  taxes  should  be  devoted  to 
the  university,  which  was  increase<l  to  the  handsome  sum  it 
re<"eives  to-day.  This  was  due  entirely  to  General  Tyson's 
efforts. 

He  was  made  president  of  the  Appalachian  Exposition,  held 
in  Knoxville.  to  set  forth  the  resources  of  the  Appalachian 
region,  and  not  only  in  a  business  way  but  through  tlie  social 
events,  which  brought  people  from  many  distant  cities  througli- 
out  Tennessee,  that  section  was  advertised  and  the  exposition 
was  a  grt^at  success. 

General  Tyson  was  president  and  active  manager  ot  the  Knox- 
Tllle  Cotton  Mills,  the  Knoxville  Spinning  Co.,  and  the  Tennessee 
Mills,  with  his  son.  Charles  McGhee  Tyson,  and  was  made  presi- 
dent of  the  American  Cotton  Manufacturers'  Association,  the 
highest  honor  the  textile  industry  can  bestow.  He  was  presi- 
dent and  principal  owner  of  one  of  the  most  enterprising  news- 
papers in  the  South,  the  Knoxille  Sentinel.  He  was  president 
of  the  East  Tennessee  Iron  &  Coal  Co.,  the  Poplar  Cre«*  Coal 
ft  Iron  Co.,  and  the  Cambria  Coal  Co.,  and  vice  president  of  the 
Coal  Creek  Iron  A  C<»al  Co.  He  was  president  of  the  Lenoir 
City  Land  Ca,  as  well  as  director  Ln  the  two  leading  banks  of 
Knoxville.  He  was  president  of  Lawson  McGhee  Library,  which 
library  was  donated  to  the  city  by  Col.  Charles  M.  McGhee.  He 
was  also  a  member  of  several  clulxj.  and  was  active  in  church 
work. 

After  all  of  these  activities  most  mes  would  have  been  satis- 
fled,  but,  although  he  had  been  deq;)eratel7  ill  and  was  taken  to 


Mount  Clemens,  Mich.,  where  be  recovered  at  once,  though  |)aiit 
the  age  limit,  he  offered  his  services  on  the  call  to  arms  in  the 
World  War,  was  appointed  In-icadier  general  of  the  Fifty  nintii 
Brigade,  Thirtieth  Division,  and  recruited  and  truine<l  his 
troopB. 

0«ieral  Tyson's  record  in  the  war  was  brilliant.  He  le<l  the 
flrst  American  troops  into  Belgium  on  the  4th  of  July.  1918, 
and  was  with  his  troops  at  Kemmel  Hill  and  Ypres-Llgne. 
Later  he  was  sent  to  England  to  learn  the  uses  of  the  tank, 
which  proved  of  such  groat  value  In  the  breaking  of  the  Ulndon- 
berg  line  on  the  29th  of  September,  1918,  between  Cambrai  and 
St  Quentin,  a  point  which  had  been  stormed  all  through  tbe 
war  without  avail.  One  hundred  hours  of  bombardment  by  the 
British  artillerj'  jweceded  the  attack  to  destroy  the  wire  en- 
tanglements. There  were  three  sets  of  tretiches  of  three  each, 
with  30  feet  of  barbed  wire  in  front  of  tbem  as  defense,  laid 
by  the  Germans.  General  Tyson  and  many  of  the  troops  of  the 
Thirtieth  Division  not  only  broke  through  the  HIndenlnirg  line 
and  captured  towns  farther  on  In  spite  of  the  bitter  resistance 
of  the  Germans  but  with  machine  guns  raking  them  they  cros-stnl 
the  Lys  River  and  captured  more  prisoners  and  ammunlilon 
than  were  recorded  by  any  other  brigade. 

This  was  not  all  done  in  a  day.  In  fact,  these  troops  were  so 
footsore  and  nearly  barefooted  they  were  relieved  and  retired 
to  get  fresh  clothing  and  shoes,  but  the  troops  who  replaced 
them  were  unable  to  hold  the  line  captured,  the  German  gtina 
were  so  persistent  So  the  Fifty-ninth  Brigade  wag  again  sent 
for,  and  again  General  Tyson  made  further  advances  and  cap- 
tured two  more  towns. 

It  was  daring  the  midst  of  this  terrific  battle  that  news  was 
received  by  General  Tyson  that  his  only  son  had  fallen,  but, 
soldier  that  he  was,  he  carried  on  to  this  great  victory. 

The  devotion  of  the  soldiers  to  General  Tyson  not  only  be- 
cause of  his  splendid  military  genitis  but  also  because  of  bis 
humane  care  of  his  men  after  battles  to  see  that  they  were  given 
what  comforts  were  possible  was  displayed  in  many  ways,  and 
the  general's  activities  in  this  regard  were  characteri«Hl  by  the 
same  devotion  displayed  through  his  life.  He  fought  against 
the  greatest  odds  in  securing  the  passage  of  the  measure  for  the 
relief  of  the  disabled  emergency  officers  of  the  World  War.  known 
as  the  Tyson-Fltigerald  bill,  to  retire  the  disabled  officers  with 
the  pay  of  the  highest  rank  which  they  held  during  tlie  war 
instead  of  on  the  pittance  being  given  to  the  troops,  thus  saving 
from  distress  and  poverty  those  who  had  given  their  all  to  help 
save  our  country. 

The  Tyson  bill  for  the  disabled  otRcen  was  the  outstanding 
accomplii^iment  of  his  term  in  the  Senate.  He  also  made  a 
speech  Indorsing  the  debenture  clause  in  an  effort  to  aid  the 
farmers  and  defended  the  national  origins  bill,  detolgueil  t«>  pre- 
vent an  influx  of  undesirable  foreigners.  This  law  was  upheld 
and  w«it  into  effect  July  1,  1929.  It  was  defended  by  many 
outstanding  Republicans  as  well  h»  Democrats,  for  h  Is  not  a 
party  measure  but  one  for  our  country's  good. 

Death  came  to  Senator  Tyson  when  his  seasoned  Judgment 
was  of  greater  value  each  month  he  lived.  He  never  knew  de- 
feat. His  determination  carried  the  bill  to  relieve  the  emer- 
gency offlcers  over  a  presidential  veto.  He  was  ever  the  genial 
gentleman,  though  with  force  where  neetled.  as  exemplified  by 
an  occurrence  during  the  war,  when  he  and  his  men  entered  a 
certain  town  and  found  the  British  in  possession.  He  would  not 
stand  for  leaving  his  men  in  the  rain  ail  night  and  he  went  to 
the  British  general  commanding  and  announced  he  meant  to 
bring  in  his  troops  and  house  them  in  the  dty — "peaceably  if 
I  can,  forcibly  if  I  must"  His  presentation  of  the  case  gained 
support,  and  the  men  were  properly  billeted.  General  Tyson 
was  a  delii^tful  and  charming  gentleman  naturally,  but  with 
plenty  of  courage  and  determiiiation  when  occasion  deman4ie<l. 

Two  years  ago  Senator  Tyson  was  appointed  a  member  of  the 
Interparliamentary  Union,  and  attended  the  yearly  conference 
at  Pari.s.  Shortly  after  that  meeting,  he  delivered  a  notable  ad- 
dress before  tlie  national  ct>nventiou  of  the  American  L««lon, 
then  meeting  at  Paris,  France,  being  one  of  the  four  Americans 
on  the  official  program. 

Mr.  President  through  the  death  of  General  Tyson,  the  State 
of  Tennessee  has  suffered  a  great  Iws,  the  Nation  has  suffer^-d 
an  irreparable  one.  his  family  has  lost  a  true  and  loving  hu.sband 
and  a  devoted  father,  while  we  in  the  Senate  have  been  deprivod 
of  one  whom  we  admired,  respected,  and  held  in  tbe  highest 
esteem. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  President,  in  tbe  brirf  time  allotted  to  me 
this  afternoon  I  shall  not  attempt  to  speak  of  tbe  brilliant  and 
unique  career  of  Lawbi!:nce  Dayis  Tyson  and  his  great  useful- 
ness in  many  spheres  of  life.  This  has  been  ably  done  by  my 
eloquent  colleag:ues.    Aithou^  be  was  distinguished  both  in  war 
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and  In  penr^.  I  xhnll  Mj  only  a  few  word*  about  the  persotml 
clmriMlcr  of  UiIn  itrvat  niid  lu%-ab)«  nuin. 

Fnr  ninny  y«mn»— In  f«<*t.  to  tl)«  fourth  Kcnorutlon— •  itrong 
frl«»tMUI»ll)  liHn  (>xl<«ti*d  li»'tw#«»n  the  fumlllwi  of  Mrn.  TyMin  and 
Mrx.   IIiirrN.   bnt   my   nuMH-lntlon   wUli   Uonntor  Tt(»<)«   bettau 
whoii  tir  tMHiiin*  a  tl*'UilH*r  of  UiIm  iMirly,     iMirlnK  tti«  four  and 
a  half  v«'iiri»  that  \w  mo  <'(m«lw»tJou«ily  and  nMy  r<«priHM»nt«l  thi* 
ntHU<  (if  Tpnn«M««*  tt  WHM  my  privllotfc  and  pl«<ii«ure  to  tM«  In 
cliwc  ioihIi  with  him,  and  1  htid  fonm<<l  n  MfiiuliiM  admiration 
and  amil  affwllon  for  him.     I  ««rv»'d  wlih  him  on  »h«  Toii^ 
m^-rro  CirmmlliM*.  wltli-h  han  ilmPgK  of  Hvmm  and  U»r\tnrn,  and  i 
fiH'l  ihiit  I  am  i|iiMtini>d  to  Mlaic  itiai  no  Hfunittr  did  ittor»>  valti' 
ai'lx  work  oit  llMtt  rommltlmi     lt««  loid  phinnmt  M^ilHilon  for 
Work  on  lh»<  T«'nn»<««>i<M  and  oi|(*«»^  r\sptm  in  liU  NImIk  widrh  wmild 
tiMvt'  iMMit  far  rt<a< hiMU  In  ihK  d*«v»'|ot»im<Mt  of  ihut  fidlrt*  mhiUoii, 
ll*t  ai'<<>m|(ll»h»Mt  morf  for  ihc  \n>iu>iH  of  vetfrNua  than  any 
M*<Mii>fi  of  »MI»«*r  thi»  Humitt  or  Ih*'  Houa**,  ,         ^  ,^ 

WttKn  tli«  I'nlit'd  Miwi>»  tnnnml  thu  World  War  \\e  and  nta 
oidy  M*n  wt'r»'  promirf  to  voluniM'r  'IMt**  T/nou  fumlly  mad»«  tlit< 
grvMiiMi  MiU'rl(i>it  (tuit  Ihfy  t'ould  havu  mniUt ,  tt(«ir  «i»lt>iidid  tM>y 
ftfll  In  hU  ionntry*  »frvU'»t,  Ufn»»ral  TMutM'n  nuiwrb  ret-ofd  In 
thiit  war  MpinikH  for  ItMolf  and,  tu  you  know,  U  a  part  of  th« 
hUtory  of  thut  gruat  (••»nflUt.  I  doubt  If  any  of  bin  tollwiguiHi 
have  Mervcd  In  two  warn.  Having  rtatlgnwl  from  the  Army  a  few 
yi'ur*  prerloua  to  <»ur  wur  with  Hpain,  Lawkicmcb  Ttbon,  ever 
ready  to  answer  the  cull  of  duty.  uuHheiitbeU  hU  ►word  and 
ofTcnHl  It  to  hlu  country.  After  rendering  valuable  aerrlce 
thruughout  that  wnr  he  again  returned  to  clvU  life  and  was  for 
mjiny  years  an  honor  to  the  field  of  Industry. 

I  think  I  am  correct  In  saying  that  only  two  other  West  Point 
gradunt*^  have  ever  Herved  In  the  Senate.  Tbey  were  Jefferson 
Davis,  of  MU«»l.s8ippl.  and  Henry  du  Pont,  of  Delaware.  Sena- 
tor Tyson's  opinions  on  military  matters  carried  more  weight 
than  that  of  any  other  Member  of  this  b«Hly. 

.\  man  of  pure  alnu.  chivalrous  nature,  useful  in  every  rela- 
tion f»f  life,  full  of  human  sympathy  and  kindness,  the  highest, 
noblest  type  of  citizen,  soldier,  and  statesman.  His  uaselfish 
devotion  to  duty  lefl  him  to  work  too  hard  and  the  fact  that 
he  never  si»ared  himself,  I  feel  sure,  was  responsible  for  his 
breakdown. 

It  is  men  like  Senator  Tyson  who  Inspire  in  the  youth  of 
America  that  loyalty  and  love  of  country  that  has  made  this 
Nation  great. 

When  his  body  was  taken  home  to  Knoxville  where  It  rests 
besid**  that  of  his  gallant  son,  the  mingled  grief  and  love  and 
pride  of  his  people,  the  presence  of  many  from  great  distances, 
the  b(>autiful  tributes  from  every  part  of  this  country  and  from 
other  lands,  bore  eloquent  testimony  that  this  man's  life  had 
uicatit  a  world  made  l»etter. 

Some  writer  has  said  of  his  piuwing  that  Senator  Tyson's 
colleagues  will  keep  his  memory  green.  We  shall  miss  him 
sadly,  but  let  us  feel  that  ha  has  but  entered  a  life  of  increased 
powers.  A  Chrlstian^soldier  has  been  promoted  by  the  Great 
Commander  and  assigned  to  higher  service. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  we  come  to-day  to  pay  the 
tribute  of  our  love  and  respect  to  the  memory  of  one  who 
just  four  months  ago  was  here  actively  and  ably  participating 
In  the  deliberation  of  this  body,  taking  part  in  debate  and 
helping  to  pass  laws  for  the  American  people;  but  he  has 
answeretl  his  last  roll  call,  made  his  last  speech,  and  cast  his 
last  vote  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  Statt^. 

Senator  Tysot*  was  a  man  of  high  ideals  and  unimpeachable 
Integrit>-.  He  was  an  able  and  ^cere  man.  a  man  of  superb 
and  unflinching  courage.  His  service  here  was  notably  marked 
by  abillt>-.  Industry,  honesty,  and  courage.  His  ambition  was 
to  l»o  a  successftil  and  faithful  Senator,  and  he  succeeded  in 
tieing  both.  He  was  a  hard-working,  ctmscientious  Senator. 
He  gave  to  his  dally  tasks  the  t)est  that  he  had  to  give.  Devo- 
tion to  duty  aad  fixed  purpose  to  do  the  right  were  among  the 
virtues  that  endeared  him  to  the  people  of  Tennessee  and  to 
the  Members  of  this  body.  What  Caleb  Gushing  said  of  Jeffer- 
son Davis  can  be  truly  said  of  Senator  Tyso:«  : 

He  was  wl«e  amonjcst  the  wisest  In  counsel,  eloquent  among  the 
moat  eloquent  in  debate,  and  brave  amoujrst  the  braveat  In  battle. 

He  was  a  goo<l  citizen,  a  good  soldier,  and  a  gt>od  Senator. 
He  achieved  success  in  his  industrial  pursuits  and  as  a  soldier 
rendertMl  signal  service  to  his  country  and  to  humanity  in  the 
greatest  war  of  the  ages.  His  only  son  made  the  supreme 
sacrifice  in  that  terrible  conflict,  and  Senator  Tyson  himself 
was  one  of  the  brave  and  able  commanders  of  the  intrepid 
American  forces  that  broke  the  Hindenburg  line.  He  stood 
re>plendent  at  the  mountain  top  In  his  service  as  a  soldier  and 
dleil  at  his  post  in  the  great  American  fonun  of  statecraft, 
wearing  the  higtiest  honor  that  his  State  had  to  glfe. 
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A8  one  of  his  devoted  friends  and  comradea  In  the  service 
hi'ie.  I  acctmpnnied  his  remains  to  his  home  In  Kirnxvllle.  where 
th(UHands  of  hU  grtef-Ntrlcken  friends  and  fellow  cltlKen»«  utixxl 

iM»rrowful  sIUmk'o  along  the  »«tre«'tB  nn  his  bo<ly  wa»  borne  to 

last  re»«iliiK  placM  In  lite  woll  of  the  diy  and  Htatu  that  h» 
iwiil  loved  and  wrved  no  well.  Ah  tiny  lowered  the  body  of  this 
ChrlMlun  patriot,  brave  iwildler.  iifid  iil>le  ninte^nmn  lnt(»  th« 
grive,  and  hU  noble,  devnted,  and  faithful  wife  and  fine  and 
loiflng  dniiglili'i'  mIimnI  weeplntf  at  lh«>  tfravd  nUU:  1  thought  of 
wliat  Mob  iuitcrmtW  aald  itl  tin*  Kmve  of  hl«  brother; 

It  iim  l«**ir  ill  iboitli  liopK  m>f»  »  •tfir,  aud  licteiiing  lute  can  licHf  th« 
rti4tM  iif  A  wnm 

tPt<n\\tH\  llirti  (lor,  llolt  T»^lor,  of  Tt^Mi (««•»*•»«,  Jiinl  put  tin'  r)|. 

N  and  rruwnlnif  irlory  lo  IngMr^oll'i*  »iHi('ini«nl  ^Ufti  Uf  "hI'Ii 

1m,  lit  lite  U»m  nl  (iMlIt  l»Mi»*  »!<»••  ••••  »»  ••»',  «»»d  It  U  lUf  Hint  ul 

^^tl  HhMm,  t*Ml  IKtiftthttf  I«>VN  iiet'M  liK»r  iltu  ruitda  ut  a  wUiit,  tia4  It  t« 
llti    wMitf  ul  tUu  fwtUfffftUttt  WNtfitl. 

ittfialor  Tvaoa  bellt^ved  In  lli«  re»MrrHctha»  of  the  dwad  and 
tha  Immortality  itt  the  unul.  And  by  and  by,  Mr,  Pre«lit«nt, 
will  MM  hU  lovtid  iNiuM  Mgaln  in  a  hupi>y  reunion  over  yonder 
the  land  of  life  everla^tlnir.     What  u   glorloui*  heritage  ha 

litU  left  to  hU  loved  onen !     What  a  glorloui*  record  of  faithful 

se  Tice  he  has  left  to  hU  countrymen ! 
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Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  the  recent  passing  of  Senator 
Li.wKENCB  Davis  Tyson,  of  Tennessee,  brings  Into  clear  view 
ttt  years  of  a  life  fllle<i  with  signal  and  couHtnictlve  public 
service,  and  which  was  marked  by  the  acc<'ptance  and  faithful 
dl^rharge  of  all  manner  of  actlvltlea,  clvU  and  military,  student 
and  tea'her,  commercial  and  iMjlitical.  In  an  age  of  evolution 
and  chantre,  his  was  a  versatility  which  readily  lent  Itself  to 
many  phases  of  national  and  International  life,  thrwigh  winch 
h( '  was  able  to  contribute  to  the  comfort  and  progress  of  man- 
k  nd  at  home  and  abroad. 

He  was  a  statesman  strong  in  his  convictions,  yet  without 
malice.  Firm  in  advocacy  of  any  man  or  measure  though  he 
was,  there  was  always  present  a  tolerance  for  those  who  dls- 
a;  Teed  with  him.  His  Impulses  were  always  those  of  the  builder 
a  id  constructor.  He  sought  to  raise  his  fellows  a  little  closer 
tc  the  sun.  If  he  opposed  the  erection  of  an  institution  of  gov- 
emnient,  he  came  not  to  destroy  only  but  with  a  plan  to  build 
it  better  than  was  envisaged. 

As  a  soldier  he  serve<l  with  signal  distinction  in  the  World 
\^SiT,  commanding  a  brigjide  of  Infantry  for  several  months  in 
8«  me  of  the  most  intense  fighting  that  took  place  during  that 
conflict.  He  possessed  the  loyalty  and  admiration  of  both  offl- 
c<  rs  and  men  and  the  respect  of  th(»9e  superior  to  him  in  rank. 
T  le  war  story  of  his  bripade  is  one  of  sacrifice,  heroism,  achleve- 
n  ent,  .success.  His  kindly  nature  made  him  belove<l  of  all  those 
who  served  with  him,  while  his  quiet  determination  equipi>ed 
h  m  with  those  neetled  qualities  of  leadership. 

After  that  Intense  war.  In  days  when  men  had  forgotten  its 
t«  rrors,  when  others  rememl>ered  not  the  dead  and  wounded  vic- 
tims left  in  its  wake  or  thought  more  of  the  dreaded  artillery 
bMnbardment,  the  poisonous  gases,  the  machine-gun  butchery, 

0  •  the  certain  death  ahead  to  the  assaulting  waves  of  our  Ameri- 
ciin  Army;  when  all  the  other  acts  and  circumstances  and  sacri- 
fi  ^es  were  relegated  to  the  yesterdays,  the  Senator  from  Tennesr 
s<e  did  not  forget  He  knew;  he  had  served;  he  rememb»Ted ; 
h »  carried  on.  The  men  who  had  fought  for  him  and  our  coun- 
tiy  were  still  In  his  thoughts.  Against  powerful  opposition, 
b>th  In  and  out  of  Congress,  he  vtaged  an  agi^ressive  campaign 
ti  >  have  the  disabled  emergency  oflScers'  act  written  Into  the  law. 
Thanks  to  him  as  much  as  any  man  in  the  land,  this  act  did 
pass  and  the  crown  of  victory  for  Its  enactment  rightfully  rests 
B  pon  the  handsome  brow  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee.     Carry- 

1  ig  as  this  act  did  compensation  to  the  disabled  emergency 
(]  fficers  of  that  struggle,  he  made  the  dwtrine  a  living  thing  that 
li  war  all  who  serve.  If  sharing  the  same  responsibilities,  shall 
s  lare  the  same  blessings^  To-day  the  men  of  the  last  war  stand 
c  osely  by  his  bier.  They  come  with  loyalty,  love,  appreciation. 
a  nd  reverence.  The  emergency  officers'  retirement  act  will  stand 
fis  a  monument  in  the  legislative  career  of  Senator  Tyson  and 
iiany  will  feel  a  bit  of  Its  reflected  glory  In  the  helpfulness  it 
I  as  brought  to  them. 

Thoe»e  of  us  in  the  Senate  who  knew  him  best  feel  more  than 
8  passing  sadness  on  this  occasion.  Kindly,  genial,  the  finest 
t  ower  of  the  old  South,  he  moved  among  us.  On  one  occasion 
vhen  some  irftterness  due  to  a  heated  debate  had  divided  the 
lanks  of  his  party  in  the  Senate,  when  the  two  opiwsing  groups 
liad  withdrawn  from  each  other  and  a  feeling  (►f  dislike  had 
sprung  up,  it  was  the  kindly,  constructive  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see who.  through  wise  counsel  and  an  exemplary  measure  of 
tolerance,  Ironed  out  the  wrinkles  of  that  bit  of  party  bickering. 
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He  never  aet  hln  hand  to  a  tusk  but  from  the  flneat  of  motlrea. 
HIm  mental  prcNeNrH^*  were  always  of  T>rogn>«s ;  hate  and  paoaloo 
found  no  friendly  (4U(trler  in  hl!t  heart. 

He  hON  gone,  aa  all  hImU  fo,  over  the  horiaoii  Into  etornlty. 
Tite  Idealist  mny  alng  hU  loug  of  Immortality  of  th«  auul  and 
th#>  N-ofTfir  mny  xiop  hU  oiira  am]  walk  away  In  derUhm ;  tht* 
ti/tviiL'e  tiiiiy  worr>hl|)  IiIm  nuu  god,  th«>  Ciii-|Htliin  hU  Clirlnl,  the 
MusHUlman  Ids  proittiet ;  men  may  chtilleiigi<  the  future  and  the 
pani,  Mtiylng  that  therv  wax  a  Ixidnnlng  and,  therefori*,  therv 
inUMi  be  an  i«ttd :  but  l«<i  It  !>«•  "aid  that  ainldnt  till  thh  elitfth  of 
ronflletinu  iheoi'lMn  In  the  wottdft  nge  of  grenlfiit  inoveineni  and 
itnt(««t  llioro  niood  a  nntn  from  lloi  old  Honili,  kltid,  eiirne*!, 
lolffaid,  HliMfre,  who  nnnl(«  Hik  drt*ani(<r«'  diMain  t'onie  irtie,  out 
fh#  aei'ffMr  In  M'orit,  rlddl««d  llt««  arKiiiMfnlM  of  ilt»4  lit»<orlM«,  wMi 
Willi  pwib'iii  and  unllrliig  h<*m|  lie  wrouaht  li»<re  aimnig  um  lo 
im*ka  IIiIm  eHrlh  more  like  ilie  pla<e  Hlu-re  wi*  know  be  now 
•bl4«w.    A  Mti'ong  t>illar  inu  fallen  from  Ihe  NalloiiN  lemple, 

Mr,  M(!MANTKH,  Mr,  IMeiddent,  In  connection  with  the  ex- 
frc|M>M  iM'Ing  held  in  memory  of  thu  late  Henati>r  Tvnon,  J  uuk 
unanlmmiN  conweni  thut  (here  may  be  |*rlnled  in  the  Ugi-iiau  u 
telegram  from  Col,  (illlject  U.  Cottam,  of  MinneaiK'liK,  Minn., 
president  Heventh  Corjm  Area  Keaerve  OlDcerH'  AtoMxlatlon. 

There  being  no  obJi>ctloM,  the  telegram  wan  ordered  to  bo 
printed  In  the  Ubcobo,  as  follows: 

MiNNbU'OUR,  Minn.,  September  tS,  J9t9. 
Hon.  W.  II.  McMastes, 

rnitP4   f<tati$   Scnato,   Washinffton,  D.   C: 

Af»  pre«ident  Seventh  Corpa  Area  Reaerve  OtBcers'  Aaaociatlon,  with 
potential  iiu'Bilx'rulilp  approximately  18,000  reserve  officers  from  Htates 
of  North  and  Routh  Dakota.  Minnesota.  Iowa,  Nebrnaka.  Mls-wurl,  Kan- 
aas,  and  Arkansas.  I  reapectfully  ask  that  at  memorial  exerdset  to  be 
lipid  thin  afternoon  you  kindly  present  message  of  deepest  regret  In  the 
loss  of  our  dear  friend,  Senator  Ttson. 

Col.  Gilbert  O.  Cottam. 

Mr.  BROCK.  Mr.  President,  the  military  and  national  ca- 
reers of  General  Tyson  are  matters  of  public  record,  a  record 
of  which  any  man  could  well  be  proud,  and  yet  it  is  not  of  these, 
as  wonderful  as  they  are,  of  which  I  shall  speak. 

The  real  test  of  a  man  is  what  his  friends  and  neighbors 
know  him  to  be,  for  they  know  the  heart  of  him.  It  was  in 
this  way  that  I  knew  tJeneral  Tyson,  and  he  stood  the  test. 
Among  the  hundreds  of  emirioyees  In  his  vast  enterprises  there 
exists  to-day  a  sense  of  personal  grief  and  loss  over  the  going 
away  «>f  their  dear  and  good  friend.  No  more  courteous  gen- 
tleman ever  lived  than  General  Tyson.  He  was  a  livitig  exam- 
ple of  all  that  is  tine  In  American  manhood. 

1  am  keenly  con.scious  of  the  fact  that  I  tread  on  holy  ground 
when  I  speak  of  the  home  life  of  our  friend,  yet  that  was  the 
most  beautiful  part  of  his  life.  The  relationship  which  exists 
there  enables  men  to  hold  oa  to  their  highest  ideals,  knowing 
that  s«tmetiines  they  are  realized  here  on  earth. 

General  Tyson  was  a  wise  Investor.  He  made  that  invest- 
ment in  life  which  always  brings  the  largest  dividend — ^the 
Investment  of  himself.  He  gave  of  him.s*'lf  unsparingly  to  his 
own  city.  State,  and  country ;  and  when  other  investments  have 
failed  and  b<"en  forgotten  tliat  wise  investment  will  live  on  for- 
ever in  the  hearts  and  lives  of  his  fellow  men. 

It  is  especially  fitting  that  Tennessee  should  honor  this  man 
who  brought  so  many  honors  to  the  name  of  our  State.  He 
took  t^peclal  pride  In  honoring  those  of  achievement  who  re- 
flected glory  upon  the  State  of  his  adoption.  As  a  Member  of 
this  body,  he  Introduced  and  procured  the  enactment  of  the 
"  presidential  plaza  bill,"  providing  for  tbe  erection  in  the  city 
of  Nashville  of  a  beautiful  memorial  to  Tennessee's  throe  Presi- 
dents of  tlie  United  States — Andrew  Jackson,  James  K.  Polk, 
and  Andrew  Johnson.  Interested  in  the  history  of  Tennes-see 
and  rejoicing  in  her  glorious  past,  he  sought  to  preserve  hor 
historical  landmarks  and  beautify  her  battle  fields  where  heroes 
of  other  years  now  rest 

Mindful  of  her  present,  he  served  Tennessee  with  that  ability 
and  high  purpose  whirfi  had  characterized  his  life  before  he 
came  to  this  bo<ly.  Ever  interested  in  the  future  of  Tennessee 
he  looked  hopefully  to  that  day  when  her  vast  resources  would 
be  de^•eloped,  her  industries  prosperous,  all  her  people  happy, 
and  her  place  secure  as  one  of  the  greatest  Commonwealths  of 
a  great  and  glorious  country. 

Few  of  his  time,  or  any  other  time,  have  so  signally  achieved 
success  in  such  varied  fields  of  activity — a  citizen  of  leader- 
sJilp,  a  soldier  of  renown,  a  public  servant  of  high  ilstinctlon, 
and  a  sincere  Christian  gentleman  whose  services  In  war  and 
pt»ace  Tennes.see  will  n>nieraber  and  cherish  always. 

Mr.  I'resldent,  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory 
of  our  dear  and  good  friend,  the  late  Senator  Ttson,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  now  take  a  recess. 


The  motion  wan  unanimously  agreed  to;  and  th«»  fW»nato  (at  4 
o'clock  and  Sn  minutea  p.  m.)  took  a  nvti^a.  tlie  reeewt  iM'Ing, 
under  tho  order  prevloniily  rntere<l,  until  to-morrow,  TneMlny, 
NeplemtHT  24,  1920,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m, 


H0U8K  OV  HKl'HKSKNTATIVKH 

MiiJiPAY,  ,Sr/>frfnf>fr  S-h  f!''-'!' 

t'lifHUMht  to  ihp  lertiia  of  the  Kuiettrrenl  co^oliiitoM  (^,  Ctm, 
t(o«  1(1)  aa  amended  and  agr-eml  to  on  i»Uf  tli,  ItnNi,  ilm 
HoiiMo  NMM«inbtod  IIiIn  day  In  lla  lloH  nl  llii«  i'ii|)tiol, 

The  Clerk,  Mr.  WllUaiii  Tyler  Page  rexd  Ihe  foHowInu  oirn' 
tiiunicalliat  i 

Tna  KcaAaaa'a  lttM>MN, 
lloeMa  or  Um<Htiimnr*Tivf»  utr  rna  I'Dirap  avAraa, 

HiiMhiniHim,  P,  0,,  Htplemlur  M,  im. 
Th*  Clrrk  of  the  Uuu§t  of  Ufprimmlalivn; 

I  h^rehy  ilMiiMital*  il>«  Uon.  itoituKT  (J.  0iMMuiia  at  MiMMkir  pro 
(cmiMirfl  for  (bis  day, 

Nlciir>t.Aa  UiMuwuRTH, 
Bprnkrr  Houat  o/  Reprcatmtativt*. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  tt»ok  the  chair  as  Rjieflker  jiro  tempore. 
The  Chaplain.  Hev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  l>.,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

.\lmlghty  God.  our  Heavenly  Father,  Thou  haat  bl<*«t  ua 
with  the  thought  of  Thy  mind  and  with  the  love  of  Tliy  heart. 
Through  the  Infinite  grace  of  Him  whi>se  mercy  endureth  for- 
ever, the  number  of  our  days  has  l>een  se<*ured  and  the  stretch 
of  our  lives  has  been  preserved.  In  the  deepest  gratitude  we 
would  crown  Thee  as  tlie  Lord  God  of  our  salvatltm.  O  t^ke 
our  lives  and  lift  them  to  higher  planes,  penetrate  them  with 
loftier  Ideals,  make  them  throb  with  nobler  impulNM»,  and  direct 
them  to  greater  ends.  In  silent  reverence  we  recall  tlie  memory 
of  our  departed  Members  and  are  reminded  of  what  a  per- 
petual challenge  life  Is.  It  Is  so  full  of  disjippolntments ;  and 
faith  In  Thee  alone  can  give  ua  patience  wlien  hoj>es  lie  dead. 
Sweeten  the  chambers  of  our  souls  and  fill  tliem  with  that  love 
which  is  the  fruit  and  flower  of  character.  Continue  to  regard 
in  mercy  and  wisdom  our  President  Impress  our  ne|»ul)lie 
that  it  will  fulfill  Its  mls.Hion  not  according  to  the  amount  of 
truth  It  holds  but  to  the  amount  It  applies.  Through  Jesus 
Christ  our  liOrd.    AmeiL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Wednesday,  June  10.  1929, 
was  read  and  approved. 

inESSAOE  FBOM  THK  RCKATB 

A  message  from  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Craven,  Its  principal 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Senate  had,  on  August  26. 1929.  iMssed 
the  following  resolution : 

Senate  Resolution  104 

Revived,  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with  deep  rejrret  and  profound 
■orrow  the  annonncoment  of  the  death  of  the  Hon.  Lawmncb  D.  TraoN. 
late  a  Senator  from  tbe  State  of  Tennessee. 

Reaolved,  That  a  committee  of  16  Senators  be  appointed  by  the  Vice 
President  to  take  order  for  superlnteodlnK  tlie  funeral  of  Mr.  TrsoN. 

Rcfolved,  That  the  Secretary  communicate  these  resolutions  to  the 
House  of  Bepreaentatives  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  tbe  family  of 
the  deceased  Senator. 

Reaolved,  That  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  tbe 
deceased  the  Senate  do  now  adjourn. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed,  with- 
out amendment,  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  following 
tiUe: 

H.  J.  Res.  80.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  p<»sti»onement  of 
the  date  of  maturity  of  the  principal  of  the  indebtednesn  of  the 
French  Republic  to  the  United  States  in  resix-ct  of  the  purchase 
of  suri^us  war  suiY>Iles. 

Mr.  HADLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  would  It  be  a  breach  of  the 
terms  of  the  agreement  to  swear  In  Members  wh(»se  credentials 
are  found  to  be  in  due  form  and  unquestioned? 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Tbe  present  occupant  of  the 
chair  would  prefer  not  to  have  that  done  at  this  time. 

UEAVK  or  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  absence  was  granted  as  fol- 
lows: 

To  Mr.  McSwAiN  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Hake),  for  one  w»«ek, 
on  account  of  death  in  family. 

To  Mr.  Stork,  Indefinitely,  on  account  of  lllnesa. 

JOIWT  BBBOLtmON  PBESE-NTTI)  TO  THE  PBESIPrNT 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  of  Pennsylvania.  fr<»m  the  O  maalin*  «• 
Bnrolled  Bills,  reported  that  tbat  committee  did  eo  Jor.t?  lt» 
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1929,  preseot  to  the  President,  for  his  approral,  a  Joint  resolu- 
tion of  the  Hoai<e  of  the  following  title: 

H.  J.  Kejj.  58.  Joint  resolution  to  repeal  an  act  approved 
March  2.  1929,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  C.  Sillier, 
(lec»>ased."  au<l  to  provide  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  C.  C. 
Spiller.  decea^jed. 

ADJOURN  MBNT 

Mr.  IIADLBY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn   until  Thursday  next. 

The  m<»tion  was  agreed  to:  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and  9 
niiimtes  p.  in.)  the  House  adjourned  until  Thursday,  September 
2«.  1929.  at  12  o'eloik  noon. 


PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII.  public  bills  and  resolutions  were 
Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  .Mr.  HECK:  A  bill  (II.  R.  4186)  to  amend  an  act  entitled 
".\n  net  granting  to  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  in  the  State  of 
Pennyyivania.  a  right  of  way  through  the  United  States  military 
res«Tvation  at  Fort  Mifflin.  Pa.."  aw>roved  August  23,  1916;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  AfTairs. 

By  Mr  FRENCH:  A  blU  (H.  R.  4187)  to  prevent  erosion  of 
.soil,  to  protect  the  national  watersheds,  and  to  promote  the 
highest  general  uses  of  the  public  domain,  and  for  other  pur- 
poM>s:  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

AI.SO.  a  bill  (H.  R.  4188)  to  withhold  timberlands  from  sale 
under  the  timber  and  stone  act ;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Public  Lands. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4189)  to  add  certain  lands  to  the  Boise 
National  Forest :  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  I^andx 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  :  A  blU  (H.  R.  4190)  to  legalize  a  bulkhead 
owned  by  Theodore  Peters  at  Mantoloklng,  Ocean  County.  N.  J  • 
to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4191)  for  the  relief  of  the  borough  of  Sea- 
side Park.  Ocean  County,  N.  J. :  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  FRENCH:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4192)  to  authorize  the  coln- 
fSS   of   silver    50-cent    pieces    in    commemoration    of    the    one 
hundred  and  twenty-fifth  anniversary  of  the  expedition  of  Capt 
Meriwether  L*wis  and  C^pt.  William  Clark;  to  the  Committee 
on  Colimge.  Weights,  and  Measures. 

By  Mr.  JAMES  (by  request  of  the  War  Department)  :  A  bill 
(H.  R.  4193)  to  authorize  apjir^ipriatlous  for  expenses  for  coast 
defenses  pertaining  to  branches  of  the  War  Department ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also  (by  request  of  the  War  Department),  a  bill  (H.  R. 
4194)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  define  the  terms 
'child*  and  'children'  as  used  In  the  acts  of  Mav  18,  1920.  and 
June  10.  1922."  ap|M-oved  February  21,  1929 :  to  "the  Committee 
on  Mllitiiry  Affairs. 

ALSO  (by  request  of  the  War  Department),  a  bill  (H.  R 
41 9?)  to  authorize  the  euiployment  of  consulting  engineers  for 
the  Air  Corps  and  the  Ordnanc-e  Department;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

Also    (Iv   request   of  the  War  Department),  a  bill    (H.   R. 

4196)  to  authorize  appropriations  for  rental  of  telephone  and 
telegraph  service  for  the  Army  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also    (by  request   of  the  \>ar  Department),   a   bill    (H.   R. 

4197)  to  provide  for  the  exchange  of  lands  of  the  United  States 
in  the  Philippine  Islands  tor  lands  of  the  Philippine  govern- 
ment :  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4198)  to  authorize  the  exchange  of  certain 
lands  adjoining  the  Catoosa  Springs  (Oa.)  target  range;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

AU)  (by  request  of  the  War  Department),  a  bill  (H.  R.  4199) 
to  authorize  the  President  to  class  as  secret  certain  material 
apparatus,  or  equipment  for  military  and  naval  use,  aud  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also  (by  request  of  the  War  Department),  a  bill  (H.  R.  4200) 
to  authorize  appropriations  for  the  activities  of  the  Onlnance 
Department  of  the  Army;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Af- 
fairs. 

ALso  (by  request  of  the  War  Department),  a  bill  (H.  R.  4201) 
to  authorize  the  acquislticm  of  the  outstanding  interests  in  land 
in  the  military  rese^^atIon  of  Schenectady  general  depot.  New 
York;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also  (by  request  of  the  War  Department),  a  bill  (H.  R.  4202) 
to  amend  the  act  entltletl  "An  act  to  discontinue  certain  reports 
now  required  by  law  to  be  made  to  Congress,"  approved  May  29, 
1928:  to  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  De- 
partments. 

Also  (by  request  of  the  War  Department),  a  bill  (H.  R  4203) 
to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  resell  the  undlsposed-of 
portion  of  Camp  Taylor.  Ky..  approximately  328  acres,  and  to 
aI.«8o  anthoriae  the  appraisal  of  property  disposed  of  under  au- 
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horlty  contained  in  the  acts  of  Congress  approved  July  9,  1918, 
ind  July  11,  1919,  and  for  other  purposes ;  to  the  Committee  on 
klilltary  Affairs. 

Also  (by  request  of  the  War  Department),  a  bill  (H.  R.  4204) 
.0  authorize  an  appropriation  for  Improving  the  military  exhibit 
It  the  Siuith.sonian  Institution;  to  the  O^mmittee  on  Military 
AfTairs. 

Also  (by  request  of  the  War  Department),  a  bill  (H.  R.  4206) 
o  authorize  employment  by  the  Secretary  of  War  of  employees 
or  field  service ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Washington:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4206) 
luthorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  In  his  discretion,  to 
leiiver  to  the  cu.stody  of  the  city  of  (Hympia.  State  of  Wash- 
ngton.  the  silver  service  set  and  bronze  tablet  in  use  on  the 
Jnitetl  States  cruiser  Olymitia;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
,  Iffairs. 

By  Mr.  O'CONNELL  of  Rhode  Island:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4207) 
o  amend  Title  II  of  the  World  War  veterans'  act,  1924,  as 
iimended,  with  resiiect  to  corapensati(m  for  disability;  to  the 
<  "onimittee  on  World  War  Veterans'  legislation. 

By  Mr.  JAMES  (by  request  of  War  Department):  A  joint 
lesolution  (H.  J.  Res.  117)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War 
lo  re<-elve  for  Instruction  at  the  Unite<l  States  Military  Academy 
X  t  West  Point.  Edmundo  Valdez  Murillo,  a  citizen  of  Ecuador ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
nere  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  BRAND  of  Ohio:  A  bUl   (H.  R.  4208)   granting  an 

increase  of  i»ension   to   Ada   M.   Cory;   to  the   Committee   on 
nvalld  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  42)9)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Iar>'  Currier;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bill  (H.  It.  4210)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
-ucy  S.  ToUes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4211)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
i;imrl  W.  Walton;  to  the  (Xmimittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4212)  granting  an  increase  of  pen.slon  to 
Amanda  J.  Worrell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ALso,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4213)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
1  .rmilda  Boughn  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4214)  granting  an  increase  of  i)enslon  to 
Mary  P.  Backenstoe;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4215)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
.^nnle  M.  Corbitt ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4216)   granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Damarles  Hldy;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4217)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
S  arah  McGown :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4218)   granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Lizzie  Lafferty ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4219)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  ta' 
^  manda  Doster;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4220)   granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
\.  Caroline  Irwin;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4221)  granting  an  increa.«'e  of  pension  to 
Lydla  D,  Porter;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4222)   granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
J'Unie  L.  Organ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ALso.  a  bill   (H.  R.  4223)   granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Emily  Stuckey;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4224)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Sfirah  Pearce;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
ALso,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4225)   granting  an  lncrea.se  of  pension  to 
allnda  Luckey :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bin   (H.  R.  4226)  granting  an  tncrea.se  of  pension  to 
jsan  Powell :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bill    (H.   R.  4227)    granting  a   pension  to  Elfie  Ann 
I|unter ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BUCKBEE :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4228)  for  the  relief  of  R(x>k 
iver  consolidated  school  district  No.  125,  of  Illinois;  to  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4229)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
J  ilia  E.  Tisdale;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin   (H.  R.  4230)   granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Sirah  J.  Turner;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

By  Mr.  CHALMERS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4231)  granting  anlncrease 
of  pension  to  Jennie  E.  Martin ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions 

jBy   Mr.    GAMBRlLL:    A    bill    (H     R.    4232)    to    extend    the 
b^efits  of  the  United   States  employees'  compensation   act   of 
S  'ptember  7,   1916,  to  Mary   C.   Murphy,   widow   of  Arthur   I 
*  urphy,  ft  former  employee  of  the  United  States  naval  powder 
ft  ctory,  Indlanhead,  Md. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 


By  Mr.  HOFFMAN:  A  biU  <H.  R  4233)  to  provide  survey  of 
New  York  and  New  Jersey  channels ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers 
and  Harbors. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4234)  to  compensate  the  Automatic  Safety 
Davit  Co.,  Highlands,  N.  J.,  for  the  lose  of  a  boat,  Modesty; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4235)  for  the  relief  of  James  W.  Walters; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (U.  R.  4236)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Lena  Van  Dusen ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4237)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  Jones 
Warn  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  42.'?8)  granting  an  Increase  of  pen.sslon  to 
Nancy  J.  Hawk ;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4239)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  E.  Van  Brunt ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4240)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Isabella  Soden ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  O'CONNELL  of  New  York:  A  blU  (H.  R  4241) 
granting  a  ijension  to  Ann  Walters;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  JAMES:  A  bill  (H.  R  4242)  (by  request  of  the  War 
Department)  for  the  relief  of  Fred  W.  Boschen.  lieutenant 
colonel,  Finance  Department,  United  States  Army ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  McHEYNOLDS:  A  biU  (H.  R  4243)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Eliza  J.  Mulkey ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4244)  granting  a  pension  to  Fannie  Dun- 
can ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  MONTAGUE:  A  bill  (H.  R  4245)  for  the  relief  of 
James  T.  Moore ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4246)  for  the  relief  of  William  Tell  Op- 
penhelmer,  jr. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MURPHY:  A  bill  (H.  R  4247)  for  the  relief  of 
Henry  P.  McMaster;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4248)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Eleanor  Getslnger ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4249)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Martha  L.  Barcus ;  to  the  Oimmlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4250)  granting  an  increase  of  pen.slon  to 
Eliza  J.  Roberts :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H,  R.  4251)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
"Rush  1.  Turvey;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4252)  granting  a  i)ension  to  Manola  E. 
Bare;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4253)  granting  a  pension  to  Pearl  Flckes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4254)  granting  a  pension  to  Ida  Pasters; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

ALsti,  a  bill  (H.  U.  4255)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Fisher; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SCHAFEB  of  Wisconsin:  A  bin  (H.  R  4256)  for 
the  relief  of  Lawrence  P.  Morris;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

ALso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4257)  granting  a  pension  to  Jane  A.  Baker ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R  4258)  granting  a  pension  to  Wllhelmlna 
Grlgnon ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ALso,  a  blU  (H.  R.  4259)  granting  a  pension  to  Andrew  A. 
Menue;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SHORT  of  Mis.souri :  A  blU  (H.  R  4260)  granting  a 
pension  to  Reuben  Barnard;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4261)  granting  a  pension  to  Samuel  M. 
Bllllngsley ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

ALso.  a  bill  (H.  R.  4262)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha 
Holder ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bni  (H.  R  4263)  granting  a  pension  to  Robert  Nance; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4264)  granting  a  pension  to  Bea  Chyle; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R  42(>5)  granting  a  pension  to  George  Terry; 
to  the  C/ommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SPEAKS:  A  blU  (H.  R  4266)  granUng  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Helen  A.  George;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON:  A  blU  (H.  R  4267)  granUng  a  pension 
to  Emily  E.  Brlggs ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Penslona 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4268)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Anna  A.  Bercaw ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ALso.  a  bill  (H.  R  4269)  for  the  relief  of  Wniiam  L.  WUes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4270)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Amanda  Mlnsel;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


By  Mr.  THURSTON:  A  bill  (H.  R  4271)  granting  an  In- 
crease  of  pension  to  Serena  A.  Ody ;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
vaUd  Pensions. 

Also,  a  Wll  (H.  R  4272)  granUng  an  Increase  of  peushui  to 
Jennie  A.  Wright ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4273)  granting  an  Increas*'  of  pension  to 
Julia  Dean ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bni  (H.  R.  4274)  prnnting  an  inrrease  of  pen.slon  to 
Ellen  Goodwin ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

By  Mr.  THATCHER:  A  bin  (H.  R.  4275)  granting  a  pension 
to  Kate  McGovern ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Penslonn. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4276)  grantln::  an  Increase  of  i>enslon  to 
Caroline  Dixon ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4277)  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  Sorrells; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4278)  granting  an  increase  of  i¥'n<ion  to 
Louvnnla  C.  Rallsback ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ALso,  a  bill  (H.  R  4279)  granting  an  lncrea.se  of  {leusion  to 
Ellen  Smith ;  to  the  Comndttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4280)  for  the  relief  of  lee  Woodruff:  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

Al.so,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4281)  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  Coakley;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  VESTAL:  A  bHl  (H.  R  4282)  granting  an  Increase  of 
pension  to  Clyde  V.  Markle;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4283)  granting  an  Increase  of  iienslon  to 
Clarlnda  Culbertson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WATSON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4284)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  E.  Ellen  V.  Roberts;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WOODRUFF:  A  bin  (H.  U.  428.'5)  granting  a  pension 
to  Martha  Jane  Benson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

690.  By  Mr.  FRENCH:  Petition  of  10  cltl»*ns  of  Weis<'r, 
Idaho,  urging  increase  of  pension  for  veterans  of  Civil  War 
and  their  widows ;  to  the  Committee  (m  Invalid  Pensions. 

691.  By  Mr.  FLTXER:  Petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Boone 
County,  Ark.,  favoring  increase  of  pensions  to  soldiers,  sailors, 
and  marines  and  their  widows;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

692.  By  Mr.  HOGG :  Petition  of  citizens  of  Garrett,  Ind.,  urg- 
ing the  early  passage  ot  House  bill  992,  to  provide  adequate 
living  pensions  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  widows;  to  tlie 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

693.  By  Mr.  KELLY :  Memorial  of  Allegheny  County  Council. 
Veterans  of  Foreig;n  Wars,  for  the  preservation  of  the  United 
States  cruiser  Olympia ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

(J94.  Also,  i)etition  of  citizens  of  Allegheny  County,  Pa..  i»ray- 
ing  for  Increased  pensions  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows 
of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

695.  By  Mr.  O'CONNELL  of  New  York:  Petition  of  64  cltl- 
■ens  of  Brooklyn,  N,  Y.,  Ozone  Park,  and  Richmond  Hill.  Ix>ng 
Island,  N.  Y.,  favoring  increase  of  pensions  to  Civil  War  vet- 
erans and  widows  of  veterans  at  this  special  session  of  Congress; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

696.  By  Mr.  SPEAKS:  Evidence  In  support  of  House  bill 
4266,  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Helen  A.  George ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


SENATE 

Tuesday,  September  2.4,  ]92d 

{Leffislative  day  of  Monday,  September  9,  10t9) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

CHICAGO,    KMITH    SHOBS   *    lOLWAlTIUCS   RAILSOAD   CO. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  comuuinlca- 
tlon  from  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States,  truns- 
mitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  report  on  the  claim  of  the  Chicago, 
North  Shore  A  Milwaukee  Railroad  Co.,  of  Highwoud,  Hi.,  to- 
gether with  his  recommendation  thereon,  which,  with  the  aceom- 
Iianying  reixtrt,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

CLAIH  or  FRANCIS   B.   KCNNEX>T 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communica- 
tion from  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  State*,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  his  report  and  recommendntl<m  con- 
cerning the  claim  of  Francis  B.  Kennedy,  narcn.tlc  agent.  Kan- 
sas City,  Mo.,  in  the  sum  of  $350,  as  reimbur>«ement  for  money 
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(private  funds)  of  which  he  was  robbed  while  investigating 
prohibition  charges  against  Franli  De  Mayo  and  others  at  Kan- 
Hua  City,  Mo..  May  28.  1928,  which,  with  the  accompanying 
reiK>rt.  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

PROI»<»8n>  PHILIPPISE   INDOTLNDCJICB 

Th«-  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Joint  nH8emi>ly  of  manicipal  presidents,  treas- 
urers, and  chiefs*  of  police  of  the  Province  of  Capis,  P.  I., 
adliering  to  and  indorsing  the  8peei-h  made  by  Speaicer  Rozas 
before  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  "  reiterating  and 
ratifying  the  asi^rations  of  the  Filipino  people  for  the  imme- 
diate. at>8olute,  and  complete  independence  of  the  Philippine 
Islaniis,"  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Territories 
and  Insular  AfFnirs. 

BcroRT  OF  poar-orncE  nominations 

Mr.  PHII'PS.  as  in  open  executive  session,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  P«>st  Offices  and  Post  Roads,  reported  sundry  post- 
office  n«iniinations  which  were  orderetl  to  be  placed  on  the  Exec- 
utive Calendar. 

BILLS    AND    JOINT    tUCSOlAJTlON    INTBOOUCED 

Hills  and  a  Joint  reM<>Iution  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time.  and.  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred 
as  follows : 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON: 

A  bill  (S.  1741)  granting  a  pension  to  Pansy  Flwa  Ward; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

A  bill  (S.  1742)  authorizing  Arthur  S.  Judy,  lieutenant  com- 
maiul^-r.  Medi(*al  Corps.  United  States  Navy,  to  accept  the  dia- 
tinjrnislied  stervicv  medal  tendered  to  him  by  the  President  of 
the  Republic  of  Haiti;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By   Mr.   BROCK: 

A  bill  (S.  1743)  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Tennessee 
River  at  Savannah.  Ilnrdin  County,  Tenn.,  on  the  Savannah- 
Selmer  Road;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1744)  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Tennessee 
Biver  on  the  Waverly-<;amden  Road  l»etween  Humphreys  and 
BentoiJ  Counties.  Tenn.;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  HAYDEN : 

A  bill  (S.  1745)  granting  an  increase  of  pensi<Hi  to  Joseph  D. 
Canell ;  to  the  C\>mniittee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SHORTRIDGK: 

A  bill  (8.  1747)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  O'Brien;  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CARAWAY  : 

A  bill  (8.  1748)  for  the  relief  of  the  Lakeside  Country  Clnb; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

A  bill  (S.  1749)  for  the  relief  of  the  Summit  Land  Co.;  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 

By  Mr.  ALLEN : 

A  bill  ( S.  1750)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mattie  H. 
Pattisou  (with  an  accfunpanying  paper)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1751)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Matilda 
Ann  Price  (with  accompanying  pai)ers)  ;  to  the  Ck>mmittee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  REED: 

A  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  72)  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  War  to  receive  for  instruction  at  the  United  States  Military 
Academy  at  West  Point  two  citizens  of  Homluras,  namely,  Vin- 
ceiite  MefJa  and  Antonio  Inestroza;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary AfTairs. 

AOQCismoN  or  land  in  thb  district  or  oolitmbia 

Mr.  FE8S  introduced  a  bill  (S.  1746)  to  provide  for  the  ac- 
quisition for  the  use  of  the  United  States  of  square  No.  635  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  which  was  read  twice  by  its  title, 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows : 

Be  U  enactrd.  etc..  That  th«re  la  hereby  aathoriied  to  b«  appropri- 
ated the  aum  of  |1, 134.670,  or  ao  much  thereof  aa  may  be  necessary, 
for  the  acquisition,  oo  behalf  of  the  United  States,  of  all  the  privately 
owned  land,  Inclndlns  buildinga  and  other  structures.  In  aqnatc  No.  635, 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  such  square  appears  on  the  recorda  In 
the  itlBi-e  of  the  surveyor  of  the  District  of  Columbia  aa  of  the  date  of 
the  onartment  of  this  act. 

Sac.  2.  All  such  land,  buildings,  and  structures,  when  acquired,  aball 
be  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  who  Is  aotbor- 
Ised,  pending  the  demolition  of  such  buildings  and  structures  and  the 
use  of  the  Isnd  for  other  governmental  purposes,  (1)  to  lease  any  or 
all  of  sacta  pro^rty  for  such  periods  and  under  such  terms  and  con- 
ditions as  he  aaay  deem  most  advantageous  to  the  United  States,  and 
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(!  )  oat  of  such  appropriations  as  may  be  made  therefor,  to  provide  for 
tt  e  maintenance,  repair,  and  protection  of  such  property  and  to  make 
such  othor  expenditures  88  may  be  necessarily  incident  to  such  Jurisdic- 
ti>n  and  control.  The  proceeds  of  any  leases  made  hereunder  shall  be 
c<vered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts,  and  the  Architect 
ol  the  Capitol  shall  include  in  his  annual  report  a  detailed  8tat(>ment  of 
h  8  action  under  this  ttection  during  the  period  covered  by  such  report. 
Skc.  3.  Appropriations  made  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this 
a(t  shall  be  disbursed  by  the  disbursing  officer  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

IVATION.U.   I!«TERCOLLEGIATE   OiATORICAL   CONTBBT 

Mr.  HAWES.  Mr.  President,  the  National  Intercollegiate 
Oratorical  Contest  on  the  Constitution,  held  at  Los  Angeles, 
June  20.  1929,  was  won  by  Lex  King  Souter,  of  William  Jewell 
College,  Liberty,  Mo.    He  was  awarded  a  prize  of  $1,500. 

There  were  542  colleges  and  universities  in  this  contest.  He 
M  as  one  of  the  seven  orators  who  survived  tlie  State  and  zone 
e  imination  competition. 

Souter  was  given  first  place  by  6  of  the  7  Judges,  an  achleve- 
nent  not  heretofore  duplicated  in  final  contest 

Souter's  ability  was  passed  upon  by  18  judges,  and  he  received 
first  place  from  16  of  these  judges. 

When  we  consider  that  everj-  great  college  in  America  par- 
ticipated, and  that  the  young  orators  went  through  the  grueling 
process  of  elimination  first  In  their  own  colleges,  second  in  the 
colleges  of  their  State,  third  in  zone  contests,  and  then  con- 
tended in  the  final — the  best  of  all  the  young  orators  in 
A  merica — it  is  indeed  an  achievement  worthy  of  national  atten- 
t  on. 

Ever>'  great  college  in  America  had  a  candidate — not  only 
t  le  great  colleges  but  the  smaller  ones. 

This  young  man  was  prepared  and  trained  for  his  achieve- 
ment by  Prof.  P.  Caspar  Harvey. 

The  Junior  Senator  of  our  State  [Mr.  Pattebson]  and  myself 
h  ave  a  very  great  State  pride  in  this  achievement ;  but.  in  addi- 
t  on  to  this,  we  believe  tliat  the  oration  is  well  worth  while  for 
E  ablication  in  the  Recobo.  It  is  progressive  in  thought  and  can 
lie  read  with  profit  by  everyone.  I  now  ask  permission,  in 
vrhich  the  Junior  Senator  from  Missouri  Joins,  that  the  address 
be  inserted  in  the  Recobd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  address  is  as  follows : 

We  are  met  here  to  Increase  Interest  In  and  respect  for  the  funda- 
nental  law  of  our  country. 

To  a  few  this  high  purpose  might  be  effected  by  tracing  the  begin- 
nings of  the  constitutional  concept  from  Coke  and  Vattel  to  the 
h  istorlc  chamber  In  Philadelphia  where  for  the  first  time  an  important 
nition  was  given  a  written  constitution  wrapped  In  the  solitude  of  its 
oirn  originality.  We  might  glory  in  the  fact  that  to-day  written 
r  mstitutions  modt-leti  on  our  experiment  are  found  not  only  in  both 
Americas  but  in  Ehirope,  the  Dark  Continent,  and  even  in  the  Land  of 
tie  Rising  Sun. 

To  a  few  It  is  the  dramatic  story  of  the  dllBculties  and  struggles 
o'  a  bandfiU  of  men  who  for  four  months  attempted  to  reconcile 
divergent  opinions  until  by  mutual  conceflsion  and  compromise  the 
d>cument  emerged  in  September,   1787,  a  concord  bom  of  contraries. 

To  a  few  the  Constitution  la  respected  because  of  Its  original  under- 
Ij  ing  principles — the  distrust  of  legislative  power,  the  protection  of 
tlie  minority,  and  the  protection  of  property  rights. 

Some  Americans  have  come  to  assume  with  Waldo  that  the  Consti- 
tution was  "constructed  by  shrewd  but  spiritually  callous  men"  and 
"  protected  occultly  by  nine  pontifical  judges — high  priests  without  a 
g>d." 

The  time  has  come  when  we  must  reevaluate  our  personal  relations 
ti)  the  Constitution,  when  all  citisens  must  see  and  doubt  not  that  in 
tie  Constitution  "through  the  ages  one  Increasing  purpose  runs." 

nistorians  have  recorded  the  contributions  of  Washington,  Hamilton, 
J[»fferson,  and  Marshall  to  the  Constitution.  After  them  we  see  Web- 
B  ;er  sacrifice  the  Presidency  because  his  clarion  voice  proclaimed  that 
t  je  Constitution  was  not  *'  a  rope  of  sand."  not  "  a  league  with  death 
and  a  covenant  with  hell."  It  was  In  the  trumpet-tongued  accent.s  of 
VTelister  that  all  America  heard  for  the  first  time  with  crystalline 
c  earness,  "  The  people  erected  this  Government."  Then  came  the  Im- 
n  ortal  Lincoln,  whose  Gettysburg  and  second  inaugural  addresses  epl- 
titihlzed.  whose  indomitable  a.spiratiuns  awakened,  and  whose  humble 
wisdom  directed  the  energies  that  preserved  the  Union  under  the  Con- 
8  itutlon. 

But  in  th«  great  Inconstancy  and  crowd  of  events  to-day  the  light 
o'  the  past  Is  faded.  The  question  which  confronts  us  Is.  How  can 
a  document  which  was  written  under  the  Influence  and  in  the  p^ra8e- 
o  ogy  of  the  natural-rights  philosophy  of  eighteenth  century  indivi«lual- 
lim  meet  the  ooeds  of  twentieth  century  collective  and  interdependent 
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c»nperatlont'  The  two  are  contradictory.  Safe  fn  the  hallowed  quiet 
of  the  past  we  are  prone  to  view  the  Constitution  and  its  heroic  fram- 
ers  and  defenders  with  only  an  historic  Interest.  Yesterday  seems 
neither  vital  nor  dynamic  In  the  face  of  stem  to-day. 

What  Is  it  that  causes  each  new  gr'neratlon  of  Americans  to  fe<d  the 
strength,  acclaim  the  solidity,  and  cherish  the  wisdom  of  the  Constitu- 
tion? To  know  the  answer  to  this  question  will  make  all  our  cus- 
tomary and  ordinary  ideas  about  the  Constitution  significant.  Without 
this  knowledge  we  are  apt  to  permit  respect  for  the  Constitution  to  go 
by  default,  leaving  it  to  lawyers  and  blstorinns. 

We  shall  not  go  back  to  those  famous  cases  which  have  become  so 
surrounded  tiy  halos  of  historic  sentiment  that  they  are  no  longer  sig- 
nificant nor  vital  Prom  Marbury  v.  Madison  and  McCulloch  r.  Mary- 
land to  the  Dred  Scott  decision  the  Constitution  so  stood  the  test  of 
those  times  that  the  glory  of  contending  forces  died  not  but  their  grief 
Is  past.  Let  us  make  our  starting  point  within  the  experience  of  this 
generation. 

In  1904  a  case  reached  the  Supreme  Court  Involving  only  |60,  a  sum 
and  a  case  such  as  any  of  us  might  experience.  This  case,  the  cele- 
brated oleomarparine  case  of  McCray  v.  United  States,  marked  a  turning 
point  in  our  conception  of  the  Constitution.  The  Suprema  Court  held 
that  it  could  not  inquire  into  the  motives  and  purposes  of  Congress. 
Yet  In  1922,  in  Bailey  v.  Drexel,  the  Supreme  Court  did  announce  its 
right  to  Inquire  into  the  motives  and  purposes  of  Congress. 

In  1905  New  York  had  a  State  law  prohibiting  bakeries  employing 
men  more  than  60  hours  a  week  or  10  hours  a  day.  In  Ix>chner  v. 
New  York  the  Supreme  Court  held  by  a  5  to  4  decision  that  the 
law  interfered  with  a  man's  individual  liberty  to  sell  bis  own  labor — 
tlint  the  public  Is  not  affected  by  long  hours  as  long  as  the  bread  is 
Just  as  wholesome.  In  190R,  howevw,  the  Supreme  Court  In  Muller  v. 
Oregon  upheld  a  law  limiting  the  hours  of  labor  for  women  only.  Yet 
to-day  the  Supreme  Court  upholds  the  numerous  State  and  Federal 
lan's  regulating  the  hours  of  labor  of  not  only  women  and  childrer,  but 
also  of  men.  There  was  a  time  under  the  fellow-aervant  doctrine,  when 
an  engineer  who  wrecked  his  train  because  a  towerman  had  made  a 
mistake,  could  not  recover  damages,  but  his  passengers  could.  To-day 
the  Supreme  Court  e\-en  upholds  State  workmen's  compensation  laws 
and  the  fellow-servant  doctrine  is  obsolete. 

It  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  laws  affecting  public  health,  nuisances, 
safety,  public  morals,  wages,  social  Insurance,  monopolies,  and  sonlng 
ordinances  are  declared  constitutional  by  the  Supreme  Court  to-day  de- 
spite the  fact  that  two  or  three  generations  ago  they  would  have  been 
declared  void  because  they  were  unconstitutional.  This  progress  has 
come  about  without  a  change  in  a  word  In  the  req>ectlve  sections  ot 
the  Constitution  of  1787. 

The  Constitution  Is  meeting  the  needs  of  to-day. 

Our  respect  for  the  Constitution  can  only  be  vital  or  significant, 
bowever,  when  we  can  answer  the  question:  How?  How?  The  Con- 
stitution is  an  instrument  designed  to  be  interpreted  in  the  light  in 
which  It  waa  written,  yet  flexible  enough  to  meet  needs  aa  they  arise. 

The  Constitution  assumes  that  what  the  people  want  is  often  wrong ; 
that  majority  tyranny  is  as  obnoxious  as  any  tyranny.  Yet  the  Con- 
stitution establishes  majority  rule  as  the  Insla  of  oar  Government. 
Paradoxical  as  It  may  seem,  the  Constitution  is  the  saiety  valve  from 
majority  tyranny.  Men  want  reform  but  do  not  know  what  laws  are 
practicable. 

This  unique  document  establisbed  the  means  by  which  It  could  ever  be 
vltarizLng  the  solidarity  of  the  American  people.  Interpretation  by  an 
agency  set  up  by  the  Constitution  makes  the  Constitution  dynamic, 
and  insures  its  flexible  durability. 

The  most  significant  characteristic  of  the  Constitution  is  that  the 
Supreme  Court  need  not  function  by  the  precedents  of  the  dead  past. 
The  Supreme  Court  trails  behind  and  will  not  Interpret  the  experiences 
of  men  in  the  light  of  the  Constitution  until  those  experiences  have 
become  permanently  embodied  and  crystaillsed  in  the  consciousness  and 
conscience  of  the  people.  The  Supreme  Court  moves  slowly  so  It  can 
know  what  wiil  be  right  10  years  in  the  future.  A  precedent  can  not 
embalm  a  principle.  "  The  present  contains  nothing  more  than  the 
past,  and  what  is  found  In  the  effect  was  already  in  the  cause." 

The  Supreme  Court  should  not  be  criticised  for  its  decision  in 
Locbner  v.  New  York.  Then  neither  it  nor  the  people  knew  the  exact 
trend.  In  due  time  what  was  not  due  process  of  law  became  due 
process  of  law.  The  will  of  the  people  under  the  Constitution  ulti- 
mately  and  without   majority   tyranny   triumphs. 

I  come  here  to-nlgfat  to  ask  that  we  as  Americans  in  contemplating 
the  Constitution  no  longer  make  Ignorance  the  muther  of  our  devotion 
to  it.  When  we  seek  to  Increase  interest  in  and  respect  for  tli«  Con- 
stitution let  ug  look  not  so  much  to  the  glass-covered  parchment  hi  the 
Library  of  Congress  but  to  the  present  Constitution  as  It  is  interpreted 
by  itK  own  servant  and  agent,  the  Supreme  Court. 

Our  Constitution,  although  recorded  on  paper,  is  written  In  the  hearts 
of  the  people.  Our  Constitution,  although  drawn  up  in  the  eighteenth 
century,  is  interpreted  In  the<  twentieth.  Our  Constitution,  although 
conceived  by  the  IndlvlduaUsm  of  two  centuries  ago,  la  t>om  and  reborn 
In  the  lives  of  all  of  us  to-day  aa  we  collectively  cooperate  to  be 
,  servr.iit)  In  the  service  of  all  oor  fellow  citiicns. 
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Tlie  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  VVholf>,  reAumetl  tlie  c*in- 
sideratiou  of  the  bill  (II.  K.  2(W7)  to  provide  rcvcuuf.  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  enci>uraR«>  tlie  IikIus- 
tries  of  the  United  Statea,  to  protect  American  labur.  and  for 
otlier  puri>»se8. 

Mr.  JONES  ol)talned  the  floor. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma9Bachu.sett8.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  WashitiKtou 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ma8iMchu!»etts? 

Mr.  JONES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  chairman 
of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate.  Mr.  Smoot,  had  InsorHnl 
in  the  CoNORisiaioNAi.  RnxMU)  on  Saturday,  Se|>teml»er  21.  a  list 
of  the  subje<'t8  wiUi  re*;pect  to  which  the  I»re.sitlent  had  pnv 
claimed  changes  in  duties  under  the  provLsioua  (rf  section  'M'>  of 
the  tariff  act  of  1922.  This  tat>le  does  not  fflre  a  complete  pic- 
ture of  the  extent  to  which  the  flex i We  provisions  of  the  tariCT 
law  have  been  invoked.  It  fails  to  give  the  information  as  to 
the  reports  made  by  the  United  States  Tariff  Commi.sslon  up<m 
whi<*  the  President  has  failed  to  act.  I  ought  to  say,  however, 
that  the  taWe  has  been  very  helpful. 

TherefWe,  I  ask  to  have  inserted  in  the  Rnrtnu)  three  tnbles. 
First,  a  table  .showing  all  investigations  ordcre<l  by  the  rnit)^! 
States  Tariff  Commitwion ;  second,  a  table  similar  to  the  one 
Intniduced  by  Senator  Smoot,  showing  the  subjects  upon  wliieh 
the  President  has  iMtKrIalmed  changes  in  duties :  third,  a  list 
showing  the  subjects  upon  which  the  United  States  Tariff  (V»m- 
mi-ssion  made  reports  to  the  President  and  upon  which  no  action 
was  taken.  For  the  information  of  the  Senate,  I  will  state  that 
the  rumber  of  such  reports  was  13.  It  is  only  fair  to  state  that 
the  reason  why  the  President  did  not  act  upon  some  of  these 
reports  Is  due  to  the  fact  that  in  some  Instances  the  reports  were 
Incomplete. 

Of  the  13  reports  named  in  Table  3.  in  the  case  of  the  first  4 
the  Pn'sident  made  a  statement  as  to  why  he  did  not  act.  In 
the  case  of  the  remaining  9.  the  President  apjiarently  ignored 
OT  pigeonh(rfed  the  reports,  except  in  the  C5i.se  of  oriental  nips, 
in  whidi  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  recommended  to 
the  President  that  the  investigation  be  dlK-ontinued. 

Tables  2  and  3  show  that  the  total  number  of  reports  made 
is  50. 

For  the  further  information  of  the  Senate,  I  cifll  attention 
to  the  fact  that  in  the  Twelfth  Annual  Refwrt  of  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission  in  1928,  page  lOD  and  following  imges, 
there  are  tables  showing  the  number  of  applications  under  the 
flexible  provisions  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  the  date  of  these 
applications,  the  date  when  investigation  was  ordered  by  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission,  if  one  waa  ordered,  the  date 
when  a  report  was  made  to  the  President,  if  one  was  made, 
the  date  (^  the  pro<damatlon,  if  one  was  made,  and  what  action 
the  President  took. 

Up  to  date  the  number  of  investigations  ordered  by  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission  Is  83.  Table  1 ;  upon  50  of  these  action 
has  been  taken.  I  understand  that  there  are  among  the  83 
investigations  ordered  cases  in  which  the  data  were  obtained  in 
the  field  and  upon  which  no  report  has  ever  been  made  to  the 
I»resident. 

I  ask  that  the  tables  to  which  I  have  referred  may  be  printed 
in  the  Rktobd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  tables  are  as  follows: 

Tabls  1. — Invettiffationa  ortfcrmf  fry  the   Vnited  Ftate*   Tariff  CommU- 
Hon,  •eotion  Sli  of  the  tariff  act  of  tan 


No. 

Pa«jpaph 

Date  when 
ordered 

Subject  of  investigation 

1 

Mar.  27. 1921 

OxaHc  acid. 

S 

do 

Diethyl  barbituric  arid,  etc. 

13  1 do 

Barium  dioiide. 

M do 

ao  C....do 

Caiefn. 

80  1 do 

Potassium  chlorate. 

83  ! do 

godJum  nitrite. 

228  : do 

Mirror  plates. 

aoi  1 do 

Pit  iron. 

162  1 do 

Bwisa  pattern  flies. 

>  11 

410  do 

Paintbrush  handles. 

•  12 

«n  do 

Sngar. 

1 12 

914  do 

Cotton  warp-knit  fatjrtc 

§15,1430    do 

Cotton  gloves  made  oL  wurp-knit  fabric. 

*16 

916  1 do 

C-otton  ho«i^r>' 

*M 

UI3  L..^o 

Wall  pockets. 

17 

1419 

do 

ArttticiiU  or  ornamental  flowers. 

t 


i">i 


I 


I  Proclamation  issued  by  the  Presidant  changing  ttie  duties. 

'  RqxHt  sent  to  the  President. 

*  Bsport  actsd  en  by  ths  Ptastdsnt  but  no  change  declared. 
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Tablb  1. — Invettiiftion*  ordered  bv  tS«  VMUd  Btotet  Tariff  Commit- 
ttom.  •octtoii  its  of  the  tariff  act  of  m$ — Cootinoed 


I 


I 

I 

i 


No. 

P«j^ 

DmU  whm 
ordflrad 

Subjwt  of  iQTntlgBtion 

>l« 

94 

May    4,1923 

LioMod  or  flanaed  oU. 

1* 

28 

do _ 

Synlhotle  phanoUe  nalii. 

» 

14M 

do 

Smokcn'  artklM  cf  lyntbotie  pbeBoHe 
resin. 

>31 

17 

.... jlo 

Pbeool. 

>2S 

17 

::.::3L:::~ 

Cresylicacid 

33 

MM 

Brierwood  plpea. 

>>l 

388 

do „ 

Print  rollers. 

•2S 

388 

' do 

Taximelera. 

>« 

322 

May    5.1923 

Cast  poUsbad  plate  claa. 

(Sm  35)  27 

401 

July     2.1933 

Logs  o(  fir,  spruee,  oedar.  etc. 

» 

375 

Jlily   77,  1933 

Metallic  macnesinni,  etc 

<» 

201301 

Ao|.   11, 1938  1  MasDMiU  and  nagncBito  brick. 

» 

MM 

do 

Raresucan. 

31 

990.1^ 

do 

82 

Oct.    38.190 

LMsa. 

i.-a 

7381730 

Nov.  14. 1923 

Wbaat  and  wboat  prodneta. 

M 

0,HM.71 

F«b.     8. 1894 

Vegetable  and  anlnml  oUs  and  (ata 

*3S 

401 

Apr      1, 1934 

Lop  of  ftr.  spruce,  oedw,  ate. 
Gold  leai 

i» 

383 

Apr.     i,  1934 

'17 

1408 

May  30,1994 

Men's  sawed  straw  bate. 

>» 

TOO 

July   14,1924 

Butter. 

>3» 

710 

Au8.     9.1934 

Swiss  cbeese. 

>« 

717 

Au<.    11,1934 

HaUbut 

41 

3131313 

MV    19,1935 

Table.  kiUben,  and  toOat  etatna.  ate. 

O 

410 

Apr.  23,1925 

Bent-wood  chairs. 

■43 

1023 

Ai*.   34,1925 

Ratrass. 

■44 

711 

May   19.1925 

Bobwhite  quaiL 

>46 

336 

July  3^1996 

Granite. 

4* 

43 

do 

Glue. 

47 

41 

do 

Edible  gelatin. 

•48 

4 

Jto 

Metbancri. 

■49 

ft 

do 

Sodium  silicoflnoridaL 

•» 

13 

Jan.     8, 1938 

Barium  carbonate. 

*U 

3P7 

do 

Fhiorapar. 

*n 

707 

Mar.    4.1938 

Milk  and  cream. 

a 

1 

do 

Tartaric  add. 

M 

9 

do 

Cream  of  tartar. 

I.S5 

797 

May  30,1938 

Peanuts. 

M 

760 

do  

Soybeans 

57 

780 

do 

Cottonseed. 

tag 

788 

July   33,1938 

Onions. 

ISO 

760 

Aug.     4, 1938 

fUxsead. 

■00 

713 

do 

Egis  and  egg  products. 

<ftl 

1118 

Ort.    28,  1928 

Oriental  riigs. 

»«a 

Ha 

Keb.   28,1927 

Maple  susar  and  maple  sirup. 

i«S 

737 

Mar.  22, 1927 

Cberrlea. 

M 

83 

May  28,1927 

Sodium  pbosptaata. 

*ft5 

30 

do 

Whiting 

)M 

80 

do 

Potassium  perraannnate. 
Parfume  and  toilet  bottles. 

87 

318  (or  217) 

do 

■68 

319 

do 

Window  glass. 

t» 

1403.1438.1439 

do 

Imitation  pearls  and  paari  beads. 

n 

770 

June  iai037 

Presh  tomatoes. 

•71 

7T0 

do 

CuuMd  tomatoes. 

*n 

734 

June   24,1927 

Com. 

«7I 

770 

Oct.    14,1927 

Tomato  pasta. 

Tl 

na 

Apr.    18,1938 

Presh  sweet  peppan. 

•7» 

80 

do 

Potassium  nitrate  or  aaltpatar,  refined. 

7» 

789 

.\pr    3a  1938 
NUy  14.1988 

WhiU  or  Irish  poUtoas. 

77 

303.306 

Tungsten. 
Uandkerefaieis. 

7S 

l0l^  14.10 

May  28, 1938 

79 

1413 

.May  31. 1938 

Cork  insulatioQ  and  cork  tile. 

80 

318 

July    12,1928 

Blown  glass  tableware. 

81 

13 

July    30,1938 

Barium  cfalorida. 

82 

731 

July    28,1938 

Mataoe. 

81 

71 

Auf.  11,1938 

Decolorising  carbons. 

sxcnoN  aifl  or  th>  tasht  act  or  is 


•1 
«S 
•I 
»4 
•ft 
•T 


386  !  June 
I4&4  i  Aug. 

Oct. 

Apr. 
1006  '  Apr 
1441      Dec. 


3, 19M  I  Revolvers. 
11. 1923  i  Brierwood  pipea. 
14, 1934  I  '■  Kotax. " 

16. 1938  '  Synthetic  phenolic  resin  and  article. 
28, 1938  I  Manila  rope  and  bolt  ropa. 
23, 1927  I  Laminated  sheets. 


I  Proclamation  issued  by  the  Preaidant  «h*nipng  the  dutlee. 

*  R^wrt  went  to  the  President. 

*  Report  ectad  on  by  the  President  but  no  change  declared. 

*  Report  submittail.     President  requested  additional  information. 
'  Investigation  discontinued. 

*  Order  of  esc}usion  Issued  by  the  Presidant. 

'  TvBfonry  order  of  exclusion  issued  by  the  President. 


Tablb  2. — Hat  of  oubf^tg  ttUh 
tmriff  met  at  nm 


to  which  the  Preatdent  has  pro- 
mt tocttom  Ui  of  the 


Artlda 


Whsat- _. 

Flour,  semoUna.  etc — 
MIU  {emit,  braa.«te — 

Sodium  cltrit* 

Barium  dioiida .._. 


C 


in  duty 


lacreasad  mm  30  to  42eants 
per  bushel.  60  pounds. 

Increased  from  78  cants  to 
$1.04  per  100  pounds. 

Decreased  from  15  to  7H  per 
cant  ad  vakwam. 

Increased  from  3  to  4H  o*al> 

per  pound. 
Increased  from  4  to  6  cants 

par  pound. 


Dais  of  proe- 
lamatioa 


Efltettve  date 
of 


.Mar.    7,19M 


Mar    8.1994 
May  19.1994 


Apr.     8, 1934 

June     5,1994 
Jooa  18»1994 


j4st  of  mt^iette  vUh  reepect   to   which  the  Preaident  hat  proclaimed 
chtmoea  im  dvtiea,  etc. — Continued 


>lathy!barbltarie  add 
(veronal). 

i  >zalic  add 

*otaaslum  chtarata 

lobwhita  qaaa 


Taximetan. 


\  tfan'ssawad  strew  hats. 


1  lutter 

]  tint  rollers 


1  Wntbrash  handlaB 


lilathanol    (mathyl    or 

wood  alOQOOi}. 
(loldleaf 


•igiron.. 


Emmenthaler     type 

SwlH    ' 


>esyifc  add 


September  24 


Artkde 


benol 
'  :rude 


Caustic  calcined  mag- 


i^herriee,  sulphured  or 
in  brine,  stemmed  or 

,  pitted. 

lag  rugs,  cotton  (hit- 
and-miss  type). 

:  iarium  carbonate,  pre- 

dpitated. 
I  ktdJum  siUoofluoridflL... 


l^uorspar. 


I'otassium     permanga- 
nate, 
(knions 


<(ast  polisfaed  plate 
glass,  finished  or  un- 
finished, and  unsil- 
vared. 


"eanuts.    not    shelled 
andataelled. 


'^f^t*!^  eggs,  en  yolk, 
and  egg  albnznen, 
thaen  or  otherwise 
pre  pared  or  preserved, 
and  not  spedally  pro- 
vided lor. 


liilk.bsah 


(iream. 


Changs  in  duty 


Increased— doty  (35  per  cent 
ad  valorem)  transferred  to 
American  selling  price. 

Inereasad  from  4  to  8  cents 
per  pound. 

Increased  from  IH  to  2ii 
cents  per  pound 

Decreased  fro ni  50  to  25  cents 
each  (valued  at  >5  or  leas 
each). 

loereased  from  $3  each  phis 
45  per  cent  ad  vaicrem  on 
foreign  value,  to  $3  each 
pjus  37.1  per  cent  on 
American  selling  price. 

Increased  from  60  per  cent 
ad  valorem  to  88  per  cent 
ad  valorem  on  hats  valued 
at  tO.V)  or  less  per  dosen. 

Increased  from  8  lo  12  cents 
per  pound. 

IncreoMd  from  60  per  cent 
ad  valorem  to  72  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Decreased  from33^  par  cent 
ad  valorem  to  19H  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

Increased  from  12  to  18  cants 
a  gallon. 

Increaeed  from  55  to  82H 
cents  per  100  on  lesTee  net 
esoeeding  in  sise  3^  by 
3H  inches  and  on  larger 
leaves  in  proportion. 

Ineressed  from  75  cents  to 
$1.12><i  per  ton. 

Increased  from  h  cents  per 
pound,  bat  not  less  than 
35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  to 
7Vi  cents  per  pound,  but 
not  less  than  37^  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Decre«s6<i  from  40  per  cent 
ad  vaicrem  and  7  cents 
per  pound  based  on  Amer- 
ican selling  price  to  20  per 
cent  sd  valorem  and  3>i 
cents  per  pound  based  on 
American  selling  price. 

....do 


Date  of  proc- 
lamation 


Nov.  14, 1994 

Dec  29.1934 
Apr.  11,1925 
Oct.     3,1925 

Dec.  12.1925 


Feb.  12,1928 

Mar.    6.1936 
June  21,1936 

Oct.    14,1936 


Effective  date 
of  change 


Increased  from  M«  of  1  cent 

per  pound  to  >Hs  of  1  cent 

per  pound. 
Increased  from  H  of  l  cent 

per  pound  to  >Ma  of  1  cent 

per  pound. 
Increved  from  2  to  3  cents 

per  pound. 

Increased — duty  (35  per  cent 
ad  valorem)  transibrred  to 
American  selling  price. 

Increased  from  1  to  IH  cents 
per  pound. 

lacreaeed — duty  (25  per  cent 
ad  valorem)  transfcrred  to 
American  !<eUing  prioe. 

Increased  from  $5.00  per  ton 
to  18.40  per  ton  on  flnor- 
spar  containing  not  more 
than  93  per  cent  of  '^'/•''"" 
fluoride. 

Increased  from  4  to  6  cents 
per  pound. 

Increaaed  from  1  to  1)4  cents 
per  pound. 

Incresaed  from  12H  to  16 
cents  per  square  foot  on 
sixes  not  exceeding  384 
square  inches;  from  15  to 
19  cents  per  square  foot  on 
sizes  above  3)H  "ujuare 
inches  and  not  exceeding 
730  square  inches;  and 
from  17H  to  22  cents  per 
sqoare  foot  on  sizes  above 
720  square  inches. 

Inereaaeii  (rum  'i  to  1^4  cents 
per  pound  on  peanuts,  not 
shelled;  from  4  to  6  cents 
per  pound  on  peanuts, 
shelled. 

Increased  from  0  to  7>i  cents 
per  pound. 


July  20.1927 

Oct.  31.1927 

Nov.  10, 1927 

Dec.  3,1927 

Feb.  13,1928 


Not.  39, 1994 

Jan.  28.1925 
May  11,1925 
Nov.    2, 192S 

Dae.  27,1925 


Mar.  14.1926 

Apr.     \  1936 
July   21.1926 

Nov.  13, 1928 


Nov.  27, 1996 

Dec.   27,1936 

Feb.   23,1927 

Mar.  26, 1927 

...-do 

Do. 

June     8,1937 

July     8, 1927 

Mar. 

Aug. 


38^1928 
31,1928 


Oct.     17. 1928 


Nov. 
Dec. 
Jan. 


18,1928 
22,1928 
17,1929 


Jan.     19, 1929 


Feb.   30^1929 


Aug.  19, 19r 


Nov.  30. 1927 

Dec.    10,1927 

Jan.      2, 1928 

Feb.  28,1928 

Apr.   25,1928 
Sept.  15, 1928 

Nov.  16,1928 


Dec.  16^1938 
Jan.  21.1939 
Feb.  16,1929 

r 


Increased  from  40  to  SO  cents 
per  bushel  of  50  pounds. 

Increased   from  2H  to 
cents  per  gallon. 

Increased    from 
cants  per  gallon. 


I  pounds. 
2H  to  3H  !» 

'  I 

20    to    30    f 


May  14.1929 


-do.... 


Feb.    18.1929 
Mar.  22, 1929 

June  13.1929 
Do 


1929 
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Tablb  2. — Uai  of  eubjtvta  with  re»pee4  to  whieU  the  Prmidemt  ha»  pf- 

oiaim€d  ahomnea  i«»  dutiea.  etc — Continued 


Artida 


Window  ^ass  (cylinder, 
crown,  and  sheet 
glass,  unpolished). 


Linseed  or  flaxseed  oil. 


Change  in  duty 


iDcreased  from   IH  to  lU 

cents  per  pound  on  siseis 
not  exceeding  150  square 

inches;  from  IS  to  2H« 
cents  per  pound  on  sues 
siiove  150  sqiiart-  inches, 
not  exceeding  ;u»4  square 
inches;  from  IH  to  2^t 
cents  per  pound  on  siaca 
above  384  square  inches, 
not  exceeding  720  square 
inchM;  from  IH  to  2^ 
cents  per  pound  on  siwe 
above  730  square  inches, 
not  exceeding  864  square 
inches;  from  2  to  3  cents 
per  pound  on  sizes  above 
864  square  inches,  not  ex- 
ceeding 1.200  square 
inches;  from  2H  to  3H 
cents  per  pound  on  sires 
above  1.300  square  inches, 
not  exceed  ins  2,400  square 
inches;  anil  from  'J.}4  to  3^' 
cents  per  pound  on  sixes 
above  2,400  square  inches. 
Increased  from  3.3  to  3.7 
cents  per  pound. 


Date  of  proo- 
lamstion 


Effective  date 
of  chaosB 


May  14.1929 


June  25,1929 


Jane  13.1930 


July   25,1929 


Tablb  3. — Liat  of  reporta  by   the   Tariff  Commiaaion   to   the  Preiiident 

under  the  proviaioiu  of  section  315  of  the  tariff  act  of  tSZi  tcith  reapeot 
to  articU-a  upon  which  no  changea  in  dmtiea  han'e  been  proclaimed 
Tablb  2. — L<«f  of  aubfecta  with  reapeet  to  which  the  President  haa  prtt- 

claimed  chanyta  in  dutiea,  etc.— Continued 
Tablb  2. — Liat  of  aubjects  with  reapex-t  to  which  the  Preaident  haa  pro- 
claimed changea  in  dutiea,  etc. — Continued 


Caaeln 


Wall  pockets 

Sovar 


The    report    stated    that    the    commission 
was  not  able,   with  the  data  available, 
to  make  definite  findings. 
Do. 

On  June  15.  1925,  the  President  stated 
that  after  full  consideratl<m  of  the 
facts  shown  in  reports  of  the  members 
of  the  TaJiir  Commission  be  did  not 
find  that  difTerencts  in  costs  of  pro- 
duction were  sufficiently  established 
under  present  conditions  to  warrant 
any  change  from  the  present  duty. 

On  Oct.  3.  19::5,  the  rresidt-nt  stated 
that  under  the  circumstances  applying 
to  the  industry  he  did  not  fe<l  war- 
ranted at  that  time  in  increasing  the 
duty. 

Report  under  consideration  by  the  Preai- 
dent. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Investigation   di.^continued. 
Report  under  cousidenition  by  the  Preai- 
aent. 

Do. 


Cotton  warp-knit  fabric 

Gloves    of    cotton    warp-knit 
fabric. 

Cotton  hosiery 

riallbut 

Logs  of  fir,  spruce,  cedar,  or 

western  hemU>ok. 
Maple  sugar  and  maple  sirup — 

Granite 

OrientaJ  rugs 

Corn 

Canned  tomatoes  and  tomato 

paste. 
Whiting \ 

Pn-cipltattKl  chalk / 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  tlie  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Do. 


Keyea 

Kin* 

La  Follette 

McKellur 

McMaster 

Mr.N'ary 

Met  calf 

Moses 

NorriB 

O^ie 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phlpps 

Pine 

Pittman 

Ransdell 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

RobinaoD,  Ind. 

Sackett 

Bcball 

Bheppard 


Allen  Fraxier 

AHhurst  Oorge 

Barkley  Glllett 

Kingham  Glaaa 

Black  Glenn 

Blaine  GoflT 

Blease  Goldoborougb 

Borah  GonId 

Bratton  Greene 

Brock  Hale 

Brookhart  Harris 

Broussard  Harrison 

Capper  Hastings 

Caraway  Hatfield 

Connally  Hawes 

Couiena  Hayden 

Cutting  Hebert 

Dale  Heflln 

Deneen  Howell 

Dill  Johnson 

Eldge  Jones 

Fesa  Kean 

Fletcher  Kendrick 

Mr.  SCHALL.     I  desire  to  announce  that  my  coUeagne  [Mr, 

Shipste.\d]  is  detained  from  the  Senate  by  illness.  I  ask  that 
this  announcement  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Mis8issiH>i   [Mr.  SnPHZNS]  la  necesBarilj  detained 


Shortrldge 

Bimmons 

Bmlth 

8moot 

Rtelwer 

Swanson 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammel! 

Tydlngs 

Vand«iberf 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mam. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Wataon 

Wheeler 


from  the  Senate  by  illness.  I  will  let  this  annonncwnetit  stand 
for  the  day. 

Mr.  FESS.  My  colleague  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Bi'BTON]  is  detained  on  account  of  illness.  I  will  allow  this 
statement  to  stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Elphty-nlne  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.     A  quorum  is  pres«»nt. 

Mr.  SnKPP.\KD.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  a  rt>s<>lu. 
tion  relating  to  the  tarilT  adopted  by  the  Texas  Farm  liureau 
Federation,  which  I  ask  that  the  clerk  may  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objecUon,  the  clerk  wUl 
read,  as  rp<iuested. 

The  legislative  clerk  rend  the  resolution,  as  follows : 

BBSOtXTION    ON    TAUITF  BY    TEXAS    FABM    BrEEAD    rBI>BRATtON 

Whereas  the  special  seasion  of  Congress  was  called  for  the  purpose  of 
adjusting  tariflT  m  such  manner  as  to  remove  its  penalties  toward  agri- 
culture as  compared  with  induntry ;  and 

Whereas  press  reports  from  Washington  Indicate  that  this  purpuiw  la 
balng  ignored  by  the  Senate  in  its  tariff  deliberations :  Therefore  be  it 

Reaoli'cd,  That  the  Texas  Farm  Bureau  Federation  urge  In  behalf  of 
farmers  of  this  State  and  the  Nation  no  changea  whatever  be  made  tu 
pn-sent  tariff  schedules  unless  such  changes  reflect  In  a  puaitive  manner 
the  purpose  for  which  the  aeaaiun  was  called,  and  that  this  resolution 
be  presented  to  appropriate  committees  and  officers  of  the  8euat« 
through  Chester  IL  Gray,  Washington  Farm  Bureau  repreaentative. 

Texas  Fakm  Bikkau  Fxuuutiom, 
H.  G.  LlCA«,  preaident. 
L.  R.  Caupbbli^  fitroretory. 

DALI.AS,  Tax.,  September  $,  £«9. 

The  \nCE  PRESIDENT.  The  derk  will  report  the  pending 
amendment  on  i>age  427. 

The  LEOiSLATfVE  CuoiK.  In  section  53ft.  page  427,  line  20, 
the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  of  the  subhead  the  words 
**  Merchandl.se  bearing  American  trade-mark  "  nnd  to  insert  In 
lieu  thereof  the  words  "  Importation  of  merchandise  betirlng 
American  trade-mark  or  patent  notice  prohibited." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  aiuenjlment  on  page 
427  Just  stated  by  the  clerk  ought  to  go  over  until  we  ail  t>n 
that  part  of  the  amendmeut  on  page  428,  lines  14  and  15,  which 
is  the  amendmetit  we  were  discus-slng  at  the  time  the  Senate 
coucluded  its  consideration  of  the  bill  yesterday.  Whal«'ver 
action  is  taken  on  the  amendment  on  page  428  will  deteruHne 
whether  or  not  the  amendment  on  page  427  should  be  agrveil  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  n'port  the  amend- 
ment to  which  the  chairman  of  the  committee  calls  attention. 

The  LcxiiBLATi^iE  Clerk.  In  section  526,  page  428,  lines  14 
and  15,  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  the  words  **  unless 
written  cou.seut  of  the  owner  of  such  trade-mark  Is  proiluced  at 
the  time  of  making  entry." 

Mr.  BLAINE  obtained  the  fl»x»r. 

Mr.  GEORGE      Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  May  I  have  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  SmootI?  It  occurs  to  me  that  the  two  amendments 
Just  stated  should  be  seinrated  when  the  rote  is  taken  b(vau.so 
one  relates  to  trade-marks  and  the  other  to  patents. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  going  to  ask  that  that  be  done  when  the 
proi)er  time  shall  arrive  and  before  the  vote  shall  be  takeu. 
The  Senator  is  correct  in  the  statement  which  he  hits  Just  made. 

Mr.  BLAINE  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  address  an  inquiry 
to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance.  I  observe  in  the 
Washington  Post  of  Sunday  an  editorial  entitled  "  Enemies  of 
Prosperity,"  in  wliich  I  find  the  following  statement : 

Senator  Gorr  discloaes  the  fact  that  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance 
has  knowledge  of  more  than  200  manufactnring  eetabiiahmfnts  in  Ger- 
many, France,  Italy,  Mexico,  Argentina,  Japan,  and  other  countries 
which  are  financed  and  owned  by  Americans  who  made  their  money  in 
tbla  country  onder  the  protective  tariff. 

I  desire  to  inquire  If  Information  as  to  the  names  of  those 
companies,  the  cotmtries  in  which  they  are  engaged  in  manu- 
facturing, and  the  products  they  are  manufacturing  is  available 
for  the  u.se  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  without  searching 
through  the  entire  testimony  taken  by  the  Fluam-e  Comniitte**? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  as  chairman  of  the  Finance 
Committee  I  have  not  seen  such  a  list,  and,  therefore,  I  do  not 
think  It  is  in  the  possession  of  the  committee.  If  any  such  In- 
formation has  come  to  the  committee,  it,  of  ctmrse,  will  be  in 
the  flies.  I  wish  to  say,  however,  frankly  to  the  Senator  fmiu 
Wisconsin  that  I  have  not  seen  It.  In  the  meantime  I  will  a«k 
the  clerk  of  the  committee  If  such  a  list  is  in  the  poaseasian  «f 
the  committee. 
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Mr.  BLAINE.  I  a.«wanie.  Mr.  President,  that  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  was  stating  what  he  understood  to  be  the 
fact.  I  niKice  that  be  bas  jost  now  ai^[)eared  in  the  Chamber 
and  I  «(hall  address*  the  inquiry  to  him. 

Mr.  GUFF.  I  sliaii  be  glad  to  hear  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Wiacoiisin. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  It  is  necessary  for  me  again  to  make  a  pre- 
liminary statement  beeatise  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
was  not  in  the  Chamber  when  I  addressed  my  inquiry  to  the 
<-hairii)an  of  the  Finance  Committee.  I  observed  in  the  Wash- 
inctoi)  Post  of  Sunday  last  an  editorial,  from  which  I  quote  as 
foUo^-s : 

S<nator  Gorr  dlacloaes  the  fact  that  tb«  Senate  Committee  on  Finance 
has  knawledice  of  more  than  200  manufacttiring  estabUshments  in  Ger- 
many. France.  Italy,  Mexleo,  Argentina,  Japan,  and  other  countries 
which  are  flnanred  and  owned  by  Americana  who  made  their  money  in 
ibU  coantry  under  the  protectlTe  tariff. 

I  bare  no  doubt  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  was  stating 
what  appear  to  be  facts,  and  I  am  inquiring  of  him  where  he 
ohtaiiie«l  the  Information,  if  be  cares  to  divulge  the  source, 
that  the  Finance  C<^>mmlttee  bas  a  list  of  these  200  manufactur- 
ing establLshments  which  are  engaged  in  manufacturing  abroad? 

Mr.  GOFF.  As  I  understand,  Mr.  President,  the  question  of 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  Is,  Do  I  have  Icnowledge  of  the 
fact  that  the  Finance  Committee  possesses  such  information? 
Is  that  the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    That  is  my  question. 

Mr.  OOFF.  I  have  no  personal  Icnowledge  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  possesses  such  information  from  testimony 
which  was  introduced  before  the  con-.mlttee,  but  it  was  reported 
to  me  generally  that  such  facts  were  l)rought  to  the  attention 
of  the  committee;  and  the  testimony  of  different  witnesses  l>e- 
fore  the  committee  which  was  brought  to  my  attention  di^ 
clothed  the  fact  that  the  Committee  on  Finance  knew  that  such 
practices  were  being  pursued  by  many  uf  the  manufacturers  of 
the  country. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Whether  or  not  there  are  200,  more  or  leas,  of 
such  manufacturers,  tiie  Senator  from  West  Virginia  has  no 
knowledge? 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  have  seen  the  list,  and  I  will  say  there  are  more 
than  200  names  embraced  in  the  list  which  I  read,  and  which 
I  now  have  In  my  office.  I  have  not  brought  it  over  here  with 
n>e.  If  I  had  known  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  intended  to 
raise  this  question,  and  if  he  had  communicated  with  me  t>efore 
the  meeting  of  the  Senate  that  such  was  his  pnrpt»se,  I  would 
have  very  gladly  brought  over  the  list  and  submitted  it  to  him. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  only  seeking  information, 
btvuuse  it  is  material  to  the  very  question  which  is  now  l)efore 
rlie  Senate.  I  merely  wish  to  aay  that  I  know  the  meml>ers  of 
the  committee  would  appreciate  the  service  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  would  render  in  advising  the  Senate  of  the  names 
of  thoee  manufacturing  eAtabiishments,  the  countries  in  which 
they  are  located,  and  the  kiud  of  manufacturing  in  whi<^  they 
are  engaged.    I  trust  that  he  will  furnish  the  list, 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  shall  bring  the  list  over  and  submit  It  to  the 
Senate,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  will  be  glad  to  intro- 
duce it  Into  the  Rexxwd. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  ilassachusetts.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts?      • 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  May  I  inquire  of  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  who  prepared  this  list? 

Mr.  GOFF.  The  list  was  submitted  to  me  through  repre- 
sentatives of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor;  I  checked  up 
on  the  list ;  I  went  through  it  with  great  care ;  I  scrutinized  it 
into  the  remotest  details ;  and  became  satisfied  that  It  bore  the 
earmarks  of  authenticity.  It  was  also  corroborated  by  the  gen- 
eral statement  of  other  witnef^see  before  the  FMnance  Committee. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  surprised  to  learn  that 
there  is  such  a  list  and  that  it  could  be  prepared  from  testi- 
mouy  presented  to  the  committee.  I  can  conceive  of  such  a  list 
N'lng  prepared  after  investigation  from  other  sources  than  the 
tesjtlmony ;  but,  as  I  recall  the  testimony  with  reference  to 
American  capital  being  invested  in  fi^^ign  enterprises,  it  was 
very  casual.  Some  witness  appeared  seeking  tariff  relief  and 
in  the  course  of  his  testimony  referred  to  the  fact  that  he  was 
meeting  competition  from  American  capital  Invested  abroad 
which  was  iM'oducing  a  commodity  similar  to  that  he  was  pro- 
ducing here. 

This  class  of  testimony  was  of  a  most  general  nature,  and  no 
Inquiry  was  made  as  to  the  name  of  the  ctrnpany  abroad  and 
who  tlie  Americans  were  who  had  invested  money  or  the  mag- 
nitude oif  the  enterprise  which  was  being  carried  oq  abroad.    I 
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htnk  the  other  members  of  the  committee  wfll  bear  me  out  in 
Jie  statement  that  the  testimony  was  entirely  of  a  superttoial 
:haracter,  and  not  in  any  way  d^nite  or  particular  or  helpful ; 
mt  it  did  run  through  the  testimony  that  there  were  growing 
jp  abroad  some  industries  financed  by  American  capital  which 
vere  competing  with  American  industries,  though  the  testi- 
nony  as  to  the  numl)er  and  character  and  amount  of  capital 
nvested  in  such  industries  abroad,  it  seemed  to  me,  was  very 
ndeflnite. 

Mr.  HARRISON  and  Mr.  GOFF  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
rield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom  ? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  West  Vlr- 
finla  if  in  this  Interesting  statement  which  he  prepared,  and 
lad  published  for  the  benefit  of  his  constituents  in  West  Vir- 
jlnia  and  the  country  at  large,  be  made  any  statement  that 
lapltal  of  this  country  that  was  going  abroad  was  influenced 
n  doing  so  because  of  the  Inordinately  high  tariff  duties  ini- 
)osed  by  this  Government  against  importations  from  abroad, 
vhlch  caused  a  feeling  that  it  was  necessary  to  go  there  in 
larder  to  find  a  market  in  thoee  countries? 

Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  President,  I  did  not  make  any  such  state- 
ment; to  the  contrary,  I  have  been  approached  since  this  inter- 
view  appeared   in    the  newspapers   by    several   manufacturers 
vho  are  now  engaged  In  producing  goods  abroad,  who  have 
I  'omraended  the  interview  and  who  stated  to  me  on  yesterday 
hat  they  had  been  forced  to  go  abroad  because  of  the  cheap- 
ness of  raw  material  and  of  labor,  and  because  they  were  not 
^ven  a  protective  tariff  in  this  country   suflScient  to  protect 
hem  in  their  manufacturing  enterprises  here. 

Mr.    HARRISON.     Mr.    President,    would    the    Senator    be 
livulging  any  secret  if  he  would  tell  us  the  names  of  those 
I  ?i>ncem.s  ? 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  would  rather  not  mention  their  name*».  unless 

■  should  have  their  consent,  because  they  came  and  spt»ke  to  me 

n  a  confidential  way  about  the  matter.     I  can.  of  course,  if  it 

I'ver  becomes  necessary,  obtain  their  consent  and  submit  their 

lanies  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Would  the  Senator  mind  telling  us  whether 
hey  are  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  gluss  in  West  Virdnia? 

Mr.  GOFF.     They  are  interested  in  glass  and  they  are  inter- 
i>sted  in  the  by-products  of  glass,  and  they  are  interested  in 
:  nanufacturing  Industries  essentially  and  completely  dis.s(H'iated 
roni  glass. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  they  are  interested  In  gla.«^,  surely  tlie 
ncreased  rates  on  glass  in  various  paragraphs  of  the  tariff  hill 
mght  to  he  very  pleasing  to  them,  becau.se  they  will  be  able  to 
rouge  the  p<H)ple  here  and  gouge  them  abroad,  too. 

Mr.  GOFF.  They  are  pleasing.  I  would  say  to  the  Senator 
'rom  Mississippi,  but  not  suflSciently  soothing  to  have  the 
>leasure  continue. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Then  they  want  further  increases  than 
hose  providetl  in  the  pending  bill? 

Mr.  GOFF.     Many  of  them  do,  and  we  shall  try  to  obtain 
hem  for  them  before  this  bill  .shall  be  concluded  upon  the  floor 
uf  the  Senate. 

Mr.   HARRISON.    They  are  very  modest,   and  the  Senator 
rom  West  Virginia  is  likewise  very  modest. 
J   Mr.   BARKLEY.     Mr.   President.   I   should   like  to  miike  an 
nquiry  of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has 
he  floor.     Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Just  a  moment,  and  then  I  will  yield  to  the 

Senator  from  Kentucky.     I  was  going  to  say  that  the  Senator 

:  tom  West  Virginia  has  very  generously  offered  to  present  to 

he  Senate  information  which  he  has,  and.  in  view  of  that  fact, 

do  not  care  to  pursue  the  inquiry  further,  and  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator 
torn  West  Virginia  a  question. 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.     The    Senator   from    Kentucky    is 
1  'ecf>gnized. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  whether 
he  glass  manufacturers  to  whom  he  refers  offer  any  a.ssurance 
hat  if  the  increased  rates  provide<l  shall  be  finally  adopttxl  and 
be  increased  rates  which  they  are  seeking  shall  be  granted 
hey  will  move  their  factories  back  into  the  United  States  and 
not  continue  the  manufacture  of  their  product**  abroad? 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  will  say,  Mr.  President,  in  answer  to  the 
^nator  frtmi  Kentucky  that  I  have  not  stated  that  any  of 
he  gentlemen  who  talked  to  me  yesterday  were  glass  maim- 
acturers  alone. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  thought  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia, 
n  reply  to  the  Senator  frem  Mississii^i,  said  that  they  were 
Interested  in  the  manufacture  of  glass. 
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Mr.  GOFF.  I  said  some  of  those  who  had  spoken  to  me 
were  interested  in  the  manufacture  of  glass;  but  I  have  only 
an  opinion  to  interpose  in  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
that  naturally  Americans,  forced  to  go  abroad  because  they  do 
not  receive  sufficient  protection  h«-e,  would  return  to  this  coun- 
try and  operate  their  manufacturing  plants  In  the  United 
States  if  the  protection  afforded  justifieil  them  in  so  doing. 
That  is  merely  my  opinion,  based  upon  the  general  econMnics 
involved  in  the  situation. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  a  general  opinion  based  upon  the 
Seiiator's  viewpoint  with  respect  to  the  height  of  the  wall  which 
he  would  erect  around  this  country;  but  does  the  Senator  form 
that  ofMnion  from  any  specific  assurance  given  him  by  those 
who  are  interested,  regardless  of  whether  they  make  glass  or 
other  products? 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  that  I  am  not  advocating  the  erection  of  a  tariff  wall 
around  this  country,  and  did  not  have  any  such  economic  policy 
in  view  in  makins  the  an^^•e^  I  did.  I  believe  In  a  protective 
tariil  tliat  equalizes  the  difference  between  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion in  this  country  and  countries  with  which  the  capital  and 
labor  of  the  United  States  come  into  direct  competition.  When 
the  gentlemen  came  to  me  to  speak  in  general  terms  of  tlie 
Interview  which  I  gave  out  to  the  newspapers,  I  did  not  assume 
to  cross-examine  them  as  to  what  their  purposes  or  their  inten- 
tions would  be  in  the  event  the  pending  tariff  bill  met  their 
expi^ctations. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  The  Senator  stated,  though,  that  those  who 
had  come  to  his  office  recently  commended  bis  article  in  the 
Sunday  newspaper  and  that  they  consisted  of  mauufactirrers 
who  had  moved  their  plants  abroad,  as  he  .says,  because  the 
protection  given  them  In  the  law  at  present  was  not  sufficient 
to  enable  them  to  operate  their  plants  at  home.  I  was  wonder- 
ing whether  those  gentlemen  were  sufficiently  Interested  in  mov- 
ing their  plants  back  to  the  United  States  and  employing  Ameri- 
can labor  that  we  could  feel  some  assurance  that  they  would 
do  that  if  they  received  the  increased  rates  which  this  bill 
carries  and,  where  the  bill  does  not  carry  the  increases  they 
wish,  additional  increases  if  the  Senate  should  amend  it  so  as  to 
meet  their  wishes. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  these  gentlemen 
are  just  as  human  as  the  Senator  is  and  as  I  am,  and  I  suppose 
they  would  be  just  as  amenable  to  the  humanities  as  anyone. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  they  will  continue  to  locate  their 
factories  where  they  find  it  is  to  their  financial  interest  to  do  so? 

Mr.  GOFF.    Oh,  I  think  that  is  human  nature. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dt>es  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  fnMu  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  BARKLtiY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  frrmi 
West  Virginia  if  the  list  to  which  he  refers  is  similar  to  the 
one  which  I  hold  in  my  hand? 

Mr.  GOFF.  If  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  will  send  It 
over  so  that  I  can  see  It,  I  will  answer  his  question  either 
affirmatJvel.v  or  negatively. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    It  Is  entitled : 

American  factories  leaving  America  for  low  wagee.  Protected  In 
United  States  by  patents  and  trade-marto,  they  pay  low  wages  In  other 
countries!,  but  sell  at  American  value  at  home,  exploiting  public,  deny- 
ing emplcvment.  (By  Matthew  Woll,  rice  president  of  the  American 
Ffderati'in  of  Labor  and  president  of  America's  Wage  Earners'  Pro- 
tective Conference.) 

Is  that  the  list? 

Mr.  GOFF.     If  I  can  see  it,  I  will  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  desire  to  state,  if  that  is 
the  list,  that  a  very  large  number  of  those  named  in  that  list 
are  merely  American  selling  agencies  abroad.  For  instance,  all 
the  packers  listed  in  various  countries  have  selling  agencies  In 
tho.*<e  countries.  I  notice  that  such  concerns  as  Marshall  Field 
&  Co.,  the  various  automobile  companies,  the  Standard  Oil  Co., 
and  other  companies  that  are  not  manufacturing  or  operating 
In  these  countries  except  through  sales  agencies,  run  all  through 
that  ILst. 

Mr.  GOFF  (after  examining  paper).     That  Is  the  list. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Masse chuj^et Is.     I  thought  it  was. 

I  will  say  to  the  Sen:itor  that  it  Is  not  quite  fair  to  assume 
that  this  list  represents  American  capital  tliat  has  gone  abroad 
and  built  up  industries  there  for  the  reason  that  there  is  not 
ample  protection  here.  Many  of  these  concern.s  are  similar  to 
the  National  Cash  Register  Co.,  which  manufacturers  cash 
registers  in  this  country,  and  bas  a  plant  in  England  for  as- 
sembling its  parts  and  for  taking  care  of  its  trade  in  England 
and  avoiding  the  tariff  duty  in  England  when  it  ships  its 
American  factory  products  from  here.    The  same  company,  the 


National  Cash  BegL^er  Co.,  has  an  assembling  plant  In  Ger- 
many, where  It  sends  its  p»irts,  and  they  are  assembled  there. 
nie  pcupose  of  these  plants  Is  to  avoid  paying  tariff  duties  in 
England  and  Germany,  rather  than  to  manufacture  there  for 
importation  to  this  country.  Many  Am*>ricau  manufacturing 
industries  have  branch  factories  In  Canada  and  various  |iarts 
of  Europe,  but  it  is  done  not  to  Import  into  this  country  agidnst 
their  own  plants  here  but  to  avoid  tariff  duties  in  tbos(>  c<->un- 
tries  by  producing  tliere. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  will  say,  In  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts, that  It  is  possibly  unfortunate  that  the  interview  has 
not  been  introduced  into  the  Rbcobd  or  brought  to  the  attentii>n 
of  the  Senate.  My  liest  recollection  is  that  In  one  pi>rtion  of 
the  inte^^•iew  I  said  that  the  American  manufacturers  .so  hwest- 
ing  abroad  did  so  presumal)ly  to  supply  the  foreign  market,  but 
as  a  matter  of  fact  the  actuating  motive  was  to  go  where  they 
could  obtain  a  cheaper  raw  material  and  cheajier  labor  to  manu> 
facture  the  different  articles  in  the  production  of  which  they 
were  engaged. 

I  did  not  state  in  any  detail  what  they  were  engage<I  In 
manufacturing.  I  know  that  a  great  many  of  the  manufactur- 
ers and  business  interests  of  the  country  that  have  so  engapsl 
in  European  tra<le  did  so  merely  to  make  certain  parts  whii  h 
could  be  assembled  there  and  imported  into  the  United  States 
and  then  made  part  of  the  general  product  which  they  were 
manufacturing  here  and  using  to  compete  solely  with  the  domes- 
tic manufacturer  in  the  United  States;  so,  therefore,  the  as- 
sembled i»arts  Would,  of  course,  cheapen  the  actual  cost  of  the 
finished  product  here,  and  allow  the  American  manufacturer  so 
engaged  to  compete  advantageously  with  the  manufacturer  who 
did  not  have  that  advantage. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Can  the  Senator  name  any 
such  company? 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  can  not  name  any  such  company,  except  that 
the  Senator  from  Massaciiusetts  said  that  certain  companies 
were  a.sscmbling  tlie  parts  and  making  parts,  and  I  understand 
generally  that  that  is  the  fact 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  National  Ca.sh  Register 
Co.  have  a  tariff  protective  duty  of  25  per  cent,  and  have  a 
monopoly  of  the  domestic  nmrket ;  and  the  cash  n'gLsters  whlrh 
tliey  make  In  England  and  assemble  there,  and  also  In  Germany, 
practically  similar  though  not  exactly  to  the  American  standard 
cash  rt^ister,  are  sold  at  a  much  lower  price  there  than  hi  this 
coimtry.  They  enjoy  a  protective  duty  of  25  per  cent,  amount- 
ing to  about  $100  (Ml  the  most  common  type  of  cash  register 
sold  here. 

I  do  not  mean  to  take  the  position  that  there  is  not  American 
capital  invested  abroad  and  producing  commodities  that  are  be- 
ing imported  into  this  country  in  competition  with  domestically 
produced  commodities.  I  do  liot  mean  to  take  the  position  tliat 
iiiat  does  not  exist ;  but  I  am  sure  that  this  ILst  does  not  give 
us  much  helpful  information.  This  list  contains  more  selling 
agents  than  it  does  manufacturers;  and  I  think  the  extent  to 
which  American  capital  has  been  invested  abroad  in  establisldug 
industries  to  compete  with  domestic  Industries  is  greatly  exag- 
gerat»l.  That  is  my  Judgment  Furthermore,  I  believe  the 
loaning  of  money  by  American  bankers  to  foreigner  industries 
is  a  greater  and  more  extensive  Injury  to  American  industries 
thaii  the  establishment  of  American-owned  industries  abroad 
which,  of  course,  is  regrettable  if  their  intent  is  to  compete  here 
with  domestic  indu.stries. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Will  the  Senator  state  Just  how  many  such 
American  companies  have  invested  abroad  to  compete  with  home 
industries? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts,  I  do  not  know.  I  do  know — 
my  attrition  has  been  called  to  this  recently  because  of  my  In- 
vestigati(m  into  one  of  the  paragraphs  in  the  sundries  schedule — 
that  there  are  two  American  concerns  who  have  e«»tabli.shed  fac- 
tories in  Spain  and  Portugal  for  the  punxj*  of  man nfactu ring 
cork  insulation  there  because  of  the  availability  of  the  raw  mute- 
rial,  and  that  these  same  Amolcan  concerns  have  establishments 
in  this  country,  one  at  Pittsburgh.  Pa. — I  think  it  is  the  Arm- 
strong Cork  Co. — und  another  smuller  Am«^Tlcan  company  owns 
factories  In  Spain,  where  they  are  producing  the  material  from 
which  cork  products  are  made.  Hie  reason  given  for  establish- 
ing these  factories  abroad  is  because  it  takes  2  tons  of  the  raw-' 
cork  product  to  manufacture  1  ton  of  the  finished  product,  und 
by  manufacturing  abroad  the  transijonatiou  charges  are  greatly 
reduced  by  shipping  the  finished  cork  insulation  rather  than  the 
cork  bartc  or  waste. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  irtassachu- 
aetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Do  I  understand  that  it  is  the  Senator's  infor- 
mation, wdng  the  Armstrong  Cork  Ca  as  An  illustration,  that 
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their  product  mannfactnred  Id  Spain  is  ImptH^ed  Into  this 
otMintry? 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  MassachusettN.  Yes,  sir;  and  in  competition 
with  its  American  factory's  output. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Cork  U  the  finished  prudact  when  it  is  com- 
^jrfeffd,  is  It  not? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachanetts.  The  raw  product  is  cork  bark, 
prodm-ed  in  Spain  and  on  the  free  list.  The  flnislied  prodact  is 
chieflj  cork  insulation. 

Mr.  EDGE.  80  it  would  be  the  flnighed  article  in  that  case, 
would  it  not?  Is  it  not  also  true  that  the  Ford  Tractor  Co. 
recently  established  a  mannfacfurintr  plant  in  Ireland  and  are 
imiM)rtiiig  to  this  country  tnictors  made  in  the  Irisli  factory? 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  MaHsachu>«etts.  I  know  that  they  have  nn 
exieii.-dTe  tractor  factory  there.  As  to  the  extent  to  which  the 
tractors  made  there  are  imp<^>rted  into  this  country,  I  do  not 
know.  I  assume  they  are  imported,  but,  I  understand,  in  very 
linilteil  numbers.  I  beiieve  a  Senator  the  other  day  stated  that 
less  than  70  had  been  imported. 

Mr.  EDGE.  As  I  understand,  the  amendment  now  under 
couslderation.  gtriking  out  the  last  two  linos  in  paragraph  (a), 
lines  14  and  15 — 

Uiiifsit  written  consent  of  the  owner  of  snch  tni de-mark  la  produced  at 
the  tifn*-  of  making  entry — 

is  aimed  at  that  practice.  In  other  words,  if  any  of  those 
200.  mure  or  less,  manufacturers  are  going  beyond  the  very 
prop»'r  enterprise  of  entering  into  the  foreign  market,  and  are 
raauufacturing  articles  abroad  and  imiwrting  them  to  this 
count r>-  free  of  duty,  as  tractors  are.  or  paying  the  duty  when 
they  are  dutinble.  this  particular  amendment  is  aimed  to  stop 
that  practice,  because  it  must  be,  as  I  view  it,  admitted  and 
is  generally  admitted  that  labor  and  overhead  conditions  are 
cheajier  abroad.  Of  course,  even  with  the  duty,  If  it  does  not 
represent  the  spread  between  the  cost  of  manufacture  at  home 
and  abroad,  they  are  at  an  advantage  in  comparison  to  the 
nuinufacturvrs  producing  a  comparable  article  in  this  country. 
Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I>oes  the  Senator  from  Masaachu- 
bftUi  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  directly. 

I  am  in  sympathy  with  the  Senator's  suggestion.  I  think 
there  is  a  very  serious  new  problem  developing  in  this  coun- 
try— the  extent  to  which,  in  the  future,  American  genius  and 
American  inventive  ability  are  to  be  taken  advantage  of  in 
Europe.  I  have  been  impressed  with  the  fact  that  the  increase 
in  invention  and  the  advantage  of  Amrnican  genius  in  manu- 
facturing its  products  in  this  country  presents  to  us  a  problem 
with  which  we  have  not  heretofore  dealt.  I  hope,  during  the 
discussion  of  this  tariff  bill,  to  present  some  amoidments  pro- 
viding for  a  reasonable  degree  of  protection  where  that  condi- 
tion exists,  because  in  such  a  situation,  where  they  have  the 
same  machinea  and  the  same  inventions  that  we  have  h»e,  we 
are  confronted  with  the  straight  is.sue  of  difference  in  cost  of 
labor  and  nothing  else. 

Heretofore  American  producers  had  the  advantage  of  the 
latest  patented  machines,  mass  production,  and  efl9cient  manage- 
ment. Now.  when  Europe  takes  that  advantage  away  from  us 
we  are  going  to  have,  perhaps,  a  different  problem  in  dealing 
with  the  various  phases  of  the  tariff  qtiestion.  The  difference 
in  the  wage  .«4cale  here  and  abroad  will  become  more  important 
than  the  difference  in  cost  producticm. 

'  80  I  do  not  want  to  be  understood  as  differing  materially 
from  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  about  the  dealrabllity  of 
making  provision  in  a  tariff  bill  to  provide  for  protection  in 
tboi>e  cases  where  American  potents  and  American  machines 
are  )>eing  used  abroad  in  competition  with  domestic  machines, 
and  where  we  are  confronted  with  the  straight  issue  of  cheap 
labor  competing  with  high-paid  labor  here. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Maasa- 
chu.^^etts  further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  do. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  desire  to  make  a  very  marked  distinction  with 
regard  to  what  I  consider  the  absolutely  commendable  enters 
pri.se  of  the  American  producer  in  going  abroad,  establishing 
factories,  entering  into  the  foreign  market,  and  producing  under 
an  American  patent  or  trade-mark,  or  whatever  It  may  be.  In 
my  Judgment,  that  is  Just  the  type  of  enterprise  that  our  dtlaens 
should  always  be  commended  for.  But  if  the  factories  are  estab- 
lished for  the  purpose  of  producing  articles  to  export  to  this 
country  under  the  conditions  already  described  of  cheaper 
wagvs,  oTerfaesd.  aiid  so  forth,  and  if  this  amendment — which 


Septembee  24 


prohibits  such  importation — can  be  made  effective  without  other 
complications,  it  seems  to  me  it  is  a  very  wise  amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ala.ssachusetts.  Does  the  Senator  think  that 
the  difficulty  to  which  I  have  referred  and  to  which  he  has 
referred  Is  at  present  extensive,  namely,  that  there  is  a  great 
amount  of  American  capital  invested  abroad  importing  its  com- 
modities into  this  coimtry  in  competition  with  domestic  pro- 
duction ? 

Mr.  EDGE.  As  far  as  I  am  informed,  I  do  not  think  it  Is 
extensive. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts     I  do  not,  either. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  only  illustrations  I  really  know  of  are  the 
few  that  have  been  mentioned  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  this 
debate.  There  may  be  others.  I  do  not  doubt  there  are  others. 
I  am  not  personally  familiar  with  them. 

Mr.  COUZENS  and  Mr.  SIMMONS  addres.sed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield;  and  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina,  who  has  been  trying  for  some  time  to  get  the 
floor, 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  much  pleased  that 
this  matter  has  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  in 
the  way  in  which  it  has  been  discussed  this  morning.  It  is  n 
very  interesting  situation  if  it  exists,  and  a  situation  of  which 
I  think  we  have  to  take  notice.  I  am  inclined  to  iK^lieve,  how- 
ever, that  the  first  information  we  must  have  in  order  tO  deter- 
mine the  motive  of  American  capital  in  the  establishment  of 
these  plants  abroad  is  whether  the  plants  are  ef^tablb^hed  for 
the  purpose  of  manufacturing  for  the  American  market  goods 
that  are  on  the  free  list  or  goods  on  the  dutiable  ILst.  Of 
course,  we  have  decided  as  a  matter  of  iwllcy  in  this  country 
that  it  is  wise  that  we  should  open  the  doors  wide  to  the  im- 
portation of  those  products  we  have  put  on  the  free  li.'^t,  and  It 
would  be  a  matter  of  indifference  whether  those  products  were 
made  abroad  by  American  capital  or  foreign  capital. 

I  am  inclined  to  think,  however,  that  these  factories  are  not 
being  establl.sbed  abroad  for  the  purpose  of  producing  articles 
that  are  on  the  free  list.  I  may  be  mistaken  ul>out  that,  but  my 
impression  is  that  investigation  would  show  that  the  most  of 
those  factories  that  are  being  establLsbed  abroad  are  being  es- 
tablished for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing  products  that  are 
on  the  dutiaMe  list,  and  probably  on  the  dutiable  list  at  a  high 
rate  of  dut^'.  In  a  case  of  that  kind  I  can  see  the  motive  and 
the  reason  for  the  American  producer  going  abroad,  if  the  duty 
is  sufficiently  high  to  give  him  control  of  the  American  market, 
or  is  sufficiently  high  to  enable  him  to  suppress  competition 
between  American  producers  by  trust  or  secret  agreements,  thus 
enabling  liim  to  control  the  American  market  and  to  obtain  the 
high  prices  that  prevail  in  this  market.  In  such  a  case  it  would 
be  to  the  interest  of  the  producer  in  this  country  to  limit  pro- 
duction here  as  nearly  as  poKsible  to  the  American  demand, 
thus  further  enabling  him  to  maintain  the  high  standard  of 
profits  and  the  high  prices  demanded  for  his  product. 

Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  In  just  one  moment  In  that  situation  I 
can  see  that  a  manufacturer  might  <x)nceive  that  it  was  best 
for  him  not  to  make  goods  in  this  country  with  which  to  supply 
the  foreign  demand  for  his  product,  that  it  was  best  for  him  to 
supply  that  foreign  demand  by  establishing  a  plant  abroad, 
manufacturing  the  product  there,  getting  tlie  benefit  of  che«|»er 
:abor,  where  it  exists,  getting  the  benefit  of  cheaper  raw  mate- 
rial where  it  is  possible  to  do  so,  and  supplying  the  foreign 
demand  for  his  American  product  from  his  foreign  factory, 
rhat  would  put  him  upon  more  equal  terms  in  competing  in 
the  worid  market. 

If  he  produces  his  exportable  surplus  in  this  country  and 
sells  it  abroad,  he  must  sell  it  at  world  prices ;  he  must  sell  it, 
in  other  words,  at  prices  less  than  the  American  prices  or  not 
Bell  it  at  all.  In  order  to  put  himself  upon  an  entire  parity 
with  the  foreign  producer,  he  establLshes  a  plant  abroad  and 
rapidies  the  foreign  demand  for  his  domestic  pwoduct  from  that 
plant  with  manufacturing  coats  less  than  in  America. 

I  think  that  is  clear,  and  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  that  is 
the  chief  reason  why  these  factories  are  being  established 
abroad,  first,  for  the  ptirpoae  of  maintaining  the  high  prices 
paid  here  in  Americ-a,  limiting  the  production  in  America  to 
the  demand  of  the  American  market;  and  to  manufacture  that 
?«rt  of  his  product  he  has  heretofore  been  selling  abroad,  and 
tor  which  he  has  customers  abrt>ad,  in  a  country  where  he  can 
ge^  the  benefit  of  low  costs,  and  be  upon  an  absolute  parity 
irith  the  foreign  produce. 

I  do  not  say  that  that  is  so,  but  I  say  that  this  list  suggests 
m  investigation  upon  those  lines,  to  ascertain  whether  thes** 
kctocies  which  are  being  established  abroad  are  being  estab- 
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Ilshed  for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing  products  that  are  upon 
tlte  free  list  in  this  country,  or  to  manufacture  products  that  are 
upon  the  dutiable  list  in  this  country,  an^  sufficiently  protected 
reasonably  to  exclude  foreign  protlucts.  If  we  had  that  infor- 
mation, then  we  would  be  able  to  determine  whether  that  policy 
now  being  pursued  Is  one  that  is  adverse  to  labor  in  this  cotintry, 
or  is  adverse  to  Industries  in  this  country,  or  whether  it  is 
being  pun^ued  with  reference  to  a  product  which  we  do  not 
produce,  probably,  and  which  can  be  produced  cheaper  abroad, 
and  which  for  that  reason  we  admit  free  into  the  markets  of 
this  country. 

I  do  not  know  what  will  develop,  but  I  think  it  is  very  well 
that  this  list  has  been  fumi.shed  us,  and  I  hope  an  investiga- 
tion will  be  made  by  the  committee,  if  necessary,  or,  if  not  by  the 
committee,  by  the  Department  of  Commerce,  with  a  view  to  de- 
termining exactly  the  question  whether  the  factories  are  being 
established  for  the  purpose  of  producing  articles  on  the  free  list, 
or  for  the  purpose  of  producing  articles  on  the  dutiable  list, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Prasideut,  the  Ford  tractor  Is  on  the  free 
list,  and  Henry  Ford  has  gone  to  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of 
manufacturing  tractors  to  send  into  the  United  States.  We 
know  that  in  that  one  case  the  item  is  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN1\  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  frMn  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  understood  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
to  say  that  in  the  general  run  of  the  cases  of  the  American 
manufacturer  investing  abroad  it  was  to  manufacture  goods  that 
were  on  the  dutiable  list. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  I  did  not  say  that  I  said  I  thought 
It  was  well  for  as  to  Inquire  to  ascertain  whether  that  was  so 
or  not  so. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Then  I  understood  the  Senator  further  to  say 
that  assuming  that  that  were  the  case,  the  motive  of  the  Amer- 
ican manufacturer  in  so  manufaclTirlng  abroad  was  to  limit  the 
manufacture  of  the  products  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No.  I  said  that  I  could  see  that  the  manu- 
facturer in  this  country  who  had  sufficient  protection,  and  was 
enabled  to  fix  his  prices  provided  he  could  confine  his  produc- 
tion in  this  country  within  the  limits  of  the  demand,  or  pro- 
vided he  could  fix  prices  In  this  country  for  his  domestic  prt>d- 
tict  by  trust  arrangements  or  agreement  might  want  to  estab- 
lish a  factory  abroad. 

Mr.  G(JFF.  I  also  understood  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina to  say  that  if  the  products  so  manufactured  abroad  were 
protected  in  the  United  States  by  a  tariff  sufficiently  high  to 
measure  the  difference  between  the  costs,  then,  of  course,  there 
would  be  no  incentive  on  the  part  of  the  manufacturer  in  Amer- 
ica to  invest  abroad. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  on  the  ccwtrary,  I  said  that  would  fur- 
nish an  incentive  to  him  to  invest  abroad.  It  being  to  his  interest 
to  maintain  the  high  prices  established  in  this  country  as  the 
result  of  the  suppression  of  competition  from  abroad  and  by 
means  of  trusts  or  other  secret  agreements.  It  would  be  to  his 
interest,  instead  of  making  In  this  country  the  goods  that  he 
has  heretofore  been  exporting  abroad,  to  go  abroad  and  estab- 
lish his  factory,  having  In  view  the  object  of  controlling  the 
American  market  and  getting  the  present  high  level  of  prices 
in  the  American  market ;  it  would  be  to  his  Interest  to  go 
abroad,  probably,  wliere  he  could  manufacture  that  part  of  his 
product  which  he  was  heretofore  shipping  abroad,  making  It  in 
a  foreign  country  at  a  lower  cost  and  putting  him  upon  an 
equality  in  the  foreign  market  with  his  foreign  competitor. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Now,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  this  ques- 
tion :  In  view  of  the  discussion  which  has  taken  place,  suppose 
an  American  manufacturer  protected  by  what  the  Senator  calls 
a  high-tariff  duty  goes  abroad  and  establishes  a  plant  abroad, 
with  the  unlimited  capit^il  that  Is  at  his  command,  and  with  the 
knowledge  and  the  managerial  efficiency  and  capacity  of  his 
American  plant,  and  produces  the  same  product  abroad,  with 
the  cheapened  cost  of  Euroi:)ean  labor,  is  he  not  then  in  a  posi- 
tion not  only  to  compete  advantageously  with  the  American 
manufacturer  who  stays  at  home,  but  to  come  Into  the  United 
States  and  undersell  the  American  manufacturer,  thereby  «i- 
titllng  the  American  manufacturer,  l)ecause  of  such  competition, 
to  a  hlpber  tariff  rate? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Undoubtedly,  Mr.  President  that  would  be 
to  his  advantage,  too,  but  I  do  not  think  that  is  his  purpose.  I 
think  the  purpose  of  the  highly  protected  manufacturer  In  going 
abroad  is  not  to  manufacture  goods  to  send  over  and  s^  in  this 
country,  but  to  manufacture  goods  to  be  sold  abroad.  That  is  a 
question,  of  course,  about  whlcli  we  may  differ,  but  that  would 
be  my  Idea  of  his  motive.  I  do  not  think  he  would  want  to 
undermine  the  prices  in  this  coxmtry,  in  whidi  probably  be 
would  still  be  deeply  interested.    I  think  his  main  object  would 
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be  to  put  himsrif  upon  a  parity  with  the  foreign  producer  and 
obtain  an  advantage  over  the  American  exporter,  and  that  of 
course,  is  unpatriotic,  from  my  standpoint.  That,  of  ctnirse, 
hurts  the  industries  in  this  country,  because  it  curtails  the  pro- 
duction here.  But  I  can  see  how  it  would  be  to  his  advantage, 
if  he  does  control  the  American  market,  if  he  is  in  a  p«isltion  to 
command  the  price  he  wishes  to  charge  for  his  product,  not  to 
want  that  market  disturbed. 

One  of  the  methods  of  aecompUshlng  that  would  be  to  ctirtail 
pr<^uction  in  the  United  States  and  limit  it  to  the  demtmd  in 
this  country.  But  the  manufacturer  is  interested  in  foreign 
trade;  he  has  been  enjoying  the  benefits  of  a  large  fnretkrn 
trade,  and  he  wants  to  continue  to  do  so.  He  finds  that  if  he 
produces  the  pro<luct  in  America,  with  the  high  prices  of  lal>«>r 
here,  and  the  high  cost  of  material  here,  where  there  an-  dif- 
ferences of  costs  of  maaterial,  that  he  is  at  a  disadvantaue  in 
competing  in  the  markets  of  the  world,  and  selling  his  surplus 
in  the  markets  of  the  world.  But  if  he  establishes  his  plant 
abroad  then  he  will  be  upon  equal  terms  abn>ad.  I  think  it  is 
unpatriotic  in  him  to  do  that  but  through  the  tariff,  if  he  can 
form  tru8t  agreements  and  fix  prices,  he  has  been  given  ai^ 
opportunity  to  charge  the  American  people  all  that  the  traffic 
will  tK>ar,  and  he  ought  to  be  very  well  satisfied  with  the  Amer- 
ican market 

I  think  he  would  do  everything  that  he  thought  neces.«*ary 
to  consolidate  his  position  of  absolute  ctmtrol  over  the  American 
market  at  the  high  prices  which  obtain  in  the  United  States. 
He  would  not  desire  to  disturb  that  situation.  His  thought 
would  be,  "  I  want  the  benefit  of  the  high  prices  in  the  American 
market,  but  I  want  to  be  able  to  [>roduce  enough  to  help  to  sup- 
ply the  world  demand.  I  want  to  be  able  to  produce  that 
amount  I  can  not  produce  it  in  America  and  sell  It  abroad 
on  equal  terms  with  foreign  producers,  but  by  establishing  a 
factory  abroad  I  can  put  myself  upon  an  equal  footiiig  with  the 
foreign  producer  who  is  my  competitor  in  the  foreign  market" 

Of  course  the  Senator  will  understand  that  I  am  simply 
speculating  about  the  matter.     I  do  m>t  know  what  the  motive  is. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  fur- 
ther question? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  understood  the  Senator  from  North  C^jrollna 
to  say  that  when  the  American  manufacturer  establif^ii'd  his 
market  abroad  he  was  limiting  tlie  production  in  the  home 
market,  and  that  possibly  that  was  a  step  economically  in 
the  right  direction. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  I  said  that  whUe  he  Is  at  the  present 
time  enjoying  the  benefits  of  the  American  market  an<l  produc- 
ing a  surplus  which  he  is  s^ing  abroad,  if  he  manufactured 
that  surplus  abroad  he  would  necessarily  to  that  extent  curtail 
the  quantity  of  production  in  the  UnitiHl  States. 

Mr.  GOFF.  In  that  very  connection  I  wish  further  to  com- 
plete my  question  to  the  Senator.  If  the  American  manufac- 
turer, so  limiting  the  production  at  home  and  so  prrKludng 
abroad,  floods  the  home  market  with  his  overproduction  of 
European  products,  does  not  the  home  market  have  the  same 
overiM^)duction  that  It  would  have  if  the  American  manufac- 
turer remained  at  home  and  manufactured  his  product  here? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Exactly ;  and  the  manufacturer  would  there- 
fore not  want  to  send  the  product  here  and  overload  the  Ameri- 
can market,  because  if  he  overloaded  the  American  market  he 
would  not  be  able  to  contnrf  prices. 

Mr.  GOFF.  If  the  American  manufacturer  Is  so  producing 
and  is  producing  at  a  profit  is  it  not  logical  and  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  he  will  continue  so  to  do  as  long  as  he  can  make 
a  profit  upon  his  European  investment  In  products  sold  in  the 
American  market? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  But  I  do  not  think  he  would  want  to  go 
over  to  Europe  and  produce  goods  and  send  them  here  and 
glut  this  market,  becau.«e  he  could  not  do  it  without  forcing 
down  the  price  of  his  American  product. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Then  the  Senator  will  admit  that  the  American 
manufacturer  is  a  competitor  when  he  manufactures  at  liotne 
and  a  noncompetitor  with  the  domestic  market  when  he  manu- 
factures abroad? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Exactly  the  contrary.  In  many  instances 
where  they  have  high  protection  they  do  not  compete  in  the 
American  market  with  other  American  producers,  but  they  get 
together  and  arrange  in  some  way  or  other  the  price  at  which 
each  one  shall  sell  and  there  is  no  domestic  competition.  That 
is  what  enables  them  to  fix  the  prices  in  America.  They  would 
not  want  to  go  abroad  and  manufacture  goods  to  ship  here  and 
fiood  this  market  so  as  to  destroy  that  situation  or  make  that 
condition  impoflsible.  In  other  words,  they  would  not  want  a 
man  who  is  really — not  technically,  but  really — enjoying  the 
beoeflt  of  monopoly  prices  in  this  country  as  long  as  be  <-an 
restrict  production,  to  go  abroad  and  make  goods  and   ship 
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them  here  and  destroy  that  monopoly  and  produce  a  condition 
which  shoold  make  it  impo88ible  for  him  to  maintain  that 
monopoly  in  the  United  States  and  be  forced  thereby  to  reduce 
hiH  price*  in  this  country. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas*mchiisHtt.s.  Mr.  President  in  connection 
with  the  inquiry  which  tt>e  Senutor  from  North  Carolina  has 
Hn>;ge8ted  should  be  made  I  want  to  invite  attention  to  a 
phase  of  the  subject  which  has  not  been  brought  out  here, 
namely,  the  extent  to  which  foreign  capital  and  foreign  indus- 
tries have  come  into  thlH  country  to  avoid  importing  their 
prothKt  into  America  under  our  liigh  protective  tariff  duties. 
I  have  In  mind  one  induHtry  over  in  New  Jersey,  a  worsted 
company,  which  cnme  to  thLs  country  for  that  very  purpose. 

In  my  section  of  the  country  there  are  a  good  many  worsted 
and  wo*>len  industries  owned  and  controlled  by  foreign  capital 
and  foreign  citixens  and  manufacturers.  They  ct>me  here  Ite- 
cau.se  they  want  to  get  the  t)ene6t  of  the  high  protecti(Mi  iiere 
and  will  not  have  to  pay  the  dutieM  which  would  be  levied  if 
their  ko(k1m  were  .shipped  into  thLs  country.  For  the  very  same 
rea.sou  American  cupital  ha.s  eRtablished  plants  in  ottier  coun- 
tries to  avoid  paying  the  duties  if  they  imiKirt  their  Amerieau- 
made  goods  Into  thofie  other  countries.  We  would  not  have  a 
complete  picture  of  the  situation  here  unless  we  have  a  record 
of  the  extent  to  which  foreign  capital  and  foreign  industries 
have  grown  up  in  this  country. 

Mr.  8IMMON8.  I  do  not  kn<>w  whether  I  understand  the 
Senator  correctly,  but  if  the  H4.mator  meant  to  say  that  the 
American  going  abroad  and  egtalHIshing  a  factory  and  manu- 
facturing certain  products  could  avoid  the  dutiable  laws  of  this 
country  and  Import  his  Roods  free 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  Massachusetts.  No;  I  did  not  mean  that.  I 
aay  that  American  capital  has  gone  into  foreign  countries  and 
manufactured  products  there  so  as  to  avoid  climbing  over  the 
tariff  walls  Into  those  countries  to  get  their  market,  the  same  as 
European  capital  has  come  into  this  country  in  the  same  way 
to  avoid  dlmMng  over  our  tariff  walls. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  made  some  Inquiry  some  time  ago  with  refer- 
eoce  to  the  amomit  of  foreign  capital  invested  in  the  United 
States  in  the  manufacture  of  articles  which  were  exported.  The 
Information  received  confirms  the  view  which  I  have  heard  ex- 
preaaed  here,  that  we  are  exporting  as  the  result  of  forrign 
capital  invested  in  the  United  States  perhaps  as  much  as  we  are 
importing,  from  the  results  of  American  capital  invested  In  for- 
eign countries. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  should  expect  the  figures 
to  show  that  fact. 

Mr.  KING.  Moreover,  thi>se  who  were  investing  foreign  capi- 
tal in  the  United  States  and  producing  here  are  employing  many 
American  workers  and  consuming  American  raw  materials  and 
they  are  exporting  products  not  consumetl  in  the  United  State*!. 
If  the  amendment  prevails,  as  I  understand  it — though  I  have 
lieen  absent  several  days  because  of  illness,  and  may  not  fully 
comprehend  the  situation — we  may  be  confronted  in  a  short  time 
with  inhlMtions  in  foreign  countries  against  exports  of  goods 
and  merchandise  from  the  United  States  which,  in  part  if  not 
wholly,  were  the  result  of  foreign  capital  invested  in  the  United 
States.  That  is  one  aspect  of  the  situation  which  we  must  not 
lose  sight  of  in  the  discussion  of  the  fundamental  {Mrincipies 
involved  in  the  amendment. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  for  a  few  moments, 
in  connection  with  the  amendment  now  pending  before  the  Sen- 
ate, to  invite  attention  to  scnne  phases  of  the  previous  debate  as 
bearing  on  some  of  the  peculiarities  ot  the  provision.  In  the 
di.scussion  with  reference  to  American  manufacturers  going 
abroad,  it  seems  to  me  an  important  point  has  been  overlooked 
in  most  cases. 

The  first  movemrat  of  American  capital  abroad  was  for  the 
purpose  of  capturing  the  market  which  they  wanted ;  In  other 
wonljt.  tlie  first  development  in  foreign  movement  in  the  motor- 
car business  was  across  the  river  from  Detroit  to  Canada.  Not 
only  motor-car  manufacturers,  but  stove  nuinufacturers  and 
automobile  sundries  manufacturers  moved  across  the  river  from 
Detrr>it  to  Canada  to  save  the  Import  duties  into  Canada  on 
the  theory  that  they  would  get  the  Canadian  market  mc»«  readily 
an<t  would  l>e  able  to  sell  their  products  there  at  a  lower  price. 
I  think  that  was  the  first  movement  and  the  primary  morement 
of  American  capital  going  abroad. 

Of  course.  It  la  perfectly  obvious,  no  matter  for  what  purpose 
tbey  go  abroad,  that  it  can  not  be  denied  that  it  does  alfect 
American  labor.    I  am  not  aiTinc  tliera  is  anytJllnf  wrooff  with 
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t  )e  plan.  I  am  merely  saying  that  when  an  American  manu- 
f  icturer  who  is  shipfring  his  go<xls  into  a  foreign  country  decides 
t>  go  over  there  and.  manufacture  there  himself  he  obviously 
t  urts  the  American  worker. 

With  respect  to  the  amendment  proposed  on  page  427,  I  invite 
attention  to  the  fact  that  it  provides  as  follows: 

It  Bball  t>e  unlawful  to  import  into  the  United  States  any  mercbandlM 
of  foreign  manufacture  If  such  merchandi.'»e,  or  the  label,  sign,  print. 
pickage,  wrapper,  or  receptacle  bears  a  trade-mark  owned  by  a  citizen 
oF.  or  by  a  corporation  or  aaaociatioD  created  or  organized  within,  the 
I  nited  States. 

In  other  words,  when  the  product  comes  here  it  must  l)ear 
t  je  trade-mark.  If  it  comes  in  without  the  trade-mark  and  the 
fade-mark  is  afterward.s  attached,  then  section  (c)  provides  for 
a  seizure  and  forfeiture.  Hut  I  doubt  whetljer  that  will  be 
applicable  if  the  goods  came  in  without  the  trade-mark. 

in  section  (d>  injunction  and  damages  are  provided  for  in  the 
f  >ilowing  language: 

Any  person  dealing  in  any  merchandise  Imported  In  violation  of  sub- 
dlrlsion  (a)  of  this  section  may  be  enjoined  from  dealing  therein 
w  ithin  the  United  States  or  may  be  required  to  export  or  destroy  such 
n  erchandUe  or  to  remove  or  oblltemte  such  trade-mark  and  shall  be 
li  able  for  the  saaK*  damages  and  profits  provided  for  wrongful  use  of  a 
t  -ade-mark  under  the  provisions  of  such  act  of  February  20,  1905,  as 
n  nended. 

The  distinction  as  between  the  trade-mark  and  the  patented 
orticle  which  c>ou>e»  under  subsection  (b)  is  clear.  In  this  con- 
ijection    I    want    to   say    that    the   Kepul>li(an   members  of   the 

nance  Committee,  with  the  exception  of  possibly  one  or  two, 
eed  to  resciml  their  action  in  eliminating  the  words  in  lines 
and  15,  page  428,  for  the  reason  that  there  is  a  clear  dia- 

nction  between  a  patented  article  and  a  trade-mark  article, 
other  words,  the  Packard  car,  the  Cadillac,  the  Buick,  the 
(Chevrolet,  the  Ford,  and  ail  such  cars  are  trade^murk  numeff 
t  nd  no  one  denies  that  there  is  competition  between  those  cora- 
l anies.  In  the  matter  of  clothes.  Hart  Siliaffner  &  Marx.  Kup- 
lenheimor,  and  Stein  clothes  are  all  trade-marke<l,  and  ob- 
viously there  is  no  monopoly.  It  is  perfectly  plain  there  is 
jlenty  of  competition  between  the  producers,  and  the  mere 
I  ame  attached  to  the  article  does  not  create  a  monopoly. 

But  when  the  United  States  Government  maintains  a  patent 
cfflce  and  a  large  corps  of  examiners  for  the  purpose  of  grant- 
lig  patents  to  American  citizens  or  foreign  citizens,  it  Is  ob- 
vious that  the  granting  of  the  patent  creates  a  monopoly.  No 
one  else  can  manufacture  the  patented  article.  Therefore  it 
Hpems  to  me  that  if  the  United  States  is  to  maintain  an  ex- 
tensive depaitmeut  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  invention  to 
iroduce  articles  in  this  country,  the  patentee  should  produce 
ia  America.  He  should  not  obtain  the  exclusive  right  to  a 
latented  article  and  then  go  abroad  and  manufacture  that 
article  for  importation  to  America  and  then  claim  the  rights 
tnder  our  United  States  patent  laws.  For  that  reason  I  be- 
1  eve  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  amendment  in  lines  14  and 
15,  page  428,  should  be  disagreed  to  and  that  the  House  pro- 
vision should  be  retained,  because  then  a  trade-marked  article 
c  )nld  come  into  the  United  States  with  the  written  consent  of 
t  le  owner  of  such  trade-mark. 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  COUZENS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GLENN.  I  am  wondering  abont  the  statement  which 
Was  made  a  moment  ago  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan,  to  the 
effect  that  the  Republican  members  of  the  Finance  Committee, 
\rith  one  or  two  exceptions,  had  agreed  to  rescind  the  action 
qf  the  committee.    Why  was  that  not  done? 

Mr.  COUZENS.     It  was  not   done  until  after  the   bill   was 

der  consideration  in  the  Senate;  that  is,  in  reporting  the  bill 

e  had  agreed  to  strike  the  words  in  lines  14  and  15,  on  page 
but  after  further  consideration  we  decided,  with  the  ex- 

ption   of  one  or   two   members   of   the  committee,    that    we 

ould  follow  the  House  language  and  let  trade-marked  articles 

me  in  with  the  consent  of  the  trade-mark  owner. 

Mr.  BIxAINE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT?  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  COUZENS.    I  do. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  If  we  should  adopt  the  amendment  with 
Inspect  to  patents,  I  understand  it  would  work  out  In  this  way : 

foreign  manufacturer  producing  some  article  which  he  has 
li^ected  in  bis  own  country  by  patent— and  we  will  assume 
t  lat  he  has  protected  that  article  in  other  countries,  except  in 
tie  United  States,  by  patent— may  ship  that  article  into  the 
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United  States  without  violating  paragraph  (b),  providing  he 
has  not  registered  that  patent  in  the  Patent  Office  at  Washing- 
ton. Then  will  not  the  ^ect  be  that  an  American  organization 
will  at  once  seize  the  idea  emlnxlled  in  that  foreign  patent, 
have  that  idea  reduced  to  a  patent  filed  in  the  Patent  Office  of 
the  United  States,  and  thereby,  in  effect,  destroy  the  patent  of 
the  foreign  manufacturer  which  has  l)een  granted  to  him  as  a 
protective  measure,  not  only  in  America  but  as  well  all  over 
the  world,  becau.se  the  American  manufacturer  would  have  a 
patent  recognized  by  the  Auierft-an  Government  which  would 
be  identical  with  the  foreign  patent?  Would  not  that  situation 
obtain.  If  the  amendment  was  adopted? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  No.  The  Senator  overlwks  the  fact  that 
when  the  examination  Is  made  in  the  United  States  l^atent 
Office  the  examiners  do  not  grant  a  patent  If  there  Is  any 
knowledge  of  a  similar  article  liaving  l»een  patente*!  prior  to 
the  time  of  the  application  and  of  the  patentable  idea  being 
theretofore  established. 

In  the  case  of  an  inijwrted  article  which  was  patented,  for 
instance.  In  Germany  but  not  patentetl  In  America,  the  Senator 
says  some  American  might,  so  to  .«tpeak.  steal  that  patent  or 
the  hlea  embodied  in  It,  and  then  have  the  article  patented  In 
our  Patent  Office.  That  can  not  be  done,  l»ecau»e  the  patent 
examiners  will  not  grant  a  patent  when  a  patent  has  been 
granted  for  a  like  article  In  another  country,  as  in  that  case 
there  is  no  new  «)r  novel  idea  Involved. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  But  suppose,  for  Instance,  the  Patent  Office 
should  grant  such  a  patent. 

Mr.  COUZF'NS.  Of  course,  errors  of  all  kinds  may  be  made, 
but  no  competent  pers«m  In  the  Patent  Office  would  ever  grant 
a  patent  under  such  circumstances. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  thank  the  Senator  for  that  explanation. 

Now,  assuming  that  the  amendment  were  adoi^ed.  would  that 
action  not  result  In  retaliation  by  all  other  govenunents  against 
Amerlc-an  manufacturers? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  think  not.  because  nearly  every  other 
country  affords  the  same  protection  to  its  patent  owners.  For 
example,  patent  owners  in  England  have  to  manufacture  in 
England ;  they  are  required  to  do  so  In  order  to  hold  the  patent. 
We  do  not  make  such  a  requirement  in  this  country,  where  a 
patent  may  be  held  without  manufacturing  for  the  entire  17 
years  of  its  existence.  With  that,  however,  I  am  not  dealing 
at  this  time,  although  I  do  not  agree  that  it  is  wise  policy. 
I  do  say.  however,  it  is  wholly  unfair  to  refrain  from  the  pro- 
duction In  America  of  an  article  which  has  been  patented  by 
the  United  States  and  go  to  some  foreign  country  and  manu- 
facture the  article  there  for  importation  to  America  and  ask 
for  the  protection  of  the  American  patent  law. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  May  I  inquire  of  the  Senator  whether  or  not 
he  has  exact  Information  as  to  what  countries  have  a  similar 
provision  in  their  revenue  acts  or  other  laws? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  have  not.  I  am  informed  that  some  of 
them  have,  but  whether  they  have  or  not.  I  would  l»e  in 
sympathy  with  .such  a  provision  of  law  on  tlielr  part,  for  if  they 
enacted  a  law  providing  that  goods  patented  in  their  countries 
should  be  manufactured  in  their  countries,  there  would  be  no 
Injustice  in  that  and  no  complaint  could  be  made  on  the  part  of 
American  citizens  if  they  exercLsed  that  right,  which  is  a  right 
which  we  think  we  ought  to  exercise,  namely,  to  require  pat- 
ented articles  to  be  made  in  America. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  let  us  assume  that  Great 
Britain  or  France  have  no  such  provision  In  their  revenue  laws, 
and  that  this  amendment  should  be  adopted,  it  Is  very  probable 
that  Great  Britain  and  France  would  at  once  enact  retaliatory 
legislation. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  A^  I  have  said,  I  am  perfectly  agreeable  to 
them  pursuing  such  a  course,  becau.se  If  they  want  to  protect 
their  own  citizens  who  have  ingenuity  and  ability  to  devise 
patents,  they  ought  to  be  protected. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Then  the  result  of  that  would  be  practically 
to  bar  exportation  from  America  to  those  countries  or  to  compel 
our  manufacturers  to  move  into  those  countries  in  order  to  meet 
their  requirements. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     That  would  be  the  tendency,  I  should  think. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Not  at  all.  There  Is  no  connection  between 
the  two.  The  Senator  is  speaking  of  an  English  or  a  French 
patent ;  I  am  talking  about  an  American  patent ;  and  there  is 
no  connection  l»etween  the  two,  so  far  as  the  exportation  of 
American  patented  articles  to  other  countries  is  concerned.  If 
the  article  is  not  patented  In  such  foreign  country,  that  country 
could  not  take  the  retaliatory  action  to  which  the  Senator  refers. 

Mr.  BLAINE  The  Senator  and  I  have  the  same  understand- 
ing of  the  situation.    Assuming  that  an  American  manufacturer 


has  a  patent  properly  filed  in  America  and  projierly  recordtHl 
in  France  and  Great  Britain;  assuming  that  those  two  cotm- 
tries  have  the  same  law  as  is  pn>pi»«ed  by  the  p^'udlnu  amend- 
ment, and  that  the  amendment  should  be  adopto<I,  then  Ameri- 
can manufacturers,  as  I  understand,  omld  not  export  the 
American  patentetl  article  to  Great  Britain  or  FYam-c;  in 
fact,  they  could  not  export  it  If  the  articles  bore  an  American 
patent;  but  It  would  l>e  necessary  for  them.  In  order  to  nu'ct 
British  and  French  trade,  to  go  over  into  Great  Britain  and 
France  and  there  establish  factories  for  the  production  of  those 
goods  under  the  American  patent  recorded  in  Great  Britain  or 
in  France. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  No,  The  premi.ses  of  the  Senator  are  wrong. 
He  says  that  the  American  mauufacturei'  first  has  to  obtain  a 
patent.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     We  assume  that. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  And  then  he  registers  U  in  France  and 
England.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     We  assume  that. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  He  only  registers  the  patent.  It  is  not  a 
patent  which  originated  In  France  or  England,  but  Is  a  patent 
which  originated  In  America. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  But  I  speak  of  registration  In  the  language 
used  In  this  amendment,  assuming  that  foreign  countries  hnvo 
a  similar  provision. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  That  provlsl<tn  applies  only  to  orlglnMl  jmt- 
eiits  taken  out  in  America.  If  the  provlMi«m  were  adoptinl  by 
Great  Britain  and  France,  it  would  only  apply  to  patents  taken 
out  In  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  would  have  no  eff^st  on 
American  patented  articles.  We  are  talking  aliout  the  same 
thing,  but  the  Senator  has  an  Idea.  ai»i>arently.  that  this  pro- 
vision Is  intended  to  apply  when  an  American  laitent.  that  is,  a 
patent  which  originated  In  this  country,  is  regi8tere<l  In  France 
or  England,  but  it  is  not. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Then.  I  confess  that  I  do  not  understand  the 
provision.  It  is  to  the  effec-t  that  If  merchandise  «if  foreign 
manufacture  is  marked  or  lalieled  as  we  re<iulre  It  to  In- 
marked  or  labelt-d  In  order  to  have  the  patent  prote<'ted  under 
section  490(»  of  the  statute,  which  relates  to  the  notk-e  of  imtent 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  then  that  can  not  bo 
imported. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Certainly  not.  If  It  Is  an  infringement  of  a 
United  States  patent  coming  under  f:ection  4900. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I      understand      that     a     foreign      patented 


article- 


Mr.  COUZENS. 
here. 

Mr.  BLAINE. 
Mr.  COUZENS. 


No;  a  foreign  patented  article  may  come  la 


And  be  proti'cted  here? 
And  be  protected  under  treaties  by  register- 
ing the  patent  here. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Then,  the  Senator's  understanding  is  that  the 
interpretation  of  this  proposed  amendment  d(»es  not  apply  to  an 
American  patent,  but  applitaj  exclusively  to  foreign  patents? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  That  is  not  correct.  It  applies  tmly  to  an 
American  patent,  and  has  nothing  whatever  to  d<.  with  a  for- 
eign patent.  The  Senator  has  reversed  the  aituatlon  We  are 
only  seeking  to  protect  original  patents  granted  by  the  United 
States  Patent  Office,  and  that  has  nothing  whatoer  to  do  with 
a  patent  that  originates  in  England  or  France  and  which  may  be 
regisb'red  subsequently  in  this  country. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  think  I  understand  the  Senator.  This  has 
no  reference  to  a  patent  granted  in  a  foreign  country. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     No. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Quite  reganiless  of  whether  it  is  registered  in 
Anjerica  or  not. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     No. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    That  is  the  InterpreUtion ? 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Yes. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    That  was  wiiat  I  desired  to  ascertain. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  It  only  refers  to  section  4900  uf  our  patent 
laws,  and  applies  to  American  patents,  and  has  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  n  foreign  c^»untry.  So,  Mr.  President.  It  seems 
to  me  that  there  is  a  clear  distinction  l>etween  a  trad^^marked 
article  and  a  patented  artlde ;  and  for  that  rea.son  I  believe  that 
the  .Senate  should  dhjagree  to  the  Finance  Committee  amend- 
ment in  lines  14  and  15  on  page  42H,  and  agree  to  the  amend- 
ment. Incorporating  iianigraph  (b)  on  imge  428. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr,  President,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  dl.^cus- 
sion  of  the  {irei-eding  hour  and  a  half  has  been  largely  de- 
termined by  the  interview  with  the  S<>nator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  Gonr]  and  also  the  editorial  in  the  ptwt,  I  a.-«k  uoani- 
mous  consent  to  have  iHHh  of  ihem  inw>rted  In  the  Kb^obo 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  o6Je<rtiuoi  it  U  •<» 
ordered.  "^ 


;5- 


ir 


- 
■V 


LXXI- 


-246 


3896 


CONGRESSIONAL  E 


■ 


The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

IKTUTIKW    Wrra    ■BMATOB   dOIV 

WASHn»oTON,  D.  C,  September  21,  1929. — In  an  interrlew  to^y, 
8«Dator  Gorr,  of  West  Virginia,  stated : 

"  Tariff  legislation  is  of  vital  importance  to  capital  and  Ial>or.  Eacb 
bas  Its  rlffbts,  and  tttoy  must  l>e  protected.  Each  knows  that  tbey  are 
and  that  they  mast  be  friends.  They  realise  that  no  man  prospers  un- 
less his  neighbor  and  his  nation  prosper  with  him. 

*•  This  entire  controversy  resolves  Itself  finally  Into  thla  issue :  Do  w* 
want  the  American  wage  earner  to  prosper,  to  be  employed,  and  to  main- 
tain bis  high  standard  of  llvlog,  or  do  we  desire  him  to  lower  himself 
to  the  standards  of  Europe  aud  Asia  and  compete  with  the  cheap  labor 
of  those  countries.  American  labor  is  more  vitally  Interested  in  a  hl§[h 
protective  tariff  than  Is  the  manufacturer,  because  the  latter  can  live 
on  bla  income  or  bis  capital  assets  if  compelled  so  to  do.  The  testimonj 
prettented  l>efore  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  showa  that  certain  large 
maLufacturing  concerns,  realizing  that  larger  profits  can  t>e  made 
abroad,  are  financing  and  establi^lng  plants  in  foreign  countries  and 
are  taking  advantage  of  the  cheap  latwr  and  material  there  obtainable. 
Prosumably  their  object  Is  to  supply  the  foreign  market,  but  their  real 
motive  Is  to  create  a  surplus  and  send  it  to  the  United  States  to  com- 
pete with  our  home  iudustriei>.  These  wandering  capitalists,  self- 
expatriated  In  their  selfishness,  supply  the  American  market  with  their 
ct>eap  foreign-made  goods,  and  they  know  that  if  they  are  not  restricted 
by  a  protective  tariff  they  will  close  our  American  factories,  shut  the 
doors  of  Industry,  and  throw  labor  out  of  employment. 

"  Many  millions  of  American  dollars  made  under  a  protective  tariff 
•re  to-day  being  Invested  in  more  than  200  manufacturing  establish 
ments  in  Germany,  France,  Italy,  Mexico,  Argentina,  Japan,  and  other 
countries  where  wages  of  labor  are  from  one-third  to  one-tenth  of  what 
la  paid  in  the  United  States.  No  right-tblnklng  American  citizen  will 
^Approve  such  practices.  Such  methods  not  only  impair  our  Industrial 
system  and  destroy  the  home  market  for  those  who  produce  in  every 
field  of  enterprise,  but  tbey  mean  tbat  American  capital,  employing 
pauper^paid  labor  abroad,  is  to  compete  here  in  our  very  midst  advan- 
tageously with  those  who  invest,  who  labor  and  save,  that  capital  may 
have  its  Just  reward  and  the  workingman  enjoy  the  ease,  the  comforts, 
•nd  the  advancementa  of  modem  life,  and  to  offer  to  his  children  the 
opportunity,  as  well  aa  the  inheritance,  to  rise  to  higher  things.  Such  a 
system  of  Investments  with  capital  that  could  not  be  earned  in  other 
countries  kills  all  industrial  Initiation,  place*  a  premium  upon  avarice, 
and  reduces  all  effort  to  the  level  of  force  aud  plunder.  Such  investors 
are  not  buiders;  tbey  are  destroyers.  They  attack  our  established  insti- 
tutions snd  weaken  and  ruin  the  principles  upon  which  they  are 
founded.  Such  competitors  are  not  national  servants,  and  they  are 
entitled  to  no  privileges  or  considerations  either  as  exporters  from 
abroad  or  as  Importers  at  home. 

'*  Their  system  promotes  the  transfer  of  prosperity  to  alien  countries 
from  our  own. 

"  We  have  endeavored  to  protect  the  worklngmen  of  America  through 
the  medium  of  immigration  and  contract  labor  laws.  Unless  we  protect 
him  against  this  indirect  but  growing  menace  it  will  ultimately  undo 
the  good  that  these  laws  have  accomplished  in  his  interest. 

**  Then  we  have  tbe  Importers,  knowing  that  they  are  undermining 
th«  prosperity  of  which  they  are  the  beneficiaries.  They  are  willing  and 
anxious  to  flood  this  country  with  goods  manufactured  by  cheap  lat>or, 
■nd  tbey  ever  stand  ready  to  aid  tbe  covetous  rich  in  tearing  down,  if 
not  abollablag.  ail  that  our  high  standards  of  cMlixation  have  erected 
after  ceoturlea  of  suffering  and  sacrifice.  These  penny-wise  Introducers, 
whether  they  are  latemational  bankers  securing  their  investments  or 
whether  they  are  merely  factors,  are  willing  always  to  buy  In  tbe  cheap- 
est and  sell  In  the  dearest  markets,  provided  tbey  can  increase  their 
profltt. 

**  Brery  established  Industry  should  be  and  must  be  protected  because 
every  dollar's  worth  of  goods  imported  in  competition  from  abroad 
-means  nnemployment  here.  No  Republican  tariff  bill  ever  closed  a  fac- 
tory, pat  a  mortgage  on  a  farm,  or  lost  an  American  dtlsen  a  Job. 
Protectloa  bas  made  the  American  market  tbe  greatest  in  the  world. 
We  must  not  and  wlU  not  exchange  it  for  that  '  will  o'  the  wisp,'  the 
pauper-paid  osarkets  of  Europe,  where  men  are  industrial  serfs,  and 
women,  regardless  of  their  age,  bat  beasts  of  burden.  American  labor 
has  battled  bard  and  long  for  short  hours  and  a  saving  wa^e,  and 
wheoeTer  that  wage  is  endangered  by  lower  costs  of  production  abroad, 
the  tariff  should  be  raised.  We  must  make  foreign  labor  match  our 
standards,  because  tbey  are  unexcelled.  I  believe  in  so  protecting  oar 
establlshod  Industries  that  money  made  here  must  be  Invested  here  and 
foreign  manufacturers  compelled  to  build  their  plants  In  thia  country, 
employ  American  labor,  and  pay  American  wa^es  if  tbey  desire  to  com- 
pete la  tbe  world's  greatest  market,  the  United  States  of  America." 

[From  the  Washington  Tost  of  Sunday.  September  22,  1929] 

BlIKMIKS    or   PB08FUITT 

A  new  and  dangerous  asanlt  upon  American  prosperity,  especially  the 
procperity  of  well-paid  worklngmen,  is  revealed  In  tbe  i»«ctice  of  cer- 
tain  American   manufacturing    concerns   which   are   building   up   large 
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establishments  abroad,  with  cheap  labor,  and  then  sending  cheap-labor 
Kcods  into  the  American  market.  These  concerns  made  their  capital  in 
tile  United  States,  but  tbey  are  employing  it  to  destroy  American  pros- 
|;h  rity.  They  are  striving  to  reduce  the  tariff  on  their  good.s,  and  it 
ttey  succeed  they  will  drive  tbousande  of  American  workers  into  Idle- 
ness and  want. 

Senator  Gorr  discloees  the  fact  that  tbe  Senate  Committee  on  Finance 
bis  knowledge  of  more  than  200  manufacturing  establishments  in  Ger- 
miny,  France,  Italy,  Mexico,  Argentina,  Japan,  and  other  countries 
w  lich  are  financed  and  owned  by  Americans  who  made  their  money  in 
tils  country  under  the  protective  tariff.  These  concerns  are  now  clam- 
oring for  tariff  reduction  In  order  that  they  can  flood  tbe  United  States 
w  tb  cheap-labor  goods.  The  arguments  tbey  put  forth  are  eagerly 
seised  by  demagogues  as  reasons  why  the  tariff  should  be  reduced. 
Ii  ternational  bankers  interested  in  foreign  loans  are  Joining  In  the  prop- 
ai  anda  aimed  at  breaking  down  the  protection  that  surrounds  American 
Ufiustry  and    labor. 

It  is  the  aim  of  the  protective  tariff  to  shield  every  industry  that  is 
threatened  with  ruinous  competition  from  abroad  In  order  to  protect 
tte  men  employed  in  that  home  industry.  The  expatriated  Americans 
w  10  go  abroad  to  exploit  cheap  labor  and  use  it  to  destroy  home  indus- 
tr  <  s  that  employ  highly  paid  labor  are  enemies  of  this  country  and  a 
miuace  to  its  welfare.  As  Senator  Gokf  well  .says,  "they  are  not 
uj  tional  servants,  and  tbey  are  entitled  to  no  privilege  or  consideration, 
either  as  exporters  from  abroad  or  as  Importers  at  home." 

American  money  Invested  abroad  must  not  be  permitted  to  become 
ail  instrument  destructive  of  .America's  prosperity.  The  banking  and 
manufacturing  interests  that  are  weklng  to  tear  down  the  protective 
tariff  are  heartless  and  selfish  to  tb*'  laitt  degreee,  and  would  betray 
tteir  own  countrymen.  If  these  expatriates  wish  to  compete  in  the 
A  nerlcan  market,  let  theni  compete  fairly.  If  they  pay  pauper  wages 
aliroad,  let  them  pay  a  tariff  when  they  send  their  goods  to  America. 

Tbe  workers  of  the  United  States  enjoy  high  wages  and  their  Iat>or 
wi>ek  is  growing  shorter.  Employers  here  are  cooperating  in  this 
enancipatlon  of  labor  from  serfflom.  The  most  potent  single  agency 
li  safeguarding  the  high  standard  reached  by  American  labor  is  tbe 
protective  tariff.  The  workers  in  all  industries  are  entitled  to  this 
pi'otection  as  American  citisens.  No  honest  men  in  any  Industry, 
manufacturing  or  agricultural,  will  begrudge  protection  to  other  indua- 
tilea.  The  two  great  political  parties  are  in  honor  bound  to  grant 
Id  creased  duties  to  any  industry  that  is  unprotected  against  foreign 
« mpetition.  When  Democrats  or  Republicans  try  to  give  foreign 
industries  an  advantage  over  Americans  in  the  American  market  they 
are  striking  at  tbe  livelihood  of  American  worklngmen  and  their 
families. 

When  legislators  are  in  doubt  as  to  tbe  amount  of  doty  that  should 
b^  assessed  to  insure  protection  of  Industry  and  labor  they  should 
r«  solve  the  doubt  In  favor  of  Americans  and  not  foreigners.  Congress 
si  ould  make  sure  tbat  expatriated  Americans  operating  with  cheap 
Ubor  abroad  shall  not  take  advantage  of  their  countrymen  here  who 
re  honestly  and  fairly  competing  with  one  another. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
t^  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  I*resldent,  I  .«supf)ose  I  will  have  to  sugpest 
tie  abweiice  of  a  quorum,  as  a  Senator  desires  to  speak  upon  this 
D^atter  who  is  not  now  In  the  Chamber, 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


en 
Aiburst 
B  irkley 
B  ngtum 
Black 
alne 
B  ease 
Birah 
B  ration 
Bnock 
B  rookhart 
B  roussard 
C  ipper 
C  iraway 
C  )nnally 
C  >azens 
Citting 
Hile 
El  'neen 
Hill 
Elge 

MS 


Fraaler 

George  " 

Gillett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Goff 

GoldslK)  rough 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Ila.-^ttngs 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 


Keyea 

King 

La  Follette 

McKcllar 

McMaster 

Mc.Vary 

Met  calf 

Moses 

Norbeck 

Nve 

Oddie 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phipps 

Pine 

Pittman 

BansdeU 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Roblnstin,  Ind. 

Siickett 

Schall 

Sheppard 


Shortridge 

Simmons 

Smith 

Smoot 

Stelwer 

Swanson 

Tliomas,  Idaho 

Tuomas.  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tyflin>;8 

Vandtnberg 

Waifner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Ma.ss. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wheeler 


Fletcher 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-nine  Senators  having 
aiiswered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present.  The  question  is 
oil  agreeing  to  the  umeodmeut  proposed  by  the  committee,  which 
Will  be  stated. 

The  ijnisLATivK  Clx&k.  In  .section  526,  page  428,  line  14, 
after  the  word  "  act,"  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  tlie  c<»uma  and 
tl  le  words — 

uiless  written  consent  of  the  owner  of  such  trade-mark  la  produced  at 
tie  time  of  making  entry. 
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Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  repeat  what  I 
said  at  length  yesterday  ;  but  I  do  think  that  the  attention  of 
tlie  Senate  ought  to  be  directed  to  the  importance  of  this  amend- 
ment In  the  years  to  come. 

We  liave  seen  the  beginning  of  a  movement  to  transplant  to 
foreign  soil  American  factories,  entirely  American  owned,  the 
advantage  being  that  lower  latK»r  costs  are  enjoyed  there  than 
can  Ik?  enjoyed  in  the  United  States.  Whenever  a  factory  like 
that  is  moved,  as  when  Henry  Ford  moved  his  tractor  plant  to 
Ireland,  that  meant  that  Just  so  many  Ameiican  workmen  lost 
their  jolis  and  so  many  alien^:  began  to  manufacture  for  Ameri- 
can oonsuiuptlon  American  products  that  ought  to  have  been 
manufacture*!  here. 

It  is  a  legal  thing  to  do.  Henry  Ford  was  free  to  move  his 
tractor  plant  if  he  wanteil  to ;  but  from  the  standpoint  of  public 
policy  it  Is  a  most  imdCKir^ble  thing  to  have  that  movement 
grow. 

Ah  it  now  stands,  most  of  the  big  manufacturing  corporations 
of  the  United  States  have  establislied  or  are  establishing  foreign 
plants.  We  have  seen  it  in  the  motor-car  business ;  we  have 
seen  it  in  the  han-ester  business;  we  have  »eeu  it  in  the  sewing- 
machine  business:  we  have  seen  it  in  dozens  of  different  indus- 
tries. If  their  articles  are  on  tlie  free  list,  as  are  the  harvester 
company's  and  as  are  Henry  Ford's  tractors,  and  pay  no  duty 
here,  they  have  only  the  transportation  <]isadvantage  to  over- 
come, and  by  paying  wages  that  are  one-fourth  or  one-fifth  the 
amount  of  American  wages  they  can  very  easily  overcome  that 
tranifmrtation  disadvantage. 

We  can  not  stop  it.  We  can  not  do  anything  except  to  put  a 
tariff  on  those  things;  and  we  are  all  agreed  that  we  do  not 
want  to  put  a  tariff  on  agricultural  implements.  I  think  both 
sidt*s  of  the  Chamber  are  agreed  on  that ;  but  what  the  com- 
mittee could  not  understand  was  why,  when  that  process  had 
set  in.  we  should  give  those  Americans  the  monopoly  advantage 
of  the  iMitent  or  of  the  trade-mark  which  they  hud  registered 
here. 

It  has  l)een  said  that  that  is  an  uncommon  action  for  us  to 
take ;  that  it  is  too  radical ;  but  it  is  not  radical  at  all  by  com- 
IiarLson  with  what  those  Euroiiean  nations  have  done  in  the 
same  line.  I  am  not  a  patent  expert,  but  I  am  t(dd  that  in  most 
of  the  countries  of  Europe,  and  most  of  the  countries  of  the 
world  for  that  matter,  a  patent  lo.ses  its  validity  unless  the 
patentee  manufactures  the  patented  article  in  that  country 
within  a  .short  space  of  time — four  or  five  years,  usually. 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  REED.    I  .vield. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Does  not  that  situation  exist  also  as  applied 
to  trade-marks?  In  other  words,  is  there  any  le^slation  in 
the  leading  foreign  countries  which  would  give  to  an  American 
a  similar  advantage  to  the  one  which  this  trade-mark  section, 
if  enaf^ed,  will  give  to  foreign  manufacturers? 

Mr.  REED.  As  to  that  I  am  not  sure.  I  shall  have  to  lo<A 
that  up. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Did  the  committee  make  no  InveMlpatlon  of 
that  before  giving  to  the  foreign  importers  this  advantage  as  to 
trade-marks? 

Mr.  REED.  The  committee  did  not  Investigate  the  foreign 
laws  (Ml  trade-marks;  but  I  have  just  been  handed  a  memo- 
randum which  shows  the  condition  of  the  foreign  laws  as  to 
patents.    Ijet  me  first  read  tbat. 

I  am  told  that  the  laws  of  Canada,  Cuba,  Great  Britain, 
France.  Belgium,  Italy,  Czechoslovakia.  Japan,  Ireland.  Austria, 
Australia,  Hung:iry,  Yugoslavia,  and  Mexico,  among  others,  all 
compel  the  owner  of  the  patent  to  have  the  patented  articles, 
protected  by  the  Government  patent  monopoly,  manufactured  in 
their  respective  countries,  thus  insuring  employment  for  tbetr 
native  workmen. 

Take  the  Canadian  law.    I  quote  from  it : 

At  any  time  not  less  than  three  years  after  tbe  date  of  a  patent, 
any  person  may  apply  to  the  commissioner  for  tbe  revocation  of  a 
patent  on  the  ground  that  the  patented  article  or  process  is  manufac- 
tured or  carried  on  exclusively  or  mainly  outside  Canada,  to  supply 
the  Canadian  market  with  the  patented  invention. 

And  then  it  provides  that — 

The  commissioner  will  consider  the  application  and  then,  unless  tbe 
patentee  proves  that  the  patented  article  or  process  is  manufactured 
or  carried  ou  to  an  adequate  extent  in  Canada,  or  gives  satisfactory 
reasons  why  it  is  not,  and  prorided  that  a  license  in  respect  of  said 
patent  has  previously  been  ordered,  be  may  make  an  order  revoking 
the  patent  forthwith.     •     •     • 

In  the  same  way,  the  law  of  Great  Britain  provides  for  the 
controller  terminating  their  patents. 


We  do  not  go  that  far.  We  merely  provide  that  the  patented 
article  may  not  be  made  abroad  and  Imported  Into  the  United 
States  bearing  the  claim  of  American  imtent  monopoly  fastened 
to  it. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  I>oes  the  StHiator  from  IVnn- 
sylvania  yle»d  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  St>nator. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  seems,  however,  that  this  propojwl  jjoes  a 
whole  lot  further  than  the  laws  of  any  of  the  foreign  omntriea 
that  the  Setiator  has  mentioned.  As  I  understand,  the  laws  of 
the  foreign  countries  that  the  Senator  has  referred  to  require* 
that  within  a  certain  time  the  iwtent  shall  hv  used  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  of  those  countries. 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  PIITMAN.  But  Iherv  is  no  exp<»rt  tax  placed  upon  the 
Ijatented  article  when  It  is  sent  out.  by  reason  of  being  patented  ; 
nor  is  there  any  inhibition  against  that  patented  article  being 
exi»orted  as  freely  as  any  other  article. 

Mr.  REED.  Being  exported?  There  Is  no  Inhibition  here 
agitinst  Its  being  exported,  and  no  exix)rt  tax. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  As  I  miderstund,  if  an  article  manufactured 
imder  the  Ford  patents  in  Ireland  were  shipiKHl  lien*,  they 
would  lose  their  i>atent  rights. 

Mr.  REED.  It  coutd  not  b(>  bntught  in  having  the  label 
claiming  the  American  patent  rights. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Tlie  label  b;  es.sential  to  the  patent  rights, 
under  our  law. 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Therefore,  it  would  be  deprived  of  its  patent 
rights. 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course,  I  suppose  the  label  could  lie  put  on 
after  it  gets  here ;  but  in  most  cases  that  would  not  be  done. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  \mU^t  law,  as  I  rtvoUect  It,  n^julres 
that  the  artich'  shall  have  on  it  this  mark  which  you  an-  now 
to  take  oflf  because  it  is  manufactured  in  a  foreign  country. 

Mr.  REED.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  PITl'MAN.  Therefore  the  article  comes  in  here  subject  to 
anytind  of  an  infringement,  because  there  is  no  patent  pro- 
tection. 

Mr.  RKED.     That  Is  right. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  know  of  no  ciiuntry  that  has  gone  that  far. 

Mr.  REED.  Why.  they  go  further  Uian  that.  All  these 
countries  absolutely  revoke  the  patent  It.self,  and  tiike  away 
every  vestige  of  protection  and  monopoly.  All  we  do  Is  to 
prohibit  the  importation.  Under  thb  bill,  as  tbe  Finance  Com- 
mittee would  amend  it.  the  owner  of  the  patent  may  sit  on  it 
throughout  his  17  years  and  enjoy  the  privilege  of  preventing 
anybody  else  from  making  the  article  here.  All  we  forbid  is  his 
making  it  somewhere  else  to  Huppiy  the  American  market ;  and 
all  thvae  countries  do  just  that. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Take  the  Ford  plante,  for  instance:  The 
Ford  plants  in  the  United  States  are  apparently  supplying  all 
the  trade  tbey  can  get  in  the  United  Stateit  for  that  character 
of  car. 

Mr.  REED.     I  am  not  talking  about  the  passenger  automobile. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  understand.  I  take  that  as  an  illustra- 
tion l)ecauRe  Ford  was  mentioned  as  establishing  a  plant  In 
Ireland.  He  has  compiled  with  the  laws  of  foreign  countries, 
and  if  the  same  law  existed  here  he  would  have  complied  with 
it  by  having  a  plant  here  that  will  supply  the  demand  for  his 
kind  of  car.  He  goes  Into  Ireland  and  makes  the  car,  and  he 
sends  it  in  here. 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  no;  the  Senator  has  misunderstood  me. 
Mr.  Ford  makes  all  tbe  passenger  cars  for  America  in  tbe 
Detroit  plant,  I  am  told.  He  makes  tractors  in  Ireland.  He 
closed  up  his  tractor  plant  in  Detroit  and  opened  up  a  tracior 
plant  in  Belfast,  I  think — somewhere  in  northern  Ireland. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     No;  in  Cork,  in  the  south  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  REED.     In  the  .nonth  of  Ireland,  I  should  say. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  If  we  had  the  same  kind  of  law  that  Canada 
has,  he  would  l>e  ci>mpelied  to  run  a  tractor  plant  Ixith  here  and 
in  Ireland. 

Mr.  REED.  Exactly :  and  American  workmen  would  be  do- 
ing the  work  that  Irish  workmen  are  doing  to-<iay.  That,  we 
think,  is  very  desirable. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  question  is  as  to  whether  or  not  a  law 
of  that  kind  would  be  less  burdensome  on  a  manufacturer  than 
the  law  proposed  now,  which  would  practically  deprive  him  of 
his  patent  rights  upon  a  foreign-made  article  under  the  jMitcnt. 

Mr.  REED.  It  would  come  <lown  to  that ;  but  we  think  we 
are  doing  it  more  reasonably  than  by  terminating  the  imtetit 
absolutely,  as  do  these  other  countries. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Has  the  attention  of  the  Senator  or  of  tin- 
committee  been  called  to  a  reason  which  has  l»een  suggested 
for  the  building  of  these  plants  in  foreign  countries,  that  is, 
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that  tb«7  are  looking  to  a  time  when  there  will  be  oommerdal 
treaties  br  between  other  countriea  exdndini:  the  United  States, 
whorpby  there  may  be  legal  diacrimlQations  against  us  which 
will  prevent  onr  exportation  of  the  things  being  manufactured 
over  there  now,  and  they  will  attempt  to  supply  the  foreign 
market  from  foreign  cotmtrles  under  their  own  patents,  with 
their  own  assistants,  leaving  their  plants  here  just  to  snpi^y 
the  lo<-al  demand? 

Mr.  RIOED.  I  do  not  think  the  committee  saw  much  danger 
of  our  being  crowded  out  of  the  rest  of  the  world  by  commer- 
cial treaties,  but  we  saw  the  ajpplicatlon  of  the  protective  sys- 
tem by  tho  European  countries.  I  tlilnk  Mr.  Ford's  motive  in 
establishing  his  plant  in  Ireland  was  to  escape  the  heavy  im- 
port tax  his  products  were  having  to  pay  over  there.  I  think 
he  located  his  plant  over  there  in  order  to  save  duties  abroad, 
Just  for  the  same  reason  that  manufacturers  use<l  to  bring  their 
plants  to  the  United  States  and  start  their  businesses  here, 
because  It  was  better  to  do  tliat  than  to  pay  our  Iiigb  tariffs. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Does  the  Senator  believe  that  it  would  be 
impossible  legally,  under  our  treaties,  for  foreign  countries  to 
enter  into  reciprocity  treaties  excluding  the  United  States? 

Mr.  liEED.  Of  course,  they  could  denounce  any  treaty  they 
have  with  us,  but  the  most-favored-nation  clause  would  protect 
us  a^inst  such  treaties. 

Mr.  I'lTTMAN.  Would  the  most-favoreii-natlon  clause  pro- 
tect u.s  in  a  case  of  tliis  kind,  where  all  nations  in  the  group 
referred  to  as  the  United  Sutes  of  Europe,  with  the  rest  of  the 
world,  should  adopt  a  tariff,  and  each  nation  should  agree  that 
as  to  any  country  that  would  permit  certain  of  its  manufac- 
turers to  go  into  that  country.  It  would  remit  the  tariff  on 
such  raw  materials  c*oming  to  its  country?  That  would  apply 
to  the  United  States,  of  course,  as  well  as  to  all  others,  equally. 
That  would  not  be  a  violation  of  the  most-fsTored-nation  clause, 
would  it? 

Mr.  ItEED.  Probably  it  would  not;  but  I  am  not  very  much 
disturbed  by  tlie  suggestion  of  the  United  States  of  Europe.  I 
think  the  economic  and  national  antagonisms  between  those 
eouu tries  are  far  greater  than  they  are  between  any  of  them 
«ud  us.  I  think  that  is  a  dream  that  is  very  far  away  in^the 
future, 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  whether 
or  not  it  is  true — and  mj-  recollection  is  that  It  Is — that  a  few 
years  ago  we  entered  into  a  convention  with  the  Latin-American 
countries,  about  50  nations  being  involved,  whereby  we  have 
an  arniugeuient  with  reference  to  our  copyrights  and  patents 
which  can  be  registered  in  foreign  countries?  There  is  a  con- 
vention of  that  sort. 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  yes;  there  is  a  patent  and  copyright  and 
traile-nmrk  convention  that  Is  pretty  generally  in  force  through- 
out the  world,  but  it  can  not  soundly  be  argued,  it  seems  to  me, 
that  these  clauses  we  are  now  discussing  violate  those  con- 
ventions, when  it  is  not  claimed  that  the  laws  I  have  quoted 
violate  the  conventions.  Surely  we  are  not  going  half  so  far 
as  are  all  tlieae  European  countries,  which  absolutely  invalidate 
patents  under  si>ch  circumstances. 

Mr.  FLETCH£K.  I  had  in  mind  observing  our  agreement 
with  these  Latin  American  coantrles,  to  be  careful  that  we  do 
not  conflict  with  those  conventions. 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course,  we  do  not  want  to  upset  our  happy 
relatiOQ.s  with  those  countries,  but  we  are  confident  that  this 
does  not  do  it ;  at  least,  I  am  cobfldent  that  it  does  not. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  proposed 
proliibltion  applies  exclusively  to  American  citixens  operating 
with  American  trade-marks  and  in  no  way  applies  to  citisens  of 
any  other  country. 

Mr.  REED.  The  trade-mark  provision  applies  exdusively  to 
American  citlaens.  The  patent  provision  applies  to  both  Ameri- 
cans and  aliens. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  and  Mr.  KING  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  To  whom  does  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  yield? 

Mr.  REED.  I  will  yield  In  Just  a  moment  I  think  it  is 
important  to  bear  in  mind  that  this  provision  as  to  trade-marks 
dt>e8  not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  trade  of  dtiaens  of  other 
countries.  They  can  continue  to  send  articles  to  us  under  the 
pn>tevtion  of  the  trade-marks  they  have  registered  here,  and 
this  does  not  in  any  way  affect  them.  It  affects  only  cases  of 
Americans,  such  as  the  kodak  company,  for  example.  Suppose  it 
should  close  its  Rochester  works  and  start  to  make  all  its 
kodaks  in  its  British  work.s — and  it  has  a  British  works.  It 
could  do  it  more  cheaply,  probably,  because  the  wage  scale  there 
is  so  much  lower.  If  it  did,  why  should  we,  then,  undertake  to 
protect  the  Eastman  Kodak  Co.,  by  law,  in  its  monopoljr  of  a 
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trade  name  that  is  worth  as  much  as  the  mechanism  itself  Im 
worth? 

yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
r.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  if  I  understand  the  Senator, 
conventions  which  are  in  existence  between  our  country  and 
countries  permit  the  citizens  of  those  countries  to  register 
trade- marks  in  America, 
r.  REEID.     Quite  true. 

r.  BARKLEY.     And  to  ship  their  goods  here  under  their 
e-marks  regardless  of  any  restriction  we  may  place  on  the 
ers  of  American  trade-marks. 
l[r.  REED.    That  is  true.    We  have  the  same  privilege  wiih 
them. 

Hr.  BARKLEY.  We  have  the  same  privilege  veith  them. 
As  to  patented  articles,  I  am  frank  to  say  I  have  not  read  the 
previsions  lately  and  I  do  not  recall  them.  What  is  the  differ- 
ence between  their  right  as  to  trade-marks  and  as  to  patented 
articles  ? 

r.  REED.     Under  the  Finance  Committee  amendment  they 

Id  not  be  permitted  to  send  patented  articles  here  bearing 

patent  claim. 

r.  BARKLEY.  I  understiind,  but  I  am  speaking  about  the 
pm  visions  in  the  most-favored-natlon  treaties.  Is  there  any 
prevision  in  any  of  them  that  pewnits  citizens  of  foreign  coun- 
trl<  s  to  make  any  registry  of  patents  in  the  United  States  under 
wh  ch  they  obtain  rights? 

Hr.  REED.  No;  one  can  not  register  a  foreign  patent  right 
hete.  He  can  take  out  an  American  patent  on  a  foreign  Inven- 
tion. 

]  [r.  BARKLEY.  One  may  take  out  an  American  patent,  and 
the  n  can  the  citizens  of  other  countries  manufacture  that  ar- 
tic  e  in  their  countries  and  Import  them  here  with  patent 
labels  on  them? 
]  Ir.  REED.  At  the  present  time  they  can. 
]Ir.  BARKLEY.  Could  they  under  this  amendment,  if  it 
8h<  uld  be  adopted  ? 

]Ir.  REED.  Under  it  they  could  not  send  a  patented  article 
heie  with  the  claim  of  patent  protection  on  it  and  if  they  s«?nt 
it  1  ere  without  it,  and  put  it  Into  commerce,  they  would  lose  the 
rig  It  of  the  patent  monopoly. 

Jlr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  tiere  is  a  good  deal  to  be  said 
agj  Inst  the  policy  of  allowing  Americans  to  obtained  a  monopoly 
by  rea.«on  of  the  issue  of  an  American  jiatent  and  take  that  pat- 
ent right  into  a  foreign  country  and  manufacture  the  article  by 
cheap  processes,  and  bring  It  back  here,  to  avoid  the  expense 
wh  ch  would  be  incurred  In  the  manufacture  in  the  United 
States.  Yet  I  am  wondering  whether  the  fact  that  a  foreigner 
ma  r  do  that  tiling  with  reference  to  trade-marked  articles  and 
the  American  patentee  may  do  it  without  putting  the  label  on, 
ani  then  attach  the  label  after  the  article  arrives  here,  Is  going 
to  ?ffect  the  relief  which  the  Senator  has  in  mind  in  this  pro- 
vis  on. 

Ir.  REED.  He  is  very  likely  to  get  into  trouble  if  he  tries 
o  it  that  way.  because  sooner  or  later  one  of  his  articles  Is 
g  to  get  out  without  the  label  on  it  and  then  his  patent  will 
De  gone.  As  a  practical  matter,  we  believe  it  will  Lave  the  effect 
of  -equirlng  to  a  much  greater  extent  tlie  manufacture  of  pat- 
ent hI  articles  in  this  country,  and  it  will  stop  the  tendency  of 
the  big  corporations  of  using  their  European  factories  to  supply 
the  American  demand. 

r.   BARKLEY.     Does   the   Senator  recognize  a   substantial 
nee  between  the  situation  as  applying  to  patented  articles 

that  applying  to  trade-marked  articles? 

r.  REED.    Of  course,  the  distinction  between  the  monoix»lies 

ery  evident     In  one  case  the  monopoly  Is  as  to  the  mauu- 

ure  of  the  articles ;  In  the  other,  it  is  as  to  the  mere  use  of 
the!  trade  name  or  trade-mark. 

r.  BARKLEY.     Of  course,  there  is  no  monopoly  there. 

r.  REED.  There  is  a  monopoly  in  the  use  of  the  name  or 
the|  mark. 

r.  BARKLEY.  But  not  in  the  manufacture  of  the  article. 
I  liad  understood  from  the  Senator  from  Michigan  (.Mr. 
Cot  ZENS]  that  the  majority  members  of  the  Finance  Committee 
hac  decided  not  to  insist  on  this  amendment  so  far  as  trade- 
ma  ks  were  concerned.  I  wondered  if  that  was  the  situation. 
S  r.  REED.  Each  Senator  will  have  to  speak  for  him.«;e!f. 
Ian  not  bound  not  to  insist  upon  the  amendment  I  think  it  is 
higtly  Important  for  the  protection  of  American  labor,  and  that 
is  one  of  the  purposes  of  the  bill,  and  it  is  one  thing  we  are  all 
agr?ed  should  be  done.  Democrats  and  Republicans  agree  ou 
tha  .     There  is  no  question  of  party  policy  in  this  at  all. 

Mr.  BAHKI..EY.  I  agr«e  with  the  Senator  about  that;  it  is 
sim  )ly  a  question  of  practii-.il  efforts  to  reach  re.«ults  which 
all  of  us  have  in  mind.    The  question   is  whether  there  is  a 
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loo|)bole  by  which  the  thing  may  be  avoided  in  spite  of  the 
provision  of  this  amendment 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  true;  this  clause  dealing  with  the  trade- 
mark c:iu  in  some  cases  he  avoided.  The  trade-mai^  can  be 
printed  on  the  Inside  of  a  pair  of  gloves,  for  example,  after  it 
is  imported,  but  it  is  an  expensive  thing  to  do,  and  it  is  difficult 
to  do  It  without  spoiling  the  freshness  of  the  article.  Take 
porcelain  or  china.  You  can  not  put  the  trade-mark  <m  under 
the  glaze  if  you  onc-e  imported  It  without  it.  But  why  should 
a  man  l>e  permitted  to?  Why  should  the  Trenton  Potteries, 
for  example,  be  permitted  to  make  their  china  in  England  or 
their  porcrfaln  in  France,  and  bring  It  over  here  under  the 
prottH'tion  of  an  American  monopoly,  in  the  trade  names  and 
trade-marks  they  use?  That  is  not  the  policy  we  want  to  follow 
in  protecting  American  industries  and  the  people  who  work  in 
them. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President  would  this  provision  prevent 
a  British  ct»rporatlon,  we  will  say,  which  had  leii.><ed  the  patent 
rights  of  Ford,  from  exporting  their  material  to  this  country? 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  yes.  The  pate.it  clause  would  prevent  them 
from  importing  those  patented  articles  with  the  American  claim 
on  them. 

Mr.  1*ITTMAN.  Then  it  meauH  an  embargo  as  to  any  licensee 
of  American  patents  in  any  foreign  country? 

Mr.  REED.  Yes;  It  means  an  embargo  against  those  articles 
coming  in  with  the  claims  of  patent  protection.  They  can  im- 
port the  articles  if  they  want  to,  but  they  can  not  claim  a 
monopoly  after  they  get  here.  In  other  words,  they  can  not 
assert  a  monopoly  and  plant  that  monopoly  abroad,  and  keep 
all  Americans  out  of  that  business. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  just  wanted  to  see  the  breadth  of  it.  The 
Senator  spoke  of  a  manufacturer  like  Ford,  we  will  say,  going 
over  to  Ireland  and  shipping  his  product  here;  but  it  would  not 
apply  to  Ford ;  It  would  apply  to  any  foreign  Individual  or  cor- 
poration which  was  a  licensee  of  tho«e  articles. 

Mr.  REKD.  Abt^olutely ;  and  even  at  that  it  does  not  go  as 
fur  as  European  countries,  which  absolutdy  Invalidate  a  patent 
if  the  article  is  not  manufactured  in  their  country. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  means  that  our  patents  here  can  not  be 
used  in  any  foreign  cotintry  under  this  provision  for  the  exiwrt 
of  patented  material  Into  this  country. 

Mr.  REED.  No  American  patent  is  any  good  In  any  foreign 
country,  anyway. 

Mr.  GEORGIO.  Mr.  President,  tlie  Senator  certainly  does  not 
mean  that  Americans  are  not.  under  existing  treaties,  permitted 
to  patent  their  articles  in  foreign  countries  and  have  all  the 
protection  accorded  their  own  patentees? 

Mr.  REED.     But  those  are  foreign  patents. 

Mr.  GEOItGE.  I  understand ;  but  it  is  an  American  patent 
that  has  been  carried  over  and  patented. 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  an  American-owned  foreign  patent.  It  is 
good  abroad ;  yes. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  But  under  what  provision  is  it  patented 
abroad? 

Mr.  REED.     Under  what  provision? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Yes;  by  what  authority? 

Mr.  REEI>.  -By  the  law  of  the  foreign  country,  which  we  are 
permitted  to  enjoy  under  the  patent  conventions. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Under  the  treaty? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  I'lTTMAN.  What  I  have  lieen  tr>ing  to  get  at  is  this: 
The  article  need  not  be  manufactured  under  a  foreign  patent  at 
all  in  Ireland.  It  can  just  be  manufactured  without  a  patent. 
Without  a  i^atent.  the  manufacturer  would  not  be  protected 
against  infringement  In  Ireland,  but  if  it  were  an  American 
patent  licensed  to  him,  he  would  be  protected  against  infringe- 
ment. Therefore  a  great  many  people  who  desire  to  export  to 
the  United  States,  If  they  can  not  get  the  patent  In  the  foreign 
countries,  become  licensees  of  it  I  was  jtLst  trying  to  learn  the 
breadth  of  the  provision.     I  think  we  understand  each  other. 

Mr.  REKD.     I  think  we  do. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  practically  means  that  no  licensee  of  an 
American  patent  can  ship  the  patented  article  into  this  country 
and  have  protection  If  he  manufactiures  abroad. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  correct  Now  let  us  con.sIder  just  how 
it  works  when  tlie  boot  is  on  the  other  foot  Suppose  the  Sen- 
ator makes  an  invention  and  goes  to  France  and  takes  out  a 
French  patent  on  his  Invention.  Under  the  law  of  i'limce  he 
has  to  go  over  there  and  manufacture  that  article,  and  he  has 
to  do  it  within  two  years  of  the  date  of  the  patent  If  he  does 
not  his  patent  will  be  absolutely  void. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  pardon  me? 

Mr.  REED.    Certainly. 

Mr.  (;E0RGE  What  has  the  time  limit  in  which  he  must 
manufacture  under  the  patent  to  do  with  this  proviso? 


Mr.  REED.  I  am  Just  about  to  try  to  explain  It  Tlie  sitaa- 
tion  with  an  American  who  holds  a  patent  tu  France  is  that 
unless  he  sets  up  that  industry  in  France  within  two  yenrs  hU 
patent  is  nullified  and  is  no  good  at  all.  Anybody  In  l>anc^ 
then  can  make  the  same  article  regardless  of  the  apparent  nu>- 
nopoly  which  was  given  to  him.  We  In  the  United  SUtee  do  not 
go  that  far.  We  say  to  the  Frenchman  who  has  a  patent  here, 
"You  do  not  have  to  manufacture  here  in  two  years,  ^ou  do 
not  have  to  start  your  factory  here  in  two  years.  You  can  wait 
IG  years  " 

Mr.  GEORGE.    The  Senator  means  that  our  patent  law 

Mr.  REED.  Just  a  moment  please.  I  decline  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  now. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  understood  the  Senator  to  decline  to  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  been  yielding  so  much  that  I  am  afraid 
my  remarks  do  not  present  mudi  ctmtlnuity  of  thought  but  I 
am  going  to  finish  tliis  statement  before  I  yield  again. 

In  the  case  of  a  Frenchman  who  takes  out  a  patent  in  -\mer- 
Ica  on  his  invention  we  do  not  treat  him  anything  like  as 
harshly  as  he  treats  us.  We  have  to  go  to  Franco  to  protect 
ourselves  and  build  a  factory  and  start  production  in  two  years 
or  the  patent  is  void.  But  we  say  to  the  Frenchman  who  takes 
out  a  patent  here,  "  You  can  take  15  years  or  10  years  or  10 V4 
.years.  Your  monopoly  stays  good  thrtmghout  the  17  years.  The 
only  thing  you  can  do  to  affei't  it  Is  to  start  to  supply  tlie  Amer- 
ican market  with  Imported  patented  articles."  We  are  not  half 
as  hard  on  him  a.s  France  is  hard  on  us. 

Mr.  GLASS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temiwre.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  I  ought  to  yield  first  to  the  S<>nator 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  merely  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator  if  we  do 
not  treat  the  Frenchman  who  patents  an  article  here  ju.«it  like 
we  treat  an  American?  We  allow  an  American  to  hold  his 
patent  for  17  years  and  he  need  not  manufacture  it  at  all. 

Mr.  REED.     Exactly. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     The  difficulty  and  the  trouble  the  Senator 
pohits  out  is  with  our  patent  laws.     I  would  lie  glad  to  vote 
for  an  umeudment  to  our  patent  laws  to  correct  that  evil- 
Mr.  REia>.    This  Is  likely  to  have  the  effect  of  leading  to  an 
amendment  to  our  patent  laws. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  wil!  not  touch  any  of  the  great  American 
manufacturing  concerns  which  now  have  a  monopoly  of  a  great 
number  of  patents  which  are  not  being  used.  If  the  Senator 
wants  to  go  that  far,  he  will  have  no  opposition  on  tills  side  of 
the  Chamber.  I  apprehend. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Seantor  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  REED.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia  if  he 
still  desires  to  have  me  do  so. 

Mr.  GLASS.  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator  why  we  do  not 
go  as  far  as  foreign  nations  If  we  really  desire  to  protect  our 
Labor  here  against  Invasion?  Why  do  we  not  vitiate  the  intents 
when  American  manufacturers  do  as  Ford  has  done  and  as 
ha.s  been  done  by  the  General  Motors? 

Mr.  REED.  Because  we  are  working  on  a  bill  that  deals 
with  Imports  and  we  are  not  working  on  a  bill  that  deals  with 
the  patent  law,  but  I  would  be  glad  to  go  as  far  as  FYanco 
does  when  we  come  to  the  matter  of  amending  the  patent  law. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.  I  wish  to  observe  that  upon  two  occasbms  I 
introduced  a  bill,  one  of  which  is  before  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Patents,  under  the  provisions  of  which  those  wh(>  bad  taken 
out  patents  were  required  to  utilize  the  same  within  a  given 
period  or,  if  they  failed,  licenses  might  be  obtained  by  any 
pers4in  who  desired  to  utilize  the  patents.  There  were  pro- 
rlslons  in  the  bills  for  determining  comi»eni»atlon  to  be  paid  the 
patentees.  There  was  opposition  to  these  measures  because,  us 
the  Senator  must  know,  hundreds  if  not  thousands  of  patents 
have  been  taken  out  which  are  not  used.  Perhaps  one  of  ttie 
reasons  for  their  disuse  was  that  if  they  were  put  into  u.se 
ot>soIete  machinery  now  employed  might  be  scrapped.  I  should 
be  glad  to  amend  our  patent  laws  to  prevent  the  suppresMion 
of  patents  which  might  be  of  advantage  to  the  people. 

If  I  may  further  tresiwss  upon  the  time  of  the  Senator,  if  I 
understood  the  S<^afor  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  correctly,  ♦^be 
suggestion  that  we  should  have  legislation  that  would  abrogate 
or  weaken  a  patent  obtained  by  an  American  becaa.se  be  went 
abroad  and  paannfactured  products  tliereonder  it  seems  to  me 
might  in  the  long  run  be  of  disadvantage  to  our  country  and 
to  Amerlcah  prodooers  and  cooaumera. 


ik 


«  -r 


i 


f 


>: 


t 


3900 


CONGRESSIONAL  R 


Mr.  GLASS.  It  would  not  be  going  any  furthw"  than  the 
Senator  from  Penasylvanla  stated  that  foreign  nations  go.  As 
I  aiiderstand,  this  amounts  {iractlcally  to  an  embarxo  against 
good.s  manufactured  abroad  by  an  American. 

Mr.  REED.  No;  it  takes  away  the  patent  protection  on  such 
goods. 

Mr  GLA8.S.  It  takes  away  the  patent  protection  and  the 
8<^nator  thinks  that  will  amount  to  an  embargo. 

Mr.  RI':eI).    I  think  It  will  have  a  terulency  to  discourage  It 

Mr.  GL.VSS.  Why  a  temlency?  Why  not  accomplish  the 
fact?  If  we  want  to  protect  American  labor,  let  us  not  do  it 
with  an  eml>argo  which  will  be  ineffective.  Let  us  vitiate  the 
piiteiit  as  the  St'nator  snys  forelpn  nations  do. 

Mr.  REED.  We  are  coming  clow?  to  that  objective  now.  I 
ask  Senators  to  consider  thi.s  thought.  The  statement  made  by 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kjno]  regarding  the  abuse  of  the 
patent  laws  hj  the  patentee  who  merely  sits  on  his  pat^it  and 
provinces  nothing,  but  plays  dog  in  the  manger  for  17  years,  sng- 
gescs  an  evil  which  In  many  cases  calls  for  correction.  I  am 
not  unmindful  of  the  poor  patentee  who  spends  a  good  many 
years  getting  financial  support  to  try  o«t  his  Invention,  but  in 
many  other  cases  the  monopoly  is  abused  in  that  way.  It  is 
true  that  we  might  gl\e  attention  to  a  correction  of  that  trouble, 
but  how  much  worse  is  it  when  the  patentee  not  only  asserts  his 
patent  here  without  starting  a  factory  and  starting  production, 
but  deliberately  goes  abrr>ad  to  make  the  paten teil  article  for 
the  Ameri<-an  market?  That  Is  worse  than  the  case  of  the  man 
who  does  not  make  it  anywhere. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
gylvanla  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  RI-^KI).     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  has  enlightened  us  very  much 
with  reference  to  the  provisions  of  the  I-Yench  law,  and  the 
txing  of  a  time  limit  of  two  years  within  which  the  patentee 
must  befrin  to  manufacture  the  product  on  which  he  has  taken 
out  a  patent.  What  does  the  French  law  provide  as  to  the 
manufacturing  of  articles  in  a  foreign  country  under  a  French 
patent  and  a  substantial  importation  into  France? 

Mr,  RKED.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  a.<!ked  the  question.  Here 
is  an  abstract  of  the  French  law  which  has  been  handed  to  me : 

Pntented  lu^entlon  must,  under  penalty  of  forfeiture  of  the  patent, 
be  worked  in  France  within  two  yean  of  the  date  of  the  signature  of 
the  patent  and  worUns  muat  not  be  diacontlnued  for  two  aucceasiTe 
years.  Under  the  laQie  penalty  the  Importation  of  articles  similar  to 
the  patented  article  and  made  abroad  la  prohibited. 

So  the  French  have  gone  the  full  distance.  Not  only  do  they 
do  what  we  are  trying  to  do  here  but  they  absolutely  invalidate 
the  patent, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  that  mean  that  the  French  prohibit 
the  importation  by  anybody  or  only  by  the  patentee? 

Mr.  REED.     By  anybody. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  an  article  similar  to  that  which  they 
have  patented? 

Mr.  REED.  Yes.  I  do  not  suppose  they  would  forbid  the 
Importation  by  somebody  else  of  an  article  manufactured  abroad 
and  brou^t  into  France,  but  if  the  patentee  imports  his  own 
patented  article  his  patent  Is  voided. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temiwre.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pean- 
•ylvanla  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  apolo^ae  to  the  Senator  for  trespassing  upon 
his  time.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  approves  of  the  wise  policy 
adopted  by  the  statesmen  who  founded  the  Republic.  They 
appreciated  the  importance  of  encouraging  genius  and  inven- 
t^ou^*  and  dist-overleat  and  for  that  reason  incorporated  in  the 
fundamental  law  a  provision  for  the  protection  of  inventors^ 
It  ^<cem8  to  me  that  their  course  has  been  vindicated.  The 
United  States  is  the  greatest  inv^itive  and  discovering  Nation 
of  the  world.  The  protection  accorded  Inventors  has  done  much 
to  promote  our  industry,  until  to-day  we  occupy  a  position  of 
regnancy  in  business  and  manufacttiring  throughout  the  world. 

It  seems  to  me,  however,  and  I  say  it  with  all  due  respect, 
that  my  friend  from  Pennsylvania  is  seeking  to  cast  an  obstacle 
in  the  pathway  of  a  policy  which  has  been  so  beneficial  Indus- 
trially and  otherwise  to  the  American  people.  It  seems  to  me 
he  i.«  forgetting  that  we  have  become  an  exporting  nation  and 
are  now  exporting  more  than  $5,000,000,000  worth  of  products 
annually.  We  are  ctwnpeting  with  the  rest  of  the  world  and 
are  selling  many  commodities  cheaper  than  manufacturers  and 
priHlucers  in  the  chief  manufacturing  countries  of  the  world. 

It  Is  a  fact  that  we  are  producing  commodities  ot  the  same 
character  and  kind  as  our  dutiable  Impurts ;  and  I  brieve  that 
at  least  one-half  of  otir  dutiable  imports  are  duplicated   tgr 
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exports  of  the  same  character.  Of  course  there  are  additional 
ei  ports  which,  in  the  aggregate,  greatly  exceed  in  quantity  and 
vjilue  our  dutiable  Imports.  I  fear  the  Senator  is  advocating  a 
p<»licy  in  pe^)ect  of  patents  and  trade-marics  which.  In  the 
loQg  run,  will  be  disadvantageous  not  only  to  American  manu- 
facturers but  to  the  American  people  generally.  I  regret  that 
an  issue  has  been  brought  before  tis  which  may  be  repardod  by 
8<ime  as  too  narrow  and  restricted,  and  too  fiercely  nationalistic. 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  Is  at  variance  with  our  past  policy — a 
iKlicy  which  has  brought  to  our  country  remarkable  mechanical 
d«  velopment,  and  has  given  the  United  States  a  paramouutcy 
In  the  world's  indn.<«trial  and  economic  field. 

Mr.  REED.  If  it  is  narrow  or  nationalistic  to  want  to  see 
Anerican  factories  produce  goods  for  American  consumption, 
I  plead  guilty  to  the  charge.  I  do  not  believe  the  ixilicy  that 
hjis  made  this  Nation  great  was  the  policy  of  transplanting  its 
fiictories  into  foreign  lands.  I  believe  that  we  have  made  the 
w  )rklng  pe<iple  of  Amerioi  prosx>erous  and  thpir  pro<q)erity  has 
ra  ide  everylxKly  el.<!e  prospen>us  by  encouraging  the  development 
oi  Industry  here  and  keeping  up  high  wage  standards  and  high 
lining  standards.     That  is  what  has  made  our  prosperity. 

Mr.  SACKEIT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  ti>  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  If  we  pass  the  provision  In  its  present  form 
w  11  it  not  affect  a  very  large  amount  of  material  that  has 
already  been  manufactured  abroad  and  prepared  for  shipment? 
O  ight  it  not  be  given  a  certain  time  in  which  to  become  offt'ctive 
sc  as  not  to  penalize  legitimate  enterprise  which  has  already 
b<en  establi.<»hed  there? 

Mr.  HEED.  If  there  were  any  danger  of  the  bill  being  paissed 
aad  signed  within  a  few  days  or  a  few  weeks  I  should  agree 
with  the  Senator,  but  at  the  rate  of  progress  we  have  made  thus 
f t  r  they  will  have  plenty  of  time  to  ship  all  the  goods  they 
have  made,  and  then  some  more. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  They  are  continuing  their  manufacturing 
Pfocesses.    The  Senator  should  con.sider  the  case  which  he  siwke 

3  In  which  a  trade-mark  has  been  put  under  the  glaze  on 
rcelaln  goods  In  the  English  language.  It  would  limit  the 
tput  of  that  factory  very  .seriously  In  dLspOvSing  of  that  prod- 
uct. I  would  suggest  that  they  might  be  given  time  in  which 
to  take  care  of  the  situation  In  a  fair  and  reasonable  way. 

Mr.  REED.  That  might  be  done,  but  It  is  a  safe  assumption 
til  at  they  are  following  the  progress  of  the  tariff  bill  about  as 
ca  refully  as  we  are. 

Mr.  S.\CKETT.  But  it  may  take  a  couple  of  years  to  pa.<5S 
through  the  necessary  processes.  I  am  merely  calling  the  .Sena- 
tor's attention  to  the  possible  damaire  that  we  might  do  to 
American  capital  which  had  been  l^itimately  invested  in  these 
enterprises. 

JMr.  REED.  We  might  very  easily  Incorporate  such  a  pro- 
vision as  the  Senator  suggests,  making  it  take  effect  at  some 
rea.sonable  time  in  tlie  fnture  after  the  pas.sage  of  the  bilL 

Mr.  KING  and  Mr.  BLAINE  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
ey Ivauia  jleld ;  and  if  so,  to  whtMu  ? 

Mr.  KEF:1).     I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KlNti.  As  I  understand  it,  we  have  a  treaty  with 
G<!rmany  under  which  there  may  be  granted  reciprocal  pjitent 
rlKhts? 

Mr.  REED.     That  Is  correct 

Mr.  KING.  Suppose  a  German  should  come  to  the  United 
States  and  under  the  treaty  obtain  a  patent  here,  and  suppose 
he  had  patented  the  same  Invention  In  Germany  and  manu- 
factures here  and  exports  to  Germany;  also  that  he  manufac- 
tores  in  tierraany  and  exports  to  the  United  States.  I  a.>ik  the 
Senator  whether  under  the  treaty  which  we  have  with  Germany 
stch  patentee  would  not  come  within  the  denouncement  of  the 
bi  1,  and  his  importations  from  German  be  prohibited :  and  if 
In  that  event  might  not  Germany  retaliate  and  prohibit  his 
in  portatloos  from  the  United  States  manufactured  by  American 
la  )or  in  the  United  States  ? 

Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President;  such  laws  do  not  violate 
those  treaties:  and  the  best  pro<jf  that  they  do  not  is  the  large 
nimber  of  countries  which  are  parties  to  those  treaties  which 
he  ve  Just  such  laws  as  this  in  effect 


Mr.  BLAINE  and  Mr.  GLASS  addressed  the  Chair. 

rhe  PRESIDENT  iwt)  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sy  ivania  yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom  ? 

Mr.  REED.  I  ask  the  whole  Senate  collectively  to  allow  me 
to  proceed  for  two  minutes.    After  that  I  shall  yield  the  fl«x)r. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator 
fr>m  Pennsylvania  a  question. 

Mr.  REED.  Very  weU;  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
cou&Lq. 
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Mr.  BLAINE.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  has  read  an 
excerpt  from  or  all  the  provisions  of  law  of  France? 

Mr.  REED.  I  read  a  paniplirase  of  the  French  law,  but  I 
think  it  is  an  accurate  one. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  In  that  paraplirase  is  not  that  part  of  the 
French  law  under  the  title  "  Patents "  instead  of  under  the 
title  of  "  Revenue  Laws  "? 

Mr.  REED.     I  confess  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  think  the  Senator  will  find  that  what  he 
has  in  mind  respecting  patent  laws  are  laws  that  are  pri- 
marily a  part  of  the  code  of  those  countries  with  respect  to 
conditions  under  which  patents  are  issued  and  may  be  used. 

Mr.  REED.  Presumably  that  1:^  so;  but  what  difference 
does  it  make? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  It  makes  a  vast  amount  of  difference,  in  my 
opinion,  and  1  shall  endeavor  to  au.swer  the  Senator. 

Mr.  REED.  Let  me  proceed  for  a  moment  I  have  nearly 
concludetl  my  remarks. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     But  I  wanted  to  make  another  inquiry. 

Mr.  REED.     Very  weU. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  This  is  the  further  inquiry:  The  proposed 
amendment  ai)pears  to  be  just  another  attempt  or  gesture  to 
accomplish  something  that  In  all  probability,  will  not  be  ac- 
comi>lished,  for  the  reason  that  in  most  instances  such  a  law 
can  be  evaded.  If  the  Senator  will  examine  section  4900  he 
will  find  that  the  provision  i.s  only  with  respect  to  griving  notice 
of  a  patent,  and  that  is  all  the  Importer  Is  prohibited  from 
doing.  The  very  moment  the  article,  it  appears  to  me,  is 
cleared  through  the  port  of  entry,  notice  of  the  patent  may  be 
effectually  given.  That  would  obtain  in  most  cases.  So  we 
would  have  the  situation  where  some  American  manufacturing 
abroad  could  evade  the  law,  while  in  other  cases  the  circum- 
stances would  be  such  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  evade  the 
law  and  make  trade  or  commerce  practicable.  Is  not  that  the 
situation  that  Is  going  to  be  created? 

Mr.  REED.  No ;  I  think  clearly  it  is  not  I  think  this  pro- 
vision will  be  effective;  most  people  who  have  studied  it  seem 
to  feel  that  it  will  be  effective ;  and  so  far  as  I  know  the 
Finance  Committee  is  a  unit  in  believing  in  this  clause  that 
deals  with  patents.  In  substance,  it  has  worked  in  France ; 
they  have  a  substantially  similar  i»'ovision  there.  I  think  it 
will  work  here ;  and  I  also  think  it  will  have  a  highly  beneficial 
effect. 

Mr.  President,  one  of  the  great  nations  which  imports  com- 
modities into  the  United  States  is  Belgium.  I  find  that  the 
Belgian  law  requires  that  the  patented  Invention  must  be 
worked  in  Belgium  within  one  year  of  its  first  commercial 
working  elsewhere,  and  that  the  working  may  not  thereafter 
be  discontinued  for  any  12  consecutive  months.  In  Italy  work 
must  be  commenced  within  two  years  from  the  date  of  appli- 
cation. In  Czechoslovakia,  in  case  the  invention  is  worked 
abroad — and  Czechoslovak ian  demand  is  met  chiefly  by  impor- 
tation— the  threat  of  revocation  may  be  made  before  the  expira- 
tion of  three  years,  and  a  periotl  is  fixed,  by  administrative 
order  I  presume,  within  which  working  in  Czechoslovakia  must 
begin. 

That  is  the  way  those  nations  treat  us  when  we  have  patents 
on  our  inventloas  in  their  cmmtries.  Why  should  we  then  be 
so  soft-hearted  about  them  and  require  nothing  here  so  severe 
as  this  but  only  that  they  meet  American  demands  for  manu- 
factures here? 

Mr.  WHEELER,  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
for  a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  also  applies,  does  it  not  to  their  own 
patents  as  well  as  to  patents  secure^l  by  others  in  their  country? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes ;  I  think  it  does. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  was  wondering  why  the  Senator  did  not 
advocate  the  same  thing,  for  instance,  in  the  United  States.  I 
assume  that  he  knows,  as  I  know  and  a  good  many  other 
I)ersons  know,  that  many  corporations  in  this  country  have 
obtained  patents  which  they  do  not  use  but  simply  keep  them 
in  order  to  prevent  anybody  eise  from  using  them? 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  true,  and  I  should  like  to  see  something 
done  in  the  patent  laws  to  correct  that  situation.  However,  we 
have  got  to  be  careful  that  we  do  not  penalize  the  poor  In- 
ventor, who  takes  years  of  time  In  getting  enough  backing  to 
exploit  his  Invention.  His  case  Is  meritorious,  and  we  do  not 
want  to  deny  him  patent  prr)tection. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  In  this  bill,  however,  we  could  prevent 
another  patent  being  secured  by  a  manufacturer,  such  as  the 
Eastman  Kodak  Co.,  to  which  the  Senator  referred  a  moment 
ago,  in  the  event  that  the  manufacturer  moved  his  factory 
abroad  and  started  to  produce  the  article  over  there. 


Mr.  REED.  We  think  we  will  accomplish  the  same  result 
by  denying  the  right  to  import  the  patented  article  under  a 
dalm  of  patent  protection. 

Mr.  WHEELER  There  Is  a  further  question  1  shiMild  like 
to  ask.  I  am  In  accord  with  the  Senator's  views  uixm  this 
matter,  and  I  think  something  should  l>e  done  if  it  (y>uld  be 
done:  but  has  the  committee  attempted  to  estimate  the  qimntity 
of  merchandise  which  has  been  shipped  in  under  the  conditions 
which  the  Senator  is  trying  to  remedy? 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course,  we  have  not  been  able  to  make  anj 
estimate,  because  many  of  these  artldes  come  in  lump-^Ml  with 
other  patented  articles.  For  example,  a  patented  article  for  use 
In  harvesting  would  come  In  with  all  other  harvesting  ma- 
chinery. So  the  statistics  do  not  fully  8h«>w  how  mu<4i  of  it 
claims  patent  protection.  We  know  that  the  tendency  is  in- 
creasing. We  hear  every  day  or  two  of  some  new  ci>ri>oration 
that  is  establishing  a  factory  abroad,  and  the  time  will  come  if 
we  do  not  stop  it  by  thLs  or  some  such  method  that  we  will  find 
a  very  large  part  of  the  American  market  supplied  by  American 
concerns  located  abroad. 

I  have  Just  been  handed  a  statement  of  American  factories 
leaving  America  to  enjoy  the  advantage  of  low  wages  paid  in 
foreign  countries.  The  statement  Is  much  too  long  for  me  to 
put  it  in  the  Rescord.  Senati>rs  will  stv  [exhibiting]  (hat  it  is 
a  sheet  the  size  of  a  newspaper  and  Is  printed  in  fine  tjpe. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  statement  which  the  Senator  refers  to 
has  been  discussed  earlier. 

Mr.  REED.     Has  it  been  printed  in  the  Ritobd? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  the  statement  was  Intnxluced 
here  in  the  discussion,  but  was  not  ordered  printed  in  the 
Rbtoku.     I  think  It  ought  to  go  in  the  Rbcobo. 

Mr.  ITBED.  The  statement  comes  from  Mr.  Matthew  Woll, 
vice  president  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  ITc  is  care- 
ful of  his  statements,  and,  whUe  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
accuracy  of  this  statement  I  am  confident  tliat  he  would  not 
put  it  out  if  he  did  not  know  it  to  be  ai-curate.  So  I  ask  that 
it  may  be  printed  in  the  Rbcobo  at  this  point 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

The  statement  is  as  follows: 
AifKKicAM   Factokiks   Lbaving   Amkbica   roK   Low   Waqk.s — raoTSCTRO 

IN  Unitcd  States  bt  Patvivts  and  TaAOS-MAaKs,  Thbt   Pat  Low 

Waccs  in  Othkk  CouNTBura,  SUT  Beu.  at  Ambbican  VaU/'b  at  Homb, 

EXPLOITINO   Pt'BLIC,   DBNYINO    EMPLOTUBNT 

Mattliew  WoU,  rict  president  of  the  American  Federation  of  Lat>or 
and  president  of  America's  Wa{;e  Earners'  Protective  Conference,  the 
trade-union  tartff  organisation,  to-day  ooaUnoed  to  urge  the  propoaal 
laid  by  blm  before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  for  an  amendment  to 
the  tariff  bill  stipulating  that  holders  of  American  patents  and  trade- 
marlcB  muat  manufacture  in  America  the  articles  bo  protected.  In  that 
connection  he  made  public  a  lengthy  but  only  partial  list  of  American 
corporations  which  have  branch  factories  abroad. 

"  Holders  of  such  patents  and  trade-marks."  said  Mr.  WoU,  "  seek 
thereby  to  have  a  monopoly  of  the  American  market,  manufacture  their 
products  abroad  with  low-wage  foreign  labor,  import  these  patent  and 
trade-mark  protected  articles  duty  free  or  with  a  low  tariff,  but  selling 
them  on  a  basis  of  American  costs,  exftloltlng  the  consumer  and  dt'nying 
to  American  labor  the  opportunity  for  employmeot 

"  Manufacturers  claim  they  must  now  manufacture  abroad  to  meet 
proyisions  in  foreign  laws  which  stipulate  that  articles  protected  by 
patents  in  foreign  countries  must  be  manufactured  In  thoae  countries. 
That  Is  the  law  in  practically  every  industrial  country  of  Europe. 

"  In  addition,  some  manufacttrers  claim  that  the  tariff  barriers 
against  these  same  commodities  are  such  that  they  find  it  almost  neces- 
sary and  certainly  cheaper  to  manufacture  In  foreign  countrlea.  It  Is 
significant  that  of  the  many  hundred  American  manufacturers  now  pro- 
ducing commodities  in  foreign  countries,  tiiere  are  but  few,  if  any.  of 
these  manufacturers  who  pay  hic^er  wages  than  they  are  compelled  to 
pay  in  the  foreign  countries  where  they  operate. 

"  Singer  Sewing  Machine  for  a  time  imported  all  of  Its  parta  from 
Scotland,  and  only  because  the  company  refused  to  permit  inspection 
of  its  books  by  American  agenta,  as  provided  by  our  law,  were  Its 
products  barred  from  Importation  for  a  time. 

"  B.  Hoe  ft  Co.,  controUing  TuluaMe  monopoly  In  printing  preaw's  by 
virtue  of  patenta.  Imports  parts  of  machine.<*  for  sale  in  the  American 
market.  The  Durham  Duplex  razor  people  do  likewise,  s<-lling  here  for  a 
standard  price,  exploiting  our  consumers  and  denying  to  our  workers 
the  opportunity  of  employment  In  the  manufacture  of  those  parts. 

"  Ford  has  stopped  making  his  tractors  In  America  and  is  making 
them  in  Cork,  Ireland,  lie  Intt'nds  to  manufacture  all  of  his  parts 
there  and  import  them  to  the  United  States  duty  free  ns  agricultural 
implements.  He  has  many  other  plants  in  Europe  and  hence  wishes  also 
to  place  automobiles  on  the  free  list.  The  dedurtioi,  nstnrally.  Is 
clear.  General  Motors  Is  In  the  same  position.  Oth<-r  msnufncturera  are 
doing  likewise  and  still  others  are  considering  doing  the  same  thing. 
Th«  situation  la  growing  more  important  every  month." 


^ -1 

;  Si 


r 


r'- 


t 


3903 


CONGEESSIONAIj  e 


roliowtng  U  a  partial  Mat  of  Uranch  factorial  operated  Uy  American 
eorporattona  In  foreign  coantries.  The  lift  shows  tlie  name  of  the 
American  corporation  and  the  name  under  which  it  operatea  ita  foreign 
branch  or  braDchea.  together  with  the  countries  In  which  soch  branches 
are  operatrd.  Th<>  list  doea  not  include  American  companies  holding  the 
patent  righta  and  nuuiufacturing  processes  used  by  the  foreign  com- 
pnniea.  or  American  companies  raanafacturing  abroad  andtr  a  license 
arrangement  or  on  a  royalty  basis,  in  any  case  where  a  field  officer  has 
dlscrimlnati-d. 

■WBDEN 


American  oompanff 

International  Harroater  Co.,  Chi- 
cago,  111. 

Boston  Blacking  Co.,  Cambridge, 
.Mass. 

8plrt.lla  Co.   (Inc.),  Meadrille,  Pa. 

General  Ifotora  Corporti  tion,  De- 
troit.   Mich. 


Branch   factory   abroad 

Aktb.  International  HarvePter  Co., 

Norrkoping.  Sweden. 
Boston    Blacking    Co.    Aktb.,    Bals- 

mjilKjrg,  Sweden. 
Kersettfabriken        Splielta       Aktb. 

Malmo,   Sweden. 
General    Motors    Nordlska,    Aktb., 

Stockholm,   Sweden. 


CPAIX 


Ford  Motor  Co^  Detroit,  Mich. 


Ford   Motor  Co..   8    A.   E.,   Barce- 
.ona,  Spain. 
Boston  Blacking  Co.,  Boston,  Mast.     Boston  Blacking  Co.,  8.  A.,  Barce- 
lona, Spain. 
United  Shoe  Machinery  Co.  United  Shoe  Machinery  Co.,  A.  E., 

Barcelona,  Spain. 
Union  Sulphur  Co.,  New  York  City,     Union  Sulphur  Co.,  8.  A.  B.,  Tar- 

N.  T.  ragona,    Spain. 

Armstrong    Cork    Co.,    Fittaburgb,     Armstrong     Cork     Co.     of     Spain, 

I'a.  Seville,  Spain. 

International     Standard     Corpora-     Standard  Electric  S.  A.,  Madrid, 

tlon.  New  York.  Spain. 

International    Telephone    k    Tele-     Compania    Telefonica    Nadonal    de 
graph     Corporation,     New     York  Bspana,  Madrid,  Spain. 

Oty,   N.  Y. 
lieneral   Motors  Acceptance  Corpo-     General   Motors  Peninsular,   S.  A., 

ration.    New    fork.  Madrid,  Spain. 

Warren  Brothers,  Boston,  Mass.         Pavlmentos     Warrenlte-Bithalltbic, 

8.  A.  B.,  Valencia,  Spain. 
American  Cynamld  Co.,  New  York.     American    Cynamld    Co.,    Valencia, 

Spain. 
Singer  Sewing  Machine  Co.  Singer  Sewing  Machine  Co.,  Barce- 

lona,  Spain. 


ITALT 


General  Electric  C«. 

Wivtern  EHectrie  Co. 

American  Radiator  Co. 

Boston  Blacking  Co. 

Coosolldated  Steel  Strapping  Co. 

Weetlnghouse  E.  and  M.  Co. 

Standard  Oil  Co.  of  New  Jerwy. 

Edisou   Lamp  Works. 
Columbia  Ribbon  A  Mfg.  Co. 

American  Radio  Co. 
Eastman  Kodak  Co. 
James  U.  Rhodes  4  Ca 

Ford  Motor  Oo. 

General   Motor*  Corporation. 


Compaguia     Generate     di     Elettrl- 

dU,  Milan,  Italy, 
Standard  Elettrlca  Italiana,  Milan, 

Italy. 
Societa    Nazionale    del    Radiatore, 

Milan,  Italy. 
Boston  Blacking  Co..  8.  A.  Bovlsa, 

Milan.   Italy. 
So<iet.i     Italo-Americana     Breyetti 

Sifinode,  Milan,   Italy. 
Societa     per     Costituionl     EHettro- 

Meccaniche.  Saronno,   Italy. 
Societa    Italo-Ameriean   pel    Petro- 

llo,  Genoa,  Italy. 
Societa  Edison  Clercl.  Milan,  Italy. 
Columbia    Ribbon   A    Carbon    Mfg. 

Co..   MlUn,   Italy. 
American   Radio  Co.,  Milan.  Italy. 
Kodak.   S.  A.   Milan,  Italy. 
James    H.    Rhodes   4   Co..    Lipari, 

Messina. 
Ford  Motor  Co.,  Trieste,  Italy. 
General   Motors   Corporation, 

Trieste,  luly. 


The  Standard  Oil  Co.  of  New  York  Is  the  only  American  firm  re- 
ported as  having  a  branch  factory  in  Greece.  No  lnA)nnatlon  aa  to  the 
location  Is  available. 

OntMAXT 

JTho  following  American  firms  have  t>een  reported  as 
factorii-s  in  Germany.  No  information  as  to  the  name 
the  branch  factory  Is  available. 

International   Harvester  Co.,   National  Caiih   Register 
ton   Pumps  Co.,   A.  Mergenthaler  Co..  Otis  Elevator  Co., 
Sons.   National   Radiator  Co..  SUndard  Varulsh   Works, 
Machine  Co.,  Eastman  Kodak  Co..  Plrat  National  Moving 
4    Towne    Mfg.    Co..    Frigldaire.    Com    Producta    Co., 
Quaker  Oats  Co..  Outorondum  Co..  Norton  Co..  Wrigley 


having  branch 
or  location  of 

Co.,  Worthlng- 
Steinway  and 

Singer  Sewing 
Pictures,  Tale 

Deasart  Bros.. 
Co.,  Beechnut 


Co.,  Warner  Brothers.  Northam  Warren,  Brecht  Corporation,  Chese- 
biough  Mfg.  Co.,  I*almollve  Co.,  Hutison-Easex  Co.,  Union  Special 
M&chlne  Factory,  Chicago  Pneumatic  Tools  Co..  International  Com- 
bvstion  Enfdni«ering  Corporation.  Kardex  Rand  Corporation,  Pfaudler 
0>.,  Sharpless  Separator  Co.,  Ford  Motor  Co.,  General  Motors  Corpo- 
ration, Chrysler  Co..  and  Willys-Overland  Co. 

AC STB  I A 

The  only  American  firm  reported  as  having  a  branch  factory  in  Austria 
Isl  the  Worthington  Pump  Co.  The  branch  factory  is  the  Worthlngton 
F^mp  Co.,  Vienna,  Austria. 

DKNMABK 

The  Ford  Motor  Co.  and  the  General  Motors  International  are  reported 
ai  having  branch  factories  in  Denmark,  but  no  information  as  to  the 
nf  me  or  location  of  the  branch  ia  given. 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

The  Vacuum  Oil  Co.,  of  Kolin,  Czechoslovakia,  is  the  branch  factory 
ol  an  American  concern.  Laviue  Co.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  also  h&a  a 
biauch  facttiry  in  Csechoalovakia,  but  no  information  is  available  aa  to 
Itp  name  or  location. 

NXW    KSALAND 

The  Genera!  Motors  Corporation  is  reported  aa  having  a  branch  factory 
lii  New  Zealand. 

BELGIUM 

The  following  American  firms  are  reported  as  having  branch  factories 
Id  Belgium.  All  the  available  information  is  listed  below  concerning 
tl|ese  firms: 

Gregg  Co.  (Ltd.),  Hackensack,  N.  J.  (location  not  reported)  ;  General 
Motors,  Ford  Motor  Co.,  Chrysler  Sales  Corporation,  Bell  Telephone 
M  anufacturing  Co.  (location  not  reported)  ;  American  Radiator  Co. 
(  )rinch  factory  is  National  Radiator  Co. ;  location  not  reported). 
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Branch  factory  abroqd 

Compagnie  Internationale  des  Ma- 
chines Agricoles,  France. 

E:tablis8(  meuts  Bissel,  Paris, 
France. 

Compagnie  des  Meulcs  Norton, 
Paris,  France. 

Compagnie  Nationale  des  Radlate- 
rus,  France. 

Societe  des  Bougies  A.  C.  Titan, 
Levallois-Perret,  Seine,  France. 

Boston  Blacking  Co.  (France), 
Montmagny,  Seine,  and  Olse, 
France. 

Societe  Francalse  B.  F.  (Goodrich 
Colombes,  Seine,  France. 

Etablissements     Phillips     &     Pain, 
Paris.  Prance. 
■Wforthlngton  4  Mack.   Corp.,   New    Societe  t'rancalse  des  Pompes  A  Ma- 


Amerioan  company 
litcrnattonal    Harvester   Co.,    Chi- 
cago,  111. 
B|8sei   Carpet   Sweeper  Co.,  Grand 

Rapids.  Mich, 
rtie  Norton   Co.,   Worcester,   Mass. 

Anerlcan  Radiator  Co. 

A    C.  Spark  Plug  Co.,  Flint,  Mich. 

Boston   Blacking  (Zo. 

B   F.  Goodrich  Co..  Akron,  Ohio. 
P^ene  Mfg.  Co..  Newark,  N.  J. 


York. 


chines,        Worthington,        Paris. 
France. 
Compagnie    Internationale    Hobart 
Ivry  Port,   Seine,   France. 
Hiffman    Pressing   Machine    Corpo-     Hoffmann      Pressing     Corporation, 


H»bart  Mfg.  Co.,  Troy,  N.  Y. 


ration,  Syracnse,  N.  Y. 


Paris,  France. 


F.   Bowser  4  Co.,   Fort  Wayne,     S.  F.  Bowser  &  Co.,  Paris,  France. 
Ilnd. 


Oils  Elevator  Co.,  New  York. 


W.  Bliss  Co.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 


Aeolian  Co.,  New  York. 


Atellere  Otis  Pifro,  Paris.  Prance. 
E.  W.  Bliss  Co..  I'aris.   France. 
The  Aeolian  Co.,  Paris,   France. 


L<ibdell     Emery     Mfg.     Co.,     Alma,      Compagnie   Franco   Americaine  des 


Mieh. 
Siiger  Sewing  Machine  Co., 
Kodak  Co. 

S.  C.  Brill  4  Co.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Ciane  Co. 

I>    Vllbris  Mfg.  Co.,  Toledo,  Ohio. 


Jantcs  en  Bois,  Paris,  t'rance. 
La  Compagnie  Singer,  Paris,  France. 
Societe  Auonymc  Francaise.  Kodak- 

Pathe,   France. 
Brill  A  Co..  Paris,  France. 
Compagnie   Crane,    France. 
S.   A.  de  Vllbris,   France. 


France. 
Etahlissements    O'Cedar. 


Bi  unswick-B&lke-CoUenda-  Co.,  Chi-     La  Compagnie  Bmnswlck  Francalse, 

cago.   111. 
OTedar  Corporation. 
N4W    Home    Sewing    Machine    Co.,     Etablissements  A.  Eogalle.   France. 

Drange,  Mass. 

Schrador's  Son   (Inc.).  A.     Schrader's     Sons      (Inc.),     of 

France,  Paris.  France. 
N^rth-Enst  Electric  Co.,  Rochester,     Societe   Anonyme  FrancaLse  North- 


W.  Y. 


East,   Paris,    I-'rance. 


In  addition  to  the  above,  the  following  American  concerns  are  also 
rei  (orted  as  having  branch  factories  in  France,  but  no  further  Informa- 
ti<  n  regarding  t^  location  or  aam«  is  available: 
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Ford  Motor  On.,  Detroit.  Mich. ;  Ingersoll-Band,  New  York ;  Chicago 
Pneumatic  Tool  Co.,  New  York ;  Richardson  A  Boynton,  New  York ; 
Delco,  Dayton,  Ohio  (branch  factory  located  at  Cannes,  France)  ; 
Syracuse  Washing  Machine  Corporation.  Syracuse,  N.  Y. ;  Laundryette 
Mfg.  Co.,  Cleveland,  Ohio  (plant  for  assembling  at  Paris). 

■GTPT 

The  following  American  companies  have  branch  factories  in  Egypt : 

Vacuum  Oil  Co.,  New  York  (branch  factories  at  Cairo  and  Alexandria, 
Egypt)  ;  Ford  Motor  Export  Co.  (Inc.),  Delaware  (branch  factory  at 
Alexandria)  ;  and  General  Motors  Corporation,  New  York  (General 
Motors    Near    East    Societe    Anonyme.    Ahxandria,    Kgjrpt*. 

Turkey,  PMnland,  Latvia.  Rumania,  and  Switzerland  are  reported  as 
having  no  American  branch  factories  established  there. 

There  is  no  list  available  of  American  branch  factories  in  P^ngland. 

NKTHERLA.NDS 

The  following  American  firms  have  branch  factories  In  the  Nether- 
lands :  . 

The  Quaker  Oats  Co.,  New  York  (branch  factory  at  Rotterdam),  and 
Corn  I'roduetd  Refining  Co.,  New  York   (branch  factory  at  Susvan-Cent). 

SOUTH    AFBICA  ♦ 

The  General  Motors  has  a  branch  factory  at  Port  Elizabeth,  South 
Africa  ;  the  Ford  Motor  Co.  a  branch  factory  at  Port  Elizabeth,  South 
Africa. 

CHINA 

The  only  American  firm  reported  as  having  a  branch  factory  in  China 
is  Messrs.  Anderson,  Meyer  4  Co. 

•  JAFAK 

The  following  firms  are  branches  (in  Japan)  of  American  concerns: 
Ford  Motor  Co.  of  Japan  (Ltd.),  Yokohama,  Japan;  A.  P.  Manning 
4  Co.  (Ltd.),  Kobe,  Japan;  General  Motors  of  Japan  (Ltd.),  Osaka, 
Japan;  Truscon  Steel  Co.  of  Japan  (Ltd.),  Kawasaki,  Japan;  Victor 
Talking  Machine  Co.  of  Japan  (Ltd.),  Yokohama,  Japan;  Japan  Quarts 
Lamp  Co.  (Ltd.),  Tokyo,  Japan;  Rhlbaura  Engineering  Co.,  Tokyo, 
Japan  ;  Nippon  Electric  Co.,  Tokyo,  Japan  ;  Tokyo  Electric  Co.,  Kawasaki, 
Japan;  and  Cine  Kodak  Service  of  Japan   (Ltd.),  Osaka,  Japan. 

JAVA 

The  following  American  firm  and  its  branch  factory  (located  In  Java) 

has  been  reported  to  this  office : 

.■ImcnVai*   company  Branch  factory  abroad 

General     Motors    Export    Corpora-  (jreneral    Motors    Corporation,    Ba- 
llon, New  York  City.  tavia,  Java. 

STRAITS    SETTLEMENTS 

The  Firestone  Tire  A  Rubber  Co.  is  reported  as  having  a  branch 
factory  In  Singapore,  Straits  Settlements. 

PHILIPPINB    ISLANDS 

American  company  Branch  factory  abroad 

Franklin  Baker  Co.,  Iloboken,  N.  J.     Franklin   Baker  Co.  of  the  Philip- 
pines, Manila.  P.  I. 

Sp<^ncer    Kellogg    4    Sons,    Manila. 
P.   I. 

Powis-Brown    Corporation,    Mmili», 
r.   I. 

Felt  man    Bros.    A    Ilermel     (Inc.), 
ManUa,  P.  L 

Marshall  Field  A  Co.,  Manila.  P.  I. 

Manila    Lingeyie    Corporation,    Ma- 
nila. P.  I. 

Bardwlll  Bros..  Manila.  P.  I. 

A.  S.  Iserson,  Manila.  P.  L 

Mallouk  A  Bros..  Manila,  P.  I. 

Salamy  4  Baloutlne,  Manila,  P.  L 

Shalom  A  Co.,  Manila,  P.  L 


Spencer    Kellogg   4    Son>>.    Buffalo, 

N.  Y. 
I'owis-Brown,  New  York  City. 

Feltman    Bros.    4    Hermel     (Inc.), 

New  York  City. 
Marshall  Field  4  Co.,  Chicago,  111. 
Manila    Lingerie   Corjwration.    New 

Yorlc. 
Bardwlll  Bros.,  New  York. 
A.  S.  Iserson,  New  York. 
Mallouk  A  Bros.,  New  York. 
Sulamy  A  Baloutlne,  New  York. 
i!halom  4  Co.,  New  York. 

CHILE 

E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  4  Co. 
(Inc.).   Wilmington,  Del. 

Ford  .Motor  Co.,  Detroit,  Mich. 

United  States  Steel  Products  Cor- 
poration. 

Colgate's. 


Cia.  Sud  Americano  de  Explosives, 
Rio  Loa.  Chile. 

Ford  Motor  Co.,  Santiago,  Chile. 

Cia.  de  Maestrenzas  y  Galvaniza- 
cion,  Santiago,  Chile. 

Mondion  4  Co.,  Santiago,  Chile. 

COLOMBIA    AND    TENEZIBLA 

Colombia   and   Venezuela  are  reported  as  having  no  branch   factories 
of  American  companies. 

ACSTaALIA 


American  company 
Dearborn  Chemical  Co. 

National  Ammonia  Co.  of  America, 
St.   I>ouls,   Mo. 

Anderson  Barngrover  Manufactur- 
ing Co.,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 


Branch  factory  abroad 

Dearborn    Chemical     Co.,     Sydney, 

Australia. 
Ammonia  Co.  of  Australia,  Sydney, 

Australia. 
Austral     Otis     Andebar     Cannery 

Equipment    Pty.     (Ltd.),    Sooth 

Meiboum*.  Victoria,  AnstralJa. 


Amarioan  comipany 

Branch    of   an    American    company 

niannfacturiog    paper   hags.      N» 

further  Information  avalhtble. 

General  Electric  Co.,   Schenectady, 

N.    Y. 
Warren  Bros.  Co.,  Boston,  Mass. 

Bowser  4  Co..  8.   F.,  Fort  Wayne, 

Ind. 
Cudahy   Packing  Co..   Chicago,   111. 

Disston,     Henry.     4     Sons     (Inc.). 

Philadelphia,    Pa. 
Ford  Motor  Co.,   Detroit,  Mich. 


General    Motors    Corporation,    De- 
troit. Mich. 

t^idyemr     Tire     4      Rubber      Co.. 
Akron.  Ohio. 

Jantzen    Knitting   Mills.    Portland, 

Oreg 
Johnson     4  ;  Co.,     8.     C.     Racine, 

Wis. 
Kellogg  Co..  Battle  Creek,  Mich. 

Kraft  Cheese  Co.,  Chicago.   111. 

Life    Savers    (Inc.),    Port    Chester. 

N.  Y. 
Palmoiive   Co.,   Chicago.    III. 


I*arke.  Davis  4  Co..  Detroit,  Mich. 
Pepsodent  Co.,  Chicago.   111. 


Spalding  4  Broa..  A.  O.,  New  York 

City.   N.  Y. 
F.  Steams  4  Co.,  Detroit,  Mich. 

Stromt>erg  Carlson  Telephone 
Manufacturing  Co.,  Rochester. 
N.  Y. 

Studebaker  Corporation,  South 
Bend.  Ind. 

United  States  Light  A  Heat  Cor 
poration,  Niagara   Falls.  N.  Y. 

Vesta  Battery  Corporation,  Chi- 
cago. III. 

Western  Electric  Co.  (Graybar 
Electric  Co.),  New  York  City, 
N.  Y. 

Wrigley,  Wm.,  4  Co.,  Jr.,  Chl- 
cigo,  III. 

Chamberlain     Medicine     Co.,     Des 

Moines,  Iowa. 
Bristol  Myers  Co.,  New  York  Caty, 

N.  Y. 
W.    T.    Hanson    Co.,    Schenectady. 

N.  T. 


Branch  factory  abroad 
Bates  lA  aia)    (Ud.).  Sydney,  Aus- 
tralia. 

Australian  General  Klectrle  Co. 
(Ltd.),   Sydney,  Australia. 

Australian  Roads  (Ltd.),  Sydney. 
Australia. 

Bowser  4  Co.  (Inc.).  8.  F.,  Water- 
l(K),  New  South  Wales,  Auatralia. 

Cudahy  A  Co  (Ltd.).  Gl.be, 
Sydney,   Australia. 

Disston.  Henry,  A  Sons  (Inc.), 
New    South    Wal<>s,    Australia. 

Foni  Motor  Co.  ».f  Australia.  l*iy. 
(Ltd.).  New  South  Wales  (San- 
down).    Australia. 

(ien»'ral  Motors  tAust.).  Pty. 
(Ltd.).  Carrington  Koad.  H.vdney. 
New  South  Wales.  Australia. 

Good.vesir  Tyre  A  Kubb<r  Co. 
(Aust.i  (Ltd.  I.  S.Tdney.  Aus- 
tralia. 

Jantten  Knittinfi  Mills.  Sydney, 
N<'w  South   Wslet*.  Australia. 

8.  C.  JuhnHun  4  Sou.  Sydney,  New 
South  Wales.  Australia. 

Kollogf;  (AuKt.).  Pty.  (Ltd.), 
Sydney.    Australia. 

Kraft  Walker  C1ie<>se  Co..  South 
Melbourne.    Victoria,    .\ustralla. 

Life  Savers  Australusia  (Ltd.), 
Sydney.    Australia. 

The  Palmoiive  Co.  (Australasia) 
(Ltd.),  8.vdney.  New  South 
Wales.   Australia. 

Parke.  Davis  4  Co..  Sydney.  Aua- 
trulia. 

Pepsodent  Co.  (Australia)  (Ltd.), 
Sydney,  New  South  Wales,  Aus- 
tralia. 

A.  G.  Spalding  A  Bros.  (Asia), 
Pty    (Ltd.),    Sydney.    Australia. 

F.  Steams  4  Co..  Sydney.  New 
South    Wales.    Australia. 

Stromherg  Carlson  (A'sia),  (Ltd.), 
Sydney.  New  South  Wales.  Aus- 
tralia. 

Studebaker  Corporation  of  Aus- 
tralasia (Ltd.),  Rushcutters  Bay, 
Sydney,   Austriilia. 

United  States  Light  4  Heat  Cor- 
poration (Aust.)  (Ltd.).  Sydney, 
Australia    (New    South   Wales), 

Vesta  Battery  Co.  (Australia) 
(Ltd.). 

Standard  Telephones  4  Cables 
(Asia)  (Ltd.).  Sydney,  New 
South  Walea,  Australia. 

Wrigley's  (Australasia)  (Ltd.), 
Sydney.  New  South  Wales.  Aus- 
tralia. 

Chamberlains  (Ltd.).  Sydney.  Ana- 
tralia. 

Bristol  Myers  Co.,  Sydney,  New 
South  Wales.  Australia. 

Dr.  Williams  Medicine  Co.,  Sydney, 
Australia. 


INDIA 

Our  otBcea  in   India  have  reported  there  are  no  branch  factories  la 
that  territory  at  present. 

Mexico 


Amrrioan  company 
E.  I.  Do  Pont  de  Nemours  4  Co. 

Simmons  Co.,  New  York. 

International   Match  Corporation. 

Continental    Mexican    Rubber    Co., 

New  York. 
Crown  Cork  4  Seal  Co.,  Baltimore, 

Md. 
Ford  Motor  Go,  Detroit,  Mich. 


Branch  factory  abroad 

Cia.  Mexicana  de  EXpbmivoa.  8.  A^ 

Mexico.  D.  F.,  Mexico. 
Branch      factory      at       Monterrey, 

Mexico. 
Cia.    Mexicana   de   Cerilloi   y   Fus- 

fores.  Mexico.  D.  F..  Mexico. 
Continental    Mexican    Rubber    Co.", 

Torreon,  Mexico. 
Crown  Cork  4  Seal  Co.  of  Mexico. 

S.  A..  Mexico,  D.  F.,  Mexico. 
Pord  Motor  Co.,  8.  A.,  Mexico  City, 

Mexico. 


hi 
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Bromch  factofy  abro«i 

▲rmand  de  Mexico,  8.  ▲.,  Mexico 

City,  Mexico. 
CU.  Commercial  "  Herdex,"  Mexico 

City,  Mexico. 
Colgate  &  Co.,  Mexico  City,  Mexico. 
The  PmlmoMTe,  8.  A.,  Mexico  City, 

Mexico. 
Branch     office     In     Mexico     City, 

Mexico. 
Hard  k  Rand,  Cordoba,  Mexico. 
Arbuckic  Broa,  Cordoba,  Mexico. 
Cla.    Manufacturcra    de    Clsarroa, 

Mexico,  D.  F.,  Mexico. 
Clo.  Modlrlnal  "La  Campana,"  8. 

A.,  Mexico  City.  Mexico. 
No   Informal  ion   aa   to  location  of 

branch. 

Tb#  fnlloainff  oenpanlM  are  branch  factories  of  Amvrlcan  eoncema 
la  timleo.     So  furtbar  Information  cnncernlnff  tbem  l«  ulren  : 

IntrrnatioDal  Haab  *  tutor  Co.,  Saero  I.arrdo,  Mexleo;  Anmican 
lilfitrlbatJna  <'o.  g.  A.  Uwxieo  City,  Mexico;  and  Reuter-Harry  de  Mex- 
l«o,  «.  A.  Maslco  aty.  Mexico. 

tOKTO   WOO 

Tb«  Knifietarla  Mcdidno  Co.,  of  Mew  Yotii,  baa  a  brancb  factory  In 
I'orto  Ulco  (tbc  EocgkUrU). 


Aaieriean  oompanff 
Armand  Co.,  Dea  Molnea,  Iowa. 

Larkln  Co..  Buffalo,  N.  Y. 

Colgate  A  Co^  New  York  City. 
The  PalmoUre  Co. 

V.  8.  A.  Corporation,  Chattanooga. 

Tenn. 
Hard  k  Raad. 
Arbuckle  Bros. 
Brltlab  American  Tobacco  Co. 

Wm.  B.  Warner  *  Co.,  New  York. 

Mennen  *  Co.  ' 


Tba  8ydapy  Row  Co.,  of  New  Jersey,  baa  a  branch  factory  tt  Are- 
qulpa.  rem. 

XTKcarAJ 

Tbe  Ford  Motor  Co.,  of  Dotrolt,  Mich.,  ia  reported  aa  baring  a  brancb 
factory  in  Uruguay. 


Amertemm  eompanif 
Portland  Cement  Co. 


Bramch  factory  abroad 

Cla.    Arg.    de    Cemento    Portland, 
Buenos  Airea,  ArKentina. 

Prit(orlflco  Swift,  Buenos  Aires,  Ar- 
gentina. 

Prlgorlilco   Armour»  Buenos  Airea, 
Argentina. 

Friguriflco    Wilaon,    Boenoa    Airea, 
Argentina. 

Ford  Motor  Co.,  Buenos  Airea,  Ar^ 
gentlna. 
General    Motors    Corporation,    De-     General  Motors,  Buenos  Aires.  Ar- 


Bwift  *  Co..  Chicago,  111. 
Armour  *  Co.,  Chicago.  111. 
Wilson  *  Co.,  Chicago.  111. 
Ford  Motor  Co..  Detroit,  Mich. 


troit,  Mich. 
Scott  *  Bowoe  (Inc.). 

Victor  Talking  Machine  Co. 

Walk-Over  Shoa  Ca 

Sydney  Ross  4  Co. 

Newark  Shoe  Co. 

Standard  OU  Co. 

National  Lead  Co. 


gentlna. 

Scott  k  Bowne  (Inc.),  of  Argen- 
tina. Buenos  Aires,  Argentina. 

Victor  Talking  Machine  Co.,  Buenos 
Aires,  Argentina. 

Walk  Over  Shoe  Co..  Buenos  Aires. 
Argentina. 

CU.  Arg.  Sydney  Ross  (Inc.),  Bue- 
nos Aires.  Argentina. 

Newark  Shoe,  Buenos  Aires,  Argen- 
tina. 

Cla.  Nadonal  de  Petrolcos,  Bnenos 
Aires,  Argentina. 

National  Lead  Co..  Buenos  Aires. 
Argentina. 


bkjuil 

Tbe  following  American  companies  bare  been  reported  as  baring 
branch  factories  in  BrasU : 

WUson  k  Co.  (Inc.)  (Cla.  Wilson)  ;  General  Motors  Corporation  (Gen- 
o-al  Motors  of  Braxll)  ;  Ford  Motor  Co.  (Ford  Motor  Co.  Exports 
(Inc.)):  Sparks  Milling  Co.  (Sparks  Milling  Co.  of  BrazU)  ;  Armeo 
IntematioDal  Corporation ;  Swift  Co.  (Cla.  Swift)  ;  Armour  Co.  (Ar- 
mour of  Braail,  Corp.);  Continental  Products  Co.;  Bninswick-Balke- 
Collender  Co.  (Cla.  Brunswick  do  Braxll);  General  Electric  Co.;  Unl- 
rersal  Pictures  (Unirersai  Pictures  do  Brazil)  ;  Columbia  Phonograph 
Co. :  Auto-Strop  Safety  Rasor  Co. ;  Dannison  Manufacturing  Co. ;  Koly- 
B09  Co. ;  8.  8.  White  Dental  Manufacturing  Co. ;  Mlddletown  Car  Co. ; 
Scott  k  Bowne :  Parke.  Darla  k  Co. ;  Sydney  Ross  Co. ;  and  Otis  Ele- 
rator  Co. 

Mr.  GLENN.    Mr.  Piwldent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Docb  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinuia? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  the  floor. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  IlllnoU  la  rwog- 
nlaed. 

Mr.  GLASS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  lUinoia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia! 

Mr.  GLENN.    I  yield. 


Septembeb  24 


Mr.  GLASS.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to  remark  that, 
rhlle  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  in  so  far  as 
le  goes,  he  confessedly  does  not  go  far  enough  to  protect  Amer- 
can  labor.     I  wish  to  make  the  further  remark  that  this  country 

as  fooled  for  a  long  time  by  the  talk  about  the  pauper  labor 
f  Europe.    Now  that  we  have  put  a  stop  to  the  pauper  labor  of 

urope  by  a  practical  embargo  on  immigration,  the  pfailan- 
ic  American  manufacturer,  Instead  of  bringing  the  pauper 

bor  of  Europe  over  here  to  compete  with  American  labor,  is 

king  himself  over  to  Europe  and  employing  the  pauper  labor 
ver  there. 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  the  procedure 

ere  will  be  separate  v»»tt«  taken  on  the  two  paragraphs  in- 
olved  in  section  526.     I  think  there  is  a  very  good  basis  for  the 

stinction  made  between  these  two  amendments  by  the  Senator 

om  MU'higan  (Mr.  Corzrrts].  I  shall  speak  briefly  and  only 
efer  to  the  trade-mark  amendment. 

I  can  see  no  justiflcatlon  for  changing  the  provision  adopted 
J  the  Himse.    The  proposed  amendment  of  the- Senate  Finance 

mmlttee  wtmld  provide  that  In  caj»e  the  trademark  Is  owned 
y*  Hflzen  or  a  corijoratlon  of  the  L'nitiil  Htafes  the  article 

n  not  tw  Importel  Into  this  country,  but  it  makes  no  racb 

hlhitlon  as  to  frade-marked  goods  of  foreign  manufacture 
roduced  by  foreign  Individuals  or  by  foreign  c<»rp<»ratlons.     In 

her  wf>rds.  as  was  stated  l»y  the  »<>nator  from  I'ennsylrania 
estenlay  in  answer  fo  an  inquiry,  it  gives  tiie  foreign  owner 
f  a  trade-mark  which  he  has  registered  in  the  United  SiAtcs  an 
dvantage  '»ver  the  AmericMn  owner  of  an  American  trade-mark. 

I  have  had  this  matter  called  to  my  attention  by  one  of  the 
t  wholesale  houses  of  Chicago,  Hlbbard,  Spencer,  Bartlett  k 
dealing  in  varied  lines  of  merchandise,  chiefly  hardware, 
t  seems  to  me  they  state  the  situation  In  dear  terms.  They 
jay: 

As  the  Senate  Is  about  to  conaider  tbe  admlnistratlre  sections  of  tbo 
arlff  bill  proposed  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  we  respectfully 
»1I  your  attention  to  section  526  (a)  (FI.  R.  26C7)  prohibiting  tbe 
mportatioD  of  merchandige  of  foreign  manufacture  bearing  a  trade- 
nark  registered  by  an  American  dtisen  or  cori>oratlon. 

Bear  in  mind.  Mr.  President,  that  this  bill  Is  entitled,  among 
)ther  things,  a  bill  "to  encourage  American  industry."  The 
)rovl8ion  referred  to  prohibits  not  the  Importation  by  the 
oreign  owners  of  trade-marks  registered  here  but  the  Impor- 
ation  by  an  American  of  articles  bearing  trade-marks  regi.stered 
n  America,  while  leaving  free  the  importation  by  foreigners  of 
irticles  under  their  trade-mark.  The  letter  to  me  from  the 
'  ^Icago  firm  goes  on  to  say : 

This  section  was  passed  by  tb<>  House  in  the  identical  language  of 
he  tariff  act  of  1922.  but  the  Finance  Committee  baa  amended  it  by 
itrlking  out  the  words,  "  unless  written  consent  of  the  owner  of  such 
Tade-mark  is  produced  at  the  time  of  making  entry."     •     •     • 

The  extinction  of  the  words  referred  to  abore  by  the  Finance  Com- 

nlttee   results  in  the   absiolute  prohibition   of  the  importation   of  any 

nercbandis«.>    bearing   a    n^lstered    trade-mark    owned    by    a    citlien    or 

•orporatlon  within  tbe  United  States,  even  if  the  Importation  is  by  the 

owner  of  the   trade-mark,   although   merchandise   l>earing  a   trade-mark 

owned  by  an  alien,  but  registered  in  the  United  States,  is  not  prohibited. 

There  are  Innumerable  articles  in   fine  cutlery,  espei-lally  In  the  line 

(if   shears,    scissors,   game    shears,    and    tbe    like,    manufactured    abroad 

<rhlch  can  not  be  doplicated   In   tbe  United   States,   but  which   at   the 

•resent    time    bear    the    trade-mark    registered    by    us    which    will    be 

prohibited  entry  unless  the  trade-mark  provision  ia  eliminated. 

We  are  domestic  distributors  in  a  large  way  of  thousands  of  Items 
:  n  the  cutlery  line.  A  number  of  our  products  which  we  offer  in 
I  futiery  we  have  Imported  over  a  period  of  65  years.  Our  registered 
I  rade-marks  OVB  and  Hibl>ard  are  nationally  and  Internadonaliy  known. 
^e  have  created  a  demand  for  our  cutlery  bearing  the  above  trade- 
I  narks  and  annually  spend  a  very  large  sum  of  money  for  advertising 
j  turposes  to  keep  our  trade-marked  products  before  tbe  public. 

TWs  amendment  of  the  Finance  Committee  would  do  away 
vith  and  destroy  overnight  the  65  years  of  work  and  lab<^>r 
md  money  and  effort  which  this  great  institution  has  devoted 
o  bnildlng  up  its  name,  but  would  leave  free,  on  the  other 
land,  to  come  In  here  with  no  restriction  and  In  comp<>tition 
^ith  this  and  other  business  cimcerns  of  our  own  country  the 
rade-marked  products  of  foreign  owners  dealing  In  the  same 
ines  of  merchandise. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
:  ^ield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana  ? 

Mr.  GLENN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  know  that  I  quite  understood  the 
^nator.  Do  I  understand  him  to  say  that  the  people  to  whom 
le  refers  manufacture  their  products  in  a  foreign  country? 

Mr.  GLENN.    No. 

Mr.  WEIEELER.  They  simply  ship  in  some  foreign  products 
inder  their  trade-mark,  do  they? 
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Mr.  GLENN.  Some  of  many  thousands  of  items  that  they 
sell.  Some  lines  are  imported.  They  distribute  cutlery,  espe- 
ciully,  which  they  mark  with  their  trude-marks  and  bring  into 
America. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  So  that  they  do  not  manufacture  it  In  the 
foreign  country,  but  they  buy  the  goods  manufactured  in  the 
foreign  country? 

Mr.  (iLENN.  As  I  understand,  they  do  not  manufacture  any 
Items  abroad  at  all.  In  fact,  I  do  not  think  they  manufacture 
much  of  their  line  hero.  I  think  they  buy,  or  have  manufac- 
tured for  them,  their  products. 

So,  I  say,  we  would  destroy,  by  this  section,  this  65  years  of 
work  and  ofTort  and  money  which  an  American  industry  has 
devoted  to  Its  development ;  and,  of  course,  this  Ih  only  one  of 
hundredM  and  thousands  of  like  institutions  scattered  from  one 
side  of  tlie  United  States  to  the  other.  Why  we  should  do  that 
without  barring  the  lniiM)i^atioii  of  trade-marktHl  goods  by  for- 
elgnerM  who  own  the  trade-marks  and  have  them  regixtere<l 
here  I  can  not  understand. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  sayH  it  will  hare  a  tendency 
to  make  peoi>le  manufacture  in  America,  It  might  liave  that 
tcndf'iu'y  If  we  M;ild  to  Great  Hrlfain  and  F'ranci*  and  (}ermany 
nod  Italy  and  all  those  other  great  producing  ciruntricH  of  the 
world,  "  You  can  not  bring  your  trade-marke<l  articles  into 
AuM'rica";  but  we  do  not  say  that.  We  say  It  only  to  Ameri- 
cans,   Ho  I  can  not  see  any  jusll<e  in  it, 

I  MMked  the  Senator  from  IVmiKylvunla,  a  memlier  of  the 
Finance  Committee,  whether  before  writing  this  amendment 
they  made  an  investigation  to  see  whether,  under  similar  con- 
ditions, England  and  Germany  and  France  would  bar  the  Im- 
Ijortatlon  of  articles  ti^de-marked  In  their  countries  so  that 
American  manufacturers,  when  condition.^  were  reversed,  would 
have  a  like  advantage  in  those  countries.  He  says  they  made 
no  inquiry  about  that.  One  of  the  distinguished  members  of  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  advises  me  that  he  ha.s  made  .some 
pt»rs«mal  investigaticms  and  that  there  is  no  such  advantage  to 
American  manufacturers  in  England  or  Germany  or  France  or 
those  other  European  countries.  In  other  words.  Great  Britain 
permits  a  British  manufacturer  to  trade-mark  an  aiticle  in 
Great  Britain,  manufacture  It  where  he  iJeases.  and  bring  It 
into  Great  Britain ;  but  we  would  give  to  Great  Britain  and  to 
Germany  and  to  France  and  all  these  other  peoples  this  great 
advantage  over  American  industry.  I  do  not  believe  that  is 
I>art  of  the  purpose  of  this  bill. 

We  can  talk  all  we  plea.'«e  about  favoring  American  labor. 
As  I  understand  the  theory  of  this  protective-tai^ff  .system,  it  is 
to  fix  the  tariff  at  such  rates  as  will  allow  American  manu- 
facturers, using  American  labor,  under  American  worklnu  con- 
ditions, and  paying  American  wagt^s,  and  likewise  using  Ameri- 
j;— €H«  materlal.s,  to  compete  with  foreigners  upon  an  equal  basis 
at  least. 

When  we  have  done  that  we  have  aflforded  American  industry 
all  the  protection  that  it  needs,  and  have  afforded  American 
lal)or  all  the  protwtlon  that  it  requires.  I  wonder  whether  or 
not  the  protection  of  labor  Is  all  tliat  was  in  the  minds  of  those 
who  were  responsible  for  this  provision.  Talk  about  monopoly ! 
They  want  this  enacted  '"  to  prevent  monopoly  "  ;  and  something 
was  said  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  fMr.  r;EX>ROR]  yest*>Tday, 
and  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rsxd],  about  por- 
celain for  use  In  spark  plugs.  I  want  to  ro  into  that  subject 
ju.st  a  moment  to  show  how-  this  amendment  will  work  in  that 
one  instance. 

I  have  a  letter  from  an  infant  Indastry  in  Illinois,  a  small 
industry  about  2  years  old.  Let  us  see  how  this  amendment 
will  affi-ct  that  infant  industry  that  this  protective  tariff  bill  is 
.supiM>sed  to  foster  and  protect  Let  us  see  how  it  will  apply  to 
this  cry  of  monopoly  which  goes  forth  from  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania. 

This  letter  was  written  on  the  16th  of  this  month  and  refers 
to  this  section,  526 : 

The  above  section  begins  on  page  427,  and  on  the  following  page,  428. 
you  will  notice,  starting  on  line  14,  tbey  have  stricken  out  these  words : 
"  unless  written  consent  of  the  owner  of  such  trade-mark  is  produced 
at  the  time  of  making  entry."  This  was  explained  to  us  by  one  Senator 
who  Is  on  the  committee  tliat  O.  K'd  this  paragraph.  They  did  it 
xince,  they  claim,  it  was  allowing  the  trade-mark  owners  of  the  United 
States  a  monopoly. 

How  could  a  trade-mark  be  a  monopoly?  There  are  more  than  150 
Bpark-ping  manufacturers  in  this  country  and  all  are  in  competition  with 
one  another.  We  all  have  our  name  and  trade-mark  copyrighted.  Tbe 
reason — just  for  our  protection  In  this  country.  You  know,  as  a  com- 
pany is  built  up,  their  name  is  their  asset  if  they  have  a  piece  of  mer- 
chandise that  is  worthy  of  tbe  public's  consideration. 

If  this  bill  should  pass  and  go  into  effect,  it  will  cause  one  of  the 
greatest    monopolies   in    this   country   in   Just    this   way :  For   us   inde- 


pendent manufacturers  of  spark  plocs.  we  have  only  one  manufacturer  la 
this  country  making  poroi>laiDB  or  insulators,  whichever  you  may  call 
tbem,  and  that  is  Ftencbtown  Porcelain  Co.,  of  Trcutun,  N.  J.  These 
people  are  very  Independent.  We  have  to  put  up  a  deposit  for  thrtr 
merchandise  before  received,  and  then,  after  this  deposit  is  up  with 
tbem,  tbey  will  send  all  of  the  mercbandisp  to  us  sight  draft  against 
bill  of  lading.  Our  strongest  bank  of  our  city  guaranteed  our  account 
with  the  above  Frenchtown  Porcelain  Co.,  and  they  would  not  accept 
It  until  they  had  a  contract  drawn  up  by  their  own  attorneys,  which 
our  bank  signed  to  guarantee  our  account.  After  this  guarantee  was 
made,  still  tbey  would  not  send  us  the  merchandise  straight  bill  of 
ladiuK.  but  it  had  to  come  sight  draft  sgalnst  bill  of  lading  for  each 
and  ever>'  shipment. 

IjiHt  lu-oembc'r.  the  above  condition  forced  uk  to  go  out  to  the  foreign 
country  to  look  for  porcelains.  Why?  DecaUMo  the  product  manu- 
factur«^  In  this  country  was  not  up  to  methauical  strength.  As 
stated,  we  began  to  make  negotiations  with  a  company  In  tjermany 
manufaeturluff  n   higb-clasN  porcelain. 

They  Informed  me  the  other  day  that  this  cmniiany,  manu- 
facturing (ho  (K>rc»Hains  fhey  mention,  was  the  company  that 
maimfuctiir(>d  the  Mpark-plug  porcHalns  f«»r  the  55eiipelln  on  Its 
Iriji  around  the  world,  ami  they  were  of  guch  quality  and  so 
IM'rfeJi  that  on  th#»  entire  trip  annind  the  world  not  mie  of  them 
had  to  lie  replaced, 

Mr.   KLKTCHKR.     Mr.  Pn«sldent 

The  VICE  PUEKIDKXT.  lH»es  the  Senator  from  Illluoli 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  GLENN.     I  do. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  May  I  ask  the  Senator  who  has  the  iwtetit 
on  this  article?     Is  It  an  American  patent? 

Mr.  GLENN.  It  is  a  spark  plug  porcelain.  There  Is  no  pat- 
ent, as  I  understand :  but  there  is  only  one  concern  In  the 
United  States  that  will  manufartore  for  Independent  pnxhuvrs. 
The  great  spark-|»lng  concerns,  the  large  ones,  the  givat  aufomo- 
bile-accessory  c«mc-erns,  manufacture  in  some  Instances  their 
own  porcelains;  Init  there  is  only  one  concern  In  the  United 
States  that  manufactures  and  sells  to  the  160  independent  con- 
cerns, th»'  small  concerns.  A  short  time  ago  there  were  two. 
One  has  gone  out  of  business. 

I  continue  reading  fn»m  this  letter: 

We  contracted  with  them  for  porcelains  which  we  are  receiving  in 
monthly  shipments.  Their  product  is  far  superior  to  that  of  the  lone 
manufacturer  In  this  country.  We  sre  not  buying  this  foreign  material 
cheaper.  It  costs  us  |2.50  more  per  thousand  to  bring  their  purcelaina 
Into  our  port,  so  you  see  we  are  not  after  cheap  materials. 

Our  name  has  to  be  burned  Into  the  porcelains  at  the  time  they  go 
into  the  kilns. 

In  other  words.  If  this  law  goes  lnt(»  effect  that  trade-mark 
is  tak<^n  away  from  them  absolutely  in  this  countr>-  if  they  use 
these  porcelains.  They  can  not  bum  It.  tliey  can  not  put  It  on 
after  the  porcelains  come  here:  so  they  can  not  use  tho>ie 
porcelains  at  all.  If  they  do,  they  must  abandon  their  trade- 
mark ;  but  a  foreign  concern  sending  its  product  in  here  can 
u.se  its  trade-mark,  or  these  other  spark-plug  manufacturei*s 
can  manufacture  here  and  use  their  trade-mark  In  America, 
because  they  can  burn  them  In  their  own  American  factor)'. 

There  Is  no  way  we  can  leave  it  off.  Also,  we  want  to  call  your 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  porcelains  we  are  getting  from  the 
foreign  country  are  not  flnisbed.  After  we  receive  tbem,  tbey  are  put 
through   four  more  operations   before   they  are  completed. 

We  are  satisfied  that  if  this  section  526  as  submitted  by  tbe  Senate 
is  passed  we  will  be  absolutely  w-recked,  as  tbe  small  manufacturers 
will  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  American  insulator  manufacturer.  If  we 
had  two  or  three  porcelain  manufacturers  In  this  country,  so  we  could 
have  some  competition.  It  would  be  different  It  looks  to  us  as  If 
some  one  In  the  porcelain  business  has  bad  the  words  beginning  on 
line  14  cut  out  so  we  would  be  kept  out  altogether. 

In  the  case  of  the  large,  Imi>ortant  i^eople,  such  as  the  East- 
man Kodak  Co..  this  provision,  in  my  judgment,  would  not 
amount  to  anything  at  ail.    It  reads  In  this  way : 

It  shall  be  unlawful  to  import  into  the  United  States  any  mer- 
chandise  of  foreign  manufacture  if  such  merchandise,  or  the  label, 
sign,  print,  package,  wrapper,  or  receptacle,  bears  a  trade-mark  owned 
by  a  citisen  of,  or  by  a  corporation  or  association  created  or  organised 
within,  tbe  United  SUtes,  and  registered  In  tbe  Patent  ODce  by  a 
Iterson  domiciled  In  the  United  States. 

Speaking  of  the  kodak  situation,  that  would  be  obviatetl  how? 
The  Eastman  Kodak  Co.,  If  they  wanted  to  manufa<-ture  in 
Great  Britain  or  Germany  or  France,  would  organize  a  little 
subsidiary  corporation  in  Great  Britain  or  in  some  other  foreign 
country,  transfer  their  trade-mark  riglits  and  the  name  "  krslak  " 
to  tliat  subsidiary  company,  and  bring  their  kodaks  In.  They 
would  not  be  i>revented  from  so  doing  by  this  provision  at  all. 
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A  TOiall  subsidiary  company,  owned  100  per  c«it  by  the  Bast- 
Bian  Kodak  Co..  would  manufacture  the  product,  bo  there  would 
be  DO  protection  at  all  against  the  situation  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Pennnylvania  refers. 

1  am  glad  to  haTe  beard  the  Senator  IrOTn  Michigan  (Mr. 
Cox-txus]  say  that  all  but  one  or  two  Republican  members  of 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  had  agreed,  after  this  trade- 
mark umeudment  wa.**  written,  that  it  should  be  stricken  from 
the  bill.  I  trust  that  this  will  be  dtme  In  the  Interest  of  Ameri- 
can Industry  and  American  labor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
queiition  beft»re  ho  takeft  hl.s  seat? 

The  VICE  i'RESIDKNT.  lu»es  the  Senator  from  Illinois  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Misslst-lppi? 

Mr.  tJIJJNN.     I  do. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  What  Is  the  name  of  the  concern  that 
makej<  these  porcelains? 

Mr.  GIJiNN.  It  is  the  Frenchtown  Porcelain  Co.,  ot  Tren- 
ton. N.  J. 

HARRISON.     The  rrenchtown  Porcelain  Ca? 
GLENN.     Correct. 

HARUISON.     And  they  are  located  where? 
0LI:NN.     In  Trenton.  N.  J. 

HARRISON.  Trenton,  N.  J.?  That  Is  in  the  State  of  our 
friend  ttie  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge],  who  was  on 
tJie  metals  Ht*bedule  committee? 

Mr.  GLENN.  The  letter  does  not  refer  to  the  ambassador  to 
France. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Has  the  Senator  investigated  the  financial 
standing  of  thl.<<  particular  concern  that  he  says  has  a  monopoly 
upun  the  manufatture  of  these  porcelains? 

Mr.  GLENN.  I  have  made  no  inTe.jtigation.  I  am  satisfied 
that  it  is  very  high. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  had  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that 
it  is  an  Infant  industry. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Oh,  no.  no.  I  referred  to  the  one  that  buys 
from  it — the  company  in  Illinois  which  buys  these  spark-i>lug 
porcelains  from  the  Frenchtown  people.  That  is  the  Infant 
Indu.stry. 

Mr.  HARRISO.V.     This  particular  one  is  not  the  Infant? 

Mr.  GLEN.N.     No;  I  think  not. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  is  the  monopoly  that  they  say  Is  the 
only  one  that  manufactures  the  porcelains? 

Mr.  GLENN.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  And  that  is  the  one  the  committee  is  trying 
to  help  in  this  trade-mark  proposition? 

Mr.  GLENN.     Well 

Mr.  HARRISON.  That  is  the  effect  of  the  proposition,  is 
It  not? 

Mr.  GLENN.     I  am  not  on  the  conunlttee. 

Mr.  COIZENS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  GLENN.  I  refer  that  question  to  a  Senator  on  the  com- 
mittee, tlie  Senator  from  Michigan.  I  am  not  a  member  of  the 
coauultteo  and  I  do  not  know  what  their  endeavor  was. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr,  GLENN.     I  do. 

Mr.  COUZFINS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
is  in  error,  because  the  comuiittee  does  not  agr*^e  with  the  pro- 
visional amendment.  It  has  resduded  it.  We  are  not  trying  to 
help  the  New  Jersey  concern. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  There  were  Just  certain  members  of  that 
committee  who  agreed  with  it? 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Two. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  gentlemen  who  were  on  the  subcom- 
mittee on  metals;  and  I  believe  they  were  the  Senator  from 
rtah  [Mr.  Smoot],  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ress], 
and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edoe]. 

Mr.  CiEoR<jE.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment  in  subsec- 
tion (a).  wctloD  ."i28? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tes;  subsection  (a),  lines  14  and  IS,  on  page 
42^. 

Mr.  GEORGE 

Mr.    SM«K»T. 
y««s  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  will  be  stated  before 
th(>  vote  is  taken  so  that  there  will  be  no  mistake  about  it. 

The  Chikf  Cixbk.  The  committee  proposes,  in  section  628, 
page  428,  in  liue  14.  after  the  word  "act,**  to  strike  out  the 
words  "  unless  written  consent  of  the  owner  of  such  trade-mark 
Is  produced  at  the  time  of  making  witry." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  yeas  and  nays  hare  beea 
on!ere<l.  and  the  Secretary  will  call  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roU. 


Relating  exclnslvely  to  trade-ma^s? 
To   trade-marks   exclusively.    I    ask   for 


the 


his 


lUr.  SMITH  (when  his  name  was  called).     I  have  a  general 

with  the  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson  J.    In 

bsence  I  withhold  my  vote. 

le  roll  call  was  concluded. 

r.  FESS.    I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs : 

e  senior  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr,  GiLLcrr]   with 
thelsenior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copeland]  ;  and 

e  senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses]  with 
the  I  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bboussakd]. 

r.  SBffiPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  and  the  senior  Senator 
froiQ  Nevada  [Mr.  Pittman]  are  necessarily  detained  from  the 
Senate  on  ofB<dal  business. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the 
junior  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Stepuens].  In  his  ab- 
sent, not  knowing  how  he  would  vote  on  this  question,  I  with- 
hold my  vote. 

I  r.  SIMMONS.     I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio   [Mr.  Burton  J.     That  Senator  Is  absent  and  I 
am  unable  to  get  a  transfer.    Therefore  I  withhold  my  vote. 
If      were  at  liberty  to  vote,  I  would  vote  "  nay," 
ijhe  result  was  announced — yeas  46,  nays  31,  as  follows: 

YEAS — 46 


Allen 
Atbirst 
Bar  tley 
BUk 
Blei  ae 
Bra  ton 
t"ap  per 
Car  iway 
r>aJ> 
I>«'neen 
Dill 
Edge 

Bla  no 
Borih 
Brock 

Br<ii>kbart 

("onnally 

<\>uien8 

Bin  ^am 
Bro  lasard 
Button 
Cop  'land 
Qill  ttt 


Glass 

Qoff 

Goldsboroagh 

Gould 

GreeDS 

Hale 

Harris 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Havden 

HeDert 


Fletcher 

Fraiier 

George 

Glenn 

Harrison 

Johnson 

King 

La  FuUette 


HoweU 

Moses 

Norrls 

Oddie 

Plae 


Heflin 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrlck 

Keyes 

UcKellar 

MetcaU 

Nye 

I'atterson 

Phipps 

Reed 

Sackett 

NATS— 31 

McMaster 

McNarT 

Norbeck 

Oyerman 

Ransdell 

Schall 

Shortridge 

Smoot 

NOT   VOTING — 18 

PUtman 
Robinson,  Ark. 
Robinson,  Ind. 
Shipstead 
SimiDuQS 


Btaeppard 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Steck 

Steiwer 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Tydings 

Vandentwrg 

Walsh,  Mont. 


Smith 

Stephens 

Watson 


S  L)  the  amendment  of  the  committee  was  agreed  to. 

J[r.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
wh<>n  the  Senate  concludes  Its  business  to-day  It  take  a  recess 
uni  11  11  o'clock  to-morrow. 

■["he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Cl)alr 
hef  rs  none,  and  it  Is  so  ordered, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Presidoit,  the  next  amendment,  on  page 
42? ,  has  reference  to  the  patent  notice.  Since  tlie  last  vote,  I 
do  not  think  It  will  be  necessary  to  speak  on  It.  All  who  voted 
for  the  other  amendment  no  doubt  will  vote  for  this  one. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Let  us  have  a  viva  voce  vote: 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  ask  for  a  roll  calL 

1  he  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Cloik.  In  section  526,  page  428,  after  line  15, 
Insiirt  a  new  subdivision,  as  follows: 

( >)  Merchandise  bearing  patent  notice :  It  shall  be  aniawful  to 
impart  Into  the  United  States  any  merchandise  of  foreign  manufacture 
if  SBch  merchandise,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  the  package  in  which  it  Is 
Ind  Med,  Is  marked  or  labeled.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
secUon  4900  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (relating  to  notice  of  patent  UDd*^ 
the  laws  of  the  United  States),  or  any  act  amendatory  thereof,  sup- 
pleioentary  thereto,  or  in  substitution  therefor. 

'.  "he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
am  ?ndment. 

'  "he  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Hr.  VANDENBERG  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  the 
Seiiate  voted  on  two  controversial  amendments  this  afternoon, 
on<  relating  to  tariff  restrictions  in  connection  with  American 
traile-marks  and  one  in  connection  with  tariff  restrictions  In 
cocnectlou  with  American  patents.  There  was  a  roll  call  on 
the  amendment  relatin?  to  trade-marks,  and  It  was  carried 
by  a  vote  of  46  to  31.  There  was  no  roll  call  on  the  amendment 
rd  iting  to  patents. 

]  [any  of  us,  following  the  persuasive  and  logical  arpument 
of  my  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Co'ZKNS],  voted  against  the  amendment  in  relation  to  trade- 
ma  t*.s,  but  voted  in  favor  of  the  amendment  in  relation  to 
patents;  and  many  of  us  feel  that  it  is  very  unfortunate  that 
tb£  Bkcqbo  does  not  scrufMilously  reflect  the  exact  Senate  atti- 
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tude  and  specifically  show  the  eloquent  majority  by  which  the 
latter  amendment  was  carried. 

Therefore  I  am  simply  taking  the  liberty  of  reserving  the 
right  to  ask  for  a  separate  vote  In  the  Senate  on  that  amend- 
ment, not  with  the  wish  nor  for  the  purpose,  of  course,  of 
changing  the  result,  but  for  the  pui-pose  of  showing  the  attitude 
of  Senators  and  of  emphasizing  the  fact  that  there  would  have 
been  a  still  larger  majority  in  favor  of  the  principle  Involved. 
I  heartily  subscribe  to  this  principle,  namely,  that  American 
patents  should  not  be  used  by  Americans  abroad  for  export 
hack  into  the  United  States.  I  opposed  the  application  of  a 
klndreil  rule  to  trade-marks  simply  because  it  would  be  dis- 
crlminatorv  and  because  the  element  of  monopoly  Is  lacking. 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  The  notice  of  the  Senator  will  be 
entered. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  an  amendment  on  page 
427  which  should  be  acted  on. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  427,  line  20,  in  the  subhead,  the 
committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  Merdiandlse  bearing  Ameri- 
can trade-mark."  and  to  insert  the  words  "  Importation  of 
merchandise  bearing  American  trade-mark  or  patent  notice 
prohibited." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  line  24.  strike  out  the  wtwds 
"  imi)ortation  prohibited,"  and  to  insert  the  words  '*  merchandise 
bearing  trade-mark." 

The  aniendniont  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  direct  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  amendments  in  sul)sectlon  (d)  ? 
I  do  not  think  they  have  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  on  page  429.  Now  that  we  have  agreed 
to  the  others,  this  amendment  should  be  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  vdll  state  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  Chikt  Clesk.  In  section  526.  page  429,  line  4,  after  the 
word  "  any,"  strike  out  the  word  "  such,"  and  after  the  word 
"merchandise"  insert  the  words  "imported  in  violation  of  sub- 
division (a)  of  thLs  section,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read: 

(d)  Injunction  and  damages:  Any  person  dealing  in  any  merchandise 
imported  in  violation  of  subdivision  (a)  of  this  section  may  t>e  enjoined 
from  dealing  therein  withiu  the  United  States  or  may  be  required  to 
export  or  destroy  such  merchandise  or  to  remove  or  obliterate  such 
trade-mark  and  stiall  be  liable  for  the  same  damages  and  profits  provided 
for  wrongful  use  of  a  trade-mark,  under  the  provisions  of  such  act  of 
February  20.   1905,  as  amended. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  Senate  now  take 
up  section  336,  equalization  of  competitive  conditions,  on  page 
319  of  the  bill.  I  ask  that  the  clerk  may  read  the  substitute 
amendment  which  I  have  sent  to  the  desk. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  if  the  amendment  which  he  has  sent  to  the  desk  is  the 
same  that  was  printed  in  the  Rbcohd  on  last  Saturday? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  Is. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     With  no  change? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  With  no  change.  It  Is  a  substitute  for  section 
336,  l>eginnlng  on  page  319  of  the  bllL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  derk  will  read  the  substitute 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

The  Chiep  Clmsx.  Commencing  on  page  319,  line  10,  strike 
out  down  through  page  326,  line  12,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following: 

Sec  336.  Equalization  of  costs  of  production :  (a)  In  order  to 
regulate  the  foreign  commerce  of  the  United  States  and  to  put  into 
force  and  effect  the  policy  of  the  Congress  by  this  act  intended,  whenever 
the  President,  upon  Investigation  by  Ihe  United  States  Tariff  Commis- 
sion of  the  differences  In  costs  of  production  of  articles  wholly  or  in 
part  the  growth  or  product  of  the  United  States  and  of  like  or  similar 
articles  wholly  or  In  part  the  growth  or  product  of  competing  foreign 
countries,  shall  find  it  thereby  shown  that  the  duties  fixed  in  this  act 
do  not  equalize  the  said  differences  in  costs  of  production  in  the  United 
States  and  the  principal  competing  country  he  shall,  by  such  investiga- 
tion, ascertain  said  differences  and  determine  and  proclaim  the  changes 
in  classifications  or  Increases  or  decreases  in  any  rate  of  duty  provided 
in  this  act  shown  by  said  ascertained  differences  in  such  costs  of  pro- 
duction necessary  to  equalize  the  same.  Thirty  days  after  the  dat«  of 
such  proclamation  or  proclamations  such  changes  in  classification  •haUv 
take  effect,  and  such  Increased  or  decreased  duties  shall  be  levied,"^)!- 
locted,  and  paid  on  such  articles  when  imported  from  any  foreign 
country  into  the  United  States  or  Into  any  of  its  pocMssSons  (except 
the  Philippine  Islands,  the  Virgin  Islands,  American  Samoa,  and  the 
Island  of  Guam)  :  Provided,  That  the  total  increase  or  decrease  of  sack 


rates  of  duty  shall  not  exceed  50  per  cmt  of  the  rates  specified   in 
Title  I  of  this  act,  or  in  any  ameudatory  act. 

(b)  That  in  order  to  regulate  the  foreign  commerce  of  the  United 
States  and  to  put  into  force  and  effect  the  policy  of  the  Congress  by  this 
act  intended,  whenever  the  Presldeot,  upon  Investigation  by  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission  of  the  differences  in  costs  of  production  of 
articles  provided  for  in  Title  I  of  this  act,  wholly  or  In  part  the  growth 
or  product  of  the  United  SUtes  and  of  like  or  similar  articles  wholly  or 
In  part  the  growth  or  product  of  competing  foreign  countries,  shall  find 
it  thereby  shown  that  the  (fVities  prescribed  in  this  act  do  not  equalise 
said  differences,  and  shall  further  find  it  thon>by  shown  that  the  said 
differences  in  costs  of  production  in  the  United  States  and  the  principal 
competing  country  can  not  be  equalised  by  proceeding  under  the  pro- 
visions of  Bulidivision  (a)  of  thix  sertion,  he  shall  make  such  fltidJngs 
public,  together  with  a  description  of  the  articles  to  which  they  apply, 
in  such  detail  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  guidance  of  appraising  officers. 
In  such  cases  and  upon  the  proclamation  by  the  President  becoming 
effective  the  ad  valorem  dnty  or  duty  based  in  whole  or  in  part  upon 
tlie  value  of  the  imported  article  in  the  country  of  exportation  shall 
thereafter  be  based  upon  the  Americas  selling  price,  as  defined  In  sub- 
division (f)  of  section  402  of  this  act.  of  any  similar  competitive  article 
manufactured  or  produced  in  the  United  States  embraced  within  the 
class  or  kind  of  imported  articles  upon  which  the  President  has  made 
a  proclamation  under  subdivision   (b)   of  this  section. 

The  ad  valorem  rate  or  rates  of  doty  basetl  upon  such  American  sell- 
ing price  shall  be  the  rate  found,  upon  said  investigation  by  the  Presi- 
dent, to  Ite  shown  by  the  said  differences  in  costs  of  production  necessary 
to  equalize  such  differencos,  but  no  such  rate  stiall  be  decreased  more 
than  50  per  cent  of  the  rate  specified  in  Title  I  of  this  act  upon  such 
articles,  nor  sliall  any  sach  rate  t>e  Increased.  Sncb  rate  or  rates  of 
duty  shall  become  effective  15  days  after  the  date  of  the  said  proclama- 
tion of  the  President,  whereupi>n  the  duties  so  estimated  and  provided 
shall  t>e  levied,  collected,  and  paid  on  such  articles  when  imported  from 
any  foreign  country  into  the  United  States  or  into  any  of  Its  possessions 
(except  the  Philippine  Islands,  the  Virgin  Islands,  American  Samoa,  and 
the  island  of  Guam).  If  there  is  any  imported  article  within  the  class 
or  kind  of  articles,  upon  which  the  I*resident  has  made  public  a  finding, 
for  which  there  is  no  bimilar  competitive  article  manufactured  or  pro- 
duced in  the  United  States,  the  value  of  such  Imported  article  shall  b« 
determined  under  the  provisions  of  para^apbs  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  of 
subdivision   (a)  of  section  402  of  this  act 

(c)  That  in  ascertaining  iho  differences  in  costs  of  production,  under 
the  provisions  of  subdivisions  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section,  the  President, 
in  so  far  as  he  finds  it  practicable,  shall  take  into  consideration  (1)  the 
differences  In  conditions  in  production.  Including  wages,  roxts  of  mnte- 
rlal,  and  other  items  in  costs  of  production  of  such  or  similar  articles 
In  the  United  States  and  in  competing  foreign  countries;  (2)  the  differ- 
ences in  the  wholesale  selling  prices  of  domestic  and  foreign  articles  In 
the  princi[)al  mnrkets  of  the  Unit(>d  States;  (3)  advantages  granted  to 
a  foreiim  producer  by  a  foreign  government,  or  by  a  person,  partnership, 
corporation,  or  association  in  a  foreign  country;  and  (4)  transportation 
costs  and  any  other  advantages  or  dlHadvantagos  in  competition. 

Investigations  to  assist  the  President  in  ascertaining  differences  in 
costs  of  production  under  this  section  shall  be  made  by  tlie  United 
States  Tariff  Commission,  and  no  proclamation  shall  be  issaed  under 
thiH  section  until  such  investigation  shall  have  been  made.  The  com- 
mission shall  give  reamnable  public  notice  of  Its  hearings  and  shall 
give  reasonable  opitortunity  to  parties  interested  to  be  present,  to  prcH 
doce  evidence,  and  to  be  beard.  The  commission  is  authorised  to 
adopt  such  reasonable  procedure,  rules,  and  regulations  as  it  may  deem 
necessary. 

The  President,  proceeding  as  hereinbefore  provided  for  in  proclaim- 
ing rates  of  duty,  shall,  when  he  detormlDai  that  it  is  shown  that  the 
differences  in  costs  of  production  have  ciuinged  or  no  lonc«>r  exist  which 
led  to  such  proclamation,  accordingly  as  so  shown,  modify  or  terminate 
the  same.  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  authorise  a 
transfer  of  an  article  from  the  dutiable  list  to  the  free  list  or  from 
the  free  list  to  the  dutiable  list,  nor  a  change  in  form  of  duty.  When- 
ever It  is  provided  in  any  paragraph  of  Title  I  of  this  act  that  the 
duty  or  duties  shall  not  exceed  a  specified  ad  valorem  rate  upon  the 
articles  provided  for  In  such  paragrai^,  no  rate  determined  under  the 
provision  of  tbis  section  npon  such  articles  sliall  exceed  the  maximum 
ad  valorem  rate  so  specified. 

(d)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section  any  coal-tar  product  provided 
for  in  paragraphs  27  or  28  of  Title  I  of  this  act  shall  t>e  considcK*d 
similar  to  or  competitive  with  any  Imported  coal-tar  product  which 
accomplishes  results  sobstantlally  eQnal  to  those  accomplished  by  the 
domestic  product  when  used  In  substantially  the  same  manner. 

(e)  Tbe  President  is  authorized  to  make  all  needful  rules  and  rcgn- 
latlons  for  carrying  oat  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

(f)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  aathorlsed  to  make  sach  rules 
9ML,jregnlations  m  be  may  deem  necessary  for  the  entry  and  declaration 
of  Imported  articles  of  tbe  class  or  kind  of  articles  upon  which  the 
President  has  made  a  prodamatloo  under  tbe  provisions  of  sobdivlsloa 
(b)  of  this  section  and  for  tb«  form  of  invoice  required  at  time  of 
eotiy. 


a 


>^ 


%( 


Si    : 

^4: 


-5908 


CONGRESSIONAL  R 


(ir)  Ttw>  term  « traoiportation  eosta "  meanfl  (1)  tn  tbc  case  of  an 
article  wholly  or  la  part  the  growth  or  product  of  competing  forelKn 
coantri.-^  th«  coat  of  tranaporting  auch  article  from  the  aresa  of  aub- 
atantlal  production  1b  the  principal  competing  country  to  the  principal 
port  of  importation  of  aoch  article  Into  the  United  SUtea;  and  (2)  In 
thr  cam-  of  an  article  wholly  or  in  part  the  growth  or  product  of  the 
Tnlted  Rtatea,  the  eoat  of  transportlnjf  anch  article  from  the  areaa  of 
aobstantlal  production  that  can  reaaonably  be  expected  to  ahlp  the  ar- 
ticle to  the  principal  port  of  importation  \p  the  United  Statea  of  the 
like  or  aimllar  article  wholly  or  In  part  the  growth  or  product  of 
competing  forign  countrlea. 

Mr.  8M0OT.  Mr.  Prwddent,  for  years  we  have  heard  con- 
KtHtitly  Increaslnif  demands  for  a  scJentirtc  tariff.  A  scientific 
tarifr  tnay  be  an  ideal.  imi>o«sible  of  ascertainment.  It  may  be 
impoivdble  to  take  the  tariff  out  of  puJitJcs.  Nevertheless,  it  U 
trm*  Ihat  the  (liff«Tviice*»  between  the  two  major  parties  upon 
thf  tariff  int^ue  almost  di^^apfieared  durlnjc  the  last  canipaicn. 
The  tariff  platform  »>  consLstently  and  socceasfully  advocated 
by  the  Uepublicau  Party  seemed  to  have  been  adopted  by  the 
Dem«»cnitic  Party.  It  was  ffeiierally  admitted,  I  believe,  that 
their  cniidiflste  yielded  to  u.s  upt>n  the  (»\e  great  issue  thereto- 
fore su|>iMj«sed  to  be  the  princi^ial  dividing  line  l^etween  the  two 
major  parties. 

But  I  can  not  hope  that  the  tariff  can  be  taken  oat  of  politics 
for  All  time.  I  can  not  hope  that  our  tariff  can  be  placed  upon 
a  jiemmnent  scientitic  basis  in  all  resx^-ct-s.  In  my  opinion, 
then-  will  always  be  fundamental  issues  Ijetween  pnxlucers  and 
eotuiUDter!^,  between  one  locality  and  other  localities,  between  one 
c«>niin«>dity  and  other  commodities.  In  tariff  matters.  These  is- 
sues do  not  permit  of  Rcientltic  sulotioti. 

In  at  least  one  important  resfiect,  however,  we  have  made 
a  distinct  advance  In  tariff  making.  The  tariff  act  of  1922  rec- 
ofcnixed  the  desirability  and  imjiortance  of  a  flexible  tariff  sys- 
tem. That  act  departe«l  from  the  inelastic,  unnecessarily  rigid, 
principal  of  all  prior  tariff  laws.  It  permitted  changes  in  the 
tariff  rates  prescribed  by  the  C<«JgTess  to  meet  changes  In 
econ<-wnic  and  Industrial  ctmditions.  It  was  di.>«tinctly  a  sound, 
progressive  contrlbntion  by  the  Republican  Party. 

I»resident  Harding  in  his  message  to  the  Congress  on  Decem- 
ber 6.  ia21,  set  forth  the  necessity  for  a  flexible  tariff  policy. 
In  recommending  the  adoption  of  such  a  policy,  he  said : 

I>oubtleaa  we  are  Jtuitifled  in  seeking  a  more  flexible  policy  than  we 
have  provided  heretofore.  I  hope  a  way  will  be  found  to  make  for 
flexibility  and  elasticity,  ao  that  rates  may  be  adjusted  to  meet  unusual 
and  ch&nglng  conditions  which  can  not  be  accurately  antlcipated- 
*  *  *  I  know  of  no  manner  In  which  to  effect  this  flexibility  other 
than  the  extenalon  of  the  power*  of  the  Tariff  Commi8i>k>n,  so  that  It 
can  adapt  Itself  to  a  scientific  and  wholly  Just  admiaistratlon  of  the 
law.  •  •  •  Is  this  proposed  flexibility,  authori«ing  Increases  to 
me<'t  condltlona  ao  likely  to  change,  there  should  also  Iw  prorision  for 
decreases.  A  rate  may  be  Jnat  to-day  and  entirely  out  of  proportion 
all  months  from  to-day.  If  our  tariffs  are  to  be  made  equitable  and 
oot  neceaaarily  barden  our  imports  and  hinder  our  trade  abroad,  fre- 
quent adJustBMnt  will  be  necceaary  for  years  to  come.  Knowing  the 
Imposaibility  of  modiflcatlon  by  act  of  Coagreaa  for  any  one  or  a  acore 
of  lines  without  inTolrlng  a  long  array  of  scfacdulea,  I  think  we  shall  go 
a  long  way  towasd  atabUlaatioo  If  there  is  recognition  of  the  Tariff 
Comniisaion's  fltneoa  to  recomasend  urgent  changes  by  proclamation. 

In  conformity  with  the  recommendation  of  President  Harding, 
we  establlslied  the  flexible  tariff  as  a  national  policy.  That 
policy  has  been  In  effect  for  seven  years.  "Rie  exi>erIeoce  of 
those  seven  years  gives  as  a  basis  for  judging  the  merits  of  the 
jwllcy. 

Of  coarse,  the  flexible  tariff  provision  when  adopted  was  an 
experiment  It  was  an  effort  to  remedy  the  Inconslstendee  In- 
volved in  apf^nir  Inflexible,  anresponsive,  rigid  tariff  legisla- 
tion to  the  flexible,  lUfting.  changing  current  of  Industrial  con- 
ditions. Every  new  govemjnental  remedy,  no  matter  how  great 
Its  merit,  has  to  face  rectirrent  attacks  during  the  early  years 
of  its  existence.  The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  was  not 
always  held  In  its  present  high  regard.  However,  it  has  grad- 
ually gained  the  respect  and  cofofldence  of  the  public  and  Con- 
gress has  enlarged  its  authority  from  time  to  time  antil  it  has 
become  a  vigorous  and  effective  agency  tor  the  control  of  Inter- 
state transportation  by  rail.  The  growth  of  that  agency  and  Its 
present  great  value  show  that  wisdom  is  <mi  the  side  of  perfect- 
ing new  goremmental  medlianlsm  rather  than  od  the  side  of 
a tt emitting  to  destroy  it. 

Destruction  is  the  last  resort  of  tbcm  wtiose  ultrscoaKXTatlsm 
makes  them  unfit  to  gixe  coostracttve  aid  in  meetinc  cor  expand- 
ing indostrial  needs.  The  BepobUcan  Party  ooDodTed  ax^ 
placed  into  operatloo  the  <i«'tH>I5»  tariff  as  a  eooatmettte  remedy 
for  certain  of  the  Ills  In  our  tariff  system.  It  rtom  proposes  to 
keep  pace  wltii  the  demands  of  t3m  coosomer  and  of  the  agrlcak 
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ttiral,  labor,  and  mantifactarlng  interests  by  preserving  that 
nmedy  In  full  force,  perfecting  It  wherever  experience  shows 
tlie  necessity  therefor. 

In  his  message  to  the  special  session  of  this  Congress  Presi- 
de mt  Hoover  stated  his  conviction  that — 

Seven  years  of  experience  hare  proved  the  principle  of  flexible  tariff 
tc  be  practicable  and  in  the  long  view  a  most  Important  principle  to 
maintain. 

To  destroy  the  flexible  tariff  would  be  to  ignore  that  expe- 
r  ence  and  to  ignore  the  necessity  for  adapting  our  tariff  ie^isia- 
t]t>n  promptly  to  the  expanding  needs  of  the  country.  It  would 
b  ?  a  most  unfortunate  step  backward  in  tariff  making.  It  would 
b(>  a  refusal  to  remedy  one  of  the  most  glaring  defects  neces- 
SJirily  a  part  of  tariff  changes  by  congressional  legislation. 

What  has  been  the  experience  of  the  past  seven  years  to  which 
tie  President  refers?  During  tlie  early  part  of  that  period 
tl  e  Tariff  Commission  was  reorganizing  for  its  new  functions, 
was  establishing  its  new  procedure,  and  orgjinizing  an  investi- 
gative machinery.  It  was  building  up  a  highly  specialized 
ttchnical  personnel.  But  despite  such  time-consuming  factors 
tlat  delay  the  placinp  of  any  new  governmental  remedy  into 
full  operation,  the  Tariff  Commission  has,  nevertheles.s  along 
with  its  other  investigative  and  regulatory  duties,  ordered  .some 
8i  investigations  for  the  purpose  of  a.scertaining  the  necessity 
t<  r  readjusting  particular  tariff  duties. 

In  the  chemical  schedule  the  investigations  have  covered 
o:  calic  add,  diethyl  barbituric  acid,  barium  dioxide,  casein,  log- 
wood  extract,  potassium  chlorate,  sodium  nitrite,  lln.seed  or 
fliixseed  oil,  synthetic  phenolic  resin,  phenol,  cresylic  acid, 
anino  acids,  vegetable  and  animal  oils  an«l  fats,  glut*,  odible 
gelatin,  methanol,  sodium  sllicofluoride,  bariun^  carbonate, 
tartaric  acid,  cream  of  tartar,  sodium  pho.sphate,  whiting,  po- 
tissium  permanganate,  potassium  nitrate  or  saltpeter  refined, 
birium  chloride,  and  decolorizing  carlx>ns;  in  the  earthenware 
and  gla.ssware  schedule,  mirn>r  plates,  cast  pt)lLslied  plate  glass, 
magnesite  and  magnesite  brick,  table,  kitchen,  and  toilet  cliina, 
g  -anlte,  fluorspar,  perfume  and  toilet  bottles,  window  glass,  and 
b  i>wn  glass  tableware;  In  the  metals  schedule,  pig  iron,  .Swis.s 
p  ittem  flies,  print  rollers,  taximeters,  metallic  magnesium,  gold 
haf,  and  tungsten;  in  the  wood  schedule,  paintbrush  handles, 
l<gs  of  fir,  spruce,  cedar,  and  so  forth,  and  bentwood  chairs; 
ill  the  sugar  schedule,  sn^rar.  rare  sugars,  and  maple  sug:tr  and 
n  nple  sirup:  In  the  agricultural  schedule,  wheat  and  wheat 
P'oducts,  butter,  Swiss  cheese,  halibut^  bobwhite  quail,  milk 
aid  cream,  peanuts,  soya  l)eans,  cottonseed,  onions,  flax.seed, 
e  :g8  and  egg  prodncta,  rfierrles,  fresh  tomatoes,  canned  to- 
n  atoes,  com.  tomato  paste,  fresh  sweet  peppers,  white  or  Irish 
p>tatoes,  and  matzos;  in  the  cotton  .schedule,  cotton  warp-knit 
fiibric,  cotton  hosiery,  and  lace;  In  the  flax  schedule,  rag  rugs 
a  ad  handkerchiefs ;  In  the  wool  schedule,  oriental  rugs ;  in  the 
piper  schedule,  wall  pockets;  In  the  sundries  schedule,  cotton 
g  oves  made  of  warp-knit  fabric,  artificial  or  ornamental  flowers, 
siuoicers'  articles  of  synthetic  phenolic  resin,  brierwo<>d  pipes, 
U.ce,  men's  sewed  straw  hats.  Imitation  pearls  and  pearl  l>euds, 
h  indkerchlefs,  and  cork  insulation  and  cork  tile. 

As  a  result  of  these  Investigations  some  50  reports  have  been 
nade  to  the  President,  and  pursuant  thereto  the  President  has 
p-oclalmed  32  Increases  In  the  tariff  rates  and  5  decreases. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  is  not  the  Senator  going  to 
sate  the  increases  and  decreases  in  duties  made  under  the 
fl?xible  tariff  provision  by  pr(.>ciumatlon  of  the  President?  Will 
n>t  the  Senator  put  the  list  in  the  Rbcobo,  so  that  when  we 
rtad  his  speech  we  may  also  have  the  list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  put  the  list  In  the  Recoan,  and  it  is  in 
t  le  Kecoko  now.  A  detailed  ll-st  of  these  Increases  and  de- 
c  ^eases  was  inserted  by  me  in  the  Record  on  Saturday  last. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  will  publish  his 
8  leech  separately,  probably,  and  it  will  have  a  very  wide  cir- 
c  ilatlon :  very  much  wider  than  the  Coxgressionat,  Retord.  If 
he  could  put  the  list  In  his  .«fpeech,  not  at  this  point  bnt  later 
01  or  at  Its  conclusion,  I  think  it  would  be  very  helpful. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Above  all,  it  must  be  remembered  that  this  is 
tie  work  of  an  agency  In  applying  a  nt^w  remedy,  without 
precedent  or  guide,  during  a  period  when  It  was  hampered  by 
litigation  and  attacks  upon  the  constitutionality  of  the  func- 
tons  sought  to  be  performed,  and  especially  during  a  period 
when  it  was  necessary  to  formulate  the  details  of  the  apjtlira- 
t  on  of  the  principles  laid  down  by  the  Congress  In  the  flexible 
tiriff  i»uvisions,  and  to  resolve  many  matters  of  doubt  which 
hfiTe  now  become  matters  of  precedent 

Mr.  McKEUJLR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
jfat  a  moment  for  a  question? 

The  PBESEDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  In  the  chair).  Does 
tke  Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.   I  yield. 
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Mr.  McKELLAR  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
a  question.  As  I  understand  his  flgureB,  the  Tariff  Commission 
and  the  President  together  have  passed  ui>on  a  little  more  than 
five  articles  a  year  during  the  seven  years  in  which  the  law 
has  l)een  in  force? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  My  speech  will  tell  the  wh<^  story,  and  I 
want  to  get  through  with  my  speech  if  the  Senator  will  p«v 
mit  n)e. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Bnt  what  I  have  stated  Is  true.  Is  it  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  mean  cases  where  a  d^nlte 
decision  has  been  reached? 

Mr.  M<  KELI^R.  The  flexible  provision  has  been  a  part  of 
the  law  for  seven  yt'ars,  and  all  that  has  actually  been  done  by 
the  great  Tariff  Commission  and  the  President  together  In  this 
regard  has  been  to  change  the  tariff  on  five  articles  a  year,  or 
a  little  bit  more  than  five,  the  total  number  being  37  during 
seven  years. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  already  stated  tlie  number  of  reports 
which  have  been  sent  to  the  President  by  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  McKELLAIt.  But  tlie  President  has  only  acted  upon 
37  of  them. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  not  talking  about  what  the  President 
has  done;  I  am  talking  about  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Very  weU. 

Mr.  SM(K1T.  Mr.  President,  the  flexible  tariff  system  is  based 
uiKrti  tlie  fimdameutal  principle  tliat  tariff  rates  should  be  sus- 
ceptible of  adjustmwit  to  conform  with  the  constantly  chang- 
ing economic  ccHiditlons  In  agriculture  and  industry.  The  eco- 
nomic conditions  that  govern  business  competition  are  to-day 
changing  more  rapidly  than  at  any  time  In  recent  history. 

There  are  numerous  changes  in  production,  transportation, 
and  merehandising  costs.  These  are  brought  about  by  changes 
in  methods  of  communication,  financing,  transportation,  itjclud- 
ing  policies  of  .subsidizing  foreign  mercantile  marines ;  new 
sources  and  methods  of  utilization  of  raw  materials  as,  for 
Instance,  the  newer  substitutes  in  oils  and  fats  are  develc^jed. 
There  are  new  scientific  (Ganges  in  dehydration,  canning,  pre- 
serving, and  refrigeration.  Chemical  advancement  pt^rmits  the 
substitution  of  Duco  for  paint,  of  rayon  for  natural  animal  and 
vegetal>le  fiber.  Commercial  practices  must  adapt  themselves 
to  new  international  corporations  and  cartels.  Foreign  govern- 
mental pf>Ucie8,  such  as  preferential  treaties,  debentures,  boun- 
ties, export  duties,  and  the  like,  must  be  met.  The  policies  with 
reference  to  trade-marks,  patents,  copyrights,  labor  pensions, 
unemployment  doles  may  lower  costs  of  production  and  place 
foreign  industries  in  special  positions  of  advantage.  These  eco- 
nomic changes  require  a  tariff  system  that  Ls  adaptaMe;  that 
Is  sutficiently  flexible  to  be  workable  and  practical  in  the  face 
of  such  changes. 

These  ec<momic  and  political  changes  arise  in  the  interim 
between  general  congressional  revLsions  of  the  tariff  laws. 
These  changes  frequently  constitute  emergencies  that  call  for 
prompt  action.  The  elenient  of  time  becomes  all  important 
For  instance,  our  old-established  wood-alcohol  Industry,  the 
product  of  destructive  distillation  of  hard  woods,  was  amply 
protected  from  foreign  competition  as  late  as  the  autumn  of 
1924.  Early  In  the  winter  of  1925  German  wood  alcohol  in 
quantity  was  landed  in  the  port  of  New  York  duty  paid  at 
some  15  cents  per  gallon  less  than  wood  alct^ol  could  be  pro- 
duced In  this  country.  Qerman  chemists  had  found  a  formula 
for  the  cheap  production  of  methanol  from  coal  products. 
Within  a  brief  period  from  the  first  German  imports  the  duty 
on  wood  alcohol — methanol — was  raised  by  Presidential  proc- 
lamation upon  recommendation  9!  the  Tariff  CommissiOD.  An 
e.stal>lished  American  Industry  was  thus  saved  from  destructive 
conipetition. 

Congress  can  not  prevent  nor  should  it  shut  Its  eyes,  to 
economic  and  scientific  development  But  the  Congress  can 
and  should  preserve  and  perfect  a  tariff  system  that  is  adapt- 
able to  meeting  these  developments  in  so  far  as  they  affect 
the  relations  between  our  domestic  agricn!»^ural  and  manufac- 
turing industry  and  its  foreign  competitors.  Not  to  do  so  is  a 
counsel  of  retrogression. 

Mr.  CONNALI.Y.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Has  the  Senator  requested  not  to  be  inter- 
rupted?   If  so,  I  will  not  ask  to  Interrupt  him  now. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  .should  prefer  not  to  yield  furthw. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Very  weU. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Congress,  in  adopting  the  flexible  tariff 
system  to  meet  the  changing  tariff  situations  just  described, 
placed  upon  the  President  of  the  United  States  the  duty  of 
determining  the  adjustments  in  tariff  rates  (within  the  pre- 
8cril>e<l  limitations)  necessary  to  equalize  the  costs  of  produc- 
tion between  domestic  and  foreign  industry.    To  aid  Okt  Prcai- 


dent  in  these  determinations  It  gave  broad  InTestigattre  powers 
to  the  United  States  Tariff  Oommiasion  and  provided  it  with 
a  technical  personneL 

The  adrantagea,  in  fact  the  absolute  nec«naity.  of  iHacing  in 
the  Presidrat  and  the  Tariff  Commission  the  authority  to  make 
the  tariff  flexible  in  its  operation  seem  almost  obvious.  The 
President  is  the  leader  of  hte  party.  The  tariff  has  been  made 
a  party  issue  for  more  than  a  hundred  years.  The  President 
like  Members  ot  Coogreas,  is  elected  by  the  people.  He  repre- 
8»its  the  tariff  views  of  the  majority  of  the  people.  He  can  be 
trusted  to  make  such  tariff  adjustments,  based  on  the  technical 
investigations  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  as  will  be  to  the  ail- 
vantage  of  the  public  in  general,  and  as  will  carry  out  honestly 
and  faithfully  the  purposes  of  the  Congress  expreHsed  In  its 
general  tariff  legislation.  When  the  general  tariff  policy  is 
determined  at  a  presidential  election,  and  the  party  in  power 
has  reduced  that  polity  to  law  by  the  enactment  of  tariff  legis- 
lation. It  should  not  be  necessary  for  Congress  to  reconsider 
from  week  tp  week  each  of  the  thonsands  of  items  dealt  with 
in  the  numerous  paragra[^s  of  the  tariff  act  The  Congress 
establishes  this  policy,  and  retains  legislative  contrcH  over  it ; 
but  during  Interims  between  general  congressional  tariff  h-gi.s- 
latlon  it  is  proper  that  the  Chief  Executive  should  be  empowered 
to  administer  the  details  of  these  policies. 

If  Congress  made  from  week  to  week  and  month  to  month  the 
necessary  rt«dju8tments  of  the  details  of  the  tariff  policy,  the 
business  world  would  be  In  constant  turmoil.  Experience  shows 
that  when  any  tariff  rates  are  discussed  in  Congress  general 
tariff  discussions  are  stirred  up.  Every  kind  of  proposed  ad- 
justment would  be  brought  up  on  the  floor  for  one  purpivse  or 
another.  The  resulting  continuous  business  uncertainty  would 
provoke  industrial  unrest  and  conunercial,  financial,  and  other 
economic  disturbances  that  would  adversely  affect  the  prosperity 
of  the  country.  But  reporting  to  the  Presidwit  under  the  fiex- 
ible  provision  of  the  present  tariff  act  has  not  caused  such 
agitation  respecting  tariff  rates  in  general.  When  an  investiga- 
tion is  ordered  by  the  Tariff  Commission  with  a  view  to  report- 
ing to  the  President,  the  Industry  affected  knows  precisely  tlie 
subject  matter  and  limitations  of  the  investigation  and  the 
articles  to  be  affet-ted  by  possible  changes  in  duty.  The  particu- 
lar branch  of  industry  has  doubtless  asked  for  the  investigation 
and  no  other  branch  of  industry  is  affected  by  the  investigation. 
But  if  Congress  undertook  this  piecemeal  revision  of  tlie  tariff 
laws,  or  If,  as  some  Members  of  the  Senate  urge,  the  Tariff  C<»m- 
misslon  were  to  report  to  the  Congress  instead  of  to  the  Presi- 
dent then  there  would  be  no  such  owtalnty  alxiut  limits  of  the 
tariff  revision  or  the  ariides  and  rates  to  be  affected.  Tariff 
consideration  that  would  originate  with  a  few  Items  in  the 
cotton  schedule  might  well  open  up  the  whole  cotton  schedule, 
or  even  all  the  textile  paragraphs,  and  rates  on  related  raw 
materials.  A  repwt  by  the  Tariff  Commission  to  the  Congress 
instead  of  to  the  President  upcm  one  m*  two  metal  products  might 
lead  to  a  discussion  of  the  entire  metals  schedule. 

The  prosperity  of  the  country  depends  In  great  part  upon 
certainty  In  the  conditions  governing  business.  That  certainty 
is  undisturbed  by  the  present  flexible  tariff  provisions,  and  yet 
changing  economic  conditions  are  met 

Furthermore,  Congress  by  Its  very  constltntioDal  organisation 
is  not  in  a  position  to  give  Interim  consideration  to  the  tariff. 
It  Is  diflicult  for  the  Congress  to  give  consideration  to  a  general 
tariff  revision  oftener  than  every  4,  8,  or  12  years.  It  can  not 
give  prompt  piecemeal  consideration  to  tariff  revision  for  tlie 
reason  that  it  is  in  session  only  a  portion  of  each  year.  The 
IN-esent  tariff  bill  contains  over  a  thousand  paragraplis.  It 
covers  a  vast  number  of  articles  of  commercial  Importance.  In- 
terim consideration  of  these  many  paragraphs  and  articles  would 
be  bound  to  distract  the  Congress  from  its  many  other  legisla- 
tive duties.  The  constitutiotiai  duty  of  the  Congress  includes 
the  duty  of  laying  down  a  tariff  policy.  But  It  also  includes  *he 
duty  of  laying  down  our  internal-revenue  policies,  our  military 
and  naval  policies,  otir  merchant  marine  policies,  our  inland 
transportation  policies,  our  communication  policies,  and  our  agri- 
cultural policies.  Tlie  Cmigress  must  appropriate  for  the  main- 
tenance of  our  governmental  organisation,  and  must  deal  with 
innimierable  minor  questions.  None  of  these  matters  can  well 
be  sacrlflced,  as  they  must  inevitably  be  if  the  Congress  itself 
should  attempt  to  give  Interim  consideraUou  to  adjusting  the 
details  of  its  tariff  policy. 

No  one  more  than  I  tms  a  full  realisation  of  the  necessity 
for  the  faithful  performance  of  his  constitutional  duties  as  a 
legislator.  But  it  would  be  an  absurd  and  futile  legislator  who 
would  attempt  from  day  to  day  to  keep  pace  with  ail  the  details 
of  our  industrial  development  that  affect  tariff  matters.  All  of 
you  have  on  your  desks  a  ponderous  volume  called  the  Summary 
of  Tariff  Information.  Bulky  as  this  volume  is,  it  is  a«  to  any 
particular  article  but  a  primer  as  compared  with  the  details  of 
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the  liiTt^tlgatloos  that  are  carried  on  by  the  Tariff  Commission 
as  a  basis  for  fonnulatlnjp  its  findings  for  recommendatJoos  to 
the  I'nsident  in  tlie  adjuiitment  of  our  tartfif  rates.  The  tunc- 
Hon  of  acquiring  and  dip^wtlng  this  sort  of  information  and 
k(>epiiiK  it  np  to  date  from  day  to  day  Is  a  function  that  must  be 
pIjKfHl  In  an  agency  other  than  the  Congress.  It  Is  enough  that 
the  Cuugrefw,  dnrins:  times  of  general  revision  of  the  tariff 
law.  gives  Ita  full  attention  to  the  findings  based  upon  the  de- 
tailed Information  acquired.  During  the  Interim  the  Congress 
must  entrust  the  application  of  these  findings  to  the  President 
and  the  Tariff  Commission. 

The  flexible  tariff  system  has  met  wide  approval  throughout 
the  country.  It  is  iiupp<»rted  by  our  agricultural  and  manufac- 
turing Industries.  Representatives  of  the  American  Farm  Bu- 
^-»cau  Federation  have  iwrtidiiated  in  13  cases  before  the  Tariff 
C4>mmla8ioo  inv<»lving  wlieat,  corn.  Swiss  cheese,  cherries,  maple 
sirup  and  mnple  sugar,  butter,  milk  and  cream,  flaxseed,  fresh 
tomatoes,  canned  tomatoes,  and  tomato  paste,  onions,  peppers, 
eggs,  and  egg  products.  Participation  in  these  cases  has  given 
opportunity  to  agricultural  Interests  to  observe  the  operation  of 
the  flexible  tariff  provisions  in  so  far  as  they  affect  agriculture. 
As  a  result  of  Its  experience  with  the  flexible  tariff,  the 
American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  at  its  ninth  annual  meeting 
in  Chicago,  111.,  December  5,  S,  and  7,  1927,  adopted  the  follow- 
ing resolution: 

W«  urge  nich  iocreaaes  In  import  duties  as*  are  poaaible  to  be  secured 
under  the  flexible  proTisions  of  the  tariff  act  upon  varioua  agricultural 
products  wbose  co8t8  of  production  can  be  shown  to  exceed  foreign  coats. 
We  recommend  that  the  flexible  provlaion  be  changed  aw  that  the  United 
State*  Tariff  Commiaaion  can  be  In  position  more  effectively  to  serve 
agriculture  In  the  cases  before  It  •  •  •  We  commend  the  Tariff 
Commiadon  for  its  studious  attention  to  and  fair  consideration  of  the 
agricultural  c&m»  recently  decided  and  now  pending. 

•  •••••• 

We  request  sufflcient  Federal  funds  for  agriculture.  We  especially 
urge  adequate  approprlatlona  for  the  following  projects: 

•  •••••• 

(f)  Cnl'ed  States  Tariff  Commiaiioo,  to  carry  oat  the  flexible  provl- 
■ioas  of  the  tariff  act. 

In  addition,  Mr.  President,  I  might  note  that  resolutions  ap- 
proving the  flexible  tariff  system  have  recently  been  adopted  by 
the  State  Legislature  of  Minnesota,  the  Chamber  of  Commeret  of 
th«'  State  of  New  York,  and  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  ot  the 
United  States,  and  many  others. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  of  which  I  gave  notice  to  the 
Senate  last  Saturday  preserves  the  flexible  tariff  sjrstem.  It  is 
a  comi>lete  substitute  for  the  flexible  tariff  provisions  fomid  in 
the  bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate.  The  amendment  retains 
vertMtlm  the  existing  law  with  but  two  changes,  which  I  will 
di.>«cnss  in  a  moment.  In  retaining  the  existing  law  the  amend- 
ment, of  course,  retains  the  existing  basis  of  adju-stment  of 
tariff  rates  upon  the  basis  of  equalization  of  costs  of  pn>ductlon 
of  a  domestic  or  foreigrn  article  in  lieu  c^  the  new  tmsLs  of  equali- 
sation of  competitive  conditions  which  was  adopted  by  the 
House.  The  amendment  In  pn^serving  exi.stlng  law  also  retains, 
of  iH'urwe,  ail  Ltie  limitations  ujK>n  the  adjustment  of  tariff  pro- 
vided for  by  existing  law,  such  as  the  prohibition  against  the 
transfer  of  an  article  from  the  dutiable  list  to  the  free  list,  or 
vice  versa,  the  prohibition  In  the  change  of  the  form  of  duty 
flx^l  by  statute,  and  the  prohibition  against  increased  or  de- 
creii!*e<l  duties  in  excess  of  50  p*»r  cent  of  the  rate  Hpei-iflcuUy 
flxe«l  by  statute. 

The  first  of  the  two  ctiangen  to  which  I  have  referred  Is  a 
change  making  It  denr  that  the  President,  In  making  adjust- 
ment>«  In  ihe  tariff  rntes,  muiit  bn.«e  those  eha&fes  upon  the 
InvPHtlgntloriM  made  by  the  Tariff  Commission. 

The  •uTond  of  the  chsngMs  In  the  Indunlon  tyt  a  definition  of 
triinf»T''*riathin  oonts.  Inder  pxlstlng  law  as  CTmstme*!  by  th#« 
At(oriii*y  (}en«Tal  the  President  is  miuiivd  to  tak*  into  constd' 
eraiion  traiHitinrtNthiti  etwls  In  so  fnr  as  ho  finds  It  prnctlcnble 
to  do  an.  Tlte  smvtiduutit  s)lds  to  the  law  a  daflitltlmi  of  stieh 
iiMis  in  ord«*r  that  thi*  evmimiMlon  In  maklnir  Its  ImriHUlgntlmis 
■lid  Mm*  Pri«d«l(*nt  In  nctliig  tU^rwm  may  havn  a  tfiHIntti*  gtside 
a*  to  what  partli-ttlsr  trnnsporintlon  ctmtn  nrw  to  b«  mtmldsrMl. 
Till*  tleflriivlcHt  pruvUliw  that  thn  Imported  artlcia  shall  be  allowed 
(HikU  of  tntiuiportNllon  fri>tn  the  area*  of  suhetantUl  prodtietlon 
lu  the  |>rincl|«|  i>onj|H>tiiig  fortHgn  country  to  the  prtndpal  port 
uf  lmi*ortattoi)  In  tb«  I'nited  Mtatea,  and  that  the  doneade  article 
sltnll  be  allowed  the  roats  of  transportation  from  the  areas  of 
•ulMtanttal  prodortion  that  can  reasonably  be  expected  to  rtilp 
the  artlHe  to  such  principal  port  of  Importation. 

In  all  other  reepects  the  amendment  U  the  same  as  the  exlst> 
Ing  law. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  Preeident,  I  insist  that  any  attempt  to 
destroy  the  flexible-tariff  ayatem  or  to  hato  tlM  Tfeilff 
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don  repwt  directly  to  the  Congress  Is  an  attempt  to  cancel 
every  gain  that  has  been  made  toward  scientific  correction  of 
interim  inequalities  in  particular  tariff  rate's,  attributable  to 
constantly  changing  Industrial  conditions.  The  particular  rate 
that  is  fair  and  equitable  when  written  into  the  general  tariff 
law  may  become,  throtigh  Inventive  genitis,  or  international  po- 
litical changes,  or  scientific  or  economic  developments,  ot>solete 
and  repros.'sive  before  the  next  gcneml  tariff  revision.  No  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  can  perform  his  con5^turional  duty  in  other 
necessary  fields  of  legislation  and  at  the  same  time  ke^  pace 
from  month  to  month  with  these  changes  and  adapt  the  tariff 
laws  to  these  changes  during  the  interim  between  jreneral  tariff 
revisions.  The  Congres.s  has  devised  the  flexible  system  to  meet 
these  changes  and  has  establis^hed  the  system  as  our  national 
policy.  The  Sujw^me  Court  has  approved  this  system  as  being 
within  the  constitutional  power  of  the  Congresa  The  system 
Is  well  ui.der  way.  It  needs  the  support  of  the  Congress  and 
its  legislative  aid  in  perfecting  the  detalLs  of  the  system.  The 
President  has  said  that  the  principle  of  the  flexible  tariff  has 
provrd  practical,  and  in  the  long  view  Is  a  most  Important  prin- 
ciple to  maintain.  The  principle  Ls  s«o  vital,  Mr.  President,  to 
the  development  of  this  country  that  the  producer,  whether  he 
be  an  agriculturist,  a  manufacttirer,  or  a  laborer,  will  insist 
upon  its  preservation.    And  It  is  eminently  fair  to  the  consumer. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  rtah  a  question.    Will  the  Senator  answer  a  question? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  I  will  answer  It  if  I  can. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Will  the  Senator  state  whether  there  is 
any  great  difference  between  the  present  law  as  carried  in  this 
amendment  and  the  proposed  Senate  committee  amendment  that 
was  written  into  the  bill  as  n^jwrted  out  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  Is  a  great  difference. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  mean  in  effect.  I  know  there  Is  a  differ- 
ence in  wording. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  in  effect  it  would  be  different  It  would 
take  Into  consideration  the  competitive  conditions,  and  that 
would  change  the  basis  from  that  on  which  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion in  the  past  arrived  at  the  difference  between  the  costs  of 
production  in  this  country  and  abroad. 

Mr.  H.\HRISO.\.  Has  not  the  Tariff  Commission  in  the  past 
In  some  Instances  taken  into  consideration  the  competitive 
conditions? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  was  not  the  basis  on  which  they  have 
made  their  reports  to  the  President. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Bnt  they  have  taken  Into  consideration 
the  competitive  conditions,  have  they  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  doubt  whether  they  have.  Some  say  they 
have,  others  say  they  have  not. 

Mr.  HAItUISON.  What  do  those  who  are  closest  to  the 
Senators  say? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  to  whom  the  Senator  has  refer- 
ence. I  thought  I  was  as  close  to  the  Senator  as  most  any 
Senator. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Yes;  the  Senator  Is  very  close;  but  there 
are  two  groups  of  gentlemen  on  the  commission.  One  believes 
In  extreme  protection,  and  one  does  not  l)eHeve  in  extreme  pro- 
tection, and  they  have  had  their  differences.  Of  course,  the 
Senator  understands  that  they  have  had  their  differences  on 
nearly  every  rate  which  has  come  up  for  consideration.  Mr. 
Mar>in  and  his  crowd  want  to  go  the  extreme  one  way.  There 
is  another  group  that  probably  wants  to  hold  back.  From  what 
group  did  the  Senator  get  his  information? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  mean  as  to  the  competitive 
conditions? 

Mr.  HAURTSON.     Tea. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  not  nske<l  n  xiniflo  member  of  the  coin- 
mlwlon,  I  know  what  the  ^♦•ntltnent  Is,  and  I  know  what  the 
preM  snys  nbotit  It.  I  have  never  askixl  n  rnemher  of  the  rom- 
mlasloti  what  their  sttltudc  was, 

Mr,  lIAUItlHON.  l»oe»i  not  tho  Wonntor  think  flinf  under  hh 
Amendment,  n«  In  the  i«ns».  flie  c(miinls«ilnn,  or  a  groiifi  of  ffie 
rommlMsioners  who  nilgtif  believe  in  ntfr^ine  jtrtHeedon,  would 
lAk0  Into  conKldcratloii  the  eotiiitctltlvp  rondtilons  in  ret'onimetid* 
Ing  their  ralas? 

Mr  HMfMKr,  If  tha  Henata  ngrnes  with  the  sintement  I  have 
alrosdy  made,  and  ndopia  ilio  ntnendnuMit  I  huve  i>ro|M)Mid  to  the 
bill.  I  donbt  \tfry  much  wht»ther  In  the  future  the  Tariff  Coiii' 
mlMiil<»n  wonid  take  Into  oonslderatlon  thr  question  of  comiieil- 
tlve  conditions  as  they  are  gpin»rally  unden<t<K»d, 

Mr.  HARitlSON.  Of  course,  under  the  Henatr>r's  amendment, 
there  would  be  taken  Into  consideration  the  difference  In  the 
eoats  of  production  here  and  abroad. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yea;  that  Is  the  same  as  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  And  the  Senator  takes  Into  consideration 
the  transportation  costs? 

Mr.  8M00T.    I  so  stated  in  mj  remarks. 


Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  Just  getting  it  clear  in  my  own  mind. 
Does  the  aiueudiuent  offered  by  the  Senator  differ  from  the 
pre»<ent  law  in  giving  a  high  degree  of  protection  to  the  domestic 
prtiducer  here  in  bringing  the  transportatiou  cost  up  to  the  port 
of  importation? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  it  would  have  a  tendency  in  some 
cases 

Mr.  HARRISON.  We  will  take  sugar,  for  Instance.  Let  us 
take  that  as  an  example,  sugar  from  Utah,  say.  The  Senator 
Is  trying  to  equalize  the  differ»*nce  between  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion here  and  the  cost  ot  production  abroad  as  to  sugar.  You 
get  down  to  the  transportatlMi-cost  proposition.  You  would  fig- 
ure, in  figuring  on  the  Cut»an  sugar,  say,  the  transportation  cost 
from  Hahana  to  New  York? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Or  to  Chicago. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  You  would  not  flgure  it  to  Chicago.  You 
exiM-essly  state  here  "  to  the  port  of  importation,"  and  the 
port  of  Importation  Is  New  York,  so  you  would  take  tlie  cost 
of  transportation  of  sugar  to  New  Ywk,  would  you  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  I  would  take  it  to  the  princii>al  market 
for  the  western  sugar. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  But  the  Senator's  amendment  states  "to 
the  iM>rt  of  importation." 

.Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  more  than  one  port  of  importation. 
The  Senat«»r  knows  that. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Is  Chicago  a  port  of  Importation? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  but  suj^ar  comes  thri»ugh  the  Southern 
States  to  Chicago. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Then  it  would  be  the  Senator's  idea,  if  he 
were  sitting  on  this  commission  and  they  had  sugar  l»efore  them, 
in  figuring  the  cost  of  the  transportatiou  of  the  Cuban  8uv;ar, 
to  figure  the  transportation  cost  to  New  York,  arul  then  from 
New  York  to  Chicago,  and  put  It  on  the  Cuban  arti<Ie? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  think  they  would  do  that. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  understotxi  the  Senator  to  say  a  moment 
ago  he  would  do  it.     That  is  why  I  am  trying  to  clear  it  up 
in  my  own  mind- 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  said  to  the  place  where  the  western  sugar 
went  to  market. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  not  talking  yet  about  the  Utah  sugar. 
That  is  the  trouble  about  the  Senator's  amendment,  the  Utah 
sugar  comes  no  farther  east  than  Chicago,  or.  If  It  does.  It  is  a 
very  little,  and  in  figuring  the  cost  of  the  Utah  sugar  to  New 
York,  vou  fiirure  the  cost  of  transportation  from  Utah 

Mr.  SMOOT.     To  Chicago. 

Mr.  HARRISON,  To  Chicago,  the  Senator  says.  He  would 
not  flgure  It  from  Utah  to  New  York? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  what  the  commission  would  do. 
I  would  not.  under  the  i)rovislons  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  They  could,  under  a  fair  construction  of 
this  amendment  though,  in  figuring  the  cost  of  the  Utah  sugar, 
flgure  it  from  I'tah  to  the  port  of  hnixjrtatlon  in  New  York, 
could  they  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  would  be  a  stretch  of  imagination. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Oh,  well,  a  stretch  of  ima^nation.  The 
commission  have  stretched  their  imaginations  in  a  lot  of  theae 
instances. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    They  have  never  done  it  in  the  past. 

Mr.  HAltRISON.     They  did  it  as  to  lumber. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  A  case  was  before  them  involving  sugar.  Just 
the  same  as  one  covering  lumber,  and  they  never  did  it  in  that 
case. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  case  as  to  sugar  was  confined  to  the 
I)erlo»l  within  which  you  were  going  to  flgure  the  difference  in 
the  c«)st  of  pHNluctlon.  The  crowd  that  wanted  a  high  tariff 
rale  wanted  to  fix  It  within  the  time  when  sugar  was  Helling  at 
0  low  price  InHtiMid  of  taking  a  number  of  years  ovit  which  to 
lake  thi'  average  price. 

Mr.  HMooT.  1  d«>  nut  know  yr]wa  It  bat  not  been  selling  at 
ii  low  price, 

Mr,  llAUKIHON.  I  know  when  it  was  nr^  selling  At  a  low 
prli'«<,     I  know  when  It  got  to  ;v>  or  40  cviits  a  pouixl. 

Mr.  HMooT.    NfH  iumi  sttiiar. 

Mr.  HAKUIMON.  Ttu^y  were  Mrliinf  it  for  tbtt  in  this 
(ou'iiry. 

Mr,  HM(M)T.  No,  Mr,  President;  I  want  U>  way  that  that  Is 
a  inUlukun  Htatemoui.  Cuban  kUtfar  did.  Coba  held  them  up 
here. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Yes;  Cnl»a  held  It  up  here.  Anybody  who 
got  HUgar  In  thin  c«mntry  ha<l  to  get  a  license  first  from  Mr. 
lliMtver  «ir  somebody  else,  and  then,  secondly,  the  price  was  fixed, 
and  the  price  was  away  up. 

.Mr.  SMOOT.  Rut  the  Americau  manufacturer  of  sugar  never 
gr»t  30  cents  a  pound. 


Mr.  HARlUSON.  Does  the  Senator  say  that  American  sugar 
at  that  time  was  selling  cheaper  than  the  Cuban  sugar? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     In  this  country? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course  not.  Rut  that  Is  getting  away 
from  the  other  proposition.  I  wanted  to  get  the  Senator's 
opinion  as  to  whether  he  thought  the  disi-retiou  the  Tariff 
Commission  might  employ  would  be  more  restrlcteil  under  his 
amoudment  than  umler  the  amendment  adoptctl  originally  by 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  and  reported  lu  the  bill. 

Mr.   SMOOT.    As  to  what? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  As  to  competition  between  thi.s  country  and 
abroad. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  no  dcmbt  about  it  We  do  n«.t  take 
conqjetitive  conditions  into  consideration. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  May  I  ask  the  Senator,  why  have  ytm 
retreatt»d  from  the  Senate  committee  amemlment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Be<-ause  of  tlie  fact  that  the  majority  of  the 
Republicans  on  the  Finance  C<»mmittee  thought  that  that  taight 
to  l»e  done. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Was  the  Senator  in  that  majority  or  was 
he  in   the  minority? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  was  in  the  majority. 

Mr.    H.\RRISON.     The   Senator   was  in   the  majority? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  was. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  In  other  words,  you  saw  that  you  could 
not  fjass  that  proposition,  and  you  tliought  you  might  ease  this 
one  thrtmgh. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  Senator  can  draw  his  own  conclusou. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  have  already  couiiude<l. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  has  already  tried  to  blacken  an 
lndu.><try  in  the  I'nited  States,  and  he  can  not  siK»ak  without 
bringing  up  sugar.  He  dreams  about  sugar.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  eats  It  or  not. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes;  I  eat  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.  His  whole  thought  Is  sugar,  sugar;  and  it  is 
the  cheai>est  commf>dlty  there  Is  in  the  Uuitetl  Slates  lo-<lay. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  he  can  not 
blame  me  for  Uilnklng  of  sugar  when  I  look  into  his  benign 
countenance,  because  I  am  one  Senator  who  sits  here  at  alteu- 
tlon  all  the  time,  and  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  another  one,  and 
whei>ever  I  see  him  I  think  of  sugar. 

Mr.  SM<  )0T.  Whenever  I  see  the  Senator  from  Missis-sippI  I 
think  of  sugar. 

Mr.  HARRISON,     We  are  together,  then,  on  one  thing. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Becau.se  if  there  ever  was  a  person  who  desinnl 
to  destroy  an  industry  in  this  country,  it  Ls  the  Senator  from 
Mlsslssipiii,  who  desires  to  destroy  the  sugar  iiidustry  lu  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  do  not  understand  how  the  Senator  can 
say  that     I  was  the  only  one 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  I  ask  Is  to  have  Senators  take  the  Uexvjbo 
and  study  It 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  was  the  only  sympathetic  Individual  on 
the  subcommittee  who  was  willing  to  stay  there  and  listen  to  the 
Senator's  sliding  scale  on  sugar,  and  he  did  not  even  vote  for 
the  proposition  himself. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  God  have  mercy  on  the  Industry  If  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  is  the  only  and  best  friend  sugar  has ! 

Mr.  HARRISON.     We  are  together  on  sugar,  then. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  1  want  to  ask  the  Hctmfor 
a  very  practical  question.  I  want  to  know  the  e«.««'nthil  differ- 
ence between  the  Senator's  amendment  and  the  i)n««ent  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  Ktated  It,     If  the  Heujitor  wnn  here 

Mr.  McKRLLAlt.     I  was  hen»,  and  listened  to  (he  H<'natr»r. 

Mr,  HMOf»T.  I  told  tlie  S««nntor  there  were  two,  and  only  two, 
diffi'rences. 

Mr.  McKKI/LAH.     Will  not  Ihe  Menntor  r«»slnte  fhem'/ 

Mr.  SMOOT,     luxHUthe  Kimnior  wsnt  me  to  read  It  Hgnln? 

Mr,  Mf'KKMiAU,  No,  |  just  wnnt  Hie  Mennlor  (o  («inie  what 
they  were,  wlfboflt   rwidlfig, 

Mr.  HMtNiT.  I  {M-itfer  to  go  on  With  the  Mil  now,  if  Ihe 
HeiiAl'ir  will  Allow  us. 

Mr.  MvKKhlsAH  On  not  tha  nt^nUtr  state  the  two  omtum- 
tial  dIff'TefKi's  he  SfieskH  of  tmtWit'U  this  sniendrncnt 

Mr.  HMOOT.  1  know  tin*  K<*nulr>r  was  hcri«  imd  l|MifrM><t  to 
it  and  why  take  ttia  time  of  the  Hetiate  to  go  (nrer  it  sgiiin?  I 
will  band  this  sUtement  to  the  Henator.  and  show  him  jUHt 
where  It  Is,  and  he  ran  read  it 

Mr.  MoKULI.<AR.  I  did  not  understand  it.  It  may  Im-  in  the 
Senator's  speech,  but  I  did  not  undersiand  It  and  I  would  like 
to  know  the  distinctions  between  this  amendro«i)t  and  the  <»rher 
language.  I  see  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  IC»:*:i>| 
standing  on  the  other  aide  looking  at  me,  and  I  wonid  be  verj- 
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glad    Indeed   tf  he   would   tell    rae   what   the   two   substantial 
diff»'rei)ces  are  l)etween  this  iimeiidment 

Mr.  SM(H)T.     I  will  read  it  ajiaiii.  if  the  Senator  wants  me  to. 

Mr.  McKEULAR  I  would  rather  not  have  the  Senator 
read  it 

Mr.  8MOOT.  If  I  should  make  a  statement  now,  and  the 
Seiiat<»r  would  Kx>k  in  the  Rbcx>ro  to-morrow  and  examine  it,  and 
thero  happened  to  be  a  |)eriod  or  a  comma  or  something  else 
different  from  my  first  statement,  he  would  be  calling  me  to 
order. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Oh,  no;  I  wmild  not  do  that 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  embody  in 
his  an.«4wer  to  the  Senat(»r  from  Tennessee  an  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion which  I  wish  to  ask  right  altmg  the  same  line?  Will  he 
explain  in  answer  to  that  question  what  is  meant  in  his  amend- 
HH-nt  by  '•  transportation  costs  and  anj  other  advantages  or 
di.sjidvantages  in  comi)etitinn  "? 

-Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  that  is  what  I  have  been  trying 
to  tell  the  Senate.  I  have  already  done  It,  and  I  refer  the  two 
Senators  to  my  speech  ai»  it  will  apiiear  in  to-morrow's  Rbcobd. 
I  am  not  going  to  go  over  the  sfieech  again  for  their  benefit. 

Mr.  Mc'KEIXAR.  I  shall  be  verj'  glad  to  look  at  the  Sena- 
tor's s|)t-ech  in  the  Rbcoro.  but  I  was  unable  to  ascertain  what 
the  differences  were  as  he  made  his  speech. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  obtained  the  flmir. 

Mr.  H.\RRISOX.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  from  Utah  was  getting  ready 
to  answer  the  question  propoundetl  by  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
see when  I  tried  to  help  out  by  reading  what  his  amendment 
provides.  Why  does  the  Senator  from  Utah  sit  down  when  I 
ask  that  question? 

Jlr.  REKI).  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  There  is  nothing  new  in  those  words.  They  are 
In  the  pres<'nt  'aw. 

Mr.  H.VRKISON.  Of  course  they  are.  The  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  was  not  here  when  the  controversy  started.  I  was 
trying  to  get  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  explain  the  difference 
between  the  |MVsent  law  and  the  amendment  as  reported  out  of 
the  S»'nate  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     And  that  is  exactly  what  I  have  done. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina ijermit  me  in  a  few  words  to  state  my  view?  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  have  the  same  view  the  Senator  fn^m  Utah  hah. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  fri»m  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HERD.  There  are  Jntt  two  change*  in  the  present  law 
tbii'  are  attempted  to  U>  made  by  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Utah.  One  Is  the  proviolrNi  that  the  InveMtlga- 
tluii  ii|Nin  wblth  the  Pr(*iil(k'nt  nitist  act  niuxt  b«  an  lnv(>Mtigfl' 
tluij  iiiaU«  by  (b«  Tariff  Comiuliwilon.  We  had  the  Idea  that  the 
priiMMit  law  Im  too  ragiie  when  it  {trovUlen  that  ho  may  mako 
an  InvcMtlgatbKi  and  M{w?n  hi*  investigation  inajr  art.  W0 
wanfeil  to  iu»ki>  It  ileflnlte  that  hU  niilon  mu^  tw  pf<*(Tded  by 
an  ln«^(fi(ltfaiion  of  the  Tariff  ComnilitHlon  ami  that  by  tliat  In- 
VMitigititon  uimI  that  only  wao  b««  to  b«  guided,  That  In  tho 
nmt  dtffi^eiici', 

Mr  Ml KKiJ.AI(.  IM  mt  auk  th«  H«nator  a  quMtion  right 
tlM're.  If  Itii  wlli  iifrnilt  itie.  A»  I  underhand  it,  ttmt  haa  been 
fh<'  prat'ti'v  under  the  {M'em'nt  law;  but  tlm  itnnmitteo  hnn  Mien 
Hi  ri<'W  to  umku  It  more  «pt*clflc  and  make  It  alMolutely  certain 
thai  itw  Pre«i<l«iot  in  to  votitium  lo  the  pructic*  io  which  he  haM 
be<'n  engaged? 

Mr,  KRKl).  That  la  fme.  We  wanted  thl*  to  be  done  in  a 
■ystemutlc  way  and  the  aame  way  in  each  cane.  It  hi  quite 
c«»nceivable  that  the  President  might  send  over  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce  and  get  them  to  make  an  investigation.  We 
wanteil  to  forevtall  that  poasibllity  and  have  it  all  come  through 
the  one  tribunal.    That  is  the  first  change. 

The  other  change  lies  in  the  insertion  of  a  definition  of  the 
vexi^  term  "  transportation  coata."  The  Senator  from  Utah 
has  ins«>rted  a  definition  of  the  plirase  "transportation  costs." 
That  phrase  occun  in  the  present  law.  but  the  definition  does 
not  and  the  Tariff  Commission  has  been  in  a  turmoil  for  some 
time  over  an  honest  difference  of  opinion  as  to  Just  what  trans- 
portation ct^ts  are  to  be  used.  One  side  has  said  they  should 
take  the  transportation  costs  on  all  of  the  commodities  that 
might  possibly-  be  sent  to  the  central  pt^t  we  are  using  for 
a  test.  Another  side  said,  "  No,  that  is  wrong.  You  should 
onl>-  take  the  transportation  costs  on  the  conunodities  that  are 
flowing  there  naturally  now."    Each  side  has  merit  in  its  con- 
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ention.  The  imixirtnnt  thing  is  to  get  the  controversy  settle*!, 
t  is  even  more  important  to  settle  it  than  it  is  to  settle  it 
ight,  but  we  think  we  have  settled  it  right  besides. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  But  that  is  a  controversy  in  the  comrais- 
lion  itself.  I  notice  in  the  reports  gn  such  articles  as  they 
lave  changed  the  rates  on  they  have  included  transportation 
<|osts  to  the  port  of  importation. 

Mr.  REED.     They  do  in  most  cases. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  They  do  in  ail  that  I  have  noticed.  In 
nosi  c^ses  undoubtedly  they  have  done  so.  Then,  as  I  nnder- 
itand  the  Senator  the  second  change  just  makes  it  more  clear 
IS  to  what  is  to  be  included  in  transi)ortation  costs? 

Mr.  REED.     Exactly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee  sat  in  his  seat  and 
leard  me  when  I  stated  what  the  first  change  was,  as  follows: 

The  flrst  of  the  two  chanK<?s  to  which  I  havp  referred  Is  a  I'hnn^ 
DakiDg  it  clear  that  the  Predidtnt,  in  making  adjustments  in  the  tariff 
tites,  must  base  those  changes  upon  tlie  investigations  made  by  the 
Tariff  Commission. 

That  is  just  as  the  Senator  fn->m  Pennsylvania  has  stntetl  it 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Perhaps  so,  but  I  did  not  catch  it  It  was 
ny  fault  and  not  the  fault  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  want  to  have 
ne  read  the  .second  one? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     No:  It  Is  not  neces.sary. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  did  not  want  other  Senators  to  tldnk  I  had 
)een  trying  to  mislead  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
ina  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
I^nrollna  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
vhy  the  committee  selected!  the  port  of  Importation  as  the  base 
rom  which  the  ct>st  of  tran.sportation  from  inland  points  in  the 
7nite<i  States  shall  be  considered  notwithstanding  the  fa«t  that 
he  port  of  Importation  may  not  be  the  principal  market  of 
'onsumptlon?  Why  did  not  the  Senators,  If  they  desired  to  be 
air  and  Just,  select  the  point  of  consumption  rather  than  the 
)ort  of  importation? 

Mr.  REED.  Because  the  i)ort  of  importation  is  the  flrst  spf>t 
it  which  tlie  collision  occurs  l)etween  the  imported  goo<ls  and 
he  domestic-made  gomis.  I  can  readily  see  that  If  the  principal 
Kjint  of  c<»nsumptlon  were  Omaha,  for  example,  and  If  we  hiii^cd 
)ur  tariff  on  the  difference  in  lald-ilown  costs  at  Omaha  on 
loine  commodity  or  other.  It  wotild  be  tantamotuit  to  surrender- 
ng  the  const  market  clear  around  tlie  United  States,  and  that 
s  not  otjr  theory  of  prot^n-tlon. 

Mr.  KING.     May  I  say  to  the  Senator 

Mr.  HEED,  We  are  keeping  tlie  Henntnr  from  North  Caro- 
Inn  Mtnnding  a  hmg  tltnc  I  wonder  If  it  would  not  be  fairer  to 
dm  If  we  nhonld  finish  thin  dl«<ctn»4lnn  after  he  hitn  concliidini? 

Mr,  HIM.M0NH,     I  Imve  no  objc^'tlon  to  yielding  further, 

Mr,  KlSa.  I  Nhrtll  be  gtnd  to  flnlxh  it  n  little  later  and  not 
tniMHie  fiirttH'r  on  the  H««nator  from  North  Corollna  now, 

Mr,  HIMMONH,  Mr,  Prsiddi^it,  i  imve  not  rlm'u  for  tlie  pur* 
NMM*  of  making  a  M|N<(><'h,  other  HenniorM  repreftentlng  tlie 
iitiiority  titN*n  the  Finance  ('ommltiee  will  itit<»r  into  a  thorough 
lliM'UMHiim  of  the  matter.  For  the  preM«nt  I  Mhall  content  my- 
self witti  offering  a  Miilwtitute  for  the  omendment  pro|K»^4*t1  by 
he  Mutator  front  Utah  and  Nubmltling  a  few  reinarkN  with  ref- 
erence to  the  prop<H«*><l  HiilMitltrite  witiiout  undertaking  to  enter 
nto  any  general  ditu  tWMlon. 

Mr.  Preaident,  I  send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  which  I  i»ro- 
NMe  tt>  offer  in  the  nature  of  a  KUbMtitute  for  the  amendment 
>fferetl  by  the  H<»fiator  from  Utah. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  derk  will  report  the  proposed 
mb»ititute. 

The  LeoisLATiVE  Clerk.  On  page  319,  commencing  In  line  10, 
rtrike  out  down  to  and  including  line  12  on  page  326,  inclusive, 
relating  to  the  flexible  tariff. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North 
;)aroiina  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  merely  want  to  get  straight  in  my  own  mind 
he  parliamentary  situation.  After  tlie  discussion,  and  when  the 
Senate  Is  prepared  to  vote,  will  the  vote  be  upon  the  substitute 
)r  will  we  flrst  dispose  of  the  committee  amendment?  I  merely 
isk  that  question  because  of  the  unanimou.s-consent  a;;rcemci.f 
i^hlch,  as  I  understand  it,  proposes  action  first  upon  committee 
I  uneodments. 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  nnderstand :  but  when  a  committee  antend- 
men!  is  rea«hed  a  substitute  can  be  offered  for  it. 

Mr.  EIKJE.     I  do  not  question  that 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     And  the  substitute  will  be  voted  on  flrst 

Mr.  EDGE.  Then  It  is  the  Senator's  interiwt^tation  that  under 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement  it  would  l>e  in  order  to  vote 
first  on  the  .substitute  of  the  Senator  fmm  North  Carolina?  The 
question  has  been  raised  as  to  whether  we  should  not  first  per- 
fect the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  the  Senator  from  Utah  desires  to  change 
or  perfect  his  amendment,  he  can  do  that  on  his  own  motion 
and  volition.  But  the  vote  will  not  be  on  the  amendment  until 
my  substitute  is  voted  upon.  He  can  perfect  his  amendment 
in  any  way  he  ph-ases. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  have  no  objection  at  all  to  that  procedure,  but 
I  thought  it  would  be  better  to  have  it  cleared  up  in  advance. 
It  .seemed  to  me  that  under  the  unanimous-ci»nsent  agreement 
we  must  flrst  dispose  of  the  committee  amendment  as  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  But  before  disposing  of  any  committee 
amendment,  I  think  it  Is  in  order  always  to  offer  a  sulistitute 
for  the  coinniittee  amendment  after  It  Is  perfected  as  the  author 
desires  to  iierfei't  it. 

Mr.  i]D<;E.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  EDGE.  May  I  ask  the  Chair  what  would  be  the  Chair's 
opiriion  of  the  i)rocedure? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  is  advised  by  the  parlia- 
mentary clerk  that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  Is 
to  strike  out  and  to  insert.  If  tlie  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  is  to  amend  the  text  of  the  House  bill, 
thai  would  bi'  in  order  flrst.  Otherwise  the  Chair  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  vote  would  be  flrst  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  My  motion  was  to  strike  out  all  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah.  I  offered  it  as  a  sub- 
stitute, rather,  for  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  I  understand  the  amendment  the  Senator 
desires  to  strike  out  everything  relating  to  the  flexible-tariff 
provision. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  from  Utah  offered  an  amend- 
ment to  strike  out  a  part  of  It.  I  offered  a  substitute  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  My  amendment  is  to  displace  the  flexible  pro- 
rislons  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  SIM.MONS.     Or  to  continue  the  present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  with  a  couple  of  amendments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  thinks,  without  having 
had  an  opportunity  to  give  the  matter  very  careful  considera- 
tion, that  a  vote  on  tlie  amendment  to  strike  out  and  Inwrt 
wotild  flrxt  be  in  order,  liut  will  wKhhold  a  definite  opinion 
until  after  an  investigation  of  tlie  (piestlon. 

Mr  HIMMONH,  That  ia  a  matter  we  can  probably  discuss  at 
a*lnler  time.  The  aniendment  which  1  have  ofTcred  prot)OM«>H  to 
atrlke  «»ut  the  whole  <»f  tt*x-tUUi  HWJ,  Tho  amendnutil  of  the 
H<*nHfor  from  Utah  prof>oM»s  to  Mrlko  out  port  of  that  mn'tUm 
and  re»«fore  tiie  prinM'iit  law, 

Mr,  Prc'^l^lent,  I  wai>  \fry  tntu'h  ItitcreMted  In  the  Ntal(*tnent 
made  by  the  H<*nalor  from  Utah  wllfi  referem^e  to  the  atMolute 
DecfMlty  for  n  llexlttle  tariff,  He  doeH  not  think  it  Im  inmniUU' 
to  gel  along  wlihoui  a  flexible  tariff,  (•N|ie<'ially  when  tite  law 
Im  baxed  U|Mm  lite  R<*{mblb'an  principle  of  proleetitm,  I  wiNh  to 
call  III"  atl(*ntion  <»f  the  Henator  and  of  all  other  Htimtitm  to 
the  fact  that  the  ttr'*t  flexible  tariff  act  enacted  In  this  country 
wax  in  H>22,  tiH  yearn  after  Ihe  paH^age  of  the  first  lU'pubilctjn 
protective  tariff  l»iU.  For  08  yearx  the  pr^Mective  aystem  in  tlM» 
United  Ktates  was  administered  without  the  ai<l  of  a  flexitde 
tariff.  During  a  part  of  that  time  that  great  exiwnent  of  prrn 
tection.  the  late  Nelson  W.  Aldrich,  presided  over  the  Finance 
Committee  of  this  body. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  make  a  point  of 
no  quorum,  so  that  we  may  have  a  full  attendance  of  Senators 
In  the  Chamber.  Will  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  yield 
to  me  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  desire  merely  to  make  a  few  remarks,  and 
I  am  perfectly  content  to  go  on  without  a  quortim,  but  I  will 
yield  to  the  wishes  of  the  Senator  from  MisHl.s.sippi. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  raise  the  point  of  no  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  their  names: 

Allen  Blaine  Bro->khart  Courens 

Ashurst  Blease  Brounsard  Cutting 

Barkley  Borah  Capper  Dale 

Bingham  Bratton  Carawar  Deneeo 

Black  Brock  Connally  Dill 


Edge 

Hayden 

Mdle 

ftwankon 

Fess 

Hebert 

Overmaa 

Thonins,  Idaho 

Fletcher 

Ileflin 

Patterson 

Th<>m:»s,  (»kla. 

F>Hxior 

Uowell 

Phlpi«s 

Towns,  :i(i 

George 

Johnson 

Pine 

TratniutU 

Gillftt 

Jones 

I'ltiman 

Tv.Jinv-s 

Glass 

Ki>au 

Haiisdell 

Vaiul«'tib«'rg 

Glenn 

K'lidrlck 

Re»>d 

Wagner 

Goff 

Keyt-s 

Kithinaon,  Ark. 

Walooft 

Go!  dsbo  rough 

King 

Iji  Follett« 

Uuiiinmtu.  lud. 

Wiilhh.  .Matui. 

Gould 

Sack.tt 

Wnimh,  Mont, 

Greene 

McKellar 

Scliall 

Warn-n 

Hale 

UcMaster 

Sbt-ppard 

Watermaa 

Harris 

McNary 
MeUnlf 

Short  rtdge 

WatNon 

Uarrison 

Siunuoiis 

WlH'wler 

Hastings 

M08OS 

Smith 

Hatfleld 

Norljock 

SnuMit 

Uawes 

Nye 

Stelwer 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-nine  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  Senator  fri>ra 
North  Carolina  will  pr»<-eed. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  just  as  the  point  of  no 
quorum  was  made  I  was  saying  that  the  first  flexible-tariff 
provision  ad(^»ted  in  this  country  was  in  1!»22.  after  C-s  y«-ani 
had  elapsed  since  tin*  pa.ssage  of  the  first  Ri>publican  protec- 
tive tariff  act. 

There  was  no  suggestion  <»f  a  flexible-tariff  provi.>«i<tn  in  the 
act  of  1922  a.*»  it  came  to  the  S<H)ate  from  the  Iiou.s<'  of  Rep- 
resentatives, but  as  the  bill  came  from  that  IxKly  It  c.irrhil  a 
very  remarkable  provision ;  it  cairled  a  provision  basing  the 
application  of  the  tariff  rates  establishe<l  In  thi*  bill  niton  what 
is  c-alle<l  American  valuation.  That  would  have  Involved  an 
increase  in  the  statutory  rates  carried  in  the  House  bill  of  all 
the  way  from  25  to,  i)erhaps,  00  per  cent,  and  probably  in<-re. 
When  the  bill  canic  to  the  Senate,  carrying  no  i>n)vlsion  what- 
soever for  a  flexible  tariff  but  carrying  this  new  basis  of  valu- 
ation which  practically  increasetl  the  rates  from  2r»  to  (M)  iM*r 
cent,  a  contrtn'ersy  arose  in  the  ranks  of  tin'  Reimblloin  Party 
as  to  whether  they  could  put  through  the  Senate  a  provlMi<»n  so 
radical  as  that  c<inlained  In  the  Hous«>  bill.  The  Senate  com- 
mittee flnally  struck  out  the  American-valuation  provision  car- 
ried by  that  bill,  written  into  It,  Mr.  Pn'sldeiit.  thioujjii  the 
Influence  of  Hon.  JoH»'ph  W.  Fordney,  then  chairman  of  the 
Ways  and  Means  Commltte**  of  the  Hou.se  and  probably  the 
niost  extreme  priest  of  high  iinitC'thm  that  this  c<»untry  !ta8 
ever  known,  not  exceitting  Mr.  Aldrich.  It  was  Mr.  Fonlney'g 
pet  scheme.  The  Senate  committi'e  desired  very  mu<"h  to 
adopt  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  from  Utah  shakes  his  head  and 
says,  "  No."  I  will  slimv  him  that  the  Finance  Commltti'e  did 
so  desire  Tlie  Reinibllcan  nienilH-rc  of  the  committee  favored 
that  pntvlsion  and  would  have  liked  to  write  it  In  the  bill,  but 
they  did  not  dare  to  do  so,  lieciinnc  thi-y  knew  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  would  not  ao-ept  ••nch  a  unm-trous  pnipositlon. 

Mr,  HMOOT.    Mr.  Pn-sldent.  will  the  H«niaf«»r  yield? 

Tiie  VICE  PREHII^ENT,  D«h^  Ihe  H«'nnior  fnaii  Nwth  Caro- 
lina yield  to  tlie  Hcnaior  from  Utah? 

Mr.  HIM.M(»NH  If  (he  H«fiator  will  nlhm-  me  to  flrdxh  my 
sla(*'mc»it,  I  will  then  yield  to  him.  The  provision  fm  American 
valuation  waN  strtcken  out,  but  when  ft  wiin  iitrlckefi  out  iii« 
then  chairman  of  (he  ltepuf>llcmi  Klnaiic««  Co»inilt(i<*',  Mr. 
M<'Cumber,  in  hiit  rtintrt  on  (he  HU  and  In  hiN  niHHiht'n  niiolo> 
lii'/Atl  to  (he  IndUMtrlen  trf  thin  cfftmlry  for  «trfklng  It  out 

I  wl»»h  rmw  to  read  wliat  I  i«ald  in  (lie  niM»n  irreiKiriNl  b>  me 
on  tielialf  of  ffie  min<n'i(y  of  the  Flnarwe  Commi((ei»  with  refer- 
Mice  to  that  quextlon, 

Mr,  HMOOT.  Mr.  Presld.tit.  will  Ihe  H<iintf»r  yield  there  for 
a  statement? 

Mr.  HIMMONH.    I  will  yield  to  the  H'Miutor  In  a  few  momenta. 

In  my  reiwrt,  filed  on  behalf  of  the  minority  of  the  committee 
on  May  Id,  1Ii22,  referring  to  thla  subject,  I  said,  speaking  of 
the  report  of  the  majority  of  the  c<»romlttee: 

It  devotM  much  Hpace  to  a  long -drawn-out  jtremlad  ov<'r  the  eoforfcd 
■erappinic  of  the  Furduey  Amcricao  valualioi)  Kiufof.  Thexe  lamt-nfa- 
tioott,  taken  together  with  the  strenuuua  effort  made  by  tbf  roiumlttaa 
to  obtain  data  that  mUclit  have  made  the  retentiuu  of  tb<-  •cbetn"  po*> 
aible,  show  bow  eager  tbey  were  to  find  a  way,  by  indirection,  liuder 
cover  of  oomlnally  lower  rat<-B,  to  evtublijtb  a  practit-al  embargo  upon 
impiprtationa  of  otany  prot<*<:ted  producta. 

TTiat  report  was  flied,  contemporaneously,  with  the  report  filed 
by  the  Senator  from  North  Il>akota. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senat»»r  yield? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  know  that  the  Henator  does  not  want  to 
make  as  broad  a  statement  as  he  did. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  am  willing  to  have  the  statement  stand. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  opposed  to  the  American  valuation.  I 
brought  a  blackboard  into  the  room,  and  I  used  that  blackboard 
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to  show  juat  exactly  what  it  woald  lead  to.     I  never  supported 
It,  and  the  majority  of  the  RepublicaD  members  of  that  com- 
mittee, after  the  explanatioiui  were  made,  voted  against  it- 
Mr.  SIMMONS,     I  have  not  said  that  the  Senator  from  Utah 
voted  for  it.     I  do  not  know  what  his  vote  was. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  said  that  the  Republican  mem- 
bers*  

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  know  what  the  vote  of  the  members  of 
the  ci>miuittee  wa.s.  The  majority  members  of  the  committee  in 
1022  went  off  In  secret  and  made  these  amendments  just  ex- 
actly as  they  did  this  year,  and  they  struck  out  this  provision. 
The  report  of  the  Senator  in  charge  of  that  bill  for  the  majority 
Hbows  that  they  di<l  it  reluctantly;  and  the  testimony  taken 
befnr»>  the  committee  showed  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  ma- 
jority to  get  evidence  upon  which  they  mi^t  support  this 
monstrous  proposition,  but  they  could  not  get  the  evidence. 
There  was  a  rising  tide  in  the  Senate  against  such  a  proposition, 
and  they  struck  it  out  in  the  committt>e. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  suffer  an  inter- 
ruption? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina vli'ld  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  SIM.MONS.     Yes. 

Mr.  KING.  Does  the  Senator  recall  that  $100,000  were  ap- 
propriated for  the  so-i-alle*!  Reynold.<»  investigation?  It  was 
ho|»»d  l)y  some  of  tiie  Republicans — I  do  not  think  by  my  col- 
league— tl^t  the  report  of  tiie  Reynolds  committee  would  justify 
the  retention  in  the  bill  of  that  iniquitous  provision  that  was 
lncorpt»rate<l  in  the  House,  the  American  valuation. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  tiunk  the  Senator.  He  refreshes  my  mind. 
I  now  recall  it. 

Mr.  KING.  But  the  Reynolds  report  showed  the  injustice  of 
It ;  antl  I  want  to  do  Justice  to  my  colleague  in  saying  that  I 
think  be  accepted  ttie  Reynolds  report,  and  he  made  a  state- 
ment uiH»n  the  floor  of  the  Senate — possibly  a  report ;  I  am  not 
„ure — in  which  he  conilemned  the  American  valuation  scheme, 
I  think,  however,  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  Is  accurate 
In  his  statement  that  a  majority  of  our  Republican  brethren  on 
the  committee  in  the  beginning  favored  the  Fordney  jM-ovisIon 
with  respect  to  the  American  valuation  and  were  ctanpelled 
reluctantly  to  almndon  that  p«i«ition  when  the  Reynolds  report 
was  flietl  and  when  public  opinion,  expressed  largely  through 
Republican  newsjiapers  throughout  the  Uuiteil  States,  con- 
dennie<l  the  embargo  which  the  American  valuation  plan  would 
have  Iniposeti. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  thank  the  Senator.  He  confirms  the 
statement  I  have  Just  made  that  while  the  majority  members  of 
the  ci>mn»ittee  .scTapi»ed  this  American  valuation  scheme,  they 
did  it  reluctantly  and  because  they  felt  forced  to  do  it  by  virtue 
of  the  facts  and  sentiment  developed.  I  should  hardly  have 
made  the  statement  I  have  just  read  in  my  reiwrt  if  that  situa- 
tion had  not  be«'n  as  I  have  described  it ;  and  that  statement, 
made  In  my  re|>ort,  would  have  been  challenged  Instantly  if  It 
had  not  conformed  to  the  facts, 

Mr.  President,  the  act  of  1922  that  pa.«eied  the  House  imposed, 
outside  of  the  American  valuation  scheme  that  it  incorporated. 
the  highest  duty  ever  carried  In  any  Republican  measure  up 
to  that  time.  Those  duties  were  not  levied  with  reference  to 
the  difference  In  the  cost  of  production  here  and  abroad.  There 
is  nothing  in  the  report  of  former  Senator  McCumber  to  show 
that  it  was  levied  upon  the  principle  of  difference  In  cost  oi 
pnxluctlon  here  and  abroad.  There  la  nothing  In  the  debate  here 
in  the  Senate  upon  that  bill,  when  it  came  over  here,  that 
showed  that  it  was  framed  by  the  House  or  amended  by  the 
Senate  upon  the  principle  of  coet  of  production  here  and  abroad. 
In  tht*  preparation  of  this  bill  that  principle  was  confessedly 
Ignored,  and  Ignored  for  a  purpose  that  was  admitted  at  the 
time.  What  was  that  purpose?  A  purpose  to  make  the  duties 
high  enough  to  meet  any  of  the  contingencies  that  might  arise 
out  of  the  unsettled  world  conditions,  political,  economic,  and 
financial,  not  only  here  but  In  Europe. 

It  was  said  that  in  the  condition  of  depreciated  currencies 
of  the  Old  W«»rld,  where  our  principal  commercial  dealings  cen- 
tered. It  was  exceedingly  difficult  to  ascertain  e<J8t8  of  produc- 
tion here  and  abroad,  and,  if  we  could  ascertain  them,  that  the 
situation  was  one  of  su<>h  violent  fluctuations,  involving  so 
mmh  uncertainty,  such  chaos,  that  It  was  not  practical,  and 
that  the  only  wise  poli<7  in  that  condition  of  things  was  to  In- 
ci>r|>>rate  in  the  bill  rates  that  were  ao  high  that  they  would 
mtH't  any  contingency  or  emergency  that  might  arise  by  reason 
of  fnrtlier  disturbances,  or  on  account  of  the  dlsturbancee  that 
then  existed-  They  were,  therefore,  confessedly  rates  hi^er 
than  could  have  been  justified  upon  the  basis  of  difference  in 
ct>st  of  production  here  and  abroad,  rates  higher  than  coold  have 
been  justified  In  any  normal  conditions  of  tndastry  in  this 
country  and  in  the  world.    They  were  rates  made  paxpoa^, 


onfessedly  to  meet  an  abnormal  world  condition  In  trade  and 
buslnt-ss. 

Those  were  the  rates  that  came  over  to  the  Senate  from  the 
House  with  this  American-valuation  scheme.  That  valuation 
8 -heme  wa.s  put  in  the  bill  to  i»enuit  these  rates  to  be  raised 
firther  in  case  of  emergency,  and  to  perpetuate  the  embargo 
v'hich  had  exLsted  here  during  the  war,  and  out  of  which  such 
e  lormous  profits  and  so  many  millionaires  made — some  of  them 
h  illionaircs.  It  was  the  embargo  that  brought  about  the  high 
p  rices  from  which  great  profits  were  made  during  the  war. 
P  aturally.  the  protectionists  in  this  country  became  enamored 
of  that  scheme  of  exclusion.  It  was  a  source  of  Immense 
i:roflt.  It  made  the  prote<'tlve  system  absolutely  effective  upon 
many  products.  They  sought  to  write  a  bill  that  would  con- 
t  nue  the  condition  out  of  which  they  had  had  such  large 
f  rofits ;  and  they  therefore  not  only  wrote  into  the  bill  these 
tlgh,  unprecedented  rates,  but  they  provided  for  prizing  them  up 
if  necessary  to  maintain  the  high  level  of  prices  which  then  ob- 
t  lined  to  the  extent  of  at  least  tiO  per  cent  more  by  the 
i!  merican  valuation. 

What  happened  when  that  bill  got  into  the  Senate?  Was  the 
S  enate  Finance  C«»nimittee  satisfied  with  the  statutory  rates 
that  the  bill  carried?     No.     What  did  it  do?     It  prtx-eedeil  to 

ise  those  rates  higher  than  they  had  been  fixed  in  the  Hou.se. 

gave  as  one  of  the  reasons  for  it,  first,  that  It  had  been 
nd    necessary   to  scrap   the   American-valuation   scheme   of 

r.  Fordney.  It  gave  as  a  second  reason  for  It  the  same  one 
that  had  been  given  over  in  the  House — that  It  was  absolutely 
essential.  In  the  conditions  that  then  existed,  that  we  should 
licorporate  In  the  bill  rates  that  wore  beyond  peradventnre  high 
enough  to  meet  any  and  all  exigencies  of  currency  and  trade 
conditions  In  the  Old  World. 

Under  the  influence  of  that  plea,  these  rates  were  fixed — 
i  rbltrarlly  fixed,  Mr.  President — without  reference  to  any  prln- 
(iple  of  the  measure  of  tariff  protection  that  has  ever  been 
t  nunciated  by  any  party  in  thus  a>untry. 

You  will  ask,  then,  upon  what  basis  the  rates  were  fixed. 
^  V'hy,  Mr.  President,  they  were  fixed  upon  the  representations 
i  nd  demands,  exorbitant  as  they  were,  of  the  captains  of  pro- 
tected  Industries,  who  fi(K'ked  by  the  hundreds  and  the  thou- 
sands around  the  corridors  of  the  committee  room  in  which  this 
till  was  framed,  and  In  the  corridors  and  galleries  of  the  Senate 
Chamber  when  It  was  passe<l.  They  came,  they  demanded,  and 
I  pon  their  bare  assertions  and  statements  that  they  neetled 
farther  increases  in  rates  they  were  given  the  increases,  first 
ij  the  Hou.-e  and  then  additional  increa.ses  were  given  in  the 
i  enate  where  anything  had  been  omitted  in  the  House  that  they 
t  ranted  further  increased. 

NolxHly  contended  at  that  time  that  the  bill  was  based  upon 
the  difference  in  cost  of  production.  The  majority  in  commit- 
lee  and  Senate  claimed  it  could  not  be;  that  the  excei>tionai 
H-orid  conditions  would  not  permit  of  its  l)eing  so  based.  If 
J  ny  industry  asked  for  anything  that  it  did  not  get  then,  I  do 
not  know  what  industry  it  was.  Practically  all  of  them  got 
iirhat  they  wanted.  • 

I  repeat,  when  the  tariff  bill  df  1922  came  over  to  the  Senate 
Ihe  Finance  Committee  propr)8ed  to  increase  the  extortionate 
lates  it  Imposed  and  made  the  same  excuse  for  that  action  made 
ia  the  House,  but  they  were  forced  by  the  hostile  .sentiment 
iianifested  on  both  sides  of  this  Chanib**r,  as  I  said  a  while  ago. 
t[)  scrap  the  Fordney  American-valuation  scheme  in  imposing 
lates. 

The  House  bill — let  me  call  your  attention  again  to  that 
lact — did  not  carry  any  flexible  tariff  provisi(ms.  It  said  not  a 
I'ord  about  a  fiexible  tariff.  The  American  valuation  it  pro- 
vided was  to  be  the  Itasis  in  applying  the  statutory  rates  in  that 
Mil,  The  Senate  struck  out  tills  American  valuation  scheme  as 
to  the  statutory  rates  and  at  the  same  time  wrote  it  into  that 
Mil  in  another  form  and  there  it  stands  in  the  existing  law 
to-day. 

That  is  to  say,  In  the  bill  that  was  then  pa.ssed,  American 
valuation  did  not  apply  to  the  statutory  rate,  but  was  made  ap- 
1  »llcable  as  the  basis  of  increases  to  be  made  by  the  President 
1  inder  the  fiexible  provisions  written  into  that  bill  by  the 
I  lenate. 

American  valuation  Is  not  written  In  the  pending  bill  as  to 
1  he  statutory  rates,  but  if  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sena- 
tor  from  Utah  prevails  and  the  law  as  it  esLsts  is  retained  as 
lis  amendment  provides,  then  this  Fordney-MoCumber  scheme 
<  f  valuation  will  apply  when  the  President  In  exercising  the 
lower  of  taxation  given  him  determines  whether  he  will  in- 
crease or  lower  the  rates  fixed  by  the  elected  legislative  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people. 

The  Smoot  amendment  strikes  out  the  "  conditions  of  com- 
1  etitioo,"  clause  in  the  bill  as  origrinally  reported  to  the  Senate 
liy  the  Finaooe  Conunittee  which  allow  large  latitude  to  the 
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President,  but  it  provides  In  the  American  valtiation  and  the 
cost  of  transportation  provision  a  latitude  that  while  not  quite 
BO  broad  is  in  effect  about  equal  in  its  final  results  as  to  the 
amount  of  duties  imposed  by  presidential  proclamation. 

How  does  it  do  this?  The  President  Is  authiM-iied  under  the 
Smoot  amendment  when  he  finds  that  the  difference  between  the 
foreign  and  the  domestic  cost  is  so  great  that  the  statutory 
rate,  with  the  50  per  cent  added,  will  not  l>e  suflJcleut  to 
cover  the  difference  in  costs  found  by  him  to  exist,  to  pro- 
claim the  American  valuation  and  require  the  foreign  product 
to  be  valued  for  the  purpose  of  applying  not  at  the  foreign 
or  export  cost,  or  the  United  States  selling  price  of  the  foreign 
article,  but  at  the  American  selling  price  of  a  like  or  similar 
dc«nestic  article. 

Then  there  is  another  VM-y  remarkable  provision  In  the  Smoot- 
Fletcher  scheme.  This  provision  provides  that  if  after  the 
I'resident  has  appli<^  the  American  valuation  the  increase  is 
found  to  be  more  than  enough  to  equalize  the  difference  In  for- 
eign and  domestic  cost.  In  order  to  carry  out  the  provision  of 
the  law  that  he  shall  not  Increase  beyond  50  per  cent,  he  Is 
permitted  to  adjust  the  situation  thus  produced  by  reducing  the 
statutory  rate  fixed  by  CV)ngrees.  The  American  valuation  is 
not  to  be  imposed  unless  the  50  per  cent  increase  the  President  is 
allowed  to  make  Is  Insufficient  But  if  when  It  Is  Imposed  the 
rate  goes  beyond  the  difference  between  the  coet  of  production 
here  and  abroad,  as  ascertained,  then  he  can  change  the  statu- 
tory rate,  and  reduce  the  rate  fixed  by  Congress  to  accommodate 
that  situation.  It  has  escaped  general  attention  but  a  more 
remarkable  provision  was  never  written  into  a  law. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  necessity  for  this  flexible  tariff 
scheme.  The  experience  of  68  years  of  protective  tariff  legis- 
lation In  the  United  States  shows  it  Is  not  needed.  Moreover, 
rates  of  this  bill  have  been  made  high  enough  to  safe^wird 
the  int^ests  of  Industry  In  this  country  without  this  scheme. 

There  is  nothing  abnormal  In  the  present  business  situation. 
The  world  is  a^n  stabilized.  International  trade  and  com- 
merce are  going  on  as  tisuaL  Prices  of  labor  and  material  In 
the  countries  from  which  we  receive  our  Imports  and  to  whirti 
we  sell  our  exports  are  higher  to-day  than  they  were  before 
the  war.  In  many  of  these  countries  they  are  nearly  as  high 
as  they  are  in  this  country. 

The  rates  of  wages  in  the  protected  factories  of  the  United 
States  are  not  due  to  the  tariff.  The  tariff  barons  do  not 
divide  their  protection  with  their  employees.  If  the  employees 
had  to  rely  upon  their  employers  for  their  increases,  they 
would  not  be  getting  the  high  wages  which  now  obtain.  The 
wages  they  are  getting  here,  like  the  higher  wages  laborers 
are  getting  in  Europe,  are  the  result  of  labor  organisations. 
It  is  the  organlzatioDs  which  force  the  employers  to  raise  their 
wagea 

When  Mr.  WoU  came  before  the  committee  and  declared 
himself  to  be  a  high  protectionist  I  asked  him  If  the  high 
wages  of  labor  were  due  to  i»"otecLion.  He  said  no;  that  the 
high  wages  labor  was  getting  now  had  been  forced  by  organized 
labor.  When  I  looked  Into  the  hearing  to  find  that  statement 
of  Mr.  Woll,  made  in  response  to  a  question  propounded  by  me, 
I  discovered  that  it  was  not  in  the  hearings :  It  must  have  been 
inadvertently  left  out. 

Just  exactly  what  has  happened  here,  with  reference  to  the 
wages  of  labor,  has  hapi>ened  in  Europe.  During  the  war  the 
laborer  discovered  his  power  and  found  out  how  to  exerctse  that 
power,  not  only  In  this  country  but  abroad,  and  when  the  war 
closed  we  found  labor  organizaiions  In  Europe,  Just  as  labor 
organizations  In  this  country,  resisting  every  movement  to  re- 
duce wages,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  demanding  that  wages 
should  be  increased.     And  they  succeeded. 

Senators  r«n«nbcr  the  situation  that  grew  up  in  Europe 
JtLst  after  the  war.  In  Great  Britain  the  great  Industries  sought 
to  deprive  labor  of  the  high  rates  of  wages  they  had  obtained 
during  the  war  and  to  reduce  wages  to  near  the  pre-war  level, 
Lal)or  had  thoroughly  organized  there,  as  here,  and  demanded  Its 
rights.  There  were  strikes  upon  strikes  over  there,  and  the  re- 
sult was  an  advancement  In  the  wages  paid  in  Great  Britain, 
and  similar  occurrences  took  place  in  nearly  all  the  countries  of 
Europe. 

It  is  said  that  the  labor  costs  are  so  much  higher  here  than 
elsewhere,  Th««  are  official  statistics  in  this  country  which 
demonstrate  the  fact  that  an  American  laborer  produces  per 
hour  twice  the  results  an  English  laborw  produces  per  hour, 
and  that  an  American  laborer  per  hour  {H^uces  three  times  the 
results  that  a  German  laborer  produces  per  hour.  Yet,  upon 
the  pretext  of  equalizing  the  difference  in  the  costs  of  pro- 
duction here  and  abroad,  these  exceptionally  high  rates  are 
defendtMl  or  excused  by  the  advocates  ot  virtual  exdusion  of 
foreign  competitive  producta. 


In  the  framing  of  the  pending  bill  tie  question  was  not  the 
differences  In  cost  of  production  but  how  much  do  you  think 
you  need  in  order  to  protect  against  foreign  itimpetitUMJ ;  and 
while  what  was  demanded  was  not  always  granted,  in  th« 
majority  of  instances  the  demand  was  duly  honored. 

It  may  be  asked,  why  did  not  the  majority  on  the  committee 
api^y  this  principle  of  the  difference  between  the  c«>sts  of  jmv 
ductiou  here  and  abroad,  and  why  did  they  not  Pk>quire  the  wit- 
netises  to  give  evidence,  or  require  the  Tariff  Commission  to  give 
evidence,  to  show  the  difference  between  the  costs  of  production 
here  and  abroad? 

The  answer  of  the  majority  In  committee  was  that  the  rule 
of  measurement  had  broken  down,  and  that  it  bad  l)een  sho^-n 
to  be  impracticable  to  ascertain  the  costs  abroad  or  at  home, 
and  therefore  that  the  rule  had  to  be  aliandi>ned,  and  in  the 
fixing  ot  these  rates  it  was  both  abandoned  and  scrapited.  and 
rates  were  apain  flxetl  uiK>n  the  representation  and  demand  of 
the  beneficiaries  of  protection. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Utah  said  in  effect  and  sub- 
stance that  this  flexible  tariff  provision  of  the  bill  Is  absolutely 
essential,  that  its  elimination  would  be  a  mutilation  of  the 
I^lnciple  of  protection,  that  it  is  the  handmaid  of  the  principle 
of  protection,  that  protection  will  lose  its  stabilization  not  to 
say  its  integrity,  unless  there  is  some  provision  by  which  at  all 
times  and  at  any  time  when  an  industry  Is  dissatisfied  with  the 
rate  of  protection  given  it  it  can  go  to  the  President,  ask  for 
what  It  wants  in  the  way  of  additional  bounties,  and  get  what 
it  wants.     No  tariff  Mil  is  safe,  the  Soaiator  said,  without  that 

Now.  let  me  give  you  a  little  bit  of  history.  I  Mid  a  little 
while  ago  that  when  the  bill  came  over  from  the  House  In  lft22 
It  did  not  carry  in  it  a  word  relating  to  a  flexible  Uiriff.  The 
Senate  I*Mnance  Committee  wrote  that  scheme  in  the  bill  and 
wrote  In  tills  proviso,  to  wit : 

Ttie  proviaiona  of  thl«  aection — 

That  is,  the  flexible  tariff  provision— 

■hall  continae  in  effect  and  force  notU  Jnly  1,  1924.  and  th«reflft«>r  do 
^uty  Bball  be  charged  except  by  aatbority  of  Congresa. 

The  committee  wrote  that  in  the  flexible  tariff  scheme  which 
it  rec(Mnmended  to  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate  adopted  it  That 
action  by  the  committee  and  by  the  Senate  shows  that  In  the 
inception  of  the  scheme  it  was  regarded  as  only  a  temi>orary 
expedient  to  meet  an  abnormal  and  exceptional  condition  which 
existed  in  this  country  and  abroad. 

That  provision  went  out  in  conference,  however.  The  House 
would  not  agree  to  it  Perhaps  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
put  it  in  there  simply  to  get  votes.  Just  exactly  as  they  are  now 
receding  from  the  amendment  which  they  (^ered  the  other  day 
to  raise  prices  up  to  meet  "  conditions  of  competition." 

They  are  receding  from  that  provision  now,  not  l)ecause  they 
do  not  want  it,  but  because  they  think  by  making  the  retreat 
they  will  be  able  to  get  enough  votes  from  this  side  of  the 
Chamber  and  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  which  they  other- 
wise would  not  get  to  save  the  flexible  provision  In  the  Senate. 
They  knew  the  whole  scheme  was  to  be  attacked  and  they 
wanted  votes  to  save  It.  They  thought  they  only  needed  a  few 
votes  to  do  It  and  that  this  retreat  on  "conditions  of  competi- 
tion "  would  give  them  tho'se  votes,  knowing  at  the  same  time 
that  the  American  valuation  scheme,  if  the  amendment  which 
the  Senator  from  Utah  proposes  to  substitute  for  the  commit- 
tee amendment  should  be  adopted,  it  would  of  itself  enable  the 
President  to  effect  any  Increases  desired  and  asked  of  him  by 
those  who  wished  more  than  the  statute  gave  them. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Brattok  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senator  has  enlarged 
upon  the  matter  which  I  rose  a  moment  ago  to  call  to  hUi  atten- 
tion, namely,  that  it  was  urged  that  this  unusual  and  extra- 
ordinary power  should  be  temporarily  intrusted  Ut  the  I'n-sldent 
because  of  the  rapidly  changing  economic  conditions  following 
the  war. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Exactly;  and  that  is  why  the  limitation  was 
put  In  It  They  professed  to  want  it  to  provide  only  for  the 
emerg^icy  that  then  existed,  and  that  then  they  wanted  to 
wipe  it  out 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  In  Just  a  moment  That  provision  recxdved 
the  sanction  of  the  Senate  without  even  a  division  or  a  yea-an<l- 
nay  vote.  Tbeir^  was  no  objection  to  that  limitation.  Tbe 
flexible  prorisioa  proposed  was  regarded  on  both  sides  of  tbe 
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Chamber  as  an  emerjfency  iwroposltion  and  not  neceasarily  a 
part  of  the  protective  system,  not  necessary  to  safeguard  the 
principles  npon  which  that  theory  of  taxation  is  based.  Bat 
when  the  bill  R«>t  into  conference  It  was  striclcen  out. 

Now  the  Senator  from  Utah  proposes  to  al>an<lon  the  majcHrity 
scheme  affixini;  rates  upon  the  basis  of  "  conditions  of  condi- 
tions." That  scheme  would  hare  allowed  the  President  of  the 
United  States  in  fixing  American  values  for  the  purpose  of 
making  the  compiirl.son,  to  have  considered  advertising  ex- 
penses. One  institution  In  the  country,  selling  a  product  which 
coMts  $4i>  to  manufacture  In  this  country,  admitted  that  they 
sold  it  to  the  consumer  under  the  Installment  plan  at  $lf»7,  and 
when  asked  to  account  for  that  spread  their  representative  snid 
It  cost  them  yil  to  advertise  each  machine  and  that  33^  per 
cent  «»f  the  price  was  paid  to  the  selling  agent.  It  was  a 
farmer  machine,  and,  of  course,  the  farmer  would  pay  for  the 
spread. 

Anything  of  that  sort  the  President  wanted  to  consider  under 
that  scheme,  he  would  have  been  permitted  to  consider.  The 
majority  members  have  been  driven  from  that  position,  but  they 
hav"'  left  In  the  bill  not  only  the  American  valuation  but  the 
transi¥)riation-cost  scheme  t(»  which  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi (.Mr.  Hamuso.nJ  called  attention. 

So  we  have  two  things  that  are  to  pry  tl»e  rates  up.  the 
first  of  which  is  the  cost  of  transportation.  The  foreigner  is 
allowetl  (mly  his  cost  of  landing  his  product  in  the  United 
States.  If  he  wants  to  carry  his  product  to  St.  Paul  for  the 
purpose  of  selling  it  there,  if  that  is  the  center  of  distribution. 
he  is  not  permitted  to  add  that  additional  expense.  Bui  if  the 
d<»mestic  manufacturer  at  St.  Paul  wants  to  come  do^vn  to  New 
York,  the  port  of  importation.  >ind  me«'t  the  foreign  manufac- 
tun-r  there  with  his  product  produced  in  St  Paul,  under  the 
tariff  scheme  which  the  Rep<iblicans  have  devised  and  whlc* 
will  be  in  the  bill  whether  we  adopt  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  or  not,  he  would  l)e  entitled  to  add  the  cost  of 
transportation  from  St.  Paul  to  New  York.  In  other  words,  it 
gives  the  benefit  of  the  transportation  cost  to  the  American 
pHMlucer  in  making  this  comparLson,  but  denies  that  benefit  to 
the  foreign  produc-er. 

That  one  item  sometimes  will  amount  to  nearly  half  as  much 
as  the  high  nites  the  Pri'sldent  could  impose  under  the  flexible 
tariff.  If  we  take  that  in  comiectlon  with  the  provision  in  the 
flexible  tariff  authorizing  the  President  to  resort  to  the  Amer- 
ican selling  price  as  the  basis  for  levying  increased  duties,  we 
have  left  in  the  bill  that  which  will  accomplish  as  much  or 
which  can  be  utilized  and  manipulated  so  as  to  accomplish  as 
much  as  If  we  had  retained  the  provisions  with  reference  to 
conditions  of  competition. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  ready  to  yield  the  floor,  but  I  promised 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  I  would  yield  to  him,  and  I  do  so 
now, 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator 
a  question.  I  have  great  resiw>ct  for  the  Senator's  exp«»rlence 
In  tariff  matters  and  have  llstenwl  with  great  interest  to  his 
discussion.  I  would  like  to  know  if  he  will  point  out,  either 
to-day  or  at  some  other  time  when  he  is  not  so  tired,  Just  what 
damage  has  been  done  by  the  use  of  the  flexible  tariff  for  the 
last  seven  years?  In  other  words,  I  am  keenly  Interested  to 
know  how  the  country  has  been  injured  and  what  has  gone 
wrong  as  a  result  of  the  Congress  having  adopted  the  flexible 
tariff  in  1922. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  take  that  matter  up 
at  a  subsequent  time. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator 
do  so.  I  know  he  is  informed  and  I  would  very  much  like  to 
ktH>w  his  opinion  of  how  much  Injury  has  been  done  as  a  result 
of  the  flexible  tariff  provision. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  will  tell  the  Senator  right  now.  The  flexi- 
ble tariff  has  not  up  to  this  time  bei»n  utilized  to  any  consider- 
able extent.  Forty  cases  are  all  that  have  been  reported  to  the 
Pn'"<ident  and  acted  upt»n.  There  have  hevn  probably  200  or 
300  applications  but  they  have  not  gone  to  the  President  and 
the  Tariff  Commission  had  not  acted  on  probably  more  than 
BO  or  70  of  them.  Why,  Mr.  President,  have  so  few  applications 
be«»n  made?  Why  have  not  the  Industries,  which  are  now 
demanding  that  the  rates  of  the  present  law  shall  be  jacked  up, 
utiUze<l  the  flexible  tariff  pn^vlslon  If  they  needed  more  pro- 
tection? 

Mr.  tX)UZEN8.    That  is  what  I  want  to  know. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  will  tell  the  Senator  why  they  did  not 
do  it.  if  he  wants  to  know  It. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    That  la  what  I  want  to  know. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  InvestlgaUons  that  were  made.  I  am  ad- 
Tised.  dit<clo«!«d  the  fact  that  in  many  cases  tbe  rates  In  the 
law  were  greater  than  tbe  difference  in  the  cost  of  production 
here  and  abroad.    That  is  the  reason  why  they  did  not  apply. 
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I:  was  discloseil  that  the  present  rates  were  above  the  differ- 
e  ice  in  the  cost  of  production  here  and  abroad,  and  they  were 
afraid  to  resort  to  that  course  for  fear  the  present  rates  which 
t  ley  were  enjoying  might  l>e  shown  to  be  too  high  and  thus 
D  take  out  a  case  for  a  reduction  of  tariff  Instead  of  an  increase. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Have  not  the  iraporters  some  right  to  ap- 
p?al? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  importers.  I  do 
n[)t  know  what  they  do. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    I  mean  they  have  some  right  to  appeal? 

Mr.  SIMMO.NS.  Yes;  but  the  importers  are  pot  likely  to  be 
oiitestlng  tariff  duties  before  an  administration  pledged  to  high 
protection  and  always  ready  to  raise  mtes. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Why  not? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  They  are  not  likely  to  be  going  Into  court  to 
ontest  tariff  duties  under  these  circumstances.  Here  was  an 
Invitation  for  everyone  the  tariff  rate  on  whose  product  was 
ni»t  suflkient  under  the  act  of  1922,  to  come  right  in.  and  If  he 
ould  show  that  he  lacked  suflicient  protection  he  could  get  It 
t>  the  extent  of  50  per  cent  more.  The  Tariff  Commission  and 
t  le  President  have  acted  on  37  applications ;  and  I  say  the 
r>ason  why  the  investigations  were  stoppt^l,  why  more  reports 
V  ere  not  submitted,  and  why  the  petitions  were  not  pres.'sed  in 
t|ie  300  cases  was  that  such  investigations  as  were  made  gen- 
ally  showed  that  the  rate  in  the  act  of  1922  was  amply  suf- 

ient  and  probably  in  excess  of  the  rate  necessary  to  afford 

mple  protection  based  on  the  rule  of  difference  in  cost  of 
Uroduction  here  and  abroad. 

Mr.  COUZEINS.  Mr.  President,  do  I  understand  the  Sen- 
ator's answer  to  my  inquiry  is  that  the  flexible  tariff  provision 
up  to  date  has  done  no  particular  harm?     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  would  have  done  harm  if  it  had  not  been 
jiacovered  that  a  rate  based  on  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  pro- 
luction  would  not  do.  They  wanted  a  different  basis,  and  I 
•t  they  will  get  it  yet.  I  presume  that  the  .same  thing 
t^at  happened  in  conference  on  the  tariff  Mil  in  1922  when  the 

[ouse  made  the  Senate  >ield  npon  its  limitation  on  the  life 
df  the  flexible  provision  will  happen  again  when  the  pending 
bill  shall  go  to  conference.  Probably  we  shall  l)e  confronted 
tiy  the  .same  situation  there,  and  shall  be  compelled  to  yield  to 
tie  House.  But,  Mr.  President,  if  the  conditions  of  compt'ti- 
t  on  were  in  the  law,  the  President  would  be  confined  by  the 
difference  In  cost  of  production  here  and  abroad  in  determin- 
Lig  the  basis  of  increases  allowed  a  petitioner. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     I  agree  with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  measurement  would  be  almost  the 
8  cy ;  the  measurement  would  include  in  that  ca.se,  in  the  exer- 
c  se  by  the  President  of  his  power,  his  own  Judgment  and  dis- 
CPetlon,  every  item  of  expense  in  making  the  American  valua- 
t  on  for  comparison  with  the  foreign  valuation  that  the  In- 
genuity of  the  shrewd,  cunning  captains  and  lieutenants  of 
I  rotected  Industry  and  their  skilled  attorneys  might  suggest. 

Mr,  COUZENS.  The  Senator  will  agree  that  the  b€'tter  judg- 
iiwnt  of  the  Finance  Comndttee  prevailed  when  we  eliminated 
t  le  competitive  .section,  will  he  not? 

Mr.  SIMMONS,  What  is  the  question?  I  b<^  the  Senator's 
pttrdon.  but  I  did  not  quite  catch  it, 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  atiketl  the  Senator  if  he  agreed  that  the 
bitter  judgment  of  the  committee  prevailed  when  it  eliminated 
tie  competitive  features  of  the  flexible-tariff  provision? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  ask  me  if  I  think 
t  tat  the  committee  exercised  good  Judgment  In  eliminating  tbase 
ompetitlve  features? 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Yes, 

Mr,  SIMMONS.  I  think  they  played  pretty  shrewd  Senate 
pontics;  I  think  they  did  a  thing  that  was  probably  calculated 
t)  help  them  along  in  getting  votes  to  save  the  flexible  provision, 
or.  at  least  they  thought  so.  I  do  not  think  it  will  have  that 
e  lect,  but  I  have  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  was  the  reason  why 
t  le  change  was  made. 

Mr,  SMOOT,    That  is  not  tme  so  far  as  I  jim  concrme<l. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  charge  it,  but  I  say  that  is  my 
fl[>inion  about  it.  I  think  that  is  the  reason  the  chan$;e  was 
made.  It  was  not  because  the  committee  had  'hnnged  its 
o[>inlon  after  it  adopted  the  comj)etitive-conditions  provision  in 
secret  meeting,  but  because  the  committiv  had  decided  that  it 
^  ould  not  be  expedient  under  the  circumstances  to  insist  ui>on 
1  ,  and  that  by  .surrendering  on  that  point  it  might  save  the 
v'hole  flexible  tariff  scheme  which  it  thought  was  hanging  in  the 
li  ilance  to  such  n  degree  that  one  or  two  votes  might  detennine 
t  le  question  of  whether  or  not  it  would  remain  In  the  bill  or 
go  out  absolutely. 

Mr,  COUZENS.  Then,  the  Senator  agrees  that  no  harm  has 
lieen  d<Mie  by  the  flexible  tariff  provision  up  to  date? 

Mr,  SIMMONS.  As  I  have  said  to  the  Senjrtor,  very  few 
petitions  were  presented,  and  the  greater  number  of  them  were 
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not  presented  because,  In  my  opinion,  the  inv^tlgations  which 
were  inaugurated,  and  which  by  law  were  uecessarj-  to  be  made, 
dlsclose<l  a  condition  that  showed  the  petitioners  were  not 
eatitled  to  an  Increase.  ^ 

With  that  situation  confronting  the  protectionists  they  did  not 
resort  to  the  flexible  provision,  but,  Mr.  President,  if  they  can 
get  this  bill  passed  through  conference  so  as  to  allow  this  wider 
latitude  and  discretion  on  the  part  of  the  President  then 
applications  under  the  provision  will  come  in  by  the  hundreds 
and  by  the  thousands,  and  in  every  case  where  they  have  not 
already  got  an  emborgo  or  what  virtually  amounts  to  an  em- 
bargo, they  will  be  there  applying  for  more  protection.  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  that  that  will  apply  to  all  industries,  but  it 
will  apply  to  a  very  considerable  part  of  them. 

Mr,  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING,  I  should  like  to  suggest  to  my  friend  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Col'zknsJ,  whose  sincerity  commands  my  resi)ect 
always,  that.  In  my  opinion,  there  has  been  considerable  harm 
as  a  result  of  the  attempt  to  enforce  the  flexible  provisions  of 
the  tariff  law;  and  before  the  debate  L  over  attention  will  be 
challenged  to  a  number  of  rulings  which  have  been  made  wldcb, 
in  my  opinion,  were  very  harmful. 

There  Is,  however,  another  evil  which  I  consider  far  greater 
than  any  particular  action  of  the  Tariff  Commission  itself,  and 
I  am  sure  with  tlie  Senator's  high  regard  for  constitutional 
government,  and  for  the  maintenance 

Mr,  SIM.MONS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Utah 
pardon  an  Interruption? 

Mr.  KING.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  S«iator  that  I  have  now 
to  leave.  I  had  an  apptdntnient  with  a  North  Carolina  delega- 
tion at  4  o'clock  and  I  have  missed  It  I  have  sent  word  out  to 
them  to  wait  for  me,  and  I  must  now  leave  the  Chaml)er. 

Mr.  KING.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  I  desire  to  com- 
plete the  sentence  upon  which  I  had  started, 

Tlie  Senator  from  Michigan  appreciates  the  Importance  of 
maintaining,  so  far  as  we  can,  the  division  betwei'n  the  tripartite 
organizations,  If  I  may  u.se  that  term,  of  the  Government — the 
Judicial,  the  legislative,  and  the  executive.  Many  people  sin- 
cerely believe — and  I  am  among  that  number — that  it  was 
wholly  in  violation  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  to 
commit  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  what  I  regard  as 
legislative  power.  I  do  not  regard  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  Hampton  case  as  decisive  of 
this  question.  Even  if  academically  it  has  been  decided  by  the 
Supreme  Court  that  the  flexible  provision  is  constitutional, 
nevertheless  that  legislation  represents  a  trend  in  the  direction 
of  a  consolidation  of  authority  and  i>ower  In  the  Executive  which 
I  think  in  the  end  will  culminate — not  in  our  day  but  perhaps 
after  many  generations — in  the  destruction  of  our  form  of  gov- 
ernment. If  we  in  our  day  do  not  maintain  the  division  of 
authority  and  preserve  the  Integrity  of  the  legislative  brandi  of 
the  Government  we  will  foster  that  view  prevailing  among  many 
I)eople  to-day  of  a  unitarian  form  of  government  and  ultimately 
we  will  have  transferred  to  the  Executive  authority  and  power 
which  is  lodged  in  the  Congress  Itself.  I  regard  legislation  of 
this  character  as  dangerous  to  our  Institutions  and  as  harmful 
to  the  constitutional  integrity  of  this  Republic. 

Mr.  WAUSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,     The  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr,  President,  I  should  like  to 
say  further,  because  the  question  propounded  by  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  C^nrzENs]  Is  exceedinRly  Important,  that 
we  will  hear  many  people  extol  the  enormous  benefit  which  has 
etisuetl  to  the  Kingdcan  of  Italy  by  the  absorption  of  all  power 
In  the  hands  of  Mussolini.  I  have  no  doubt  that  for  the  present 
the  fH'ople  of  Italy  are  better  off  by  that  usurpation  of  power 
by  that  despot. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  Senator  frwn  Montana  does  not  charge 
me  with  having  any  such  Idea,  does  he? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  No;  I  dare  say  the  Senator  does 
not  entertain  that  view ;  but  because  up  to  the  present  time  the 
flexible  tariff  policy  has  W9rked  out  even  beneficently,  or  at 
least  no  harm  has  resulted  from  it  certainly  ought  not  to  be 
the  controlling  consideration,  it  seems  to  me. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  It  may  not  be  the  controllliig  consideration, 
but  it  does  Indicate,  in  my  judgment,  that  It  Is  a  check  npon 
politicians  Imposing  unnecessarily  high  rates  In  the  tjurifl  bill. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  think  our  exp^ence  shows  that 
It  does  not  work  in  that  way. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  We  have  not  voted  on  this  biU  as  yet,  and  of 
course  we  can  not  tell  what  the  OQtcome  Is  going  to  bet, 


Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  had  Intended  when  I  discnssMl 
this  question  to  show  that  out  of  37  cases  i«  which  the  Presi- 
dent has  acted  under  the  flexible  tariff  provhslon.  as  the  infor- 
mation comes  to  me  from  the  Tariff  Commission,  there  have  been 
flve  decrea.ses  in  the  case  of  ineon.si«<]nential  items.  So  I  say 
that  the  operation  of  the  flexible  tariff  provision  Is  to  raise  rates 
and  not  to  lower  them. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Pref^ident  on  Friday  last  the  very 
interesting  and  eloquent  Senator  from  Indiana  {Mr,  Watnoiv], 
leader  of  the  majority  side  of  the  Chan)lK?r,  made  a  siK?«"<h  In 
answer  to  a  few  remarks  which  I  had  Imposefl  uikki  the  Senate. 
In  that  speech  he  defended  tlie  idea  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  refusing  to  interfere  or  intercwle  in  controversies 
here  in  the  Senate  <»r  in  the  House.  The  Senator  from  Indiana 
waxe<l  eloquent  at  that  time,  and  fn»m  all  apiiearances  rec«'lv<^ 
the  commendation  and  approval  of  his  colleagues  on  the  other 
side. 

Merely  to  refresh  the  minds  of  Senators,  I  wish  to  quote  a 
portion  of  the  historic  8i>eech  delivered  on  that  occasion  by  the 
Senator  from  Indiana.  He  spoke  following  some  remarks  made 
by  me  as  to  the  President  staying  out  of  this  particular  fight. 
I  had  said  that  the  President  had  called  the  Congress  into  ex- 
traordinary .session  to  give  relief  to  the  American  fanner;  that 
he  had  voiced  some  expressions  about  a  limited  re\i8lon  of  the 
tariff  and  that  during  the  m<»nths  of  hearings  and  controversy 
over  the  many  questions  involved  he  had  never  called  on  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  the  dialrman  of  the  Finance  Committee  or 
anyone  else,  so  far  as  we  understood,  or  tkken  them  Into  his 
confidence  as  to  his  position  uiK)n  the  many  Important  changes 
In  the  Senate  proposal.  So  the  Senator  from  Indiana  in  de- 
fending the  President's  course  said : 

I  can  onljr  say  that  so  far  as  I  have  any  Influence  with  blm  lie  will 
not  enfpiKe  to  tliln  controversy  while  it  ii  pending  In  tbe  lecialatlve 
branch  of  the  Oovemmont. 

Not  only  did  the  leader  of  the  Republican  majority  in  this 
body  take  that  position,  but  he  said  further: 

He- 
Referring  to  the  President — 

announced  at  the  heginning  of  hia  term  that  he  did  not  intead,  onleas 
absolutely  forced  Into  a  position,  to  say  anything  about  any  legislation 
while  it  woB  pending  in  Congress. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  further  said  that  he  advised  the 
President  to  stick  to  that  ci>urse,  and  told  him : 

I  think  you  ought  to  keep  out  of  this  taritf  controversy  while  It  Is 
pending  in  the  Senate  of  tbe  United  States. 

So  the  leader  of  the  Republicans  In  this  body  calls  the  atten- 
tion of  the  country  to  the  fact  that  the  President  stated  that 
he  was  not  going  to  engage  In  any  of  these  controversies; 
that  he  was  going  to  remain  aloof  from  these  cougrexslonal 
differences,  and  yet,  notwithstanding  that  assurance,  when  we 
reach  this  important  stage  In  the  tariff  discussion,  when  we 
come  to  the  crossroads  in  our  tariff  Journey,  when  we  reach 
this  milestone  as  represented  by  the  flexible  tariff  provision, 
the  most  important  phase  of  this  whole  question — ^for  no  vote 
which  will  be  cast  will  be  quite  so  Important  as  that  on  the 
flexible  tariff  provision — we  understand  the  I'resident  calls  the 
correspondents  of  the  newspapers  of  the  country  together  and 
this  afternoon  In  a  formal  statement  Indorses  this  flexible  pro- 
vision. I  have  not  seen  the  statement.  I  only  understaml  that 
he  comes  out  in  this  formal  statement  and  indorses  the  flexible 
provision — for  what  purpose? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  Is  that  the  flexible 
IH-ovlsion  as  It  is  In  the  bill  or  as  it  Is  in  the  amendment? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  When  I  heard  this  remarkable  bit  of 
news,  thii.  repudiation  of  the  Republican  leader  of  this  body,  this 
retreat  from  the  position  he  had  announced  when  be  entered 
upon  the  discharge  of  the  high  duties  of  President,  I  lnq(dre<l 
whether  he  Indorsed  the  flexible  provision  as  reported  out  of 
the  Finance  Committee  or  the  one  that  has  been  offered  by  tbe 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootJ.  I  do  not  know.  On  that  I 
am  still  In  the  dark.  I  could  not  get  that  information ;  but,  in 
order  to  throw  the  force  of  his  Influence  behind  the  flexible  pro- 
vision, be  issues  this  remarkable  statement,  at  this  opportune 
and  psychological  time. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President  I  am  Just  hopeful  that  he 
has  not  repudiated  both  the  Senator  from  Indiana  and  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  because,  if  be  has,  he  might  as  well  repudi- 
ate the  whole  party. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  He  has  repndiated  them,  unless  4he  Sen- 
ator from  Utah,  since  he  gave  the  Senate  the  assurance  on 
Satnnlaji  I  tMUere,  that  he  bad  not  conferred  with  the  Presl- 
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dent  ahodt  it.  hat)  Kone  op  and  hax  Hoen  tl)«  President,  and 
ba)4  induotHl  him  t«>  (.■ome  out  for  tills  flexible  provision. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  Frealdent.  if  it  will  do  the  Senator  any 
Kood.  I  will  tell  him  that  I  have  not  seen  the  President  since 
that  time. 

Mr.  H.\flHI.«!ON.  The  .<^enator  has  not  «ieen  him  since  that 
time:  <«<>  evidently  the  President  is  acting  voluntarily  and  witli- 
out  coerciuu ;  but  he  i.s  fur  the  provision.  He  is  for  the  bill, 
and  llie  country  need  not  be  deceived  al)Out  it.  The  only  In- 
fluence exercised  by  the  I'reaidcnt  before  this  time  that  I 
have  fii-eu,  s<>  far  a^t  any  rates  in  this  bill  are  concerned,  was 
ou  tinhing  taclcle.  such  u.«i  fLsh  flien  and  fish  rods  and  fish  reels, 
wliere  fhe  House  hati  inereasetl  the  tariff  rate,  and  the  majority 
nienii)ers  of  tiie  committee  have  left  it  as  the  law  is  to-day. 
Of  c<»ur.se,  wiien  the  House  membersliip  put  those  great  in- 
creases upon  tl:>hinK  taclcle  the  President  had  not  set  up  his 
flsliiiiiir  camp  and  begun  his  fi.«ihing  excursions  down  to  the 
Itnpidun  :  and  sn)  heretofore  the  only  iutluence  that  he  exerted 
was.  perhaps,  on  th<»se  articles.  Hut  now  the  tight  is  on  be- 
tween the  reactionary  element  in  this  body  and  the  i)rogressives 
ou  th''  other  side  and  the  r>eniocratlc  forces  over  here.  It  is 
the  real  test :  and  the  President  through  this  statement  now 
enlists  with  the  old  guard,  the  regulars.  It  is  under  their 
banner  and  in  their  ranks  he  will  march.  He  has  chosen  as 
the  imssword  the  worst  |)hase  of  this  whole  bill,  the  flexible 
provision. 

lidew  conditions  change,  every  indication  points  to  a  telling 
repriumiid  of  the  President's  intrusion  in  the  flexible  tariff 
i-ontroversy. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

-  The  PRESIDING   OFFICER,     Does  the  Senator  from  Mls- 
st8sii>pi  yield  tt»  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr   HARRISON.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Did  not  the  Reimblican  leader,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson  J,  rule  the  President  out  of  this 
flght  the  other  day? 

Mr.  HARRISON  He  nileil  him  out.  but  evidently  the  Presi- 
dent (laiuis  a  foul  and  has  repudiated  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana. Whether  the  Senator  from  Indiana  was  speaking  by  the 
book  or  not,  I  do  not  know :  but  the  language  he  empluyed  was 
certainly  to  the  point.  Indeed,  he  had  told  the  President  not 
to  <nterfere.  and  the  President  had  a.ssureil  him  that  he  was 
n*>t  going  to  interfere  In  thi.s  controversy.  There  must  l>e,  Mr. 
lYesident.  some  misunderstanding  between  these  di^^tingnished 
gentlemen. 

I  will  tell  you  why  this  flexible  proWsion  is  .so  bad.  It  never 
has  o]K>rated  in  t)ehalf  of  the  consumers  of  this  country.  Its 
whole  tendency  has  In'eii  to  increase  the  cost  of  living  to  the 
American  pe*>ple.  The  number  of  articles  on  which  applica- 
tions for  in<-reases  have  l>een  made  was  183.  In  21  of  these 
case;,  rer-ommendntions  for  increases  were  made,  and  the  Presi- 
deijt  o.  K'd  every  one  of  them.  The  number  of  articles  on 
whleh  appli<atlons  for  decreases  have  been  made  was  123. 
There  were  six  re<-ommended  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  and 
the  President  O.  K'd  only  four  of  the  recommendations  for 
decreases.  They  covered  such  items  as  boliwhite  quail,  paint- 
bru.oh  handles,  cresylic  acid,  and  phenol. 

There  were  18  applications  made  for  increases  and  decreases. 
Both  sides  were  represented.  WTiat  happened?  Nine  requests 
for  increases  were  granted,  and  no  requeiits  for  decrei)S4>s  were 
granted. 

So  the  whole  t<'ndeiicy  of  the  Tariff  Commission  has  been  to 
raise  rates.  Whenever  decreH.«ses  are  re<-ommendetl,  you  hear 
nothing  further  about  them ;  but  the  increases  that  are  recom- 
mended generally  r»x-elve  the  appn>yal  of  the  Prerident. 

Ah.  there  Is  one  historic  Incident,  one  illustration  where  the 
President  did  not  approve  the  increase.  The  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Smoot]  will  not  forget  it;  the  American  cimsumer  will  not 
forget  it :  and  Senators  who  will  be  called  on  to  vote  when  the 
item  is  reached  will  not  forget  it.  That  was  sugar.  Why.  this 
commission  repudiated  the  rates  carried  in  the  present  law  and 
found  $1JS  per  hundred  pounds  on  Cuban  sugar  sufficient  to 
equalize  the  difference  In  cost  here  and  there.  But  the  President 
ignoiTd  tluit  recommendation,  and  failed  to  act  upon  It.  If  that 
re«-ommendation  had  been  acted  upon  by  the  President  or  by 
Congress,  the  American  consn^r  would  have  savwl  annually 
mJl lions  of  dollars.  That  doe»  not  sound  good  to  the  Senator 
fn>m  Utah.  Here  Is  the  Tariff  Commission  that  he  has  enlogized 
to  the  skies,  to  which  he  wants  to  give  more  power — p<»wer  that 
would  penult  It  to  lmp«>se  transportation  costs  on  lemons  from 
California  to  New  York  City  to  help  out  the  American  domestic 
producer:  but  on  the  Sicilian  lemon  the  Importer  can  not  re- 
ceive the  l)eneflt  of  transportation  costs  except  from  Sicily  to 
the  port  of  importation  at  New  York.  Aye,  he  would  not  only 
employ  tariff  duties  to  protect  but  railroad  cv«t«  across  tlie 
country  also. 

It  is  protection  "gone  mad." 
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You  know  that  the  Tariff  Commission,  as  now  constituted,  and 
1  uder  the  l>enign  influence  in  certain  respects  of  the  Senator 
t  pf>m  Utah,  when  it  comes  to  impcwing  the  cost  of  transportation 
CO  the  foreign  lemon,  will  never  say  that  the  transportation 
fi  lall  be  imposed  from  Sicily  to  Chicago,  and,  on  the  California 
1(  m(»n,  from  California  to  Chicago.  No!  But  they  will  say, 
or  one  group  of  them  will  say,  "Give  them  the  greatest  amount 
o '  protection  " ;  and  that  iwott>ction  will  be  from  California  to 
P  ew  York  on  the  domestic  lemon,  and  only  to  New  York,  the 
p  ^rt  of  importation  from  Sicily,  on  the  foreign  lemon. 

That  is  the  situation.  Why,  when  Mr.  Marvin,  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  came  liefore  the  Hou.se  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
t  e  did  not  want  any  50  per  cent  limitation  applied.  He  wanted 
t  le  commLssion  given  the  right  to  increa.se  rates  without  limlta- 
t  on.  The  sky  was  to  be  the  limit.  He  wanted  the  power  to 
t  ike  articles  from  the  free  list  and  put  a  high  duty  on  them,  but 
t  le  Ways  and  Means  Committee  did  not  go  that  far.  But  you 
V  rote  into  the  bill  the  difference  in  cf>nditious  of  competition ; 
aid  when  you  saw  you  were  whipped,  when  you  siiw  that  an 
a  roused  public  would  not  stand  for  it,  yon  retreated ;  and  then 
y  ju  cimcocted  the  present  law  and  put  it  in  here  without  having 
t  le  courage  and.  I  may  say.  the  statesmanship  to  eliminate  that 
provision  of  the  present  law  which  says  that  in  computing  these 
rites  on  the  difference  in  cost  of  production  here  and  abn>ad  the 
ommission  shall  take  into  consideratioh  advantages  and  disad- 
vantages in  competition  between  this  country  and  i>ther  coun- 
t  ies.  When  you  failed  to  do  that  and  refused  to  do  it,  you  left 
y  our  proposal  just  about  as  obnoxious  as  the  propo.sal  in  the 
Senate  bill,  because  all  elements  of  competition  will  be  con- 
8  dered  just  the  same. 

No!  You  want  to  go  the  limit  on  this  proposition.  The  pro- 
t  •cti(mists  of  the  country,  with  their  extreme  ideas,  are  for  it. 
(  rundy  and  his  organization  are  for  it;  those  in  this  Chamber 
vrho  share  their  views  are  for  It;  and  so  the  President  of  the 
United  States  has  now  cast  the  die.  In  throwing  hims<4f  into 
t  ds  controversy  for  the  flexible  tariff  provision  he  has  chosen 
t>  espouse  the  very  worst  feature  of  the  bill.  If  he  is  willing 
ti>  take  it,  certainly  he  will  not  oppose  the  many  other  bad  fea- 
t'  ires  of  it 

It  Is  too  bad.  and  the  President's  statement  will  no  doubt  be 
rjad  with  regret  by  millions  of  men  and  women  throughout  the 
hind. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  pending 
a  nemlment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu.setts.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  to 
the  Senator  frcmi  Utah  that  this  would  be  a  good  time  to  take  a 
recess. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  should  like  to  pro<-eed  until  at  least  5  o'clock. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachu.setts.  There  is  no  Senator  who  is 
ptepared  to  proceed  further  to-night.  There  are  a  good  many 
v^ho  desire  to  speak  upon  the  amendment  to^morrow. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  aware  of  that ;  but  I  thought  perhaps  we 
c^uld  utilize  the  20  minutes  that  remain. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
attitude  of  the  American  Federation  of  I.jibor  on  various  iriiases 
o  this  tariff  bill  has  been  brought  into  question,  and  apropos  of 
tie  controversy  between  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootI 
and  the  Senator  from  Mis.si.ssippi  (Mr.  Harrison]  on  sugar,  I 
desire  to  have  read  from  the  desk  a  letter  from  Mr.  William 
Green,  the  president  of  the  American  Fetleration  of  Lab«^>r,  nd- 
diftssed  to  Hon.  James  A.  F'be.\r.  a  Member  of  Congress  from 
V^isconsin.  which  came  to  my  office  to-day  through  the  mails 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  letter  wiU 
b4  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows : 

Ambbican  Fedkration  of  I^bor, 

Wa«bington,  D.  C,  May  K,  W». 
14>D.  Jambs  A.  Frra*, 

CongreBt  of  the  United  States,  Howe  of  Reprotentntiveg, 

Wnshington,  D.  C. 

Deah  Mb.  t'BKAB  :  I  herewith  reply  to  your  two  favors  of  r«-cent  date 
iij  which  you  call  my  attpntlon  to  the  proposed  siiBar  8ch«-dule  em- 
txdied  In  the  pending  tariff  bill.  Please  understand  that  no  one  wa« 
JuRtilied  In  quotlnit  my  testimony  before  the  Senate  Agricultural  Com- 
iB  ttee  In  aupport  of  farm  relief  lejclnlatlon  a8  an  Indorsement  of  the 
Ml  gar  ach(>dule  of  the  pending  tariff  bill.  My  gtntement  before  the  Sen- 
ale  .Vgricultuml  Committee  referred  to  the  qne«»tion  of  genera!  farm 
relief  legislation  excluRively.  Only  one  who  aonght  to  take  an  unfair 
a<  vantage  in  order  to  advance  acme  spertiil  interest  would  attempt  to 
uip  any  of  the  teNtlmony  I  gave  at  the  hearing  of  the  Committee  on 
.\^rlculture  in  aupport  of  the  sngar-tariff  ochedule. 

In  my  opinion,  the  Increase  in  the  sugar  schedule  is  unjimtlflable  and 
Indefensible.  If  paMed  In  its  present  f*rm  it  would  levy  an  nnfnir  tax 
u|on  the  Billions  of  workers  whom  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  for 
tlie  purpose  of  protecUng  an  Industry  which  the  fact*,  show  employs 
wwnen,  children,  and  Mexicaa  lat>or  at  indeceat  wages  and  under  in- 
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tolerable  conditions  of  enit>l<»yn'«it-  Ttie  great  mass  of  our  working 
people  in  the  T'nited  States  are  unwilling  to  be  taxed  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  an  industry  wbicb  resorts  to  such  ondvIliBod  practices. 

In  behalf  of  working  men  and  women  affiliated  with  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  I  register  my  protest  against  the  proposed  Increase 
in  the  sugar  tariff  scttedule. 

With  every  good  wish,  I  am,  sincerely  yours, 

WM.   ORBEIf, 

PreHdemt  American  Federation  of  Labor. 

Mr.  HOWELL  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Before  the  Senator  begins,  and 
now  that  the  Vice  President  is  in  the  chair,  I  want  to  recur  to 
a  parliamentary  question  propounded  to  the  Vice  Pr^eisident  a 
short  time  ago.  Reference  was  made  in  that  connection  to  what 
was  said  to  be  an  amendment  of  the  committee,  for  which  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  offered  a  substitute. 

I  want  to  call  the  Chair's  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  com- 
mittee has  made  no  amendment  at  all  on  the  subject  to  which 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  refers.  So 
far  as  that  is  concerned,  the  bill  is  left  by  the  committee  exactly 
as  It  pas8(>d  the  House,  and  the  bill  comes  to  us  in  that  way. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  UUih  is  to  strike  out  the 
provision  of  tiie  bill  as  piissed  by  the  House  and  to  Insert. 
That  is  the  primary  question  before  tlie  Senate,  and  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  offers  a  substitute  for  that  amendment. 
He  moves  to  strike  out  and  insert  some  other  language  other 
than  that  indicated  by  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

The  VICE  PHESlDtLNT.  The  Chair  may  state  that  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  moved  to  strike  out  only  and  not 
to  Insert. 

Mr.  WALSH  (rf  Montana.     To  strike  out? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Yes ;  to  strike  out  the  flexible  pro- 
vision of  the  bUl  as  reported  from  the  committee. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana,  That  is  offered  as  a  substitute  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  I'tah.  Tlie  Senator  from 
I'^tah  moves  to  strike  out  aJid  insert,  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  moves  to  strike  out,  hLs  amendment  being  in 
tlie  nature  of  a  substitute  for  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Utah. 

If  the  amendment  of  the  ScnatcM*  from  Utah  shall  prevail,  to 
strike  out  and  in.^ert,  then  how  could  we  pass  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina?  It  would  have  been 
dispt»sed  of,  be<'ause  what  he  moves  to  strike  out  will  have  been 
stricken  out,  and  something  ^e  will  have  been  substituted. 

It  se^'ms  to  me,  Mr.  I'rc.«;ident,  that  the  only  way  of  present- 
ing the  question  is  to  present  the  alternative,  either  the  pro- 
po.sal  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  or  the  proposal  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina,  and  the  only  way  we  can  choose  betwe*'n 
those  two  is  to  vote  first  upon  tlie  proposal  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  to  strike  tait  and  to  substitnte  what  he  propost-s 
for  what  the  Senator  from  Utah  prt^wses. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  if  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  North  Carcrtlna  should  l>e  voted  npon  first  my 
amendment  woahl  then  have  no  plact»  at  all,  berrause  there 
would  be  no  provision  In  the  bill  to  which  it  could  api>ly.  It 
seems  to  me  that  under  the  rule  the  amwidmeiit  ought  to  be 
perfected,  and  my  amendment  la  for  that  purpose;  tlien  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  could  move  to  strike  out  that 
provision. 

Mr.  WAI/SH  of  Montana.  That  brings  up  the  point  I  am 
making.  The  S«iator  talks  about  perfe<*tlng  his  amendment, 
and  there  is  no  amendment  which  the  Senator  Is  perfecting. 
There  is  the  House  provision,  which  has  not  been  touched  by 
the  Senate  committee  or  by  anybody.  Tlie  Senator  fs  not  per- 
fecting any  amendment  at  all.  He  is  offering  an  amendment 
of  the  first  grade. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  would  like  to  state,  as 
he  stated  when  he  ijasse*!  upon  the  question  submitted,  that  he 
was  ruling  wltliout  giving  the  matter  careful  consideration. 
The  Chair  will  earefolly  look  into  the  matter  to-night,  and  will 
he  ready  to  rule  to-morrow  morning, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  the  Chair  to  take  into  coosid«ation 
the  fact  that  this  is  a  committee  amendment,  and,  under  the 
unanimous-consent  a^eement,  committee  amendmtaits  were  to 
be  considered  first. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Yes,  Mr.  President;  but  under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement,  of  course,  amendments  in  the 
nature  of  sultf^titutes  or  amendments  to  committee  amendments 
are  in  order  wlien  a  committee  amendment  is  pending. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  not  presumetl. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  can  be  dlscnssed  to- 
morrow morning.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska  ia  entitled  to  the 
floor,  and  he  will  iwoceed. 


PBOHnOTKWC   KXfXmCTMTSr 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  on  Saturday  last.  In  the  ct>urso 
of  a  discussion  of  an  additional  saft^guard  ugaiust  the  smuggling 
of  opium  into  the  United  States,  of  making  owners  of  ves.schi 
jointly  liable  with  the  masters  then^'f  for  fines  and  p»'ualtles 
imposed,  I  called  attention  to  the  violations  attributable  to  tJie 
Dollar  Steamship  Line  for  a  period  of  a  little  more  than  two 
years.  One  importation  cousLstinl  oi  2,605  cans  i»f  opium,  weigh- 
ing more  than  half  a  ton.  Because  of  these  violations  a  numlter 
of  fines  were  assessed  against  the  masters  of  the  Dollar  Steam- 
ship Line,  exceeding  |7tX»,000,  but  of  thia  amount  a  mere  pit- 
tance of  $6,650  has  been  collected.  In  nearly  every  chm-  Uie 
ma.sters  of  the  vessels  were  judgment  prix)f.  Fortunately  for  the 
drug  addicts  of  the  cotuitry  the  Senate  nn-eded  from  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  and  has  jtiintd  tlje 
House  In  its  effort  to  make  vess»>l  owners  jointly  liable  with  the 
masters,  and  liable  they  will  be,  unless  this  Hoii.se  provisinu  in 
behalf  of  our  drug  addicts  is  subsequently  nullified. 

In  the  course  of  the  debate  respecting  the  projKised  amemlment 
1  incidentally  referred  to  the  tendency  throughout  tlie  muntrj'  to 
laxity  in  the  enforcement  of  similar  laws,  our  i>rohibition  law, 
for  instance.    I  said  in  effect: 

We  are  not  willing  to  go  as  far  as  necessary  to  enforce  the  eighteenth 
aroendroent.  There  is  no  question  about  that.  Eiiffircement  can  be 
accomplinlied.  Knforcemcnt  In  the  city  of  Washington  can  l)e  eff.n-tive. 
The  President  can  dismiss  any  official  of  the  city  of  Washington,  be- 
cause such  officials  are  his  appointees  or  the  apH'tntees  of  apixiintees 
of  the  President.  In  my  opinion,  if  the  President  railed  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  district  of  I'olumbia  before  him  and  said,  "  Gentlemen, 
I  have  secret-service  officials  at  my  command  and  if  they  dlacuver  any- 
thing in  Waslilngton  in  connection  with  the  violation  of  the  prohibitiou 
law  before  you  destroy  it,  you  are  out."  Tht-re  is  no  question  as  to 
what  the  result  would  be.  There  would  be  one  city  in  the  country 
that  would  be  cleaned  up. 

•  •••••• 

I  acknowledge  tbc  difficulties  that  are  Interposed  by  tlie  attitude  of 
petit  Juries  and  grand  juries,  and  the  attitude  of  judg(>8  for  that  matter. 
I  recognize  these  difficulties.  But  what  I  say  is  tl;at  the  PreNidfnt  of 
the  United  States  Is  all  powerful  in  the  city  of  Washington.  He  ap- 
points the  officials  of  the  city  and  under  the  law  he  can  remove  those 
officials  when  he  Hoeg  fit  no  naattcr  If  they  were  confirmed  by  the  S^'nate. 
If  he  insisted  upon  their  enforcing  the  law  or  leaving  their  offices,  tliey 
and  the  police  force  under  them  would  enforce  the  law.  But  the  trouble 
is  that  the  will  has  not  been  In  evidence  in  the  past.  I  hope  for  the 
future. 

I  added: 

It  would  seem  there  may  not  be  the  will  here  in  the  Semte  to  throw 
another  obstacle  in  the  way  of  importing  narcotics  to  ruin  and  drlre 
deeper  into  the  mire  our  victims  of  the  drug  habit.  Are  we  thinking 
too  much  of  dollars?  That  is  what  we  will  be  thinking  about  if  we  do 
not  Interpose  this  obetacle.  That  will  be  the  plea — "save  ttie  sti^iinehlp 
companies  from  these  flues,  from  paying  because  the  owners  are  inno- 
cent." If  we  would  aisess  the.se  fines  against  the  steamship  roiup.inles 
and  enforce  them,  the  owners  will  see  that  their  crews  are  searched 
before  they  come  on  board.  They  will  see  that  boats  do  not  come  along- 
side and  band  narcotics  through  portholes  when  in  an  oriental  port. 
The  portholes  will  be  eioeed  or  guarded. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  result  of  those  remarks  the  President  of 
the  United  States  saw  fit  last  Sunday  to  Umue  a  statement 
which  reads  as  follows: 

Senator  IIowbu.'8  statement  that  the  prohibition  law  is  not  l>elng 
enforced  in  the  District  of  Columbia  seriously  Impugned  the  gcxMl  faith 
and  capacity  of  Commissioner  Dougherty,  In  charge  of  police;  Superin- 
tendent of  Police  Pratt,  District  Attorney  Rover,  and  Prohibition  Agent 
WiUiam  Blandford. 

The  President  is  glad  the  Senator  has  raised  the  question.  He  is 
confident  that  the  Senator  would  not  make  these  charges  unless  they 
were  tuised  upon  definite  facts  with  time  and  place,  and  If  he  will  lay 
any  such  Information  before  the  Department  of  Justice  the  Presldet.t 
will  have  the  matters  vigorously  Investigated,  for  it  is  the  Intention  not 
only  to  secure  the  fullest  enforcement  In  the  District  possible  under  the 
oxganiaatlon  of  enforcement  agenoie«  as  provided  by  law,  but  to  make  it 
a  model  in  the  country. 

Howerer,  It  Is  only  fair  to  give  to  the  District  officials  an  opi>ortnnlty 
to  meet  soch  charges. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  those  who  list^ied  to  me  on  Saturday 
afternoon,  and  those  who  will  read  the  Unxmn,  will  realiz«-  and 
appreciate  that  there  was  no  intention  uiion  my  jiart  to  make 
I)ersonal  attacks.  I  was  discn.islng  the  wmdltlons  as  they  have 
prevailed  here  in  the  District  of  O'lumbia.  and  It  se«-ms  to  me 
that  the  President  was  a  little  unfair,  under  the  rln-umstancea, 
to  call  upon  me  "to  state  definite  farts,  with  time  and  place." 

I  hare  been  called  upon  in  a  similar  manner  before  In  coo- 
necCloo  with  municipal  affairs  whenever  a  ctiarge  was  made 
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ajraliixt  the  police  force  or  election  officials.  "Give  us  specific 
inforniatUHi,"  was  tho  demand. 

Dnring  all  the  time  I  have  been  In  Washington  I  have  not 
<Tinie  in  fonta't  with  a  bootlegger.  I  am  not  familiar  with  their 
practices.  I  am  ufiable  to  give  spfx-lflc  instances,  "  with  time 
and  pla«-c."  I  feel  that  It  is  a  little  uureasouable  to  expect  a 
Henator  to  do  so. 

I  KiK»ke  f n)m  what  Is  common  knowledge  In  this  city,  and  from 
what  is  the  l>ellef  ontslde  «»f  Washington  with  respect  to  Wash- 
ington, the  reptjsltory  of  our  Constitution,  and  the  seat  of  our 
Government. 

J*«me  time  ago  that  distinguished  publicist,  Mr.  Arthur 
Sears  Henning,  wrote  an  article  which  appeared  In  the  Chicago 
Tribune,  and  I  prt»poHe  to  read  it.  The  article  shows  what  the 
common  knowledge  Is  respecting  conditions  which  exist  in  Wa.sh- 
Ington.  Yet  I  want  to  say  that  I  think  the  reputation  of  Wash- 
ington in  that  resiject  outside  of  Washington  is  unfair  to  this 
city.  T  lielleve  the  conditions  are  vastly  better  here  than  In 
mn»t  cities  ;  bat  the  fact  remain.s  that  It  is  t>>mmou  knowledge 
that  Ixiotiegglng  thrives  In  Washington. 

I  now  read  from  the  Chicago  Daily  Tribune  of  Monday,  May 
21.  1928. 

Mr.  unWELL  procetniwl  to  read,  then  askt'd  and  obtained 
Ieav«»  to  have  prlnte*!  In  the  Record  the  entire  article,  which  is 
as  follows: 

[From  the  Chicago  Daily  Tribune  of  May  21.   1928] 

8ip    din    U5D«B    Capitol    I>ome.    Thkn    Vote    Dht — U-niteo    Stat«.s 
OmciALs  S^ra  IN  Night  Clitbs 

By  Arthur  Sears  Henuinx 

Wa.shixi:to!I.  D.  C,  M.i.t  20  (special). — Happy,  happy  drinkers  every- 
where In  the  reaorts  frequented  by  the  night  lifers  of  Washington. 
Nowhere  doea  the  Joy  water  flow  more  freely  thaa  right  here  at  the  9*>at 
of  pn>hibltlon  enfonero-'nt  under  the  rery  noses  of  the  head  snoopers  In 
the  Tre.iMury  Department  and  the  viRllantes  of  the  .\ntl-Saloon  League. 

The  night  life  of  otl«er  cities  may  surpa.ss  that  of  Washington  as  to 
quantity  but  not  as  to  quality.  Where  else,  pray  you,  will  you  behold 
high  iifflcials  of  the  ritivi-rnment,  including  prohibition  enforcers  them- 
selves, mingling  with  the  happy  drinkers  around  the  tables  fringing  the 
dancing  floor  in  th«  dimly  lighted  night  clubs  and  merrily  paattlng  the 
hip  flatik? 

USTXO    IN     SOCIAL    RKGISTSR 

If  the  police  of  the  National  Capital  were  to  back  a  flock  of  patrol 
wagooa  up  to  any  of  the  night  clubs  in  this  region  and  pinch  the  place 
they  W(>u!d  carry  away  a  human  aggregation  ctuistitutlng  a  putty  fair 
cross  set-tlon  of  the  Congressional  Directory.  Who's  Who.  and  the  social 
register,  and  there  would  tx'  more  (^f  an  upheaval  In  ufllcial  circles  than 
there  was  when  the  police  inadvertently  seised  a  truckload  of  booze 
beluuglng  to  a  high  administration  official  last  year  and  just  managed  to 
keep  their  jobs  by  restoring  the  liquor, 

Cons^iuently  night-club  raids  are  unknown  in  Washington.  They 
may  raid  the  nocturnal  resorts  of  the  61ite  in  such  crass  places  as 
Chicago.  Council  Bluffs,  and  Butte.  Mont.,  but  here  at  the  home  of  the 
law  enforcement  it  just   isn't  done. 

No  rtsit  to  Washington  is  complete  without  •  toar  of  the  night  clubs. 
The  guide  will  point  out  the  celebrities — here  a  party  of  diploouita  aud 
State  l>e|Mrtment  officials,  there  an  assistant  attorney  gi-neral  officiat- 
ing as  drink  dispenser,  over  there  a  group  Including  one  Senator  and 
two  CongretKunen.  two  of  whom  notoriously  vote  dry  and  drink  wet,  and 
there  next  to  the  saxophone  artist  the  leading  income-tax  lawyer  of  the 
capital  entertaining  an  in<*t>me-tax  adjuster  from  the  Treasury  De- 
partment. 

IM    mOLLS    CNITXO   RTATVS    JCDGB 

Once  in  a  while  a  Federal  Judge  Is  to  be  seen  enjoying  night-club 
hospitality  and  fortifying  himself  for  the  duty  of  jailing  the  luc'kiess 
Wight  wlio  totes  a  pint  of  gin  on  the  hip  and  gets  caught. 

The  most  popalar  c«nt«r  of  night  life  la  the  capital  is  the  MadriUon, 
an  «>)(talilishment  of  I.atln-Amerlcan  management  specialising  in  the 
Hpanlsh  cuisine.  The  decoration  scheme  gives  one  the  sensation  of 
■tipping  in  the  plasa  of  a  Spanish  village  at  dusk.  All  around  are  the 
tiled  roofs  and  tinted  plaster  walls  of  the  village  hooseg.  The  tables 
■nrround  a  dancing  floor  .30  feet  long  and  20  feet  wide,  which  ever  and 
anon  Ik  packed  with  joyous  couples  jiggling  to  the  jaxxy  music. 

There  Is  no  cover  charge  at  the  Madrillon,  and  the  consequence  is 
that  It  is  jaouBed  nightly.  The  waiters  are  worn  to  a  fraasle  ruahing 
ginger  ale  and  cracked  Ice  to  a  hundred  tables,  where  patrons  avidly 
slake  their  thirst  t>etween  dances  either  with  or  without  alcoholic 
eonct>n)itant. 

BKINO    LIQI70a   AUyVQ 

Those  who  want  a  kick  in  their  thirst  qoencfaen  bring  their  Ilqnor 
with  them.  Tliey  are  supposed  to  keep  their  liquor  twttlea  off  the  tablea 
aud  out  of  sight,  but  as  a  mattw  of  fact  so  little  tboni^t  la  there  of 
the  nect-waity  of  cuneealment  In  thla  eaf£,  which  It  aerow  the  street 
from  the  Trc««ttry  Dapartment,  that  th«  precaution  la  aot  generally 
t>i>sirved. 
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Liquor  is  not  purchased  at  the  MadriUon.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
guest  who  orders  a  bottle  of  nonalcoholic  bevera^'e  to  which  it  Is  not 
customary  to  add  hip  liquor  only  mystifies  the  g:ir<.-on. 

"  Bring  me  a  quart  of  champommes,"  I  said  to  the  waiter. 

He  looked  puzzled  and  incredulous,  and  finally  said  they  did  not 
have  any. 

"  But  you  have  it  printed  here  on  the  menu  under  the  heading  *  Non- 
alcoholic  drinks,'  "  I  point(Mi  out. 

OBANaa  JDICB   AXD   OIN 

The  waiter  wa.s  a.stonished.  It  was  the  first  time  anyone  had  ordered 
anything  from  the  "  nonalcoholic  drink "  list.  He  said  he  would  in- 
vestigate. Presently  he  returned  and  said  no  chanipomraes  was  to  l)e 
had.  We  compromised  on  a  pitcher  of  orange  juice.  The  waiter  could 
understand  that  order,  u  pitcher  of  orange  Juice  with  the  proper  amount 
of  gin  from  the  hip  flask  producing  Bronx  cocktails  for  the  thirstiest 
pair  of  night  lifers. 

Among  the  more  exclusive  places  to  eat,  drink,  and  dance  late  at 
night  are  the  Club  St.  Marks,  Le  Paradis,  and  the  Club  Chanticleer. 
There  is  a  cover  charge  at  these  places  ranging  from  |1.10  to  $2.20.  and 
during  the  season  there  ia  an  entertainment  program  beginning  at  mid- 
night 

MUSIC  PCTS  NEW   LIFB  I.V  THEM 

Le  Paradis,  an  exquisitely  decorated,  softly  lighted  resort,  is  owned 
by  Meyer  Davis.  In  this  place,  which  was  the  first  night  club  of  Wash- 
ington, originated  those  jazzy  Meyer  Davis  orchestras  which  are  now  the 
rage.  The  experienced  night  lifer  always  leaves  Le  Paradis  to  the  last, 
for  he  knows  that,  however  jaded  he  may  be  when  he  gets  there,  the 
orchestra  will  put  new  life  in  him. 

I^e  Parndis  breathes  fxcluslveness.  The  cuisine  is  perfect,  the  patroa- 
ag"  patrician  and  smartly  barged.  Evening  dress  prevails.  The  tables 
are  fUled.  but  there  Is  no  crowding,  no  noise,  no  hilarity.  There  ia 
animated  conversation,  there  is  laughter,  but  the  tone  of  the  merry- 
making  Is  as  subdued  as  the  lighting. 

<^;iuger-ale  bottles  and  tall  glasses  filled  with  cracked  Ice  are  to  ba 
seen  on  every  table.  But  whether  these  night-lifers  are  drinking  their 
ginger  ale  unadulterated  or  quickened  with  the  contents  of  n  hip 
flask  none  but  the  most  expert  of  prohibition  snoopers  could  determine. 

OBAVB   AS    bishop 

When  I  was  there  this  week  I  know  there  was  no  liquor  at  my  table 
and  I  would  have  sworn  there  was  none  at  the  adjoining  table  occupied 
by  a  party  of  strangers.  The  two  men  wore  a.s  grave  and  austere  as 
Methodist  bishops  and  conversed  as  "  sparingly  "  with  their  women  com- 
panions as  Methodist  bishops  are  enjoined  to  do  by  the  church  discipline. 
They  were  drinking  ginger  ale.  Yet,  when  they  departed  they  left  an 
empty  pint  whisity  flask  on  their  table. 

The  prohibition  enforcers  now  are  endeavoring  to  padlock  Le  Paradis 
and  10  other  Washington  havens  of  night  life.  They  have  been  en- 
couraged and  emt>oldene<l  by  the  convictions  obtained  in  Chicago  for 
serving  ginger  ale  and  cracked  ice. 

WOMB.N    SPIES    on    JOB 

To  detect  the  presence  of  alcoholic  liquors  at  Le  Paradis  and  other 
night  clubs  the  prohibition  agents  enlisted  the  services  of  women  police 
officers.     The  result  was  the  series  of  prosecutions  still  pending. 

The  managers  and  waiters  at  Le  Paridls  swore  they  never  had  seen 
any  liquor  in  the  place.  If  liquor  had  been  added  to  the  ginger  ale 
nd  cracked  ice  "set-up"  it  must  have  l)een  done  very  surreptitiously. 

Must  a  restaurant,  they  asked,  be  responsible  for  the  conduct  of  a 
[Mitron?  If  you  padlock  a  restaurant  because  it  furnishes  ginger  ale 
Into  which  a  patron  covertly  poured  gin,  are  you  going  to  padlock 
I  highly  respectable  hotel  because  It  furnished  the  room  In  which  a 
statutory  offense  was  committed  ? 

For  more  exciuslveness  produced  by  a  $2.20  cover  charge  and  for 
t.  later  closing  hour  you  descend  one  floor  from  Le  Paradis  to  the 
Club  Chanticleer,  which  Is  under  the  same  management.  As  the  name 
Bignlfleti,  you  may  make  merry  here  till  the  coc-k  crows.  Only  bona  fide 
members  are  supposed  to  be  admitted  here,  but  the  membership  list 
la  a  long  one  and  Includes  hundreds  of  persons  prominent  in  official 
Wa.shington. 

And  if  you  really  want  to  take  the  lid  off  completely,  you  hop  into 
your  car  and  beat  it  to  one  of  a  dozen  roadbouses  de  luxe  across  the 
Diatrlct  of  Columbia  line  in  Maryland. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  I  presume  there  are  those 
tiere  who  feel  that  there  is  exaggeration  in  the  descriptions  by 
Mr.  Henning.  but  it  is  a  fact  that  the  night  club  flourishes  in 
Washington,  that  liquor  is  available  in  those  night  clubs  from 
some  source,  and  for  evidence  I  shall  not  depend  upon  hearsay. 
[  am  going  to  read  from  the  report  of  prohibition  Investigating 
>fficers  In  connection  with  the  Carlton  Club.  I  invite  attention 
o  the  fact  that  the  Carlton  Clnb  has  never  been  raided.     Whnt 

object  to  in  connection  with  the  enforcement  of  prohibition  is 
hat  It  Is  usually  aimed  at  the  little  fellow,  but  when  we  reach 
he  high  estate  of  the  Carlton  Club  enforcement  falters. 

Here  Is  a  mraiorandum  signed  by  four  prohibition  investi- 
j^tors^  two  men  an4  two  women,  who  went  to  the  Carlton  Club 
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on  the  night  of  January  21,  1927;  so  it  is  evident  there  has 
been  ample  time  to  prosecute  the  Carlton  Club  or  whoever  was 
respon.slble  for  what  took  place  there.  I  will  now  read  ver- 
batim the  report  made  of  that  visit : 

January  21,  1927.  At  11  p.  m.  arrived ;  departed  2.S5  a.  m.,  January 
22,  1927. 

I  invite  the  attention  of  Senators  to  a  fact  which  I  think 
they  appreciate — that  people  do  not  usually  remain  up  until 
3  and  3.30  in  the  muming  dancing  at  these  clubs  unless  they 
are  animated  by  something  more  than  natural  animal  spirits. 
[Laughter.] 

I  recently  visited  one  of  the  famous  college  towns  of  the 
country.  I  had  been  tiiere  when  a  young  man.  I  remembered 
the  places  where  at  night  the  students  gathered  and  sang  over 
their  steins  of  beer.  I  remembered  also  that  when  a  circus 
came  to  town  It  was  a  signal  for  a  riot,  a  knockdown  fight.  A 
gentleman  .'^howed  us  about.  One  of  the  ladies  in  the  party 
asked,  "  Where  are  the  singing  students?"  He  answered,  "  They 
don't  sing  much  in  these  dry  times.  Liquor  is  what  usually 
makes  a  student  sing." 

So  it  is  with  the  night  club  visitors.  They  do  not  stay  up 
until  3  or  4  o'clock  In  the  morning  dancing  to  jazz  music  unless 
they  are  stimulated  by  something  more  than  merely  a  desire 
to  dance. 

Names  of  Investigators:  W.  P.  Mnlhall,  Mrs.  H.  E.  Mansfield,  Mrs. 
J.  Whitney,  and  Mr.   H.  W.  Douthltt. 

Carlton  Club  in  basement  at  north  K  Street  side.  Elevator  entrance 
and  steps  from  lobby  of  hotel. 

Seated  by  Charlie,  head  waiter  in  charge,  Inside. 

Club  consists  of  caf^.  dance  hall,  tables,  orchestra,  all  open. 

About  80  p<Mjpie  present  during  the  evening.     All  aober — 

That  Is,  wlien  they  entered — 

Four  people  seated  at  Douthitt's  table. 

Two  men  pouring  from  whisky  bottle  a  red  liquor.  Bottle  on  floor 
or  seat.  Eight  men,  one  man  pouring  from  gin  t>ottle.  Nine  women, 
all  in  four  parties. 

One  man  silver  flask — red  liquor  (from  man's  pocket)  mixed  with 
ginger  ale  and  drank  publicly. 

Charlie  took  flask  from  man  who  could  not  open  it  and  returned 
it  Immediately  to  man  opened,  who  poured  its  contents  in  a  glass.  Two 
men  and  two  women  at  table — mix  ginger  ale  and  drank  in  Charlis's 
presence. 

One  man  became  quite  drunk — 

The  evening  was  moving  along ! — 

One  man  became  quite  drunk — extremely  polite — was  sober  as  we 
entered. 

Three  men  and  three  women  In  party — this  man  poured  from  twttle 
appearance  of  gin  and  drank  contents  of  glass  of  all  six  people. 

l>outhitt  called  Charlie  as  he  pasa^Hl  the  table,  told  him  D  wanted 
some  liquor ;  he  said  will  you  call  on  the  telephone.  D  said  yes.  D 
said  where  will  it  be  delivered.  Charlie  said  have  him  come  to  door 
of  club  and  ask  for  Charlie.  D  went  to  phone  on  same  floor — ordered 
bottle  of  gin  to  be  delivered  to  door  of  clul> — to  ask  for  Charlie. 
Douthltt  left  phone,  Charlie  called  D  back  to  phone  to  answer  confirming 
D's  presence  at  Carlton  Club.  D  back  to  table.  Mulhall  left  table — 
went  Into  hall. 

Later  Charlie  came  to  table  and  delivered  to  D  one  bottle  labeled 
Gordon  Gin.  unwrapped.  In  presence  of  Mansfield,  J.  Whitney,  waiters, 
and  guests  present. 

D  gave  Charlie  $20  bill  and  Charlie  returned  with  $17  change. 

Mulhall  returned  to  table. 

Gin  poured  into  glasses  with  ice,  on  top  of  table  mixed  ginger  ale, 
drank  contents,  bottle  placed  on  floor. 

Left  premises  2.35  a.  m. — Charlie  la  charge. 

Gin  carried  with  Douthltt. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  shall  read  a  letter  from  Mr.  Etouthitt  as 
a  result  of  another  investigation  about  10  days  later.  This  is 
dated  January  31,  1927,  and  reads  as  follows : 

Memorandum  for  MaJ.  H.  H.  White,  Prohibition  Administrator, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Under  orders  from  the  department.  I  proceeded  to  the  Carlton  Club, 
Sixteenth  and  K  Streets  N'W.,  in  company  with  Mrs.  H.  K.  Mansfield 
and  Mrs.  J.  Whitney,  members  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Department, 
and  Agent  W.  B.  Mulhall  on  Saturday  evening.  January  29,  for  pur- 
pose of  investigating  violations  of  the  national  prohibition  act.  We 
arrived  about  10.30  p.  m.  and  were  seated  at  the  same  table  we  had 
occupied  on  a  previous  Investigation  January  21  by  Charlie,  the  head 
waiter.  I  called  the  waiter  and  ordered  some  ginger  ale,  but  before 
it  arrived  nine  men  and  three  women  were  seated  at  the  first  two  t&blea 
east  of  ours.  When  the  ginger  ale  arrived  1  poured  part  of  the  con- 
tents (tea)  of  a  half-pint  whisky  bottle,  con.«plcuou8ly  labeled  whisky, 
inta  our  ginger  ale  glasses,  and  this  waa  consumed  openly  by  our  entire 


party  tn  the  presence  of  Charlia,  the  bead  waiter,  the  waiters,  and 
others  present. 

The  third  table  east  of  ours  was  occupied  by  a  man  and  a  woman, 
who  were  poortng  the  contents  of  a  large  silver  flask  into  their  gla««es 
of  ginger  ale. 

The  first  table  east  of  ours  was  occupied  by  three  men  and  threa 
women,  who  were  pouring  the  contents  of  two  silver  flasks  Into  their 
glasses  of  ginger  ale. 

Two  men  and  two  women,  occupying  a  table  across  the  danc«>  ball 
from  ns,  were  pouring  the  contents  of  a  whiiiky  bottle  into  their  glnsiiiea 
of  ginger  ale. 

A  man.  accompanied  by  a  lady,  was  seated  at  a  UWt  across  the 
dance  hall  from  us.  The  man  was  pointed  out  to  be  a  Mr.  Ueyer, 
manager  of  the  Wardman  Park  Hotels. 

The  Carlton  Hotel  is  one  of  the  Wardman  Park  chain  of 
hotels. 

At  about  11.50  p.  m.  I  went  to  the  telephone  in  the  hall,  lunr  the 
cloakroom,  and  called  the  Cliastleton  Apartments,  apartmeut  I'-'O,  and 
asked  for  John  Lewis  Walters,  a  bootlegger  who  had  been  delivering 
gin  to  me  on  previous  investigations  at  the  various  clubs,  to  deliver 
a  bottle  of  gin  to  the  Carlton  Club.  I  told  him  to  come  to  th.-  dub 
and  ask  for  Charlie,  the  head  waiter,  who  would  handle  tlte  matter 
for  me.  When  I  returned  to  the  eutranci-  of  the  club  1  told  (  h.irlie, 
the  head  waiter,  I  had  a  bottle  of  gin  coming  and  for  him  to  call  me 
when  It  arrived. 

At  about  12.20  a.  m.,  January  30,  a  man  whom  I  knew  as  Sullivan,  a 
runner  for  Walttrs,  and  a  man  who  bad  delivered  gin  to  mc  at  the 
Wardman  Park  Hotel,  on  January  26,  came  to  th<'  entrance  of  the  club 
and  talked  to  Charlie,  the  head  waiter.  Sullivan  and  Cbarlie  went 
into  the  hall,  and  Mr.  Deyer  left  his  table  and  followed  them. 

At  about  12.50  a.  m.,  January  30,  Charlie,  the  head  waiter,  came 
to  our  table  and  asked  Mr.  Mulliall  if  his  name  was  Mulhall,  aiul.  u|H)a 
being  told  that  It  wa.-*,  told  him  he  was  wanted  on  the  telophouc  Mr. 
Mulhall  left  our  table  and  went  into  the  halL  Soon  after  Charlie 
came  to  our  table  again  and  told  me  some  one  wanted  to  talk  to  ma 
I  went  to  the  hall  and  was  dir«>cted  to  a  small  room,  across  the  club, 
and  the  first  door  south  of  the  cloakroom,  where  I  found  Mr.  Mulhall 
and  three  other  men.  One  man  introduced  himself  to  me  as  Mr.  ix-yer, 
manager  of  all  the  Wardman  hotels  and  apartments.  He  said,  in  a  v<  ry 
angry  voice :  "  You  are  a  revenue  agent,  aren't  you?  "  I  said  :  "  Where 
in  the  hell  do  you  get  that  argument?"  He  replied:  "I  know. 
Major  VMiite  is  a  good  friend  of  mine." 

Major  White  was  the  prohibition  adminif^rator  here  ia 
Washington. 

Mr.  Deyer  said  :  "  Are  you  on  a  party  or  are  you  trying  to  frame  my 
head  waiter?"  I  said:  "I  nm  not  trying  to  frame  anyone."  Mr. 
Deyer  said  :  "  1  know  who  you  are.  You  were  at  the  Wardman  Park 
Hotel  the  other  night  and  tried  to  frame  my  captain.  You  were  hera 
before  and  tried  to  fmme  my  head  waiter."  I  said:  "Where  do  you 
get  all  this  Information?"  He  said:  "Major  White  told  me.  Now  yoa 
do  not  need  to  deny  this.  Major  White  showed  me  your  report,  which 
said  you  had  purchased  gin  at  the  Waninian  Park  with  the  aid, 
knowledge,  and  consent  of  Captain  Pete,  and  that  you  iKiugfit  here, 
with  the  aid,  knowledge,  and  consent  of  Charlie,  my  head  waiter." 

Mr.  Deyer  said  :  "  You  can't  do  anything  with  my  place.  Mr.  Blair 
is  living  at  the  Wardman  Park  " — 

Mr.  Blair  was  the  then  Commissioner  of  Internal  Rev«!niie — 
^' Mr.    Blair    is   living   at    the    Wardman    Park,    Major    White    at    th« 

Chastleton,  and   I  am  moving  General   Andrews,  the  then  chief  ef  th« 

Prohibition  Unit,  into  this  hotel  Monday. 

"All  of  them,  and  '  Jlmmle  '  Jones,  Director  of  Prohibition,  are  good 

friends  of  mine.     I  know  everything  that  is  going  on." 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Nvi  in  the  chair),  D<»e« 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  If  that  occurred 
under  the  Hoover  administration? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     It  did  not 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  H.nator 
if  he  believes  those  statements  are  correct.  I  refer  partlculHrly 
to  the  last  statement  he  has  Jn^t  read,  as  to  the  gentbmen 
named  being  friends  of  the  man  who  made  the  statement. 
Does  the  Senator  really  take  the  statements  of  a  nutn  Ku<-b  as 
that  who  would  blacken  the  character  of  other  men?  I  am  just 
wondering  why  the  Senator  called  attention  t<»  the  statement; 
for  if  he  is  that  character  of  man,  he  would  say  anything. 
There  Is  nobody  In  the  world  who  would  like  more  than  would  I 
to  see  prohibition  enforced,  not  only  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
but  from  one  end  of  this  country  to  the  other. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  a.-^k  the 
Senator  from  Utah  if  he  ever  saw  any  signs  of  bootieonra 
around  any  Wall  Street  conventions  at  any  of  the  hotel*  h^Te 
in  Washington? 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  Wall  Street  conventions!  What  does  the  Sen- 
ator mean?  I  know  nothing  <>f  any  such  conventions ;  I  never 
attend(Hl  one,  and  I  would  not  know  a  bootlegger  if  I  saw  one. 

Mr.  BHOOKHART.  I  anked  if  the  Senator  had  seen  any 
signs  of  lKX)tlc>rger8  around  the  dlnner.s  given  by  prominent 
Wall  Street  gentlemen  for  the  purp<j8e  of  greeting  newly  elected 
Senators? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  I  have  not;  and  I 
ask  the  Senator  if  he  has? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Yes;  I  have  and  the  Senator  has,  too, 
and  on  the  same  night. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  kno^  what  night  it  was.     I  will  say 
to  the  Senator  that  I  have  nerer  been  to  any  place  where  I  have 
seen   any   drinking — any   club  or  other   i>lace.   Wall    Street  or 
otherwise.     I  will  ask  the  Senator  to  what  place  he  refers? 
"    Mr.  BROOKHART.     It  was  at  the  Willani   Hotel. 

Mr.  SMO<^>T.     On  what  oc<«a.slon? 

Mr.  BROOKH.VRT.  On  the  occasion  when  a  gentleman 
named  J^hy,  from  New  York,  Invited  newly-electetl  and  re- 
elected! Senators  to  a  dinner  there  Just  to  get  acquainted  with 
them. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  was  not  there. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     <  >h.  yes.  the  Senator  was  there. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  recall  it. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  saw  the  c^ena tor  there.     |  Laughter.] 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  can  not  recall  it.  If  I  was  there  I  did  not 
see  any  liquor. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  No;  the  Senator  did  not  get  any  liquor. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  did  not  say  "  get  it  " ;  I  snid  "  see  it." 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  Hasks,  as  I  rememtier,  were  under 
the  table  behind  a  curtain,  and  all  one  had  to  do  was  to  reach 
down  and  get  his  flask  and  put  it  in  his  hip  poi>ket.  The  Sena- 
tor did  not  do  that.  I  know ;  he  told  me  he  did  not    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  can  not  call  to  mind  the  occasion  to  which  the 
Senator  refers. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  I  ara  not  vouching  for  the 
statements  of  Mr.  l>*\\>*r,  who  is  the  manager  of  the  Wardman 
Park  hotels  and  apartment--^.  I  am  merely  reading  a  memo- 
randum which  is  a  rep«irt  made  by  a  prohibition  agent  to  Mr. 
White  himself,  and  then  it  is  followed  by  another  report  from 
Mr  Mulhall. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  wondering  whether  the  Senator  had  any 
information  which  was  up  to  date,  so  that  action  could  be  taken 
agaiu.><t  this  hotel  or  any  other  hotel  which  may  be  violating  the 
law. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  Prej'ideut,  I  am  t-oming  to  that.  This 
incident  occurred  in  L>ecember.  1027.  Immeiliately  when  I  got 
hold  of  these  documents  I  called  up  Uuitetl  States  Attorney 
Rover  and  asked  him  what  he  had  done  about  it.  He  said  that 
he  had  never  heard  «»f  the  case.  These  documents  were  im  file 
in  his  office,  but  he  said  that  he  had  come  into  office  after  the 
doi'uments  were  filed.  There  are.  of  course,  a  great  many 
matters  that  Mr.  Rover  has  or  should  have  attended  to  which 
occurretl  prior  to  the  time  when  he  became  United  States  district 
attorney. 

I  am  reading  this.  Mr.  President,  to  show  that  the  bureaus 
of  tills  Government  have  Infonmitlon  respecting  the  violation 
of  the  law  in  such  hotels  as  the  Carlton,  and  that  the  officials 
charge<I  with  enforcing  the  law  have  not  the  will  t(»  prasecute. 
That  is  what  I  in.sisted  in  my  remarks  on  Saturday. 

Of  course.  I  have  no  si)ecific  infomiatiou  to  give  the  Presi- 
dent from  my  own  knowledge,  but  by  delving  into  the  flies  in 
the  bureaus  I  have  obtained  information  ttiat  indicates  that  the 
olfl«"ers  of  the  Government  are  not  eufoix-lng  the  law  here  in 
Washington  as  they  should  enforce  it.  There  is  atlll  opportu- 
nity to  proceed  agHin.st  the  Carlton  Club. 

The  statute  of  limitations  does  not  yet  protect  the  Carlton 
Hotel.  Why  should  not  the  district  attorney  proceed  at  once? 
I  presume  it  will  be  said  that  some  one  has  had  a  confermce 
with  the  manager  of  the  Wanlman  Park  Hotel  and  Apurt- 
ments  and  that  there  has  lieen  a  treaty  of  peace;  but,  Mr.  l*resi- 
dent.  those  clubs  nave  been  running  since,  and,  aa  I  have  pre- 
viously said.  i)ei>ple  do  not  go  to  them  and  stay  until  early 
morning  unless  they  are  getting  something  to  drink.  Neverthe- 
les.s.  they  have  been  running  free  from  Interference.  That  is 
the  rub.  When  anyone  asks  about  the  Wardman  Park  Hotel, 
what  do  officials  say?  *'  There  Is  difficulty  In  enforcing  the  law 
there,  because  you  do  not  kn(»w  who  are  diplomats  and  who 
are  n'H."  Most  people  who  want  to  drink  can  he  diplomats; 
they  can  be  highly  diplomatic  by  appearing  diiricmiatic. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr  I»resitlent.  I  shall  not  weary  the  Senate  further  with  this 
meuioraudum  or  reitort.  but  I  am  goin^  to  ask  that  it  be  printed 
in  the  Rbookd  as  a  part  of  m^'  remarks,  and  also  the  memoran- 
dum following  it  by  Mr.  Mulhall. 
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Mr.  OVERMAN.  Is  the  Mulhall  to  whom  the  Senator  refers 
he  man  of  lot>byist  fame? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  am  not  familiar  with  these  men.  I  under- 
stand, however,  that  Mr.  Mulhall  is  one  of  the  sintial  agents  of 
he  Prohibition  Dei»artnient.  However,  there  were  two  police- 
ft'omen  from  the  ptdlce  force  of  Washington  with  the.se  two 
men.    ThLs  is  not  the  evidence  of  only  one  individual. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Without  ol)je<-tion.  the  niemo- 
•nnda  referred  to  by  the  Senator  fronr  Nebraska  will  be  priiitetl 
n  the  RiccoRD. 

The  memoranda  are  as  follows : 

Washinoton.  D.  C.  Ja%%ary  SI,  Wrr. 

tflMOEANDrM      rOB     MAJ.      R.      H.      WHITC,      PROHIBITIO.V      ADMINISTnATOB, 

WASHINGTON,    D.    C. 

In  re  Carlton  Club 

t'nder  orders  from  the  department,  I  procooded  to  the  Carlton  Cluh, 
Mxteentb  and  K  Streets  NW.,  in  company  with  Mra.  H.  K.  Mnn.<4eld 
tod  Mrs.  J.  Whitney.  memt>era  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Department, 
md  Agent  W.  B.  Mnlhull,  on  Saturday  evening.  January  29,  for  pur- 
>o8e  of  investigating  violutlona  of  the  uatlunal  prohibition  act.  We  ar- 
rived about  10.30  p.  ro.  and  were  seated  at  the  (wme  table  we  had 
jccupied  on  a  previous  investigation,  January  21.  by  Charlie,  the 
ie:»d  waiter.  I  called  tlie  waiter  and  ordered  some  ginger  ale,  but 
jefore  it  arrived,  nine  men  and  three  women  w<>re  seated  at  the 
irst  two  tables  east  of  ours.  When  the  ginger  ale  arrived.  I  poured 
[>art  of  the  contents  (tea)  of  a  half-pint  whisky  bottle,  conspicuously 
labeled  whisky.  Into  our  ginger-ule  gbi8s«>8.  and  thin  was  ronsumfd 
openly  by  our  entire  party  in  the  presence  of  Charlie,  the  head  waiter, 
the  waiters,  and  others  prest-ut. 

The  third  table,  eaat  of  oura,  was  occupied  by  a  man  and  a  woman, 
who  were  pouring  the  contenta  of  a  large  ailver  flask  Into  their  giusHes 
of  ginger  ale. 

The  first  tabic  east  of  ours  was  occupied  by  three  men  and  three 
women,  who  were  pouring  the  contents  of  two  silver  flasks  into  tbelr 
gla»s«'R  of  ginger  ale. 

Two  men  and  two  women,  occupying  a  table  across  the  dance  hall 
from  us.  were  pouring  the  contenta  of  a  whisky  twttle  into  their  glasxes 
of  ginger  ale. 

A  man,  accompanied  by  a  lady,  was  seated  at  a  table  across  the 
dance  hall  from  us.  The  man  was  pointed  out  to  be  Mr.  Deyer,  manager 
[>f  the  Wardman  Park   Hotel. 

At  about  11  50  p.  m.  I  went  to  the  telephone  in  the  hall,  near  the 
cloakroom,  and'  calhMl  the  Chastleton  Apartments,  apartment  226,  and 
asked  John  L<'Wis  Wal'ers.  a  bootlegger  who  had  be«'n  delivering  gin 
to  me  on  previous  investigations  at  the  various  clulie,  to  deliver  a 
x>ttle  of  gin  to  the  Carlton  Club.  I  told  him  to  come  to  the  club  and 
isk  for  Charlie,  the  head  waiter,  who  would  handle  the  matter  for 
me.  When  1  n'turned  to  the  entrance  of  the  club  I  told  Charlie,  the 
rtead  waiter.  I  had  a  bottle  of  gin  coming  and  for  him  to  call  me  when  It 
jrrived. 

At  about  12.20  a.  m.,  January  30,  a  man,  whom  I  know  as  Sulltvun. 
I  runner  for  Walters,  and  the  man  who  had  delivered  gin  to  me  at  the 
Wardman  Park  Hotel,  on  January  26.  came  to  the  entrance  of  the  club 
md  t.alked  to  Charlie,  the  head  waiter.  Sullivan  and  Charlie  went 
nto  the  hall  and  Mr.  Deyer  left  his  table  and  followed  them. 

.\t  about  12.50  a.  m.,  January  30.  Charlie,  the  head  waiter,  came  to 
>ur  table  and  asked  Mr.  Mulhall  if  his  name  was  Mulhall,  and,  upon 
jelng  told  it  was,  told  him  he  was  wHnted  on  the  teleplione.  Mr. 
hfulhall  left  our  table  and  wont  into  the  hall.  Soon  after  Charlie  came 
o  our  table  again  and  told  mo  some  one  wanted  to  talk  to  me.  I  went  to 
he  hall  and  was  directed  to  a  .small  nwm,  across  the  chih.  and  the  flrst 
loor  south  of  the  clonk  room,  where  1  found  Mr.  Mu'ball  and  three 
)ther  men.  One  man  introduced  himself  to  me  ax  Mr.  Deyer.  manajjer 
>f  all  the  Wardman  hotels  and  apartments.  He  said  in  a  very  ansrry 
trolce,  "  Yon  are  a  revenue  agent,  aren't  you?"  I  said,  "  Where  in  the 
tiell  do  you  get  that  argument?"  He  replied,  "1  know.  Major  White 
Is  a  good  friend  of  mine."  Mr.  Deyer  said,  "Are  you  on  a  party  or  are 
jroa  trying  to  frame  my  head  waiter?"  I  said,  "1  am  not  trying  to 
frame  anyone."  Mr.  Deyer  said.  "  I  know  who  you  are.  You  were  at 
the  Wardman  Park  Hotel  the  other  night  and  trij-d  to  frame  my 
captain.  You  were  here  before  and  tried  to  fcame  my  head  waiter." 
[  said,  "Where  do  you  get  all  this  Information?"  He  s«id,  "Major 
White  told  me.  Now,  you  do  not  need  to  deny  this.  Major  White 
showed  me  your  report  which  said  you  had  purchased  gin  at  the  Ward- 
man  Park  with  the  aid,  knowledge,  and  consent  of  Captain  Pete,  and 
that  you  had  bourht  here,  with  the  aid,  knowledge,  and  consent  of 
Charlie,  my  head  waiter."  Mr.  Deyer  said.  "  You  can  t  do  anything 
rlth  my  place.  Mr.  Blatr  Is  living  at  the  Wardman  Park ;  Major 
^ite  at  the  ChaMleton  :  and  I  am  moving  Ceneral  .Andrews  Into  this 
lotel  Monday.  All  of  them  and  '  Jimmie  '  Jones,  Director  of  Prohibition, 
ire  good  friends  of  mine.     I  know  everylLlng  that  Is  going  on." 

Mr.  Deyer  said,  "I  stopped  your  bootlegger  and  there  is  the  bottle 
>t  fin,"  pointing  to  a  bottle,  labeled  "  Gordon  Gin, '  on  a  tal>le  near  by. 
Mr.  IHrec  Mid,  **I  threatened  to  lock  him  up;  be  admitted  be  was 
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deltvering  to  yon.  WTien  yon  telephoned,  I  had  our  supervisor  on  the 
line  and  she  got  the  whole  convernation."  Mr.  Deyer  said,  **  You  are 
here  doing  something  General  Andrews  will  not  stand  for,  and  I  can 
take  thiii  up  with  him  and  get  yoa  In  a  lot  of  trouble.  This  wiU  co«t 
you  your  job.  I  just  called  Major  White  and  described  you,  but  he 
refused  to  identify  you,  and  said  be  would  meet  me  in  the  morning. 
You  can  call  him  up  and  verify  this  If  you  want  to."  Mr.  Deyer  said, 
"  Now,  I  can  drop  this  and  smooth  everything  out  with  Major  White 
and  it  will  not  go  to  the  general,  if  you  will  just  forget  what  has  gone 
on  here."  Mr.  Mulhall  said,  "  You  do  not  need  to  soft  pedal  for  me. 
I  intend  to  tell  just  what  baa  happened  and  bow  It  htM  happened.  I 
have  nothing  to  fear."  Mr.  Deyer  said,  "  I  knew  who  you  were  when 
you  called  up  the  other  day  and  wanted  a  card  to  the  club.  I  knew 
you  were  using  an  asiiumed  nama"  I  said.  "  How  do  you  know  my 
name  is  not  Noble  "  ( Harry  Not>le  being  the  name  which  I  bad  used 
in  securing  the  card).  He  laid,  "  IMdn't  I  tell  you  Major  White  showed 
me  your  report?"  I  said,  "  Did  Mjijor  White  let  you  read  my  reiwrt?" 
and  he  said,  "  No ;  not  exactly ;  he  read  it  to  me.  Major  White 
said  you  were  at  the  Java,  the  Spanish  Village,  La  Paradis,  and  St. 
Marks,  and  you  did  the  .^iame  thing  there ;  framed  them  in  the  same 
way."  I  said,  "Where  did  you  get  this  information?"  He  said,  "I 
know.  1  saw  your  reports."  He  said.  "  They  are  selling  liquor  at 
IjtL  Java,  and  the  manager  at  the  hotel  is  getting  a  ent  on  all  that  is 
sold.     You  know  that." 

I  told  him  we  were  not  trying  to  frame  anyone ;  that  "  we  knew  liquor 
was  coming  into  the  Carlton  Club  and  consumed  there,  and  we  know 
that  ynu  know  it  Is  coming  In  and  being  consumed.  We  took  this 
means  so  you  could  not  deny  your  knowledge  of  its  being  brought  In  and 
consumed."  I  said :  "  Tou  admit  that  your  head  waiter  delivered  me  a 
bottle  of  gin  on  our  last  visit,  and  that  he  took  the  money  and  paid 
for  It.  Therefore,  you  can  not  say  that  you  did  not  know  It  Is  being 
consumed  in  the  place."  I  said  :  **  We  are  getting  evidence  against  the 
bootlegger  at  the  same  time  and  will  place  a  charge  against  him  for 
every  sale  be  has  made."  Mr.  Deyer  said  :  "  I  can  not  stop  the  patrons 
from  bringing  liquor  Into  this  place  and  drinking  it  here.  I  can  not  take 
a  bottle  away  from  them.  I  can  not  searcii  them,"  Mr.  Deyer  said 
be  had  not  known  we  were  there  or  who  we  were  until  Major  White 
had  told  him.  I  said :  "  l>id  be  tell  you  who  we  were  or  did  you  work  it 
out  from  the  Information  he  gave  you  and  what  yon  had?"  He  said: 
"  Well,  I  know  who  you  are ;  they  asked  me  to-day  if  they  were  to  let 
you  In  the  club  when  you  returned.  I  told  them  '  Yea.'  The  people  at 
the  table  next  to  you  were  planted  ttiere  and  if  you  bad  started  any- 
thing there  would  have  been  trouble."  I  told  Mr.  Deyer  that  we  were 
acting  under  orders  and  would  continue  to  act  under  tbem  until  we  were 
stopped.  Mr.  Deyer  said :  "  Well,  I  will  see  Major  White  to-morrow  and 
smooth  over  everything  if  you  will  just  forget  this.  I  do  not  want  to 
cause  you  trouble  and  we  are  not  scared.  Mr.  Wardman  Is  not  worried 
snd  I  am  not  worried."  Mr.  Mulhall  said,  "  Well,  you  tell  it  as  it  is  and 
we  will  do  the  same."  Mr.  Deyer  said,  "It  is  all  right  to  proceed 
against  the  cheap  places  that  are  selling  liquor,  but  we  are  running  a 
blgb-claas  place,  the  l>est  people  oome  here,  and  we  are  not  aelling  liquor 
or  allowing  it  to  be  sold,  so  you  can  not  do  anything  to  us.  We  can 
not  stop  people  from  bringing  it  In."  Mr.  Deyer  said  he  waa  going  to 
fire  the  head  waiter  when  he  learned  he  had  taken  a  bottle  of  gin  in  to 
me,  bat  tbe  bead  waiter  bad  pleaded  he  did  not  intend  to  do  wrong.  Mr. 
Deyer  left,  saying  ttiat  he  would  smooth  everything  out  with  Major 
White  to-morrow  and  for  us  to  forget  what  had  happened.  We  re- 
minded  him  that   we   could  only   rei;x>rt   it  as   It   had   happened. 

Mr.  Deyer  returned  to  the  cluh  and  we  secured  our  wraps  and  de- 
parted at  1.30  a.  m.,  January  30. 

AU  of  this  conversation  was  In  tbe  presence  of  Agent  MalhalL 

H.    W.    DOCTOITT. 

Washisotow,  D.  C,  Janumy  SI,  1917. 

MBMOBAKDUM    FOB    MAJ.    B.    H.    WHITR,    PBOHIBITION    AOMINI8TBATOB, 

WASHINOTON,   D.    C 

In  re  Carlton  Club 

Pursuant  to  your  Inst  ructions,  and  accompanied  by  Mrs.  IT.  K.  Mans- 
field and  Mrs.  J.  Whitney,  policewomen  of  tbe  District  of  Columbia,  and 
Harry  N.  Douthitt,  we  proceeded  to  the  Carlton  Club,  located  in  the 
Carlton  Hotel,  Sixteenth  and  K  Streets  NW.,  Saturday,  January  29, 
1027,  arriving  at  said  club  about  10..?0  p.  m. 

On  our  arrival  at  the  Carlton  Club,  we  were  met  at  the  entrance  of 
said  club  by  the  head  waiter,  known  to  our  party  as  Charlie.  This 
waiter  took  our  jMrty  to  a  table  and  seated  tu,  the  table  being  located 
approximately  in  tbe  center  of  the  dining  room  and  Just  south  of  tbe 
dandng  floor.  After  we  were  seated  by  Charlie,  the  table  waiter  came 
to  our  table,  where  Mr.  Douthitt  ordered  two  bottles  of  ginger  ale  which 
were  served  in  glasses  containing  cracked  Ice.  The  usual  bottle  con- 
taining tea,  but  lab«led  whisky,  was  brought  by  Mr.  Douthitt,  and  a 
small  portion  of  this  tea  was  poured  Into  each  of  the  four  glasses  and 
c«)U8umod  by  each  of  us  openly.  About  lip.  m.,  same  date,  we  ordered 
club  sandwiches  for  tbe  party  and  also  coffee,  which  were  served  and 
consumed. 


At  11.50  p.  m.,  aaoM  date,  Ut.  Doathitt  left  our  tabl«.  Informing  us 
Just  previous  to  leaving  same  that  be  was  going  to  put  In  a  pboii* 
call  to  a  bootlegger  who  bad  been  srning  us  at  various  rlul>i>  and 
hotels  visited  by  our  party.  A  few  momenU  later  Mr.  Douthitt  r*>- 
turned  to  our  table  and  informed  us  that  he  had  calUnl  up  North  louuo. 
tbe  name  of  tbe  alleged  bootlegger,  according  to  his  buainesa  card,  being 
John  Lewis  Walters,  apartment  226,  the  Cliastleton.  At  12.20  h.  ni., 
January  30,  a  man  came  Into  the  entrance  of  the  Carlton  Club.  Thta 
man  was  dressed  in  stn>et  attire.  He  is  known  tu  our  party  by  the 
name  of  "  Sullivan."  He  has  informed  us  on  two  ot-cusions  that  he  waa 
in  the  employ  of  Walters,  the  bootlegger. 

Sullivan  was  seen  standing  In  the  Carlton  Club  in  conference  with 
Charlie,  the  head  waiter,  and  Mr.  Elmer  Deyer,  who  is  manager  for 
the  various  hotels  owned  by  Mr.  Harry  Wardman.  After  a  few  minutes' 
conversation,  this  party  left  the  clob  and  retired  to  the  hall  outside  of 
tbe  Carlton  Club,  where   they    remained   in   conversation. 

About  12.55  a.  m.,  same  date,  Charlie,  the  bead  waiter,  cam«>  to  our 
table,  where  we  were  sealed.  He  inquired  of  your  agent  if  my  name 
was  Mr.  MulhaU.  I  answered  "  Yes."  Charlie  informed  me  that  I  waa 
wanted  on  the  telephone.  I  departed  from  the  table  and  proci-eded  into 
the  ball  outside  of  the  Carlton  Cluh,  where  I  waa  met  by  Mr.  Kliuer 
r)eyer,  the  gentleman  above  spoken  of.  Mr.  Deyer  opened  a  door  with 
a  pass-key  and  requcoted  me  to  enter  this  vacant  room,  which  I  did. 
Mr.  Deyer  immediately  inquired  of  me  what  in  the  **  H  "  I  was  trying 
to  puU  off  around  there,  and  also  demanded  of  me  to  show  my  creileu- 
tlals.  He  further  threatened  to  plai-e  me  under  arrest  for  violation  of 
the  national  prohibition  act ;  also  endeavored  to  Intimidate  me  by  show- 
ing me  a  badge.  He  further  informed  me  that  he  was  a  duly  authorised 
officer  and  that  if  1  did  not  apologise  for  my  actiona  tltat  he  would 
place  me  under  arrest.  Mr.  Deyer  stated  that  he  bad  recently  been  la 
conference  with  MaJ.  H.  H.  White,  prohibition  administrator,  who,  be 
said,  informed  him  that  no  more  representatives  of  the  Prohibition  Unit 
would  visit  any  of  the  properties  of  Mr.  Wardman. 

Mr.  Deyer  further  stated  ttiat  he  waa  personally  acquainted  with 
General  Andrews,  and  that  General  Andrews  was  moving  into  the 
Carlton  Hotel  Monday.  He  also  said  that  Mr.  Blair,  Internal  Keveuue 
Commisaioner,  was  stopping  at  tbe  Wardman  Park  Hotel,  and  ttutt  he 
knew  Maj.  H.  H.  White  pertioually,  and  that  also  be  was  very  Intimately 
acquainted  with  "Jimmie"  Jones — (Mr.  James  K.  Jones,  Prohibition 
Director).  Mr.  Deyer  stated  that  tbe  best  thing  for  your  agent  to  do 
would  be  to  apologise  to  him.  and  ttiat  be,  Mr.  Deyer,  would  adjust  this 
matter  with  tbe  proper  prohibition  officials,  previously  spoken  of.  Mr. 
Deyer  also  said  that  he  was  positive  that  the  Prohibition  I'nit  could  not 
injure  or  harm  any  of  the  hotels,  or  clubs,  operated  by  Mr.  Wanlman, 
or  close  them  up,  aa  it  was  Mr.  Wardman's  instructions  that  the  national 
prohibition  act  was  to  be  observed ;  and,  if  any  of  the  clientele  of  tbe«a 
various  properties  should  violate  the  national  prohibition  act,  Mr.  War<l- 
man  claimed  he  could  not  be  held  responaible  for  tbe  individual  acta. 
Mr.  D^yer  also  said  that  neither  he,  nor  any  of  the  representatives  of 
either  of  the  varioos  hotels,  or  clnhs,  could  personally  go  to  any  of  tbe 
goents  at  either  hotel  or  club  and  interfere  with  any  who  may  have 
liquor  in  their  possesRlon  or  who  may  drink  it,  as  the  clientele  of  Mr. 
Wardman's  hotels  and  clubs  was  of  the  select  of  Washington  and  else- 
where. Mr.  Deyer  stated  that  Saturday  evening  In  the  Carlton  Club 
were  some  of  the  most  prominent  persons  of  Washington,  one  of  whom 
be  said  was  tbe  son  of  Congressman  Fbbd  Bbittsm  ;  others  be  said  were 
sons  of  prominent  men. 

Mr.  Deyer,  who  had  interceptsd  Snllivan,  tlie  mnner  for  the  boot- 
legger, John  Lewis  Walters,  and  who  had  secured  the  bottle  of  Gordon 
gin  from  Sullivan,  had  this  l>ottle  setting  in  this  private  room  wber* 
your  agent  had  a  conference  with  Mr.  Deyer.  It  was  Mr.  Deyer's  Inten- 
tion to  have  your  agent  take  this  bottle  of  Gordon  glu  from  tbe  premliw^ 
of  the  Carlton  Club,  which  he,  your  agent,  declined  to  do,  leaving  the 
bottle  in  the  possession  of  Mr.  Deyer  at  the  time  of  our  departure,  which 
was  at  L.'M)  a.  m.,  January  30. 

W.  B.  Mulhall. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  In  view  of  facts  I  have  presented,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, is  it  not  a  little  uufalr  to  ask  a  Senator  to  dig  up  specific 
cases  when  such  data  are  on  file  and  tinacted  upon? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  want  the  Senator  from 
Nebra.ska  to  understand  that  I  was  not  qoestioning  the  luforiua- 
tloo  contained  in  the  documents  be  has  read.  I  simply  wislied 
to  know  If  the  Senator  knew  whether  there  was  anything  going 
on  Ifke  that  irMlay, 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Whether  It  Is  going  on  now? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  anything  al»rmt 
this  personally.  Let  it  be  understood,  I  have  not  pretended  to 
know  anythinR  about  it.  I  have  lived  In  Washington  for  the 
past  six  years;  I  have  the  common  knowh-dge  of  what  is  going 
on  In  this  city ;  and  I  find  that  whenever  I  attempt  to  investi- 
gate, that  common  knowledge  is  supportt-d  by  statements  on  file 
with  the  bureaus  In  this  dty.  However,  I  have  foan«I  no 
further  InvertlgGtlon  reports  respecting  the  Carlton  Club  and 
I  have  wondered  wliy. 
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COXGRESSIONAL  I  lECORD— SENATE 


It 


I  nskf^  the  office  of  the  Attorney  General  of  the  I'nlted 
States  thl»  morning  for  certain  evidence  »et-ured  by  investiga- 
tors of  that  office,  but  wa»  refused  the  information.  Since  I 
made  my  rvmarks  on  lant  Saturday,  with  little  thought  of  caus- 
ing even  a  rli»ple,  I  have  bt-en  reviving  by  letter  and  calls  in- 
formation indicating  there  are  other  laches  here  in  W«j«hlngtnn. 

Mr.  President.  I  shall  now  give  further  evidence  of  what  has 
been  tfoing  on  here  In  violation  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
I'nitiHl  Statea,  but  winkeil  at  by  the  law  officers  of  the  Nation. 
Nothing  that  I  state  will  l>e  biised  ui«»n  hearsay,  but  upon 
re<"ords  to  be  found  in  the  files  of  public  (►fflcials. 

Mr  President,  on  March  11.  1929.  the  steamship  Missouri, 
be?()riging  to  the  Atlantic  Transi>ort  Co..  api>eared  ofT  the  c^^ast 
of  the  rnited  States ;  and  after  making  its  way  3  miles  throuKb 
the  territorial  waters  of  the  I'lilted  States,  entered  Che8ai)eiik»- 
Bay.  and  theme  to  Baltimore.  There  it  unloade<l  1.444  bottles 
of  whi.skU'8.  champagne,  and  sparkling  whites.  The  ship  was 
a  common  carrier;  it  belongetl  to  American  citizens;  and  it 
had  transported  that  liquor  within  United  States  territorial 
waters  contrary  to  the  Cofistitution  of  the  United  States,  which 
prohibits  the  manufacture,  sale,  or  tr«nsp«»rtation  of  intoxicat- 
ing liquors. 

After  that  liquor  had  been  landed  in  Baltimore,  a  representa- 
tive of  the  Siamese  Legation  presented  to  the  custouLs  officials 
a  permit  whhh  enabled  him  to  set-ure  that  liquor  without  the 
payment  of  any  duty  w^hatever,  as,  of  course,  no  American  clti- 
wn  Would  have  l>een  allowed  to  do. 

The  Siamese  Legation  employed  the  l>avldson  Transfer  & 
Storage  Co..  of  34  South  Eutaw  Street.  Baltimore,  Md.,  to 
haul  this  liquor  from  Baltimore  to  Washington.  The  liquor  was 
placed  in  a  van.  and  It  was  driven  to  Washington  by  Gilbert 
T.  Wilkes.  assLsted  by  Roy  Miller.  heli)er.  lH>th  of  Baltimore. 

When  the  truck  reached  Washington  it  was  apprehended,  the 
driver  and  helper  were  arrested,  and  the  van  was  confiscated  by 
the  prohibition  officials.  t>ecause  it  had  transported  liquor  from 
Baltimore  to  Washinirtoii  contrary  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
I'nlted  States.  The  driver  and  hel^H^r  were  each  released  ui>on 
a  $ritX)  bond;  and  then  what  happened?  Unlteti  States  District 
Attorney  Kover  ordered  that  van  turned  back  to  the  Davidson 
Co.  and  requested  that  the  driver  and  helper  be  released,  be^ 
cause,  he  sahl.  It  was  embassy  liquor. 

Mr.  President,  whenever  anyone  transports  liquor  in  the 
United  States  he  violates  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  this 
country :  It  does  not  make  any  difference  whether  he  Is  a  citiBen 
or  whether  he  is  an  amba.ssador  of  a  foreign  nation ;  but  there 
is  this  dlffereni-e:  If  an  American  cUleen  does  it,  he  is  .subject 
to  arrest  and  punishment.  If  an  ambas.sador  does  it,  under  the 
laws  of  nations  he  is  immune  from  punishment.  All  the  G<»v- 
ernment  could  do  would  be  to  ask  his  recall. 

Now,  keep  this  clearly  in  mind.  It  is  never  legal  for  a  for- 
eign ambassador  or  his  representative  to  transport  liquor  in 
the  United  States.  When  they  do  it,  they  violate  the  law; 
bnt  under  the  usages  of  the  law  of  nations  they  are  exempt 
from  puni-shment.  That  immunity  from  punishment,  however, 
does  not  extend  to  anyone  who  aids  and  al»ets  them  in  trans- 
portinfc  liquor  within  the  United  States.  Keep  that  clearly  in 
mind :  and  in  order  that  you  may  know  that  I  am  stating  w^hat 
is  the  law  I  will  read  to  yon  what  was  .said  in  1919  by  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States.  Mr.  A.  Mitchell  Palmer, 
in  a  letter  to  Hon.  Robert  Lansing,  Secretary  of  State,  Wash- 
ington. D.  C. 

He  said,  in  part: 

Title  II  of  the  prohibition  enforcement  act,  bowever,  which  goes  into 
effect  rontempurmneouttly  with  the  prohibition  amendment,  makes  it 
unlawful  to  tranaport  liquor  within  the  I'nited  Stated  without  retard  to 
whether  the  transportation  be  intrastate,  intemtate.  or  foreign  commerce. 
I  am,  therefore,  constrained  to  the  view  that  when  that  act  l>ecomeit 
effective  it  will  b«  unlawfal  for  any  common  carrier  to  transport  from 
Xho  seaboard  to  Waiihinfrton  any  intoxicating  liquor*  intended  for 
beTernjce  purpo»t>«,  although  they  may  be  con.signed  to  a  diplomatic 
repre«ientatiTe  of  a  foreign  country. 

Of  coarse,  as  you  suggest,  on  account  of  the  immunity  of  diplomatic 
reprenentatives  from  arrest,  and  the  immunity  of  their  goods  and 
chattel.*  from  aeiiare.  such  repn'sentatlvcs  can  not  be  prevented  from 
traD.sporiing  to  Washington  personally,  and  through  their  registered 
servants,  such  intoxicating  liquors  as  they  may  bring  into  the  country. 

An  automobile  owned  by  a  dii^omatlc  officer,  driven  by  a 
registered  servant  of  the  embassy,  might  go  to  Baltimore  and 
h^d  up  liquor  and  come  laick  here  to  Washington,  and.  al- 
though he  would  be  violating  the  law,  he  would  be  immune 
from  puniKluueut  and  the  automobile  from  confiscaticm ;  but 
that  is  an  entirely  different  proposition  from  a  common  carrier 
in  Baltimore,  the  Davidson  Co..  furnishing  the  van.  Tliey  vio- 
lated the  law.  The  van  was  subject  to  seisure.  The  van  was 
aeised ;  and  th«i.  as  a  matter  of  special  privilege,  the  van  was 
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[released.  Those  who  drove  the  truck  were  arrested.  They 
were  pla<-ed  under  bond,  and  then  they  were  released  as  a 
matter  of  special  privilege ;  and  the  steamship  company  that 
transported  that  liquor  over  the  8-mile  limit  and  up  the  Chesa- 
peake Bay  has  not  t>een  even  threatened  for  Its  act.  WTiy? 
Special  privilege!  That  is  what  I  am  complaining  of — special 
privilege. 

Mr.  President,  how  can  you  expect  the  people  of  this  country 
to  ri'spect  the  law  and  support  its  enforcement  against  the 
little  man,  when  our  officials  let  the  big  fellow  go? 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that 
this  occurrtHl  in  March  last.  That  steamship  is  subject  to  libel 
now ;  that  truck  is  subject  to  confiscation  now ;  the  driver,  and 
those  who  aided  and  aliettetl  the  driver  in  bringing  this  liquor 
here,  are  subject  to  prosecution.  The  Attorney  General's  otfice 
fan  iwosecute  them.  The  I*resident  has  a.sked  me  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to  cases  wherein  the 
prohibition  law  has  been  violate<l  here  in  Washington ;  and  I 
iim  now  calling  the  attention  of  the  Attorney  General  to  this 
L'ase,  in  order  that  he  may  proceed,  notwithstanding  the 
uffenders  are  a  steamship  conipauy  and  a  great  transfer  and 
storage  c<»rporation. 

Why,  Mr.  President,  for  similar  reasons  officials  have  not 
Llone  anything  with  the  Carlton  Hotel.  It  is  because  it  is  a 
leading  hotel  of  the  city,  as  you  will  find  by  reading  tlie  man- 
ager's (Mr.  Deyer's)  comments,  quote<l  in  Mr.  Douthitt's  letter, 
which  I  have  already  included  in  my  remarks.  Why,  Mr.  De.ver 
said  the  best  people  come  to  this  place.  They  are  entitled  to 
special  c<m.sideration.  You  ought  not  to  interfere  with  the 
Carlton  Hotel ;  and  they  have  not  interfered  with  the  Carltou 
Hotel.     Special  privilege!     That  is  the  rub. 

Mr.  President.  I  had  no  intention  the  other  day  of  attacking 
anyone  personally.  So  far  as  President  Hoover  is  concerned, 
he  scarcely  has  had  time  to  gather  the  reins  of  this  great  Gov- 
ernment in  his  hands.  I  supported  him  heartily  in  the  last 
campaign.  I  was  very  niui-b  plea.setl  with  his  stand  upon  pro- 
hlbltitm,  as  were  the  people  of  my  State.  I  liave  great  hojies 
for  the  future;  and  In  his  closing  .statement  respecting  my 
remarks  la.st  Satunlay  he  makes  a  most  encouraging  additional 
announcement — that  he  propostes  to  make  tliis  city  a  motlel  for 
the  i-ountry  so  far  as  prohibition  enforcement  is  concvmed.     J 

Mr.  President,  one  should  not  merely  criticiie  but  should  also 
mak(>  suggestions  of  a  constructive  nature ;  and  I  propose,  in 
(losing,  to  make  some  such  sngirestlons. 

Mr.  President,  Gen.  Smedley  Butler  had  an  unusual  experi- 
ence in  Philadelphia  ;  and  expeilence  Is  necessary  to  the  .'success- 
ful handling  of  pul»Iic  affairs.  He  showed  courage.  He  showetl 
(letennination.  He  was  on  the  jol) ;  but,  as  he  said,  he  did  not 
have  cofiperatlon ;  and  how  could  you  expect  cooperation  from 
the  representatives  of  the  Vare  machine  in  Philadelphia? 

Mr.  President,  the  underworld  is  a  tremendous  political  liabil- 
ity of  our  great  cities.  There  is  no  such  liability  here  in  Wash- 
ington— although  we  have  an  underworld — because  it  has  no 
vote.  General  Butler  could  have  etK)i)eration  in  this  city ;  and 
I  should  like  to  see  a  man  like  General  Butler  brought  here  to 
the  end  of  making  this  the  mo<lel  pn>hibitlon  city  of  the  Nation. 

1  do  not  know  him  personally,  but  I  do  know  that  he  is  in  com- 
mand down  at  Quantico,  and  I  do  know  that  he  has  shown 
fertility  of  resource  In  handling  that  situation;  and  I  applaud 
his  course,  even  though  he  did  tell  the  town  tliat  if  they  con- 
tinued drinking  rum  and  supplying  rum  in  that  city  they  would 
have  to  get  along  without  water.  So  one  suggestion  that  I 
think  is  worth  while  c<msidering  is  detailing  General  Butler 
here  to  shi>w  what  can  be  done.  He  is  a  man  of  experience,  and 
Washington's  bootlegging  ought  to  be  a  simple  and  ea.«-y  problem 
for  him  to  cope  with. 

Again,  Mr.  President,  there  are  1,313  policemen  in  the  city 
of  Wn.shington,  but  there  are  only  2  detailed  from  each  pre- 
cinct— 14  precincts,  totaling  28  policemen  in  all — whose  duty  it 
is  to  handle  this  liquor  question.     To  these  28  they  add  10  more, 

2  grouiis  of  5  each,  making  a  total  of  38  out  of  1,313.  ITie  duty 
of  the  reamlnder  of  the  policemen  with  reference  to  prohibltloi\ 
enforcement  in  the  city  consists  merely  in  taking  cognizance  of 
the  public  drinking  of  liquor,  and  dninken  motorists. 

What  we  ought  to  do  is  to  reenact  the  Sheppard  law  of  1917, 
eliminating  such  portions  as  are  unnecessary.  That  would  make 
every  policeiuan  in  this  citj-  equivalent  to  a  sheriff  or  a  deputy 
.sheriff  of  a  ctmnty.  Here  is  something  that  can  be  done  that 
can  atld  to  the  force  fighting  intemperance  and  the  bootlegger 
in  this  city. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  only  a  desire  to  aid  in  every  way 
possible,  in  a  constructive  manner,  in  solving  tl)e  prohibition 
problem.  I  am  delighted  with  President  Hoover's  unequivocal 
attitude  re^)ectlng  enforcement  in  thLs  city  and  shall  look  for- 
ward with  confidence  to  the  prosecution  of  the  owners  of  the 
Misaowiy  or  the  libeling  of  that  vessel,  and  to  the  prosecution 
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of  those  who  brought  the  Siamese  liquor  from  Baltimore  here, 
because  It  will  only  have  to  be  done  once.  That  is  all  that  will 
be  necessary.  I  look  forward  with  confidence  to  steps  be4ng 
taken  by  the  United  States  district  attorney  again.st  the  Carlton 
Hotel.  Close  one  of  these  great  hti^telries  for  a  year,  and  more 
will  have  bt-en  done  for  effe<'tive  prohibition  in  this  community 
than  anything  else  that  could  be  done. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  want  to  cmigratulate  the  Senator  on  the 
exci^lence  of  his  speech,  and  particularly  on  the  great  optimism 
he  exhibits  In  his  confident  expectation. 

Mr.  HOWEXL.  Scarcely  anything  ever  comes  to  us  unless 
we  are  filltni  with  ofttimism. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  Pn>.sident,  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has 
done  a  fine  thing,  in  my  judgment,  and  no  doubt  very  substantial 
results  will  flow  from  it. 

Pursuant  to  tlie  unanimous-con.sent  agreement,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  11  o'clock  to-morrow. 

RIX13B8 

The  motion  was  agreeil  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  5  o'clock  and 
45  minutes  p.  m.),  pursuant  to  the  order  previously  entered, 
took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Wednesday,  September  25,  1929, 
at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 
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WFj)NEa)AT,  September  £6,  1929 

{Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  9,  1920) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
rece.ss. 

Mr.  LA  PX)LLETTE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  f(»r  that  puri'ose? 

Mr.  I^  FOLLtrrTE.     I  do. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Allen 

Ashurst 

Harklpy 

Bingham 

BiHCk 

Blaine 

Bloase 

Bratton 

Broclc 

Broolihart 

Brous.^'ard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

<'ouiens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Deneen 

Dill 

Fe.s8 

Flotcher 


Praxier 

George 

Qillett 

Glass 

Glenn 

GoldslK)  rough 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

HaNtings 

Hatflrld 

Ilawea 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Jont>8 

Kcndrick 

Keyes 


King 

Ia  Toilette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Nor!)eclc 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phlpps 

line 

Ban.sdell 

Reed 

Kohinson.  Ark. 

Iiubln.soii,  Ind. 

Sackett 

Srhall 

Sheppard 


Shortrldge 

Simmons 

Smith 

Snioot 

Sfeok 

Steiwer 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammi'li 

Tydings 

Van den berg 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wheeler 


Mr.  HARRISON.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague 
[Mr.  Stephens]  Is  necessarily  detained  by  lllne.sp  in  his  family. 
I  ask  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  My  colleague  [Mr.  8hip8te.\d]  is  ill.  I  will 
let  this  announcerneut  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  was  requesied  to  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bor.\h],  the  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  Johnson],  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  MosbbJ, 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Eoge],  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Pittman],  and  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Wagxsx]  are  engaged  in  an  important  hearing  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations,  which  acc^mnts  for  their  absenci. 

Mr.  FESS.  My  colleague  [Mr.  BtirroN]  is  detained  from  the 
Senate  by  illness.  I  will  allow  this  announcement  to  stand 
for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-three  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.     A  quorum  is  present. 

PETITION — ^PKICES    OP   BBJOHT   LE.\r   TOBACOO 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  present  resolutions  adopted 
by  an  assembly  of  tobacco  farmers  of  Nash  County,  N.  C,  In  the 
nature  of  a  petition,  and  aak  that  they  may  be  printed  in  the 
Recoiu)  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  re»ilutlons  were  referre<l  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Foreatrj  and  ordered  to  be 
piinted  in  the  BsicoaD,  aa  follows: 


Resohitlsnt 

Wbereaa  bright  leaf  tobacco  La  aHllnK  at  dlsaatroasly  low  prlc^  en- 
tirely out  of  keepInK  with  tlie  law  of  supply  anJ  Oeuiand.  uptm  the 
anitlon  markets  throurhont  ea.«tem  North  Carolina,  and  auch  pricr* 
are  rpsuitlnR  in  a  coudiUon  which  threatens  our  whole  flnanolal  struc- 
ture, and  if  allowed  to  continue  will  canae  panic  and  su(rer«nR  com- 
parable to  that  which  prevalleti  In  the  re«1on  of  the  Mlsaisslppi  Valley 
after  the  (jreat  flood  :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Reached  by  this  a»»t-mbly  of  Stuh  Cotintp  farm<,».  rrprf*rmt<ng 
9fiOO  arm  of  tobacco,  or  approrim^ttlw  i^OOflOO  poundu,  as  folhmt, 
to  vit: 

1.  That  the  Prealdent  of  the  United  States,  our  Renatora  and  Repre- 
sentatives in  Congress  be,  and  they  are  hi-reby,  petition'^  and  urjfftl  to 
Immediately  investteate  the  condltlong  above  refcrroil  to  and  the  catisea 
therefor,  and  to  immediately  take  such  steps  as  may  t>^  adviaal>le  and 
expedient  leading  to  the  alleviation  of  such  conditions,  and  whioh  may 
provide  the  needed  relief. 

2.  That  if  possible  the  Government  supply  on  each  market  In  eastern 
Carolina  a  grading  system  similar  to  that  which  is  in  .i(>eration  on  the 
Smithfield   market. 

8.  That  the  Governor  of  'he  State  of  North  Carolina  be.  and  he  Is 
hereby,  petitioned  and  nrsed  to  call  mass  meetinip)  of  tobacco  growers 
and  all  others  concerned,  at  the  county  seat  of  each  county  In  the  to- 
iwcco  »)elt,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  plans  for  the  formation  of  .such 
an  orj^raniaation  aa  will  tend  to  relieve  the  present  situation  ami  hrlnjr 
about  the  control  by  the  (rrowers  themselves  of  the  production  and 
orderly  marketing  of  bright  leaf  tobacco 

4.  That  we  recommend  and  sincerely  request  that  a  conference  be  held 
between  a  committee  appointed  by  the  tobacco  growers,  the  heads  of  the 
tobacco-buying  companies,  and  representatives  from  the  appropriate 
branch  of  the  State  and  Federal  Oovernmi^t  for  the  purpose  of  Investi- 
gating and  ascertaining  the  cause  for  the  preaent  unreasonable  low 
price  of  tobacco,  and  for  the  further  purpose  of  tirlnglnc  al>out  an 
Increase  in  prices  for  the  present  crop  of  totiacco. 

5.  That  we  condemn  the  practice  of  broadcasting  over  Tarinus  radio 
stations  and  through  the  press  of  the  State  erroneouo  statement «  that 
some  markets  are  producing  satisfactory  prices,  and  that  the  farmers 
are  entirely  satisfied  with  the  conditions  prevailinK.  when  in  truth 
and  in  fact  prices  are  not  Improving,  and  there  la  general  and  universal 
dissatisfaction  at  the  prices  being  paid. 

6.  That  a  copy  of  thes<'  resolutions  be  given  to  the  State  preits  and 
that  copies  thereof  be  sent  to  tbe  President  of  the  I'niUid  States,  all 
North  Carolina  Kepresentatlvea  In  Con^resa.  Senator  Le«'  8.  Overmaii. 
Senator  F.  M.  Simmons,  A.  P.  Carrlngton,  president  of  the  I'niteU 
States  Tobai-co  Association,  and  Gov.  O.  Max  Garduvr, 

Done  at  NasbvUle,  N.  C,  this  21st  day  of  September,   18:^. 

W.    J.    BONB, 
W.   B.    BCSTINO, 
I.    T.     VAUtNTINa, 

Reaulutions  Committet. 
BIIXS   INTBODUCKD 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  WARREN: 

A  bill  (S.  1752)  granting  further  extensions  of  existing  oil 
and  gas  prospe<'ting  permits;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lauds 
and  Surveys. 

By  Mr.  BRATTON: 

A  bill  (S.  1753)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Miguel 
Archuleta ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JONES : 

A  bill  (S.  1754)  granting  a  pension  to  Edwanl  D.  Cowen  :  and 

A  bill  (S.  1755)  granting  a  pension  to  Henderson  Hittes 
(with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  MOSES: 

A  bUl  (S.  1756)  granting  the  sum  of  $6,000  to  relmburw  tlie 
family  of  the  late  Harold  L.  Lytic  for  hOHpltai  and  me<li«al 
exi>enses  and  loss  of  salary  due  to  an  injury  receive«l  In  a 
collision  with  a  Government  tnick  in  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  May 
10,  1927 ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  SCHALL: 

A  bill  (S.  1757)  providing  for  the  appointment  of  a  crier  for 
the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Eighth  Judicial  Circuit; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  R<)BINSf)N  of  Indiana: 

A  bill  (S.  1758)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Nancy  J, 
Spencer  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

AUENnMENTB    TO   THE    TABirr    BILL 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  submit  certain  proposed  amendments 
to  House  bin  2867.  the  pending  tariff  revision  bill.  They  relate 
to  almonds,  casein,  dates,  dried  eggs,  Uower  bulbs,  grvt-n  peus. 
and  long-staple  cottmi.  I  ask  that  the  amendmeuts  moj-  be 
printed  and  lie  oa  the  tabla 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     That  order  will  be  made. 

Mr.  MKTCALF  submitted  two  amendments  intended  to  be 
pnipiiti^  t»y  him  to  Uouue  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill, 
whlcti  were  ordereil  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  l>e  printed. 

EUMINATION   or  roo   HAZAKOe  I!f   AVIATION 

Mr.  BINGHAM  and  Mr.  SMOOT  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  TKESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has 
the  floor.    Tu  whom  dix'S  he  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Con- 
nect lent. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  I  should  lllie  to  taJce  a  few 
moments  to  call  attention  to  a  very  remarkable  event  which 
«ccurred  on  yesterday.  As  everyone  knows,  the  chief  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  sueci^x^ful  nuvigatiun  of  sea  and  air  is  fog.  More 
accidents  have  ocrurred  in  tog  than  under  any  other  conditions, 
whether  on  sea  or  in  the  air,  during  recent  months  and  years. 
Yesterday  Mr.  Harry  F.^  Guggenheim,  the  president  of  the 
Guggenheim  Foundation,  'sent  a  telegram  to  the  National  Ad- 
vi>w)ry  (V)mraitt«»e  for  Aeronautics  here  in  Washington,  stating 
thut  "  as  u  result  of  tests  successfully  conducted  this  moniing 
nt  Mitchel  Field  "  he  taltes  pleasure  in  informing  the  committee 
that  "  the  I>aniel  Guggenheim  i<^ind  ft>r  the  Promotion  of  Aero- 
nautU-M  is  able  to  report  a  solution  of  the  hitherto  nnttolved 
last  pha.<<e  In  the  problem  of  flying  through  fog.  Under  con- 
ditions representing  the  densest  fog,  flying  in  a  covered  cockpit, 
and  guided  entirely  by  his  instruments,  Lieut.  J.  H.  Doolittle." 
taie  of  the  foremost  pilots  in  the  world,  who  has  been  conducting 
the  experiments  for  the  Guggenheim  Foundation  during  the 
Iiast  year  or  so,  "  was  able  to  take  t>ff  from  the  airport,  fly  from 
it,  and  return  to  a  given  spot,  and  make  a  landing.  It  is  sig- 
nificant." Mr.  Guggenheim  says.  '•  that  the  achievement  is  real- 
ixe<l  throagh  the  aid  of  only  three  in.struments  which  are  not 
already  the  standard  equipment  of  an  airplane." 

This  is  such  an  epoch-making  event  in  the  history  of  flying  in 
the  air  that  it  seemed  to  me  appropriate  to  call  it  to  the  atten- 
tion of  those  in  the  Senate  and  in  the  country  who  are  interested 
iu  safe  flying. 

unrisioN  or  tub  T.vRirr 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  hill  (II.  R.  2867)  to  provide  rev-enue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
trie's of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  pnriK>se^. 

Mr.  SMCK>T.  Mr.  President,  I  s«'nd  to  the  desk  a  list  of  some 
additional  names  requestetl  by  minority  members  of  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  for  income-tax  returns  under  Senate  Reso- 
lution 108.  and  I  ask  that  it  may  be  printed  in  the  Rzcoan. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  tlie  RiiXT>RO.  as  follows: 

.XODITIOXAL      NaUES      ReQI  E8TKD      BT      MlMORITT      MBUBXBS      Or      SlSATK 

KiNANCB     CouMiTTKa     ruB     I.vcoue-Tax     RcTiraNS     Undib     Sbnatb 
Kbmolction'    108 

abt18t8'  matbbials schbocla  1 

Milton   Bnidlry  Co..   Spriotcfleld,   Mnsa.     • 
Blnney  k  Smith,   New  York  aty. 
iK-vo.-  *  Raynoida.    Nfw   York  City. 
Wt>ber  *  Co..    rblladelpbia.    I>a. 

BHOI    MACHINEBT — SCHBDl'LJI    3 

t'nite«l  Htnie  Machinery  Corporation  and  its  nine  BubBldlary  or  affili- 
ate i  companlfHi.   Boaton.   Mass. 

HATS SCHBDCLB    1» 

Cmfut  k  Knapp.  Norwalk.  Conn. 
Knox  Hat  Co..  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Mallory    Hat   Co.,   Danbury.   Conn. 

HABO    BCBBKB    COMBS — SCHXOULB    If 

Jalius  8chmid    (Inc.).  Nfw  York  City. 

SILKS — SCHEDTLa    13 

.National  Silk  Dyein*  Co..   Paterson,    N.   J. 

Sidney  Hlumenthal  k  Co.   (Inc.).  Sheltoa  and  Uncaaville,  Cono. 

Su.>.qnehanna    ^ilk  Mills,   Marlon,   Ohio. 

B.   Kdmund  David    (Inc.).   Paterson,   N.  J. 

H»>«f«,   Uolditmith  A   Co.    (Inc.),    Kingston,   Pa. 

Si-hwanonNach.   Huber  k  Co..   Deoatiir.   Ala. 

Alkahn  Silk  Label  Co.   (Inc.).  New  York  City. 

Auerioan  SiJk  Label  Manufacturing  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Artistic    Weaving  Co..    New    York   City. 

J    A  J    Caab    (Inc.).  New  York  City. 

Century   Woven   Label   Co..   New    York   City.  * 

Uervniles   Woven   Label  Co..   New    York   City. 

J.  L  4  M.  Jacob*  Co..  New  York  Ctty. 

E.   H.  Kluge  Weaving  Co..   New  York  City. 

I'reBiiere  Woven  I.Abel  Co.   (Inc.),  New  York  City. 
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G.   R«is  k  Bn>e.    (Inc.),   New  York  City. 
United  States  Woven  Label  Co.,  New  York  City. 
Warner  Woven  Label  Co.   (Inc.),  New  York  City. 
American   Hard   Rubber  Co.,  New  York   City. 
Vulcanized   Rubber  Co.,   New   York  City. 
Seamless  Rubber  Co.,  New  Haven,   Conn. 

COTTON SCUKOL'UI    9 

Arkray  Mills   (Inc.).   Oastouia.   N.  C. 

Victory  Yarn   Mills  Co.,   Gagtonia,    N.   C. 

Lawton   Spinning  Co.,  Woonsocket,  R.  I. 

J.  A  P.  Coats   (Inc.),  Pawtucket.   R.   I. 

Clark  Thread  Co..   Newark,   N.    J. 

Pierce  Manufacturing  Co.,  Nfw  Bedford,  Mass. 

King   I'bilip   Mills,    Fall  River.   Mass. 

Berkshire  Cotton   Mannfacttiring  Co.,   Adams,   Mass. 

Lawton   Mills  Corporation,    Plainfleld,    Conn. 

Ponemah   .MlUti.   Taftville,   Conn. 

Lonsdale  Co.,    Lonsdale,    R.    I. 

Manvllle.  Jenckes  Co..   Pawtucket,   R.   L 

Diinean    Mills,    (Jreenvllle,    S.   C. 

Judson   .Mills.   Oreenville,   8.    C. 

I'epperell  Manufacturing  Co.,  BIddeford.  Me. 

Naumkeag   Steato  Cotton  Co.,    Salem,   Mass. 

Sagiimora  Mfg.  Co..  Fall  River,  Maes. 

Riverside  A  Dan  River  Cotton  Mills,  Danville,  Yo. 

Chndwlck-HoHkins  Co..  Charlotte,  N.  C. 

Victor  Mouagban  Co.,  Greenville,  8.  C. 

Sayles  Bleacherles,  Sayiexvllle.  R.   I. 

Bellman  Brook  Bleachery  Co.,  Falrview.  N.  J. 

Dedham  Finishing  Co.,  East  liedham,  Moss. 

The  Aspinook  Co.,  JeWett  City,  Conn. 

I.A  France  Textile  Industries,  Frankford,  Phlladeipbia,  Pa. 

Stead,  Miller  A  Co.,  PbiLidelphia.  Pa. 

Vigilant  Mills,   Frankford,   Pa. 

Orinoka  Mills,  PbUadelphia,  Pa. 

Merrimack  Manufacturing  Co..   I.,owell,  Mass.    (and  Uuntsville,  AUu). 

Crompton  Mills,  Cromptou,  R.  I. 

Brookside  Mills,  Knoxville,  Tenn. 

Piedmont  Plush  Mills,  Greenville,  8.  C. 

Nashua  Manufacturing  Co.,  Nashua,  N.  H. 

Beacon  Manufacturing  Co.,  New  Bedford,  MasB. 

Ksmond  Mills,  Esmond.  R.  I.  ^ 

Draper-American  Mill.  Draper,  N.  C. 

Rhode  Island  Mills.  Spray,  N.  C. 

Manctta   Mills,   Monroe,  N.  C. 

Cluett.  Peabody  A  Co.  (Inc.).  Troy,  N.  Y. 

Geo.  P.  Ide  A  Co.,  Troy,  N.  Y. 

WOOL — SCUEOl'LB    11 

Wm.  H.  Grundy  Co.   (Inc.),  Bristol.  Pa. 

Jules  Desurmont  Worsted  Co.,  Woonsocket,  B.  I. 

Goodall  Worsted  Co.,  Sanford,   Me. 

Worumbo  Manufacturing  Co.,  Lisbon  Falls,  Me. 

American  Woolen  Co.,  Boston,  MajMi. 

Farr  .Vlpaca  Co.,  Holyoke,  Mass. 

M.  T.  Stevens  A  Sons  Co.,  North  Andover,  Masa. 

Arlington  Mills,  Lawrence,  Mass. 

Aetna  Mills,   Watcrtown,   Mass. 

Jos.  Benn  Corporation,  Greyatone,  R.  I. 

French  Worsted  Co.,  Woonsocket,  R.  I. 

Guerin  Milb^  (Inc.),  Woonsocket,  R.  L 

Wan.skuck  Co.,  Providence,  R.  I. 

Troy  Blanket  Mills.  Troy,  N.  Y. 

Hockanum  Mills  Co.,  Rwkville.  Conn. 

Jamestown  Worsted  Mills.  Jamestown,  N.  Y. 

Forstmann  A  Huffmai:n  Co.,  Passaic,  N.  J. 

Southern  Worsted  Corporation,  Greenville,  S.  C. 

M.  J.  Whittali  Associates,  Worcester.  Mass. 

Bigelow-Hartford  Carpet  Co.,  Tbompsouville,  Conn. 

Alexander  Smith  A  Sons  Carpet  Co.,   Yonkers,  N.  Y. 

Stephen  Sanford  A  Sons,  Amsterdam,  N.  Y. 

Hardwick  A  Magee  Co..  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Merrimac  Hat  Corporation,  Amesbury,  Mass. 

RATON — 8CUBDCLB   U 

The  Vlscvse  Co..  New  York  City. 

Dupont  Rayon  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Industrial  Rayon  Corporation,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Covington,  Va. 

Celaaese  Corporation  of  America.  Ancell'\  Md. 

Tubiae  Artificial  Silk  Co.  of  America.  Hopewell,  Va. 

American  Glanastoff  Corporation,  Elizabethton,  Tenn. 

American  Bemberg  Corpomtlon.  Elizabetbton,  Tenn. 

Skenandoa  Rayon  Corporation,  L'tica,  N,  Y. 

Belamose  Corporation,  Rocky  Hill.  Conn. 

Delaware  Rayon  Co.,  New  Castle,  Del. 

Abeeco  MlUs   (Inc.),  Philadelphia.   Pa. 

Pitchbars  Yarn  Co.,  Fltcbburg,  Mass. 


STLK SCHBDCUI  It 

Champlaln  SUk  MUls,  WbitebaU  and  Glen  Falls.  N.  Y. 

General  Spun  Silk  Corporation,  Watervliet,  N.  Y. 

American  Silk  Spinning  Corporation.  Providence,  R.  I. 

National  Spun  Silk  Co.,  New  Bedf<rd,  Mhss. 

New  England  Spun  Silk  Co.,  Brlgton  and  Newton  Upper  Falls,  Mass. 

Susquehanna  Silk  Corporation,  Ne>»  York  City. 

Stehll  Silk  Corporation,  New  York  City. 

I'ost  A  Sheldon  Corporation,  New  York  Citj. 

Duplan  SUk  Corporation,  New  York  City. 

Ro.val  Weaving  Co.,  Pawtucket,  R.  I. 

Wm.  Skinner  A  Sons,  Holyoke,  Mass. 

Stewart  Silk  Co.,  Easton,  Pa. 

Sidney  Blumenthal  A  Co.   (Inc.),  Shelton,  Conn. 

J.  B.  Martin  A  Co.,  Norwich,  Conn. 

Kos.sie  Velvet  Co.,  Mystic  and  Wllllmantlc,  Cono. 

.\merican  Velvet  Co..  Stonington,  Conn. 

Peerless  Flush  Co.,  Paterson,  N.  J. 

.\nier1can  Pile  Fabric  Co..  Frankford  (Philadelphia),  Pa. 

Philadelphia  Pile  Fabric  Mills,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

RCBRBB 

American  Hard  Rubber  Co.,  New  York  City. 
Vulcanised  Rubber  Co.,  New  York  City. 
Seamless  Rubber  Co.,  New  Haven,  Conn. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETIE.  Mr.  President,  on  yesterday  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  broke  his  prolonged  silence  concerning 
the  tariff  bill  and  issued  to  the  press  a  statement  relative 
thereto.  The  silence  of  the  l*resideut.  iu  view  of  the  fact  that 
this  important  l^slation  when  enacted  will  affect  every  man, 
woman,  and  child  in  the  United  States,  was  one  which  many 
citiwns  foun«l  it  difficult  to  account  for.  It  was  especially 
ditficult  to  explain  President  Hoover's  silence  in  >'iew  of  the 
fact  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  had  not  hesitated 
to  throw  the  great  weight  of  his  office  and  the  prestige  of  his 
position  against  the  debenture  plan  when  that  proposal  for 
farm  relief  was  pending  before  Congress.  The  President  of  the 
United  States,  however,  lias  not  broken  his  silence  in  order  to 
protect  the  consumers  of  this  country  against  the  legislation 
reportetl  from  the  Finance  (Committee;  he  ha.^j  not  indicated 
whether  or  not,  as  now  framed,  it  complies  witii  the  ambiguous 
statement  promulgated  in  his  message  to  the  special  session  of 
Ckmgress. 

The  President  of  the  United  States,  however,  has  violated  the 
admonition  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson] 
by  indicating  in  a  statement  to  the  public  that  he  desires  the 
retention  of  the  great  power  conferred  on  him  by  the  so-called 
flexible  provit^ion  of  the  tariff  law.  It  is  not  difficult  to  under- 
stand why  the  Executive  desires  to  retain  within  his  control 
the  enormous  iK>wer  tMjnferred  upon  him  by  the  act  of  1922  to 
adjust  tariff  rates  50  per  cent  in  either  direction  upon  the 
findings  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

This  Government  started  out  as  a  government  of  three  co- 
ordinate branches,  but  down  through  its  history  we  find  the  con- 
tinued absorption  of  power  upon  the  part  of  the  executive 
branch  of  the  CJoveniment,  until  to-day,  Mr.  President,  the  fram- 
ers  of  the  Constitution  would  not  recognize  the  Government 
which  they  founded.  It  is  therefore  of  small  import  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  desires  to  retain  within  the  con- 
trol of  the  Executive  the  power  of  life  or  death  over  the  insti- 
tutions of  business  and  over  agriculture  in  this  country.  The 
President  in  his  statement  said : 

Any  change  must  arise  from  application  directly  to  the  commission, 
and  his  authority — 

Meaning  that  of  the  Presld«it — 

in  the  matter  t>ecome8  a  simple  act  of  proclamation  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  commission  or,  on  the  other  hand,  a  n'fusal  to  Ixsue  such  a 
proclamation,  amounting  to  a  veto  of  the  conclusions  of  the  commission. 
In  no  sense,  therefore,  can  It  be  claimed  that  the  President  can  alter 
the  tariff  at  will,  or  that  despotic  power  is  conferred  upon  the  Exec- 
utive. 

Mr.  President,  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  and  the 
President  of  the  United  States  have  had  in  their  hands  for 
approximately  seven  years  the  extraordinary  power  contained 
in  the  so-called  flexible  clause  of  the  act  of  1922.  Let  us  exam- 
ine the  record  of  that  commission  and  the  record  of  two  Presi- 
dents of  the  United  States  in  the  discharge  of  the  solemn  duties 
reiK)seil  In  tliom  by  that  act.  Let  ns  ascertain  whether  or  not 
the  President  of  the  United  States  is  simply  an  executive  official 
issuing  a  proclamation  or  refusing  to  Lssue  a  proclamation  after 
the  rei»ort  of  the  Tariff  Ooramiaslon  shall  have  been  placed 
within  his  hands. 


The  Fordney-McCuuil»er  Tariff  Act  eml»odylng  the  so-called 
flexible  provision  went  into  effeit  ot\  StiXemlvr  22,  1922.  Dur- 
ing the  fall  of  that  year,  with  the  exceiMlon  of  an  Kxe<-utive 
order  issued  by  I»resident  Harding,  the  Tariff  Coinmls.'aim  ttmk 
no  action  under  the  incn»ased  p«>wer>.  given  it  bv  ihe  fl<>xlble 
provision.  During  these  months  the  commistUou  InereastHl  its 
staff  and  devoted  its  attention  to  the  formulation  of  rules  of 
procedure  to  govern  its  action  under  the  flexible  provisions  of 
the  law. 

TABIPF    COMMISSION    arBJBOTBD    TO    CCO.VOMIC    IMrLIBKCBS 

As  soon  as  the  ci»mmissiou  was  prepared  to  pnxT^Ml  under 
the  lncrease<l  i)ower  granted  it  to  make  invest lgatl<m»  and  r»«c- 
ommeiid.Mtions  t»>  the  President  concerning  the  «-hangt>s  in  duti«<8 
ni>on  comuKKlities  It  Itecame  evident  that  the  c<mferring  of  this 
power  upon  the  commission  would  subJtH't  it  to  the  great  »>ct>- 
nondf  influences  which  are  always  s«>^t  in  motion  wh(>ii  the  eco- 
nomic political  issue  of  the  tariff  is  at  stake. 

In  considering  the  inoti««i  offered  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  to  repeal  section  Sl.'V-.^lT.  the  fl<>xiNe  pro- 
vl.sions.  the  Senate  Is  Justified  in  studying  the  history  of  the 
Tariff  C'OmmL<*sion  since  the  extraordlnurj-  |»t»wers  oHitalned 
in  the  flexible  provisions  were  conferred  upon  it  in  1922. 

SKNATB    OBDKBS    IXVKSTI0AT10.*(    OP    TABJrP    CUMMIBBtO<« 

On  March  11.  1926.  the  Senate  of  the  Unite'.l  States  adopted 
Senate  Hesolntion  182,  constituting  a  seleii  comndtt4>e  to  in- 
vestigate "  the  manner  in  which  section  316  of  the  tariff  act  of 
1922  has  been  and  is  beini;  administered." 

At  this  point,  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
insertoii  in  tlie  Kbcobd  the  complete  text  of  that  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  orderetU 

The  resolution  is  as  follows : 

Senate  Resolution  162,  Sixty-ninth  Congresa,  first  seasloa 
(Ihissi>d  by  the  Senate  March  11,  1926] 

Rcgolvrd,  That  a  special  committee  composed  of  five  Senators,  thre« 
of  whom  shall  be  members  of  the  majority  (and  Include  one  who  (s  a 
progressive  Republican),  and  two  of  whom  shall  be  membem  of  the 
minority,  said  committee  to  be  appointed  by  the  Vice  Pn'sldent,  la 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  investigate  the  manner  In  which  »ec- 
tion  rU5  (the  flexible  provision)  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922  has  been  and 
is  being  administered.  The  iiiQUlry  shall  have  |>articular  reference  to 
(be  regulations  and  procedure  ot  the  Tariff  (^ommlBston,  the  powers 
exercised  and  the  functions  performed  by  said  commitwion,  and  to  the 
institution,  investigation,  bearing,  and  decision  of  case*  arising  under 
said  section. 

Said  inquiry  shall  also  comprehend  the  agents  and  processes  em- 
ployed by  thf  Tariff  Commission  In  proceedings  to  ascertain  the  differ- 
ence in  costs  of  production  In  the  United  States  and  in  competing  coun. 
tries,  as  well  as  the  method  of  ascertaining  which  country  constitutes 
the  principal  competing  country  within  the  meaning  of  said  tariff  act 
of  1922. 

The  commfttee  may  Inquire  Into  any  and  all  other  facts,  circum. 
stances,  and  proceedings  which  it  deems  relevant  In  arriving  nt  an 
accurate  conclusion  touching  the  operation  and  administration  of  the 
tariff  laws.  The  committee  shall  also  investigate  the  appointment  of 
members  of  said  connnlssion  and  report  to  the  Senate  whether  any 
attempt  has  been  made  to  influence  the  official  action  of  members  of 
said  commission  by  any  ofilctal  of  the  Government  or  other  person  or 
persons ;  and  if  so,  what  were  the  means  or  methods  so  used. 

The  committee  shall  promptly  report  Its  proceedings,  findings,  and 
recommendations  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  lA  FOLLETTE.  Pursuant  to  that  resolution,  Mr.  Pret'i- 
(U'ut.  a  committee  composed  of  Senator  Kr>Bi.NHO.N,  of  Arkansas, 
chairman ;  Senators  Wadsworth,  of  New  York ;  Knat.  of  Penn- 
sylvania ;  Bruce,  of  Maryland ;  and  myself  commenced  hearings 
<m  Tuesday,  March  23,  1926,  which  contintied,  with  interrup- 
tions, until  Wednesday,  February  9,  1927. 
niHTuBT  or  TABirr  commission  hhows  rAXLCHx  TO  FBBX  IT  raoM  rOI.ITICB 

It  is  my  purpoae  to  review  the  history  of  the  commlBslon'g 
exercise  of  ks  powers  under  the  flexible  provisions  as  revealed 
by  the  testimony  taken  by  the  select  committee.  The  evidence 
taken  by  your  select  committee  Investigating  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion contains  overwhelming  evidence  of  the  breakdown  of  the 
commission  under  the  burden  placed  upon  it  by  the  flexible 
provisions  of  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act.  The  failure  of  the 
flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922  "  to  take  the  tariff  out 
of  polltl<"8,"  its  failure  to  free  tariff  revision  from  back-stairs 
intrigue  and  the  insidious  influenf-e  of  lol)bylsts.  Its  failure  to 
assure  rational  tariff  making  based  upon  the  Iniiiariial  and  care- 
ful analysis  of  economic  advantag«'s  and  disadvantages,  are 
clearly  illustrated  by  the  fate  of  the  Tariff  C^mmissiou's  sugar 
investigatiott. 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  Pn^dent- 


The  VICK  PRESIDENT.  I>oej»  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yl»ld  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  wn^  Koinit  to  usk,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  Senator  In  now  fUm'nw-injf  a  very  lini>ortant  feature  of  this 
controventy,  would  he  obJ»vt  now  to  the  calllnK  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  LA  FOU.ETTK.  Mr.  Prealdeut,  I  am  diMlndlned  to 
yield  for  that  pun»<»^<*  Tliere  an-  many  coniniltt«'e«  meeting; 
w«>  have  already  had  a  quorum  call  this  momlnic,  and  I  doubt 
that  Se«iatiir«  couid  Iw  taken  from  their  otBelal  buHiut>MH. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  hn»  a  go<Nl  audience  already, 
but  I  wa»  very  anxlouH  that  u  larue  numlier  of  Senati>r8  Inter- 
eHled  In  thh  qaeMtlon  Hhould  hear  him. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLKTTK.  Mr.  I'reMltlent,  I  very  much  appreciate 
the  Senator'*  lutereHt.  hut  I  wtMiid  prefer  to  prweed. 

The  VICK  I'KESIDKNT.  Tlie  Senator  from  Wlacousln  de- 
dineM  to  yield. 

Mr,  LA  KoLLKTTE.  Mr.  Prenldent,  economic  phenomena 
frv^iuently  move  with  Mtartlintr  MwlftneM.  The  Tariff  Commla- 
iclon  baj*  mored  with  ponderooM  MlowneaM,  or  not  at  alL  The 
Htatement  made  yeitterday  hy  the  senior  Senator  trofa  Utah 
thiit  we  netKled  the  flexible  provUlon  of  ttie  tariff  act  In  order  to 
keep  Hbreaj»t  from  we«'k  to  w«'«»k  and  month  to  month  of  the 
fhanjfeii  In  eeonomic  nioditions  will  be  Hhown  to  be  an  absurdity 
when  the  record  of  tlie  Tariff  C4»mml!«lon  has  been  reviewed. 
The  Idea  of  the  Tariff  Commliwion  takln;r  action  from  week  to 
week  and  month  to  month  is  prepo8ten>U!«,  when  It  la  known 
that  In  most  of  tbe  Important  ca.seH  when  the  Commlasion  has 
acted  at  all  It  has  acted  after  years  of  delay. 

THS  H1BTUBT  OF  THB  BCOAB  CAB* 

The  sugar  case  was  ponding  b<»fore  the  oommis«Rlon  for  nearly 
two  years.  After  the  commi.'«sion's  conclu.<«lons  finally  had  been 
formulated,  Ita  report  lay  upon  President  Ooolldge's  desk  in  the 
White  Houne  for  nearly  another  12  months.  More  than  two 
years  and  a  half  after  the  petition  for  an  investigation  had  been 
filed  with  tbe  Tariff  Comml.s.sioi),  the  President  finally  issued 
his  prociamation  stating  that  although  a  reduction  In  duty  bad 
been  recommetided  to  him,  be  felt  that  existing  conditions  war- 
ranted a  postponement  in  putting  the  commission's  recommenda- 
tiou  into  effect  This  was  on  June  15,  11)25.  Not  until  some 
time  In  1928  was  the  text  of  the  report  embodying  the  commis- 
sion's recommendations  exhumed  from  the  obscurity  in  which 
it  tiad  been  buried,  and  finally  published  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public  for  whoMe  advantage  the  flexible  tariff  had  supposedly 
Iwen  enacted. 

An  application  for  an  Investigation  of  the  tariff  on  sugar,  to 
determine  whether  a  re<luctlon  in  duty  had  not  bec<^>me  justifi- 
able, was  filed  with  the  Tariff  Commission  on  November  16, 
11*22 — two  months  after  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act  became 
effective — by  the  I'nite<l  States  Sugar  As.soclation,  representing 
principally  the  refiners  and  growers  of  Cuban  sugar*  The  coax- 
mission,  busy  in  working  out  methods  of  procedure'  to  deiil  with 
the  vH.st  task  which  the  flexible  provisions  imposed  upon  it, 
found  It  Impossible  to  take  action  immediately  upon  this  and  a 
large  numl»er  of  other  apf>lications  filed  with  It. 

l>urlng  the  fall  and  winter  the  commission  consisted  of  five, 
rather  than  of  six,  meml>ers,  lna.smnch  as  LHxiior  I*age,  who  had 
si-rvetl  the  commission  with  distinguished  ability  as  Its  chair- 
man, had  retired.  He  believed  that,  hardened  by  its  new  duties 
IniprKsed  by  the  fiexible  provision,  the  Tariff  Commissioo  would 
l»e  unable  to  maintain  the  high  standard  of  public  servict.'  which 
it  had  attained  during  the  preceding  six  years;  and  how  pro- 
phetic, Mr.  President,  was  Doctor  Page's  prediction  in  that 
respect!  There  remained  Commissioners  C^lbertaon,  Coetigan, 
ami  Lewis,  who  more  optimistically  believed  that  the  commis- 
sion's standards  could  be  maintained,  and  two  of  President 
Uurdlng's  appointees,  one  of  whom,  Mr.  Burgess,  was  involvinl 
in  the  so-called  lobby  investigation,  and  Chairman  Marvin,  who, 
b(>caufle  of  his  Boston  associations,  was  a  protectionist  of  the 
♦'ultra"  variety. 

COMMISSION    tBi.DCTAirT    TO    ACT   UllDCB    rLSXIBLC   PSOVTSIONS 

CommissloDer  and  Vice  Chairman  Cnlbertson  had  been  one 
of  tbe  authors  of  the  flexible  provisions.  As  he  teetlfled  before 
the  select  committee  he  "was  slow  ti>  believe  that  Mr.  Marvin 
and  Mr.  Burgess  were  not  interested  in  an  active  forward  pro- 
gram under  the  elastic  section.'  Mr.  Marvin,  whom  President 
Uarding  had  appointed  as  the  ci>nuuis8ioQ'8  chairman,  coQ- 
tinued  to  neglect  his  responsibility  as  executive  head  of  the 
commission,  and  took  no  steps  to  apply  the  provisions  of  the  law 
to  the  many  cases  already  submitted.  **  Faced  with  the  poaai- 
bility  of  continued  Inaction."  Vice  Chairman  Culbertaon  on 
January  2,  1923,  prop^>sed  what  he  considered  a  moderate  pro- 
gram of  action.    Tbe  couunission— after  some  heated  debate — 
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poted  unanimously  that  the  advisory  board  of  spetlaHsts  which 
t  had  set  up  should  prepare  plans  of  investigutious  for  some  17 
irticles.  Petitions  asking  for  relief  with  rejfard  to  some  of 
ihese  commodities  had  been  filed ;  investigations  of  others  were 
)ropof)ed  upon  the  theory  that  the  commission  had  power  to 
indertake  investigations  of  duties  ui)on  its  own  initiative. 

Plans  were  sulnuitted  in  due  time.  Chairman  Marvin,  how- 
?ver,  still  showetl  no  inclination  to  act  Commissioner  Culbert- 
lon,  therefore,  on  March  2,  1923,  proposed  that  the  commission 
'onnally  order  investigations  of  rftigar,  pottery,  aluminum  ware, 
in<l  sundry  chemical,  ln>n,  steel,  and  woolen  manufactures. 
The  resolution  was  adopted  by  a  3  to  2  vote.  Commissioners 
^larvin  and  Burgess  voteil  in  oiiposltlon. 

Steps  to  stop  these  Inquiries  were  taken  Immediately.  Com- 
tnUsiotier  Burgess  later  admitted  that  be  had  at  once  written 
:o  the  President  protesting  against  the  conimis^'ion'M  action, 
■'resident  Harding  was  equally  eager  to  proteti  all  tarlff-shel- 
kered  producers  from  "  anxiety."  Late  on  the  next  day  he  tele- 
phoned to  CommlHsloner  Culberts<^i  setting  forth  his  own  dis- 
tress. Commissioner  Culbertson  therefore  wr«>te  to  the  Presl- 
ilent  to  reassure  him,  pointing  out  that  the  commlsfdon's  pro- 
gram was  entirely  in  accord  with  the  policy  of  Congress  in  pro- 
irldlng  for  the  flexible  tariff,  and  with  President  Harding's  own 
imblic  utteraneis.  and  suggesting  that  an  Investigation  of  a 
mere  handful  among  the  1,700  tariff  items  covered  by  the  Ford- 
ney-McCumber •  Act  could  hardly  be  Interpreteil  as  an  opening 
up  of  "  the  whole  tariff  issue."  .\  ha-sty  reply  from  the  Presi- 
dent said  that  he  had  been  unable  to  give  a  "  studied  reading  " 
to  the  communlcath)n,  but  urged  that  the  commis.si  m  wait  until 
he  had  returned  from  tlie  vacation  in  Florida  for  which  he  was 
just  leaving.  Acceding  to  his  request,  the  commission  on  March 
6  voted  that  Its  resolution  commencing  these  investigations 
should  lie  dormant  until  a  conference  with  the  I*resldent  had 
been  held. 

There  was  no  doubt  that  the  commission  had  full  power  to  go 
ahead  whenever  an  application  for  an  investigation  had  been 
submitted  to  It,  although  the  law  was  silent  upon  this  whole 
question  of  procedure.  The  bn>ad  terms  of  the  statute  give  no 
basis  for  an  opinion  that  Congress  in  any  way  wished  to  limit 
the  commission  In  making  such  use  as  seemed  to  it  desirable 
and  necessary  of  Its  Investigative  powers.  However,  as  Com- 
missioner Culbertson  testified.  "  those  perstms  opposed  to  in- 
vestigations by  the  Tariff  C<Humi.s.sion,''  who  somehow  learned 
that  their  products  were  being  considered,  "  were  not  In  March, 
1923,  nor  at  any  other  time,  for  that  matter,  concerned  with 
questions  of  abstract  princiirfe.  They  seized  upon  any  tech- 
nicality which  for  the  time  being  would  block  an  examination 
of  the  facts  which,  when  publishe<l,  might  disclose  that  tariff 
rates  were  excessive.  The  particular  technicality  which  in 
March.  1923,  fitted  the  puri)ose  of  the  opposition  was  to  deny 
the  right  of  the  Tariff  Commission  to  proceed  upon  its  own 
initiative." 

To  forestall  decreases  in  some  scandalously  high  duties  con- 
tained In  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act,  ultra -protectionists  ap- 
lieared  ready  to  forego  the  possibility  of  increases  in  others  in 
which  they  were  interested.  In  order  to  block  any  ImiMirtant 
investigations  which  might  result  In  lower  duties  they  hoi)ed  to 
feeep  the  Initiation  of  investigations  as  much  as  possible  within 
the  President's  own  hand*;.  Commissioners  Marvin  and  Burgess, 
ivolding  the  more  significant  cases,  occupie<l  the  commission's 
time  with  discussions  of  wall  pockets,  paiiltbrush  bandies,  and 
)ther  "  tariff  trivialities."  They  insisted,  however,  that  until 
iie  President  had  returned  to  Washington,  no  Investigations 
should  be  begun  at  all. 

Part  of  the  ctmimLssion's  investigations  had  been  blocked 
gucces.sfully  for  the  time  being.  Ultimately  the  commission 
telegrajAed  the  President  asking  whether  his  request  for  delay 
had  been  Intended  to  apply  as  well  to  those  ca.ses  in  which 
applications  for  investigations  had  been  filed.  When  on  March 
16  no  reply  had  arrived,  the  commission  took  the  responsil>ility 
of  ordering  investigations  of  a  new  list  of  commodities.  This 
new  list  omitted  unmanufactured  wot>l  and  tops,  concerning 
which  Chairman  Marvin  was  interested  because  of  his  late 
Boston  associations,  as  well  as  china  and  other  pottery  ware, 
about  which  Commissioner  Burgess  had  been  greatly  concerned 
QOt  many  years  before.  Petitions  for  action  by  the  commission 
tiad  been  filed  in  all  of  the  ca-^^es  Instituted. 

The  grapevine  telegraph  next  came  into  play  to  threaten 
torthor  inaction.  On  March  17  the  commission,  through  Chair- 
man Marvin,  beard  that  a  Washington  newspaper  man  had 
received  a  telegram  from  Secretary  GJeorge  Christian  stating 
Lhat  the  "Tariff  Commission  will  take  no  action  until  the 
[»residenf9  return."  The  Tariff  Commission  once  more  tele- 
graphed to  Florida,  and  in  reply  was  Inf(»rmed  definitely  tliat  the 
President  expected  the  commission  to  go  ahead  with  those  in- 
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week 
were 


vpstlgatlons  for  which  appllcmtlons  had  been  filed.  A 
later  the  formal  orders  in  the  sugar  and  other  cases 
published. 

PRKSIDKNTUL    (OXTBOL.    KVinCiYT    KiBLT 

The  President's  conference  with  the  Tariff  Commission  upon 
his  return  from  Florida  was  heM  on  April  20.  1923.  It  n'sulted 
principally  In  a  statement  for  the  press  announcing  that  when- 
ever a  prellndnary  survey  had  dlscl«»8ed  *'  sufticient  grounds 
under  the  law  "  and  no  p**tltIon  had  Ikwi  rtle<l.  the  commission, 
after  c<»nference  with  the  i'resident,  would  "  order  such  formal 
Investigations  •  •  •  as  the  facts  may  warrant  and  the 
public  Inten'st  require." 

This  statement  decided  little  or  nothing.  It  left  open  the 
qtM'stlon  whether  the  positive  approval  of  the  President  would 
be  re<pilre<l  lK'f<»re  the  commission  c*»uhl  proceed  with  investiga- 
tions u|>on  Its  own  initiative.    As  Mr,  (JullM-rtson  said: 

At  bottom  tbe  l>«ue  was  not  a  ti^'hnical  one  ot  whether  we  coald  or 
could  not  proc«»c<l  upon  our  own  Inttlatlre.  It  w««  whether  we  would 
order  inveiitlipitiou*  of  what  one  man  referred  to  ai  "  th<'  aore  apotn  in 

the  tariff  act. The  very  fact  that  the  I'niildent  retained  a 

control   over   the  beginning  of  inventigationa  was  an   invitation   to  the 
Intercated  parties  to  continue  to  exert  their  influence  upon  him. 

During  the  remaining  four  mouths  of  his  life  President 
Harding  found  cause  enough  to  regret  the  course  of  Interfering 
with  the  commission's  work  upon  which  he  had  thus  embarked 
In  March  and  April.  The  (►i>i>onents  of  suggestJil  investigations 
rushed  directly  to  the  White  House.  To  avoid  emttarrassment 
from  this  source  the  President  soon  found  It  necessary  to  re- 
quest that  no  publicity  should  attend  his  consultntions  with  the 
Tariff  ('ommission. 

••  Take  the  tariff  out  of  politic* !  "  Mr.  President,  the  enact- 
ment of  the  flexible  provision  has  put  the  Tariff  Commission 
into  politics  and  destroyed  its  usefulness. 

Thus  far  all  tarilT  investigations  had  been  delayed,  but  as 
yet  there  had  apparently  t)een  no  specific  intervention  in  the 
sugar  case  on  the  part  of  the  White  Hou.se.  This  did  not  come 
until  after  President  Ooolidge  had  succeeded  President  Harding 
in  August.  1923,  six  months  after  the  sugar  investigation  had 
been  commenced,  as  I  have  already  pointed  out  During  the 
summer  and  fall  the  iieceKsary  field  work  to  ascertain  domestic 
and  foreign  costs  of  sugar  pnHluction.  and  the  tabulation  of  the 
data  secured  by  the  fl»'ld  investigators,  went  forward,  although, 
as  Doctor  Bernhardt,  chief  of  the  commission's  sugar  division, 
said,  there  were  "  obstacles  to  every  necessary  step."  The  ob- 
.Htacles  resulted  from  a  sharp  cleavage  among  the  commissioners. 
Commissioners  Culbertson,  Costlgan,  and  I>ewis  felt  that  Inas- 
much as  the  sugar  ca.se  constituted  the  most  impf>rtant  Investiga- 
tion pending  before  the  commission  it  should  be  expedited. 
Commissioners  Marvin  and  Burgess  constantly  sought  more  and 
more  time  to  reflect  ujxm  the  sugar  case.  This  policy  of  pro- 
tracted reflection,  early  adopted  by  Commissioners  Marvin  and 
Burgess,  was  concurretl  in  enthusiastically  by  C-<mnnlssioner 
Classic,  whom  President  Harding,  after  seeking  diligently  for 
a  high-protectionist  Democrat,  had  chosen  as  Doctor  Page's  suc- 
cessor. 

COMMISSIONBa   OLA88IB    APPOINTBO    TO    COM  MISSION 

Mr.  Glas.sle  had  joined  the  e<miraission  early  In  March. 
Ixtuisiana  men  had  supported  his  appointment.  His  wife  was 
the  daughter  of  a  former  Louisiana  Senator.  Mr.  Olassie  had 
had  dose  and  friendly  relations  with  men  vitally  Interested  In 
Ix)uislana  sugar,  and  his  wife  and  the  members  of  her  family 
were  the  owners  of  a  plantation  and  mill  comi»any.  Commis- 
sioner Glassie  readily  and  frankly  admitted  this  financial  in- 
terest in  sugar,  although  he  minimized  its  importance. 

It  must  be  rememl>ered  that  sugar  duties  had  been  a  sub- 
ject of  bitter  controversy  so  long  as  there  had  been  a  tariff  on 
sugar.  I  say  that  in  my  judgment  there  have  been  more  bitter 
controversies  over  the  sugar  tariff  than  over  any  other  schedule 
in  tariff  bills.  It  therefore  had  become  as  much  of  a  political 
question  as  an  economic  question.  In  Louisiana  certainly  its 
political  significance  had  been  so  great  for  decades  that  that 
State  uniformly  had  sent  to  the  United  States  Senate  high- 
tariff  Senators. 

It  was,  therefore,  dlfllcult  to  conceive  that  anyone  represent- 
ing the  Louisiana  Interests  or  closely  Identified  with  them  would 
not  l»e  biase<i  in  .s<jme  degree  concerning  the  sugar  question. 
Uec<»gnizing  this,  Comrais-sloners  Costlgan,  Culbertson,  and  Lewis 
naturally  assumed  that  Commissioner  Glassie's  long  experience 
as  an  attorney  would  compel  him  to  insist  upon  his  own  with- 
drawal from  the  sugar  case  in  order  to  preserve  the  Tariff 
Commission's  reputation  for  judicial  impartiality.  Mr.  Glassie 
thought  otherwise. 

This  l.ssue  of  Commissioners  Glassie's  sitting  In  the  sugar  case 
crop|)ed  up  repeatedly  during  the  early  stages  of  the  sugar 
investigation.     It  received  the  fullest  discussion  In  connection 


with  the  attempt  to  revise  the  commission's  rules  of  procedure 
Inasmuch  as  Ciimmisshmer  Glasslr.  l>ocju>se  of  his  long  legal 
experience,  had  been  apitolnted  as  a  memlHT  «»f  the  committee 
to  draft  the  new  rules. 

One  of  the  rules  under  consideration  by  the  committee  was 
one  providing  for  the  disqualification  of  any  ct>m  miss  loner  or 
c«»mmls»i(mer8  in  any  particular  investigation  who  had  n  ]>er- 
sonal  Interest  In  the  outcome  of  a  case.  This  profiosed  rule 
followed  the  well-establlsh»»d  pn-t-iMlents  in  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Conmiission,  and  the  broad  principles  laid  down  in  the 
Judicial  Coiie. 

Mr.  Prenldent.  here  was  Mr.  Glassie,  apiM»ini(M  on  the  commis- 
slon,  fninkly  admitting  that  his  wife  and  her  brothem  had  n 
Kulmtantlal  Interest  In  a  Louisiana  plnntatUm  and  sugar  mill. 
He  had  lN>i>n  apiM>inted  bectiuse  of  him  liHig  «*x|ierlen<'e  as  a 
lawyer  on  this  c(Hnmittee  of  the  Tariff  Commission  to  drsw  up 
rules  of  procedun>.  Mr.  Glassie  not  only  InnlMtiNl  in  sitting  in 
the  sugar  case,  but  he  used  his  iMj(iiti«>n  a»  a  memlier  of  tbi« 
committee  on  rules  of  procedure  to  prevent  the  a<|of>tion  of  a 
disqualification  rule  contvrning  cases  In  which  cuuimliMltHMH'a 
were  interested,  and  frankly  de<-lared — 

The  rule  would  unqoeMtionably,  If  adopted,  relate  to  bh. 

He  Impatiently  brushed  aside  all  thought  of  approving  such  a 
rule  and  never,  acrording  to  Commissioner  Costigan's  testimony, 
made  any  attempt  to  propose  an  alternative  more  satisfactory 

to    hllUS4>lf. 

Mr.  President,  confronted  with  the  fact  that  Commissioner 
Glassie  was  determined  to  sit  In  the  sugar  case.  In  which  his 
wife  and  her  brothers  had  an  Interest,  the  members  of  thl^  com- 
mittee on  procedure,  unable  to  secure  the  report  of  n  disqualifi- 
cation rule  from  that  committee,  proposed  that  the  rule  hltould 
lie  adoi>ted  separately  by  the  whole  commis-sion.  Commls-^ioner 
Glassie,  joined  by  Commissioners  Marvin  and  Burgi>ss,  voted 
against  the  motion  and  the  adoption  of  the  rule  was  blockiHl  in 
the  commission  by  a  3  to  3  vote. 

COMMISSIONKR   OLASSIB'S    F-^MILT    IXTBKKSTCO   IN    SIOAB 

Ci»mmissioner  Glassie,  the  man  who  admitted  that  his  wife 
and  her  family  had  an  interest,  continued  to  participate  In  the 
discussion  of  whether  or  not  a  disqualification  rule  should  be 
adopted. 

We  should  remember  that  tbe  commission  had  voted  at  a 
previous  meeting  that  January  15,  1924,  should  be  the  date  set 
for  the  public  hearing  in  the  sugar  case.  It  was  evident  that 
Commissioner  Glassie  was  di»termlned  to  sit  In  the  sugar  case 
and  that  he  would  be  supiM>rted  in  this  decision  by  Commis- 
sioners Marvin  and  Burgess.  Tbe  efforts  of  CommLssloners 
Culbertson,  Costigan,  and  Lewis  to  persuade  Commissioner 
Glassio  tliat  his  connection  with  Ix>ulslana  sugar  Interests 
through  his  wife  should  persuade  him  to  withdraw  from  tbe 
case  had  falleil. 

Commissioner  Costigan,  confronted  with  this  situation,  then 
Informed  other  members  of  the  commission  that  he  felt  con- 
strained to  submit  the  facts  involved  in  this  critical  situation 
to  President  Coolidge. 

Mr.  NORRI8.  Mr.  President,  for  the  sake  of  clarity,  I  wish 
the  Sk^ator  would  state  again.  If  he  has  already  stated  It,  that 
now  he  Is  taking  up  something  which  occurred  after  Harding 
had  passed  out  of  the  presidential  office,  and  it  was  (H'cuple<l 
by  Mr.  Coolidge.  and  this  lnve*<tigation  was  going  on.  The 
apix>intment  of  Glassie  was  made,  was  it  not,  by  President 
Harding? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLEITE.     It  was. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  real  work  of  the  commission  on  the 
sugar  tariff  schedule,  however,  commenced,  and  this  <"ontro- 
versy  about  which  the  Senator  has  been  telling  us  in  relation 
to  the  disqualification  question,  arose  when  Harding  was  Presi- 
dent.   Am  I  not  right  in  that? 

Mr.  L.\  FOLLETTE.  The  Senator  is  correct.  Cominissioner 
Glassie  was  appointed  by  President  Hardin^  In  March.  1923. 
President  Harding  died  in  August,  1923.  and,  of  course,  Presi- 
dent Cotdidge  suci-eeded  him  at  that  time.  In  the  meantime, 
as  I  state<l  liefore,  the  investigation  and  the  field  work  in  the 
sugar  case  were  going  forward  during  those  months.  I>ecause, 
as  the  Senator  knows,  once  one  of  these  investigations  is 
started,  a  staff  Is  sent  out  Into  the  field  to  get  production  costs. 
The  work  was  going  on  In  the  sugar  case,  and  Commissioner 
Glassie,  appointed  in  March.  1923.  by  President  Harding,  serve«l 
until  August,  1923,  under  President  Harding,  and  then  umler 
President  Coolidge. 

The  situation,  as  I  pointed  out  to  the  Senate,  had  reached  the 
point  where  Commissioners  Culbertson,  Costigan.  »nd  Lewl» 
were  defeatetl  in  their  efforts  to  prevent  f Commissioner  Glassie 
from  sitting  In  the  sugar  case,  in  which  he  had  adndtted  tliat 
his  wife  and  her  brothers  had  a  very  substantial  interest.  He 
testified  that  in  market  value  It  amounted  to  about  $14,000.  hat 
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it  wan  sufficient  he  twtlfled,  to  support  one  of  the  brotliers. 
who  manaeed  the  plantation  and  the  mill,  and  that  dividends 
had  been  paid  upon  stock.  In  a  letter  of  January  9,  1924.  six 
days  t>efore  the  public  hearing  on  sugar  vrtia  to  be  held  by  the 
comnilsHlon,  Coinnilssloner  Costigan  warned  the  President  that 
the  oonunission's  proree<ling!»  In  the  sugar  case  "will  be  sub- 
ject to  serere  and  Justifiable  criticism  If  any  of  the  commis- 
sion's findings  of  fiact  may  be  plausibly  attributed  to  any  private 
IntereBt." 

coMifiuioMsa  ouLaaiB'a  bioht  to  sit  ik  bvqam  cass  QrasnoNBO 

Thus  the  issue  involved  in  Commissioner  Glassie's  right  to 
participate  in  the  case  was  put  squarely  up  to  the  then  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  Mr.  CooUdge.  President  Coolidge, 
following  his  custom  in  the  sugar  case,  made  no  written  reply 
to  Commissioner  CoetJgan's  letter.  Instead  he  invited  the  com- 
mission to  come  to  the  White  Hon.se  on  the  following  afternoon. 

The  repeated  obstacles  thrf>wn  In  the  way  of  Important  in- 
vestigations under  the  flexible  provision,  the  friction  within  the 
commission  and  the  determination  of  Commissioner  Glassie  to 
alt  in  the  sugar  caw  despite  the  Interest  of  his  family  were 
threatening  to  destn>y  all  public  confidence  in  the  flexible-tariff 
system.  The  issue  presented  by  CommisKloner  G lassie's  deter- 
mination to  sit  in  a  ca^te  in  which  his  family  was  directly  Inter- 
ested presented  a  question  of  ethics. 

A.><  I  said,  tliat  question  of  ethics  was  presented  squarely  to  the 
President  of  the  Unite*!  States. 

During  the  more  than  two  hours  that  the  commission  con- 
ferred with  President  Coolidge  he  gave  no  indication  as  to  his 
approval  or  disapproval  of  Conunissioner  Glassie's  course.  At 
the  White  House  conference  Commissioner  Glassie  announced 
that  he  proposed  to  sit  at  the  public  hearing  on  sugar,  explain 
the  interest  of  his  wife  and  her  brothers  in  a  Louisiana  sugar 
plantation  and  mill,  and  to  ask  for  comments  from  those  attend- 
ing the  public  hearing.  It  was  pointe<l  out  to  President  Coolidge 
by  the  commissioners  wht)  felt  that  CommiitsiMier  Glassie  was 
distiualifled  that  "  unfortunate  public  consequences  "  would  flow 
from  this  breakdown  of  the  commission's  Judicial  or  quasi- 
Judicial  character.  President  Coolidge  dismissed  the  commis- 
sion, however,  after  Intimating  vagueiy  that  "  something  might 
occur  to  me"  and  that  he  mii^t  have  a  message  to  send  to  the 
commission  before  its  public  bearing  on  sugar  began. 

Mr.  President,  is  there  any  lawyer  in  this  body  who,  con- 
fronted with  a  question  of  ethics  of  this  character,  would  have 
the  slightest  hesitation  |n  advising  a  member  of  a  commission 
appointed  by  him  that  if  the  commissioner  had  a  personal  in- 
terest or  his  family  had  an  interest  in  a  matter  pending  before 
that  commission,  he  should  withdraw  from  participation  in  the 
case?  And  yet  the  President  of  the  United  States,  Mr.  Coolidge, 
confronted  with  this  issue  and  discussing  it  for  more  than  two 
hours  with  the  commission,  dismissed  the  commission  with  the 
va^ue  intimation  that  something  miglit  occur  to  him  or  that  he 
ml^t  send  some  message  to  the  commission  before  the  public 
hraring  on  January  15,  19W.  Something  did  occur  to  him,  Mr. 
PrewidenL  The  President  did  send  a  message  to  the  commis- 
sion. The  message  from  President  Coolidge,  delivered  by  word 
of  mouth,  not  in  writing,  arrive*  half  an  hour  before  the  com- 
mission was  to  open  Its  hearing  on  sugar  on  January  15,  19^. 
Chairman  Marvin  announced  that  he  was  authorized  to  say 
that  the  Secretary  to  the  President  had  informed  him  that  the 
President  "  wished  Mr.  Glassie  to  be  informed  that  he  expected 
him  to  do  his  duty  as  he  sees  it  and  that  he  would  stand  back 
of  him." 
ranioaxT  coouoaa  backs  cr  coMiitsHioifn  olassii  or  scgas  cask 

The  PivHident  of  the  UniUnl  States  had  thrown  the  great 
weight  of  his  office  behind  OummisHiouer  Glassie,  an  Interested 
party  In  this  hearing  on  sugar,  and  had  Informed  him  that  he 
would  "  stand  back  of  him "  in  his  decision.  The  President 
already  knew  what  Mr.  Glassie's  decision  would  be ;  he  already 
knew  and  had  l>een  lnfi>rmed  on  the  previous  afternoon  that 
Mr.  Glassie  was  determined  to  sit  in  the  case  in  which  his  wife 
and  his  brothers-in-law  were  interested;  and  yet  the  President 
sends  a  mernage  by  word  of  mouth  through  Commissioner  Mar- 
vin that  be  would  "stand  back  of"  Commissioner  Glassie  in 
lU-s  action  in  tlie  case.  Under  those  circumstances  there  can  be 
no  queiition  that  the  President  realized  that  the  effect  of  this 
measage  would  be  to  assure  Commissioner  Glassie's  partldpa- 
tliai  in  the  sugar  case.  The  President's  influence  waa  thus 
thrown  behind  Commissioners  Maniu,  Burgess,  and  Glassie, 
who  had  demonstrated  by  their  actions  that  they  had  no  desdre 
to  preaa  the  sugar  investigatioo  to  an  early  and  inupartlal  con- 
dnaion. 

"Take  the  tariff  out  of  politics!"  "Why,  Mr.  Piesldent,  the 
eooferring  of  this  power  upon  the  Tariff  Commission  has 
plunged  the  commissloD  into  a  very  maelstrom  of  politics  and 
Intrigve. 
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Commissioner  Glassie,  finding  that  he  had  the  support  of  the 
President  behind  him,  made  his  promlse<l  statement  at  the  pub- 
lic hearing  on  sugar  concerning  the  interest  of  his  wife  and 
family  in  Louisiana  sugar.  Commi8.sioner  Costigan  publicly 
challenged  Conunissioner  Glassie's  right  to  sit  in  the  case.  On 
that  afternoon  Commissioner  Glassie  announced  that  he  had  de- 
cided to  sit  in  the  sugar  case. 

CONORBS^    BNACTS    LBOISLATION    TO    DISQCALirT    COMMISSIOXBE    GLA.SSIB 

Mr.  President,  I  want  the  Senate  to  contrast  the  reaction  of 
the  legislative  branch  of  this  Grovernment,  which  Ls  constantly 
subjected  to  attacks.  When  cMifnxited  with  the  ethics  of  this 
issue  ral.'»ed  by  Commissioner  Glassie's  determlnatiiw  to  sit  in 
the  sugar  case,  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  did  not  take 
this  matter  under  advisement  and  then,  after  deliberation,  an- 
nounce that  it  stood  behind  Commissioner  Glassie  m  his  deter- 
mination to  sit  in  that  case  in  which  his  wife  and  her  family 
were  Interested.  No,  Indeed;  as  soon  as  this  public  challenge 
of  Commissioner  Glassie's  right  to  participate  in  the  sugar  case 
had  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  Congress  it  took  action 
thereon.  The  independent  offices  appropriation  bill,  passed  by 
the  House  of  Beiuresentatlves  on  April  3,  and  by  the  Senate  on 
April  12,  provided — 

Ttiat  ao  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  salary 
of  any  member  of  tbe  United  States  T.iriff  Commission  who  sball  here- 
after participate  in  any  proceedings  ander  said  sections  315,  316,  S17, 
and  318  of  said  act,  approved  September  '21,  1922,  wherein  he  or  any 
member  of  his  family  has  any  Bi>ecial,  direct,  and  pecuniary  interest  or 
Ln  respect  of  the  subject  matter  in  which  he  has  acted  as  attorney, 
lesislative  agent,  or  special  representative. 

Mr.  Presidwit,  I  contend  that  the  determination  of  Commis- 
sioner Glassie  to  sit  in  the  case  in  which  his  wife  and  her 
brothers  had  a  pecuniary  interest  involved  a  question  of  ethics 
pure  and  simple  which  any  countrj'  lawyer  in  the  United  States 
would  have  no  difficulty  In  determining;  and  yet  we  find  a 
situation  where  when  that  issue  was  fairly  presented  to  the 
PrealdMit  of  the  United  States  he  announceil  that  he  would 
stand  behind  Commissioner  Glitssie,  when  he  knew  that  Com- 
missioner Glassie  was  determined  to. sit  in  the  case ;  and  it  tot* 
an  Jict  of  Congress  to  prevent  this  member  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission from  participating  in  a  case  in  which  he  had  frankly 
admitted  the  Interest  of  his  wife  and  other  members  of  her 
family.  Contrast  the  statement  made  by  President  Coolidge 
through  Chairman  Marvin,  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  with  the 
statement  made  by  Representative  Wood,  of  Indiana,  when  this 
amendment  was  und«r  consideration.  Representative  Wood 
then  said : 

Lat  us  take  the  case  of  a  judge  upon  the  bench.  Very  often  hla 
conscience  says  to  him  that  because  somebody  has  some  spite  against 
him,  a  man  might  feel  that  he  was  being  prejudiced,  and  on  h\s  own 
motion  he  does  not  sit  in  a  particular  trial.  In  order  that  suspicion 
might  not  arise  against  any  commisaioner,  good  conscience  ought  to 
dictate  to  him  that  if  he  had  any  personal  Interest,  or  his  family  had, 
in  any  bearing  he  .ibould  not  ait.  I  have  no  respect  for  a  man  who 
would  sit  under  such  circumstances. 

But,  Mr.  President,  even  this  action  by  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress did   not  at  first  discourage  Commissioner  Glassie  from 

iirther  particii>ation  in  the  sugar  case.  On  May  23,  1924 — 
bout  six  weeks   after  the  bill   containing   the  amendment   to 

hich  I  have  referred  was  passed  by  both  Houses  of  Congress — 
'ommisslMier  Glassie  made  a  point  of  order  against  Commis- 

oner  Costigan's  motion  that  a  date  be  fixed  by  the  cominls- 
lon  for  the  consideration  of  the  sugar  ca.se.  In  spite  of  the 
iiction  by  the  Congres.s,  and  in  spite  of  the  debate  which  had 
pccnrreil  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
Benate  of  the  United  States,  Commissioner  Glassie  was  still  de- 
termined to  sit  in  the  sugar  case.  Commissioner  LewLs  ob- 
lected  to  Commissioner  Glassie's  further  participation  in  mat- 
ters affecting  the  stigar  case  in  view  of  the  clearly  expressed 

Hey  of  Congress  as  evidenced  by  the  amendment  to  which  I 

ave  referred.  Now,  see  what  position  Commissioner  Glassie 
ook  with  the  President  of  the  United  States  behind  him. 

C<immi.s.sioner  Glassie  and  Commissioner  Marvin  argued  that 

ommlssioner  Glassie  would  not  he  disqualified  until  the  be- 
nlng  of  the  fiscal  year  in  which  the  appropriation  act  con- 
:alning  the  disqualifying  clause  became  effective. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.   President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Kino  In  the  chair).  Does 
he  Senator  from  WlKwnsln  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennes- 
lee? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKEXLAR.  Does  the  Senator  recall  what  position 
?ommlsstonors  Marvin  and  Burgess  took  in  reference  to  the 
'resident's  view  that  Mr.  Glassie  should  sit  in  the  sugar  case? 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


3931 


Mr.  IxA  FOLLETTE.  They  did  not  wait  on  the  President's 
view :  they  were  ba(*king  up  Mr.  Glassie  In  his  determlnatloo 
to  sit  in  this  case  l)efore  the  Prenldent  ever  got  into  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  And  they  continued  to  abide  by  that 
position? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  They  did  until  this  action  was  taken 
by  an  outraged  Congress.  Then  it  must  be  said  that,  upon 
further  reflection.  Commissioner  Glassie  decided  to  bow  to  the 
will  of  Congress  and  the  mi^ntes  of  the  commission  disclose 
that  on  May  26 — three  days  lafer — Chairman  Marvin  announced 
that  thereafter  In  the  sugar^  case  the  commission  would  be 
"  deprived  of  the  services  oif  Commissioner  Glassie." 

Mr.  liRATTON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Was  not  Mr.  Glassie  thereafter  nomhiated 
to  the  position  of  Federal  Judge  in  the  District  of  Columbia? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     He  was. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  He  was  the  same  Individual  who  was  after- 
wards nominated  Federal  Judge  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
failed  of  confirmation? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    The  Senator  Is  correct 

riLiBUtrrxa  rx  commission  to  dxi<at  sitoab  rbfobt 

The  first  Important  report  sent  to  President  Coolidge  under 
the  flexible  provision  dealt  with  the  wheat  case.  On  March  7, 
lt»24,  I'resident  Coolidge,  accepting  the  recommendations  of  the 
commission,  issued  a  prodamation  increasing  the  duties  on 
wheat  and  wheat  flour  and  lowering  the  duties  on  bran  and  mill 
feeds.  The  wheat  report  was  soon  made  public  Oommhwloner 
Culbertson  testified: 

It— 

That  is  the  wheat  report — 

was  studied  assiduously  by  representatives  of  the  sugar  industry.  They 
saw  that  the  application  of  the  same  principles  to  the  facts  in  the 
sugar  case  meant  a  decrease  In  duty. 

From  this  time  on  the  division  in  the  commission  over  ques- 
tions concerning  the  econcMnlc  factors  to  he  considered  in  the 
sugar  ca.se  became  more  and  more  Irreconcilable.  The  chief 
of  the  .'*ugar  division  submitted  on  May  15,  1924  a  preliminary 
report  to  the  commission  on  the  results  of  the  sugar  investiga- 
tion.    CommLssIoner  Costigan  testifled : 

Thrre  began  at  this  time  and  continued  practically  until  the  report 
on  siijrar  reached  the  President  •  •  •  a  long  series  of  flllbostering 
interruptions. 

Carried  on  first  by  Commissioner  Glassie,  and  after  his  retire- 
ment from  the  case  by  C(«nmissIoners  Marvin  and  Burgess. 

On  May  23,  1924.  as  I  have  previously  said,  Commissioner 
Costigan  moved  that  consideration  of  the  stigar  report  he  begun 
on  Mny  26.  Commissioner  Burgess  attempted  to  secure  further 
delay  by  insisting  that  the  report  of  the  sugar  division  should 
have  been  referre<l  first  to  the  commission's  advisory  board.  A 
motion  to  this  effect  was  made  by  Chnlrman  Marvin,  but  was 
rejecte<l  by  a  vote  of  3  to  2.  Commissioners  Costigan,  Lewis, 
and  Culbertson  voted  in  the  negative,  and  Commi.ssioners  Marvin 
and  Burgess  in  the  afllrmative. 

BZ   PABTB    MBBTIKO    IN    BBNATOB    8M00T'8    OITICa 

Mr.  President,  it  became  evident  that  the  commission  was 
about  to  proceed  to  consider  the  report  on  sugar.  This  occurred 
on  May  23.  1924.  On  May  24.  following  the  decision  of  the 
c(»m!nission  to  take  up  the  consideration  of  the  sugar  report. 
Commissioner  Culbertson  was  Invited  to  come  to  the  office  of 
the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  In  the  Senate  Office 
Building.  C^)mmis»ioner  Culliertson  found  there  Members  of 
Congress  from  sugar-growing  States  and  lol>byi8ts  and  attorneys 
represt^ntlng  sugar  interests.  An  hour's  conference  took  place. 
I  ask  Senators  to  rememl)er  that  the  sugar  case  was  pen<Ung  in 
the  commission  ;  that  a  public  hearing  had  been  held ;  that  argu- 
ments had  been  made,  briefs  8nbmltti«d,  and  the  repr)rt  of  the 
chief  of  the  sugar  division  was  pending  Ijefore  the  commission 
for  consideration  when  Commissioner  Cuit>ertson  was  invited  to 
come  to  the  office  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah,  there  to 
meet  with  attorneys.  Members  of  Congress  from  sugar-growing 
districts,  and  h)bbyl.st8.  As  I  have  said,  an  hour's  conference 
to<ik  place.  Spokesmen  for  the  sugar  Interests  presented  objec- 
tions to  the  method  used  by  the  commission  in  the  wheat  and 
sugar  ca.ses. 

Here  was  an  ex  parte  hearing,  a  member  of  a  quasi-Judicial 
commission  in  the  oflSce  of  a  United  States  Senator  listening 
to  ex  iMirte  arguments  concerning  a  case  which  was  them  pend- 
ing in  the  commission. 


I  quote  from  Commissioner  Culbertson'a  contetnporaueoua 
memorandum : 

I  was  conBcIou^— 

Wrote  Commissioner  Culbertson— > 
of  the   fact   tlut   this   conference — 

That  is,  the  one  in  the  office  of  the  Senator  from  Utah 

was  indicative  of  a  drive  by  the  sugar  Interests  to  prevent.  If  pomlble.  a 
report  by  the  TarilT  Conuniaslon  on  sugar  ;  and  in  my  r«marln     *     *     • 

That  is,  the  remarks  which  he  made  at  this  conference 

I  endeavor  to  give  the  sugar  Interests  an  assurance  of  fair  treat- 
ment at  the  hands  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
give  them  to  understand  that  the  Tariff  Commisaion  Is  a  quasi  Judicial 
body  functioning  under  a  principle  laid  down  by  Congress,  and  that 
the  decision  which  we  reach  will  be  made  fearh'SHly  and  in  aciordance 
with  the  facts  warranted  by  the  record,  regardless  of  any  ouulda 
influence  which  may  be  brought  to  bear. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mlsshjsippi? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  might  be  well  for  the  Raoow  to  show 
at  this  part  of  the  Senator's  speech  that  the  Senator  in  whose 
offices  this  conference  waa  held  is  the  same  Senator  who  was 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  having  in  charge  the  sugar 
schedule,  and  who  now  is  championin<  an  increase  over  the 
present  rate  on  sugar. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  question  has  l>een  before  the  Senate  time 
and  time  again.  Ail  that  Mr.  Culbertson  was  asked  to  come 
to  my  office  for  was  to  learn  whether  or  not  a  report  was  true 
which  had  t>een  extensively  circulated  as  to  how  they  were 
going  to  arrive  at  the  valuations  of  sugar,  not  only  in  this 
country  but  in  Cuba  and  the  Philippine  Islands  and  Hawaii  as 
well.    That  was  the  only  question. 

Mr.  BRATTON.     Mr.  President,  we  can  not  hear  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  was  not  at  all  a  question  as  to  what  action 
should  be  taken  by  the  commission.  I  c-ould  not  believe  that 
the  commission  was  going  to  act  uFK>n  such  a  batds  as  that 
upon  which  It  was  reported  and  publhihed  here  that  it  was  going 
to  act,  and  I  was  aslced  by  others  to  find  out  whether  or  not 
it  was  true.    That  is  all  there  was  to  It. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  does  not 
deny  that  there  were  present  at  this  conference,  as  stated  by 
Commissioner  Culbertson,  Memtiers  of  Cotigress  from  sugar- 
growing  States ;  that  there  were  present  attorneys  who  had 
ap{)eared  at  the  public  hearing  of  the  commission  on  sugar, 
and  filed  briefs  thereon ;  In  other  words,  attorneys  representing 
parties  at  Interest  In  this  case  pending  then  and  there  before  a 
quasi-judicial  commission  of  this  Government  The  Senator 
further  does  not  deny  that  arguments  were  made  by  those 
attorneys  affecting  the  procedure  of  the  comiuission  in  the  case 
of  sugar,  criticising  the  methods  used  in  the  wheat  report,  and 
criticizing  their  application  to  the  sugar  case. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  during  ttie  conference  wheat 
was  never  mentioned.  It  was  never  spoken  of  by  a  soul  in 
the  meeting.  I  was  there  fn>m  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the 
meeting. 

The  conference  did  not  last  an  hour;  and  I  want  to  say  to 
the  Senator  that  no  one  was  criticiilng.  Nol)ody  did  criticise. 
What  they  wanted  to  know  was  whether  that  was  the  basis 
upon  which  the  commission  w^%  going  to  make  the  repi>rt,  as 
I  have  already  stated. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  so  far  as  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  concerned  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  which  occurred  sereral  years  ago,  I  prefer  to  take  the 
contemporaneous  memorandum  ot  the  commLssloner  who  par- 
ticipated in  this  conference,  and  who,  upon  his  return  to  his 
office,  dictated  a  full  memorandum  as  to  exactly  what  liad 
occurred. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  I>oes  the  Senator  from  Wh*- 
consln  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michij^n? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  fn>m  Ut«h 
if  he  thinks  the  proceedings  were  ethical,  no  matter  what  they 
discussed? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  a  general  thing  I  should  say  no;  they  wera 
not 
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Mr.  CX)CZENS.  TWa  was  not  ft  general  tWng;  this  was 
special — this  was  stisar? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  asked— there  is  no  need  of  my  saying 
by  whoni — to  call  this  meeting.  These  pfople  came  to  my  office 
and  «al<l  that  the  basis  at  which  the  commission  were  arriving 
on  !<ugar  was  not  a  fair  basis;  and  I  did  not  believe  it  was 
Htb*v.  Therefore  they  aske*!  me  to  call  a  meeting.  I  did  call 
a  meetinp.  and  that  was  the  question  that  was  discussed — not  as 
to  what  the  rate  should  be,  or  what  the  commission  should  do. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  Senator  now  thinks  the  proceeding  was 
unethical  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  it  was  uncalled-for,  and  I  do  not  think 
It  was  wi.se  In  the  first  place. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    The  Senator  thinks  It  was  something  like 
the  action  of  the  shipbuilding  companies  with  respect  to  the 
Shearer  matter? 
1       Mr.   SMfXvr.    No:  that  l.s  an  entirely  different  proposltloa 
'       Mr.  BR.\TTO.N.     Mr.  President 

The  TKESIDING  OFI-'ICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr   I^  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  lUtATlON.  I  shotild  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
if  the  ultimate  outcome  did  not  depend  largely  upon  the  basib 
of  prooetlnre,  and  consequently  if  the  matter  discussed  with  the 
e«)mmissioDer  did  not  affect  the  ultimate  action  of  the  com- 
niisi<ion? 

Mr.  SiM(K)T.  I  will  say  that  I  do  not  think  tl»e  basis  upon 
which  it  was  reported  to  me  that  that  result  would  be  arrived 
at  was  a  fair  basis. 

Mr.  BlL\TTON.  At  any  rate  the  dlscuasion  involved  the 
lMU«i8  which  would  affect  the  ultimate  action  taken  by  the  com- 
mis8i«>n? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Doea  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
further  yield?     

Mr.  I^\  FOLLETTE,     I  do. 

Mr.  SM<H>T.     It  would,  in  my  opinion,  have  affected  it. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  So  that  a  fair  statement  of  the  whole  thing 
Is  that  those  parties  did  discuss  with  the  commissioner  a  fea- 
ture of  the  matter  which  governed  largely  the  final  determina- 
tion to  he  made  by  the  «."omiuis»ion? 

Mr.  SM<  X  yr.     Yes ;  I  will  say  that  that  Lb  true. 

Mr  LA  FOLLETTE.  Why,  of  course,  Mr.  President ;  it  went 
right  to  the  heart  of  this  whole  sugar  case;  and  the  issue  that 
was  dist'ussed  in  this  ex  parte  meeting  between  attorneys  and 
Interettts  in  tlds  case  in  the  office  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
Utah  was  a  controversy  which  raged  within  the  commission 
tlM'reufter. 

So  far  as  the  Senator's  recollection  is  concerned  about  this 
conference,  which  happened  more  than  five  years  ago,  here  Is 
the  contMnporaneoos  memorandum  dictated  by  Mr.  Cnlbertaon 
following  the  meeting;  and  hov  Is  what  be  says: 

Tbcf*  I  foaod  smtbeiwd — 

That  is,  in  the  Senate  Oflk-e  Boildinf— 
IftMS  or  twenty  pcnona,  inrluainx  BtUMtor  PHtrrs.  ConsTMnsaii  TiM- 
kKB,  atxl  pertmpa  •  bslf  doien  otht*r  Congnamaaen^  all  ot  thna  pre- 
ibljr  from  dlsnleta  deeply  iotemted  In  misar.  lo  addltloo.  tbo 
groap  teetaclfd  TnmuB  U.  PHlm<*r,  Wuhlnston  repreMBtativ*  of  tb« 
kMt-«acar  lnt«r«>sc«;  Mr.  Love,  aIm  reprpMotadve  of  the  be«t-Misar 
lBti?n«ta ;  Mr.  Mead,  wpreocntlnt  the  Uawaiian  sogar  iaterMta ;  and 
Mr.  Uodcte,  who  uprwnted  at  out  rasar  bearlnc — 

Tliat  is,  the  public  hearing  before  the  commission — 

so*  of  the  t>e«t-«Dgar  conpaaiee  of  Colomda     Mr.  Bogen.  representlnc 
the  Loaislaaa  mcar  intervate,  waa  not  present     •     •     • 

Mr.  Mead  referred  In  opening  to  the  wbeat  report,  and  aaid  that 
**  certain  membera  of  the  Tariff  Commlaaion  "  bad  anbinlttcd  a  report 
Bpon  wUdi  the  Prvaldent  had  tMiaed  hia  wheat  proclamation,  and  that 
the  prlndplea  laid  down  In  tliat  report  were  In  oppoeltion  to  those  advo- 
cat«d  by  the  aagar  tntercsta  in  the  bearing  t>efore  the  Tariff  CommiaaioD. 

Apparently  the  ethics  of  tliese  sugar  attorneys  did  not  make 
Onesa  hesitate  In  presenting  an  ex  parte  statement  to  a  member 
of  a  quasl-Jiidiclal  coaunisslon  which  had  under  consideration  a 
case  in  wtilch  they  represented  parties  at  interest.  As  Commis- 
slouer  Costlgan  well  pointed  out : 

I  tblak  those  of  oa  who  are  here  most  trj  to  realise  how  we  shoold 
have  viewed  an  effort  of  the  CQhan  angar  tnterpets  to  meet  memben  of 
the  Tariff  CommiMlon  la  an  ez  parte  ronference  in  some  remote  room  la 
the  Capitol. 

This  is  another  example  of  the  Impoesiblllty  of  freeing  the 
tariff  issue  from  its  political  a8i)ects.  I  think  any  Senator 
would  hetiitate  to  Invite  a  member  of  the  Interstate  CJcwnmerce 
Coramisnion  to  meet  In  his  offlre  with  attorneys  for  railroad 
com{iaQlee  in  order  that  they  might  present  a  private  and  ex 
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parte  statement  to  the  cwnmissloner  concerning  a  case  pending 
beforo  the  Interstate  Ck)mmerce  Commission  in  which  their 
client!  were  parties.  This  Is  abstrfutely  analogous  to  the  con- 
feren<e  that  occurred  in  the  office  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
Utah] [Mr.  Smoot],  and  yet  he  and  the  attorneys  for  the  do- 
mestic sugar  interests  see  nothing  improper  lu  thus  attempting 
to  Influoice,  by  private  and  ex  parte  t-onference,  a  member  of  the 
Tarifl  Ckmimission  then  considering  the  sugar  case. 

PBBSIIMNT  tJSES   BCTTEH  TO  DBI.AT   SUGAR   BKPOST 

Th<  re  followed  a  long  series  of  efforts  on  the  part  of  Commls- 
sioneis  Marvin  and  Burgess  to  delay  the  report  of  the  sugar  case 
to  th(!  President.  The  majority  members  of  the  commitJsion — 
Comn  issloners  Lewis,  Culbertson,  and  Costlgan — continued  to 
cousi(  er  the  sugar  report  from  May  26  until  July  9,  1924,  three 
days  before  the  date  which  had  previously  been  set  for  the 
completion  of  the  final  report  On  this  date  the  minutes  show 
that  Ohalrman  Marvin  asked  that  all  bu^ness  be  susi^ended  in 
order  that  he  might  present  a  message  from  the  President.  It 
will  le  observed  that  this  was  another  one  of  the  verbal  mes- 
sa^s  sent  to  the  commission  by  President  CooIidRe  in  the  suj?ar 
case  hrough  Chairman  Marvin.  He  dictated  for  the  minutes 
a  statement  which  I  shall  presently  read.  Before  doing  so, 
howerer,  I  want  Senators  to  get  this  situation  in  mind. 

Here  was  a  tremendously  Important  case  pending  before  the 
Tariff  Commls.sion.  There  had  been  strenuous  efforts  to  insure 
the  ^ttlng  in  this  case  of  Commissioner  Glas.sie,  whose  family, 
he  aiiitted,  had  an  Interest  in  the  outcome  of  the  case.  A  com- 
missi mer  had  been  called  to  the  office  of  a  prominent  United 
State !  Senator,  there  to  listen  to  ex  parte  statements  coneeruing 
vital  problems  involved  In  the  case. 

Thi>  President  of  the  United  States  had  thrown  the  weight  of 
his  oBce  behind  Commissioner  Glassle  In  his  determination  to 
sit  in  the  sugar  case.  ITie  commi.sslon  was  proceeding.  In  spite 
of  tliese  interferences,  to  complete  this  report  and  submit  it 
to  th  ?  President.  What  happened  ?  Three  days  before  the  date 
set  for  that  report  to  go  to  the  I'resldent  of  the  United  Stales, 
Chaitman  Marvin,  again  acting  as  the  conveyor  of  oral  messages 
fromlthe  President  of  the  United  States,  askptl  that  all  business 
be  sitspended  while  he  dictated  for  the  minutes  of  the  com- 
missi )u  the  following  statement : 

Tlu  chairman  stated  to  the  commission  that  he  had  been  informed 
this  Homing  by  the  secretary  to  the  President  that  It  was  the  dt-slre 
of  the  I'resldent  that  the  commlaaion  Lnstitate  at  once  an  Investigation 
for  tbt  pun>o«es  of  section  310  of  the  tariff  act  of  1022  in  respect  to  the 
cost  fit  production  of  batter  and  that  the  coinmisslon  suspend  all  other 
work  pnd  concentrate  Its  efforts  npon  the  butter  investigation  until  Its 
completion. 

Commissioners  Costlgan,  Culbertson,  and  Lewis  were  as- 
tounded at  the  nature  of  this  message  and  the  method  by  which 
It  had  been  communicated  to  the  commission,  but  they  could 
give  It  only  owe  interi>retatlon,  namely,  that  the  President  de- 
sired the  commission  to  take  up  the  butter  Investigation  to  the 
exclD  »ion  of  all  other  pending  caws,  Including  the  sugar  rep«^rt, 
whicfa  was  on  the  verge  of  being  transmitted  to  the  White  House. 
Thls[impres»lon  was  strengthened  by  Chairman  Marvin's  mo- 
tion that  the  butter  investigation  be  Instituted  and  by  his  with- 
drawal from  the  meeting  of  the  commission  after  stating  that 
In  vltw  of  the  President's  request  he  did  not  feel  at  liberty  to 
take  any  further  part  In  the  deliberations  upon  the  sugar  report. 

Is  the  only  function  of  the  President,  under  the  powers  con- 
ferred by  section  315,  as  stated  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  in  his  statement  yesterday — 

HU  authority  in  the  matter  becomes  a  simple  act  of  proclamation  of 
tbe  r  commends tloni 
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the  other  band,  a  refoaal  to  lasne  such  a  proclamation,  amounting 


Of]  the  eonclusl(»is  of  the  commission. 

In  DO  aenae,  therefore,  can  it  be  elaliaed  that  the  President  can  alter 
the  h  irlfl  at  wllL 

submit   Mr.  President,   that   an   impartial   review  of  the 
of  this  Tariff  Commission  under  section  315  will  disclose 
two  PresIdMits  of  the  United  States  have  Interfered  with 
^ctlon  of  this  body  and  prevented  it  from  becoming  a  quusl- 
Jndiclal  commission. 
Ct  airman  Marvin  subsequently  stated  that  this  request   of 
Secretary  to  the  President  concerning  butter  did  not  con- 
the  abandonment  of  all  other  work  before  the  com- 
on,   but   that   the   butter  case  should    receive  precedence, 
subsequent  statement  was  made  In  spite  of  the  fact  that 
Chal^an  Marvin  had  voted  to  approve  the  minutes  of  the 


meeting  on  July  9,  1924,  at  which  he  delivered  the  original 
message  and  state«i  his  reasons  for  \^1thdrawal  from  any  fur- 
tlier  imrticipation  in  the  sugar  report. 

It  should  be  rememl)ered  that  a  petition  for  an  investigation 
of  the  cost  of  production  of  butter  and  a  Senate  resolution  to 
the  same  effect  had  been  sent  to  the  Tariff  Commission  in 
March.  1924.  The  btittercase  had  thus  been  ixniding  before 
the  commis.sion  for  four  months.  The  sugar  case  had  iH^en 
pending  for  2«)  montlis.  The  sudden  interest  of  President 
Coolidge  in  the  butter  case  was  evidently  not  of  long  duration, 
for  no  further  effective  action  was  taken  concerning  butter 
with  the  result  that  the  report  thereon  did  not  go  to  the  Presi- 
dent until  February  .'i,  192f5,  more  than  a  year  and  a  half  after 
President  Coolidge's  message  had  been  transmitted  to  the  com- 
nii.-^siou  by  Chairman  Marvin.  Commissioner  Dennis  in  his 
testimony  de.scribed  the  butter  case — 

As  a  sort  of  stage  property  to  be  brought  out  as  occasion  may 
demand  for  sidetracking  otber  matters  which  also  ougbt  to  have  been 
expedited. 

One  of  these  occasions,  he  felt  had  been  "  to  check  In  a  way 
the  conclusion  of  the  sugar  case." 

After  this  long  struggle  to  further  the  consideration  of  the 
sugar  reixjrt,  and  a  few  days  before  the  date  was  set  for  the 
completion  of  that  report.  Commissioner  Culbertson  was  sum- 
moned to  the  White  flouse. 

CHAKUKS  AOAI.N8T  COM MISSIOKES  CULBERTSON 

It  must  be  remembered  by  Senators  that  this  commission, 
with  Commissioner  Glassle  removed  by  legislative  action,  stood 
3  to  2.  Commissioners  Culbert-^on,  Lewis,  and  Costigan 
were  for  the  completion  of  the  sugar  case  and  the  transmission 
of  the  report  to  the  I'resident,  and  Comrais-sioners  Marvin  and 
Burgess  resisting  at  every  step,  and  throwing  every  obstacle 
they  could  in  the  way  of  the  submission  of  the  report.  With 
that  situation  existing,  with  all  of  these  previous  activities  to 
prevent  the  sugar  case  from  being  brought  to  a  conclusion.  Com- 
missioner Culbertson  was  called  to  the  White  House. 

He  was  there  shown  a  letter  to  the  President  requesting  the 
removal  of  Commissioner  Culbertson  for  malfeasanc«^  on  the 
ground  that  he  had  violated  the  statute  prohibiting  members  of 
the  Tariff  Commission  from  engaging  "  actively  in  any  other 
business,  function,  or  employment."  This  letter  was  signeil  by 
one  Silverman,  a  dIsapi)ointed  lobbyist  who,  as  Commissioner 
Lewis  testified,  "  had  threatened  to  break  down  the  door  If 
commissioners  would  not  permit  him  to  present  his  case,"  In  an 
attempt  to  secure  an  Investigation  of  bentwood  chairs.  The 
basis  of  charges  against  Commis-nioner  Culbertson  were  twofold, 
first,  that  he  had  been  lecturing  one  evening  a  week  to  a  class 
on  International  commercial  relations  at  Georgetown  Uni- 
versity Foreign  Service  School,  and  second,  that  during  his 
summer  vacations  he  had  delivered  lectures  at  the  Institute  of 
Politico,  in  Willianistown,  Ma.sa.,  and  that  for  these  lecturer  in 
iKilh  InHtunces  he  had  accepted  feen.  Both  Presidents  Harding 
and  Coolidge  had  apprt/ved  of  these  lectures  when  Commissioner 
Culhertson  c<»nsnlt€Hl  with  them,  Committsioner  Culbertson  was 
told  at  the  White  House  that  Sllvernum's  charges  would  lie  re- 
ferred "  as  a  matter  of  routine"  to  the  Attorney  General  and  It 
was  suggested  to  blm  that  it  might  be  well  for  liim  to  see 
Warren  F.  Martin,  special  assistant  to  the  Attorney  General. 

Commissioners  Costigan  and  Lewis,  at  the  request  of  Com- 
missioner CullM'rtson,  called  upon  Mr.  Margin  at  the  Department 
of  Justice.  They  were  assured  by  him  that  they  would  be 
afforded  an  (»pportunIty  to  see  the  Attorney  General  before  the 
appntval  of  any  adverse  opinion,  and  could  present  to  him  any 
arguments  which  they  desired  to  make  in  his  behalf. 

They  were  further  informed  that  there  was  little  reason  to 
8upp«>sc — because  of  the  obvious  prejudice  displayed  in  the 
petition — that  the  Attorney  General's  ruling  would  be  adverse 
to  Commissioner  Culbertson.  Nothing  further  was  heard  from 
the  Department  of  Justice  and  on  July  19,  1924,  the  completed 
report  in  the  sugar  case  was  drafted,  Commissioners  Costigan, 
Culbertson,  and  Lewis  voting  in  the  affirmative,  and  Commis- 
sioners Burgess  and  Marvin  In  the  negative. 

The  commission  then  granted  the  minority  members  an  addi- 
tional week  for  the  prei)aration  of  their  minority  opinions  and 
fixed  July  26,  1924.  five  days  before  the  date  set  for  the  submis- 
sion of  the  sugar  report  as  the  date  for  the  next  meeting  of  the 
commission  in  the  sugar  case.  On  July  21.  1924,  Commissioner 
Costigan  telephoned  to  Mr.  Martin  in  the  Department  of  Justice 
to  inquire  wliether  any  further  statements  needed  to  be  filed  on 
Mr.  Culbertson's  behalf  in  connection  with  the  Silverman 
charges.  Commissioner  Costigan  was  informed  that  after  a 
"  broad  and  pr(»per  '  examination  of  the  matter,  "  the  result 
was  entirely  satisfactory  from  Mr.  Culbertson's  point  of  view," 
and  that  unless  something  unexpected  happened  everything 
would  be  all  right    He  was  further  told  that  if  anything  unex- 


pected happened,  he  would  have  an  opportunity  to  consult  with 
the  Attorney  General. 

Three  days  later  Commissioners  Costlgan  and  Lewis  were 
suddenly  called  tt»  the  Department  «if  Jusliw.  The  Attorney 
General,  after  listeniug  briefly  to  their  atatenients.  answered  in 
effect,  according  to  Commlssitiner  Owtigan's  testimony — 

That  nothing  we  had  suggt-sted  rould  hare  any  othor  tendency  or  uw 
than  to  urge  bim  to  interpret  the  law  in  a  different  way  from  that  In 
which  it  is  written;  that  he  (tbe  Attorney  General)  was  being  urg«<d 
to  ru.sh  the  report  to  tbe  White  House. 

On  the  next  morning  Commissioner  Cull»ertson  was  ln>ited 
to  come  immediately  to  the  While  House.  The  President  in- 
formed him  that  the  Attorney  General  had  writt«'n  an  opinion 
that  the  Georgetown  University  lectures  were  "a  technical  vio- 
lation of  the  law."  Commissioner  Cull)erts<Jn  agr*>ed  to  diH«-on- 
tinue  the  lectures,  although  he  pointed  out  to  the  President 
that  they  had  been  a  matter  of  general  public  knowledge  and 
had  been  approved  both  inside  and  outside  of  the  White  House. 
The  President  replied  that  "there  was  no  moral  question  con- 
nected with  the  matter,"  and  assured  Mr.  Cull»ertson  that  he 
"  need  have  no  further  coneern  over  the  matter." 

PKKSniBKT    ASKS    Cl'LBESTaON     TO    DBLAT     SDOAa    aSPORT 

With  this  adverse  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General,  which  had 
been  rushed  to  the  White  House  at  the  request  of  the  Pn'sident, 
upon  the  desk  of  the  President,  the  President  told  C+mimis- 
sioner  Culbertson  that  he  would  like  to  have  a  delay  in  the  re- 
port in  the  sugar  case. 

In  a  contemporaneous  memorandum  Commissioner  Cun>ert- 
son  noted  that — 

Without  saying  It  the  President  gave  a  clear  indication  that  he 
would  like  to  have  the  sugar  report  delayed  for  at  least  a  month.  He 
suggested  to  me  that  it  would  l>e  desirable  to  get  the  WIlllnmKtown 
matter  entirely  out  of  the  way  before  tbe  report  is  finally  approved  by 
the  comml<:8ion. 

In  a  letter  to  William  Allen  White,  written  on  the  same  day, 
CominIs.sIoner  Culbertson  said  that  It  was  evident  that  nnder- 
ne.uth  the  President's  conversation  "  that  sugar  wtv*  playing  Its 
pait"  The  President  further  stated  to  Commissioner  Culbert- 
son that  the  flexible  tariff  should  work  down  as  well  aa  up.  hut 
"  he  indicjtte<l  that  he  did  not  think  that  cases  involving  reduc- 
tion were  as  ini|K)rtant  as  cases  involving  increases." 

Commissioner  Cullwrtson  informed  C'<immisslonerH  Cr>stignn 
and  Lewis  that  the  President's  requewt  for  a  delay  in  the  sub- 
mission  of  the  sugar  rejtort  applied  to  them  as  well  as  to  him- 
self. He  indicated,  however,  that  lie  intended,  despite  the 
President's  statement,  to  prm-eed  in  transndtting  the  sugar  re- 
port promptly. 

Mr.  President  yoof  select  c(mimlttee  subprpnaerl  Mr.  CuIlK»rt- 
son  to  come  back  from  Rumania,  whither  he  bad  g«ne  under 
hbj  app'>lntmeut  by  I'resident  Coolidge  as  United  States  minlH- 
ter. 

Commissirmer  Culbertson,  upon  his  return  from  his  diplomatic 
post  In  Rumania  to  testify  before  the  wle*^  commlrtee,  :i( tempted 
to  exonerate  Preaident  Coolidge  entirety  and  to  Imply  that  the 
reque«t  for  delay  In  tlie  sugar  case  waa  Intendfl  to  a|»|»ly  to 
not  more  than  one  month. 

A  more  accurate  Interpretation  of  CoDimlsaloner  Culliert son's 
attitude  is,  In  my  Judgint*nt,  contained  in  a  lelt«T  wbl<h  he 
wrote  to  Commissioner  Costlgan  10  months  earlier,  namely,  on 
July  27,  1927,  shortly  after  he  had  arrived  at  Bucharest.  Hav- 
ing just  heard  that  Edgar  Brossard,  formerly  a  memher  of  the 
comml.ssion's  staff,  had  been  appoiutetl  to  succeed  *^'nll»ert«r>n  on 
the  Tariff  Commission,  former  Commissioner  Culbertson  wrote 
to  his  colleague,  Mr,  Costigan,  as  foUowg : 

Deas  Ma.  CoaTiGAM :  I  can  hardly  l^i^lleve  it,  but  Its  in  tbe  Emporia 
Gazette,  so  that  it  must  be  true.  Its  i>ot  much  of  a  '•omi)li-nent  to  me 
that  Brossard  is  selected  to  fill  my  place.  If  this  appointm'-nt  Is  to  be 
regarded  as  a  revelation  of  tbe  President's  policy,  I  fee>  folly  Justified 
in  leaving  tbe  commission.  They  were  certain  to  put  you  ^na  me  Into 
a  minority  and  I  would  have  l>«>en  driven  by  the  force  of  clrrnmstaoc^ 
to  break  with  my  party  without  saving  tbe  commission.  How  does 
Dennis  take  the  new  appointment?  Tbia  wlU  test  bis  proffsslons  to  me. 
I  did  not  suppose  that  Coolidge  would  do  tbr  thing  so  rswly  if  be  did 
it  at  alL  Kvideatiy  our  suspicions  were  correct,  and  Brossard  has 
been  playing  with  tbe  sugar  lobby  and  now  he  bas  bis  reward.  I  can 
imagine  tbe  effect  on  the  staff — upon  men  like  Comer.  Clark.  Delong, 
Simpson.  Wallace,  etc.  Tbey  mast  feel  that  bonesty  ik  not  tbe  best 
policy. 

CCLBEBTSO.ir   orFEBSD   OTHSS   FORITIOKB 

The  determined  effort  to  undermine  Conimlsi»lof»er  Culbert- 
son's Indeiiendence  of  thought  and  acti<m  was  paralleled  by  a 
i  series  of  attempts  to  remove  his  influence  in  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission by  securing  for  him  another  official  position.     Many 
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attmr-rtre  positions  were  dangled  before  his  eyes.  On  Janoary 
15  UnM  the  pul)lic  hearincs  In  rhe  sugar  case  bejcan.  President 
C4^n<lsf»^.  speaking  throngh  Chairman  Marvin,  had  p'aced  him- 
self behind  C«»mmi*'lnner  GInssle.  On  that  day  Commissioner 
Ciilbertson  was  tenderetl  a  place  on  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission As  Commissioner  Co«tig5in  te«tlfled.  "  the  effect  of  his 
at-c^'utaiioe  npon  the  Tariff  Commissi(»n  iind  its  fortunes  "  would 
have  l»een  "  exceeiliugly  unfortunate  in  an  hour  when  the  votes 
of  the  et.mmlssioners  with  nti^xt  to  the  lnn>artl«l  conduct  of 
the  affairs  of  the  oimmission  were  so  evenly  divided." 

Comniissinner  Culbertson's  strong  interest  In  eci>nomic  quej^ 
tlon^  of  on  international  nature  was  growln?  cr.nstantly  and 
was  well  known  to  the  administration.  From  time  to  time  this 
Interest  was  touched  upon  In  conversations  between  Commis- 
Rl.mer  C^lbertson  and  President  Coolldge's  confidential  secre- 
tarv  Mr  C.  Ba.scom  Slemp.  On  July  21.  1924,  the  sugar  case 
thn-ateneil  to  come  to  a  conclusion.  Methods  of  d^-'ay^nK  *£f 
rep„rt— except  for  the  rtinrges  igalnst  C«»mml9siODor  Culbert- 
son— had  almost  been  exhausted.  The  charges  advanced  by 
Silverman,  the  bentwood  lobbyist,  were,  however,  pending.  As 
yet  Commissioner  Costlgan  had  not  had  his  reassuring  conversa- 
tion with  Mr.  Martin,  of  the  Department  of  Justice  when  Mr. 
Slemp   asked    C^mmiasloner   Culbertson    to   come  over    to   the 

KxtvuUve  Offices.  ^       _,  _^,     ...  ^^^ 

Mr  Slemp  asked  whether  he  remembered  correctly  that  Cora- 
mis.sioner  Cull)ert«..n  had  at  one  time  expressed  a  d*«*i^^«^  a 
foreign  app«»intment.  Commissioner  Culbert.son  admitted  that 
this  wax  true,  but  said  that  Presi.lent  Harding  had  insisted 
tlmt  he  shcHild  reinaln  on  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  that  he 
al«*o  could  not  afford  an  ambassadorship  because  of  the  expense 
Invtvlvetl  <^ther  ptwitions  he  was  not  willing  t»»  consider.  The 
conversation  ran  on.  Mr.  Slemp  finally  went  in  to  talk  things 
over  with  the  President  and  came  back  saying,  In  substance: 

That  the  Premideut  wna  Interested  In  Mr.  Culbertj»n^  mtare.  and  de- 
■Iml  hJm  to  »»  happy  in  his  wor*.  and  was  dl.sposed  to  Me  that  tie 
would  hav*"  an  opportunity  to  round  out  his  political  career. 

Mr  Slemp  concluded  that  in  the  end  It  would  be  possible  to 
work  out  some  appointment  or  other  In  which  Commissioner 
CuU>ertstMi  would  be  interested. 

In  uiy  Judiaueut,  there  is  not  the  slightest  reason  to  doubt  that 
C4miuiis.sion«r  Culbert8«)n  would  under  no  circumstances  have 
acci'pted  un  appointment  which  would  liave  Involved  running 
awuy  from  tl»e  sugar  case.  At  the  same  time  to  contend,  as 
Mr  (^ull)ertson  later  did.  that  the  President  had  not  wjught  to 
tempt  him  with  other  piwltions  In  order  to  get  Couimlsslouer 
CulbertsiMi  out  of  the  Tariff  Commission  re(juln>s  a  very  strained 
construction  of  the  eveiiU  of  the  21st  of  July  and  of  the  preced- 
ing months.  It  is  clear  enough  that  at  least  some  of  the  gen- 
tlemen who  supiKirted  Mr.  Culbertson's  candidacy  for  a  diplo- 
matic p«»st  were  moved  by  reasons  other  than  a  simple  friendly 
Interest  In  Mr.  Culbert^ion's  happiness.  It  is  only  nec^-ssary 
to  cali  attention  to  one  of  the  more  informing  and  interesting 
ptige««  of  the  Finance  Committee's  late  hearings  on  the  sugar 
achedule.     FVom  page  237  of  the  hearings  on  sugar  I  read: 

Senator  Hak«iiioj«.  It  waa  when  Culbert-ion  waa  removed  and  aent 
over  to  some  country — aent  oat  of  thia  country? 

Si'iiator  Smo<">t    He  wanted  to  jto. 

Senator  SRoarmioaJL  Wlaetber  It  was  proper  to  aend  bim  oat,  I  would 

not  say. 

Senator  Smoot.  He  was  very  anzioaa  to  go.  whether  be  was  aeat  or 

not. 

Hcnntur  SHorrFiwra.  What  ye*r  waa  It? 
/Senator  ^uocrt.  1024. 

Renalor  SaovrBilMa   1924.      AU   right. 

Senator  Shoot.  I  wlU  aajr  that  we  were  all  anxloos  to  have  him  go. 

8rnutor  IIakmbos.  Yes;  I  understand  that  you  had  to  give  him  a  tit- 
nation  and  M-nd  tilni  abroad. 

Senator  Watsoji.  .Sot  on  account  of  the  sugar  tariff. 

Senator  8il<X)T.   It  was  not  to  get  rid  of  him. 

Senator  Watson.  That  waa  the  ot>Je^.-t  I  had  in  recommending  him. 
I  rtcomniended  bim  for  a  foreign  appointment,  and  the  *'  foreigner " 
the  letter. 

tM>nal«r  SaosTBioaa.  I  was  not  consulted  in  that  case. 
■uoAB  aaroBT  fijiallt  bsacbbs  paaaiDBVT 

I  DOW  wish  to  return  to  the  chronological  history  of  the  sugar 
investigation   Itself. 

The  situation  on  July  25,  1924.  the  day  before  the  date  upon 
which  the  final  meeting  in  tl»e  sugar  case  was  to  be  held,  was 
grsiphlcally  describe«l  during  the  committee's  hearings  by  Com- 
mis.^ioner  Costlgan  when  he  said: 

Let  us  recall  for  a  moment  what  the  experience*  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
missioB  bad  been.  We  bad  been  advised  that  the  Presldeat  would 
npbokl  Commlaslooer  Glaasie  In  bla  i>articlpatlon  la  the  sugar  tnvestl- 
gatiron.  •  •  *  On  January  IS  aad  on  Jaly  0  (when  the  cryptic 
batter  meaaa^  reached  the  commiasion)     *     *     *     w«  were  again  led 
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to  htBeve  that  the  highest  executive  of  the  Government,  to  whom  we 
gave  respect,  aad  with  whom  we  had  very  cloee  offleial  relations  under 
the  I  rovisions  of  this  act,  was  not  Interested  In  hnvlng  us  complete  the 
sogar  report;  at  least,  was  not  favoraMe  to  its  completion  under  the 
cond  tlons  which  prevailed.  Subsequent  to  these  incidents  Commis- 
sion* r  Culbertson  had  been  threatened  with  public  disgrace  through  a 
chari:e  referred  to  the  Attorney  General,  which  charRc  was  leveled  at 
him.  as  I  before  stated,  by  a  disappointed  applicant  for  tariff  fHvors. 
8ab«>quently  the  Attorney  General  udvise<l  us  that  he  had  be«n  asked  to 
burr  r  this  report  to  the  White  House.  Acain,  promises  of  distinguished 
consideration  had  Ix-en  given  to  Commissioner  Culbertson  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  President.  With  these  promises  and  these  fears  op«rating 
almost  simultaneously  on  his  mind  Commissioner  Culbertson,  as  he 
repo -ted  the  incident  to  us,  was  asliod  whether  it  would  not  be  prac- 
tlcille  to   delay   the   sugar  report. 

C>mmi8sioner  Gostigan's  concern  over  this  succession  of 
events  became  so  great  that  he  felt  it  his  public  duty  on  the 
evening  of  July  25  to  advise  the  late  Senator  I^  Follette — with- 
out touching  up<in  the  C(Mifidential  aspects  of  the  sugar  case  then 
pern  ling — that  In  his  judgment — 

unless  something  could  be  done  In  a  way  unknown  to  me  and  beyond 
my  ibility  to  Indicate.  I  feared  that  the  performance  of  the  commis- 
sion s  semljudicial  functions  would  be  interfered  with  and  the  sugar 
repcrt  would  not  reach  the   White   House. 

As  the  result  of  this  conference  the  late  Senator  La  Follette 
issted  a   public  statement  that — 

I  have  reason  to  believe  that  representatives  of  the  sugar  interests 
hav!  been  powerful  enough  to  delay,  through  the  highest  ofBclul  chan- 
nel of  the  Government,  the  final  decision  and  report  of  the  Tariff 
Con  mission,  and  that  attempts  have  l)een  made  to  Intimidate  and  other- 
wlM  obstruct  the  action  of  that  body. 

Following  the  wide  jHiWicity  given  this  statement,  Commi*- 
sioi  ler  Costigan  testified  : 

efforts  to  Interfere  with  the  transmission  of  the  sugar  report  to  the 
I're  tldent  came  to  an  abrupt  end. 

>rhen  the  Tariff  Commission  met  again  on  July  2G  for  the 
fiirLher  consideration  of  tlie  sugar  report.  Chairman  Marvin 
ass?rted  that  It  was  practically  Imixissible  for  him  to  set  a 
dat?  for  the  completion  of  his  minority  report  When  Commis- 
.sloiier  Ix'wIs  moved  that  the  time  for  completing  the  opinions 
be  ?xtended  to  July  30,  Mr.  Marvin  promised  to  proceed  with 
all  possible  dispatch.  Finally,  on  July  31,  1924,  the  majority 
rep)rt  went  to  the  President,  and  the  Mar^'ln-Burgess  dis- 
senting opinion  followed  on  the  next  day.  The  cttse  was  now, 
affr  all  these  agtmlzing  months,  in  the  hands  of  the  President. 
Prtss  statements  announced  that  an  early  decision  mlglit  be 
exi  ected. 

COMMISaiONEB   UCWIS    ASKKO    TO    RX810N    IN    ADVANCB 

1  Hiile  the  sugar  report  was  thus  In  the  President's  hands,  the 
ter  in  of  Commissioner  Lewis  expired. 

J  ,t  least  twice — on  May  22  and  on  July  25— President  (>)olidge 
haf  assured  Commissioner  Culbertson  of  his  intention  to  reap- 
point Commissioner  Lewi.s.  Early  in  June  the  Democratic 
members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Re  >rescntativef  sent  to  the  President  letters  recommending 
Commissioner  Lewis's  reappointment  There  was  no  reason 
to  suspect  Mr.  Coolidge  of  haitK^ring  any  contrary  indentions, 
evtn  though  Comml.s.sioner  Lewis  had  found  It  Impossible  to 
coiiply  with  the  President's  request  for  a  delay  of  the  sugar 
reiort 

.ate  in  August.  1924,  it  became  known  that  a  so  called 
"rational  tariff  council"  had  launched  a  campofen  to  raise 
$1<  1.000  with  which  to  convert  the  South  to  uUra-protectlonism 
an  i  to  further  the  selection  of  a  high-tariff  Democrat  to  succeed 
Co  mmL»»sioner  Lewis. 

>n  the  morning  of  September  8.  1924 — the  day  after  the  ex- 
pl  Htion  of  Commissioner  Lewis's  term — President  Coolidge 
ca  led  Comml8.«doner  Culbertson  to  the  White  House.  The  Presi- 
de it  stated  that  he  Intended  to  reappoint  Commissioner  Lewis, 
but  handed  to  Commissioner  Culbertson  a  sheet  of  ik\\mh-  upon 
wliich  to  take  down  a  letter  which  the  President  wished  Mr. 
Ia  wis  to  write.  Its  text,  as  dictated  by  the  I^resident  to  Com- 
m-  Bsloner  Culbertson,  read  : 

hereby  resign  ais  a  member  of  the  Tariff  Commluioo,  to  take  effect 
up>u  your  acceptance. 

The  President  about  to  reappoint  a  commissioner,  and  that 
CO  nmissioner  had  not  accedeti  to  his  request  concerning  delay 
of  the  sugar  case.  The  President,  in  informing  Commissioner 
CtJbertson  that  he  intended  to  reapp»iint  Commissioner  Lewis, 
gave  Conunlasion  Culbertson  a  sheet  of  paper  and  sai<i :  "  Here 
is  a  letter  that  I  want  Commissioner  Lewis  to  write."  That 
le  ter  was  an  unqualified  letter  of  resignation.  In  other  words, 
ib  i  President,  in  exchange  for  a  reappointment  upon  the  com- 


mission, demanded  in  advance  from  Commissioner  Lewis,  whose 
term  had  expired,  a  letter  of  unqualified  resignation. 

The  President  knew  that  Commis.-^ioner  Lewis — as  the  commis- 
sioner later  said  himself — "  wanted  this  reappointment  and 
wanted  it  very  badly."  Commissioner  Lewis  also  knew  that  lib* 
retirement  might  very  possibly  be  followed  by  the  selection  of 
some  one  who.  Instead  of  maintaining  the  high  standards  for 
which  he  had  fought  on  the  eommission,  would  I*  of  the  same 
stripe  as  other  Harding  and  Coolidge  appointees.  The  Presi- 
dent may  well,  therefore,  have  thought  that  the  chances  of  get- 
ting the  resignation  of  Commissioner  Lewis  in  advance  were 
good.  If  he  did  hope  for  this,  he  seriously  misjudged  Commis- 
sioner Lewis. 

On  tlie  afternoon  of  Septeml>er  8  C-ommissioner  Lewis  went 
to  the  White  House.  Saying,  "  Mr.  I^ewis,  I  am  going  to  reap- 
point you,"  the  President  reached  for  the  appointment  certificate 
and  proceeded  to  sign  it.  He  had  half  completed  his  signature 
when  he  a.sked,  "Did  you  bring  that  letter  with  you?"  When 
he  discovered  that  the  letter  was  not  forthcoming,  he  stopi)ed 
momentarily  In  high  displeasure  and  then  resumed  the  signature, 
saying,  "  Well,  it  does  not  matter :  you  will  hold  office  only  at 
my  pleasure  in  any  event"  Noticing  the  President's  disappoint- 
ment that  he  had  not  bniught  his  resignation  with  him,  Com- 
misr-ioner  l^^wis  suggested,  "  Mr.  President,  perhaps  if  you  were 
to  hear  the  considerations  which  determined  me  to  this  conclu.sion 
you  might  agree  with  my  imint  of  view."  to  which  the  President 
answered  oidy,  "  Oh,  no ;  I  would  not" 

He  pushed  the  signed  commission  over  toward  Commissioner 
Lewis,  who,  noticing  the  President's  continued  displeasure,  said, 
"  Well,  now.  Mr.  President,  you  and  I  are  the  only  men  in  the 
world  who  know  that  paper  has  l)een  signed.  Just  destroy  it." 
•'  Oh,  no,"  said  the  President.  "  I  wont  do  that.  I  had  no 
present  intention  or  thought  of  using  it  at  all.  My  only  idea 
was  that  if  a  separation  became  necessary  between  us  it  might 
be  accomplished  more  pleasantly  in  this  way."  He  might  have 
added,  Mr.  President,  more  speedily,  and  without  any  qualifying 
statement  being  made  by  tlie  commissioner  who  resigned. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     What  President  was  that? 

Mr.  IJi  FOLLETTE.     It  was  President  Coolidge. 

The  commission  which  the  President  had  signed  was  only  for 
a  recess  appointment,  until  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress. Mr.  Lewis's  name  was  never  submitted  to  the  Senate 
and  he  therefore  left  the  commission  on  March  4.  1925.  Com- 
missioner Culbertson,  during  his  appearance  before  the  select 
committee.  Interpreted  the  Presidents  desire  for  the  unqualified 
letter  of  resignation  of  Mr.  Lewis  as  a  mere  device  for  putting 
the  President  In  possession  of  something  with  which  to  bargain 
should  the  elections  of  the  following  November  turn  into  a 
Democratic  victory  and  thus  open  the  way  to  obstruction  of  any 
other  appointments  which  the  President  might  wish  to  submit 
to  the  short  session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  I  refrain  from  commenting  upon  the  ethics  of 
that  procedure,  even  putting  Commissioner  Culbertson's  Inter- 
pretation upon  It. 

I'resident  Coolldge's  own  statements,  as  reported  In  Commis- 
sioner I^ewls's  entirely  uncontradicted  testimony,  make  it  aiv 
parent  that  other  conslderatlong  were  In  the  back  of  the  Presi- 
dent's mind. 

rUBTHCa  DELAY  IN  SCCAB  CASB 

The  Tariff  Commission  reassembled  in  the  fall  of  1924,  but 
instead  of  receiving  from  the  President  information  concerning 
his  final  decision  in  the  sugar  case  a  series  of  letters  began  to 
arrive  from  the  White  House  asking  for  supplementary  In- 
formation. The  commission  proceeded  to  attempt  to  supply  the 
additional  Information  sought  by  the  President.  Effort**  to 
expedite  action  were,  however,  blocked  by  the  ingenuity  of 
Commissioners  Marvin  and  Burgess  In  finding  new  statistical 
Inquiries  which  they  insisted  ought  to  be  made.  In  their  lnglg^ 
ence  they  again  secured  the  support  of  the  President. 

Tlie  commission  struggled  with  the  additional  data  requested 
by  the  President  for  another  two  months,  rent  again  by  Inter- 
nal divisions  even  bitterer  than  those  of  the  i»recedlng  spring. 
These  dissensions  centered  to  no  small  extent  about  the  efforts 
of  Commissioners  Marvin  and  Burgess  to  give  to  Doctor  Bros- 
fwrd,  then  a  Jimior  economist  from  a  Utah  agricultural  school, 
who  had  Joined  the  commission's  staff  on  the  eve  of  the  sugar 
Investigation,  a  status  in  preparing  tlie  new  data  equal  with 
that  of  Doctor  Bernhardt,  the  experienced  head  of  the  sugar 
division. 

Some  of  the  material  eventually  requested  by  the  President 
threatened  to  prolong  the  Investigation  Indefinitely.  Immedi- 
ately after  the  November  election  Commissioners  Burgess  and 
Marvin  changed  their  minds  concerning  the  Importance  of  some 
of  the  material  which  they  had  insisted  upon,  and  after  a 
peremptory  letter  from  the  President  had  been  transmitted  on 
November  14  the  I'ariff  Conunission's  work  on  sugar  came  to  an 
end. 


It  must  be  remembered  in  studying  the  sugar  case  that  dur- 
ing a  very  Important  part  of  those  proceedings  a  presidential 
campaign  was  In  progress  In  the  United  States,  in  which  the 
then  Chief  Executive  was  a  candidate. 

It  was  not  until  seven  months  later,  on  June  15.  192."^,  that 
the  President  issued  his  proc*lamation  stating  that,  "  giving  due 
wel^t "  to  sundry  considerations  which  he  set  forth,  *'  affirma- 
tive action  has  In'en  posti>oned  uih>u  the  sugar  report  submitted 
some  months  ago,"  but  that  should  conditions  <  hange  so  as  to 
raise  world  prices  again.  "  the  change  in  conditions  might  war- 
rant a  reconsideration  of  the  present  tlecislon  to  iHWtpone  aitlon 
upon  the  recommendation  offered  In  the  majority  report  of  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission." 

A  precedent  for  the  prompt  publication  of  the  commission's 
report  as  soon  as  definite  action  liad  been  taken  by  the  I'resi- 
dent had  been  created  in  the  wheat  case.  The  pro<'lamatlon  in 
the  wheat  case  was  issued  on  March  7,  1924.  On  March  '21  of 
the  same  year  the  commission — inasmuch  as  this  was  the  first 
report  to  he  prepared — asked  to  be  advLsed  of  the  Presi«lenfs 
wishes  with  regard  to  Its  publication.  The  reply  received  from 
Secretary  Slemp,  dated  March  24,  while  not  enthusiastic  over 
the  prospect  of  publication,  gave  its  assent. 

On  July  10,  1925.  nearly  a  month  after  the  Prt>«ldent's  procla- 
mation, the  commission  wrote  to  the  President  for  pemd.ssiou 
to  print  the  sugar  report.  On  July  13  Secretary  Sanders 
answer««d  curtly  that  the  President  preferred  to  hold  the  reiK>rt 
unpublished  for  the  present. 

Nothing  further  was  «lone  In  the  matter  until  March  17.  1926, 
when  on  the  eve  of  the  select  committee's  hearings  Chairman 
Marvin  suggested  to  the  I'resident  that  it  would  be  well  to  fore- 
stall crltlcL«»m  by  notifj'ing  the  commission  that  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  publication  of  the  -iugar  reiiort.  The  President 
gave  no  hndlcation  of  having  recei\*d  the  letter,  and  Chainnau 
Marvin  rested  wlthtjut  doing  anytliing  further  until  a  subiMMia, 
calling  for  a  copy  of  the  report,  had  been  sent  to  the  commission 
by  the  select  committee.  Another  underground  message  was 
at  last  forthcoming,  so  that  the  chairman  was  able  to  advl.se 
the  commission — 

that  he  had  be<>n  Informed  from  the  White  House  that  the  President 
desired  the  comraimlon  to  make  its  decision  with  regard  to  submittiu£ 
those  reports. 

Thereupon,  having  heard  Its  master's  voice,  the  Marvin-con- 
trolled majority  of  the  commission  plucke<l  up  Its  ct»urage  stiffl- 
clently  at  last  to  give  publicity  to  the  text  of  the  sugar  rpp<»rt. 

This.  Mr.  Prertdent,  is  the  history  of  the  case  which,  con- 
sidered In  all  of  its  Implications  and  effects,  exceeded  by  far 
in  importance  all  other  cases  which  the  Tariff  Commisshm  has 
examined  with  any  degree  of  thoroughness  under  the  flexibl*? 
provisions. 

*^  OTHBK   CAHCa    OKDCa   PLKZIBLa   PIOVUIIONa 

The  histories  of  other  cases — in  so  far  as  the  details  Unrame 
available  during  the  Senate  committee's  hearings — show  less 
evidence  of  direct  interference  from  the  White  House  in  the 
commission's  investigations.  Perhaps  less  was  considered  neces- 
sary after  the  spring  of  1926  when  the  superprotectlonists 
gained  almost  complete  control  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  Also 
most  of  the  cases — especially  those  involving  possible  decreases — 
were  of  very  minor  Importance.  The  evils  flowing  from  the 
organisation  developed  under  the  present  flexible  provisions— 
not  only  in  the  character  of  the  appointments  made  by  two 
Presidents,  but  in  the  continual  running  to  and  fro  between  the 
commission's  oflJces  and  the  White  Houst— nevertheless  left 
their  mai-k  upon  many  cases  other  than  that  of  sugar. 

President  Harding,  while  insisting  that  all  stwh  cases  should 
be  called  to  his  attention  before  the  commission  acted  definitely, 
early  recognized  that  the  commlsalon  had  the  power  and  the 
duty  to  search  out  cases  which  appeared  to  require  Investiga- 
tion, even  thoufOi  no  petition  had  been  filed.  In  the  spring  of 
1923  the  commission  therefore  submitted  to  President  Harding 
preliminary  reports  indicating  that  Investigations  should  t>e 
made  concerning  the  duties  on  lemons  and  on  wtton  hosiery. 

The  statement  discussing  lemons  was  signed  by  a  majority  of 
the  commlBBloners.  Chairman  Marvin  opposed  the  Investigation 
warmly.  Instead  of  submitting  a  minority  opinion  for  trans- 
mission to  the  President  in  accordance  with  proper  procedure, 
Commissioner  Marvin  finally  went  around  to  the  White  House 
personally  to  advocate  the  shelving  of  the  lemon  report— at  least 
until  the  President  could  In  the  ctmrse  of  his  projected  west 
coast  tour  visit  California  and  take  account  of  the  local  senti- 
ment there  concerning  such  an  Investigation.  The  relation  of 
this  •*  local  sentiment "  to  the  economic  facts  of  the  lemon 
industry  is  not  clear  In  your  committee's  hearing.  Evid«ntly 
Chairman  Marvin  thought  that  the  Uriff  is  a  political  problem 
as  well  as  an  economic  problem.  The  I'resident,  at  leairt.  saw 
the  cogency  of  the  argument  He  told  Coumilssiouer  (.'nllKitson 
that,  while  inclined  to  a^ree  that  the  investigation  should  be 
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made,  he  felt  that  th«  commiaaioo  oagtit  to  wait  until  he  had 
returned  from  California. 

Prt-Hident  HardinK  died  Aut^ist  3.  1923.  before  he  had  an 
opportuulty  to  sound  out  setitin.ent  In  t^e  lemon-Rrowlng  State 
of  California.  In  September  members  of  the  eommissioa  called 
President  CoolidRe's  attention  to  the  status  of  the  lemon  report 
Pr<*sldent  Coolldge  examined  the  report,  and  said  that  he  was 
difspoHed  tf>  feel  that  the  investigation  ought  to  be  ordered. 
However,  he  thought  he  would  like  to  have  a  little  more  time 
to  make  up  his  mind.  The  President  had  not  made  up  his 
mind  on  lemons  when  he  retired  from  office,  five  and  a  half 
years  later. 

The  hosiery  case  began  in  an  application  for  a  hiijher  duty 
on  Infants*  hoelery.  After  a  preliminary  investigation,  the 
commission  won  President  Harding's  approval  of  an  eiteaslon 
of  the  invostlgatlnn  to  cover  all  kinds  of  cotton  h<isiery.  Field 
work  went  forward  comparatively  rapidly  in  1923.  and  at  the 
end  of  the  year  public  hearings  were  held.  The  data  assembled 
suRge«te<l  a  decrease  in  the  duty,  although  final  conclusions  had 
not  he«»n  reached. 

It  re<iuired  almost  exactly  two  years  more  to  get  the  report 
In  the  hosiery  case  to  the  White  House,  the  result.  Vice  Chair- 
man iVnnis  chargtHl,  of  deliberate  delay.  "Any  report,"  he 
said.  "  whose  conclusions  are  dLsta.«?teful,  Is  liable  to  be  post- 
pone«l  and  can  be  ix)stponed."  The  record  of  the  hosiery  case, 
not  unlike  that  of  the  sugar  case,  consists  of  innumerable  at- 
tempts to  bring  about  action — pres.sed  especially  by  Oonunia- 
sioner  Dennis  after  his  appointment  to  the  commission  In 
lail.'i — and  of  innumerable  shifts  ami  turns  on  the  part  of  other 
coiundssioners  to  let  the  report  lie  dormant  while  other  and 
more  pleasant  business  was  being  transacted.  The  hosiery 
ret>ort — rei-ommending  slight  increases  on  some  classes  and 
deicreaaes  on  others — Is  still  awaiting  action  by  the  President 

PSOTKACTKO  DKLAT  IN  CA8C8  UX>KINO  TO  KBDCCTIOXa 

Extraordinarily  protractetl  delay — extraordinary  even  for 
the  Tariff  Commission — has  been  the  usual  fate  attending  cases 
which  suggest  a  decrease  In  tariff  rates.  It  is  true  that  the 
det-rease  in  the  duty  on  bran  and  mill  feeds  went  through  in 
less  than  four  months,  but  this  was  l)ecause  of  the  strong  pres- 
sure In  favor  of  a  hurried  completion  of  the  entire  investiga- 
tion of  wheat  and  wheat  priniucts,  it  being  then  a  presidential 
campaign  year.  Also,  the  commission's  great  reduction  gesture 
in  the  hobwhite  quail  case  was  completed  in  a  little  over  four 
mouths.  But  this  liad  the  solid  and  enthusiastic  support  of 
the  administration,  as  the  result  of  Commissioner  E>ennis'8 
repeated  representations  to  President  Coolidge  that  8<.)me  case 
involving  a  reduction  ought  to  be  undertaken,  to  preserve  a 
repiitution  for  impartiality. 

Three  other  actual  n^luetions  have  been  made.  In  March, 
192:^.  some  one  sncceeile*!  in  inserting  in  the  commission's 
agenda  the  paintbru.sh  liandle  case.  The  complicated  economic 
pn'blems  involved  in  the  production  of  paintbrush  handles  re- 
quin«d  42  months  for  their  solution.  Then  there  was  the  cresylic 
acid  case,  over  which  the  cf>mmis.slon  brooded  for  51  months. 
Its  record  for  delay  in  cases  recommending  reductions  in  duties 
was  made  in  tlie  case  of  phenol.  The  phenol  investigation  be^ 
gan  on  Hay  4,  1923.  Not  until  October  7,  lin27— 54  months 
later — was  the  report  transmitted  to  the  President  Yet  the 
Senator  from  Utah  told  us  on  yesterday  that  we  needed  the 
dexible  provision  of  the  law  in  order  to  have  a  week-to-weelE 
and  month-to-month  adjustment  of  tariff  rates.  Mr.  President, 
Conjrress  nin  generally  revise  the  tariff  quicker  than  the  Tariff 
Commission  can  carry  through  a  case  which  looks  to  a  reduc- 
tion in  a  rate  of  duty. 

No  one  can  deny  that  many  of  the  cases  submitted  to  the 
Tariff  Commission  have  Involved  terrifically  complicated  prob- 
lems— so  ct"»mplicated  that  any  rapid  readjustment  would  neces- 
-  sarily  have  been  based  upou  data  and  assumptions  as  crude  as 
those  which  govern  tariff  making  by  the  Ways  and  Means  and 
Finance  Committees.  This  difikolty  is  inherent  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  statute  creating  the  flexible  tariff.  It  is,  never- 
tlieiess,  sari)ri.sing  that  it  should  have  been  possible  to  complete 
a  report  upon  wheat  in  foar  months,  while  the  pig-iron  case 
required  4t>  months,  and  the  plate-glass  case  65  months.  It  may 
be  that  Congress  has  been  too  nilggardiy  in  its  appropriations 
for  the  Tariff  Commission  and  that  $750,000  a  year  is  not 
enough  to  meet  tiie  annual  cost  of  the  flexible  pro^'islon.  Its 
pn>{K>nents  do  not  seem  to  have  sought  for  more,  however.  The 
greater  diflk-ultiee  appear  to  have  been  in  the  statute,  in  the 
commission's  relations  with  the  l*resident,  and  In  the  remark- 
ably dilatory  methods  used  by  some  members  of  the  conuuia- 
sion.  to  which  the  Senate  commlttet^'s  attention  was  called  by 
the  testimony  of  Couunisaionacs  Coatigau,  Lewis,  Cvlbertaon,  and 
Dennia. 
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T  lere  was,  for  instance,  the  butter  case,  which  Commissioner 
Dennis  believed  could  have  been  sent  to  the  President  in  the 
fall  of  1924.  It  got  to  Uie  W'hite  House  in  February,  1!)26. 
By  tliat  time  the  data  upon  which  it  was  based  had  largely  be- 
come antiquated;  and  the  principal  ct>mpetlng  country,  uiK»n 
whJL'h  the  comijarisous  had  been  based,  was  no  longer  Denmark, 
but  Canada. 

Y  on  talk  about  week-to-week  and  month-to-mouth  adjustments 
of  he  tariff!  Here  was  an  important  case  which  was  so  long 
In  he  hands  of  the  commission  that  the  data  concerning  the 
principal  competing  country  had  become  obsolete,  and  the  priu- 
cip<  il  competing  couutry  was  no  longer  Denmark  but  Canada. 

C  ommissioner  Coetigan  Justly  remarked  that  the  most  remark- 
abl '  feature  of  the  butter  ca.se  "  was  its  inexplii'able  delay." 
Its  management  had  been  so  peculiar  that  Commissioner  Dtnnis 
fell  that  it  had  been  "used  as  a  sort  of  stage  property  to  be 
brought  out  as  occasion  may  demand  for  sidetracking  o(her 
ma  ters  which  also  ought  to  have  been  expedited." 

I'ilatory  methods  held  up  the  taximeter  case  for  30  months, 
untl  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  warned  members  of  the 
con  mission  that  further  delay  would  lead  to  a  senatorial  in- 
vesigation.  Another  Senator  had  less  success  in  expediting 
acton  in  the  vegetable-oils  case,  which,  after  five  and  a  half 
years,  is  still  in  the  process  of  preparation. 

The  log  ease  excellently  illustrates  the  disinclination  of  those 
commissioners  who  followed  CTiairman  Marvin's  lead  to  touch 
a  <a.se  which  might  force  them  to  recommend  a  reduction  in 
duty.  A  preliminary  reimrt  had  been  made  in  March,  1921^,  and 
the  commission's  advisory  board  recommended  that  an  liivesti- 
gat  ion  be  made.  The  formal  order  was  issued  in  July.  1923. 
In  (>ctt>ber  Chairman  Marvin  and  his  followers  succeeded  in 
parsing  a  resolution  discontinuing  the  I'ase.  Their  grounds  were 
that  the  provision  of  the  act  of  1922  for  a  log  duty  in( hided  a 
claise  stating  that  if  certain  Canadian  exp«irt  duties  were 
removed  logs  should  go  on  the  free  list.  An  opinion  to  this 
eff(Ct  was  prepared  by  Commissioner  Olassie.  Commissioners 
Cu  bertson  and  Costigan  were  not  Inclined  to  yield  easily  and 
succeeded  in  getting  the  President  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
for  an  opinion  in  the  matter.  The  Attorney  General  held  that 
the  grounds  for  the  dLscontinuance  of  the  case  had  no  validity 
at  I  ill. 

iiter  months  of  maneuvering  the  commission  began  its  in- 
vesJgatlon  afresh  in  April,  1924.  In  September,  1924,  field 
wo  k  had  been  completed ;  but  not  until  August,  1925,  was  a 
put  lie  hearing  held,  and  the  case  had  advanced  no  further  early 
in  1926.  Commissioner  Dennis  at  that  time  felt  that  the  "  in- 
dls  wsition  to  push  through  a  case  involving  a  lower  duty  "  had 
bet  ?me  so  strong  that  it  was  useless  to  attempt  to  get  a  reduc- 
tion from  the  existing  commi.<?sion,  in  which  Corami.ssioners 
Marvin,  Glassie,  Brossard,  and  Baldwin  then  constitute<l  a  ma- 
jor ty.  CommiiCdoner  Costigan  stated  that,  allhouRh  the  I*resi- 
dei  t  evidently  desired  a  fairly  early  report,  there  had  been 
within  the  commission  "apparently  continuous  opposition  to  the 
flm.l  report."  Consequently  It  did  n<»t  reach  the  President  until 
March  13,  1928,  three  years  and  a  half  after  the  public  hearing 
an(  almost  exactly  five  years  after  the  case  began ;  and  then 
onlr  after  three  of  the  Commissioners — Marvin,  Brossard,  and 
Lou-ell — had  contrived  an  Ingenious  theory,  based  largely  upon 
hn<^^»thetical  but  nonexistent  towage  charges,  which,  they  stated, 
J  unified  an  increase  in  duty. 

The  most  magnificent  of  all  records  of  delay  was  made  in 
the  llnseed-oll  case,  A  report,  recommending:  a  decreasie  in  duty, 
wail  sent  to  I'resident  Coolidge  on  March  3,  1920.  Kleven  months 
lat(fr  the  President  remembering  the  rexwrt,  requested  addi- 
tional Information,  although  the  report  had  l>een.  Commissioner 
Coiitlgan  told  the  Senate  committee,  "by  all  cnlds  the  most 
carefully  prepared  of  any  of  the  chemical  reports."  A  sectnid 
retort  was  not  forthcoming  until  June  19  of  this  year;  so  that 
six  years  and  three  months  had  elapsed  since  the  commission's 
Investigation  in  this  case  was  instituted. 

Jl.  little  more  than  80  investigations  under  the  provisions  of 
sec  Lion  315  had  been  begun  by  the  Tariff  Commission  when,  la.st 
March,  President  Hoover  placed  an  embargo  upon  new  casea 
pei  ding  the  fate  of  the  bUl  now  before  us.  The  record  of  per- 
formance in  these  cases  is  not  an  Inspiring  one.  The  investiga- 
tions ordered,  the  number  of  months  which  elapsed  between  the 
dai  e  of  the  order  and  the  completion  of  the  report  in  those 
ca£  es  in  which  the  commission  has  been  able  to  arrive  at  a  final 
cor  elusion,  and  the  total  length  of  time  between  the  beginning 
of  he  casea  and  the  date  of  final  presidential  action,  are  shown 
in  detail  in  a  table  which  has  been  compiled  from  the  com- 
mlsion's  annual  reports  and  supplementarj-  Information  ob- 
tai  led  from  the  commission,  brining  the  table  down  to  the  end 
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of  the  last  fiscal  year.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  that 
table  incori'orateil  in  my  remarks  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICEU  (Mr.  Goldsbobovoh  in  the  chair). 
Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  table  is  as  follows: 

Inrcatigationt  tjrdrrrd 

*  DCRIKO    193.') 


Dftte 

ordered 


IMS 
Mar.  27 

27 

27 
27 

27 
27 

27 

27 
27 
27 
27 
27 
27 
27 
27 

27 
May    4 

4 
4 
4 
4 
4 


4 
5 

July    2 


27 

Al«.  11 

11 

11 

11 

Oct.    ^ 

Nov.  14 


Commodity 


Artiftcial  flowers,  fruit, 
etr. 

Barium  dioxide 

Casein 

Cotton  (doves  and  warp- 
knit  fabric.  i 

Cott-r.n  hosiery. | 

DiethvlbarWluric  acid  ' 
(barbital).  I 

LoRwoo<l  extract 


Montlw 

p«Qd-  Date  revxirt 

Ing  in  t  "■an.tm  i  t  led 

com-   '  to  President 

miasioB 


President's 
proclamation 
or  statement 


Total 

time 

(months) 


IS 

35 
27 

45 

19 


Apparently  suspended  dur- 

inn.  1924. 
Mav  14. 1924  ,  May  19,  lOM 

Mar.    4.1926  1  Pending 

June   12,1935     Oct.      3,1925 


Mirror  platee 

Ox^ic  acid 

Paintbnish  handles.. 

Pip  iron 

PolAssmm  chlorate. . 

Sodium  nitrite 

Sugar.   

Swiss  pattern  files... 


21 
42 
4« 
24 
13 
16 


Wall  pockets 

Brierwood  pipes. 


Cresylic  acid 

Linsee<i  oil 

Phenol 

Print  rollers 

Smokers'     articles     of 

synthetic      phenolic 

resin. 
Synthetic      phenolic 

resin. 

Taximeters 

Plate  glasi! 

Lop>     of     fir,     spruce, 

cedar,      or     western 

hemlock. 
Metallic  magnesia 


.^mino,  acids  and  salts.. 
Caustic  magnesite  and 

magnesite  brick. 
Cru<le   magnesite   and 

caustic  calcined. 
Rare  sugars 


Lace 


Wheat  and  wheat  prod- 
ucts. 


30 


61 
75 
54 
30 


30 

6:. 

60 


Nov. 


23,1926 

6,1924 


Pending 

Nov.  14.1934 


Report  in  preparation  since 

1924. 
InTeetigstion  still  in  progress 


Dec 

Oct. 
Feb. 
Apr. 
Apr. 
July 


19.  1924 

2,1926 

2.1927 

3.1925 

26,1924 

31.1934 


Dec. 
Oct. 
Feb 


29.1924 
14,1926 
23.1927 
11,1925 
6.1924 


June   15.  1925 


Apparently  suspendetl  dur- 
ing 1925. 
Oct.      1,  1925  I  Oct.      1, 1935 
Report  in  preparation  since 

1928. 
June  16, 1927  I  July  20. 1927 
June  19. 1929  June  25. 1929 
Oct.  7. 1<»27  Oct  31. 1927 
Oct.  7. 192.";  June  21, 1926 
Apparently  suspended  dur- 
ing 1924. 


.do. 


Oct.  1, 1925 
Aug.  22,1928 
Mar.  n,  1928 


Dec.  1Z1925 
Jan.  17. 1929 
Pending 


19 

51 


Apparently  suspended  dur- 
ing 1934. 

■  Suspended'on  Mar.'li'  1936' '. 

July     6, 19r  j  Nov.  la  1927 

.Apparently  suspendeil  dur- 
ing 1924. 

Report  in  preparation  since 
1936. 

Mar.    4, 1924  I  Mar.    7, 1934 


DURING    1926 


1925 
Mar.  10 
Apr.   23 

24 
May  19 
July    24 

24 

24 
24 
24 


China  and  earthenware. 
Bent-wood  ciiairs 


Rag  rugs 

Bobwhite  quail. 
Edible  gelatin.. 


Oiue. 


Omnlte 

.Melltanol 

Sodium  silicofluoridfl . 


27 
4 


35 
14 
37 


Investigation  in  progress 

Report  in  preparation  since 

1928. 
July    15, 1927  I  Feb.    13. 1928 
Sept.  28. 1925  I  Oct.      3.  1925 
Report  in  preparation  since 

1927. 
Report  in  preparation  since 

1928 

June  28, 1928     Pending 

Oct.      5,  1920  '  Nov.  27,  1936 
Aug.    11, 1928  I  Aug.   31, 1928 


DURINQ    1920 


1926 

Jan.     8  Biirium  carbonate. 

8  i  Fluorspar 

Mar.    4  I  Cream  of  tartar 


Milk  and  (Team. 
Tartaric  acid 


36 
33 


34 


1 

May  26  j  Cottons^eed 

26  j  P«wpins I        81 

Aug 


Oct. 


4     Kgg.s  uiiil  egg  products. 

4  I  Flaxseed 

4  j  Onions. 

4     Soybeans 

28     Oriental  rugs 


21 


Mar.  17, 1938  Mar.  26, 1928 
Oct.  9,1928  1  Oct.  17,1928 
Rep<^irt  in  preparation  since 

1928 
Jan.    io,  1929  |  May  14. 1920 
Report  in  prepcmition  since 

1928.  ; 

Investigation  in  progress ' 

Jan.    10,  1939     Jan.    19, 1939  I 
Feb.     5,1929     Feb.  20.1929 
I  May    2, 1929     May   14.  1929 

Dec.    11.1928  ' do I 

Investigation  In  progress {. 

Suspended  on  Aug.  1,  1928... . 


13 

"so 


21 
43 
47 
34 

13 
27 


90 


52 

75 
.V) 
30 


82 
70 


56 


OCR! NO 

1924 

1924 
Feb     8 

Animal  and  vegetable 

oils. 
Gold  leaf  

16 
20 
19 
32 
14 

Report  in  [reparation  since 

July   22.1925     Feb.   23,192; 
Feb.     4.1936     Feb.    12,1936 
Feb.   26, 1936  {  Mar.    6, 1936 
Apr.    16, 1937     June    8, 1937 
Nov.    2,1925     Pending 

Apr.     5 

May  29 
July   14 

35 

Men's  sewed  straw  hats. 
Butter.  .            

20 
30 

Aug.    9 
11 

Swiss  cheese      

84 

Halibut             

.......... 

34 
4 


16 
37 


82 
31 
83 

83 


Imvrttiaationa  ordtr^ — Contlnaed 

Dl'RINQ    1937 


Date 
ordered 


Commodity 


1927 

Feb.  25  Maple  sirup  and  sugar. 

.Mar.  22  Cherriw 

May  28  Imitation  pearls 


36 
36 
36 


Perfume  and  toilet  bot- 
tles. 

Potassium  permanga- 
nate. 

Sodium  phosphate 


June 


36  ,  Whiting 

36     Window  glass... 
10     Fresh  tomatoes.. 


Months! 
pend- 
ing in 
com- 
mission. 


Dale  report 

tratLsmitted 
to  l"Tesident 


14 
8 


President's  |  Total 
prorlttiiiiiUon  lime 
or  staictuent  :  (mantbn) 


17 


23 
23 


10     Canned  tomatoes I         21 

24     C^trn I  16 

Oct.    14     Tomato  paste 17 


Apr.  a  1928     Pendmg 
Nov   2.V  nrr  i  l>e<-      X  1«7 
Report  in  preitaration  smoe 

1928, 
Investigation  in  i>rti(tress 


Nov.    3,1938     Nov.  10,1938 


18 


Preparation  of  report  begun 
1929.  { 

May    7,1929     Pending 

Mar.  26. 1929      May  H.  1929  ' 

Report  in  preparatioii  since 
1928 

Feb    28. 1929  I  Pending , 

Oct.    33.  1928  I   .   ..do 

Feb.  38,1930  I do 


DrRiNG  \9i» 


1928 
.\pr.   18     Peppers 

1 
Investigation  in  proems  . 

IS  i  Potassium  nitrat*. 

20  ;  Potatoes.. 

do _ C-ll.lIII 

do 

May  14  I  Tungsten 

do 

28  '  Handkerchiefs 

do 

31     Cork     in-sulation     and 

do 

'      cork  tile. 
July   12  ,  Blown  giasswara... 

do 

20  ,  Barium  dioxide 

do 

36  1  Matzoe 

1 do 1 1.. 

Aug.'  11  1  Decolorizing  carbons 

i do 1 

1                                              1 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  «t>mnii.ssion*.»»  record  of  perform- 
ance under  the  flexible  provision  speaks  for  itself.  The  «aseM 
InvestiCTted  have,  with  a  few  striking  exceptions.  l»een  of  minor 
or  triflinjr  importance.  The  investigjitions  have  Ikhmi  pro- 
longed until  the  conditions  which  the  cases  were  Intentletl  to 
remedy  have  changed  so  completely  that  the  comml.««.«ion*s  fln«l- 
inp«,  when  submitted  at  last,  have  often  had  little  relation  to 
the  then  existing  facts  of  trade  ttud  industrial  life. 

The  basic  difficulty  is  to  be  found  in  the  virtual  imimssibilitjr 
of  freeing  tariff  making  from  "iKrfitlcal"  influences.  The 
special  farors  granted  to  interests  by  the  tariff  are  of  enoruious 
benefit  to  them.  In  order  to  maintain  those  favors,  they  have 
not  hesitatefl  to  bring  political  influenc-e  to  bear  uiK»n  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Tariff  C<»mmis8iou. 

RUBOROINATION    OF    TARirr    COMMtASlOX    TO    rRR81DK«T 

The  Tariff  Commission  alone,  if  constituted  of  fearless  and 
able  men.  might  have  with.stotMl  these  lnflu<'nces.  The  pn)- 
visions  of  section  315.  however,  left  the  way  ofhmi  to  pr»*sidentlal 
domintince  over  the  work  of  the  commission.  Huboniination  to 
the  will  of  the  two  Presidents  under  whof*  a<lministrations  the 
flexible  provision  was  in  force  has  made  inde|jendence  of  thought 
and  action  on  the  commission's  part  virtually  impossible. 

It  must  l>e  granted.  I  believe,  that  the  readinesM  of  Congress 
to  accept  the  flexible  prorision  in  1922  was  bast-tl  upon  the  ex- 
pectation that  the  Tariff  C^ommlssitHi  would  continue  to  func 
tion  in  tiie  inde|)endent,  scicntiflc,  and  thoroui^  manner  which 
had  characterized  its  existence  up  to  that  time.  The  rword  to 
which  I  have  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  this  aftenKsm 
demonstrates  that  intrigue,  fiolitical  influence,  and  cabal  havu 
destroyed  the  Tariff  Commission's  usefulness. 

The  history  of  the  sugar  and  other  cases  shows  that  Presi- 
dents have  been  ready  repeate<lly  to  interfere  with  the  commlb- 
sion,  making  Impartial  and  s«'ientiac  tariff  adjustments  imjios- 
siWe.  Appointments  even  of  .staff  meml>ers.  who  shouhl  have 
been  chosen  for  their  professional  competence  alone,  have  be<Mi 
dictated  by  the  political  influence  of  the  President  or  by  others 
known  to  stand  high  in  the  comidhi  of  the  admlni.Htratlon. 
Why.  Mr.  Pre**l(lent,  they  have  not  h«-8ltated  to  break  down 
the  morale  of  the  scientific  staff  of  thl.«  commissimi  in  oi-der  that 
they  might  have  in  key  positions  men  ready  to  report  t«>  the 
commission  "scientific"  data  '  <>X)ke<l  up"  U»  support  the  i>n^ 
c<>nceived  judgments  of  cominissioiiers  and  other  interested 
parties !  , 

TARirV   A   FOLIIICAl.    IHSUC 

The  inherent  political  character  of  the  tariff  qnesUnn  1? 
resprmslble  for  the  tragic  failure  of  the  flexible  tariff  experi- 
ment. Responsibility  also  rests  with  the  two  Presidents  under 
whom  the  degradation  of  the  Tariff  (Vjmmission  has  been 
brouglit  about.  President  Harding's  simple  faith  in  the  Ohio 
school  of  protectionism  as  a  mefuis  of  solrincr  all  economic  illJ^^ 
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and  President  Coolldge's  "New  England  view"  of  tariff  prob- 
lems led  to  the  packing  of  the  Tariff  Commission  witli  former 
tnriff  lohbyiMts  and  with  men  whose  knowledge  of  economics 
wii.f  trifling  as  t-ompared  with  their  unreasoning  and  fervid 
bt'lief  in  th<'  maintenance  and  upward  revision  of  every  tariff 
rate,  whatever  its  character  might  be. 

POKMBH   COMUiaSIONCRB   iLDMIT  TAILCKS 

The  effects  could  not  be  mistaken  by  the  abler  members  of 
the  commission.  The  former  commission's  first  chairman,  Doc- 
tor Taussig,  warned  in  1925  that — 

tbf  appointments  by  successive  Presidents  •  •  •  have  not  been 
made  eutlrely  with  a  vt«w  to  ability,  training,  and  open-mJndednes8. 
•  •  •  It  is  with  reBTet  that  I  am  compelled  to  state  my  lieliof  that 
In  recent  appointments  tu  the  Tariff  Commissiun  this  procetis  has  been 
carried  to  a  dangerous  and  lamentable  extreme.  Tbe  endeavor  seems 
to  have  be«n  to  make  It  not  an  organlaation  for  nnblascd  inquiry  on  the 
facts,  but  on«  for  preparing  such  recommendations  aa  are  known  in 
advance  to  be  acceptable  to  the  party  and  the  administration  in 
power.  •  •  •  This  much  alone  seems  to  be  clear :  Unless  the 
commission  can  be  kept  thoroughly  nonpartisan,  the  reason  for  its 
exiHten<'«-  as  a  separate  body  is  gone. 

The  comnilNsioii's  second  chairman.  Doctor  Page,  likewise  an 
eminent  e<H)numiNt.  felt  that  tiie  influence  of  tbe  flexible  pro- 
vi.sion,  in  drawing  the  Tariff  Commis.sion  Into  politics,  had  been 
••  wholly  l>ad." 

The  commisKion's  former  vice  chairman.  Commissioner  Cul- 
Ijertsnn,  testitleil  before  the  Senate  committee  in  1926  that  one 
of  the  principal  rea-sons  for  his  resignation  from  the  commis- 
sion was — 

because  I  felt  that  an  opportunity  for  public  service  no  longer  existed 
there.  The  minuttv  of  the  commission,  now  publish*^!,  disclose  how 
-.lmjH>s8ible  the  situation  had  become  for  one  who  believed  that  the 
application  of  Judicial  standards  alone  could  save  tbe  law  from  uncon- 
stitutionality and  keep  the  new  tariff-making  experiments  in  line  with 
American  tradition  of  ijovernment.  At  best,  the  cummisaion'a  proceed- 
ing" had  lH-com<>  pt>tty.  The  .Vmerican  public  wax  cynK-al  and  indif- 
ferent. To  ^tay  on  the  Tariff  Commission  w&n  worse  than  futile;  it 
was  to  continue  to  lend  my  name  as  a  sanction  to  a  situation  which 
for  me  had  become  Impossible. 

Comnil.ssloner  (Albertson's  successor  as  vice  chairman.  Com- 
missioner Dennis,  whose  appointment  had  had  the  strong  sup- 
port of  President  Hoover,  then  Secretary  of  Commerce,  told  the 
S«»nate  cf»mmlttee  tbat  the  flexible  law  had  l)een  "miserably  ad- 
mi  nistereti,"  ami  that  it  had  Iwokcn  down  "  ttirougti  the  bias  of 
the  chairman  of  the  commiwion.  supported  by  the  badting  of 
three  other  commissioners" — all  of  whom  had  l)*vn  appointed 
by  Presidt'nts  Hardinj;  and  Coolidge.  The  chairman's  views  in 
favor  of  ultrapmtectionism  were  so  strong  that  Commissioner 
Dennis  dewrlbed  them  as  an  "  obsession." 

Commissioner  Costigan.  in  his  letter  of  March  14.  1928,  ex- 
plaining his  retirement  from  the  commission,  stated  that — 

In  fortunately  tbe  tariff  revision  v>ut  of  which  the  tlexibl<?  provisions 
gr«w.  and  the  early  exercise  of  the  commlaalon's  new  Dowcrs  cnder  these 
provisions,  were  accompani«-d  by  su*wtantial  changea,  uliko  in  presi- 
dontial  policy  and  in  the  atandarda  and  quality  of  tbe  commiaaion's 
memlM-rship.  Such  changes  began  under  President  ilarding  and,  with 
twt)  exceptions,  have  cvatinued  under  I^resident  Co«>Ud««.  That  th»y 
finally  d«>8troye<l  the  commission's  reputation  for  Impartiality,  no  candid 
and  Informed  peraon  will  deny. 

On  the  day  before  the  date  of  Commissioner  Costigan's  letter, 
Commissioner  Dennis,  in  a  dissenting  opinion  in  the  log  case, 
found  It  neces.sary  to  i»lnt  out  that  three  members  of  the  com- 
mission— Comrai.ssioners  Marvin,  Orossjinl.  and  Ix)well — had,  in 
order  to  Justify  an  Increase  in  the  rate  of  duty,  resr.rted  "  to  the 
d<x'trine  that  hypothesis  may  t>e  t^nbstitnted  for  reality  and  in- 
convenient facts  ignored,"  so  that  "  any  commissioner  may  ar- 
rive at  a  pre<Jetormined  jndgment  on  any  i«ase.  Such  methods, 
he  warned,  "  mean  the  destruction  of  the  c<"»mmission  as  a  sci- 
entific fact-finding  N-idy."  I  l^eliwe  that  I  have  demonstrated 
here  this  afternoon  that  its  destruction  has  taken  place. 

FLXXIBLB   TASirr    WOBKd   OXLT    CPWABU 

There  Is  another  test  of  the  operations  of  the  Tariff  C(Hnmis- 
sion.  circumstantial  in  character,  I  admit,  but  Sei.ntors  will 
rememt^r  the  circumsuinces  under  which  the  flexible  provi- 
siojis  were  ado|>te<l.  The  end  of  the  war  and  the  suilden  re- 
snni|»tlon  of  more  normal  industrial  prodncv.on  tlu'onghout  the 
world  resultetl  tenjin>rarily  in  comp»»titJon  so  bltttr  that  Con- 
gress wjH*  iudu*.v<l  lo  pass  the  emergency  tariff  act  of  1921.  and 
ai>proved  other  raten  of  an  unprecedented  h^ght  in  the  Fonluey- 


McCumber  Act  to  deal  with  a  temporary  condition.  The  flexible 
pni  vision  was  sponsored  largely  as  a  means  of  .securing  the 
acc»ptance  of  the  very  high  rates  impo^ied.  Congres.^  was  told 
by  administration  leaders  tliat  the  flexible  plan  would  make  it 
poH  rible  to  reduce  tlie  highest  rates  as  soon  as  the  emergency 
lia(   disappearefl. 

S  enators  may  remember  the  words  of  tlie  Senator  from  Utah, 
wh  »n.  in  reply  to  suggestions  that  competition  from  many  eoun- 
tri<s  would  be  absolutely  excluded  by  the  President,  stated: 

S  r.  Presld'^nt,  as  I  said  before,  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  four 
daises  of  goc'ds  as  to  which  the  President  will  ever  exercise  his  power  of 
Increasing  the  rates  of  duty.  I  look  for  more  decreases  than  1  do  for 
Incr  eases. 

-■  lUd  on  another  occasion  the  Senator  from  Utah  siiid : 

I !  the  President  is  given  this  power  I  think  there  will  be  many,  many 
moie  occasions  when  he  will  exercise  It  in  lowering  rates  than  in 
inci  easing  them ;  iu  fact,  if  the  conditions  become  normal  I  expoct  the 
Pr<'3idcnt  of  the  United  States  to  lower,  I  was  going  to  say,  the  major- 
ity of  the  rates. 

nternational  economic  conditions  have  again  approacbed 
n  >rraality,"  in  so  far  as  they  ever  are  nonnal.  In  37  cases  tlie 
rible  provision  has  been  used  to  cliange  rates  of  duty.  Thirty- 
of  these  were  increases;  five  of  them  were  decreases.  Since 
October  1,  1927,  15  Increases  have  been  made.  During  those 
years  not  one  rate  has  been  dei'rea.sed.  With  inconspicuous 
ex(^>tion8  the  flexible  tariff  has  moved  in  one  direction — up- 
It  is  idle  to  contend  that  this  record  reflects  actual 
ecohomlc  conditions.  Even  tbe  partial  and  incomplete  Informa- 
tloii  a-'T'cssible  In  the  committer*  hearings  on  the  present  bill 
deiioastrates  that  production  within  the  United  States  has  not 
m«4'ed  quite  that  unifonnly  toward  inetticiency. 

ask  to  have  printed  in  tbe  Rbcokd  at  this  point  a  table 
shewing  the  changes  which  have  been  made  by  the  commission 
in  jtariflf  duties  under  the  flexible  provision. 

bere  being  no  objection,  the  table  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  khe  Record,  as  follows; 

i^poclflc  duties  have  been  Increased  in  the  following  cases: 


5. 
8. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 
14. 

15. 
16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
M. 
25. 
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.^rticle 


1.  ^'heat 

2.  PPour 
3. 
4.  darium  dK>xi<le. 


3emo- 
lins,  etc. 
S  Klium  nitrite. 


Qxalic  acid 

o  t  ss5i  um 

chlorate. 
flutter 


[  et  hanol , 
wood  alcohol, 
loaf 


told 


'ig  iron- 


Increase  in  duty 


Investigation 
begun 


-I- 


From  30  to  42  cents  a 

busbel. 
From  78  cents  to  $1.04 

per  100  p<iunda. 
From  3  to  4H  uents  a 

pound. 
From   4   to   6  cants   a 

pound, 
do 


I  ^nide  magne- 
site. 

'austic  cal-  . 
cined  mag-  | 
nesita.  i 

'berries 

)aritun     car-  ' 
bonate.  pre- 
cipitated. 

KluorspHf ! 

Pota.'iiuiim  per-  j 
manganate.    I 

l>nioas- j 


Plate  gla.<tg. 
Peanuts.. - 


Eggs  and  egg 

pro<Iuct3. 
Ftoiseeil. 


Milk,  frertJ.-.. 

^rtam 

M'indow  glass. 
Jnseed  oil 


From  IH  to  2.4  cents  a  > 

pound. 
From  8  to  13  cents  a 

pound. 
From  13  to  18  cents  a 

gallon. 
From  55  to  g2H  cents 

per  100. 
From  75  cents  to  $1.12,4 

a  ton. 
From  flve-sixteenths  to 

fifteen  -  thirty-seconds  | 

o(  I  cent  a  pound. 
From     flve-eighihs    to  . 

fifteen-sixteenths  o(  1  I 

cent  a  pound.  [ 

From    2   to   3   cents   a 

pound. 
From  1  to  14  cents  a 

pound. 

From  W.60  to  ».40  a  ton 
From  4    to   6   cents   a  i 

pound.  ' 

From  1  to  14  cents  a 

poimd. 
From  124  to  10  cents  a 

square  foot. 
From  3  to  44  cents  a 

pound  if  not  shelled; 

4  to  6  cents  if  shelled. 
From  6  to  74  cents  a 

poim<I. 
From  40  to  56  cents  a 

bushel. 
From  24  to  3?<  cents  a 

galkm. 
From  20  to  30  cenU  a 

gallon. 
From  IM  to  m  cents  a 

pound. 
From  3J  to  3.7  cents  a 

poimd. 


Nov.  14, 1983 

do 

Mar.  37, 1923 

do 

do- 


do  I 

July    14, 1934  I 
July    34,  1925  j 
Apr.     5,1924  ! 
Mar.  27, 1923 
Aug.    11,1923  I 

Aug.  11,1923 


Mar. 

22,1927 

Jan. 

8,1926 

Jan. 
May 

S,1938 
28,1927 

July 

23.1936 

May 

5,1923 

May  2S,  1920 

Aug. 

4,1938 

.-..do 

Mar. 

4,1926 

do 

May  28. 1987 

May    4, 1983 


Proclamation 
issued 

Mar. 

7,1924 

do 

May 

6,1924 

May  19, 1924 

Dec. 
Apr. 

29,1934 
11,1925 

Mar. 

6,1926 

Nov. 

27,1926 

Feb. 

23.1927 

do 

Nov. 

1011927 

Nov. 

10, 1927 

Dec. 

3,1927 

Mar. 

36.1928 

Oct. 

Nov. 

17,1936 
16,1928 

Dec. 

22,192S 

Jan. 

17,1929 

Jan. 

19.1929 

Feb. 

20,1929 

May  14,1929 

do 

do 

do 

June 

^'•,1929 

Per 

cent  in- 
crease 


40 

33.3 

50 

50 

50 
50 

50 

50 

50 
M 
50 

50 

50 
SO 

SO 
50 

50 

28 
50 

25 
3.'^ 
50 
50 
50 
IZl 


1929 
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Ad  valorem  and  mixed  duties  have  been  increa.sed  in  tbe  lollowing  cases: 

.^Jde 

Increase  in  duty 

Investigation 

t>egim 

issued         increase 

26.  Men's    sewed 

From  60  to  88  per  cent 

May  2a  1934 

Feb.    12, 1936          4&  6 

$traw  hats. 

ad  Viilorem  on  hats 
Talue<l  at  $9.50  or  less 
a  docen. 

27.  Print  rollers... 

From  fsu  to  ri  per  cent 
3d  valorem. 

May     4,1923 

June  21,1926 

20 

28.  SwLss  cheese... 

From  .'.  cents  a  pound 
but  not  less  than  25 
per  cent  ad  valorem  to 
.4  (Tilts  but  not  itfss 

Aug.     9, 1924 

June    8,1927 

SO 

than  374  per  cent  ad 

valorem. 

iMities  have  been  transferred   from  foreign  valne  to  American  selling 
price  in  the  following  cases : 


Article 

Increase  In  duty 

Investigation 
begun 

'     Per 
Proclamation       'r;.. 

issued         ^!°i^ 
crease 

29.  Barbituric 

Dutv  (25  per  cent  ad  va- 

Mar. 27, 1923 

1 
Nov.  14,1934    

acid  (barbi- 

lorem)  tran-sferred   lo  | 

tal). 

A  niexican  selling  price. 

30.  Taximeters 

Duty  changed  from  $3 
plu.''  4.'>  per  rent  ad  va- 
orem  to  $3  plus  27.1 
tier  cent  and  trans- 
ferred to  American 
selling  price. 

May    4. 1923 

Dec.   12;1925 

31.  Rag  rugs,  cot- 

Duty (35  per  cent  ad  va- 

Apr.  24.1925 

Feb.   13,1928 

ton       (hit- 

lorem)  transferred  to 

and-mi  s  s 

American  selling  i>rioe. 

type). 

32.  Sodium  silico- 

Duty  (25  per  cent  s<l  va- 

July   24,1925 

Aug  31,1928 

fluoride. 

lorem)  transferred  to 
American  selling  price. 

Duties  have  t>een  decreased  In  tbe  following  cases 

; 

Article 

Decrea.se  in  duty 

Investigation 
begun 

Proclamation 
issued 

Per 

cent  de- 
crease 

I.  Mill  feeds,  bran, 

etc. 
3.  B  0  b  w  h  i  t  e 

quail. 

3.  Paint  brush 

handles. 

4.  Crepylicacid... 

6.  Phenol 

From  15  to  "4  per  cent 

ail  valorem. 
From  50  to  25  cents  each. 

From  3.)4  to  1R«»  per 
t«nt  ad  valorem. 

From  7  cenis  a  pound 
>Uis  40  iwr  cent  ad  va- 
orem  to  34  cenls  a 
pouul  I'lus  20  ver  cent 
a<l  valorem. 

From  7  cents  a  pound 
plus  40  per  ivnt  od  va- 
lorem to  i^'i  cents  a 
pound  plus  20  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Nov.  14, 1923 
May  19,1926 
Mar.  27, 1923 
May    4,1923 

do_ 

Mar.    7,1924 
Oct.      3. 1925 
Oct.    14,1936 
July    30,1927 

Oct.    31,1927 

•50 
fiO 
SO 
SO 

00 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  the  table  does  not  quite 
comiilete  Ihe  picture.  In  the  cotton  warivkiiit  fabric  and  gloves 
cas*-  ii  recommendation  for  an  increase  was  submitted  by  tbe 
commis.sion,  but  formally  rejected  by  the  I'resident.  In  two 
cases — casein  an<l  wall  poclcets — the  commission  found  that  the 
I)etitions  for  Increased  duties  were  not  justifl(«d.  The  commis- 
si! n's  findings  were  acoi^ted  by  the  I*resident.  On  the  other 
baud,  the  President  rejected  the  commis!«iou's  report  on  sugar 
and  it-^  original  report  on  linseotl  oil.  both  of  which  recom- 
mended lower  dutii's,  and  no  action  has  yet  l)een  talten  upon 
the  log  report,  in  which  three  commissioners  recommende^l  that 
lower  duties  be  imposed. 

The  Tariff  Commission's  record  as  an  administrative  agency 
under  the  flexible  provision  has  not  been  enviable;  Its  record 
in  the  adjustment  of  tariff  duties  under  the  flexible  provision 
is  a  disgrace. 

coMxissio.v  raiLs  to  pertobm  other  dctibs 

Not  only  has  the  country  failed  to  derive  bt^nefits  from  the 
Tariff  Commi-ssion's  administration  of  the  flexible  tariff  but  at 
the  .same  time  Congress  has  been  deprive«l.  to  a  large  extent, 
of  tlie  Tariff  Commission's  assistance  in  gathering  information 
necessary  for  intelligent  legislation  upon  matters  of  international 
trade,  commerce,  and  tbe  tariff. 

Prior  to  1922  much  good  work  had  been  done  by  the  c(»mml.s- 
sion  on  the  problems  of  reciprocity,  colonial  tariff  pidicies,  pref- 
erential transportation  rates,  and  the  administration  of  customs 
laws.  Instead  of  frittering  away  its  time  with  cases  such  aa 
those  of  wall  pockets  and  of  liobwhite  qnail,  the  commission  had 
nearly  completed  its  very  valuable  Dictionary  of  Tariff  Infor- 
mation.    Dozens  of  useful  reports  were  prepared  for  the  use  of 


Ct>ngress.  Since  1922  this  a.>*pect  t»f  the  commission's  work  has 
almost  disuppeare^l.  The  effi-vts  of  the  flexible  turiff  uium  the 
information  otht>r>vise  made  avuilable  to  Congress  can  Ih>  ju»l>:«'d 
by  any  Senator  if  be  will  make  evHi  a  curs«.ry  (.Mmparison  .if 
the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information,  prepared  for  Congress  this 
year,  and  the  similar  summary  furnishe<l  iu  1921. 

Not  only  has  Congress  suffere*!  but  the  country  as  a  whole 
has  not  had  the  information  which  the  statute  creating  tbe 
Tariff  Coinmis.siou  contemplated.  It  is.  under  the  statute.  tJi« 
duty  of  the  o^mmlssion  to  rei>ort  on  the  effect  of  the  tariff — 
to  Investigate  the  admlniHtration  and  flucal  ajd  industrial  efffcis  of 
the  customs  lawx  of  this  country  •  •  •  the  reUti<ins  between  the 
rates  of  duty  on  raw  materials  and  flnishe<l  or  partly  flnlshi^d  producta, 
the  effects  of  nd  valort»m  and  specific  duti«>«  and  of  comix>und  fi|H>oHlc 
and  ad  valorem  duti*"*.  all  qu<>8tions  relative  to  the  arrangement  of  sohitl- 
ules  and  classlflcntion  of  articWs  In  the  several  scheKlules  of  the  customs 
laws,  and,  in  general,  to  Investigate  the  operation  of  customs  lawa. 
including  their  relation  to  the  Fedeml  revenues,  their  efftt-t  upon  the 
industries  and  lalwr  of  the  country,  and  to  submit  reiH>rta  of  its 
investig'itions. 

Were  the  Tariff  Omimission  free  to  perform  these  duties  the 
amount  of  intelligent  tariff  information  current  in  the  country 
would  he  augmenteil  greatly. 

Mr.  President,  the  re«"«>rd  of  the  Tariff  Commis.sion  under  tbe 
flexible  provision  Is  a  demand  for  the  re|>eal  of  that  section  of 
the  statute.  We  can  expect  no  otlier  result  so  long  as  this  tre- 
mendous power  to  raise  and  lower  duties  rests  with  a  intmrnLs- 
sion  sul)servient  t<»  the  President,  who  is  not  only  tl»e  Tbief 
Executive  but  the  titular  head  of  a  great  ix>litical  iiarty.  That 
holds  true,  Mr.  I*resident,  regardless  of  the  incumltent  of  the 
office. 

TASIFT   ALSO    A   POUTICAL    ISSri 

Senators,  I  have  failed  mi.<5erably  in  my  attempt  here  this 
afternoon  to  review  the  history  of  this  commission  if  I  have  not 
made  It  clear  that  the  tariff  Is  not  only  an  wonoml<'  is.-me  btit 
a  political  issue  as  we41.  It  has  been  a  dominant  {Mtlltical  i.ssue, 
upon  which  tbe  fates  of  iK>liticnl  i^artics  have  risen  and  fallen 
since  this  Government  t>egan  to  make  history.  The  moment  you 
give  this  great  p«»wer  to  raise  or  lower  tariff  duties  to  a  com- 
mi.ssion  subservient  to  the  President  you  subject  that  commis- 
sion to  the  same  kind  of  pressure  to  which  every  MeuilN>r  of 
Congress  is  ."iubjected  when  a  tariff  is  under  consideration. 
There  is  this  great  difference,  however:  The  Tariff  Commi.ssion 
conducts  It.s  work  behind  t4o«ed  doors;  It  is  responsible  alone 
fo  the  Chief  Executive.  At  least,  when  Congress  considers  a 
tariff  hill  It  must  be  considered  In  tbe  o|x»n.  Arsrumeni.s  can 
be  presente<l  ujwn  l)oth  sides  of  the  cas«\  and  the  d<visl<tn  ulti- 
mately must  be  made  by  Senators  and  lteprest»utatlve«  who  are 
responsible  directly  to  the  people. 

The  sordid  record  of  this  Tariff  Commission,  with  Its  pulling 
and  hauling,  with  its  backstairs  intrigue,  is  a  demmistration  of 
the  fact  that  you  can  not  repose  this  power  in  a  commission 
subservient  to  the  President  of  the  l'nlte<l  States  and  expe<'t 
anj'  other  results  than  the  btid  record  which  has  been  made  by 
the  Tariff  Commission  under  two  Presidents  of  the  I'nited 
States.  To  repose  in  the  President  and  his  Tariff  CumniLssion 
this  great  power  to  raise  and  lower  duties  Is  to  place  In  his 
hands  a  ix>)itical  influence  beyond  estimation.  That  it  has  Inn-n 
used  politically  I  think  I  have  demonstrated  in  my  addrew  here 
this  aftem(x>n. 

I  admit  that  much  may  be  said  agaluKt  the  manner  in  which 
Congress  deals  with  the  tariff,  but  no  such  scandalous  record 
has  Lteen  made  by  any  Congress  within  my  recollection  as  has 
been  made  by  this  commissltai  in  its  exercise  of  the  functions 
and  the  duties  imi)osed  upon  It  by  the  flexible  provision. 

REPEAL   TIIE   rLEXlBl^B    rBOVlSlO.M 

The  way  seems  to  be  abaoluttdy  clear.  We  should  repeal  the 
flexible  provision.  We  should  restore  the  Tariff  Commission 
as  a  bipartisan  commls-sion,  giving  it  the  i>owers  whieh  It  had 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  flexible  provision  in  U»22,  thus 
making  available  to  ('ongress  scientlfle,  impartial  data  upon 
which  it  may  base  its  judgment  In  the  asHessment  of  tariff  rates. 

I  appeal  to  Senators  who  still  have  any  faith  In  the  broad 
policies  upon  which  this  (Jovemtnent  was  founde<i ;  I  ap(>eal 
to  Senators  in  this  body  who  »M»!ieve  that  there  should  Ik*  nn 
eqiml  balance  between  tbe  three  branches  of  our  (Jovernment ; 
I  appeal  to  them  to  repeal  the  flexible  provision,  and  to  restore 
to  the  Congress  the  responsibility  which  the  fntmers  of  our 
Constitution  place<i  upon  Meuils?rs  of  Congrens  lo  d»*al  with 
tariff  and  revenue  legislation. 

I  ask  unanimous  <xmsent  to  have  incorporated  in  tlie  Rkcobo, 
following  my  remarks,  the  letter  of  explanation  written  by 
Commissioner  (kMtigau  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Art^aiisas 
[Mr.  HoBiRsoKj,  upon  iiis  retireiueut  froia  the  Tariff  Commi*- 
siou. 


-  -■ 
I; 


3  * 


U.^ 


jmo 
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TheT'n)efng  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
to  the  REt-oBD.  as  follows : 

RBBiaxATiON  raoM  thx  Tautv  Com  Mission 

UnrWI  TO  8«3»ATOB  JOSKFH   T.    B0BIN80!*    Or   ARKAJfSAB,  CHAIBMAM  OF  Tini 
fl^yiATK    IXVISTIOATIJIO   COMMITTKI    rUOU    U>WAKI>  P.   C08TI0AJU,   MEMBEK 

or  rns  cwmo)  btatcs  takift  commission 

DBAS  Senator  Robinsom  :  As  chairman  of  the  S^-nate  committee 
which  was  appointed  two  ywirs  ago  this  wwk  to  inveatigate  the  Tariff 
CommlHalon.  It  Is  doubtJeas  suitable  that  I  sen<l  you  a  flnal  letter  on 
certain  devek^pments  doaely  related  tc>  the  underlying  causes  of  that 
brreritUatlonL  After  morf  than  10  years  of  official  serrlce— exceeding 
by  4  years  the  membership  of  the  nearest  In  time  of  my  associates — 
I  sm  about  to  transmit  lo  the  Prrsident  of  the  United  States  my 
Immediately  effectlye,  long-conslden-d,  and  voluntary  resignation  as 
Tariff  CommlnMluner.  Listed  for  the  most  part  in  the  order  in  which 
they  have  materialised,  the  chief  reasons  for  my  action  are  the 
following: 

A   8ril!!«TmC  COMHlSaiOK  FOB  IMFASTIAL  TARIFF   IWVISTIOATIOJJS 

The  Tariff  Commission— of  whose  ortjflnally  appointed  members  I  am 
sad  have  long  been  the  only  official  survivor — was  designed  to  be,  and 
for  the  fln«t  five  years  of  its  exiMtence  was,  a  scientlflc,  nonpolltic&l,  and 
lnip.ir»ial  inv.-<tlgatlonal  a^ncy  of  the  Government.  The  law  creating 
It  planned  a  ct.inmlasion  Judicially  Independent  of  both  the  President 
Sad  c'ongrt-aa.  and  tree  allki>  from  offlcl&l  and  private  pressure  In  the 
discliarge  of  itti  duties.  The  evidence  Is  conclusive  that  the  leading 
businrita  interests  of  the  United  States,  and  public  opinion  generally, 
fuUy  indorsed  the  original  purposes  of  the  statute. 

rtXXIRLK   TAKirF    POWTSS    klCD    PLKDGBS 

Tl*»  hnportance  of  a  s<ientiflc  o>mmissiin  was  s;lven  added  signal  em- 
phasis by  the  new  powers  conferred  in  the  flexible  provisions  of  the 
tariff  act  of  1922.  Under  section  315  of  that  act,  the  commiaaion  is 
authorised  to  recommend  for  presidential  proclamation,  as  th«  facts  war- 
rant, docrt^aaes  or  iuoreaA*nt,  in  cxidtin^  tariff  raies,  to  equalise-,  within 
defined  limits.  differenc*c8  in  custg  of  production  and  other  competitive 
Condltiona  here  and  abroad.  Pending;  the  adoption  of  that  section  of 
the  Forduey  MK'umber  tariff  law,  authorised  spokesman  for  the  admin- 
istnttiun  a<Murt'd  the  public  that,  because  of  conditions  following  the 
World  Witr,  the  tariff  rstes  enacted  by  Congreaa  in  1922,  and  thus 
declared  suhject  to  cluuige  down  or  up,  had  been  purposeljr  placed  by 
ConirrcMa  aullicieotly  high  to  permit  iu  most  caries  tariff  reductions  in 
accordance  with  the  standard  laid  down  by  Congress  in  the  flexible  prcK 
visional.  For  example,  many  more  reductions  than  increases  In  tariff 
rates  under  the  flexible  provisious  were  publicly  predicted  by  Senator 
8moc>t  :  and  Senator  McOumber  confidently  stated  that  ttie  startllngly 
blgh  ad  valorem  rates  made  possible  by  substituting  American  for 
fon^lgn  valuation — which  the  law  i)ermittcd  under  certain  drcum- 
stancs — would  probably  never  be  employed  by  the  President,  except  In 
a  few  cases  like  cbi  micals  sod  toys.  To  crown  those  prophecies,  I*resi- 
dent  Harding  In  1922  used  the  then  existing  prestige  of  the  Tariff 
Commisalon  to  strengthen  his  as^^urance  that  there  would  be  "  a  scien. 
tifl<'  and  wholly  just  admini.<>tration  of  the  law."  And  President  Cool- 
klge  In  1924  puMlcly  pledged  himself  to  administer  the  same  law  "  not 
pullucally  but  Judicially." 

C.NIUPuBTA!«T  DBCBaABBS,    IMP\)BTA!rT    INCBSASCE.    AND   NONACTION    BT   THX 

Pass  IDE  .NT 

How  have  tltese  rate-changing  promist^  been  fulfilled T  At  the  end  of 
Ave  years,  and  at  the  cost  of  approximately  $3,000,000.  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission has  nvade  32  r«TX'rts  to  the  Pr.sideut  under  the  flexible  tariff 
provisions.  Those  reports  have  grown  out  of  investigations,  not  freely 
chosen  by  the  commission,  but  instead  requested  by  the  Pn>sident  or  the 
Senate,  or,  under  a  practice  settled  by  President  Harding,  urged  by  pri- 
vate Interests.  The  reports  have  resulted  in  2.^  presidential  proclama- 
tions (hanging  tariff  rates.  In  5  cases  of  little  tariff  Importance — 
mill  feed,  bobwhite  quail,  paintbrush  bandies,  phenol,  and  cret^rllc 
acid — pr«  vioos  tariff  rates  have  been  reduced.  In  18  caaea,  some  of 
which  related  to  articles  of  much  tariff  signlflcance.  the  PresidcDt  haa 
proclaimed  substantial  or  maximum  increaaes.  and  various  other  im- 
portant cases  are  pending  In  which  demands  for  maximum  Increases  are 
being  pressed  by  strongly  intrenched  industrial  groups.  In  two  dubious 
Instances- -taximeters  and  "  hit-and  miss  "  rag  rugs — bjr  resorting  to 
American  valuation.  President  CooUdge  has  Increased  the  former  tariff 
rstes  of  |3.  plus  45  per  cent  per  meter  and  3fi  per  cent,  respectively,  on 
their  foreign  value,  to  rate*,  when  the  changes  were  made,  approximat- 
ing lOu  p«r  cent  or  more  of  such  foreign  value,  such  new  rates  being 
destined  to  go  still  hlgticr  when  American  selling  prices  advance. 

NONACTION    BT    PBBaiDB<«T 8CGAB,    LINSKHD    OIL,    AND    HALIBtTT 

,^  Kven  more  atgnlflcaat  for  the  consoming  public  are  some  of  the  canes 
In  which  the  President  has  declined  to  act  on  dedslve  erldenee  that  the 
rates  should  be  s«tt>stant tally  lowered — sugar,  llnm^  oil,  and  taaUbot — 
to  which.  If  Cliainnan  Marvin  and  two  ottier  members  of  the  commission 
have  their  way.  will  now  be  added  the  B-ye«r-old  investigation  of  logs 
of  flr.  spmee.  cedar,  and  western  hemlock. 

The  sugar  report  of  1924  recommended  to  the  President  considemMy 
less  than  a  50  per  cent  decrease  in  the  sugar  taxUL     In  amount  th« 
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HMluctlon  thus  held  warranted  under  the  law  was  about  half  a  cent  per 
potind;  namely,  an  effo<rtive  tariff  on  sugar  of  1.2.'?  cents  per  pound 
Initead  of  the  prrsent  duty  of  1.76  cents  per  pound.  That  reduction.  If 
thMi  made,  would  have  saved  tax-paying  consumers  of  the  United  States 
soiie  $40,000,000  or  more  a  year,  while  protecting  the  American  supir 
in<  usttry  under  the  statutory  rule  indorsed  by  a  Republican  Congress 
an  I  by  President  Harding. 

'"he  lin.seed-oll  report  was  sent  to  the  President  on  March  3,  1925, 
more  than  three  years  ago.  The  result  was  a  request  from  the  Presi- 
dent on  February  6,  1926,  for  a  fuller  investigation.  Yet  the  records 
In  that  investigation  were  so  nnescapable  that  even  the  usually  immov- 
ab  e  protectionist  members  of  the  commission,  in  the  only  Important 
instance  In  the  cominisslon's  experience,  admitted  the  necessity  under 
th(  law  for  a  definite  reduction  in  the  duty.  In  that  case  the  prices 
pa  d  flax  growers  In  this  country  were  fully  protected  in  the  commis- 
sIod's  recommendations  through  a  proper  allowance  to  crushers  of  lin- 
8e«d  oil  of  full  comp<>nsatlon  for  the  tariff  on  flaxseed.  In  addition,  the 
commission's  recommendations  paved  the  way  to  properly  lowered  prices 
on  paints,  e8p«^cially  important  to  American  farmers,  by  redu<ing  the 
excessive  subsidies  then  and  continuously  since  enjoyed  under  the  tariff 
by  linseed-oil  crushers, 

CHANGKS    IN    COMMISSION    CNDEB    PRESIDKWT    nAEDINQ 

To  understand  such  results  ct-rtaln  factors  in  the  situation  must  be 
re<  ailed.  Unfortunately,  the  tariff  revision  out  of  which  the  flexible  pro- 
visions grew,  and  the  early  exercise  of  the  commission's  new  powers 
unler  those  provisions,  were  accompanied  by  substantial  changes,  alike 
in  presidential  policy  and  in  the  standards  and  quality  of  the  commls- 
slcn's  membership.  Such  changes  began  under  r*resldent  Harding  and, 
with  two  exceptions,  have  continued  under  President  Coolidge.  That 
th 'y  finally  destroyed  the  commission's  reputation  for  Impartiality  no 
ca  idid  and  Informed  person  will  deny. 

lYesident  Harding's  contributions  to  the  commission's  membership  by 
appointment  were:  First,  Commissioner  Marvin,  former  secretary  of  the 
H(ime  Market  Club  of  Boston,  a  tireless  and  fanatical  protectionist, 
known  in  Washington  as  a  tariff  lobbyist  for  New  England  protected 
in  erests ;  second,  former  Commissioner  Burgess,  long  similarly  known  In 
Co  tigri'sa  for  tariff  lobbying  activities,  especially  in  behalf  of  the  domestic 
pottery  Industry;  and,  third,  former  Commissioner  Glassie,  a  memlter  of 
tb!-  bar  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  chosen  as  a  Democrat  but  ex- 
tri  [Ordinarily  fertile  In  advancing  fallacious  excuses  for  exciedingly 
hi]  [h  protective  tariff  rates,  whose  appointment  was  hailed  as  acceptable 
to  the  sugar  Interests  of  Louisiana.  These  three  appointees  of  I'resi- 
de  It  Harding  and  three  of  the  commission's  original  members-  Com- 
missioners Lewis,  Culbertson.  and  myself,  selected  as  Democrat,  Re- 
publican, and  Progressive,  respectively — made  up  the  full  membership 
of  the  commi8.«»iou  when  the  administration  of  the  flexible  tariff  began 
In  the  early  months  of  1923. 

OrnClAL    AND    UNOFFICIAL    PRrSSTBB    IN    THB    SUOAR    INVESTIQATION 

The  consequeiices  of  the  specified  changes  in  personnel  speedily  became 
erdent.  Both  from  within  and  without  pressure  was  brought  on  mem- 
be -s  of  the  commission,  directed  toward  the  destruction  of  the  com- 
m  Bsion's  impartiality.  The  indefensible  metnoas  employed  are  well 
illistrated  by  the  course  of  the  commission's  sugar  investigation,  which 
wia  Instituted  in  1923  and  completed  In  1924.  The  sworn  evidence 
ta  ten  by  the  Senate  investigating  committee  records,  in  pai-t,  the  fol- 
louing  events  In  the  pn^ress  of  that  investigation  : 

[1)  President  Harding's  three  appointees — Commissioners  Marvin, 
Burgess  and  Glassie,  with  ConimiKsioner  Glaasle  voting  on  the  question — 
imisted  on  Commissioner  Glassle's  right  to  take  part  in  the  sugar 
Investigation,  in  tbe  outcome  of  wlilch  It  was  disclosed  Commissioner 
Olissie's  Immediate  family  had  a  special,  ilirect,  substantial,  and  finan- 
cinl  interest. 

[2)  In  December,  1923,  President  Coolidge,  who  was  empowered  by 
thi!  flexible  provialons,  was  officially  requested  by  me  on  ie^al  and  moral 
grtunds  to  check  Commissioner  Glassle's  asserted  right  to  take  part  and 
voie  In  the  sugar  Investigation.  Instead,  President  C'iolldgc  supported 
C(  nuniasiuDer  Glassle's  position  with  the  weight  of  bis  powerful  office, 
and  Commissioner  Glassie,  though  in  January,  1924,  his  participation 
w(  s  publicly  challenged  by  me,  with  the  concurrence  of  Commissioners 
Uwis  and  Culbertson,  continued  to  act  in  that  Investigatlou  until 
Congress,  in  the  spring  of  that  year,  by  a  special  enactment,  effectively 
re  Miked  him  and  bis  commission  suptwrtcrs — Commlsgiuners  .Marvin 
an  1  BurgesB — and  terminated  the  practice. 

(8)  While  this  signlflcant  issne  over  Commissioner  Qlassie  hun?  in 
tils  balance,  before  It  became  public,  and  prior  to  the  action  of  Con- 
grna,  Commlsaianer  Culbertson  reporte^l  that  he  had  been  offered  and 
had  refused  membership  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commission.  Had  Com- 
missioner Culbertson  been  shifted  to  the  Federal  Trade  Commis.sion  at 
thit  time,  a  majority  of  the  remaining  Tariff  Commission  would  have 
su;>ported  Commissioner  Glassle's  breach  of  the  requirements  of  impar- 
tii  llty,  and  would  have  dictated  the  subsequent  course  of  the  sugar 
In  rectteation. 

(4)  Following  two  public  hearings,  oral  arguments,  and  the  filing  of 
b(  lefs  In  the  sngar  investigation  by  attorneys  for  the  domestic  and 
Diban  Interests,  and  after  the  case  had  been  taken  under  advisement 
b]    the  coBunlaslon  for   the  preparation   ol  our  official   report    to   the 


President,  Senator  8 moot — a  recognised  spokesman  in  Congress  both 
for  the  administration  and  the  domestic  sugar  interests — privately  in- 
vited Commissioner  Culbertson  to  a  one-sided  conference  in  the  Senate 
Office  Building,  attended  by  representatives  of  the  domestic  sugar  In- 
terests. Including  attorneys  who  had  appeared  before  the  commission. 
At  that  conference,  without  opportunity  given  other  Interested  parties 
to  be  present,  efforts  were  made  to  Impress  Commissioner  Culbertson 
with  the  soundness  of  the  arguments  which  the  domestic  sugar  Interests 
had  adviinced  In  the  sugar  investigation  then  being  considered  for 
decision  by  all  members  of  the  commission. 

(r>)  When  It  became  apparent,  notwithstanding  these  incidents,  and 
the  dilatory  tactics  of  Commissioners  Marvin  and  Burgess  (Commis- 
sioner Glassie  no  longer  being  fret^  to  participate),  that  the  sugar  re- 
port was  to  be  given  precedence  for  the  President's  consideration,  a 
request  was  received  by  the  Tariff  Commission  from  the  President  to 
the  effect  that  the  commission  suspend  all  other  work,  take  up  the 
butter  investigation,  and  proceed  with  that  until  its  completion. 

(6i  Altoiit  the  same  rtnie  a  disappointed  tariff  appiinint  lodged  an 
attack  with  President  CooUdge  on  Commissioner  Culbertson's  right  to 
continue  as  a  member  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  The  charge  was  that 
Comml.ssioner  Culbertson  had  violated  the  law  creating  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission by  delivering  paid  lectures  at  Oeorgetovra  University  in  Wash- 
ington, Hiid  at  Wllliamstown,  Mass.,  since  the  law  provides  that  no 
tariff  commb%sioner  shall  engage  in  any  other  activity  or  employment. 
The  president  in  effect  requested  the  Attorney  General  to  advise  him 
whether,  as  urged.  Commissioner  Culbertson  had  been  guilty  of  mal- 
f<>asnnee  in  office,  making  him  subject  to  removal  by  the  President,  for 
delivering  such  lectures. 

(7)  During  the  very  day.s  when  those  gi^ve  charges  were  being  con- 
sidered by  the  Attorney  General,  Commissioner  Culbertson — who  has 
since  been  appointed  by  President  CooUdge,  and  now  is.  United  States 
minister  to  Uumunia — reported  that  assurances  were  being  given  him 
at  the  White  House  by  the  President's  Secretary  that  Commissioner 
Culbertson  was  being  considered  for  various  conspicuous  po.>«ltions  In 
the  United  States  diplomatic  service.  Shortly  after,  and  Just  before 
the  commission  planned  to  send  Its  final  recommendations  In  the  sugar 
case  to  the  President.  Commissioner  Culbertson  further  reported  that 
President  CooUdge  had  conferred  with  him  about  an  opinion  from  the 
Attorney  General,  upholding  the  I^resldent's  right  to  remove  Commis- 
sioner Culbertson  from  office  on  the  basis  of  the  specified  charges. 
Commissioner  Culbertson  added  that,  in  that  conference.  President 
CooUdge.  with  the  unfavorable  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  before 
him,  requeste<l  Commissioner  Culbertson  to  delay  sending  the  sugar 
report  to  the  President. 

(8)  In  spite  of  these  and  other  obstacles,  on  July  31,  1924,  the 
commi.Hsion's  sugar  rt>port  was  sent  to  the  White  House.  Some  five 
weeks  later,  on  September  8,  President  CooUdge  had  before  him  the 
question  whether  he  would  reappoint  Commissioner  Lewis,  who  had 
Joined  in  the  preparation  of  the  majority  opinion.  EarUer  in  the  year 
word  was  sent  Commissioner  Lewis  from  the  White  House  that,  with 
the  ( xpiration  of  Commissioner  Lewis's  term  on  September  8,  the 
Prer'id'-nt  expected  to  reappoint  him,  in  keeping  with  the  nonpolltical 
character  of  the  commission.  As  the  date,  however,  of  possible  reap- 
pointment approached,  contrary  rumors  were  circulated.  A  so-called 
"  national  tariff  council."  with  headquarters  in  Denver,  circularised 
about  1(K)  leading  business  men,  requesting  contributions  of  $100 
each — n  total  of  $10.(>u0 — In  part  for  the  declared  purpose  of  securing 
the  appointment  of  "  a  protectionist  Democrat,"  as  the  successor  of 
Commistiioner  Lewis.  A  few  dajrs  before  Commissioner  Lewis's  term 
expln-d  the  letter  thus  sent  out  received  unexp«'Cte<l  publicity. 

(9)  On  September  H,  1924,  in  the  midst  of  President  CooUdge's 
camimlKn  for  election.  Commissioner  Lewis  was  asked  to  call  nt  the 
White  House  with  reference  to  his  reappointment.  With  the  invita- 
tion (iime  the  statement  that.  If  reappointed.  Commissioner  Lewis  was 
exjx'i  f ,«d  by  I'reslfk'nt  CooUdge  to  leave  at  the  White  House  a  blanket 
letter  of  resignation  from  the  commission  for  use  at  any  time  by  the 
Pres.deut.  In  fact.  Commissioner  Lewis  was  handed  the  form  of  resig- 
nation  President  CooUdge  himself  was  said  to  have  dictated  for  Com- 
missioner Lewis's  signature. 

Commissioner  Lewis's  sworn  and  uncontradicted  testimony  is  that, 
durlni;  his  visit  that  aften)<ion  with  l»resident  CooUdge,  the  President 
asked  whether  Commissioner  I.«wl8  had  brought  his  resignation.  Com- 
missioner Lewis,  whose  official  attitude  was  always  unflinchingly  frank 
and  disinterested,  replied  in  the  negative.  He  further  told  the  Presi- 
deni  in  substance  that  the  latter  was  free  to  destroy  the  appointment 
credentials  he  had  started  to  sign.  The  President,  however,  insisted 
on  delivering  to  Commissioner  I^ewis  s  temporary  appointment,  good 
only  until  March  4,  1925,  the  end  of  the  approaching  session  of  Con- 
gress. When  so  doin;;.  the  President  advised  Commissioner  Lewis  that 
the  latter  would  hold  office  in  any  event  only  at  his — the  President's — 
pleiisure. 

It  may  be  added  (though  not  in  the  published  testimony)  tiiat  on 
leaving  the  White  House  on  September  8,  1924,  Commissioner  Lewis 
said  lo  a  friend  :  "  I  have  been  iu  public  life  25  years.  Ouce  only  in 
that  tiiiie  have  I  been  approached  with  a  view  to  my  wealcueas,  and 
that  was  by  a  President  of  the  United  States." 


(10)  On  March  4,  1926,  President  CooUdge  allowed  Commissioner 
Lewis's  temporary  appointment  to  expire  without  r.-epiwlntment  or 
further  notice.  Thereafter  Commissioner  Unnbi,  a  protectionist  Demo- 
crat and  long-time  acquaintance  and  friend  of  the  President,  was  named 
to  succeed  Commissioner  Lewis.  Some  two  months  later,  on  May  17, 
President  CooUdge  appointed  Commissioner  Culbertson  United  States 
minister  to  Rumania.  Thus  two  of  the  commissioners  who  had  scien- 
tlflcally  discharged   their  duties  in   the  sugar  investigation   were  eliml- 

nated~C»«imis8loner  Culbertson,  by   promotion  ;  Commissioner  I>>wls 

a    faithful    and    Incorruptible    official,    who    merited    reappointment- by 
demotion. 

(11)  On  Jane  15.  1925.  a  little  more  than  a  month  after  Commis- 
sioner Culbertson's  retirement,  and  after  haviiij:  held  the  Tariff  (\>m- 
mission's  sugar  report  for  many  months.  President  CooUdge  announced 
his  refusal  to  make  any  change  in  the  tariff  on  sugar  under  the  flexible 
provisions.  Thus  a  major  report  of  the  comniissiun  was  ignonnl  and 
a  commission  Investigation  of  the  first  order,  which  had  engaged  the 
services  of  an  expert  staff  for  nearly  two  years  and  cost  the  Govern- 
ment many  thousands  of  dollars,  was  thrown  overt)oard,  following  an 
unpre<-edented  series  of  lobbying  drives  and  poUtical  maneuvers  in 
some  of  which  the  White  Hou84>  actively  shared. 

LATER   TARIFF   COMMISSION    CONTBoniBAIES 

Without  attempting  to  present  In  similar  deUil  the  commission's 
history  since  the  summer  of  1925,  I  may  state  that  during  thcs«>  later 
daj-s  the  obstacles  thus  early  erected  against  a  scientific  appUcatlon 
of  the  flexible  tariff  provisions  have  never  been  removed.  From  1926 
on,  as  in  the  two  preceding  years,  and  dne  to  the  same  rontra8t)>d 
official  standards,  sh.arply  different  interpretations  of  facts  and  luw 
have  featured  the  commlsslou's  rei)ortg  to  the  President.  Those  re|K)rts 
must  largely  be  left  to  speak  for  themselves.  It  may,  however,  be 
said  In  regard  to  transportation — the  subject  of  farthest-reaching  con- 
sequences and  most  persistent  commission  dtvifdon — that  the  members 
of  the  commission  who  have  insisted  on  Judicial  standardii  have  be4>n 
upheld  in  their  constructions  of  the  law  In  an  opinion  of  the  .\ttorney 
General.  That  case  involved  the  question,  on  which  the  commission 
divided  for  two  years,  whether  under  the  law  transiwrtatlon  should  be 
added  to  production  costs  to  enable  domestic  and  foreign  goods  lo  meet 
on  even  terms  In  the  principal  competing  markets  of  the  United  States. 
The  declan'd  object  of  the  flexible  tariff  is  eqtralised  comp<'tltion  in  the 
United  States.  This  can  be  attained  only  by  Including  transportation 
expenses,  and  the  answer  of  the  Attorney  General  was  In  the  affirma- 
tive. Yet  to-day,  after  another  two  years,  the  Marvin  group  ijre 
strwnuonsly  engaged  In  nnlUfylng  the  ruling  of  the  Attorney  (Jenerril 
by  substituting  transportation  charges  based  on  Imaginary  mov*ni»nts 
of  articles  for  the  actual  charges  incurred  under  the  actual  eompetlitve 
conditions  Investigated  by  the  commission. 

COMMISSIOMCB    DE.VNIS'S    EXPCRIBNCB 

Oddly  enough,  testimony  of  an  exceptional  sort  as  to  the  right  and 
wrong  of  such  commission  issues  wiU  be  found  lo  the  official  record  of 
Commissiorter  Dennis.  When  he  displaced  Commlssltmer  Lewis  the 
background  of  bis  appointment  apparently  boded  ill  for  the  commission. 
His  known  friendship  for  President  CooUdge  disposed  him  to  look,  and 
apparently  when  appointed  be  did  look,  with  disapproval  on  the  inde- 
pendent course  followed  In  the  sugar  Investigation  by  those  members  of 
the  commission  who  declined  to  be  swmyed  by  the  wishes  of  President 
CooUdge.  Commiasioner  Dennis  accordingly  began  his  official  service 
with  every  evidence  of  his  intention  and  desire  to  cooperate  with  the 
Marvin  group.  His  entry  on  the  commission's  work  placed  me  in  an 
apparently  hopeless  minority ;  the  commission  was  divided  Ave  to  one. 
Apart  from  his  uniform  courtesy  and  outside  of  tb>-  transportation  prob- 
lem, on  which  he  agreed  jrith  my  long-maintained  construction  of  the 
law.  Commissioner  I>ennis  fur  months,  with  aulmportant  exceptions, 
threw  his  vote  and  influence  with  tl>e  Marvin  group.  In  the  halibut 
case  be  even  signed  bis  name  to  a  report  which  he  privately  denounced, 
and  recently  he  has  oiienly  and  fraukty  expressed  his  regret  that  be 
did  not,  as  I  did,  strongly  dissent  from  instead  of  signing  the  commis- 
sion's majority  findings  In  that  case.  More  and  more,  lod(>ed,  with  the 
passing  mouths  < Commissioner  Dennis,  for  good  reasons  and  in  the  name 
of  official  self-respect,  has  found  the  harmony  he  originally  sought  im- 
possible and  has  withdrawn  from  tliat  earlier  as-sociation.  His  teatl- 
mony  before  the  Senate  investigating  committee  Is,  therefore,  highly 
signillcant.  Nor  is  that  the  end  of  the  story.  WItbuul  authority  to 
speak  for  him,  I  can  say  in  my  official  capacity  that  never  more  ve- 
hemently than  In  recent  weeks  has  Commissioner  D<>nnis  expressed  bla 
iodignatlOD  against  the  methods  and  prejudgements  of  the  Marvin  group— 
of  which  Commissioners  Brositard  and  Lowell  are  now  part. 

Similarly,  the  commission's  most  recent  member.  Commissioner  Dixon, 
a  trained  lawyer  and  experienced  in  handling  tariff  queiitlons  as  a  former 
member  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Comniittee  of  the  House  of  liepres>-nta- 
fives,  has  been  unable  to  agree  with  the  Marvin  group  In  several  of  the 
commission's  recent  reports.  Including  the  log  case,  which  is  the  most 
important  and  the  clearest  lower-duty  case  rooHidered  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission since  haUbut,  which  followed  sugar  and  linse«-d  oii.  It  thus 
app<>ar8  that,  while  the  Senate  investigating  committee  still  he«itatcs 
over  its  report,  the  old  divisions  and  auderlylng  causes  persist.     In  fact. 
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the  commiMloii  stAAdii  to-day  hm  Irreconcilably  dirlded  b«caaa«  of  the 
difT<>rt>Bt  of&cUl  Bt&adarda  ot  ita  membera  m  In  tb*  daxteat  daya  of  Um 
■ugar  inveatlgatlon. 

coMinsaioMn  oixon 

Can  th^re  be  any  looxer  tb^  sUgfiteat  reaaoo  to  doubt  tbe  true  ex- 
planation? With  ail  hia  applied  political  power.  President  CooUdge  biia 
failed  to  annihilate  all  of  the  commiaaiun'a  former  impartiality,  tbo'^b 
hU  coorae  baa  etfectlrely  h<»li>ed  to  wretk  the  commiaaion's  uaefuloess. 
When  Commlaaioner  Glaasie'a  term  of  office  and  aabaequent  recesa 
appointment  by  the  Preaidtnt  expired,  tbe  op|tn8itk>n  Commlaaioner 
Ulaaaie  had  arouaed  in  Congreaa,  by  iualatinK  on  iitdgXng  tbe  ausar  caat, 
prevf-nted  bia  permanent  reappointment.  Cuniiitions  in  1927  thus  un- 
exp«H;t«d1y  paved  the  way  for  a  aucoeRafal  demand  by  the  minority  In 
Conirn-aa  for  the  aelection,  aa  tbe  auccowor  of  Commlaaioner  Glaaaie,  of 
Commlaaioner  Dixon,  a  high-minded  public  servant.  Tbia  aelection  waa 
made  during  the  8enate  committeea  inveatigatlon  of  the  commiaaion. 
coMMiaaioKsaa  mabvin,  asitsaAKD.  axd  lowsix 
Tbe  (Nibilr  waa  moch  leaa  fortunate,  however.  In  retmrd  t«  other 
•ppolntuit-nta  ITecedlna  the  .Senatp  commltfeea  inreatlgation,  when 
vacuncleit  were  rreatc<]  by  Commlaaioner  Culbertaon'a  and  later  by  Com- 
luiMloijer  Burgeaa'a  reaignationa.  CummlsaioOera  Broaaard  and  Baldwin 
were  named.  After  a  limited  •crvlcc,  during  which,  to  be  entirely 
candid,  he  waa  Uttle  better  than  n  ru!iber  atamp  in  tile  hazula  of  the 
MarrlD  group,  Commlaaioner  Hnldwln  rt-itlgoed — in  part,  it  waa  aald,  for 
reaaona  of  health.  lie  haa  altice  Ueu  aucceeded  by  Commlaaioner  Lowell. 
Coromlaalooera  Marvin,  Uroaaard.  and  Ix)well  atand  to-day  a  united 
tariff  band,  ateadlly  preaaing  for  higher  tariff  ratea  and  againat  im- 
^rtant  reductioua,  r«tldriia  on  occaaiooa  Id  their  treatment  of  facta 
and  iLc  law.  Cammlaalom-r  Marvlu  haa  been  mentlooad.  I  muat  add 
my  ronOmsed  Judgment,  which  tlie  Senate  Inveatigating  committee  bo 
bad  ample  opportunity  to  verify,  that  hla  memberabip  aerioualy  Impaira 
the  uaefulneaa  of  the  commlaaion.  which  will  not  have  proper  credit  or 
reiipe<*t,  either  at  home  or  abroail,  among  acieutlata,  economlata,  and 
dialnfereated  peraona,  particularly  ao  long  aa  he  remaina  ItJi  chairman. 
Without  a  background  of  pabUc  aerrlce  Ju.stlfying  bia  aelection,  bia 
poaltlon  aa  commlaaioner  and  aa  chairman  baa  exalted  a  tariff  lobbyist 
at  tbe  publlc'a  expenae.  Incomparable  opportunltiea  for  a  former 
lobbylat  have  now  for  years  been  thruat  Into  hia  handa  through  bis 
rpi)o.nted  annual  dealgnotloua  for  that  8trat««lc  poat  by  Presidents 
Harding  and  Coolidge.  No  exposures,  however  dlscreditlug.  of  blaa. 
partisanship,  and  the  dlatruat  of  his  aaaociatea  have  sufficed  to  break 
this  New  England  aUte.  Strangest  of  all,  the  stranglehold  on  the  com- 
misaioa  ia  continued  by  hidden  influences.  It  la  well  known  In  Waah- 
ingtoa  that  President  Coolidge  haa  long  ceaaed  personally  to  consult  or 
place  confldcnce  in  hla  own  dealgnated  Tariff  Commlaaion  chairman. 

Commlaaioner  Brossard  haa  long  been  known  in  Washington  aa  a 
political  prot*g«'  of  Senator  Smoot.  He  wns  on  the  staff  of  the  com- 
'"'**'**''.  ^^"^  he  became  a  member,  and  In  both  relations  created  an 
impreatdon  of  a  bia»>d.  aa  dlstingvisbed  from  a  scientific  or  Judicial, 
mind.  Members  of  tbe  Senate  Inveetigatlng  committer  are  aware 
that,  while  testifying  under  oath,  he  appeared  at  times  to  be  cantloasly 
bIdiDg  mateHal  information  within  bis  knowledge  which  was  sought 
by  Buch  members.  As  a  witness,  he  strengthened  the  view  that  he  Is 
a  partisan  who  wishes  to  favor  certain  tariff. protected  interests.  The 
record  di)tclo.<ies  that  hia  appointment  was  chamcterised  In  writing  In 
1»25  by  his  predecessor,  Commlaaioner  Caibert.son — President  Cootldge's 
UnittHl  States  minister  to  Rumania— as  follows; 

••  •  •  •  ij.,  n^t  n,„^,,  ^f  g  compliment  to  me  that  Brossard  te 
seJectad  to  flil  my  place.  If  this  appointment  Is  to  be  regarded  as  a 
revelBtioo  of  tlie  Presklenfs  poHcy,  I  feel  fully  Justified  in  leaving  the 
commlMion.  They  were  certain  to  put  yon  and  me  Into  a  minority 
and  I  would  have  been  driven  by  tbe  force  of  circumstances  to  break 
with  my  party  without  saving  the  commission.  •  •  •  1  didn't 
soppoae  that  Coolidge  would  do  the  thing  so  rawly  If  be  did  it  at  all. 
Kvldently  cor  raspiciona  were  correct  and  Broarard  has  been  playing 
with  the  sugar  lobby  and  now  be  baa  his  reward  I  I  can  imagine  tbe 
•ffect  CD  the  staff — upon  men  Uke  Comer.  Clark,  DeLong.  Simpson. 
Wallac*.  stc  They  must  feel  that  honesty  la  not  the  best 
policy     •     •     ♦.•• 

Of  Commissioner  Lowd.  the  most  recent  member  of  the  Marvin 
gri'up.  it  must  be  said  that  be  lacks  equipment  or  special  quallllcattona 
for  the  duUes  of  tbe  Tariff  Commission.  In  so  far  aa  be  acts  Inde- 
pendenUy,  be  appears  to  rote  prejudices  rather  than  facta.  He  even 
seema  to  take  pride  in  parading  hia  misconception  of  his  ofllcial 
n-sponaibilltlea.  To  illuatrate :  lo  the  cherry  Investlgmtlon,  during  the 
preparation  of  tbe  final  report  to  tbe  President,  a  sectltni  was  Inserted 
purporting  to  state  tlie  separate  views  of  Commlsaloneni  Marvin, 
Broeaard.  and  LowelL  Commissioaer  Lowell  subsequently  aiBrmed 
that  be  bad  not  read  that  section,  although  he  admitted  that  he  knew 
that  It  had  been  offered  aa  tbe  expreaslun  of  the  views  of  himself  and 
bis  two  aaaociatea.  On  varioua  other  oecaslona  be  has  sUted  at  com- 
mission meetings  tbat  be  is  opposed  to  dissenting  statenMota  In  com- 
mission reporta  to  tbe  Pre^deat ;  that  he  is  not  "  the  kind  of  a  man  " 
to  disMnt  and  never  will  dissent,  but  Instead,  -  wUl  keep  stUl,"  no 
■ntter  Low  aacfe  be  m»j  dlaagree  with  tbe  contents  of  Mcb  leporta. 
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It  must  be  evident  that  these  personal  references  are  not  lecorded 
without  regret.  Conuniasioners  Marvin.  Brossard.  and  Lowell  have  been 
my  ofllcial  associates  for  a  considerable  time.  Our  official  relations  have 
been  frank,  bat  also,  with  few  exceptions,  courteous.  These  commls- 
ilonera  share  the  plea»int  personal  traits  which  lighten  our  everyday 
liuman  experience.  It  is,  therefore,  untbinlmble  that  such  critical  esti- 
DOates  would  be  offered  except  for  reasons  of  public  necessity.  The 
statements  are  personal  because  facts  of  public  consequence  are  personnl. 
The  tragedy  of  the  Tariff  Commission  is  directly  traceable  to  certain 
Jirlff  commJasioners  and  certain  Prealdents.  And  Congress  will  never 
rorrpct  the  disease  unless  it  legislates  with  eyes  and  mind  open  to 
:hese  essential  truths. 

>TBEB  7A1I.CKS8   Of  THX  COMMISSION.  PABTICULABLT    WITH    RCTKBIu.SCB   TO 

L^BOB    AND    AOBICUI^TCBB 

This  picture  of  tiie  Tariff  Commlaaion  would  not  be  complete  without 
>rief  reference  to  one  or  two  other  of  many  fateful  conaequences  of 
:he  manipulation  of  that  body.  The  commission  haa  not  only  failed  to 
neet  ita  impartial  dnties  In  regard  to  cbantfes  in  tariff  ratea;  other 
xwdbllttiea  of  far-reachiug  public  aervicc  bave  almllarly  auffered. 

For  instance,  among  the  statutory  dutlea  Imposed  on  the  commission 

s  one  calling  for  reports  on  the  effect  of  our  tariffs  "  upon  tli<    indua- 

rles  and  labor  of  the  country."     lU'Uffldariea  of  excessive  tariff   rates 

(if ten  prefer  Imsglnatlve  fiction  to  tariff  realltins.     Tbia  atatutory  duty 

i)f  tbe  commission  awakeua  little  enthuslaam   among  those  who   prefer 

imbargoes  and  monopolies  to  the  restraints  of  competition. 

An   open-minded   performance  of  thia   task   by  the  commlaaion   would 

tavo  dtscloaed  the  use  of  various  tariff  fallacies  to  mislead  farmers  and 

ndustrlal  workers  In  the  United  States.     If  the  commission  hud  been 

►roperly  constituted,  long  l>efore  now  It  would  have  cle.irly  pointed  out 

be   limited   benefits  derived   by    farmers   from   many   agricultural   tariff 

utes.     For  example,  the  eommission  would  have  convincingly  dealt  with 

he  unimportance  of  the  tariff  for  most  wheat  growers   In   the   United 

itates.     it  might  at  thIa  hour  be  reporting  on  the  question  :  What  does 

be  42  cents  per  btishel  tsriff  on  wheat — which  waa  lifted  to  that  level 

tecnuae   of  Canadian   competition — have   to  do   with   the  fact   that   the 

American   hard  spring  wheat   of  the   Northwest   haa   lately  been  selling 

It   prices   about    10   centa   leas   per   bushel   than   Canadian    hard    spring 

rbeatT     And   the  public   would  already   be  advised   that   an    Increased 

1  arlff  on   com.  for  which  appeals  have  been   pouring  Into  Washington. 

<ffers  little  hope  for  the  distressed  farmera  of  the  Com  Belt,  who  justly 

leek  to  efvape  from  their  tragic  burdens  even  if  nothing  is  off'Tod  but 

t  D  unlikely  miracle.     Indeed,  one  can  but  wonder  in  these  days  of  easy 

l»lth  why  the  growers  of  tbe  South  have  not  been  glmilarly  hypnotized 

ly   the  assurance   that    their   prosperity    can   only   be   guaranteed    by   a 

tlghly  protective  tariff  duty  on  cotton. 

So  in  the  field  of  the  "  industrial  effects  of  the  customs  laws     •     •     • 
t  pon    the     •     •     •     labor   of   the  conntry "    the   commission    has   been 
tinder  obligations  which   It   haa  not  dlschanjed  and   which,   constituted 
a  I  it  now  is,  it  can  not   satisfactorily  perform.     At   the  pr»^^tent   time, 
after  years  spent  in  assembling  information,  its  membership  is  such  that 
ro    report    emerges    showing    that    American    wages,    thouKb    relatively 
klgher  than  foreign,  are  not  in  the  main  the  cun.sequence  of  protective 
tiriffa.  but  rather  of  the  remar*able  skill  with  which  human  and  other 
pjwer  has  been  applied  to  the  enormously  rich  natural  resources  of  the 
I  nited  States.     Some  highly  protected  Industries  pay  wrotched  wages ; 
a  id   constantly  before   tb^  commission   are  such    farailinr  facts   as    the 
b  gber  wages  paid  in  the  boot  and  shoe  Industry,  which  enjoys  no  tariff 
subsidy,    than   In    the   hlKhly   protected   woolen    and    worsted    industries. 
8  milarly,  It  Is  common  information,   the  significance  of  which  is,   how- 
ever,   often    forgotten,    that    the    automobile    Industry — which    recently 
aiked  that  the  tariff  be  completely  removed  from  motor  cars,  since  the 
lidustry  fears  no  world  competition  whatever — pays  much  higher  wages 
tlan   highly   protected    United    States   industries,    such    aa    pottery    and 
meat    packing.     In    fact,    novelty    no    longer   attaches    to    the    story    of 
el  Icient  mass  prodoctlon.     Relatively  high  wages  can  be  and  are   paid 
la    our  automobile  factories,  yet  the  American  labor  coat  of  any   single 
automobile  is  low,  and  this  product  of  American  factories  can   usually 
b<    sold   cheaper  than   the  comparable  product  of  foreign   countries,   in 
81  lite  of  the  lower  wages  paid  In  such  foreign  countrlea     Nor  does  this 
ej  perience  differ  widely  from  cs-ses  of  mass  production  In  other  domestic 
tidostrles  in  which   the  output  is  aided   by  eapeeially   valuable   natural 
naourcea.     Indt^^,  our  natural  advantages  for  production  have  wrought 
arch  comparative  results  through  all  our  history,  even  in  colonial  times, 
ai    shown  by  higher  wages  in  many  enterpriaes  here  than  abroad,  with 
on  witbont  tariffs,  and  with  low  tariffs  na  well  aa  high. 

It  is  unnecessary  to  add  that  a  sdontiflc  tariff  commission  would 
m  t  hesitate  to  show,  to  the  extent  statisticalty  determinable,  that,  while 
earesslve  tariffis  at  times  enrich  private  interests,  other  tariffs  are  decep- 
tl  ely  meaningless;  that,  aa  a  rule,  tariff  dutit>s  are  mon^  advantageous 
to  most  branches  of  nuurufacture  than  to  most  branches  of  agriculture ; 
thit  tariff  duties  are  not  likely  to  bestow  equal  benefits  on  both;  and 
thit,  ao  Car  as  the  articles  produced  by  the  great  majority  of  our  farm- 
er i  are  concerned,  prices  are  usually  determined  by  market  e.ipecially 
w<>rld  market,  conditlona.  nOber  tban  by  tariff  barriers.     This  country 
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haa  nothing  to  fear  through  dlarorertng  that  her  rank  among  Industrial 
nations  tenda  to  be  advanced  rather  tiian  retarded  under  tariff  poUdes 
of  gn-ater  liberality  than  tboee  now  in  fonn,  pa-mlttinc.  wltbln  tbe 
limits  of  fair  practices,  the  reasonable  operation  of  fundamental  eoo- 
nomic  laws. 

CONCLCaiON 

In  the  face  of  such  continuing  offenses,  both  of  omission  and  commls- 
■lon,  I  have  decided  to  end  my  offl>ial  experience.  Until  recently,  I 
assumed  that,  with  two  years'  knowledto.  Congress  would  not  fSil 
at  this  session  to  grapple  with  corrective  remedies.  Tbe  appointment 
of  tbe  Senate  investigating  committee  made  that  expectation  reason- 
able. To  b^  sure,  the  Senate's  conTrmation  of  Commissioners  Brossard 
and  Lowell,  in  tbe  midst  of  that  investigation,  pointed  the  other  way. 
The  former  was  open  to  challenge  aa  disqualified  ;  the  latter  In  part 
because  without  n-al  understanding  of  hia  task.  Yet  my  personal 
confidence  In  the  final  outcome  haa  persisted  until  now.  It  is  eztln- 
gulahed  at  last.  And  I  am  unwilling  to  devote  to  a  vanished  hope 
the  unexpired  two  and  a  half  years  of  my  present  term  of  office. 

With  but  three  months  probably  left  of  tbe  present  session  of  Con- 
gress, In  a  prcaldental  year,  tbe  Senate  Investigating  committee  is 
silent.  The  issue  would  not  be  hopeiera  if  a  genuine  program  for  a 
reorganised  commisKlon  bad  l)een  set  In  motion.  Instead,  Congress  has 
once  more  voted  the  commissions  annual  appropriation.  Agricnltnrv 
Is  making  proper  demands  for  national  relief,  and  It  Is  easier  to  use 
the  commlsiloa  to  convert  farmers  to  a  mistaken  belief  In  tariff  salva- 
tion than  to  apply  real  and  permanent  agricultural  remedies.  Under 
BUch  circumstances,  my  further  ofllrial  pannemhip  Is  useless. 

Three  other  resaons  atrengthen  this  convlrtlon.  The  first  is  that  I 
have  done  everything  possible  to  aid  the  Investigating  committee  and 
tbe  public  through  varioua  constructive  legislattve  suggestions.  Tbe 
second,  tbst  no  recess  appointment  of  my  successor  ia  prot>able  If  I 
withdraw  now.  And  tbe  third,  that  sufficient  of  the  congressional 
session  remains  to  permit  insistence  on  the  appointment  of  an  able  and 
upright  successor,  and  to  prevent  tbe  confirmation  of  an  unfit  nominee. 

In  conclusion  may  I  say  that  I  do  not  exagpi'rate  the  present  Issue? 
1  fully  realise  that  tbe  manipulation  of  the  Tariff  Commission  since  191.'2 
la  but  part  of  the  total  picture  of  present-day  Waahington.  In  an  era 
which  biatory  may  yet  summarise  aa  the  age  of  Daugherty.  Fall,  and 
Sinclair — In  which  another  governmental  body,  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  is  widely  looked  upon  as  the  legitimate  prey  of  those  who 
deal  in  tbe  unfair  practices  that  commission  was  created  to  destroy — 
in  wlilch  even  tbe  National  Senate  la  not  immune  againat  the  trespass 
and  dictates  of  powerful  lobbies — the  fate  and  fortunes  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  may  be  thought  unimportant.  Yet  no  part  of  the  public 
edifice  can  be  undermined  without  danger  to  the  whole  structure. 
Public  service  still  demands  public  fidelity.  And  the  ancient  right  of 
remonstrance  remains.  An  official  witness  of  law  violations,  I  have 
successively  appealed  to  the  President  and  to  Congress.  One  further 
dl.«8ent  Is  in  order.  I  am  therefore  returning  my  official  commlaaion 
to  the  Government. 
Very  truly, 

Edward  P.  Costiqan. 

Hon.    JOBBPH    T.    ROBINSOV, 

ritUed  Statet  Senate,  WaahtmQlon.  D.  O. 

Mr.  GEOHGE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  stigKest  the  absence  of  a  qaorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Goi4»BOBt>UGH  In  the 
chair).    The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Allen 

Frazier 

King 

I.a  Follette 

Shortridge 

Ashurst 

George 

Simmona 

Bark  ley 

Gillett 

McKellar 

Smith 

Bingham 

Olaas 

McMaster 

Bmoot 

Bl.trk 

Glenn 

McNary 
Metcalf 

Stick 

Blaine 

Goff 

Stelwer 

lUease 

GoMsbo  rough 

Moses 

Swanson 

Borah 

Gould 

Norbeck 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Bratton 

Greene 

Norrisi 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Brock 

Hale 

oldle 

Townsend 

Brookhart 

Harris 

Trammell 

Brous!<ard 

Harrison 

Overman 

Tydlugs 

Capper 

Hastings 

I'atterson 

Vandeiiberg 

Caraway 

Hatfield 

Phlpps 

Wagner 
Walcott 

Connaily 

Hawes 

Pine 

Couzens 

Huyden 
Hebert 

Pitt  man 

Walah.  Maas. 

Cutting 

Ranadell 

Walsh.  Mont, 

Dale 

Heflin 

Reed 

Warren 

Deneen 

Howell 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Waterman 

Dill 

Johnson 

Roblnaon,  Ind. 

Wataon 

Edge 

Jout's 

Sackett 

Wheeler 

Fess 

Keiidrick 

Schall 

Fletcher 

Keyes 

Sheppard 

The  VI<"E  PRESIDENT. 

Ninety  Senators  have  answered  to 

their  namefl. 

A  quorum  is 

present 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  the  Senate  has  listened  to-day 

to  an  unusual 

address  by 

the  senior  Senator 

from  Wisconsin 

[Mr.  La  FoLuriTK],  an  address  which,  if  followed  carefully  and 
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closely  and  impartially,  wlU  dwnoostrafe  that  the  Tariff  Com- 
ml.sslon  under  any  administration  is  neoesjmrlly  a  partlsiin  oi>ni- 
mission ;  that  the  Tariff  0»mnii8si.»q  can  not  fumtlon  under  the 
present  provision  of  law  utider  any  tidratnlstration,  IXnnocratlc 
or  RepuWioan,  unless  Its  recommendations  atxvrd  with  the 
political  views  of  the  Executive  on  the  eontmrerted  question  of 
the  tarilC.  If  the  history  of  the  commission  Is  exnmln«>d  with 
care,  as  It  has  been  detalle<l  by  tJie  Senator  from  Wisconsin  In 
his  address  to-day,  it  must  be  concwled  that  the  whole  '.t>ntro- 
versial  question,  a  question  upon  which  the  iH»llticjd  parties  and 
men  within  political  panies  have  differed  frtmi  the  betdiinliiR, 
and  which  Is  as  acute  to-day  us  it  has  U-en  at  any  time  lu  oui" 
history,  can  not  possibly  lie  settled  if  the  nvt>mmendati«ms  and 
findings  of  the  commission  are  adverse  to  the  firmly  held  vitnvs 
of  the  Chief  Executive. 

It  would  l>e  impossible  to  suppose  the  election  of  any  man  as 
Chief  Executive  of  the  Nation  who  did  not  have  firmly  tlxe<i 
and  even  unyielding  opinions  upon  the  question  of  the  tariff.  It 
would  be  imiioHslble  to  Hui>pose  the  election  of  any  man  who  did 
not  have  a  firmly  fixed  and  pven  unyioldlnff  oplnhm  npisi  the 
oldest  economic  question,  yet  unsi>ttleil,  !»efi>re  the  Aunrl<an 
people.  It  is  not  only  a  qufstJon  old  with  ns.  but  it  is  a  qu<>stion 
which  likeuise  challenges  the  attention  and  distuHw  the  thought 
of  statesmen  in  every  land  and  ander  every  form  of  irovernment. 
How.  therefore,  can  It  Iw  assumed  that  the  history  of  any  tariff 
ci>mmission  will  be  other  than  tbe  sunlld  story  recited  by  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  to-day  when  it  is  rvmemlxTeil  that 
every  recommendation  of  the  commission  on  any  matter  of  vital 
importance  must  meet  with  the  definite  and  positive  rejection 
of  tbe  Executive  unless  the  recommendation  acconls  with  the 
views  of  the  Executive? 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  fn>m  Wisconsin  In  Iho  wmrse  of 
his  address  made  reference  to  President  Hoover's  appearance 
in  the  tariff  debate.  This  extraoixllnary  session  of  the  Congrej^s 
was  called  primarily  for  the  purpose  of  giving  relief  to  agricul- 
ture. Yet  when  the  12  leading  farm  organl&itions  of  thi'  coun- 
try in  a  letter  dated  the  8th  day  of  this  month  comiitained 
that  the  tariff  bill  which  had  pa.ssed  the  House  and  which  bud 
corue  to  the  Senate,  and  which  had  the  approval  of  the  S«>niite 
Finance  Committee,  not  only  did  not  give  relief,  bat  wldene<l  the 
present  disparity  between  general  industry  and  agriculture,  Mr. 
Hoover  was  as  silent  as  the  tomb. 

In  every  newspajier  in  the  country  at  all  Independent  In 
character  the  tariff  bill  now  under  consideration  btis  l)««en  sub- 
jected to  the  severest  attacks.  In  every  section  of  the  country 
it  has  been  p<»inted  out  that  the  measure  does  not  give  relief 
to  agriculture — and  that  has  been  the  Judgment  of  those  who 
beli<^ed  It  possible  to  give  relief  In  large  measure  througli  the 
tariff  and  of  those  who  believed  it  to  bo  Impossible  to  aid  very 
many  of  the  Aief  or  staple  or  Important  farm  products  through 
the  tariff.  And  yet  in  the  midst  of  the  condemnation  heaped 
upon  the  tariff  measure  now  before  us.  in  the  tnidst  of  puldlc 
critici.«m  of  it,  by  men  and  newspapers  alike,  throagh  the  many 
months  that  it  has  been  l)efore  the  public  Mr.  Hoover  lias 
remained  as  silent  as  tbe  tomb. 

He  threw  himself  info  the  tariff  breach  yesterday,  and  It  la 
worthy  of  notice  that  he  threw  himself  Into  that  breach  not 
when  farm  products  were  at  stake,  not  when  farm  rat«'s  were 
Involved,  but  when  the  chief  demand  of  the  highest  proUvfinl 
Interests  in  the  conntry  was  believed  to  be  In  danger,  to  wit, 
the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff.  Then  he  spoke.  He  found 
his  accustom«H]  boldness,  the  same  boldness  that  sustalneil  him 
in  his  direct  flght  against  the  farm  bill  it.self  when  representa- 
tives of  the  fanner  dand  to  write  Into  It  the  del»enture  plan. 
Then  he  spoke.  Though  the  Congress  has  been  called  to  grant 
relief  to  agriculture,  be  has  rnisi'd  his  voire  btit  twic«« — once  In 
direct  opi)osition  to  what  the  farmers  of  the  country  wanted 
and  again  when  the  great  Industrial  groups,  not  the  farmers, 
were  being  hard  pressed  on  the  particular  ground  which  to  them 
means  more  than  any  rate  of  duty  written  Into  the  bill.  Vhen 
he  spoke  on  the  flexible  provhslon. 

There  had  be^-n  si>eculatloti  In  the  country,  speculatlop  In- 
spired, no  donbt,  by  the  great  respect  In  which  m«i»  hold  the 
Chief  Executive  of  the  Nation,  concerning  Mr.  H<K>veT'»  posi- 
tion on  the  tariff.  His  silence,  especJally  in  view  of  two  notable 
Instances  when  he  has  broken  It,  Indicates  his  cotnplete  actjui- 
escence  In  every  jMWlsIon  of  the  bill,  or  at  least  that  he  does 
not  regard  any  provision  as  of  sufficient  importance  to  ju.stify 
his  assault  upon  It.  However,  the  moment  that  the  flexible 
tariff  provision  is  thre«itened,  the  moment  that  Issue  comes 
before  the  Senate,  then  Mr.  Hoover  In  the  second  division  of 
the  special  session  called  for  the  relief  of  a^culture  throws 
himself  into  the  tariff  discussion. 

Here  is  the  letter  of  the  representatives  of  the  12  er*^t  farm 
organizationa  of  America,  calling  attentioo  to  the  ah»oiute  lail- 
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are  of  those  who  believe  In  applying  the  protecdve  principle 
to  iiKricultare.  Here  Ls  the  letter  of  Mr.  Gray,  president  of 
the  Amerlcnn  Parm  Bareaa  Federation,  apeelflcally  charging 
that  the  disparity  between  general  Industry  and  agriculture 
hem  not  i»nly  not  been  bridged  but  that  it  has  been  widened  by 
the  bill  now  before  the  Senate.  Yet  not  once  did  tlie  President 
of  the  United  States  deem  it  adrisable  or  proper  to  raise  hia 
voire  in  this  tariff  di.<<cuA8i<x).  Not  only  has  the  President  now 
raitied  his  voice  but  hit*  .statement  is  a  mo<<t  remarkable  ona 
He  1«  not  a  new  convert  to  the  theory  of  the  flexit>le  provision 
in  the  tariff;  he  long  ha»  favored  it.  He  lavored  it  when  it 
waM  eniiCted  in  1922.  It  was  then  highly  important;  It  ia 
miyt  more  important.  Thrmgh  the  troublous  conditions  which 
then  prevailed  have  largely  disappeared,  though  the  world  has 
moved  away  frtwii  the  turmoil  and  the  dLsturbance  incident  to 
the  World  War.  it  is  now  more  important,  and  two  reasons  are 
asMls;ne«l  for  its  Increasing  Importance.  The  first  is  that  no 
tariff  is  ii«rfett.  The  President  seems  to  anticipate  that  the 
pending  tariff  act  will  be  very  bad,  that  none  can  be  perfect 

It  is  therefore  necessary  at  all  times  to  have  some  one  or 
some  commission  clothed  with  the  pr)wer  to  correct  the  mis- 
takes of  the  CongresB.  The  second  reason  is  that  in  view  of 
rapidly  changing  economic  conditions  at  home  and  abroad  it  is 
more  iiecesjuiry  now  than  it  was  in  1922  to  retain  the  flexiMe 
provision  in  tills  proposed  act. 

The  argument  tiiat  it  is  more  necessary  at  this  time  to  retain 
that  provision  stands  upon  those  two  premises.  I  submit  that 
the  first  can  not  be  urged  with  niore  Justification  than  it  could 
~Have  been  urged  at  the  time  <»f  the  enactment  of  the  first 
tariff  ba«k  in  the  early  days  of  the  Republic.  Rapidly  chang- 
ing e<'onomlc  conditions  at  home  and  abroad  do  not  any  more 
justify  tlie  continuance  or  empha.«ize  the  necessity  for  the  re- 
tention of  the  flexible  tariff  provision  than  the  same  relatively 
rapidly  changing  conditions  at  any  time  or  at  any  particular 
perioil  in  our  history  have  justified  the  enactment  of  such  a 
provision. 

The  President  then  procetMis  in  his  statement  to  remind  us 
that  under  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  the  initiative  is 
not  with  the  President  but  tliat  it  is  with  the  cimimlssion  of  its 
own  accord  or  upon  the  motion  of  some  interested  party;  and 
he  as.serfs  that  he  oio  not  do  anything  with  reference  to  the 
Uriff  until  the  commission  shall  have  acted,  until  it  shall  have 
submitted  ita  recommendatious ;  tliat  the  ci>mml8Sion,  of  course, 
ia  an  Independent  body  and  not  subject  to  Executive  control 

Already  the  Senator  fi-om  Wisconsin  [Mr.  L\  Follettk]  has 
well  answertvl  that  aswertiou,  and  has  answered  it  in  the  only 
logical  way  that  the  aiiswer  can  be  made,  Uy  the  simple  recital 
of  the  history  of  the  Tariff  Commission  since  the  day  of  the 
passage  and  a^roval  of  the  flexible  provision  of  tl»e  tariff 
The  I'resident  of  the  United  States  has  the  power  to  appoint 
the  membt^rs  of  the  commission ;  under  the  decision  in  the  case 
of  Myers  against  the  United  States  he  has  the  power  to  remove 
every  member  of  the  commission ;  and  the  history  of  the  com- 
mission has  certainly  illustratixl  the  subserviency  of  the  com- 
mission under  both  Presidents;  and  it  can  not  weU  be  other- 
wise. 

Mr.  GI^ASS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  (JKORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  GL-\SS.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Hoover's  predecessor  In  the  executive 
oftiif  announced  from  the  White  House  that  these  commissions 
werp  intendt>d  to  reflect  the  Executive  will. 

Mr.  GKoRGE.  I  n«»w  remember,  since  my  attention  has  been 
called  to  it  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  that  that  statement 
was  made. 

Mr.  President,  without  any  dlsp«^siUon  unduly  to  criticize  the 
Presid.nt  who  went  out  of  oflice  on  March  4  last,  or  to  level 
any  trltlcism  against  the  character  of  the  present  occupant  of 
th»'  j»resldentlal  office.  I  desire  to  say  that  It  is  perfectly  plain 
that  I'resident  C^ndiclge  did  undertake  to  ct»ntrol  and  did  con- 
trol. In  Hccordanee  with  his  announced  purpose  and  Intention, 
Uie  Tariff  Commission  by  controlling  the  appointments  to  that 
conimis'tlon. 

It  is  already  clear  that  Mr.  Hoover,  great  administrator  as 
he  Is.  and  familiar  with  the  problems  of  administration,  is  not 
seeking  so  much  to  control  the  Tariff  Commission  through  ap- 
pointments as  he  is  seeking  to  control  the  commission  through 
the  wntrol  of  key  nien  In  every  position  on  that  commission 
Even  sjm-e  the  present  session  of  Congress  reconvened  It  Is  a 
matter  of  ciunmon  rumor  that  an  interested  manufacturer  who 
thought  that  some  Information  had  come  to  the  minority  mem- 
bers of  the  Finance  Conamlttee  helpful  to  a  reduction  of  tariff 
rates,  had  actually  appealed  to  the  President  to  remove  a  par- 
ticular and  very  capable  expert  in  the  commiseion.    As  a  mattw 
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of  justice  to  the  administration,  I  wish  to  add  that  tiiat  expert 
ha  I  not  been  removed;  but  under  the  pressure  of  business, 
before  whose  eyes  are  dangled  what  a  former  Senator  from 
Mnsouri,  the  Hon.  James  A.  Heed,  used  to  call  '•  money 
bribes"  in  the  form  of  tariff  duties — under  that  pres.sure  Mr. 
Hiover  undoubtedly  will  control  the  Tariff  Commission  by  the 
icing  of  key  men  in  all  important  iKwltions  in  the  commis.slon, 
lo  will  reflect  his  economic  views  ui>ou  the  long-eontro verted 
estion  of  the  tariff.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  a  Democrat 
fuld  not  do  likewii$e ;  inched,  the  argument  that  I  make  might 
as  w»li  made  under  a  Democratic  administration  as  under 
epubllcan  administration. 

urther  in  his  statement  Mr.  Hoover  reminds  ug  that  the 
ible  provision  of  the  tariff  has  not  hitherto  been  made  a 
tical  issue.  The  flexible  provision.  In  its  present  form,  of 
rse,  went  into  the  act  in  1922.  That  provision  has  been 
thi  >  subject  of  discussion  from  time  to  time  since  its  enactment, 
finally  a  case  was  made  in  the  Supnnne  Court  of  the  United 
St  ites  Involving  tlie  validity  of  the  act.  The  question  has  never 
hem  at  rest.  The  President  possibly  means  tliat  the  repeal  or 
rei  ention  of  the  flexible  provision  has  not  been  a  partisan  issue. 
In  leed,  it  has  not  been,  Ijecause  there  have  always  been  men 
on  both  .sides  of  the  aisle  who  l)elieved  that  the  flexible  provi- 
sicn  of  the  tariff  should  not  have  been  enacted  and  ought  now 
to  b%  repealed ;  liberal  men  of  all  iiartles  believe  that  It  was  a 
mistake  to  enact  it  and  that  it  ou^ht  now  to  be  repealed. 

irShat  is  the  necessity  for  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff 
laiir?  Is  it  to  lower  rates?  Can  it  be  imagined  that  any  very 
sei  ious  economic  harm  will  come  to  tiie  country  merely  because 
it  IS  found  that  a  rate  of  duty  is  slightly  too  hi^rh  upi>n  a  given 
commodity  or  any  number  of  commodities?  Certainly  the  neces- 
sit  Y  to  continue  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  does  not  spring 
fr(  m  the  demand  for  a  reduction  of  rates.  It  therefore  can 
coine  but  from  one  quarter;  the  demand  for  the  flexible  provl- 
sUn  can  be  regarded  as  imperatively  necessary  only  by  those 
wl  o  are  seeking  to  rai.se  the  duties  ui»on  imi»orts.  What  serious 
harm  can  come  to  the  American  i>eople  through  a  delay  even 
foi  the  period  of  one  or  two  or  eight  years — the  outside  limit 
in(  iicated  by  the  President  in  his  newsi>ai»er  statement  yester- 
dar— In  raL^lng  a  rate  of  duty?  If  the  particular  commodity  is 
rei  .resentative  of  a  great  industry  of  the  country,  it  Ls  not  con- 
ceivable  that  the  Congress  could  not  be  couven«'d  and  the  atten- 
tion of  Congress  directed  to  that  particular  matter. 

]n  1921  there  was  a  revision  of  the  tariff,  limited  very  largely, 
which  resulted  in  what  was  known  as  the  emergency  tariff  act 
In  the  very  next  year  we  had  a  general  revision  of  the  tariff. 
If  the  President  would  follow  more  consistently  the  |)olicy  and 
pngram  of  bringing  to  the  attentifsi  of  Congress  by  .special 
message  needed  revision  of  the  tariff  within  narrow  limits,  it 
by  no  means  appears  that  the  criticism  made  by  the  I'resident 
is  iustifletl.  to  wit,  that  there  can  not  be  a  limited  revision  of 
th«  tariff;  that  Congress  will  take  excursions  into  all  of  the 
sctedules  whenever  the  tariff  is  openetl  up.  If  that  be  true, 
thtn  the  I'resident  never  intended  a  limited  revision  of  the 
tariff  on  behalf  of  agriculture  when  he  called  the  present  ex- 
tra ordinary  session  of  Congress.  If,  as  he  now  asserts,  there 
cai  be  no  such  thing  as  a  limited  revision  of  the  tariff,  that  a 
limited  revision  means  a  general  revision— and  that  Is  the 
premise  upon  which  he  bases  his  contention  that  It  is  necessary 
to  x)ntinue  in  f>peration  the  flexible  provi.<4lon  of  the  tariff— If 
that  be  true,  then  I  add  to  the  statement  which  I  at  first  made 
aiif  say  that  the  pending  tariff  bill  has  met  the  approval  of  the 
adriinistratlon  from  the  beginning;  and  not  only  that,  hut,  on 
the  logic  of  the  President  himself,  he  knew  that  a  general  revi- 
sion of  the  tariff  was  not  only  inevitable  but  a  general  revision 
wan  Invited  when  lie  issue<l  his  pnx?lamation  calling  the  extra 
si^>8i:ion  of  Congress. 

I  resident  Hoover  Is  advancing  the  arguments  that  have  been 
hei  rd  In  one  form  or  another  at  one  time  or  another  from  those 
wh>  distrust  popular  government  and  who  denv  the  capacity 
of  the  pe<H>le  to  regulate  and  govern  their  affairs  through 
ser  -ants  and  represent  art  ves  selected  by  them.  If  the  Congress 
of  he  United  States  can  not  be  trusted  t-;  make  n.fdod  revision 
of  be  tariff  whenever  our  rapidly  chanuinsr  economic  conditions 
ma  ce  it  imperative  to  do  so.  then  popular  government,  the 
caFttclty  of  men  to  govern  themselves  with  resftect  to  this  the 
mo  It  important  political  action  that  i-an  be  taken  bv  a  pe^ole 
is  i  enied  or  at  least  is  questioned.  *        •      i'    • 

Ilnally,  the  President  yesteniay  said  that  "the  flexible  pro- 
yl-slon  Is  one  of  the  most  progressive  steps  taken  in  tariff  making 
in  Ali  of  our  history."  The  most  progres-sive  step  taken  in  tariff 
making  in  all  of  our  history!  It  Is  distinctly  and  decidedly  a 
backward  step;  it  Is  a  step  l>ackward  toward  vesting  in  the 
Bxicutive  the  power  to  levy  and  to  c<»llect  taxes  out  of  the 
poc  tete  of  the  pe*.ple.  If  that  be  progres.s.  we  made  a  feai-ful 
mistake  when  we  brought  on  the  Revolution,  and  spilled  so  much 
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Mood  and  spent  go  mocb'  money  to  estaMli^  once  and  for  all 
time,  the  principle  that  the  taxing  power  must  remain  in  tlie 
people,  to  be  exercised  only  by  representatives  most  directly 
accountable  and  responsilile  to  the  people, 

I  am  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  the  Chief  Bxecntive  of 
this  Nation  is  riected  by  the  people,  as  Members  of  the  Congress 
are  elected  by  the  peopia  I  am  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that 
the  Chief  Executive  Is  responsible  to  the  people  just  as  Meml)er8 
of  the  Congress  are  responsible  to  the  people.  I  am  not  dia- 
cussing  the  matter  npou  that  basis  but  upon  the  tiroad  basis 
that  the  unnecessary  concentration  of  power  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  is  a  step  toward  monarchy,  whaterer 
be  the  form  of  government  under  which  the  monarrti  exists. 

"  One  of  the  most  progressive  steps  taken  in  tariff  making  in 
all  of  our  history  "  is  the  final  verdict  of  the  President ! 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  leaves  that 
subject,  will  he  suffer  an  interruption? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ix»es  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yl^d  to  tfie  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  GEOHOB.     I  do. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  Presid«it,  with  the  Swmtor's  permission  I 
would  like  to  emphasize  a  pertinent  point  raised  by  him.  The 
Senator  has  called  attention  to  the  failure  of  the  President  to 
make  any  comment  upon  the  pending  tariff  bill  until  yesterday. 
He  has  reminded  us  of  the  statement  of  the  leader  upon  the 
Republican  side  [Mr.  Watson]  to  the  effect  that  the  President 
had  not  taken  any  part  In  the  questions  involved  in  the  pending 
bill,  or  in  any  controversies  growing  out  of  the  same,  and  would 
pursue  this  course  until  Congress  had  acted  upon  the  measnre. 
The  Senator  challenged  attention  to  the  fact  that  upon  the 
agricultural  schedules,  which  are  vital  to  the  fanners  c^  the 
country,  the  President  had  not  spoken  during  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  in  the  House  or  thus  far  in  the  Senate. 

In  my  opinion,  the  President  acte<l  wisely  and  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  rights  and  authority  of  Congress  In  the  considera- 
tion of  this  bill,  but  yesterday,  notwithstanding  the  assurances 
of  the  leader  of  the  majority  that  the  President  would  main- 
tain his  attitude  of  silence,  the  President  gave  to  the  prew  a 
ratlier  formidable  stiUement  upon  the  most  important  feature 
in  the  whole  bill.  Wlien  it  was  proposed  in  the  Senate  to  strike 
from  the  bill  the  provision  dealing  with  the  flexible  tariff,  then 
the  President  apparently  became  deeply  concerned.  ITiis  pro- 
vision confers  upon  the  President  power  to  increase  duties  and. 
In  eff<"Ct  to  exercise  legislative  authority.  In  my  opinion,  the 
flexible  provision  was  unconstitutional  and  conferred  upon  the 
President  power  which  shonld  never  have  been  delegated  and 
which  no  executive  should  possess. 

Appare*itly,  the  President's  interest  Is  aroused  wlien  an  effort 
is  made  to  restrict  executive  authortt:*',  to  circumscribe  his 
power,  and  to  confine  to  the  legisladve  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment— where  It  should  be  confined — the  power  and  the  respon- 
sibility to  fix  tariff  rates,  wiiich  means  the  laying  of  taxes  upon 
the  people.  I  regret  exceedln^y  that  the  President  has  felt 
constrained  to  take  the  course  indicated  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  Is  confirmatory  of  what  aU  thoughtful 
men  must  have  felt  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  this  att — 
that  notwitlistanding  his  high  personal  character,  the  Chief 
Executive  of  the  Nation,  without  regard  to  his  political  views 
or  his  party  alignments,  would  seek  to  hold  fast  to  the  power, 
once  it  was  granted.  Here,  in  the  midst  of  a  tariff  battle,  and 
under  circumstances  that  call  for  a  straightforward  declaration 
by  the  Executive  if  circumstances  ever  called  for  such  declara- 
tion, tliere  is  silence,  continued  silence,  until  the  power  vested 
in  the  Chief  Executive  Is  sou^t  to  be  taken  away  or  circum- 
scribed by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States! 

Mr.  President,  this  tariff  bill  was  prepared  in  the  House 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  after  long  hearings;  and  It  was 
a  matter  of  common  report,  at  least,  that  after  the  completion 
of  the  bill  it  was  carried  to  the  White  House  by  its  author, 
the  chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  the  Speaker 
of  the  House,  the  leader  of  the  majority  party,  and  the  diair- 
man  of  the  Rules  Committee  of  the  House;  and  yet  there  was 
not  a  word  said.  At  that  time,  Mr.  President,  I  will  not  say 
the  bill  was  more  in  accord  with  the  views  of  the  President, 
but  it  was  not  sufficiently  out  of  harmony  with  the  views  of 
the  President  to  evoke  a  condemnation  of  it  In  any  particular ; 
and  it  was  more  in  accord  with  the  wishes  of  those  who  desired 
to  write  and  to  pwpetuate  practically  beyond  the  power  of 
C5ongres8  to  control  Uiem  the  hi^iest  rates  ever  written  in  a 
tariff  bill  in  our  history. 

When  this  bill  went  to  the  floor  of  the  House,  when  it  came 
to  the  Senate  and  was  referred  to  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee, It  contained  a  remarkable  provision.  Under  section  402 
of  the  blU  it  was  provided  that  in  selecting  the  base  for  the 
valuation  at  imported  merchandise,  the  foreign  or  import  vniae, 


whlchev<er  waa  hlfrber,  aboold  be  taken,  an  in  existing  law; 
that  if  tbe  foreign  or  import  value  could  not  be  found  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  api>raiser,  then  the  United  8tat»>s  value 
should  be  taken;  that  If  the  United  States  value  could  not  l»e 
found  to  the  satiafaction  <rf  tlie  appraiser,  in  tliat  event  produc- 
tion coat,  or  in  certain  circumstances  tlie  American  selling  price, 
should  be  taken.  Not  only  was  Umt  true,  but  there  was  written 
into  the  bill  the  provision  that  the  decision  of  the  api>ruisor 
determining  the  hose  on  which  merchandise  shonld  be  valued 
should  be  final  unless  an  appeal  was  taken  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury.  Beyond  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  api»cal 
could  not  go.  The  right  of  the  citizen  could  not  l»e  revlewoil  In 
the  courts. 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  struck  out  that  provision  of  the 
Wll,  be  It  said  to  the  credit  of  the  committee.  We  are  well  jus- 
tified In  asking  whether  that  provision  is  dead  or  wheUier  It 
only  sleepeth,  becau.se  it  was  In  the  bill  when  it  came  from  the 
House;  It  was  in  the  bill  when  it  went  to  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee; It  was  in  the  bill  when  and  If  tlie  bill  was  prest-nted  to 
the  Executive  for  his  iusjiectlon,  as  was  generally  reported  at 
an  earlier  day  In  the  consideration  of  this  bill. 

That  provision  is  mainly  desired  by  those  who  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  they  have  the  right  to  demand  an  embargo  in 
the  home  market,  and  who  seek  an  embargo  In  tariff  IcgislaUon 
at  this  time.  If  once  the  American  selling  price  is  taken  as  the 
basis  upon  which  to  compute  the  duty  upon  articles  Imiiortod 
into  this  country,  every  exorbitant  price,  every  mono{)oly  price, 
every  price  fixed  by  an  uneconomic  industry  existing  in  this 
country  will  be  perpetuated.  If  that  should  hapiH>n  it  would 
make  little  difference  what  rates  were  et^tabllshed.  If  tlie 
basis  on  which  the  rates  are  to  be  calculated  ia  given  over  Into 
the  hands  of  the  American  manufacturer  or  producer,  importa- 
tions will  virtually  cease.  Be  It  said  to  the  credit  <»f  the  present 
chairman  of  the  committee  that  in  1922  iuid  at  this  time  lie  has 
stood  unfalteringly  against  that  provision  and  against  that 
demand. 

Not  only,  Mr.  President,  was  this  provision — which  I  will  not 
longer  discuss — In  the  bill  when  it  passed  the  Hou.se  and  came 
over  to  the  Senate,  but  section  330  called  for  tiie  reorganbwtlon 
of  the  Tariff  Commission,  the  other  point  of  vital  interest  to 
those  who  so  much  desire  the  American  selling  price  as  the 
basis  of  value  for  the  fixing  or  calculation  of  import  duties. 

It  was  provided  that  the  commission  should  b«'  comp«^»sed  of 
seven  members,  to  be  appointed  by  the  President  withtnit  regard 
to  tlie  political  views  of  the  members;  in  other  wonls.  that  the 
biparti.san  character  of  the  commission  should  be  de«trt>yed.  Be 
it  said  to  the  credit  and  to  the  honor  of  tlie  majority  members 
of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  that  provision  was 
stricken  out  of  this  bill ;  but,  again  I  ask  my  distinguished 
frifflid.  the  rfiairman  of  the  committer  wltetlier  tliat  amendment 
is  dead  or  only  sleepeth? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  Prf«ident 

The  >T[CE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  da 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  so  far  as  I  am  personally 
concerned,  it  Is  dead. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  delighted  to  have  that  assurance  from 
the  cliairman  of  the  committee. 

Not  only  was  there  a  provision  for  the  reorganization  of  the 
commission,  tor  the  making  of  a  partisan  commLssion  In  terms, 
but  there  was  inserted  section  336  In  lieu  of  section  315  of 
the  act  of  1922;  that  is  to  say,  there  was  a  complete  change  of 
the  so-called  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  act.  The  majority 
meml)er8  of  the  Senate  Financ-e  Committee  at  first  ac<eptc<l  that 
IM-ovision,  not  unanimously,  I  am  glad  again  to  say ;  but  the 
Finance  Committee  by  a  majority  vote  of  the  Republican  mem- 
bers of  that  committee  accepted  the  new  flexible  provision  which 
sobstituted  equalization  of  competitive  conditions  for  the  present 
basis  of  the  equalization  of  cost  of  production. 

At  first  that  provision,  as  I  have  just  said,  had  the  approval 
of  the  majority  of  the  maj(»'ity;  but  subsequently  and  at  this 
time  the  majority  members  have  presented  what  is  in  effect 
the  present  law  with  two  particular  changes,  one  of  them  ex- 
ceedingly important;  the  other,  as  I  think,  not  so  imp<jrtant. 
The  change  has  already  been  pointed  out ;  but  it  is  well  enou;^ 
to  emphasixe  that  the  first  change  which  we  may  notice  is  tiiat 
the  President  now  is  to  make  his  recommendations  up<jn  and 
is  to  await  the  findings  of  the  Tariff  Commi«i,slon  before  he  can 
proceed  to  act  under  the  flexible  provision.  The  second  change 
is  the  definition  of  traniqiortation  costs,  frights.  That  Is  an 
important  provision  of  this  amendment,  and  one  that  I  shall 
not  dlacnss  this  afternoon.  I  shall  discuss  briefly  the  geufTal 
poUcy,  wltilx>iit  sotng  Into  the  particnlar  provisions  of  the  flexiMe 
tarUT,  and  partictilariy  Into  the  defiuition  of  transportation  cost 
as  it  DOW  appears  in  the  bill. 
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Ir^rst,  however,  I  denire  to  say  that  the  last  platform  adopted 
by  the  political  party  repreueuted  by  those  of  us  on  this  side 
of  tlip  aisle  declared  for  the — 

Attolltion  of  logrolIInK  and  restoration  of  the  Wilaon  eoneei>tloo  of  a 
fact  nnding  Tariif  OommiMloD,  quasi  Jadldal  and  fr««  from  the  Bxeca- 
ttvr>  domtnatlon  which  haa  de«troyed  th«  uaefolnecs  of  the  prpApnt 
coBfimix^iiiD. 

That  was  the  demand  in  the  platform  of  the  party. 

I  wnnt  to  call  attention  U>  one  fact  which  has  not  been 
emphasized  In  all  that  has  been  said  with  reference  to  the 
Tiirlff  Comiuls^ion.  The  total  number  of  applieatioRs  received 
under  the  provisions  of  sei-tlon  315  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922 
wtTf  508,  c«>vt'rlu«  only  352  commodltii-s.  It  is,  of  course.  In 
the  re<-(>rd  that  the  commission  has  actually  acted  ui)on  and  that 
the  tlndinfrs  of  the  commission  have  been  made  effective  In 
<mly  37  caws,  in  32  cases  Increases  have  l)een  irrant«Ml.  I  believe, 
in  5  ra.s<:'><  decrease's  of  rail's  of  duty  have  been  jrranted.  I 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  more  than  SOU  applications  have 
been  made  to  the  commission,  and  I  am  advised  that  in  the 
early  days  of  the  conunlssion  many  of  the  applications  were  for 
reductions  in  rates  of  duty. 

Taking  at  their  wortl  those  who  believe  that  the  flexible  pro- 
vision «)f  the  tariff  was  enacted  because  It  was  recognized  that 
we  were  In  the  aftermath  of  the  war,  when  conditions  were  un- 
.Hettled.  and  that  it  would  he  necessary  to  reduce  many  of  the 
tdgh  rates  In  the  Fordney  McCunil)er  bill,  over  5<)0  applications 
were  made  to  the  Tariff  Commission,  many  of  them  asking  for 
reductions  in  rates,  but  thos«'  who  sought  reduced  rates  were, 
of  iTiurse,  easily  discouraged,  and  the  record  of  the  commission 
Justifies  the  discouragement  which  those  who  wished  to  bring 
atx'Ut  a  retluetion  of  rates  felt  and  experienced. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  call  attention  to  another  fact  which 
aitpt'ars  In  the  statistics  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  but  which 
has  not  been  emphasized.  Not  only  have  the  rates  been  In- 
creasi'd  In  32  cases  but  In  four  inii»ortant  cases  there  have  been 
Increases  of  rates  and  a  tran.sfer  to  the  American  selling  price 
as  a  basis  upon  which  the  duty  was  to  be  thereafter  computed. 

Mr.  SWANSON.     How  man^'  oises  was  that? 

Mr.  OKORGE.     Four  cases.     I  will  be  ^ad  to  list  them. 

In  the  rag-rug  «i.«!e  the  duty  was  Increased  to  36  per  cent 
ad  valorem  and  the  commodity  was  transfemed  to  the  Ameri- 
can selling  iHioe. 

On  sodium  sllicochloride  the  duty  was  lncrea.«»ed  to  25  per 
cent  ad  valorem  and  it  was  tran.«ferred  to  the  American  selling 
price. 

In  the  veronal  case  tlie  duty  was  increased  to  25  per  cent  ad 
ralorem  and  It  was  transferred  to  the  American  selling  price. 

On  taximeters  the  duty  was  increase<l  from  $3  each  plus  45 
per  rent  ad  valorem  on  foreign  value  to  $3  plus  27.1  per  cent  on 
American  selling  price. 

In  two  other  Instances  where  decreases  were  ordered  the 
American  selling  price  was  ctmtinued  by  the  commission. 

Mr.  I»resldent,  I  have  already  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  iHresent  ba.sis  of  tlie  floxlMe  tariff  is  equalization  of 
c«»stjt  of  prtxlhction  In  the  United  States  and  the  chief  compet- 
ing country,  while  the  proposed  basis  In  the  House  bill  is  the 
tHju.jlizatitHi  of  competitive  conditions. 

The  amendment  of  the  flexible  tariff  provision  In  the  way  pro- 
pos«'d  in  Llie  House  bill  would  have  rei>pened  the  question  of  Its 
c«>nstltutk)nallty.  It  may  have  been  held  unconstitutional  If 
the  basis  were  such  an  Indefinite  rule  as  was  laid  down  In  the 
House  bill.  I»ractically  all  the  difficulties  encounte'red  In  the 
admirdstratlon  of  section  315  of  the  present  law  would  still 
remain  if  equallzatiim  of  competitive  conditions  had  been 
adhered  to  as  Inserted  In  the  House  bill. 

An  attemitt  to  analyze  the  phra.se  "  equalization  of  competi- 
tive conditions  "  In  the  llgtit  of  experience  In  administering  the 
flexible  tariff  shows  the  rule  to  be  unworkable,  and  reveals 
conflicts  of  opinion  certain  to  arise,  and  affords  ample  justifica- 
tion for  the  rejection  of  that  basitis  by  the  majority  members 
of  the  S«'nate  Finance  Committee. 

Finally,  and  with  this  I  am  through  with  the  House  provision 
upon  this  question,  the  rule  of  e<iunlization  of  competitive  con- 
ditions Involves,  and  necessarily  Involves,  the  exercise  of  judg- 
ment as  to  what  is  good  or  sound  public  policy. 

Chief  Justice  Taft  said  in  the  Hampton  case.  In  the  case  In 
whicli  the  validity  of  the  flexible  provision  was  sustained  by  the 
Supreme  Court,  that — 

TUv  same  piiociple  that  permits  Conjcn^s  to  exercise  its  rate-making 
p*.w<»r  iu  interstatf  commorc*'.  by  d««claring  the  role  which  shall  prevail 
Id  the  lefclalatiTe  txins  of  ratea.  au«l  enables  it  to  remit  to  a  rate- 
mak;u;  Uxly  cn-ateO  in  accordance  wttli  its  prnvisaons.  the  flxinR  of 
such  nttrs.  Jastifleii  a  similar  pruvuioa  for  tttc  flxlnii  of  customs  duties 
on   imported   merchaiMli— , 


It  is  not  my  purpose  here  or  hereafter,  Mr.  President,  to  dla- 
ctss  the  constitutionality  of  the  flexible  provision.  That  ques- 
tion has  been  foreclosed  by  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
Biit  I  do  pause  to  say  that  there  is  no  just  analogy  between  the 
pcwer  given  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  fix  freight 
tariffs  or  rates  and  tlie  power  given  the  Tariff  Commission  to 
n«se  or  lower  tariff  duties  within  the  limits  prescribed  by  the 
act.  T%ere  is  no  just  analogy  in  point  of  fact  or  in  p(Aut  of 
hi  itory. 

The  power  ^o  flx  freight  rates  was  and  is  a  judlcLil  power  in 
ths  sense  that  no  rate  can  be  exacted  and  collected  by  i\  common 
carrier  of  goods,  passengers,  or  merx-handise  that  is  unreason- 
atle  and  unjust.  It  was  and  had  liei'u  from  time  immemorial 
ai  a<'knowle<lg«:'d  jurisdiction  of  common-law  courts  to  regulate 
fr?lght  rates.  Yet  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  8tate« 
draws  the  analogy  between  the  just  and  reasonable  extension 
ar  d  application  of  a  judicial  power  now  vested  in  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  and  of  the  power  vested  in  the  Tariff 
Commis^on  to  lower  or  to  ral.se  the  tax,  the  Import  tax,  which 
n*ver  has  been  the  subject  matter  of  review  by  any  court  estab- 
lUhed  by  English-speaking  peoples. 

Fundamentally,  the  decision  Is  un.sound.  It  Is  ba.sed  ui>on  an 
lU  sound  premise.  It  is  based  upon  an  Indefensible  premise. 
Tie  rate-making  power  given  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
m  sslon,  says  the  Supreme  Court,  Is  the  analogy  upon  wliich  the 
lile  power  to  tax  can  be  vested  in  a  tariff  commission. 

[Jefore  we  had  an  InteJ^tate  Comm«'rce  Commission,  It  was 
expressly  ruled  by  the  court.  In  recognition  of  an  indisputable 
principle,  that  the  rate-making  power  with  respi'ct  to  common 
carriers  was  a  part  of  the  juris«liction  of  common-law  courts,  a 
pirt  of  the  jurisdiction  of  ordinary  courts  of  law.  You  could 
net  make  an  unjust  rate,  or  the  court  would  strike  It  down. 
Y(  lu  could  not  make  a  rate  that  was  against  the  public  interest, 
iM^L-anse  when  the  public  policy  of  the  State  was  declared,  the 
contract  c-ontrary  to  the  policy  had  to  be  declared  invalid,  and 
it  was  later  held  by  the  court,  even  after  the  pa-ssage  of  the 
H?pbuni  Act,  speaking  through  Its  great  Chief  Jusstice — Mr. 
CI  def  Justice  White — that  the  power  to  make  the  rate  yet 
redded  in  the  carrier.  That  rate,  when  made,  had  to  be  tested 
bj)  the  commission  in  the  ap{»lication  of  the  judicial  power  then 
ve  "ted  in  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

kir.  President,  as  strong  as  my  attachment  to  our  Supreme 
Ceurt  is,  biick  of  every  freight  rate  stands  the  Constitution, 
stJinds  the  Supreme  Court  of  this  land,  and  no  unjust  rate  can 
be  impot^ed  npt>n  the  public,  nor  can  a  confi.scatory  i-ate  be  im- 
posed up<m  the  common  carrier.  But  the  Constitution  and  the 
coirt  do  not  stand  back  of  the  action  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 
Tie  power  of  the  commission  is  absolute.  One  is  a  political 
power,  and  never  has  been  anything  else  but  a  political  power 
since  it  was  taken  from  the  executive,  the  king.  The  other  is 
a  judicial  power,  and  never  has  been  anything  but  a  judicial 
po  rter. 

i'et  the  analogy  is  between  the  extension  of  the  common-law 
ju  -isdlction  of  common-law  courts  to  a  body  known  as  the 
In  erstate  Commerce  Commission,  subject  to  the  control  of  the 
courts^  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  granting  of  the  power  to  tax 
th'  money  out  of  the  iM»ckets  of  the  citizens,  on  the  other  hand, 
to  a  Tariff  Commission  and  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
a  jower  which  the  President  of  the  United  States,  even  at  this 
ea  ly  day,  unwilling  to  release,  pleads  for  in  the  public  press  of 
ye  terday ! 

Jr.  I'resident,  the  principal  difllculties  which  have  been  en- 
countered In  the  application  of  the  rule  of  difference  In  cost  of 
production  at  home  and  abroa<l  may  be  summarized  as  follows. 
I  summarize  without  elaborating  at  this  time. 

>bstacles  in  getting  foreign  <>o«ts  and  the  qut>stionable  value 
of  Invoice  data  when  they  have  been  used  as  evidence  of  for- 
eij  11  c<»sts.    That  that  is  a  real  dlfticulty  no  one  will  deny. 

>econd,  problems  as  to  the  representativeness  of  data,  com- 
pa  lies,  areas  selected,  and  jieriods  for  cost  C(»mparison.  That 
that  is  a  real  problem,  involving  the  exercise  of  discretion,  no 
CO  nmon  layman  at  least  would  deny. 

^lfl"erences  of  opinion  as  to  the  inclusion  or  exclu.slon  of  cer- 
ta  n  items  of  cost.  Such  differenc-es  of  opinion  arise  in  prac- 
ticing- every  case,  and  frequently  make  an  e-ssential  difference 
In  the  result  The  actual  cases  decldeil  by  the  commissloa 
mi  ?ht  well  be  recited  to  substantiate  this  statement.  Often  an 
in<  rease  or  decrease  in  the  rate  hinges  entirely  upon  the  deci- 
sis 1  of  this  very  point. 

'  'he  kind  of  average  of  costs  to  he  usetl.  whether  weighted 
av  ?rage,  bulk-line  cost,  or  some  other  average. 

Comparability  of  foreign  and  domestic  articles.  In  many 
caes,  surfi  as  imitation  pearls.  bt^nt-wo(Ml  chairs,  brlerwood 
plies,  rag  rugs,  the  entire  case  hin^'es  on  this  iwlnt.  as  shown 
by  the  actual  decisions  of  tlie  commission  itself. 
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The  Incln.slon  or  exclusion  of  transportation  costs,  and,  since 
the  settlenK»nt  of  that  point  by  the  ruling  of  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral holding  that  transportation  costs  nwt  be  included  even 
under  the  present  act,  the  question  as  to  the  <±lef  point  of  com- 
petition, the  point  to  which  freight  charges  on  domestic  or 
fori'ign  pro<lucts  should  lie  included. 

Further  discussion  of  the  amendment  which  Is  intended  to 
define  transportation  costs  may  be  undertaken  at  stHne  later  day 
in  this  discusfdon. 

Finally,  the  possibility  of  affording  relief  by  a  50  per  cent 
change  iu  duty  or  a  change  to  American  valuation  when  that  has 
been  Indicated.  The  commis.sIoii  has  hesitated  to  embark  upon 
some  Investigations  because  there  seemed  to  l»e  a  strong  proba- 
bility that  even  If  the  facts  were  found  to  be  as  represented  In 
the  application  and  a  change  were  made  It  wotiid  still  not  afford 
the  relief  desired. 

But,  Mr.  President,  uuder  the  present  rule  of  equalization  of 
differences  in  cost  of  production  the  exercise  of  discretion  as  to 
what  Ls  good  public  policy  Is  necessarily  Involved.  The  Inclu- 
sion or  exclusion  of  costs  often  hinges  on  whether  the  iiractices 
of  certain  companies  are  in  conformity  with  the  {Kiblic  interest. 
President  Coolldge  himself  exercised  discretion  In  the  case  of 
cotton  warp  fabric  gloves  when  he  said  In  a  communication  to 
the  Tariff  CommLssion  on  October  3,  1925: 

Under  the  drcumwtancea  which  spply  to  the  Indattry,  I  do  not  feel 
warranted  at  this  time  in  increasing  the  import  duty  on  cotton  watp 
fabric  glove*. 

"  Under  the  circumstances  which  apply  to  the  Industry  at  this 
time,"  and  circumstances  of  one  kind  or  another  ai^Ued  to 
the  industry  at  the  time  of  the  investigation  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission and  the  exercise  of  what  is  deemed  to  be  a  sound  or 
wise  public  policy  necessarily  had  to  be  made  by  the  comiidsslon. 
The  President  took  this  position  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  the 
comparison  of  foreign  and  domestic  costs  indicated  an  Incresise 
in  duty  as  actually  found  by  the  commlssiixi. 

I  note  that  tiie  commission  has  exercised  its  discretion — its 
absolute  discretion,  if  you  please,  so  far  as  Its  proceedings  are 
concerned — as  to  what  Is  good  policy  during  the  seven  years 
the  present  law  has  been  in  force  whenever  It  has  chosen  to 
push  to  a  conclusion  such  an  Investigation  while  (Kistponing 
other  Investigations  or  t^oninatlng  them  by  an  outright  denial 
of  the  application. 

Mr.  President  I  want  to  call  President  Coolldge  further  as  a 
witness  upon  the  particular  pt^nt  I  am  now  discussing.  Mr 
Coolldge  said,  at  page  216  of  the  report  on  sugar,  speaking  of 
the  report  of  the  commission : 

It  ia  also  possible  to  arrive  at  different  conclusions,  based  on  whether 
we  compare  costs  of  different  r^ons  daring  the  time  of  production  or 
daring  the  time  of  marketing  the  products. 

That  I.S  the  first  possible  different  conclusion  in  the  careful 
Judgment  of  President  C<«)lldge  which  might  have  been  reached 
by  the  commission  which  we  are  assured  is  to  find  facts.    Second  : 

It  is  aJ«o  possible  to  vary  conclusions  by  the  different  metbods  of  in- 
terpretation involved  In  advantagt>8  and  dijuidvantagea  In  competition. 

Of  course  it  is.  Necessarily,  what  Is  or  what  Is  not  good  pul>lic 
policy  must  enter  into  every  Important  case.    Third : 

Further,  as  the  beet-eugar  industry  Is  the  one  for  which  we  must  have 
utmost  solicitude,  it  is  possible  to  vary  conclusions  by  the  adoption 
of  that  industry  as  the  standard  or  by  the  inclusion  of  all  other  forms 
of  domestic  and  insular  production. 

And  finally,  and  this  is  the  fifth  different  conclusion  which 
Mr.  Coolldge,  then  President,  said  might  have  been  reached  by 
the  Tariff  Commission : 

To  still  further  vary  them  by  adoption  of  the  costs  of  the  beet-sugar 
Industry  In  particnlar  States. 

In  that  one  paragraph  President  Coolldge  put  his  hands  upon 
five  conclusions  different  from  the  actual  conclusions  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  that  might  have  been  reached  con.sistent 
witli  honest  judgment  and  purpose,  and  yet  it  Is  proposed  here 
by  the  majority  to  vest  in  the  commission  the  power  to  write 
duties  up  and  down  50  per  cent  when  it  Is  possible  for  the 
C()nclusions  which  that  c<immission  may  honestly  reach  to  vary 
upon  the  iwrticular  statement  of  facts  cited  by  the  President  <>t 
the  United  States  in  five  different  imjportant  particulars  in  the 
one  case. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  quote  from  Thomas  Walker  Page, 
former  president  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  a  distinguished 
economist  who  said  in  Making  the  Tariff  in  the  United  States: 

The  conrluaion  can  not  be  escaped  that  it  is  rarely  possible  to  ascer- 
tain accurately  the  difference  in  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad. 


Prof.  F.  W.  Tatissig.  whose  reptitation  Is  certainly  beyond  any 
Just  critidgm,  a  former  chairman  likewise  of  the  Tariff  (Com- 
mission, said: 

Even  the  most  competent  and  Impartial  tariff  commissioner  will 
often  have  to  confess  that  there  is  no  one  figure  whUh  can  be  «n- 
qnaUfledfy  said  to  be  the  accurate  on«. 

Philip  G.  Wright,  economist,  said : 

In  many  cases  the  collection  of  costs  is  imposMMe  for  thr  vtropla 
reaaoD  that  they  do  not  exist.  What  for  exampto  is  tbe  cost  of  pro- 
ducing; wool  aa  distinguished  from  mutton,  of  bides  as  distinguished 
from  beef,  of  gasoline  as  distinguished  from  kerosene,  lubricating  oil, 
and  a  dosen  other  i^etroleum  products. 

President  Taft  himself  In  his  historic  letter  to  Congn>ssmao 
WUllam  B.  McKlnley  of  August  28,  11)10,  said : 

The  precise  difference  In  the  a>»t  of  production  soucbt  for  Is  not 
capable  of  deflnite  ascertainment.  All  that  even  the  most  adeotlflc 
person  can  do  in  his  Investigation  ia,  after  consideration  of  manr  facta 
which  be  learns,  to  use  his  beet  judgment  in  reaching  a  roncloslon. 

Mr.  President,  when  we  consider  the  peiuliar  dlflk-ulties  that 
have  arisen  In  the  administration  of  flexible  tariff,  some  of 
which  I  have  enunierattHl.  we  must  arrive  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  Tariff  Commission  readies  its  conclusions  by  no  other 
process  and  upon  no  other  liasis  and  upon  no  other  considera- 
tion than  ouf^t  to  be  used  by  Members  of  the  Congn^ss  in 
writing  a  tariff  schedule  or  fixing  a  particuUir  duty. 

Let  me  quote  from  William  McKlnley  tmck  in  1882  on  the 
floor  of  the  House,  when  he  was  speaking  about  an  advisory 
tariff  commission,  in  character  yery  much  like  the  commiiwion 
now  proposed  by  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons].     Mr.  McKlnley  said: 

I  can  not  retrain  from  saying  that  we  are  taking  a  new  and  some- 
what hazardous  step  In  delegating  a  duty  that  we  ought  ourNelv***  to 
perform — a  duty  confided  to  us  by  the  Constitution,  and  to  no  othen. 
It  Is  true  that  a  commission  does  not  legislate  and  therefore  its  work 
may  or  may  not  be  adopted  by  Congreaa.  This  la  the  safety  of  th« 
proposition. 

He  was  speaking  oi  an  advisory  commission. 

Now  let  me  read  the  always  pointed  langtiage  of  that  always 
practical  Republican  statesman,  Thomas  B.  Reed,  long  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  from  tlie  North 
American  Review,  December,  1902.  This  Is  the  answer  to  any 
kind  of  a  flexible  tariff  administered  by  any  commission  how- 
ever 8elect«d.    Mr.  Reed  said: 

But  we  can  have  aitling  in  perpetual  session  a  body  of  men  non- 
partisan, Judidoua,  wise,  and  inctirruptible.  Yes  ;  in  your  mind.  You 
can  have  anything  in  your  mind.  Imagination  ia  unlimited  and  it  la 
very  delightful  to  wander  around  among  Impoaslble  possibilities.  Just 
think  of  a  nonpartisan  free  trader  sitting  on  a  tariff  tax.  Of  courae, 
be  would  bo  above  any  prejudice  except  hla  own —    - 

And  I  agree  with  Mr.  Reed — 
I  saw  one  Tariff  Commission  sit  in  1882  and  its  report  was  not  enacted 
into   law.     All    its   mistakes  were,   and   the   result   waa   aatisfartnry   to 
nobody. 

Is  the  Tariff  Commission  satisfac*tory  to  auyiKidy?  It  Is  satis- 
factory tu  nobody,  without  any  reflection  upon  the  men  who 
now  compose  the  commission,  except  those  si>eclal  Interests  that 
will  as  certainly  aim  to  control  it  as  night  follows  the  day.  It 
has  been  the  history  of  the  spe<*ial  tribunals  vested  wiUi  great 
power  over  busiuesB  and  Industry  that  they  fall  ultitnately  Into 
the  hands  of  the  powerful 

I  mi'self  have  had  occasion  to  change  my  own  views  U|)on 
this  Important  pha^se  of  the  question.  Trained  as  I  Imve  lM>(.>n 
In  the  service  of  the  courts  and  with  a  strong  attachment  and 
love  and  respect  for  the  courts  and  for  our  judicial  system,  I 
have  likened  In  my  mind  these  special  tribunals  to  our  courts. 
But  they  are  not  court.s,  fortified  by  the  traditions  surrounding 
our  courts.  The  tariff,  whether  good,  bad,  or  indifferent,  holds 
a  money  bribe  before  the  eyes  of  the  industry  that  can  get  its 
rates,  and  the  industry  under  the  influence  of  this  bril»e  will 
one  day  control  any  sinx-lal  tribunal  set  up  to  administer  its 
affairs  and  to  pasB  upon  and  to  control  its  destiides.  I  do  not 
wish  to  be  understood  as  aiming  personal  critldsm  at  s'ime  of 
the  men  who  now  serve  and  who  have  served  ui)on  the  commis- 
sion. I  might  do  It,  but  I  do  not  want  to  Inj«vt  that  Into  my 
argument. 

It  has  been  recited  bow  at  least  one  commlsRloner  frmnd  no 
Impropriety  In  sitting  in  a  case  In  whidi  his  nearest  relative 
by  marriage,  his  wife,  was  directly  Interested,  until  It  became 
a  matter  of  poMlc  notice,  and  he  was  finally  persuaded  to  de- 
slat.  Another  nieml)er  of  that  commission  was  ut  first  a  lolv 
bylst  for  pottery  int^-est-s,  then  a  meml(er  of  the  cummi.«uuo. 
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and  ni>w  a  lobbyist  for  pottery  interests,  verifying  the  adage 
and  axiom.  "  Once  a  lobbyist  always  a  lobbyist " ;  for  he  said 
before  the  committee  that  he  was  not  hero  in  the  Interest  of 
anyone,  but  merely  in  the  Interest  of  the  public  good.  Theii 
another  meaib(>r  of  the  c*ommi8slon,  taken  fn^m  the  chairman- 
ship of  th(>  Home  Market  I.<eague  of  BoHton.  transferred  the 
fervor  of  hi.H  former  eulUtig  an  a  minister  of  the  gospel,  I 
believe,  to  the  »ervlfe  of  Mpeclal  Interests  that  demand  protec- 
tion, which  to  the  fullest  extent  that  lay  within  the  power  of 
TbomtiM  Marvin  have  obtained  it  in  every  case  considered  by  the 
Tariff  Coiumiwtion. 

Acnvmcs  or  lobbtints  in  washittotoiv 
Mr.   IW.A('K.     Mr.   I^reMidont.  on  yesterday  a  letter  written 

by  the  bibbylst.  Mr.  Hiteurer.  whm  placed  before  the  special  In- 

veHtigatioii  committee  of  the  Hetiate  containing  the  following 

Mtutenu'nt : 

TwrUe    Hfimtora   only    oppoard    thn    crtila^r    bill,    of   which    nine    are 

rccor<l«Hl  In  the  Department  uf  JustU-e  records  with  paat  alBllationa  with 

the  ('oniniinUt  I'ltrty. 

The  letter  did  not  state  which  one  ot  the  nine  Senators  had 
bet-n  ufflliateil  with  the  (\)ramunlst  Party,  but  my  name  is 
among  the  12  voting  agiiiiist  this  increase  in  cruisers.  This 
letter  1h  Init  another  evideni-e  of  the  recklens  statements  bandied 
about  by  secret  agents  of  special-privilege  seekers.  It  Is  a 
powerful  argument  in  favor  of  adequate  legislation  to  require, 
under  i>n>per  penalties,  a  public  registration  of  all  lobbyists, 
tot;cth(T  with  the  source  of  their  employment  and  funds,  and 
the  Hmouut  and  method  of  their  exiiense  and  distribution. 

No  man  qnestlons  the  right  of  dtlsens  to  give  to  their  Repre- 
sentHtives  lii  Congress  and  the  Senate  all  pertinent  Information 
concvnilng  {luhlic  matter*.  The  Htreets  of  WaHhington,  public 
buildings,  ami  even  the  IlallH  of  the  Capitol,  however,  are  con- 
stantly filled  with  multitudett  of  lobbybits,  ostensibly  serving 
their  country  from  patriotic  motives,  but  in  reality  secretly 
employed  by  powerful  interests  and  combiuationg  intent  uixm 
special  privilege,  public  pillage,  and  |Mil»lic  plunder.  From  this 
vantage  point  they  disseminate  false  and  misleading  propa- 
ganda to  deceive  the  people  and  defraud  public  sentiment. 

The  present  expos4  of  the  methods  used  by  the  lobbyist. 
Shearer,  who  was  supplied  with  ample  funds  by  the  concealed 
enemies  of  peai-e,  will  .serve  a  useful  purpose  If  it  produces 
needed  action  by  this  body  of  an  extensive  nature  and  results 
in  tile  ultimate  enactment  of  a  law  turning  the  spotlight  of 
put>licity  on  all  lobbying  activities. 

The  jKHtple  of  this  Nation  do  not  want  war.  If  those  who 
accumulate  millions  overnight  from  war  pniflts  employ  agents 
to  (listnrb  and  Wock  honest  efforts  looking  toward  the  peace 
of  the  world  the  people  who  bear  war's  brunt  and  supply  the 
fighting  men  have  a  right  to  know  who  steers  our  country 
toward  ormed  conflict. 

Let  us  have  an  lnve«tigation  which  will  open  up  the  Mitire 
field  of  lobbying.  Let  the  future  disclose  not  only  what  persons, 
coriJorations.  or  Interests  the  lobbyists  claim  to  represent,  but 
also  their  actual  and  true  representation.  The  people  of  this 
Nation  have  suffered  enough  already  from  secret  propaganda 
and  fraudulent  lobbies.  Men  and  groups  who  work  behind  a 
mask  deserve  no  sympathy  and  no  quarter.  They  are  enemies 
of  true  government  or  they  would  not  fear  public  knowledge. 
If  they  did  not  seek  that  which  Justice  would  deny  them,  their 
shrewd  hands  would  not  be  hidden  from  the  public  gaie. 

Mr.  President.  I  favor  an  immediate,  thorough,  and  settrchlng 
invenrigatlon  by  this  body  of  lobbies  and  their  methods.  Since 
it  is  my  understanding  that  other  Senators  have  already  pre- 
pared resolutions  looking  toward  this  end,  I  shall  not  offer  one 
at  this  time,  but  If  I  have  been  misinformed  and  a  resolution 
ot  that  character  shall  not  he  ofTered  within  the  immediate 
future.  I  shall  offer  such  a  resolution,  with  the  hope  that  It  may 
be  pat  Into  immediate  effect 

liLUTAXT    NOMINATIO.NS 

Mr.  REED.  As  In  open  executive  seasion,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  AfbUrs  I  report  sundry  Army  nominations 
for  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Vandenboo  in  the  chair). 
Without  objection,  the  report  will  be  received  and  placed  (m 
the  Executive  Calendar.  The  Senate  resumes  the  consideration 
of  the  tariff  bUL 

SEVISIOX   or  THE  TABDT 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bUl  (H.  R  2687)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regulate 
commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  industries  of 
the  Ignited  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  f«  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  it  Is  such  rcretetiooa  as 
have  been  made  in  the  speeches  delivered  here  to^ay  by  the 
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dls  inguished  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gboboe]  and  the  senior 
Seiator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Faixrmo]  tljat  cause  distract 
in  ^he  public  mind ;  distrust,  because  the  people  can  see  from  the 
so  graphically  narrated  tliat  at  times  the  Turiff  Commis- 
is — or  at  lesist  some  of  its  meml)ers  are — under  the  whip 
spur  of  the  Pre»<ident  and  succumb  to  iK)litical  influeooes. 
connection  with  the  discussion  of  the  flexible  provision  of 
tariff,  which  will  enable  increased  tariff  rates  to  the  extent 
per  cent  to  be  put  into  effect  by  the  President,  I  want  to 
brihg  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the  fact  that  the  rates  upon 
which  such  increa-ses  may  be  ba.<M'd  are  det^ermined  by  such 
:hods  OS  should  cause  the  American  people  to  revolt  against 

>  know  that  in  the  formulation  of  Republican  tariff  bills 
in  {the   past   special   interests   have   had   their   influence;   that 

lehow  or  other  some  Members  of  the  House  of  Represeota- 
and  some  Members  of  the  Senate  seek  to  go  im  this  sub- 

mittee  or  that  subcomniltte<'  charged  w  Ith  the  consideration 

certain  products  or  comnitxlitles  upon  which  rates  of  duty 
tav  St  be  Imposed,  products  and  commodities  in  which  their  con* 
stirnents  are  vitally  interested,  and  so  they  seek  these  places, 
uni  Momehow  or  other,  under  Republican  organization,  they 
oblaiu  them.  Not  only  that,  but  there  have  been  times  in  the 
wr  ting  of  Republican  tariff  measures  when  some  of  the  men 
wr  ting  them  were  themselves  vitally  interested  in  the  subject 
mutter.  Case  after  case  niicht  lie  pointed  out  where  Hj>ecittl 
Inti-rests  were  represente<l  through  a  nieml)er  of  the  committee. 
I  recall  that  in  the  writing  of  the  last  tariff  bill  one  of  the  most 
attractive  and  finest  characters  personally  with  whom  it  has 
be<n  my  pleasure  to  be  associated.  Mr.  Fopdney,  the  author  of 
th<  bill  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  throughout  the  hear- 
ing s  asked  the  witnesses  representing  the  special  interests,  "  How 
nn  ch  do  you  want?"  and  when  the  bill  was  written  they  got 
wliat  they  wanted.  And  those  who  worked  with  the  Senator 
frcm  Utah  in  the  Finance  Committee  saw  that  what  thoae 
special  interests  wanted  was  kept  in  the  bill  over  here.  So  It 
ha  I  been  no  exeeptlon  to  the  rule  that  in  the  writing  of  tariff 
bil  s  the  representatives  of  special  interests  have  swarmed 
anund  the  Capitol  and  in  the  chambers  of  the  Senate  and 
Htmse  Office  Buildings  trying  to  impress  upon  Senators  and  Rep- 
refipntatlves  their  ideas.  They  have  had  their  weight,  and  in 
toe  many  instances  they  have  obtained  what  they  desired. 

"he  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Black]  Ju.st  referred  to  the 
invlpstigation  now  being  conducted  on  the  floor  below.  That  is 
a  da.se — and  the  newspapers  are  full  of  it — where  a  man  tocHc 
mohey  from  certain  shipbuilding  companies  in  order  to  try  to 
influence  the  delit)erations  of  an  international  conference  at 
Oeieya.  Bad?  Yes;  but  there  are  worse  things  connected  with 
the  pending  tariff  measure  than  that. 

If  some  one  had  said  that  the  majority  members  of  the 
Fiiance  Committee  In  writing  the  pending  tariff  bill  had  per- 
mil  ted  some  clerk  or  employee  of  the  committee  to  take  money 
from  the  Steel  Trust  or  from  the  woolen  manufacturers  or 
fron  the  cotton-textUe  interests,  or  any  other  specisd  interest 
the  newspapers  would  have  been  aflame  with  that  fact ;  Indig- 
nat  on  meetings  might  have  been  held.  It  would  have  been 
thought  a  scandalous  thing.  Yet  we  have  a  situation  con- 
fro  iting  us,  disclosed  in  this  morning's  newspapers,  that  is 
woise  than  that,  worse  than  an  employee  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee taking  money  from  some  special  Interest  concerned 
in  i  ncreasing  some  rate  in  the  tariff  bill. 

Ihe  special  interests  have  helped  to  write  the  bill.  If  Mr. 
Gn  ndy,  who  has  occupied  a  conspicuous  seat  In  the  galleries 
of  this  Chamber  during  this  discussion,  frequented  various 
ofllies  in  the  Senate  Oflice  Building  t>efore  we  Itegan  the  dis- 
cus don,  and  who  did  not  miss  the  hearings  of  the  subcom- 
mittees in  connection  with  those  schedules  in  which  he  or  his 
orguiization  were  vitally  Interested,  had  been  paid  by  the  com- 
mittee, of  course  it  would  have  been  terrible,  and  the  news- 
paoers  would  have  been  full  of  it;  but  Mr.  Grundy's  friend. 
Mrj  Grundy's  coworker,  sat  In  the  secret  councils  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  committee,  advised  it  with  reference  to  rates  and 
soarested  changes  in  the  cotton  and  wo<il  schedules. 

r.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  the  Senator  does  not  mean 

r.  HARRISON.     If  the  SeJiator  will  wait  a  little  while,  I 

get  to  him. 

r.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  wants  to  make  the 
statement  he  has  just  made. 

r.  HARRISON.    Does  the  Senator  deny  that  statement? 

r.  SMOOT.    I  deny 

r.  HARRISON.    All  right 

r.  SMOOT.  I  deny  that  any  clerk  or  anyone  else,  except 
m^bMv  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  suggested  to  the  committee 
any      ■      -    •     - 


1  r.  HARRISON.    Very  well. 


rates  to  be  incorporated  in  the  bilL 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  ought  to  be  fair  In  the 
matter. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  1  will  be  perfectly  fair.  I  have  a  witness 
here  that  I  am  going  to  put  on  In  rebuttal  of  the  Senator's 
statement. 

Of  course,  the  minority  members  of  the  Finance  Committee 
not  only  could  not  gain  admittance  Into  this  cloistered  crowd  In 
the  secret  chambers  of  the  Finance  Committee  room,  but  we 
were  unable  to  obtain  any  Luforiuatlon  as  to  what  was  going 
on  there;  and  the  country  never  would  have  known  If  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  CorzKNS]  hnd  not  become  ag- 
grleved.  perhaps,  at  some  of  the  suspicion  attached  to  him  by 
Ills  coileagtieH  on  the  comndttee  and  had  not  given  out  statts 
ments  dally  to  the  press  of  what  was  being  done.  He  did  It 
because  he  saw  that  some  of  the  members  of  the  committee 
were  either  in  conference  or  communication  with  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  special  Interests,  and  they  knew  what  was 
going  on.  and  they  were  writing  down  to  their  Senator  on  the 
committee  asking  him  for  a  reconsideration  of  that  particular 
Item. 

I  am  glad  that  came  up,  for  tlie  reason  that  he  did  expose  It 
nil  and  give  it  out  to  the  country.  So  you  were  supiK)sed  to  be 
in  there,  all  by  yourselves,  writing  this  bill;  and  yet  you  took 
into  that  secret  committee  room  the  assistant  to  the  president 
of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Association  1 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  say  that  the 
committee  did  that? 

Mr.  HARRISON,  I  say  he  was  in  there  for  at  least  two 
days  in  secret  conclave.  He  was  the  expert  employed  by  the 
subcommittee  dealing;  with  the  cotton  and  woolen  and  flax 
schedules,  and  was  paid  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the  Government. 
Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  that  all 

Mr.  H-\RRISOX.  Will  not  the  Senator  answer  me,  and  say 
whether  or  not  that  is  true? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  thot  it  developed,  on  the  second  day 
we  were  holding  meetings  for  the  consideration  of  the  rates, 
that  there  was  present 

Mr.  HAIIIIISON.  The  representative  of  the  Connecticut 
Manufacturers'  Association. 

Mr,  .SMOOT.     A  clerk  to  Senator  BiNfiHAM. 

Mr.  HARK! SON.     Why  does  the  Senator  say 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  am  not  going  to  evade  anything. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  But  why  does  the  Senator  say  "a  clerk 
to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut "  when  he  was  the  assistant  to 
the  president  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Association? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  had  let  me  conclude  what  I 
was  about  to  say  I  would  have  stated  that 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Oh!     I  see. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Ju.st  a.s  soon  as  I  learned  of  it  I  suggested 
to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  that  it  would  be  better  that 
he  not  be  there.  In  answer  to  whatever  the  Senator  says,  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  can  tell  tlie  whole  story  Just  as 
well  as  I. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  has  not  yet  denied  anything 
I   have  stated, 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  statement  the  Senator  made  would  have 
left  the  impression  that  this  man  had  been  Invited  there  by 
the  committee,  and  also  that  he  stayed  there. 
'  Mr.    HARRISON.     I    said    he    was   there   for   two   day.s,    an 
employee,  an  advl.ser,  of  some  members  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     But  after  I  brought  up  the  question 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Oh,  well,  the  Senator  may  have  brought 
It  up  and  the  Senator  may  have  had  him  flred  out 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr,  President 

Mr.  HARRISON.  But  before  he  did,  this  man  was  in  the 
secret  sessions  of  the  majority  members  of  this  committee,  was 
he  not,  consulted  and  advising  with  reference  to  these  rates? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  by  any  member  of  the  committee.  He 
never  uttered  a  word  that  any  other  member  of  tlie  committee 
heard,  unless  it  was  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 

Mr.   BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  PRE.viDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  should  much  prefer  to  go 
on,  becau.se  I  want  to  read  from  an  article  that  appeared  In  the 
morning  papers,  and  then  I  suppose  perhaps  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  will  want  to  make  reply  to  it  If  the  Senator 
wishes  me  to  answer  a  question  now,  I  will  do  so;  but  I  Eiiould 
prefer  to  go  on,  and  then  have  the  Senator  ask  me  the  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi 
declines  to  yield  at  this  time. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  desire  to  ask  a 
question.  I  merely  desire  to  correct  scmie  of  the  stat^nents 
that  the  Senator  has  Just  made;  but  if  be  prefers  to  go  on  and 
make  a  great  many  more,  that  is  his  privilege. 


Mr.  HARRISON.  I  prefer  to  go  on.  The  Senator  may  think 
I  have  made  some  more  mistakes,  and  he  can  correct  those   too. 

Mr.  BINGH.VM.     I  am  sure  the  Senator  wilt 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  what  I  have  stated  Is  from 
the  reports  opi>earing  in  a  very  reputable  paper  published  in 
the  city  of  Washington  this  morning.  Of  course,  I  would  not 
do  any  of  the.se  distlng\Ushe<l  gentlemen  an  Injustice,  but  It 
looks  to  me  as  though  their  conduct  Is  pretty  brazen  when  fhey 
take  Into  their  c<»ufidence  the  representative  of  the  Connecticut 
Manufacturers'  Association,  who  speaks  of  Joseph  R.  Grundy  as 
"old  Joe,"  and  whose  association  signed,  with  Mr.  Grundy's 
association,  the  brief  presenting  the  argument  for  an  incrense 
of  rates  before  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  in  the 
consideration  of  this  bilL 

Can  a  defense  be  made  by  anyone  of  suth  action?  If  this 
man  was  the  representative  of  this  assoi'latlon.  Interested  in  the 
many  increases  in  this  bill,  can  anyone  supikihi'  that  he  was  not 
In  dally  touch,  by  letter  or  telephone  or  what  not,  with  the 
I)eople  up  there  who  are  members  of  his  association  who  were 
Interested  In  obtaining  certain  increases?  Can  anyone  doubt 
that  he  w^as  In  constant  conference  with  his  friend,  Joe  Grundy, 
and  that  they  were  working  in  harmony  and  concert  of  action? 
Can  onyoue  defend  the  action  of  thl.<?  committee  or  any  Kub- 
coramlttce  of  this  committee  In  going  Into  the  very  citadel  of 
the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Association,  allied  with  the  Pro- 
tective Tariff  League,  allied  with  and  related  to  the  American 
Manufacturers'  Association,  of  which  aswH'latlon.  In  part,  the 
trfflcers  of  the  ConnectU'Ut  Manufacturers'  AsKociatlon  are  otti- 
cers,  and  getting  this  man,  who  no  doubt  was  receiving  the  In- 
structions and  suggestions  of  Mr.  Joseph  R.  Grundy? 

Why,  It  would  have  been  little  worse  If  Mr.  Grundy  himself 
had  t)een  selected  by  this  committee  as  the  adviser,  asthe  clerk 
of  this  subcommittee,  to  help  frame  the  rates  on  these  particu- 
lar schedules.  It  is  enough  to  arouse  the  public  conscience,  and 
it  is  enough  to  cause  universal  condemnation  not  only  of  the 
manner  in  which  this  bill  was  written  but  of  the  results 
obtained. 

Here  Is  what  this  paper  says.    It  calls  for  a  reply : 

An  executive  of  one  of  the  coantry'a  moat  important  lot>byin(  organl- 
E«tloDB  aat  in  the  aecret  sesslona  of  the  Senate  Flnancre  Committee's 
tariff  meetings,  inveatlgatlon  by  the  Uearat  newapapera  diaeloaed 
to-day.     •     •     • 

Charles  L.  Eyanaon,  asatatant  to  the  president  of  the  llnnufactnrera* 
AsBociatiun  of  Conuectlcut,  is  tbt>  man. 

He  admits  be  helped  draft  aome  of  the  proTlsluna  of  the  Smoot-IIawIey 
tariff  bill. 

Let  that  sink  in;  will  you?     [Laughter.] 

He  admita  he  helped  draft  aome  of  the  proTlaiona  of  the  Smoot-Hawley 
tariff  bin. 

He  acted  as  tariff  "expert"  for  Senator  HuuM  Bixgham  (Reput>- 
lican),  of  Connecticut,  during  June,  July,  and  August,  when  the  8<'nate 
committee  waa  revlalng  the  biH'B  varloaa  acbedulea. 

That  the  country  may  not  forget  and  those  who  scan  the 
pages  of  the  Congressional  Rbcoko,  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  fact  that  in  the  first  remarks  I  made  In  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  bill  I  showed  how  you  had  allocated  to  the  var- 
ious members  of  the  majority  of  the  Finance  Committee  these 
various  schedules,  emd  how  you  had  graciously  given  the  steel 
or  metals  schedule  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr. 
RoED].  I  showed  how  you  had  given  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  E^doc],  whose  constituents  are  so  largely  interested 
in  earthenware  and  chinaware,  that  schedule.  I  showed  how 
the  sugar  8cl»e<3ule  was  turned  over  to  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Smoot],  wh(Mn  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Foi^ 
urrrB]  to-day  pictured  as  the  pacificator  In  sugar  controversies 
when  he  invited  Mr.  Culbertson  and  other  members  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  and  other  gentlemen  interested  in  his  oflk-c,  or  they 
came  to  his  oflSce — I  believe  he  di.sclaimed  Inviting  them — and 
they  met  in  order  to  concoct  some  scheme  to  increase  the  price 
of  sugar. 

That  would  have  been  bad  enough ;  but  to  go  to  tlie  Connecti- 
cut Manufacturers'  Association  and  get  the  man  who  was  nurs- 
ing their  cause  and  preparing  their  arguments  for  Increased 
tariff  duties  and  iHit  him  uix>n  the  Oovemment's  pay  roll  to  act 
as  clerk  of  this  ccHnmittee,  get  his  advice,  and  bring  him  into  the 
secret  sessions  of  the  majority  memljers  of  the  committee,  Is  a 
brazen  act  If  you  think  that  will  help  your  bill  in  the  opinion 
of  the  American  public,  then  employ  some  more  experts  along 
that  line—  * 

Charles  L.  Byanson,  aaslatant  to  the  president  of  tlte  Manufacturers' 
Association  of  Connecticut,  Is  the  man. 

He  admits  be  helped  draft  some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Smtx-.t  Hawley 
tariff  bill. 
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tie  acted  as  tariff  "expert"  for  Senator  Hivam  BtJtoHAM  (R*pab- 
Ilcan).  of  Connecticut,  during  June,  July,  and  Aagost,  when  the  Senate 
commitrf^  wan  reriaiDK  the  bill's  various  schedules. 

Senator  Binoham  was  chairman  of  the  textile  subcommittee  of  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee.  Textile  manufuctarlng  is  one  of  Connectl- 
mt'H  major  Industries.  Indlviduiil  manufacturers  are  among  the  large 
contributors  to  the  State  and  National  Uepubllcan  campaign  funds,  and 
the  t'Xtile  companien  iiul>Mcril)e  rather  generously  tu  the  support  of  the 
Manufacturers'  AHSociatlou  of  Connecticut. 

E>iin:iM>n,  admirer  and  close  associate  of  Joseph   R.  Grundy — 

Some  one  mid  that  this  bill  ought  to  be  i*alled  the  Keed- 
Onindy  bill.     I  chrlxten  it  the  Gmndy-Eyunsoti  bill — 

Eyanson.  admirer  and  close  assoclnte  of  Joseph  R.  Grundy,  Pennsyl- 
Tiiuiii  [K>lltical  box*.  I(ing  of  the  Washington  lobby,  and  practical  dic- 
tator of  ttM>  present  tariff  light,  bnd  a  desk  In  Senator  Bixoham's  office 
for  the  entire  three  months. 

In  this  «»nnectiun.  It  should  not  be  forgotten  that  Mr.  Grundy's 
offliial  bulletin  only  recently  paid  high  tribute  to  the  Senator 
from  the  steel  regions  of  Peun.««ylvania.  It  said  that  he  had 
performed  his  part  in  a  masterly  way;  he  had  kept  the  faith. 
Mr.  Grundy  Hill  probably  speak  a  little  better  to-day  of  the 
Pi-esident,  whom  ite  criticize*!  at  that  time,  when  he  reads 
that  the  President  now  has  thrown  himself  into  the  ranks  of 
the  reactionary  element  of  his  party,  and  is  marching  under 
their  flag. 

For  approximately  one  of  the  three  months  be  helped  Mr.  Bikoham, 
Eyanson  was  on  the  Senate  pay  roll  as  clerk  to  the  Committee  on  ler- 
rtltirieA  and  Insular  Affairs.  Ue  was  paid  at  the  rate  of  f3,900  a  year 
from  July  23  to  Augxnt  25.     •      •      • 

Kyanson  was  placed  on  the  Senate  pay  roll  while  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee held  Ita  executive  seesions.      •      •      • 

Ofllciain  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Association  at  Hartford 
told  an  investigator  that  while  Eyanson  was  on  the  Senate  pay  roll  be 
was  on  a  leave  of  abaence  from  the  association. 

Why.  of  connie.  they  gladly  gave  him  a  leave  of  absence.  He 
wu!«  perftimdng  a  real  service  down  here  for  the  association. 
He  undoubtedly  was  earning  more  than  any  $3,900  a  year  at  that 
time.  Whether  or  not  the  manufacturers'  a.'^oclatlon  was  pay- 
ing liini  at  the  same  time  that  the  Fe<leral  Government — the 
American  people — were  paying  him,  I  do  not  know.  This  article 
d«>es  not  say;  but  It  does  say  that  the  officials  of  the  manufac- 
turers' association  gave  him  a  leave  of  absence  at  that  particular 
time. 

It  does  not  state  whether  or  not  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
aakcfl  this  assoclati(»ii  to  grant  him  a  leave  of  absence.  It  does 
not  say  whether  Mr.  Howard  Cheney,  who  appeare<l  before  the 
coniiniftee  advocating  high  rates,  and  who  was  a  member  of 
t\H'  C<>nne<'ti(Ut  Manufacturers'  Association,  and  one  of  the 
vii-e  prt'sidents  of  the  American  Manufacturers'  Association, 
working  by  the  side  of  Mr.  Joseph  R.  Grundy,  put  his  O.  K.  on 
EyatiMiu  and  suggested — 

Ye» ;  wc  will  be  delighted  to  give  bim  a  leave  of  absence  from  Con- 
necticut during  the  consideration  of  the  tariff  bill. 

Durinn  an  earlier  visit  of  an  Investigator  to  the  Hartford  olBce  one 
of  the  sirl  clerks  In  the  Manufacturers'  Association  olBce  .«ld, 

"  -Mr.  Kyanson  Is  not  here.  He  is  handling  the  tariff  Oght  for  us 
down  i:i  Watkhingtoa." 

Ah,  she  could  have  gone  further  and  she  could  have  said. 
"  Why,  he  is  Senator  Bingham's  '  Bobbie  Shealey.'  He  sits  In 
tlie  cloistered  rooms  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]. 
He  knows  the  pns.sword  and  sign,  and  has  the  grip  to  get  Into 
the  oflkes  of  the  Finance  Committee  down  there."  "He  Is  a 
big  roan  in  Washington."  she  could  have  said.  But  she  Just 
mwlestly  said,  "Mr.  Eyanson  is  not  here.  He  Is  handling  the 
tariff  fight  for  us  down  in  WashingtMi." 

Eynnson  says  this  is  obviously  an  error. 

Tliat  is  one  thing  he  denies. 

in  addition  to  handling  a  large — 

I  kn«m  this  Is  interesting  to  the  Senator  from  Utah — 

In  addition  to  handling  a  large  amount  of  Mr.  Binquaii's  tariff 
activities —  '^ 

L^  me  see  how  that  starts  again : 

In  addition  to  handling  a  large  amount  of  Mr.  Bi.voram's  tariff 
activities,  which  Include  compilation  of  data  for  ose  by  the  Senator 
in  speeches  on  the  Senate  floor — 

That  fellow  was  a  big  man  down  here,  handling  the  tariff 
light,  preparing  data,  compiling  data  for  Senator  Bingham's 
speeches  on  the  flcK>r  of  the  Senate.  They  have  not  been  made 
yefc  Perbapa  the  speeches  he  is  to  make  are  to  contain  the  data 
prepared  by  Mr.  Eyanson.    Eyanson  is  a  kind  of  a  go-between 
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betiween  the  Manufacturers'  Association  and  the  Connecticut  Senator's 
ofllire,  the  association's  flies  reveal. 

will  not  elaborate  on  that.    That  sounds  too  unreasonable, 
an  1  yet  it  Is  there. 

Kyanson   is  one  of  the  best-Informed   tariff  students  in   the   country. 

I  le  was  in  Washington  last  spring  when  the  Smoot-Hawley  bill  was 
bef>re  the  House  of  Representatives.  At  that  time,  he  told  an  investi- 
gator last  weelc,  be  acted  as  "observer"  for  Senator  Bi!*qham — 

'  lie  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  representing  the  cotton  and 
th4  wiHjlen  schedules. 

lis  manufacturers'  aaeociation,  however,  joined  with  Qrundy  in 
signing  a  brief  in  behalf  of  the  lace  industry  before  tlie  House  com- 
mittee. Grundy  has  the  unique  distinction  of  winning  practically 
every  point  in  hia  tariff  battles  thus  far.  The  rates  be  wanted  boosted 
weie  boosted^ — those  he  wanted  lowered  were  given  Just  that  treatment. 

Kyanson  and  Grundy  have  been  in  frequent  consultation  during  the 
proprress  of  the  long  fight. 

1  lyanson  was  at  his  office  in  Hartford  last  Monday  when  a  newspaper 
correspondent  called. 

1  he  reporter  said  he  planned  to  write  a  story  on  the  tariff  and 
sought  particularly  to  obtain  a  summary  of  the  beneflts  which  would 
floi '  to  Cunnecticut  industries  If  the  Hawley-Smoot  measure  were  passed 
in  Its  present  form. 

Kyanson  was  generous  In  furnishing  tariff  facts  but  during  the  dis- 
cu.salon  of  the  various  rates  urged  the  reporter  not  to  use  his  name  in 
the  story.     The  reporter  did  not  answer  that  plea. 

1  he  tariff  expert  con(ide«l  that  he  acted  as  "  secretary  "  to  Senator 
Bisobam  during  the  summer. 

:  lere  is  what  he  did,  now : 

1  le  took  the  Senate  draft  of  the  bill,  and,  section  by  section,  pointed 
out  the  varying  interests  of  Connecticut  in  the  measure.  Ue  was 
ashed  : 

'  Mr.  Eyanson,  do  most  of  these  various  State  manufacturers'  asso- 
cla  ions  conduct  direct  work  in  Washington  for  their  various  mem- 
ber;— for  instance,  work  on  the  various  schedules  of  the  tariff  bill?" 

'  'his  is  what  he  said : 

"  No ;  but  some  of  them  do." 

"  Perhaps  none  of  them  do  as  much  work  down  there  for  speclfle 
Industries  as  does  your  Manufacturers'  Association  of  Connecticut." 

"  Well,  I  guess  you  are  right  about  that." 

"  Well,  doesn't  the  National  Manufacturers'  Association  work  for 
spedflc  schedules?" 

"  Oh,  no.  You  see  it  only  works  on  general  problems  like  admlnis- 
trat  Ive  features  of  the  bill  " — 

S  uch  as  this  flexible  provision,  for  which  Mr.  Grundy  stands, 
am  for  which  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Association 
sta!  ids— 

"  be  jause  the  wishes  of  its  members  on  specific  schedules  are  often  in 
conllict." 

TtJe  reporter  then  asked  if  Eyanson  knew  Joseph  R.  Grundy,  big- 
wig of  the  tariff  lobby  and  head  of  the  Pennsylvania  Manufacturers' 
A58(  fciation. 

"  WT>X,  yes.  of  course ;  I  have  known  him  in  these  tariff  fights  for 
yeai  s. 

"  [n  fact.  Joe  Just  called  me  on  the  phone  before  you  came  in. 

"  He  is  at  his  home  in  Bristol,  but  he  is  going  to  be  In  Washington 
Weilnesday.  I  am  going  to  make  a  1-day  hurried  trip  down  there  myself 
to  b?  there  on  Wednesday,  too." 

T  le  reporter  called  on  Senator  Bingham.  Senator  Bingham 
was  frank  and  courageous  In  his  statement,  as  he  always  is, 
and  this  Is  what  he  said  alwut  It.  I  do  not  supi^ose  he  has 
ch&iged  his  opinion  since  giving  out  this  statement  I  quote 
him,    His  words  seem  to  be  in  quotations: 

It  respon!<e  to  the  direct  question  as  to  who  suggested  the  employ- 
men;  of  Kyanson,  Senator  Bingham  replied: 

"  [t  was  entirely  my  own  Idea  ;  nobody  suggested  it  to  me.  It  seemed 
to  me  entirely  natural  for  a  man  of  scientific  training  to  want  to  get 
the   jext  assistant  be  could. 

"  [  wrote  to  several  parties  in  Connecticut  to  know  if  they  could 
Mugs  est  a  man  I  could  employ  who  would  know  more  about  the  toriff 
thai  I  could  learn  in  a  short  time,  and  who  would  know  the  needs  of 
Com  lectlcut. 

•  Several   names   were  suggested,   including   Eyan-son's.      As   soon   at 
I   leirned   that   he  attended   all   the   hearings   before   the  House   Ways 
and  Means  Committee,  as  an   'observer'   for   the  Manufacturers'    Asso- ' 
ciatjan,  it  didn't  take  nie  five  minutes  to  make  up  my  mind." 

T  lat  Is  the  story. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  my  delightful  friend  from 
Mis»iissippi  [Mr.  Habhison],  with  his  usual  faimes-s,  has  not 
'-*'•'  stated  his  side  of  the  case  but  he  has  also  stated  my  side 
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of  the  case;  but  not  quite  as  ftilly  as  he  might  have  dooe.    He 
made  one  or  two  misstatements,  due  to  ignorance  on  his  part 

In  his  charming  and  delightful  address  earlier  in  the  session, 
like  some  distinguished  classical  autlior,  he  de8cril)ed  imagi- 
nary conversations  between  elder  .statesmen  and  freshmen  Sena- 
tors, the  Senator  depicted  me  as  appealing  to  the  ciiairman  of 
the  Committee  on  t^nanco  for  the  chairmanship  of  the  sub- 
committees on  cotton  and  wool.  As  I  was  assigned  to  dnt.v  as 
chairman  of  those  sulx-ommittees,  perhaps  it  was  natural  that 
he  should  have  thought  that  one  of  the  most  newly  arrived 
memliers  on  the  committee  would  have  influence  enough  with 
the  chairman  of  the  full  committee  to  get  his  wishes  in  the 
matter  considered.  So  it  was  perfectly  natural  that  he  should 
have  pictured  that  delightful  ima;rinary  conversation. 

I  was  glad  to  be  assigned  to  tliose  subcxitnmittees.  I  should 
have  been  glad  to  be  assigned  to  other  subcommittees  in  which 
the  Industrial  Interests  or  the  agricultural  Interests  of  my 
State  were  considered.  But  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  does 
not  know  that  the  sul)Commlttees  had  verj-  little  to  do  with 
writing  the  rates,  that  the  subcommittees  were  appointed  to 
hear  evi<lence.  and  that  the  8ubcomraltttH>s  did  not  meet  to  con- 
sider rates,  nor  did  they  employ  clerk.s,  but  the  rates  were 
con.'^iderod  in  full  comiuittec.  and  the  clerks  as.xigned  to  the 
subcommittees  were  regular  assistants  of  the  regular  Finance 
Committee. 

The  rlerk  of  the  Ave  subcommittees  on  textiles,  including  the 
subcommittees  on  cotton  and  wool,  of  which  I  had  the  honor  to 
be  chairman,  was  one  of  the  regular  employees  of  the  Finance 
Committee,  Mr.  Billings,  assigned  to  us  as  a  clerk  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  acting  in  his  usual  and  regular  capacity. 

Mr.  r resident,  if  I  may  be  ixrsonal  for  a  few  moments,  I 
was  assigned  to  duty  on  the  Finance  Committee  just  at  the 
beginning  of  the  extra  session.  My  very  distinguished  prede- 
cessor on  that  committee.  Senator  George  McLean,  who  was 
the  ranking  Itepubllcan  member  of  it  and  who  had  been  here 
for  three  terms,  for  18  years,  as  a  Senator,  refu.'^eil  to  run 
strain,  greatly  to  the  regret  of  everyone  in  Connecticut  In 
the  face  of  a  tariff  bill  coming  on,  his  presence  on  the  Finance 
Committee,  with  his  knowledge  of  the  tariff  and  of  the  needs 
of  his  State,  as  well  as  the  needs  of  the  United  States,  would 
have  be«i  of  inestimable  value  to  everyone.  But  unfortunately, 
he  refuse<i  to  accept  another  nomination,  and  I  was  placed  on 
the  Finance  Committee  Just  before  we  were  to  consider  the 
tariff. 

My  interests  previously  had  been,  as  Is  known,  in  aviation.  In 
the  Army,  and  in  territorial  and  insular  affairs,  and  I  had  not 
had  any  experience  wi  the  tariff  or  on  the  Finance  Committee. 

Knowing  that  I  was  facing  the  duty  of  attempting  in  some 
small  measure  ade<iuately  to  represent  my  State  and  it«  inter- 
ests, I  naturally  looked  about  to  see  who  could  be  obtained  to 
be  of  very  greatest  assistance  to  me  under  the  circumstances. 

My  distlngulslied  predecessor,  the  late  Senator  Brandegee, 
once  said  on  this  floor  that  he  considered  himself  an  ambassador 
from  the  State  of  Connecticut  to  this  Government  Looking  at 
it  In  the  same  light  it  seemed  to  me  very  natural  that  I  should 
do  my  best  to  look  after  the  interests  of  my  State. 

There  are  some  21.000  items  in  the  tariff  bill,  if  I  am  correctly 
Informed.  With  regard  to  a  few  of  those  items  I  might  have 
had  a  little  knowledge.  With  regard  to  most  of  them,  I  was 
totally  ignorant. 

I  did  not  even  know,  for  instance,  whether  some  of  the  items 
were  made  in  Connecticut  or  not.  In  one  factcny  in  the  city  of 
Waterbury,  with  which  I  happen  to  be  familiar  because  one  of 
my  sons  worked  there  as  a  laborer  one  summer,  he  told  me  they 
made  lOO.OtK)  different  items. 

I  wanted  to  know,  naturally,  where  in  the  tariff  bill,  Connecti- 
cut was  interested.  In  order  that  I  might  adequately  represent 
the  Interests  of  my  State.  So,  as  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
has  so  courteously  read  from  the  paper,  I  wrote  fiiends  In  Con- 
necticut and  asked  them  to  recommend  some  one  who  could  tell 
me  In  what  i^art  of  tlie  bill  Connecticut  was  Interested,  how  the 
bill  as  it  came  from  the  House  affected  the  State  which  I  have 
the  honor  in  jwrt  to  represent  and  what  changes  were  recom- 
mended by  those  who  were  in  difficulty. 

Several  names  were  presented.  I  went  to  the  State  and  con- 
sidered the  names.  When  I  discovered  that  Mr.  Eyanson  had, 
as  an  employee  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  AsBOc-iatlon, 
attende«i  all  of  the  House  hearings  and  heard  the  more  than 
1,000  witnesses  to  whom  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the 
House  has  listened,  it  seemed  to  me  that  he  was  an  admirable 
person  to  act  as  my  secretary,  and  that  he  would  know  more 
about  the  bill  and  the  interests  of  Connecticut  in  it  than  anyone 
I  could  secure.  I  asked  the  Conneetlcnt  Manufacturers'  Asso- 
ciation If  he  could  be  rclievt^  and  come  down  here  to  act  as 
my  secretary.  They  agreed.  The  idea  may  have  been  wrong. 
If  it  Is  treason  to  look  after  the  Interests  of  my  State  on  the 


floor  of  the  Senate,  the  Senator  from  Mlssls.<?lprJ  may  make  the 
most  of  it. 

Mr.  Eyanson  came  down  to  me  after  having  spent  some  weeks 
In  studying  tlie  bill  from  the  point  of  view  ««f  the  pe«»ple  of 
my  State.  He  brought  with  him  a  large  am<»unt  of  material 
As  was  stated  in  the  i^per.  he  helped  me  In  my  tariff  duties. 
Everyone  on  the  committee  knows,  and  most  Senators  kimw  the 
very  onerous  duties  that  conie  to  a  member  of  the  committee  In 
the  cfmsideratlon  of  the  tariff  bill.  lu  the  vastly  increased  et*-- 
respondence  It  became  necessary  for  m«  to  eni|>loy  additional 
help  In  my  office.  I  was  extremely  glad  to  have  hlni  as  a  sec- 
retary. When  we  were  meeting  for  h«arings  of  the  Kubr»»mn:lt- 
tee  on  textiles  he  sat  near  me  In  the  room  where  I  might  ask 
him  questions  whenever  It  seemed  to  me  that  something  cam© 
up  with  which  I  was  not  familiar.  He  made  no  suggest  imis 
nor  was  it  his  duty  to  do  so.  I  wanted  some  <»ne  to  whom  I 
might  go  with  questions  with  regard  to  tariff  matters  about 
which  I  knew  very  little. 

When  we  went  into  executive  session  I  had  by  that  time 
acctuuulated  a  very  large  file  In  regartl  to  the  different  sclunlules 
and  items  in  the  different  schedules.  As  already  said,  there 
were  thousands  of  letters  which  had  come  In  from  people  In 
many  States  on  both  sides  of  the  quet^tlon.  As  those  items  came 
up  I  desired  to  see  the  letters  on  both  sides  of  the  qut>stion.  I 
asked  the  chairman  of  the  committee  If  he  had  any  ot)Jectlon  to 
my  secretary  or  one  of  my  secrtHaries  being  In  the  room  to 
assist  me  when  I  needed  help.  He  said  he  had  no  objection. 
A  few  days  later  it  appeared  that  some  of  tlie  Senators  did 
object  and  those  of  us  who  had  l)een  using  the  services  of  sei-re- 
taries  then  kept  them  out  of  the  room.  As  soon  as  I  found  there 
was  any  objection  I  asked  him  not  to  come  In  any  more  and  I 
took  upon  myself  the  burden  ot  looking  through  the  flies  and 
looking  up  matters  as  they  occurred.  In  no  way  did  he  suggest 
anjrthing  to  the  committee.  He  was  not  employed  by  the  com- 
mittee. 

I  never  had  supi)ose<l  that  In  the  office  of  Senator  it  was 
necessary  to  please  anyone  else  than  the  Senanx"  «mcerned.  I 
endeavored  to  secure  tliat  person  In  the  State  of  Connecticut 
who  knew  the  most  about  the  tariff  and  could  answer  questhms 
In  the  quickest  way  and  the  most  accurately.  I  retained  his 
services  as  long  as  we  were  having  h«>aring8  on  the  Wll  and  as 
long  as  we  were  in  the  cwnmlttee  considering  the  bill.  When 
the  drafting  of  the  bill  was  concluded  I  thanked  him  for  his 
services  and  let  him  go  back  to  his  former  employment  as  secre- 
tary to  the  president  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  A>«o- 
ciatlon. 

If  there  was  anything  wrong  In  that,  Mr.  President  I  am 
guilty.  But  I  feel  that  had  I  attempted  to  repre**ent  my  State 
in  an  important  matter  of  this  kind  with  as  little  knowledge  as 
I  personally  had  or  as  those  reguhiriy  employed  In  my  oflice 
possessed  1  should  have  been  guilty  of  being  disloyal  to  the 
peoiJe  who  sent  me  here  to  represent  them  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  would  like  to  know  where  the 
Senator  from  Mlsslssipiti  got  his  information 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  Just  read  the  information. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Information  that  Mr.  Grundy  favors  the 
flexible  provision. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Does  he  not  favor  ItT 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No ;  he  does  not 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Is  he  opposed  to  the  flexible  provision? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  He  is.  So  he  is  wiUi  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  glad  he  U  right  one  time  In  his  life, 
if  he  Is ;  but  I  want  some  ccMTol>oratIve  testimony  on  that  point. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  I  know  Is  what  I  have  heard,  not  from 
Mr.  Grundy,  but  from  several  other  sources. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Who  is  so  close  to  Mr.  Grundy  that  tells 
the  SenatcHT  his  views? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do  not  know  that  I  have  to  tell  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Why  does  he  speak  with  such  auib<irlty 
then? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Because  of  the  information  I  have  received 
that  he  is  opposed  to  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  bllL  I 
have  had  no  tiilk  with  Mr.  Grundy. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Where  did  the  Senator  get  the  lnf<.nna- 
tion?    He  asked  where  I  got  my  information. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  got  It  from  my  own  secretary,  who  heard  an 
associate  of  Mr.  Grundy  say  that  be  was  opprjsed  to  it 

Mr.  HARRISON.     That  is  all  right     I  see  the  link  now. 

Mr.  NOBRIS.  Mr.  lYesident  a  serious  thought  hajt  sug- 
gested itself  to  my  mind  in  connection  with  the  remarks  of  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bi^fuuAif  ]  niM>n  the  article  that 
appetired  in  this  morning's  Washington  Herald,  and,  I  prestime, 
all  other  Hearst  papers.  After  listening  to  the  remarks  of 
the  Soiator  from  Connecticut,  I  reached  the  concluiiiou  ihut  the 
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statem*>iit  In  thos«  pnperg  in  regard  to  the  gpeech  which  be  has 
been  diiKUstUug  Is  practically  correct.  If  it  is  not,  1  would  be 
Klad  t<»  be  InterruiKed  now  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  and 
shown  wherein  the  statement  Ih  Incorrect. 

That  brings  to  ray  mind  a  i)olnt  of  view  which,  while  it  may 
be  errimeouM.  ^eews  to  me  to  tte  extremely  imixjrtant  and  to 
have  a  direct  bearing  upon  the  consideration  of  the  great  tariff 
measure  which  affects  the  coHt  of  living  and  the  happiness  of 
ever\  man.  woman,  and  child  in  the  l'nite<l  States.  Running 
tlinmgh  the  article  in  tl»e  i»ai»er  and  running  through  the  speech 
of  th«'  Senator  from  Connecticut  and  *x)ntinualiy  cn>pping  out  la 
the  l<le«  that  he  wanted  to  be  put  *m  the  committee;  he  wanted 
exi»ert  assistance  on  the  committee,  not  so  much  for  the  good 
«»f  the  country  as  for  the  good  of  Connecticut.  I  am  wondering 
if  we  are  all  taking  that  narrow-minded  view  of  our  duties 
when  it  comes  to  the  consideration  of  a  tariff  bill  that  relates 
to  the  entire  country. 

The  thing  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  wanted  to  find 
out — and  (lerhapH  other  Senators  were  nxjvetl  in  the  same  way — 
the  thing  that  moved  him  more  than  anything  else  to  tindertake 
the  arduous  duties  and  to  get  this  expert,  so  called,  to  assist 
hlui.  was  in  order  that  he  might  help  the  industries  of  one 
State.  I  would  like  to  have  the  country  and  the  Senate  know 
If  that  Is  the  theory  of  the  tariff  hill  which  we  have  confront- 
ing ns  iM>w.  a  bill  matle  in  the  interest  of  a  comparatively  small 
number  of  States  when  the  entire  Union  is  equally  Interested 
ill  the  result  of  our  deliberations  and  our  official  actions.  How 
many  States  are  represented  by  the  majority  memlters  of  the 
FinaiK-e  Committee?  They  are  the  ouea  who  made  the  tariff 
bill,  a  branch  of  tl>e  «uhje<'t  which,  before  consideration  of  the 
bill  Is  cTincluded,  I  desire  to  take  some  time  to  discuss,  but  at 
the  present  time  I  ao)  not  going  into  that  feature  of  the  matter. 

•Mr.  COl'ZKNS.     Mr.  I'resident 

The  VICE  I'RKSinENT.  FKtes  the  Senator  from  Nebra.ska 
yield  to  the  Senator  trvnn  Michigan? 

Mr.  .NOIIRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  C<>1'ZF:NS.  I  think  the  Sefiator  ought  to  hare  said  a 
branch  of  the  Republican  memtters  of  the  Finance  Committee, 
because  his  statement  was  all  inclasive.  The  ct>mmittee  mem- 
bers were  not  unanimous  on  many  of  the  rates. 

Mr.  XuRRIS.  Probably  that  correction  ought  to  be  made. 
I  am  not  seeking  to  cast  any  reflection  upon  any  member  of 
the  comndttee.  nor  upon  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Bi5uhamJ.  1  am  (.railing  the  attention.  I  tiope,  of  the  country 
to  the  fact  that  the  tariff  bill  is  admittedly  made  up,  at  least 
partially,  from  the  stand(M)lnt  of  the  selfish  interests  of  a  small 
geographical  part  of  the  country,  and  that  the  entire  country 
will  have  to  take  the  hill  because  it  affects  us  alL 

The  bill  was  made  by  the  majority  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee.  There  are  11  of  them.  Some  of  them,  as  the  Sena- 
tor fnun  Michigan  said,  |)r«)bahly  were  opposeil  to  the  result 
of  the  work:  bat  a  majority  of  th<-  11  ntade  the  bill  as  far  as 
the  Senate  Finance  CtHnmittee  Is  concerned.  There  are  just  11 
States  admittedly,  from  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Con- 
nei-tlcut.  reprefiented  by  men  who  are  not  looking  after  the 
interests  «»f  the  c-ountry  at  large,  but  the  interests  of  those  11 
States.  They  are  framioc  a  bill  to  put  upon  the  entire  country 
In  the  interest  of  11  States.  Let  ns  see  who  they  are — assuming 
that  they  are  all  mored  by  the  same  motive  that  moves  the 
great  hroad-minded  stittesman  frt>m  Connecticut.     [Laughter.] 

First  Is  the  Senator  from  I'tah  [Mr.  Smoot).  ITtah  is  one  of 
the  States  represented  in  the  11.  Does  he  agree  with  the  Sena- 
tor fn»m  Connecticut  that  in  friiming  a  bill  for  the  entire  Na- 
tion ho  is  representing  the  industries  in  Utah  and  paying  no 
atteutittn  to  the  balance  of  the  country? 

Then  there  Is  the  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  WAT80^^1.  If 
the  theory  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  right,  he  repre- 
sents Indiana.  Then  we  come  to  Pennsylvania,  represented  by 
Mr  Rnoi;  California,  represented  by  Mr.  SHOvnuDOK;  New  Jer- 
sey. ret»reMented  by  Mr.  Edge:  Michigan,  npresented  by  Mr. 
Coi-Ee."?»;  Vermont,  represented  by  Mr.  Ga^Ofs;  Illinois,  repre- 
sented by  Mr.  Dcxtxx ;  New  Hampshire,  represented  by  Mr. 
Krm ;  C»»Dnecti«'ut,  represented  by  Mr.  Bi:<oham  ;  and  Ken- 
tui'ky,  represented  by  Mr.  Sackktt. 

Is  Kan.^ias  a  ineniU'r  of  the  Unl«»n?  Does  Nebraska  still  be- 
long under  the  American  flag?  Are  all  the  other  States  en- 
titled to  consideration  of  their  interests  in  the  framing  of  a 
bill  for  the  entire  Nation?  Have  we  a  set  of  selfish  men  look- 
ing only  to  the  seifisb  intereRt«  of  11  States  and  letting  all  the  1 
oUier  States  go  unconsidered?  Is  that  the  theory  of  our  Com- 
mittee on  Finance?  Is  that  the  way  we  are  going  to  make  a 
tariff  bill?  l>o  we  expect  the  American  people  to  swalloiw  a 
Mil  thus  Hellishly  built  up— if  the  Senator  from  Oonnectlcot  is 
right — in  the  interest  of  a  small  minority  of  States?  Then,  in- 
dt'ed,  if  that  be  true  It  is  desirable  for  a  State  that  wants  to 


havfe  Ita  industries  looked  after,  its  manufacturers  protected 
as  Against  those  of  another  State,  to  see  that  it  gets  its  majority 
Sejutor  on  the  Ij^nance  Committee  of  the  Senate. 

]o  my  mind  the  idea  rtins  through  the  article  in  the  paper 
ant  now  is  snbstantiate<l  by  the  Senator  fn>m  Connecticut, 
that  as  far  as  he  was  ctwicerned  he  was  moved,  in  tlie  main, 
by  ft  purely  selfish  motive  in  trying  to  frame  a  bill  that  would 
be  «tisfactory  to  the  manufacturers  of  Connecticut  regardless 
of  low  it  might  affect  the  great  agricultural  West  or  the  in- 
dusftries  of  any  other  State  not  represented  on  the  committee. 

r.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yie|d  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 
r.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

[r.  BINGHAM.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Nebrsska  d<ies 
not!  want  to  be  unfair,  although  he  has  been  .so  far  carrie*!  away 
by  his  own  eloquence  as  to  persuade  himself  of  things  which  he 
accu.ses  me  of  saying  w^hich  I  neither  said  nor  implied.  If  the 
Seitator  had  l)een  as  fair  as  he  u.sually  is,  he  would  liave  said 
that  my  object  in  sei-uring  Mr.  Eyanson's  services  was  to  make 
up  for  my  previous  ignorance  of  matters  of  which  1  might  be 
sur  posed  to  have  a  knowledge  with  regard  to  the  interests  of 
my  State. 

But  he  implies  that  because  I  endeavored  to  .secure  the  serv- 
ice i  of  some  one  to  assist  me  who  did  know  the  needs  of  my 
St*  te,  therefore  I  was  actuated  purely  by  selfish  impiilses  in  the 
coiimittee  and  in  taking  matters  up  in  the  committee  and  that 
th€  other  members  of  the  committee  were  likewise  actuated. 
Of  course,  if  he  chooses  to  draw  such  conclusions,  he  is  at 
liberty  to  do  so.  but  it  is  extremely  unfair  of  him,  and  I  am 
sui  e  he  desires  to  be  fair. 

]lr.  NORHIS.  Mr.  I*resldent,  I  have  drawn  no  conclasions 
as  to  any  other  member  of  the  (^anmlttee.  I  have  said,  as^um- 
in|  they  followed  the  course  which  I  think  the  Senator  himself 
ha:  i  admitted  he  has  f(rflowed.  then  what  I  have  suggested  would 
fol  ow.  I  ask  Senators  to  read  in  the  Rbl-ord  the  spee<'h  the 
Senator  from  Coimecticut  has  made  here — and  I  as.sume  that  it 
will  be  there  just  as  he  has  made  it,  since  he  hlm.>!elf  hHs  ctiUed 
attention  to  what  he  said — and  I  will  volunteer  my  opinion 
th«t  any  honest-minded  man  who  will  read  his  speech  will  reach 
the  conclusion  that  I  am  Justified  in  the  stJitements  that  I  have 
ma  ie. 

In  the  main.  I  said,  you  can  not  put  any  other  construction 
on  his  remarks  than  that  he  wanted  to  get  Information;  he 
waited  to  be  in  a  position,  in  the  main,  to  frame  a  bill  in  the 
interests  of  the  manufacturers  in  Connecti<'ut. 

Mr.  President.  I  thought  this  morning  when  I  reed  that  articMe 
in  the  newspaper,  "  Certainly  when  the  Swiate  meets  the  Senator 
frotn  Connecticut  will  rise  in  his  place  and.  although  he  may 
admit  everything  else  in  the  article,  he  will  state,  '  I  never  aske<I 
for  information,  I  never  tried  to  get  information  with  the  st^fish 
nui:ive  that  is  imputed  to  me  in  the  article;  I  was  movetl  in 
whit  I  did  by  the  interest  of  the  entire  Nation,  by  tlie  interest 
of  »very  other  State  equally  with  Connecticut.'  "  I  confess  that 
I  v  as  astounded,  sitting  here  and  listening  to  the  Senator,  when 
he  practically  admitted!  that  the  insinuarions  in  the  article  of 
the  selfish  nature  of  his  work  were  all  true ;  and  I  think  1  have 
bee  ]  justified  in  drawing  that  conclusion. 

B  [r.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  the  other  day  I  took  occasion 
to  remark  that  every  two  or  three  days  my  brilliant  and  be- 
loved friend,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  H.\rkiso?:1, 
would  bring  in  some  newspap«>r  article,  and  make  it  the  text 
of  It  long  comment  on  the  tariff,  although  far  afield  from  any 
subject  under  discussion  at  the  time.  It  happened  the  other 
daj  ;  it  has  hai)i>er.ed  ti>-day ;  It  will  hapiien  on  other  days; 
resulting  in  our  getting  far  off  Uie  main  track  uiMin  which  we 
are  supi>osed  to  be  traveling  at  this  time,  for  my  delightful 
fri<nd  is  the  greatt>st  detour-ist  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
Sti«es. 

ir.   HARRISON.     Mr.   President,   will  the  Senator  yield  to 
he  VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does   the   Senator   from   Indiana 
1  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 
r.  WATSON.     I  do. 
r.    HARRISON.     The  Senator  from   Indiana   is  somewhat 
"  detoar-ist "  himself, 
r.  WATSON.     Oh.  no. 
Mr.   HARRISON.     Was  the  occasion   of  which   the  Senator 
sjieski!  the  one  when  he  told  the  Senate  and  the  cinnitry  that 
he  had  advised  the  President   not  to  get   Into  the  tariff  con- 
troreray    and    that    the    l^resident    had    assured    him    that    he 
W01  id  not  ? 

B  r.  W.\TSON.  That  was  the  occasioti,  but  the  Senator 
fron  Mississippi  puts  a  tail  on  the  statement  that  docs  not 
bell  Mig  to  it 
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Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  the  Senator  has  seen  since  that 
the  President  hag  repudiated  him  and  has  not  followed  his 
advice. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  think  the  President  has  repudiated 
me  or  has  repudiated  anybody  connected  with  me  I  am  not 
going  to  be  deflecte<l  from  the  subject  on  which  I  started  to 
speak,  though  I  will  say  to  my  friend  that  I  did  advise  the 
President,  as  I  stated  the  other  day,  and  T  hoped  that  he  would 
accept  my  advice.  He  thought  diffo^elltl^',  and,  perhaps  more 
wisely,  chose  his  own  course  and  followed  it  With  that  I  am 
quite  content;  but  my  relations  with  the  President  have  not 
been  disrupted;  they  are  very  pleasant,  and  I  trust  will  con- 
tinue to  remain  so. 

Now,  I  wish  to  refer  to  the  subject  which  my  friend  discussed 
a  while  ago.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Binqhau]  saw 
fit  to  hire  an  export  to  help  him  in  his  tariff  work.  Because  he 
was  a  new  meml>er  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  was  not  famil- 
iar with  the  work,  had  not  been  a  student  of  the  tariff,  did  not 
understand  tlie  great  questions  involved,  with  their  many  com- 
plexities, he  wanted  somebody  to  aid  him.  Because  he  chose 
that  .somebody  from  an  institution  in  the  State  of  Connecticut 
he  Is  being  greatly  criticized  and  belabored  by  my  distinguished 
friend  from  MLssissIppi,  followed  also  by  his  very  able  aide  and 
assistant,  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norbis]. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  pending  tariff  bill,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  the  textile  Industry  had  to  l>e  considered,  and  the  grava- 
men of  the  charge  my  friend  from  Mi.s.sisslppl  makes  against  the 
Senator  from  0>nnecticut  Is  that  he  selected  somebody  con- 
nected with  the  textile  industry  to  give  him  Information  as  to 
that  Industry  as  well  as  all  other  Industries.  It  will  be  recalled 
that  one  of  the  subjects  which  the  President  of  the  United 
States  discussed  In  a  speech  In  Boston  was  the  textile  Industry. 
At  that  time  he  showed  to  the  country  something  of  the  deplor- 
able condition  that  exists  In  that  Industry  to-day,  and,  as  I 
recall,  stated  that  that  was  one  of  the  Industries  which  was  lag- 
ging behind  and  which,  perhaps,  needed  additional  protection. 
Yet  because,  under  the  conditions  affecting  that  Industry  as 
pointed  out  by  tlie  President,  thi  Senator  from  Connecticut 
selectiHl  as  a  helper  some  one  who  knew  something  about  it  and 
who  did  not  guess  about  it,  some  one  who  was  not  opposed  to 
all  prosperity  and  hostile  to  all  success  and  Inimical  to  all 
wealth,  my  friend  makes  a  violent  assault  upon  the  Senator 
frf>m  Connecticut  for  employing  a  man  of  that  character. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yldd  for 
Just  a  moment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  WATSON.     I  do. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Do  I  understand,  then,  that  the  Senator 
as  leader  of  the  majority  In  this  Chamber  and  as  a  member  of 
the  Finance  Committee  indorses  the  action  of  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  In  his  appointment  of  this  man? 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  certainly  do,  because  It  was  his  right  to 
choose  that  man  If  he  thought  It  wise  to  do  so,  and  It  does  not 
lie  In  the  mouth  of  my  friend  from  Mississippi  to  Impugn  his 
motives,  nor  does  it  lie  in  mine.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi 
had  somebody  all  the  time  to  aid  him  in  hfs  work  with  the 
ctimmlttee.  His  assistant,  however,  was  attached  to  the  Tariff 
Commission.  The  Senator  had  a  perfect  right  to  have  that  man 
to  aid  him.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  chose  to  have  an- 
other man  from  the  outside  to  give  him  the  Information  wMc* 
he  needed.  Can  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  put  his  finger  on 
a  single  Item  affecting  the  textile  Industry  which  that  man  wrote 
into  the  tariff  schedule  or  can  he  put  his  finger  on  a  single  Item 
written  Into  the  bill  at  the  suggestion  of  that  man  which  will  not 
stand  the  Investigation  which  the  committee  made  or  the  scru- 
tiny that  miL-sf  yet  be  given  in  the  light  of  the  facts  adduced? 

Mr.    HARRISON.     Mr.    President,    will    the    Senator    yield 

further? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield  further  to  the  S«iator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  WATSON.     I  do. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Does  the  Senator  see  no  difference  between 
a  member  of  the  Ilnance  Committee,  be  he  a  majority  member 
or  a  minority  member,  having  as  an  expert  some  one  furnished 
by  the  Tariff  Commission  and  paid  out  of  the  funds  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  and  having  an  expert  who  is  assistant  to  the  presi- 
dent of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Association,  which  asso- 
ciation is  vitally  Intfflrested  in  Increased  tariff  duties  and  which 
had  appeared  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  in  this 
very  matter? 

Mr.  WATSON.  In  so  far  as  personal  censure  la  concerned, 
there  is  not  I  hold  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  blametess 
In  that  he  saw  fit  to  have  an  assistant  and  equally  do  I  hold 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  Nameless  because  he  saw  flt  to 
have  another  assistant,  a  man  from  hia  own  State,  familiar  with 


an  Industry  which  we  an  know  needs  to  be  additionally  i^o- 
tected,  and  familiar  also  with  the  tariff  question  in  its  larjrer 
aspects  as  It  relates  to  the  entire  United  States.  What  is  there 
in  the  textile  schedule  that  this  man  put  in  It  that  \^ill  not 
bear  investigation? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     He  put  nothing  In  It. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  Senator  from  Uteh  suggests  that  he  did 
not  put  anything  in  it  Then  what  is  there  In  it  that  he  sug- 
gested to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  and  which  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  may  have  l)eon  able  to  put  in  it  that  will 
not  stand  the  light  of  investigation  backed  by  the  facts  and 
buttressed  by  the  figures  and  the  logic  of  pnHectlou  If  we  are 
to  have  protection  ap{Aled  In  the  United  States  of  America  by 
congressional  legislation? 

Mr.  HARBISON.  Mr.  President.  wlU  the  Senator  yield  for 
just  one  more  question? 

Mr.  WATSON.  Cortainly ;  I  am  delighted  to  yield  to  my 
friend  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  was  perfectly  all  right  for  the  Senator 
to  go  to  Connecdcut  and  employ  an  assistant  bat  does  n(»t  tlie 
Senator  from  Indiana  think  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
could  have  obtained  some  celebrated  economist  from  the  greut 
University  of  Tale  in  Connecticut  and  brought  him  here  to 
advise  him  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  am  not  going  gunning  after  ImpossiUo  and 
fantastic  game.  The  question  is,  Tlie  Senator  friM'i  Connjt-ticut 
having  dioeen  a  man  to  aid  him,  was  there  anything  wrong  in 
his  choosing  that  man?  The  question  is  not  that  he  might  have 
selected  somebody  else.  He  might  have  selected  any  one  of  a 
thousand  men  In  Connecticut  for  the  same  work,  but  he  chose 
this  particular  man.  Was  there  anything  wrong  In  his  choos- 
ing him?  From  my  viewpoint  he  had  a  perfect  right  to  choose 
that  man.  just  as  the  Senator  had  a  right  to  enjoy  the  assistance 
of  an  employee  of  the  Tariff  Commission  who  was  a  real  expert. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  If  the  Senator  will  permit 
me.  I  should  like  to  say  tliat  one  reason  the  American  i>eople 
ctmdemn  this  bill  Is  that  In  large  measure,  those  who  framed 
it  believe  as  the  Senator  from  Indiana  d<ies  and  as  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  does,  that  the  schedules  ought  to  be  framed 
In  such  a  fashion  as  that 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  have  heard  my  dear  friend  apply  over  and 
over  again,  ad  nauseam,  the  terms  **  wicke<l  "  and  "  diaUrflcal  " 
and  "  unholy  "  and  "  un-American,"  "  a  league  with  death  and 
a  covenant  with  hrfl  "  whenever  he  talks  about  the  tariff  bill. 
He  did  it  in  1922.  I  have  his  precise  language  here,  and  if  I 
should  put  it  in  a  pjirallel  column  with  what  he  said  about  the 
pending  bill  when  the  House  passed  It  the  two  would  be  exactly 
the  same.  And  tJien  aftex  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  had 
changed  the  bill  as  to  hundreds  of  itema  and  br«>ught  out  an- 
other Wll,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  said  the  same  things 
about  that  bill  which  he  had  said  about  the  House  bill  and 
which  he  said  about  the  act  of  1922.  It  is  easy  to  denoum*; 
It  is  easy  to  decry ;  it  is  easy  to  shout  "  fraud  " ;  it  is  easy  to 
"view  with  alarm";  and  my  beloved  friend  from  Mississippi  I* 
an  adept  in  statements  of  that  kind.  I  give  him  credit  for  his 
ability  along  that  Une,  although  it  is  destructive  ever  and  con- 
structive never.  My  friend  opposes  everything  and  pn.»ix*se8 
nothing;  as  an  opposer  he  is  peerless  In  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

Now  let  me  give  some  little  attention  to  what  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Noaais]  had  to  say.  The  Finance  Com- 
mittee consists  of  19  members,  11  Republicans  and  8  D«'mo<Tat8, 
and,  I  think,  jMroperly  designated  as  such.  I  undertake  to  say 
that  so  far  as  the  various  sections  of  the  counUy  are  concerned, 
there  could  not  be  a  more  equitable  distribution  of  the  member- 
ship of  that  committee. 

Mr.  Shoot  is  from  Utali. 

I  am  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  RxacD  Is  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Shostudoe:  is  from  California. 

Mr.  Edge  Is  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Couflcns  is  from  Biichlgan.  ^ 

Mr.  Gbixive  is  from  Vermont 

Mr.  DcNizn  is  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  Kens  Is  from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  BiifOHAM  is  from  Oomiecticut 

Mr.  Sactjctt  is  from  Kentucky. 

The  Pacific  States,  the  Atlantic  States,  the  great  Central 
West  are  all  rq;>res^ted  as  fully  as  the  membership  of  a  com- 
mittee of  that  siae  could  possibly  be  distributed  throughout  the 
United  SUtea. 

Mr.  BABKLBY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Bfliator  from  Indiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentud^? 

Mr.  WATSON.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.     It  Is  probably  none  <rf  my  baHlness,  but  I 
should  like  to  aak  the  Seiuitor  If  he  thinks  It  Is  a  fair  distribu- 
tion of  even  the  majority  membership  of  the  Finance  Committee 
to  have  only  two  members  from  the  section  of  the  country  west 
of  the  Mli'slsiiippi  River — 2  members  out  of  11? 
Mr.  WATSON.     Why  not,  Mr.  President? 
Mr.  BAItKLEY.    Tlint  is  what  I  am  askinK  the  Senator. 
Mr.  WATSON.     Does  the  Senator  believe  that  we  should  have 
on   ihe   Finance  Committee  a   Senator  from  each    State? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  I  do  not,  unless  we  hail  a  committee 
of  48  lueinbers;  but  where  the  majority  have  11,  and  the  Mis- 
si.s.sipiil  River  divide**  tlie  80-caile«l  Ea.st  from  the  West,  and 
there  are  only  two  members  of  the  majority  from  west  of  the 
MlsNlsslppi,  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  fair  distribution. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  see  how  my  go<Hl  friend  from  Ken- 
tucky can  have  cuutie  for  complaint.  There  are  two  members 
of  the  committee  from  his  State. 

Mr    BARKIJilY.     Yes. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Kentucky  and  Utah  are  the  only  States  in  the 
Union  whirh  have  two  members  on  that  jfreat  committee. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  say  io  my  friend  that  I  do  not 
adopt  the  thtH>ry  of  the  Senator  from  Connei^licut  [Mr.  Biifo- 
n.\M].  I  do  not  say  that  I  simply  represent  Kentucky  as  a 
member  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and  I  do  not  think  my 
colleajfue  [Mr.  SackettI  adopts  that  view. 

Mr.   NORRIS.     Mr.    I>rvsldent 

Tti»  VirE  TRKSIDENT.  I>oes  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
vleld  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  WATSON.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NOKRIS.  In  order  to  bi'  fair,  I  think  the  Senator  ought 
to  admit  that  In  framing  a  tariff  bill  the  niinority  members 
do  n«>t  corint.  What  consideration  was  given  to  the  views  of 
any  rain«»rlty  member  In  framing  this  bill?  Was  it  not  framed 
by  the  niaj<»rity  members? 

Mr  WATSON.  Does  the  Senator  want  me  to  answer  that 
quest  i«»n? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes;  that  is  the  rea.'^on  why  I  asked  it. 

Mr  WATSON.  Does  the  Senator  want  to  stand  while  I 
an.'^wer  It? 

Mr  NORRL*^.  If  the  Senator  does  not  take  all  day  to  an- 
fiwor.   !  wiH  stand. 

Mr   WATSON.    I  shall  take  only  a  moment. 

Ml  rresldt'n^.  the  i>ending  tariff  bill  has  been  framed  Just 
as  every  other  tariff  t>lll  ha.«<  been  framed. 

Mr  NORRIS.  I  .idnilt  that;  and.  to  begin  with.  It  is  a  wm- 
demiiation  of  this  bill — that  it  was  framed  just  as  every  ottier 
tariff  Mil  has  been  fram«*d. 

Mr  WATSON.  I  do  n««t  agree  with  the  Senator  at  all.  Dties 
the  Senator  frmn  N»'brnska  think  there  ought  to  be  one  Senator 
from  »'aeh  State  mi  the  Finance  Committee? 

Mr.  .NORRIS.  No;  I  never  intimate^l  such  a  thing:  but  I  do 
not  believe  we  ousht  to  go  thnmgh  the  formality  of  appointing 
a  coramltte*^  officially,  and  then  let  that  committee  appoint  a 
j.nl»conimlttet>  confuting  only  of  majority  members,  in  consider- 
ing a  tariff  bill  any  n«ore  than  any  otlier  bill. 

Mr.  WATSON  Now,  let  me  an«wer  the  Senator.  In  the  first 
place,  the  Senator  from  T'tah  [Mr.  Smoot]  divided  up  the  full 
cmnilttec  Into  sub«"onmiltte»'s  for  the  tariff  hearings.  I  «!o  not 
know  whether  the  Senafor  frtun  Utah  made  up  both  Republican 
and  I>emocratlc  lists  or  not 
^  Mr.  SMOOT.  No:  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
l9iMMo?(8)  recommended  the  Democratic  members. 

Mr  WATSON.  Yes;  our  distinguished  and  able  friend  the 
iHMilor  Senator  from  North  Can>llna  [Mr.  Siitmonb]  recom- 
nM>nded  the  Democratic  members  of  the  sulicommlttees.  The 
Sefiator  from  Utah,  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  chose  the 
R>>l>uhlican  mt'oJfcers.  He  chos(»  me  as  chairman  of  the  subcom- 
mUt»"e  to  c»>nsiiler  the  agricultural  schedule.  He  did  not  ask 
me  anything  altout  it;  I  did  not  ask  him  anything  about  it;  in 
fact.  I  never  ba<l  a  conversation  with  bim  concerning  the  mat- 
ter The  first  I  knew  of  It  was  when  I  saw  the  printed  slip 
statinc  rhaf  I  had  been  chosen  for  that  purjKJse. 

Mr.  NOKRn^  Oh.  the  Senator  protests  too  much.  Nobody 
has  at.-cn.s<d  him  ot  anything  wrong  In  that  ree«pect. 

Mr.  WATSON.  But  I  knew  the  Senator  would  If  I  did  not 
deny  It  In  a<ivance. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No;  the  fact  that  the  Senator  has  protestetl 
before  he  has  been  acruseil  makes  me  suspicious  that  he  is 
guilty.     [liKughter.l 

Mr.  W.\TSON.  When  the  Senator  rose  here  and  made  a 
charge  a^*alnst  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  I  under8t«iod 
tliat  he  a«\u.se*i  all  of  us  of  seeking  these  appointments. 

Mr.  Ni»RRIS.  I  s|tei4fically  said  that  I  did  not  impugn  the 
motives  of  any  member  of  ttie  committee.  Nothing  I  said  will 
bear  out  the  statement  Just  made  by  the  Senator  flrom  Indiana 
that  I  was  accusing  ever)-  member  of  the  committee. 
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has    been    in    tariff 


am  <^po«ed  to  the  way  In  which  all  tariff  bills  have  lieen 
ma<|e  up  in  the  pjist  A  tariff  bill  is  different  from  any  other 
bill  that  Is  framed ;  and  it  is  immaterial  that  minority  members 
wer?  selected  for  the  subi-ommlttees  conducting  the  hearings. 
As  he  Senator  from  Connecticut  said  just  a  few  mouients  ago, 
"What  difference  does  it  make  If  my  man  did  sit  in  the 
hearings?  They  have  nothing  to  do  with  making  the  bill." 
i  r.  WATSON.     Not  a  thing. 

1  r.  NORRIS.  Not  a  thing.  When  the  committee  came  to 
fra  ae  the  bill  and  write  the  scheilules  there  wa.s  not  anyboily 
thei  e  except  the  majority  members. 

i  r.    WATSON.     No;    and    there    never 
maiing. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  admit  tluit. 

Mr,  WATSON,  And  the  rea.son  for  it,  I  will  say  to  my 
fridiid— and  he  knows  it  well— Is  that  the  tariff  always  has 
beeh  a  i>olltical,  parti-san  question. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  And  we  have  tried,  or  pretended  to  try,  many 
a  time  to  take  it  out  of  politics. 

Mr.  WATSON.     I  never  did.     [laughter.] 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Well,  the  Senators  party  did.  We  provided 
forla  Tariff  Commission  originally,  after  se>eral  years  of  flght- 
Ingi  In  ortler  to  take  it  out  of  politics;  i'l  order  to  rid  it  of  this 
evil  that  has  always  come  iutt>  the  making  (»f  tariff  bills.  So 
whin  the  Senator  says  that  two  Senators  from  Kentucky  par- 
ticl[)ated  in  framing  this  bill  I  think  he  is  wrong,  be<^ause  one 
Sei  ator  from  Kentucky  was  exclude«l,  and  had  no  more  to  say 
ab<  ut  it  than  I  had. 

':  he  criticism  I  have  made  is  that  the  Senator  from  Conneitl- 
cut— and  it  seems  that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  is  ;i,'olng  to 
fol  ow  in  hLs  f(M)tsteps — was  justifying  everything  he  did  in 
ort  er  that  he  might  do  si>methlng  as  a  Senator  to  help  the  manu- 
fac  turers  of  Connecticut  The  point  I  wanted  to  make  was;  that 
a  iiember  of  this  great  committee,  framing  a  law  for  all  the 
pei  pie,  ought  not  to  be  so  narrow-mlndeil ;  that  he  ought  to  be 
sut  icieuily  l)roa*l  miudeti  to  reci>gnize  the  fact  that  he  mast 
re|  resent  more  than  the  people  of  one  State. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  understood  what  the  Senator 
meint;  but  it  is  not  to  be  supp*>seil  that  the  Senator  from 
Coiinei-ticut  sat  there  aud  undertook  to  provide  rates  for  the 
industries  of  Coimecticut  alone.     The  truth  Is  that  he  did  not. 

!  ow,  let  me  get  back  to  the  fundamental  proi)ositlon.  The 
tar  ff  always  has  been  a  politit-al  question,  and  in  addition  to 
bel  ig  iwlitlcal,  it  has  l)een  parti.san.  It  still  i.s  a  partisan  ques- 
tio  I — that  Is  to  say.  it  has  bt^^n  until  recently;  I  am  not  certain 
of  ts  exact  status  now,  Inx'ause  one  party  believes  in  one  th(H»ry 
of  administering  it  aud  the  other  party  believes  in  another 
In  >ry. 

'  'he  R^ublicau  Party  ha-s  been  a  protective-tariff  party,  and 
whMi  In  power  Republicans  have  always  formulated  tariff  bill.s 
in  the  first  instance.  Is  there  anything  wrong  alntut  that? 
Th  ?y  had  to  be  framed  along  partisan  lines.  In  other  word.s, 
suip^Jse  my  genial  friend  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Habbison],  and 
tilt  hom>red  Democratic  leader,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[M'.  Robi."«son],  and  other  Senators  I  might  name  who  are 
fac  ng  me — all  of  them  splendid  men  with  whom  I  should  l)e 
;,'la  1  to  serve  on  any  committee — had  joined  with  the  Republl- 
car  members  of  the  committee  in  an  attempt  to  frame  tariff 
leg  slatit*.  How  could  we  have  framed  it?  We  never  could 
hai  e  written  a  bill.  There  would  have  been  such  interminable 
quirreling  and  such  persistent  bickering  about  It  that  we  could 
not  have  formulated  a  bill.  The  truth  about  the  matter  Is  that 
wh  ?n  we  got  together  in  our  own  subcommittees  we  had  argu- 
ments enough,  and  disputes  enough,  ami  vott*s  enough,  because 
every  question  that  was  at  all  contentious,  or  about  which  there 
CM  Id  be  any  cavil  or  dispute,  was  argue<l  at  length  In  the  c<»m- 
ml  tee,  and  finally  we  voted  and  put  the  Items  In  the  bill  by 
majority  vote;  and.  as  .several  memt>er8  of  the  committee  be- 
hiid  me  here  will  verify,  the  vote  was  0  to  5  on  practically 
evt  ry  proposition  as  to  which  there  was  a  ctmtroversy.  We  did 
no(  all  agree :  but  we  finally  framed  the  bill,  and  now  It  Is  up 
to  :he  90  Members  of  this  body  to  act  uikiu  It. 

]  Ir.  NORRIS.  Why  not  follow  the  course  of  the  committee 
au  I  exclude  the  Democrats  and  not  let  them  vote?  That  would 
be  the  lo^cal  thing  to  do. 

]  Ir.  WATSON.  Nobotly  ever  thought  of  such  a  proposition  as 
tht  t 

;fr.  NORRIS,  That  Is  what  the  Senator  has  been  doing  In 
\\\i  committee,  acting  ofliciaily.    He  has  t)een  doing  that. 

]Ir.  WATSON.  In  the  initial  formulation  of  the  bill,  yes; 
be<  ause  a  tariff  bill  mu.st  be  formulated,  and  with  Its  15  sched- 
ule»  and  many  thousands  of  items  how  c<juld  we  formulate  it 
otlierwise?  It  must  be  formulated  along  partisan  lines,  and,  if 
my  friend  pleases,  in  obedience  to  the  behests  of  the  party  plat- 
foim  and  the  promises  of  party  (^leftains  made  in  campaigns. 
It  »n  not  be  doae  in  any  other  way,  for,  whatever  we  may  say 
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about  other  matters,  the  protective  tariff  la  rtlll  a  partisan 
question.  The  bill  must  Ik-  formulated  along  party  lines,  and, 
If  passed.  It  will  be  passed  by  thoae  who  believe  Id  the  Uieory 
of  protection  as  announced  and  esptmsed  by  the  Republican 
Party  throughout  the  years  of  its  hhstory.  Nobody  knows  better 
than  my  genial  and  very  good  friend  from  Nebraska  that  it  can 
not  be  formulated  In  any  other  way. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  has  a  right  to  his  opinion  that 
the  bill  can  not  be  formulated  In  any  other  way,  but  I  do  not 
believe  it  for  a  moment ;  and  the  Senator  must  not  put  that 
belief  into  my  breast,  because  it  can  not  exist  there. 

I  condemn  the  method  by  which  all  tariff  bills  have  been 
made:  and  if  the  theory  Is  right  it  ought  to  be  applied  to  all 
other  legislation.  There  are  other  subjects  on  which  the  parties 
disagree,  as  shown  by  their  platforms  and  by  the  announce- 
ments of  their  candidates  In  the  camiwign.  Why  do  we  not 
exclude  the  meml>er8  of  the  other  party  when  we  frame  bills 
dealing  with  those  subjects? 

Mr.  WATSON.  Because  the  tariff  question  is  the  great  divid- 
ing line  between  the  two  parties,  and  has  been  all  along. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Oh,  the  tariff  question  as  far  as  polities  is 
concerned  is  a  myth ;  it  is  00  per  cent  bunct>mbe ;  and  the 
Senator  ought  to  know  that 

Mr.    WATSON.    I    do    not    know   it,   and   neither   does   the 

Senator.  ^ ,       ,  ^. 

Mr,  NORRIS.  One  can  go  over  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Chamber  aud  find  Senators  who  believe  In  a  higher  protective 
tariff  than  the  Senator  from  Indiana  believes  in;  and,  God 
knows,  that  is  gi>ing  some!     [Laughter.l 

Mr.  WATSON.  1  sliould  like  to  see  them.  I  will  say  to  my 
good  friend  from  Nebraska  that  if  there  be  jmybody  on  tJie 
otlier  side  who  wants  a  higher  protective  tariff  than  I  do  I 
should  be  delishted  to  have  his  picture,  and  frame  it,  and  hang 
it  in  my  library.  .  ^     .       .^ 

Mr  NORRIS.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  I  give  it  as 
my  judgment  now  that  unless  he  finds  some  Senators  over  on 
the  other  side  who  are  willing  to  vote  with  him  for  a  high 
protective  tariff,  tliis  bill  will  go  into  the  discard  before  the 
session  is  over.  You  will  have  to  get  some  Democratic  help 
to  pull  you  out  of  the  fire. 

Mr.  WATSON.    That  is  a  matter  of  conjecture. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     We  will  see  how  it  comes  out  ,^  ^      . 

Mr  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  stand  for  this  method  of 
formulating  tariff  bills.  I  venture  to  say  that  if  we  consulted 
Senators  in  their  unbiased  moments  when  no  tariff  discussion 
was  under  way  we  would  find  that  down  in  their  hearts  they 
all  want  to  formulate  tariff  bills  in  this  way,  probably  with  rare 

exceptions.  , ,       ^  .  ... 

The  11  Republican  members,  as  I  have  said,  sat  In  committee 
aud  debated  the  .schedules  of  the  bill.  Nothing  was  done  in 
darkness.  We  had  there  the  experts  of  the  Tariff  Commission ; 
and  I  never  knew  any  better  experts.  In  the  past  8e\-en  or 
eight  years  the  Tariff  Commission  has  developed  a  remarkable 
number  of  exijerta. 

Mr.  McMASTER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Ehikota? 

Mr,  WATSON.     I  do.  .  ^.        ^ 

Mr.  IklcMASTER.  Was  that  expert  testimony  taken  down 
and  made  a  i)ermanent  record? 

Mr.  W.\TS(^N.     It  was  not 

Mr.  McMASTER.     Why  not? 

Mr.  WATSON.  For  the  simplest  reason  In  the  world.  When 
we  reached  a  particular  Item  in  a  schedule  and  took  up  the 
question  of  the  duty  to  be  inqiofied  on  that  item,  we  would  ask 
the  opinion  of  one  of  the  experts  who  was  especially  well  in- 
formed on  the  subject,  not  his  opinion  about  the  rate— because 
he  would  not  give  an  opinion  on  that— but  about  conditions  of 
competition,  about  the  cost  of  production  in  the  Old  World, 
about  the  cost  of  transportation  from  Europe,  about  what  it  cost 
to  produce  tlie  article  in  this  countr> ,  and  so  forth.  We  learned 
all  the  conditions  of  competition  from  that  man. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  And  that  information  was  helpful  to  the 
committee  in  formulating  the  schedules? 

Mr.  WATSON.     Yes;  certainly.  w        .u 

Mr  McMASTER.  But  what  Information  have  the  otber 
Meujbers  of  the  Senate  in  reference  to  that  testimony?  The 
committee  members  had  definite  information  to  use  a«  a  yard- 
stick We  have  no  such  information.  Why  should  not  that 
testimony  have  been  taken  down  and  been  made  a  permanent 

record?  ,    . . 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President  It  never  occurred  to  me  to 
have  It  taken  down.    It  never  entered  my  head.         ,^     „       ^ 

Mr  McMASTER.  That  Is,  it  did  not  occur  to  the  Senator 
that  information  which  was  helpful  to  him  and  bia  associate* 


in  framing  a  tariff  bill  would  be  helpful  to  any  other  Member 
of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  WATSON.  No;  l)ecause  when  my  gt»od  friend  from  South 
Dakota  Is  Interested  in  any  item  he  can  send  for  the  exjiert  on 
that  subject  and  have  that  expert  come  here  aud  give  him 
personally  direct  information  face  to  face ;  and  if  he  does  that, 
he  win  know  just  as  mudi  al>out  It  as  we  learned. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  We  sliould  have  appnvlated  it  very  much 
If  the  testimony  which  these  8ulK.-»)nmilltees  rec*  Ived  had  Ix-eu 
made  a  permanent  record  and  made  accessible  to  every  Memb»>r 
of  the  Senate,  as  it  ou^t  to  have  l»een. 

Mr.  WATSON.  My  friend  from  Callfoniia  [Mr.  Siuibtridoi:! 
calls  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  all  the  testimony  before  the 
8ul>commlttees  was  reduced  to  writing,  and,  of  course,  is 
available. 

Mr.  President,  doubtless  we  sliall  have  from  time  to  time 
these  excursions  from  the  main  highway,  following  some  wlUny. 
the-wlsp  or  ignis  fatuus  out  into  the  swamps  whiiher  we  are 
led ;  but  they  detract  from  the  main  discussltHi.  What  on  earth 
have  all  these  extraneous  matters  to  do  with  the  flexible  |>ro- 
vLsi<m  of  the  tariff?  Why  can  we  not  go  on  and  discuss  that 
question?  Why  do  we  have  to  take  these  excursions  off  into 
the  outer  regions,  wlien  they  have  n<)t  a  tldng  to  do  with  the  !»ill 
under  ci>n8lderatlon  ? 

This  bill  was  formulatetl  In  the  usual  way.  It  was  formulated 
by  the  11  Republicans  who  constitute  the  majority  of  the 
Finance  Committee.  After  it  had  been  formulated  it  was  turned 
over  to  our  Democratic  friends,  and  turned  over  ti>  them,  as  I 
am  sure  they  will  agree,  mucli  earlier  than  the  majority  lias 
ever  before  turned  such  a  bill  over  to  the  minority  In  the  history 
of  tariff  makhig  in  Uiis  country.  Tliey  had  all  tlie  Nchedules 
for  more  than  two  weeks,  and  finally  it  was  converted  into 
three  weeks  upon  the  suggestion  of  our  able  friend  fnnn  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  SimmoksI.  ^    ,.       »    ^ 

They  had  all  that  time  to  study  the  schedules,  and  they  luid 
two  weeks  to  study  the  administrative  filatures  an<l  provishms 
of  the  bill.  During  all  that  time  they  had  the  experts  at  their 
command,  and  they  had  the  testimony,  which  aU  of  them  had 
heard  before  the  subcommittees  before  the  bill  was  formulated 
by  the  Republicans.  So  they  cHMne  as  fully  armed  and  as  fully 
preiiared  for  a  discussion  of  the  pending  tarlff.bill  as  any  min«>r- 
Ity  hi  the  history  of  our  tariff  making. 

The  experts  of  the  Tariff  Commission  now  are  better  prepared 
to  answer  questions  and  give  luformathm  than  ever  before  in  the 
history  of  that  b<Hly,  aud  any  one  of  our  friends  on  the  other 
side  easily  can  get  any  expert  to  come  up  here,  sit  with  him,  talk 
with  him,  give  him  InformaUon,  and  elucidate  to  him  Uie  facts 
concerning  any  rate  or  any  schedule  in  which  he  may  be  Inter- 
ested.    That  is  all  very  easy. 

There  is  nothing  mysterious  about  Uiis  situation,  aud  the  mere 
fact  Uiat  my  friend  from  OonnecUcut  hired  an  assistant  from 
hLs  own  State  is  the  cause  of  the  trotting  forth  of  the  old  Rosl- 
nantes  with  Uie  Don  Quixotes  on  them,  followed  by  their  Saucho 
Panzas  to  charge  upon  windmiUs  which  in  reality  have  no  exist- 
ence save  In  the  perfervid  imaginations  of  gentlemen  who  w^int 
to  discuss  everything  but  the  protective  tariff  while  It  is  before 
the  Senate  for  consi«leratlon.  It  is  aU  pl.-asaut,  but  I  do  lio|»e. 
Mr.  President,  that  we  will  be  able  to  proceed  witu  Uie  discussion 
of  the  real  problem  before  the  Senate. 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  has  consumed  a  greater  length  of  time  than  any 
other  Senator  in  discusKlng  this  so-called  deviaUou  from  the 
question  Immediately  before  the  Senate.  Just  why  he  ^f^''^ 
that  it  should  be  his  privilege  to  dlsiuss  questi.ms  which  he 
calls  Irrelevant,  and  the  same  privilege  should  lie  denied  other 
Senators,  will  probably  require  another  speech  of  30  minutes 
for  the  Senator  from  Indiana  to  explain. 

Mr  President  in  spite  of  the  cimrageous  aud  dashing  spirit 
displayed  by  the  leader  of  the  majority  In  vindicating  the  man- 
ner in  which  this  tariff  bill  has  been  made.  In  spite  of  the  fact 
that  he  has  misinten>reted  the  substance  of  the  criticism  which 
has  provoked  this  discussion,  it  must  be  remem»)ered  that,  no 
matter  what  poUUcal  iKirty  is  in  power,  no  matter  what  prin- 
ciple shaU  prevail  in  the  writing  of  tariff  laws,  there  ne>er  was 
and  there  is  not  now  under  the  present  leadership  of  the  Senate 
a  justification  for  selecting  lobbyists  to  assist  In  the  preparaUon 
of  those  features  oi  the  law  concerning  which  they  have  repre- 
sented special  interests  f<»r  years  and  years  ,         ^      ,^ 

The  essence  of  tills  controversy  Is  not  In  the  fact  that  the 
gentleman  referred  to  comes  from  the  State  of  Connecticut.  No 
one  but  the  Senator  from  Indiana  would  have  made  that  unjust 
Interpretation  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  MlHslssipiA. 
The  gist  of  the  matter  Is  that  the  mones'  of  the  United  Statii* 
was  paid  oat  for  the  employment  of  a  confessed  lobbyist  wht»^ 
first  obllgaUon,  manifestly,  was  not  to  the  Senate,  not  to  the 
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majorUy  MMnbem  of  the  Senate,  bat  to  the  great  organlaatlon 
witli  wlikh  he  had  been  long  connected  as  a  representative  and 
as  a  Kfbbylst    *  .  ,^ 

If  the  majority  leader  saya  that  Is  the  way  to  make  a  tariff 
Mil.  well  and  good,  but  I  aiH>rehend  that  there  are  numerous 
Henatont  on  the  other  xlde  of  the  Chamber  who  do  not  approve 
of  that  policy  In  lawmaking. 

Ah,  it  if  true  that  a  vldonn  system  has  applied  In  the  past  and 
8till  ii|i»ne«  In  the  preparation  and  In  the  enactment  of  tariff 
laws.  When  this*  great  subject  Is  for  eofisideratlon  by  the 
Con^'r*'Kj4.  the  lobbyists  come  with  measured  tread  from  every 
part  of  the  country.  Tho«ie  who  have  si»eclal  Interests  In  the 
legislation  to  be  enacted  are  taken  into  the  committee  rooms, 
but  the  millions  who  cimMtitute  thi-  ma.xses  of  the  population  of 
tills  country  have  neither  rfprt-sontation  on  the  committees  nor 
aiiHHig  the  lo»>byl8ts  who  come  here  to  lnfluenc<>  the  committees. 

If  yon  are  proud  of  that  way  of  making  laws,  continue  to 
boa-t  of  it.  but  \f  you  are  ai>hamt>d  of  It,  a.«t  you  ought  to  be, 
then  «itoi»erate  in  an  effort  to  recognize  those  who  may  be  called 
the  forgtrtteu  citirens.  those  who  do  not  come  here  seeking  law- 
made  |»rtwi>erity  at  the  expense  of  their  fellows,  thoee  who  have 
no  loW»yi>«t.s  to  represent  them. 

The  simple  trntli  is  that  the  way  we  have  made  tariff  laws 
and  the  way  we  do  make  them  approximates  a  national  scandal. 
I^wj«  (night  not  to  be  made  by  lobbyists,  the  making  of  laws 
ought  not  to  be  contributed  to  by  lobbyists  who  have  special 
"~~~i»lerf!<ts  to  conserve,  and  no  elotiuence.  no  force,  no  boldness, 
on  fhe^art  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  can  make  the  public 
b«»H<«^e  that  the  system  of  lawmaking  wliich  he  so  quaiifledly 
^Indorsed  Is  to  be  approved  by  those  who  believe  In  fairness. 
Justice,  and  efinallty. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  a 
quest  l<  III? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Certainly. 

Mr.  WATSON.  It  was  announced  by  the  Senator  from  Utah 
I  Mr.  Smoot]  that  at  a  certain  time  we  wonid  take  up  the  tariff 
bill  for  con.««l<leratlon  by  the  c«»mnilttee.  Immediately  those 
who  wanted  to  be  heard  began  to  write  In  from  all  parts  of  the 
cmintry  and  asked  to  be  heard.  Everybody,  whether  manufac- 
turer, famier,  importer,  or  what  not.  who  wrote  and  asked 
for  the  privilege  ^f  being  heard,  was  accorded  that  privilege. 
The  chalnnan  of  the  committee,  as  I  hapiten  to  know,  tume<l 
all  those  letters  over  to  his  .<«ecretary.  who  made  out  a  list  of 
tho.H«i  who  asked  to  be  beard  and  the  different  schedules  in 
which  they  were  Interested. 

Now  I  want  to  ask  my  good  friend  from  Arkansas  whether  or 
not  he  would  call  the  men  who  «^me  before  the  committee  under 
thtwe  conditions  lobbyists. 

Mr.  KOBINSON  of  Arkans«iM.  I  do  not  know  who  they  were. 
I  know  this,  that  the  8ub>Ht  of  the  tariff  has  been  as.HOciated 
with  H  great  deal  of  lobbying.  I  understand  that  some  people 
who  come  here  to  present  matters  to  the  committees  deserve  to 
be  called  lobbylsta,  and  some  of  them  do  not.  I  do  not  know  to 
whom  the  Senator  Is  referring,  and.  of  course,  I  am  not  going 
to  brand  as  a  lobbyist  every iKHly  who  says  he  has  an  Interest 
in  ttie  tariff  and  who  wants  to  be  heard. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  is  too  intelligent  to  ask  me  a  ques- 
tion of  that  sort  in  good  faith.  Does  he  think  that  the  ordinary 
citizen  who  has  an  interest  in  legislation  should  be  branded  as 
a  lobbyist?  I>oes  be  not  know  what  the  term  "lobbyist"  im- 
plies, and  If  he  does  not,  please  excuse  me  from  trying  to 
enlighten  him. 

Mr.  W.\TSt>N.  I  will  excuse  the  Senator.  The  Senator  has 
only  imrtlaliy  answered  my  question.  He  charges  that  lobbyists 
have  lieen  here. 

Mr.  UOBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Oh,  wrfl.  If  the  Senator 
denies  that  there  is  such  a  thing  as  a  lobbyist  in  Wasliington, 
again  I  ask  him  to  excuse  me. 

.Mr.  W.\TSON.     I  do  excuse  the  Senator. 

Mr.  UOBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Oh,  how  courteous  and  gener- 
ous tlie  Senator  la! 

Mr.  W^ATSON.     I  want  to  be  courteous. 

Mr.  NORRia.    Mr.  President 

The  ^'ICE  PRESIDBNT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  WATSON.    Oertainly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Will  not  the  Senator  please  cease  speaking  so 
that  we  can  go  un  with  the  trill?  He  haa  taken  op  much  time 
thLs  afternoon,  and  we  ought  to  go  on  with  the  consideration  of 
the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  regret  that  I  have  been  cnllty  at  Tiolatins 
the  very  rule  I  have  asked  others  to  follow. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  ftom 
Indiana  that,  if  he  is  going  to  contribute  to  the  dtocnssion,  he 
do  so. 

Mr.  WATSON.    I  am  gotag  to. 
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Hr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  shall  decline  to  be  cross- 
ex4niiued  by  him. 

r.  WATSON.  Of  course,  if  my  friend  refuses  to  answer 
questions,  I  have  no  way  to  coerce  him.  The  truth  about  it  la 
t  he  has  asked  to  be  excused  twice,  and  I  have  granted  him 
absolution  twice,  and  I  will  ask  no  furtlier  questions.  But  the 
Seiator  ha.s  rfiarged  that  there  are  numerous  lobbyists  around 
thd  CapitoL  My  answer  to  that  is,  that  a  list  was  made  out 
by Ithe  clerk  of  the  committee.  Mr.  Stewart,  in  accordance  with 
letiers  written  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
aui  those  whose  names  appeared  on  that  list  came  before  the 
coiLmittee,  and  not  a  solitary  man  was  denied  who  asked  to  be 
heiird. 

Ir.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

1  Ir.  WATSON.  My  good  friend  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Har- 
KifiONl  sat  with  me  on  the  subcommittee  on  the  agricniltural 
8<iiedules.  I  want  to  inquire  of  him  whether  or  not  any  one  of 
thi  <  men  who  awieared  there  was  a  lobbyist  in  the  ordinary  sense 
ofjthat  term? 

Ir.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  utilize  the 
e  of  the  Senate  further.    The  Senator  knows  what  a  lobby- 
IstjLs. 

r.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Oh,  no ! 

r.  HARRISON.  There  is  not  a  Senator  here  who  knows 
l)etter  what  a  lobbyist  is  than  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

r.  WATSON.    I  know  what  a  lobbyist  is,  but  I  am  asking 

th^  Senator 

Hr.  HARRISON.     Of  course.  I  do  not.  like  to  get  into  per- 
sonalities, but  any  man  like  Joseph  R.  Grundy,  for  instance, 
r.  WATSON.     Josepli  R.  Grundy  did  not  appear  before  our 

imittee. 
r.  HARRISON.    Walt  a  minute.     But  he  has  been  here  all 
time. 

r.  WATSON.  I  am  asking  my  friend  whether  or  not  any 
m4n  who  appeared  a.s  a  witness  before  that  particular  aubcom- 
m  ttee  of  which  he  and  I  were  members,  which  had  to  do  with 
ag  riculture,  wa.<»  a  lobbyist. 

«r.  HARRISON.  .\  manufacturers'  association  does  not  act 
in  that  way. 

dr.  WATSON.  But  I  am  asking  the  Senator  a  question,  and 
I  '  rant  to  know  whether  he  will  answer  that  specific  question. 

dr.  HARRISON.  I  am  just  tryhig  to  answer  it.  A  manu- 
fa  'tnrers'  association  does  not  act  that  way.  Grundy  sits  in  the 
baL-kgrouud.  and  he  pulls  the  strings,  and  this  man  from  Con- 
uerticut  was  not  a  lobbyist,  no  doubt,  but  he  was  performing 
very  fine  service. 

dr.  WATSON.     I  decline  to  yield  to  my  friend,  because  I 
se '  that  he  has  no  idea,  no  notion,  of  answering  my  question. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WATSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  not  the  Senator  from  Indiana  recall 
thit  ori^nally  it  was  the  Intention  of  the  majority  members  of 
th?  Finance  Committee  to  allow  nolxnly  to  api»ear  in  oi)en  hoar- 
in  fs  In  the  consideration  of  tlie  tariff  bill,  and  they  abandoned 
thit  position  long  after  they  discovered  they  could  not  put  it 
ov»r? 

dr.  WATSON.     No ;  I  do  not  recall  that 
dr.  BARKLEY.     Was  thwe  not  objection  in  the  committee 
it.N  ;lf  in  executive  session  by  the  members  of  tlie  majority  to 
ho  ding  op«i  meetings? 

Ir.  WATSON.  Not  that  I  remember.  I  have  no  recollection 
of  any  such  thing  happening. 

itr.  President,  it  is  the  easiest  thing  in  the  world  to  charge 

thi  it  a  man  is  a  lobbyist 

dr.  BARKLEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  a  restrfution  had  been 
re<l  'n  the  Senate  instructing  the  committee  to  hold  open 
rings  before  the  majority  abandoned  its  original  idea  of 
ing  nolMxly  appear  before  the  committee? 
r.  WATSON.  I  think  not.  The  Senator  is  talking  about 
ething  of  which  I  have  no  knowledge  whatever.  I  will  ask 
th^  chairman  of  the  committee  as  to  that. 

dr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  there  was  no  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  committee  to  hold  secret  hearings.  The  Senator 
fr>m  Kentucky  must  understand  that  the  minority  members  of 
th>  Finance  Committee  on  all  the  administrative  features  were 
pr^isent  every  day  of  the  hearings. 
Bir.  BARKLEY.     Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  did  not  follow  the  example  of  the  Demo- 
crits.  In  1913  there  was  not  a  solitary  Republican  allowed  to 
be  Inside  of  the  committee  room  during  the  hearings.  Not  a 
R4tpubiican  was  allowed  to  hear  one  word  of  the  testimony. 
Not  only  that,  but  after  the  Democrats  had  closed  their  hearings, 
net  a  Republican  member  of  the  Finance  Committee  was  allowed 
to  see  what  they  had  done  until  it  was  reported  to  the  Senate 
iUelf. 


Mr.  ROBINSON  of  ArkanssK  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
approve  of  that  course? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  was  the  frst  time  In  the  history  of  mak- 
ing a  tariff  bill  that  any  such  thing  ever  happened. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Does  the  Senator  aiH>rove  of 
that  course? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No,  I  do  not ;  and  therefore  I  did  not  follow  it, 
so  far  as  I  was  concerned,  in  the  consideration  of  the  Mil  now 
before  us. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  and  others  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  decline  to  yield  further.  I 
shall  very  qui(*ly  conclude  what  I  have  to  say  because  I  am 
really  guilty  of  the  charge  made  against  me  of  taking  time 
when  I  have  been  admonishing  other  Senators  not  to  do  so. 
But  when  the  taunts  of  my  friend  from  Mississippi,  which  are 
almost  irresistible,  are  thrown  out,  what  is  a  Senator  to  do? 
Is  he  to  sit  still  and  let  them  go  on  unanswered?  They  must 
be  responded  to  in  some  form  or  other,  even  though  I  am  guilty 
of  inconsistency  very  much  to  the  displeasure  of  my  friend  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Noaais]. 

Mr.  President,  dozens  of  men  always  come  here  when  a  tariff 
bill  Is  to  be  considered,  and  dosens  of  men  came  this  time. 
They  came  before  our  committee.  Representatives  of  farm  or- 
ganizations came  before  our  committee.  They  are  stationed 
here  in  Wa.shington  and  it  is  their  business  to  be  here.  They 
are  hired  to  be  here.  The  farm  organizations  have  forces  here 
for  that  purpose.  They  8tu<ly  the  tariff.  They  came  to  us 
fully  armed.  Are  those  men  lobbyists?  Are  they  to  be  charged 
with  being  lobbyists? 

Are  the  men  who  came  here  representing  industries  which 
they  own  or  in  which  they  are  Interested,  and  which  they  think 
are  going  to  be  destroyed  unless  they  have  additional  protec- 
tion, to  be  charged  with  being  lot^yists?  Is  every  man  who 
represents  an  industry  of  the  United  States  to  be  brandeil  as  a 
lobbyist  because  he  comes  here  to  state  his  case  to  a  committee 
of  the  United  States  Senate?  Are  all  the  men  who  represent 
the  great  vital,  throbbing  industries  of  America,  which  employ 
millions  of  men  and  pay  their  wages,  to  be  branded  as  lobbyists 
because  they  come  here  for  the  purpose  of  having  their  indus- 
tries pTx>perly  represented  before  a  Senate  committee?  I  think 
not.  Of  course,  the  professional  lobbyist  comes,  but  after  all  he 
has  but  very  little  to  do  with  the  formulatJon  of  any  bill  or  In 
controlling  the  action  of  any  member  of  a  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  how  long  does  the  Senator 
desire  to  continue  in  session  this  afternoon? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  would  like  to  get  through  with  the  iiending 
question  this  afternoon,  but  I  am  afraid  it  Is  impossible.  I 
desire  to  have  a  recess  taken  until  to-morrow  morning  at  11 
o'clock. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Before  that  is  done  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  some  views  expressed  by 
the  National  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association  respecting  the  pend- 
ing bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  leave  Is  granted. 

The  matter  referre<l  to  is  as  follows: 

WHY    THE    TARIFF    BILL    NOW    BIVOSB    CONORISS    SHOt7U>    WOT    PASS 

(By  the  tariff  committee  of  the  National  Retail  Dry  Goods  Asaoclatlon, 
Philip  LeBouUUier,  cbalnnan,  September,   1929) 

The  report  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  to  the  Senate  on 
House  bill  2667,  which  was  made  on  September  4,  Indicates  that  the 
country  is  threatened  with  a  general  and  sweeping  upward  revUlon  of 
the  tariff. 

The  views  of  this  association  were  presented  to  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  last  February.  In  our  brief 
we  get  forth  our  objections  to  any  revision  which  should  change  or 
move  In  the  direction  of  changing,  especially  by  subtle  and  Insldlons 
methods,  the  long-established  base  of  foreign  values  In  the  dctwmlna- 
tlon  of  tariff  rates.  In  that  brief  we  expressed  a  wiUlngness  to  see 
changes  made  in  rates  and  schedules  which  were  clearly  shown  to  be 
necessary  to  relieve  the  farming  industry  or  any  depressed  branch  of 
Industry  that  could  prove  Its  right  to  additional  protection. 

When  the  House  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  was  enacted,  and  when  It  came  op 
l>efore  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  for  hearings,  your  tariff  com- 
mittee prepared  another  brief  and  was  represented  personally  by  Its 
chairman.  Mr.  Philip  LeBoutllller,  and  others  at  a  hearing  in  Wash- 
Inirton  on  June  12.  In  this  brief  the  committee  reiterated  Its  arguments 
and  presented  other  evidence  to  show  that  the  Hoase  bill  went  far 
beyond  any  reasonable  requirements  of  the  present  Industrial  sttuation, 
and  that  It  proposed  numerous  administrative  changes  which  wonld  be 
detrimental  to  the  Interests  of  consumers,  disturbing  to  business,  and 
confusing  to  Importers.  The  House  bill  did  not  propose  an  Immediate 
chanire  of  base  In  Hilng  tariff  rates,  but  contained  a  provision  for  the 
Investigation  of  this  matter  by  the  President  of  the  United  State*. 


la  presenting  Its  case  to  tlie  natloBal  hgfslatlvv  bftdy,  as  oatMned 
above,  the  committee  was  perliaps  undoly  eaatloiM  and  conservatlT*. 
It  leaned  over  backwards  In  its  attempt  to  avoid  ondae  emphauls  a|K>n 
the  morcbantM'  point  of  riew  and  undoe  argvn«y  in  aUviK<atlng  tiM'ir 
cause. 

It  was  hoped  that  the  more  deliberate  senatorial  committee  would 
correct  the  obvious  errors  of  the  House  bill  and  wonld  present  an 
amended  measnre  more  nearly  in  line  with  the  cam{taiRn  pledsrea  of  the 
party  in  power,  and  with  the  oxpre««ed  deslr™  of  I'rosldent  Hoover 
when  he  called  the  Congress  Into  special  sesidon  for  the  purpoi^  of 
tariff  revision.  It  is  now  apparent  that  these  hopes  and  expectatlona 
have  not  only  not  b#en  renllsed.  but  that  on  the  <'«»ntrr.ry  wi>  have  an 
amended  bill  before  the  Senate  of  the  l'nlte<l  States  which  Is  even  worse 
In  many  of  its  features  than  the  original  House  bill. 

In  view  of  these  circumstances.  It  has  seemed  to  the  commit te<>  that 
it  Is  time  to  speak  plainly  and  emphatically,  in  order  to  do  this  the 
committee  has  prepared.  In  the  form  of  questions  and  answers,  the  fol- 
lowing analysis  of  the  bill  and  a  special  and  unrent  appeal  to  the  mem- 
bers of  this  association  and  kindred  t>odiee  to  engage  In  a  real  fight  to 
prevent  the  flnal  enactment  of  a  tariff  bill  which  Is  reactionary,  obstruc- 
tive, and  harmful  to  the  whole  country,  consumer,  farmer,  laborer, 
manufacturer.   Importer,   and   merchant   alike. 

Question.  Is  a  general  tariff  n-vlslon  at  this  time  necenmry? 

Answer.  No.  The  country  Is  proajM-rous,  labor  1m  well  employed  at 
high-wage  levels,  and  foreign  trade  shows  a  large  favorable  balance. 
These  conditions,  known  to  everybo<ly  acquainted  with  buainess  affairs, 
are  set  forth  In  a  striking  manner  In  recont  reports  of  the  I)opartni«n»t 
of  Commerce,  which  Is  the  governmental  agency  most  Intimately  Inter- 
ested in  and  acquainted  with  these  matters.  Kor  example,  In  the  Com- 
merce Yearbook  Issued  by  that  department  June  15,  ltt29,  covering  the 
year  1928,  these  facts  and  fli^res  are  given  : 

"  Manufacturing  output,  the  most  comprehensive  measure  of  economic 
activity,  was  3  per  cent  above  the  previous  peak  of  1926. 

"  Bstport  trade  increased  B%  per  cent  In  value  and  in  quantltativ* 
terms  was  greater  than  even  during  the  abnormal  war  years. 

"  Manufacturing  production  In  1928  was  the  largest  ever  rearb«>d. 
being  5  per  cent  above  that  In  1927,  and  60  per  cent  above  that  of 
the  depression  year  1921. 

"The  amount  of  wagrs  paid  In  factories  In  1927,  according  to  the 
census,  was  the  greatest  ever  reported. 

"The  average  wage  •  •  •  waa  120  per  cent  higher  than  la 
1914,  12  per  cent  higher  than  In  1919. 

"  The  monthly  Indexes  of  pay  roll  and  earnings  show  slightly  larger 
earnings  per  worker  In  factories  In  1928  than  the  year  before.  Money 
wages  have  increjjsed  much  more,  as  compar>ad  with  pre-war  figure*, 
than  the  cost  of  living. 

"  The  eitports  of  the  United  SUtea  were  6.4  per  cent  greater  In  value 
than  in  1927  •  •  •  as  compared  with  1922  they  showed  an  increase 
of  34  per  cent  in  value. 

•* The  excess  of  exports  was  larger  than  in  any  other  y<ar  since  1921, 
amoontlng  to  |1, 038,000,000. 

"  The  ratio  of  value  of  Imports  to  that  of  exports,  which  was  92  per 
cent  In  1926.  fell  to  a  little  less  than  80  per  cent 

"  During  1928  financial  transactions  continued  to  expand  and  many 
new  records  for  volume  were  established.  Check  payments  by  banks  for 
the  country  as  a  whole  increased  by  20  per  cent  as  comi)are<l  with  the 
previous  high  record  of  1927  and  were  twice  as  large  as  In  1921. 

"  Receipts  of  the  United  States  Oovemment  continued  largrly  to  ex- 
ceed expenditures,  the  surplus  being  used  for  the  retirement  of  ths 
public  debt." 

Question.  If  business  was  so  good  In  1928,  how  about  1929? 

Answer.  All  indications  point  to  a  continued  Improvement  Bank 
clearings,  car  loadings,  iron  and  steel  output,  and  automobile  prodnc- 
tlou  and  sales  are  all  at  high  marks  or  even  show  record-breaking 
figures. 

In  this  connection,  note  the  foUowlDg  excerpt  from  Standard  Stalls- 
tics  Report,  September  9,  1928  : 

"  Meanwhile,  evidence  continues  to  accumulate  In  support  of  tht-  be- 
lief that  1928  will  represent  the  most  profitable  year  general  American 
Industry  has  ever  experienced.  Our  records  reveal  that  aggregate  net 
Income  for  515  representative  industrial  corporations  which  have  thus 
far  reported  was  40.5  per  cent  larger  in  the  first  half  of  1929  than 
1928,  which  stands,  to  date,  as  the  banner  12  months'  period." 

Question.  If  a  general  revlalon  la  not  necessary,  Is  it  not  highly  Inex- 
pedient to  undertake  one? 

Answer.  Yes. 

Question.  WkyT 

Answer.  Because  It  Is  a  general  principle  of  good  business  as  well 
as  of  governmental  policy  to  "  let  well  enough  alone,"  especially  wh<-n 
that  well  enough  Is  so  good.  In  the  words  of  Uncle  Joe  Cannon,  "  Let's 
stand  pat'* 

Qoestlon.  What  doe*  a  general  revision  of  the  tariff  entail? 

Answer.  Uncertainty  and  doubt,  coofusion  and  fear.  These  feelings 
ar«  not  only  aroused  in  the  bnsineKS  community  In  this  country  l>ut 
they  are  espedally  to  be  noted  in  the  attltisl*  o(  foreign  coontrica  t»- 
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wanl  uc;  ibiM  botk  boflDMa  and  laternatloiial  nIatloM  »n  jtopardlMd 
by  cvfu  tb«  proc«««  of  rertolon. 

(iu>*attoo.  If  thtf  dADcvra  tDvolv«d  In  •  gtiotnl  rvrlalon  art  real, 
bow  (ftn  tb«y  b«  gnarded  agaloat? 

Aiiowrr  It  la  prrf»rtlj  apparent  that  the  fT«et  body  of  conaum^n  la 
aliiKwt  vulcvk<w  and  unreprvaentrd  In  tb«  proc<>«a  of  tariff  r«Tl«ton. 
exr<*pt  Id  ao  far  at  an  organtaation  like  the  National  Retail  Dry  Uooda 
A*iuHUtlon.  which  la  in  cIom  touch  with  cunattmers  and  In  poaltlon  to 
i>l««Tri-  tbr  dlM«tfoua  effecta  of  tariff  changra,  may  Mtitnd  In  tb«  breach 
and  not  only  guard  Ita  own  proper  aeif-lntereat  but  protect  tboae  who 
otbrrwlM*  would  bf  dffpnaelaaa. 

Qiifktion.  What  la  tho  aelf-intrrrat  of  the  merchant  daaa  of  the  coun- 
try In  ihU  connection  T 

An^-wiT.  It  la  tn  maintain  a  ateady  flow  of  gooda  and  rommodltlea 
from  th«  producer  to  the  conaumer  which  ia  not  only  neceaaary  for  their 
own  welfare  and  profit,  but  which  makeM  poaalbie  the  auccesaful  proaeeo- 
tlun  of  pruductiun  with  ita  omplnyment  of  labor  at  good  wagea  and 
proUi>t*«  (tie  ci>nteDtm«>nt  and  bapptneaa  of  the  penplf  aa  conaumera. 
If  unjii<«flflable  changea  In  tb«-  tariff  are  inndi',  either  openly  or  by  aub- 
terfuge,  whicb  makea  it  nece«aary  for  merchant*  to  charge  higher 
prin-x  for  the  gooda  they  aell.  audi  changea  in  the  tariff  not  only  check 
the  (Mnanda  of  cnwumerv,  but  by  rt'aaon  of  the  retailera  being  the 
point  of  contact  with  the  ^^>n»umera.  the  retailera  Incur  the  critlciam 
and  reaentnient  of  tboae  wbum  they  are  aeekiug  to  aerve. 

gu<-t<tiou.  How  can  the  mcrchanta  of  the  country  effectively  Interrena 
in  thi:<  matter? 

AuawtT.  Both  by  individual  and  by  organised  effort.  Indiridual  effort 
la  moat  effective  wh««n  dir««cted  by  a  constituent  peraonally  to  hia 
i'k*nator  or  Congreaamau.  Our  membera  arc  earnestly  urged  to  do  thla  at 
once  and  to  contlnu  ■  until  the  bill  la  defeated. 

OrKHiiiaed  effort  tokcM  the  form  of  ofllciai  repreaentation  at  committee 
beariuga  and  the  prettentatton  of  documentary  evidence  for  the  use 
of  auoh  committee*.  Thla  anaoolation  has  had  ita  part  In  auch  actlvitlea 
and  it  will  continue  along  this  line  ao  long  »e  there  ia  any  hope  of 
mr>dlf.ving  or  defeating  the  bill  now  before  Congreaa. 

Queatiun.  In  the  Intervention  of  the  individual  retailer  In  tariff  mat- 
ters warranted  and  likely  to  be  effective  und  free  from  the  critlciam 
that  such  Intervention  in  propaganda? 

Answer.  Y« ;  the  individual  retailer  ahouid  never  abrogate  nor  atmn- 
don  bin  rights  as  a  cltiaen  and  abould  always  exercise  those  righta  In 
every  iegiUmate  way.  Ue  can  not  be  fairly  accuaed  of  engaging  in 
undt-alrable  or  reprelienaible  propaganda  so  long  aa  his  efforts  are  baaed 
upon  facts  and  bis  vlewa  are  openly  expreascd. 

Question.  Have  the  National  Retail  Dry  (iooda  Aaaoctatlon  and  aimllar 
bodiea  of  orgaalacd  retailera  a  duty  to  perform  beyond  that  of  guarding 
the  proper  self-interest  of  their  members  in  this  matter? 

Answer.  Yea.  If  thla  duty  were  not  performed.  It  would  be  a  viola- 
tion of  the  confidence  reposed  in  the  retailer  by  the  conaumlng  public. 
By  reason  of  the  fact  that  their  members  occupy  positions  In  the  com- 
munltlea  they  serve,  wlilch  enaljie  them  to  obaerve  the  effects  of  auch 
legislation  and  to  obtain  Information  not  available  to  the  legislative 
bodies  or  the  general  public.  It  is  their  duty  to  supply  such  information 
to  legislators  and  to  publish  it  for  the  instruction  of  the  people  at 
large. 

guestion.   >\hy  is  this  true? 

Abswpr.  Because  aervlce  ia  the  watchword  of  modem  buolnesa.  The 
whole  trend  of  buaineaa  practice  among  retailers  In  recent  years  has 
~Vea  lo  develop  n  helpful  relationship  with  those  whom  they  aerve  and 
to  maintain  and  increase  the  confldeace  which  the  conaumlng  public 
reptwtrs  In  them  as  expert  advlsem  in  regard  to  values  and  the  service- 
aMIity  of  the  commodities  in  which  I  bey  deal.  The  Increasing  com- 
plexltitv  uf  modern  business  and  the  almost  Infinitude  lo  the  number 
aud  variety  of  commodities  has  madti  this  expert  service  to  the  public 
absolutely  Indispensable. 

guestion.  What  further  objection  Is  there  to  the  tariff  bill  now 
before  the  Senate  of  the  United  States? 

Answer.  It  goes  far  beyond  the  limited  revision  promised  In  the  last 
prvHidentlal  campaign  and  requested  by  the  l>r«flident  when  he  called 
the  Ooogri-ss  Into  special  sesidon. 

guestion.  What  was  the  assigned  reason  for  calling  thia  aeoalon  and 
requesting  a  limited  tariff  revision? 

Answer.  The  chief  reason  waa  to  carry  ont  campaign  pledges  of 
"  economic  equality  "  for  the  agricultural  Industry,  1.  e.,  to  relieve  the 
distressed  condition  of  agriculture,  so  far  as  that  could  be  accomplished 
through  tariff  measures,  and  to  aid  certain  other  industries  or  branches 
of  indtiatry  which  were  obvioualy  under  special  stresa  of  foreign  com- 
petition, e.  g..  the  textile  Industry,  or  at  least  some  of  iU  dlvialona. 

guestion.  Is  the  tariff  bill  now  under  discussion  likely  to  accomplish 
thU  purpose? 

An!«wer.  It  ta  not. 
gue«tlon.  Why? 

An.^wer.  Because  more  than  2.000  Incrsaaes  In  ratea  of  duty  nullify 
an^  heneilta  which  might  ponslbiy  come  to  the  farmen  of  the  country 
through  increaaea  In  dntiea  upon  farm  prodtKta. 

guestion.  The  question  may  be  aakad  wbeCbsr  reltet  for  tka  farmers 
can  be  affofded  bf  msaoa  of  the  tarlC 
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Aiawar.  It  waa  the  hope  and  expectation  of  th«  famera  gTid  their 
frteiida  at  the  time  of  the  paasage  of  the  1023  tartff.  which  added  very 
largely  to  the  number  and  amount  of  dutiea  Imposed  upon  the  products 
of  igrlculture,  that  such  relief  might  be  obtained.  Farmers  have  had 
the  eiperlenee  of  seven  years  under  the  operation  of  that  tariff  and 
have  witnessed  the  futlHry  of  their  hopes,  especially  in  thoae  llnea  where 
their  producU  are  priced  In  the  marketa  of  the  world  by  reason  of  the 
large  exportable  surpluses  which  must  be  disposed  of  outside  of  the 
Uni  ed  Statea.  The  Farm  Bureiui  Federation  estimates  that  what 
famera  buy  under  the  present  Fordney-McCumber  Tariff  Act  has  in- 
creflted  their  yearly  cost  of  living  and  farm  operation  by  |3:il,OO0.U00. 
and  that  they  benefit  from  duties  on  agricultural  products  to  the  extent 
of  <nly  |3U,000,0<)0  a  year. 

(Question.  If  It  Is  not  possible  to  benefit  farmers  by  posldve  protection 
of  I  heir  products,  how  could  a  tariff  revialon  benefit  them? 

Answer.  It  could  benefit  them  by  reducing  rates  on  the  commodltloa 
of  rbich  they  are  large  consumers  and  which  are  protected  under  the 
preient  law  to  a  degree  that  is  unnecessary  and  unduly  restrictive  to 
reaionable  and  fair  foreign  competition. 

( uestlon.  Did  the  House  bill  contain  any  provisions  to  afford  this 
kln<  i  of  relief? 

ilnswer.  Emphatically  it  did  not.  It  is  true  It  lessened  some  duties 
irtides  of  which  the  fanners  are  consumers  but  which  are  produced 
r  conditions  givlne  American  manufacturers  the  dominating  con- 
of  the  world  market  and  where  the  removal  of  a  part  or  even 
of  the  protective  duty  would  have  no  appreciable  effect ;  e.  g.,  agri- 
cull  ural  machinery.  On  the  other  hand.  In  many  instances  increases 
weie  made  In  dutiea  upon  the  goods  which  farmers  consume.  A  notable 
ins  ance  of  this  wac  the  placing  of  shingles  and  some  other  lumber 
prolucts  upon  the  tariff  list  or  increasing  the  rates  of  duties  thereon. 
Tbi  outcry  against  the  1'5  per  cent  duty  on  shingles  was  so  great  t^t 
the  Senate  committee  hax  restored  that  Item  to  the  free  Hat  in  its 
amiinded  bill,  but  all  other  wood  products  remain  unchanged  in  the 
Seiisto  committee  bill. 

<,  uestlon.   What  other  class  of  persons  besides  the   fanners  was   the 
revision  of  the  tariff  supposed  to  benefit? 
nswer.  The  wage  earners  of  the  country. 

(Question.  Does  the  present  bill  help  labor? 

J  nswer.  Let  an  authoritative  spokesman  for  organised  labor  answer 
tblj  question.  To  that  end  we  quote  the  following  excerpta  from  the 
Aui^ust.  1929.  issue  of  Facts  for  Workers,  published  by  the  Luttot. 
Bufeau   (Inc.)  : 

"  PBOTBCTIOX    FOB    2    FEB    CENT 

A  siseable  revolt  against  tariff  increases  has  arisen  among  farmers 
and  their  8poker<inien  on  very  simple  and  logical  grounds.  Most  of  the 
Imiortant  farm  products  can  not  benefit  from  protection.  Klther  the*»e 
products  sell  at  prices  fixed  In  an  exiwrt  market,  or  do  not  have  to 
meft  the  competition  of  importa  In  any  case. 

Organised  workers  not  gaining  from  the  tariff : 

Mliiinc  and  quarrying  groups 408,  000 

Building    trades 1,014.000 

Putlic   service 240,000 

Rrttaurant  and  trade 6:<,  000 

Transportation 950,  noo 

Th^ter  and  music 171.000 

Total 2,  846.  000 

This  compares  with  a  total  of  .1.904.000  organised  workers,  and 
shok-s  that  about  73  per  cent  of  the  union  members  in  the  country  are 
unquestionably  outside  the  benefits  of  the  tariff  and  In  this  respect  have 
an    >ven  clearer  ca.se  against  It  than  the  wheat  and  cotton  farmers. 

Furthermore,    it    Is    undoubte<lIy    true    that    many    of   the    remaining 
27  ^r  cent  do  not  stand  to  gain  in  any  great  degree. 
Organised  workers  in  trades  affected  by  tariff: 


TcxilM _ 

Mel  liis.  machinery,  shiptxiilding 

Paj:  LT  and  printing .... 

I>e.i:her  industry ._ 

Clothing  workers 

liquor  and  totjacco . ..... 

iil)er  and  woodworking . ..... 

Ch<micals,  clay,  glaaa,  and  stone 

iacelUneous . 


Total. 


Number 
who 

might 
gain 


A.  000 
2,000 

45,000 
5,000 
A,  000 
6,000 
1.000 

13,000 
8,000 


01,000 


Numl)er 

who 

would 

nut  gain 


saooo 

231,000 

116.000 
44,000 

277,000 
71,000 
12.000 
28,0(» 

15^000 


907.000 


If   these  estimates  are   correct,    possible  Increasea  In   duties    would 
the^fore  be  capable  of  benefiting  only  91.000.  or  about  2  per  cent  of  the 
.000  trade-unionists  In  the  United  States." 
<^estlon.  Are  the  foregoing  the  only  or  the  main  reasons  for  object- 
to  the  present  tariff  bill? 
Anawer.  They  ara  not. 
(uestloa.  Whyl 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  EECX>RI>— SENATE 


3959 


Answer.  Bocatise  these  are  all  matters  of  geoeral  puMIc  knowledge. 
They  are  being  diacuaaed  and  criticised  In  the  press  and  though  they  are 
undivirahle  and  contrary  to  campaign  pledges  there  la  aothlag  inaldiooa 
or  misleading  about   them. 

Question.   What  part  of  the  tariff  bill  Is  most  objectionable? 

Answer.  The  ao-called  "administrative"  or  "special  pruvialons "  of 
tha  bill  ThU  ia  tbe  pari  of  the  bill  whicb  in  Uttls  read  by  the  dtlaea 
at  large  or  even  by  students  and  Journallsta  who  have  a  adcatlflc  or 
profetuiiuual  Interest  In  tariff  leglalatioa. 

Question.   Is  there  more  than  one  way  to  arrive  at  a  desired  goal? 

Ani'wer.  Yea.  There  is  the  open  way  and  the  uudeniround  way. 
Thla  appliea  to  tariff  legislation  as  well  as  other  matters.  Special 
interci't.H  In  recent  years  have  found  tbe  direct  way  of  securing  their 
ends  more  and  more  dlfllcult  In  view  of  the  spread  of  economic  Informa- 
tion and  the  independ<nt  attitude  of  the  presa.  As  a  result,  tbe  side- 
ways motion,  like  that  of  the  crab,  has  replaced  the  open,  aboveboard. 
and  frank  method  of  approach? 

Question.  .\re  not  these  rather  general  and  sweeping  criticisms,  and 
can  they  be  Justified  by  reference  to  the  present  legislative  pn>gram? 

Answer.  Yes;  they  are  general,  but  nevertheless,  true.  They  can 
moreover  be  proved  by  specific  Instances  and  many  Illustrations  taken 
from  tbe  admlnliiitrutive  features  of  the  tariff  btlL 

Question.  What  are  some  of  these  administrative  measures  which 
are  likely  to  deceive  the  public  and  obtain  for  special  interest*  unneces- 
sary and  undesirable  additions  to  the  protection  which  they  now  enjoy? 

Answer.  The  most  Important  of  these  administrative  changes  are 
those  which  proTlde  In  one  way  or  another  for  the  insidious  introduc- 
tisD  of  some  son  of  American-valuation  plan  in  place  of  the  100-year  old 
base  of  foreign  value  upon  which  all  legislation  of  this  sort  has  been 
foundexl.  This  Indirect  method  of  securing  the  change  of  base  appears 
In  a  number  of  sections  of  the  bills. 

In  section  336.  which  is  entitled  "  F^uallaatlon  of  Competitive  Con- 
ditions "  in  the  tariff  bill,  and  "  Flexible  Tariff  Provisions  "  In  general 
discus-slon  and  in  the  report  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance,  the 
Prrsldent  and  the  Tariff  Commission  are  given  power  not  only  to  change 
rates  within  the  limitations  of  50  per  cent  but  to  substitute  American 
selling  price  for  the  foreign-value  base  wherever  and  whenever  they 
may  deem  It  desirable  to  do  so.  This  makes  it  possible  to  introduce  by 
administrative  order  and  In  a  manner  which  Is  not  likely  to  lead  to 
general  public  discunalon  or  protest  an  entirely  new  and  confusing  baae 
of  valuation. 

This  same  or  a  somewhat  similar  base  for  the  determination  of  rates 
could  have  been  made  use  of  by  appraisers  In  practically  every  port  of 
entry  in  the  United  States  if  section  402  (b)  In  tbe  Ilouac  bill  had  not 
been  eliminated  by  the  Senate  committee  in  its  present  draft.  Tbe  fact 
that  thia  is  temporarily  out  of  the  bill  doea  not  guarantee  the  country 
against  its  ultimate  adoption  by  the  Congress  when  the  bill  finally  comes 
from  the  conference  committee  of  the  two  Houses. 

The  Senate  committee  has  proposed  also  an  entirely  new  section, 
namely  340,  as  an  amendment  to  replace  section  642  of  the  House  bill. 
This  section  provides  that  the  Tariff  Commission  shall  prepare  conver- 
alon  rates  on  the  baais  of  "  domestic  value  "  and  report  its  rates  to  the 
Congress  not  later  than  January  1,  1932.  The  Houae  bill,  section  642. 
provided  for  a  scientific  Investigation  of  the  whole  matter  of  change 
of  baae  in  order  that  tbe  Congress  might  subsequently  act  in  a  deliberate 
manner  with  complete  and  adequate  Information.  Section  340  and 
the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  transmitting  the  amended  bill 
to  the  Senate  both  indicate  the  purpose  of  pushing  this  matter  through 
as  speedily  as  possible  and  show  that  they  do  not  have  an  open  mind 
on  the  subject. 

Question.  Are  these  the  only  innovations  in  the  tariff  bill  open  tc 
criticism  ? 

Answer.  No.  Further  confusion  will  result  from  the  use  of  terms 
which  seemingly  have  the  same  meaning  but  which,  as  defined  in  the 
bill,  are  widely  different  in  their  signification. 

QuesHon.  What  are  some  of  these  terms? 

Answer.  The  most  important  are  "American  value,"  "  United  States 
value,"  and  "  domestic  value."  To  the  ordinary  reader  these  appear 
to  be  synonym«>as  or  Identical,  but  a  painstaking  aearch  through  many 
pages  of  the  bill  Indicates  that  they  are  far  from  being  so. 

Question.   What  does  "American  value"  mean? 

Answer.   It  is  defined  as  follows  In  section  402   (f)  of  the  tariff  bill  ; 

•*  The  American  selling  price  of  any  article  manufactured  or  produced 
in  the  United  States  shall  be  the  price,  including  the  cost  of  all  con- 
tainers and  coverings  of  whatever  nature  and  all  other  costs,  chargea, 
and  expenses  incident  to  placing  the  merchandiae  in  condition  packed 
ready  for  delivery,  at  which  such  article  is  freely  offered  for  aale  to  all 
porchasera  in  the  principal  market  of  the  United  States,  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  trade  and  in  the  usual  wholesale  quantltlea  In  such  market, 
or  the  price  that  the  manufacturer,  producer,  or  owner  would  have 
received  or  was  willing  to  receive  for  such  merchandise  when  sold  In 
the  ordinary  conrse  of  trade  and  in  the  usual  wholesale  quantities  at 
the  time  of  exportation  of  the  Imported  article." 

Question.   What  does  "United  States  value  "  mean? 

▲nswer.   It  Is  defined  in  section  402  (d)  ••  follows: 
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"The  UBitsd  States  value  of  imparted  MeertMsdta*  shall  be  iU  the 
price  at  which  s«ich  or  similar  Imported  Merrliaadta*  u  rn>ety  olK>rrd 
for  aale  at  the  time  of  Importation  of  the  Importtxl  merrhandlar.  parked 
ready  for  delivery,  la  the  principal  market  of  the  United  State*  t%»  all 
purchasers.  In  the  uausl  wholeMile  quantlttea  and  tn  tbe  ordinary  course 
of  trade,  or  (2)  If  auch  or  alniilar  Imported  merrhandi<*o  la  not  so 
offered  for  sale  In  the  United  States,  then  aa  estimated  value.  I«se4 
on  tbe  price  at  which  merchandiae.  whetlier  Imported  or  d<HBesttc. 
comparable  la  oonstmctlon  or  use  with  the  Imported  merchandiae  Is 
so  offered  for  sale,  with  such  atlj<i»tmentii  aa  may  N-  necewary  owing 
to  differences  in  sise.  material,  construnion,  texture,  and  other  differ- 
ences— making  the  due  allowance  In  either  case  for  coat  of  transpo'-ta< 
tlon  and  Insurance,  snd  other  necessary  expenses  from  the  plac*  of 
shipment  to  the  place  of  delivery,  a  commission  not  rxoedlng  6  per 
cent.  If  any  has  been  paid  or  contracted  to  be  paid  on  goods  obtained 
otherwise  than  by  purchase,  or  profits  not  to  exceed  8  per  cent  and 
general  expenses  not  to  exceed  8  per  cent  on  purcnased  goods,  and  for 
duty.  In  any  case  In  which  the  price  of  comparable  domestic  mer- 
chandiae Is  used  ss  a  basis,  auch  allowances  shall  tte  ttased  upon  the 
costs,  expenses,  commissions  (or  profits  and  general  expenses),  and  Inty 
in  respect  of  the  Imported  merchandise." 

Question.   What  does  the  new  term  "domestic  value"  mean? 

Anawer.  In  the  Ianmatn>  of  the  tariff  bill  It  Tn.iy  mean  either  a  fact 
or  a  conjecture  or  a  mixture  t»f  fact  and  conjecture. 

Question.   What  Is  the  fact? 

Answer.  In  the  language  of  the  tariff  bill,  section  S40  (d)  (1)  (A), 
it  Is  this: 

"  The  term  '  domestic  value "  applied  with  respect  to  Imported  mer- 
chandise, means  the  price  at  which  such  or  similar  imported  merchaa- 
dlae  la  freely  offered  for  sale  at  the  time  of  Importation  of  tbe  Im- 
ported merchandise,  packed  ready  for  delivery.  In  the  principal  market 
of  the  United  States  to  all  purchasers.  In  the  nsiul  wholesale  quaotttlaa 
and  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade." 

Question.  Is  there  not  some  conjecture  mixed  with  th«  fact  even  ID 
this  definition? 

Answer.  Yes.  This  Is  so  where  "  similar  merchandise  "  becomes  the 
standard  or  value  measurement.  It  may  be  interesting  tu  note  In  this 
connection  bow  tbe  legislative  mind  would  determine  similarity  of 
merchandise. 

"An  Imported  article  shall  be  considered  like  or  almilar  to  *  *  * 
a  domestic  article  If  the  imported  article  Is  of  the  same  class  or  kind 
frs  tbe  domestic  article  and  accomplishes  results  subsiantisll.v  equal  to 
those  accomplished  by  the  domestic  article  when  used  in  substantially 
tbe  same  manner  and  for  substantially  the  same  purpose."  Bectloa 
3S6  (g)    (2). 

Under  such  Instrnctloas  the  state  of  mind  of  the  poor  harassed  mer* 
chant  or  importer  as  to  the  duty  he  will  have  to  pay  may  well  be  left 
to  tbe  imagination. 

Question.  What  does  this  term  **  domestic  value "  mean  on  the  baaU 
of  conjecture  unhampered  by  facta? 

.\n8wer.  The  tartff  bill,  section  340  (d)    (1)    (B).  defines  It  as  follows; 

"  The  term  '  domestic  value  "  applied  with  reapect  to  ImportiKl  mer- 
chandise, means  If  such  or  similar  Imported  merchandise  Is  not  so 
offered  for  sale  In  the  United  States,  than  an  estimated  value,  based 
on  the  price  at  which  merchandise,  whether  Imported  or  domestic,  com- 
parable in  construction  or  use  with  the  Imported  merchandise,  is  offered 
for  sale,  with  such  adjustments  as  may  be  necessary  owing  to  difference 
In  aiae.  material,  construction,  texture,  and  oth<T  differences." 

If  this  sort  of  instructions  were  not  so  tragic  in  Its  |>o«aible  conse- 
quences to  business,  the  business  men  could  look  upon  It  as  an  example 
of  rare  though  unintentional  humor. 

Question.  What  otlier  proof  Is  there  that  these  terms  are  really  mis- 
leading and  confusing,  although  they  have  the  obvious  and  peculiar  merit 
of  being  popular  through  tlielr  appeal  to  patriotic  sentiment T 

Answer.  They  have  apparently  had  this  effect  upon  the  minds  of  the 
authors  of  the  bill  thems«-lves ;  for  example,  Mr.  Shoot,  In  the  report 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance,  accompanying  the  tariff  bl'l,  says: 

**  It  win  be  noted  that  the  definition  of  domestic  value  •  •  •  lg 
substantially  the  same  ni  the  definition  of  '  United  Statea  value '  in 
section  402  (d)  of  the  bill  •  •  •  except  that  no  deductions  are 
made  for  transportation  costs,  commissions,  profits,  duty,  and  other 
expenses  and  costs." 

If  these  deductions  do  not  constitute  a  real  difference  In  IheM  two 
kinds  of  value,  then  language  is,  indeed,  a  means  of  eonceallng  thought. 

Question.  Are  confusion  and  misunderstanding  tbe  only  evils  Inherent 
in  this  part  of  the  tariff  bill? 

Anawer.  No.  These  aecttons  of  the  MU  serve  the  purpose  of  bringing 
about  fundamental  and  far-reaching  changes  In  tbe  basla  of  valuation, 
as  has  already  been  pointed  out. 

Question.  Ia  thera  other  cvideocs  t«  UMllcate  that  this  hi  tbcU 
purpose? 

Answer.  Tea. 

Question.  Where  Is  this  to  be  found? 

Answer.  In  his  report  transmitting  th«  amended  tariff  Mil  to  tb« 
Senate,  Mr.  Smoot  says: 
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-  Yoor  comafttM  MWtm  tb«t  tW  taIm  of  avrrlwadtM  ta  tbc  Unltrd 
BUtra  will  be  •  Bor*  eCeetlT*  bautt  *  •  *  In  order  to  gaio  tb« 
mmmj  mArmntrnttt  of  *  domMtlc  TaJuo  twitfa.  ia  ord^  that  naiMl  and 
proper  rate«  may  bo  aaeerUtood  vfakrb  will  niitber  tncrcaac  nor  d«rrcMt 
Um  ratn  baJKd  apoa  forties  Talocs.  asd  In  order  that  proper  admlolatra- 
tlve  prvparatloo  may  be  made,  yoar  eommlttea  recommenda  tbe  adop- 
tioB  of  a  aew  aectioo   (aec.  S40)." 

It  la  apparent  tbat  Mr.  Smoot  baa  eomptotdy  ebanged  bia  mlud  alnce 
1922  wb«D  ba  atroacly  oppoaad  tbe  adoption  of  neb  a  diaaga.  Ha  aald 
at  that  tlma: 

"  Tb<>  ((econd  plan,  tbat  of  aaaaaainc  ad  Taiorem  datlea  oa  tbe  Ameri- 
can aclllnc  price  of  tb<>  Imported  artl<-lea.  waa  abaodoaed  tarpelr  be- 
cauae  of  tbe  uaatabla  baato  for  aMeaalng  duties  frowlag  oat  of  the 
Importera'  proflta  wben  aellinc  la  tbe  AaMrtcaa  marfceta." 

gueatlon.  How  eaa  Mr.  fluoor'a  "  rlgbt  about  faco"  aad  tba  preaoat 
attltode  of  tbe  Seaata  Committee  oa  Finance  be  ezplalaedt 

Anawer.  It  la  dlfllcult  to  aecoont  for  aacb  a  cbaaga  except  on  groands 
tlMt  Indicate  the  effect  of  cooaideratioDa  not  appareat  la  tba  recorda 
of  open  committee  beariaga  or  mentioned  In  tbc  commlttee'a  flaal  report. 

Qa«>otton.  Has  tbere  been  a  tboroogb-^ing  lareaticattoa  of  ttaia  mat- 
ter by  tbe  S.>nate  committee? 

Answer.  NotJilof  like  tbat  wbleb  waa  ondertaken  wben  tbe  Fordaey- 
McCamber  Act  waa  paaaad  la  1922,  wban  If  erer  tbere  were  real  reaaona 
la  the  ;io«t-war  eondiUona  abroad  for  making  a  cbange. 

Que«>tlon.  Wbat  bapprned  at  that  time? 

Anawer.  Tbe  lloate  paaaed  tbe  Fordney  bill  In  wbkb  all  ad  valorem 
rates  w^rc  put  opon  an  American  Talnation  basla.  Tbe  Senate  amended 
tbia  bill  by  reatorlnc  these  ratea  to  tbe  long-eetabliabed  torelgn-Talac 
baala. 

QocatloB.  Wby  did  tbe  Senate  rcrerae  tbe  action  of  tbe  Hoase  and 
bow  waa  tbe  latter  body  brought  to  accept  thia  reversal? 

Anawer.  To  anawer  tkia  let  oa  call  Mr.  McCuml>er  to  tbe  witneefl 
atand.  Tbe  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  In  Ita  report  preoented  to 
tbe  8enati>  by  ita  cbairman,  Mr.  McCumber,  April  11,  1922.  aald: 

"  The  Financ<>  Committee  baa  baaed  all  ad  valorem  ratea  In  ttaia  bill 
on  tbe  foreign  valuea  of  tbe  imported  mercbaadlae.  Tbia  decision  was 
reacb«>d  after  long  and  carefal  conalderation  of  thrae  plana  of  valua- 
tkm: 

"(1)  The  vnlue  of  American  producta  comparable  and  competitive 
with  the  Imported  article. 

"(2)  Tbe  value  or  wbuleaale  aelliag  price  of  tbe  Imported  article  in 
tka  United  SUtea. 

"(3)  Ttte  ralnc  or  wbolcaale  price  of  tbe  Imported  article  la  tbe  coun- 
try of  orlcia. 

"  Tbe  firat  plan  waa  abandoned  early  In  tbe  dlacuaaion,  flrat,  becaaae 
---xtfjthe  llailted  number  of  exactly  comparable  domeatie  and  foreign  prod- 
ucta :  aecood.  tbe  dlfllcalty  and  probable  litigatioa  Involved  ia  defining 
comparability  to  tbe  aatiafaction  of  Importers,  domeatie  manufacturers, 
and  cuntoms  olBciala  ;  and,  third,  tba  di8tart>anca  to  boalneoa  wblle  tbeae 
difllcultieii   wer»   being  adJoEt«<l. 

"  Tbe  aecond  plan,  tbat  of  aaaeaaing  ad  valorem  datlea  on  tbe  Ameri- 
can selling  price  of  tbe  Imported  artlclea,  waa  abandoned  birgdy  because 
of  the  unatable  baala  for  aaaeaaing  dutiea  growing  out  of  tite  Importera' 
profita  wben  selling  in  tbe  American  market.  In  many  caaea  tbe  im- 
porters' margiu  was  over  100  per  cent  of  tbe  foreign  cost  price ;  there- 
fore a  reaaonable  duty  aaaaaaed  on  a  price  which  inclndea  aoch  a  high 
margin  would  become  Inadequately  low  wben  importera'  marglna  and 
therefore  hla  prlcea  are  reduced  under  competition  to  a  more  normal 
figure.  Tiiat  Is  to  say.  a  25  per  cent  duty  on  a  |2  price  (|1  foreign 
ci>at  and  II  importers'  margin)  yielda  a  revenue  of  50  centa,  bat  if  for 
one  reaaon  or  another  tba  importera'  margin  falla  from  |1  to  28  eenta, 
tbe  protectioa  la  25  per  cent  of  11.25.  or  31^  centa,  instead  of  50  crata, 
ttte  original  protection  aought. 

**  Tbia  queatlon  of  marglna  between  the  foreign  price  of  an  article  and 
tbe  Importers'  aelling  price  in  tbia  country  waa  recngniaed  to  be  of  aueh 
Importance  aa  to  Jnatlfy  cztenaive  inveatigatlon.  Accordingly  tbe  con»- 
mlttee  obtained  an  appropriation  ($175,000)  to  be  expended  In  tbe  study 
of  the  customs  records  in  New  York  and  the  books  of  importing  and 
Bianufacturlng  firms  in  the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of  determLnlug 
the  price  differentials  oa  all  important  items  in  tbe  propoaed  bill  which 
are  subject  to  ad  valorem  ratea. 

"  It  ia  largely  from  tbe  great  amount  of  data  tboa  collected  tbat  tbe 
declaion  has  been  reached  to  report  the  tariff  bill  on  the  baala  of  foreign 
valuation.  The  Qonae  bill  based  the  dutiable  values,  first,  on  the 
wholeaaJe  price  of  tbe  doaaeetic  article  comparable  to  the  Imported 
article,  and.  aecoad.  In  the  absence  ef  soch  comparability,  opon  a  oon- 
stmctive  Ameri^-an  value  of  tbe  Imported  article,  but  in  many  if  not  a 
majority  of  caaea  tbe  American  pric-ea  were  determined  not  by  acto&l 
Invevtivatloa  bat  by  derivation  from  the  foreign  aelling  price. 

"After  it  waa  determined  by  an  examination  of  the  importers'  and 
eoatoma  records  that  tbe  ad  valorem  ratea  in  the  Bouae  bill  were  too 
high  becauM  they  made  no  allowance  for  importers'  marglna  and  trana- 
portatloa  charges,  and  tbat,  on  the  other  hand,  ratea  baaed  on  American 
valuea,  which  Included  actual  Importera'  marglna,  woold  be  too  low,  a 
medium  ground  waa  aooght  which  allowed  25  per  cent  far  Importers' 
margins  aad  10  per  cent  transportation  and  landing  chargea  In  tba  con- 
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veTslo  D  of  rate*  fron  foreign  to  American  values,  or  vice  versa.  A  btU 
baaed  on  American  values  was  drawn  np  on  tbia  basis,  bat  sfter  due 
coaak  eration  it  was  abandoned  because  of  tbe  in^at  divergence  of  actual 
imports  proflta  and  expenae  from  tbe  assumed  25  and  10  per  cent. 

"Ai  Ide  from  tbe  qtiestlon  of  rates,  other  dlfflcnltles  arlae.  Tbe  testi- 
mony taken  by  tbe  committee  and  eiamtnation  of  tbe  valuation  tnveatl« 
gatloii  report  baa  satisfied  your  committee  that  the  difllculty  in  aacer- 
talnlig  wbat  are  and  what  are  not  comparable  articles  make  it  lnad> 
visable  to  adopt  tbe  American-valuation  plan  at  this  time.  Only  a 
small  percentage  of  oar  imports  are  actually  comparable  to  artlclea  pro- 
duced  In  the  United  States,  and  the  dlfflcnltles  in  establishing  compara- 
bility and  In  defending  such  comparability  in  a  court  of  law  would 
Involve  such  ancertainties  and  result  in  such  delays  and  expense  as 
wouM  render  this  plan  ansatlafactory  to  tx>tb  domestic  manufacturer 
and  Importer." 

QtiMtlon.  Are  tbere  other  objections  to  the  tariff  bill  In  Ita  present 
form 

Aniwer.  Tes.  Not  only  do  we  object  to  the  whole  plan  of  Introduc- 
ing a  domestic  valuation  baala,  but  we  contend  that  the  carrying  out 
of  th»t  plan  aa  provi<led  for  In  section  340,  charges  tbe  Tariff  Com- 
missi m  with  a  duty  which  their  past  record  indicates  they  bare  not 
the  tiaining  or  ability  to  perform. 

Qoi>stlon.  What  proof  Is  there  of  this  assertion? 

Aniwer.  Practically  tbe  entire  record  of  the  Tariff  Commisalon  In 
the  matter  of  Investigations  during  the  pest  eight  yars  exemplifies  its 
Inept aess  and  lack  of  coherence.  A  specific  Instance  will  serve  to 
illustrate  theae  weaknesaea.  The  following  is  drawn  from  the  Tariff 
Comi  ilHslon's  own  report  of  wbat  it  did  in  the  case  of  an  investigation 
concerning  logs  of  fir,  cedar,  spruce,  and  western  hemlock.  All  com- 
miasi:)ners  agreed  as  to  the  facts,  but  three  were  of  the  opinion  that 
the  Canadian  export  tax  sbouki  not  be  allowed  aa  an  item  of  cost  to 
Canalian  logs,  and  that  transportation  costs  should  be  based  on  the 
welgl  tod  average  cost  of  towing  all  logs  on  tbe  domestic  side  to  the- 
principal  competing  market,  whether  or  not  such  logs  actually  moved 
to  thia  point  or  were  at  all  likely  to  do  so.  The  other  three  commla- 
sioners  insisted  that  actual  costs  only  could  be  considered  and  that 
therefore  It  was  not  nithin  the  province  of  the  commission  to  disregard 
the  Canadian  export  tax  nnd  that  only  tbe  transportation  costs  on  logs 
wblcl  I  actually  moved  to  the  principal  competing  market  should  be 
Inclu  led.  Here  was  a  deadlock  with  no  hope  of  agreement.  The  fol- 
lowli  g  comment  of  one  of  the  commissioners  on  thia  caae  ia  both  Inter- 
cstlnir  and  Illuminating: 

"  t  nder  the  doctrine  that  hypothesis  may  be  substituted  for  reality 
and  Inconvenient  facts  ignored,  any  commissioner  may  arrive  at  a 
prvdetermlne<l  judgment  in  any  case.  By  a  similar  aelectlre  process 
one  may  spell  from  a  box  of  lettered  blocks  any  word  he  may  desire. 

'•  C  f  course,  such  methods  mean  the  destruction  of  the  commission  as 
a  8c  entiflc  fact-finding  body  •  •  •  to  the  serious  minded  who 
still  retain  some  faith  in  the  commis^on  aa  a  valuable  advisory  board 
to  tie  President  the  doctrine  referred  to  will  bring  only  mortlflcation 
nnd  distress. 

"  £  ucb  a  doctrine  Is  a  species  of  sacrilege  since  it  breaka  down  the 
invis  ble  altar  of  public  trust  In  a  governmental  agency." 

Co  nment  on  this  self-criticism  is  unnecessary. 

Question.  What  should  the  attitude  of  tbe  retail  merchants  of  the 
United  States  be  toward  thia  novel  and  highly  undesirable  proposal  of 
the  Senate  committee? 

An  twer.  They  should  seek  in  every  legitimate  way  to  prevent  its 
adoption  by  the  Congress. 

Quistion.  Is  not  the  provision  in  the  House  bill  (H.  B.  2667),  section 
642.    rar  less  objectionable? 

An  rwer.  Yes.     It  requests  the  President — 

"To  cause  a  survey  to  be  made,  by  such  agencies  as  he  may  designate 
or  a|  ipolnt,  of  bases  of  valuation  of  Imported  merchandise  for  tbe 
aaaesiiment  of  customs  dutiea,  particularly  with  a  view  to  determining 
the  cEtent  to  which  values  in  the  United  States  may  properly  be  uaed 
aa  a   lasls  for  tbe  assessment  of  customs  duties." 

Th  )ugh  we  believe  that  even  this  ia  not  necessary,  we  feel  confident 
that  President  Hoover  woold  see  that  such  an  investigation  was  made 
by  q  lalifled  experts,  without  an  initial  bias  and  without  hampering 
limit  itiona  and  instructions.  Moreover  we  confidently  believe  that 
such  an  Impartial  investigation  would  show  that  no  change  ia  necessary 
or  desirable  and  that  the  sole  demand  for  It  comes  from  those  who  seek 
by  subterfuge  to  obtain  higher  duties  than  the  Congress  will  grant  or 
the  c  >antr7  countenance  if  applied  in  the  frank  and  long-estabtiahed  way 
on  tie  foreign-value  basis. 

Qui»tion.  Are  there  other  sections  of  the  present  tariff  bill  which  con- 
ceal (undamental  and  far-reaching  changes  undor  amendmenta  which 
have  the  specious  appearance  of  being  innocuous? 

Aniwer.  Yes.  There  are  a  number  of  these,  but,  in  order  to  keep 
this  malysla  within  reaaonable  llmita  of  space,  only  one  will  be  men- 
tion* I. 

Qut^stlon.  What  is  this  questionable  amendment? 

An  Bwer.  It  is  in  section  526.  This  section  in  the  Uoose  bill  is  exactly 
the  a  une  as  section  526  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922. 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


3961 


-  Question.  What  Is  tbe  pnrpoae  of  section  526  in  the  present  law  (act 
of  1022)? 

Answer.  To  protect  the  holder  of  a  properly  registered  trade-mark 
in  tbe  United  States  againat  tbe  unauthorised  uae  of  tbia  trade-mark 
by  a  foreign  manufacturer. 

Qneotion.  Did  It  extend  the  same  protection  t«  tbe  holder  of  a  United 
States  patent? 

Answer.  No.     It  did  not 

Question.  What  are  tbe  Senate  committee  amendments  and  what  effect 
will  they  have? 

Answer.  They  mnke  it  impossible  to  Import  goods  besring  such  s 
trade-mark  on  the  merchandise  "  or  tbe  label,  sign,  print,  package, 
wrai>per  or  receptacle  "•  with  or  In  which  they  are  shipped. 

Question.    Mow  was  this  nccompllsbed? 

Antiwer.  The  Senate  committee  crossed  out  these  simple  words  In  the 
House  bill.  "  unless  written  consent  of  tbe  owner  of  such  trade-mark  Is 
produced  at  the  time  of  making  entry,"  and  lo  and  behold,  tbe  owner 
of  tb)'  trademark  U  caught  In  the  net  intended  for  the  fraudulent  user 
of  bis  trado-mark.- 

Que*ition.  What  else  does  the  Senate  committee  do  by  way  of  amend- 
ment? 

Answer.  It  throws  the  holder  of  a  United  States  patent  into  tbe  same 
net  with  the  unfortunate  holder  of  a  trade-mark  and  his  Infringing 
foreign  competitor. 

Questktu.  Who  is  the  authority   for  this  version  of  the  case? 

Answer.  Mr.  Smoot,  chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance. 
In  his  report  to  the  Senate  dated  Septeml)er  4.  1929.  he  says: 

"  Section  526  of  the  House  bill  contained  substantially  the  same  pro- 
visions as  the  corresponding  section  In  the  1922  act.  The  section  pro- 
hibited the  importation  of  merchandise  bearing  an  American  trade-mark 
unless  written  consent  of  the  owner  of  the  trade-okark  was  produced  at 
the  time  of  making  entry.  Tour  committee  believes  that  where  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  protect  the  Interest  of  a  trade-mark  holder 
by  allowing  him  a  monopoly  In  the  use  of  the  mark,  it  is  reasonable  to 
require,  so  far  as  practicable,  that,  In  return,  the  holder  of  tbe  trade- 
mark shall  manufacture  his  goods  In  the  United  States.  Accordingly, 
the  provision  allowing  Importation  of  goods  l>earing  an  American  trade- 
mark, upon  written  conaent  of  the  owner  of  the  trade-mark,  is  eliminated 
from  the  section. 

"  Pursuant  to  the  same  policy,  a  provision  has  been  Inserted  by  your 
committee,  as  subdivision  (b)  of  the  same  section,  to  provide  that  no 
merchandise  of  foreign  manufacture  claiming  the  benefit  and  protection 
of  the  United  States  patent  laws  shall  be  Imported." 

Question.  Isn't  this  a  somewhat  cruel  Joke  on  the  trade-mark  holder 
who  probably  asked  In  years  gone  by  for  this  protection,  but  who  is  now 
getting  more  than  he  asked  for  as  is  also  his  neighlwr  the  holder  of  a 
patent  who  hasn't  asked  for  it? 

Answer.  Yes.  But  even  more  unfortunate  are  the  merchant  and  im- 
porter who,  through  no  fault  of  their  own,  find  a  large  part  of  their 
present  legitimate  trade  in  foreign-made  goods  wiped  out  and  destroyed 
by  embargo. 

Question.  Have  the  members  of  our  association  any  specific  request  to 
make  on  their  own  account? 

Answer.  Yes.  This  has  to  do  with  paragraph  1799.  The  Senate 
committee,  without  warning  and  without  the  assignment  of  any  good 
reaaon  for  so  doing,  has  amended  paragraph  1799  by  Increasing  the 
amount  of  goods  that  tourists  and  travelers  abroad  may  bring  1/ito  this 
country  from  a  value  of  |100,  which  has  been  the  rule  for  many  years, 
to  1200. 

Qu(>i<tion.  Is  this  a  ma.tter  of  serious  Import  to  tbe  retail  merctmntti 
of  the  United  States? 

Answer.  Yes ;  espiCially  to  those  doing  businees  along  or  near  the 
bordera. 

Question.  W^ha^  la  the  effect  of  the  large  importations  free  from 
duties  under  this  exemption  clause  on  our  members  and  other  merchants 
along  the  Cauadlan  border? 

Answer.  It  has  greatly  reduced  the  business  of  many  of  them  as  tbe 
growing  uae  of  the  automobile  and  the  better  roads  and  better  facilities 
for  entering  Canada,  such  as  the  Peace  Bridge  at  Buffalo,  have  made 
access  more  eat<y  and  general.  This  Is  brought  out  in  a  communication 
to  the  tariff  coiumittee  from  Raymond  T.  F^ske,  secretary  of  the  Buffalo 
Retail  Dry  Goods  Association,  in  which  these  statements  appear : 

"One  of  our  most  successful  departuient  stores  has  just  discontinued 
its  chinu  department,  largely  influenced  by  this  impossible  competition 
on  high  grade  china  and  glass. 

"A  local  clothing  store,  which  had  built  up  a  succeasfnl  business, 
baa  found  Itself  facing  an  ever  decreasing  volume,  and  recently  a  former 
employee  of  this  store  was  shown  a  list  of  nearly  100  former  customers 
who  had  made  their  last  purchases  in  a  store  in  Canada. 

"  It  is  not  only  the  American  merchant  who  ia  harmed,  for  such 
merchandise  In  Canada  can  be  sold  for  less  than  its  American  eqoal ; 
with  the  result  that  the  sale  of  this  merchandise  is  in  direct  competition 
with  American  lat>or  and  the  American  manufacturer." 

Question.  Are  tbere  any  figures  to  abow  tbe  extent  of  tbia  free  impor- 
tation of  goods? 


Anawer.  Tea.  Reporta  obtained  from  United  States  costoms  olBeials 
and  Canadian  goverumentui  authorities  are  Indicative,  though  not  a 
complete,  measure  of  tbia  trafllc.  In  1928  over  H.OOO.OOO  United  State* 
automobiles  entered  Canada  for  shorter  or  longer  tripe.  Tbe  l>rpart- 
ment  of  Trade  and  Commerce,  Ottawa.  Canada,  estimated  th**  groaa 
value  of  tbe  automobile  tourist  trade  to  Canada  In  192H  at  $i67.:{M.OO0. 
To  this  figure  must  l>e  added  a  large  but  unknown  amount  of  nurb  trade 
by  tourista  who  entered  Canada  by  train,  tH>at,  and  other  conv<-.vancea. 

Question.  What  steps  have  been  taken  to  remedy  thU  aliiuition? 

Answer.  The  following  reaolutions  adopted  at  a  me^-tlng  of  tbe  tariff 
committee  of  this  asKociatlon  on  SeiHembcr  6,  1929.  after  a  full  and  free 
discussion  of  the  matter : 

"This  aotiociatiou,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  can  see  no  sound  reason 
for  any  exemption  of  duty  on  merchandise  imported  Into  the  country 
by  returning  citiaens,  but  In  face  of  the  fact  tbat  up  to  $1U0  tu  valoo 
has  been  allowed  to  enter  the  country  duty  free  for  a  period  of  many 
years,  we  do  not  contend  that  this  exemption  should  be  r«>moved,  but  we 
emphatically  object  to  an  increase  of  thia  amount  as  antagouiatlc  to  the 
intercats  of  the  retailer.  Importer,  and  manufacturer. 

"  We  further  hold  that  Congress  never  lutend'xl  that  residents  of 
American  cities  near  bordering  countries  should  be  permittod  and  offered 
the  opportunity  to  make  frequent  and  consistent  trips  into  Canada  or 
Mexico  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  large  portion  of  their  purchases. 

"  To  remedy  this  evil,  which  exists  to  a  degree  Imposing  great 
hardships  on  American  citiaens  In  bordering  cities  and  which  In  lecr'as- 
ing  to  an  extent  which  ia  gradually  and  surely  forcing  many  .\merlcan- 
made  commodities  auch  as  wool,  linen,  china,  etc..  out  of  tbe  bordering 
markets,  wc  ask  that  a  definition  be  formulated  deslgnatlug  a  period  of 
seven  days'  ab«en«-e  from  the  country  as  nex-essary  t>cforc  returning 
cltisens  be  allowed  any  exemption  whatever." 

Question.  Is  not  the  foregoing  a  severe  indictment  of  the  Congress, 
or  rather  the  House  of  Representatives  and  tbe  Senate  Commltt<^  on 
Finance  ? 

Answer.  Yes.  It  is  severe,  but  we  feel  that  it  Is  not  unmerited  or 
unfair. 

Question.   What  are  the  chief  counts  in  this  indictment? 

Answer.  There  are  three  main  counta,  to  wit : 

I.^The  Cungresa  has  undertaken  a  general  upward  reviaion  of  tbe 
tariff  which  is  not  warranted  by  industrial  conditions,  not  knked  for 
by  the  President,  and  which,  if  carried  through  as  plannedf  will  cause 
an  uoaettiement  of  business  so  serious  In  Its  nature  that  the  present 
prosperity  of  the  country  may   be  greatly  Impaired   or  even  destroyed. 

II.  The  bill  does  not  fulfill  the  campaign  pledges  of  tbe  party  to 
"equalise  conditions"  for  tbe  agricultural  Industry  and  to  promote 
tbe  welfare  of  labor,  and  both  of  these  parties  In  Interrat  have  rejected 
and  repudiated  the  bill  aa  It  stands. 

III.  The  bill  contemplates  and  provides  for  a  revolutionary  change 
from  tbe  century-old  method  of  basing  ad  valorem  duties  on  foreign 
values  which  are  facta  and  which  tbe  merchants,  Importers,  and  cus- 
toms officials  actually  deal  with  through  tbe  invoicea  that  are  a  neces- 
sary part  of  every  import  transaction,  to  some  unknown  and  unreal 
"American,"  "  United  States."  or  "  domestic "  vslue  which  never  has 
appeared  in  any  shipping  papers  and  which  can  only  be  "  estimated  " 
or  guessed  at  through  the  use  of  some  arbitrary  differentials  that  even 
experts  can  not  agree  upon. 

It  is  further  charged  that  this  step  Into  tbe  unknown  and  unknow- 
able Is  being  taken  by  metboda  and  through  agencies  that  may  well 
be  regarded  with  doubt  and  real  apprehension  by  not  only  importers, 
merchants,  and  every  class  of  cltisens  engaged  in  either  import  or 
export  business  but  by  the  whole  body  of  our  people  as  consumers  who 
utimately  bear  tbe  burden  of  excessive  taxation,  unwise  expendilares. 
and  other  governmental  mistakes. 

It  IS  further  charged  that  the  alleged  reasons  for  taking  this  mis- 
chievous step  are  not  the  real  reasons,  if  there  are  any,  because  tbe 
Congress,  especially  the  Senate,  thoroughly  examined  all  these  argumenta 
with  the  aid  of  expert  Investigators  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the 
Fordney-McCumber  Act,  when  nearly  two  years  instead  of  a  few  months 
were  taken  for  that  purpotte,  and  rejected  tbem  under  monetary,  in- 
dustrial, and  labor  conditiona  in  Europe  that  gave  tbette  arguments  for 
a  change  of  baae  a  cogency  which  they  do  not  have  to-day  and  probably 
can  never  have  again. 

Question.  If  the  tariff  bill  ia  as  bad  as  these  strictures  would  seem 
to  imply,  what  should  be  done  about  it? 

Answer.  It  should  be  radioUly  amended  on  tbe  floor  of  tbe  Senate 
or  it  should  be  killed  by  the  votes  of  those  Seaators  who  are  suffi- 
ciently lndet>endeut  and  forward-looking  to  refuse  to  act  as  rul>l>er 
stamps  for  arbitrary  and  reactionary  leaders.  If  neither  of  these  things 
can  be  done  there  Is  still  good  reason  to  work  for  snd  to  hope  for  s 
presidential  veto.  We  can  not  believe  tbat  President  Hoover  will  allow 
such  a  stone  to  be  passed  out  aa  bread  to  tbe  7,000.000  farmers  snd  tbe 
20,000,000  or  more  members  of  their  families  who  are  looking  to  him 
for  relief  from  intolerable  conditiona  under  which  tbey  have  too  long 
been  living  and  laboring. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President.  I  ri<(e  nt  thiM  titne  merelj  to 
make  a  brief  HtateniiHit.  The  fir^work.'^  were  mo  bot  a  little 
while  ago  ttuit  I  did  not  feei  tliat  I  wsDted  to  get  into  tlie  row. 
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Thp  S'-nafor  from  rtah  [Mr.  BmootI  referred  to  the  action  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance  In  connection  with  the  1913  tariff 
art  As  a  matter  of  f»ct.  the  House  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Ilefln54  hold  very  elaborate  hearings  upon  that  bill.  When  the 
bill  mme  over  to  the  Senate  the  majority  members  of  the  com- 
mitter, the  Democrats,  did  not  ask  for  ht^rlngs.  If  the  minority 
meml)€rs  of  the  cominlttee  at  that  time  did  so,  I  have  no  recol- 
>ctl<)n  of  It.  Poaslbly  they  did.  I  would  not  say  definitely 
•iMMit  It  l>ecHuse  my  mind  Is  not  sufficiently  clear  to  speak  witli 

aciuracy.  . 

But  what  I  want  to  say.  atid  all  I  want  to  say,  is  that  the 
majority  memliers  of  the  committee  did  not  hold  hearings  at 
that  time.  We  did  appoint  subcommittees.  We  did  sefrregate 
the  schedules  and  refor  them  to  the  subcommittees,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  holding  hearings  but  for  the  purpose  of  preparing 
amendments  and  re<ommending  those  amendments  to  the  fidl 
majority  membership  of  the  committee.  I  will  add,  in  order  to 
be  absolutely  fair  about  It,  that  in  that  case,  as  has  l>een  done 
by  the  majority  member*  of  the  Fitianc**  Committee  in  the  ca.«e 
of  the  present  bill,  the  amendments  were  ma<le  by  the  majority 
members,  who  were  the  Democrat.s,  and  the  minority  members 
were  exclude*!  Just  as  the  minority  members  were  excluded  in 
the  consldenitlon  of  the  pending  bill. 

Mr  SMtxyr.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  after  the  subcommittees  were  appointed 
np»Hj  the  schedules  in  the  1913  bill  the  subcommittees  did  hold 
hearings. 

Mr    SIMMONS.     Oh.  no.  I 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Oh.  I  saw  witnesses  from  all  over  the  Tnited 
States  there  at  the  time.  Why,  Mr.  President,  that  testimony 
was  not  even  printed.  The  Senator  said  elaborate  hearings 
were  held  on  the  bill  by  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Com 
mitttv.  Does  the  Senator  forget  that  months  and  months  were 
devoted  to  the  taking  of  testimony  on  the  present  bill  in  the 
H*»u«»eV  Over  6,000  pages  of  testimony  were  taken,  and  yet  In 
the  year  1913  we  Republicans  knew  nothing  whatever  about  the 
bill  until  It  was  actually  reported  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  In  1913  the  Democratic 
majority  members  of  the  committee  did  not  have  hearings. 
Sut>cnmmittee8  were  appointed  to  frame  amendments.  If  the 
meml>ers  of  thoro  8Ul)Committees  permitted  persons  to  come 
before  them  It  was  not  by  order  of  the  full  committee,  hut  it 
was  because  they  desired  to  hoar  certain  i)eople  who  asked  to 
be  heard. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Why,  certainly. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  never  un«lerstood  that  they  excluded  any- 
body who  asked  to  be  heard ;  but  there  were  no  regular  hearings 
ordertMl  by  the  full  (i>mmlttee  or  by  the  subcommittees. 

Mr.  WAI.«*=lH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  wl.«»h  to  give 
notice  that  I  shall  offer  an  amendment  to  the  flexible  provisions 
of  the  tariff  l>in  at  a  later  time,  which  I  shall  ask  to  have 
printed  and  presented  as  a  substitute  for  the  committee  amend- 
ment. 

PSOlUBinoN    CrrOBCEMEXT — AODBESS    DIXTVIIUS)    BT    J.    U.    DOKAM. 

oouMiamosix  of  pbohibition 

Mr,  JONES.  Mr.  President.  I  have  here  an  address  by  Hon. 
J.  M.  Doran.  Commissioner  of  Prohibition,  delivered  at  the 
national  itwivention  of  the  Woman's  Christian  Temperance 
I'nlon.  in  Indianapolis,  Ind..  on  the  afternixm  of  September  25, 
lirjli.     I  ask  that  it  may  be  printed  in  the  Rxooaa 

There  lieing  no  objection,  the  address  was  ordered  to  be 
ftrinted  in  tiie  IUbcobd,  as  follows: 

Law  4>nforrein«>nt  Is  lmp«^rtftnt.  t.aw  otts^rrance  ia  eturntial.  Tbe 
almi  and  purpnam  of  tbr  Woman's  Christian  Temperann  Union,  as  I 
andentitnd  tb»m.  ar*  laricrly  dlrpcted  toward  d<>T«Ioptng  the  spirit  of 
law  ohai-rranr*.  particularly  as  It  relates  to  the  Uqnor  laws.  Tbe  55 
years'  history  of  this  organisation  has  t>een  one  of  painstaking  and 
earnest  effort  to  develop,  first,  a  clear  conception  of  the  evils  of  alco- 
holic beverages,  and.  seeond.  the  development  of  a  clearer  anderstand- 
Ing.  through  edacational  processes,  of  the  good  that  arises  from  volnn- 
tary  obedience  to  laws  which  have  been  enacted  and  carried  into  effect 
by  the  cryfctalllaed  opinion  of  the  ma>irlty  of  our  people.  This  organi- 
latir'n  has  consl«t«>tly  stressed  the  moral,  economir,  and  sodal  necessity 
of  the  suppression  of  Intoxicating  Ilqaors. 

I  know  of  no  economist  of  note  who  Is  not  strongly  of  the  opinion 
from  data  which  he  has  ex.nmlned  that  our  national  policy  of  pro- 
UMtion  has  brought  about  tremendous  economic  advance.  I  do  not 
reeall  at  this  tin>«  any  social  worker  of  prominence  who  has  not  noted 
the  great  good  accomplished  by  the  operation  of  the  prohibition  law  In 
the  MK-lal  lives  of  the  people  and  who  has  not  also  noted  that  the 
good  ■rrt>mpUBhed  by  the  prohibition  laws  is  in  direct  proportion  to 
tbe  degr«>e  of  enforcement  and  observance  in  tbe  particular  community. 

Tbe  fatuity  of  reconciling  open  and  legalised  sale  of  beverage  Ilqaor 
with  our  present  meehaniaed  and  precisely  controlled  ladtwtry  artses 
Cram  ■oand.  scicntiflc  otaervaUona  oa  th«  aetloa  of  alcohol  ttaeU  •■ 
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lyatem,  supplemented  by  tbe  conclusions  of  practical  observ- 

industry.     Henry  Ford  sUtes  the  situation  clearly  and  succinctly 

be  obeerree  that  a  return  of  liquor  traffic  in  this  country  would  set 

back  SO  years  and  reduce  the  standard  of  living  accordingly. 

are  sdU  a  number  of  people  who  rate  as  tndustrlal  leaders  who 

entirely  convinced  that  Uquor  drinking  U  an  evil   in   so  far  as  it 

to  either  their  employees  or  their  customers  and  debtors ;   but 

K)  far  as  their  own   pnrchases  and  habits  are  concerned.   It  is  a 

which  tbe  law  should  not  interfere  with.     The  inconsistency  of 

position  is  quite  manifest,  and  it   Is  encouraging  to   note  that 

the  business  leaden  of  our  country  there  is  a  growing  conviction 

hey  have  Individual  responsibility  as  leaders  and  tbe  laws,  which 

case  arv  of  peculiar  benefit  and   protection   to  them,  should   l>e 

and  observed  in  good  faith. 

la   my   conviction,   and   that  conviction   is  bajied  on   all    the  data 

can  atwemble.  that  our  national  prohibition  policy  is  sound  and 

maiiitaln*-d.     Furthermore,   I   have  been  cldsely  associated  with 

on  administration  since  its  inception  and  1   am  frank  to  state 

the    constructive    accomplishments    of    prohibition    administration 

never  been  adequately  told  to  our  people.     Destructive  treatment 

>hibition  as  a  polii-y  and  of  the  administration  of  the  law  has  l)een 

common,   and   I   urge  with  all  earnestness   that  a   stressing   by 

so-called    friends    and    enemies    of    prohibition    of    the    difficulties, 

.  and  isolated  failures  Is  a  portrayal  of  only  a  very  small  part 

»  story,  which  in  fact  is  the  story  of  a  great  people  with  a  compli- 

system  of  government  and  with  a  commercial  growth  that  ban  far 

n  judicial   practice  and  criminal-law   procedure,  Bubatanllally   free- 

Lself  from   a  great   national   curse,   and   who  in   the   struggle   have 

in   raising  their  economic  and  cxxlturai  standards   far  above 

of  any  other  civilised   State.     It   is  an   accomplishment   within   a 

of   legs   than    10   years    that    is   the   marvel   of   Informed    people 

uot    the    world.     There    will    always    be    disagreements    ax    to 

and  procedures.     Tliere  will  always  be  room  for  improvement, 

improvements  will  be  made,  but  when  it  is  all  said  and  done  ad- 

in  prohibition  law  enforcement  must  be  made  by  people  who  are 

to  the  law  and  its  purpt>8es  and  who  will  deal   constructively 

the  details  of  its  administration  and  not  be  moved  by  the  unusual 

ptional  Incidents, 
m  going  to  deal   briefly  with  some  of  the  things  that  have   been 
plish»'d  administratively    since    the   prohibition    law    was   enacted, 
while  much  of  it  is  familiar,  it  is  well  worth  reviewing  from  time 
me.     It  ia  a  record  of  accomplishment  in  dealing  wltii  a  most  dif- 
oubject  during  postwar  readjustment  that   may   well   bring  satls- 
n  and  for  which  no  apology  need  be  made. 
1  ohibillon  enforcement,  in  so  far  as  Federal  activity  was  concerned, 
in  1920  with  a  few  hundred  men,  a  law  radically  dltferent  from 
one  heretofore  dealt  with  by   tbe  Federal  Government,  with   1.400 
riea,   300  distilleries,   and   175.000   open   saloons   just  passing  out 
e  picture. 

habits  and  customs  of  generations'  standing  can  not  be  over- 
or  changed  overnight,  and  within  six  months  after  prohibition.  It 
apparent  to  people  directly  concerned  In  administration   that  a 
battle  Impended.     Large  stocks  of  preprohibitlon  liquors  were  on 
throughout  the  country.     The  incentive  to  recover  the  capital  In- 
was  great,  and  It  was  soon  learned  that  punishment  of  a  viola- 
was    not   at    all    certain.     A    slow    building   np    of   administrative 
lilnery    followed,    men    bad    to    be    trained,    regulations    tiad    to    be 
and  rewritten  in  the  light  of  compiled  experience,  and  it  was 
evident    that   the   judicial   machinery   of  the    Federal   Government 
have  to  be  designed  and  perfected  quantitatively  or  qualitatively 
he  administration  of  a  law  which  required  such  extensive  exercise 
ce  powen. 

driving  for  its  primary  objective,  namely,  the  elimination  of  the 
rtant  sources   of  supply  of   Illicit   liquor,   the   Federal   Government 
Hiilt  up  an  extensive  regulatory  and  investigative  system  internally 
an   extensive  defense   externally.     The  Coast   Guard    and    customs 
concerned  with  what  seemed  like  an  impossible  task,  namely,  the 
ng  of  large-scale  amnggllng  operations.     The  story  of  this  contest 
vivid    one.    and.    when    the    statement    is    made    by    loc.se-thinking 
loose-talking  people  that  the  Federal  Government  has  not   mr.d?  a 
effort  to  stop  smuggling,  or  has  proceeded  in  a  stupid  manner, 
merely   ignore   tbe   fart   that    the   gross   quantity    of   liquor   being 
into  tbe  Fnlted  States  is  less  than  one-sixth  of  what  It  was 
years    ago.    and    that    the    one-sixth    in    now    l>elng    attack' <1    with 
y    increasing    vigor    and    determination.     The    Internal    problem 
many   times   more  complex,  but   the  Fedenl  effort   has  driven   the 
commercial.    Illicit   liquor   dealers   through   successive  steps   to   a 
and    more    difficult    and    ever-decreasing    supply.     I'reprohlblMon 
pure  gnin  alcohol,  specially  denatured   alcohol,  completely  de- 
alcohol,    alcoholic    products,    medicinal,    toilet,    and    industrial. 
In   the  order  named,   the  sources   of  supply   of   •plritrus   li<i'iors 
legally  produced  materials  which  were  made  subject  to  the  regu- 
tystem.     The  source  became  steadily  b-ss  in  volume  and  in  ease 
lhx>curement.  and  tbe  coats  Incid^^nt  to  the  illicit  trnffic  steadily  ro.^e. 
naM>  trend  was  noted   In   the  case  of  Illicit   high-powered    !)eer. 
Int  It  was  tbe  old  brewery  that  released  high  powered  Uer   from 
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time  to  time.  Tfie  number  of  brewery  sites  gndually  diminished,  the 
breweries  were  converted  into  other  manufacturing  establishments,  and 
the  legal  cereal-beverage  business  was  conducted  in  a  reasonable,  sound 
way.  A  little  high-powered  beer  Is  clandestinely  removed  from  some  of 
the  breweries  to-day,  but  the  principal  beer  supply  of  tbe  city  speakeasy 
is  what  is  commonly  termed  alley  beer  and  is  made  from  brewery  wort 
or  mitlt  sirup,  usually  in  some  concealeil  or  underground  establishment 
under  tlie  most  Insanitary  conditions.  Even  illicit  alley  beer  has  in- 
creased in  price  from  J20  to  $55  and  |60  a  barrel  in  the  city  of  Chicago, 
and  yet  there  are  some  people  who  continue  to  state  that  prohibition 
enforcement  Is  not  effective.  The  enforcement  of  the  prohibition  law  is 
following  somewhat  the  same  course  as  the  enforcement  of  the  Harrison 
Narcolic  Act.  The  enforcement  of  any  law  dealing  with  great  social 
changes  follows  the  same  course.  Barrier  after  barrier  is  raised  against 
the  violator,  and  his  operations  are  made  more  and  more  difficult  and 
less  profitable. 

I  can  recall  very  distinctly  when  the  Harrison  Act  was  flnt  passed 
that  5iome  t'nited  States  judges  referred  to  It  as  petty  police-court 
stuff  and  imposed  fines  on  Illicit  narcotic  dealen  as  low  as  |5  after 
conviction.  I  have  seen  these  same  judges,  within  the  last  few  years, 
impose  sentences  of  from  three  to  five  years  in  the  penitentiary  on  the 
same  class  of  offenders  and  take  occasion  to  bitterly  denounce  the 
violators  as  arch  offenders  against  the  social  order. 

In  (he  year  we  are  now  In  the  principal  source  of  domestic  Illicit 
liquor  Is  grains  and  sugars.  Seisures  of  distilleries,  llquora,  parapber- 
nnlia.  and  records  in  all  parts  of  the  country,  fortified  with  tens  of 
thousands  of  analyses,  show  that  only  about  10  per  cent  of  tbe  present 
illicit  supply  of  liquor  is  derived  in  any  way,  shape,  or  manner  from 
industriiil  alcohol.  Statements  to  the  contrary  are  mere  assertions  not 
foundel  on  fact  and  arise  from  Incomplete  knowledge  of  the  subject. 
Tlipy  illustrate  the  fallacy  of  drawing  generalizations  from  a  few  de- 
tached facts  or  basing  assertions  on  the  opinions  of  a  few  untrained 
and  p.irflally  Informed  observers.  There  has  been  no  greater  accom- 
plishment in  prohibition  administration,  and  the  Treasury  is  justly 
entitled  to  great  credit  for  the  work  of  the  past  few  yean  in  securing, 
first,  the  confidence  and  then  the  active  cooperation  of  the  great  bodies 
of  hiisin^j.-g  and  profe8.slonal  pe<n)le  throughout  the  country  in  the  safe- 
guarding of  the  legitimate  use  of  indnstrlal  alcohc!  and  other  legal 
liquorB.  The  total  quantity  of  industrial  alcohol  that  may  l)e  made  is 
limited  strictly  to  the  bona  fide  needs  of  the  country.  This  policy  was 
inaugurated  and  carried  out  within  the  last  year  and  one-half  and  has 
been  a  success,  largely  through  the  good  spirit  and  cooperation  of  the 
manufacturers  and  users  themselves.  The  large  surpluses  of  indnstrial 
alcohol  that  were  the  direct  cause  of  widespread  divereions  in  the  flnt 
few  years  of  prohibition  are  not  a  problem,  and,  while  our  control 
policy  provides  for  a  reasonable  surplus  to  stabilixe  the  market,  we 
■till  maintain  quantitative  control  from  the  start  to  the  finish.  This 
policy  is  subject  to  still  further  development  along  the  lines  of  efficiency. 

Contrary  to  some  views,  a  most  thorough  examination  is  made  of  all 
applications  for  permits.  Our  service  has  in  its  employ  attorneys, 
accunntants,  technologists,  physicians,  pharmacists,  chemists,  and 
criminal  investigators.  Last  year  alone  .3,57.3  applications  for  permits 
were  disapproved.  Thousands  of  inquiries  never  even  reach  tbe  stage 
of  formal  application.  The  Treasury  has  always  drafted  its  regulations 
and  amended  them  from  time  to  time  with  the  cardinal  principle  In 
mind  that  It  should  be  made  desirable  for  all  well-disposed  people  to 
obey  the  law.  Our  dealings  with  tbe  doctor,  tbe  druggist,  and  the 
manufacturer  are  on  the  basis  of  a  square  deal,  and  our  regulations 
affecting  these  groups  of  our  cltixeus  are  drawn  on  such  a  basis  and 
are  not  controlled  or  dictated  by  the  operation  of  tbe  occasional 
criminal.  A  regulatory  system  designed  to  apply  to  law-abiding  citl- 
sens  and  to  lawful  pursuits,  that  is  administered  on  any  other  basis, 
will  break  down  of  its  own  weight.  It  is  my  opinion  that  respect  for 
the  enforcement  of  tbe  law  and  regard  for  the  purposes  of  the  law  have 
been  built  up  in  these  groups  In  the  past  two  years  to  a  point  far 
beyond  what  was  t>elieved  possible  in  the  early  yean  of  tbe  law. 

Tbe  internal  criminal  enforcement  problem  has  be<-n  difficult  from 
the  start,  but,  out  of  the  last  nine  yean  of  effort,  there  are  slowly 
emerging  some  very  fundamental  propositions.  In  the  flnt  place,  the 
Federal  Government  must  give  its  attention  to  major  matten  of  the 
character  germane  to  the  operation  of  tbe  central  government  ma- 
chinery, and  the  States  must  more  and  more  take  care  of  the  localised 
violations.  The  obligation  is  equally  binding.  While  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment has  complete  jurisdiction  and  proposes  to  exercise  it  when- 
ever necessary,  nevertheless,  for  the  purpose  of  securing  greater  effec- 
tiveness, a  distribution  of  load  between  Federal  and  local  courts  ia 
necessary. 

The  development  of  tbe  Federal  force  on  criminal  investigative  work 
has  been  slow  and  difficult.  Starting  with  the  spring  of  ld'27,  the  civil 
service  act  w.ns  made  applicable  to  all  employees  of  the  Bureau  of  Pro- 
hibition. Tbe  process  of  examining  thousands  of  applicants  and  making 
appointments  within  the  rules  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  hss 
been  Klow  and  tedious,  but  i.t  laying  a  firm  foundation  for  Federal 
enforcement.     This  process  of  exsmlnstlon  and  change  has  beea  goiag 


on  for  the  past  two  yean  aod  Is  not  quite  completed  st  this  time. 
During  tbe  past  yesr  there  was  a  change  tn  persitnnel  of  agents  of  over 
5U  per  cent,  and  tbe  greatest  difficulty  was  had  in  keeping  up  the 
morale  and  work  of  tbe  organisation  under  tb(>se  conditions  of  change. 

The  work  of  training  the  new  agents  has  been  given  moet  carefsl 
consideration,  and,  in  addition  to  the  poblishcd  manual  of  insiructloti 
for  the  guidance  of  ofllcerE,  the  bureau  has  maintained  schmils  of  in- 
struction throughout  the  country.  Each  administrator  has  held  schools 
within  his  own  district,  and  three  lecttnrera  and  Instroctora  from  tbe 
bureau  have  visited  practically  every  administrative  district  id  the 
United  States,  holding  schools  at  22  different  places  In  the  past  year. 
One  of  these  instructon  is  a  lawyer,  one  is  a  trained  criminal  investi- 
gator, and  the  other  s  technologist.  Untrained  men  are  not  neat  out 
with  general  Instructions  to  enforce  the  law.  All  agents  have  bad 
specific  instructions  regarding  tbe  rights  of  dtlseas  as  gu.iranteed  by 
the  fourth  and  fifth  amendments  to  tbe  Constitution,  tbe  proper  method 
of  securing  search  warrants  and  executing  tbem.  tbe  toebnlqne  of  crimi- 
nal investigational  work  on  important  cases,  and,  what  Is  as  Important 
as  anything,  instruction  in  the  proper  form  of  writing  reports  to  t>« 
presented  to  the  United  States  attorneys.  This  Instruction  work  la 
continuing  and  will  be  made  a  major  part  otf  the  next  year's  program. 

Ttie  chief  counsel  of  tbe  twreau,  both  personally  and  through  hia 
assistants,  holds  conferences  and  gives  instruction  tn  the  administrative 
legal  work  of  the  bureau,  with  the  end  in  view  of  relating  tbe  work 
closely  with  the  work  of  tbe  E>epartment  of  Justice  and  seeing  t^hat  ttte 
administrative  work  of  tbe  bureau  is  conducted  along  soand  legal  lines. 

Tbe  financial  administration  of  the  bureau  can  best  be  displayed  by 
stating  that  within  two  yean  the  annual  fixed  operating  charges  of  the 
bureau  have  l)een  reduced  by  $800,000.  and  the  equivalent  money  has 
been  expended  in  personnel  which  has  gone  into  direct  enforcement 
work.  We  have  cut  out  all  unnecessary  expenditure,  have  placed  our 
force  on  a  sound  business  budget  ImlsIs,  and  are  getting  the  maximum 
personal  service  out  of  the  appropriation. 

Last  year  the  agents  made  66.!<78  arrests  and  an  additional  12,000  la 
company  with  State  officen.  They  seised  15,730  Illicit  dlntlllcrlet. 
5,000.000  gallons  of  whisky  and  beer,  and  7.300  automobiles,  valued  at 
$2,880,000,  and  generally  made  a  mort  creditable  showing.  Sixty-five 
thousand  three  hundred  and  sixty-eight  prosecutions  were  recommended 
in  Federal  court,  and.  notwithstanding  the  large  numt>er  of  eases  dia 
poeed  of  In  Federal  courts  last  year,  there  were  atlll  pending  on  June 
.'iO  last  19.700  prohibition  cas<>s.  Tbe  civil  injunction  process  was  made 
more  effective  use  of  last  year,  and  7,596  Injunction  suits  were  Insti- 
tuted and  5.605  were  successfully  concluded  by  the  United  States  attor- 
neys. The  work  of  the  United  Ststes  attorneys'  offices  in  pushing  civil 
injunctions  against  city  nuisances  has  tieen  exceptionally  fine. 

The  work  of  the  special  agents  on  Interstate  and  Inlerdlstrict  cases 
and  conspiracies  of  major  Importance  was  notably  successful,  and  this 
force  of  less  than  200  trained  men  recommended  for  prosecution  1,087 
persons  for  conspiracy  alone..  Three  hundred  and  ninety-six  persons 
were  convicted  from  cases  developed  by  this  special  force,  and  ths 
average  sentence  In  each  case  was  over  one  year  in  Jail. 

Statistics  of  themselves  arc  not  psrtleularty  Illuminating,  except  ss 
Indicating  the  large  volume  of  work  that  Is  being  performed.  Under- 
lying all  of  tbls  activity,  however,  is  a  noticeable  stiffening  up  and 
improvement  in  tbe  enforcement  of  the  prohibition  laws.  True,  it  Is 
not  as  satisfactory  in  some  places  as  it  is  in  ©then,  yet  I  believe  It 
is  correct  to  state  that  sound  progress  is  being  made.  The  officen  and 
agents  of  the  Bureau  of  I*rohibition  sre  men  who  are  trained  as  attor- 
neys, as  accountants,  as  Isw-enforcement  officen  and  investigaton.  ss 
physidsns.  chemists,  and  technologists,  and  will  compsre  fsvorably 
with  any  like  body  of  men  in  the  land.  Many  of  them  have  served 
honorably  in  our  Army  and  Navy.  The  unfair  and  morale-destroying 
criticism  tbst  is  frequently  hurled  at  our  officen  and  executives,  who 
happen  to  be  engaged  in  one  of  the  most  difficult  tasks  ever  as^gned  to 
a  group  of  Government  employees,  is  unjust  in  so  far  ss  it  comes  from 
foes  of  prohibition  and  unworthy  In  so  far  as  It  comes  from  so-called 
friends  of  prohibition.  The  remarkable  thing,  as  I  see  it,  is  that,  during 
tbe  trying  period  of  tbe  post  year,  tbe  morale  and  sceompllsbment  of 
the  prohibition  orgsnixatlon  has  remained  as  higb  as  it  has. 

What  is  the  outlook  for  enforcement  activities  In  the  future T  It 
seems  certain  to  me  that  greater  effectiveness  will  come  with  time.  The 
Executive  and  the  Congress  hsve  only  one  purpose  in  view,  namely, 
to  perfect  tbe  administrative  and  judicial  machinery  along  lines  that 
will  bring  about  enforcement  of  the  Federal  laws  with  msxlmnm  effi- 
ciency. Tbe  problem  of  coordinating  tbe  various  Federal  activities  hav- 
ing to  do  with  hiw  enforcement  is  a  grest  one,  bat  underlying  all  is  the 
determinstion  on  the  part  of  ail  people  la  the  servloe.  grest  snd  small, 
to  pot  their  ■boulders  to  the  wheel  snd  aid  la  every  sray  in  carrying 
out  the  program  determined  upon.  Friends  of  prohibition  should  not 
be  moved  by  the  passing  incidents,  bat  should  keep  always  tn  mind  that 
we  are  dealing  with  a  broad  problem  which  is  working  ItseJf  out  and 
gives  great  cause  for  optimism  when  viewed  through  the  perspective  of 
yean.  The  good  sccompllahed  far  outweighs  sny  minor  humsa  erron 
snd  Bilstakcs,  and,  iaasoiuch  ss  all  noveoieDts  of  this  chsracter  sre 
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mnU^  oat  tbRtoKti  traxMB  tiif>tniiDratAUtl««.  It  la  teerlt>M»  tbat  nto- 
tekM  otrnr.  Thef  are  bfconlnc  fnr«^.  •nd  tb«  win  of  tW  Gfmramntt 
te  ■evompHali  ItJ  parpoM  mnalDs  aBqu««tioDed. 

I  wliih  to  thaok  thU  n^ttn  organtMtlon  for  tb«  anfalltnc  svpport 
thff  ha»e  KWlered  to  the  barMO  u  a  whole  In  Ita  work.  We  tppredat* 
it  to  tbe  fallf^  atent 

nUBUTBB  TO  rORMIS  SdATOB  FKAXK  B.  GOOMTfO 

Mr.  8TEIWER.  Mr.  Precrident.  9otne  time  since  memorUl 
aeivict"*  werv  held  In  the  Hotwe  of  Keprp>»entative9  In  honor 
of  Hon.  F^EANK  R.  Goo«no.  formerly  a  dLstinguished  Member 
of  this  \fwly.  No  like  exerclaeB  wetv  held  in  the  Senate.  I 
onderfftaud  «»ar  coarse  waa  dlcuted  at  tlie  request  of  the  widow 
of  the  late  Senator  GooDiJfO. 

A  voiume  »'nibraHng  the  speectoes  made  in  the  House  on  the 
occasion  of  the  memorial  services  held  there  is  now  aNmt  to 
be  printed.  It  la  desired  that  certain  statements  made  by  col- 
leaKue;*  of  the  late  Senator  Oooonfo  may  be  inserted  in  the 
Kkix»kd  and  Indndnl  in  that  volume.  I  send  to  the  desk  stnte- 
nients  jirepared  by  Mr.  Uoaaji.  of  Idaho;  Mr.  Watson,  of  In- 
diana :  Mr.  McNakt,  of  Oregon ;  Mr.  Simmons,  of  North  Caro- 
lina :  and  Mr.  Tromas,  of  Idaho.  I  ask  that  those  statements 
may  l«  prlnti**!  In  the  Rhcord  In  order  that  they  may  also  be 
ln<'ori*»''ated  In  the  volnroe  to  which  I  have  referred. 

The  VICK  PRESIDBNT.     Without  objoetlon,  it  is  so  ordered. 
The  statements  referred  to  are  as  follows: 
T«inrT«  or  bbjiatob  borah 
In  paying  tribate  to  ttaoae  who  have  served  with  ua  here,  we  find 
lancoage  Inadequate.     The  man  we  knew  and  saw  at  hte  taak  we  can 
not  put  on  paper.     The  multitude  of  thinga  here  which  teat  character 
and   meaaura   ability :   In   the  varied  and   vexing  cares  and  obligations 
of  tb«»   day— theae  are  the  things  and  the   matmer  In   which   they  are 
met  wbh-b  enable  ua  to  appreciate  the  man  but  of  whom  we  can  by  no 
means  adequately  speak. 

This  was  particularly  true  of  Senator  Goomko.  He  looked  upon  hte 
work  here  In  deep  serlouanesa.  A  man  of  Intense  fecllns.  of  strong 
eonvl''tloni.  indefatigable  In  enrrgy,  and  uncompromising  In  purp«>M. 
When  en]3gi-d  in  a  cause  which  elicited  bis  sympathies  and  com- 
maaded  bis  Judgment,  there  was  no  end  to  the  work  be  would  put 
fbrtb. 

He  waa  a  faithful  public  servant  and  met  hia  obligations  with  a  keez 
aense  of  juatlee.  One  might  differ  with  his  views  and  one  might  doubt 
hia  remedies,  but  you  could  never  question  bis  sincerity  or  challenge 
the  probity  of  hia  purpose. 

It  Is  ofton  said  this  or  that  person  was  a  self-made  man.  The  term 
very  often  has  little  aigniflrance  as  applied.  But  It  waa,  and  la,  true 
to  lU  fullest  significance  with  reference  to  F«ask  R.  OoooiNa.  Born  In 
poverty,  amid  most  adverse  environments,  early  thrown  npoa  his  own 
rca«>urces.  denied  an  opportunity  for  education,  he  waa  compelled  in 
every  sense  to  make  his  own  way  and  to  work  out  hia  own  destiny. 
By  groat  application,  with  untiring  Industry,  a  peraisteney  which  never 
wearle4l,  he  became  a  socre^sful  business  man  an<l  ultimately  won  the 
high  plaoe  In  which  he  was  serv-lng  when  be  died,  ills  fortune  and 
kla  career  were  the  rcaolts  of  bla  own  handiwork. 

TBIBTTS    or    SJENArOB    WATSON 

IntelUgrace.  induatry,  and  Intejtrtty  when  combined  wUl  always  win, 
•ad  this  tratb  waa  slaffulariy  exempTlfled  la  the  Ufa,  character,  and 
■ervlc««  of  oar  late  collMgoe.  Senator  FluHK  R.  GooDcna 

He  was  a  tireless  taller.  While  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  be  acmpled 
not  to  bnm  the  mtdnlzbt  oil  until  he  had  thoroajchJy  mastered  the  sub- 
ject In  han<l.  He  posseased  to  a  rt>martahle  degree  the  faculty  of  gatb- 
tving  facts  and  eoUecttnft  data  and  h«  came  fully  equipped  to  the  con- 
sideration of  every  question  which  be  discussed.  For  one  who  had 
not  been  trained  and  diai-lpUned  in  early  life,  his  waa  a  well-ordered 
Bind  :  stMl  be  analysed  and  prevented  his  side  at  any  aubject  with  sin- 
gular force  and  deameaa. 

roaatdertac  tlM  length  at  hia  service  In  the  Benata,  I  know  of  no 
auwi  who  In  so  short  a  period  amsaaul  so  many  facta  and  qtmrrled  oat 
so  raacta  information  on  the  sab)ecta  of  the  tariff  and  of  railroad  legla- 
lation  as  Keaator  GooDiao,  and  on  theae  anbjects  be  spoke  fraqaently 
and  roBvlBctBgly  to  Ms  colleaguca  of  the  Senate. 

He  cnaie  to  this  body  equipped  with  a  rlcb  ezpMlenoe,  for  his  had 
been  tba  pisortir  life  on  tiM  then  western  frontier,  with  all  of  Its 
dangers  and  vldaattadaa.  Its  prlratlona.  and  Its  atmgtlea.  He  had 
been  socceaafol  aa  a  fhrmer  and  stock  ralaer,  a  banker,  and  a  bnalneaa 
asan.  as  a  Stat*  aanator  daring  several  tariM,  and  waa  one  of  tba  oHWt 
couraaeoua  and  ootatandlng  governora  that  tbe  entlra  Waat  has  pro- 
dnred  In  all  Ita  history.  Therefore,  by  nature  and  by  acQalaltlon  ha  fo*- 
aeaaed  thoae  tndealUble  qoalltlca  that  recooiMd  ae  obataclaa  and  that 
haltMl  at  na  taaha. 

He  was  partlcnlarty  ftartvaata  In  his  aMUty  to  detata  tha  pioMasM 
flff  agncnltnra  and  be  baoatht  to  tha  fllaraaalim  of  thla  great  sabjaet  a 
wealth  af  tafaeauttoa  which  amply  aappleaentad  hia  laag  psraaaal 
eaperteoce  in  tba  State  he  ao  algxially  honored.  Tery  early  la  his 
araatorlal  career  he  forged  hiawalf  to  tha  front  as  a  champion  af  the 
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farmer  and  aa  one  who  tntdllgently  discussed  the  proUema  of  agrl- 
cwlt^  and  sacreasftilly  coped  with  the  questions  concerning  its  welfare. 
I  pdraooally  know  that  he  had  more  to  do  with  the  passasre  of  the 
emeigency  tariff  law  than  any  other  one  man  In  the  Tnlted  States 
Sena  te^  and.  when  It  came  to  the  formulation  of  the  Fordney-MrCumber 
law,  be  was  first  and  foremost  in  insisting  on  the  rights  of  agriculture 
In  tint  piece  of  tartff  legislation.  1  shall  neve/  forget  the  api;re8«dTe 
and  rombatlve  manner  in  which  he  championed  this  cause  or  the  fearless 
ami  cogent  style  In  which  he  arrayed  his  fact.s  and  presented  his  nrgu- 
roen  s.  He  so»>n  came  to  be  known  In  the  8«'nate  as  one  of  the  most 
vlgo'ons  champions  of  protection  that  had  app^'nrod  In  that  body  In 
recent  years  and  all  opponents  In  debate  recognized  in  him  a  champion 
worl  by  of  their  steel. 

H>  likewise  rendered  great  service  to  his  State  even  In  his  attempts 
at  rillroad  legislation,  and  so  persistent  were  his  efforts  In  this  behalf 
that  his  intimate  friends  in  the  Senate  came  to  know  him  as  "  Long 
and  Short  Haul."  for  In  gathering  and  presenting  arguments  on  that 
subject  he  exercised  most  nnremltting  seal  and  presented  those  fine 
qualities  of  courage  and  devotion  that  »ver  marked  hl«  course. 

11;  was  a  man  of  Inflexible  purpo-^e,  of  superb  courage,  of  un Jaunted 
devctlon  to  duty,  of  ceaseless  fidelity  to  family  and  friends,  and  was 
liter  Illy  possessed  by  a  patriotic  fer^-or  throughout  every  moment  of 
his  mature  llf»>.  He  wa.s  very  partisan,  but  only  Itecause  he  b«>lieved 
that  his  country's  welfare  best  could  be  promoted  through  a  party 
orgs  nlaation,  for  his  love  for  bis  country  was  altogether  too  great  to 
pert  lit  him  to  sacrifice  our  sacred  Institutions  for  the  success  of  any 
part  y. 

n?  served  his  State,  his  people,  and  his  country  with  singular  fldelity, 
and  so  unsparing  was  his  Bt«l  In  their  behalf  that  he  Uturully  spent 
hlmiielf  in  their  service.  In  simple  truth.  Senator  Gooding  exhausted 
his  physical  resources  and  sapped  the  foundations  of  hia  bodily  ntrength 
in  II  most  thorough  stwly  of  public  questions,  and  this  service  he 
rem  ered  because  of  his  groat  affection  for  those  he  served  and  his 
unbiund<Ml  love  of  the  great  Republic  in  whose  destiny  he  so  ard.ntly 
beli(  red. 

II  is  was  a  life  singularly  well  spent ;  and  his  Commf^nwealth  and  his 
coui  itry  were  all  the  richer  because  of  his  manifold  services  to  the 
wfli  are  of  bis  fellow  men. 

TUBUTS    or    SBNATOB    M'NARY 

III  the  years  of  my  association  with  Pr.\nk  R.  Ooodino  aa  n  United 
Stai  es  Senator  I  found  no  Member  more  earnest  and  sincere  In  his  devo- 
tion to  the  public  service.  Always  prompt  In  his  aptwintments.  he  was 
carffnl  with  his  commitments  and  executed  them  with  fldelity.  By 
tho«e  who  knew  him  he  was  respected  and  admired  as  a  man,  and  loved 
and  ef»tp«*ined  as  a  friend. 

The  time  alloted  will  permit  me  only  to  make  hasty  reference  to  the 
spkndld  services  rendered  the  agrlmltnrnl  industry  hy  Senator  Oooniyo. 
His  leadership  in  the  contest  over  the  agricultural  emergency  tariff  act 
pastied  In  1921  was  recognised  and  followed,  and  his  speeches  on  the 
pro'  Islons  of  the  bill  abound  with  cogent  reason,  fortified  by  indls- 
pntiible  facts. 

Ill  the  long  contest  for  farm-relief  legislation  Senator  Ooodino  ren- 
dered yeoman  service,  and  one  of  the  most  memorable  and  Inspiring 
factors  that  gave  eonrage  to  the  proponents  was  tbe  seal  and  enthusiasm 
of  tSe  Senator  and  his  knowletlge  of  the  problem. 

Obc  leading  the  record  of  these  debates  will  be  profoundly  Impressed 
wltl  the  fund  of  Information  his  remarks  contain,  and  will  instinctively 
real  se  the  effort  expended  In  their  preparation. 

N)  selfish  ambition  ever  kept  him  silent  nor  made  him  swerve  from 
his  Juty  to  the  people  of  his  State  or  the  Nation,  .\pgres8lve  always 
whei  he  believed  a  principle  at  stake,  he  was  ever  fair  and  faithful  to 
his  colleaguea.  His  clean  life  and  character  are  his  best  monum»>nt. 
No  words  from  me  can  add  to  the  name  and  fame  of  Frank  Robbrt 
Ooooiso. 

TBIBUTS   or    SRHATOB   BIMUONS 

V  Ith  the  paaaing  of  our  comrade,  the  late  Senator  Fk.vNK  R.  Goudino, 
tbe  United  Statea  Senate  lost  one  of  its  most  valuable  Members,  ono 
of  I  be  moat  American-minded  men,  and  one  who  loved  tils  country  and 
hel4  tbe  princlplea  of  life  and  government  la  sacred  honor.  For  the 
period  that  Senator  Goooimo  served  hia  country  aa  United  States 
tor  he  waa  In  the  front  ranks  of  the  contests,  and  bis  passing  la 
tlnct  loaa  to  hia  family,  bis  State,  hia  party,  and  Lis  Nation,  which 
rved  with  such  fidelity  and  seal. 

e  came  to  the  Benata  enrolled  aa  one  of  tbe  makers  of  tbe  great 
monwealth  of  Idaho.  His  actlvitiea  In  the  West  were  too  far- 
tca4hlag  to  ba  centered  on  tbe  interests  of  bis  State  alone.  He  was 
rtgimlad  no*  only  as  a  Senator  from  Idaho  bat  from  the  Northwestern 
8ta  es  as  w«IL 

I  iatory  tiarhas  as  that  few  stand  out  in  bold  relief  who  represent 
high  qaalltles  of  the  aioat  dlatlnguiahed  of  every  age — anch  a  man 
raaaa  B.  Oooonso. 
Aa  a  Mesihar  of  the  Baanta,  Senator  Ooooiao  waa  a  tlreleaa  worker. 
In   BMtters   of   leglalatlon   be   never   lost   sight   of   what   would   In    his 
opt  lion  be  beneficial  to  the  West,  and  yet  with  hia  characteristic  states- 
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manship  he  weighed  carefully  how  such  legislation  might  Influence  the 
balance  of  his  country.  He  fought  so  honestly  and  fairly  that  be  won 
the  admiration  and  sslaem  of  hia  political  opponenta. 

Proltably  Senator  Ooodino's  moat  Important  legislative  work  during 
the  pa8t  few  se««lons  of  Congreaa  was  In  behalf  of  the  railroad  rates 
in  I  he  Kocky  Mountain  region.  He  was  an  nrdent  defender  of  what  is 
known  as  the  "  long  and  short  haul  "  bill  which  endeavored  to  prohibit 
a  higher  freight  rate  for  a  short  haul  than  for  a  long  haul  through  the 
aamo  territory.  He  was  thoroughl.v  informed  upon  all  phases  of  the 
subject  of  transportation.  His  efforts  were  ceaseless  in  trying  to 
atxdisb  freight  rate  discriminations.  lie  was  abM  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  practically  every  phase  of  the  agricultural  problem  and  sought 
to  bring  economic  equality  to  this  great  indastry. 

1  8erve<l  with  Senator  Goodino  on  the  Irrigation  and  Reclamation 
Coiomittee  for  some  time,  and  though  not  a  menil>er  of  the  same  politi- 
cal party  as  he,  I  wish  to  bear  witness  to  the  help  and  clear  con- 
structive thinking  derived  from  that  a.'isociation.  He  gave  Intense 
allegiance  to  his  cause — never  spared  himself — coming  to  perform  his 
public  duties  as  a  member  of  the  committee  when  his  physical  condition 
should  have  kept  him  at  home.  There  is  no  doubt  but  that  his  untir- 
ing, uncomplaining  attention  to  his  work  shortened  the  last  few  months 
of  his  life.  Regardless  of  his  difference  of  opinion  the  sincerity  of  his 
belief  wa.s  never  questioned.  He  brought  to  the  performance  of  his 
public  duties,  honesty,  sincerity,  and  indomitable  courage. 

I  want  to  add  this,  my  tribute,  to  Frank  B.  Gooding,  who  has  gone 
down  in  nhttory  not  only  as  a  distinguished  man  of  Idaho,  but  as  a 
great  American  statesman. 

TBCBCTB   of    SBNATOR  THOMAS   Or    IDAHO 

During  the  past  20  years  It  waa  my  privilege  to  have  been  closely 
associated  with  the  late  Senator  Prank  R.  Ooodino.  not  only  in  a  busi- 
ness way,  but  upon  the  terms  of  a  st>lendid  friendship  which  has  left 
with  me  many  pleasant  memories. 

Mr  colieagoea  have  told  of  Senator  Goooimq's  early  life  ;  how.  when 
but  8  years  of  age,  he  came  with  bis  parents  from  England  to  America, 
unknown  and  unaided,  and  when  Juat  a  mere  lad  began  bis  struggles  In 
California,  later  settling  in  Idaho,  where  he  spent  his  early  manhood 
days  in  the  mountainous  and  mining  districta  of  tbe  Territory. 

They  have  also  told  of  the  hardships  and  privations  he  endured  in 
working  out  his  problem  of  life ;  how  he  succeeded  aa  a  farmer,  a  mining 
contractor,  homesteader,  stock  ralaer,  and  banker,  and  how  he  became 
well  known  as  a  leader  in  the  science  of  government,  which  brought 
him  Into  the  field  of  politics,  where  he  achieved  tbe  highest  office  the 
State  of  Idaho  could  offer — that  of  governor — to  which  he  was  elected 
In  1905  and  again  in  1908. 

Not  long  after  the  l)eginnlng  of  Governor  Goodino'b  administration 
ex-Gov.  Frank  Bteunenberg  was  brutally  murdered,  and  It  was  during 
the  trial  of  Moyer,  Haywood,  and  Pettibone  that  Senator  Goowno 
became  nationally  known  and  admired.  Realiaing  that  the  ciime  was 
the  rt'sult  of  antagonism  to  law  and  order,  which  Governor  Steunenberg 
bad  endeavored  to  maintain  during  bis  administration,  and  giving  no 
heed  to  the  actlvitiea  of  the  partisans  of  the  accused.  Governor  Goodiim 
not  only  gave  to  the  oflicers  of  his  State  that  loyal  support  of  which  he 
was  so  capable  but  his  untiring  personal  supervision  in  bringing  the 
accused  to  trial. 

I>uring  the  ordeal  of  the  prosecution,  not  once  did  Governor  GooDiNO 
falter,  flinch,  or  murmur  at  the  tbreata  of  death  which  were  almost 
hourly  and  daily  hurled  at  him ;  nor  did  the  vicious  black-hand  letters 
directetl  to  him  and  bis  family  whom  he  loved  with  such  deep  tender- 
ness deter  him  In  performing  his  duty.  No  one  can  think  of  Idaho  with- 
out remembering  the  part  Governor  Goooino  played  in  that  great 
tragedy. 

Senator  Goodino  came  to  Congreaa  with  that  same  Indomitable  cour- 
age, that  same  fearlessness,  that  same  honesty  and  constructive  think- 
ing that  he  had  always  manifested  In  the  upbuilding  of  hia  State.  The 
problems  of  the  people  were  next  to  hia  heart ;  not  for  one  moment  did 
he  l<»se  sight  of  their  viewpoint  and  invariably  dealt  with  all  situations 
In  a  practical  way. 

When  selected  by  the  United  Statea  Senate  aa  one  of  a  committee  to 
Investigate  tbe  recent  strike  in  the  coal  fields  of  Pennaylvanla,  not- 
withstanding his  weakened  condition  caused  by  a  severe  Illness  which 
had  kept  him  confined  to  his  bed  for  several  weeks,  be  accepted  the 
trust  and  went  forward  uncomplainingly,  performing  hia  duty  with  tbe 
aame  characteristic  unselflshneas  that  be  bad  always  shown  when  fight- 
ing for  Idaho,  thus  endearing  himself  in  tbe  heart  and  memory  of  tbe 
bumble«t  miner  as  well  as  tbe  greateat  statesman. 

When  future  historians  shall  write  the  record  of  men  who  developed 
Idaho,  the  name  of  Fbakk  R.  Goodino  will  be  foremost. 

When  my  friend  paaaed  over  to  the  shore  beyond,  not  only  Idaho, 
but  tbe  entire  West,  lost  an  earnest  champion  and  advocate ;  be  not 
only  left  a  vacant  place  in  his  State,  but  in  the  Nation  as  well,  and 
bis  friends  are  going  to  miss  bis  resdv  counsel  and  advice.  His  life's 
work  Is  over,  but  It  won  for  bim  tbe  benediction,  "  Well  done,  thou  good 
and  faithful  servant" 


wmT  vnoiniA,  trv  BnrrHLAin>  or  amkto.vnibm — aoouss  bt 

8ENAT0B   OOrr   AT   VAIXCY    VOBOC 

Mr.  HATFIELD.  Mr.  President,  last  Sunday,  Seiitemln'r  22, 
the  sixth  annual  West  Vlrgrinia  State  Sunday  was  observed  at 
Valley  Foiige  under  the  au.spices  of  the  Wes«t  Virgiitla  StJciety, 
Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution. 

The  senior  S4»nator  from  We!*t  Vlrgltiin.  Hon.  Oi'y  DESPARn 
GoTK,  was  the  speaker.  The  trilmte  which  Seuau>r  Gorr  paid 
to  the  ft'refathers  and  citiaens  of  hi.s  State  of  West  Vlnrfnia 
wns  so  magnificent  tlmt  it  will  thrill  the  heart  of  every  loyal 
West  Virriuian.  It  was  of  these  forefathers  that  WjishiitBton 
spoke  in  the  darkest  hours  of  the  stniRjrie  for  American  liberty. 
The  people  of  West  VliTflula  will  want  to  read  lliis  gnat 
address,  and  I  therefore  request  that  it  may  be  iM-iiitt>t!  in  tbe 

lUXORO. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objecUon,  it  is  so  ordered. 
Senator  Goff  spoke  as  follows: 

Recently  a  great  student  of  our  national  character.  Its  strength  and 
its  weakneHa,  after  a  moet  exhaustive  tiurvey  of  our  early  history,  con- 
cludes that  tbe  American  national  ciiaracter  waa  developed  during  tbe 
years  1820-1850,  between  the  AllegbeBiea  and  the  Mlsaourl  River. 
He  adds  thai  prior  to  this  time  we  bad  aeveral  different  kinds  of 
colonial  character,  and,  obviously,  because  democracy  then  was  only  a 
name  for  a  particular  form  of  government.  But  it  waa  in  West  Vir- 
ginia, where  tba  Allegbenles  separate  tidewater  Virginia  from  the 
Ohio,  and  the  Shenandoah  mingles  her  waters  with  the  Potomac,  that 
American  democracy,  as  a  system  of  social  standards,  had  its  birth. 
Yes,  it  waa  iu  northwestern  Virginia — in  the  territories  l>etwcen  the 
Ailegfaenles  and  tbe  Missouri  that  there  resided  for  tbe  first  time  in 
history  a  body  of  men  equal  before  the  law  and  equal  In  their  social 
opportunities.  Theae  men  were  restless  spirits  In  tbe  best  aenae  of 
the  word.  They  knew  that  the  welfare  of  humanity  reata  not  on  the 
past  but  on  the  step  forward,  not  equality  la  capacity  but  equality  of 
right  in  each  man  to  all  that  his  capacity  could  earn  by  Industry  and 
self-reliant  enterprise.  They  were  not  content  to  fill  tbe  station  in  life 
to  which  they  were  called.  They  were  ambltioua  to  advance.  Tbey 
were  resolved  to  destroy  autocracy  and  to  make  a  better  place  for 
themselves  and  their  families.  Their  environment  developed  self- 
reliance  and  au  innate  personal  courage.  Equality  of  right  waa  written 
on  the  doorpost  of  every  mountain  home.  Living  In  laolated  com- 
munltlea,  they  became  independent  of  their  neighbors  to  a  degree 
never  before  equaled  in  any  other  country.  Tbey  realised  that  tbe 
race  is  to  the  swift,  the  battle  to  the  strong,  to  the  men  and  tbe  women 
who  never  quit.  The  very  character  of  tbe  region  as  well  aa  Its 
climatic  conditions  produced  a  fearleas  race  and  fostered  economy,  aelf- 
direction,  and  virtue.  Such  a  people  were  compelled  to  do  everything 
for  themaeivea.  They  governed  themaelvea  and  their  famlliea ;  and 
they  protected  their  Uvea  and  their  property,  without  much  aid  from 
sheriffs  or  police.  Tbey  became,  of  necessity,  eager  for  Immediate  and 
tangible  results.  And  from  this  comiwund  of  natural  and  acquired 
traits,  came  the  groundwork  of  the  Middle  Weftern  character,  qualities 
more  important  tban  constitutions  or  forms  of  government  in  making 
the  American  Nation  what  it  is.  These  qualltiea  bad  their  high  tide 
in  West  Virginia,  and  the  men  responsible  for  their  ebb  and  fiow 
attained  the  martial  virtues  which  always  command  success.  They 
po.ssessed  the  inward  and  spiritual  ;.'race  of  which  their  reputation  will 
always  be  the  outward  and  visible  sign. 

The  men  from  what  is  now  West  Virginia,  called  In  1700  West 
Augusta,  fought  on  every  battle  field  of  tbe  Revolution.  George  Waab- 
ington  knew  their  character,  their,  endowments,  the  blend  of  their 
natural,  and  their  acquired  traits;  and  In  the  darkest  hours  of  (he  war, 
when  the  courage  and  tbe  fortitude  of  the  people  of  Pennsylvania  and 
New  Jersey  waa  ebbing,  be  waa  informed  that  the  pioneer  women  of 
West  Augusta  were  sending  their  sons  to  Join  their  fathers  in  battle. 
Instantly,  and  with  resolute  decision,   he  exclaimed  : 

"  Leave  me  but  a  banner  to  plant  on  the  mountain  of  Augusta,  and 
I  will  rally  around  me  tbe  men  wbo  will  lift  our  bleeding  country  from 
the  ilast,  and  set  her  free." 

The  forcea  responalble  for  such  growth  were  composite,  tbe  blending 
In  one  of  the  beat  In  many  racea,  and  the  master  spirit  that  could  ride 
the  whirlwind  and  direct  the  storm  has  alone  survived.  Tbe  best  of 
tbe  races  were  represented  here,  and  in  tbe  great  melting  pot  of  equal 
opportunity,  all  elements  fused  into  the  highest  type  of  human  free- 
man. There  were  marked  differences  between  tbe  sections  of  this  coun- 
try— due  not  only  to  the  people  who  first  made  their  homes  here — but 
largely  to  existing  conditions.  Tbe  God-fearing  Puritan  settk^d  in  New 
England  that  be  might  worship  according  to  the  dictates  of  his  con- 
science. Tbe  cavalier,  courtly  and  auatere,  and  tbe  adventurous  Scotch- 
Irish,  made  their  home  on  Virginia's  soil ;  while  the  blue-eyed  Saxon, 
proud  of  bis  race  and  eager  for  liberty,  marched  daringly  Into  the  great 
Northwest,  there  to  live  and  to  die — unrestrained  eave  by  th"  will  of 
the  sovereign  people. 

Such  were  the  men  who  early  came  to  West  Virginia,  when  she  was 
but  bare  creation — and  what  rugged,  splendid   men  tbey   were.     Tiicj 
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ver«  aattir«'«  kteca.     TWy  w«r«  mem  an*)  woomb  of  A  ttrelew  energy 

•  n  undaunted  aptrlt,  a  courage  that  achl«>ved  floe  and  marrelouB  rt-sults. 
Tboy  wrote  their  history  upon  the  minda,  and  breathed  th«ir  axioms 
Into  the  heart!  of  t*eir  fellow  men.  They  read  their  Bible  and  prayed 
to  their  Ood.  They  preached  and  practiced  rorrender,  compromlae.  and 
gerrlce — jnattee,  not  power,  where  pTory  one  !«  the  son  of  his  own  con- 
science. They  lived  clean.  honorsMe,  and  manly  Ihres.  They  conquered 
Ignorance ;  they  ranqulshed  selfishness ;  and  in  the  supremacy  of  the 
heart.  th*is  stepped  to  blither  thlnxs.  The  children  of  snch  men  Inher- 
lte«l  thetr  fathers  grtt  and  their  mother's  worth — the  blendlnR  formed 
their  characters  and  molded  their  lives.  It  Instilled  Into  them  prin- 
ciples from  which  they  have  never  wavered,  by  the  lljcht  of  which  they 
have  never  feared  to  live. 

Standing  here  to-day — ISO  years  removed  from  their  sorrow  and  their 
toll,  wo  can  little  appreriste  tl»eir  nndertakine.  and  all  it  cost  at  Buch  a 
time.     We  can  folhiw  them  In  fancy^look  back  and  see  them   rlearinjr 
the  forest,  balldlmr  a  borne  or  a  shrine  where  some  loved  one  died,  or 
hopefuilr    moving    on    to    where    the    voice    of    valor    called.      They    left 
home  and  ease,  rs  sweet  as  any  we  have  or  enjoy.     They  b^'held  God  an«l 
nature  face  to  face.     Ttiey  mw  life  true  and  they  saw  It  whole.     They 
believed  la  what  was  J«s^  and  beeaose  they  loved  their  felTow  mnn,  they 
were    too    brave    and    too    jen^rona    to    be    cloyed    with   aelflsbness   and 
hardened   by  sveeefls.     It   has  been  said  that  West   Virginia   has  given 
the  Nation   saen  whoae  grasp  on  the  ax  handle  of  the  pioneer  was  no 
flmi'-r  than  their  grasp  on  affairs  of  state.     T^is  Ik   tme — but  hack  of 
It  all  was  the  tatrepldlty  of  the  pioneer  farmer,  merchant,  miner,  and 
preacher  struggling  a^lnat  nnconqwred  natore  with  its  setting  of  wild 
beastd    SQd   savage  men.     All    these   obstacles    they  overrame.     Nature 
wa.H   conquered   with   her  own    weapons.     The   wfldemesB   gave   way    to 
tbn    bamlet.     Villages    apcang    np    everywhere.     The    aieasnre    of    the 
country's  grwwth  vaa  czpaaaioo.  Ita  limits  the  pioneer  citlaen  extending 
the  frontier.     Some  men  have  the  flower  of  language— others  the  flower 
of  thought — but  the  pioneer  citlaen  of  West  Virginia  had  to  a  marked 
degree,  the   flower  of  character.     They    were   the   rolnnteer   sentries   at 
the  outpoata  of  civilisation.      Rach  for  himself  confronted  the  problomn 
Of  life,  and  In  their  solution  developed  the  forces  with  whk^i  he  was 
tndowed.     They  were  made  of  sturdy  stuff.     They  did  their  best  without 
a   thought    of   fame.     They    were    great   because    they    could    serve,    and 
their  characters  and  habits,  some  future  hii^torian.  whether  he  do  thing?; 
with  the  pen  or  the  brtwh,  will  lay  an  the  comer  stone  of  all  that  Is 
lasting  la  this  land  of  equality  and  equal  opportunity — the  home  of  all 
that  is  enduring  of  the  democracy  of  Oreece  and  Rome.     It  Is  said  that 
in  every  other  nation  of  the  earth,  the  son  of  a  peasant  Itres  and  dies 
a  peasant,  the  son  of  a  Berehant  lives  and  dies  a  merchant,  the  son  of 
a  lord  lives  and  dies  a  lord  ;  but  in  the  splendid  possitdlitles  of  Ameri- 
can  life,   the  son   of  a   peasant  H  the  American   prince,   and   tnwn   the 
bnwid   highway   of  American   success.   Inspired   by   American   pluck,   the 
bar«-f»ote<|  boy  outstrips  the  goVlen  chariot  of  ancestral  wealth. 

Thus,  upon  the  solid  foundation  of  all  that  Is  vital  came  West  Vir- 
ginia, the  blrthland  of  Americanism — merely  the  lengthened  shadow  of 
her  strung  and  reatstiog  men.  She  early  wrote  into  her  creed  the 
phil<isopl\y  of  liberty,  equality,  and  fraternity.  There  is  nothing  to 
add.  m>thiBg  to  retrench.  They  are  the  three  steps  of  the  supreme 
ladder.  Liberty  la  right,  equality  la  fact,  and  fraternity  Is  duty.  All 
the  man  Is  there.  FYoode  has  said  :  "  That  history  repeats  one  lesson 
with  distinction  ;  that  the  world  Is  built  on  moral  foundations ;  that  in 
the  long  run.  it  is  well  with  the  good  and  til  with  the  wicked;  that 
Juatict^  and  truth  alone  endure;  that  injustice  may  be  long  lived,  but 
di>«ni.«day  c<»mes  to  It  at  last  In  French  revolutions,  and  other  terrible 
ways. " 

Til. -lie  were  the  vital  forcr*  working  beneath  our  West  Virginia  life. 
Such  n  people  amid  such  conditions  did  necessarily  bring  forth  a  race 
siniag,  practical,  and  we<lded  to  the  gospel  of  labor,  love,  and  activity. 
8uch  a  people  awaited  only  the  meeting  of  the  hour  and  the  man  for 
the  expression  of  Its  purpoee.  It  arrived  tn  Andrew  Jackson,  tl>e  per- 
suniticatiou  of  the  frontier  democracy  of  his  day.  It  is  said  that  he 
entered  Congress,  tall,  lanky,  and  uncouth  looking,  with  long  locks  of 
hair  hanging  over  his  face,  and  a  cue  down  his  back  tied  with  an  eel- 
akin  :  that  liis  dress  was  singular  and  his  manners  those  of  a  rough  back- 
wootlsmsn.  This  6-footed  frontiersman,  whose  eyes  cmild  blase  on  occa- 
■l«>ns.  this  choleric,  impetuous  setf-wUled  Scotch-Irish  leader  of  men, 
this  expert  duelist  and  ready  flghter ;  thij  embodiment  of  the  tenacious, 
vehement  personal  Hfe.  was  the  material  spirit  of  his  environment  and 
hi.')  (>eople.  fle  stood  for  an  independent  statehood.  He  represented  a 
people  who  demanded  that  society  and  justice  should  equalise  and  |?ro- 
tect  all  they  ha<l  won  from  the  wilderness.  Andrew  Jadcson  ;tood  for 
d-*mocracy  militant,  while  .\braham  Lincoln,  the  flower  of  that  earlier 
dvlilwitlon.  represented  republicanism  industrial.  The  spirit  of  West 
Vlreinia  found  its  best  and  highest  expression  in  these  men — the  embodi- 
inent  of  alt  that  Is  just,  lm{>artlul,  loving,  and  true  in  legalised  liberty. 
Carlyle  has  said,  **  He  is  mo5it  a  king  who  makes  the  strongest  lia- 
pressktn  on  the  age  In  which  ho  Uvea,  though  hia  scepter  be  a  walking 
_j«lck."  The  people  of  these  periods,  measured  by  this  standard,  were 
■ore  than  kings,  for  out  of  their  common  struggles  have  come  our 
treat  refoma.    The  geneaia  of  American  liberty  was  the  Declaration  of 
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lad  rpemleBee.  bat  the   gospH   of  its  Ifew  Testament   was  written    by 
Abriham  Lincoln  in  the  Emancipation  Prodamntlon. 

Ihe  securing  the  Magna  Chsrta  on  the  banks  of  the  Runnymede 
was  a  great  achievement,  but  the  magna  charta  of  man's  freedom— and 
W«t  Vlrgioia's  Indepcadenee  ^^  secured  uniler  the  shadow  of  a 
Vlrirlnla  apple  tree  when  Grant  and  Lee  agreid  that  victory  Is  but  a 
power  In  trust. 

i^nd  is  It  to  be  marveled  at  that  West  Virglnln.  the  cnidle  of 
political  equality  and  the  child  of  actual  liberty,  has  never  waited  for 
opp)rtunlty  but  has  always  crowded  tt  with  force  and  persi.<»tence,  and 
though  ever  ready  when  It  came  h;»a  always  known  when  to  forego  the 
advhntage. 

Vrest  Virglnln  has  never  be«^n  tested  and  found  wnntlnjr.  In  every 
gre(it  emergency  her  sons,  obedient  to  the  silent  volce.s.  have  gone  forth 
pla;  ing  the  game  to  the  last,  as  they  have  been  tausht  to  play  it. 
Tb«y  went  out  tn  the  last  great  adventure  of  all  the  world.  They 
ansvered  the  sacred  call.  Tliey  echoed  the  truth  of  time,  that  a 
nat  on  la  not  worthy  to  t>e  saved  if  in  the  hour  of  its  agony  and  its 
tra'vll  It  ena  not  gather  up  the  Jewels  of  its  manhood  and  its  womnn- 
hool  and  go  down  into  the  eonllirt.  however  bloody  and  doubtful, 
res*  lived  on  mca.<<ur>'l«8S  ruin  or  complete  success.  They  were  not  nfraid 
to  neet  the  present  or  to  look  the  inscrutible  future  In  the  fsve.  even 
as  they  neared  the  austere  and  the  unpitylng  gravp.  They  preferred 
to  die  a  glorious  death  tlian  to  live  a  meanly,  cowardly  lie.  They 
weit  where  the  flag  went.  They  nnderatoo<l  its  message.  It  was  to 
then,  as  it  was  to  their  fathers,  the  emblem  of  the  promi9»-d  land, 
the  spirtt  of  fearless  men.  living  and  dt>a(i.  the  hope  of  humanity,  the 
tok'n  of  every  right  They  fought  magniflcentty,  after  the  manner  of 
men  who  fought  with  beasts  at  Ephesus.  They  lost  heavily,  but  they 
net  FT  faltered.  They  died  without  complaint,  that  the  flag  might  be 
un«  potted  and  unstained.  They  were  the  salt  of  the  earth,  but  the 
earth  refused  to  be  salted.  They  were  their  fathers*  sons,  and  they 
fla<<hed  back  to  Oromwcll  and  bla  Ironsides,  the  flnest  the  truest,  and 
the  most  inspiring  message  the  world  has  ever  heard,  *■  To  be  as  good 
as  our  fathers  we  must  he  better,"  and  history  says  they  were. 

1  'hey  were  Intensely  human.  They  were  at  times  homesick,  as  all 
gofli  West  Virginians  are.  and  home  was  something  definite  and  con- 
en- e.  It  was  a  family  in  a  mountain  room — a  child's  white  face  to 
Msii.  a  woman's  smfle  by  candlelight — a  framed  phrase  of  faith  and 
prii  triple  on  the  wall — "  Montanl  semper  liberl." 

1  liey  could  not  help  doing  as  they  did.  Their  ancestors  for  a 
thousand  years  had  done  these  same  things  on  every  field  where  civiliza- 
tion has  contended  that  man  might  crawl  closer  to  his  Qotl.  There- 
for >  Is  It  any  wonder  that  West  Virginia  has  given  the  Nation  men 
who  have  contributed  lavishly  to  Its  matchless  achievements  and 
huiiaaiaed  its  great  occasions,  men  possessing  the  tremendous  forces 
of  iplf-reliance.  frugality,  and  patience.  She  has  given  this  country 
men  who  disdain  to  live  in  Idle  ease  and  wear  soft  raiment,  who  are 
del  ant  before  power,  and  morally  strong  In  the  presence  of  luxury. 
Mei  who  would  rather  be  social  exiles,  having  the  testimony  of  an 
apf  roving  conscience,  than  be  guests  In  kings'  houses.  And  wherever 
sac  H  men  go.  enriched  by  the  lessons  of  experience  and  crowned  and 
mlipred  by  the  handa  of  Invisible  consecration,  they  take  with  them 
all  the  rights  of  virile,  vigilant  manhood,  and  resptM?t,  serious,  reverent 
res;  )ect  for  the  great  problems  of  human  life — because  they  have  felt 
Its  pinch,  suffered  Its  tragediea,  and  lived  its  joys. 

1  ho  spirit  of  West  Virginia,  now  as  in  the  long  ago,  is  man'^  unfet- 
ter(d  effort  to  be  himself  and  to  write  his  character  with  the  Ideals 
whj  ch  govern  his  life.  It  ciierishes  honor,  admires  courage,  and  noup- 
ish<«  men  flt  to  cope  with  great  forces  and  to  assert  great  principles. 
It  rams  ua,  to-day  and  to-morrow,  not  that  we  must  bear  the  scars 
of  he  wilderness,  but  that  we  avoid  the  dangers  of  a  hijjhly  developed 
clvi  lixation.  It  advises  us  that  If  government  Is  to  come  clo<>eT  to 
mai  I's  needs  we  must  have  better  dtlsens  and  more  unselfish  statesmen, 
beciiu.se  no  one  is  or  has  any  right  to  be  exempt  from  the  common  lot. 
It  ells  us  that  the  call  of  the  hour  is  for  a  more  active  participation 
by  tvery  man  and  woman  In  public  affairs,  and  for  a  more  tolerant  out- 
lool;  and  attitude  toward  tbo!>e  with  whom  we  differ.  It  cautions  us 
that  the  Republic  needs  men  and  women  to  answer  its  questions  and  to 
sole  its  problems.  Men  to  stand  in  the  hard  places  and  tiKht  the  bard 
battles.  Men  who  are  not  afraid  of  the  demag<igue8  and  the  political 
hu<ksters,  who  for  selfl'^h  and  sordid  reasons  <io  deceive  and  trick  the 
peflple  that  confidence  Is  destroyed  and  honor  always  questioneil.  Men 
am  women  who  l)elleve  that  they  find  their  Uvea  only  by  losing  them 
in  ihe  service  of  others;  not  men  who  under  the  thin  veneer  of  tt.i tea- 
ma  iship,  with  their  ears  to  the  ground  and  their  hope.^  for  themselves, 
t>ar:€r  our  libertii^  and  deprive  us  of  our  prosperity,  but  men  whose 
lives  appeal  to  oar  intellect,  arouse  our  Ideals,  and  touch  the  best  in  all 
of  lis. 

]  [en  who  believe  as  did  one  of  our  lUustrioos  sons,  that  God  has 
pla  'ed  upon  our  heads  a  diadem  and  laid  at  our  feet  power  and  wealth 
beyond  description  and  beyond  calculation,  but  we  mti-st  not  forget  that 
we  take  these  gifts  upon  condition  that  justice  and  mercy  shall  hold  the 
relTis  of  power,  and  tlie  upward  avenues  of  hope  shall  be  free  to  all  the 
people.     It   rtminds    us   tlEiat  the   sepulcher   of   the   centuries   la    filled 
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with  the  bones  of  dead  ertls,  slain  by  man  In  his  clisab  toward  Ood ; 
that  we  may  build,  build  In  our  pride  and  power  as  deep  as  the  con- 
'tinent,  build  as  high  as  the  Himalayas ;  but  if  we  build  upon  human 
wrong  or  human  injustice,  the  hour  will  come  when  somewhere  the 
heart  throb  of  a  woman  or  the  pulse  of  a  babe  will  beat  down  the 
edifice  we  rear — topple  it  in  ruin  about  our  nerveless,  helpless  feet. 
These  are  not  days  for  complacent  criticism,  but  for  eovoest,  sympathetic 
action.  Every  American  citisen  has  a  duty  to  perform,  a  sacred,  in- 
escapable duty,  to  see  that  unremitting  warfare  is  carried  on  against 
every  existing  evil,  until  the  festering  ulcer  of  greed  and  corruptly 
inspired  animosities  are  cut  out  of  the  body  politic — State  as  well  as 
Federal — so  that  all  the  people  may  again  enjoy  honest  and  sane 
government  and  rededlcate  themselves  to  the  pledge  that  Christian 
civilization  vhali  again  find  its  soul  and  emerge  to  its  final  triumph. 
This  is  the  spirit  of  West  Virginia  —  this  blessed  earth,  this  realm — 
this  native  soil  of  such  dear  souls,  this  home  of  the  free  mountaineer, 
where  we  the  children  of  the  purest  republican  virtues  have  developed 
the  moral  character  which  renders  liberty  a  virtue,  and  never  a  danger. 
And  with  all  her  faults,  and  they  are  conspicuous  only  because  they 
are  on  the  surface.  West  Virginia  Is  yet  the  dearest,  flnest,  tenderest, 
most  delicate  land  in  all  this  mighty  union  of  inde.structlble  Commou- 
wealtbtt.  She  will  regain  once  more,  as  will  her  sister  States,  the 
secrets  of  sacrifice,  sincerity,  and  compassion  lost  In  the  madness  of 
money-making,  and  in  the  madness  of  war. 

"  The  vlsllile,"  mus<-d  Carlyle.  "  speedily  becomes  the  bestial,  when  It 
r^tti  not  on  the  Invisible."  How  true  and  how  prophetic — when  the 
vision  fails,  the  people  perish.  Is  not  the  World  War  proof  conclusive 
that  men  failed  to  realise  that  the  hard  facts  of  the  visible,  gold,  and 
the  things  gold  buys,  are  nothing  as  compared  with  the  InvlKlhle? 
They  were  the  by-products  merely  of  the  spirit  of  man,  and  by  that 
spirit  they  were  destroyed  when  It  turned  sour  In  the  midst  of  plenty, 
and  he  l)crame  a  prey  to  the  deadly  sins. 

No  nation  can  U'  untrue  to  man — poor  us  well  as  rich — without  sooner 
or  later  paying  the  penalty.  Indifference  in  civic  matters  is  the  canker 
at  the  root  of  our  fre*  institutions.  It  is  patriotism  gone  to  seetl.  We 
have  been  too  much  absorbed  In  our  own  private  affairs.  We  have  not 
cared  enough  for  the  priceless  fabric  of  liberty  transmitted  to  us  as  the 
most  i)recious  of  Iwritages.  In  our  ease  and  our  comfort  we  have 
forgotten  that  every  gift  Is  accompanied  by  the  obligations  to  do.  All 
we  have  to  do  is  to  be  true  to  ourselves  and  America  will  save  and  lead 
mankind.  The  dangerous  element  In  our  land  to-day  is  the  man  who 
ttaohes  the  people  to  w.Mnt  what  they  can  not  have.  Nature  will  not 
yield  her  gifts  except  in  return  for  effort.  Agitation.  Idleness,  and  con- 
tempt for  the  rights  of  others  means  debt,  poverty,  and  misery.  Jus- 
tice is  not  a  thing  to  be  talked  about — It  is  a  thing  to  be  administered 
In  the  courts.  It  is  the  warp  and  the  woof  of  all  liberty.  It  Is  not  a 
fanciful,  and  it  is  an  attainable  thing.  It  may  be  difficult  to  obtain, 
when  people  are  <Usturl>ed  by  opposite  motives,  and  swayed  by  conflict- 
ing Interests,  but  this  Is  not  a  rogue's  world  or  a  fool's  paradise. 

Liberty  is  the  truth  lived  100  per  cent — and  the  truth  is  the  eternal 
harmony  of  things  under  God — In  a  government  of  the  people,  by  the 
pt-ople,  and  for  tUe  people.  My  friends,  our  Institutions  have  not  In-en 
fairly  tried,  because  ever  when  called  upon  to  do  something  for  them 
we  begin  to  make  excuses.  We  need  not  only  admonitions  to  diligence 
but  exhortations  to  patriotism.  Upon  our  dead  selves  as  stepping  stones 
we  have  not  risen  to  higher  things.  The  men  and  the  women  of  these 
I'nited  States  are  proud  and  honest.  They  love  their  country  and  they 
respect  Its  Institutions.  They  know  that  every  citisen  is  a  stockholder 
and  that  It  is  his  and  her  duty  to  forget  all  their  prejudices  and  to 
unite  for  (he  common  good  If  they  would  build  for  posterity  and  benefit 
themsr-lves  personally.  They  also  know  that  If  they  approve  politically 
what  they  condemn  In  their  moral  or  business  life,  that  they  have  not 
only  failed  in  their  civic  duty  but  they  have  entered  the  wedge  that 
will  destroy  them  indlvidunlly  and  nationally. 

By  wisdom.  Industry,  morality,  and  valor  this  Republic  hss  arisen 
to  stand  against  the  world.  Our  principles  are  the  t)est  and  our  oppor- 
tunities hnperlor  to  any  ever  yet  offered  to  man.  But  there  will  be 
darkness  In  the  days  to  come,  dangers  for  our  courage,  temptations  for 
our  virtues,  doubts  for  our  faiths,  and  sufferings  for  our  fortitudes. 
The  ditncers  will  come  from  within.  The  worship  of  self,  the  love  of 
power,  the  lust  for  gold,  the  d<>cay  of  public  faith,  the  weakening  of 
domestic  virtue,  and  the  lack  of  private  worth. 

These  are  the  perils  that  threaten  our  future,  the  traitors  that  infest 
•jur  camp.  There  can  be  no  ptace  between  them  and  our  safety,  nor 
can  we  avoid  them  and  turn  buck.  It  Is  not  enough  to  rest  upon  our 
past.  No  man  nor  nation  can  stand  still.  We  must  mount  upward  or 
go  down.  We  must  grow  bettor  or  lapse  to  worse.  It  is  the  eternal 
law  and  we  can  not  change  it.  The  future  rests  with  as.  The  fate  of 
humanity  may  be  in  our  hands.  The  pleading  voice  choked  with  the 
sob  of  the  ages  is  lifted  to  us.  It  beseeches  us  in  the  name  of  God,  in 
the  name  of  charity.  In  the  name  of  Justice  to  be  brave,  generous,  con- 
sistent, and  true,  lest  we,  too,  go  the  way  of  the  earlier  nations.  It 
warns  us  to  be  virtuous,  patriotic,  and  above  all  else  to  bustaln  oar 
Constitution  and  love  our  country.  Oh,  how  Incarnate  is  this  love  of 
country.  We  can  not  tell  what  It  Is.  but  let  the  flag  unfurl  and  rustle 
above  our  beads,  and  then  bow  consciotisly  we  feel  it  In  our  bearta. 


West  Virginis  believes  that  above  the  desires  of  Ben  move  the  m»- 
jestic  laws  of  Ood,  and  that  we  are  as  American  cltitens  entrusted  with 
all  that  man  has  gained  by  dicing  into  the  futur«>  as  far  as  the  human 
eye  can  see.  She  never  acts  a  piirt.  She  knows  that  after  ernturles  of 
mobilisation  certain  hostile  and  irreconcilable  forces  are  iii<*etlng  In 
desperate  conflict ;  that  there  are  no  neutrals  and  the  struggb-  is  on. 
She  does  not  watch  the  battle  from  afar,  and  she  does  not  cry,  "  Watch- 
man, what  of  the  night?"  She  U  oi>eu,  not  vell«>d  She  Is  simple, 
natural,  and  unaffected.  She  practU-es  the  high  diplomacy  of  truthful 
speech — the  consummate  tact  of  dln>ct  atteutlou.  She  dares  to  8«>l>e 
principle  with  a  giant  grasp,  aasume  responsibility  at  any  haxard. 
suffer  sacrifice  without  pretense,  and  bear  slander  withuut  rt>ply  She 
is  conspicuous  in  her  respect  for  authority  and  her  resivtance  to  aluse. 
She  capitulates  to  no  unworthy  cause,  but  carries  her  flag  high  at  tlM* 
point  of  a  clear  and  a  blameless  conscience.  Never,  in  alt  her  ouward 
and  upward  march,  was  West  Virginia  more  needtnl  thnn  now  as  n 
teacher  of  the  priceless  lessons  of  .\merican  lltierty  to  our  cltitens. 
both  native  and   foret^^  born. 

Not  mere  love  of  country,  which  Is  commonplace,  not  mere  willing- 
ness to  fight  and  die,  which  is  sweet  and  glorious,  but  the  specltlc  and 
mighty  emotion  of  patriotism  which  is  love  of  home  and  soil,  as  the 
place  of  our  birth  or  adoption,  as  the  land  where  our  fathers  rest,  the 
spot  where  the  gentle  and  the  brave  of  our  blood  and  our  love  sleip 
their  last  hallowed  sleep,  until  as  immortals  tbey  awake  to  the  glories 
of  the  life  to  come.  If  we  can — and  we  can  If  we  will — Inspire  our 
people  with  such  ideals,  until  they  work  as  a  leaven,  then  our  influem>e 
for  national  betterment  faces  a  future  not  to  be  measured,  and  a  power 
not  to  be  estimated.  Yes;  West  Virginia  —  Virginia's  youngest  and  fair- 
est daughter — has  the  opportunity  that  comes  to  few  of  her  sister 
States,  so  to  stimulate  the  civic  reason  snd  virtue  that  the  memories  of 
a  common  struggle,  a  common  auivstry.  a  common  free<lom.  and  a  com- 
mon justice  shall  silence  the  reckless  voices  and  so  knit  this  North,  this 
South,  this  Bast,  this  West,  together  in  a  common  brotherhood  for 
domestic  and  national  purposes  that  we  as  a  people  shall  stand  imaged 
la  all  time : 

Like  some  tall  cliff  that  lifts  Its  awful  form. 

Swells  from  the  vale,  and  midway  leaves  the  storm 

Though  round  Its  breast  the  rolling  clouds  are  spread. 

Eternal  sunshine  settles  on  lis  bead. 

KSCBBB 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  receBs  until  11 
o'clcK'k  to-morrow  morning. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  tlie  Senate  (at  5  oV-look  and 
10  minutes  p.  m. )  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Thurnday, 
September  26,  11*29,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.. 


SENATE 
Thursday,  Septeviber  26,  1929 

{Legialative  day  of  Monday,  September  9,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

THK  JOUaifAL 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Journal  for  Monday,  Septeml)er  23,  Tuesday.  September  24, 
and  We<lne.sday,  S«^ptember  25,  may  be  aF)proved. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

PmnoX — LOBBTINO  IN   WA8HIK0T0I* 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
adopted  by  tin;  junior  committee  of  the  National  Patriotic  As- 
sociation at  Chicago,  111.,  favoriutj  a  thorough  iuveKtigaticn  of 
all  lobbying  agencies  in  the  city  of  Washington,  whicti  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

BEPOETB  OF  POST-iWTICE   NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  PUIPPS,  as  in  open  executive  session,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads,  reported  sundry  postal  nomi- 
nations, which  were  ordered  to  bo  placed  on  the  Executive 
Calendar. 

BIIX8  INTBOOCCKO 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  GREENE: 

A  bill  (S.  1750)  granting  a  pension  to  Susan  Dana;  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BLACK: 

A  bill  (8.  1760)  for  the  relief  of  St.  Paul's  Episeopjil  Church, 
Selma,  Ala.;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma :     . 

A  bill  (8.  1761)  for  the  relief  of  Lucius  K.  Osterhont ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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A  bill  (8.  1762)  granting  an  increase  trf  penMon  to  Katie 
West  (with  accompanyinc  papers);  to  the  Committee  on 
Pejisions. 

By  Mr.  WATSON : 

A  Mil  (8.  1763)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Emma  D. 
Jones  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  CJommittee  on 
Pensiong. 

AMCrVDMENTB    TO    THB    TAMXTW    BllXr— 0OWTSA8    AND    OHIXalBS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  submitted  two  an»endments  IntMided  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  rerislon  bill, 
which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

WTTHDRAWAI.   OT   PAPUUi — ANNA    U.    BAKJUia 

Oo  motion  of  Mr.  Phipps,  It  was 

Ordertd,  That  Exhibit*  A  and  B.  attached  to  th*  papera  a«?coB!- 
pauylnic  the  bill  (».  5305)  granting  a  penalon  to  Anna  M  Barnea, 
Hert^ntleth  Congi*a«.  aecond  aeaalon.  be  withdrawn  from  the  fllea  of 
the  8ei>at«.  oo  adrerae  report  having  t»een  made  thereon. 

EXBDCTTTC  UtSBAQXS 

Sundry  mefuwges  In  writing  were  communicated  to  the  Sen- 
ate frum  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Latta,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 

wuRU>  WAB  SUUMXB8  noM   wTOMiNQ  Kuaoo)  uf  roKDort 

OOUKTBim 

Mr.  WARREN.  Mr.  President,  since  we  enacted  legislation 
in  the  Seventieth  Congret«<  enabling  the  motl>ers  and  widows  of 
our  World  War  soldiers,  sailor*,  and  marines,  who  lost  their 
lives  in  Europe  and  are  interred  there,  to  malce  a  pilgrimage 
to  the  foreign  cemeteries,  cltlxens  of  the  various  States  have 
pzpressiHl  a  desire  to  learn  how  many  heroes  who  made  the 
supreme  sacrifice  lie  at  rest  In  foreign  soil,  and  we  have  ascer- 
Uined  from  time  to  time,  from  lists  which  have  been  printed 
in  the  Hex-oko.  that  many  families  throughout  the  country  have 
left  their  dead  "  over  there,"  believing  that— 

As  a  tree  falls,  ao  ahall  It  he. 

Rfvently  I  asked  the  Quartermaster  General  of  the  Army  to 
funiLsh  me  a  list  of  the  Wyoming  men  whoee  remains  were  left 
interred  in  Euro|ie*8  soil,  and  I  now  have  from  him  the  papers 
I  am  sending  to  the  desk.  I  ask  that  they  be  printed  In  the 
Reoobo  as  a  mark  of  respect  and  honor  to  those  valiant  men  of 
my  State  and  t«»  their  mothers,  wives,  aud  other  surviving  rela- 
tlv«^.  Although  my  State  Is  small  In  poiiulatlon,  being  the 
smallest  but  one  in  the  I'nlon,  many  more  than  a  hundred  brave 
men  from  Wyoming  lie  buried  in  foreign  countries. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows : 

Kar  TO  PBtMANasT  Amssicas  CaiUTBaiEs  in  Bcbopb 

rKAXCB 

No.  1232.  Meuae-Argonne  American  Cemetery,  Romagne-floua-MoDtXau- 
eon.  Mcuae. 

No.  1764.  Atene-Mame  American  Cemetery,  Belleaii,  Alaae. 

So.  34.  Sureaaea  American  Cemetery,  Siuvanea,  Seine   (near  Paris). 

No.  636.  Somme  American  Cemetery,  Bony  Aisne. 

No.  60S.  OI»e-Al*ne  American  Cemetery.  Serlngea-et-Ncalea,  Aisne. 

No.  1233.  St.  Mlblel  American  Cemetery,  Thlaucourt,  Meurthe-et- 
lioaelle. 

BBXIIOM 

No.  1252.  Flanders  Pleld  American  Cemetery,  Waeregbem,  Belglam. 

SIM3LAXD 

No.  107-E.  Brookwood  Aakerlcaa  Cemetery.  Brookwood  (near  Lon- 
don), England. 

Dtontrd  aoldter*  from  Wpomtttc  buried  Is  cemeteries  M  Xurope 
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Encfauid,  Rkhard  A — 

KlifiT.  Daniel „ 

MUW.  JohaC 

sicovD  Hviaoa 

Branrtittetter,     Ferdi- 
nand. 

Tnmk-h,  Joseph 

Buhr.  John  J 

CrvMK-h.  Waltw  L 

Van  l.«uTen.  Ernest... 
YSigst.  ChaoBoay  t 


Bank  and  organlxatSon 


Prt.  1  d.  C«.  M,  astb  InL. 
Prt.  Co,  B,  l*t  M.  O.  Bn  . 
Prt.  1  d.  Co.  D,  9d  M.  Q. 
Bn. 


Prt.  Ca  I.  Mb  Inl 

Pvt.  C«.  r.  9th  InL 

Prt.  Co.  M.  Sd  InL 

Cook.  Co.  A,  M  Kngn.. 
Prt.  Co.  A.  M  ^ 
Set.  C«.  A.  »1 .' 


No. 

Qrave 

Row 

ms 

U 

M 

US3 

ss 

18 

«6 

IS 

» 

ITM 

» 

1 

UBI 

« 

1* 

rm 

M 

« 

ITM 

n 

t 

un 

e 

n 

un 

r 

BkMk 


B 
B 
D 


A 
B 
B 
A 
H 
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THIKO  DIVISION 


Coe, 


Fred  V 

Ptotth,  Donald  C. 

narrv  F 

►"rank  L.... 


V 
Beai 


'in*, 


1  or«TH  DPnsios 


Artlhin,  Peter 

Mai  BS,  John 

Picta,   Frank  J.,  alias 

B<  wman.  Frank  J. 
StatuUds,  BolkM 

MillofdH 

kUsael 


Par 


Mo^orty,  Edward  T. 
Orar,  Artie  N 


SIXTH  onrisoM 
Hav^ley,  M ones  J 

tIGBTB  DITISIU!* 

Wa4bbam,  Frank  A... 

T  WiNTT^UTH  DIVWION 


Mo|)liis,  Frank.. 

n)e,  Geo.  H. 

Wm.  H. 


Di 


o\ 


bbfe. 


TWKNTT-KIOHTH 
DIVISION 

Dw'tprirh.  Lewis  C 

JeWiii-jiD,  Max 

JergidD,  Jas.  .K 

TallLs.  V'asellua  S. 

=ich.  Wm.  O 

ir,  Hinton  D 

'oiikidis.  Dimilrios... 
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Tor, 
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Sdimi 

Ca)(lw< 
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Septe^tbee  26 
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Rank  and  organiEation 


ftm  DmflnoM 


Colipn,  E«rl 

t«-n.  Derk  J.... 

ins,  Wm.  N... 
DoHrheua,  John  .V. 
KuiHi,  Wm 


1  OaTUtTH  DITiaiOS 


Roliert,  Fr«*derlcC. 
Deiault,  Charlie  O. 


FCBTT-naST  DITiaiON 


Pltlenger,  Wm.  F... 
Bar  tier,  Grant  M... 
Bkier,  Edward  H... 
Mo  itgomery,  Robt. 
Par?.  Raymond  F.. 
SnyJer.  -Mack  W.... 

Aiit  ms,  Uenry  O 

Bro  rn,  Clifford  D... 


Edt  rards.  0«o.  E. 


roa'  T-siccoND  division 


JobAson.  Peter  O 

Liet  el'vn,  I>avid 

Oldlani.  Wm.  M 

Joseph . 

John 

Chas.  F 

Edward 

Eaiin.  Roy  H 

Phi  bps,  Cliflord  Y 

JQofa,  Lorenxo  O 

IVBNTT-StVXNta 

DTTiaON 

Baii,  Chas.  A 

Bajs,  Jess  J 

B«E  dottl,  AttUio 

Dai  is,  Edward. 

Jen  en.  Otto  C 

Mcl^auley,  Chas 

Arthur  T. 

Thoe.  C 

itt,  Ooo 

rau.  Samtiel  H... 

Onido 

,  Jas.  C 

Williams.  Llewelyn 

nmrr-NDna 

DmaoN 

AJ>4KMn.  Ckrsno*  J.. 


Prt,  Hq.  Co.  7th  lol 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  7th  Lnf 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  30th  lnf 

Prt.  1  cL  Co.  A,  Kb  Bngrs. 


Tn.  Co.  A,  .Wh  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  58th  inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  E,  58th  Inf. 


Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  O,  5Wh  Inf. 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  K.  5eth  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  E,  58th  lnf 


Pvt.  Co.  M,  61st  lnf 

Wag.  Co.  D,  7th  Engrs-- 


1st  It.  nth  T.  A. 


Prt.  Co.  F,  8tb  Inf. 


Pvt.  Co.  O,  load  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  F,  102d  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  KBUlnf. 


Pvt.  Co.  n,  Il«h  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  C.  110th  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  E.  110th  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  F,  110th  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  I,  112th  Inf. . 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  112th  InL 
do 


Pvt.  Co.  C,  I2«th  InL... 
Bugler  Co.  F,  I2fith  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  F,  127th  InL... 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  M.  127th  InL.- 


No. 


Pvt.  San.  Del.  159th  InL.. 
Pvt.  Hq.  Co.  144tb  FA.. 


Pvt.  1  d.  Bty.  D,  14«th  F.  A. 

3gt.  Bty.  E,  148th  F.  A 

Pvt.  1  d.  Bty.  E,  liJrth  F.  A. 

Pvt.  Bty.  D.  148th  F.  A 

Cpl.  Bty.  D,  14«th  F.  A 

Sgt.  Bty.  E.  148th  F.  A 

1st  U.  MD  Tm.  -Mtr.  Bty... 
Pvt.  1  Cais.  Co.  lietb  Am. 

Tn. 
....do 


Cpl.  Co.  K.  l«7tb  lnf 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  167th  lnf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  167th  Inf. 

do. 


Pvt.  C^.  K,  167th  InL... 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  lR7th  lnf... 
Pvt.  Co.  K,  167th  lnf... 
Pvt.  Co.  H,  168th  lnf... 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  A,  151st  M 

Bn. 
Cook,  Hq.  Det.  117th  F.  8 

Bn. 


a. 


Me  ilaaaan. 


Pvt.  Id. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Id. 
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Pvt.  Co. 
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Pvt.  Co. 


Co.  E.  SOSth  Inf.. 

C,  305th  lnf 

K,  306th  lnf 

C,  305th  lnf 

E,  305th  lnf 

C,  305th  lnf 

E,  306th  lnf 

Co.  L.  306th  InL. 
H,  305th  lnf 

D,  308th  lnf 

C,  308th  lnf 

H,  SOBthInf 

r,  308th  InL 


Pvt.  1  cL  Co.  £,  315tta  Inl I      1232 
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Deceased  aoldiert  from,  Wyominsf  luried  im  cetncteriea  in  Europe — Con. 


Name 


nCRTIKTH   DIVISION 

Webster,  Everett  J 

KOHTT-rniST  DIVISION 


Riley.  Kenneth  F. 
Loiirand,  Louis 


■lOHTT-TBWD  DIVISION 

Vickery,  Edgar  A 


BIOHTT-EIOBTB  DIVI- 
SION 

Laoero,  Ootaviano 

Lowell,  I.,uice  L 

EIGHTT-NINTH  DIVIRION 

Klegin.  Lawrence  F.._. 

NINKTIXTB  DIVISION 

Crow,  John... 

Oreen,  Archie  B 

KINKTT-riRST  DIVISION 

Asimakopoulos,  De- 
metrios. 

CoTtah,  Frank  L 

Jensen,  Fred ....... 

King,  lekVti  L 

Lysberif,  (^hri.stian  J 

Duncan,  Fred  R 

Matliison,  Harry  L 

Nafez,  Amen  R 

Olsen,  SwantineH.  E.. 

Thomas,  Joseph 

Kline.  Ltoyd  W 

Beaton,  Ra>'mond  B 

Snow,  Travis  L 

Watts,  John  H 

Hand,  Elmer  F 

Schindler.  Louis  F 

Woodcock.  Loran  M 

Maxey,  Clark  N 


Rank  and  organisation 


HONDIVISIONAL  OROAM- 
IZATIONS 


Robertson.  .=lcott  R 

Overton,  Oakley  D.... 

Altop,  Jas.  L 

McDonald,  Duncan... 

Layland,  Chas.  L 

Wick  land.  Bernard  B. 
Peterson,  Morton 

Cavender,  Jos.  W 

Adams,  Birt 

Baker,  Lloyd  Labon... 


Jones,  Earl. 


Trentet,  Emll 

Prince,  John  B 

Butler.  James 

Dutt,  Earling  F 

Hughes.  Geo.  W 


Bascoe,  Chas.  C... 
McKim.  OrviUa  C. 


Pvt.  Co.  F,  317th  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  321st  InL. 
Pvt.  Co.  E,  32ad  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  329th  lnf 


Pvt.  Co.  A,  .^Mst  lnf 

Pvt.  Bty  F,  339th  F.  A 


Pvt.  1  d.  M.  O.  Co.  356th 
Inf. 


Pvt.  Co.  E,  357tb  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  358th  Inf. 


Pvt.  Co.  I,  361st  Inf. 


Pvt.  Id.  Co.  D. 361st  lnf 

Pvt.  Co.  I.  361st  lnf 

Cpl.  Co.  D,  361st  lnf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  361st  lnf 

Sgt.  Co.  E,  362d  Inf_ 

Sgt.  Hq.  Co.  362d  lnf , 

Sgt.  Co.  E.  362d  lnf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  362d  lnf 

1st  sgt.  Co.  E.  362d  lnf 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  363d  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  363d  lnf 

Pvt.  Hq.  Co.  363d  lnf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B,  3«3d  lnf... 
Pvt.  M.  O.  Co.  364th  lnf... 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  364th  lnf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  D,  364th  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  316th  Engrs 


No. 


Pvt.  Vet.  Hosp.  No.  8 

Pvt.  Med.  Rpl.  Unit  No.  41. 
Pvt.  Med.  Rpl.  Unit  No.  44. 
Pvt.   Ft.   Riley  Rpl.   Unit 

No.  47. 
Pvt.  Med.  Off.  Tn.  Camp. 
Pvt.  306th  Motor  Cycle  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  F,  M.  R.  S. 

Unit  309. 

Col.  Field  Art 

Pvt.  22d  Co.  Cp.  Pike  A.  R.  D. 
Pvt.  20tb  Co.  Cp.  McArtbur 

8.  R.  D. 
Pvt.  21st  Co.  Cp.  Mc.Vrthur. 

8.  R.  D. 

Pvt.  Co.  P,  22d  Engrs 

Sgt.  Co.  B,  42d  Engrs 

Prt.  Co.  B,  44th  Engrs 

Sgt.  Co.  A,  346th  Bn.  Tk. 

Cpe. 
Pvt.    1    d.    Co.    A,    48tb 

Regt.  Tr.  Cps. 
Pvt.  78th  Co.  Trans.  Cps... 
Pvt.  80th  Co.  Trans.  C'ps... 


608 


1232 
1232 


608 


1333 
1764 


1232 


1332 
1233 


1232 

13» 
1383 
1333 
1233 
1313 
1232 
13S3 
1333 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1333 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 


1764 
608 
606 

006 

608 

1233 
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608 
606 

606 

1764 
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608 

1232 
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1233 
1233 
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13 


23 
14 


32 


19 
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Row  Block 


15 
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37 
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19 
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16 
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36 
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16 
28 
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Mr.  BORAH  obtained  the 
Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  I»resldent, 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT. 

for  that  puriK)wV 
Mr.  BORAH.     I  do. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT. 
The  legislative  clerk  called 

answered  to  their  names: 


floor. 

I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 

The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 


Allen 

Asburst 

Bnrklpy 

Biugbam 

Black 

Blaine 

Bleese 

Borah 

Brat ton 

Brock 

Brookltart 

Brou.s.sard 

Capiwr 

Connally 

Cotnens 

Cutting 

Deneen 

Dill 

Edge 


Fe«a 

Fletcher 

George 

OiUett 

tilass 

Glenn 

Goflt 

Goldsborouijh 

Gref'ne 

Halo 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hastingh 

Hawes 

Ilayden 

Hef«rt 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 


Jones 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Kean 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Kendrick 

Sackett 

Keyoa 

.Sheppard 

King 

La  Follctte 

ShortridKe 

Simmons 

McKellur 

Smoot 

MrMnster 

Steck 

Metralf 

Stelwer 

Moses 

Swanaon 

Norria 

Trammell 

Nye 

Tydlngs 

Oddle 

Vandenborg 

Overman 

WalHh,  Maaa. 

PatterHon 

WaUb.  Hunt. 

PblppH 

W^arren 

Pine 

Wat«Tman 

Pittmun 

Watson 

Beed 

Mr.  FESS.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Bt^tonI  is  detaine«l  fn>ni  the 
Senate  on  account  of  lllneis.  I  will  allow  this  statement  to 
stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  CAl'PER.  The  following  memlters  of  the  Cuiuinlttee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  are  detained  from  the  Senate  in  nt- 
teiidance  ui>on  a  hearing  l>efore  that  coniiultlee:  Mr.  MiNabt, 
chairman ;  Mr.  Nohjiki  k,  Mr.  Kr.\zikr,  Mr.  CroiLO,  Mr.  Thomas 
of  Idaho.  Mr.  Hatfikld,  Mr.  Townsknd,  Mr.  Wai.cott,  Mr, 
Smith.  Mr.  Ransdeix,  Mr.  Cvkaway,  Mr.  WnEia.»3j,  and  Mr. 
Thomas  (»f  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colU«agUf  lite 
junior  Senator  from  Mi.*wiaslf^l  [Mr.  Stephens]  is  detained 
fnHii  the  Senate  bv  illness  in  his  family. 

The  VICE  PRESIDF3NT.  Seventy-five  S^Miators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  St>nator 
from  Idaho  is  entitled  to  the  floor. 

INCORKECT  COTTON  RKTORT 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  I*resldent,  will  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
yield  to  me  to  submit  a  brief  Senate  resolution? 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  yield  fi»r  that  purpose. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  think  It  will  take  but  a  moment  If  It  iead:i 
to  deliate  I  shall  not  press  it. 

The  VK.'E  PRESIDENT.     The  restdution  will  be  read. 

Tlie  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  123),  as  follows: 

Whort-as  on  S«>ptpmbrr  2;i.  the  dny  fixed  b>  law  for  the  publication  of 
the  ginners"  roport  of  Amorican  cotton  ginned  to  that  date,  the  Bur(>au 
of  the  Cenaus  caused  to  l)e  given  out  and  published  a  report  purporting 
to  be  a  correct  and  accurate  report  of  the  number  of  bnlos  of  .American 
cotton  ginnod  this  season  up  to  September  23  ;  and 

Wbt'n'rtB  when  complaint  was  made  that  the  gliincrs  report  given  out 
for  publication  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  on  that  date  was  not  Justl- 
flod  by  the  facts  regarding  the  actual  number  of  balet,  of  cotton  glnncit 
up  to  S«'ptembtr  23,  the  Bureau  of  the  Cenxus  admitted  that  Us  report 
publisbiHl  on  September  23  contained  figures  showing  .'{0(1,000  bales  more 
of  cotton  ginned  up  to  that  date  than  the  Governmeut  figures  Justified : 

and 

Whereas  said  Incorrect  and  misleading  glnners"  n'port  resulted  U 
depressing  the  price  of  cotton  :  Therefore  be  it 

Rettolred,  That  the  Bureau  of  the  Ccukus  is  hereby  requested  to  give 
to  the  Senate  all  the  information  that  It  has  as  to  why  and  how  this 
Incorrect  and  harmful  report  on  cotton  ginned  to  8eut*ml.i.r  23  was 
made  and  given  out  for  publication,  and  what  steps,  if  any.  have  been 
taken  to  prevent  the  doing  of  such  a  thing  agsln. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  i)re8ent 
consideration  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  .TONES.  Mr.  President,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Airriculture  and  Forestry  [Mr.  McNart)  is  not  here.  1  think 
the  resolution  ought  to  go  over  until  to-morrow. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolution  will  go  over  under 
the  rule. 

RETISIOS   OF  THE  TABIW 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (II.  R.  2067)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  puriH)ses.  the  pending  question  In'lng  on  the  amendment 
.submitted  by  Mr.  Smoot. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  submit  some  observa- 
tions on  the  question  which  is  now  l>efore  the  Senate,  involving 
what  are  known  as  the  flexible  jM-ovlsions  <»f  the  tariff  bill. 

We  have  had  flexible  provisions  in  the  law  for  about  seven 
years.  The  first  ciuestion  which  we  naturally  ask  ourselves  is, 
WHiat  has  been  accomplKshed  in  the  way  of  eliminating  or  re- 
ducing the  hiequalitles  between  Industry  and  agriculture? 
That  is.  and  has  been  for  some  time  in  this  countr}*.  the  most 
important  matter  connected  with  the  que.sti<»n  of  the  tariff.  It 
has  for  some  time  been  a  serious  national  problem. 

The  second  proposition  which  presjents  itself  to  our  minds  Is, 
What  has  been  achieved  in  the  way  of  reducing  the  cost  of  liv- 
ing or.  as  it  were,  protecting  Uie  consumers  under  the  present 
system  or  under  the  tariff  law  as  It  was  enacted  In  1922? 

Let  us  first,  Mr.  President,  recall  the  circumstances  and  con- 
ditions under  which  the  law  of  1922  was  enacted.  It  was  here 
for  consideration  and  became  a  law  shortly  after  the  war.  at 
a  time  when  economic  conditions  were  unsettled  and  when  It 
was  most  diflacult  to  determine  the  facts  ufKin  which  we 
assumed  to  base  our  duties,  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and 
abroad.  I  think  it  Is  fair  to  say,  at  least  it  was  my  under 
standing,  that  the  tariff  law  of  1J*22  was  enacted  with  the  design 
of  holding  the  prices  of  industrial  articles  or  manufactured 
goods  as  nearly  to  the  war  level  as  was  p<»sslble  or  practicable 
under  the  law;  the  duties  upon  commodities  were  placed  so 
high  that  It  would  seem  practically  to  prethide  the  importatloa 
of  goods  from  forel^  coontrieik 
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It  wao  b«n«Ted,  owintc  to  conditions  in  Eorope  and  the 
n«>«"essity  of  Europe  to  manufacture  and  to  sell,  that  unless  the 
wall  wa«  praetkally  prohlblUvp  the  goods  would  inevitably 
come  over.  I  think  it  was  clearly  under8t<M>d  at  the  time 
amonfc  th<)«e  who  were  responsible  for  the  bill  that  the  dutiea 
were  liased  upon  that  condition  of  affairs,  and  for  its  purpose 
that  objectiTc. 

Since  that  time  the  most  remarkable  economic  changes  which 
hare  ever  occurred  in  tlie  same  period  of  time  in  the  world's 
history  have  talseu  place.  It  was  assumed,  even  by  the  leader 
of  the  tariff  dlHCUssion  upon  Llils  side,  the  much-abused  but 
sincere  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smo«)t1.  that  the  first  and 
primary  and  greatest  task  of  tlie  Tariff  Commission  under  the 
(lex ible^ta riff  provision  would  be  to  trim  down  and  redtice  tariff 
duties.  He  so  stated,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  was  stated  with 
entire  sincerity,  l)ecause,  n.s  I  say,  it  was  understood  at  the 
time  that  the  conditions  under  which  we  were  levying  the 
duties  were  such  that  all  doubts  were  resolved  In  favor  of  high 
duties,  and  upon  the  ai»sumption  that  economic  changes  would 
ensue,  it  wa.s  presumed  tlxat  reiluction.s  would  inevitably  follow 
under  the  provisions  of  the  flexible  tariff. 

As  an  illustration  of  the  view  I  desire  to  present  to  the 
Senate,  let  us  review  the  workings  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
with  nferenee  to  this  particular  question  of  reduction.  What 
have  they  act-omplished  in  these  seven  years?  What  reductions 
have  been  madeV  What  relief  has  been  given  to  the  consumers 
of  the  e<>untry  under  a  law  enacted  at  a  time  when  there  was 
practically  a  condition  of  war? 

To  my  ndnd  the  record  is  one  which  condemns  the  Tariff 
r^imntission  if  we  are  to  regard  its  op«>ratlons  as  havinst  any- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  the  qnestlon  of  reducing  tariff  rates. 
In  that  rrape^n  it  has  been  as  Inflexible  as  one  could  well  con- 
ceive any  law  to  be.  I  take  the  position  that  not  a  single  reduc- 
tion of  any  moment  whatever  has  Ijeen  brought  about  or  been 
recouimendiHl  by  the  Tariff  Commbssion ;  that  not  1  cent  of  the 
irememlous  burden  laid  upon  the  consumers  of  this  country 
by  rea.son  of  conditions  under  which  the  tariff  was  enacted 
has  been  lifted  by  the  action  of  the  Tariff  Commission  during 
th«'s«>  seven  years. 

Let  »i*  not  content  ourselves  with  general  statements,  but  go 
Into  the  retH»nl.  I  did  not  have  the  opportunity  on  yesterday, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  I  was  engaged  In  the  Committee  on 
Fon'lgn  Relations  with  ray  colleague  on  an  important  hearing, 
of  listening  to  the  able  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  I.a  Fol- 
i.rmrl — worthy  son  «»f  a  noble  sire — anil  It  tnny  be  possible 
tliat  I  shall  co\er  some  part  of  that  very  able  spee<h  as  it  la 
rei'^Tt*'*!  to  me.  but  I  want  to  call  attention  to  some  of  the 
ln«II*putnblp  historic  facts  In  rvvard  to  the  work  of  the  Tariff 
ComnilwiUtit.  since  wo  are  nskeU.  from  the  hlghi-st  nnthorlty,  to 
renniict  this  legislation  for  the  ptinxMMi  of  protei'tlOK  the  public 
tnti'r«<«f«, 

Thi-  Tariff  CojumiImIoh  uukIc  ii  riilneflon  of  tli<»  dul,V  on  l»ob- 
whiie  ituall;  Hint  was  orw  ot  tiir  tiy»  ntliii  (Umn  which  they 
matif,  I'owilbl/  there  iuii>  have  Nfti  MMiie  ri'MiMMt  for  It,  but 
Ibi*  reason  which  wimiM  rvlst  In  that  case,  we  «hal1  tio  ahte  to 
show  wiMfi  we  come  (o  the  m  hi«hit<>«i,  itxUted  to  a  thoiiMund- 
fohl  Kriitler  etteiil  In  the  cnm*  of  idiiiit  lnilusirl«M  whhli  lh<« 
cotniiiiMlou  ilur««i1  not  |ou<'h;  ItKluMtrli^  which  were  reuiilng  n 
Itrollr  iMilM«Mr«t  of  in  |hii  hl«tor>  of  ln*Jii;i(r>,  galheriMl  Milml 
n  wnll  lnNii|M'r«hli«  tn  thi«  out«ile  world,  nml  within  tiM*  pro- 
leeihsi  of  which  (iM'y  weff*  nIiIm  to  mrike  tJirlr  own  pr1ci«  and 
rnjoy  ih<  Ir  onn  utarillnK  prr»nt«. 

Ilowetfr,  white  the  Tiiflff  ('MnnilMtoii  redii^'ed  the  duty  «fi 
liol>whli«*  quNll,  they  liM'reaiM'd  itte  duty  on  Mtrnw  bain, 

They  r»HlU4'«<il  ili«  tituy  tifx/ii  bni"h  li»»»dle«,  a  mattrr  «ff  ff«»- 
iiM-itdouM  Btotrn'tit  1^'  lb«<  grtml  imasa  uf  tb<«  {ttufpU*  <«f  (b4>  I'nItM 
Htflte*;  and  no  dotilM  a  vn«(  smonni  of  w<^  wii4  tUH'*it0nry 
dnrlntf  ibo««  ■fviti  years.  However,  mm  an  offMH,  th««  c*MiintU' 
mtiHi  Uwrtmrntti  lite  duly  on  piK  trofi ;  atMt  s*  we  nhall  show 
wiMti  we  i'<m»e  to  tlM*  jiitflroo  s4'tiM|tile,  undirf  Hr(i}ni«uiiM.v« 
which  MliiipO  a'I'leil  firoflb*  to  alrt^dy  vtortHiant  proflts, 

1  am  n^H  m>  mmU  lnirri'«ti'«l  in  u  •|M«'lfl<-  M'lu'dule  juM  turn 
as  I  ant  in  iiujulrlox  what  ha"  \mt^  ihit  tmtit  nf  thi*  iimitni*- 
$iUm'.  who  has  controllfl  its  p<»lli'l«>«  that  It  sb<mUl  titk*  up 
tbrw  trivial,  ttolniptfrtaiil  iunwt  and  pas*  by  tbi*  matters  uf  tra- 
UM'iidoo*  Impurt  to  th<'  Mi*t>i«f  of  tb«  L'nitMl  Mtatea.  TTu»  cotO' 
nilMioii  riNiu'1^1  tb«*  duty  on  cre«yllc  add  and  Inctmised  ttu* 
dui>  iKi  piale  KlnM.  Thify  lD'TpajM*d  the  duty  on  wb«nit.  and 
at  tb4>  same  tinut  rMlocMl  th«  duty  on  ulll  f<>ed.  wbh-b  is  the 
Mtrrlt^r  or  the  bull  of  the  wbvat  kernel,  Tbey  reduifvl  th« 
duty  ou  pbeool.  a  ch^ndcal  i>ofnmo(!itj.  there  brtnc  already 
pructieally  no  Imports  lnt(»  thU  country. 

There  U  the  ll«it  of  n^dw^tlons  after  aeven  year*  of  actlTity  and 
effort  upon  the  part  of  the  Tariff  Commlsston,  dealing  with  a 
Uriff  euActed  osder  tlte  eircomstancea  which  I  have  narrated. 


and  which  was  Tinderstood  by  its  makers  and  by  all  the  WM-Id  to 
be   me  which  would  Invite  the  cutting  down  of  duties. 

I  want  to  read  here  a  statement  from  one  of  the  members  of 
the  Tariff  Commi-ssion  upon  thii>  general  subject     He  said : 

S'listor  Shoot  expressed  the  belief  when  the  flexible  provision  was 
set  up  that  the  rommisgloD  would  pri>l)ably  roceive  more  applications 
for  relief  through  rtnluctlons  than  through  increaw  s  in  rates.  His 
prwcience  would  have  been  JuHtifled  had  not  the  commission  in  the 
first  three  or  four  years  of  its  operation  chilled  and  defeated  the  ex- 
pecl  atlon  that  the  act  would  prove  flexible  in  fact  as  well  aa  In  n&me. 
The  public  is  dimly  aware  of  the  fierce  struggles  and  blttt-r  contentions 
tha  have  been  provoked  by  an  effort  to  got  a  fair  and  balanced  ad- 
ministration of  the  flexible  provision.  What  the  country  is  not  aware 
of  I J  what  fruitless,  sinful  waste  of  time,  money,  effort.  Waste — end- 
less   tantalizing  waste ! 

I  pon  another  page  of  hLs  statement  he  says : 

1  he  flexible  provision  has  disappointed  the  high  hopes  of  Its  sponsors. 

I  should  say  here  in  fairness  to  the  gentleman  who  makes  the 
sta  ement  that  he  is  not  an  advocate  of  the  repeal  of  tlie  flexil)le 
tar  ff  provision ;  he  is  In  favor  of  maintaining  it,  hoping  that 
un(  er  better  conditions  it  may  prove  helpful ;  but  in  my  opinion, 
he  has  put  his  finger  upon  the  fatally  weak  iwint  in  the  pro- 
posal, which  never  can  be  remedied. 

T  he  flexible  provision  has  di8ai>pointed  the  high  hopes  of  Its  sponsors. 
Th(  blame  should  \>f  placed  where  it  belongs.  In  such  cases  as  the 
cot  on  hosiery  investigation  data,  scientifically  procured,  pointed  to  a 
lower  duty.  The  opinion  of  the  commission's  export  was  ou  the  side 
of  a  reduced  duty.  The  ca.se  was  killed  by  methods  which  were  as 
tor  :nou8  as  they  were  indefensible. 

:  lere  I  digress  to  say  that  we  are  now  asked  pinctically  to 
tui  n  over  the  rate-making  power  of  this  vast  peai>Ie  to  a  com- 
ml  jslon  on  the  inside  of  whose  chamber  the  public  will  seldom 
be  perrolttetl  to  look.  I  can  not  conceive  of  a  more  serious 
pn  iposition  than  that  of  giving  the  rate-making  power,  the  tax- 
ied ying  power,  to  a  small  coterie  of  men.  working  l^hlnd  closed 
doors,  subject  to  the  Influence  and  engaging  In  tortuous  methods 
wl  Ich  are  now  revealed  by  one  of  the  members  of  the  commission 
its  ?lf. 

rertain  ingenious  "adjustments"  were  adopted.  These  "  adjust- 
me  jts  ■■  would  have  done  credit  to  the  ftfte<'nth  century  Italian  toxl- 
<-ol  »gl8t  casting  alKJut  for  a  lethal  potion  that  would  decree  death  wlth- 
oul  leaving  a  telltale  trace  of  poison  upon  bis  victim. 

'  'he  eomralsulon's  reports  to  the  President  were  ret(srded  as  cnnfi- 
del  tial.  but  it  may  luippen  that  things  which  are  done  in  secret  may 
•t«ii:in  day  be  pnx'lalmed  upon  the  housetops.  The  data  In  the  cotton 
h<Ml<'ry  report.  In  the  Canadian  log  report,  and  the  Canadian  hnlllMit 
ri'tiirt.  pointing  lofslllbly  to  reduction*  In  duty,  are  now  accessible  to 
th*  puhllp,  and  thi-  iinblH««<l  InventlKafnr  who  may  put  hImiMif  to  fh* 
pain*  of  esamining  the«Ht  complex  reports  will  agre*  with  th«  writer 
tiM  t  ■  wrong  was  doiM  lH;th  the  rotntnlaaton  nttil  th«*  publlr  In  ilfrre*- 
Ing   utimrrlied  denlli  to  tbcae  lmtN>rtniit  lower-duty  caaM-s. 

ir.  rresld4Mii,  •M'ven  years  have  pawwd,  s««vi»ti  year*  which 
were  cnh'ulnted  to  kIv(<  play  to  Ibis  roiniiilMNloii  In  a<'C(Mnpllsh* 
Itii ,  or  at  li«UNl  In  dinwilnif,  it  courw  liidlcatlntr  a  pun*"*^'  to 
rel  evs  the  cotiauni«^M  of  th»«  NiitU/ii  from  what  I  roiicHre  lo  Im 
liiiJiiMt  rntea  In  many  purthtdarM,  and  also  to  hrltiu  about  mora 
fieirly  i'«iuality  Is'tweefi  itie  lndu*irlutiats  and  the  iiifriculiur' 
i»ll  of  tli4<  ridi<*d  Htntes  In  th**  nialtrr  of  tariff  diiiU«M. 

hi«  fs^Mi  rvidrncd  itf  ih«*  tm-i  that  th««  Tariff  ConmdsMlrni  hna 
^N4fi  withottt  «*ffe«'f,  thill  It  has  Heconip||«it««d  lllil**  or  nolhliif 
al'Nitf  tUf  \U\fm  Hhlrh  It  ws«  stipfsMM'd  to  uork,  U  lh««  fu''t  lliat 
thi  last  pn*«ld«^iilal  oinifsilgii  In  part  was  foiitfhi  4nil  on  tha 
pffpoaltlon  of  adJUNlina  U»«  Inisiuallllim  of  fhM  tariff  law  turw 
upMi  tlw  MtHttttn  htmkn.  AUUtmnU  scvfn  ytrttrs  bud  pnastwl,  mt 
ctffeghMia,  MO  protionn<er|  Mere  tlM«  cotidillons  Willi  ref<'rence  tif 
thi  tariff  thai  iIm*  laat  caiiiimlgn  turned,  In  a  lartfe  uwaaiirM, 
U|(»n  an  Hdju*>tnw*nt  of  litrirf  iluil«^. 

Im*  cmnmlssUm  ha^l  ai-'iMoi'llMlii^J,  as  we  felt  In  t\w  cnin* 
fMi|cn,  praHlntlly  nothintr,  I  •nbndt  to  my  Ki'irtiblUon  friftulm 
Htkiifim'  We  had  Mtld  in  tin*  ranipttlgn,  "  The<4f  liMipmlllleM  etisti 
this  r««KljUMlin»nt  Im  nef-etMury  :  but  Wf  are  to>\uu  to  h'avf  It 
tojth*  Tariff  Cotnnilsithm,  Instead  of  dolnic  It  as  a  (Vingresa"; 
wlat  do  yuu  think  would  luive  lttt>u  tite  cffivf  ii(ion  the  vot<*rs 
ofTthe  CnltMil  Ntat<'«?  MuritMHb*  we  luid  waid  ttun  that  wit  |>ro> 
ixmul  to  shirk  our  re«|Mjnslldlity,  to  abandMi  our  tuniTelgn  obll*, 
ga|l«'n  ImtxsMNi  Uis'fi  us  by  th**  CiMistitiitlon,  aad  leuvo  it  to  m|x' 
orjseveti  m<*u  sitting  lM*hltul  cloM-d  doors  to  adJtiMt  tariff  rates, 
wlat  the  9(ttct  would  have  beeti  in  tlM>  catnpnlgn  no  nntn  would 
have  dared  to  wiy.  Who  wouUl  have  vent<ire<l  to  say  to  the 
viiters,  "  We,  the  Congress,  will  not  »<e«'k  to  acljnxt  the  rates;  we 
ar?  going  to  shirk  that  duty;  we  are  g<ilng  to  hav«  you  to  the 
tender  meryJca  of  a  Tariff  Commiasion. '     Had  any  Bcpublleao 
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orator  made  such  a  statement  I  8US9>ect  the  candidate  for  the 
Presidency  would  have  repudiated  it 

Now,  Mr.  President  we  come  to  another  very  Important  fea- 
tiire  of  this  tariff  discussion. 

The  President  has  deemed  It  proiier  to  take  part  In  this  dis- 
cussion, to  take  a  hand  in  the  pnx-eedlugs.  I  do  not  criticize 
the  I*resident  for  having  issueil  his  statement  Had  be  been 
establishing  a  precedent,  had  It  been  the  beginning  of  such  a 
practice,  I  should  condemn  it  in  unmeasured  terms.  It  is  not 
my  idea  of  the  division  of  the  departments  of  Government  under 
the  Constitution. 

For  a  President  of  the  United  States,  the  leader  of  his  party, 
holding  In  his  control  at  the  beginning  of  his  terra  a  patronage 
which  belongs  to  no  ruler  upon  the  earth,  to  declare  that  this 
or  that  provision  should  or  should  not  be  voted  for  In  the  Senate 
or  Congress,  In  my  judgment,  Is  estiblishing  a  practice  and  a 
preceilent  which  we  in  time  will  have  cause  to  regret  I  can 
not  help  but  say  here  that  I  have  found  hearty  accord  In  my 
feelings  with  the  statements  of  the  leader  upon  this  side,  made 
gome  two  days  ago.  But  thLs,  Mr.  President  is  a  practice  which 
unfortunately  has  been  going  on  for  a  long  time.  It  has  been 
e.specially  in  vogue  since  the  presidential  terms  of  General  Grant- 
It  has  l>een  carried  on  for  the  last  30  years  or  more — yes ;  for  the 
last  60  years.  Therefore  I  do  not  criticize  the  President  for  the 
fact  of  issuing  the  statement,  however,  much  I  may  disagree 
with  the  views  which  he  expressed.  But,  Mr.  President,  having 
put  his  hand  to  the  plow,  the  President  can  not  turn  aside  be- 
cause of  rough  furrows.  Having  undertaken  to  shape  this  bill, 
the  President  must  go  through  to  the  end,  and  assume  with  us 
the  respon.sibillty  for  its  terms — not  merely  by  his  veto,  which 
he  has  heretofore  expressed  an  unwillingness  to  rely  upon,  but 
by  his  Influence  here  in  this  Chamber.  Therefore  while  I  am 
not  going  to  criticize  the  fact  that  he  Issued  Ids  statement,  I 
do  say  that  It  is  the  duty  of  the  President  to  advise  this  body 
and  to  advise  the  country  In  the  same  plain  and  specific  way 
whether  or  not  the  industrial  schedules  ot  this  bill  meet  with  his 
api)rovaL  We  are  entitled  to  know,  the  country  is  entitled  to 
know,  the  consumers  are  entitled  to  know. 

The  real  fight  here  is  between  the  agricultural  Interests  and 
the  Industrial  intn-ests.  We  feel  that  we  are  fighting  for  equal- 
ity ;  that  that  equality  is  constantly  removed  by  the  fact  that 
duties  are  substantially  increased  upon  the  things  we  have  to 
buy.  even  though  they  ma^'  be  Increased  to  some  extent  upon  the 
things  we  have  to  sell.  The  most  Important  question  to  the 
country,  the  one  thing  which  will  be  fought  out  here  until  Ihe 
snows  fall.  Is  whether  these  Industrial  sche<lules  are  justified; 
whether  they  shall  be  mnlutalnwl,  or  imrensed,  or  diminished. 
I  a!4k  fn»m  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  the  President  advise 
this  botly  and  advise  the  country,  us  Im?  tlhl  with  reference  to 
the  flexllHe  tahff  provlsl(»n.  whether  ho  uppr<rves  of  the  Indus- 
trial  schi-^luh's  In  this  bill,  Ixh's  he  api»rove  of  the  duty  up<m 
ceiiMiit.  u|H»n  pitf  lr(»n,  upoii  other  couiniodlll««s  which  lncM'as4' 
tlw  profits  of  the  HUv\  C^'rjiornllon'/  Po*-*  he  approve  of  the 
duty  u|»oM  sh<s«'/  H«««'ondly.  la  »•••  Milsthvl  with  the  duties 
which  have  been  levied  utsm  ugrlcullunil  products'/  And, 
finally,  will  be  advise  us  whether  he  la  satlsfletl  that  tbls  bill 
m4«eis  lite  pledges  and  tba  pmudses  wblt'b  Im  wade  lu  ilut  last 
cainpiilgnV  .  . 

If  M  Pre««ld«fit  Is  ••vw  iH'nnliuil  to  s|M«nk  fn'fme  he  eirfclsea 
tin*  veto  pi>wer,  Ibis  Is  ojie  nmti*»r  ui^tu  whlHi  Im*  Is  auihorly.<Kl 
to  speak,  lie  stilted  that  the  most  liiitninent  liuestlon  In  Am«<rl« 
eiin  fs»llth"s  Is  the  agrti-ultural  iiiM-stW/n;  that  one  way  of  re- 
tU«vlng  the  lfiei|uallty  whhh  vtimiM  Is  through  the  tariff;  and 
In  view  of  the  fact  Hint  he  Is  itriiitim\uu  lo  stiafie  Ibis  fdll  we 
have  a  right  to  Ih*  ad^l^Ml  a»  to  whetlu'r  the  bill  In  its  un^sent 
tiiTM  eoiiforiiis  Ui  t»»e  pl««dKiis  </f  tlie  jsirly  oimW  wbUli  lie  waa 
elected,  and  to  Hm*  pledgi's  which  he  hlnisidf  made, 

I  »ny  this,  Mr,  fn-sldetit,  In  all  res|s'«  I  for  the  Pr»'»ldent,  and 

In  i»rofoinid  r<'««i»e<'t  for  Hie  I»re«ild<fM')  ;  f'tif  It  !••  tlie  vital  l«e»ue 

In  tbls  <'bamh«'f.    Had  turt  the  Pri'sld'td  sp»iken,  I  uluntUl  not 

biive  innde  any  awb  stiggestl'ni ;  but  having  •f»'»ken.  the  agri- 

njlinral  liiteresfs  trf  tbls  <i»untry  watit  l/»  ktwrn  Ihe  PreNidefit's 

rh  w  as  to  whetfM'r  thU  Mil  eompll<*a  with  tlie  pledges  wbUdi 

wen-  roa'le.     Will  lie  say  V>  agrU-ulture,  y«/u  have  ret-elvM  all 

I  you  were  promised?    Will   he  say  juatU*  has  l^nen   d«»ne  ibe 

jAn.erlean  fanner?    I  appeal  to  bim  to  advise  the  farmer,  to 

I  advise  this  b«K|y,  to  ftdvlse  the  amutrj.  ..    ,.     ,k.    *  -i<. 

'      If  our  friends  uis^fi  thU  side  who  believe  Id  the  flexlble-tartff 

provision,  and  Indleve  that  It  Is  caiiable  of  Ironing  out  liuvjniill- 

tles  .»r  adjusting  rates  where  It  b»  tn'cemary  to  adjust  them,  have 

the  confldene*'  in  It  which  they  express,  will  they  nut  permit  the 

Indnstrtal  duties  in  the  law  to  remain  as  they  are,  and  wait 

nntll  the  Tariff  Commlsshw  can  Iron  them  out?    In  other  worda. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  we  are  Importing  less  than  4  per  cent 

of  the  manufactured  stuff  that  is  consumed  In  this  coontry.  wiU 

they  not  be  willing  to  ahow  their  faith  in  the  flexihle-tArlff  pro- 


vision by  permitting  duties  of  that  kind  to  remain  upon  the 
statute  books  until  the  Tariff  Commission,  through  this  flexible- 
tariff  law,  may  Iron  them  out?  Will  not  the  President  say  to 
this  Chamber,  "  Lay  off  on  your  Industrial  dutli«.  Primarily, 
this  Is  a  session  for  agritniltural  relief.  Lay  off  of  your  indus- 
trial duties  until  our  Tariff  Commission  can  adjust  them  satis- 
factorily." 

Mr.  President,  the  time  to  do  ju.stice  to  the  agricultural  inter- 
ests Is  right  now.  In  this  session.  That  was  the  fight  in  the 
campalgrn.  That  was  the  object  ot  calling  the  session.  If  we 
permit  this  bill  to  pass  as  it  is  written,  how  long  will  It  take 
the  Tariff  Commission  to  iron  (Kit  the  inequalities?  I  aske<l  an 
expert  last  night,  and  he  .said  135  years  at  the  rate  at  whl<A 
they  had  been  going  rtn^ntly. 

We  went  Into  the  campaign  ple«lging  ourselves  to  re<-tlfy  the 
agricultural  situatlim,  and  one  of  the  methods  was  said  to  be 
through  tariff  legislation.  Now  is  the  time  to  do  It ;  and  I  say 
that  It  not  only  devolves  upon  y<»u  and  u|K»n  me  but  It  devolve* 
upon  the  President  to  see  that  these  schetlules  are  right  and  to 
pass  our  O.  K.  upon  them  at  this  ses.4ion,  and  not  transfer  them 
to  the  remote  conslderat  hm  of  a  tariff  commission.  So  I  say, 
Mr.  President  In  all  fairmws  and  In  all  Justice,  the  I»resident 
having  conceived  that  It  Is  his  <luty  to  shape  the  terms  of  this 
bill,  we  ought  to  have  his  Judgment  as  to  the  measure  as  It 
now  stands. 

Senators  of  the  West  this  Is  the  only  body  left  In  the  Gov- 
ernment where  we  have  anything  like  an  equality.  This  Is  the 
only  body  left  where  there  is  anything  like  an  equality  in  shap- 
ing the  ei-onianic  policies  of  the  country  as  between  the  industrial 
Interests  and  agriculture.  We  can  not  conceal  the  fact  that 
there  Is  an  economic  conflict  In  that  situation.  The  Industrial 
Interests  are  naturally  lndlspose«l  toward  duties  upon  farm 
products,  or  upon  raw  materials,  as  was  so  well  Illustrated  In 
this  bill  with  reference  to  manganese.  They  are  naturally 
desirous — It  Is  human  nature  to  desire — that  their  raw  materlala 
be  free,  and  that  their  food  pnHhuts  be  free. 

It  has  not  been  so  very  long  since  we  were  fighting  in  this 
Chamb<r  against  absolute  free  trade  for  agriculture  and  highly 
protective  duties  for  industry.  Tliere  Is  an  Inevitable  and 
natural  ctmfllct  there. 

This  Is  the  only  l)ody  left  where  there  Is  an.vthing  like  an 
equality  in  that  tremendously  Imi>oriant  fight.  In  this  body  the 
vote  of  California  Is  e<juai  to  the  vote  of  Pennsylvania.  In  this 
body  the  vote  of  Oregon  Is  equal  to  the  vote  of  Massachusetts. 
In  this  body  the  vote  of  Wnsldngton  is  •njual  to  the  vfHe  of  New 
York  or  of  any  other  great  Kastern  State.  This  Is  the  only  plai-e 
where  there  can  Is-  anyttdng  like  an  e<|nallty  of  position  and  of 
prestige  and  of  power  In  working  out  and  shaping  the  polMea 
which  relHte  to  the  whole  Nation. 

riwlersiand  me,  my  friends,  I  again  say  that  I  am  n«K  speak- 
ing ns  (I  t)irlff-f(»r  reventie  Mdv«siite.  I  am  not  sisMiklng  Bgnln»«t 
tlie  |»rot«vHve  sysieru ;  but  I  do  say  In  rill  sincerlly  thai  Ihe  f»ro- 
lectlve  systinn  with  reference  to  Industrial  si-hi'duli's  has  trrtrwn 
and  ex|»ntid<«d  until  It  has  readied  lh««  fsdnt  where  It  Is  priic 
tieally  an  enilsirgo.  and  by  reas^m  of  that  fa/t  there  is  an 
Inequality  Is-iwecn  the  ngrletiltiirat  and  the  Indttstrlal  Interests, 
and  It  never  cnv  is*  ofherwlM*  so  Wmg  ns  that  cofitlniu<«. 

Where  Is  that  mniiit  lo  f»e  frrngtit  t>ttt1  Are  we  winitem 
Plenst/irs  i/»  be  afked  to  frsn-fer  mir  fs>wer  In  thai  eonlest  t^»  a 
Tariff  C«»fnmlselmi,  where  the  West  will  bare  one  v/He  at  rnosiT 
WIllMHii  cloiilenglnir  the  Inteurlly  of  the  mi'n  who  may  sit  u|s»n 
that  emnwilsshni,  T<mi  ll<«e»l  oiw**  ssid  Ihiil  no  man  rises  sh#>ve 
bis  ♦•nvlronmenl,  and  my  tttturUiu'f  with  tlie  Tariff  tUttnm\i»*Um 
Is  that  Totri  l(i<ed  waa  iitisoliitely  right, 

Tie*  able  Hen«t«»f  from  fiim-ylvania  (Mr,  Hrmt]  the  otbar 
day  »p«»ke  movingly  of  his  Interest  hi  agri'-ultur**,  of  his  syrn- 

rthr  for  the  farrMT,  and  «/f  the  fa/l  that  lie  had  mtfrm  taruwr* 
bis  f«fate  than  several  ttf  us  weetifn  Hei»af/frs  bad  In  all  of 
our  t4tate«  comMnad,  f  do  not  'Itatlefige  the  Mefiaf^r's  tdnerrify 
iff  e«pfe*»lon  or  sln/erity  nf  attliwle;  tmt  ymtr  Innwr,  Hf$tminr, 
is  as  ditferent  fr'mi  o«r  fHrtw^  erwoimh-ally  as  nigtit  fr'»m  day, 
Yimr  tnrtw'r  lives  in  the  mhlsi  of  s  gn-at  Indnstrtal  r«irtofi  »• 
can  dlv«»rslff  bb»  eeofai  to  nvi^  tlie  demand  lll«  market  Is  nent 
d/»or  He  ean  dump  bis  fir^idwts  kilo  the  Wntfr  •'v-i.  fr«»fii 
his  farm.  We  are  a  tbm»»an«l,  two  thousand,  three  ttMiisand 
miles  from  the  market  ;  and  «air  MtmniuU'  situation  Is  as  dlfTer- 
ent  from  that  of  your  farmer  as  If  we  were  In  two  <llffereut 

eiHintriea.  ^  ^.     .    ., 

I  do  not  rballenge  what  tha  fleoator  stated  was  bis  feeling 
In  regard  to  the  matter;  Irtit  I  say  that  be,  like  tl»e  Tariff 
C^icnmlsaion,  has  no  ror»re  cotie««ptloD  <»f  the  agrliniltural  quesihio, 
as  we  se*'  It,  than  we  have  of  many  of  his  economics. 

ThU  la  a  vast  country,  a  treroendoos  crmntry,  of  %-astly  varied 

intereeta.  ,  _ 

We  In   the  Weat  are  now  a  developing  country,  a  growing 

country.    We  ar»  like  this  country  waa  when  CUy  was  speak- 
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Injr.  and  when  tbe  men  of  his  time  were  maklnfr  the  fl«ht.  Pro- 
tection la  more  applicable  to  as  than  to  any  other  part  of  the 
country,  and  more  neceB»»ary  In  order  that  we  may  devdop; 
an<l  It  is  becaoae  of  that  fact  that  we  mast  neceusarily  goard  the 
p»»wer  that  we  have,  and  the  rljrhts  we  have,  apon  this  floor. 

Tbt'nefore,  aside  frfmi  all  other  qnestlons,  I  am  unwilllngr  to 
leave  the  West  and  th«'  ifreat  agricultural  interests  to  the  cot>- 
trol  or  direction  or  decision  or  Jadgment  of  a  Tariff  Oommls- 
sion :  that  is  to  say.  a  Tariff  Commission  whose  judgment 
flnnlly  cr>Htalllxes  Into  rates,  which  is  the  design  of  this  bill. 

I  might  say.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  what  the  fatnre 
has  in  store,  Init  the  Tariff  Commission,  as  It  has  been  made 
up  from  1921.  has  been  ctxnposed  to  a  dominant  degree  of 
lobbylHts  for  the  indu.-.trlal  Inten^ta  of  the  United  States. 

The  chairman  of  that  commission,  a  man  of  very  exceptional 
ability,  I  should  say.  was  for  years  the  representative  here  of 
thos«»  Interests  which  doubt  the  feesibUity  or  the  wisdom  of 
dntle<«  uiHin  farm  prodacta  at  alL     lie  comes  fn»m  that  reelon 
of  the  country  whtTe  has  originated  every  tlrie  the  mm-oment 
to  put  farm  products  upon  the  free  list    He  was  a  spokesman 
of  an  organliation  and  a  club  which  advocated  or,  like  Saul, 
consented  to  that  doctrine.     It  is  too  much  to  eipect  him  to 
escape  the  convictions  of  a  lifetime.     It  Is  too  mach  to  expect 
him  to  pnt  aside  tinn*e  conrktlons  which  he  had  long  enter- 
tained and  long  promulgated  before  the  people. 
C>^  Another  gentleman  wh()  was  named  apon  the  Tariff  Oomrais- 
■lon  waj4  a  noted,  distinct  lot»byist  of  an  easttrn  mantifactured 
profluct.    He  remained  upon  the  Tariff  Commission  for  a  time, 
but   evidently   concluding  that   he  could   not  render  as   much 
service  to  bis  people  nptni  the  commisHion  as  he  could  as  a  tariff 
k>t>bylst.  he  retired  and  went  again  into  the  servioe  of  his  old 
niatti-r.     Hlnce  tlds  tariff  Wll  has  beeti  under  coaslderatioa  he 
ban  a.«Hiamed  to  criticise  and  denounce  to  their  faces  men  ander 
the  empl<»y  of  tlie  conimlssion  who  have  appeared  before  the 
Flnamv  Committee  becnuse  they  gave  facts  which  be  thought 
were  nut  to  hlH  intemt.     We  of  the  West  are  asked  to  leave 
our  interests  with   a   body  some  of  whom   are  thus  contruIlc-<l 
by  (lieir  preiUleetions  and  by  their  precryncetved  Interpsts  and 
pi>ll4'ies. 

Mr.  I  resident,  are  we  western  Setiators  to  l>e  aaked,  under 
th«-»*e  circumstances,  to  any  that  we  are  wining  to  surrender  our 
eqiiality  of  pt»wer,  to  have  It  tun»e«l  over  to  a  commission  in 
which  ue  win  have  practically  no  represi'ntatlon  at  all? 

Mr.  I*resldent,  I  want  to  say  something — and  I  hope  to  be 
brief — upon  the  merits  (rf  this  proptisiUon  aside  from  what  1 
deem   to  be  Its  practical  ft^itnres  as  I   have  l>een  discussing 
them.     First,    what   Is   the   extent   and   luiture   of  the  power 
which  we  are  asked  to  delegate?    I  venture  to  say  that  there 
,,.^^  has  njyver  been  anything  like  these  proposals  in  the  history  of 
^""^♦h^^nlte<l  States ;  there  is  no  precedent  for  them.     There  has 
neree  heen  an  Instance  In  which  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  has  undertaken  to  delegate  any  such  power  prior  to  the 
time  when  these  delegations  were  proposed.     TTiey  are  with- 
out parallel  or  precedent  In  our  history. 
ITils  Is  the  Hou>ie  pruvLsioo: 

In  order  to  put  lato  fore*  and  effect  tb«  policy  of  Congreu  by  tJiis 
act  InteotlcU,  tbe  President  ■hall  inTefftifato  tbe  differences  in  condl- 
tlt>iu  of  competition  in  tht  principAi  market  or  markets  of  tbe  United 
States  between  domestic  artlcies  and  like  or  similar  competitiye  im- 
ported articles. 

Mr.  President,  that  covers  every  function,  every  InteUectual 
effort  that  may  be  Involved  upon  the  part  of  the  legislator 
when  he  writes  duties  in  a  hill  of  this  character,  "ntere  to 
first  an  effort  made  to  ascertain  the  facta.  They  are  ascer- 
taine<I.  we  will  assume,  as  nearly  acmratriy  as  practicable; 
bnt  we  all  know  that  accuracy  in  that  matter  to  simply  im- 
possible. 

When  the  fiicts  are  ascertained,  ttien  comes  tbe  exercise  of 
the  Judgment  of  the  party  who  to  to  toy  the  duty.  What  to 
equality  of  competition  as  it  is  mentioned  here?  Into  that 
enters  transportation.  Into  that  enters  the  conditions  of  the 
people  in  other  countries.  Into  that  enters  labor.  Into  that 
enters  the  kind  of  government  under  which  the  people  live, 
and  the  opportunity  which  they  have  to  develop  their  in- 
dividual Initiative.  Into  that  enters  everything,  and  when  tliat 
to  finished  at  tost,  the  party  reflects  and  determtnee  irtiat  In 
his  judgment  to  equality  (^  competition.  When  he  has  deter- 
miiHHl  it.  he  estahltohes  a  rule,  which  to  a  role  of  conduct  for 
every  cltiaen  In  tlie  United  States.  In  other  words,  he  estab- 
lishes a  duty  and  it  becomes  the  taw  of  tlie  Dnlted  8tatea>  a 
rule  of  couduct  which  Is  the  test  of  legistotion. 

Of  course  the  CongrMs  has  the  power  to  pass  •  law  pro<rid- 
Ing  for  certain  contingencies.  The  tow  must  he  complete  within 
Itself.    Oopgre—  also  has  the  power  In  a  law  to  ncuride  tbat 


naon  the  ascertainment  of  certain  facts,  and  the  facts  being 
piomnlgated,  the  law  shall  operate  In  this  or  that  way;  but 
tlie  law  must  be  cwnplete.  That  which  to  necessary  for  a  com- 
pl  ete  rule  of  conduct  must  be  there 

The  only  thing  (Congress  can  delegate  is  the  simple  duty  of 
a«  certaluing  whether  this  or  that  [wrtictilar  fact  is  true,  but 
wpen  they  attempt  to  delegate  power  to  exercise  judgment,  or  to 
reiflect  upon  a  proposition,  or  to  determine  a  policy,  and  to  write 
til  at  into  a  rule  that  will  become  the  tow  of  the  land,  that  is  a 
p(wer  which,  in  my  judgment,  it  is  far  from  the  power  of  the 
C< ingress  to  delegate;  that  is  legl^slatlng,  that  is  lawmaking, 
senoethlng  we  can  not  delegate. 

In  the  amendment  offered  by  the  able  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
S  icooT]  it  is  provided  that  the  President  shall  determine  the 
dIBfereiice  between  the  costs  of  production  at  home  and  abroad. 

le  House  coujmittee  determined  tliat  that  ct>uld  not  be  done, 

it  the  results  would  be  inaccurate  and  uncertain,  that  there 

no  way  to  arrive  at  that  with   any  degree  of  an-uracy. 

•nee.  they  declared  that  it  wa-s  ne^-essary  to  adopt  a  different 
ndard,  and,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  impossible  to  make  such 
d^ermiuatlon.  But  the  exercise  of  those  attributes  of  mind, 
tl:  ose  elements  of  mind,  of  neflection  and  Judgment,  are  essenttol 


iq  the  detennlnatl<»n  of  both  proposltion.s. 

I..et  us  a.ssnnie  that  when  the  TarllT  Commission  made  a  report 
id  would  make  it  to  the  Congress.  What  would  the  Conirress  do? 
Trie  Congress  would  take  the  facts,  ascertain  as  nearly  as  it 
could  the  conditions  ac«»rding  to  the  facts,  and  then  In  its  judg- 
n  ent  write  into  the  law  what  It  deemed  to  be  a  proper  duty 
Uider  the  circumstances. 

What  does  tbe  President  do?  He  takes  the  report  of  the 
Tirlff  (V»mmlHHlon.  and.  as  ahown  by  President  Coolldge,  he 
eiercises  his  own  Jadgm<mt  ujwn  It.  He  does  not  say,  "These 
UiftM  show  this  as  n  mathematical  [»rf>positlon,  and  therefore 
I  Issue  the  prr»clamatlon."  He  says,  **  This  d<»es  not  appeal  to 
Be.  This  to  not  according  to  B«>nnd  policy.  This  Is  not  arrord- 
li  g  to  my  Judgment.  Relle<tlng  ui>on  thto  matter  I  will  do  it," 
«'  "I  will  not  do  It"  That  to  precisely  wluit  the  Con;ffess 
•fcould  do.  The  result  of  our  action  in  both  Instances  Is  pre- 
cisely the  same. 

I  Mr.  President,  secondly,  what  power  is  it  to  which  this  dele- 
Itation  of  power  will  relate?  It  Is  the  power  of  taxation.  It  Is 
the  power  of  raising  revenue,  a  power  which  has  fumlamentally, 
bislcally,  p»vullariy  lH*longe<l  to  the  legislative  function  in 
Anglo-.Saxon  history  from  its  beglimlng.  It  is  the  mo«t  am-ient 
o '  all  legislative  prerogatives.  It  comes  down  from  the  first 
D  eetings  of  the  great  council  of  the  realm.  There  has  be«'n  one 
p>wer  from  which  the  Anglo-Saxon  jjeople  have  never  been 
willing  to  divorce  themselves,  even  niuler  tlie  most  exacting 
conditions,  or  the  most  determined  dominancy  of  great  kings, 
aid  that  is  the  j>ower  to  raise  revenue,  the  power  to  \evy  tuxes. 
Yet,  If  we  accept  the  argument  of  the  President  as  he  presented 
it  on  Tuesday,  we  are  transferring  to  tlie  commis.«ion  and  to  the 
President  the  power  to  say  what  duties  shall  be,  and  determine 
what  taxes.  If  any,  shall  be  levietl.  and  what  law  shall  ol)tain. 

Mr.  President,  suppose  we  passetl  a  bill  here  saying  that 
every  man  should  pay  an  Income  tax  according  to  his  ability 
tc  pay.  and  then  appointed  a  commission  to  determine  the  facts, 
and  authorized  the  President  to  determine  the  amount  of  the 
tJ  X.  If  this  provision  here  is  sound,  in  my  judgment  that 
wmld  be  a  power  which  we  would  be  entitled  to  delegate,  and 
a  power  which  the  Presid^mt  could  exercise. 

The  true  rule  in  regard  to  tliis,  I  believe,  was  stated  by  the 
P  "esident  in  hto  campaig:n.  I  had  put  thto  aside  for  reference 
Ixfore  I  read  the  President's  statement  on  Tuesday,  and  I  do 
ni>t  care  to  turn  aside  from  my  intended  remark.s,  l)ecanse 
w^lle  it  may  or  may  not  express  the  President's  view  at  thto 
ti  me  it  expresses  mine.     T^e  President  said  : 

Tbe  Tariff  Commission  La  a  most  valoable  arm  of  tbe  Oovernment. 

With  that  I  agree.  I  would  be  glad  to  have  a  Tariff  Oom- 
niaslon  with  as  nearly  quasi- judicial  powers  as  possible,  to 
aicertain  the  facts  and  to  have  in  mind,  when  they  are  ascer- 
tilning  the  facts,  nothing  but  tbe  ascertainment  of  the  facts 
aid  to  report  those  facts  to  the  tewmaking  body  and  tbe  tax- 
levying  power  of  the  United  States,  which  to  the  Congress. 

It  caa  be  stTensthencd  and  made  more  nsefnl  In  several  ways.  Bat 
tie  American  peo(>le  will  never  consent  to  delegating  authority  over 
tls  tariff  to  any  commission,  wbetber  nonpsrtisan  at  bipartisan. 

If  tbla  does  not  ddegate  that  power,  I  can  not  tudersund 
bnnan  tacDgnage. 
Mr.  MoKELIAB.    Mr.  President,  what  was  the  date  of  that 

BORAH.    October  IS. 
Mm.  MoKKLLAB.    19281 
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Mr.  BORAH.     Yes.     He  continued : 

Our  people  have  a  right  to  express  themselves  at  tbe  twilot  upon 
so  vit.ll  a  question  as  thla 

Quite  right.  It  to  fundamental.  The  pe<n>le  have  a  right  to 
gay.  when  they  are  voting  for  their  Senator  or  their  Repre- 
sentative, what  their  view  is  and  what  their  policy  is  with  ref- 
erence to  tariff,  free  trade,  tariff  for  revenue,  protection,  ample 
or  les^  ample. 

That  is  sometlilng,  in  tbe  language  of  tlie  President  properly 
construe<l.  that  can  never  be  delegated  to  an  lrresi>onslble  body. 
I  say  "  irresiKMisible."  I  mean  irrespon.sil»le  to  the  people  them- 
selves— a  body  which  they  can  not  select,  elect,  recall,  or  con- 
tn)l.  UiMin  the  question  of  how  much  tax  they  shall  pay  they 
have  a  right  to  vote.  If  not  upon  that  question,  pray  what 
quetitiou  would  be  interesting  to  the  people? 

There  is  a  disfnisition  in  this  country  to  transfer  all  power 
which  is  a  vexing  and  troublesome  power  to  some  commission. 
It  makes  campaigns  more  agreeable.  It  shunts  responsibility 
and  avoids  criticism. 

There  is  only  one  commission  to  which  delegation  of  that  authority 
can  be  made.  That  Is  the  great  commission  of  their  own  choosing, 
tbe  Congress  of  the  United  States  sod  the  PreMdent.  It  is  the  only 
commission  which  can  be  held  responsible  to  tbe  electorate. 

What  does  that  language  mean?  It  means  that  the  people 
are  not  wllUug  to  part  with  the  power  of  laying  taxes  and  to 
delegate  it  away  from  those  of  their  own  choosing.  That  has 
been  the  fundamental  principle  »>f  Anglo  Saxon  Jurisprudence 
and  Anglo  Saxon  history  from  the  first  meeting  of  a  leglalatlve 
body.  Kings  have  lost  their  heads  In  contending  for  thto  power, 
and  men  have  been  willing  to  die  that  the  people  be  not  de- 
prlvetl  of  the  right  themselves  to  elect  those  who  are  to  toy 
upon  them  the  taxes. 

There  Is  no  subject  over  which  government  assumes  to  exer- 
cise authority  of  more  concern  to  the  government  and  citizen 
alike  than  the  subject  of  taxation.  When  the  citizen  faces  the 
government  in  the  matter  of  taxes  he  to  practically  helpless, 
save  when  he  chooses  to  api»eal  to  the  aoverelgn  right  of  revo- 
lution. The  lax  which  the  government  exacts  he  must  pay. 
To  pay  it  may  im(ieril  or  ruin  hto  business;  it  may  take  the 
roof  from  over  his  family;  It  may  Impoverish  his  children  and 
deny  them  the  a<lvantages  of  eilucatlon ;  but  the  will  of  the 
government  to  supreme  and  remorseless.  Taxation  has  a  thrill- 
ing history.  It  to  the  bravest  and  also  the  sorriest  chapter 
in  the  history  of  the  English-speaking  race.  It  to  the  story  of 
liberty,  of  free  and  independent  citizenship,  a  story,  in  rtiort.  of 
free  institutions.  Thto  the  fathers  understood  quite  as  well  as 
we  understand  it. 

And  thia  the  fathers  heeded  far  better  than  we  seem  dis- 
posed to  do.  How  carefully,  how  persistently,  they  undertook 
to  place  the  power  of  raising  revenue,  of  imposing  taxes,  where 
it  was  least  likely  to  be  abused  and  where  those  who  mu.«t 
pay  the  taxes  coflld  most  immediately  and  wtoely  interpose 
political  check  In  case  of  Its  abu.se — political  check,  that  the 
revolutionary  spirit  so  often  Invoked  In  the  past  might  not  be 
Invoked  again.  The  House  of  Represtnitatives  are  elected  every 
two  years — the  House  alone  can  originate  bills  for  raising 
revenue.  The  Congress  alone  may  impose  taxes.  The  prin- 
ciple of  government  underlying  taxation  they  thoroughly  under- 
stood. But  when  you  think  of  the  burden  of  government  in 
these  days,  the  crushing  weight  of  expenditures  increasing 
year  by  year,  one  must  conclude  that  the  power  to  Impose 
taxes  is  even  more  vital  than  when  the  Constitution  was 
framed — ^it  is  the  power  of  life  and  death  over  the  citizen ;  it  to 
the  power  to  destroy.  We  are  accustomed  when  speaking  of 
the  history  of  taxes  to  refer  to  the  kings  who  have  lost  their 
heads  or  their  crowns  in  attempting  to  impose  taxes  without 
the  consent  of  the  peo[de.  But  I  am  interested  in  a  more 
homely  and  a  more  common  tragedy,  that  of  millions  of  men, 
women,  and  children  who  daily  make  sacrifices  that  they  may 
meet  the  burdens  of  government  I  want  to  keep  the  power 
to  levy  taxes  close  to  those  who  pay  the  taxes  and  do  the 
voting. 

The  fathers  provided  that  the  House  should  originate  meas- 
ures of  revenue  and  they  placed  the  power  there.  In  the  name 
of  God  let  us  keep  it  there!  It  is  not  the  question  of  an  hour. 
It  is  not  the  questitm  of  a  day.  It  to  a  question  of  years— I 
trust  of  centuries — and  whether  we  are  going  to  preserve  this 
Goveniment  as  it  ought  to  be  preserved  and  make  it  the  obedient 
instrument  of  the  people 

If  Congress  instinctively  senses  Its  Inability  to  discharge  the 
duties  imposed  upon  it  by  the  OonstitutitMi,  If  the  Congress 
would  evade  or  shirk  the  trust  reposed  in  it  by  the  people,  let 
it  at  least  summons  the  courage  to  propose  openly  throu^  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  these  fundamental  changes,  thto 


redistribution  of  power.  If  Congress  hungers  for  political  sub- 
serviency.  If  it  coveto  the  Ignominious  rdle  of  display  witboat 
power,  of  debate  without  authority,  will  we  not  as  a  pariing 
act  of  courage  and  self-respect  propose  that  the  fundamental 
law  be  changed?  Are  we  not  willing  to  give  th?  people  a  chance 
to  say  whether  they  wish  the  taxing  power  to  be  repttsed  In  one 
man?  We  should  not  seek  through  subtlety,  thnmgh  trickery, 
what  we  dare  not  propose  openly  before  those  who  sent  us  herew 
I  do  not  know  of  a  more  shameless  betrayal  of  a  (Hiblic  trust 
than  that  of  surremlering  the  power  with  which  we  are  tempo- 
rarily intrusted  than  of  evading  the  obligation  which  for  a  britef 
season  we  have  been  willing  to  assume. 

An  ex-President  of  the  United  States  said  a  few  days  ago  that 
the  President  of  the  United  States  enjoys  greater  power  than 
any  living  sovereign.  Woodrow  Wilson  once  said  to  me,  or  said 
in  my  iMresence,  that  he  shuddered  when  he  thought  of  the  power 
which  he  po6S€>s8ed  as  a  President  He  is  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  Army  and  Navy.  He  is  In  charge  of  the  foreign  affaira 
of  our  Government  He  has  practically  the  war-making  power, 
because  he  may  so  conduct  foreign  affairs  that  the  declanition 
of  war  by  the  Congress  to  a  formality.  He  has  the  veto  power, 
the  pardoning  power.  He  has  the  appointing  power  of  all  the 
oflJcers  In  the  Federal  Oovernmeut.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  has  now  decided  that  he  has  the  dismissing  power. 
No  Senator  who  has  served  very  long  in  thto  body  will  undep> 
estimate  the  influence  of  that  power.  No  Senator  who  has  wit- 
nessed the  subtle  Influence  of  the  a|ip(»intlug  power  upon  legis- 
lation will  underestimate  that  power  of  the  President 

Truly,  as  has  been  said,  the  President  enjcjys  more  power  than 
any  living  sovereign.  Shall  we  delegate  now  the  most  excep- 
tional power,  the  most  delicate  power.  tl»e  most  precious  power 
of  the  peofrfe.  also  to  the  President  of  the  United  Slates?  Not 
thto  President.  I^t  us  dtomiHs  that  idea.  Individuals  and  per- 
sons have  nothing  to  do  with  thto  debate.  But  shall  we  turn 
over  to  the  Executive,  with  all  hto  tremendous  powers,  tbe  addi- 
tional power  which  enables  him  to  levy  duties  as  a  practical 
proiKJsltlon  which  the  i*H>irfe  of  tbe  United  States  are  to  pay? 
Mussolini  was  |>ut  to  the  inconvenience  of  aeising  power,  but  we 
as  a  Congress  are  going  like  a  bastinadoed  elephant  bowing  at 
the  feet  of  the  President  and  surrendering  to  him  the  power 
which  the  people  repose  in  us. 

Something  is  hafipening  here,  my  friends,  which  the  fathers  of 
the  Constitution  never  dreamed  of.  In  studying  and  dtocussing 
the  question  of  the  divtolon  of  priwer,  the  leglstotlve,  the  execu- 
tive, and  the  Judicial,  they  surveyed  the  whole  field  of  experience 
and  the  entire  realm  of  thought  as  to  what  might  happen. 
Hamilton  and  Madison  were  deepljr  Interested  In  the  subject 
Ma<llson  said  that  the  accumulation  of  all  power,  legtolatlve, 
executive,  and  Judlctol,  in  the  same  hands  may  be  pronounced  as ' 
the  very  definition  of  tyranny.  He  further  said  in  the  same 
discussion  that  power  is  of  an  encroaching  nature  and  ought  to 
be  restrained  from  passing  the  limits  assigned  to  it  It  was  a 
subject  in  which  they  felt  proftMindly  and  they  undertook  to 
survey  the  conditions  under  which  that  power  might  be  frittered 
away  from  one  department  to  the  other.  But  they  never 
dreamed,  nowhere  discussed  and  nowhere  contemplated  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  would  voluntarily  surrender  Its 
power.  It  never  entered  their  minds  that  the  people  would  elect 
a  Congress  whlrti  from  time  to  time  and  year  to  year  would 
voluntarily  surrender  Its  power— as  one  Member  of  the  other 
body  said,  get  rid  of  the  details,  get  rid  of  our  troubles,  leave  us 
a  debating  society. 

My  friends,  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  to-day  the  legal  ques- 
tion, although  I  do  want  to  say  a  few  words  in  regard  to  it 
The  flexible  tariff  provision  is  not  a  new  subject  with  me.  I 
have  been  opposing  It  ever  since  it  has  been  proposed  In  the 
Congress.  If  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  so,  I  voted  against  the 
last  tariff  bill  because,  among  other  reasons,  it  was  in  that  bill. 
I  regarded  it  of  such  a  grave  nature  that  I  have  not  yet  felt 
that  I  could  surrender  my  views  In  regard  to  It  I  declared  then 
that  the  law  as  passed  in  1922  waa  unconstitutional.  I  know 
that  the  Supreme  Court  has  decided  that  it  is  constitutional.  I 
can  not  follow  their  reasoning  though  I  must  bow  to  the  dectoion. 
Perhaps  It  is  for  us  to  accept  the  decree  of  the  court  and  go 
forward.  But  even  if  we  do  that  the  question  of  policy  would 
remain. 

The  Supreme  Court  decides  these  matters  under  different  cir- 
cumstances than  those  under  whldi  we  enact  laws.  When  a 
congressional  enactment  goes  to  the  Supreme  Court  the  court 
gives  an  immediate  prestmiption  in  favor  of  the  law.  It  gives 
e^'ery  presumption  in  favor  of  the  power  of  Congress  to  enact 
the  tow  and  it  often  determines  such  questions  upon  that  pre- 
siunptlon.  But  I  wonder  what  the  members  of  the  Supreme 
Cotirt  wotiW  do  as  members  of  thto  body  If  each  and  every  one 
of  them  were  sitting  here  and  called  upon  to  delegate  that  prmer 
where  they  were  free  to  exercise  their  judgment  relieved  from 
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the  pre<)iiiiiptian  that  OonicresB  arttt  within  ItB  authority  and 
reiiered  tmm  the  presomptiOD  Uiat  Cociirress  intended  to  delegate 
power  which  it  had  the  power  to  delegate. 

I  thoosht,  when  I  read  the  Prestitlent's  interriew,  what  would 
PreNiUent  Uourer  do  if  be  were  a  Senator  here  from  some  State 
sittini;  upoii  the  qa^^tion?  Doeg  anyone  thinlc,  jud^ng  hLs 
hintory  iind  Judging  his  character  by  his  btiitory,  that  he  would 
give  up  any  power  be  possessed  If  ttte  itenate  of  the  United 
Htatf«  attempted  to  delegate  it  away? 

We  are  sitting  here  determiiang  a  policy  notwithstanding  the 
decixiun«  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Let  n!»  rev-lew  thene  decisions 
bri«'fl.v  beiauso  1  must  not  detain  the  Senate  more  than  a  few 
m<HueniM  longer. 

The  case  to  which  we  go  back  and  to  which  all  decisions  go 
bacic  wlten  they  ot-ek  to  And  authority  for  this  kind  of  delega- 
tion of  power  i»  the  faiuoas  ca.se  of  the  brig  Aurora,  decided,  I 
thhtk.  In  18U9.  At  lea.st  It  involveH  the  law  known  as  the  non- 
inten-oarse  law  enacted  umier  President  JefTeraon.  That  law 
foriMtde  the  importation  of  goods  from  Great  Britain  and 
France. 

Tlie  law  provliled.  however,  that  in  case  either  France  or 
Great  Britain  should  revoke  their  decree,  revoke  their  pro- 
nouncement with  reference  to  neutrality,  then  upon  the  instance 
of  that  revmstion  the  Presideut  would  84>  declare  and  trade  be 
resumed.  The  law  Itself  provided  that  upon  the  promulgation 
of  that  fact  the  law  should  operate  ao  and  so,  and  that  the  two 
countries  sitouid  be  permitted  to  trade. 

That  is  the  deci^don  to  which  we  go  back  when  we  are  seek- 
ing for  the  IwRinuing  of  authority  for  this  delegation  of  power. 
But,  Mr.  President,  that  was  a  complete  law  in  itself.  There 
was  nothing  for  the  President  to  determine  except  a  specific 
fact,  to  wit,  that  either  of  tl>e  Grovernmenta  had  revoked  tlielr 
dei-ree.  That  rule  hu;*  never  been  doubted.  That  Is  the  rule  In 
all  the  State  courts.  The  test  is  this:  If  the  facts  may  be 
definitely  stated  and  accurately  ascertained,  then  the  power 
may  be  delegated  to  do  the  particular  thing  based  upon  thoee 
facts. 

Then  came  the  <<ase  of  Field  against  Clark,  so  far  as  this  par- 
ticular question  is  concerned.  The  law,  enacted  under  Presi- 
dent McKinley.  provided  that  certain  products  should  come  into 
this  country  fre«' — mola.sses,  hides,  nod  some  other  things.  But 
the  hiw  provided  that  in  case  those  countries  from  which  those 
gtKMls  were  coming  siiould  enact  a  law  imiKtsin^  duties  upon  our 
agricultural  products,  then.  ai>on  tlie  ascertainment  of  that  fact 
and  the  President  of  the  United  States  pronouncing  it.  certain 
duties  provided  in  the  law — ^not  made  by  the  President,  not 
determined  by  the  President,  but  specifically  provided  in  the 
law — sijould  go  into  efTeit. 

That  law  was  complete  within  itself.  The  duties  were  speci- 
fied. Th«e  was  nothhig  left  except  the  fact  as  to  whether  or 
Dt>t  a  duty  had  been  impt*sed  such  as  the  President  believed 
con^4titute«i  want  of  reciprocity. 

In  that  caj<e  there  was  a  division  of  the  conrt.  Justice  Lamar 
and  L^ef  Justice  Fuller  distiented.  and  while,  of  course,  the  de- 
cision of  the  court  as  a  decLnitui  established  the  law  of  that  ea«e, 
I  can  not  read  the  dissenting  opinion  without  coming  to  cuudn- 
sion  that  the  sounder  law  and  certainly  the  wiser  policy  were 
stated  by  the  dlKseutiug  Justices. 

Then,  Mr.  President,  came  the  case  of  Hampton  against  The 
Unit«tl  States,  decided  in  Two  hundred  and  seventy-sixth  United 
States  Reports.  The  court  pa^oied  upon  the  law  of  1922  and 
held  that  law  cousiitutional.  Here  we  come  to  the  firet  instance 
in  which  the  ci»urt  Jumped  dearly  from  the  ascertainment  of  a 
fai-t.  where  the  power  was  not  given  to  levy  duties,  otw  to  the 
protM^irion  i>f  the  a.scertainment  of  a  fact  and  the  finding  and 
levying  of  duties,  the  establishing  of  duties.  The  law  was  In- 
complete t)ecau9P  it  was  mxressary  for  the  President  to  establish 
the  duties  tuid  ikroclalm  them  before  the  law  became  comi>lete. 
With  all  due  respect  to  the  SufNvme  Court  irf  the  United  States, 
that  deci.«>ion  was  a  great  surpri.se,  I  will  say.  to  me.  But  If  it 
eMtabiishcs  the  law  in  that  ca^^  it  only  enjoins  upon  as  more 
definitely  the  proposition  of  guarding  our  rights  here  as  a  law- 
making body. 

The  policy  la  for  us  to  establish.  I  ask  In  all  sincerity,  and 
I  ask  my  able  friend  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  RBa>].  if  that  is 
the  law.  it  the  Cini^ress  may  delegate  to  the  President  upon 
appertaining  the  difference  between  the  coat  of  production  at 
home  and  abroad,  tlie  i>ower.  according  to  bis  Judgm^it,  to 
declare  what  the  duties  shall  !>€,  and  thereby  piece  out  the 
law  to  make  It  complete,  where  are  we  going  to  stop? 
^-tt  we  transfer  to  the  Executive  the  power  we  here  propose 
to  transfer,  when  and  where  shall  we  halt  in  oar  mad  and 
reckless  generosity?  If  we  set  the  pace,  what  Congress  may 
we  hope  will  have  the  integrity  of  purpose,  the  courage,  and 
the  patriotism,  to  stay  the  craven  surrender  of  power  now 
going  OD  and  to  put  an  end  to  tbla  chronic  renondation  o<  the 
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obligations  plven  to  and  imposed  upon  us  by  the  Constitution? 
Precedents  established  by  tlniid  or  ludifferent  men  will  be 
cited  by  sincere  and  conscientious  legislators  upon  the  assunii>- 
tlon  that  they  were  honestly  establishoil.  If  we  are  justifleil 
either  by  the  Constitution  or  expediency  in  giving  the  Executive 
this  authority  to  deal  with  customs  revenue,  is  there  any  con- 
vincing argument  to  be  addu*  ed  against  granting  equal  author- 
ity over  income  taxes  and  all  other  taxes.  Why  should  we  sur- 
render the  p«jwers  which  S4)  clearly  belong  to  the  lawmaking 
department?  What  a  shirking,  apologetic  admission  ui>on  the 
part  of  Congress  that  It  is  unworthy  of  the  trust.  What  a 
shameless  confession  upon  our  i)art  that  representative  govern- 
ment Is  a  failure.  No  more  unworthy  public  servant  slimes  his 
way  through  the  corridors  of  the  government  than  the  public 
servant  w-ho  evades  or  barters  away  .solemnly  impoKeil  ohll- 
gntions.  There  is  something  to  be  said  for  the  public  servant 
who  weighs  well  his  public  duty  and  fails.  There  Is  something 
to  be  said  for  the  man  who  dishonors  his  place  of  honor  but 
leaves  it  all  intact  for  a  competent  and  faithful  successor.  But 
there  is  no  plea  to  be  made  for  the  man  who  goes  out  and 
seeks  from  the  people  these  places  of  honor  and  trust,  of  <»bll- 
gatious  and  power,  and  then  surrenders  them  over  to  another. 
This  is  an  act  for  which  tliere  is  no  defense  to  be  found. 

The  argument  is  made  that  this  transfer  of  power  is  born 
of  necessity,  that  the  construction  of  the  Ccmstitution  per- 
mitting this  transfer  ari.<*s  out  of  the  Inherent  necessity  of  the 
situation.  This  doctrine  of  necessity  has  even  found  its  way 
Into  the  deci.^lons  of  the  courts.  Necessity,  as  has  often  been 
said,  knows  no  law,  regards  no  constitution.  When  I  hear  men 
appeal  to  necessity  In  justification  of  their  acts,  I  am  bound 
to  conclude  that  they  thus  admit  they  can  not  find  any  justifica- 
tion for  their  course  within  the  terms  of  the  Constitution.  If 
the  Constitution,  or  any  reasonable  rule  of  construction,  would 
authorlase  this  delegation  of  power,  there  would  be  no  occasion 
to  invoke  the  doctrine  of  necessity.  That  is  an  argument  that 
is  made  solely  and  alone  in  the  absence  of  constitutional  au- 
thority. This  word  "  neces-sity  "  has  an  ancient  and  un.savory 
reputation.  It  Is  closely  assodated  with  arbitniry  gf)vernment. 
It  smacks  of  pwsonal  power.  It  has  always  been  the  plea  of 
the  lawless.  It  has  no  place  in  c<institutional  government. 
There  may  be  reasfmable  and  just  grounds  f<»r  changing  and 
rewriting  the  Constitution.  If  so,  let  that  appeal  be  made  to 
those  alone  who  are  authorized  to  change  it.  But  so  long  as 
the  Constitution  stands,  the  plea  of  necessity  can  never  be 
heard  without  disregarding  every  principle  ni)on  which  our 
form  of  government  rests. 

Mr.  President,  there  have  been  two  books  lately  written, 
which  are  very  interesting  bo<iks,  and  I  think  very  great  books. 
One  was  written  by  Lloyd  Paul  Stryker,  a  lawjer  of  New 
York,  which  is  entitled  "  The  Life  of  Andrew  Johnson."  The 
other  was  written  by  that  brilliant  young  writer,  Claude  G.  Row- 
ers, and  is  entitled  "  The  Tragic  Era."  lioth  b«^Kiks  cf)ver  prac- 
tically the  same  period  in  American  history,  the  most  regrettable 
and  unfortunate  period  in  our  entire  hi.story — that  is,  the  re- 
const  ruet  ion  period.  The  Con.«ititution  was  tested  even  beynd 
the  test  of  drll  war.  Acting  under  pa.^sions  born  of  the  re- 
cent struggle,  guided  by  a  spirit  of  revenge  rather  than  a  spirit 
of  Justice,  strong  men  searched  the  Constitution  for  power,  for 
atithority  to  do  those  things  which  the  wise  framers  of  that 
Instrument  never  intended  shonld  be  done.  The  authority  could 
not  be  found.  Baffled  and  di.s<*OTi raged  in  their  search  for 
authority  to  Justify  their  a^-ts  and  deeds  and  wholly  unable  to 
And  It,  they  raised  the  old  cry  of  necessity.  The  necessity  of 
fhe  situation !  Under  this  plea  they  proceeded  to  put  this  Con- 
stitution to  the  severest  strain  yet  recorde<l  in  our  history. 

The  student  of  that  period  rises  from  his  survey  of  those 
events  with  a  deep^seated  distru.st  of  all  constitutional  plans 
and  all  constitutional  argninents  which  must  be  8upiM)rte<l  and 
proppefl  by  the  plea  «)f  necessity.  Once  the  pl»*a  Is  aMmitted, 
where  is  the  limitation  of  power?  Once  the  plea  Is  accepted, 
and  who  will  be  bound  by  the  authority  thus  invoked?  Once 
the  plea  is  admitted,  and  there  Is  no  constitution  except  the 
will  and  purpose  of  thoee  who  happen  to  be  in  power  at  that 
particular  period. 

But  if  those  acting  under  the  fierce  feeling  of  internecine 
strife  are  not  to  be  panloned — and  in  my  judgment  they  are 
not — what  will  be  said  of  those  who  raise  the  plea,  the  fierce, 
[Jemoralizing  plea.  In  times  of  peace.  In  times  which  admit  of 
reflection  and  considered  judgment?  Let  us  conserve  and  pre- 
serve the  principles  of  the  Constitution  faithfully  and  religiously 
antil  the  peo|>le  remake  that  Con.stitotion.  There  is  no  pxcu.se 
to  be  given  for  any  other  course.  Such  excuses  as  may  be  con- 
jured up  do  credit  neither  to  our  integrity  of  mind  nor  our 
sincerity  of  purpose. 

Necessity  has  no  proper  place  in  our  vocabulary  when  we  are 
exerciainc  the  coiutitutioual  powers  of  this  Government.     We 
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must  either  find  the  authority  in  the  Constitution  or  we  must 
halt  and  go  buck  to  the  people  and  ask  the  people  if  they  them- 
selves want  to  delegate  that  power.  Upon  no  other  prindple 
can  a  republican  government  long  endure. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  mean  to  speak  on  the  flexible 
tariff  provision  somewhat  more  at  length  at  another  time,  but 
oue  or  two  statements  liave  been  made  by  my  friend  from 
Idaho  which  I  think  call  for  prompt  reply. 

Mr.  President,  the  batUe  between  the  Executive  and  the  Con- 
gress has  gone  on  since  the  Constitution  went  Into  effect  It 
will  go  on  so  long  as  that  Constitution  shall  last.  It  is  to  the 
best  interest  of  the  United  States  that  it  should  go  on;  it  is  to 
theTjest  interest  of  the  United  States  that  that  battle  should 
never  cease.  When  it  shall  cease  it  can  only  be  because  of  the 
impotency  of  the  President  or  of  the  Congress,  and  either  condi- 
tion would  be  a  misfortune  beyond  parallel.  I  hope  that  battle 
always  will  continue.  The  President's  power  grows  and  ours 
grows  with  the  growth  of  the  country  and  the  growing  com- 
plexity of  the  country's  affairs.  His  power  grows  because  a 
great  ma.ss  of  new  questions  come  up  upon  whidi  the  Executive 
must  act,  and  ours  grows  for  the  same  reason.  Our  relative 
powers  ebb  and  flow  and  always  will ;  only  I  hope  they  will 
never  ebb  very  far  In  either  direction.  That  Is  the  foundation, 
perhaps,  of  the  Senator's  argument  against  the  flexible  tariff 
provision. 

But  the  Senator  begins  with  a  remarkable  criticism  of  the 
President.  I  think  he  said  he  did  not  criticize  the  issuance  of 
the  President's  statement  on  the  flexible  tariff  provision,  but 
then  he  proceeded  with  a  discussion  of  the  statement,  which 
to  my  ears  sounded  very  much  like  a  caustic  criticism,  as  If  the 
President  were  invading  our  fieid  by  issuing  that  statement  and 
giving  advice.  In  the  definition  of  the  President's  duties  in  the 
Constitution  we  find  the  statement  that — 

He  shall  from  time  to  time  give  to  the  Congress  Information  of  the 
state  of  the  Union  and  recommend  to  their  consideration  such  measures 
as  be  shall  Judge  necessary  and  exi>edient. 

It  is  the  plain  meuning  of  that  language  In  the  Constitution 
that  it  is  for  the  Presidents  judgment  to  settle  the  time  and  the 
Bubje<'t  of  his  reci»mmendations.  It  is  the  plain  meaning  of  his 
statement  that  he  does  recommend  to  our  consideration  this 
provision  for  a  fiexible  tariff. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  an  inter- 
ruption? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  UEED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  apologize  for  Intruding,  but  the  Senator  cer- 
tainly does  not  feel,  does  he,  that  the  President  was  exercising 
the  prerogative  which  was  given  him  by  the  Constitution  when 
he  gave  to  the  Washington  Post  and  other  newspapers  of  the 
United  States  a  statement?  If  he  wanted  to  send  a  message  to 
Cougre.ss,  why  did  he  not  send  It  to  Congress? 

Mr.  REED.  It  Is  a  matter  of  Indifference,  it  seems  to  me. 
His  word  reached  Congress  and  reached  the  public  whichever 
method  be  picked,  and  I  am  not  inclined  to  be  finical  about  the 
method  which  he  chose. 

One  statement  was  made  by  the  Senat<w  from  Idaho  which 
I  want  at  this  earliest  opportunity  to  contradict,  at  least  for 
mysdf,  and  I  believe  for  a  majority  of  my  colleagues.  The 
Senator  says  that  this  is  a  fight  between  agriculture  and  in- 
dustry. I  decline  to  admit  that.  In  :m  far  as  I  am  privilege<l 
U)  speak  for  the  great  Industrial  communities  of  the  East,  I 
decline  to  engage  in  that  fight  I  say  that  the  communities 
for  which  I  am  trj-ing  to  speak  are  not  conscious  of  such  a 
fight  and  are  not  waging  any  such  fight.  As  I  tried  to  say  the 
other  day.  we  are  doittg  our  level  b»'st  to  think  of  all  Ameri- 
cans as  equals,  whether  they  be  farmers  in  Idaho  or  factory 
workers  In  New  England.  On  no  other  principle  can  the  (Con- 
gress legislate.  So  I  was  amazed  to  hear  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  appeal  to  hLs  brethren  from  the  Western  States  to  stand 
against  this  flexible-tariff  provision  and  retain  the  power  here 
In  the  Senate,  where  the  representation  is  disproportionate  to 
population,  and  not  let  that  power  go  where  the  Western  States, 
becau.se  of  their  disproportionate  representation,  could  no 
longer  control  the  situation. 

What  can  that  mean.  Mr.  President,  except  that  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  Is  afraid  of  the  facts ;  that  he  Is  afraid  to  let  the 
facts  be  Judged  by  an  impartial  tribunal  organized  like  a  court, 
expressly  taken  out  of  the  field  of  i>olit1cs,  with  the  parties 
equally  balanced  in  representation  upon  that  commission?  The 
Senator  says  no,  the  facts  on  which  the  industries,  agriculture, 
and  the  mines  of  America  depend  for  thdr  life  must  not  be 
Judged  bv  an  impartial  tribunal,  but  must  be  Judged  here, 
where  Idaho  with  430,000  people  has  two  Senators  and  New 


York  with  eleven  or  twelve  million  people  has  but  two,  whera 
some  Americans  have  twenty  or  thirty  times  the  PtiresentHtloa 
of  other  Americans.  He  can  not  let  bis  facts  go  to  that  tril>u- 
mal,  that  nonpartisan.  Judicial.  delib(*mtive  tribunal ;  but  be 
must  have  them  dedded  here  where  representation  Is  all  lop. 
sided  betwt>en  the  States  of  different  size. 

I  know  {ierfectl^-  well  (hut  it  is  no  use  to  rail  against  that 
condition.  We  all  know  we  would  have  had  no  ^"'e<leml  Con- 
stitution had  It  not  been  for  the  great  comitrouilHe  which  gava 
all  the  States  equality  of  repres«»ntatiim  in  the  Senate.  There 
is  no  use  kicking  against  that  It  is  as  permanent  as  anything 
cau  t)e  in  our  systeui  of  government,  and  the  Constilntiou  |»ro< 
tects  it  alone  from  being  chamred  by  amendnunit.  I  do  not 
complain  of  it,  because  it  is  useless  to  do  so;  but  surely  there 
is  (something  wrong  with  a  case  that  tan  only  be  submlttL-d  to  a 
tribunal  constituted  as  is  the  Unlt«l  States  Senate.  There 
must  be  souM'thing  wrong  about  a  case  that  dare  not  submit 
Its  facts  to  Judicial  decision. 

The  trouble  with  tliis  attack  on  the  flexible  tariff  and  with 
this  attack  on  the  whole  bill — this  la  only  the  part  of  a  general 
campaign  against  the  bill — Is  that  these  gentlemen  who  have 
apix>inted  themselves  8pi>keKmen  for  agriculture — »»nd  I  deny 
their  right  to  do  It — are  trying  to  drag  down  the  rest  of  the 
country  so  as  to  put  the  whole  country  on  a  levd.  We  are 
trying  to  lift  up  agriculture  to  the  higher  level  on  which  moat 
of  the  industry  of  the  country  is.  That  is  the  difference.  We 
are  both  seeking  equality.  They  are  trying  to  do  it  by  lailling 
down  the  East.     We  are  trying  to  do  it  by  lifting  up  the  West 

As  a  spokesman  for  agriculture  I  am  distinctly  distiuulified 
by  reastiu  of  my  own  ignorance,  but  at  least  in  disposititsi  I 
claim  that  my  attempts  to  help  Uje  farmer  are  as  sim'ere  as 
those  of  our  atlversaries.  In  Pennsylvania  in  1927  we  pr«slucetl 
$249,000,000  worth  of  agricultural  products.  The  State  of  hlaho 
produced  $108,000,000  worth.  Surely.  I  am  as  much  entitled  to 
be  considered  a  friend  of  agriculture  as  Is  the  ehxiuent  Senator 
who  preoHied  me.  I  can  not  siieak  for  agriculture  with  the 
same  tongue  of  eloquence  that  he  has.  but  I  have  just  as  much 
sincerity  in  the  words  I  use  and  the  heart  that  prompts  them. 

Mr.  McMASTER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.   REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  may  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania, in  regard  to  his  interest  in  agriculture,  that  Mr. 
Grundy  in  his  famous  publication  stated  tliat  80  i»er  cent  of  the 
wealtli  of  Pennsylvania  is  due  to  the  Industrial  interests  and 
20  per  cent  is  due  to  agriculture,  and  on  that  ai-count  he  rather 
^arply  criticized  the  I^resident  ft»r  even  suggesting  that  this 
should  be  au  agricultural  bill,  because  manifestly,  as  far  as 
Pennsylvania  is  concerned.  It  ought  to  be  an  industrial  bill, 
since  80  per  cent  of  their  interests  center  in  industrial  pr«Kluctii. 

Mr.  REED.  I  never  saw  that  statement.  I  do  not  know 
whether  Mr.  Grundy  made  it  or  not ;  but  if  he  did  make  it.  he 
is  wrong.    That  is  my  position. 

Mr.  President,  something  has  been  said  about  the  unwisdom 
of  this  provision  from  the  standpoint  of  the  fanner.  Can  the 
Senate  forget  that  out  of  the  28  increases  which  have  been 
made  by  the  Presideiu  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  11  were  increases  of  duty  on  agricultural  products? 
Is  that  any  sign  of  Industrial  domination  in  the  Tariff  Commls- 
bion  when  11  out  of  28  of  the  Increases  made  by  the  President 
on  their  reports  have  gone  to  this  one  industry  of  agriculture? 
Does  not  that  indicate  that  these  repreR«nitatJve8  of  tlie  Indus- 
trial  East  against  whom  the  8<*natf>r  Inveighs  so  strongly  iiave  a 
strong  inclination  to  be  as  fair  to  the  farmer  as  to  other  Ameri- 
cans, the  same  inclination  to  protect  him  against  foreign  com- 
petition that  they  have  to  protect  other  Americans? 

Does  not  the  record  of  the  Tariff  Commission  In  the  past 
seven  years  conclusively  disprove  the  implication  that  power 
has  toV  retained  here  In  the  Senate,  and  can  not  be  Intrusted 
to  the  Tariff  Commission  and  to  the  President? 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  tor  a 

moment?  ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr    BFED      I  vield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Would  the  Senator  be  willing  to  accept  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  that  we  leave  the  indus- 
trial schedules  to  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  thereby  express 
our  confidence  in  It? 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course  not;  and  the  reas..n  why  not  is  ob- 
vious. Take  some  of  the  matters  which  the  Tariff  Commission 
have  handled  that  were  matters  of  acute  distress  in  different 
parts  of  this  country:  They  necessarily  had  to  «pend  many 
months  and  years  in  their  investigations,  in  their  solicitude  ta 
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KPt  thp  Piact  tnrtn;  ami  whllo  th<'3r  were  Kpendlnx  tho«e  months 
In  n<H'»-»««ary  InrpwflCTtlonit  nwMi  wpre  starving,  out  r»t  J<»bn.  and 
right  ii«j«t  thfir  fiirtorl«'H  wert*  ootninff  pnNluctit  ♦bai  wit*-  matlc 
ahroad  at  r<iMtH  ho  low  that  It  wan  ImptwMible  to  torn  a  wheel 
In  Nimllar  factoiien  hen.  That  in  a  deaperute  state  of  affalnt ; 
and  iu»t  <»nly  «n«l  they  spend  tlmp  In  n^ci'NHary  InveHtlsatlonM,  bat 
tht-y  H(M-nr  tlin«'  In  wholly  anntfcuMary  wriintrlini;  aw.unn  tb*>ni- 
)w>lv<*ft,  for  whirh  they  ousht  to  have  l>«eti  very  much  a»hanip<l : 
and  while  they  wranicled  amiece«farlly,  some  industrlen  lay 
pr.xfrate. 

That  I)*  why  I  d«i  not  Hccept  'he  Senator**  mirxeatlon.  Here 
w««  tiave  the  bill  l»efore  u»«.  We  kn«»w.  if  we  are  willing  to  face 
tb.'  factM.  that  ther**  are  lndn'«trt«>!i  that  are  nrpi^OeflBly  de- 
preA*)ed,  far  worse  than  a^cultare.  Take  tanning,  for  in- 
RtHnt-e — the  tannine  of  leather.  SeTenty-one  tanneries  have 
gone  t'Ut  of  business  In  the  lant  18  months.  A  laruer  propor- 
tion of  people  engaged  in  that  indn*itrj-  have  been  mined  In  the 
luHt  1H  months  than  those  engai^ed  in  agricnltare  have  been 
ruined  since  the  World  War. 

Mr    FRAZIER.     Mr.  Preaident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dm-a  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dtikota? 

Mr    RKED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  F'RAZIER.  In  talking  to  a  man  who  represented  or 
HaimtHl  to  represent  some  of  the  leather  Interests,  he  stated  to 
me  fhnt  be  thought  the  chanpe  in  the  nnmt>er  ,>f  tanneries  was 
due  to  consolidations  rather  than  to  going  out  of  misineisa.  It 
was  l>e<*ause  larger  plants  had  perhaps  put  them  out  of  business 
in  that  way.  or  taken  them  over — something  of  ♦^hat  kind. 

Mr  REKI>  No.  Mr.  President :  our  d«»me8tlc  production  has 
de-Um-d,  our  experts  to  other  countries  have  declined,  and  the 
Imports  from  oth«T  countries  of  tanne<l  leather  have  mouiite<I 
amazingly.  You  have  only  to  look  at  the  figures  to  get  the  story. 
Tti«>i*e  fannerb»s  which  have  closetl  up  have  closed  up  because 
foreign  tanneries  were  running  to  supply  the  customers  that  they 
use<l  to  supply  In  this  country. 

Mr.  BARKLEY      Mr.  l»resldent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn.syl 
yaiiia  .yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr    REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Reverting  to  the  Senator's  criticism  of  the 
wrNngling  in  the  TarlflT  ContmisNion 

Mr.  REED.     I  am  going  to  speak  more  about  that  later. 

Mr  BARKLEY  Is  It  not  true  that  a  considerable  portion  of 
that  wrangling  grew  «>ut  of  the  effort  of  Mr.  Marvin  and  those 
who  sympathised  with  him  to  assess  against  commerce  trans- 
portation charges  that  never  actually  occurred  in  order  to 
weigh  them  against  tnin.<;portation  charges  of  Imports  Into  this 
cotjntry?  And.  if  that  Is  true,  does  the  Senator  think  that  those 
who  oppose  the  assessment  of  that  fictitious  transportation 
ought  to  have  withdrawn  their  opposition  In  order  not  to  have 
wrangled? 

Mr  REED,  it  grew  out  of  a  very  large  ntunber  of  disagree- 
ments. It  anwe  primarily  becau.se  the  persons  appointed  on  the 
commission  were  in  some  instances.  In  my  Judgment,  conspicu- 
ously unfit  to  bold  offltv.  I  am  not  taking  sides ;  I  do  not  want 
to  name  personalities;  but  there  were  some  men  there  repre- 
senting the  soH'alled  liberal  thonght.  some  representing  the  so- 
calU>d  conservative  thouzht,  and  I  thought  they  were  both  of 
them  unfit  and  ought  never  to  have  been  named.  The  fault  did 
not  lie  altt^getber  on  one  side.  They  wasted  time  that  was  pre- 
cious to  American  indnstr>-  In  wrangling  over  subtleties  that 
Imd  no  i^ace  at  all  In  the  discussion.  They  kept  lMM)k8  on  one 
another.  They  maneuveretl  in  a  way  that  would  make  a  Sena- 
tor seem  like  an  amateur  in  the  effort  to  get  one  another  in 
wrong.  It  was  a  disgraceful  record ;  but  fortunately  it  is  very 
much  better  now,  and  the  operation  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
to-day  is  immensely  t>etter  than  it  was  five  years  ago. 

Now,  I  want  to  say  a  word  about  the  Senator's  argument 
on  the  constitutionality  of  the  Smoi>t  amendment. 

I  do  not  for  one  moment  urge  the  adoption  of  the  flexible 
tariff  <in  the  ground  of  ne<'essity.  In  my  judgment  it  is  not  nec- 
eK.sary  to  do  it.  If  C<>ngrc»>,s  is  willing  to  sit  long  months  it  can 
do  tlie  same  work.  I  urge  it  because  it  seems  to  me  to  be  com- 
mon sense  and  wise  to  do  it.  and  I  have  no  doubt  what8«)ever  of 
its  constitutionality. 

This  Is  not  a  delegation  of  i>ower  to  the  Tariff  C^>mmis8ion. 
It  Is  a  delegation  of  a  duty  of  investigation  to  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, just  aa  we  delegate  to  a  dozen  other  commissions  simi- 
lar duties  to  us4-ertain  facts.  It  is  not  a  delegation  of  power  to 
the  President,  but  a  direction  to  the  Presl«lent  that  when  those 
facts  exist  he  shall  act  thus  and  si» ;  which  is,  after  uU,  the 
nature  of  every  law  that  we  i)as8  that  pertains  to  the  action  of 
the  Bxerutive.  When  such  and  such  facta  exist,  this  action 
ahall  foUow  as  a  citnsequeuce. 
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In  11>22  the  argument  was  strongly  pressed  that  the  flexible 
ariff    was    an    unconstitutional    ilel(>gation    of    the    legislative 

power,  and  able  arguments  were  tniule  on  Isttli  sides  of  that 
►roposal,  one  of  them  by  the  elotjuent  Senutf»r  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
ioHAH].  It  looked  like  a  close  question;  but  to  as  who  sit 
lere  now  it  can  not  hK»k  like  a  close  question  to-day,  l»e«'ause 
he  precis*'  sabjtH-t  has  l»een  pHM.se<l  ui>on  by  the  Supreme  Court, 
lud  the  con.Htltutlonallty  of  the  flexible  tariff  sustalne<l. 

It  is  unnece8.sary  for  me  to  cite  from  that  decision  at  length ; 
>ut  Id  view  of  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  to  the 

I'ffect  that  those  Justices  were  resolving  every  doubt  in  favor 

i»f  our  legislation,  and  were  not  expressing  any  opinion  about 
he  wi.sdoin  of  it,  and  if  they  had  been  Senators  would  probably 
lave  voted  to  the  contrary,  I  think  It  is  Interesting  to  read  a 

couple  of  sentences  from  the  opinion  in  the  Hampton  ca.se,  which 
vns  handed  down  last  year. 

Naturally  the  analogy  of  the  delegation  of  authority  to  the 
nterstate  Commerc*e  Commi.ssit>u  came  to  their  minds;  and  this 
8  what  they  said  of  that : 

One  of  the  great  funrtlons  conferred  on  Congreas  by  the  Federal 
-onstltutlou  la  the  rejjulation  of  Interstate  commerce  and  rates  to  bo 
ucacted  by  interstate  oirriers  for  the  passenger  and  merchandise  tmfflc. 
The  rates  to  be  flietl  .ire  myriad.  If  Congress  were  to  be  required  to  fix 
•very  rate.  It  woald  be  impos.sible  to  exercise  the  power  at  all. 

Therefore,  common  sense  requires — 

Note  those  words — 

Common  sense  requires  that  In  the  fixing  of  such  rate?.  Congress  may 
provide  a  commission,  as  It  does,  called  the  Interstnre  Commerce  (Com- 
mission, to  fix  those  rates,  after  hearing  evidence  and  nrjtument  mn- 
^rnlng  them  from  interested  parties,  all  In  accord  with  a  general  rule 
that  Congress  first  lavs  down  that  rates  shall  b*^  Just  and  reasonable 
•onsidering  the  service  given  and  not  dlscrlmlnntory. 

Then,  taming  to  the  statute  which  established  the  flexible 

ariff 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  Pre.sident.  will  the  Senator  yield  tliere? 
The  PRESIDING   OFFICER    (Mr.   Walcott  in    the  chair). 
>oes  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
ientucky? 
Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  SenatOT. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  the  matter  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Congress  made  the  commission  solely  an  awency 
>f  C^tngress.  The  Executive  pia.vs  no  part  whatever;  and  in 
»ne  true  sense  of  the  word  the  commission  does  not  fix  rates, 
t  exercises  a  veto  ui>on  rates  Initiated  by  the  carriers ;  so  that 
here  is  hardly  an  analogy,  even  in  spite  of  the  reference  to  it 
)y  the  distinguished  (.'hief  Justice,  between  the  p*»wer  conferred 
>n  the  Interstate  Comniert^e  Commission  to  veto  rates  initiated 
)y  carriers  and  a  power  granted  to  the  President  to  fix  rates 
►f  taxation.     Does  not  the  Senator  recognize  that  difference? 

Mr.    REED.     I   do   not   see  the  slightest    difference  in    law. 
Sach  is  the  delegation  of  a  power  to  act  upon  a  well-defined 
mle  that  is  clearly  stated  by  Congress. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  One,  though.  Is  the  creation  of  a  comnilsslon 
'vhich  is  the  sole  ageticy  of  Congress  to  do  a  certain  thing,  and 
not  to  cooperate  with  the  Executive,  because  in  fixing  railroad 
lates  the  President  plays  no  part  whatever. 

Mr.  REED.  That  Is  quite  true.  In  one  case  the  act  fixing 
he  rate  comes  from  the  commission,  in  the  other  case  from  the 
•resident;  yes. 

The  Supreme  Court,  speaking  of  the  second  one,  the  flexible 
tariff,  says: 

The  same  principle  that  permits  Congress  to  exercise  its  rate-making 
lower  Id  Interstate  commerce  by  declaring  the  rule  which  shall  prevail 
is  the  legislative  fixing  of  rates,  and  enables  it  to  remit  to  a  rate- 
I  taking  body  created  in  accordance  with  its  provisions  the  fixing  of 
iQch  rates,  justifies  a  similar  provision  for  the  fixing  of  customs  duties 
<in  Imported  merchandise. 

The  same  principle,  tiie  ct^urt  says.  Justifies  a  similar  provision 
1  or  the  fixing  of  customs  duties.     The  court  continues  : 

If  Congress  shall  lay  down  by  legislative  act  an  intelligible  principle 
lo  which  the  person  or  l>ody  authorised  to  fix  such  rates  is  directed  to 
( onforra.  such  legislative  action  Is  not  a  forbidden  delegation  of  leglsla- 
\  ive  power.  If  it  is  thought  wise  to  vary  the  customs  duties  accord- 
i  Dg  to  changing  conditions  of  production  at  home  and  abroad.  It  may 
I  uthorlse  the  Chief  Executive  to  carry  out  ttis  purpose,  with  the  ad- 
1 1sory  assistance  of  a  TarifT  Commission  appointed  under  congressional 
i  nthorlty. 

I  am  as  anxious  as  any  of  us  can  be  to  see  the  Congress 

letain  its  indepen<lence  and  its  i»ower.     In  the  long  run  that  is 

he  bulwark  of  liberty.     I  ain  as  anxious  as  any  Senator  to  see 

'<  18  keep  in  our  bauds  all  necessary  legislative  power,  and  not 
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allow  It  tt>  crumb1«  away  by  soccesslve  executive  encroadi- 
inents. 

I  venture  to  aay,  Mr.  President,  that  the  tendencj'  to  aar- 
render  power  ia  not  as  great  now  as  it  was  a  hundred  years 
ag«».  In  tlie  earliest  tariff  acts  we  passeil,  there  were  some 
amazing  delegations  of  power  to  the  rresideut.  The  last  one 
I  remember  was  that  one  in  the  tariff  act  of  189().  w  hich  was 
passed  on  by  the  Supreme  Coart  in  the  case  of  Fields  against 
Clark,  and  even  if  I  seem  to  be  covering  the  ground  again,  I 
want  to  refer  to  that  case.  I  did  not  gather  from  the  iienator 
from  Idaho  quite  the  extent  to  wtdch  that  act  had  gone. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  ? 

Mr.  B.UtKLEY.  I  do  not  like  to  interrui)t  the  Senator,  but 
I  am  Interested  in  his  line  of  thought 

Mr.  REED.     I  am  glad  to  yleld. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  same  provision  of  the  Constitution 
which  authorirejj  Congress  to  levy  taxes,  of  course,  includes  the 
power  tc  levy  all  sorts  of  taxes  we  can  levy.  Does  the  Senator 
believe  tJiat,  following  the  rule  laid  down  in  the  Supreme  Court 
decision,  we  have  tiie  authority  to  confer  ui)on  the  I'resldent  the 
power  to  shift  items  from  the  free  list  to  the  dutiable  list,  and 
from  the  dutiable  list  to  tlie  free  list,  so  as  to  determine  whether 
the  articles  shall  be  taxed  at  all? 

Mr.  REED.  I  believe  we  ct»uid  do  so  if  we  gave  him  some 
rule  ui>on  which  to  act  I  would  be  sorry  to  see  us  do  it,  because 
it  Is  more  power  than  I  would  want  to  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  President. 

Mr.  BAIIKLEY.  If  we  have  the  authority  to  delegate  that 
power  to  the  President  with  reference  to  duties  on  imports, 
have  we  not  the  same  power  to  delegate  to  him  the  power  to 
shift  the  brackets  in  income  taxes,  or  to  determine  whether 
there  sliail  be  any  income  tax  at  all  upon  a  certain  industry  as 
compared  with  some  other  Industry,  subject,  of  course,  to  the 
provision  of  the  Constitution  that  all  taxes  shall  be  uniform? 
If  we  have  the  i)Ower  to  delegate  to  him  the  right  to  .shift  from 
the  dutiable  list  to  the  free  list  items  of  Imports,  and  vice 
versa,  does  not  the  same  constitutional  provision  autliorize  us 
to  turn  over  to  him  altogether  the  right  to  say  what  income 
taxes  shall  be  paid  by  corporations  or  individuals,  and  there- 
fore could  we  not  confer  upon  tl»e  Intenial  Revenue  Bureau  the 
power  to  levy  hicome  taxes  and  all  other  internal-revenue  taxes, 
as  well  as  to  confer  on  the  Tariff  Commission  the  power  to  fix 
tariff  duties? 

Mr.  REED.  Not  unless  we  establish  for  the  guidance  of  the 
Bxecutive  a  clear  rule  of  action  which  shall  control  what  he 
does  in  levying  taxes,  and  substantially  that,  in  fact,  is  what 
we  have  done  In  the  income  tax  law,  because  we  have  laid 
down  a  rule  of  action,  and  it  is  up  to  the  Internal  Revenue 
Bureau  to  api>ly  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Suppose  Congress,  in  undertaking  to  lay 
down  a  rule  of  action,  should  say  to  the  President,  "  We  desire 
to  raise  $50(».0U0.000  per  annum  from  internal  revenue."  Would 
that  be  the  laying  down  of  a  rule  under  which  he  could  fix  the 
rates  of  tuxes? 

Mr.  REED.     Obviously  not. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  sort  of  rule  could  we  lay  down  that 
would  govern  him  in  the  assessment  of  income  taxes,  and  his 
ixiwer  to  determine  them? 

Mr.  REED.  Are  we  not  going  rather  far  afield?  I  do  not 
know  that  it  would  help  any  for  me  to  suggest  ways  of  dele- 
gating power  to  change  the  Income  tax  law. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  constitutional  provision  which  gives  us 
the  power  to  levy  taxes  is  very  limited,  it  is  in  only  a  few 
words,  but  it  does  not  limit  us  to  any  particular  kind  of  taxes, 
and  if  we  can  delegate  to  the  President  the  power  to  levy  taxes 
on  one  thing,  why  can  we  not  delegate  the  whole  power  to  levy 
taxes  on  all  things? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I  have  answered  the 
Senator's  question,  and  if  I  have  not,  I  think  the  case  I  am 
at>oat  to  read  will  answer  it 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  must  confess  that  the  Senator  has  not 
answered  it  to  my  satisfaction. 

Mr.  REED.     Very  well ;  then  perhai>s  this  will  answer  It 

The  statute  which  was  considered  in  the  case  of  Field  apiinst 
Clark  was  the  tariff  act  of  October  1,  1890.  That  contained  a 
provision  which  I,  as  only  a  moderately  good  lawyer,  would 
unhesitatingly  have  said  was  unconstitutional.  It  waa  the 
provision — 

That  with  a  view  to  secure  reciprocal  trade  with  countries  producing 
the  following  articles,  and  for  thlg  purpose,  on  and  after  the  Irt  day 
of  January,  1892,  whenever,  and  so  often  as  the  President  stiall  be 
satisfied  that  the  r;„vemment  of  any  country  pro<lnclng  and  exporting 
■ugar,  molasses,  coffee,  tea,  and  bides,  raw  and  oncuied,  or  any  of  such 


articles.  Imposes  duties  or  other  •xtractlons  apoa  the  acricultaral  or 
other  products  of  Dm  United  States — 

Now  mark  this : 

Which  In  view  of  the  free  introduction  of  sacb  sugar.  oioUsses,  coffee, 
tea,  and  bides  Into  the  United  SUtos  he— 

The  President- 
mar  deem  to  be  reciprocally  nnequai  and  unreasonable,   be  ahall  bavs 
the  power  and  It  shall  be  his  duty  to  suspend,  by  proclamatton  tn  that 
effect,  the  proTlslons  of  this  act  relatlsg  to  the  free  introduction  of  sueh 
sugar,  molasses,  coffee,  ten,  snd  bides. 

See  what  that  act  ditl.  If  the  President  thought  that  th« 
tariff  law  of  a  foreign  country  as  to  some  agricultural  prod- 
ucts, not  siiecifleil.  was  unreasonable.  acct)rdlng  to  a  rule  of 
reason  not  even  .suggeste<l,  then  the  President  <>n  that  state  of 
facts,  might  take  those  articles  from  the  free  list  and  make  them 
dutiable.    That,  I  think,  answers  the  Senator's  question. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  held  that  that 
section  was  constitutional.  Whether  it  was  constitutional  or 
not — and,  of  course,  in  view  of  that  de«'lslon,  we  have  to  submit 
and  agive  that  It  was,  although  the  mln«)rlty  of  the  court  did 
not  submit  without  protest— it  was  clearly  unwis<»  I  do  not 
think  that  any  of  us  would  urge  that  we  delegate  power  so  far 
as  was  done  in  that  act. 

The  flexible  tariff  provision  under  consideration  does  not  go 
nearly  that  far.  It  does  not  authoriae  the  imiH)sltlon  of  a  duty 
on  an  article  now  duty  free.  It  merely  authorizes  the  correc- 
tion up  or  down,  according  a  very  well  defined  and  clearly  stated 
rule,  of  coinpiiring  the  costs  of  pnxluction. 

There  can  not  be  any  questi«m  of  its  const Itutionalltj.  I  do 
not  see  very  much  question  of  its  wisdom,  although  I  lake  It 
that  our  adversaries  disagree  as  to  that. 

Things  change  so  fast.  The  Industry  that  was  here  In  1U22 
Is  entirely  tran.sflgured  and  gone  to-«lay.  A  gotnl  example  <»f 
that  Is  the  case  of  wood  alcohol.  Wi>od  alcohol  is  now  called 
methanol,  which  Is  more  impressive,  but  it  means  the  same  old 
thing;  it  is  wood  alcohol. 

When  we  pas.sed  the  act  of  1I>22  wood  alcohol  was  made  out 
of  W(jod  in  smidl  »'srabli.shmcuts  l(K-ated  around  through  the 
forest  regioas.  We  liad  a  numl>er  of  them  up  through  our  north- 
ern counties  in  Pennsylvania  working  on  waste  w«iod  pro<1uct8. 
Between  1922  and  the  present  time  that  Industry  has  dl.sap- 
peared  as  completely-  as  possible.  Practically  no  use  remains 
for  wood  alcohol  made  of  wood,  except  the  denaturing  of  indus- 
trial alcohol.  Meantime,  In  Germany  has  sprung  up  a  method  of 
making  It  out  of  coal  tar  and  coal  gases.  It  Is  exactly  the  same 
pro<luct  chemically,  I  understand;  it  fills  the  .same  uses  the  old 
wiHul  alcohol  filled,  and  the  facts  on  which  the  Congress  acted 
In  1922  in  fixing  the  rate  on  wood  alwhol  are  just  as  inappli- 
cable to-day  as  they  were  In  the  days  of  Julius  Ciesar. 

If  we  had  not  had  a  Tariff  Commission,  nothing  could  have 
been  done  about  that  matter.  We  can  not  have  a  new  tariff 
bill  just  becau.se  the  wood-alcohol  industry  has  changed,  and 
yet  with  the  Tariff  Commission  there,  an  easy  remedy  was 
aff«>rded.  After  the  customary  delay,  both  necessary  delay  and 
unnecessary  delay,  the  Tariff  Commission  made  Its  recom- 
mendation, and  the  Presiiient  acted.  There  was  a  perfectly 
proper  ca.se. 

Why  should  we  not  have  that  safeguard  for  the  next  seven 
years,  or  for  the  interval  that  will  elapse  before  we  have  an- 
other revision  of  the  tariflT?     It  may  be  seven  or  eight  year*. 

Mr.  President  I  did  not  mean  to  s|)eak  even  as  long  as  I  have 
spoken,  but  at  a  later  time  I  would  like  to  si^eak  m«»re  at  length 
on  what  seems  to  me  to  be  the  wisdom  of  the  idea  that  underlies 
this  Smoot  amendment 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  since  my  friend  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Reed]  doubts  my  anthority  to  siK'ak  for 
the  agricultural  Interests.  I  sh^ll  ask  to  have  inserted  in  the 
Recobd  a  letter  I  hare  Just  received  from  the  National  (Jrange 
regarding  the  tariff  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Rbcxhu>,  as  follows : 

TRB   NanONl.L   GSASGB, 

W<ulUngt»n,  D.  C.  September  «.  0». 

DBA*  Sbwatob:  A  careful  study  of  the  tariff  bill  as  re|>orted  to  the 
Senate  by  the  Mnance  Committee  convinces  us  that  notwithstawdlng  an 
upward  revision  of  rates  on  various  agricultural  commoilltl<*a,  the  rela- 
tive disadvantage  of  sgricalture  as  compared  with  Industry  Is  fully  as 
great  under  the  pending  bill  as  under  the  present  law. 

According  to  the  Statistical  Abstract  of  the  Unite*!  States  for  the  year 
1928,  compiled  by  the  Department  of  Commerce,  the  overage  ad  valorem 
duty  on  agricultural  products  and  provisions,  ati  classified  by  the  tariff 
act.  during  the  preceding  year  was  22.54  p4r  cejit.  while  the  average  ad 
valorem   duty   on  all   the  other  dutiable   scbedules   was   42.6   per   cent. 
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8inc»  the  mtM  on  Induiitrial  and  manufactured  products  In  the  pretwnt 
bill  hare  t^fn  ralaod  mote  on  the  aTeraK*-  than  the  rates  on  aurlcultural 
comm<>flitl<>s.  It  is  manifest  that  the  tariff  bill,  if  enacted  In  Its  pn^sent 
form,  will  utterly  fall  to  fiilflll  on*-  of  the  primary  purposes  for  which 
CoDgn-«s  was  calU-d  in  special  session. 

For  '-xsmple,  wlille  hide*.  «ho«-»,  and  leather  are  on  the  fn-e  list  under 
th»-  pr*>sent  law,  the  proposal  Is  to  place  a  protective  duty  of  10  per  cent 
OB  tildes  ;  but  this  is  followed  with  a  compt>asatury  duty  cf  20  per  cent 
oo  shoes  and  l*>at>>er.  saitnbte  for  conversion  into  footwear.  The  unwar- 
ranted disprop«»rti<>u  between  those. proposed  duties  would  place  a  heavy 
bunt>n  uiH>n  the  aT«'rage  farm  family,  together  with  the  consuming  public 
as  a  whole. 

Ajcrlculture  has  a  vital  Interest  in  the  proper  solution  of  the  tariff 
problfitiH  presented  by  the  Philippine  Islanda.  It  Is  dear  that  free 
trade  with  the  IsUnds  Is  Injurious  to  the  farmers  of  the  United  States. 
This  ai>plles  particularly  to  copra,  coconut  oH.  and  sugar.  Since  vege- 
table olN  are  Interchangeable,  to  permit  coconut  oil  to  come  In  free 
from  the  Philippines  In  effect  puts  all  oar  domestically  produced  vege- 
table alls  on  the  free  Ust.  It  la  also  Impos.'iible  to  give  proper  protection 
to  the  domestic  producers  of  sugar  cane  and  b^ets  If  we  allow  the 
Phlllppint-s  to  ship  unlimited  quantities  of  sugar  to  u.-«  free  of  duty.  The 
late  tfovemor  General  I.«onard  Wood  gave  as  his  opinion  that  the  islands 
are  capable  of  prodnciag  5,MX).000  tons  of  sugar  annually,  which  is 
almuMt  equal  to  our  domestic  consumption.  I'nless  Imports  from  the 
Philippine  IsUnds  are  made  dutiable  under  some  system  of  segregating 
the  n>v«>nuea  thus  derived  and  turning  them  Into  the  treasury  of  the 
InUnds.  the  only  way  of  relieving  agriculture  from  destructive  competi- 
tion from  that  quarter  would  t>e  to  grant  Independence  to  the  islands. 

While  the  grange  desires  that  adeijuate  protection  shall  be  given  to 
those  branches  of  our  agriculture  which  cnn  be  brought  under  the  pro- 
.  tcrtlve  iiystem,  we  are  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  the  farmer  as  a 
consumer  hiia  an  equal  Interest  In  seeing  that  tariff  rates  on  commodi- 
ties which  he  must  buy  are  malnialn<'d  at  fair  and  reasonable  levels. 
Ther*-  Is  a  difference  between  tariff  rates  that  will  Insure  proper  pro- 
tection to  American  Industry  and  labor  and  rates  that  breed  monopoly 
and  burden  the  consumer  for  the  benefit  of  Industries  which,  on  the 
whole,  are  now  enjoying  great  prosperity.  The  value  of  the  securities 
of  many  of  these  Industries  has  Increased  from  two  to  six  fold  during 
the  psvt  iieven  years. 

We  are  also  Impressed  by  the  fact  that  a  large  proportion  of  the 
acreage  of  American  farms  can  not  be  brought  under  the  protective 
system,  for  the  reason  that  the  crop*  produced  on  these  landa  fall  into 
the  surplus  class  and  must  be  sold  on  the  world's  markets  at  the  world's 
price.  It  follows,  therefore,  that  the  higher  we  make  the  tariff  on 
general  conunodltlea.  the  leas  chance  there  Is  for  the  economic  survival 
of  unprotected  farmers.  The  farmer  who  Is  compelled  to  sell  his  crops 
in  the  iipen  markets  of  the  world  is  working  under  a  tremendous  handi- 
cap when  be  la  obliged  by  the  action  of  the  Government  to  buy  bis 
supplies  In  our  highly  protected  market.  No  system  of  marketing  and 
money  'leading  can  overcome  this  handicap. 

Since  farmers.  In  common  with  the  rest  of  our  population,  are  com- 
pelled to  pay  their  full  share  of  tariff  costs,  and  since  the  growers  of 
our  surplus  crops  can  not  be  given  protection  by  the  tariff,  the  grange 
adv«K-ates  the  export  debenture  plan  as  a  means  of  giving  equnllaed  tariff 
beneilts  to  these  farmers. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Fred  Bbcmckman, 
Washittffton  Rtvre»entatice. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  rather  to  complete  the  reccrd 
than  to  eiiter  Into  any  further  controversy,  I  want  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  proTi««ions  of  the  law  which  was  panned  upon  In 
tlie  cHse  of  Field  aKHiunt  Clark.  From  my  viewpoint  as  a 
lawyer,  it  is  as  different  from  the  pn-sent  law  as  could  well  be. 
if  we  were  testing  it  on  the  question  of  the  delepatlon  of  power. 
That  law  provided,  first,  that  i-ertaln  products  should  come  Into 
thLs  rtiQutry  free  of  duty.  Then  it  provided  that  in  case  the 
et)UiitrleM  from  which  tho»<e  products  came  levied  a  duty  which, 
you  mljfht  say,  infringed  reciprocity,  upon  the  ascertainment  of 
the  fact  and  its  pn>clamation,  the  law  then  provided  the  duties 
whlt-h  should  be  applied.  The  President  was  iri^en  no  power  to 
Hi  the  duty.  The  bill  itself  fixed  the  duty.  There  was  only  one 
thins  for  the  President  to  determine,  and  that  was  the  question 
whether  thoHe  countries  frimi  which  the  products  were  coming 
were  levying  duties  upon  our  agi4cultnral  products. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  Pretddent.  will  the  Senator  permit  me  to 
interrupt? 

Mr.  BORAH.     Certainly. 

Mr.  REED.  The  te«t  provid(>d  was  the  President's  Judgment 
as  to  the  unreasonableness  of  the  law  of  the  foreign  country. 
The  Senator  is  quite  rinht  that  if  that  ociurred,  if  the  President 
thought  it  was  unreasonaUe,  then  the  (larticular  rates  provided 
went  on. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Yes;  if  the  President  thought  the  laws  were 
such  as  to  destroy  reciprocity.  That  was  a  simple  fact  which 
he  was  authorised  to  ascertaixL 
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Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  does  not  consider  it  a  very  simple 
fiict,  does  he? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  consider  it  a  very  simple  fact  compared  with 
tl  e  question  of  going  into  the  problem  of  whether  or  not  duties 
a  -e  ctunpetitive,  and  the  Congress  <lid  not  permit  the  President 
t<  decide  that  question,  but  after  he  a.><oertained  that  fact,  to 
31  y  what  duties  would  meet  the  antire<iprocity,  but  the  Con- 
g  ess  lt.>4elf  fixed  the  duties  in  the  bill  and  provided  that  upon 
tl  le  declaration  of  the  President  being  made,  then  the  law 
s  lould  operate  upon  that  propxisition.  I  think,  of  course,  that 
tl  le  law  did  go  to  the  full  limit.  In  fact,  I  find  more  comfort 
L  I  the  dissenting  (tpiuions.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  on  that 
p>int.  My  opinion  would  have  been  that  it  was  unconstitu- 
t  unal.     But  it  is  far  from  g«»ing  to  the  extent  of  authorizing  the 

I  resident  to  ascertain  the  fact  and  to  determine  for  himself 
w  hat  the  duty  should  be,  and  therefore  to  complete  and  finish 
t  le  bill.    Tlie  law  was  complete  within  itself. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President.  I  listened  with  very  great 
Interest,  and.  I  hoi)e,  with  some  inspiration  and  profit,  to  the 
v»ry  aWe  and  eloquent  address  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr, 
Ioear]  this  morning.     If  we  arrept  his  premi.ses  that  the  fiex- 

II  tie  tariff  provision  is  an  Infringement  of  the  constitutional 
>wers  vestHl  In  the  Congress,  upon  which  a  large  portion  of 
8  address  was  based,  there  is  no  escape  from  his  conclusion, 
ut  I  can  not  see  why  we  should  take  up  a  great  deal  of  time 
scus.xlng  the  legal  question  or  the  cim.stitutional  question  with 
ference  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  L'tah 

l^r.  Smoot]  which  ad4i>ts  the  fiexible  tariff  provision  precisely 
It  stands  In  the  existing  law.    That  question  has  been  settled 
finitely— clearly  and  absolutely  settled.    It  is  the  supreme  law 
cjf  the  land.     The  pronouncement  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 

1  nlted  States,  without  any  dissenting  opinion,  has  settled  that 
question,  so  why  should  we  indulge  In  a  lot  of  theories  al>out  It 
(ir  discuss  the  soundness  of  ItV  In  the  decision  made  In  the 
cise  of  Hampton  against  United  States,  in  Two  hundred  and 
s'venty-siith  United  States  Reports,  page  394,  which  I  hold  In 
my  band,  the  very  Identical  (luestlous  which  have  been  dis- 
cussed here  were  finally  and  definitely  detenuined. 

Mr.  McKRLLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dc«s  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Even  though  that  is  true,  there  Is  no 
r  •a.'^on  In  the  world  and  there  is  no  inhibition  In  that  decision 
t  lat  we  should  not  repeal  the  law  which  was  enacted  in  1922. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  No;  I  quite  agree  with  the  suggestion  of 
tie  Senator  from  Teniiessee.  We  can  get  away  from  that 
p>licy  entirely  and  change  that  law.  But  I  am  speaking  now 
¥  ith  reference  to  the  validity  of  it  which  has  been  challenged, 
as  I  understand,  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho  disagreeing  appar- 
e  itly  with  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

In  that  case  the  court  said,  tlie  opinion  having  t)een  written 
b  7  Chief  Ju.stice  Taft : 

The  issue  here  Is  as  to  the  constitutionality  of  section  315.  upon  which 
di>pends   the  authority   for   the   proclamation   of   the   President   and    for 

2  of  the  6  cents  per  pound  duty  collected  from  the  petitioner.  The 
c(  nte.ntion  of  the  taxpayers  is  twofold:  First,  they  argue  that  the  sec- 
tl>n  is  Invalid  In  that  It  Is  a  delegation  to  the  President  of  the  legtsla- 
ti  re  power,  which,  by  Article  1,  section  1,  of  the  Constitution,  is  vested 
Ie  Congress,  the  power  being  that  declared  In  section  8  of  Article  1, 
ttat  the  Congress  shall  have  power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  duties. 
Iniports,  and  excises. 

That  was  the  identical  question  raised  in  that  decision  and 
a  >ont  which  we  have  had  a  very  long  argument  and  discussion 
tills  morning — 

Their  second  objection — 
Which  is  not  involvwl  here — 

U  tl»t,  as  section  315  was  enacted  with  the  avowed  Intent  and  for  the 
p  irpose  of  protecting  the  industries  of  the  United  States,  it  is  Invalid 
b<  'Cause  the  Constitution  gives  power  to  lay  such  taxes  only  for  revenue. 

The  court  passed  upon  both  those  propositions  and  said,  at 
p  ige  410 : 

Then  followed  certain  rates  of  duty  to  be  imported.  It  was  contended 
tlat  this  section  delegated  to  the  President  buth  legislative  and  treaty- 
making  powers  and  was  unconstitutional.  After  an  examiuation  of  all 
tl*  authorities,  the  court  said  that  while  Congress  c<iuld  not  delegate 
legislative  power  to  the  President,  this  act  did  not  in  any  reul  8«'ii8i' 
U  vest  the  President  »1th  the  power  of  legislation,  because  nothing 
li  volvlng  the  expediency  or  Just  operation  of  such  legislation  was  left 
t<  the  determination  of  the  President ;  that  the  legislative  power  was 
ei:erclsed  when  Congress  declared  that  the  suspension  should  take  effect 
a  K>n  a   named   contingency.     What   the    President    was   required   to   do 
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waa  merely  in  execatlon  of  the  act  of  Congreaa.  It  was  not  the  making 
of  law.  He  waa  the  mere  agent  of  the  lavrmaklng  department  to  ascer- 
tain and  to  declare  the  event  npon  which  Its  expressed  will  waa  to  take 
effect. 

That  covers  the  whole  ground  of  the  argument  submitted  this 
morning.  Other  arguments  have  been  made  with  reference  to 
the  same  qoestion.  The  Identical  provision  which  is  now  before 
the  Senate  was  involved  In  that  ca.se,  as  I  have  pointed  out. 
That  portion  of  the  opinion  of  the  court  with  reference  to  the 
other  point  there  Involved  Is  not  material  here.  I  am  going  to 
read  just  the  concluding  ptM^lon  of  the  c^lnlon : 

And  so  here  the  fact  that  Congress  declares  that  one  of  Ita  motive! 
In  fixing  the  rates  of  duty  la  so  to  fix  them  that  they  shall  encourage 
the  Industries  of  this  country  in  the  competition  with  producers  In 
other  coontries  in  the  sale  of  goods  In  this  country,  can  not  Invalidate 
a  revenne  act  so  framed.  Section  315  and  its  provlsUms  are  within  the 
power  of  Cougress.  The  Judgment  of  the  Court  of  Cutitoms  Appeola  la 
af&rmed. 

There  was  no  dissenting  c^nion  at  alL  It  was  the  ananimous 
opinion  of  the  court  laid  down  by  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  which  disposes  of  the  very 
foundation  of  the  arguments  and  discnsdons  we  lutve  had  here 
to-day. 

Mr.  President,  I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  ftom  Idaho  in 
all  he  said  respecting  the  harmfnl,  serltHW,  injurlotu  conae- 
quences  arising  out  of  appeal  to  the  law  of  necessity.  That 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  propositloo  before  ns;  there  is  no 
claim  of  necessity  set  up  here  or  in  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  fully  in  the  references  he 
made  to  those  great  books  which  he  mentioned  and  particularly 
The  Tragic  Bra,  by  Mr.  Bowers.  That  is  a  disenaslMi  of  a 
I»art  of  the  history  of  our  country  which  should  t>e  preserved 
and  will  be  preserved.  At  that  time  appeal  was  mode,  as  the 
Senator  said,  to  the  law  of  necessity.  The  assumption  was  set 
up  by  that  most  contemptible  character  in  ail  *mt  history,  I 
think,  Thaddeus  Stevens,  and  by  some  of  his  associates,  Bnmner, 
Wade.  Stanton,  Ben  Butler,  and  a  few  others  of  the  radical 
group,  that  the  powers  of  war  should  govern.  They  insisted 
that  the  rule  of  war  should  be  applied  when  tliey  impt>«ed  the 
most  unspeakable  injustices,  violent  cruelties,  and  mif  rule  upon 
11  of  the  States  of  the  Union,  in  the  South.  They  invoked  the 
rule  of  war  after  the  war  was  all  over  and  peace  had  been  de- 
dared.  They  asserted  the  country  was  still  at  war  and  they 
Invoked  that  rule  to  impose  their  misrule  and  outrageous  treat- 
ment upon  the  southern  people. 

No  such  question  Is  involved  here  Tliere  is  no  law  InvtAed 
outside  of  the  Constitution.  There  Is  no  necessity  and  there  is 
no.  rule  of  any  other  kind  except  the  rule  laid  down  in  the 
Constitution  and  sustained  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  respect  to 
the  very  legislation  which  we  are  now  attempting  to  enact 

But,  Mr.  I'resldent,  let  us  come  down  out  of  the  skies.  Let 
us  leave  the  stars  and  come  to  practical  dealing  with  actual 
existing  conditions  now  In  our  province. 

I  want  to  look  at  this  qiaestlon  from  the  practical,  everyday, 
common-sense  standpoint  In  a  perfectly  piain  and  simple  way 
I  want  to  consider  Just  what  tl>e  actual  working  out  <rf  tariff 
legislation  means,  the  processes  through  which  we  go,  not  only 
with  reference  to  the  pending  bill  Imt  with  reference  to  every 
tariff  bill  and  with  reference  to  every  amendment  that  may  be 
offered  to  the  tariff  bill  hereafter. 

It  distresses  me  iK)t  to  be  able  to  go  along  with  the  very  large 
majority  of  my  Democratic  colleagues  respecting  the  flexible 
provisions  of  the  tariff  bill. 

I  have  believed  that  a  revision  of  the  tariff  was  dua 

I  have  thought  that  revision  should  be  "  limited  **  very  much 
as  outlined  by  the  President  The  primary  consideration  should 
l)e  given  to  the  needs  of  agriculture.  I  knew  that  an  Increase  in 
duties  on  many  agricultural  products  was  demanded  and  Jtistl- 
fied  and  In  many  Instance  Imperative.  Otherwise  some  produc- 
tion would  have  to  be  abandoned  ;  some  undertakings  in  the 
production  of  food  product.s  could  not  survive. 

It  was  piain,  too,  that  certain  readjustments  should  be  made. 
In  the  public  Interest  called  for  by  changed  conditions  and  new 
development. 

The  principle  of  the  difference  in  cost  of  pro<luction  at  home 
and  abroad  on  the  basis  of  just  competition  I  believe  is  sound. 

The  majority  pany  will  be  held  responsible  for  the  legislation. 
The  minority  should  do  their  best  to  make  the  bill  what  It  should 
be,  even  though  they  get  no  credit  for  their  woilc 

Opposition  to  various  Items  and  provisions  in  the  Nil  need 
not  extend  to  defeating  It  by  obstruction  or  dilatory  tactics,  even 
If  that  were  possible. 

Efforts  should  be  directed  toward  Improving  the  bill  rather 
than  defeating  it  unless,  indeed,  we  are  convinced  tt  would 
work  more  tiarm  tlmn  good  to  the  country. 


The  Preridenfg  statement  respecting  the  flexible  provision 
appeals  to  me  as  convincing. 

I  rcf^r  to  his  statement  without  mentioning  the  points  dis- 
cussed In  detail. 

The  main  argument  against  the  flexible  pmviRlon.  the  Smoot 
amendment  and  section  33«,  is  It  places  too  much  i*ower  In  tlie 
hands  of  the  Presld«Mit  allowing  him,  after  study  and  rep<.»rt 
of  the  Tariff  Commission,  to  raise  duties  50  per  cent.  Ho  can 
Initiate  no  Inquiry,  he  could  not  transfer  to  the  dutiable  list  any 
articles  Congress  places  on  the  free  list,  or  vice  versa. 

It  Is  contended  the  Tariff  C<nnmisslon  should  report  to  Con- 
gress  and  all  changes  should  be  made  by  C-ongress. 

Let  us  see  how  tariff  legislation  Is  handled  by  Congress. 

We  have  been  nearly  a  year  at  work  on  the  peiKllng  Mil. 

The  legislation  most  originate  In  the  House. 

No  proiK>.'«al  to  amend  the  law  conld  be  snccessftilly  Initiated 
In  the  Senate. 

The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  must  first  take 
it  np  after  It  Is  proposed  thera 

That  committee  Is  composed  ot  15  RepabUcans  and  10  Demo- 
crats. 

The  Republican  majority  writes  the  bill.  Not  <Mily  that  but 
a  majority  of  that  majority  would  control.  That  is  to  say,  eight 
nwsnbers  of  that  committee  would  determine  the  fate  ot  any 
proposal  to  amend  the  law.  Not  only  that,  but  the  Speaker  of 
the  House,  the  majority  leader,  and  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Rules  would  decide  whether  any  report  of  that  com- 
mHtee  would  be  put  to  a  vote. 

Practically,  therefore,  three  Members  of  the  House  would 
determine  whether  during  the  coming  years,  and  tmtll  another 
general  revision  of  the  tariff  la  considered,  there  would  be  any 
Increases  or  decreases  made  in  the  rates  carried  In  the  measure 
about  to  be  enacted. 

Would  it  improve  UKitters  to  lodge  that  power  with  them, 
rather  tlian  the  President? 

The  Pre.sldent  represents  the  whole  country— they  represent 
the  Republican  Party.  The  President's  responsibility  is  more 
extensive,  more  direct,  and  more  comprehensive.  They  could  be 
more  justly  charged  with  biased  partisanship,  with  the  Influence 
of  special  Interests  and  privilege  than  could  the  I^resldent 

To  claim  that  the  President  can  not  be  trusted  with  this 
power  is  to  charge  by  indirection  or  implication  a  lack  of 
proper  conception  of  fldut^ary  responsibility. 

I  predict  that  If  this  flexible  provision  Is  defeated  and  goes 
out  of  the  bill,  even  if  the  Tariff  Commission  Is  authorised  to 
report  to  Congress,  there  will  be  no  amendment  of  the  tariff 
law  before  the  next  general  revision. 

It  may  be  possible  to  pass  some  amendment  for  the  benefit  of 
some  special  interest  or  to  pay  political  debts,  or  to  pHe  up 
profits  for  particular  beuefldaries  at  public  expense,  but  even 
that  la  not  likely. 

Just  note  bow  this  bill  has  been  handled. 

Anyone  acquainted  wltli  the  processes  of  tariff  legislation 
ought  to  appreciate  what  a  dlamul,  discouraging  route  the  bill 
follows. 

Extensive  hearings  are  had  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee. Individuals  who  are  concerned  only  with  their  own 
interest  big  business  and  little  bushiess,  bent  on  Increasing 
their  own  profits,  crowd  the  room  and  press  their  selfish  causes. 
The  taxpayer,  the  average  man,  the  consumer,  who  has  no 
favors  to  ask,  remains  at  home.  In  prayer.  Logrolling  begins, 
trading  is  rampant.  Finally  a  majority  of  the  majority  writes 
the  bill,  and  it  is  rejxirted  to  the  House.  With  the  con.sent  of 
the  Speaker,  the  majority  leader,  and  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
ndttee  on  Rules,  it  is  laid  before  the  House.  No  one  Is  allowed 
to  offer  an  amendment  No  debate  Is  permitted.  The  bill  is 
passed  as  the  majority  of  tlic  committee  or  a  majority  of  that 
majority  submitted  It  Four  hundrwd  and  thirty-five  Meml><?rs 
express  their  views  by  a  single  vote.  To  be  sure,  the  niajority 
and  the  minority  have  the  privilege  of  submitting  in  writu-a 
reiK>rt«  tlieir  views  on  the  bilL  But  tliere  is  no  debate,  no 
consideraUon,  no  amending  proposal. 

It  comes  here  and  is  referred  to  the  Finant-e  Committee. 
Hearings  are  had  similar  in  character  to  those  had  in  the  other 
body.  The  same  logrolling  and  trading  go  on.  Eleven  Republi- 
cans write  the  bllL  A  majority  of  that  majority  decide  what 
amendments  or  changes  shall  be  offered  to  the  H^Kise  bill.  Six 
Republican  Senators  here  may  agree  to  those  rfianges.  So 
you  have  8  Republican  MemlK-rs  of  the  House,  out  of  4.'i5 
Members,  and  6  Republican  Members  of  the  Senate,  out  of  96, 
writing  the  bill.  Here,  It  Is  true.  It  can  be  discussed  and 
amendments  can  be  offered,  and  there  Is  a  chance  to  improve 
the  bill ;  but  suppose  that  is  done.  The  House  will  disagree  lo 
the  amendm«H)ts  and  ask  for  a  conference.  That  will  be  granted. 
Three  to  five  Members  of  each  body  will  be  named  cimferees. 
Six  to  ten  members  from  the  Ways  and  Means  and  Finance 
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CJorainiftws — probably  four  Democrats  and  six  Republicans — 
will  discuss  the  proposed  changes,  reject  by  a  majority  vote  of 
conferees  from  each  body,  or  accept,  sucli  amendments  as  they 
ch<K)se,  and  rejwrt  to  their  respective  tKxlies.  That  report  will 
be  adoi>te<J.  Three  Members  of  the  House  and  three  Members 
of  the  Semite,  selected  by  the  majority  of  the  majority  In  each 
bo«ly.  will  i.repare  the  final  draft,  and  that  will  be  the  measure 
enasrtetl  Into  law.  That  same  course  will  be  pursued  as  to  any 
amendment  that  mlfrht  be  proposed  to  that  law  hereafter. 

Ill  my  judjsment,  tbe  ctmntry  would  be  better  served  by  tmst- 
inR  any  change  In  rates  carried  in  the  law  to  the  President, 
within  the  limitiitiomi  mentioned,  preserving  the  general  power 
of  fixing  tariff  duties  in  ConKtess. 

The  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
SmootI  very  ijreutly  Improvets  the  Hotise  provision  and,  in  my 
judgment,  Khould  be  adopted. 

1  rejcret  c'xeee<llngly  to  be  obliged  to  differ  with  my  Demo- 
cratic colleagues  on  the  Finance  Committee.  It  is  quite  certain, 
however,  they  will  get  a  better  hearing  and  greater  cmisideration 
before  the  Tariff  Commi>8ion  and  the  President  on  any  proposal 
to  decreusw  or  increase  rates  within  the  maximum  of  50  per  cent 
of  the  rates  currie<l  in  this  bill  than  has  been  accorded  them  by 
the  majority  of  their  own  committee. 

After  all  these  months  of  study  and  labor  we  have  now  before 
UM  H  bill  which  i«  seriously  denounced  as  an  "  Iniquitous  "  bill, 
a  *•  monstrosity.'"  an  abomination.  This  is  the  work  of  Congress. 
Could  the  President  do  worse  if  he  tried?  I  feel  convinced  that 
such  Injustices  as  the  bill  will  carry  and  such  changes  as  new 
cimdltlons  may  warrant  had  better  be  corrected  and  made  by 
the  President,  after  investigation  and  report  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
mliwlon.  as  the  existing  law  provhies. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  MiKKLL^VK.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDKNT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  suggest  the  ubHeitce  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  I'UESIDENT  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  do. 

The  VICE  PRESIDKNT.  The  absence  of  a  quorum  being 
8Uggeste«l.  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answcre*!  t«  their  names : 

Schall 

Shcppard 

Rimnona 

Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Hteiwer 

SwansoB 

Ttiomas.  Idaho 

Thomait.  Okla. 

TownapBd 

Trammeli 

Tjdlnga 

Vandenberg 

Walcott 

Walfih.  MaMi. 

Wal8b.  Mont 

Warren 

Wiiterman 

Watson 

\\'heeler 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-four  Senators  have  an- 
.swprod  to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  Senator  from 
Montana  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  arise  to  submit 
some  ot>serTatl<>ns  on  the  amendment  now  under  consideration : 
but  J>efore  doing  ^o  I  desire  to  advert  to  some  matters  which 
engageil  the  attt*ntl<m  of  the  Senate  on  yesterday. 

History  re|»e«ts  itself.  In  the  year  1897,  when  the  Dlngley 
Mil  was  under  consideration,  one  S.  N.  D.  North,  who  for  years 
(heretofore,  perhaps  nearly  10  years,  had  hcen  secretary  of  the 
National  Wool  Manufacturers'  Asswlation.  became  a  secretary 
uf  the  Finance  Committee,  or  of  the  majority  numbers  of  the 
Finance  Committee,  or  of  the  subconmiittee  charged  with  prepar- 
ing the  wool  schedule.  While  he  was  thus  acting  as  secretary 
or  an  attach^  of  the  committee,  and  enjoying  the  most  Intimate 
opportunity  to  know  what  wa-<  transiMring  in  the  secret  con- 
claves of  that  committee,  or  of  the  majority  members.  In  rela- 
tion to  the  tariff  bill,  he  was  in  constant  communication  with 
one  Whitman,  who  wa.n  the  president  of  the  National  Wool 
Manufacturers'  Association,  who  was  at  the  time  deeply  in 
terested  in  the  w*x>l  schedule,  had  had  many  conferences  in 
relation  to  it.  He  was  constantly  advised  through  the  corre- 
spondence with  North  while  he  was  thus  acting  of  what  was 
going  on.  Suggestions  were  made  by  Whitman  and  passed  in 
that  way  to  Mr.  North  for  use  in  tlie  work  with  whieh  he  was 
rtuirged. 


.\abiinil 

Krasipr 

Kean 

Barkl<\T 

Georgf 

Kendrick 

B1n»rh»rr 

OilMt 

Kcyw 

BlHrk 

(ilaM 

Klnc 

La  Polletts 

BUio. 

(tI<>no 

niMf»- 

(J  off 

McKHIar 

Bomh 

Goldiiboroiictj 

McMaater 

Brattoi. 

(;oald 

McNarr 

Mptcalf 

Brork 

Orwne 

Broukbart 

Halp 

Moaes 

BroUNan  id 

llNiri!) 

Norrla 

Capper 

If  a  rrisoD 

Nye 

ramwa; 

UaatiDtp 
Hatflpid 

Oddlp 

('<)niiall> 

Overman 

Coxitfna 

Hawejc 

PattfrsoD 

CuttlDK 

Harden 

Phipp« 

I)mi«^ii 

Hebert 

Pine 

I>l)l 

lleflln 

Pittman 

K«tfr 

Howf'll 

Ranadell 

FraH 

Johnson 

Reed 

rietrb^r 

Jones 

Sackett 

September  20 


t  developed  afterwards  that  In  consideration  of  the  valuable 
sei  vices  thus  rendered  by  North  to  the  National  Wool  Manu- 
fai  turers'  Association  he  was  by  that  wganlzatlon  voted  ,ind 
pa  d  a  gratuity  of  $5,000;  and  later  on.  in  consulerutlon  of  the 
grat  public  services  that  he  rendered  in  that  connection,  he 
Wis  recommended  by  leaders  of  the  party  then  ip  power  as 
Director  of  the  Census,  and  was  subsequently  Appointed  to 
th  tt  position. 

The  essential  facts  in  relation  to  the  matter  as  well  as  the 
CO -resiiondence  which  passed  thus  between  North  and  Whitmsn 
w^  re  revealed  in  the  course  of  a  lawsuit  which  took  place,  as 
m/  recolle<^tion  now  serves  me,  about  the  year  190H,  immiv 
di'itely  prior  to  the  consideration  of  the  Payne-Aldrich  bill  of 
10  )9.  The  matter  became  the  subject  of  much  comment  in 
th  i  course  of  that  discussion  over  that  bill.  At  the  same  tijie 
th?  revelations  evoked  no  little  comment  In  the  press  thrcugb- 
ou :  the  country,  generally  of  a  most  unfavorable  character. 

rbe  employment  by  a  member  of  the  majority  of  the  Fiiian<« 
C<mmittee  of  the  secretary  or  assistant  to  the  president  of  the 
M  mufacturers'  Assoc-lation  of  the  State  of  Connecticut  and  his 
a(  mission  into  the  secret  conclaves  of  the  majority  members 
of  the  Finance  Committee  while  they  were  preimring  the  bill 
t>eir8  a  striking  resemblance  to  the  instance  to  which  I  have 
re  erred;  and  I  commend  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Bi  NGHAul  a  perusal  of  the  letters  that  passed  thus  betwei^n 
Mr.  North  and  Mr.  Whitman,  and  likewise  a  study  of  any 
similar  communications  that  may  have  iiassed  l>etween  his  em- 
lri^>yee,  Mr.  Eyauson,  and  the  Manufacturers'  Association  of 
C<  nnecticut. 

It  would  likewise  be  interesting  to  know  whether,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  National  Wool  Manufacturers'  As.sociation,  Mr. 
Bi'anson  was  voted  any  gratuity  by  the  organization  which  he 
formerly  represented. 

I  dare  say  that  a  careful  study  of  that  history  by  the  Senator 
fDin  Connecticut  may  result  in  some  modiHcntion  of  his  views 
concerning  the  ethics  of  the  employment  of  Mr.  Byanson  as 
sejretary  of  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  In.sular  Poiwes- 
siims  while  he  was  actually  engaged  in  active  service  l)efore 
thp  Committee  on  Finance. 

1  also  desire  to  refer  to  the  eulogium  pronounced  by  the  Sen- 
at[>r  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Watson]  on  the  wisdom  and  the  justice 
atd  the  api>roprIateness  of  the  selection  of  members  of  the 
majority  of  the  Finance  Committee.  He  commended  their  selec- 
tl<n  to  us  particnlarly  because  of  the  gpogra[*lcal  distribution 
of  the  members,  and  wanted  to  know  if  a  l>etter  selection  could 
posisibly  be  made  from  a  geographical  standpoint 

rhree  of  the  11  memHers  of  the  majority  of  the  committee 
come  from  New  E^ngland — the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
BiKQHAM],  the  Senator  from  New  Hamii^hire  [Mr.  KrvEal.  and 
ths  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gbixne].  Two  other  memliers 
ccme  from  two  other  Atlantic  seacoaat  States  north  of  Dela- 
wire — the  Senator  fn»m  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Emsl  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Penn.sylvanla  [Mr.  Rted].  Four  f>ther  membi'rs 
come  from  the  region  between  the  Allegheny  Mountains  and  tbe 
M  ssissippi  north  of  TMinessee.  Two  other  memi)ers  come  from 
th?  extreme  West — the  Senati>r  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  and  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Shortriix;k] — both  of  whom,  as  is 
pe  rfectly  well  understo<Kl  and  as  no  doubt  they  will  not  deny, 
be  ong  to  what  Is  known  as  the  regiUar  or  reactionary  wing  of 
th?  party,  and  never  under  any  circumstances  are  known  to 
dc  >Krt  from  the  plan  of  that  branch  of  the  party. 

t  appears,  Mr.  President,  as  though  a  studied  effort  were 
mi  de,  in  the  selection  of  meml)er9  of  the  committee,  to  exclude 
fr(»m  that  meml)ership  any  Senator  from  any  of  the  di.««tinctly 
agricultural  States.  No  member  of  the  progressive  wing  of  the 
R(  publican  Party,  so  called,  representing  the  distinctly  agrictrl- 
tn 'al  West,  was  admltte<I  to  membership  upon  that  committee. 
Tills  ctiuld  not  have  l»een  accidental,  of  course.  It  must  have 
be»n  that  they  were  deliberately  excluded,  unless.  indee<i,  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Corzmss]  can  be  classified  with 
tbpse  Senators. 

SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

le  VICE   PRESIDENT.     IX>e»  the  Senator  from  Montana 
ylfld  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
:r.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 
[r.  SMOOT.     The  Senator  from  Michigan  was  selectetl  in  just 

ictly  the  same  way  that  the  other  members  have  been  selected. 

lerever  a  Senator  has  served  for  any  length  of  time,  and  Is 
senior  Senator  in  .service,  and  de8irt»s  to  be  plnce<l  on  the 

luince  Committee,  that  has  l»een  d<me. 

ilT.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Now,  Mr.  President,  to  the  matter 
bejfore  us. 

rhe  essential  feature  of  the  provisions  under  con.slderatlon 
contemplates  the  transfer  of  a  part  of  the  taxing  power,  as  the 
piesent  law  transfers  a  r>art  of  the  taxing  power,  from  the  Con- 
£1  ess  of  the  United  States,  the  legislative  branch,  to  the  Presi- 
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dent,  the  executive  branch.  Whatever  technicalities  may  be 
appealed  to  In  this  connection,  there  is  no  doubt  at  all  that  the 
power  is  thus  given  to  tbe  President  of  the  United  States  to 
raise  or  lower  duties  on  Imports,  and  thus  in  effect  to  exercise 
the  taxing  power. 

It  is  urged  In  behalf  of  this  legislation  that  in  the  first  place 
the  Congress  Is  unequal  to  the  task  of  determining  with  that 
accuracy  with  which  It  ought  to  be  determined  the  question  as 
to  what  the  rates  should  be  upon  the  basis  of  the  principle 
proclaimed,  the  difference  In  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and 
abroad;  second,  that  it  is  unable  to  grant  relief  where  relief 
is  necessary  with  the  celerity  which  is  requisite  to  preserve  in- 
dustries that  are  threatened  by  foreign  competition.  These  rea- 
sons were  elaborated  in  the  addres.s  with  which  this  discussion 
was  opened  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  and  were 
repeated  in  tbe  Interview  with  the  President  published  in  the 
papers  on  yesterday.  They  are,  however,  epitomized  In  the  re- 
port of  the  committee  which  accompanies  this  bill.  I  read 
from  it: 

In  recognition  of  the  obvioua  Inability  on  the  part  of  Congress  to 
ascertain  with  exactness  all  the  essential  facts  relating  to  tbe  myriad 
Items  in  a  tariff  act  and  to  fix  effective  protective  tariff  rates  to  meet 
constantly  cbangiDg  competitive  condltiona.  Congress  In  section  315  of 
the  Uriff  act  of  1922  empowered  the  President,  after  Investigations  by 
tbe  Tariff  Commission,  to  adjost  and  readjust  the  rates  ftxed  by  statute 
(subject  to  the  limitations  prescribed),  so  as  to  eqnallte  foreign  and 
domestic  costs  of  production. 

But,  Mr.  President,  the  power  of  the  President  in  the  premises 
was  limited.  He  la  authorized  to  raise  or  lower  the  duties  only 
to  the  extent  of  50  per  cent  of  the  rates  prescribed  In  the  bill. 

The  first  question  is.  Why  should  there  be  any  such  limita- 
tion? If  the  Congress  Is  unable  accurately  to  fix  the  rate  under 
existing  conditions,  w  If  the  necessary  celerity  in  the  dispatch 
of  tbe  business  can  not  be  attained  through  action  by  Congress 
but  must  be  reposed  In  the  President,  why  should  his  power  be 
limited  to  50  per  cent? 

Take  the  case  of  pig  iron,  for  instance:  This  bill,  it  is  said, 
has  been  framed  upon  the  basis  of  equalizing  the  differences  In 
conditions  of  competition,  and  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
conceives  that  in  order  to  do  that  It  is  necetwary  to  raise  the 
rate  on  pig  iron  just  100  per  cent.  If  100  per  cent  U  necessary 
In  order  to  equalize  the  differences,  why  should  not  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  be  given  that  power?  If  it  is  the  pur- 
pose to  remove  injustices  and  to  correct  errors  In  the  bill,  why 
allow  them  In  part  to  remain? 

Likewise,  Mr.  President,  If  a  rate  Is  too  high  and  there  no 
longer  remains  any  difference  in  the  costs  of  production  of  that 
particular  article  in  this  conntry  and  abroad,  why  should 
the  President  be  restrained  in  his  power  to  reduce  the  rate  to 
a  nullity,  or  to  such  a  degree  as  to  equalize  the  difference  in 
the  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad,  however  low  it 
goes? 

Moreover,  why  should  we  undertake  to  fix  the  rates  at  all? 
Why  not  Just  declare  In  the  bill  what  commodities  shall  go  on 
the  dutiable  list  and  what  commo^lities  shall  go  upon  the  free 
list,  and  then  provide  that  the  Tariff  CVmmissiou  shall  ascertain 
the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  with  respect  to  these 
commodities  at  home  and  abroad  and  give  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion power  to  fix  the  rates? 

It  is  a  very  simple  thing.  We  could  say  these  tilings  go  upon 
the  free  list,  the  other  things  go  upon  the  dutiable  list.  Then 
the  Tariff  Commission  could  be  authorized  and  directed  to 
ascertain  the  difference  in  the  co.sta  of  production,  and  the 
Prei^ldent  would  fix  the  rates  accordingly. 

If  we  gave  that  power  to  the  President,  what  would  be  the 
difference  in  principle  between  tliat  and  giving  him  the  power 
to  rah^e  or  lower  the  rates  50  per  c«it?  No  one  thinks  of  grant- 
ing any  such  power  as  that  to  the  President  It  would  be  per- 
fectly obvious,  under  those  circumstances,  that  we  would  be 
granting  to  him  a  power  which  the  people  reposed  in  us. 

Why  was  this  extra  session  called  at  all?  If  the  Congress  Is 
unequal  to  the  task  of  ascertaining  with  reasonable  accuracy 
what  the  difference  Is  between  the  cost  of  production  at  home 
and  abroad,  or  if  the  necessary  celerity  of  action  can  not  be 
secured  through  Congress,  why  was  this  extra  session  called? 

It  Is  said  that,  in  addition  to  agriculture,  some  specific  indus- 
tries are  in  a  depressetl  condition  because  of  competition  from 
abroad.  Then  why  go  farther  tlian  the  agricultural  rates  and 
refer  to  the  commission  the  obligation  and  the  duty  to  ascertain 
what  Is  the  difference  in  costs  of  pniduction  hi  those  lines  of 
Industry  that  are  supposed  to  be  suffering  and  delegate  the 
power  and  move  the  commisHJon  to  act  in  tboee  specific  <ase87 
Is  not  the  logic  of  the  situation  that  the  resolution  of  the  Sena- 
tor sluHild  have  been  adopted  aud  the  relatively  f^wsuffCTlng 
Industries  amoog  ao  many  that  are  pcoeperoos  be  relegated  to 


the  commission  and  the  President  under  the  flexible  provisions 
of  the  law? 

Mr.  President,  the  rule  which  ought  to  govern  In  this  matter 
is  expressed  In  very  persuasive  language  in  a  work  on  Limita- 
tion of  the  Taxing  Power,  written  by  Mr.  Gray,  recognised  as  a 
standard  by  lawyers.  In  which  the  author  says : 

Legislative  power  is  a  trust  for  the  whole  people  which  tbe  legislature 
can  not  transfer.  The  best  safeguard  of  equality  in  taxation,  as  well 
as  in  other  subjects  of  governmental  action.  Is  In  the  responsibility 
of  the  legislature  to  tbe  people.  So  lung  as  tbe  power  of  taxation  is 
directly  exercised  by  the  popular  representatives,  each  section  having  Its 
representative,  the  iHirden  is  far  more  likely  to  be  distributed  evenly 
among  the  people  than  if  tbe  power  is  exercised  by  some  person  or 
body  not  directly  responsible  to  the  whole  people  or  perhaps  not  chosen 
by  them. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  from  what  is  the  Senator  quot- 
Ing? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  quoting  from  Gray's  Limlta- 
tion  cm  the  Taxing  Power. 

Let  us  see  how  the  system  has  worked.  Of  course,  I  realize 
that  In  view  of  the  remarkaWe  addresses  of  yesterday  by  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Folucttb]  and  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gbcmge],  and  the  extraordinary  address  to 
which  we  have  listened  this  morning  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  BoKAH],  much  of  what  I  say  must  necessarily  be  repetition, 
though  I  hope  tt>  present  smne  considerations  which  may  not  be 
without  value. 

As  heretofore  remarked,  the  total  number  of  decisions  ren- 
dered by  the  commission  and  acted  upon  by  the  President  during 
the  seven  years  In  which  this  system  has  been  In  operation  are 
37.  The  table  given  to  me  a  couple  of  weeks  ago  by  the  com- 
mission contains  only  34.  Of  those  37  dedsicxis,  5  resulted  In 
decreases  and  all  the  rest  In  Increases  In  the  duty. 

Let  me  remark  in  this  connection,  Mr.  President,  that,  as 
heretofore  stated,  this  proposal  for  a  flexible  tariff,  as  it  was 
called,  did  not  originate  in  the  House  in  1»22.  The  House  Wll 
carried  the  American-valuation  system.  That  was  resisted  by 
the  country,  and  when  the  bill  came  over  to  the  Senate,  eventu- 
ally the  Senate  Finance  Committee  determined  to  report  against 
that  provision,  and  they  proposed  Instead  the  flexible  provisions, 
which  were,  after  change,  incorporated  in  the  bill.  The  change 
which  was  made  I  shall  advert  to  later. 

Over  in  the  House,  support  for  the  flexible  provisions  wae 
Invited  upon  the  theory  that  the  same  result  exac-tly  would  be 
accomplished  as  was  hoped  from  the  American  valuation  pnv 
vision ;  in  other  words,  that  through  the  substitute  scheme  the 
duties  would  be  raised.  Over  here,  tbe  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Smoot],  one  of  the  bin's  active  advocates,  asked  support  for 
tbe  measure  because  it  would  operate  to  reduce  the  rates  con- 
fessedly high,  and,  thus  by  working  both  ends  against  the 
middle,  the  bill  was  ev«itually  passed. 

Because  of  the  statement  made  by  the  President  hi  his  inter- 
view that  In  the  last  campaign  D«nocratIc  leaders  had  advo- 
cated reposing  In  the  commission  greater  power  than  that  now 
conferred  upon  it  by  law,  I  add  here  that,  when  the  question 
was  beftere  the  Senate  In  1922,  tbwe  were  Just  two  votes  on  the 
Democratic  side  in  favor  of  the  flexible  provisions.  Every  other 
Democrat  voted  against  them,  as  well  as  distinguished  Senators 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber. 

The  attitude  of  the  Democratic  Party  with  respect  to  these 
flexible  provisioas,  I  undertake  to  say.  Is  better  determined  and 
judged  from  the  action  of  Democratic  Senators  In  1922,  and  by 
the  platform  adopted  In  1928,  than  by  anything  that  may  have 
been  said  by  irrej^nsible  Democratic  orators  upon  the  stump 
during  the  last  campaign.  However,  there  were  five  of  the 
cases  reaching  a  conclusion  before  the  commission  which  re- 
sulted in  decreases  In  the  rates. 
Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield.  ^^ 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  Senator  referred  to  lrre«5x>nslble  Demo- 
cratic spokesmen  on  the  stump.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  nomi- 
nee for  the  Presidency  of  the  United  States  on  the  D«nocratic 
ticket  very  frequently  Indicated  his  support  of  the  protective 
theory,  and  I  think  even  went  so  far  as  to  indicate  support 
of  the  flexible  provisions.  He  would  not  be  termed  an  irrespra- 
sible  spokesman,  would  he? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  M<mtana.  I  do  not  care  to  get  into  a  dis- 
cussi<Hi  of  that  subject. 

The  commodities  upon  which  a  reduction  was  awarded  were 
mill  feeds  and  bran,  bobwhite  quail,  paintbrush  handles,  cresylic 
add.  and  phenol. 

So,  from  experience,  we  may  expect  that  tbe  system  will 
operate  as  to  nonagricultural  commodities  In  the  fature  as  it 
haa  ia  tte  past,  to  increase  tbe  rates  wUlct  we  fix  In  the  Miu 
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But  that  i«  to  be  expected.  That  l«  not  an  extraordinary  or 
lnexT»Ucable  thing.  There  la  a  perfectly  good  reason  for  It,  and 
that  \»  that,  save  for  the  case  of  the  Importer,  there  la  no  one 
In  th«  eoontry  who  la  particulariy  Interested  in  securing  a  re- 
ductit.  of  rates.  Of  course,  any  reducUon  would  »«««»  «  vast 
number  of  people,  aiwi  In  the  aggregate  would  In  all  probability 
amount  to  a  rery  considerable  sum;  but  to  any  particular  in- 
dividual or  group  of  indlTlduals  a  reduction  Is  so  inconse- 
quential that  It  would  not  pay  him  or  them  to  put  up  a  flght 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  reductions  in  rates  or  to  defeat 
applications  for  Increasee, 

So  far  as  the  Importer  Is  concerned.  I  suppose  no  one  feels 
that  his  representations  are  entitled  to  very  much  consideration 
upon  his  own  account,  because,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  when  it 
comes  to  a  mere  question  of  the  Interest  of  the  Importer  against 
the  Interest  of  the  domestic  manufacturer,  everybody,  for 
obvious  reasons,  is  in  favor  of  the  domestic  manufacturer.  The 
Importer  is  listened  to,  because  his  interest  is  often  in  harmcmy 
with  the  Interest  of  the  great  body  of  the  consumers  throughout 
the  country.  So  tf  he  goes  before  the  commission  he  is  re- 
garded as  an  Interested  party  and  Interested  for  the  foreigner 
as  well  as  for  himself.  Naturally  he  does  not  receive  the  con- 
sideration accorded  to  the  domestic  manufacturer. 

Mr.  President,  the  great  body  of  consumers  in  the  country 
who  are  interested  financially  in  the  reduction  of  rates,  and 
equally  Interested  financially  in  preventing  an  increase  in  rates, 
are  not  beard  at  alL  It  is  Just  exactly  the  same  before  the 
cominl.<slon  a.x  It  Is  here.  Those  who  desire  increases  of  rates 
crowd  the  corridors  of  the  Capitol  and  haunt  the  rooms  of  the 
committees  deaUng  with  the  tariff,  but  the  great  body  of  con- 
sumers of  the  country  are  obliged  to  rely  upon  what  may  be  said 
in  their  behalf  here  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  by  the  rep- 
reseuutives  whom  they  have  elected  and  sent  here. 

Therefore  It  Is  to  be  expected,  and  there  is  nothing  extraordi- 
nary about  it,  that. the  action  of  the  Tariff  Oommission  will  be 
In  the  direction  of  raising  rates,  rather  than  lowering  rates. 
Indeed.  I  have  thought  that  it  would  not  be  unwise  if  we  pro- 
vided for  the  appointment  of  an  attorney  or  counsellor,  an  advo- 
cate for  the  consumers  of  the  country,  and  paid  him  a  good, 
liberal  italary  to  appear  before  the  commission  and  oppose,  if  he 
should  be  so  advised,  every  ap|)Ucation  for  an  increase,  so  that 
iKith  .HideM  to  the  c(»utroTerKy  could  \)e  heard. 

Mr.  CJLENN.  Mr.  President,  I  suppose  the  Senator  means 
on  the  theory  on  which  In  some  States  public  defenders  are 
pn>vided. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Monuna.  Yes;  exactly  so.  Before  the  utility 
rommls.sions  In  the  various  States  the  public  have  a  representa- 
tive.  the  attorney  general,  or  the  nttomey  for  the  utility  com- 
nilKslon.  whose  boslneas  It  Is  to  oppose  every  application  for 
an  Increase  in  rates.  But  there  Is  no  such  provision  here.  So 
it  is  to  be  expected  tliat  these  raises  will  be  made. 

This  prtivlsion  Is  put  in  the  bill  for  the  express  purpose  of 
getting  increases  In  the  rates,  and  I  speak  so  upon  the  basis  of 
our  experience  in  the  past,  as  well  as  upon  the  reasons  to  whldi 
I  have  now  adverted.  That  is  in  entire  accord  with  the  policy 
of  the  Kepuhlican  Party. 

A  few  da>'s  ago  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Ohio 
fMr.  Fbss),  being  Interrogated  on  the  floor,  said  that  he  was  In 
favt»r  trf  protection  which  led  to  free  trade.  That  was,  In  sub- 
Btam-e.  the  doctrine  and  the  theory  of  Alexander  Hamilton  and 
of  Henry  Clay.  They  argued  that,  with  industries  not  well 
developed  in  this  country,  a  protective  tariff  would  give  them 
an  oppitrtnnlty  to  carry  on  their  business  at  a  fair  protit,  and 
thus  others  would  be  Induced  to  go  into  those  industries;  they 
would  be  developed,  the  producers  would  compete  against  each 
other,  and  eventually  prices  in  this  country  would  be  reduced  to 
such  a  low  level  that  a  protective  tariff  would  not  any  longer 
be  necessary,  that  when  the  great  Industries  so  promoted  were 
established  on  a  firm  footing  they  would  be  able  to  ctMnpete 
with  industries  elsewhere  In  the  world. 

I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  still  the  doctrine  of  the  Re- 
publican Party  or  not,  I  rather  Imagine  It  is  not  The  Idea 
now  is  to  keep  up  the  tariff  forever.  But  let  us  see  how  well  we 
are  working  toward  the  Ideal  of  Hamilton  and  of  Clay  thus 
exprvHsed  by  tlie  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Certainly. 

Mr  KINO.  I  would  like  to  have  the  Senator's  observation 
corroborated  by  the  statement  made  by  President  Garfield  upon 
one  occasion  when  a  Member  of  the  House  and  upon  another 
occasion,  I  am  advised,  on  the  stump,  when  he  said  that  pro- 
tection carried  to  Its  ultimate  conclusion  would  lead  to  free 
trade. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  remember  it  very  well.  Mr 
President,  how  weU  are  we  proceedinK  in  that  direction?  Beai 
in  mind  we  are  now  engaged  in  the  consideration  of  a  bill  which 
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affe  rts  the  most  substantial  raises  in  practically  every  schedule 
of  t  je  law  as  it  now  stands  or  of  the  bill  here  before  us. 

¥  e  are  furnished  by  the  United  States  Tariff  Conuirission  with 
a  wmparlson  of  rates  of  duties  in  the  pending  Uriff  bill  of  1929 
and  In  the  present  law.  The  comparison  Is  given  with  respect 
to  «ach  particular  Item,  but  there  is  a  summarization  of  them 
on  the  first  and  second  pages  from  which  It  aw^ears  that  In 
resject  to  the  first  schedule,  chemicals,  oils,  and  paints,  the  act 
of  I922  on  the  basis  of  the  importations  in  192»  levied  a  duty  of 
2».J  5  per  cent— that  is,  for  the  enUre  schedule.  The  Senate 
Fin  ince  Committee  recommends  that  the  rates  proposed  by  the 
House,  which  are  32.S4  per  cent,  be  roduc-ed  so  that  they  shall 
aim  "unt  to  29.83  per  cent  ad  valorem,  a  slight  increase  over  the 
pre  lent  law.  . 

^  ext  Is  earthenware.  The  average  for  the  whole  schedule  in 
the  present  law  is  45.35.  The  House  proposes  to  raise  that  to 
54.' 2  per  cent,  and  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  proposes 
53.!  tt  per  cent,  an  Increase  from  45.35  to  53.26. 

1 1  metals  and  manufactures  of  metals  apparently  a  decrease 
baa  ensued,  but,  as  has  heretofore  been  explained,  that  ai'parent 
decrease  results  almost,  if  not  entirely,  from  the  placing  of 
maiganese  on  the  free  list.  But  for  the  change  mentioned 
there  Is  a  raise  In  the  rate  on  metals  and  manufactures  of 
me  als.  In  view  of  the  factor  referred  to,  the  figures  are  3:1.82 
in  I  he  act  of  1922,  36.49  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and  29.51  us 
pre  aosed  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 

r  ext  is  wood  and  manufactures  of  wood.  There  Is  likewise 
an  appreciation  there,  due  to  the  fact  that  lumber  and  shingles 
are  to  be  made  dutiable  by  the  House  bill  raising  the  average 
from  15.85  to  25.24,  the  former  being  the  1922  rate  and  the 
lat  er  the  rate  proposed  by  the  House.  The  Senate  I«Mnanc« 
Committee,  by  restoring  the  commodities  named  to  the  free 
list,  would  leave  the  average  rate  without  change. 

'  "hen  we  come  to  sugar.  The  present  law  carries  a  duty  of 
67. 15  per  cent.  As  the  bill  came  from  the  House  it  carries  a 
du  y  of  92.36.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  proposes  a  duty 
of  i4.75  per  cent. 

(»n  tobacco  and  manufactures  of  tobacco  the  1922  law  fixes 
a  late  of  63.09,  the  House  proposed  a  rate  of  66.96.  while  the 
Sei  ate  Finance  Committee  amendment  proposes  the  present  rate 

of  B.00. 

1  he  average  rate  in  the  agricultural  schedule  Is  22.55  in  the 
192  2  law.  33.69  as  fixed  by  the  House,  and  32.66  as  iM-oi)Osed  by 
the  Senate  Finance  (^mmitt(^  amendment. 

S  plrits,  wines,  and  other  beverages :  1922  act  35.98.  Hou.se  rate 
43.10.  and  Senate  Finance  Committee  rate  43.90. 

Manufactures  of  cotton:  1922  rate  40.28,  House  rate  43.58, 
Sei  ate  Finance  Committee  42.28. 

1  'lax,  hemp,  Jute,  and  manufactures  of :  1922  rate  18.16.  House 
rai  18.80,  Senate  Finance  Committee  rate  18.92. 

ool  and  manufactures  of  wool :  1922  rate  49.64,  House  rate 
.    Senate  Finance  Committee  rate  56.84. 
anufactures  of  silk  :  1922  rate  56.56.  House  rate  60.17.  Senate 
auce  Committee  rate  62.46. 

anufactures  of  rayon:  1922  rate  52.73,   House  rate  53.13, 
Senate  Finance  Committee  rate  53.84. 

lere  Is  an  increase  In  every  schedule  to  which  I  have  called 
AUm.  exc^»t  metals  and  manufactures  of  metals  and  wood 
manufactures  of  wood,  which  are  given  a  lower  average  for 
►ns  stated,  and  in  the  tobacco  schedule,  which  the  House 
>s  to  increase  and  the  Finance  Committee  would  leave  as 

|r.  EDGE.    Mr.  President,  the  Senator  means  over  existing 
} 

r.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Yes;  over  existing  law. 
r.  EDGE.  But  not  over  the  House  figures? 
ir.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  speaking  about  the  prospect 
of  arriving  at  that  situation  which  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  FbssI  Is  desirous  of  coming  to  eventually — free  trade — 
an(  that  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  we  are  enjoying  a  period 
of  )rosperity  for  the  industrial  interests  of  the  country  the  like 
of  which  the  country  has  never  bef«>re  known.  For  instance. 
yesterday's  papers  carry  the  following  from  the  As.sociated 
PrifB: 

The  Nation's  tax  bOl  which  in  the  fiscal  year  1029  totjilcd  »2,938.- 
OIS.OOO,  will  be  cut  next  year  Ijecauae  basine«s  prosperity  la  rcllinc  up 
an  iintqualed  amount  of  the  Income  taxes. 

'  "he  September  report  of  the  Federal  Rest»rve  Bank  of  New 
Yo  k.  to  which  I  think  reference  has  heretofore  been  made,  cen- 
tal IS  tlie  following : 

>  ,ccomp«nying  the  contlnnonce  of  a  very  hlRh  rate  of  bu-sloess  activity 
duiInK  the  pecond  quarter  of  thU  year,  net  profits  of  2;i6  commerclnl  and 
tndistrial  eoncems  for  the  quarter  were  31  per  cent  larjter  than  In  the 
cor^'sponding  period  of  1928.  and  showed  even  larger  Increase's  over  the 
reported  net  profits  of  the  second  quarter  lo  the  two  preceding  years. 
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While  the  reports  from  the  Umtted  miinbcr  of  companies  making  qiiair> 
terly  statements  perhapo  tend  to  present  a  more  faTorable  showing  than 
would  returns  from  all  corporations.  It  Is  still  evident  that  the  general 
level  of  net  eurnings  daring  the  period  must  have  been  onusualXy  hl(^. 

In  that  situation  o.  affairs,  Mr.  President,  we  are  asked  to 
pass  a  tariff  bill  which  increases  the  rates  in  every  s(^edule  of 
the  piffseut  law  except  a  few  to  which  I  have  adverted.  But 
that  is  not  extraordinary.  If  we  shall  pas-s  the  bill  in  substan- 
tially the  form  in  which  It  is  now  before  us  or  in  any  form  In 
which  it  Is  likely  to  pass  this  body,  it  will  mean  a  substantial 
increase  In  the  rates  over  th'^jse  of  the  act  of  i;i22.  The  act  of 
1922  increased  the  rates  above  the  rates  fixed  in  the  Payne- 
Aldrich  bill  of  1909.  The  Payne-Aldrich  bUl  of  190O  increased 
the  rates  fixed  by  the  Diugley  law  of  1897,  and  although  the 
Republican  Party  came  into  power  In  that  year  upon  a  promise 
to  revise  the  tariff,  which  was  understood  to  be  a  revision  down- 
ward, it  proceeded  to  levise  the  tariff  upward ;  and  so  every  re- 
tIsIou  under  K^ublican  domination  for  the  last  30  years  and 
theretofore  has  effected  a  rai.se  in  the  rates.  The  bill  before  us 
is  no  exception.  At  the  rate  at  which  we  are  proceeding  there 
is  a  long  road  to  travel  before  arriving  at  that  ideal  c<Hidition 
looked  for  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio.  The  Republican  Party 
always  increases  the  tariff ;  it  never  reduces. 

So  it  is  entirely  consistent  with  the  policy  of  the  Republican 
Party  to  put  these  flexible  provisionsi  in  the  bill  In  order  that 
the  rates  which  we  fix  shall  be  raised  higher. 

I  want  to  call  to  the  attention  of  my  friends  here  representing 
agricultural  constituencies  a  consideration  to  which  they  may 
not  have  given  the  thought  to  which  it  Is  entitled.  Bear  in 
mind  it  is  the  duty  of  the  President  to  make  and  the  language 
of  the  act  that  he  "  shall "  make  this  inquiry  into  the  difference 
in  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad,  and  when  he  ascer- 
tains that  fact  he  "  shall "  fix  the  rates  accordingly.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rked]  the  other  day  told  us  that 
in  fixing  the  rate  on  casein  a  figure  was  arrived  at  three  and 
one-half  times  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  at  home 
and  abroad.  The  distinguished  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Edc.e],  who  I  am  glad  to  see  is  now  present,  told  us  with  per- 
fect frankness  that  in  all  the  agricultuml  rates  the  committee 
totally  disregarded  the  rule  of  difference  in  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion at  home  and  abroad  and  raised  tliC  duty  substantially 
above  that  necessary  to  meet  such  difference. 

When  the  President  is  called  upon  to  make  these  investiga- 
tions and  to  fix  the  rates  accordingly,  what  is  ho  to  do  except  to 
retluce  every  agricultural  rate  In  the  bill?  If  there  Is  any  Sen- 
ator here  representing  a  purely  agricultural  constituency  who 
will  vote  for  the  bill  after  the  statement  made  by  those  two 
Senators  who  are  so  Influential  in  this  legislation.  I  undertake 
to  say  he  will  have  some  explaining  to  do  to  his  constituents. 
This  ses.sion  was  called  to  extend  relief  to  depressed  agriculture 
as  Its  primary  object,  among  other  methods  by  an  adJostmMit 
of  the  tariff  in  its  Interest.  The  rates  on  asrricultural  products 
were  increa.«ted  and  now  it  Is  proposed  to  sanction  machinery  by 
which  what  is  granted  by  the  bill  will  be  taken  away  by  the 
commission. 

Mr.  I»resident,  I  want  to  call  to  the  attention  of  Senators  the 
difference  In  the  proposal  so  far  as  the  flexible  provisions  are 
concerned  as  found  In  the  House  bill  and  as  found  In  the  present 
law.  Bear  In  mind  that  it  Is  of  no  particular  consequence  that 
we  shall  adopt  the  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Smoot].  The  bill  will  go  Into  conference.  We  have  no 
assurance  whatever  that  when  It  comes  out  of  ccmference  the 
House  language  In  relation  to  the  flexible  provisions  will  not 
be  in  the  bill  as  It  Is  reported  by  the  committee  of  conference. 
So  It  becomes  exceedingly  important  that  we  should  understand 
perfectly  what  the  profKisal  Is  in  the  bill  as  It  passed  the  House 
and  which  may  eventually  characteriae  the  bill  in  its  completed 

I  desire  to  say  with  respect  to  that  that  whatever  may  be  said 
in  support  of  the  constitutionality  of  the  Smoot  amendment— 
that  is  to  say,  the  present  law— I  venture  to  assert  that  no  man 
will  stand  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  attempt  to  Justify 
upon  constitutional  grounds  the  provision  of  the  biU  as  it  came 
to  the  House  with  respect  to  the  flexible  tariff. 

Mr.  EIK3E.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Moo- 
tana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  the  S«iator  If  he 
does  not  desire  to  be  interrupted. 

Mr.  WAI.SH  of  Montana.     I  am  very  glad  to  yidd. 

Mr  EDGE  Would  not  the  same  condition  exist,  so  far  as  the 
conference  is  concerned,  whatever  might  be  the  action  of  the 
Senate,  whether  we  adopt  the  so-called  Smoot  proposal  or  defeat 
it?  The  fact  would  still  remain  that  the  conference  committee 
would  have  complete  power  to  adopt  any  part  of  the  House 
provision. 


Mr,  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  is  true.  If  we  should  adopt 
the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons] 
to  strike  out  of  the  bill  entirely  all  the  flexible  provisions,  we 
might  get  back  a  wmference  report  with  substantially  the  House 
provision  In  it 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  mer^  wanted  to  point  out  that  it  made  no 
difference  to  the  Senate  so  far  as  the  character  of  the  conference 
report  is  concerned. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  In  either  case  it  becomes  exceed- 
ingly important  for  us  to  know  what  the  House  provtsiofis  are 
and  in  wUat  respect  they  differ  from  the  proposal  as  represented 
by  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  trvm  Utah  [Mr. 
Smoot]. 

I  referred  heretofore,  Mr.  President,  to  the  fact  that  the  idea 
of  a  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  bill  did  not  originate  In 
the  House  of  Representatives;  It  was  not  in  the  House  bill  in 
1922  as  it  came  to  this  body,  but  was  proposed  by  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Finance,  and  was  foiuid  In  the  bill  as  it  was 
reported  by  that  committee  to  the  Senate.  However,  it  did  not 
come  to  the  Senate  frMn  the  committee  in  the  form  In  which 
It  was  eventually  ad(^ed.  It  came  from  that  committee  in 
practically  the  identical  language  of  the  pending  House  Mil. 
The  essential  difference  between  the  two,  at  least  one  of  the 
important  features  is,  that  in  the  House  bill  the  test  is  to  be 
"  the  difference  In  conditions  of  competition "  between  this 
country  and  foreign  cmmtrles,  while  in  the  present  law  and  in 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  the  test  is 
the  difference  in  the  coat  of  production  at  home  and  abroad ; 
but  the  proposal  as  it  originally  came  from  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  in  1922  made  "  differences  in  conditions  of  competi- 
tion "  the  test  upon  which  the  rates  were  to  be  flxed. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  at  that  point? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yleM. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  What  is  the  real  difference  between  the 
provision  of  the  House  bill  as  to  the  differences  of  competing 
conditions  and  the  effect  of  paragraph  (c)  on  page  4  of  the 
pending  amendment  which  describes  the  things  to  be  taken  Into 
consideration  by  the  President  In  arriving  at  his  conclusion? 

Mr  WATvSH  of  Montana.  I  will  come  to  that.  I  now  read 
section  315  (a)  as  the  bill  of  1922  was  originally  reported  to 
the  Senate  bv  the  Finance  Committee  and  as  Senators  who 
have  the  pending  bill  before  them  and  will  follow  my  reading 
will  see  that  the  language  Is  Identical,  except  in  a  single  par- 
ticular presently  to  be  referred  to : 

That  In  order  to  regulate  the  foreign  commerce  of  the  United  Statea 
and  to  put  into  force  and  effect  the  policy  of  the  Congreat  by  this  act 
Intended,  whenever  the  Prealdent,  upon  Investigation  of  the  differ- 
ences lu  conditions  of  competition  In  trade  In  the  markets  of  the 
United  States  of  articles  whoUy  or  In  part  the  growth  or  product  of 
the  United  States  and  of  like  or  slmUar  articles  wholly  or  in  part  the 
growth  or  product  of  competing  foreign  countries,  shall  find  It  therpby 
shown  tbat  the  duties  flxed  In  this  act  do  not  equallM  the  said  dtf- 
ferences  In  conditions  of  competition  in  trade  he  shall,  by  such  Investi- 
gation, ascertain — 

that  fact  and  shall  proclaim  It,  and  so  forth,  the  language 
following  to  the  efppct  that  the  rate  so  proclaimed  shall  there- 
after be  the  controlling  rate. 

I  ask  permission,  Mr.  President,  to  have  so  much  as  Is  here 

Indicated  bv  a  line  in  the  margin  of  the  bt|l  to  which  reference 

is  made  incorporated  in  the  Recobd  at  the  conclusion  of  my 

remarks. 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.    Without  objection,    it   Is   so 

ordered.  ,         „  ^...^   ^      ^  ...w 

(The  matter  referred  to  will  be  found  as  Exhibit  A  at  the 
conclusion  of  Senator  Wai-sh's  remarks.) 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  After  that  bfll  was  reported  con- 
taining the  provisions  to  which  I  have  called  attention,  argu- 
ment followed  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  against  the  consti- 
tutionality of  that  feature  of  the  measure,  and  eventually  the 
provisions  so  assailed  were  eliminated,  and  those  which  now 
appear  In  the  law  were  substituted  in  their  stead. 

Another  change  was  made  with  respect  to  lan^ruage  which 
I  shall  now  read : 

Whenever  the  Prealdent  •  •  •  *all  find  It  tliereby  shown  that 
the  duties  flxed  la  thla  act  <lo  not  eqnallae  the  aald  differences  In 
conditions  of  competition  In  trade,  he  shaU.  by  such  InvcstigaUon, 
aaoertala  said  difference*  and  determine  and  proclaln» — 

Now  observe — 
changes  In  daaeiflcatlon  or  forma  of  daty  or  Increaaea  or  decreases  la 
any  rate  of  duty. 

In  the  revised  Senate  committee  amendment  the  words  **  forms 
of   duties"    were   ^Imlnated.     The   argument   had    evidently 


i  ^^ 


I;    ii . 
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alarmed  the  sponson  for  the  bill  and  an  effort  was  made  to 
fr«?  U  from  \tn  more  vulnerable  features. 

The  Smoot  amendment  and  the  present  law  are  the  same  in 
that  respect.  They  both  omit  the  words  "  forms  of  duties* "  bat 
retain  "  changes  in  classification." 

"  Changes  in  classification,"  as  I  understand,  relates  to 
cbari<^es  from  one  paragraph  to  another  where  a  different  rate 
pn-vaiLs.  and  "changes  in  forms  of  duty"  I  understand  to  be  a 
proposal  to  change  ad  ralorem  duties  to  specific  duties,  or 
vice  rersa. 

Mr.  President,  If  we  can  constitutionally  grant  this  power  to 
the  I»r«ii<lent,  why  should  we  not  give  him  the  right  to  transfer 
specific  rates  to  ad  valorem  rates  In  order  to  eqaalixe  the  differ- 
ei»ce  In  the  co«t  of  prodnctl<»n?  Evidently  Senators  on  the 
other  side,  enlightene<i  by  whatever  discussion  took  piace  upon 
th^  floor.  con<lu*led  that  they  had  better  not  take  a  chance  on 
giving  any  such  power  to  the  President.  80  I  believe  it  has 
been  the  reasoni-d  conclusion  of  thf  Senate  of  the  United  States 
that  an  act  wimld  be  unconstlttitional  framed  in  the  language 
of  the  Hoa«e  provision  of  the  bill  before  us. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 

UUh  proposes  that  the  test  shall  be  such  as  ia  in  the  preaent 

^  law.  iiauM'ly.  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  at  home 

and  abroad.  ^         ^       .       .. 

Kor  many  years  it  has  been  proclaimed  that  that  is  the 
pn»per  basis  upon  which  tariff  legislation  should  be  enacted; 
that  the  rates  should  be  such  as  to  cover  the  dlffwence  in  the 
cost  of  |>rodmtion  at  home  and  iibn>ad.  Although  that  prin- 
ciple has  been  unctuously  pru<laimed,  it  haa  been  contemptu- 
ously disn^garded  in  actually  fixing  rates,  as  everyone  who  Is 
familiar  with  the  subject  ean  alteet. 

The  fact  is,  as  has  be«'n  stated  here  this  morning,  that  a  per- 
fectly Impossible  task  is  put  up  to  the  Tariff  Commission  and 
to  the  President  of  the  I'uited  States  to  ascertain  what  is  the 
difference  In  the  coat  of  production  at  ht»me  and  abroad.  That 
phrase  sounds  weU,  but  let  us  see  what  the  situation  i.s^  A 
certain  country  has  particular  advantages  of  location,  of  oppor- 
tunities for  shipment,  and  various  other  considerations  which 
enable  it  to  produce  a  certain  commodity  at  a  very  low  cost; 
another  country  Is  not  so  fortunately  situated;  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction there  will  be  a  little  higher;  another  country  is  atill 
less  favorably  situated,  and  the  cost  of  production  in  that 
country  will  be  still  higher;  and  pos.slbly  in  the  United  States 
the  situation  is  such  that  the  cost  of  production,  in  view 
of  the  higher  rate  of  wages  paid  here,  may  be  the  highest  of 
all.  When  we  come  to  ascertain  the  difference  In  the  cost  of 
production  between  this  country  and  some  other  country, 
how  <-an  we  possibly  arrive  at  anything  like  exactitude  in  the 
determination  of  the  cost  of  production? 

But  that  Is  not  alL  Even  In  the  same  country  the  cost  of 
producing  a  particular  artlde  varies  greatly  among  prodncers 
of  the  same  article.  The  subject  of  pig  iron  was  refen*od 
to  here  the  other  day.  It  was  stated  that  the  United  States 
Steel  Corporation,  for  instance,  is  engaged  in  the  production 
of  pig  Iron.  Although  it  probably  sells  none,  it  uses  its  output 
In  the  production  of  its  perfecte«l  products.  That  corjwratlou 
la  so  situated  that  It  can  produce  pig  iron  at  a  very  low  cost 
compared  with  the  cost  that  is  entailed  upon  what  are  called 
the  merchant  furnaces,  which  either  buy  their  ore  from  sonoe 
one  else  In  this  country  or  import  it  from  abroad ;  other  c<iu- 
ditions  also  affect  costs;  so  that  those  of  the  United  St^itea 
Steel  Corporation,  as  I  think  la  generally  understood,  are 
really  very  much  lower  than  the  costs  of  many  of  its  com- 
petitors. Then  which  is  to  be  the  cost  of  production  at  home 
of  pig  iron,  for  Instance?  Is  it  to  be  the  cost  In  the  case  of 
the  United  States  Steel  Corporation  or  Is  it  to  be  the  cost  of 
some  poorly  managed  merchant  furnace  or  some  other  concern 
that  Is  differently  situated  and  less  advantageously  circum- 
stanced? 

It  will  be  understood  that  the  United  States  Stert  Corporation 
has  great  deposits  of  iron  ore  In  Minnesota,  mined  at  little  cost 
as  compared,  for  Instance,  with  the  cost  of  mining  across  the 
line  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin  or  in  the  State  of  Michigan.  It 
has  its  own  ataips  transporting  the  ore  from  Duluth  to  Buffalo 
or  Brie;  it  has  Its  own  railroad  for  transporting  Its  oro  to 
its  mills  and  ita  {Mroducts  to  its  customers.  So  It  is  able  to 
produce  its  commodities  for  sale  at  a  very  much  less  cost 
than  othen  engaged  in  the  production  of  the  same  chuK  of 
commoditiea. 

Which  results  are  to  be  taken  in  order  to  ascertain  what  are 
the  coets  of  production  in  this  country?  So,  Mr.  President,  it 
is  said  the  difficulty  about  arriving  at  what  la  the  difference  In 
the  cost  of  production  prompted  perhaps  among  other  reasona 
the  change  in  the  law  whidi  is  proposed. 

I  find  at  page  65  of  tXie  report  of  the  Finance  Committee, 
for  which.  I  Uke  It,  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootJ.  in 
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I'ltarge   of  the   bill,   Is   presumably   respf»n8lble,    the   foUowing 
ttatement  referring  to  the  present  law : 

A  tew  dilBcultlrt  which  have  aritwn  under  the  present  law,  however, 
Diut  be  removed  if  thp  expressfd  policy  Is  to  be  put  into  force  effec- 
fvely.  Tbe  aacertainment  of  coats  of  production  has  often  required 
(uch  prolonged  Inveatigatlona  that  necessary  readjuatmenta  have  l)een 
lented  for  two  or  three  years.  In  many  Instances,  the  commission  lias 
'oand  It  Impoealble  to  ascertain  foreign  costs  of  production,  with  the 
■eault  that  readjustments,  the  necessity  for  which  was  apparent  and 
idmitted,  have  been  denied  altogether.  Again,  It  was  found  that 
»«U  of  production  alone  did  not  accurately  reflect  competitive  con- 
ations and  that  equalizing  costs  of  production  would  not  be  sufficient 
to  avoid  damaging  competition  to  the  country's  Industries.  Foreign 
ind  domestic  competition  In  th«  markets  of  tbe  United  BUtea  must  be 
E>qualU«d. 

Accordingly,  the  House  bill  substitutes,  as  the  principle  to  which  the 
rresldeut  must  conform  In  i-arrylng  out  the  purpose  of  ronKr»>s»,  the 
equalisation  of  "  condltlona  of  competition  in  the  principal  lunrket  or 
markets  of  the  United  SUtes  between  domestic  articles  and  like  or 
similar  competitive  Imported  articles."  Tour  committee  approves  this 
change,  and  H  to  believed  that  this  standard  will  permit  more  speedy 
adjustments,  that  the  conditions  will  always  be  as<ertalnable,  and  that 
the  resulting  changes  In  rates  will  conform  more  nearly  to  the  acknowl- 
edged policy  of  the  Congress. 

In  other  words,  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  tells  us  practi- 
cally that  the  present  law  is  a  failure,  and  In  the  course  of  a 
week  or  two  they  conoluile  that  the  nubstltute  which  they  have 
offered  is  a  failure,  and  then  they  ask  us  to  give  our  indorsement 
to  that  plan  which  they  have  just  condemned.  Notwithstand- 
ing It  was  advanced  that  by  the  change  originally  prop«'se<l 
greater  speed  would  ensue  in  relieving  the  distressed  condition 
of  the  industry  and  uotwithst.inding  they  tell  us  that  sometimes 
two  or  three  years  have  intervened  bef4>re  any  relief  could  be 
secured  under  the  pro^-Lslons  of  the  present  law,  as  is  the  fact, 
the  Senate  is  now  asked  to  reenact  the  law  thus  declared  to  be  a 
failure. 

I  realise,  Mr.  President,  how  futile  It  is  to  talk  al»out  the 
unconstitutionality  of  this  legislation  even  of  the  House  provi- 
sions  now  repudiated  by  the  Senate  committee.  The  doubt 
which  but  for  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  would  attend 
the  legislation  is  intensified  by  the  change  proptwed  by  the 
House  bill. 

What  is  meant  by  "  differences  in  conditions  of  competition  "? 
Of  course,  differences  in  cost  of  production  enter  into  differences 
in  cttnditions  of  competition;  but  many  other  elements  enter 
Into  differences  in  c*<mditions  of  competition.  Some  foreign 
house  may  have  more  high-powered  salesmen,  able  to  overcome 
sales  resistance  better,  than  the  American  house  engaged  in  the 
sale  of  the  same  article.  It  may  pat  up  its  goods  in  a  more 
attractive  manner  than  the  American  producer.  It  may  more 
successfully  consult  the  predileitlons  or  the  prejudices  of  the 
particular  kind  of  customers  to  whom  it  expects  to  sell  its  goods. 
A  lot  of  differences  in  competition  may  exist  outside  of  the 
mere  question  of  cost  of  production.  But  the  bill  undertakes  to 
give  us  the  factors  which  must  be  considered  by  the  President 
In  determining  the  differences  In  conditions  of  competition ;  and 
I  shall  presently  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  one  of  the 
most  Important  of  theee,  as  mentioned  by  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  BAmKLcr],  is  In  the  present  law,  and  would  con- 
tinue so  if  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Smoot]  were  adopted. 

I  pause  to  remark  that  everyone  agrees  that  In  order  that  a 
statute  delegating  power  of  this  character  shall  be  held  valid 
there  must  be  no  question  of  judgment  or  discretion  reposed  in 
the  executive  oflicer  or  administrative  body.  As  stated,  the 
legislature  may  pass  a  law  which  is  to  go  Into  effect  upon  the 
happening  of  a  future  contingency  or  the  determination  of  a 
fact.  That  was  the  situation  In  Field  against  Clark — whether 
the  President  was  or  was  not  required  to  exercise  jtMlgment  and 
discretion  concerning  the  effect  of  tariff  legislation  by  countries 
to  which  we  were  selling  our  agricultural  products  is  a  matter 
of  no  consequence.  Whenever  the  President,  under  the  Mc- 
Kinley  Act,  should  determine  that  the  foreign  statutes  were 
contrary  to  the  principle  of  reciprocity,  then  the  rates  fixed  by 
oor  statute  were  to  go  into  effect;  all  that  was  nece8.sary  was 
for  the  President  so  to  determine.  Whether  he  was  right  in 
determining  It  or  whether  he  was  wrong  In  determining  it 
mattered  not.  Whenever  he  determined  that  the  foreign  rates 
were  unjust  to  our  people,  considering  the  concessions  that  we 
made  to  them,  then  the  new  rates  fixed  by  the  law  went  Into 
effect.  And  so.  Mr.  President,  the  fact  must  be  one  that  can 
be  determined  and  decided. 

An  eminent  writer  upon  this  subject,  Wllloughby,  in  his  work 
on  the  Conatltutioii,  says: 


The  facta  which  are  to  determine  tbe  Bxemtlve  acta  mnat  be  aocb 
as  may  be  precisely  stated  by  the  legislature  and  certainly  aacertained 
by  tbe  Executive. 

Let  us  see  how  certainly  these  facts  can  be  ascertained  by 
the  Executive.  No  discretion  at  all  ma^t  be  left  In  him.  It 
must  be  a  simple  question  of  the  ascertainment  of  a  fact.  The 
fact  that  he  is  called  upon  to  determine  is.  as  provided  in  the 
House  bill,  difference  In  conditions  of  competition ;  and  in  order 
to  arrive  at  that  difference  the  bill  says  he  shall  take  into 
consideration,  In  so  far  as  he  finds  It  practicable  and  applicable — 

(1)  Costs  of  production  of  the  domestic  article  or  the  price  at  which 
Buch  article  U  freely  offered  for  sale  to  all  purchasers  In  the  principal 
market  of  the  United  States,  In  the  ordinary  course  of  trade  and  In  tbe 
usual  wboleaalo  quantities  In  such  market. 

Bear  In  mind,  Mr.  President,  he  is  entitled  to  take  Into  con- 
sideration rithrr  one  of  these  two  things.  Of  course,  the  price 
at  which  the  article  is  «>ffered  for  sale  In  the  United  States  under 
all  ordinary  circumstances  must  be  higher  than  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction, because  if  It  were  not  any  higher  the  article  would  not 
be  sold  here.     There  must  be  some  profit  in  the  transaction. 

The  President  Is  entitled  to  take  Into  consideration  either  the 
cost  of  production  or  the  American  soling  price,  whichever  he 
sees  lit.  In  other  words,  he  may  exercise  his  judgment  and 
dls<  retion ;  and  thus  the  validity  of  the  law  is  destroyed. 

We  go  on : 

2.  Co«t8  of  production  of  tbe  Imported  article,  or  the  price  or  value 
aet  forth  In  Its  Invoice,  or  Ita  Import  cost  as  defined  In  aubdlvialon  (e) 
of  iiectlon  332. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  troai  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  do. 

Mr.  KING.  Before  the  S«'nator  discusses  the  matter  to  which 
he  has  ja'^t  called  attention,  I  should  like  his  view  as  to  the 
words  "  in  so  far  as  he  finds  it  practicable  and  apiriicaUe."  Do 
not  those  words  give  to  the  Presidwit  a  very  large  field  of  dis- 
cretion? He  may  determine  whether  he  is  to  invoke  a  rule,  if 
It  is  practicable.  One  President  might  deem  it  practicable  to 
adopt  a  certain  method,  and  another  President  might  determine 
that  certain  facts  were  not  to  be  practically  applied ;  so  It  seems 
to   me   that   a   great   latitude   is    allowed    there   and    a   great 

discretion.  ,     ,.     ^ 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Undoubtedly,  undoubtedly;  and 
so,  Mr.  President,  I  irisLst  that  this  language  gives  the  Presi- 
dent  the   poww   to   raise  or   lower   the   rates   largdy   as   he 

1^^^    fit. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana jield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WAI.SH  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  must  also  call  attention  to  the 
amendment  I  offered  on  page  3,  beginning  with  line  21,  which 
reads  as  follows: 

The  ad  valorem  raU  or  rates  of  duty  baaed  upon  such  American 
selling  price  shall  be  tlie  rate  found  upon  said  Investigation  by  the 
I'resklent,  to  be  ahown  by  tbe  said  difference*  in  costs  of  production 
necesaary  to  equalise  such  dlffereuceo,  but  no  such  rate  aball  be 
decreased  more  than  60  per  cent  of  tbe  rate  specified  In  Title  I  of  this 
act  upon  Buch  artldea,  nor  aball  any  such  rate  be  Increased. 

In  other  words,  If  there  is  a  rate  of  25  per  cent  upon  an 
article,  and  an  investigation  is  made  by  the  Tariff  Commission 
and  its  result  reported  to  the  President,  and  an  increase  is 
found  neces-sary  by  the  investigation  of  the  Tariff  Commission, 
the  President  under  this  amendment  has  no  ptjwer  whatever  to 
increase  the  rate  above  the  one  fixed  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  WALkSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  is  talking  about  sub- 
division (b)? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes.  That  applies  to  all  of  the  rates  under 
the  American  valuation. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MMitana.  No ;  we  have  not  reached  the  sub- 
division (b)  at  all. 

Mr.    SMOOT.    But   we   can  not   consider   one   without   the 

other. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  there  are  two  pro- 
visions in  the  law  as  it  exists,  and  two  provisions  in  the  amend- 
ment offere<l  by  the  Senator  from  Utah.  The  first  provision 
gives  the  President  power  to  raise  or  lower  the  rat£s  within  CO 
per  cent.  That  Is  all  there  is  to  that.  Then  subdivision  (b) 
provides  that  If  the  President  finds  that  that  does  not  cover 
the  difference  In  the  cost  of  production  be  may  then  establish 
the  American-valuation  rule,  and  in  aK>lyiug  the  American- 
valuation  rule  the  feature  to  which  the  S«iator  has  now  called 


attention  is  applicable.    It  has  not  anything  at  all  to  do  with 
subdivision  (a). 

But,  Mr.  President,  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  of  course 
if  the  American  valuation  be  established  there  is  no  need  of 
any  increase,  because  that  of  itself  will  give  the  Increase,  since 
the  President  may  proclaim  the  American  valuation  only  when 
the  increase  deemed  necessary  can  not  otherwise  be  secured. 
That  was  the  purpose  of  the  American-valuation  proposal — in 
order  that  the  rates  might  actually  work  out  higher  than  if 
they  were  figured  upon  the  foreign  cost  of  protiuctlon  or  the 
foreign  invoice  price. 

Mr.  KINO  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  Baffler  another 
interruption  ? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Yes. 

Mr.  KING.  I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  In 
two  cases,  at  least,  whene  the  President  resorted  to  the  Ameri- 
can selling  price  he  found  that  the  duty  would  be  so  hU* 
that  he  reduced  the  rate  based  upon  the  American  selling 
price — not  only  the  ad  valorem  but  the  specific  rate. 

Take,  for  instance,  taximeters.  My  recollection  Is  that  the 
duty  under  the  ad  valorem  rate  was  |3  for  a  taximeter,  and 
30  per  cent,  possibly  more;  I  have  forgotten  the  exact  am«mnt. 
The  President  placed  taximeters  under  the  Ameri<-an  valua- 
tion, and  the  rate  would  have  been  so  extortionate — Indeed, 
prohibitive — that  he  reduced  the  value  to  $1.60,  and  also  re- 
duced the  ad  valorem,  and  yet  of  course  raised  a  much  larger 
revenue  than  he  would  under  the  application  of  the  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  frcHU  Montana 
yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yldd. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  tell  the  Senate  the  facts  in  the  taximeter 
decision. 

The  rate  on  taximeters  was  45  per  cent  on  foreign  valuation, 
and  the  President  declared  the  rate  to  be  27.1  per  cent  on 
American  valuation.  That  was  the  rate  which  was  proclaimed 
by  tbe  President;  and  the  reason  why  the  American  valuation 
was  taken  in  that  case  was  that  the  50  per  cent  allowed  by  the 
law  did  not  equaliae  that  difference. 

As  my  colleague  has  said,  there  were  some  three  others ;  but 
this  Is  the  only  case  where  a  rate  was  changed  from  existing 
law  when  the  item  Itself  ^*'as  put  upon  the  basis  of  American 
valuation;  and  Instead  of  being  46  per  cent  on  foreign  valua- 
tion on  taximet^v  it  was  made  27.1  per  cent  on  American 
valuation. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield  to  the  junior  Senator  from 

Utah. 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  my  colleague  In- 
tended  to  challenge  the  accuracy  of  the  statement  I  made.  I 
am  not  able  to  understand  his  remarks  In  that  regard.  What 
I  did  say  I  repeat,  and  uoUilng  that  the  Senator  has  stated 
controverts  the  position  wliich  I  took;  namely,  that  when  the 
President  came  to  apply  the  power  which  was  given  to  him 
under  the  flexible-tariff  provision  with  respect  to  taximeters  he 
found  that  the  adoption  of  the  American  selling  price  as  the 
base  for  the  computation  of  the  duty  would  make  the  duty,  with 
the  application  of  the  same  rates,  so  high  as  to  be  practically 
prohibitive;  and  therefore  he  was  compelled  In  good  conscience 
to  reduce  the  ad  valortsn  rate,  as  stated  by  aiy  colleague,  and 
as  I  stated  at  the  outset. 

I  merely  mentioned  that  to  show  that  under  this  tremendous 
diflcretion  which  is  given  under  the  flexible-tariff  provision  the 
President  can  change  to  the  American  valuation;  and  if  he 
finds  that  under  the  American  valuation,  the  American  selling 
price,  the  duties  would  l>e  too  high,  he  can  then  reduce  the  ad 
valorem  rates  which  were  fixed  in  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act, 
and,  of  course,  which  will  be  fixed  in  the  present  statute. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  think  It  hardly  fair  to  go  Into 
that  in  the  midst  of  my  discussion, 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  hope  the  Senator  will  be  brief. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  simply  going  to  say  that  the  object  of  my 
statement  was  to  give  the  facts  just  as  they  were.  I  was  not 
contradicting  anything  In  any  way.  I  was  simply  giving  the 
facts  in  that  case  as  they  actually  existed,  as  ^town  by  the 
report.  ^  , 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  Presidoit,  I  said  I  am  not 
going  to  discuss  the  question  of  the  constitutionality  of  this 
measure  in  view  of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  except 
as  the  question  remains  unsettled  in  respect  to  the  bill  as  it  came 
from  the  House.  But  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  act  was  sustained  by  the  (pinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  by 
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the  adntft  STolding  of  every  eontrorerslal  question  there  was  in 
the  o»se,  the  c«jort  ootitentlng  itself  with  Klitterine  generalities 
concerning  proi)08itio?»8  which  no  one  denied  or  cootn»verted. 

For  instance,  attention  was  called  in  the  delate  on  the  floor  to 
the  difficulty  of  determining  the  conditions  of  competition  as 
t)etween  one  country  and  another  country,  and  as  between  one 
producer  and  another  producer,  and  that  judgment  and  discre- 
tloii  mast  be  exercisctl  in  arriving  at  any  wnciusion.  The  court 
doem  not  discuss  that  element  at  all.  The  court  simply  aswnmes 
that  It  Is  a  mere  matter  of  computation  as  to  what  the  differ- 
ences in  the  ct>^ts  of  production  are. 

No  consideration  was  given  to  the  provision  of  the  law  which 
authorized  the  I*pesldent.  upon  the  report  of  the  c*ommi.s.sion,  to 
change  u  cla.««ltlcation  and  to  take  a  commodity  out  of  one  para- 
graph In  the  law  and  put  It  Into  another  paragraph  of  the  law. 

It  gave  no  ci»nslderati««i  whatever  to  a  mo.st  important  pro- 
TisioD  in  the  law  of  which  I  have  spoken,  by  which  the  Presi- 
dent was  authorisefl  to  take  either  the  cost  of  production  or 
the  American  selling  price,  whichever  he  saw  fit. 

Most  lmiK>rtant  of  all,  the  law  as  It  exists  and  the  proposal 
of  the  Senator  from  ITtah  require  the  President  to  take  into 
consideration  "  advantages  in  competition  "  ontside  entirely  of 
the  cost  of  production ;  and  the  Supreme  Court  never  gave  any 
conxideration  to  that  fetiture  of  the  law. 

Let  me  read  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  sub- 
division (c).  on  page  4: 

That  la  aac«rtalnlnx  tbe  dlffprences  in  coats  of  production,  under 
the  proviiHona  of  subdivisions  (a>  and  (b)  of  thia  section,  the  Presi- 
dent. In  ao  far  as  he  tliuis  tt  practicable,  shall  take  Into  consid^ratiun 
(1>  the  dtfrcrenres  in  conditions  la  production.  Including  wages,  ci>sts 
of  material,  and  othir  ltcm»  in  custa  of  production  of  such  or  similar 
articles  lu  tbf  United  State-;*  and  in  competiug  foreign  countries. 

So  far.  so  good.  The  test  Is  the  differences  in  the  costs  of 
prtKluctlon.  That  Is  what  the  President  is  to  find  oat.  But  he 
is  to  take  Into  consideration  not  only  that,  but — 

(2)  The  differences  In  the  wholewale  selling  prices  of  domestic  and 
foreign  nrticlea  In  the  prin<-ii>al  markets  of  the  Unlt<>d  States. 

It  du*v  not  say  he  is  tt>  take  that  into  consideration  if  it  is 
InipttSMible  for  him  to  And  out  what  the  differences  In  the  cost 
of  produ<'tion  are.  He  may  take  either  the  one  or  the  other. 
He  may  l>e  guide«l  by  one  or  the  other,  Just  as  he  thinlcs  wise. 

<3)  Advantages  granted  to  a  foreign  producer  by  a  foreign  govern- 
ment, or  by  a  person,  partn(*rsbip,  corporation,  or  asaociation  in  a  for- 
eign country. 

That,  perhaps,  is  all  right.     Finally : 

{4}  Tranaportation  Mmts  and  any  other  advantages  or  disadvantages 
In  competition. 

Bear  in  mind,  he  may.  indeed  the  law  says  he  stiall.  take 
into  consideration  not  only  the  differences  In  costs  of  iwroduc- 
tioii.  but  also  any  other  differences — any  differences  of  competi- 
tion. This  important  feature  of  the  law  entirely  disregarded  by 
the  court  .««nbjects  It  to  whatever  Just  criticism  may  be  lodged 
against  the  House  bill  on  constitutional  grounds. 

I  speak  about  this  now  not  for  ttie  purpose  of  assailing  the 
constitutionality  of  this  mea.sure  at  all  but  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  the  President  is  vested  with  wide  Judgment  and 
discretion  In  relation  to  this  whole  matter,  and  can  either  raise 
the  rates  or  lower  them  practically  as  he  sees  fit. 

Referent-e  has  been  nutde  here,  and  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Suitreme  Court,  to  the  i)Ower  given  to  the  Interstate  Ctwnmerce 
C\>mmL<«sicMi  to  fix  rates  for  transportation  over  our  railroads, 
and  it  is  said  that  that  furnishes  abumlant  support  for  the  re- 
posing of  thU  power  to  tax  in  the  President,  aided  by  the 
Tariff  CommL<ision.     What  merit  is  there  in  that  contention? 

Always  the  power  to  determine  whether  a  rate  charged  by  a 
public  utility  is  or  is  not  a  reasonable  rate  has  been  r^>osed  in 
the  ctHirts.  Prior  to  the  time  that  we  had  railroads,  when  travel 
was  by  stagecoach,  and  the  farmer  had  his  wheat  ground  at  a 
custom  mill,  the  law  fixinl  the  charge  at  a  reasonaWe  srmi  to 
be  eventtially  determined  by  a  court.  And  so,  when  modem 
m«^ns  of  travel  by  land  were  made  use  of,  railroad  rates  were 
settled  in  like  manner.  There  always  was  a  tribunaJ  before 
which  one  who  was  interested  could  go  to  have  ascertained  and 
determined  what  was  a  reasonable  rate. 

If  a  railroad  cbarginl  an  unreasonable  rate,  it  was  obliged  to 
refund  if  the  charge  had  been  paid,  or  it  could  recover,  if  it 
sued,  only  what  was  reasonable,  no  matter  what  its  rates  were. 
The  power  to  regulate  those  matters  we  found  it  convenient  to 
repose  in  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  as  a  quasi- 
judicial  body,  and  so  the  rates  are  now  determined,  instead  of 
forcing  the  individual  shipper  to  go  into  a  court  and  hare  ttie 
matter  adjudicated. 


Mr.  President,  whenever  such  rates  are  fixed  by  the  United 
States  Commerce  Commi-ssion,  if  they  are  not  such  as  give  a 
r'asonable  return  to  the  railroad  company  upon  the  money  it 
has  invested  in  the  enterprise,  it  has  tlie  right  to  appeal  to  the 
ourts.  That  right  can  not  be  taken  away  from  them  because  of 
t  le  provision  of  the  Constitution  that  no  iJeisou  shall"  be  de- 
p  rived  of  his  property  without  due  procesjj  of  law. 

But  bear  in  mind  there  is  no  such  recourse  iu  the  matter  of 
t;  nation.  When  the  authorized  taxing  powers  impose  a  tax 
V  ithin  the  limits  of  the  Constitution,  there  is  no  escai>e.  there  is 
I  o  review  of  the  imposition.  Even  thou^rh  the  tax  shall  be  con- 
t  scatory  the  taxpayer  has  no  remedy. 

Marshall  .said,  as  has  heretofore  been  mentioned  to-day.  that 
t  le  power  to  tax  Is  the  power  to  destroy.  So,  when  a  railroad 
c  jmpany  Is  required  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
to  carry  at  a  certain  specific  rate,  if  it  is  not  satisfied  with  that, 
i :  it  says  that  that  is  not  a  reasonable  rate,  that  that  is  a  con- 
t  scatory  rate,  it  has  its  remedy.  But  what  can  the  taxpsiyer 
I  o  if  the  Tariff  Commission  or  the  President  says  that  such  and 
f  uch  a  rate  is  a  proper  rate?  There  Is  no  appeal  of  any  kind, 
I  o  review  at  all.  and  there  never  has  betjn,  and  probably  there 
Siould  not  be  any  review  by  a  higher  tribunal  of  the  rates 
iaipose<l  by  tlie  proper  taxing  officers.  So  that  the  reference 
t»  the  reinising  of  this  power  in  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
ni.sslon  Is,  as  I  think  it,  quite  beside  the  sui)ject. 

Then  In  the  same  connection  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania,  who  I  regret  to  say  is  not  on  tht-  ttour.  siM.ke  about 
dbese  rates  being  fixed  by  a  perfectly  impartial,  quasi-judicial 
l<>dy.  which  would  hear  the  cJise  just  as  if  It  were  a  case  in 
court,  and  those  who  oppose  this  l^slation  are  charged  with 
lelng  afraid  to  have  the  rates  determined  upon  the  facts  as 
(hey  shall  be  found  by  this  judicial  body. 

We  have  some  traditions  In  relation  to  judicial  bodies  in  this 

(ountry.  and  one  of  them  Is  that  any  attempt  to  Influence  the 

.udgment  of  a  judge  or  a  court  by  appeals  to  him  outside  of 

i  he  court  by  anyb«»dy  Is  a  crime  and  a  contempt  of  the  court 

or  which  he  would  be  liable  to  imprlsoimient.  

The  di8tlngnlshe<l  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  FolutttkI 
i;ave  us  some  interesting  Information  In  his  splendid  speech  of 
;  estenliiy  upon  how  well  the  Tariff  Conimlssion  confomis  to 
(ur  views  about  quasi-judicial  bodies  or  ct)urt8.  The  story 
uas  not  new.  of  cf>urse.  The  matter  had  been  perfectly  well 
I indersto<^Kl.     But  he  told  tis: 

On  May  24  [1J>24],  following  the  decision  of  the  commi«8lon  to 
I  ake  up  the  consideration  of  the  sugar  report — 

Which  in  one  way  or  another  had  been  delayed  or  defeated 
irom  time  to  time,  the  proceedings  having  been  Instituted 
^  ome  three  months  after  the  passage  of  tlie  act  of  1922 — 

On  May  24,  following  the  decision  of  the  commission  to  t.ake  up 
I  he  consideration  of  the  sugar  report.  Commissioner  Culbertson  was 
Invited  to  come  to  the  office  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
I IMOOT]  in  the  S*>nate  Office  Building.  Commissioner  Culbertson  found 
(here  Members  of  Congress  from  sugar-growing  States  and  lobbyists 
I  nd  attorneys  representing  sugar  interests.  An  hour's  conference  took 
jilace.  I  ask  Senators  to  remember  that  the  sngnr  cane  was  pending  In 
I  he  commission:  that  a  public  hearing  had  been  held;  that  argu- 
ments  had   been   made,   briefs   submitted,    and   the   report   of   the   chief 

<  f  the  sugar  division  was  pending  before  the  commission  for  eonsidera- 
tlon  when   Commissioner  Culbertson   was  Invited  to  come   to  the  office 

<  f  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah,  there  to  meet  with  attorneys,  Mem- 
lers  of  Congress  from  sugar-growing  di^ttricts.  and  lobbyists.  As  I 
liave  said,  an  hour's  conference  took  place.  Spokesmen  for  the  sugar 
iatereets  presented  objections  to  the  method  used  by  the  commission 
la  the  wheat  and  sugar  cases. 

Let  us  asstune,  Mr.  President,  that  the  Hampton  case  is 
1  »efore  the  Supreme  Court  for  consideration,  It  has  been  argued, 
counsel  have  said  everything  they  can  say  about  the  matter 
o  the  Suprane  Court,  and  it  is  now  imder  consideration,  and 
1  ome  Senator  Invites  the  judges  over  to  his  office  in  the  Senate 
'  )ffice  Building,  and  brings  in  a  crowd  of  people  to  talk  alxmt 
he  matter.  What  would  we  say  about  that?  We  do  not  say 
i  mythlng  about  the  incident  chrtmicled  as  above  because  we 
lecognize  that  there  Is  a  wide  difference  between  this  tribunal 
iown  here  and  an  ordinary  court. 

J  Mr.  President,  I  speak  about  these  matters,  not.  as  was  feared 
by  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Fi^ttcherI,  that  we  are  en- 
deavoring to  overturn  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  but 
or  the  purpose  of  showing  what  large  latitude  Is  accorded  to 
he  President  of  the  United  States  in  determining  these  matters. 
I  want  to  call  attention  to  this  particularly.  Bear  iu  mind 
hat  the  test  Is  the  difference  In  the  costs  of  prtKlut  tion,  and  the 
*re9ident,  in  determining  the  rates  is  entitled  to  take  into  con- 
liiteratiom  not  only  the  differences  in  costs  of  production,  but 
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he  is  also  to  take  Into  con<«iderntion  any  other  advantages  in 
competition  that  may  K-  afforded  one  producer  over  another. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  is  not  restricted  to  the  differ- 
ences In  cost  of  production,  and  if  he  goes  to  any  lengths,  how 
can  it  be  said  that  he  has  in  any  manner  abused  his  power? 

Mr.  President,  I  have  said  practically  all  I  care  to  say  about 
the  matter.  In  my  estimation  the  Tariff  Commission  is  an  In- 
valuable agency  of  the  Government.  I  urged  as  early  as  1913 
the  creation  of  such  a  body  for  the  purpose  of  assembling  all 
available  Information  L'oncemlng  questions  relevant  to  the  ques- 
tions presented  in  the  making  of  tariff  bills.  It  ought  to  be 
preserved  for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  created — to  procure 
such  Information  and  put  it  at  the  command  of  Congress  to 
aid  it  In  its  work. 

Let  us  recur,  Mr.  President,  to  the  reasons  that  are  offered 
why  we  should  grant  this  extraordinary  power  to  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government— that  the  Congress  can  not  do  the 
work  well;  that  It  is  diverted  from  this  duty  with  so  many 
other  Important  obligations;  that  it  is  Impossible  for  the  Con- 
gress to  determine  accurately  the  differences  in  the  cost  of 
production  or  the  differences  in  the  conditions  of  competition; 
that  many  Injustices  will  thus  creep  into  a  tariff  bill  and  that 
It  will  take  a  long  time  to  get  them  corrected ;  in  other  words, 
that  the  I»re8ident  can  do  these  things  very  much  better  than 

the  Congress  can.  ^       ^w       _».     * 

That  is  the  song  that  has  been  sung  by  despotism  throughout 
all  the  ages.  That  is  why  it  is  that  all  power  in  Italy  is  vested 
in  Mussolini,  because  the  representatives  of  the  people  are 
Inadequate  to  the  task  of  legislation  imposed  upon  them.  That 
is  the  reason  why  Uie  Cortes  in  Spain  has  become  no  longer  an 
acUve  legislative  body  and  all  power  has  been  assunaed  by 
Prlmo  de  Rivera.  Pilsudski  believes  that  the  Diet  of  Poland  is 
incapable  of  discharging  the  important  duUes  that  should  de- 
volve upon  It  and  thus  he  absorbs  all  the  power  of  the  btate. 
Louis  XIV  expressed  the  same  view  in  an  epigram. 

Let  us,  as  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  B^h] 
this  morning,  avoid  giving  any  countenance  to  doctrines  of  that 
kind  subversive  of  every  principle  upon  which  our  Government 
is  established.  The  Tariff  Commission  ought  to  be  conunued 
to  dlschai-ge  the  work  for  which  it  was  created.  We  should 
not  impose  upon  it  the  obligation  to  levy  duUes— and  that  is 
what  this  scheme  amounts  to,  because  it  is  perfecUy  obvious 
to  everybody  that  the  President  can  not  possibly  devote  the 
necessary  time  to  it,  that  hLs  connection  with  the  thing  will 
be  largely  nominal.  To  repose  any  such  power  in  the  Presidwit 
or  the  Tariff  Commission  is  not  only  violative  of  fundamental 
principles  of  government  but  it  U  contrary  to  sound  business 
principles.  

APPENDIX 


Exhibit  A 

Skc.  315.  (a)  That  In  order  to  regulate  the  foreign  commerce  of  the 
United  States  and  to  pnt  Into  force  and  effect  the  policy  of  the  Con- 
gress by  this  act  Intended,  whenever  the  President,  upon  investigation 
of  the  dlfTerences  in  conditions  of  competition  in  trade  in  the  markets  of 
the  United  States  of  articles  wholly  or  in  part  the  growth  or  product 
of  the  United  States  and  of  like  or  similar  articles  wholly  or  In  part 
the  growth  or  product  of  competing  foreign  countries,  shall  find  It 
thereby  shown  that  the  duties  fixed  in  this  act  do  not  equaliae  the  said 
differences  in  conditions  of  competition  In  trade  he  shall,  by  such  In- 
vestigation, ascertain  said  differences  and  determine  and  proclaim  the 
changes  In '  classlflcaUons  or  forms  of  duty  or  Increases  or  decreases  in 
any  rate  of  duty  provided  In  this  act  shown  by  said  ascertained  differ- 
ences in  conditions  of  competition  In  trade  necessary  to  equalize  the 
same  in  the  markets  of  the  United  States ;  that  30  days  after  the  date  of 
such  proclamation  or  proclamations  such  changes  in  classification  or  in 
forms  of  duty  shall  take  effect  and  such  increased  or  decreased  duties 
shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  on  such  merchandise  when  Imported 
directly  or  otherwise  from  the  country  of  origin  into  the  United  States : 
Provided.  That  until  further  provided  by  law  the  total  Increase  or  de- 
crease of  such  rates  of  duty  shall  not  exceed  50  per  cent  of  the  rates 
specified  In  this  act,  or  In  any  amendatory  act. 

(b)  That  In  order  to  regulate  the  foreign  commerce  of  the  United 
SUtes  and  to  put  into  force  and  effect  the  policy  of  the  Congress  by 
this  act  Intended,  whenever  the  President,  upon  investigation  of  the 
dLffen-nces  In  conditions  of  competition  In  trade.  In  the  markets  of  the 
United  States,  of  articles  wholly  or  in  part  the  growth  or  product  of 
the  United  States  and  of  like  or  similar  articles  wholly  or  In  part  the 
growth  or  product  of  competing  foreign  countries,  shall  find  it  thereby 
shown,  that  an  industry  In  the  United  States  Is  being  or  likely  to  be 
materially  injured  by  reason  of  the  importation  into  the  United  States 
of  f<.reign  mprchandise.  and  shall  find  it  thereby  shown  that  the  value 
as  determined  under  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  (1),  (2),  or  <3)  of 
subdivision  (a)  of  section  402  of  this  act.  Is  not  a  certain  basis  for 
the  assessment  of  the  particular  duties,  be  ahaU  make  such  findings 


public,  together  with  «  deacrlption  of  the  class  or  kind  of  merchandise 
to  which  they  apply  in  such  detail  as  he  may  deem  necessary  for  tbtt 
guidance  of  appraising  officers ;  that  in  such  cases  and  upon  the  procla- 
mation by  the  President  becoming  effective  the  ad  valorem  duty  or 
duty  based  in  whole  or  in  part  upon  the  value  of  the  imported  article 
in  the  country  of  exportation  shall  thereafter  be  based  upon  the  .Vmeri- 
can  selling  price,  a«  defined  in  subdivision  (f)  of  section  402  of  thia 
act,  of  any  similar  competitive  article  manufactured  or  produced  in 
the  United  States  embraced  within  the  class  or  kind  of  imported  mer- 
chandise upon  which  the  President  has  made  ptibllc  such  a  finding  and 
proclamation. 

That  the  ad  valorem  rate  or  .-atea  of  duty  based  upon  such  American 
sdllng  price  shall  be  the  rate  found  upon  said  investigation  by  the 
President  to  be  shown  by  the  said  differences  In  conditions  of  compe- 
tition of  trade  in  Che  markets  of  the  United  States  necessary  to 
equallie  the  differences  so  found  in  said  conditions  of  competition  in 
favor  of  either  foreign  manufacturers  or  producers,  but  no  such  rate 
shall  be  decreased  or  Increased  more  than  50  per  cent  of  the  rate 
specified  in  Title  1  of  this  act  upon  such  merchandise.  Such  rate 
or  rates  of  duty  shall  become  effective  30  days  after  the  date  of  the 
said  proclamation  of  the  President,  whereupon  the  duties  so  estimated 
and  provided  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  upon  anch  merchaadlse 
in  the  manner  herein  provided  when  Imported  directly  or  ottoerwfse  from 
the  country  of  origin  Into  the  United  SUtes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  wotild  like  to  submit  a  few 
brief  remarks  against  the  flexible  provisions  of  the  pending 
tariff  bill  giving  the  President,  as  they  do,  a  power  which  ia 
lodged  in  the  Congress  under  the  ConsUtution.  It  has  occurred 
to  me  In  listening  to  the  various  arguments  on  both  sides  of  the 
question  that  if  the  advocates  of  the  flexible-tariff  provision 
are  tight  in  their  position  their  position  could  very  well  be 
enlarged  and  applied  to  all  the  other  powers  granted  by  the 
Constitution.  Briefly,  I  would  like  to  carry  out  that  Illustra- 
tion to  bee  where  the  Government  would  come  if  the  policy 
now  l)efore  us  should  be  adoiJted. 

Section  8  of  Article  I  of  the  Constitution  gives  to  Congress 
all  of  the  power  that  it  pa^sesses.  It  has  not  one  single,  soli- 
tary power  that  is  not  either  expressly  or  impliedly  stated  in 
section  8  of  Article  I.  The  Pretddent's  powers  are  Aim  stated 
in  the  Constitution,  it  being  the  thought  of  the  franiers  that 
the  Government  would  be  operated  in  various  departments- 
executive,  legislative,  and  judicial. 

The  first  power  given  to  Congress  is  the  power  with  which 
we  now  have  to  deal  and  I  wish  to  read  it  from  the  Constitu- 
tion: 

The  Congress  shall  have  power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  duties,  Im- 
posts and  excises,  to  pay  the  debts  and  provide  for  the  common  defense 
and  general  wdfare  of  the  United  SUtes;  but  all  duties.  Imposts,  and 
excises  shall  be  uniform  throughout  the  United  SUtea. 

The  thought  is  that  we  will  give  to  the  President  the  right 
to  lay  taxes  by  enabling  him,  if  the  bill  Is  passed  in  its  present 
form  either  to  increase  or  decreai^e  the  taxes  on  goods  coming 
into  the  country.  If  that  Is  wise.  If  It  is  sound,  if  It  is  far- 
seeing,  if  it  is  right,  let  us  see  how  such  a  policy  would  apply 
to  some  of  the  other  powers  granted  to  the  Congress  under  the 
Constitution. 

The  second  power  given  to  Congress  Is  "  to  borrow  money  on 
the  credit  of  the  United  States."  Therefore  let  us  set  up  a 
board  of  financiers  in  the  eoimtry,  let  tis  constitute  a  financial 
commission  of  the  big  bankers  of  the  United  States,  and  when 
they  see  fit  to  tell  the  President  to  borrow  money,  no  law  of 
this  body  will  be  required.  It  is  just  as  sensible  to  have  the 
financial  e^wrts-  advise  the  President  when  money  should  be 
borrowed  as  it  is  to  have  the  tariff  experts  advise  the  President 
when  tariff  rates  should  be  raised  or  lowered. 

But  let  us  go  a  step  further.  Let  us  take  the  next  power, 
which  is  "to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  nations  and 
among  the  several  States,  and  with  the  Indian  tribes."  I  will 
revert  to  that  later.  Let  us  pass  on  to  the  raising  of  an  army. 
Congress  now  has  the  power  "  to  raise  and  support  armies." 

Let  us  set  up  a  board  of  generals  who  know  what  an  army 
should  be,  who  understand  what  poison  gas.  machine  guns,  and 
tanks  are  needed,  what  personnel  and  what  training  are  r^ 
quired ;  and  Instead  of  Congress  fixing  the  number  and  the  kind 
of  soldiers  who  shall  be  in  the  Army  and  providing  the  amount 
of  equipment  they  shall  have  and  the  money  to  maintain  the 
Ai-my,  let  us  have  this  military  board  advise  the  President  and 
give  him  the  right  to  raise  an  army  of  a  million  men  over- 
night or  decrease  it  to  6,0<)0  men  as  he  sees  fit. 

Let  us  go  to  the  next  power,  "to  provide  and  maintain  a 
navy."  Let  us  set  up  a  board  of  admirals.  They  are  experts 
in  that  particular  field.  They  know  how  many  guns  are  needed 
on  battleships,  how  many  destroyers  are  required,  how  many 
submarines  are  needed,  how  many  airplanes  must  be  *"  the  air, 
what  shellB  must  be  made  of,  the  speed  of  shipe,  and  tne  per- 
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aonm'l  that  U  to  be  plac<Ml  upon  them.  Let  ns  have  this  board 
of  admirals  say  whether  we  shall  build  (Tuisiers  or  not  build 
•Tuisers.  aud  whether  we  shall  buHd  battleshipa  or  sink  battle- 
ships. Why  not?  It  Is  just  as  sensible  to  have  the  naval  ex- 
perts advise  tho  President  and  tot  the  President  to  have  the 
p<»\ver  to  act  as  he  seen  Ht  on  this  gnbjert  as  it  is  to  have  the 
tariff  experts  advise  the  President  and  have  him  exercise  the 
pover  to  tax.  a  power  which  I'onRress  now  exercises  when  it 
lays  raxHs  on  imports. 

What  is  another  of  the  powers  Klven  to  Congress?  'To  pro- 
vid«*  for  the  punishment  of  counterfeiting  the  stn-urities  of  the 
I'niteil  States  and  current  coin  of  the  I'nited  States."  There 
wnuhl  no  longer  be  nee<i  for  us  to  have  courts  to  deal  with  such 
matter*.  There  would  t>e  no  use  to  have  a  writ  of  liaheas 
c<»rpns  (.r  a  bill  of  rights.  Just  give  the  ixiwer  to  the  Presi- 
dent, and  if  some  one  is  guilty  i>f  cfmnterfeiting  and  the  Presi- 
dent liajipens  to  l»e  a  despot,  he  can  bang  tlie  man  if  he  sees  fit 
without  referem-e  to  «'«iurts.  We  do  not  need  any  laws  on  the 
imrt  of  Congress.  We  wouhl  have  no  right  to  exercise  that 
power. 

l^K^s  the  Senator  from  Ctah  [Mr.  SMotvrl  advocate  that  the 
Pn-sident  of  tl>e  Inltetl  States  should  have  the  power  at  his 
dis|>osal  to  decrease  and  increa.so  the  number  of  battleships  and 
cruisers  and  Ihe  nuniln'r  of  sailors  aud  otficers  in  our  Navy 
whenever  he  sees  fit  to  take  action  in  this  matter  aud  without 
refereiuv  to  Congress?  Of  course  he  docs  not!  Does  the  Sena- 
tor from  rtah  advocate  that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
should  have  the  right  cither  to  make  a  larger  array  or  a  smaller 
one  than  we  now  have  without  reference  to  the  w  111  of  Congress? 
t«  course  he  does  not '.  Why.  then.  Is  the  Senator  from  Utah 
not  willing  that  the  power  to  lay  taxes  which  the  bill  will  take 
away  from  us  and  give  to  the  President  should  not  be  retained 
In  this  body?  If  all  the  other  examples  I  have  set  out  are  un- 
wl.se  or  are  wrong,  why  is  this  particular  example  right,  the 
exception  to  the  rule? 

SuM»ose  we  had  a  presidential  election  and  a  President  and 
the  Members  of  the  House  and  one-third  of  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  of  one  iK»lltlcal  party  should  be  placed  in  power.  Sup- 
l)ose  they  wotild  write  a  new  tarilT  bill  just  as  it  has  been  writ- 
ten here.  Suppose  the  bill  should  be  so  iniquitous,  so  obnoxious. 
and  9o  ill-advised  that  the  people  would  rise  in  their  righteous 
wrath  and  defeat  the  Members  of  the  House  who  helped  to 
frame  it  at  the  next  electh>ri,  and  that  a  new  House  of  Repre- 
sentativBH  would  come  to  take  the  place  of  the  old  one.  Could 
they  get  rid  of  the  excessive  rates  if  the  Tariff  Commission  and 
the  l»resldent  had  the  power  to  fix  them?  Of  course  not,  be- 
cause even  though  the  new  House  would  pass  a  new  tariff  bill 
re<lu<ing  the  rate  It  would  c«»nie  over  to  this  body,  which  could 
not  W  removed  until  four  years  after  the  act  had  become  a  law, 
and  therefore  the  proposed  change  would  die.  although  the 
people  of  tlie  country  would  lie  in  revolt  against  every  provision 
It  c«)ntained.  The  answer  would  l)o.  "  We  have  just  had  a  new 
tariff  act." 

Notwithstanding  a  new  House  ha«l  been  elected  in  protest — 
a  House  from  the  pei>ple.  a  House  representing  the  people  of 
the  country  more  than  this  body  directly  represents  the  people 
«if  the  country — notwithstanding  that  fact,  we  would  not  act 
on  the  Senate  side  of  the  Capitol.  'There  will  be  no  tariff 
iegislatiuu  at  this  session  of  Congress"  would  be  the  slogan. 
"  If  you  have  a  case  nee<ling  change,  go  down  to  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission and  through  the  Tariff  Commission  up  to  the  Presi- 
dent aiHl  there  you  will  get  the  relief  which  you  seek.  We 
have  t.urreudere»l  to  the  President  the  power  which  was  once 
in  the  bauds  of  those  directly  rfected  by  the  people." 

Mr.  Presldt'ut.  if  we  needed  more  to  show  that  the  purpose 
back  of  this  mei«sure  is  simply  exi)edieucy  aud  not  a  philosophy 
of  government,  not  a  p«)lltical  belief,  not  a  strong  c«>nviction, 
it  Ls  the  fact  that  no  other  iH)wer  now  granted  to  the  Congress 
wouUl  we  dare  delegate  to  the  President  as  it  is  proposed 
to  delegate  power  to  him  under  this  provision.  We  surrender 
the  right  to  colle-.t  taxes;  we  say,  in  effi»ct.  Congress  never 
ought  to  c*»Uect  them.  The  PresiiJeut  can  change  the  schedule 
of  tax  levies  five  minutes  after  he  has  signed  his  name  to  the 
bill  if  thL*  flexible  prtnisiou  remains  in  it.  We  might  as  well 
^Jjave  i«s.sed  ru>  bill.  becau.<5e  the  voice  of  tl»e  people  is  then 
stilled  as  far  as  Congress  is  concerned.  The  only  man  who 
ran  re  luce  or  change  a  sthetlule  is  the  President  of  the  United 
We  may  have  had  good  men  for  President.  They 
may  have  been  w'ed  equipped.  They  may  in  the  past  have  had 
fine  characters.  But  ito  should  remember  that  good  fortune 
does  not  always  bring  the  best-ei|uipi>eil  men  to  public  office. 
There  have  been  brought  to  public  office  in  the  past  men  who 
have  lost  their  heads  up<»n  the  guillotine,  men  who  have  been 
dragge<l  from  the  throne  of  power  by  an  outraged  people,  men 
who  have  been  driven  into  exile  shortly  after  they  had  been 
elected.     Bat  in  thi^  country  we  say  we  are  always  gt»ing  to 
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lave  such  a  President  of  the  United  States  that  the  power  to 
ax  by  him  will  not  be  abused. 

Let  us  turn  the  picture  which  I  have  just  painted  around  and 
ook  at  it  from  tlie  other  side.  Supiwse  the  flexible-tariff  provi- 
ion  had  been  in  force  two  years  previous  to  1922  or,  to  use  an  ill- 
idvised  exi>ression,  suppose  a  "  radical "  President,  one  who 
was  not  in  favor  of  a  tariff,  was  seated  in  the  White  Hou.se. 
would  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  be  in  favor  of 
ceeping  the  flexible  lu-ovision  in  the  tariff  law  under  those 
Hiuditions?  Of  course  not.  No  voice  louder  than  that  of  the 
•ienator  from  I'tah  would  be  raised  in  this  Ixxly  in  favor  of 
repealing  the  provision.  He  would  say  that  it  would  be  an 
Abuse  of  power  if  it  should  be  exercisecl  by  one  not  in  line 
with  the  philosophy  of  this  particular  bill ;  but  so  long  as  one 
In  line  with  the  philosophy  of  the  bill  has  the  exercise  of  that 
[K>wer  It  is  right,  it  is  constitutional,  and  so  forth. 

I  want  to  say  to  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber 
ivho  wish  to  see  this  bill  enacted  into  law  that  if  this  provision 
<hall  be  retained  in  it  there  will  l>e  more  than  one  Senator  on 
:he  other  side  who  will  live  to  regret  it,  who  will  hang  his 
lead  in  shame  when  he  sees  the  result  that  will  flow  from 
:he  abuse  of  this  power  placetl  In  the  hands  of  a  President 
without  the  discretion  and  the  balance  to  use  it  properly.  We 
jave  previously  had  Presidents  who  thought  In  terms  of  liberty, 
lot  in  terms  of  money:  and  they  have  been  among  the  greatest 
in  this  Republic,  though  they  would  not  be  adapted,  perhaps. 
:o  the  complex  business  conditions  which  now  exist  throughout 
the  Nation.  We  may  again  have  a  President  like  that,  and,  so 
far  as  opinion  is  concerned,  he  might  be  on  the  side  opjx).site 
to  that  of  those  Senators  who  now  favor  the  measure.  Would 
they  want  him  to  exercise  the  power  granted  by  this  flexible 
tariff  provision?  I  am  not  arguing  the  exiKnl'ercy  of  the 
matter.  I  have  simply  presented  the  picture  to  show  that  the 
President  may  not  always  he  relied  upon  to  exercise  the  power 
as  Senators  now  contemplate  It  will  be  exercised ;  and  if  we 
shall  adopt  this  policy  In  one  case.  If  it  is  right  in  one  case, 
should  it  not  be  adopted  in  all? 

There  is  no  analogy  between  the  Tariff  Commission  and  the 
power  proposed  to  be  given  to  the  President  on  the  one  hand 
and  the  power  heretofore  given  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Conunission.  The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  is  the  crea- 
ture and  arm  of  Congress;  It  belongs  to  Congress.  The  Presi- 
dent has  not  a  thing  to  do  with  it  except  to  appoint  its  members, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  this  bo<ly.  The  members 
of  the  Tariff  Commission,  however,  under  the  flexible  provisions 
of  the  tariff  law,  are  nothing  more  than  presidential  clerks 
harge«l  with  the  duty  of  digging  up  .such  information  as  the 
I»resident  may  require.  He  may,  in  effect,  discharge  or  pro- 
mote them  or  disregard  their  advice  whenever  he  wishes  to  do 
so.  We  have  not  given  to  the  President  a  legislative  power  in 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  act,  but  we  propose  to 
give  to  the  President  a  legislative  power  in  the  flexible  provision 
of  the  pending  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  President,  the  first  break  in  the  dam  is  always  a  little 
one,  but  the  flood  is  frequently  a  catastrophe.  Natl<»ns  some- 
times make  their  present  history  by  a  small  event  which  hap- 
pened 50  years  previously.  In  1922  we  departed  from  a  distinct 
philosophy  of  government.  Our  country  was  prosperous;  It  had 
obtained  preeminence  in  the  world  in  the  field  of  commerce. 
There  are  always  persons  who  want  to  tinker  with  the  car- 
buretor when  the  engine  is  running  well.  Such  men  were  pres- 
ent in  this  body  and  in  the  other  House  In  1922.  We  had 
excrci.sed  the  power  to  enact  tariff  legislation  iM'fore  1922  with- 
out the  flexible  tariff  provision,  and,  so  far  as  I  know,  it  did  not 
result  In  great  danger  to  the  Nation. 

The  Congress  had  taken  care  of  tariff  matters  for  more  than 
a  century  previous  to  1922  without  any  injury  to  the  Republic. 
We  then  turned  our  back  on  that  policy,  under  which  the  fixing 
of  tariff  duties  was  a  duty  devolving  at>solutely  upon  us,  and 
not  upon  the  President  of  the  United  Stntes. 

Let  as  turn  over  to  another  section  of  the  Constitution — for 
that  Is  what  we  arc  really  debating — the  policy  and  the  power 
of  the  Congress.  What  are  the  duties  of  the  President?  The 
Constitution  provides  what  shall  be  the  qualifications  of  the 
President,  and  then  goes  on  to  say  that  he  is  to  be  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  and  Militia,  that  he 
may  secure  the  opinion  of  the  officials  who  st-rve  under  him  on 
any  subject  he  may  wish,  and  that  he  shall  have  the  power,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  to  make  treaties, 
and  so  on ;  that  he  shall  have  the  power  to  fill  vacancies,  and 
shall  from  time  to  time  give  to  Congress  information  on  the 
state  of  the  Union.  The  Constitution  says  that  the  President 
shall  be  the  executive — not  the  legislative — head  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, 

What  do  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootI  and  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut   [Mr.   Bingham],  or  the  other  adv(x>ates  of 
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this  measure,  care  that  men  marched  through  the  snows  of 
Valley  Forge  for  the  right  to  express  their  will  through  their 
repr^ntatives  In  our  Congress?  What  does  the  Senator  from 
Utah  care  that  men  died  through  four  years  of  civil  war  to  pre- 
serve this  Constitution  written  as  it  was  and  in  all  that  its 
spirit  and  letter  imply?  This  is  the  break  in  the  dike;  we 
have  been  tinkering  around  this  very  weak  spot  for  a  long 
while,  and  now  we  are  going  to  hit  it  to  open  the  crack  and 
destroy  the  legislative  branch  of  our  Government.  Once  open 
it,  and  remember  you  will  be  eventually  on  that  side  where  the 
water  escapes  down  into  the  valley,  where  the  catastrophe  is 
imiiending,  and  to  none  will  it  come  quicker  than  to  the  busi- 
ness interests  of  the  country,  once  the  people  find  that  they  can 
not  through  their  representatives  cliunge  the  law  of  the  land. 

Men  have  smiled  at  such  remarks  as  I  am  ntaking  through 
ail  the  centuries;  there  have  always  been  men  to  scoff.  There 
have  always  b»'en  those  who  could  not  see  that  power  wisely 
used  to-<lay  may  not  be  so  wisely  used  to-morrow. 

I  suggest  that  instead  of  writing  into  tlie  pending  bill  the 
fiexible  tariff  provision  it  would  be  a  good  Idea  to  write  into  it 
a  repeal  of  the  thirteenth  amendment,  which  I  should  like  to 
read,  because  It  is  particularly  apropos  at  this  point.  The  thir- 
teenth amendment  as  it  now  stands  reads  in  this  fashion : 

Nelthor  slavery  nor  Involuntary  servltade,  except  as  a  punishmoit  for 
crime  whereof  the  party  shall  have  been  dnly  convicted,  shall  exist 
within  the  United  SUtes  or  any  place  subject  to  their  Jurisdiction. 

The  minute,  Mr.  President,  you  take  from  the  people  the 
right  of  their  representatives  to  levy  taxes  and  put  that  right 
in  the  hands  of  a  man  who  can  practically  perpetuate  himself 
in  office  for  eight  years,  you  repeal  the  thirteenth  amendment 
in  effect,  because  we  are  all  economic  slaves,  and  the  only  dif- 
ference is  that  we  have  a  little  hope  in  eight  years  of  remoN-lng 
our  bonds,  where  under  most  forms  of  slavery  that  hope  can  not 
be  entertained. 

There  Is  an  amusing  side  to  this  controversy  which  I  think  is 
worthy  of  mention.  I  remember  in  the  campaign  of  19*24,  when 
the  then  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  the  senior  La  FoUette.  was  a 
candidate,  when  Republican  orators  were  going  all  about  the 
West  saying  that  La  Follette  was  attempting  to  tear  the  Con- 
stitution from  its  base;  that  he  was  attempting  to  tear  down 
the  institutions  of  Government  because  he  advocated  some 
amendments  to  the  Constitution.  It  is  surprising  that  those 
who  applauded  on  that  occasion  should  sit  In  the  Senate  some 
years  afterwards  and  see  the  son  of  that  same  Senator  standing 
here  strujrgling  to  maintain  the  Constitution  in  all  of  Its  letter 
and  spirit  and  vigor,  while  tliose  who  then  opposed  his  father 
are  trjlng  to  tear  it  down  in  the  most  dangerous  fashion  that 
has  ever  been  attempted.  *  ,*  ,    i 

Mr.  President,  if  this  amendment  shall  be  adopted,  if  it  is  I 
right  to  take  away  the  taxing  power  from  the  representatives  of 
the  people  and  give  It  to  the  President,  then  let  us  give  all  other 
powers  to  the  President.  Let  the  Navy  be  regulated  by  a  com- 
mission of  admirals;  let  the  President  have  the  power  to  de- 
crease it  or  increase  It  at  will ;  let  the  Army  be  regulated  by  a 
commission  of  generals  and  give  the  President  authority  to  en- 
large it  or  decrease  It  at  will.  If  It  Is  right  in  one  Instance,  it 
is  right  in  every  Instance,  and  If  it  Is  wrong,  no  argument  can 
make  it  right.  Certainly  if  those  who  favor  the  flexible-tariff 
provision  are  not  willing  to  concede  that  the  President  be  given 
other  similar  powers,  tlien  their  case  is  ncme  too  strong.  To 
give  part  only  of  such  ix»wer  is  wrong;  it  may  be  less  wrong, 
but  It  is  wrong  just  the  same. 

The  adoption  of  this  amendment  will  mean  that  Congress  has 
formally  said  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  "Hence- 
forth you.  not  the  representatives  of  the  people,  shall  lay  taxes 
in  this  country." 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  sometimes  wonder  what 
we  are  coming  to  I  sometimes  think  we  have  reached  the 
point  where  men  and  women  in  this  country  have  little  respect 
for  anything.  One  would  think  that  the  officials  of  this  Gov- 
ernment would  concern  themselves  somewhat  about  the  Con- 
stitution under  which  they  are  officials;  but  we  find  that  from 
the  highest  to  the  lowest  they  pay  very  little  attention  to  it 

I  quote  Just  a  word  from  the  Constitution : 

He- 
Meaning  the  President — 
shall  from  time  to  time  give  to  the  Congress  information  of  the  state 
of  the  Union,  and  recommmd  to  their  consideration  such  measures  as 
be  Hhall  Judge  necessary  and  expedient 

And  yet  we  find  the  remarkable  spectacle,  within  the  last  day 
or  two— I  believe  on  Tuesday,  to  be  exact— of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  making  a  recommendation  about  legislation, 
and  paying  no  more  attention  to  the  Congress  than  if  it  did  not 
exist      He  mad©  no  recommendation  to  the  Congress,  but  he 


Joined  In  the  newT?paper  debate ;  and  1  find  another  remarkable 
thing  about  that  communication,  Mr.  I»resident :  Although  this 
communication  was  made  on  September  24.  two  days  ago,  no 
Republican  Senator  has  even  put  it  in  the  Record.  It  is  not 
officially  before  us,  and  I  am  going  to  put  It  in  the  Rkcoro  now. 
Some  oV  our  Republican  friends,  I  believe,  have  repudiated  it 
At  any  rate,  some  of  them  have  denied  the  propriety  of  the 
President's  saying  anything  at  all. 

For  some  reason  no  Republican  in  this  body  has  offered  the 
President's  argument  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  I 
am  going  to  offer  it,  and  I  ask  here  that  it  may  be  Inserted  la 
the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     Does  the  Senator  say  "  with  apology  "? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Oh.  no;  witli  some  criticism  that  is  to 
come  from  it ;  not  apology. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Kean  in  the  chair). 
Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows: 

[From  the  Washington  Post,  Wednesday,  September  25,  1920] 

"  FUBXIBILITT    QUBANS    INJUSTICB   FROM    T  .BIFT."    HOOVKB    8aT« 

President  HoOT«r's  rtitenwnt  for  retention  of  the  Oexltrfe  provisions 
of  the  tariff  law  follows  : 

'•  In  my  message  to  Congress  of  AprU  16  at  the  opening  of  the  special 
session,  I  gave  mj  views  as  to  broad  principles  which  I  felt  were  of 
ImporUnce  in  tariff  legislation.  One  of  the  subjects  I  then  presented 
was  the  importance  of  maintaining  the  flexible  tarl«.  That  principle 
was  advocated  over  a  long  term  of  years  by  members  of  all  political 
parde*,  and  it  was  enacted  in  the  1922  tariff  law.  I  advocated  It  at 
that  time  and  since  as  a  necesalty  In  protection  of  public  interest. 

"  The  essential  of  the  flexible  tariff  Is  that  with  respect  to  a  particular 
commodity,  after  exhausUve  determination  of  the  facU  as  to  differences 
of  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad  by  a  tariff  commission,  com- 
prised of  one-half  of  its  member*  from  each  political  party,  whose  selec- 
tion te  approved  by  the  Senate,  then  the  Pre«ld«it  should  upon  recom- 
mendation of  the  commission,  promulgate  changes  In  the  tariff  on  that 
commodity  not  to  exceed  50  per  cent  of  the  rates  fixed  by  Congress. 

ADTHOlUTr    IS   BSrUSKD 

"  Under  these  provtsions  the  President  has  no  authority  to  loltiata 
any  changes  hi  the  tariff.  No  power  rests  on  the  Executive  until  after 
recommendations  by  the  commission.  Any  change  must  arise  from  ap- 
plication directly  to  the  commission,  and  his  authority  in  the  matter 
becomes  a  simple  act  of  proclamation  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
commission,  or.  on  the  other  hand,  a  refnsal  to  Issue  such  a  proclama- 
tion, amounting  to  a  veto  of  the  conclusions  of  the  commission.  In  no 
sense,  therefore,  can  It  be  chiimed  that  the  President  can  alter  the  tariff 
at  will,  or  that  despotic  power  is  conferred  upon  the  Executive.  It  has 
been  declared  a  constitutional  procedure  by  the  Supreme  Court. 
'  "  Reasons  for  the  continued  incorporation  of  such  provisions  are  even 
more  cogent  to-day  than  ever  before.  No  tariff  bill  ever  enacted  has 
been  or  ever  will  be  perfect.  It  will  contain  injustices.  It  is  beyond 
human  mind  to  deal  with  all  of  the  facts  surrounding  several  thousand 
commodities  under  the  necessary  conditions  of  legUlation  and  not  to 
make    some    mistakes    and    create    some    Injustices.     It    could    not    be 

otherwise. 

PSSTBCT   TAxirr   BIIX 

"  Pnrthermore,  K  a  perfect  tariff  bill  was  enacted  the  rapidity  of  onr 
changing  economic  conditions  and  the  constant  shifting  of  our  reta- 
tiouH  with  economic  life  abroad  would  render  some  items  In  such  an  act 
Imperfect  in  some  particular  within  a  year. 

"  It  is  proved  by  a  half  century  of  experience  that  the  tariff  can  not 
be  reviewed  by  Congreas  more  than  once  in  seven  or  eight  years.  It 
is  only  a  destruction  of  the  principle  of  the  flexible  tariff  to  provide 
that  the  Tariff  Commission's  recommendations  should  be  made  to  Con- 
gress for  action  instead  of  the  Executive.  Any  person  of  experience  in 
tariff  legislation  in  the  last  half  century  knoyrs  perfectly  weU  that 
Congress  can  not  reopen  single  items  of  the  tariff  without  fanportlng 
discussion  all  along  the  line,  without  the  constant  unsettlement  of 
business  and  the  Importation  of  contentions  and  factious  questions  to 
the  destruction  of  other  Important  datlea  by  Congress.  Congress  has 
literally  hundreds  of  times  in  the  past  refused  to  entertain  any  amend- 
ment to  a  tariff  except  In  periods  of  general  revision. 

CnMBCSSOME  PROVISIONS 

"Although  the  provisions  of  the  1922  tariff  act,  as  I  have  stated  in  the 
message,  proved  to  be  cumbersome  in  the  method  of  determining  costs 
of  production  and  can  be  improved,  yet  despite  this  the  agricultural 
industry  especiaUy  received  great  benefits  through  this  provision,  a 
notable  inatence  of  which  was  the  protection  of  the  dairy  Industry. 
That  Industry  would  be  in  a  sad  plight  to-day  if  it  bad  not  been  for 
the  increased  duties  given  under  the  fiexible  tariff. 

"  The  flexible  provision  is  one  of  the  most  progressive  steps  taken  in 
tariff  making  in  all  our  history.  It  U  entirely  wrong  that  there  shall 
be  no  remedy  to  Isolated  cases  of  injustice  that  may  arise  through  tha 
fallora    to    adequately    protect    certain   industrlea   or   to    destroy    the 
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opportanity  to  rertoe  duties  which  may  prore  hlghw  th*n  necessary  to 
protMTt  aome  industrtes  and  therefore  become  oneroas  upon  the  puWlc 
to  force  auch  a  aitoatlon  upon  the  public  for  auch  Ions  perloda  la.  In 
my  rlew,  economically  wronc  and  la  prejudicial  to  public  Interest. 

BACKBO  ST   VABMSaS 

*•  I  am  Informed  the  principle  la  aupported  by  the  moat  Important  of 
thp  farm  oripinlxatlona.  It  ia  supported  by  our  leading  manufacturing 
organiaatlons.  It  la  aupported  by  labor  and  conaumera  organlxationB. 
It  haa  ncTer  hitherto  been  made  a  political  laaue.  In  the  last  campaign 
some  Important  Democratic  leadera  eren  advocated  the  increase  of 
powers  to  the  Tariff  Commission  so  as  to  practically  eitinguiah  con- 
grossional  action.     I  do  not  support  such  a  plan. 

'•  1  have  no  hesitation  In  saying  that  I  regard  It  as  of  the  utmost 
importance  In  Justice  to  the  public,  as  a  protection  for  the  sound 
progrens  In  our  economic  ayatem,  and  for  the  future  protection  of  our 
farmers  and  our  Industries  and  conaumers  that  the  flexible  tariff, 
through  recomm»«ndatlon  of  the  Tariff  Commission  to  the  EiecuilTe. 
should  be  maintained." 

Mr.   McKELLAR     I   desire  to   read   from   this   remarkable 
rt«HUin<^ut :  and  In  view  of  what  I  am  going  to  say  I  think  the 
Senate  will  couaider  that  it  U  one  of  the  most  remarkiUe  duca- 
ment.s  ever  written. 
The  President  says  In  the  beginning: 

In  my  message  to  Congress  of  April  18  at  the  opening  of  the  aped.-.! 
session  I  gsTe  my  tIpws  as  to  broad  principles  which  I  felt  were  of 
Importance  In  Urtff  legislation.  One  of  the  subjects  I  then  prevnted 
waa  the  Importance  of  matnUtnlng  the  flexible  tariff.  That  princip'e 
waa  advocated  orer  a  long  term  of  years  by  members  of  all  political 
parties,  and  It  was  enacted  in  the  1922  tariff  law.  I  adrocated  it- at 
that  time  and  since  as  a  necessity  in  protection  of  public  Interest. 

I  read  another  excerpt: 

Resaona  for  the  continued  Incorporation  of  such  provlaioBS  are  ercn 
more  cogent  to-day  than  ever  before. 

And.  l«arlAK  out  a  port  of  It.  which  1  hare  already  pu»  in 
the  Rbcosd.  I  read  another  excerpt: 

Yet.  despite  this  the  agricultural  Industry  psi)eclally  received  great 
benefits  through  this  provision,  a  notable  Instance  of  which  was  the 
protection  of  the  dairy  industry.  That  industry  would  be  in  a  sad 
plight  to^ay — 

Say.s  the  President — 
If  It   had   not   been   for  the  Increased   duties  given   under   the   flexible 
tsrlff. 

Th«>  flexible  provision  ia  one  of  the  most  progresHive  steps  taken  in 
tariff  making  in  all  our  history.  It  is  entirely  wrong  that  there  shall 
be  no  remedy  to  isolated  cases  of  injustice  that  may  ari^e  through  the 
failure  to  adequately  protect  certain  induatries  or  to  destroy  the  oppcr- 
t unity  to  revise  duties  which  may  prove  higher  than  necessary  to  pro- 
tect iwme  industries — 

And  ao  forth. 

The  President  winds  up  in  this  way: 

I  have  no  healtation  in  saying  that  I  regard  It  as  of  the  utmcst 
Importance  In  Justice  to  the  public,  ss  a  protection  for  the  sound 
progress  iu  our  economic  fiystem,  and  for  the  future  protection  of  our 
farmers  and  oMr  industries  and  consumers,  that  the  flexible  tanff, 
through  recommendation  of  the  Tariff  Commission  to  the  Executive, 
sh«>uld  be  maintained. 

The  first  witness  that  I  introduce  again.st  that  argument  « f 
the  President  la  the  President  himself. 

On  the  15th  day  of  last  October.  1928.  when  Mr.  H'>CTer  was 
a  candidate  for  the  Presidency,  here  ia  what  he  said : 

The  Tariff  Commission  la  a  most  valuable  arm  of  the  Qovemment. 
It  can  be  strengrtiened  and  made  more  useful  hi  aeveral  ways — 

But  listen  to  this :  * 
but    the   Aaaerican    people    will    never    consent    to   delegating    authority 
over  the  tariff  to  aay  commission,  whether  nonpartisan  or  bipartisan. 

Mr.  UooTer  waa  a  candidate  then.  He  was  asking  for  the 
favor  of  the  people;  and  then  it  was  that  he  came  out  on  the 
side  of  thA?  people  and  on  the  side  of  the  Constitution,  and  said 
that  the  American  people  would  never  agree  to  the  delegation 
to  any  commission,  bipartisan  or  nonpartisan,  of  authority  to 
perform  the  duties  of  the  Congress.  He  was  right  then ;  and 
yet  12  months  hare  not  expired  when  be  comes  and  repudiates 
that,  and  asks  the  Congress  to  give  him  such  power. 

Mr.  I^reaident,  if  Senators  will  follow  me  for  a  few  momenta 
I  think  we  can  put  our  fingers  on  why  this  power  is  asked :  but 
liefore  we  do  that  I  want  to  introduce  another  witness.  In  fact, 
a  Ixidy  of  wituvsaes.  I  want  to  introduce  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee of  the  Senate,  preaitled  over  by  my  friend  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Smoot].  Last  Satnnlay.  at  my  request,  the  senior 
Senator  frooi  Utah  presented  the  list  of  37  articles,  the  duty  on 
which  had  been  either  decreased  or  increased  bj  the  Preatdent 


aiM  the  Tariff  Commission ;  and  I  a.'?k  that  it  be  Inserted  in  the 
BiECOBD  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  without  further  ado. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
or  dered. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  I  have  made  an  analysis  of  these  things, 
ar  d  I  want  to  tell  you  what  that  analy.sis  shows.  I  say  that  the 
Tiirlff  Commission  and  the  President,  acting  In  this  capacity, 
lij  ve  been  absolutely  repudiated  by  the  Finance  Committee. 
Why  do  I  .say  It?  Becau.se  of  the  37  articles  that  have  been 
le  rislated  about  by  the  President  and  the  Tariff  Commission,  29 
hive  been  chanped  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  as  they 
ai  pear  in  thi.s  bill. 

Think  of  it !  Here  the  President  says  that  we  must  have  a 
.sc  entlflc  body  to  fix  tariff  rates.  The  Senator  from  Utah  says 
w !  must  have  this  scientific  body ;  and  when  the  Finance  Com- 
m  ttee  come  to  legislate  alwut  the  matter  they  overturn  tills 
sc  lentiflc  commission  29  out  of  the  37  times. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Is  the  Senator  opposed  to  the  Increases  In  agri- 
ctJtural  Items  that  constitute  the  29? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  they  do  not  constitute  the 
2J .  I  am  going  to  make  it  so  clear  that  even  the  Senator  from 
rtah  can  see  how  the  committee  has  repudiated  the  Tariff 
C  )mmission. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     The  Senator  will  never  do  that. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Well,  I  believe  I  can. 

The  first  item  i.-<  wheat.     It  remains  the  same. 

Flour  and  products  of  flour  remain  the  same. 

Mill  feeds,  bran,  and  so  forth,  remain  the  same;  sodium 
n  trite,  the  same;  barium  dioxide,  the  same. 

And  then  I  come  to  this  Item— let  me  get  a  little  time  to  pro- 
n  >unce  It — dlethylbarblturlc  acid,  commonly  known  as  veronal 
c  tanged. 

Oxalic  acid,  the  same;  potassium  chlorate,  changed;  bo 
white  quail,  changed,  put  on  the  free  list ;  taximeters,  changed; 
n  en'.s  sewed  straw  hats,  changed  ;  butter,  changed  ;  print  rollers, 
c  langed ;  paintbrush  handles,  changed ;  wood  alcohol,  chaneed ; 
g>ld  leaf,  the  same  except  that  there  Is  a  small  ad  valorem 
p  irt ;  pig  irt>n,  changed ;  Swiss  cheese,  changed ;  cresylic  add, 
c  langed  ;  phenol,  changed  ;  crude  magneslte,  changed  ;  caustic 
ciilcined  magneslte,  changed;  cherries,  changed;  rag  rugs, 
cl  langed ;  barium  carbonate,  precipitated,  the  same ;  sodium 
si  licofluoride,  changed  ;  fluorspar,  the  same  ;  potassium  perman- 
glnate,  the  same;  onions,  changed,  I  do  not  blame  them  for 
clanging  onions.     [Laughter.]     Plate  glass,  changed;  peanuts, 

anged  ;  eggs,  changed  ;  flaxseed,  changed  :  fresh  milk,  changed  ; 

am,  changed ;  window  glass,  changed ;  linseed  or  flaxseed  oil, 

Mr^  President,  if  the  work  of  the  Tariff  Commlssloii  Is  of  the 
rfect  character  that  the  President  talkK  about,  if  It  is  of  the 
rfect  character  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  ami  ether  Sena- 
rs  on  the  other  side  talk  about,  whyulo  they  not  .stand  by  it? 
y  do  they  come  In  and  repudiate  it  twenty-nine  times  out  of 
tl^e  thirty-seven  ? 

(The  matter  referred  to  above  Is  as  follows:) 

Unit«d  States  Tabift  Commission, 

Office  of  tub  Skirktart, 

Waahingt'm. 

iltt   of  suhjecta   with    rcnprct    to   which    thr   Prtaidtnt    haa   proclaimed 
hanges  in  dutiea,  under  the  provitiona  of  aection  SIS  of  the  tariff  act 


^heat„ 

r  our,  semolina,  etc. 
N  ill  reads,  bran,  etc 


Qf  au 


Artlds 


ChangB  hi  daty 


Date  of  proc- 
lamation 


Efleetiva  data 
of  Changs 


Mar. 


Increased  from  90  '.o  42  cents 

p«r  bushel,  eo  pounds. 
Increased  from  7H  rents  to 

$1.04  per  100  pounds. 
Decreased  from  15  to  7Vi  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

sidlum  nitrite Increased  from  3  to  4?i cents  i  May 

I      per  pound. 

Bprium  dioxide Increased  from  4  to  6  cents 

per  pound. 
dietbyltMtffoitnric  acid  '  Increased— duty  <25  per  cent 
(veronal).  I      sd  valorem )  transferied  to 

{      American  selling  price. 

OJxalir  acid i  IncrsMwl  from  4  to  6  cents 

per  pound. 
Increased   from    IVi  to   2H 

cents  per  pound 
Decreased  from  .W  t  o  25  ceoU 
each  (valued  at  $3  or  less 
each). 
Increased  from  S3  each  plus 
45  per  cent  ad  valorem  on 
foreign  value,  to  $3  each 
plus    27.1    iwr    lent    on 
American  sellrm  price 
Ineraaasd  from  W)  per  cent 
ad  valorem  to  HS  per  cent 
ad  valorem  on  hats  valued 
at  •t.M  ar  lass  per  dotao. 


1034 


P  Dtassium  chlorate. 
Bobwbiie  Quail 


T  uimeters. 


Mao  s  sewed  straw  bats. 


6,1024 
May  19.1034 
Nov.  14, 1994 

Dec.   20.1024 

Apr.    11,1025 

3.103S 


Oct. 


Do      13.  l»3ft 


Feb.    12. 1930 


Apr.     6. 1034 

June  5. 1034 
June  IS.  1034 
Nov.  20.  1034 

Jan.  28.1925 
May  11. 193S 
Nov.    2,1935 

Dec.  27, 193t 


M::r.  14.  193S 


1929 
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Hat  of  a%bJ«ota  with  reapeet  to  which  the  Preaident  haa  pnx^imed 
chiMffea  in  dutiea.  etc. — Continued 


Artioto 


Chang*  in  duty 


Bntter 

Print  rollers. 


Paintbrush  handles. 


Metbanol    (methyl    or 

wood  alcohol). 
GoldleaX 


Plf  Iron. 


Emmenthaler 

Swiss  cheese. 


type 


Crosylic  acid. 


Phenol 

Crude  macnesite .  - . 


Date  of  proc- 
lamation 


Increased  from  8  to  12  cents 
per  pound. 

Increased  from  60  per  cent 
ail  valorem  to  72  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Decreased  from  33  V4  per  cent 
ad  valorem  to  16H  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

Increased  from  12  to  18  cents 
a  gallon. 

Increased  from  65  to  82H 
cenus  per  100  on  leaves  not 
eicveding  in  size  3H  by 
3H  inches  and  on  larger 
leaves  in  proportion. 

Increase']  from  75  cents  to 
$1  12H  pt'r  ton. 

Increased  from  5  cents  per 
pound,  but  not  less  than 
2.^  per  cent  ad  valorem,  to 
7V4  cent.s  per  pound,  but 
not  less  than  37^  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Decreased  from  40  per  cent 
ad  valorem  and  7  cents 
per  pound  based  on  Amer- 
ican selling  price  to  20  per 
cent  ad  valorem  and  3H 
cents  per  pound  based  on 
American  selling  price, 
do 


Caustic  caloined  mag- 
aeslte. 

Cherries,  sulphured  or 
in  brine,  stemmed  or 
pitted. 

Rag  rugs,  cotton  (hit- 
and-miss  type). 

Barium  carbonate,  pre- 

dpitated. 
Sodium  silloofluaride^.. 


Fluorspar. 


Potassium     permanga- 
nate. 
Onions 


Cast  potiriied  plate 
glass,  finished  or  un- 
AnLshed,  and  unsil- 
vered. 


Peanuts,    not 
and  shelled. 


shelled 


Whole  eggs,  egg  yolk, 
and  egg  albunieu, 
frozen  or  otherwise 
prepared  or  preserved, 
and  not  specially  pro- 
vided for. 

Flaxseed 

Milk,  fresh 

Cream 

Window  glass  (cylinder, 
crown,  and  sheet 
glass,  unpolished). 


Increased  from  M«  of  1  cent 

per  pound  to  'H«  of  1  cent 

per  pound. 
Increased  from  H  of  1  cent 

per  pound  to  'M«  of  I  cent 

per  ix)und. 
Increased  from  2  to  3  cents 

ptsr  pound. 

Increased— duty  (35 percent 
ad  valorem)  transferred  to 
American  selling  price. 

Increased  from  1  to  IH  cents 
per  pound. 

Increased— duty  (25  per  cent 
a<l  valorem)  transferred  to 
American  selling  price. 

Increu^d  from  $5.60  per  ton 
to  $8.40  per  too  on  fluor- 
swt  containing  not  more 
tnan  93  per  cent  of  calcium 
fluoride. 

Increased  from  4  to  0  cents 
per  pound. 

Increased  from  1  to  IH  cents 
per  ;x)und. 

Increiised  from  12H  to  16 
cents  per  square  foot  on 
sizes  not  exceeding  384 
square  inches;  from  15  to 
10  cent'  per  square  foot  on 
sizes  above  384  square 
inches  and  not  exoaeding 
720  square  inches;  and 
from  17H  to  22  cents  per 
square  foot  on  sizes  above 
7'20  sqiiarf  inches. 

Increased  from  3  to  4^  cents 
iwr  pound  on  peanuts,  not 
shelled;  from  4  to  0  cents 
per  pound  on  peanuts, 
shelled. 

Increased  from  6  to  7H  cents 
per  pound. 


Increased  from  40  to  56  cents 
per  bushel  of  56  pounds. 

Increased  from  2H  to  3^ 
cents  per  gallon. 

Increased  from  20  to  30 
cents  per  gallon. 

Increased  from  IH  to  IH 
cent^  per  i>ound  on  sizes 
not  exceeding  150  square 
inchps;  from  IW  to  2Ms 
eents  per  pound  on  sites 
above  150  «quart>  inches, 
not  exceeding  384  square 
inches;  from  \H  to  2M« 
cents  per  pound  on  slcas 
above  3t»4  square  inches, 
not  exceeding  720  .square 
inches;  from  l»i  to  2H 
cents  per  pound  on  siies 
above  720  square  inches, 
not  exceeding  954  .iquare 
inchce;  from  2  to  J  cents 
per  pound  on  sices  above 
894  square  inches,  not  ox- 
oeeding  1,200  square 
iDcbM;   from   3)i  to  3H 


LXXI- 


-^252 


Mar.    6, 1036 
June  21,1030 

Oct.    14,1038 

Nov.  27, 1936 
Feb.  23,1937 


....do 

June    8,1927 


July   30,1027 

Oct.    31,1937 

Nov.  10, 1027 

Dec.     3, 1937 

Feb.    13,192f 

Mar.  28. 1928 
Aug.  31,1928 

Oct.    17,1938 

Nov.  li.  1938 
Dec.  22,1938 
Jan.  17, 1030 


Bflective  date 
of  change 


Jan.    10, 1920 


Feb.  20^1929 


Apr.     fi,  1936 
July   21,1926 

Nov.  13. 1936 

Dec.  27,1026 
Mar.  25. 1927 


Do. 
July     S,  1927 


Aug.  19. 1937 


Nov.  30, 1927 

Dec.   10,1927 

Jan.     2. 1928 

Feb.   28,  1928 

Apr.  25.1928 
Sept.  l^  1938 

Nov.  H  1938 

Deo.  10,1938 
Jan.  21,1939 
Feb.   1M930 


Feb.   18,1939 


Mar.  23, 1939 


May  14,1939 

June  13,1030 

-..do 

Da 

May  14, 1929 

Jane  13,1929 

Liat  of  ambftcta  with  reaped  to  tehich   tha  Preaident  haa  proclaimed 
chatigea  in  dutiea,  etc. — Continued 


Article 

Change  in  duty 

Date  of  proc- 
lamation 

EfTective  dats 
o(  change 

Linseed  or  flaxseed  oil .. . 

cents  per  pound  on  sizes 
above  1,200  square  inches, 
not  exceeding  2,400  square 
inches;  and  from  2Hi  to  '-^H 
cents  per  pound  on  sizes 
atwve  2,400  square  inches. 
Increased   from   3.3  to  8.7 
cent*  per  i>ound. 

Jane  25,1030 

July  25,192» 
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Investi- 
gations 
com- 
pleted 
and 
sent  to 
Presi- 
dent 

Changes 
in  duty 

by 
presi- 
dential 
procla- 
mation 

Commodities  affected  by  proclamations  at 
President 

Schedules 

Increases 

Dscreases 

1     r)>«Tni/>al!l 

14 

5 

4 

2 
>2 

0 
14 

0 
»3 

1 

0 

0 

«1 

1 

12 

4 

4 

1 

0 

0 

13 

0 
0 

1 

0 

0 
0 
1 

10— sodium    nitrite, 
barium    dioxide,    di- 
ethylbarbituric    acid, 
oxa  ic  acid,  potassium 
chlorate,  methanol, 
barium        carbonate, 
sodium  silicofluoride, 
potassium       perman- 
ganate, linseed  oil. 

4 — crude  magneslte  and 
caustic  calcined  mag- 
neslte, fluorspar,  cast 
polished    plate    glass, 
window  glass. 

4 — taximeters,    print 
rollers,  gold  leaf,  pig 
iron. 

2 — c  r  e  s  y  I  i  0 

2.  Earths,     earthen- 

ware, and  glass- 
ware. 

3.  Metals  and  manu- 

factures. 

4    Wood  and  manu- 

acid, phenol. 
1— paintbrush 

factures  of. 

5.  Sugar,     molasses, 

etc. 

6.  Tobacco   and 

manufactures. 

7.  Agricultural  prod- 

ucts. 

8.  Spirits,  wines,  etc. 

handles. 

11— wheat ,  flour,  butter, 
Swiss    cbe»e,     cher- 
ries, onions,  peanuts, 
eggs  and  egg  products, 
flaxseed,  milk,  cream. 

2— mill  feeds,  bob- 
white  quail 

tures. 
10.  Flax,  hemp,  Jute, 

etc. 
11    Wool  and   manu- 

I — rag  rugs 

factures  of. 
12.  Silk  and  silk  goods. 
L3.  Paper  and  books.  . 
14.  Sundries 

1— men's  sewed  straw 
hats. 

>  Statement  issued  by  President  retaining  present  duty  on  sugar 

« Statements  issued  by  President  retaining  present  duties  on  gloves  made  of  cotton 

warp-knit  fabric  (and  cotton  warp-knit  fabric)  (Schedule  0,  cotton  manufactures); 

and  on  wall  pockets  (Schedule  13,  paper  and  t>ooks). 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Senators,  did  you  ever  think  what  this 
c<..mmi8slon  costs?  The  Tariff  Commission  costs  the  American 
people  very  nearly  a  million  dollars  a  year.  It  has  been  In  ex- 
istence over  seven  years;  and  if  this  bill  goes  through  as  the 
committee  has  reported  it  the  commission  will  have  made  eight 
changes  In  the  tariff  in  seven  years — eight  changes  In  seven 
years !  It  costs  the  American  people  nearly  a  million  dollars  a 
change.    It  costs  tliem  that  much  in  taxes  to  make  these  changes. 

I  can  not  Imagine  any  greater  repudiation  and  absolute  an- , 
nihilatlon  of  the  work  of  this  commission  than  what  has  l>een  i 
done  by  the  Finance  Committee.     They  have  destroyed  it  here. ' 
They  have  paid  no  attention  to  It.     They  have  told  Ihe  Amer- 
ican people  and  the  Congress  that  It  Is  without  value,  and  they 
have  had  to  change  its  rates,  and  they  have  br^iught  the  bill 
here  with  Its  rates  changed ;  and  yet  they  want  to  ke^  the  _ 
commission,  and  they  want  to  give  the  President  power  to  fix 
rates  that  they  themselves  will  not  uirfjold !    How  in  the  world 
can   they  expect  the  Congress   to  uphold   rates  made   by   the 
President  and  this  commission  when  they  will  not  ui^old  theia  j 
themselves?  . 

Mr.    BEED.    Mr.    President,   will   the   Senator   yield   for   a  i 
question? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.     Does  the  Senator  think  it  Is  as  much  an  exer- 
cise of  legislative  power  to  pat  on  a  protectire  duty  as  it  is  to 
i  iHJt  on  a  complete  embargo? 
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Mr.  McKELLAB.  That  is  one  of  the  aenator's  fftetit  hypo- 
thetical questions,  and  I  think  It  la  Immaterial.  If  the  Senator 
will  excuse  me.  I  would  rather  «o  on  with  the  practical  part. 
I  am  fWiiig  to  the  Senate  and  the  country  the  practical  opera- 
tion of  thin  WMAlled  Tariff  CommlsBlon  approved  by  the  Preal- 

dent.  _^     , 

Mr   REED.    Then  the  Beoator  will  not  answer  my  qnestlon.' 
Mr.  Mt  KELLAll.     I  think  It  la  not  necessary. 
Mr.  UKKD.     It  l«  a  rery  practical  que*tion,  and  I  had  hoped 
that  the  Henator  woold  answer. 

Mr.  McKELLAB.  1  am  very  aorry  I  differ  with  the  Senator 
ab4»ut  lt»  being  practical. 

Mr.  I'renldent,  I  come  to  another  proposition.  I  find  aome 
very  peculiar  things.  I  now  addreaM  the  Senator  from  I'tah 
[Mr.  Smoot].  I  have  found  uiK>n  an  anulyuls  of  the  action  of 
the  ctimmlwilon  In  the  i-a»e«  of  the  37  articles,  the  rates  of  which 
have  been  changed  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  the  nsist  remark- 
able situation  I  ever  ilreuiiu'd  of.  un<l  I  do  not  believe  he  ever 
dreiinieil  of  sQ<di  a  situation.  I  find  five  artldes  un  whi4±  the 
tariff  was  reduced. 

Why  were  the  rates  rednced  on  those  Ave  articles?  In  the 
IntentJt  of  tlie  American  consumer,  says  the  President.  In  the 
1^  ech  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  and  of  other  Senators  on  the 
oiner  side.  It  has  been  said  that  they  were  reduced  In  the  Inter- 
est of  the  coD.samer.    Let  us  see  what  happened. 

The  first  one  is  live  bobwhite  quail.  That  Is  a  mighty  ques- 
tion for  a  million-dollar  tariff  comnilasion  to  be  fooling  with. 
Do  Senators  know  what  that  means?  It  means  that  there  are 
certain  game  wardens  In  the  United  States  who  want  to  Import 
Mexican  qualL  Under  the  old  law.  they  came  In  free  of  duty. 
In  1922  a  rate  of  CO  cents  apiece  was  put  on  them.  President 
(>)olidge  and  the  Tariff  Commission  reduced  that  to  25  cents 
aple<e,  and  the  Finance  Conuidttfe  have  in  their  report  wiped 
the  whole  thing  out,  and  put  them  on  the  free  list 

Does  that  affect  anybody?  No;  it  affects  no  one  except  a 
few  game  wardens.  Those  quail  oaght  to  be  on  the  free  list,  of 
coarse,  and  the  commluee  Is  right  in  putting  them  on  the  free 
list.  But  the  idea  t>f  a  milliou-dolliir-a-year  commission  both- 
ering about  bobwhite !  Only  $10,000  Is  involved  in  the  value  of 
the  quail.  Tet  for  four  nionths  the  Tariff  Commission  and  the 
President  were  fooling  about  the  question  of  bobwhite  qoalL 

I  come  to  the  next  one.  cresyllc  acid.  The  rate  on  cresylic 
acid  was  decreased,  and  the  price  went  up.  The  price  did  not 
go  down  at  all.  It  Just  had  a  way  of  doing  exactly  what  the 
President's  commission  thought  it  would  not.  It  Jxist  did  the 
other  thing,  it  went  up. 

The  next  thhig  was  mill  feeds  and  bran.  The  rates  were 
reduced,  and  those  articles  went  up  in  pri<'e. 

The  next  thing  to  which  I  want  to  refer  was  the  most  mo- 
m<*ntous  i>lece  of  work  any  commission  ever  did.  There  ought 
to  t)e  a  monument  ereote<l  to  this  commission.  The  commission 
for  several  months  discussed  the  qaestion  of  pnintbrush  han- 
dles. Why  did  they  do  that?  They  took  several  months  to 
ct>nsi<ier  that  matter  becanse  an  English  concern  over  in  Canada 
had  a  factoiy  In  New  Jersey,  and  they  wanted  to  manufacture 
their  bandies  In  Canada  an<i  sell  them  on  the  same  plane  on 
which  they  sold  them  in  New  Jersey.  Very  little  money  was 
Involved.  It  was  Jost  one  concern.  But  that  one  conc«Ti  felt 
as  If  It  could  get  something  at  the  hands  of  the  Government, 
and  perlu^  It  did;  I  do  not  know.  The  commission  say  they 
hare  not  any  Information  us  to  prices,  so  I  can  not  pass  <xi 
the  question  of  the  prices.  I  do  not  know  about  the  prices  of 
paintbrush  handlesi,  but  acc<M\ling  to  outside  Information  prices 
of  those  articles  went  up  instead  of  down. 

Now,  let  me  call  attention  to  the  other  decrease.  The  rate 
on  phenol  was  decr««sed,  and  the  price  of  phenol  went  up.  The 
price  of  cresyllc  acid  went  up,  and  they  had  to  put  another 
tariff  on  It  to  see  if  they  could  not  better  It.  I  do  not  remember 
what  the  other  decrease  was. 
Mr.  8ACKETT.  Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  McKELLAB.    I  yield, 

Mr.  SACKITTT.  The  Senator  has  studied  these  matters.  I 
would  like  to  aA  If  the  Tariff  O>mmisslon  has  been  able  to 
find  the  cost  ot  production  at  home  and  abroad  of  bobwhite 
quail? 

Mr.  McKKLLAR.  That  Is  a  very  Interesting  matter,  and  I 
wish  I  had  time  to  go  Into  It.  Talk  about  a  fact-finding  com- 
mission. How  did  they  find  the  difference  between  the  cost  of 
production  of  a  quail  In  Mexico  and  one  across  the  border  line, 
the  Rio  Grande,  In  Texas?  They  Just  admitted  they  could  not 
do  It  But  as  a  substitute  for  it  they  said  this,  that  they  paid 
a  trapper  a  tem  cents  more  In  Texas  than  tbey  paid  one  tn 
Mexico.  Tliat  wms  Hx  way  they  found  the  dlflerenctt. 
Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President  wm  the  Scnatior  yield? 
Mr.  McKELLAR  In  Just  one  moment  That  brings  to  my 
mind  a  lecture  I  attended  when  I  was  a  member  of  a  Uw  daaa 
Oar  prof eooor  lectured  on  de  »n*"»™<«,  which  la  Btmllah  means 
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"trtoes."  He  said  the  law  did  not  care  about  trifles,  and  I 
wax  t  to  say  that  from  my  analysis  these  five  articles  worked 
on  or  months  by  the  Tariff  Comndsslon  are  simply  and  purely 
trlflw,  ridiculous  trifles.  The  Idea  of  a  great  Government  like 
ouni  expending  a  million  dollars  a  year  to'  lower  the  duties  on 
cresylic  acid  and  phenol  and  bobwhite  quail  and  paintbrush  , 
ban  lies. 

&  y  heavens !  What  are  we  coming  to?  Are  we  Just  furnish- 
ing salaries  tt>  these  eentlemen.  or  are  we  taklnp  our  positions 
seriously?  Yet  that  Is  the  commission  which  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  In  an  address  to  the  American  people,  but 
not  to  the  Congress,  says  It  Is  absolutely  necessary  to  the  welfare 
and  proper  running  of  this  Government  that  we  should  main- 
commission  dealing  with  trifles  of  this  kind.  It  Is 
.jlous. 

r.  BRATTON.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
r.  McKELI^R.     I  yield. 
„r.    BRATTON.     Will    the    Senator    tell    us   how    long   the 
Tailff  Commission  devoted  itself  to  the  question  of  whether  the 
duqy  on  quail  should  be  reduced  or  not? 
r.  McKELLAR.     Four  months. 

r.  BRATTON.     How  long  did  the  paintbrush-handle  ques- 
tloi  occupy  their  attention? 

B  [r  McKELLAR.  That  was  a  very  much  more  serious  ques- 
tioi  I.  I  would  be  afraid  to  state  the  exact  time  they  delvefl  into 
the  paintbrush-handle  questlcm,  the  difference  In  the  cost  of 
pnidncing  paintbrush  handles  over  In  Canada  and  the  cost 
heie  in  the  United  States.  Oh,  what  a  weijrhty  question  that 
wa  <  for  them  to  determine ! 

llr  BRATTON.  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootI.  the 
chiirman  of  the  Committee  c«i  Finance,  said  yesterday  that 
the  Tariff  Commission  would  be  glad  to  aid  the  Senate  in  arriv- 
ing at  a  correct  conclusion  as  to  any  pertinent  question.  I 
woider  if  he  would  get  us  an  estimate  of  the  cost  incurred  In 
Investigating  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  bobwhite  quail,  as 
we  1  as  the  cost  of  investigating  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
pa^tbrush  handles. 

r.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  that  I  have 

Jned  very  carefully  and  made  a  request  of  the  commission 

—  ~^lf,  and  they  very  frankly,  in  some  reports  which  I  will 

ha>d  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  if  he  would  like  to  see 

give  the  exact  facts.     They  have  written  a  book  about 

thrush    handles.     They    have    written    a    book    about    bob- 

te  quail.     They  have  written   a   book  about   cresylic   acid. 

heavens,  if  the  Senator  will  just  come  over  to  my  desk 

r.  BRATTON.     I  do  not  want  to  read  them. 
;  Ir.  McKELLAR.     He  can  read  some  of  the  b<^H)kr.  this  preat 
Ta  riff  Commi.«sion.  costing  the  American  people  a  million  dollars 
a  ;  e«r,  in  round  figures,  has  written,  doing  absolutely  nothing, 
as  I  prop<^se  to  demonstrate  In  a  few  moments. 

Ir.  BRATTON.  It  would  be  interesting  to  know  what  the 
ch  lirman  of  the  committee  has  to  say  as  to  the  cost  of  making 
tluse  two  tremendously  important  inquiries. 

ir.  CARAWAY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Ir.  McKELLAR.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  for 
a  <  oestion. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  was  going  to  ask  the  Senator  if  he  could 
tel  as  when  the  commission  was  going  to  pass  on  the  request 
foi  a  reduction  in  the  tariff  on  moustache  cups  and  buggy 
wliips? 

]  Ir.  McKELI.AR.  If  ever  two  great  questions  like  tlie  request 
foi  reduction  In  duty  on  moustache  cups  and  buggy  whips  come 
belore  the  commission,  the  Senator  need  not  expect  a  report  in 
lees  than  five  years,  and  they  will  probably  publish  three  vol- 
ufl  es  about  them. 

Mr.  President  I  have  talked  about  the  five  things  on  which 
thi  Tariff  Commission  reduced  the  rate.  Their  action  in  making 
those  five  reductions  made  no  more  difference  to  the  American 
pe  >ple  or  to  any  part  of  the  American  people  tlian  a  decision  us 
to  whether  a  drop  of  water  fell  in  the  Mediterranean  Sea  yes- 
terday or  the  day  before.  Yet  we  are  seriously  debating  con- 
tlr  uing  a  commission  of  that  sort  for  the  purpose  that  has  been 
m4'ntioned.  I  have  concluded  what  I  had  to  sjiy  about  the  five 
priducts  the  rates  on  which  were  reduced  downward. 

'^ow  I  come  to  the  revision  of  the  tariff  upward,  and  I  wa.s 
ve7  much  Interested  in  what  the  commission  did  about  that. 
I  ftlU  say  to  my  friend  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot] 
thit  after  I  got  his  statement  as  to  the  37  articles  I  wrote  this 
letter  on  September  24: 

Vj  itkd  Statib  TAXirr  Commirsios, 

Wa»hin0ton,  D.  C. 
3BAB  SiBS :  Win  jou  kindly  five  me  the  prices  on  the  varlooA  37  n.rtl- 
ci«  I  changed  by  th«  Preatdent  under  section  SIS  of  the  tariff  act  of 
lw2,  to  that  I  may  have  the  prices  in  America  on  tbe  articles  before 
tho  change  In  each  case  and  fOr,  ny,  aiz  months  after  tbe  change  in 
Mfh  caaeT    My  jnirpose  is  to  secore  tlie  changes  in  price  of  tbe  various 
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articles  as  brought  sboat  by  changes  tn  the  tariff  by  tbe  commlKsion 
niid  the  President. 

Also,  I  would  like  to  have  figures  showing  the  changes  In  importa- 
tionu.  To  illustrate  what  I  mean,  I  would  like  to  know  bow  many 
t>ohwhite  quail  were  imported  prior  to  the  reduction  In  tariff  and  the 
year  following,  and  so  on  in  cncli  case. 

The  Tariff  Commission  treated  nie  very  courteously  about 
that.  1  think  the  very  day  I  wrote  that  letter  they  brought  me 
in  pi-ncii  memoranda  for  the  most  part  the  information  I  asked 
f<>r  as  to  prices,  and  after  a  consitleratlon  of  those  prices,  how 
any  Senator  can  vote  to  continue  the  flexible  provisions  of  the 
tariff  under  this  s.vstem  is  beyond  my  understanding,  and  1 
want  to  give  the  facts  to  the  Senate. 

The  first  ot  these  is  wheat.  I  have  a  list  of  the  prices  which 
I  am  going  to  put  In  the  Recokd  at  the  close  of  my  sp<'ech. 
The  rate  on  wheat  was  changed  in  April.  19*24,  when  it  was 
selling  at  $1.20.  It  hovered  around  that  figure,  sometimes 
above  and  sometimes  a  little  below,  and  in  the  latter  part  of 
1»2H  it  Wiis  $1.22.  That  is  4  cents  below  what  It  was  when 
they  raiseil  the  tariff  t(»  2(5  cents.  Why  did  they  put  on  tliat 
additional  12  cents?  It  was  to  raise  the  price  of  wheat  Did  It 
do  it?    On  the  contrary,  it  lowered  the  price  of  wheat. 

Flour  was  exactly  the  same.  Flour  was  then  selling  at  $7.18 
a  barrel.  In  1929  it  was  selling  at  $6..S6  a  barrel.  In  other 
words,  the  tariff  was  ral.sed  but  the  price  was  lowerr'd.  Here 
are  two  of  the  commodities  on  which  the  tariff  was  Increased 
and  in  both  cases  the  prices  went  down. 

I  <'onie  next  to  s<M]ium  nitrate.  Everybody  knows  what  that 
is  and  how  Important  it  is  to  the  country.  The  country  could 
not  run  without  sfKlium  nitrate.  The  Tariff  Commission  ral8e<l 
the  tariff  on  sodium  nitrate.  It  was  selling  at  $8.50  then  and 
it  is  scllinc  at  if^7.2ii  now.  It  went  down  instead  of  up.  No 
wonder  the  Finance  Committee,  presided  over  by  the  able  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot),  changed  the  ruling  of  the  Tariff 
Coijimis.sion.  Why?  It  has  not  done  any  good.  It  has  not 
raised  any  prices.  There  are  two  notable  exceptions  In  which 
the  price  was  not  materially  raised,  but  was  maintained,  and 
that  means  something.  I  supjK>se. 

The  next  one  is  barium  dioxide.  It  was  selling  for  17  cents 
before  the  tariflf  was  raised  and  It  Is  selling  now  for  12  cents. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  does  not  hurt  anybody. 

Mr.  McKEI.LAR.  The  Senator  from  Utah  SJiys  that  does 
not  hurt  anybody.  Does  the  Senat()r  mean  to  say  to  the  S«iate 
and  to  the  people  of  the  country  thiit  he  is  going  to  keep  an 
$8,000,000  corporation  In  existence  just  l)ecau8e  It  does  not  hurt 
anybody?  Doc*  he  mean  t»  say  he  is  willing  to  turn  over  the 
powers  of  Congress  to  the  Pi-esident  of  the  United  States  con- 
trary to  the  Ccmstltutlon  8lmi>ly  because  he  thinks  it  does  not 
hurt  anybody? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Items  the  Senator  Is  reading  show  that 
the  price,  notwithstanding  the  increase  that  was  made  In  tariff 
rate,  is  lower  than  It  ever  was. 

Mr.  McKELI.AR.  Surely.  I  am  just  showing  that  so  far  as 
It  helps  the  people  of  the  country  the  work  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mis.sion  for  the  last  seven  years  has  been  absolutely  nil.  The 
country  would  have  been  just  as  well  off  and  prices  would 
have  been  just  as  good  If  there  never  had  been  a  tariff  com- 
mission and  we  had  not  paid  $8,000,000  of  the  people's  money  to 
keep  It  up. 

Mr  SMOOT.  The  Senator  must  admit,  however,  that  the 
raises  no  doubt  were  made,  and  in  making  them  the  importa- 
tions decreased,  and  then  through  cc>mpetition  in  the  United 
Statj's  the  prices  have  lx?en  decrease<l  to  the  consumer. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Oh,  yes;  and  the  price  has  been  decreased 
from  the  very  beginning.  It  has  done  the  people  of  the  country 
no  good.  Here  is  what  I  am  trying  to  show:  I  am  waiving  the 
cmistitutional  question.  I  am  just  talking  about  the  work  of 
the  commission.  I  am  .<-howing  that  it  Is  absolutely  valueless. 
It  i.s  a  barnacle  on  the  body  politic  and  ought  to  be  abollshcKl, 
because  it  has  done  no  gomi. 

Here  is  an  item  on  which  the  Senator  gets  the  raise.  I  found 
an  article  on  which  he  gets  a  raise — oxalic  acid.  When  the 
President  raised  the  rate  on  oxalic  acid  after  months  of  study, 
after  writing  a  book  al>out  it,  what  resulted?  It  was  then  sell- 
ing at  10.75  and  it  Is  now  selling  at  11.  My  heavens,  what  a 
saving  to  the  American  piviple!  The  Senator  ought  to  be  able 
to  elect  two  Presidents  on  a  saving  Uk^  that  It  has  been  in- 
creas<'d  one-quarter  of  a  cent.  Sometimes  It  Is  a  little  less  and 
sometimes  a  little  more,  but  it  remains  at  about  the  same 
figure  all  the  time. 

I  next  come  to  one  of  the  Senator's  favorites — diethylbar- 
blturic  add.  The  President  and  his  commission  in  November, 
1924.  raised  the  rate  on  that  acid  so  as  to  protect  the  industry. 
What  happened  to  It?  Did  It  protect  It?  No;  it  did  not  It 
was  selling  at  $10  a  ptmnd  anti  it  Is  now  selling  at  $4.60  a 
pound.    It  has  been  going  down  ever  since 


I  come  next  to  potassium  chlorate,  which  was  selling  at  8.5 
cents  a  pound  when  the  President  exercised  his  power,  and 
which  Is  now  selling  at  0.75  cent  a  pound. 

I  next  come  to  straw  hats.  The  rate  was  raised  on  straw 
hats,  I  understand,  for  the  benefit  of  some  of  tlie  straw-hat 
makers  In  the  State  of  m.v  friend  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tyuinus]. 
Perhaps  my  friend  from  Maryland  can  tell  what  happened  to 
straw  hats.  The  Tariff  Commission  say  they  have  no  prices  on 
straw  hats  and  tliey  do  not  know  whether  they  went  up  after 
this  study  and  the  writing  of  this  lMK»k  al»out  straw  hats.  I  do 
not  know  whether  they  went  up  generally  or  went  down.  I 
think  my  straw  hats  have  cost  a  little  bit  more  each  year,  so  we 
will  have  to  take  the  American  selling  price. 

I  next  cMne  to  taximeters.  The  tariff  on  taximeters  Is  a  very 
interesting  thing.  Tl»ere  are  two  companies  in  this  country — 
that  is.  there  were  two  compaides  in  this  country,  if  they  have 
not  gotten  together  before  this,  but  I  imagine  they  are  now  to- 
gether. Taximeters  manufacture*!  by  the  two  American  com- 
panies sell  in  the  United  States  for  $12.")  to  $150.  Does  anyone 
know  what  is  in  them?  One  of  tlie  principal  IngriKHeots  is 
aluminum.  One  of  the  cone-ems  making  taximeters  is  located 
in  Pittsburgh.  No  wonder  they  raised  the  tariff.  Whoever 
heard  of  anything  being  made  out  of  aluminum  on  which  they 
did  not  raise  the  tariff?  They  always  raise  the  tariff  uik»u 
anything  which  contains  aluminum.  So  the  President  went  out 
of  his  way  and  disregarded  tbe  European  price  and  adopte<l  the 
American  price  and  raised  the  tariff  tremendously  on  taxim- 
eters. The  French  taximeters  and  the  Gi'rman  taximetwra 
can  be  brought  into  this  country  for  about  $45,  but,  bless  your 
soul,  they  raised  the  tariff  so  as  to  keep  them  out.  and  only  the 
aluminum-made  taximeters  are  now  lieing  sold  in  this  country. 

I  come  next  to  print  rollers.  We  can  n<»t  find  anything  about 
them.  The  Tariff  Commission  themselves  udndt  after  all  their 
studies  that  they  do  not  know  whether  the  tariff  provision  on 
print  rollers  did  any  good  or  not.  I  take  it  that  it  did  not  I 
am  using  their  own  material  just  as  they  gave  it  to  me. 

By  the  way,  let  me  digress  here  long  enough  to  say  that  tlie 
President  must  have  had  these  figures  before  him.  The  Tariff 
Commission  must  have  given  these  figures  to  the  President 
before  he  wrote  that  article  as  it  was  publisiicd  In  the/paper.  I 
do  not  mean  his  messjige  to  Congress,  and  I  do  not  mean  his 
campaign  siieech  last  fall,  when  he  took  tbe  otl»er  side  of  the 
question,  but  I  mean  the  article  which  apiH>are<l  in  the  news- 
paper last  Tuesday.  Why  do  I  say  that?  Because  if  Senators 
will  notice  tiiere  Is  but  one  single  article  to  which  the  President 
refers  in  a  complimentarj'  way  as  a  resiilt  of  the  good  work  of 
the  Tariff  Commission.  Here  is  what  he  said  about  it,  and  I 
digress  long  enough  to  road  it? 

A  notable  Instance  of  which  was  the  protection  of  the  dairy  industry. 

Senators,  I  have  here  the  Tariff  Commission's  own  figures 
alM»ut  the  prices  of  dairy  products.  Some  of  them  went  up  and 
some  of  them  went  down.  I  am  going  to  give  the  entire  list  for 
six  .veurs  so  Senators  may  examine  it  t'>-morrow  in  the  Record 
and  determine  for  themselves  whether  the  prices  went  up  or 
went  down.  I  do  not  know  how  it  is.  Senators  may  examine 
the  figures  and  take  their  choice.  So  far  as  dairy  products  are 
concerned,  they  are  really  the  only  item  tliat  has  been  passed 
upon  by  the  Tariff  Commission  and  approved  b.v  the  President 
where  there  has  even  been  a  standstill  in  the  price.  What  are 
we  going  to  do  about  it?  Are  we  going  to  vote  to  continue  a 
.system  of  legislation  of  that  kind?  Are  we  going  to  continue 
t<i  give  a  power  to  the  President  which  we  should  retain  for 
ourselves?  I  want  to  speak  for  a  moment  of  the  power  granted 
the  commission. 

Mr,  BLAINE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  jleld? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I>oes  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  McKELI^R.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BliAINE.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  butter 
proceeding  was  20  months  before  the  Tariff  Commission,  but  It 
took  the  Tariff  Commi.ssion  and  the  President  only  4  months 
to  decide  on  bobwhite  quail.  After  the  Increase  of  4  cents 
a  iHJund  on  butter,  butter  went  down  In  price,  and  during  the 
r»eak  production  of  bmter  In  1928  the  average  level  of  price  to 
the  dalrj-  farmers  was  about  12  cents  les-s  than  for  the  corre- 
sponding period  of  the  former  year. 

Mr.  McKELlJ^R.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
that  I  have  no  doubt  he  is  an  expert  because  he  comes  from  a 
grejit  butter  State.  I  imagine  Wisconsin  Is  one  of  the  greatest 
butter  States  in  the  Union.  He  ought  to  know  wliat  he  Is  talk- 
ing about  After  a  careful  analysis  of  every  one  of  the  32 
articles  upon  which  the  President  and  the  Tariff  Commission 
passed.  I  am  prepared  to  say  that  butter  and  butter  alone  is  the 
<mly  thing  on  which  they  can  even  claim  a  benefit 
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Mr.  «MO0T.  Mr.  Pre«Id«Jt  *»•  the  Senator  object  to  the 
mte  on  butter  i^rorlded  In  the  bill? 

Mr.  McKELLAB.  We  ere  not  Ulkinff  sNmt  th»»  rate  on  butter. 
I  win  tell  the  Henetor  what  we  are  talking  abcmt.  We  are 
talking  about  an  aXHuAnifly  Incompetent  anil  ineffldent  Tariff 
CommljMlon  ami  tlie  frantlug  at  a  great  power  to  the  Prealdent 
of  the  United  HUteN  when  there  Is  no  De<*twltjr  for  It  and  no 
rM«"n  for  it.  That  In  what  I  am  talking  about.  I  am  Ulklng 
ahinit  the  flexlhl*  prrirlalon.  I  am  etideavorlnf  to  abow  that 
the  BctlTltlcii  of  the  Tariff  (Vmimliwlon  were  of  not  the  aliffhteat 
Talne  to  the  American  people, 

Mr,  iMOOT.    Mr.  Prewldent,  will  the  Senator  jMAI 

Mr,  McKKIXAO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Pnwident.  I  should  Hke  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  WIsooosId  If  he  opposes  an  Increase  in  the  tariff  rates  on 
butter? 

Mr.  MoKELLAR.  Mr.  PreiUdent,  I  do  not  want  to  jMd  for 
that  purpose.  I  do  not  desire  to  get  into  a  controrersy  about 
that  at  thlM  time. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  will  be  glad  to  answer  the  Senator  In  my 
own  time. 

Mr.  McKELTJLB.  I  think  that  would  be  better.  I  am  not 
discussing  rates  for  that  purpose ;  I  am  discussing  rates  to  show 
that  the  action  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  as  approved  by  the 
President  iu  increasing  tariff  dutieK,  has  been  of  no  value  to  any 
farmer,  of  no  value  to  any  Industry,  of  no  value  to  the  consumer, 
in  fact,  of  no  value  to  anyone.  If  the  Tariff  Commlsslwi  had 
never  been  authoriaed  by  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  and  If  members 
of  the  Tariff  Commission  had  never  been  appointed,  all  the 
American  people  would  have  l)een  Just  as  well  off,  becau><e  they 
would  have  saved  the  eight  or  ten  million  dollars  which  has  been 
expended  by  tliat  commission. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
yield  to  th<»  Senator  from  Delaware? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the  Senator 
whether  his  argument,  regardless  of  what  he  intends  it  to  be, 
does  not  prove  that  an  increase  in  rates  does  not  increa.<te  prices? 

Mr.  McKBI.iLAR.  I  think  If  the  rates  were  increased  by  the 
proper  constitutional  body,  namely,  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  that  action  would  have  the  effect  of  increasing  prices 
to  the  consumer ;  but  when  the  making  of  rates  is  turned  over 
to  a  commission  that  does  not  know  anything  about  the  subject 
and  probably  never  discusses  it  with  anybody,  but  merely  midk:es 
its  decbdon  from  what  it  finds  in  the  books,  a  different  condition 
prevaila. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Doee  the  Senator  from  Tennesaee 
yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  In  other  words,  if  a  rate  Is  increased  by 
Congress,  it  will  increase  the  cost  to  the  consumer? 

Mr.  McKEIXAR.    That  is,  if  It  is  properly  increased. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  But  If  it  is  increased  by  the  commission 
it  will  not  increase  the  cost  to  the  consumer? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Oh.  no;  the  Senator  misunderstood  me 
«itlrely.  There  are  certain  products  as  to  which  a  tariff  duty 
has  absolutely  no  eff>pct.  The  Congress  could  put  a  tariff  duty 
of  $10  a  bushel  cm  wheat,  for  instance,  and  It  would  not  affect 
the  price  a  particle.  It  could  levy  a  duty  of  |10  a  bale  on  short- 
.staple  cotton,  but  it  would  not  have  any  effect  There  are  many 
<.>omu)odltle8  as  to  which  the  market  is  not  made  In  America, 
and.  of  course,  the  tariff  would  have  no  effect  upon  them. 

It  has  been  my  experience  that  a  tariff  duty  that  has  been 
put  on  or  taken  off  by  the  Congress  is  very  much  more  effec- 
tive in  its  relation  to  prices  than  a  tariff  duty  that  has  been 
put  on  by  the  Tariff  Commission ;  and  I  challenge  the  Senator 
from  Utah  or  any  other  Senator  on  the  other  side  ot  the 
Chamber,  to  show  that  the  Tariff  Commission  has  ever  nm- 
torialiy  benefited  any  industry  or  consumer  or  any  other  person 
In  the  United  Statea. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRKSIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
>iekl  further  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware? 

Mr.  McKKLL.\R.     Yea;  I  yield. 

Mr.  HASTIN<iS.  I  wiU  interrupt  the  S^iator  but  for  a 
moment.  Has  he  any  figures  to  show  what  the  prices  would 
have  been  if  the  tariff  duty  had  not  been  increased  by  the 
conunbtsion? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  No,  air;  I  have  not;  and  it  would  be  im- 
poaKible.  of  course,  to  obtain  such  figures.  I  call  the  Senator's 
attention  to  the  figures  I  have  before  me,  though,  and  especially 
HS  to  butter,  and  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Wis^-oosin  to  the  flgores  aa  to  butter.  The  price  c€  butter 
has  been  going  down  considerably  lately.    It  got  down  in  July 
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to  as  low  as  42  cents.  So  when  the  President  cites  the  great 
goo<l  which  has  come  to  the  butter  and  to  the  dairy  industry, 
he  is  mistaken. 

I  <!o  not  know  who  furnished  the  Prefddeut  his  figures,  I 
can  ti  H  blame  the  President  very  gn-atly.  He  has  not  been  mer 
here  long  enough  to  U'^'om**  fully  arqualnt«>d  with  our  peoi'le 
and  >ur  ronditions,  but  wmK-tiody  has  mlnlwl  him  as  to  the 
valun  of  the  Tartff  Commission,  It  is  Jn»»t  not  there.  It  Is 
impuMible  to  analyze  these  reports— snd  I  hsve  licre  on  my 
(exhiWtlngI  variom*  jwrnptUetu  and  books  containing  re- 
which  have  been  prepared  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  all 


purpose, 


Mr,  President,  I  wish  to  refer  to  one  or  two  more  commodi- 
ties. I  have  not  quite  finished  the  Hut,  and  I  desire  to  mnkc  my 
state  nent  complete.  The  next  item  U»  cheese.  The  price  of 
ch(««e  has  remained  about  the  same,  though  it  has  gone  down  a 
little  The  price  of  Swiss  cheese  has  gone  down  considerably, 
whlbi  American  cheese  has  remained  about  tlie  same  in  price. 

I  lext  come  to  crude  magnesite.  It  has  gone  down  in  price 
from  $14  a  ton  to  $11  a  ton. 

I  next  come  to  pig  iron.  It  is  impossibie  to  fool  the  Senator 
from  Utah  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsjlvania  about  pig  iron. 
Wha  :  did  the  President  and  the  commission  do  to  pig  iron? 
The  tariff  duty  on  pig  Iron  was  Increastil  from  75  cents  to 
$1.12  %  by  the  President  and  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  the 
committee  bus  still  further  raised  it  to  $1.50  a  ton.  Let  us 
hat  happened  when  the  President  rai.sed  the  duty  on  pig 
7^  cents  a  ton.  IMg  iron  was  selling  at  $22.2G  a  ton  when 
nty  was  raised,  while  it  has  been  selling  at  twenty-one 
and  some  cents  ever  since. 

SMOOT.     Then.  If  the  tariff  rate  shall  be  increased  In 

nding  bill  the  price  will  still  go  lower,  I  presume! 

McKELLAR.     I  do  not  know  what   It  will  do.     If  all 

making  is  of  a  kind  and  piece  of  the  tariff  making  by  the 

dent  and  the  Tariff  Commission,  there  is  no  telling  whether 

rice  will  go  up  or  down  when  tlie  duty  is  raise^l ;  I  can  not 

s  to  that. 

ext  come  to  onions.  The  duty  on  onions  was  increased  by 
dent  Coolidge  In  1928.  Onions  were  selling  nt  that  time  at 
$3  a  |bo.^hel  and  they  went  down  to  $2.04  a  bushel  and  have  been 
going  down  all  the  time  since. 

I  next  come  to  peiinuta.  I  hope  my  Tennessee  friends  and 
my  Virginia  friends  and  my  North  Carolina  friends  and  my 
Alabama  friends  will  take  some  Interest  in  peanuts.  A  great 
propaganda  has  been  going  on  throughout  the  Southern  State**— 
in  Ajlabama,  for  instance — in  regard  to  peanuts.  I  want  to 
call  attention  of  Senators  from  that  section  to  what  happ.^nad 
to  ptennts  when  the  duty  was  raised.  In  January,  1929,  the 
President  raised  the  duty  on  unshelled  peanuts  from  3  to  4',^ 
centi  a  pound,  and  on  shelled  peanuts  from  4  to  6  cents  a  pound. 
Let  OS  see  what  happened.  The  price  went  from  11.03  cents 
down  to  9.28  cents  a  pound.  The  price  has  gone  down  since 
the  >re8ident  raised  the  tariff  duty.  I  understand  the  Senate 
comi  littee  proposes  to  increase  the  duty  still  higher  and  to 
mak  >  It  7  cents  a  pound.  They  have  taken  another  whack  at 
it.  As  long  as  they  can  promise  the  peanut  farmer  that  by 
raising  the  tariff  the  price  will  be  raised,  they  will  continue 
to  do  so;  but  I  hope  the  peanut  growers  of  Tennessee  will  look 
at  tie  facts  as  they  are,  and  realize  that  an  increase  in  the 
tariff  duty  does  not  mean  an  Increase  in  the  price  of  peanuts. 
It  has  not  been  so  heretofore,  and  It  will  not  be  so  when  this 
bill  thall  have  passed  with  a  higher  duty  on  peanuts. 

I  next  come  to  methanol.  That  is  wood  alcohol,  about  which 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  talked  so  much  this  motring. 
The  duty  on  methanol  was  increa.se<l  by  the  President  in  lOlift 
from  12  cents  a  gallon  to  18  cents  a  gallon.  What  hap|)ened  lo 
it?  The  price  went  down  from  75  cents  to  60  cents  a  gallon; 
it  went  oB  nearly  25  per  cent  Whether  the  tJirlff  had  any- 
thlni;  to  do  with  it,  I  do  not  know;  but  I  do  know  that  the 
Tarilf  Commis.sion,  with  the  uK>roval  of  the  President,  by  'he 
acti<  u  taken  with  reference  to  increasing  the  duty  on  wood 
alco!  loi  have  not  increased  the  price  of  that  commodity. 

I  lext  come  to  cream  prices.  We  are  told  that  cream  prices 
usu«  lly  follow  the  prices  of  butter,  but  that  pri<?es  as  to  cream 
coull  not  be  furnished  us.  However,  I  obtained  some  prices 
fron  the  New  York  newspapers,  and  I  find  that  the  price  of 
crean  has  been  going  down. 

I  next  come  to  flaxseed,  and  I  find  that  the  price  has  risen 
aliglitly.  In  June  the  price  was  $2.48  a  bushel,  while  in  .Inly 
it  WIS  $2.76. 

I  lext  come  to  canned  Royal  Anne  cherries.  I  do  not  kimw 
so  an<±  about  cherries,  although  I  hke  them  when  they  are  by 
thenaelvee,  that  is,  certain  kinds  of  cherries.  The  duty  was 
Increased  from  2  to  8  cents  a  pound,  but  the  price  dropped  from 
|2.6i  to  $2.60. 

I  lext  come  to  milk,  the  price  of  which  remained  exactly  the 
8am(  i,  there  being  no  change. 
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Pikmtt 


WSSiT 

(PriM  per  bus|Ml) 


Month 


Jmaaarr.. 

FebroHry. 
March.... 
April. 
M»>. 

Juno ....... 

July 

AOKUBt 

Set»t«>tD  bar . .  .  .  .  ... 

OHob*^ 

Kovpujh«r...— .— 
D«i'vjuber 


« Bsl*  ol  dWy  iBqcwcd  tnm  30  cents  to  42  oenta  per  bushel  of  flO  poan<]s  by  Preeident^  prodamation  eflectlve  Apr.  6,  1924. 
Ssoree:  CaopQed  (Tom  Information  furnished  by  U.  S.  Department  o(  Asrictiltureu 

WHSAT  notki 
WkoUaaU  priea,  omto^  priett  at  Miuneapoiu,  Kt  naas  CUy.  and  New  York,  19t7  and  19S8 

(Per  barrel 


Ivmary.- 
fMtraary. 
Mwch. 
Al 


US7 


US:. 


lay- 

Joae 

July 

▲nsuat 

Brpumbar 

October — 

No*eniber„.... 
December 

AT«nc*-- 


Standard 

patents. 

Minneapolis 


17  M 
7.43 
7.  a 
7.25 
7.83 
7.81 
7.81 
7.00 
7.07 
7.38 
7.14 
488 

7.40 


Winter 

patents, 

Kansas  Ctty 


17.  M 
7.38 
7.34 
7.18 
7.78 
7.91 
7.  as 

7.n 

7.38 

aM 

7.19 
7.3S 

7.84 


Spring 

pa^ts. 

New  York 


r.44 

7.M 
7.  S3 
7.10 
7.ft4 
r.72 

r.80 

7.M 
7.14 
7.06 
r.05 
7.06 

7.84 


gEPTEMBEB   26 


1923 

1924 

1926 

1926 

1927 

1928 

tL28 

11.34 

$1.98 

$L78 

$L47 

iiis 

LSI 

L27 

L»4 

L78 

L4A 

L43 

1.29 

L2C 

L80 

Le7 

L43 

L47 

l.M 

IL28 

LOO 

Lea 

L41 

l.ftS 

L33 

LID 

L73 

L«4 

L53 

L64 

L23 

L37 

L0e 

L«! 

L57 

L63 

LIS 

L47 

L«6 

L75 

L58 

L47 

L22 

L38 

LW 

LM 

LSO 

L24 

1.36 

LSS 

LSS 

L48 

L37 

L2S 

L30 

LSI 

L58 

L53 

L34 

L2S 

Lift 

LM 

L67 

L48 

L34 

L24 

L19 

L71 

L77 

L48 

LS7 

L23 

Janoary. 

Felruary 

Mfl  reh. .. 

M 


1928 


.nil 
lay. 


Juis 

Julr 

An  vtt 

8ei  «mber 

CM  Dber 


Standard 

patents, 

Minneapolis 


17.45 
7.37 
7.64 
8.11 
&49 
7.96 
7.36 
&02 
6S0 
&41 


Winter 

patents, 

Kansas  City 


$7.37 
ft.  66 
7.30 
8.27 
8.33 
7.96 
7.06 
629 
628 
6.  SO 


Spring 

patents. 

New  York 


ir.ia 

7.M 
7.M 

aoa 

&a4 

7.68 
7.89 

a4» 

asr 

&8e 
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In  the  case  of  rag  rug*  the  price  also  dropped, 

I  next  come  to  fluorHi»ur.  The  price  of  fluorspar  has  dropped 
from  $23.90  a  ton  to  $18  a  ton. 

I  next  come  to  sodium  slllcofluoridc.  The  price  of  that  com- 
mtHllty  has  remained  HlK»ut  the  same. 

I  next  come  to  iH>tii>tHlnni  iM-nnnnganate.  Ah,  potassiuro  per- 
mnnciinate  has  lm'reHi4e<l  in  price.  Actually  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission  has  to  its  (Tcdit  the  increaidng  of  the  price  of  p(;ta»sium 
permsnganate  fr«»m  IB  cents  to  10  cents,  or  1  cent  a  pound. 

Mr,  MMOOT,     Wonderful! 

Mr.  McKKLLAK.  Yes,  as  the  8<'nator  from  Utah  says,  it  Is 
wonderful  that  a  railllon-dollnr-ayear  cfnnniit»Hlon,  legislating 
with  the  President  on  tariff  ratex.  Khouid  Iticreuw?  the  price  of 
about  1  article  out  ot  82  by  1  cent  a  pound.  I  again  refer  to  the 
dc»ctrine  of  de  minibus,  the  doctrine  of  trifles.  It  is  ridiculous 
to  talk  about  c«»ntlnulng  such  a  commission.  The  American 
people  ought  to  put  out  of  oflJce  any<me  who  would  vote  for  it. 
It  can  not  be  Justified  in  conscience.  The  last  item  is  barium 
carbonate,  the  price  of  which  went  down  about  $2. 

There,  Mr.  President,  Is  the  story.  In  view  of  the  facts  I 
wish  to  ask  Senators  why  it  is  that  the  President  of  the  I'nited 
States  goes  out  of  his  way.  over  the  advice  of  the  leader  of 
the  majority  in  the  Senate,  to  enter  the  tariff  controversy. 
What  is  the  reason  for  it?  The  President  had  all  the  figures 
which  I  have;  he  had  the  same  information  which  I  have,  for 
I  obtained  it  from  the  Tariff  Commission:  he  knew  that  presi- 
dential action,  following  investigation  by  the  Tariff  Commission, 
in  ImTeasing  tariff  duties  has  not  substantially  changed  the 
price  of  any  commodity ;  yet  he  spt^aks  of  the  supreme  im- 
portance of  the  passage  of  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  law. 

Here  is  the  record.  The  President  nmst  have  known  of  the 
record,  for,  as  I  have  said,  he  had  access  to  the  same  figures 
which  I  have ;  yet  here  is  what  he  says : 

I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  I  regard  it  as  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance in  Justice  to  the  public  ;  as  a  protection  for  the  sound  progress 
In  our  economic  system,  and  for  the  tutiire  protection  of  onr  farmers 
and  our  industries  and  consumers,  that  the  flexible  tariff,  through  recom- 
mendation of  the  Tariff  Commlasion  to  the  Executive,  should  be  main- 
tained. 

It  was  a  very  flexible  provision  which  the  Houee  adopted,  but 
last  October,  when  he  was  a  candidate  before  the  i>eople,  he 
was  opposeil  to  it ;  and  he  said  the  American  people  »\(»uUl  never 
stand  for  it ;  and  in  that  he  was  right ;  they  are  not  going  to 
stand  for  it.  In  my  judgment,  they  will  not  retain  in  oflSce  any- 
iKxIy  who  will  vote  for  a  commi-ssion  of  tills  kind,  if  the  ques- 
tion* is  raised,  and  it  is  going  to  be  raised.  Why  Is  it,  then,  that 
the  President  is  so  insistent  on  it?  Ah,  Senators,  it  neems  to  me 
the  reason  is  perfectly  plain.  It  affords  a  club  of  power  over 
the  industries  of  this  country.  So  long  as  it  is  in  the  Presi- 
dent's power  to  act  under  such  a  provision  they  have  got  to 
kotow  to  him ;  they  have  got  to  con-slder  him ;  they  can  not 
take  a  stand  against  him,  because  they  do  not  know  when  he 
may  u.se  this  power  again.st  them.  It  is  a  tremendous  power, 
which  was  given  in  the  first  Instance  by  the  American  people  to 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

What  a  wonderful  speech  on  the  constitutional  plde  of  this 
question  was  the  speech  of  my  distinguished  friend  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobah]  to-day.  It  is  the  greatest  speedi  he 
ever  delivered  in  this  body  or  anywhere  else,  in  my  judgment 
It  breathed  patriotism,  love  of  country,  love  of  government,  all 
the  way  through.  It  breathed  go-xl  sen.se  all  the  way  through. 
There  is  no  reason  for  giving  ttils  power  t<i  the  President  We 
are  not  doing  our  constitutional  duty  when  we  undertake  to 


I  am  sorry  that  my  dlstlngnlshe<l  friend,  my  beloTe<l  friend, 
a  man  whom  I  have  known  here  for  IH  yearn,  has  tiiken  another 
view  about  it.  I  refer  to  the  senior  Henator  from  Florida  (Mr. 
FuBTOHBil.  I  looked  at  the  Ueooso,  and  I  found  that  In  11)22, 
on  August  11,  this  very  questiim  was  ts'fore  the  Henate,  and 
was  voted  on.  A  yea-and-nay  vote  was  taken,  and  one  of  those 
voting  "nay"  was  my  eKit-emfd  friend,  tlie  t«'nli-r  H<'nator  from 
Florida.  It  hurt  nu*  innu4>aMurHbl>  when  I  Itettrd  bint  alm'wt 
denoum«  tlie  American  Congress  for  the  poor  way  In  whldi  It 
legixlatcKl  OB  the  tariff,  the  length  of  time  it  took,  and  what  a 
cumlM-rsome  job  It  was  to  legislate  on  the  tariff. 

I  hope  my  friend  will  rend  alxnit  how  the  Tariff  CimmilKslon 
and  the  Prenident  have  lK.H'n  legiKlating  und>'r  the  prettent  law. 
If  he  does  read  it  I  do  not  set>  how  in  tb«  world,  iu  tlje  face  of 
the  facts,  he  will  fail  to  turn  artmnd  and  vote  against  this 
iniquitouH  thing,  this  um-onstltuti<mal  measure,  this  measure  in 
which  we  are  delib**rately  undertaking  to  take  away  the  i»ower 
that  the  people  of  America  have  lodged  in  the  House  of  Uepre- 
sentatives  and  the  Senate  of  the  United  Slates,  and  give  it  to 
the  Pre8i<lent 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Maryland  fMr.  Ttdiwgs]  was 
right.  If  we  can  give  away  this  power,  if  we  can  turn  over  to 
the  President  the  pi»wer  to  legislate  on  revenue,  we  can  delegate 
to  him  any  other  power  that  we  may  have  under  the  Con- 
stitution. 

I  anr  not  going  into  the  constitutional  question.  Suflice  it  to 
say  that  I  think  the  Supreme  Court  were  wrong  in  their  opinion 
when  they  held  the  act  of  1922  valid.  They  ought  not  to  have 
done  it ;  they  made  a  mistake  about  it ;  and  I  hope  the  time  will 
come  when  that  great  court — the  greatest  court  in  all  the 
world — will  see  the  error  of  their  way,  and  change  their  opiulim 
to  accord  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  to  accord 
with  the  proper  policy  of  government  to  accord  with  the  right. 

We  ought  not  to  give  to  the  President  this  great  power  of 
raising  revenue.  It  is  immaterial,  as  I  have  shown,  as  it  has 
been  administered  heretofore;  but  the  great  trouble  is  that  it 
is  a  club  which  we  put  in  the  President's  hands  for  the  future, 
if  he  desires  to  use  it  in  that  way,  toward  the  industries  and 
toward  the  farmers  and  toward  the  consumers  of  the  country. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  already  read  the  letter  to  the  commis- 
sion. I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  Insert  in  the  Rexk>bd  the  re- 
port of  prices  that  has  been  made  by  the  commission.  I  sup- 
pose the  Senator  from  Utah  sees  no  objection  to  that? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     None  whatever. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  is  a  very  interesting  list  of  prices ;  and 
it  will  be  well  for  Senators  to  study  it  before  they  finally  vote 
on  this  matter.  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the 
Recx>rd  a  statement  of  tlie  total  appropriations  made  for  the 
Tariff  Commission. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

UNITED  STATES 

The  following  table  shows  the  trend  of  domestic  manufacturers'  prices 
for  different  qualities  and  sizes  of  plate  glass  year  by  year  since  1922, 
together  with  index  numbers  based  on  the  prices  of  1913.  It  wUl  l>e  ob- 
served that  the  prices  of  glazing  quality  with  surface  areas  from  384  to 
720  square  inches  (trade  alzes,  2  feet  8  inches  to  5  feet)  advanced  from 
24  cents  per  square  foot  before  the  war  to  85  cents  per  sqiuire  foot  In 
1923  and  1924 — an  increase  of  254  per  cent  Since  1924  three  general 
price  reductions  have  taken  place— to  63  cents  (1925),  50  cents  (1926), 
and  42  cents  per  square  foot  (1927)  for  the  particular  quality  and 
surface  areas  mentioned  above.  More  than  60  per  cent  of  the  total 
sales  of  domestic  plate  glass  in  the  United  States  are  ot  gUslug  quality 
and  in  sizes  below  720  square  inches. 


give  it  away. 

FOLI8HSD    PLATE    GLASS 

Domestic  maitufaoturen'  prioet  of  out  aiaea,  one-fourth  imch,  in  seleeted   wmn,  X»i*-m7 

(Per  square  foot) 


Slias  in  square  feet  and  inches 


QlazinK  quality: 

1  fi)ot  to  2  feet  Sinchas. 

1  r(K>t  to  2  feet  8  inches  (automobile  sli«) 

2  feet  8  Inches  to  5  feet ~ 

8  to  10  feet 

Mirror  Klazinit  qiiality: 

1  f(X)t  to  2  feet  <<  inches 

1  foot  10  2  feet  8  inches  (Automobile  site) 

2  feot  >*  inches  to  6  fteet - 

6  to  10  feet ~ 

Second  xilverinK  quality: 

1  f<x)t  to  2  feet  8  inches — 

1  foot  to  2  feet  8  inches  (automobile  size) 

2  feet  8  inches  to  5  feet — 

.  6  to  10  feet _ 


October, 
1»13 


0.10 
.19 
.24 
.32 

.26 
.30 
.30 
.16 

.30 
.29 

.n 

.» 


Jamiary, 
1023 


a4a 

.43 
.52 

.68 

.48 
.48 
.60 
.66 

.a 

.63 

.60 
.» 


October, 
1022 


a40 
.66 
.66 
.70 

.M 

.73 

.73 
.7* 

.as 

.83 
.83 
.03 


January, 
1023 


0.40 
.70 
.70 
.78 

.64 

.77 
.77 
.U 

.83 

.87 
.87 
.86 


May, 

1933 


0.S6 
.U 
.86 
.88 

.83 
.93 
.93 
.96 

.n 

L08 
L08 
LIO 


April 


1934 


0.56 
.86 
.86 
.88 

.83 
.93 
.93 
.96 

.78 
1.08 

Lcn 

LID 


1938 


0.43 
.63 
.63 
.89 

.48 
.78 
.78 
.90 

.S3 

.86 
.86 
.99 


1936 


0.43 
.42 
.60 
.64 

.48 
.48 
.66 
.76 

.63 

.63 
.70 
.83 


1927 


0.31 
.36 
.42 
.46 

.36 
.39 
.49 
.67 


.64 
.64 


1928 


0.19 

.34 

.33 

.86-  .37 

.26 

.30 

.46 

.49-  .61 


1029 


0.21 
.35 
.30 
.426 

.36 
.39 
.46 
.50 


.56- 


.30 
.44 

.90 

.66 


.30 
M4 
.90 
.966 
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January... 
February.. 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

August 

September. 

October 

November. 
December.. 


OZAUC  AOD 

Prkt  per  pound,  New  York  ipat  mmrkd,  IM^-IMS 


OOLO  LEAF 

Monthlg  price:  XX deep,  SHbfSH  inch  package$  of  tO  books,  600  leoKt  to  a  book,  l»tS-19t8 

(Price  per  book) 


Month 

1033 

1934 

1925 

1936 

1927 

1928 

812.00 

$12.00 
12.00 
12.00 
IZOO 
IZOO 
11.75 
IZOO 
IZOO 
IZOO 
IZOO 
IZOO 
IZOO 

80.75-$lZ00 
0.  75-  12.  00 
9.75-  IZOO 
0.75-  IZOO 
0.75-  IZOO 
9.75-  IZOO 
9.75-  IZOO 
9.75-  IZOO 
9.75-  IZOO 
9.75-  IZOO 
9.75-  IZOO 
0.75-  IZOO 

8IO.OO4IZOO 
10.00-  IZOO 
10. oO-  IZOO 
10.10-  IZOO 
10.50-  IZOO 
10.  50-  IZ  00 
10.50-  IZOO 
10.  .SO-  IZ  00 
10.50-  IZCO 
10.50-  12.00 
10.50-  IZOO 
10.50-  IZOO 

$10.5O-$lZ00 
10.50-  IZOO 
10.  .W-  12  00 
10.50-  IZOO 
10.50-  IZOO 
10.  50-  JZ  00 
10.50-  IZOO 
10.50-  IZOO 
10..'»-  !ZO0 
IC-iO-  IZOO 
10.30-  IZOO 
10.  50-  IZ  00 

SIO.'O-SIZOO 

10. SO-  IZOO 

10.  50-  IZ  00 

Anril                                                   •*- - 

IZOO 

10  50-  IZOO 

May                          '                ..... 

10.  .■»-  IZOO 

laso-  IZOO 

Jnlv                                                                                                     .--..----- ...... 

10  50-  IZOO 

10.50-  12  00 

8epteml)er — 

October - 

November 

December 

12.06" 

10.50-  IZOO 

}0.h(y-  11.50 
10.50-  11.50 
10.50-  11.50 

DIETHTLBABBITmir  ACID 

Price  per  pound.  New  York  $pot  market,  19ti-19e8 


Months 

1924 

1935 

1936 

1927 

1928 

Domestic 

Imported 

Domestic 

Imported 

Domestic 

Imported 

Domestic 

Imported  .Domestic 

Imported 

January 

88.50 

0    en 

88.00 
B  nn 

84.26 
A  on 

88.00 
8  nn 

$4.15 

4   15 

88.00 

8.00 

$4.00 

4.  10 

84.00 
4.00 

83.80 
3  65 

<      I 

I 


tl 


si 


■I 


Tbe«  priem  ftttm  page  UOS  of  Summary.    Source  not  ksoim. 


4 

t 
V 


It 
r 


I* 


soDirif 
Prtet  per  poaiW.  M  to  88  per  etiU,  Ne^  York  tpat  mmrket,  tSti-im 


Month 


Jaanary 

Fe  bruary ... 

Marab _ 

April 

May 


Joly. 

August 

September. 
October.... 
November. 
December.. 


DomasUe 


10  08 


D<imestic 


Tbe  low  quotation  on  the  date  nearest  the  first  of  each  month.  ,  ««. 

Rate  of  duty  tncrraiied  from  3  cents  to  4«^  rents  per  pound  by  Freddenf  t  prodamatioi  eflectlve  June  5,  Iflat 
BWlnntnt  May.  IWM.  quotatioDS  are  tnm  Chemical  Markets. 
Sooree:  Oil,  Patnt,  and  Drug  Ueporter,  New  York.  ^ 

BAUrif  DIOXtDB 


Pric*  pet  po*nd,  98  to  88  per  cent,  Nem 


MflBtb 


Domestic 


January ... 

February.-.. ............ 

Marel) 

te.:::- 

JUM 

July 

Aogust ....__. 

September. ......... ...... 

NoTember....^ ...... 

Decern  b«r.,._ ....... 


1983 


19M 


10 


Imported  D<mieatie  Imported 


1014 
.14 
.14 
.14 
.14 
.14 
.14 
.14 
.14 
.14 
.14 


10 
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Ateraoe  monthly  pric^  for  imoorted  Stcist   (Emmanthal,  rommi.  large- 
eyed)   at  Sew  York,  JStS-May,  t9tS- — Continued 


(Cents  i)er  pound) 

Mootb 

1921 

1924 

1025 

1996 

19S7 

1998 

19S9 

Anrll 

44.» 
47.00 
47.50 
48.70 
4aL75 
47.50 
48  60 
48W 
46.10 

45.40 
45.70 
46.10 
46.60 
47.70 
49.50 
49  00 
48  00 
47.00 

47.75 
47.20 
47.00 
4.  20 
47.  4) 
47.50 
47.40 
47.25 
47.00 

4X60 

42.50 
42.75 
43.  SO 
39.40 
38.60 
38.60 
39.00 
39.00 

41.80 
43.00 
4&.00 
40120 
40.60 
47.76 
47.35 
47.60 
48.00 

46.60 
46.60 
46.70 
47  60 
48.00 
47.60 
47.60 
47.10 
47.00 

47  OO 

Sfty   ::::.: 

47.75 

June — 

Jniy „ 

Auitust .......... 

Sei>tcn)ber . 

()ctof>w        

November    . ...... 

December 

A  verage 

46.40 

46.58 

47.37 

41.88 

44.01 

47.17 

ATdAOa 


Auanust 


Sept 


'mber. 

i]b«r 

V  imber. 


Decimber. 


DOMEKnC    SWISS    CHBKSB 

Avrrage  icholestUe  monthly  pricre  of  Wioconain  tch^jlemilk,  round,  fancy, 
lirve-eyci  cheeae  at  Sew  York,  Oti-May,  OS$ 


(Cents  per  pouud) 

Month 

1933    1 

1924 

1925 

1926 

192/ 

1928 

1920 

January 

1 

32.5 
8S.5 
31.6 

37.0 
37-5 
38.0 
38.6 
80.5 
805 
805 
805 
4O0 

400 
400 
4O0 
400 
400 
400 

4ao 

36.5 

36.5 

86.5 

1      36.5 

'       36.5 

85.6 
85.6 

r.o 

88.6 
88.6 

»i.6 
88.6 
88.6 
88.5 
37.0 
1      300 
1      30.0 

385 
30.0 
88.6 
38.6 

3S.6 
38.6 
386 

"'si'i' 

35.0 
86.0 
35  0 

36.0 
35.0 
36.0 
35.0 
36  0 
35.0 
35.0 
36.5 
37.0 
37.0 
38.4 
38.5 

39  0 
39.0 
39.0 
39  0 
39.0 
39.0 
39.5 
39.5 
39.5 
39.5 
3S.5 
39  5 

39.5 

Febriary 

Miurh._. . 

Ai.nl :; 

M»y.._ 

June 

Joly 

AuKUSt 

Sejitember ....... ........ 

37.5 
37.5 
37.5 
37.5 

October 

NovHmber...      ......... 

Deoeml<«r 



Avftntgf!   

87.46 

88.64 

37.83 

r.  14 

..«. 

89.25 

C»rr>B    .MAONKSITB 

Price*  {California},  19SS-t9t8 
(Price  per  net  ton  f.  o.  b.  shipping  point) 


Month 


IMS 


1104 


1038 


Jaminry . 

F«»hfiuiry.... . .. 

Mari-h 

April 

May.... 

June . 

July  

August 

September . . 

Ort.it>er . 

November.............. 

Dt<oember . 


$14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
1X50 
1X50 


14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 


$14.00 


$14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14  00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 


1927 


$14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14  00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.00 


1928 


$14.00 
14.00 
14.00 
14.  CO 
11.00 
11.00 
11.  OO 
11.  OO 
11.00 
11.00 
11.00 
ILOO 


PIO    IRON 

Dtmntie  and  foreign  prkres 
(Par  long  Urn) 


Philvlelphla 

F.ngland  J.  o.  b.  plant) ..._ 

Qermany  (f.  o.  b.  pinnt) 

France  (f.  o.  b.  plant) ..... 

Belgium  (f.  o.  b.  plant) 


1927 


$21.5.^ 
18  16 
19.27 
19.10 
18  40 


1938 


$21.17 
15.92 
18  85 
17  59 
16.68 


Standard  brands  eastern  PennsylTKnln  No.  2x  foundry  pig  iron. 

MONTH  LT    FKICB 

Philadelphia  market,  jaO-lSSH 
(Price  per  gross  ton) 


MoBth 


January 

Febnary _... 

March 

June _...... 

July 

August 

September 

October 

Norember ...... 

December 


im 


t39-76 

3lL« 

3X30 
3X95 
3X70 
80  76 
37.68 
85.80 
86.96 
K04 
B.01 
3136 


UM 


$24.11 
M.04 
2116 
33.06 
3X67 
21.85 
21.86 
21.51 
21.76 
21.76 
2X64 
3156 


1025 


l«9a 


$25.01 
25.01 
24.21 
2X82 
21.51 
21  36 
31.36 
21.57 
21.96 
2X64 
23.64 
3126 


$3126 
24.  14 
2136 
23.36 
2X89 
2X66 
2X36 
3X36 
2X36 
2X26 
23.56 
23.39 


1027 


$2X76 
2X88 
2X26 
2X36 
2X26 
2X14 
21.51 
21.29 
20  76 
20.51 
30  36 
30  36 


1938 


$30  56 
21.14 
21.26 
21.26 
31.86 
21. 3S 
20  86 
30.76 
21.01 
21.26 
21.64 
21.76 


la  r 


Au 

Ma 

Jan! 

Jul] 

An; 


1935 


Imported 


$ae8« 
.osii 

■  om 

.08H 

.oeH 

•Si 

.08« 
.08H 
.00 
.00 

•  ooH 


i«aa 


1927 


Imported  Domestic 


$0.OBH 
.08f 


.08 
.08 
.OS 
.08 
.06 
.08 
.08 
.08 
•  07H 


Imported 


$0. 


.08,4 
.08}, 


.06,4 
.06»^ 
.08S 
.06H 


1928 


Domestic  Imported 


York  epol  market,  }9*S-19t8 


1925 


1926 


1927 


Domestic  Imported  Domestic  Imparted  Domestic  Imported 


1998. 
imported 


•"SI 

.15 

.16 
.16 
.16 
.16 
.16 
.16 


$017 
.17 
.16 
.16 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.14 


1016 
.16 
.15 
.15 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 


$0.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 


$013 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 


$ai3 

.13 
.13 
.13 
.18 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 


$0.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 
.12 
.12 
.13 
.12 
.12 


$0.12 
.12 
.12 
.13 
.12 
.12 
.12 
.12 
.12 
.12 
.12 


OED— SENATE 


September  2G 


OF  NEW   YORK  CITT  QCOTATIOWS  OF  WHOLK8ALK  PSICES  OF  ONIOXS 

(Per  100  pounds) 


Momth  and  ^ear 


1938 


Jantary... 
Febi  uary. 

Mar^h 

Apr:  I 


1029 


Jun 
July 
Augist 
Sep)  amber. 


New  York 

yellows  in 

100- pound 

sacks 


$X42 
3.12 


XI3 
XOO 


X85 
XOl 


X66 
X16 

xw 


Texas  Ber- 
muda in 
SO- pound 
crates 


Egyptian 

in  112- 
pound  bags 


$X30 


6.30 
162 
X96 
3.72 
X70 


$3.58 


X15 
3.09 


Spanish  in 
JB- pound 

crates,  .Ws 
and  7-.»'s 


$4.10 
147 
108 
XM 
XflS 


6.47 
6.20 


5.70 
5.11 
145 
137 


M03|THLY    AVERAOB    PRICH    OF    IMPOETKD    AND    DOMESTIC    PKA.VLT8    AT    CHI- 
CAGO,    19US-;:<J 

(CentM  per  pound) 


Month 


Jam  lary... 
Fell  ruary. 

Mai  ch 

April 


1928 


.M 

Jun^ 

Jul] 

Aiqast 

Sep  ember. 

Oci|»b«-.. 

No 

I>e<*i 


Member 

mber.. 


Jan  I  lary 
Feb  -uary. 
Ma4ch. 

May 
Junn 
Julj 
Aui  ust. 


1929 


.r  J 


Unshelled 
Virginia 
Jumbos 


11.95 
1X32 
1X22 
1X14 
1X11 
1X34 
12.66 
12.  S2 
1X50 
1X22 
11.86 
11.61 


11.15 

11.03 

10.81 

10.42 

9.85 

9.78 

X6S 

9.28 


Shelled 


Virginia 
extra  large 


1150 
1114 
1X72 
1X31 
1X00 
12.28 
1X46 
1X42 
1X25 
11.98 
11.53 
11.78 


11.90 
1X41 
1X00 
11.58 
11.35 
11.58 
11.72 
11.66 


Chinese 


28-30*3 


13.00 
1X94 
1X25 
1X29 
1X25 
1X14 
1X28 
1X38 
1X31 
1X25 
1X00 
IX  00 


12.15 
1X52 
1X31 
1X21 
1X20 
1X42 
1X32 
1X34 


30-32*3 


1X50 
1X17 
11.82 
11.88 
11.81 
11.88 
11.88 
1X05 
1Z09 
1X00 
11.69 
11.57 


11.83 
1X11 
11.84 
11.79 
11.80 
11.96 
1X03 
IX  OS 


MKTHANOL 

I^rice  per  gallon.  Sac  York  tpot  market,  in  tanks,  January.  at&-t9i» 
(Source  :  Oil,  Paint,  and  Drug  Reporter) 


Month 


January 

Fefniary 

"aicii 


rl. 
a;' 


iUSt- 


95  per  cent 


Pure 


1926 


Sep  ember. 


!■«■- 


Oct )! 

Noi  emhfj. 

De<nnber.. 


.55 
.55 
.55 
.S3 
.53 
.53 
.62 
.55 
.OS 
.65 
.70 
.76 


1927 


$0.80 
.80 
.80 
.80 
.80 
.63 
.63 
.63 
.90 
.90 
.45 
.45 


1928 


$0.46 
.40 
.43 
.43 
.43 
.48 


.45 
.45 
.46 
.55 
.55 


1926 


$0.65 
.65 
.65 
.65 
.66 
.65 
.65 
.65 
.75 
.75 
.80 
.85 


1927 


$0.85 
.85 
.80 
.85 
.85 
.08 
.68 
.68 
.55 
.55 
.60 
.50 


1028 


.50 
.50 
.50 
.60 
.60 


late  of  duty  increased  from  12  cents  to  18  cents  per  gallon  by  President's  proda- 
ma^on  eflective  Dec.  27,  1626. 

FLAXSEED 

Monthly  averaoa  price*  at  Minneapolia  and  Buenos  Aires.  19SS-a 

(Per  bushel) 


Date 


1928 

Janbary .. . . 

Fet  ruary . 

Marh - 

ApiU 


Minne- 
apolis 


$X24 

X27 
X33 
X30 


Buenos 
Aires 


$1.70 

1.60 
1.70 
1.78 


February... 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

Auen^t 

September. 

Octol>er 

November. 
December.. 


8.00 
8.00 
8  00 
8  00 
8  00 
8  00 
8  00 
8  00 
8  00 
8  00 


110 

8.00 

115 

800 

100 

160 

3.65 

100 

800 

100 

800 

385  1 

160 

3  65 

100 

800 

100 

800 

3.85 

160 

X65 

100 

800 

100 

8  00 

X85 

160 

X66 

100 

800 

100 

8.00 

X85 ; 

160 

3.66 

100 

8  00 

100 

8.00 

X85  ' 

160 

3.65 

4.00 

800 

100 

8.00 

3  85  1 

160 

100 

800 

100 

8.00 

3.85  , 

160 

100 

800 

100 

800 

X85  ; 

160 

120 

800 

100 

160 

3.  75  J 

160 

POTASSIDM   CBU>KATB,   POWDKBED 

Price  per  pound.  New  York  spot  market,  19U-19S8 


Month 


January... 
February.. 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July- 

August — 
September 
October  - . . 
November, 
December. 


8EWBD  STRAW    BATS 

I»rices  not  available. 

TAXIMETERS PRICES 

None  arailable  except  some  confidential  price  data  used  In  report  to 
President.  This  Information  only  from  two  companleB,  showing  price 
range  of  $100  to  $150  each  at  close  of  1922. 

German  prices  ghown  as  $60  to  $135. 

PKUfT    BOLUUM 

Prices  not  available. 


SWISS    CHEESE 

Averaae  monthly  prices  for  imported  Swiss   (Emntanthal,  round,  targe' 

eyed)  at  Sew  York,  19tS-May,  Bt» 

(Cents  per  pound) 


Month 

1923 

1924 

1926 

1936 

1927 

1928 

1929 

January 

February ^ 

43.10 
43.25 
43.  2S 

4100 
45.00 
46. 00 

47.20 
47.76 
47.76 

47.00 
46.60 
43.25 

38.00 
38.60 
39.36 

48.00 
47.12 
46.60 

47  00 
47  00 

Match 

47.00 

1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


3999 


FLAXSEED — COB  tinned 
Monthly  average  prices  at  Minneapolis  and  Buenos  Aires,  i»iS-t» — Con. 

(Per  bushel) 


Date 


Buenos 
Aires 


1938 

May 

June --• 

July 

August 

September 

October 

NovemtxT 

December 

1029 

January 

February 

March 

AprD 

May 

June — 

July 


CANNED 

Price*,  No.  fA  cans. 


ROTAL    ANNE    CHERRIES 


Standard,  f.  o.  b.  cannery,  California 
(Per  doxen) 


Year 


ItflO 

19M 

1921 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928  » 


$3.65 
3.90 
2.50 
3.35 
2.  85 
2.45 
2.  S."* 
2.95 
2.65 
2.60 


FLCOK8PAB 


Monthly  price:  €rarel,  not  less  than  8>  per  cent  CaPt  and  not  over  6  per 

cent  8lOt.  l^iS-KtS 

(Price  per  ton  for  middle  western  mines) 


Months 

1923 

1924 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 

January . 

$21.50 
21. SO 
21.50 
21.50 
21.50 
23.50 
23.50 
23.50 
23.50 
23.50 
23.50 
23.50 

$23..-iO 
2X75 
23.00 
23.00 
23.00 
23.50 
-23.50 
23.50 
23.50 
18  50 
18  50 
18.60 

$20  00 
30.00 
21.00 
19.00-21.00 
16.00-19.00 
16.  (XHlfl.  00 
16.00-20.00 
18  00  20.  00 
16.00-20.00 
l."!.  00-18.  00 
16.00-18.00 
16. 00-18. 00 

$17.50 
17.50 
17.75 
18  00 
18  00 
18.00 
18.00 
18.00 
l.^.  75 
Iti.  00 
18.00 
18  00 

$18  00 

$15,876 

February 

18  00  11150-16.00 

March      . 

18  00    M.  .SO-15.00 

April     

18  00   1150-15.00 

May 

18  00 

15.  60-16. 00 

June 

18  00 
17.00-18.00 
17.00-18  00 
17.  00  18.00 
16.  25-16.  50 
16.00 
16.00 

16.00 

July 

16.00-17.00 

.\ugust 

17.00 

September 

17.00 

October        

17.00-18  00 

November 

18  00 

December 

18  00 

• 

SODIUM    SILICOFLl'ORIDE 

Pricex  per  pound.  Sew  York  market 
(January.  1928-AugU8t.  1929) 


Month 


1  Rate  of  duty  Increased  from  2  cents  to  3  cents  per  pound  by  Presi- 
dent's proclamation  efTectlve  Jan.  2,  1928. 

MILK 

Wholesale  prices  at  Sew  York  City  and  Montreal,  192S-^uly.  »» 
(Cents  per  United  Sbites  gallon) 


Dats 

New  York 

Season 

Mtmtreal 

1938 
January                         -- 

28.9 
28.9 
25.4 
219 
34.9 
219 
27.0 
28.9 
29.3 
29.3 
29.3 
29.3 

29.3 
289 
28.9 
289 
38.9 
989 
38.9 

Fall  and  winter.  1927-28 

..  do 

23.2 

March 

do 

Spring  and  summer,  1928 — 

I"!  do'.'.".."IIIlI""IIIIII" 

do 

do 

do.. 

do. 

FaU  and  winter,  1928-29 

do.. 

Aura 

May 

June 

July 

August 

Beptember 

October                ... . .- 

16.8 
23  2 

November 

1929 

Tuniifirv 

Winter.  1929 

23.2 

Knhnifirv 

do 

Mftrch 

krwi\ 

MAV 

JalY 

January 

February.. 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

August 

September. 
October... 
November. 
December. 


$0( 


P 


fc^-l     -'.I 


04  W 

$0  06 

04^ 

.05 

04  Vi 

.05 

0414 

.05 

04H 

.06 

04V!> 

.06M 

04H 

.05H 

<HH 

.06H 

MH 

05 

OR 

06 

POTASSIUM   PERMAN'OANATC 

Prices  per  pound  New  York  spot  market 
(January,  1928-Augu8t,  1929) 


Month 


January 

February ., 

March I 

April 

May >.- 

June 

July 

August 

Pept  ember - 

October 

November 

December 


1928 


$0.1525 
.1525 
.1525 
.1526 
.1636 
.1500 
.l.y)0 
.1500 
.1500 
.1500 
.1500 
.1500 


$0 


1550 
1550 
1550 
1550 
1660 
1636 
1525 
1525 
1525 
1625 
1525 
1525 


1929 


$016 
.16 
.16 
.16 
.16 
.16 
.16 
.16 
.16 
.16 
.16 
.16 


$0.1660 
.1650 
.1660 
.1660 
.1660 
.1660 
.1660 
.1650 
.1650 
.1650 
.1650 
.1700 


ml 


BARITM    carbonate;    PRECIPITATED 

Prices  per  ton  of  imported  and  domestic.  Sew  York  market.  Isr7-Augutt. 


Prices  per  100  pounds 


Year  and  season 

Montreal 

Toronto 

Spring  and  summer,  1926 

Fall  and  winter.  1926-27 

$1.95 
X32-X09 

$1. 97-$X  26 
X55 

Cjt>am  prices  are  based  on  the  price  of  butterfat  and  fluctuate  directly 
with  It.      (See  butter  prices.) 

RAO    RUOS 

Indiiidual   producers'  net   mill  selling  prices   of  domestic   hit-and-ntiss 

rugs  by  sizes 

(Calendar  year  1925) 


24  by  36 
inches 

25  by  SO 
inches 

27  by  54 
inches 

10.3635 
.3810 
.3846 
.3052 
.3999 
.4340 
.4341 
.4346 
.4838 
.5380 
.5864 
.6374 

$0  4762 
.4800 
.5184 
.5769 

•  oVWS 

.6896 

$0  5760 
.5953 
.5976 
.6056 
.6250 
.6365 
.6797 
.6834 
.6879 
.7344 
.7654 
.8046 
.8035 
1.6827 

1.4418 

1.5668 

>  Avsraga  unweighted. 


Month 


January 

February... 

Nliirch 

AnrU 

May 

June 

July.. 

August. 

September.. 

Octoljer 

November.. 
December — 


1927 


Do- 
mestic 


Im- 
ported 


1928 


Domestio 


Imported 


$50-$52 
50-  52 
50-  52 
60-  52 
60-  52 
50-  52 
50-  52 
52-  54 

52-  64 

53-  54 
52-  54 
52-  54 


$48-$50»48 
48-  SO'  48 

48-  50,  47. 

4ft-  so;  47. 

48-  501  57. 
48-  5(^  57. 
48-  50  57. 
62-  53;  57. 
52-  53'  57. 
62-  53'  57. 
62-  53  67. 
52-  S3i  67. 


00-350  00;$48 
00-  SOOOi  48 
7.>-  55.00 
SO-  55.00 
50-  60.00 
00-60  00 

00-60.00; 

50-  60.00! 
50-60  00: 


50-  6a  on  OO 

so-  60. 001  57. 
60-  60  00  67. 


00-850. 
OO-  SO 
75-  55. 
SO-  55. 
50-  60. 
00-  60. 
00-  60 
50-  60. 
00-  66. 
00-  68. 
50-  60. 
SO-  60 


■,~-i^ 


1929 


Domestic 


^■i'if- 


Imported 


00  $57. 
00'  57. 
OOi  57. 
00  58. 
00  58. 
00  58. 
00  58. 
00|  5b. 
SOI 


50-$60. 
50^  60. 
SO-  60. 
OO-  60. 
00-  60. 
00-  60. 
00-  60 
00-  60. 


00,$57. 

00  57. 
00'  67. 
OOj  60 
00:  60. 
Otf,  60. 
00)  S8. 

001  58. 


S3: 

001. 


SO-$60.00 
50-  60.00 
50-60.00 
00-65.00 
OO-  65  00 
00-65.00 
00-60.00 
00-  60.00 


Bcmta 
Imports  for  con*mmptUm  t9U-June  SO,  J90 


Year 


1923 ~ 

1924 , 

1926 

1020  » 

1927 

1028 

1029  (6  nUNiUit) 


Qoantity 


Pounds 
2a  809. 638 
19, 279, 309 
6,861,435 
6,727,056 
8,456,397 
4,331684 
1,520,837 


$7,543,696 
6,958.372 
X  633. 219 
X389,387 
X  873, 177 
1,562.283 
554,514 


Unit 
vahM 


$0  36 
.36 
.37 
.36 
.34 
.36 
.36 


'■'.-.  i  l\ 
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«  Rate  of  duty  increased  from  8  oenU  to  12  centt  per  pound  by  President's  procla- 
mation, eflective  Apr.  6,  1926. 
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Te»r: 


D«metHe  pr9dmeH<m,  mU  ffrodea 


1910 

1»J»» 

19::  1 

1922 

1923 

1924 

!»:;:> 

192« 

1927 


Ponndfl 

1,  R81.  573,  624 

1.661,6.%.  0<)0 

1,  73S.  U17.  UUO 

1,  824,  609,  000 

1.  8!»9,  921.000 

2,  000.  54M.  (>00 

1,  993.  103,  000 

2,  069,  aSH,  000 

2,097.712.000 


BCTTH 

Monthly  prices  creamery — M  aoore.     Se%D  York  market  t9t9-at8 

(Per  poand) 


MooUk 

19a 

1904 

1935 

1836 

1927 

1938 

January 

Fehruary ... 

la  5319 
.404« 
.4957 
.4A31 
.4163 
.1886 
.9918 
.4392 
.4588 
.4745 
.5i41 
.5473 

I0.S3B3 

son 

.4088 

.3875 
.3874 
.4149 
.4049 
.3837 
.3789 
.3840 
.4348 
.4474 

ia4o«i 

.4084 

.4760 
.4469 
.4285 
.4359 
.4244 
.4346 
.4761 
.5097 
.5069 
.4919 

10.4475 

'.iX» 
1.3955 
.4092 
.4118 
.4054 
.4104 
.4433 
.4671 
.5083 
.5450 

10.4915 
.5154 
.5017 
.5094 
.4346 
.4251 
.4172 
.4188 
.4044 
.4839 
.4979 
.5187 

ia4S7« 
.4602 

March .- 

.494t 
.4549 
.4493 

Jooa 

July _ 

.4413 
.4493 
.4663 

8«i>t«mh«r      

.4875 

Ociobw      

.4779 

Sorwabtt 

DcMmbar 

.mm 

.5046 

>  IUt«  or  duty  incnaMd  trom  8  oaaU  to  12  oeata  per  pouad  by  Pnsideat's  prod*- 
mation  eSecUve  Apr  5,  1936. 

8oiirc«:  Crope  and  Markets. 

Brmm 
i9a»-^aB.  i.s _ •a47a> 

Fefaroary 
Marcti 


5000 

4850 


April _ ~ ♦525 

tUj *3oa 

joni: :::::::::.-.: «5o 

July .  4200 

Aoiuat <350 

Baptamber _ *«» 

_  Total  a^prvpriationt  for  the  Tariff  Commietion 


1300,  000.  00 

--    ^-- g^^^  ^^  ^ 

rdefldency » 150,  ooo.  00 

'       _     _. -     700, 000.  00 

--                   -_ .            ^^        681.980.00 

1.2rto.  OO 

721.  500.  00 

6,  8J0.  76 

699.  000.  00 

682. OOO.  00 

_             4, 000.  «)0 

!_""  _  Z 754.000.00 

4.  OOO.  00 

789, 000. 00 


1922 
1923 
1923 
1924 

1923 

KMd  clasiilfloatloD 
1926  —   - 

19-'«  (defldency)!. 

-^1927 

1W28 

1928  (de(irl«ncy).. 
1929 

1929  [deflciemy)!' 
1930 


Total 


8,  816.  560.  76 


Mr.  METCALF.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  very  much  in- 
terpsted  In  listening  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee;  and  I  am 
jjlad  there  was  one  article  on  which  the  tariff  was  raised  that 
went  ap  1  cent  a  pound. 

Mr.  President,  for  the  past  two  weelis  we  have  heard  much 
from  the  other  side  of  the  Cliamber  about  the  tariff-ridden 
American  people.  If  we  should  picture  a  state  of  affairs  such 
as  has  l>een  described  by  the  Democratic  spealcers  we  would 
indee<l  find  our  country  In  a  most  pitiable  condition.  We  would 
be  looking  into  years  of  feudalism  and  slavery  as  a  result  of 
the  paasaKe  of  this  bill. 

Let  n»  disabuse  oar  minds  of  the  tboaght  that  we  are  a  urifl- 
ridden  people;  that  the  United  States  bears  the  yoke  of  an 
nncooMriooable  tariff  i>laced  there  at  the  command  of  greedy 
nrnnafactnrers. 

There  is  not  a  European  nation  to-day  whoee  tariff  duties  do 
not  exnct  more  from  her  people  than  oars,  wtien  measured  by 
their  ability  to  pay.  There  is  hardly  a  European  nation  which 
has  not  piled  duty  upon  duty  to  its  list  of  protected  articiea 
during  the  past  few  years.  Great  Britain,  while  allowing  85 
I>er  cent  of  her  Imports  to  enter  duty  free,  has  gradually  in- 
creai«ed  the  tariff  upon  the  other  15  per  cent  until  her  collec- 
tluna  therefrom  are  eqaal  to  112.17  per  capita — almost  two  an<I 
uoe-hair  time*  as  great  us  oar  own.  The  United  States,  which 
taxes  38  per  cent  of  her  imports,  has  a  nutoma  collectloa  of 
only  $520  per  annam  per  person,  Th«  French  collection  equals 
13^1 ;  tb«  ItaUan.  IS.38 ;  the  Oerman,  H78 ;  and  the  Betfian, 
915.TL 

It  is  an  Inttreatlnc  thing  to  note  that  th«  aoathly  per  capita 
coat  of  the  protective  tariff— actual  cnstonw  aaae— mcnta  to 
only  atxiot  48  cents  per  person,  while  the  per  capita  coUectioD 
of  Belgium  is  fl.ao.  and  the  cuilectioa  of  Great  Britain  la  oirer 
|1  par  Boiith. 
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It  is  not  80  much  a  question  of  the  amount  of  taxes  that  the 
rieople  pay  to  their  government,  or  for  public  Improvements,  or 
€  ven  for  the  protection  of  trade,  as  it  is  of  their  ability  to  pay 
^ese  taxes,  and  the  degree  to  which  taxation  Is  responsible  for 
elr  financial  and  cultural  well-being. 

The  average  American  citizen  has  a  per  capita  wealth  of 
.000  to  meet  a  per  capita  collection  of  $5.20  each  year.  The 
ritish  have  a  per  capita  wealth  of  ?2,500  against  a  per  capita 
stoiii.s  collection  of  $12.17;  while  the  Italian  has  only  an  aver- 
«ige  per  capita  wealth  of  $700,  and  a  customs  collection  not 
nuch  lower  than  that  of  the  United  States.  With  that  In  mind, 
1  fe  can  say  that  the  United  States  has  the  lowest  relative  tariff 
( f  any  of  the  major  powers. 

Every  country  has  an  economic  problem  which  It  alone  caa 

solve;  and  each  has  adopted  a  policy  which  experience  and  neces- 

lity  have  demonstrated  to  be  the  best  for  it.     A  modicum  of 

;  ntelligence  would  dictate  that  the  United  States  do  likewise.     It 

<an  not  be  contended  that  a  protective  tariff  alone  means  pros- 

lerity ;  but  the  economic  history  of  our  country  at  least  indl- 

<ates  that  it  is  a  vital  factor.    The  advocates  of  a  low  tariff 

'Fonld  have  us  belle\-e  that  our  enviable  position  Is  due  solely  to 

he  grace  of  God  and  natural   resources.    These  have  played 

heir  part ;  but  if  our  gates  are  opened  to  free  products  we  must 

I  ither  cease  develoiring  them  or  meet  the  long  hours  and  poor 

pages  of  the  rest  of  the  world.     What  would  happen  to  our 

i  ;la.s.smaker,  who  receives  $.32.50  each  week,  if  he  had  to  compete 

n  his  own  home  markets  upon  an  equal  tmsis  with  the  $9.06-per- 

veek  Belgian? 

The  free  trader  argues  that  he  can  successfully  do  this  because 
le  produces  proportionately  more.  This  is  untrue;  for  while 
he  average  American  produces  about  twice  as  much  as  the 
ieigian.  he  receives  at>oat  four  times  a.s  much  wage. 

In  the  woolen  lndn.stry.  the  American  weaver  received  In 
927.  ^1.30  per  week;  the  English,  $14.60;  and  the  Italian  and 
i^ench,  S6..32.  In  all  industries  the  American  worker  receives 
hree  times  as  much  as  the  English  and  German,  four  times  as 
nuch  as  the  Belgian,  about  five  times  as  much  as  the  French 
;  ind  Italian,  and  six  times  as  much  as  the  Csechoslovakian. 

If  we  are  willing  to  force  the  American  worker  to  compete 
:  n  his  own  home  market  with  the  cheap  goods  of  Europe,  then 
leny  to  him  a  protective  tariff;  strip  him  of  the  fruits  of  his 
long  fight  for  shorter  hours,  and  strike  a  deathblow  at  his 
iigh  wage  scale,  which  alone  makes  him  the  world's  greatest 
consumer  of  his  own  and  others  goods,  gives  hira  time  for  recre- 
1  tiun  and  Improvement  enjoyed  by  no  other,  and  has  built  up  for 
ilm  and  his  family  the  highest  standard  of  living  ever  known 
1  o  man. 

It  may  be  that  I  am  mistaken  when  I  speak  of  free  trade  in 
(onnectlon  with  the  Democratic  Party.     However,  I  know  that 
ts  tenets  e4)ring  from  that  school  of  thought  which  fii*st  advo- 
cated  free  trade  In   the  early  part   of  our  country's   history, 
^ater  they  abandonetl  this  to  declare  that  they  stood  for  tariff 
or  revenue  only;  and  recently  upon  this  floor  I  have  heard 
hat  party  committed  to  the  principles  of  protection  but  qualified 
y  saying  that  It  Is  not  the  same  degree  of  protection  sought  by 
e  Republican  Party.     They  contend   that  an  evil   restilt   of 
irote<'tit>nlsm  is  increased  cost  of  living,  due  to  high  prices  made 
saible  by  high  tariff.    Let  the  facts  si^eak  for  themselves. 
The  statistics  of  the  Departments  of  Commerce  and  of  Labor 
iJhow  that  wholesale  prices  of  all  commodities  in   the   United 
States  in  1927  were  practically  the  same  as  in  1922,  or  49  per 
(ent  higher  than   In  1913.     The  cost  of  living  was  but  1   pe" 
<ent  higher  in  1W28  than  In  1922,  or  71  per  cent  higher  than  in 
913,  whereas  wages  have  increased  considerably  more  than  100 
cent  over  those  of  1913.    The  League  of  Nations'  Statisti'al 
ulletin  and  the  International  Labor  Review  of  July,  1929,  show 
at  our  wage  increa.se  is  greater  than  the  Increase  in  the  est 
f  living,  based  upon  1914  prices,  by  74  per  cent,  whereas  In 
ance  it  1b  but  45  per  cent,  in  England  30  per  cent,  and  in 
rmany   20   per    cent.      Since    the   passage    of   the    Fordney- 
IcCumber  tariff  bill  our  annual  Internal-reTenne  tax  has  de- 
reased  $625,000,000  and  our  annual   Income  tax   $916,000,000. 
e  public  debt  alone  was  decreased  in  1928  almost  twice  as 
ucb  as  the  total  tariff  collection. 

The  Republican  Party  favors  protection  for  all.  "No  man 
veth  unto  himself"  and  no  section  can  continue  to  prosper  at 
he  expense  of  anutber.  If  our  manufacturing  is  damaged  by 
breign  competition,  labor  and  agriculture  must  suffer  proprir- 
lonately.  Products  can  not  be  consumed  in  quantities  that  can 
ng  the  prices  required  by  the  producer.  This  is  true,  regard- 
ess  of  any  tariff  wall  which  may  be  construrled  to  protfct 
igrlculture.  Tariff  protection  is  of  advantage  to  all— 4igrlcul' 
ure,  labor,  and  Industry  alike. 

A  report  «»f  the  International  Economic  Conference  held  lo 
Geneva  in  1926  shows  tiiat  if  the  Brithih  laborer's  weekly  wage 
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had  a  purchasing  power  of  100  baskets  of  standard  provisions, 
upon  the  same  basis  the  German  and  Frenchman  could  buy  but 
GO,  the  Italian  and  Belgian  but  45,  while  the  American  could 
buy  175. 

In  these  simple  figures  Is  shown  the  ease  with  which  the 
American  laborer  can  produce  a  living  for  himself  and  family. 
They  indicate  the  wide  margin  between  his  wages  and  the  costs 
of  the  necessities  of  life,  when  compared  with  others,  and  dis- 
close the  reason  why  America  Is  the  envy  of  every  people  under 
heaven.  It  Is  this  which  has  made  him  the  greatest  consumer 
of  automobiles,  radios,  telephones,  electric  power,  luxuries,  and 
necessities  in  the  world.  It  is  this  great  consuming  power  that 
keeps  the  wheels  of  our  industries  going  to  produce  the  untold 
numbers  of  articles  necessary  for  a  high  standard  of  living,  and 
which  in  turn  furnishes  the  employment  that  pays  a  high  wage. 
The  desire  to  make  the  American  consume  foreign  products  in- 
stead of  those  produced  by  his  own  hands  Is  what  elicited  those 
foreign  comments,  and  the  opiwuents  of  this  bill  would  aid  in 
doing  it 

Tlioy  ask  to  lower  our  tariff  in  order  that  they  may  sell 
here.  Have  we  protested  against  their  regulating  their  own 
affairs  and  increasing  their  tariffs  in  order  to  protect  their  peo- 
ple against  our  competition?  Why  Great  Britain  collects  two 
and  one-half  times  as  much  tariff  per  capita  as  the  United 
States,  and  her  total  customs  colk*ctlons  exceeded  ours  last 
year  l«y  over  $10,(>CXi,00{).  Do  we  protest  because  their  duties 
are  so  high  that  practically  every  American  manufacturer  of 
any  mc^ment  has  had  to  establish  European  factories  in  order 
to  be  al)le  to  sell  in  Euroi)c?  Where  does  this  capital  go?  It 
is  the  wholesale  emigration  of  American  dollars  to  Europe. 
Picture  for  yourself  what  would  result  if  our  tariff  permitted 
all  the  other  expatriated  plHuts  to  do  likewise. 

Mr.  President,  the  annual  remittances  of  Europeans  In  the 
United  States  to  relatives  back  home,  together  with  the  iictual 
cash  which  our  tourists  spend  in  Euror>e,  will  more  than  offset 
the  billion  dollars  favorable  trade  balance  we  have  created. 
Yet  we  are  told  we  must  not  exercise  our  sovereign  privilege 
and  protect  our  own  pe<iple  as  we  think  best. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  not  a  matter  with  which  we  can  further 
experiment  Experience  has  shown  us  that  under  protective 
tiiriff  we  prosper,  while  under  a  low  tariff  prices  and  lndustr>- 
de<'line,  and  poor  wages,  unemployment,  and  discontent  become 
the  meed  of  the  worker.  Our  people  have  reached  a  stage  in 
social  advancement  where  they  will  n<it  seek  profit  from  the 
sweat  and  toil  of  humanity  in  bondage  to  long  hours  and  low 
wages.  The  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  said 
the  same  things  alx>ut  the  Fonlney-McTumber  bill  that  they 
are  sh<»uting  to  high  heaven  here  to-<lay.  Why.  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  i>redU  ted  in  1922  that  we  would  have  con- 
ditions similar  to  feudalism  if  the  1922  bill  was  passed.  Is  this 
a  feudal  nation?  lie  said  we  wouM  never  again  hear  of  Repub- 
lican prf».si>erity.  But  we  have  since  had  Calvin  Coolidge  and 
President  Hoover.  Can  erroneous  pn^ilictions  be  time  and 
again  repeated  and  believed  like  a  child's  fairy  story? 

American  workers  have  made  this  a  land  of  peace  and  plenty, 
where  their  children  can  laugh  through  their  youth,  reach  their 
maturity  endowe<l  with  e<lucation,  health,  and  happiness,  and 
face  a  future  bright  with  the  prospects  of  lives  richer  In  physi- 
cal, mental,  and  spiritual  development  and  opportunities  to 
serve  mankind.  This  you  can  not  Jeopardise.  You  are  indeed 
base  betrayers  of  their  faith  If  you  fall  to  keep  this  home  of 
theirs  a  land  favored  of  God. 

BETERENCE  OF  EXECtmVi:  MESSAGES 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  refers  to  the  appropri- 
ate committees  sundry  Executive  messages  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

BELinr  or  oisabled  woklo  wab  verm  an  s 

Mr.  BROOKllART.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  inquire  «.f  the 
chairman  of  tiie  Oimmlttee  on  Finance  In  reference  to  Senate 
hill  ir.;i8.  a  bill  to  amend  the  World  War  veteran-*'  act.  1924,  a« 
amended.  That  is  a  bill  I  introduced  on  the  17th  cf  June  of 
this  year.  It  provides  for  removing  from  the  Ve^eran^'  Bureau 
act  the  provision  making  it  neces(«ary  on  the  part  of  a  veteran 
to  prove  that  his  disability  originated  in  the  service.  It  pro- 
vides compensation  thereby  auK^matically  for  all  ex-soIdlers 
who  are  dihabled. 

The  blU  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  I  think 
It  (»ught  to  go  to  the  C<»mniittee  on  Pensions.  It  rriates  to  com- 
pensation only,  and  I  ask  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Finani-e  If  he  will  consent  to  its  being  wlthflrawn  from  that 
committee  and  referred  fo  the  Committee  on  Pension*. 

Mr,  HM(X)T.  Mr,  President,  nil  bills  referring  to  the  Ve^ 
erans'  Bureau,  that  creating  the  bureau,  and  all  those  affecting 
Teterans  of  the  World  War,  have  been  referred  to  the  Com- 


mittee on  Finance,  and  have  been  reported  from  that  committee, 
and  pas.sed. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  tliat  as  Umg  as  the  tariff  bill  is 
before  the  Senate,  the  committee  feel  that  they  should  devote 
their  efforts  to  the  consideration  of  that  bill.  Then,  1  assure 
the  Senator,  not  only  his  bill  but  three  or  four  .Xhers  now  liefore 
the  committee  affecting  the  Veterans'  Bureau  will  l>e  taken  up. 
Just  as  soon  as  we  get  the  tariff  bill  out  of  the  way  we  will 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  that  legislation.  In  the  uiean- 
tlme,  we  will  have  the  reports  frtMn  the  departments  on  the 
various  bills.  I  would  very  mucii  iwefer  to  have  the  .^^nator's 
measure  remain  with  the  C-omraittee  on  Finance,  which  has 
handled  legislation  covering  that  subject  in  the  p«jt.  The  Sen- 
ator's bill  is  before  the  committee  now. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  would  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  that 
I  have  finally  reached  the  conclusion  that  such  bills  do  not  be- 
long in  tlie  Finance  Committee,  but  do  l>elong  iu  the  Committee 
on  Peaisions,  and  I  want  to  test  that  question  out  Therefore,  if 
we  can  not  agree  on  it,  I  mean  to  move  at  the  earliest  opixir- 
tunlty  to  have  my  bill  transferred  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  BliOOKHART.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  have  no  desire  to  take  any 
particular  ijart  in  this  discussion,  but  since  this  matter  has  been 
suggested,  I  desire  to  say  that  I  think  something  ought  to  be 
done  at  an  early  date  in  the  interest  of  disabled  veterans. 
There  is  not  a  question  in  the  world  but  that  iu  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law  the  present  system  of  forcing  the  disabled 
veteran  to  trace  his  disability  back  to  war  service  is  unfair  to 
the  veteran.  It  places  the  burden  of  proof  on  him,  when  the 
proof  and  all  means  of  arriving  at  the  proof  are  naturally  and 
logically  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  So  the  veteran  is  at 
a  tremendous  dit<advantage,  and  therefore  the  situation  Is  very 
bad;  hundreds — and  I  may  sjiy  even  thousands — of  disabled  vet- 
erans of  the  World  War  are  not  receiving  that  attention  from 
the  Government  to  which  they  are  justly  entitled. 

Something  ih  the  nature  of  the  bill  introduced  by  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  should  l»e  considered  by  this  bcnly  and  by  the  Con- 
gress as  a  whole  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Mr.  BRATTON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  BROOKHAHT.  In  just  a  moment  I  will  yield.  I  think 
the  Finance  Committee  has  enough  business  on  hand  without 
dealing  with  measures  affecting  the  disabled  veterans  of  the 
World  War. 

Within  the  last  few  weeks  I  liave  visited  the  hospital  for 
tuberculous  veterans  at  Tupper  I.Jike,  N.  Y.  That  Is  the  newest 
hospital  of  all,  the  model  for  all  of  them.  The  hospital  is  satis- 
factory so  far  as  construction  and  arrangements  are  concerned; 
it  is  very  fine  in  those  respects.  I  found  350  veterans  in  the 
hoBpital,'212  of  whom  are  drawing  no  compemsation. 

I  went  to  tlie  beds  of  many  of  those  men  dying  with  tuber- 
cuU)8is.  I  talked  to  a  veteran,  a  single  man,  who  was  able  to 
get  the  technical  medical  proof  that  his  tuberculoals  had  been 
caused  by  the  service,  and  he  was  drawing  his  $100  a  month 
comiiensation.  I  talke<l  to  another  veteran,  lying  in  the  next 
bed,  who  was  dying,  in  worse  condition  as  it  were,  and  by  the 
sidf  of  his  bed  hung  a  picture  of  his  wife  and  four  children,  de- 
pendent upon  charity,  with  nothing  for  their  support,  that  man 
drawing  not  one  dollar  of  coini>en8ation,  because  he  <lid  not  have 
the  technical  medical  i>roof  to  trace  the  cause  of  his  tuberculosis 
back  to  the  service. 

Mr.  President  thotie  men  answered  the  call  of  the  Govern- 
ment when  the  G<»vernmeiit  needed  them,  and  the  Government 
must  answer  their  call  when  they  and  their  families  need  the 
Government 

I  say  the  Finance  Committee  Is  not  the  cc»mralttee  to  handle 
thes<^  matters.  That  Is  the  hardest-trolled  comndttee  In  the 
Senate.  That  committee  has  had  all  it  can  do  all  summer 
writing  a  tariff  bill  it  is  going  to  takt;  us  all  fail  lo  rewrite, 
and  in  that  sltuatiou  I  mean  to  move  at  the  earliest  opportunity 
to  transfer  the  cousideratitHi  of  this  leglKlatlou  to  the  Committee 
on  PenslonH,  where  this  subject  of  humanity  gets  a  human 
consideration,  and  not  a  fliiancial  consideration. 

H<>veral  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr,  8MOOT,  Mr,  President,  I  want  to  take  exception  to  the 
remarks  made  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa,  They  are  unjust, 
they  are  uncalled  ff>r.  The  Finance  Committee  has  reported  to 
this  body  every  i»U*ce  of  legislation  that  has  come  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  involving  the  vKerans.  and  are  ready 
to  talte  up  any  klixl  of  legislation  fcv  the  lieneflt  of  the  veterans. 
JtMt  em  aoon  as  we  are  through  with  the  tariff  bill,  the  Finance  | 
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C4>Tnmlttee  wfll  have  as  ttndi  time  to  give  to  this  as  will  the 
CoD»mlttee  on  Pensions,  or  even  more. 

I  think  the  statement  of  the  Senator  was  so  nnjnst  that  he 

oaebt  to  recall  it. 

Mr,  BR(X)KHART.  I  would  be  glad  to  accommodate  the 
Senator  If  I  coaW  In  good  conscience,  but  the  actions  and  the 
laws  recommended  by  this  same  committee  have  produced  this 
unjust  and  Inhuman  condition  I  have  just  described.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  (Mr.  Sacxttt]  just  told  me  that  a  similar 
conditl«>n  exists  in  the  tul)errulosis  hospital  in  his  State. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Preoiident,  I  have  been  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance  and  a  member  of  the  subcommittee  from 
the  very  Inception  of  leirlslatlon  looking  to  the  relief  of  vet- 
erans and  their  dep»>ndents.  There  have  been  Democratic  Sen- 
ators on  those  subcommittees,  and  during  the  consideration  of 
all  of  the  legislation  affecting  the  veterans  no  politics  has  en- 
tered the  minds  of  Senators.  There  may  be  cases,  and  always 
will  be  case*,  which  can  be  cited,  Just  like  the  one  the  Senator 
has  cited  now. 

Mr.  BR(H>KHART.     I  cited  212  of  them. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  speaking  of  the  matter  as  a  whole.  T  am 
not  referring  to  one  man,  but  ^teaklng  of  the  condition  as  a 

Mr.  BRATTON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROr>KHART.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  BR.\TTON.  While  the  general  subject  of  legislation 
affecting  veterans  Is  under  discussion  I  should  like  to  discoas 
with  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  a  bill  to  which 
the  Tetemns  residing  In  the  southwestern  region  of  the  country 
are  particularly  toterested. 

In  1928  we  pas-^ed  an  amendment  to  the  World  War  veterans' 
act  of  1924,  as  ameude<i.  providing  that  where  a  veteran  has 
tttbercnlosls  and  reaches  the  arrested  stage,  and  that  fact  Is 
determined  by  the  bureau,  his  compensation  shall  be  fixed  at 
ISO  per  month.  It  was  stated  on  the  fl<x>r  of  the  Senate  thm 
that  the  object  sought  to  be  attained  was  that  when  a  veteran 
once  acquired  that  status  he  should  occupy  it  permanently  and 
should  not  have  his  compensation  changed  upward  or  down- 
ward. It  was  stated,  in  substance,  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
ArlBima  [Mr.  Ashitbst]  and  myself  at  that  time  that  the 
mental  anxiety  and  disturbance  under  which  a  tnhercnloas 
veteran  constantly  labore<l  occasioned  by  these  repeated  exami- 
nationa  and  change  In  c(Mnpensation  was  bad;  that  it  was  not 
conducive  to  his  recovery.  tk>  the  act  was  amended  to  fix 
^  dednttely  the  amount  the  veteran  would  receive,  namely,  180 
per  month,  and  that  it  should  be  permanent. 

It  was  clearly  stated  and  plainly  understood  what  we  sought 
to  do.  Notwithstanding  that,  the  bureau  has  construed  the  act 
UM  empowering  it  to  review  the  file  of  a  veteran  wlthto  that 
class,  and  although  he  may  have  occupied  such  a  status  as  I 
have  mentioned  for  months  or  years  and  l>een  paid  the  statu- 
tory som  during  that  time,  the  bureau,  either  upon  a  reexami- 
nation or  without  one,  may  determine  that  the  original  diag- 
nosis was  erroneoas.  that  the  veteran  never  did  have  tnber- 
cuhisis,  and  consequently  that  it  can  take  away  from  him  the 
statutory  award  of  |S0  per  month. 

Mr.  RROOKHART.  I  am  informed  tbera  are  hundreds  of 
thrMie  cases,  too. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  am  told  that  In  my  Rtate  alone  the  policy 
tbas  declared  and  now  In  prof'css  of  execution  Involves  more 
than  Tni  vnterans.  The  Interpretation  runs  exactly  afoul  with 
what  we  sought  to  do.  Antk-lpating  that  reMUlt  and  endeavor- 
ing to  obviate  ttie  ■itnatlfin  I  Introduced  a  bill  during  the  early 
days  of  the  aaaslon  to  provide  that  a  veteran  once  given  that 
statos  stiall  never  afterward*  have  his  coutpensation  reduced 
below  $iW  a  Month,  and  that  any  veteran  wliose  corapanaation 
has  ooro  been  so  fixed  and  MtilMieqiiently  taken  away  from  him 
shall  lie  PMtored  to  that  status  and  compensation.  I  endeav- 
ored repeatedly  during  the  la<  ttemUm  of  (Umgreaa  to  ot>talu 
action  by  the  committee  one  way  or  the  other  upon  that  bill. 
What  I  soaght  earnestly  was  to  bring  the  subject  matter  before 
Lbe  Senate.  I  was  not  told  until  during  the  closing  da.vs  of  the 
fcfwion  th.it  the  committee  would  not  report  the  bill. 

I  thus  remind  the  chairman  of  the  committee  of  these  facts. 
I  should  like  to  know  what  his  plans  are  with  reference  to  can- 
vassing the  several  Mils  affecting  veterans,  particnlarly  the  one 
I  am  discussing  now,  and  letting  this  one  come  to  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  either  with  a  favorable  or  unfavorable  report  in 
order  that  the  Senate  may  {tass  upon  the  question.  Of  course 
I  prefer  a  ftivorable  report.  I  think  the  bill  justifies  it.  But 
if  the  committee  takes  a  contrary  view,  then  I  desire  to  have  the 
bill  reported  back  here  anyway  in  order  that  the  matter  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Senate,  thereby  enabltog  the  Senate  and  not 
the  committee  to  determine  the  question.  A  bill  of  that  kind 
la  far  too  Important  to  remain  quiet  in  committee  with  no  oppor- 
tunity to  submit  the  question  involved  to  the  Senate. 
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^  Ve  are  now  in  the  extra  session  preceding  the  regular  session 
an  I  1  should  like  to  have  some  expression  from  the  chairman  of 
th<  committee  now  with  reference  to  his  plan  in  allowing  this 
nit  a.sure  to  come  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  at  a  reasonably  early 
da  e  In  order  that  the  Senate  may  pass  upr>n  It.  I  do  not  critl- 
cij!»  the  chairman.  I  comjHain  against  Inaction  by  the  com- 
ml  tee  one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

'  rhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
At.  BROOKHART.     I  yield. 

dr.  SMOOT.     It  was  the  short  session  of  Congress.    There 
wi  s  no  action  takra  by  the  committee  on  any  of  the  bills  that  j^ 
ca  ne  before  it  during  the  short  session.    I   will  say   to  the  t 
Senator  now  that  when  we  come  Into  the  regular  session  ln[ 
I>  cember  the  conmiittee  will  be  called  together  and  all  of  the  ; 
M  Is  affecting  veterans'  legislation  will  be  ronsldered.     I  will  t 
as  rare  the  Senator  that  if  it  Is  not  to  be  a  favorable  report,  and 
if  he  desires  it,  the  committee  will  report  the  bill  unfavorably 
ra  her  than  not  report  It  at  all.     I  am  quite  sure  that  that  is  the 
pndtion  the  committee  would  take.     The  Senator  from  Mns.«a- 
cliosetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  Is  a  member  of  the  subcommittee  having 
th  s  legislation  in  charge. 

Mr.  BRATTON.    Mr.  President,  let  me  say,  with  the  further 

Inlulgence  of  the  Senator  from  Iowa 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico.  ^ 
Mr.  BRATTON.  During  the  last  session  the  Senator  fromi 
M »s.sachuijett8  [Mr.  Wai^sh]  assured  me  time  and  time  again  i 
that  he  was  in  favor  of  letting  any  bill  with  merit  ct>me  to  the  | 
fl<  lor  of  the  Senate  so  that  we  might  pass  upon  the  matter  hera  \ 
T  lat  is  what  I  seek ;  that  is  what  I  earnestly  desire. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PliESIDKNT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield  ■ 
t(]  the  Senator  from  Maseaehusetts? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  yield.  ^  , 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    This  discussion  has  opened  ^^ 
U]  I  a  tremendousUy  wide  and  important  subject.     That  the  bills 
p<  nding   before  tlie  llnance   Committee   should  be   heard   and 
d4cided  I  agree. 

Legislation  dealing  with  veterans  to-day  provides  compensa- 

tl^n  only  when  a  veteran  can  prove  to  the  duly  constituted  au- 

tics.  the  Veterans'  Bureau,  that  his  disability  is  traceable 

service.     We  have  provided  that  whether  a  man  can  trace 

disability  to  service  or  not,  if  he  is  sick  he  may  be  given 

Ital  treatment.    We  are  face  to  face  now  with  an  entirely 

and  flifferent  proposition.    If  a  veteran  gets  sick  from  some 

_  ,  not  traceable  to  the  service,  shall  he  be  given  some  com- 

nsation?     That  is  a  proposition  which  84»me  of   th«»ie  bills 

ts.     It  is  a  domain  into  which  we  have  not  yet  entered. 

I  Ido  not  know  the  particular  bill  referred  to,  but  I  judge  from 
seme  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Iowa  that  he  believes 
w»  should  enter  Into  that  domahi.  I  do  not  object  to  entering  it, 
btit  I  do  say  It  is  fraught  with  tremendous  re»ponslbilUy  and 
ti^endons  consequences.  The  moment  we  go  into  that  field  we 
.  consider  giving  a  pension  to  everyone  who  goes  to  a  hos- 
I  because  he  happened  to  be  In  servii-e  during  tl»e  war. 
at  of  tho»e  who  do  not  go  to  hospitals !     That  aspect  must 

be  considered. 
_  other  proposition  la.  What  shall  we  do  with  those  veteran* 
..^o  have  exhanated  all  their  remedies  with  the  Veterans'  Bureau 
aid  have  failed  to  «»nvlnce  the  duly  establlxhwl  madilnery  of 
tl  e  Ooveninient  that  they  have  a  compensation  or  lnsuran<  e  re- 
ll?f  case?  Many  such  bill*  In  the  nature  of  appeals  to  the 
A  mate  fr*»m  the  Veternmi*  Bureau  are  pending  bef(»re  us,  Bhall 
wf  ojien  the  doors  or  Is  tlie  l»etter  c^mrse  t<»  l>e  taken  an  enlarge- 
ment and  exiMinsion  of  the  exlMUig  law  giving  more  di»wTHlon 
a  id  more  power  to  the  Vetemns'  Bnrean  to  grant  competisation 
aid  relief? 

The  moment  we  open  up  the  door  to  the«  Individual  cases  of 
ai?i>eal  I  do  not  hesitat*-  to  say  there  will  lie  a  tn'inend«ms  task 
before  Congress.  We  will  immediately  transfer  many  of  the 
fi  inctlons  of  the  Veterans'  Bureau  to  the  C3ongregs,  and  we  will 
h  icoroe  a  court  of  appeals  from  the  Veterans'  Bureau.  General 
bgislation  to  take  care  of  de.serving  cases  of  disabled  soldiers 
is  preferable  to  Individual  legislation  pending  for  relief. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  this  without  any  desire  in  any  way  to 
piss  judgment  upon  the  bills  iH^>9ented  by  the  Senator  from 
Idwa  or  thp  Senator  from  New  Mexico.  t>ut  to  indicate  to  them 
bvth  the  tremendou-s  questions  of  a  general  legislative  character 
tl  lat  are  involved.  We  are  going  to  be  faced  in  the  Immediate 
fiture,  and  properly  so,  with  the  question  of  a  pension  to 
veterans  based  on  age  limit.  All  these  questions  pos.<dbly  can 
b»  dealt  with  by  general  legislation.  Before  we  go  into  the 
dxnain  of  dealing  with  special  bills  we  ought  to  consider  very 
»  Tiously  what  definite  policy  the  Government  Is  going  to  adopt 


so  that   all   cases   rejected   by  the  Veterans'   Bureau   may  be 
treated  alike. 

I  confess  I  have  not  yet  formed  any  definite  oi^nion  upon 
some  of  these  important  aspects  of  veterans'  relief  and  pensions. 
I  would  want  to  know  something  about  where  it  will  lead  and 
what  the  result  will  be.  But  I  do  assert  what  I  have  outlined 
for  the  purpose  of  impressing  upon  both  of  the  Senators,  whose 
desire  and  zeal  and  earnestness  to  help  the  veterans  is  well 
known  and  the  subject  of  commendation,  that  we  are  face  to 
face  with  very  serious  questions  relating  to  a  future  general 
policy  that  should  lead  to  ends  that  are  definite  and  fully  appre- 
ciated. That  is  a  matter  which  is  going  to  take  a  good  deal  of 
study  and  u  good  deal  of  consideration.  I  agree  that  the  whole 
problem  should  be  studied,  heard  by  the  committee,  and  a 
policy  publicly  declared. 

Mr.  BROOKIlAKT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  given  some  very 
deei)  and  careful  consideration  to  the  important  question  raised 
by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  It  did  not  take  us  long 
to  turn  loose  a  large  number  of  war  profiteers  during  the  war. 
It  did  not  take  them  long  to  accumulate  gigantic  fortunes  out 
of  the  blood  money  of  that  war.  It  will  not  take  me  very  long 
to  vote  some  taxes  on  them  to  pay  the  exi>enses  of  taking  care 
of  our  veterans  whether  their  disability  was  caused  by  the 
war  or  caused  shice  the  war.  The  United  States  has  an  income 
of  $90,000,000,000,  and  yet  the  wives  and  children  of  these  men 
who  turned  their  lives  over  to  the  Government  must  exist  on 
charity  out  of  caution  for  the  fortunes  of  those  profiteers  out 
of  the  war  itself. 

Mr.  President,  the  other  side  of  the  big  question  suggested  by 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  received  my  consideration 
for  many  years.  I  have  many  figures  from  an  economic  stand- 
point to  Justify  everything  I  have  said.  After  we  have  given 
all  we  will  ever  give  to  those  soldiers  In  an  economic  way  we 
will  not  have  given  to  tliem  one-half  or  one-fourth  what  they 
are  justly  ratltled  to  as  a  result  of  their  services  during  the 
w&r 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  IndUna,  Mr.  BRATTON,  and  Mr.  Mc- 
KELLAR  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield  ; 
and  if  so,  to  wh(»m? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  promised  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Indiana. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  dispo- 
sition at  all  to  criticize  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Ct»mmittee 
or  any  meml»er  of  the  commltt«*e,  but  I  am  not  entirely  in  har- 
mony with  the  statement  Just  made  by  him  when  he  said,  as  I 
understood  him  to  say,  that  in  the  Inst  short  session  of  Con 
gress  there  was  not  sufllcleiit  time  to  consider  the  measures 
affecting  the  disabled.  This  is  a  question  of  life  or  death  with 
these  veterans.  I  can  imagine  nothing  that  would  be  more> 
important  coming  before  this  or  any  other  legislative  body  than 
prompt,  especially  prompt,  consideration  of  measures  of  that 
kind. 

Now,  with  reference  to  what  has  been  said  by  the  dis- 
tinguished Senator  from  Mafsnrbusetts  [Mr.  Walsh],  there  is 
no  disi»osltion  on  the  part  of  anybody — certainly  a  cursory  read- 
kig  of  the  bill  introduced  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa  would 
suifuest  no  such  thing — to  attempt  to  have  the  Senate  act  on 
Indlvitlual  cases.    That  is  not  the  point  at  all. 

The  trouble  under  the  present  system  is  that  the  Veterans' 
Bureau,  in  its  adralnlMtrntlon  of  the  law.  places  all  the  re)q>on- 
slblllty  of  proving  the  <-laim  on  the  veteran.  That  is  to  say, 
th«'  veteran  himself  must  prove,  because  the  burden  of  proof 
Im  placed  Upon  him  by  the  bureau,  that  there  is  direct  connec- 
tUm  between  his  pres(?nt  disability,  which  in  many  eases  Is 
ver>-.  very  serions,  and  his  f<»nner  service.  The  Government 
has  the  proof.  But  the  Oovemment  in  bnndreds  and  even 
thouMandM  of  cases  has  lost  the  proof.  In  my  own  experience 
with  many  of  these  lads  who  come  to  see  me,  as  mauy  of  them 
come  to  see  other  Members  of  this  body,  and  with  others  who 
write  and  even  wire,  it  is  shown  that  undoubtedly  their  dis- 
ability is  connected  with  the  service,  but  when  we  go  into  the 
matter  we  find  the  records  are  not  there.  They  have  been  lost. 
How  In  the  world  could  a  veteran  prove  aervice-connected 
disability  under  those  circumstances? 

In  my  judgment,  the  American  people,  and  certainly  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  representing  the  American  people. 
Intended  that  every  doubt  should  be  resolved  in  favor  of  the 
veteran,  and  that  is  just  what  is  not  being  done.  In  the 
interest  of  economy — an  economy  whiqh  I  hold  is  false,  becatise 
any  economy  is  false  which  does  injustice  to  those  who  wore 
the  uniform  of  their  country  and  are  disabled  and  thereby 
incapacitated  from  competition  with  their  fellows  in  the  world — 
evidently  in  the  interest  of  economy  of  some  sort  or  for  some 
reason  which  they  believe  to  be  a  reason  of  economy,  the 
Veterans'  Bureau  and  all  thoee  connected  with  the  Veterans' 


Bureau  resolve  every  doubt  in  favor  of  the  Government.  I 
believe  the  Congress  intended,  and  I  am  sure  the  American 
people  intend,  that  all  reasonable  doubt  should  be  resolved  in 
favor  of  the  veteran. 

I  think  that  is  the  purjiose  of  the  bill  Introduced  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Iowa.  It  Is  true  there  should  be  no  abuse  in  relation 
to  the  claims,  but  a  bill  of  tliis  kind,  placing  the  burden  of  proof 
on  the  Government,  is  the  proper  way  to  proceed.  That  is  the 
only  fair  way,  the  tmly  just  way,  to  treat  those  who  have  be- 
come disabled  and  become  human  wrecks,  mental  and  physical 
in  many  eases,  in  the  service  of  their  country. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  Presltlent 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  in  the  chair).  Doea 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  ylrfd  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Of  course,  I  do  not  care  to  what  committee 
these  bills  may  be  referred.  That  is  immaterial,  but  they  ought 
to  go  to  some  committee  and  they  ought  to  be  acted  upon 
promptly. 

I  desire  to  say  that  so  far  as  my  State  is  concerned  the 
veterans  have  been  practically  denied  the  benefits  of  the  act 
pas.'^d  for  their  benefit.  Tlie  heed  of  the  bureau,  himself  an 
ex-.<«ervlce  man,  in  charge  of  regional  management  at  Nashville, 
has  told  me  that  with  many  claims  he  has  no  sympathy,  and  I 
may  say  that  in  my  judgment  his  admlni.stration  Is  a  denial  to 
the  ex-ser\ice  men  of  Tennessee  of  the  l>eneflt8  of  legislation 
which  was  enacted  in  the  interest  of  the  soldier. 

Our  laws  need  amending,  and  they  need  it  badly.  They  are 
not  providing  for  the  ex-service  men  who  were  injured  in  the 
service.  The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson ]  Is  exactly 
right.  The  Veterans'  Bureau  puts  the  burden  of  proof  entirely 
upon  the  soldier.  They  will  not  furnish  him  the  records  from 
The  Adjutant  General's  oflSce.  In  scores  of  cases  I  have  been 
appealed  to  by  ex-soldiers  from  my  State  asking  me  if  I  could 
not  get  for  tiem  the  records  In  The  Adjutant  General's  oflBce  as 
to  their  service,  but  wliich  could  not  be  obtained  by  the  soldier. 

We  have  turned  these  sick  and  disabled  ex-service  men  over 
to  the  Veterans'  Bureau  with  instructions  to  that  bureau  to  look 
after  them.  The  Veterans'  Bureau  under  the  present  law,  or 
under  their  construction  of  the  law,  are  not  doing  It.  We  ought 
to  pass  such  laws  as  will  force  them  to  do  it  and  I  want  to  urge 
whatever  committee  has  these  bills  under  consideration  to  act 
upon  them  and  to  act  ujxm  them  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
I  see  no  reason  why  they  should  not  be  acted  up<»n.  In  the  Senate 
at  least,  at  the  present  session  of  Congress ;  Indeed,  they  ought 
to  be  acted  u|X)n  by  both  branches  of  Congress  at  this  session. 
It  is  very  much  more  important  that  that  be  done  than  that  some 
other  bills  which  we  have  l)een  fooling  with  be  passed. 

Mr.  GOFF  and  Mr.  BRATTON  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield;  and  if  sp,  to  whom? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  it  is  within  the  personal  knowl- 
edge as  well  as  the  official  experience  of  every  Senator  of  this 
body  that  the  veterans  of  the  World  War  from  their  respective 
States  are  in  a  helpless  situation  and  condition  when  It  comes 
to  meeting  the  purely  legal  doctrine  of  the  bnrden  of  proof,  for, 
as  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  that  Is  what  this 
entire  matter  resolves  Itself  Into  in  this  issoe.  From  the  State 
of  West 'Virginia  hundreds  of  veterans  are  coming  to  me  who 
are  met  at  the  very  threshold  of  their  claims  and  requests  for 
relief  with  the  decision  of  the  Veterans'  Bureau  that  their  dUa- 
billty  Is  Don-servici^-eonnected.  That  is,  of  crmrwe.  a  question 
that  Involves  the  harden  of  ^oof,  and  this  onus  Is  |>laoed  upon 
the  veteran.  He  eomcM  always  witb  the  opinion  of  a  prlvat« 
physician  that  be  la  obvhmsly  and  midoiihtedty  disabled  by  ill- 
uess — tnbercnlosfs,  as  has  been  soggested  here— arising  from  his 
service:  bnt  the  Veterans'  Burean,  acting  under  the  law  as  It 
now  stands,  takes  the  unqualified  position  In  the  great  majority 
of  cases  that  the  veteran  has  not  met  the  burden  of  proof  and 
has  not  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  bnrean  that  his  present 
ailment  was  due  to  hhs  service  in  the  military  forces  of  hia 
country. 

This  entire  matter  Involves  a  serious  question.  The  veteran 
Is  denied  mercy.  Justice,  and  compensation  because  he  can  not 
produce  a  fair  preponderance  of  the  evidence  relating  to  his 
specific  ailment.  Tuberculosis  is  an  outstanding  example  of  a 
disability  the  time  of  whose  origin  it  is  often  impo^bie  to 
establish.  Men  afllicted  with  this  disability  should  be  relieved 
of  every  burden  and  should  receive  the  benefit  of  every  reason- 
able doubt. 

It  is  not  a  matter  of  criticism  of  any  committee ;  it  is  a  ques- 
tion of  bringing  about  as  soon  as  poesible  afllrmative  and  at  the 
same  time  adequate  relief  for  the  men  who  need  it.  These  men 
can  not  when  they  are  in  the  throes  of  a  critical  dlaahility  or 
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tilment  aw«lt  the  conTenlence  of  Congress  for  a  decision  In  a 
matter  m>  important  to  them.  Nothing  is  bo  pressing  as  life 
and  death:  and  I  know,  becaose  of  my  appearance  before  com- 
mittees of  the  Vetenins'  Bureau  and  the  arguments  on  this 
question  before  those  committeea.  attended  by  representatires 
of  the  American  L«Rlon,  the  Tery  condition  In  which  these  ex- 
soldient  ure  now  finding  themselves. 

It  is  true  that  they  can  obtain  hospitalisation,  but  many  of  them 
eome  to  the  hospitals  in  the  final  throes  of  their  fatal  Illness 
wittHmt  any  compensation  to  maintain  them  or  to  afford  them 
the  ordinary  nn-esaaries  and  comforts  of  life  while  they  are 
there  conflne«l.  out.sid<>  of  the  maintenance  and  the  medical 
attention  which  the  Government  gives  them.  Many  of  these 
men  have  not.  Mr.  Presideiit.  as  every  Senator  within  the  sound 
of  mv  voice  knows,  the  money  with  which  to  buy  the  clothing 
whirh  they  need  and  which  the  Government  does  not  provide 

for  them.  ^        „        ^ 

So  I  wish  unhesitatingly  to  join  in  what  the  other  Senators 
advocating  the  immediate  con.<iideratiou  of  this  matter  have 
said,  f.r  tho  sooner  we  bring  this  far-reaching  issue  Into  the 
open  aud  decide  where  the  burden  of  proof  is,  the  sooner  we 
shall  do  our  duty  and  meet  respon-^ively  the  demands  of  the 
men  who  saved  this  country  in  time  of  war. 

Mr    BLACK.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr  BUOOKHART.  I  will  yield  in  Just  a  moment 
A  committee  will  act  In  almost  a  minute  on  any  other 
humanitarian  mea.sure;  it  will  quickly  report  on  a  proposal  to 
relieve  flood  sufferers,  or  even  for  the  relief  of  victims  of  a 
calamity  in  foreign  ctnintries:  and  yet  here  are  thousands  of 
soldiers  who  are  suffering  from  great  calamities  who  are 
neglected.  I  agree  with  the  S«iator  from  West  Virginia.  It  is 
not  a  question  of  crlticialng  the  committee ;  I  have  no  desire  to 
criticiae  the  c«>mmittee ;  but  how  these  humanitarian  measures 
ever  got  into  the  hands  of  the  Finance  Committee  is  beyond  my 
comprehension.  This  subject  belongs  to  the  Pension  Committee ; 
it  should  be  c«»n*idered  by  men  who  are  studying  questions  of 
this  kind  and  who  are  in  sympathy  with  them,  and  not  by  those 
who  are  engaged  in  ciHisidering  measures  affecting  tlie  finances 
of  the  country.     Now,  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Aiabaiua. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  Presildent,  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  that  I  agree  with  him  that  this  question  should  be 
c«)nsidered  by  the  Pensions  Committee.  As  1  understiKKl  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  the  statement  was  made  that  the  reason  nyr 
bill  with  reference  to  the  ex-soldiers  had  not  been  reported  out 
ot  committee  was  because  I  intrtMjuced  the  bill  at  a  short  ses- 
sion. At  the  beginning  of  the  long  session  I  introduced  it,  and 
yet  It  did  not  eome  out  at  the  long  session,  nor  did  It  come 
out  at  the  short  session.  A  request  was  made  that  the  bill  be 
reported  out,  either  favorably  or  unfavorably;  and  it  was  also 
stated  that  the  bill  was  not  with  reference  to  any  iiMlividnal 
soldier  but  was  with  reference  to  general  disabilities  of  soldiers. 
The  bill  provided  that  any  soldier  who  served  honorably  in 
the  World  War.  aud  who  became  permanently  injured  and 
totally  ln<<apacitated  for  every  duty  of  life,  should  receive  $50 
a  month  from  the  Government.  The  bill  was  introduced  becau.se 
within  mj  own  knowledge  many  ex-9oUliers  have  died  as  objects 
of  charity  and  have  been  buried  as  objects  of  charity. 

Since  the  bill  did  not  come  out  of  the  committee,  I  had  in- 
tended to  do  exactly  what  tlie  Senator  from  Iowa  has  done. 
I  expect  to  reintroduce  that  bill,  and  ask  that  it  be  referred 
to  the  Pensions  Committee,  because,  in  my  judgment,  a  com- 
mittee which  is  c«>nsldering  qtiestions  of  that  kind  rather  than  a 
committee  which  is  considering  financial  questions  Is  the  one 
to  which  measures  affecting  ex-service  men  should  go.  I  exr^ect 
to  reintroduce  that  bill  and,  whether  it  may  come  from  the 
committee  with  a  favonaUe  or  unfavoraUe  report,  I  expect  that 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  and  the  Congress  will  sooner  or 
later  do  this  small  act  ot  justice  to  the  ex-serrice  men.  I  do 
not  believe  that  anyone  can  stand  t>efore  the  American  people 
and  defend  a  denial  of  the  small  pittance  of  |50  a  month  to  an 
ex-soidio-  who  aerred  honorably  in  the  World  War  and  who 
is  perumuently  and  wholly  and  incurably  incapcuiitated  from 
every  duty  of  Ht^ 

Mr.  BROOKBART.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  we  will  get  some 
action  on  these  measnrea,  and  I  now  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  the  umtter  just  under  discus- 
sion, in  my  jodcuwtit,  is  suffldentiy  important  for  me  to  add  one 
farther  word. 

I  stated  a  fbw  moments  aco  that  when  tha  amendment  was 
enacteil  In  1926  a  declaration  was  made  on  the  floor  ot  the 
Senate  that  it  was  intended  to  give  the  veterans  coming  within 
its  purview  a  permanent  status,  with  a  fixed  statutory  compoi- 
•ation  of  $S0  per  month,  and  that  the  boreaa  riwold  not  have 
the  power  to  rertafw  or  leconalder  those  cases  and  change  that 
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^pensatlon  upward  or  downward.     That  statenient  has  been 

rnated  on  the  floor  of  this  l)ody  without  contradiction  by  any 

ember  of  the  Senate.     It  was  designed  to  show  the  Intent  of 

ngress  at  the  time  the  act  was  passed.     Notwithstanding  that, 

e  bureau  continues  to  review  some  of  these  cases,  in  some  in- 

i^nces  to  reduce  the  compensation  and  in  some  to  discontinue  It 

ia  its  entirety. 

I  think,   Mr.   President,   that  the  policy   now   being  pursned 

ly    the    bureau    should    be    discontinued    until    Congress    shall 

lave  acted  one  way  or  the  other  upon  the  bill  to  which  I  have 

Already  adverted.     I  stated  a  while  ago  that  the   pol'.cy  now 

lursued  involves  more  than   700  veterans  in  my   State  alone. 

t  also  involves  a  large  number  in  the  State  of  Arirona  and  a 

rge  number  elsewhere  in  the  Southwest  as  well  as  throu{:h(»ut 

e  country.     I  want  to  emphasize  what  the  Senator  from  We«»t 

Irginia  [Mr.  Goft]  has  said,  that  those  veterans  are  viriually 

lelpless.    They  look  to  us  and  Members  of  the  body  at  the  other 

nd  of  the  Capitol. 

Mr.  President.  I  feel  so  strongly  upon  the  subject  that  I  do 
!K)t  Intend  to  remain  quiescent  while  the  Veterans'  Bure-.in  pai- 
ines  a  policy  exactly  contrary  to  what  we  Intended. 

I  am  glad  to  hear  the  chairman  of  the  ct>mmlttee  say  to 
Members  of  the  Senate.  IncludinK  myself,  that  at  an  early  date 
hese  bills  will  have  consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  com- 
nlttee  ami  that  the  particular  bill  in  which  I  am  interested 
vill  be  reported  to  the  Senate  in  some  fashion,  so  that  we  may 
ict  upon  It 

I  was  not  willing  to  have  the  subjcx-t  disposed  ot  without 
his  further  word  in  relation  to  what  I  conceive  to  oe  ope  of 
he  most  important  leases  of  the  entire  work  being  done  by  the 
STeterans'  Bureau. 

EHEBOCNCT  ADJtTSTMENTS  OF  THE  TABUT 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  I'resident,  yesterday  I 
>resented  an  amendment  which  I  said  I  would  offer  to  the 
imendnient  {troposed  by  the  Senate  Finance  Coumiittee  to  the 
lexible  provisions  of  the  pending  tariff  bill.  For  the  Informa- 
ion  of  the  Senate  I  a.xk  that  that  amendment  may  lie  printed 
n  the  Rbtoko  and  also  that  a  statement  by  me  explanatory  of 
he  amendment  be  likewise  printed  in  the  Retow). 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  It  Is  so 
)rdered. 

The  amendment  and  statement  are  as  ftJlows: 

AiiM>Ddiiu>nt  int<*nde<I  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Wauih  of  Massachuwtts 
o  the  bill  (U.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenu«»,  to  i-egulate  commero-  with 
'or«ign  countries,  to  enconrage  the  Indnstrles  of  the  United  States, 
o  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other  purposea,  viz  :  Commencing 
>n  page  319,  line  10.  strike  out  down  through  line  12  on  page  326.  and 
naert  In  Ueo  thereof  the  following : 

"  Sbc.  336.  Emergency  adjustments  of  the  tariff:  (a)  In  order  to 
jrovlde  for  the  apeedy  meeting  of  tariff  exigencies,  whether  occasioned 
)y  economic  shifts  or  by  unexpected  developments  In  the  adminlstra- 
ion  of  the  tariff  or  by  other  causes,  the  President  shavll.  after  such 
nvestigation  as  seems  appropriate  to  him  with  resp^xt  to  lis  thorough- 
less.  make  recommendation  to  the  Congress  of  the  ehange  or  changes 
required  and  submit  tic  same  by  special  message  ^cco»up«»ii!ed  by  the 
•cport  of  the  findings  of  the  inveatlj.'ation.  Such  recommendation  may 
>ertaln  to  the  rate  of  duty,  or  form  of  the  duty,  for  •»  =ilnglo  commodity 
>r  group  of  commercially  related  commodities  ;  to  the  classiflcation  of 
rommoditlea ;  and  the  transfer  of  any  article  from  the  free  list  to  the 
lutlable  list  or  from  the  dutiable  list  to  the  free  list ;  <h)  In  afecertaln- 
ng  the  extent  and  character  of  the  exigency  as  regards  anj  commodity 
Ailing  for  reeommendation  of  changes  in  the  tariff  as  hereinbefore  de- 
icribed,  the  President,  in  ao  far  as  he  finds  it  practicable  and  suitable 
;o  the  occaalon,  shall  take  Into  conaideratlon  with  r*^6p»ct  to  domestic 
irticles  and  with  respect  to  like  or  glroilar  foreign  articles — which  are 
jr  have  been  in  competition  with  domestic  articles  in  the  United 
States — the  following  factors  : 

(1)  The  amount  of  production  of  the  domestic  article,  and  the  recent 
trwid  of  prodnction.  as  measured  by  quantity  and  calue,  together  witb 
tlie  amount  of  exports  of  the  domestic  article. 

(2)  The  amount  of  the  total  Imports  by  quantity  and  vnlue  of  tb« 
foreign  article,  with  segregation  of  the  Imports  from  the  principal 
foreign  country  of  origin. 

(3)  The  total  consumption  of  the  commodity  in  the  United  Slates, 
together  with  the  location  and  relative  Importance  of  the  principiU 
nmrkets  Ib  the  United  States  for  the  uometitlc  article  aud  for  the  im- 
ported article. 

"<4)  The  relationahip  of, the  commodity,  domestic  aad  imported,  to 
otlMr  products,  if  It  l>e  used  aa  a  raw  material  or  part  of  the  manu- 
factnrtaig  supplies  of  another  industry  In  the  United  StiUea. 

(6)  The  conditions  of  production  aad  marketing  of  the  commmiity, 
^laectlc  and  foreign,  whether  efficiently  conducted  and  whether  subject 
to  control  tending  to  monopoly  or  actually  t>ringiug  about  a  commercial 
ftiiH^H~  slnUar  to  moaopoly. 


"(6)  Any  advantages  granted  to  foreign  producers  or  distributors  by 
a  foreign  government,  or  by  a  corporation  or  association  in  a  foreign 
country. 

"(7)  The  recent  trend  of  wholesale  prices  In  the  United  States  of 
the  domestic  ai>d  Imported  articles  and  of  the  foreign  article  in  the 
pr1n>-ipai  country  of  orijrln. 

"(8)  The  costs  of  transportation  of  the  domestic  article  from  the 
plant.s  or  areas  of  production  to  the  prlncipnl  markets  In  the  United 
States  which  draw  their  supplies  from  the  plants  or  areas  indicated, 
and  of  the  fon'lgn  article  from  plants  abroad  to  the  principal  ports  of 
Importation  In  the  United  States,  and  fn>m  the  principal  pcrtg  of  im- 
portation to  the  principal  markets  in  the  United  States. 

"(»)  The  disadvantage  that  the  foreign  article  may  have  with  re- 
spect to  longer  time  or  uncertainties  In  making  delivery  to  users  In  the 
Unlti'd  States,  with  numerical  expression,  if  possible,  of  the  amount  of 
such   disadvantage. 

"(10)  The  unit  costs  of  production  of  the  domestic  and  foreign 
article — averaged  for  a  signlflcant  portion  of  each  Industry  and  ob- 
tained for  a  representative  and  coinciding  cost-flndlng  period — either 
directly  ascertained  from  the  records  of  expenditure  for  wages,  ma- 
terials, etc..  together  with  the  records  of  the  production  attained  by 
such  expenditure,  or  indirectly  ascertained  by  scientific  deduction  from 
other  known  facts. 

■'  In  nil  cases  there  shall  be  such  commentary  as  may  be  necessary 
to  bring  oat  the  full  meaning  and  sij^nlflcance  of  numerically  expressed 
facts,  whether  given  in  the  form  of  tables  or  otherwise ;  aud  especially 
a  commentary  in  case  there  Is  any  question  that  the  domestic  and 
foreign  ankles  compared  are  not  wlwlly  like  or  similar,  but  differ 
materially  In  quality  or  grade. 

"(c)  The  investigations  assisting  the  President  in  formulating  his 
r«'Coniniendations  transmitted  to  the  Congress  under  this  section  shall 
l>e  made  by  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission,  aud  no  special  mes- 
sage under  this  section  shall  be  transmitted  until  such  investigation  by 
the  commission  uhall  have  been  made  aud  Its  report  submitted  to  the 
President.  The  c-ommission  is  authorised  to  adopt  such  reasonable  pro- 
cedure, rules,  and  regulations  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  carrying  out 
of  investigations. 

"(d>  The  President  is  authorized  to  make  all  needful  rules  and  regula- 
tions for  tlie  Initiation  of  Investigations  either  by  the  application  of 
Interested  persons  or  otherwise,  and  generally  for  governing  the  execu- 
tion of  the  provisions  of  this  section." 


RTATKMBNT   BXPLA.VATORX   OW   AMKMDMKNT    PROPOSXO    IN    LIKU    OF   rLXXIBLB 

TARirr  PROVISIONS 

This  amendment  of  the  flexible  tariff  differs  from  existing  law  (sec. 
315  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922)  in  the  following  leading  particulars : 

First.  It  dertn«»8  the  general  character  of  the  statute  as  an  emergency 
measure,  which  was  the  original  purjiose  of  the  flexible  tariff  when  it 
was  first  formulated  by  the  Senate  eight  years  ago.  The  one  really 
sound  reason  for  having  any  flexible  tariff  at  all  is  based  on  the  consid- 
eration that  exigencies  may  and  do  arise  from  time  to  time  that  can  not 
l)e  met  by  the  occasional  general  revisions  of  the  tariff  by  the  Congress. 
That  point  was  emphasised  In  the  speech  of  the  Senalor  from  Pennsyl- 
vania of  today,  Se|>tember  26. 

Second.  It  keeps  the  power  of  final  action  respecting  the  changing  of 
statutory  rates  of  duty,  and  other  tariff  changes,  in  the  hands  of  the 
Congress.  It  ends  tariff  changes  by  presidential  proclamation  and 
ends  It,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  permanently.  But  It  does  put  a  certain 
responsibility  upon  the  President  with  respect  to  the  initiation  of  what 
may  result,  by  the  action  of  the  Congress,  in  tariff  changes — new  dis- 
positions called  for  by  changing  economic  circumstances  which  be  in 
the  first  instance  ascertains. 

Third.  Under  the  head  of  what  facts  shall  be  ascertained  by  the  Tariff 
Commission  in  assisting  the  President  in  making  his  determinations 
resulting  in  a  definite  recommendation  to  the  Congress  with  respect  to 
any  commodity,  all  those  leading  factors  are  enumerated  that  the  Con- 
gress itself  takes  into  consideration  in  classifying  commodities  and 
flxluK  the  rates  of  duty — and  they  are  enumerated  approximately  in 
order  of  their  economic  and  legislative  importance.  The  actually  least 
used  and  in  most  instances  least  measurable  factor  of  all  (costs  of  pro- 
duction) is  enumerated  last  of  all.  The  partisan  assumption  that  almost 
all  duties  are  based  specifically  on  differences  in  costs  of  production,  and 
that  accurate  and  usable  costs  of  production  can  always,  or  usually,  be 
found  drops  out  of  the  picture. 

It  is  intended  that  the  President  shall  be  given  a  considerable  degree 
of  discretion  and  control  over  what  kind  of  an  investigation,  with 
respect  to  length  and  thoroughness,  shall  in  any  given  instance  t>e  made. 
Unless  In  some  cases  he  can  short-circuit  the  investigation  almost  all 
of  the  object  of  this  provision  for  meeting  exigencies  would  be  frus- 
trated, and  we  should  have  the  same  old  notorious  Tariff  Commission 
delays  all  over  again.  On  the  other  hand,  some  subjects  can  wait  while 
time  is  l>eing  taken  for  a  full  and  complete  determination  of  the  facts, 
and  the  importance  of  the  subject  may  merit  such  complete  determina- 
tion. Some  small  industry  being  ruined  by  a  shift  in  foreign  competi- 
tion Is  in  a  wholly  different  situation  from  the  large  and  widely  dlstrlb 


uted  wool-raising  Industry,  whose  dnty  might  need  revision  in  the  In- 
terest of  the  manufacturing  users  of  wool  and  the  ultimate  consumers 
of  wool  and  wor8t»>d  products.  It  is  contemplated  that  applioatiuna  for 
special  messages  by  the  President  will  be  made  looking  toward  reduc- 
tions as  well  as  Increases  of  rates  of  duty. 

BBCCSS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  Uke  a  recess  until 
to-m<»rrow  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6  o'clock  and  28  minutes 
p.  m. )  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Friday,  S^>- 
tember  27,  1929,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nonpinations   received   by   the  Ben/ite  September  96 

(U'ffislaiivc  day  of  September  9),  1929 

Appointment,  by  Transfer,  in  the  RjstnjiR  Armt 

TO   AnjUTANT  QKNERAL'S    OEPARTMENT 

Maj.  Frederic  Vinton  Hemenway,  Infantry  (detailed  In  Adjti- 
tant  General's  Department),  with  rank  from  July  1,  1920. 

TO  JUDGE   ADVOCATE  GENERAL'S    I«P.\aTHENT 

Capt.  Edward  Chambers  Betts,  Infantry    (detailed  In  Judge 
Advocate  Geu«™rs  Department),  with  rank  from  July  1,  1920. 

TO  ORIWANCB  DEPARTMENT 

First  Lieut.   William    Field    Sadtler.    Coast   Artillery    Corps, 
effective  November  8,  1929,  with  rank  from  April  1,  1927. 

TO  CHEMICAL   WARFARE  Sh:BVICB 

Capt  Henry  Linsert,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  with  rank  from 
June  25,  1920. 

First  Lieut.  Rtdph  Cobb  Benner,  Field  Artillery   (detailed  In 
Chemical  Warfare  Service),  with  rank  from  Jtily  1.  1920. 

Second  Lieut.  William  Murlin  Creasy,  jr.,  Field  Artillery,  with 
rank  from  June  12,  1926. 

Promotions  in  the  Armt 
To  be  colonels 
Lieut.  Col.  Ben  Lear,  jr..  Cavalry,  from  September  19,  1929. 
Lieut.  Col.  George  Parker  Tyner,  Field  Artillery,  from  Sep- 
tember 19,  1929. 

To, be  lieutenant  colonels 
Maj.  Torrey  Borden  Maghce,   Infantry,  from   September  19, 
1929. 

Maj,  William  Whitehead  West,  jr..  Cavalry,  from  September 
19,  1929. 

Maj.  Rupert  Algernon  Dunford,  Infantry,  from  September  24, 
1929. 

To  be  majors 

Capt.   Vincent   Nicolas  Dlax,   Infantry,    from    September   19, 
1929. 
Capt  Andres  Lopes,  Infantry,  from  September  19,  1929. 
Capt.  Modesto  Enrique  Rodriguez,  Infantry,  from  September 

24.  1929. 

PHILIPPINE  scoirrs 

To  be  major 
Capt.  Roy  Walton  Heard,  Philippine  Scouts,  from  September 

25,  1929. 

MEDICAL  CORPS 

To  be  colonel  * 

Lieut.  Col.  Harry  Selby  Purnell,  Medical  Corps,  from  Sep- 
tember 20.  1929. 

CHAPLAINS 

To  be  majors 

(Thaplain  Eklward  Larose  Branham  from  September  21,  1929. 
Chaplain   John    Thomas  J)eBardeleben   from    September   22, 
1929. 
Chaplain  Samuel  Johnson  Miller  from  September  22,  1929. 
Chaplain  John  Thomas  Axton,  jr.,  from  September  22,  1929. 

To  be  captain 

Chaplain  John  Harold  McCann  from  September  24.  1929. 
Appointments  and  Promotions  in  the  Navy 

Commander  Vaughn  K.  Coman  to  be  a  captain  in  the  Navy 
from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1929. 

Lieut.  Commander  David  H.  Stuart  to  be  a  commander  in  the 
Navy  from  the  6th  day  of  June,  1929. 

Lieut.  Commander  John  M.  Ashley  to  be  a  commander  in  the 
Navy  from  the  l.'ith  day  of  June.  1929. 

The  following-named  lieutenant  comnjanders  to  be  command- 
ers in  the  Navy  from  the  Ist  day  of  July,  1929: 

Ewart  G.  Haas. 

Warren  L.  Moore. 
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-.    The  followlng'-nained  Hetitenants  to  be  lieutenant  commanders 
to  the^S^yy  from  the  Ist  day  of  July,  1929: 

Guy  W.  Clark. 

Thomas  D.  Koss. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Howard  L.  Jennings  to  be  a  lieutenant 
in  the  Nav>-  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1929. 

Ueut.  (Junior  Grade)  Walter  E.  Giat  to  be  a  lieutenant  In  the 
Navy  frum  tbe  1st  day  of  AuKUst,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Thomas  T.  Beattie  to  be  a  lieutenant  in 
the  Navy  from  tlie  1st  day  of  Septeinl)er.  1929. 

The  followlnjc-named  ensigns  to  be  lieutenants  (junior  grade) 
In  the  Navy  from  the  3d  day  of  June.  1929 : 

Thomas  M.  Wolverton.  Ralph  H.  Llnsley. 

Welford  C.  Blinn.  Daniel  J.  Sweeney 

Clifford  H.  Dnerfeldt,  Otho  I*.  Smoot.  jr. 

John  J.  Oreytak.  Joseph  R.  Haskin.  jr. 

Alexander  B.  CeclL  George  i*rifold.  jr. 

M«*<li(al  Irisiiector  Abraham  H.  Allei  to  be  a  medical  director 
In  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  captain,  from  the  1st  day  of  July. 
1928. 

The  following-named  medical  inspectors  to  be  medical  directors 
in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  captain,  from  the  1st  day  of 
July,  1929: 

Harry  A.  Garrison.  George  W.  Shepard. 

Elmer  E.  Curtis.  Dallas  G.  Sutton. 

Charles  J.  Holeman. 

Pay  Clerk  Charles  J.  Hawkins  to  be  u  chief  pay  clerk  In  the 
Navy,  to  rank  with  but  after  ensign,  from  the  3d  day  of  Decem- 
ber. 1927. 


September  26 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
THrusDAT,  September  26,  1929 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order  by 
the  Clerk,  Hon.  William  Tyler  Page. 

Mr.  Page.  The  Clerk  will  read  the  following  communication 
from  the  Spealter. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Tb*  SrBAKiB'a  Room, 

HorSB    or    RKPIESBNTATIVSa, 

September  U.  19t9. 

Tb«  CUUUC  OV  TRB   HOCSI  or  B»>mB8S.NTATIVES  : 

—  I   hereby  deAignate  tbe  Hon.  Edith  Nocksi  Rogkks  as  Speaker  pro 
tempore  tor  this  daj. 

Nicholas  Lo.xgwoith, 
Speaker  Houae  of  Bepreteutatii}e4. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  took  the  chair  as  Speaker  pro  tempore. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offere<l 
the  followUig  prayer: 

To-day,  Gracious  Father  In  Heaven,  our  memory  runs  back 
and  kindles  our  love  by  reviewing  the  evidences  of  divine  care. 
Hope  looks  forward  and  is  fortltle<l  by  the  mercies  which  Thou 
hast  prepared  for  us.  I>o  Thou  hear  us  as  we  ask  Thee  to  make 
our  love  not  just  a  mood  but  the  habit  of  our  souls.  Forgive 
the  spirit  of  our  conduct,  that  so  often  is  marked  with  pride, 
seltishness,  and  willfulness.  The  gift  of  Thy  only  begotten  Son 
Is  the  golden  backgn)und  agnin.st  which  our  sins  stand  out  in 
terrible  relief.  Oh,  how  the  sense  of  our  failures  becomes  acute 
as  we  think  of  Him.  May  we  keep  striving  each  day  to  make 
the  course  of  our  lives  one  of  honorable  ser>-ire,  seeking  to  do 
what  In  conception  and  porpose  Is  courageous  and  noble. 
Through  Christ  our  Saviour.     Amen. 

Ttie  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  September  23, 
191^1,  was  read  and  api>rovetl. 

MKBSAoa  rmou  ths  pussincKT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
announit^d  that  on  the  following  dates  the  President  approved 
and  signed  bills  and  joint  resolutions  of  the  House  of  the  follow- 
ing titles : 

On  June  17,  1929: 

H.  R.3317.  An  act  to  amend  tbe  act  eotiUed  "An  act  making 
appropriations  for  the  Department  of  the  Interior  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1930,  and  for  other  puriwses." 

On  June  la  1909: 

H.  it.  4016.  An  act  making  an  appropriation  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  agrlcnltural  marketing  act,  approved  June  15, 
1929. 

On  June  20.  1929: 

H.  R.  3906.  An  act  to  fli  the  compensation  of  officers  and  em- 
ployees of  the  legislative  branch  of  the  (Hoverament. 

<)n  June  21,  1929: 

H.  J.  Res.  2.  Joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  President  to 
accept  the  invitation  of  the  Kingdom  of  Iceland  to  participate 
in  the  celebration  of  the  one  thousandth  anniyersary  of  the 


ilthlng.  and  in  connection  therewith  to  present  to  the  people  of 
ceiaod  a  statue  of  Leif  Eri«'sson ;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  102.  Joint   resolution   making  an  appropriation   for 
Expenses  of  participation  by  the  United  States  In  the  meeting 
it  the  International  Technical  Consulting  Committee  on  Radio 
<:ommunlcations  to  be  held  at  The  Hague  in  September,  1929. 
On  June  22,  1929 : 

H.J.  Res.  109.  Joint  resolution   authoriring  the  President   to 
Qvlte  the  States  of  tlie  Union  and  foreign  countries  to  i>artici- 
late  In  the  International  Petroleum  Exposition  at  Tulsa,  Okla., 
o  begin  October  5.  1929. 
On  June  24,  1929: 

H.  R.  3671.  An  act  to  authorize  and  direct  a  survey  to  be 
oade  of  the  I>?cambla  River  and  its  tributaries,  Alabama  and 
^orlda. 
On  June  28,  1929: 

H.  J.  Res.  58.  Joint  resolution  to  repeal  an  act  approved  March 
:  S,  1929,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  C.  C.  SpUlw,  deceased," 
md  to  provide  for  the  rrfief  of  the  estate  of  C.  C.   Spiller, 
deceased. 

ADJOrBNMENT 

Mr.  HADLEY.  Madam  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  Hou.«»e  do 
)ow  adjourn  until  Monday  nexL 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and  5 
nlnutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  Mouday,  September 
k),  1929.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
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.\lw.  a  bill  (H.  R.  4320)  granting  an  increase  of  pen.slon  to 
Sanih  A.  Hayes;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  I'en.Hions. 

Also,  u  bill  (H.  R.  4321 »  granting  a  i>en8ion  to  Mary  E. 
Hunter;  to  the  Connnittee  on  Invalid  Pen.xions. 

AI.Ho.  u  bill  (H.  K.  4.S2"J>  granting  a  i>ension  to  Arthur  McBey 
Konktwkla ;  to  the  r^immitte**  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  <H.  R.  4;t2-S)  granting  a  pen.sion  to  Rllla  Long; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Alw»,  a  hill  (H.  R.  4324)  granting  an  in(Tease  of  pension  to 
Ada  (\  .Moore;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Mutt,  u  bill  (H.  R.  4325)  granting  an  Increa-se  of  pension  to 
Sarah  .M.  Mardick;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensi<ms. 

.\ls«>  a  bill  (H.  R.  4.326)  granting  a  pension  to  Etlward 
Ralph;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensi<»n.s. 

.\iw).  a  bill  ( H.  R.  4327)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret 
Ralston;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also.  H  bill  (H.  R.  4.3_'8>  granting  a  pension  to  Jennie  Jack- 
son TewkslHiry ;  to  tl»e  Committee  uii  Invalid  Pensions. 

Aim*,  a  bill  (H.  R.  43-5M  granting  an  in<Teu.««e  of  pension  to 
Mnr.v  E.  Vance:  to  the  ("ommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  .VIr.  KEARNS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4330)  granting  an  increase 
«if  pen.«*lon  to  Belle  .\dams ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

AImo.  a  bill  ( H.  R.  4.331 )  granting  a  pension  to  Eugene  D. 
Campbell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

.\lso.  a  bill  (H.  R  4332J  granting  an  lrtcrea.se  of  pension  to 
I^ura  A.  Shipley  :  to  the  rominlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

.Vlso.  a  bill  (H.  R.  4.'i33)  granting  an  increa.se  of  pension  to 
Lyde  Maklem;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Peu.sIons. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4334  >  granting  an  im-rease  of  pension  to 
Eliia  M.  Elliott ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen»lons. 

AIm},  a  bill  (H.  R.  4.3351  granting:  a  iK'Usiou  to  Mary  Alineda 
McNeil ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Penslfms. 

AI.<*o.  a  bin  (H.  R  4336)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
I.Aura  Spresser;  to  the  Committee  on  Invali<l  Pensions. 

A1.«M>.  a  bill  «H.  R.  4.337)  granting  an  incren.se  of  pension  to 
Louisa  .Miller;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  KENDALL  of  P»-nnsylvania :  A  bill  (II.  R.  433S) 
granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Emma  McClean ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al.so.  a  hill   (H.  R.  43.39)   arrantins  an  increase  of  tif>n.sion  to 
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EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause   2   of   Rule   XXIV,   ex^^cutlve   communications 
ivere  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows : 

44.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  tran.sinitting  reiM>rt 
rom  the  Chief  of  Engineers  on  preliminary  examination  and 
lurvey  of  channel  from  Galveston  Harbor  to  Texas  City,  Tex. 
(H.  Doc.  No.  107)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors 
ind  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  illustration. 

45.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting 
report  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers  on  preliminary  examination 
md  survey  of  Sitka  Harbor,  Alaska;  to  the  Committee  on 
Uvers  and  Harbors  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

46.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  rei»ort 
rom  the  Chief  of  Engineers  on  preliminary  examination  and 
lurvey  of  Washington  Canal  and  South  River,  from  the  Rarltan 
tlver  at  Old  Bridge,  with  a  view  to  eliminating  curves  and 
ncreaslng  the  depth  to  12  feet  below  low-water  mark  (H.  Doc. 
s'o.  109)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  and  ordered 
o  be  printed,  with  illustration. 

47.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  transmitting  report 
'rom  the  Chief  of  Engineers  on  Tickfaw  River.  La.,  covering 
lavigatlon,  flood  control,  power  development,  atid  irrigation  (H. 

Kk-.  No.  110)  ;  to  the  Committee  on   Rivers  and  Harbors  and 
•rdered  to  be  printed,  with  illustration. 

48.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  repf»rt 
■rom  the  Chief  of  Engineers  on  Boqnet  River,  N.  Y.,  covering 
lavigatlon,  fl4^)od  control,  power  development,  and  irrigation; 
o  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

49.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  a  letter 
rom  the  Chief  of  Engineers.  United  States  Army,  dated  August 
^  1929,  together  with  a  report  by  a  board  of  engineer  offlfers 
lated  June  17.  1929.  relating  to  design  of  floating  plant  for  use 
n  transporting  cargo  on  inland  waterways,  with  special  refer- 
'nce  to  the  Mississippi  and  Ohio  Rivers.  This  report  is  supple- 
nental  to  rep<M^s  of  the  previous  bojirds  published  in  Hon.»!e 
>ocument  No.  857,  Sixty-third  Congress,  second  session,  and 
lonse  Document  No.  108.  Sixty-seventh  Congress,  first  session; 
o  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harl)ors. 

50.  A  letter  from  tbe  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  report 
'rom  the  Chief  of  Engineers  on  St.  Francis  River,  Mo.  and  Ark., 
'overing  navigation,  flood  control,  power  development,  and  irrl- 
nitlon ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  HarbtM^ 

61.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States, 
iransmitting  report  on  the  claim  of  the  Chicago.  North  Shore  & 
Milwaukee  Railroad  Co.  of  HIghwood,  III.,  together  with  recom- 
nendatlon  thereon ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

62.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States, 
Tansmitting  report  and  recommendation  concerning  the  claim  of 
3.  Vaughn  Furniture  Co.,  Florence,  S.  C. ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 

53.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States, 
transmitting  report  and  recommendation  to  Congress  concerning 
the  claim  of  Margaret  Stepp  Bown  against  the  United  States ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

64.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  report  and  recommendation  to  the  Con- 
gress concendng  the  claim  of  Francis  B.  Kennedy,  narcotic 
agent,  Kansas  City,  Mo. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
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Uso,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4361)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mnrj-  J.  Cummings;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensitms. 

Mso.  a  bill    (H.  R.  43tS)   granting  an  incn'ase  of  ptMision  to 
Joicptiine  Williams;  to  the  Committee  on   Invalid  Pensions. 

Vlso,  a  bill    (II.  R.  4.3<>3)   granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
MrlLssa  J.  Roystan;  t«»  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Vlso.  a  bill   (H.  R.  4364)   granting  an  lncrea.se  of  pension  to 
Li:^e  Rettich ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Vlso.  a  bill   (H.  R.  4365)  granting  an  iiicrea.se  of  pension  to 
Persi*.  C<«k;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

VI*),  a  bill  (H.  R.  4366)  granting  an  Increase  of  i>eiislon  to 
M)ir>-  Reppenhagen;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Vlso.  a  bill   (H.  R.  4367)   granting  an  increase  of  pen.sion  to 
Eriina  Ilnnter;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Vlso,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4368)   granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 

%al>eth  F.  Mayberry  ;  to  the  Committee  on   Invalid  Pensions. 
Al.so.  a  bill   (H.  R  4369)   grunting  an  Increase  of  i>eusion  to 
Mirtlia  Crump;  to  the  Committee  <hi  Invalid  Pensions. 

Vlso,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4370)   granting  an  iucn>ase  of  pension  to 
Ceinira  Legg;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ALso.  a  bill   (H.  11.  4371)  granting  an  increa.'re  of  pen.sion  to 

ry  J.  Bailey  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  I'ousions. 
Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4372)  granting  an  incre-.tse  of  jiension  to 
Ju  ia  F.  lialloway ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Vl.*t,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4373)   granting  a  pension  to  Lena  Biggs; 

the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Vlso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4374)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 

ce  Mun.stm ;  to  the  0>mmlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Al.so,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4375)  granting  an  iiK-rease  of  i)ension  to 
Mj  ry  E.  Hoi.sington  ;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  Invalid  I'ensions. 

Vls<),  a  bill   (H.  R.  4376)   granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Pht*be  M.  McHargue;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Vlso,  a  bill   (H,  It.  4377)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  M.  Mil- 

to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Al.so.  a  bill  ( H.  R.  437S)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 

ry  .\nn  Hobbs ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Al.so.  a  bill  (H.  R.  -1379)  granting  an  increase  of  i)ension  to 
Sarah  E.  Bennett;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al.so,  a  bill   ( H.  R.  4liSO)   granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Lui-inda  G.  Armbnister;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
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PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions  were 
Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  CABLE:  A  bill  (H.  R  4286)  to  regulate  Interstate 
commerce  by  air  carriers  opwating  as  common  carriers  of 
I)(>rsous  and  property ;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce. 

By  Mr.  DENISON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4287)  to  amend  section  1  of 
the  Interstate  commerce  act,  as  amended ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4288)  to  require  common  carriers  by  rail- 
road to  provide  and  use  steel  or  steel  imderframe  cars  In  pas- 
senger-train service  and  to  prohibit,  tmder  certain  conditions, 
the  use  of  wooden  cars.  an<l  for  other  purposes ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Bv  Mr.  HOUSTON  of  Hawaii:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4289)  to  ap- 
prove Act  No.  55  of  the  session  laws  of  1929  of  the  Territory 
of  Hawaii,  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  and  provide  for  the 
manufacture,  maintenance,  distribution,  and  supply  of  electric 
current  for  light  and  power  within  the  district  of  Hamakua, 
Island  and  county  of  Hawaii " ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Terri- 
tories. 

By  Mr.  JAMES  (by  request  of  the  War  Department)  :  A  bill 
(H.  R.  4290)  to  provide  for  the  care  of  private  battle-field 
memorials  in  Europe;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  LEAVITT:  A  bill  (H,  R  4291)  to  amend  section  43 
of  the  act  of  May  25,  1926,  entitled  ".Vn  act  to  adjust  water- 
right  charges,  to  grant  certain  other  relief  on  the  Federal 
Irrigation  projects,  and  for  other  purposes ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 

By  Mr.  LEECH:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4292)  to  amend  section  200  of 
the  World  War  veterans'  act,  1024,  as  amended ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  World  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 

By  Mr.  THATCHER:  A  bill  (H.  R,  4293)  to  provide  for  a 
ferry  and  a  highway  near  the  Pacific  entrance  of  the  Panama 
Canal ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Interstate  and  Fweign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  GIBSON:  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  118)  to  pro- 
vide for  an  inquiry  into  the  activities  of  lobbyists  and  prt^ia- 
gandists;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  JAMES  (by  re<|uest  of  the  War  Department)  :  Joint 
resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  119)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
receive  for  In.structlon  at  the  United  States  Military  Academy 
at  West  Point  two  citizens  of  Honduras,  namely,  Vlncente  Mejfa 
and  Antonio  Inestroza ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  WATSON:  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  120)  to  per- 
mit the  Pennsylvania  Gift  Fountain  Association  to  erect  a  foun- 
tain in  the  District  of  Columbia;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Library. 

MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  memorials  were  presented  and 
referred  as  follows: 

Memorial  of  the  I^egislature  of  the  State  of  California,  relat- 
ing to  resurvey  of  north  boundary  of  H«x)pa  Indian  Reservation 
and  modification  of  Klamath  River  fish  and  game  district  initia- 
tive act ;  to  the  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation, 

Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  California,  rela- 
tive to  measures  for  farm  relief  pending  In  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

Memorial  of  the  I^egl-slature  of  the  State  of  California,  rela- 
tive to  the  California  State  Fair  and  the  Western  States  Expo 
sitlon ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

Memorial  of  the  I^egislature  of  the  State  of  California,  rela- 
tive to  memorializing  and  petitioning  Congress  to  enact  legisla- 
tion for  the  restriction  of  Filipino  Immigration;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 

Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  California,  rela- 
tive to  memorializing  Congress  for  Federal  aid  in  the  construc- 
tion of  a  breakwater  In  Trinidad  Harbor  at  or  near  the  city  of 
Trinidad,  Calif. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  California,  rela- 
tive to  restricted  Immigration ;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

Memorial  of  the  I^egislature  of  the  State  of  California,  rela- 
tive to  Federal  legislation  for  the  building  and  maintenance  of 
highways  over  public  lands  and  Federal  reservations;  to  the 
Committee  on  Roads, 

Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Illinois,  urging 
legl8lati<m  to  control  and  regulate  the  activities  of  interstate 
motor-bus  lines;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and   Foreign 

Commerce.  ,^^  . 

Memorial  of  the  I^eglslature  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  urging 
the  discharge  of  the  mandatory  duties  Imposed  upon  Congress 
by  Article  V  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  to  call  a 
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convention  to  propose  amendments  to  the  Constitution;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Memorial  of  the  IjCglslature  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  memo- 
rializing Congress  to  enact  legislation  requiring  that  all  motor 
vehicles  operated  across  State  lines  Into  States  having  compul- 
sory automobile  liability  insnrance  be  covered  by  liability  Insur- 
ance for  damages  to  persons;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  WlsoMisln.  rriat- 
Ing  to  and  supfdementlng  the  memorial  to  Congress  in  Joint 
Resolution  16,  for  a  nation-wide  referendum  on  the  question  of 
modifying  the  V^olstead  Act ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  relat- 
ing to  the  Import  duty  on  shingles  and  cedar  lumber:  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  DENISON:  Memorial  of  the  Fifty-sixth  General  As- 
semhly  of  Illinois  urging  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  and  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  to  take  all  possible  and  necessary  ac- 
tion to  provide  proper  legislation  to  control  and  regulate  the 
activities  of  interstate  motor-bus  lines ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clau.se  1  of  Rule  XXII.  private  WUs  and  resolutions 
were  intro<luced  and  severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  BECK:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4294)  granting  a  pension  to 
Annie  McMillan ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  I'ensions. 

By  Mr,  BRAND  of  Ohio:  A  bill  (H.  R  4295)  granting  an 
increase  of  pension  to  Gerena  Klllinger;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CRAMTON :  A  bill  (H.  R  4296)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Martha  Patterson;  to  the  Conmilttee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4297)  granting  a  pension  to  Lucy  Baker; 
to  the  Committet^  on  Invalid  Pension.s. 

By  Mr.  EATON  of  New  Jersey;  A  bill  (H.  R  4298)  grant- 
ing an  Increase  of  pension  to  Margaret  Probasco ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FOSS :  A  bill  (H.  R  4299)  for  the  relief  of  the  widow 
of  Warren  V.  Howard ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  GREENWOOD:  A  bill  (H.  R  4300)  granting  an  In- 
crease of  pension  to  Dora  Smith ;  to  the  Commltic-e  on  Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also,  a  bill  (H,  R  4301)  granting  a  pension  to  Mike  Miller; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4302)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  Hamil- 
ton ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R  4303)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  Hay- 
man  :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H,  R.  4304)  granting  a  pension  to  Emmltt 
Mitchell ;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

By  Mr.  HALL  of  Indiana:  A  bill  (H.  R  4305)  granting  a 
pension  to  Florence  Dulhanty;   to  the  Committee  on   Invalid 

Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4306)  granting  a  pension  to  Andrew  Kes- 
ler ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pennons. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4307)  granting  a  pension  to  Charles  W. 
Williams;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4308)  granting  a  i>ensIon  to  Samuel  N. 
Trout;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4309)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  R. 
Linton ;  to  the  Oimmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HANCOCK;  A  bill  (H.  R  4310)  for  the  relief  of 
John  C.  Allen  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4311)  granting  an  ii  crease  of  pension  to 
Mary  G.  Brennan ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr,  JENKINS:  A  blH  (H.  R.  4312)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Nancy  Bennett;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4313)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Butler; 
to  the  Ommittee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4314)  granting  a  pension  to  Isaac  ColUer; 
to  the  Ommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4315)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Su.san  A.  Darling ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4316)  granting  a  pension  to  Alonzo  Darst; 
to  the  Ommittee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H,  R  4317)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Martha  E,  Finch ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4318)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Marcella  Frances ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Invalid  Pulsions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4.319)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Eliza  J.  Grover ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
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By  Mr.  PITRNELL:  A  MR  (H.  R  4403)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Mary  E.  Everman;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  blU  (H.  R  4404)  granting  an  Increase  of  pensicm  to 
Nancy  A.  Chrlsman ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4405)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Cldney  Isley ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Als<"),  a  bill  (H.  R  4406)  granting  an  lncrea.se  of  pension  to 
Elizal»eth  HntchiFon  ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4407)  granting  an  Increa.se  of  pension  to 
Elizalieth  Hefner ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al.so,  a  bill  (H.  R  4408)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Manila  A.  Perrott;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensiona 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R*4409)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Hattie  C.  Bible ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  RAMSETER:  A  bill  (H.  R  4410)  granting  an  in- 
crease of  pension  to  Sarah  M.  Gray ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4411)  granting  a  pension  to  Josephine  Hud- 
dleston ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  I'ensions. 

By  Mr.  RVNKIN :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4412)  granting  a  pension  to 
Phillip  E.  Bruton  ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SHREVE :  A  bill  (H.  R  4413)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Caroline  M,  Amidou ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  A  bill  (H.  R.  4414)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Viola  M.  Chapin ;  to  the  Committee  tm  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4415)  granting  a  pension  to  Cecelia  Karl; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SNELL :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4416)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Isabelle  Fletcher;  to  the  (jommlttee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

.Vlso,  a  bill  (H.  R  4417)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Belinda  Finch  ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4418)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Agnes  J.  Steinbarge;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Ptmsions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4419)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Adallne  Saunders  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Also,  a  bill  (IL  R.  4420)  granting  an  incTea.se  of  pension  to 
8n.sie  Offie ;  to  tlie  Ommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


PETITIONS,  BTTC. 


Under  clauae  1  of  Rule  XXII.  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  tbe  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

697.  Petition  of  the  Grand  Lodge.  Knights  of  Pythias,  of 
California,  urging  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  for  an 
lmme«liate  downward  revision  of  all  Federal  income  taxes  on 
all  earned  Incomes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

696.  Petition  of  citizens  of  Pennsylvania  and  New  Jersey, 
urging  Congress  to  make  America  supreme  in  the  air;  to  tha 
Ommittee  on  Military  Affairs. 

699.  Petition  of  sundr>-  citizens  of  the  United  States,  urging 
Congress  to  repeal  or  modify  the  eighteenth  amendment  so  om 
to  permit  the  legal  manufacture  of  light  wines  and  beer ;  to  th« 
Ommittee  ou  the  Judiciary. 

700.  Petition  of  the  synod  of  the  Reformed  Presbyterian 
Church  of  North  America,  urging  Congress  to  maintain  the 
traditional  attitude  of  the  nonrecognitlou  of  the  Vatican  as  a 
sovereign  State  among  the  nations ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  For- 
eign Affairs. 

701.  Petition  of  International  Advertising  Association,  420 
Lexington  Avenue,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  favoring  tlie  remission  of 
duty  on  advertising  matter;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

702.  Petition  of  the  National  Jewish  Social  Service,  urging 
the  Ongress  of  the  United  States  to  establish  old-age  pension 
or  old-age  Insurance  systems ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Labor. 

703.  Petition  of  the  National  Society  of  th«'  Sons  of  the  Amer- 
ican Revolution,  urging  the  Ommittee  on  the  Census  to  report 
out  the  bill  providing  for  the  publication  of  the  census  report 
for  the  years  1800  to  1840;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Onsus. 

704.  By  Mr.  CRV.MTON :  Petition  signed  by  John  Young  and 
89  other  residents  of  Huron  Ounty,  Mich.,  urging  increase  In 
pension  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the 
Ommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

705.  Also,  petition  signed  by  Mrs.  Adelaide  Banghart  and  33 
other  residents  of  Vassar,  Mich.,  protesting  against  any  pro- 
posed calendar  change;  to  tbe  Ommittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

706.  Also,  petition  signed  by  G.  it.  Buck  and  66  other  resi- 
dents of  Lapeer,  Mich.,  urging  increase  In  pension  for  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  C<mmiittee  on  Invalid 


Elizabeth  N.  Clark:  to  the  Committee  oi»  Inralid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  43-10)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Ella  N.  Herwick;  to  the  <\>mmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LEKCH:  A  bill  (H.  K.  4341)  for  the  relief  of  Marie 
Anna  Kiixlna  :  to  the  Committee  on  World  War  Veterans'  Leg- 
islation. 

By  Mr.  LOZ1ER:  A  bill  (H.  R  4342)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Lala  H.  Graham :  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Alst».  a  bill  (H.  R  4343)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Caroline  Meier;  to  the  Committee  on  Invall<l  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4344)  granting  a  pension  to  Catherine 
Anibs;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pension.s. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4345)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Steven- 
son, or  Mary  Stephenson  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al.<«o.  H  bill  (U.  R  4340)  granting  a  pmslon  to  Eliza  Jane 
Wright :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4347)  granting  an  increase  of  penidon  to 
Hannah  M.  Anderson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4348)  granting  an  increase  of  ^lenvion  to 
Margaret  A.  Scott;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al.^o.  a  bill  (H.  R  434U)  granting  an  Increase  of  [tension  to 
Lacy  J.  Hanavan ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Alsi).  a  bill  (H.  R  4350)  grantiug  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Matilda  Trask ;  to  the  I'onunlttee  on  Invalid  Penslonsw 

Afeio.  a  hill  (H.  R  4351)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Larina  M.  Waltner ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pension.s. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4352)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  E.  Ballew ;  to  the  Comu>Itte«L>  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Alst).  a  bill  (H.  R.  4353)  granting  a  pension  to  Blith  McCol- 
Inm ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (II.  R  43&4)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Harriet  8|)riggs ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al.s«t.  a  bill  (H.  R.  4355)  grunting  a  pension  to  Ellen  Viola 
Lfhr;  to  the  Committee  •>n  Invalid  Pensions. 

Als...  a  Mil  (H.  R.  4:«6)  granting  a  pension  to  Clara  M. 
Matkius;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

.iil.so.  a  hill  (H.  R  4.'V)7)  granting  an  increase  of  pf^nsioo  tu 
Mai-y  L.  Kerr;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  I*en.sIons. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4^158)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Eliza  J.  Walker;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4350)  granting  an  in«*rease  of  pension  to 
Sarah  A.  Ford;  to  the  Committ««  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  <  H.  R  4300)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Clementine  Habbard;  to  the  Comu^lttee  on  Invalid  PeiLslons. 


jii.«Hi,  a  oiii    (  M.  n..  -».v<i;   pranung  an   mcr»'ase  or  pension  lo 
Sa  "Hh  E.  (krnian;  to  the  (^n)mittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

jlLso.  a  bill  (H.  R.  4382)   granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Ca  -oline  E.  Devore;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

J  lIso,  a  bill   (H.  R  438:^)   granting  a  pension  to  Catherine  B. 
Co  vLi<"k  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensifms. 

jlIso.  a  bill    (H.  R  4:V*4)   granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mdlinda  J.  Turner;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

.  ilso,  n  bill   (H.  R.  4385)   granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Ju  ia  E.  Cix>per;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Peu.>^on.s. 

.  lIso,  a  bill   (H.  R  4386)   granting  an  in<Tea.se  of  p<Mision  to 
Fa  mie  M.  Gosnell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions^ 

iilso,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4387)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
.\UQira  Ketcham  :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

jilso.  a  bill   (H.  R  4.'i88)   granting  an  increase  of  pensi<m  to 
Mary  A.  Wisdom;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

.iilso.  a  bill   (H,  R.  4'.i^9)  granting  an  increa.se  of  pension  to 
Mary  J,  Shelton ;  to  the  (;k>mmittee  on  Invalid  Pen.slons. 

-Iso.  a  hill    (H.  R.  4390)  granting  an  increa.se  of  pension  to 
Mar.v  H.  Shotwell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

jj.so.  a  bill   (H.  R.  4391)   granting  an  increase  of  (lension  to 
Na  icy  C.  Pile ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen.sion.s. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4392)  granting  an  incren-se  of  iiension  to 
Lena  Veal:  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R  431«)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Martha  J.  Williams;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4394)   granting  an  increase  of  pen.sion  to 
Suiie  Hartung;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4395)   granting  a  pension  to  Ella  Harlan; 
to    he  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions'. 

JlIso.  a  bill   (H.  R  4396)   granting  an  increa.se  of  i>ension  to 
Isebella  M.  Hair:  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Ky  Mr.  PALMER:  A  bill   ( H.  R.  43J^7)   granting  a  pension  to 
Matilda  lUxlenstab :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R  4398)   grantiug  a  pension  to  Dina  Meyer; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  PensitHis. 

J  l5»o.   a   bill    (H.    R   4399)    granting  a   pension   to  Dellla   W. 
Go>ch;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensitms. 

JJso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4400)  granting  a  pension  to  Anna  Si.sson; 
to    he  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

J.l.so,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4401)  granting  a  iiensi(»n  to  Martha  Maria 
Harris;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pension-s. 

-Uso.  a  bill  (H.  R.  4402)   granting  a  pension  to  John  Ikthon ; 
to    he  Committee  oa  Invali<l  Pensions. 
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RKPorra  or  KWTKjmnt  womif ATiojfs 
Mr.  PHIPPS,  as  In  open  executive  session,  frcHn  the  Com- 
mittee on  Pi«t  OflBces  and  Post  Roads,  reported  sundry  postal 
>minatlons.  which  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Eieoutive 
Calendar. 

BILLB  AND  JOINT  BBBOLimON  INTBODUCKD 

Bills  and  a  joint  resolution  wm«  Introdaced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  nnanlmoos  consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BROCK: 

A  bill  (S.  1704)  to  grant  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
Highway  Department  ot  the  State  of  Tennessee  to  maintain  a 
bridge  acro80  the  Frenrfi  Hroad  River  on  the  Newport-Ashe- 
ville  (North  Carolina)  road  near  the  town  of  Del  Klo  In 
Co(*ke  County,  Teim. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  DILL: 

A  bill  (S.  1765)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  Mortimer 
Buist ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  McKELLAR: 

A  Mil  (S.  1767)  for  the  relief  of  Harlow  S.  Dlzon  and  Sophia 
Hunter  Dlzon ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
~    A  bill  (S.  1768)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  John  Hei- 
fer :  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  8HORTRIDGB: 

A  bill  (S.  1768)  for  the  relief  of  John  L.  Waldron;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bill  (S.  1770)  granting  a  pension  to  Marie  B.  Grange; 

A  bill  (8.  1771)  granting  a  pension  to  Laura  B.  Muse; 

A  Mil  (8.  1772)  granting  a  pension  to  George  L.  Newell;  and 

A  biii  (S.  1773)  granting  a  pension  to  Wash  Rush;  to  the 
Comni^tee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CUTTING: 

A  joint  resolution  (8.  J.  Bes.  73)  for  the  relief  of  farmers 
In  the  area  overflowed  by  the  Rio  Grande  River  in  the  State 
of  New  Mexico:  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

▲MKNDMCNT  TO  THB  TXMOT  BILL, — m,  SPBITCE.  CIDAB,  AND  WKSTOiK 

HEMLOCK 

Mr.  JONES  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed 
by  him  to  Hoase  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which  was 
ordei'e«l  to  He  on  the  table  and  to  be  printetl. 

INCOEBBCT  COTTON  BEPOBT 

Mr.  FESS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Will  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  me  for  a 
moment? 

Mr.  FESa     For  what  purpose? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  For  the  purpose  of  a^lng  for  the  consider- 
ation i)f  a  resolution  which  I  introduced  on  yesterday  and  which 
went  over. 

Mr.  FESS.  Win  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  lead  to 
debate? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     No,  sir. 

Mr.  FESS.  With  that  understanding,  I  will  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Alabama. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senate  from  Alabama 
asks  unanimous  comment  for  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
offered  by  him  on  yesterday.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  REED.    Let  the  resolution  be  read,  Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  read  the 
resolution. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  123)  submitted 
yesterday  by  Mr.  Hvun,  as  follows: 

Wher«aa  on  September  23.  the  day  flzed  by  Uw  for  the  pablicatlon 
of  the  glonera'  report  of  American  cotton  ginned  to  that  date,  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census  caused  to  be  gl^cn  out  and  poblisbed  a  report 
purport  ins  to  be  a  correct  and  accurate  report  of  the  nomber  of  bales 
of  American  cotton  ginned  this  season  up  to  September  23 ;  and 

Whereas  when  complaint  was  made  that  the  glnners'  report  given 
out  for  publication  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  on  that  date  was  not 
justified  by  the  facts  regarding  the  actual  number  of  bales  of  cotton 
ginned  up  to  September  23,  the  Bureau  of  the  Censas  admitted  that  Its 
report  published  on  September  23  contained  figures  showing  300,000 
bales  more  of  cotton  glaned  up  to  that  date  than  the  Government 
flgureM  Justified ;  ai>d 

Whereas  said  incorrect  and  misleading  glnners*  report  resulted  In 
depressing  the  price  of  cotton  :  Th<>refore  be  It 

Rt»9ivt4,  That  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  la  hereby  reqoeated  to  give 
to  the  Senate  all  th«  Intomatlon  that  It  has  as  to  why  and  how  this 
locorrect  and  bannfol  report  on  cotton  ginned  to  September  23  was 
made  and  given  out  for  publication,  and  what  steps.  If  any,  have  been 
takeo  to  prereat  the  doing  of  such  a  thing  again. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
nnanimoos-conaent  request  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  for  the  consideration  of -the  resolution  just  read? 
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Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  this  Is  the  first  time  my  attcn- 
tl  >n  has  been  called  to  the  resolution.  So  far  as  the  main  object 
ol  the  resolution  is  concerned.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  any 
oljectlon  to  It,  but  In  the  whereases  of  the  resolution  there  are 
several  controversial  statements  made,  the  correctness  of  which 

io  not  know  that  I  am  prepared  to  admit. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  On  yesterday  when  I  submitted  the  resolution 
thp  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jones]  asked  that  It  go 
over,  because  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  McNAar],  the  chalr- 
m  in  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  F^orestry.  was  not 
PTPsent.  I^ter  the  chairman  of  the  (V»mmittee  on  Agriculture 
aid  Forestry  came  in;  I  handed  the  ri-solutlon  to  him;  he  went 
o\pr  it,  and  stated  that  he  had  no  objection  to  it.  Then  the 
Senator  from  Washington  (Mr.  Jones]  >*1thdrew  his  objection 
to  the  consideration  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  JONES.  Bat,  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
w  11  rememl)er  that  I  suggested  to  him  that  he  see  the  leader 
ot  this  side  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  never  had  an  opportunity  to  consult  the 
Senator  from  Indiana.  The  resolution  merriy  asks  for  infor- 
nidtlon  in  regard  to  its  subject  matter,  and  I  h<^)e  the  Senator 
fDm  Indiana  will  permit  it  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  WATSON,  The  whole  point  Involved,  I  desire  to  say  to 
thi  Senator  from  Alabama,  Is  that  I  think  in  the  whereases  of 
th;  resolution  there  are  some  controversial  statements  made 
wi  lich  as  an  individual  I  would  not  be  prepared  to  admit.  With 
th»  object  of  the  resolution  I  am  not  in  disagreement,  but  I 
should  like  to  have  It  go  over  until  to-morrow  and  have  an 
opportnnlty  to  examine  It.  This  is  the  first  time  I  have  heard 
t)f  the  resolution. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Objection  is  made,  and  the 
resolution  will  go  over. 

COST  or  OIL  PBODUCnON   IN    VENEZtTCT-A 

jMr.  PINE.  Mr.  President.  I  have  a  photostatic  copy  of  a 
leiter  signed  by  Halbert  E.  Watkins,  commercial  attach^  of  the 
United  Sutes  at  Caracas,  Venezuela,  in  which  he  states  that 
th>  cost  of  producing  oil  at  the  mouth  of  the  well  In  Venezuela 
is  18  cents  per  barrel.  I  think  that  is  a  matter  of  great  Im- 
portance, and  I  ask  that  his  letter,  with  the  transmitting  letter 
of  the  Independent  Petroleum  Association,  may  be  printed  in 
th>  Rbcord, 

The   PRESIDENT    pro    tempore.     Is    there    objection?     The 
Clair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordere<l. 
The  letters  referred  to  are  as  follows: 

United  Statks  DrPARTMaxT  of  Commkbci. 

BinuiAC  or  Fobkigs  axd  Domestic  Commkrci, 

Apartado  SOI,  AuguH  H,  tsa. 
Mtl  J.  H.  SsftLrr,  THstrU-t  Managrr, 

Awreott  of  Foreign  and  Domettic  Commerce, 

lies  South  BroadvDay,  Lot  Angelf,  Calif. 
Dbar  Mb.  Smilit:  I  wish  to  confirm  my  cable  to  you  of  August  23, 
reading : 

Average  cost  barrel  petroleum  delivered  deep  water  terminal  Mara- 
ca^  40  cents  transportation  Atlantic  ports  35  cents." 

reply  to  your  cable  regarding  the  cost  of  production  of  petroleum 
wak  delayed  as  it  was  necessary  to  cable  over  to  Maracalbo  for  tbls 
Inf  srmatton.  The  telegraph  service  between  here  and  the  oil  capital 
is  ^t  what  It  is  In  the  United  States. 

here  is  a  great  ditTerence  In  opinion  In  regard  to  the  cost  of 
prdductlon  of  a  barrel  of  petroleum,  as  naturally  Its  cost  varies  accord- 
ing to  the  location  of  the  wells,  whether  or  not  tbey  are  locatiHl  in  the 
laks  or  on  land.  The  cost  of  production  at  the  wellhead  on  the  aver- 
age Is  about  18  cents.  To  this  figure  must  be  added  the  cost  of  trans- 
poi  tatlon  to  the  terminal  point  where  It  Is  loaded  Into  seagoing  tankers. 
'  "he  figures  were  quoted  to  me  by  one  of  the  high  ofllclals  of  an 
Aneiican  producing  company  who  has  bad  long  years  of  experience  in 
pre  duction  In  both  this  country  and  Mexico.  The  figures  quoted  are 
un(  oubtedly  a  fair  average  of  tbe  cost  of  production  and  transportation, 
hope  the  information  arrived  in  time  to  serve  your  purpose  and 
if  here  la  anything  else  you  want  to  know  at  any  time  Just  write  or 
cat|>«  and  a  reply  will  be  forthcoming  as  soon  as  possible. 
Cordially  youn, 

Balbest  E.  Watki.xs. 

Commercial  AttacM. 

Indbpbicdb.vt  Petrolecm  Association  or  Ambbica, 

Ardmore.  Okla..  September  tS,  199. 

Senator  W.  B.  Pinb, 

Bem»t9  OiHc9  BuUding,  Washtngto;  D.  C. 
]>aAB  Sbnatob  :  Inclosed  you  will  find  a  photostatic  copy  of  a  letter 
eoi  firming  a  cablegram   sent  by  our  Government's  commercial   attach^ 
In  Venesuela.     This  cablegram  and  letter  confirming  the  same  were  sent  I 
in  response  to  a  cablegram  from  the  district  manager  of  the  Bureau  of  j 
Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce,  located  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 


^ 
i 


Also,  a  hill  (II.  R.  44i:i)  granting  an  increase  or  pension  to 
Celia  M.  Pike;  to  the  Committee  (Hi  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4422)  granting  an  Incn-ase  of  pension  to 
Electa  Lawrence;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Uj  Mr.  STRONG  of  Kansas:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4423)  granting 
an  Increase  of  p»nslon  to  Charles  M.  Siever,  jr. ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4424)  granting  a  pension  to  Letticia  C. 
Turner;  to  the  C-ommittee  on  Pensiona 

By  Mr.  TURl'IN:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  4425)  granting  a  pension  to 
Daiiicl  All)ert  Miller;  to  the  Committee  on  I^etisions. 

Also,  a  hill  (H.  R.  442»j)  grantiug  a  pension  to  Daniel  E. 
Craig ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  UNDERWOOD:  A  bill  (H.  R  4427)  granUng  an  In- 
crease of  pension  to  Mary  A.  Cutterell;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (11.  R  4428)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  B.  Price;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Peusiooa. 

Also,  a  bill  (II.  R.  4429)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Elizabeth  A.  Rops;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4430)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Margaret  Bailey ;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (IL  R  4431)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Hattle  C.  McKe<'ver;  to  the  C<»mmittee  on  Invalid  Pen.sions. 

Also,  a  bill  (IL  R  4432)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Henrietta  Collins;  to  the  (Committee  ou  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bid  (H.  R.  4433)  granting  a  pension  to  Irene  A.  Case; 
to  the  Committe<'  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (IL  R.  4434)  granting  an  inc-rease  of  pension  to 
Martha  E.  Radclifl;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Penaious. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4435)  granting  a  pension  to  Fannie  Brit- 
tinpham ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  VESTAL:  A  bill  (H.  R  4436)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Amanda  E.  Tumbleson;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WOODRUFF:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4437)  granting  an  in- 
crease of  pension  to  Frances.  E.  Brown ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

Ab»o.  a  bill  (H.  R.  4438)  granting  a  pen.slon  to  Mary  BHlen 
Gardner ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4439)  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  Oeteter; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (11.  R.  4440)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  J. 
Benson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


Pensions. 

707.  Also,  petition  signed  by  M.  B.  Auten  and  69  other  resi- 
dents of  Cass  City,  Mich.,  urging  Increase  in  pension  for  Civil 
War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

708.  By  Mr.  SHREVE:  Petition  signed  by  a  large  number 
of  resident  voters  In  Albion  and  Erie  Counts-,  Pa.,  asking  for  the 
passage  of  tbe  Civil  War  pension  bill  granting  increased  pen- 
sion to  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

709.  Also,  petition  of  Erie  Teachers  Institute,  Erie,  Pa.,  640 
members,  signed  by  the  president  and  secretary  of  tbe  Institute, 
petitioning  the  Presidcait  and  Congress  of  ihe  United  States  to 
appoint  a  commission  to  formulate  plans  for  a  centennial  cele- 
bration In  1937  of  Horace  Mann's  acceptance  of  the  secretary- 
ship of  the  Massachusetts  State  Board  of  Education;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education. 

710.  By  Mr.  SMITH  of  West  Virginia:  Petition  of  sundry 
citizens  of  Kanawha  County,  W,  Va.,  favoring  increase  of  pen- 
sion to  Civil  War  soldiers  and  widows  of  strfdiers ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Ponsii>ns. 

711.  By  Mr.  WATSON:  Petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Potts- 
town,  Pa.,  favoring  Increase  of  pensions  to  soldiers,  sailors,  and 
marines  and  their  widows;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

712.  By  Mr.  WOODRUFF:  Petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the 
State  of  Michigan,  urging  increase  of  pension  to  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Peasitms. 


SENATE 

Friday,  September  ^,  1929 
(Leffialatwe  day  of  Monday,  September  9,  1929) 
The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a,  m.,  on  tbe  expiration  of  the 


recess. 


petitioit 


Mr.  JONES  presented  a  petition  of  stmdry  citizens  of  Seattte, 
Wash.,  praying  for  the  pas;«ige  of  the  so-called  Capper  bill,  to 
establish  a   Federal  department  of  edticatiion,   which  was  r»>! 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
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We  believe  that  tbe  brief  heretofore  filed  with  yoa  bean  oat  tb*  con- 
tention that  the  average-  co^t  of  producing  oil  in  the  United  States  is 
between  $1.70  and  $2.25.  In  view  of  the  sUtemeut  in  this  letter  that 
the  average  cost  of  producing  oU  in  Veneauela  U  $0.18  per  barrel,  we 
feel  that  Uicre  is  ii4)  just  reason  for  denying  our  petition  asking  for  a 
tiiriff  un  crude  oil  and  its  refined  products. 

Of  course,  if  there  were  even  a  poeaibUity  of  America's  supply  of 
crude  oil  being  depleted  to  tbe  extent  of  endangering  national  defense 
wc  would  agree  tbi.t  no  tariff  should  be  placed  on  petroleum  importa- 
tion.4.  However,  the  best  authorities  now  agree  that  there  is  no  such 
danger,  on  account  at  tbe  fact  that  we  have  almost  an  unlimited  supply 
of  crude  stored  in  the  oil-shale  beds  and  in  tbe  coal  fields  of  the  United 
Btutes. 

If  you  have  any  doubt  as  to  the  accuracy  of  this  statement,  1  suggest 
that  jrou  write  a  letter  a.sklng  the  United  States  Qet^logical  Survey  and 
tbe  United  Stnti-s  Bureau  of  Mines  to  fumisif  you  with  a  statement 
estimating  the  total  number  of  barrels  of  recoverable  oil  in  the  oil-shale 
beds  and  tbe  cual  fields  of  the  United  States. 

Thanking  you  for  your  consideration  of  this  matter,  we  are, 
Beapectfully  yours, 

Thb  Indepimdkxt  Pstbolsom 

AssociATiOif  or  AMBaiCA, 
By  F.  E.  TccKiB. 

RlcnSIOJ?    OF  THE  TABIFT 

Tlie  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  re^imued  tlie  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2G67)  to  provide  revenue,  to 
regulate  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the 
indu.'^trles  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  -\merican  labor,  and 
for  other  purpo.ses. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Fkss]  Is  entitled  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  derk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  thdr  names: 

Allen  Frasier 

Asluirst  George 

Barklpy  Olllett 

Bingham  Glass 

Bladt  Glenn 

Blaine  <'ofl; 

Blpaxe  GoJdsborough 

Borah  Gould 

Bratton  Greene 

Brock  Hale 

Brookhiirt  Harris 

Broussard  Harrison 

(."npiMr  Hastings 

Caraway  Hatfield 

Oonnally  Hawes 

Cousens  Hayden 

Cutting  Hebert 

Deneen  Heflin 

IMII  Howell 

Kdge  Johns^m 

Fess  Jont'S 

Fletcher  Kean 

Mr.  FESS.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Bt-aroN]  •  Is  still  detained 
from  the  Senate  on  account  of  Illness.  I  will  ask  that  this 
statement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty -eight  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr,  FESS,    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  a  list  of 
corporations  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Walsh],  minority  member  of  the  Finance  Committee,  with  a 
request  for  ln<xmie-tax  returns  under  Senate  Resolution  108, 
and  I  ask  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Rlxxjrd. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  It  Is  bo 
ordered. 

The  list  is  as  follows: 

BEQUEST  ilADK  BY  SBNATOS  WALSH  OF  MABBACHtlBrrTf!,  MTHOBrTY  WBM- 
BCR  or  THB  SBNATB  riNAKCB  COMUITTBB,  FOB  INCOMB-TAX  BBTUBN8 
DNDBB    SBNATB  BB80LCTI0N   lOS 

Sawyer-Ooodman  Lumber  Co.,  Marinette,   Wis. 

B.  Helnemann  Lumber  Co.,  Wausau,  Wis. 

Hotl  Lumber  Co.,  Oconto,  Wis. 

Oconto  Lumber  Co.,  Oconto,   Wis. 

Von  Platen-Fox  Co.,  Iron  Mountain,  Mich. 

Cummer  Digglns  Co.,  Cadillac,  Mich. 

Kneeland  Blgelow  Co.,  Bay  City,  Mich. 

Frost  Lumber  Indnstrles  (Inc.),  Bhreveport,  La, 

Ix)ni>i»an.i  Centml  Lumber  Co.,  Clarks  and  Standard,  La. 

Tremont  Lumber  Co.,  Rocbelle,  La. 

Pea vy- Wilson  Lumber  Co.,  Shreveport,  La. 


Kendrick 

Shpppard 

Keyes 

Shortrldge 

King 

La  Fullette 

Simmons 

Bmoot 

McKellar 

Steck 

McMnster 

Stelwer 

MoNary 
Metcalf 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Moses 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Norbcck 

Thomas.  Okla, 

Norris 

Townsend 

Nye 

Trammell 

Oddie 

Ty  dings 

Overman 

Vandcnberg 

Pattorson 

Wngner 
Wa  cott 

Phipps 

Pine 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Ransdell 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Reed 

Warren 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Waterman 

Robinson,  lud. 

Watson 

Sackett 

Wheeler 

Adams-Banks  Lnmber  Ce.,  Morton,  Maa*. 

Eastman-Gardiner  A  Co.,  Laurel,  Mlaa^ 
GUchrist-Gordney  Co.,   LAurel.  Miss. 
Kdward  liines  Lumber  Co.,  Liiu&bertoa  and  Kiln, 
Wausau  Soutbem  Lumber  Co.,  Laurel,  Miss. 
AndiTHon   Lumber  Corporation.  Marlou.  S.  C 
Black  River  Cypress  Co.,  Gable,  8.  C. 
Angelina  County  Luml>er  Co.,  Keltys,  Tex. 
Klrfoy  Lumber  Co.,  Houston,  Tex. 
Camp  Manufacturing  Co.,  Franklin,  Va. 
Kaul   Lumber  Co.,  Tuscaloosa,  Ala. 
W.  F.  Smith  Lumber  Co.,  Chapman,  Ala. 
Dierks  Lumber  A  Coal  Co.,   Dierka,  Ala. 
Southern   Lumbor  Co,   Warren,  Ark. 
Crossett  Lumber  Co.,  Crossett,  Ark. 
Alger-Sullivan  Lumber  Co.,  Century,   Fla. 
Brooks-Scanlon  Corporation.   Bastport,  Fla. 
Putnam  Lumber  Co..  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
Lyon  Luml>er  Co.,  Gar.vvllle.  La. 
F.  B.  Williams  Cypress  Co.,  Patterson,  la. 
Maratlion  Lumber  Co.,  Laurel,  Miss. 
Horse  Shoe  Lumber  Co.,  River  Falls,  Ala. 
Jackson  Lumber  Co.,  Lockhart,  Ala. 

E.  E.  Jackson  Lumber  Co.,  Baltimore.  Md.  (Riderwood,  Ala.). 
Pioneer  Lumber  Co.,  Klrod.  Ala. 
Bradley  Lumber  Co.  ot  Arkansas,  Warren,  Ark. 

Caddo  River  Lumber  Co.,  Kansas  City,  Mo,  (01i>nwood,  Eoeboro,  and 
Maudlin,  Ark.). 

Fordyce  Lumber  Co.,  Fordyce,  Ark- 

Cummer  Cypress  Co.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  (Lacoocbee,  Fla.). 

Wilson  Cypress  Co.,  Palatka,  Fin. 

Weis  Patterson  Lumber  Co..  Pensacola,  Fla. 

HiUyer-Deutscb-Edwards    (Inc.),  Oakdale,  La. 

McCarroll  Lumber  Co.,  Pensacola,  Fla. 

Peavy-Moore  Lumber  Co.,  Shreveport,  La. 

Foster  Creek  Lumber  k  Maiiufacturing  Co.,  Stephenson,  Mlsa. 

Pearl  River  Talley  Lumber  Co.,  Canton  and  Pelabatchee,  Miss. 

Virgin  Pine  Lumber  Co.,  Plave,  Miss. 

Big  Salkehatchie  Cypress  Co.,  Vamvllle,  8.  C 

Little  River  Lumber  Co.,  Townsend,  Tenn. 

Blssell  Lumber  Co.,  Ladysmlth,  Wis. 

C.  C.  Collins  Lumber  Co.,  Rhinelander,  Wis. 

Great  Sontbem  Lumber  Co.,  Bogalusa,  La. 

Dlbert-Stark  A  Brown  Cypress  Co.  (Ltd.).  Donner.  La. 

Lutcher-Moore  Cypress  Lumber  Co.,  Leutcber,  La. 

Nstalbarry  Lamber  Co.,  Hammond,  La. 

Industrial  Lumber  Co.,  Elisabeth,  La. 

Bagle  Lumber  Co.,  Eagle  Mills,  Ark. 

Halpin  Nelnege  Lumber  Co.,  Hot  Springs,  Ark. 

Union  Saw  Mill  Co.,  Hutley,  Ark. 
CAR.  Lamber  Co.,  Blodgett,  Miss. 

Central  Lumber  Co..  Brookhaven.  Miss. 

J.  J.  Newman  Lumber  Co..  Brookhaven,  Miss. 

Bobinson  Land  A  Lumber  Co.,  Brookhaven,  MlsiL 

Finkbine   Lumber  Co.,   Jackson,    Miss. 
Appolonla  Lumber  Co.,  Pelahatchee,  Miss. 

Goodyear  Yellow   Pine   Co.,    Picayune,   Miss. 

Rosa   I.4imber  Co.,   Picayune.   Miss. 

Bollinger  Franklin  Lamber  Co.,  Zama.  Miss. 

Carteflt  Lumber  Co.,   Beaufort,  N.   C. 

Butlers  Lumber  Co.,  Boardman,  N.  C. 

Goldsljoro  Lamber  Co..  PovPr,  N.  C. 

Jackson  Bros.  Co.,  Fayettevtlle,  N.  C. 

Deep  River  Lamber  Co.,  Gulf,  N.  C. 

Mayor  A  Loomts  Co.,  Hatford,  N.  C. 

Hyde  County  Land  A  Lumber  Co..  Swan  Qtiarter,  H.  C, 

Hilton  Lumber  Co.,  Wilmington,  N.  C. 

Southern  Pine  Lumber  Co.,  Texarkana,  Tex. 

Foster  Lumber  Co.,   Fostorla,  Tex. 

Trinity  County  Lumber  Co.,  Groveton,  Tex. 

West  r.«mber  Co.,  Houston,  Tex. 

San  Augustine  liOrober  Co..  Keltys,  Tex. 

Carter   Kelly  lyumber  Co.,   Manning,   Tex. 

Rock  Creek  Lumber  Co..  Trinity,  Tex. 

Alexandria    Lumber  Co.    (Ltd.).  Alco.   Ls. 

Bowie  Lamber  Co.,   New  Orleans,   la. 

Davis  Bros.   Lamber  Co.    (Ltd.),  Ansley,  La, 

German  A  Boyd  Lumbor  Co..  Atlanta.  Ls.   (Lsnsing,  Mich.). 

Dubacta  Mill  Co..  Dubaeh,   Ls. 

Peavy  Byrnes  Lumber  Co.,  Shreveport,  IjS. 

Wyatt  Liumber  Co.,  Gandy,  La. 

Good  Pine  L<araber  Co.,  Good  Pine,  La. 

Tall  Timber  Lamber  Co.,  Good  Pine,  Ia. 

LouMsna  Cypress  Lamber  Co.,  Harvey,  Ls. 

Jesnerette  Lamber  A  Shingle  Co.,  Jeanerette,  La. 

Vernon  Parish  Lamber  Co.,  Kurthwood,  La. 
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Crowrll  k  flp(>ar«  LamVr  Co.,  Loaglemf,  La. 

U<>Hdlan  Lumber  Co.,  M)>rl<Uan.   La. 

Ruddock  Orl«>iina  CjpreM  Co.,  N«w  OrlMM,  La. 

Troot  Cre«k  Lamber  Co.  of  Loatotan*  (Inc.),  Troot,  La. 

Standard  I^umb^  Co..  Alton.  Via. 

F«i(dad  Land  A  Lumbfr  Co.,  Baxdad,  Fla. 

(Jrnreti  Bros.  Co.,  Carrabell*.   Fla. 

J.  Boy  Arnold  Co.,  OroTsland,   Fla. 

Burton  SwartB  Cypresa  Co.,   Watertown,   Fla. 

EiiMt  Cnaat   Lumber  Co.,   Watertowa.   Fla. 

l>nDieTi«  Lamber  Co.,  Allenburat,  Ga. 

Southern  Lomber  Co..  Warren.  Ark. 

Pot  Latcb  Lumber  Co.,  Pot  Latch,  Idaho. 

Clear  Watrr  Timber  Co.,   Lewiatoo,   Idaho. 

Humbert  I.4imber  (.0.,  Sand  Point,  Idaho. 

Dlward  Ratledgp  Timber  Co..  Coear  d'Alcoc,  IdalM. 

B4>U<l'a>ette  Lumber  Co.,   Bolae,  Idaho. 

Cloquet  Lomber  Co..  Cloatiet,  Minn. 

Koribern   Lumber  Co.,  Cloqnet,  lllnn. 

JohDnon-Went worth   Lumber  Co..  Cloquat,  Ifioa. 

Wood  ('onversion  Co.,  Cloquet.   Ulna. 

Nortbweat   Paper  Co.,   Cloquet,  Minn. 

Chippewa  Lomber  ft  Boom  Co.,  St.  Paul,  Mian. 

Wejrerhaenaer  Timber  Co.,  Taeoma.  WaKh. 

WVrerbaenner   Lumber  Co.,   Snoqualmle   Fall*,   Waab. 

Hnoqualmie  Falla  Lomber  Co.,  Bverett,   Wash. 

CleoKtna  liosvlng  Co.,  Tacoroa,  Waab. 

Joaepb  A.  Irrlng.  Bverett,  Waab. 

P.    K.    Weyerhat-uaer.   8t.    Paul,   Minn. 

Kndolph   Weyerbaeuaer.  Cloquet.   Minn. 

Charles  Weyerhaeuaer.  St.  Paul,  Mian. 

John  Weyerhaeuser,  Taeoma,  Waah. 

Mark  Reed,  Seattle.   Waah. 

Mr.  SM(X)T.  I  aim  send  to  tbe  desk  a  letter  from  the  Ameri- 
can Farm  Unreaa  Federation,  by  Chester  H.  Gray,  Washington 
repreneutative,  dated  September  27.  1929,  addressed  to  the 
MemberH  of  the  Senate,  and  ask  that  tbe  clerk  may  read  the 
same. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objectictt,  the  clerk 
will  read,  a«  requested. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

AjuaiCAM  FASH  BcaaaD  FaoBaanoa. 

Wa*Mmgt0n,  D.  C,  Beptember  91,  JM». 
r«  th0  Mtmbtn  of  th€  8mn*U: 

Doaaatic  and  (oreiga  economic  eondltlona  both  In  agrlcoltare  aad  In- 
doatry  change  oftener  and  aometlmea  faater  than  Congrcaa  can  revise 
tariff  rates.  A  Federal  body  is  neeeaaary  to  a<;t  aa  aa  agant  of  Congress 
In  tbe  adjuatment  of  ratee  of  duty  ao  that  domestic  producers  may  not 
tbemselTeti  diaadrantaKeously  situated  in  supplying  the  home  mar- 
A  flexible  proTlaion  U  necessary  la  tariff  leglsiatJoa  ao  that  the 
Federal  body  will  bare  tbe  proper  and  elaatic  authority  to  act. 

Tbe  Oexibia  proTlaton  of  the  present  tariff  act  has  prored  Its 
effectireneaa ;  it  baa  been  declared  constitutional  by  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court :  and  It,  therefore,  deserrea  to  be  retained  and  Improved 
rather  than  abolished. 

Through  Its  proTlaloas  fkrmers  hare  bees  able  to  sacnre  additional 
protection  on  a  number  of  commodities  on  which  the  rates  glvea  In  the 
act  of  1922  proTed  to  be  InadeqaatSk  Tbe  rate  on  wheat  was  raised  from 
.10  rents  to  41;  centa  per  bushel ;  on  flour  from  78  cents  to  fl.M  per 
hundred  pounds ;  on  pitted  cherrlea  from  2  cents  to  3  cants  per  pound ; 
on  flaxseed  from  40  centa  to  66  centtf  per  buahel :  on  Swiss  cheese 
( Enimenthaler  type)  from  5  cents  per  pound,  but  not  less  than  26  per 
eent  ad  valorem,  to  7^  cents  per  pound,  but  not  less  than  37 >^  per 
cent  ad  valorem:  on  butter  from  8  cents  to  12  centa  per  pound;  on 
milk  from  2  %  cents  to  S%  cents  per  gallon  ;  on  cream  from  20  ceata  to 
30  cents  per  smIIoo  ;  on  peanuts,  unahelled,  from  3  ceuts  to  4 14  centa 
per  pound,  and  shelled  from  4  centa  to  6  centa  per  pound ;  on  onions  from 
1  cent  to  1^  cents  per  pound;  and  on  frosen  egs>  from  6  cents  to  7^ 
cents  par  pound. 

Without  some  method  of  emergency  relief  such  as  this  an  Industry 
can  be  imperiled  If  not  destroyed  in  tbe  Intemil  which  usually  elapses 
between  conin^ssional  rerlsions.  Moreover,  tbe  dIfBcuItleii  which  ore 
now  being  encountered  In  securing  tariff  legislation,  despite  the  clenr 
mandate  at  the  polls  as  to  what  should  be  done  In  the  way  of  tariff 
readjustment,  make  evident  the  need  of  some  method  of  adjustment  of 
Individual  rate  structures  to  take  care  of  emergency  sttoatlons  aa  well 
as  shifting  economic  conditions. 

There  are  three  characteristics  which  an  elastic  tariff  provlaloa  should 
embody :  First,  real  flexlbUity ;  second,  expedition ;  and  third,  effective- 
To  secure  real  flexibility  In  fact  as  well  as  In  name,  we  respectfully 
submit  the  followlag  recommendationa : 

<1)  Bemove  the  50  per  cent  limitatioa  ea  chaages  la  tbe  datles 
apward  or  downward  aad  permit  whatever  changes  are  acceaeary  to 
aqoatlae  coatpetltlve  coadltioaa. 


(2)  Aatborise  the  transfer  of  an  article  to  and  from  the  free  list  In 
ac»rdance  with  tbe  prescribed  formula  for  rate  adjustments. 

(3)  Tbe  formula  upon  which  rate  adjustments  are  to  l>e  made  should 
broadened  in  scope  by  accenting  conditions  of  competition  which  are 

as^rtalnable  and  subordinating  costs  of  production  with  are  unascer- 


in 
in 


nable  in  many  fon-ign  lands  as  tbe  basis  of  rate  adjustments.  Kxpe- 
rl4nce  has  shown  that  the  cost  formula  is  insuffldent  and  unfair  to 
domestic  industries  In  many  instances  where  foreign  governments  have 
re  used  to  allow  coat  investigations  to  be  made  in  their  countries  or 
w  »re  imported  articles  have  been  sold  at  prices  below  the  cost  of  pro- 
diictlon.     If  the  cost  formula  is  retained,  then  the  other  formula  should 

provided  as  an  alternative  method  in  order  that  the  purpose  of  the 
ack  may  not  be  frustrated.  The  methods  of  arriving  at  differences  of 
competitive  conditions  should  be  outlined  in  the  statute  and  should  In- 
clude comparisons  of  forrlgn  value  and  domestic  value,  wholesale  prices 

tbe  United  States  of  Imported  and  domestic  articles,  wholesale  prices 

tbe  United  States  snd  in  the  principal  competing  country,  the  price 
reieeived  by  foreign  producers  and  tbe  domestic  cost  of  production,  the 
CO  Its  of  production  of  imported  and  domestic  articles.  Transportation 
costs  from  tbe  principal  n-^ons  of  production  to  tbe  principal  port  of 
entry  should  be  included  in  each  instance. 

To  secure  more  expedition  in  the  procedure  under  the  flexible  provi- 
slj>n.  we  recommend  tbe  following  changes  in  the  statute  : 

(1)  Eliminate  the  I'residfnt  from  the  rate-changing  process  and  ao- 
tHi>rixe  the  Tariff  Commission  to  make  the  changes  justified  by  its 
flfdings.  acting  as  the  agent  of  Congress. 

(2)  Increase  the  membership  of  the  eommlssioo  to  seven  members. 
T)ils  would  Improve  administrative  procedure  by  eliminating  deadlocks. 

(3)  Define  definite   policies   concerning   controverted   questions,   such 
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(a)  Transportation  costs :  Tbene  costs  should  t>e  computed  from  the 
p^nclpal  regions  of  production  to  the  principal  port  of  entry. 

(b)  Like  or  similar  articles:  This  term  should  be  defined  so  aa  to 
p^vent  evasion  of  the  statute  by  claims  of  importers  that  imported 
ai  tides  are  not  like  or  similar  to  domestic  articles.  Substantial  slmi- 
Isrity  and  competitive  displacement  of  articles  In  consumption  should  be 
tl|e  criteria  rather  than  mere  differences  in  grade  or  appearance. 

(4)    Require  the  completion  of  cases  In  a  reasonable   length  of  time. 

To  secure  effectiveness  in  flexible  tariff  procedure  we  offer  the  fol- 
l<^ing  recommendations : 

(1)  The  qaalifications  of  commissioners  should  be  their  expert  knowl- 
eilge,  experience,  and  fitness ;  their  selection  should  be  made  on  a  non- 
pi  rtisan  rather  than  a  partisan  basis. 

(2>  The  provision  in  the  bill  which  legislates  the  present  commission 
o4t  of  office  should  be  eliminated. 

(3)  Tbe  salary  of  a  commissioner  should  be  raised  to  $12,000  in  order 
td  place  them  on  a  parity  with  other  Government  commissions  and  to 
afsure  capable  men  for  these  positions. 

(4>  A  gradual  change  to  regional  representation  on  the  commission 
sliould  be  provided  whereby  each  repion  of  the  United  States  will 
hive  equal  represtMitation  in  the  person  of  one  member  of  the  com- 
mission. 

These  recommendations  are  the  outgrowth  of  several  years  of  expo, 
ribnce  with  the  flexible  provision  as  it  relates  to  agriculture.  We 
h<  ipe  they  may  have  your  careful  consideration  and  meet  with  your 
approval. 

Very  respectfully,  Amibican  Faem  BuRmiu  Feoibation7~ 

Cbxstxr  II.  Gray, 

'Wa$hinaton  ReprcMentative. 

Nora. — ^The  reasons  in  support  of  these  recommendations  are  pre- 
sdntod  in  more  detail  in  the  printed  hearings  on  tariff  readjustment. 
(I>ee  pp.  9765-9778,  Vol.  XVI,  Ways  and  Means  Committee;  also  pp. 
li-18,  July  15.  1929,  Finance  Committee.) 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President.  I  shonld  like  to 
alidress  a  qaestion  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  with  respect  to 
tl  e  letter  from  the  Farm  Burena  Federation  which  has  ju.st  been 
n  lad  at  the  desk.  Will  the  Senator  f rotn  Ohio  yield  to  me  la 
ofder  that  I  may  do  that? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
y^eld  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  FESS.    I  yield  for  that  purpose, 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Tlie  letter  put  Into  the  Rbcobd  by 
tHo  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Sm<x>t]  from  Mr.  Chester  H.  Gray, 
n  presentative  of  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  ad- 
vances three  ideas:  First,  that  in  the  law  in  relation  to  the 
fli'xihle  provlsion.s  of  the  tariff  the  50  per  c^nt  limitation  should 
Ih  removed  and  the  right  given  to  elevate  or  lower  the  tariff 
w  ithout  any  limit ;  second,  that  authority  should  be  given  to 
tiansfer  items  from  the  free  list  to  the  dutiable  list  and  vice 
viirsa  from  the  dutiable  list  to  the  free  list;  and,  third,  that 
tie  cost  of  production  difference  is  entirely  unworkable  and 
tlierefore  that  differences  in  conditions  of  competition  shonld 
b»  substituted  for  it  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
ii  he  approTCs  of  those  sum^estiuns? 


Mr.  SBfOOT.  Mr.  President,  all  I  can  say  Is  that  personally 
I  do  not. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Any  one  of  the  three? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Any  tme  of  the  three.  I  am  only  expressing 
my  personal  view  In  the  matter,  however. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansaf*.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio  yield  to  me  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  a 
question  ? 

Mr.  FESS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Following  the  question  asked 
by  the  Senator  from  Montana,  let  me  say  that  as  I  heard  the 
reading  of  the  document  It  proposes  to  eliminate  the  Executive 
from  the  performance  of  any  duty  in  connection  with  the 
flexible  provision  and  devolyes  that  duty  on  the  Tariff  Ckwa- 
mlssion.    I.«>  that  correct? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  letter  was 
handed  to  me  Just  before  I  came  to  the  Aoor  of  the  S«iate,  and 
I  have  not  read  the  letter  in  detail.  So  I  sboold  not  want  to 
answer  that  question. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
as  to  the  purport  of  the  letter  is  as  I  understand  it. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Very  well.  What  I  want  to 
ask  the  Senator  trom  Utah  is  whether  he  is  in  sympathy  with 
that  suggestion? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  I  can  say  is  that  I  am  in  favor  of  the 
amendment  which  was  submitted  by  me  to  the  House  provision, 
and  I  think  that  that  is  as  far  as  we  ought  to  go. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield 
to  me  that  I  may  ask  a  question? 

Mr.  FESS.     I  yield. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  FESS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  would 
be  willing  to  permit  a  question  to  be  asked  him  at  this  time 
about  the  letter  of  the  Farm  Bureau  Federatlcm? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas  asked  the  Senator 
from  Utah  whether  he  agreed  with  the  Farm  Bureau's  position 
regarding  certain  details  of  the  system  of  the  flexible  tariff. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Seuat<v  from  Arkansas  whether  he, 
himself,  agrees  with  tbe  broad  principle  urged  in  that  letter 
that  the  flexible  tariff  provision  should  be  retained? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  should  have 
DO  objection  to  giving  the  Tariff  Commission  the  power  to  make 
recommendations  to  Congress  touching  changes  of  rates,  and 
requiring  the  Tariff  Commission  to  report  such  rates  at  the  be- 
ginning of  each  session. 

Now,  I  should  Like  to  ask  the  S^iator  from  Pennsylvania  a 
question.  I>oes  he  approve  of  the  proposal  of  the  Farm  Bureau 
Federation  representative  to  take  away  from  the  Executive  the 
power  to  adjust  rates  under  the  flexible  provision,  and  repose 
it  in  the  Tariff  Commission,  with  or  without  approval  by  the 
Congress ': 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  that  a  comperatiTely  minor  matter;  and 
I  should  not  be  unhappy  If  either  solution  were  adopted — that 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  or  that  suggested  by  the 
Farm  Bureau  Federation.  That  is  a  detail;  but  the  important 
thing  is  their  iiisistance  upon  th^  strrwig  belief  in  the  flexible 
tariff,  providing  for  correction  of  inequalities  without  waiting 
for  the  tedious  process  of  congressional  action;  and  that  Is 
what  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator  aliout  Does  the  Senator 
approve  of  that? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  nothing  would 
di!«tress  me  more  than  to  make  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
unhappy. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  has  sometimes  tried,  bat  seldom 
has  succeeded. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  One  of  the  chief  anxieties 
experienced  in  my  legislative  duties  is  to  safeguard  the  happi- 
ness of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  REED.    The  Senator  has  been  very  successful. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  imderstand  that  the 
all-important  proposition  in  the  letter  Just  read  at  the  Instance 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah  Is  the  creation  of  some  plan  to  «i- 
force  a  flexible  provision.  I  understand,  in  view  of  the  conten- 
tion that  is  going  on  here  and  the  sharp  dispute  that  exists 
In  the  Senate,  that  the  real  issue,  on  which  some  Senators  are 
weakening,  is  whether  the  power  to  fix  tariff  duties  shall  be 
devolved  upon  the  Executive,  or  shall  be  performed  by  the  Con- 
gress or  some  agency  within  the  control  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  the  Senator  Is  exactly  right  In  that.  The 
question  Is  whether  we  shall  wait  for  the  slo^  action  of  Con- 


gress; and  if  that  letter  means  anythfng.  It  neans  that  we 
oQ^t  not 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  there  to  a  funda- 
mental error  in  the  letter  Jost  read,  and  in  the  statement  Just 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Pmnsylvania.  Tbe  flexible  pro- 
vision never  has  proved  a  prompt  njethotl  of  changing  the  tariff. 
Slow  as  the  Congress  Is,  slow  as  we  are  now,  we  are  acting 
mudi  more  quickly  than  the  Tariff  Commission  ever  has  acted 
under  the  flexible  provision ;  and  the  Senator  ftt>m  Pennsyl- 
vania we41  knows  that  fact. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Foixmne],  in  a  very 
able  discussion  of  this  subject  a  few  days  ago,  i4aced  in  the 
Rbcobd  a  statement  at  the  length  of  time  that  hai*  been  consumed 
by  the  Tariff  C<«imlssion  In  every  case  that  It  has  ever  consid- 
ered tmder  the  flexible  provision;  and  the  astonishing  fact  to 
revealed  that  years  and  years  have  been  consumed  in  tl>e  In- 
veedgation  of  every  case  under  the  flexible  provteion  save  In 
the  case  of  wheat  In  some  comparatively  unimportant  cases, 
like  linseed  oil,  a  period  of  five  or  six  years  has  elapsed  after 
the  Tariff  Commimdon  has  taken  up  the  subject  and  before  it 
has  reported  to  the  President.  In  many  cases  48  months  or  4 
years,  50  months,  36  months,  2  years  In  most  cases,  have  passed 
after  the  Tariff  Commlsrfon  has  undertaken  to  consider  and  in- 
vestigate under  the  flexible  provision.  Then,  In  some  cases, 
after  the  Tariff  Commission  had  taken  that  long  period  of  time — 
far  longer  than  the  Congress  has  ever  taken  in  the  complete 
revltdon  of  the  tariff  after  it  has  assumed  that  great  task — th« 
President  himself  has  failed  to  take  any  action  on  the  report  of 
the  Tariff  Commission. 

That  occurred  in  the  most  important  case  that  has  ever  come 
before  the  Tariff  Commission  under  the  flexible  provision, 
namely,  In  connection  with  sugar ;  and  great  delay  by  the  Execu- 
tive has  occurred  in  a  number  of  other  cases.  Bo  that  Senators 
or  others  who  urge  the  flexible  provision  as  a  i)rompt  remedy  for 
correcting  errors  in  the  tariff  between  sessions  of  Congress  are 
speaking  entirely  outside  of  the  record  and  have  no  foondatlon 
in  rfther  fact  or  consistency  to  support  their  conclusion. 

Any  flexible  provision  that  works  a  prompt  revision  of  any 
schedule  in  the  tariff  must  necessarily  be  entirely  different  from 
the  flexible  provision  as  it  exists  under  the  act  of  1922  and  as  it 
has  been  applied  by  the  Executive  and  by  the  commission.  It 
to  not  a  remedy  for  promptly  changing  the  tariff.  It  never  has 
been  so  r^arded  by  the  Tariff  Commission  itsdf.  The  Presi- 
dent himself  has  not  usually  contributed  to  making  It  a  prompt 
remedy.  So  that  it  to  mere  subterfuge,  pretense,  to  urge  that  the 
flexible  provisicm  to  a  necessary  emergency  means  of  changing 
the  tariff.  It  never  has  worked  that  way,  and  it  can  not  work 
that  way  as  long  as  the  system  of  obtaining  differ^ices  in  costs 
of  production  at  home  and  abroad  prevalto. 

There  to  no  use  of  covering  up  thto  subject  with  confusion. 
We  are  right  on  the  eve  of  voting  now  on  the  most  important 
tosue  in  this  Mil.  "Rie  lines  have  been  formed ;  the  issue  has 
been  discussed ;  and  here  comes  the  Senator  from  Utah  inject- 
ing apparently  a  new  weak  proi>08ltlon  into  the  subject  covering 
his  retreat  1^  I  may  diaracterize  his  action  in  that  way,  by  a 
suggestion  that  the  ixrfnt  for  which  Senators  have  contended  in 
opposition  to  the  jM-esent  flexible  provision  shall  be  yielded, 
namely,  that  the  delegation  of  power  to  the  President  should  be 
repealed  and  the  power  to  make  tariffs  restored  where  it  belongs, 
to  the  reiM-esentatlves  of  the  people.  Any  system  which  accom- 
plishes that  end  will  meet  with  my  sympathetic  consideration. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  will  the  Setiator  from  Ohio  yield 
to  me  very  briefly? 

Mr.  FESS.  If  it  does  not  provoke  another  speeiii,  I  will 
yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  wish  to  apologise  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  for  transgressing  upon  his  time. 

Mr.  FESS.  No,  Mr.  President;  I  always  enjoy  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  suffldently  that  I  will  jrteld  at  any  time  when 
he  to  going  to  make  a  speech ;  but  I  do  not  want  to  yield  for  too 
many  sfteeches. 

Mr.  REED.  I  simply  desire  to  make  a  rery  brief  statement 
in  connection  with  that  made  by  the  Senator  f  rrjm  Arkansas. 

Since  Congress  last  legislated  on  the  tariff,  in  1922,  the  Tariff 
Commission  and  the  President  have  acted  37  times  In  the  cor- 
rectlcm  of  what  they  l)ellwed  to  be  Inequalities  In  the  duties. 
Eleven  or  twelve  of  those  actions  were  for  the  relief  of  the  farm- 
ers of  America.  Congress  can  not  act  that  promptly.  The 
Tariff  Commission  has  taken  too  long,  I  will  admit;  hut,  at 
that,  it  has  been  vastly  more  prompt  than  the  Congress.  We 
have  waited  seven  years,  and  we  are  only  starting  now.  and  we 
have  not  yet  made  a  fair  start  at  tariff  revtoion. 

Mr.  BORAH  and  Mr.  SIMMONS  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
yield  further;  and  if  ao,  to  whom? 
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Mr.  BORAH.    Let  me  say  Just  a  word. 

Mr.  FE88.  Mr.  President,  we  hare  l)€en  here  for  35  mlnntes. 
I  hare  beea  od  the  floor  that  long,  and  I  have  not  aaid  anyttiing 
yet. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  dedines  to 
yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  Presitlent,  the  Senator  has  been  so  gen- 
eroiLH  that  I  am  not  going  to  tax  his  generosity  any  further.  A 
little  later  I  am  going  to  gay  something  atx>ut  this  "  37  times  in 
7  yearx,"  and  what  it  means. 

Mr.   SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  FRSS.  I  shall  be  gratified  if  these  otterances  can  be 
made  in  the  time  of  the  Senators  themselves,  rather  than  in  my 
time. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Will  the  Senator  let  me  have  a  half  minute? 

Mr.  FESS.  I  yield.  I  always  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  1  simply  desire  to  make  the  bare  statement 
that  during  the  last  7  years  aboot  500  applications  have  been 
ntade  to  the  cumniiiision  under  the  flexible  tariff  provisions;  and 
during  thoae  7  years,  out  of  those  500  applications,  they  have 
acted  upon  only  a  little  over  -10. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  PretUdeut.  these  interrnptions  engaged  in 
by  Members  on  either  side  of  the  aisle  Intensify  the  very  thing 
to  which  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate 

There  has  been  for  years— in  fact,  ever  since  the  Government 
has  l>een  established — a  deeire.  if  possible,  to  take  the  considera- 
tion of  th«*  tariff  out  of  politics.  I  never  have  been  convinced 
that  that  could  t>e  done.  I  have  believed  that  we  might  mini- 
mise or  lessen  the  political  element  in  the  discussifHi.  but  I 
never  have  been  convin<*e4l  that  it  could  be  entirely  taken  out 
of  the  realm  uf  political  interest  In  fact,  the  liigh  spots  in 
debate  on  American  Questions  In  thi^  body  have  very  largely 
been  tko  this  very  issue. 

Men  have  taken  poidtious  that  afterwards  they  reversed.  Par- 
ties tmve  chiiUK'ed  on  the  issue:  but  the  issue  is  perennial. 
Every  Memijer  of  the  Senate  conversant  with  tariff  discussions 
will  remember  that  John  C.  Calb«un  in  1S16  was  regardc>d  a 
protectionist,  and  supported  the  measure  at  that  time.  In  1828 
Calhoun  denounced  the  bill  of  that  year  as  a  bill  of  abomina- 
tions, havin;;  entirely  reversed  his  position. 

When  Calhoun  was  advocating  the  niea.sure  of  1816,  Webster 
was  resisting  it.  In  1828,  when  Calhoun  was  resisting  the  act 
of  1S28,  Webster  was  supporting  it.  Those  great  memb^s  of 
the  trio  at  that  time  change<I  their  positions  entirely.  The 
same  thing  was  noted  in  various  sections  of  the  country.  At 
one  time  one  nection  favored,  and  then  later  it  disapprovied  of, 
the  idea  of  this  character  of  l^^lation. 

In  1833  Henry  Clay,  for  the  second  time  in  his  life,  acted 
a."*  the  peacemaker  in  a  great  struggle  that  was  going  on  In 
Washington  in  the  legislative  hall.^.  That  was  the  year  after 
John  C.  Calhoun  threatened  to  lead  the  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina out  of  the  Union  when  Pre»ident  Jackson  was  in  the  W^hite 
House;  and  it  was  Clay  who  brought  about  peace  on  the  par- 
ticular Issue  which  wa.s  the  source  of  the  concern  of  South 
Carolina  which  we  are  now  discussing  in  the  tariff  act  of  1833. 

Then  in  1846.  in  the  time  of  the  Walker  Tariff  Act,  there  was 
apparently  Just  as  much  interest,  and  the  discussion  was  as 
caustic  ami  acute,  as  in  these  days;  but  after  the  Civil  War 
the  detMte  not  only  persisted  but  it  was  more  freiinent  It  se^ns 
to  me  that  the  issue  now  before  us  is  one  that  never  has  been 
at  rest. 

It  took  the  form  of  proposeil  legislation  In  1887,  under  the 
leadership  of  RtH^^r  Q.  Mills,  of  the  other  body,  when  he  was  the 
cbnirmnn  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  I  want  the 
Senate  to  recall  that  it  was  Roger  Q.  &[ills  whose  proposal  to 
place  raw  material  on  the  free  list  was  then  accepted  by  the 
Democrats.  Thar  was  urged  as  fundamental,  and  our  late 
lauienteti  Speaker.  Champ  Clark,  took  the  saine  view  as  late  as 
1013.  when  the  I'uderwood  tariff  legislation  was  under  con- 
sideration. 

In  1890.  fiJIowlng  the  proposal  of  Roger  Q.  Mllli*.  we  had  the 
famou.s  MtKlnley  bill.  That  bill  intro<lni-ed  two  new  ideas. 
One  of  them  was  the  provl>ion  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from 
Penn-syWania  (Mr.  Rced]  yesterday,  which  ultimately  reached 
the  SniMrenie  Court  for  a  determination  as  to  It.^  cofii^titutional- 
Ity.  nnmely,  whether  in  recipnK-al  relations  between  countries, 
it  a  conntry  competing  with  us  should  place  a  duty  on  an  arti- 
cle which  Mith  us  was  on  the  free  list,  we  had  a  right  to  modify 
the  ntte  through  the  President  without  further  action  of  the 
legi.Hlatlve  bo<ly.  That  was  a  contested  question,  but.  as  I  have 
said,  it  was  strictly  a  political  one. 

In  1892  or  189S  we  had  a  revenml  of  the  McKinley  bill  by 
the  passage  of  the  Wilson  law,  which  wetit  into  effect  in  18^ 
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Tien,  following  that  only  three  years,  came  the  Dingley  bill  of 
18  rr.  Then  in  1909  came  the  Payne- Aldrich  bill,  in  1913  the 
Ui  derwcMxi  bill,  and  in  1922  the  present  law. 

mention  these  acts  to  indicate  that  the  tariff  question  was 
be  ore  us  all  the  time.  Every  political  campaign  was  fought 
ou :  on  that  issue,  and  during  all  tho.se  years,  with  the  most 
tei  rifle  Democratic  opposition,  with  the  greatest  talent  of  the 
CO  mtry  opposing  the  principle  of  protection,  in  platform,  in 
CO  ivention,  on  the  stump,  and  in  the  legislative  halls,  the  coun- 
tr;  ■  nothwithstanding  has  been  a  protective  country,  believing 
in  that  principle,  and  the  country's  adherence  to  that  principle 
ne  rer  was  stronger  than  it  Is  to-day. 

n  any  part  of  New  England,  an  industrial  section,  anyone 
ru  ining  on  a  protective  tariff  plank  can  win  against  a  man  who 
is  not  in  favor  of  protection,  no  matter  what  his  party  afBlia- 
ticn.  That  is  true  in  the  agricultural  State  of  Kansa.s,  that  Is 
true  in  tlie  mining  State  of  Colorado,  it  is  true  in  the  Industrial 
and  agricultural  State  of  Ohio,  it  is  true  in  the  Unite<l  States 
generally,  and  in  no  place  is  it  truer  than  in  the  southern  sec- 
tif  n  of  the  conntry,  if  they  could  eliminate  one  question  about 
wl  ii«li  they  are  sensitive,  which  .seems  to  dominate  down  there, 
it  Buust  be  obvioas  that  every  year  that  growing  section  in  the 
S<wth.  which  has  made  more   remarkable  strides   In   the   last 

years  than  any  other  section  of  our  country,  and  is  coming 
into  its  own  with  tremendous  vigor  and  great  pos.«?ibilitie8  for 
the  future,  would,  if  some  other  things  could  be  eliminated,  be 
a  protective  country,  believing  in  the  principle  of  protection  as 
It  nas  been  operative  In  the  country  generally.  Therefore  I  say 
thit  It  seems  to  me  inherent  that  the  question  is  political  in 
ch  aracter. 

[  agree  with  all  that  is  .said  in  reference  to  the  political  phase 
of  the  matter  disturbing  the  integrity  of  the  business  of  tire 
country.  It  suspends  the  operations  of  contracts  for  future  de- 
li>ery.  for  as  long  as  any  proposed  change  of  any  great  propor- 
tl<ins  in  costs  affecting  articles  of  foreign  commerce  is  uncertain 
bii  siness  will  be  suspended ;  It  is  bound  to  be  suspended.  For 
th  ?  last  3.T  years  there  has  been  one  hope  among  the  forward- 
loi»king  and  open-ndnded  advanced  thinkers  in  America  to  find 
sone  way  by  which  we  could  minimize  the  political  character 
of  tariff  legislation,  and  to  find,  if  i>ossible.  a  basis  that  would 
be  scientific,  so  that  the  action  of  the  Congress  would  be  based 
viupa  facts  not  colored  by  political  Interests  pro  or  con. 

think  I  am  safely  within  the  truth  when  I  say  that, 
although  utterances  of  the  forward-thinking  men  in  universities 
an  J  elsewhere  regarding  this  matter  had  filled  the  columns  of 
miigazines  and  of  newspapers,  the  first  utterance  to  the  effect 
thi  It  the  tariff  duties  should  be  put  on  a  scientific  basis  was  that 
of  Colonel  Roosevelt  as  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
Tl  at  Is  why  I  repeat  what  has  been  said  on  the  floor  before, 
th  It  this  being  a  plank  in  the  Progressive  platform  of  that 
lei  der  before  the  Progressive  PafQ(  was  formed,  but  while  ho 
wj  s  I*Tesldent  of  the  United  States,  it  Is  one  of  the  steps  which 
pr  >perly  measures  the  advanced  thinking  of  that  leader. 

This  is  what  Mr.  Roosevelt  said  as  the  I'resident  of  the 
CO  mtry : 

fbere  is  geaeral  acquiescence  in  our  present  tariff  eytttem  as  a 
na  tonal  polio;.  The  flrat  requisite  to  our  pro-sperity  is  the  coutinuitf 
ani  i  stabilitj  of  this  economic  policy.  Nothing  could  t»e  more  unwise 
tlu  n  to  disturb  the  bnslneBs  Interei^ts  of  the  country  by  any  general 
tai  iff  change  at  this  time.  Doubt,  apprehension,  uncertainty  are  exactly 
whit  we  most  wish  to  avoid  In  the  interest  of  our  commercial  and 
material   well-being. 

call  the  attention  of  Senators  to  this  sentence : 

Our  experience  in  the  past  has  »hown  that  sweeping  revisions  of  the 
taiiff  are  apt  to  produce  conditions  closely  approaching  panic  in  the 
ba(  iness  world.  Yet  it  Is  not  only  possible,  but  eminently  (l«»sirable,  to 
conbine  with  the  stability  of  our  economic  system  a  supplementary  sya- 
toil  of  reciprocal  b«^neflt  and  oblii;ation  with  other  nations. 

Referring  there  especially  to  a  reference  of  McKlnley's  policy 
of  re<'iproclty. 

n  a  second  mes-sage  Colonel  Roosevelt  took  up  the  same  sub- 
je<t.  and  this  is  the  first  constructive  proposal  of  any  statesman 
as  to  a  tariff  commission.  It  was  made  by  Colonel  Roosevelt  a.s 
Pr?8ident  of  the  United  States: 

Vherever  the  tariff  c<^nditloi)s  are  such  that  a  needed  change  can  not 
wl  h  advantage  l>e  made  by  the  application  of  the  reciprocity  idea,  then 
it  -an  be  made  outright  by  a  lowering  of  duties  on  a  given  prwluct.  If 
poisible.  such  change  should  be  made  only  after  the  fullest  considera- 
tion by  practical  experts,  who  should  approach  the  subject  from  a  busl- 
neja  standpoint,  having  ia  view  Nith  the  particular  interests  affected 
anil  the  commercial  well-being  of  the  people  as  a  whole.  The  machinery 
fof  providing  soch  careful  iuve^itigatlon  can  re-.idily  l>e  supplied.  The 
executive  departmant  has  already  at  tt4  disposal  methods  of  collecting 
fa<td  aud  figure*;  aad  if  the  Congress  desires  additional  consideration 
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Mr   NORRIS.     I  am  exceedingly  interested  in  the  Senator's  ] 
remarks   Just    made.     The   desirability    of    accomplishing    that  j 
end  is  very  great.   I   l>elleve.     I  agree  with   the  Senator.     But  | 
the  Senator  said  that  it  is  inherently  impossible  for  Concress 
to  maiie  the  revision. 

Mr.  FF.SJS.    Yes;  if  it  has  to  be  made  in  Congress. 

Mr.  NoiiRI.S.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question,  and  I 
have  aske<i  the  same  question  of  a  good  nuiny  other  Senators, 
particularly  on  this  side  of  the  aisle.  Would  it  not  bn  possible 
for  the  Senate  by  a  rule  of  the  Senate  to  provide  that  a  schedule 
at  a  time  should  be  taken  ap,  making  out  of  order  amendments 
that  are  now  in  order  under  our  rules?  If  that  would  not  work, 
would  it  not  be  possible  to  put  in  the  law  a  provisitm  to  that 
effect,  that  upon  the  report,  let  us  say,  of  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion rvi*4»mmendiug  a  certain  change  in  a  certain  schedule,  in 
the  consideration  of  that  report  from  the  Tariff  Commission  it 
woul<l  l>e  out  of  ordtT  in  either  branch  of  Congress  to  offer 
any  amendment  not  germane  to  that  particular  schedule?  I  am 
asking  the  Senator  in  perfect  go<Hl  faith  whether  in  his  judg- 
ment that  kind  of  a  law  would  be  effective  and  whether  it 
would  not  ac<'omplish  what  the  Senator  has  just  said  is  impos- 
sible of  accomplishment  in  Congress? 

Mr.  FESS.  I  know  that  the  Senator  is  asking  the  question 
In  the  best  of  faith  and  without  any  of  the  humor  that  he  had 
in  an  earlier  question  a  while  ago.  I  do  not  think  that  it  is 
practically  ixissible.  The  reason  why  I  do  not  believe  so  is 
that  this  wide  country  of  ours,  of  wonderful,  diversified  re- 
H«>urces  representing  all  different  phases  of  life,  finds  itself  in 
one  section  confined  to  one  interest,  while  in  another  section  it 
is  princii>aUy  another,  and  in  a  third  section  it  Is  still  another 
interest.  The  very  element  that  makes  possible  our  federated 
G«»vernment,  namely,  wide  expan.se  and  great  variety  of  interest, 
would  make  impotiaible  an  agreement  of  that  sort,  I  believe, 
in  this  body — unless  it  could  be  said  that  "  when  we  get  through 
with  this  schedule  we  are  going  to  take  up  another  schedule." 
and  that  woul^  not  give  the  result  the  Senator  wants,  in  my 
judgment.  We  have  thought  over  the  idea,  and  It  has  been 
diM'us.sed  in  the  public  forum,  that  if  we  could  limit  legislation 
to  one  schedule  and  let  every  item  stand  on  its  own  bottom  and 
consider  It  on  its  own  merits  without  reference  to  another, 
that  procedure  would  take  it  out  of  politics.    That  has  been  a 
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^ould  iM^vent  logrolling  In  the  making  of  the  tariff.  If  we 
.s:  lould  take  the  tariff  bill  up,  schetlule  by  schedule,  it  Is  con- 
o?ded  that  we  would  get  rid  of  logrolling,  the  greatest  evil  of 
a  ly  which  is  connected  with  the  making  of  the  tariff.  It 
» ems  to  me  it  would  be  wise  either  by  law  or  by  what  I 
s  lould  think  would  be  a  more  simple  method,  the  adoption  of  a 
joint  rule  by  the  House  and  the  Senate,  to  provide  that  in  the 
c  >nsideration  of  tariff  measures  in  either  Hotise  no  amendment 
s  lall  be  In  order  which  is  not  gennane  to  the  particular  sched- 
ule which  the  body  has  utider  consideration  for  revi.slou. 

Now,  let  me  ask  the  Senator  this  question :  Aiisumlng  that  v^ 
had  such  a  ru!e — the  Senator  thinks  we  could  not  get  It,  bvt 
assuming  that  we  had  .such  a  Joint  rule — I  want  to  ask  hlii 
V  hether,  in  his  judgment,  that  method  would  not  be  effective 
1^  eliminating  l«tgrollliig  in  the  making  of  tariff  schedules? 

Mr.  FESS.  Two  assumptions  are  contained  in  the  Senator's 
stiggestion.  If  we  had  such  a  rule  and  then  could  put  it  into 
practical  operation,  I  think  it  would  have  some  effect  in 
removing  logrolling. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     If  we  had  the  rule  we  could  certainly  apply  it. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  do  not  think  that  in  a  body  where  every 
Member  has  a  different  interest  we  shall  ever  get  such  una- 
n  mity  of  opinion  as  would  lead  to  the  consideration  of  one 
ii  terest  to  the  exclusion  of  another;  I  do  not  think  that  would 
b;  possible.  If  it  were,  however,  I  think  it  would  be  very 
ilpsirable. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  very  grateful  for  the  interruptions  which 
hbve  been  made  during  the  course  of  my  speech,  becau.se  they 
g?t  to  the  heart  of  the  question  I  am  trying  to  di.scuss.  We 
do  desire  to  minimize,  as  far  as  possible,  outside  influence  in 
tariff  legislation,  so  that  every  item  shall  stand  on  its  own 
laerita  The  Tariff  Commi.s,sion  has  tried  it,  and,  I  think,  in  a 
degree,  is  succeeding.  The  other  suggestion,  however,  we  have 
nut  been  able  to  put  Into  op*'ration. 

The  best  suggestion  which  has  come,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
the  one  that  goes  furthest  toward  securing  what  everybody 
would  like  to  have  done,  is  the  flexible  tariff  provision.  When 
that  provision  was  first  brought  forward  in  1922.  being  then  a 
Member  of  the  other  Ixjdy,  I  did  not  lot>k  on  it  with  very  great 
favor,  because  I  entertained  some  fear  that  it  might  result  in 
interrupting  the   relationship  between   the   executive  and   the 
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to  that  wblcb  wlH  be  g\rm  tte  imbjert  by  Iti  own  commltteeii,  Aea  a 
commission  of  tnuinesa  experts  can  be  iippointed  whose  duty  It  should 
be  to  recommend  action  by  the  Congress  after  a  delll>erate  and  srientlflc 
examination  of  the  various  achedules  as  they  are  affected  by  the  changed 
and  changing  condittona.  The  nnhunried  and  unbiased  report  of  thla 
commission  would  show  what  changes  should  be  made  in  the  various 
■chfHlult's  and  bow  far  these  changes  could  po  without  also  changing  the 
great  prosperity  which  thia  country  Is  now  enjoying,  or  apsetting  Its 
fixed  economic  policy. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  FESS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Did  Colonri  Roosevelt  ever  recommaid  any- 
thing except  a  body  of  experts  who  should  report  to  Congress? 

Mr.  FESS.  I  do  not  find  any  further  reference  to  the  Tariff 
Commission  beyond  what  I  have  read. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  have  examined  President  McKlnley's  views 
and  President  Roosevelt's  views,  and  they  never  seemed  to  con- 
template anything  other  than  a  commission  which  should  in- 
form Congress,  to  which  nobody  is  objecting. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  that  was  very  exhaastively  dis- 
cussed in  both  the  debate  on  the  creaticm  of  the  commission 
and  also  in  the  discussion  of  the  act  of  1922,  and  I  had  an 
opinion  upon  that  very  phase  of  the  discus.«?Ion. 

LtH  me  state  what  followed  this  representation  by  President 
Roosevelt.  By  the  most  overwhelming  opinion  of  the  best- 
thinking  element  in  America  that  eventuated,  under  President 
Roosevelt's  successor.  President  Taft,  in  a  recommendation  for 
a  tariff  board  or  a  tariff  commission. 

The  tariff  act  of  1909  made  recommendation  for  a  fact- 
finding commission,  and  then  later  it  went  beyond  simply  that 
act,  and  a  tariff  board  was  created,  and  the  President  was 
authorized  to  appoint  five  members.  That  tariff  lx)ard  was 
limited  to  fact  finding  only.  When  a  suggestion  was  made  that 
it  should  determine  what  the  rates  should  be,  it  received  no 
favorable  action,  or  even,  so  far  as  I  know,  expression  from 
either  House. 

WTien  the  matter  of  giving  the  board  power  to  recommend 
legislation  arose,  action  on  that  point  was  omitted.  In  other 
words,  the  board  was  permitted  to  submit  the  data  upon  which 
there  could  be  based  legislative  changes  in  the  tariff  laws. 

WTien  that  board  was  operating  it  unfortunately  met  with  the 
opposition  of  our  friends  across  the  aisle,  and  under  the  admin- 
istration of  President  Wilsop  appropriations  were  denied,  and 
the  board  was  disoontlnut^d.  being  starve<J  to  death. 

I  have  in  my  hand  a  photostatic  copy  of  the  address  of 
Gov.  Alfred  Smith,  made  in  Louisville  during  the  last  campaign, 
a  verj'  strwig  presentation,  I  think,  on  the  tariff  question. 
In  this  speech  Governor  Smith  made  it  specific,  in  rehearsing 
this  historj',  that  the  act  of  starving  the  tariff  board  was  an 
error  and  a  great  mistake,  and  he  was  saying  that  while  he  was 
arguing  for  the  maintenance  of  a  scientific  board  or  commission 
for  the  purpose  of  submitting  data  upon  which  action  could  be 
had  on  tariff  rates. 

In  his  acceptance  address,  to  which  most  of  us  listened  with 
much  interest.  Governor  Smith  referred  to  his  position  on  the 
protective  tariff.  He  assured  the  country  that  there  would  be 
nothing  done  that  would  interfere  with  btLsiness  if  he  should 
bo  electe<l  President,  and  assure*!  Republican  business  men  that 
they  had  no  basis  of  fear  at  all. 

In  his  reference  to  the  Underwood  Act  In  that  address  I 
thought,  and  others  declared,  that  he  was  using  that  as  an 
example  of  tariff  legislati<m  in  which  he  believed.  It  was 
stated  over  the  country  that  the  governor  was  in  favor  of  legis- 
lation on  the  tariff  question  that  would  be  symbolized  by  the 
Underwood  bill. 

The  governor  took  offense  at  that  statement  and  challenged 
anyone  to  point  out  any  place  where  he  had  Indorsed  the 
Underwood  bill,  and  the  chairman  of  the  committee  also  Issued 
a  statement  demanding  to  know  when  he  had  ever  made  such 
a  declaration  as  that.  This  showed  clearly  that  he  did  not 
want  to  be  committed  on  the  tariff  question  along  the  lines  of 
the  UnderwcKid  bill,  which  is  a  comix'titive  tariff,  if  the  famous 
and  much-lamented  author  of  that  bill  knew  what  he  had  in  it. 

Then  the  governor,  further  along  in  his  famous  address  at 
Louisville,  pointed  out  something  like  nine  provi^ons  upon 
which  he  stood  on  the  tariff  question.    In  one  of  them  he  said: 

I  state  definitely  that  the  Democratic  Party,  If  intrusted  with  power, 
will  be  opposed  to  any  general  tariff  bill.  Personally,  I  regard  general 
tariff  legislation  as  prodactlve  of  logrolling,  business  confusion,  and 
uncertainty — 

And  so  forth.  Tlmt  is  precisely  the  expression  of  a  fear 
that  has  been  in  tariff  legislation  that  we  are  trying  to  get 


away  from,  the  element  of  logroHhip,  the  element  of  paying 
political  debts,  the  element  that  says  "  If  you  will  give  us 
what  we  want  we  will  give  you  what  you  want."  The  only 
way  that  element  can  be  gotten  rid  of  is  through  some  scien- 
tific commission  which  will  collect  in  an  unbiased  way  the 
data  for  action  by  the  Government.    I  mention  this 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Ohk)  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  FESS.  I  wish  the  Senator  would  permit  me  to  proceed. 
However,  I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Inasmuch  as  the  Senator  from  Ohio  Is 
quoting  my  candidate  for  the  Presidency  last  year,  will  he 
permit  me  to  quote  Just  two  lines  from  bis  candidate?  In  a 
speech  made  on  the  15th  of  October  last  Mr.  Hoover  said : 

But  the  American  people  will  never  consent  to  delegating  authority 
over  the  tariff  to  any  commlsaion,  whether  nonpartisan  or  bipartisan. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  FESS.  Will  the  S«iator  permit  me  first  to  say  that 
that  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  does  not  disturb 
me  in  the  least,  t>ecan9e  it  is  not  invposed  to  do  anything  of 
that  kind  now. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  only  want  to  state  with  what  regret  I  see 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  and  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  excliaug- 
ing  their  candidates  for  the  Presidency. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  would  assume  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
would  think  that  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  was  not  peeved, 
since  his  candidate  was  the  candidate  of  the  S^iator  from 
Nebraska. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  FESS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  In  addition  to  the  statement 
just  read  by  the  Smator  from  Tennessee,  there  is  a  further 
stat^nent  in  the  same  address  to  which  he  refers  that  does 
commit  the  President  very  strongly  on  the  subject,  as  I  construe 
his  language.    The  following  is  his  language: 

There  Is  only  one  commission  to  which  delegation  of  that  authority 
can  be  made.  That  is  the  great  commission  of  their  own  choosing,  ttM 
Congress  of  the  United  States  and  the  President. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  the  Senate  wOl  permit 
me  to  discuss  this  subject  without  reference  to  any  particular 
man's  opinion  other  than  on  the  lines  upon  whic^  I  am  discuss- 
ing it,  namtHy,  whether  we  can  minimize  the  political  effect  in 
tariff  legislation,  and  I  quoted  as  high  authority  on  the  Demo- 
cratic  side  as  I  believe  we  have  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to 
say  that  with  that  portion  of  his  remarks  I  am  in  hearty  sym- 
patliy?  I  think  everything  possible  ought  to  be  done  to  relieve 
the  problem  of  tariff  making  or  tariff  revision  from  those  influ- 
ences which,  in  the  opinion  of  many,  have  controlled  results  in 
the  past  and  which  influences  do  not  comi>rebend  properly  and 
fully  the  general  public  int^i^st  and  the  wcilfare  of  the  masses. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  am  very  much  obliged  to  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  for  that  statement,  because  I  really  think  that  we 
do  all  desli«  the  same  end.  If  the  tariff  legislation  is  to  be  of 
any  substantial  value  to  the  country.  It  must  be  carried  on  with 
the  least  possible  political  influence  that  might  prejudice  against 
the  facts  which  have  been  selected  by  a  scientiflc  l)ody.  I 
meant  to  say  that  the  thinking  people  of  the  country  would  like 
to  minimize  the  political  influence.  The  Tariff  Commistdon  is 
one  agency  which  we  hope  will  help  to  do  it,  and  if  a  body  of 
experts  directed  to  collect  facts  upon  which  we  can  make  our 
decisions  can  not  do  it,  then  I  think  it  is  rather  ho{>eles8. 

Ou  the  other  hand,  realizing  that  the  Tariff  Commission  plan 
has  not  entirely  removed  the  political  phasi*,  there  was  another 
effort  that  was  supplemental  to  it  and  which  ran  through  the 
press  and  the  public  colunms  of  intelligence  for  years,  namely, 
a  provision  of  law  by  which  we  could  revise  the  tariff  sdiedule 
by  Bcliedule,  Uiking  up  one,  if  necessary,  to  the  total  exclusion 
of  all  the  others ;  in  other  words,  to  eliminate  what  is  called 
the  Ic^xoUing  element  and  confining  the  revision  to  but  one 
8<-hedule.  That  was  urge<l  for  years.  It  has  enlisted  the  best 
thought  of  the  countr>'.  But  it  is  clearly  inherently  impossible 
to  do  it  in  Congress.  If  it  ever  could  be  done,  it  would  have 
to  be  through  a  scientific  body  that  is  not  feeling  the  pressure 
of  political  influence. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  FESS.    I  jleld. 
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I  favor  our  plan  as  against  the  British  plan,  and  yet  Great 
Britain  in  many  ways  Is  more  democratic  than  are  we.  There 
have  been  in  the  200  years  prior  to  1922  only  36  Prime  Ministers 
in  Great  Britain,  beginning  with  the  first  great,  real  Prime 
Minister  whom  England  had.  Sir  Robert  Walpole,  who  served 
longer  as  Prime  Minister  than  did  any  of  his  successors — not 
more  often  but  for  a  longer  term.  In  200  years,  I  repeat,  there 
have  been  in  Great  Britain  only  36  IMme  Ministers  and  only  61 
administrations^  I  mean  by  that  that  Mr.  Gladstone  served 
four  times  as  Prime  Minister;  Salisbury,  Palmerston,  and  Earl 
Stanley  each  served  three  times;  but  there  were  only  51  ad- 
ministrations and  only  36  Prime  Ministers  in  200  years  in 
Great  Britain. 

In  France,  however,  in  50  jvars  there  have  been  61  changes 
In  the  Government,  each  administration  lasting,  on  the  average, 
nine  months.  My  distinguished  friwid  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Edge],  who  is  soon  to  broaden  his  acquaintance 
with  France  and  French  affairs,  may  be  interested  in  that  state- 
ment The  contrast  is  a  sharp  one,  Indicating  the  staUllty  of 
the  system  of  Great  Britain. 

My  point  is  that  the  three  departments  of  the  Government — 
the  executive  to  enforce  the  law,  the  legislative  to  make  the 
law,  and  the  Judiciary  to  interpret  the  law — ought  to  be  kept  in 
the  largest  possible  degree  wholly  Independent  of  one  another. 
For  that  reason  it  might  be  regarded  as  more  in  keeping  vrtth 
our  institutions  if  in  the  exM-dse  of  legislative  functions  there 
should  be  the  least  possible  influence  either  from  the  judiciary 
or  the  President  I  say  this  with  no  idea  whatever  of  question- 
ing the  right  on  the  part  of  tl>e  President  to  indicate  his  views 
to  the  Congress.  The  President  can  send  a  message  to  the  Con- 
gress If  be  wishes  to  do  so;  he  can  give  a  statement  to  the 
newspapers  If  he  desires  to  do  so ;  he  can  send  a  message  to  an 
individual  Senator  to  be  read  if  he  desires  to  do  that  Each  of 
these  methods  is  an  opcm  avenue  through  which  the  President 
may  communicate  his  views  on  a  given  subject 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  to  my  friends  who  are 
concerned  about  the  President's  statement  in  respect  to  at  least 
two  subjects  called  to  our  attention  recently  by  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  that  on  the  proposed  det>enture  plan  he  did  not 
speak  until  a  committee  had  visited  him  and  asked  him  to  do 
so.    I  think  It  would  have  been  rather  shabby  if  he  should  have 


Lord  Acton,  Professor  Ashley,  Maine  In  his  Ancient  Law. 
and  other  great  writers  challenged  attention  to  the  fragility  of 
democratic  institutions  and  to  the  Incilnatlon  of  the  peoj^e  to 
sacrifice  liberty  to  wealth  and  power  and  to  follow  individuals 
who  have  risen  to  place  and  authority,  notwithstanding  that  in 
many  instances  they  were  unworthy  leaiders  and  selfl.shly  am- 
bitious men.  The  Senator,  with  his  historical  knowledge,  knows 
that  the  cause  of  liberty  has  usually  been  advanced  and  de- 
fended by  the  people  and  their  representatives  speaking  through 
parliamentary  bodies.  Perhaps  It  is  axiomatic  that  there  is  a 
tendency  in  all  governments  toward  centralization  of  authority. 
Our  fathers  recognized  the  failures  that  had  attended  democ- 
racies and  liberal  governments,  largely  through  the  absorption 
of  power  by  executive  authority.  Accordingly,  in  the  Constitu- 
tion the  powers  of  the  three  branches  of  government  wera 
enumerated,  defined,  and  limited.  To  the  Chief  Executive  great 
authority  was  given.  He  was  made  the  head  of  the  Army  and 
the  Navy.  To  him  was  given  authority  to  appoint  the  vast 
army  of  officials  and  servants  of  the  Government,  det^med  neces- 
sary to  execute  the  laws  enacted  by  Congress.  He  names  the 
judges,  the  heads  of  all  executive  departments,  selects  ambas- 
sadors and  representatives  to  foreign  countries.  Few  monarchs 
in  the  world  have  the  power  possessed  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  It  Is  lmp<^)rtant  that  the  line  separating  the 
three  departments  should  be  maintained.  The  jjower  of  taxa- 
tion, as  the  Senator  knows,  has  oft^i  been  the  subject  of  con- 
troversy. Monarchs  have  insisted  upon  exercising  this  authority 
and  legislative  bodies  have  not  always  asserted  the  right  to 
lay  and  collect  taxes  for  governmental  purposes.  Does  not  the 
Senator  with  his  historical  knowledge  believe  that  there  may 
be  danger  as  the  years  go  by  of  a  shifting  of  that  pr(^»er  equilib- 
rium in  the  division  of  authority  and  power?  We  all  have  a 
deep  affection  for  the  Constitution  and  desire  it  to  be  pre- 
served in  letter  and  in  si)irit.  But  there  is  sometimes  indif- 
ference to  fundamental  questions  and  to  the  importance  of 
restrictii^  each  branch  of  the  Government  to  the  sphere  to 
which  the  Constitution  assigns  it 

Mr.  FESS.  So  far  as  the  Senator's  question  is  concerned, 
about  where  reforms  originate,  whether  they  originate  with  the 
officials  or  among  the  people,  I  agree  with  his  inference  that  in 
the  history  of  the  world  it  is  very  rarely  that  reforms  come  from 
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thiiikera  of  the  country.  But  I  am  coDviuc-ed  that  it  can  oot  be 
doiie — I  mean  it  can  not  be  (Ion<'  In  this  txxly. 

Mr.  NOURIS.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me.  he  has  in  bis 
answer  to  my  question  made  an  anniment  to  the  effect  that  it 
Would  be  impotwiible  to  secure  the  adoption  of  ^uch  a  report.  I 
admit  the  difficulties  of  doing  it.  But  the  question  I  pro- 
pounded to  (he  Senator  was  not  of  that  nature.  The  question 
ia.  Could  we  legally  do  it?  Could  we  not,  for  instance,  in  the 
consideration  of  this  bill  or  any  other  bill  involTlng  the  tariff, 
provide  for  a  tariff  commlsBlon  and  have  a  provision  also  that 
the  Tariff  Commission  could  report  to  Congress  as  to  what 
chanire  should  be  made  in  a  schedule  or  a  classification,  and  that 
thereupon,  when  that  report  came  to  Congress,  we  should  con- 
aider  it  and  in  its  con«iideration  it  would  be  out  of  order  to  offer 
any  amendment  to  that  particular  report  that  was  not  germane 
to  the  particular  section  referred  to  in  the  report?  Could  we 
do  that  legally? 

Mr.  FESa  I  suppose  that  this  body  in  conjunction  with  the 
other  branch  of  Congress  could  do  anything  legally  and  I  do 
not  see  any  inhibition  there  to  the  legality  of  the  proposition; 
but  it  certainly  is  impracticable.  We  never  could  get  any  such 
regulation  aa  that  in  this  body.  My  point  was  that  there  was 
an  ^ort  of  long  standing  to  get  the  tariff  out  of  politics.  One 
suggestion  was  the  Tariff  Commission.  Another  suggestion  is 
the  plan  of  treiiting  schedule  by  schedule  without  reference  to 
other  schedules.  The  Tariff  CommLssion  was  created  and  we 
are  trying  oat  that  plan.  The  Tariff  Commission,  of  course, 
haa  no  authority  over  what  we  have  been  talking  about,  sdied- 
ule  by  schedule:  but  we  have  never  been  able  to  gi^t  anywhere 
on  the  propaganda  of  doing  it  iwrbedule  by  schedule.  The  near- 
est approad)  to  it  was  at  the  chx-^e  of  the  war  when  we  had  the 
emergency  tariff  bill  before  os,  which  was  limited  to  agriculture. 
We  called  !t  a  temporary  bill  with  the  distinct  understanding 
that  as  quickly  as  we  could  reach  the  permanent  bill  other  items 
would  be  taken  care  of.  But  In  order  to  pass  that  emergency 
measure  with  such  a  tremendous  bAi>king  to  it  we  had  to  have  it 
understood  that  a  general  tariff  bill  should  be  taken  up  imme- 
diately following.  So  I  do  not  think  the  idea  the  Senator  has 
suggested  Is  at  all  puMslble. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  another  interrup- 
tion, I  am  glad  imleed  to  get  the  Senator's  Idea,  but  It  has  oc- 
eurred  to  roe  that  we  could  reach  the  situation  very  much 
desired  I  think  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  as  well  as  myself, 
and  aa  far  as  I  know  by  most  Members  of  the  Senate,  which 


ugisiaiive  orancnes  <»r  rue  uovemmeut. 

I  wish  to  .say  here  very  franlily  Uiat  with  much  which  has 
bien  said  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  about  the  influence  of  the 
Executive  in  legislative  matters  I  am  in  entire  sympathy.  I 
was  one  of  the  critics  of  Pn^sident  Wilson  when  in  his  admin- 
istration he  extende<l  the  Executive  function  over  the  legis- 
U  tive  body  farther  than  any  man  who  had  ever  sat  in  the 
p-esidential  chair.  I  think  one  reason  for  his  action  in  that 
r  'gard  was  the  condition  of  the  Nation  growing  out  of  the 
If  orld  War.  That  would  constitute  somewhat  of  a  mitigating 
c  rcumstance ;  his  actii'u  may  have  been  neces.sary ;  but  I  did 
n  )t  hesitate  to  offer  criticism  of  the  general  trend,  as  it  ap- 
p  fared  to  me,  of  the  Executive  reaching  over  into  the  legislative 
fi  inctlon. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  It  distinctly  understood  that 
I  do  not  mean  that  the  President  has  not  a  right  to  make  known 
h  8  views.  He  does  have  a  right  to  do  so ;  he  is  wholly  within 
tl  e  scope  of  his  proper  function  when  he  does  it,  and  I  am  not 
f <  r  a  moment  saying  that  he  should  not  take  such  a  course. 
E  ad  I  been  consulted  in  the  matter,  however,  I  think  my  advice 
WDuld  have  been  adverse  to  any  particular  Executive  particlpa- 
ti  >n  in  legislation  here  in  the  Capitol.  I  have  been  rather  of 
tie  opinion  that  the  function  of  the  Executive,  in  contrast  with 
tl  ose  of  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government,  is  to  give 
a(  vice  on  matters  concerning  the  state  of  the  Union  or  on  any 
piirticular  mattor  in  which  he  might  be  interested.  That,  of 
course,  is  the  President's  function  under  the  con.stitutional  re- 
quirement. He  should  then  sign  or  refuse  to  sign  the  leglsla- 
ti[>n  which  comes  to  him.  That  seemed  for  many  years  to  be 
tie  proper  relation.ship  between  the  two  branches  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  matters  of  legislation. 

I  think  that  everjbody  here  who  is  conversant  with  the  devel- 
ofment  of  political  .science  will  recognize  that  our  Government 
is  differentiated  from  ivery  other  government  in  history  In  hav- 
irg  tJiree  departments  which  are  independent  in  their  relation- 
si  ip  one  with  the  other.  The  difference  between  our  Government 
a  id  a  despotism  is  that  a  despotism  combines  the  three  functions 
o:  legislative,  judicial,  and  es»X'Utlve  in  one  person.  The  differ- 
ei  ce  between  our  Government  and  that  of  England  is  that, 
w  lile  in  England  there  are  three  governmental  functions^  there 
ai  e  but  two  separate  departments,  two  functions  being  combined 
ii  one;  in  otlier  words,  there  is  no  such  thing  In  Great  Britain 
a!  an  unconstitutional  law,  for  the  reason  tiiat  the  body  which 
m  akes  the  law  also  construes  it ;  and  there  is  no  Ixxly,  such  as 
WB  have  here,  which  sits  upon  the  coiistitutionality  of  a  law. 


4018 


CONGRESSIONAL  KECORD— SENATE 


different  departments  of  the  GoTemment  and  that  be  does  not 
want  to  see  the  President  usurp  the  legislative  power,  and 
assuming  that  we  can  so  give  this  power  that  the  President 
will  not  usurp  it,  why,  then,  does  not  the  Senator  faror  a 
proposition  which  will  keep  that  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
Congress,  and  not  give  it  to  the  President,  against  which  pos- 
sibility he  has  spoken  at  length? 

Mr.  FESS.  I  regret  that  the  Senator  uses  the  term  "usurp 
the  power."  Nothing  that  I  have  said  could  be  twisted  into 
such  an  Inference  as  that.  The  only  question  that  was  raised 
here  on  the  floor  was  as  to  j'jst  how  far  the  Rxecuthre  should 
gi»  during  the  discussion  of  a  bill  in  framing  that  bill. 

I  do  not  at  all  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
BoBAH]  that  if  the  President  expresses  his  opinion  on  a  policy, 
he  has  to  express  it  in  detail.  There  is  not  any  sequence  at 
all  to  that  statement.  If  the  President  of  the  United  States 
feels  that  there  Is  before  Congress  an  item  of  tremendous  im- 
portance, and  it  is  a  policy-determining  item,  dealing  not  with 
administration  and  not  with  detail,  hut  with  a  policy  of  the 
Nation  in  an  effort  to  mitigate  political  influMice  in  tariff 
legislation,  then,  according  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  if  he 
speaks  out  on  that,  he  must  submit  himself  to  the  catechism 
of  every  curious  Senator  interested  in  every  small  item  in  the 
bin. 

That  does  not  follow  at  all.  There  is  no  basis  for  that 
stiitement  The  President  feels  concerned  when  we  are  dealing 
with  the  poMcy  here,  and  he  has  a  right  to  speak.  Nobody 
denies  that ;  but  when  it  comes  to  saying  what  this  item  should 
be  or  that  item,  or  what  this  schedule  should  be  or  that 
seliedule.  that  certainly  would  not  be  exijected  from  the 
President  by  anyone  who  really  recognises  what  the  presidential 
fnnctlon  ta. 

Mr.  TYniNGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  again? 

Mr.  FESS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  us  suppose  that  we  do  give  to  the 
President  this  power  to  raise  and  lower  the  taxes  on  imimrts: 
Would  It  not  be  just  as  ti^^ui^ible  to  give  him  other  powers  simi- 
lar to  that,  tt  increai«  or  dccrea.se  the  size  of  the  Army  with- 
out recourse  to  Congress,  or  to  Increase  or  decrease  the  size 
of  the  public  debt  without  recourse  to  Congress? 

Mr.  FE8S.  Oh.  no;  I  do  not  think  so  at  all.  If  we  ever 
reach  that  point,  we  will  consider  it;  but  it  is  not  likely  that 
anyt>ody  will  ever  reach  that  i»olnt. 

Let  me  state  to  the  Senator  that  the  thing  on  which  the 
rresident  spoke,  which  has  been  a  question  uf  dlsctUHlon  here 
as  to  discretion,  was  a  thing  in  the  bill  in  which  he  was  to 
exercise  the  power;  and  he  was  speaking  of  the  fnnctlon  that 
the  legislation  gave  to  him.  For  that  reason  he  bad  a  right 
to  let  the  Congress  know  bis  view ;  and  nobody  would  exi>ect 
him  to  go  Into  Uie  ZOOO  features  of  this  bill,  item  by  item,  and 
say  whether  he  was  sati>>fled  or  not. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President.  I  am  occupying  too  mtKh  time. 
There  are  aome  other  things  uf  which  I  should  like  to  speak  and 
then  conclutle  my  remarks. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  FEJSS.  I  must  yield  to  my  friend  from  North  Carolina- 
Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  if  I  misunder- 
stood him  a  little  while  ago  when  I  reached  the  conclusion  that 
he  wa.<t  advocating  turning  over  the  tariff-making  power  to  a 
commission  ? 

Mr.  FESS.  No;  I  said  that  I  would  not  agree  to  that 
That  was  the  ptAnt  of  the  letter  that  was  read.  I  had  never 
.seen  that  letter ;  but,  as  I  beard  it  read,  there  were  three  items 
In  it  to  which  I  would  not  agree. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator,  then,  does  not  beliere  that  we 
ought  to  bestow  upon  the  Tariff  Conimission  the  power  to  fix 
rates  npon  any  rule  whatsoever? 

Mr.  FESS.     I  do  not. 

Mr.  SlMMONa  Then  I  misunderstood  the  argument  of  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  am  sorr>-  if  the  Senator  did  not  understand  me. 
I  do  not  believe  that  ought  to  be  done.  I  had  not  gotten  to 
the  point  of  bow  far  I  would  go  with  the  Tariff  Commission 
on  the  matter  of  the  flexible  tarUr  provision  of  the  law. 

The  letter  that  was  read  a  while  ago  stated  that  it  would  be 
wise  to  give  the  Tariff  Commission  the  authority  to  fix  these 
rates,  as  I  understood,  without  submitting  the  matter  either 
to  the  President  or  to  Cougress.  I  would  not  agree  to  that 
I  would  not  surrender  to  a  commission  the  Crovernment's  power 
In  the  matter  of  tariff  duties,  with  no  power  of  modification  or 
rejection.  I  think  that  would  be  unwise.  That  may  be  wise 
in  the  future,  bat  I  am  not  yet  ready  to  accept  it. 

Mr.  GLENN.    Mr.  President 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  FESS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GLENN,  Would  the  Senator  be  willing  to  permit  the 
President  acting  upon  the  recommendations  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
m  ission,  to  act  without  any  limitation  as  to  percentage  of 
increase  or  decrease? 

Mr.  FESS.  I  would  not  I  think  that  the  decision  as  to 
wiether  an  article  shall  go  on  the  free  list  or  on  the  dutiable 
litt  is  a  question  of  policy.  It  ought  not  to  be  turned  over  to 
ait  administrative  b<Kly.  It  ouffht  to  remain  In  the  hands  of 
tils  body.  But  when  Congress  has  decided  that  the  article 
si  ould  be  placed  on  the  dutiable  list,  and  we  know  that  changes 
aie  very  rapid,  many  times  unexpected,  rather  than  require 
tie  whole  matter  to  be  left  in  abeyance  until  Congress  can  take 
u]>  the  whole  subject  of  the  tariff  and  dLsc-U!<s  it,  I  would  em- 
p  wer  the  President  to  make  a  modification  by  way  of  adjust- 
ment  upon  the  recommendation  of  a  fact-finding  body  whose 
btisiness  is  to  get  the  facts. 

Mr.  GLENN.  I  understand.  My  point  is  that  this  authority 
is  limited  to  a  50  per  cent  increase  or  a  50  per  cent  decrease. 
Ir  view  of  the  Senator's  argument  does  he  think  there  is  any 
g<  od  reason  for  making  that  limitation ;  or  would  he  take  off 
tlie  limitation,  and  leave  it  entirely  to  the  President? 

Mr.  FESS.  No;  I  would  not  take  off  the  limitation.  The 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  rai.sed  that  question  the 
otfcer  day.  He  a.sked,  "  If  this  grant  of  authority  Is  wise,  then 
wiy  place  upon  It  any  limitation  at  all?"  It  seems  to  me  that 
Ib  a  disputed  question  such  as  the  tariff  always  involves  there 
oiight  to  be  some  rule  of  action,  and  that  rule  should  be  laid 
down  by  us;  and  the  President  himself,  being  the  administra- 
te r,  mttst  be  kept  within  that  rule. 

I  would  not  take  off  the  limitation.  I  would  hold  it  at  some 
figure,  at  least ;  neither  would  I  permit  the  Tariff  Commission 
tr  transfer  an  article  from  the  dutiable  to  the  free  list,  or  from 
tl  e  free  list  to  the  dutiable  list. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  SenatcHT  from  Ohio 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  FtJSS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Will  the  Senator  give  us  his 
reasons  for  his  view  with  refipect  to  that  suhject? 

Take  the  matter  of  Incresjse:  The  commission  and  the  Presi- 
(Unt  find  that  In  order  to  equalize  the  costs  of  production  it 
w  II  be  necewary  to  Increase  a  given  rate  76  per  (vnt  Why 
w  mid  the  Senator  have  the  President  and  the  commission  stop 
at  50  l)er  cent? 

Mr.  FBSS.  I  admit  that  there  is  some  force  in  the  Senator's 
St  ggestlon. 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  the  rule  should  be  the  difference 
it  owts  t*f  proilnction  at  home  and  abn>8d,  why  should  we  stop 
ai  SO  per  cent? 

Mr.  FESS.  I  think  there  is  strength  in  the  suggestion  the 
Senator  Is  making:  but,  at  the  same  time,  here  is  a  policy.  It 
is  controverted.  It  Is  rather  an  experlnjcnt  to  see  whether 
w  i  can  eliminate,  in  a  degree,  the  political  effect  here  and  deter- 
m  ne  the  matter  pur^y  upon  the  basis  of  the  proper  duty ;  and 
It  seems  to  me  that  to  limit  the  power  of  the  President  Is  not 
uiiwl.se.  It  seems  to  me  that  It  would  be  wiser  to  feel  t>ur  way 
rather  than  to  open  up  the  whole  subject  and  relegate  all  tariff 
CO  Dsideration  to  the  President. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  For  seven  years?  But  let  me  ask 
the  Senator  another  question,  with  his  permission. 

The  Senator  suggested  that  he  would  not  tolerate  the  Idea  of 
trinsferring  an  item  from  the  free  list  to  the  dutiable  list  or 
fi  [>m  the  dutiable  list  to  the  free  list  because  that  is  a  matter 
ol  policy.  Let  me  present  this  situation  to  the  Senator  from 
Odo: 

The  Congress  puts  a  certain  commodity  upon  the  free  list 
T  lere  seems  at  the  time  to  be  no  occasion  whatever  to  put  it 
u|  ion  the  dutiable  list ;  but  as  the  Senator  has  indicated,  con- 
diti«)n8  change,  and  now  it  is  possible  to  pro<iuce  that  com- 
modity abroad  at  a  cost  con.siderably  less  than  it  can  be  pro- 
duced by  the  American  manufacturer  or  other  producers.  The 
S<  'uator  would  have  the  industry  remain  in  its  depresse<l  condi- 
tl  «  until  the  Congress,  by  this  slow  process  of  which  we  are 
to  d,  should  eventually  get  around  to  revising  the  whole  tariff. 
Ski  d  then  possibly  afford  the  relief  that  was  necessary  ;  would  he? 

Mr,  FESS.  Yes;  I  would  require  Congress  to  make  the 
d^ange. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mojitana.  Why  would  you  let  that  poor 
fe  low  suffer  the  depressed  condition  while  the  man  who  hap- 
p(tted  to  have  a  small  duty  would  be  in  a  situation  to  get 
in  imediate  relief  7 


refused  under  those  circumstances  to  do  what  he  did,  although 
I  doubted  the  wisdom  ot  doing  it.  So  in  the  matter  of  the 
flexible  provisions  of  the  tariff  bill  I  think  there  is  involved  a 
question  of  principle  as  well  as  of  policy.  It  is  not  merely  an 
administrative  question.  If  the  President  is  deeply  concerned 
alKJUt  a  change  of  policy  which  to  him  seems  important  I  do 
not  believe  that  an  expression  of  his  views  affords  a  basis  for 
legitimate  criticism.  However,  whether  that  Is  so  or  not  Sen- 
ators mlgtit  as  well  make  up  their  minds  that  the  country  does 
not  l>elieve  that  it  is  wrong,  and  the  country  will  be  with  the 
President  in  the  particular  episode  to  which  reference  has  been 
made.  I  felt  that  when  President  Wilson  exercised  certain 
authority  as  he  did,  he  was  going  too  far,  and  yet  every  hour 
I  knew  that  the  country  was  with  him.  That  situation  may  be 
due  to  the  fact  that  this  body  is  impersonal,  bo  ttiat  the  country 
can  indict  it  as  a  whole  and  not  individual  Senators.  It  may 
be  charged  that  it  has  lowered  its  level  from  what  it  used  to  be 
without  offense  to  any  individual ;  but  that  is  not  so  In  the  case 
of  the  President  When  they  refer  to  the  Executive  they  refer 
to  a  man,  but  when  they  ^)eak  of  the  Senate  tJiey  do  not  q;)eak 
of  any  individual,  and  therefore  with  the  license  of  perfect  free- 
dom they  can  indict  the  Senate  under  the  circumstances  sur- 
rounding it  in  contrast  with  those  surrounding  the  President 
Whether  wise  or  unwise,  we  might  as  well  recognize  the  fact 
that  the  country  is  with  the  Executive  when  he  assumes  any 
authority  of  leadership. 

It  may  be  to  our  humiliation,  and  It  may  be  not  altogether 
the  best  thing,  generally  speaking,  for  the  country,  but,  never- 
theless, that  Is  the  fact  and  we  might  as  well  admit  it 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yirfd? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Cotjzkns  In  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  FESS.    I  yield  to  my  friend  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  has  referred  to  some  historical  mat- 
ters drawn  from  the  history  of  Great  Britain.  Without  conced- 
ing their  relevancy  to  this  discussion,  does  not  the  Senator 
recognize  that  often  the  people  have  supported  the  monarch 
In  his  unjust  as.sertlon  of  authority  against  the  rights  of  the 
people  and  the  Parliament?  The  Senator  has  referred  to  France. 
He  knows  that  Boulanger,  and  Napoleon — for  that  matter.  Na- 
poleon the  Little,  Napoleon  the  Third — and  other  military  lead- 
ers, with  their  gaudy  trappings  of  military  power,  caught  the 
Imagination  of  the  people  who  siq^rted  them  in  their  too- 
often  despotic  cause. 


une  omciai  oou>,  xroui  uiuoc  lu  ttuiucpnij  ,  uul  aiiuum  uui- 
versally  they  arise  from  the  people,  usually  through  a  leader  un- 
known up  to  that  time. 

That  was  the  case  in  the  Magna  Charta  against  King  John. 
That  was  the  case  In  the  famous  Bill  of  Rights,  and  the  Peti- 
tion of  Rights.  That,  In  a  sense,  was  the  case  here  when  we 
adopted  the  Declaration  of  Independence.  I  think  it  may  be 
said  that  as  a  general  rule  reforms  on  matters  of  llt>erty  usually 
originate  with  the  under  people  rather  than  with  those  in 
authority;  but  with  the  other  suggestion,  which  I  think  is  an 
inference  of  the  Senator,  I  do  not  at  all  agree.  That  is,  I  have 
no  fear  that  the  Executive  in  our  country  will  ever  become  the 
"man  on  horseback."  The  world  has  gotten  away  from  that 
idea.  That  suggestion  will  get  nowhere — not  even  in  Europe 
to-day,  much  less  In  this  country. 

As  to  maintaining  the  nice  relationship  between  the  depart- 
ments, I  think  that  Is  quite  another  thing,  and  quite  important ; 
but  as  I  stated  l)€tfore,  the  pe<^le  are  with  the  man  who  takes 
the  responsibility  of  leadership.  It  is  not  so  much  a  question  of 
what  he  does,  but  what  they  want  him  to  do.  If  the  President  is 
criticized  at  all,  it  will  be  on  the  ba.sls  that  be  will  not  do  what 
they  think  he  should  do;  and  the  efforts  of  the  Executive  to 
bring  Congress  to  a  realization  of  what  he  wants  done  will  be 
applauded,  as  a  rule,  by  the  people  of  the  country. 

That  was  the  point  that  I  wanted  to  make. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  FESS.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  argues  that  there  Is  need  for 
the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  bill.  Let  us  assume  that  there 
is  a  real  need.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  it  Is  not  pf>s- 
sible  to  give  that  power  to  a  body  created  by  Congress  with 
which  the  President  would  hare  nothing  to  do? 

Mr.  FESS.    I  should  not  agree  to  that 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  not  asking  whether  the  Senator  ageea 
to  that  policy,  but  I  am  asking  him  If  it  is  not  possible  to  do 
that. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  think  It  Is.  That  is  the  statement  of  the  letter 
that  was  sent  up  and  read  at  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Very  well.  Assuming,  then,  that  the  Sen- 
ator believes  In  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff,  and  assum- 
ing that  the  Senator,  as  he  says,  does  not  want  to  confuse  the 
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Mr.  FESS.  The  question  of  freedom  of  trade  is  a  big  one, 
and  who)  you  take  all  of  the  duty  off  an  article  there  is  in- 
volved not  only  the  question  of  whether  you  need  protection 
but  also  the  question  of  revenue,  and  that  Is  a  matter  which 
ought  to  be  determined  by  this  body  and  not  by  an  administra- 
tive bo<iy. 

Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bokah]  assailed 
the  Tariff  Commis.slon  on  the  ground  of  its  record,  and  he  made 
the  statement  that  in  all  the  changes  that  had  been  made 
there  had  been  32  Increases  and  only  5  decreases,  and  he  openly 
stated  that  that  shoi^-ed  that  the  Tariff  Commission  was  not 
carrying  out  the  purpose  of  the  people  in  creating  it 

I  think  that  is  wholly  unsound.  In  the  first  place,  the  Tariff 
Commission  acts  only  upon  petitions  which  come  to  it ;  and 
the  great  bulk  of  the  petitions  which  have  been  received  have 
been  for  increases,  and  very  few  for  decreases.  When  the  com- 
mission go  into  a  matter  and  make  their  recommendations,  the 
simple  fact  that  they  do  not  recommend  a  great  number  of  de- 
creases and  few  increases  is  not  a  sound  argument  against  the 
commission. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  FESS.     Will  not  the  Senator  permit  me  to  conclude? 

The  PRE.SIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  declines  to 
yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  There  is  a  second  c<msideration  which  must  be 
understood.  The  flexible  tariff  provision  is  a  part  of  the  law 
of  1J)22.  The  law  of  1922  fundamentally  Is  a  law  for  protection. 
The  three  objects  if  the  law  were  stated  in  its  preamble :  One 
was  the  regulation  of  foreign  commerce,  another  was  an  effort  to 
increase  prosperity,  and  another  object  was  the  encouragement 
of  ln«iustries.  The  latter  is  fundamental.  It  Is  the  one  thing 
which  some  of  our  friends  say  we  have  no  right  to  do,  because 
we  are  Umltetl  constitutionally  to  fixing  rates  for  revenue  pur- 
poses only;  but  we  do  not  believe  that  and  we  never  have  be- 
lieved it.  We  think  we  are  Justified,  under  the  Constitution  and 
under  every  consideration  of  the  welfare  of  the  public,  In  so 
encouraging  industry  as  to  cause  American  capital  to  be  invested 
in  the  employment  of  American  labor  at  a  wage  scale  that  will 
maintain  the  American  standard  of  living  and  create  the  great- 
est purchasing  power  the  world  has  ever  known  in  the  people  at 
large.    That  Is  a  purpo.«»e  justified  under  the  Constitution. 

The  flexible  tariff  provision  is  part  of  a  law  that  is  protec- 
tive, and  the  opposition  to  this  bill  is  from  those  who  do  not 
as  n  rule  support  the  protective  system.  It  comes  almost  alto- 
gether from  pers^jns  who  are  opposed  to  the  protective  system, 
and  It  Is  TOpp«jrted  by  those  who  believe  In  a  corapetltlre  system 
Instead  of  a  protective  system.  That  must  not  be  misunder- 
stood. 

If  the  commission,  operating  under  a  rule  laid  down  by  Con- 
jrreiM — and  one  of  the  purposes  is  to  encourage  industry — is 
considering  a  question  of  Increases  in  order  to  make  up  the 
difference  between  the  cost  of  production  In  two  countries,  where 
is  there  the  basis  of  the  statement  that  the  commission  has 
broken  down  because  It  did  not  decrease  Instead  of  increase, 
when  petitions  for  decrexuses  were  not  before  it?  Therefore  I 
hold,  Mr.  President,  that  that  statement  has  no  force  whatever. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  (Mr.  Bobab]  always  edifies  and 
stimulates  every  hearer  who  has  the  privilege  of  being  under 
the  spell  of  his  eloquence.  While  he  was  speaking  ou  the  tax- 
ing power,  and  stating  that  we  were  delegating  to  another 
agency  than  Congress  the  power  to  levy  taxes,  and  stating  that 
he  thought  It  rather  doubtful  whether  It  was  constitutional,  al- 
though the  Senator  as  he  always  does,  gave  due  respect  to  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  I  could  not  help  harking  back 
to  that  period,  which  many  in  this  body  now  recall,  when  the 
great  constitutional  lawyer.  Senator  J.  B.  Foraker,  of  Ohio, 
made  his  great  argument  against  the  constitutionality  of  the 
rate-making  power  i>eing  placed  in  the  Interstate  C/ommerce 
(^mmission.  That  was  pronounced  one  of  tlie  greatest  presenta- 
tions ever  heard  in  this  body,  and  it  certainly  was  p»wertul. 

His  argument  was  to  the  effect  that  Congress  had  no  right 
to  delegate  to  a  Government  agency,  such  as  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Conunlssion,  the  power  to  fix  tariffs  on  transporta- 
tion, that  that  was  a  matter  which  mast  be  left  to  the  parties  in 
contract,  and  it  was  even  a  question  whether  Congress  could 
interfere  with  the  parties  in  contract,  except  as  their  action 
affected  the  public. 

All  the  Senators  who  heard  that  argument  will  recall  the 
Impression  Senator  Foraker  made.  Not  only  did  his  arsument 
make  an  impression  here  but  it  made  one  before  the  Supreme 
Court  when  a  case  went  to  the  Supreme  Court  for  adjudication 
on  the  constitutionality  of  the  law. 

As  eloquent  as  was  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yesterday  in 
declaiming  against  the  power  of  this  body.  In  conjunction  with 
the  other  body  and  the  President,  to  delegate  to  a  Tariff  Com- 


mission the  power  of  recommendation  to  raise  or  decrease  rates, 
giving  the  power  to  the  President,  of  course,  his  argument  was 
not  as  eloquent  and  was  not  so  persuasive  as  was  the  address  of 
Senator  Foraker,  to  whom  I  have  Just  referred.  Yet  the  ques- 
tion went  to  the  Supreme  Court,  it  was  there  heatedly  discussed 
by  the  greatest  lawyers  of  the  United  States,  and  the  Supreme 
Court  held  thai  the  rate-making  power  could  be  glveo  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in  .spite  of  the  allegiulon  that 
Congress  could  not  delegate  that  power  to  that  commission. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  FESS.    Will  not  the  Senator  permit  me  to  proceed? 

Mr.  KING.  I  wanted  to  ascertain,  if  the  Senator  will  pardon 
me,  whether  he  regarded  the  relation  between  the  fixing  of 
rates  by  an  administrative  body  with  respect  to  public  utilities 
as  within  the  same  categ<iry  as  the  exercise  of  the  taxing  power? 

Mr.  FESS.  I  should  think  they  would  not  be  on  a  par,  but 
as  the  Senator  knows,  the  Supreme  Court  in  giving  its  decision 
on  the  flexible  tariff  provision,  quoted  the  provision  of  the 
interstate  commerce  law  and  put  them  on  a  parity. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  FESS.  If  the  Senator  will  refresh  his  memory  on  that, 
I  am  sure  he  will  find  that  is  correct 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  familiar  with  that  They  also  cited  the 
bridge  cases,  which,  of  course,  have  no  analogy.  I  repret  exceed- 
ingly that  the  Supreme  Court  failed  to  perceive  what  it  seems 
to  me  as  a  manifest  distinction  between  railroad  rate  making 
and  the  exercise  of  the  taxing  power  of  Congress.  In  my  opin- 
ion there  is  no  proper  analog}"  between  the  administrative  func- 
tions of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and  the  legisla- 
tive power  of  Congress.  The  latter  can  not  be  delegated  even 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  there  was  another  impression  I 
gathered  yesterday  while  listening  to  the  Senator  fnmi  Idaho, 
and  I  might  state  I  have  been  reminded  ot  it  by  the  interrup- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Utah.  All  of  ns  recall  the  colloquy 
between  former  Senator  Bruce,  of  Maryland,  one  of  the 
scholarly  men  of  oar  time,  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  on  the 
prohibition  question,  and  all  will  recall  how  acute  the  debate 
became  when  the  Senator  from  Maryland  somewhat  arraigned 
the  Supreme  Court  for  Its  decision,  and  even  referred  to  tlie 
attitude  of  Mr.  Lincoln  on  the  Dred  Scott  decision.  Those 
present  at  the  time  will  recall  that  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
canstlci  Ay  answered  that  attack  apoti  the  Supreme  Court 
because  of  a  decision  In  which  the  Senator  from  Maryland  did 
not  happen  to  agree. 

I  give  to  every  Senator  the  absolnte  freedom  to  express  his 
opiniona  Every  Senator  has  as  much  right  to  do  so  as  I  have, 
and  I  am  bound  to  respect  him  in  good  faith ;  bnt  I  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  Ui  an  elaborate  decision,  after  extended 
discussion  of  the  question  of  the  constitutionality  of  the  pro- 
vision we  are  now  considering,  the  court  unanimously  decided 
that  It  was  constitutional.  Anyone  who  arraigns  the  Supreme 
Court  because  of  that  decision  will  not  get  very  far  in  the  good 
opinion  of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  That  is  the  law, 
as  the  senior  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr,  Fixtcheb]  said  yester- 
day, and  it  Is  not  a  matter  about  which  we  sliould  now  express 
our  displeasure  in  the  discnssion  of  this  particular  item. 

Mr.  President,  our  hope  Is  to  minimize  the  influence  of  politics 
in  the  framing  of  tariff  legislation.  Our  hope  is  to  put  It  on  a 
scientific  basis  to  the  degree  that  we  can.  The  Tariff  Commis- 
sion did  not  wholly  succeed,  but  it  certainly  made  great  strides 
in  that  direction.  The  effort  to  effect  revision  schedule  by 
schetlule  has  not  been  found  practicable.  If  It  were,  then  we 
cotild  reach  the  desired  end  In  that  way.  The  only  method  that 
has  approached  success  by  which  we  can  consider  one  Item 
without  respect  to  any  other,  and  wholly  free  from  the  political 
Influence  of  logrolling,  is  where  a  body,  permitted  to  gather 
pertinent  data,  submits  those  data  to  the  President,  and  when 
Congn^s  authorizes  the  President  under  a  rule  laid  down  by 
C<»gres8,  to  administer  in  accordance  with  those  data.  That 
minimises  the  evil,  though  It  does  not  take  politics  out  of  tariff 
revision.  Tliat  Is  what  we  hope  will  be  done  In  this  matter.  It 
has  been  opposed  largely  because  the  tariff  would  cease  to  be  a 
political  question  if  we  placed  the  revision  of  rates  according  to 
the  recommendations  of  the  Tariff  Commission  in  tlie  hands  of 
the  I*resident. 

I  want  to  make  one  statement  again.  Wherever  a  policy  is  to 
be  determined  Congress  should  handle  the  matter,  for  the  Presi- 
dent Is  a  part  of  the  la'^onaking  power  in  that  he  must  sign 
measures,  but  wherever  a  policy  is  not  involved,  but  an  adminis- 
trative item  only,  the  putting  of  the  tiling  in  operation  Is  the 
function  of  an  admlnlstratlTe  body. 
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Here  we  are  determining  a  policy  of  tariff  legislation,  and 
jpivlng  to  an  administrative  body,  under  the  rules  made  by  this 
body,  the  right  to  administer  It.  That  frees  it  from  the  politi- 
cal influence,  which  we  have  been  trjinp  to  get  away  from.  I 
thlnli  it  is  the  most  pro^-Tesslve  step  in  the  last  40  years,  and  if 
we  for  any  reason  go  back  to  the  political  logrolling  and  destroy 
this  agency  of  experts,  who  proceed  on  an  impartial  basis,  we 
will  take  a  long  step  backward,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  we  are 
rea<ly  to  do  that. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  yesterday  said  that  the  taxing  power 
»ia«  (tuised  revolutions.  That  is  true.  Fie  said  that  it  has 
(•ausetl  the  loss  of  kings*  heads.  In  one  wise  that  was  tnia 
rhHrl»*«i  I  gave  over  to  I'ronmell  in  1649  for  that  very  reason. 
But  I  would  hope  that  n(»  Tnited  States  Senator,  with  knowl- 
e«lge  of  the  history  of  the  Stuarts  when  they  exercised  the  tax- 
Inu  po'.ver  for  their  own  behest  In  spite  of  the  will  of  the  people 
and  in  tlcUance  of  the  people,  would  quote  what  happened  to  a 
kintr  thnt  would  do  that  as  argument  against  this  proposition, 
be^misp  we  are  giving  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  an 
admlnlstnitlvp  function  oi»er«ted  under  a  rule  laid  down  by  us. 
If  the  l*rej<ldcnt  were  to  ustirfi  the  power  of  taxing  In  s|tlte  of 
the  .American  people,  that  Is  another  thing;  but  It  Is  allly  to 
talk  nUont  nu-U  a  thing  ns  that  hupiM'ninK. 

Mr,  I'resldent.  there  has  lieen  pretty  ferere  criticism  of  the 
Tariff  Commlswlon.  On  October  27.  1922.  President  Harding 
\nnwH\  an  RxemtlTe  order.  The  tariff  1)111  went  Into  effect  in 
HiptrnifMT,  1022.  and  In  the  following  month,  only  a  few  days 
atxt-r^uulm,  came  this  i»rd«T; 

ll  U  (irU4>r*il  that  all  rr<|a««t«,  apvUcstloiM,  ur  p^tlllona  tor  metUttt  or 
rellrf  un<l*r  lfe«  pri/vlalon*  of  ■arllon*  ^IS,  »1A.  and  »17  ot  TltU  III  of 
lb*  Urif  an  tpprovod  llrpt«abtr  1.  1022,  sball  bt  fll#d  with  or  rrfwrcd 
l«  ik«  r«ilt«d  maiM  Tariff  (Ummtmina  lor  f/nslderatlAa  and  for  »«cb 
lnrmflMit'ti  a*  aball  b*  la  •cwrrdan'w  wllb  Iba  Uw  Mm4  Itw  pal/lle 
trtf»at,   umW   n»l«a  sii4   racnUiUnia  t*  b«  |m««nb*d  by   a«cb  rff*- 

roflowliMr  ItMr  trnMie  ntAUit  that  wm  giirtn  iff  tbia  KMvntirft 
or4«T  »nA  up  to  •MP'ovlnMit^'lf  ili«'  prpntmt  <Uitr,  MW  MffplU'm' 
tUttm  for  iNVMtUMtl'fti  mUU^r  tUf  t^tiUU*  tariff  b«r«  \m^  AIM 
with  Om  Tsrtff  iUHumSmtXim.  Tfe<«r  •yi^ii-nlUmn,  tmirty  tuo  in 
nnmitHHr,  ml«t#  U>  HM  i»fmr»t0  etmtm*>4Ht*m,  ThiMV  w^rm  UMtrif 
010  MflfllnirtofiM  Imt  tlM^r  •ffM't^'d  ontr  ilffS  eomiWMiltUM.  TtM* 
tntuunmHtm  baa  in«iUote<1  Wl  irir(>4tli(atlon«.  I  a«fce«|  tM  Tariff 
IjotMttlitMdm  to  give  mt>  ibfif  llgnrea.  ft  haa  comfiUfted  and  went 
to  the  PrvaldMit  47  reporta.  Th«  changes  in  duty  by  prefidentlal 
prodamatlfin  have  been  M  In  number.  The  increaaes  in  duty 
have  be«ti  31  and  the  diMTeases  5. 

The  enactment  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922  followed  a  national 
campaign  in  which  the  neceaaity  of  a  return  to  a  protective 
policy  was  atrestwd  by  the  Republican  platform  and  candidate. 
I  discuaiietl  that  earlier  in  the  day. 

The  Frealdeut  declared  in  the  recent  campaign  that  tariff 
prot>>ction  waa  an  eHsential  element  of  farm  relief.  Of  the  36 
proclamations  issued  by  the  President  after  investigation  by  the 
Tariff  Commission.  13  related  to  agricultural  commodities.  That 
is  more  than  one-third.  The  increases  in  duty  on  agricultural 
products  Include  the  following:  Milk,  wheat.  Swiss  cheese,  pea- 
nuts, cream,  flour,  cherries,  eggs  and  egg  products,  butter, 
onions,  and  flaxseed — 11  in  number. 

The  only  other  schedule  of  the  tariff  act  which  approaches 
rhe  number  of  articles  in  the  agricultural  schedule  that  have 
been  investigated  by  the  Tariff  Commission  is  the  chemical 
schedule,  where  12  changes  in  duty  have  been  made  by  {resi- 
dential pntclamation. 

The  impi»rtaiH-e  of  the  chemical  industry  in  national  defence 
and  in  public  health  is  recoguiae<l  by  all  political  parties.  The 
increases  in  the  duties  on  chemical  products  were  essential  to 
the  preHervatiun  of  certain  important  branches  of  the  ch^nicai 
industry. 

Of  the  other  changes  by  proclamation  of  tl»e  President,  four 
were  In  Si-heduie  2.  relating  to  magnetite,  fluorspar,  plate  gla.ss, 
and  window  glass ;  four  were  in  Schedule  3.  metals  and  manu- 
factures of  metals  and  related  to  taximeters,  print  rollers, 
gold  leaf,  and  pig  iron:  one  in  S<-hednle  4  related  to  a  re<luc- 
tion  in  duty  on  iiaintbnish  handles.  It  will  be  well  to  remember 
that  the  pending  bill  makes  a  change  on  that  last  particular 
item.  It  might  be  of  interest  to  point  out  parenthetically  that 
the  tariff  bill  as  it  recently  passed  the  HouM  •f  Representatives 
restorwl  the  original  duty. 

Mr.  I*resideut.  I  have  here  a  summary  of  ail  the  items  which 
have  been  investigated  and  reported  upon  by  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion, giving  the  number  of  proclamations,  whether  Increajses  or 
decrea!<es^  I  do  not  care  to  read  It.  but  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  it  printed  in  tlte  Rxlobo  at  this  point. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objectioii.  it  is  s>o  ordered. 


^immary  of  actiritiet  of  United  Stale*  Tariff  Commission  under  tection 

S15  of  the  tariff  act  of  t9ti 

Obmmoditiea  represented  by  GUS  applicatioDa 8S2 

IiivostigiitioDs    liiHtitut.'d 83 

Reports  completed  and  sont  to  I'resldont 47 

0ianf;e8  in  duty  by  presidential  proclamation: 

Incrcjv^es 81 

Decrj-a.-ieti 6 

pommrxlitiei^  on    which   President   has   iiwued   statementa   retaining 

present    duties 4 

CHAKCiCH    I\    DCTT    BT    PBE8IDE>m.VL   PROCI,AMATIOX 

As  shown  in  the  accompanyiux  table,  the  changes  in  rates  of  duty  by 
Ijk'esideDtlal  proclamation  under  section  315  of  tUt-  tariff  act  of  1922 — 
3P  in  all — covered  th*'  (ollowiuK  products  : 

Agricultural  products:  13  commodities.  11  increa>«e.s  and  2  decroases ; 
covered  by  Schedule  7.  agricultural  products. 

Chemical  products:  12  rommodltlcs,  10  Increa.^es  and  2  decr»>ases ; 
c^vere<I  by  8<hedule  1,  cbemicalM. 

Industrial  products:  11  commodities,  10  increases  and  1  decrease; 
cijrered  by  Schedule  2.  f-arthH.  earthenware,  etc.;  Sclu-dule  3.  metals; 
t  chedule  4,  wood  ;  Schedule  10,  flax.  hemp.  Jut«,  etc. :  and  Schedule  14, 
aiindrlet. 

Report  $  to  Pre$l4ent  under  iiertUm  iti 
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The  summary  is  ns  follows : 


September  27 
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white  quail. 


>  Statement  issued  by  Pre.<ddent  retaining  present  duty  on  sugar. 

*  Statements  issued  by  I'resident  rrtalnlriK  preHent  dutio«  on  gloves 
i^ade  of  cotton  wnrp  knit  fabric  laud  cutton  warp  knit  fabric)    (Schedule 

cotton  manufacturi's)  ;  and  on  wall  pockets  (Schedule  13,  paper  and 
llooka). 

I|fT«STIOATIONS  ORDEKKO  UPOX  WHICH   IUCr«)BT8  HATE  NOT  BBKN  COMPI.ETW> 

Of  the  36  invc6tl?atlons  that  have  been  ordered  and  upon  which 
final  reports  have  not  be^n  submitted  to  the  President,  6  deal  with 
i  gricultural   products,   as   follows  : 

Soy  beans,  sweet  peppers,  white  or  Irish  iwtatoes.  cotton.seed.  freab 
4omatoe.<,   and    vegetable   oils. 

The  remaining  30  investigations  relate  to  industrial  products. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  desire  only  to  say  that  11  of  the  32  increases 
^ere  agricultural,  and  the  number  of  decreases,  few  it  is  true. 
J  re  not  to  measure  the  activity  of  the  Tariff  Commis.sion, 
^ecatu^  the  petitions  were  on  the  question  of  increases. 

Mr.  President.  I  wa.«:  not  aware  that  the  letter  of  Mr.  Chester 
]  I,  Gray,  which  I  had  not  seen,  would  be  read  or  even  sent  to 
uhe  Senate,  but  I  did  take  the  time  to  go  through  the  hearings 
when  Mr.  Gray  appeared  before  the  House  committee,  in  order 
aiat  I  might  get  at  the  Farm  Bureau's  attitude  on  the  subject. 
;  believe,  in  the  light  of  the  letter  which  wns  read  here  this 
1  corning,  that  I  should  not  take  any  time  to  read  from  his  state- 
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went  presented  to  the  "Ways  and  Means  Committee,  but  I  would 
like  to  have  it  inserted  in  the  Retord  because  it  is  very  much 
earlier  than  his  letter. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

The  statement  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

NSEO    OP    A     PLXXIBLB    TARIFT    FOR    AGRICULTCBB 

(Extracts  from  brief  of  Chester  FT.  Gray,  filed  on  behalf  of  the  American 
Farm  Bureau  Federation,  before  the  congressional  hearings  on  U.  E. 
2667,  discussing  the  flexible  provisions,  pages  9766-9767) 

Perh.ips  the  most  Indicative  statement  of  the  Farm  Bureau  on  the 
flexible  provision  is  contained  in  its  last  resolution,  that  of  1928,  which 
among   other   things   states : 

"  It  is  indispen!»nbly  necessary  that  flexibility  he  provided  in  tariff 
rates  no  matter  bow  accnrately  such  rates  may  be  estimated  In  the 
writing  of  the  tariff  act.  Economic  conditions  cbannre  which  require  an 
elasticity  which  will  permit  corresponding  changes  in  the  rates  of  dnty. 
There  mast  l>e  eontinooasly  in  tbe  Federal  Government  a  tariff  commis- 
sion under  the  administration  of  which  this  elasticity  can  t>e  secured. 
Tbif  commission  should  be  nonpartisan  and  the  members  thereof  shoold 
be  ap{>olnted  for  sucb  a  term  of  years  as  will  give  coatinuity  in  tbe 
carrying  oat  of  the  pollctes  of  our  tariff  laws  and  will  secnre  ereotually 
arleatiflc  and  economic  revlaloo  of  tariff  rates  rather  than  reviaion  of  a 
political  motfr,  which  has  been  op  to  tbe  present  time  too  mach  In 
evidence." 

"  Perhaps  tbe  most  forceful  argument  which  can  be  advanced  regard- 
ing the  nec<-saity  for  a  flexible  provision  would  be  to  review  aone  of 
tbe  eroBoBlc  sblfta  wblcb  bava  rome  to  paaa  in  the  last  few  yearn 
and  hurt,  re<ialre<|  adjustments  of  tariff  ratea  on  agrkraltaral  efopa. 
If  tbeae  adjnatm«nt»  had  iKit  been  ae^nired.  no  d^rutrt  agrfenltare  would 
bava  t>een  hannMl  since  the  World  War  pert/>d  more  thaa  baa  tieen  tbe 
rMf,  altboagh  all  mast  coafcsa  tbat  fanaiag  «Idc*  tlM  WorM  War 
baa  been  aeverely  4ealt  with, 

"Tbe  fleilMo  prir¥\»\om  at  tiM  t^rft  »ri  bas  aaififf  )itm\1teA  Ha 
esiM(»^<-e  diirtng  lb«  paet  few  yesra,  AltlMnigb  a^w^loa  %\7i  baa  b^ea 
Mf^4n^\^  io  iMierprat  om\n%  ptrttf  to  Ha  lietng  a  turw  fealare  of  tartt 
laws  la  «ur  M«tl4>«,  buiwlrmla  i/t  appli<«it"iM  U'tb  Induadlal  an^i 
sgrl#iilfarsl  f«r  adinatm^ia  In  tlM  datl^a  bava  btsra  dlapoaad  #f  by 
thf  Tariff  t'omml»0Um  and  a  Isrga  tmmf>er  ot  inv««(l»atl</n«  U»Vf  b*«ti 
carried  <rfl,  and  aome  Important  industrl^'S  have  l«f<  ti  mat^'Hally  ald»d, 
"Amoug  ttuHie  agrfcaltoral  prodtieia  whi<ii  have  been  h^lpmS  by 
•d)nstm<*nt  of  duties  as  made  pf>aslble  under  ae^'tlon  SIS  nay  be 
mMitton/><l  wheat,  with  an  Increaae  in  the  daty  from  SO  to  42  ent» 
pt-r  bosbel :  butter,  wltb  an  iiM'reaae  In  the  duty  from  §  to  12  eenta 
per  {wund :  Swiss  cbeeae,  wltb  an  increase  in  tbe  duty  from  S  to  7% 
centa  per  pound:  onions.  «'ith  an  iocrease  in  tbe  duty  fVom  1  to  1% 
cents  per  (Mund '.  pitted  cberriea,  with  an  incrcaae  ia  ttie  duty  from 
2  to  3  cents  per  pound;  froxen  eggs,  wltb  an  tncrenae  In  tbe  duty  from 
6  to  7'>4  cents  per  pound. 

"  It  must  l>e  confe88<>d  tbat  some  of  the  above  increases  were  in- 
adequate to  afford  tbe  protection  needed ;  nevertheless  each  of  the 
above  increases  constituted  a  sabstaotial  relief  to  the  commodity 
sought  to  tie  serretl. 

"  In  regard  to  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  an  elastic  provision 
should  t>c  continued,  nottflng  more  needs  be  said  except  to  recall  in- 
formation which  has  already  been  contained  in  the  briefs  of  the 
American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  on  various  gchednles  of  the  tariff 
act  of  lft22,  and  note  therein  the  almost  univers.il  necessity  for  greater 
rates  of  duty  than  were  thought  adequate  In  1922.  If  In  eight  years  a 
tariff  act,  that  of  1922,  has  proven  itself  to  be  inadequate  properly 
to  protect  agriculture,  and  must  l>e  almost  completely  readjusted  to 
suit  economic  conditions,  then  does  it  not  follow  logically  that  a  proper 
method  of  procedure  would  be  to  have  a  machinery  In  the  Federal 
Government — that  is,  a  tariff  commission — with  proper  authorization 
supplied  by  an  elastic  section  so  that  the  changes  in  tbe  rates,  both 
op  and  down,  could  be  made  constantly,  quietly,  and  gradually  as 
ec<>nomlc  conditions  change?  The  method  just  above  doscrilied  of 
effectuating  tariff  rate  changes  surely  would  l>e  much  l)€tter  than  to 
let  conditions  run  on  under  maladjustment,  suddenly  to  be  corrected 
by  a  general  revision  at  the  bands  of  Congress." 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  it  has  been  cont^ided  that  we 
have  not  been  fair  to  agriculture.  I  asked  the  ectmomlc  divi- 
sion of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  prepare  a  schedule 
taken  from  the  Tariff  Commission's  figures  and  give  me  the 
rates,  first  under  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  and  then  as  shown  in 
the  bill  as  it  pas.sed  the  House  and  which  we  are  now  consider- 
ing amending,  and  also  as  shown  in  the  bill  as  reported  by  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee,  and  then  to  give  the  increase  or  de- 
crense  in  the  ad  valorem  rates  over  the  tariff  of  1922.  This 
will  indicate  whether  the  bill  now  before  us  Is  ignoring  the 
requests  and  the  interests  of  agriculture.  It  will  show  that 
the  increase  on  the  agricultural  schedule  is  higher  than  on  any 
other  schedule.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  It  printed  In 
the  RscoRn. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  la  so  ordered. 


The  statement  is  as  follows: 


ComparatUre  equivaient  ad  valorem  rate  of  4utv  under  tariff  ad  of  19tt, 
H.  R.  tetn,  and  Benate  NH,  at  reported  hp  Finance  rommittre  on 
September  i,  VtZ9,  baaed  on  importt  tor  calendar  year  1929 

[Comi^led  from  the  Conorcssioral  Racoao,  September  9,  1929] 
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langanasa  mrrf^  tba  tamo  nt*  of  duly  as  ia  tba  prmmt  law  tktn  vaoM  ba  m 
locreate  of  6  per  aaot  pliia  in  tba  maUl  Kitadula  owm  tba  prassnt  law,"  (c««> 
oacastoaat  Raroae,  fapt,  9,  t«w,  p.  M«4),  ^ 

Mr.  TYDING8.    Mr.  Precideot 

The  V^ICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tbe  Senator  from  Ohio  yield 
to  the  Keiiator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  FESS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.  The  Senator  has  contended  that  power  under 
the  flexible  provision  should  be  lodged  in  the  hands  of  the 
President  as  it  is  now,  but  Mr.  Oray's  letter  contains  this 
significant  statement  in  opposition  to  the  Senator's  contention: 

Eliminate  tbe  President  from  tbe  rate-changing  process  and  aatborize 
the  Tariff  Conimisaion  to  maka  tbe  changes  Justified  by  Ita  findings, 
acting  aa  the  agent  of  tbe  Congress. 

So  that  what  Mr.  Gray  contended  for  is  not  the  thing  for 
which  the  Senator  from  Ohio  contends. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  Gray  contends  for  the  principle  of  the  Tariff 
Commission. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Yea. 

Mr.  FESS.  Just  how  far  he  would  go  is  evident.  It  is  evl- 
dent  that  he  would  go  further  than  I  would.  But  it  does  not 
mean  because  I  agree  with  bis  principle  that  I  have  to  go  as 
far  as  he  goes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  But  I  think  the  Senator  goes  further  than 
Mr.  Gray,  because  Mr.  Gray  would  retain  that  power  in  the 
hands  of  CongrecB,  while  the  Senator  would  surrender  it  and 
give  it  over  to  tlie  President. 

Mr.  FESS.  Oh,  no.  I  would  not  give  to  tbe  Tariff  Commis.sion 
the  ultimatum  in  fixing  rates.  I  would  want  either  the  Con- 
gre.ss  or  the  President  to  be  the  last  judge  in  the  matter  and  I 
would  prefer  the  President  to  Congress,  because  if  we  bring  it 
back  to  Congress  we  keep  the  political  element  in  it  just  as  we 
have  it  now.    That  is  the  point  I  make. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator,  though  I  do  not 
want  to  take  too  much  of  his  time,  that  that  is  exactly  what 
Mr.  Gray  recommends.  He  said  the  Tariff  Commission  should 
act,  and  I  quote  his  own  words,  "  acting  as  the  agent  of  Con- 
gress," not  on  its  own  responsibility. 

Mr.  FESS,  It  ia  hardly  fair  to  the  Senator  or  myself  or  Mr. 
Gray  for  me  to  speak  on  that  letter  because  I  have  not  seen 
it  and  just  heard  it  read  here  this  morning.  I  do  not  know  but 
what  there  is  something  in  it  that  I  did  not  catch  In  the 
reading. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  All  I  wish  to  do  is  to  point  out  the  difference 
between  what  Mr.  Gray  states  in  hia  letter  and  what  the 
Senator  is  c(»iteuding  for  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
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Mr.  FESS.  There  is  no  doQht  that  Mr.  Gray  In  representing 
the  Farm  Bnreaa  in  recommending,  as  he  did  in  the  committee, 
tbe  retention  ot  the  principle  of  the  flexible  provision  in  the 
law.    That  is  wliat  I  wan  trying  to  get  at 

Mr.  president.  I  wish  now  to  comment  briefly  on  the  general 
renrtion  In  the  country  on  this  subject. 

The  ( 'hamber  of  Commerce  of  the  8tate  of  New  Yorli  adopted 
a  n»port  on  October  5,  1922,  in  which  it  wa?*  stateil  that — 

The  chiimbfr  bim  polBt<><l  out  that  prorlaloos  (Id  tb«>  tariff  law]  were 
n<<>-»Miry  whirb  woul4  wcure  flexibility  In  dt-ullng  witb  <«cb  Interna- 
rionxl  Kitnatloa  aa  It  arcMM>.  WItboat  thU  flcxlbilltr,  It  la  not  poMlblf 
for  <rtir  forHgn  trjuto  to  eo)t>/  equal  advaotaxea  witb  that  ot  European 
natto  na. 

Th«>  chamber  of  commerce  declared  that  it— 

lo»kM  wlib  favor  upon  tbU  <-ffort  to  make  tbe  tariff  flevlMe.  and  acreea 
Willi  tiM  PreaitJeat.  wbo  aUtetJ  when  aisnlOK  tb«  bill  (tariff  art  of 
iiKt2\  :  "  If  we  aurreeid,  oa  f  bop«-  we  will  •oerred.  la  oukinf  effective 
tbe  elaotk-  proTiolona  of  tbU  bill,  tbia  will  prove  th«  frcateat  contrl- 
bwCtoC toward  profrvM  is  tariff  maktaf  la  a  oantary."  •  •  •  Toar 
(-iKamlttef  bellerea  tlw««  prorlalona  repreamt  Important  procreaa  toward 
a<miMl  tariff  pra^-ttrea.     Tbt-  fallowing  reM>lutlonM  are  tberefure  offered  : 

"  Ufoteed.  Tbat  tbe  Chamber  of  romnt<>rce  of  tbe  State  of  New  York 
appruviv  tbe  flexible  feature*  in  tbe  uriff  act  of  Heptember  23.  1922. 
*  *  *  and  recommenda  to  the  rr«'sld<>nt  and  tbe  MeadMra  of  Cnn- 
tbat  tbe  power*  of  tbe  I'nttisl  Btatea  Tariff  Commiosioo  be  ex- 
rom  time  to  time  so  that  tbe  determination  of  tariff  mattera 
may  be  placed  aa  macb  a*  piMWiible  in  tbe  bands  of  a  permanent  board 
of  experts :  and  be  it  further 

"  ffeaolred.  That  Confrera  lie  urg«d  to  make  any  additional  appro- 
priations which  may  be  n<'ces8ar7  to  enable  tbe  United  Statea  Tariff 
Commisaion  to  carry  on  fully  Its  work  aa  outlined  In  tbe  new  tariff  act." 

In  a  cnncnrrent  r«>8olution  memorializing  the  President  and 
the  Congress,  atlopted  on  February  18.  1929,  by  the  members 
of  the  Minnesota  Legislature,  it  la  stated : 

Wheroas  tbe  administration  of  tariff  laws  requires  close  and  intelli- 
gent supervision  ;  and 

Whereas  tariff  schedules  can  not  be  drawn  which  will  continually 
rei>resent  tbe  fair  and  reaaonabie  relationablp  between  Tartoua  com- 
modltiefl  or  t>etween  the  production  cost  of  the  same  commodity  in  this 
eountry  as  compared  with  its  pn^uctiun  co-it  In  countries  which  are 
im!K>rtera  or  prospective  Importers ;  and 

Whereaa  auch  relatioa.<ihlp  can  be  maintained  by  the  wlae  and  honest 
administration  of  a  flexible  tariff :  Therefore  be  it 

AV«o/red  b^  tkr  Houge  of  Reprcnenlativet  of  the  8tate  of  Min*e»ota 
{the  Senate  concurriitgt.  That  we  favor  tbe  continuance  of  tbe  prin- 
ciple of  tbe  flexible  tariff  law. 

The  ('hamber  of  rommerc<»  of  the  United  States,  in  a  resolu- 
Intion  adopted  on  May  3.  1929.  said : 

This  (hamber  has  by  early  referendum  approved  the  principle  of 
m^tiiitenanre  and  enrooriifteroent  of  our  export  trade  In  tariff  le^risla- 
tii>i)  as  far  as  consistent  with  re«!*onable  protection  for  American  in- 
dustry. In  recent  years  there  baa  devHoped  a  great  appreciation  of 
the  neceHsity  for  matntflinin;  fair  and  Just  protection  for  America's 
higher  wagr  xcales  and  living  Htandards  yet  coupled  witb  an  appre- 
ciatioii  that  int-rnatlonal  trade  under  proper  conditions  beneflts  America 
as  nrji  as  other  co«ntri»>»,  and  that  there  should  l)e  no  unaecesaary 
tmde  harriers.  In  the  deternrinatioD  of  a  fair  and  Just  protective  tariff 
schedule  acruratiOy  reflecting  these  considerations  and  flexible  enough 
to  meet  changing  economic  conditions,  admiuistratlve  authority  la  re- 
qnired  to  act  promptly  after  investigation  and  within  legislative  limits. 
This  chamber  has  consistently  supported.  fTom  an  early  date,  tbe  legis. 
lative  permission  for  adjustment  of  tariff  rates  by  administrative 
authority  within  the  limits  prescribed  by  Congresa.  •  •  •  This 
chnmt^r  expTea.«es  a  desire  that  the  established  Tariff  Commission 
should  be  strengthened  by  the  necessary  authority  for  expeditions  de- 
termination of  t^ose  questions  with  full  responsibility  under  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States. 

On  May  24.  1929,  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United 
Statc>s  again  set  forth  itii  views  on  tbe  flexible  tariff  in  a  state- 
uifiit  declaring  that — 

The  memberabip  of  tbe  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United  States 
is  on  record  in  favor  of  flexible-tariff  rates.  Tariff  revision  was  needed 
when  tbe  last  tariff  revision  tt>ok  place,  but  rhe  process  of  a  general 
tariff  revision  is  always  disturbing  to  busiues.« ;  and  organised  business 
a"*  represented  In  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  UnltPd  States  reconi- 
motulrti  that  tbe  tariff  should  be  flexible,  so  that  adjustments  in  acute 
raiifs  of  deatnirtirc  competition  from  abroad,  and  in  other  cases  affected 
by  changteg  rondltions,  could  be  matie.  without  tbe  necessity  of  pro- 
lonsring  or  Immediately  rentwlng  genoral  t;iHff  revision.  •  •  •  It 
was  recogntxed  by  wir  committee  on  tariff  principles  that  in  recom- 
meitdlnc  a  subsitaatial  ritange  In  the  technical  framiuK  of  tariff  legisla- 
tion,   to  auttmrise   flexible   rates.   It  would  not  be  a  teasilde   thing  to 
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hive  a  congressional  committee  sitting  continuously  on  individual  Itema 
aid  achedules  of  tbe  customs  tariff  and  bringing  into  Congress  at  abort 
in  tervals  recommendations  for  changes  In  rates.  It  was  felt  that  tbe 
■litter  of  considering  changes  within  fixed  limitations  of  the  rates 
entabllsbed  by  Congress  should  be  turned  over  to  a  nonpartisan 
b<ard     •     •     •. 

Alluding  to  the  difllcultlcs  attending  general  tariff  legislation, 
Pf-esident  Harding,  in  his  mt-SHage  to  Congress  on  December  6, 
1{>21,  said: 

Donbtleaa  we  are  Justified  In  seeking  a  more  flexible  policy  than  we 
have  provided  heretofore.  1  hope  a  way  will  b«'  found  to  make  for 
flixiblltty  and  elasticity,  ao  that  rates  may  be  adjusted  to  meet  unusual 
aiid  changing  conditions  which  can  not  be  ac-urately  anticipated. 

Coming  to  the  qucMtion  of  the  manner  in  which  thia  essential 
ii  to  be  attained,  the  President  was  iwithfr  "unmindful  of  tbe 
o mstitutioiial  dlfllcultle*."  mm  actuated  l»y  "any  desire  to  en- 
Lirge  tlie  Executive'^  i^owerx  or  add  to  tbt^  resp^iu'^ilrilitics  of 
tie  oflke."  Uut  bearing  all  tliat  in  niiud,  tw  knew  "of  no  luan- 
r  tr  in  which  to  eff t^  t  tbi>i  flexibility  other  than  ttic  extefu«i<m 
0 '  tbe  powers  of  tiie  Tariff  CommisKioii.  mi  thst  it  can  adapt 
iiself  to  a  scientific  and  wholly  Juxt  administration  of  the  law." 
I  e  pointed  out,  in  tbix  cmnection.  that  proviHimi  for  decreases, 
a  i  weii  as  increases,  of  duty  {<hould  t>e  made. 

A  rate — 
He  said — 

nay  be  Just  to-day  and  entirely  out  of  proportion  six  months  from 
t iHday.  If  our  tariffs  are  to  be  madi>  equitable,  and  not  necessarily 
burden  our  imports  and  binder  our  trade  abroad,   frequent  adjustment 

V  ill  be  necessary  for  years  to  come.  Knowing  the  impossibility  of 
niodification  by  act  of  Congress  for  any  one  or  a  score  of  lines  without 
Involving  a  long  array  of  schedules,  I  think  we  shall  go  a  long  way 
t>ward  stabilisation  If  there  is  recognition  of  tbe  Tariff  Commiasion's 
fitness  to   recommend   urgent   changes   by   proclamation. 

In  a  letter  addressed  to  Hon.  F.  W.  Mondell,  on  October  11, 
1 922,  when  the  new  act  had  been  three  weeks  in  force,  the 
I'resident  expressed  hi.s  belief  that — 

By  inaugurating  this  policy  of  flexibility  and  elasticity  we  have  set  an 
e  cample  which  the  commercial  world  will  accept  as  a  truly  constitu- 
t  oual  foundation  on  which  tu  rest  our  commercial  policy. 

The  feasibility  of  such  a  method  bad  alrea<ly  l)een  broached 
ill  Conjn"ess.  Senator  Poindexter.  of  Wa.shington,  !*i)eaking  In 
t  le  Senate  on  August  3,  1916,  referred  to  an  ameuiiment  pro- 
p>sed  by  liim  to  the  tariff  bill  in  the  previoas  Congre.s.*!,  under 
which  a  commi.ssi(Hi  of  five  members  would  have  been  endowed 
"  with  power  similar  to  the  power  of  the  Interstate  IkHnmission 
ti>  adju.st  rates  to  a  rule  laid  down  by  Congres.s  in  advanc-e." 
1  e  dwelt  upon  the  inherent  instability  of  any  rates — 

h  Lsed  upon  conditions  existing  only  at  the  time  the  act  whs  passed. 
•  •  •  In  some  instances  it  became  a  shelter  and  shield  of  monopoly, 
111  other  instances  It  was  wholly  iuHdequute  as  a  protection  from  foreij^ 
competition,  and  worked  injnstlce  upon  the  consuming  public  in  some 
li  stances  to  an  extreme  degree. 

An  important  feature  of  tbe  propose<l  flexible  provisions  was 
t<mhed  upon  by  Hon.  William  R.  Green,  of  Iowa,  in  an  ad- 
d  'ess  to  tlie  House  of  Representatives  on  September  13,  1922. 

Kor  years — • 

He  f^id— 

It  has  been  urged  that  the  tariff  should  be  taken  out  of  politics  and  put 
u|)on  a  scientific  basis.  This  is  tbe  first  time  in  our  legislative  history 
tlat  a  tariff  bill  baa  a  provision  by  whicii  tiiis  theory  may  b*-  carried 
out.  •  •  •  This  provision  has  been  misunderstood  by  some,  who 
imagine  the  President  may  at  bis  own  Kweet  will  rsise  or  lowt-r  thf 
ri  tea.  lie  can  do  nothing  of  tbe  kind.  He  can  act  only  in  accordance 
with  the  flnding.s  of  fact  made  by  tbe  Tariff  Cummisaion  between  the 
d  fference  of  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad.  If  the  rates  in 
tl  lis  bill  are  too  high  or  too  low,  anyone  can  present  his  petition  to  the 
Tiriff  Commission  and  have  their  action  thereon. 

Commenting  upon  section  31.5  of  the  tariflP  act  of  1922.  the 
S  atist,  publi.shed  in  Loudon,  England,  in  its  issue  of  October  14. 
1  122.  referre<l  to  the  power  vested  in  the  President  to  increase  or 
d  H-Tease  rates  of  duty  as  "  the  saving  quality  of  the  new  legis- 
li  tion,"  and.  continuing,  stated: 

To  mak*'  for  flexibility  and  elasticity  so  that  rates  may  b^  adjusted 
tc  meet  unusual  and  changing  conditions  which  can  not  be  accurately 
anticipated,  he  has  authority  to  vary  the  specific  rates  upward  or  down- 
ward, subject  to  a  maximum  change  of  50  per  cent.  Tbe  power  to  re- 
duce a  rate  by  60  per  cent  Is  greater  than  that  to  raiso  it  by  r>0  per 
c«nt:   but   apart  from   this  statistical  weaknos.'^.   the  clause  is  of  great 

VI  line,  since  it  provide<>  a  m»'thoil  for  elimiuatiug  to  some  extent  the 
a  [stakes  of  the  present  legislation. 
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In  its  ninth  annnal  report.  December  8,  1925,  the  Tariff  Com- 
mis.'<ion  stated : 

The  device  of  a  flexible  tariff  is  new  to  American  political  experience. 
It  is  designed  for  the  ad  interim  correction  of  specific  tariff  Inequalities 
between  general  congressional  revisions  of  the  tariff.  It  represents  an 
effort  to  fashion  a  govemra<-ntal  tool  to  perform  a  particular  piece  of 
work.  Workable  governmental  instrumentalities  are  developed  by  trial 
and  experience  Just  as  the  mechanical  p<'rfectiuns  of  our  day  are  evolved 
out  of  crude  and  clumsy  beginnings. 

Thf  law  seeks  to  provide  a  mathematical  formula  for  tbe  lequallxa- 
titin  of  costs  of  prodaction  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
.'tin.  If.  for  exam(fle,  the  existing  doty  en  a  particular  comnuidlty  dues 
not  i«qiialtae,  as  b«>tween  the  f</reign  and  domentic  manufacturer,  pro- 
duction costs  flMctTialnctl  as  provided  in  thf  statute.  It  is  the  function 
of  tb»  Tariff  Commlsalon  to  make  inve«tlgations  to  assist  tiie  I'reskieat 
to  And  a  rate  which  will  trad  to  correct  the  ioequality. 

Ill  an  editorial  entim-d  "For  a  H<^(•lltlrtc  TarlflC,'*  from  the 
Intelligencer,  Wlieellug,  W,  Va.,  of  May  24,  1929,  it  is  stated: 

The  present  tariff  law  permits  the  President,  upon  tbe  report  of  tbe 
Tariff  i^ommlMslon,  to  raise  or  lowrr  dutb-M  a«<  much  as  50  per  cent  in 
order  to  ••qualize  fluctuations  in  the  dlfferuuceM  l>etween  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction in  like  foreign  and  domestic  articles  and  commodities.  This 
l>ower  was  flr*<t  used  during  the  administration  of  President  Harding 
and  has  been  used  occaMlunally  since,  but  always  sparingly.  In  several 
cases  it  has  saved  American  industry  vast  losses  from  organised  and 
fon-lgn  "  dumping."  The  "  flexible  "  provision  was  all  that  saved  the 
wheat  growers  during  the  administration  of  President  Coolidge,  when 
that  Chief  Executive  applied  it  to  tbe  limit  and  still  was  not  able  to 
keep  all  Canadian  wheat  out  of  the  already  ovcrgupplied  American 
market. 

It  wa«  stated  In  debate,  as  Senators  will  recall,  that  If  this 
power  were  piven  to  the  President  there  would  be  constant 
rbanK»'8  in  larlfT  rates,  that  changes  would  l>e  made  every  week. 
Instead  of  that  the  power  has  been  used  but  sparingly,  an«l 
now,  instead  of  the  criticism  of  Senators  beinc:  that  the  Presi- 
dent is  exercising  that  i>ower  too  muoh,  they  are  criticizlnf;  him 
because  it  is  not  used  at  all.  That  is  a  very  inconsistent  posi- 
tion to  take. 

The  Post-Standard,  Syracuse,  N.  Y.,  of  May  24,  1929,  In  an 
editorial  entitled  "  Bbx^k  on  the  Flexible  Tariff,"  said : 

That  the  tariff  system  under  which  the  rates  are  movable  has  worked 
so  satisfactorily  is  the  proof  of  its  value.  Tbe  Tariff  Commission  docs 
not  fix  rates,  but  it  revises  them.  The  commi.«8ion  Is  a  step  forward  in 
rate  making.  •  •  •  The  Tariff  Commi^>sion  law  will  remain  on  the 
books,  for  it  has  proved  a  satisfactory  law.  We  shall  keep  the  Tariff 
C^mmisjiion  law  and  the  so-called  flexible  tariff,  Its  product,  because 
the  flexible  tariff  works  ;  but  Congress  will  not  therefore  surrender  any 
authority  it  now  holds. 

An  editorial  entitled  "Not  so  Keen,"  from  the  Forum,  of 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  September  18,  1929.  stated : 

Had  it  not  been  for  the  flexlbl*>  provision  of  the  existing  tariff  law 
under  which  the  President  has  authority  to  mnke  changes  in  rates  upon 
the  recommendation  of  the  Tariff  CommiaBion  the  wheat  tariff  to-day 
would  have  been  30  cents  a  bushel  instead  of  42  cents. 

Too,  ab8»'nc<^  of  any  such  provision  would  have  denied  the  chance 
to  Increase  the  flax  duty  to  56  cents. 

So.  after  witnessing  the  long  delay  In  enactment  of  the  bill  pending 
in  Congress,  with  no  certainty  even  now  that  a  bill  will  t>e  passed 
during  this  special  session,  we  are  not  so  keen  about  the  idea  of 
ellnitiiatlng  the  clause  that  gives  the  President  authority  to  act  in 
emergency  situations. 

I  have-  read  these  two  articles  to  indicate  a  cross  section  of 
i)ul)lic  opinion  as  expressed  by  leading  thinkers  of  the  country 
on  the  subject  we  are  discussing. 

Methods  of  tariff  making  in  other  countries  readily  permit 
flexibility  In  tariff  classifications  and  rates  of  duty.  In  Canada, 
changes  may  be  made  speedily  by  orders  in  council.  In  other 
countries,  changes  In  cla.ssificatlons  and  in  rates  of  duty  may 
be  made  prmniitly  by  government  decrees.  Such  "flexibility" 
Is  not  ixisslble  under  the  laws  and  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  The  Constitution  provides  that  revenue  bills  must 
originate  in  the  Hou.se  of  Representatives.  Other  countries 
are  not  limitetl  by  such  a  provision  <if  fundamental  law.  There- 
fore, in  adopting  some  measure  of  flexibility,  It  was  necessary 
for  the  Congress  to  keep  In  mind  the  constitutional  limitations. 
That  they  were  successful  In  this  effort  Ls  demonstrated  by  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  In  J.  W.  Hampt(m,  Jr.,  &  Co., 
against  The  Ignited  States.  The  c^lnion  of  the  court,  which  was 
rendered  by  Chief  Justice  Tuft  on  April  9,  1928,  upheld  the 
constitutionality   of   section   315.    In   brief,   the   opinion   said: 

And  so  here  the  fact  that  Congress  declares  that  one  of  its  motives 
in  fixing  the  rates  of  duty  la  bo  to  Ox  them  that  they  shall  eaooara«e 
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the  industries  of  this  country  In  the  competition  with  producers  in 
other  countries  In  the  sale  of  goods  In  this  country,  can  not  invalidate 
a  revenue  act  so  framed.  Section  315  and  Its  provisions  are  within 
the  power  of  Congress. 

Mr.  I»resldent,  I  will  close  with  this  one  suggestion:  As  I 
see  it  the  unfortunate  aspect  of  the  speech  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Borah]  yesterday  waa  his  apjienl  to 
sectionalism,  when  he  asked  agriculture  to  stand  together: 
when  he  pointed  to  geogTai>hlc«l  dlvlMons.  I  do  not  know  of 
anything  that  could  be  more  unforiunate,  coming  from  a  great 
mind,  with  great  Influence,  than  an  at>peal  of  that  kind.  The 
Senator  spr»ke  of  the  ngricnitural  s<'ntiment.  I  h«ipe  there  is 
no  Kuch  sentiment  in  this  !»ody  as  an  agricultural  sentiment. 
He  Mpoke  of  the  industrial  sentiment.  I  also  Mnoerely  hope 
that  that  is  a  miwiouier. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  spoke  of  Senators  of  the  Went  and 
Si'iiatorx  of  tbe  Htmth  and  Senators  of  tlu*  Ka»t,  Every  Seuflt«ir 
ought  to  be  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  and  not  a  Seu;iti>r 
of  any  particular  aection  of  the  conntry.  Sectionallom  is 
dangerous.  We  are  not  yet  free  of  the  extremely  bad  influence 
of  sectionalism  that  was  engendered  lK'tw«"eo  two  great  sections 
of  our  country  and  for  which  both  sides  were  more  or  lew  to 
blame,  but  I  think  the  time  Is  here  now.  as  is  shown  on  both 
sides  of  this  aisle,  when  we  sliould  be  thinking  In  terms  of  the 
United  States  of  America  and  not  in  teniis  of  the  .**outh  or  of 
the  North  or  of  the  East  or  of  New  England  or  of  the  West  or 
of  the  Middle  West.  The  time  Is  here  when  men  of  the  North 
must  be  for  the  South  as  well  as  for  the  North,  those  of  the 
West  for  the  East  as  well  as  for  the  West,  and  those  of  the 
East  for  the  West  as  well  as  for  the  East.  Any  api>eal  In  this 
body  or  elsewhere  for  a  sectional  determination  of  this  bill  is 
unwise  and  I  do  not  think  is  patriotic,  although  in  the  instance 
to  which  I  am  now  referring  it  came  from  a  great  patriot. 

When  I  vote  cm  any  item  of  the  bill  I  never  ask  where  the 
commodity  affected  Is  produced.  If  peanuts  nee<l  protection, 
I  vote  for  It.  if  I  think  it  Is  right:  and  I  never  ask  whether 
that  product  Is  ral.sed  In  my  State  or  In  some  other  State.  When 
sugar  asks  for  protection,  If  convinced  that  we  should  not 
give  It,  the  fact  that  It  Is  produced  in  my  own  State  would  not 
deter  me  from  voting  against  such  protection  if  I  were  con- 
vini-ed  It  was  unwi.se.  When  any  Item  comes  up  In  the  bill. 
If  it  be  long-stai)ie  cotton,  and  it  Is  demonstrated  to  me  that 
that  article  needs  protection,  I  would  vote  for  It  as  quickly  us 
If  that  commodity  were  raised  In  Ohio.  The  same  statement 
holds  true  as  to  my  action  relative  to  fruits  and  vegetables  or 
any  other  commodity  which  may  need  protection. 

Mr.  President,  In  the  i)ending  bill  we  do  not  propose  to  dis- 
criminate against  any  particular  section  or  In  favor  of  any 
particular  Industry.  We  believe  wherever  the  tariff  stnicture 
has  been  weakened  it  siiould  be  reijalred.  If  the  weakness  be 
as  to  agricultural  products,  let  us  go  to  the  limit;  if  it  be  as 
to  some  other  Industry,  let  us  go  to  the  limit  as  to  that.  What 
we  do  is  not  for  an.v  particular  individual,  but  our  action  Is 
dictated  by  what  we  believe  Is  a  .sound  national  policy  for  the 
Nation  at  large.  I  hope  to  see,  and  I  know  I  shall  see,  the  day 
when  there  will  be  no  North,  no  South,  no  East,  and  no  West, 
but  when  every  man,  In  whatever  section  he  may  live,  will  be 
thinking  of  America. 
Mr.  CONNALLY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Texas  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 
Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  If  the  Senator  from  Texas  will  yield  to  me 
for  about  two  minutes,  I  should  like  to  point  out  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fbss],  while  not  Intentionally  of  course, 
has  been  somewhat  unfair  in  his  statement.  There  are  any 
number  of  men  who  believe  in  the  principle  of  a  flexible  tariff 
who  do  not  t)elleve,  however,  that  the  power  under  the  flexible 
provision  should  be  placed  In  the  hands  of  the  President  of 
tlie  United  States.  To  argue  for  the  flexibility  of  the  tariff 
Is  one  thing;  to  argue  that  the  President  shall  exercl.se  the 
power  given  under  the  flexible  provisi(xi  of  the  law  is  an- 
other thing. 

There  are  many  Senators  in  this  body  who  are  not  opposed 
to  the  ijending  amendment,  who  would  not  be  opposed  to  having 
the  flexible  provision  retained  in  the  law  were  the  power  under 
it  to  be  exercised  by  some  agency  of  the  Congress.  What  we 
are  contending  agahist,  as  the  Senator  from  Ohio  Is  contending 
to  the  contrary,  is  that  Congress  should  not  give  up  its  power 
to  lay  taxes  and  transfer  that  power  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  Mr.  Chester  Gray  is  with  those  of  us  who  take 
the  view  that  Congress  should  retain  that  power.  He  is  not 
with  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  who  has  Just  put  his  letter  into 
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the  Rwon,  brabw  Ur.  Gray  wants  the  President  eUminated 
BO  far  a.H  the  exerrise  of  that  power  1«  concerned. 

I  can  see  the  logic  and  the  force  and  the  wisdom  of  having 
•ome  agency  set  up  between  that  may  take  care  of  Injnsticea 
and   Inequalities   which   may   develop  in   any   tariff   law,   the 
pa«*sage  of  one  bill  and  the  enactment  of  another,  but  we  can 
do  that  without  surrendering  the  leglalatlye  power  to  the  Execu- 
tive of  this  country.    If  such  a  measure  shall  be  ofTered,  drawn 
along  fair  and  proper  lines,  I   will  be  inclined  to  support  It, 
but   I   am   unalterably   opposed  not   to  the   flexible  proylsion 
Itself  HO  much   as  I   am   placing   the  power   to  exercise   that 
flexibility  In  the  Executive,  who  is  not  the  lawmaldng  bran<* 
of  the  Government  and  has  no  more  ri^t  to  lay  taxes  than 
has  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court,  who  heads  the 
Judicial  department  of  the  Government.    Why  not  transfer  the 
authi>rity   under  the  flexible  provision   to  the  Supreme  Court 
and  have  judicial  determination  of  questions  arising  under  it, 
rather  than  tran-nferring  the  power  to  the  Executive?    It  would 
be  Just  as  logical  and  Just  as  reasonable. 

I  ooly  rose,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Texas,  to  point 
out  that  the  Senator  from  Ohio  in  his  argument  has  placed 
those  who  oppose  this  amendment  In  the  position  of  being 
opposed  to  the  theor>  underlying  the  flexible-tariff  provision, 
when  a«?  a  matter  of  fact,  many  are  in  favor  of  that  theory 
but   opposed   to   the  transfer  of  legishitiTe   authority   to   the 

Executive.  _ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Texas  Is  en- 
titled to  the  floor. 

Mr.  TTI>INaS.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum.  ^  _ 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.    Does    the   Senator   from    Texas 
yield  for  that  purpose? 
Mr.  fX)NNALLY.     I  do. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  cl«1t  will  call  the  rtrtL 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Allrt  £-«  ^ 

Aahorat  Fletcber 

Barkl<*7  FtMler 

Rlnshan  G*org» 

Bl.icit  OUlett 

Blaine  Olua 

BIMM  aiena 

RrattoB  Ootdsboroagb 

Brock  Gonld 

Brookbart  Gr««n« 

Bromt«anl  Hal« 

capper  H«rr!« 

r>rmwd7  HarrtaoB 

CoBn*lly  S^*;? 

cutting  H«we« 

mie  5*7*^ 

Deneen  S*'2?'* 

niU  neflln 

fSOgt  Johnaon 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT 


JOIWB 

Kean 

Kendrlck 

King 

LaPoIlettfl 

McKeliar 

IfcMaitcr 

McNarr 

Metealf 

N«rrla 

Orenaan 

Phlppa 

Pine 

Ranadell 

Re«d 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Robinson,  Iixl 

Backett 

Sebal) 

Sbeppard 


BlDunona 

Smoot 

Steek 

Stetwer 

Stephens 

Swaaaon 

Tliomaa,  Idalio 

Tbomaa,  Okla. 

Towaaexid 

TrammeO 

Tydinga 

yandent>ers 

Walcott 

WaMi.lUaR. 

WalA,  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Wataon 

Wbeeler 


Shortrids« 
EUghty-two  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.  There  Is  a  quorum  present  The 
Senate^wlll  receive  a  message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

CXtTtTlV  MKBSAOEB 

Sundry  messages,  in  writing,  were  coimnunlcated  to  the 
Senate  from  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Latta. 
one  of  his  secretarlest 

oaom  n»  bbczsm 
On  requeet  of  Mr.  Smoot.  and  by  unanhnoos  eoosent.  It  was 
Ordtred.  That  when  the  Senate  eonclndea  Ita  boatnesa  tiHlay  it  shall 
take  a  rccesa  ontH  to-morrow  at  11  o'clock. 

■LEV  or  MSABLB>  WOaU>  WAft  mSMJiBB 

Mr.  DIUa.  Mr.  President  out  of  order,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  introduce  a  bill,  and  I  request  that  it  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Penslona.  In  fairaeea  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Smocvt]  I  wUl  state  that  It  is  similar  to  the  bUl 
discussed  yesterday  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa   [Mr.  Baoos- 

ha»t).  _ 

The  Mil  (8.  1768)  to  amend  section  800  of  the  World  War 
veterans'  act  1924,  as  amended,  was  read  twice  by  Its  title. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  ask  the  8«iator  tf  he  will  not  allow  the 
bill  to  go  to  the  Finance  Committee,  and  let  the  Finance  Com- 
mttte«  at  its  next  meeting  decide  upon  this  subject? 

Mr.  DILL.  I  <«ly  want  to  say  that  I  introduced  this  bill  in 
the  last  CongTMR.  in  January,  1928.  The  Finance  Committee 
neyer  held  a  hearing  in  regard  to  it  and  never  gave  any  consid- 
eration to  it  I  should  like  to  get  it  before  a  committee  that 
will  consider  it,  because  I  beiiere  it  is  extremely  important 
that  these  men  who  are  to-day  unable  to  do  a  single  thing,  who 
are  100  per  cent  dlaabied,  who  can  not  connect  their  condition 
with  their  service  during  the  war,  should  have  consideration. 
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Mr  SMOOT.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  to  let  the  b*ll  go  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance;  and  I  a^^sure  him  that  just  as  soon  as 
the  t  Lrift  IrfU  is  out  of  the  way  we  are  going  to  meet  and  we 
will  <  eclde  that  matter  and  report  to  the  Senate. 

Mr  DILL.  With  that  statement  of  the  Senator  I  will  not 
insist  upon  the  bill  going  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Th(>  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  will  be  referred  to  the 
Comiilttee  on  Finance. 

NIOAIAOUAIT    OANAL — AODBESS    BY    SENATOR   HJOB,    OF    NEW    J1S8BT 

Mr  KEAN.  Mr.  President,  I  have  before  me  a  very  inteiiest- 
ing  «pee<4i  delivered  over  the  radio  last  evening  by  my  col- 
leagte  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  EdgkI.  I  send 
it  to  the  desk  and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  may  be  pub- 
lishe  1  in  the  RBtx)aa 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rwxwd. 

8e  latcnr  BnoE  spoke  as  follows : 

Af  er  a  lapae  of  80  jeara  the  United  States  Government  la  aicain 
movli  ig  in  a  material  way  to  aacertain  the  feaetblllty  and  practlcabUlty 
of  C01  latrocting  a  canal  acroaa  Nicaragua  nniting  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific 
OceaiM. 

Tbs  laat  aorvey  waa  completed  in  1901,  following  which  the  Panama 
Cana  waa  aothorlaed.  notwlthatandlng  the  commiaaion  recommended 
tb«  c  snatmction  of  a  Nlcaraguan  canal. 

At  tba  laat  aeaaion  of  Congreas  n  joint  reaolution  which  I  had  the 
privilege  of  aponaoring  waa  paaaed  and  became  a  law  appropriating 
$150,  KK)  for  the  pnrpoae  of  bringing  the  old  aurvey  down  to  date  and  to 
aacertaln  other  casential  facta  and  to  report  within  two  yeara  to  th« 
Preoilent  and  Congreaa. 

Only  a  few  days  ago  the  first  contingent  of  engineers,  in  command  of 
MaJ. 'Dan  I.  Bulton,  United  States  Army,  sailed  for  Nicaragua  to  carry 
out  tlie  terms  of  the  resolution. 

In  view  of  the  drcnmstancea.  It  will  probably  be  Interesting  to  briefly 
r«vle  IT  the  economic  resulta  following  the  opening  of  the  Panama  Canal 
and  the  reaaona  leading  up  to  the  proposal  to  poasfUy  construct  a 
secoid  Interoceanlc  waterway. 

Ergineers  have  reported  that  the  waterway  at  Panama  faces  th© 
prosi^ct  of  some  day  becoming  overcrowded  and  thus  confronting  cargo 
carrisra  with  the  alternative  of  costly  delays  or  again  rounding  the 
Hon .  Mmtary  atrat^rlsta  have  pictured  the  serlons  problem  facing  the 
Navj  should  the  present  canal  be  crippled  In  time  of  war.  Statesmen 
have  pointed  oat  the  contribution  toward  International  understanding 
and    Central   American   development   which  a   new   trade  artery   might 

aasuie. 

Tteae  three  eonalderatlona — economic,  military,  and  diplomatic — at- 
tach a  profonnd  algniflcance  to  the  Nicaragua  canal  project.  By  short- 
enli^  the  time  and  distance  between  certain  Atlantic  or  Gulf  ports  and 
tboai  of  Central  America,  our  own  weat  coast  and  Alaska,  as  weU  as  by 
open  ng  a  new  sea  route  to  Important  South  American  and  Far  Eastern 
harb>rs.  the  canal  would  prove  a  new  stimulus  to  trade.  By  bringing 
to  Mearagua  the  progress  and  benefits  now  apparent  at  Panama  It 
woul  a  do  much  to  solve  the  dlfflculties  with  that  Republic  which  have  In 
time  I  paat  harassed  our  State  Department  By  establishing  two  water 
routiis  inatead  of  one  from  ocean  to  ocean  It  would  prove  a  groat  mili- 
tary asset.  Under  present  conditions  the  blocking  of  the  Panama  Canal 
by  b>mb8  dropped  from  aircraft  could  effectuaUy  aeparate  the  Atlantic 
and  Pacific  Fleets  and  place  the  United  States  In  war  times  In  a  posi- 
tion aimilar  to  that  of  1898,  when  the  battleahip  Orepoa  made  her 
hiatcrlc  voyage  down  the  west  coast  of  South  America,  through  the 
Stra  t  of  Magellan,  and  np  the  east  coast  to  the  Caribbean. 

Bt  fore  dlacoaslng  in  detail  the  military  and  commercial  advantages 
otfeied  by  the  proposed  Nlcaratrua  cut,  tt  seems  wise  to  outline  the 
pre«>nt  situation  at  Panama.  OfiScial  reports  show  that  the  commer- 
cial buslneaa  of  the  canal  has  doubled  approximately  every  five  years 
fton  the  first  year  of  operation,  and  Indicate  that  if  the  present  ratio 
of  iKteaae  contlnuea  the  waterway  may  reach  the  point  of  maximum 
capidty  In  leas  than  10  years.  This,  however,  seems  to  be  only  a 
pomlblllty.  A  greatly  Increased  tonnage  in  the  near  future  would  be 
ne«  wary  before  the  commercial  iKislnesa  of  the  canal  could  continue  to 
doulla  every  five  years.  In  my  own  Judgment,  formed  after  a  careful 
wart  fy  o*  tlie  altnntlon.  the  present  capacity  of  the  canal  win.  however, 
be  rsachcd  between  1940  and  1960.  which  means  that  unless  immediate 
Bt^s  "*  taken  to  prepare  for  the  future  the  capacity  limit  may  be 
rea<h«d  In  not  more  than  12  years. 

Ii  aeems  to  me  apparent  that  Improvements  to  the  Panama  Canal 
can  help,  bat  not  entirely  remedy,  the  situation  thus  threatened.  A 
snpi  tiementary  water  supply  has  already  been  authorised,  but  this  can 
do  !  Ittle  more  than  assure  maximum  uae  of  existing  facilities.  A  great 
nee<  for  additional  water  is  now  felt  during  the  dry  season,  and  estl- 
mat  ?8  indicate  that  about  112,000.000  In  money  and  five  years  In  time 
will  be  re<ialred  to  provide  a  storage-dam  system.  A  third  flight  of 
tods,  paralleling  the  present  two  fllghtr  has  been  sufrjrestefl  also  as  a 
netliod  of  lacreaalng  the  present  canal  capacity.  Proponents  of  this 
plw ,  assert  It  woald  inerease  facilities  TO  per  cent,  thus  fixing  the 
ma:  imam  capacity  of  a  high-level  canal  for  all  time  at  apsroximately 
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tMs  tttfomatlOB  tf  hand  tt*  VtdttA  States  wm  b*  1b  a  pastOon  to 
Oettfmlne  whether  or  not  It  sfaoald  approve  a  plan  widch,  tn  tte  Bght 
•f  prwent  knowledge,  wtB*  liigkly  Important  to  ber  fntsre  eonnnerce, 
ber  diplonatte  reiatSeDsMps.  and  b9  national  Meoilty. 

UAMXxnifo  or  oorn>asna> 
Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  aak  unanUnoos  eoDwnt  to 
have  printed  in  the  Rjddobd  a  resolution  adoi>ted  by  tha  Sovtheni 
C4)mmia8ionecB  of  Agriculture  in  their  meeting  at  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  held  on  September  16,  1829,  relating  to  cottooaeed,  and 
particularly  to  a  so-caDed  code  of  ethic»  which  has  been  adopted 
by  tlie  oil  crushers  and  brokers  handling  tl>e  seed,  and  which, 
according  to  my  information,  came  oat  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  and  haa  the  approval  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commis- 


Septembee  27 


tries  of  fl>e  United  States,  to  irotect  American  labor,  and  for 
othet  purposes,  the  pending  question  being  on  the  amendment 
subidltted  by  Mr.  Smoot. 
Ml.  0ONNALX.T.  Mr.  President,  I  listened  with  a  great 
of  interest  to  the  very  learned  and  earneat  Senator  from 
[Mr.  Feb8],  who  concluded  his  remarks  a   little   while 


deal 
Ohio 
ago. 
I 

ator 

Sen 

ato 


rtHy  agree  with  the  sentiments  expres.sed  by  the  Sen- 
In  Ms  closing  words,  when  he  made  an  appeal  that 
ora  in  this  Chamber  should  demeiin  theniselv^s  as  Sen- 
of  the  whole  Union,  rather  than  Senators  of  any  par- 
ticular geographical  section.  I  sugge.st  to  the  Senator  from 
OhloFthat  he  carry  that  idea  a  little  further,  and  enjoin  upon 
8enau>r9  the  duty,  at  least  In  considering  dianges  in  fuuda- 
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100.000,000  tons  annually.  According  to  engineering  estimates,  these 
chnnpes  would  cost  from  |123,OO0,0OO  to  $150,000,000.  The  cost  of 
transforming  the  canal  into  n  sea-level  waterway  would  be  far  greater. 
I  have,  in  fact,  board  no  extimate  for  this  under  a  billion  dollars.  But 
even  If  the  changes  were  completed,  the  great  difference  between  the 
rise  and  the  fall  of  the  tide  in  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Oceans  would 
still  iiecossltate  tidal  locks.  Thus,  It  seems  apparent  that  no  matter 
how  the  Panama  Canal  problem  may  be  met.  there  will  still  exist  a  sit- 
uation demanding  early  and  pmctical  consideration  of  the  construction 
of  another  waterway  between   the  Atlantic  and   Padflc  Oceans. 

As  is  generally  known,  the  Nicaragua  canal  project  was  aerlouely 
contemplatiMl  among  the  earliest  plans  to  open  a  gateway  between  the 
two  oceans.  Wbon  the  Isthmian  Caual  Commission  in  1901  estimated 
the  total  cost  of  a  canal  by  the  Panama  route  at  approximately  $250,- 
(KX),000,  which  included  reimbursing  the  French,  it  al.so  computed  the 
total  coHt  of  the  Nicaragua  project  at  about  1190,000,000,  or  some 
160,000.000  leas.  More  recently  the  cost  of  a  Nicaragua  canal  has  been 
estimated  at  .i  figure  as  high  as  a  billion  dollars;  but  that  Is,  of  course, 
purely  speculative. 

It  is  impitssible  to  fix  an  accurate  cost  of  the  project  until  the  survey 
for  which  the  lejrislatlon  provides  has  been  completed.  In  proportion 
to  the  length  of  the  canal,  comparatively  little  dredging  or  digging 
would  be  required.  By  actual  comparison  the  Nicaragua  canal  as  con- 
tentplnted  would  be  approximately  183  miles  in  length  as  against  the 
49-miIe  length  of  the  Panama  waterway,  but  actual  digging  would  be 
necessary  only  tbruugli  the  lli  miles  separating  Ijike  Nicaragua  from 
Brito  on  the  I'aciflc  coast.  The  San  Juan  River,  connecting  Lake 
Nicaragua  with  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  would  require  dredging  and  excava- 
tion, a  feat  presenting  no  extraordinary  engineering  difficulties.  Sug- 
gestions that  earibquakes  might  destroy  the  work  appear  to  be  an- 
swered by  the  fact  that  the  city  of  Granada,  founded  in  the  sixteenth 
century,  .«till  staud.s  intact  in  what  has  been  described  as  the  earth- 
quake country.  Modem  reinforced  locks  could  doubtless  resist  whatever 
tremoiH  occurred,  as  the  city  of  Granada  has  resisted  them  for  four 
centuries. 

Construction  of  the  canal  Involves  difllculties  no  greater — If  as  great — 
than  those  encountered  in  the  building  of  the  Panama  Canal,  and  prob- 
ablj-  none  f«o  serious  as  the  famous  Culebra  Cut.  The  Nicaraguan  route 
would  pass  through  the  lowest  gap  In  the  Cordilleras.  Its  elevation 
would  be  155  feet  above  sea  level,  as  compared  with  more  than  300 
feet  at  Panama.  Of  the  total  length  of  1S3  miles.  70  would  be  lake 
navigation  and  about  40  on  lake  level  extended  above  a  dam,  as  In  the 
upper  end  of  Oatun.  Nor  is  the  route  unhealthy.  It  has  been  reported 
as  uuu.sually  free  from  malaria  and  other  endemic  diseases.  Unques- 
tionably there  are  still  other  advantages  for  constructors,  or  the  dls- 
tinguislied  eugineerti  of  the  1901  commission  would  not  have  recom- 
mended such  a  cnnal.  These  features  must,  of  course,  be  studied  in  the 
survey  which  will  precede  construction,  and  can  not  be  adequately  dis- 
cussed at  this  time. 

What  can  be  presented,  however,  are  the  economic,  military,  and 
diplomatic  advantages  offered  by  the  project.  It  is  axiomatic  to  say 
that  an  interoceanlc  canal  makes  traflSc  and  increases  commerce.  This 
has  been  proved  by  both  the  Sues  and  the  Panama  Canals.  Construction 
of  the  Nlcaraguan  canal.  I  am  cf>nvlnced.  will  prove  of  incalculable 
value  to  both  our  Industrial  and  our  agricultural  industry,  as  well  as  to 
a  great  portion  of  I.«tin  America,  the  west  coast  of  the  United  States, 
tlie  Orient,  and  various  American  territorial  possessions. 

Consider,  for  example,  the  advantage  it  would  afford  vessels  traveling 
from  our  Atlantic  and  our  Gulf  ports  to  the  west  coast  or  Alaska. 
Because  of  Its  more  northern  location  the  proposed  canal  would  open  to 
those  sbips  a  route  434  statute  miles  shorter  than  the  one  now  available 
through  the  Panama  Canal — a  saving  In  time  alone  of  from  two  to 
three  days.  This  estimate  allows  for  the  fact  that  because  of  greater 
length  the  pas-nage  through  the  proposed  canal  would  consume  approxi- 
mately '22  hours  instead  of  the  8  hours  required  to  traverse  Panama. 
The  advantage  would  not  apply,  of  course,  to  vessels  between  our 
Atlantic  coast  and  the  west  coast  of  South  America,  for  which  estab- 
lished sea  lanes  make  the  Panama  route  shorter.  Recent  reports  show, 
however,  that  only  21  per  cent  of  the  preJ>ent  canal  traffic  Is  In  this 
category.  The  remaining  79  per  cent  of  the  vessels  are  bound  else- 
where. For  the  majority  of  vessels  included  in  this  79  per  cent  the 
proposed  canal  could  effect  a  tremi-ndous  saving  in  money  as  well  as  in 
time.  The  United  States  Shipping  Board  estimates  that  the  average 
operating  expense  per  sea  day  of  a  cargo  shipper  Is  $500,  varying,  of 
course,  with  the  sise  and  other  characteristics  of  the  vessel.  It  may  be 
estimated  that  if  79  per  cent  of  tbe  ships  now  using  the  canal  could  save 
two  sea  da.vs,  an  annual  saving  in  operating  expenses  alone  amounting 
to  $.%400,000.  or  about  3>4  per  cent  on  $100.(XHi.000.  would  be  effected. 

It  is.  of  course,  logical  to  a.««sume  that  traffic  through  the  new  canal 
will  far  exceed  such  estimates.  Our  trade  with  I^atin  America  and  other 
countries  and  territories  is  expanding  at  an  unpr«>cedented  rate.  There 
is,  further,  every  indication  that  American  shipping  will  Increase  to 
meet  tbe  new  demands.  The  provisions  of  the  Jones-White  Act,  offer- 
ing substantial  compensation  to  .\merican  steamship  owners  and  oper- 
ators engaged  In  foreign  trade,  through  mall  contracts  over  Important 


trade  routes,  promise  a  new  •tlmaloa  to  both  ■hipbolldlafr  and  ship 
o|>eration  In  this  country  and  a  revival  of  America'a  former  status  as  « 
leading  maritime  nation. 

These  facts  answer  any  suggestion  that  a  Nicaragua  canal  might 
divert  business  from  the  Panama  Canal  to  such  an  extent  as  to  imiiair 
the  latter's  usefulness.  Consideration  of  the  Increasing  commeree 
beiwreen  the  east  and  west  coasts  of  the  United  States  and  the  east  and 
west  coasts  of  the  South  and  Central  Americas  will  show  that  b<-fore 
many  years  there  will  be  ample  business  for  both  waterways.  My 
Judgment,  based  upon  a  thorough  survey  of  our  trade  conditions.  1« 
that  we  ahall  require  two  interoceanlc  arteries  most  urgently  In  tbe  not 
far-distant  future  If  we  are  to  cope  adequately  with  the  increasing 
Imports  of  our  manufactured  products  alone  by  the  South  and  Cen- 
tral Americas,  as  well  as  by  our  Territories,  the  uew  China,  and  the 
rest  of  the  Far  East.  To  delay  too  long  in  building  the  Nicaragua 
Canal  would  invite  the  riik  of  hampering  our  future  industrial,  commer- 
cial, and  agricultural  interests. 

The  interest  aroused  by  President  Hoover's  Latln-.\merlcan  travpU, 
and  when  recent  developments  in  highway,  railway,  and  airway  projects 
arc  Considered,  It  becomes  apparent  that  our  trade  with  Iwth  Central 
and  South  America  is  destined  for  still  greater  expansion  than  even 
the  past  decade  has  wltncs.xed.  Mr.  Hoover's  visit  to  Nicaragua  and 
Costa  Rica  has  in  fact  done  much  to  create  sentiment  for  the  canal 
project,  not  only  In  the  countries  involved  but  In  the  United  States 
as  well. 

.\nother  significant  example  of  trade  expansion  Interesting  to  those 
concerned  with  the  development  of  oceanic  canals  Is  furnished  by  a 
number  of  our  own  possessions  outside  the  territorial  limits  of  the 
I'nited  States.  Alaska.  Hawaii,  the  Philippine  Islands.  Porto  Rico, 
the  Virgin  Islands,  Qaam,  American  Samos,  and  the  Panama  Canal 
Zone  have  all  shown  great  increases  in  imports  and  exports  from  and 
to  the  ITnited  States  during  the  past  10  years.  These  exports  were 
exceeded  In  1927  only  by  our  imports  to  the  United  Kingdom,  Canada, 
and  Germany.  During  that  year  the  Territories  and  possessions  pur- 
chased .\merican  merchandise  totaling  $273,181,000  and  supplied  the 
United  States  with  raw  materials,  tropical  foodstuffs,  textile  products, 
canned  fish,  and  other  Imports  worth  $371,639,000. 

.\part  from  the  advantages  the  Nlcaragtia  canal  would  offer  our 
Atlantic  and  Pacific  ports,  the  project  looms  increasingly  Important 
when  considered  in  relation  to  our  foreign  and  territorial  commerce, 
particularly  If  the  possiblltttea  of  congestion  at  Panama  are  considered. 

As  is  generally  known,  the  United  States  Government  has  already 
invested  $3,000,000  In  Nicaragua  canal  rights  under  the  Bryan-Chamorro 
treaty  and  need  anticipate  no  dlfllcnltles  in  obtaining  whatever  other 
rights  are  necessary.  The  example  of  Colombia  and  Panama,  whose 
difficulties  with  the  United  States  were  solved,  whose  commerce  ex- 
panded, and  whose  material  well-being  greatly  improved  as  a  result  of 
construction  of  the  Panama  Canal,  emphasise  this  point.  Nicaragua 
and  Costa  Rica  would  undoubtedly  welcome  a  similar  Invasion  of  Ameri- 
can capital.  Both  the  President  and  the  President  elect  of  Nicaragua, 
In  discussing  the  plan  after  a  visit  to  Mr.  Hoover  aboard  the  iMittlcshlp 
Maryland  last  November,  strongly  advocated  the  canal,  describing  it  as 
a  "  bulwark  of  freedom  and  a  demonstration  of  liberty." 

There  is  no  reason  to  doubt  that  a  Nlcaraguan  canal  rone  would  be 
transformed  into  an  American  rone,  like  that  of  Panama,  with  a  mili- 
tary reservation,  and  be  administered  by  the  War  Department.  The 
benefits  which  would  follow  for  both  Nicaragua  and  the  United  States 
are  obvious.  As  an  element  in  our  national  defense  its  value  would  be 
great.  At  the  last  session  of  Congiess  there  was  much  discussion  of 
the  old  problem  of  "  freedom  of  the  seas."  During  debate  on  the  con- 
struction of  15  additional  cruisers  for  the  United  States  Navy  the  em- 
phasis was  on  methods  of  protecting  our  growing  maritime  commerce. 
It  is  apparent  that  If  we  are  to  maintain  a  mobile  force  of  swift,  well- 
armed  cruls^-rs  for  tbe  protection  of  our  trade  It  would  be  to  our 
advantage  to  place  at  their  disposal  not  only  one  but  two  canals,  to 
facilitate  their  movement  between  the  Atlantic  iiud  the  Pacific.  A 
glance  at  the  map  will  show  naval  Iwses  of  other  nations  now  in  the 
near  vldnlty  of  the  Nicaragua  area.  In  view  of  the  great  expansion  of 
air  forces  an  additional  aviation  base  In  Central  America  would  also 
prove  of  tremendous  strategical   value. 

Like  the  engineering  and  military  possibilities  the  financial  aspects 
of  the  Nicaraguan  project  seem  at  this  time  encouraging,  A  glance  at 
the  records  of  the  Panama  Canal  will  illustrate  this  point.  When  finally 
completed  the  waterway  cost  $.'590,000,000.  of  which  $275,000,000  repre- 
sents the  investment  in  a  commercial  sense,  and  $115,000,000.  includ- 
ing the  $40,000,000  paid  to  the  French  as  reimbursement  for  the  work 
they  had  done,  huu  been  charged  to  the  national  defense.  In  1928  the 
net  annual  revenue  from  canal  tolls  amounted  to  approximately  $20,- 
0^)0,000,  an  Income  representing  about  7*4  per  cent  on  the  $275,000,000 
commercial  Investment.  There  seems  to  be  no  reason  why  a  parallel 
waterway  should  not  In  time  become  to  a  comparable  degree  self- 
supporting. 

The  legislation  approved  by  Congress  neither  authorises  nor  approjjrl- 
ates  for  a  new  canaL  It  provides  Instead  for  a  thorough  survey,  which 
will  enidtle  the  Government  to  act  intelligently  on  tbe  project.     With 
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to  his  judgment  or  to  his  discretion.  After  the  enumeration 
of  certain  factors  which  he  must  considw  only  if  he  finds 
them  practicable,  then  the  blanket  authority  is  granted  the 
President  to  consider  any  other  advantages  or  disadvantages. 
The  deterniinati(»n  as  to  whether  the  thing  is  an  advantage  or 
not  is  the  exercise  of  Judgment  and  discretion. 

The  question,  then,  as  to  what  particular  advantapes  or  dis- 
advantaKes  the  President  may  select,  necessarily  involves  Judg- 
ment and  action  upon  the  part  of  the  President 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  can  not  be  reasonably 
contended  here  that  tlie  power  that  is  granted  to  the  Presi- 
dent by  tills  section  is  merely  the  power  of  finding  facts.  The 
Supreme  Court  of  the  l'nite<i  States,  in  the  Hampton  ca.se, 
uHHiimpd    that   P,nncrr(>«t8   whh   sriMikinff    thp   truth    whpn    it   said 


collect  duties.  Within  those  words  and  within  the  language 
**  all  legislative  power  is  vested  in  the  Congress  "  are  the  only 
grants  anywhere  in  the  Constitution  under  which  we  can  assume 
to  act  An  of  the  power  the  Constitution  granted  anywhere  to 
do  either  of  those  things  was  granted  to  the  Congress  and  to  the 
Congress  alone. 

Mr.  President,  It  Is  said  that  the  President  of  the  ITnited 
States  is  merely  to  find  the  facts.  It  is  claii^ed  that  after  he 
has  found  the  facts  he  is  to  take  tbe  law  made  by  Congress  and 
apply  those  facts  to  the  law.  I  submit  tliat  in  the  case  of 
Field  against  Clark,  which  is  the  case  upon  which  the  opinion 
in  the  case  of  Hampton  against  United  States  is  based,  that 
was  more  nearly  a  correct  statement.  In  the  tariff  act  of  1890, 
the  nrovisions  of  which  were  construed  in  Flpld  afrainst  Clark. 
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roDtained  thprein  at  some  sabseqoeot  day  during  the  sesston  I 
propose  to  speak. 

T»»ere  bein«  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
printeil  In  the  Raooao,  aa  follows: 

— ^..^Motvttons  on   «>rtoB»e*d   adopted   by  the   Sonthem  Commiralonrn  of 
Affrlraltur*  of  the  cottoB-«rowlas  States,  Memptaia,  Tena.,  September 

le.  iot» 

Wbereu  oo  Jnly  24,  1928,  ■  conference  of  the  cottonseed  crttfhera 
was  held  lu  Memphis,  Tenn.,  with  a  repredentative  of  the  Federal 
Trade*  Coounliwlon,  and  at  this  conference  a  certain  code  of  ettalca 
was  adopti'd  by  a  large  group  of  cottonseed  cmsbera  from  all  over 
the  Toitrd  States. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  this  trade  practice  or  code  of  ethics,  the 
oU  mills  bid  against  each  other  for  seed  and  the  pricea  recelTod 
reflected  this  bidding.  Since  the  adoption  of  this  code  of  ethics  la 
the  Sonthem  States,  the  prices  for  seed  hare  been  Identical  in  the 
separate  States,  varying,  bowercr,  one  State  from  another. 

Last  week  oil  mills  In  Colambaa,  Qa..  were  offering  $30  per  ton 
in  carload  lota  tor  aeed  from  Georgia.  The  same  mills  were  offering 
%3S  per  ton  In  carload  lots  for  seed  from  Alabama,  on  the  same  day. 
The  price  of  wagon  seed  in  Georgia  List  week  was  |28  per  ton. 

All  of  the  Information  we  have  before  ns  shows  that  the  mills  in 
the  separate  SUtes  have  the  same  price  for  aeed  In  that  Sute.  The 
code  of  ethics  also  condemns  the  swapping  of  cottonseed  meal  for 
cottonseed.  Since  the  adoption  of  this  code  of  ethics  by  the  Federal 
Trades  Commission,  the  ezchangp  of  cottonseed  for  meal  bad  been 
dlarootlnued  by  all  oottooaeed  oil  mills. 

Whea  this  code  of  ethics  was  pending  before  the  F^ederal  Trades 
Commission,  the  Hon.  Sam  Dan  woody,  former  commissioner  of  agri- 
culture of  Alabama,  and  the  Hon.  Eiogene  Talmadge,  commlaaioner  of 
agriculture  of  Georgia,  filed  a  protest  against  the  adoption  of  this 
code  of  ethics  or  air^ccaient.  This  protest  pointed  out  that  the  agree- 
ment had  a  tendency  to  lower  the  price  of  cottonseed  and  at  the 
same  time  to  enhance  the  price  of  the  manufactured  product.  This 
protect  was  filed  In  September,   1028. 

The  code  of  ethics  ref*>rred  to  in  the  protest  has  had  exactly  the 
effect  that  was  pointed  out  In  the  ptoteat  filed  with  the  Federal  Trade 
CommlasioB.  To-day  the  farmers  are  receirlng  from  |28  to  |33  per  ton 
for  cottonseed,  while  the  manofactured  articles  from  cottonaeed  are 
quoted  on  the  market  from  I'M  to  $47  per  ton  in  wholesale  lots,  the 
retail  price  being  stlU  higher  for  the  manufactured  producta 

It  also  has  been  submitted  to  this  body  that  on  August  19,  1929,  Hon. 
Eugene  Talmadc*.  commissioner  of  agrkruiture  of  Georgia,  wrote  the 
I-'VMleral  Trade  Commls.<ion  at  Washington.  D.  C,  requesting  that  body 
to  inTestlgate  the  "code  of  ethics"  or  agreement  that  the  cottonseed 
crushers  were  operating  under  and  which  had  been  approved  by  tlte 
Federal  Trade  Commission.  It  is  farther  submitted  to  this  body  that 
no  reply  has  been  racelved  by  Mr.  Talmadge  to  his  letter:  Therefore 
be  It 

Iteeelped  by  tk4  oommiuioMcn  9f  agrieultmre  of  the  cotUm-ffrowttto 
8tat€»  BSsewbteJ  im  oowvenMon  at  MempMa  (o-doy: 

Plrst.  We  hereby  petltk>a  the  Federal  Trade  Commiasion  to  investi- 
gate the  activities  of  the  cottonseed  crushers  under  the  code  at  athics 
adopted  by  the  cniahers  st  Memphis,  July  24,  1928,  and  a^iroved  by 
the  t^eOeral  Trade  Comaisaton. 

Second.  We  hereby  petition  the  Federal  Trade  Commlsaloa  to  cllail- 
nate  from  the  said  code  of  ethics  Ita  prohibition  of  exchanging  eotton- 
se«Hl  meal  for  cottonseed. 

Third.  We  advocate  that  the  farmers  pool  their  seed  and  sell  in 
carload  lots.  Immediately  on  pooling  seed  in  carload  lots  it  win  caoae 
the  different  oil  milla  to  bid  against  each  oth«  fOr  the  aeed.  Tht  mlD 
nearest  the  carload  of  seed  would  be  enabled  to  make  the  hlgbast  hid, 
as  the  freight  haul  wooKl  be  the  cheapest. 

This,  to  our  mind,  is  the  fairest  kind  of  trade  practice ;  ba  it  farther 

Jtrsolved.  That  a  copy  of  these  reaolationa  be  forwarded  to  tba 
FMeral  Trade  Commlsalon  at  Washington. 

■BVISIOH   OV  THB  TABOV 

The  Senate,  ss  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  eon- 
slderatioD  of  the  bW  (H.  R.  2607)  to  prorlde  rerenue,  to  rsKu- 
late  commerce  with  foreign  coontries,  to  encourase  the  Indus- 


menlBl  policies,  of  acting  as  benators  for  all  of  tne  people 
of  tie  United  States,  ratber  than  to  be  willing  to  change  a 
fnndimental  governmental  policy  in  order  that  industry  may 
have  a  quickly  efficient  and  easily  handled  agency  to  give  it  a 
special  and  selfish  service  whereby  to  raise  protective  tariff 
rate!  whenever  it  may  please,  at  the  expense  of  all  of  tlie 
peop  e  of  the  United  States. 

Ml .  President,  the  Senate  is  soon  to  vote  upon  section  336  iia 
embcdied  in  the  amendment  submitted  by  tlie  Senator  from 
tJtali  [Mr.  Smoot]  and  known  as  the  flexible  tariff  provi- 
sionJi ,  In  1922  for  the  first  time  the  Congress  ailopted  the  policy 
of  gibing  the  President  of  the  United  States  the  power,  first,  to 
change  a  rate  of  tariff;  second,  to  change  the  classification  of 
a  CO  nmodity ;  or.  If  his  purpose  to  fix  tariff  rates  can  not  be 
accoi  oplished  In  either  of  those  fashions,  then  to  change  the 
basli  of  valuation  from  the  foreign  valuation  to  the  domestic 
valu  ttion  or  the  American  selling  price. 

Fcr  myself,  Mr.  President,  my  conviction  is  that  that  power, 
surri'ndered  in  1922,  ought  to  be  rt-captured  Ijy  Coiii-Tcss  aud 
rede  X3sited  where  it  belongs,  in  the  legif^lative  departiuent  of 
the    Jovemment. 

Bt  t  it  is  said  tliat  the  Supreme  Court,  in  the  case  of  Hamp- 
ton \K  The  United  States  (276  U.  S.  394),  iias  lield  it  to  be  con- 
stltutional  to  give  this  power  to  the  President  as  it  was  given 
In  wt  ction  315  of  the  act  of  1922.  But,  Mr.  President,  that  deci- 
sion is  not  binding  on  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  Con- 
gres!  ma>'  and  should  repeal  the  law  which  it  construed.  It  Is 
not  I  iuding  upon  our  policy  or  our  course  of  future  action.  But 
let  IB  just  for  a  moment  examine  the  reasons  which  actuateil 
the  (ourt  in  Hampton  against  The  United  States  in  upholding 
secti  m  315. 

Tie  court's  action  was  ba.sed  upon  the  theory — and  it  was 
only  a  theory — that  under  that  section  Congress  had  authorized 
the  [*resldent  merely  to  find  particular  facts,  and,  uixmi  Uie 
findi  ig  of  those  facts,  then  to  put  into  operation  tariJDf  rates 
aire*  dy  fixed  by  the  Congress.  But,  Mr.  President,  section  336 
as  row  projjosed  goes  far  beyond  section  315  of  the  existing 
law.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  propose.^,  first, 
to  f  ve  the  President  the  iKJwer  that  he  now  has  under  section 
315  md  then  tliere  is  to  l)e  superadded  a  further  power.  Let 
me  read  it  just  for  a  moment. 

It  is  provided  that  In  exercising  the  power  of  fixing  a  new 
tariir  rate  or  the  power  of  transferring  a  commodity  from 
one  ( Jaasificatiou  to  another  or  of  transfeiTing  from  the  foreign 
valu  ttion  to  the  American  selling  price,  the  President  shall  boar 
lu  nlnd  the  following  things  with  this  qualification: 

TTie  President,  In  so  far  as  be  flada  It  practicable,  shall  take  Into 
const  leratlon— 

Ai  d  SO  forth. 

M  '.  President  In  that  language,  "  in  so  far  as  he  finds  it 
pracllcable,"  Is  introduced  much  more  than  authority  to  find 
facti.  Therein  is  vested  the  widest  exercise  of  judgment  or  dis- 
cretfcn  on  the  part  of  the  President  of  the  United  States.  Is  It 
the  finding  of  a  fact  to  determine  whether  or  not  a  certain  ele- 
men :  is  practicable  of  application?  Does  not  that  involve  the 
exercise  of  Judgment  on  the  pert  of  the  President — discretion, 
if  y<»u  please — the  exercise  of  will  and  of  choice? 

Tie  Presidoit  may  consider  these  elements  or  factors,  or  he 
may  reject  them.  But  the  crowning  authority  that  the  Seiuitor 
from  Utah  seeks  to  give  to  the  President  under  this  daiust;  is 
coot  lined  ha  subjections  (3)  and  (4). 

Tie  President  may  or  may  not  coo.sider — 

(t  I   A^antagea  granted  to  a  furelgn   producer  by  a  foreittn   ftovern- 
meoi ,  or  li(y  a  peraon,  partnenihlp,  corporation,  or  a8sociati<>n  in  a  for- 
country ;  and    (4)    transportation  costs  and  any  other  advantages 
Ivantagea  In  competition. 

the  employment  of  that  language,  "any  other  advantages 
teadvantagee  in  competition,"  this  bill.  If  n«1opte<l  i»y  the 
and  by  the  House,  will  give  to  the  President  the  opthm 
of  cbnsidering  any  factor  or  any  elem^it  which  might  apiteul 
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He  will  hare  all  the  human  imumIoiis  and  the  human  ambitions 
and  the  human  weaknesses  that  other  men  possess,  and  to  say 
that  to  give  the  President  the  power  proposed  la  to  grant  the 
power  only  to  ascertain  mathematical  resolta  is  to  fly  In  the  face 
of  what  we  all  know  to  be  the  truth. 

Mr.  President,  the  effect  of  the  amendment  if  adopted  will  be 
to  give  the  President  full  and  complete  power.  There  is  no 
Teto  on  the  President's  power.  If  the  Congress  makes  a  tariff 
rate  and  the  l*resldent  In  his  judgment  may  not  agree  to  It,  the 
^institution  wisely  provides  a  check  upon  that  act  in  his  veto. 
But  if  the  President  under  this  particular  provision  of  the  bill 
enacts  a  new  tariff  rate  It  Is  not  repealable  save  by  the  action 
of  the  Congress,  and  by  the  same  power  of  veto  which  he  could 
use  on  other  legislation  he  could  defeat  the  action  of  the  Con- 
gress and  continue  to  make  the  tariff. 

How  has  the  Tariff  Commission  worked  out  during  the  seven 
yearn  of  its  existence?  I  shall  not  trespass  upon  your  patience. 
Mr.  President,  by  repeating  all  of  the  statements  that  have  been 
•o  ably  made  here  by  the  Sent  tor  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Voir 
Lrmcj  and  other  Senators  detailing  the  history  of  the  Tariff 
C/ommission  during  the  past  seven  years.  The  Senator  from 
Tennejw*x»  (Mr.  McKdxabJ  on  yesterday  in  an  Instructive  and 
witertainlng  address  laid  before  the  Senate  the  history  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  and  the  results  of  ita  labors.  Without  going 
Into  the  particular  details,  what,  in  short,  has  be^i  the  history 
of  the  commission? 

The  hi.story  of  the  commission  disdoses  that  frequ«3tly  the 
commission  has  divided  3  and  3;  3  Democrats  and  3  Republi- 
can.s.  And  yet  the  I^resldent,  though  be  be  the  head  of  a  great 
political  party,  at  the  same  time  would  be  supposed  to  decide 
these  questions  without  any  partisanship,  without  any  economic 
bia-*.  without  any  ingrained  political  or  economic  bell^.  Under 
th«>  section  we  are  discussing  the  President  of  the  United  States 
may  adopt  the  finding  of  the  Tariff  C^mmLssion  or  he  may  reject 
It  In  the  past  President  Coolidge  adopted  B<»me  of  the  findings 
of  the  Tariff  Commission  and  disapproved  other  findings.  There 
is  no  compiilsioQ  upt^n  the  P^esld*^nt,  and  yet  Senators  would 
have  us  believe  that  this  process  is  to  be  merely  automatic, 
merely  a  mathematical  determination;  but  when  it  is  all  over, 
when  all  the  Investigation  is  completed,  the  President  may  or  he 

■now  tiA»  rmt  \ntt\  A#f<w>t  tYi^  mtiHi  ark  fonnd. 


the  makers  of  the  Constitution  assembled  In  conven- 
in  Philadelphia,  I  dare  say  that  assemblage  was  as  wise, 
perhaps,  even  as  the  Senate,  and  It  proceeded  upon  the  pt)licy 
that  In  dividing  the  Government  into  three  branches  there 
ought  to  be  established  a  certain  system  of  checlcs  and  bal- 
am¥s.  In  other  words,  it  thought  that  the  President  ought  to 
exeute  the  laws,  but  that  he  ouglit  not  to  have  the  power  to 
maUe  the  laws.  It  thought  that  the  President  ought  to  be 
Corimander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  but  it  abio  said 
to  liim  at  the  same  time,  "You  can  not  have  a  dollar  to  pay 
for  the  Army  or  the  Navy  until  the  representatives  of  the  !«<->- 
pie,  the  Congress,  grant  you  the  money  and  the  supplies."  It 
thoight  that  the  President  ought  to  have  the  power  of  the 
apt  ointment  of  oflBcers,  but  that  there  ought  to  be  a  check  upon 
tha ;  authority  and  that  their  names  must  be  submitted  to  the 
Sec  ate  for  confirmation.  It  provided  that  the  courts  might  con- 
strue the  law  and  interpret  the  law,  but  that  the  courts  have 
no  right  to  make  the  law. 

8d,  Mr.  President,  Irrespective  of  the  constitutionality  of  the 
particular  ixt)vi8ion  to  turn  over  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  power  to  make  tariff  rates,  the  result  would  be  to 
dis^  urb  that  system  of  checks  and  balances.  It  would  throw 
out  of  balance  the  whole  theory  of  parliamentary  government 
urn  er  otir  system. 

I :  was  said  wisely  by  members  of  the  Constitutional  Conven- 
tioii  that  the  union  of  the  p«nver  to  make  the  laws  and  the 
po^i'er  to  execute  the  laws  was  the  very  essence  of  tyranny. 
That  was  a  compelling  motive  in  the  distribution  of  the  powers 
arabng  the  several  departments  of  the  Government.  But,  let 
me  I  suggest  that  the  power  of  taxation  and  the  power  of  ap- 
pnWiating  money  are  pei-uliarly  the  two  functions  which  from 
tine  Inunemorlal  have  been  reserved  to  the  representatives  of 
th»!  pef>ple.  In  the  long  struggle  in  England  for  parliamentary 
gosemmeut,  a  struggle  extending  over  000  years,  a  struggle 
wa  setl  in  the  forum  and  in  the  field,  the  triunii>ha  of  the  people 
wei  e  often  brought  about  by  their  ability  to  exact  from  the  King, 
through  control  of  taxes  and  appropriations,  rights  which  they 
cot  Id  not  otherwise  exact.  These  things  lie  at  the  very  root  of 
representative  governmt^t  under  our  systi'm — the  right  of  the 
petnle's  representatives  and  of  no  other  branch  of  the  Govern- 
meht  io  lew  taxes  and  to  make  grants  of  money. 


that  the  President  was  to  find  facts  and  facts  only. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  wanted  to  inquire  of  the  Senator 
whether  the  Supreme  Court  In  Its  opinion  canvas.sed  these  ele- 
ments of  discreticm  and  judgment,  to  which  our  attention  has 
been  called? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  FYom  my  reading  of  the  opinion,  I  did 
not  so  understand  it.  It  simply  used  the  term  "  the  differences 
in  costs  of  production." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  In  other  words,  these  matters 
Involving  judgment  and  discretion  on  the  part  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  in  arriving  at  a  conclusion  were  not  can. 
vasseil  at  all  in  the  oftlniou? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  is  as  I  read  the  decision.  But  let 
me  say,  Mr.  President,  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  in  its  endeavor  to  uphold  a  statute  of  Congress  always 
Indulges  every  presumption  that  what  Congre.<<8  has  done  is 
supported  by  the  Constitution,  if  possible.  It  always  presumes' 
that  any  declaration  of  fact  made  by  Congress  Is  In  truth  a 
declaration  of  fact.  Becau.se  of  its  respect  for  the  Congress,  a 
coordinate  dei^artment  of  government,  it  Indulgences  every 
rea.sonable  presumption  that  what  it  Intends  is  legal  and  that 
its  declarations  .speak  the  truth. 

In  the  decision  in  the  case  of  Hampton  against  The  United 
States,  the  court  simply  found  that,  by  the  standard  of  measure^ 
ment  "  differences  lu  cost  of  prtKluctlon,"  the  President  could 
ascertain  those  particular  facts,  because  Congress  had  said  that 
all  that  the  President  should  do  was  to  find  facts. 

Mr.  President,  it  Is  the  duty  of  Congress,  In  exercising  Its 
authority,  to  look  at  the  substam-e  and  not  at  the  form,  and 
all  of  us  here  know  that  what  the  President  Is  to  do,  In  fact,  is 
not  simply  to  find  facts,  but  that  the  President  Is  to  change  a 
law  enacted  by  the  Congress.  But  It  Is  said  that  he  has  only 
the  power  to  change  it  within  certain  limitations.  Regardless 
of  what  the  extent  of  the  change  may  be,  the  very  power  which 
the  Senator  from  Utah  seeks  to  grant  to  the  President  is  the 
I»ower  to  change  a  tariff  rate,  a  power  which,  prior  to  1922, 
was  never  undertaken  to  be  exer<'ised  anywhere  except  in  the 
legislative  branch  of  thiis  Government. 

Action  by  the  President  is  to  be  substituted  for  the  action 
of  Congress.     Such  Is  openly  avowed. 

Whatever  the  President  may  do,  whether  we  call  It  the  find- 
ing of  a  fact,  or  the  changing  of  a  rate,  or  a  valuation,  or  a 
classifl<*ation,  whatever  the  President  may  do  is  to  be  employed 
as  a  substitute  for  the  action  of  the  Congress.  What  is  the 
action  of  the  Congress?  The  action  of  the  Congress  is  the  lay- 
ing of  a  duty.  The  action  of  Congress  is  the  fixing  of  a  rate, 
and  If,  by  any  device  or  any  particular  contrivance,  the  same 
effect  is  to  be  accomplished  in  some  other  way,  the  result  being 
the  same,  the  two  things  are  the  same.  When,  by  this  particu- 
lar device,  the  committee  proposes  to  substitute  for  the  action 
of  the  Congress  the  action  of  the  Presidwit,  they  are  seeking  to 
emi)ower  the  President  to  lay  a  duty. 

Let  tis  for  a  moment,  without,  I  hope,  painful  reiteration  of 
what  has  already  been  much  better  said  than  I  can  possibly 
express  it,  examine  what  are  our  constitutional  warrants  for 
doing  anything  with  relation  to  taxation  or  the  levy  of  tariff 
rates. 

As  I  recall  it,  section  1  of  Artide  I  of  the  CMistltution  pro- 
,vides  that  all  legislative  power  shall  be  vested  in  the  Congress 
Of  the  United  States.  The  power  to  make  laws,  the  power  to 
make  those  rules  of  action  which  shall  govern  and  bind  the 
people  of  the  United  Slates — all  legislative  action,  not  some,  not 
I>articular  kinds,  hut  all,  without  any  restricti(m  and  without 
any  iM»undary  whatever  to  its  domain — is  vested  in  the  Congresa 
All  legislative  power  Includes  the  power  of  making  and  laying 
duties  and  taxes. 

What  are  tl»e  other  constitutional  provisloos?  Another  provi- 
sion is  that  the  Congress  shall  have  power  "  to  lay  and  collect 
taxes,  duties,  imposts,  and  excises."    To  do  what?    To  lay  and 


the  Congress  of  the  Uidted  States  clearly  and  definitely  pro- 
vided for  the  free  entry  of  certain  articles  of  commerce  and 
commodities.  It  then,  in  another  clause,  provided  that  when- 
ever any  country  should  discriminate  against  the  agricultural 
products  of  the  United  States,  and  the  President  should  aster- 
tain  that  fact,  theo.  rates  of  duty  should  apply  to  articles 
specifically  mentioned  and  set  out  in  particularity — to  molasses 
and  certain  other  prmlucts  from  the  discriminating  country. 
So  in  the  case  of  Field  against  Clark  it  was  held  that  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  President  simply  to  find  a  fact,  the  fact  of  discrimi- 
nation by  a  foreign  country;  and  finding  that  fact,  to  put  into 
effect  rates  of  duty  already  specifically  defined  and  prescribed 
by  the  Congrress  in  tlie  act  Itself. 

Let  us  see  If  that  Is  the  case  before  the  Senate  to-day.  I 
submit  that  the  very  reverse  is  the  case  under  section  336 
What  is  the  President  to  do?  Is  be  simply  to  find  facts?  He 
may  find  facts,  if  yon  can  term  as  fact  finding  the  exercise  of 
choice  and  judgment  and  discretion  as  to  the  variety,  yea,  the 
multitude,  of  factors  which  he  may  consider.  But  what  is  he 
to  do  after  he  flnd.s  these  so-called  facts?  The  President,  after 
he  finds  the  facta,  is  not  to  take  those  facta  and  fit  them  Into 
existing  rates  of  duty  already  prodalmed  by  the  Congress. 
The  President  is  to  make  new  rates.  In  other  words,  instead 
of  fitting  the  facts  to  the  law,  the  President  is  to  fit  the  law 
to  the  facts.  It  is  a  reversal  of  the  theory  upon  which  the  case 
of  Field  against  Clark  was  based  by  the  Supreme  Court. 

Let  me  repeat,  under  section  336  of  the  present  act  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  If  he  is  able  to  find  the  facta,  then 
cuts  the  law  to  fit  the  facts,  whereas  the  theory.  In  order  to 
avoid  c<Histitutional  objections,  is  that  the  Congress  makes  the 
law — Inexorable,  unchanging,  unyielding — but  the  President, 
when  he  finds  the  facts,  simply  fits  the  facts  to  the  law.  The 
pending  bill  reverses  that  policy. 

Of  course,  all  of  us  know  that  when  we  strip  this  section 
336  of  all  its  adornments,  of  all  of  its  masks,  and  of  all  of  its 
attractive  raiment,  the  purpose  of  It  is  not  to  authorize  the 
President  to  find  facts  bat  to  make  new  tariff  rates. 

In  theory,  in  order  to  avoid  the  constitutional  Inhibition  that 
the  President  can  not  make  tariff  rates,  the  President  is 
simply  to  be  an  adding  machine:  the  President  is  simply,  by 
pushing  the  buttons  on  the  adding  machine,  to  determine  the 
various  calculations  or  factors  entering  into  the  fact  finding. 
The  President  is  to  l>e  merely  a  robot,  as  It  were,  a  mechani- 
cal man,  using  only  those  particular  faculties  of  his  mind  that 
deal  with  mathematical  facts,  adding  and  subtracting  and 
dividing,  by  that  process  arriving  at  the  dlfferwK^es  in  costs 
of  production,  transportation,  and  all  of  the  other  factors  and 
elements. 

In  order  to  avoid  the  constitutional  objection,  the  President 
Is  simply  to  be  a  mechanical  contrivance,  registering  accurately 
and  without  any  deviation  from  the  rule  of  precision  certain 
mathematical  calculations.  He  Is,  as  it  were,  to  be  a  sort  of 
anhnated  barometer,  registering  scientiflcally  and  speclflcidly 
every  change  anywhere  in  the  world  in  Industry,  and  as  be 
registers  those  changes,  up  the  tarUT  rate  goes  or  down  it  may 
decline. 

The  Presideot  is  to  be  a  sort  of  a  seismograph,  but  a  seismo- 
graph with  a  brain,  registering  every  little  shock,  every  seismic 
disturbance  anywhere  in  the  commercial  or  manufacturing 
world. 

That  Is  the  fiction,  that  is  the  theory,  that  is  the  process  by 
which  the  proponwits  of  the  flexible  provision  seek  to  avoid  the 
constitutional  Impediments  in  the  way  of  the  President  making 
tariff  rates. 

What  is  the  President  In  fact?  The  President,  who  shall  re- 
ceive and  exercise  the  power  of  making  rates  or  changing 
valuations^  will  not  be  a  mere  mechanical  device,  he  will  still 
be  a  man,  with  blood  In  his  veins  and  a  brain  In  his  head.  He 
will  be  a  man,  I  dare  say,  with  some  human  frailties.  Per- 
haps he  will  be  a  hiunan  being  with  the  Impulses  of  gratitude. 
He  will  be  more  than  President,  he  will  be  still  the  leader  at  a 
great  political  party,  and  a  candidate  for  ita  continued  favor. 
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choice  and  Its  will  In  selecting  the  instruments  by  which  It 
believes  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  may 
best  be  served.  When  the  Congress  surrenders  to  the  President 
the  power  to  change  tariff  rates.  It  Is  surrendering  to  the 
President  its  right  to  exercise  its  will  and  choice ;  it  is  sur- 
rendering to  the  President  its  right  to  deliberate;  it  Is  sur- 
rendering to  the  President  the  right  to  have  the  questions 
involved  discussed  In  the  open. 

Mr.  President,  the  American  people  expect  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  in  the  transaction  of  the  public  business,  to 
transact  it  where  people  may  .see  what  is  transpiring,  to  transact 
it  in  a  forum  where  the  people  may  hear  the  arguments  and 
the  debates  with  relation  to  these  great  questions.  Then  shall 
we  delegate  to  the  Tariff  Commission,  sitting  in  a  secret  <^am- 
ber,  the  most  solemn  functions  of  legislation  which  ought  to 
be  dis4-harge<]  jere  in  the  white  light  trf  publicity,  in  the  crucible 
of  public  debate,  and  decided  according  to  what  we  deem  to 
be  the  welfare  and  the  interest  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  and  not  what  some  ftmctionary  of  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion may  com^lder  to  be  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States? 

Congress,  if  It  sees  fit,  has  the  right  to  act  arbitrarily  upon 
legislation ;  that  is  a  valuable  prerogative  for  the  people's  rep- 
resentatives to  iioasess;  and  I  denounce  the  suggestion  that  the 
Congn*ss  of  the  United  States  should  become  merely  a  fact- 
finding, mechanical  device  to  change  tariff  rates  and  policy 
according  to  some  mathematical  formula  laid  down  In  advance. 

Mr.  PresidfTiT.  I  assert  that  under  the  flexible  provision  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  If  he  might  so  desire,  could  defy 
the  will  of  the  people  and  could  defy  the  will  of  the  Congress. 
Under  the  Constitution  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  con- 
»e<niently  a  new  Congress.  Is  elected  each  two  years,  and  one- 
third  of  the  Members  of  this  body  Is  elected  each  two  years. 
Why  was  that  provision  Inserted  in  the  Constitution?  There 
must  have  been  a  reason ;  there  was  a  reason.  That  reason  was 
that  the  makers  of  the  Constitution  intended  that  there  should 
be  frequent  recourse  to  the  people  at  the  ballot  box.  In  order 
that  they  might  express  their  views  upon  public  questions.  The 
President  of  the  United  States,  however,  on  the  other  hand,  is 
elei'ted  for  four  years.  Suppose  a  new  Congress  coming  into 
power  should  want  to  increase  tlie  rates  or  to  decrease  the  rates. 


vania  [Mr.  Red],  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  would  not  believe  that  the  President  ought  to  have  such 
authority  as  to  the  Army. 

If  It  be  wise  to  give  the  President  the  power  to  fix  tariff 
rates,  why  not  authorize  the  President  to  fix  income-tax  rates? 
Let  him  ascertain  through  the  Budget,  as  he  does  now,  the 
financial  needs  of  the  various  deiwrtments ;  let  him  find  the 
fact  as  to  how  much  money  may  be  needed,  and  then,  after, 
finding  the  fact,  graduate  the  rates  In  such  fashion  as  to  produce 
the  amount  of  money  needed  by  the  Budget. 

Why  go  throu^  the  toil  and  the  drudgery  of  hearings  on 
appropriation  bills?  It  would  be  much  more  easy,  much  more 
convenient,  much  more  efficient  to  allow  the  Executive  to  de- 
termine what  appropriations  were  needed  for  the  support  of 
the  various  departments  of  the  Government,  and  let  him  make 
them.  Ah,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  that  Senators  here 
would  agree  to  such  a  course. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  already  possesses,  as  has 
been  pointed  out,  tremendous  power.  He  has  the  appointment 
of  five  or  six  hundred  thousand  civilian  employees  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. Did  .vou  ever  stop  to  consider,  Mr.  President,  that 
out  of  the  great  host  of  functionaries  and  officiate  scattered 
throughout  the  Federal  Union  only  5.'13  officers  of  the  Unite<l 
States  are  elected  by  the  people  themselves?  The  435  Members 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  the  96  Senators,  tlie  Vice 
President,  and  the  President  of  the  United  States— 533  officers — 
are  the  only  ones  that  must  submit  their  fortunes  at  the  ballot 
box  and  receive  the  approval  or  the  condemnation  of  the  people. 
Yet,  as  to  taxation  through  the  tariff,  It  Is  prt)i>o9ed  to  transfer 
and  subtract  from  the  power  left  in  the  Congress  of  531  Mem- 
bers and  place  that  power  In  the  hands  of  the  President  of  the 
Unite<l  States,  who  has  under  him  the  vast  army  of  offilcals 
who  are  not  elected  by  the  people. 

Mr.  President,  a  couple  of  days  ago  the  President  of  the 
United  States  sent  to  the  Senate  a  message  asking  that  the 
power  delegated  under  the  flexible  tariff  provision  be  continued. 
I  *8aid.  *'  He  sent  to  the  Senate  a  message."  That  was  an  inac- 
curate statement.  He  sent  a  message  through  the  press  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States  for  its  effect  upon  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States.  It  may  not  be  Improper  here  to  suggest  that 
whenever  the  executive  branch,  or  any  other  branch  of  the  Gov- 
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H«a  the  Tariff  CommlasioD  been  free  of  poUtics?  The  Sen- 
ator from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fkss]  made  an  eloquent  appeal  for  taking 
the  tariff  oat  of  politics.  Doea  anyone  believe  that  any  serious 
effort  will  be  made  In  the  future  to  take  the  tiiriff  out  of  politics 
when  It  reaches  the  Tariff  CommLstdon?  The  Repmblican 
leader,  the  senior  Senator  from  Indiiuia  [Mr.  Watsom],  a  few 
days  ago  said  that  the  tariff  always  had  been  a  pc^itical  ques- 
tion and  that  he  had  never  tried  to  take  politics  out  of  the 
tariff  and  did  not  Intend  to  do  so.  But  before  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission have  we  not  had  politics?  Before  the  ctHnmission  have 
we  not  had  lot>byine?  It  has  been  disclosed  in  the  debate  that 
In  hearinjrs  before  the  Tariff  Commission  swarms  of  lobbyists. 
Consreswrnen,  Senators,  and  others  were  there  using  their  Inllu- 
«ace  and  pulling  every  strinf  that  might  operate  to  Influence 
the  commission. 

Mr.  President,  it  hat  been  disclosed  that  at  least  one  member 
of  the  commission  personally  Interested  in  schedules  has  partici- 
pated in  the  action  of  the  commission.  It  has  been  well  pointed 
out  that  a  court  which  had  upon  it  a  m«imber  interested  in  a 
case  before  it,  if  it  continued  to  condone  that  action,  would  be 
a  pn»j»er  subject  of  impeachment  at  the  bar  of  the  Senate. 

The  Tariff  Commission,  however,  wants  more  power.  With 
aeven  years  of  operation  under  the  flexible-tariff  clause  It  wants 
increased  power.  The  only  reason  why  the  Senate  la  not  to 
▼ote  to-day  upon  that  clause  in  the  Mil  placed  there  by  the 
House  Is  becanae  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  and 
others  do  not  bellere  they  can  cocnmand  enough  rotes  to  adopt 
the  provision  that  the  President  shall  have  the  power  to  pass 
upt»n  conditions  of  competition  Instead  of  differences  In  coat  of 
production.  I  otoerve  the  Senator  from  Utah  smiles  when  I 
intimate  that  the  reason  for  his  lack  of  action  Is  that  he  does 
not  think  he  has  the  TOte& 

Mr.  President,  Senators  on  the  Republican  side  of  the  Clum- 
ber, partkulariy  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fbb].  hare  de- 
vote<ily  labored  to  demonstrate  that  section  S96  as  offered 
by  the  Soiator  from  Utah  is  constitutlcoal.  Suppose  It  is 
constitutional.  My  objection  to  it  is  not  based  upcw  the  fact 
that  It  may  or  auiy  not  be  constitutionaL  If  nnconstltational, 
the  Supreme  Oowrt  ot  the  United  States,  perhaps^  would  relieve 
ns  of  that  particular  provision.  But  my  objectloa  to  the  provi- 
sion Is  that  though  it  be  eoostltntloDal  I  am  opposed  to  the 
policy  that  section  SM  proposca  and  would  resist  the  «Aort  of 
the  Senate  to  adopt  mch  a  poUcgr  rcsardlsM  «<  tlM  dedaion  at 
the  SupcuBM  Gout. 
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Mr.  FresideBt,  the  langiuifle  of  the  President  la  strons.  He 
Bays  that  the  flexible  tariff  is  "a  necessity  in  protection  of 
public  interest."  I  wonder  how  the  Preaidcnt  can  give  the 
Sana  ion  of  his  great  (rfBce  and  the  prestige  of  his  high  station  to 
a  statement  of  that  kind,  in  view  of  the  rathtf  sorry  and  mlaer- 
aUe  record  which  the  Tariff  Oommlssion  has  made  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  flexihie  tariff  within  the  iwst  seven  years? 
Viewing  that  record,  the  President  now  tells  the  country  and 
the  ('ongresB  that  the  continuance  of  'Jie  Tariff  Commission  la 
a  necvssity  in  the  public  interest! 

Of  course,  tlie  action  of  the  coounisslon  In  the  fttture  will 
be  the  action  ot  the  President.  President  Hoover,  in  his  mes- 
sage In  April,  desired  that  the  commisirion  be  reorganiaed. 
With  the  power  of  appointment  in  the  hands  ot  the  President, 
with  his  power  to  remove  them,  with  every  member  fearful  of 
removal,  with  every  member  actuated  by  fear  on  the  one  hand 
and  l>y  hope  of  reward  on  the  other,  of  course  the  action  of  the 
cooiml.s.'^ion  will  be  the  action  of  the  President  ot  the  United 
States  in  substance  and  in  fact 

But  the  President  further  said: 

No  tariff  bin  evpr  enacted  htm  been  or  ever  will  be  perfect. 

I  heartily  agree  with  the  President;  but  I  think  it  might 
very  well  be  added  that  no  President  has  been  or  ever  will  be 
perfect.  1/  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  can  not  be 
trusted  to  pass  a  Uriff  bin  which  is  perfect,  and  if  this  bill 
ahall  not  be  perfect,  the  Implication  is  that  the  President, 
through  the  power  to  be  given  to  him  in  this  particular  section, 
will  be  enabled  to  correct  Its  imperfections. 

If  that  be  the  view  of  the  Bxecutlve,  I  wond«  why  this  ses- 
sion of  Congreas?  Why  bother  with  the  tariff?  The  President 
was  in  possession  of  the  Tariff  Commission — a  willing,  a  pliant, 
a  suliservient  in.strument  He  could  have  revlaed  the  rates 
on  the  limited  number  of  commodities  on  which  he  thought  they 
ought  to  be  revised.  Why  did  he  not  revise  those  rates  iroder 
the  flexible  tariff,  without  having  the  Congress  sprad  the  sum- 
mer and  fall  in  the  consideration  of  the  tariff  question? 

Mr.  Pretiident,  the  Executive  also  says : 

Any  pcrwta  tapvetmeeA  In  tariff  leglBtetloa  In  th«  last  kalf  century 
kaowB  perftocCly  well  that  Congreaa  can  not  reopen  rfncle  Itema  of  the 
tariC  witboat  Uoportinc  dlacnaalonfl  all  along  tbe  line,  without  tbe  con- 
■taat  anaettleDeot  of  buinen  and  the  Importation  of  oontentlona  and 
factions  qaeatloaa  to  tbe  dPstmctkui  of  other  important  duties  by 
Connre^a. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  uses  rather  censorious  lan- 
guage toward  the  Congress.  In  other  words,  he  advises  the 
public  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  can  not  adequately 
and  properly  dlscliarge  Its  duty  of  fixing  Uriff  rates  because  the 
Congresa,  in  its  Inefllcient  and  inept  processes,  can  not  do  so 
without  interfering  with  other  Important  business. 

What  more  important  business  has  Congress  to  perform  than 
to  exercise  the  taxing  powers  of  this  Government  that  shall 
affect  the  welfare  and  the  weal  and  perhaps  the  prosperity  of 
120,000,000  people?  The  President  would  be  glad  to  have  Con- 
gress hand  over  to  him  that  power,  and  have  the  Congress  busy 
itself  with  matters  of  another  nature — the  fixing  of  the  salaries 
of  clerks,  and  the  decision  as  to  how  many  policemen  we  shall 
have  on  Capitol  Hill,  and  how  many  streets  shall  be  widened  in 
the  Db«trlct.  Mr.  President,  the  levy  of  taxes  is  of  paramount 
lmp«Jrtance.  The  power  of  taxation  and  the  grant  of  appropria- 
tions are  among  the  proudest  prerogatives  of  Conjreea.  What  Is 
of  greater  importance? 

I^t  me  suggest.  Mr.  President,  that  under  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  the  President  has  a  great  many  legitimate 
duties.  One  of  his  chief  functions  is  the  enforcement  of  the 
law.  It  Is  his  duty  under  the  Constitution  to  carry  on  the 
executive  and  the  administrative  functions  of  the  Qovemment. 

1  Aartt  ■•«  If  fttA  EvMmiH'vo  oYAmfea  all  nt  the  fntipHrOM  that  the 


Mr.  President,  why  delegate  tliis  authority  to  the  President? 
Ev<>n  if  we  have  the  power  to  do  it,  why  should  we  do  it?  It 
has  been  suggested  by  Senators  that  the  President  can  act  more 
quickly,  that  the  President  can  tix  a  rate  more  efficiently.  It 
would  seem  that  this  is  to  be  a  theoretical  and  mechanical 
device,  quickly  replsterlng  the  currents  and  Uie  tides  and  the 
rec  ;88lon  of  the  tides  in  trade  and  commerce;  that  it  will  in- 
fallibly register  with  a  few  dots  and  dashes  such  a  result  as 
to  iibsolutely  accommodate  tl»e  tariff  law  to  conditions  through- 
out the  world.  Could  the  President  do  it  more  efficiently  and 
mo'e  effectively? 

It  has  been  pointed  out  In  the  course  of  the  debate  that  the 
Tariff  Commbision  has  not  only  been  inefficient  in  makinsr  Its 
reiorts,  but  that  it  has  caused  interminable  dflay  In  Undlug  the 
pui  ported  facts  and  in  the  making  of  its  investigation. 

I:  has  t>een  said  that  the  power  of  handling  tariff  legislation 
woi  lid  interfere  with  other  business  of  the  Congress.  Why  was 
the  Congress  created,  unless  It  is  to  legislate  upon  the  concerns 
of  ;he  people  of  the  United  States?  Are  we  merely  to  draw 
our  salaries?  Are  we  merely  to  be  functionaries  of  dignity — to 
offli'iate  at  ceremonies?  The  business  of  the  Congress  of  the 
Un  ted  States  is  to  legislate  upon  the  vital  concerns  of  the 
pec  pie  of  the  United  States.  If  one  of  those  concerns  be  the 
tar  ff,  it  la  the  duty  of  the  Congress  to  consider  the  tariff,  and 
not  seek  to  escape  its  responsibility,  not  seek  to  evade  its  duty 
by  handing  over  to  the  Executive  the  power  of  making  tariff 
dulpesL 

r.  President,  let  me  say  that  the  plea  of  efficiency  and  the 
of  speedy  action  are  arguments  which  have  been  made  in 
alf  of  every  despotism  that  ever  cursed  the  earth.  "  Let 
President  or  the  King  do  it.  He  can  do  it  more  efficiently 
anA  more  quickly."  A  benevolent  despotism  is  the  most  effl- 
cleit  government  on  earth.  If  It  would  function  according 
the  principles  of  benevolence  continuously.  It  might  be  a 
grdat  blessing;  but  the  trouble  about  benevolent  despotism  is 
thi  t  the  benevolence  dies,  while  the  desi>otlsm  survives. 

H^'hy  should  not  the  power  be  delegate<l?  What  are  the  ob- 
jec  Lions  to  delegating  the  power?  One  objection  is  that  the 
Coiigreaa  of  the  United  States,  und^  its  authority  granted  by 
thi  Oonstitntion,  has  the  right  to  legislate  upou  all  matters 
aff  BCting  the  welfare  of  the  people  according  to  Its  own  will, 
no  according  to  some  mathematical  formula,  not  acconllng  to 
mental  stralt-iacket,  not  according  to  aome  particular 
Uoll  ot  tittkUaeat,  but  the  Congress  is  privileged  to  exerdse  its 
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President,  It  te  progression,  but  It  la  profrressfon  badr- 
DOC  toward  liberal  theories;  not  toward  democratic 
In  the  distribution  of  the  powers  of  govenunent,  and  in 
th4  discharge  of  the  functions  of  legislation  by  the  representa- 
tlv  s  of  the  people. 

]  It.  President,  a  moment  ago  I  made  the  statement  that  a 
Tariff  Oommlssion  removable  at  will  by  the  President  would 
sinLply  be  a  pliant  and  subservloit  instrument  Senators  will 
retail,  I  am  sure,  the  fact  that  President  Coolidge  some  years 
ago  approached  Mr.  David  J.  Lewis,  a  Democratic  member  of 
th<  Tariff  Commission,  and  assured  him  that  he  would  be 
reuppolnted  provided  he  would  deiivw  into  the  hands  of  the 
President  his  resignation  in  advance,  subject  to  acceptance 
at  the  President's  will.  Let  it  be  said  that  Commissioner 
Lewis  spumed  and  scorned  such  a  humiliating  c-ondition.  But 
If  hat  be  the  spirit  of  the  Executive  with  reference  to  members 
of  the  Tariff  Commission,  with  the  ax  constantly  hanging 
ovisr  their  heads,  the  threat  of  removal  by  presidential  e«lict 
all  rays  present,  the  Tariff  Commission  can  be  nothing  more 
thim  the  Instrument  of  the  President's  wiU.  And  will  the 
Prssident  be  importuned  by  lobbyists?  Will  not  the  President 
be  surrounded  with  Influences?  Should  we  impose  further 
duties  upon  the  Presid«it?  Already  bardene<l  with  duties  so 
onerous  and  multitudinous,  is  it  wise  cw  just  to  Impose  upon 
thi !  Presld^it  new  and  vexations  duties? 

i£r.  President,  throughout  history  the  accumulation  of  power 
in  the  hands  of  a  monarch  or  a  despot  has  usually  been  the 
reiult  of  a  long  course  or  process  of  acquiring,  inch  by  inch, 
m<  re  and  more  authority.  The  PreeidenC  IQ  his  statement  to 
th »  country  a  few  days  ago,  said  that  there  was  no  despotic 
pogrer  involved  in  the  grant  to  him  of  the  right  to  regulate  the 
ta  iff.  Yet,  Mr.  President,  throughout  the  yeairs  In  the  United 
Stites  the  Ehtecutive  has  In-en  growing  stronger  and  yet  stronger 
at  the  expense  of  other  branches  of  the  Government.  I  have 
listened  to  Senators  and  Members  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives declaim  upon  the  floors  of  their  respective  Houses  against 
thf  centraliaation  of  more  power  In  the  hands  of  the  Kxocu- 
tii  e ;  yet  I  have  later  listened  to  the  same  men  speak  in  ad- 
vo  jBcy  of  the  delegation  of  poyrer  to  tlie  President  of  the  United 
Stitee. 

lis  was  so  w^  observed  on  yesterday,  the  President  of  the 
Uiited  States  is  already  the  possessor  of  greater  power  than 
anr  king  or  potentate  of  this  earth. 

r.  President,  power  fattens  upon  each  new  mors^  Its  ap- 
petite increases.  With  each  accession  of  new  power  it  demands 
m<ire,  just  as  the  Senator  from  Utah  here  to-day  is  demanding 
an  Increase  of  the  power  of  this  commission  over  the  p«^)wer 
thit  was  conferred  in  1922  in  the  flexible  clause  of  section  315. 
le  accumulation  of  p»)wer  and  the  resulting  creation  of  dea- 
ism  runs  through  the  history  of  the  past, 
Augustus  Cwsar  was  emperor  long  before  he  wore  the  crown. 
H(f  accumulated  in  his  hands  the  powers  of  the  judges,  the 
po  wers  of  administrators,  and  then  the  power  to  make  the  law. 
Aater  there  had  been  gathered  into  his  hands  all  of  the  powers 
the  Roman  state,   the  throne  and   the  imperial  title  were 

ed. 
lie  First  Consul  ot  the  French  gradually  absorbed  the 
ers  of  government,  gradually  accumulated  in  his  hands  the 
ers  which  had  been  wrested  from  the  Kinf^s  of  France  by 
French  people ;  after  he  had  accumulated  these  vast  powers, 
laparte,  with  but  a  single  step,  ascended  a  throne. 

President,  it  is  the  exercise  of  power  that  makes  a  king, 
t  is  a  king?  Sovereignty  does  not  reside  In  the  insignia 
emblems  which  monarchs  were  wont  to  wear, 
hat  Is  a  throne?  Napoleon  said  that  a  throne  wa.s  but  a 
of  gilded  wood.  Mr.  President,  a  throne  is  but  a  gaudy 
glamorous  seat  designed  to  convey  the  pretense  of  eminence, 
yal  robes  do  not  made  a  king.    A  stvpter  is  but  a  jeweled 


as  tl)e  case  may  be ;  the  President  by  his  veto  could  defeat  any 
such  action,  because  It  Is  not  likely  that  there  would  be  a  two- 
thirds  majority  against  him  ;  yet,  after  defeating  by  veto  the  will 
of  the  Cong'resK,  the  President  could  pursue  the  contrary  course. 
He  could  continue  either  to  raise  the  tariff  duties  or  to  lower 
the  tariff  duties  as  he  might  see  fit.  In  absolute  defiance  of  the 
will  of  Congress  and  of  the  decision  of  the  people  at  the  ballot 
box  In  the  i>receding  election.  Would  that  be  consistent  with 
our  theory  of  representative  government,  and  would  it  be  con- 
sistent with  the  theor>-  that  runs  all  through  the  Constitution 
of  our  country? 

Mr.  President,  it  Is  said  that  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff 
law  has  been  decided  to  be  constitutional.  Snp(>ose  that  has 
been  so  decided.  I  dare  say  that  under  the  Constitution  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  might  approve  every  treaty  which 
the  President  might  negotiate ;  but  because  that  could  be  con- 
stitutionally done,  is  there  any  Senator  within  these  four  walls 
who  would  say  that  he  would  agree  in  advance  to  vote  for  the 
ratification  of  each  treaty  which  the  President  might  negotiate 
without  examining  into  its  terms  and  provisions?  Yet  the  Presi- 
dent could  dispose  of  the  treaty  much  more  quickly  without  wait- 
ing for  senatorial  approval.  The  President  could,  with  greater 
exactitude  and  promptness  and  facility  and  ea.se,  negotiate  a 
treaty  if  he  did  not  have  to  come  back  to  the  Senate  to  secure 
Its  approval.  Under  the  Constitution,  if  we  so  desired,  the 
Senate  may  approve  by  confirmation  each  appointment  the 
President  may  make ;  but  Is  there  any  Senator  here  who  would 
say  that  the  Senate  ought  to  forego  its  power  and  its  duty  of 
passing  upon  the  merits  of  all  ot  the  nominees  whose  names  are 
submitted  here? 

As  has  been  wisely  suggested  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Tydiwos],  If  it  be  sound  policy  to  give  the 
Pnsidfut  tbe  power  to  fix  tariff  rates,  why  would  it  not  be  wise 
to  allow  the  I*resident  to  determine  the  siae  of  the  United 
States  Army?  The  President  is  in  contact  with  foreign  affairs; 
he  ndght  Investigate  and  ascertain  according  to  his  view  the 
ueces-sity  for  a  standing  army  and  its  size.  Why  not  give  the 
President  the  ix>wer  to  find  the  facts,  let  him  determine  by 
investigation  as  to  the  state  of  our  foreign  relations,  and  then. 
In  accordance  with  those  findings,  determine  the  size  of  the 
standing  army?  The  same  thing  may  be  said  as  to  the  United 
States  Navy.  I  am  sure,  however,  that  no  Senator  would  ad- 
vocate such  a  policy ;  I  am  sure  that  the  Senator  from  Pennayl- 


ernmeut  for  that  matter,  acquires  a  certain  degree  of  increased 
p«twer  it  always  is  reluctant  to  surrender  it.  So  the  President 
of  the  United  States  gave  to  the  country  a  statement  with 
referei»ce  to  the  flexible  tariff.  Of  course,  the  President  would 
not  have  given  utterance  to  that  public  statement  If  he  did  not 
have  fear  as  to  the  fate  of  the  flexible-tariff  provision  in  the 
Senate.  Of  course,  the  President's  statement  was  given  to  the 
press  in  order  to  create  a  s^itiment  throughout  the  country 
which  he  hc^)ed  would  react  upon  the  Senate  and  aid  In  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  in  relation  to  the  flexible  tariff 
provision. 

We  recall,  Mr.  President,  when  there  was  pending  before  the 
Senate  the  so-called  debenture  amendment  to  the  farm  reli^  act 
The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Frss]  this  morning  defended  the 
action  of  the  President  in  issuing  a  st.atement  regarding  the 
debenture  plan  while  it  was  pending  before  the  Senate  by  stat- 
ing that  the  President  had  flrst  been  visited  by  a  committee 
of  the  Senate,  and  It  would  have  been  impolite  and  Inconsiderate 
for  the  President  not  to  have  expressed  himself.  Let  It  be 
remembered.  Mr.  President,  that  when  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry  of  the  Senate  went  before  the  President  of 
the  United  States  and  sought  his  views  and  his  position  on 
the  delienture  proposal,  the  President  at  that  time  had  no  views 
which  he  desired  to  communicate,  and  refu.sed  to  express  any 
opinion  upon  that  particular  amendment :  but  at  a  later  stage, 
when  the  debenture  had  acquired  stretigth  in  this  body  and  It 
appeared  as  though  It  might  be  adopted,  there  went  out  a  dig- 
tress  signal,  an  emergency  call,  and  the  President  Issued  a 
stinging  repudiation  of  the  debenture  measure. 

Of  course,  it  was  not  impr<H)er  for  the  President  to  give  out 
the  statement.  I  do  not  criticise  the  President  for  doing  that. 
The  Constitution  authorizes  and  directs  the  President  to  advise 
the  Congress  as  to  measures  of  government.  It  is  true  that  that 
provision  of  the  Constitution  intended  that  the  President  should 
file  such  communications  as  he  might  care  to  make  with  the 
Congress  in  the  form  of  a  message  rather  than  with  the  public 
press. 

The  President  says,  In  his  statement  to  the  press,  that  in  his 
message  in  April  he  gave  his  reasons  as  to  broad  principles 
Important  In  tariff  legislation  and  that  he  advocated  the  flexible 
tariff  when  enacted  in  1922.    I  quote  his  language: 

I  advocated  It  at  that  tlSM  aad  aloce  as  a  nececalty  is  protectioa 
of  pabilc  interest. 
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over  the  powers  of  the  Congress,  though  the  people's  representa- 
tives are  a.ssembled  here. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  is  greater  than  any  mon- 
arch on  this  earth.     Let  us  look  about  us  and  what  do  we  see. 

The  King  of  Spain  is  but  a  shadowy  phantom  of  the  pov^er 
that  once  ruled  in  his  ancient  dominions. 

The  Presidency  of  i<>unce  is  but  an  office  of  ceremony  and  of 
dignity. 

The  King  of  Italy  is  but  an  almost  Inaudible  e<i%o  of  the  royal 
power  that  once  walked  the  streets  of  Rome. 

The  President  of  Germany  possesses  not  a  tithe  ot  the  power 
of  the   Hoheuzoilerns. 

The  King  of  England,  with  all  of  his  castles,  with  all  of  his 
titles,  with  all  of  the  stately  pomp  and  ceremony  with  which  he 
is  surrounded  is  little  more  than  a  painted  king  upon  a  painted 
throne.  He  is  merely  the  husk,  the  shell,  the  gilded  crust  of 
power  which  the  English  people  have  long  since  taken  over  for 
themselves, 

Mr.  President,  the  President  of  the  United  States  is  greater 
than  all  of  these,  but,  great  as  are  his  powers  under  the  Con- 
stitution, there  was  reserved  from  his  authority  the  field  of 
taxation.  The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  never  intended 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States  should  levy  taxes  upon 
the  people.  Taxes  and  appropriations  were  sacred  ground. 
They  were  resened  to  the  Congress — the  Senate  and  the  House. 
This  ground  was  sacred  to  their  servants.  The  CcHistltution  140 
years  ago  denied  the  right  of  the  President  to  levy  taxes,  and  I 
shall  not  vote  to  give  him  that  power  now. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  Intend  to  take  any 
part  In  the  discussion  of  the  administrative  features  of  the  tariff 
bill,  because  I  riiafe  under  the  slow  progress  that  has  been  made, 
and  1  dislike  to  contribute  to  it  even  by  participating  in  the 
debate.  But  the  vigorous  opposition  which  has  developed  to  this 
flcxibK^tarlff  provision  makes  me  want  to  express  my  support 
for  it,  and  I  shall  do  so  very  briefly. 

The  opponents  have  attacked  the  conduct  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission in  the  past  few  years  and  have  recounted  at  length  the 
bickerings  and  inefficiencies  and  shortcomings,  and  I  am  willing, 
for  the  sake  of  arjrument,  to  admit  the  truth  of  their  statements. 
But  even  admitting  that  the  Tariff  Commission  has  been  culitu- 
ble,  to  my  mind  that  is  no  proof  that  the  .system  is  viciou.<«.  I 
think,  if  true.  It  .simply  proves  that  the  personnel  has  been  bud 
and  does  not  prove  that  the  system  is  not  a  gotid  one. 

Of  course,  it  is  some  evidence.  For  instance,  if  the  Tariff 
Ci>mmisslon  in  the  last  few  years  had  made  a  few  brilliant 
refiorts  correcting  glaring  defects  in  the  tariff,  perhaps  nobody 
now  would  be  op|>OKlng  Its  jurlsiliction,  and  the  fact  tliat,  on  the 
contrary,  many  think  that  its  decisions  have  been  futile  does 
give  some  ground  for  the  argument  of  the  inefficacy  of  the 
flexible  tariff  law.  But  If  it  Ls  the  personnel  that  is  at  fault,  as 
I  believe,  and  not  the  system,  then  the  proof  Is  not  concliwive. 

It  seems  to  me  we  must  all  admit  that  some  machinery  is 
nece.Nsary  to  correct  the  inequalities  inherent  in  every  tariff  law. 
Our  cf>untry  is  now  so  enormous,  our  industrial  Interests  are  so 
complicated,  and  different  sections  of  the  country  are  so  jealous 
of  each  other  that  any  tariff  bill  is  pretty  sure  to  have  inequali- 
ties. No  committee  is  omniscient.  There  must  be  compromise, 
wiiicb  .swtisfy  neither  party.  Consequently  it  is  inevitable  that 
every  tariff  bill  that  is  passed  will  have  in  it  evils  which  ought 
to  be  eradicated. 

How  can  that  be  done?  The  pre,sent  condition  of  this  very 
bill  proves  that  .some  machinery  like  this  commi.ssion  is  indis- 
pensable. It  was  argui^i  here  the  other  day  that  our  fore- 
fathers, when  they  first  pfls8e<l  the  tariff,  did  not  provide  any 
such  tribunal  a.s  this,  and  therefore  that  it  was  unnecessary 
now.  Of  cour.se,  they  did  not.  They  did  not  need  it  In  those 
days  they  passed  a  tarlfT  bill  in  a  few  days,  and  any  amend- 
ments which  proved  necessary  could  also  be  adoi»ted  in  a  few 
dav.s.     It   was  not   uecessarv  t»t  have  auv  corrective  niHchinerv 


changed  condltlona,  and  suppose  he  comes  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  sets  forth  his  grievance 
and  says,  "I  must  have  a  remedy,  or  that  interest  will  be 
rulnetl."  What  wlU  be  the  answer?  The  chairman  of  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee,  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
of  the  Senate,  and  the  leader  of  the  party  which  is  in  control, 
will  all  say  to  him,  "  You  have  our  sympathy.  We  rect)gnize 
the  justice  of  your  case.  But  ^e  can  not  allow  you  to  introduce 
that  amendment  on  the  floor,  because  if  you  do.  under  the  rule 
all  other  amendments  will  be  In  order,  and  everyone  who 
wants  to  repeal  the  tariff  bill,  everyone  who  wants  vitally  to 
amend  it  everyone  who  is  discontented  with  any  of  its  pro- 
visions will  have  a  right  also  to  come  forward  and,  by  an 
amoidment,  seek  the  remedy  he  thinks  he  uee<ls.  Therefore  we 
would  once  more  be  plunged  Into  a  general  tariff  revision,  and 
the  same  length  of  time  would  be  occupied.  Therefore  It  is  ab- 
solutely impossible  that  we  should  recognize  j'our  request." 

Consequently,  the  business  will  have  to  suffer  and  wait  for  a 
new  revision  of  the  tariff  unless  meanwhile  the  business  is 
ruined. 

Mr?  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  said  that  would 
be  the  case  under  the  rule. 

Mr.  GILI.ET1\    Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    C-ould  not  that  rule  be  changed? 

Mr.  GILLETT.  It  never  has  been  changed,  and  I  do  not  be- 
lieve a  majority  could  be  gotten  to  change  it. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  You  do  not  think  you  could  get  a  majority 
to  change  it  with  reference  to  a  specific  article  that  had  been 
investigated  by  the  commission,  and  the  facts  fonmi  and  reported 
to  Congress? 

Mr.  GILLETT.    It  has  not  been  done. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    That  is  no  reason  why  it  can  not  be  done. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  It  is  a  reason  in  practical  politics  why  it 
can  not  be  done,  because  there  never  will  be  any  Congress  which 
will  recognize  that  one  man  has  a  case  better  than  all  other 
cases,  and  every  other  Congressanan  would  think  he  had  a  case 
just  as  good  as  the  one  suggested. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  I  was  speaking  with  refer- 
ence to  all  ca.ses  in  which  an  Investigation  had  been  held  by 
the  commission  and.  as  a  result  of  the  investlgaticm,  they  had 
reported  to  the  Congress  that  the  particular  industry  was  en- 
titled to  an  Increase  in  rate,  or  that  there  should  be  a  decrease 
in  rate.  Why  would  it  not  be  entirely  within  the  right  of  Con- 
gress, and  why  would  it  not  be  good  legislatlou,  to  say,  in  a 
case  of  that  kind,  if  a  bill  should  be  Introdnced  to  remedy  the 
situation  and  carry  out  the  intent  of  tlie  Investigation  and  the 
recommendations  of  the  report,  that  no  amentlment  would  be 
accepted  unless  It  was  pertinent  to  that  particular  case? 

Mr.  GILLETT  Of  course,  it  would  be  within  the  rights  of 
Congress;  but  It  never  has  been  done,  and  that  Is  a  pretty 
good  argument  that  Senators  will  not  be  willing  to  do  it,  I  am 
afraid.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  it  would  be  a  very  excellent 
reform. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GILLETT.    I  will  yirfd,  but  I  want  to  be  brief. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  going  to  be  as  brief  as  T  can.  I  am 
Interested,  as  the  Senator  has  just  expressed  himself,  In  avoid- 
ing the  inefficient  and  logrolling  methods  of  making  tariff  bills. 
The  Senator's  only  argument  against  the  suggestion  made  by 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  Is.  In  ^ect,  the  same  sngge»*- 
tion  that  was  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  earlier  In  the  day 
in  the  address  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  and  the  only  objection 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  made  was  that  such  a  rule  or  such  a  law 
or  such  a  method  had  never  yet  been  adopted  ami  that  It  could 
not  be  (lone. 

Mr.  GILLETT.    They  would  not  do  it— -not  "could  not "  do  it, 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  wonder  if  that  is  true?  The  Senator  himsi'lf 
said  that  he  thinks  It  would  be  a  good  thing.    The  Senator  fr«HU 

Ollifl    I  Mr.    FbhrI    t>TnrpHMoH    tho  hmitio     Itlpo         All  /■/  na  uaam    </t  ho 


Constitution  derolves  opon  him,  all  the  leKitliuate  fniMrtions 
alreudj  derolTed  upon  blm,  he  win  ha  to  suflBdeot  to  commaiKl 
all  of  the  time  and  all  of  the  labor  which  the  coontry  ought  to 
demand  of  anj  Kxecntlre. 

But.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fn«],  ech<Hog 
the  Mmtlmenta  of  the  Preaidenfa  statement,  said  that  he,  too, 
aireed  that — 

TlM  AmIM*  ptotiiioD  l«  •■•  «f  tlM  Mo«t  pfoffTMsiv*  stcpfl  takcs  ta 
tartt  BaklBf  In  an  «or  hlttorj. 


The  laaatiMr  froai  Oblo  asnalljr  la  In  agrewnent  with  the  sentl- 
ita  of  the  White  Boose,  If  he  knows  them.  Progwsifa, 
fl0»  of  the  Most  profreasifc  steps  taken  In  tariff  makljig 
In  all  oar  hlaCor7''I  Prucreaslic  toward  what?  Is  It  pro- 
grsMrtre  toward  tha  people's  repwentatlves  haTiog  a  roice  in 
the  OovanuDent  or  la  it  procresslve  toward  reaction?  la  It 
profreaslTe  toward  (he  oentraliaatkm  of  power  in  the  Presidatt) 


ible;  a  crown  Dotning  more  tnan  an  ornamenteu  toy.  ihese 
bat  the  vain  aiiU  cheap  and  tawdry  trappings  that  were  a 
of  the  pomp  and  pa>;eantry  of  power. 
Jngshlp  is  the  anthorltj  to  rule.  One  may  wear  a  sack 
It  and  a  straw  hat,  and  yet  be  more  a  monarch  than  one  with 
'al  blood  in  his  Tclns  and  parpie  raben  about  bU  b<Mly. 
[r.  President,  the  Prexident  of  the  Cnited  8tHt<>!4  to-<lay  Im  tbo 
giJBatest  ruler  oo  the  globe.  He  is  the  iVxiunander  in  Cblef  of 
tli»  Amy  and  of  the  Nary.  He  appoints  five  or  six  bun<irt>d 
th  [maand  JTederal  civilian  ofDclaU,  who  go  scurrying  alM>ui  all 
over  the  Ualoo,  men  who  ar<>  appotnte<l  by  his  will,  and  arn  re- 
Bdrable  at  hla  will.  He  carries  on  the  foreign  relatbnM  of 
th»  United  States.  He  makes  treaties  which  carry  with  tliem 
thB  fate  and  the  fortunes  of  a  people,  perhaps  war,  perhatM 
pcBoe. 

Mr.  Preaident,  he  appoints  the  judges  who  shall  eonMrue  the 
lair  which  shall  bind  120,000^000  of  people.    Ue  has  the  veto 
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la  order  to  otttr  aay  aaModment  to  the  bill  nnteaa  It  were  ger- 
mane to  the  portlmlar  schedale  contained  In  the  rep<^  and  tbe 

Mil? 

If  everybody  thinks  that  Is  a  good  thing  to  do,  whj  ean  we  not 
have  soch  a  provision  adopted  by  the  Senate?  I  am  inclined  to 
think  the  Senate  will  have  a  chance  to  vote  on  that  kind  of  an 
amendment  before  we  coociode  eonelderation  of  the  bill.  The 
more  I  think  about  it,  the  more  I  beHere  that  la  probable. 
While  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Massacboaetts  that  it  is 
somethint;  new.  yet  we  ought  not  to  be  frightened  because  it  to 
new.  It  ban  been  the  practice  of  civilization  in  Its  progreea  to 
follow  things  that  are  new.  We  ought  not  to  look  uptm  It  with 
dL^ain  or  scorn  because  it  has  never  been  done  before. 

Mr.  OILLBTT.  I  do  not  look  at  it  with  dladain.  I  afanply 
foippt^Hed  It  was  impossible.  It  is  possible  that  the  very  hos- 
tility of  the  flexiWe-tariff  provision  and  the  recognition  by  every- 
iKxIy  that  Home  such  machinery  is  indispensable  perhaps  would 
drive  the  Senate  to  some  such  action  as  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska has  soggested.  But,  at  any  rate,  to-day  tlx^re  is  no  such 
proi>o8itlon  before  us. 

The  only  possible  remedy  for  all  the  inequalities  and  delMen- 
des  in  every  tariff  bill  and  for  all  of  the  imperfections  that 
niny  arise  In  the  coarse  of  time  by  changed  ccmditiona  is  the 
flexible  tariff  provision.  It  seems  to  me  It  is  an  outrage  to  say 
that  we  will  pass  this  tariff  bill  and  then  we  will  admit  that 
for  from  6  to  10  or  12  years  no  redress  ean  be  had  from  any 
injustice  tliat  lurka  in  it.  The  only  alternative,  the  only  cure 
for  that  situation.  Is  the  flexible-tariff  provision.  Therefore  I 
am  for  It,  and  I  think  it  ought  to  prevaiL 

If  Senators  in  ord«r  to  avoid  that  sltuaticm  wlU  suggest 
some  better  remedy  and  if  I  think  It  is  better,  I  shall  certainly 
support  it.  I  am  Inclined  at  first  blush  to  acquiesce  in  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraslca  that  it  would  be  a 
good  thing  to  have  a  rule.  tlM>ugh  it  would  have  to  be  a  rule  in 
both  Houses,  or,  perhaps,  even  be  a  law,  that  no  amendment 
could  be  offered  which  was  not  germane  to  the  sctiedule.  lliat, 
of  course,  would  offer  some  remedy ;  and  it  would  have  the  ad- 
vantages—at least  it  would  seem  to  me  to  be  an  advantage,  and 
I  presume  it  would  be  to  all  Members  of  Congress — that  we 
would  not  surrender  any  rights.  I  always  object  to  surrender- 
ing any  rights  of  any  body  with  which  I  am  connected.  I  am 
Jealous  of  the  Preaidoit  in  this  Instance.  I  would  rather  keep 
the  power  in  Coagreos  if  we  can  do  It  and  still  produce  the  re- 
sults that  the  flexible-tariff  provision  will  produce. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  I»re«i<lent 

lie  VU^E  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Maasa- 
chuiietts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  GIIJ.BTT.    Oertaiuly. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  understood  the  Senator  in  the  beginning 
of  bis  retuarks  to  differentiate  from  ail  others  a  bill  providing 
for  a  reduction  or  Increase  in  tariff  rates  on  a  particular  item. 

Mr.  OILLBTT.  I  was  not  aware  that  I  did.  I  am  not  con- 
scious that  I  made  any  such  distinction. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Tbe  Senator  said  we  can  never  hope  to  get 
legL<lation  upon  a  particular  item  in  the  tariff  because  of  the 
fact  that  under  the  preaent  rule  if  a  tariff  bill  la  introduced 
dea^ng  with  any  particular  item  it  opens  the  door  to  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  GJLLBTT.    Tea 

Mr.  SIMMON&  And  that  every  other  item  In  the  tariff 
achednle  might  be  included  in  that  propoaition  and  in  that  way 
tlie  whole  domain  of  tariff  tagiakitlon  would  be  opened.  That 
la  not  true  with  reference  to  any  other  kind  of  leglalation  that 
I  know  of,  but  it  has  been  true  berstofore  with  reference  to 
tariff  legislation. 

Mr.  QILLrrr.  I  think  It  la  true  of  all  other  leglalaUon. 
Why  la  it  not  true  of  oOm  legiaUition? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  Is  not  true  of  other  legWatloa  because 
there  is  no  such  fear  that  the  offering  of  an  amendment  upon  a 
subject  will  open  a«rh  a  broad  domain  of  leglalatioa. 

Mr.  OILLBTT.  Of  course,  that  is  true.  There  la  no  otlier 
liclMatlon  that  has  ■och  a  bvoad  domain,  and  ao  it  la  not  so 
dangerous. 

Mr.  SIMMONS,  lliat  is  Che  ground  upon  whieh  both  Houasa 
have  found  It  necenary  upon  any  propoidtkm  to  amend  a  par- 
ticular Uriff  bUl  with  reference  to  a  particular  Item  or  a  amall 
nuaatwr  of  items    because  it  opened  the  door  wide. 

Mr.  GIULETT.    That  was  my  argtuaent. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Tbe  tariff  aitnation  Is  diflerentiatad  from 
the  situation  of  any  other  leglalation  in  that  particular.  There- 
fore the  suggcatloo  that  I  made — and,  as  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Noaais]  said.  It  waa  along  the  Una  0t  the  sog- 
geetlon  he  made  earlitf  In  the  day — was  that  when  the  report 
of  the  Tariff  OommisBloB  came  to  «a  asaking  deAaite  flndinga, 
recommeBding  a  certain  duty,  and  a  biU  waa  Introdneed  in 
either  Houae  tar  the  porpoaa  «<  Immediate  afCtloB  upon  that 
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re;  lort,  ttwn  If  we  had  a  rule,  nothing  bat  a  rule,  that  in  such 
a  !ase  no  amendment  would  be  in  order  unless  it  was  germane 
to  that  particular  schedule,  it  would  solve  the  difliculty.  If  that 
so  t  of  rule  could  be  adoi>ted,  and  I  do  not  see  why  it  could 
no;  because  of  the  differentiation  between  tariff  and  all  other 
let  islation,  I  think  the  trouble  the  Senator  speaks  of  with 
re  erence  to  immediate  legislation  would  be  entirely  remove<l. 

Ilr.  GILLB3TT.  The  differentiation  between  tariff  and  other 
lei  Islatlon  la  aim  ply,  as  I  see  it,  that  the  tariff  is  so  much 
bDader  that  it,  of  course,  occui^es  vastly  more  time,  and  any 
amendment  opens  tip  the  enormoas  field  covered  by  tbe  bill. 
Tltat  is  merely  because  the  tariff  bill  Is  a  great  deal  more  ex- 
te  isive  than  any  other  bilL  My  distinguished  friend  from  North 
Cirollna.  I  think,  has  been  the  ranking  Democratic  member  of 
thi  Finance  Committee  for  many  years,  but  I  never  heard  that 
he  offered  any  such  rule  up  to  this  tiuie. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  is  not  any  reason  why  the  Senator 
fDm  Massachusetts  should  not  offer  it  or  why  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  should  not  offer  it  now. 

Mr.  OILLBTT.  Certainly.  We  all  learn  by  experience  and 
W(>  are  more  apt  to  learn  perhaps  when  we  are  in  the  minority 
than  when  we  are  in  the  majority. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ma.ssa- 
ctusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  fn»m  Tennessee? 

Mr.  GILLETT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  have  been  very  much  interested  in  the 
stggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  as  to  how  the 
mitter  should  be  corrected.  I  want  to  present  this  situation  to 
tie  Senator.  Upon  examination  into  the  records  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  it  is  fomid  that  the  eommii^on  in  tlte  last  t^even 
yi  ars  have  changed  the  rates  on  37  articles. 

Mr.  GILLETT.     That  has  been  repeated  and  repeated  here. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Yes ;  time  and  again. 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Yes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  lias  also  devdoped  that  tlie  Finance 
Committee  have  brought  in  a  bill  which  changes  the  rates  on 
21  of  the  37  articles  on  which  the  Tariff  Commission  and  Presi- 
de nt  have  changed  the  rates.  Are  we  going  to  have  auotlier 
cfmmisslon  set  up  to  pass  upon  the  question  of  whether  the 
Omgress  is  right  <^  whether  the  Tariff  CcHnmission  was  right 
in  fixing  rates?  How  are  we  going  to  reach  an  end  to  this  con- 
st int  changing  of  tariff  rates?  Was  the  Senator  familiar  with 
the  fact  that  of  the  37  articles  on  which  the  Tariff  Commisvsiuu 
clanged  the  rate,  29  were  changed  in  the  bill  reported  by  the 
S<  uate  Finance  Committee? 

My  statement  of  yc>8terday  might  have  been  regarded  as  an 
attack  on  the  Tariff  Commission.  To-day  I  want  to  defend  the 
Tariff  Commission  again«ct  these  unjust  assults  of  the  Finance 
Committee.  They  have  assaulted  the  commission  worse  than 
at  ybody  else  has.  'Hiey  have  changed  it«  scientific  conclusions 
in  29  out  of  37  cases,  leaving  only  8  commodities  unchanged. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  I  was  not  aware  of  it,  but  very  likely  the 
danges  are  not  very  striking  and  made  no  great  difference. 
I  do  not  know  anything  about  it 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Some  of  the  articles  were  passed  from 
the  tariff  schedule  to  the  free  11^,  and  the  rates  on  all  the 
ot  lers  were  increased,  some  in  the  neighborhood  of  100  per 
cent.  After  a  careful  examination,  the  result  of  which  the 
Hi  nator  will  find  In  the  Rkcobd  of  yesterday,  I  found  that  quite 
tui  many  of  the  changes  were  just  as  great  as,  and  in  some  In- 
st inces  greater,  than  were  made  in  any  other  rates  fixed.  So 
w  len  we  refer  these  matters  to  a  scientific  tariff  coramiHsion 
w  lich  makes  only  37  reports  In  seven  years  and  then  the  Senate 
F  nance  Committee  deals  with  those  items  and  changes  29  out 
oi  the  37,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  we  are  standing  by  the  Tariff 
0»inmiasioa  very  vigorously.  If  the  Tariff  Commlstiion  had 
txen  accurate  and  scientific,  why  did  the  Finance  Committee 
ctange  their  rates? 

Mr.    8MOOT.     Mr.    President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massnchu- 
SE  tta  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  ? 

Mr.  GILLUnrr.     Yes. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  want  to  admit  that  the  Senator  from  Tcnnes- 
sce  yesterday  proved,  as  no  other  man  in  the  Senate  has  proved 
ix  years  past,  that  to  raiae  the  tariff  rates  lowers  tlie  price  of 
gtoda  to  the  consumer.  He  took  every  one  of  them  and  demon- 
strated that  wherever  tliere  was  an  increase  in  rate  by  rite 
Tirlff  Commlaaioo,  immediately  the  goods  dropped  in  price  to 
tie  consumer. 

Mr.  MoKEXULR.  That  was  so  in  every  case  except  one  or 
tiro  reported  by  the  Tariff  Commissiou.  In  one  case  the  price 
WEis  actually  t^sed  one-<iuarter  of  a  cent  oo  some  medicinal 
pi«paration.  The  increase  in  tariff  rate  actually  raise<l  the 
pi  loe  of  the  article  ooe-quarter  of  a  cent.  Of  course,  the  various 
^^f^pi*  made  by  tha  Tariff  Commlssioa  were  on  articles  of 


as  It  1m  to-day. 

Consider  the  pending  tariff  bill.  For  seven  months  either 
one  branch  of  Congress  or  the  other,  by  Itself  or  by  Its  commit- 
t(<e,  lia.i  given  U>*  exclusive  arid  intensive  awWlcation  to  this 
tariff  bill,  and  where  are  we  t»Mlay?  If  the  piogresN  we  have 
made  in  the  last  month  is  typical  of  what  is  to  follow,  it  will 
take  iM>vpn  months  longer  to  finish  the  bill,  for  we  have  not 
touched  Its  ronlly  controversial  fratiires  yet ;  and  that  ii«  typical 
of  every  tariff  idll.  In  the  fnfure.  \h'can<*e  of  cotidlfiofis  at 
which  I  have  hinted,  it  will  nece«<sarlly  take  enonnous  lengths 
of  time,  and  how  are  inequalities,  which  are  necewsarily  inlierent 
III  every  bill,  and  how  are  Inequalities  which  will  arise  frou 
changiHl  (oiiditions  to  be  met?  Tliey  can  not  he  corrected  by 
amendniHfitM  in  Congress. 

8np{K»«e  sotne  Bepresentutlve  In  Ctmgress  has  a  case  where 
an  interest  in  his  district  is  obviously  unjustly  treated  by  the 
tariff,  either  throu^  a  mistake  originally,  or  on  accmnt  of 


of  the  (^pinion  that  we  ought  to  do  It.    Why  could  we  not  by  this 
bill  put  such  a  provlNlon  In  tire  law? 

I  would  like  to  invite  the  Senator's  attention  to  a  suggestiim 
tlint  was  made  to  me  by  the  Vice  President  idnce  I  made  the 
observation  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  and  that  is  that  we  lurw 
have  a  law  which  provides  that  the  payment  of  any  money  out  of 
tbe  ciMitlngetit  fund  of  the  f^enste  mtiitt  first  be  crmstdered  and 
npproTwl  by  tbe  Committee  to  Audit  and  Onlrol  the  (V^ntlng^'nt 
ExiM»nwx  of  the  Senate.  It  Is  more  than  a  rule.  It  is  a  Ihw. 
An  tbe  Hemitor  knows,  when  a  resolution  is  offered  that  prt^poMes 
to  take  money  out  of  tbe  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  we  can 
not  prevent  it  going  to  that  committi-e.  We  can  mtt  act  im  it 
under  the  law  until  that  crMnmlttee  has  reprirted.  We  have  mt 
jurisdiction  of  it  under  tbe  law  until  that  committee  hai*  acteit 
on  it.  Why  could  not  we  provide  by  law  ttiat  when  the  Tariff 
CommlMsion  made  a  report  to  Congresa  and  a  Mil  was  bitro- 
dnoed  to  carry  ont  ths  provisiona  of  that  report  it  sfaowld  not  he 
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export  or  on  other  articles  upon  which  the  tariff  does  not 
operate. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  I  am  not  particularly  interested  In  the  dis- 
cuhision  between  the  champion  of  the  Tariff  Commission  and 
the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee.  I  do  not  know  which 
was  right.  I  know  nothing  about  the  differences  <»f  opinion. 
I  would  always,  if  possible,  as  I  said,  prefer  to  keep  the  juris- 
diction in  the  Congress  itst>lf.  But  inasmuch  as  there  is  at 
present  no  possibility  of  Congress  remedying  mistakes,  I  think 
we  ought  to  have  Htmie  juri.^diction  wliicli  has  that  i)ower. 

Thera  has  been  some  discus.sion  and  some  criticism  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  and  a  suggestion  of  probability  that  under 
the  flexible  provision  the  rates  will  bo  i*aised  rather  than  low- 
ered. To  my  mind,  that  is  utterly  immaterial.  I  do  not  care 
whether  they  are  raised  or  lowered  if  they  are  raised  or  lowered 
acci»rding  to  the  basis  which  the  law  provides,  whether  they 
benefit  the  consumer  or  the  producer  or  both.  The  law  provides 
that  they  shall  only  be  changed  according  to  tlie  relative  cost 
of  productlim  at  home  and  abroad. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  GILLETT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  Senator  just  stated  that  he  was  not  par- 
ticularly interested  in  tbe  colloquy  between  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  and  the  Senator  from  Utah.  Certainly  he  must  be 
interested  in  hearing  a  leading  representative  of  the  Democratic 
Party  admit  and  argue  that  to  raise  tlie  tariff  rates  lowers  the 
prices  to  tbe  consumer.  I  wanted  to  be  sure  that  I  did  not 
misunderstand  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  O  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  did  mis- 
understand and  entirely  misunderstand  me.  What  I  said  whs 
that  in  that  insignificant  number  of  articles  upon  whicli  the 
Tariff  Commission  and  the  President  together  have  passed  in 
the  last  seven  years,  by  a  strange  coinddeuce  as  to  many  of 
those  articles,  the  rates  on  which  were  raised  by  this  scientific 
commission,  the  prices  were  lowered  in  nearly  all  ca.ses  Instead 
of  raised.  Of  course,  the  various  changes  made  by  the  Tariff 
Corauii.ssion  were  either  on  articles  which  we  exjwrt,  like  wheat, 
or  on  other  articles  of  such  little  consequence  that  the  tariff 
does  not  affect  them. 

Of  course,  everybody  knows  that  when  Congress  puts  a  tariff 
rate  on  an  article  in  the  usual  ordinary  way  it  raises  that 
article  in  price  to  the  consumers  of  America ;  and,  of  course, 
to  that  I  am  entirely  opposed;  but  the  Tariff  Commission,  the 
scientific  Tariff  Commis.slon,  has  certainly  made  a  failure  so 
far  as  the  effect  of  its  increa-ses  and  Its  decreases  in  the  tariff 
Is  concerned,  and  the  Committee  on  Finance  has  proven  that 
it  has  l)een  a  failure  when  it  comes  in  here  and  reports  in 
favor  of  changing  the  rates  on  29  out  of  37  articles  fixed  by 
the  Tariff  Commission  and  the  President. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  GiiiXTT] 

Tlio  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  desires  to  suggest  that 
if  Senators  holding  thf  fioor  are  going  to  yield  for  speeches 
they  will  have  to  yield  the  fioor. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  merely  wish  to  remark  that  I  am  quite  sure 
we  welcome  this  new  recruit  from  the  Democratic  Part.y  to 
our  policy  and  our  way  of  thinking  as  to  the  result  of  a 'pro- 
tective-tariff hijstem;  and  I  do  not  think  his  explanation  has 
entirely  removed  him  from  his  original  announced  conversion 
to  our  belief, 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  yield  the  floor  per- 
manently in  a  moment,  and  then  this  controversy  may  be 
completed. 

I  was  saying  that  to  me  It  Is  liumaterlal  what  the  tendency 
of  the  Tariff  Ctmimlsslon  may  be.  whether  it  may  be  to  put 
the  rates  up  or  to  put  them  down,  inasmuch  as  the  law  pro- 
vides that  changes  shall  only  be  made  according  to  the  cost 
of  production.  That  has  always  been  the  Republican  prin- 
ciple, and  in  the  last  campaign  the  leader  ot  the  Democratic 
Party  assured  us  that  he  had  received  telegrams  from  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  Democrats  in  Congress  that  they 
held  to  the  same  l>e!Ief.  Therefore,  it  seems  to  me  we  all  ought 
to  acquiesce,  whether  a  change  of  rate  be  up  or  down,  if  it 
follows  the  law,  and  is  in  accord  with  the  policy  to  which 
apparently  both  parties  are  now  adhering. 

Mr.  GLASS.     Mr.   President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  GILLETT.    Certainly. 


Mr.  GLASS.  Lest  there  be  some  misunderstanding,  I  want 
to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  that  we  did  not  all 
acquiesce.  The  leader  had  no  telegram  from  me.  at  least, 
agreeing  to  any  such  proposition  as  that 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  GILLJTTT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  another  question? 
Bid  the  Senator  haiH»en  to  hear  the  speoih  of  his  candidate  for 
the  presidency  In  Boston,  tme  of  the  principal  cities  in  bis 
State.  Ml  October  15.  1928? 

Mr.  GILLETT.     I  beard   the  Senator  from  Tennessee  read 
that  speech  twice,  on  yesterday  and   to-<lay.    I  do  not  care 
i  to  have  him  read  it  again. 
I      Mr.  McKELLAR.    Does  the  Senator  approve  that  speech? 

Mr.  GILLETT.  I  do,  and  I  also  approve  of  what  the  Presi- 
dent stated  the  other  day  in  approval  of  the  flexible  clause 
of  the  tariff  law.  I,  for  one.  am  glad  that  the  President  cam© 
out  and  made  that  public  statement.  I  understand  that  he  has 
very  rigidly  adhered  to  his  earlier  determination  not  to  express 
himself  at  all  as  to  schedules  or  rates — that  probably  Is  wise 
while  Congress  is  considering  the  matter — Hut  when  there  is 
involved  a  vital  measure  like  the  flexible  tariff  provision,  which 
does  not  involve  temporary  rates  or  schedules,  but  a  method  of 
administration,  a  new  system  and  tariff  corrective,  then  I  am 
very  glad  the  President  comes  out  and  states  his  views,  for  ita 
effect  both  upon 

Mr.  McKELLAR     Mr.  President 

Mr.  GILLEll'.     I  decline  to  yield  just  now. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  MassachusetU 
declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  For  its  effect  Dhth  upon  the  country  and 
upon  Congress.  I  confess  that  I  think  it  would  probably  be 
better  for  his  ovni  peace  of  mind  and  for  his  own  popularity  if 
the  flexible  provision  of  the  proposed  law  failed.  t<)r  the  admin- 
istraticm  of  it  will  not  be  pleasant,  and  it  will  not  be  easy 
for  the  President;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  in  my  opinion,  it 
win  be  a  great  boon  for  everybody  who  may  be  affe<'ted  by  the 
tariff  to  know  that  there  is  going  to  be  some  tribunal  from 
which  he  can  get  justice  and  relief.    Now  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  BRATTON  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  do. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quoriun. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico yield  for  that  purix)se? 

Mr.  BRATTIW.     I  do. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Cleiic  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Allen 

riotchcr 

A8bur»t 

Praiirr 

Barkley 

Oeorge 

KlDgiutm 

OiUett 

niack 

Glass 

nialne 

Glenn 

l<l*>a9e 

Ooir 

Borah 

Goldsborough 

DrattoD 

Gould 

Brock 

Greene 

Brookbart 

Hale 

Bruuiiaard 

Ilarria 

Capper 

Harrison 

Caraway 

Haatingi 

Connally 

Hatfield 

C0UK1>DH 

Ilawea 

Cutting 

Harden 

Dale 

lletiert 

I  >eneeD 

Ueflin 

I>111 

JolinKOD 

l-Mue 

Jonea 

Feas 

Keaa 

Kendrlek 

Keyed 

Kins 

I.a  Pollett« 

McKellar 

McMaater 

McNary 

Metcair 

MOHPH 

Norrla 

Nye 

Oddle 

Oremuin 

Patterson 

Pbipps 

riltiuan 

Kanadoll 

Ueed 

K^ibinKon. 

Robinson,  Ind 

Backett 

Bcball 


Ark. 


Sbcppard 

Blmmona 

Smoot 

8teck 

Steiwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Thomas.  Ida  he 

Thomas,  Ok  la. 

Townst^d 

Trnmmcll 

TydloK* 

Vandenberg 

Waicner 

Waleott 

Walsh,  Maaa. 

Walsh,  Mont 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wheeler 


Mr.  SCHALL.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  tbe 
senior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Siiipstkao]  is  detained 
from  the  Senate  on  account  of  illness. 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  Eighty-seven  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present.  The  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  Is  entitled  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  BILATTON.  Mr.  President,  It  is  not  my  purpose  to-day 
to  discuMS  tbe  rate  provitiions  of  the  pending  tariff  bill  but 
rather  to  confine  myself  to  submitting  some  observations  in 
respect  to  the  so-called  flexible  features  of  the  measure.  I  am 
entirely  consciotis  of  the  fact  that  much  has  been  said  upon 
that  subject^  and  that  anything  which  may  be  declared  on  the 
floor  now  necessarily  will  be  to  some  extent  in  tlie  nature  of 
repetition  or  overlapping.  Likcwi.se,  I  am  entirely  sensible  of 
the  Indifference  that  usually  attends  upon  a  discussion  of  tbe 
fundamental  doctrine  of  our  three  coordinate  branches  of  gov 
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ernBKmt  and  tt»e  r«!iict«TK»  wlUi  which  any  one  of  tiiem  shoold 
transgrws  open  the  prero^tlTcs  of  the  other  two  or  either  of 
them.  Eren  bo.  Mr.  President,  I  conceive  that  principle  to  be 
of  suffiHent  Importance  that  It  may  wen  bear  frequent  dlscus- 
siuD  here  and  eHsewhere. 

Althonfrti  the  tariff  resting  apoo  the  doctrine  of  protection 
hail  existe<J  for  almost  70  years  prior  to  1922^  anything  like  the 
flexible  provision  that  found  Its  way  Into  the  act  of  that  year 
had  theretofore  never  been  advocated  with  any  substantial  force 
from  any  quarter  in  the  country.  The  provision  was  proposed* 
and  adopted  in  1922  because  we  were  tben  confronted  with  un- 
a«njal  and  exceptional  conditions  growing  out  of  the  World  War. 
Ttie  economic  worid  was  abnormal;  Europe  waa  torn  asunder 
during  tlie  war;  the  wounda  had  not  been  healed.  We  were 
dealing  with  an  uncertain  future  and  the  rates  were  placed 
unasnally  high,  with  a  view  of  constituting  almost  an  embargo 
against  thP  importation  of  European-made  products. 

8o,  Mr.  Prefddent.  realizing  that  fact,  and  anticipating  that. 
In  all  probability,  as  eoonomlc  conditions  readjusted  themselves 
the  trend  of  the  tarUf  should  be  downward,  the  flexible  pro- 
vlKlon  was  Inserted  In  that  act  in  order  that  it  might  be  em- 
ployed In  effectuating  that  downward  trend.  The  Senator  from 
Idaho  (Mr.  Bo«ah]  so  stated  on  yesterday  upon  the  floor  of  this 
Chamber.  He  quoted  the  diairman  of  the  committee,  now  in 
charge  of  the  pending  bill,  in  the  presence  of  the  chairman,  who 
quietly  acquiesced  in  the  declaration  so  made.  That,  Mr.  PresI- 
dent^  was  the  moving  cause  which  prompted  the  original  sug- 
gestion that  resulted  in  the  flexible  tariff  provision  being  In- 
corporated in  the  act  at  that  time. 

I  have  already  said  It  was  never  contained  In  any  previous 
act.  It  was  advanced,  adopted,  and  enacted  Into  law  in  order 
to  cope  with  conditions  of  an  uncertain  nature  occasiwied  by 
the  thMi  recent  war.  It  was  then  advocated  because  it  vras 
anticipated  that  a  downward  trend  of  the  tariff  would  be  in 
order ;  It  was  advocated  here  upon  that  theory.  It  was  adopted 
here  parsuant  to  that  advocacy.  No  man  win  be  heard  to  con- 
trovert the  f«tateineBt  that  the  economic  world  was  in  an  nb- 
normal  condition  at  that  time,  nor  that  such  fact  did  not  enter 
as  a  ftictor  in  the  enactment  of  that  act.  No  one  will  contend 
here  that  thofle  who  participated  In  the  passage  of  that  biU 
could  foresee  with  the  usual  degree  of  accuracy  what  the  future 
would  bring  about  in  the  readjustment  of  ecouMulc  conditions 
following  the  war;  and  so  the  flexible  provision  waa  inserteii 
In  the  tariff  bill,  giving  to  the  President  the  power,  pursuant 
to  an  examination  and  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  to  deal 
with  the  subject  of  duties  by  raising  or  lowering  them  within 
the  50  per  cent  limit,  or  changing  classiflcatlona  as  the  act 
prorided. 

It  was  said  two  or  three  days  ago  by  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  having  charge  of  the  bill  that  we  could  only  Judge 
the  future  by  the  past;  that  this  was  one  of  the  outstanding 
achievements  of  the  Republican  Party  In  dealing  with  the 
subject  of  the  tariff.  He  declared  that  to  abandon  the  theory 
would  be  a  retrogression  in  the  field  of  tariff  legislation. 

I  want  to  quote  his  words,  Mr  President,  in  order  that  we 
may  get  the  present  viewpoint  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  who 
advocated  this  prt»vi8lon  In  Its  inception  seven  years  ago  ujwn 
the  theory  that  the  trend  would  be  toward  scaling  down  the 
rates  Instead  of  raising  them.  In  laying  before  the  Senate 
the  present  proposal  of  the  committee  to  continue  the  sub- 
stance of  the  act  of  1922,  he  stated  that  we  must  have  a 
modem  system  that  operates  expeditiously,  and  meets  with 
promptness  changing  conditions  In  the  economic  world.  He 
usfd  this  language.  Mr.  President : 

la  at  kwit  one  Important  respect,  however,  we  have  made  a  dlatlnct 
adTanc«  In  tariff  making.  The  tariff  act  of  1922  recognized  the  de- 
drablllty  aad  Importance  of  a  flexible  tariff  sjratem.  That  act  departed 
from  the  laelaatle.  annecenarily  rigid,  principal  of  all  prior  tariff 
laws.  It  permitted  rbangra  In  the  tariff  rates  prescribed  by  ths 
CoBgrsas  t«  maet  chances  in  economic  and  Industrial  ooodlttons.  It 
was  distinctly  a  sooiid,  progrecslve  contribution  by  tht  Bepubllcaa 
Party. 

Later  In  ht9  addrcfls.  In  submitting  this  phase  of  the  bill,  he 
said  that  promptness  and  expedition  was  the  end  sought  to  be 
attained  through  the  operation  of  the  flexible  provision. 

Mr.  l*resldent,  we  have  had  that  provision  now  for  seven 
years.  Tlie  Tariff  Commission  has  been  vested  with  that 
power  during  that  period  of  time.  It  has  ordered  some  83 
investigations.  It  has  made  flfty-odd  reports  to  the  President. 
The  PT«Bldent  has  effectuated  81  Increases  and  5  decreases  In 
^  the  schedules  fixed  by  the  act  of  1922.  These  are  the  facts  In 
face  of  the  statement  of  the  present  chairman  of  the  committee 
that  the  otiject  aonght  was  a  general  downward  trend  of  tariff 
dutiea. 
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let  us  see  how  " expeditiously **  the  Tariff  Commission  haa 
acti  kJ  In  relation  to  the  changes  effectuated  under  the  provisions 
of    he  present  law. 

The  first  subject  dealt  with  was  oxalic  acid.  The  commis- 
sion conducted  Its  hearing  on  November  5.  1922,  and  made  its 
rep  Ml  to  the  I*resldent  on  Decemlier  19,  1924.  It  took  the  com- 
mission 13  months  after  condnctlng  the  hearing  to  decide  what 
should  l>e  reported  to  the  President. 

1  he  second  investigation  related  to  another  kind  of  arid.  The 
commission  conducted  its  bearing  as  to  that  commodity  on 
No 'ember  7,  1923,  and  made  its  report  to  the  President  one  year 
thereafter.  The  commission  required  12  months  after  the  evl- 
deqce  was  taken  to  decide  what  it  should  recommend  to  the 
ident  with  reference  to  an  increase  or  a  decrease  in  the  duty. 
e  third  commodity  dealt  with  was  heard  by  the  commission 
ovember  9,  1923.  and  the  report  was  made  to  the  President 
ay,  1924.  In  that  case  It  necess<itated  six  months  for  the 
mission  to  decide  what  should  be  done  by  the  President. 
he  fourth  commodity  was  heard  In  June,  1924.  and  the  report 
wafc  made  in  March,  1926.  Almost  two  years  after  the  hearing 
wai  conducted  by  the  commission  its  report  was  submitted  to 
thej  President. 

e  sixth  commodity  was  heard  in  November.  1923,  and  the 
'rt  was  made  17  months  later,  M"  in  April,  1925. 
r.  RSfelNSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
d? 

VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
d  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

BRATTON.     I  do. 
ir.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    The  Senator  of  course  under, 
sta  Dds  that  in  each  case,  when  the  bearing  wa.s  had.  the  eom- 
plaint   had   been   initiated   usually   several    months    before   the 
bet  ring. 

Ir.  BRATTON.  That  Is  true,  Mr.  President  I  might  give 
tlw  t  period  of  time  In  each  case,  but  it  would  prolong  the  dis- 
cuiislon  to  an  undue  length.  1  am  attempting  to  bring  to  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  now  the  time  required  by  the  commission 
in  each  Instance,  after  It  had  heard  all  of  the  testimony,  before 
it   nade  its  report  to  the  President. 

'.  'he  seventh  subject  matter  was  heard  in  October,  1923,  and 
th^  rq?ort  was  made  in  April,  1924,  or  six  months  thereafter. 

fe  next  investigation  related  to  pig  iron.  The  matter  was 
1  in  April,  1926,  and  the  report  was  laid  on  the  President'! 
in  February,  1927 — nine  months  in  that  ease, 
relation  to  the  tenth  subject — to  wit,  paintbrush  handles, 
abi  »ut  which  some  observations  have  already  been  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Fou.ette]  and  others — tlto 
testimony  was  heard  in  July  and  Septemher,  1923.  The  report 
was  made  in  October,  1926.  Thirty-nine  months  after  the  oom- 
miision  heanl  the  evidence  with  reference  to  changing  the  duty 
upon  paintbrush  handles  it  arrived  at  a  conclusion  and  sub- 
mi  ted  its  report  to  the  President 

should  like  to  hear  any  Member  of  this  bo<ly  undertake  to 
de:  end  or  Justify  the  consumption  of  39  months'  time  in  <leter- 
mi  ling  whether  the  duty  upon  paintbrush  handles  should  be 
cbJ  nged  upward  or  downward. 

'  !"hen  we  come  to  cotton-warp  knit  fabrics.  The  Investigation 
W8  i»  held  and  the  evidence  taken  on  November  16,  1923.  Nine- 
teta  months  thereafter,  or  in  June,  1925,  the  report  was  sub- 
mi  ted  to  the  President 

'  Tie  next  commodity  related  to  cotton-warp  knit  fabric  gloves. 
It  requlretl  19  months'  time  in  that  case  for  the  conunL-sion  to 
m£  ke  up  Its  mind. 

J  ls  to  cotton  hosiery,  being  the  next  subject  upon  the  list,  we 
find  that  the  commission  struggled  with  that  ponderous  ques- 
tloi  for  33  months  before  It  could  reach  a  conclusion  one  way 
or  the  other.  The  evidence  there  was  heard  first  on  November 
20,  1923.  In  December,  1926,  more  than  33  months  after  tha 
fir  t  hearing,  the  commission  made  a  report. 

.is  to  wall  pockets,  being  the  next  item  on  the  list,  it  took  the 
coi  omission  27  months,  "  In  the  Interest  of  expedition  " — to  use 
th<  expression  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  in  advocating  a  reten- 
tion of  this  provision  in  the  bill — to  determine  what  should  be 
do  le  with  reference  to  the  rate  uixm  wall  pockets. 

'  'ake  linseed  oil.  The  evidence  was  heard  March  5  and  7, 
191  4.  On  March  3  of  the  next  year,  one  year  thereafter,  the 
coi  omission  reached  an  "  expetUtious "  conclusion  and  laid  Its 
fin  lings  upon  the  President's  desk. 

'  '^m  to  taximeters.  It  took  the  commission  19  months  to 
COI  iclude  whether  the  rate  was  just  and  proper,  or  whether  it 
sh  raid  be  changed  upward  or  downward. 

As  to  wheat  the  commodity  about  which  we  have  heard  so 
mi  ch,  it  took  eight  days  after  the  evidence  was  heard  for  the 
commission  to  make  a  report  to  the  President.  Of  course,  no 
on  i  here  brieves  that  a  tariff  on  wheat  gave  to  the  wheat  farm- 


ers of  this  country  any  substantial  relief,  because  wheat  is  pro- 
duced upon  an  exix)rtable  basis,  and  a  tariff  has  no  efficacy  in 
relation  to  a  ct>mmodity  of  which  we  produce  a  surplus. 

As  to  gold  leaf  It  took  45  days. 

On  men's  straw  hats  It  required  45  days. 

In  relation  to  butter  it  required  10  months  for  the  commis- 
sion to  reach  a  conclusion. 

Respecting  Swiss  cheese  It  required  16  months  for  the  com- 
mission to  arrive  at  a  just  decision. 

As  to  halibut  three  months  were  consumed. 

Dealing  with  bobwhite  quail,  it  required  18  days. 

As  to  methanol  It  required  four  months. 

Yet  Mr.  President  In  the  face  of  a  record  of  that  kind  made 
by  the  Tariff  Commission,  the  SSenator  fn»m  Utah,  lu  advocating 
the  retention  of  the  flexible-tariff  provLslon  in  the  bill,  said  the 
other  day  that  It  was  designed  to  permit  rapidly  changing  con- 
ditions to  be  promptly  met.  in  order  that  the  econcMnlc  world 
might  be  held  on  an  even  keel ! 

Mr.  SW ANSON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESI  DBPfT.  Does  the  S«iator  from  New  Mex- 
ico yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  BRATTON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SW  ANSON.  Has  the  Senator  made  an  estimate  of  the 
average  time  required  in  these  cases  for  consideration  and  deci- 
sion by  the  commission? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  have  not  made  that  calculation. 

Mr.  SW.VNSON.  Can  the  Senator  fi>rm  an  idea  about  what 
it  would  be? 

Mr.  liRATTON.  I  should  say  that  from  16  to  18  months 
would  be  the  average  period. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Of  course,  the  average  time 
does  not  reflect  the  maximum  time  or  the  minimum  time;  but 
the  time  elapsing  from  the  initiation  of  the  proceedings  before 
the  conunissitMi  until  action  by  the  President  upon  the  report  of 
the  commissiiHi  ranges  from  two  years  to  six  years. 

In  very  few  instances,  the  case  of  wheat  being  one,  has  action 
resulted  in  a  shorter  time  than  two  years. 

Let  us  take  the  case  of  paintbrush  handles,  which,  as  sug- 
gested by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  would  seem  to  be  a 
comparative  simple  subject  That  was  prolonged  into  two 
years  or  more.  The  cotton-hosiery  schedule  resulted  In  a  flll- 
bikHter  in  the  commission  to  prevent  a  report  by  the  commission 
to  the  President. 

Mr.  SW  ANSON,  Mr.  President,  I  understand,  then,  that  the 
average  time,  from  the  Initiation  of  the  petition  or  request  to 
action  by  the  commission  and  the  President,  has  been  more 
than  two  years? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     More  than  two  years. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  More  than  two  years  consumed  by  this 
"  board  of  speed "  in  affording  early  and  i^^mpt  and  quick 
relief ! 

Mr.  President  I  have  never  known  the  consid««tion  of  a 
tariff  bill  to  take  two  years.  The  Senate  has  been  accused  of 
delay,  accused  of  nonaction,  of  not  speeding  action  cm  a  general 
tariff  bill,  but  the  items  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  are  simply  individual,  specific  Items,  and  an  average 
of  two  years  has  been  ta'ken  by  the  commission.  That  is  a 
damnable  record  of  delay. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  I  ought  to  call  the  Senate's  attenti(Mi 
to  the  fact  that  the  Tariff  Commission  has  been  in  existeivce 
7  years,  or  84  months,  and  during  that  time  has  considered  87 
items.    That  averages  more  than  one  a  month. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  frtan 
New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  BRATT<1N.     I  yield  to  the  Senator, 

Mr,  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  would  like  to  point  out  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  that,  in  order  really  to  get  the  length  of  time 
during  which  these  cases  have  been  pending  In  tlie  commission, 
he  really  ought  to  take  the  date  when  the  Investigation  was 
ordered. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  And  the  date  when  the  procla- 
mation of  the  President  was  made. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Beojuse,  as  I  would  like  to  point  out 
to  tlie  Senator,  sometimes  the  public  hearings  have  been  held 
many  months  after  the  investigation  was  ordered.  Take,  for 
example,  the  sugar  case.  The  investigation  was  ordered  on  the 
27th  of  March.  1923,  and  the  public  hearing  wa^  not  held  until 
the  15th  of  January,  1924. 


I  would  like  to  call  to  the  attention  of  th«f  Senator  a  table 
which  I  incorporated  in  connection  with  niv  remarks  on  this 
subject  whl<'h  appears  on  page  3887  of  the  Hescobd  of  September 
25,  which  shows  the  actuiil  time  of  ordering  the  invewtigation, 
the  months  during  which  it  was  pending  in  the  commission,  tiie 
date  of  the  report  to  the  President  the  date  of  the  President's 
proclamatiwi,  and  the  total  time  between  the  ordering  of  the 
investigation  by  the  commission  and  the  action  by  the  President 
in  cases  where  acti<m  was  taken. 

Mr.  BRATTON.     Yes,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  impression  has  been  given  that  it  takes 
two  years  for  the  Tariff  Commission  to  pass  upon  sjonie  particu- 
lar article.  They  did  not  give  consideration  during  the  two 
years  to  only  one  article.  During  that  time  they  piissed  upon  a 
great  many.  In  other  words,  as  I  said,  they  were  In  exLstence 
seven  years,  or  84  months,  and  passed  upon  87  items,  which 
.shows  an  average  at  a  little  over  1  a  montli  consitlered  by  the 
Tariff  Commi88i(Mi.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  wants  the  coun- 
try to  believe  that  it  took  2  years  for  one  item  and  18  months 
for  another  and  a  year  for  another.  If  that  had  been  the  case, 
the  seven  years  would  have  been  exhausted  on  two  or  three 
items  alone.  The  average,  however,  for  the  87,  during  the  84 
months,  was  a  little  more  than  1  a  mcMith. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President.  wlU  the  Sena- 
tor ylddT 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Of  course,  no  court  docket 
ever  conaists  of  a  single  case,  and  it  Is  true  that  tiie  Tariff 
Commission  has  had  before  it  about  the  number  of  cases  stated 
by  the  Senator  from  Utah,  But  the  point  which  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  Is  making,  and  the  point  so  clearly  made  by 
the  Senator  from  WLsconsin  in  his  address,  was  that  the  Tariff 
Commission,  tmder  the  flexible  prorision.  has  never  afforded 
emergency  relief,  because  In  every  case  that  has  come  before  it 
a  long  time  has  elapsed  before  a  report  has  been  made  to  the 
President  and  in  many  cases  whwe  reports  have  been  made  to 
the  President  a  long  period  has  passed  before  action  by  the 
President 

For  Instance,  the  significance  of  the  suggestion  which  I  myself 
made  a  few  moments  ago  Is  Illustrated  in  the  case  of  paint- 
brush handles,  so  aptly  dted  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 
Nearty  four  years— think  of  It— were  required  from  the  Initia- 
tion of  the  petition  in  that  case  before  the  proclamation  was 
made  by  the  President  the  exact  time  being  43  nnrnths,  accord- 
ing to  the  table  Inserted  in  the  Rbcoko  by  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  which  I  am  sure  Is  correct 

In  the  case  of  linseed  oil  the  period  was  75  months,  or  8 
months  more  than  six  years,  from  the  time  the  petition  was 
initiated  and  the  Investigation  begun,  before  the  proclamation 
of  the  Preside  t 

In  the  case  of  phenol  a  period  of  66  months  elapsed,  and 
numerous  other  Instances  might  also  be  dted,  dearly  proving 
that  in  no  case  that  ever  came  before  the  commission  waa  the 
decision  reached  with  that  degree  of  promptness  which  would 
entitle  anyone  here  to  urge  as  a  reason  for  the  continuance  of 
the  Executive  powers  under  the  fiexible  provision  the  argument 
that  It  affords  a  measure  of  relief  In  emergency  cases  between 
the  sessions  of  Congress.  Years  roll  by  and  no  action  is  taken 
under  this  so-called  emergency  relief  provision. 

It  is  perfectly  absurd  to  say  that  to  readjust  the  rates  on  lln- 
seed  oil  within  six  years  and  three  mtmths  is  an  Illustration  of 
the  value  of  this  provision  l)ecau8e  it  affords  emergency  relief 
when  an  Industry  Is  endangered  by  rates  that  are  too  low  or  the 
public  Is  oppressed  by  rates  that  are  too  high. 

Mr.  SWANSON.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  HATmoLD  in  the  dialr). 
Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  ? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  I  have  been  very  much  Impressed  by  the 
splendid  address  made  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  and 
his  information  is  very  striking.  It  seems  to  me  It  ought  to  be 
perstiaslve  to  anyone  who  de-sires  to  give  a  just  consideration  to 
what  this  commission  has  done.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Mexico  if  I  am  correct  In  thinking  that  this 
commission  and  the  President,  to  whom  the  power  is  given,  in 
7  years  have  passed  on  37  cases? 

Mr.  BRATTON.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Thirty-seven  cases  in  seven  yean,  a  little 
more  than  five  items  a  year.  Think  of  the  great  speed  and 
splendid  relief  afforded  by  this  commission  I 

The  pending  bill  has  4,000  Items  in  U,  and  Congress  haa  not 
spent  10  months  in  giving  relief  as  to  4,000  Items  to  tUia  bilL 
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and  still  then  gwitfemen  with  aeriotw  faces  contend  that  thfs 
Is  a  method  «floniiug  prompt  and  splendid  relief.    The  p^i^Dng 
bill  has  4.U00  items  in  it  has  It  not? 
Mr    BRATTON.     I  so  understand. 

Mr  SWAN  SON.  And  the  bill  will  be  passed  in  10  montha. 
It  seems  to  me  it  la  ao  clear,  it  is  so  evident,  that  thia  ia  a 
ct»niplete  failure  on  the  part  of  the  commlasloa  to  afford  speedy 
rtHlef  In  any  oicergency,  that  I  am  astounded  that  anybody  as 
aipable  as  the  Senator  from  Utah  can  keep  a  serlons  eoante- 
nanoe  when  advocating  Its  enactment. 

Mr.  BIIATTON.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  call  attention  to 
another  striking  thing.  For  in.stjince,  we  will  take  the  subject 
of  gold  l«f.  The  appJicadon  was  filed  AjMrfl  6,  1924.  The 
matter  was  heard  in  May.  1925.  It  tocA  the  cooamlasion  13 
montha  to  give  any  conaideration  to  the  matter  after  the  appli- 
cutlon  had  been  filed.  Yet  the  Senator  from  Utah  urges  the 
system  as  one  in  the  interest  of  haste  and  expedition  to  meet 
rapidly  changing  economic  conditio  us. 

Turn  with  me  to  the  subject  of  taximeters.  The  application 
was  made  in  December,  1922,  and  it  was  not  heard  until  the 
following  October,  nine  months  intervening  between  tlie  time 
the  applicatloo  was  filed  and  the  time  it  was  heard. 

Take  the  question  of  butter.  The  application  was  received 
March  10,  18S4.  Ttie  effective  date  of  the  proclamation  as  to 
butter  was  April  5,  1928.  It  was  25  months  from  the  time  those 
interested  In  that  Industry  appealed  to  the  Tariff  Commiarion 
for  adjustment  before  they  received  what  the  commission  and 
the  President  diaracteriaed  as  a  correct  revision  of  the  duty  on 
the  commodity. 

I  call  attention  to  the  facts  relating  to  wall  pocketa.  The 
application  was  received  by  the  commission  November  8,  1922. 
The  lte8ident"a  letter  was  dated  October  3,  192&  It  was  four 
years  less  one  month  from  the  time  the  application  was  received 
until  the  revision  became  rffective. 

Let  us  address  ourselves  to  the  subject  of  print  rollers.  The 
application  was  received  November  29,  1922.  The  effective  date 
of  the  new  duty  was  July  21,  1928.  It  was  four  years  less  four 
months  between  the  two  events, 

I  have  already  adverted  to  taximeters.  The  application  re- 
lating to  that  commodity  was  received  by  the  commission  on 
December  2a  1922,  and  the  effective  date  of  the  new  duty  was 
Deivniber  27,  1925,  or  three  years  less  than  one  day. 

I  have  already  adverted  to  gold  leaf.  At  the  expense  of 
repetition.  I  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the  fact  that 
the  application  was  receiveii  by  tiie  commission  on  June  1  and 
June  6,  1923.  The  effective  date  of  the  new  duty  was  March 
25,  1927.  A  little  less  than  four  yeers  intervened  between  the 
tirie  when  the  npplI<ntlon  was  made  and  the  date  on  which 
the  <hanged  dutj  became  effective. 

Consider,  if  you  will,  the  item  of  men's  sewed  straw  hats. 
The  application  was  received  by  the  commission  September  1. 
1923.    The  effective  date  of  the  new  duty  was  March  4,  1928. 

So  It  goes^  Mr.  President  the  time  intervenlne  between  inter- 
posing the  application  and  the  effective  date  of  the  changed 
duty  in  almost  every  case  ruiming  not  into  months,  but  well 
into  years. 

.\ntici[)ating  no  doubt  that  something  would  be  said  regard- 
ing  this    record    for   expedltit>n.    the    Senator    from    Utah,    in 
ia.ving  this  amendment  before  the  Senate  the  other  day,  said: 
I>nring  the  early  part  of  that  period — 

Referring  to  the  7-year  period  during  which  this  provision 
has  been  the  law— 

the  Tariff  Comaiiitston  was  r«orsan)*lng  tor  ita  new  fimctloni,  was 
eatabUabiag  ita  aew  procedure,  and  organialBg  an  laveatlgativ*  ma- 
chinery.     It  was  building  up  a  highly  apectaliat^d  technical  peraoaneL 

That  laniciiage  Is  well  calculated  to  create  the  Impression  that 
during  the  Infancy  o*  the  new  8>-stem  the  Tariff  Commlssi(Hi 
had  been  delaye«l  because  it  was  building  this  personnel  of 
scientists  to  aid  In  conducting  the  work.  Let  us  see  how  that 
statement  sounds  In  fact. 

of  the  adjustments  made  and  already  effective  7  were  made 
In  1924.  3  were  made  in  192.'>,  6  were  made  In  1926,  8  were 
m.ule  In  lf«27,  6  were  made  in  1928,  and  7  have  been  made 
in  1929.  In  other  words,  Mr.  President  the  Tariff  Gommls- 
8it»n  made  more  revisions  under  this  law  In  1924  than  were 
matle  in  1928.  The  Senator  from  Utah  would  have  ns  under- 
stand that  during  the  Infancy  of  the  new  order  of  things  the 
Tariff  rommission  had  not  made  many  changes  because  It  was 
eiigiige<l  In  building  up  this  scientific  personnel.  Yet  more 
changes  were  effectuated  In  1924  than  in  1928.  What  was  the 
Tariff  «^x)mmi9slon  doing  In  1928? 

Mr.  Ml  KKLI..\R.     Mr.  President 

The  PKESimNG  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yleiO. 
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Mr.  McKELLAR.  On  the  question  of  expedition  and  havintr 
tlie  tariff  revised  by  this  sdentific  commission,  as  I  understand 
t  le  figures,  there  have  been  about  12  eases  a  year  disposed  ot ; 
t  jat  is.  el^ty-odd  cases  were  disponed  ol  in  seven  years,  which 
V  ould  be  about  12  cases  a  year.  There  are  4,000  items  in  tlie 
ordinary  tariff  bill.  I  ascertained  the  fact  by  a  simiile  arith- 
metical calculation  that  the  Tariff  Commission  could  revise  the 
tiriff  sdentlflcally,  therefore,  in  Just  833 »/i  years.  That  would 
bje  quite  expeditious! 

Mr.  ROBINSON  ot  Arkansas.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  frcMu  New 
Jljlexlco  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 
Mr.  BRATTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  .\rkan.sas.     I  have  been  very  much  inter- 
ested in   the  able  address  of  the  Senator  from  New   Mexico. 
i  ome   refterence   has    been    made   to   the   case   of    paintbrush 
landles.    It  was  pointed  out  a  few  moments  ago  that  from  the 
nitiation    of    that    prooHnling    until    the    proclamation    there 
( lapsed  a  period  of  43  months.    The  Tariff  Commission  studied 
he  matter  presmnably  fnim  time  to  time  for  43  months  or  at 
east  were  that  long  in  reaching  a  decision. 

It  Is  amazinc  to  find  that  after  all  the  invcfitigatlon  made 

y  the  Tariff  Commi.'^siou  and  after  the  proclamation   by  the 

resident  on  October  14.  1926,  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 

as  reportetl  a  rate  to  the  Senate  which  impeaches  completely 

e  action  of  the  commission  after  the  painstaking  study  to 

hlch  I  have  Ju.<t  referred. 

The  President's  proclamation,  as  a  result  of  Investigation 
»y  the  commissioD,  reduced  the  rate  on  paintbrush  bundles 
rom  33I/3  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  16%  per  cent  ad  valorem — 
hat  is,  cut  the  rate  squarely  In  two.  Then  the  Finance  Com- 
nittee  astoiiLshe.*^  the  world  and  all  users  of  paintbrush  handles 
>y  writing  Into  the  bill  a  duty  as  follows : 

Ooe-half  cent  each  and  33^  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

That  is  showing  appreciation  for  the  work  of  the  commijwion ! 

That  is  eHtahllshing  the  value  of  the  principal  provision.  Is  it 

lot?    Nearly  four  years  were  expended  by  the  commission  and 

he  President  In  working  out  this  very  complicated  problem  re- 

ating  to  Llie  tariff  on  paintbrush  handles.     Then  in  a  moment 

>f  wickedness  or  of  recklessness  the  S^-nate  Finance  Committee 

iictually  restores  the  old  rate  and  adds  to  it  one-half  cent  each, 

110  that  the  rate  will  be  higher  und<'r  the  propo.>jed  hiw  than  it 

vas  under  the  old  law,  notwithstanding  the  fact   that  almost 

four  years  were  spent  by  the  Tariff  Commission  and  the  Presi- 

ient  in  solving  this  intricate  problem  relatiug  to  the  tariff  on 

Minthmsh  handles. 

T  May  I  refer  briefly  to  another  very  important  ca.«!e?  The 
first  case  we  have  fulfilling  the  propbeiy  of  my  good  friend  the 
i^enator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  and  of  the  former  chairman  of 
he  Finance  Committee,  former  Senator  MeCumber,  in  disilosing 
hat  the  application  of  the  flexible  provision  would  really  be  in 
he  re<luetion  "f  rates  rather  than  in  the  raising  of  them,  was 
hat  of  live  bobwhite  quail  imi)orted  from  Mexico.  At  that  time 
ind  prior  to  the  decision  of  the  Tariff  Commission  there  was 
I  duty  of  50  cents  on  live  bobwhite  quail.  The  Tariff  Commis- 
noti  went  into  that  great  problem  and  solved  it  according  to  the 
•ules  defined  for  their  guidance  and  action  and  actually  reduced 
jhe  rate  on  live  bobwhite  quail  fn>iu  50  cents  to  20  cents. 
I  Think  of  it  Mr.  President !  The  astounding  l>eneflt  that  came 
to  the  American  people  by  reason  of  the  flexible  provision 
Jiruugh  which  the  tariff  on  live  b*>bwbite  quail  was  reduced  by 
:be  Tariff  Commission !  But  the  Finance  Committee  did  not 
approve  the  rate  as  finally  fixed  by  the  Tariff  Commis.sioD  In 
that  instance,  and  so  they  have  given  us  the  gratification  of 
recommending  no  duty  whatever  on  live  bobwhite  quail.  Think 
of  it !  Hereafter  Senators  will  be  able  to  have  their  live  bob- 
white  quail  Imported  from  other  countries  fi^ee  of  tax 

Mr.  SW.VNSON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  SWAN  SON.  Has  the  Senator  from  Utah  umlertaken  in 
any  wny  to  vindicate  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  because  of 
Its  treatment  of  the  Tariff  Commls.sion?  Has  he  undertaken 
to  offer  any  excuse  for  the  ciMnmittee's  flagrant  rejection  of  the 
months  and  months  of  laborious  work  of  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion? Has  he  given  any  excuse  for  so  disregarding  their  work? 
If  so,  I  have  not  heard  of  It 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFUCER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
and  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  that  two  instances  have  been 
mentioned,  but  there  are  27  others.  Out  of  37  cases  (her»»  are 
29  actions  of  the  Tariff  Commission   which  have  been   over- 
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turmKl  by  the  Finance  Committee.  The  Finance  Committee 
have  left  onlj'  eight  of  them  as  the  Tariff  Commission  recom- 
mended. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  I  have  been  astonished  at  the  slow  speed 
with  which  the  Tariff  Commission  has  worked.  There  have 
been  only  a  little  over  five  cases  decided  per  year.  I  am  told 
that  there  are  between  4,000  and  5,000  items  In  the  tariff  bill. 
I  have  made  a  hurried  estimate  tliat  If  the  commission,  with 
the  a.ssi.stance  of  the  Presltlent,  should  have  undertaken  to 
work  at  the  speed  which  they  have  heretofon^  emi)loyed,  they 
would  have  had  to  start  work  in  the  time  of  William  the 
Conqueror  when  he  landed  in  England,  and  would  have  had  to 
work  night  and  day  to  have  the  bill  ready  for  use  at  this 
session  of  Congress. 

Mr.   (JEORGE.     Mr.   President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  BR.\TTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  (lEORGE.  I  should  like  to  place  In  the  Record  at  this 
point  in  the  Senator's  remarks  the  history  of  the  entire  woric 
of  the  commission. 

The  total  number  of  applications  received  under  the  provi- 
sion of  section  315,  which  Is  to  be  restored  by  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee's  amendment  was  598  since  1922,  but  the 
total  number  of  commodities  covered  by  those  applications 
was  352.  That  is  to  say,  applications  have  been  made  for  a 
chan;,'e  in  rate  or  a  change  in  classiflcution  on  3o2  commodities. 
Of  that  number  144  applications  have  been  dismissed  without 
prejuilice  or  informally  suspended  practically  upon  a  reading 
of  the  petition. 

The  number  of  investigations  ordered  has  totaled  only  82. 
In  other  words,  144  applications  have  been  dismissed,  82  investi- 
gations have  been  ordered,  while  the  total  number  of  commodi- 
ties covered  by  598  applications  was  352. 

Cost  data  has  been  obtained  by  the  commission  over  a  period 
of  seven  years  and  verified  In  46  cases  only ;  statement  of  foreign 
costs  obtained,  but  not  verified,  In  2  cases  only ;  costs  calcu- 
lated from  collateral  Information,  including  prices,  wages,  and 
so  forth,  in  1  case. 

The  total  number  of  investigations  in  which  cost  data  have 
been  obtained  is  49  in  seven  years,  or  7  per  year. 

That  is  the  machinery  which  the  President  and  the  chairman 
of  the  Finance  Committee  recommend  as  vitally  necessary  and 
indispensable  to  meet  the  rapidly  changing  economic  conditions 
at  home  and  abroad. 

In  49  cases  only  have  coet  data  been  obtained — 46  actually 
obtained  and  verified,  2  obtained  but  not  verified,  while  they 
made  a  sort  of  rough  guess  at  1,  and  thereby  disposed  of  49 
cases  in  the  seven  years. 

The  commissitMi  have  taken  the  Invoice  price ;  that  is,  the  price 
shown  on  the  invoice.  They  have  looked  at  the  invoice  as  it 
came  into  the  customhouse  and  have  disposed  of  nine  cases  on 
that  basis ;  that  Is  to  say,  the  Invoice  price,  used  either  because 
of  objections  raised  by  foreign  governments  or  because  of  refusal 
by  foreign  producers  to  show  their  actual  coat  of  production, 
has  iK'eu  made  avallaMe  and  used  in  nine  cases.  No  attempt 
was  made  to  secure  foreign  cost  data  either  because  other  in- 
formation available  to  the  commission  made  it  unnecessary  or 
becau.se  the  commission  had  reason  to  believe  that  foreign  cost 
data  could  not  be  obtained  In  12  cases. 

The  total  number  of  Investigations  in  which  invoice  prices 
have  been  used,  therefore,  is  21,  while  they  have  actually  found 
the  costs  In  49  cases.  Of  the  S2  investigations  ordered,  12  have 
been  su.<pended  or  the  cases  have  not  reached  the  stage  where 
they  have  atteuipted  to  find  the  cost  data.  Of  those  82  cases 
the  invoice  value  or  price  has  been  taken  in  21,  while  in  46 
cases  the  costs  have  been  obtained  and  verified ;  in  1  case  the 
commi-ssion  has  ascertained  the  costs  by  some  other  means,  and 
in  2  cases  they  obtained  the  costs  but  have  not  verified  the  data. 

That  is  the  record  of  the  c«tmmissiou  which  is  indispensably 
nec*essi»ry  to  adjust  tariff  duties  to  the  rapidly  changing  eco- 
nomic conditions  at  hmne  and  abroad.  That  is  the  record  of 
achievement. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President  at  the  time  of  the  interrup- 
tion, which  I  welcomed,  I  had  adverted  to  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Utih,  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  urging 
that  the  provision  be  retained  in  the  law  and  obviously  apologiz- 
ing in  advance  for  the  snail's  pace  at  which  the  c(Humission  had 
proc-eeded  when  he  said  that  during  the  early  part  of  that 
period  the  commission  was  reorganizing  for  its  new  functions 
and  securing  its  necessary  staff  of  experts  and  otherwise  or- 
gtmizing  its  necessary  machinery ;  it  was  building  up  a  highly 
technical  personnel. 

Still,  Mr.  I'resident,  in  face  of  that  statement  tlie  fact  is  dis 
closed  that  more  changed  rat»'s  went  into  effect  in  1924  than  in 
1U2S.    But  in  his  further  zeal  to  retain  the  provision  in  the  law, 


and  baaing  the  necessity  for  it  upon  the  ground  of  haste,  of 
exi)edltion,  in  meeting  changed  conditions,  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  said: 

These  economic  and  political  ehangei  arise  In  the  Interim  l>etweea 
general  eongresalonal  revlAions  of  the  tariff  law.  These  changes  fre- 
quently constitute  emergencies  that  call  for  prompt  action.  The  element 
of  time  becomes  all  Important. 

I  think,  Mr.  President  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  could  l)et- 
ter  bottom  his  contention  upon  the  theory  that  it  is  an  effort  to 
take  the  tariff  out  of  polidcs.  I  do  not  think  he  can  contend 
that  the  administratimi  of  the  law  has  servt^d  with  any  degree 
of  eflSciency  so  far  as  hastming  or  expediting  changes  in  ratea 
is  concerned. 

Adverting  now  to  what  the  Senator  frcm  Arkansas  said 
a  while  ago,  the  action  of  the  committee  pnwlded  over  by  the 
Senator  from  Utah  obviously  and  incontestably  means  tliat  In 
the  Judgment  of  the  committee,  after  consiuntng  all  of  that 
time,  the  Tariff  Comnrission  made  an  error  in  virtually  every 
case  which  it  reviewed  and  in  relation  to  which  it  acted,  be- 
cause the  committee  has  almost  universally  overridden  what  the 
commission  did ;  it  has  changed  the  rate  In  n»?arly  every  case — 
to  be  exact  in  29  out  of  37  cases — thereby  placing  the  com- 
mittee in  the  incontestable  attitude  of  ass<!rting  that  afttf 
consuming  all  of  this  time,  the  Tariff  Conunisaion  fell  Into  an 
error  In  practically  every  case  where  action  haa  been  taken. 

Mr.  President,  a  great  deal  has  been  said  abiiut  delecting  the 
authority  to  change  tariff  rates.  Frequent  reference  has  been 
made  to  the  case  of  Hampton  against  United  States,  reported  In 
Two  hundred  and  seventy-sixth  United  States  Report,  page  394. 
It  may  be  that  the  power  to  delegate  thia  authority  to  levy  duties 
can  be  Justified  upon  some  theory  other  than  by  an  analogy 
between  this  kind  of  a  case  and  the  delegation  of  rate-making 
power  in  relation  to  interstate  cwnmerce.  I  assert  that  there 
is  not  the  slightest  legal  analogy  between  vesting  the  rate- 
making  power  in  the  Interstate  Commerce  OommlssiMi,  its  ac- 
tion in  each  case  being  subject  to  review  by  a  Judicial  tribunal 
of  competent  Jurisdiction,  and  delegating  the  power  to  tax 
money  out  ot  the  pockets  of  the  petiole  of  this  country  in  such  a 
way  that  there  la  no  review,  no  redress,  and  no  appeal  to  any 
Judicial  forum.  Yet  the  Hampton  case  reata,  at  least  in  part, 
upon  an  attemi>ted  analogy  between  those  two  propositions. 

It  is  said  that  the  Hampton  case  follows  the  case  of  Field  v. 
Clark  (143  U.  S.  849).  Indeed,  Field  against  Clark  waa  cited 
in  the  Hampton  case.  In  Field  against  Clark,  Mr.  President 
the  facts  were  that  by  the  very  terms  of  the  tariff  act  there 
involved  certain  enumerated  commodities  were  placed  upon  the 
free  list  but  the  act  itself  expressly  provided  that  when  the 
President  canvassed  the  situation  and  ascertained  that  other 
nations  were  imposing  duties  upon  ctMnmodities  iM^jduced  here 
and  imported  into  those  countries,  which  brought  about  an 
unequal  econcHnic  condition,  and  he  should  issue  a  proclamation 
to  that  effect  then  and  thereupwi,  by  the  terms  of  tlie  act  Itself, 
by  operation  of  its  own  provisicms,  if  yon  please,  the  rates 
.specified  in  the  act  should  go  into  effect  and  should  apply 
thereafter.  Those  commodities  should  no  longer  be  free.  They 
were  automatically  subject  to  duty  at  the  ratea  ^edfied  in 
the  act 

The  Presidoit  did  not  tax  In  that  caae ;  the  President  fixed  no 
rates.  The  situation  there  was  that  the  Congress  itself  with- 
held the  imposition  of  duties  upon  certain  commodities  until 
and  unless  a  certain  condition  existed ;  but  when  the  President 
convassed  the  situation,  and  by  proclamation  declared  the  con- 
diti<Hi  to  exist,  then,  by  operation  of  the  act  of  Congress  itself, 
a  duty  was  levied  upon  each  of  the  8peclfie<l  commoditiee.  In 
that  case,  however,  the  Executive  had  no  power  to  change  any 
rate,  upward  or  downward;  all  he  could  do  waa  to  issue  a 
proclamation  resulting  in  the  imposition  of  a  duty  under  the 
terms  of  the  act  itsrff.  The  Congress,  by  virtue  of  Its  own 
declaration,  withheld  or  suspended  the  Imposition  of  duties  upon 
each  of  those  commodities  until  a  certain  condition  obtained, 
whereupon  the  terms  of  the  act  itself  were  brou«iit  into  play. 
That  was  an  act  of  repose.  It  was  one  of  susiiension.  It 
withheld  its  <T?erative  effect  until  the  President  proclaimed  the 
existence  of  a  certain  condition  whereupon  its  own  fixed  and 
specified  rates  became  operative.  The  edict  of  Congress  fixed 
the  rates.  Yet  it  is  argued  that  under  that  case  it  is  constitu- 
tional to  delegate  to  the  Tariff  Commission  and  the  Presid^it 
together — the  executive  branch  of  the  Government — the  power 
to  lay  duties — exact  payment  of  taxes  from  the  pockets  of  the 
iwople  of  this  country. 

Mr.  President  the  victory  of  the  An^o- Saxon  race  in  the 
struggle  not  to  be  taxed  except  through  their  duly  elected 
representatives  is  one  that  we  cherish ;  it  is  one  that  we  hold 
dear;  it  is  one  for  which  a  tremendous  price  was  gloriously 
paid.    Now  we  are  asked  to  dele^te  to  the  executive  depart- 
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inoi,r  for  an  IndHhift*  period  In  the  foture.  the  pnww  to  tax 
thrrmeh  action  of  app»»lnteM  not  elected  by  the  peoi>le  and  not 
rts^'-'Ule  to  the  el.,  twratc  of  the  eoanfry— memt>er»  of  a  com- 
mixsit.n  who  function  lu  a  chaiiiber  where  the  light  of  publicity 

The  S<Miator  fnnn  Utah,  however,  notwithstanding  the  serious 
qii  wfi,,n  "t  ixAiry,  can  hfftor  Justify  tlie  system  apon  this  theory 
than  be  <aii  ufNui  the  Klea  of  promptly  rat-eting  changeil  eco- 
nomic i-^'ntlltions  or  in  naying  tliat  the  element  of  time  18  all 
ImiKirtant.  Mr.  President,  It  wonld  bankrxipt  the  KntfUsh  lan- 
joijjg**  to  <les,Tibe  adequately  the  mlaenible  failure  in  the  ad- 
ministrntlon  of  this  law  If  its  jwile  |.ori>o»te  Is  to  expedite  and 
meet  promptlT  changed  economic  conditions*.  If  that  la  tiie 
tht>or>-  on  whlVh  thi-  projH.sal  rpsts,  I  think  it  will  come  under 
the  rond«'mnafion  of  a  majority  of  this  bo<ly  and  that  we  shall 
revert  to  the  theory  of  laying  taxes  and  lerylng  datiefl  only 
thrt»agh  an  act  of  rvrngn-ss  rather  than  giving  that  precious 
power  to  a  comuiii*sion  In  the  executive  department  of  the 
Govern  men  f 

I  know,  Mr.  President,  that  indifference  Is  marked  when  a 
di»«us.H!in.  t*f  the  i»rerugative8  of  the  different  departments  of 
thp  <;overTiment  In  under  way.  I  am  crmwious  of  the  fact  that 
there  Is  a  disturbing  Indifference  to  dlwuasi.m  of  those  funda- 
mental prlnclplefl.  I  think,  Mr.  President,  they  are  of  sufBclent 
imi»ortauce  to  justify  a  n^xtitlon  here  and  frequent  considera- 
tion of  them  elsewhere.  I  think  the  time  will  come  in  the  not 
far  distant  future  when  we  shall  swing  bark  to  a  higher  degree 
of  respect  for  those  fundamentals  of  government  which  so  much 
cwm-emed  tlje  founders  of  the  Republic.  At  least,  that  is  my 
earnest  hope. 

Mr.  8IMMONS.     Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  offer  an  amend- 
nietjt  to  the  bill,  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  the  clerk 
to  read. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Tlje  derk  will  read,  as  requested. 
The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

.VaiendnK>nt  offered  by  Mr.  Simmoxr  aa  a  sutwtitate  for  tb«  amesd- 
mcDt  (relating  to  the  flnible  tariff)  proposed  by  Mr.  Shoot  to  the  bill 
(II.  R.  2WJ7t  to  provide  revenue,  to  rvgulate  commerce  with  foreign 
countriea,  to  encourage  the  Industrie*  of  the  Untted  States,  to  protect 
American  labor,  and  for  other  parpo»«^.  viz  ;  On  page  810,  commencing 
with  line  10,  strike  oat  down  to  and  Including  line  12  on  pag'  326  and 
Inmeff  in  !!•  u  tht  reof  the  following  : 

"  Sxr.  ."tSA.  Rccommendatluns  for  adjoatment  of  duties :  (a)  Upon  its 
own  motion  or  urK»n  application  of  any  Inttrested  party  showing  good 
•Bd  sufllcieat  reaw>n  therefor,  the  commiMion  shall  investigate  and  as- 
certain the  differences  in  the  cost  of  productinn  of  any  domestic  article 
and  of  any  like  or  similar  foreign  article.  If  the  commission  finds  It 
shown  by  the  Investisatiun  that  the  duty  Imposed  by  law  upon  the  for- 
eign article  doe«  not  «>qaali«e  the  dlfforences  in  the  cost  of  production  of 
'4he  domestic  article  and  of  the  foreign  article  when  produced  In  the 
principal  competing  country  or  countries,  then  the  commission  shall 
report  to  the  President  snch  increases  or  decrpas<>s  In  the  duty  upon  the 
foreign  article  as  the  cvimmlsslon  finds  to  l>e  necessary  In  order  to 
cqoallse  snth  differences  In  the  cost  of  production.  Any  srach  Increased 
or  decresMKl  duty  may  Include  the  transfer  of  the  article  from  the  duti- 
able list  to  the  free  list  or  from  the  froe  list  to  the  dutiable  list,  a 
chanjje  In  the  form  of  duty,  or  a  change  in  rlnsaiflcation.  The  report 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  st.itt'ment  of  the  commission  setting  forth  the 
findings  of  the  commlssloD  with  respei-t  to  the  difforenres  In  costs  of  pro- 
duction, the  elements  of  cost  Included  In  the  cost  of  production  of  the 
respective  articles  as  ascertained  by  the  commission,  »<nrt  any  other 
matter  deempd  pertinent  by  the  commission.  The  President,  upon  re- 
ceipt of  any  such  report  of  the  commission,  shnll  promptly  transmit 
the  report  to  the  Cnogrera  with  his  recommendations.  If  any,  with 
re«n>fct  to  the  Increase  or  decrease  in  duty  proposed  by  the  commission. 
**tb)  No  n'port  shall  be  made  by  the  comrolst'on  to  the  President 
under  this  st^ctlon  unless  the  determination  of  the  commission  with  re- 
spect tlierefo  Is  reached  after  an  Investigation  by  the  commlMlon.  dur- 
ing the  course  of  which  the  commission  shall  have  held  bearings  and 
fiveo  reasonable  public  notice  of  inch  hearings,  and  reasonable  oppor- 
ttmtty  for  the  parties  Interesti'd  to  be  present,  produce  evidence,  and 
to  Ijc  heard.  The  commission  is  authorized  to  adopt  such  reasonable 
rules  of  procedure  as  may  be  necessary  to  exeetite  Its  factions  under 
this  section. 

**<i)  In  ascertaining  the  differences  in  costs  of  produetlon  under  this 
siH-tlon  the  commission  shall  take  Into  consideration.  In  so  far  aa  It 
finds  It  practicable — 

"(1)  Tbe   difference*    la    conditions   of   production,    tnrlodlng    wages, 
coats  of  auiterlals,   and  other  Items   In   eost   of  prodnctlnn  of  like  or 
•Iflillar  artlrlee  in  tb«  t'aiti-d  Mates  and  In  eunpetlng  foreign  rauatrlefl ; 
'*<2)   Coats  of  transportation  ; 

"(S)  Othtt  eoats.  Including  the  cost  of  containers  and  eovertngs  of 
vkafk>ver  nature  and  ether  ehargrs  and  expensea  larldent  to  ptaviag 
the  article  la  roodUloo.  packed  ready  fur  delivery,  storage  coats  In  the 
prtodpal  auuket  ar  aaiteta  of  tlM  Unltad  States  and  of  the  principal 
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competing  country  or  countries,  and  coats  of  recwidltloning  or  repacking 
m  herever  incurred ; 

"(4)  Dlfferonces  between  the  domestic  and  foreign  article  in  parking 
aiid  containers,  and  In  condition  in  which  received  In  the  principal 
no  arkets  of  the  United  Stntes ; 

"(8)  inffprences  in  wholesale  selling  prices  of  domestic  and  foreign 
_  tides  In  the  principal  nmrkets  of  the  United  States,  in  so  far  as  such 
pi  Ices  are  indicative  of  coats  of  production,  provided  such  costs  can 
a  >t  be  satisfactorily  obtained  ; 

"(0)  Advamagt's  granted  to  a  foreign  producer  by  a  foreign  govern- 
ment or  by  a  person,  partnership,  corporation,  or  association  In  a  foreign 
country :  and 

'•(7)  Any  other  advantages  or  disadvantages  In  competition  which 
liicreaw  or  decroa.s*'  In  a  dtSnltely  determinable  amount  the  total  cost 
a:  which  domestic  or  foreign  articles  may  be  delivered  in  the  principal 
4arket  or  markets  of  the  United  States." 

During  the  reading  of  the  foregoing  amendment  Mr.  Carawat 
ejiid  Mr.  Sackett  addrcssetl  the  Chair. 

After  the  reading  of  the  amendment  was  concluded — 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRKSIDENT.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  desire  to  say  that  this  amendment  was 
irepared  by  myself  with  the  assistance  of  the  minority  mem- 
ters  of  the  Finance  Committee,  esijecially  with  the  as.si.stance 
cf  the  junior  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh],  who 
I  as  himself  offered  an  amend inetu  which  embraces  a  nuinl)er 
c  f  the  projjositions  that  are  contained  in  the  amendment  which 
1  have  offered. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Mr.  Presi'^c-nt 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,     fhe  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
Mr.  CARAWAY.     Mr.  President,  just  one  moment.     I  r(»se  and 
1  ddressed    the  Chair  before  the   Senator   from    Kentucky   had 
i  ddressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PKESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  rose 
iibout  the  same  time  as  the  Senator  from  N(»rth  Carolina.  No 
liletrntor  had  a  right  to  interfere  with  the  Senator  from  North 
( :;arolina,  and  the  Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
'rho  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     Just  a  moment,  Mr.  I^resident. 
The    VICE    PRESIDENT.     The    Senator    from    Kentucky    Is 
I  ecognized. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  understand  that  he  Is  recognized ;  but 
\  hat  does  not  take  me  off  the  floor.' 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tbe  Senator  from  Kentucky  la 
1  ecognized. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  will  wait  just 
(►ne  moment,  I  presume. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
ield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  am  not  asking  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
o  yield.  I  simply  wanted  to  say  to  the  Chair  that  I  ro.<:e  and 
iddressed  the  Chair  first ;  and  I  want  to  ask  the  Chair  if  it  is 
lot  the  rule  of  the  Senate  that  the  Senator  shall  be  recognized 
vho  first  rises  and  addresses  the  Chair? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     If  the  Senator  had  flr.vt  addressed 

he  Chair  after  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  sat  down,  the 

^'hair  would  have  recognized  the  Senator  from  Arkansas.     The 

L'hair  this  session  is  ke<'pln?  no  list,  and  the  Chair  desires  to 

t'coiniize  Senators  as  they  lirst  rise  in  their  places,  but  it  must 

>e  when  they  are  entitled  to  the  fl«x)r.     The  Senator  from  Arkan- 

las  rose  while  the  amendment  was  being  read. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     Oh.  of  course. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tlie  Chair  had  no  desire  to  be 
infair  or  di.scourte«^)US  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Oh.  I  understand  that ;  but  I  am  trying  to 
iscertaln  the  rule.  I  n>8e  and  addressed  the  Chair  in  a<lv:iiue 
>f  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  I  merely  want  to  know  if 
;he  rule  is  that  those  who  first  rise  and  address  the  Chair  shall 
je  recognized. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Chair  stated  that  the  Senator 
•rom  Arkansas  rose  and  addres.sed  the  Chair  while  an  aniend- 
;  nent  was  Iving  read. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  understand  that :  but  I  am  asking  the 
Chair  if  the  one  who  first  rises  and  addres-ses  the  Chair  here- 
ifter  Is  to  be  recognized? 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.  The  rule  provhles  that  Senator* 
are  entltU-d  to  lie  re<'ognized  at  the  time  they  rise. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Is  not  the  Senator  who  first  rises  and 
uddresaes  the  Chnlr  entitled  to  l>e  re«ognlzed? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     If  there  l»  nothing  pending  before 
tbe  Senate  at  the  time. 
Mr.  CARAWAY.     Oh.  well,  of  coarse,  that  may  witisfy  tha 

Chair. 

Mr.  8ACKETT.  Mr,  Prewldent,  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words 
npoo  the  flexible  tariff  to-night,  because  I  have  to  leave  the 


dty  to  be  gone  for  several  days ;  and  it  Is  possible  that  a  rote 
will  be  taken  upon  this  amendment  before  I  shall  be  able  to 
return  to  the  city. 

I  have  followed  carefully  the  discussion  that  has  taken  place 
on  the  flexlMe  tariff ;  and  the  principal  criticism  I  would  make 
of  the  discussion  is  that  it  fails  to  show  an  attempt  to  Improve 
a  ci»ndltion  which  has  been  set  forth  here  in  a  good  deal  of 
detail  as  showing  a  failure  on  the  part  of  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion. It  .seems  to  me  that  the  course  of  statesmanship  Is  to 
add  to  the  value  of  a  flexible  tariff,  rather  than  to  decry  It 
and  destroy  it  entirely. 

I  have  been  engaged  in  business  In  this  country  for  a  great 
many  years  and  in  a  great  many  lines  of  business.  I  never 
have  be<'n  actively  engaged  in  any  line  of  business  that  has 
been  protected  by  a  tariff;  so  I  feel  that  I  can  speak  of  that 
experience  with  a  degree  of  detachment,  because  I  have  not 
profited  from  the  protective  tariff  of  the  Republican  Party  In 
any  business  in  which  I  have  been  actively  engaged.  However, 
during  that  business  life  I  have  seen  the  industries  of  tliis 
c(»untry  built  up,  and  I  have  seen  agriculture  developed  upon 
a  very  large  scale;  and  all  of  that  has  taken  place  under  the 
protective  tariff. 

Any  one  who  sat  through  the  recent  hearings  of  the  Finance 
Committee  must  have  been  impressed  with  the  fact  that  there 
are  many  articles  manufactured  in  the  United  States  In  the 
production  of  which  very  sudden  changes  have  come  about 
I  think  the  detached  view  of  Members  of  the  Senate  has 
cau.sed  them  to  regard  those  changes  largely  from  the  stand- 
point of  their  effect  upf»n  the  owneirs  of  the  industries  con- 
cerned. In  my  judgment,  as  we  have  been  under  a  protective 
tariff  for  so  many  years,  the  industries  are  fairly  well  estab- 
lished under  the  protective  system. 

The  changes  which  are  needed  are  few  in  number  compared 
with  the  total  industries  of  the  country ;  but  the  greatest  effect 
of  those  changes,  where  they  are  needed,  is  not  upon  the  owner 
of  the  industry,  but  upon  those  who  make  their  living  by  employ- 
ment in  the  industry. 

Where  an  American  industry  needs  additional  protection  in 
order  to  enable  it  to  compete  with  the  industry  of  some  foreign 
country,  that  industry  is  the  life  and  breath  of  many  hundreds 
of  workers ;  and  those  are  the  people  who  are  going  to  feel 
the  necessity  of  adequate  and  prompt  readjustment  of  the 
tariff  to  changing  conditions  In  business. 

It  has  been  my  experience  that  the  years  since  the  war  have 
adde<l  a  complicatJon  in  the  shape  of  new  machinery  develop- 
ments more  rapidly  than  any  preceding  decade ;  and  machinery 
developments  mean  a  change  in  methods  of  production,  and 
neces8»irily  a  change  in  ct)et  of  production. 

This  volume  of  the  Tariff  Commission  which  gives  us  the 
facts  and  figures  on  which  we  are  b<nind  largely  to  depend  for 
the  ascertainment  of  differences  in  cost  of  production  contains 
a  good  many  Instances  where  new  importations  have  started 
within  a  single  year  and  practically  put  the  estublislied  Industry 
in  this  country  out  of  business  as  far  as  a  profitable  basis  was 
concerned.  That  can  go  on  for  a  certain  length  of  time,  as 
long  as  the  capital  employed  in  that  baslness  is  willing  to  bear 
the  losses;  but  when  that  capital  has  to  b»  withdrawn  from 
active  production,  while  the  people  who  own  it  can  p^haps 
save  what  has  been  invested  in  It,  tlie  people  who  are  employed 
In  the  industry  lose  their  positions,  and  are  tlirown  upon  the 
world  to  find  other  Jobs. 

It  is  the  labor  of  this  country  that  requires  our  utmo-st  con- 
sideration  in  giving  It  a  flexible  tariff  provision  that  will  pre- 
vent an  Industry  being  sent  to  the  great  graveyard  of  industry. 
I  think  it  will  be  found.  If  we  look  over  this  country  and  hear 
what  is  being  said  to-day,  that  It  is  the  laboring  people,  as  far 
as  the  industries  go,  who  are  most  anxious  to  see  the  flexible 
provision  retained  in  the  tariff  law,  who  are  most  anxious  to 
see  It  Improved  and  not  destroyed,  and  who  welccmie  every 
<H>portunlty  to  have  it  improved  so  Uiat  its  operation  will  be 
inore  rapid,  more  certain,  and  better  able  to  meet  the  changing 
,90{iditi«>ns  that  In  the  case  of  machinery  are  coming  more  rapidly 
every  day,  to  the  end  that  a  given  Industry,  instead  of  being 
sent  to  the  great  Industrial  graveyard,  can  be  reestablished 
and  furidsh  a  means  of  livelihood  for  our  American  people. 

I  come  from  a  State  which  is  largely  Interested  in  agricul- 
ture. I  have  talked  with  a  g«Kxl  many  of  the  people  who  are 
engaged  in  the  agricultural  industry  in  my  Btate.  They  do  not 
decry  the  benefits  of  the  tariff  on  agriculture.  They  are  proud 
of  the  l)enefitfl  of  the  tariff.  They  look  upon  It  as  an  a-nsurance 
that  agriculture  is  b«*liig  helped ;  and  while  the  tariff  on  agri- 
culture can  not  adequately  protect  export  surplus  crops,  there 
are  many  crops  raiaed  upon  the  farm  the  production  of  which 
U  not  on  an  export  bsKis ;  and  those  cropM  are  materially  aided 
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by  such  additional  tariff  as  we  can  ntut  upon  them  In  a  bill  of 
this  kind. 

But  there  are  rapid  changes,  even  In  agriculture.  We  went 
through  such  changes  a  year  or  two  ago,  at  the  lime  when  the 
Canadian  dairies  commenced  to  sLIp  their  butter  or  their  cream 
into  this  country  so  rapidly,  and  when  the  effixrt  was  felt  not 
alone  along  the  border  but  the  reflex  of  that  movement  reached 
back  Into  the  centi^l  part  of  the  country,  and  the  farms  which 
formerly  were  given  over  to  dairying  had  to  be  changed  into 
other  production.  Then  cume  the  change  In  the  tariff;  and 
to-day  in  the  central  part  of  the  country,  which  I  know  best, 
the  dairies  are  increasing  on  every  hand.  They  are  re8p<inding 
to  the  tariff  and  the  protection  that  Is  afforded  to  that  gt^eat 
Indu.stry;  and  the  same  Is  true  of  the  poultry  Industry. 

Poultry  provides  the  home  money  of  the  farm.  It  Is  generally 
in  charge  of  the  women  <»f  the  farm.  They  have  to  ship  the 
lH>ultry  long  distances  in  order  to  reach  the  markets ;  and  they 
have  to  compete  with  the  poultry  that  comes  from  other  countries. 
The  protection  that  has  been  afforded  to  iwultry  has  helped 
materially;  and  if  this  bill  passes  with  the  additional  pro- 
tection given  In  the  Senate  Unance  Committee's  report,  both 
upon  poultry  and  upon  dairy  products,  we  are  going  to  see  a 
marked  Improvement  In  the  condition  of  the  farmers  of  the 
section  of  the  country  which  jwovides  those  products  for  our 
people. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Follettc]  the  other  day 
gave  the  reasons  to  which  the  failure  of  the  commission  in  the 
past  to  bring  about  more  rapid  changes  was  largely  due — 
matters  of  personnel  where  the  membership  did  not  agree  and 
became  at  loggerheads  with  each  other  at  the  expense  of  the 
business  Interests  of  the  country.  However  the  flexible  pro- 
vision may  have  worked  in  the  past,  it  is  a  safeguard  not  only 
to  the  labor  In  the  factories  but  to  the  farmer  upon  the  farm. 
It  takes  care  ot  a  rapid  movement  which  may  take  place  in 
the  production  of  any  particular  article  and  gives  the  producer 
an  assurance  that  In  spite  of  any  diauges  that  may  take  place 
he  is  In  a  position  to  go  to  headquarters,  where  the  condition 
can  be  promptly  relieved. 

It  is  true  frwn  our  experience  that  there  has  been  a  general 
tariff  revision  in  this  country  perhaps  on  an  average  of  once 
every  eight  years.  An  8-year  period  may  see  the  complete 
annihilation  of  a  business  if  we  have  to  wait  for  that  The 
ideal  situation  is  that  when  Congress  levies  duties,  it  shall 
levy  them  to  the  best  of  Its  ability  upon  the  conditions  pre- 
vailing in  the  Industry  at  the  time  the  bill  is  pa.ssed.  But 
within  the  period  of  eight  years,  many  an  Industry  and  many 
a  farm  product  takes  on  a  different  character  of  competition. 
Many  of  them  suffer  In  a  way  that  is  sufflcl«itly  great  to 
eliminate  the  entire  profit  In  the  industry  or  as  to  the  farm 
product 

The  existence  of  a  flexible  provision  in  the  tariff  law,  whereby 
attention  can  be  called  to  the  needs  of  such  an  industry,  and 
an  opportunity  given  to  a  rec<^»gnized  body  to  bring  about  such 
a  change  as  will  assure  its  continuance,  means  to  every  man, 
woman,  and  child  whose  livelihood  Is  dependent  upon  that 
industry  an  increased  confidence  in  their  ability  to  carry  on 
in  the  same  scale  of  living  to  which  they  have  been  accustomed, 
and  it  takes  away  the  fear  of  unemployment 

Personally,  as  I  have  sat  on  the  committee  I  have  not  been 
In  favor  of  rates  under  the  different  schedules  which  some 
other  members  have  thought  to  be  necessary.  I  look  upon  the 
fixing  of  the  rates  as  a  matter  of  seeking  to  insure  a  pi^)sper- 
ous  condition  of  the  business  for  the  purpose  of  continuing  at 
least  the  employment  which  now  exists. 

A  test  which  I  liked  to  apply  whenever  it  was  possible  to  do 
90  was  whether  employment  in  any  industry  under  conshlera- 
tlon  was  falling  or  was  increasing.  That  test  can  be  applied 
very  largely  by  an  examination  of  the  importation  into  this 
country  of  articles  produced  in  the  particular  industry.  If 
the  imports  are  Increasing,  and  the  domestic  production  Is 
standing  still,  there  is  a  potential  loss  of  employment  staring 
the  workers  In  that  indu.strj'  In  the  face,  and  that  is  a  case 
where,  if  we  are  to  maintain  our  supremacy  both  in  Industry 
and  in  agriculture  In  this  country,  we  should  consider  whether 
a  raise  in  the  tariff  can  put  the  industry  back  Into  the  position 
where  it  was  before.  I  think  it  is  largely  a  question  that  U 
dictated  by  employment 

Then,  Mr.  President  I  do  not  feel,  as  some  seem  to  feel,  that 
the  levying  of  the  tariff  duties  which  have  prevailed  in  this 
country  for  the  lu.«it  30  year%have  been  a  tremendous  charge 
u(>ou  the  [leople  of  the  United  States.  I  have  here  at  my  desk 
a  record  of  the  percentage  of  dutiable  goods  imported  and  the 
percentage  of  goods  that  came  In  free  of  duty  under  our  various 
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tariffi..  back  practically  to  the  avil  War.  I  do  not  think  the 
ne.»i)k'  (.f  thU  c-ountry  reallzf  ttie  amount  of  free  Imports  which 
cwme  Into  this  country  ct>mpared  with  the  anwmnt  of  dutiable 
cimmU  which  come  Into  the  country.  I  doubt  If  the  people 
rrallze  the  extent  of  our  import  trade  and  the  comparative 
amount  of  duty  which  is  coIU'cted  on  those  Imports,  and  which 
is  the  on Ij  chance  that  i»  made  upon  the  people  of  this  country 
umter  the  protective  tariff,  ,  .^.  ,    ,♦ 

I  would  like  to  read  the  record  of  the  la«t  year.  I  think  it 
eiillRhteuing  in  considerlnjc  the  charee  as  to  the  enormous  taxes 
that  are  lal<l  upon  the  American  people. 

In  the  year  1928,  under  the  presieiit  tariff  law,  which  is  admit- 
tedly a  high  tariff  law,  there  came  into  this  country  free  of  duty 
fj  »5TS  ««,00<)  worth  of  jjoods.  There  cjime  In  goods  which  paid 
duti«-«  to  tlie  amount  of  only  $i;i99..3n3,000  worth.  Practically 
une-ltalf  as  much  came  in  on  the  dutiable  list  as  came  In  on  the 

free  list 

In  that  year  the  total  was  $4,077,000,000  in  our  Import  trade, 
ami  the  amount  of  duties  oollecte<l.  which  Is  a  charge  upon  the 
I«ople  of  this  country,  was  $542,264,621.  or  an  average  of  a»)Out 
$."ij,t)  f«er  |»er8on  resident  in  the  United  States. 

The  amount  which  came  in  that  year  of  Imported  goods  was 
65.0B  iH-r  cent  free  of  duty  and  34.31  per  cent  dutiable. 

If  we  run  back  through  the  previous  tariffs  we  will  find  that 
Hf  the  end  of  the  tariff  known  a^  the  DinKle>'  bill,  of  ISOT.the 
(len-entage  was  4«.77  per  cent  free  of  duty,  as  against  the  6.').69 
free  «>f  duty  last  year,  and  53.23  per  cent  dutiable  under  the 
Plngley  tariff,  as  against  34.31  per  cent  dutiable  lust  year. 

If  ue  take  the  Fayne-AUlrlch  law  compared  with  the  last 
year  we  And  that  under  that  law  55.87  i>er  cent  came  in  free  of 
duty,  as  against  «5.ti0  free  of  duty  last  year,  and  44.13  per  cent 
dutiable  under  the  I'ayne-Aldrich  law,  as  against  34.31  per  cent 
dutiable  la.st  year. 

Umler  the  Underwcxxl  law  61.43  per  cent  of  the  total  amount 
of  Imports  came  In  free  of  duty,  as  against  65.69  per  cent  free 
of  duty  under  the  present  law.  and  38.57  per  cent  dutiable, 
against  ,34.31  per  cent  under  the  present  law.  Under  the  Under- 
wood law  a  smaller  i>ercentage  of  gtHxl.*!  came  In  free  of  duty 
and  a  greater  iierceutage  i-anie  In  duty  paid  than  under  the  law 
which  Is  In  effect  to-day. 

That  Is  a  record  of  which  I  do  not  think  the  Republican  Party 
can  be  ashamed  in  any  particular.  It  goea  to  show,  when  it 
is  analyzed  to  the  bottom,  that  where  we  protect  Industry  and 
airriculture  adequately  It  builds  up  a  pro<luctIon  which  will 
maintain  Itself  agalnat  the  world  and  reduce  prices  In  this 
country.  We  can  not  get  away  from  the  figures  of  Imports 
which  came  through  the  customhouses  of  this  ctnmtry. 

That  principle  has  run  right  through  our  tariff  system  We 
have  bnllt  up  in<lustrle«.  Is  there  anylxnly  here  to-day  who 
remembem  the  discussion  of  the  tin-plate  Industry  In  connec- 
tion with  the  tariff  on  that  commodity,  and  how.  at  the  time 
the  tariff  was  first  put  upon  tin  plate,  that  article  was  sub- 
jected to  every  saraism  from  Its  opponents  that  conld  be  spoken 
upon  the  floor?  It  was  an  Imdgnllicant  thing:  we  did  not  make 
It  In  this  country:  we  never  could  eKtabllsh  It  In  this  country. 
Yet  the  Idea  of  building  up  an  Industry  and  making  it  an  oppor- 
tunity for  employment  of  the  people  of  this  country  everywhere 
Is  as  well  exempllfled  In  the  great  growth  of  the  tin-plate 
Industry,  which  took  place  after  the  tariff  was  laid  upon  It. 
and  to-day  It  1*  one  of  the  things  of  which  we  can  be  justly 
prou<l.  The  prtcex  that  are  charged  for  the  material  are  lower 
than  they  were. 

In  my  Judgment,  Mr.  President,  as  goes  the  flexible  pn>vl- 
si4  n  so  goes  the  bill,  for  I  would  rather  have  the  present  law, 
with  Ita  flexible  provision,  with  Its  opportunity  to  industry  to 
adjust  Itself  to  changing  conditions,  than  I  w«>uid  any  amount 
of  the  lni*reane«  that  are  proposetl  In  any  of  the  schedules : 
and  if  the  flexible  provision  were  removed  from  this  bill,  under 
the  flivt  amendment  that  was  offered  here  to  strike  It  "Ut.  I 
would  rather  go  back  to  the  law  of  1922,  with  the  rates  which 
exist  In  that  law.  and  which  have  maintained  most  of  the  IimIus- 
trles  of  thla  coontry.  than  to  give  up  that  which  I  think  will 
develop  Into  the  hope  of  Industry  and  the  hop(>  of  agricnlture, 
Ihaflexltile  tariff  as  It  was  provldeil  in  the  law  of  1922. 

I  think  constructive  suggestions  can  be  made  for  the  Improve- 
roent  of  the  operations  of  the  flexible  |n-ovlsion.  but  I  want  to 
say  thU:  That  I  am  not  alone  In  my  experience  ai  a  bualDeas 
roan  In  advocating  the  existence  of  the  mere  nmchlnery  by  which 
btmlneswa  can  be  protected  in  this  country.  Every  chamber  of 
mnimerre  throughout  thb  country  In  the  strongeat  way  had 
■dv«(mted  the  flexible  provision,  and  It  doe*  not  make  any  dif- 
ference whether  they  are  Uxmted  north  or  south  of  the  Mason 
-~~a^  l>lxon  line,  thoae  baslness  pe«fple  know  what  It  means  to 
tbetr  pruaperlty  in  all  the  future.  They  sec  a  beacon  ot  hope  in 
it  and  tb^  ar»  gotnc  to  stand  by  it 
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It  will  be  seen  that  the  people  who  are  most  Interested  in  the 
development  of  labor  In  this  country  are  going  to  say  in  no  un- 
(ertaln  terms  that  the  flexible  tariff  meHn.s  to  them  the  promise 
if  prosjierlty.     It  means  that  no  bu.siness  has  been  In  such  a 

KMition  that  it  can  be  annihilated  without  a  chance  to  save 

tself. 

tit  will  be  seen  that  the  farm  organizations  of  this  country 
111  speak  in  no  uncertain  term.s,  as  ha.s  been  indicated  by  the 
tters  read  here  from  the  desk,  showing  that  they  aw»reclate 

i^hat  the  flexible  tariff  can  do  for  them. 

Before  I  conclude  I  want  to  leave  with  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  the  thought  that  I  have  seen  it  oi)erate.  A.s  a  business 
nan  I  have  felt  the  influence  of  that  feeling  of  safety  and  se- 

irurlty,  that  It  Is  not  necessary  to  wait  for  Congress  to  w^rite  a 
lew  tariff  bill;  that  It  Is  not  necea.sary  to  throw  my  bu-xiness 
nterest,  which  is  the  only  thing  I  have  In  the  world.  Into  the 
naelstrom  of  politics  in  order  to  insure  a  slight  increase  in  the 
ariff  which  would  keep  it  from  annihilation. 

Business  is  like  credit — it  is  the  mowt  delicate  thing  in  the 
ivorld.  It  is  adjuiited  to  a  very  fine  edge.  It  can  be  made  or 
•uineil  by  a  very  minor  change  in  tiie  costs  of  production  and  in 
he  amount  of  prollt,  and  the  people  who  are  engaged  In  it  do 
lot  look  with  any  favor  upon  this  difficulty  between  the  execu- 
Ive  and  the  legislative  branch,  which  means  so  much  upon  the 
a<K>r  of  the  SiMjate.  Busines.s  Is  delicately  adjusted,  and  busi- 
ness men  do  not  want  to  see  the  business  which  they  have  built 
ip  for  years  and  which  furnishes  them  their  means  of  livelihood 
made  a  football  of  politics,  as  any  rate  is  bound  to  be  that  Is 
sent  back  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  for  adjustment. 
The  whole  tariff  question  will  be  opened  up  every  time  that  Is 
ione.  and  the  husiuejis  iieople.  the  lalx)ring  i)eople.  and  the  farm- 
ers of  this  coimtry  are  going  to  demand  that  the  Senate  and 
the  House  take  Imsiness  out  of  politics. 

RETERrNCE  OF  EXECUTIVK  MESSAGES 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  refers  to  the  appropriate 
committees  sundry  Executive  m€?s*iage8  received  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States. 

IHCOBHBCT  CXyrrON   REPORT 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  th<'  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Watson  J  ami  I  have  gone  over  my  re^^oiution.  Senate  Resolu- 
tion 123.  The  Senator  withdraws  his  objection  with  the  under- 
standing that  the  words  "  this  incorref-t  and  harmful  "  In  line 
i  on  the  la.st  page  shall  be  stricken  out  and  the  words  "the 
said"  inserted;  and  in  line  6  that  the  words  "the  doing  of 
<uch  a  thing  again "'  .shall  be  stricken  out  and  the  words  "errors 
in  such  rep^Jrts"  inserted.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
ronslderation  of  the  resolution  as  modified.  It  merely  asks  for 
Information. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  Imniedlate 
consideration  of  the  resolutioti  as  modified? 

Mr.  GW)ROE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objection ;  but  I 
want  to  make  a  very  brief  statement  about  the  matter. 

On  Monday  last  the  Census  Bureau  Issued  what  Is  called  the 
glnners"  reix>rt — that  is  to  say.  its  report  showing  the  numt>er 
if  bales  of  cotton  ginned  up  to  and  Including  the  l.'ith  day  of 
Heptemlier,  1929.  The  total  number  of  bales  was  reported  In  the 
morning  as  3,U33,03N.  Five  and  one-half  hours  later  the  bureau 
correcttd  that  rei»ort.  reducing  the  nuniber  of  bales  ginne<l  by 
3(X).0<)0.  In  the  report,  the  numlx'r  of  bales  of  cotton  ginned  In 
the  State  which  I  In  part  represent,  was  stated  at  727.088 :  but 
five  and  one-half  hours  later  it  was  stated  that  the  true  and 
corre<*t  uunilter  of  bales  of  c<itto?i  giutied  to  September  15th  In 
the  Htate  of  Georgia  was  only  427.988. 

Mr.  President,  such  mistakes  In  the  Census  Bureau  have 
occurred  with  alamdng  regularity,  with  disturbing  regularity, 
during  the  marketing  of  each  crop  of  cotton.  I  have  not  en- 
gaged In  condemnation  of  any  s^'rvlce  of  the  Government.  It 
has  not  been  my  priictlce.  But  this  bureau  has  given  a  carry- 
over which  no  sensible  man  could  find.  Subse<ioently  the  I>e- 
partment  of  Agriculture,  basing  Its  statement  upon  the  figures 
of  the  Bureau  of  Economics  In  that  department,  has  Indicated 
what  the  price  would  be,  to  the  grievous  injury  of  the  cotton 
grfiwer. 

Now.  here  In  the  midst  of  this  marketing  season  there  Is 
made  In  the  morning  an  error  of  300,(XX)  baU>s.  and  five  and 
one-half  hours  later  it  Is  corrected.  It  Is  an  Inexcusable  error. 
It  cnn  nfJt  l»e  excused  upon  any  potwlble  basis  or  ground.  The 
error  occurred  in  the  numlK»r  (it  bales  rei»orted  In  my  Htate. 
Bear  In  mind  the  uiftm  first  showed  727,1»88  bale-  to  SeiHcnilier 
IB.  Under  boll-weevil  conditions  about  1,()0().(J00  bales  1m  our 
total  production.  Hometlmes  It  runs  to  1,100,000  or  1.1S0,00(» 
bales  a  year.  Anybody  who  knows  anything  alKwit  cotton — and 
if  men  orer  there  in  the  bureau  know  nothing  atsiut  it  they 
ongfat  to  be  remoTed-*4uiows  that  on  September  15  we  have  not 
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gathered  one-half  of  the  crop  In  my  State  or  In  any  other  State 
In  the  Southeast  ^ 

Here  Is  a  report  made  on  Monday  morning  last,  September 
23,  showing  727.988  bales  of  cotton  ginned  In  my  State,  whldi 
would  be  more  than  two-thirds,  or  roughly  three-fourths,  of  the 
entire  number  of  bales  that  the  State  could  hope  to  produce 
under  existing  conditions.  A  scapegoat  is  found,  just  as  one  Is 
always  found,  by  the  Census  Bureau.  Someb^Kiy  has  made  a 
clerical  error.  But  here  is  the  bureau  handling  cotton  sta- 
tistics. It  has  been  engatred  for  many  years  In  estimating  and 
In  furnishing  the  reports  and  in  making  public  the  number  of 
bales  of  cotton  ginned  up  to  and  Including  certain  dates.  That 
bureau  or  the  men  In  it  are  supposed  to  know  something  about 
the  commodity  on  which  they  are  reporting.  They  estimate  the 
number  of  bales  carried  over. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  indicate  what  the  price  Is 
going  to  be,  to  the  disaster  of  the  cotton  grower,  and  with  dis- 
turbing regularity  they  come  back  with  some  sort  of  erroneous 
reptJrt  In  the  very  midst  of  the  crt>p  that  Is  grown  by  nearly 
2.000,000  farmers  out  of  the  round  numl)er  of  6,0a>,0U0  farmers 
In  the  United  States.  If  the  man  who  made  that  report  had 
used  ordinary  diligence  he  would  have  known  that  the  State 
could  not  have  ginned  up  to  Sei>tember  15  tbree^fourths  of  the 
I)ossible  production  of  the  State  under  boll-weevil  conditions. 
The  error  is  absolutely  Inexcusable. 

The  Census  Bureau,  after  the  close  of  the  trading,  and,  of 
course,  some  time  after  the  close  of  the  cotton  exchange,  made 
the  correction  and  said  it  was  an  error  on  the  part  of  the 
clerical  force  and  further  said  it  did  not  make  much  difference 
anyhow  because  the  fluctuations  in  price  had  not  been  very 
great.  Think  of  a  department  of  this  Government  excusing 
such  wholly  Inexcusable  negligence  In  that  way !  It  is  so 
gross.  Mr.  President,  that  anyone  would  be  warranted  in  saying 
that  there  is  something  more  than  negligence  l)ehind  it  Errors 
of  one  kind  and  another  have  tieen  repeated  with  such  dis- 
turbing and  disastrous  regularity  until  anyone  would  be  justi- 
fied in  saying  there  is  something  more  than  carelessness  be- 
hind It  The  man  responsible  for  It  ought  to  be  dismissed 
from  the  bureau  without  investigation.  We  will  not  correct 
such  errors  unless  vigorous  action  is  taken. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objection  to  the  consideration  of 
the  resolution  which  the  Senator  from  Alabama  has  submitted. 
It  ought  to  be  pa.ssed,  but  much  more  than  that  ought  to  be 
done.     With  this  closing  statement  I  shall  take  my  seat: 

The  Census  Bureau  said  that  after  all  the  error  of  300,000 
bales  of  cotton  did  not  break  the  market  more  than  12  to  16 
points;  but  M«"-  President  the*  market  might  have  gone  up 
many  points  to  the  betterment  and  benefit  of  the  growers  of 
cotton  if  the  report  had  been  accurately  given  to  the  public. 
But  that  again  discloses  the  utter  lack  of  knowledge  of  this 
great  commodity  on  the  part  of  tlie  Cen.su8  Bureau. 

The  cotton  exchange  doses  at  a  fixed  hour,  as  every  Senator 
from  the  Cotton  Belt  knows,  and  probably  every  Senator  from 
other  parts  of  the  country.  It  Is  true  the  price  did  not  break 
so  much  during  the  trading  hours,  but  with  the  production 
Indicated,  showing  for  the  State  of  Georgia  an  Indicated  pro- 
duction of  1,600,000  bales  of  cotton,  everybody  who  had  cotton 
after  the  market  closed  wanted  to  get  rid  of  It  before  the 
market  f^p'  ned  the  following  day.  Every  man  who  had  cotton 
on  hand  was  anxiotis  not  to  have  the  next  day's  trading  flnd 
him  with  that  cotton  on  hand  In  the  face  of  the  indicated 
production. 

It  was  an  error  wholly  inexcusable,  an  error  that  a  school- 
boy ought  not  to  have  made,  an  error  that  no  man  can  make 
who  knows  anything  about  the  Industry  with  which  he  is 
dealing.  There  should  be  a  prompt  dismissal  of  everyone  in 
the  bureau  connected  with  it  whether  it  be  a  clerical  error  or 
not.  This  is  not  the  first  mistake  that  has  occurred,  but  it  Is 
the  first  grievous  clerical  error  which  the  bureau  itself  has  been 
comiK'lled  to  admit  and  which  flve  and  one-half  hours  after  It 
had  be<*n  published  to  the  world  It  did  correct. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  said  I  have  no  objection  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  as 
modi  fled? 

Mr.  8MCX>T.  Mr,  President,  I  suppoM  the  Senator  Is  ready 
to  have  the  .Senate  act  upon  the  resolution  now? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  am  ready. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    I  have  no  objectioa. 

The  resolution  as  modified  was  considered  and  agreed  to,  as 
follows : 

-  Whereat  on  8<>ptpmbeT  28.  the  day  nxtA  by  law  for  tli«  pobUcatlon  ot 
the  glnnera'  report  of  American  cotton  ginned  to  that  data,  the  Bttresa 
of  the  Ceosoa  cauaed  to  b«  fflven  out  and  published  a  report  purporting 


to  be  a  correct  and  accurate  report  of  the  number  of  bales  at  Am^caa 
cottxtn  ginned  thia  seaaon  up  to  September  23 ;  and 

Whereaa  wben  complaint  waa  made  that  the  ginnen'  report  given 
oat  for  publication  by  the  Bureau  of  tbe  Censna  on  that  date  waa  sot 
jufltlfled  by  the  facta  recardlng  tbe  actual  numt>er  of  balea  of  cotton 
ginned  up  to  September  23,  tbe  Bureau  of  tbe  Cenaus  admitted  tluit  Ita 
report  published  on  September  23  contained  flgurea  abowlng  3UU,000 
bales  more  of  cotton  ginned  up  to  that  date  than  tbe  Guvernment 
flgurea  Justified ;  and 

Whereas  said  incorrect  and  misleading  glnners'  report  resulted  In 
depressing  the  price  of  cotton :  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  Bureau  of  the  Censna  is  hereby  requested  to  give 
to  the  Senate  all  the  information  that  It  has  as  to  why  and  bow  the 
•aid  report  on  cotton  ginned  to  September  23  was  made  and  given  uut 
for  publication,  and  what  steps.  If  any,  have  been  taken  to  prevent 
errors  in  such  reports. 

The  jx^amble  was  agreed  to. 

ADJOUaNMRTT   TO   UOKDAT 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  several  days  ago,  in  answer  to 
a  question  submitted  to  me  as  to  when  we  were  going  to  have  a 
morning  hour,  I  stated  at  that  time  that  we  would  have  a  morn- 
ing hour  at  tJie  very  first  opportunity.  Earlier  In  the  day,  at 
my  request  the  Senate  entered  an  order  by  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  Senate  concluded  Its  business  to-day  it  would 
take  a  recess  until  to-morrow  at  11  o'clock.  I  am  going  to  ask 
that  that  order  be  rescinded,  and  then  I  shall  move  that  the 
Senate  adjourn  until  Monday  morning  next  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  rescinding 
the  unanimous-consent  order  that  when  the  Senate  concludes  ita 
business  to-day  it  shall  take  a  recess  until  to-morrow  at  11 
o'clock  a.  m?    The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  order  is  rescinded. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  now  move  that  the  Senate  adjourn  until 
Monday  next  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  15  mlntites 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  adjourned  until  Monday,  September  30,  191i9, 
at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive  iwmination*  received  by  the  Senate  September  t1 
(legiaUUive  day  of  September  9),  1929 

GOVEBROB  OF  AXASKA 

George  A,  Parks,  of  Colorado,  to  be  Governor  of  Alaska. 
(Reappointment) 

Appointhkitts  and  PaoMonows  iw  thk  Navt 

MAKINE  OOBF8 

Second  Lieut  Perry  K.  Smith  to  be  a  first  lieutenant  In  tbe 
Marine  Corps  from  the  12th  day  of  August  1929. 

Second  Lieut  Charles  L.  Pike  to  be  a  first  lieutenant  in  the 
Marine  Corps  from  the  20th  day  of  September,  1929. 

James  V,  Bradley,  jr.,  a  dtlsen  of  Maine,  to  be  a  seccmd  lieu- 
tenant in  the  Marine  Corps  (probationary  for  two  years)  from 
tbo  2.5th  day  of  July,  19'J». 

George  R.  Weeks,  a  citizen  of  South  GaroUna,  to  be  a  second 
lieutenant  in  the  Marine  Corps  (probationary  for  two  years) 
from  the  2Sth  day  of  July.  1929. 


SENATE 

Monday,  September  30,  1929 

Bev.  Joseph  E.  SIsoo,  D.  D.,  minister  of  the  New  York  Avenue 
Presbyterian  Church  of  the  city  of  Washington,  offered  tl)e  fol- 
lowing prayer: 

God  of  all  power  and  might  the  Maker  and  Bnler  of  men, 
we  commend  ourselves  and  our  Nation  to  Thee  again,  to  the 
guidance  of  Thy  wisdom  and  the  keeping  of  Thy  love.  Deliver 
us  from  the  love  of  power  and  from  the  sordid  motives  of  per- 
sonal gain;  from  considerations  of  men  an<I  nion<*y  In  plat-e  of 
truth  and  Justice.  Grant  that  through  our  faithfulness  man- 
kind may  be  lifted  to  higher  Ideals  and  nobler  acblevementa, 
through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  the  Journal  of  th<'  pro- 
eeedinga  at  Thurwlay  and  Friday  last  In  the  legislative  day  of 
Monday,  fleptemlwr  9.  1929.  when,  on  nHjuent  of  Mr.  Jo^en  and 
by  nnaolmous  ammnit,  tbe  further  reading  was  dl^KusMl  with 
and  the  Journal  was  approved. 

niBirnt  to  the  law  srnAToa  lawbekc«  d.  ttso!» 

Mr.  MoKELLAB.  Mr.  President  on  September  7  last  tbe 
Knox  County  (Tenn.)  Bar  Association  a<lopted  reaolotions  la 
memory  of  the  late  Senator  Lawbjwci:  Davis  TreoK.  I  ask 
nnanimoos  consent  that  the  resolutions  may  be  printed  ia  the 
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Rkcobo  r»  a  part  of  my  rpmark«  and  may  be  included  In  the 
memorial  e<Iltion  which  Is  to  be  pobllshetl  relating  to  my  former 
culleii(rue.  I  ai»k  ali^o  that  the  reaolnrions  may  be  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table. 

There  l»eluR  no  objection,  the  resolatioDH  were  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Recxwo,  as  follows : 

W    MBMOBUM — LAWBBJICB   DATIS  TTSOX BOlif  JCLT   4,  IMl  ;  OIBO  ACOOBT 

When  we  leaitt  look  for  It,  d<>ath  comes  Into  oar  circle  of  fri(>n<la  and 
tMkt^  Bway  mm*  loved  head.  P«»lDg  by  those  who  may  be  patiently 
awaltlni;  hU  numroon!*,  be  aetects  for  his  yictims  those  upon  whom  the 
burdfo  of  yt»ars  does  not  yet  weigh  heavily,  whose  deaths,  all  unex- 
pected, Htartle  as,  on  whose  living  the  happiness  and  welfare  of  many 
de]>ended.  and  of  whose  labors,  during  the  years  that  are  to  come,  the 
busiDow  enterprises  with  which  they  arc  connected,  their  city,  or  State, 
or  Nation  UK»k.d  to  receive  much  profit  and  advantage. 

Ho  early  on  August  24.  1929.  rarae  the  distressing  newt  of  the  death 
of  our  brother  memb^^r  at  the  bar,  LAWRBMca  Oatis  Ttsom. 

HU  ancestors  settled  in  I'itt  County,  N.  C,  about  the  year  1720. 
One  of  his  forliears.  at  l«^ast,  was  a  patriot  of  the  Revolution.  Bis 
father.  Klcturd  Lawrence  Tyson,  was  a  planter,  and  a  soldier  in  the 
Confederate  Army  during  the  whole  of  the  War  between  the  States. 
His  mother  was  Margaret  Lo^ilse   (Tumage)   Tyson. 

General  Ttsom  was  bom  on  bis  father's  plantation  near  GreenTllle, 
N.  C,  July  4,   1861. 

When  we  reflect  upon  the  grievous  and  unhappy  daya  of  the  War 
between  the  States,  a  few  months  after  the  beginning  of  which  General 
Ttimin  was  bom.  and  upon  the  still  more  grievous  and  onluppy  days 
tor  ttte  pt-ople  of  his  native  State,  and  Indeed  for  the  whole  South,  dur- 
ing the  period  of  oppression  and  corruption  which  followed  that  war, 
years  which  Included  the  impressionable  ones  ot  his  childhood  and  youth, 
we  must  conclude  that  General  Ttson'b  parents  must  have  posaessed 
wisdom  and  gentl*^e(is  and  love  to  an  unusual  degree,  and  that  bis  home 
life  wss  agreeable  and  pleasant,  for  the  boy  to  tiave  acquired  and 
retalnt'd  the  genial  an<l  happy  nature  and  disposition  that  characterized 
him  through  life. 

He  attended  the  country  schools  on  his  father's  plantation  until  1873 
when   be  became  a  student  at   the  Greenville    (N.  C.)    Academy. 

It  has  been  well  said  that  "  Prosperity  tfsts  the  fortunate ;  adver&lty 
the  great."  General  Ttsom  proved  the  maxim.  He  twre  prosperity,  in 
his  later  life.  gracefuU.v,  letting  It  not  spoil  him.  In  his  youth  he  made 
adversity  serve  bim  and  strengthen  his  spirit  and  character. 

While  still  in  bis  teens,  to  help  support  himself,  his  mother,  and  sis- 
ters, be  started  to  work  as  clerk  In  a  hotel  at  Salisbury,  N.  C-,  part  of 
his  duties  being  to  drive  the  conveyance  which  carried  the  patrons  to 
and  from  the  railroad  station,  and  eked  out  bis  meager  pay  by  clerking 
In  a  country  store,  thus  demonstrating  in  his  youth  that  wlUingneas  to 
and  capacity  for  work  that  marked  bis  whole  life. 

At  the  same  time  he  continued  his  studies,  and  when  opportunity 
offered,  made  application  for  a  i-adetship  at  West  Point,  succeeded  in  the 
cnuipetltive  examination,  winning  the  cadeti^hip  by  making  ttte  highest 
grade,  and  entered  the  Military  Academy  at  the  age  of  18  years,  the 
youngest  age  permitted  by  law ;  soon  after  bis  entry  his  father  died,  on 
June  .to.  1879,  a  terrible  blow  to  a  youth  starting  to  school  to  equip 
himself  to  fight  the  battlea  of  life. 

He  went  through  the  academy  on  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  cadet, 
bis  parents  having  been  Impoverished  by  the  war.  Not  only  that,  but 
when  he  graduated  he  bad  saved  enough  to  pay  for  the  unlforma  neces- 
aary  for  an  Army  oOlcer  (then  much  more  costly  th-m  now),  bis  sword, 
and  side  arms,  and  have  |200  with  which  to  start  hla  Army  career, 
fpon  graduation  he  was  assigned  to  the  Ninth  United  States  Infantry 
and  ordered  to  Fort  D.  A.  Russell,  Wyo. 

During  his  cadetshlp  at  We«t  Point.  General  Trso.t  met  Mlsa  Bettle 
H.  McGhee.  daughter  of  the  late  Charles  U.  McGbec.  of  KnoxviUe, 
courted  her  and  married  her  in  1886.  a  gentlewoman  of  loTellness  and 
grarc  of  person,  and  possessed  of  lovely  ideala,  fine  principles,  noble 
heart,  and  Christian  fortitude  that  matched  the  general's  own.  and 
blessed  them  with  the  unalloyed  happiness  of  orer  40  years  of  married 
life.  We  are  sur*  that  Geoeral  Tvsox  would  be  the  first  to  accord  to  his 
noble  wife  a  large  part  in  the  success  and  In  the  fame  he  afterwarda 
achieved. 

During  the  following  years,  while  in  the  Regular  Army,  General 
(then  lieutenant)  Trsox  served  at  Army  posts  in  Arlamu,  Wyoming, 
Kansas,  New  York.  New  Mexico,  and  Tennessee;  thus  enabling  him  to 
acquire  a  broad  vialon  of  national  aflfaira,  conditions  and  manners  of  life 
that  served  him  well  when  be  was  called  upon  to  serve  his  country  in 
high  civU  oOce. 

Hla  Ust  asalgnment  aa  a  regular  ofllcer  was  as  professor  of  military 
■cieace  and  tactics  at  the  University  of  Tennessee. 

Here  be  again  displayed  not  only  an  assiduous  attention  to  doty,  but 
a  capacity  for  work  outside  of  his  routine  duties,  that  marked  him 
through  Ufe.  by  taking  a  course  in  law  at  the  unlTeralty  and  securing 
hia  d««r«*  of  bachelor  of  law*,  aad  helng  admitted  to  tha  bar  of  Tea- 
la  ISM. 
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In  1896  he  resigned  bis  commission  in  the  Army  and  entered  the  lav 
firm  of  Lucky  ft  Sanford.  the  firm  b»>coniing  Lucky.  Sanford  k  Tyson. 

We  have  not  sought  by  examination  of  the  records  or  otherwise  to 
ascertain  in  what  cases  he  appeared  as  attorney  or  solicitor,  nor  in 
what  courts  or  what  clients  he  advised  and  counseled. 

His  practice  at  the  bar  did  serve  as  an  apprenticeship  to  further 
equip  blm  for  that  career  of  business  executive  and  financier  and  states- 
man upon  which  he  later  embarked. 

It  also  served  to  imbue  him  with  the  knowledTe  that  so  many  men  of 
military  education  and  training  never  acquire,  nr  if  acquired  are  prone 
to  forget,  and  that  is  that  the  law  is  the  handmaiden  of  Justice,  and 
not  an  instrument  of  vengeance,  nor  an  engine  of  military  discipline. 

His  study,  practice,  and  knowledge  of  the  law  strengthened  bis  innate 
sense  of  justice,  and  served  bim  well  throughout  bis  career  both  in 
military   and   civil   life. 

At  the  outbreak  of  the  Spanish-American  War  In  1998,  he  volunteered 
his  services  and  was  commissioned  colonel  of  the  Sixth  United  States 
Volunteer  Infantry,  known  as  the  Sixth  Immunes,  a  regiment  recruited 
In   large   part   from   Tennessee  and   Kentucky. 

Many,  if  not  moat,  of  the  oflUcers  and  men  of  this  regiment  had  little 
or  no  prior  military  experience.  Colonel  Tyson  set  himself  to  the 
tremendous  task  of  whipping  this  material  into  shape ;  and  by  means  of 
officer's  schools,  "noncom  "  schools,  and  constant  drilling  In  two  months' 
time  had  a  well  trained  and  well  drilled  regiment,  one  that  merited  and 
received  the  warm  approval  of  the  general  officers  reviewing  it  when  it 
passed  in  the  grand  review  held  at  Chickamauga  Park  in  August,  1898. 

In  October.  1898.  the  regiment  was  sent  to  Porto  Rico.  Colonel 
Ttson  not  only  commanded  the  regiment  but  acted  as  military  governor 
of  the  Province  of  Arecibo,  about  one-fourth  of  the  island.  He  gained 
distinction  for  the  manner  in  which  he  bad  commanded  the  regiment, 
and  conducted  the  aifairs  of  that  part  of  the  Island  over  which  be  was 
military  governor,  and  was  recommended  to  be  mustered  out  of  the 
service  with   the  rank  of  brigadier  general. 

The  regiment  returned  to  the  United  States  in  February,  1899,  and 
was  mustered  out  March  15,  1899.  Colonel  Tyson  returned  to  KnoxviUe 
and  entered  upon  that  long  career  of  business  executive  and  financier 
which   terminated  only   with   his  death. 

Among  the  many  important  positions  he  held  at  various  times  during 
his  career  were  president  of  the  KnoxviUe  Cotton  Mills.  KnoxviUe  Spin- 
ning Co..  and  Tennessee  Mills,  all  of  which  he  organized ;  president 
of  the  Nashville  Street  Railway  Co.,  a  position  he  held  at  the  outbreak 
of  the  Spanish-American  War ;  president  of  the  Poplar  Creek  Coal  k 
Iron  Co.,  of  the  E^at  Tennessee  Coal  k  Iron  Co..  and  of  the  Lenlor  City 
Land  Co. ;  vice  president  of  the  Cambria  Coal  Mining  Co.,  of  the  Roane 
Iron  Co.,  and  of  the  Coal  Creek  Mining  k  Manufacturing  Co.  He 
was  a  director  in  two  banks  and  in  several  other  corporations. 

Notwithstanding  the  activities  required  of  him  In  the  discharge  of  the 
many  duties  and  responsibilities  imposed  upon  bim  by  his  large  and 
varied  Interests  and  the  positions  held  in  them,  he  maintained  his  Inter- 
est in  the  military  organization  of  his  State,  and  served  as  inspector 
general  of  the  National  Guard  of  Tennessee  under  four  governors,  begin- 
ning under  Governor  McMillan  In  1901.  As  such  he  revised  the  regu- 
lations of  the  guard,  and  lent  all  his  Influence  and  authority  to  make 
It  an  efficient  force. 

He  obeyed  hla  sense  of  duty  as  a  citizen  in  a  government  of  the  people 
and  took  an  active  part  In  politics.  He  was  a  Democrat  and  affiliated 
with    that    party. 

In  1902  he  was  elected  to  the  House  of  Representatives  of  Tennessee, 
one  of  the  representatives  from  Knox  County,  and  was  cboaen 
ipeaker  of  the  bouse. 

In  1904  he  was  a  candidate  for  senator  from  Knox  County  but  was 
Jefeated. 

He  was  delegate  at  large  to  the  Democratic  National  Convention  In 
1908. 

In  1913  he  was  a  candidate  before  the  legislature  for  the  United 
States  Senate,  and  received  62  votes,  67  being  necessary  for  a  choice. 

When  the  United  States  entered  the  World  War  in  1917  General 
Tysom  again  volunteered  his  services  as  did  bis  only  son.  McGhee 
Tyson.  Both  seemed  inspired  by  the  true  spirit  of  patriotism,  love  of 
country,  and  loyalty  to  the  high  principles  and  duties  of  America 
and  Americans  proclaimed  by  the  President  in  his  message  to  the 
Congress   announcing   the   declaration  of  war. 

Both  General  Tyson  and  his  son  seemed  to  be  moved  by  the  same 
spirit  as  that  of  the  Roman,  who,  when  necessity  of  weather  was  alleged 
to  hold  him  from  embarking  on  a  dangerous  voyage  commanded  by  the 
public  exigency,  replied  :  "  It  needs  that  I  go ;  that  I  live  it  doth  not 
need." 

General  Trsow  was  first  commissioned  brigadier  general  In  command 
of  the  National  Guard  of  the  State  by  Governor  Rye,  and  later  was 
rommi.xsioned  a  brigadier  general  in  the  National  .\rmy  by  President 
Wilson,  and  assigned  to  the  command  of  the  (^fty-nlnth  Brigade, 
Thirtieth  Division.  The  Fifty-ninth  Brigade,  made  up  of  Tennesseeans 
ind  South  Carolinians,  was  composed  of  the  One  hun<lreil  and  seven- 
teenth and  One  hundred  and  eighteenth  Infantries  and  ttK>  One  hundred 
ind  fourteenth  Machine  Gun  Battalion. 
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He   trained   theas   troops  at   Castp    Berler,    B.   C,    and   tkey   wato 

ocdered  overseas  May  1,  1918,  General  TraoN  commanding  the  Thirtieth 
Division  during  the  voyage;  after  about  five  weeks  of  their  arrival 
overseas  they  were  ordered  to  the  front  line  at  Ypres. 

His  brigade — the  Fifty-ninth,  had  the  distinction  of  being  the  first 
American  troops  to  cross  the  Belgian  frontier  July  4,  1918.  There 
they  remained  aiding  in  holding  the  line  under  constant  bombardment, 
making  numerous  sttacka,  and  suffering  counterattacks  until  Sep- 
tember 2,  1918.  This  service  was  rendered  at  the  most  critical  lime 
of  the  war,  when  the  presence  of  American  troops  was  absolutely 
essential  to  aid  In  saving  the  day  at  that  Important  point. 

On  September  5,  1918,  General  Tyson,  with  his  brigade  and  diviaiOD, 
was  ordered  to  the  Somme  area  in  Plcardy,  where  they  were  later 
thrown  in  front  of  the  Hlndenburg  line  at  its  strongest  point  oa  the 
Cambria  St.  Quentln  Canal,  in  front  of  the  towns  of  Belliucourt  and 
Nauroy.  He  commanded  the  brigade  in  the  great  attack  on  the  Uinden- 
burg  line  between  St  Qnentln  and  Cambria,  on  September  29,  when 
the  Second  American  Corps,  composed  of  the  Twenty-seventh  and 
Thirtieth  Divisions,  In  conjunction  with  British,  Canadians,  and  Aus- 
tralians broke  through  the  nindenborg  line.  The  Thirtieth  Divlson,  of 
which  General  Tyson's  brigade  was  a  part,  were  the  first  through  the 
line  at  Bellincourt,  at  which  time  a  great  victory  was  gained  and 
thousands  of  prisoners  coptured. 

General  Tyson  was  in  command  of  his  brigade  In  practlcaTly  con- 
tinuous operations  until  the  armistice.  His  engagements  comprised  the 
Canal  Sector,  Belgium,  July  16  to  August  30,  1918;  Ypres-Lys  offensive, 
Belgium,  August  31  to  September  2,  1918 ;  Somme  offensive,  France,  Sep- 
tember  24  to  October  20,  1918.  The  Thirtieth  Division  during  the 
Somme  operations  drove  the  Germans  iwck  more  than  20  miles. 

I>urlng  these  days  Genejal  Tyson's  brigade  captured  the  towns  of 
Montbrebaln,  Brancourt,  Premont,  and  Ponchaox,  and  Busigny,  and 
forced  the  difficult  passage  of  La  Salle  River,  captured  the  towns  of 
Moialn.  and  Bt.  Martin  Riviere,  and  aided  In  capturing  the  towns  of 
Vaux  Andigoy,  Baoqoiny,  St.  Sonplet,  Rll>eauvllle,  and  Mazlnghara, 
killed  and  capttired  great  numbers  of  Germans,  cannons  and  machine 
guns,  and  other  war  material  and  lost  in  killed  and  wounded  more  than 
3,CO0  men. 

No  more  heroic  and  gallant  feats  of  arms  have  been  performed  by  any 
troops,  ancient  or  modern,  than  those  performed  by  General  Tyson's 
brigade.  A  volume  could  be  written  about  them.  It  mnst  suffice  now  to 
summarise  by  saying  that  to  his  brigade  of  8,000  men  were  awarded 
9  of  78  medals  of  honor  conferred  apon  the  whole  American  Army  of 
4,600,000  men. 

To  iienenl  Tyson  himself  was  awarded  the  distinguished  serrloe 
medal,  his  citation  reading: 

"  Lawbbnck  D.  Tyson,  brigadier  general.  Infantry,  United  States 
Army,  for  exceptionally  meritorious  and  distingolsbed  services.  He 
commanded  with  distinction  the  Fifty-ninth  Infantry  Brigade  throagh- 
oat  ita  training  period  and  daring  its  active  operations  against  the 
enemy.  His  determination  and  skill  as  a  military  leader  were  reflected 
In  the  success  of  his  brigade  in  the  attack  and  capture  of  Brancoort 
and  Premont,  where  a  large  number  of  prisoners  and  mach  material 
fell  into  our  hands.  He  rendered  services  of  great  worth  to  the 
American   Expeditionary  Forces." 

His  only  son,  McGhee  Tyson,  made  the  sopreme  sacrifice,  t>eing  killed 
in  action  as  a  naval  aviator.  His  father  received  the  news  of  his  son's 
death  while  on  the  battle  front.  Men  can  not  be  subjected  to  a  more 
severe  test  than  this.  The  general  bore  It  with  Christian  fortitude  and 
carried  on. 

Both  belonged  to  that  breed  of  men  whidi  Is  the  leaven  of  humanity 
and  has  been  throughout  the  ages — those  "  that  love  God  and  fear 
nothing." 

As  an  officer  General  Tyson  was  a  stern  disciplinarian,  as  all  good  and 
efficient  officers  must  l>e.  but  In  no  sense  a  martinet.  He  was  Jittt  and 
fair  to  officers  and  men,  and  enjoyed  their  confidence,  respect,  and  even 
affection.  It  is  believed  to  be  entirely  true  that  General  Tyson  never 
lost  the  friendship,  loyalty,  and  esteem  of  the  officers  and  men  who 
ser^'ed  with  him  or  under  him,  and  who  were  themselves  worthy  of  his 
friendship  and  kindly  regard. 

In  1920  General  Tyson  was  Indorsed  by  the  Democrats  of  Tennessee 
as  their  candidate  for  the  Vice  Presidency  before  the  San  Francisco 
convention,  the  Tennessee  delegation  to  that  convention  being  instructed 
for  him  for  that  office.  In  the  Interest  of  harmony  he  withdrew  bis 
candidacy  and  the  Hon.  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  present  Governor  of 
New  York,  was  nominated. 

In  1924  he  was  the  successful  candidate  before  the  Democratic 
primary  for  the  party  nomination  for  United  States  Senator,  and  was 
later  elected,  taking  office  in  March,  1925. 

In  this  primary  campaign  he  took  for  his  platform  the  Woodrow 
Wilson  policies,  both  In  war  and  in  peace,  and  npheld  the  League  of 
Nations.  His  views  may  be  epitomized  by  a  quotation  from  his  address 
made  at  Lincoln  Memorial  University,  Armistice  Day,  1920 : 

"  Now  that  the  Great  War  has  been  won  and  peuce  has  been  declared 
by  all  the  great  nations  of  the  world  except  ourselves,  there  remains 


a  great  nq^oBalbllity  isatlac  vpea  m  to  rssrgud^  oar  «mn  country 
and  at  the  same  time  to  do  our  Just  part  In  tk^ptng  to  prevent  war 
and  to  maintain  the  peace  for  all  mankind.  We  have  taken  soch  a 
great  and  prosainent  part  in  saving  civilization,  that  the  whole  world 
is  looking  to  OS  for  further  guklance  and  help,  and  I  have  an  abiding 
faith  that  in  God's  good  time  we  will  not  tall  to  take  the  part  that  will 
continue  to  keep  us  In  the  foremost  place  of  all  the  nations  In  main- 
taining the  civilisation  and  peaee  of  the  world." 

In  1924  Genial  Tyson  waged  a  campaign  that  will  long  remain 
memorable  and  noteworthy  In  the  history  of  the  State  for  the  ability, 
sincerity,  and  energy  of  General  Tyson  and  for  his  loyalty  to  the  Ideals 
and  principles  of  his  great  Commander  In  Chief  during  the  war. 

It  was  a  Corcsfol  reminder  of  the  campaigns  of  that  other  great 
North  Carolinian,  who  also  died  while  representing  Tennessee  In  our 
National  Senate — Andrew  Johnson ;  and  it  is  a  noteworthy  coincidenoa 
that  the  last  public  address  made  by  G«icral  Tyson  was  an  address 
upon  Andrew  Johnson  made  at  OreenevIDe,  Tenn.,  last  July. 

When  General  Tyson  became  Senator  he  threw  himself  heart  and  soul 
into  the  battle  to  see  that  jostles  was  done  to  the  officers  and  men 
engaged  In  that  war,  especially  in  behalf  of  those  disabled.  His  suc- 
cess against  tremendous  odds  is  secarinf  the  passage  of  the  bill  for 
the  relief  of  disabled  officers,  which  bears  his  name,  will  endear  his  name 
forever  to  all  ndunteer  officers. 

Before  and  after  he  was  elected  to  he  Senate,  General  Tyson  was 
called  upon  to  make  many  public  addresses.  Like  his  speeches  in  the 
Senate,  these  were  marked  by  a  thoroughness  of  preparation,  clearness 
of  expression,  and  sincerity  and  earnestness  of  purj^koee  that  made  them 
truly  eloquent. 

Soldier,  lawyer,  business  executive,  statesman.  How  full  of  accom- 
plishment and  honor  was  his  life.  It  has  been  well  said,  **  It  la  better 
to  live  well  than  to  live  long."  "The  length  of  a  sun's  Ufe  is  not 
measured  by  the  nnmber  of  houra  daring  which  he  breathea,  but  by  his 
actions,  and  their  value  wherewith  be  fills  those  otherwise  empty  hoars. 
A  useless  life  is  less  than  a  span  loug,  though  It  lasts  s  century." 

General  Tyson  had  acted  well  his  part  in  the  drama  of  Ufe.  He  had 
been  an  affectionate  father,  a  devoted  husband,  a  kind  neighbor,  a  loyal 
friend,  an  upright  citizen,  and  a  just  and  humane  employer.  Simple, 
courteous,  dignified  in  his  deportment,  gentle  in  bis  manners,  living 
cleanly  in  thought  and  deed,  he  always  commanded  the  respect  and 
esteem  of  all,  even  of  thoee  whose  views  and  opinions  most  widely  dif- 
fered from  his  own.  He  st  sH  times  and  everywhere  e:dilblted  an 
unswerving  devotion  to  principle,  and  a  singular  Integrity  which  dls- 
tingulshed  alike,  his  poHtical,  his  military,  bis  business,  and  his  private 
life. 

All  the  datles  which  his  manlfMd  poblie  trusts  imposed  upon  bim 
be  weU  and  faithfully  discharged.  Firm,  inflexible,  and  fsarless  in  the 
performance  of  whatever  be,  in  his  consdenee,  believed  to  be  Ms  duty, 
no  man  ever  dreamed  of  Impagning  his  honesty  or  Impeaching  hla 
honor.  He  lent  effectual  aid  to  many  gseat  and  laudable  designs ;  he 
had  a  large  share  in  many  measores  that  promoted  his  eoimtry's  wel- 
fare ;  and  he  added  new  faister  to  his  eoontry's  flag,  and  Tigoroosly 
maintained  her  honor ;  he  stamped  his  impress  deeply  upon  the  Institn- 
tions  of  his  State;  he  labored  with  earnestness  to  extend  and  diffuse 
the  blessings  of  constitutional  freedom. 

He  took  bis  part  with  the  best  of  men  in  the  best  of  their  actions; 
and  after  what  be  had  thus  done,  and  done  so  w^,  he  migbt,  in  the 
langnage  of  a  great  man,  "  be  well  content  to  shut  the  hook,  even  If  be 
might  have  wished  to  reed  a  page  or  two  more."  It  was  enough  for 
his  measure.     He  had  not  Uved  In  vain. 

To  the  end,  thei^ore,  that  a  permanent  memorial  may  be  made  of 
his  virtues,  hla  accomplishments,  and  our  grief :  Be  it 

Renolved,  That  we  deeply  deplore  his  loss  as  that  of  a  friend  whom 
we  loved,  a  dtlsen  whose  life  was  one  of  noblest  service  to  the  city. 
State,  and  Nation,  and  ministered  to  its  highest  moral  and  spirltusl 
Ufe;  s  ttrare  and  fearless  soldier  la  whose  honorable  distinctions  we 
rejoice ;  a  wise  and  patriotic  statesman  and  member  of  onr  bar  In 
whose  life's  work  we  take  Just  and  solemn  piide. 

That  we  extend  onr  deepest  sympathy  to  his  bereaved  wife  and 
daughter. 

lliat  a  copy  of  these  resolatloas,  suitably  engrossed,  be  sent  to  hla 
famUy,  and  that  three  members  of  this  bar  be  ai>pointed  by  the  chair- 
man of  this  meeting  as  a  committee  to  present  ct^ies  hereof  to  the 
several  State  and  Federal  courts  holding  sessions  st  KnoxviUe,  and 
reqoest  that  they  be  spread  upon  the  mlnotes  of  said  courts,  respectively. 
HoaicB  VANDBvawisa,  Chatrmoti.  H.  B.  Lindsay. 

John  W.  Gbbsn.  C.  Ralsigu  Hariison. 

CBASLBa  T.  Catss.  Hon.  E.  G.  STooEssnay. 

W.  T.  KamrntLT.  Hon.  Bobbst  M.  Jonb*. 

James  A.  Fowlbb.  Hon.  A.  C.  Gaimc. 

John  H.  Fbantb. 

OAU.  or  THD  BOEX 

Mr.  JONES.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  qoonua. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  derk  wiU  caU  the  rolL 
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Th«  Ut\a»tittrt>  t^^rk  oan«d  the  roll,  and  the  fcmowlnff  BenAtora 
ammnM  to  their  nitnMii: 


Afthunt 

KarkUy 

Btnicham 

HUrk 

HUtiM> 

Itlt««r 

IV>rnb 

Brntt«n 

Bnx-li 

Bruokbart 

BruiiMuird 

('•Piter 

Cirmwajr 

Cwnnail/ 

(  UUMtU 

I'vttlng 

ItfttC 

Dill 

Ki^ 
Kletctow 


0«orgf> 

QflMt 
GUh 

(;iMiB 

Go* 

Uoldaboroufh 

Uould 

Oreene 

lUte 

Harris 

HnrrtMn 

HatfMil 

Hawn 

Bayd«*o 

Hubert 

Hrflin 

Uovr^ll 

JoboaoD 

Joae* 

Kmn 

Kendrkrk 


Kirjrw 

King 

Larotl«tU 

McKclUur 

McMMtcr 

McNarf 

Metcalt 

MOMI 

KorrU 
Ny.- 

OMIe 
«)TerinaD 
PnttfTaitn 
Fhlppa 

FlDf 

PIttman 

Kanadell 

Ke«d 

Koblnaon.  Ark. 

Uobiaaon,  lod. 

Scbnll 

Sbeppard 


Bhortrldst 
nimaMMM 

fcoot 
«k 
tttciwr 
8Mpta<«oa 
Thoraaa.  Klabo 
Tboraaa,  Okla. 
TowBwad 
Trammea 
Tydlaga 
Vandcnberg 
Waner 
Walcott 
Walsh,  Mass. 
Walab.  Mont. 
Warrm 
WateraiAii 
Watson 
Wbeeler 


My  eoHeague  [Mr.  ShipstkadI  is  absent  on 
I  will  let  this  announcement  stand  for  the 


Mr.  SCIiAIX, 
acv-ount  of  11  In 
day. 

Mr.  FE88.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  coOeagne  [Mr. 
Brarrojr]  Is  detained  from  the  Senate  on  account  of  Illness.  I 
ask  that  this  announcement  be  allowe<1  to  stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-seven  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  tbelr  names.    A  qnonim  is  present 

rBTITIOrtS  AND   laaiOBlAUl 

Mr.  OKORGB.  Mr.  President,  I  present  a  resolution  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Geortiia.  memorializing  Congress  to 
pnwi  appntpriate  legislation  creating  a  Georgia  waterways  and 
flood  commission,  which  I  a.sk  may  be  printed  in  the  Recobo 
an«l  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

The  resolution  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce 
and  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Rbcobo,  as  follows : 

Beaolntlon 

Wb«r««s  freqasntly  tlM  streams  and  rircrs  of  the  Stats  of  Georgia 
bcrosM  swullsn.  causlac  tbem  tu  oTsrflow  aod  flood  rast  areas  of  ter- 
ritory adjacent  therto,  whieb  csuscs  loss  o€  life  and  property  damage 
amoontlng  to  millions  of  dollars;  and 

Whsrsas  socb  rooditioa  grestly  reUrda  the  growth  and  dereiopmeBt 
of  iteetlons  sobjert  to  overflow  and  floods :  and 

Whereas  this  Is  espedally  true  of  th«  territory  adjacent  to  the 
Altanuha  RlTer  system ;  and 

\l'h«reas  this  rondttloB  may  be  corrected  and  renedied  and  these 
airas  brought  taito  a  high  sUte  of  productiveness ;  and 

Whereas  it  nuy  tte  poestble  by  employment  of  modern  engineering 
methods  to  both  correct  the  existing  evil  and  at  the  same  time  utilise 
the  dams  or  dikes  nceeaaary  aa  public  highways :  and 

Whereas  it  msy  be  posi^ble  in  addition  to  employment  of  dikes,  to 
create  huge  reserrolra  which  would  be  able  to  take  care  of  the  over- 
flow, and  the  waters  released  therefrom  when  the  rivers  t>ecome  nor- 
nml.  such  reeervoixs  being  stocked  with  flab,  thus  creating  a  new 
source  of  Bah  and  fbod  supply ;  and 

Whereas  it  msy  be  possible  thst  the  reforestation  of  large  areas 
of  lands  would  to  a  large  extent  aid  In  correcting  the  evil  and  provide 
a  n<-w  source  of  timber  and  lumber  supply ;  and 

Whereas  when  tbe  present  conditloo  is  overcome  large  areas  now 
ageless  for  such   purposes  could  be  farmed  and  cultivated  ;  and 

Whereas  mch  control  of  floods  may  be  aided  by  dredging  and 
dt^pening  the  riv«rs.  which  would  enable  commerce  to  be  more  speedily 
and  coavenleatly  carried  on  apoa  them ;  and 

Whereas  tbe  United  States  Oovemment  has  an  important  Jurlsdlc- 
tioB  for  purpose  of  aavigatioB  Jurisdiction  and  control  of  all  navigable 
waters  within  this  SUte :  Therefore  be  It 

Jteeolred  by  the  8«matt  e/  Oeoroi»  (fh«  ITowse  of  Iteprt9»nfiires 
contmrrime) ,  TiiMt  we  memorialise  and  call  upon  tbe  Congress  of  the 
United  Statea  to  pass  sppropriate  legislation  creating  a  Georgia  water- 
ways and  flood  commission,  with  or  without  local  repreaeatatloa 
therei>n,  to  be  composed  of  three  United  States  engiaeers,  together 
with  a  repreaenutlve  or  lepreaentatlvea  from  the  United  States  High- 
way Department  the  United  SUtes  Bureau  of  riaherlea.  the  United 
Statee  Forestry  Service,  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
tbe  I'Blted  State*  Department  of  Comoierce,  and  the  United  States 
Bureau  of  Navlgatloo  :  delegating  to  such  coouniaslon  the  power,  and 
making  It  the  duty  of  such  commlmloB  to  studj  the  pNhlem.  eaaploy 
and  execute  the  methods  mt  eerrectiag  the  name. 

itaseleed  fmrtkir.  That  the  Governor  of  Georgia  stedl  appoint  a 
like  coasmlasloa  of  two  members  of  the  senate  and  three  of  the  bouse, 
together  with  Mch  additional  members  not  to  exceed  aevea  In  num- 
ber, to  advtse  with.  aid.  and  aaslst  the  United  States  eommlaalon  by 
furttlaUag  Aata.  lafecaatkiB.  aad  by  aay  other  ways  aad  meaaa  wtthla 
their  po 


M«»ol»04  fwthtr,  That  the  governor  shnit  tmnnmlt  a  duly  eertifled 
e^py  of  these  resolutions  to  each  of  tbe  Senators  aod  Repreaentatlves 
l4  Coagress  fh»B  the  State  of  Georgia. 

W.  Cbcil  Nbix.!., 

Prttidmt  of  8enat«. 
D.   V.  McClatchst, 

Becretary  of  Benat9. 
BiCHAan  B.  Russbll,  Jr., 

Bpeaker  oj  Houte. 
B.   B.   Moobk, 

Clerk  of  Houte.     . 
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Approved: 

This  17th  day  of  August.  1929. 


L.  G.  Haboiiak,  Ooremor. 


Statb  or  GaoBoiA, 
Orrics  or  Sbi^rktart  of  Statb. 
I.  George  H.  Carswell,  secretary  of  stJite  of  tbe  State  of  Georgia,  do 
hereby  certify  that  the  one  page  of  t>i)ewrUten  matter  hereto  attuctied 
a  true  copy  of  a  resolution  memorialising  Congress  to  create  a  water- 
lyt  and  flood  commission,  and  for  other  purposes,  approved  August 
1  ',  1929,  as  the  original  of  same  appears  on  flle  in  this  office. 

In  te«timony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the 
sial  of  my  office  at  the  cupitol  in  the  city  of  Atlanta  this  25th  day  of 
September,  A  D.  1929,  and  of  tbe  independence  of  the  United  States 
of  America  tbe  one  hundred  and  fifty-fourth. 

[sbal.]  GaoEoB  H.  Cakswbll, 

Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  WARREN  pre$>ented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Sheridan 
Clonnty  (Wyo.)  Farm  Bureau,  favoring  adequate  tariff  protec- 
t  on  for  the  beet-8Ugar  industry,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
t|)e  table. 

Mr.  CAPPER  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Inde- 
pendence. Kans..  praying  for  the  pa85tage  of  legislation  granting 
li  tcrea.<ted  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  •  and  their  widows, 
vfhich  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  HARRIS  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Legisla- 
ture of  tbe  State  of  Georgia,  memorializing  Congress  to  pass 
a  ipropriate  legislation  cn^ting  a  Georgia  waterways  and  flood 
c  immission.  with  or  without  local  representation  thereon,  to  be 
ctonposed  of  three  United  States  engineers,  together  with  a 
n  presentatire  or  representatives  from  the  United  States  High- 
way Department,  the  United  States  Bureau  of  Fisheries,  the 
United  States  l'\)restry  Service,  the  United  States  Department  of 
A  fricuiture,  the  United  States  Depaitment  of  Commerce,  and  the 
Uaited  States  Bureau  of  Navigation,  delegating  to  such  ct>m- 
misslon  the  power  and  making  it  the  duty  of  such  commission 
to  study  the  problem,  to  employ  and  execute  methods  of  cor- 
recting the  same,  etc..  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
C)mmerce.  (See  resolution  printed  In  full  when  previously 
piesented  to-day  by  Mr.  Gbobge.) 

PROCnCDINO  IN  INDIBBCT  OOnTBMPT  CASES 

Mr.  VAXDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  a  fiw  days  ago  I  Intro- 
diKvd  a  bill  providing  legislation,  establishing  a  new  Federal 
nJe  in  certain  causes  of  indirect  contempts  of  court.  A  proml- 
n<nt  New  York  publication  has  epitomized  the  comments  und 
recommendations  of  several  American  publicists  upon  this  very 
clallenging  question.  It  is  a  questiou  involving  not  only  the 
essential  freedom  of  the  press  but  also  tbe  protection  of  the 
integrity  of  the  courts.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  these 
pertinent  observations  may  be  printed  in  the  Rkcobo.  The 
sibject  is  sufficiently  important  to  deserve  the  Senate's  early 
cunsideration. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  add  to  the  request 
0^  the  Senator  from  Michigan  that  the  matter  be  referred  to 
til  e  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  which  the  Senator's  bill  was 
r*  ferred. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Yes;  I  had  intended  to  submit  Uiat 
request. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary  and  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rdcobd.  as  follows: 

(Prom  Editor  and  PuMlsber,  New  York  aty] 

By  C.  L,  Knight,  publisher,  Akron  Beacon  Jnarnal : 

"  One  of  the  purposes  of  the  American  Revolution  that  is  too  little 
sti  'eased  was  popular  objection  to  the  tyranny  of  executive  courts.  When 
Ai  nerican  independence  was  won  a  measure  of  this  tyranny  was  imported 
in  o  American  Judicial  procedure. 

*  There  waa  still  too  much  of  obsession  upon  the  side  of  tbe  t>ench 
th  It  it  was  Inerrant  and  supreme  and  held  a  sort  of  monarchic  veto  of 
all  the  grants  of  liberty  made  to  tbe  dtiaen  and  press  by  the  Consti- 
tn  ion. 

'  Senator  VAin>BirBaBO*8  bill  amending  Judicial  proc«>dure  in  a  manner 
th  It  rcatrala*  the  right  of  Judges  to  be  their  own  Jury  and  executioner 
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In  contempt  proceedings  arlstng  la  their  courts  Is  a  step  la  tbe  dlrec- 
tioa  of  bestowing  upon  the  dtteea  tbe  final  sovwrilffBty  which  tbe  tach- 
Blcal  processes  of  the  courts  have  denied. 

"  The  supremacy  of  Judges  in  this  relation  Is  a*  alien  to  American 
Mil  as  tbe  idea  of  tbe  divine  right  of  kings  which  its  freemen  shot  to 
death.  I  am  heartily  for  the  Vandenberg  measure  and  wish  to  com- 
mend Editor  and  Publisher  for  iu  own  unstinted  support  of  the  reform 
proposed  by  It." 

By  Walter  M.  Harrison,  managing  editor  Oklahoma  City  Oklaboman 
and  Times,  and  president  American  Society  of  Newspaper  Editors : 

"  Senator  VAMDBNBaao's  bill  is  a  step  in  tbe  right  direction  which  will 
be  applauded  by  every  newspaper  man  who  has  been  face  to  face  with  a 
Judge  on  a  question  of  contempt  in  which  the  Judge  was  the  sole  critic 
of  an  attack  upon  his  Judicial  acts.  I  believe  Judges  are  as  human  as 
editors  or  any  other  class  of  people.  I  think  it  extremely  difficult  for 
any  Jurist  to  divert  himself  of  his  personal  bias  in  a  matter  that  con- 
cerns himself  so  directly. 

**  I  believe  tbe  time  Is  not  far  distant  when  the  thought  of  the  whole 
country  will  Join  that  of  Senator  VANnRNBBKO  in  demanding  such  a 
reform.  A  Jurist  should  not  be  the  sole  Judge  of  an  indirect  attack  upon 
his  own  actions.  In  any  such  case  a  sense  of  complete  fairness  ought 
to  cause  a  Judge  to  disqualify  and  permit  a  disinterested  individual  to 
decide  the  Issue  on  its  merits  alone." 

By  Stuart  H.  Perry,  publisher  Adrian  (Mich.)  Telegram: 

"  I  think  Senator  Vandbnbkbu's  proposal  is  sound  and  commendable, 
I  have  advocated  such  a  change  for  years  and  can  see  no  objections  to 
It.  This,  however,  is  tbe  only  change  that  I  believe  sbonld  l>e  made  in 
the  law  relating  to  contempt  of  court,  and,  if  enacted,  it  should  be  held 
strictly  to  the  terms  of  Senator  Vandb.nberg's  bill  without  any  enlarge- 
meut  or  extension   whatever. 

"  Kspeclally  regrettable  and  against  public  Interest  would  be  any  pro- 
vision for  trial  by  Jury  in  contempt  cases  which  would  be  gravely  detrl- 
mentnl  to  tbe  administration  of  justice. 

"  Tlie  procedure  proposed  by  Senator  Vandbnbbbo  removes  all  valid 
excuse  for  demanding  trial  by  Jury.  The  whole  subject  of  alleged  abuses 
of  the  law  of  contempt  by  courts  and  its  supposed  dangers  to  the  press 
sre  greatly  misunderstood  and  often  grossly  exaggerated.  Newspapers 
may  very  properly  advocate  the  change  in  procedure  above  referred  to, 
but  to  demand  anything  further  will  not.  In  my  opinion,  serve  tbe  best 
Interests  either  of  the  press  or  the  pnUle." 

By  FYank  E.  Gannett,  president  Gannett  newspapers: 

"  In  my  opinion,  and  I  believe  many  members  of  tbe  bar  will  agree 
with  me,  there  should  bo  no  conviction  for  contempt  of  court  where  tbe 
alleged  contempt  does  not  take  place  in  the  presence  of  the  judge  presid- 
ing, t'lirtbermore,  the  alleged  contempt  should  not  be  tried  before  the 
judge  aggrieved.  I  am  heartily  In  sympathy  with  tbe  puriwse  shown 
in  Senator  Vandbnbkbg's  bill." 

By  Charles  H.  Dennis,  editor  Chicago  Daily  News : 

"  Senator  Vandbnbbbg'b  bill,  being  a  proposal  to  temper  medievalism 
In  judicial  procedure  with  common  sense,  is  entitled  to  receive  careful 
consideration  by  Congress." 

By  G.  B.  Parker,  editor  Scripps-Howard  newspapers : 

"  I  think  a  person  whose  liberty  is  Jeopardiiied  by  a  contempt  pro- 
ceeding should  be  entitled  to  tbe  same  sort  of  trial  as  Is  granted  any 
other  defendant  whose  lll)erty  is  jeopardised,  namely,  trial  by  jury. 
While  in  my  opinion  that  ought  to  be  the  ultimate  law,  nevertheless  the 
Vandenberg  proposal,  by  which  a  defendant  may  retire  the  judge  who 
is  an  Interested  party  in  the  procedure.  Is  certainly  a  long  step  In  the 
right  direction. 

"  Nothing  in  the  history  of  court  proceeding  is  more  fantastic  than  tbe 
present  custom  of  a  judge,  such  as  Waltber  in  the  Cleveland  case,  sitting 
In  trial  on  his  own  case  and  Imposing  sentence  on  those  be  himself  has 
cited." 

By  Harold  Stanley  Pollard,  editor  New  York  Evening  World : 

"  I  am  heartily  In  fnvor  of  the  purpose  of  Senator  VANDBNBBBa's 
t>l11  amending  tbe  Federal  Judicial  Code.  No  Judge  should  be  at  once 
complainant,  judge,  and  sentencer  in  outside  constructive  contempt 
cases  Involving  blm  personally.  No  judge  should  wish  to  be.  The 
amendment  would  go  far  to  lessen  the  grave  injustices  in  present  con- 
tempt proceedings  affecting  freedom  of  the  press  In  this  country." 

By  H.  M.  Crist,  managing  editor  Brooklyn  Dally  Eagle : 

"  Senator  Vajtobnbekg's  bill  appeals  to  me  as  fundamentally  sound. 
Such  an  amendment  is  especially  necessary  In  view  of  the  pending  ex- 
traordinary Cleveland  case,  where  principles  of  simple  justice  are  being 
outraged," 

By  Elmest  Gruening,  editor  Portland  (Me.)   Evening  News: 

"  In  contempt  proceedings  the  judge  frequently  ceases  to  be  a  judge 
and  becomes,  to  a  degree  at  least,  a  prosecutor  and  a  partisan.  Under 
such  drcumstanees  common  sense  and  elementary  fairness,  aa  well  as 
the  ends  of  justice,  are  obviously  best  served  by  the  substitution  of 
another  judge  to  pass  on  the  contempt  issue  involved. 

"  Senator  VANDBNBBBa's  bill  should.  It  seems  to  me,  receive  not  only 
the  support  of  the  press  but  of  tbe  bar. 

"It  will  tend  to  strengthen  and  uphold  the  majesty  of  the  law  by 
•liminating  still  further  the  element  of  human  bias  and  pre^idlca." 

By  WiUiam  T.  Evjue.  editor  Madison  (Wis.)  Capital  Times: 


''I  have  always  been  opposed  to  the  wide  latitude  given  Federal 
jadges  In  the  exercise  of  contempt  power.  This  power  has  been  abused 
and  leads  Itself  to  judicial  autocracy.  I  am  heartily  la  favor  of 
Senator  VAMOBMaaaa'B  bUL" 

By  U.  J.  Haskell,  editor  Kansas  City  Star : 

"  Tbe  Vandenberg  contempt  bill  Is  a  righteous  measure.  It  is  con- 
trary to  every  instinct  of  fair  play  that  an  interested  i>arty,  even  if 
he  be  a  judge,  shall  hear  a  case  affecting  himself  except  in  the  emer- 
gency of  an  attack  made  In  o|;>en  court  where  the  course  of  justice  la 
impeded.  Tbe  present  situation  Is  Intolerable.  Tbe  procedure  of  tbe 
Vandenberg  measure  should  be  extended  to  the  State  Judiciary." 

By  Col.  Frank  Knox,  general  manager  Hearst  newspapers : 

"  I  thoroughly  agree  with  Senator  VANOBMBaaa  both  as  to  the  un< 
questioned  evil  that  exists,  as  Is  so  well  illustrated  in  Cleveland  right 
now,  and  the  remedy  which  he  proposes. 

"  It  is  manifestly  unfair  and  unjust  to  permit  a  judge  to  pass  upon 
what  constitutes  contempt  of  bis  court  when  the  basis  for  tbe  complaint 
has  to  do  with  an  attack  upon  the  court  outside  of  the  court  room  and 
under  conditions  where  the  action  of  the  court  in  punishing  alleged 
contempt  threatens  to  Invade  tbe  proper  freedom  of  tbe  preas. 

"  Such  a  reform  as  this.  In  my  judgment,  ought  to  be  supported  by 
every  straight-thinking  judge  on  tbe  l>encb  in  tbe  country.  Certainly 
it  should  enlist  tbe  hearty  support  of  every  newspaper  editor  who  hohlB 
bis  profession  in  tbe  proper  eatt&n." 

By  Louis  I.  Jaffee.  editor  Norfolk  (Ya.)   Virglnlan-POot : 

"  Tbe  amendment  sought  by  the  Vandenberg  bill,  while  nominally 
limiting  the  power  of  judges  to  protect  tbe  dignity  and  authority  of  their 
courts,  is  in  fact  directed  to  preserving  the  courts  In  the  possession  of 
those  very  attributes.  Whatever  tradition  er  usage  may  hold  to  tha 
contrary,  courts  can  not  resort  to  practices  that  smell  of  oppressioB 
without  In  the  end  forfeiting  tbe  respect  these  practlcee  are  designed  to 
inaure. 

"An  act  of  disrespect  to  a  court  committed  elsewhere  than  In  tha 
court's  personal  presence  may  be  so  wanton  aa  to  deserve  condign 
punishment,  but  it  is  not  likely  that  the  moral  effectiveness  of  the 
discipline  would  be  impaired  by  shifting  to  some  other  judge  than  the 
one  who  feels  himself  aggrieved  the  duty  of  measarlnc  the  judicial 
affront  and  determining  the  punishment. 

"  The  hariib  punishment  Imposed  on  the  editors  of  the  Cleveland 
Press  is  but  the  latest  flagrant  example  of  a  form  of  'government  by 
Injunction  '  that  In  aggravated  cases  Is  Indistinguishable  from  despotl.sm. 
It  is  time  to  establish  a  sharp  statutory  distinction  between  contempt 
committed  in  the  presence  of  the  court  and  contempt  occurring  outside 
the  jiulicial  chambers,  and  to  withdraw  tbe  latter  category  of  Invasions 
of  judicial  bonor  from  the  determlnatlOD  of  the  Jndge  whose  act  is 
challenged. 

"  To  allow  a  jndge  smarting  nnder  tbe  sting  of  a  real  or  Imagined 
act  of  contempt  to  t>e  sole  judge  of  bis  injury  in  these  long-distance  con- 
tempt cases  may  be  common  law  but  it  falls  short  of  l>eing  common 
sense.  The  procedural  shift  proposed  by  tbe  Vandenberg  amendment  Is 
needed  not  only  to  curb  a  growing  tyranny  but  to  protect  the  courts  in 
tbelr  dearest  possession — public  confidence." 

By  Boyd  Gurloy,  editor  Indianapolis  Times : 

"  Unless  one  t>eUeve8  In  the  divine  right  of  kings  and  traces  the 
authority  of  our  courts  to  the  king's  favor,  he  must  Indorse  any  pro- 
jKMMl  that  takes  from  any  judge  the  right  to  act  ss  prosecutor  and  jury 
as  well  as  executioner.  That  any  judge,  Federal  or  State,  should  retain 
arbitrary  powers  to  punish  those  who  comment  upon  his  actions  or  his 
qualifications  is  unthinkable.  No  just  Judge  would  wish  such  powers ; 
no  judge  who  Is  concerned  with  respect  for  his  court  would  exerrisa 
them,  even  If  not  forbidden. 

"The  necessity  for  tbe  resolution  suggests  that  there  Is  a  need  for 
more  vigorous  comment.  Its  chief  value  should  be  In  example.  If  fhe 
Federal  laws  set  the  pace.  States  may  awaken  to  the  necessity  of  curb- 
ing the  elected  puppets  of  corrupt  political  machines  who  occupy  too 
many  benches." 

[From  the  Chicago  Tribune] 

This  check  ui)on  the  inordinate  expansion  of  the  judicial  power  In 
injunctive  and  contempt  proceedings  Is  moderate  but  is  a  step  In  tbe 
right  direction.  The  use  of  contempt  procedure  to  penalize  criticism  of 
judges  is  a  flagrant  abuse  of  power  develoiied  by  the  judiciary  Itself, 
though  many  judges  recognise  Its  impropriety  and  do  not  ait  in  pro- 
ceedings in  which,  as  Senator  Vabdbkbbbo  ssys,  they  are  both  com- 
plainant and  umpli*. 

That  any  official  criticised  should  have  the  power  to  sit  tn  a  pro- 
snmably  impartial  proceeding  to  determine  whether  tbe  criticism  which 
has  offended  bim  is  contemptuous,  and  to  fix  its  punishment.  Is  itself 
offensive  to  justice.  In  tbe  bands  of  unscrupulous  judges  It  could  be 
used  aa  a  powerful  shield  agolnat  exposure  of  corruption  or  Incom- 
petence. 

It  has.  In  fact,  been  used  of  late  to  punish  quite  legitimate  comoieBt 
upon  jadiclal  action,  and  if  this  abuse  of  power  is  soceesAfnl  it  will 
reatrict  freedom  of  speech  and  of  fhe  preas  guaranteed  to  us  In  tb4>  Bill 
of  Rights  and  always  Irhaoaie  and  dangeroea  to  dlshoaeaty  or  lacAeieaey 
la  govemmeat. 
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(From  the  New  York  Time*] 

SITTINO    m    HIS    OWN    CASM 

Hrnator  VA!(DKKBaKi,  of  Mtcbtsan,  one  of  the  clearest  b<«ds  of  the 
Sfnatr.  has  introduce  a  bill  providing  for  the  aubatitntloD  of  Judges 
In  "  indire<rt  contrnipts  "  of  court  personal  In  their  nature.  He  proposes 
to  amend  the  Judicial  Code  ao  that  a  defendant  tn  any  proceeding  on 
all<>iced  contempt  "  arliiing  from  an  attack  upon  the  character  or  conduct 
of  the  Judxe."  not  made  in  open  court,  may  file  with  tbe  court  a  demand 
for  the  reflrv-ment  of  the  sitting  Judge  from  the  proceeding.  The  lUtng 
auf'.miitU-ally  prwluce?.  that  petiri'nn>nt  and  a  new  Judge  is  designated. 
Thr   Ifinund  must  be  filed  before  the  bearing  in  tbe  proceeding. 

If  lit  unnecessary  to  dw«'ll  upon  tbe  occasional  abuses  tliat  have  arisen 
In  carrying  out  the  doctrine  of  "  constructive  contempt."  a  dangerous 
«>ztenMlon  of  indirect  contempt,  or  upon  the  flact  that  the  freedom  of 
the  prt'ws  has  be«>n  the  principal  sufferer.  To  tbe  layman  it  seems  in- 
tolembli'  that  a  Jud^e  should  sit  In  bis  own  case,  be  at  once  complainant 
and  Ju'ls".  and  rule  upon  and  punish  for  a  personal  grievance.  As 
Newton  D.  Baker  ba^  '«aid.  "  The-  dignity  of  courts  is  not  preserved  by 
severity  upon  their  critics  but  by  the  righteousness  of  their  decisions." 
Kov  pcra<»nal  sttacks  by  newspapers  the  libel  laws  afford  suflkient  rem- 
edy. Heaator  VA:«Dc.'<nxBO  (]uot«>«  this  passage  from  a  decision  by  Chief 
Justice  Taft : 

**  Tbe  caf*e  before  us  Is  one  In  which  the  issue  between  the  Judge  and 
the  parties  had  come  to  involve  marked  personal  feelings  that  did  not 
make  for  an  impartial  and  calm  Judicial  consideration  and  conclusion, 
as  the  statement  of  the  proeeetllngs  abundantly  shows.  We  think, 
therefore,  that  when  this  case  again  reaches  the  district  court  to  whlcb 
it  must  be  remanded  the  Judge  who  imposed  the  sentence  herein  should 
invite  the  senior  circuit  Judge  to  assign  another  Judge  to  sit  in  tbe 
■eeoBd  hearing  of  the  charge  against  tbe  petitioner." 

This  voluntary  sulx^tltution  would  be  made  compulsory  by  Mr.  Van- 
MNsBBo's  Mil.  Nobody's  right  U  diminished  by  taking  away  tbe  Judge's 
privilege  of  vindicating  his  own  virtue  or  satisfying,  unconsciously,  per- 
hapa.  hia  own  vanity  or  anger.  Perhaps  it  is  too  much  to  hope  that  Mr 
VANOB!«Rano'a  amendment  will  be  adopted  In  this  .••esslon  of  Congress. 
Of  itii  ultimate  pamage  there  should  be  no  doubt.  Sporadic  Judicial  in- 
twfH^nces  with  the  liberty  of  tbe  press  this  year  show  the  imperative 
seed  of  ending  the  evil  before  it  spreads  further. 

PUBUC  LAlfOS  IN  ABIZOtf A  * 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  have  here  a  letter  from  tbe 
Arts«>na  State  Hljrhway  Commission  re8i>e«Hn«r  pablio  Ian<L««  In 
that  State,  and  I  aMk  that  it  may  be  read  and  referred  to  the 
l*abllc  Lands  Committee. 

The  VICE  PRKSir>KNT.  Is  there  obJe<tlon?  Tbe  Chair 
bearti  none,  and  the  clerk  will  read,  as  requesteil. 

Tbe  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

AmnoNA  9rATa  Hiohwat  Cou  mission, 

Phoeni*,  S^tem^er  U,  t9tS. 
Hon.  llsNiT  F.  AsHrmsT, 

I'nitrd  States  Bmator,  Wthirngton,  D.  O. 

kiT  L>BA8  Sbnatob  :  The  President  of  the  United  States  recently  pro- 
posed to  tbe  governors  of  tbe  several  Western  States,  at  a  conference 
held  in  Salt  Lake  City,  that  tbe  United  States  convey  to  tbe  Western 
States  only  the  surface  righti  of  lands  located  within  each  State  and 
owned  by  tbe  United  States,  reserving  to  the  United  States  tbe  mineral 
rights  and  other  subsurface  rigbts,  as  srell  as  ail  forest  lands  and 
national   parks. 

In  view  of  tbe  fact  that  Arlxona.  tn  which  are  located  the  lands  be- 
loDglng  to  tbe  United  Sutes,  Is  isolated  from  the  Pacific  and  Atlantic 
coasts  by  areaa  of  barren,  nonproductive,  and  nonlrrlgable  lands, 
through  which  miut  be  constructed  and  maintained  modern  highways, 
tbe  Ariaona  State  Highway  Commission  Is  unalterably  opposed  to  the 
recommendation  of  tbe  President  of  the  United  States.  This  recom- 
aaendatloa  would  add  additional  tax  burden  upon  tbe  people  of  Ariaona. 

In  the  event  such  a  recommendation  is  made  to  Congress  we  hope 
that  you  will  do  all  within  your  power  against  any  proposed  legislation 
•long  tills  line. 

With  kindest  regards  we  are.  yours  sincerely. 

Abizona  Statb  Hiohwat  Commission. 
U.  C.  Hankins,  Secretary. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  letter  wlU  be  referred  to  the 
Cuauuittee  on  Public  Lands  and  Sur^-eys. 

anXS  AND  JOINT  RBSOLmON    INTMH>UCB> 

Bills  and  a  Joint  resolation  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimotis  consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred 
as  fitUows: 

By  Mr.  BLACK: 

A  bill  (S.  1774)  to  amend  the  World  War  veterans'  act,  1924, 
as  amended ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BRtX^KIURT: 

A  bill  (S.  1775)  to  amend  the  World  War  veterans'  act,  1984, 
as  aaaended ;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Pensionab 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  Immediate 
coiiHidenition  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the  object  of  the 
resolntion? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  ask  to  have  read  at  the  desk  a  letter  ad- 
dr«>ssed  to  me  by  Governor  Roosevelt,  of  New  York,  in  which  he 
asks  me  to  offer  this  particular  resolution.  Perhaps  the  letter 
will  explain  the  purpone.  or,  if  need  be,  I  f-an  elaborate  it. 

The  VICE  PRI':SIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  letter  will 
be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Stats  or  Niw  Yota, 

ExBCtJTIVS  Chambbk, 
Albanp,  Bvptemhrr  n,  190. 
Mt  Deas  9KNATOB  Waqnrb  :  In  several  messages  to  the  legislature  last 
winter  I  xtrongly  recommended]  an  Investigation  of  the  machinery  by 
which  the  State  of  X.'w  York  attempts  to  regulate  puWlc  utilities,  both 
in  the  matter  of  rates  and  general  conduct,  with  a  view  to  devising  a 
method  of  effective  control,  and  particularly  in  the  case  of  what  are 
known  as  "  holding  c4>mpanies,"  which  are  at  present  immune  from  State 
supervision  of  any  kind. 

The  legislature  wss  In  unanimous  agreement  .with  me  as  to  the  need 
of  no  investigation  of  this  kind  and.  by  statute,  created  a  special 
commission  for  this  purpose. 

It  is  my  hope  that  this  commission  will  present  a  report  which  will 
be  made  th«»  bAnlii  of  further  recommendations  as  to  the  regulation  of 
public  utilities,  and  I  am  securing  all  possible  information  and  data 
from  pvery  sonrcv,  hnth  for  the  Information  of  the  commission  and  for 
By  own  infonnntion  on  flie  subject. 

It  has  come  to  my  atfentlon  that  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  and 
the  Kedpnil  I'nw>-r  CommlMalon  are  In  poaaesslon  of  data  bearing  on  this 
BMtter  which  would  lie  of  very  great  value  to  tb«  work  ws  have  under- 
takes  in  this  State  and  which  we  could  not  secqrs  without  tbe  expend!- 
turv  of  very  larxe  sums  and  n  long  delay,  which  would  be  most  un- 
fortaoaf*-.  owing  to  the  urgent  nee«l  of  improvement  of  our  Htati*  system 
of  public  lit  1 1  it  lea   resniatlou. 

1  am  furtlirf  Informrd  that  to  secure  this  data  from  ths  two  con- 
■lasions  inettfloned  a  Menaia  resolution  Is  rsguirsd,  sad  I  would  grsatly 
sppretittif  It  if  you  would  introduce  such  a  res4>lution  on  behalf  of  fb« 
State  of  .^lew  York.     Of  rourss,  we  desire  uoly  such  data  and  statistics 
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By  Mr.  NORRIS : 

A  bill  ( S.  1776 )  granting  a  pension  to  Barbara  Kelley ;  to  the 
Oommittee  on  Pensions. 

A  bill  (S.  1777)  to  remit  the  duty  on  a  carillon  of  bells  to  he 
iifiported  for  the  First  Plymouth  Congregational  Church,  Lin- 
coln, Nebr. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  GOULD: 

A  bill  (S.  1778)  granting  compensation  to  George  A. 
A^cDougall ;  'o  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  BLAINE: 

A  bill  (S.  1779)  granting  a  pension  to  Ned  Cunningham  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CAPPER: 

A  bill  (8.  1780)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Albert  A. 
Widlck  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
lYensions. 

By  Mr.  FESS: 

A  bill  (S.  1781)  granting  a  pension  to  Mantie  Raines  (with 
f4x-ompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WHEELER: 

A  bill  (S.  1782)  granting  a  pension  to  Garrett  White  Horses; 
atnd 

A  bill  (S.  1783)  grunting  a  pension  to  Jennie  Ross;  to  the 
Oommittee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WAGNER : 

A  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  74)  requesting  the  President  to 
I^oclaim  October  12  a.s  Columbu.^  Day  for  the  observance  of 
t  le  anniversary  of  the  discovery  of  America ;  to  the  Committee 
op  the  Judiciary. 

CONSTarCTTON  AT  MIUT.%RT  POSTS — rOBT  D.  A.  BTT88ELL,  WTO. 

Mr.  WARREN  .submitted  an  amendment  intendt'd  to  be  pro- 
lk)se<l  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  1665)  to  authorize  appropria- 
t  on.*!  for  construction  at  military  posts,  and  for  other  purposes, 
^'hlch  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

DBY-ClXA?flNO  PLANT  AT  POST  BEN  NINO,  OA. 

Mr.  WARREN  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  pro- 
dosed  by  him  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  1933)  to  authorise  an  appropria- 
tion for  the-  construction,  equipment,  maintenance,  and  opera- 
on  of  a  dry-cleaning  plant  at  Fort  Beiming,  Ga.,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  ortlered  to 
qe  i>rii)ted. 

PBOPOSEO   IN\TMTIOATIOW  OF  LOBBTrNO   0B0AWIZATION8 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President,  I  call  up  and  ask  to  have 
r^ad  and  immetllatcly  considered  Senate  Resolution  20  with  a 
modification  providing  that  the  expenses  of  the  Investigation 
p  lall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  read  the  resolution 

1  modified  for  the  information  of  the  "Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  20)  submitted 
b^  Mr.  Caraway  on  .\pril  22,  1929,  as  modified,  as  follows: 

Whereas  it  is  charged  that  the  lobbyists  located  in  and  around  Wash- 
iAgton  filch  from  the  American  public  more  money  under  a  false  claim 
ttat  they  can  influence  legislation  than  tbe  legislative  branch  of  this 
government  costs  the  taxpayer ;  and 

Whereas  tbe  lobbyists  seolc  by  all  mei\ns  to  capitalise  for  themselves 
eiery  Interest  and  every  sentiment  of  the  American  public  which  can 
b  >  made  to  yield  an  unclean  dollar  for  their  greedy  pockets  :  Now,  there- 
f4re,  be  It 

Re»olred,  That  a  special  committee  to  t>e  appointed  by  tbe  President 
of  the  Senate  consisting  of  three  members  is  hereby  authorised. 

Said  committee  is  empowered  and  instructed  to  inquire  into  tbe  activ- 
ities of  these  lobbying  associations  and  lobbyists. 

To  ascertain  of  wbnt  their  activities  consist,  bow  much  and  from 
\4hat  source  they  obtain  their  revenues. 

How  much  of  these  moneys  they  expend  and  for  what  purpose  and 
what  manner. 

What  effort  they  put  forth  to  alTect  legislation. 

Said  committee  aball  have  tbe  power  to  subpoena  witnesses,  administer 
okths,  send  for  books  and  papers,  to  employ  a  stenographer,  and  do 
t  lose  things  necessary  to  make  the  Investigation  thorough. 

All  tbe  expenses  for  said  purposes  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent 
ftiuds  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  unanimotis 
cbnsent  for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  resolution  and  I 
i^ish  to  make  just  a  brief  statement  with  reference  to  it 
The  city  of  Washington  swarms  with  associations  and  organi- 
tions  that  have  nothing  to  sell  but  an  idea.  They  filch  money 
^om  ptitriotic  organizations,  from  women's  organization»i,  and 
1  rom  people  who  believe  that  legislation  can  be  controlled  in 
■^  Washington,  and  the  money  is  put  into  their  own  pocki'ts. 
"^  Chenever  an  investigation  is  had,  it  is  amazing  to  learn  of  the 
^  ( liaracter  of  Ute  men  or  women  who  impose  themselves  upon  the 


September  30 


to  give  them  access  to  anything  which  has  t>een  assembled  by 
the  Federal  Trade  CommisKion. 

It  w'll  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  commission  makes  reports 
monthly  of  its  hearings,  but  the  hearings  thus  far  have  been 
confined  almost  exclusively  to  what  is  known  as  propaganda. 
However,  the  coiumission  Is  now  prepared,  after  a  rather  ex- 
haustive investigation  by  its  economics  division,  to  go  into  the 
question  of  tinaix'ing  on  the  part  of  the  public-utility  corpora- 
tions. Its  economics  division  has  accumulated  a  very  consid- 
erable amount  of  information  that  would  be  of  service  to  the 
investigation  conducted  by  the  New  York  commission,  and 
doubtless  from  its  point  of  vantage  it  will  l>e  able  to  accumu- 
late information  that  will  l>e  of  value  to  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission.     It  is  intended  to  have  the  two  work  together. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  {'resident 

The  VICE  PUESIDENT.  I>oes  the  Senator  from  Indian* 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  WATSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  should  like  to  have  the  resolution  go 
over  for  a  day,  I  will  say  to  tlie  Senator  from  New  York,  be- 
cause we  have  a  matter  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mittee that  I  should  like  to  look  Into  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Of  course.  If  the  Senator  objects*,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  course  the  resolution  will  go  over,  but  I  can  see  no 
conflict  or  even  any  relationship  between  the  request  umler 
this  resolution  and  the  worli  which  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Committee  Is  conducting  or  Is  at>out  to  c«»nduct. 

Mr.  COrZENS,  I  assure  llie  Senator  that  I  will  not  hold  up 
the  resolution.    I  merely  ask  that  It  go  over  for  the  day. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Very  well. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  objection,  the  resolution 
will  go  over. 

OKoaoK   A.    CARSICK 

Mr.  WATSON  sulimitied  the  following  reN4)lution  (H.  \h*n. 
VlTi),  which  wfis  referred  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  nnd  Control 
the  Coiitiugent  V.xitoxim'n  of  (he  Senate: 

Hfolved,  That  the  Mergeant  at  Arms  of  the  Renale  hereby  is  author* 
ised  aad  directed  to  employ  (ieorge  A.  t.'arrlck  as  a  Ulwrer  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  cootJofeat  fund  of  ths  t^oat*  at  tbe  rata  of  |L2«U  p«r 
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public  as  controlleni  of  legislation.  If  the  shipbuilders  who 
contributed  to  Shearer's  fund  were  to  be  judged  by  that  act 
alone,  we  would  be  amazed  tliat  some  court  had  not  appointed 
guardians  for  them  long  ago. 

It  would  be  utterly  impossible  for  anything  of  that  kind  to 
happen  if  we  had  some  way  to  compel  the  man  who  Is  tbe 
recipient  of  their  money  to  disclose  that  fact  how  much  he 
receded,  and  what  he  does  with  it  That  I  have  tried  to 
control  in  a  bill  which  I  introduced  and  which  pasBed  the 
Senate  without  opposition  but  failed  of  passage  in  the  House 
during  the  last  session.  An  identical  bill  is  now  pending  in  the 
Senate. 

The  resolution  which  I  have  submitted  undertakes  In  just  a 
little  different  way  to  ascertain  now  just  who  it  is  here  that  is 
on  the  pay  roll  of  sonielKKly  somewhere  else  in  the  United 
States.  We  want  to  find  out  who  employed  him,  how  much  they 
have  paid  him.  and  what  he  has  done  with  the  money.  I 
have  in  mind  an  association  which  consists  of  a  president  a 
sei'retary,  and  a  stenographer,  with  a  salary  roll  that  runs 
well  up  over  |1 2,000  a  year,  and  I  venture  the  assertion  that 
the  whole  force  do  not  know  five  people  in  public  life.  They 
take  money  from  people  whom  they  have  deceived  all  over  the 
country. 

We  want  to  exiKise  situations  of  that  kind.  My  resolution 
would  give  a  committee  the  power  to  do  it  Publicity  will  do 
naore  to  control  lobbying  than  will  any  other  thing.  In  the 
first  place,  no  one  would  want  to  admit  that  he  was  hiring  a 
lobbyist,  and  no  lobbyist  would  be  willing  to  disclose  the  source 
from  which  he  received  his  money,  because  then  it  would  advLse 
tlie  public  of  the  fact  and  advise  the  employer  just  how  much 
he  was  being  buncoed  out  of  what  little  he  was  contributing 
or  however  much  he  was  contributing.  This  resolution  will  give 
us  a  chance  to  begin  along  that  line,  and  I  hope  there  will  be 
no  obj»*ction  to  its  adoption. 

Mr.  WATSON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  RRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATSON.    Did  the  Senator  offer  an  amendment? 

Mr.  CAR-\WAY.  I  did,  to  the  effect  that  the  expense  should 
be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Of  course,  then,  the  resolution  must  go  to 
the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     Not  necessarily. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEINT.  Under  the  law,  resolutions  calling 
for  the  exi)enditure  of  money  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate  must  be  referre<l  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control 
the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Under  the  law  such  resolutions  must  be  so 
referreil. 

Mr.  CAR.\WAY.  I  know;  but  by  unanimous  consent  we  can 
agree  to  the  resolution  without  such  a  reference. 

Mr.  WATSON.     I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  If  the  Senator  wishes  to  object  to  the 
consideration  of  the  resolution,  very  well. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  want  to  object  to  the  adoption  of 
the  resolution,  because  I  am  for  It ;  but  I  understand,  under 
the  law.  such  resolutions  must  be  referred  to  the  Committee  to 
Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  C.Ml.\WAY.  I  am  a  member  of  that  committee,  and  I 
kn<nv  that  sometimes  such  resolutions  are  not  referred  to  that 
committee.  Of  course,  if  any  Senator  wishes  to  object  to  the 
immediote  consideration  of  the  resolution,  that  course  will  have 
to  be  taken. 

Mr.  WATSON.  A  parliamentary  inquiry.  What  is  the  rule 
on   that   point,   Mr.   President? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  law  provides  that  no  money 
shall  be  taken  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  until  the 
resolution  providing  for  such  expenditure  shall  be  acted  on  by 
the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  WATSON.     That  Is  my  understanding. 

Mr.  CARAW^AY.  Of  course,  we  know  that  that  course  Is  not 
always  followed,  but  if  the  Senator  wishes  to  ol»ject  to  the 
consideration  of  the  resolution  it  will  have  to  go  to  the  committee, 
and  we  can  take  uo  further  steps  at  this  time. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  ruling  on  the  question  has  already  been 
made  by  the  Chair. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  The  Chair  has  stated  that  there  is  a  law  to 
that  effect,  but  by  tmanimotis  consent  the  Senate  can  do  whatever 
it  pleases,  whatever  our  action  may  be,  but  if  some  Senator 
objects  to  that  course,  very  well. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    I  yield. 


Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  that 
he  let  the  resolution  take  the  course  suggested  by  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson],  with  the  understanding  that  he 
shall  call  it  up  to-morrow  for  action  by  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolution  will  be  referred  to 
tbe  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of 
tbe  Senate. 

AKENDMKNT  TO  FIXXIBLE  PBOTISION  Qif  THE  TABIIT  BILL 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  I  desire  now  to  submit  an  amend- 
ment which  I  expect  to  offer  to  the  substitute  amendment  here- 
tofore offered  by  the  S«iator  from  North  Carolina  I  Mr.  Sim- 
mons]  to  the  pending  tariff  hill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  order  has  not  yet  l»een  reached, 
but  without  objection  the  ameudiuent  to  tlie  amendment  will  b« 
received. 

Mr.  NORfilS.  I  wanted  to  have  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  that  will  be 
done. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Because  there  has  been  some  discussion  about 
the  subject  matter  of  the  proposed  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment and  because  as  s<H>n  as  we  resume  consideration  of  the 
tariff  bill  the  amendment  to  which  I  offer  an  amendment  will  be 
the  pending  question,  I  ask  to  have  my  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment read  from  the  desk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  tlie  Senator  from  Nebraska  will 
be  read. 

Tbe  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Nobris  to  the  substitute 
offered  by  Mr.  Simmons  to  the  Bmoot  amendment  to  H.  R.  2667,  to  pro- 
vide revenue,  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  enconragv 
the  industries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes,  rls  :  On  page  2  of  said  Simmons  smcndment,  at  the  end 
of  line  23,  insert  the  following : 

"Any  bill  having  fbr  Its  object  the  carrying  out.  In  whole  or  In  part, 
of  the  recommendations  made  by  the  commission  in  any  such  report 
shall  not  include  any  schednles  or  items  not  Included  In  such  report; 
and  In  the  consldersitlon  of  such  bill,  either  In  the  House  of  Bepresents- 
tlves  or  in  the  Senate,  no  ametKlment  thereto  shall  be  considered  which 
Is  not  germane  to  the  schedules  or  items  Included  in  such  report." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
will  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table  for  the  present 

BBOTTLATION    OF  PUBLIC   UTILITIES 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President  I  submit  a  resolution,  which 
I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  that  it  may  be  read  and  Immediately 
considered.     I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  objection  to  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Let  the  resolution  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  124),  as  follows? 

Whereas  a  special  commission  has  been  created  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  New  York  for  the  purpose  of  Investigating  the  regulation 
of  public  utillttes  therein,  with  power  to  recommend  legislation  ;  and 

Whereas  the  Governor  of  New  Tork,  through  the  executive  department 
of  tbe  State,  has  likewise  undertaken  an  investigation  Into  the  entire 
power  situation  In  that  State,  the  result  of  which  may  have  a  profound 
effect  upon  the  ascertainment  of  Just  and  reasonable  rates  to  consumers 
and  reasonable  and  proper  regulation  of  public-ntillty  companies  ;  and 

WTiereas  the  Federal  Trade  Commission,  under  authorization  of  a 
Senate  resolution,  is  conducting  an  investigation  of  tbe  financial  and 
general  operation  of  public-utility  and  power  corporations  throughout 
the  United  States,  Including  the  State  of  New  York ;  and 

Whereas  the  Federal  Power  Commission  likewise  has  made  extensive 
Investigations  and  atudies  in  tbe  same  field ;  and 

Whereas  the  investigations  and  studies  of  these  Federal  agencies  have 
resulted  In  the  collection  of  statistics  and  other  data  relating  to  the 
operation  and  regulation  of  powor  and  other  utility  corporations,  access 
to  which  would  be  helpful  to  the  New  York  comniission  aforesaid,  as  well 
as  the  investigation  undertaken  by  the  Governor  of  New  Tork  through 
the  executive  department  of  the  State ;  and 

Whereas  the  cooperntlon  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  and  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  with  the  New  Tork  State  commission  and  tbe 
Governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  would  be  in  the  public  interest  and 
would  avoid  the  expense  incident  to  unnecessary  duplication  of  sta- 
tistical and  other  data  :  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Reaolved,  That  the  F»Hleral  Trade  Commission  and  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  are  autboriaed  and  directed  to  extend  to  the  New  York  StatB 
commission  and  to  the  Governor  of  New  York  and  their  duly  accredited 
representatives  and  agents  access  to  the  exhibits,  reports,  and  other 
documents  secured  in  the  course  of  their  investigations  and  studies,  the 
publication  of  which  is  not  prohibited  by  law,  and  otberwise  establish 
such  cooperative  contact  as  may  be  Jointly  advantageous  to  the  i»- 
quirlea  which  are  being  pursued  by  the  aforesaid  Federal  commissleB, 
the  Governor  of  New  Tork,  and  the  New  Tork  BUte  coounlMlon. 
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Dettnted  toUier$  from  Ntv  Hamptkirt  buried  in  atnettria  in  JPiwope— Continued 


Name 


nasT  DIVISION — oontd. 

Gould,  Fre.lerick  W.... 

Heath   Everett  M 

KBrvelec,  .\no»tas 

Lereu<i«au,  Harry  H... 

Whitlier,  Willis 

Raw,  H.viplite  J 

Sullivan,  Edward  J 

Bouley,  KU- 

Praunuui.  Charles  F 


SECOND  DtViaiOll 

Meade,  John  P 

Stefanslci,  .•^tanislaw 

Fuller,  Kenneth  E 

Bu&h,  GeorKS  J ... 

Carcv,  Aa<!tln  H 

Dorun,  Charles  P 

Dusannlci,  Steve 

Estw,  Ray  O 

Fitrwikon.  James  E 

Frost,  Milte 

Johusun,  .Arthur  G 

Leuiire,  Arthur  J 

Marwcll,  Earl  R 

Provcuclisr.  Wilfred  R . 

Ricbartis,  Joseph  L 

Haas,  Albert  P 


THIRD  DIVISION 

King.  George  E 

rOVKTH  DIVISION 

Thorns*,  William  n.. 

Jlsrtfihorn,  Louis  8 

Lstnks,  Arthur  K.... 
Clark,  Arthur  J 


nrra  division 
CarlgnsD,  Jowpb 

■IXTB  DtViMOH 

Woutsrs,  Laurent 


Bank  and  orgaoizatioo 


Pvt.  Co.  D,  18th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  l«th  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  O,  18th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  18th  iBf 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  18th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  aeth  Inf 

Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  F,  26th  Inf.... 

Pvt.  Co.  U,  2W,U  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C.  2d  M.  G.  Bn^.. 


No. 


Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  F,  9th  Inf.... 

Pvt.  C«.  L,  9th  Inf 

2d  It.  Co.  C,  33d  InL 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  2ad  Inf 

8gt.  Co.  M,  23d  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  23d  Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  1,  23(Hnf 

Pvt.  Co.  M,23d  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  M,23d  Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  D,  33d  Inf... 

Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  23d  Inf _ 

Pvt.  1  cl.  M.  O.  C^.,  23d  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  23d  Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  H,  23d  Inf... 
Cpl.  Co.  C,  6  M.  O.  Bn.... 
Pvt.  Bty.  C,  mh  F.  A 


Pvt  Co.  r,  38tb  Inf.^. 


ad  it.  Co.  n,  4rth  inf 

Cpl.  Co,  H,  wth  Inf 

?it.  C^.  V,  Aslh  Itif, 
vt.  Co.  V,  mh  Id 


Pvt.  Bty.  D,  tM  r.  A-. 


Pvt.  Co.  n.  auith  Encrt 


1233 
1232 
1233 

606 
1232 
1232 
1233 

60S 
1232 


1232 
1233 

C06 
1764 

606 
1332 
1764 
1764 
1764 

006 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1333 


608 


1764 
1764 
1333 
17M 


im 


\m 


Grave 


40 
27 
0 
0 
2 
8 
2 
0 
13 


18 

M 

3 

44 

29 

21 

87 

71 

29 

4 

33 

21 

16 

M 

7 

2 


« 


» 

M 
S3 

70 


IS 


Bow 


18 
46 
22 
33 
13 
16 
33 
8 
81 


1 
18 

r 

2 

25 

2 

I 

5 

2 

10 

28 

41 

40 

37 

24 

14 


16 


13 
7 

!• 
11 


to 


Block 


B 
C 
O 
D 

F 
A 
B 

O 

A 


D 
B 
A 
A 
D 
F 
A 
A 
B 
O 
D 
D 
E 
D 
C 
A 


B 


B 
A 
H 

▲ 


B 


B 


Deefoaed  toldler$  from  Seit  Hampshire  buried  in  etmetrria  in  Acropf— ConUnued 

Name 

Rank  and  organization 

No. 

Grave 

Row 

Blodc 

taiBTT-SlVKNTB  DIVI- 
SION 

Moore,  Frank  0 

Parent,  Fabten           ... 

Pvt.  Co.  1, 147th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  U7th  Lttf 

18S3 
1233 

5 

33 

8 

34 

c 

BIVXNTT-SIITH  Dm- 
BION 

Cote  William  E 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  301st  Inf. 

1233 
1233 
1233 

8 
88 

6 

26 

1 

29 

A 

Garrett,  Henry  J 

Emerson.  Lloyd  F 

Pvt.  Co.  D.  303d  Inf 

CookHq.  Co.  301  F.t>.Bn.. 

A 
A 

BKVKNTT-EIGHTn  DIVI- 
SION 

Brennan,  Wm.  F 

Brunell,  Alba  F 

Currle,  Arthur  W 

Eastman,  Wesley  M 

Fifleld,  Henry  A 

Ooyer,  Josaphat  0 

HatsotLt.  Eftatbios 

Hooper,  Don  8 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  309th  Inf_ 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  309th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I.  309th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  30eth  Inf 

'Pvt.  c'o.'kVsOWhYnf.'.""" 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  (».  aoirth  Inf... 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  309th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  30dth  Inf 

do 

1232 
1233 
1233 
1332 
1232 

\iaa 

1232 

1282 
1232 
12.32 
1233 
1233 

39 

25 

8 

1 

0 

8 

33 

30 

6 

13 

M 

17 

39 
23 
40 
26 
9 
40 
33 
23 
IS 
36 
19 
13 

G 
0 
O 
B 
D 
F 
C 
C 

Pierre.  Louis  A 

B 

Roleau.  Joseph 

F 

Southmayd.  Wm.  B 

St.  Uilaire,  EmiJe 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  u,  aoeth  Inf 

D 

B 

EIQHTIITH  DrViaiOS 

Cooper,  Ray  E... 

Wag.  Amb.  Co.  S30, 805  B.  T. 

1333 

12 

80 

A 

EIOHTT-SECOND  DIVV 
MOM 

Dutton,  lisrold  L 

nriggK.  Rov  II 

Kamersi,  John  G 

I/Stlssss,  Alliert; 

Lsvlgna.  Arthur  J 

Morlarty;  John  M 

Flynn,  Jame*  H 

Staples,  Herbert  K 

Opl.  Co.  r>.  Si'th  In/ 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  82.'ythlnf 

Pvt.  Co,  C,  ISMta  iBf 

'pvt,  cV.'l 'mTi'inf.'.',*!"" 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  sy.th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  CaSMIi  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  fi,  331it  M.  G.  Bd. 

1333 
1333 
1333 
1232 
1233 
1333 
1213 
1S3 

16 
6 
19 
18 

e 

1 

3 
11 

I 

17 
90 
U) 
3 
6 
90 
87 

A 

(? 
O 
K 
B 
B 
A 
K 

BIOBTT'inMTa  Dtr^ 

SIOM 

Ftnlarwo,  AIIm 

9d  It.  Co.  I,  I6U  laL 

i7n 

1 

M 

A 

I 


If 


■a  »  pn>|/^r  n>r  iiu*  coutniiaantna  lo  anora  ua.  i[  la  aiao  107  oopc  inai 
ttk>  work  <if  uiir  Htatr  r«>innilai>ioa  and  tbo  addlfloiwl  data  which  I  am 
■pcurtiiii  will  Im-  of  •tooi*'  arrvlrc  to  th«>  K<^c*rtl  comniaalooa,  •ad  It  la  our 
wlah  to  o<M)perat»  to  the  grMtnt  poMible  eztaot  on  tbta  grMt  problfin. 
Vrrjr  truljr  jroara. 

rEAHKLIir    D.    BCKMIVBLT. 

Tb<>  VICK  PRRHIDENT.  I«  there  objection  to  the  preaent 
eotiiiickTatiun  of  the  reitolatloii  ? 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  Pn>iildent.  rpnerrlng  the  right  to  object, 
let  me  Muy  that  1  did  itot  nndenttand  the  letter  from  the  g(tvemoT 
and  tiM*  reiMtiatlon  finbniitted  by  the  Setiator  from  New  York 
wert»  of  the  ajime  pari>ort.  I  underttexKl  the  renolatlon — I  wan 
Intermpted  M»niewliat  durlnir  the  reading — to  direct  the  Federal 
Trad**  ('otnniisKion  to  (Collaborate  in  the  investigation  with  a 
commlMNlon  uf  like  character  In  the  State  of  New  York.  I  do 
luiC  think  that  can  he  done. 

If  r.  WAONER  No.  Mr.  President ;  that  Is  not  the  purport  of 
the  rcftolntlon.  It  has  no  other  purpose  than  to  give  the  com- 
mlMMlnn  a|>iK>iuted  by  the  {;oTem«>r  and  the  legislature  the  ad- 
TantuKe  of  lnfi>rinAtlon  which  hun  been  acquired  by  the  Federal 
Trade  ("ommlsMion  In  Its  Investigation  of  public  utilities.  Some 
of  the  liifomiatlon  Is  a  matter  of  public  record  already,  but 
8«»me  of  the  exhibits,  while  they  are  matters  of  public  record, 
have  not  been  printed,  and  In  order  that  all  that  information 
to  which  the  public  is  entitled  may  l>e  nTallable  to  the  State 
commiwilon  I  offer  this  resolution.  I  do  not  see  any  possible 
ot»Jtvtlou  to  It.  It  merely  proposes  to  give  the  State  commission 
the  advantage,  without  having  to  addu(.>e  It  all  as  a  matter  of 
teHtimony,  the  evidence  and  the  exhibits  which  have  already 
been  colle<"ted  and  secured  by  the  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
It  Is  merely  a  labor-saving  and  money-saving  device. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
jield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  WATSON.     Certainly  I  yield,  if  I  have  the  flow. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  my  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  resolution  and  I  can  not,  as  the  Senator  from 
New  York  has  stated  that  he  can  not.  see  any  po88i|>le  objection 
to  it.  lk>ar  In  mind  that  it  is  to  be  reciprocal  in  lis  operation. 
The  State  of  New  York  will  conduct  an  Investigation,  perhaps 
more  spe»-iflc  and  limited  in  its  scope,  but  in  a  general  way 
quite  like  that  which  is  being  conducttHi  by  the  Federal  Trade 
Couiiuisslon.  The  thing  Is  to  be  reciprocal.  The  Federal 
Trade  Commiasion  is  to  have  access  to  any  material  which  may 
be  assembled  by  the  New  York  commLssion,  and  it  la  proposed 


annual  until  tb«  rnd  of  tb«  prt^aent  Congraaa. 

Bt'BUL    in    EUBI>PK   OV    WoiU.n    WAa    SOU>IEB«    niOM    COLORADO 

[Mr.  PHIPPS  aMke<l  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in 
the  KecoKO  a  list  prepared  by  the  Quartermaster  General  of  the 
Army  of  Colorado's  Holdlcrs  who  lie  buried  in  the  Aniericun 
cemeteries  of  Kuroi)e.  The  Hit  was  printed  In  the  Hjo^ohd  of 
June  19,  192r>,  page  3316.1 

Bt'KIAL  IJ*  El'BOPX  OF  WORLD  WAB  BOLDICBS  rROU   IfCW  HAMPMHTBK 

Mr.  lOIYES.  Mr.  President,  In  response  to  my  request,  the 
Quartermaster  General  has  furnished  me  with  a  list  of  the 
soldiers  who  enlisted  from  New  Hampshire  In  the  W<»rld  War 
who  made  the  supreme  sacriflce  for  tlielr  country  and  who  lie 
Interred  In  permanent  cemeteries  in  Europe.  The  list  also  shows 
the  organizations  in  which  they  served.  I  ask  that  the  list  may 
be  printed  In  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  list  referred  to  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

KBT  to   PSBXAlfBNT   AUBBICAM    CBMSTBIIBS    I»    ECKOPB 

nUMCB 

No.  1232.  Meuae-Arsonne  American  Cemetery,  Romagne-aoua-Mont' 
faucon,  Mruae. 

No.   1764.   Alane-Marne  Am<>r1caD  Cemetery,  BHIeau,  Alane. 

No.  34.  Sureanes  American  C^^metery,  Hureanea.  Seine  (near  Paris). 

No.  636.  8omme  American  Cemetery,  Bony,  Alsne. 

No.  608.  Oiae-Alsne  American  Cemetery.  SerinKes-et-Neales,  Alsne. 

No.  1233.  St.  Mlbiel  American  Cemetery,  Tblaucourt,  Meurthe-et- 
Moaelle. 

BCLOirX 

No.  1252.  Flanders  Field  American  Cemetery,  Waeregbem,  Belgium. 

bnoland 

No.  107-E.  Brookwood  American  Cemetery,  Brookwood  (near  London), 
England. 

Dtetted  MoUiert  from  Sea  Hampthirt  buried  in  ctmetertet  in  Europe 


Name 

Rank  and  orsanixation 

No. 

Onva 

Row 

Block 

rOUT  DIVCSIOH 

Wbaeter.  David  E 

Kalivas,  Christoa  N 

Kublcki,  Alojay 

Bailay,  Uarold  E 

Crmm,  Earl  W 

1  It.  Med.  Det.,  I6th  Inf 

Prt.  Co.C,  16th  Int 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  l«tb  InL 

Pn.  Co.  C,  I8th  In/ 

Pn.  Co.  1, 18th  In/ 

1784 
1233 
63S 
1233 
1232 

15 

as 

3 

11 

4 

18 
19 
iS 
23 

? 
A 
0 
B 

K 
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Date,  and  make  available  to  tbe  Senate  at  the  earliest  convenient  time 
ail  tbe  /»rt»  rdatinx  to  tbe  wroik  of  tbe  airplane  CUy  of  San  Francisco 
and  all  other  accidents  and  wrecka  of  airvlanea  engaged  In  interstate 
air  commerce  In  which  Uvea  hare  been  lost.  Tbe  Secretary  of  Commerce 
is  re<)u<>«<ted  to  furnish  tbe  Senate  copies  of  all  records  and  other 
information  in  bla  posiM>a«iion  pertaining  to  sucb  accideota  and  wrecks. 
Bald  ctimmlttee  is  further  autborizetl  and  directed  to  investigate  (1) 
Into  tbe  cause  or  causea  of  each  of  such  accidents:  (2)  tbe  adequacy 
of  present  standards  of  safety  tn  tbe  constmctlon  of  airplanes  used 
and  enRaged  in  such  commerce  or  defdgned  for  such  uae ;  (3)  tbe  kind, 
cbamcti-r,  degne.  and  adequacy  of  present  standards  of  safety  In  tbe 
operation  of  such  airplanes;  (4)  tbe  degree,  adequacy,  and  efficiency 
or  Buperrlstoo.  tncludinK  frequency  of  inspection  and  other  aafeguards 
employed  In  relation  to  sucb  airplanea ;  (5)  wbether  addlttonal  landing 
fa£illUrs.  more  fr<-«|uent  weather  reports,  or  other  additional  safeguards 
ahould  In-  employed  In  connection  with  tbe  operation  of  fluch  airplanes; 
(6)  wb<tber  perxinx.  flrma,  or  corporationa  engaged  In  transporting  for 
hire,  persona  or  property,  or  twtb,  betwe<>n  polota  within  a  State,  Terri- 
tory, or  tbe  DIatrtct  of  Columbia  and  points  ootsUte  tbcnof,  art  coa- 
moo  carriers;  (7l  what  legtslation.  If  any.  sboald  b*  adopted  In  the 
Intereat  of  aafety  of  auch  interstate  air  commerce;  (fl)  tbe  feasibility 
or  adrtaablllty  of  placing  tboae  engaged  In  such  commtrca  oader  tbe 
auperTlalon  of  tbe  Interstate  Commerce  Commlssdoo,  and.  If  ao,  tba 
kind  and  character  of  legislation  needed  to  accompllsb  that  result. 

Mac.  2.  Por  the  purposes  of  this  resolution,  such  eoamlttec,  or  any 
doly  antborlaed  subcommittee  thereof,  is  antborlaed  to  bold  bearings, 
alt  and  act  at  such  times  and  places  during  tbe  seMlons  or  recesses  of 
the  Senate  during  tbe  Seventy  first  and  succeeding  Congreaaea,  until  a 
flaal  report  la  aobnlttcd :  to  enploy  soeb  eouaael,  esperts,  clerical, 
Btenograiiblc,  and  otiier  aaalatants,  and  to  require,  by  subpcma  or  other- 
wUe.  the  attendanc*>  of  wltncMes,  the  pnidnctlon  of  books,  paper*,  and 
do<um<-Dts.  (o  sdminlsti-r  oatba.  tako  testimony,  and  make  aoch  expendi- 
tures as  It  deems  advlaable.  The  eoat  of  at4-nograpblc  aervlees  to  raport 
Bucb  bearisgs  aball  act  be  la  sseesa  of  26  casta  par  buodrsd  words. 
The  eipeoaea  of  aticb  committee,  not  to  escead  tbo  sun  of  |2S,000, 
shall  be  paid  from  tbe  contingent  fund  of  tba  Senate  upoa  voocbera 
approved  by   tba  chalnaao. 

Mr.  BIUTTON.  Mr.  Preshlent.  while  the  resotutlon  make* 
N|MH'ifl«>  reference  to  a  partlrulur  tragedy  which  recently  oc- 
cnrnil,  the  thing  In  wbUh  I  am  moi^t  interested  Is  to  obtain  a 
thor'itjgh  inve«tlgation  Into  the  economic  phases  and  extent  of 
develo(nnont  of  Interatate  air  commerce.  That,  Mr.  President, 
Is  one  of  the  moat  rai>idly  growing  indUMtries  In  the  country.  It 
may  be  well  (u  supply  some  data  in  relation  to  the  growth  tbe 
Industry  has  nijoyed  and  the  (Milnt  It  has  now  reached. 

The  act  governing  interatute  air  commerce  was  passed  In 
1928.  I  think  I  itpeak  with  Mubstantlal  accnracy  when  I  say 
that  up  until  that  time  we  had  virtually  no  legislation  bearing 
U|)un  the  snbJecL  That  act  vesitiHl  the  Kupervision  and  regu- 
latory power,  such  ax  It  was,  in  the  Department  of  Commerce, 
and  It  has  been  administered  by  that  department  since  then. 
But.  Mr.  President,  the  industry  has  grown  remarkably  fast 
since  that  time.  It  has  acquired  a  status  or  veered  in  a  direc- 
tion which  no  one  contemplated  at  that  time ;  that  i^,  its  a»so- 
cation  with  railway  tratwportatlon. 

At  present.  Mr.  PreMideiit.  there  are  47  different  companies 
engaged  in  interstate  air  commerce.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  list  of 
thotie  companies,  and  ask  that  it  be  printed  in  the  RKx>n>  as  an 
appendix  to  my  remark.s. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
[See  Exiiibit  A.] 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  may  say  here,  Mr.  President,  that  at  the 
close  of  the  year  1928  only  35  American  companies  were  en- 
gaged In  Interstate  air  commerce  The  industry  has  grown  33% 
per  cent  during  this  ye»»r  over  Its  entire  progress  made  up  to  the 
close  of  1928,  thus  indicating  its  remarkable  expansion.  There 
are  5.475  planes  duly  licensed  to  engage  in  interstate  commerce. 
The  department  advised  lue  that  it  is  impossible  to  say  the  exact 
number  of  thotse  planes  actually  engaged  in  flying  between  inter- 
^tate  points;  but  5.475  planes  have  t>een  licensed  and  are  uow 
authoriaed  to  engage  in  interstate  commerce.  I  think  it  la  fair 
to  say  that  rirtually  all  of  them  are  so  engaged — 47  companies 
operating  5.475  planes. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.   President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Will  the  Senator  tell  us  how  he  knows  that 
these  47  companies  operate  something  over  5.000  planes? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Yes.  Mr.  President.  For  the  information  of 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  I  read  from  a  letter  written  by 
the  Department  of  Commen-e  dated  September  28.  and  ad- 
dressed to  me,  in  which  it  ia  said : 

with  reference  to  your  telephone  request  from  yoar  aecreUry  tbis 
BMraiag,  I  aa  pleased  to  give  you  tbe  followlag  laformatlon : 
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(1)  Number  of  active  licensed  planes  engaged  In  Interstate  com- 
merce. 6,475. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Yes.  Mr.  President;  but  that  means  that 
that  number  of  planes  are  licensed  to  engage  in  interstate  com- 
merce; does  it  not? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  That  is  what  I  said. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  But  it  does  not  mean  that  all  those  planes 
are  operated  by  one  of  the  47  companies. 

Mr;  BRATTON.  I  have  inserted  in  the  Rbcoho  a  list  showing 
the  companies  that  are  licensed  and  have  certificates  to  engage 
in  interstate  air  commerce.  That  list  was  furnished  me  by  the 
Department  of  Commerce.  I  now  have  a  letter  saying  that  the 
pl&nc*8  total  .'>.475. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  But,  Mr.  President  the  Senator  does  not 
think,  does  he.  that  all  planes  licens(>d  to  take  part  lo  interstate 
commerce  are  operated  by  one  of  these  companies? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that  these 
47  companies  operate  five  thousand  and  some  odd  planeM. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  said  that  there  are  47  comi>anles  author- 
ized to  engage  in  that  business,  and  that  there  are  5,475  planes 
licensed  for  use  in  suth  business.  Of  courne  if  the  Senator  mus- 
pecta  that  other  companies  have  from  $60,000  to  $76,()0()  ♦•ach 
invested  in  a  large  number  of  planes  not  engaged  In  business 
he  can  draw  that  inference ;  but  I  do  not  indulge  it  at  all. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Does  the  Senator  know  how  many  planes 
tbtse  47  companies  have? 

Mr.  BRATTON.    No.  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  thought  the  Senator  stated  a  few  moments 
ago.  and  I  think  the  Rbcoro  will  bear  me  out  that  these  47 
companies  are  <*perating  6,000  planes;  and  I  a^kcd  the  Setiator 
how  be  knew  that  fa<t 

Mr.  BRATT(JN.  No ;  I  said  and  now  repeat  for  the  benefit  of 
the  8enatr>r  from  Connecticut,  that,  according  to  the  Informa- 
tion furnished  me  by  the  D<'pijrtment  fft  Commerci?  there  are 
47  companies  engaged  in  inter>'Late  air  commerce,  and  that 
there  are  0.476  plAues  licensed  to  be  used  in  InttTstate  com- 
merce. 

Mr.  BINOHAM.  Does  not  the  Senator  know  that  most  of 
those  plane*  are  privately  owned,  or  op(>rated  by  companies 
like  oil  companies,  or  companleM  engaged  in  selling  men-handlMe, 
und  that  they  engage  in  interstate  commerce  without  any  ref- 
erence to  what  Is  ordinarily  calle«l  air  tninsport;  and,  further- 
more, that  all  planes  which  are  licenced  by  the  Deimrtment  of 
Commerce  are  licensed  to  take  part  in  interstate  conmierce, 
whether  or  not  they  do  so? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  At  any  rate.  Mr.  President,  they  are  author- 
ized to  engage  in  the  business.  In  each  case  they  have  gone 
to  the  pains  of  applying  for  a  license  to  engage  and  operate  the 
plane  in  interstate  commerce. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  7,871  licensed  pilots — that  is,  pilots 
holding  licenses  issued  by  the  Department  of  Commerce  to 
engage  in  operating  planes  in  interstate  commerce. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut that  I  prefer  to  finish  my  remarks,  and  then  I  will  submit 
myself  to  any  questions  he  may  desire  to  prop*>iind. 

There  are  7,871  licensed  pilots;  nnd  of  that  number  4.250  hold 
what  are  called  transfiort  pilots'  licenses. 

Now,  Mr.  President  it  may  be  profitable  to  turn  our  attention 
for  a  moment  to  the  volume  of  business  done  by  these  com- 
panies. 

I  have  already  said  that  up  to  the  close  of  last  year  there 
were  35  companies  authorized  to  engage  in  the  business.  Dur- 
ing last  year  the  total  miles  flown  wus  10,673,450.  The  average 
of  dally  miles  flown  was  29,t>59. 

I  want  to  call  attention  at  this  point  to  the  fact  that  to-day 
the  average  daily  schetlule  in  miles  is  78.721,  showing  that  the 
industry  has  grown  in  daily  scheduled  miles  almost  200  per  cent 
during  this  year. 

In  1928  the  total  number  of  passengers  flown  was  49,713.  The 
amount  of  express  transported  was  1.848,156  pounds.  The 
amount  of  mail  transporte<l  was  4,063.173  pound.s.  The  total 
amonnt  paid  for  the  transportation  of  mail  during  1928  was 
117.432,720.86. 

These  facts  indicate  to  some  extent  the  volume  of  business 
that  is  being  dene  by  the  aviation  ct.mpanies.    It  Is  enormous. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Has  the  Senator  data  indicating  the  number 
of  paitsengers  actually  carried  by  the  licensed  companies  operat- 
ing airplanes? 
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AVIATIO.'?   INVESTIGATION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate 
a  resolution  coming  over  from  a  previous  day,  b^ng  Senate 
Resolution  119,  submlttetl  by  the  senior  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  BaxTTON]  on  the  17th  instant.  The  resolution  has 
already  been  read. 

Mr.  McNAIlY.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  the  reso- 
lution rend  at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Tlie  resolution  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (8.  Res.  119),  as  follows: 

Whereas  tbe  airplane  City  of  San  Prancitco,  owned  by  tbe  Trans- 
continental Air  Transport  (Inc.),  while  engaged  In  Interstate  air  com* 
merce,  was  wrecked  near  Mount  Taylor,  In  tbe  State  of  New  Mexico, 
September  3,  1929,  resulting  In  tbe  deatb  of  eight  persona;  and 

Whereas  in  recent  years  other  airplanes  engaged  in  sucb  commerce 
have  been  wrecked,  resulting  in  tbe  loaa  of  lives ;  and 

Whereas  it  ia  imperative  that  lite  and  property  tranaported  through 
interstate  air  commerce  abould  be  accorded  tbe  greatest  degree  of  aafety 
obtainable  through  tbe  use  of  every  reasonable  safeioiard ;  and 

Whereas  certain  persons,  firms,  or  corporationti  engaged  In  interstate 
air  commerce,  as  defined  by  the  act  approved  May  20,  192ti,  have 
eatablisbed  and  now  maintain  interlocking  rdations  witb  railway  com- 
panies in  tlie  transportation  of  persons  sod  property  for  hire  between 
points  within  States,  Territories,  or  tbe  District  of  Columbia  and  points 
outside  thereof :   Therefore  \x  it 

Reaolved,  That  the  Senate  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  be, 
and  It  hereby   Is,   autborixed  and  directed  to  collect,   collate,   coordi- 
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Mr.  BRATTON.  Tbe  number  of  passengers  flown  last  year 
was  49,713.  The  average  miles  per  day  flown  last  year  was 
20,669.  The  daily  schedule  to^iay  Ls  78,721  miles.  That  ■ho'ws 
that  the  industry  has  increased  on  a  mileage  basUi  almost  900 
per  cttit  during  this  year.  I  do  not  have  the  exact  figures  as  to 
the  average  number  of  paas^igers  flown  per  month,  or  tbe  total 
number  flown  month  by  month,  hut  I  think  it  may  be  assumed 
that  the  increase  in  the  number  of  passengers  flown  will  show 
the  aame  proportionate  increase  aa  that  presented  by  the  In- 
crease in  mileage. 

Mr.  McNARY.  A  few  momenta  ago  tbe  able  Senator  said  that 
there  were  5,475  airplanes  operating  tinder  licenses.  How  many 
of  those  planes  are  carrying  passengers? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  That  I  do  not  know.  There  are  47  com- 
panies engaged  in  the  business.  There  are  5,475  ^anea  licensed 
and  authorlKed  to  transport  paasengers.  The  d^Mtrtment  says 
this  In  that  connection: 

TbIs  la  tbe  number  of  active  lleensea  in  effect  on  September  21,  1929. 
All  tbeae  plane*  are  antittad  to  engage  In  interstate  commerce  as  de- 
flaed  by  the  air  commerce  act  of  1929.  It  ia  Impoaslhle  to  give  an 
accurate  estimate  as  to  tbe  aomber  of  planes  actually  so  engaged. 

The  Senator  will  observe  that  the  department  was  unable  to 
suiiply  tne  with  tliat  information. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President 

.    The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  further  to  tbe  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  BRATTON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  In  answer  to  the  question  I  protxmnded,  the 
Senator  stated  the  nomtwr  of  imssengers  annually  cairied, 
specifying  those  carried  in  the  current  year.  Has  tbe  Senator 
data  showing  the  number  of  accidents  wbicfa  occurred  in  the 
curr>'lng  of  Uiose  passengciv? 

Mr.  KRATTON.  Yes;  Mr.  President,  I  have  a  Hat  of  them 
covering  the  period  from  January  1,  1027,  to  September  21, 
1029,  during  wbicfa  time  tben;  were  20  accidents  in  which  fatali- 
ties occurred.  A  total  of  24  pilots  und  'M)  pasMcugers  lost  their 
llv(>M  In  those  accidents.  Tbe  name  of  the  cotnpany,  the  place 
at  whU'h  the  accident  ocvnrred.  and  tbe  date  are  given  in  each 
case.  Perhaps,  to  make  tbe  record  complete,  Mr,  I'reKident,  it 
is  a<1vlsaMe  to  have  this  list  printed  as  an  appendix  to  my 
remarks,  and  I  request  that  It  be  so  printed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objer-tlon?  The  Chair 
betirs  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered.     (See  Exhibit  B.] 

Mr.  McNARY,  Mr,  President,  does  that  inclnde  tbe  accident 
to  which  this  resolution  has  reference? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     It  does. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Mr.  President,  will  tbe  Senator  yield? 

Mr,  BRATTON.    I  yield, 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Will  tbe  Senator  do  me  the  kindness  to  yield 
to  a  query?  I  may  be  called  out,  and  I  want  to  set  at  rest  In 
the  niinds  of  some  of  those  interested  In  aircraft  in  the  State 
of  California  just  exactly  the  purpof«  of  this  resolution.  I  am 
in  receipt  of  two  telegrams— one  from  William  A.  Oarland,  of 
Iios  Angeles,  the  other  from  George  B.  Cameron,  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, both  of  whom  are  very  greatly  Interested  in  aircraft 
production,  and  the  like.  From  their  telegrams,  it  seems  to  me, 
they  labor  under  the  delusion  that  tlie  purixjee  of  the  Senator's 
rent>lntion  is  to  put  all  aircraft  under  tlie  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  I  have  wired  them  that  the  reaolution  is  porriy 
of  an  investigatory  rtiaracter  and  provides  only  for  an  Investi- 
gation of  the  accident  alluded  to  in  the  resolution,  that  then  It 
provides  for  an  invetstigation  of  other  facts  upon  which  ulti- 
mately legislation  might  be  based,  and  that  it  is  of  no  other 
character  whatever.    Am  I  correct  in  that,  or  am  I  not? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  That  Is  correct.  The  resolution  directs  the 
committee  to  inquire  In  detail  into  the  facts  of  the  accident 
referred  to,  and  others,  and  to  supply  the  Senate  with  tlie 
information  in  respect  of  certain  economic  pha.<)es,  for  instance, 
the  kind  and  character  of  supervision  exercised  over  planes 
engaged  In  commerce,  the  frequency  with  which  they  are  ex- 
amined, and  80  forth.  Tlie  question  of  rates  is  involved.  The 
resolution  also  directs  the  committee  to  report  whether  It  is 
advisable  to  put  the  industry  under  the  stipervision  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission ;  and  if  so,  to  report  the  kind  of 
legislation  expedl^it  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  .JOHNSON.  But  the  present  purpose  of  the  resolution  ia 
wholly  for  investigation? 

Mr.  BRATTON.    Exactly ;  nothing  more. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  As  the  Senator  has  said,  thhs  whole  sub- 
ject is  vested  luder  tbe  law  now  in  the  Commerce  D^iartmenL 
An  the  information  the  Senator  has  submitted  to  the  Senate 
to-day  comes  from  the  Department  of  Commerce, 

Mr.  BRATTON.    Tea        '« 


Mr.  FUSTCHBR.  That  departaeot  has  the  data  and  is 
authorized  to  take  charge  of  tbe  subject,  and  has  done  all  that 
has  been  done  in  connection  witb  tbe  administration  of  the  law 
relating  to  the  subject  Tbe  committee  (rf  tbe  Senate  whlfb 
looks  after  matters  InvotTing  the  Department  of  Commerce  is 
tbe  Committee  on  Commerce.  Why  should  the  Senator  not  have 
this  resoluUon  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce  instead 
of  to  the  Committee  ou  Interstate  Commerce? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Because,  Mr.  President,  the  resolution  deals 
entirely  witb  interstate  air  commerca.  I  think  that  ail  Inter- 
state  commerce,  whether  it  be  by  rail,  ejtprees,  air.  or  other- 
wise, shoTild  be  under  tbe  supervision  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Comioiiision.  That  is  one  of  the  purposes  I  have  in 
mind,  and  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  it  perhaps  is  the 
major  matter  in  mind,  to  change  supervision  of  Interstate  air 
commerce  from  the  Department  of  Commerce  to  the  Interstate 
Couiiuerce  Commission. 

Mr.  FLBTCHEB.  Mr.  President,  tbe  Senator  hopes  to  trans- 
fer jorladiction  of  this  entire  matter  to  the  Interstate  Cxim- 
meroe  Committee,  and  to  have  tbe  Interstate  Commerce  iUmi' 
mittee  pass  on  the  questitms  involved.  In  other  words,  he  seeks 
to  have  tbe  Interstate  Commerce  C<>mmlttee  decide  whether  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  should  have  charge  of  the 
subje<.'t.  It  seems  to  me  that  in  order  to  get  at  the  facts  and 
the  data  neceKsary  to  make  a  thorough  investigation  of  this 
whole  matter,  we  ought  to  pr<K%ed  under  the  law  as  it  Is,  and 
that  the  Committee  on  Commerce  is  the  proper  committee  to 
handle  the  subject. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  it  occurs  to  me  that  If  tbe 
reaolution  is  sound  in  logic,  the  whole  Industry  sboald  be 
governed  as  one  in  interstate  commerce.  If  so.  It  would  como 
within  tbe  Jurisdiction  of  tbe  Committee  on  Interstate  (Commerce. 
I  know  that  it  is  urgi'd  by  one  or  two  on  tbe  other  side  of  the 
aisle  that  tbe  reaolntion  should  be  referred  to  tbe  C<>mrolttee 
on  Commerce.  Without  being  at  all  onfrieudly  to  that  sogges- 
tion,  1  Uiiok  it  sbonld  be  referred  to  tbe  Committee  on  Inter- 
state Commerce,  consequently  I  drew  tbe  resolation  aecordingly. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  Prealdent 

Mr.  BRATTON.  No  one  contemplated  tbe  dose  association 
which  some  of  these  companies  bAve  establislied  with  railway 
companies.  I  propose,  after  I  yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Oregon, 
to  address  myself  briefly  to  that  phase  of  tbe  mattar.  I  now 
yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MoNARY.  I  was  interested  in  the  anawer  made  by  the 
S«Miator  to  the  inquiry  propounded  by  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  FucTUBis]. 

I  had  not  understood  the  purpose  of  tbe  resolation  to  be  to 
change  the  custom  or  rule  which  for  a  long  time  baa  <A>tained 
in  this  body.  Since  the  formation  of  this  body  all  mattera 
arising  over  which  the  Department  of  Commerce  has  jurisdic- 
tion, whether  resolutions  or  bills,  have  been  referred  to  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Commerce.  Whether  that  practice  has 
been  right  or  not.  It  is  an  unbrcAen  practice.  I  inquire  whether 
the  purpose  of  the  Senator  by  this  resolution  is  to  change  the 
jurisdiction  of  committees  that  have  existed  here  for  153  years? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  No ;  it  is  my  purpose,  though,  to  change  one 
particular  brant*  of  the  subject;  that  la,  that  part  confined 
exclusively  to  interstate  commerce,  and  to  place  it  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  I  think 
that  is  eound  procedtire. 

Mr.  McNARY.  That  can  be  done  only  after  a  bill  has  been 
passed. 

Mr.  BRATTON.    That  is  perfectly  obvious. 

Mr.  McNARY.  If  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  legislate  in  re',»rd 
to  interstate  transportation,  the  measure  to  that  end  ahould  go 
to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Committee,  but  this  is  not  for  that 
purpose,  as  I  understand  it.  There  is  no  regulatory  provision 
in  this  resolution.  It  is  simply  a  resolution  to  ascertain  facts 
in  tbe  possession  of  the  Secretary  of  Commeroe.  Oonsequetitly, 
if  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  finding  facts  now  in  the  possest^lon 
of  the  Department  of  Commerce,  only  one  committee  of  this 
iKxly  has  Jurisdiction,  and  that  is  the  Committee  on  Commerce, 
and  the  resolution  should  properly  be  referred  to  that  committee. 
In  my  opinion,  Mr.  President,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent to  refer  it  to  tbe  committee  having  Jurisdiction.  I  can 
appreciate  the  posititm  of  the  Senator.  If  it  were  a  mea.?are 
proposed  to  be  enacted  into  a  statute  affecting  interstate  com- 
merce, it  would  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
Commerce,  but  this  is  a  resolution  aimed  at  obtaining  facts 
from  a  department  all  of  whoee  activities,  in  a  legislative  way, 
are  handled  by  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  and  to  that  com- 
mittee properly  the  resolution  should  be  referred. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  tbe  resolution  calls  on  the 
committee  to  rqwrt  the  le^^atioo  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
stiggestion,  namely,  that  the  entire  industry  be  transferred  to 
tbe  Interstate  Oommerce  CommiasioD  for  regolatoiy  pnxpoees. 
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I  was  sajinx.  at  the  time  th«  Senator  from  Oregon  Inter- 
rupted, that  some  of  the  air  companies  hare  etrtabllshed  a  close 
relationship  with  railway  companies.  I  read  from  an  article 
which  appeared  in  the  Aa«i:ast  iswie  of  Air  Travel  News,  written 
h7  llaj.  C  E.  McCuliouKh.  general  paanenfcer  asent  for  the 
Pennsylvania  lUUroad  Co..  in  which  he  fiaid : 

**  Unkliic  rail  and  aJr  trsMport."  an  cxpreaBton  now  comaioBly  In 
Qse  a*  tndlrflting  tlM>  (tmrtfln*tloa  of  rail  lines  with  commercial  airways, 
la  more  tbaa  a  mpr?  ttprn.  ^t  expreaaet  in  a  f)  ir  words  the  prograaaiTa 
acttoB  of  tba  railroad*  In  ^orglns  a  aew  Itai;  In  the  efaata  of  ever- 
laaproTtng  traaaportatloa  tkroothont  the  United  States.  It  la  most 
appropriate  that  the  railroads  of  the  United  States  Aoald  enter  the 
eommerrlai  arlattoa  fl<>ld.  They  wfre  the  chief  factors  In  the  deyelop- 
Bieat  of  this  coantry.  throogh  providing  and  oonstantlj  ImproTlng  oor 
tranaportaUoa  faculties. 

Later  In  the  same  article  he  continued : 

The  airplane,  as  a  new  mean*  of  speedier  commereial  transportation. 
Is  deflniteiy  with  us.  Itii  possibtlitieH  are  being  recognised,  and  its  aid 
In  our  future  progrpM  Is  firing  the  imagination.  Progress  can  not  be 
•topped :  we  most  ket'p  abreant  of  It.  or  forffit  our  place  to  others  In 
the  race.  Hence,  the  plane  la  t>eing  barneased  to  the  Iron  borae,  and 
the  Pennsylrania  Hallroad.  leading  the  way  for  other  railroads,  has 
taken  the  first  steps  toward  linking  rail  and  air  transport.  These  first 
steps  ure  throogh  the  mssns  of  coordinated  rail  and  air  service.  In  con- 
nection with  Traaaeontlaental  Air  Transport  (Inc.)  for  an  ocean-to- 
oeaaa  serrlee  whieb  will  make  pusslble  the  trip  scroas  tlM  eoatinent  la 
49  boars,  lastsad  of  4^  <1"7"  or  24  daya. 

TrunsroattaenUl  Air  Transport  (lac.)  will  be  organised  along  Unas 
4«lte  similar  to  tlie  organisation  plan*  of  the  larger  railroads.  For 
example,  in  addition  to  this  exeratlve  ofllcers.  such  as  president,  tIcs 
prssldent.  and  fvaeral  aianager.  there  will  be  a  general  soperinteodent 
sad  dlrialon  sopertnteadents,  constituting  the  operating  department. 
TlM  pilots  will  receive  their  orders  from  the  division  superintendent. 
The  ftrld  maaagsrs  esn  be  llkeaed,  in  railroad  comparison,  to  s  com- 
blaatloa  of  aMsier  sMchanlc  and  station  master.  The  trafile  department 
will  ba  la  charge  of  a  general  traflc  taaaager.  and  for  purposes  of  con- 
venient administration,  the  country  has  been  divided  Into  three  regions, 
with  a  traSe  manager  la  charge  of  each.  As  for  eiample,  the  eastern 
traflc  manager  wlU  be  located  In  New  York  City,  the  central  trafflc 
manaaer  in  St.  Loois,  Mo.,  and  the  western  trsflie  maaager  in  Los 
Angeles,  Calif,  ncae  trafile  managers  wlU  have  under  their  Jurisdic- 
tion certain  prescribed  territories,  and  men  in  charge  of  certain  specific 
traflc  work,  with  th«  titles  of  division  trafile  agents,  trafflc  agents,  and 
passenger  representatives,  whose  duties  will  be  the  sale  of  this  new 
and  more  rapid  mode  of  transportation  to  the  tiaveling  and  shipping 
pahUe. 

In  this  connection  I  have  on  my  desk  a  souvenir  issued  by  the 
Interstate  Air  Ck>tunierce  Co.  showing  one  continuous  route  from 
New  York  to  San  Francisco,  indicating  travel  by  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  lines  from  New  Yoric  to  Columbus,  Ohio,  by 
plane  from  Oolumbus  to  Waynolca,  OIiIa.,  by  the  Santa  Fe  llail- 
road  from  Waynoka,  l>kia.,  tu  Clovis,  N.  Mex.,  and  by  air  from 
Clovis,  N.  Hex.,  to  Loh  Angeles,  and  thence  to  San  Francisco. 
This  llnlu  the  railroad  company  and  the  plane  company.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  air  transportation  in  being  employed  by 
some  of  the  larger  railroad  ct)mpanleii  as  a  subsidiary  to  their 
rail  transportation.  It  is  being  used  as  an  indiivct  means  of 
extending  their  transportation  facilities. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  Prwident 

The  VICE  PRESII>KNT.  l>oe«  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
iit>  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  map  to  wlxich  the  Senator  has  referred 
ia  of  the  Pennsylvania  system.  Is  it  not  true  that  other  lines 
are  opt^ratliac  airplanes  in  connection  with  railroad  service,  too? 

Mr.  BR.\TTON.  I  have  been  told  so,  but  I  do  not  state  it 
authoritative]> .    I  firmly  believe  it  is  true. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Does  the  map  Indicate  Just  the  one  line? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Tlie  one  line.  I  should  be  glad  if  the  Sen- 
ator will  look  at  it  The  map  indicates  the  one  line  from  New 
York  to  Columbus,  Ohio,  by  way  of  the  Pennsylvania,  and  an- 
other line,  al.Ho  the  Penu.sylvania,  beginning  at  Washington,  the 
two  lines  Joining  at  Harrisburg  and  rtmning  from  there  to 
Columbus,  indicating  clearly  that  the  Pennsylvania  line  is  the 
route  to  be  used  either  from  New  York  or  Washington.  No 
other  line  is  even  suggested. 

Mr.  McNARY.  That  la  the  line  of  operation  of  the  plane  that 
was  deittroyed  about  a  month  ago,  when  it  crashed  agnintt 
Mount  Taylor. 

Mr.  BRATTON.    Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  have  understood  that  the  New  York  Central 
and  the  Michigan  Central  contemplate  operating  an  air  line  in 
connection  with  train  service  at  a  very  early  date.  Indeed,  a 
few  dajs  afo  a  rery  larsa  plane,  bollfc  b^  the  Fokkac  Oo„  capable 


[>f  carrsring  30  passengers,  was  over  at  Boiling  Field,  and  I  think 
was  operated  over  the  city  of  Washington.  It  is  to  be  operated. 
If  I  am  correctiy  informed,  in  connection  with  the  New  York 
Central  system. 

Mr.  BitATTON.  That  is  my  Information  also,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  respecting  its  accuracy. 

Mr.  McNARY.  But  that  does  not  show  on  the  map  to  which 
Senator  has  called  attention? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  No.  This  is  a  map  made  and  distributed 
y  the  T.  A.  T.  Co.  showing  its  connection  witti  the  Penn.^ylvania 
Iroad  line,  as  I  have  indicated.  The  point  I  am  endeavoring 
:o  develop  now  is  that  commercial  aviation  is  being  employed 
)y  railroad  companies  to  extend  their  transportation  facilities, 
ind  that  the  compafties  are  so  interlocked  that  they  constitute 
jne  system  of  lnten«tate  travel. 

In  connection  with  that  I  desire  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  a  statement  that  was  made  at  a  recent  convention  held 
In  Kansas  Ciy  attended  by  a  large  number  of  executives  of 
transportation  companies,  the  general  purport  being  that  the 
whole  trend  is  an  interlocking  relationship  between  aviation 
rompenles  and  railroad  companies  involving  every  pliase  (»f 
Interstate  travel.  I  Invite  attention  to  a  statement  made  at 
that  convention  by  Mr.  C.  W.  H.  Smith,  general  trafflc  manager 
of  the  Western  Air  Express  Co.    He  said : 

Largpr  and  better  airplanes  wUI  provide  the  one  essential  requirement 
for  air  express  business.  The  development  of  aircraft  will  be  ad- 
vanced snfllciently  to  permit  air  express  to  be  handled  at  railroad  rates 
with  far  "peedlor  delivery. 

The  establUbmeot  of  the  air  mail  by  the  Oovemmeot  laid  the  comer 
■tone  of  commercial  aviation  In  the  United  States.  Bevenues  derived 
from  the  transportation  of  air  mail  have  been  the  chief  meana  of  sup- 
port of  the  leading  air  transport  companies,  but  the  .air  mall  service  has 
reached  Its  peak.  In  the  near  future  we  must  expect  to  make  oor 
revenue  from  greater  loads  hauled  at  lower  costs. 

The  combination  of  dswn-to-dnsk  passenger-plane  aervlco  with  rail 
connections  for  night  travel  is  one  of  the  most  Important  economic  devel- 
opments la  the  air  transport  Industry  In  the  last  year. 

The  industry  is  taking  that  trend,  Mr.  President^  and  a^inst 
it  I  make  no  complaint.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  inevitable  that  it 
ihonid  take  that  turn.  The  point  I  endeavor  to  stress  is  that, 
na.smoch  as  the  air  companies  are  a  part  of  interstate  travel,  are 
inked  with  railroad  companies  and,  in  certain  instances,  are 
)wned  in  whole  ()r  In  part  by  railroad  companies  and  are  mere 
lubsidiaries  of  railroad  cmnpanies,  the  whole  system  sbotild  be 
)rought  under  the  supervision  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
nission.  To  me  it  is  unthinkable  that  one  continuous  system 
ihould  be  divided  so  far  as  regulation  is  concerned,  the  fail 
)art  being  supervised  by  the  Interstate  CX»mmerce  Commi.'tsion 
ind  the  air  part  by  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dues  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
field  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  gladly  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  McNARY.     I  have  no  quarrel  with  that  position.     I  think 

t  is  very  logical ;  but  that  is  not  the  puriKise  of  the  resolutitai. 

I  think  ultimately  if  we  are  to  have  a  further  development  in 

he  field  of  aviation  regulation  will  follow  and  properly  must  be 

idmiulstered  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  CommlsMon.     That  is 

I  thing  on  which  the  committee  should  report  The  Senator 
i.sks  to  have  it  reported  to  this  body.     I  think  the  Senator  is 

I  inticipating  legislation  from  the  viewpoint  he  occupies  m  present- 
ng  the  argument  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Yes:  I  may  say  to  the  Senator,  that  I  am 
engaged  now  in  an  effort  to  prepare  a  biU  to  that  end. 

Mr.  McNARY.     But  the  Senator  is  presenting  his  matter  as 
hough  ultimately  we  shall  decide  to  regulate  aviation. 
Mr.  BRATTON.     If  I  did  not  think  so,  I  would  not  waste 
me  arguing  the  matter  here. 

Mr.  McNARY.  If  that  is  true  then  the  bill  .ihonld  be  pre- 
nted  conferring  jurisdiction  on  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
ission.  The  logic  of  the  Senator's  position  is  that  he  is  arguing 
e  wisdom  of  regulation  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
f  aviation  in  connection  with  train  transportation,  a>>out  which 
bility  there  could  not  be  any  ctwtroversy  if  it  were  before 
e  Senate.  But  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  is  a  fact-gather- 
g  resolution.  Then  to  wliat  committee  should  it  be  referred? 
The  weakness  of  the  Senator's  position  is  that  he  is  talking 
ibont  the  merits  of  a  statute  while  at  the  same  time  we  have 
>efore  us  for  consideration  ot  the  Senate  a  resolution  to  gather 
iicta.     If  the  Senator  will  get  down  to  his  resolution  and  di.^cuss 

I I  ahali  be  very  happy  to  submit  a  rew  remarks  at  the  conciu- 
lion  of  hia  presentation. 

Mr.  B&ATTON.  Mr.  President,  in  anticipation  of  the  pleasure 
it  hearing  the  Senat<Mr  from  Oregon  I  shall  endeavor  to  make 
ny  remarks  brief.    With  hia  indulgence  I  shall  proceed  to  dis- 


ctiss  tlie  matter  as  I  have  It  in  mind.  I  am  undertaklixg  to  lay 
before  the  Senate  the  status  the  industry  occupies  now,  for  the 
dual  pun>ose  of  determining  whether  all  relevant  facts  should  be 
ascertained  and  whether  legislation  is  reasonably  needed. 

It  would  be  wholly  illo^cul  to  say,  with  no  basis  of  ascertained 
facts  upon  which  to  rest  it,  that  we  want  to  pass  a  bilL  I  ap- 
I>reciate  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ore^fon  and 
have  given  considerable  thought  to  the  matter  to  which  he  refers. 
The  resolution  Is  in  onler.  I  think  it  should  go  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  Commerce  and  consequently  have  drawn  it  in 
tliat  way.  The  Senate  may  differ  with  me.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  may  be  entirely  ri^t  about  it  and  it  may  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Commerce,  in  which  evwit  I  know  that  com- 
mittee will  do  its  duty  well. 

Mr.  MoNARY.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  that  I  have  no  choice  in  the  matter.  I  should  like  to 
see  our  practice  followed  and  adhered  to  imless  there  is  very 
fub-stantiul  reason  for  departing  from  it.  I  think  If  the  Com- 
merce Coiuniittee  should  propose  legislation  in  this  connection 
it  should  go  prt)perly  to  the  Committee  mi  Interstate  Commerce. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  WiU  the  Senator  kindly  rq?eat  that  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  McNARY.  If  the  Senator  should  introduce  a  bill  pro- 
viding for  regulation.  It  should  go  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Coniujittec.  But  the  .Senator  is  only  asking  the  Department 
of  Commerce  to  supply  certain  facts  in  its  possession. 

Mr.    BRATTON.     Oh,   no. 

Mr.  McNARY.    What  else  has  the  Senator  in  his  reaolntion? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Tliere  is  contained  in  the  resolution  a  pro- 
vision that  tlie  committee  shall  inquire  into  all  phases  of  the 
subjeit  matter,  not  confining  themselves  to  the  Department  of 
(\>mnreree  as  a  soun-e  of  information:  and  then  report  to  the 
Senate  the  ctmracter  of  legislation  that  is  net'ded  in  order  to 
accomplish    the  purpose. 

Mr.  McNARY.  But  the  b&aia  of  the  committee's  action 
would  be  the  data  in  the  possession  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce? 

Mr.  BRATTON.    There  is  no  doubt  of  it  to  a  certain  extent. 

Mr.  McNARY.  And  surii  data  as  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce could  gather  in  a  further  investl^tion,  so  the  source  of 
all  the  information  is  from  one  department,  and  there  is  one 
committee  of  the  Senate  provided  by  the  practice  and  rules 
of  the  Senate  to  look  into  such  matters,  and  that  is  the  Com- 
merce Committee.  That  is  the  weakness  of  the  Senator's  posi- 
tion. I  do  not  quarrel  with  his  discussion  of  ultimate  facts. 
Upon  the  ultimate  facts  we  are  in  accord.  Upon  the  question 
nf  practice  I  am  quite  in  disagreement  with  the  Senator — a 
kindly  disagreement. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  It  always  grieves  me  to  find  myself  at 
variance  with  the  Senate*  from  Oregon.  There  la  no  man  in 
this  body  whose  Judgment  I  respect  more  than  I  do  his.  But 
I  am  not  in  accord  with  him  on  this  particular  matter.  I 
understand  his  position  and  I  think  he  understands  mine. 

Mr.  FLETCHER     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yidd? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  It  Is  fair  that 
the  resolution  now  pending  should  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Commerce?  I  certainly  think  it  right  that  it  should  go  to 
the  Comimttee  on  C<mimerce  and  let  that  committee  decide 
whether  or  not  it  recommends  the  passage  of  the  resolution. 
I  tliink  the  first  step  would  be  to  refer  the  Senator's  resolution 
to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  No,  Mr.  President;  I  think  it  should  go  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  I  am  not  talking  about  the  work  to  be 
done.  I  am  talking  now  about  the  resolution  itself.  The  reao- 
lutiou  provides  that  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  is 
authorised  and  directed  to  do  certain  things,  but  the  resolution 
now  in  my  judgment  ought  to  go  to  the  Cx)mmittee  on  Commerce 
because  tliat  is  the  only  committee  that  has  possession  of  the 
fat'ts  and  that  has  jvirisdiction  over  the  subject  If  that  com- 
mittee reports  Imck  in  favor  of  the  reaolutioo,  then  the  resolu- 
tion should  be  adopted,  placing  the  matter  in  tlie  hands  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Committee. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  Presdent  If  the  industry  is  to  be  regu- 
lated as  one  engaged  in  interstate  commerce  it  is  a  function 
properly  to  be  administered  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission. At  present  the  Department  of  Commerce  has  no  Jnria- 
(lietion  in  certain  important  features  of  the  premiees.  As  I 
understand  the  law  of  1926,  the  extent  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  Is  to  examine  planes  in  advance  of 
their  construction ;  that  is,  to  examine  the  plans  and  speciflca- 
tions  of  materials  and  workmanship.  Then,  when  they  are  con- 
structed, tliey  are  examined  with  reference  to  air  wortliinesB ; 


thereafter  tliey  are  examined  from  time  to  time  with  req;)ect  to 
being  air  worthy;  pilots  are  examined  with  refo-ence  to  their 
competency;  hot  there  the  juriadicticm  of  the  Department  of 
C<Mnmerce  ceases.  It  htm  no  power  to  determine  whether  air 
lines  fiiioQid  he  established;  it  has  no  power  to  compel  their 
continuance  or  discontinuance;  it  has  no  jurisdiction  over 
schedules;  it  has  no  jurisdiction  over  many  other  important 
features  of  the  industry.  All  it  can  do  is  to  approve  or  con- 
demn airiHanes  for  air  worthiness  and  to  examine  them  p<Tiodi- 
cally  with  that  determination  in  view. 

It  has  no  jurisdiction  to  determine  whether  securities  should 
be  issued  by  companies  engaged  In  the  business  or  whether  own- 
ership or  a  cootrolling  interest  of  one  line  be  vested  in  other 
lines,  whether  they  are  c(»npeting  or  otherwise.  All  of  liiose 
are  matters  over  which  ttte  Department  of  Commerce  has  no 
Jnriadiction ;  Indeed,  no  department  of  the  Government  has 
Jurisdiction  over  them.  They  are  wholly  unregulated ;  they  are 
wholly  tmsupervised  in  tliat  particular.  There  should  be  some 
control  over  the  issuance  and  sale  of  snch  securities.  My  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  some  articles  appearing  in  various  maga- 
sines  advocating  the  purchase  of  securities  in  these  comfmnies. 
This  is  done  with  no  supervision  over  their  iasuance,  as  to 
extent,  value,  or  safety  as  an  investment  There  is  no  regula- 
tion as  to  the  connection  or  relationship  among  various  com- 
panies. One  may  own  or  control  the  other ;  one  may  be  a  hcM- 
ing  company  and  control  several  other  companies. 

The  public  has  no  protection  in  these  regarda.  The  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce,  however,  is  not  to  be  criticized,  becatxse  it 
lias  no  legal  authority  in  the  premlaea.  Tlie  present  aystt^m  la 
deficient. 

Mr.  McNABY.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  jield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  gather  from  the  argument  of  the  Senator 
that  he  is  discussing  the  imperfections  and  weaknesses  of  the 
existing  law,  as  I  understand? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Would  it  not  be  proper  for  some  one— prob- 
ably the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  who  is  familiar  with  the 
subject  matter — ^to  offer  an  amendment  to  tlie  law  or  to  iM'opose 
supplemental  legislation  of  some  kind? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  I  am  engaged  now  in  draft- 
ing a  bin  to  that  end.  It  will  probably  require  some  days  to 
complete  It. 

Mr.  MoNART.  I  am  glad  that  is  so.  The  Senator,  then,  will 
introduce  a  bill  at  this  se8Si<m  of  Congress  relative  to  the  sub- 
ject matter? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     Yes ;  I  shall  do  so  within  the  next  few  days. 

Mr.  McNARY.  And  the  Senator,  of  course,  will  act  with 
promptitude  and  dispatch  In  bringing  the  matter  to  the  att<>iitlon 
of  the  committee  and  the  Senate  during  the  next  session  of 
Congress? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Yes;  but  if  I  make  no  better  haste  than  I 
have  with  this  resolution,  being  unable  to  get  it  to  any  com- 
mittee witliin  two  or  tliree  weeks,  I  can  not  promise  tlie  Sena- 
tor from  Oregcm  much  progress.  At  an  eariy  date,  however,  I 
sliall  introduce  the  bill,  the  general  object  and  purpose  of  v^hich 
will  be  to  place  interstate  air  commerce  under  the  Jurisdlirtiou 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and  to  vest  that  com- 
mission with  appr(H>riate  regulatory  powers  as  to  the  operation 
of  ships,  routes,  securities,  and  kindred  subjects. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  had  rather  rely  upon  the  good  judgment 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  concerning  such  a  bill  than  on 
any  report  from  a  committee.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator,  ■since 
he  has  introduced  a  resolution  covering  this  subject  mntter, 
why  does  he  want  to  have  the  judgment  and  -eport  of  a  com- 
mittee oa  a  matter  as  to  whit*  he  has  already  covered  the  field? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  No;  I  have  not  covered  the  field  by  any 
means;  I  do  not  think  one  Member  of  this  body  can  covei'  the 
field  under  existing  circumstances.  There  are  many  relevant 
facts  which  can  never  be  devrfoped  except  through  a  proper 
constructive  investigation.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  fnHU 
Oregon  tliat  it  is  not  my  purpose  or  de^re  to  conduct  a  muck- 
raking inv^rtlgatlon 

Mr.  MoNARY.    I  am  sure  of  that 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  do  not  have  that  in  mind.  I  hiive  in 
mind,  and  hope  to  bring  about  a  constructive  investigation 
looking  to  uncovoing  defects,  if  any,  in  tiie  industry  and  sug- 
gesting metliods  of  improvement  designed  to  increase  confidence 
tn  air  travd. 

Mr.  MoNARY.  The  Senator,  having  set  himself  to  the  task 
of  framing  a  bill  which  wiU  comprehend  the  whole  subject  mat- 
ter, would  it  not  be  better  for  him  to  introduce  It  here,  have  it 
refcrred  to  tlie  committee  having  jurisdiction,  and  then  let  that 
committee  liold  Iiearlnga  for  tlie  purpose  of  determining  whether 
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tbe  bill  ahoaid  be  modified  or  supplemented?  Would  not  that 
ht*  «  better  procedure  and  a  more  lof^ical  one  than  the  method 
irbi(ii  tbe  8enat«>r  is  uiidertakinK  to  follow  in  this  resolution? 

Mr.  BKATTON.  In  tbe  proposed  investiRation  there  is  com- 
pretH*nded.  the  same  ttobject  matter,  the  same  phases  at  the 
induxtry.  and  I  thiik  the  work  can  be  done  under  the  resolution, 
with  tile  duty  enjoined  upon  the  ci>mmittee  to  report  l)ack  as 
to  the  kind  and  character  of  legislation  needed.  I  unhesi- 
tatingly ^7  that  I  think  the  committee  can  draw  a  better  bill 
than  I  can  frame  and  introduce. 

Mr  McNAKY.  (>f  ruurse.  on  that  point  I  take  issue  with  tbe 
al>ie  Senati>r  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  ilRATTON.     I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  generosity. 

Mr.  President,  the  question  of  rates  is  inrolTed.  I  have 
ali^ady  outlined  the  stupendous  proportions  which  thla  indus- 
try has  reached.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  a  statconent  made 
at  the  National  Air  Traffic  Conference  held  at  Kansas  City  on 
the  t7th  instant.  It  was  made  by  Mr.  Erie  B.  Hulllbnrton. 
president  of  the  Southwent  Air  Line  Fast  Express.  I  quote 
from  ttie  newspaiier  account: 

Ililllbortoa  arced  that  tbe  Intentate  Commerce  Commlsaion  act  itself 
he  ainend(>d  to  coT«-r  resalation  of  tbe  air  iines  or  that  other  auitable 
lexiiUatlon  be  enacted  that  will  serve  to  protect  tbe  commercial  air 
transport  ilBen,  the  traTeliniC.  tbe  Rhlpping.  and  the  inTeatios  public,  and 
enrourage  and  facilitate  the  derelopment  of  air  transportation  in  all 
of  Its  pbaoes. 

IlalUbarton  mid  that  the  lack  of  retculatlon  of  passenger  farea  on 
air  ltii«a  had  reaalted  in  marlietl  discrimination  between  localltloa  in  tbe 
matter  of  ratea.  Ob  lines  in  tbe  Boatbwest,  he  added,  it  ia  poiwlble 
to  iMTe  p«i.  ugera  on  one  plane  who  paid  fares  varying  aa  much  as 
from  H.'i  e«nta  to  It  centa  a  mile,  depending  on  tbe  destination. 

Mr.  Presltient.  think  of  two  paiwengers  riding  together  on  the 
mmo  iilane.  enjoying  the  same  aoci>mniodation.s.  protected  by  the 
same  degree  of  safety,  one  paying  8  cents  a  miie  and  the  otber 
13  cents  u  mile. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFK^ER  (Mr.  La  FoLumr  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  McNART.  I  think  that  practice  is  very  discriminatory, 
of  course,  twt  may  1  ask  when  was  that  conference  beld? 

Mr.  BIIATTON.     It  was  held  on  the  17th  of  this  month. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  recall  froin  a  news  account  that  a  resolu- 
tion was  adopted  by  the  conference  disapproving  of  the  Senator's 
resutution  and  any  effort  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  regu- 
late trans|M>rtiition  by  air.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BRATTt>N.     Yes. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Has  the  Senator  the  resolution  adopted  in 
o|ip(»iition  to  his  proposal? 

Mr.  BItATTON.     I  have  newspaiier  references  to  it. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Will  the  Senator  insert  them  in  the  Recobo  at 

this    |M>illt? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     Yes.     The  press  account  stated : 

Kxecutlvea  la  attendance  at  tbe  National  Air  Trafflc  Conference  to-day 
refused  to  adopt  a  resolution  calling  fur  (rovernment  control  of  air 
tmfllc.  aoogbt  by  Erie  B.  UalllburtoD.  president  of  tlie  Soathwetit  Air 
l>'^8t  Rapre««. 

The  delegates  alao  refnaed  to  sanction  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
mitt»«e  to  Inveatimte  tbe  subject  and  make  report. 

Tlie  industry,  Mr.  Prvsident.  objects  to  any  more  regulation, 
according  to  the  newspaper  account,  and  is  advocating  now  that 
it  he  allowed  to  remain  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department 
of  Commerce.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  to  what  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  said  in 
regard  to  that.  lie  is  not  in  accord  with  the  Senator  from 
n.    I  again  quote  from  the  press  dispatches: 

DiacoarageiDCBt  of  any  tbouglit  of  Government  regulation  of  air 
tranaportation  lint's  similar  to  that  exercised  over  the  railroads  was 
urged  on  air  tran^tport  exectitlvea  in  session  here  to-day  by  William  P. 
MacOackea.  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Aeronautics. 

Tbe  railroads.  Mr.  MacOracken  told  the  air  ex(>cativt>«.  were  not  placed 
nnder  governmental  regulation  until  after  75  years  of  existence,  when 
■"  (lerniiious  practlceti  made  it   necessary." 

The  new  air  Industry,  the  Assistant  Secretary  said,  should  regulate 
IfSeinie  far  as  poaslbic  and  keep  out  i>f  governmental  control  because 
any  gruap  of  Government  ofllcers.  no  matter  bow  great  their  ability 
and  docerlty.  can  not  sit  In  Judgment  upon  tbe  needs  of  the  air  industry 
aa  can  the  Industry  ItiuMf. 

If  I  understand  the  puriiort  of  the  advice  given  by  the  As- 
sistant Secretary  of  Couimen-e  to  the  executives  in  conference 
at  Kansas  City,  it  was  against  the  wisdom  of  any  more  regu- 
lation by  any  department  of  the  Government    He  went  so  fax 
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IS  to  say  to  them  that  they  could  regulate  themselves  better 
ban  the  Government  could  regulate  them.    I  have  no  doubt  of 
is  sincerity  in  that  position ;  I  commend  him  for  his  sincerity ; 
ut  I  wholly  disagree  with  the  sugget^tion.     To  me  it  is  un- 
kabie  to  say  that  because  the  railroads  were  not  regulated 
:  or  75  years  after  their  existence  and  until  their  pernicious 
1  tractices  compelled    regulation   the   air   industry   should    con- 
ilnue  unregulated  until  its  pernicious  practices  force  regulation. 
Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  at  this 
:  tolnt  the  two  press  reports  from  which  I  have  read  relating 
o  the  action  of  the  conference  at  Kansas  City  containing  state- 
ments made  by  certain  persons  attending  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     There  being  no  objection,  it  Is 
I  o  ordered. 
The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

[From  the  Waoblngton   Star,   September  18,   192t^] 
uifmtD  STATCR   AiB-raArKic   co.vtkol   opposed — ExactTivKs    BBrrsa   TO 

ADOPT    RKSOI.UTION    FOI    FEOCBAL    DIRRCTION    OF    OPCBATIONS 

Ka.nbas  Crrr,  September  17. — Elxecutives  in  attendance  at  the  Na- 
ional  Air  Trafflc  Conference  to-day  refused  to  adopt  a  resolution 
'ailing  for  Government  control  of  air  trafflc  sought  by  Erie  B.  Halli- 
lurton,  president  of  the  Southwest  Air  Fast  Elxpresa. 

The  dc-iegatcs  also  refused  to  sanction  appointment  of  a  committee  to 
nrestigate  the  subject  and  make  a  report. 

[From   Washington  Evening  Star,  September  17,   1929] 

I'.viTKD  Statis  Aib  Contbol  Hit  bt  MacCbackbn — OmcUL  Opposes 

Idea  8uoobstk>  at  Mectino  or  .\viation  Lc^oebs 

KA>raAS    CiTT,    September    17. — Discouragement    of    any    thought    of 

[overnmentai    regulation    of    air    transportation    lines    similar    to    that 

■xerclsed  over  the  railroads  was  urged  on  air  transpfjrt  executives  in 

iiession  here  to-day  by  William   P.   MacCracken,  Assistant  Secretary  of 

Commerce  fur  Aeronautics. 

The  railroads.  MaoCracken   told  the  air  executives,  were  not  placed 
'inder  governmental   regulation  until  after  75  years  of  existence   when 
'pernicious  practices  made  It  necessary." 

"  The  new  air  industry,"  the  Assistant  Secretary  said.  "  should 
regulate  Itself  as  far  as  possible  and  keep  out  of  governmental  control 
I  lecanse  any  group  of  Government  officers,  no  matter  however  great 
1  heir  ability  and  sincerity,  can  not  sit  in  Judgment  upon  the  needs  of 
I  he  air  Industry  as  can  the  industry  itself." 

proposal  roB  co.vtbol 

The  proposal  for  the  creation  of  a  governmental  twdy  to  regulate 
I  Ir  transportation  was  submitted  by  Erie  P.  Halliburton,  president  of 
<be  Southwest  Air  Fast  Expreaa. 

Halliburton  urged  that  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commlssiou  act 
Itself  be  amended  to  cover  regulation  of  tbe  air  Unea  or  that  otber 
I  ultable  legislation  be  enacted  that  will  nerve  to  protect  the  commer- 
<ial  air  transport  lines,  the  traveling,  the  obipping,  and  investing  public, 
and  encourage  and  facilitate  the  development  of  air  transportation  In 
<ill  of  Its  phases  and  ramifications. 

Halliburton  said  that  the  lack  of  regulation  of  passenger  fares  on 
I  Jr  lines  bad  resulted  in  marked  discrimination  betwei-n  localities  in 
I  he  matter  of  rates.  On  lines  In  tbe  Southwest,  be  added,  it  is  poa- 
lible  to  have  passengera  on  one  plane  who  paid  fares  varying  as  much 
IS  from  8.2  centa  to  13  cents  a  mile,  depending  on  tbe  destination. 

Dlscuasing  tb*-  transport  of  air  mall,  Halliburton  argued  that  mall 
I  bonld  be  routed  over  any  responsible  line  available  that  would  expedite 
c  elivery,  regardless  of  the  existing  contract  lines. 

couxrrTEEs  are  named 

An  indication  of  the  desire  of  leaders  of  the  Industry  to  do  their 
<  wn  regulating  was  given  with  the  announcement  of  tbe  appointment 
<f  10  committees,  each  asaigned  to  consider  a  separate  phase  of  air 
transportation. 

Amelia  Earbart,  trans-Atlantic  flyer  and  the  only  woman  given  an 
I  ppointment.  was  named  head  of  the  group  to  discuss  ticket  salen  and 
lolicitation  methods  and  their  relation  to  increased  trafflc.  Miss  Bar- 
1  lart  la  assistant  general  trafflc  manager  of  tb«  Transcontinental  Air 
'*ransport    (Inc.). 

Herbert  Hoover,  Jr.,  son  of  the  President,  was  made  chairman  of 
I  he  committee  to  study  radio  and  commnnicatlon  problems.  He  ia 
ladlo  expert  for  tbe  Western  Air  Express. 

"  I  hope  that  out  of  this  meeting  will  come  doflnlte  recommendations 
I  or  tbe  formation  of  a  body  comprised  of  representatives  from  each  air 
1  Ine,  with  power  to  act,  who  can  get  together  frequently  to  secure  unl- 
I  ed  action  on  the  most  pressing  problems  facing  the  Industry,"  T.  B. 
<iement.  general  trafflc  manager  of  the  Transcontinental  Air  Transport 
tald. 

AIR-K.YPKBH8    BOOM 

Predicting  that  transportation  of  express  by  air  soon  will  exceed  the 
1  alue  of  passenger  business  to  the  major  air  transport  operatora.  C.  W. 
II.  Smith,  general  trafflc  manager  of  Western  Air  Express,  yesterday 
i  ddreased  tbe  opening  aesaloa  conference  here. 
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"  Larger  and  better  airplanes,"  Mr.  Smith  told  his  audience,  "  will 
provide  the  one  essential  requirement  for  air-express  business.  Tbe 
development  of  aircraft  will  t>e  advanced  sufficiently  to  permit  air 
express  to  be  handled  at  railroad  rates  with  far  speedier  delivery." 

AIB    MAIL  OAVE  BE.NEFITS 

"  The  establishment  of  the  air  mall  by  the  Government  laid  the  corner 
•tone  of  commercial  aviation  in  the  United  States,"  Mr.  Smith  said. 
"  Revenues  derived  from  the  transportation  of  nir  moil  have  been  the 
chief  means  of  support  of  the  leading  air-transport  companies,  but  the 
air-mail  service  has  reached  its  peak.  In  tbe  future  we  must  expect 
to  make  our  revenue  from  greater  loads  hauled  at  lower  cost*. 

"  The  combination  of  dnwn-to-dusk  paesenger-plane  service  with  rail 
connections  for  night  travel  is  one  of  the  mo^t  important  economic 
developments  In  the  air-transport  Industry  In  tbe  last  year." 

Regular  night  alr-passengcr  travel  was  vlsloned  by  Mr  Smith  as  the 
next  logical  development  of  air-passenger  service.  With  the  development 
of  radio  for  planes,  acceptance  of  night  air  travel  will  come  quickly, 
Mr.  Smith  believes. 

CNITEO  STATES    LEADEDSHIP    SEEN 

Col.  Harry  H.  Blee,  chief  of  the  division  of  airports  of  the  Department 
of  Commerce,  declared  the  United  States  Ij;  destined  for  world  leaderehip 
in  tbe  air-transport  flelii. 

"In  the  United  States  to-day  there  aie  46  transport  companies  flying 
75,000  miles  a  day  and  carrying  tbousauds  of  pounds  of  exprei<s  and 
large  numbera  of  passengers  in  addition  to  6,000,000  pounds  of  mall  a 
year,"  Colonel   Blee  said. 

"  With  ample  capital  now  available,  aircraft  production  is  developing 
without  reHtriction,  and  new  lines  are  being  established  in  all  parts  of 
the  country.  Forty-one  of  tbe  forty-eight  States  are  now  served  by  air 
transport,"  Colonel   Blee  added. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  in  connection  with  the  sub 
ject  of  rates  I  have  a  summary  of  rates  charged  on  certain  of 
the  leading  lines.  It  was  furnished  me  by  Assi.stant  Secretary 
MacC'racken  in  connection  with  a  map  showing  tbe  lines  over 
which  the  respective  companies  operate.  I  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  between  Los  Angeles  and  Han  Francisco  three  of  the 
compjuiies  charge  8  cents  a  mile  Jind  one  charges  7  cents;  be- 
tween t?an  Francisco  and  Seattle  one  company  charges  at  the 
rate  of  7  cents  a  mile  and  the  othor  at  the  rate  of  8  cents ;  be- 
tween Detroit  and  Cleveland  one  company  charges  at  the  rate  of 
10  cents  a  mile  and  another  at  the  rate  of  23  cents  a  mile;  be- 
tween New  York  and  Albany  one  company  charges  12  cents 
and  the  other  17  cents  a  mile;  between  New  York  and  Bo.ston 
one  charges  15  cents  and  the  other  17  cents  a  mile ;  between 
Los  Angeles  and  Kansas  City  the  Western  Air  Express  charges 
12  cents  a  mile  and  the  Transcontinental  Air  Transport  Co.  17 
cents  a  mile.  The  variances  in  other  Instances  are  comparable 
With  those  I  have  enumerated.  In  order  that  the  Senate  may 
have  complete  information  as  to  the  lack  of  uniformity  in  rate 
schedudes  I  ask  that  this  tabulation  be  inserted  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  it  is  very  imix>rtaiit  in  the 
study  of  this  resolution  to  ascertain  precisely  the  discriminations 
that  are  practiced  at  this  time,  and  I  should  like  to  have  the 
clerk  read  the  tabulation  referred  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  clerk 
will  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows ; 

Lot  AugelesSan  Francisco 

(Route  miles,  378)  Rate 

per  mile 

Fare  X3.1,  Western  Air  Express,  3  hours $0.08 

Fare  $:v_'.r>0,»  Maddux  Air  Lines,  3  and  3»/i  boun .08 

Fare  $:iTt.  Pacific  Air  Tran.sport,  S^  houra .  07 

Fare  f32.50.  Pickwick  Airways,  3%  hours .08 

Ban  Francifico-8eattle 
(Route  miles,  702) 

Fare  |.'>0,  Pacific  Air  Transport,  9  hours |0.  07 

Fare  $55,  West  Coast  Air  Transport,  8»4  hours .  08 

Detroit-Cleveland 
(Route  miles,  139-87) 

Fare  114,  Stout  Air  Lines,*  1%  hours fO.  10 

Fare  |20,  Thompson,  55  minutes .  23 

A'cic   York—Albanv 
(Route  miles,  142) 

Fare  f  17.50,  Coastal  Airways,  1  hour  25  minutes fO.  12 

Fare  $25,  Canadian  Colonial,  1  hour  30  minutes .  17 

A>tc  York~Bo»ion 

(Route  miles.  200) 

Fare  $34.85,  Colonial  Air  Transport,  2  houra $0.  17 

Pare  $30,  Airvia  Transportation.  2  houra .  15 


*  $4  extra  fare  on  nonstop  trip^. 

•The  Stout  Air  IJnes  operate  from  the  Ford  Airport,  Detroit,  to  the 
Cleveland  Municipal  Airport,  Cleveland,  flying  a  courae  around  the  lake — 
mik-age  13U.  The  Thompson  Aeronautical  Corporation  operates  across 
the  lake,  using  amphiblami — mileage  87  milea. 


Fare 


Fare 


Fare 


ChieagoSan  Pranci^co 
(Route  miles.  2.018) 

$200,  Boeing  Air  Transport,  20  houra 

Lot  Angrlct-Stattlt 
(Route  miles,  1,080) 

$75,  Pacific  Air  Transport,  12  houra 

Catalina-lAit  Angeltt 
(Route  milea.  32) 

$10,  Western  Air  Express,  30  minutes 

Milicaukee-Grand  Rapidt 
(Route  miles.  125) 
Fare  $18,  Kohler  Aviation  Corporation,  1  hour  45  minutes. 

Lot  Angele^-Kantat  dtp 
(Route  miles.  1.430  and  1.204  •) 

$175,  Western  Air  Express.  14  houra  30  minutes 

$19«,  Transcontinental  Air  Transport,   12  hours 

lA>t  Angel€»~f!ait  Lake 
(Route  miles  664) 
$60,  Western  Air  Express,  13  houra 

Trantcontinental  air  transport 


Fare 
Fare 


Fare 


$0.  10 
$0.07 
$0.  83 
$0.  14 


$0.  12 
.IT 


10.09 


Los  Angeles- Kansas  City 

Los  Angeles-Kingman 

Kingman-Winslow 

Winslow-Albuquerque 

Albuquerque-riovls 

Ciovis-Waynoka 

Waynoka- Wichita 

WichitH- Kansas  City 

Kansas  City-St.  Louis 

St.  Louis-Indianapolis 

Indianapolis-ColumlMis 


.'•  iI,2M  ' 
J      « 170  ! 


.1 


22s 


I  (Train) 
114 
173 


22ft 
150 


$1KI 
90 

(^ 
40 

P) 


20 

20 


(*) 


38 

ao 


tai« 

.14 


.U 


,18 

.17 


.17 

.20 


'  Does  not  include  train  mileage  from  Ciovis  to  Waynoka. 

>  The  mileaee  in  this  ease  is  tnken  as  an  air-line  distance  between  these  two  cities, 
whereas  the  pmnes  fly  from  Kinsman  to  Bakersfleld,  and  then  down  to  Los  Angeles, 
making  the  mileage  considerably  more. 

I  No  tickets  sold  on  intrastate  travel. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  I  have  already  adverted  to 
the  fact  that  some  of  the  executives  of  eertain  of  the  larger 
companies  favor  legislation  regulating  their  business.  I  refer 
to  a  reprint  of  an  editorial  in  the  October  issue  of  Aeronautics, 
in  which  the  statement  is  made  that  at  the  suggestion  of  Con- 
gressman Cable,  of  Ohio,  that  magazine  communicated  with  a 
numl)cr  of  the  large  companies  inquiring  their  attitude  as  to  the 
wi.sdoiu  of  appropriate  legislation  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  In  just  a  moment.  According  to  the  edi- 
torial, out  of  the  replies  received,  46  per  cent  of  the  companies 
favored  legislation  to  that  effect,  49  per  cent  of  them  oppose<l  it, 
and  11  per  cent  of  them  are  undecided.  It  is  noted  that  the 
total  exceeds  1(X)  per  cent,  but  I  give  the  figures  as  stated. 

I  send  to  the  desk  the  editorial,  with  the  list  of  part  of  the 
comimnies  who  made  reply,  and  ask  that  the  marked  part  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcobo  as  an  appendix  to  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Without  objection 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  before  the  (Jhair  rales  on  that 
point,  may  I  ask  whether  that  vote  was  obtained  by  plebiscite 
among  the  newspapers? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  By  a  magazine  called  Aeronautics,  published 
in  Chicago.  The  inquiry  was  sent  out  by  that  magazine,  and 
some  of  the  companies  are  listed ;  the  editor  makes  the  state- 
ment that  46  per  cent  of  them  favor  the  regulation,  49  per  cent 
oppose  it,  and  11  per  c-ent  are  undecided. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Inasmuch  as  the  Senator  has  referred  to 
excerpts  from  the  editorial,  I  should  like  to  have  the  clerk 
read  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  There 
being  no  objection,  the  clerk  will  read,  as  requested. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

[From  Aeronautics  for  October,  1929] 

FaOM    THE    PUBLISHKB'S    QCILL 

(Aeronautics  advocates  :  A  unified  air  service  with  adequate  appro- 
priations. A  great  national  air  academy.  Repeal  of  tax  on  gasoline 
sold  on  air  fields.     Unified  State  and  national  laws  governing  aircraft.) 

PKOTECTIVE    LEGI8LATIOK 

A  short  time  ago  we  received  a  communication  from  Congressman 
John  Cable,  of  Ohio,  who  Is  considering  the  advisability  of  protective 
leglalatlon  covering  the  establishment,  regulation,  and  development  of 
fixed  transport  lines  and  routes  from  city  to  city.     He  said  : 

'  Does  not  include  train  mileage  from  Clovia  to  Waynoka. 
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"  It  te^mi  to  nw  If  Coiifre««  thoold  pmb  •  tow  that  when  one  r««pon- 
■Iblp  company  haa  catabllahed  a  line  from  city  A  to  dtj  B.  ao  Ion*  a« 
aucli  eoBpuiy  iffa''«t««"T  adcQuate  aerrtce.  a  aecond  eoauwny  aboald  not 
br  pcrmttted  to  compete  with  company  No.  1.  This  aboald  encourage 
the  eatabllahment  of  many  roatea.  becaaae  the  UiTeatment  woald  thereby 
be  protected,  and  the  aerrlce  thereby  regnlated.  Only  when  pabUc  con- 
venience and  nece«alty  require  a  aecond  company  as  found  through  luch 
ascDcy  aa  the  Interatate  Commerce  Commlealon,  aboald  a  aecond 
company  be  permitted  to  operate. 

••  Tbli  method  la  followed  out  In  the  eatabllahment  of  motor  tranapor- 
tation  companlea  in  Ohio.  When  one  line  haa  been  granted  a  certlflcate, 
a  aecond  certificate  along  the  aame  route  la  not  permitted  onleaa  poblic 
convenience  and  neceasity  require.  Ukewlae.  on  what  la  known  aa 
Irregular  routes  for  motor-bon  tranaportatlon  companlea  out  of  a  dty 
ami  oTer  any  highway  in  the  State  from  or  to  any  city,  after  a  flufficient 
number  of  irregular  certlflcatea  hare  been  granted  in  a  dty,  no  addi- 
tional certiflcatea  or  motor  tranaportation  companlea  are  permitted  to 
operate  from  that  particular  place." 

CongreMniaii  Cabi.b  further  requeated  our  opinion  and  that  of  oar 
readers  on  the  advlswbility  of  auch  a  Federal  law  applicable  to  aero- 
nautica.  Our  riewpoint  waa  contrary  to  further  legialation  at  thla 
time,  but  in  ord«T  to  fairly  estimate  both  aldea  of  the  queatlon  "  for 
Immediate  dell  very  *•  we  aent  a  round  robin  to  a  repreaenUtlTe  croaa 
aer^-tlon  of  qualifli-d  executives  and  organiiatiooa  ao  that  the  opinion  of 
tli«  indoatry  as  a  unit  might  be  viewed. 

We  felt  that  thia  maas  opinion  would  be  of  more  value  In  properly 
guiding  Legislator  Cabuc  than  any  Individualistic  premlae. 

Th^  viewpoint  of  Aerooautica  ia  that  legislation  of  thla  type  woidd 
be  a  serloas  mistake,  especially  at  thla  time,  when  the  entire  boalneaa 
of  aerial  travel  and  carrying  la  In  very  much  of  a  formative  state. 

While  It  would  be  very  dealrable  to  protect  young  and  struggling 
companlea  against  undeeirabie  competition,  we  believe  it  would  be  sheer 
folly  to  place  the  industry  In  a  cast-Iron  mold,  which  la  exactly  the 
effect  this  legislation  would  be  calculated  to  produce.  We  do  not  believe 
that  the  reeults  of  anch  legislation  would  fulfill  its  Intent. 

We  contend  that  there  are  several  fundamentala  of  coaamon  law  and 
ultimate  public  value  that  would  make  a  move  of  thla  sort  decidedly 
unwise. 

In  the  first  place,  from  the  viewpoint  of  good  economics,  an  airway 
has  ao  right  of  way  to  purchase  or  lease  from  the  State.  In  this 
seuae  as  a  carrier  It  do«a  not  make  uae  of  public  land  or  roada.  It  doea 
not  require  the  State  or  community  to  pay  for  the  upkeep  of  a  Ozed 
route  (as  Is  indicated  la  the  case  of  bus  companies  who  make  use  of 
the  common  highways).  Neither  does  it  require  a  governmental  sub- 
sidy to  tide  It  over  periods  of  mismanagement  or  natural  difflcuity  as 
In  the  caae  of  the  railroada.  These  latter,  in  being  granted  and  accept- 
ing a  right  of  waj,  become  Immediately  monopolistic  ia  effect — a  sobsl- 
dlaed  and  in  consequence  partly  socialised  public  utility. 

It  should  be  a  matter  of  common  i>rudence  to  declare  the  air  sovereign 
free.  Since  It  trespasses  on  no  one's  property,  does  not  require  the 
upkeep  of  the  State,  is  not  taxable,  does  not  perpetrate  a  aalaance  on 
any  community,  and  is  not  a  liability  to  the  community  in  the  event 
of  bad  management  or  failure,  it  ahould  be  subject  only  to  regulations 
gaaranteelng  safety  of  human  cargo.  Even  laws  aimed  at  the  Inspec- 
tion and  specification  of  equipment  ahould  be  carefully  considered  and 
should  be  very  elastic  when  finally  made  operative. 

It  ahould  be  borne  in  miad  in  thla  relation  that  r«gnl«tloa  of  this 
type,  no  nutter  how  helpful  the  purpose  actuating  It,  tends  toward  the 
ultlOMte  ceatfallsatlon  of  tremendous  powers  in  the  hAoda  of  politically 
appointed  bureaucracy.  A  certificate  of  right  of  way  becomes  a  favor, 
a  political  plunx.  handed  oat  like  paving  contracts,  to  frteods. 

While  it  la  true,  as  many  letters  on  this  subject  to  as  have  pointed 
out.  that  an  unhealthy  competition  involving  several  competing  lines 
In  a  locality  capable  of  supporting  only  one  comfortably,  will  tend 
toward  Inadequate  equipment  and  dangerous  and  slovenly  servtee.  much 
can  be  said  on  the  ether  side.  A  transport  outfit  secure  In  its  franchise 
and  Indltterently  managed  would  be  dlfflcult  to  oast  and  woold  eonatltnte 
a  chfttnic  stumbling  block  to  aviation  progresa  in  its  locality.  It  would 
be  dllBcuIt  to  draw  the  Use  as  t«  where  Its  apathy  to  tood  aerviee  and 
progresa  laid  It  open  to  revocation  of  Its  licenses. 

The  entire  effect  would  be  of  casting  the  aerial  transport  baslneaa  into 
politics,  achieving  immediately   the  reverse  result  to  that  so  ardently 
~~  desired  by  the  smaller  transport  companlea,  who  taare  adtlter  Influence 
nor  money  to  lobby  with. 

Another  grave  posalbUlty  is  the  amalgamation  and  eoatnl  of  mano- 
factorers  of  squlpaMnt  (planes,  engines,  etc.),  who  woald  take  over 
existing  franchises  through  direct  or  stock  purchase.  The  control  of 
transport  lines  by  eqalpment  manufacturers  at  thla  time  la  a  logical  and 
valoalkle  creation  of  outlet  for  their  producta.  It  ia  founded  on  the 
sound  eonatractioa  of  tbelr  planes,  power  plants,  and  other  eqalpment. 
and  works  ont  for  the  pablle  good. 

If.  however,  a  condition  were  created  where  free  competition  were 
prohibited,  the  natoral  snceeaalon  of  events  would  soon  find  a  mamifae- 
tarer  or  factory  aot  in  control  of  transportation  companies  rol>bed  of 
any  possibte  asarket.     Inventors  woald  be  forced  to  sell  to  existing  eom- 
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pallet,  or  emigrate  to  foreign  eoontries  to  develop  the  fruits  of  their 

genlua. 

Anall  transport  operators  might  finally  find  themselves  unable  to  pnr- 
chaie  the  requisite  ap-to-date  equipment  at  economic  prleee  and  would 
Io«  their  certificates  or  be  forced  into  line  by  the  big  combines. 

"]  he  largest  number  of  the  communications  from  transiwrt  companlea 

the  strongest  desire  for  legal  protection   and  the   restriction 

mpetltive  activity.     Their  desires  in  this  direction  are  undenitand- 

We  in  the  industry  know  that  their  path  is  not  paved  with  rosea. 

a  sad  commentary  on  good  judgment  when  a  second  company  enters 

Id  or  locality  scarcely  able  to  support  one.     This  lack  of  Immediate 

nue  poaalblUty  In  Itself  should  be  enough  to  discourage  competitive 

Ity  until  the  first  company  In  the  field  has  had  the  opportunity  to 

ify  its  position  and  gain  a  motion  and  good  will  sufliclent  to  be 

red  on  its  books  as  its  major  asset. 

j.eronautlcs  Is  aware  that  lack  of  all  regulation  Is  not  a  completely 

salitary  condition,  and  In  Uking  Its   stand   simply   declares   It  as   tho 

lea  ler  of  two  evils,  with  the  good  of  the  entire  industry  In  mind. 

1  f anufacturers  declared  themselves  for  the  most  part  against  any 
leg  slatlon  at  this  time,  which  some  termed  dangerous  and  others 
me  Idleffome. 

it  should  be  noted  in  this  respect  that  Congressman  Cabl*  Is  an  able 
ani  careful  legislator  of  the  highest  type.  He  is  author  of  two  major 
Feleral  laws — an  act  granting  independent  cltizenehip  to  women,  and 
FeJeral  corrupt  practices  act.  He  also  helped  to  write  the  immigration 
laus.     In  such  a  man  aviation  has  a  friend,  sincere  and  helpful. 

We  do  not  know  what  Congressman  Cable's  absolute  convictions  are 
In  this  matter.  We  conclude,  however,  that  he  will  carefully  weigh  both 
sU  es  of  the  qoestlon.  both  from  the  viewpoint  of  Immediate  and  nltl- 
mi  te  effect.  The  opinions  we  forwarded  to  him  are  vastly  varied  and 
will  take  a  Solomon  to  adjudge. 

linalyslng  thia  mass  of  eipresslnn  the  results  Indicate  that  the  Indua- 
tr; '  all  told  sUnds  on  the  subject  of  regulatory  legislation  : 

Per  cent 

Ft  r  ._. „_. ._..-. Jg 

Ui  decided  ~"IIIII"""II~II~IIIIIII~III ^^ 

This  would  indicate  that  the  absolute  attitude  of  qualified  opinion 
Is  something  of  a  toss-up.  We  are  reprinting  a  number  of  ,lettera  i 
revived  on  page  56.  Care  has  been  taken  to  present  varying  points 
of  view  (the  selection  of  these  letters  was  based  purely  on  their  value 
as  contributing  to  a  general  underatanding  of  various  slants  on  this 
important  matter.  More  will  he  given  next  month.  Necessarily,  want 
of  apace  prevents  reproduction  of  all  letters  received). 

limong  those  heard  from  were : 

r.    Don    Alexander,   Alexander   Aircraft    Co.;    W.    H.    Dixon,   U.    S. 

Airraft    Engineering    School;    Edward    A.    Stinson,    Stlnson    Aircraft  ^ 

Corporation;  Charles  L.   Lawrance,   Wright  Aeronautical  Corporation ;  ^ 

B.   Watta.   Russell  T.  Gray    (Inc.)  :  Walter  H.  Beech,   Travel  Air  Co.;, 

Aithar  Balis,  The  Technical  Service  Co.;  J.  D.  Lodwick,  Curtis  I'neu-  i 

mi  tic  Machinery  Co. ;  Uenry  Bolte,  Bolte  Aircraft  Corporation  ;  J.  0.  , 

Cs  rr.    The    Knoll    Aircraft   Corporation ;   J.    H.    Oelsse,   Comet    Engine  i 

Corporation:  H.  E.  Barber,  ContinenUl  Air  Lines   (Inc.)  ;  A.  M.   Uall, , 

II  Lll-Aiamlnum    Cy>rporatlon ;    W.    H.    Bral,    Lycoming    Manufacturing ; 

Cc , ;    J.    I.an8lng   Callan,    American    Aeronautical    Corporation ;    C.    W.  , 

Wilte,  Bach  Aircraft  Co.;  N.  J.  Boots,  Roosevelt  Field  (Inc.)  ;  Chester 

W    Cuthell.    Cuthell,    Hotchklss   k   Mills:    Robert   J.    Smith,    Southern 

Air   Transport    (Inc.):    Edmund   T.    Price,    Solar    Aircraft   Co.;    L.    O. 

Mnson,   Montgomery   School  of  Aeronautics;   T.   B.   Jones,    Mamer   Air 

Ti  insport ;  George  M.  Pynchon,  jr.,  Pynchon  ft  Co. ;  C.   S.   Story,   Tha 

St)ry-Gawley  Co.;   W.   B.    Klnner,   Klnner   Airplane   it   Motor   Corpora- 

tUn:  F.  M.  Smith,  Moth  Aircraft  Corporation;  Joseph  Blondin ;  George 

H,  Boucher,  Pyrene  Manufacturing  Co. ;  L.  Morton  Bach,  Bach  Aircraft 

C<.;  W.  O'NeU.  Oeneral  Tire  *  Rubber  Co.;  Archibald  Black.  Black  h 

Blgdow;   M.   W.   Meara,  Chappelow  Advertising  Co.;   John   F.   O'Ryan, 

C<lonlal    Western    Airways:    €>eorge    E.    Stange,    Mono-Aircraft    (Inc)  ; 

A,   G.   Ober,  Jr.,  Washington  Air  Terminals;   P.  G.   Kemp,   Central   Air 

T(  rmlnals    Co.;    Norman    Q.    Waratnske,    Canadian-American    Airlines; 

Fi  ank  D.  BUlr,  Canadian-American  Airlines ;  Harold  8.  Leee.  Canadlan- 

Anerican   Airlines;  Karl  S.  Betta.   Detroit  Board  of  Commerce;    11.   P. 

Mimmen,  Parks  Aircraft  (Inc.)  ;  F.  B.  Rentschler,  The  Pratt  ft  Whitney 

A  rcraft    Co. ;    J.    H.    Chlpman.    Barbour    Btockwell    Co. :    F.    J.    Logan. 

L  igan   Aviation   Co. ;    E.    K.    EHlis,    Eagle-Ottawa    Leather   Co. ;    M.    H. 

SI  mmona.  The   Dayton   Airplane   Engine    Co. ;    H.   C.    Blake,    Nicbolas- 

Ji  >asley  Airplane  Co. :  Glen  A.  Gnnderson,  Bargesa  Battery  Co. ;  C.  T. 

A  istin ;   Carl   H.   Woefley,   Bird- Wing  Commercial   Aircraft   Co. ;   Jack 

^  hitaker,    Saekely   Aircraft   ft  Engine    Co. ;    Ariel    C.    Harris.    Rule   ft 

Stna   (Inc);  Charles  H.  Babb,  Aircraft  Finance  Corporation  of  Amer- 

i<  I ;  Robert  8.  Cans.  Aircraft  Producta  Corporation ;  C.  A.  Van  Dusen, 

T  M  Glenn  L.  Martin  Co. ;  H.  L.  Balderston,  Pioneer  Instrument  Co. ; 

Albert  E.  Evans.  Albert  Evans  (Inc.)  ;  Allen  P.  Bourdon.  Bourdon  Air- 

ciaft  Corporation;  Earl  L.  House,  Eiirl  L.  House  (Inc.)  :  K.  B.  Walton, 

S  ents  Aircraft  Corporation  ;  Paul  W.  Gardner,  General  Airmotore  Co. ; 

CUirlce  8.  Dion,  Jersey  City  Airport   (Inc.);  E.  W.  Cleveland,  Cleve- 

b  nd  Pneumatie  Aerol  Co. ;  Brown  KatsentMch,  Masenlte  Corporation ; 
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Parker  IliU.  The  Cleveland  Chamber  of  Commerce;  B.  C.  Undaey, 
Dynamic  Manufacturing  Co. ;  Andrew  L.  Schaldler,  Aero  Corporation 
of  America  ;  Knocb  F'routy.  I*routy  Motor  Co. ;  B.  H.  Crane,  Aero  Cor- 
poration of  Dakota  ;  M.  M.  Bonville,  The  Argus  Map  Co. ;  Reed  G.  Lnndla, 
Reed  G.  Landia  Co. 

Mr.  BR.\TTON.  Mr.  President,  I  hold  in  my  hand  an  aiticle 
which  api>eared  in  the  New  York  San  of  September  14  bearing 
upon  the  subject.  Does  the  Senator  from  Oregon  desire  to  have 
it  read  from  the  desk?  / 

Mr.  McNARY  I  would  rather  hear  the  Senator  debate  his 
resolution  ;  but  if  he  prefers  to  have  the  article  read,  I  shall  not 
object  to  It. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr,  Pre.sident,  In  view  of  the  statement  of 
tlie  Senator  from  Oregon  that  he  Intends  to  address  himself  to 
the  resolution  as  soon  as  I  have  finished.  I  shall  hasten  to  a 
close.  My  remarks  would  have  been  much  shorter  except  for 
the  welcomed  interruptions  of  tlie  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  President,  this  Is  a  large  Industry.  It  is  a  rapidly  grow- 
ing one.  It  Is  serving  a  useful  purpose  in  our  iudustrlal  life, 
I  think  It  will  continue  to  do  so.  It  is  becoming  inseparably 
connected  with  rail  transportation.  It  soon  will  l>e  utterly 
impossible  to  separate  Interstate  air  commerce  from  Interstate 
rail  commerce.  In  my  opinion,  coordination  of  Industry  necessi- 
tates and  demands  that  Interstate  air  commerce  be  placed 
under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
along  with  interstate  rail  traBSi)ortatlon. 

As  to  the  investigation  of  the  accidents,  including  the  one 
named  In  the  resolution,  which  was  more  than  an  accident — It 
was  a  tragedy — the  Department  of  Commerce  does  not  make 
public  Its  findings  following  investigation  of  cra.shes.  The  de- 
partment has  not  made  public  Its  specific  findings  in  any  ca»e. 
The  department  believes  that  it  should  not  do  so. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at  that 
IK>lnt? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Does  not  the  Dei)artment  of  Commerce  make 
available  this  Information,  based  on  inquiry,  to  appropriate 
committees  of  Congress? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  It  makes  public  the  ulilmate  facts — that  is, 
the  percentage  of  accidents  brought  about  by  carelessness  of 
pilots,  the  percentage  of  accidents  produced  by  defective  equip- 
ment, and  so  on,  but  the  siiecific  facts  and  contributing  causes 
are  not  stated  In  detail  by  the  department  immediately  or  soon 
after  the  accident  occurs. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon  that  under  date  of 
Septeml)er  18  I  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Department  of  Commerce 
requesting  a  copy  of  Its  findings  relating  to  this  particular 
accident,  and  In  reply  the  Secretary  advised  me  verbally  that 
It  was  not  the  policy  of  the  department  to  make  the  findings 
public ;  that  If  I  wanted  them  for  use  In  a  confidential  way,  he 
would  supply  me  with  a  copy ;  to  which  I  replied  that  I  did  not 
want  them  In  that  way;  that  I  wanted  them  for  whatever  pur- 
po.se  I  saw  fit  to  use  them.    The  copy  has  not  been  supplied  .vet. 

Perhaps  the  department  is  right  about  that.  However,  I  do 
not  think  so.  I  think  there  is  provision  of  law  requiring  the 
department  to  make  its  findings  public,  and  I  would  like  to  have 
the  views  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  about  that. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  would  be  very  much  pleased  If  the  Senator 
would  read  the  statute  for  the  Record,  If  It  is  not  too  long,  and 
iive  the  Senate  his  Judgment  as  to  whether  or  not  the  statute  is 
being  followed  actually  and  properly  by  the  department. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Section  2  of  the  act  of  1928,  in  prescribing 
the  duties  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  in  subdivision  (e) 
provides  as  follows : 

To  investigate,  record,  and  make  public  the  causes  of  accidents  In  civil 
air  navigation  in  the  United  States. 

The  department  has  about  60  representatives  whose  duty  It  is 
to  Investigate  accidents  and  to  Inspect  planes  periodically,  but 
they  can  not  do  the  work  adequately.  The  number  is  insufficient. 
The  department  does  not  have  an  adequate  amount  of  money  for 
the  emplojonent  of  a  sufficient  force.  These  representatives  do 
the  l)est  they  can  to  Investigate  crashes.  They  have  no  power, 
however,  to  com|iel  the  attendance  of  witnesses  or  the  production 
of  books.  It  is  purely  a  volimtary  matter  on  the  part  of  those 
with  whom  they  must  communicate  and  from  whom  they  secure 
toformatlon.  That,  In  my  Judgment,  is  another  reason  why  the 
industry  should  be  placed  under  the  Juiisdictlon  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commis-slon. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  In  the  Senator's  correspondence  and  request 
of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  did  he  ask  him  to  make  public 
the  nature  and  cau.ses  of  the  accident  at  Mount  Taylor,  Involving 
the  Transcontinental  Air  Transport  plane? 


Mr.  BRATTON.  I  read  the  l«*ter  addressed  to  tho  Secretary 
on  the  18th  of  Septeml>er.     It  is  as  follows : 

ScPTKHBaa  18.  1920. 
Hon.  Robert  P.  Lamont,  , 

Secretary  Department  of  Commerce,  Vaahington,  D.  C. 
DEA.K  Mb.  Sbcbetabt  :  The  Transcontinental  Air  Transport  (Inc.) 
plane,  City  of  San  Fmndtco,  waa  wrecked  near  Mount  Taylor,  In  the 
State  of  New  Mexico,  September  S,  1929,  resulting  in  the  loss  of  eight 
lives.  According  to  press  reports,  your  department  conducted  an  investi- 
gation into  the  contributing  cause  or  causes  thereof.  So  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  ascertain,  the  findings  or  conclusions  resxiltlng  from  such 
examination  have  not  t>een  made  public.  If  It  Is  not  Incompatible  with 
public  Interest,  please  farnlsh  nie  with  full  Information  regarding  such 
accident,  with  a  copy  of  your  findings.  Your  usiuil  courteous  and  ex- 
peditions attention  will  t>e  deeply  appreciated. 
Sincerely   youra. 

Sax  O.  Bbatton. 

To  that  the  Secretary  responded  with  a  verbal  statement 
that  the  findings  would  be  furnished  in  confldenc*e. 

Mr.  MtNARY.  Mr.  President,  the  date  of  tliat  letter  \a 
September  18? 

Mr.   BRATTON.     It  Is. 

Mr.  McNARY.  ,  And  tlie  Senator  has  not  received  a  written 
answer  to  his  inquiry? 

Mr.  BRAITON.     I  have  not 

Mr.  McNARY.  Does  the  Senator  anticipate  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  Commerce  will  refuse  to  make  public  the  cause  and 
nature  of  the  accident  in  question? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  do  not  say  that.  I  say  that  the  Secre- 
tary stated  to  me  that  a  copy  of  his  findings  could  not  be  sup- 
plied me  unless  I  accepted  It  in  a  confidential  capacity.  The 
matter  rests  there.  The  Senator  is  Just  as  able  and  more 
80  to  draw  a  conclusion  as  I  am. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Then  the  Senator  does  not  anticipate  further 
correspondence  from  the  Secretary-  of  Commerce? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  have  not  given  it  much  thought  Mie  way 
or  the  other. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Does  the  Senator  believe  the  statute  author- 
izes the  Secretary  of  Commerce  to  withhold  the  nature  of  au 
accident  and  refuse  to  give  it  publicity? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  do  not  think  so.  What  is  the  view  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  about  that? 

Mr.  McNARY.  WIU  not  the  Senator  Just  read  that  line 
again,  please? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  In  prescribing  the  duties  of  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce,  the  act  provides: 

To  investigate,  record,  and  make  public  the  causes  of  accidents  in 
civil  air  navigation  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  think  it  is  too  plain  for  construction  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  to  make  public  the 
cause  and  nature  of  the  accident  involving  the  Transconti- 
netital  Air  Transport  plane. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  According  to  press  reports  following  the 
Transcontinental  Air  Transport  accident  near  Mount  Taylor, 
Assistant  Secretary  MacCracken  and  Mr.  Yoting  disagreed  about 
that.  Mr.  Yoiuig  favored  making  the  findings  public  and  Mr. 
RIacCracken  took  the  contrary  view.  I  recall  distinctly  seeing 
press  reports  to  that  effect.  The  findings  have  not  been  made 
public. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Does  the  Senator  know  whether  the  deiiart- 
ment  has  made  an  investigation  as  to  the  accident? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Oh,  yes;  the  department  has  made  the  in- 
vestigation. The  discussion  in  the  press  concerned  whether 
the  findings  ba.sed  upon  the  Investigation  should  be  made  pub- 
lic. As  I  have  said,  Mr.  Young  favored  making  them  public 
and  Assistant  Secretary  MacCracken  disapproved  that. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Probably  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  has  not 
conclude<l  his  investigation. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  The  Secretary  advised  me  that  the  findings 
would  be  furnished  me  only  to  be  kept  in  confidence.  He 
stated  it  was  not  the  policy  of  the  department  to  make  such 
findings  public. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Did  the  Senator  receive  that  word  from  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce? 

Mr.  BRATTON.    Yes;  in  a  personal  conversation. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Then  I  assume  that,  so  far  as  the  inquiry 
Is  concerned.  It  has  been  fully  answtred,  and  the  Senator  ex- 
pects no  further  advice  or  information  from  the  I>epartment  of 
Commerce? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  It  has  been  fully  answered.  The  only  thing 
that  could  be  done  would  be  to  confirm  in  wTiting  what  the 
Secretary  told  me  in  person. 
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APPENDIX 
Exhibit  A 

AIBW4T  OTEKATOBS    (SCHEDCLED  MOVTtB) 

Clifford  Ball.  McK»««port,  Pa. 

Barium  k  CioMt.  6««0  MarglnaJ  Way.  Beattl*',  Woh. 
Hbriof  Air  Trti»port   (Inc.).  Georii«»town  Station,  8«attlc,  W««h. 
Paul  R.  Bfanlff  (lB<r.>.  318  BrsDlff  BulMlDfc,  Oklaboaiui  City,  OkU. 
CaMdian  ABH>rt«»u  Air  Linea  (Inc.),  Mlnn««poIU,  Minn. 
CanadUu  Colonial   Airways    (Inc.),   270   Madison  Areaue,  New  York, 

H.  T. 

Capitol    Alrwaya    (Inc.),    Wert    Thirtieth    Street,    wert    of    LafayetU 

Road.  India napolla,  Ind. 

CKStral  Air  Lln«^  Co..  220  North  Waco  Arenae.  Wichita,  Kaaa. 
C^loalal  Air  Tranaport   (Ibc).  270  Madison  Avenue,  New  York.  N.  Y, 
CoIonUl    Weatem   Alrwaya    (Inc.),   270  MjMllson   Avenue.   New   York, 

N.  Y. 

ConBercial  Air  Tnuisport  (Inc.),  Everett.  Wash. 

Continental  Air  Lines    (Inc.),  887   Union  Trust   Building,  Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

Coiiital  Airways  (Inc.),  45  West  Kortydfth  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y. 
Btubry- Riddle  Co.,  Lanken  Airport,  CMncfnnatI,  Ohio. 
Ford  Airways,  Dearborn.  Mich. 

Gulf  Airline*  (Inc.).  Room  R.  Roosevelt  Hotel,  New  OrlMiM,  La. 
lotrrstate  Air  Lines  (lae).  105  Wert  Adams  Street,  CMeaco,  111. 
Maddux  Air  Unes  (Inc.).  Grand  Central  Terminal,  Olaadalc.  Calif. 
Mamer  Air  Transport  (Inc.),  1044  Panlsen  BnUdlng.  epokane.  Wash. 
MMIwert  Airways  C«rporatl0n,  Aurora,  111. 
Matoal  Atrtraft  CorporatUMi.  Los  Aagvles,  Calif. 

National   Air  Transport  Co.    (Inc.),  8036  South  Cle«ro  ATeooe,   Chl- 
ca«a.  111. 

Nattoaal  Parka  Alrwaya  (Idc.),  Cuatlaratal  Bank  BuUdlag.  Salt  Lake 
aty.  Utah. 

New  Orlaans  Air  Uw,  S34  Poland  Avenue.  New  Orlcaaa,  La. 
Nortbwert  Alrwaya  (Inc  ),  More  bants  Baak  BaUdlBg.  St.  Paal,  Mian. 
Padte  Air  Transport  (Inc.),  608  Markat  Street.  San  Fraadaeo,  Calif. 
Pan    Amrrlcan   Airways    (Inc.).   132   Bart    Vorty-aecond   Strert,    N«w 
York.  N.  Y. 

l>an  American-Orace  Airways    (Inc.),   122   Eart  Forty-second  Street, 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

Pltcalm  Aviation  (lac).  Land  Title  BoildlnK,  I>hlladeiphla,  Pa. 
Rankin  Flying  Service.  P.  O.  Box  42t(8,  PortUnd,  Oreg. 
RobertKtB  Aircraft  Corporation.  Angluai,  St.  Lools.  Mo. 
Royal  Alrwaya  Co..  1 16  East  Washington  Avenue,  Madison.  Wla. 
Sonttiwort    Air   Fast    Express    (Inc.).   Tohta    Trast    Building.    Tulsa, 
OkU. 

Spokane  Airways  (Inc.).  Standard  Bxchaage  Boilding,  Spokane.  Wash 
SUndard  Airlines  (Inc.),  107  Wert  Ninth  Street,  U>s  Angetos.  C:alif. 
Stout  Air  Services  (Inc.),  Dearborn.  Mich. 
Texas  Air  Transport  (Inc.).  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

Thompson  Aeronautical  Corporation,  2196  Clarkwood  Road,  Clevehind. 
OMo. 

Traaacoatlnental  Air  Tranaport,  Syndicate  Trust  Building.  St.  Loula. 
Mo. 

United    SUtPS   Air   Transport    (Inc.).    11    West   Forty-secoad    Street. 
New  York.  N.  Y. 

UbIob  Air  Lines  (Inc.).  Sacramento.  CaUf. 
Universal  Air  Linea.  106  Wert  Monroe  Street.  Chicago.  IIL 
Walter  T.  Vamey.  226  Not>le  BuUding.  B<iLse.  Idaho. 
W«nt  Cnart  Air  Transport  Co..  5o6  Httock  Bailding.  Portland,  Oreg. 
Weatem  Air  Bzpreaa.  117  West  Ninth  Street.  Los  Angelea,  Calif. 
Wichita  Falla  Air  Transport    (Inc.).  1202   Stanley   BuUdlng.  Wichita 
FaOa.  Tax. 

Yellow  Cab  Airways  (Inc.).  Dea  Moines.  Iowa. 

Era  I  BIT  B 
L<rt  of  fatal  •tr*4*nU  •ecMrrinp  4m  ^ch^'4*^led  optratioma  fnim  Jmmmmrt 
I,   mi.   Is   8ttH«mb«r  ».   IMS,   thofoiny   name   «/   operator,  ploos   o/ 
mecidcnt,  date,  and  the  fatalitie*  at  to  pilots  amd  pataenffen 
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Lih  of  fatal  ttceldent*  oocurrtna  <n  tcheduled  operation*  ftpm  Jammarp 
1,  Wn,  to  September  to,  lSi»,  etc. — Continued 


Fsi  iflo  -Vlr  Tranaport 

^Do 

Pa^  American  Airways  (Inc.) 

Do 

Plleafan  Aviation  (In&) 

Do - 

Standard  .*'rlines  (Inc.) 

Tr  tosoontinental  Air  Trana- 
|ort. 

Ui  iveraal  Airlines  System 

V'a  mcy  Air  Lines 

W  fstem  Air  Expresa  (Inc.)... 

Do 


b(> 


Opsfstor 


Boetot  Air  Tranapart  (lac).. 

Cnitortl  Ball     .  

Celsiiial  Air  Transport  (Inc.) . 

C:«aiiaaiwta^'AJrLiMYLiic.')" 

»ynrd  Motor  Co 

latsrvtate  AirUnes  anc.) 

Maddux  Ak  Unas  (Inc.) 

Nstional  Air  Transport  (Inc.) 

Do 

Da. „ 

Ds 

National     Parks     Airways 

(Inc). 
Northwest  Airway  (Inc.)..^ 


Placo  of  aoddeat 


Data 


M«rt|iMtte.  Nefar 

Mor|»otowo,  W.  Va... 
East  WiUmscton.  Conn. 

I'nkm.  Cooa  

Cohimbus,  Utiio. 

Dearborn.  Mich 

Ctaattanooaa.  Teon 

flan  Die«D.CaUf 

Corunna.  Ind 

Leho,  Ksns 

HnroB.  Utaio 

Pott,  Pa 

Pocatetto,  Idaho. 


8«.  Paul.  Minn June  HWa 


rah 

PsK 

9ep|. 

Jan. 

June 

May 

Dee. 

Apr. 

Nov. 

July 

Dec 

Oct. 

Sept. 


aOkiflSfl 

1,1839 
M«27 
l^inB 

U,1«B 

23,  in* 

11938 

». 

lA 
4,11 


Fatalitiaa 


pm- 
POots  sea- 


I 

r 
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Operator 


Place  of  accident 


Gustine,  Calil 

Canvonville,  Greg 

Off  of  Key  West.  Fla.. 

Santia^  de  Cut)a 

Seven  Pines,  Va 

Ellerson,  Va 

Beaumont,  Calif 

Mount  Taylor,  N 


Mex. 


Total. 


Edgerton.  Ohio.. 
La  Grande,  Oreg. 
Cheyenne,  Wyo.. 
Denver,  Culo 


Date 


Apr. 

Oct. 

Aug. 

Jnne 

Mar. 

May 

Mar. 

Sept. 


3.1927 
^1928 
21.1928 
13.1929 
22,1928 
26,1938 
29,1929 
3.1«9» 


Nov.  34. 1928 
Jan.  17,1929 
May  7,1989 
Dec.    15,1987 


Patalitiea 


Pas- 
Pilots  sen- 
gers 


34 


S 


Abo  1  eoorlcr. 


Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  It  Is  very  evident  that  a  vote 
will  not  be  taken  nn  the  pending  reaolntion  by  1  o'clock,  at 
wilch  time  I  under»'tand  conKldeintlon  of  the  resolution  will 
c^iae  and  the  tariff  bill  will  b<?  taken  np. 

Mr.  lIcNABY.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PHE8IDIN0  OFFICER.  The  Senator  will  state  bis 
ii^nlry. 

Mr.   McNART.     Assuming  the  pending   resolntion  shall   not 
disponed  of  by  1  o'clock,  wlU  it  not  then  go  to  the  calendar? 

The  I'HESIDINO  OFFICER.  It  will  go  to  the  calendar,  and 
t^ke  \tn  pluc-e  at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

Mr.  McNARY.  And  It  can  come  np  on  another  day  ander 
a^anioKms  consent  in  the  morning  hour? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes ;  or  it  might  come  up  when 
tlje  calendar  Is  tinder  consideration. 

Mr.  BLAINE  addressed  the  Senate  on  injunctions  in  labor's 
st^uggU^s.    After  having  spoken  for  10  minutes — 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  hoor  of  1  o'clock  having 
a^ved,  the  morning  hour  has  expired.  The  pending  resolution 
w  11  go  to  the  calendar,  and  the  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate 
tie  unfinished  business.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  en- 
ticed to  the  floor. 

Mr.  BLAINE  resumed  his  speech.  After  having  spoken  for 
s<tme  time — 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  speech  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  is  making  is  a  very  important  one  and  that 
^  should  have  more  Senators  present. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  thank  the  Senator,  but  I  doubt  whether  a 
q^rum  can  be  maintained. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  think  it  can.  I  will  make  the  point  of  no 
quorum  if  the  Senator  does  not  object. 

The  PRE.SIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  point  of  no  quorum  having 
b^en  made,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

aiswered  to  their  names: 

Alen 
A  ihurrt 
Birfeley 
B  nKbam 
B  ack 
Balne 
B  ease 
B>rah 
Bratton 
Brock 
B  rookhart 
Broussard 
Cipper 
Ciraway 
C  tnnally 
C  »uzens 
C  itting 
Dile 

rm 

Elire 
F  'ss 
F  etcher 


Prailer 

(jeorKo 

Glllett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Golf 

Goldaborough 

Gould 

Greene 

Male 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Hajden 

Heh^rt 

Hedln 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 


Keyes 

Simmons 

King 

La  Follette 

Smith 

Smoot 

McKellar 

Steck 

Mc  Master 

Stelwer 

McNary 

8teph«-ns 

Metralf 

Thomas.  Idnho 

Mows 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Norris 

Towu8«>nd 

Nye 

Tram  moll 

Oddle 

Tj-dltigs 

Overman 

VandenbfrR 

Pattprson 

Wagner 

I'bipps 

WaUott 

Pine 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Plttman 

WalHh.  Mont. 

Ransdell 

Warren 

Kee<l 

Waterman 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Watson 

Robinson.  Ind. 

Wheeler 

Self  a  11 

Sbeppard 

Eighty -six    Senators    having    an- 
The  Senatoi-  from 


The    VICE    PRESIDENT, 
s^red  to  their  names,  a  qu*)rnm  is  present. 
\ifi8Consdn  will  pro<-ee«l. 

Mr.  BLAINK  resumed  and  concluded  his  ^leedi,  which  fol- 
lows entire. 
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In  the  case  of  Truax  against  Corrlgan  a  part  of  the  constl- 
tuii<«  and  Revised  Statutes  of  the  State  of  Arizona  was  held 
nnctTwtituUonal  because  it  denied  equal  protection  of  the  law 
or  the  protection  of  equal  law.  For  Congress  to  have  adopted 
the  amendment  exempting  labor  organizations  from  the  opera- 
tloti  lit  the  act  would  have  been  tantamount  to  denying  the 
fundamental  principle  of  equality  before  the  law,  because  our 
wlK'ie  sy.otpin  <»f  law  is  pndicated  on  the  general  ftuulamental 
principle  <f  equality  of  api^Uation  of  the  law.  (Tniax  9. 
Corrlgan.)  

(VK)gre»w  In  pa.wing  this  criminal  stattite.  however,  deatroyea 
the  harmony  and  i»>nimetTy  by  Inserting  section  4  in  the  body 
of  the  statute.    Section  4  reads  as  follows : 

Tlie  seveml  drcult  courta  of  the  United  States  are  hereby  InTCSted 
with  Jurisdiction  to  prevent  and  restmin  rlolations  of  this  set ;  and  it 
shall  tw  the  duty  of  the  acTeral  district  attorneys  of  the  United  States 
In  th.'lr  respe«  tire  districts,  under  the  direction  of  the  Attorney  General, 
to  Institute  proceedings  In  e<iulty  to  prerent  and  restrain  snch  Tlolations. 

Ry  adopting  this  section  Congress  authorizes  the  use  of  equity 
aii<l  equity  proc*"edlngs  to  prevent  the  violation  of  a  criminal 
atatute  and  make.s  It  the  duty  of  the  several  district  attorneys 
of  the  United  States,  undrr  direction  of  the  Attorney  General,  to 
Institute  proceedings  in  equity  to  prevent  and  restrain  such  vio- 
lations. By  the  Clayton  Act  this  section  was  so  amended  that 
the  Inatructlmi  of  the  Attorney  General  is  not  necessary.  It 
was  no  doubt  the  Insertion  of  this  section  which  caused  Senator 
0«^)rge,  of  Mississippi,  to  utter  the  following  warning  and  con- 
demnation of  the  law.    Senator  George  said : 

It  Is  very  well  to  talk  about  the  Brmmetry  of  the  work  of  the  Judi- 
ciary Coamlttee,  but  when  you  pass  a  bill  by  which  you  throw  the 
poor,  aniettered.  and  unskilled  American  fanner  and  American  mechanic 
and  American  lal>orer.  who  are  sulferers  by  these  trusts  and  comblna- 
tlona.  un&lded.  alngle-banded.  against  large  eorporationa,  yon  simply  pass 
a  bill  which  wUl  amount  to  nothing.  ■  *  *  I  do  not  propose  silently 
to  alt  here  and  be  a  silent  partner  to  the  enactment  of  what  1  know  to 
be,  so  tar  as  a  remetly  to  tbe  real  parties  Injtired  by  these  trusU  is 
eoDcemed.  a  aham.  a  snare,  and  a  dehiaion. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  Article  III.  section  2, 
•ays: 

n   taiv  »nA  mtwXtm  arislni? 


•PK^    -     —     ■    * 


■K«n    mtm^t\W.A     tf\    all     rfMli 


limitation  nor  restraint  by  State  legislation,  and  Is  uniform  throughout 
tbe  different  States  of  the  Union.  (150  U.  8.  202;  120  Id.  130;  % 
Suiin.  612.)      (BouTler's  Law  Dictionary,  p.  361.) 

From  the  above  it  will  appear  that  the  court  of  equity  is  a 
coqrt  of  conscience,  and  since  the  conscience,  as  is  well  known 
to  aU  men.  Is  not  the  same  in  all  men  nor  in  all  Judges,  equality 
in  this  court  is  ImpossM.le.    The  Judge  questions  his  conscience 
anf  receives  for  an  answer  that  an  injustice  is  about  to  be  per- 
petrated, or  is  being  perjietratetl,  or  has  been  perpetrated  and  la 
llkjly  so  to  cootinue,  and  in  otn-dlence  to  his  cons<ience  issues  an 
InJ  unction.    Because  of  tlie  difference  In  the  conm-iencew  of  judges 
and  In  conflnuatlon  of  the  fear  expressed  by  Senator  George  and 
otters  that  labor  would  be  the  first  t«>  be  prosecuted  under  the 
Sb>mmn  Act,  attention  is  retipectfuUy  called  to  the  first  case 
which  arose  under  the  act.     It  was  in  IKtKi  under  the  title  of 
Urlted  States  f.  The  Workingn)en's  Amalgamated  Council   of 
New  Orleans  (54  Fed.  Rep.  994).    According  to  the  facts  of  the 
caie,   it  appeared   that  the  draymen,   seeking  to  induce  their 
en  ployer  to  hire  none  but  union  men,  called  a  strike  in  order  to 
compel  acquiescence  in  their  demands;  whereupon  the  employer, 
eoleavoring    to   prerent    dl.scnntinuance   of    Ids,    tran.^portation 
bu  dness,  sought  to  replace  the  strikers  by  nonunion  men.     This, 
it  Is  claimed,  was,  in  turn,  resisted  by  acts  of  intimidation  and 
vi<  lence  by  members  of  the  union.    The  issuance  of  an  injimc- 
ti<  n  was  prayed  for  and  the  question  at  is-sue  l)ecame  whether 
It  fell  within  the  purview  of  the  antitnist  act.    The  court  ruled 
th  it  it  was  for  the  very  purpose  of  remedying  the  evils  growing 
ou  t  of  such  conditions  that  a  "  restraint  of  trade "  was  era- 
bo  lied  in  the  Sherman  Act.    Judge  Billings  declared  in  uumla- 
ta  cal>le  terms  that  an  Injunction  would  i.ssue  under  the  terms 
of  the  act  agaln.*!t  certain  draymen  whose  strike  interfered  with 
th^  transportation  of  goods  from  one  State  to  another  or  to  a 
fo'eign  country. 

Almost  simultaneously  a  somewhat  similar  case  arose  In 
B<*:ton.  where  Judge  Putnam  took  Just  the  opposite  i>osition 
re  curding  the  scope  of  the  Sherman  Act,  using  the  following 
la  iguage : 

It  Is  not  to  I>e  presumed — 
Bays  Judge  Putnam — 
that  Congress  intended  thus  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  o/  the  courts  of 
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Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  it  is  not  my  purpose  unreason- 
ably or  unduly  to  interfere  with  the  disctission  of  the  tjiriff  bill; 
but  there  ap|)eflr8  to  be  some  lull  in  the  proceedings.  It  is  very 
evident  that  there  are  not  very  many  Members  of  the  Senate 
who  desire  to  discuss  the  tariff  bill  to-day.  and  therefore  I 
prop<i.se  to  enter  ui>on  the  di.scussioii,  somewhat  briefly,  of  a 
question  which  is  going  to  receive  the  attention  of  organized 
lal)or  within  the  next  few  days. 

A  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
consisting  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Nebra.ska  [Mr.  Nobkis], 
the  senior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh],  and  myself  held 
extensive  hearings  on  the  question  of  lat>or  injunctions.  For 
purposes  of  discussions  and  study,  the  committee  submitted  an 
amendment  to  Senate  bill  1482,  introduced  by  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Minnesota  (Mr.  Shipstkad]. 

The  sul>cotnmittee  took  such  action  with  the  understanding 
that  it  was  not  to  be  considered  the  final  word  or  even  that 
members  of  the  sul)committee  were  pledged  to  It 

8inc(>  then  I  have  given  much  thonght  and  study  to  the  issue, 
and  I  And  an  array  of  opinions  by  constitutional  lawyers  In  this 
body,  and  by  Supreme  Court  decisions,  questioning  our  attempt 
to  regulate  the  ase  of  the  equity  procewi  In  so-called  labtn*  dis- 
putes, while  not  applying  the  same  process  to  other  groups  of 
citizens. 

Beginning  with  discussions  In  this  body  when  Senators  were 
considering  the  Rhermiin  antitrust  bill  in  1S90.  on  up  to  the 
lat<'»«t  d^-t-islons  by  the  Supreme  Court,  these  authorities  and 
students  have  held  that  lat>or  can  not  be  placed  apart  from  other 
HtlTenti, 

Ttie  Supreme  Court  said  the  last  word  on  this  matter  In 
1921  In  the  Tmax  cnae  (Truax  r.  Corrlgan.  257  U.  8.  S12) 
when  It  declared  unconstitutional  a  part  of  the  Clayton  law 
which  had  been  written  Into  the  Constitution  and  Revised  Stat- 
utes of  Arizona,  and  which  derlanHl  that  no  Injunction  shall  be 
issued  by  any  court  of  that  State  in  any  case  betwe<»n  an  em- 
ployer or  employed.  In  setting  aside  this  law  the  Supreme 
Court  pointed  out  that  It  only  applied  to  labor  and  not  to  com- 
peting restaurant  keepers  in  the  event  that  they  inaugurated  a 
similar  boycott  campiilgn  against  the  plaintiflTs  In  error. 

I  am  callin?  attention  at  this  time  to  the  uniform  holdings  of 
constitutional  authorities  and  conrt  decisions  so  that  the  same 
may  be  conslderefl  In  connection  with  any  bill  relating  to  In- 
junctions by  FPflernl  courts,  and  to  stimulate  di.scusslon  of 
proi)osed  anti-injunction  legislation.  , 

BQCALrrr  bkfore  thu  law 

When  Congress  came  to  consider  the  antitrust  bill  Introduced 
by  Senator  Sherman  December  4,  18S9.  the  discussion  had  not 
gone  very  far  before  It  Inx^me  apparent  that  the  bill  would 
apply  to  organized  lalK)r  as  well  as  to  industrial  trasts.  Sena- 
tor George,  of  Mississippi,  who  was  one  of  the  first  to  raise  the 
question,  .said : 

The  object  of  that  orfrnnizatlon  [Knights  of  Lalwr],  as  I  understand. 
•  •  •  la  to  increase  the  price  of  their  wages.  Now.  Iucr«>a8lng  the 
price  of  wages  hss  a  tendency,  in  tbe  language  of  this  bill,  to  Increase 
the  price  of  the  products  of  labor. 

And  Senator  Teller,  of  Colorado,  observed : 

I  believe  this  bill  will  go  further  than  control  great  trusts.  I  be- 
lieve it  will  Interfere  with  the  Knights  of  Labor  as  an  organization. 
While  I  have  never  been  very  much  In  lore  with  the  Knights  of  Labor, 
because  of  some  of  their  methods,  yet  their  right  to  combine  for  their 
mutual  protection  and  for  their  advancement  can  not  be  denied. 
While  In  many  InAtances  I  think  they  have  gone  beyond  what  they 
should  have  done,  beyond  what  was  legitimate  and  proper,  yet  on  the 
whole  we  can  not  deny  to  the  laborers  of  the  country  the  opportunity 
to  combine  either  for  the  purpose  of  putting  up  the  price  of  their  labor 
or  securing  to  themselves  a  better  position  in  tbe  world,  provided 
always,  of  course,  that  they  use  lawful  means.  I  do  not  believe  the 
mere  fact  of  combining  to  secure  to  themselves  a  half  dollar  a  day  more 
wages  or  greater  Influence  and  power  In  the  country  can  be  said  to  be 
sn  unlawful   combination. 

Then  he  offered  a  suggestion  that  the  bill  be  amended,  using 
In  substance  the  following  language: 

I  know — 

He  says — 
that  nobody  here  proposes  to  Interfere  with  the  class  of  men  [Isborers 
and  fanners]  I  have  mentioned.  •  •  •  And  while  I  am  exceed- 
ingly anxious  myself  to  join  in  anything  that  shall  break  up  and 
destroy  these  unholy  combinations  [trusts]  •  •  •  I  want  to  be 
careful  that  in  doing  that  we  do  not  do  more  damage  titan  we  do 
good.     •     •     •     Therefore  I  suggest  that  the  Senators  who  have  thla 


subject  In   charge  give  It  special  attention,   and  by  a   little  modifica- 
tion It  may  be  possible  to  relieve  the  bill  of  any  doubt  on  that  point. 

To  this  suggestion  Senator  Sherman  gave  as  a  response : 

Combinations  of  worklngmen.  to  promote  their  Interests,  promote  their 
welfare,  and  Increase  their  pay,  if  you  please,  to  get  their  fair  shsre  in 
the  division  of  production,  are  not  affected  in  the  slightest  degree,  nor 
can  they  be  included  In  the  words  or  Intent  of  the  bill  as  now  reported. 

The  anxiety,  however,  of  several  Members  of  the  Senate- 
Senator  H(»ar,  of  Massachusetts,  and  Senator  Stewart,  of 
Nevada — was  not  yet  allayed.  They  were  still  concerned  lest 
the  "first  prosecutions"  under  the  statute  "be  brought  against 
combination  of  producers  and  latK)rer8  whose  combinations  tend 
to  raise  the  cost  of  commtxllties  to  the  consumer."  The  ques- 
tion continued  to  be  raised  with  growing  Insistence  until  finally 
it  became  manifest,  as  Senator  Sherman  admitted,  that  In  order 
"  to  avoid  confusion  "  the  bill  would  have  to  be  amended.  Ac- 
cordingly, Senator  Sherman  himself,  while  frankly  disclaiming 
its  necessity,  submitted  the  following  proviso: 

Thst  this  act  shall  not  l>e  construed  to  apply  to  any  arrang«'ments. 
agreementa.  or  combinations  between  laborers  made  with  the  view  of 
lessening  the  number  of  honrs  of  labor  or  increasing  their  wages ;  nor  to 
any  arrangements,  agreementa,  or  combinations  smong  persons  engaged 
in  horticulture  or  agriculture  nude  with  tbe  view  of  enhancing  the  price 
of  agricultural  or  horticultural  prodoets. 

The  provlar>  was  adopted,  but  it  was  no  sooner  embodied  in 
the  hill  than  Senator  Edmunds  launched  an  attack  against  it 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  "  indefensible  in  prlncii^e."  In 
Senator  Edmunds's  speech  the  following  is  found : 

If  we  sre  to  bare  equality,  as  we  onght  to  have.  If  the  coatblnation 
on  the  one  side  is  to  be  prohibited,  tbe  combination  on  the  other  side 
must  be  prohibited  or  tbere  will  be  certain  destruction  in  tbe  end. 

The  pf»sItlon  taken  by  Senator  Edmunds  was  controverted  by 
Senator  Hoar,  who  claimed  that  equality  is  not  necessary,  using 
the  following  words: 

When  you  are  speaking  of  providing  to  regulate  the  transactions  of 
men  who  are  making  corners  In  wheat  or  In  Iron  •  •  •  jqu  ^f^ 
aiming  Ht  a  mere  commercial  transaction,  the  beginning  and  the  end 
of  which  la  the  making  of  money  for  the  parties  and  nothing  else. 
That  Is  the  only  relation  that  transaction  has  to  the  States.  But  when 
a  laborer  is  trying  to  raise  his  wages  or  is  endeavoring  to  shorten  the 
hours  of  his  labor,  he  is  dealing  with  something  that  touches  closely, 
more  closely  than  anything  else,  the  Government  and  the  character  of 
the  State  Itself. 

Senator  Hoar's  argument  makes  a  distinction  between  com- 
mercial combination,  the  only  purpt>se  of  which  Is  to  extort  from 
the  community  and  apply  to  Individual  use  wealth  which  ought 
to  be  properly  and  lawfully  diffused  over  the  whole  community. 
Rut  in  labor  combinations  it  was  not  only  proper  but  wise  to 
permit  and  even  encourage  them,  because  when  we  do — 

We  are  permitting  and  encouraging  what  is  not  only  lawful,  wise,  and 
profitable  but  absolutely  essential  to  the  existence  of  the  Commonwealth 
Itself. 

Senator  Hoar's  position,  however,  was  overruled  by  the  Sen- 
ate which  passed  the  Sherman  law  of  1890,  the  first  section  of 
which  reads  as  follows: 

Every  contract,  combination  In  the  form  of  trust  or  otherwise,  or 
conspiracy.  In  restraint  of  trade  or  commerce  among  the  several  States, 
or  with  foreign  nations.  Is  hereby  declared  to  tie  lIlegaL 

This  Is  a  ciiminal  statute  and  forbids  every  conceivable  kind 
of  combination  in  Interstate  and  foreign  commerce.  It  is  a 
criminal  statute  covering  all  persons  within  the  Jurisdiction. 
While  the  wis<lom  of  enacting  this  statute  might  well.  In  the 
light  of  develoiHnents,  be  questioned.  It  can  not  be  said  that  It 
olTends  against  the  principle  of  equality  before  the  law.  To 
have  exempted  organizations  of  labor  would  necessarily  have 
given  them  a  status  either  above  or  below,  but  certainly  different 
from  that  of  the  citizen,  and  to  have  done  so  would,  in  the  light 
of  expressions  and  decisions  coming  from  ♦he  Supreme  Court, 
have  been  held  uncrxistitutlonal.  ^Vhen  in  the  Danbury  Hatters' 
case  (Loewe  r.  Lawler,  223  U.  S.  729)  It  was  argued  before  the 
Supreme  Court  that  the  Sherman  antitrust  law  had  no  applica- 
tion to  labor  organizations,  the  court  said : 

Tbe  act  makes  no  distinction  between  classea,  trat  provided  that  every 
contract,  combination,  or  conspiracy  In  restraint  of  trade  was  Illegal, 
whether  the  restraint  of  trade  was  effected  by  combinations  of  Isborers 
or  employers.  Moreover,  apart  from  the  acts  of  threat  and  coercion 
employed  to  destroy  the  plalntirs  trade  In  hats,  the  purpose  of  this 
combination  was  Itself  objectionable.  It  "aimed  at  compelling  third 
parties  and  strangers  involuntarily  not  to  engage  In  tbe  coarse  of  trade 
except  on  the  conditions  that  the  combination  imposes." 
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case  came  to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  on  the  ground  of 
whether  the  court  had  jurisdiction  or  not.  The  court  held  that 
jurisdiction  had  been  conferred  by  section  4.  The  conviction  was 
upheld.  Tlie  court  held  further  that  it  had  no  power  to  review 
the  facts  that  caused  the  sentence  for  contempt.  Thus,  by  con- 
ferring equity  Jurisdiction  on  the  courts  for  the  purpose  of  iwe- 
renting  the  dotation  of  the  Sherman  Law,  Congress  swept  away 
trial  by  Jury. 

In  the  Bucks  Store  and  Range  case  (Gompers  v.  Bu(du  Stove 
&  Range  Co.,  221  U.  S.  418)  the  Amerienn  Federation  of  Labor 
was  enjoined  from  publishing  the  name  of  the  Bucks  Stove  k 
Range  Co.  as  "  unfair  "  ou  its  "  We  do  not  patronize "  list 
These  activities,  according  to  the  allegations  of  the  plaintiffs, 
were  very  effective;  many  orders  were  canceled,  and  the  com- 
pany's business  in  general  suffered  considerable  diminution.  The 
Injunction  was  disregarded,  and  Gompers,  Mitc4iell,  and  Morri- 
son were  adjudged  guilty  of  contempt  of  court  and  sentenced 
to  prison  for  1  year,  9  months,  and  6  months,  re(f)eetlvely.  (221 
U.  S.  418. )  On  a  writ  of  certiorari  the  case  was  brought  before 
the  Supreme  Court.  Here  the  chief  argiuuent  of  the  plaintiffs 
in  error  was  based  on  the  contention  that  the  injunction  consti- 
tuted an  abridgment  of  their  constitutional  liberty  of  speech  and 
freedom  of  the  press ;  that  the  Injunction  as  a  whole  was  a  nul- 
lity, and  therefore  no  contempt  pnxjeedings  could  l)e  maintained 
for  any  disobedience  of  its  provlsion.s. 

The  court,  however,  took  an  entirely  different  view  of  the 
question  at  bar.  The  Injunction,  the  conrt  said,  raised  no  ques- 
tion as  to  the  abridgment  of  free  speech,  but  Involved  "  the  power 
of  a  court  of  equity  to  enjoin  the  defendants  from  continuing  a 
boycott  which,  by  words  and  signals,  printed  or  si)oken,  caused 
or  threatened  irreparable  damage."  Thus  the  amendment  to 
the  C-onstitution  guaranteeing  free  sjjeech  and  free  press  is 
swept  away  by  Congress  in  conferring  equity  Jurisdiction  on  the 
court  in  order  to  prevent  the  violation  of  a  criminal  statute. 

In  the  case  of  Duplex  Printing  Press  Co.  v.  Deering  (254  U.  S. 
443-465)  the  Duplex  Printing  Press  Co.  brou^t  a  suit  In  equity 
In  the  District  Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  New  York 
praying  for  an  Injunction  to  restrain  a  course  of  conduct  car- 
ried on  by  defendants  in  that  district  and  vldnity  In  maintain- 
ing a  boycott  against  the  products  of  complainant's  factory  in 
furtherance  of  a  con.spiracy  to  injure  and  destroy  its  good  will, 
trade,  and  buslm^ss — especially  to  obstruct  and  destroy  its  inter- 


the  equity  power  and  proceedings  to  prerent  Its  violations,  had 
left  tbe  road  clear  to  set  aside  the  thirteenth  amendment  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  iM-ovlding  that — 

Neither  slavery  nor  involuntary  servitude,  except  aa  a  punishment  for 
crime,  whereof  tbe  party  shall  have  been  duly  convicted,  shall  exist 
within  the  United  SUtea,  or  any  place  subject  to  their  jorisdleUon. 

This  was  done  by  the  injunction  ordering  tbe  workers  to 
cease  their  consirfracy  of  Inaction.  The  workers  had  no  means 
of  proving  their  obedience  to  the  Injunction,  except  hy  moving, 
setting  up,  repairinc,  and  using  the  piess.  If  they  refused,  they 
would  be  dlSM)eylng  the  injunction,  and  would  be  sent  to  prison 
for  contempt.  Thus  did  Congress,  in  enacting  section  4,  sweep 
away  the  protection  which  the  thirteenth  amendment  is  sup- 
posed to  give  to  all  persotts  within  the  United  States. 

In  the  case  of  the  Bedford  (."ut  Stone  Ca  v.  Joumejrmen  Stone 
Cutters'  Association  of  North  America  (274  U.  8.  37),  decided 
April  11,  1927,  tbe  court  follows  the  reasoning  used  and  decision 
uttered  in  the  case  of  Duplex  IMnting  Press  Co.  against 
Deering.  According  to  the  dissenting  <»piiiion.  Ccmgress  in  pass- 
ing the  Sherman  Act  "created  a  eoudition  that  reminds  of  in- 
voluntary servitude."  In  this  case  there  were  no  threats,  no 
intlmidatious,  and  no  direct  interfetvnce  with  the  products  of 
tbe  company ;  such  interference  as  there  was  consisted  in  re- 
fusing to  fluisb  the  cutting  of  tbe  stone  so  that  it  might  be  placed 
in  the  building.  It  was  not  in  the  doing  of  something  injurious 
to  the  proiterty.  It  was  the  failure  to  do  the  thing  which  the 
company  desired  done,  which  resulted  in  loss  and  Injury  to  the 
company.  The  (xily  way  In  which  the  company  could  be  served 
by  the  court  was  in  some  way  to  compel  those  who  had  the 
necessary  skill  to  do  the  work  to  do  It.  The  constitutional  pro- 
vision of  the  Stone  Cutters'  Union,  when  adopted,  was  not 
directed  specifically  against  the  Bedford  (^t  Stone  Co. ;  It  was  a 
voluntary  agreement  adopted  by  the  members  of  a  voluntary 
association  to  the  effect  that  no  Individual  member  would  flntsh 
the  cutting  of  stone,  the  cutting  of  which  had  l)een  l>egun  by 
men  hostile  to  their  organizati<m.  If  It  be  tme  that  an  act  done 
by  an  individual  is  perfectly  lawful  and  in  accordance  with  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  it  certainly  ought  to  be  true 
that  the  nature  of  the  act  can  not  be  changed  whMi  two  or  more 
a^ee  to  do  the  same  act.  To  deny  this  is  to  deny  the  funda- 
mental  American    concept   of   Individual    freedom ;   and    when 
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■nd^r  tbia  ConctltatloB.   the  laws  of  tb«  United   tUtes.  and  trmtles 
Buid«,  or  whldi  sluill  be  made,  ander  tbelr  aatbority. 

There  la  a  fundamental  distinction  between  law  and  equity. 
In  the  definitions  of  law  as  found  on  page  668  of  Bouvier's 
Law  Dictionary  this  definition  la  ouide  dear.    It  defines  law  as — 

Tbe  doctrlnea  and  procednre  of  tbe  commoD  law  of  Kngland  and 
Amrrtca.  m  dlstlngnUhed  from  tbooe  of  e<iuit7. 

In  deflnli«  equity,  standard  textboi>ks  and  law  dictionaries 
Bunimarize  the  law  as  follows: 

Tbe  apptlcattoa  of  riabt  aod  Justice  to  tbe  legal  adjustment  of  dlf- 
fereocw  wber*  ti>«  law.  by  reason  of  Its  onirerMUity.  is  deficient 
•  •  •  that  aystMn  of  Jurlsprudfocc  which  ctimprebenda  every  matter 
of  law  for  wbicb  tbe  common  law  proTid<.-a  no  remedy  •  •  •  gprlng- 
lag  orlglaally  from  tbe  royal  prerogatlTe  •  •  •  moderating  tbe 
barshnen  of  tbe  common  law  "  according  to  good  eoBadencec" 

The  avowed  principle  upon  wblcb  tbe  Jurisdiction  was  at  first  exer- 
elaed  was  tb«  administration  of  Justice  according  to  bones ty,  equity, 
and  conscience. 

In  tb«  rclgn  of  RIcbard  II  two  petitions  addressed  to  ttie  King  and 
LorAs  of  PartiMDeBt  were  sent  to  Om  cbancery  to  be  beard,  wltb  tbe 
direction.  **  Let  there  be  done,  by  tbe  authority  of  Parliament,  that 
wblcb  rlgbt  and  reaaoa  and  good  faith  and  good  eonsdCBce  demand  In 
tbe  case."      iBourler's  Law  Dtctlooary.  p.  30».) 

From  this  definition  It  must  be  plain  that  whenever  equity 
has  Jurisdiction  It  supersedes  and  sets  aside  all  laws,  including 
constitutional  prorisious  and  limitations,  in  order  that  Justice 
might  be  done  according  to  the  conscience  of  the  Judge  sitting 
in  equity.  As  equity  came  to  the  Unite<l  States  It  had  no  juris- 
diction except  to  protect  property  wh«i  there  was  no  r^ncdy 
at  law.  And  within  these  limits  tiie  Jurisdiction  of  the  equity 
court  can  not  be  denied  in  any  court.  State  or  National 

The  Jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  courts  ia  well  stated,  as 
follows : 

In  America  tbe  federal  conrta  Imve  cqaity  powers  oader  tbe  Consti- 
tutioB.  wliere  an  adeqnate  remedy  at  law  does  not  exist.  (R.  B.,  sec 
T2S:  140  U.  B.  lOB:  Id.  OM;  138  Id.  146.)  TIm  adeqoata  remedy  at 
law.  wlkleb  la  Um  teat  of  tbe  equlubte  Jurladictloa  of  tba  courts  of  tbe 
raited  States.  Is  Utat  which  axlated  when  tbe  Jodieiary  act  of  1T80 
was  adopted,  nnleas  sabaequently  cfaanged  by  Congrasa.  (121  U.  B.  201.) 
Tbt  aqnlty  Jartedletioa  eoafprrcd  on  the  Pedermi  eoorta  ia  tba  saoM  tbat 
tbe  bigb  eo«rt  at  ckaacwj  ia  Bagland  posasssw,  Is  sabjaet  to  ndtbcr 


the  United  Statea  [to  strikes  and  boycotts]  without  very  clear  lantoiage. 
Su^b  language  I  do  not  find  in  tbe  aUtute.  (U.  8.  v.  Patterson.  &o  Fed. 
Rei).   606.) 

t  will  be  noted  Judpe  Putnam  does  not  question  the  rlprht  of 
Co  ifrress  to  pass  such  a  law.  He  simply  states  that  if  tlioy  had 
intended  so  to  do  they  would  have  nsfnl  more  clear  and  definite 
lax  gunge.  Thus,  we  have  one  court  holding  that  the  Sherman 
Act  was  deliberately  framed  to  Include  labor  organizations 
wlJle  the  otheT  maintains  with  equal  assurance  that  there  was 
no  reason  to  believe  that  Congress  intended  to  make  the  ac- 
tivities of  labor  unions  am«iable  to  the  provisions  of  the  act, 
wl  bout  clear  lanjruage  to  that  effect. 

5o  much  for  the  consciences  of  Judges  sitting  in  district 
courts.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  sitting  In 
eq  lity,  obeying  Its  conscience  and  applying  the  rule  of  reason, 
found  nothing  wrong  with  the  Steel  Trust  (United  States  v. 
Urlte^l  States  Steel  Corporation  et  al.,  251  U.  S.  417),  denied 
th( !  prayer  for  an  injunction  and  the  motion  for  its  dissolution ; 
wMle  in  the  Bedford  Cut  Stone  ca.se  (Bedford  Co.  v.  Stone 
Cutters  Association.  274  U.  S.  87)  It  rejecte<l  the  application  of 
th(  rule  of  reason  and  sent  the  stonecutters  back  to  work  In 
or  er  to  protect  the  sales  values  of  the  partly  cut  stone. 

:U)mlng  to  the  Debs  case  (158  U.  S.  5C4)  Judge  Woods 
de  lied  absolutely  the  construction  that  had  been  placed  upon 
th' '  section  by  Judge  Putnam,  and  in  so  doing  used  the  following 
lajiguage: 

'  Pbat  the  original  design — 
Jays  Judge  Woods — 

to  sapprem  trusts  and  monopolies  created  by  contract  or  combination 
wa  B  adhered  to.  Is  dear ;  but  It  is  equally  clear  that  a  further  and  more 
coi  nprebensive  purpose  came  to  be  entertained,  and  was  embodied  in  tbe 
flnil  form  of  tiie  enactment.  Combinations  are  condemned,  not  only 
wten  they  take  tbe  form  of  trusta,  but  in  whatever  form  found,  if  ttiey 
be  in  restraint  of  trade. 

An  injmiction  was  issued  and  di-sobeyed.  As  a  result,  Eugene 
EKbs  was  setiteikced  to  six  mouths'  imprisonment  for  coutempt. 
Tl  e  case  came  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Uuited  States  on  the 
cliim  that  the  commitment  was  not  within  the  constitutional 
pa  irer  and  jurisdiction  of  tbe  circuit  court.  A  serious  objection 
to  equity  jurisdiction  was  raised  on  the  ground  that  It  afforded 
th»  court  a  right  to  punish  for  contempt,  which  denied  the  right 
I  of  trial  bj  jury.    Ttw  point  was  overruled  by  the  court,  and  th« 
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tad  ntonopr>lie«.  baa  bM«  tmt«d  mritlfDlly  and  wltb  co«- 
j0t„mion  -wrcltnllj  in  the  dlsmisaal  of  cotnplalots,  tad  with 
comiMtmlon  in  coii*«nt  dtn-r^en. 

■Bin  SION  or  THK  TABW 

The  n<>iiate,  as  In  Committ(«  of  the  Whole,  reRamed  the  eon- 
aldtrntjon  of  the  bill  (U.  K.  2067)  to  provide  rerenoe,  to 
regulate  cowmerve  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourajse  tbe 
liidu>tn«M  of  tbe  United  Btate^,  to  protect  AniericMn  labor,  and 
for  otbtT  parpii«e«. 

]tlr.  THo&iAH  of  Idaho.  Mr.  I*n^dent.  I  aubmlt  a  ftate- 
ment  by  Mr.  A.  M.  LfNxnis.  secretary  of  tbe  National  Dairy 
Union,  relative  to  tbe  flexible  tariff,  whi<:b  1  ask  may  be  printed 
in  the  Rkoko  and  lie  on  the  table. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordwed  to  lie  on 
tbe  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcobo,  aa  follows: 

Taa  NanoKAL  DaniT  Cwtoif, 

Oryica  or  SacasTaar, 

Wtmhimffttm,  D.  C. 
T*  th0  Mrmhen  cf  l*«  VnUrd  Btatn  BtnaU. 

OBHTLaMaa :  Tbe  writer  leytesenta  In  WasbtnKton  tlie  American 
Dairy  Pederatlon,  a  federation  of  national  organisations  In  tlw  dairy 
iBdnstry  (sec  list  of  attached),  th«  National  Dairy  Union,  made  op  of 
creameries  located  la  almom  evny  State  In  tbe  United  Mateo,  and  tbe 
Amertcnn  Association  of  Or^ftmery  Bntter  Manufaetorers,  made  up  of 
the  manufacturers  of  scNnetblng  like  700,000,000  pounds  of  Intter  an- 
nua I  ly,  about  one-baU  of  all  that  la  made  in  tbe  United  States. 

Taking  cognisance  of  the  differ eneeo  of  o|>iRton  which  have  developed 
as  to  the  eoadnaanco  of  the  flexible  tariff  proviso  at  the  present  tariff 
law.  of  efforts  which  are  being  ssade  to  improva  It.  and  of  other  efforts 
which  are  betng  aade  to  destroy  it.  it  hceDasea  a  doty  which  our  great 
tedustry  owto  to  CDngreaa  and  to  the  paMlc  to  stata  brtcdy  our  vlewa 
and  our  wlaheo  In  this  regard.  Ia  making  tbla  stateownt  I  speak 
gonerally  for  the  federation,  as  I  do  not  liave  specific  aathoiity  to 
rcprcMBt  Ita  Bnita,  hot  I  speak  deCtnltety  for  the  National  Dairy  Union 
•s  Ita  oacxetary.  and  for  the  American  AsaoeiatJon  of  Oeaawry  Batter 
Maantacturers  aa  its  Waatilngton  reprcaentstlve. 

The  dairy  tedvstry  of  the  United  States  haa  been  in  dooe  contact 
with  the  operations  of  the  flexible  tariff  proviso  of  tbe  prcaant  law. 
Vartoaa  saetloas  of  the  Industry  have  pruMcnted  cases  wliieh  have  won 
tor  the  induatry  great  beoeata.  Other  sections  of  tbe  Industry  have 
dsfeoded  themaalvcs  against  caaes  brought  by  other  Intereata,  and  while 
eoBccmed  ahoot  tbe  aeeessity  for  such  actloB,  have  ftmnd  tliat  the 
law  aad  Ita  opcratloa  and  application  was  fair,  Inipartlal.  and  capable 
of  lielag  handled  so  tlMt  sobatantlal  Justice  followed. 

We  have  toonA  that  tbe  taw  which  was  passed  as  a  trial  metlM>d  to 
provide  fbr  aaaential  chaages  In  tariff  rates  between  tlmea  of  con- 
gressional revision  was  cumbercorae  and  In  part  ineffective.  We  have 
also  found  that  under  this  law  &grirultural  people  bestirred  themaelves 
to  ktok  after  their  own  interests,  and  that  as  a  result  agriculture  is 
now  Bubatantiaily  represented  on  tbe  commission,  and  that  tbe  eom> 
BilMtion  has  done  siueb  good  work. 

While  wa  liave  experieaced  tbe  defects  of  the  preseat  law  we  have 
found  that  even  in  Its  prvs«nt  form  it  wa«  ranch  better  than  being 
forced  to  wait  years  for  gt^neral  congreaaiuBal  reviaiona  when  economic 
cooditlona  bad  clMtnged  so  that  certain  details  of  exlating  rates  were 
made  entlrv-Iy  Inadequate. 

Wa  betlt've  that  tbe  defects  of  the  law  can  be  In  tbe  otain  remedied  by 
the  wiadom  of  Ita  friends  in  tbe  Senate,  so  that  the  Tariff  Commission 
can  act  safely,  rapidly,  and  eertaialy  when  tariff  (bangea  are  neteKauiry, 
aad  act  la  such  a  way  that  they  will  fully  represent  Congreas.  Tike 
subKtitntlon  of  a  fall  survey  of  tbe  competitive  conditions  in  the  domestk* 
market  aa  to  any  specific  commodity,  wbicb,  of  courae.  Includes  iMth 
donieatlc  and  foreign  oosta  of  transportation  to  such  market  iUHtcad  of 
tba  ImpoMlble-to-aaccrtaln  "  foreign  costa  of  productlou  "  will  undoubt- 
edly go  tar  toward  such  a  SKMt  dealrabie  end. 

Tito  executlTe  action  by  the  I^reaident,  who  la  charged  aa  to  alt  acts 
0t  Coogresa  with  power  of  approval  or  veto,  la  a  neceaaary  coocomitant 
of  any  fiexlbte  tariff  law.  To  await  any  alower  method  of  puttias  a 
aeedod  change  into  effect  la  to  waive  ttie  neceaslty  for  tixe  taw  itself. 
To  apply  ehaagea  automatically,  would  deny  tbe  applicatioo  to  a  dele- 
gated act  of  Coagreas  of  tbe  veto  check  which  is  an  esaeatial  unit  in 
the  whole  coastiiutloaal  aystem  of  checks  aod  balaacm. 

Tbe  ptialtlon  of  our  industry  therefore  ia  (bat  a  floxiUe  proviso  better 
tiMB  tite  prvt>«nt  one,  eorrrctcd  to  provide  f<>r  morv  definite  and  effective 
•daUnlstratloB  should  be  writtea  aud  rcauUn  la  tlic  bill ;  that  subatan- 
tlally  the  same  kind  of  a  Tariff  Commlaslon  as  now  exists  abould  be 
contlutt<-d ;  and  that  the  right  of  approval  or  veto,  aad  if  approval,  of 
•nforccment  of  rrcuinoicndsd  tariff  changwa  ahoaid  coBtlnue  ia  tbe  bands 
«t  the  Prcatdent. 

Toon  rcapcetfullj, 

A.  H.  Looius. 

I  I^ST  or  OaaamaAnowa  Makiwo  itf  Thb  AmaicAa  DaisT  FaDaaarioii 
I  "  The  Aaerlcaa  Dairy  jnederatloa  "  la  a  comprelieaalve  organisation 
\  at  tbe  dairy  iaiiastry.  It  is  made  up  of  national  organizations  in 
i  various  branebM  of  tills  industry,  indudlng  tbe  foUowinc: 
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MBMBaS   OtRA*f1UTTO«S 

Allied  •tatea  Cream'-rlcs  A«sociatloB  ;  .Kmmrieto  Gonnsey  Cattle  Club ; 
Ayri  hire  Breeders'  AMto^-iatlon ;  O^tifltN]  Milk  Producers  Association ; 
Dally  and  Ice  Crtnra  Machinery  sn<I  SoppIlfM  Asaoolation  ;  International 
Association  of  Milk  Dealers  ;  National  AKSociatlon  of  Ice  Cl'eam  Manfac- 
tntm;  National  Creamery  Batter  Makers  Asaodation  ;  National  Dairy 
CoBBclI :  Ameflcaa  Assoeiatloa  of  Creamery  Butter  Manufacturers ; 
American  Jersey  Cattle  Club;  Brown  Swiss  Cattle  Breeders'  Association; 
Daily  Farm  and  Trade  Press;  Hol«teln-Frlf*ian  Ansoclatlon  of  .America  ; 
Nat  onal  Association  of  Dairy  Supply  Hou'»«? ;  National  Cheese  Instl- 
tutej;  National  Dairy  Association ;  and  National  Dairy  Union. 

HOKOBAXT    MEMBERS 

American    Dairy    Science   Association ;    Bureau    of    Agricultural    Bco- 
1,  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture ;  aad  Bureau  of  Dairy 
Ind^atry,  Uuited  States  Department  of  Agrk-ulture, 

cxacunvB   commit 


Fraxier 

Kendrick 

Sheppard 

Goorge 

Keyes 

KImmons 

Olllett 

King 

Iji  Follette 

Smith 

Glass 

Smoot 

Glenn 

UcKellar 

Steck 

Goff 

McNary 
Metcalf 

Steiwer 

Goldsbo  rough 

Rtipliens 

Gould 

Moses 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Greene 

Norris 

Thomas,  Ok  la. 

Uale 

Nye 

Towns»'tid 

Harris 

Oddle 

Trammel  1 

Harrison 

Overman 

Tydinga 

Uatfl'ld 

Patterson 

Viindeol>erg 

Hnwes 

Phipps 

Wagner 
WaU-ott 

H.iyden 

Pin*- 

He(>ert 

Pittman 

Walsh,  Masa. 

Heflln 

lUnsdell 

Wai.sb.  Mont. 

Howell 

RtH-il 

Warren 

Jobnaon 

R(  binj»n.  Ark. 

Waterman 

Jones 

Robinson,  iud. 

Watmtn 

Kean 

SchaU 

Wheeler 

J.  Olorer,  ^rt  Atlctnson,  Wis.,  ctialmuin ;  C.  Oscar  Ewing,  Lotils- 
vlIlA  Ky. :  W.  L.  Cherry,  Cedar  Rapids.  Iowa  ;  K.  M.  Bailey.  Plttsburth, 
Pa.     C  L.  HllU  Rosendale,  WU. ;  Georse  L.   iltKay,  Chicago,   lU.    (de- 
ceased) :  and  W.  A.  Wentworth,  Columbus,  Ohio. 
Tours  respectfully, 

A.   J.  OLOvaa,  President. 
A.  M.  LooMiB,  8«cretarf. 

Mr.  BROrSSARD  obtained  the  floor. 

1 1.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
i  yle  d  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 
I  r.  BROrSSARD.     I  yield. 
1  r.  McKELLAR.     I  suK^est  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
1  he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  CiUl  the  roll. 
Ihe  Chief  Clerk  called  tbe  roll,  and  tbe  following  Senators 
ans  wered  to  their  names : 

Asb  irst 

Bar  [ley 

Bini  rbaa 

BU  k 

Blaine 

RIei  se 

Bor  lb 
I  Bra  ton 
I  Bro  ± 
i  Broitkbart 

Broisaard 

C'ap>er 

Carrway 

Con:  lally 

Coui  lena 

Cutling 

I>ah 

r>in 

Edg. 
Kes< 

Flet  rber 

Ihe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-four  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  Senator 
froiu  Louisiana  [Mr.  Biu»t<S8AauJ  is  entitled  to  the  tloor. 

1 T.  BROU8SARD.  Mr.  President,  we  have  been  sereral 
moi  ths  engaged  In  this  special  sesRlon,  the  object  nnd  purpose 
of  '^hlch  was  expre.-^sed  by  the  President  of  the  United  States 
in  als  proclamation  convening  the  Ctmgress,  Issued  on  the  7th 
of    darch.  1929,  as  follows : 

\^  hereas  legislation  to  effect  further  agrlcultuml  relief  and  legisla- 
tion for  limited  changes  of  the  tariff  can'  not  In  justice  to  our  farmers, 
our  labor,  and  our  mannf.icturers  be  postponed  :     •     •     • 

anc   as  further  siiecified  in  his  mes.sage  to  the  Congress,  dated 
Apill  16.  1929,  as  follows: 

III  considering  tbe  tariff  for  other  Indnrtrie*  than  agriculture,  w« 
find  that  there  have  been  economic  shifts  ne<.-e8»iitating  a  reiidjuotment 
of  loaae  of  the  tariff  schedules.  Seven  years  of  experience  under  tbe 
tarlf  bUl  enacted  In  1822  have  demonstrated  tbe  wisdom  of  Congress 
In  Ibe  enactment  of  tlut  measure.  On  ttie  whole  It  has  worked  well. 
In  the  main  our  wages  have  t>een  maintained  at  bigb  levels ;  our  ex- 
por  a  and  Imports  have  steadily  increased;  with  seme  exceptions  our 
mai  nfacturing  Induvtrles  have  been  prosperous.  Nevertheless,  economic 
ehaiges  have  taken  place  during  that  time,  which  have  placed  certain 
doneatlc  prodocta  at  a  diaadvantage  and  new  Indnstries  have  come  into 
belig.  all  of  which  creates  the  nec«*sKlly  for  some  limited  clkanges  In 
the  schedules  and  In  tlM  administrative  clauses  of  tbe  laws  as  written 
In     »22.     •     •     • 

This  latter  reference  appears  In  tbe  meHsage  after  the  Presi- 
de! t  had  referred  at  length  to  the  unsatisfactory  uud  almost 
de«  ^ente  condition  of  agriculture  in  the  country,  aud  the  ne- 
cea  lity  amply  to  protect  agriculture  by  tbe  advancement  of 
mt»  on  the  produi'ts  of  the  farmer. 

I  .etiliaiug  fully  the  competition  of  products  of  the  Philippine 
liiij  iMla  with  our  agricultoral  products,  I  determined  to  do  wbat- 
ever  I  could  to  remedy  the  matter  and  to  grant  relief  to  the 
^mers  of  tbe  Nation.    Consequently,  on  September  9,  1929,  I 


state  trade.  The  dLvtrict  court  denied  the  injunction  on  the 
grounds  which  it  found  in  the  Clayton  Act  An  appeal  was 
taken,  and  tbe  court  of  appeals,  in  a  decision  of  two  to  one,  up- 
held the  lower  court.  The  case  then  came  to  the  Supreme  Court 
Ecjuity  is  concerned  with  the  protection  of  property,  and  here  is 
a  question  in  which  there  is  no  injury  contemplated  or  threat- 
ened to  the  prc^)erty  as  8U<4i.  The  trouble  which  the  company 
had  was  that  if  the  defendants  were  conspiring  at  all,  they  were 
conspiring  to  leave  the  printing  press  alone.  That  the  company 
would  suffer  in  its  business  by  such  a  conduct  Is  undeniable. 
If  the  press  was  not  hauled  from  the  railroad  depot  where  Its 
interstate  transportation  ended  to  the  place  where  It  was  to  be 
set  up  and  used,  and  if  no  mechanics  were  willing  to  set  it  up  <x- 
repair  It  and  if  no  iM«8smen  were  willing  to  use  it  It  is  mani- 
fest that  Its  sales  price  would  materially  suffer,  if  not  vanish. 
Congress  having  conferred  equity  jurisdiction  on  the  com-t  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  violations  of  the  Sherman  antitrust 
law.  It  had  in  fact  authorized  the  court  to  hold  that  good  will, 
trade,  and  business  is  property.  This  the  court  did  in  the  fol- 
lowing language: 

That  complainant's  business  of  manufacturing  printing  presses  and 
disposing  of  them  in  commerce  is  a  property  right,  entitled  to  protection 
against  unlawful  inlnry  or  Interft'rence ;  that  unrestrained  access  to  the 
channels  of  Interstate  commerce  is  neceaaary  for  tbe  successful  conduct 
of  tbe  business ;  that  a  widespread  combination  exists,  to  wtdcb  de- 
fendants and  tbe  aaaociations  represented  by  them  are  parties,  to  binder 
and  obstruct  complainant's  Interstate  trade  and  commerce  by  the  means 
that  have  been  indicated  ;  and  that  as  a  result  ot  it  complainant  has  sus- 
tained substantial  damage  to  Its  Interstate  trade,  and  Is  threatened  with 
further  and  Irreparable  loss  and  damage  In  tbe  fntnra  Is  proved  by 
clear  and  undisputed  evidence.  Hence  tbe  right  to  an  injunction  Is  clear 
If  the  threatened  loss  is  due  to  a  violation  of  the  Sherman  Act  aa 
amended  by  tbe  Clayton  Act. 

Having  made  the  case  equitable  by  deciding  that  good  will, 
trade,  and  business  are  property,  the  court  proceeds  to  review 
the  Clayton  Act  In  its  bearing  uix)n  the  Sherman  Act  and  comes 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  Sherman  Act  was  extended  by  so 
amending  section  4  of  the  Sherman  Act  that  private  parties  could 
maintain  a  suit  for  an  injunction.  While,  under  common  law, 
conspiracy  in  restraint  of  trade  is  a  criminal  offense  and  may  be 
punished  by  the  law  courts  as  xuch,  Congress  by  Inclodlng  it  In 
section  1  of  tbe  Sherman  Act  and  tben  autboridng  tbe  use  of 


appiiTxi  lu  Muy  utuiug  ur  u<.-L*upitiiou  wnen  it  muniresciy  couia 
not  be  am>lied  to  others  because  they  have  not  the  skill,  It  is  a 
discrimination  against  those  who  have  the  skill  and  a  denial  of 
equality  before  the  law  or  the  protection  of  equal  law. 

Article  III,  section  1,  of  tbe  Federal  Constitution,  provides 
that: 

The  jadicial  power  of  the  United  States  shall  be  vested  in  one 
Supreme  Court  and  In  such  inferior  coarts  aa  the  Congreas  may  frua 
time  to  time  ordain  and  establiab. 

Thus  the  Goostltution  limits  the  Judicial  power  to  the  courts. 
That  power  Is  dormant,  however,  until  Congress  calls  It  into 
action  undo'  tribunals  constituted  by  the  Congress.  Thus  Con- 
gress may  designate  judicial  tribunals  In  which  certain  causes 
may  be  adjudicated  within  the  limits  prescribed  by  tbe  Con- 


The  judicial  power  of  tbe  courts  extends  to  certain  ca.«4e8, 
namely,  cases  in  law  and  equity  arising  under  the  Constitu- 
tion ;  to  treaties  made ;  to  all  cases  affecting  amba-ssadors, 
other  public  ministers,  and  ctMisuls ;  and  to  all  cases  of  admiralty 
and  maritime  Jurisdiction.  The  judicial  power  also  extends  to 
all  eases  arising  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  arid  to 
controversies  Involving  the  I'nlted  States  or  between  the  States, 
or  under  diversity  of  citizenship,  and  similar  classes  of  contro- 
versies.    (Art.  Ill,  sec.  2,  Constitution  of  the  United  States.) 

Thus  when  the  Congress  conferred  upon  tbe  courts  injunc- 
tional  Jurisdiction  under  the  Sherman  antitrust  law,  the  judi- 
cial power  of  the  courts  was  brought  Into  being  practically 
without  limit  or  restraint  Should  section  4  of  the  Sherman  law 
be  repealed,  then  there  will  cease  to  be  a  law  of  the  United 
States  of  the  same  or  similar  character,  and  hence  the  judicial 
power  will  not  extend  In  such  class  of  controversies  beyond  the 
period  of  the  law. 

In  other  words,  when  there  Is  a  law  of  Congress  the  judicial 
power  extends  to  all  cases  under  that  law,  by  constitutional 
authority.  When  that  law  terminates,  there  can  be  no  caae  to 
which  the  judicial  power  is  extended.  When  the  law  ceases, 
the  judicial  power  dies  with  It  Therefore,  so  far  as  concerns 
extending  tbe  judicial  power  to  cases  arising  under  tbe  laws 
of  tbe  United  States,  tbe  Congress  is  the  creation,  the  resur- 
rection, and  tbe  life  of  such  judicial  power, 

Tbe  creature  of  Ccmgress,  section  4  of  tbe  Sherman  law,  haa 
been  a  wicked  weapon  applied  by  the  courts  to  the  working- 
man,  while  predatory  wealth,  marauding  in  tbe  form  of  tmati 
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offered  an  amendment  to  the  pending  tariff  bill  (H.  B.  WSJ) 
providing  that  ail  products  «»f  any  kind  whatsoerer  of  the 
Phlltpidne  Islands  entering  'J»e  United  States  should  pay  the 
dutieM  specified  under  Kaid  act. 

Realisciiig  subsequently  that  the  purpose  of  this  special  sea- 
aion  of  Congress  was  not  limited  to  the  consideration  of  agri- 
cultural provisions,  and  not  having  in  mind  any  purpose  to  de- 
prive Industry  of  such  markets  as  would  benefit  them,  I  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  a  redraft  of  my  amendment  was  necessary. 
This  amendment  was  redrafted  and  provides  that  the  products 
from  the  Philippine  Islands  shall  pay  the  duty  provided  under 
the  act,  but  that  the  revenue  derived  therefrom  shall  be  segre- 
gated and  returned  to  the  treasury  of  the  Philippine  Islands  in 
consideration  for  which  return  of  taxes  goods  from  the  United 
States  shall  enjoy  the  privilege  of  free  entry  into  the  Philippine 
Islands.  These  proposals  seem  to  me  necessary  in  view  of  the 
absolute  disregard  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  Government 
of  promi.ses  made  to  the  Filipinos  and  to  the  wwld  to  give  in- 
dependence to  the  Philippine  Islands  as  soon  as  they  were 
capable  of  self-government  Believing,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
Filipinos  possess  now  aud  have  for  some  time  demonstrated 
their  capacity  for  self-government,  I  have  offered  another 
amendment,  which  Is  now  i>ending  ;!nd  reads  as  follows: 

That  tbe  President  of  tbe  United  States  is  autboriied  and  requested 
to  invite  the  governments  of  Great  Britain,  Japan,  Italy,  and  France 
to  send  representatives  to  a  conference,  v/hich  shall  be  charged  with  the 
duty  of  entering  into  an  agreement  to  guarantee  the  independence  of 
the  Philippine  Islands.  Such  agreement  shall  be  reported  to  the  re- 
spective governments  for  their  approval. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  no  pride  of  authorship  in  this  matter. 
My  sole  purpose  is  to  secure  relief  for  our  farmers.  I  shall 
appreciate  any  valuable  suggestion,  and  will  be  glad  to  modify 
my  amendments  if  it  is  shown  that  they  may  be  Improved. 

PniLIPPINB    INDEPISDENCI 

Mr.  President,  It  has  long  been  known  to  the  world  that  the 
Filipinos  desire  independence.  They  have  api>eared  session 
after  ses-^lon  of  Congress  before  committees  having  jurisdiction 
over  this  matter,  and  have  demonstrated  that  the  Filipinos  are 
unanimous  in  their  demand  for  independence. 

I  have  been  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Territories  and 
Insular  Pos-sessions  ever  since  I  came  to  the  Senate,  and  there 
have  l>een  pending  joint  resolutions  in  one  form  or  another 
proposing  to  grant  independence  to  the  Filipinos  during  that 
entire  period.  As  early  as  January  25,  1901,  Senate  Resolution 
155  was  introduc-ed,  reading  as  follows : 

Reaolved,  That  Justice,  tbe  public  welfare,  and  tbe  national  honor 
demand  the  Immediate  cessation  of  hostilities  in  tbe  Philippine 
Islands  upon  term?  recognizing  tbe  iadependence  of  tbe  Philippine 
people  and  conserving  and  guaranteeing  the  interests  of  tbe  United 
States. 

This  resolution  was  debated  but  no  action  taken  thereon. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  has  on  several 
occasions  introduced  bills  providing  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
United  States  from  the  Philippine  Islands.  Ever  since  I  have 
been  on  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Possessions 
it  has  l>een  my  belief  that  the  committee  of  the  Senate  at  least 
has  favored  carrying  out  the  pledge  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to  the  Filipinos. 

Mr.  President,  I  favor  granting  Indeiiendence  to  the  Filipinos 
not  only  iH^cause  we  have  promised  by  a  solemn  declaration  of 
the  Congre-ss,  approved  by  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
to  grant  them  Independence,  but  moreover,  because  the  Govern- 
ment, under  the  administration  of  President  Wilson,  after 
thorough  Investigation  through  the  President,  Informed  the 
Congress  that  all  conditions  upon  which  independence  was 
promised  under  the  Jones  Act  had  been  fulfilled,  and  the  Con- 
gress was  asked  to  carry  out  its  part  of  the  obligation,  which, 
by  tl»e  way,  has  been  ignored  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  President  there  is  no  place  in  this  Republic  for  a  de- 
peiMlent  colony.  We  repudiated  the  colonial  Idea  when  we  sep- 
arated from  tiic  British  Empire.  Our  Ideal,  as  demonstrated  by 
tht'  past,  has  been  a  country  of  free  States  and  Territories, 
each  an  Integral  part  of  the  Nation,  between  which  free  trade 
is  provided.  Of  all  territories  acquired  by  us,  Mr.  President, 
the  Philippine  Islands  is  not  only  unlnrorporated  territory  but 
is  the  only  one,  since  Cuba  has  been  granted  Its  Independence, 
to  whom  independence  was  promLsed. 

We  have  no  legal  or  moral  right  to  hold  the  Filipinos  a 
dependent  people.  Not  being  an  Integral  part  of  the  Nation  and 
our  countrj-  not  an  empire  with  dei)endent  colonies,  but  a 
Republic  composed  of  free  States  and  Territories,  we  should 
take  Immediate  steps  to  grant  them  Independence.  We  have  not 
exploited  the  Filipinos.  To  the  contrary,  the  administration  of 
their  government  has  been  very  costly  to  ua. 


It  will  be  stated,  no  doubt,  that  th^  Ffllt»!no«  are  not  carxthl* 
of  wlf-goremment  but  tbiit  tbey  desire  indepeudence  will  cer> 
tainly  not  be  denied. 

Mr.  President  the  Flliplnoa,  in  addition  to  repeated  and  per- 
sistent demands  made  of  the  Congress  for  Independence,  with- 
out success,  are  now  appealing  to  the  public  opinion  of  the 
world.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  special  edition  of  the  Independent, 
which  la  a  leading  Filipino  weekly  of  Manila.  This  special  edi- 
tion Is  printed  In  Paris  and  each  article  printed  therein  appears 
lu  the  English,  French,  and  Si>anlsh  languages.  Their  purpose 
is  to  build  public  opinion  in  favor  of  their  Independence  by 
demonstrating  to  the  world  tb^r  capacity  for  self-government 
and  our  gross  disregard  of  a  solemn  pledge  and  promise  to  them. 

On  the  front  page  appears  a  photograph  of  their  former  Presi- 
dent Bmilio  Aguinaldo,  who  makes  an  appeal  In  three  languages 
for  Independence  to  the  people  of  the  world.  It  is  a  very  short 
appeal  and  I  shall  read  it: 

The  question  of  our  freedom  is  so  nebulous,  and  it  has  always  t>eeB 
so,  that  tbe  more  campaigning  Is  undertaken  In  Its  l>ehalf  the  further  It 
recedes  from  our  sight.  Tbe  frequent  changes  of  front  In  our  policies 
are  so  sudden  that  tbey  can  not  but  scandalize  the  most  indifferent  and 
apathetic  observer.  Political  consistency  and  principles  are  being  shat- 
tered by  the  blows  of  personal  convenience.  But  tbe  Filipino  people 
have  never  changed  and  continue  aspiring  for  the  immediate  restoration 
of  the  ,Republlc  founded  In  1898  at  tbe  cost  of  so  much  bloodshed.  It 
is  true  some  of  tbe  leaders  falter,  but  tbe  people  are  Inalterable. 

Emilio  AoniNALDO. 

Mr.  President,  in  addition  to  the  appeal  of  the  former  presi- 
dent of  the  Philippine  Republic,  there  are  editorials  and  articles 
specially  prepared  for  this  special  edition  by  the  president  of 
the  Philippine  Senate,  the  secretary  of  finance,  the  president 
of  the  State  university,  several  legislators,  and  other  prominent 
men  and  women  In  public  life  of  the  Philippine  Islands. 

In  order  that  the  Senate  may  grasp  the  purpose  and  object 
of  this  periodical,  I  shall  read  the  Introduction: 

IKTBODCCnOM 

with  the  founder  of  Tbe  Independent  in  Europe,  there  ia  published 
In  Paris  this  special  edition  with  tbe  sole  object  of  bringing  before  tbe 
opinion  of  tbe  civlllxed  world,  outside  the  United  States,  to  whose 
sovereignty  tbe  Philippine  Archipelago  has  been  submitted  since  1900, 
the  status  of  the  natiotial  problem  of  those  islands  of  the  oceanic.  Wo 
believe  that  it  faithfully  Interprets  the  ideas,  sentiments,  and  aspira- 
tions of  our  native  land  before  the  world,  aad  this  conviction  Is  fully 
corroborated  by  the  fact  that  in  this  special  edition  of  tbe  publication 
appear  articles  expressly  written  for  tbe  same  by  tbe  men  prominent 
in  the  national  politics  of  tbe  Philippines,  among  whom  are  the  presi- 
dent of  tbe  senate,  tbe  secretary  of  finance,  tbe  president  of  tbe  State 
univeralty,  several  legislators,  and  other  men  in  public  life  who  have 
held,  or  who  are  actually  holding  political  posts  of  tbe  greatest  respon- 
sibility in  our  country.  Bach  one  of  these  articles  is  an  exposition  of 
a  phase  of  the  question  of  national  independence,  and  together  they 
form  a  comprehensive  discussion  of  tbe  problem. 

We,  in  this  Paris  edition,  desire  nothing  but  to  Inform  all  tbe  civlllxed 
nations,  in  particular,  about  our  country.  Its  history.  Its  aspirations, 
tbe  present  status  of  the  national  problem,  and  of  everything  that,  re- 
lated to  the  destiny  of  our  country,  will  serve  to  guide  world  public 
opinion  as  to  tbe  Justice  of  the  cauae  of  our  liberty  and  Independence. 
We  would  arrest  the  attention  ^t  all  the  free  nationa,  aa  alao  of  those 
that  are  not,  and  we  hope  that  in  this  way  we  shall  wla  a  universal 
sympathy  In  favor  of  our  national  cause,  without  in  any  way  putting 
In  a  bad  light  the  great  Kation  that  has  imposed  upon  us  its  sover- 
eignty, before  tbe  other  nations.  Tbe  motive  that  urges  us  to  appear 
before  tbe  tribunal  of  the  entire  world  is  tbe  conviction  that  our  cause  ia 
Just  and  that  our  aspiration  to  Independence  is  natural,  logical,  and 
necessary  for  tbe  realisation  of  tbe  ideala  of  good  will  among  tbe 
nations,  the  promotion  of  the  welfare  of  the  world  and  universal  peace 
and  tbe  maintenance  of  tbe  national  rigbta  of  every  State,  whatever 
may  be  its  system  of  government. 

Tbe  Filipino  people,  believing  that  it  baa  a  right  to  erect  itself  Into 
a  national  entity  wltb  a  personality  of  its  own,  and  to  be  received  in 
tbe  concert  of  free  and  independent  nations,  and  that  hopes  for  tbe 
recognition  of  this  right  and  tbe  reallution  of  this  aspiration  through 
tbe  moral  support  of  a  world  opinion,  and  the  good  will  and  tbe  sense 
of  Justice  of  tbe  people  of  the  United  Statea,  greets  all  the  nations  of 
tbe  world,  wherever  there  lives  a  man  honest  and  loving  liberty,  peace, 
Juatlee,  and  the  progress  of  humanity. 

There  appear  other  editorials.  The  one  entitled  "  The  Philip- 
pirn's  Under  Spanish  Sovereign"  sets  out  that  Spanish  rule  for 
three  centuries  "  was,  on  tbe  whole,  beneficial  to  the  BMllpinos  " 
and  that  under  their  rule  they  had  become  a  homogeneous 
peoi^e,  "  poesessing  all  the  characteristics  necessary  to  the  ex- 
istence of  a  civilized  nation." 

Next  our  attention  hi  called  to  their  own  government  estab- 
lished by  them  before  September  18,  1898,  tbe  date  of  tbe  cap- 
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tare  of  Manila  by  United  States  troops,  which  Koyenunent  they 
claim  wa«  recocniaed  by  the  whole  aArhipelago,  both  CSiristlan 
and  non-Chriatian.  The  form  of  their  government  is  ezteoaiTely 
described  and  Spanish  rule  again  commended.  Reference  la 
made  to  hostilities  against  Americans  in  January,  1800,  which 
ended  in  1901. 

Mr.  President,  reference  is  made  to  the  Coop«  Act,  the  flrst 
organic  law  of  the  islands  under  American  domination ;  also  to 
the  Jones  Act.  In  order  that  the  Senate  may  know,  without 
referring  to  tXte  periodical  I  hold  in  my  hand,  the  argument 
made  on  behaU  of  independence,  I  shall  read  portions  of  the 
e^litorlals: 

Ttae  KT«at  lucrwu.  of  whirb  the  Amertcans  are  prood  with  respect 
to  the  iDVeminiefit  of  the  letflMls.  ■boaM  be  aaatgned  to  this  onder- 
■tandtnc  between  the  goTernment  mod  the  people  as  to  the  eM«ntlal 
piiivrlplM  of  detBoenicy.  The  domlnatora  fouod  the  field  rleao,  mltl- 
Tsted,  and  fertHlied  and  ready  for  pianttng  and  for  the  greateet  prog- 
rcM  lo  coufltitatloQal  progreea ;  and  m.  after  a  decade  of  experiment  in 
the  exercloe  of  bmdjt  political  rixhts  ladUpennble  In  a  repabUcan 
r««ime  under  the  Cooper  Act.  the  Juuee  law  was  prumolgated  1b  1916. 
la  which  the  Coagreaa  of  th«  United  Btatea  aolemnly  declared  lo  Ita 
prcaatble: 

"  Whereas  It  haa  oerar  been  the  Intention  of  the  people  of  .the  United 
Ktatea  at  the  IneeptioD  of  the  war  with  Spain  to  en«age  la  a  war  of 
conquwt  or  territorial  aagraiidlaemait ; 

••  Whrreaa  it  la  and  it  haa  always  been  the  porpoae  of  the  people  of 
the  United  8tat«  to  renounce  their  sovereignty  orer  the  Philippine 
Islands  and  to  recognise  the  independence  of  the  same  aa  soon  as  a 
■table  govsnunent  has  been  eatabltshed  therein ; 

"WherMS  It  la  neceaaary  for  the  early  realisation  of  this  purpose  to 
glTe  the  nitptao  people  as  ample  powers  as  are  conslBtent  with  the  ex- 
erclae  of  tha  aoTcreigBty  of  the  United  Butes,  to  the  end  that  with  the 
exerdae  of  popular  aoffrage  and  of  goremmenUl  powers  the  Filipino 
people  wlU  be  better  prepared  to  aaaume  responalbHities  and  to  enjoy  the 
prlTflegca  of  absolute  independence." 

The  appeal  made  by  Manuel  L.  Queson,  president  of  the 
Philii>pine  Senate,  is  entlUed  "  To  the  Foreigners,"  which  I  de- 
sire to  read  in  full : 

TO  TBS  rOBSIGNBSS 

Aasoredly  I  And  much  merit  In  the  initiatlTe  of  the  founder  of  The 
ladepeodaat.  Doa  Vicente  Sotto,  to  publlab  a  apecial  edition  of  that 
weekly  In  Parla.  A  happy  Idea  this,  for  It  will  bring  about  tbe  excep- 
tional opportunity  of  saaking  known  In  the  Old  World  the  aspirations 
to  liberty  of  tbe  Klliplno  people. 

I  would  make  uee  ot  thia  occasion  to  reiterate  and  to  aflrm  what 
many  times  I  have  said  on  what  I  think  and  what  I  beliere  the 
12,000.000  Pillplnos  think  and  believe  with  reapect  to  their  poUtlcal 
status ;  namely,  that  whatever  be  tbe  solution  propoaed  to  us  for  the 
pNWBt  relatlona  between  the  United  States  and  the  Phlllpplnea,  the 
FlUplno  people  will  never  accept  any  proposal  except  on  the  basis  of 
tbHr  complete  and  absoiate  liberty.  I  reiterate  also  what  I  have  said 
once,  that  I  prefer  for  my  country  a  government  run  like  hell  by 
FillplDoa  to  a  government  perfect  but  la  the  bands  of  aliens.  This  is 
not  preaching  Boxertan.  nor  does  it  Involve  bate  of  the  foreigners.  This 
la  aimply  the  eonaequenoe  of  the  natural  desire  of  every  maa  to  see  his 
roontry  free  and  aevereign  In  matters  of  Its  own  desttey. 

The  ftoreteaera  who  are  living  In  the  Phlllpplnea  should  not  have  any 
preoccupatloos  in  the  face  of  an  impending  independence  for  the  Islands. 
The  fact  of  tbe  matter  la  that  there  is  warranty  for  the  assurance  that 
allea  Intereata  would  be  well  protected  under  a  KlUpino  government  as 
they  had  been  la  the  past  and  they  would  be  uader  any  govemsMnt 
of  order  and  law.  This  haa  been  ahown  darlnc  the  brief  czlstenee  of  the 
Philippine  Bepabllc.  Under  the  protection  of  that  Republic,  no  alien 
proptfty  ha*  saflTered  from  aay  overt  act  of  tbe  Filipino  government,  and 
If  there  have  been  abHwe.  the  governmcat  never  left  them  onpunlahed 
or  uncorrected.  Aad  If  this  obtained  under  abnorasal  coadlttoas,  with 
more  reason  tbe  aliens  la  the  Phlllpptnes  can  expect  the  same  protec- 
tion tbe  day  the  FUlplnoe  have  a  government  of  their  own,  run  la 
p«a«e  and  establlshad  oa  a  sUble  basts. 

IfAirnaL  L.  QiraaoM, 

Next  is  a  special  article  prepared  by  Mi^el  Unaon«  secre- 
tary of  Finance  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  entitled  "  Philippines 
Can  Maintain  an  Independent  Government" 

For  the  information  of  the  Senate,  I  desire  to  offer  the  ar- 
ticle as  an  exhibit  to  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDINO  DFFICER.  Without  objectloii.  It  is  so 
ordered.     (See  BxhiWt  E.l 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  The  next  article,  by  RafSael  Pahsoa,  presi- 
dent University  of  the  PiUlipplnes,  Is  entitled  **  T1»e  Philippine 
Problem.  The  Flliptnos  look  to  Europe  for  sympathy  and  sop- 
port."  For  the  InformaUon  of  tlie  Senate  I  tttmii  read  an 
extract  f>twi  this  artlde: 
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Btece    American    occupation    the    Ftliplnoa.    having     been     given     the 
opportunity,   have  atiown  ahlUty   to  manage   their  own   affairs.     Amer- 
Icui  authorities  have  recognised  this  fact,  and  In  1016,  after  a  series 
01     Internal    changes    In    the    conduct    of    the    insular    government,    in 
etery  case  tending  to  give  tbe   FlUplnos  greater  participation  in    the 
government,  and   In  every   case   the  Koverned  acquitted   themselvea  ad- 
Bilrably,    the   American    Congress    passed   the   Jones   law,   the    preamble 
ol    which   formally   and  solemnly   promised   Independence   as   "  soon    aa 
a  sUble  government  has  been  established  therein."     Repeated  insistence 
01 1  the  part  of  the  repreaentatlves  of  the  Filipino  people  of  the  existence 
01    fk  stable  government  has  not  brought  adequate  realization.     Can  uny 
oiie  deny   tbe  existence  of  a  sUble  government  In   the   Islands   to-day? 
Even    the    late    President    Woodrow    Wilson    had    attested    before    the 
Cingreae  of  the  United  SUtes  of  the   fulfillment  of  the   condlUon   de- 
manded In  the  Jones  law.     Peace  is  patent  everywhere  in   the  Islands. 
Jistice  is  administered  equally.     Koreijcners  are  recipients  of  the  most 
Just    and    reasonable   dealings.     Protection    is    extended   them    In    every 
cise.     No  disturbance  of  any  significance  has  been   reRistered  for  the 
U^t  20  years.     In  fine  the  jrovernment  is  as  stable  and  as  able  as  can 
b!  desired.     With   the   exception   of   the   Oovemor   General  and   a    few 
other    appointees    of    the    President    of    the    United    States,    the    whole 
g>vemment  Is  in  the  hands  of  FUipinos.     The  law-making  body,   the 
Ihillpplne  Leclslature.  Is  entirely  Filipino  in  membership;  the  executive 
departments,  except  one.  are  managed  by   Filipinos;   the  Judiciary,   in- 
cluding the  supreme  court,  where  a  majority  native  membership  exists, 
1 1  also  In   the   hands   of   Filipinos.     No   better  proof  can   be  shown  of 
IlUplno  capacity  for  self-government. 

I  ask  that  the  entire  article  entitled  "The  Philippine  Prob- 
l»m  "  may  be  printed  aa  an  exhibit  to  my  speech. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so  or- 
cered.     [See  Exhibit  F.l  «      w     .. 

Mr  BROUSSARD.  The  next  article  Is  by  Jorge  Bocobo,  dean 
cf  the  college  of  law  of  the  University  of  the  Philippines,  and  Is 
entitled  "The  Filipino  Demand  for  Independence."  I  wish  to 
lead  extracts  from  it  which  seem  to  me  to  have  special  bearing 
( n  the  discussion  : 

President  Wilson  in  a  message  to  the  FUlplnoa  on  October  6,  1913, 
<l  cclared  : 

"Every  step  we  take  will  be  taken  with  a  view  to  the  ultimate  Inde- 
|«ndence  of  tbe  Islands  and  as  a  preparation  for  that  Independence." 

In  August.  1916,  the  American  CongT<>88  passed  the  Jones  law  en- 
titled "An  act  to  declare  the  purpose  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
an  to  the  future  political  status  of  the  people  of  the  Philippine  Lslands 
and  to  provide  a  more  autonomous  government  for  those  Islands."  The 
(reamble  of  that  law  declared  that  "It  Is.  as  It  has  always  been,  the 
purp«i9e  of  the  people  of  the  I'nlted  States  to  withdraw  their  sovereignty 
m  soon  as  a  stable  government  can  be  established  In  the  Philippines." 
The  Filipino  people  accepted  this  pledge  made  by  the  American  fon- 
iress  as  a  covenant  between  the  two  countries.  The  Filipinos  pro- 
ceeded to  establish  a  stable  government  In  order  to  meet  tbe  only 
ii^qulrement  laid  down  by  the  Congreiw  of  the  United  States.  And  in 
l>eccmber.  1920.  President  Wilson  in  his  message  to  Congress  certified 
that  the  Filipino  people  had  complied  with  the  condition  precedent  to 
1  adept^'odence.     He  said  : 

"  Allow  me  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  people  of 
tbe  Philippine  Islands  have  succeeded  in  maintaining  a  stable  govern- 
nent  since  the  last  action  of  the  Congress  in  their  l>ehalf,  and  have 
(bus  fulfilled  tbe  condition  set  by  the  Congress  as  precedent  to  a  con- 
sideration ot  granting  Independence  to  tbe  islands.  I  reepectfully  submit 
that  thif  condition  precedent  having  been  fulfilled  it  Is  now  our  liberty 
1  nd  our  duty  to  keep  our  promise  to  the  people  of  those  islands  by 
{ranting  them  the  Independence  which  they  so  honorably  covet." 

Bight  years  have  passed  since  this  official  declaration  by  that  great 
« talesman.  President  Wilson,  and  although  the  Filipino  people  have  con- 
llnuously  petitioned  the  redemption  of  America's  pledge,  the  promise 
lemalns  nnkept.  Little  wonder,  then,  that  the  Filipinos  should  believe 
I  bat  the  United  States  haa  tailed  to  abide  by  ita  own  promise,  solemnly 
I  aade  by  its  own  Congress. 

I  desire  to  have  the  whole  of  this  article  printed  as  an  exhibit 
o  my  r«nark8  so  that  the  Senate  may  be  fully  informed  of  its 
ontents.    I  ask  that  this  may  be  done. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Without  objection,  it  is  so  or- 
dered.    [See  ExhiMt  G.] 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  when  the  question 
>f  dealing  with  the  Philippine  Islands  was  before  the  S<'nate 
growing  out  of  the  treaty  of  Paris,  perhaps  the  most  el(>«iu»nt 
peeches  that  were  delivered  In  this  body  wore  by  Stniator 
3oar,  of  Ma»achusetts.  He  at  very  great  length  went  into  the 
;haracteT  of  the  government  then  existing  under  Agninaldo  In 
ihe  Philipplnea  after  they  had  won  their  independence  from 
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Spain.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  he  Insisted  that  the  United  I 
States  should  not  take  control  over  the  Philippine  Islands  or 
annex  them  but  that  the  government  which  they  had  set  up, 
which  they  had  won  on  tlie  field  of  battle  against  the  forces  of 
Spain,  should  be  recognized.  His  apjteals  unfortunately  fell 
upon  deaf  ears  and  under  the  treaty  of  Pains  we  toolc  over  sort 
of  a  sovereignty  or  contrtrf  over  the  Philippine  Islands,  and  in 
violation  of  pledges  which  have  been  constantly  made  we  are 
still  retaining  control,  and  there  are  some  in  the  United  States 
who  are  in.«iisting  that  we  shall  never  take  down  the  flag  there. 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  remember  that  fact,  and  I  thank  the 
Senator  for  his  contribution, 

Mr.  President,  in  order  that  the  editorials  In  their  entirety 
may  be  used  for  reference  by  anyone  interested  in  this  debate. 
I  ask  that  the  following  tnlitorials  in  full,  entitled,  respectively, 
"The  Philippines  Under  Spanish  Sovereljrn,"  "The  Philippine 
Constitution,"  "  The  American  Sovereignty,"  "  Under  the  Jones 
I^aw,"  and  "The  Filipino  People  Hopes  and  Waits,"  be  printed 
in  full  as  exhiltits  to  my  speech. 

The  PRESIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered.     [See  Exhibits  H.  I,  J.  K.  and  L.1 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  also  to  read  the 
comments  of  Mr.  John  Barrett,  late  director  of  the  Pan  Ameri- 
can Union,  and  of  Admiral  Dewey  on  the  capacity  of  the  Fili- 
pinos for  self-Kovemuient : 

It  is  a  government  which  has  practically  been  administering  the 
affairs  of  that  great  island.  Luzon,  since  the  American  possession  of 
Manila,  which  is  certainly  better  than  the  former  administration.  It 
had  a  properly  formed  cabinet  and  congress,  the  members  of  which,  in 
appearance  and  manners,  would  compare  favorably  with  tbe  Japanese 
statesmen. 

Admiral  Dewey,  after  studying  Philippine  conditions  during  the 
Spanish-American  War,  spoke  of  tbe  Filipinos  as  follows  : 

"  In  my  opinion  these  people  are  far  more  superior  In  Intelligence  and 
more  capable  of  self-government  than  the  natives  of  Cuba.  I  am 
familiar  with  both  races." 

General  Merrltt,  on  his  arrival  in  Paris  In  October,  1898,  was  re- 
ported as  saying : 

"The  Filipinos  impressed  me  very  favorably.  I  think  great  Injustice 
has  been  done  to  the  native  popul.ition.  They  are  more  capable  of  self- 
government  than,  I  think,  the  Cutwns  are.  They  are  considered  to  be 
good  Catholics.  They  have  lawyere,  doctors,  the  men  of  kindred  pro- 
fesxion!*,  who  stand  well  In  the  community,  and  bear  favorable  com- 
parison to  those  of  other  countries.  They  are  dignified,  courteous,  and 
reserved." 

There  is  an  appeal  also  made  by  Miss  Pilar  de  los  Reyes, 
entitled  "An  Appeal  to  the  European  Woman."  I  desire  this 
article  to  be  printed  as  an  api)endix  to  my  reniarlis. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered.     [See  Exhibit  M.l 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  think  that  the  portions  I  have  quoteil 
should  be  sufBcient,  without  referring  to  others,  to  show  the 
attitude  of  the  Philippine  people  with  reference  to  th«r  inde- 
pendence. 

I  am  sure  that  no  member  of  the  Finance  Committee  present 
at  the  late  hearings  on  the  tariff  bill  now  pending  failed  to 
be  impressed  with  tlie  eamestne-ss  and  the  love  of  country  ex- 
hibited by  the  speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
Philippine  Islands  when  he  api>eare<l  before  that  corandttee. 
Speaker  Roxas  declared  that  it  was  the  universal  desire  of 
the  Filipinos  to  have  their  Independence,  and  lie  challenged 
the  Couirress  to  authorize  a  plebiscite,  promising  to  stake  the 
liberty  of  his  country  on  the  outcome  of  a  referendum  on  this 
question.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  read  the  exact  lanjnmpe  used 
by  Si>eaker  Roxas  on  page  228  of  the  hearings  before  the 
Ck)mu»ittee  on  Finance,  Seventy-ftrst  Congress,  first  session: 

And  yet,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  declare  here  and  now,  I  am  heart  and 
soul   for  Philippine  Independence. 

The  some  U  true  with  regard  to  the  whole  Filipino  people.  Tbe 
Philippine  Legislature,  by  unanimous  vote,  approves  at  every  session, 
n  petition  for  Philippine  Independence.  If  there  exists  the  sligbtest 
doubt  ss  to  the  sincerity  of  the  Filipino  people  in  their  desire  for 
the  priceless  boon  of  freedom,  I  would  stake  tbe  liberty  of  my  country 
on  tbe  outcome  of  a  plebiscite  or  referendum  on  this  question.  If 
my  people  sre  so  vain,  so  unpatriotic  as  to  sell  their  birthright  for 
whatever  favors  or  bribes  selfish  Interests  may  offer  them — then  they 
sre  not  worthy  of  Independence  and  I  would  be  the  last  again  to 
raise  my  voice  for  it. 

I  want  to  rest  my  case  on  that,  Mr.  Chairman.  If  Congress  reaUy 
wants  to  know  what  my  people  think  of  indepen«lence,  let  Congress 
authorise  a  plebiscite. 

Referring  to  the  minor  part  now  being  played  by  American 
cltiaens  In  the  government  of  the  Philippine  Lslands,  I  wish  to 
read  also  on  the  same  page  what  Speaker  Roxas  had  to  say : 


Mr.  Roxas.  All  tbe  offldaU  in  the  Phlllpplae  Islands  are  PlIlplBoa, 
with  the  exception  of  the  governor  general,  who  la  an  appointee  of  tbe 
I'reeident ;  the  vice  governor  general,  tlie  insular  auditor,  who  corre- 
sponds to  your  Comptroller  Ueneral ;  five  members  of  the  supreme  court ; 
and  two  or  three  American  bureau  chiefs  who,  on  account  of  their 
length  of  service  and  demonstrated  technical  ability,  have  been  retained 
in  the  government  service,  and  a  few  Judges. 

Senator  Walsh  of  Massachusetts.  By  the  Philippine  government? 

Mr.  Roxas.  By  the  Philippine  government. 

Senator  Walsh  of  Maasachusetts.  All  tbe  heads  of  the  health  and 
school  departments,  and  public  welfare  departments,  are  FiliplnosT 

Mr.  BoxAa.  The  bead  of  tbe  bureau  of  education  is  an  Americaa. 
The  head  of  the  health  bureau  and  of  the  public  welfare  ottce  are 
Killpinoa. 

Senator  Walsh  of  Massachusetts.  Then,  nearly  99  per  cent  are 
Filipinos? 

Mr.  RoxAS.  I  think  it  is  more  than  99  per  cent.  Outside  of  school 
teachers,  I  do  not  believe  there  are  more  than  about  25  Americans  now 
in  the  whole  lostilar  service. 

Further  on  he  explains  that  these  men  are  not  retained  by  the 
American  Government  but  by  the  Philippine  government  because 
of  their  special  qualifications  for  the  services  In  which  they 
are  eiigaged. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  offered  this  amendment  proposing  to  set 
In  motion  the  machinery  which  I  hope  will  result,  either  at  thia 
time  or  later,  in  giving  independence  to  the  Filipinos.  Under 
the  amendment  which  I  have  proposed  the  President  is  re- 
quested to  call  together  the  powers  party  to  the  Pacific  part  and 
to  propose  that  they  unite  in  guaranteeing  the  maintenance  of 
the  Independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  It  is  my  bedef  that 
these  lowers  have  merely  to  signify  their  willingness  to  insist 
that  the  Filipinos  remain  Independent  and  that  guaranty  will 
bi;  sufficient  not  only  to  preserve  independence  to  them  but  will 
be  an  assurance  to  the  Filipinos  themsi'lves  and  to  foreign 
capital,  which  they  so  sortdy  need,  to  pcnnlt  the  development 
of  those  ridi  Islands  to  their  maximum  production,  thtis  afford- 
ing to  the  Filipinos  Independence,  freedom,  and  prosperity. 

Mr.  President,  It  has  been  my  privilege  to  be  on  committees 
which  have  In  executive  session  Investigated  possible  conditions 
which  might  at  any  time  confront  this  Nation.  History  is  too 
full  of  examples  which  have  altered  the  destiny  of  nations  to 
caution  us  not  to  fall  into  the  error  of  thinking  that  other 
people  are  less  Intelligent  or  courageous  than  we  are.  When 
we  engaged  in  war  with  Spain  the  first  blow  we  struck  was  at 
its  most  distant  possession.  There  are  many  strategical  reasona 
why  any  natitm  that  may  become  Involved  in  war  with  na 
would  follow  the  same  course.  Even  a  medium-rate  power  could 
easily,  at  the  beginning  of  hr>stllitie8,  take  the  Philippine  Islands 
from  us.  If  such  an  unfortunate  event  should  occur,  the  honor 
of  this  Nation  would  demand  that  we  retake  them.  They  are 
so  distant  from  our  shores,  with  the  closest  base  to  them  In 
the  Hawaiian  Islands,  several  thousand  miles  away,  that  It 
would  cost  us  much  blood  and  treiisure  to  recapture  them. 
And  even  If  we  did,  on  the  urgent  demand  of  honor,  retake 
them,  we  would  again  find  ourselves  confronted  with  the  prom- 
ises of  our  Government  to  grant  them  their  independence. 

There  is  no  necessity  for  us  to  continue  having  a  possession  In 
the  Orient  which,  under  the  Pacific  pact,  we  have  not  even  the 
right  to  protect  by  additional  fortifications.  The  Phlllppineii 
have  always  cost  and  are  still  costing  the  American  people 
enormous  sums  of  money.  We  have  promised  to  give  them  Inde- 
pendence, and  unless  we  .shall  change  our  policy  and  establish  an 
empire,  every  day  that  we  hold  the  Philippines  is  increasing  the 
danger  to  which  we  are  exposing  ourselves  by  holding  territory 
which  may  l»e  seized  from  us  at  any  time. 

If  the  Meml»ers  of  the  Senate  would  inquire,  Mr.  President, 
of  those  charged  with  the  duty  of  defending  American  territory 
and  po.s»es8ions.  they  will  find  that  it  Is  tlie  opinion  of  those 
whose  duty  It  Is  to  study  such  matters  and  to  plan  offensive  and 
defensive  measures  that  It  would  be  unwise,  with  the  consent 
of  the  Filipinos,  for  us  even  to  keep  harbors  and  fortifications 
on  these  islands.  The  main  island  of  Luzon,  like  all  the  other 
hundreds  of  islands,  has  many  deep  ports,  and  whereas  we 
could  by  amending  the  Pacific  pact  fortify  some  harbor  safely 
to  hold  it  against  a  naval  attack,  it  would  be  necessary  for  us 
besides  to  maintain  a  large  army  in  the  Philippine  Islands  to 
protect  the  harbors  reserved  from  land  attack  and  destruction 
from  land  forces.  These  ore  problems  which  have  received  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  In- 
sular Pos.se8Sions,  and  I  briieve  that  It  Is  not  disclosing  the 
secrets  of  these  sessions  to  say  that  I  at  least  was  lmpres.sed 
with  the  utter  Impossibility  of  defending  and  holding  the  Philip- 
pine Islands  against  any  one  of  the  first-class  powers  without 
the  expenditure  of  enormous  sums  of  money  and  the  sacrifice 
of  an  unnecessary  number  of  American  soldiera 
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I  do  not  see  tBythlng  to  be  gained  by  holding  tfce  Phmpphw*. 
and  I  hope  that  this  amendment  proposing  to  grant  ttem  ttielr 
Indepeoden.-e  by  reqnestlnp  the  President  to  confer  with  ttie 
Padflc  part  powers  In  order  that  the  independence  granted  the 
nilpUioM  may  be  preserved  and  they  may  reap  the  benefit  of 
the  hiimiinitarlan  work  we  hare  done  in  bufldlng  upthelr  citi- 
■eualiip  aud  In  Inangurating  and  compJeting  Improrements  for 
their  l>eDeflt 
Mr   KINO      Mr   frccidcpt 

The  PREaTDINQ  OFFICER.    Doe«  the  Senator  from  Loolal- 
ana  yield  t"  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  BROrsSARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  Apropos  of  the  statement  as  to  the  dilDctiity  of 
di'fendliig  the  Philippine  Islands.  President  Roosevelt  In  1917, 
in  a  nnniber  of  signed  articles,  which  were  afterwards  incor- 
porated in  one  of  his  books,  di«onssed  the  question  of  the  dis- 
position of  the  Philippine  Islands.  First,  he  said  that  we  had 
made  a  promise  to  grant  them  independence  and  that  as  an 
honorable  nation  that  pmmise  must  be  redeemed.  Secondly,  he 
said  that  the  Pliilipplnes  were  to  ns  the  Achilles  heel  and  that 
in  the  event  of  an  attack  it  would  be  almost  imposslhle  for  the 
United  States  to  defend  the  PhiUpjAne  Islands ;  they  were  a 
source  of  weakness  instead  of  a  source  of  naval  strength. 
Therefore,  because  of  the  solemn  promise  which  we  had  made 
that  they  should  have  their  hidependence  and,  secondly,  because 
^xit  the  difBculty  if  not  the  Impossibility  of  defending  the  Iriands 
In  the  event  of  an  attack,  he  favored  the  redemption  of  the 
promise  aud  the  giving  to  the  llllplnos  their  independence. 

May  I  add.  with  the  permission  of  the  Senator,  that  since 
then  in  the  treaty  which  was  entered  into  at  the  disarmament 
conference  there  was  a  solemn  agrt>ement  that  we  should  not 
fortify  the  Philippine  Islands?  We  are.  therefore,  precluded 
under  that  treaty  from  fortifying  them,  so  that  it  Is  obvious, 
in  the  event  of  an  attack  by  a  naval  power  of  any  considerable 
strength,  we  would  experience  very  great  difficulty  in  main- 
^fttninf  coutrol  over  the  PhlliH>Lne  Islands. 

Mr.  BBOUSSARD.  It  Is  true,  Mr.  President,  as  stated  by 
the  Senator  from  Utah,  that  we  have  entered  into  a  solemn 
ugreemeot  not  to  Increase  the  fortlflcatlons  of  the  Philippine 
Islands;  but  even  if  that  agreement  were  abrogated  and  were 
not  in  effect.  It  is  my  honest  conviction— and  I  Uved  In  the 
Phlllppioev  for  a  year  and  know  the  conditions  there— that  we 
could  not  hold  those  islands  without  having  both  more  formid- 
able fortillcatioDs  as  well  as  a  fleet  there  and  also  a  large 
standing  army  to  protect  the  rear  of  tbe  fortifications,  all  of 
which  would  be  very  exiiensive  to  maintain.  In  case  of  war. 
certainly  the  Philippines  would  constitute  a  soffldent  attraction 
to  caaae  any  nation  of  Europe  which  was  capable  of  reaching 
there  as  qoMily  as  we  cimld  to  attack  them  and  very  probably 
take  them  away  from  us  before  we  were  prepared  to  send 
additional  troops  and  forces  ther& 

Bat.  Mr.  President,  pending  the  time  when  independence  may 
be  granted  to  the  Filipinos,  It  would  seem  to  me  that  we  are 
it>nfronted  with  a  situation  here  which  is  acknowledged  to  be 
ilesperate  by  the  very  fact  of  Congress  having  been  assembled 
in  .Hpedal  stfslon  to  relieve  it.  A  close  study  of  the  problem  con- 
fronting OS  disc-luses  that  agricultural  isroducts  in  this  country 
are  entitle<l  to  the  American  market,  which  Is  the  best  market  In 
the  world.  We  are  engaged,  Mr.  President,  In  readjusting  rates, 
especlaUy  on  agricultural  products,  in  order  to  preserve  the 
American  8tan<lard  of  living  among  the  large  rural  clast*  of  our 
people.  It  is  not  only  necessary  for  us  to  consider  measures  to 
relieve  oar  farmers  from  the  competition  of  foreigners,  who 
use  cheap  labor  and  cheaper  raw  material,  but  a  study  of  the 
bnportatlons  coming  from  the  Philippine  Islands  will  easily 
convince  anyoi>e  of  the  serious  danger  confronting  us  because 
of  the  free  Importations  of  sugar,  oils,  tobacco,  and  othw  agri- 
cultural i^tducts. 

No  challenge  can  be  made  of  the  statement  that  American 
fanners  are  serioasly  threatened  by  tbe  importation  of  com- 
peting commodities  produced  in  the  Philipi^ne  Islands.  No  one 
will  contest,  either,  the  great  difference  In  the  cost  of  production 
of  the  competing  commodities.  Therefore,  if  we  are  to  protect 
the  American  farmer,  we  must  not  only  protect  him  against 
foreign  competitors  Irat  against  competition  from  the  Philip- 
pine Islands. 

Reallsiag  that  American  manufacturers  are  enjosrlng  special 
privilege*  In  the  free  Importation  of  their  goods  Into  the  Philip- 
pine Islands,  I  have  concluded  that  it  was  not  fair  to  tax 
Philippliie  Importations  into  this  country  and  Insist  upon  free 
Importation  of  American  goods  Into  the  PhUIpi^e  Islands. 
But.  Mr.  President,  It  Is  not  fair  to  the  farmer  to  force  him,  as 
In  the  past,  to  pay  the  entire  cost  Incident  to  the  right  to  Impoit 
duty  tree  manafactured  goods  Into  the  Phllipiiine  Islands.  As 
VBoal,  tbe  ftunner  has  been  made  to  pay  the  price  of  the  pmu- 
parity  of  other  dasses  of  this  country.    It  Is  not  my  purpose 


t<  dumge  the  situation  whldi  gives  American  manufacturers 
dity  free  entry  of  goods  which  they  sell  In  the  Philippine 
L  lands,  hot  it  Is  my  purpose,  which  I  sincerely  hope  will  be 
successful,  that  the  price  of  the  privilege  to  lmp<>rt  goods  from 
e  United  States  into  tlie  Pliilipplnes  free  of  duty  shall  not  be 
lid  by  the  farmers  alone,  and.  In  consequence,  I  have  pre- 
nted  an  amendment  which  I  propose  to  offer  at  the  appropriate 
tkne. 

As  the  amendment  is  somewhat  long,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
s'mt  to  have  It  Inserted  in  the  Rexx>kd  at  this  point  without 
r  Midlng.  I  will  say  that  the  amendment  proposes  to  strike  out 
g  (ction  301  of  the  pending  bill  wblch  is  based  upon  the  inter- 
change of  duty-free  commodities.  That  section  provides  that 
f4»r  the  privilege  of  our  exporting  goods  into  the  Phillpplue 
Islands  duty  free  the  consideration  shall  be  their  right  to 
ecport  goods  free  of  any  duty  into  this  country.  Under  my 
amendment  it  Is  proposed  that  all  tariff  duties  collected  on 
cxnmoditles  coming  from  tlie  Philippine  Islands,  according  to 
t  le  rates  enacted  under  the  pending  bill,  shall  be  segregated 
s  Dd  returned  to  the  treasury  of  the  Philippine  Islands  for  their 
rse  in  maintaining  their  government.  In  other  words,  Mr. 
l^resldent.  the  existing  law  and  the  proposed  law  under  section 
1  as  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee  base  the  Interchange 
goods  on  tbe  theor>  that  one  Is  a  consideration  for  the  exer- 
se  of  the  same  right  on  the  part  of  the  other.  By  returning 
le  money  which  we  collect  on  Philippine  Imports  to  the  Phllip- 
jiine  treasury  we  can  maintain  the  principle  of  the  exportation 
(f  our  goods  duty  free  Into  the  Philippines. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  the  amendment 
intended  to  be  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  will  be 
printed   In   the  Rrooan. 
The  proposed  amendment  is  as  follows : 

Amendment  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  BBOrssARO  to  tbe  bill 
I  H.  B.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regral*te  commerce  with  foreign 
(ountriea,  to  eneoange  the  industries  of  the  United  State*,  to  protect 
ikmerlcan  labor,  and  for  other  purposea,  vl«  :  On  page  280,  line*  3  to  25, 
t  BduslTc.  page  281.  p^ge  282,  and  page  283,  lines  1  to  3,  inclaaive,  strike 
<ut  all  of  section  301.  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"Sec.  301.  Philippine  lalnnda :  There  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and 
laid  upon  all  articles  coming  into  the  United  States  from  the  Philippine 
I  (lands  tbe  rates  of  duty  wblch  are  reqnired  to  be  levied,  collected,  and 
laid  upon  like  artlclea  Imported  from  foreign  countries:  Ptwideti,  That 
t  ntil  nich  time  as  the  Oovemment  of  ttie  United  States  shall  discharge 
i  ■»  promise  and  obligation  to  give  to  the  people  of  tbe  Philippine  Islands 
tltvlr    Independence    the    duties    thus    collected    shall    be    paid    into    tba 
treasury  of   the   Philippine   Islands,    to  be   uwd   and   expended   for    the 
{ overnment  and  benefit  of  said  lalands :  Provided  further.  That  In  con- 
I  tderation  of  the   revenues  thus  turned  over  to  the  government  of  tbe 
I'hillpplne  Islands,  all  articles,  tbe  growth,  product,  or  manufacture  of 
(he  United  States,  upon  wblch  no  drawback  of  customs  duties  has  been 
t  llowed   therein,  shall  be  admitted  to   the   Philippine  Islands  from   tbe 
I  United  State*  free  of  duty  :  And  provided  furthtr,  That  tbe  free  admls- 
ilon,  herein  provided,  of  such  articles,  the  growth,  product,  or  manufac- 
ture of  tbe  United  States,  Into  tbe  Philippine  Islands  shall  be  conditioned 
upon  tbe  direct  shipment  thereof,  under  a   through  bill  of  lading,  from 
I  be  country  of  origin  to  the  country  of  destination :  Provided,  hoicever, 
'  'bat  if  such  artldes  become  unpacked  while  en  route  by  accident,  wreek, 
<  r  other  casualty,  or  so  damaged  aa  to  necessitate  their  repacking,  the 
isme  shall  be  admitted  free  of  duty  upon  satisfactory   proof  that   the 
inpacklng  occurred   through   accident  or  necessity   and   that   the   mer- 
(bandiae  Involved  is  the  Identical  merchandise  originally  shipped  from 
I  he  United  States,  and  that  its  condition  has  not  been  changed  except 
I  or  such  damage  as  may  have  been  sustained  :  Atid  provided.  That  there 
I  ball  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  In   the  United  States  uiK>n  articles, 
ifoods,  wares,  or  merchandise  coming  into  the  United  States  from  the 
'lilllpplne  Islands  a  tax  equal   to   the  internal-revenue   tax  imposed  in 
he  United  States  upon  the  like  articles,  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  of 
loBiestle  manufacture :  such   tax  to  be  paid  by  internal-revenue  stamp 
iir  stamps,  to  be  provided  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  and 
o  be  afllxed  In  aoch  manner  and  under  such  regulations  aa  he,  with  the 
ipproval   of  the   Secretary  of  the  Treasury,   shall  prescribe;  and  such 
irticles,  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  shipped  from  said  Islands  to  tbe 
Jnlted   States  shall  be  exempt   from   the   payment  of  any   tax  im|>osed 
If  the  internal  revenue  laws  of  the   Philippine  Islands:  Provided  t^r- 
.her,  Tbst   there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  in   the   Philippine 
islands,    upon    articles,    goods,    wares,    or    merchandise    going    into    tbe 
i*bUlpplne  Islands  from  the  United  States,  a  tax  equal  to  tbe  internal- 
-eveaae  tax  imposed  in   tbe   Philippine   Islands  upon   the  like  articles, 
(oods,  wares,  or  merchandise  of   I'hilipplnc   Islands  naanufacture ;  sncb 
as  to  be  paid  by  Internal-revenue  stamps  or  otberwis»\  as  provided  by 
:b«  laws  of  th«   Pttllipplne   Islands;    and   such   articles,   goods,    wares, 
>r  merchandise  going  into  the  Philippine  Islands  from  the  United  States 
tball  be  exempt  from  tbe  payment  of  any  tm  imposed  by  the  Internal 
rwenoe  laws  of  the  United  States :  Provided  further.  That  in  addition 
to  tbe  CQstoaaa  taxes  imposed  In  tbe  Philippine  Islands  there  shall  be 
ttvled,  collected,  and  paid  therein  upon  articles,  goods,  wares,  or  mer- 
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chandlse  Imported  Into  the  Philippine  Islands  from  countries  other  than 
the  United  States  the  intemal-revenu*?  Ux  imposed  by  the  Philippliie 
government  on  like  articles  manufactured  and  consumed  in  the  Philip- 
pine Islands  or  shipped  thereto  for  consumption  therein  from  the  United 
States  :  And  provided  further.  That  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this 
act  all  iiitonial  revenues  collected  in  or  for  account  of  tbe  Philippine 
Islands  shall  accrue  intact  to  the  general  government  thereof  and  be 
paid  Into  the  insular  treasury." 

aiQHT    TO    TAX    THS    PHILIPPINS    ISLANDS 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  It  can  not  be  contended 
with  any  degree  of  accuracy  that  we  have  not  the  right  to  tax 
prtiducts  coming  into  this  country  from  the  Philippine  Islands. 
The  very  first  section  of  tlte  pending  tariff  bill,  as  well  as  all 
preceding  tariff  acts,  made  an  exception  of  the  Philippine 
Islands.  Under  this  bill  tbe  definition  of  the  term  "  United 
States  "  reeds  as  follows : 

(h)  Definition:  When  used  in  this  section  and  in  sections  338  and 
840  the  term  "United  States"  includes  the  several  States  and  Terri- 
tories, tbe  District  of  Columbia,  and  all  possessions  of  tbe  United 
States  except  the  Philippine  Islands — 

And  so  forth. 

There  are  many  Instances  appearing  In  the  proposed  tariff 
act  find  previous  acts  adopted  since  the  Spani.sh-American  War 
which  clearly  show  that  the  status  of  the  Philippine  Islands  Is 
that  of  an  unincorporated  possession.  It  may  be  added  that 
the  Philippines  are  the  only  possession  of  the  United  States, 
aside  from  t^iba,  to  which  independence  was  granted,  to  which 
we  have  promised  Independence,  and,  as  I  shall  later  show,  until 
1913  the  Philippine  Lslands  were  required  to  pay  tariff  duties 
to  the  United  States  Government.  But,  Mr.  President,  It  is  a 
fact,  which  may  not  be  disputed,  that  the  Filipinos  are  insisting 
upon  two  outstandliig  concessions.  The  first  Is  Independence, 
and  the  second  is  the  right  to  send  sugar,  oils,  tobacco,  and 
other  agricultural  products  into  the  United  States  duty  free.  It 
is  useless  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  two  objectives 
are  not  compatible  and  never  will  be.  It  is  not  even  good  for 
their  welfare  that  lK)th  alternatives  should  be  considered.  If 
they  shall  be  permitted  to  send  their  agricultural  products  into 
this  country  duty  free  until  Independence  can  be  gained,  then 
some  bright  morning,  when  independence  shall  be  granted,  they 
will  be  faced  with  the  momentous  problem  of  government  In 
their  own  hands  and  In  addititKi  the  tasli  of  finding  a  new  mar- 
ket for  their  products.  They  should  not  be  encouraged  in  in- 
dusti'les  that  are  dependent  upon  duty-free  Importations  into 
the  United  States.  To  continue  such  reiations  Is  to  encourage 
the  binding  of  the  Philippines  closer  to  the  United  States  every 
year  and  postponing  tlieir  independence.  They  must  not  be  ea- 
couraged  to  maite  themselves  increasingly  dependent,  from  an 
economical  standpoint,  on  the  United  States. 

This  state  of  affairs  malces  ridiculous  the  statement  that  the 
Philippines  should  be  plai-ed  on  the  same  trade  basis  as  Hawaii 
and  Porto  Rico.  The  former  Is  a  part  of  the  United  States 
through  annexation,  and  Porto  Rico  Is  a  possession  to  which 
we  have  not  promised  Independence  but  which,  on  the  contrary, 
will  always  remain  under  control  of  this  country.  The  situa- 
tion In  the  Phllipirfne  Islands  is  entirely  different,  and  friends 
of  the  islands  are  arguing  against  their  Independence  when 
they  fail  to  see  the  dlstlnctl(Hi.  No  more  effective  move  against 
Independence  could  be  made  than  to  allow  European  interests 
to  develop  the  Philippine  sugar  and  other  agricultural  indus- 
tries on  the  l>asi8  of  free  Importation  into  the  United  States. 
That  would  necessarily  unfit  tbe  islands  for  a  national  status. 
Mr.  President,  much  information  concerning  the  relations 
between  the  United  States  and  the  Philippine  Islands  is  In- 
cluded in  the  hearings  held  before  committees  of  Congress  on 
the  pending  tariff  l>ilL  Indeed,  so  much  Is  contained  In  thoee 
hearings  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  use  more  than  a  compara- 
tively few  to  prove  that  in  adopting  my  amendment  th«-e  Is  no 
deviation  from  the  well-established  and  recognized  right  of  the 
ConKress  to  go  even  further  with  reference  to  taxing  goods 
imported  into  this  country  from  the  Philippines. 

For  instance,  at  page  9880  of  the  hearings  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means  of  the  House,  Seventieth  Congress, 
second  session,  commonly  known  as  Tariff  Readjustment,  1929, 
we  find  that  the  United  States  cc^lects  $900,000  of  taxes  on 
tobacco  entering  this  country  from  the  Phllipirin«  Islands, 
which  amount  Is  refunded  to  the  Philippine  Islanda  Under 
my  amendment  a  similar  situation  would  prevail  aa  to  other 
Imports  from  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  McKEI^AB.    Mr.  President  do  I  understand  that  the 
Senator's  amendment  includes  both  sugar  and  oil? 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.     It  includes  every  commodity. 
The  United  States  Supreme  Court  has  held  that  the  Philip- 
pine Islands  are  unincorporated  terrltotj. 


The  statement  appears  In  the  hearings  before  the  Finance 
Committee  on  the  pending  bill,  at  page  211,  that  under  existing 
law  Internal  revenue  on  Incomes  in  the  Philipiiines  Is  collected 
by  the  United  States  and  returned  to  the  Philippine  govern- 
ment for  their  uses.  Such  a  custom  Is  equivalent  to  the  levying 
of  an  excise  tax  on  the  Philippine  Islands,  and  this  method  may 
be  used  toward  bringing  alwut  tbe  equalization  of  competitive 
conditions  as  l)etween  the  oil,  fats,  tolwcco,  and  sugar  produc-ers 
of  the  Philippine  Islands  and  other  competitive  products  of 
American  farmers. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  further  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  for  the  first  10  years  after  we  acquired  the  Philippine 
Islands  the  United  States  paid  full  duty  on  Its  prinlucts  polng 
into  the  Philippines,  but  the  products  of  the  Philippines  coming 
Into  the  United  States  paid  only  75  per  cent  of  the  regular  duty 
In  this  country,  which  was  a  concession  given  to  them  similar 
to  the  one  which  was  given  to  Cuba  of  a  liO  per  c«it  differ- 
ential. 

At  the  expiration  of  the  10  years  in.  1909  free  trade  between 
the  Philippines  and  the  United  States  was  provided  for  by 
Congress,  but  the  amount  of  free  sugar  imported  from  tbe  Phil- 
IpiHnes  intt)  the  United  States  was  limited  to  300,000  tt»ns  of 
sugar  per  year.  There  was  also  a  restriction  on  the  importa- 
tlwis  of  rice  and  tobacco. 

Mr.  President,  there  was  never  complete  free  trade  between 
the  Philippine  Islands  and  the  United  States  until  1913.  The 
1913  tariff  act  provided  for  free  sugar  In  1916.  Therefore,  the 
limitation  on  sugar  was,  under  the  theory  of  those  who  wrote 
the  bill,  correctly  repealed,  since  all  foreign  countries  were  to 
be  allowed  to  send  their  sugar  here  duty  free.  I  may  add  that 
at  that  time  there  was  no  duty  on  ve^table  oils;  so  that  at 
that  time  there  were  no  competing  iH-oducts  uptm  which  the  act 
of  1913  proposed  to  reenact  a  tariff  that  would  affect  any  article 
shipped  from  the  Philippines  except  those  which  that  bill  pro- 
vided for. 

In  1916  the  provision  of  the  Simmons-Underwood  bill  provid- 
ing for  free  stigar  was  repealed,  and  by  oversight  the  limitation 
on  the  Importation  of  sugar  bito  the  United  States  was  not 
restored.  There  Is  an  explanation  for  the  lack  of  Interest  in 
this  matter,  because,  although  the  Philippines  were  limited  under 
the  act  of  1909  to  300.000  tons,  she  never  Imported  into  tbe 
United  States  as  much  as  300,000  tons  until  1924.  There  was  no 
danger  to  American  farmers  at  that  time. 

Mr.  President,  tlie  American  Farm  Bureau  Fe<leration,  in 
convention  in  Chicago  December  10,  1928,  declare<l  as  follows: 

Free  trade  with  the  Philippines  Is  Inlurioos  to  tbe  American  farmer, 
because  over  80  per  cent  of  our  exports  to  the  Plillippines  consists  of 
industrial  products  and  96  per  cent  of  our  imports  from  the  Philip- 
pines consists  of  agricultural  products. 

Thus  you  see,  Mr.  President  that  the  privilege  of  Importing 
industrial  goods  Into  the  Philippines  is  paid  for  by  the  farmer 
whose  products  are  put  into  free  c«mipetltion  with  the  products 
of  Asiatic  labor. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  insert  In  the  Rbcoh>  as  an  exhIMt 
to  my  speedi  a  brief  history  of  every  act  of  Congress  dealing 
with  commodities  from  th^  Philippine  Islands. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  In  the  chair).  With- 
out objection,  it  Is  so  ordered.     [See  Bxhlblt  B.l 

BBA80N8   FOR  TAXIMO 

Mr.  BBOUSSARD.  Mr.  President  I  wish  to  devote  my  at- 
t«ition  now  to  the  reastms  why  it  is  necessary  to  impose  the 
tax  proposed  under  my  amendment  I  shall  first  take  up  the 
question  of  sugar  and  later  that  of  v^etable  oUb,  tobacco,  and 
other  commodities. 

With  reference  to  sugar,  It  Is  my  purpose  to  compare  the 
Philippine  Islands  with  the  Hawaiian  and  Porto  Biean  Islands — 
not  Mr.  President  that  their  status  is  the  same,  because  I  have 
already  shown  that  the  Philippine  Islands  occupy  a  unique  posi- 
tion as  a  possession  of  the  United  States— but  taereij  to  show 
what  reasons  mtist  necessarily  control  us,  even  If  it  be  granted 
for  the  sake  of  argument  that  the  status  of  ail  three  of  the 
islands  are  the  same,  and  lead  us  to  deal  differently  with  tbe 
Philippine  Islands  in  this  legislation. 

Tbe  annexation  of  Hawaii  was  ft^lowed  In  1898  by  the  Span- 
ish-American War,  and  the  passing  of  Porto  Bico  and  the 
Philippines  under  oar  control  Sugar  is  the  principal  crop  of  all 
these  Islands.  Twenty-five  years  ago  they  were  making  600,000 
tons  of  sugar,  and  to-day  they  are  making  around  2,000,000  tons 
a  year. 

Sugar  from  Hawaii  and  Porto  Bico  was  admitted  without  a 
duty  right  from  tbe  start  In  the  case  of  the  Pldlipplnes,  it  was 
dilferent  T%eir  sugar  had  to  pay  the  foil  duty  up  to  March  9. 
1902,  when  they  wen  allowed  25  per  cent  off  the  full  rate.    In 
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1903  we  made  t  commercial  treaty  with  Coba  by  which  Cnban  [ 
Bojcar  was  admitted  at  20  per  cent  off  the  regular  rate. 

That  20  per  cent  protection  in  the  United  States  was  a  Wg 
thing  for  Cuba,  because  she  could  grow  sugar  more  cheaply  than 
almost  any  other  country.  It  enabled  the  Cubans  to  drive  all 
other  foreign  sugar  out  of  this  market,  and  it  gave  them  a  big 
advantage  over  the  domestic  sugar  people.  The  result  was  that 
while  oor  domestic  sugar  indu.«try  has  grown  slowly,  the  Cnban 
industry  has  advanced  by  leaps  and  bounds.  American  capital 
poured  into  Cuba  until  probably  $1,500,000,000  is  investetl  in 
sugar  there  bj  Americans:  ami  the  Cuban  crop  went  up  from 
l.<t00.000  tons  in  1902  to  over  5.600.000  tons  in  1925.  The  as- 
sistance  that  Congress  originally  planned  to  extend  to  the  Amer- 
ican farmer  waa  mostly  diverted  to  Cuba. 

While  the  sugar  industry  in  Cuba  was  growing  at  a  phe- 
nomenal rate.  Hawaii  and  Porto  Rico  were  increasing  their 
production  of  sugar,  too,  though  much  more  slowly.  They 
had  only  a  limited  amonnt  of  land  available;  and  to-day  they 
are  about  up  to  their  limit  of  production,  because  they  have  no 
more  land  they  can  put  under  cane.  With  the  Philippines  it  is 
different.  They  have  a  vast  amount  of  uncultivated  land  and 
an  endk'Rs  supply  of  cheap  labor — labor  that  lives  under  tropi- 
cal conditions,  and  not  at  all  in  the  manner  of  Americans.  It 
c«ists  les-s  to  produce  sugar  In  the  Philippines  than  anywhere 
else  under  the  American  flag — probably  little,  if  anything,  more 
than  it  costs  In  Cuba.  The  Philippines  could  easily,  produce 
5.000.000  tons  of  HUgar  a  year,  just  as  Cuba  has  done;  and  ex- 
cept for  the  political  uncertainty  of  their  future,  capital  would 
have  rushed  in  there  and  would  have  built  up  tb^r  industry 
wvn  faster  than  it  has  done. 

Mr.  Presi«lent,  I  am  more  than  ever  convinced  of  the  nocessity 
of  a  duty  on  Philippine  agricultural  pr(^>ducts  as  a  measure  of 
relief  for  American  farmers.  Producers  of  farm  products  in  the 
islands  are  under  low  wage  and  living  standards,  and  are  in- 
juring our  farmers  In  the  United  States  market.  The  Filipinos 
have  already  received  at  Uncle  Sam's  hands  more  benefits  than 
they  can  ev»*r  hope  to  repay  ;  and  we  must,  therefore,  either  turn 
them  loc»<e  or  confront  a  most  dangerous  situation  of  competition 
fr«>m  them  within  the  United  States,  to  the  detriment  of  our 
people. 

Mr.  KINO.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     IX>e8  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  The  Senator  made  a  very  interesting  statement 
with  respei-t  to  the  probability.  If  not  tlie  certainty,  of  a  large 
increase  in  the  production  of  sugar  in  the  Philippine  Islands 
If  there  should  be  no  uncertainty  with  respect  to  the  future. 
That  is  to  say.  assuming  that  it  is  understood  that  the  United 
States  sihall  retain  eontrol  for  an  Indefinite  period,  then  more 
capital  will  flow  into  the  Philippine  Islands,  and  a  larger  output 
of  sugar  will  result  I  hope  I  have  not  misinterpreted  the 
Senator. 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Sugar  and  other  agricultural  products. 
Mr!  KINO.  Yes ;  but  I  was  directing  my  attention  principally 
to  sugar.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  my  understanding  of 
the  facts  la  somewhat  difTerent  from  the  position  taken  by  my 
friend. 

The  increase  in  sugar  in  the  Philippine  Islands  during  the 
past  few  years  has  not  been  the  result  of  an  extension  of  culti- 
▼atl<xi  of  agricultural  lands  except  to  the  amount  of  about 
5  to  7  per  cent  There  has  been  a  cooslderat»Ie  increase,  but 
that  has  been  due  to  more  scientific  methods  of  farming  and  to 
the  fertilisation  of  ths  soil.  So  that  while  the  Senator  is  abso- 
lutely correct  in  stating  that  there  has  been  an  increa.se,  my 
information  is  that  the  limit  has  nearly  been  reached  of  lands 
which  will  be  devoted  to  the  production  of  sugar,  even  though 
the  United  States  should  retain  control  for  an  indefinite  period. 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.  May  I  aay  to  the  Senator  that  I  sbaU 
refer  to  oflkrial  data  to  support  the  statement  I  have  Just  made; 
and  I  am  about  to  reach  them. 

Mr.  President,  the  opponeots  of  an  increasa  of  a  sugar  tariif 
dei'lare  that  the  benefit  of  such  an  increase  would  go  largely 
to  Hawaii,  Porto  Bico,  and  the  Philipplnea.  The  legal  status 
of  Hawaii  and  Porto  Rico  la  not  at  all  the  same  aa  that  of  the 
Philippine  Islands.  Moreover.  Hawaii  and  Porto  Klco  have 
reached  the  limit  of  possible  production  of  rngar,  because  of 
their  re«tTicted  area.  They  are  entitled  to  prosper,  because 
they  are  to  remain  part  of  American  territory,  and  we  should 
see  that  they  prosper.  Tttey  are  merely  small  etementa  of  an 
lmmen.se  picture,  and  can  never  be  biggu'  than  they  are  now. 
As  I  shall  riiow  later,  the  Philippines  are  capable  of  enormoua 
development ;  and  as  we  intend  to  set  them  tnm  w%  mat  ettber 
do  so  now,  or  dumge  o«r  polley  toward  tbca  m>  that  we  naj 
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n  )t  stimulate  production  of  competing  commodltips  to  the  ruin 
o '  American  farmers.  When  we  acquired  them,  we  taxed  their 
iiiports.  Later,  we  restricted  their  Imports;  and  their  sugar 
oily  came  in  free  when  all  sugar  from  everywhere  was  put  on 
the  free  list  by  the  Simmons-Underwood  bill.  Later,  free  sugar 
v«9  found  to  be  an  economic  error,  and  the  duties  were  re- 
B  ored;  but  by  overgilt  the  restricted  status  of  the  Philippines 
V  as  overlooked. 

I  shall  presently  reach  the  matter  about  which  the  Senator 
from  Utah  ha.s  just  questioned  me.  In  the  meantime  I  will 
f  :rflow  the  speech  as  I  have  it  arranged. 

Mr.  President,  I  heard  with  pleasure  that  part  of  the  speech 
cf  the  senior  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Borah  1,  delivered  on 
September  16.  1929,  In  the  Senate.  It  states  the  situation  so 
c  Midsely  and  logically  that  I  wish  to  read  it  to  the  Senate : 

I    am    not   going   to   discuss    the    Philippine   question    to-day,    but    it 
e  Dines  in  lH«re  for  consideration,  because  the  American   farmer  at   this 
time  Is  carrying  the  entire  load,  from  an  economic   standpoint,   of  the 
I'hillppine*.     I  have  wondered  If  the  Philippines  were  prodndnft  mann- 
fictured  goods  as  they  are  capable  of  producing  agricultural  products 
I  nd   were   sending    those    manufactured    goods    into    the   United    States, 
1  hether  there  would  be   the  same  oguanlmity  among  our  friends  an  to 
1  lying  free  trade  to  the  PhUippines  that  there  is  at  the  present  time? 
1  hitles  can  be  levied  as  may  be  seen  fit.  and  levied  upon  sugar,  but  the 
leet-sugar  Industry  will  disappear  if  it  is  compelled   to  tight  the  free- 
irade  importations  of  the  Philippines.     Over  600,000,000  pound«  of  coco- 
nut  oil   and   copra   are   Imported    each    year    Into   this   country.     These 
hlngs  come  in  conflict  with  the  American  producer,  and  so  far  as  the 
»U1   goes   they   are  left  to  compete  with   the   Philippines   upon   a    free- 
raiJe  basis.     It  may  or  may  not  be  a  factor  for  this  bill,  Iwit  it  is  an 
element   which   enters  Into   the   picture  of  the   condition  of  agriculture 
accentuating  all  the  more  the  necessity  for  giving  protection  where  It 
s  possible  to  give  it. 

The  logic  of  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  is 
rrefutable. 

Mr.   VANDENBEIHi.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  -Senator  from  Loulsi- 
iina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 
Mr,  BROUSSARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  will  permit 
ne  to  call  his  att»'ntiou  to  another  very  serious  differential  that 
■uns  against  us  In  the  Philippine  situation. 

Although  we  tuidertake  to  deal  with  the  Philippine  Islands 
m  a  free-trade  basis,  which  is  precisely  the  status  obtaining 
>etwoen  the  States,  nevertheless  we  do  not  extend  our  coastwise 
(hipping  laws  to  the  Philippine  Islands,  as  we  do  to  the  States 
iind  to  Hawaii  and  Porto  Rico.  As  a  result,  these  agricultural 
lommodlties  that  are  coming  into  the  United  States  from  the 
*hilippine  Islands  are  coming  to  us  In  foreign  ships  to  a  large 
extent,  thus  enjoying  a  tremendous  tran.»;portatlon  differential, 
>ectiuse  foreign  ships  operate  ao  much  more  cheaply  than  our 
)wn. 

Let  me  indicate  jast  for  a  moment,  if  the  Senator  will  permit, 
irhat  this  means — this  requirement,  on  the  one  hand,  that  our 
i>wn  States  shall  use  nothing  but  American  ships  In  free-trade 
<t)astwie«  traffic,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Philipplnos  may 
ise  foreign  ships  in  this  same  free-trade  coastwise  traffic.  Let 
ne  Indicate  the  tremendous  relative  transportation  burden 
vliich.  for  this  and  other  reasons,  American  agricultural  com- 
nodiUes  have  to  bear  in  competition  with  the  Phllijipines. 

The  freight  rate  on  sugar  from  Manila  to  New  York,  which 
nust  be  a  matter  of  10,000  miles  or  more,  is  87^  cents  a  hun- 
Ired  pounds,  and  the  rate  from  Menominee.  Mich.,  to  New 
Eork,  Is  56  cents;  so  that  our  Michigan  beet  sugar,  so  far  as 
ransportation  is  concerned,  confronts  a  terrific  differential, 
ilthough  moving  but  a  fraction  of  the  distance.  Nor  is  that 
ill.  Half  of  the  I'hllippine  sugar  crop  which  is  coming  to  the 
United  States  this  year  is  coming  in  United  States  Shipping 
Board  vessels.  Those  vesisels,  in  order  to  get  the  crt)p,  are 
ting  the  foreign  transportation  rate.  Those  sjinie  vessels 
operating  at  a  loss  of  $i>40,000  a  year.  A  substantial  por- 
on  of  this  K>ss  is  chargeable  directly  to  Filipino  sugar. 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Which  the  American  taxpayer  pajrs. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Precisely.  Therefore,  we  are  not  only 
[lermittlng  Philippine  sugar  to  come  in  free,  but  we  are  actually 
mbsldlsing  a  large  portion  of  it  from  the  Public  Treasury  with 
thia  transportation  differoitial.  It  may  be  that  we  should 
extend  our  coastwise  shipping  laws  to  the  Philippine  Islands. 
Mr.  BBOUS8ARD.  I  thank  the  Senator  very  much.  The 
matter  to  which  he  has  called  attention  is  a  very  valuable 
ioggestlon. 

Mr.  President,  if  Hie  Philippines  are  to  be  Incorporated  into 
the  American  Union,  it  would  be  wise  and  ^st  to  maintain 
fitee  trad*  with  them;  bat  they  are  to  be  independent  in  time. 


The  tendency  to  encourage  them  to  trade  with  us  should  be 
discouraged,  espet-ially  when  their  products  compete  with  Amer- 
ican products.  The  natural  market  for  Philippine  sugar  is  in 
the  Orient;  and  that  market  would  be  developed  but  for  the 
free  entry  into  the  United  States,  which  gives  European  capital 
in  the  i.-^lands  an  undue  advantage  over  the  American  and 
Cuban  suear  producers. 

In  stating  that  the  natural  market  for  Philippine  sugar  Is 
the  Orient.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  tliat  the  Philip- 
pines exported  to  the  United  States  in  1926,  312,723  tons  of 
sugar.  During  the  same  year  Cuba  exported  241,631  tons  of 
her  surplus  sugar  to  the  Orient,  the  natural  market  of  the 
Philippine  industry.  It  follows,  therefwe,  that  we  are  artifi- 
cially encouraging  an  illogic-al  and  uneconomic  deviation  of  trade 
from  its  proper  channels,  and  enctmraging  a  development  hurt- 
ful to  us.  which  development,  whenever  Independence  is  granted 
the  Philippines,  will  leave  its  chief  industry  without  any  market 
at  all.  This  is  the  situation  which  it  seems  to  me  should  impel 
the  Filipinos  to  indttrse  this  amendment  and  to  ask  the  Congress 
to  adopt  it. 

Mr.  President.  I  now  wish  to  take  up  coconut  oil,  which  is 
now  the  dominant  lmpt)rted  oil  into  the  domestic  markets.  It 
comi)ete8,  pound  for  pound,  with  cottonseed  oil  and  many  other 
oils.  The  Imports  of  coconut  oil  are  steadily  increasing,  while 
the  price  is  decreesine.  so  that  the  cotton  farmer  is  subjected  to 
a  destructive  comp«*tition  and  the  fish-oll  Industry  and  other 
domestic-oil  industries  of  competitive  character  are  equally  In 
danger. 

Mr.  President,  the  senior  Senator  from  Tennessee  the  other 
day  ridiculed  the  idea  that  an  increase  of  duty  on  peanut  or 
vegetable  oil  eouM  raise  the  price.  That  Is  true,  because  100 
per  cent  of  the  coconut  oil  imported  into  this  country  comes 
duty  free  from  the  Philip|>lnes.  So  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  if  we  increaseil  that  duty  to  a  dollar  a  gallon 
he  would  not  get  a  c-ent  more  for  his  cottonseed  oil.  But  tax  oils 
from  the  Philippine  Islamls  and  the  price  of  cottonseed,  peanut, 
and  other  oils  will  rise. 

Mr.  President,  Mr.  Charles  W.  Holman,  of  Washington,  D.  C, 
representing  the  National  Cooperative  Milk  Producers'  Federa- 
tion, the  .\merican  Cotton  Growers'  Exchange,  and  the  National 
Livestock  Producers'  .\ssociation,  api)eared  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  and  testified  with  reference  to  imports  from 
the  Philippine  Islands.    Mr.  Holman  testified  as  follows: 

The  oils  and  fats  problem,  as  we  have  told  the  committee  several 
tim<^.  constitutes  the  largest  single  competitive  problem  that  American 
farmers  have  to  face  in  the  pending  tariff  legislation.  About  $148,- 
000.000  worth  of  these  oils  and  fats  come  Into  this  country  every  year. 
Only  about  $603,000,000  of  products  come  in  that  compete  with  agricul- 
tural products  of  the  farmer.  Of  that  the  Philippines  send  to  us  a  con- 
siderable quanUty.  They  send  to  us  about  508,000.000  pounds  of  coco- 
nut oil — that  la,  of  oil  content. 

Mr.  Holman  was  referring  to  the  last  figures,  which  apply  to 
the  year  1927,  and  stated  that  this  was  coconut  oil  plus  the 
coconut  oil  in  the  copra. 

I  wish  also  to  refer  to  tl>e  fact  that  this  coconut  oil  Is  a  com- 
petitor with  the  dairj-  fanners.  Mr.  Holman  states  in  his 
answers  to  the  Committee  on  Finance  the  effect  of  coconut  oil 
on  the  American  farmer: 

Senator  Bi^fOHAM.  Are  the  dairy  farmers  interested  in  what  goea  Into 
oleomargarine  T 

Mr.  HOLMAS.  Very  deeply,  sir.  Oleomargarine  is  a  great  competitor 
with  8.1  to  88  score  butter,  and  there  Is  a  differential  usually 

Senator  Binohaic.  Do  yon  care  whether  It  is  made  of  coconut  oil  or 
cottonseed  oilT 

Mr.  MOLMAN.  Tea;  we  do.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  Senator,  we  would 
prefer  to  have  It  made  from  a  domestic  product,  because  then  it  would 
help  our  brother  farmers  In  the  southern  aecUon  of  the  country  and 
tend  to  stop  what  is  now  a  rather  serious  problem  to  us.  namely,  the 
Increase  of  dairy  cows  in  this  country. 

Senator  Biwoham.  Coconut  was  developed  as  a  food  product,  but  I 
never  knew  that  cottonseed  waa  intended  as  a  food  product. 

Mr.  Holman.  Cottonseed  oil  Is  one  of  the  best  edible  oils  In  the  United 
States. 

Senator  Connallt.  Most  of  your  "olive  oU  "  made  up  in  Connectl 
cut  is  made  out  of  cottonseed  oil.      ( Laughter.  1 

Senator  Bingham.  Yon  should  not  give  that  away.      [Laughter.] 

Mr.  Holman.  I  shall  have  to  find  those  figures  a  little  later  for  you. 
Senator.     I  shall  be  glad  to  file  them. 

Senator  Simmons.  Originally  almost  all  of  the  oleomargarine  was 
made  out  of  cottonseed  oil? 

Mr.  Holman.  Originally;  yefc  It  is  something  over  160—1  aliould 
bate  to  give  the  figures  here  without  referring  to  the  statistics. 


Senator  Cooibks.  Tbey  are  all  la  tfa*  reeord.  are  they  aotf 
Mr.  HoLMAH.  Tbey  arc  aD  In  the  record,  however ;  and  tbey  show 
that  at  the  presmt  time  only  arooad  20.000.000  pounda  of  cottonseed 
oU  is  used  In  <deomargarine,  whervas  in  the  older  days  considerably 
over  150,000.000  pounds  was  used ;  and  at  the  present  time  sboot  a 
quarter  of  a  billion  pounds  of  coconut  oil  goes  Into  oleomargarin* 
making.  The  facts  are  that  the  price*  of  coeoant  oil  do  aCect  the  prices 
of  cottonseed  oil  and  of  the  other  oils  and  fats  in  this  countiy. 

PBODOCTIOM    AND    IMPOKTI    FBOM    raiUrPTMSS 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  now  to  refer  to  a  table  furnished  me 
by  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission.  It  is  marked  "Ex- 
hibit A-1"  and  shows  the.  Imports  of  principal  commodities 
from  the  Philippine  Islands  to  continental  United  States  for 
the  calendar  year  1928.  I  desire  to  have  it  printed  as  an 
exhibit  to  my  speech. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered.     (See  Exhibit  A-1.] 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  wish  to  make  comment  on  this  table, 
because  the  figures  are  startling  to  me. 

This  table,  Mr.  Prvsident,  shows  that  the  Philippine  Islands 
imported  free  into  the  United  Sutes  $46,873,000  worth  of  sugar, 
which  was  22.4  ijer  cent  of  the  total  value  imported  from  all 
countries,  including  the  Philippines,  Into  the  United  States,  and 
40.5  per  cent  of  total  value  of  all  cwnmodities  imported  from 
the  Philippines  into  the  United  States. 

It  shows  that  they  imported  into  the  United  States  $43,- 
969,000  worth  of  coconut  products,  which  was  of  the  total  valua 
imported  into  the  United  States  from  all  countri*"*,  including 
the  Ptdlippine  Islands.  100  per  cent  of  coconut  oil.  72.6  per  cent 
of  copra,  76.9  per  cent  of  coconut  meat,  desiccated,  and  79.2 
per  cent  of  coconut  oil  cake  or  meal,  while  the  toUl  coconut 
products  imported  into  the  United  SUtee  from  the  Philii)plnea 
were  38  per  c-ent  of  the  toUi  value  of  their  producU  imported 
into  the  United  States. 

In  addition  to  that  they  sent  of  manila  fiber  $9^67,000  worth ; 
they  sent  of  cotton  embroideries  and  ready-made  clothing 
$4,106,000  worth ;  they  sent  $4,750,000  worth  of  cigars  and  ciga- 
rettes.    All   these  enter  free  of  duty   and  compete   with   our 

products.  _.  .^. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  jUAdt 

Mr  BROUSSARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE  The  Senator  pointed  out  that  Porto  Rico  and 
Hawaii  had  reached  their  capacity  in  the  pnxluction  of  sugar. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Yes. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Has  the  Senator  made  a  like  study  of  the 
capacity  of  those  two  possessions  aa  to  fata  and  oils?  Have 
they  reached  their  capacity? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  have  not  made  such  a  study  for  this 
reason,  that  they  are  considered  par^of  the  American  territory. 

Bir.  GEORGE.  I  understand,  but  1  merely  wanted  to  get 
the  fact. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    I  have  not  made  that  study. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  understand  the  Philippine  Islands  have  not 
reached  their  capadty  in  sugar  production,  according  to  the 
Senator's  view.  Have  the  I'hiUpplnes  reached  their  caitacity  in 
point  of  oil  production? 

Mr.  BROl'SSARD.    They  have  not  as  to  any  prodtKl  at  aU. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Not  as  to  any? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Not  as  to  any.  I  think  I  shall  show 
that  later.  They  have  not  reached  the  maximum  production  in 
any  line,  on  acci»uut  of  lack  of  capiul  and  uncertainty  aa  to  the 
future,  which  make  it  impossible  for  them  to  command  ths 
confidence  of  the  Investing  public. 

I  have  a  taWe  here  furnished  me  by  the  Department  of  Covck- 
merce,  marke<l  "A-2,*'  which  I  desire  to  have  lusertexl  for  the 
Information  of  those  who  wish  to  get  further  daU  along  this 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Without  objection,  the  table 
will  be  Inserted  in  the  Rixobd  at  the  conclusion  of  the  Senator's 
remarks.     [»««  Exhibit  A-2.] 

Mr.  BLACK.     Mr    President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROl'SSARD.     I  .vield. 

Mr  BLACK.  In  connection  with  the  statement  Just  made  by 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  the  reiwrt  of  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce for  1927  shctws  that  only  12%  per  cent  of  the  total  laud 
area  of  the  Philippine  Islands  Is  under  cultivation. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  That  Is  true;  In  other  wonls,  they  are 
prmiucing  thi.^  cane  practically  on  land  they  had  in  cultivation 
during  the  Spanish  days. 

I  also  have  an  exhibit  marked  "  A,"  which  gives  annual 
average  values  for  a  6-year  period,  which  I  wish  to  have  in- 
serted in  the  Rkcmd  for  the  benefit  of  any  of  those  who  feel 
interested  in  it 
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Tb»»  PRESrDINO  OFFTCER.    Wlthont  objertlon,  the  table 

will  Ik>  printed  in  the  Rbpokd.     [Soe  F>xhibtt  A.l 

Mr    BROLSSARD.    Mr.  Pre«l«lent.  Exhibit  B,  fnrntehed  me 
by  the  United  States  Tariff  Commlseion  a  few  days  ago.  shows 
th**  Fhilippine  tnwJe  and  commodity  trade  balance*  with   the 
rnite«1   States  and  with  other  coantrle**  for  the  period  from 
Jniniary  1.  18tK>.  to  I)e<vmber  31.  1928.    This  table  Is  of  Interest 
ti.  show  how  the  privilege  of  free  Importation  Into  the  United 
StHtm?  in  (t.njilderatlon  for  which,  under  existing  law.  our  goods 
are  aiiuiitted  duty  free  into  the  Philippine  Islands,  has  worked 
to  the  detriment  of  American  farmers  and  to  the  advantage  of 
th.«  Filipinos.     It  is  to  be  note<l  that  in  almost  every  instance 
op  to  1914.  when  there  was  a  limitation  api^ying  to  sugar,  the 
Kilipinos  had   the  advantage  In  the  trade  relations.     But.  In 
eve<y   venr   since   1914,   except   one   where  the   difference  was 
approximutely  |3.00<)  in  favor  of  the  United  States,  the  Fili- 
pinos,   under  free-trade   relations    with    this  country,   have    In 
all  tTis*s  benefited  by  more  than  $31,000,000,  which  Is  the  low- 
est, to  as  much  as  over  $44,000,000  in  the  year  1927.     So  that 
tbl.s  table  shows  that  in  that  period  the  Filipinos  have  benefited 
to  the  extent  of  ^2O,H09.000,  which.  It  mtwt  be  remembered,  does 
not  repre!<ent  fully  the  amount  of  the  b^'iieficenoe  of  this  country 
to  them,  becatwe  the  values  are  calculated  on  the  basis  of  the 
duty  paid  by  the  Cuban  Qovemment.  and,  besides,  the  benefits 
whl«-h  are  said  to  be  derived  by  the  United  States  Government 
Include  commodities  sent  by  our  Government   for  the  United 
States  services  In  the  Philippine  Island-* — serriees  established 
and   maintained   for   their  own   benefit — and    which   sum,   con- 
sumed by  American  citiaens  in  the  service,  amounts  to  more 
thiin  $10O.0OtK0OO.  which  amount  should  be  deducted  from  the 
benefits  received  by  the  United   States,  thereby  increasing  by 
this  amount  the  benefits  received  by  the  Fill|rfno8.     In  total  of 
goods   for    United    States    services    it    amounts   to   more    than 
<H2!8OO.00O  per  annum,  as  shown  by  statistics  I  have  appended 
to  my  remarks.     [See  Exhibits  ('  and  D.l 

Mr.  president.  I  wish  to  insert  as  an  exhibit  also  a  table  fnr- 
nist>ed  by  the  United  States  Tariff  CommLsslon  marked  "  Ex- 
hibit C,"  which  I  wish  to  have  lnserte<l  after  my  remarks  as 
an  appendix.  It  deals  with  the  **  value  of  Philippine  and  United 
StHtes  exiKirts  si)e«  iflcally  admitteil  duty  free  becau.se  of  their 
H'sixctlve  origins  from  the  bejrtnnlng  of  duty-free  trade  n»la 
tions  to  the  end  of  1927." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordered.     [See  Exhibit  C. I 

Mr.  BRUUSSARD.  From  a  table  marked  **  Exhibit  D,"  Is- 
sneil  by  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  the  other  day,  I 
wish  lo  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  It  chows  that  the  United 
States  waives  twice  as  much  on  Philippine  products  than  the 
Philippines  waives  on  our  products,  and  this  on  the  l>asls  of  a 
duty  on  the  Cuban  rate,  ^ich  Is  20  per  cent  below  the  world 
rate,  and  which.  If  computed  on  the  world  rate,  would  Increase 
the  l)eneflts  In  favor  of  the  Philippine  L^lands.  I  wish  to  have 
this  table  Inserted  as  an  exhibit  to  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered.     {See  Exhibit  D.) 

rosniaui  t^mf^tuoruntn 

Mr.   BROUSSARD.     Mr.   President,   we  have  Just  seen   how 
serious   Is   the  competition    between    PhilliH>ine   and  American 
sugar  and  oils  espe«iaUy,  not  to  refer  to  tobacco  and  other  com 
modlties.     There  remain  to  be  dismssed  and  to  be  considereil 
potential  possibilities. 

No  one  can  deny  the  fact  that  but  for  the  uncertainty  of  the 
future  of  the  Philippines  there  would  have  been  already  far 
greater  competitl<m  with  our  people,  and  that  If  this  amend- 
ment is  not  adopted  It  will  be  Interpreted  by  many  who  wish 
to  take  advantage  of  the  unfair  advantages  given  to  Industrj 
and  agriculture  of  the  Philippines  over  our  own  as  a  policy 
of  this  Government  to  perpetuate  existing  relations  In  so  far 
as  the  tariff  is  concerned.  Immeillately  foreign  capital  will 
Invest  there,  in  a  measure  justified  In  accepting  the  result  of  the 
action  of  this  body  on  my  aiuentlment.  and  after  the  rejection 
of  the  Tlmberlake  limitation  amendment  In  the  House  when  this 
bill  uas  before  that  btxly.  and  they  will  develop  the  great  pos- 
slbilitl«  of  these  wonderfully  fertile  Islands, 

I;  is  the  contention  of  those  who  know  the  Philippine  Islands 
that  they  are  t-apable  of  wonderful  development  and  unlimited 
Increaw  of  sugar  production.  I  have  lived  my  entire  life  in 
the  center  of  the  sugar-cane  industry  of  Louisiana.  I  know  the 
methods  of  cultivation,  the  character  of  the  soil  that  produces 
large  tonnage  of  cane.  I  am  thoroughly  familiar  with  every- 
thing required  and  the  conditions  necessary  for  cheap  produc- 
tion of  sugar  from  sugar  cane.  I  have  spmt  more  than  a  year 
in  Cuba  and  aboat  th*  same  length  of  time  in  the  PhilipiAne 
lalandH. 
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I  am  fkmiliar  with  the  soil  of  both  Islands  to  some  extent, 
iind  it  is  my  opinion  that  the  Philippine  Islands  can  Increase 
(normotisly  their  production  of  sugar.  But  this  estimate  of 
ittine  Is  borne  out  by  the  testimony  of  the  Hon.  Pixmio  Guevara, 
Jnlted  States  Resident  Commissioner  for  the  Philippines. 
Writing  In  the  Farm  Journal,  of  Philadelphia,  of  March,  1929, 
lie  said : 

Th*re  Is  no  use  to  d«ny  the  fact  that  the  Philippine  engar  repre- 
ient« — If  not  bow,  in  the  future — a  competition  to  the  beet  «uffar  indus- 
ry  In  the  United  States.  In  the  first  place,  the  cost  of  production  of 
'hiUpplne  BUgar  is  much  lower  than  It  could  be  In  the  United  States, 
n  a  word,  the  pcsalbllUles  of  the  I'hlllpplne  Islands  are  such  as  to  pro- 
luce  sufficient  suifar  to  supply  at  least  the  major  portion,  11  not  the 
rbole  demand,  of  the  American  sugar  market. 

This  is  further  substantiated  by  an  official  publication  of  the 
Philippine  government  in  the  census  of  the  Philippines  for  1918, 
>art  1,  volume  4,  page  228,  which  reads  as  follows : 

The  fature  of  thla  industry  1«  great  No  acnrdty  of  raw  material  la 
to  be  feared.  Tlie  more  sugar  is  produced  In  the  rhllipplnes  the  greater 
will  be  the  proflta 

With  the  area  of  the  Philippines  and  the  adaptability  of  her  aoll  to 
■agar  cnltivatlon.  the  number  of  our  centrals  can  be  increased  to  twice 

that  of  Coba. 

It  U  true  that  our  market,  the  United  States,  Ilea  at  a  considerable 
distance,  and  that  the  profits  are  apparently  reduced  by  the  freight 
expenses,  but  this  disadvantage  la  compensated  by  the  free  entry  of  our 
sugar  In  the  United  States. 

The  late  Governor  Wood  expressed  It  as  his  opinion  that  the 
Philippine  Islands  are  capable  of  protlucing  5,000,000  tons  of 
sugar  annually. 

Now,  Mr.  Prf'^ident,  we  are  confronted  with  this  question: 
Do  the  growing  Philippine  su>;ar  industry,  its  oil  Industry,  and 
other  possible  agricultural  industries  constitute  a  real  threat 
to  the  farmers  of  the  United  States?  I  have  shown  by  statistics 
from  the  United  States  Government  that  it  already  has  a  mo- 
nopoly on  oils  derived  from  coconuts  and  copra,  and  It  Is  cer- 
tainly true  that  It  has  great  posaibilitie.-J  in  the  ti>bacco  industry. 
Its  oil  industry  not  only  has  eliminated  many  of  the  vegetable 
oils  produced  In  this  country  but  has  submitted  the  flsh-oll 
Industry  to  unfair  competition. 

It  is  not  my  bt'llef  that,  after  through  consideration  of  this 
amendment,  the  Congress  will  insist  upon  cultivating  and  .stimu- 
lating an  unfair  cimipetition  with  the  American  farmer.  Are 
we  to  permit  foreign  capital  invested  in  the  PhilipiMnes  to  de- 
velop its  Industries  at  the  expense  of  our  farmers".'  And  when 
our  farmers  are  ruined,  as  they  almost  are  at  thhs  time,  are  we 
then  to  give  them  their  independence?  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Congress  will  so  hold.  It  is  our  duty  to  protect  the  American 
farmer  before  we  protect  other  farmers. 

Mr.  President,  the  Hon.  Henry  L.  Stimson.  now  Secretary  of 
State  and  formerly  Governor  General  of  the  Philippine  Islands, 
In  a  statement  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  on  April 
17,  1929.  stated  that  when  he  took  over  the  office  of  governor 
in  March.  1928,  he  found  that  there  had  existed  a  deadlock 
begun  with  the  resignation  of  the  Philippine  Cabinet  in  1923 
and  which  had  continued  until  he  reconciled  the  differences. 
I  wish  to  quote  his  language  as  to  what  he  looks  forward  to  as 
the  pos.sibilities  of  development  In  the  Philippine  Islands,  not 
only  agriculturally  but  industrially.  From  page  10637  of  Tariff 
Readjustment,  1929,  I  read  as  follows : 

In  many  other  ways  the  Filipino  people  responded  to  my  appeal. 
Two  weeks  before  I  left  Manila  the  first  Congress  of  Filipino  business 
men  was  held  in  that  city  and  sat  a  week  discussing  many  measures 
of  importance  to  business  men.  This  In  Itsflf  marked  a  forward  step 
of  almost  revolutionary  character  In  the  Islands. 

The  whole  subject  of  the  attitude  of  the  Filipinos  toward  American 
capital  was  debated  during  the  passage  of  the  corporation  laws,  result- 
ing in  a  complete  victory  In  favor  of  the  friendly  treatment  of  Amer- 
ican capital.  All  of  these  steps  had  a  marked  effect  upon  American 
capital,  which  had  theretofore  been  dmid  and  reluctant  to  enter  the 
Islands.  I  remember  several  typical  examples  out  of  many  similar 
evidences,  (a)  Robert  Dollar  decided  to  enter  Interlsland  shipping 
with  two  new  vessels,  to  transfer  his  repair  shops  to  the  Philippines, 
and  to  build  a  large  office  building,  (b)  The  California  Packing  Co. 
definitely  decided  to  embark  upon  the  project  of  extending  its  pine- 
apple buelness  from  Hawaii  to  the  Philippines,  (c)  The  Goodye.ir 
Robber  Co.  acquired  an  experimental  tract  of  land  for  rubber  in  Miu- 
dan.<io  and  b«'gan  active  work  In  experimentation,  (d)  Cyms  McCormlck, 
Jr.,  vlalted  the  Islands  in  reference  to  the  raising  of  hemp  in  Mindanao 
for  tlie  International  Harvester  Co.  (e)  Many  business  men  either 
visited  the  islands  or  took  up  the  subject  of  active  development  of  iU 
resources  with  ma. 
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At  page  10M2  of  Tariff  Readjustment,  1929,  I  found  that 
the  Philippine  Sugar  Association,  which  la  opposed  to  any  legis- 
lation limiting  or  taxing  Importations  of  sugar  Into  the  United 
States,  claimed  that  the  production  of  sugar  will  not  exceed 
1,000.000  tons  within  10  years. 

It  might  be  of  Interest  to  the  Senate  to  know  the  total  capital 
Invested  In  the  sugar  Industry  of  the  Philippines  and  the  owner- 
ship of  the  centrals  with  reference  to  nationality,  which  appear 
at  page  10643  of  Tariff  Readjustment,  1929.  from  which  I  read : 

The  nationality  of  the  Investments  made  in  PhlllK>lne  sugar  lands 
Is  as  follows : 

The  total  Investments  In  the  Philippine  sugar  Industry  aggregate 
1190,000.000,  distributed  as  to  the  character  of  the  Investments,  as 
follows : 

Investment   In    centrals $82,  500,  OOO 

Landed    Investments w,  000,  ooo 

Crop    loans 12.  500.  000 

Misceli  ineous    Inveatnients "t  000,  OOO 


190,  000.  000 

The  land  ownership  Is  as  follows : 

FlllDino 173.  800  000 

Spanish ».  »00.  000 

American  and  others 6.  300.  000 

»0,  000,  000 
The  ownership  of  the  centrals  is  as  follows : 

Filipino 140,  250.  000 

American-     21, 500.  000 

Spanish 20,  250.  000 

Other    nationalities 500.000 

82,  500.  000 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Would  the  Senator  mind  stating  the  total 
consumption  of  sugar  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  think  It  Is  around  104  to  106  pounds. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  did  not  mean  per  capita.  I  meant  the 
total. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     It  Is  around  6,000.000  tons. 

There  appeared  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  a  Mr. 
Newton  Gilbert,  of  New  York  City,  who  represents  the  Philip- 


pine-American Chamber  of  Commerce,  with  headquarters  at 
15  Moore  Street,  New  York  City.  His  testimony  appears  in 
Tariff  Readjustment,  1929,  on  page  9875  et  sequentes. 

On  page  9877  Mr.  Gilbert  admitted  that  the  Filipinos  were 
well  versed  In  the  science  of  government  and  capable  educa- 
tionally and  otherwise  to  be  given  their  independence,  but  he, 
and  other  American  Investors  In  the  Philippines,  claim  that  they 
are  not  ready  economically. 

Mr.  Gilbert  admitted  that  the  potential  production  and  the 
rapidity  of  their  production  in  the  Philippine  Islands  in  coco- 
nut oil,  sugar,  tobacco,  and  other  different  things,  depends  upon 
the  inflow  of  capital  into  the  Philippine  Islands.  This  will  be 
found  at  page  9879,  Tariff  Readjustment,  1929. 

CONCLCSION 

Mr.  President,  by  granting  special  privileges  to  Cuba,  we 
assured  her  a  monopoly  of  the  American  sugar  market  This 
has  brought  the  most  marvelous  development  of  the  Cuban  sugar 
industry  known  to  history.  It  was  deemed  necessary  for  our 
welfare  In  case  of  war  to  have  our  supply  close  at  hand.  The 
Gk)vernment  encouraged  American  capital  to  invest  in  the  sugar 
industry  In  Cuba  unUl  about  11,600,000,000  of  American  capital 
is  invested  there.  It  was  this  money  that  made  possible  in- 
creased production  and  a  ruinous  competition  on  the  d<ime8tlc 
sugar  producer.  In  the  meantime,  the  domestic  sugar  producer 
alone  was  paying  for  this  development  by  having  the  duty  on 
Cuban  sugar  reduced  by  20  per  cent  In  return  for  this  reduc- 
tion on  the  sugar  tariff,  paid  for  by  the  domestic  sugar  producer, 
manufacturers  and  otliers  were  receiving  concessions  on  Cuban 
rates  on  American  importations  to  Cuba  which  cost  them 
nothing. 

But  we  were  told  this  was  a  necessity — to  build  a  sugar 
supply  close  to  our  shores.  And  now  that  the  domestic  sugar 
grower  has  paid  the  price  and  Cuba  produces  more  sugar  than 
we  need,  he  is  being  permitted  to  be  sacrificed  to  develop 
another  stigar  industry  in  the  Orient  in  a  country  to  which  we 
are  bound  to  give  Independence ;  and,  although  iwoduced  on  an 
Asiatic  standard  of  life,  is  to  be  admitted  free  of  duty.  In  fact, 
all  their  products  to  enter  duty  free. 

This  will  not  only  destroy  the  sugar  producer,  but  all  farmers 
growing  competing  corniuodities.  And  to  accomplish  what?  It 
will  destroy  the  American  c>apital  Invested  in  Cuba  as  well  as 
the  domestic  indtistry,  and  will  make  us  dependent  upon  a  sugar 
supply  impossible  of  reaching  us  In  time  of  wur. 


APPENDIX 

ExHisrr  A 

AnwMl  ttverate  valuet  (^prineipai  UnUed  State*  (eontineiUa:)  imporUfron  the  PkiUppint  IriamOt,  Jamuirt  t,  1914,  to  December  SI,  19tS,.bt  ammoime* 


Calendar  year  1038 


6  years,  Jan.  1, 19M-Dea  81,  lOaS 


Commodities 


Sugar 

Coconut  oil 

Manila  fiber 

Copra 

Tobacco,  cigars,  cigarettes,  etc 

Cotton  embroiciorifs  J 

Coconut  meat,  desiccated,  etc 

Wood  in  lops,  planks,  deals,  veneers,  etc. 

Hats.  bonuets,  etc.,  of  straw,  etc.- 

Cordage,  >-ams,  thread.s,  etc 

Coconut  oil  cake  or  meal ..... 

Cotton  ready-made  clothing,*  etc.. 

Buttons  of  pearl  or  stiell .. 

Tobacco  leaf,  filler,  and  other 

Maguey  or  cantala . .. 

Furniture  of  wood,  etc ..... 

Shells,  engraved,  cut,  etc ...^..^... 

Bindmg  twine ....J.... 

Hat  materials  ol  straw,  etc 

All  other - 


Value 


TotoL. 


$40,873,000 

23,001,000 

9,367,000 

16,  .^^g,  000 

4,239.000 

3,669,000 

4,00^000 

1,  747. 000 

1,855,000 

781,000 

355,000 

437,009 

438,000 

521,000 

i§ 

18,000 
5.000 

(») 
l,flB«,000 


Percentage  of 

total  valoe 

imported 

from  all 

ooan  tries, 

including 

Philippine 

Islands 


'22.4 

irx<.o 

96.3 

72.6 

65.7 

28.3 

7*1.9 

3.8 

22.6 

23.4 

79.2 

&7 

MLl 

LI 


PeroentaMof 
total  value 
ol  all  com- 
modities im- 
ported from 
Philippine 
Islands 


4a5 

19.9 

8.1 

14.3 

3.7 

8.3 

3.6 

L6 

L6 

.7 

.3 

.4 

.4 

.5 


IkS  608,000 


M.8 
.4 


s 


L8 


Annual  aver- 
age value 


loao 


841,134.000 

30,997,000 

14,590,000 

14,041.000 

4,009,000 

3,996,000 

2,723,000 

1,574,000 

1,240,000 

801,000 

492,000 

500,000 

414,000 

305,000 

11.000 

8.000 

12,000 

2,000 

o 

1,383,000 


Peroiintaire  of 

total  value 
imiMrted 
frcm  all 
couQtriea, 
including 
JPhilipplne 
Islands 


108,858,000 


n 


16.8 
9B.9 
90.2 
71.7 
56.9 
36.1 
GB.6 

2.7 
16.1 
28.7 
9a4 

9.9 

9ao 

.6 
UL» 

.2 
U.« 

.3 


Percentage  of 
total  value 
of  all  com- 
modities Im- 
ported from 
Philippine 

IsllUKlS 


i? 


87.8 

19.8 

13.4 

1&9 

4.8 

17 

Z5 

1.4 

LI 

.7 

.5 

.6 

.4 

.3 


L3 


loao 


■14.7  per  cent  of  total  quantity  of  sugar  imported  from  all  countries,  inclnding  PhUiPPine  I*}^ 
■10.9  per  cent  of  total  quantity  of  sugar  imported  from  aU  countries,  including  Philippine  Islanda. 
See  also  cotton  rendy-roade  dothiug. 
'See  also  cotton  embroideries. 
■Not  ret-orded. 

*  Less  than  one-tenth  of  1  per  cent. 
'Less  than  $l,00a 


■•©53 

f  * 


LXXI- 


-257 
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Imporuofprtmttp^e^moiUtk»frtmP%Uii>\>i*« 


IH»nd»  (•  eotUhuntat  United  SUHet 
(Calradar  y«4r  l«81  


Oroupa  of  Indiot  coounoditici 


I 


8u«w(c!*n«) - 

CooocutoU — — 

Coprm -- 

Coconut  mwU,  (le«io«t«d.  •tc 

Coconut  oil  c»ke  of  mMl 

Total  coconut  prodtictt — .— .— 

ManlUftbw - 

BiodinKtwin* ^.— — - - 

ToUl  flher  producta — — 

Tobacco,  cigars,  rijtarettee.  etc ..._. — 

Tobacco)  ie*/,  tUJai,  »a<l  othar . . —...— - 

Total  tobacco  prodacta 

CottuQ  embroidanaa  „..„„..— —~———— -- 

Cottonraady-madack)tliln|.etc - 

Total  eoitoQ  producU 

AUothar 

Total — 


than  ooa-tentb  of  1  p«r  cant. 


Chl»f  emporta  fr^m 


Exhibit  A-2 

th«  Vnitt*  Statet   to   th«  PkiUppku 

OKI 


(PTom  Coinin«rc«  Department,  furnished  In  September 

1.  Cotton    cloth 

o    VDi^nt   0our  -----—--—---— ————~ _.-_-————-————————— 

8.   Iron  and  ateel  platea.  aheeta.  akelp,  and  atripa 

4.  I>aaarnger   automobilea r---, — CxZ 

8    Condenaed,  evaporated,  and  powdered  mllK 

«.   Oaaollne.    naphtha,   etc 

7.  KlectrtcnJ   machinery c-—-i-ZII~ZZ7i:::. 

8.  Booka,  aapa.  picturea,  and  other  printed  matter 

B.  Automobile   tirea 

10.  Illuminating    oil 

11,  Canned  aardlnea 


.  19291 

111.  155. 194 
3.  882.  402 
2,  880.  846 
2.  649.  756 
2.  608.  283 
2,  287.  165 
1.  526.  463 
1,  467.  773 
1,  398.  962 
1.  312.  639 
1.  165,  552 


EXHT  TT  B 


fMUppjiit  ttmU  vU  caamMtftf  ttUt  bulmnet*  with  tkt  UniUd 

[Fnm  United  Stataa  Tarifl 


Annual 


_   or  anni^'  value  and 
VBikd  total 


With  the  United  Statea 


liO»-t«QI,  Jan.  1-Dec.  31  (3  yean)*., 
moo-iooft.  Jan.  1-Apr.  3»  9  yaan 

monlha)' -- 

Itoo-iwa.  May  l-Jnw  30  (4  yean 

months)'  -- 

ltaB-1914.  July  1-Dac.  31  (S  yean 

mootbfl)* --- 

»1»-I9ia,  Jan.  1-Dec.  31  (4  y«an)«». 
Ml«-1922.  Jan.  1-D«:.  31  (4  yews)". 

1933,  Jan.  1-Dec.  31 

MM.  Jan  1-Dec.  31 

190*.  Jan.  1-Dec.  31 

193ft.  Jan.  l-Dec.  31 

1937.  Jan.  1-Dec.  31 

193B.  Jan.  l-Dec  31 

1933-1998.  Jan.  1-Dec.  31  («  y«ai«». 
Grand  total.  30  ymn,  Jan. 
1«»-I>ac.  31. 1933 


1. 


PhillpplM 

Imparts  from 

the  United 

States 


Peroentace  Percenta«e 
o(  total        of  total 

Philippina  Philippine 
Imparts       exports 


>  33. 347, 000 
4.349,000 
4.937,000 

•  31.0fi«,000 
•3^4X2.000 
•n,  412, 000 

501353.000 
00^399.000 
091308,000 
71,578,000 
71.478.000 
83,858.000 

•  67. 827.000 


1.080,837,000 


9 
M 

17 

43 
S« 
03 
58 
5« 
58 

ao 

S3 
S3 
SB 


9a4 


18 
43 
85 

43 

00 

13 

704 

73 

73 

73 

74 

75 

73 


S0l8 


Philii  iplne 


exports 
United 


•33, 
12. 


30, 
52, 

*•. 

8^H 

97. 
100. 
100. 

lis. 

115. 
103, 


Septembee  30 


Vataa 


$4g.87a,000 

23.061,000 

1(V,54»,000 

4,005,000 

355,000 


43,960,000 


8,367,000 
5,000 


Percentage  of 
total  value  im- 
ported from  all 
countries,  in- 
cluding Phil- 
ippine Islands 


22.4 


100. 0 
72.6 
70.9 
7«.3 


Percentage  of 
total  value  of 
all  comiTiodi- 
ties  imported 
from  Philip- 
pine Islands 


40.5 


19.9 
14.3 


38.0 


9.372,000 


99.3 
.4 


4.239,000 
521.000 


4, 750. 000 


Cfi.7 
1.1 


(') 


8.1 


8.1 


3.7 
.5 


3,660,000 
437.000 


28.3 

8,7 


4,106.000 


6,533,000 


4.3 


3,3 
.4 


3.8 


6.8 


115.603,000  I j 


loao 


12.  cigarettes 

13.  Soap 

14.  S»'wlng  machlnea 

15.  Tubular  products  and  fittings 

16.  Gas  and  fuel  oil 

17.  Sulphate  of  ammonia 

18.  Sugar  mill  machinery 

19.  Lubricating   oil 

20.  Mfdiclnal  and  pharmaceutical  preparations—. 

21.  Cotton  thread,  cordage,  etc 

22.  Loaf  tobacco 

23.  Rubber  footwear 

24.  i'aints.  pigments,  and  vamlshea 

25.  811k    manufacture* 


$1. 128. 
U73. 

888. 
784, 
743. 

7:i:5. 

709. 
696. 
61»5. 

e.'.o. 

63J. 
«\24. 
5«1, 
54», 
26.  812. 


613 

81*9 
518 
819 
J4i 
38.5 
006 
o.si 
324 
8-Jl 
796 
116 
854 
003 
012 


Total «»•  5-^'  8^* 


9UfU»  and  wHk  other  etmntriet,  Ja*uan  '.  'S99  ^DeeentUr  51. 
I  :ommiasion.  Sept.  18,  1929] 


19t8 


to  the 
States 


114. 
(29. 


000 
000 


11, :  78. 000 


M3^ 


39 


000 

1.000 

000 

17,000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

1,000 

1.000 


121. 

184. 


14. 

1*5. 
03, 

138, 


Balance  in 

favor  of 

(+)or 

against  (-) 

the 
Philippines 


With  countries  other  than  the  United  Statea 


1,331,  146. 000 


«  Manila  cMtomhooae  opened  under  Aawrfctn  oecapatioa  Aug.  90.  1808 

"**?!?«  3  ciOeodar  yaara  Ibllowtng  Amwican  occupatioo  of  ManOajAmrl3.  1898; 

•  luStanSaltaportotlons  of  United  8Utes  P««lu<i»^  «>«fNy J'^  ?*«' "^  " 

•  LarSMPOunttol  Manila  flbar  (abaca)  antertaa  the  United  SUtea  yjainterm 

•  Sub^tial  importatione  of  United  8tatea  Produ«ja.notoWy  wheat  flour  and 

•  ll^^iunoants^fManila  flbar  (abaca)  •"'•ri°g  the  United  8tot«  J«»taterm 
^  Kciot  Mar.  8,  1908:  Rates  of  United  Statea  tarifl  Mt  of  18»7.  w  W>  »  '«»«^ 

PhilippSe  product^  on  l»»e  hat  of  the  United  Statea  tariff  examptisd  ftntn  Pb»l.»PP*o» 
rnuippmej>raaB<»  Dy„.tree  admission  of  PhiUpptne  ptodoeto  Into  United  St 

isatertek  ^  exSia  of  30  per  <int  of  their  value;  and  (3)  any  »nn'»i«5S"  »^ 
So  ooOfioaa  tons  sugar:  all  United  Stetee  products,  except  rici,  admitted  duty  free  I 
Smpi^  P*W«»  "port  «!«»*«■     Act  of  t)ct.  3.  1913:  Aa^Wn^t'K^'?^.^ 
rnum  permteribto  toJe^  material  content  of  30  per  cent  in  VTUae;jdl  PWlipptoe  €«pori 
DTOducW  into  PhiUpptaa  wntinued,  and  duty  free  admlsaion  ofAmertean  rice  Into 
*^«  Pro"  July  1.  iKoTto  Dec  SI.  1938.  importations  Into  the  PhiUpplnas  tot^KOOi  it 
amounts  can  not  be  aaoertained  from  published  stotistica.    The  greater  of  theae  Imp  r- 
taoSS  Uble  SaaqoenUy  were  mow  ftHvomble  than  here  Indloated.  by  the  amoonl 
amounted  to  moi*  than  8100.000,000.    (See  Exhibit  C.) 

» Act  of  Oct.  3,  1913.  In  forve.  ^         ^     _^^  .  ~  _J 

"  Act  of  Oct.  3.  1913,  emergency  tarifl  act  of  May  37,  1981,  and  Urtfl  act  of  Sept 
Mt  of  Oct.  3.  1913,  ooQtinued  respecting  PhiUpptae-United  Statea  tiada. 

MTartfactSsapCSl.  1933:  Reciprocal,  duty-trea.  and  aU  ettaar  proTiskms  of  th  i 


other  I  hiUppine  poru  ware  opMied  to  foreign  trade  as  the  American  miUtary  occupation  was 


b  sr, 

,  intermediate 
Dur  and  b  er, 
i  tntermed  late 


ISUtes, 
SO 
I  in  o 


-f-81,4«7.0OO 
-(-8,080,000 
+8.349,000 

-1.0*3,000 
-t-18.488.000 

-3,328,000 
-(-34.694,000 
-H36.915.000 
-1-30,747.000 
-(-28,42(^000 
-(-44.500^000 
-f31,73B,000 
-(-3^0l2|000 


Balance  in 

favor  of 

(-t-)or 

against  (-) 

the 
Philippines 


-35.437,000 

-10,022,000 

-2,391,000 

-2,485,000 

-(-7,338,000 

-715,000 

-1,441,000 

-9.582,000 

-1(^603,000 

-10,842,000 

-4, 837, 000 

-11,330,000 

-8,106,000 


Philippine 

imports  from 

countries 

other  than 

the  United 

States 


-f830,809.000      -96,355,000 


•  $22,303,000 

27,  750, 000 

23,683,000 

•28,836.000 

•  28,  .T;^.  000 

•43,616,000 

37, 147. 000 

47,  612, 000 

50,435,000 

47,723,000 

44,373.000 

50,799,000 

•48,318,000 


Percentage 

of  total 

Philippine 

ira  ports 


983,058.000 


91 

86 

83 

,58 
44 
38 
42 
44 
42 
40 
38 
38 
41 


Percentage 
of  total 

Philippine 
exports 


49.6 


82 

58 

85 

57 
40 
38 
30 
28 
27 
27 
36 
25 
37 


Philippine 
exix»rts  to 
countries 
other  than 
the  United 
States 


•  $16,966,  000 

17,  737, 000 

21.292.000 

27,605.000 
35.717,000 
42.901.000 
35,708,000 
3X.  031,  000 
39.  K32.000 
,36,  881,  000 
39,  .^3«,  000 
30. 460, 000 
38,342,000 


40.2 


887.7113,000 


no  tarifl  prelBrenoes  reapecting  Philippine  trade  with  any  country, 
eatertog  the  Philippinea  via  Hong  Kong,  not  included. 
I  foreign  porto  not  included. 

entering  the  Philippines  via  Hong  Kong,  included, 
iw  foreign  ports  included.  ,_    «^...     . 

39  per  cent,  applied  to  dutiable  importe  into  the  United  States  from  the  Philippines; 

I  except  (1)  rice;  (2)  Philippine  products  containing  non- Philippine  or  non  .\moric-an 

1 000  000  dgan,  1,000.000  pounds  filler  tobacco,  300,000  pounds  wrapper  tobacco,  and 

Philippines-  Philippine  products  on  free  list  of  the  United  States  tarifl  act  contmued 

1  duty-^  admission  of  Philippine  products  into  United  States,  except  that  of  a  ma\i- 

dutleson  shipments  to  any  destination  repealed;  duty-free  admission  of  Lnile<l  States 

: 'hilippines  authorized.  „^,.,  •     .   j  j   ,.  » .i. 

of  the  United  Sutes  Government  services  in  the  Phillppmee  are  included;  but  these 

rtotiona  were  from  the  United  States;  Philippine  commodity  trade  balances  as  shown 

of  ladi  importations,  since  they  were  wboUy  for  account  of  American  taxpayers  and 


Impirtotiona 


«,  1983,  sncoesslTaly  In  eflect,  and  reciprocal,  duty-free,  and  all  other  provisions  of  the 
act  of  Oct.  3, 191>,  contiDiMd  respecting  Philippine-United  SUtes  trade. 
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EZEIBIT  C 

V»hu*  ofPUUpphu  and  UiMtd  SUiUm  txpofU  reeiprteaUf  admitted  iuti  frei  beetmat  of  their  rupeetJM  orifint,  fnm  the  btfiniung  i^HUf-frtitnde  ntttUmutttkumd  afim 


Yean  ending- 


Philippine 
products  ex 

empted  by 
United  States 


June  30.  1910 - 

June  30.  1«11 — 

June  30.  1912 

June  30,  1013 --- 

July-December.  1913  (8  months) 

Annual  average 

June  30,  1914_ 

Dec.  31.  1U14. 

June  30,  1915 

Dec.  31,  1015 

June  30.  1916 

Dec.  31,  1916 

June  30.  1917. 

Dec  31,  1917 

June  30.  1918 

Dec.  31,  1918 

July-December,  1918  (6  months) 

Annual  average 

Dec.  81,  1919 

D«c.  31,  1920 

Dec.  31,  1921 

DSC.  81,  1923 

Annual  average 

Dec.  31.  1923. 

Dec.  31,  1924 

Dec.  31.  1926 

Dec.  31.  1928. _ 

Dec.  31.  1927 


$6,183,800 
7.636.000 

13.027,0)0 
7, 430, 000 


8,564,000 


4.613,000 
"0,'356,666 
"8,'826,666 

'is,' 861, 666 
"  17,' 54  i."  666 

"  8,' 613."  666 


11.419.000 


19.  261, 000 
64.  3,53. 000 

35,521,000 
4.1, 109, 000 


40,  576, 000 


Annual  average — 


51.  331. 000 

7a  :*44, 000 
73,  972,  000 
09,912,000 
88,333,000 


Per  cent  of 
total  United 
States  im- 
ports from 
tbePhU- 
ippines 


United  States 
products  ex- 
empted in 
Philippines  > 


36.99 

43.89 
56.01 
35.36 


43.37 


25.40 
'38.93 
"si.  36 
"32.66 
'22."48 

ia* 


28.39 


29.00 
S«l07 
68.  10 
09.91 


65.37 


70,379,000 


66.04 
7Z45 
68  15 
87.35 
74.44 


99,  417, 000 
19,  430, 000 
20, 121,  000 
25,256,000 
14,500,000 


Percent  of 
total  Phil- 
ippine im- 
ports from 
United  sutes 


87.30 
98  08 

96.78 
98.48 
08.96 


Accumulated 
value  0  fPhU- 
ippine  prod- 
ucts e>  empt- 
ed by  l.'nited 
StetSB 


$8,163,000 

13. 708.  000 
36,  hZ',.  000 
34,256,000 


Accumulated 

value  of 
United  States 
products  ex- 
empted In 
Fbilippinst  > 


19,807,000 


23.862,000 
'»,633,'666' 
'22,452,666 
'37,'675,"666" 

"67,"8io,666' 


33,444^000 


75,  .583, 000 
92, 074. 000 
73,400,000 
47,417.000 


72,119.000 


00.49 


49.835,000 
80.  773, 000 
69,  R3.5,  t«0 
71.38S.000 
71,6M,000 


84,659,000 


96.12 


$8,417,000 

2KK'><i.000 

4*.  <jr7, 000 

74.  233. 008 
88.^23,000 


98  31 

'98.04 
'97.'36 
'97.'75 
'«7.'73 


9L81 


97.49 
97.81 
07.70 
98  65 


97.86 


96.38 
90.00 
99  26 
98  81 
99.29 


99.00 


38,860,000 
"48,2i9,666" 
"67,645,666 

'to,' 906,"  666 

'88,447.666 

"97.'686,'666 


116,321,000 
180,  675,  000 
216.  196,000 
259,  364, 000 


310.  005, 000 
381. 040. 000 
4.^5,  012,  000 
624.924.000 
611,357,000 


112,065,000 
'i38,"7i8,'666 

'  161, 176,666 

"  198,"  245,"  666 
'2S6,"655,'666 


331.638.000 
423.712,000 
497,  Hi  000 
544,  529, 000 


.504,  364.  000 
ft.^5.  137,000 

724.  rrx  o«o 

798.138,000 
867,823,000 


ri~IL_,.  ,  ,  ^ ..„t  r.t  nr  f«-  «.1«  to  th*  T'nited  States  Oovemment  serviwe  in  the  Philippines  are  included  In  theee  figure*  beginning  July  1.  1910.    The  amounU  of 

Lut*^.^ll^fXnm^^Vi^.Tthe^c^  less  than  here  indicated,  by  the  amount  of  importations  for  the  Umled  States  Government  semoe. 

ExHiBrr  D 
SduduUddutie*  waived  b,  the  UnUed  StaU*  on  PhUlppine  txporU.arui  6y  th*  PhUitypiius  m  UvUtd  Stof es  exporU.  from  tht  beyinninc  of  rteiproeat  diUf-fret  trade  to  Dtcembcr  Sl.lHtr 


Annual  and  annual  average 


Including  tobaoco  and  tobacco  products 


Duties 

waived  by 
the  United 
Stetee  on 
Philippine 
products' 


Year  ending- 
June  SO,  1910« 

June  30.  1911 - 

June  30,  1912 

June  30.  1913 

6  months,  July  1-Dec.  31. 1918. 


Annual  average. 


$8,304,000 
6.778.000 
9.241.000 

10,  572, 000 


Duties 
waived  by 
the  Philip- 
pines on 
United  States 
products  • 


Accumulated 
duties  waived 
by  United 
States  on 
Philippine 
products  • 


I 


Year  ending- 
June  30,  1914 ~ 

De<   31,  1014 

June  30,  1915 

Dec  31.  1915 

June  30,  1916 

Dec.  31,  1916 

June  30,  1917 

Dec.  31,  1917 

June  30,  1018 

Dec.  31.  1018 

6  months,  July  1-Dec.  31,  1918 

Annual  average - 

Year  ending- 
Dec.  31,  1919 - 

Dec.  31,  1930 

Dec.  81,  1921 

Htc  31,  1922. 

Annual  average 


8  474.000 


6,301.000 
"i"227,'666" 
"7, 939, 000 
'15,041,666' 

'»,' 140,666 
"i4,'«i,"666 


13. 023, 000 


$2,433,000 
4.023,000 
4,348.000 
5.317.000 
3,126.000 


$8,304,000 
14.OS1.000 
33,322,000 
33,894,000 


Accumulated 
duties  waived 

by  PhUip- 

pineson 

United  States 

pn>ducts> 


Not  induding  tobaooo  and  tobacco  prodncte  < 


4.377,000 


6,181,000 
'5,921,666 
'4,'954'666' 

"7,'«9,'666' 
'i6,"932,'666' 


6,926.000 


23,464,000 
86,  563, 000 
30.515,000  I 
27,844,000 


37, 007, 000 


Year  ending- 
Dec.  31,  1923 

Dec.  31,  1924 , 

Deo.  81,  1925 

Dec  31,  1938 

Dec.  31,  1927 

Annual  average 

Year  ending  Dec.  31,  1938. 


34.276,000 
36,429,000 
43,114,000 
38.681,000 
43.018,000 


39,104,000 


46,841,000 


14,138,000 
17,689,000 
14,966,000 
10,249,000 


39,196,000 

"47,'423,'666' 

'65,382,666' 

'76,"4Q2,'666' 

'95,  543,'666' 

"ii6,"473,"666 


133.937,000 
170,500.000 
191,016,000 
218,880,000 


$2,433,000 
6,  456. 000 
10,804,000 
16.121.000 
19.  247. 000 


31438,000 
's6,"349,"666 
'36,"364,666 
'42,'943,666 
'53,' 875."  666 


Duties 
waived  by 
the  United 

States  on 
Philippine 

products' 


Duties 
waived  by 
the  Philip- 
pines on 
United  States 
products  • 


Accumulated    Accumulated 
wuties  waivediduties  waived 


$2,648,000 
3,420,000 
4. 818, 000 
2,346,000 


3,306,000 


$1,974,000 
3,  768. 000 
8.928,000 
4, 887. 000 
2,891,000 


3,  877. 000 


1,180,000 

'i'a28,'666' 
3,722,060 

'3,"995,"666' 

'»,'366,'666' 

"i.'5i4,'666* 


4.730.000 

"5,'si8,"666 
"4.'267,'666 

'6,'848,'666 

'9,'66i,"666 


by  United 
.Stales  on 
Philippine 
products  * 


$2,846,000 
6.066.000 
10. 884. 000 
13,  230, 000 


14,419.000 
'18,048,666 

'36,776,666 

'24,'7M,'666 
38,665,'666 
'29.'579,'666 


in  Philip- 
pines on 
United  sutes 
products  ♦ 


$1,974,000 

5. 742, 000 

9. 670. 000 

14,  567, 000 

17.448.000 


22,  in,  000 
'27,"495,'666 
'31,' 762,666 
'88,438,'666 
'48,'ra9,'666 


68,011,000 

86,080.000 

100,838,000 

110,887,000 


11263,000 


10,093,000 
12,983,000 
18, 44a  000 
18,360.000 
30.268.000 


16,747,000 


(•) 


253,136,000 
280,504.000 
382.679,000 
371,380,000 
411378,000 


2,973.000  '        8.118.000 


3,897,000 

8,430,000 

11.934,000 

16,944,000 


12,858,000 

11248,000 

11.384,000 

7,839,000 


33,  476, 000 
41,896,000 
53,830,000 

ao,  764, 000 


iao4a.ooo      11,533,000 


121,580,000 
131564,000 
161, 004, 000 
189,364,000 
189,622,000 


13,301,000 
20,607,000 

a^  808, 000 

23,330,000 
39,338,000 


8,004,000 

9,346.000 

10,801000 

11.634,000 

11,731,000 


.1      32,67^000        10.281000. 


31,782,000 


-w 


82,985,000 
103,571000 
130,488,000 
163.788,000 
183.126,000 


60,097.000 
71 045, 000 
86, 320, 000 
91168,000 


102,172,000 
111.518,000 
122,322,000 
183.866,000 
146.687,000 


-^ 


^n^rr^^iift^&^Wrru^-rbS^W^^^^ 


but  partly  effective  in  the  price  received  either  for  PhUippine  tobacco 
■  ■  •        aocrued  on  such  importations  have  been  en- 


>The 

products  .^  ...^ ,   ^.       ,    ,  .. 

tirely  omitted  in  the  la.st  four  oolumns  of  thLs  tabulation.  ^„»^„  „„, 

«  Based  a.s  to  sugar  on  the  United  SUtes  preferential   m    ?i,o?ii^^S«.in  th«Phllinr>lnMa«includedfrom  July  1. 1910.    The  amount  of  theee  imports  can  not  bs 

•  Scheduled  duties  waived  on  imports  for  «*«""' °'^^«"°;,^8»*^«??7j^'°^^^  the  amount  of  these  duties  would  not  have  been 
r^antlt^  r 'rn'r^^'^yTheTwrr.ir^'^rL'dt^&'th'^^^^                                !:^S3Stli^1.Ses  remitted  on  such  imporUt.ns  should  not  be  considered 

•*  r^  notrlK^kl^St^muL^rru^of^^^^^  -ch  more-  instead  of  "$13,600,001.  ^" 

»  Effectively  reciprocal  duty-free  trade  relations  began  under  the  act  of  Aug.  6,  «W. 

•  Basic  publishedstetistics not  available  August,  1929. 


!! 


n'  ^! 


■y-. 


■li' 


\^\7>'('^' 


I  .■ 


I       t 
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Exhibit  E 

PHiurpiNH  Caw  Mauttain  As  Ixdipixd«>it  Gotwinmist— Aji 

Ixtbkkntins  L«TT«m  Fbom  thi  SicKrrABT  or  Finasci 

Bon.    ?K1?(T«    SOTTO. 

JOW  R    Hidalgo.  MaMU. 
Mt  I>mA«  Don  VicBKTB  :   In  answer  to  qoMtlona  In  your  letter  of  th« 
20th  luMtant.  1  haw  the  pleanure  t<i  Inform  you  that : 

1.    PfBLIC    D«BT   or   THB   PHILIPPINB8 

All  the  <i*bt«  of  the  PhlUpplnea  are  with  the  United  Sutcs,  and  are 

•a  followii : 

Pesos 

IVhtu  of  the  insular  government.-      -——-—  — -—- 146,000,000 

Debt«  of  the  ln«ul*r  uov.ri.ment  with  coUateral  bonds  of 

the  Pr.ivlnceH  and  munictpalltles .-—  7.  <n.ouu 

Debt*  of  the  Insular  RoTernment  with  coUateral  bonda  of  _  ,^-^  ,,^ 

the    metropolitan    water    ilUtrlct _-  tl,  uuu.  uw 

Debto  of  th*  Insular  goTemment   with  collateral  bonds  or  .   _-^  ,^^ 

the  city  of  Manila ®' olS' Xno 

Direct   debts  of  the  Hty   of  Cebu Hno' ooo 

Direct  debta  of  the  city  of  Manila 8.000.000 

Total    1T5.  000.  000 

ABK>rtlaa  t  Ion 'fundi 'on"  handl ,  qi^' iSSs' !^ 

Net  ilebt-- *^*'  ****•  "*^ 

These  debta  have  been  contracted  after  due  atody  of  the  resources  of 
the  gdvemment.  The  Interests  and  the  amortUatlon  funds  are  paid 
always  on  maturity,  and  there  is  not  the  least  doubt  that  prompt  pa/- 
Bents  will  thus  be  made  until  these  debta  are  paid  up. 

In  Tiew  of  the  food  eondltlon*  of  the  public  finances,  the  gorernment 
ta  taking  steps  to  redeem  some  of  the  bonds  before  maturity,  and  prob- 
ably their  funding  will  be  In  the  amount  of  ^12,000.000  by  1930. 

X.    THB    DBBT   ANP    INDBPBNPBHCB 

There  Is  no  reaaon  for  believing  that  the  public  debt  of  the  Phlllj)- 
plneii  would  be  an  obstacle  to  the  granting  of  Independence.  If  It 
shouM  be  BO.  DO  natk>B  could  be  Independent.  When  In  1922  a  bl«  Issue 
of  i'hlllpplne  bonds  was  fluate<l.  with  the  authority  of  Congress,  an 
Ameri(«»  newspaper.  In  a  light  vein,  said,  "  The  FUlpinos  have  proved 
their  progre**  In  dvUlsatlun  ;  they  have  contracted  debta." 

It  is  piHislble  that  the  holders  of  the  bonds  will  fear  that  a  change  In 
the  political  .ititua  of  the  Phlllpplnea  will  occasion  dliScultles  In  the 
payment  of  the  debta.  However,  the  re««t>urce9  of  the  Philippines  are 
■o  well  known  that  an  investigation  will  rnally  convince  the  bondholders 
of  the  safety  of  tbelr  investments.  At  least,  I  remember  that  on  an 
orcasivD.  when  it  waa  thought  the  independence  of  the  Philippines  was 
Inmineat.  the  only  re<|uirement  asked  by  the  financial  institutions  la- 
terented  In  Philippine  bonds,  is  that  the  Philippines  should  make  a 
formal  pledge  that  It  could  pay  them  as  they  matured.  This  request, 
which  may  seem  puerile,  was  made  to  satisfy  the  timid,  and  to  tell  them 
that  the  Philippine*,  once  free,  will  not  repudiate  the  debts  contracted 
under  the  AmeriCBa  regime.  There  has  been  since  then  no  objection 
from  the  bondholders  nor  from  the  American  financial  Institutions 
agntnst  the  independence  of  the  Philippines. 

If  other  countries,  poorer  than  the  Philippines,  have  been  granted 
debts  without  much  difficulty,  and  If  CsechoslovakU  has  been  given 
loana  and  made  independent,  it  certainly  can  not  be  alleged  that  the 
debt  of  the  Philippine*  la  an  obstacle  to  independence. 

a.  arppoBTiso  aji  i.'<i>bpb.si>bxt  GovniNiiBNi 

WltH  our  preoeat  resources  we  can  run  an  Independent  govemmeot. 

I>r«>tMbly  we  can  not  organise  at  once  an  army  and  a  navy.  Possibly 
there  will  he  In  the  first  years  an  economic  cri.<d8.  But  It  is  also  true 
that,  once  readJostmeBt  baa  been  effected,  the  progress  of  th«  country 
will  be  more  rapid  and  oiore  permanent.  And  while  the  country  at- 
tains Its  progress  and  development,  the  resources  of  the  government 
will  augment  and  It  thus  will  be  aWe  to  increase  its  expenditure*. 

Under  present  conditions  It  Is  an  illusion  to  wait  for  economic  freedom 
before  political  freedom.  Cader  our  present  sUtua.  there  la  an  endlea* 
American  prejudice  against  the  Filipino*.  When  the  suggestion  wsia  first 
made  tbst  Imposts  on  Philippine  industrial  products,  like  rope,  coconut 
oil.  etc..  be  Jowered.  American  interests  at  once  protested,  alleging  that 
Bocb  a  step  would  place  Philippine  manufactures  above  and  over  their 
American  competitors.  At  present  we  have  no  power  to  arrange  our 
tariff  to  suit  the  best  Interests  of  the  country.  And,  lastly.  It  Is  an 
eloquent  proof  that  our  economic  progress  can  not  be  achieved  under 
pre«eot  conditions  the  fact  that  as  soon  as  s  governor  general —Stim- 
■OB — came  who  was  decidedly  for  the  economic  progress  of  the  Phlllp- 
plne*.  at  once  there  started  la  the  United  SUtes  a  movement  against 
•ur  products  like  sugar.  ci>eonnt  oil.  cl^rs.  and  lumber. 

Wishing  you  a  happy  trip,   I  remain  yours  slncerHy. 

Ifioinn.  U.xaox. 

KxBiarr  F 

THB     PHtUPPtNB    paOBLBM — THB     V1UPIKOS     LOOK     TO    IfKOPB     POB     8TM- 

PATHT  A.tD  aipporr 
Th.'  so-called  Philippine  problem  still  awaits  solution.     A  quarter  of 
a   century   of   American    rale   has   aot   solved   It.     American    benevolent 
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of  assimilation  has  not  dampened  the  thirst  for  freedom.     It  has 
iccentuated  It.  untU  now  it  is  an  assertive  desire  and  a  burning 
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la   but    natural    that    the    Filipino   people   should    aspire   for   Inde- 

Xo  nationalism,  however  strong  and  vigorous  It  may  be.  can 

endure    and    thrive    under   foreign    tutelage.      The    Filipinos    have 

and  sacrificed  the  best  of  their  manhood   from   1890  to   1902   to 

their    rights    first    against    the    Spaniards    and    then    against    the 

in.H,    and    although    subjugated    by    a    superior    force,    they    have 

their     demands     to    America    Incessantly    through    peaceful 
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American  otcnpation.  the  Filipinos,  having  been  given  the  op- 

ity.   have  shown  ability  to  manage  their  own   affairs.     American 

ies   have   recognized   this   fact,    and    In    1918,   after   a   series   of 

changes   In   the   conduct   of   the   Insular   government,    in   every 

lending  to  give  the  Filipinos  greater  participation   In   the  govern- 

and  in  evrry  case  the  government  acquitted  themselves  admirably, 

American   Congress   passed   the   Jones   law,   the   preamble   of   which 

and    solemnly    promised    independence    as    "  soon    as    a    stable 

t  has  been  established  therein."     Repeated  insistence  on   the 

of  the  representatives  of  the  Filipino  people  of  the  existence  of  a 

government   has  not  brought   adequate  realization.     Can   anyone 

the  existence  of  a  sUble  government  In  the  Islands  to-day?     Even 

ate  President   Woodrow   Wilson   had   attested   before   the   Congress 

United   States  of  the  fulfillment  of  the  condition   demanded   In 

ones  law.     Peace  Is  patent  everywhere  in  the  Islands.     Justice  is 

equally.     Foreigners   are  recipients  of  the   most  Just   and 

dealings.     Protection    Is   extended   them   In    every   case.     No 

„,.  of  any  significance  has  been  registered  for  the  last  20  years. 

the   government    Is   as   stable   and   as    able   as   can    be   desired. 

the  exception  of  the  Governor  General  and  a  few  other  appointees 

President  of  the  United  States,  the  whole  government  is  In  the 

of  Filipinos.     The   lawmaking  body,    the    Philippine   Legislature, 

_  _^    Filipino   In   membership;   the  executive   departments,   except 

ar*    managed   by    Filipinos ;    the   Judiciary,   Including   the   supreme 

where  a  majority  native  membership  exists,  is  also  In  the  hands 

nos.     No  better  proof  can   be  shown   of   Filipino  capacity   for 

I  povernment. 

only  have  the  Filipino  people  amply  shown  their  ability  to  run 

own  goTemment,  but   they  have  al.so  shown,  with  telling  reality, 

fitness  to  assume  their  place  In  the  sisterhood  of  nations.     Witness 

[narveloua  progress  of  the  Islands  In  diverse  activities.      In  educa- 

the  people   have  won   praise  and  admiration.      Elementary   schools 

been  established  even  in  the  remotest  villages,  and  are  accessible 

_.  children  of  both  sexes  of  school  age.     The  alacrity  with   which 

;>eople  have  patronised  and  supported  educational  ventures  speaks 

y   of  their  efforts   toward   enlightenment.     Illiteracy    la   dwindling 

nothingness.      Colleges   and    universities   are    raising    the    level    of 

tlonal   standards   and   are   preparing  thouiwnds   and    thousands  of 

for  cultural  lift  and  profecsional  careers.     In  1927,  the  insular 

expended    for   school    purposes    17,945,183.15    pesos,    an    in- 

of  10.15  per  c«nt  over  the  Insular  expenditures  in  1926.     Rouglily, 
I  resent,    the   expenses    for   education    represent    27    per    cent    of   the 
e  Income  of  the  government  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  which  aver- 
around  80,000.000  pesos  yearly.     The  health  s*TTice  of  the  govern- 
haa   Improved    sanitary   conditions   of    the    islands   and    has    been 
successful  in  checking  and  eradicating  tropical  diseases  and  other 
...'18   communicable    Jiseases.      Altogether    the   government   spends 
iverage  over  3..'i00.000  pesos  for  the  health  service.     Water  systems 
Ln  existence,  and  they  afford  a  safe  and  dependable  water  supply, 
increase    in    the    number   of    artesian    wells,    now    over    2,000.    lias 
the  rate  of  mortality.     Maternity   houses  and  puericulture 
are  abundantly  scattered  throughout  the  Islands  and  are  inaur- 
the  growth  of  population  by  reducing  the  rate  of  infant  mortality. 
ntloD    facilities    have    been    considerably    improved    and    aug- 
Roads   and    bridges   of   modern    construction    are    seen    cvery- 
Rallroad  lines  have  been  extended  in  different  important  Islands, 
result,  agriculture  and  domestic  trade  have  been  considerably  fos- 
and  a   greater  degree  of  material   prosperity  is  thus  guaranteed. 
trade   has   Jumped   from    5.000,000   pesos    in   the   beginning   of 

occupation  to  500.000.000  up  to  the  present, 
have    ably    demonstrated    their    fitness.      It    is    Just    that    they 
have  their  desire  to  control  their  own  destiny.     It   is  a  dream 
they  have  dreamt  for  a  long,   long  time.     With  due  deference  to 
wishes  of  the   American   people,   the   Filipinos  look   to    Europe   for 
and  moral  support.     They  beliere  that  those  ancient  nurseries 
liberty    and    freedom    will    help    the    Filipinos    in    their    endeavor    to 
their  political  emancipation.      It  is  in  consonance  with  the  prin- 
of  Justice  and  democracy  that  they  be  left  alone  to  manage  their 
affairs.     America  has  encouraged  them  in  this  direction.     But  sad 
ly,   she  has  postponed  time  and   again   the  final  settlement  of  the 
such   that  she  has  practically  denied  it.     The  Filipinos,  how- 
are   hopeful,   and   they   believe   that   so   earnest    and   just    as.    their 
is,  the  world  will  find  a  happy  mean  to  make  America  fulfill  hef 
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promlae  In  accordance  with  the  obligation  she  has  asBumed  before  the 
world  In  taking  ov«r  the  sovereignty  of  the  IsUnds. 

RAPAEL  Palma, 

PnaUtnit  Vitivtnitv  of  «*«  Pkihpv*ne: 
ExHiBrr  Q 

THB   FitlPINO    DBMASD    POB    iNDBTBNDBNCl 

By  Jorge  Bocobo.  dean  College  of  Law,  University  of  the  Philippines 
The  Filipino  people  base  their  dalm  for  Immediate  independence  upon 
the  following  grounds  among  others: 

1  The  Filipinos  had  wrested  control  of  the  Philippine*  outside  of 
Manila  from  the  Spanish  forces  when  America  acquired  the  IsUnds 
from  Spain  by  the  treaty  of  Pari*. 

2  America  has  promised  independence  and  that  pledge  la  dne. 

3.  The  Filipino  people  have  a  natural  right  to  be  free  and  Inde- 
pendent. 

4.  The  Philippines  Is  a  clvlllaed  Christian  country. 
The  above  points  will  be  discussed  briefly  in  this  article. 

1,    FILIPINO  GOVBBMMBNT 

When  by  the  treaty  of  Paris  signed  December  10,  1898.  Spain  ceded 
the  I'hillppines  to  the  United  States,  Spain  had  nothing  to  cede  he- 
cause  the  Philippine*  ootHlde  of  Manila  [which  city  was  under  American 
occupation)  was  already  under  the  actual  and  effective  control  of  an 
Independent  Filipino  government,  headed  by  Emlllo  Agulnaldo.  The 
FlUplno  forces  had  vanquished  the  Spanish  Army  throughout  the  Philip- 
pine Archipelago  except  in  Manila.  Tlie  Filipino  people  protested 
against  this  unjust  transfer,  but  to  no  avail. 


3.    FBOMI8B  or  INDBFCNDBMCB 

General  Agnlnaldo  has  vigorously  asserted  that  Admiral  Dewey  had 
stated  to  him  that  Philippine  Independence  would  be  recogniaed  by  the 
United  States,  and  that  on  the  strength  of  that  promise  the  FlUptnos 
helped  the  American  forces  take  the  city  of  Manila  from  the  Spanish 
Army.  Dewey,  of  course,  by  himself  could  not  make  such  promlae, 
hut  the  FUlpinos  honestly  beUeved  he  had  been  authorlaed  from  Wash- 
ington. 

President  McKlnley  declared  at  the  beginning  of  American  occupa- 
tion that  the  purpose  of  American  Government  was  to  train  the  Filipino* 
In  the  science  of  self-government.  Mr.  Taft,  the  first  Am«1can  goT- 
ernor   said  the  following  while  he  was  SecreUry  of  War  In  1901 : 

"When  they— the  Filipinos — have  learned  the  principles  of  succeas- 
fni  popular  government  from  a  gradually  enlarged  experience  therein, 
we  can  discuss  the  question  whether  Independence  Is  what  they  desire 
and  grant  It,  or  whether  they  prefer  the  retention  of  a  closer  aasocla- 
tlon  with  the  country  which  by  Its  guidance  has  unselflshly  led  them 
on  to  better  eondltlona." 

President  Wltaon  In  a  measage  to  the  Filipino*  on  October  6,  1913, 

"  Every  step  we  take  will  be  taken  with  a  view  to  the  ultlmaU  Inde- 
pendence of  the  Island*  and  as  a  preparation  for  thnt  Independence." 

In  August,  1916,  the  American  Congrewi  passed  the  Jone*  Uw,  en- 
tlUed  "An  act  to  declare  the  purpose  of  the  people  of  the  United  SUte* 
as  to  the  future  poUUcal  statns  of  the  people  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  and  to  provide  a  more  antonomons  government  for  thoBC 
islands."  The  preamble  of  that  law  declared  that  "It  Is.  as  It  has 
always  been,  the  purpose  of  the  peopU  of  the  United  State*  to  with- 
draw their  sovereignty  as  soon  as  a  stable  government  can  be  estab- 
lished In  the  ITiillpplne*." 

The  FlUplno  people  accepted  this  pledge  made  by  the  An>erican  Con- 
gress as  a  covenant  between  the  two  countrle*.  The  FlUplno*  pro- 
ceeded to  establish  a  sUble  goremment  In  order  to  meet  the  only  re- 
quirement laid  down  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  And  In 
December,  1920,  President  Wilson,  In  his  message  to  Congreas,  certified 
that  the  rillpino  people  had  complied  with  the  condition  precedent  to 
Independence.     He  said: 

'•Allow  me  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  people  of  the 
Philippine  Islands  hare  succeeded  In  maintaining  a  stable  goremment 
since  the  last  action  of  the  Congress  In  their  behalf,  and  have  thus 
fulfiUed  the  condition  set  by  the  Congress  as  precedent  to  a  considera- 
tion of  granting  independence  to  the  Islands.  I  respectfully  submit 
that  this  condition  precedent  having  been  fulfilled  It  Is  now  our  liberty 
and  our  duty  to  keep  our  promise  to  the  people  of  those  Islands  by 
granring  them  the  Independence  which  they  so  honorably  covet." 

Eight  years  have  passed  since  this  official  deelararion  by  that  great 
RUtesman,  President  Wilson,  and  although  the  Filipino  people  have 
continoouBly  petitioned  the  redemption  of  America's  pledge,  the  promlK! 
remains  unkept.  Little  wonder,  then,  that  th*  Filipino*  should  heUeve 
that  the  United  States  has  faUed  to  abide  by  its  own  promtee  solemnly 
made  by  Its  own  Congress. 

•.   BATtTBAL  BIORT 

The  FUiplno  people  in  addition  contend  that  It  is  their  natural 
right,  as  Is  the  natural  right  of  every  people,  to  be  free  and  Inde- 
pendent. Such  a  rightful  claim  Is  amply  supported  by  th*  American 
Declaration  of  Independence  in  Tirtue  of  which  all  govoTiment*  deriTS 


their  Just  powers  "from  the  eonaent  of  the  govemed."  The  FlUplno 
independenc*  movement  is  strengthened  by  the  principle  of  ■elf-dstepml- 
narion  conaecrated  by  the  World  War.  The  nUpino*  are  conTlnced  that 
the  only  way  they  can  express  their  national  genius  and  fulfill  their 
destiny  is  through  independence. 

A.  CULTl-KB  or  THB  rOrtnitoB 

The  FUiplno*  are  the  only  Christian  nation  in  the  Far  Eaat,  thanks 
to  the  influence  of  Spain.  According  to  the  .'.918  census,  of  the  total 
population  in  that  year,  of  10,31'.,310,  there  were  9.381,357  Christians. 
The  rest  were  Mohammedans  and  pagans.  It  Is  thus  that  92  per  cent 
of  the  Filipinos  are  Christians. 

Literacy  in  1918  was  64  per  cent  According  to  conservative  esti- 
mate, the  rate  has  since  Increased  to  50  per  cent  Either  percoitace  is 
better  than  that  of  many  Independent  countrie*. 

There  are  nearly  a  mlUlon  and  a  half  students  In  pubUc  and  privata 
schools  and  coUeges.  There  ore  five  unlversltiea,  one  of  which,  tha 
University  of  Santo  Tomas,  Is  older  than  Harvard  University,  the  oldest 
university  In  the  United  States. 

The  Filipino  people  are  one,  as  they  belong  to  the  Malay  race.  It 
is  true  that  there  are  several  Philippine  dialects,  bat  the  principal 
one,  Ttignlog.  is  extensively  used.  EngUsb  is  spoken  by  mllUons,  and 
Spanish  is  the  language  of  the  older  generation  of  educated  FlUplno*. 
There  is  a  strong  national  spirit  The  consciousness  of  •oUdarity  has 
been  intensified  by  the  common  struggle  for  liberty  for  more  than  on* 
generation. 

PBIKCIPAL    ABGDMKIfT    AOAtlfST    IKDBPBSDBSCB 

The  chief  point  advanced  In  the  United  States  to  Justify  indeflnlta 
postponement  of  the  withdrawal  of  AoMrican  sovereignty  is  that  the 
PhlUpplnes  has  not  been  suflldently  developed  economically  to  set  up 
national  defense  against  Invasion  by  some  great  power.  The  FUlpinos 
reply  to  this  argument  thta : 

1.  The  moral  Judgment  of  the  world  and  the  growing  sense  of  Jus- 
tice among  nations  make  such  a  conquest  of  the  PhUlpplnes  rery 
r^note,  particularly  if  the  new  PhUlpplne  nation  shonld  become  a  mem- 
ber of  the  League  of  Nations  and  adhere  to  the  World  Court  as  la  the 
desire  of  FlUplno  national  leaden. 

2.  If  ability  to  repel  aggreaslon  by  a  first-class  power  sboold  be  made  • 
requisite  to  the  recognition  of  independence  of  any  people,  then  only 
three  or  four  nations  have  a  right  to  be  free,  which,  of  course,  U  abmird. 
Did  Belgium  forfeit  her  Independence  when  she  was  invaded  by  Ger- 
many? How  about  the  new  smaU  nations  of  Europe  whose  spirit 
emerged  triumphant  out  of  the  cmclble  of  the  war — is  their  title  t© 
independence  also  precarious  because  they  are  not  strong  enough  suo- 
ccssfuUy  to  oppose  the  annle*  of  the  great  European  powers  T  This 
theory  of  force  as  the  basis  of  freedom  Is  obsolete  and  Is  not  in  keeping 
with  the  spirit  of  the  times. 

8.  Even  granting  the  probability  of  taraslon  by  some  mighty  natloB, 
In  case  of  Philippine  Independence,  stiU  the  FlUplno  people  feel  that 
they  would  not  be  deserving  of  national  freedom  If  they  renonneed  tt 
Just  because  of  inch  danger.  They  are  wUling  to  face  all  the  risks  and 
responsibilities  of  Independence. 

Moreover,  if  after  an  independent  PMttpplne  goremment  has  t>een  set 
up,  the  country  should  be  conquered  by  a  great  power,  such  a  condition 
would  be  substantially  the  same  as  their  present  statns  of  a  subject 
people. 

COffCLtJSIOM 


The  Filipino  people  firmly  believe  that  they  are  Justly  entJUed  to 
immediate  Independence.  They  have  been  continuously  appealing  to  the 
sense  of  Justice  of  the  American  people.  Thus  far,  that  plea  has  been 
unheeded.  The  future  is  uncertain.  Filipino  freedom  may  never  come. 
The  issue  seems  to  depend  on  America's  world  program  and  poUdcs, 
which  It  is  not  within  the  power  of  the  Filipino  people  to  li^fluence  or 
change.  And  yet  God  stlU  sits  on  His  throne,  Just  and  merciful  as  ot 
old.    Surely  He  wiU  not  forsake  the  Jost  cause  of  a  whole  people. 

Exhibit  H 

THB  PHIUPPIKBa    DHDBB    SPAMtSH    SOTBaBlOB 

Spanlah  domination  of  the  PhUlpplne  IsUnds  lasted  three  centuries. 
The  FlUplno  people  can  not  deny,  rather,  they  proclaim  before  ths 
world,  that  this  sovereignty  of  three  centuries  wss,  ss  a  whole,  bene- 
fidal  to  the  Fittplnoa  At  the  end  of  800  years,  the  FlUpinos  wers  a 
homogeneous  people  possessing  all  the  characteristics  necessary  to  th* 
exlstenc*  of  a  dvillsed  nation,  tested  in  the  cruclbie  of  history,  tradition, 
religion,  custom*,  Unguage.  and  having  what  is  called  the  sentiment  of 
naUonallty,  or  naUonal  conscience.  We  submit  that  this  spiritual  eto- 
ment  Is  the  foundation  of  the  modem  doctrine  of  nationaUty.  and  that 
U  can  be  reoognlsed  and  proclaimed  as  the  indispensable  sign  that  there 
exists  a  natUm  known  as  the  PhUlpplnes.  This  fact  was  fuUy  demon- 
strated by  the  rerohition  of  1896,  in  which  the  FUlpinos  proved  that 
the  doctrines  of  the  tights  of  man  and  of  dtisenahip  have  become  their 
own,  and,  as  such  rights  were  not  recognised  by  the  SpaaUh  Govern- 
Bkent,  they  felt  that  they  should  possess  them  snd  exerdse  them,  and, 
as  a  eonseqneaec,  they  demanded  that  they  should  be  granted  by  the 
government  at  the  metropolis. 
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HUitory  r«roH«  th«  er«ti  that  f^iOlr  <l*Telop*d  due*  the  dMf  the 
■panlBb  Aanlcaii  War  placed  the  FhtUpiHDes  under  AnerlcaD  domlaa- 
tkta  :  hut  tt  U  opportuae  to  remember  that,  upon  the  Inception  ot  the 
rerolatloB  asalaat  Spate  the  FtUptoo  people  wtrt  a   homogeneooa  na- 
tional enUty.  whoae  rltallty  wa«  tested  in  that  war  and  In  the  war 
that  Uter  took  place  between  the  KlUplno.  and  the  Americana.     Oor 
ciTiUaatlon  and  our  culture,  at  the  time  of  tbln  m  w  conflict,  enabled  ua 
to  ertabUah.  for  a  -hort  time,  a  PUlpIno  goTernment  which,  dictatorial 
In  the  beiflnnlng.  waa  aoon  to  become  republican  in  form:   that  la,  a 
goTfmm*>nt  of  the  people,  deepUe  the  aUte  of  war.     The  new  govem- 
nent  did  not.  In  reality,  constitute  a  radical  cbaage  In  the  admlnlstra- 
tioa  of  public  affalra.  for.  with  the  destniction  of  Spanish  sovereignty, 
there  ezlated  In  the  country  a  complete  system  of  centrallaed  power  of 
Koyemmeat  with  Ita  branehea  as  important  as  the  department  of  public 
health.    aicr.»nomy,    forestry.    mlne>».    etc.,    with    the    nec«wary    techni- 
cal pernonncl  ready  to  reassume  their  function,  despite  the  exodns  of  the 
Spanish  technical  employeea.     Local  goTemment   was   well   established. 
thaalu  to  the  traditional  constitution  of  the  ProTlnces  and  towns  Just 
before  the  end  of  Sj^niah  aoTerelgnty.  which  ImpUnted   the  necessary 
prorlndal  and  municipal  reform.ii.  Herring  as  the   basis  of  the  present 
proTindal   and   municipal   goremments,   roal   autonomous  entities  func 
tloolag  without  the  Interrentlon  of  the  central  goyemment,  except  when 
nrrrasarr.  ao  that  It  can  be  assured  that,  setting  aside  the  absorbing 
tendency  common  In  all  goTemment  of  InterTentlon.  our  municipal  and 
proTlndal  goremmenU  are  free  from  dictation  from  the  Insular  adalnl»- 
tratlun.  to  the  adrantage  of  their  development  and  progreaa. 


ExHivrr  I 

rHIUPPlS«  COKSTITCTIOJ* 

The  war  was  not  an  obstacle  to  the  ImpUnUtlon  of  a  drll  r«gime 
under  the  revolutionary  goTernment.  and  before  the  capture  of  Manila 
by  the  Americans  on  September  18.  1898,  the  rbilippine  Coujtresa  was 
coutltuted.  There  waa  not  In  the  whole  country  a  single  discordant 
note.  The  authority  of  the  Filipino  government,  which  was  extended 
all  orer  the  Archipelago  'od  wa»t  acknowledKed  in  every  town  evacu- 
ated by  tha  Spaniah  forces,  was  never  questioned.  The  chiefs  of  the 
Boo-Chrlstlaa  tribea,  that  never  recojiilsed  the  sovereignty  of  Spain, 
aaat  meaaages  of  loyalty  to  the  native  national  government.  Leading 
Mohammedaa  chiefs  from  the  Island  of  Mindanao  approached  the  revolu- 
tloBary  government  to  expreae  their  support  and  that  of  their  follow- 
ers of  the  constituted  aBthoritlea.  On  June  23.  1898,  the  general  of  the 
rsvolntlOBary  forces  gave  up  his  dictatorial  powers  in  the  revolutionary 
foveraaeBt,  whoae  obJe«  was  "  to  fl«ht  for  the  Independence  of  the 
PhlUpplnes  until  the  free  nations,  including  Spain,  expreaaly  reeog- 
DhMd  it,  and  to  prepare  the  country  for  the  ImpUntation  of  a  repubUc." 
The  revolatloaary  government  kept  the  popular  form  of  the  local  gov- 
tfvmeata.  It  organised  a  central  government,  with  a  president  as  the 
chief  of  the  executive  power,  aaalated  by  four  departmental  secretaries— 
that  of  state :  that  of  aavy  and  commerce  ;  that  of  war  and  public  worka ; 
tkat  of  poUcs  and  Internal  peace  and  order ;  that  of  finance,  asrlculture, 
and  Industry.  The  leglalatlve  power  was  Tested  in  a  congress,  whose 
members  wers  slsctsd  in  the  same  way  preacribed  for  the  election  of 
pcnvlndal  funettonnrias.  and  waa  Independent  In  Its  sphere  of  action. 
▲  commit  tM  of  ths  ttiagnm,  prealded  over  by  the  vice  president  and 
assisted  by  one  of  his  seeretaries.  constituted  the  supreme  court  of 
justice,  to  hsar  ertaninnl  casea  on  appeal  from  the  provincial  coundla, 
which  were  at  the  same  time  competent  tribunals  for  civil  and  criminal 
cases,  their  fttnctlons  harlnc  been  fully  defined  and  delimited. 

The  Philippine  Concnas  waa  Inaug-artted  in  a  aolemn  manner  In 
September  of  the  saaae  year  with  all  Che  Provinces  of  the  Islanda  rep- 
r«»ra!«d  la  It  Ones  organised.  It  proceeded  to  the  adoption  of  the 
constitntlon.  Thia  waa  discoased  and  pat  to  a  vote  and  waa  approved 
on  Jantwry  20.  !»•.  at  once  becosaing  ofTective. 

If  we  conaMter  the  letter  and  the  spirit  of  this  constitution,  we  shall 
ae-*  that  it  ctMtalna  all  the  righta  and  principles  found  in  the  moat 
Bodem  eonsUtntloBs.  There  Is  no  doabt  that  it  represented  not  only 
the  measure  of  coltors  of  the  men  that  wrote  U  bat  also  ths  fact  that 
the  FUipino  pcopls.  even  at  that  time,  accepted  a  popalar  government 
as  ths  best  salted  to  the  conditions,  necessities,  and  experience  of  the 
eoaairy.  Ths  Philippine  eoastltation.  as  passed  by  the  metahers  of  the 
revolutlonsry  eoajrreas.  pietores  falthfulyr.  better  than  any  other  act  of 
the  KlUyiass  af  that  epoch,  the  pollUcal  asptraUons  and  Meals  of  the 
rUiplao  pcopla. 

Cader  ths  n«w  consdtntlon  the  FUtpIno  goremment,  without  neglect- 
iBit  the  nscessttiss  of  an  nneqaal  war,  orgnalaad  the  pabUc  serrices  of 
■rgmt  ncee«lty.  Tb«  oBkn  of  puMie  health  waa  orgaalaed.  mnnagsd 
ky  a  body  at  drtlUn  doctora.  rliroraaa  measures  and  rutoa  of  hygleas 
health  havlac  been  snfsteed  In  the  towns.  Ths  oAce  of  dvU 
lastltntcd  In  all  ths  munirtpalitiea.  The  town  mayors  ex- 
ths  rtghtn  of  poMIe  notaries  for  the  Isgatlsatlon  st  doenaonts 
and  estnjodktal  nets.  Priasary  schools  wsre  opened,  whtek,  ander 
ths  Sfuriak  nris.  Indadsil  ons  tor  girls  and  soe  for  bey*.  A  oai* 
ffsrslty  wns  Hnnfcl  whew  cswosn  in  hiw,  asdiclae. 
aotartel  wsvfe  wsfs  gtram  aM  hi  ths 
iMtahsd  Ui  ndilttlsa  tn 


the  reiaratlon  and  conservation  of  the  public  highways,  bridges,  and 
public  buildings.  An  Institute  of  vaccination  was  founded  to  prepsre 
serum  for  distribution  in  all  the  Provinces.  A  census  and  statistics 
office  iras  also  established.  The  posts  and  teleRraph  service  was  also 
ImprovKl.  The  government  was  bent  not  only  on  reestablinhlnj;  the  pub- 
lic set  rices  that  existed  under  the  Spanish  regime  but  on  improving 
on  th«m.  giving  orders  for  Increasing  oroductlon,  the  outturns  of  In- 
dustry and  of  Internal  and  foreign  commerce. 
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Exhibit  J 

THE    AMKSICA.t    SOrKBBlONTT 

Froi  1  the  surrender  of  the  Spanish  garrison  of  Manila  to  the  Ameri- 
can forces  on  August  13.  1898.  the  events  rapidly  followed  each  other 
in  the  Philippines.  With  the  Filipino  government  already  well  estab- 
lished In  all  the  national  territory  excepting  in  the  fortresses  of  Manila 
and  Civlte,  the  I'hilipplnc  republic  waa  proclaimed.  In  accordance  with 
the  ccnstitution  In  Malolos,  Bulakan,  in  the  preeenoe  of  a  multitude 
from  111  over  the  country,  and  not  a  few  fuieigners,  among  whom 
were  many  American  njllitary  leaders,  on  January  18.  1899.  Within  a 
few  diys  hostilities  broke  out  between  the  .\merican  and  the  Filipino 
forces  around  Manila.  It  is  universally  acknowledged  that  this  hos- 
tility was  not  provoked  by  the  Filipinos ;  but  as  this  Is  not  the  place  to 
discos  I  this  iasoe.  we  shall  Ignore  It,  simply  mentioning  the  fact  that 
this  incident  was  a  surprise  to  our  countrymen.  The  moral  solidarity 
of  th<  Filipino  p^ple  and  their  firm  and  spontaneous  support  of  the 
natioial  government  were  clearly  demonstrated  under  these  circum- 
stanos  and  under  the  new  state  of  war,  which  tested  their  patriotism 
and  t  lelr  hopes  for  independence  and  liberty.  The  superior  power  of  the 
invad'rs  triumphe<l  over  the  heroic  opposition  of  the  Filipino  troops. 
The  material  resistance  ended  toward  the  end  of  1901,  the  Filipinos 
deddlag  to  accept  American  domination. 

Sinje  then  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  century  has  passed.  With  the 
Implantation  of  the  American  ri^glme  came  a  period  of  peace  and  order, 
under  which  the  country  has  had  occasion  to  prove  its  capacity  to  exer- 
cise I  he  rights  and  powers  of  a  popular  government.  It  can  not  be 
deniel  that  one  of  the  greatest  victories  of  the  conqueror  consisted  In 
compi  ehendlng  the  progn-s-sive  and  democratic  spirit  of  the  conquered, 
and  In  appreciating  their  measure  of  culture  and  In  encouraging  their 
political  aspirations.  With  this  understanding  between  the  conqueror 
and  (he  nation  conquered  establl8h»>d,  the  former,  ignoring  the  designs 
of  certain  absorbing  elements  servlns  the  interests  of  Imperialism,  de- 
cided to  uphold  the  democratic  princljiles  with  which  the  people  were 
imbu4d,  as  shown  In  the  Philippine  constitution  and  as  expressed  by 
the  delegates  in  the  many  negotiations  for  the  establishment  of  peace 
between  the  representatives  of  the  Oovernment  of  occupation  and  the 
PlUpiDo  government.  It  would  not  be  correct  to  say  that  the  progress 
of  th(  Philippines  la  the  exclusive  product  of  the  policy  of  the  Ameri- 
csn  (iovernment,  for  without  the  Initiative  of  the  Filipino  leaders  and 
the  c  (operation  of  the  people  there  would  have  been  very  little  political 
progrns  and  little  economic  development.  The  Cooper  Act.  the  first 
orgai  Ic  law  of  the  Islands  under  the  American  domination,  was  the 
resul  of  negotiations  and  endless  conferences  with  the  Filipino  pollti- 
clans  who  first  accepted  the  new  situation  and  who  opposed,  in  so  far 
as  possible,  the  tendencies  toward  absolute  domination. 

Under  the  new  regime  which  gave  the  Filipinos  participation  in  the 
goveinment  through  the  Philippine  Assembly,  whirb  shared  legislative 
powers  with  the  Philippine  Commission,  composed  of  Americana  and 
nUp  nos.  public  peace  and  order  was  kept  In  the  Provinces  by  the 
Inauii  ir  and  municipal  police.  The  public  disturbances  during  the  early 
yean  of  the  American  occupation  were  not  of  much  Importance,  con- 
sider ng  the  short  lapse  of  time  since  the  two  disastrous  wars  to  the 
aoar<:ps  of  wealth  in  the  country.  It  Is  a  powerful  argument  In  favor 
of  thB  spirit  of  order  and  dlsdpUne  among  the  people  that  the  exercise 
of  tl«  civil  and  political  righta,  wholly  new  to  the  country  as  the 
freed  wn  of  worship  and  the  right  of  direct  Huffrage,  ha.^  not  cnusetl 
blooty  disorders  Insepsrable,  from  the  experience  of  nations  submitting 
to  tt  em  as  did  oars. 

Tie  great  successes,  of  which  the  Americans  are  proud  with  respect 
to  tie  government  of  the  islsnds.  should  be  assigned  to  this  under- 
atan  ling  between  the  government  and  the  people,  as  to  the  esaential 
prinrlples  of  democracy.  The  domlnators  found  the  field  clean,  cul- 
tlvaled  and  fertilised  and  ready  for  planting  and  for  the  greatest 
progress  In  constitutional  progress,  and  so.  after  a  decade  of  experi- 
men  In  the  exercise  of  many  political  rights  Indispensable  In  a  Re- 
puhlcan  r^ime.  under  the  Cooper  Act,  the  Jones  law  was  promulgated 
in  1  >1«.  in  which  the  Congress  of  the  I'nited  States  solemnly  declared 
In  II I  preamble  : 

"  nrhereas  It  has  never  been  the  intention  of  the  people  of  the  United 
Stat>a.  at  the  Inception  of  the  war  with  Spain,  to  engage  in  a  war  of 
coB<]  nest  or  territorial  aggrandisement ; 

"  l¥hereas  it  is  and  It  has  always  been  the  purpiiae  of  the  people 
of  t  le  United  States  to  renounce  their  sovereignty  over  the  Pbllippins 
Ilia:  ids  and  to  recognise  the  Indeiiendencc  of  the  same  as  soon  as  a 
stnta  s  government  has  been  established  therein  : 

"  ITberens  It  Is  necessary  for  the  esrly  realixstion  of  this  purpose, 
I*  Itrv  tb«  Flllplao  paopi*  M  ninpls  powers  as  arc  consistent  with  th« 
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exercise  of  ths  sovereignty  of  the  United  SUtes,  to  the  end  that  with 
the  exercise  of  popular  suffrage  and  of  governmental  powers,  the 
Filipino  people  wiU  be  better  prepared  to  aasume  responalblUtles  and 
to  enjoy  the  prtvllegss  of  absolute  Independence." 

BXHIMT    K 

VMDBn    IH«    JOBTBS    LAW 

By  virtue  of  this  new  organic  act.  the  Filipino  people  have  had  the 
opportunity  to  exercise  the  sovereign  righU  of  an  autonomous  nation. 
They  have  exerdsed,  with  almost  no  limitations,  the  legialaUve  power, 
subject  only  to  the  veto  of  the  Chief  Executive,  subject.  In  turn,  to 
the  right  of  the  legialature  to  pass  the  laws  over  his  veto.  A  bicameral 
legislature  was  organised,  with  a  house  of  representatives  and  a 
senate,  both  elective,  with  the  exception  of  a  number  of  representatives 
and  senators  appointed  by  the  Governor  General,  who  represent  the 
regions,  up  to  a  recent  date,  under  a  polltico-mlUtary  rule. 

The  Filipino  people  enjoy  to-day  a  representative  system  of  govern- 
ment limited  by  an  aUen  sovereignty,  showing  the  curtailment  of  the 
national  sovereignty,  so  Important  for  the  progress  of  the  country,  such 
as  the  right  to  legislate  on  tariff  relations  with  other  nations,  on 
lands,  mines,  and  corporations,  and  lacking  also  the  right  to  bear 
arms  and  to  have  a  trial  by  Jury,  instltutlona  which,  though  affecting 
the  fundamental  In  a  popular  regime,  do  not  Impede  the  enjoyment  of 
a  national  self  government,  as  these  righta  are  also  denied  to  the 
conquerors  living  in  the  country. 

A  few  years  after  the  autonomous  government  established  by  the 
Jones  law  has  been  In  operation,  the  Governor  General  of  the  ialands 
notified  the  President  of  the  United  States  that  there  existed  a  st^le 
government.  The  President,  In  turn,  urged  upon  Congress  that  Inde- 
pendence should  be  granted  to  the  Islands,  for  the  only  condition 
precedent  required  for  It  had  been  complied  with  by  virtue  of  the 
preamble  of  the  Jones  law,  and  which  demanded  the  establishment  of 
a  stable  government  In  the  Archipelago. 

This  recommendation  was  not  acted  upon  by  Congress,  and  In  this 
attitude  the  Filipino  people  see  the  first  obstacle  to  the  goal  of  their 
destiny.  Since  the  establishment  of  American  rule,  this  la  the  first 
Instance  retarding  the  march  of  the  Filipino  people  toward  political 
pronrreas  and  the  realisation  of  thdr  supreme  ideal  of  independence. 
The  power  of  the  imperialistic  spirit  that  has  taken  possession  of 
American  Institutions,  to  the  point  that  It  dominates  the  foreign  policy 
of  the  powerful  republic,  was  the  reason  for  the  vadllaUon  of  the 
Democratic  majority  of  the  Congress  of  Washington  that  forshadowed 
the  demoralisation  of  that  party.  The  abnormality  created  in  the 
sovereign  nation  by  the  World  War  contribut*Hl  to  the  confuaion  that, 
naturally,  obtained  in  the  legislative  activities  of  Congress,  wblcb  pot 
aside  all  those  que*rtlons  not  directly  related  to  the  war  and  the 
problems  growing  out  of  It, 

Exhibit  L 

TH«  FIUPtNO  PCOPUB   HOP*  AND  WAtT 

The  Filipinos  form  a  nation  of  over  12,000,000  sools,  whose  destiny 
Is  being  wrought  under  conditions  of  Internal  peace  and  Is  predicated 
on  the  spirit  of  liberty  and  Justice  of  the  dvlllxed  natlonsaf  the  world. 
We  aspire  to  Independence  becauae  we  feel  that  we  possess  the  qnaU- 
flcations  for  running  a  governmeot  firm.  sUble,  with  all  the  guaranties 
that  every  entity  should  bring  to  the  International  concert  of  nations. 
This  young  nation  desires  anxiously  to  occupy  a  place  in  the  community 
of  free  nadona.  that  it  may  comply  with  ita  desUny  under  the  sun, 
contributing  what  corresponds  to  It  aa  Its  share  to  universal  progress, 
to  the  progress  of  humanity  throsgh  the  progros  of  clTlUxation,  aa  a 
factor    also    toward    universal    peace    and    the    fellowship    among    the 

natlona.  

Inspired  by  theae  aentimenta  and  legitimate  and  natural  asplratlona, 
without  which  It  will  not  merit  the  place  it  wanta  In  that  conunonlty 
of  nations.  It.  beUeves  Itself  po«essed  of  enough  merits  to  deaervs  the 
respect  and  aympathy  of  the  other  peoples  and  qualified  to  aak  for  the 
moral  hdp  of  the  whole  dvillsed  worid  for  the  realisation  of  Ita  legiti- 
mate hopes  for  liberty  and  Independence. 

The  solution  of  our  cause  la  delayed  more  than  Is  reasonable  and 
convenient  for  the  particular  Interests  of  ths  Phlllpptoe  Islands  and  for 
the  sUbillty  of  our  national  institntions.  Ever  since  President  Wilson 
urged  Congress  to  grant  Independence  to  the  Philippines  the  Filipino 
people  have  Insistently  asked  the  United  BUtes  to  settle  definitely  this 
Issue,  recognising  our  right  to  become  an  independent  nation ;  bat  idnce 
then  our  coontry  has  seen  and  experienced  the  neglect  with  which  the 
sovereign  nation  has  treated  oor  just  demands  that  wlthont  fnrthw 
delay  the  promise  made  by  the  American  people  In  the  preamble  of  the 
Jones  law  (our  present  organic  act)  to  recogolse  oor  Independence  as 
aoon  as  there  Is  esUbllabed  In  those  Islnnds  s  stable  goremment.  It  la 
evident  that  the  American  people  have  nwBcaUy  changed  their  attltods 
toward  the  FUipino  people  and  their  aspiration  to  IndepSBdsnee.  Their 
present  policy  shows  the  purpose  to  contlnns  and  even  to  ^trtaft^ 
their  domination  over  oor  coontry,  and  seems  to  he  in  line  wMh  the 
design  to  coutinoe  imposing  their  sorerclgnty  osor  tfcat  **«;*^^_^ 
the  sod  that  they  Btay  amU  tbair  own  mtmiwm  o<  nr      *—»-»-  — ^ 


aa  rubber,  coffee,  oil.  etc,  breaking  thus  tbe  soppoaed  monopoly  on  theae 
products  by  other  nations.  But  the  resignation  of  a  nation  subjected 
against  Its  win  should  never  be  abused.  Discontoitment  is  genersL 
We  have  reached  the  limit,  and  only  the  proTcrbial  straw  breaking  the 
camel's  back  is  lacking  to  compel  the  country  to  take  extreme  measures. 
Our  presence  in  International  relatluushlpa  will  be  beneficial  for  all 
peoples,  races,  and  nations  of  the  world.  We  have  for  all  only  the 
noblest  and  most  disinterested  sentiments.  We  only  want  the  oppor- 
tunity to  show  the  other  peoples  that  our  coontry  In  ready  to  welcome 
capital,  InltlatlTe,  knowletlge,  experience,  for  which  our  aoll  is  aa  a 
acene  for  nationals  and  aliens  to  use  their  energy  for  production,  mate- 
rial progress,  intellectual  advancement,  and  common  welfare.  Oor 
slogan  is :  Bqoal  opportunity  for  alL 

ExHinrr  M 

AM    APPBAL   TO   THB    BCBOPCAJt    WOMait 

From  this  part  ot  the  globe;  In  which  12,000,000  pitople  live  in  • 
group  of  beautiful  Islanda  that  festoon  the  eastern  |X)rtlon  of  the 
I'adfle,  allow  me  to  conv^  to  yoo  oor  message  of  good  wilL 

As  a  nation  which  was  reared  by  nn  European  country  dorlng  the 
period  of  Its  inf&ncy,  the  Philippines  can  not  bat  look  with  keen  Interest 
and  reverence  at  the  wonderful  changes  In  your  culture  iind  progress. 

We  are  not  happy  here  and  we  have  never  been  reallj'  happy  during 
the  tkast  30  years  of  American  tutelage,  due  to  the  fact  that  our  long- 
cherished  desire  of  becoming  a  free  and  Independent  natlc>n  haa  not  been 
attended  to  by  America  even  to  thla  date. 

Visitors  to  our  country  are  unanimous  In  declaring  thla  group  ot 
emerald  tales  of  ours  the  pearl  of  the  Orient,  a  beaotiful  garden  and  Its 
door  Is  wide  open  for  all  our  sisters  of  Europe  to  come  la  and  enjoy  Ita 
hospitality.  We  invite  you  and  tbe  whole  world  to  cone  and  sec  ita 
perpetual  verdant  vegetation,  its  mountaina.  rivers,  and  lakes,  ita  sam- 
mer  resorts,  its  seaa.  and  beautiful  Mayon  volcano,  and  all  that  Spain 
haa  bequeathed  to  as — now  relics  of  the  paat. 

We  wish  yoo  to  see  the  new  cfaangea  brought  about  by  our  own 
efforta  throogb  the  aid  of  our  government,  spedaOy  the  wonderful  roads 
and  equally  wonderful  aystem  of  public  education  we  have  Miccceded  to 
et^tablish  in   this  country. 

While  we  are  boaily  occupied  with  oar  appointed  Usk  of  developing 
this  country  of  ours,  yet  due  to  the  new  systems  of  communications  and 
the  facilities  of  travel,  we  can  not  confine  oor  Interest  aithin  the  limits 
of  our  shores.  We  wUh  to  keep  pace  with  the  progress  of  the  world, 
and  our  greatest  desire  is  to  see  within  the  shortest  possible  time  that 
the  promise  of  America  to  give  ua  our  Independence  In  redeemed  and 
tranalated  Into  a  beaotiful  reality.  The  Phllipplnee  lias  an  ImpUdt 
faith  in  the  United  SUtes  of  America  and  her  people.  Her  ntterances 
as  wed  aa  her  acta  are  apparently  rtncere  and  they  aeem  to  indicate 
her  desire  to  fulfill  her  solemn  pledge.  To  her  we  ha\e  intrusted  the 
destiny  of  our  country. 

In  spite  of  all  the  progress  and  material  proapertity  we  are  now 
enjoying  we  wish  to  become  an  independent  nation,  for  we  have  always 
been  fighting  for  our  independence,  and  becaoae  Ameria.  has  pledged  to 
give  It  ua.  We  know  that  you  will  be  in  full  sympathj  with  us  In  oor 
longed-for  desire  to  be  an  Independent  nation  and  with  your  moral  sup- 
port the  distance  to  the  goal  of  oor  aai^ration  will  be  short  We  sin- 
cerely hope  that  the  time,  when  we  may  be  able  to  appreciate  the  exer- 
else  of  greater  responsibilities,  wUl  not  be  far  distant  and  the  rebirth  of 
oor  once  ephemeral  repobUc  into  true  and  permanent  independent  sute 
wHl  soon  be  a  reality. 

In  the  name  of  my  country  and  people  I  reiterate  our  message  of  good 
will,  and  again  I  Invite  you  and  the  world  to  come  to  oor  shores  where 
on  the  doora  of  oor  hoapitable  homes  are  written  the  words,  "  You  are 

welcome." 

Pas  urn  u>»  Rsraa. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  obtained  tbe  floor. 

Mr.  OVERMAN,  Bir.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fns  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina for  that  imrpoee? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.    I  raggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  aboeoce  of  a  quorum  is 
suggested.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  leslalatlve  derk  called  tbe  nrfl,  and  the  fMlowlng  Senator* 
answered  to  their  names: 


Ashnrst 

Berkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhsrt 

Brnnssard 

Capper 

Ckisway 


Coonally 

Cooscns 

Dsle 

Dili 

Edge 


Fletcher 
Fnuder 
<3eorfS 
OUJett 

QMon 


OoMshoroogb 

Goold 

Greene 

Hale 

Harrla 

Harrison 

Hatfield 

Hnwes 

Hebert 

Bsflln 

BoweU 

Johnson 


Keen 

Kendrlck 

Eleyes 

Lafonetts 

McKellar 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Moaes 


m:'- 


mi 


hi 

Kid 


o^ 


- 
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ptttt»r«oa 

Rtlppa 
DC 
PlttBAB 

RaiwtMl 
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mmmMUi 

Smltb 

flmoot 

Btcck 

St«lwcr 

Stephens 


Tboouis.  Idaho 

Tboous.  Okla. 

Townaend 

Trammell 

Tjding* 

Vandenberg 

Warner 


WU«ott 

Walsh.  Maaa. 

Walah.  Moat. 

Warren 

Wateraao 

Watson 

Wbeeler 


The  PRESIDING  OFFIC'fiR.  Eighty  Senators  having  an- 
swere<l  to  their  names,  a  quorum  Is  present.  The  Senator  from 
IiidiMua  fMr.  IloBiNsoif  1  is  entitled  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  PreHident 

The  TRESIDINO  OFFICER-  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Hr.  HOmNSO.V  of  Indiana.     I  yirid. 

Mr  BORAH.  Mr.  President.  I  have  received  a  letter  from 
the  liej»i«lent  Commif«ioner  of  the  Philippines  disoussing  the 
Philippine  question  in  connection  with  the  tariff  bill  and  In- 
tended to  be  an  answer  to  some  of  the  views  expressed  by  the 
National  Grange.  I  have  been  asked  to  pot  this  letter  in  the 
Reci>bo  and  I  am  very  glad  to  do  so,  but  in  doing  so  I  do  not 
wish   it   understood   that   I   am   in  agreement   with   the  views 

^The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  the  letter 
will  be  printed  in  the  Rsooaa 
The  letter  is  as  follows:  ^ 

CoMaaaas  or  THa  CiriT«>  STATsa, 

HousB  or  RBPaasBHTATiTBS. 
Wthinoton,  D.  C.  «a>*«»fcw  ».  ^•»- 

Hon.    WiLUAM    K.    BOBAB. 

United  Sttet  Sfnote,  Wa»h4mot<m,  D.  C. 

ItBA*  RawATOB :  We  hava  joat  read  hi  tha  CoiraaaaaioSAL  Rbcobd  of 
geptrrabet  2«  the  letter  wrtttan  to  yoa  by  Mr.  Fred  Brenckman.  tha 
Washington  reprwemtatlTe  of  the  National  Orange. 

Wf  ar«  partlcolarly  InterwtM  In  tbo  following  part  of  tha  lettar. 
Nterrlng  as  it  does  to  the  PklUplriac  lalanda: 

"V^ricultara  has  a  vital  Interest  In  the  proper  solntion  of  the  tariff 
proMems  preaeatad  by  the  Philippine  Islands.  It  Is  clear  that  free 
trad*  with  the  talanda  la  Injnrlous  to  the  farmers  of  the  United  Statea. 
This  applies  particularly  to  copra,  coconut  oil  and  sugar.  Since  vege- 
UMe  oils  sre  Interchangeable,  to  permit  coconut  oil  to  come  in  free 
from  Ihr  PhUipplBfa  In  effect  pats  all  o«r  domeatleaHy  produced  vege- 
table oils  oa  the  free  llat.  It  to  alao  Imposalble  to  give  proper  protec- 
tion to  the  domestic  prodncers  of  sugar  cane  and  beeta  If  we  allow  the 
Phlllpplnea  to  ship  aallmlted  quantities  of  sngar  to  na  free  of  duty. 
The  lat»  Gov.  Oea.  Leonard  Wood  gave  as  his  opinion  that  the  Islands 
are  capable  <rf  prodnrtng  5.000.000  tons  of  sugar  annually,  which  la 
almo!«t  rqual  to  our  domestic  consumption.  Unleas  imports  from  the 
Philippine  Islaada  are  made  dutiable  under  some  system  of  swgregaHng 
the  rrvcnuas  thus  de«4ved  and  turning  them  Into  tha  treawry  of  the 
tstaads,  tha  only  way  of  relieving  agriculture  from  destructive  competi- 
tion from  that  quarter  would  be  to  grant  Independence  to  the  Islands." 

The  atatement  glvea  brielly  what  Is  apparently  the  understanding  of 
the  Washington  representatives,  not  only  of  the  National  Grange,  but  of 
other  Important  farm  aasocUtlons.  In  our  opinion  It  ststes  an  «r- 
foaeoua  Inference,  an  toferenca  which  wa  must  overcome  abeolntely,  or 
the  position  of  the  Philippine  lalands  under  the  American  flag  will  be 
a  moat  unhappy  one.  For  certainly  If  we  have  the  farmers  of  the  Unltad 
itates  of  tha  opinion  that  our  reasonable  proaperlty  la  acquired  only  at 
their  ezpeoae  oar  relationa  wUl  be  every thtag  but  what  we  of  the  Phlllp- 
plaes  desire. 

The  PblUpptae  people  sre  st  present  the  best  customers  of  the  farmers 
of  the  rmted  Statea  tor  sereral  of  their  products,  and  with  the  Increase 
In   proaperlty   In    the   lalands   this   will    become   more   strikingly    true; 
for  notwithstanding  the  product  It  eneaa  of  the  Tropics  we  are  dependent 
for  many  of  the  tUnas  which  proaperoua  people  deaira  on  the  farms  of 
the   Temperata   Konea.      Thia    Is   noUbly    true   of    dairy    products    and 
cotton  Buantectnraa.     It  la  equally  true  of  wheat  floor,  of  manx  of  the 
vs^etehtw  and  fralta  of  the  Temperate  Bona.     All  of  tbeae  are  being 
pntdMBcd  la  lacTcaalag  quaatltlea  by  the  Philippines  from  the  United 
Btatea.    Thdr  pnrcha*^  lacrcaae  with  tha  pmapertty  of  tba  lalanda  and 
with  the  iBiprwvcd  tranaporUtlon  between  tha  United  Stataa  and  the 
1,1a iMt«      I  f«ei  that  If  the  tenners  of  tha  United  Stataa  wonM  stndy 
that  tfde  of  tba  qocadon  they  would  see  of  what  value  th«  market  of 
tha  PhlUpftaM  waa  to  tbea  and  how  this  market  la  incrcnalnff  la  value. 
It  arcinii  obvlona  that  the  attention  at  the  American  farmer  Is  only 
VfifH  ^%tmjk  to  tksae  thiasi  which  come  Cnob  tlie  Philippine  lalands 
and  which   oader  conceivable  drcuasatancea  might  compete  with  some 
of  hla  oam  pfodneta.     Tba  quotation  refera  to  copra,  coconut  oil.  and 
angar.  and  thant  ate  the  Itema  which  have  been  moat  frequently  referred 
to  by   reprcoaatattvea  of  the   farm   organisations.     Take   theae  In   the 
onh^r  eaaaMtntad. 

Copra  la  admitted  free  of  duty  lato  the  United  SUtca  from  whatever 
•o«Ke  aad  la  tba  arven  ssonths  ending  July  SI.  1029.  the  Summary 
of  Coounerce  of  the  United  SutM  shows  that  the  Philippines  ahipped 
to  the  Unltsd  Mates  186,42T.ttl  pounds  of  copra.  The  Ddigfaborlng 
foiol^  cosntTtaa  ahipped  ta  the  Unltad  Sutca  19a,t3t.«fl0  peands.  So 
that  mere  copra  entered  tbe  United  States  In  tblsi   tba  last  period 
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report  pd  on  by  the  Department  of  Commerce,  from  torplgn  countrlee 
nelghlorlng  the  Philippine  Islands,  which  purchase  relatively  little  In 
the  \  aerlcan  market,  than  from  the  Philippine  IsliindH. 

To  be  effective  In  this  matter  of  copra  and  coconut  oil  tbe  tariff 
shonh  first  be  placed  on  copra.  This  would  be  of  material  benefit  to 
tbe  r  prn  of  the  Philippln-'  Ialand«  if  it  were  admitted  free  of  duty 
and  «ould  Increase  to  some  extent  the  price  of  coconut  oil. 

Nou  as  to  coconut  oil.  Prior  to  1922  this  was  admitted  free  of  doty 
from  all  sources.  With  the  present  duty  coconut  oil  coming  to  the 
Unite  I  States  comes  almost  exclusively  from  the  PlilUppine  Inlands. 
If  it  Ud  not  come  as  coconut  oil  it  would,  ho  Ions;  as  copra  is  on  the 
free  list,  come  as  copra,  so  that  the  farmers'  position  would  not  be  In 
any  n  ay  changed  unless  there  was  a  duty  on  copra. 
In   ills  letter  Mr.  Brenckman  says : 

"  S  ncs  vegetable  oils  are  Interchangeable,  to  permit  coconut  oil  to 
come  In  free  from  the  Philippines  in  effect  puts  all  our  domestically 
produced  vegetsble  oil  on  the  free  list." 

Th  8  is  a  fundamental  error.  It  is-  shown  to  be  such  an  error  by 
the  1!  outhly  Statistics  published  by  the  Deiwrtment  of  Commerce.  Is  it 
conceivable  that  If  vegetable  oils  were  intPTchiingeable  there  would  be 
regultrly  exported  from  the  United  Statea  cottonsee<l  oil  and  lard  at 
prlc«  far  higher  than  the  price  at  which  coconut  oil  can  be  secured? 
Fo'  the  seven  months  ending  July  of  this  year  the  Uniti-d  States 
Impoited  237,089,206  pounds  of  coconut  oil  valued  at  117,846,407. 
During  the  same  period  the  United  States  exported  of  the  products 
with  which  this  coconut  oil  is  alleged  to  compete  481,493.447  pounds 
of  lard  valued  at  $62,343,191,  and  13,087,659  pounds  of  cottonseed  oil 
valued   at   $1,276,308. 

Is  It  conceivable  that  the  United  States  would  have  a  market  for 
this  Immense  quantity  of  lard  at  approximately  13  cents  per  pound 
and  "onsiderable  quantity  of  cottonseed  oil  at  over  9  cents  per  pound 
If  lie  purchasers  abroad  could  replace  these  articles  by  coconut  oil 
whicj  during  the  sann-  period  has  been  freely  purchasable  at  approxi- 
mate y  7  cents  per  pound?  It  must  be  freely  admitted  that  for  cerUin 
purpiaes  one  vegetable  oil  may  replace  another  or  may  Indirectly  replace 
an  a  ilmal  fat.  But  this  replacement  is  stadstically  shown  to  be  by  no 
meats  so  general  as  Is  alleged  and  where  the  quality  of  the  resulting 
product  la  a  material  consideration  oils  and  fats  are  not  interchange- 
able. 

Ttls  question  was  gone  Into  quite  fully  In  the  hearings  and  it 
seem  I  dear  that  those  who  contended  for  this  view  that  oils  and  fats 
were  freely  Interchangeable  and  alleged  that  coconut  oil  Injuriously 
comiPted  with  American  oils  and  fats  failed  utterly  to  make  a  case. 

New,  as  to  sugar;  thor»e  who  urged  lUat  a  limitation  be  placed  on  the 
amoint  of  Philippine  sugar  which  ml;fht  come  in  free  of  duty  or  urged 
that  Philippine  sugar  be  treated  as  foreign  sugar  freely  admitted  that 
nnde'  present  conditions  Philippine  sugar  did  not  materially  affect  the 
American  market  and  did  not  at  all  injure  the  continental  producer  of 
snga  •.  They  were  fearful  of  the  future.  Tbe  writer  gives  as  a  basis  of 
this  rear  of  the  future  tl>e  foliowlnj; : 

"  'he  late  Governor  (leneral  Wood  gave  as  bis  opinion  that  the  islands 
are  :apable  of  prodnclnx  5.000.000  tons  of  sugar  annually,  which  Is 
almost  equal  to  our  domestic  consumption." 

In  some  form  this  statwnent  was  made  in  the  hearings  both  in  the 
Home  and  In  the  Senate.  It  seemed  to  have  been  based  on  a  supposed 
newa  paper  tatervliw  with  General  Wood  shortly  before  his  unfortunate 
deat  I.  Of  course.  It  Is  known  that  estimates  of  Americans  and  others 
conversant  with  the  Philippine  sltuaUon  fall  far  below  this  highly  In- 
flates I  flgure.  We  would  ask  you  to  compare  this  claim  with  the  fol- 
lowli  ig : 

In  the  Houite  committee  hearings  on  sugar  a  member  of  tbe  «ommlttee 

said 

"I  •  •  Did  you  ever  see  a  report  made  by  Secretary  Jamea  Wll- 
aoB  vben  he  waa  Setretary  of  Agriculture  a  few  years  ago  of  the  result 
of  h  a  iBvetttlgatloa  aa  to  the  areas  of  land  in  this  counU/  suitable  for 
grovlag  sugar  beets?  •  •  *  He  said  there  was  land  enough  In  tbe 
United  States  suitable  for  growing  sujcar  beets,  thst  If  one  crop  was 
pnxlaccd  on  all  of  It.  the  crop  of  one  year  would  be  enough  to  serve 
the   aorld  from  the  birth  of  Chrlat  to  the  present  day." 

Oie  la  the  statement  of  Secretary  Wilson,  a  practical  farmer  of  wide 
ezpc  rtcnce ;  one  la  the  slat*  ment  attributed  to  General  Wood,  a  practical 
solder;  to  which  of  these  statements  would  you  give  the  most  weight 
on  I  purely  agricultural  proposition?  It  Is  conceivable  that  the  Amer- 
Icafl  farmer  wonld  give  full  credence  to  the  supposed  estimate  of  General 
Wo(  d  while  ignoring  absolutely  the  estimate  of  Secretary  Wilson  on  this 
agrtroltural  aubject?  It  Is  at  least  as  likely  that  Secretary  Wilson's 
judament  will  be  demonstrated  in  tbe  near  future  as  the  statement 
attr  bated  to  General  Wood. 

F  nally  tbe  writer  says  : 

"  Unless  Imports  from  the  Philippine  Islands  are  made  dutiable  under 
womt  system  of  segr«'gatlng  the  revenues  thus  derived  and  turning  them 
Into  the  treassry  of  tbe  islands,  tbe  only  way  of  relieving  agriculture 
frost  destructive  competition  from  that  quarter  would  be  to  grant  lade- 
penileoce  to  tbe  Islands.' 

V  hUa  we  contend  that  while  the  islands  .ire  under  the  American  flag. 
J^  ice  le^nltas  a  tntda  arrangement  mutually  beneficial  and  reciprocally 


fnir  we  of  the  Phfllpplnes  wonld  Uke  to  have  the  fanners  of  the  United 
SUtes  convinced  of  the  deairablllty  of  granting  bnlependence  to  the 
Philippine  Islands.  We  would  not  like  to  believe  that  they  had  reached 
a  determination  to  give  the  Pbilippln*  lalanda  their  Independence  purely 
or  even  Urgely  on  selfish  prounds.  We  would  like  to  give  them  erf^it 
for  having  reached  their  decision  on  the  highest  moral  grounds.  We 
are  happy  that  hereafter  we  may  expect  the  American  farmers  actively 
to  labor  for  the  immedUte  redemption  of  Amertca's  pledge  which  Is  ao 
anxiously  awaited  by  the  Filipino  people. 

We  hope  that  It  Is  not  too  much  to  expect  that  the  fanners  of  the 
United  SUtes  wUl  become  convinced  of  the  derirablllty  of  the  present 
trade  relations  with  the  PhlUppine  Islands  and  of  the  mutual  advantage 
of  such  relations  to  tbe  American  farmers  and  to  the  Filipino  people. 
Being  so  convinced  we  hope  that  the  American  farmers  will  look  forward 
with  the  Filipinos  to  the  early  day  of  Philippine  Independence.  The 
trade  reUtlonshlp  between  the  two  countries  then  will  be  what  the 
American  farmers  now  evidently  desire  It  to  be. 
Very  sincerely, 

PUDBO    G  CSV  ABA, 

CA1IIL.O  GaiAs. 
ReMdent  OommAtHoner*  from  tMe  PhUipptmes. 

Mr.   NYE.    Mr.   President,   wtU   the   Senator   from   Indiana 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.     I  will  yield  for  a  qnestloo. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  merely  wish  to  present  an  amendment  to  the 
pending  bill. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.    If  It  will  involve  no  debate,  I 

will  yield. 

Mr  NYE.     It  will  not  I  assure  the  Senator. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.     Very  well. 

Mr  NYE.  I  send  to  the  desk  an  amendment,  whl<*  I  Intend 
to  offer  to  the  pending  UrilT  bill.  I  ask  that  it  may  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  printed  in  the  usual  form,  and  lie  on  the  table. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amendment  Intended  to  be  pro- 
posted  by  Mr.  Nyg  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed  in  the  Recx)bd,  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Nyb  to  the  amendment  (relating  to  the 
flexible  tariff)  propoaed  by  Mr.  Siioot  to  the  biU  (H.  K.  2667)  to  pro- 
vide revenue,  to  r^ulate  commerce  with  foreign  countriea.  to  encourage 
the  induatrlea  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes,  vis:  On  page  7  of  the  amendment,  after  line  8,  insert 
the  following: 

"(h)  Whenever  the  President  proclaims  under  this  section  any  in- 
crease or  decrease  In  rate  of  duty,  tbe  United  SUtes  Tariff  Commission 
shaU  transmit  to  the  Senate  and  to  the  House  of  RepreaenUtlves  a  copy 
of  the  proclamation  and  of  the  report  made  to  the  Preaident  by  the 
commission  of  lU  findings  and  Investigation.  The  report  shaU  be 
transmitted  promptly  upon  the  making  of  the  prodama  'on,  except  that 
If  the  Congress  U  not  In  aeaslon  at  the  time  the  proclamation  la  made, 
then  the  copy  of  the  report  shall  be  transmitted  at  the  commencement 
of  the  next  regular  or  special  session  of  the  Congress.  Any  Increase  or 
decrease  in  duty  (including  any  change  in  daasiflcatlon  or  basis  of  value 
In  connection  therewith)  proclaimed  by  the  President  under  this  section 
shall  cease  to  be  in  effect  on  the  day  following  the  adoption  by  either 
House  of  Congress  of  a  resolution  disapproving  the  Increase  or  decrease 
In  rate  of  duty,  provided  such  reeohition  Is  adopted  within  90  calendar 
days  after  the  receipt  of  the  copy  of  the  report  by  such  House." 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  President,  I  have  a  sincere 
admiration  for  the  distinpiished  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
BoBAH]  and  always  enjoy  listening  to  him.  I  heard  him  the 
other  day  with  much  interest  on  the  so-called  flexible  provisions 
of  the  bill  now  before  us,  and  then  read  the  address  In  the 

I  was,  as  usual.  Impressed  by  his  eloquence,  but  found  great 
difficulty  In  following  his  reasoning.  

I  assume  his  statements  with  reference  to  the  origin  of  the 
flexible  provisions  in  the  1922  law  are,  in  the  main,  correct— 
I  was  not  a  Member  of  this  body  at  that  time— but  I  can  not 
suppose  that  even  then  all  consideration  was  given  to  the  con- 
sumer and  none  to  the  producer. 

All  of  our  citizens  are  consumers,  and  in  a  broad  way  most 
of  them  are  likewise  producers.    There  is  no  distlDCt  cleavage 

between  the  two.  j,    .^  ^ 

Production  unquestionably  generates  employment,  and  ovt  ot 
the  emplovment  of  our  people  come  the  great  markets  of  tte 
rnlted  States,  which  should  always  be  adequately  protected  for 
American  labor,  agriculture,  and  industry. 

BcCTUse  of  these  facts  adjustment  upward  on  some  Itrais  In 
favor  of  agricultural  and  industrial  producers  might  beas 
extremely  necessary  for  the  general  welfare  as  adjustment 
downward  would  be  In  other  cases.  -  *v     win  t« 

I  can  not,  therefore,  believe  that  the  framers  of  the  bin  In 
1922  were  entirely  oblivious  of  this  very  obvious  fact. 


The  Senator  from  Idaho  then  proceeds  to  criticlae  rather  caii»> 
tlcatly  the  record  of  the  Tariff  CommisHion  during  the  past  seven 
years.  Unfairly,  It  seems  to  me,  for  as  has  been  pointed  t>at  on 
this  floor,  oat  (rf  28  Increases  of  diUy  that  have  been  proclaimed 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  oa  the  recommendation  of 
the  Tariff  O>mmi8sion,  11  have  been  In  favor  ot  agricultural 
products,  with  17  for  all  other  industriea 

Would  the  Senator  from  Idaho  criticise  either  the  commission 
or  the  President  for  allowing  these  liKrreases  to  agriculture? 

If  he  answers  this  question  in  the  negative,  as  I  pressume  he 
will,  then  he  must  admit  that  some  good  has  resulted  from  tlie 
system,  even  if  all  other  cases  were  decidwl  wroug. 

Would  the  Senator  abolish  a  court  Just  because  It  rendered  a 
faulty  o{4nion?  He  criticises  certain  deci^ons  of  the  United 
States  Supreme  Ourt.  Would  he,  therefore,  abolish  that  tribu- 
nal because  it  failed  to  please  him  with  Its  decision? 

But  this  is  beside  the  point.  The  whole  question  Involved  la 
whether  the  flexible  provlsitms  are  right  or  wrong. 

In  the  President's  admirable  statement.  Issued  a  few  days 
ago,  he  used  this  language: 

The  essential  of  the  flexible  Uriff  Is  that  with  respect  to  a  particular 
commodity,  after  exhaustive  determination  of  the  facts  aa  to  differences 
of  cost  of  production  at  borne  and  abroad  by  a  Tariff  Commission,  com- 
prised of  one-half  of  lU  members  from  each  poUtical  party,  whose  selec- 
tion is  approved  by  the  Senate,  then  the  President  should,  upon  recom- 
mendation of  the  commission,  promulgate  changes  In  the  Uriff  on  that 
commodity  not  to  exceed  60  per  cent  of  the  rates  fixed  by  Congresa. 
Under  these  provisions  the  President  has  no  authority  to  InlUste  any 
changes  in  the  Uriff.  No  power  rcats  on  the  Executive  unUl  after  ree- 
ommendationa  by  the  commission.  Any  change  must  arise  from  applica- 
tion directly  to  the  commission,  and  his  authority  In  the  matter  becomes 
a  simple  act  of  proclamation  of  the  recommendations  of  tbe  comnda- 
slon.  or,  on  the  other  hand,  a  refusal  to  issue  such  a  proclamation, 
amounting  to  a  veto  of  the  conclusions  of  the  commission.  In  no  wnsa, 
therefore,  can  It  be  claimed  that  the  President  can  alter  the  tariff  at 
wUl  or  that  despotic  power  Is  conferred  upon  the  Executive.  It  has 
been  declared  a  constitutional  procedure  by  the  Supreme  Court. 

We  live  in  a  vwrld  of  progress  and  in  an  age  wh«i  economic 
conditions  are  constantly  changing.  Thousands  of  items  are 
regulated  in  a  tariff  law,  and  it  is  the  common  experiencii  of 
everybody  that  attempted  tariff  readjustment  on  one  commodity 
means  general  tariff  revision.  ^  _«*• 

As  I  get  the  Senator's  argument,  he  would  retain  a  Tariff 
Commission,  have  it  report  Inequities  to  the  Congress,  and  tJten 
let  Congress  enact  laws  remedying  the  eviL  The  Senator  from 
Idaho  certainly  knows  this  could  nevwr  be  done  successfully, 
and  if  attempted  the  Congress  would  be  continuously  wrestUng 
with  a  tariff  bill  and  the  cotintry  constandy  In  economic  tur- 
moil. .  ^  . 
The  House  and  Senate  committees  have  now  been  engaged 
for  over  nine  months  In  continuous  inquiry  into  tariff  rates, 
with  a  vast  array  of  facts  concerning  UteraUy  thousands  of 
commodities.  And  with  what  results?  Why,  debate  on  si>fciflc 
items  has  not  even  begun  as  yet  in  the  Senate,  and,  judging 
from  his  speech,  the  Senator  from  Idaho  believes  that  even 
when  finally  enacted  the  bill  will  contain  many  inequalities. 

How  would  he  remedy  them?  Why,  by  having  Congress  start 
all  over  again  vrith  a  new  tariff  bill. 

No  Mr  President,  the  argument  advanced  Is  not  convin«Mng. 
If  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho  really  wishes  con- 
scientiously to  protect  American  agriculture,  labor,  and  Indus- 
try from  the  injustice  which  he  fears  in  the  tariff  rates,  then,  It 
seems  to  me,  he  should  in  all  conscience  vote  for  the  flexible 

provisions  now  before  us.  ..        ^    _,..      _,_ 

If  he  is  genuinely  coi»cemed  along  those  lines  he  will  surety 
place  in  the  President's  hands  through  the  Tariff  Oommission 
the  means  fbr  securing  with  competent  men  and  scientific  In- 
vestigation such  exhaustive  review  of  rates  as  will  be  for  the 
general  good. 

Otherwise,  Mr.  President,  I  fear  the  country  will  1^1  *"« 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  Is  merdy  endeavoring  to  bait  the  I  resi- 
dent and  Is  wholly  Inconsistent  tn  his  demands. 

The  Senator  Is  petulantly  critical  of  the  President,  as  witness 
the  foDowlng  from  his  speech  at  a  few  days  ago : 

But,  Mr  President,  having  pot  his  band  to  the  plow,  the  President 
cxn  not  turn  salde  becsase  of  rough  furrows.  Having  undertaken  to 
shape  thla  bUl  the  President  must  go  through  to  the  end  and  asHume 
with  tu  the  responsibility  for  lU  terms,  not  merely  by  his  veto,  which 
he  has  beretofors  expressed  an  unwIUlngness  to  rely  upon,  bat  bj^  hla 
Influence  bwe  la  this  (Zhamber. 

That  Is  certainly  Intemperate  language  for  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  and  It  seems  to  me  quite  Inconsistent,  tor  the  whole  trend 
of  his  argument  Is  to  the  effect  that  Congress  Is  the  tariff-ma  kin« 
body   without  interference.    And  ahnoet  in  the  same  breath  he 


.Si 


■  X 


■M] 


4080 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


not  only  InTltes  th«  Prwldenfs  aW  but  demands  that  he  aastet 
In  drawing  the  details  of  the  bill.  He  even  Inslats  that  the 
President  should  pass  oo  all  the  rate*.  ^  _.^     .     ^   »k^ 

He  surely  does  not  Bertously  think  the  President  of  the 
United  SUtes  h««  either  the  time  or  the  facilities  to  hold  hear- 
IniCB  through  1,500  different  branches  of  industry  and  agricul- 
ture in  order  to  i>a8S  Judgment  up  to  the  Senate  on  the  details 

of  all  rates.  ,    ,        .    » 

The  President  of  the  United  States  has  done  precisely  what 
the  CoiuitituUon  requires  him  to  do.  Herbert  Hoover  has 
8i>oken  In  no  uncertain  terms  and  for  the  general  welfare  on 
U»'  rtexlble  |»rovi«lons,  and  I  have  no  doubt  the  sentiment  ex- 
presiied  by  him  is  applauded  throughout  U>e  land. 

In  my  humble  Jwlgment  the  flexible  provisions  of  this  bill 
Tlolate  in  no  degree  the  taxing  power  of  the  CVwgress.  The 
tariff  ratt-9  are  all  ttxed  by  Congress,  and  even  In  case  of  the 
eomi»«r«tlvely  few  that  may  re»iulre  readjustment  by  presi- 
dential proclamaUon  the  greatest  latitude  allowed  either  way 

is  S)  iier  i-ent.  ^   .. 

In  my  Judjnnent.  therefore,  the  Senator's  eloquent  dlscmsion 
of  llH"  tuxlng  power,  its  history  throughout  the  centuries,  the 
kings  ami  que*ns  who  In  other  days  have  lost  their  heads 
thrt)uuh  usurpation,  is  purely  academic.  .      .      ^ 

KlngM  and  queens  are  not  on  the  rampage  here  in  America ; 
a  xervlle  Congress  Is  not  sliming  Its  way  through  the  corridors 
of  guverument  to  abdicate  Its  constituUonal  powers  to  a  des- 
DOtic  I'resiileot  who  seeks  to  swallow  the  United  States,  nor 
«i.  the  Senator  from  Idaho  with  all  his  eloquence  persuade  the 
American  ptN>ple  that  such  cimdlUons  exist. 

1  iihHll  not  attempt  to  si*ak  on  the  constitutionality  of  the 
pn«>..sed  section.  That  questi.*  has  been  decided  by  the 
Supreme  <:ourt  of  the  United  States,  and  though  much  of  Uie 
Senators  speech  was  on  this  subject  It  has  been  held  institu- 
tional by  the  highest  court  In  the  land  by  unanimous  decision, 
«n<i  furth.r  discussion  in  thb  body  would  be  futUe. 

Just  a  word  on  agriculture.  I  am  sincerely  Interested  in  the 
farm  problem,  as  my  record  in  this  body  will  disclose.  I  have 
Bupi»«»rte<l  every  measure  that  has  been  pre»ented  here  for  the 
improvement  of  agricultural  conditions,  and  shtU  continue 
along  tills  line. 

In  my  opinion  the  flexible  provlsloos  of  this  bill  will  beneflt 
the  great  fannhig  Industry  more  than  any  other.  If  ta«l«»J^ 
Ue»  continue  to  exist  after  the  passage  of  the  law,  they  can  be 
quickly  remedied  under  the  flexible  provisions. 

Those  feeling  themseWes  Injured  can  api>ly  directly  to  the 
Tariff  CommlMdon.  which  should  make  its  iDTestlgatlon  and 
report  its  recommendations  promptly  to  the  President. 

That  this  is  far  more  practicable  for  prompt  service  than  the 
cumber»>me  method  of  having  the  Congreaa  constantly  involTed 
in  violent  tariff  controversy  goes  without  saying.  «  -. 

Like  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  however,  I  am  not  sattefleti 
with  all  rates  as  they  came  from  the  committee,  and  shall 
reservf  the  right  to  vote  my  convictions  on  every  schedule,  Item 
by  Item,  when  they  come  before  the  Senate  for  discussion. 

But  even,  after  the  most  careful  scrutiny,  when  the  bill  is 
finally  pawed  Inequities  will  appear,  and  the  flexible  provisions 

■hould  be  retahied  to  correct  any  poesINe  hijustlce. 

At  this  point  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  to  hare  Inserted  in  the 
Racoao  the  sUtement  recently  glTen  oot  by  the  Prerfdent 
The  VICE  PBBSIDBNT.    Without  objection,  tt  is  so  ordered. 
The  statement  is  as  follows: 
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•CATrnMiH*  BT  ma  rma8ii>am 
iB  ay  MMMga  to  Coagnm  of  April  16  at  the  opralns  •<  the  ■pedal 
ion  I  fST*  my  tI*w«  &a  to  broad  pclaelpJeB  which  I  Mt  w«r«  of 
taBporUBce  la  tarl«  lefMattea.  Oo«  of  the  *ab)c<ts  I  thea  prc«rDted 
w»  tho  tepoftawx  of  malatalatec  the  flexlbte  UrUT.  That  prlactplc 
wa«  advocated  over  a  long  tena  of  yeara  by  aiembera  of  aO  poUUcal 
partl««.  and  it  was  eaaeted  U  Che  1»22  tarM  law.  I  advocated  It  at 
that  time  aad  •»»«  •■  •  nwewitT  In  protectloa  of  pablk  Intcrtst. 

The  i-«aeatlal  of  the  flexibte  tariff  Is  that  with  reapect  to  a  particu- 
lar coBBodlty.  after  exhaoattve  detemlaatlon  of  the  facts  as  to  dlffer- 
eacM  of  coat  of  prodocdoa  at  hoaae  and  ahrowl  by  a  Tariff  Commia- 
itoo  conprtsed  of  oae-baU  its  BMOibera  from  each  poUtleal  party.  whoM 
s«i«^on  la  approTtd  by  the  SeMte.  then  the  PrakteBt  ataoold.  npoa 
n^nneodattoa  of  the  eommiwloo.  promnlfate  ehaoyaa  la  the  tariff 
oB  that  commodity  not  to  exceed  60  per  cent  of  the  rates  find  by  Coa- 
grriM.  Under  tbeee  provlaloaa  the  President  has  no  aotborlty  to  Initiate 
any  chancM  In  the  tariff.  No  power  reata  on  the  KweutlTa  mtfl  ^tar 
n^ommendatioBa  by  the  eommlaaloa.  Any  change  moat  arlae  from 
appilcatioa  dlrwtly  to  the  commlasloB.  and  hhi  aothority  iB  the  matter 
becomes  a  almpie  act  of  proclamaUoB  of  the  recpBuneBdatloaa  of  the 
commlnkm  or.  on  the  other  hand,  a  refusal  to  taaae  «Bch  a  prodama- 
tkm.  amoaatlnc  to  a  veto  of  tha  loairlBBtnBS  of  tho  oommlaaloa.  la 
BO  sense,  thenfora.  eaa  U  ha  daimad  that  the  PteaMiBt  caa  altw  tha 


tartfi  at  win.  of  that  despotic  power  !•  conferred  upon  the  ExecutlTe. 
It  hiB  been  declared  a  constitutional  procedure  by  the  Sapreme  Court. 
T»a  reaaona  for  the  continued  Incorporation  of  such  proTbdons  are 
eTenlmore  co«wrt  to-day  than  ever  before.  No  tariff  biU  erer  enacted 
haa  |be«i  or  ever  will  be  perfect.  It  will  conUln  Injoatlcea.  It  la 
beyond  human  mind  to  deal  with  all  of  the  facts  surroandlnK  seyeral 
thoaiand  commodities  nnder  the  necessary  con<lltlon8  of  legislation  and 
not  to  make  aome  mistakes  and  create  soni«-  injustices.  It  could  not 
be  ctherwtae.  Furthermore,  if  a  perfect  Urlff  biU  were  enacted  tha 
rapltUty  of  oar  cbaniclng  economic  conditions  and  the  constant  shiftlns 
at  aw  reUtlona  with  economic  life  abroad  would  render  some  items 
in  aich  an  act  Imperfect  in  some  particular  within  a  year. 

It  la  proT«d  by  a  half  century  of  experience  that  the  tariff  can  not 
be  rrvlewed  by  Congreaa  more  than  once  in  seven  or  eight  years.  It  la 
only  a  destruction  of  the  principle  of  the  flexible  tariff  to  provide  that 
the  Tariff  Commission  rpcommendatlons  should  be  made  to  Congress  for 
acti<  n  instead  of  th*-  Bxecotive.  Any  person  of  experience  in  tariff 
leglllatlon  In  the  last  half  century  knows  perfectly  well  that  Con- 
gresi  can  not  reopen  single  Items  of  the  tariff  withont  importing  dls- 
cuariion  all  aloog  the  line,  without  the  constant  unsettlement  of  buai- 
neas  and  the  Importation  of  contentions  and  factious  questions  to  the 
destruction  of  other  important  duties  by  Congress.  Congress  has 
llteiaUy  hundreds  of  times  In  the  past  refused  to  entertain  any  amcnd- 
men  t  to  a  tariff  except  In  periods  of  general  revision. 

Although  the  provisions  of  the  1922  tariff  act.  as  I  have  stated  in 
the  message,  proved  to  be  cumbersome  In  the  method  of  determloing 
costi  of  production  and  can  be  improved,  yet  despite  this  the  agricui- 
tun  1  Industry  especially  received  great  benefits  thrt>agh  this  provision,  a 
not  hie  instance  of  which  was  the  protection  of  the  dairy  Industry. 
That  Industry  would  be  in  a  sad  plight  to-<lay  if  It  had  not  been  for  the 
Inci  eased  duties  given  under  the  flexible  tariff. 

Ihe  flexible  provision  is  one  of  the  most  progressive  steps  taken  in 
tarl  I  making  In  all  our  history.  It  U  entirely  wrong  that  there  shall 
be  10  remedy  to  isolated  cases  of  injustice  that  may  arise  through  the 
fall  ire  to  adequately  protect  certain  Industries,  or  to  destroy  the  op- 
por  unity  to  revise  duties  which  may  prove  higher  than  necessary  to 
pro«ct  some  Industries  and.  therefore,  become  onerous  upon  the  public. 
To  force  such  a  situation  upon  the  pabUc  for  such  long  periods  U,  in 
my  view,  economically  wrong  and  is  prejudicial  to  public  Interest. 

I  am  informed  the  principle  is  supported  by  the  most  ImporUnt  of 
the  farm  organliatlona.  It  la  supported  by  our  leading  manufacturing 
orgiaisations.  It  U  supported  by  labor  and  consumers  organiaations. 
It  MS  never  hitherto  been  made  a  political  issue.  In  the  last  cam- 
paiim  some  Important  Democratic  leaders  even  advocated  the  increase 
of  bowers  to  the  Tariff  Commission  so  as  to  practically  extinguiah 
connvaaional  action.     I  do  not  support  such  a  plan. 

I  have  no  hedUtlon  in  saying  that  I  regard  it  as  of  the  utmost  Im- 
por  tanca  In  Justice  to  the  public ;  as  a  protection  for  the  sound  progress 
in  >ar  economic  system,  and  for  the  future  protection  of  our  farmers 
an<  our  induatriea  and  consumers,  that  the  flexible  tortff,  through 
rec  tmmcndatloa  of  ttie  Tariff  Commission  to  the  Executive,  should  be 
maintained. 

Mr  RKBD.  Mr.  President,  I  have  received  a  very  interest- 
inJletter  from  the  Growers  Tariff  League  of  California.  I 
ae^d  It  to  the  dealt  and  ask  that  it  may  be  read,  printed  In  the 
CottoKissioNAi.  Rwx)«o,  and  lie  on  the  table. 
'  :Tiere  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  read  and  ordered  to 
on  the  table,  as  follows: 

Gbowbbs  TAurr  LBAona, 

512  Saceambnto  ^raBXT. 
Bam  FranoUeo,  8ept«mbtr  t$,  199. 

Hoh.  David  A.  Bxao, 

8«MBte  Ojfloe  Budding,  Waahinffton.  D.  O. 

)aAa  SSJUTOa  Raao :  The  Growers  Tariff  League  has  watched  with 
ke<  n  Interest  and  some  anxiety  the  progrcsa  of  the  admlnlatrative  fea- 
ture of  the  tariff  bill,  as  It  has  flnaUy  emerged  on  the  floor  of  tha 
Seitatc. 

rrom  the  very  start   the  league  has  felt  that  the   flexible   clause  of 

thii  new  tariff  bill  passed  by  the  House,  and  as  recommended  by  the 

Sciate  nnance  Committee.  U  of  tremendous  Importance  to  agriculture. 

Tie   league  eonaistently  and  constantly   has  preached   the  doctrine  to 

members  and  the  various  marketing  commodity  groups  with  which 

enjoys  doae  association,  that  agriculture  wants  only  a  tariff  en- 
abilnc  tt  to  compete  on  a  basia  of  the  equality  in  the  American  market. 
Si  ice  thla  la  In  our  opinion  a  sound  doctrine,  and  one  which  we  caa 
ouintalB  to  the  welfare  of  our  members  and  in   fialmees  to  the  coo* 

_,„    we  are  very  much  interested  in  the  flexible  dauae. 

tire   believe   on   the   foundation    erected    by    the   C^ngreas    and    acting 

the  reguiationa  which  the   House  and   Senate   wlU   Bti|>ulate   for 

^'  ,ge  of  the  flexible  danse,  a  tariff  structure  can  be  erected  which 

w:  D    be    aound   economically    and    efficient    in    operation.     We    say    thia 

w  th  a  clear  appredation  of  the  fact  that  we  must  be  Just  as  ready 

accept  a  reduction  as  to  stand  for  an  increase  in  rates  when  Justified 
tiM  facts  hacaase  It  must  work  both  ways.     We  are  quite  ready  to 
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take  tWa  Hak  beeaase  of  oar  belief  that  a  prohlMtlre  tariff,  out  of  Vat 
with  economic  coadltlona.  tenda  to  become  a  burden  on  the  eonaraner 
and  conaequoBtly  la  a  threat  to  all  legitimate  rates  because  of  the 
discontent  aroused.  Also  we  do  not  bdleve  that  artlfldal  support  be- 
yond equaUty  reacta  to  tte  beneflt  ot  any  Industry.  With  our  superior 
produce  and  thoroughly  American  methods  of  sanitation,  packaclng, 
and  sales,  we  are  quite  sure  that  we  can  Uke  care  of  oorselvea  in  the 
American  market,  if  we  are  given  that  dlfferwice  In  the  tariff  between 
the  cost  of  production  here  and  the  low  cost  of  the  competing  in^port. 

For  these  reasons  we  respectfully  urge  you  to  use  your  Influence  and 
to  vote  to  preserve  the  flexible  clause  of  the  pending  tariff  biU. 

Assuring  you  of  our  apficedatioB  of  your  effwts  In  behalf  of  agrl- 
cnlture,  and  with  beat  wlahea,  I  am 
Very  truly  yours. 

Baa  B.  AiXBM,  gaorstBry. 

Mr.  HAWBS.  Mr.  Presidait,  there  is  a  thing  called  "the 
high  cost  of  uncertainty."  Every  time  the  matter  of  the  tariff 
Is  brought  before  Congress  the  business  of  the  coontry  is  un- 
settled until  final  action  by  Congress. 

There  are  two  periods  in  the  year  when  manufacturers,  im- 
porters, and  retail  dealers  usnally  fix  the  price  of  the  commodity 
to  be  sold  to  the  consumer. 

It  Is  too  much  to  expect  that  business  In  periods  of  uncer- 
tainty when  the  price-flxlng  time  arrives  will  not  so  fix  their 
prices  that  there  will  be  an  Insurance  against  loss.  So  In  many 
cases  the  prices.  If  th»e  is  long  delay  by  Congress,  may  be 
placed  abnormally  high  for  the  succeeding  year. 

It  has  been  my  purpose,  therefOTe,  not  to  occupy  the  time  of 
the  Senate  and  to  oppose  the  introduction  of  new  lasues  or  new 
matters  which  tend  to  delay  the  final  settlement  of  tariff  rates. 
It  Is  unfair  alike  to  manufacturers,  to  labor,  and  to  agriculture — 
those  who  are  immedlatrfy  affected — but  it  is  still  more  unjust 
and  unfair  to  the  great  consuming  public,  which,  after  all,  win 

pay  the  price  of  tariff  changes.  .  ^  ^    .x.. 

What  the  country  wants  is  certainty,  at  the  quickest  possible 
time,  in  relation  to  the  tariff  decision. 

Closely  observing  the  passage  of  the  tariff  bin  as  a  Member 
of  the  House  In  1922,  I  have  followed  with  care  the  delibera- 
tions on  the  Senate  side  In  relation  to  the  present  bllL 

Few  persons  understand  the  acttud  practical  machinery  by 
which  Congress  decides  these  questions. 

In  the  House  there  are  25  members  of  the  Ways  and  Means 

Committee.    Of  these.  15  belong  to  the  Republican  Party  and  10 

belong  to  the  Democratic  Party.  ^    -  ^^ 

On  the  Senate  side  the  Finance  Committee  is  compoeed  of  1» 

meml)er8  ;  11  are  RepuWloans ;  8  are  Democrats. 

For  many  years  It  has  been  the  custom  of  both  Democratic 
and  Republican  leaders  to  eliminate  in  final  discussion  of  tariff 
measures  the  members  of  the  minority  party.  It  is  a  fault 
which  may  be  called  nonpartisan,  because  both  parties  have 
done  the  same  thing ;  but  the  effect  of  this  method  of  parttsan 
legislation  on  the  tariff  can  be  understood  when  we  consider 
that  on  the  House  side  only  14  States  were  rq?fPesented  in  the 
framing  of  the  bUl  and  only  11  States  were  represented  when 
the  Senate  Committee  wrote  the  bUL  ^       ,        - 

Again,  without  attempting  to  criticise  the  pre8«it  rales  (j€ 
the  House,  which  liave  been  practically  the  same  for  many  yws 
under  both  Democratic  and  Republican  admlnlstrationa,  we  find 
that  a  special  rule  is  brought  in  limiting  discussion  to  a  very 
few  items  and  limiting  total  discussion  to  a  very  rtwrt  time,  so 
that  as  the  tariff  blU  comes  to  the  Senate  it  Is  really  theexpree- 
sion  of  15  members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  who  pro- 
vide a  method  through  the  Rules  Committee  for  an  eipression 
of  420  of  the  remaining  Members  of  the  House.  rj^,^ 

Fortunately,  because  of  the  large  membership  on  the  Houae 
side  on  what  are  called  the  20  or  more  major  «nmiitte^.  a 
Menibt^r  need  serve  on  but  one  committee.  He  therefore  spedal- 
Izcs:   his  mind  is  not  diverted  by  committee  work  on  other 

^tKS"  we  cross  to  the  Senate  side,  with  Its  limited  member- 
shir,  and  about  the  same  number  of  standing  committees  as  the 
House  another  condition  prevails  which  necessitates  each  Sena- 
tor serving  on  from  three  to  five  committees. 

The  House  therefore  has  the  adrantage  of  service  on  one 
committee  in  which  men  may  «W*ci»^-   ^      ^.     „^^  ^  .. 

It  Is  no  reflection  on  the  Members  of  either  the  Houae  or  the 
Senate  to  say  that  there  are  few  experts  on  the  tariff  in  either 

^"in^he  earW^days  of  the  Republic  tariff  schedule  were  few ; 
they  stood  out :  they  were  understood.  But  ^'^t»|l«^«^ 
tics  of  our  modem  life  and  our  mcrwse  In  P^^^^^J^^ 
variety  and  form,  each  having  its  niceties  of  «-™de  dl^ributioo^ 
and  its  special  problems  of  competition.  It  requires  the  fuU  brain 
capacity  of  one  man  to  understand  thoroughly  one  bosines^ 

B^H-anse  of  the  committee  method  ot  examlningand  reporting, 
the  public  frequently  does  not  understand  why  certain  men  are 


more  active  on  both  sides  in  the  floor  debate.  We  iroderstand 
that  it  is  due  to  the  fact  that  they  are  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittees having  the  subject  directly  under  control. 

The  same  thing  happens  when  a  bill  is  reported  by  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Committee  or  the  Agricultural  Committee  or  the 
Claims  Committee.  The  floor  dl9cus.<?ion8  are  carried  on  alm<»«t 
exclusively  by  the  members  of  these  committees. 

Watchlnp  the  passage  of  tariff  leglslat'^on  In  both  branches  I 
have  now  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  real  problem  to  be 
solved  Is  taking  the  tariff  Issue  entirely  out  of  partisan  politics ; 
try  to  make  of  it  an  econ<Mnlc  question  to  be  solved  through 
investigation  and  scientific  examination. 

Parties  have  be«i  wrecked  politically  on  the  sole  tasne  of  the 
tariff.  Men  of  prominence  have  passed  out  of  public  Ufe  becamw 
of  their  positions  upon  it — men  and  parties  who,  on  other  IssoiM, 
satisfied  the  people;  but  on  this  question,  for  one  reason  or 
another,  their  actions  met  with  disapproval  and  they  found 
themselves  In  the  political  discard. 

In  my  own  campaign  for  the  Senate  ««ne  years  ago  I  d^ned 
my  position  in  the  mattw  of  the  tariff,  claiming  In  that  cam- 
paign that  the  yardstick,  the  measurement  to  be  applied,  should 
be  the  difference  between  the  wage  scale  and  living  conditions  in 
the  United  States  and  foreign  countries,  and  I  was  therefore 
pleased  with  the  declaraUon  of  my  party  at  Houston  to  the  same 
effect. 

So,  ha  the  measurement  of  tariff  duties,  I  shaU  be  controlled 
by  my  own  previous  declaration  and  that  made  later  by  my 
party. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  a  long  step  forward  In  reductag  wm 
tariff  to  a  position  of  nonpartisan  discussion  would  be  the 
creation  of  a  fact-finding  commission  composed  of  unbias«>d 
minds,  representing  different  sections  of  the  country,  well  paid 
for  their  services  and  vrithdrawn  from  political  Influence  and 
special  pres.sure;  a  commission,  in  fact,  which  would  have  tlie 
dignity  of  judges,  which  would  be  Independent  and  unafraid ;  a 
commission  created  by  Congress  appointed  by  the  President  and 
confirmed  by  the  Senate,  with  a  well-defined  status  of  independ- 
ence ;  and  watch  with  scrupulous  care  the  <*aracter  of  the  men 
appointed,  and  relieve  them  from  pressure  of  both  Congress  and 
the  Executive  in  the  exerelse  of  their  dntiee ;  this  commission  to 
hear  all  complaints  or  requests  for  an  Increase  or  decrease  in 
the  tariff  rate  where  a  case  Is  presented ;  with  a  provision  in  the 
law  requiring  immediate  report  to  Congress  of  the  findings  in 
each  case. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  the  commission  created  by  Con- 
gress should  first  report  to  the  PresidMit  and  that  the  Presi- 
dent should  transmit  this  report  to  the  Congress  with  such 
recommendations  as  he  may  desire.  I  believe  this  the  best 
plan  suggested,  and  will  favor  the  adoption  of  such  plan. 

Mr.  President  the  proposal  by  the  majority  members  of  the 
Finance  Committee  seems  to  me  to  be  unfortunate.  It  Is  in 
effect  the  reassertion  of  the  divine  right  of  the  king;  that  "  the 
king  can  do  no  wrong." 

I  shall  not  occupy  time  now  in  a  discussion  of  the  historical 
background  where  this  power  to  regulate  taxation  has  been 
taken  away  from  the  ruler  of  every  civilised  country  in  the 
world,  or  that  republics  have  been  set  up  and  nxMiarchies  have 
been  destroyed  that  the  representatives  ot  the  people  might 
control  this  particular  power  in  gov«Timental  affairs.  TiMlay 
In  every  country  in  the  world  the  taxinf  power  Is  deposited 
with  the  -legislative  branch  of  the  gov«nment 

Wh»e  formerly  the  voice  of  oco  man  decided  everything,  we 
have  advanced  to  the  thought  that  the  majority  ahaU  decide 
through  their  chosen  representatives. 

Not  only  Is  the  tariff  a  tempting  agency  for  the  acquisition  of 
power  which  can  be  used  in  the  distribution  of  favors,  or  a 
power  that  might  be  used  as  a  threat,  or  even  the  destrucUon 
of  an  opponent  in  our  domestic  afCalrs,  but  there  also  enters 
into  It  International  questions  entirely  disassociated  from  our 
immediate  domestic  problems. 

I  was  very  much  Interested  In  the  discussion  of  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  BboussabdJ.  He  attracted  our 
attention  to  the  ^tuatlon  in  Cuba  and  the  situation  in  the 
Phnippines  as  it  affects  our  domestic  affairs, 

WeaU  remember  that  as  the  result  of  the  Spanish-American 
War  we  took  ofw  the  island  of  Cuba,  conducted  its  govern- 
ment  for  a  time,  and  have  pUced  some  limitations  upon  its 
sovereignty.  It  is  one  of  our  best  customers,  closely  eoo- 
tiguous  to  our  shores.  Its  problem  and  our  relations  with  It 
are  part  of  our  domestic  tariff  d«B<^tles. 

Turaing  to  the  Far  East,  we  see  the  Phlllppineg,  to  whom 
we  promised  Independence  and  sovereignty,  enjoying  great  d**- 
yelopment;  but  Instead  of  this  development  in  agriculture  and 
num^^m  soaking  the  markets  in  ihi  neighborhood— the 
markets  of  the  Far  Bast^it  Is  sending  its  products  into  direct 
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comiKfiUon  witb  the  ftinn«»,  the  wage  earners,  and  the  bnsl- 
nens  iiien  (»f  America. 

The  Iiepartroent  of  State  is  Immediately  under  the  direction 
of  the  I»re9ldent  oC  the  United  States ;  subject  to  the  aipproval 
of  the  Senate,  he  direct*  our  forei«n  policy.  We  read  of  re- 
m«n«rrnn<vs  which  are  being  made  against  our  national  policy 
of  tariff  exclusion.  We  hear  of  diplomatic  notes  passing  be- 
tween the  I'resident  through  his  Secretary  of  State  to  foreign 
countries*,  and  yet  we  are  proposing  to  give  to  the  President 
■n.  ad.litional  legi-slative  power,  a  power  to  tax.  which  does 
not  t^iong  to  and  is  not  given  to  any  other  ruler  of  any  nation 
no  the  earth.  ^      ,  _  , 

We  intrust  to  him  the  direction  of  our  foreign  affairs,  a 
matter  now  directly  invoWpd  in  our  tariCT  legislation. 

We  give  him  the  appointment  of  the  Governor  of  the  Phllip- 
pinefl;  of  our  ambassador  to  Cuba.  ^    ^     ^      *  *v 

If  this  p<»wer  of  legislation  is  deposited  in  the  hands  of  the 
Pre!*ident.  we  add  to  the  power  of  the  Executive ;  we  give  him 
the  pt)wer  of  negotiation  with  foreign  nations:  we  give  him 
tb-  p»)wer  to  appoint  the  Governor  of  the  PhiUpplne»  and  the 
ambassador  to  Cuba ;  and  then.  In  addition  to  that,  we  are  to 
give  him  the  power  of  tariff  legislation,  which  is  so  intimately 
connected  with  th«»e  two  countries.  No  Member  of  the  Senate 
can  name  a  single  ruler,  king  or  president.  In  whom  all  these 

powers   are  deposited.  ,.     j  ,       ^,         #  «.».io 

Mr  President,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  delegation  of  this 
additional  power  will  assist  in  removing  the  tariff  question 
from  iK>liUcs.  I  am  confident  thjit  it  would,  on  the  contrary, 
be  more  deeply  Involved  In  polith-s  than  It  Is  at  the  Pr«**ent 
Ume ;  that  It  would  Immediately  become  and  remain  a  political 
question  involving  not  «»nly  our  domestic  problems  and  our 
International  pn.blems,  but  the  difficult  and  complex  qo««tion8 
which  come  from  our  government  in  the  Philippines  and  limited 
cimtrol  over  Cuba  would  immediately  be  placed  before  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

Contna  over  our  foreign  affairs  in  this  one  particular  man. 
the  iTesldent  of  the  United  States,  would  be  giving  him  auto- 
cratic, unlimited  powers  not  depoisited   with  any  ruler  in   the 

world  to-day.  ,  ,      ...  ^^^ 

The  old  Tariff  CommLsslon.  with  its  scandals.  Its  incom- 
petency. Its  record  of  delays  is  before  us.  We  have  there  a 
deni.wistration  of  what  a  ci»mml88lon.  ap|K>inted  by  the  Execu 
tlve.  dominated  by  the  Executive,  directed  by  the  Executive,  may 
do  One  of  the  best  things  about  the  old  commission  as  it  oper- 
ated was  the  fact  that  it  did  practically  nothing.  But  a  new 
and  vigorous  Executive,  desiring  to  exercise  power,  may  taJce 
actively  into  his  hands  tlie  power  to  tax,  the  power  to  in- 
Sfience  the  situation  in  Cuba,  the  power  to  influence  the  situ- 
ation as  it  relates  to  the  Philii>plne8.  .»...* 

Tliere  Is  no  limitation  In  the  present  Mil  to  prevent  his  inter- 
ferlug  with  or  changing  every  schedule  now  in  the  tariff  lavr 
There  Is  no  limitation  to  his  action  excepting  a  subsequent  act 
of  Congress,  but  in  the  Interim  the  damage  may  have  been  done, 
and  the  cost  wlU  have  been  paid,  as  it  is  always  paid,  by  the 
consumer. 

Mr.  I»Te8ldent,  I  have  had  a  complete  digest  made  at  all  com- 
Bunicatloiis  that  I  have  received  from  my  own  State  of  Mis- 
souri and  it  discloses  a  remarkable  situation :  These  communi- 
cations ti»me  from  only  those  cla.<»t»e8  of  our  dtlsens  who  are 
dlrectlv  affected  in  their  immediate  businesses  or  occupations  by 
the  pn.pi*»ed  tariff  schedules :  that  is  to  say.  one  portion  desires 
the  tariff  raised  for  their  special  benefit ;  another  desires  that 
U  be  lowered  for  their  special  benefit;  and  1  find  that  these 
coiumuuicatlona  are  about  in  the  ratio  of  60  to  40  per  cent  in 
the  divbiion  of  opinion,  the  larger  per  cent  opposed  to  the  House 

bill. 

Mr.  Prt«ident,  the  matter  that  has  attracted  my  attention 
and  riveted  it  upon  this  discussion  is  that  the  great  mass  trf 
our  dtiaeus— those  who  pay  the  bills,  who  ultimately  have  to 
bear  the  burden  trf  inefficiency  In  tariff  legislation— those  who 
will  have  to  pay  the  tax — the  consumers— have  had  very  little 
to  say  upon  the  subject. 

The  rvmonstrauces  and  the  appeals  come  from  particular 
groui*  or  particular  businesses.  The  voice  of  U»e  men  and 
vpomen  who  wlU  pay  the  WUs  has  not  been  heard.  It  is  asserted 
here  with  »>me  vehemence  that  it  may  be  heard  at  the  polls, 
but  tliat  is  too  late,  it  is  too  remoce  a  remedy. 

Mr  President.  1  favor  a  fact-finding  commission  of  Judicial 
character,  surrtsinded  by  the  safeguards  and  solemnities  of  a 
c»>urt  reporting  to  the  President ;  but  before  there  shaU  be  a 
change  in  the  tariff  achedules,  the  I»pesldeot  shall  make  report, 
with  his  recommeDdatlons,  to  the  Congress. 

Called  into  special  session  for  farm  rrfief,  we  liave  created 
another  great  boreaa.  appuiatcd  by   the  PreaideoC.  to  mptod 
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$500000,000.  Now  we  are  about  to  extend  the  exercL««  of  the 
highest  privUege  of  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government, 
and  we  are  again  asked  to  revitalize  another  bureau  which  the 
PretiiUent  may  select,  appoint,  and  control,  to  whom  he  may 
dlcti  te  his  personal  views,  whose  communications  may  be  ac- 
cei)t(  ^  or  rejected  by  the  President— another  great  bureau  which 
takes  from  the  Congress  and  gives  to  the  President  a  power  to 
tax  which  is  not  pos-sessed  by  any  other  executive  in  the  world ! 
Tl  lat  is  my  opinion  on  the  subject ;  but  it  has  been  suggested 
that  an  opinion  of  that  kind  is  a  partisan  opinion. 

M  r  President,  during  the  last  10  years  there  have  been  many 
notable  contributions  to  our  literature  in  the  matter  of  history, 
biography,  and  works  of  science.  ^   ,.     » 

T  lere  appeareti  also  a  new  b<x>k,  a  discussion  of  the  American 
Con  jtitutlon  and  Its  powers,  by  Mr.  James  M.  Beck.  It  Immedi- 
ately received  popular  approval  and  was  the  most  discussed  book 
at  tfce  time  of  its  original  issue.  It  was  read  by  both  lawyers 
andTlaymen,  and  finally  went  into  its  third  etiition. 

lis  author  served  as  United  States  attorney  for  the  eastern 
district  of  Pennsylvania,  was  an  A.ssistant  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  SUtes,  and  bet-ame  Solicitor  General  of  the  Unitetl 
Sta  86,  representing  for  a  number  of  years  the  business  of  the 
i)eo  )le  before  our  highest  tribunal. 

I  Is  easy  to  say  of  him  that  he  is  an  able  lawyer,  has  been  a 
rep  esentaUve  of  the  United  States  Government  in  various  high 
legjl  positions,  and  is  an  accepted  authority  on  constitutional 

law 

At  the  present  time  he  reiwesenta  the  great  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania In  Congress.  ,  „      .^ 

\rhen  the  tariff  bill  was  before  the  House,  he  was  allowed 
the  meager  time  of  20  minutes  to  discuss  the  subject  which  we 
no^r  have  before  the  Senate.     The  impression  he  made  in  thei^ 
20  minutes  was  such  that  his  time  was  indefinitely  extended 
wh  ch  enabled  him  to  deliver  one  of  the  great  siieecbes  of  that 

I  desire  the  privilege  of  quoting  from  this  Republican  Con- 
grewman,  partly  because  he  is  a  Rei>ul)lican,  but  more  largely 
becttu.«»e  he  Is  an  accepted  autiiority  upon  the  C<mstiturton  and 
its  proper  interpretation.  ^     ^,         _,   ♦ko. 

(•n  May  22  of  this  ses-sion  of  Congress,  he  discussed  the 
de<lsion  of  the  Supreme  Court  conclusively  showing  that  the 
decision  resolved  all  doubts  In  favor  of  an  act  of  Cimgress  in 
the  Interpretation  of  matters  of  fact.  ._.,.,  ,j 

lint  It  is  not  to  the  law  of  the  question  to  which  I  woulrt 
dir-ct  your  attention.  It  is  to  the  historical  background  and 
conclusions  drawn  in  this  speech  which  are  worthy  of  rei>etition 
heie  In  other  words,  it  rt^solves  the  doubt  that  when  the 
Coagpeas  states  a  thing  as  a  fact  the  Supreme  Court  would  sus- 
tai  1  its  Judgment.  But  it  is  not  to  the  law  of  the  question  that 
I  vrant  to  quote  Mr.  Bbck.  It  is  the  historical  background  and 
cor  elusions  drawn  in  his  speech  which  seem  to  make  It  worthy 
of  repetition. 
]  f r.   Bbck  said : 

'  •  •  The  President  may  determln*  whether  or  not.  at  between 
foT'ign  producers  who  export  to  this  conntry  and  domestic  producer*. 
th«re  la  any  Ineqoallty  In  conditions  of  competition;  and  If  he  flnda 
sac  b  inequality  In  conditions,  he  Is  further  authorised.  In  his  discretion 
wilh  the  aid  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  to  Impose  such  duties  by  way  of 
Increaae  or  suspend  such  duties  by  way  of  decrea.se  as  will  compen.-ate 
for  this  purely  theoretical  equilibrium  between  the  conditions  of  com- 
petition In  the  markets  of  this  country.  To  enable  the  President  thus 
to  Biercise  the  most  ancient  preroisatWe  of  ConKress,  or  of  any  leglsla- 
tlv  body  In  any  free  country  In  the  world,  namely.  th«  prerogative  of 
Im  K»8ln«  Uxea.  the  President  is  authoriaed  to  chanp-  classifications  and 
du  les  and  he  is  further  authorised  to  change.  If  m-cess^rj.  the  method 
of  valuation  by  adopting  the  American  market  price  as  against  the  price 
in    the   market  of  export. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  !- 

:t  can  not  be  denied  that  this  is  the  most  far-reaching  transfer  of 
th^i  power  of  Congrew  to  the  President  that  baa  ever  been  proposed  in 
Co  Qgreaa. 

Mr.  Bbck  again  said: 

raxation  is  the  first  and  greatest  function  of  a  legislative  body,  and 

U  the  one  function  that  has  hitherto  distinguished  a  fr^e  nation  from 
one  that  Is  not  free.  In  other  wor.te.  all  the  great  battles  of  BnKllsh 
lUerty  were  fooght  about   this  question   whether  any   power,   even   that 

an  absolute  monarch,  could  Impose  a  duty  without  the  consent  of  the 
,;ii«t  council  of  the  realm.  As  we  know,  one  English  king  lost  his 
head  m  trying  to  Impose  taxes  without  the  consent  of  Parliament; 
ai  other  lost  his  crown  for  the  same  reason ;  and  the  most  glorious 
ctapters  of  Bnglisli  history  are  those  when  I'ym.  Eliot.  Hampden,  and 
Wtntworth,  dttatlngulabed  members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  w<re 
wlliag  to  risk  their  heads  upon  the  block  rather  than  surrender  th« 
p(  wer  itt  the  Cominona  to  decide  the  methods  of  taxation. 
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Again  Mr.  Bbck  said ; 

To  say  that  the  tranafer  of  a  power  is  the  conaent  of  the  Houae  to 
Iti  eierciae  is  to  say  that  the  abdication  of  an  esaentlal  and  vital  par- 
liamentary function  Is  a  proper  discharge  of  that  function,  and  that 
would  make  meanlngleae  all  partlamenUry  Institutions.  In  other  words, 
suppose  that  Parliament — and  It  never  would — should  invest  in  King 
George  the  pow«r  to  impose  any  tax  he  pleases— even  consi(}erln«  tliat 
Parliament  wer«  subservient  enough  to  do  It — would  that  be  consistent 
with  the  historic  ideals  of  the  English-speaking  raoet  I  venture  to 
say  it  woold  not. 

He  quoted  President  Hoover's  speech  In  Boston,  on  October 
IB,  1928,  In  these  words : 

Aad  tbeae  are  golden  words.  They  are  the  words  of  a  true  eonatita- 
tlonallst.  The  most  ardent  lover  of  the  Constitution  in  respect  to  those 
qaestions  could  not  ask  more  than  these  words  I  now  read : 

"  The  Tariff  Cosunission  Is  a  most  valaable  arm  of  the  Qovenuaent. 
It  can  be  strengthened  and  made  more  oseful  in  several  ways.     Bat — " 

A  portentous  "  but  " — 
•'  the  American  people  wUl  never  consent  to  delegate  authority  over  the 
tariff  to  any  commission,  whether  nonpartisan  or  bipartisan." 
•*  Our  people  have  the  right  to  express  themselves  " — 
Says  the  Prtsldent— 
"  at  the  ballot  upon  so  vlUl  a  qnestion  as  Uila.    There  is  oaly — " 
Usten  to  this— 

"  There  Is  only  one  eommtasion  to  which  delegation  of  that  aothority 
can  be  made.  That  la  the  great  commission  of  their  own  choosing,  the 
CoDgress  of  the  United  SUtes  and  the  Prealdent.  It  is  the  only  com- 
mission which  can  be  held  responsible  to  the  electorate.  Those  who 
beUeve  in  the  protective  Urlff  will,  I  am  sure,  wish  to  leave  Its  revision 
at  the  hands  of  that  party  which  has  been  devoted  to  the  estabUabment 
and  maintenance  of  that  principle  for  70  years." 

Therefore  It  will  be  in  the  discretion  of  the  President,  and  aa  the 
compensatory  duty  is  likewise  vested  In  the  discretion  of  the  President, 
the  President  can  In  his  discretion  destroy  an  industry  by  reducing  the 
tariff  or  destroy  one  competing  industry  in  favor  of  another  by  impos- 
ing an  increase  of  duty,  and  there  is  no  officer  or  court  who  can  call  his 
act  into  qtiestlon.  He  would  be  as  arbitrary  as  a  Tudor  monarch.  I 
should  l>e  amaxed  if  such  a  principle  should  become  a  law. 

A«aln,  the  man  who  for  years  acted  as  our  counsel  before  the 
Supreme  Court  said  this: 

Now,  look  through  the  form  at  the  substance  of  tWs  thing.  The 
President  appoints  the  Tariff  Commission.  Under  this  law  It  may  be 
wholly  composed  of  one  party.  I  am  not  quarreling  with  that  provi- 
sion ;  that  may  be  wise.  The  President  can  remove  them  at  will. 
Under  the  case  that  I  argned  in  the  Supreme  Court — ^Myers  v.  United 
States  (272  U.  8.),  one  of  the  very  greatest  1  ever  had  the  privilege  of 
arguing  in  that  great  and  noble  court — ^the  power  of  the  President  to 
rcBioTS  every  member  of  the  Tariff  Oommlsaloa  is  esubUshed  beyond 
peradventnre. 

This  Is  the  language  of  Mr.  Bbck: 

So  that  with  bis  power  of  appolatment,  stimulating  gratitude,  and 
his  power  of  removal,  stimulating  fear,  the  President  controls  the 
Tariff  Commission.  I  do  not  mean  by  that  that  this  President  or, 
please  God.  any  President  that  may  be  elected  hereafter  In  our  life- 
time would  use  that  influence  with  the  Tariff  Commission;  bat  the 
power  of  the  President  over  the  Tariff  Commission  Is  very  strikingly 
shown  by  the  fact  that  when  a  Tariff  Commission  recommended  a  re- 
duction of  the  duty  on  sugar  a  former  President  of  the  United  States 
Ignored  their  recommendation  and  refuaed  to  make  the  reduction.  So 
that  a  Tartff  Commission  U  a  good  deal  like  a  board  of  dlrectora.  It 
may  have  some  potential  usefulness,  but  generally  it  is  a  deliberative 
body  and  Its  executive  head  controls.  The  President  is  to  determine 
what  Is  called  an  "  inequality  In  the  conditions  of  competition."  and 
then  the  President  is  authorised  to  raise  or  lower  sny  item  in  the 
whole  tariff  structure  in  bis  sole  discretion  in  order  to  adjust  the 
country  to  what  he  calls  an  equality  of  compeUtlon.  What  Is  more, 
let  me  suggest  this :  Do  not  think  for  one  moment  if  this  law  is  passed 
and  this  law  Is  validated  by  the  Supreme  Court,  which  Is  very  doubt- 
ful— do  not  suppose  that  there  will  be  any  Judicial  review  by  anybody, 
because  there  can  not  be  any  Judicial  review  as  to  the  exercise  of  this 
discretionary  power.  If  there  be  one  iHrlndple  that  is  esUblished  In 
this  country  beyond  any  other  by  the  Supreme  Court  In  a  number  of 
decisions.  It  is  that  they  will  never  Interfere  with  an  act  of  political 
discretion  by  aa  execuUve,  least  of  all  by  the  President  of  the  United 
Btatea 

I  shall  quote  him  jtist  once  more  and  then  I  shall  conclude. 
Mr.  Bbck  had  before  this  time  read  to  the  House  the  Farewell 
Address  of  Washington  and  had  commented  upon  it  In  the 
same  sjieech  this  rtistlnguLshed  lawyer,  trained  in  the  law. 
representing  the  United  States  in  various  capacitlt^  appearing 
before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  the  auth<ir  of 
one  of  the  greatest  of  our  late  works  on  constitutional  law,  a 


lif^ong  Republican,  a   Bepubllcan  representing  a   district  In 
the  higiti-protection  State  of  Pennsylvania,  had  this  to  aay : 

I  said,  quoting  a  portion  of  the  Farewell  Address,  that  the  greatest 
menace  to  ttie  perpetuity  of  our  Institutions,  and  the  greatest  |tossl- 
blllty  of  the  destruction  of  the  nice  equipoise  between  the  Kxecutlva 
and  the  congressional  power  was  the  aggrandlaement  of  the  Ettecutlvs 
and  the  diminution,  the  persistent  self-destmction,  of  Congress  In  a 
surrender  o;  Its  vital  powers  of  legislation.  I  believe  that  pecollarly 
applies  to  this  matter.  You  give  the  President  of  the  United  States 
this  power  of  taxation.  He  already  has  great  power  over  bank»<:  he 
has  power  with  respect  to  railroads.  •  •  •  If  you  give  to  the 
President  this  enormous  power  over  every  manufactured  commodity, 
the  power  to  ascertain  the  fact,  which  if  be  finds  it  no  one  can  dlspuU 
and  which,  having  found,  he  is  the  Jadge  of  the  appropriata  remedy — 
if  you  give  him  that  power,  you  have  given  him  power  which  admits 
of  Infinite  abuse.  Now,  I  honor,  admire,  and  esteem  too  much  the 
present  President  of  the  United  SUtes  to  think  for  one  moment  that 
be  would  abuse  It  *  *  *  But  as  I  said  on  February  22,  let  an 
unscrupulous  and  ambitions  man  become  President  of  tlds  conntry, 
with  all  the  powers  be  has  under  the  Constitution  and  irith  all  tha 
powers  that  have  been  given  him  since  the  Constitution  by  the  de- 
velopment, I  might  almost  say  the  perversion,  of  that  iDStrtuneot,  and 
you  have  a  man  so  powerfBl  that  If  he  cares  to  exercise  that  power 
nothing  but  hU  own  death  would  ev«  unseat  bim,  unlesi  It  were  a 
political  revolution.  He  would  have  the  power  to  make  terms  with 
the  greatest  industries  of  this  country  and  give  them  incpsased  duties 
or  he  could  terrorise  them  by  the  threat  of  reduced  dutlcii.  If  he  saw 
proper. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  occupy  foiHier  the  tiome  of  the 
Senate  in  the  discussion  of  this  question.  In  some  (loarters  an 
effort  has  been  made  to  present  it  to  the  country  as  a  partisan 
issue,  when  it  is  not  so,  for  It  is  one  of  the  greatest  funda- 
mental Issues  that  has  been  brought  before  the  Congrpss  In 
my  time.  Involving,  as  It  does,  the  delegation  to  tlK?  President 
of  the  United  States  of  the  power  to  tax.  So  I  tlionght  pos- 
sibly by  reading  the  exact  words  of  this  dlsthaguls'lied  Repub- 
lican M^nber  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  who  Is  a  great 
cot»titational  lawyer,  that  at  least  to  some  extent  the  charge 
that  the  oppoeitioa  is  based  on  partisan  grounds  might  fall. 

Mr.  8TBCK.  Mr.  President,  I  deeply  regret  to  ttnd  mys^ 
In  disagKement  with  what  I  understand  to  be  a  laajodty  of 
my  Democratic  coUeagues  on  the  issue  now  being  considered. 
I  hope  no  one  will  attribute  my  fiailare  to  so  agree  to  any 
IndifTereixw  to  the  principles  of  the  pariy  of  my  voltmtanr 
allegiance.  I  am  a  Democrat  sol^  because  of  a  firm  belief  in 
the  foundation  [urinciples  of  that  party.  Oertainly  m*  one  wotild 
accuse  a  lifetime  resident  of  rock-ribbed  BepubUcsJi  Iowa  of 
being  a  Democrat  from  any  other  motive. 

I  repeat  that  1  regret  my  inability  to  agree  with  tlie  majority 
of  my  coUeairoes  on  this  aide  of  the  Cluunbar  on  the  pending 
amendment  to  the  flexible  provisions  of  tlie  administrative  sec- 
tions of  the  toriir  bill.  I  regret  that  on  a  few  ottier  occ&slons 
I  could  not  ai;ree  with  the  majtnity  of  my  party  liere  in  the 
Senate.  It  U  a  comfortable  feeling  to  be  In  accord  with  one's 
friends,  penonal  and  pt^tical.  bat.  Mr.  President,  when  my 
judgment  convii»ces  me  that  my  party  as  here  repreiiented  does 
not  in  a  given  case  represent  the  best  Interests  and  desires  of 
the  pec^e  of  my  State  and  of  the  Nation  then  I  most  act  In 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  Interest  of  those  peoples. 

The  adoption  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  minority 
leader  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  [Mr.  SntMom]  would, 
as  It  is  intended  to  do,  «itirely  negative  the  flexible  provisions 
of  the  existing  tariff  law.  It  would  take  away  th«  power  of 
the  President  to  change  duties.  It  would  make  the  Tariff  Com- 
mbwioo  a  nii»e  fact-finding  body  and  relieve  the  President  of 
all  power  except  to  transmit  the  facts  found  by  tiie  commission 
to  the  Congress  with  his  recommendations. 

Mr.  President,  of  course  we  all  know  that  the  present  law  has 
not  proven  to  be  perfect  and  that  it  has  been  Injudidouady  ad- 
ministered In  some  Instances.  It  has  been  said  h«»re — and  I 
bi^eve  It  to  be  true— that  at  least  one  President  of  the  United 
States  has  used  his  power  to  influence  the  procedure  and  posslWy 
the  findings  of  the  conunission.  Such  practice  has  been  justiy 
criticized  and,  I  am  sure,  meets  with  the  disapproval  of  the 
country.  No  President  and  no  Member  of  CoDgreas  should  seek 
to  Influence  to  any  degree  the  judgments,  renorii,  or  decrees  of 
any  commission  or  board  charged  with  jodidal  or  semljndlcial 
powers  or  duties.  If  any  commission,  board,  or  individual  mem- 
ber thereof  proves  Inefficient  or  cwrupt,  the  President  has  the 
power  of  removal  and  the  CongreM  the  power  to  correct  or  to 
entirely  ab<41sh  by  repeal  or  amendment 

But  because  one  or  two  members  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
may  merit  jnst  criticism  and  perhaps  suspicion,  and  because  one 
President  of  the  United  States  has  perhaps  used  the  power  of 
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bin  irrrtt  office  to  Infloence  the  procedure  and  findings  of  the 
rofnml.<w!on  U  not  in  my  opinion  saflklent  reason  to  alxMsh  the 

HjTHteni.  -         . 

If.  as  is  prop(M»ed  in  the  socalled  Simmons  amendment,  we 
take  frcm  the  l»n«j<ideiit  all  power  to  proclaim  changes  in  classi- 
flcutlons  and  to  pr«xMalm  clian-'es  in  rates  of  duty  fixed  by  stat- 
ute.  then  we  make  of  the  Tariff  Commission  a  mere  fact-finding  | 
body  [lerforming  a  function  which  could  as  efficiently  and  more  | 
economically  te  perfonned  by  a  bureau  of  one  of  the  existing  i 
departments  of  the  Government. 

At>-«».  Mr.  President,  by  making  of  the  commission  a  mere  to- 
TestigJttlng  body  reporting  to  Congress  we  must  realize  that  we 
are  precluding  the  chum*  of  any  changes  in  statutory  rates  of 
duty  e\cei>t  through  general  revisioiu*  of  the  tariff  law  by  Con- 
gress I  have  read  the  hearings  before  N>th  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  of  the  Hou.^  and  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee and  find  that  every  witness  touching  the  subject  was 
fearful  timt  Congress  would  never  act  on  reports  from  the 
commb«lon,  and.  Mr.  President.  I  confess  to  a  like  fear. 

I'nder  the  amendment  proposotl  by  the  St'uator  from  Nortn 
Carolina,  the  I^resident  would  tran««mlt  to  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress a  report  from  the  commission  with  or  without  any  recom- 
mendntl««  from  him.     The  rep(*t  in  the  Senate  would  be  re- 
fernii  t«»  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  and  in  the  House  to 
the  (\immitt«e  on  Ways  and  Means.     As  all  revenue  measures 
must  originate  in  the  House,  neither  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee nor  the  8«'nate  could  take  any  action.    The  Ways  and 
Mtaiix  Committee  of  the  non.<ie  could  immediately  prtJceed  to 
cofislder  the  report  and  rpct»mmenilatlons,  but  whether  or  not 
this  was  done  would  depend  upon  the  will  and  wishes  of — 
Flrnt.    The  chairman  of  that  committee. 
8econd.  A  majority  of  the  majority  members  of  that  com 
mltt*>e. 

Third.  The  Rules  Committee  of  the  House. 
If  there  is  any  need  of  revision  of  tariff  duties  between 
periods  of  general  revision  by  Congress,  and  I  believe  there  is 
such  a  need,  then  the  prime  element  of  that  necessity  Is  definite 
and  speetly  action,  and.  for  myself.  I  would  rather  trust  the 
President  or  the  Tariff  Commission  to  act  to  meet  an  emergency 
than  I  would  the  rather  cumbersome  machinery  of  the  Congress, 
and  I  believe  fhe  country  takes  the  same  view. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  have  said,  I  oan  not  support  the  Simmons 
amendment  nor  will  I  support  any  amendment  which  propones 
-^^o  do  away  with  the  flexible  policy.  I  will,  however,  support 
an  effort  to  repose  In  the  Tariff  Commission,  with  cerUin  quall- 
Ik-atioBs,  the  powers  and  duties  It  now  has  and  the  further  power 
to  fix  by  majority  rote  such  changes  in  classifications  or  such 
Increasr^  or  deereftses  in  rates  of  duty  fixed  by  statute,  as  are 
determinetl  by  them  In  the  manner  provided  by  Congress. 

I  hav«  piapared  an  amendment  which  would  give  this  power 
to  the  commlwloa,  farther  providing,  however,  that  stM*  changes 
In  clasHUIcatloas  and  rataa  sliall  be  tentative  and  shall  become 
permanent  only  If  not  disapproved  by  act  of  the  Congreas  then 
hi  MMion  or  at  the  sssslon  following  the  proclamatloo  of  such 

changes. 

Mr.  President,  my  amendment  meets  the  objections  of  those 
who  f^r  the  encroachment  of  the  Executive  on  the  legialatlve 
branch  of  the  Government  It  would  lodge  the  powers  of  chang- 
ing dasaUlcatlons  and  rates  in  a  body  created  by  Congress,  un- 
der rules  prescribed  by  Congress,  and  by  providing  that  the 
rates  slmll  not  be  permanent  until  Congress  has  had  an  of>por- 
tunlty  to  act  we  limit  so  far  as  is  possible,  the  range  of  con- 
Kreft<ional  action,  and  the  Congress,  if  dissatisfied  with  the  rate 
llxe«i  by  the  commission  can  act  without  being  pressed  to  effect 
changes  in  other  rates. 

Mr.  President,  if  my  amendment  shall  be  defeated,  I  will 
then  support  the  committee  proposaL 

The  constitutionality  of  the  present  fiexlMe  provisions  of  the 
tariff  law  has  been  determined  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  and  any  discussion  of  this  phase  of  the  matter 
Is  purely  academic  The  constitutionality  of  my  proposal  to 
Vfst  the  Tariff  Commission  with  power  to  proclaim  changes  In 
cisH!>iflcations  and  rates  can  not  I  believe,  be  questioned. 

The  (lesirability.  If  not  neces.*?ity.  of  some  method  of  revising 
classifications  and  rates  of  duty  between  times  of  general  revi- 
tions  by  Congress  Is  generally  admitted.  The  country  Is  con- 
vinced, and.  If  frank,  we  must  lulralt,  that  the  Congress  can  not 
be  ex|«ected  to  act  with  reascmable  prMnptness  upon  r^Kvts 
fn>m  the  conamisslon  and  suggestions  from  the  President 

Mr.  President  whatever  may  be  its  faults  and  weaknesses,  I 
brlieve  that  the  flexible  provisions  of  the  present  law  have  been 
in  the  main  administered  to  the  benefit  of  the  American  farmer, 
the  American  laborer,  and  American  Industry.  The  organisa- 
tions which  speak  for  all  these  Interested  groups  believe  It  haa 
b«en  administered  to  their  benefit  and  in  their  Uiterests. 
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I  t)elieve  further.  Mr.  President,  that  with  suggested  changes 
in  tie  rules  laid  down  for  determining  differences  in  cost  of 
pro*  uctlon  and  ct)mpetitive  conditions,  Uie  work  of  the  commls- 
sloE  will  become  increasingly  beneficial  to  our  Industries, 
labcrers,  and  consumers  generally,  and  that  now  to  aboUsli  the 
flex  ble  system  entirely  would  be  a  backward  step  in  our  eco- 
non  Ic  development,  and  would  take  away  from  the  farmer,  the 
laN  rer.  and  the  industrialist  the  only  court  they  have  ever,had 
whf  re  they  could  present  their  cases  ia  an  orderly  and  judicial 
marner,  and  where  they  have  at  least  a  hope  of  prompt  and 

deft  lite  relief.  ,.,.».        *       n, 

\  r  President.  I  do  not  know  what  the  result  of  the  vote  will 
be  We  are  told  it  will  be  very  clo.se.  I  have  made  no  effort 
to  f  nd  out.  I  understand  that  a  majority  of  the  Democrats  and 
tho  e  across  the  aisle  known  as  Progressives  and  sometimes  as 
the  farm  Woe  are  opposed  to  the  flexible  features  of  the  bill. 
Ertrj-  Senator  votes  his  best  and  honest  judgment,  and  seeks 
to  urther  the  interest  of  his  people :  and  in  arriving  at  this 
jud  jment  most  of  us  usuaUy  consider  the  wishes  and  judgment 
of  1  he  people  we  represent 

I  '  It  be  true  that  a  majority  of  the  minority  Members  of  the 
Sen  ate  and  a  considerable  number  of  the  majority  are  opposed 
to  he  flexible  provisions  of  the  present  law  and  to  the  prov  - 
sioi  IS  proposed  by  the  committee,  and  as  a  matter  of  policy  seek 
to  ilwllsh  all  such  provlsi»>ns,  I  find  It  difficult  to  harmonlae 
the  r  determination  with  the  expressed  approval  of  that  policy 
by  the  majority  of  the  great  farm  orgaidzatloris,  by  the  Ameri- 
can FederaUon  of  Ubor.  by  the  United  States  Chamber  of  C(»m- 
me  -ce,  and  by  the  National  Manufacturers  Association ;  and  we 
ha<  another  exiiression  of  approval  presentetl  this  afternoon  In 
the  letter  fn)m  the  Growers  Tariff  I>eague  of  Callfomla.  I  ""*» 
that  at  the  hearings  and  otherwise  the  responsible  heads  of  the 
fol  owing  organisations  have  gone  on  record  favoring  the  Qex- 
lbl(    tariff  policy : 

1  he  National  Uranice. 
T  ho  AmerlOD  Farm  BarMn  Ked«r»tlon. 
1  he  American  Dairy  Federation. 
The  National  Dairy  Union. 

1  he  American  Aanoclation  of  Creamery  Batter  Manufacturers. 
Tlie  Northwest  Ajfrlculture  Foundation  (North  DakoU,  South  Dakota. 
Moitana.  Minnesota). 

The  Gulf  V«ut  and  Florida  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Produce™. 
Ibe  Amarican  Federation  of  Labor. 

Ihe  American  Wage  Earners  Protective  Conference  (which  la  a  But>- 
»\dnrj  at  the  American  Federation  of  I.abor). 
"]  be  United  Statea  Cb*ml>er  of  Commerce. 
Ibe  National  Manufacturers  Aasoclatloa. 

further  find.  Mr.  President,  that  the  repeal  of  the  flexible 
pr<  visions  is  urged  only  by  certain  organizations  of  Imiwrters. 
'  'bus,  we  find  on  one  side,  favoring  the  retention  of  the  flex- 
Ibl'  tariff  provisions,  organizations  representing  a  substantial 
pr<  portion  of  our  farmei-s;  the  American  Federation  of  I^bor, 
rei  resenting  organlze<l  labor;  the  Chamber  of  (>>mmerce  of  the 
Urlted  States,  speaking  for  over  1.700  local  bodies  situated  In 
nearly  every  city  of  3,000  or  more  population  In  the  United 
SU  tea ;  and  the  National  Manufacturers  Association,  represent- 
ing 80,000  separate  Industrial  concerns.  We  find,  on  the  other 
hatd,  urging  the  repeal  of  the  flexible  provisions,  the  organized 
imborters  of  foreign-made  products. 

f  remember  that  during  the  debates  on  the  various  farm  bills 
It  jwM  argued  that  the  farmers  having  spoken,  through  their 
representatives,  we  should  give  them  what  they  wanteil  and 
said  they  needed.  It  was  said  that  when  other  Industries 
asked  for  legislation  It  was  given  to  them  but  that  the  farmers^ 
plias  were  disregarded. 

I  remember  that  when  the  bill  to  create  the  Labor  Board 
WIS  being  debated  It  was  said  that  as  the  railroads  and  the 
or  ranliatlomi  representing  the  employees  of  the  railroads  had 
agreed,  the  bill  should  pass. 

How  we  have  the  farmer,  the  laborer,  the  business  and  manu- 
fa«turlng  interests  in  agreement  on  the  measure  about  to  be 
vcted  upon;  and  we  are  told  that  their  Interests  and  their 
ei>ressed  wishes  may  be  disregarded  I 

pidr.  President.  I  hope  that  the  Senate  will  not  prove  to  be 
unresponsive  to  the  expressed  wishes  an<l  Judgment  of  these 
In  erests.  and  to  what  I  believe  to  be  the  will  and  l)est  Interests 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  President   I  send  to  the  desk  the  amendment  which   I 
mentioned  in  the  course  of  my  remarks.     1  ask  that  it  may  be 
piinted  and  lie  on  tlie  table,  and  also  printed   in  the  Kbcobu, 
aa  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
The  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Stbck  is  as 
follows: 


On  page  819.  conraeDCins  with  Une  K),  atrike  oat  down  to  and 
including  line  12  on  page  326,  and  Inaert  in  beu  thereof  the  following: 
"  Ssc.  336.  Beconunendatlona  for  adjustment  of  dutiea :  (a)  Upon 
Its  own  motion  or  upon  application  of  any  Interested  party  sbowlng 
good  and  aafficient  reason  Uierefor  tbe  coromlasion  shall  Investigate 
and  ascertain  the  diffeTeBoes  In  tbe  coat  of  prodoctlon  of  any  domestic 
article  and  of  any  like  or  similar  foreUn  article.  If  tbe  coramlaslon 
finds  it  abown  by  tiie  lavestlgation  tbat  the  duty  tmposed  by  law  upon 
the  foreign  article  does  not  equalise  the  diffeivDCes  in  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction of  the  domestic  arlicl*  and  of  the  foreign  article  when  pro- 
ducted  in  the  prioclpal  competing  country  or  countrtea.  then  the  com- 
mission shall  report  to  tbe  President  wacb  increases  or  decTea.se*  in  the 
duty  upon  tbe  foreign  article  as  the  commliwion  finds  to  be  necessary 
in  order  to  equaliie  such  diifereDce  in  the  eost  of  production.  Any 
sucb  increased  or  decreased  duty  may  Include  the  transfer  of  tbe  article 
from  tbe  dutiable  list  to  the  fre*  list  or  from  tbe  free  list  to  the  duti- 
able list,  a  change  in  the  form  of  duty,  or  a  change  in  classification. 
The  report  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of  the  commission 
■etting  forth  the  findings  of  the  commission  with  rwpect  to  tbe  differ- 
ences Id  ooets  of  production,  the  elements  of  coet  included  In  tbe  cost 
of  production  of  the  respectlre  articles  as  ascertalnt-d  by  the  commis- 
sion, and  any  other  matter  deemed  pertinent  by  tbe  commlaaion. 

"(b)  The  President,  upon  recHpt  of  any  such  report  of  the  eommls- 
■ion,  shall  thereupon  prodaia  aucb  changes  ia  classtflcation  or  such 
increases  or  decreases  in  rates  of  duty  expressly  fixed  by  statute  as  are 
stated  in  such  report  of  tbe  eommlMion.  Such  changes  or/and  such 
rates,  so  proclaimed,  shall  go  Into  effect  SO  days  after  the  {Resident's 
proclamation.  Providing  tocb  changes  and/or  rates  shall  be  and  remain 
In  effect  unless  the  Cungresg  then  In  session  shall  by  )oiut  resolution  of 
both  Houses  of  Congress  determine  otherwise,  or  If  Congress  be  not  then 
In  session,  tbe  regular  searion  of  Congress  following  sach  proclamation. 

"(c)  No  report  shall  be  made  by  the  commission  to  the  President 
mder  this  se^rtion  unless  the  determination  of  the  commission  with 
respect  thereto  Is  reached  after  an  Investigation  by  the  coomilMlon 
during  the  course  of  which  tbe  commission  shall  hav«  held  beailngB 
and  given  reasonable  public  notice  of  such  hearings,  and  reasonable 
opportunity  for  the  parties  interested  to  be  present  produce  evidence. 
and  to  be  heard.  Tbe  commissloD  is  authorised  to  adopt  such  reason- 
able rules  of  procedure  as  may  he  necessary  to  execute  its  functions 
under  this  section. 

"(d)  In  ascertaltdng  the  differences  In  costs  of  production  under  this 
section,  tbe  commission  shall  take  into  consideration.  In  so  far  ■■  it 
finds  It  practicable — 

"(1)  The  differences  in  conditions  of  prodnctloa.  inclndiag  wages, 
costs  of  materials,  and  other  items  In  cost  of  production  of  like  or  siml- 
Inr  articles  In  the  United  States  and  In  competing  foreign  countries ; 

**(2)   Costs  of  transportation; 

"(S)  Other  costs  including  the  eost  of  containers  and  coverings  of 
whatever  nature  and  other  charges  and  expenses  Incident  to  placing 
the  articles  In  condition,  packed  ready  for  delivery,  storage  costs  in  the 
principal  market  or  markeU  of  the  United  8tatei  and  of  the  principal 
competing  country  or  roantrlea,  and  costs  of  reconditioning  or  rvpsck- 
Ing  wherever  incnrred ; 

"(4)  Differences  between  the  domestic  and  foreign  article  in  packing 
and  containers,  and  in  condition  In  wbicb  received  in  tbe  principal  mar- 
kets of  the  United  States ; 

"(5)  rHfferenres  in  wholesale  selling  prices  of  domestic  and  foreign 
articles  In  the  principal  markets  of  tbe  United  States  in  so  far  as  such 
prices  are  indlrative  of  costs  of  production,  provided  such  costs  can  not 
be  satisfactorily  obtained ; 

"(6)  AdTanUges  granted  to  a  foreign  producer  by  a  foreign  gov- 
ernment or  by  a  person,  partnership,  corporation,  or  association  in  a 
foreign  country ;  and 

"(7)  Any  other  advairtages  or  dlsadvant.ige8  In  competition  which  In- 
crease or  decrease  In  a  definitely  determinable  amount  tbe  total  cost  at 
which  drmestic  or  foreign  articles  may  be  delivered  In  the  principal 
market  or  markets  of  the  United  Btates." 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President  I  am  not  permitted  to  discuss 
this  proposition  as  I  should  like  to  do.  I  can  only  state  my 
conclusions  in  regard  to  it ;  so  I  have  reduced  to  writing  what 
I  have  to  say. 

This  Is  the  fourth  tariff  act  that  has  been  considered  in  the 
Senate  since  I  became  a  Meml)er  of  It  The  same  unsparing 
and  vicious  denunciation  of  the  methods  followed  In  the  framing 
of  the  previous  acts  has  already  been  made  against  this  act  and 
with  equal,  if  not  greater,  vehemence  and  justlflcatioo.  From 
the  language  used,  one  would  conclude  that  Senators  would  pre- 
fer almost  any  method  to  the  one  we  now  follow.  Personally. 
I  feel  that  any  method  would  be  better. 

Tlie  Tariff  Comiui.s.si4^>n  provision  In  the  act  of  1022  was 
adopted  in  the  hope  of  Improving  tariff-making  methods  and  of 
avoiding  the  justification  for  such  criticisms.  It  was  a  step  in 
the  ripht  diwy^lon.  The  fact  that  one  member  of  the  ctnnmission 
at  some  time  acted  unworthily  is  not  enough  to  Justify  condem- 


nation of  the  work  of  the  commission,  nor  the  nbandonroent  of 
this  agency.  It  will  be  a  long  time,  if  ever,  t>efoi*e  anything  like 
that  will  happen  again.  The  Interstate  C^ommerce  Commission 
was  very  disappointing  for  many  years  after  It  was  created. 
Many  condemned  it  &ud  urged  the  repeal  of  the  act  creating  it; 
but  no  one  has  the  temo-ity  to  attack  it  to-day,  or  to  urge  the 
repeal  of  the  act  which  created  it  With  a  permanent  Tariff 
Comiuij«lon  and  adequate  salary  for  Its  members,  we  may  very 
confidently  expect  able  and  er^pert  men  to  be  appointed  who  will 
l»econie  more  and  more  efficient.  Ir  my  judgment.  Its  member- 
ship should  be  c»»mposed  of  men  who  believe  in  the  principles  laid 
down  for  its  pmidance.  This  would  in.«!ure  wise,  efficient,  and 
harmonious  action. 

I  do  not  believe  the  objection  most  strenuoasly  urged  against 
the  proposed  action  is  valid.  WTien  we  lay  down  the  rules  to 
govern  the  ctHnmissIon  and  the  President,  and  ttx  the  limits 
within  which  he  and  the  commLssIon  mxatt  act  we  do  not  give 
up  or  tranpfer  any  of  our  legislative  power  to  them. 

It  Is  utterly  impoj;sible  for  St^nators  to  act  intelligently  or 
wisely  uiwn  a  bill  of  this  kind  within  any  rea.sonable  time.  The 
pending  measure  has  beeo  under  consideration  by  the  Congress 
almost  a  year.  It  contains  over  20.000  items,  ilore  than  30.000 
pages  of  testimony  were  taken  before  the  Finance  Committee 
alone.  The  inevitable  result  is  that  the  majority  members  of 
the  committee  take  cure  primarily  and  largely  of  the  interests 
of  their  particular  States. 

My  views,  formed  Isrgiriy  from  tbe  action  on  the  two  preceding 
acts  and  the  act  then  pending,  were  briefly  expressed  on  the 
F>ordney-Mc< 'umber  Act.  Those  views  have  been  strengthened 
by  my  experience  wttli,  and  observance  of,  the  framing  and  con- 
sideration of  this  bill  and  the  delmte  that  has  thus  far  been  had. 

At  page  11999.  part  11,  vtrfnme  62,  second  session  of  the  Sixty- 
seventh  Congress,  on  August  19,  1922,  I  said : 

I  believe  the  people  of  the  country  are  becoming  much  dissatisfied 
with  the  methods  at  Congress  In  framing  tariff  bllla  They  sre  realis- 
ing more  and  more  the  impossibility  of  Congress  properly  fixing  tariff 
rates  upon  all  the  produrts  and  affecting  all  the  industries  of  this  coun- 
try. It  is  impossible  for  any  committee  of  Congress  or  for  Coagreas 
itself  in  tbe  space  of  2,  8,  4,  or  6  months  or  longer  to  acquaint 
Itself  with  the  details  of  all  the  bostnesses  in  this  country,  and  yet 
that  is  what  Congress  most  do  K  it  would  act  wisely  upon  tariff 
rates.  Congress  can  an<I  must  determine  principles  and  standards,  tMit 
It  can  not  fix  and  sbouM  not  spejid  its  time  in  trying  to  fix  tbe  actual 
rates  tbat  shall  be  put  oa  a  pound  of  potash  or  a  yard  of  doth. 

Mr.  President  I  hope  to  see  the  test  made  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
delegation  of  power  in  this  bill  U  constltntiona].  I  believe  tbat  it  Is; 
and  If  It  is  foQnd  to  t>e  constitutional,  then,  in  my  judgment,  it  Is 
inevitable  that  Congresv,  instead  of  spending  Its  time  for  months  and 
even  years  haggling  over  rates  and  whether  this  rate  shall  be  2  cents 
or  8,  will  place  permanently  within  some  governmental  agency  the  ascer- 
tainment and  fixing  of  these  rates  apon  principles  laid  down  by  Congreas 
itselt  Tbe  people  will  demand  this  and  Insist  tliat  Congress  spend  Its 
time  on  more  important  matters.  That  body,  in  my  judgment,  cbould 
be  the  Tariff  Commission.  The  responsibility  should  not  be  plac>>d  upon 
tbe  President,  but  It  aliould  be  placed  upon  the  Tariff  Commission,  B 
permanent  body  that  should  give  all  Its  time  to  studying  and  aMc>>rtain- 
ing  tbe  facts  and  whose  members  should  make  It  tbeir  Ufe  work  to  malie 
themselvPK  exp«^rt  In  such  matt<-rs.  Congrens  mn  go  li>to  aa  much  dr'afl 
as  it  deems  wise  to  lay  down  tlie  principles  that  shall  govern  thih  body 
in  determining  tbe  ratsH.  It  should  be  most  caivtul  in  this,  and  it  caa 
well  spend  a  month  or  two  in  determining  sucb  roles  snd  standards.  la 
taking  this  action  Congress  is  not  alnlicRtlng  its  right,  its  power,  or  Its 
duty  to  levy  and  fix  taxes.  If  it  fixes  In  detail  the  principles  that  shall 
govern  and  the  standard  that  shall  eontrol,  we  will  get  far  better 
results,  act  with  greater  wisdom,  and  tar  better  nerve  tbe  people's 
interest  and  welfare  tJian  to  continue  as  we  have  been  doing  In  tli« 
framing  of  tariff  bills  and  spend  otir  time  wrangling  over  rates  about 
which  the  great  majority  of  as  know  nothing. 

I  evidently  did  not  correct  my  remarks  then  made.  Thercf 
were  two  or  three  mistakes,  which  I  have  correctwl  in  this 
quotation. 

Mr.  President  I  sliall  be  glad  to  see  this  power  placed  in  the 
commission  and  the  President  I  believe  that  t«i  be  wise ;  and  1 
hope  that  the  provision  In  the  bill  known  as  the  flexible  provi- 
sion win  be  adopted.  I  desire  to  say.  however,  that  if  that 
should  not  be  done  I  think  the  proposition  stibmitted  by  the 
Senator  from  Nebra«ka  [Mr.  Noaais]  Is  one  of  the  best  propo- 
sitions that  has  been  submitted  to  secure  early  action  by  Con- 
gress. I  believe  thtit  a  pnn-ision  like  that  would  accomplish 
the  purpose  sought ;  and  if  the  reports  of  the  commission  must 
be  sent  to  Congress  and  acted  upon  by  it,  I  think  we  ought  to 
put  In  a  provision  tliat  that  will  prevent  the  opening  up  of  the 
tariff  question  gen<>raUy  when  aome  gpedflc  proposition  is 
submitted  to  OoiigreMa. 
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Mr    WATSON     Mr.  I»r€«ident,  I  move  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  t-onrftleratlon  of  executire  business  In  oV^Uf^P- 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
coiwlderntiwrtif  execntlre  businens  In  open  session. 

(All  noirinatlons  confirmed  thia  day  appear  at  the  end  or 
to^ay'a  SenWe  proceedings.) 

^  WEfOKTS  or  oouuimxa 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Reports  of  cooimltteeB  are  in  order. 

Mr  MOSES  From  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post 
Ri«ul»  in  t)ehalf  of  the  chainnan  of  the  committee,  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  (Mr.  Puiprel,  I  report  favorably  certain  nomi- 
natiouji  for  the  calendar.  .       .       .         .v 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  reports  will  be  placed  on  the 

calendar.  ^^      _    ...         - 

Mr.   8TEIWER.     Prom   the  Committee  on   the  Jndlclary   I 

cubmit  a  rei»..rt  to  go  to  the  calendar.  ..    .       ,       ^         .. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  report  will  be  placed  on  the 

calendar.  „    ,.      ^   >..         ,      . 

Are  rhere  further  reports  of  committees?    If  not,  the  calendar 

Is  in  order.  ^        ^  .       . 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  Wati»mam)  was  authorized  by  the  Judiciary  C<Mnmittee 
to  make  a  report.    I  hope  he  wUl  make  it. 

Mr  WATERMAN.  On  behalf  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary I  report  favorably  the  nomination  of  Scott  Wilson  for 
drruit  Judge  In  the  llrat  Judicial  circuit.  I  ask  Its  immediate 
consideration.  ^ .      .     , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not 
make  that  request.  I  do  not  know  of  any  po8.«ible  objection  to 
the  c-onflrmatlon ;  bat  the  attendance  here  Is  smaU  ami  there  Is 
not  any  reason  that  I  know  of  why  the  matter  should  be  dis- 
posed of  at  this  time.  So  I  hope  the  Senator  will  withdraw  the 
n>queMt  and  let  the  nomination  go  to  the  calendar. 

Mr  WATERMAN.  Mr.  Pret«1ient.  on  the  suggestion  of  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  of  -ourj*  I  shall  not  Insist ;  but  I 
have  been  asked  to  press  this  n»iminatlon  along  for  certain  rea- 
sons that  were  asalgned  and  which  I  do  not  care  to  go  Into. 
Therefore  I  will  withdraw  the  request. 

The  VICE  PUBSIDBNT.  The  request  Is  withdrawn.  Tne 
calendar  is  lo  order. 

posT-omci:  nomiwatioms 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  the  nominations  of 
•undry  postmaster*  ^        ^ ^ 

Mr.  PHIPPS.     I  move  that  the  nominations  of  postmaster*; 

be  conllnned  en  bloc.  . .     .  ,  ,       i      .#  *w, 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  Inquire  if  the 
clerk'  has  the  report  In  the  case  of  the  post  office  at  Benton, 
In  the  State  of  Arkansas?    I  thought  it  was  on  the  calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     It  Is  on  the  calendar,  on  page  5. 

Is  then-  objection  to  the  confirmation  of  postmasters  en  bloc? 
The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered.    The  nomination*; 
are  confirmed  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 
ABUSTAirr  sKsrrABT  or  coiciifOCB 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Clarence  M. 
Young  to  be  Aariatant  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

The  VICE  PRBSIDBNT.  Without  objection,  the  nomination 
Is  confirmed  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

iHBHnoa  WJMMXV  or  roaaioif  aito  noirtsTXC  couutucK 

The  legislative  derk  read  the  nomination  of  William  L. 
Cooper  to  be  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic 
Commerce.  Department  of  Commerce.  ^  .     .. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nomination 
la  confirmed  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

COAST  erAso 

The  leglalatlve  detk  proceeded  to  read  the  nmninations  of 
coiidry  officers  for  promotions  in  the  Coast  Guard. 

Mr  JONES.  Mr.  I»resldent.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  made 
In  resiwct  of  the  Coast  Ooard  be  confirmed  en  bloc.       ^ 

The  vnCE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nominations 
are  confirmed  and  the  President  wiU  be  notified. 

Aim  CMP8  or  THK  AaHT 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
for  appointment  In  the  Air  Corps.  Regular  Army. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  Air  Corps  ap- 
pointments be  confimed  en  Woe. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objecthm,  tlie  nominations 
are  o^nflrmed  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 
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Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  the  nomination 
is  cokiflnned  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

HIUTLA  BCKEAU 

s  legislaUve  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Brig.  Gen.  Wll- 

Graham  Everson  to  be  Chief  of  the  Militia  Bunau,  with 

ik  of  major  general.  a      ,^       a 

VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  nomination  is  conflrmea  ana 

Ident  will  be  uotifledL 


AKICT 


1 


le  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomluatio'ns  of  sundry  officers 
iromotlons  in  the  Regular  Army.  , ,  i,    .,.«   oii 

.■    REED.    I   ask   that   these   nominations,   which   are   au 
ers  of  Army  routine,  be  confirmed  on  bloc. 
^^xe  VICE  PIIKSIDENT.    Without  objection,  tlie  nominations 
arekonflrmed  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

NAVAL   NOMINATIONS 

a-r    HALE     Mr.   President,   from   the  Committee  on   Naval 
Affllrs  I   report  back   favorably   several   nominations  for   the 

le  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  nominations  wiU  be  placed  on 
the  I  calendar. 

nCDERAL  rABlf  LOAN   BOABD 

le  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Albert  C.  Williams 

a  member  of  the  Federal  Farm  I>oan  Board, 
le  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  nomination 
Is  ^nfirmed  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

RBCCSS 

tr.   WATSON.    As  in  legislative   seswlon,  I  move  that   the 
ite  take  a  recess  until  to-morrow  at  11  o'clodc 
Mae  moUon  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  4  o clock  and 
50 1  minutes   p.   m.)    took   a   recess   until   to-morrow,   Tuesday, 
Oc  ober  1,  1929,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


To 


CHixr  or  KneiN 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Brig.  Ocn.  Lytle 
Brinvn  to  be  Chief  of  Engineers,  with  the  rank  of  major  geaeral. 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Eii^tii?e  nominations  confirmed  by  the  Senate  September  SO, 

1929 
To  BB  A  Membss  or  Federal  Fasm  Loan  Boabd 

Albert  C.  WlUiama 

To  BB  Assistant  Sbcbbtabt  or  Couuacm 

(Jlarence  M.  Young. 
BE  DiBixrr(«  BuBBAU  or  FoMaoN  and  Domestic  Commebcb 

^  ITilliam  L.  Cooper. 

Co.\8T  Guard 

To  be  captains 
Harold  D.  Hinckley.  Leon  C.  CoveU. 

ohn  Boedeker.  Thomas  M.  Molloy. 

imam  H.  Munter.  Edward  S.  Addison, 

hilip  W.  Lauriat. 

To  be  captains  (engineering) 
ohn  B.  Turner.  Edwin  W.  Davia 

Iharles  A.  Wheeler.  Charles  S.  Root, 

ohn  I.  Bryan. 

ArPOINTMBNTB    IN    THB    AbMT 

To  be  chiefs  of  branches 
Brig  Gen.  Lytle  Brown  to  be  Chief  of  Engineers. 
Jrig.  Gen.  William  Graham  Everson  to  be  Chief  of  the  Militia 
Bqreau. 

AIR  CORPS 

To  be  second  lieutenants 

Lorry  Norris  Tlndal. 
Roger  Walker  Batchelder. 
Merlin  Ingels  Carter. 


irge  Elston  Price. 

Imer  Richard  Miller. 

J<*ard  Clark  Lindsay. 

ohn  Gordon  Fowler. 

ohn  Lyle  Nedwed. 

^wrence  Wright  Koons. 

Millard  Fllmore  Tindall. 
WUliam  Roy  Ca.sey. 
Fr«d  Stuart  Stocks. 
Paul  Thomas  Cullen. 
George  Graham  Northmp. 
Thomas  Sarsfleld  Power. 
Hudson  Chadwick,  Jr. 
Lloyd  Harold  Watnee. 
Philip  David  Coates. 
Earl  Edward  Myers. 
Talma  Watkins  Imlay. 
John  Herold  Bundy. 
Mills  Spencer  Savage. 
Harold  Webb  Bowman. 


John  Walker  Sessums,  Jr. 
Charles  Kenneth  Moore. 
Raymond  Fre<l  Nicholson. 
Austin  August  Straubel. 
Wycliffe  Eu{jene  Steele. 
John  Luther  Hoffman  Trunk. 
George  Frederick  Kehoe. 
Roy  Henry  Lynn. 
Robert  Bruce  Davenport. 
Donald  Leander  Putt. 
William  Ball. 
Carl  Rose  Storrie. 
Merrill  Davis  Burnside. 
HollingSAvorth  Franklin  Greg- 

Eugene  Harold  Beebe. 
Harold  Winfleld  Grant 


1929 

Bruce  Alexander  Tyndall. 
Kennetli  Alfred  Rogers. 
Reuboi  Columbus  Hood,  Jr. 
Leslie  Oscar  Peterson. 
Irving  Remsburg  Selby. 
Floyd  Bernard  Wood. 
Theodore  Mathew  Bolen. 
Norman  Delbert  SilUn. 
Durward  Oliphant  Lowry. 
Flint  Garrison,  Jr. 
James  Leroy  Jackson. 

Appointment,  bt 
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Chester  Price  Gilger. 
Huf^  Arthur  Parker. 
Thomas  David  Ferguson. 
Thomas  Lawson  Thurlow. 
F'raiik  Eugene  Quindry. 
WUliam  Basil  Offutt. 
John  Hugh  Flte. 
Dudl^  Earl  Whltten. 
Charles  Frederick  Sugg. 
James  Arthur  Roniu. 

Transfer,  in  the  Armt 


to  adjutant  general's  department 
Capt.  Cheney  Litton  Bertholf. 

Promotions  in  the  Armt 

Arthur  Poillon  to  be  colonel,  Cavalry. 

Francis  Wiley  Glover  to  be  colonel.  Cavalry. 

Alexander  Bacon  Coxe  to  be  colonel.  Cavalry. 

Timothy  Michael  Cou(rtil«n  to  be  colonel.  Cavalry. 

Leonard  Lvon  r>eitrlck  to  be  colonel,  Quartermaster  Corps. 

Clarence  Andrew  Mitchell  to  be  lieutenant  c-olonel,  Adjutant 
General's  Department. 

John  Roy  Starkey  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Field  Artillery. 

Joseph  Edward  Barzynskl  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Quarter- 
master C/orps. 

Bloxham  Ward  to  be  lieutenant  colonel,  Infantry. 

Thomas  Hixon  Lowe  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Adjutant  Gen- 
eral's Department. 

Robert  Washington  Brown  to  be  major.  Infantry. 

Charles  Lowndes  Steel  to  be  major.  Infantry. 

Manuel  Benigno  Navas  to  be  major,  Infantry. 

Enrique  Manuel  Benltez  to  be  major,  Coast  Artillery. 

dental  corps 
To  be  majors 

Roy  Albert  Stout.  Thomas  JosejA  Cassldy. 

Roy  L.  Bodlne.  Wayne  W.  Woolley. 

Fernando  Emilio  Rodriguez.       Howard  Austin  Hale. 

James  Jay  Weeks. 

PROMOTION  IN  the  PHILIPPINE  SCOUTS 

James  Cadmus  McQovern  to  be  major,  PhiliiH>ine  Scouta. 

Postmasters 
arkansas 
George  D.  Downing,  Benton. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Blanche  White,  Chatsworth. 
Florence  A.  S.  Robeson,  Hollydale. 
Edith  E.  Mason.  Sante  Fe  Springs. 
Carl  G.  Huntington,  South  Gate. 
Anna  C.  Schneider,  Clarksburg. 
John  L.  Quist,  Mar  Vista. 
Frederick  J.  Freeman,  Norco. 
Bertram  H.  Latham,  San  Clemente. 
Luclau  Bell,  Yermo. 

FLORIDA 

Edgar  W.  Morris,  Fellsmere. 

Frederick  S.  Archer,  Howey  in  the  Hills. 

Ernest  V.  Turner,  Macclenny. 

Earl  B.  Pennington,  Ortega. 

Arley  M.  Hatch,  Punta  Gorda. 

Ernest  C.  Mahaffey,  Qulncy. 

OBOEGIA 

Charies  W.  Satterfleld.  Adairsvlile. 
Pearl  Warren,  Abbeville. 
Kurleene  Fowler,  Acworth. 
Bernard  S.  McMahan.  Alma. 
Viola  Browning.  Arco. 
Miles  C.  William-s,  Attapulgus. 
Essie  C.  Ware,  Austell. 
Annie  L.  Ford,  Avondale  Estates. 
John  B.  Crawford.  Cairo. 
John  F.  Charles,  Chatsworth. 
Louise  C.  Riddle.  Davisboro. 
Fannie  L.  Mills,  Folkston. 
Mary  V.  Lynch,  Fort  Screven. 
James  C.  Lee,  FrankUn. 
Abbie  F.  Beadiam,  Glenwood. 
Robert  L.  O'Kelley,  GrantviUe. 
Beulah  L.  McCall,  Hinesville. 
Fannie  M.  Vaughn,  JeffersonvlUe. 
Jaiues  A.  Allen.  La  Fayette. 


James  M.  Guy.  Manchester. 

Stella  Phelps,  Nashville. 

Robert  L.  Callan,  Norman  Park. 

Thomas  A.  Bullocli,  Ochlochnee. 

Maude  A.  Patrick    Omega. 

Jessimae  Glenn,  Plains. 

Clyde  S.  Young,  Rebecca. 

St  James  B.  Alexander,  ReidsvlUe. 

Will  If  im  M.  Hoi  lis.  F;eynold8. 

Isaac  F.  Arnow,  St.  Marys. 

William  E.  Colqnlt.  Shannon. 

Ulysses  C.  Combs,  Sylvester. 

Joseph  Kent,  Tlfton. 

William  C.  Griffin,  Tunnell  HilL 

Forrest  C.  Berry.  Young  Harris. 

HAWAn 

William  ROS.S.  Hakalau. 
Antone  Nobriga.  jr..  Uanamanlo. 
Manuel  R.  Jardin,  Kalahe<\ 
Jami'S  M.  Hill,  Kaunakukai. 
Lawrence  D.  Ackerman,  Kealakekoa. 
Lucy  Ornellas,  Makawae. 
James  G.  Takemoto.  Naalehu. 

IOWA 

Gladys  Miller.  Cantril. 
Theodore  F.  Uhllg,  Soldier. 

KANSAS 

Marie  C.  Walker,  Brownell. 

LOUISIANA 

Edna  Byrd,  Glenmora. 
Philip  C.  Girlinghouse.  Jena. 
Overton  Smith,  Slagle. 

MINNESOTA 

Nan  B.  L.  Welker.  Beaver  Creek. 
Frank  L.  Pierce,  Breckenridge. 
Julia  Solseth,  Mllroy. 
Samuel  B.  Bamett,  Ottertail. 
Ruth  Stevens,  St.  Paul  Park. 
Adele  Belaud,  Soudan. 

MONTANA 

Benard  E.  Nelson,  Malta. 
Ella  Gray,  Ashland. 
John  B.  Goodman,  Gildford. 
Clara  B.  Wymond,  Jofrfln. 
John  A.  See,  Power. 
Theodore  E.  Dldier,  Saco. 
Cecil  E.  Kern.  Turner. 
Duncan   Gillespie,   Windham. 

NEVADA 

Frank  R.  Howard,  Gardnervllle. 
Frank  J.  Hart,  Klmberly. 
Clarissa  M.  Dickson.  Mason. 
Cada  C.  Boak,  Tonopah. 

NEW   JEBSET 

Walter  S.  Clayton,  Avon  by  the  Sea, 
Benjamin  F.  Butler.  Bayville. 
Horace  G.  Young,  Fanwood. 
William  C.  Holzbaur,  Mercerville. 
Jay  B.  Baldwin,  Rowland. 
Joseph  A.  Lowden,  Burlington. 

NORTH   CABOUNA 

Lillie  G.  HopHns,  Newland. 

PENNSTLVANIA 

John  L.  Hewitt,  Croydon. 

Walter  S.  Cressman,  Gwynedd  Valley. 

Walter  Kennedy,  Tanpleton. 

John  J.  Rex,  Aspers. 

William  F.  Zahn,  WUliamsport. 

Harlan  Stanffer,  Kinzers. 

Wray  T.  Laird,  Vanderbllt 


WUliam  A.  Reed,  Pocahontas. 
John  B.  Barnes,  Ramsr. 

▼xaoiNXA 

Emmltt  A.  Collins,  Appalachla. 
Cmflord  T.  Riddel.  Brldgewater. 
Harry  H.  Klmberly,  Jr.,  Fortress  Monro*. 
Marcos  H.  Sh^or,  Meadowa  of  Das. 
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Amlrcw  F.  Jf»hn.<w>n,  Mlllboro. 
Samuel  H    n<«e.  Roanoke. 
LiuwtKxi  O.  Mltcbell,  Stanardarllle. 

WKBT  nmvnx 
Jacob  W.  Pettry,  WhIte«vUle. 

wiscoNsnf 

Irene  M.  Hortenbacb,  Bay  City. 
Ethel  Y.  Hi>cenaf)D,  CWIL 
Willnrd  B.  Potter.  Disco. 
Sherwood  J.  Diirwln.  Grand  view. 
Harold  G.  Tucker,  Loyal 
R-nJamln  J.  Brown,  NelUsvllle. 
John  H.  Frazier,  I*ralrie  du  Chien. 
Florence  M.  Lewi.-*,  Silverlake. 
ArtJutr  J.  Vansistlne,  West  De  Pere. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday,  September  SO,  1929 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order  by 
the  Clerk.  Hon.  William  Tyler  Page. 

Mr.  Paoe.  The  Clerk  will  read  the  following  communication 
from  the  S^ieaker. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

-~^  TBB   SPBAKSB'a    ROOMR, 

^^ .  HOCRK   or   RKPRB81J»TATITa«, 

Wathimgton,  D.  C,  Btiptemlter  90,  Ot». 
The  Cluk  or  rna  Uocaa  or  BarmassirrATiTBa : 

1    hor»by    d«*l«nate    Uw    Hon.    Karl    C.    Michw»»«    aa    Speaker   pro 

tempure  tor  tbU  day. 

Nicholas  LoHowoarH, 
Bptaker  House  of  Reprttentutivea. 

Mr.  MICHENER  took  the  chair  as  Speaker  pro  tempore. 
The  Chaplain.  Rey.  James  Sbera  Montgomery,  D.  D„  offered 
the  following  prayer : 

O  God,  we  lo<»k  back  In  earnestnees  and  look  forward  In 
confidence.  Thou  art  always  the  same!  Thou  art  the  same 
to-day  H.s  Thou  wert  yesterday !  So  there  comes  to  us  the  same 
oJd  nies.«ia«e,  more  and  more  venerable  and  more  and  more  true  : 
"  Honor  all  men;  love  the  brotht-rhood  and  fear  God."  Let  us 
set'k  ni»preciation  rather  than  criticism  ;  make  us  free  to  see  the 
beautiful  and  to  love  the  good ;  then  the  glory  and  the  Joy  of  life 
will  stand  freshly  revealeil  in  everything.  O  may  we  be  alive 
to  every  flower  that  springs  among  the  rough  places  of  our 
everyday  life,  even  to  every  sweet  thing  that  bl<x>m8  In  the  dust 
of  the  street,  to  the  mercies  and  privileges  of  common  days,  of 
common  places,  of  common  things,  and  of  common  people.  Thus 
we  shall  be  blest  along  life's  pathway  until  we  arrive  at  home. 
Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday,  September  26, 
1920.  was  read  and  approvetl. 

ADJOCKNHCrr 

Mr.  HADLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

Mr.  McSWAIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  pending  that  motion,  I  want  to 
make  a  unanlmoos-consef.t  request,  and  I  ask  the  gentleman 
fn>m  Wa.>«hington  to  withliald  his  motion  for  a  moment 

The  SPEAKER  iwo  tempore.  The  Chair  recognlaes  the  gen- 
tleman from  Washington,  and  will  pat  his  motion  unless  he 
withholds  It. 

Mr.  McSWAIN.  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Washington  to 
withhold  his  motion  for  a  moment. 

Mr    HADLEY.    I  only  withliokl  It  to  ask  the  nature  of  the 

Mr.  McSWAJN.  The  request  is  to  pabUsh  In  the  Apftendlx 
of  the  RnnoaD  the  names  of  the  soldiers  from  South  Carolina 
who   lie   burled   In   the  fields  of  France,  Belfinm.  and  other 

countries. 
Mr   JOHNSON  of  Washington.    Has  the  Uat  from  the  State 

beep  pnMNbe*!? 

Mr   McSWAIN.    No;  It  has  not 

Mr.  JUHNSON  of  Washington.  The  gentleman  Is  certain  It 
has  not  Ihh'u  published? 

Mr.  McSWAIN.  It  was  left  with  me  to  do  it  I  iriioald  bare 
l>«Hi  here  last  week,  but  I  was  very  busy  and  coold  not  get  here 
to  a-k  this  i>«>miission.  A  number  of  other  Representatiycs  have 
iibtuined  permission  to  publish  these  lists. 

Mr  JOHNSON  of  Washington.  A  rale  was  adopted  'wbkii 
pcriuitte<i  tht-  publication  of  these  Hats  by  aay  oaa  Mtntiw  ear 
one  Senator  from  each  StatSL 


MrJ  McSWAIN.    Our  delegation  has  looked  to  me  to  have  It 

Mr  SIMMONS.  If  the  gentleman  will  permit,  at  the  dose  of 
the  Ust  session  permission  was  given  generally  to  any  Member 
to  Insert  such  a  list  If  It  had  not  been  previously  published,  and 
the  €rtension  in  the  Rbco«d  last  week  was  put  In  under  the 
perm  sslon  given  last  June.  *  *v., 

Mr  HADLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  Is  my  recollection  of  the 
gltuai  Ion  of  the  Rrcoan.  If  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
will  examine  the  Rboobd  he  will  find  that  to  be  the  situation. 

Mr  McSWAIN.  In  other  words,  the  time  within  which  such 
lists  : nay  be  published  has  not  expired? 

Mr  SIMMONS.  Mine  were  inserted  in  the  Rkcord  last  week 
unde;  •  the  permission  granted  last  June. 

Mr ,  McSWAIN.  That  is  satisfactory  to  me. 
Mi.  GARNER  Mr.  Sjieaker,  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  not 
press  his  request.  My  impression  is  that  If  gentlemen  will  read 
the  1  ;ecord  they  will  find  it  was  understood  when  we  adjourned 
that  until  the  14th  of  October  there  was  to  be  absolutely  nothing 
done  In  the  House  of  Representatives,  not  even  the  granting  of 
permission  to  extei»d  remarks.  I  think  gentlemen  will  find  that 
In  tie  Recoeo,  and  I  am  Just  putting  this  in  the  Record  for 
future  consideration.  My  impression  Is  that  the  exact  state- 
meni  was  made  that  nothing  would  be  done  In  the  House  of 
Repiesentatives  except  a  motion  to  adjourn.  That  meant  that 
ther< '  would  be  no  extensions  of  remarks  and  no  swearing  In  of 
Menbers.  We  have  a  Member  here  now  who  Is  ready  to  be 
swoin  In,  and  there  Is  no  reason  why  he  should  not  be  sworn 
In;  l)ut  we  have  not  aske<l  that  that  be  done  because  we  want 
to'ktep  the  exact  letter  as  well  as  the  spirit  of  that  under- 

Tie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  state  that  the 
gent  emau  from  Texas  has  stated  exactly  the  position  of  the 
prea  mt  occupant  of  the  chair,  and  the  present  occupant  of  the 
chal  r  will  so  hold. 

Mr.  McSWAIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  wish  to  say  that  that  ar- 
nuu  ement.  In  pursuance  of  the  statements  made  by  all  parties, 
is  ei  itlrely  satisfactory  to  me. 
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ADJOURN  utsrr 

Mk-.  HADLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  renew  my  motion  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn. 

T  le  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and  6 
min  ites  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourued  until  Thursday,  October  3, 
linsf  at  12  o'clock  noon.         

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
5A.  Under  clause  2  of  Rule  XXIV,  a  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  t  le  Navy,  transmittinp  draft  of  a  bill  to  eiinallze  the  allow- 
anr<s  for  quarter?  and  subsistence  between  enlistetl  men  of  the 
.\my.  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps,  was  Uken  from  the  Speaker's 
tabl^  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
U^der  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  pubUc  bills  and  resolutions 
introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows : 
Mr.  KORELL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4441)  authorizing  the  Secre- 
of  the  Interior  to  lease  or  sell  certain  land  In  Clackamas 
Oreg.,  to  the  Portland   (Oreg.)   Local  Council  of  Glri 
Scoits   (Inc.)   for  use  as  a  summer  camp  for  Girl  Scouts;  to 
jcommittee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4442)  providing  for  a 

regarding  the  construction  of  a  highway  to  connect  the 

norlhwestem  part  of  the  United  SUtes  with  British  Columbia, 

on  Territory,  and  Alaska,  in  cooperation  with  the  Dominion 

<  ;ajada ;  to  the  Committee  on  Roads. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

lender  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
wei  e  Introduced  and  severally  referre<l  as  follows : 

ly  Mr.  BOWMAN:  A  bill  (H.  K.  4443)  granting  a  pension  to 
Saiah  George  Wyatt;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

i  ISO,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4444)   granting  a  pension  to  Virginia  C. 
Te<er;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

i  Iso,  a  Mil  (H.  B.  4445)  granting  a  pension  to  Virginia  Roy; 
to   he  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

i  Iso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4446)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Ell  labeth  Smith ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

iJso,  a  WU   (H.  R.  4447)   granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Ca  htflne  McVlcker ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

iiso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4448)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Le^ina  B.  Ooocle ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

a  bni  (H.  B.  4449)  granting  a  pension  to  Hannah  R. 
;  to  tile  Oonunlttee  on  luTattd  Pensi<»Sk 
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Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4450)  granting  a  pension  to  Job  Davis;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4451)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Kesiah  Trembly ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4452)  granting  an  increa.se  of  pension  to 
Cyrena  Tnihern ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ALSO,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4453)  granting  a  pension  to  Rhoda  Benson; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Also,  a  blU  (H.  R.  4454)  granting  a  pension  to  Dora  Etta 
Miller  *;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4456)  granting  a  jienslon  to  Mary  J.  Hovat- 
ter  •  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Aiso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4456)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  A.  Snyder ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4457)  granting  a  pension  to  Washington 
Roy  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4458)  for  the  relief  of  James  A.  Adams;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

By  Mr.  COCHRAN  of  Missouri:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4459)  for  the 
relief  of  the  United  States  Bank  of  St,  Louis,  Mo. ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4460)  granting  a  i)ension  to  Charles  Hanne- 
man ;  to  the  Committee  on  Peu.slons. 

By  Mr.  DEMPSEY:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4461  >  granting  a  pension 
to  Lettle  E  Deyo ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

By  Mr.  F1TZ<IERALD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4462)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Eliza»)eth  Brown  :  to  the  Committee  on  Pennons. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4463)  granting  a  pension  to  Celestle  R. 
Leon;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FRENCH:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4464)  for  the  relief  of  the 
estate  of  Lafayette  Keene  (Wade  Keene,  executor)  ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means, 

By  Mr.  HESS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4465)  grunting  a  pension  to 
Charles  E.  Rldenour;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4466)  granting  a  p»'nslon  to  Louis  Rue- 
busch ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4467)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Maggie  Mever ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr,  HUDSPETH:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4468)  gntnting  a  pension 
to  Concepcion  Roybal :  to  the  Coramltte  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4469)  for  the  relief  of  Second  Lieut,  Burgo 
D   Gill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims, 

By  Mr    KELLY:  A  blU  (H.  R.  4470)  granting  an  Increase  of 
pen«*ion  to  S,  Bell  Leader ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4471)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Ella  E  Murrav ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  biir(H,  R.  4472)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Agnes  G  Overholt;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4473)  granting  a  pension  to  Nellie  Julia 
Ellen  Snyder ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Also  a  bill  (H,  R.  4474)  crantlng  a  pension  to  Ella  M.  Butter- 
field ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  KENDALL  of  Pennsylvania:  A  bill  (H,  R.  4475) 
granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Henrietta  McNutt;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions,  ». 

By  Mr  MILLIGAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4476)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Sallle  R.  Bryant;  to  the  (^ommlttee  on  Invalid 

Pensions.  *  •       «.^ 

ALSO  a  bin  (H.  R.  4477)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Lucinda  J.  Rav :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

\lso  a  bill  Vh.  R.  4478)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  K   Baynes;  to  the  Commltti-e  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also  a  blil  (H.  R.  4479)  grantiug  a  pension  to  Martha  B. 
G(K)dwln  and  her  dependent  daughter,  Eilna  E.  Goodwin;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4480)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  E.  Elliott  and  a  pen.nion  to  her  dependent  son.  Earl 
Elliott :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4481)  granting  a  pension  to  Anderson  T. 
Re<l<l)ne-  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr  ROWBOTTO.M  :  A  bill  (H.  H.  4482)  giantlng  a  pen- 
sion to  Ernest  KilUan  ;  to  the  Committee  <.n  Pensions, 

ALSO  a  bin  (H.  R.  4483)  granting  an  Increase  of  r»ensioii  to 
Ellen  S    Epi>erson :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

ALSO  *a  bill  (H.  R.  44H4)  granting  a  pension  to  Birdla  Alice 
Townsiey  •  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ALSO  a 'bill  (H,  R.  4485)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  E   Small ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also  a  bin  (H.  R,  44.S«)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Lucinda  Hall :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Ab^o  a  bill  (H.  R.  4487)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Eliza  iaeo;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions, 

Also,  a  bUl  (H,  R,  4488)  granting  an  lncr«ise  of  pension  to 
Maria  Berry ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

Also  a  bUl  (H.  R.  4489)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Emily  F,  WaU ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Penslona. 


Also,  a  bill  (H,  R.  4490)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Ora  S.  Wray ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R,  4491)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mena  Ebricht ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H,  R.  4492)  granting  an  increase  of  i^enslon  to 
Carrie  McCoy;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  Mil  (H,  R.  4493)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
HestOT  A.  John  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SANDERS  of  New  York:  A  bill  (H.  R,  4494)  granting 
an  Increase  of  pension  to  Margaretta  Pelton ;  to  the  Committee 
on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4495)  granting  an  Increase  of  i>enslon  to 
Mallnda  J.  Strayllne ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4496)  granting  a  paislon 
to  Ora  Emma  King  :  to  the  Committee  mi  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  UNDERWOOD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4497)  granting:  a  pen- 
sion to  Mary  C.  Storer ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4498)  granting  an  increase  of  iienaion  to 
Mary  A.  Shei>lierd  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  pensions. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII.  petitions  and  i)apers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

713.  By  Mr.  FULLER:  Petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Newton 
and  Sprlngdale,  Ark.,  favoring  Increase  of  pension  to  Civil  War 
soldiers  and  their  widows;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pen- 
sions, ,  ,         «    ^     „  ^ 

714.  By  Mr.  0'fX>NNELL  of  New  York:  Petition  of  the  Bot- 
tlers Service  Club,  of  New  York,  opposing  an  Increased  tariff  on 
sugar;  to  the  CommUtee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

715  By  Mr.  ROWBOTTOM :  Petition  of  Mrs.  J.  L.  Crabb  and 
others  of  New  Harmony,  Ind„  that  legislation  be  ena<ned  Into 
law  at  this  session  of  Congress  for  the  relief  of  needy  vetenina 
of  the  Civil  War  and  the  aged  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  C<»m- 
mlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

716  Also,  petition  of  John  E,  Pecklnpaugh  and  others,  of 
Rockport,  Ind..  that  Congress  enact  Into  law  at  this  session 
legislation  for  the  reUef  of  the  needy  veterans  of  the  Chil  War 
and  the  aged  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions, 

717,  Also,  petition  of  Laura  E,  Critchfleld  and  others,  of  Gib- 
son County,  Ind..  that  Congress  enact  Into  law  at  this  session  of 
C<»ngre8s  Illation  for  the  relief  of  needy  Union  vetei-aua  of 
the  Civil  War  and  the  aged  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

718,  Also,  petition  of  Emnui  Stephenson  and  others,  of  Bloom- 
Ingtoii,  Ind.,  that  C:!ongress  enact  into  law  legislation  for  the 
relief  of  needy  Union  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  the  aged 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

719  Also,  petition  of  Ethel  Mason  and  others,  of  the  State 
of  Indiana,  that  Congress  enact  Into  law  legislation  for  relief 
of  needy  Union  veterans  <rf  the  ClvU  War  and  the  aged  widows 
of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

720  Also,  petition  of  Iva  Davis  and  others,  of  Wlnslow,  Ind., 
that  legislation  be  enacteil  lnU>  law  at  this  session  of  Congress 
for  the  relief  of  needy  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  the  aged 
widows  of  veteraas ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


SENATE 

Tuesday,  October  1,  1929 

{LcffUiative  day  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  reassembled  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 

Mr,  WAGNER  olitalued  the  floor, 

Mr,  JONES.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temitore.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  frtmi  Washington V 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  yield. 

Mr  JONES.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  legislative  derk  called  the  roU.  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Asburst 

Barkley 

BloKltam 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Capper 

Caraway 

CoDoally 

Cousena 


Cutting 
Dale 
Deneen 
EHU 

sssr 

Fletcher 
G<K)rge 
aillett 
Ulaaa 

GlCQB 

Ooff 

UMUd 


Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hastinsa 

Hawea 

Haydeo 

Hebert 

Heflln 

UoweU 

Jobnaon 

Keu 


Keiidrick 

Keyes 

La  KoUette 

McKellar 

McMaater 

M«tcalf 

Moties 

Norrlg 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Pattereon 

Phipfw 


Ml-. 


■-h-'i 
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PtM 

plttBUkn 
K«t>0  .    ^ 

RoHnaon.  ImI. 
Bchnll 
Bl)«ptMird 

Mr.    FESS. 
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BoDOot 
Stelwer 

Swanaon 
TboouM,  Idabo 


TrmmmfU 

TydiDSi 

Vandenberg 

Waner 

Walcott 


Walsh.  MaM. 
Walah,  MoBt. 
WanvB 
Waterman 
WatMHi 


^.     ......     My   coHeague    [Mr.   Bubtos]    ts   rtlll   detained 

from  the  Chaint»er  oo  acconnt  of  iUne«.  I  would  Uke  to  have 
thla  ammuncement  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr  McMASTEB.  I  desire  to  announce  taat  my  eotteague  the 
^or^wVi^^  sooth  Dakota  [Mr.  Noi«=cKl  te  -teent  on 
^nt  oMUm^    I  a«k  that  thte  announcement  may  stand  for 

**1i?*HAIA  I  wtah  to  annoonce  that  tl»e  Senator  from  CalJ- 
fomla  I  Mr  ShobwiiwbI,  the  Senator  from  Kansaa  [Mr.  Aix««l. 
S?  thi  iimTor  from  Arkan«.  [Mr.  Bokh80«1  are  detained 

"^^IS^m^l^^  to  announee  that  the  following  Sena- 
toil^iW  eniaied  In  a  heartng  before  the  <>minlttee  on^cul- 
tSrJ  and  FwStry:  Mr.  MoNa«t.  <*«*™^ -^.^"i^™  S' 
HATTittD.  Mr.  SiirrH.  Mr.  Rakswxl.  Mr.  \^Hnaxa,  and  Mr. 

'1i""^Hi*l!*'Twiah  to  announce  that  my  eoltea^e  the 
JKr  Senator  fro.  Mlnne-ota  [Mr^  8HiF«iiii»]  la  ^  d^ 
S[S«1  from  the  Senate  oo  account  of  lUne«u  I  a«k  that  thla 
annotiocement  may  stand  for  the  day.  a^^tarm  have 

TtM«  PRB8IDBNT  pro  tempore.     Seventy-flre  Senator*  hare 
answered  to  their  names.     A  quorum  Is  present. 

CBIMB  IH  TH»  WSTttlCT  OT  OOCmiBIA 

Mr.  BLBA8E.    Mr.  Prerident 

The  PRESIDKNT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  submit  two  newspaper  trtldes 
from'  this  moraines  Washington  Post,  and  ask  to  have  them 
nrlntwl  lu  the  Riwoao  In  connection  with  some  rwnarks  made 
by  lue  un  September  23,  page  3856.  CoNGHMioN^jLjtocoaa 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  It  is  so 

ordered. 

The  articles  referred  to  are  as  follows: 

[From  ib9  Wart>lii«toii  Poat,  October  1.  19W1 

8iz  MSN  iwwcrw  OS  Mnsou  Covtm—Auammm  to  Ftcw  TSial  »om 

McaosB  o»  PoucaiiAjr  Arrsa  Bosasw— THmsa  Chihbbb  Acctssd 

Berva  penioni  w»r*  ladfcted  on  mnrder  charge*  yerterday  by  the  D»»- 

trtct  of  Colombia  graod  Jary.  ^     ^^  _^     -*  t>wi<.^ 

Alfred  8.  Aldrldge.  eolowd.  waa  Indicted  for  the  murder  of  Police- 
man Harry  J.  McDonald.  „,«,._ 

Lee  Din.  allaa  Frank  I/ee :  Lea  Soon,  alias  Lee  8o«y,  aliM  Lee  Foo. 
allaa  Jamea  Lee;  Lea  Cwn  Blnf  and  t«e  roy  wtn  Indicted  fbr  the 
murder  of  Lee  K»nf .  a  Chinese, 

bcheoa  White,  colored,  was  Indicted  on  a  charge  of  mnrderlng 
Rdward  Hall,  also  colored,  last  July  14  at  s  bo»e  on  Twenty-fonrth 
Street  XK  ^ 

A  second-degree  murder  Indictment  waa  retnmed  against  May  E. 
MlddMon,  colored.  In  connection  with  the  alaylng  of  Joaeph  MMdleton. 
who  In  aald  I©  have  died  from  tba  effecta  of  knife  wounda. 

CBinctiiM  IS  iLKSwaaso 

In  returning  the  Indictment  In  the  King  case  the  United  States  attor- 
Bey>  o«ce  answered  criticism  directed  at  It  by  Senator  Coca  Buasb 
(Democrat)  Sooth  CaroUna,  who  diarged  that  the  case  had  been  pre- 
saotcir  t«  the  grand  Jury  last  July,  but  that  no  Indictment  had  been 
returned.  ItoTer.  In  a  statement,  declared  that  the  grand  Jury  had 
made  a  apecUl  report  to  tha  cmaa  and  that  tha  IndlctaeiU  wooW  be 
returned  as  early  as  practicable.  _^^_ 

The  grand  Jnry  which  c«na»dered  the  eaae  went  oat  of  oOee  yesterday, 
and  the  fact  that  the  Indletment  was  returned  la  probata  due  to  the 
reason  that  If  U  had  not  been  retanwd  the  new  grand  Jury  would  hare 
been  forced  to  take  up  the  case. 


i 


OCTOBEB    1 


[From  the  Washington  Post,  Octol>er  1,  19»1 
•nnT  or  OBAWO  Joar'a  Rsrorr  m  McPhkbhom  I  xvbstioatioh 

The  text  of  the  grand  Jnry'a  report  foltows : 

-  Whereas  the  July  grand  Jnry  haa  completed  an  In^eatlgatlon  Into 
the  death  of  one  VirKlni.  Mcl^herson  and  haa  submitted  Its  Sndlngs  to 
this  honorable  court ;  and 

"  Whereas  such  grand  Jury.  In  Its  inveatlgatlon.  has  become  convlnewl 
that  certain  matters  In  connection  therewith  shoold  come  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  court,  the  following  resolutions  were  adopted  by  said  Jury  on 
Beptrmber  90.  IMS :  Be  It 

"Xcaotrad.  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  grand  Jury  for  the  Dtetrtct  of  Cohm- 
bta  for  the  Jaly  aeaalon,  1929.  that  the  InTeadgatloa  Into  the  eoo- 
dltions  •urroandlng  the  death  of  one  Virginia  MePheraoa  was  haadlad 
In  a  most  IncActent  and  unbuslnsaslike  manner  by  those  In  charge,  the 
detective  boteaa  of  the  MetropetttsB  police  departiaent.  In  that: 


"1  -ihat  the  coroner-i  Investigation  Into  the  death  of  Virginia 
McPher^n  was  held  merely  as  a  matter  of  form  and  ImporUnt  wit- 
neMes  uho  were  summoned  to  said  inquest  were  not  given  an  oppor- 
tunity IB  present  their  testimony. 

"2  That  following  the  coroner's  inquest  certa.n  ,rep"eentatlons 
were  m  ide  to  the  office  of  the  United  States  attorney  Indicating  that 
there  night  po«ribly  have  been  a  crime  committed,  therrapon  a  repre- 
sentathrof^mld  United  State,  attorney,  office  visited  t^*  "^^"^^f 
death  vlth  tho«j  making  the  representations  and  Is  ""P^^**^  **».  ^* 
expressed  as  his  opinion  there  might  have  been  a  crime  ^"^'"^  •  ™« 
the  united  State,  attorneys  office  acceding  to  the  ^^'l^'J^l^^' ^ 
tog  the  repreaentatlons.  then  ordered  a  police  guard  Pifced  »*  »»»«  ^ 
of  the    leath  to  prerent  the  removal  or  disturbance  of  «^lf  «T  ^"  *^! 

trene:   that  -ald'^guard.  without  the  ^o-»r*««  «'  ^.^'^^f  t^U^ltS 
the  caie    was.   with    the   permission    and    the   direction   of   the   United 
S^t^TattoTneys   office   reeved,  and   permission    «»-;/L,,^toro 
Kelly  11  charge  of  the  homicide  s^-d  for  the  removal  «'^«t"j";"JJ 
certain  evidence  before  It  was  posrible  to  have  completed  a  thorough 

•"-TJSTnpon  the  opening  of  the  Investigation  brfore  the  grand 
Jury  o.  TueadaTseptember  24. 1929.  several  members  of  the  United  8t.t«^ 
SZ™^ro««  were  present  In  the  grand  Jury  room  In  an  attempt  to 
'o^^tel^IS:  r^rt  of  the  proceedings;  «d  -P-^^" ^01  ^J 

EsM-wit^iT  riLr..-.r  ^-r  r^^^ 
s£^^r  .5^:  Tt  --  s%-.rr^4HcEr^ 

natur,,  and  especlaUy  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  •^**»«*  ^'^^"^ 
w^tnes  was  being  recorded  without  recording  the  «l»«'"onspropounded 
S^^ted  Sates  district  attorney,  objection  to  the  procedure  was 
made  ind  the  Uklng  of  stenographic  notes  dlscontlrued. 
~M  ?Sat  tn  conn'ection  with  thi.  investigation  t^-e  w-  prese^^ 
to  tb.  Jury  such  widely  divergent  ■'^'^<^'^' ^^^Z^'.'^lX,':^^. 
depanment  a.  to  condition,  at  the  m^  of  d«ith  »' J''^°**  'J^^^^, 
sorai  to  indicate  to  the  Jury  there  was  a  moat  cursory  and  lnad.H,uate 
invest  gatlon  conducted  at  the  time  the  body  waa  found. 

"6.  That  evidence  which  proved  of  vital  ^^P^'^ance  to  th-  Jury  in 
arrivlig  at  It.  verdict  was  not  produced  through  the  efforts  of  tne 
^^  bureau  nor  were  the  witnesses  giving  '-^X'^'l'"^'^,^:^, 
vleweil  by  Investigators  attnched  to  said  bureau,  •lt|>*>"K*'  •~^^J^^°«^' 
;^%ailly  available  had  an  effort  been  made  *«  '"^^^^ J^'-.^.j,, 
"«.  A.  witnesses  before  said  grand  Jury.  I-'PT^^''^^  "»"  ^-^^i^'^n 
in  chirge  of  the  detective  bureau,  and  DetecUve  Lieut.  «<>  Kelly.  In 
iiarj'^  S.e  bomldde  «,uad,  did  under  oath  attempt  to  ">«^d  \he 
jt^^D  regard  to  physical  facts  and  their  statements  were  sut-equently 
Cr^veSX  other\rttne«ses  and  by  member,  of  the  Jury  tbe'n.elv^.- 

7  •Ct  from  sworn  testimony  of  witnesses  In  t****^^*"^*"*  "J 
from  Se  attitude  of  other  witnesses  before  It.  the  grand  Jury  firmly 
iTlSvrttlt  iaclata  of  the  detective  bureau  Indicated  to  such  wltnesse. 
what  they  should  testify  and  what  they  tfwuld  forget. 

"8  rit  Inspector  Shelby  on  the  witness  stand  r.l«d  hla  fls  In 
r.«  iiHl  shouteT'Thls  grand  Jury  should  Indict  that  man  and  that 
damnlb^e  ^m^for  perju'^ndlcatlng  to  the  Jury  that  the  teat.mony 
of  th,  we  two  wltneMe.  had  been  divulged  to  him. 

-l^VeS  That  the  grand  Jury  request  this  honorable  co^rt  o  ran.- 
mlt  t  rthe  mkjor  and  sup<rlntendent  of  police  and  to  the  Commlaaloner. 
^t  ^^cTof  Coln-Tbla  Its  recommendation  that  Inspector  She  by 
Hud  lieutenant  Kelly  be  relieved  of  aU  duty  In  conaectlou  with  the 
^L  A  b^n  undl  their  activities  In  thl.  case  have  beenjnvestl- 
*t^  Vy  Se  proper  tribunal   to  determine  what.   If  any.  di^Hplinary 

''^VaJS^iruSTrecommendation  of  this  bo<iy  that  in  future  hear- 
ln«V^ti»e  grand  Jury.  witne«es.  representatives  of  the  press,  and 
oX.rb;  e,cl«d^  from  the  anteroom  adjacent  to  the  grand  Jury  room 
"  c.oto«d.  That  this  report  be  made  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  he 
Dlsti  let  of  Columbia  and  that  a  copy  be  placed  in  the  minutes  of  the 
nan  I  Jury  to  become  a  part  thereof  as  a  permanent  record. 

*  Foreman  of  the  Grand  Jury." 


l4r  BLEASE.  It  seems  that  North  Carolina  and  South 
nar»Una  were  forced  to  come  to  the  rescue  of  the  people  of  tbe 
IMS  rlct  of  Columbia  to  get  any  action  from  the  district  attor- 
ney "office  and  the  grand  Jury  of  the  District  in  regard  to  two 

ver    heinous  crimes.  .    ,.         ,,.        , 

I  have  nothing  to  say,  Mr.  President,  as  to  the  guUt  or  inno- 
cent e  of  any  person  connected  with  either  case.  I  have  prac- 
tio*.  1  In  the  criminal  courts  too  many  years  to  condemn  before 
a  ft  Ir  and  Impartial  trial  has  been  held,  and  I  love  too  well  the 
old  doctrine  of  justice  that  "  all  men  are  presumed  to  be  inno- 
cm  Snm  provi  guUty  " ;  but  I  do  congratulate  the  ver>  dta- 
S  uSSd  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  OvbimanI  for  hla 
pat  In  tlie  InvestlgaUon  of  the  McPherson  case  cmd  on  forcing 
Ke  district  attorney's  oiBce  to  take  acUon. 
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Speaking  for  South  Carolina,  she  Is  not  through  yet;  and  I 
am  very  proud  that  my  remarks  of  the  other  day  have  brourfit 
results.  Had  the  representatives  of  North  and  South  Carolina 
not  spoken,  what  would  have  been  the  result? 

One  newspaper  article  states : 

The  grand  Jury  which  considered  the  case  went  out  of  office  yester- 
day, and  the  fact  that  the  Indictment  waa  returned  la  probably  due 
to  the  reason  that  if  it  had  not  been  returned  the  new  grand  Jury 
would  have  been  forced  to  take  op  t'je  case. 

I  presume,  therefore,  Mr.  President,  that  if  the  old  grand 
jury  had  been  going  to  remain  on  duty  there  never  would  have 
been  any  action  taken  In  the  Lee  case;  but  the  district  attor- 
nt  y's  oflBc-e,  in  view  of  the  McPherson  case,  fearing  what  may 
be  coniiiiK  to  them,  thought  they  had  best  uncover  the  secret 
"  special  report "  spoken  of  by  District  Attorney  Rover.  How- 
ever, whatever  may  have  been  the  cause,  we  are  glad  that  we 
have  forced  them  to  show  their  hand  in  both  these  cases  and 
hope  that  those  higher  up,  including  Mr.  Hoover,  will  punish 
tho»e  who  attetupted  to  conceal  evidence  and  th«r  endeavors 
to  shield  crime. 

PmnON — PROPOSED    FEDERAL    DEPABTinWT    OF    KDUCATIOW 

Mr.  CAPPER  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of 
Wichita.  Kans.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislatl(m  creating 
a  Federal  department  of  education,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Eklucatlon  and  Labor. 

BaXS   INTBODUCKD 

Bills  were  Intrtnluced.  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
con&ent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

Mr.  SWANSON.  I  intnxluce  a  bill  for  the  improvement  of 
Government-owned  land  at  Wakefield,  the  birthplace  of  George 
Washington,  and  I  ask  that  It  may  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Library. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  bill  will  be  received 
and  referred. 

By  Mr.  SWANSON: 

A  bill  (S.  1784)  appropriating  money  for  Improvements  upon 
the  Government -owned  land  at  Wakefield,  Westmoreland 
County.  Va.,  the  birthplace  of  George  Washington ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Library. 

By  Mr.  WHEELER: 

A  bill  (S.  1786)  providing  for  the  c(»8tructl(»  of  roads  on 
the  Blackfeet  Indian  Reservation  In  the  State  of  Montana;  to 
the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  DALE:  ,  ^   _, 

A  bill  (S.  1786)  granting  a  pension  to  Lydla  L.  Gardner 
(with  accompanying  pai>er8)  ;  ,     ^      ^  ^ 

A  bill   (8.  1787)  Rrauting  a  pension  to  Francis  Landry;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1788)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Emma  G. 
Christie  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pen-sions. 

By  Mr.  CAPPER: 

A  bill  (S.  1789)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Sarah 
Brewer    (with    accompanying   papers)  ;    to   the   Committee   on 

A  bill  (S.  1790)   for  the  relief  of  John  Hamilton    (with  ac- 
companying papers)  :  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
Bv  Mr.  8HORTKIDGE :  .  ^^     ,       „ 

a"  bill  (S.  1791)  to  authorize  the  presentation  to  Charles  H. 
Mann  of  a  distinguished-service  medal;  to  the  Committee  on 

Military  Affairs.  ,  .   .        ^     -  .ui 

A  bill  (S  1792)  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  an  addi- 
tional district  judge  for  the  southern  district  of  California ;  to 
the  C«mimlttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

BURIAL  IN  ETBOPK  OT  WORLD  WAR  80LDIEM  FBOM   NORTH  CABOUKA 

fMr  SIMMONS  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  llBXXJBD  a  list  prepared  by  the  Quartermaster  General  of 
soldiers  of  the  World  War  from  North  Carolfaia  who  are  burled 
In  cemeteries  In  Europe,  which  was  printed  in  the  Rejcobo  of 
April  19,  1925),  page  186.] 

REVISION   or  THE  TARXFT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H  R  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 

other  purposes.  ^ 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagwix],  I  ask  to 
have  printed  In  the  Conobbssiowal  Beocmd  a  brief  statement 
recenUy  l.ssued  by  the  United  States  Sugar  A.ssoclatlon  enUtled 
"The  Flexible  Tariff  and  the  Cost  of  Sugar."  The  statement 
alleges  that  the  faUure  of  the  President  to  reduce  the  duty  on 
sugar  as  recommended  to  liim  In  1924  by  tbe  United  States 


Tariff  Commission  under  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  law, 
has  cost  the  consumers  of  the  country  approximately  $76,000,000 
a  year. 

The  PRESIDEINT  pro  tempore.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordered. 
The  statement  referred  to  Is  as  follows : 

Thi  Ujjmjo  Statbb  Scqah  Associatioh, 

mt  Kational  Prttt  BmUdinff. 

TBI    n.XXIBI/S   TAKirr    AND   TBI    COST   OF  PUOAB 

The  nonappllcation  of  the  flexible  provision,  when  In  1924  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission  recommended  to  Preaident  Coolldge  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  Cuban  sugar  from  1.76  cents  per  pound  to  l.!U 
cents  per  pound,  has  cost  the  consumers  of  the  country  approximately 
175,000,000  a  year,  according  to  tbe  commission's  own  statistics. 

High  hopes  were  entertained.  tMck  in  1922.  that  the  so-called  flexlbto 
provision  of  the  Fordney  Tariff  Act  would  bring  to  pass  an  era  of 
scientific  Urlff  making.  It  waa  balled  by  friend  aa  an  epochal  step 
forward,  and  accepted  by  foe  with  soma  reaervatlona. 

It  is  of  record  tbat  the  OKMt  notable  case  arising  under  tbis  provistoa 
concerned  the  effort  to  procure  a  reduction  la  the  tariff  on  sugar.  Thla 
case  was  watched  wicb  unabated  Interest  from  Its  inception  and  eemad 
a  reputation  as  a  "  national  scandal." 

Tbe  United  SUtca  Tariff  Conuaiaslon  spent  2%  years  on  Its  Inves- 
tigation. It  was  a  searching  inquiry;  every  part  of  tbe  industry 
obtained  a  bearing;  every  fact  was  ran  to  Its  lair.  Wben  completed 
tbe  Tariff  Commission  recommended  that  a  rate  of  1.23  cents  would 
give  the  domestic  producers  every  measure  of  protection,  and  recom- 
mended to  tbe  Preaident  that  tie  reduce  tbe  rate  from  1.76  cents  to  l.tS 
cents  per  pound.  A  minority  report  recommended  a  rate  of  l.SO  ceata. 
These  Agures  wers  sustained  by  tbe  Bureau  of  Economiea.  whose  report 
statea  that  a  rate  between  1.25  cents  and  1.50  cents  per  pound  would 
be  a  Just  rate. 

Unfortunately  thla  recommendation  of  tbe  Tariff  Commission  cam« 
daring  a  political  campaign,  and  tbe  President,  it  is  said,  tliought  it 
inexpedient  to  adopt  it  and  put  It  In  effect. 

The  Tariff  Commission  stated  In  Ita  report  that  "  tl»e  cost  to  the 
country  of  retaining  the  rate  of  1.76  cents  per  pound  as  against  the 
establishment  of  a  rate  of  1.23  cents  per  pound  is  approximately 
J75.000,000." 

Now  tariff  experts  have  demonstrated  that  the  rate  on  sugar  In  tb« 
Hnwiey  bill  will  increase  tbe  burden  on  the  American  pocketbook  some 
$150,000,(K)0  per  annum. 

Mr.  ODDIE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Will  the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  for  a 
moment.  In  order  that  I  may  have  a  letter  read  and  placed  in 
the  Record? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  yieid  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  ODI>IE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  letter  which  I 
said  to  the  desk,  from  the  Growers  Tariff  League  of  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  together  with  the  names  of  the  ofilcers  and 
directors  and  their  business  occupations,  be  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  clerk 
will  read,  as  requested. 

The  CJhlef  Clwk  proceeded  to  read  as  follows : 

(By  air  mall) 

Obowus  Tariff  LaAoui, 
SIM  Baeramento  Street,  Ban  FrancUeo,  Beptember  t$,  mt. 

T.  C.  Tucker,  chairman ;  B.  8.  Allen,  secretary.  Directors :  J.  H. 
Bergtholdt,  secretary-manager  The  Sllva-Bergtholdt  Co..  Newcastle; 
C.  I>.  Cavallaro,  president  California  Prune  *  Apricot  Growera  Asso- 
ciation, San  Jose ;  Boy  Hagen,  secretary -manager  California  Cattlemen's 
Association,  San  Francisco;  C.  D.  Hamilton,  president  California 
Almond  Growers  Exchange,  Banning;  Fred  J.  Hart,  managing  editor 
Farm  Bureau  Monthly — ^Badlo  KQW.  San  Jose;  John  Lawler,  general 
manager  Poultry  Producers  of  Central  Callfomla,  San  Francisco ;  John 
B.  Pickett,  editor  Pacific  Rural  Press,  San  Francisco ;  Miles  Standlsh, 
pear  groww,  San  Frandaco ;  Frank  Swett.  president-manager  Cali- 
fornia Pear  Growers  Association,  San  Francisco;  W.  P.  Wing,  secre- 
tary-manager California  Wool  Growers  Association,  San  Francisco; 
T.  C.  Tucker,  chairman,  San  Francisco. 

Mr  ODDIE.  Mr.  Prertdent,  my  attention  has  just  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Rm>l  on  yesterday  placed  a  similar  letter  in  the  Record,  but 
I  will  ask  that  thla  letter  be  printed  In  the  Record  to-day. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordered. 

The  letter  Is  as  follows : 

Hon.  TAsaaa  Odoib, 

BenaU  Ol/Use  BmUdimo,  Wathinoton,  D.  O. 
DBAS  SBMAioa  OOMS:  The  Growers  Tariff  League  baa  watched  with 
keen  latenat  and  soma  anxiety  the  progress  of  the  administrative  fea- 
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1«w  of  the  tmrl«  bin  •.  tt  hM  ttiunj  «n«rf^  on  th«  ftoor  •<  til* 
Trl  th*  rrry  .tart  the  ^^V»  b..  fit  that  ^''^J^ISV,'*^  i^^ 

nn.nr*  Commlf t**.   Ui  of  tT«D*ml«u.   Importance   to  "^j^^^^ 
Wipjo   ron...tenfIy    and   eonmntly   tat.    ptr^t^   tb.   «>««^.2h^ 
i;r„.«  and  tb.%arloa.  «.rb.t,„,  coouDodltr  ^roop.  wjth  wb^b  It 
Mh./.  rio-r  aaKTiAtloD  that  a«rt«iltiir.  want,  only  a   *»^  '"i"'^ 

tbf  »..  in  o..r  o,,«n.on.  a  .oi.n.1  dortrln...  and  ona  ^^l'^^^*  ^1^^ 

w«  ■f*  »«^y  "••Mil  liitwKrtM»  In  tto#  ll«n'»»  '^"•••^  .   .  .^4.. 

vitt  b.  ao«ii<l  .«»iMHii»#iUlf  iiwl  0m0^m^  in  •«^«*"'  ^r,  JJ. ,"•!; 
Witli  •  rtaar  B9pr*c\Mtkm  .<  tba  fwt  »*«t  w.  mm  »* J»«w  'TJ-^ 
•^<«p(  a  f-ltt#«.,ii  aa  to  aUad  fof  an  t»ef«Ma  Hi  mU«  w»«  ^St!. 
by  ,hr  fan.,  b-rad-a  It  niMC  wofb  both  WM«.  Wa  art  «l"»«rrW  to 
ub.  tW.  rt-i  b^a...  or  o.f  balW  that  .  P'^Wblthj.  Uri«  o«t  of 
lln*  with  ar-o^ml*  f«Mlttk»a  laiMla  t»  »*'J*rj.,'*'^  *"  *!!J!!: 
famer.  aod  eouaqiiMtly  la  a  tbrwit  to   all   lafttlmata  r«t««  baeaoaa 

of  th«  dl«cont<»nt  aroiuwd.  _.„^_  ,...^. 

Alao  we  do  not  beliara  tbat  artlAdal  aopport  bryood  "l^*^  »^ 
to  tba  baneflt  of  any  t»du^ry.  WItb  our  aupertor  P'^f'J-  "-J 
thorouffcly  A-erlcan  nnrtboda  of  aanltation.  pack««lnf.  and  "»- ^« 
are  quit.  «,rt  that  w  can  take  ear*  of  «'•*«'«  ^^  ^^^ 
«.rket  If  we  aw  ftwn  that  dlfferenea  In  tha  tiurlff  b«tw«B  the  coat 
•f  prodartlon  here  and  tha  Km  eo«  of  the  eompetto.  ^V^^^ 
Wor  thew  reMona  we  f^apeetfoHy  or«e  yoa  to  aae  yoar  taflocnea  and 

to  Tote  to  pr«w«rTe  tha  ae«lhte  eUoae  of  the  P«f|r«.**'2.!*w '^  ,,r*^u 
Aa«irto«  yoa  of  ow  apprecUtkm  of  your  cfforta  In  behalf  of  a«ri«l- 
tare,  and  with  beat  wlahea,  I  am, 

very  truly  yo«rm  __  ^  ^^^^^  ^^^_ 
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a«ftlMt  women  working  In  factories  during  certain  hoars 
night 


In  Ihe  MwmNe  to  the  mearore  it  waa  rtated  thmt  the  legits 


Mr   WAQNSR    Mr.  President,  I  riae  to  dlscnsa,  for  not  too 
long  *•  time.  I  hope,   the  WMraUed   flexible  provislona  of  the 

"^TTb^rM^J^bdivlaion  of  the  committee  amendment  aa  modified 
by  the  Stnator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootJ  authorises  the  President 
to  dSmie  the  dasaiflcaUon  of  any  product  and  to  InCTtase  ot 
decreaaethe  rate  of  duty  of  any  ci.mmodity  not  on  the  five  liat 
iSeWond  KibdlTlslon  authorizes  the  President  to  change  the 
basis  of  valuation.  Such  a  delegation  of  lawmaJtlng  powers 
♦«  .n  R^ecutiTe  is.  to  my  mind,  unconstitutional,  in  that  It 
Jjoi^efSTveS  Sst  seSlon  of  the  first  article  of  the  Conjrtl- 
Stl^n  whl^  T^ts  in  Congress,  and  solelyin  Congress,  all  legis- 
JThvp  rJw^  The  laying  of  duties  is  a  legisUtive  power  and  1b 
i  ^^ZTlly  dVflned  l?*aecUon  8.  Article  I.  ofthe  ConsUtutlon. 
i^dri^s  myself  first  to  this  argument,  because  In  the  dla- 
«Msi«M  which  haTe  preceded  mine,  and  In  the  presidential  an- 
SSS^»eX  It  aeems  to  have  been  taken  for  granted  that  the 
SJ^ti^Xaity  of  these  provisions  1.  no  longer  open  to  ehal- 

Ifence      Tluit  I  deny. 

Aft#r  fnU  deliberation  and  the  closest  study  of  the  Bamp- 
tnn  «ri  (J  W  Hampton  &  Co.  r.  U.  8.,  276  U.  S.  894).  I  am 
!2;,,??o  isert  with  confidence  that  the  flexible  tariff  provi- 
IZ  does  not  meet  the  primary  requirement  of  constitutionality 

Thi^aSaoton  cmse.  in  which  the  Supreme  Court  sustained 
♦hi  «!.*lhle  MtJvlaioQa  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  was,  like  every 
2Se?  ^t^W^bef ore  that  tribumd,  decided  on  the  basis  of 
STfa^  before  the  court.  It  U  not  at  aU  an  uncommon  event 
w  I  «J»rt  to  come  to  a  contrary  decision  with  respect  to  con- 
Si'tuuXlti^^  a  different  set  of  facts  is  brought  to  its 

attention. 

«iirht  here  I  summon  aa  my  witness  on  the  point  I  am  attempt- 

inf£  mak?a  «»-the  State  of  New  York  r.  Charles  Schwein- 

Sfi^m4NYrS5)-withintht>  State  of  New  York.    About 

M  veSTago  theLegiaUture  of  New  York  passed  an  act  prohiblt- 

Tn/^eTfrom  working  In  factories  during  certain  hou«of 

V^  ni«ht     The  constitutionaUty  of  that  law  was  chaUenged; 

t  w^f  to  tSe  h^  court  of  the  State,  and  was  there  held 

to  ^unconstitutional  as  Interfering   with   women s  right   to 

«,ntirt  wd  interfering  with  their  Uberty  a«  guaranteedto 

rbe^wOtution  of  the  United  States     About  16  years  ttere- 

after  a^mrolssloo  was  appointed  to  luTwtigate  ftjctory  con<M^ 

tioni  fn  The  State  of  New  York.    I  had  the  Tery  high  honor  of 

b«ina  <*alrman  of  that  commission.  ^  .         , 

jEfa  resuH  of  Its  taiTestigation  the  «»*»»«»«^  "''J'SJ'il; 

t«rv  conditions  under  which  women  were  compelled  to  wort  to 

factories  at  night  and  the  effect  such  m*OTtaeath^  "IJ"  {he 

health    of    women    were   brought    cleariy    to   poblic   ftttmtion 

Jhri.ugh  the  testimony  addue«Ml  brfore  the  eommtaijoo.    T^ 

•fterl  iBtrodoced  a  bOl  hi  tba  legWature  proTidtaf  a  pwW- 


was  proposed  to  be  enacted  In  order  to  Vre^erxe  the 
neaitii  of  the  women  of  the  State.  The  law  was  enacted :  it  was 
ch^  Lged  u  being  unconstitutional,  and  the  old  William*  ra..e 
WM  c  t?d  a"an  abloluto  precedent  The  lower  c-uurti4  of  course 
to"; ed  the  prior  ruling  and  held  the  law  "J<;2"'hid "^ririTlJ 
went  to  the  Htate  court  of  npi>»'»il'«.  and  I  thf-re  had  «"«  P"^ 
lis  (f  aowartng  as  counM  to  defend  the  ronrtltutlofiallty  of 

d  Us  formw  p«*ltl.m.  b#id  the  •«:<  «'\»r.^*^''"J'','^ 
mwkA  iftaMi  it«  dMclaloti  uoon  thi»  gr<rtK>d  that  tb«*r«»  nna  imn 
'       VtZiioJc^^^n^iii'W  wSch  during  th-  c.maUlrr.JJm 
of  ttiumm\ci  wart  ikH  \mtm*  fha  «NHirt.  namHy   tha    what 
laSura  bad  to  mind  In  iiaaaInK  ttw  a«t  wnm  to  pr«««^« 
.UhTtii  w«««nhnod  of  tUi.  Mtata.  which  wa- a  i..«H«f. 
irti  <if  Htattf  floo«»m,    Th«»  court  of  apl>eali»  h»»ld  that  tha 
Tw  bad  wladprtn-rty  within  U*  iK»wer.  umler  th«  p«liot 
TtlSrStaia.  ri^a?-«!  Its  former  attitude  "I"!"  n«^ '•^['i 
,i4dX  laW  to  be  constitutional.     In  Ita  dec-uacm.  among 
thlnga,  tha  court  said : 
ta  no  rMK>B  why  w.  abotUd  ba  rtltirtaBt  to  give  e««^^/«  'JJ 
lltioiial  taowledfo  apoa  foeh  a  aabjeet  aa  thla  rren   If  It  dW 
T%aka    a    different    view    of     aucb    a     vaaUy     ImporUnt 
*     *     *. 
p,  facts  caU  for  new  declaiona,  and  the  Supreme  Court  of 
nited  SUtes  has  recognized  that  principle.    In  the  ca^  of 
MuiUBr  against  Oregon,  reported  in  Two  hutidred  and  eighth 
Unlt(!d  States  Reports,  page  404,  the  Supreme  Cx>urt  said 

•  !•  •  When  a  question  of  fact  U  debated  and  debatable  and 
the  ^*nt  to  which  a  apecial  constitutional  limitation  goea  la  *ff*ct« 
by  tJe  trfth  to  reapect  to  that  fact,  a  widespread  and  long-continued 
belief  concerning  It  la  worthy  of  conalderation. 

W^  mu.st  be  entirely  clear  as  to  the  determining  principle 
wMch  the  court  pronounced  in  the  Hampton  case.  The  flexible 
provilon^  the  1922  tariff  act  was  in  that  case  approved 
beca  ase  the  court  found : 

Wl*t  the  Pw«ldent  waa  required  to  do  waa  merely  to  execute  tha 
act  it  Congress.  It  was  not  the  making  of  Uw.  He  was  the  mere 
^eai  •<  tlJ  lawiaaWng  department  to  ascertain  and  declare  the  event 
upon  which  tta  expresMd  will  waa  to  take  effect. 

Tie  event  upon  which  presidential  action  could  be  in^ok*^ 

was  the  discovery  that  differences  in  the  cost  of  production  of 

The  aom«ti?ISd  imported  competitive  article  were  not  equal- 

l»Sl  ^d«  the  existing  law.     Congress  had  implicitly  stated 

^ch  dlfferSSs  wuld  be  accurately  computed  and   that 

could  be  made  the  measure  of  an  administrative  adjnst- 

of  rates.    The  Supreme  Conrt  assumed  these  facts  because 

>8  had  asserted  them.    Now.  however,  we  know  that  the 

alleged   facts  are   not   reUable   guides.     We   now   realise   that 

K^gh  the  difference  In  cost  of  production  is  theoreth^lly  a 

SS     it   can    not   be   converted    into    tariff   rates   without    the 

„e  ctee  o?a  vast  and  unlimited  discretion     There  is  now  avad^ 

abk    Uie   record    of   seven    years'    operation,    which    convinces 

S  «d  S  d^uM  that  rates  can  not  sensibly,  can  not  P«««Wy  te 

adniidstratively  measured  by  sole  adherence  to  a  mechanical 

statdard  erected  by  Congress.  p«n«fantW 

III    the    reports    of    the    commission    we    And    a    constantly 

recurring  division  of  opinion.     Repeatedly  certain  membew  of 

SJ^mmission  select  facts   which   leiid  to   a   higher   rate  of 

dutr  than  the  facts  selected  by  certain  other  members  of  the 

commission.     Can  we  draw  any  other  conclusion  than  that  the 

dSerences  which  divide  the  members  of  that  body  or  which 

divide  any  group  of  men  who  may  con.stltute  the  commis- 

are  matters  of  policy,  are  views  respecting  "gh  or  low 

and  that  facts  are  selected  and  data  assembled  which 

ort  such  conclusions?  ,     ^  ....         t  i.   - 

ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  Inserted  at  this  point  a 

of  cases  In   which   the  commission   has  been   divided   on 

Scant  points.  ^,    j.,        ,^  , 

PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 


the  list  Is  as  follows: 

or  CASBS  oa  which  xna  commissiom  has  b»«n  divided  oh 

BlQHtTICAKI    POUTTS 

[Dies  aot   Inelwla   tha   reports  sent    to    the    Preaideat   on   which   do 
^^""  action   haa  been  taken] 

jl_  a.  Taximeters. 

T.  Print  roller*. 
CMbam  warp  kntt  fabcle.  8.  Butter. 

GoU  leaf.  »■  ''*'°  *■  P*** 
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10.  Bwiaa  cbeeaaw 

11.  Bag  ruga. 

12.  Chorries. 

13.  Cast  poltahed  plate  flaaa. 

14.  rota  Malum  permanganata. 
IC.  Milk  and  crram. 


Id.  Flaxaeed. 

17.  Cotton  hosiery. 

IS.  Loga  of  flr,  cte. 

19.  Oranite. 

20.  Llnaeed  oU. 

21.  Straw  bata. 


Mr.  WAONEU.  Mr.  President,  Invariably  the  dlffercncei 
which  destroyed  the  unanimity  of  the  commission  hare  ex- 
preMi'd  theniaelrea  in  a  controremy  over  aome  queatton  of  fact. 
Which  la  the  chief  competing  country?  Where  la  the  prindpal 
miirket?  Are  the  two  Nde<t««l  coramodltlea  comparable? 
Im  the  Infortmitlon  c<»l»ected  reprwwntaflva  of  tha  Indwrtry? 
T1m'»»««  wwe  iHif  th«»  mi'ana  itf  exprcNuing  In  lettlly  oooformabla 
laiigttaga  tha  dealra  to  increaai'  or  (la<Twia«  a  particulaf  duty. 
A  reading  of  thu  ri^»rta  aubraltfwl  by  tha  ef»mnHaaloij  cf»m|»«'la 
flM-  (vitidnMlon  fbut  the  d<*tarmlniition  ot  avery  duty  proct»da, 
•lid  nwoaaarJIy  ao,  from  a  dHarmlmrtlon  of  ptdlcf,  ■  dotarrolno- 
tloit  which  baa  In  all  tha  hlatory  of  raprMonUtlr*  gwemniant 
been  called  leglalation. 

The  I*re«rtdent  baa  written  only  two  opinions  to  my  knowl- 
edge, which  reveal  the  manner  of  the  proaldentlal  mind  in 
ctmilng  to  a  condualon  under  the  flexible  prorlalons  of  the 
tariff.  The  more  Interesting  of  the  two  la  the  opinion  on 
sugar.  Three  members  of  the  commission  had  recommended 
to  the  President  a  decrease  in  duty.  Two  had  di»ented  from 
that  view.  One  had  not  participated.  Under  the  law  the 
PreMident  was  required,  to  make  a  decision  governed  by  the 
differences  In  the  cost  of  production.  That  was  the  statutory 
guide  for  his  supposedly  administrative  act.  How  different 
are  the  considerations  which  prompted  the  President  in  his 
action  when  he  refused  to  reduce  the  tariff  as  recommended 
by  the  majority  of  the  commission!  In  his  opinion  he  re- 
veals that  he  took  the  following  matters  into  consideration: 

That  the  farmer  is  entitled  to  share  with  the  manufacturer 
benefits  under  the  protective- tariff  system. 

The  need  for  the  revenue  arising  out  of  the  sugar  tariff. 

That  it  is  desirable  that  sugar  beet  be  grown  as  a  substi- 
tute for  wheat  in  order  to  reduce  wheat  acreage;  and  also  that 
sugar  beet  is  a  desirable  dl versifier  of  crops. 

The  desirability  of  becoming  independent  of  foreign  sources 
for  an  article  of  food  supply. 

The  danger  of  fonHgn  combinations  to  manipulate  prices. 

Conceniing  costs  of  production,  be  said  that  a  wide  variety 
of  conclusions  could  be  obtained  by  alternative  methods  of 
Interpretation  of  the  same  basic  data.  That,  of  course.  Is  true 
of  every  single  instance  that  has  come  before  the  commission. 
Therein  is  concealed  that  universal  weapon  which  permits  the 
president  to  decide  as  be  wUl  on  each  and  every  tariff  schedule. 

Let  there  be  no  mistake  at>ont  the  point  I  am  trying  to  em- 
phasise. I  do  not  And  fault  with  the  President  for  taking  these 
matters  Into  consideration.  It  Is  not  even  my  purpose  at  this 
time  to  rehearse  the  shameful  story  of  the  stigar  investigation. 
All  I  am  driring  at  is  that  we  must  at  once  realise  that  If 
this  Is  a  sample  of  an  administrative  decision  then  we  may  as 
well  lock  up  the  Halls  of  Congress.  If  this  be  a  determinatlcm 
or  a  finding  of  the  existence  of  a  fact  upon  which  the  law  of 
Congress  takes  effect  then  there  is  no  longer  any  distinction 
between  lawmaking  and  administration. 

Of  course,  the  state  of  the  revenue  must  be  considered,  but 
that  has  ever  been  a  congressional  function.  Of  course,  the 
fanner  should  be  given  the  benefit  of  tariff  legislation,  btit  it 
has  always  been  the  province  of  Congress  to  determine  when 
and  how.  Whether  or  not  we  must  become  self-sufBdent  in  a 
particular  conmnodlty  is,  of  course,  a  pertinent  question  in  tariff 
making,  but  since  when  haa  that  become  a  question  of  adminls- 

In  the  sugar  report  we  have  an  excellent  exhibit  of  flexible 
tariff  in  operation.  We  can  see  the  considerations  which  enter 
in  making  a  decision.  I  quite  fuUy  agree  that  those  objects 
mu.st  be  taken  into  consideration  In  writing  an  equitable  tariff 
bill,  hut  I  also  irndst  that  the  weighing  and  measuring  of  the 
precl.se  effect  to  be  given  to  such  matters  are  in  the  domain  of 
the  legislature. 

rongress,  and  only  Ocmgress,  can  decide  whether  duties  man 
be  so  ieried  as  to  encourage  and  expand  be«*  sugar — that  is 
legi.slation,  not  administration. 

Confin^H,  and  only  Congress,  has,  by  the  Constitution,  been 
given  plenary  authority  to  determine  the  extent  of  tha  Federal 
revenue  aiMl  whether  or  not  it  shall  be  derived  from  the  sugar 
conKumer— that  is  legislation,  not  administration. 

The  court  has  said  that  the  test  laid  down  by  statute  was 
perfectly  clear  and  intelligible.  As  a  matter  of  abstract  logic 
that  is  no  doubt  true.  Now,  however,  we  are  in  poesesrion  of 
an  actual  record  of  events,  an  actual  experience  which  shows 
tliat  though  the  test  laid  down  by  Coogreaa  may  have  been  pef^ 
fectly  clear  for  purposes  of  Investigation,  It  cotild  net  be  trana- 


lated  Into  new  rates  of  duty  without  the  exercise  of  such 
discretion  and  the  consideration  of  such  matters  of  national 
policy  that  in  all  truth  and  in  all  honesty  we  must  call  It 
legialatlon. 

There  Is  one  other  thought  on  the  question  of  constitutionality 
which  is  pertinent. 

The  Supreme  Court  is  not  the  only  guardian  of  the  Constltu* 
tlon.  Each  one  of  us  Is  under  a  coequal  duty  with  the  mcmbara 
of  the  bench  to  defend  and  maintain  that  CmiNtilution  and  to 
vote  only  in  favor  of  leglaUtion  that  eonfornm  with  the  reciulre- 
menta  of  that  instrument.  There  are  luiiumerable  Hltuailona 
wbem  CotignMs  la  the  Uet  reeori  in  the  difterm  I  tuition  of  iHrnatl* 
tutlonaJlty,  where  from  Its  duclsion  tbert*  la  no  apiieal  to  any 
court 

Ulie  ftao«lan1  of  cotuttltutlonAllty  which  each  rme  of  na  moat 
epidy  la  somewhat  different  from  the  standard  which  the 
Mupreroo  Court  employa  In  |«aalng  on  leglalatUm.  When  the 
fonatllutlonnllty  of  a  bill  la  contented  In  the  courts  every  doubt 
Is  reaolvod  iu  favor  of  crmatitutlonellty.  Every  fact  whlrh  was 
aMNumoil  by  Oongreas  to  be  a  fa«-t  la  not  disputed  by  the  court 
unleas  the  aaeiunption  fliea  violeutiy  in  the  face  of  reason. 

When  we  In  this  body  pass  upon  a  bin  we  can  not  give  our* 
Kelvex  the  benefltu  of  thone  doubU.  We  ought  not  knowingly 
to  write  Into  the  bill  asHumi)tlonB  of  fact  which  we  know  are  not 
true.  We  ought  not  to  take  a<lvantage  of  the  Supreme  Court's 
procedure  by  framing  legislation  which  in  form  only  is  constl- 
tutlcmal  but  which  in  Hubstance  is  in  deadly  conflict  with  tha 
requirements  of  our  organic  law. 

Mr.  President,  one  of  the  most  disquieting  facts  about  this 
controversy  Is  the  frequ«  ncy  vrith  whirfi  the  advocates  of  this 
transfer  of  legb*lative  power  to  the  BxecuUve  have  pointed  to 
precedents.  Precedents  do  not  make  a  thing  right  They  may 
only  prove  that  we  have  been  wrong  before.  At  the  present 
time  we  are  on  the  crest  of  the  wave  of  presidential  encroach- 
ments upon  legislative  territory.  What  at  flrst  seemed  like  a 
harmless  delegation  of  an  inconsequential  power  has,  through 
accretion  and  addition,  so  multiplied  the  power  and  authority 
of  one  individual  of  this  Government  that  the  system  of  a 
functional  balance  among  the  three  great  divisions  of  govern- 
ment is  well  nigh  upset 

The  time  is  ripe  to  reject  the  question.  Have  we  done  It  be- 
fore? and.  Instead,  to  inquire.  Have  we  not  gone  far  enough, 
indeed  too  far.  in  the  direction  of  centrallxation?  This  year  the 
campaign  of  those  who  are  impatient  with  the  methods  of  our 
representative  democracy  had  planned  to  write  into  the  law 
"  competitive  conditions  "  as  the  standard  of  comparisons  which 
was  to  guide  the  President  in  writing  his  Uriff  laws.  That 
campaign  was  successful  in  the  House.  It  was  for  a  time 
successful  In  the  Finance  Committee.  Let  us  hope  that  It  will 
not  be  successful  to  this  body. 

The  next  campaign  haa  abready  been  planned.  An  attempt 
will  soon  be  made  to  remove  the  50  per  cent  limitation  which 
now  somewhat  curbs  the  lawmaker  In  the  White  House.  His 
authority  is  further  to  be  extended  to  transfer  commodities 
from  the  free  list  to  the  dutiable  list  and  from  the  dutiable 
list  to  the  free  list 

Mr.  President  where  does  aH  this  lead?  Why  enact  any 
tariff  rates  at  all?  Why  not  leave  the  whole  matter  In  the 
bands  of  the  President?  Why  not  ext«)d  this  congreBsional 
labor-saving  device  to  other  branches  of  legislation?  Let  us 
enact  a  general  Income-tax  taw  stating  that  the  ability  of 
the  dtlren  to  pay  shall  measure  his  tax  liability.  The  Pres- 
ident can  then  proceed  to  fix  the  details  of  rates  and  exemp- 
tions. If  the  flexible  tariff  Is  constitutional  so  ta  the  flexible 
Income  tax.  If  the  one  Is  sound  policy,  so  Is  the  other.  If  the 
American  people  will  tolerate  the  flrst  they  vrill  tolerate  any 
and  every  Invasion  by  the  Executive  Into  the  i^ere  reserved 
by  the  fathers  of  the  Constitution  for  the  representatives  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States.  I  need  hardly  say  that  I 
make  no  personal  references  whatever  when  I  speak  of  "  the 
President-    It  la  the  office  alone  that  I  Intend. 

We  are  about  to  vote  on  schedules  embraced  In  1,55»  para- 
gr^)hs.  If  this  provWon  remains  in  the  bin  every  vote  re- 
corded is  laiigely  meaningless.  WeAs  may  be  consumed  in 
debate  whether  pig  Iron  shaU  be  dutiable  at  $1.50  a  ton.  We 
may  finally  so  decide  and  write  It  Into  law.  Actually  U  may 
mean  that  the  duty  will  be  anywhere  from  75  cents  to  $255, 
as  the  President  may  decide. 

For  a  century  and  a  half  the  order  of  legislation  has  been 
deemed  settled  In  the  manner  provided  by  the  Constitution. 
Is  aU  this  to  be  changed  with  respect  to  tariff  legislation? 
rphe  President  may  be  of  the  opinion  that  one  rate  or  all  rates 
in  the  bUl  are  too  high  or  too  low,  but  he  need  not  Indicate 
that  fact  to  the  Oongreas.  He  la  under  no  obligation  to  act 
prompdy  within  tiie  eooetltntiooal  period  of  10  days.  He  may 
giTe  the  bin  his  fonnal  ai^iroval,  preserving  in  his  own  mind 
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wi.  <vKi..w4nna  BHl  hlfl  IntntSaiM.  Thereaftar,  at  «ic*  dma  aa 
Si^;'5fh"SrSfv^!i^5r^ldent       -t  in«ty  te  vwt. 

Ty  and  all  of  the  provlalon.  of  "»b?>-.^^^^*-^fS^ 
w^'un-  Uie  opportunity  to  repaM  It  over  hta  veto.  _™  "«»; 
Snt  hlm.elf'S  only  «rtke.  flrom  ^J^^J^^'^^^.J^ 
by  Congresa.  but  writes  the  new  law  which  to  to  Uka  itt  pU^ 
to  he  Mforced  by  the  executive  department,  and  to  be  given 

validity  by  every  court  In  the  Nation.        ^     ^  ,     ...   ^^^ 

Where  a«  the  checks?  Where  are  tha  batanow  tkat^ 
■enaration  of  powers  waa  Intended  to  provide  for  oor  a«?«™; 
Snt?  There  muet  be  no  mistake  about  this:  There  are  nrf^ 
checks  nor  balanow,  there  la  no  separation  of  powe«  whwaa 
single  individual  can  determine  that  he  doee  not  Uke  a  pwvl- 
sloS  of  law.  strike  It  out  write  a  new  one  to  "a^gf^J^^J^ 
the  new  law,  and  continue  beyond  the  reach  of  the  leglalatiure 
or  the  courts.  No  amount  of  befuddlement  «*»  *«^  ™ 
fact  that   that  la  exactly  what  the  flexible  provision  of  the 

tariff  accompllalies.  ^   ^      . ,  .   .  _  ..^^ 

Consider.  Mr.  President  the  extent  of  the  power  whhAby  this 
provision  is  handed  to  one  person.  Consider  the  7»«2«»  «f 
the  dlscfedoo  which  It  veets  in  him,  and  compare  it  with  the 
loudly  trumpeted  declaration  that  be  Is  but  carrying  out  the 

Uw  as  laid  down  by  Congress.  ^ ^,„,«^ 

By  this  prorislon  there  Is  vested  In  the  P^'^*"' ^,  **^ 
Hon  to  determine  which  Industry  to  <»  ^  »"^.«««S^t«?,^"° 
which  is  to  be  overiooked;  to  determine  how  to  toveeUpate,  to 
comluct  the  investigation;  to  determine  the  facts;  to  determine 
the  law ;  to  determine  the  nature  of  the  necessary  rt«»«lyj_t<> 
lav  the  duty  and  collect  It;  to  remain  in  every  case  the  final 
arbiter,  beyond  the  reach  of  review  for  action  6t  nonaction 

Many  a  protective-tariff  duty  establishes  for  a  commodity  a 
geographical  boundary  In  the  United  States  beyond  which  the 
Imwrteil  article  can  not  go.  Under  this  provision  who  deter- 
mines where  that  line  shall  be  drawn?    The  Pr«ld€5it 

In  every  Investigation  it  has  been  found  that  there  were  hl^- 
enst  prorlncers,  Inefliclent  producers,  producers  ^I'o  '^e**™' 
qoated  methods,  producers  who  continued  to  fnnctlon  within 
limited  areas  only  because  of  the  protection  of  the  freight  rate 
as  against  their  competitora  Who  determines  whether  inthe 
comDariflons  of  costs  between  the  domestic  and  the  imported 


upon  the  people  of  tHe  IJnlted  States,  the  change  must  secure 
both  congreertonal  and  presidential  approval  as  In  the  case 
SoK^SSt  of  every  other  law.  The  Issue  i%^.^^;^^ 
"flSlble  and  an  Inflexible  tariff;  the  true  line  of  division  Is 
betw€  en  an  executive  tariff  and  a  congressional  tariir 
^^  i  STTture  of  the  power  which  thePresldent  d^ 
■hall  be  hia?  It  has  been  eloquently  described  by  the 
dl^i^niahed  Senator  from  Idaho  aa  the  remorseless  power  ot 
It  ia  that,  Mr.  President  but  It  Is  also  more  than 


that 


In  the  exercise  of  the  ordinary  power  o^  taxation  we 
^m  IfiSnlhe  ciaaen  a  portion  of  his  wealth  for  the  «ae  of 
STcoremment  By  the  tariff  the  Government  not  onl/^jaJ^es 
Sia  Sl3S««  but  by  the  selfsame  act  bestows  what  it  has 
S£  TO^Tfew  of  them.  Our  ordinary  tax  laws  are  genera 
ta^T!r^m»ey  apply  to  all  persona,  to  aU  corporaUons.  to  all 
^m^  auS.  X  tariff  *«u,  be  made  to  operate  for  or 
MmSST  single  State,  for  or  against  a  single  industry,  for  the 
^OT  wS^a  Sigte  IndividmiL  Who  will  dare  give  offense 
to  a  pJeSdJnt  iK.»eSed  of  a  power  which  can  be  so  accurately 
2iinf  tS,  JSjS^f  displSsure?  Who  will  fail  to  curry 
« _^4^v    >n   in/iiv1<lnal    who   has  i 


favoi 


i.T«f  vrith  an  Indlridual  who  has  It  In  his  power  to  confer 
the  liches  of  Monte  Cristo  upon  his  favorites?         ..„..      . 

PrSdent  BuUer,  of  Columbia  University,  to  a  brilliant  ad- 
drSl^tly  itolnted  out  how  to  the  past  generation  the  cen- 
ter <  f  grarity  of  human  interest  haa  been  shifting— 
ftom  politics  to  economic.:  frt)m  conrideration.  that  bad  to  do  with 
formii  of  tovemment  with  the  eatabltehment  and  protection  of  Indl- 
Il"^l  lJbi!^!TSnslderBtions  that  have  to  do  whh  the  production, 
distrbatlon,  and  consumption  of  wealth. 

Rf  It  has  been  in  the  history  of  executive  authority.  The 
de«p^  of  four  centuries  ago  had  the  life  and  Uberty  of  a  sub- 
jS^t  to  hte  private  keeping.  The  great  struggle  against  the 
tyraanies  of  that  day  were  directed  again.^t  the  insecurity  of 
Se  and  the  deprivation  of  Uberty.  The  BastlUe  ™  one  of  the 
last  remaininTsymlwls  of  that  ancient  order  and  the  French 
revo  lutioniats  destroyed  it  ,.      .         ^     ^ 

II  our  ConsUtutlon  we  erected  a  legal  wall  of  protection 
aromd  life  and  liberty  and  placed  them  beyond  the  reach  of 
the  Executive  and  deposited  them  Instead,  through  the  Jury, 
into  the  safe  keeping  of  the  people  themselves. 
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Tlie  other  tariff  evO  is  the  congressional  give-and-toke  of 
votes,  the  bartering  and  swapping  of  duties  and  schedules,  the 
cootlnnous  surrender  of  principle  to  expediency;  to  short,  the 
logrolling  which  has  earned  for  tariff  legislation  the  disgraceful 
reputation  it  enjoys.  In  part  logrolling  thrives  on  Ignorance 
and  darkness.  When  light  is  substituted  the  rice  is  botind  to  be 
less  virulent. 

I  confess,  however,  that  information  alone  will  not  vripe 
it  out.  Logrolling  will  cease  only  when  enough  men  In  public 
life  who  enjoy  the  confidence  of  the  people  condenm  It  as  a  rep- 
rehensible practice,  subversive  of  free  government  and  arouse 
the  moral  and  political  conscience  of  the  doctorate  to  refuse 
high  legislative  honor  to  men  who  wiU  engage  In  this  venality. 

I.et  us  restore  Congress  to  its  rightful  place  in  the  making 
of  tariffs.  Let  us  provide  it  with  a  commission  that  will  secure 
for  its  use  pitiless  information,  yes,  pitiless  information,  vrith 
respect  to  every  commodity,  and  thereby  rid  the  country  of  the 
logrf>lllng  and  the  petty  politics  which  are  now  predominant 
intiuences  in  writing  the  schedules. 

Mr.  President,  underneath  the  political  division  of  this  body 
symbolized  by  that  center  aisle,  underneath  the  sectional  dif- 
ferences and  the  diversity  of  economic  the(»ry,  there  Is  a  solid 
substructure  of  ideas  and  ideals  which  we  hold  In  common, 
which  we  cherish,  which  unite  us  by  a  common  devotion.  It  Is 
that  substructure  which  this  provision  is  ravaging,  and  we 
ought  not  to  hesitote  to  unite  to  opposition  to  a  law  which  has 
that  effect. 

Mr.  REED  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  EDGE.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  derk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

resa 

Jonea 

Schall 

Aahurst 

Fletcher 

Kean 

Shcppard 

Barkley 

George 

Kendrick 

Simmona 

BlnKbam 

Gillett 

Keyes 

Smoot 

Black 

Glass 

I^  Follette 

Stelwer 

Blaine 

Glenn 

HcKellar 

Stephens 

Bleasp 

Goff 

McMaster 

Swanson 

Borah 

Gould 

Metcalf 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Brat  ton 

Greene 

Moses 

Townsend 

Brock 

HAle 

Norria 

Traromell 

Capper 

Harris 

O^dle 

TydingB 

caraway 

Harrlaon 

■-»  _  _i« 

Vandeuberg 

theae  dclegatlooa  were  proposed.    Thcj  sr*  wttbeat  parallel  or  pracodeat 
In  oar  hlatory. 

I  think.  Mr.  President  that  it  will  be  highly  lllinntoatlng  to  all 
of  us  to  analyse  that  statement  and  see  how  far  they  are  with- 
out precedent  or  perallti  In  our  history.  I  venture  to  state 
without  chaUeuge  that  the  Congress  has  passed  at  least  16  tariff 
acts  which  contoto  far  greater  delegations  of  power  to  the 
President  than  does  the  flexlt>le-toriff  prorision  which  Is  now 
being  criticised.  It  is  not  neceissary  to  go  back  to  King  John 
and  the  barons  at  Runnymede  to  find  out  whether  this  delega- 
tion of  power  is  such  a  devastoting  thing.  We  nee<l  only  look 
to  our  own  hlatory,  to  lO(4c  to  the  Mils  which  have  been  passed 
since  1794,  to  see  how  far  we  have  gone  to  delegating  Just  such 
power  as  this  to  the  American  Presidents. 

In  the  act  of  June  4,  1794,  when  Washtogton  was  President 
when  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  sat  several  of  the  men 
who  had  signed  the  Constitution,  when  many  of  the  Justices 
then  upon  our  Supreme  Court  were  men  who  had  participated 
in  the  making  of  the  Constitution,  when  the  President,  George 
Washington  himself,  certainly  knew  what  was  intended  in  the 
way  of  limitation  of  tlie  powers  of  the  Executive,  it  was  then 
prorided  that  the  President  might  If  he  thought  the  pnbUc 
safety  required  It  put  an  embargo  upon  all  foreign  shlpfring  in 
the  ports  of  the  United  States. 

And  beginning  then  and  running  down  through  the  nonim- 
portation act  of  1806  and  the  many  tariff  bills  from  Washington 
to  Hoover,  through  Dnnocratlc  and  RepubUcan  admtolstrationa 
alike,  similar  power  has  been  conferred  upon  the  President 
Never  was  it  more  widely  exercised  and  more  generously  em- 
ployed tlian  by  that  great  Democrat  Thomas  Jefferson. 

The  powers  that  are  conferred  ui>on  the  President  by  section 
338  of  the  bill  now  before  us,  which  are  copied  almost  exactly 
from  section  317  of  the  act  of  1920^  go  very  much  further  In 
the  way  of  the  delegation  of  legislative  power  than  does  section 
336  of  the  present  bill  or  section  315,  Its  predecessor  In  the  act 
of  1922.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  dele- 
gation of  power  that  is  made  by  section  338.  It  Is  that  which 
is  intended  to  furnish  retaliation  against  discrimination  by 
foreign  countries  against  our  commerce.  It  wiU  be  found  there 
provided  that  the  President  when  he  finds  that  the  public  toter- 
est  will  be  served  thereby,  "  shall  by  prodamatiou  specify  or 

iltifAttra  n(>'w  find   fldHif iotifll    cintlAM." 
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article  these  hlgb-eort  producers  ahaU  be  mcroaea  or  excinaea. 
and  tha»  InefBrieocy  perpetuated  or  dtacoaniged?  Who  decides 
on  this  poUry  of  national  eeooomyT    Tlw  President 

There  hare  been  in  erery  UrilT  art  commodltleB  from  which 
Onirrpw  deliberately  withheld  the  full  measure  of  dnty  baaed 
on  relatlre  coat  dlfferencea  for  the  ben«At  of  the  conromerB. 
Under  the  flexible  prorialon  the  President  may  Impoae  the 
dnty  which  had  been  deliberately  withheld  by  OonKress  and 
flont  the  will  of  the  lestelatnre. 

Let  u>  not  forget  that  thia  Incomparabie  power  to  enrich  or 
tanpoveriah.  to  boild  an  industry  or  cnt  tt  down,  to  remake  the 
economic  feogn^  of  our  conntry— all  this  power  is  placed 
in  the  hands  of  a  man  who  !•  not  only  President  but  the  head 
of  a  political  party. 

Doe*  he  use  it  with  an  eye  to  what  la  poUticaUy  discreet? 
In   the  table  of  preeiidentlal  prodamatlons  which  appears   in 
the  CoifoB»aioiiAJL  Bcooao  I  notice  that  the  14th  day  of  May. 
1829   was  a  particularly  busy  ona    Hm  House  tariff  bill  had 
Just  ttcen  broui^t  in  and  words  of  protest  were  beard  from 
wi.lel>   scattered  sections  of  tha  country.     In  the  Senate  the 
debenture  debaU  was  ruffling  many  tempera.    That  afternoon 
there  appeared  a  brief  presidential  announcement  which  i«o- 
dalmed  an  Increase  of  tariff  oo  flaxseed,  on  milk  and  cream, 
and  on  plate  glasa.    I  offer  no  crltidam  of  these  increases,  but 
I  caU  attention  to  the  Interesting  geographical  allotment— flax- 
seed for  the  Northwest,  milk  and  cream  for  the  Northeast,  and, 
of  course,  the  good  State  of  Pennsylvania  was  not  forgotten. 
It  may  be  that  all  this  was  pure  coincidence.    Yet  It  Is  true  thai 
the   distribotioo   of   this  soothing   simp   was   peculiarly   well 
tiiiRxl     It  is  hard  to  believe  that  there  was  not  a  hurried  search 
in   Tariff  CommiaBloo   pigeonholes   to   find   the   appropriately 
mollifying  reports  to  auit  the  poUtical  eTigenrtoe  of  the  day. 
There  was  a  prophetic  note  in  the  hadUne  '5»<?  «W«^J 
the  New  York  Times  on  the  morning  of  May  14,  1888.    It  read. 
-  Party  wrangles  in  Senate  curbed  hy  Hoover  t*ctl«.^ 

Mr  President,  we  are  about  to  vote  on  the  flexibte-tarlff  pro- 
viRioD,  and  it  is  appropriate  that  the  precise  lln^  of  the  israe 
between  the  President  and  the  opponents  <rf  the  ExecntlTe  tariir 
should  be  clearly  dcAned. 

After  the  Tariff  Oomadsslon  has  made  an  tnveatlgatloB  and 
recommended  a  change  to  doty  who  is  to  enact  tttt  «•««■- 
mendatloa  Into  law?  The  President  takes  the  poaitloii  u»at 
be  alone  Is  eonpetent  to  act  with  the  iiiiifary  dl^alrh  to 
afford  adequate  relief.  It  to  my  vtow  that  If  a  ww  doty  to 
to  become  eff«cttv%  If  a  greater  tax  burden  to  to  be 


Tkat  chapter  is  largeiy  nnisueu.  j-iie  u«;w  oi^u»»ac  w.^  ».^" 
resistance  is  against  the  conceutration  of  economic  power  In 
the  hands  of  execuUve  authority.  Heretofore  we  have  made 
aentrous  grants  of  economic  power— by  that  I  mean  wealth- 
making  and  wealth-denying  power— to  the  President  or  his 
aseddes.  We  couferroU  it  in  the  merchant  marine  act.  We 
iwed  it  upon  him  through  the  Federal  Farm  Board  act, 
of  these,  however,  measures  up  in  rank.  In  aignlllcance,  in 
i-pervaaiveneas   to   the  authority,  which   la   written   into 

«  iworda  ol  section  336  of  thia  bill. 

The  new  danger  line  in  twentieth  CMitury  government  is 
dra  vn  across  the  economic  field.  Are  we  going  to  hold  that 
Une  or  are  we  going  to  renounce  the  victory  of  a  thousaud  years 
of  i  ghting  to  break  \tp  the  concentration  of  political  power,  and 
peri  alt  the  concentration  of  economic  power  in  the  custody  of  a 
sinf  le  individual  ? 


^[)  Member  of  this  body  who  has  regard  for  the  Judgment 
of  iKJsterlty  can  fall  to  make  a  correct  decision  wr  afford  to 
mai  e  a  wrong  one.  ,  ^. 

i  r  President,  there  are  two  major  evils  attendant  upon  the 
pre  «Jt  system  of  tariff  making.  One  la  the  lack  of  informa- 
Uot,  the  other  logrolling.  The  propoofuLs  of  the  Executive 
tar  ff  seem  to  argue  In  this  vein.  Congress  is  uninformed  of 
the  facts  necessary  to  make  a  tariff.  Congress  plays  politics 
witli  the  tariff.  Therefore,  they  say,  we  can  solve  the  tariff 
_  lems  by  ellmlxiatlng  Congrees  from  the  Urlff-maklng 
^tifess.  Such  reasoning  may  be  persuasive  in  some  quarters. 
It  Toes  not  appeal  to  me.  To  my  way  ot  thinking  the  solution 
net  not  in  the  elimination  of  Congrees  but  in  the  elimination 
of    he  lgn<wance  and  the  politics. 

^  ?e  were  well  on  the  way  to  accomplish  the  first  when,  in  1918, 
we  succeeded  In  organiJuinR  a  tariff  board  as  a  fact-finding 
agiocy.  It  marked  the  first  successful  attempt  to  organlEo 
th<  data  and  Infbrmaticwi  which  ought  to  be  available  to  the 
Oigress  In  drafting  the  tariff.  That  hopeful  experiment  stis- 
p«ided  in  1922  should  be  reinstated,  continued,  and  strengtb- 
«»<d.  The  commission  should  again  be  assigned  to  the  task 
QdClnveatlgatiQO.  If  It  Is  kept  free  of  ofildous  Interference,  Lf 
Its  judlctol  prtracy  to  respected.  If  It  is  properly  staffed.  It  Is 
botmd  to  do  aaore  for  the  true  cause  of  protection,  and  more 
toTsaftCoard  the  intereets  of  the  consumers   than  any  single 


tas  votemoit  In  our  tariff  system  that  has  yet  been  devised 
Bi  t  I  plead,  Mr.  Prertdeat  let  us  not  destroy  Its  n^fuloess 
anl   Htectiwviem  by   imposing   upon   it   the    morale-breaking 
M  p1m*^^^•»T  of  tibe  SlzeeotlTe  tariff. 
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It  l»  said  that  there  is  no  precedent  f..r  this  P^P^^.^f  •*■ 
♦«.il  ir  Siould  be  borne  In  mind  that  the  action  which  the 
.^id.  nt  m^  tak!  u^Ser  the  flexible  urlff  is  taken  only  ^er 
aT^nv^a^tLn  by  a  Tariff  Commission  which  we  have  done 
^r  mS^fto  keep  Impartial  and  Judidal  in  Its  mature  ;w^ 
we  have  done  mt  utmost  to  keep  nonpartisan  or  bipartisan, 
TfS^to^  please,  with  part,  representaUon  upon  It  ej^ 
balanced  Tlie  Presidents  action,  based  upon  such  a  report. 
Ls  li^^  to  a  statement  of  the  difference  in  the  eost  of  pro- 
dmtlon  and  the  expression  of  that  difference  '"  terms  of  tariff^ 
He  Is  clearly  boimd  by  a  definite  rule  of  action,  quite  unlike 
So.-i^oXrJo  ads,  thie  retaliatory  provisions  that  hare  been 
aweptetl  ever  since  the  Government  began. 

As  to  the  constitutionality  of  those  acts,  we  find  <>«'  «»«^ 
inlhe  case  of  Field  v.  CUirk  (143  U.  8.  649).  the  case  rrferred 
to  in   the  Hampton   case,   to  which   a"^?"^  J*?  ^,^ 
other  day  in  this  discussion,  whew  the  rl^t  of  the  ^^^ 
to  put   on   retaliatory   duties  was   sustained   tj   ^V,Suprem« 
(\)urt  of  the  United  States.     The  statute  under  d^s^nfflo^.  »» 
ivid  against  Clark  was  an  art  of  1890,  and  it  provided  that 
with  a  view  to  securing  redprocal  trade  advantages,  whereva 
the  President  found  that  any  «n««"o™»"«  «^<=°fVlJT^.?;^ 
ing  put  on  agricultural  or  other  exports  of  the  United  Stat« 
l^nSght  take  sugar  or  molasses  or  coffee  or  tea  or  bides Jind 
cUi"a  duty  on^m  In  his  dtocretkm.     The  sUtute  provided 
that— 

Bo  oftfB  u  the  PrwMMit  sbaU  be  ntlafled  that  tb«  government  of 
any  country  prodadng  and  exporting  Bogar,  molaaaea,  «»ffee,  tea.  and 
HMm  raw  and  ancurwJ.  or  any  of  «ich  article*,  tanpoaea  dutka  or  other 
exaction«  apon  the  agricnltural  or  other  prodnets  of  the  United  States, 
which  In  Tlew  of  the  free  latroducUon  of  roch  sugar,  molaasea,  coffee, 
tea,  and  hidea  into  the  United  Statea  he  may  deem  to  be  reciprocally 
anequal  and  anreaaonable.  he  ihall  haT*  the  power  and  it  ahaU  be  hla 
duty  to  tuapeod,  by  proclamation  to  that  effect,  the  prorlaiona  of  this 
act  relating  to  the  free  Introduction  of  auch  angar,  molaaaea.  coffee, 
tea,  and  hldea,  the  prodnctloo  of  auch  country,  for  such  time  aa  he 
shall  d««m  Jnat.  and  la  auch  ca»e  and  during  roch  auspenalon.  duties 
aball  be  Irrted,  collected,  and  paid  upon  lugar.  molaaaea,  coffee,  tea,  and 
hIdea.  the  prodwrt  of  or  exported  from  each  deelgnated  country  an 
followa : 

And  then  the  duty  is  stated.  In  other  words,  ha  Field  against 
Clark  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  held  that  If  the 
I'resldent  shall  feel  that  any  exports  from  the  United  States, 
be  they  agricultural  or  Industrial,  no  matter  what  their  nature, 
are  unreai«^nably  treated  by  a  foreign  country,  then  he.  In  Ids 
dl>»cretlon,  may  take  sugar,  cUt^  tea,  hides,  and  so  on,  off  the 
free  list,  and  put  them  on  the  dutiable  list  at  the  rates  specified 
in  the  act.  It  rested  with  him  in  his  uncontroUed  discretion, 
under  that  old  act,  to  switch  the  article  from  the  dutiable  to 
the  free  list  and  back  again  when  he  got  ready  to  do  so. 

How  can  we  possibly  gag  at  the  constitutionality  <rf  the  flex- 
ible-tariff provision  here,  where  a  rule  is  very  definitely  stated 
to  control  the  President's  acUon,  ami  where  a  very  definite  limit 
UDon  the  amount  of  duty  Is  stated  In  the  act  Itself,  and  where 
Investigation  by  the  Tariff  Commission  is  required  to  precede 
his  aithin'  Even  If  there  were  oo  case  of  Hampton  against 
^^^  United  States,  I  think  the  Senate  should  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  the  flexible  tariff  provision  is  wholly  constitutional. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  pass  from  that  to  the  matt«  of  the 
performance  of  the  Tariff  Conunlsslon.    It  has  be«a  sUted  here 
many  times  that  In  the  seven  yeare  of  their  exlstooce  under  the 
flexlble-taxiff  provision  the  conunlsslon  have  arted  in  Just  87 
cases,  32  of  which  Involved  Increases  in  tariff  duties  and  6  in- 
volved decreaaes.    In  the  firet  place,  speaking  of  those  37  cases, 
I  think  attention  oai^t  to  be  called  to  linseed  oil,  the  duty  on 
which  was  increased  at  about  the  same  time  that  on  flaxseed 
was  Increased,  although  the  Increase  In  the  duty  on  Unseed  c^ 
did  not  begin  to  compensate  for  the  advance  In  the  tariff  rate 
that  was  given  to  flaxseed.    Taking  into  consideration  the  very 
creat  advance  in  the  duty  on  flaxseed,  which  was  pcurlded  for 
the  benefit  of  the  growers  o*  the  Northwest,  the  duty  on  the 
product  <rf  the  flaxseed  in  the  shape  of  linseed  oil  represented 
actuaUy  a  reduction.    Be  that  as  It  may,  It  la  claimed  by  many 
that  there  vrere  six  cases  which  really  represented  reduction* 
and  not  mer^  the  Ave  which  have  been  mentioned.    In  addi- 
tion to  that,  however,  I  think  the  Tariff  Commlasion  la  entitled 
to  a  statement  to  show  the  amount  of  work  which  it  has  aceom- 
nUshed  since  1922,  and  I  have  such  a  statement  here. 

The  f^rt  to  that  the  Tariff  Commission  has  completed  182  re- 
ports and  special  surveys  since  1982.  Of  that  number  47  hare 
been  under  the  provisions  of  section  315,  the  flexlMe-tarifl 
pctivtoloa,  0  have  been  under  the  provialons  of  section  S16  and 
1£  under  the  prortotons  of  sectitm  317. 
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NUety-seven  reports  have  been  prepared  under  the  Renoral 
powe-s  of  the  commission  upon  special  subjects,  «"<»  ^f  ^P;;!** 
{eports  have  been  made  to  the  President  and  the  State  Depart- 
mSit  on  tariff  matters.  I  shall  later  have  l"f^rted  Ui  the 
Rbcoid  a  table  which  wiU  show  the  figures  more  In  detail. 

?S:1  commission  has  received  all  together  508  ai»pl«catlons  r^ 
questing  Investigations.  Tbr»se  598  applicati.-ns  covered  352 
diffeient  prodnrts.  Some  of  those  products  were  covered  by  ap- 
pUca  Ions  from  different  persona.  ^„„«wi 

Ti  ?  commission  ha«  instituted  83  Investigations  that  covered 
92  wmmodities,  and  that  accotmted  for  172  of  the  "PP"^   «"f: 
Tley  have  s^nt  to  the  President  reports  on  50  commod    Irs^ 
-atei  of  duty  have  been  changed  by  the  President  on  37  of  them, 
and  no  action  as  yet  ha.s  been  taken  on  13  of  them.  ^^ 

Tlie  commission  has  had  187  appUcartons  which  ^fre  been 
either  formally  withdrawn  or  have  been  susjiended  or  dismissed 
by  the  commission.  Of  those,  98  were  applications  asking  for 
increases  In  duUes  and  89  were  applications  asking  for  de- 
er^  In   duties,  and   they  have  either  been   withdrawn   or 

""S'^Sf  renaming  282  applications.  !}»•  J,^^.  ,'«f  ^^/J^fldT 
com  nodity.  covered  the  special  subject  of  wild  birds  and  ha.l  to 
doTdth  the  much-derided  bobwhite-qualJ  ^^.J^'^^^^^J^^ 
conSiission.     It  was  of  importance  to  at  least  119  citixens  of 

the  United  States.  ^  ^. ,        ,  *   %r,   r>«>oi 

I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Rbtobd  at  this  point  Mr.  Fresa- 

den.  a  table  which  shows  the  number  o^  aPPl^^;?^*^;^^ j;^^,^*™ 
inv(  stigatlons  instituted,  and  reports  made  by  the  Tariff  Com- 

™  I  he  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fisa  In  the  chair).    With- 
out objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 
1  he  table  Is  as  follows : 

BDMUABT   OF  ACTIVIT1B8    Or    DHITED    STATBa    TARIVT   COMMISSIOH 

Vn4er  aeeUon*  US,  VS.  amd  ill  of  torifT  act  of  xatt.  and  general  pov>«n 
>r  a<>ctioD  815 : 


Under  apction  aio  :  593 

AppUcatlona  received "rS 

Inveatlgatlons  ln«tltated ^r--r,---i 4,1 

Reporta  comoleted  and  aent  to  Prealdent «« 

Under  aectlon  816  :  .g 

AppUcatlona  received *S 

Investigations  Instituted— —-—-—-v--- "       . 

Reports  conipl<>ted  and  sent  to  President «» 

Un4er  aectlon  317  :  » 

Applications  received-- s-rr.VT » t« 

Beoorts  completed  and  sent  to  President --_—_- *  *J 

Reports  compi«-ted  and  sent  to  State  Department « 

Un4er  general  powtra :  ...  »  ^  14 

Special  InveatlKatlons  instituted ** 

Special  Invpatlgatlons   ciimpleted     __ » 

Other  reports  and  flnrreys  completed "^ 

Special  reports   to    lYeildent " 

Special  reports  to  State  Department » 

182 


Un  inlmoos 
Noi 


Total  reports  and  surveys  alnce  1922 


159 


unanlmons ^^ 

f r  REED.  In  addition  to  that,  Mr.  President,  the  commls- 
sic  a  in  the  course  of  its  seven  years  has  built  up  an  adequate 
sta  ff  whose  performance  has  excited  the  admiration  of  all  of  ua 
wl  0  have  had  to  do  with  them  hi  the  course  of  our  work  on  the 
pending  tariff  bill.  There  have  been  exceptions,  of  coui-se— ex- 
nei  ts  whose  work  has  not  appealed  to  us  as  has  that  of  others — 
bu  in  the  main  it  is  fair  and  true  to  say  that  the  experts  of  the 
Ta  riff  Commis.sioD  are  an  amazingly  able,  honest,  well-informed, 
he  pful  body  of  men ;  and  It  wotild  have  been  utterly  impossible 
foj  Congress  to  do  more  than  fumble  with  this  tariff  bill  had  it 
no    been  for  the  support  and  information  that  came  from  thuee 

This  volume  [exhibiting],  a  copy  of  which  every  Senator  has 
revived,  called  "The  Summary  of  Tariff  Information,  1929," 
wi  s  prepared  within  the  space  of  a  comparatively  few  weeks  by 
th;  experts  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  No  one  can  glance 
through  it  without  reallring  the  mass  of  knowledge  that  has 
bem  accumulated  and  condensed  in  its  2.753  pages.  Without 
th  It  v<^ume  and  without  the  men  who  made  it  we  would  be  act- 
in  t  completely  In  the  dark;  vrithout  that  volume  we  would  be 
gj  ttlng  discordant  statements  of  fact  from  the  parties  In  inter- 
es : :  without  it  we  would  be  utterly  at  a  loss  to  know — we  who 
a]  b' amateurs  at  most  of  these  subjects — the  uses  of  the  various 
cc  Dimodlties,  their  source,  the  volimie  of  production  in  the 
Uilted  States,  and  the  amount  of  our  foreign  trade  In  them. 
It  Is  to  the  Tariff  Commission  alone  that  we  owe  the  fact  that 
w»  are  working  on  this  bill  with  some  degree  of  Intelligence. 
I  think  it  Is  no  more  than  just  to  the  Tariff  Commission  to  make 
tlat  statemmt 

■We  have  had  complaints  of  their  delays.    In  a  moment  or  two 
I  want  to  refer  to  a  few  cases  that  will  demonstrate  that  such 


a  ipUeatioB. 


B   ccpotts   tha   aabjacts   of   rnVket   were   not   covered    by 


Patterson 

Walcott 

Phlppa 

Walsh,  llaaa. 

Pine 

Walsh.  Mont 

Pittman 

Warren 

Reed 

Waterman 

Robinson, 

Ind. 

Watson 

Couaens  Bawes 

Cotting  Bayden 

Dale  Bebert 

Denoea  Hcflin 

Dill  Howell 

E^^  Johnaon 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Seventy-six  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  the  little  I  have 
to  say  will  be  easier  listened  to  If  I  decline  to  yield  in  the  course 
of  the  remarks  I  am  about  to  make.  Having  concluded  them  I 
shall  be  very  glad  to  yield  for  questions  from  any  Member  of 

I  want  first  to  invite  the  attention  ot  the  Senate  to  tome  as- 
pects of  the  argument  on  the  que.stion  of  the  const) tutlonrlity 
of  the  flexible  tariff.  Of  course,  we  all  know  that  the  Supreme 
Court,  bv  a  unanimous  opinion  in  the  case  of  Hampton  v.  The 
United  States  (276  U.  8.  3^)  has  hrfd  tliat  the  flexible-tariff 
provisions  of  the  act  of  1922  are  constitutional.  Ordinarily  we 
would  be  content  to  abide  by  that  decision  and  it  would  not  be 
questioned  by  Congress  again. 

However,  over  and  over  again  in  the  debate  that  decision 
has  been  criticized.  I  was  amazed  to  hear  it  stated  by  the 
distiugul.'*hed  Senator  who  preceded  me  [Mr.  WaonisI  that  he 
believes  that  were  the  constitutionality  of  the  flexible  tariff 
again  submitted  to  the  Supreme  Court  It  Is  probable  that  the 
decision  would  be  different.  It  is  almost  incredible  to  me  that 
a  statute  couched  in  the  same  words  as  that  which  was  passed 
upon  by  the  Supreme  Court  only  15  months  ago  and  which 
was  then  upheld  by  the  unanimous  decision  of  the  Suiweme 
Court  could  be  expected  to  be  treated  differently  by  a  court 
composed  of  the  same  Justices  acting  on  exactly  the  same 
question  as  was  then  presented. 

We  hare  heard  much  atK>ut  the  delegation  of  power  to  the 
President  which  Is  made  by  this  section  of  the  fiexIWe  tariff. 
It  has  been  denounced  over  and  over  again  as  a  departure  from 
the  settled  principles  that  define  the  limitation  between  execu- 
tive and  legislative  power.  We  have  been  told  that  the  flexible 
tariff  marks  a  surrender  of  power  by  the  Congress  to  the 
President  whldi  is  unprecedented.  For  example,  my  friend  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobah]  said  the  other 
day  in  dLscussing  it: 

There  haa  never  been  an  inaUnce  In  wlilch  the  CongreM  of  the  United 
BUtea  haa  andartaken  to  delegate  any  rack  power  prior  to  tlw  tlas 


Mark  that!  He  may  take  an  article  from  the  free  list  and 
may  make  It  dutiable.  He  may  add  to  duties  already  imposed 
by  CougreKs  on  artides  wholly  or  In  part  the  growth  or  product 
of  any  foreign  country,  whenever  he  finds  that  that  c<»untry 
imposes  an  unreasonable  charge  or  exaction  or  regulation  or 
limitation  on  our  commerce  which  is  not  imposed  upon  the 
commerce  of  every  other  foreign  country.  He  may  also  use  It 
when  he  finds  that  the  foreign  country  discriminates  In  fact 
against  our  foreign  commerce.  That  is  to  say,  should  France 
give  Germany  or  Belgium  something  in  the  way  of  a  i>artlcular 
trade  favor,  then  the  President,  without  any  review  by  any 
court,  without  any  control  by  any  other  body,  may  take  from  the 
free  list  any  article  he  sees  fit  or  any  number  of  articles  and 
may  impose  a  duty  upon  them  by  proclamation,  or  he  may 
take  any  article  on  the  dutiable  list  and  add  additional  duties 
to  the  duties  specified  by  Congress.  No  rule  is  stated  to  spedty 
the  amount  that  he  shall  add  or  the  amount  at  the  new  duty 
that  he  shall  put  on,  save  only  the  limitation  further  on  in  the 
section  that  the  duties  imposed  shall  not  exceed  60  per  cent 
ad  valorem.  Th«i  should  the  President  in  his  uncontrolled 
discretion  find  that  the  duties  whldi  he  has  put  on  are  insufll- 
clent  to  comp^  a  removal  of  the  discrimination  he  may,  in  his 
discretion,  go  further  and  put  on  an  absolute  embargo  against 
goods  from  that  foreign  country. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  had  a  lot  of  criticism  of  the  flexible- 
tariff  provision.  We  have  had  criticism  of  it,  although  it  sets 
down  a  definite  rule  and  a  definite  limitation,  although  it  binds 
the  President  to  put  on  no  more  than  the  difference  in  the  cost 
of  production  at  home  and  abroad,  shown  after  a  careful  InveMti- 
gation  by  a  commission.  All  the  time  that  our  critics  have 
waxed  eloqurat  in  denouncing  that  provision  of  the  flexible 
tariff,  hedged  about  as  it  Is  with  all  these  safeguards,  they  have 
accepted  Ui  silence,  both  In  1022  and  1929,  the  other  section 
t^t  goes  so  much  further.  It  has  been  accepted  in  silence,  as  I 
say,  in  over  15  tariff  bills  during  the  past  140  years. 

The  power  whidi  the  <H>ponent8  of  the  fliexible-tarlff  pro- 
vision  are  now  denouncing  as  unprecedented  was  exereised  by 
Thomas  Jefferson  when  he  was  President  far  more  arbitrarily 
than  the  President  may  exercise  it  trades-  section  336.  Th^re  Is 
nothing  unprecedented  in  this;  there  is  nothing  to  strain  at  in 
this  gnat  at  whidi  opponoits  of  the  legislation  are  straining 
while  they  swallow  the  camd  that  is  In  section  S38.  Not  one 
▼eloe  was  ralaed  against  that  section  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
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complaints  are  not  well  founded.  First,  however,  I  wish  to  say  I 
that  as  a  result  of  my  own  participation  as  a  member  of  the 
committee  of  which  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robihsoh] 
was  chairman— that  is,  the  select  committee  which  investigated 
the  Tariff  Commission  for  many  months— I  do  not  believe  that 
any  organization  arranged  by  human  ingenuity  could  have  func- 
tioned with  the  personnel  that  composed  the  Tariff  Commission 
in  1922.  I  believe  that  several  members  of  the  commission  were 
not  well  cho.sen ;  that  they  were  more  Interested  in  confounding 
one  another  than  they  were  in  resolving  the  questions  which  the 
conunlsslon  had  before  it.  The  commission  was  torn  by  an  In- 
tense personal  bltteme-ss  between  different  members  of  the  com- 
mission, and  It  WJis  a  surprise  to  those  of  us  who  inquired  into 
it  to  discover  that  they  functioned  at  all.  The  Supreme  Court 
would  not  do  well  with  such  a  spirit  ix?rvading  its  membership: 
the  Senate  would  never  get  anything  done  if  we  were  animated 
by  the  bitterness  that  animated  those  men.  It  Is  a  wonder  to 
me.  as  I  say.  that  they  have  accomplished  anything ;  but  It  Is 
remarkable,  I  think,  that  those  Senators  who  now  criticize  the 
Tariff  Commission  for  their  delays  are  propounding  amend- 
ments to  the  law  outlining  a  procedure  which  would  only  add  to 
that  delay. 

Take  the  amendment  offered  by  my  friend  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mr,  Nomus].  He  would  require  action  by  the  Tariff 
Commission  and  action  by  the  President  Just  as  at  present  and 
then  on  top  of  that  he  would  pile  the  further  delay  of  action 
by  Congress.  How  Is  It  going  to  speed  up  things  to  retain 
Tariff  Commission  action,  presidential  action,  and  then  add  con- 
gre»*sionai  action  to  thatV  Will  it  not  merely  add  to  the  pre.sent 
baflllng  delay  that  we  have  experienced  under  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission procedure? 

Mr.  President,  taking  it  that  the  constitutionality  of  the  flex- 
ible tariff  can  not  be  successfully  attacked — and  I  think  the 
Supreme  Court  has  settled  that  for  us ;  taking  it  that  the  Tariff 
Commission,  in  spite  of  its  former  membership,  has  performed 
reasonably  well ;  remeinl)ering  that  most  of  the  Individuals  who 
were  members  of  the  commission  and  who  caused  that  delay 
aud  that  wrangling  are  no  longer  members  of  the  commission, 
and  that  on  all  hands  it  Is  conceded  that  the  present  members 
tre  far  better  qualified  for  the  work  than  were  the  membere  a 
few  years  ago;  taking  all  those  things  togethw,  there  still 
remains  the  question  whether  It  is  wise  as  a  matter  of  legi.s- 
lative  policy  to  put  this  power  in  the  bands  of  the  commission 
and  the  Presid«it.  Let  us  forget  all  our  lawyers*  arguments 
for  a  moment ;  let  us  come  down  to  the  common  sense  of  the 
thing  and  try  to  discuss  It  as  we  would  a  business  question,  as 
if  this  were  a  corporation  instead  of  a  nation  that  we  are 
directing.  Let  us  try  to  consider,  apart  from  all  the  meta- 
physics of  this  constitutional  argument,  whether  this  flexible 
tariff  is  a  wise  thing  to  have;  I  ask  Senators  to  listen  to  a 
recital  of  a  few  of  the  cases  that  have  develojjed  In  the  past 
that  to  my  mind  show  conclusively  the  necessity  of  some  such 
mechanism  as  this  in  the  tariff  law  if  we  are  going  to  cope  with 
the  needs  of  the  Industry  of  the  country  during  the  next  decade  ; 
and  by  "  industry  "  I  mean  not  only  factory  but  mine  and  farm. 
Writing  a  tariff  bill  a  hundred  years  ago  must  have  been 
an  easy  thing.  Industry  did  not  change.  The  aspect  of  an  in- 
dustrial question  was  the  same  at  the  end  of  the  decade  as  it 
had  been  at  the  beginning.  But  let  me  8how  you  a  few  of  the 
things  that  have  hapi)ened  since  1922.  The  kaleidoscopic  change, 
Ijartlcularly  in  the  chemical  industry,  almost  passes  belief. 

When  the  tariff  law  <>f  1922  was  passed,  wood  alcohol  was 
made  by  the  destructive  distillation  of  wood,  hardwood  usually. 
It  was  profitable.  It  had  as  its  by-products  acetic  acid  and 
acetone,  used  then  to  disserve  acetylene.  Everyone  remembers 
how  acetylene  was  used  to  light  automobiles  back  In  those  days. 
That  was  a  great  outlet  for  the  sale  of  acetone.  That  whole 
industry  has  changed  over  night.  All  of  a  sudden  some  (Ger- 
man began  to  make  a  chemical  called  methanol,  which  is,  after 
all,  just  synthetic  wood  alcohol;  and  he  began  to  make  It  out 
of  coal  tar  and  the  product  of  the  coke  ovens.  In  1924  there 
were  48  gallons  of  that  stuff  Imported  Into  the  United  States, 
aud  our  wood-alcohol  industry  could  look  with  entire  equanimity 
at  the  situation.  By  1927  there  were  1,700.000  gallons  of  that 
synthetic  methanol  imported  here,  and  the  price  had  fallen 
from  ^  a  gallon  to  34  cents  a  gallon,  all  In  the  space  of  3 
years.  Had  we  waited  for  Congressional  action,  hundreds, 
thousands  of  honest  Americans  would  have  seen  their  Jobs 
disappear  In  the  mists.  Dozens  of  American  industries  would 
have  closed  their  doors.  The  relief  had  to  be  quick,  or  it  was 
useless.  It  was  acted  on  under  the  flexible  tariff.  The  Tariff 
Commission  reported.  The  President  acted.  The  industry  was 
saved,  as  far  as  It  was  possible  to  save  it  against  such  devastat- 
ing competition. 

Take  another  one,  not  yet  acted  on,  but  which  is  acted  on  In 
this  bill,  and  would  have  been  acted  on  by  the  Tariff  Commis- 


sion and  the  President  had  we  not  started  the  consideration 
of  this  tariff  law  this  summer.  That  Is  a  substance  called 
butyl  alcohol.  I  am  sticking  to  the  chemicals  for  the  moment 
because  they  furnish  very  vivid  illustrations. 

A  few  years  ago  butyl  alcohol  was  a  curiosity  of  the  labora- 
tory. Down  to  1922  it  was  not  imiwrtant.  It  was,  as  I  recall. 
In  the  catchall  clause  of  one  of  the  chemical  schedules.  In 
1924  there  were  14,000,000  pounds  of  it  produced.  At  the  pres- 
ent time  we  are  producing  over  50,000,000  pounds  of  that  stuff 
in  a  year.  It  has  come  to  furnish  the  base  of  most  of  the  lac- 
quers that  are  used  on  motor  cars  and  on  furniture,  although 
probably  when  the  last  tariff  bill  was  passed  scarcely  a  tea- 
spoonful  of  it  was  used  for  that  purpose.  It  absorbs  amiually 
about  8,000,000  bushels  of  the  lowest  grade  of  com.  It  Is 
important  to  the  farmer  just  as  It  is  important  to  the  motor-car 
manufacturer  that  that  should  be  made  here.  If  we  did  not 
protect  it  this  year,  if  we  were  not  passing  a  tariff  bill.  It  could 
be  protected  under  the  flexible  tariff. 

This  industry,  as  I  say,  has  changed  almost  overnight;  but 
it  is  of  the  highest  importance  to  the  farmers  of  America  tlmt 
the  corn  that  is  used  should  l)e  their  corn  aud  not  the  corn  of 
some  other  nation.  It  Just  hai^;)ens  that  we  are  able  to  act 
upon  it;  but  if  the  same  thing  had  happened  five  years  ago  or 
five  years  hence  It  would  have  been  only  the  Tariff  Commissioa 
that  could  deal  with  It 

Take  another  article  on  which  we  are  working,  Just  to  lllua- 
trate  how  the  changes  come  overni^t : 

In  1922  there  was  a  curious  stuff,  a  colorless  liquid,  that 
chemists  knew  by  the  name  of  etliylene  glycol.  It  was  nothing 
but  a  curiosity.  Nobody  knew  any  particular  tise  for  it  In 
1922  we  used  only  10,000  pounds  of  it.  As  late  as  1924  there 
were  only  145,000  pounds  of  It  made  In  the  United  States. 
Last  year  there  were  about  20,000,000  pounds  of  It  made  here, 
because  some  ingenious  man  had  discovered  that  It  was  an  ideal 
antifreeze  liquid  for  automobiles  and  that  it  could  be  used  to 
lower  the  freezing  point  of  d.viiamite.  This  year  the  production 
probably  will  be  as  much  again.  It  is  the  only  substance  that 
does  not  boil  off  like  alcohol,  and  does  not  clog  up  radiators 
like  the  other  antifreeze  compounds.  That  ciwalng  from  a 
laboratory  curiosity,  has  become  one  of  the  great  industries  of 
America,  and  we  are  trying  to  protect  it  in  the  present  bilL 
But  if  Congress  were  not  in  session,  and  if  this  did  not  happen 
to  be  the  year  when  we  are  working  on  the  tariff,  there  would 
be  a  great  industry  denied  to  America,  because  the  article  can  be 
manufactured  so  much  more  cheaply  abroad.  The  price  has 
fallen  from  a  dollar  a  pound  to  about  27  cents  a  pound  In  the 
last  seven  years.  Get  It  down  a  little  bit  lower,  and  the 
industry  here  would  disappear. 

Take  another  one :  We  in  the  Senate  now  can  not  act  on  ordi- 
nary grain  alcohol,  because  we  have  not  enough  information 
about  a  new  process  that  within  the  last  few  weeks  has  ap- 
peared over  the  horizon.  We  shall  adji>nm  before  we  shall 
have  enough  Information  to  Justify  our  acting  intelligently  on 
that ;  but  a  method  of  making  grain  alcohol  synthetically  out 
of  natural  gas  has  been  devrfoi>ed  within  the  last  few  weeks. 
Let  that  become  a  success  in  the  year  1930,  Mr.  President,  and 
an  outlet  for  most  of  the  blackstrap  molasses  of  the  United 
States  will  have  disappeared  like  the  snap  of  a  fingtf ,  I  wonder 
whether  the  grower  of  sugar  cane,  or  the  sugar  refiner  who  finds 
blackstrap  to  be  his  by-product.  Is  interested  In  preserving  a 
mechanism  that  will  give  him  relief  if  that  suddenly  discovered 
synthetic  ethyl  alcohol  becomes  a  commercial  product  as  in 
every  likelihood  It  will?  I  should  think  that  every  person 
interested  in  the  grain  or  the  blackstrap  molasses  that  now 
goes  Into  the  making  of  ethyl  alcohol  would  want  to  have  the 
Tariff  Commission  kept  Jtist  as  much  as  the  dweller  In  some 
flimsy  tenement  would  want  a  fire  escape. 

I  have  been  talking  about  chemicals.  Perhaps  I  had  better 
mention  one  or  two  others — chromic  acid,  for  example.  I  had 
never  heard  of  it  in  1922.  It  was  in  the  baskiH  clause  of  some 
obscure  paragraph  in  the  chemical  schedule.  To-<]ay  chromic 
acid  has  become  the  source  from  which  almost  all  of  the  plating 
that  used  to  be  called  nickel  plate  is  being  made.  It  has  be- 
come a  tremendously  important  industry  almo.st  overnight. 

I  am  giving  these  as  typical  examples.  I  have  mentioned 
some  cases  that  seem  to  call  for  increases.  Now  let  ua  see  how 
it  may  work  the  other  way. 

In  1922  most  of  us,  I  dare  say.  did  not  know  what  phenol  was. 
It  Is  one  of  the  several  names  that  mean  carbolic  acid.  It  had 
not  very  much  use,  except  tor  making  ammunition  and  for  dis- 
infectant purposes  and  such  tilings,  in  1922.  Since  then,  how- 
ever, it  has  be«i  discovered  that  there  can  be  made  out  of 
phenol  a  resin  called  synthetic  phenolic  resin.  \^'e  know  it 
some  of  us,  under  the  name  of  bakellte.  It  is  the  product  that 
is  used  in  radio  machines  to  make  the  dials  and  insulators 
with  which  we  are  all  familiar.    It  is  used  In  a  thousand  dif- 
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<kr«.t  w«T»     It  to  HOW  in  Amertcmn  IwliMtry— 4M»  1>^>»U«* 
S<nSi>«M<^  wto.   Th.  ™<Uo  that  tl»  f.rn«r  boy.  to;aw. 

Indiwtry  In  this  coootry  enabled  ub  to .iw«>«<»^  ?**  cnempiy 
i«    i?.l  d  not  need  to  be  af-nld  of  foreign  compettUon. 

We  h«<  b«>n  making  It  dnrlng  the  war  time.  «*«"»epbjnol 
^»«  w««  nwd  to  ammnnltlon.  At  the  armtetlce  all  tho«  syn- 
t^:?l<.T£H.oTtliitn;^dlamantled.  Tlv»  «me  thta  <M-«^ 
indThbTdeoiind  for  bakellte  for  radio  prtaclpally  but  ««  "Jo* 
o?  ottr  SToatrlea.  electrical  Indoatrje.  In  P;^««^»';^^*»^ 
avnthptk?  obenol  Dlants  were  revived,  and  oor  coat  waa  ao  ww 
Sai^Srini  no  longer  Juatlfled,  and  the  Tariff  Commlsaion 
aald  ao.  and  tbe  Prealdent  put  down  the  duty.  ^^ 

WhU;i5»«ol  d«*  ^  »<x»*  ^^'y  important  aa  we  aee  tVttere 
In  the  llstof  commodmea  on  which  they  have  acted^  actuaUy 
te  Im^nt  SS>odurta  made  fn«»  It  «»ter Jnto  ttw  hone^ 
eyS^«i«»  ^t  la  juat  another  Uluatratton  *?^^ 
STflexlble  Urtff  will  work  the  other  way  when  circunurtancea 

^''?12ve  Ulked  emmgh  about  chemicals  and  tai™*^P«>J«^ 
i2t  m*  «h»»  Mr  PvMldent,  and  through  you  let  me  Aow  to  tbe 
J;?i^tro  S're'SfS^  'this  dZfe  -ometbtog  of  what  tbe 

flexible  tariff  haa  done  for  ^  ^Jf™*^-     .     .  ^.  ..««  «n  ifiO- 

A  ftw  veara  ago.  If  the  Canadian  bard-wh€«t  crop  tan  is»u,- 

W.<io  bilfela  rW,  It  w^  conaldered  to  be  •  8<«f«;P; " 

•vMUipnt  croo.    So  OUT  American  farmera  were  not  particularly 

'S^l^S,  tSt    But  In  tbe  fall  of  1923U  bega»  t<>  app«^ 

Stthe  Canadian  wheat  crop  was  going  to  be  aomethlng  bl^ 

SSL^d"^  b««  known  before.    "  S;SS>So'^SSS^s'^  t 

from  «f  wheat  that  year  would  run  to  500,000,000  busheia.     ii 

SSeTarS^agh  thTproducers  of  American  hard  wheat  were 

Xfto  be  met  with  cSmprtltlon  auch  a.  they  had  never  known 

ST^Selr  «SSnce.     Let  \«  aee  how  thia  alow-moving  Tariff 

^''^"J^ini^  complaint  having  been  made,  th^  ae«t 
thJfr  to^tf Wtor,  to  the  field.  Tbey  worked  through  the 
ieX*  Jf  wSter  In  Canada,  and  h°"^  ^belr  tafonnatton 
ta?k  to  the  coaiml88lon  In  Washington,  who  completed  tbe^ 
J^  by  the  lat  of  March.  1924.  A  UtUe  more  than  two 
months  waa  taken  to  compile  that  report 

The  PreaMent.  reallalng  the  emergency.  ">*<>«  »»*",«5^  ;°f 
♦iJ  Ttfc^March  1804.  Le«  than  three  montha  dapaed  be- 
SUTtl^  bSSS'ng^  the  lnv«tlg.tlon  and  the  P^e«tlal 
IIw  nSimrthe  tariff  from  3D  to  42  cent*.  And  the  farmera 
JT^ImlSi  we^^otected  from  that  Imminent  danger  by  that 

"^H^  could  Oongreaa  have  dealt  with  that?  Btow  could  we. 
by  the  alow  metboda  we  have  here,  ever  have  coped  with  an 
2n««TO-  like  that?  If  the  Tariff  Commlaalon  had  never  done 
J^SESTeSl*  than  take  that  a.-tio«.  It  would  have  Mtlfled 

•^StT.'  Z'tu'  r2p^  l^t  of  an  the  agriculturjl  ^ 
duetries  of  the  country,  aooe  cornea  ao  near  to  PW^P^ty  to- 
dv  aa  doea  the  dairy  Indnatry.  none  la  ao  nearty  aettled  as  la 
Se  dairy  iBdaatry,  and  If  there  la  any  single  fict  that  has 
wntrlbu^  to  the  preaent-day  w^P*™"!!-^^^!!.  *^ 
Sjrvlnduatry.  it  la  the  action  of  the  Tariff  Commlsaion  and 
S^^iSSfrfnce  1»22  In  raising  the  dutte.  on  whole  milk^ 
STi^eiman  butter,  and  on  Swlas  cheese.  If  the  Tariff  Oom- 
SsSS  haSrdc2^;^lng  elae.  If  the  Presl^t  had  tak«  no 
Shwactloo  under  the  flexible  tariff  act,  the  exiatence  of  the 
T%T\1t  Commlaalon  and  the  expenditure  of  the  money  we  hava 

■pent  upon  It  would  have  been  juatlfled.  ^     _*  , 

Tlien  oTme  a  commodity  which  vre  eaatemera  do  not  know 
much  about,  that  Is,  cherriea  ^  brine  We  eat  »«™aclUno 
cherries  now  and  then,  but  moat  of  us  do  not  know  that  they 
come  from  cherriea  which  have  been  sulphured  and  have  been 
Wrved  in  brine.  And  that  Is  a  great  indnatry  out  In  the 
f»r  WmcL  oartlcularly  In  California. 

The^^S  attempted  to  put  a  40  per  c«t  ad  valorem 
duty  on  cherries  aulphured  and  !«  bjlne^  S^^^Z  ^^ 
reaentatives  who  voted  on  that  act  t^H?!!^ J^' ^^SJ^  ^^ 
~"  Ung  a  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  on  that  kind  o#  chtary.  But 
a  decision  of  the  Customs  Court  came  from  a  dear  aky  ^  ^•^^ 
ary  1927  holding  that  eberriee  In  brine  were  dutiable  at  only 
2  c^nts  per  pound.  Previously,  under  the  40  per  cent  ^te^the 
duty  had  amounted  to  between  4  and  6  cents  per  poond.  That 
decision  came  from  the  Cnatoma  Court,  as  I  h«ve  said,  oat  of  a 
dear  sky,  cnttlng  the  duty  down  to  2  eenta.  It  meant  a  com- 
plete surrender  of  that  Industry  to  the  Italian  producer  of 
cberiica  In  brine. 

What  did  tbe  Tariff  Oonadastoa  do?    The  Coatflma  Cooft 
4ccialoo  cane  In  Jannary,  1927,  as  I  have  mM.    Tte  Tariff 
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OomiMeaioo  ordered  its  imrestijration  In  }^\2.^'  |^.^**\  " 
^^d  by  December,  1927.  and  on  December  3.  1927,  the 
nt  made  his  prodamarton  increasing  the  duty  oncher- 
riea  In  brine  to  the  Umlt  permitted  him  by  the  law.  Nobodym 
SStfndiS^  SaTany  doubt  about  the  ^al  and  the  effectlyeness 
aSd  jhe^efulness  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  or  tbe  value  of 

^llj^^^^dait,!  could  take  time  to  go  over  a  »ong,lJft  «' 
loditles,  to  analyie  the  diflferent  products  on  which   the 
cominS«  has  acted,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  there  would  be 
^^?t  to  <iSrao.    I  have  tried  to  outline,  in  selecUng  a 
few  kyScal  cases,  the  ^-ay  In  which  this  commission  bas  saved 
to  &ri4^;  businesses  whic^i  were  suddenly  ^"^^^Jl 
S^eifrwhidi  were  beyond  the  foresight  of  the  Gongrew  of  19^ 
ye  tried,  as  in  the  case  of  phenol,  to  show  bo«v  the  flexible 
works  the  other  v^ay  and  how  reductions,  Jnstifl^  by  a 
ly  revived  Indnatry  to  America  that  has  low  coats,  are 
to  the  greater   benefit  of   our   foreign   trade.      It   hM 
both  ways ;  It  is  bound  to  work  both  ways  in  the  futum 
cSScto  hks  been  made  because  since  1922  tbe  majority 
.  ebangee  ordered  have  been  Increasea.     If  we  "toP J» 
of  thTchanging  condition  of  industry  in  Europe  we  will 
wde/at  that.    We  fixed  the  duties  to  1922  to  some  ext»t 
e  dark.     In  many  countries  the  ravages  of  war  had  not 
made  good,  and  industry  had  not  be«i  revived^  but  we 
Ze^  itaij  times  in  recent  years,  in  the  last  five  years 
nartic^y.  that  *ith  the  revival  of  their  in^lustrythey  copied 
Snsrican  machinery,  they  have  developed  mass  P«^°fio^» 
^;?Tdustries;  copying  after  us,  they  have  cut  ^r  co^ 
^  n  through  sheer,  desperate  neceaaity.  w»d  it  is  only  to  be 
Mr°tS   tlmt   the  changes  made  under  the  flexible  tariff   to 
tha  ■  Dcriod  to  protect  American  todustry  would  be  increases^ 
iS   iTSSnomicifumishefi  us  any  guide  for  the  future.  If  the 
«5iomkWstory  of  Europe  and  America  in  the  past  century 
S2  Vhalf  warrants  us  to  prophesytog  now,  I  think  we  may  rea- 
son iblv  DTODhesy  that  in  the  decades  to  come  we  wiU  see  a 
aloJ^  dS^^ning  commodity  leveL     That  happened  after  Napo- 
Soi-s  wars-  it  happened  after  our  Ovll  War;  we  are  going  to 
see  it  haDoen  again.    Already  It  seems  to  be  to  progress. 

that  tendency  conttoUM.  as  costs  here  decline,  less  and  lees 

rection  Is  likely  to  be  needed  fw  many  of  our  manufactured 

icles.  and  my  own  belief  is  that  the  proportion  of  decreases 

ro  oe  wdered  under  the  flexible  Uriff  will  tocrease  as  the  yeara 

go  by.  largely  because  of  that  Inevitable  decline  in  the  level  of 

commodity  prices  to  America. 

llr   ALLEN     Mr.  President,  on  account  of  my  work  to  eon- 
nedtion  with  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Af- 
fairs. I  have  been  deprived  of  the  privilege  of  heartog  as  much 
of  5is  splendid  debate  as  I  would  have  liked  to  hear   but  I 
ha  re  be«^readlng  the  RKJoaa    I  have  been  looking  to  vato  for  a 
irrence  in  this  debate  of  some  words  of  DemocraUc  leader- 
whlch  became  ao  familiar  to  tbe  country  during  tbe  cam- 
last  falL    They  were  words  uttered  at  a  moment  of  grave 
■vtn.    They  were  uttered  by  a  great  Democratic  leader,  who 
remains  a  great  Democratic  leader,  who  yet,  to  fact.  Is  tbe 
antor  of  tbe  conttoued  solvency  of  tbe  Democratic  Party, 
at  the  moment  he  spoke,  be  spoke  to  a  definite  point,  be- 
>  there  was  ristog  to   the  country  a  grave  apprehension 
the  success  of  tbe  Democratic  ticket  might  bring  an  era  of 
ff  ttokertog.     So  Mr.  John  J.  Kaskob,  to  meet  the  trepkla- 
of  business,  spoke  as  foUows  in  a  sober  series  of  ddiver- 
es  upon  this  subject,  beginning  on  tbe  8th  of  October  and 
ttoutog  untU  tbe  very  eve  of  the  campaign, 
alls  political  wisdom  impelled  him  to  this  by  the  realisation 
that  the  country  was  deeply  concerned  over  the  effect  which 
th»  possible    election    of   Governor    Smith    and    a    Democratic 
O  ingress  might  have  upon  tariff  legislaUon. 

The  country  then,  as  now.  was  prosperous  to  its  industrial 
and  commercial  relations.  Agriculture  alone  was  outside  the 
Aimain  of  this  general  prosperity.  The  business  men  were  dis- 
ci iflaing  a  Btatement  attributed  to  Governor  Smith  that  be 
htlieved— 

T1»e  Underwood  Tarilf  Act  embodied  tlie  Meal  method  of  handling 
ta  riff  legislation. 

The  statement  was  injuring  Governor  Smith  to  all  circles. 
Therefbre,  Mr.  Raskob  began  on  October  8  by  the  declaration 
t  lat— 

The  Dumnirarir  Domlxtee  for  President  didn't  mean  what  he  said  when 
h  t  dedand  that  "  the  Underwood  Tariff  Act  embodied  tbe  ideal  method 
oF  »f»«<<»ng  tariff  Iflglslatioo." 
I  He  later  d«iled  that  Governor  Smith  had  ever  made  such  a 
Maratlon  after  his  nomtoation.  .... 

Mr.  Raakob  stated  that  he  felt  that  his  experience  In  business 
I  laced  him  upon  a  favorable  footing  to  understand  the  signifl- 
'  anon  of  tariff  atatonenta.    Said  the  tboroui^  Mr.  Raakob : 
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The  Du  Pont  and  General  Motors  companlea  embraea  widely  yatled 
lines  of  activity  and  rather  broad  industrial,  agricoltaral,  and  flnsiwial 
bea rings.  My  connectlona  with  those  companlea  baa  been  Boch  aa  to 
make  me  keonly  aware  of  the  factora  of  American  proaperity.  I  need 
no  political  warning  of  the  fact  that,  under  postwar  worid  condltlona, 
a  Uiriff  or  an  Immigration  policy  which  fails  adequately  to  protect 
capital  and  labor  honestly  and  efficiently  employed  In  our  tndoatry  and 
agriculture  can  and  will  promptly  turn  prosperity  Into  depression. 
STUDIED  PAarwaas'  roucias 

Before  I  accpptPd  responsibility  for  the  Democratic  campaign  I  tatit- 
fled  mrsplf  that  the  Democratic  platform  and  candidate  were  committed 
to  exactly  the  economic  principles  which  as  a  tmslnesa  executlTe  and 
stdtlent  of  the  economics  of  our  system  of  agriculture.  Industry,  and 
finan<-e  I  Judped  to  be  best  fitted  to  the  maintenance  and  sound  enlarge- 
ment of  our  prosperity. 

Mr.  Raskob  then  states  to  this  same  article,  which  was  offi- 
cially released  by  him  in  New  York  in  the  momtog  papers  of 
Octolier  8 : 

Th*"  Democratic  Party  regards  the  tariff  purely  as  an  economic  quea- 
tlon.  K»i>eclally,  since  the  two  parties  are  now  in  agreement  on  the 
esst-ntiHl  doctrine  that  our  whole  Industrial  structure  must  be  shielded 
from  low-cost  Importations,  there  remalna  only  the  question  of  rates  la 
particular  schedules  necessary  to  such  shielding.  It  must  be  perfectly 
obvious  that  only  the  accurate  determination  of  these  Individual  rates 
is  solely  a  question  of  economics  and  business  Judgment  of  various 
complex  determinations  of  fact  In  each  particular  case. 

To  throw  such  a  question  Into  the  political  arena,  to  be  determined 
on  preponderance  of  Influence,  is  about  as  sensible  as  It  would  be  to 
charue  Congress  with  the  enactment,  repeal,  or  amendment  of  the 
multiplication  table,  and  Is  almost  equivalent  to  permitting  some  private 
Interest  <>f  great  Influence  to  procure  an  appropriation  from  the  Public 
Treasury  for  Its  own  benefit  and  use. 

That  is  what  our  platform  means  when  It  says  that  we  are  going  to 
restore  the  Wilson  conception  of  a  fact-finding  tariff  commission.  It  Is 
also  what  Governor  Smith  means  when  he  says  he  proposes  to  take  the 
tariff  out  of  politics. 

IRBUKS    SBASP    CHALUBNGI 

Permit  me  to  add  this  In  candor:  If  you  can  prove  your  statement 
that  Governor  Smith,  at  any  time  since  he  has  received  the  Democratic 
nomination  and  accepted  the  Democratic  platform — 

There  is  some  confusion  upon  the  exact  date  upon  which  the 
Democratic  candidate  did  accept  the  Democratic  platform,  but 
said  Mr.  Raskob: 

If  you  can  prove  your  statement  that  Governor  Smith  at  any  time 
since  he  has  received  the  Democratic  nomination  and  accepted  the 
Democratic  platform,  has  stated  that  the  Underwood  Tariff  Act  em- 
bodies the  Ideal  method  of  handling  tariff  legislation,  then  I  will  resign 
my  position  and  vote  for  Mr.   Hoover. 

I  may  say  that  no  effort  to  prove  that  was  made  by  Re- 
publican leadership.  They  were  satisfied  with  the  situation 
as  it  existed. 

On  ()cto»>er  26,  Chairman  Raskob,  warmtog  to  bis  subject, 
stated  further: 

Governor  Smith  has  clearly  defined  the  Democratic  tariff  doctrine 
adopted  to  support  the  high  standards  of  living  now  enjoyed  by  our 
people  as  a  result  of  the  Wilson  labor  wage  policy.  This  Uriff  doctrine 
has  thrown  the  Republican  Party  into  panic,  and  they  now  tell  you 
that   the  Democratic   Party  will  not  support  Governor  Smith  in   this 

policy. 

His  answer  to  that  was  a  statement  that  more  than  three-quarters 
of  Members  of  and  candidate*  for  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives had  signed  an  agreement  reaffirming  allegiance  to  the  Demo- 
cratic platform  calling  for  the  organisation  of  a  nonpartisan  tariff  com- 
mls-xion.  already  provided  for  and  would  support  Governor  Smith's 
declaration  in  his  Louisville  speech  that  the  only  tariff  changes  he 
would  advocate  would  be  specific  revisions  In  specific  schedules,  each 
considered  on  Its  own  merits  "  on  the  basis  of  Investigation  by  an  impar- 
tial tariff  commission  and  a  hearing  before  Congress." 

Five  days  later,  in  the  last  moments  of  the  camjwign,  Mr. 
Raskob  received  two  delegations  of  manufacturers  and  bustoess 
men  at  Democratic  national  headquarters  by  invitation. 

These  delegations  came  out  of  their  deep  c<Hicem  over  what 
the  Democratic  statement  might  mean  as  to  the  stability  of  busi- 
ness conditions  in  the  country.  Mr.  Raskob  spoke  to  these  two 
delegations  these  assuring  words: 

I  would  like  to  see  a  tariff  commission  with  powers  embedded  in  the 
Constitution  like  those  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  Its 
members  should  serve,  In  my  opinion,  for  not  less  than  15  yean  and 
should  have  the  assistance  of  an  adequate  body  of  economlsta  and 
accountants. 


WODLO   8TCOT   BVIBT   IHDDSnCT 


Thla  commission  would  make  a  adentlflc  study  of  every  industry  to 
determins  exactly  what  degsee  ol  protection  it  should  be  given.  Con- 
gress would  be  unable  to  enact  any  tariff  provisions  except  those  recom- 
mended by  this  commission  unless  by  a  two-thirda  vote.  The  two- 
thirds  vote  necessarily  would  mean  that  both  parties  would  have  to 
be  a  party  to  any  legislation  enacted  in  thia  way.  In  other  words,  the 
action  of  Congress  on  this  basis  would  necessarily  have  an  economic 
rather  than  a  political  basis. 

Among  those  at  the  first  meeting  \rere  Samuel  R.  Ro.«wlf.  sub- 
way contractor;  Harry  UvUler,  preeddent  of  the  American  Cloak 
and  Suit  Manufacturing  Association ;  and  many  others. 

The  article  statea  that  upon  their  securing  Raskob's  assur- 
ances that  be  had  toterpreted  the  ideas  of  the  candidate  upon 
the  subject  of  the  Tariff  O>mmission  and  other  tariff  matters 
correctly,  he  received  from  one  of  the  organisations,  namely, 
the  East  Broadway  Merdiants  Association,  ccnnposed  of  twenty- 
five  htmdred  members,  a  resolution  unanimotisly  adopted,  indora- 
Ing  Governor  Smith. 

In  this  debate,  when  I  have  heard  the  importance  of  President 
Hoover's  campaign  words  discussed,  I  have  wondered  why  no 
importance  has  been  attached  to  the  pledges  which  Mr.  Raskob 
made  for  Alfred  Emanuel  Smith  and  Democratic  Members  of 
Congress.  I  wondered  if  they  were  playing  politics  then  for 
campaign  purposes,  or  if  they  are  playing  politics  now  for  party 
purposes. 

In  view  of  all  that  Mr.  Raskob  has  done  for  the  Democratic 
Party,  are  they  gotog  to  ignore  his  pledges  now?  In  view  of 
the  deficit  he  has  assumed,  in  view  of  the  more  than  a  quarter 
of  a  million  dollars  which  he  gave  to  the  campaign  fund.  In 
view  of  the  sacrifices  of  his  time  and  ejiergies  which  he  made 
and  conttoues  to  make,  are  the  letiders  of  his  party  in  this  body 
going  to  stamp  themsrtves  as  ingrates  by  placing  upon  Mr. 
Raskob,  the  leader  of  their  campaign,  the  spokesman  for  their 
candidate,  the  interpreter  of  their  platform,  the  stigma  of  being 
insincere? 

Last  Friday  it  was  said  on  this  fioor  by  an  eminent  Democrat 
that  nothing  as  to  the  Dwnocratlc  attitude  upon  the  Infiexible 
tariff  can  be  inferred  from  anything  that  may  have  been  said  by 
irresponsible  Democratic  orators  in  the  campaign — but  this  man 
Raskob  was  not  an  irresponsible  Democratic  orator.  We  all 
remember  when  the  Texas  convention  had  adjourned.  There 
was  discontent  in  the  ranks  of  the  Democratic  Party.  There 
was  terror  in  the  leadership.    There  was  famine  In  the  treasury. 

Then  Mr.  Raskob  arose  In  an  hour  of  great  need  from  the 
Union  League  Club,  of  Philadelphia,  and  offered  to  take  over 
the  party.  Like  a  political  Elijah,  in  a  cloud  of  currency,  he 
came  to  the  distracted  Democratic  Party,  saying,  "  Here  am  I. 
Take  me."    And  they  took  him. 

And  they  pledged  him,  if  he  told  us  the  truth  on  Ck*tober  31, 
that  they  were  for  a  tariff  commission,  and  that  if  they  were 
elected  they  would  vote  that  way.  If  they  are  not  ready  to 
do  that,  then  they  ought,  in  common  honor,  to  reimburse  liim 
and  relie>-e  him  of  the  present  responsibility  he  has  undertaken 
to  underwrite  the  Democratic  debt. 

Are  they  going  to  say  tliat  the  solemn  pledges  which  he 
claimed  he  had  from  Democratic  Members  in  this  body  and 
Democratic  candidates  did  not  exist,  or.  If  they  did  exist,  had  no 
stocere  meaning  except  tor  the  political  moment? 

Every  day  the  debate  has  proceeded  has  brought  added  evi- 
dence from  all  sections  of  the  country  of  the  Intelligent  interest 
which  agriculture  and  the  industries  are  manifesting  to  the 
effort  to  destroy  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  law.  The 
country  is  to  agreement  with  the  belief  that  it  would  be  a  back- 
ward step  to  the  tariff  policy. 

What  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fms]  in  his  able  speech 
of  last  Friday  said — 

Our  hope  is  to  minimise  the  political  Influence  in  legialatlon  of  a  tariff 
character — 

is  substantially  what  Chairman   Raskob  said  to  the  anxious 
men  who  called  upon  him  October  31. 

Though  no  one  would  contend  that  the  Tariff  CommlsslMi  has 
succeeded  wholly,  it  had  made  progress.  There  is  less  confusion 
in  the  country  touching  this  issue  than  there  is  usually  after  a 
debate.  The  country  realizes  that  this  Is  not  lodging  the  power 
in  the  President  to  determine  tariff  policy.  It  is  an  administra- 
tive function  which  has  to  do  with  rate  modifying  upon  a  clear 
definition  as  to  circumstances  and  the  limitaticxis  under  which 
the  modifications  may  be  made  to  meet  changing  conditions  of 
business.  It  is  an  htmest  effort  to  continue  the  tendency  of  the 
act  of  1922 — to  free  tariff  l^slatlon  from  undue  political  Influ- 
ence. The  destruction  of  the  progress  that  has  been  made  so 
far  would  mean  that  we  travel  backward  to  tlie  days  when 
political  tariff  tinkering  waa  at  Ita  worst. 
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nnrwrnoATWW  or  aiosicaiv  capitax,  abboad 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachosetta.  Mr.  President,  I  rabmlt  a 
rwulutkm,  which,  I  proreme,  will  provoke  no  diannskm  and 
upon  which  I  8*  Immediate  action.  Briefly  stated,  the  ««<>ra- 
tlon  provi<lea  for  an  lny«rtiKatlon  by  the  United  Statea  Tanir 
Ck>mmlwlon  Into  the  facts  of  the  economic  or  other  conditioM 
that  have  led  and  are  leading  to  Inveatment  of  American  capital 
abroad.  _^  , 

Mr  PrMldent,  It  Is  deemed  that  there  is  a  serloos  mteappre- 
hension  an  to  the  real  cause  ©f  this  mov«ement  of  American  «g- 
tal.  mucJi  dlaconed  in  the  Senate  and  in  the  press.  An  Investl- 
gatlon  by  the  United  SUtes  Tariff  CoramlsBiMi  shoold  disclose 
not  only  the  extent  of  theae  InvesUnents  abroad,  but,  as  far  as 
can  be,  their  cause*;  which  may  be  not  only  difTerences  in  the 
sUndard  of  living  between  this  country  and  other  countries,  but 
aiao  artificially  enhance<i  expenses  of  and  Impediments  to  manu- 
faauring  in  many  branches  of  Industry  in  this  country.  An 
Investifration  should  furnish  us  with  helpful  information  upon 
the  various  aspects  of  this  important  subject. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  eierk  will  read  the  resolutlOD 
submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Mastechusettst 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (8.  Res.  126),  as  fiHlows: 

Rrmotred.  Th*t  the  United  State*  Tariff  Commteslon  Sa  hereby  Greeted 
to  Invwrtlgate  the  eaaentlal  facti  with  respect  to  the  lnv««ment  of 
Aneiican  capital  abroad.  eafMclally  to  Burope,  and  particularly  by 
American  corporations  engaged  In  manufacturing  In  the  United  States. 
Tbe  fommlwlon  shall  report  to  the  Senate  as  soton  as  practicable  tlia 
results  of  Its  Inrestlgatton,  which  shall  be  completed  within  one  year 
from  tbe  date  of  adoption  of  this  resolution. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  thinlt  the 
Tariff  Commission  is  the  proper  body  to  make  an  InvesUgation 
of  that  nature? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Yes.  I  have  given  some 
thought  to  it  and  I  find  that  under  the  genial  law  the  Tariff 
Coniraifwion  has  authority  to  cooperate  with  various  other  de- 
partments of  the  Government  named  in  the  old  law  and  in  the 
pending  bill:  and  they  are  supposed  to  cooi)erate  with  the 
c«>mmisfdon  in  all  Investigations  made  of  tariff  matters. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Department  of  Commerce  has  all 
that  Information  at  the  present  time.  If  the  Senator  will  let 
his  resolution  go  over  until  to-morrow  I  will  ascwtaln  definitely 

about  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Very  welL 

Tlie  VICB  PRESIDENT.    The  resolution  will  go  over. 

BX\1SI02f  or  THK  TAKIVT 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  aW7)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late ctimmen-e  with  foreign  countries,  to  enoourafpe  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  porpoeeB.  ^     „       .      ^ 

Mr.  TYDIN08.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  (Mr.  AiXBf)  has  left  the  Chamber.  Before  be  left  I 
had  hoped  he  would  listen  to  a  brief  comment  on  his  remarks, 
bet-au^  we  now  have  tlie  gage  of  his  intellectual  capacity  and 
honesty.  His  way  of  writing  a  tariff  bill,  taxing  the  American 
people  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PlUBSrDBNT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  MisslsBippi? 

Mr.  TYDIN08.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Will  the  S«iator  yield  for  a  momoit  to 

enable  me  to  suggest  the  point  of  no  quorum?     It  may  he  that 

^we  can   leet   tbe   Senator  from   Kansas  back  In  the  Chamber. 

If  the  Senator  from  Maryland  will  permit  me  I  woold  Mke  to 

raise  the  point  of  no  quorum. 

Mr.  TYDINQS.     Oh,  no;  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  do  that. 

The  way  the  Senator  trmn  Kansas  profioees  to  bring  this 
question  fairly  before  the  C«»npree8  is.  not  that  It  may  be  fairly 
and  Bcientiflcally  debated,  but  to  wave  the  bloody  Airt  of 
partisanship;  to  Inject  the  heat  of  the  last  presidential  cam- 
paign into  it  and  to  drive  a  little  bit  erf  party  heat  into  this 
8o-caUed  great,  sdentUlc,  and  inteUectual  dlscuasion,  tbe  tariff 
question. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  alao  neglected  to  state  that  tbe 
real  issue  here  is  not  whether  the  flexible  provision  should  be  or 
should  not  be  inserted  in  the  law.  The  real  Issue  Is  whether 
Congress  or  the  executive  Iwanch  of  tbe  Oovemment  shall 
exercise  that  power.  Why  did  be  not  debate  tbe  pending 
question  Y 

If  the  Senator  from  Kansas  te  hoping  to  write  a  tarUf  bill  <» 
that  sort  of  basia,  it  will  be  even  worse  than  that  whicb  can  be 
conceived  of  tbe  President  exerdslng  the  taxing  powers  glTen 
bim  in  tbe  flexible  proriaiona  of  tbe  bill  now  before  xoL 


TTDIN08  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to 

tiiat  under  laws  passed  by  the  Mexican  Congress  the 

_  _    of  that  RepobUc  has  the  power  to  raise  and  lower 

make  tariff  taxes  or  duties.    I  have  in  my  hand  a  number 

of  ^ranslaUons  of  decrees  Issued  by  the  President  of  Mexico 

by  the  President  of  Guatemala.     This  power  has  been 

in  the  Mexican  law  at  least  since  1885.    I  should  like  to  have 

translations  printed  in  the  RBOoaa    I  also  have  prepared 

jierican  decree  such  as  might  be  Lssued  by  the  President 

je  United  SUtes  In  Une  with  the  decrees  issued  by   the 

dents  of  Mexico  and  Guatemala.    I  should  like  to  have  all 

.  printed  in  the  Rbcokd. 
le   VICB   PRESIDENT,    Is   there   objection?     The   Chair 
hea^  none. 

The  matter  referred  to  l^os  follows: 

lOXlCAlf     TABUrr    laws,    MSO TKKABCBT     DaPABTMBKT,     SaCTIOM     1 

The  President  of  the  B^ubllc  has  seen  fit  to  direct  me  tbe  decree 
whli  :h  follows : 

Porflrio  Diss,  constitutional  President  of  the  United  Mexican  Statea, 
to  tbe  Inhabitants  thereof: 

Know  ye.  that  In  exercise  of  the  power  conceded  to  the  Executive 
of  t  le  Union  by  tbe  law  of  December  11,  last  past,  I  have  deemed  proper 
to  !Xi)edlte  the  following  general  ordinance  of  maritime  and  frontier 
eusl  omhouses,  of  coasting  trade  and  customhouse  divisions,  with  tbe 
tarlir  and  vocabulary  annexed." 

(Here  follows  174  printed  pages  of  a  general  tariff  law  containing 
«96  paragraphs  of  dutiable  articles  and  elaborate  administrative  pro- 
visi>ns.) 

'  Fifth.  This  ordinance  shall  commence  to  take  effect  from  the  1st 
day  of  July  of  the  present  year. 

Given  In  the  national  palace  of  Mexico  tbe  24th  day  of  January 

of  ih«  year  1885. 

"  PoariBio  Diaz. 

To  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Lawyer  Manuel  Dublan. 

*  And  I  send  It  to  you  for  Its  due  fulfillment. 

*  Maxico,  JosiMinf  U.  OBi." 


Xaxivt  Dickes  bt  ths  Passiiwirr  or  rtn  Uxitsd  STA-nta 
(Porflrio  Dias  Model) 
TKBAsrar  depabtment 
The  President  of  the  Republic  has  seen  fit   to  direct  me  the  decree 

which  follows : 

Herbert  Hoover,  constitutional  President  of  the  United  States  of 
Ao^rtca,  to  tbe  Inhabitants  thereof: 

Know  ye,  that  in  tbe  exercise  of  the  power  conceded  to  the  Kxeeo- 
tlvi!  of  tbe  Union  by  the  Hawley-Smoot  tariff  law  of  1929,  I  have 
d««tned  proper  to  expedite  tbe  following  general  ordinance  and  Urlfl 
ansezed." 

Here  insert  items  of  Uriff  Increases  and  decreases.) 

This  ordinance  shall  commence  to  take  effect  on  the  lat  of  July  of 
tlxl  present  year. 

Given  in  the  White  House  the  1st  day  of  April  of  the  year  1980. 

"  HEKBOtT  Hoovaa. 

To  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Andrew  Melton. 
And  I  send  it  to  yon  for  Its  due  fulfillment. 
Washiikiton,  A*r«  I,  090." 

Da  rasa  (W  ih«  Psesidsnt  or  Msiico  Mooiftino  CE«TAm  Pbovisioks 

or  THE  Tauvt  Law 
; Stamp   on    the    margin    of   the    document :    Powers    of    the    Federal 
EaKutlve.  United  States  of  Mexico,  Mexico,  Secretariat  of  the  Interior.) 
The  dtisen  constitutional  President  of  tb«  United  SUtes  of  Mexico 
ha#  sent  to  me  tbe  following  decree : 

Plutarco  Blias  Callea,  constitutional  President  of  tbe  United  States 
of  Mexico,  to  tbe  Inhabitants  of  these  States  makes  it  known  : 

That  OBder  the  extraordinary  powers  granted  the  Kxecntlve  of  tbe 
Di  Ion  br  tbe  law  of  May  8.  1917.  I  have  seen  fit  to  issue  tbe  following 

dsTTM: 

AancLB  1.  ItetaMlabefl  section  88-A  of  tbe  law  on  import  duties  In 

fo^,  as  follows: 

"XABirv 

Nntzttioas  vecetable  materials : 

Bectkm  88-A.  Kidney  beans  of  all  kinds,  exempt. 

•*  TOCABDI-AaT 

Kidney  beans  of  an  kinds,  section  88-A.  exempt 

"Tromtitorif  provi»ion 
'm»  decree  will  be«oin«  effective  on  tbe  day  of  its  publication  in 
tti^  DUno  OfldaL 

Therefore  I  coounand  that  It  be  printed,  published,  drcuiateO,  and 

d4ly  carried  eat. 


"  E!xecuted  In  the  presidential  priace,  Mexico,  on  tbe  16tb  day  of 
tbe  month  of  July  of  1925.  P.  Saias  Calles,  signature.  Secretary  of 
State  of  Finance  and  Public  Credit.  A.  J.  Paul,  signature;  by  Ollberto 
Valensuela,  Esq.,  Secretary  of  State  and  of  the  Interior,  present. 

"  Which  I  send  to  you  for  publication,  etc. 

•'  Voting  effective.  No  reelection.  Mexico,  21st  of  July,  1925.  The 
Secretary  of  State  and  of  the  Interior,  Gilberto  Valensuela,  signature." 

TABirr  Dbcrss  by  ths  Pbbsidbnt  or  ths  Unitko  Statss 
(Plutarco  Ellas  Calles  model) 

TBKASUBT    DBPABTliINT 

The  citizen  constitutionul  President  of  tbe  United  States  of  America 
has  sent  me  the  following  decree : 

'•  Herbert  Hoover,  constitutional  President  of  tbe  United  States  of 
America,  to  the  Inhabitants  of  these  States  makes  It  known  : 

"That  under  the  extraordinary  powers  granted  the  Executive  of  the 
Union  hy  the  Hawley-Smoot  tariff  law  of  1929  I  have  seen  fit  to  Issue 
the  following  decree : 

"  TAB IFF 

"  TranMtory  provifion 

"  This  decree  will  become  effective  on  the  day  of  its  publication  in  the 
United  States  Dally. 

"  Therefore  I  command  that  it  be  printed,  publisbed,  circulated,  and 
duly  carried  out. 

"  Executed  In  the  White  House,  Washington,  on  the  Ist  day  of  the 
mouth  of  April  of  1930. 

"  Hebbebt  Hoovu, 

"  Akobbw   Meixom, 

"  Becretary  of  <*«  Trauwy." 

Decbxs  or  THE  Pkesioent  or  Mexico  Pbovidinq  that  Cobs  Shall  be 
Exempted  rBOM  Paimbnt  or  Impost  Duti  fob  Two  Months 

At  the  margin  a  seal  which  reads  as  follows : 

"  Federal  executive  power — United  States  of  Mexico — Mexico— Secre- 
tary of  Hacienda  and  Public  Credit. 

"  United  SUtes  of  Mexico — Tbe  national  shield — President  of  the 
Bepublic. 

"  DBCBEB    OF   TBB    MINISTKT    OF    HACtEHDA    AND   PUBUC    CBBDIT 

"The  executive  of  my  ministry,  in  the  exercise  of  the  powers  which 
the  tenth  fraction  of  article  11  of  the  general  statute  of  customshousea 
grants,  and  bearing  In  mind  the  fact  that  tbe  quantities  of  com  obtained 
in  the  last  harvef<t  are  not  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  Republic,  has  been  kind  enough  to  consent  that  for  two 
months,  counted  from  the  date  of  publication  In  the  Dlarlo  Oflcial,  the 
cereal  mentioned  will  not  be  subject  to  tbe  import  duties  fixed  by  tbe 
Urlff  In  force. 

"  Given  In  the  palace  of  the  federal  executive  power  in  Mexico  the 
25th  day  of  the  month  of  April,  1925. 

*'Tbe  President  of  tbe  Bepublic.  P.  Kllas  Calles. 

"The  Secretary  of  Hacienda  and  Public  Credit.  A.  J.  PanL 

"  Rubrtcas." 

(Translation  from  tbe  DtaHo  Ofldal  of  April  27.  1925.) 

DBCKBB  OF  THE  PBBSIDBMT  OF  THB  ITNITBO  STATBS  THAT  THB  IMPOST  DOTT 
OH    MANGANB8B    OBBS    SHALL    BB    XBDOCBD 

In  tbe  exercise  of  tbe  powers  which  tbe  Hawley-Smoot  Tariff  Act  of 
1929  grants,  and  bearing  in  mind  that  the  Steel  Trust,  which  baa  been 
a  liberal  contributor  to  the  campaign  funds  of  the  Republican  Party, 
pays  practically  all  of  the  Import  duties  on  mangianene  ores,  I,  the  Presi- 
dent, have  been  kind  enough  to  consent  that,  counted  from  the  date  of 
publication  in  tbe  United  States  Daily,  tbe  ores  mentioned  win  not  be 
subject  to  tbe  import  duties  fixed  by  the  tariff  In  force. 

Given  at  tbe  palace  of  the  Federal  Executive  power  in  Waahington 
this  Ist  day  of  AprU.  1930. 

The  President  of  the  Republic: 

Hbbbbbt  Hoovbk. 

Tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Treasury : 

Andbbw  Mellon. 

oacBEB  of  tbb  pbbsidbnt  of  ocateuala  modiitino  cbbtaim  pbovisions 

OF  THE  TABIFF  LAW 

Whereas  articles  of  luxury  are  not  appraised  at  their  proper  valoe ; 
in  order  to  aid  agriculture  it  is  necessary  to  insure  that  tbe  required 
tools  and  Implements  may  be  obtained  with  the  least  possible  hindrance, 
and  having  placed  a  Ux  on  liquors  manufactured  within  the  country  a 
tariff  should  be  imposed  on  Imported  liquors :  Therefore 

Under  tbe  powers  granted  me  by  Decree  Mo.  1061  of  May  31  last,  I 
decree : 

AxncLB  1.  That  effective  January  1.  1921,  paymenU  In  gold  of  import 
duties  on  merchandise  passing  through  tbe  customs  shall  be  increased 
as  follows : 

(at  Payments  in  gold  shall  be  made  of  75  per  cent  of  tbe  import 
duties  on  all  articles  included  In  SecUona  IV,  V,  and  YI  of  tbe  tariff  in 


force  entlUed,  respectively:  "Articles  of  linen  and  hemp,  and  other 
vegetable  fibers,  with  the  exception  of  cotton  " ;  "Articles  of  wool " ; 
and  "Articles  of  silk." 

(b)  Payments  in  gold  shall  be  made  of  100  per  cent  of  tbe  Import 
duties  on  wines,  liquors,  beer,  and  spiritous  liquors  included  in  Section 
XIII  of  the  same  Uriff. 

(c)  In  the  same  way  payments  In  gold  shall  be  made  of  100  per  cent 
of  the  Import  duties  on  all  articles  specified  In  Section  XIV  as  "Sundry 
Articles,"  with  the  exception  of  those  articles  designated  by  tbe  numbers 
1730,  1732.  1897,  2011.  and  2012. 

Abt.  2.  That  there  shall  be  no  Import  duties  on  those  articles  80 
per  cent  of  tbe  import  duties  on  which  are  now  paid  in  gold,  namely : 
Hoes,  pruning  knives,  ordinary  machetes,  sickles,  weaving  yarn,  pitch- 
forks, short  machetes,  scythes,  barrows,  axes,  and  knives. 

In  the  same  manner  there  shall  be  no  Import  duties  on  those  articles 
designated  by  the  number  "911  "  of  Section  VII,  which  refers  to  ordi- 
nary implements  used  by  agriculturists  and  farm  laborers. 

Executed  in  the  presidential  palace.  Guatemala,  on  tbe  10th  of 
November,   1920. 

C.  Hebrbka. 

The  SecreUry  of  SUte  on  Finance  and  Public  Credit. 

Jost  A.  Mbobano. 

DBCBBB   or  THB   PBBSIDBNT   OF   THB    DNITBD    STATES    IMPOSING   AK    IMPOST 

DtTTT    ON   BANANAS 

(Guatemala  model) 

Whereas  the  Satui-day  Evening  Post  of  July  7,  1928,  publisbed  an 
editorial  advocating  an  Import  duty  on  bananas  in  order  that  tbe 
American  people  may  thereby  be  Induced  to  eat  more  apples ;  and 

Whereas  Congress  has  completely  ignored  this  wise  recommendation ; 
and 

Whereas,  In  my  opinion  the  editor  of  tbe  Saturday  Evening  Post,  who 
valiantly  supported  me  in  my  campaign  for  election  to  the  Presidency, 
knows  mnch  better  than  tiie  Congress  what  Is  best  for  the  American 
people :  Therefore 

Under  the  powers  granted  me  l>y  the  Hawley-Smoot  Tariff  Act  of 
1929  I  decree: 

That  effective  July  1,  1930,  paymenu  in  gold  of  Imports  of  bananas 
(known  sclentlflcally  and  boUulcally  as  mnsa  saplentum)  passing 
through  the  customs  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  |1  per  bunch. 

Executed  in  tbe  presidential  iwlace,  Washington,  on  the  1st  of  April, 
1930. 

Hbbbbbt  Hootbb. 

Andbbw   Mellow, 

Beerttary  of  the  rreoMrr. 

Mr.  8HBPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  Cwistltution  of  the 
United  States  provides  that  all  legislative  powers  granted  by 
its  terms  shall  be  vested  in  Congress. 

Congress  can  not  relieve  its^,  tberef(M%,  of  the  legislative 
function  without  violating  the  Constitution,  the  instrument 
which  every  Member  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  has  sworn 
to  support  and  to  defend. 

It  would  be  diflScult  to  Imagine  a  more  serious  question  than 
the  one  before  us. 

It  Is  the  question  of  whether  we  are  about  to  delegate  a  legis- 
lative power  to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

What  is  that  power? 

It  is  the  power  to  levy  tariff  rates  within  certain  limits  on 
all  the  articles  on  the  dutiable  list  of  the  pending  tariff  bill. 

Within  the  limits  of  not  more  than  50  per  cent  above  and 
of  not  more  than  50  per  cent  below  the  rates  fixed  by  Congress 
the  President  may  impose  any  rate  he  deems  to  have  been  shown 
advisable  by  an  investigation  on  the  part  of  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion as  to  differences  In  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad. 

Significant  in  this  connection  is  the  fact  that  the  President 
appoints  this  c«)mmieslon. 

If  the  rate  fixed  by  Congress  on  an  article  is  30  cents,  the 
President,  under  tlie  authority  given  bim  by  the  R^mbllcan 
Party  in  1922  and  now  proposed  to  be  renewed,  may  levy  any 
rate  above  30  cents  and  not  over  45  cents,  or  any  rate  below 
30  cents  and  not  lower  than  15  cents. 

Thousands  of  articles  of  everyday  use,  necessity  and  comfort, 
and  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  would  be  Involved. 

The  life  and  death  of  many  industries,  the  welfare  of  multl- 
txxles  of  men,  women,  and  children  would  be  made  to  depend 
on  the  will,  or  the  mood,  of  one  man — perhaps  on  what  he  ate 
for  breakfast. 

If  the  President  imposes  a  rate  of  35  cents,  or  40  cents,  or  25 
cents,  or  any  other  rate  within  the  limits  already  mentioned  he 
changes  the  rate  of  30  cents  established  by  Congress.  He  alters 
existing  law.     He  takes  the  pJace  of  Congress.    He  legislates. 

Congress  can  not  trannmit  to  him  such  power  without  a  be- 
trayal of  the  Constitution  and  the  people. 

It  is  hard  to  realise  that  the  President  has  asked  for  such 
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The  Oonattttitlon  makes  OongreM  the  aole  leglslAtlTe  Instrn- 
roeiitallty  Not  only  does  It  rest  the  lawmaking  power  In  Con- 
gn-rw  but  It  goes  further  and  spedflcally  ordains  tliat  Coofress 

The  proponal  under  debate  sobstltTites  the  President  for  Con- 
rress  In  the  matter  of  levying  duties  within  limits  alanntagly 
widp  Tariff  tuxes  touch  humanity  at  erery  step  from  Infancy 
to  dlasoJntlon.    The  power  to  tax  is  the  power  to  destr^. 

The  proposal  confronting  ua  dothea  the  President  with  legis- 
lative power.  .      ^ 

It  merg«s  the  Capitol  In  the  White  House. 

It  (ipposlts  the  dead  body  of  a  suicide  Coogress  at  the  ffeet  of 

Herbert  Hoover.  -     ^     ^^  <         « 

What  a  melancholy  spectacle  It  would  afford— the  remains  of 

a  onre  courageous  and  coequal  branch  of  governmoit  which 

yesterday  might  have  stood  against  the  world ! 

Assuredly  there  would  be  none  so  poor  to  do  It  reverence. 
Not  even  jrfty  would  be  Its  due — only  the  measureless  contempt 

of  mankind.  ,      ^  ^  ,. 

Congress  has  set  up  many  executive  agencies  to  carry  out  its 
enactment**— such  agendos  as  the  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
.Interstate  Commerw  Commission,  Civil  Senice  Commission, 
Tariff  CommLHsion.  Children's  Bureau,  Women's  Bureau.  PuWlc 
Health  Service.  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  Federal  Reserve 
Ikwrtl.  ShlW'Ing  Board.  Farm  Loan  Board,  Federal  Farm  Board, 
the  various  dei»artmenta. 

These  organiaatlons  do  not  make  laws.    They  put  them  Into 

effect. 
The  measure  under  consideration  enables  the  President  to 

make  law— to  legislate. 

It  destroys  so  far  as  its  operation  la  concerned  one  of  the 
most  vital  features  of  our  system  of  free  government- the  aep&- 
ration  of  the  execudve,  legislative,  and  Judicial  functions. 

It  is  a  part  of  that  process  ai  concentration  in  government 
an«l  Industry  which  is  the  most  appalling  mark  of  the  time,  a 
prt>ces8  which  is  banishing  freedom  and  oppurtuolty  from  Amer- 
ican life. 

It  ouikes  the  cynic  laugh,  the  patriot  grieve. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 

quorum.  ^  , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Tlie  absence  of  a  quorum  being 

suggested,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  names: 


BarkJey 
KlnzhaJB 
Black 
Blaine 

K>.>rah 

Kratton 

Brock 

Br<K<kh«rt 

BroosMird 

('app«r 

Caruway 

Conaally 

Cutting 

Dale 

I>*ne*n 

IMIJ 

E«l>ce 

Feaa 

Fletcher 

rmstar 


George 

GlUett 

Ulaaa 

UleoD 

Goff 

Ooldaborough 

Uoald 

Qre<>D« 

Hale 

Harrta 

Uarria<^)a 

Uastluin 

Hatfield 

Haydra 

H«b«rt 

Heflln 

UoweU 

Johaaoa 

Joaca 

Kean 

Kendrick 

KeyM 


La  FoUettA 
McKrilar 
UcMnatcr 
UcNary 

Mftcair 

Norrla 

Ny* 

Oddte 

Overroan 

PattcraoB 

Pbipp« 

Pine 

ntnnan 

KanmJeU 

Uobinaon,  Ark. 

Robinaon,  Ind. 

Cichail 

8b«ppard 

Simmons 

Smith 


Bmoot 

Bteck 

Bteiwer 

Stepbena 

Swanaon 

Tbomaa,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Ty  dings 

Tandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Walab.  Mont 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Whe«l*c 


The    VICE    PRESIDBNT.    Elghty-flve    Senators    have    an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  in  the  disctisskm  of  the  ques- 
tion now  pending  before  the  Senate  1  llnd  myself  in  a  position 
of  agreement  with  many  things  stated  by  those  Senators  who 
advocate  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  frtmi  Utah 
[Mr.  Smoot).  I  Join  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
RiB>]  in  expresBlng  the  highest  regard  for  the  work  performed 
by  the  Tariff  Commission  in  matters  of  investigation,  In  the 
assembling  of  facts,  not  only  in  the  performance  of  their  own 
duties  In  recommending  rates  to  the  President,  but  in  enabling 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  of  the  Senate  generally 
to  have  a  better  picture  of  the  tariff  situation,  a  better  picture 
of  the  trade  relations  of  our  own  country  with  other  cotmtries; 
and  I  think,  on  the  wh<rfe.  the  work  o*  the  tariff  experts  is  to 
be  commended.  I  think,  on  the  whole,  the  investigators  sent 
out  by  the  Tariff  Commission  have  been  honest,  conscientious, 
hard-working  men;  and,  so  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned, 
the  result  of  their  labors  has  been  of  invaluable  assistance 
to  me  as  a  BMmber  of  the  Finance  Committee  In  the  considera- 
tion of  this  tartff  bUL 

However,  my  admiration  for  the  work  of  the  Tartff  Oommis- 
slon  In  that  respect,  my  confldeooe  in  the  unselildt  attempt  on 
the  part  of  ita  experts  to  obtain  information  for  the  baneflt  oC 
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Coigress  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  President,  does  not  In  any 
way  cloud  my  judgment  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  delegation  of 
po-^r  involved  In  the  pending  amendment.  ».      t        -^ 

Ir  President,  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania— who,  I  regret, 
is  not  on  the  floor  at  present— undertook  to  Justify  this  dele- 
ga  ion  of  power  by  going  back  to  the  year  1794,  in  the  admin- 
Ist-aUon  of  George  Washington,  and  making  reference  to  an  act 
of  that  year,  passed  by  many  men  in  the  Congress  who  had  been 
members  of  the  Constitutional  Convention,  and  signed  by  the 
President  o'!  the  United  States,  who  happened  to  be  the  presi- 
deit  of  the  convention  which  wrote  the  Constitution;  and  he 
sad: 

Jarely  If  these  men.  who  ought  to  have  known  what  the  Constttutltm 
nvtant,  who  ooght  to  have  had  some  conception  of  its  powers  and 
Ob  IgaUona  saw  fit,  almost  within  the  shadow  of  the  conventioii  baU  la 
PHladelphlft.  to  confer  upon  the  first  President  power  to  issue  ess. 
bargoes,  and — 

As  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  inaccurately  said— 
to  fix  ratea  of  duty  upon  commerce,  we  ought  not  to  hesitate  to  do  It 
no  IT. 

Mr  President,  the  exercise  of  that  power  in  1794  was  not  the 
eaerclse  of  the  taxing  power  conferred  up«in  Congress  by  the 

0  institution.  In  the  act  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Peun- 
S3lvanla  there  Is  no  mention  of  duties  or  impo.sts.  There  is  no 
attempt  to  delegate  to  the  President  the  power  to  levy  taxes, 
tie  power  either  to  increase  or  decrea.«e  rates;  but  the  delega. 
tl  >n  of  power  in  the  act  of  1794  was  purely  a  delegation  of  war 
p<wer  because  of  the  situation  that  then  existed,  with  an  im- 
pending or  threatening  conflict  between  the  United  States  and 
F-ance.  and  pi»Ksib!e  difficulties  between  the  United  States  and 

Great  Britain.  .    .        ».  *  **,i 

In  order  that  the  Senate  may  understand  precisely  what  this 
a<t  did.  I  shall  read  It.  It  is  very  brief.  It  is  the  act  of  June. 
4,  1794: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be,  and 
b<  hereby  la  authorised  and  empowered,  whenever,  in  his  opinion,  the 
public  safety  shall  so  require,  to  lay  an  embargo  on  all  ships  and  ves- 
fxls  In  the  ports  of  the  United  States,  or  upon  the  ships  and  vessels  of 
tie  United  States,  or  the  ships  and  vessels  of  any  foreign  natlun,  under 
81  ch  regulations  as  the  circumstances  of  the  case  may  require,  and  to 
c<ntlnne  or  revoke  the  same,  whenever  he  shall  think  proper.  And  the 
President  Is  hereby  fully  authorised  to  give  all  such  orders  to  the  oflilcers 

01  the  United  States  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  the  same  into 
ft  U  effect :  Provided,  The  authority  aforesaid  shall  not  be  exerclsiMi, 
w  lile  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  shall  be  in  session.  And  any 
eiJbargo,  which  may  be  laid  by  the  President  as  aforesaid,  shall  cease 
ai  id  determine  in  15  days  from  the  actual  meeting  of  Congress  next  after 
laying  the  same. 

So  that,  Mr.  President,  in  the  exercise  of  a  war  power  that 
night  be  found  necessary  during  a  recess  or  vacation  of  Con- 
g-ess, the  President  of  the  United  States  was  not  authorlze<i 
to  lay  and  collect  taxes.  He  was  not  authorizetl  to  transfer 
c>mmodlties  from  one  classiflcatlun  to  another.  He  was  not 
aathiffized  to  reduce  or  to  lncrea.se  any  rate  of  tariff  taxation 
or  any  other  form  of  taxation  which  had  been  enacte<i  by  the 
Congress,  but  he  was  merely  given  the  power  to  lay  an  embargo, 
njt  only  upon  foreign  ships  that  might  be  in  our  ports  or  might 
bf  headed  to  our  porta  but  upon  American  ships  transporting 
c  Jmmerce  between  the  United  States  and  every  other  country ; 
and  even  In  that  effort  to  delegate  the  war  power  to  the  Presi- 
dent It  was  provided  that  it  should  not  l>e  exerci.sed  at  any  time 
4hen  Congress  should  be  in  session,  and  that  the  power  con- 
»rred  upon  the  President,  or  any  embargo  laid  by  him  under 
that  authority,  should  cease  within  15  days  after  the  assembling 
of  Congress  next  after  the  pnxlamation  had  been  Issued. 

So  It  does  not  seem  quite  approiMiat^  for  the  Senator  from 
I  ennsylvania  to  seek  to  persuade  us  that  l»ecau.se  one  hundred 
fl  nd  forty-odd  years  ago  Congress  empowered  a  President  to  lay 
in  embargo  tipon  commerce  with  certain  foreign  countries  we 
«re  to  take  that  as  an  example  of  the  right  or  power  of  Con- 
{ ress  to  delegate  to  the  President  authority  to  levy  and  collect 
t  axes. 

I  presume  that  It  is,  as  some  Senators  have  suggested,  purely 
icademic  to  discuss  the  constitutionality  of  a  law  upon  which 

le  Supreme  Court  has  passed  judgment;  and  if  we  are  pre- 

red  to  admit  that  the  discussion  of  that  decision  and  the 

isdom  or  propriety  of  it  is  beyond  cavil  or  question,  we  are  at 
St  not  denied  the  right  to  discuss  the  wisdom  of  the  policy. 

.  order  that  we  may  understand  what  the  Constitution  did, 

hat  its  Mvironment  may  have  been,  what  was  In  the  minds 
ml  the  framers,  it  may  not  be  entirely  out  of  place  to  draw 

triefly  a  irfcture  <rf  the  background  which  was  responsible  for  it. 

Our  forefathers  met   In   convention   to  protest   against    the 
of  th«  tw«^^"g  power  by  the  King  of  £uglund  without 
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the  consent  of  the  Colonies.  It  was  not  because  they  objected 
to  the  size  of  the  stamp  tax.  It  was  not  because  they  objected 
to  the  form  of  that  taxation  as  compared  with  any  other  form 
of  taxation  that  might  have  been  laid  upon  the  Colonies  by  the 
British  Crown.  It  was  not,  either,  because  they  objected  to 
being  taxed,  because  it  would  have  been  infinitely  cheaper, 
infinitely  more  easy  and  more  ctjnvenient,  for  the  colonists  to 
have  submitted  to  the  pittance  of  a  tax  as  compared  to  the 
enormous  expense  In  treasure  and  blood  involved  In  resisting 
the  power  of  the  mother  country  to  tax  them  without  giving 
them  a  voice  in  the  processes  of  taxation.  So  when  the  framers 
of  our  Constitution — many  of  whom  had  been  soldiers  In  that 
war,  all  of  whom  undei-stood  the  fundamental  doctrines  that 
underlay  that  war,  many  of  whom  had  been  members  of  the 
convention  that  promulgated  the  Declaration  of  Independence — 
met  in  Philadelphia  to  write  a  constitution,  they  had  behind 
them  the  whole  history  of  Anglo-Saxon  conflicts  of  authority 
between  the  people  and  the  Crown.  And  so  we  mtist,  If  we  can, 
undertake  to  Insert  our  eyes  into  their  bosoms  to  find  what 
actuated  them  In  writing  tlils  Constitution  under  which  we  have 
lived  for  neariy  a  century  and  a  half. 

I  do  not  desire  to  discuss  the  academic  question  of  the  wis- 
dom of  the  separation -of  our  powers  into  Executive,  legislative, 
and  judicial ;  but  I  do  desire  to  emphasize,  if  I  may — and 
emphasis  seemingly  is  needed  now — the  impropriety  and  the 
shortsightedness  of  undertaking  to  shirk  the  re^;K>nslbiIlty 
which  In  my  Judgment  was  Irrevocably  placed  upon  the 
shoulders  of  Congress. 

I  desire  rather  to  approach  this  subject  from  the  standpoint 
not  only  of  its  constitutionality  but  tlje  wisdom  of  the  course 
which  Is  urged  upon  us  by  both  sides  to  the  controversy. 

In  the  Constitutional  Convention  which  produced  the  instru- 
ment under  which  our  Government  has  grown  and  prospered 
there  were  lengthy  discussions  as  to  the  ^ncticMiis  ot  the  three 
branches  of  the  Government  which  were  to  be  established.  The 
frnmers  of  the  Constitutit«i  had  before  them  the  background  of 
events  out  of  which  had  grf>wn  the  Revolution  and  the  inde- 
I)endence  of  the  colonies.  They  were  particular  to  emphasize 
their  determination  that  all  legishitive  functions  should  be  per- 
forme<l  by  the  repretsentatives  of  the  people.  Therefore,  one  of 
the  first  things  which  they  provided  was  that — 

All  legislative  power  shall  be  vested  in  a  Congren  composed  of  a 
Senate    and    Qooae   of    Representatives — 

And  S4>  forth. 

What  did  they  mean  by  all  legislative  power?  Did  they  mean 
all  legislative  power  except  that  which  Congress  might  at  a 
later  date  attempt  to  shirk?  Did  they  mean  all  legislative  power 
except  the  power  of  taxation?  Every  part  of  the  Constitution 
answers  these  questions  in  the  negative.  In  later  articles  and 
clau.ses  of  the  instrument  taxation  Is  dealt  with  speciUcally 
so  that  we  can  not  doubt  that  the  Constitution  Intended  that  all 
tax  legislation,  as  well  as  other  legislation,  should  be  vested  In 
the  Congress. 

As  stipulated  that  all  legislative  power  should  be  vested  in 
Congress,  the  framers  proceeded  to  outline  some  of  the  exclusive 
powers  of  Congress,  among  them  being — 

the  power  to  levy  and  collect  taxes,  duties,  imposts,  and  exdaea. 

What  is  the  legislative  power?  The  power  to  promulgate  a 
rule  of  action  by  which  the  people  who  are  subject  to  that  law 
are  to  be  governed  In  their  relationship  not  only  to  one  another 
but  to  this  thing  we  call  government,  which  is  only  another 
name  for  organized  society.  Therefore,  we  are  compelled  to 
draw  the  conclusion  that  among  the  powers  included  in  the 
definition  of  legislative  power  must  be  included  the  power  of 
taxation ;  for  it  was  upon  the  principle  of  taxation  largely  that 
our  Independence  as  a  Nation  was  established  in  all  of  the 
documents  that  accompanied  our  separation  from  the  mother 
country.  It  was  in  the  debates  of  the  Constitutional  Conven- 
tion, for  In  that  convention  there  were  present,  as  there  are 
always  present  in  the  inception  of  governments  and  in  the  exer- 
cise of  their  authority,  two  distinct  schools  of  thought.  One 
school  believed  that  we  shotild  not  confer  power  upon  the 
people,  and  that  only  the  educated  and  the  well  born  and  the 
wealthy  should  be  clothed  with  the  power  of  self-government, 
and  that  .such  blessings  as  the  masses  might  enjoy  under  the 
Government  should  fall  into  their  mouths  as  the  crumbs  fell 
into  the  mouth  of  Luzarua  from  the  table  of  Dives. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  was  the  opposite  of  tliat  theory, 
to  which  I  have  already  referred,  that,  without  regard  to  dis- 
tinctions of  wealth,  without  regard  to  dLstinctlons  of  physical 
power  or  prowess,  without  regard  to  ancestry,  without  regard 
to  education  or  ignorance,  every  man  upon  whose  shoulders  lay  ' 
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the  responsibility  to  support  his  government,  either  by  his  own 
blood  or  by  his  money  in  the  form  of  taxes,  was  entitled  to 
representation  in  the  body  that  levied  those  taxes  upon  him 
and  compelled  him  to  pay  them. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  the  language  of  the  Constitution 
which  confers  upon  Congress  the  power  of  exclusive  legislation 
must  have  included  the  power  of  taxation,  because  tiixatlon  is 
legislation,  and  has  always  been  recognised,  not  only  in  our 
country  but  in  the  world  at  large,  as  the  exei-cise  of  legislative 
power.  Not  only  is  It  recognised  as  legislation  on  the  i>art  of 
the  National  Government,  but  in  every  State  constitution  In 
the  48  States  of  the  American  Union  the  right  to  levy  and 
collect  taxes  is  an  exclusive  right  which  Is  conferred  upon  the 
legislature  of  the  State,  and  in  no  State  constitution  with  which 
I  am  familiar  is  there  any  authority  glvtm  to  lay  and  ctillect 
taxes,  to  raise  or  lower  income  taxes  or  prc^ierty  taxes,  by  even 
so  much  as  a  penny,  that  may  come  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
people  of  that  Commonwealth. 

What  kind  of  taxation  does  this  power  relate  to^  The  Con- 
stitution does  not  specify  or  limit.  It  does  not  attempt  to  seg- 
regate the  different  methods  of  taxation.  Therefore,  it  must 
Include  all  forms  of  taxes  which  can  be  levied. 

It  indudes  not  only  tariff  duties,  but  Income  taxes  and  aU 
other  forms  of  taxation  which  the  Federal  Government  may 
levy  and  collect  to  raise  reventies  for  its  support 

Taking  the  background  of  Anglo-Saxon  history,  the  cause  of 
the  Revolution  Itself,  which  was  the  claim  of  the  mother 
country  that  it  had  the  right  to  tax  Americans  without  their 
consent,  we  can  not  believe  that  this  provision  or  any  provision 
of  the  Constitution  was  Intended,  or  contemplated  that  taxes 
could  be  levied  by  any  other  authority  than  the  Congress  of 
the  peoirie.  chosen  by  them,  responsible  to  them,  and  subject  to 
be  removed  by  them  at  frequent  elections. 

President  Hoover  must  have  had  in  mind  this  background 
when,  on  October  15,  1928,  in  the  city  of  Boston,  he  uttered  this 
sentiment : 

The  Tartff  Commission  Is  a  most  valuable  arm  of  the  Government. 
It  can  be  strengthened  and  made  more  useful  In  several  ways.  But  th« 
American  people  will  never  consent  to  delegating  authority  over  the 
tariff  to  any  comralBsion,  whether  nonpartisan  or  tilpartisan.  Our 
people  have  the  right  to  express  themselves  at  the  ballot  on  so  vital  a 
qnewtlon  as  this. 

There  is  only  one  commission  to  which  delegation  of  that  authority 
can  be  made.  That  Is  the  great  commission  of  their  own  choosing,  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  and  the  President.  It  Is  the  only  com- 
mission which  can  be  held  responsible  to  the  electorate. 

And  so  forth.  What  did  the  President  have  in  mind  when  be 
used  that  language?  Did  he  have  in  mind  possible  action  by 
either  of  these  agencies  without  the  cooperation  of  the  other? 
His  language  admits  no  such  Interpretation.  He  meant  the 
orderly  process  under  the  Constitution  of  enactment  by  both 
Houses  of  Congress  and  the  approval  of  the  President  both  of 
which  are  required  to  complete  an  act  of  legislation. 

Not  only  did  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  confer  the 
exclusive  power  upon  Congress  to  levy  and  collect  taxes  but 
they  limited  the  power  to  initiate  such  taxation.  In  section  7 
of  Article  I  it  is  provided  that — 

All  bills  for  raising  revenue  shall  originate  In  the  House  of  Bepr»^ 
sentativea 

Why  was  this  limitation  placed  in  the  Constitution?  Because 
the  framers  were  so  determined  to  retain  In  the  hands  of  the 
pefjple  power  over  their  purse  that  they  were  not  willing  for 
any  other  branch  or  subdivision  of  the  Government  to  start 
the  processes  of  taxation  except  that  branch  which  was  directly 
responsible  to  them,  which  could  be  punished  or  rewarded  for 
their  course  in  all  matters  of  taxation  and  expenditure. 

Under  the  Constitution  the  Senate,  even  though  now  Senators 
are  elected  by  the  people  and  are  responsible  to  them,  can  not 
originate  a  tax  bill.  It  can  not  originate  a  measure  laying  one 
dollar  in  taxes  upon  the  American  i>eopIe.  Yet  we  are  seriously 
asked  to  delegate  to  the  President  a  power  which  we  do  not 
ourselves  pos.se88. 

For  you  may  gioes  it  over  by  any  language  that  stilts  your 
fancy,  when  the  President  by  an  Executive  order  Increases  the 
taxes  which  must  be  paid  by  the  American  people,  lie  originates 
a  measure  for  raising  revenue,  a  thing  which  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  can  not  do. 

We  are  told  that  this  delegation  of  l^^lative  authority  is 
wise  and  proper,  because  It  Is  limited  in  scope;  that  the  Presi- 
dent can  only  raise  or  reduce  rates  of  tariff  taxation  to  the  ex- 
tent of  50  per  cent  of  the  rates  fixed  by  O^ngress. 

But  if  It  is  constitutional  and  wi»3  to  permit  him  to  umlo  the 
work  of  Congress  to  the  extnit  of  50  per  cent,  why  not  give  him 
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full  sweep  ot  power  to  flx  all  rates,  to  reduce  them  or  Increase 
tb4>in  accunllng  tn  bU  IndinatlMia? 

Why  deny  to  unpnAected,  and  maybe  belpten.  Industries  any 
relief  whatever  oiKler  this  benign  arrangement,  when  it  may  be 
that  tboee  which  Concreaa  has  neglected  need  assistance  more 
than  tboKe  who  have  received  a  portion  of  what  they  demand? 
If  we  can  abdicate  a  p(»rtioo  of  the  exclusive  constitutional 
power  wlrh  which  Congresa  was  Invested  by  the  forefathw^ 
why  stop  at  a  portion?  Why  not  let  Congress  relieve  itself  of 
all  the  burdens  of  drudgery  in  matters  of  taxation  and  turn  it 
over  to  thf  Executive? 

And  if  we  have  the  power,  and  it  is  wlae,  to  abdicate  our 
cowititutioual  respiHisibility  in  the  levying  of  tariff  duties  In  the 
way  of  taxatioo  for  raising  revenue,  why  not  abdicate  it  with 
reference  to  all  forms  of  taxation? 

If  the  Executive  1j»  m«>re  prompt  snd  more  wise  in  changing 
rutej*  of  tariff  taxation,  why  Is  he  less  prompt  and  leas  wise  in 
th(>  mattfr  of  changing  rates  of  income  taxes? 

We  are  told  that  there  will  be  a  surplus  in  the  Treasury  at 
th*'  end  of  the  year  that  will  justify  another  reduction  in  taxes. 

Thill,  why  waste  the  Ume  and  the  money  of  the  people  by 
holding  or  prolonging  a  session  of  Congress  to  reduce  the  inconae 
taxes?  Why  not  delegate  to  the  President  the  power  to  reduce 
income-tax  rHtes  so  as  to  absorb  the  expected  suri>lu8?  And  If 
thi{4  would  be  wise  and  pr(>per,  why  not  also  clothe  him  with 
power  to  raii^e  income-tax  rates  when  there  is  an  approaching 
defldt  in  the  Treasury? 

The  extlusive  power  to  levy  taxes  Is  exclusive  as  to  all  forma 
of  taxation,  and  if  we  can  delegate  a  part  of  it  as  to  one 
form  of  taxation,  we  can  delegate  a  portion  or  all  of  it  as  to  all 
fonnH  of  taxation. 

Tb€*e  is*  no  aualogj-  between  the  power  of  taxation  as  exer- 
cised by  the  Prestident  under  the  flexible  provlsiona,  and  the 
power  of  Congress  to  regulate  railroad  rates  through  the  Inter- 
state C4>mmerce  Commission. 

In  the  flrMt  i>1m(v,  the  Constitution  does  not  say  that  "All 
hills  for  regulating  commerce  shall  originate  in  the  House  of 
Representatives."  That  limitation  applies  only  to  bills  raising 
revenue. 

But  Congress  has  never  delegated  to  the  Presidefit  any  power 
whatever  in  the  regulation  of  commerce  by  the  fixing  of  railroad 
ratesr  Congre*  eHtabllahed  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
-^oa.  as  an  agency  of  Congress,  and  not  of  the  Executive,  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  laws  enacted  by  Congress  for  the 
regulation  trf  railroad  rates  and  practices.  The  Prisldent  plays 
no  part  in  the  work  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
He  can  not  change  a  single  rate  on  any  railroad  in  the  United 
States  either  tiefore  or  after  determination  by  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  He  can  not  receive  Its  proceedings  or 
nullify  its  onler*.  He  can  not  expand  or  contract  its  activities 
or  its  powers.  This  commission  is  the  creature  of  Congress,  and 
it  does  not  consult  nor  is  it  responuible  to  the  Presideat  in  the 
true  conreption  of  its  functions. 
..^^^  Therefore,  the  creathm  of  this  commission  and  the  functions 
■bipowers  with  which  Congmss  has  clothed  it  offers  no  perall^ 
for  the  propinal  here  to  surrender  the  duty  and  obligation 
which  the  Con.-*tltntlon  lays  upon  Congress  alone,  that  of  levying 
the  taxes  which  the  American  people  must  pay  for  the  support 
of  their  (Jovernment. 

Not  only  did  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  propose  to  hold 
Congress  rciJf)onsible  to  the  people  for  the  amount  of  rwcnue 
raised  for  the  (tovemment,  and  the  manner  of  its  assessment 
and  collection ;  but  they  also  proposed  to  bold  Congress  responsi- 
ble for  its  expenditure.  Tor  in  section  8,  article  1,  of  the  Con- 
stitution, in  the  enumeration  of  its  powers,  it  Is  provided  that 
Congress  shall  have  power — 

To  rala*  and  sapport  armi«a,  bat  no  approprlatloa  of  money  to  that 
•■e  ahall  b<>  for  n  ]ons«r  term  than  two  yeanu 

Would  anj-  person  contend  that  Congress  could  delegate  to  the 
President,  or  to  any  other  agency,  the  power  to  extend  an  ap- 
propriation for  the  Army  for  a  longer  period  than  two  yeara? 

In  paragraph  7  of  section  9,  Article  I.  the  Constitution  says : 

No  money  ahall  b^  drawn  from  the  Treasary  but  in  consequence  of 
appropriations  made  by  law — 

And  so  forth. 

Would  It  be  seriously  contended  that  Congress  could  delegate 
to  the  President  t»r  any  other  ageiK*y  the  power  to  draw  money 
from  the  Treasury  without  the  passage  of  a  law  providing  for 
its  expenditure? 

Co«gn>s.s  can  not  abdicate  Its  authority  over  the  money  in  the 
National  Treasury,  and  it  can  not  properly  do  it  with  reference 
to  the  colle«*tion  of  that  money  In  the  form  of  taxes. 

But  we  are  told  by  some  of  the  advocates  of  this  congres- 
sional surretMler  that  Congress  is  slothful,  slow  of  actl<Mi.  and 


can  not  act  with  that  precision  and  foresight  which  is  neces- 
sar  r  to  those  who  are  in  a  hurry. 

\  'e  are  told  that  Congress  is  possessed  of  nothing  but  inca- 
pac  ty ;  that  It  can  not  obtain  the  factj*  upon  which  tariff  legis- 
lat  on  should  be  based ;  that  it  engages  in  logrolling  and  back 
scr  Itching,  as  a  result  of  which  unjust  and  indefwisible  rates 
are  inflicted  upon  the  people;  that  it  can  only  revise  the  tariff 
oacif  in  many  yeai^;  and  that  somebody  el.se  ought  to  have  the 
pover  to  revise  it  piecemesi  during  these  congressional  lapses 
int '  innocuous  desuetude. 

^  Te  have  heard  dignified  and  venerable  Swiators,  who  are 
sufloected  of  a  desire  to  be  returned  here,  denounce  both 
bnmches  c^  Congress  Ln  terms  which  make  it  difficult  to  under- 
sta  id  why  they  would  want  to  remain  in  such  company. 

^  Te  are  told  that  Congress  can  only  engage  in  tariff  revision 
at  long  Intervals,  and  that  even  if  it  desires  or  is  capable  of 
dealing  with  limited  articles  it  can  not  do  so  because  of  delays 
an(   the  Inclusian  of  other  articles. 

This  has  not  been  the  hLstory-  of  Congress.  It  Is  true  that  a 
general  revision  of  all  the  schedules  generally  requires  several 
mofaths.  But  it  has  required  several  years  for  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission to  investigate  single  items  and  report  them  to  the  Presi- 
der  t  under  the  flexible  provision*  of  the  present  law.  I  say  this 
not  in  criticism,  but  merely  as  the  statement  of  a  fact. 

But  Congress  has  on  numerous  occa.^ions  dealt  with  a  limited 
nui  Qber  of  schedules  or  even  items  in  matters  of  tariff  rates  and 
haj  been  able  to  produce  legislative  results  with  promptness  and 
cer  ainty. 

In  the  Fifty-third  Congress  a  tariff  bill  was  introduced  tn 
th^House  December  19,  1893  (H.  R.  48&4),  and  on— 

Jeccmber  21  it  was  reported  to  the  House, 
ebruary  1,  1894,  it  passed  the  House, 
ebruary  2,  was  referred  to  Finance  Committee. 
.  uly  3,  passed  the  Senate, 
n  the  Sixty-second  Congress  a  tariff  Mil   (H.  R.  4413,  free 
llsl )  was  on — 
i  Lpril  12,  1911,  introduced  in  the  House. 
April  19,  reported  to  House, 
ipay  8,  passed  the  House, 
ay  9,  referred  to  Finance  Committee, 
une  22,  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee, 
ugxist  1,  passed  by  the  Senata 
ugust  18,  vetoed  by  President. 
Ih  the  Sixtj-second  Congress  a  tariff  bill  (H.  R.  11019,  wool) 
wai  on — 
June  2,  1911,  Introduced  in  the  House. 
Jtme  6.  reported  to  the  House. 
j|une  20.  pusaed  by  the  House. 

ne  21,  referred  to  Finance  Committee, 
me  22,  reported  to  the  Senate, 
me  27,  passed  the  Senate, 
ugust  17,  vetoed  by  the  President. 

the    Sixty-second    Congress    a    tariff   bill    (H.    R.    12812, 
on)  was  on — 

uly  26,  1911.  intrtKiuced  in  the  House, 
[uly  27,  reported  from  committee, 
ugust  3,  passed  by  the  House, 
ugust  4,  referred  to  Finance  Committee, 
ugust  10,  reported  to  Senate, 
ugust  17,  passed  by  the  Senate, 
ugust  22,  vetoed  by  the  President, 
the  Sixty-sixth  Congress  a  tariff  bill  (H.  R.  15275,  emer- 
gency agriculture)  was  on — 

I  "ecember  20,  1920.  introduced  in  the  House. 
I  December  20,  repcwted  from  committee. 
I  "eceralier  22,  passed  the  House. 
I  ►ecember  27,  referre<i  to  Finance  Committee. 
,;  anuary  17.  1921.  reported  to  the  Senate. 
I'ebruary  16,  pas.se<l  by  the  Senate. 
J  larch  3,  vetoed  by  the  President. 

In   Sixty-seventh  Congress,  a  tariff  bill    (H.  R.  2435,  emer- 
gei  cy  tariff)  was  on — 
J  4>ril  12,  1921,  introduced  in  the  Hoase. 

1  ^pril  14.  repf>rted  from  committee. 
J  .prll  15,  pas.sed  by  the  House. 

2  -pril  16,  referred  to  Finance  Committee, 
i  pril  30,  reported  to  the  Senate. 

I  lay  11,  passed  the  Senate. 

}  lay  27.  approved  by  the  President. 

These  are  but  a  few  Instances  to  confound  those  who  put  forth 
thd  spurious  claim  that  Congress  can  not  be  relietl  upon  to  act 
widh  promptness  and  effectJvent«s  even  in  the  pas.suge  of  taiiff 
bil|s  when  the  circumstances  justify  prompt  and  effective  action, 
'hose  who  seek  this  unwise  departure  are  not  actuated  by  the 
feat  that  Congress  will  not  act.  They  desire  to  take  the  enact- 
ment of  tariff  legislation  awa^-  from  the  representatives  of  tlie 
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people,  away  from  public  dlscasdon,  away  from  the  view  of  the 
pe<H>ie  to  the  quiet  precincts  of  secrecy  where  the  peof^  who 
have  to  bear  the  burden  and  pay  the  tribute  will  not  know  what 
Is  happening  to  them  until  it  is  too  late  to  protest 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Kentu<±y 
yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  did  not  desire  to  yield  until  I  ahall  have 
finished,  but  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  how 
many  items  were  in  the  emergency  tariff  act  of  1921?  Were 
there  11  or  16?    There  were  not  more  than  16? 

Mr.  BAUKLEY.  I  have  not  counted  them,  but  there  are  quite 
a  number ;  I  imagine  there  were  as  many  as  11,  and  there  may 
have  been  more  than  16. 

Mr.  FESS.  No;  there  were  not  more  than  16,  that  bill  being 
contined  to  agricultural  products,  as  contrasted  with  the  pending 
bill,  which  contains  over  2,000  items. 

Mr.  HARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Ohio  evidently  faila  to 
catch  the  drift  of  my  argument  I  am  not  contending  that  Con- 
gress can  pass  a  gmeral  tariff  bill  as  rapidly  as  it  can  peas 
a  measure  with  a  single  item  or  schedule  affecting  the  rates  In 
all  schedules.  What  I  am  attempting  to  do  is  to  show  that 
whenever  Congress  is  confronted  with  a  necessity,  with  an 
emergency,  with  the  facts  before  it  as  to  a  limited  number  of 
items,  it  can  act  more  promptly  and  more  eflBciectly  than  can 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Gk>vemment,  and  can  act  much 
more  promptly  and  efiBciently  and  expeditiously  than  has  been 
done  by  the  Tariff  Commission  up  to  date;  although  I  do  not 
say  that  in  criticism  of  the  Tariff  Commission  but  merely  as  a 
statement  of  a  fact  What  I  am  saying  is  that  upon  a  report 
by  the  Tariff  Commission  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
setting  forth  the  facts  with  respect  to  any  item  of  taxation  In 
the  tariff  law,  we  can  promptly  act  upon  that  recommendation 
without  delay,  as  has  been  shown  even  when  we  have  had  no 
report  from  a  tariff  commission  and  when  we  were  required  to 
rely  upon  our  own  information,  gathered  more  or  less  at  ran- 
dom from  whatever  sources  were  available,  in  considering  the 
wisdom  ot  an  increase  or  a  decrease  in  the  tariff  rate  on  a  given 
commodity.  Under  the  amendment  which  has  been  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nobkis],  which  I  understand 
we  shall  accept  as  a  part  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  SncMONS],  when  such  a  bill 
is  introduced  after  a  report  from  the  Tariff  Commission  and  is 
being  considered  by  either  House  of  Congress  any  amendment 
not  germane  to  that  item  i^i  not  pemrissible  under  the  law,  and 
It  is  not  permissible  even  now  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
under  the  rules  which  are  in  vogue  there. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  this  would 
not  probably  be  true:  If  the  amendment  were  the  law,  and  an 
Item  reported  upon  by  the  Tariff  Commission  w«e  embraced  in 
a  bill  coming  before  the  Senate,  would  not  sm*  a  bill  probably 
be  passed  by  unanimous  cou.sent  If  it  were  in  accordance  with 
the  reconmiendations  of  the  Tariff  Commission? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  no  doubt  that  many  instances  of 
that  nature  would  occur.  Where  a  report  is  made  to  Congress 
and  under  the  constitutional  provision  a  bill  based  on  such 
report  originates  in  the  House  of  Representatives  and  is  passed 
there  and  comes  here  with  a  report  from  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion. I  have  not  any  doubt  whatever  that  such  a  measure  would 
receive  prompt  and  almost  unanimous  approval  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  which  would  be  In  compliance  with  my 
conception  of  my  duty  as  a  member  of  the  legislative  branch 
of  our  Government.  So,  Mr.  President,  because  that  can  be 
done,  and  will  be  done,  there  is  certainly  no  reason  why  this 
great  taxing  power  should  be  delegated  to  anybody  exceiit  the 
representatives  of  the  peojrte  as  provided  in  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  we  frequently  hear  criticism  hurled  against 
the  legislative  branch  of  our  Government  by  men  on  the  out- 
side, and  sometimes  by  Members  of  the  Congress  Itself.  We  are 
told  that  we  are  slothful  and  InefBcient.  It  is  only  a  continua- 
tion and  prolongation  of  the  fear  which  found  expression  at 
the  CoD-titutional  Convention  and  among  the  Tories  of  the 
Colonies  who  refused  to  cooperate  with  the  parriots  In  estab- 
lishing Independence,  that  the  people  are  Incompetent  to  govern 
themselves;  that  they  ought  not  to  be  allowed  the  right  to 
choose  their  representatives.  Even  now  we  hear  reactionary 
men  declare  that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  has  deterio- 


rated Tery  materially  and  snbetantiany  since  tbe  people  were 
given  the  right  to  elect  United  States  Soiators. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  faith  in  this  body  and  I  have  faith  in 
the  other  body  which  la  a  coordinate  branch  of  the  Legislature 
of  this  Nation.  Wlienever  I  lose  faith  In  the  honesty  and  in 
the  integrity  and  the  ability  and  single  mlndedness  of  the  two 
branches  of  Congress,  then  will  I  lose  faith  in  the  pet^le  of  our 
country  and  ot  all  countries  and  of  all  parliamentary  govern- 
ments. I  hope  the  time  may  never  come  when  I  will  hise  so 
much  confidence  in  the  exereise  by  the  American  people  of  the 
right  to  have  a  voice  in  their  legIslati(Hi  and  in  the  choice 
of  their  representatives  and  then  lose  faith  in  those  men  when 
they  have  been  choeen,  that  I  would  be  willing  to  crawl  out 
from  under  any  part  of  the  resiKmsibility  placed  upon  me  by 
that  Constitution. 

I  do  not  b^eve,  in  spite  of  all  their  frailties  and  short- 
comings, that  the  American  people  are  yet  ready  to  surrender 
this  great  power  to  levy  taxes  upon  them  and  to  expend  the 
m<mey  after  it  has  been  received  in  tbe  Treasury  as  revenue  of 
the  Government,  For  that  reason  I  shall  support  the  amend- 
mMit  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North  Can>llna  [Mr.  Sim- 
mons] and  the  amendment  offered  to  that  amendment  by  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nobxis]  in  the  hope  that  they  may 
be  adopted. 

Mr.  BRATTON  and  Mr.  NORRIS  suggested  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  absence  of  a  quorum  being 
suggested,  the  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Eenatois 
answered  to  their  names: 


Asharst 

Barkley 

Blngbam 

Black 

Blaine 

Bleaae 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookbart 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Deneen 

Dill 

Edfre 

Feas 

Fletcher 

Frailer 

George 


Glenn 

Ooff 

Goldabo  rough 

Gould 

Greene 

Harris 

Harrison 

BastiDgB 

Hatfleld 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Johnaon 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 

Keyes 

La  Follette 

McKellar 

McMaster 


McNary 

Metcalf 

Moses 

NorrlB 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phlpps 

Pine 

Pittman 

Ransdell 

Reed 

Bobinaon.  Ark. 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Soball 

Sheppard 

Simmons 

Smith 

Smoot 

Seventy -seven 


Bteck 

Stelwer    ' 

Bwanaon 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  (Dkla. 

Townsen<l 

Trammell 

Ty  dings 

Vandenlx^rg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walah,  Mont 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wheeler 


Senators    having 


The    VICE    PRESIDENT, 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  preseit 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nrf)raska? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr,  Sim- 
mons] is  now  here,  and  if  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  will 
yield  for  the  purpose 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  I  understand  that  the  Sena- 
tor desdres  to  perfect  his  amendment    I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  desire  to  perfect  the  amendment  I  have  pro- 
posed ;  and  I  think  when  it  is  perfected  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  will  accept  it  and  make  It  a  part  of  his  amendment 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  other  day  I  offered  aa 
amendment  After  consultation  with  several  Senators,  and 
further  consideration  of  the  subject  myself,  I  have  modified  my 
amendment  to  the  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  by  confining  the  amendment  to  items  instead  of  sched- 
ules ;  and  In  its  perfected  form  I  should  like  to  have  it  read  by 
the  clerk. 

The  VICE  PRESn>ENT.  Does  the  Senator  offer  it  as  an 
amendment  at  this  time? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes ;  I  offer  it  as  an  amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

1*6  Chiw  Cueek.  The  modified  amendment  reads  as  fel- 
lows: 

Any  bUl  having  for  Its  object  tbe  carrying  oat  In  whole  or  in  part, 
of  tbe  recommendations  made  by  tiie  commission  In  any  soirh  r«tM>rt 
staaO  not  include  any  Items  not  included  In  socb  report ;  and  in  th« 
consideration  of  such  bill,  either  in  the  House  of  Representatlv(>s  or  la 
tbe  Senate,  no  amendment  thereto  shall  be  considered  which  Is  noC 
germane  to  tbe  items  included  in  such  report 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand,  the  Senator 
from  North  OanAina  is  wining  to  accept  that  amendment 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  amendment  ia  a 
Tory  pr«»per  one,  and  I  am  glad  to  accept  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  As  the  Chair  understands,  the 
^♦•natnr  from  North  Carolina  modifies  hia  amendment  to  include 
thi»  lanfniage. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    That  is  my  purpose. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  horing  been  attended  to,  before  I  leave 
the  subject  I  desire  to  suKRest  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Caroliiui  another  amendment,  on  page  2,  line  7,  of  his  amend- 
ment. 

It  now  reads  as  follows: 

If  the  commlaiion  flnda  it  ihown  by  the  lovestlgcatloB  that  the  doty 
lmpo«<>d  by  law  upon  the  foreign  articles  do««  not  equaUse  the  dlffer- 
«nce«  In  the  cost  of  production  of  the  domestic  article  and  of  the 
foreiun  article  when  prv>duced  in  the  prlacipal  competing  country  or 
countrlM,  then  the  commlmlon  shall  report  to  the  President — 

I  muTe  to  amend  by  inserting,  after  the  word  "President," 
in  line  T.  page  2,  the  words  "  and  to  the  Congress." 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  willing  to  accept  tliat 
amendment. 

Tl»e  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
modifies  his  amendment  as  stated  by  the  Senator  frtxn  Ne- 
braska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  being  done,  let  me  suggest  that  down 
on  line  24  the  S^iator's  substitute  now  reads  as  follows : 

<b)  No  report  iiball  be  made  by  the  commission  to  the  President 

IlaTing  changed  that,  I  suggest  that  we  strike  out  the  words 
••  to  the  President,"  so  that  it  will  read : 

No  report  shall  be  made  by  the  commission  ander  this  section. 

.      Mr.  SIMMONS.     That  is  acceptable,  Mr.  President. 

The  VICE  PRKSIDENT.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
modifieH  bis  amendment  as  state<l. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  thanlc  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yieltl  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  like  to  have  the  amendment  as  modi- 
fl(>d  printt^.  and  let  that  be  the  amendment  that  will  be  offered 
and  considered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  that  will  be 
done. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  wisxh  to  have  that  done. 
I  desire  to  have  my  amen«lment  prlLted  so  as  to  include  the 
thr»^  amendments  offei-ed  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  printed  as 
modified. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  other  words,  this  Is  all  the  amendment  of 
tht'  Senator  fn>m  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     It  is  all  my  amendment 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massucha.setts.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  detain 
the  Senate  only  for  a  few  minutes.  I  fully  realise  that  the  time 
for  i^'neral  debate  for  and  against  the  amendment  providing  for 
a  flexible  tariff,  with  power  granted  to  the  President  amounting 
to  lawmaking  with  recpect  to  the  tariff,  has  passed.  I  shall 
content  myself,  therefore,  with  a  final  appeal  to  my  colleagues 
npi»n  an  a.spect  of  this  qnestion  that,  in  my  opinion,  transcends 
all  others;  namely,  the  position  that  patriotic  c^jnsiderations  and 
hL-itoric  traditions  should  dictate. 

There  has  been  a  vast  deal  of  propaganda  in  this  country  of 
recent  years  tending  to  belittle,  ridicule,  and  destroy  the  jM-estlge 
of  the  Congress.  A  colleague  a  few  days  ago  made  the  state' 
ment  that  he  did  not  believe  that  any  Senator  realized  the  deep 
and  uiide«erve<l  dLscredlt  into  which  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  had  t>een  brought  by  these  attacks  and  misrepresenta- 
tions. The  powerful  searchlight  of  the  modem  metbo<ls  of  pub- 
licity is  tiMiay.  as  never  before,  turned  wide  open  and  has 
-  accentuated  to  an  alarming  degree  the  shortcomings  and  even 
dellntiuencies  that  have  probably  always  existed  in  parliamentary 
b(ilies.  Many  apparently  fail  to  renllxe  that,  whereas  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Congress,  being  human,  err — yet  the  in8tituti(m  called 
th"  Congress  should  not  In  consequence  be  discredited  and  nn- 
derroiue*!.  Has  public  indifference  reache4i  the  point  where 
forgetfulness  exists  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
stands  for  the  voice  and  control  of  the  people  in  tbdr  affairs; 
that  it  is  now,  as  alwajrs,  the  final  hope  and  the  best  method 
yet  deviled  for  the  preservation  of  liberty  and  Justice  among  a 
free  p»>o|ile? 

If  the  C^ongress  fails,  representative  government  fails,  and 
with  it  a  social  orgiin  of  immense  value.  In  spite  of  Irrelevant 
discussion  and  s(»me  incidental  unduly  prolonged  debate,  this 
very  procedure  in  the  Setuite  now  in  connection  with  this  tariff 
Ull  is  a  grtat  and  mighty  reexamination  and  review  before  the 
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coiintry  of  the  whole  tariff  situation.  Notwithstanding  the 
certain  measure  o*  truth  in  the  denunciations  of  those  who  ex- 
pe<  t  the  same  speed  and  efficiency  in  a  free  legislative  body  that 
ex  9t8  in  the  board  of  directors  of  a  private  corporation,  yet  who 
wi  I  deny  that  an  informative,  illuminating,  and  safeguarding 
sti  dy  and  consideration  of  an  important  and  difficult  question  is 
no^  being  here  and  now  secured  and  is  really  of  service? 

undoubtedly  mudi  of  the  unfavorable  sentiment  that  haa 
voiced  against  the  Congress,  perhaps  particularly  against 
th^  Senate,  and  especially  in  connection  with  the  tariff,  haa 
arfcen  from  a  growing  feeling  of  our  incompetency.  We  have 
crited  conditions  with  respect  to  tariff  complexities  that  make 
coagressional  control  of  the  tariff  necessarily  difficult;  and  then 
wej  turn  with  zest  for  refuge  to  bureaucracy,  and  sink  still  far- 
th(r  Into  a  mire.  Such  in  general  is  the  present  st.ate  of  the 
pu  >llc  mind  that  we  turn  to  meet  every  evil  with  boards  to 
rei  ulate,  direct  control,  and  even  imprison  the  private  citizen 
foi  breaches  even  of  by-laws  of  these  subordinate  arms  of  the 
Government.  And  then  comes  a  fresh  crop  of  evils  and  more 
bo<irds.  Edmund  Burke  hit  off  this  state  of  mind  and  thb*  prac- 
tlc»  by  saying  that  there  is  inherent  degredation  and  oppression 
in  the  acts  of  a  central  governmait  always  "as  it  descends 
fnm  a  klngdmn  to  a  province,  from  a  province  to  a  p»irish,  and 
frcm  a  parish  to  a  private  house." 

'  :he  growing  tendency,  upon  the  basis  of  the  theory  of  time- 
sa^  ing  and  securing  efficiency,  of  abandoning  direct  and  com- 
pute control  of  lawmalcing  by  the  electe<l  representatives  of 
th<  people  Is  the  great  menace  of  our  times.  We  have  gone  too 
fai  In  that  direction  already ;  and  furthermore  we  have  dis- 
cndlted  ourselves  when  we  have  created  commissions  and 
boiirds  innumerable  and  given  them  carte  blanche  power  to 
diiect  and  control  the  interests  of  our  people,  subject  only  to  the 
limitations  of  the  courts  in  cases  where  they  obviously  and 
flan'antly  exceed  their  authority.  Another  challenge  is  here 
an  1  we  mast  meet  It.  Just  now  it  Is  the  shunting  and  dismiss^ 
In!  of  tariff  di.scusslon.  tariff  consideration,  and  tariff  control 
fn  m  the  Congress  to  a  bureau — to  an  agency  of  the  Government 
otlier  than  that  provided  for  lawmaking  by  the  Constitution. 

jet  me  remind  you  tliat  whatever  excuse  and  justification 
vol  have  had  in  the  past  in  delegating  the  power  and  respon- 
silillity  of  the  Congress  to  indirect  agencies,  that  excuse  has 
pai  sed ;  and  especially  with  respect  as  to  this  subject  of  taxation 
abi  (ve  all  others.  If  you  recall  to  mind  the  story  of  the  struggles 
anl  the  siuriflces  of  your  forefathers  and  their  Imperishable 
words,  yfiur  eyes  should  l)e  open  now.-  Hero  and  now  you  are 
deiling  with  a  subject  that  no  human  being  can  say  was  out- 
sliit  and  beyond  the  domain  of  the  deliberations  and  plan.*!  of 

founders  of  this  country.     And  for  one  hundred  and  forty 

rs  the  exclusive  right  of  exercising  the  taxing  power  has 

preserved   in   the   form   that   the  Con.stitution   prescribed. 

ever  else  we  may  have  abridged  or  compromised  the  basic 
ciples  of  the  Constitution,  we  at  least  have  not  abandoned 

one. 
entlemen.  you  are  engaged  In  an  assault  upon  parliamentary 
gofemment.  No  one  can  foresee  where  this  movement  will  lend  or 
em  1.  One  thing  is  certain :  It  risks  the  beginning  of  the  end  of 
th<  t  fundamental  principle  upon  which  our  institutions  were  built, 
oui  happiness  secnred.  and  our  prosi)erity  maintained  up  to  the 
present  hour.  This  proposed  change  w«)uld  not  even  be  thought 
of  except  It  Is  the  fashion  of  the  time  to  belittle  and  discredit 
parliamentary  government  But  the  tragedy  of  it  all  Is  that  we 
ourselves  are  joining  in  the  movement  to  undermine  parllamen- 
rai.v  government  which  means  to  put  ourselves  In  the  limbo  of 
rej  pcted  things. 

repeat  In  order  that  there  be  no  misunderstanding  and 
s<-i  tiling  behind  fo«s  or  imaginary  issues,  that  the  primary,  the 
crucial,  and  the  final  question  here  is:  Shall  we  abdicate  and 
re  inqnish  the  taxing  power  and  place  it  where  the  Constitution 
ex  )ressly  forbids  it  to  he  placed?  Do  not  plead  that  it  is  only 
pa'tlal;  that  It  Is  confined  and  limited  by  a  rule;  that  It  Is 
on  y  temporary.  It  is  the  step  that  counts  and  in  all  prob- 
ab  lity  one  that  counts  finally.  The  first  proposal  in  1922  was 
on  y  for  two  years;  and  then  that  limitation  was  abandoned. 
At  first  it  was  to  be  greatly  ssafeguarded  and  restricted ;  now  it 
is  proposed  to  expand  It.  extend  it  and  make  it  permanent. 

Tou  say  the  need  is  to  provide  a  means  of  mfeting  an  emer- 
ge icy!  What  would  you  think  of  a  proposal  giving  the  Presi- 
de it  the  authority  to  increase  the  Army  or  the  Navy  upon 
iuve.stigatlon  and  advice  by  boards  of  Anny  or  Navy  officers, 
whenever  he  deemed  an  emergency  exlsteil?  If  increase  of  power 
aol  responsibility  in  the  field  of  taxation  when  emergencies  exist 
can  .safely  and  advantageously  be  lodged  in  the  President,  why 
no ;  let  him  be  the  judge  of  the  extent  of  preparations  that  are 
ne  -essary  to  provide  for  public  defense  without  the  concurrence 
of  tlie  Congress?    Why  stop  at  the  mere  protection  or  safe- 


goardlBf  of  property?    Is  not  the  protection  of  liflt  and  the 
defense  of  the  coantry  of  greater  moment? 

Mr.  President  during  this  entire  discussion  no  wholehearted 
or  sinc«^  words  of  commendation  have  been  expressed  for  the 
manner  In  which  thus  far  the  flexible  tariff  has  functioned. 
Throughout  the  discussions  there  has  been  criticism  and  an  ex- 
pression of  general  lack  of  confidence.  Even  the  proponents  of 
the  measure  have  been  apologetic.  But  in  the  very  breath  that 
they  allege  that  things  have  not  been  as  they  ought  to  have  been 
and  that  the  results  have  not  been  as  expected,  they  urge  us  to 
continue  the  abandonment  of  our  powers,  because,  forsooth,  tiie 
future  will  resuscitate,  remodel,  and  restore  the  particular  ex- 
ample of  bureaucracy  that  thus  far  has  failed.  The  servant 
has  been  unfaithful  in  some  things,  so  make  him  ruler  over 
many  I 

Reform !  Drive  politics  out  of  a  department  of  government 
that  deals  with  a  question  that  is  saturated  with  political 
philosophy  fought  over  in  every  political  conflict  by  every 
pcHitical  party  since  the  l)eginning  of  the  Nation !  Do  you  think 
that  by  delegating  this  power  that  a  candidate  for  the  Senate 
can  be  elected  to  oflice  In  Louisiana  by  stilting  that  the  sugar 
question  has  been  removed  from  politics  and  is  in  the  custody 
of  a  m€Te  fbct-flndlng  commission,  and  that  the  people  of 
lyouisiana  must  appeal  not  to  their  Senators  for  relief  but 
hereafter  to  a  fact-finding  board  that  has  already  decreed  their 
sugar  protection  excessive?  Do  you  think  any  Senator,  be  he 
Democrat  or  Republican,  elected  in  Massachusetts  can  escape 
declaring  to  distressed  Industries  that  the  tariff  is  now  taken 
care  of  by  officials  outside  the  Halls  of  Congress  and  that  he 
is  powerless?  What  of  the  Senators  from  other  States?  What 
will  you  say  to  a  constituent  after  a  fact-finding  commission  has 
refused  an  application  for  tariff  revision?  Are  Senators  from 
the  woolgrowing  and  from  the  Itimber  States  going  to  sit 
down  and  fold  their  hands  now  that  you  have  passed  a  law 
taking  this  authority  in  large  part  from  yourselves? 

I  dislike  to  prophesy,  but  a  statesman  must  do  It  The 
founders  did  It,  they  looked  back  and  saw  the  awful  story  that 
history  revealed  and  that  they  had  personally  experienced,  of  the 
usurpation  of  the  power  of  taxation.  And  then  they  prophesied 
that  history  would  repeat  Itself  here  in  America  unless  the  con- 
trol of  the  people's  po(*etbook  and  the  control  of  commerce 
through  the  imposing  of  taxes  was  separated  clearly  and  abso- 
lutely from  the  Executive  and  kept  on  the  broadest  basis  pos- 
sible. They  were  not  so  guileless  as  we,  or  shall  I  say  such 
trucklers  to  expediency?  They  were  students  of  the  science  of 
government.  They  were  sagacious.  Well  they  knew  that 
lodging  power  in  the  hands  of  one  man  makes  for  cderity  and 
efficiency ;  but  they  also  knew  that  something  else  was  of  vastly 
more  colisequence.  They  were  willing  to  make  certain  sacrifices 
of  efficiency  for  greater  ends.  They  preferred  less  efficiency 
and  the  retentiwi  of  liberty,  rather  than  the  maximum  of  effl- 
dency  with  the  possibility  of  despotic  abuse. 

After  all  is  said  and  done  is  not  the  answer  to  the  Impression 
that  visitors  to  these  galleries  receive,  and  frequently  express, 
of  our  apparent  IneflJclency  and  other  shortcomings  summed  up 
succinctly  In  the  words  of  the  French  leader  when  criticism 
was  made  of  the  delay  and  disorderly  conduct  of  the  Prendi 
Assembly  :  "  These  are  the  manners  of  liberty." 

If  there  Is  one  idea  more  than  any  other  that  I  have  been 
impressed  with  as  I  read  the  stirring  story  of  the  deliberations 
and  struggles  for  the  founding  of  this  Republic,  and  studied 
the  political  philo80i*y  of  its  creators.  It  has  been  this — that 
they  were  not  unmindful  of  the  possibility  that  the  form  of 
government  which  they  outlined  might  in  time  bring  to  their 
descendants  tyranny,  but  they  were  convinced  first,  that  if  that 
tyranny  came  it  was  more  likely  to  come  through  abuse  of  the 
taxing  power  than  any  other,  and  secondly  that  it  was  better  to 
have  that  abuse  come  through  the  failure  of  many  rather  than  of 
one.  In  a  word  they  believed  that  since  abuses  could  not  be  fore- 
seen or  surely  prevented,  they  were  In  the  long  run  less  likely 
to  come  through  their  parliament  than  through  some  of  the 
other  agencies  of  government  which  they  nwessarily  provided 
for ;  and  consequently  they  lodged,  first  of  all  the  taxing  power, 
permanently,  as  they  thought  in  the  charge  of  our  parliament — 
the  Amerlciin  Congress. 

I  said  I  would  venture  to  prophesy,  and  here  is  what  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say,  weighing  the  responsibility  of  my  words,  that 
this  decision  to  make  the  flexible  provisions  of  this  tariff  a  per- 
manent policy  of  our  Government  for  that  is  what  It  amounts 
to,  means  the  end  of  a  sdentiflc  judicially  minded  commission, 
and  It  likewise  means  the  end  of  tariff  reviews  In  the  open 
l)efore  the  country  by  the  Congress. 

The  personnel  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission,  and 
I  say  this  without  any  desire  to  enter  Into  the  realm  of  dis- 
cussion of  personality,  since  the  commission  began  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  flexible  tariff  has  become  mwe  poUtlcaL 


Preflons  to  1922  ft  may  not  have  done  much,  fc»r  it  was  only 
starting,  bvt  what  ft  did  was  sdentiflc  and  commanded  respect 
Men  of  sdentiflc  Integrity  and  purpose  were  sought  and  ob- 
tained both  for  commissionerB  and  for  leading  portions  on  the 
staff.  With  the  coming  of  the  flexible  tariff  tlie  whole  com- 
plexion of  the  commission  changed,  a  new  type  o1'  commissioner 
was  appointed,  and  the  better  members  of  the  stalf  resigned  and 
were  replaced  by  inf^or  and  more  subservient  assistants.  It 
could  not  be  otherwise.  The  change  in  the  work  was  from  In- 
vestigation and  research  removed  from  poHticji  to  research, 
investigation,  and  decision  controlled  by  politics.  What  has 
happened  is  inherent  in  an  institution  dealing  with  such  a  highly 
political  subject,  which  is  possessed  with  the  powijr  to  loosen  or 
bind  men's  wages  and  profits  through  governmental  action. 

What  we  did  then  and  what  we  are  doing  nasv,  If  this  pro- 
posal succeeds.  Is  to  transfer  polltieal  connivlug,  scheming, 
improper  suggestions  of  every  kind  frwn  this  ope  a  public  forum 
to  a  commis^on  that  necessarily  does  Its  work  away  from  the 
public  eye.  Is  there  any  Senator  on  this  floor  who  seriously 
doubts  that  pressure  of  tremendous  proportion?  will  not  be 
exerted  with  success  in  naming  In  the  future  to  this  law-altering 
body  textUe  commissioners,  wool  commissioners,  sugar  commis- 
sioners, lumber  commissioners,  and  that  men  will  also  be  ap- 
pointed as  members  of  the  staff  for  the  purpose  of  i>rotecting 
and  insuring  the  supposed  rights  of  particular  industries  and 
interests? 

You  say  that  Intrigue,  scheming,  and  conniving  is  here  In  the 
Congress.  True;  but  it  Is  brought  to  bear  on  six  hundred  men 
and  not  on  six  men  who  are  the  appointees  and  advisers  of  one- 
man  !  You  say  that  politics  in  tariff  making  is  here.  Yes ;  but 
hwe  it  Is  in  the  open ;  it  is  a  recognized  and  exp<!cted  part,  un- 
fortunate and,  I  fear,  unavoidable  of  the  sun-oundings  and 
functioning  of  parliamentary  government.  What  an  exalted 
opinion  of  the  immunity  from  political  pressure  and  subtle  sug- 
gestions and  possession  of  infallibility  you  place  In  bureaus  and 
in  the  presidential  office!  How  you  do  look  guilelessly  for  a 
miracle ! 

Why  are  these  thingg  here?  It  Is  because  we  are  engaged  in 
the  business  of  handiug  over  favcwrs  and  beneflls  through  the 
possession  of  the  owwrtunity  and  power  to  grant  in  the  exerdse 
of  our  discretion,  the  demands  of  selfish  and  greedy  Interests. 
Our  necessarily  plenary  jwwer  with  respect  to  taxation  gives  us 
the  power  to  abuse  it;  but  there  are  limits  to  abuse  In  our 
hands.    There  is  none  when  it  is  concentrated  and  out  of  sight 

Mr.  President  there  have  been  some  momentocis  debates  and 
ded8l(Mis  In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  but  none  that  were 
fraught  with  more  serious  consequences  for  the  future  of  our 
country  and  for  the  welfare  of  the  people  than  tlie  decision  we 
are  making  now.  It  is  more  tlian  a  fight  betweec  (Hd-fasbioned 
constitnticMialiam  and  modem  constitutionalism,  sir  it  has  been 
called.  It  ia  a  fight  to  safeguard  parliamentai'y  government 
against  the  usurpation  of  the  taxing  power. 

I  see  in  vision  a  future  day  when  men  sitting  in  our  places 
here  will  turn  Imck  the  pages  of  the  record  of  this  body  to  scan 
the  names  and  the  motives  of  those  who  changed  the  settled 
pollcT  of  one  hundred  and  forty  years  and  tui-ned  this  most 
sacred,  precious,  and  dangerous  power — ^that  even  to  destroy 
property  and  freedom  erf  action — into  an  uncharted  political 
course  that  every  liberty  seeker  familiar  with  tlie  science  and 
experience  of  government  has  hitherto,  renounce<l  and  avoided. 

Senators,  pause,  I  plead  with  you,  before  yon  \ote  tor  such  a 
destructive  interference  with  the  liberties  and  rights  of  our 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  printed  following  my  remarks 
an  extended  and  more  detailed  analysis  and  argument  with 
resf>ect  to  the  legal  and  economic  aspects  of  the  t;ariff  contained 
in  section  336,  prepared  by  me. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  is  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Bncxwo,  as  follows : 

SaCTKHr  S3S — THl  rUBZIBLB  TAEITV 

In  the  tariff  act  of  1922  for  the  first  tlm*  in  oor  nsttonal  history 
several  fundam<-ntal  snd  revohitlonary  beginnings  of  Hisnge  were  made 
In  the  law  respecting  the  tariff.  One  of  these  dangerous  Innovations  was 
the  Incorporation  among  the  administrative  sections  of  the  act  of  what 
has  been  popolarly  called  the  flexible  tariff.  Charaderislng  this  pro- 
vision  In  general  terms.  It  consists  In  a  serioas  Impairment  of  th« 
control  of  the  elected  Bepresentatlves  of  the  people  over  t!»e  power  to 
tax.  It  constltntes  a  transference  of  a  fundamental  legislative  power 
to  the  Eiecotlve. 

Among  the  more  Indirect  and  specific  reasons  for  the  change  was  that 
put  forward  by  certain  Idealists  who  thought  that-  the  newly  conceived 
flexible  tariff  could  be  used  as  a  device  to  "get  the  tariff  out  of  politics." 
Many  dtlaens  of  good  will  are,  for  obvious  reasons,  tot  satisfied  with 
the  way  the  CbngreM  now  handles  the  tariff  and  tartff  problems.  The 
flexible  tariff  is,  from  this  angle  of  the  reasons  for  its  existence,  a 
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ttrikias  euuBple  of  tb«  great  Aaerlcaa  «l*liMi»a  that  wm 

from   loBC-staBdli>«  cTils   bf   paailJic  •  law — that  tba  bad  haMta  of 

ccatnrlM  caa  W  eorad  by  •  BMcbanlsm.  or  that  what  to  aad  alwaya 

has  been  aad  alwaji  will  be  a  political  qoeatloa  aad  iaana  eaa  be  Made 

otbervUe. 

But  thla  la  oot  the  reaJljr  Important  asp<Hrt  of  thto  mibject.  What  la 
liirulrf><l  b«re  la  nothing  leaa  than  the  question  of  the  preiii lattoa  onlm- 
palrtMl  of  the  parllameatary  power  orer  the  public  purse,  and  eqoally  ao 
whether  that  power  la  used  merely  to  tax  the  people  or  to  accompUah 
another  end  or  for  the  two  combined.  The  founders  of  thla  OoTernaieiit 
and  their  predeceaaors  of  tbe  Liberal  Party  In  Rngland  were  OMxit  aeal- 
oua,  and  wiaely  ao,  about  the  preftervation  of  tbia  power  Tested  In  th'^ 
pcuple'ii  •>lected  representatlvea  and  atubbomly  opposed  its  being  frittered 
away  in  any  rcapect  whaterer.  If  tbe  history  of  poUtleal  lastltatlons 
t«a(-be«  anything.  It  teaches  tbat  tbia  particular  power  of  parliament, 
and  Its  apiiroprlate  powers  iccnerally,  must  be  preserved  If  free  goTem- 
ment  Itself  la  to  continue.  Tbe  ccutral  leglslattve  body  of  any  nation 
miut  be  maintained  In  the  full  intetfrlty  of  its  powers — eren  daring  eras 
wb«>n  It  functions  Iwdly — for  in  tbe  long  ran  there  la  ao  other  bulwark 
-of  ordered  liberty  or  defense  against  tyranny.  In  the  long  course  of 
events  any  aort  of  fascism  or  bestowing  of  legislative  power  upon  a 
single  man.  or  a  single  man  and  bis  personal  agents  and  advisera,  la 
certain  to  l>rlng  disappointment  and  even  disaster. 

Now.  wbat  la  tbe  flexible  tariff  in  the  form  In  which  it  waa  anacted 
in  aectlon  315  of  tbe  tariff  act  of  1922  f  First  and  foremost — in  Its 
legal  anpect — It  la  a  power  conferred  upon  the  President,  with  certain 
limitations,  to  rerlae  tbe  tariff  duties  enacted  t>y  Congreaa,  each  revi- 
aions  to  be  baaed  upon  ascertained  differences  la  costs  of  production 
here  and  abroad.  One  of  the  principal  limitationa  upon  the  Preaideat 
la  tbat  be  can  not  reduce  tlie  statutory  rates  of  duty  more  than  50 
per  <<ent  nor  Increase  them,  in  general,  more  than  50  per  cent.  In 
the  case  of  certala  exceptiona  he  may  not  raiae  tbe  rate  of  duty  at 
all,  but  by  abiftlng  tbe  baaia  of  valuation  be  may  Increase  tbe  aaiount 
of  duty  collected  In  unlimited  excess  above  50  per  cent.  The  other 
cblef  limitation  upon  tbe  power  conferred  upon  the  President  la  tbat 
he  can  not  exercise  it  until  after  au  InTeatlgation  baa  been  made  by 
the  Tsriff  Commiasioa. 

With  respect  to  this  required  participation  of  tbe  Tariff  Commission 
there  are  a  nnmber  of  limitations  of  an  adminiatratlve  character — 
directiona  as  to  tbe  method  of  conducting  investigations  which  will 
afford  the  basis,  or  tlie  cblef  baais,  of  the  presidential  aetioa.  Costs 
of  prodactlea  in  general,  both  domestic  aad  foreign,  are  to  be  foond 
for  "  like  or  similar  articles " ;  and  aa  regards  foreign  costs  alone, 
they  are  to  be  the  costs  not  of  the  whole  world  averaged  together  but 
tbe  coats  of  tbe  Industry  producinK  tbe  article  In  the  "  principal  com- 
pciinic  country."  Not  mnob  guidance  la  afforded  by  the  atattite  as  to 
wbat  elementa  should  or  should  i>ot  be  Included  in  costs  of  production ; 
and  Botblng  Is  said  as  to  how  tbe  costs  of  tbe  various  establishments 
of  a  whole  iadastry  shall  be  averaged  (and  there  are  different  statis- 
tical methods  of  averaging)  so  aa  to  afford  a  representative  picture. 
Neither  Is  anything  said  tbat  affords  guidance  as  to  tbe  time  of  the 
lavestlgatlona— as  to  wbat  period  should  be  taken  or  how  long  a  period. 
This  omlasioa  is  of  particular  Importance  in  connection  with  investlga- 
tlona  of  the  costs  of  production  for  most  agricultural  commodities ; 
anything  less  than  a  3-yeer  cost-flndlng  period,  and  tbat  well  chosen, 
will  yield  inconclusive  results.  All  these  omitted  instructions  and  am- 
biguous instructions  (snd  all  tbos«  that  are  given  are  more  ambiguous 
than  they  seem  to  a  layman)  are  of  vital  slgnlflcance  lo  passing  upon 
tbe  question  as  to  whether  the  flexible  tariff  was  a  legal  conferring  of 
power  upon  tbe  Pr««ldent  or  as  to  whether  or  not  it  was  an  unconsti- 
tntional  delegation  of  legislative  discretion.  This  question  turns,  of 
course,  precisely  on  whether  the  President  (and  the  Tariff  Commission 
aiding  blm>  were  given  a  definite  rule  to  follow.  To  pursue  this  aapeet 
of  tbe  subject  further  would  lead  to  a  discussion  of  tbe  recent  decision 
of  tbe  Supreme  Court  (Hampton  v.  the  United  States)  which  upheld  the 
constitutionality  of  the  flexible  tariff  of  tiie  act  of  1922 ;  and  that  is 
beside  my  purxwee. 

I  wl.«h  BOW  to  observe  that  the  aetual  ladeflnlteaeai  and  tmcertalntles 
•f  the  statute  are  among  the  chief  reasons  why  tbe  Tariff  Commission 
has  functioned  so  nlowly  under  section  SIS.  and  has  to  date  completed 
SDly  some  half  buadred  investigatlooa  and  reported  the  results  to  the 
President.  Any  expectatloaa  that  soose  aiay  have  entertalasd  that  thta 
provi«loB  oi  the  tariff  act  of  1922  could  be  used  as  an  emerfeacy  measure 
to  make  osceMary  tariff  adjustments  "  during  periods  when  it  is  Im- 
poasible  to  somaMB  Congreas  In  order  to  meet  a  crisis  or  scute  situa- 
tion." have  been  dlaappolnted.  For  reasons  largely  beyond  its  control 
the  average  Investlgatloa  of  the  Tariff  CobudIssIob  uiMlsr  the  existing 
flrxltle  Uriff  has  taken  soasetblng  like  from  two  and  a  half  to  three 
years.  Almsat  all  the  completed  InvestigatioBa.  by  tbe  way.  whea  acted 
apoa  by  the  PresMeat  at  all.  have  resulted  la  tariff  Increases.  At  the 
end  I  shall  have  sonethlag  to  say  aboat  the  provialoo  in  oar  tariff 
leciaUtloa  of  saltable^peans  for  aeetinc  emergenciea.  Considering  that 
aspect  of  the  Matter  the  flexible  urtff  of  1922  baa  been  a  total  failure ; 
the  daa«rr  eltfeer  paaaes  or  the  Aawricaa  tadostry  Is  rained  looff  before 
«ae  oC  thase  aarsaiwrUy  loas-drBva-oot,  faraal,  aad  datailsd  lavwUca* 


One  ather  featore  of  flexible-tariff  history  may  be  mentioned  here, 
first  certain  industrial  proponents  of  high  protection  were  decidedly 
soipicioas  and  hostile.  They  feared  constant  dlsturbancea  through  the 
ppratioa  of  the  flexible  tariff,  and  the  possiUiity  at  many  rate  reduo- 
•ventually  their  fears  were  dispelled,  and  now  they  are  entha- 
for  it.  They  now  see  great  posBibilitles  in  it  in  the  way  of  ln< 
te^lm  increases  of  rates.  In  fact,  some  of  them  with  unguarded  candor 
■aid  that  there  are  two  ways  of  getting  rates  of  duty  increaaed — 
through  the  Congress  and  one  through  the  Tariff  Commission  with 
activating  proclamation  Issued  by  the  President.  But  not  all  tbe  in- 
du  itrial  iateresta  favor  this  departure ;  tbey  have  appreciated  the  pos- 
sUilities  of  overreaebing  protection,  tbat  would  eventually  bring  dis- 
turbance and  injury.  It  is  to  be  noted  tbat  many  of  tbe  large  industries 
never  invoked  this  method  of  obtaining  tariff  increases, 
rbe  inherent  impropriety — whatever  the  Supreme  Conrt  may  say  with 
to  the  technical  legalities — of  tlie  flexible  tariff — any  flexible 
worked  tbroutch  power  conferred  upon  the  President  aselstiMl  by 
Tariff  Commission — Is  brought  out  liy  noting  the  constant  shuffling 
and  forth  by  its  proponents  as  to  wbat  Its  form  stiali  be;  that  is. 
Its  basis  shall  be.  When  first  formulated  by  the  majority  party 
the  Senate  eight  years  ago  it  was  a  scheme  to  equalize  "  conditions 
competition."  After  debate  emphasizing  tbe  lodeftniteness  of  tlw 
and  its  consequent  almost  certain  uncouBtltutlonallty,  a  plan  of 
costs  of  production  "  waa  substituted  for  it  Now,  in  tbe 
t  provision  for  reenactment  of  a  flexible  tariff  the  equalizing  of 
Klitions  of  competition  is  again  prop-jsed  as  the  rule  to  be  applied ; 
proposal  of  tbe  House  being  accepted  by  the  majority  of  tbe  Com- 
mittee  on  Finance.  Within  a  few  days  however,  tbe  leaders  of  the 
majority  have  stated  on  tbe  floor  of  tho  Senate  that  they  are  going  to 
conditions  of  competition  once  more  and  again  make  u^  of  tbe  rule 
equalising  differences  in  costs  of  production.  Only  fi^lday  of  last 
tbe  chairman  of  th^  Committee  on  Finance  assured  tbe  Senate 
so  far  aa  he  and  bis  colleagues  on  the  conference  committee  were 
this  decision  was  final ;  tbey  would  not  attempt  to  reintro- 
diice  a  rule  of  equalizing  conditions  of  competition  In  tbe  conference. 
Now,  why  this  Lacking  and  filling,  both  ^gbt  years  ago  and  now? 
Is  because  certain  proponenta  of  high  protection  are  not  satisfied 
tbe  rale  of  equalising  tbe  costs  of  production  ;  it  is  for  that  reason 
continually  try  to  get  away  from  it  to  tbe  rule  of  equalizing  con- 
ditions of  competition  which  would  more  adequately  serve  their  purpose. 
Ising  conditions  of  competition  is  plainly  nnconstitutlonal,  and 
therefore  tbey  are  forced  repeatedly  to  reconsider  it  and  take  up  with 
next  best  thing.  Why  is  it  that  comparative  costs  of  production  is 
next  best  thing?  Why  Is  it  tbat  It  does  not  give  full  satisfaction? 
Is  in  a  word  because  very  many  of  tbe  tariff  rat<>s  subject  to  revision 
the  President  under  tbe  flexible  tariff  are  not  related,  or  at  any  rato 
closely  related,  to  costs  of  production  ;  and  therefore  revisions  of 
duties  under  tbe  rule  of  comparing  coMts  of  production  will  result, 
might  result  according  to  wbat  applications  for  revisions  are  asked 
and  bow  the  inveatlgationa  are  made,  In  many  reductions  of  the 
statutory  rates  of  duty. 

will  give  but  two  proofs  of  my  assertion.  Obviously  the  difference 
costs  of  production  here  and  abroad  is  not  the  principle  followed  by 
Congress  with  respect  to  a  number  of  commodities  given  one  common 
of  duty  in  any  paragraph.  1  refer  not  to  commodities  like  chemi- 
,  which  are  often  but  mere  minor  variations  one  from  another,  but 
commodities  that  are  decidedly  different  with  respect  to  method  of  manu- 
tbe  nature  of  their  construction,  their  price,  and  their  use. 
commodities  differing  as  regards  volume  of  demand,  and  tbe  scale 
;>roductlon  and  the  economies  of  production  applicable  to  them.  Ob- 
viously when  ten  or  more  such  commodities,  made  perhaps  from  tbe  samo 
arc  lumped  together  with  a  common  duty  In  one  paragraph. 
Congress  could  not  have  paid  much  attention  to  costs  of  production, 
fact.  It  is  logleaily  lmpo^<slbie  to  have  hA»fA  tbe  common  duty  on  the 
of  production  In  severalty  of  such  an  array  of  commodities,  whose 
nn4scertAlned  costs  are  clearly  wide  apart.  Tbe  Congress  Intended  to 
a  evrtaln  general  protection  to  these  commodities  of,  say,  50  per 
ad  valorem,  and  costs  of  production  really  had  nothing  to  do  with 
When,  therefore,  the  President,  acting  under  a  flexible  tariff,  worked 
the  basis  of  a  minute  Inquiry  Into  costs  of  production  by  tbe 
TaHff  Commission,  makes  a  revision  of  the  rate  for  any  particular  com- 
moplty,  the  outcome  may  be  a  reduction  of  tbe  duty  from  50  to  25  per 
,  or  there  may  be  an  Increase  of  the  duty  perhaps  75  p«r  cent. 
"he  second  proof  of  my  general  contention  that,  notwithstanding  the 
tbat  tariff  rates  are  based  at  least  In  a  general  way  upon  differ- 
in  costs  of  production,  the  fact  Is  tbat  costs  of  production  have 
direct  connection  with  the  amount  of  tbe  rates  Is  afforded  by  con- 
sidering the  paragraphs — often  including  only  a  mingle  commodity — 
Caaada  Is  known  to  be  the  principal  competing  country.  Tbe 
on  Canadian  products  are  frequenUy  very  high  rates,  and  yet 
to  aware  tbat  It  costs,  as  a  rule,  only  slightly  less,  if  any. 
;>rodaee  a  comparable  article  la  Caaada  than  It  costs  In  this  country, 
wsts  ahoat  aa  nuch  to  run  a  woodworking  e«tabliabment  in  Canada 
get  out  1.000  feet  of  some  wood  prrjdact  ss  It  does  here.  Tbe 
ualt  costs  of  production  of  a  Canadian  flour  mill  are  about  the  same 
they  arc  ktm.     With  respect  to  all  maaiifacturiaff  esUbUsbmeata  oa 
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the  CanadUn  sMe  of  the  Itse,  aa  a  rule  whatever  elements  of  cost  are 
cheaper  are  apt  to  be  offset  In  large  part  by  other  dements  of  cost 
tbat  are  dearer. 

As  for  agrlcultnral  products,  the  costs  in  Canada,  taking  comparable 
products  and  comparabl»  and  representative  costing  periods,  are  about 
the  same  as  onr  own.  Why  should  it  cost  more  to  raise  a  bosbd  of 
potatoes  in  New  Brunsufick  (except  that  the  value  of  the  land  is  less 
in  New  Brunswick  by  reason  of  tbe  potato  growers  of  that  Province 
being  required  to  surmount  a  tariff  barrier  in  entering  the  market  of 
the  United  States)  than  It  coet^  under  like  climatic  and  social  conditions 
near  by  in  Maine?  There  to  no  ^.ainsaying  tbat  tbe  duties  on  Canadian 
farm  products  are  set  In  tbe  tariff  act  at  certain  amounts  to  afford  a 
ctftain  general  protection ;  and  a  revision  of  those  rates  upon  the  basis 
of  tbe  ascertained  difference  In  unit  costs  of  production  would  very 
frequently  result  In  reduction  of  the  statutory  rates  of  duty. 

What  I  have  Just  said  all  come  to  this :  That  in  tbe  very  flrst  clause 
of  tbe  very  flrst  sentence  of  the  provision  for  a  flexible  tariff,  as  given 
In  tbe  bill  before  us,  there  Is  either  a  great  misconception  or  a  great 
humbug.  Tbe  flexlble-turlff  provlston  starts  off  this  way :  "  In  order 
to  put  into  force  and  effixrt  tbe  policy  of  Congress  by  thto  act  intended," 
and  so  forth.  There  is  no  one  policy  of  Congress  with  respect  to  tariff 
rates,  "  by  this  act  intended."  There  Is  only  a  general  pnrpose  of 
affording  protection,  and  affording  it  in  different  amounts  according  as 
it  seems  expedient  to  the  Congress,  taking  Into  consideration  more  or 
leas  (smong  the  many  factors  tbat  it  may  deem  necessary  to  consider) 
tbe  particular  factor  of  differences.  If  any,  In  costs  of  production.  All 
the  factora  considered  by  tbe  Congress  are  given  different  weights ;  fre- 
quently costs  of  production  is  given  almost  no  weight  whatever. 

As  stated  above,  extreme  protectionists  at  all  times  would  mucb 
prrfer,  for  reaiions  now  apparent,  a  flexible  tariff  based  upon  differences 
In  competition — which  rule  could  be  applied  liberally,  from  their  point 
of  view,  to  get  what  they  want  and  avoid  getting  what  tbey  do  not 
want.  R^retfully  tbey  accept  as  a  second  choice  the  method  of  a 
flexible  tariff  based,  ostensibly  at  least,  upon  tbe  rule  of  equalizing  tbe 
difference  in  costs  of  production ;  and  then  it  beconoes  their  task  to 
Inject  Into  costs  of  production  factora  tbat  are  not  costs  of  production 
at  all  but  something  else,  and  so  tbey  secure  in  effect  a  rule  largely 
based  on  other  elements  of  competition  than  differences  in  costs  of  pro- 
duction. This  Is  chiefly  accomplished  by  dragging  in  costs  of  transpor- 
tation. Eight  yeara  ago  tbe  question  of  the  inclusion  of  costs  of  trans- 
portation with  or  among  costs  of  production,  in  defining  tbe  l>asis  of  a 
flexible  tariff,  waa  definitely  raided,  and  it  was  decided  that  tbey  should 
not  be  Included.  When  final  action  upon  the  flexible-tariff  provision  of 
the  act  of  1922  was  before  tbe  Senate  there  was  an  extended  debate 
upon  this  subject.  In  whicli  tbe  chairman  of  tbe  Finance  Committee  and 
Senatora  Lenroot,  Gooding,  and  Walsh  of  Montana  especially  partici- 
pated. One  especially  pertinent  fact  emphasized  In  this  debate  was 
that  tbe  matter  of  costs  of  transportation,  as  connected  witb  tbe  tariff, 
can  not  by  Its  very  nature  be  bandied  by  a  rule.  There  is  no  leading 
economic  principle  that  can  be  used — no  generally  applicable  principle 
of  law  or  logic.  Therefore,  it  was  sold,  you  set  as  impossible  task  for 
the  President  If  he  is  to  deal  with  transportation  and  act  as  an  execu- 
tive solely,  and  avoid  legislating.  Tbe  Congress  can  consider  this  mat- 
ter and  act  or  not  act  as  it  sees  fit,  because  it  is  the  Legislature;  tbe 
Conpresa  has  sovereign  power  within  the  limits  of  the  Constitution  and 
does  not  have  to  be  logical. 

The  Senate  eight  years  ago  left  out  transportation  from  costs  of  pro- 
duction as  related  to  a  flexible  tariff  among  other  reasons  because  it 
was  well  known  that  there  are  many  legal  precedents  (the  B.  C.  Knlgbt 
case,  for  example)  tbat  draw  a  sharp  distinction  between  production 
and  commerce.  Both  business  men  and  tbe  courts  regard  an  article  as 
produced  when  It  to  fully  fabricated  and  ready  for  sale  and  a  value  can 
he  placed  on  It.  At  that  point  production  ceases  and  trading,  trafflcfc- 
Ing,  transportntlon — In  short,  commerce — begins.  Tbe  second  reason 
was  that  tbe  Congress  was  well  aware  eight  years  ago  that  from  Its 
very  nature  there  can  be  no  averaging  of  transportation  costs  in  the 
same  way  as  there  can  be  an  areraglng  of  production  costs.  And  fur- 
thermore th<»y  were  aware  that  whereas  a  customs  duty  must  for  con- 
stitutional reasons  be  unitary,  transportation  rates  and  transportation 
conditions  are  multiple.  Therefore  any  relating  of  costs  of  transiwrta- 
tlon  to  customs  duties,  either  in  their  original  statutory  form  or  in  a 
revised  form  given  them  t>y  the  President  and  the  Tariff  Oommisslon, 
Is.  as  already  Indicated,  essentially  a  matter  of  tbe  exercise  of  legis- 
lative discretion. 

Although  the  Congress  attempted  in  1022  to  avoid  enacting  an 
unconstitutional  flexible  tariff  by  excluding  costs  of  transportation, 
there  was  nevertheless  an  unfortunate  loophole  by  which  eventually 
it  was  brought  In  In  the  carrying  out  of  the  statute.  In  subdivtoion 
(c)  of  section  316  there  was  the  statement  that  tbe  President  might 
take  Into  consideration  "other  advanUges  or  disadvantages  in  com- 
petition " — a  bold-over  from  the  Ant  draft  of  the  flexible-tariff  pro- 
vtolon  when  It  was  all  conditions  of  competition.  Boon  after  the  Presi- 
dent and  tbe  Tariff  Commimlon  began  to  function  tinder  section  81S 
it  wss  held  by  some  commlssionen  tbst  subdivtoion  (c)  meant,  or 
covered,  costs  of  transportation — a  view  that  was  not  shared  by  othar 
eommissionen.     Eventually  tbe  contention  was  settled  by  an  opinion 


of  the  Attorney  General,  now  of  some  years  standi  Bg,  onder  which 
(torgely  through  misinterpretation)  costs  of  ttansi>or cation  hare  been 
iaeloded  with,  or  combined  vHth,  the  statement  of  ascertained  differ- 
ences in  "actual  costs  of  production  at  the  ptoees  of  production"  sa 
found  by  the  InTestlgatlons  of  the  commission  and  reported  to  the 
Preaident.  In  tbe  end  the  Attorney  General,  for  the  reason  indicated, 
and  not  tbe  Congress,  made  tbe  law  respecting  this  master. 

Thto  opinion  of  tbe  Attorney  General  has  apparently  completely 
nambed  the  critical  faeoltles  of  the  lead««  of  the  majority  in  tbe 
present  Senate,  for  now,  completely  reversing  what  the  Congress  did 
<>>^ht  yean  ago,  they  have  brought  costs  of  transportation  in  by  the 
reorganized  flexible  tariff  of  section  336  flat-footedly.  It  to  Just  as 
unconstitutional  now  aa  It  was  eight  yean  ago,  because  it  to  Just  as 
much  a  matter  of  legislative  discretion  now  as  It  was  eight  yeara  ago. 
The  bill  before  tbe  Senate  should  at  least  be  amended  If  we  are  to 
have  a  flexible  prorlsion  at  all  so  as  to  expressly  exclude  costs  of 
transportation  from  the  factora  taken  into  consideration  by  the  Presi- 
dent or  anybody  In  connection  with  the  admintotration  of  the  statute. 
Kxcept,  Indeed,  that  It  may  be  pUced  in  a  report  to  be  '^  consid«ed  " 
as  a  side-llgbt  factor  by  the  President  in  determining  wbat  ought  to  be 
done,  in  all  tbe  circumstances  of  importation  or  tock  of  importation 
of  a  commodity  under  the  existing  duty,  and  after  consideration  of 
tbe  ascertained  difference  In  actual  costs  of  production  separately  de- 
termined, stated,  and  compared. 

But  although  there  la  a  color  of  right  In  a  rule  for  the  flexible  tariff 
confined  to  "  actual  costs  of  production  at  the  places  of  production,"  It 
la  nevertheless  only  a  color  of  right  Looking  beyond  words  and  ths 
implications  of  words — with  which  almost  exduslvt^ly  tbe  Supreme 
Court  seems  to  have  been  concerned  in  reaching  Its  recent  decision — to 
tbe  actual  methods  employed  in  working  tbe  fiexlble  tiirtff.  It  should  be 
clear  to  any  thinking  person  that  this  is  in  fact  a  dangerous  and 
unprecedented  farming  out  of  one  of  the  most  Impcirtant  powera  of 
Congress — the  power  to  tax — and  equally  so  whether  the  power  to 
used  primarily  for  raising  revenue  or  primarily  for  affording  protec- 
tion to  American  Industry.  At  the  beginning  of  these  remarks  I  used 
the  expression  advisedly,  "  revolutionary  beginnings  of  change."  The 
fact  that  not  much  has  yet  been  done  of  harmful  conseqfuence  under 
tbe  fiexlble  tariff  during  the  past  eight  yeara  should  not  lull  people 
into  a  feeling  of  false  security  in  case  tbe  flexible  tariff  be  reenacted 
and  continued.  It  is  an  Institution  tbat  will  certainly  lend  itself  to 
abuse.  Tbe  Tariff  Commission  will  surely  become  continually  more  and 
more  a  ceater  of  Intrlgne — ^intrigue  bringing  Its  pressure  to  bear  upon 
rIx  men  rather  than  approximately  six  hundred  men,  tbe  elected  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people.  Unless  this  generation  of  men  in  America 
has  lost  all  the  political  sagacity  of  their  forefathera,  they  will.  In 
IMmund  Burke's  phrase — I  quote  from  memory—"  Sceot  danger  from 
afar  and  Judge  the  evil  of  a  measure  by  tbe  evil  of  tbe  principle,"  and 
not  by  wbat  has  happened  to  be  done  so  far  under  it. 

The  flexible  tariff — any  flexible  tariff  worked  through  a  commission 
aiding  the  President — la  calculated  by  its  very  nature  to  make  for 
discord  and  confusion  among  those  who  administer  it.  And,  further- 
more, there  to  certain  to  be  the  attempt  made  at  least  to  bring  the 
power  of  suggestion  to  bear  upon  tbe  commission.  Already  In  the  past 
lobbyists  have  flocked  to  the  commission,  and,  in  all  probability,  wbat 
has  happened  In  the  green  bush  Is  no  circumstance  to  wbat  will  bap- 
pen  In  dry.  The  President  himself  may  undertake  to  be  lobbyist  in 
chief  to  the  commission  and  to  influence  its  action ;  and  this  may  be 
accomplished  In  a  number  of  ways.  A  recent  Incumbent  of  tbe  presi- 
dentUl  office  went  about  it  by  direct  pressure  brou^t  to  bear  in  one 
way  or  another  upon  the  oommissloners.  The  present  I*resldent  seems 
to  be  proceeding  differently.  Wbat  any  President  will  naturally  want 
is  tbat  the  commission  should  have  an  apparent  Independence  and  serre 
as  a  highly  convenient  screen  behind  which  he  can  operate  and  avoid 
taking  obvious  personal  responsibility ;  tbat  to,  tbat  It  shall  be  a  acreen 
to  shield  him  from  criticism  when  be  gets  out  bis  proclamation  after 
an  investigation  by  the  commission,  provided  the  investigation  to  made 
to  his  liking.  In  the  Mlnneapolto  Journal  under  date  of  June  16,  1029, 
there  to  a  news  item  from  the  Washington  bureau  of  the  Journal,  evi- 
dently inspired,  apropos  of  the  recent  sppolntment  of  a  new  chief 
economist  to  the  Tariff  Commtaalon,  who.  It  to  correctly  stated.  **  occu- 
pies a  ptoce  second  only  to  the  commissloa  itself."  The  administration, 
sccording  to  thto  news  Item,  takes  grest  pride  In  hsving  secured  tbe 
appointment  of  this  "key  man"  of  the  staff  of  tbe  commission.  Tbe 
news  Item  goes  on  to  stste,  wbat  to  a  fact,  tbat  the  new  appointee  "  aa 
chief  economist  for  ths  Tariff  Commission  will  he  chairman  of  the 
commission's  advisory  board,  and  as  such  will  be  In  direct  charge  of 
an  tariff-rate  Investigations  the  board  will  undertake";  tbat  is,  in- 
vestigations ordered  by  the  commission,  but  ptonned  and  executed  by 
the  board.  It  is  correct  wbat  this  news  item  further  says  that  "  in 
fact  In  some  respects  the  chief  economist  may  become  an  Influence  In 
shaping  tariff  rates  that  will  be  even  gnater  than  that  of  the  conunto' 
slon."     Senaton  may  draw  their  own  conclusions  from  these  statementa. 

Notwithstanding  that  the  flexible  Urlff  gets  tbe  Tariff  Conmisskm 
Into  politics,  and  win  nltlmately  ruin  It  vnless  all  experience  of  tbe  past 
goes  for  ontblBc  there  are  stin  ssngntne  and  optimistic  souls  wbo  ssy : 
"  Let  us  not  be  dtocooraged,  bat  posh  on  to  develop  this  insutotlo*' 
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wmy  moat  he  found  to  talu  tli«  tariff  oat  of  poUtks;  aa4  tbe 
Tariff  CommtaaioB.  worklns  a  flexible  tariff  atong  with  tbe  Prcitdeat  la 
the  i8«iit  promlalBe  war  tlut  can  be  aunested."  Tboae  who  t«ke  thia 
Tlew  ap»  prone  to  orertook  the  part  that  tbe  Prealdent  tafcea  nnder  the 
ezlatl&c  nnd  propoaed  flexible  Urlff  and  to  magnify  tbe  at  least  potential 
Importance  of  tbe  commlaelon.  They  aay,  "  Let  oa  seek  throocb  good 
and  ftII  repote  to  baUd  up  the  Tariff  Commlaaioo  Into  a  body  of  p«- 
nsan«.>ncy  and  dignity  and  Infloence  almilar  to  the  Interatate  Conuaeree 
CooimlMiioo."  Then,  it  la  maintained,  the  Concreaa  can  t>e  rid  of  a 
banieo  which  becauae  of  its  Infinite  deUll  and  for  other  reaaona  la  too 
morh  (or  it.  Thia  Idea  ha*  been  frniaently  adranced  of  recent  yeara, 
and  aboald  be  examined  with  care  and  rejected  once  tor  all.  (or  it  ia  a 
mlataken  Idea.  There  ia  no  help  for  it  but  to  find  aome  way  of  atren^th- 
eolnK  tbe  ConsreM  itaelf  with  retipect  to  iU  dealing  with  and  control- 
ling the  tariff. 

Thcce  la  reaUy  only  a  aaperflcial  reaemblanre  between  the  Tariff 
CommlraloB  and  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  in  that  both 
were  rrMted  to  be  serranta  of  Congress,  and  as  such  both  are  outside 
the  general  scheme  of  Kxecative.  departmental  organlaattona.  The 
atmllarltr  stops  there,  however,  by  reason  of  the  difference  in  tbe  sab- 
Jert  matter  with  which  they  deal  and  fheir  totally  different  legal  statna. 
Nothing  that  the  Tariff  Commission  may  do  ia  ^Jaticiable  in  tbe  ooorta ; 
whitr  tlie  Interstate  Commen-e  Commission  doca.  la  Justiciable.  The 
Tnrlff  Commiaiiion  deals  rharacteri)>tically  with  customs  duties  (or 
things  related  to  inatoma  dutlea)  ;  tbe  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
de«l<i  characteristically  though  not  excInalTely  with  railroad  rate*.  Now, 
eoatoms  duties  come  into  eziatence  through  the  exerclae  of  the  soTereign 
power  of  the  OoTemmeot  to  levy  taxes ;  railroad  ratea,  in  contrast, 
come  into  exiatence  (or  did  blatort(ally)  through  prirate  corporationa 
establtahlng  charges  for  the  oae  of  property  and  (or  rendering  a  aerrlce. 
Becattae  such  charges  made  by  toll  owners  or  by  common  carriers  are 
"  affected  with  a  public  interest  "  they  may  be  regulated  by  the  legiala- 
ture :  and  It  is  a  perfectly  good  oliserrance  of  tbe  principle  of  due 
process  of  law  for  the  legislature  to  delegate  the  details  of  such  regula- 
tion to  a  deputy — to  a  public  aerrlce  commiaslon.  or  wbaterer  it  may  be 
called.  But  whether  «>ach  power  of  regulation  is  directly  executed  by 
the  legisiature  or  is  delegated.  In  either  caae  the  power  is  exercised 
under  tbe  law — what  ia  doae  must  be  reaaonable  and  in  the  public  in- 
terest and  not  result  in  an  indirect  conflacation  of  private  property. 
Hence,  when  the  Interstate  ComsKrce  Commission  proceeds  to  exercise 
the  authority  conferred  upon  it  to  systematlxe  and  regulate  the  rates  of 
railroads  engaged  in  interstate  commerre,  those  affected  by  Its  determl- 
natiouji  may  have  and  do  have  their  day  in  court. 

Cas  anyiiody  protest  in  court  what  tbe  Tariff  Commlsaion  does  or 
Bight  do  with  respect  to  systematizing  and  revising — that  is,  regnlat- 
In:; — customs  duties?  Certainly  not;  it  is  absolutely  out  of  the  ques- 
tion. Tbe  right  of  tbe  sovereign  to  tax  la  what  it  deals  with  :  and  that 
can  not  be  challenged  la  the  courts.  The  right  to  tax  Is  a  right  that 
caa  be  used  erea  "  to  destroy.*"  and  that  without  legal  reaiedy  by  the 
citizen  :  and  therefore  the  citizen  sagaciously  keeps  that  power  under 
the  control  of  a  large  body  of  hta  directly  cliosen  representatives.  Many 
centuries  of  political  and  legal  history  of  one  sort  lie  behind  customs 
doti«>«  and  other  taxes ;  something  like  two  centuries  of  economic  and 
legal  btstary  of  a  wholly  different  character  lie  l>ehlnd  railroad  ratea. 
There  ia  nothing  la  It :  this  idea  that  somehow,  by  a  mechanism,  politics 
can  be  fotten  out  of  the  tariff  and  tbe  Tariff  Commission  can  be  built  up 
Into  an  institntioa  similar  to  tbe  Interstate  Commerce  Commiaaioa.  It 
I.,  far  too  late  la  the  govemmentaJ  bistory  of  the  Kngllsh-speaking  race 
la  general,  and  ia  the  tariff  history  of  the  United  States  In  particular. 
Above  all  questions  the  i>ower  of  taxation,  including  the  tariff,  la  and 
must   l>e  political. 

Furthermore.  In  conslderlag  this  question  of  a  posalble  beneficial 
eztraparliamentary  control  of  matters  of  tariff  taxation  in  connection 
with  a  flexible  tariff — and  that  Is  tbe  specific  subject  aow  before  us — 
it  mutit  not  be  overlooked  that  tbe  power  of  the  flexible  tariff  of  the 
existing  statute,  and  of  its  proposed  reconstruction,  is  a  power  con- 
ferred upon  the  President,  not  upon  the  commission.  Under  tta  original 
powers  of  the  instituting  act  of  I91ft.  tbe  commiaaion  waa  to  aid  the 
ConKre!«s  by  (uraisbing  Information  connected  with  the  tariff  In  general : 
under  section  315  of  tbe  existing  law,  or  section  336  of  the  bill  before 
us.  the  commiaaion  aids  the  President  in  his  task  of  revising  rates. 
That,  again,  ia  another  reaaon  why  tbe  acta  of  the  commiaaion  can  not 
be  challenged  ia  the  court.*t,  and  ai-counts  for  the  fact  that  the  commis 
sion  itself  receives  its  law  not  from  the  courts  but  from  the  Attorney 
General.  Prom  time  to  time  tbe  President  sslcs  the  Attorney  General 
about  tbe  legality  o(  what  be  la  dolitg  under  the  flexible  tariff,  and  tbe 
answer  of  the  Attorney  General — so  far  aa  it  applies — governs  what  sort 
of  investigations  the  commission  makes  in  the  future  aa  the  aralstaat  of 
the  President.  Does  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  take  Its  law 
from  the  Attorney  General?  Certainly  not;  everybody  knowa  that  it 
does  not.  In  short,  in  respect  to  the  es.-^euce  of  the  matter  now  befor» 
tbe  Senate,  there  is  ao  parallel  whatever  between  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce CommlaaloB  and  the  Tariff  Commission.  This  weU-meaning  sng- 
gestlon,  made  by  some  people  that  ought  to  kaow  that  it  ia  useless,  falls 
us.     Aad.  aceoRltBglr,  we  shall  have  to  eoatlnue  oor  search  for  some 
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otJi  er  means  for  getting  the  tariff  out  of  politics— or  rather  for  getting 
soiiething  else  besides  politics  into  the  tariff.  And  in  that  quest  there 
is  jnly  one  road  to  travel,  and  that  is  to  bring  about  by  education  a 
hl«her  level  of  morality  and  Intelligence  of  the  American  people  with 
re«[>ect  to  the  tariff.  Then  everything  desirable  wlU  follow  without 
resorting  to  mechanisma  and  devices  of  dubious  legality  and  improbable 
uac  fulneae. 

'  'he  presidential  flexible  tariff,  as  wc  have  It  in  exiKtlng  law  and  as 
it  ia  propoaed  In  the  House  bill  amended  by  the  Finance  Committee, 
sb4  uld  be  brought  to  an  end  right  here  and  now.  But  something  may 
be  substituted  in  its  place  that  wlU  be  legal  and  useful.  There  is  con- 
siderable public  demand — I  have  received  it  from  my  own  constituents— 
thj  t  provision  be  made  for  a  speedy  adjustment  of  particular  tariff  rates 
to  neet  circumstances  of  exigency — to  provide  increases  or  decreases  of  the 
taiiff  whenever  unexpected  circumstsnces  affect  adversely  some  branch 
of  Amerlan  industry,  large  or  small.  It  Is  not  always  expedient  to 
await  a  general  tariff  revision  by  tbe  Congress  in  such  cases  of  unex- 
pected economic  shifts.  To  provide  for  such  circumstances  of  tariff 
exigency  I  shall  offer  in  due  time  a  formal  amendment  It  will  be  of 
th(    general  character  of  devising  a  limited  but  real  emergency  power. 

To  sum  up  all  I  have  said,  I  am  opposed  to  delegating  the  taxation 
po  ver  to  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government,  and  I  favor  pre- 
seivlng  the  flexible  provisions  In  another  form  for  the  purpoae  of  pro- 
vl<  Ing  InvePtigatlons  and  action  in  emergencies,  between  general  revl- 
sicns  of  the  tariff  by  Congress,  by  providing  for  special  action  by  the 
Co  ngress  when  tbe  President  considers  a  tariff-relief  emergency  exista. 

Hnally,  above  all  that  has  been  said  hitherto.  It  must  never  be  for- 
go ten  that  the  exercise  of  the  taxing  power  In  any  form  In  any  branch 
of  Government  ia  a  matter  that  deeply  concerns  the  citizen  in  bis  own 
pr  vate  affairs.  Kor  that  reason  many  of  the  revolutions  of  the  world 
hare  sUrted  precisely  In  resistance  to  acts  of  government  with  respect 
to  taxation.  Therefore  the  complete  fallacy  of  tbe  notion  that  tbe 
derlee  of  a  flexible  tariff  can,  in  the  ITnited  States,  take  the  Uriff  out  of 
poitics — take  out  of  politics  something  that  is  and  must  be  consUntljr 
po  itical  and  watched  and  controlled  as  such. 

nrhatever  tbe  abortcomings  of  the  flexible  tariff  have  been  thus  far, 
by  reason  of  the  unfavorable  auspices  under  which  it  has  been  carried 
ou :,  such  impediments  to  ita  success  are  Inhorent  and  can  not  be 
cbiinged.  Is  it  possible  for  the  Tariff  Commission,  however  composed 
wi  :h  respect  to  its  personnel,  to  be  as  an  institution  dealing  with  the 
tailff  substantially  different  than  it  has  been?  Can  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion be  conceived  of  as  operating  in  an  Ivory  tower  and  that  the  tax- 
pa/ers  and  tariff  beneflciaries  will  leave  it  alone?  No;  It  Is  inconceiv- 
abi  e.  Tbe  more  It,  and  the  statute  It  administers,  is  changed,  the 
mere  it  will  be  the  same  thing;  and  that  means  that  in  tbe  handling  of 
th<  tariff  sinister  Influences  will  bave  the  situation  concentrated  and 
th(  maximum  of  opportunity.  Ail  experience  proves  this  to  be  the 
ultimate  result  of  the  removal  of  the  exercise  of  the  taxing  power  from 
th<  Immediate  and  direct  control  of  the  elected  repreaentatlves  of  tbe 
pe<  iple. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Ar.  President,  when  we  appreciate  the  fact 
th  It  the  proceeds  of  the  dairy  industry  in  the  United  States  are, 
in  round  numbers,  $3,000,000,000,  nearly  three  times  as  much  as 
that  of  wheat,  nearly  two  times  as  much  aa  tJiat  of  corn,  con- 
stituting 14  per  cent  of  the  total  human  food  value,  we  then 
appreciate  that  the  dairy  industry  is  one  of  the  most  extensive 
in  [the  United  States. 

[  am  going  to  dist-uss  the  Tariff  Comrais.«iion  operating  under 
th  i  flexible  provision  in  relation  to  the  dairy  Indtistry.  I  shall 
mi  Lke  no  ^ort  to  discuss  the  technical  or  theoretical  operations 
of  the  flexible  jx-ovision.  I  shall,  as  best  I  can,  discuss  in  a 
practical  way  the  relation  of  this  new  scheme  of  government 
tovard  this  most  vital  industry.  Environment  leads  me  to  this 
dlicussion.  My  own  State  is  most  vitally  Interested  in  the  in- 
distry,  for  it  produces  one-ninth  of  the  entire  milk  produced 
In  the  Unite<l  States.  It  has  one-tenth  of  all  the  dairy  cows  in 
the  United  States.  It  stands  third  in  the  production  of  butter, 
Mnnesota  and  Iowa  exceeding  our  production.  Out  of  the 
eEtire  18,000,000  pounds  of  Swiss  cheese  produced  in  America 
m  7  State  produces  nearly  15,000,000  pounds.  Therefore  It  seems 
eitlrely  aiH>ropriate  that  I  should  turn  my  attention  to  a  dis- 
ctsslon  of  the  Tariff  Coramb«lon  in  its  administration  of  the 
fl<xible  provision  as  It  affects  the  dairy  indu.stry. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Kentuclcy  [Mr.  SACKBrr]  on  last 
Fiiday  said: 

But  there  are  rapid  changes,  even  in  agriculture.  We  went  through 
8n:h  changes  a  year  or  two  ago,  at  the  time  when  the  Canadian  dairies 
commenced  to  ship  their  butter  or  their  cream  into  this  country  so 
rajidly,  and  when  the  effect  was  felt  not  alone  along  the  border  but  the 
re  lex  of  that  movement  reached  back  into  the  central  part  of  the  coun- 
tr ',  and  the  farms  which  formerly  were  given  over  to  dairying  had  to  be 
cfainged  Into  other  production.  Then  came  the  change  in  the  tariff;  and 
today  In  the  central  part  of  the  country,  which  I  know  best  the  dalriea 
art  Increasing  on  every  hand. 
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He  said  ftirther: 

However  the  flexible  provision  may  have  worked  in  tbe  paat  It  Is  a 
safeguard  not  only  to  the  labor  in  tbe  factories  but  to  tbe  farmer 
iiIK>n  the  farm.  It  takes  care  of  a  rapid  movement  which  may  take 
place  in  the  production  of  any  particular  article  and  gives  the  pro- 
ducer an  assurance  that  In  spite  of  any  changes  that  may  take  place 
he  Is  In  a  position  to  go  to  headquarters,  where  the  condition  can  be 
promptly  relieved. 

I  am  sorry  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  absent  this  after- 
noon. Such  expressions  as  I  have  quoted  can  come  only  frc«n 
the  imagination,  as  I  shall  undertake  to  demonstrate  from  the 
record. 

Likewise  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rxxd]  on  this 
afternoon,  in  a  very  keen  discussion  of  the  problem,  with  a 
great  deal  of  emphasis  undertook  to  describe  the  usefulness  of 
the  flexible-tariff  provision  as  it  relates  to  agriculture.  He 
dwelt  at  some  length  upon  maraschino  cherries,  those  cherries 
that  once  decorated  the  dinner  table  in  the  sparkling  concoction 
which  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Brookhart]  observed  on  a 
more  recent  occa.sion.  Then  the  maraschino  cJierry  has  another 
very  Important  use.  It  becomes  the  embelli.shment  upon  the 
apex  of  one's  ice  cream.  The  entire  production  of  maraschino 
cherries  in  the  whcde  United  States,  according  to  the  latest 
information  that  we  have,  is  the  astounding  and  enormous  sum 
of  $2,100.CKX).  The  Senatx)r  from  Pennsylvania  dwelt  long  and 
seriously  uijon  the  great  importance  to  agriculture  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  having  recommended  an  increase  in  the  tariff  on 
maraschino  cherries,  sulphurated  or  In  l)rine.  The  entire  bene- 
fit that  flows  to  the  horticulturist  who  grows  the  cherries,  if 
he  received  the  entire  benefit  of  1  cent  per  pound  increase, 
would  be  the  enormous  sum  of  $150,0(XX  I  think  the  Senator 
fn)m  Pennsylvania  declared  that  that  alone  was  Justification 
for  the  existence  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  We  produce  about 
15.(XX),(XK)  pounds  a  year  of  maraschino  cherries. 

But  when  he  got  to  the  question  of  dairy  products  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  glossed  over  that  industry  with  the  broad, 
bold  statement  that  the  bwieflts  which  flow  to  that  industry 
through  the  action  of  the  Tariff  Commission  justified  its  exist- 
ence and  Justified  a  continuance  of  the  flexilile  provision  under 
the  administration  of  that  commission ;  and  yet  he  did  not  state 
a  single  fact.  He  referred  in  general  terms  In  one  swe^ing 
paragrai*  to  butter,  milk,  cream,  and  Swi-ss  cheese,  and  upon 
his  own  statemwit  declared  the  great  benefits  fiowed  to  the 
dairy  indu.stry  because  ot  the  fiexible  provision  of  the  law.  I 
am  quite  willing  to  entertain  a  statement  of  fact  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  but  I  am  unwilling  to  accept  his 
statement  without  specifications.  The  reaswi  why  he  did  not 
specify  the  benefits  that  come  to  the  dairy  industry  was  because 
the  record  contains  no  evidence  of  any  benefit  flowing  to  the 
dairy  industry  from  such  a  source,  not  in  one  single  it«n.  I 
shall  review  Just  briefly  every  single  item  to  which  the  Tariff 
Commissicm  has  g^lven  consideration  as  affecting  that  industry. 

In  the  first  place,  the  Tariff  Commission  has  not  acted  with 
promptness.  I  observe  that  in  the  considwation  of  a  revision 
of  the  tariff  mi  maraschino  chwries  they  were  mgaged  seven 
months  and  seven  days  in  perfecting  the  proposed  change. 
When  it  came  to  the  question  of  a  change  in  the  tariff  rate  on 
milk  and  cream,  involving  millions  upon  millions  of  dollars,  it 
took  the  Tariff  Commission  and  the  President  S8  months.  Yet 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rexs]  and  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackktt]  would  have  us  l)elleve  that  the 
Tariff  Commission's  action  on  maraschino  rfierries  was  of  vast 
importance  to  the  agricultural  Interests;  but  there  was  not  a 
Bingle  word  from  them,  not  a  single  fact  stated  to  Justify  even 
the  existence  of  the  Tariff  Commission  so  far  as  its  actions  are 
roncerned  In  rrfation  to  the  dairy  industry. 

When  it  came  to  the  investigation  of  the  tariff  on  Swiss 
fheese  it  took  the  Tariff  Ckimmission  34  months  to  perfect  that 
investigation,  including  the  time  required  by  the  President  tor 
his  proclamation.  When  it  came  to  the  question  of  cas^n,  a 
product  of  the  dairy  industry,  that  problem  was  before  the 
commission  for  35  months.  In  the  face  of  this  record  the  senior 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackbtt]  d^'clares  that  the  Tariff 
Ommisslon  is  a  necessary  institution  so  that  situations  involv- 
ing emergencies  may  be  promptly  r^ieved. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  enter  upon  any  criticLsm  of 
the  Tariff  Commission,  but  I  am  going  to  enter  upon  a  discus- 
sion of  the  futility  of  the  Tariff  Commission  as  an  administra- 
tive body  under  the  present  law.  Let  me  portray  briefly  the 
conditions  created  by  the  World  War  that  existed  in  the  dairy 
industry.  There  was  a  great  demand  for  the  essential  products 
of  dairies,  which  b^an  In  1918.  There  was  a  constant  accelera- 
tion of  that  demand  during  the  World  War,  with  the  result  that 
there  was  a  feverish  effort  made  by  men  engaged  In  dairying 
to  increase  the  products  of  that  lidustry.  That  feverishness  1 


existed  not  only  In  America  but  everywhere.  Japan,  in  the 
years  from  1920  to  1923  or  1924,  purdiased  from  America  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  dollars'  worth  of  dairy  cattle.  The  Re- 
public of  Mexico  sent  to  one  bank  in  one  county  In  my  State 
$80,(X)0  in  gold  with  which  to  buy  dairy  cattle  The  Goveru- 
ment  at  Bogota  importe«l  dairy  cattle  from  tlie  United  States. 

There  was  a  great  competition  between  America  and  Canada. 
The  prices  of  dairy  cattle  went  skyward.  Breeders  in  the 
United  States  were  paying  $100,000  for  a  single  animal.  They 
were  going  to  Canada  and  paying  as  high  as  $10,000  to  $30,000 
for  a  single  milch  cow.  That  situation  was  reflected  back  to 
every  dairy  farm  in  America.  It  appeared  to  the  dairymen  that 
there  was  going  to  be  a  veritable  Eldorado,  with  the  result  that 
the  productive  dairy  cows  in  the  United  States  reached  the 
enormous  number  of  24,000,000  head.  This  stimulation  of  the 
industry  led  Australia,  the  United  Kingdom,  and  Canada  to 
the  exportation  of  dairy  products,  principally  butter. 

This  situation  in  America  wherever  dairying  is  possible 
brought  about  a  keen  emergency.  That  emergency  was  ex- 
pressed by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  in  19^  when  this 
body  adopted  a  resolution,  introduced  by  the  then  Senator 
Johnson,  of  Minnesota,  asking  for  an  investigation  of  this  one 
product  of  dairying.  Members  of  the  other  House,  Mr.  Kvale, 
of  Minnesota,  Mr.  Browne  and  Mr.  Beck,  from  my  own  State, 
and  one  of  the  largest  cooperative  creamery  associations  in  the 
United  States,  filed  eomi^alnts  with  the  Tariff  Commission.  An 
euiergency  existed.  The  importations  of  butter  had  been  in- 
creasing tremendously,  and  those  men,  this  great  cooperative 
creamery  association,  and  this  body  recognized  that  emergeiicy. 

\^Tiat  happened?  Tbe  petition  was  filed  in  March,  1924;  the 
investigation  was  ordered  July  9,  1924;  the  report  was  made 
by  the  Tariff  Commission  to  the  President  on  February  5,  1926 ; 
the  President's  proclamation  was  issued  March  6,  effective 
April  5,  1926.  The  emergency  had  passed,  the  situation  that 
confronted  the  dairymen  of  America  no  longer  existed;  what- 
ever order  the  President  would  make  in  1926  would  be  entirely 
futile.  Anyone  who  was  familiar  with  the  conditions  in  the 
dairy  industry  in  1926  knew  full  well  that  any  action  taken  at 
that  time  would  prove  worthless  to  the  dairy  interests.  Yet 
Senators  declare  that  the  Tariff  Commission  affords  a  prompt 
method  of  relief. 

Here  was  an  emergency  that  was  recognized  officially  by 
those  connected  with  the  industry  and  by  this  body,  and  yet 
what  hapened?  Were  the  farmers  benefited  by  the  action  of 
the  President  in  increasing  the  duty  from  8  cents  a  pound  to  12 
cents  a  pound?  Not  at  all;  not  one  single  solitary  penny.  The 
fact  is  that  in  1018  the  average  wholesale  price  of  butter  in 
the  Chicago  market  was  50  cents  a  pound  for  92 — score  butter — 
for  which  the  farmer  received  48  cents  a  iK)und.  In  1919  it  was 
58  cents  a  pound;  in  1920  the  wholesale  price  in  Chicago,  the 
central  market  for  the  dairying  States,  was  58  cents  a  pound, 
the  price  to  the  farmer  being  2  cents  a  pound  less.  Then  the 
1922  law  went  into  effect,  and  In  1923  the  wholesale  price  of 
the  same  score  was  46  cents  a  pound,  and  In  1926,  after  the  4 
cents  a  pound  Increase  was  made,  the  price  of  butter  dropped 
to  43  cents  a  pound  In  the  Chicago  market,  or  15  cents  a  pound 
less  than  In  1920.  Thus  a^tears  the  futility,  the  utter  worth- 
lessness  of  the  Tariff  Commission's  report  and  the  proclamation 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Now  let  us  go  a  step  further  In  this  matter.  The  Tariff  Cchu- 
mission  had  made  an  investigation  of  this  (Hroblem  in  1921. 
They  had  invertigated  butter,  cheese,  milk,  and  cream,  and  is- 
sued a  report  thereon.  If  the  Tariff  Comnii8.ston  wu.s  to  have 
served  the  dairy  farmers  of  this  cotintry  they  could  have  done  so 
by  using  informaticm  contained  in  their  report  of  1921  in  inves- 
tigating the  comi^alnt  filed  in  1924  and  rendered  a  decision 
within  as  short  a  time  as  they  rendered  it  on  cherries. 

The  report  in  1921  in  my  oirfjiion — and  I  have  read  it  all — Is 
far  superior  as  an  Informative  document  and  as  an  analysis  of 
the  entire  situation  than  is  the  report  which  they  made  to  the 
President  in  1926.  That  record  disputes  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  when  he  said  that  internal  dissen- 
sion back  in  1921  made  it  impossible  for  the  Tariff  Commission 
to  function.  The  fact  is  that  the  paralyzing  hand  of  politics 
had  not  been  placed  upon  the  Tariff  Commi-ssion  in  1921.  So 
much  for  butter.  I  am  convinced  that  any  Senator  who  will 
review  the  record  as  to  that  commodity  must  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  commission  as  presently  organized  and  pres- 
ently operated  is  a  futile  and  useless  organization. 

As  to  the  other  products  of  dairying,  milk  and  cream,  a  peti- 
tion for  an  investigation  was  filed  prior  to  March  4,  1926,  and 
upon  that  date  ^n  Investigation  was  ordered.  That  investiga- 
tion was  pending  in  the  commission  34  months.  The  total  time 
required  by  the  commission  and  the  President  was  38  months; 
and  as  the  result  of  that  report  the  President  issued  a  procla- 
mation increasing  the  tariff  rates  60  per  cent  on  each  of  the 
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Itenui,  milk  and  cream.  Those  were  the  Items  to  which  the 
■wilor  Senator  from  Kentncky  [Mr.  SAOKrrrl  referred  when  he 
■aid  that  the  liifloeDce  of  the  action  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
and  tlie  President  was  reflerted  back  into  the  country,  and 
ereanHTi^t*  began  to  develop  everywhere.  The  record  disdoses 
that.  Instead  of  creameries  growing  in  number,  the  actual 
Dumber  is  l>eing  reduced. 

The  tariff  increase  on  milk  and  cream  did  not  yield  ooe  single 
dollar  of  benefit  to  the  man  who  milk-s  the  cows.  The  entire 
benefit,  if  any,  went  to  the  milk  distributors  who  milk  the 
farment— -every  single  dollar.  The  price  of  milk  and  cream  to 
tJie  fanner,  as  far  as  I  can  ascertain  from  the  record,  was  not 
r^eote<i  back  to  the  man  upon  the  farm.  If  that  action  of  the 
commission  and  the  President  had  any  effect  at  all,  it  was  to 
iDcr*ii<*e  the  cost  of  milk  and  cream  to  the  people  of  the  Indus- 
trial East,  Boston  and  New  York  and  other  of  the  large  centers ; 
and  I  chHlleoge  anyone  to  produce  a  single  fact  showing  that 
the  farmer  received  any  ben€4t.>«  whatever.  The  fact  is  that 
milk  and  cream  have  had  a  variable  range  of  prices;  but  to-day 
that  increase  In  the  tariff  does  not  mean  a  single  additional 
dollar  to  the  dairyman. 

Another  dairy  product,  Swiss  cheese :  I  am  competent  to  give 
soro**  personal  testimony  on  that,  my  State  producing  nearly  all 
of  the  Swiss  cheene  manufactnred  in  the  United  States.  Let  us 
see  bow  promptly  the  commission  acted. 

TIte  Investigation  was  ordered  August  9,  1924.  llie  Presi- 
dent's statement  whs  Issued  June  8,  1927.  It  took  34  months  to 
make  that  investigation  and  initiate  the  proclamation,  raising 
the  tariff  from  5  cents  a  pound  l>ut  not  less  than  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem  to  7M»  cfuts  a  pound  but  not  less  than  37^  per  cent 
ad  valorem — an  Increase  of  50  per  cent.  How  do  you  suppose 
that  Increjise  In  the  tariff  affecte<^l  the  dairymen  producing  milk 
for  the  manufacture  of  Swiss  cheese?  I  will  take  the  commis- 
sion's statement  upon  that. 

In  discussing  competitive  conditions  they  declared  that  tl>e 
cost  of  pri»duction  of  Swiss  cheese  in  the  United  States  and  in 
Switseriand,  practically  the  only  competing  country,  showed 
that  the  domestic  product  delivered  In  the  New  York  market  cost 
approximately  13  cents  per  pound  more  than  the  imported  arti- 
cle. Further,  during  the  first  six  months  of  1927,  previous  to 
tlie  change  in  the  duty,  the  average  wholesale  price  of  imported 
Swiss  cheese  in  New  York  was  41  cents  a  pound,  or  fi  cents 
above  the  average  price  of  the  highest  domestic  grade.  In  other 
words,  the  foreign  importation  was  bringing  6  cents  a  pound 
more  than  Swiss  cheese  produced  in  America  tliat  cost  13  cents 
a  pound  more  in  its  manufacturing  process. 

In  the  last  six  months  <»f  1J>27  the  average  wlMlesale  price  of 
Imported  Swiss  rf»eeae  was  47  cents,  or  10  cents  above  the  do- 
mestic market.  The  average  wholesale  price  of  the  imports  in 
the  New  York  market  during  the  first  six  months  of  1928  was 
47  rents,  as  compared  with  only  39  cents  for  the  domestic 
market. 

The  imporUUoDS  of  Swiss  cheeae  ander  the  Inereued  datles  have 
been  malntalDed. 

That  paragraph  Is  quoted  from  the  report  of  the  Tariff 
Commission. 

How  perfectly  futile,  therefore,  has  been  the  investigation 
of  the  Tariff  Commission  and  the  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
dent !  But  the  defenders  of  the  flexible  tariff  liave  proclaimed 
that  it  has  resulted  in  great  benettt  to  the  dairy  termer  in  the 
production  of  his  Swiss  cheese.  From  whence  does  that  great 
benefit  liow.  in  the  face  of  this  record? 

There  are  reasons  why  tiie  domestic  cheese  does  not  bring 
the  price  of  imported  Swiss  cheese.  I  need  not  discuss  that 
problem,  because  k  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question  of  the 
flexible  tariff  or  the  rates, 

.\nother  item  that  relates  to  the  dairy  interests  is  mill  feeds, 
bran,  and  middlings. 

The  irvestigation  was  ordered  in  Novem!)er,  1923.  The 
President's  proclamation  was  made  on  March  7,  19*24,  and 
became  effective  March  6.  1924.  It  decreased  the  tariff  on  mill 
feed  and  bran  and  middlings  and  similar  products  from  15 
cents  to  7H  cents. 

It  may  be  argued  that  the  decrease  in  the  tariff  on  bran  and 
middlings  was  detrimental  to  the  wheat  growers  of  America, 
especially  If  the  argument  of  those  who  support  the  flexible 
tariff  \9  <^)und.  At  any  rate,  the  reduction  in  the  tariff  on  that 
dairy  feed  has  been  of  no  benefit  to  the  dairymen  of  the  North- 
east and  New  England  States.  It  is  not  reflected  back  into 
tl»e  central  portion  of  the  United  States,  nor  into  that  section 
of  the  United  States  south  of  the  Ohio  Riva>  where  dairying 
is  becoming  an  important  industry.  The  only  possible  effect  it 
could  have  would  be  upon  the  cost  of  dairy  feeds  in  the  North- 
east and  New  England  States.  Let  us  see  wliat  ^ect  It  would 
have. 
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Bran  In  Minneapolis  sold  during  the  year  1927  at  a  wholesale 
aierage  price  of  $23.75  a  ton.  In  Toronto,  the  central  point 
fr>m  which  the  Northeastern  States  and  New  England  States 
re?elve  their  bran,  it  was  131.54  a  ton.  The  average  annual 
wholesale  price  of  middlings  in  Minneapolis  in  1927  was  $'24.25 
a  I  ton.  In  Toronto  the  same  cliaracter  of  feed  was  $40.65. 
R^ove  the  entire  tariff,  and  the  only  difference  that  enters 
into  the  cost  of  feed  Is  the  transportation  differential,  plus  the 
increased  price  received  by  the  Canadian  wheat  grower. 

Clearly,  that  act  of  the  commission  and  the  President  was 
ft]  tile.  It  would  have  been  futile  had  the  tariff  tax,  perhaps, 
b«  en  raised ;  but  at  any  rate,  so  far  as  the  record  is  concerned, 
that  item  directly  related  to  the  dairy  industry  does  not  justify 
til  e  existence  of  the  Tariff  Commission  for  a  single  day. 

Let  us  turn  to  another  item  relating  to  the  dairy  industry,  and 
tlat  would  include  all  of  the  dairy  items  which  have  been 
r^erred  to  the  Tariff  Commission.    That  is  casein. 

JThe  application  for  an  Increase  of  duty  on  casein  was  made  on 
M  arch  27,  1923.  The  Tariff  Commission  reported  to  the  Presi- 
de ut  on  March  4,  1926.  The  application  was  pending  before  the 
ccmmiaslon  for  35  months.  'The  commission  found  that  the 
lE  creased  duties  were  not  justified.  The  commission's  findings 
were  accepted  by  the  President.  It  took  35  months  of  investi- 
giition  to  deny  the  dairy  men  of  this  country  adequate  protec- 
ti>n  on  casein.  That  item  involved  an  emergency.  The  Tariff 
C  >mmission  either  had  been  misled  in  relation  to  the  possibility 

01  casein  ijroduetion  In  the  United  States  or  it  had  failed  to 
nake  the  investigation  it  ought  to  have  made.  Casein  \a  a 
b;  -product  in  the  dairy  industry.  Speaking  outside  of  scientific 
terms,  casein  is  cottage  cheese,  properly  pressed,  dried,  and 
gi  -ound.  That  is,  It  comes  from  the  curd  or  skimmed  milk  under 
a  process  similar  to  that  by  which  cottage  cheese  is  obtained. 

The  consumption  of  ca.«!eln  in  the  United  States  is  constantly 
g  owing.    Importations  are  60  per  cent  of  that  consumption,  or 

2  .000,000  pounds.  The  domestic  production  is  only  18,000,000 
p  »unds. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hastings  in  the  chair). 
Eoes  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  jield  to  the  Senator  from 
Idwa? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Under  that  state  of  facts  the  tariff  rate 
on  casein  would  be  effective.  Perhaps  that  la  the  reason  why 
tl  e  Tariff  Commlsdon  denied  it 

Mr,  BLAINE.  I  do  not  know  their  reason.  I  can  only  say 
tc  the  Senator  that  I  did  not  sit  in  conference  with  any  member 
ol  the  Tariff  Commission  to  ascertain  what  formula  they  were 
uiiing  in  determining  the  cost  of  production.  I  have  not  con- 
f(  rred  with  any  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  I  do  not  know  what 
tl  lelr  mental  processes  may  be  or  what  their  motives  or  purposes 

jMr.  BROOKHART.  Is  it  not  substantially  true  that  none  of 
tiese  rates  have  been  effective? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  A  proper  rate  on  casein,  in  my  opinion,  would 
b>  effective.    I  am  going  to  discuss  that. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  On  these  other  commodities  the  rates 
i»ere  not,  in  fact. 

Mr,  BLAIN^E.  The  action  was  just  futile;  that  is  all.  It 
did  not  do  any  harm,  and  It  did  not  do  any  good. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  think  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  KILAN.  Mr.  President,  did  not  the  action  of  the  Tariff 
C  ammission  prevent  the  Importation  of  large  amounts  of  Danish 
b itter? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Of  course,  It  does  not  concern  the  dairymen 
Tihether  it  prevented  or  Increased  the  importation  of  Danish 
batter,  unless  the  benefits  were  reflected  back  to  the  man  who 
Uiilked  the  cow. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I  have  an  analysis 
that  which  shows  that  the  Increases  of  rates  made  no  dif- 
ference whatever. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  discussing  the  merits 
demerits  of  the  tariff  rates.  I  am  undertaking  to  show  how 
fiitile  and  how  useless  have  been  the  Investigations  of  the 
1  artff  Commission. 

Coming  to  the  matter  of  casein  apain,  I  am  not  goinjj  to 
(flscuss  what  the  rate  should  I^e,  whether  it  should  be  increased 
oF lowered,  but  I  want  to  point  out  that  the  Tariff  Commission 
ms  not  made  an  Investigation  that  would  justify  their  conclu- 
8  ons,  and  that  the  act  of  the  Tariff  Commission  as  to  casein 
d  [>es  not  justify  the  continuance  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

The  casein  i>roductlon  in  the  United  States,  as  I  said.  Is  not 
vfery  great ;  the  constunption  Is  only  42,000.000  pounds,  but  It  Is 
becoming  an  Important  factor.  There  has  been  a  considerable 
Increase  In  the  production  in  many  of  the  States  of  the  Union 
f  om  1922  to  1927.     In  New  York  the  production  has  Increased 

3  ^  times ;  in  Minnesota,  5^  times ;  in  Vermont,  3  times ;  in  the 
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Btate  of  Cattfomfa,  1^  tfmes;  and  in  my  own  8Ute,  Wiscon- 
sin, 6  times. 

The  Tariff  Commission  undertook  to  determine  this  qoeatioa 
vpon  an  entire  misconception  of  the  industry.  It  has  been 
presumed  generally,  I  think,  due  to  lack  of  information,  ttiat 
casein  is  produced  from  that  surplus  of  skimmed  milk  whidti 
e<Miies  from  thoee  who  are  engaged  in  the  distribution  of  whole 
milk.  To  a  large  extent,  prior  to  three  years  ago,  that  was  true, 
but  new  conditions  have  «itered  into  the  situation,  so  that  the 
production  of  casein  has  become,  in  my  (^inicm,  what  ought  to 
be  regarded  as  an  infant  industry. 

A  criticism  has  been  made  to  the  effect  that  the  quantity  of 
casein  in  America  is  not  equal  to  that  of  casein  imported  from 
Argentina.  That  is  a  matter  in  dispute.  The  best  information 
I  have  Is  that  in  California,  where  casein  production  has  greatly 
Increased,  the  producers  make  a  quality  eqtial  to  that  from  any 
other  country.  California  has  a  climate  conducive  to  the  pro- 
duction of  casein  upon  equal  terms  with  our  southern  neighbor. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield. 
I  rise  to  corroborate  what  he  has  said,  and  to  add  that  we 
produce  better  casein  than  Is  produced  in  any  foreign  country, 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  would  not  deny  to  the  Senator  that  satis- 
faction. 

Mr,  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  suggest  that  Cali- 
fornia Is  not  alone  in  that 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  should  add  that  Idaho,  Mr.  President 
produces  casein  equal  but  not  superior  to  that  of  California. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Now,  Mr.  President  the  Senator  is  making 
the  speech  I  wanted  to  make.  The  matter  as  I  view  it  is  one 
in  which  there  Is  an  entire  change  of  production  In  other  parts 
of  the  United  States.  There  are  States  besides  California 
wliich  produce  good  cas^n.  The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Walsh]  represents  one  of  them,  Washington  is  one.  At  any 
rate,  the  climatic  conditions  of  some  sections  of  the  United 
States  are  condudve  to  the  production  of  casein  equal  in  qual- 
ity to  that  of  any  other  country  In  the  worid. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr,  President  will  the  Senator  yield 
for  just  a  question  at  that  point? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Certainly. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  domestic  casein  has  all  of  these 
remarkable  credentials,  why  does  the  Senator  think  that  In 
Michigan,  for  Instance,  where  we  use  25  per  cent  of  the  casein 
consumed  In  the  country,  and  where  the  users  are  manufacturers 
of  coated  paper,  who  are  desperatrfy  hard  pressed  in  their 
business,  and  who,  speaking  generally,  have  been  without  profit 
for  several  yeers — why  does  he  think  that  they  are  perfectly 
willing  to  pay  a  cent  or  a  cent  and  a  half  premium  to-day  for 
Argentine  casein? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  think  I  understand  why. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  would  be  glad  to  hear  the  Senator's 
notion. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  I  had  a  conversation  with  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  a  few  days  ago  about  that  matter,  and 
since  then  I  have  made  some  investigation  and  I  find  that 
casein  made  in  California,  Idaho,  and  Washington  has  been 
bringing  in  the  market  a  premium  over  the  Argentine  casein. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  the  situa- 
tion In  Michigan  is  precisely  the  contrary,  as  testimony  brought 
to  me  within  the  week  will  disclose.  Perhaps  we  are  too  far 
away  from  the  golden  West  to  enjoy  the  superior  quality  of  the 
casein  produced  out  there. 

Mr.  BORAH.  The  Senator's  State  is  not  so  far  from  us  as 
from  Argentina.  I  think  perhaps  this  is  true:  That  the  pro- 
duction of  that  quality  of  casein  has  not  until  within  the  last 
year  or  two  been  on  a  very  large  scale,  but  it  is  growing  very 
rapidly. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  as  I  have  stated,  I  am  not 
discussing  the  question  of  tariff  rates  on  casein,  but  I  am  dis- 
cussing the  fact  that  the  proponents  of  the  flexible  tariff  maiu- 
taln  that  we  should  retain  that  provision  in  the  tariff  law  In 
order  to  meet  changed  conditions,  emergencies.  I  think  I  can 
demonstrate,  and  have  as  far  as  the  dairy  products  are  con- 
cerned demonstrated,  that  the  Tariff  Commission  does  not  meet 
changed  conditions  or  emergencies.  I  am  ^leaking  now  of  dairy 
products.  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  is  true  of  all  products. 
Here  is  the  misconception  the  Tariff  CommissioD  has  of  the 
casein  Industry.  I  read  from  page  17  of  their  report  to  tbe 
President 

That  the  Industry  prododng  casein  conaidere  it  a  by-product  Ij  evi- 
denced by  tbe  fact  that  •klmmed  milk  \m  converted  Into  casein  only 
when  tbe  market  (or  other  ■klmmed-mllk  prodacte  baa  been  ntlafled 
and  when  tbe  price  tor  eas^n  will  cover  tbe  conversion  cost  and  return 
a  profit  to  the  manufacturer. 

That  might  have  been  true  three  or  four  years  ago,  but  there 
has  been  a  chance  In  tlie  coaditioos  with  re^ieot  to  the  prodoc- 
tion  of  cas^n. 


As  has  been  attested  here,  those  States  possessing  a  certain 
climatic  eonditlon  have  been  producing  a  very  high  grade  of 
casein.  In  my  own  State  and  in  States  like  Minnesota  and 
Iowa  with  tr^nendous  milk  production — Wisconsin  producing 
the  bulk  of  the  cheese  and  Minnesota  and  Iowa  the  bulk  of  the 
butter — the  very  center  of  the  dairy  production,  we  have  been 
engaged  primarily  in  the  production  of  those  special  items  of 
butter  and  cheese.  But  there  are  new  forces  which  have  come 
into  those  States,  and  It  is  those  new  force,,  which  have  pro- 
duced a  change  in  conditions  and  whi<di  have  created  an  emer- 
gency.  Ilioee  new  forces  are  the  present  accumulation  and  ctfi- 
trallzation  in  the  gathering  of  liquid  milk  by  the  one  or  two 
great  milk-distributing  agencies  in  that  section,  agencies  which 
supply  the  entire  amount  of  liquid  milk  for  the  cities  of  Chicago, 
Milwaukee,  the  Twin  Cities — in  fact  all  the  cities  of  that  sec- 
tion. They  are  transporting  that  milk  to  Pennsylvania  and 
New  York.  They  have  come  into  those  States  within  the  last 
two  years  and  have  purehased  in  some  sections  every  warehouse 
that  has  been  privately  owned  by  individuals,  purchasing  like- 
wise centraUaation  plants  and  processing  plants.  They  in  turn 
send  out  their  trucks  to  the  farmers  of  those  States  and  gather 
In  the  liquid  milk,  the  wh(^e  milk.  Th^  separate  the  sweet 
cream  and  ship  It  to  the  industrial  centers.  They  have  created 
a  new  industry,  not  new  as  to  its  beginning,  but  new  as  to  its 
developm^it  thus  paying  the  farmers  a  price  per  hundred 
pounds  of  milk  baaed  on  the  butterfat  content  and  the  price  of 
butter.  Tliey  in  turn  rec^ve  their  profits  not  <mly  out  of  the 
sweet  cream  and  liquid  milk  that  is  for  home  conaumptlcm  imt 
from  the  skimmed  milk  converted  into  casein. 

What  is  happening  to  the  cooperative  creameries  of  those 
States?  Instead  of  tlie  farmer  skimming  his  milk  at  home  and 
delivering  the  cream  to  the  co(^)erative  creamery  or  the  privately 
owned  creamtfy,  they  found  themselves  in  the  situation  whereby, 
in  (ntler  to  meet  the  new  conditions,  it  was  necessary  to  send 
the^  trucks  out  into  the  country  and  the're  gather  the  liquid 
milk  without  any  cream  removed  from  It  paying  the  same  price 
as  do  the  private  Interests  engaged  in  the  distribution  of  milk 
in  the  large  industrial  centers.  They  foiuid  on  their  hands  large 
quantities  of  skimmed  milk  that  heretofore  had  gone  for  feed  for 
stock  upon  the  farms. 

Those  creameries  therefore  In  order  to  exist  In  order  to 
continue  the  manufacture  of  butt«-  as  cooperative  creameries  or 
as  small  creameries  owned  by  indlvidualB,  found  it  essential  to 
establish  the  necessary  machinery  for  the  manufacture  of  casein. 
Therein  is  the  emergency.  If  those  plants  can  not  have  the 
proper  protecti<Mi  in  the  develf^ment  of  that  infant  industry, 
then  we  will  find  that  private  interests  which  are  able  to  cen- 
tralize the  power  ot  distribution  of  liquid  milk  will  drive  every 
cooperative  creamery  and  every  privately  owned  creamery  out  of 
the  dairy  States  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Then  we  should  have  a  proper  toriff  on 
casein. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  think  so — not  because  of  the  difference  to 
the  cost  of  manufacture  but  because  of  the  devrioj^ment  of  an 
infant  industry  essential  to  the  preservation  of  our  individually 
owned  creameries  and  our  cooperative  creameries.  The  result 
has  been  that  those  creameries  to-day  are  installing  modem  ma- 
chinery by  means  of  which  they  will  be  able  to  produce  arti- 
ficially dried  curd  that  will  be  casein  equal  to  that  dried  in  the 
sun  of  Argentina.  But  that  Installing  can  not  be  done  over 
night  Those  creameries  can  not  Invest  in  that  machinery  untH 
they  are  assured  of  some  protection  for  the  future.  Therein 
was  an  emergency  situation.  There  was  a  situaticm  in  which 
I^-ompt  acti<«  was  demanded.  But  it  took  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion many  months  in  which  to  make  the  InvestigatiMi  and  the 
report  to  deny  an  increased  tariff  on  casein. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Wlscoo- 
sin  sdeld  to  tbe  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Assuming  that  to  be  so,  is  that  tmj 
reason  why  we  shonld  do  away  with  the  law  whidi  wonld  per- 
mit a  speedy  correction  of  an  existing  rate? 

If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  he  speaks  of  this  as  an  infant 
industry.  In  one  sense,  yes.  While  the  learned  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  is  present  I  wish  to  observe 
that  Thomas  Jefl^erson  believed  in  a  prohibitive  tariff  if  it  was 
necessary  to  develop  an  Infant  industry.  If  it  iAiall  become  in 
my  mind  necessary  to  turn  to  his  words  h^^after,  it  will  give 
me  pleasure  and  I  hope  will  be  of  some  profit  to  the  Senate  to 
quote  Thomas  Jefferson  in  favor  of  a  prohibitive  tariff — not  a 
competitive  tariff,  but  a  probibittve  tariff — if  necessary  to  de- 
vriop  an  infant  industry. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  yielded  to  the  Senator  from  California  for  a 
question.  His  discussion  has  so  overshadowed  his  question  that 
I  woold  like  to  have  the  Senator  restate  the  question. 
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Mr.  8HORTRIDOE.  My  qneAtion  was,  If  the  Tariff  Oom- 
ml.oflion  was  slow  is  giving  proper  relief  ia  tliat  a  reason  wby 
w«  shotild  do  away  with  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  law? 
It  la  to  be  hoped  that  another  otHnmiasioD  wonld  be  more  speedy. 
Mr.  BLAINE.  Ttiat  happens  to  be  a  question  which  I  in- 
tended to  discuss,  and  I  may  as  weil  discuss  it  now  as  at  any 
time. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to  say  that 
I.  of  (txirse.  turned  from  that  thought ;  but  it  was  prompted  by 
the  fart  that  the  Senator  spoke  of  this  industry  as  an  infant 
indiwtry.  In  which  I  fully  agree  with  him  in  the  one  sense. 
Again  I  was  prompte<l  tu  add  what  I  did. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  do  not  want  to  divert  the  Senator's  atten- 
tl«>n  from  the  question  he  asked.  So  far  as  I  have  had  expe- 
rience with  administrative  matters,  I  liave  obnerved  that  wlien 
we  have  an  luMtitution  set  up  as  a  part  of  our  governmental 
iiBuhlnery  and  that  institution  df»es  not  function  as  It  was 
originally  designed  to  function  and  was  hoped  to  function,  after 
long  yean  of  experience  with  that  Institution — in  this  case 
seven  years  with  the  Tariff  Commission — prudence.  In  my 
(H'lidon,  demands  that  the  institution  c«ase  to  be  a  part  at  our 
governmental  machinery.  If  any  pt>rtion  of  governmental  ma- 
chinery in  it«  operations  engageH  In  mere  futile  gesture,  then 
there  is  no  reason  why  that  institution  should  continue.  When 
experience  has  developed  as  in  the  case  of  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion that  it  has  not  acted  promptly,  that  the  heavy  band  of 
pollti<-8  has  been  placed  uiK>n  it  making  it  impotent  as  a  body  to 
pas!*  upon  questions  relating  to  taxation,  I  think  the  tinK  has 
c«une  in  the  hLstory  of  American  legislation  when  that  institu- 
tit>n  should  be  aboIisbe<l. 

So  far  as  dairy  prmlacts  are  concerned,  the  record  discloses, 
as  I  have  outlined  this  afternoon,  that  the  Tariff  Commission 
and  Its  operations  have  been  utterly  futile  if  not  harmfuL  Had 
the  situation  as  it  had  developed  respecting  the  dairy  industry 
come  to  the  attention  of  Congress  in  1921.  and  had  Congress 
not  defiended  ujion  this  instrument  of  government,  the  Tariff 
Commission.  I  have  not  any  doubt  that  the  House  of  Repre- 
seutativ(>s  w«>uld  have  initiated  legislation  early  in  1924  to  take 
ctLTv  of  the  emergency  that  had  been  created,  but  was  not  taken 
care  of  in  the  act  of  1922  or  the  emergency  tariff  act  That 
action  would  have  been  prompt ;  at  least  it  would  have  taken 
place  during  a  session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  rresldent,  as  one  vitally  interested  as  a  representative 
of  the  dairy  section  of  the  United  States  and  of  every  State 
potentially  a  dairy  State,  it  seems  to  nie  the  flexible  tariff  pro- 
vision has  been  u  stumbling  l>l<H'k  to  the  enactment  of  proper 
legislation  for  the  protection  of  that  industry. 

It  seems  to  me,  as  has  been  so  eloquently  said  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  time  and  time  again,  the  power  of  taxation  should 
femalu  In  the  Congress,  and  the  Tariff  Commission  should  be  tin 
instrumentality  of  Congress  as  a  fact-finding  l)ody. 

Mr.  President,  when  an  Institution  of  the  Government  has 
become  in  the  operation  of  its  functions  a  futile  thing,  then,  of 
ctmrso,  there  Is  no  reason  to  retain  it.  It  may  be  that  mara- 
schimt  cherries  Justify  the  existence  of  the  Tariff  Commission, 
but  I  kn<»w  that  the  record  does  not  justify  the  continuance  of 
the  cimimis.'^ion  so  far  as  Its  activities  have  affected  the  dairy 
industry. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  discussed  the  question  of  the 
flexible  tariff  in  1922;  in  fact,  what  I  said  on  that  occasion  has 
furnislie<l  the  ground  work  for  a  number  of  arguments  which 
have  lieen  made  In  the  Senate  during  this  debate  against  trans- 
ferring the  taxing  power  of  the  Congress  to  the  President.  In 
discussing  this  subject  on  the  occasion  referred  to  I  asked  the 
question : 

Sappo««  aome  on«  were  to  aonest  In  this  body  that  we  confer  apon 
the  Prc«id«at  the  pow«r  to  lacrcsae  freight  rates  whenever  the  rail- 
roads detitrrd  theoi  to  be  increased  above  the  rates  which  misht  have 
been  flxi>d  by  law.  Would  the  Senator  lod^  in  the  hands  of  the  Presl- 
denr  the  puwer,  npon  the  i^qae«t  of  the  railroads,  to  Increase  frelfcht 
rates  upon  the  people  of  the  country  T  Wby,  he  would  say  tiiat  was 
ridtculoos.  and  yet  It  Is  propoaed  by  his  amendment  to  lodge  the  power 
with  the  I'resident  to  increase  the  prices  of  the  necessities  of  life, 
taking  away  fron  the  legislative  body  the  function  gitfta  to  U  by  the 
Constltutiou  alone  to  levy  taxes  asainst  the  American  people,  and  yet 
here  It  is  propoaed  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  to  grant  authority 
to  the  President  to  do  the  thing  which  the  Constitution  baa  said  that 
CoQgrtas  shall  do. 

Then  I  said: 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  California — 

That  was  the  junior  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Sboct- 
bidoe].  who  had  asketl  me  a  question — 

I  waat  to  aay  to  the  Senator  from  California.  In  concInal»n,  that  I 
would  not  vote  this  power  Into  tha  handa  of  aay  man  uadcr  the  na.     I 


an  I  opposed  to  lodging  In  the  handa  of  a  President  the  right  to  Increase 
ths  taxes  against  the  American  people.  I  do  not  care  whether  he  is  a 
I>  OMcrat  or  a  Republican,  the  President  has  no  business  exercising 
th»  power,  and  no  Congress  has  the  right,  until  it  has  served  notice  on 
ths  American  people  that  it  Intends  to  vote,  if  elected,  to  surrender  the 
constitutional  right  of  Congress  to  the  Chief  Executive,  to  surrender 
this  sacred  right  of  the  American  people.  That  la  my  position.  I  am 
not  questioning  the  integrity  of  any  President, 

•  •••••• 

He  may  be  conscientious  In  it,  but  that  does  not  make  It  right  I  do 
n<t  want  the  President,  be  he  Democrat  or  Republican,  to  have  the 
pdwer  to  Increase  the  taxes  of  the  people,  lie  ought  not  to  have  and 
ejierdae  any  such  power.     That  is  my  position  upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  President,  this  question  has  been  very  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed by  Senators  on  both  sides  of  the  Chamber.  Although  it 
is  somewhat  aside  from  the  question  here  involved,  let  me  say 
tlat  I  am  going  to  suw>ort  some  of  the  increases  proposed  in 
ti  riff  duties,  but  I  want  Congress  to  fix  the  rates.  I  do  not  think 
tie  President  ought  to  have  the  power  to  do  so.  What  Senator 
WL>uld  be  willing  tt)  lodge  in  the  hands  of  the  governor  of  his 
S  iite  the  power  to  Increase  the  taxes  of  the  people  of  the  Stato 
when  the  legislature  bad  adjourned?  I  dare  say  there  is  not  a 
S'uator  in  this  b«xly  who  would  be  willing  to  give  to  the  gov- 
ernor of  his  State  the  authority  to  increa!*e  the  tax  rate  fixed 
b;  r  the  le^ature.  Tet  it  is  proposed  to  do  that  very  thing  in 
tils  bill  In  the  case  of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

I  concede  that  snch  power  has  already  been  lodged  with  the 
President.  I  opposed  it  at  the  time  it  was  given;  I  thought  it 
was  wrong  then ;  I  think  it  Is  wrong  now. 

I  am  In  sympathy  with  those  who  take  the  position  that  the 
American  Cxmgress  ought  to  provide  some  means  of  a.scertain- 
iiig  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad 
aid  then,  having  a.scertalned  the  facts,  ought  to  levy  a  tax 
mte  to  meet  tliat  difference.  I  realize  that  we  are  living  under 
conditions  quite  different  from  those  which  prevailed  in  America 
p  "ior  to  the  World  War.  The  present  system  has  been  fastenetl 
U[X)n  the  country  and  has  been  in  operation  for  a  long  time, 
ifreallze  that  it  Is  neces-sary  to  Impose  tariff  rates,  some  of 
tlem  of  a  substantial  character,  in  order  to  take  care  of  the 
ii  terests  of  our  own  country.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  Mr. 
President,  I  am,  as  I  have  indicated,  going  to  vote  to  fix  just 
siich  rates  as  may  be  necessary  upon  the  products  of  my  own 
section  of  the  country,  and  I  am  not  going  to  vote  to  permit 
injurj-  to  be  done  to  the  products  of  any  other  section.  I  think 
the  time  has  come  when  East  and  West  and  North  and  South 
siould  work  together  all  for  the  good  of  each  and  each  for  the 
gtKKl  of  all. 

Mr.  Pn^ldeait,  I  am  heartily  In  symi>athy  with  the  an»end- 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Sim- 
mons] as  amended  by  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
>ebra8ka  [Mr.  Norbis].  I  think  it  Is  well  to  have  a  Tariff 
C  onimlsslon  to  find  the  facts.  That  Is  what  the  Congress  wants 
t(i  know.  We  want  to  act  In  an  Intelligent  manner  upon  the 
virions  tariff  rates  which  are  proposed  in  Congress.  I.<>t  the 
Tariff  Commission,  sitting  during  the  recess  of  Congress  and 
a:  other  times,  acquire  all  the  Information  that  It  can;  let  It 
report  that  Information  to  the  Congress,  and  tlien  let  Congress 
si  udy  and  act  upon  it 

Mr.  President,  if  Congre.«s  met  only  once  In  10  years  there 
a  ight  t>e  some  excuse  for  taking  this  power  out  of  the  hands 
o  '  Congress  and  ret>osing  it  in  the  hands  of  the  President,  but 
C  ingress  meets  every  year,  so  there  is  no  excuse,  so  far  as 
tliat  aspect  of  the  question  Is  concerned,  for  granting  It  to  the 
F  rodent.  The  Tariff  Commission  can  obtain  Information  of 
erery  kind  affecting  the  tariff  and  submit  that  Information  to 
Congress.  If  during  the  recess  of  Congress  sonie  circumstance 
stall  arise. that  calls  for  action,  Cf»ngress  will  be  In  session 
a^in  in  a  short  space  of  time  and  the  commission  can  report 
bick  to  Congress  and  Congress  can  take  the  action  which  may 
bs  necessary. 

The  founders  of  this  Government  thought  It  was  wise  to  give 
t  ds  power  to  Congress.  I  do  not  think  they  ever  contemplated 
p  ?rmlttiug  the  President  to  exercise  the  taxing  power.  It  la 
a  a  exceedingly  dangerous  power.  He  who  wields  the  taxing 
power  holds  the  power  of  life  and  death  over  the  business  and 
eiterpri.ses  of  the  people  everywhere.  So  the  Constitution  c«m- 
f'rred  this  power  uiK)n  the  Congress;  and  every  bill  raising 
r^veIme  has  to  orijrinate  in  the  House  of  Rf-pn-sentatives. 
J?fferson  was  right  when  he  said  that  the  Members  of  the 
F  ouse  of  Representatives  sdiould  be  required  to  go  back  every 
t  vo  years  to  renew  their  commissions  at  the  hands  of  the 
people;  and  he  gave  as  his  rea.son  for  that  conviction  the  fact 
t  lat  in  the  first  instance  they  exercised  the  taxing  power, 
V  hich  was  an  exceedingly  dangerous  power.  So  the  Constitution 
requires  members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  go  back 
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to  their  constituents  every  two  years  and  renew  their  comml»- 
sions  in  order  that  that  body  may  keep  in  close  touch  with  the 
j»e<vple. 

We  have  before  tis  now  In  the  pending  blU  a  provision  to 
enlarge  this  power  in  the  hands  of  the  President,  having  already 
conferred  it  upon  him  seven  years  ago.  I  opposed  It  then :  I 
oppose  it  now.  But  Mr.  President  I  am  willing  that  the 
Tariff  Commission  saall  report  to  the  President  and  then  that 
the  President  shall  communicate  to  Congress  by  message  regard- 
ing such  report  if  at  the  same  time  the  Tariff  CommlssloD  shall 
be  required  to  report  to  us.  In  that  event  we  would  be  sure 
to  get  all  the  information  either  as  to  tariff  Increases  or  tariff 
decreases.  It  might  hapi^esi,  tf  the  Tariff  Commission  were 
required  to  report  only  to  the  President  and  he  could  use  his 
discretion  as  to  submitting  the  report  to  the  Congress,  that  he 
would  only  do  so  when  he  felt  so  disposed.  So  when  we  require 
the  Tariff  Conmiisslon  to  report  to  Congress  at  the  same  time 
It  reports  to  the  President  we  take  a  proper  precautionary  step 
to  make  sure  that  we  shall  obtain  all  the  information  that  is 
available  at  the  same  time  the  President  gets  it  so  that  both 
the  executive  dei«artment  and  the  legislative  department  may 
have  the  facts  upon  which  to  act 

I  think  the  Congress  ought  to  receive  such  information  and 
ought  to  act  upon  it  I  can  understand  that  growing  out  of 
competition  between  our  country  and  some  foreign  country  an 
acute  situation  may  arise,  but  the  time  Is  so  brief  between  the 
expiration  of  one  sessicm  of  Congress  and  the  convening  of 
another  that  there  can  be  no  excuse  for  raping  the  Constitution 
of  the  country ;  there  can  be  no  excuse  for  taking  this  power 
away  from  the  l^islative  body,  where  the  Constitution  lodged  It, 
and  giving  it  to  the  President 

I  am  frank  to  criticise  the  Supreme  Court.  I  do  not  think  its 
decision  sound  on  tlie  question  of  the  flexible  tariff  proylsion. 
I  have  a  right  to  my  opinion  about  it  and  I  dare  to  express  it 
in  this  body.  I  do  not  see  how  any  court  can  construe  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  as  meaning  that  the  President 
may  exercise  the  taxing  power.  We  fix  a  tax  rate  at  one 
figure  and.  as  the  lawmaking  body  of  the  Nation,  we  put  our 
seal  upon  It ;  then  it  goes  up  to  the  President  and  the  President 
if  he  chooses,  may  raise  that  rate.  I  do  not  care  what  Supreme 
Court  judge  may  decide  to  the  contrary,  that  is  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  the  exercise  of  the  taxing  power.  It  is  bound  to 
be  that ;  It  is  that  upon  its  face.  I  think  our  courts  had  better 
be  a  little  careful  in  their  construction  of  that  great  document 

I  know  there  are  many  people  who  would  like  to  have  such 
power  conferred,  but,  in  the  first  place,  I  do  not  think  we  have 
a  right  to  confer  It  upon  the  President ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
I  do  not  think  it  la  wise  to  confer  it  upon  him.  I  think  it 
ought  to  remain  In  the  hands  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  that  Is  about  all  I  care  to  say  upon  the  subject 
at  this  time ;  but  before  I  conclude  I  desire  to  repeat  that  there 
are  commodities  produced  In  my  section  of  the  country  which 
need  an  increase  in  tariff  duties.  Some  of  them  have  not  been 
fairly  treated  in  this  bill.  I  hope  before  we  finish  its  consid- 
eration that  justice  will  be  done  to  those  products.  I  have  my 
Idea  about  how  the  tariff  ought  to  be  handled.  My  Idea  is 
the  one  which  the  Constitution  expresses — that  Congress  and 
not  the  President  of  the  United  States  should  fix  tariff  rates. 

FBCWOSBD  INVBBTIOATIOIf   OF  UWBYINO  OSaANIZATIONS 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President  out  of  order,  I  ask  leave  to 
report  back  favorably,  with  amendments,  from  the  Committee 
to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate, 
Senate  Resolution  20,  to  Investigate  the  activities  of  lobbying 
associations  and  lobbyists  in  and  around  Washington,  D.  C. ;  and 
I  submit  a  r^jort  (No.  39)  thereon.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  Immediate  consideration  of  the  resolution. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Let  It  be  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  resolution  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolution  as  proposed  to  be 
amended;  and  there  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  its  consideration. 

The  amendments  were,  on  page  1,  after  the  preamble,  to  strike 
out  "  Resolved,  That  a  special  ci»mmittee  to  be  appointed  by  the 
President  of  the  Senate  consisting  of  three  members  Is  hereby 
authorised.  Said "  and  in  lieu  thereof  to  Insert  "  Resolved, 
That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  ot  the  United  States 
Senate,  or  a  subcommittee  thereof  to  be  appointed  by  the  chair- 
man of  the " ;  on  page  2,  line  8,  before  the  word  "  and,"  to 
Insert  "  at  a  cost  not  exceeding  25  cents  per  100  words,  to  re- 
port such  hearings  as  may  be  had  on  any  subject  before  said 
committee  or  subcommittee  thereof  " ;  in  line  11,  after  the  word 
"  contingent"  to  strike  out  "  expenses  "  and  Insert  •*  fund  "  ;  and 
In  line  11,  after  the  word  "  Senate,"  to  insert  "  For  the  purposes 
cf  this  Investigation  the  expenditure  of  $10,000  U  authorised. 


or  such  part  thereot  as  may  be  oeceasary.**  lo  as  to  make  the 

resolution  read: 

Whereas  It  is  charged  that  tba  tobbytots.  located  in  and  around 
WasUogton,  fUeh  from  the  American  public  nM>re  money  under  a  false 
claim  that  they  can  Influence  leglalatlon  tlun  the  l^lalatlve  branch  ot 
this  Government  costs  the  taxpayer ;  and 

Whereas  the  lobbyists  aeek  by  all  meana  to  capKalise  for  themselves 
every  interest  and  every  sentlnkent  of  the  American  public  which  can  be 
made  to  yield  an  unclean  dollar  for  their  greedy  pockets:  Now.  there- 
fore, be  it 

Ee90iv«d.  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the  United  Sutca 
Senate,  or  a  subcommittee  thereof  to  be  appointed  by  the  chairman  of 
the  committee,  la  empowered  and  instructed  to  inquire  Into  the  activities 
of  these  lobbjlng  associations  and  lobbyists. 

To  ascertain  of  what  their  activities  consist,  bow  mvch  and  fr<MD  what 
aoaree  they  obtain  their  revenues. 

How  much  of  these  moneys  they  expend  and  for  what  purpose  and  ia 
what  manner. 

What  effort  they  put  forth  to  affect  leglalatloa. 

Said  conunlttee  shall  have  the  power  to  subpcena  witnesses,  administer 
oaths,  send  for  books  and  papers,  to  employ  a  stenographer,  at  a  coat 
not  exceeding  25  centa  per  100  words,  to  report  such  hearings  ns  may  be 
had  on  any  subject  before  said  committee  or  eaboommlttee  thereof,  and 
do  those  things  necessary  to  make  the  Investigation  thorough. 

All  the  expenses  for  said  purposes  shall  be  paid  oat  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate.  For  the  purposes  of  this  Investigation  the  expendi- 
ture of  110,000  Is  aathorlzed,  or  such  part  thereof  as  may  be  necesHary. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  the  S<ma- 
tor  from  Arkan.sas  [Mr.  Carawat]  whether  the  resolution  is 
broad  enoagh  to  cover  investigation  of  the  social  lobby? 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Yes,  sir ;  it  is  broad  enough  to  inYesti4;»te 
anything  in  which  one  might  fed  Interested. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  resolution,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

RBcnss 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  tbe  Senate  take  a  recess  ontil  11 
o'clock  to-morro.T. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  (at  4  o'clock  and  35  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Wedoesdiiy, 
October  2, 1929,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


SENATE 

Wednesday,  October  £,  J929 

(Leffiflative  day  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m^  on  the  expiration  of  iha 
recess. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senatw  yield  to  enable  me 
to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    I  do. 

Mr.  FESS.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Tlie  clerk  will  call  the  r<rfL 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  S«iatc>rs 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

Fletcher 

Keyes 

SImmona 

Asburst 

Frasier 

King 
LaFoUette 

Smith 

Barkley 

George 

Smoot 

Bingham 

OlUett 

McKellar 

Steek 

Black 

Qlaas 

McMaater 

Stelwer 

Blaine 

Glenn 

McNary 
Metcalf 

Stepbena 

Blease 

Ooff 

Bwanson 

Borah 

Goldsborough 

Mosea 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Bratton 

Gould 

Norris 

Tbuaia>i,  OkUi. 

Brock 

Greene 

O^dle 

Townsend 

Brookhart 

Hale 

Trammell 

Broussard 

Harris 

Overman 

Tydings 

Capper 

Harrison 

Patterson 

Vandenberg 

Caraway 

Hastings 
Hatfleld 

Phipps 

Wagner 
Walcott 

Connally 

Pine 

Copeland 

Harden 
Heb«t 

Plttman 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Con sens 

Ransden 

Walsh,  Mont 

Cutting 

Heflin 

Reed 

Warren 

Dale 

Howell 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Waterman 

Deneen 

Johnson 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Watson 

Olil 

Jonea 

Schall 

Wheeler 

Edge 
Kess 

Kean 
Kendrick 

Sbeppard 
Shortridge 

Mr.  FESS. 

I  announce  that  my  colleague 

[Mr.  BubtonI 

is 

still  detained  from  the  Chamber  on  account  of  illne^,  and  ask 
that  the  statement  be  allowed  to  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  the 
senior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  SaiPSTEAn]  is  still  de- 
tained from  the  Senate  on  account  of  illness.  I  ask  that  this 
announcement  aoay  stand  for  the  day. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Nlnoty  Senatorg  have  answered  to 
their  names.     A  quorum  is  present. 

BIUjB  IlVTM>DCCa» 

BULh  were  intn»diiced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimooa 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  HARRISON: 

A  bin  (S.  1793)  for  the  relief  <rf  Jeff  Davis  Caperton  and 
Lacy  Virginia  Caperton ;  to  the  C<»mnilttee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  NORRI8:    ^ 

A  bill  (S.  17W)  to  amend  section  1112  of  the  Code  of  Law 
for  the  District  of  Colombia ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LA  POLLETTE : 

A  bin  (8.  1TO5>  ftrautlng  a  pension  to  Ellen  E.  Hoyt;  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  OVERMAN:  _, 

A  bill  (a.  1796)  jcranting  a  pen.slon  to  Fannie  C.  Woodward; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Bv  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma : 

a' bin  (8.  1797)  granting  an  increa**  of  pension  to  Charles 
Morse  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 

SfOBS. 

~"~^  Al(K«DIfCIfT8    TO    THB   TAKUT    BILI. 

Mr.  BLAINE  submitted  an  amendment,  and  Mr.  CUTTING 
submitted  two  amendments  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  them, 
re^ptx•  tlvely.  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which 
were  ordered  to  lie  on  the' table  and  to  be  printed. 

sraiAL  iir  bitbops  or  woaut  wab  soldobs  fboic  mjoks 

[Mr.  HALE  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  In  the 
Rn-oKO  a  list  of  World  War  soldltnrs  from  Maine  whooe  bodies  lie 
burled  in  cemeteries  In  Europe.  The  list  was  printed  in  the 
Kn!0«D  of  June  19.  1K».  page  335d.l 

DBVXLOPlCEMT  OT  BCCUkMATION   PtOJMCm 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Rkcoed  an  address,  published  in  the  United  States  Dally  of  this 
dute,  by  Dr.  Elwood  Mead,  Commissiouer  of  Reclamation,  De- 
partment of  the  Interior,  before  the  western  section  of  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United  States,  at  Ogden,  Utah,  on 
the  eontinoed  development  of  the  Fe<lerai  reclamation  projects. 

There  being  no   objection,   the   address   was   ordered   to   he 
printed  in  the  Rzcoao,  as  follows : 
FvwTUKM  DurwjaruunT  or  Lam>   Pbojscts   st   Rsclamation   Bbcom- 

MKXOM)  ros  WasT — Pabmmm  op  MisstaaiPFi  Vallkt  hatb  Buhmwited 

•T  Vast  iMPaovsMwrrs,  Satb  Db.  Elwood  Msad 

CoDtiaa«d  d«T»lopment  of  the  Ffderal  reclamation  projects  was  rccom- 
mend«ii  by  tbe  Commlaaloner  of  Reclamation,  Department  of  the  In- 
terior. Dr.  Elwood  Mead.  In  an  address  dctiTered  October  1  before  tbe 
western  aectloo  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United  States  at 
Ogden.  Utah.  The  spealier  pointed  out  that  the  products  grown  on  the 
GoTprament's  trrtgation  projects  did  not  contribute  to  the  agricultural 
surplus  ami  that  workers  In  the  heet-sogar  Industry  were  consumers 
of  staple  and  manufactured  goods. 

The  full  text  of  the  summary  of  Doctor  Mead's  speech,  made  public  by 
tbe  Department  of  the  Interior  October  1.  follows: 

Tbe  economic  and  social  conditions  of  tbe  arid  West  are  so  radlcaUy 
dlffrrent  from  those  the  original  act  was  framed  to  meet  that  changes 
In  leglalstlon  hare  not  kept  pace  with  them.  The  friends  of  reclamation, 
from  I^restdent  RooTcr  down,  are  seeking  to  ascertain  what  ahoold  be 
done  to  bring  this  policy  into  harmony  with  present  economic  and 
social  requirements. 

Whea  we  attempt  to  appraise  the  value  of  Federal  reclamation  we 
must  consider  tbe  conditions  of  the  region  where  It  operates.  Shown 
on  n  map,  the  24  widely  pattered  areas  of  land  irrigated  from  Federal 
works  are  only  a  series  of  dots  in  the  1.000.000,000  acres  of  tbe  15 
States  in  which  the  projects  arc  located.  They  are  cases  made  important 
by  what  anrrouads  them.  They  are  still  more  InsigBlflcant  when  com- 
pared with  nearly  1,000.000.000  acres  of  farm  land  in  tbe  whole  country. 

MABKKT  CaKATBO  POB   PBODUCTS  OP  BAST 

That  deTelopment  has  not  hurt  the  farmers  of  the  Mississippi  Valley. 
On  the  contrary.  It  has  helped  tbem.  The  alfalfa  grown  on  those  irri- 
gated farms  provides  winter  faed  for  stock  which  feeds  in  summer  on  the 
forest  reserves  and  public  ranges.  That  means  more  wool,  which  tbe 
Nation  needs.  It  also  meana  feeder  cattle  for  the  comflekla  of  the 
Mia«iseippi  Valley.  They  provide  a  large  amount  of  clover  and  alfalfa 
seed,  for  which  the  cllmste  of  the  Ea^t  is  unsuited.  They  prodooe  a 
large  return  in  sugar  beets,  but  we  import  sugar,  hence  this  doea  not 
lower  the  prtce  on  sarplns  commodities,  but,  to  the  contrary,  fumiabes  a 
market  for  staples  and  mannfactured  gooda  for  thouaands  of  workers 
in  beet  fields  and  western  sugar  refineries. 

Theae  am!  other  similar  projects  create  a  bu^e  and  growing  market 
for  products  mannfactured  In  eastern  factories.  Farm  machinery, 
etothlac.  taraltwra.  autoaMbtlee,  worth  mlltlans  of  dollan,  are  sent  to 
theae  Carma  fro*  factoriea  where  worker*  are  fed  froaa  tbe  prodoeta  of 
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oajtem  farms.  Statiatlcs  are  usually  dreary  but  they  are  aometlmea 
ill  imlna ting.  In  the  latter  class  are  the  carload  shipments  to  and 
from  railroad  stations  on  the  reclamation  projecta. 

These  17  projects  shipped  In  over  the  railroads  gooda  worth  $120.- 
O0:>.OOO  and  shipped  out  crops  worth  |158,000.0OO.  If  to  this  could  be 
added  the  goods  and  crops  carried  In  trucks,  the  showing  would  be 
St  11  more  impressive,  but  as  it  is.  these  lands  that  only  yesterday  were 
ui  peopled  deserts  have  a  commerce  that  used  over  200,000  cars  for  the 
yeirs  business.  I  wish  those  who  advocate  stopping  this  development 
wduld  think  what  it  has  done  and  is  doing  to  lower  freight  rates  and 
gi  re  business  to  clothing  makers  and  furm-machinery  companies. 

Those  who  oppose  Federal  irrigation  do  so  from  a  mistaken  belief  that 
It  contributes  to  the  agricultural  surplus.  They  fail  to  rvcoguiae  that 
ir-lgation  operates  in  di.<»tlnct  lonee,  that  Its  influence  on  markets  is 
largely  confined  to  those  sonee.  Eastern  trade  in  irrigated  products 
ia  mainly  restricted  to  products  which  can  not  be  jtrown  there  or  can 
n<it  be  grown  for  the  season  in  which  they  are  marketed.  The  thou- 
ssnds  of  carloads  of  winter  lettuce  grown  indoors  in  California  and 
▲  isona  make  this  vegetable  cheep.  All  classes  enjoy  it.  They  could 
nt  t  do  so  if  it  bad  to  be  grown  in  eaatem  hothouses. 

The  fruit  of  Washington  Is  exported  from  Pacific  points  to  the  mar- 
ki  ts  of  Europe.  A.sia,  and  other  eastern  lands.  That  helps  tbe  Nation 
aJid  injures  no  one.  I  could  give  a  score  of  similar  examples.  Dairy- 
ing la  a  great  and  growing  Industry  in  Idaho,  but  its  shipments  do  not 
ctmpete  with  the  farms  of  Iowa  and  Illinois.  Six  million  dollars' 
w»rth  went  to  Los  Angeles  last  year.  In  other  words,  the  Industrial 
giowth  of  the  arid  region  and  our  expanding  commerce  of  the  Pacific 
0:ean  are  creating  new  markets  and  new  agricultural  needs  which 
oiight  to  be  supplied  by  the  West.  The  West  is  coming  to  have  a  bust- 
n>*M  and  commerce  within  Its  borders,  the  Importance  of  which  la  not 
naiised  by  tbe  Nation,  and  tbe  irrigated  farm  is  one  of  its  leading 
fi  ctora.  If  these  irrigated  projects  were  wiped  out,  it  would  make 
lirtle  or  no  difference  in  tbe  price  of  the  staple  products  of  the  Missis- 
si  |)pl  Valley,  such  as  com,  wheat,  oats,  and  hay.  As  Secretary  Wilbur 
SI  Id  In  a  recent  address,  one  timely  rain  in  that  region  will  Increase 
tie  yields  of  these  products  more  than  all  that  is  grown  on  these  little 
0(ises  of  agricultural  wealth  8cattered  through  the  great  expanse  of  the 
aild  region.  But  to  wipe  out  these  projects  or  stop  their  growth  would 
b(  a  calamity  to  the  West  that  needs  them  and  to  the  eastern  factories 
wbich  serve  them. 

SnOOSN    KXPANSIOW    PKASEO    BT    OPPOITSXTS 

The  achievements  of  Federal  reclamation  have  thus  far  justified  the 
ptllcy.  What  about  the  future?  Tbe  answer  is  that  to  interrupt  tbe 
dreftil  bosinesslike  development  now  going  ou  would  be  plain  folly. 
It  would  t>e  catering  to  regional  prejudices  that  will  disappear  as  soon 
ai  the  facts  are  known.  Tbe  Bedamatlon  Bureau  is  now  using  all  its 
ftnda  to  complete  projects  planned  and  begun  many  years  ago.  It  will 
n  quire  all  the  money  coming  into  the  fund  for  the  next  seven  years 
do  this.  Certainly  these  works  ought  to  be  built.  No  one,  so  far  as 
have  seen,  disputes  this.  What  they  argue  against  and  seem  to  fear 
a  sudden  large  expansion.  They  do  not  seem  to  know  that  the  only 
n^ney  which  can  now  be  spent  is  that  which  cornea  into  the  fund  each 
yi>ar  In  payments  for  water  by  settlers,  from  oil  leases  and  power 
Ti  venues. 

Tbe  total  is  less  than  flO.OOO.OOO  a  year.  Population  and  the  local 
c(  nsnmption  of  irrigated  products  in  the  arid  States  are  growing  faster 
tlan  the  expansion  of  Irrigation.  Corn  is  being  shipped  from  the  Mis- 
si  nlppl  Valley  to  feed  the  mules  that  cultivate  the  Irrigated  orchards  of 
V  ashington.  Some  of  this  fear  of  surplus  grew  out  of  the  discussion 
01  Boulder  Dam.  Its  huge  reservoir  and  great  Qost  made  this  reaction 
n  itural.  It  la  not  realized  that  controlling  the  Colorado  means  the 
0  tenlng  of  mines  and  enlarging  factories  as  well  as  creating  farma. 
F  ive  million  people  will  be  added  to  the  consuming  population  of  the 
S  >uthwest  before  tbe  farms  watered  from  Boulder  Dam  are  able  to  feed 
tl  lem. 

LABOa  CONOITIOIVS    IN    IfORTB    CABOLIHA 

Mr.  OVERMAN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  have  In  my  hand  a  copy 
of  the  Manufacturers  Record  of  September  28.  1929.  I  ask  the 
i:  idulgence  of  the  Senate  that  the  editorial  in  the  magazine  may 
be  read  and  that  I  may  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article 
0  a  the  following  page  containing  excerpts  from  the  New  York 
^  Torld,  giving  an  impartial  account  of  the  situation  In  North 
(  arolina  with  reference  to  labor  conditions  and  the  develop- 
ment of  the  South,  and  telling  the  true  story  about  the  actual 
conditions  in  and  about  Gastonia  and  the  activities  of  the  cora- 
rranists  in  the  State.  Tbe  editorial  is  very  short  and  It  will 
tot  take  long  to  read.  I  am  sure  that  every  Senator  will  be 
Ijterested  in  the  editorial  and  the  article,  particularly  If  he  is 
f  rom  one  of  the  New  England  States  or  from  one  of  the  Southern 
States. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  reading 
olr  the  editorial  ?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  clerk  will  read, 
4ii  requested. 
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The  legislative  clerk  read  the  editorial,  as  follows ; 
[From  the  Manufacturers  Record,  Baltimore,  September  26,  1929] 

THa   NOBTH   CABOUNA   IS8US   IS,  SHALL  TBI   BANK    BOLSHKVI8M    OP  BUSSIA 

Bin.B   TBB   BOtTTHT 

Wherever  the  Bolshevistic  or  communistic  element,  working  for  the 
definite  overthrow  of  religion  and  of  government  and  of  business,  ap- 
pears, there  disorder  inevitably  occurs.  It  Is  found  In  recent  efforts  In 
New  York  to  a  very  large  extent,  jnst  as  at  present  it  Is  found  to  some 
extent  in  the  South.  New  Bngland  had  suffered  for  many  years  from  Its 
adverse  influence. 

It  is  a  world-wide  campaign.  It  la  Illustrated  in  the  story  often  told, 
about  the  time  when  Trotskl,  ready  to  start  for  Russia,  gathered  a  few 
hundred  of  hia  followers  in  New  York  in  what  he  thought  was  a  secret 
meeting,  but  which  was  attended  by  secret-service  men  of  England  and 
of  the  United  States.  Trotski's  closing  statement  as  repeatedly  re- 
ported, and  it  must  be  remembered  that  Trotski's  real  name  was 
Braunstein,  or  at  least  that  was  tbe  name  under  which  he  went  on  the 
East  Side  of  New  York  for  years,  was : 

"  I  am  going  to  Russia  to  overturn  that  government  and  atop  Its  war 
against  Germany.  But  I  want  you  to  stay  in  this  country  and  bring 
on  one  revolution  after  another,  nntll  you  overthrow  the  damned 
American  Government." 

When  the  British  Government  was  Informed  of  Trotski's  speech,  so 
It  was  reported.  It  cabled  to  this  Government  and  aaked  that  his  pasa- 
port  be  recalled,  and  that  England  might  be  permitted  to  bold  him  at 
Halifax  when  the  ship  stopped  there.  It  was  said  that  In  some  way 
there  was  sufllclent  socialistic  or  communistic  spirit  in  Washington  to 
cause  the  request  of  the  British  Government  to  be  denied,  and  that 
though  England  had  taken  Trotskl  from  the  ship  and  held  him  for  a 
day,  it  was  compelled  by  the  refusal  of  this  Government  to  recall  his 
passport  to  let  him  go  on  his  journey. 

An  American,  closely  Identified  during  the  war  with  the  British  Em- 
bassy and  cooperating  with  the  ambassador,  was  asked  by  the  Manufac- 
turers Record  on  his  return  to  this  country  if  this  report  was  true.  He 
said  that  it  unquestionably  was  true  and  was  well  known  in  England. 

Trotskl  went  to  Europe,  was  carried  by  the  German  Government  to 
Russia,  and  there  Inaugurated  a  revolution  which  overthrew  the  Caar, 
caused  the  murder  of  the  Ciar  and  his  family,  and  brought  on  one 
revolution  after  another  until  the  Soviet  Government  now  rules  over 
9,000,000  square  miles  of  Russia,  or  an  area  three  times  that  of  the 
United  SUtes. 

From  the  beginning  of  that  campaign  the  whole  power  and  Influence 
of  the  Soviet  Government  and  the  Third  International  of  Moscow,  which 
seem  practically  to  be  one  and  the  same  thing,  have  been  used  to  bring 
on  a  Bolshevistic  campaign  throughout  the  world.  The  Industrial  De- 
fense Association  (Inc.)  quotes  the  International  Ilntente  against  the 
Third  International :  "  The  communists  of  Moscow  are  redoubling  their 
efforts  to  organlie  class  hatred,  disorder,  and  the  crumbling  of  the 
present  order  In  the  world.  Moscow  has  fomented  strikes,  disorders, 
riots,  revolts,  revolutions  in  nearly  every  country  In  the  worid."  The 
definite,  determined  effort  of  the  Soviets  in  Russia  has  been  to  destroy 
all  faith  in  religion,  all  belief  in  a  God,  and  to  forbid  the  teaching  of 
any  form  of  religion  even  by  families  to  their  own  children. 

That  Is  the  spirit  with  which  the  movement  Is  being  carried  on  In 
this  country.  It  is  a  spirit  which  has  f(»nented  the  troubles  in  the 
Carolina  mills. 

It  must  also  be  remembered  In  studying  this  situation  that  there  are 
two  distinct  classes  of  people  among  the  mill  operatives  of  the  South. 
The  first  are  tbe  higher  class  men  and  women  who  bad  suffered  in  the 
direst  poverty  In  the  mountain  regions  of  the  Carollnas  without  employ- 
ment because  there  was  no  possible  Industrial  development  within  that 
territory.  For  generations  these  people,  the  purest  of  the  Anglo-Saxon 
element  in  the  world,  had  starved  ment&Uy  and  physically. 

The  second  class  is  composed  of  people  of  a  much  lower  standard  of 
life  and  of  much  lower  Inherent  mental  and  physical  abilities. 

Tbe  first  class  is  a  strong,  sturdy,  virile  element  which  can  not  pos- 
sibly be  controlled  or  managed  In  the  same  way  that  the  lower  class  of 
foreigners  in  the  New  England  mills  can  be  treated.  The  second  class, 
fortunately  much  smaller  in  number,  is  open  to  any  agitation  of  any 
kind.  Thriftless  often.  It  readily  falls  a  prey  to  tbe  teachings  of  the 
communists. 

All  who  have  been  acquainted  with  tbe  spirit  of  these  two  classes 
of  these  mill  operatives  have  known  for  many  years,  30  or  40  or  more, 
that  the  better  class  have  felt  that  the  cotton  mill  afforded  them 
tbe  first  opportunity  which  they  had  ever  had  for  steady  and  profitable 
employment,  and  who,  therefore,  determined  that  this  industry  should 
be  held  against  any  Incoming  of  foreigners  such  as  are  in  New  England, 
or  of  negroes  into  the  cotton  mills  as  operatives.  They  have  felt  that 
they  have  almost  a  right  to  monopolise  this  Industry,  which  was  the 
first  that  ever  gave  them  profitable  employment.  They  have,  therefore, 
resented  with  intense  bitterness  any  effort  of  i>eople  to  establish  cotton 
mills  operated  by  negroes,  and  now  when  they  see  the  communists 
working  to  overturn  the  whole  situation,  and  believing  that  they  are  but 
the  forerunnuers  of  that  communistic  element  which  has  been  the  corse 


of  tbe  New  Sncland  Industry,  they  are  ready  to  do  battk  for  this  life 
work  to  which  tbey  arc  devoted. 

Unfortunately,  as  reported,  they  have  Uken  onlswful  means  to  en- 
force their  views.  They  have  made  it  possible  for  the  communists  to 
proclaim  that  there  la  lawlessness  In  North  Carolina  and  that  they 
can  not  have  any  protection  against  these  lawleaa  men.  The  case  is 
somewhat  similar  to  that  In  the  West  years  ago  when  the  Industrial 
Workers  of  the  World  had  created  such  disturbance  in  one  of  tbe 
Western  States  that  they  were  forcibly  put  on  a  train  and  driven  out 
of  the  State,  and  warned  never  to  return  except  at  the  peril  of  their 
lives. 

North  Carolina  has  for  many  years  been  noted  for  law  enforeemimt 
No  one,  therefore,  need  Imagine  that  the  government  of  that  State  " 
will  not  be  equal  to  handling  this  situation  and  protecting  It  against 
mob  violence.  But  no  one  need  imagine  for  one  moment  that  the  better 
class  of  North  Carolina  mill  operatives  will  permit  this  foreign  Bol- 
shevistic element  to  come  into  that  State  and  overturn  and  dominate 
the  cotton  mill  operative  employment.  Tbe  men  who  have  unfortunately 
used  to  some  extent  the  mob  aplrit  In  opposing  the  activities  of  the 
communists  are  not  cotton-mill  owners  or  managers,  but  tbe  operatives 
themselves  acting  on  their  own  volition  and  their  determination  that 
the  atheistic,  anarchistic.  Bolshevistic  spirit  which  these  outsiders  have 
sought  to  develop  In  tbe  cotton  mills  of  tJie  South,  shall  not  succeed. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  I  now  ask  that  the  article  from  the  Maaa- 
facturers  Record  under  the  heading  "  New  York  World  Publishes 
Truth  of  North  Carolina  Labor  Trouble,"  to  which  I  referred, 
may  be  printed  in  the  Rboobd  velthout  reading. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  article  is  as  follows : 

[From  tbe  MannfBcturera  Record,  Baltimore,  September  26,  1929] 

MrW   TOBK    WOBU>  PTTBUBHZS   TBDTH   OP   MOBTH   CABOUNA    LABOB   TBOCBLB 

For  the  first  time  since  trouble  started  in  the  textile  labor  of  North 
Carolina  last  spring  an  eastern  metropolitan  dally  has  recognised 
and  published  the  fact  that  the  struggle  there  is  not  between  employer 
and  employee,  but  between  communism  and  the  American  form  of 
government. 

Robert  Barry,  sent  to  Gastonia  by  tbe  New  York  World,  baa  written  • 
straight  account  of  what  he  found  there,  describing  bla  preconceived 
Ideas  of  working  conditions  a.s  formed  by  listening  to  communists'  de> 
BCriptlona  and  comparing  them  with  tbe  actual  conditions  he  found.  Sis 
article  should  prove  a  revelation  to  the  North  and  East,  a  revelation 
of  the  boondless  mendacity  of  the  commnnist  agitators.  A  few  pointed 
quotatlona  from  Barry'a  article  will  give  a  vivid  contrast  between  coii> ' 
ditions  that  communist  propaganda  had  led  him  to  expect  and  conditions 
as  he  actually  found  them  : 

"  Misrepresentation  of  conditions  at  tbe  Loray  mill  is  at  the  bottom 
of  a  popular  notion  that  Gastonia  Is  an  armed  camp  and  that  human 
life  is  not  safe  on  Its  streets. 

"  No  one  knows  what  is  going  on  under  cover  or  when  sn  outbreak 
may  occur,  but  I  can  say  that  outwardly  there  was  no  more  peac<>ful 
town  In  America  than  Gastonia  since  I  have  t>een  here. 

"  In  view  of  a  vast  amount  of  unfavorable  pnbUclty  accorded  the 
ManviUe-Jendces  plant,  simple  decency  compels  the  assertion  that  actual 
conditions  in  the  plant  are  as  far  from  what  they  have  be«»n  represented 
to  be  88  tbe  amaxlngly  efllcient  machinery  there  is  from  tlie  old  spintiing 

wbeeL 

•  *•••«• 

"  My  preconceived  notions  about  tlie  '  slave  driving '  of  women  and 
children  were  knocked  over  the  fence.  On  floor  after  floor  of  the  great 
plant  vrere  clusters  of  women  and  girls  chatting  at  the  ends  of  aisles. 
They  kept  right  on  with  their  conversations  as  officials  approached  and 
gave  mere  casual  looks  as  the  overseers  passed  on. 

"At  one  point  we  encountered  a  white- jacketed  man  pushing  a  csn  of 
candies,  cigarettes,  sandwiches,  and  cold  soft  drinks  throngh  the  aif^les. 
At  sight  of  him  employees  left  their  work,  made  purchases,  and  consumed 

them  leisurely. 

•  •••••• 

"  Far  from  being  tbe  nndemourlahed  and  ragged  types  expected,  tbe 
girls  were  pretty  busky-looklng  flappers.  There  was  no  child  labor  in 
the  Loray  mllL  The  North  Carolina  statute  prohibits  eioployment  of 
children  14  years  old  or  under. 

"As  we  walked  among  the  big,  wide  abeets  of  finished  tire  fabric 
William  Pidterlng,  a  division  superintendent,  who,  with  H.  M.  McKelvey, 
the  chief  engineer,  accompanied  me  as  gnlde,  jwinted  to  a  rosy-cheeked 
girl  in  a  neat  pink  linen  dress. 

"  '  There's  one  of  the  downtrodden  workers  yoa  saw  in  Washlnglou 
wtien  that  delegation  visited  tbe  Senate,'  Mr.  Pickering  said. 

"  Having  Interviewed  that  delegation  of  Loray  strikers  in  Washington 
in  the  spring,  I  could  recall  no  such  glrL  Her  appearance  was  so 
changed,  I  Inquired  about  it. 

"  '  When  we  went  to  Wasiiington.'  she  said,  *  we  were  told  to  put  on 
die  worst-looking  clothes  we  coald  find  and  we  were  told  not  to  take  a 
bath.  I  was  ashamed  to  death  of  some  of  those  plctnres  they  took  of 
me  up  there.     They  made  me  look  terrible.' 

**  Tbe  girl  said  site  had  about  all  the  communism  she  ever  hopes  to  see. 
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"At  the  coBrludon  of  my  hiapectlon  trip  I  InnpectwJ  •ome  of  the 
homes  of  tke  worker*.  I  wa«  told  that  I  could  roam  aroand  and  pick 
otit  any  bouNe  la  I»ray  village  and  examine  It. 

"  There  ar**  619  «»f  the  '  rompany  hf>me«  '  In  the  Tlllaffe.  They  are 
not  the  Hhaoki)  uor  Itovel*  d«'»»crlbed  to  Senators  demandlnK  a  congreH- 
aional  InreiitlKation  of  conditions  here.  I  am  told  that  thoae  in  the 
Loray  irroup  are  well  abore  the  average  of  Carolina  mill  towna,  bat  It 
was  L<^>ray  I  wan  studying. 

"  Tlie   houses  range  from    threo  to  eight   rooms.     A   4-room   house   Is 
about  arerage.     There  is  m«xlern  plumbing  In  all  of  them,  sanitary  and 
kitchen.     All  but  a  few  have  bath  tubs.     All  will  have  them  by  Christ 
mns      The  structures  are  of  frame,  as  are  most  houses  aouth  of  the 
Potomnc. 

•  They  are  so  far  superior  to  anything  to  be  encountered  In  the  mill 
townM  of  New  England  or  Pennsylvania,  comparison  Is  Idle." 

When  the  communists  started  their  operations  In  North  Carolina  they 
•ta|e«i  their  Intention  of  organising  all  southern  textile  labor  as  a 
nucleus  for  communism  In  the  South.  They  naturally  did  not  publish 
the  fact  at  that  time  that  their  goal  was  the  overthrow  of  the  United 
8tates  (lovemment.  and  that  the  labor  troubles  were  to  be  used  merely 
as  a  stepping  stone  to  that  objective :  but  everyone  at  all  acquainted 
with  their  policy,  their  methods,  and  their  ofllclal  dally  paper,  the  Dally 
Worker,  knew  that  they  were  not  at  all  Interested  In  the  welfare  of  the 
southern  workers  but  were  only  uaing  them  as  tools  In  their  effort  to 
overthrow  American  Government  and  replace  it  by  the  present  Russian 
form.  The  general  rwillsatlon  of  the  futility  of  such  an  obJectWe  blinds 
people  to  Its  dangers ;  for  while  that  goal  will  not  be  reached  the  damage 
they  ore  able  to  do  to  the  industries  of  the  section  they  enter  may  well 
run  Into  mllliona. 

Commenting  upon  the  revelations  of  Barry's  article,  the  New  York 
World  Mid  editorially : 

"  For  the  sake  of  saving  human  life  and  the  nvoldaiice  of  further 
bloodshed  and  violence,  the  Communist  Party  should  withdraw  Its  or- 
(•nlxatlons  from  Oaatonia,  N.  C.  and  suspend  its  propaganda. 

"  The  strike,  however  well  It  may  have  been  justlfled  by  conditions 
In  the  textile  mills,  was  lost  beyond  hope  of  salvage  months  ago.  Im- 
partial observers  agree  that  the  only  local  followers  the  communists 
Bo«r  have  are  drifters  who  will  stay  with  them  only  as  long  ns  they  are 
fed  out  of  communist  funds.  The  agitation  to-day  has  ceased  to  be 
ecouumlc.  has  ceased  to  have  any  relation  to  working  hours  or  working 
cnmiitinii!).  and  has  become  a  mere  clash  of  fanatical  communists  with 
fanatical  fundamentalists. 

"  Impartial  obaerrers  agree  furthermore  that  the  mill  hands  w*>o  at 
'fist  responded  to  the  call  from  the  communist  leaders  have  tamed 
•gainst  them  and  resent  their  presence  because  they  are  convinced  that 
these  organisers  are  Interested  primarily  not  in  Improving  the  working 
conditions  in  the  mills  but  In  making  propaganda  for  the  Commnnlat 
Party.  Apart  from  the  mill  hands  themaeives  the  peo|>le  of  Gaston ia, 
apparently  regardless  of  their  employment  or  their  Interest  In  the  mills, 
are  highly  Inflamed  against  the  communist  organisers  because  of  reek- 
lens  charges  made  by  them  against  men  of  such  standing  in  the  eom- 
muRlty  as  Solicitor  J.  O.  Carpenter. 

"  Kven  In  Mecklenburg  County,  where  the  atmosphere  is  somewhat 
calmer,  the  people  are  Inflamed  because  of  the  vtdous  and  untruthful 
charges  made  by  the  communists  against  Judge  Barnhlll. 

"  The  continuation  of  communist  activity  sow  can  not  possibly 
Improve  the  condition  of  the  workers  in  the  Gastonia  mills.  On  the 
other  band.  It  will  without  question  dee|dy  Jeopardise  the  case  of  the  16 
men  and  women  who  muHt  go  on  trial  again  for  the  murder  of  Chief 
Aii'^rbolt.  There  can  be  little  doubt  that  the  Interests  of  justice  of  this 
cn>H>  are  safer  In  the  hands  of  the  reputable  people  of  North  Caroliiui 
and  the  llt>eral-mlnded  people  throughout  the  country  than  they  are  In 
the  hand.«  of  the  communists. 

"  By  remaining  In  GHstonla.  by  continuing  their  present  activities, 
Ihey  not  only  make  it  Infinitely  harder  to  obtain  a  fair  trial  for  the 
«)ef«-ndants.  but  they  may  be  preparing  the  stage  for  a  tragedy  of  rery 
much  greater  proportions  than  any  that  has  yet  been  witnessed." 

Writing  under  date  of  September  18  from  Gastonia,  lir.  Barry  rightly 
cues  up  the  whole  situation  In  the  following  : 

"  No  longer  Is  the  mill  strike  the  issue. 

"  CommunlsB  and  the  red  flag  of  Moscow  are  becoming  anathema  to 
the  mill  workers,  who  a  few  brief  months  ago  were  convinced  they  had 
a  grievance. 

"  The  strike  is  lost :  there  is  no  dispute  about  that.  The  mill  opera- 
tives assert  it.  The  radical  unionists  acknowledge  It.  The  mills  have 
all  the  workers  they  desire.     •     •     • 

**  Tbe  Iswlessneas  which  la  Oastonia's  anhappy  lot  to-day  is  not  tbat 
of  the  ortllnary  industrial  upheaval  In  a  mill  town  or  a  mining  camp. 
Tfcere  are  no  thosaplng  soldiers,  no  street-comer  btirricades. 

"  It  Is  hoodlnmlsm,  armed  and  restive,  inspired  by  what  it  vlewa  as  a 
call  to  maintain  law  and  order  and  the  sanctity  of  the  Stars  and 
htrlpes :  a  community's  inalienable  right  to  repeal  a  sinister  foreign 
Invasion  by  whatever  method  occurs  at  the  moment. 

"Tbe  American  Federation  of  Labor  and  its  ageacles  and  Its  strike 
proi-edure  are  not  Involved  in  Gastonia.     When  '  unionist '  Is  ntentioned 
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the  National  Textile  Workers'  Union,  the  aflUlations  of  which  nr« 

the  Communist  Party  in  America. 

Tbe   *  unionists  '   are  radicals.     They   boa.st   of   that,   dont   deny   It 

Thilr   chief  organ    is   the   Daily    Worker,    published   in    New   York   and 

dis  ributed  widely   in   the  mill  towns  of  Gaston   County.     Some  of  the 

ea  lers    and    organisers    are   enrolled    communists.     William    Z.    Foster, 

denlpnated  by  Moscow  as  acting  head  of  the  Communist   Party   lu   the 

United  States,  has  been  here  and  in  Charlotte. 

The  leaders  are   for  the   most   part   foreigners,   as   the  natives   call 

th«+n  down  here.     They  will  define  to  you   New  York  Jews  or  Russian 

sheviks.  or  any  of  the  rest  of  them.  a«  foreigners.     One  leader  ac- 

I  under  oath  In  a  courtroom  he  was  a  member  of  the  British 

Communist  Party  and  an  atheist. 

An  avowed  purpose  of  the  unionist  group  here  involved  Is  to  set  up 
government  of  workers  and  farmers  and  of  a  type,  if  memory  serves, 
Lenin  than  the  Non-Partisan  League  of  Senator  He.nrik  Shif- 
The  declared  Immediate  purpose  is  to  organise  the  textile  mills 
the  Carolinas  and  Tennessee  for  civilised  standards  of  living  and 
4>etbinK  more  than  a  starvation  wage. 
The  hatreds  here  are  not  those  of  strikers  and  '  scabs.'  That  passed 
ago.  They  are  native  against  foreigner;  North  Carolina  versus 
York's  east  side  and  Russia's  red  flag ;  America  against  the  world. 
Tfie  Stars  and  Stripes  Forever.' 
'  North  Carolina  Is  not  unique  In  that  respect.  There  may  be  a 
huadred  witnesses  to  a  gangster  slaying  in  New  York  or  ChicaBo,  but  all 
of  them  happen  to  deaf,  dumb,  and  blind.  Lynchings  are  investigated 
fr<qnently.     Convictions  are  rare." 

t  Is  well  for  the  people  of  the  entire  country  to  read  what  Mr.  Barry 
sa;  s.  What  his  next  letters  will  be  we  do  not  know,  but  we  know 
tb^t  be  is  accurately  expressing  the  situation. 

Rin^SION    OF   THE   TABIFT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
la  e  commerce  with  foreign  c<iuntrie.s,  to  encourage  the  iiicliu<- 
tres  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
ot  ler  purposes. 

iir.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  Senator  from  California,  I  present  and  ask  to 
have  printed  in  the  Recobo  a  communication  from  leading 
members  of  Harvard  University  of  the  Department  of  Arts  and 
tb?  Law  School,  protesting  against  the  inclusion  in  section  805, 
paragraph  (a)  of  the  pending  tariff  bill,  the  provision  for  cen- 
so-ship  of  literary  and  political  t>bjectionaWe  l)ooks  when  im- 
ported, by  adminiJitratlve  officers  of  the  customhouse. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  letter  is  as  follows : 

Harvabo  Univsbsitt, 
Canibriioe.  Mtui9.,  Bept ember  !7,  t9i9. 
Th|p  Hon.  David  I.  Walsh, 

Vmited  Btatea  Senate,  Wtuhinffton,  D.  C. 

r>i:Aa  Sh.natob  Wal.sh  :  We.  the  undersigned,  are  strongly  opposed 
to  the  provision  In  the  pending  tariff  bill,  section  305,  paragraph  (a). 
relating  to  the  Importation  of  Immoral  articles,  which  would  extend 
fuither  the  application  of  the  present  law.  For  the  reasons  stated  below 
we  object  particularly  to  the  proposed  amendment  authorising  customs 
ofl!  cials  to  exclude  books  and  other  publications  which,  in  their  opinion, 
adrocate  treason.  Insurrection,  etc.,  in  tbe  same  manner  as  obscene  and 
otJ  er  Indecent  publications. 

•Ixperlence  has  shown  that  customs  Inspectors  and  appraisers  of 
merchandise  are  ill-equipped  to  pass  judgment  upon  the  character  of 
anrh  publlcattons.  We  have  had  one  very  unsatisfactory  episode  here 
tb!  s  year,  when  a  book  used  by  tbe  French  department  was  excluded 
by  the  customs  officials,  and  we  anticipate  many  similar  episodes.  If 
th>  censorship  at  the  customhouses  Is  extended  to  political  writings. 
Few,  if  any,  books  which  are  of  Interest  to  us  fall  clearly  within  tbe 
provisions  of  the  proposed  amendment  to  section  305,  but  thero  are 
miny  valuable  books  which,  we  fear,  may  be  excluded  by  untrained 
ofliclnls.  Inspired  by  honestly  patriotic  but  unintelligent  zeal.  If  this 
pr>vlslon  is  enacted  Into  law. 

We  believe  that  a  political  censor.ihip  of  this  kind  by  administrative 
oil  Icials    at    tbe    customhouses    Is    unsound    In    principle    and    likely    to 
prave  oppressive  In  practice.     We  urge  you  to  do  what  you  can  to  brln^ 
ataput  the  elimination  of  this  proposed  measure  from  the  tariff  bill. 
BespectfuUy  yours, 

F.  W.  Taus-sio. 

ARTHm    N.    HOLCOMBB. 
A.    M.    SCHLKStNGER. 

Bdwi»  F.  Gat. 
Zkchariau  CHAFin,  Jr. 


Ralph  Barton  Pxbry. 
Edward  A.  Whitnkt. 
Earnkst  a.  Hooton. 
Charlbs  Faibman. 
Kabl  W.  Biqelow. 


Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President,  for  more  than  half  a  century 
publicists  and  students  have  expressed  their  impatience  with 
tt  e  mode  in  which  tariff  legislation  has  l)een  enacted.  We  have 
h<  ard  until  the  statements  have  become  trite,  "  Take  the  tariff 
out  ot  politics,"  "Provide  for  scientific  research,"  and  the  Uk^. 
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We  have  heard  It  not  only  in  recent  jrears  but  resounding  some 
quarter  of  a  century  ago  from  this  Chamber,  emanating  from 
a  galaxy  of  men  of  whom  ttie  Senate  of  the  United  Statets  was 
proud,  and  who  left  their  deep  impress  upon  the  country,  came 
the  cry  for  another  way  of  making  tariffs  and  a  means  by  which 
tariff.s  might  ultimately  be  taken  from  the  domain  of  politics 
i«to  the  domain  either  of  science  or  mathematical  demonstration. 

I  wa.s  a  part,  sir,  of  a  glorious  political  adventure  in  1912,  the 
most  glorious  since  the  Civil  War.  In  that  political  adventure 
a  new  party,  unhampered  by  tradition  and  uncorrupted  by  power, 
endeavored  to  inipr(»s.s  itself  ui)ou  the  American  people  and  en- 
deavored to  present  a  covenant  with  the  great  electorate  of  this 
Nation  by  which  government  thereafter  should  be  conducted. 
Of  course.  It  was  appropriate  that  that  new  party,  then  asking 
tlie  suffrages  of  the  people  and  then  going  before  the  country  for 
the  first  time,  should  make  its  posrition  clear  upon  the  question 
of  a  tariff  and  upon  the  question  of  the  tariff  which  tlien  had 
been  agitating  our  country  and  upon  which  there  had  been  such 
titanic  debate  in  this  Chamber. 

The  Progressive  I'arty  in  isn2  adopted  a  plank  in  reference  to 
the  tariff,  and  it  went  to  the  country  upon  that  plank.  That 
plank  was  as  follows : 

We  pledge  ourselves  to  the  establishment  of  a  nonpartisan  scientific 
tariff  commission,  reporting  both  to  the  President  nnd  to  either  branch 
of  Congress,  which  shall  report,  first,  as  to  the  cost  of  production,  effi- 
ciency of  labor,  and  capitalisation,  industrial  organization  and  efficiency, 
and  the  general  competitive  position  In  this  country  and  abroad  of 
industry  seeking  protection  from  Congress ;  second,  as  *o  the  revenue- 
producing  power  of  the  tariff  and  its  relation  to  the  resources  of  Govern- 
ment ;  and,  thirdly,  as  to  the  effect  of  the  tariff  on  prices,  operations  of 
middlemen,  and  on  the  purchasing  power  of  the  consumer.  We  believe 
that  this  comml8.«ion  should  have  plenary  power  to  elicit  Information, 
and  for  this  purpose  to  prescribe  a  uniform  system  of  accounting  for 
the  great  protected  Industries. 

Upon  that  platform,  sir,  the  new  party  went  to  the  people  of 
this  Nation.  It  advocated  a  tariff  commLssion,  nonpartisan  in 
character,  with  the  power  of  scientific  research,  to  report  after 
its  research  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  to  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.  No  man  had  the  temerity  at  that 
time  in  that  party  to  argue,  none  then  advocated  that  the  tariff- 
making  power  or  the  taxing  power  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  should  be  transferred  to  any  other  branch  or  to  any 
bureau  of  the  Government. 

When  a  new  party  had  come  into  existence  and  was  pioneer- 
ing its  way,  with  a  new  policy,  none  was  heard  to  say  in  refer- 
ence to  the  tariff  that  there  should  be  aught  else  than  an 
investigatory  body  which,  with  plenary  powers  for  inquisition, 
should  thereafter  report  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States.  Not  alone  was  that  appeal  more  or  less 
persuasive  with  the  people  of  the  country,  but  the  appeal  that 
was  made  from  the  human  aspect  and  from  the  design  of  those 
who  were  the  progenitors  of  the  Progressive  Party  that  govern- 
ment should  be  taken  back  unto  the  people  to  whom  it  l>e- 
longed  was  likewise  so  persuasive,  sir,  that  the  new  party 
was  the  second  in  i)opular  vote,  and  in  the  Electoral  College  that 
new  party  had  more  votes  than  the  last  Democratic  candidate 
for  President. 

Fate  held  that  party  in  its  lap ;  none  knew  whether  It  would 
live  or  whether  it  would  die;  none  could  fore.see  what  the  future 
might  bring  forth  for  it ;  but,  sir,  I  am  very  proud  to  have 
been  a  part  of  it ;  I  am  very  proud  to  have  been  a  part  of  the 
new  creed  that  it  presented  in  its  covenant  to  the  people  of 
this  land ;  I  am  very  proud  of  the  response  that  was  made  to 
the  great  leader  of  that  i>arty  by  the  people  of  the  United 
States  of  America ;  and  I  am  very  proud  of  the  Impress  that 
that  party,  fighting  the  real  fight  of  democracy  in  this  land, 
left  upon  the  people  and  ujwn  the  Government  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  President,  I  mention  this  tJiat  you  may  understand,  and 
that  some  of  my  brethren  may  understand,  that  while  others 
in  the  days  that  are  past  may  have  been  engaged  in  various 
useful  avocations  or  In  various  endeavors  to  advance  their 
political  or  tlieir  personal  fortunes,  some  of  us  years  ago  were 
discussing  the  tariff  and  discussing  the  creation  of  a  nonparti- 
san agency  in  order  that  we  might  have  made  scientific  re- 
search the  result  of  which  ultimately  should  be  reported  back 
unto  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  I  make  no  apologies, 
Mr.  President,  therefore,  for  the  position  that  I  assume  to-day 
upon  this  suliject,  for  It  has  been  a  position  assumed  when 
some  gentlemen  who  would  drive  us  into  another  attitude  had 
little  thought  of  the  tariff,  or  anything  else  governmental,  so 
far  as  that  is  concerned. 

I  am  very  glad,  then,  to  trace  gradually  from  1912  down 
through  the  years  what  transpired  in  reference  to  the  Tariff 
Commission.    I  was  a  part  of  the  tariff  fight  In  the  Senate  in 


1922.  I  am,  sir.  a  protectionist — call  me  a  high  protectionist, 
if  you  will.  I  believe  not  uloue  in  protection  for  the  territory 
from  which  I  come  but  I  believe  in  protection  for  the  terri- 
tory from  which  every  Senator  comes;  that  is,  legitimate  and 
honest  protection  for  industry  on  tlie  one  hand  and  for  agri- 
culture upon  the  other. 

I  have  seen,  sir,  in  the  course  of  my  life  the  necessity  for 
protection  in  the  State  in  which  I  was  bom.  In  the  very  .sec- 
tion In  which  I  lived,  and  from  which  I  originally  came  I  have 
seen  the  land  blossom  with  the  years;  I  have  seen  there  grow 
the  finest  almonds,  for  which  we  require  protection ;  where  pre- 
viously the  laml  was  practically  unproductive.  I  have  seen 
olives,  such  as  no  country  on  earth  in  reality  can  compete  with 
in  quality  and  in  character,  there  grow  upon  land  that  was  but 
a  step  from  the  place  where  I  was  bom.  I  have  seen  the  very 
country  i>ver  which  as  a  lad  with  a  ^otgun  I  used  to  shoot 
geese,  and  that  we  regarded  as  mere  goose  land,  from  irriga- 
tion and  from  scientific  farming,  producing  rice  that  is  of  a 
better  quality  than  that  which  comes  from  the  Orient,  and  pro- 
ducing it  in  such  quantities  until,  strange  as  It  may  seem,  Cali- 
fornia has  become  first,  not  only  in  its  fruits  and  in  the  pro- 
duction of  certain  otlier  things  that  come  from  the  soil,  but  it 
is  second  to-day  in  the  production  of  rice  in  this  Nation — a 
metamorphosis  that  seems  incredible  as  I  look  back.  Through 
all  the  years,  because  of  our  conditions  and  because  of  the 
labor  that  was  involved  in  the  orchards  that  are  ours,  I  have 
seen  the  necessity  for  equalizing  the  conditions  existing  here 
and  abroad  and  for  affording  adequate  protection  to  those  who 
were  engaged  in  the  monumental  enterprises  that  have  made 
such  an  empire  of  the  domain  far  out  upon  the  Pacific  slope. 

I  recognized  what  may  be  required  by  industry  in  a  State 
like  that  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  or  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut,  and  I  recognize  that  those  States  and  their  indus- 
tries are  entitled  to  the  same  just  consideration  that  I  demand 
for  the  industries  of  the  State  of  California. 

I  speak,  therefore,  to-day  as  a  protectionist,  a  high  protec. 
tionist,  if  you  desire  to  put  it  in  tJiat  way.  As  I  speak  thus, 
sir,  the  record  will  bear  me  out,  for,  as  you  will  recall,  Mr. 
President,  It  was  only  a  couple  of  months  ago  when  the  tariff 
discussion  commence<l  here  when  we  were  met  with  a  resolu- 
tion presented  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  B(«ah]  callins 
upon  the  Finance  Committee  to  keep  the  tariff  bill  within  the 
narrow  limits  of  agricultural  products.  It  will  be  recalled  that 
to  the  resolution  which  was  thus  presented  by  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  there  was  an  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Jonks],  an  amendment  destmctive  of  tbe 
Borah  proposal. 

In  a  spirit  of  good  sportsmanship  that  some  gentlemen  can 
not  understand  at  all,  I  said  upon  the  floor  then  that  I  was 
opposed  to  both  the  resolution  and  the  amendment,  and  tliat  I 
did  not  propose  that  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
should  be  killed  by  indirection  and,  therefore,  while  being  (^ 
posed  to  his  resolution,  I  would  not  permit,  if  I  could  prevent  it 
by  my  vote,  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Washington 
to  be  ad4)pted.  Singularly  enough,  after  that  statement  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Washington  was  defeated  by 
Just  1  vote,  and,  singularly  enough,  after  that  statement  the 
resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  was  defeated  by  just  1 
vote.  I  recognize  that  any  ono  vote  upon  that  subject  told  the 
tale  and  did  the  job,  but  it  liai^>ened,  sir,  that  in  the  perverted 
sense  of  fair  play  that  I  had  even  upwi  a  tariff  bill,  in  that 
spirit  of  sportsmanship  that  I  have  ever  iN^ded  myself  upon 
during  my  life,  even  though  out  of  sympathy  with  it,  I  cast  the 
vote  that  enabled  after  all  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  to  be  voted  uptm  by  this  body  and  then  cast  the  vote  In 
reality  that  precluded  that  rescrfution  from  becoming  the  edict 
^f  the  Senate.  So,  sir,  so  far  as  any  one  man  is  com-erned,  so 
far  as  any  of  my  brethren  may  be  ctmcerned  upon  that  subject, 
too,  I  may  say  tliat  I  saved  the  tariff  bill  In  its  initial  stages 
and  prevented  the  edict  of  the  Senate  l)eing  a  command  to  the 
Finance  Committee  to  consider  the  agricultural  schedules  and 
the  agricultural  schedules  alone. 

So  much,  sir,  for  the  history  of  this  situation.  I  soy  some- 
thing of  this  sort  because  I  am  in  rather  a  singular  position  with 
regard  to  this  matter  by  reason  of  the  State  from  which  I  come. 
But,  sir,  neither  geographical  locatlcm,  of  which  I  am  most  proud, 
nor  the  consequencos  political  that  may  flow  from  any  act  will 
ever  permit  those  upon  this  side  of  the  Chamber,  I  am  sure — 
certainly  not  myself — from  casting  our  votes  exactly  as  our  con- 
sciences shall  dictate  and  exactly  as  we  t)^eve  to  be  appro- 
priate and  just. 

Mr.  President,  you  will  recall  the  year  1922  and  the  long  bitter 
fight  upon  the  tariff  during  that  year.  There,  for  the  first 
time,  was  presented  the  so-called  flexible  tariff  provision.  I  re- 
member the  reasons  for  its  presentation.    Those  who  are  older 
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in  service  here  and  who  participated  to  tbe  consideration  of  that 
tariff  bill  will  recalt  as  I  do,  that  the  tariff  blU  came  from  the 
House  with  a  mode  of  Taluatlon  that  was  umwtlsllactory  to  the 
Finance  CSommlttee  and  to  oa,  and  how  as  the  daya  went  by  the 
Finance  Committee  of  the  Smate  and  the  Senate  Itaelf  sought 
to  find  some  means  that  would  prevent  the  peculiar  mode  of 
▼aluatioo  that  had  come  o^er  to  us  from  the  House  from  becom- 
ing the  law  or  from  becOTalng  the  subject  of  great  controTcrsj 
between  the  two  Housee. 

I  recall,  as  yoo  who  were  here  at  that  time  will  recall,  ho^ 
emergency  was  spoken  of  In  rriation  to  the  tariff  proTkdon  to 
which  we  advert  now  in  this  discussion.  I  recall,  as  all  of  you 
will  rwall,  how  we  talked  of  changed  ecrmomlc  conditions  and 
bow  the  necesrfty  existed  for  having  a  rapid,  a  certain,  a  dear, 
and  a  definite  way  provided  In  the  bill  for  meeting  the  economic 
changes  that  might  occur.  No  one  at  ttat  time,  sir,  thought  of 
making  It  a  permanent  policy  of  the  Government  The  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Bmoot]  will  bear  me  out  In  the  statement  I 
make  that  the  oridnal  sugxestlon  was  merely  that  the  bill  have 
-  a  so-called  flexible  provision  for  two  years — no  l<Miger  than  that 
"oTiat  was  the  way  in  which  originally  it  was  paased.  It  waa 
done,  as  was  sUted  at  the  time,  merely,  sir,  to  meet  an  emer- 
gency, and  not  for  tbe  purpose  of  establishing  a  definite  gov»n- 
mental  policy.  I  say  that  without  fear  of  contradiction,  for 
that  is  the  fact  of  what  transpired  in  1922.  It  was  only,  air, 
after  the  bill  went  Into  conference,  as  I  recall,  that  the  provision 
whereby  this  flexible  idea  was  embraced  In  the  bill  tcx  a  period 
of  two  years  was  finally  made  general  In  dwuracter — then,  and 
then  only,  air,  and  accepted  thereafter  only  because  of  the 
Intense  deoAre  of  those  upon  this  floor  to  get  a  tariff  bill. 

In  1922,  sir,  upon  this  flexible  provision  there  was  a  con- 
siderable debate.  Thoae  in  this  Chamber  who  were  most  learned 
to  the  law  h^d  the  provision  to  be  unconstitutlonaL  Some  of 
us,  sir,  without,  of  course,  presuming  to  pass  upon  the  law,  held 
the  policy  to  be  one  that  a  country  such  as  ours  never  should 
embark  upon ;  bat  the  result  of  It  sir.  w^as  found  flnally  in  the 
vote  that  was  taken  upon  the  McCumber  amendment  August  U, 
1922. 

I  was  engaged  at  that  time,  sir.  In  the  endeavor  to  prevent 
my  elimination  poUtlcally  In  the  State  of  California.  I  worked 
here  with  the  tariff  bUl  for  almost  a  year.  I  had  done  what  I 
thought  was  a  magnlflcent  i>iece  of  woiit ;  but  how  pride  go^h 
before  a  fall!  I  fondly  Imagined  that  what  had  been  done  in 
behalf  of  the  State  of  California  at  that  time  would  flnd  Its  ready 
respoam ;  and  I  stayed  here,  forgetting  that  there  was  a  primary 
on  in  the  SUte  of  California  for  the  nomination  of  United  States 
Senator,  until  the  very  last  moment;  and  then,  with  some  dis- 
quieting reports  coming  to  me — of  course  you  gentlemen  here 
never  have  disquieting  political  reports — but  with  some  dis- 
quieting political  reports  coming  to  me  from  the  State  of  CaM- 
fomia,  1  went  out  and  found  the  stage  was  set  for  my  eUmina- 
tloB.  Just  as  It  is  set  to-day  by  certain  gentlemen  there  lor  my 
elimination  alx  years  from  now,  I  think  it  is.  But.  at  any 
rate,  I  found  there  tbe  stage  set  for  the  elimination  of  an 
individual  who  bad  devoted  himself  to  a  tariff  here  in  behalf 
of  his  State  that  had  moved  men  to  say  that  California  was  the 
best-protected  State  In  all  this  Union.  I  found  a  contest  await- 
ii«  me  that  required  all  of  the  vigor  and  all  of  the  virlUty  and 
all  of  the  activity  that  I  possessed,  and  ultimately  it  was 
determined. 

But  Rir.  while  I  was  away  In  that  delectaWe  enterprise  of 
foisting  myself  again  upon  the  United  States  Senate  this  par- 
ticular provision  of  the  bill  came  before  the  Senate  to  be  voted 
upon;  and  I  have  been  immensely  amused  in  the  last  f^w  days 
in  residing  some  of  our  distinguished  scribes  who  have  been 
debating  as  to  how  I  stood  upon  this  subject  There  was  the 
"^Rkobd  of  August  11.  1922.  I  wired  here  and  said  I  was  against 
the  flexible  provlalon  In  the  tariff  at  that  time ;  and  Mr.  Pome- 
rene.  who  then  repreaented  the  State  of  Ohio  in  the  Senate, 
arose  and  announced  the  fact  that  I  would  vote  "nay,"  and 
therefore  that  he  would  transfer  his  pair  to  me  in  order  that 
he  might  vote  "nay";  and  there  is  the  record,  ifflnted  In  the 
CoivQBBBSioNAL  RBOoaD,  of  Just  What  occurred. 

I  shall  not  go  into  the  history  of  how  that  happened;  but 
there  were  some  people  upon  this  side  of  the  Chamber  who  were 
ultraprotectionlsts  during  that  long  fight  and  who  had  gathered 
together  a  number  of  people  from  the  West  in  order  that  they 
might  accompllah  for  the  West  what  the  East  always  accom- 
^ntished  fur  the  Bast;  and,  gathering  oursdves  together  In  the 
fashion  that  we  did,  three  of  m,  the  high  apostle  of  protection — 
God  rest  his  soul! — Gooding,  of  Idaho,  another,  and  myself, 
detemdned  that  wt  would  not  vote  for  this  particular  provlsiou 
because  the  policy  was  one  that  we  feared,  even  as  a  matter  of 
aelflah  interest,  aalde  from  the  grave  ptdicy  Involved,  hecaose 
it  might  return  to  plague  us  in  the  days  to  come.  And  so  It  was 
that  you  will  flnd  Senator  Gooding,  who  was  a  leading  pro- 
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teetonlst  on  this  ride  of  the  Chamber,  voting  against  that 
pnr  lirioo ;  you  wlD  flnd  Senator  Pomerene  paired  and  trans- 
fen  ug  his  pair  to  me  because  I  was  against  it  and  the  Rnxwo 
sho  iring  that  fact 

8>,  sir,  if  ooosistency  were  to  be  considered,  I  could  not  be 
aocfMd  of  doing  otherwise  than  I  have  done  in  the  past  by  the 
that  I  cast  to-day  upon  this  ameiklment    I  recognise,  of 
e,  that  consistency  is  the  vice  of  fools ;  and  I  will  not,  sir, 
a  mere  ground  of  consistency,  pot  the  view  that  I  entertain 

r.    But  I  ask  myself,  1  auk  you,  if  you  stood  seven  years 

agojagainst  this  provision  upon  the  broadest  proand  that  can  be 
nted  to  a  man  in  public  life,  and  upon  the  less  defensible 
ground,  selfishness  alone  geographically — If  you  stood  then  In 
tha;  position,  what  has  occurred  In  the  last  seven  years,  sir, 
whi  t  has  occurred  In  the  activities  of  the  Tariff  Commlssloo,  to 
alti  r  a  view  that  was  then  expressed  and  then  held,  and  justify 
txx  ay  a  vote  for  a  provision  that  then  you  were  conscientiously 
opfioeed  to  and  consdwitiously  fought?  What  has  transpired 
In  he  last  seven  years,  during  the  time  we  have  had  a  Tariff 
Coiimlasimi,  that  would  change  the  view  of  one  who  did  not 
bd  eve  in  the  fixing  of  tariff  rates  by  any  other  power  than  the 
taxing  power  in  this  Government?  What  is  there,  sir,  in  the 
rec  >rd  of  the  last  seven  years  of  this  Tariff  Commission,  and  of 
the  activities  of  thoee  who  have  worked  under  it,  to  change  the 
fur  damental  viewpoint  that  one  may  have  of  the  American  Gov- 
ern ment  or  ev«i  to  change  his  selfish  idea  of  what  is  best  fwr 
the  territory  from  which  he  comes? 

]  ought  not  to  advance  a  selfish  argument  upon  a  great  quea- 
tia  1  such  as  this ;  but  let  me  say  to  some  of  the^e  good  people 
from  the  State  of  Gallfomla  who  believe  in  the  flexible  tariff 
prevision,  so  called,  Have  a  care,  ye  out  there!  Have  a  care, 
ye  who  are  d^tending  solely  upon  the  Justice  of  your  causa 
for  what  comes  from  the  ground !  And  ye  who  have  met,  as 
we  met  In  1921  and  1922,  the  power  of  coiicentrated  wealth  In 
th«  East  that  was  Indulging  in  the  importing  of  various  articles, 
hare  a  care  lest  in  the  days  to  come  you  flnd  that  you  have 
en  cted  a  Frankenstein  to  your  own  undoing,  and  that  you  have 
ad/^ed  a  policy  which  may  mean  the  loss  of  that  for  which 
yo<  I  have  fought  during  the  days  in  the  past 

Itemember,  ye  lemon  growers  of  California  who  may  favor 
this  provision,  that  this  Tariff  Commission  presented  a  report 
tolthe  President  of  the  United  States  for  a  reduction  of  the 
taifff  on  lemons.  Bemember  that  the  President  of  the  United 
Stttes,  in  response  to  that  report  thus  presented  to  him,  said 
he| approved.  Remember,  too,  that  thereafter  there  was  no 
action  up(m  it,  and  nothing  was  done — I  can  not  recall  the  rea- 
801,  and  I  do  not  know — but  remember  how  narrow  was  the 
esc  ape  then ;  for  I  know,  sir,  the  need  of  our  leraon  people  for 
a  tariff.  I  stood  upon  this  floor  whoi  there  was  a  Democratic 
rej  resentative  from  California  upon  the  other  side  of  this 
Chamber,  too.  I  asked  and  I  received,  and  I  received  not 
unjrudlngly,  from  the  gentleman  then  who  represented  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  was  the  chairman  of  the  Finance 
Coknmlttee,  Mr.  Penrose — I  received  a  tariff  on  lemons  of  2 
cents,  while  there  was  a  Democratic  representative  upon  the 
otier  side  from  the  State  of  California.  I  recall  that  that 
tariff  then  was  the  highest  that  had  ever  been  accorded  to  our 
lon  growers. 

recall  these  facts,  sir,  because  I  know  the  difilculties  there 
sometimes,  when  the  fight  by  the  grower  is  against  the 
erful  confectioner,  the  wealthy  manufacturer,  or  the  im- 
resourcefnl  importer.  I  recuU  these  facts  to  those  in 
State  from  which  I  come  who  believe  in  these  provisions, 
Bolthat  they  may  understand  the  fate  that  may  be  in  store  for 
thun  In  the  days  to  come  if  they  forget  the  fundamental  prln- 
d^es  upon  which  this  Government  Is  fotmded. 

say  to  our  almond  people — aye,  the  othtr  day  I  said  to  a 
tieman  who  Is  beyond  question  of  the  highest  character  and 
and  represents  them — as  I  received  a  telegram  put  in 
th^  Bkxjbd  in  the  form  ot  a  letter  by  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sy  vania  in  favor  of  this  particular  clause  in  the  bill,  I  said 
to  him,  **  You  have  had  your  experience.  You  know  where  the 
fl^t  conoes  from.  You  know  where  the  power  reels  when  It 
cotees  to  getting  a  tariff  upon  that  In  which  you  believe,  and 
th  It  Is  Justly  yours. 

'  You  know  what  It  Is  to  make  tbe  fight  and  get  the  tariff ;  and, 
si],  where  wt>uld  yon  rather  take  your  chances:  Behind  dosed 
dears  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  where  you  know  naught  thut  is 
transpiring,  or  would  you  rather  take  them  in  the  open  in  the 
CcngresB  of  the  United  States?"  And  he  said,  not  for  publlca- 
tl<n — and  I  do  not  therefore,  repeat  who  it  was  with  whom  I 
Uked,  and  I  will  not— "Why,"  he  said,  "With  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  every  time." 

rhat  Is  the  stcxy,  if  these  good  people  in  California  who  are 

wiring  for  the  flexible  tariff  provisions  will  but  think.    That 

I  lAjthe  story.    To-day,  the  commiaaion  may  be  ouca.    I  say 
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•*  ours  "  In  the  giwierlc  sense,  as  applying  to  those  who  are  high 
protectionlsta.  and  who  are  upon  this  side  of  the  Chamber.  To- 
day the  Executive  may  be  from  our  locality  and  in  sympathy 
with  our  views.  To-morrow,  though — for  this  country  quickly 
changes  in  its  politics — to-morrow  the  commission  may  belong  to 
soinelKxly  else.  It  may  be  yours  over  there,  with  an  entirely 
different  philosoiAy  in  respect  to  levying  tariffs.  To-morrow 
the  Executive  of  to-day,  who  is  so  friendly  to  these  rates  and 
so  friendly,  doubtless,  to  this  side  of  the  Chamber,  may  b»,-  an 
Executive  of  another  character;  and  we  are  building,  sir,  not 
fcH"  a  minute  or  an  hour;  we  are  building  hereby  a  policy  for 
all  time,  in  reality ,  and  it  is  absurd  to  take  any  chances  from 
the  selfish  viewpoint ;  It  is  crlminul.  sir.  to  alter  the  age-long 
Anglo-Saxon  doctrine  that  confers  upf>n  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  the  right  of  taxation  and  gives  to  it  the  purse. 

Mr.  President  in  these  seven  years  what  has  transpired?  I 
listened  yesterday  to  the  Senator  from  i^ennsylvania  with  the 
utmost  care.  I  read  every  line  that  was  spoken  by  everj-  man 
upon  this  side  of  the  Chamlwr,  and  upon  that,  too,  in  reference 
to  this  subject.  The  tale  of  the  last  seven  years  can  not  be 
glossed  over,  and  It  can  not  be  denied.  The  most  that  can  be 
done  for  that  tale  of  the  last  seven  years  Is  to  offer  an  apology, 
as  was  offered  yesterday  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
for  the  activities  or  the  inactivities  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Who  denies  the  intrigue  there?  None  upon  this  floor.  Who 
denies  what  transpired  in  reference  to  the  sugar  tariff?  None 
here,  sir,  says  nay  to  the  story,  the  sordid,  the  sorry,  the  dis- 
graceful story,  that  was  related  by  the  Senator  from  Wiscfmisin 
[Mr.  La  FollktteI  In  his  remarkable  address  t>efore  this  body. 

Who  says  or  dares  say  here  that  politics  have  not  permeated 
the  tariff  making  under  this  commission  sitting  down  here  in  the 
city  of  Washington?  Politics,  sir.  of  course,  has  entered  into 
the  making  of  tariffs  by  the  Tariff  CommLnsion,  or  in  Its  activi- 
tlesL  Politics,  of  course,  will  enter  into  the  making  of  tariffs 
hereafter  and  the  activities  in  relation  thereto  by  a  President, 
and  when  I  say  "politics"  I  do  not  necessarily  mean  the  worst 
politics  at  all.  hut  politics  will  enter  into  It  as  a  necessity,  and 
it  is  nonsense  to  say  to  me  that  the  Executive,  after  all,  only 
promulgates.  That  is  what  the  weak  Executive  may  do,  and, 
God  knows,  none  upon  this  side  would  dare  say  that  we  have  a 
weak  Executive  to-day.  Promulgation  only  by  the  President? 
Not  a  bit  of  It.  The  President  of  course — and  I  do  not  criticise 
him  In  the  slightest  degree  for  it — will  keep  his  hand  upon 
every  bureau  and  every  commission  he  appoints.  He  will  keep 
it  there  in  order  that  what  polic4es  he  has,  and  what  desires 
he  may  wish  to  attain,  he  may,  with  that  bureau  or  that  com- 
mission, ultimately  accomplish.  That  is  the  natural  thing  In 
politics,  and  it  is  the  natural  thing  in  public  otfice. 

When  I  was  governor  of  a  great  State,  and  I  was  eiideavoring 
to  alter  the  policies  of  that  State,  I  would  have  thought  that  I 
was  recreant  to  my  trust,  and  a  poltroon.  If  I  had  not  dared  to 
go  to  the  legislature  with  policies  in  which  I  believed,  and  en- 
deavored to  enact  those  policies.  So  I  have  no  criticism  of  the 
President  who  seeks  to  put  great  iwHcles  through  a  Congress, 
or  endeavors  legitimately,  by  argument  to  carry  that  into  effect 
in  which  he  believes. 

The  only  critici.sm  I  have  In  respect  of  matters  of  that  sort 
is  for  the  suiKTserviceable  lackeys  who  surround  the  President 
and  who  think  thut  they  are  doing  his  bidding  when,  in  the  en- 
deavor to  ^ine  In  the  effulgence  of  power,  and,  with  their  me- 
diocrity, come  into  an  undue  prominence,  seek  to  destroy  and,  by 
mendacity  or  otherwise,  to  injure  or  mlsrepresMit  those  who 
have  different  views. 

I  criticize  not  at  all  an  executive  head  who  would  desire  to 
carry  out  his  policies,  and  I  do  not  do  so  In  this  Instance,  I 
wish  this  body  to  understand.  But  if  an  executive  is  worth  his 
salt,  he  will  carry  out  his  iwllcies,  and  it  is  perfectiy  ridiculous 
to  say  that  any  man  will  sit  in  the  Executive  Ofllce  and  be  a 
mere  recording  machine  for  a  bureau  which  he  himself  AppolntM, 
upon  a  subject  In  which  he  may  be  deeply  interested. 

After  all,  therefore,  the  question  comes  down  to  this,  sir, 
where  will  we  rest  the  power  to  do  this  job?  In  what  body  and 
under  what  clrcumstiinceH  shall  tariffs  be  made? 

It  Is  not  a  question  of  flexlMe  tariff  that  is  at  Issue  now; 
not  a  bit  of  it  It  may  have  t)een  in  the  original  stages  of  this 
controversy  a  question  of  whether  or  not  a  flexible  tariff  should 
be  adopted  at  ulL  That  is  not  the  question  now.  Ye  who 
represent  sovereign  peoples  upon  this  floor,  the  question  is  not 
of  a  flexible  tariff,  for  admittedly  you  get  a  flexible  tariff  by 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Simmons)  as  perfected  l)y  the  Senator  from  Nebra.ska  [Mr. 
Noaais].  I  say  that  you  get  a  flexible  tariff  If  you  desire  it 
The  question  Is,  Shall  we  yield  up  the  power  that  is  here,  and  a 
iwwer  which,  under  this  amendment,  we  may  exercise,  and 
exercise  with  celerity?  Shall  we  yield  it  up  to  the  President 
alone?    That  is  the  question,  and  that  is  the  only  question,  not 


'  of  a  flexible  tariff,  but  where  shall  the  tariff  be  made?  The 
power  would  be  equally  flexible  under  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  N<wth  Carolina,  as  perfected  by  the  Senntor  from 
Nebraska,  and,  in  my  opinion,  infinitely  more  flexible.  So. 
Jifter  all.  we  get  down  to  this  one  question,  Who  shall  do  the 
Job? 

Are  you  going  to  put  part  of  the  taxing  power  in  the  Presi- 
dent's hands  when  It  is  here  to  be  exercised  by  you  yourselves? 
That  is  all.  No  longer  an  emergency,  no  longer  changing  eco- 
nomic conditions,  can  be  argued ;  nothing  of  the  sort,  for  if 
there  are  any  changing  economic  conditions,  if  there  Is  any 
emergency  presented,  then  here  that  emergency  may  be  met, 
and  the  changing  economic  condlttoni,  may  be  remedied. 

Mr.  President  It  Is  the  policy  with  which  we  deal.  I  do  not 
discuss  the  law,  of  course.  I  have  practiced  law  for  over  40 
years,  and  I  have  found  that  when  a  court  has  decided  a  par- 
ticular proposition,  there  was  little  use,  no  matter  what  my 
view  might  b^  in  discussing  subsequently  that  decision.  So  I 
say  naught  concerning  the  law  of  the  proposition.  That  Is  not 
what  Is  involved  here.  Here  is  iuvtrfved  the  question  of  policy, 
and  there  is  no  decision  on  tbe  face  of  the  earth  that  can  affect 
that  policy  and  determine  it  except  the  deci^on  of  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States. 

Policy  is  involved  here.  I  heard  my  learned  and  my  eloquent 
friend  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fkss]  say  the  other  day,  in  response  to 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobah],  that  we  never  could  have 
a  condition  equaling  that  which  obtained  under  the  Stuarts  in 
England.  Of  course,  be  Is  right  and  there  was  no  statement 
that  anything  of  that  sort  ever  would  occur.  But  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  broad  question  necessarily  we  go  back  to  the 
days  when  the  question  was  at  issue  in  the  Anglo-Saxon  mind 
and  before  our  prt^enitors,  and  from  them,  and  their  long  and 
valiant  struggle,  if  we  can,  we  learn  of  our  priceless  boon,  for 
which  they  so  dearly  paid. 

Oh,  It  Is  the  precedents  we  establish  In  little  things  which 
finally  result  in  the  big  things.  It  is  the  forgetfulness  of  the 
small  ideal  tiiat  finally  leads  to  the  tarnishing  of  all  ideals.  It 
is  the  surrender  first  of  a  little  liberty  under  which  a  people 
may  be  deprived  of  all  liberty.  That  is  what  is  presented  to 
us  in  this  discnssion. 

I  remember  from  my  historical  reading  the  days  under  the 
Stuarts,  of  which  the  Senator  from  Ohio  spoke.  I  recall  Thomas 
Wentworth — cold,  cruel,  hard,  unscrupulous — who  had  a  system 
by  which  people  should  be  deprived  of  their  rights — called  w^hat? 
Methinks  I  have  heard  the  word  edioed  of  late.  He  designated 
It  "  thorough,"  and  "  thorough "  was  the  system  that  Went- 
worth  tried  to  put  into  operation  in  England  under  Charles  I 
in  order  that  he  might  whittie  away,  litUe  by  little,  the  liberties 
the  people  in  long  centuries  of  struggle  had  acquired. 

You  remember,  perhapa,  the  ship-money  tax.  You  remember 
how  Wentworth,  striving  to  find  a  way  in  which  he  could  exer- 
cise the  taxing  power  without  the  Commons,  hit  upon  the  Idea 
of  levying  ship  money.  You  remember  the  old  patriot  Hamp- 
den, who  subsequently  gave  his  life  that  people's  liberties  might 
survive ;  how  Hampden,  fighting  the  imposition  of  a  few  shillings 
upon  him,  went  to  JalL 

You  remember,  too,  that  there  was  a  court  decision  ui^olding 
the  legality  of  ship  money,  and  under  that  court  decision  they 
put  men  in  Jail  right  and  left  and  Charles  I  went  upon  his 
way  rejoicing,  imagining  that  he  bad  solved  the  question  of 
how  revenue  might  be  dnived  by  him  In  defiance  of  his  people. 

A  court  decision  by  the  highest  court  in  Britain  at  that  time 
absolved  Charles  and  his  ministers  and  said  the  imposition  of 
ship  money  was  entirely  legal.  There  went  on  the  question  of  the 
policy.  nevertheleKS.  The  question  of  policy  was  neither  settled 
by  Wentworth's  cleverness  nor  by  the  final  determination  of  the 
court  of  last  resort.  The  policy  went  on  and  on  and  on,  and 
the  pdicy  was  flnally  settied  at  Naseby  on  that  fatal  day  when 
Prince  Bupert,  with  his  Black  Cavalry,  made  bis  last  charge 
upon  the  (Ad  Roundheads.  Yon  remember  your  Macaulay,  I 
presume,  and  the  refrain  that  runs  through  the  Battle  of 
Naseby,  when  Bupert  made  his  charge: 

For  Ood !  for  tbe  CaiMe !  for  the  Church !  for  the  Laws ! 
For  Cbarleo,  King  of  England,  and  Rupert  of  tbe  Rhine. 

How,  diarging  dawn  upon  the  old  Roundheads,  who  consti- 
tuted the  raiments  of  Old  Ironsides,  finally  Rupert's  cavalry 
broke  upon  the  pikes  of  those  men  fighting  for  what  they  deemed 
dearer  than  life,  and  there  It  was,  sir,  that  the  final  decision 
was  rendered  upon  ship  money  and  taxation  of  a  people  by  royal 
decrees.    There  was  the  ultimate  decision. 

"  Decision  "  has  been  talked  of  so  mudi  upon  this  floor  that 
I  recall  the  early  days  when  I  used  to  hear  described  the  old 
decision  just  prior  to  the  Civil  War.  We  had  a  decision,  yon 
remember,  the  Dred  Scott  dedslen.  You  recall  what  in  common 
parlance  used  to  be  said  of  it;  that  it  gave  the  law  to  the 
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North,  the  negro  to  the  floath.  Ttait  was  what  the  dedrioo 
aettiet)— the  law  perhaps,  bat  not  the  policy.  The  long  interne- 
due  Arlfe  rendovd  the  final  decision.  Because  upon  lyrow 
technical  groonda  a  decision  may  be  rendered  by  the  Suiveme 
Court  upon  the  legality  <^  an  act.  let  ns  not  alter  the  policy 
that  Is  oun«.  the  policy  that  has  stood  throagh  all  time  we  have 
been  a  nation. 

A  little  thing,  yon  aay  it  la,  to  permit  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  have  a  part  of  your  taxing  power.  I  deny  it 
It  Is  a  great  thing  that  !■  proposed  to  be  done  to-day.  and  it  is 
the  entering  wedge,  it  is  the  first  precedent,  and  it  is 
the  pr€*"edent  which  will  retnm  to  your  undoing  in  the  days  to 
conie.  God  knows  what  fate  has  in  store  for  us;  who  can  tell 
htm  these  three  old  women.  Clotho,  Lachesis,  and  Atrofxia,  are 
wfaring  their  web  above  as  and  what  wUl  befall  this  great 
KatioD  of  oursT 

Twelve,  fifteen,  twenty  years  ago.  If  yoa  had  told  me  that 
this  country  woald  be  ruled  by  the  maxims  of  the  counter,  I 
would  hare  said  that  yoo  had  no  cooceptloo  of  what  the  Ameri- 
can Ooveniment  was  or  what  the  American  people  were. 
There  has  been  a  change  since  the  war,  and  a  different  rule 
obtains,  and  materialism  la  rampant  throughout  the  land.  I 
rrltKi7.«>'none  and  qoestlon  none  about  it  at  all.  It  is  a  fact, 
umloubted  however,  that  here  to-day  Is  materialism.  Add  to 
it  by  giving  a  part  of  the  taxing  power  away  from  the  repre- 
aentatlvea  of  the  people,  and  you  have  struck  the  first  blow  at 
the  llliertlea  of  America.  It  la  npon  that  ground,  not  the  selfish 
ground,  that  onr  people  of  the  West  will  be  unable  to  overcome 
ths  power  and  tlie  strength  and  the  wealth  of  the  SJast  when 
they  aak  tarifTs  \n  their  behalf. 

It  is  apon  the  Iwoad  ground  and  the  wise  ground,  the  ground 
that,  after  an.  however  poorly  we  may  show  it.  we  stand  here 
tlie  last  repreaentarlves  of  the  people.  After  all.  we  here 
represent  the  great  inarticulate  mass  of  this  Nation,  whose 
voice  is  never  heard,  is  never  written  in  the  scroll  of  these 
special  correspoodents  who  sit  above  us.  We  here,  however, 
represent— help  ua  if  yoa  may,  good  Lord,  in  the  performance 
of  that  doty — the  great  Inarticulate  masd  that  can  not  speak 
for  itself,  and  it  is  for  as  finally,  as  the  last  free  body  on  the 
fSce  of  the  earth,  to  stand  firm,  to  lean  backward  if  It  be  neces- 
sary in  the  ijreservation  of  that  which  belongs  to  just  the 
common,  ordinary*  everyday  American  In  this  land. 

Mr.  President,  It  has  been  mentioned  and  spoken  of  before  in 
this  debate,  bat  I  quote,  that  it  might  be  in  mind,  what  the 
President  said  in  October,  1928.  He  said  in  a  speedi  ^en 
delivered : 

TlM  Tariff  CooualSBion  Is  •  most  Tslosbl*  arm  of  the  Ooreroment. 
It  can  be  ■trenctheaed  and  oisda  mors  oaetal  In  wveral  waya.  Bat  tb« 
ASMrtean  people  will  nerer  consent  to  delegstlnc  auttaorltjr  over  tlM 
tariff  to  aay  coaualatioo,  whether  nooparttaan  or  bipartisan. 

Who  has  answered  those  words  upon  this  side  of  the  Chamber? 
Who  la  there  here  apon  the  Republican  side  of  the  Chamber  who 
takes  iasoe  with  those  words  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States?    He  said  farther: 

Oor  people  bare  tbe  risbt  to  express  tbemaelres  at  tbe  ballot  npon  ao 
TltaJ  a  qocatloa  aa  thla. 

Bat  listen  to  those  words.  You  liave  beard  them  ptf  haps.  I 
dare  repeat  them  becaose  they  ought  to  be  seared  into  the  mind 
of  every  Bepoblican  Senator  who  is  about  to  be  called  upcm  to 
vote  upon  thia  sabject  President  Hoover  cootinued  in  hia  Octo- 
ber speech: 

There  Is  only  on*  eonoilartOB  to  wblcb  delegation  of  tbat  sattMtrity 
can  be  auide.  That  la  tte  great  eoauilasloa  of  tbelr  own  choosing,  the 
Coagrea  of  the  Caltad  States  and  the  PreaMent.  It  la  the  oalj  eom- 
mlaalon  which  can  be  held  raspoaaible  to  the  ctectorat*. 

Here  is  a  statement  of  fact  and  a  declaration  of  pc^cy,  of 
Irrefutable  fact  and  of  wise  and  sound  policy.  I  fc^ow  Herbert 
Hoover's  dedaratioa  made  in  October,  1928,  or  rather  I  coatinae 
in  the  path  that  I  biased  for  mysetf  20  years  ago  in  tariff  dls- 
cnssiikn.  I  continue  in  that  path  and  I  welcome  the  declaration 
of  policy  on  belialf  of  the  present  Preeidoit  of  the  United  States. 
Who  questions  the  accuracy  of  his  statement  or  its  wiad<Hn  or  its 
policy?    None  questions  it    Then  why  not  s^d  by  it? 

Mr.  President  I  have  before  me  a  little  work  by  Thomas 
Walker  Page,  of  the  Institote  of  Economics,  entitled  "  Making 
the  Tariff  in  the  United  States"  No  one  will  question  tbe  abil- 
ity or  standing  of  Doctor  Page.  I  desire  to  insert  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks — I  do  not  wish  to  read  them  unless  it  shall  be  de- 
sired— a  ver>-  few  passagea  from  Doctor  Paj^e's  work.  Let  me 
re«d  to  you  Just  two  sentences : 

CMkMitotadly  there  1*  aoMe thing  allartng  In  the  notion  oC  a  hanlgaly 
flexible  tariff.  It  is  as  ptanrtble  aa  the  buueIb:  B*  good  aad  yoa  wlU 
he  happy. 


Theat  i  he  proceeds  to  show  how  utterly  ImpossiMe  is  any  soch 
thing  i.Dd  in  a  couple  of  lines  after  speaking  of  the  sugar  tariff 
bp  say  I  in  his  concluding  sentence: 

Bach  Agures  make  the  proposal  of  a  flexible  tariff  an  offense  to  sound 
principles  of  boslneaa  and  an  Inanlt  to  common  sense. 

Itave  t^  iitlnt  without  raiding  a  few  of  the  excerpts 
from  this  work. 


The 
The 


VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered, 
excerpts  are  as  follows : 


Undoubtedly  there  la  something  alluring  in  tbe  noUon  of  a  benignly 
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tariff.     It   la   as   plaoalble    as    tbe    maxim :  Be    good   and    yoa 
taapiv.     Unfortunately     It    resta   on    a    mistaken    supposition, 
that  It  la  poaalble  to  alter  dntles  panctuaily  and  smootlily  In 
manner  aa   to  offset   with   Bnt>atantial    preciaeness   changes   In 
economic    conditions    and    tfans    to    maintain    eqailibrlum    between    Im- 
portatltn  and  domestic  prodaction.     But  even  if  this  supposition  were 
which  it  Is  not,  a  flexible  tariff  would  still  be  an  expedient  of 
possibilities.      For  It  should   be    remembered    that    tbe    tariff. 


wbateviT  the  porposa  ot  It  may  be,  la  in  fact  a  tax  aaaesaed  on   tbe 


branch  of  International  trade.     And  it  la  an  eaaentlal  quality 


of  a  jutt  and  unoppresslve  tax  that  It  should  be  certain  in  order  that 
soltabW   proTlsloo  may   b«  aiade  for  Its   payment   without  destructive 
eonseqv  eoces.    There  can  bt  no  safety  in  boalaess  plana  when  tbe  pay- 
^rhlch  th«  Oovemaent  will  csa«t   from   boslnesa  are   unknown, 
especially  troa  of  an  Indirect  tax,  snch  aa  tlte  tariff  ia,  wbera 
ultlmath  payment  la  expected  to  be  postponed  and  all  the  intricnolea 
and  asi  lertalnttes  of  shifting  are  encountered.     Under  a  system  of  flexl- 
bl«  rata  ths  paralyslag  sense  of  insecurity  that  attenda  a  general  re- 
TlalOB    ronld  be  atade  contlnaous-     It  la  bard  to  concelva  of  any  more 
daaiaglBg  effect  »f  a  tariff  on  conservative  business  than  would  result 
from  a  sobstantlal  and  Irregular  fluctuation  of  duties.     It  would  InstUI 
Into  th»  import  trade  a  powerful  spirit  of  speculation,  and  this  In  turn 
woold  ondermlae  tlic  aeeorlty  of  all  domestic  producers  with   wbuae 
prodods  Imported  goods   compete.      Flexible  daties,   therefore,   Instead 
of  proiiotlng  stablllty  would  add  another  to  the  many  uacertalntiea  t» 
^nuaerce  and  ladnatry  ar«  exposed. 

•  ••••• 

Thesis  dangerons  poaslhiUtles  of  a  flexible  Uriff  can  not  be  Ignored 
on  the  ground  that  they  woald  be  checked  by  a  wlae  oae  of  the  rate- 
maklnf  power.  For  who  ia  to  deterntlne  what  use  of  tbe  power  la 
wlaeT  For  reaaona  already  act  forth  it  is  neither  expedient  nor  con- 
stltntlcnal  to  latmst  the  fixing  of  rates  to  the  wisdom  oltber  of  an 
adjustment  beard,  of  the  President,  or  of  any  other  admlnlstrativs 
agency.  Still  leas  is  It  feasible  for  Cougresa  effecUvcly  to  control  the 
use  of  the  power  by  prescribing,  as  la  done  In  the  exiatlng  law,  some 
deOalta  rale  for  the  adminlstratlTe  agency  to  follow.  Conaidcr,  for 
exampl>,  what  would  bave  happened  in  the  case  of  sugar  if  tbe  rates 
on  nvr  sugar  bad  been  adjusted  to  the  difference  between  the  cost  of 
producl  ng  sugar  in  Cuba  and  in  Louisiana  during  the  recent  years  for 
which  the  Tariff  Commlaslon  baa  computed  costs.  Comparing  in  each 
case  tie  Louisiana  crop  with  the  following  Cuban  crop  tbe  difference 
express  ed  in  cents  per  pound  woold  have  been  for  1919-20,  6.688 ;  In 
tbe  fcl  owing  year,  G.288 ;  for  1921-22  it  was  1.806 ;  for  1922-23.  1.246. 
For  th  I  crops  of  1923-24  the  coata  liave  not  yet  been  compated.  and  it 
would,  therefore,  be  impossible  to  forecast  what  rate  would  be  necessary 
to  "equalise"  them.  Such  figures  nuilce  the  propottal  of  a  flexible  tariff 
an  offense  to  sound  principles  of  business  and  an  Inault  to  common 
sense. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  that  I  were  able  and 
that  I  had  the  time  to  tell  the  tale  that  was  told  by  the  senior 
Senat(r  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  PoLurrs]  the  other  day  con- 
cemln;  the  activities  and  the  delay,  the  intrigue  and  the 
chicanery,  aye,  the  otitright  fraud  and  cowardice  that  have 
lurked  in  the  activities  of  some  of  the  gentlemen  that  weru  en- 
gaged |in  tariff  making  upon  the  Tariff  Coramlaslon.  But  I  sub- 
mit aivery  unusual  request.  I  have  presented  to  the  Senator 
from  Wteconsin  certain  excerpts  from  his  address  on  that  sub- 
ject, t  nd  I  now  ask  leave  to  annex  them  as  an  addenda  t<>  my 
remar  is.  I  ask  this  because  the  Senator  from  Wiscon.sin  pre* 
sentec  a  historical  review  of  tiie  Tariff  Commission's  activities. 
His  s  atement  Is  undented ;  not  (Mily  undenied  but  admitted. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  Tlie  Chair 
hears  none,  und  it  Is  so  ordered.     [See  Exhibit  A.] 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President,  I  seldom  quote  newspniiers. 
I  seld  >m  read  here  editorials  from  newspapers.  I  seldimi  desire 
to  say  anything  in  criticism  of  the  press,  althoagh  1  might,  per- 
haps 1  a  a  natural  ebullition  of  desire  to  respond,  say  much  :  but 
I  rea<  yesterday  an  editorial  In  the  New  Yorlc  World.  It  is 
writtt  a  in  good  taste.  It  Is  written  in  Judicial  mood.  I  think 
the  latter  part  of  its  views  are  quite  apropos.  I  dare  read  it 
here  iiow: 

The  Democratic  members  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  have  tnken 
hold  ol  the  rti^t  end  of  an  exceedingly  important  public  Issue  whf>n  they 
appeal   for  support   against   tariff   flexibility    by    prvaideutial   decision. 
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There  can  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  a  tariff  rate  Is  a  tax,  and  It  will 
be  difficult  to  dispute  their  argument  that  taxation  Is  the  business  of 
the  Legislature  and  not  of  the  Executive.  The  proposal  to  have  the 
President  use  the  flexible  provision  is  In  fact  a  proposal  to  let  the  Presi- 
dent legislate  by  decree.  This  is  cerUinly  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Constitution  even  though  on  narrow  technical  grounds  the  validity  of 
the  present  law  has  been  susUlned.  In  any  case.  It  Is  clearly  an  unwar- 
ranted confusion  of  powers. 

President  Hoover's  desire  to  have  thla  power  conferred  upon  him 
arises  apparently  out  of  bis  belief  that  he  could  revise  th*  teriff  more 
efficiently  than  Congress  can  revise  it  The  methods  of  Congress  are 
cumbersome.     They  have  gross  and  obvious  defects. 

I  want  to  concede  that  statement  to  be  true.  1  recognize  the 
cumbersome  methods  of  the  Congress  and  the  obvious  defects 
that  we  have.  But.  sir,  with  all  those  defects  and  with  all  our 
cumbersome  methods,  at  uiiy  rate  we  stand  here  in  the  light  of 
day  presenting  our  cause  and  arguing  our  questiona  Under  any 
other  system  the  result  ia  determined  in  secrecy  and  In  dark- 
ness and  behind  closed  doors.  Under  any  other  system,  however 
we  may  make  it,  there  Is  the  Intrigue  and  the  hauling  and  the 
pulling  and  the  Influence  wielded  that  we  never  hear  of,  which 
Anally  shows  itself  In  ultimate  determination.  So  the  choice 
after  all  under  the  amendment  which  is  presented  is,  Where 
will  we  go?  Will  we  rid  ourselves  of  something  that  we  think 
is  an  arduous  duty  and  in  that  faslilon  send  It  forth  to  this  body, 
that  Is  extrajudicial  In  character  and  that  In  secrecy  performs 
its  work,  or  shall  we  do  that  task  here?  That  is  the  question 
in  the  last  aimlysls  that  Is  presented. 

The  World  editorial  proceeds: 

But  their  defects  are  bound  up  with  the  working  of  popular  govern- 
ment, and  Impatience  with  these  defecU  is  the  usual  beginning  of  a 
desire  for  a  dictatorship.  We  do  not  for  a  moment  suppose  that  Mr. 
Hoover  has  any  such  desire.  But  his  state  of  mind  ia  not  a  healthy 
one;  the  normal  processes  of  popular  government  ought  not  lightly  to 
be  supplanted  merely  for  the  sake  of  efficiency.  For  if  the  President 
can  revise  the  tariff  more  efficiently  than  Congreaa,  it  may  be,  if  he  is 
as  able  a  President  as  Mr.  Hoover,  that  he  could  make  better  laws  on 
alm.«t  any  other  subject.  It  would  nevertbelesa  be  undesirable  to 
give  him  the  power  to  make  laws  on  any  subject. 

There  Is  no  more  reason  why  the  President  should  supplant  Congress 
In  order  to  revise  tbe  teriff  than  that  he  should  supplant  it  in  order  to 
rtvlse  any  other  law.     Self-government  is  self-government. 

"  Self-government  Is  self-government."  That  Is  what  we  are 
here  for.  we  who  are  fighting  for  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norris]  and  of  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons].  Self-goveniment  Is  self-government. 
Abandon  it  In  the  one  Instance  and  it  will  be  taken  from  us  In 
the  next.  Onerous  as  It  may  be  and  difficult,  nevertheless  It  is 
what  we  have  In  America  and  la  what  we  desire.  The  editorial 
concludes : 

Self-government  is  self-government,  and  in  thia  country,  however  irk- 
some it  may  be  at  times.  It  baa  been  worth  the  price. 

It  Is  worth  the  price  to  stand  upon  this  floor  and  argue  a  case 
such  as  this  upon  sound  principles  and  from  a  desire  for  the 
preservation  of  that  which  our  people  hold  dear  and  which  in 
the  very  nature  of  things  can  be  intrusted  to  us  for  only  a 
brief  period  in  the  future.  Soon,  my  friends,  you  and  I  will 
pass  from  the  scene  of  activity.  I  believe  that  this  body  is 
organiKe<l  in  such  a  fashion  that  its  Members  change  in  prac- 
tically a  decade.  Soon,  sir,  we  will  be  gone.  The  Immutable 
principles  of  this  Government,  if  there  are  any  Immutable  prin- 
ciples, win  go  on  and  on  and  on.  You  may  not  think  it  and 
you  may  believe  that  in  response  to  those  who  Insist  that  you 
shall  vote  a  certain  way  that  it  Is  not  at  stake,  but  let  me  plead 
with  you  that  one  of  those  Immutable  principles  Is  at  Is.«ue  to-day 
in  this  Chamber.  Here  Is  an  immutable  principle  of  whether 
we  retain  this  Government  in  Its  present  form  or  whether  we 
surrender  unto  the  executive  branch  the  most  powerful  preroga- 
tive that  belongs  to  the  people.  That  we  surrender  It  In  a  small 
degree  and  in  a  little  way  is  of  no  consequence,  becau.se  when 
we  surrender  It  in  a  little  way 'and  in  a  small  degree  we  leave 
open  the  ability  subsequently  to  have  the  way  widened,  and  we 
will  find  we  have  surrendered  it  in  many  other  ways  as  well. 
Here  Is  a  contest  to-day  for  one  of  the  Immutable  prindirfes 
of  the  American  people.  It  Is  for  us  to  resi.st  the  pressure 
that  Is  put  upon  us.  We  must  have  the  strength  and  the 
courage  to  stand  here  for  a  principle  that  must  be  maintained  if 
American  liberty  is  to  live  in  this  Nation. 

That  is  tlie  contest  to-day,  Mr.  President  It  transcends  in 
importance  any  rates  upon  any  commodities  or  any  tariff  levied 
for  any  Industry.  It  transcend.s  in  Importance  any  individual's 
future.  pf>lltical  or  otherwise.  It  transcends  in  Importance  any 
man's  word  or  any  man's  command,  no  matter  who  he  is  or 


whence  he  comes.  To-day,  sir,  we  stand  at  the  parting  of  the 
ways  so  far  as  the  Congress  is  concerned,  and  we  solemuly  Insist 
that  this  policy  established  in  the  Nation  in  the  days  gone  by. 
the  policy  that  enables  the  people  themselves  to  govern,  be  not 
impaired  or  destroyed.  You  must  not  take  that  iK)wer  frcan 
the  peoples'  representatives  and  apportion  it  in  either  small 
degree  or  large  to  any  other  department  of  the  Oovemmeot. 


ADDENDA 

BxHian  A 

[From  speech  of  Senator  Robbt  M.  La  FoLLarra  delivered  in  the  Senate 

September  26,    1929] 

The  President  In  his  statement  said : 

"Any  change  must  arise  from  application  directly  to  the  conHnlsslon. 
and  his  authority  " — 

Meaning  that  of  the  President — 
"  In  the  matter  becomes  a  simple  act  of  proclamation  of  the  reconunenda- 
tlona  of  the  commlKaion  or,  on  the  other  hand,  a  refnaal  to  issue  such  a 
proclamation,  amounting  to  a  veto  of  the  conclusions  of  the  commlasion. 
In  no  sense,  therefore,  can  It  be  claimed  that  tbe  President  can  alter 
tbe  tariff  at  will,  or  that  deapotic  power  Is  conferred  upon  the  Exec- 
utive." 

Mr.  Prwident.  the  United  Statet  Tariff  Commlaaloa  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  have  had  in  their  hands  for  approxloutely 
seven  years  the  extraordinary  power  contained  In  the  so-called  flexlbla 
dauae  of  the  act  of  1922.  Let  ns  examine  the  record  of  that  commla- 
sion and  the  record  of  two  Presidents  of  the  United  States  In  the  dla- 
charge  of  the  solemn  duties  reposed  In  them  by  that  act.  Let  us  ascer- 
tain whether  or  not  the  President  of  the  United  States  la  simply  aa 
executive  official  iiwuing  a  proclamation  or  refusing  to  Issue  a  proclama- 
tion after  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission  shall  bave  been  placed 
within  his  bands. 

The  Fordney-McCumber  Tariff  Act  embodying  tlie  so-called  flezihis 
proviaion  went  into  effect  on  September  22,  1922.  During  tbe  fall 
of  that  year,  with  the  exception  of  an  Executive  order  lasued  by  Presi- 
dent Harding,  tbe  Tariff  Commisaion  took  no  action  under  the  In- 
creased powers  given  it  by  the  flexible  provision.  During  these  months 
the  commission  Increased  its  staff  and  devoted  its  attention  to  the 
formulation  of  rules  of  procedure  to  govern  Its  action  under  tbe  flexible 
provisions  of  the  law. 

TABirp  comiissioN  suBjacTXD  TO  acowoMic  twnvmcma 

As  soon  as  the  commisaion  was  prepared  to  proceed  under  the  in- 
creased power  granted  It  to  make  investigations  and  recommendations 
to  the  President  concerning  the  changes  In  duties  upon  commodities 
it  became  evident  that  tbe  conferring  of  this  power  upon  the  commla- 
alon  would  subject  it  to  the  great  economic  Influences  which  are  always 
set  In  motion  when  the  economic  political  Isaue  of  the  tariff  Is  at  stake. 

In  considering  the  motion  offered  by  the  senior  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  to  repeal  sections  315-317,  the  flexible  provisions,  the  Senate 
is  Justified  In  studying  the  history  of  the  Tariff  Commission  since  the 
extraordinary  powers  contained  In  the  flexible  provlaiona  were  conferred 
upon  it  in  1922. 

SCMATB  OXOBBS    UrVKSTIQATIOM    Or   TAXIVr    COMMISSION 

On  March  11.  1926,  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  adopted  Senate 
Resolution  1«2,  constituting  a  select  comnHttoe  to  investigate  "tbe 
manner  in  which  section  815  of  the  tariff  act  ot  1922  has  been  and  U 
being  administered." 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

Pursuant  to  that  resolution,  Mr.  President,  a  committee  composed  of 
Senator  RoBtMSON,  of  Arkansas,  chairman  ;  Senators  Wadsworth,  of  New 
York ;  Raro,  of  Pennaylvanla ;  Bruce,  of  Maryland ;  and  myself  com- 
menced hearinga  on  Tuesday,  March  23,  1926.  which  continued  with 
Interruptions  unUl  Wednesday,  February  9,   1927. 

BISTOBT  0»  TABIVF  COMMISSIOM  SHOWS    tAltXTMB  TO  rBBB  ITnOM  POUT1CS 

It  is  my  purpose  to  review  the  history  of  the  commission's  pxerdse 
of  its  powers  under  the  flexible  provisions  as  revealed  by  the  testimony 
taken  by  tbe  select  committee.  The  evidence  taken  by  your  select  com- 
mittee investigating  the  Tariff  Commission  contains  overwhelming  evi- 
dence of  the  breakdown  of  the  commission  undw  the  burden  placed  upon 
it  by  the  flexible  provisions  of  the  Fordney  McCumber  Act.  The  failure 
of  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922  "  to  take  the  tariff  out 
of  politics,"  its  failure  to  free  tariff  revision  from  backstairs  Intrigue 
and  tbe  Insidious  Influence  of  lobbyists.  Its  failure  to  assure  rational 
tariff  making  based  upon  the  Impartial  and  careful  analysis  of  economic 
advantages  and  disadvantages,  are  clearly  illustrated  by  the  fate  of  the 
Tariff  Commlaalon's  sugar  investigation. 

Mr.  President,  economic  phenomena  frequently  move  with  startling 
swiftness.  Tbe  Tariff  Commission  has  moved  with  ponderous  slowness, 
or  not  at  all.  The  statement  made  yesterday  by  tbe  *«nior  Senator  from 
Utah  that  we  needed  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  act  in  order  to 
keep  abreast  from  week  to  week  and  month  to  month  of  the  changes  In 
economic  conditions  will  be  shown  to  be  an  absurdity  when  the  record 
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•(  tte  Ttrtff  OmmimKm  hM  Imm  r«n«w«d.  Tf  Ida.  oT  »*•  T*^ 
Coaalwioa  uJila*  •ctloo  frooi  WMk  to  w«k  ftsd  »ooth  to  month  Is 
•^trcoos.  wh#o  It  U  toow.  ttet  la  ooit  or  tlio  l»port.»t  eMOi 
vfera  Um  co««1-»ob  b*«  •««»  at  til  It  huo  actod  attof  j—n  of  doUjr. 
ma  BurrosT  ov  n»  sobai  oam 
Tbo  wf^r  «••  ''••  P*«»«»f  b«<oft  tbo  eommlMloo  fo»  •«»*y  two 
•MM  Aft«^  the  ronmiMloo'i  eoneloMou  Bnally  h*d  bmn  fomolotoo, 
JTrlport  Ur  open  Ff«l<l«t  CoolUll«'t  «l«k  In  tb«  WbiU  U«mi«  tor 
•••rtr  aootbcr  12  montU.  Hon  than  two  7««fi  »«»1  •  *»•"  •"•'  *°* 
iwtuloo  for  an  liiT«tlgttlon  IumJ  bo«i  i»«l  wHh  the  TarUT  Oomml»lon 
dM  l'r«ai«}eot  flullj  iMMd  bU  proetamatloa  ttaUnf  that  altboogb  a 
rwluction  to  <lut7  bud  bwn  rwoouMmdod  to  blm,  he  felt  that  axlatlaf 
condltloDi  warranted  a  pootponemeot  to  pattto«  tho  eommtaaloB  •  r«!- 
ommeHdatkm  toto  effect.  Thta  waa  on  Jono  15.  192S.  Not  until  aoaae 
Ume  tn  1»»  wao  the  text  of  the  report  embodjlnc  tha  commlaakm  • 
recomroendatlotti  ezhomed  from  the  obwmrity  In  whldi  It  had  been 
burled,  and  llnaUy  pobllabed  for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  for  whooa 
•draatate  th«  flexible  tariff  bad  rappooedly  been  enacted. 

An  application  for  an  toTootlgatlon  of  the  tariff  on  ■u«ar,  to  detcr^ 
Bine  whether  a  redaction  to  doty  bad  not  become  Juatlllable,  waa  filed 
with  the  Tariff  Commiaalon  on  NoTember  Ift.  1922— two  month*  after 
the  FoTdney-McCumber  Act  became  eflectlTe— by  the  United  State*  Sugar 
AMOdatlon.  r«()>reaeatiBg  principally  the  refinera  and  grower*  of  Cuban 
■ngar.  The  commiaalon,  bu«y  to  worktog  out  methoda  of  procedure  to 
deal  with  the  Taat  taak  which  the  flexible  proTlalona  Impoaed  upon  tt, 
found  It  Impoaalbla  to  take  action  ImmedUtely  upon  thU  and  a  large 
Bomber  of  other  appllcatlona  filed  with  It. 

During  the  fall  and  wtotcr  the  commlealon  eonalBted  <rf  fire,  rather 
than  of  alx,  nembera.  lna«nuch  aa  Doctor  Page,  who  had  aenred  the 
commlalon  with  dlattogulahed  ablUty  at  lU  diainaan.  had  retired. 
He  belleTed  that,  burdened  by  Ita  new  duties  impoaed  by  the  flexible 
ptorlalon,  the  Tariff  Commiaalon  would  be  unable  to  maintain  the  high 
aUndard  of  pobUc  aerrlce  which  It  bad  attained  during  the  preceding 
Blx  yean ;  and  how  prophetic.  Mr.  Pteaid«it,  waa  Doctor  Page'*  predic- 
tion to  that  respect !  There  remained  Commlaslonera  Culbertaon,  Coetl- 
^  Bin,  *nd  Lowla,  who  more  opUmtotically  believed  that  the  commiaaion'a 
rtandarda  could  he  maintained,  and  two  of  President  Harfflnri  ap- 
pototeca,  one  of  whom,  Mr,  Burgeaa,  waa  toTolred  In  the  ao-caUed  lob^ 
toveatlgatlon,  and  Chairman  Marrto,  who,  because  of  his  Boston 
daUons.  waa  a  protectlonlat  of  the  **  ultra  "  Tarlety. 

coMMisaioJi  BBACXAjrr  to  act  omdbb  flbxibli  Faonaioira 
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Commiaaloner  and  Vice  Chairman  Culbertaon  had  been  one  of  the 
authors  of  the  flexible  prorlalona  As  he  testified  before  the  aelect  com- 
mittee, be  •*  waa  alow  to  beller*  that  Mr.  Marrto  and  Mr.  Burgeaa  were 
not  totareated  to  an  active  forward  program  under  the  elastic  section." 
Mr.  Marvin,  whom  Prealdent  Harding  bad  appototed  as  the  commis- 
sion's chairman,  conttoued  to  neglect  his  reapontlblUty  aa  executive 
kead  of  the  commlalon.  and  took  no  steps  to  apply  the  provlslona  of  the 
Uw  to  the  many  coea  already  submitted.  "Faced  with  the  pooal- 
VUlty  of  continued  InacUon."  Vice  Chairman  Culbertson  on  January  2, 
1923,  proposed  what  be  conaldered  a  moderate  program  of  action.  The 
commiaalon— after  some  heated  debate— voted  unanimously  that  the  ad- 
Tlaory  board  of  speclallata  which  it  had  set  op  should  prepare  plans  of 
iBvestigatlona  for  some  IT  article*  Petltlooa  aaklng  for  reHef  with 
regard  to  eoro*  of  theae  commodltlea  bad  been  filed;  tovestigatlona  of 
etbera  wer«  proposed  upon  the  theory  that  the  commission  had  power 
to  undertake  taveatigatloiia  of  dutlea  upon  its  own  Initiative. 

Plana  were  submitted  to  doe  time.  Chsinaan  M&rvln,  bowercr,  atiU 
showed  no  Incltoatlon  to  act  Commissioner  Culbertson.  therefore,  on 
March  2,  1«2S.  proposed  that  the  commission  formally  orde*  tovestlga- 
tlons  of  sugar,  pottery,  alumtoum  ware,  and  sundry  chemical.  Iron,  steel, 
^nd  woolen  mannfacturea  The  reeolutloB  was  adopted  by  a  8  to  2 
vote      CoBUBl«»onerB  Marrla  and  Bvrgcaa  voted  la  oppoaltioa. 

Btepa  to  stop  theae  Inqotrleo  were  taken  tanBcdistely.  Coaunlssloner 
Barf«>es  later  a<taltted  that  he  had  at  once  written  to  the  Prealdent 
nroteattog  agalnat  the  commtaalon's  action.  Prealdent  Harding  was 
eaaally  eager  to  protect  all  tariff  sheltered  producers  from  "  anxiety.'' 
lite  OB  the  next  day  he  telephoned  to  Commiaaloner  Culbertson  aetttog 
forth  his  own  dlatreaa.  CommlsaloBer  Culbertaon  therefore  wrote  to 
the  President  to  readme  him.  pointing  oot  that  the  commission's  pro- 
gram wa.  entirely  to  accord  with  the  policy  of  Congress  in  providing  for 
the  flexible  tariff  and  with  PresideBt  Harding's  own  public  utterances 
and  suggesting  that  an  toveatlgatlon  of  a  mere  handful  among  the  1,700 
Urtff  Items  covered  by  the  Fordney-McCnmber  Act  could  hardly  be 
interpreted  aa  aa  opening  ap  of  -  the  whole  tariff  l«e«.-  A  haaty 
reply  from  the  Prealdent  said  that  he  had  been  nnahle  to  glTO  a 
•  studied  reading  "  to  the  commonlcatioii,  but  nrged  that  the  commlarion 
wait  until  he  had  returned  from  the  vacation  to  Ilorlda  for  which  be 
was  Just  leaving.  Accedtog  to  his  reqoeat.  the  commlsaUm  on  MarA  « 
voted  that  Ita  reaolotlOB  eoamcnctog  these  lirreatlgariona  ahosld  He 
dormaat  until  a  coofcraoce  with  the  President  had  beca  held. 

There  waa  ■•  do«M  that  the  commiaalon  bad  full  power  to  go  ahead 
wbeacrer  an  appllcatloo  for  aa  inveatlgatlon  had  been  aohodttad  to  It. 
altfH'Tg*'  the  law  waa  aOent  upon  thla  whale  loeadoa  «f  ptoocdare. 


Tba  b^oftd  ttma  of  tha  itatate  give  do  baali  for  an  opinion  that  CMi* 
gTHa  in  any  w«y  wlahed  to  limit  tha  eommlaslon  la  making  iocb  OM 
aa  SMDed  to  It  dcalrabl*  and  neeeasary  of  its  Inveatlgatlre  powcra. 
Howtt  tr,  M  Commlselonef  Culbertaon  UstlflMl.  "  tboee  persons  opposed 
to  iBTi  wtlcatlooa  by  the  Tariff  Commlssloo,"  who  somehow  learocd  that 
tbair  brodoets  wef«  bdiw  eoaaldered.  *  were  not  In  March,  1923,  nor 
at  aa/ ether  tlna,  tor  that  natter,  concerned  with  questlooa  of  abstract 
principle.  They  seised  upon  any  technicality  which  for  the  tiros  betag 
would]  block  an  ciamtoatlon  of  the  facts  which,  when  published,  might 
dlaeloie  that  tariff  rates  were  excesslre.  lite  particular  tinrhnlcaUty 
which]  to  March,  1938,  fitted  the  purpoee  of  the  opposition  waa  to  deny 
the  rt  rbt  of  the  Tariff  Commission  to  proceed  upon  Its  own  initiative," 
To  forestall  decrease  to  some  scandalotialy  high  duties  contained  to 
the  F(  (rdncy-McCumber  Act,  Dltra-protectlonlsts  appeared  ready  to  forego 
the  p<  aslblllty  of  increaaes  In  others  In  which  they  wert  Interested.  In 
order  to  block  any  ImporUot  Investlgatlona  which  might  result  In  lower 
duties  they  hoped  to  keep  the  Initiation  of  Investigations  aa  much  as 
posslti  le  wlthto  the  President's  own  hands.  Commissioners  Marvin  and 
Borge  IS,  avoiding  the  more  significant  cases,  occupied  the  commission's 
time  alth  discussions  of  wall  pockets,  paintbrush  handles,  and  other 
"tarir  trtrlalitles."  They  Insisted,  however,  that  until  the  Prwildent 
had  r  ftu'med  to  Washington  no  Investigations  should  be  begun  at  all. 

Pait  of  the  commlaslon's  tovestlgatlons  had  been  blocked  successfully 
for  t!ie  time  being.  Ultimately  the  commission  telegraphed  the  Presi- 
dent isktog  whether  his  request  for  delay  had  been  Intended  to  apply  as 
well  to  those  cases  In  which  applications  for  tovestlgatlons  had  been 
flled.  When  on  March  1«  no  reply  had  arrived,  the  commission  took 
the  r  laponslWllty  of  ordering  tovestlgatlona  of  a  new  Ust  of  commodi- 
ties. This  new  list  omitted  unmanufactured  wool  and  tope,  concerntog 
whlcli  Chairman  Marrto  was  Interested  because  of  his  late  Boston  asso- 
clatl<  na,  as  weU  aa  china  and  other  pottery  ware,  about  which  Commls- 
sioner  Burgess  had  been  greatly  concerned  not  many  years  before. 
Petit  ons  for  action  by  the  commission  had  been  flled  to  all  of  the  caoea 
Inatli  uted. 

Tbs  grapevtoe  telegraph  next  came  toto  play  to  threaten  further 
toad  Ion.  On  March  17  the  commission,  through  Chairman  Marvin, 
bear  I  that  a  Washington  newspaper  man  had  received  a  telegram  from 
Secrtary  George  Christian  stating  that  the  "Tariff  Commission  wlfl 
take  no  action  untU  the  President's  return."  The  Tariff  Commission 
once  more  telegraphed  to  Florida,  and  in  reply  was  toformed  definitely 
that  the  Prealdent  expected  the  commission  to  go  ahead  with  those 
Inyeitlgatlona  for  which  applications  had  been  flled.  A  week  later  the 
forn^l  orders  to  the  sugar  and  othtr  cases  were  published. 

PKBSinXNTIAL    CONTItOL    BVimNT    KABLT 

Tl  e  President's  conference  with  the  Tariff  Commission  upon  his  return 
from  Florida  was  held  on  April  20,  1923.  It  resulted  principally  In  a 
sUbment  for  the  press  announcing  that  whenever  a  preliminary  survey 
bad  dlsclooed  "  sufllcient  grounds  under  the  law  "  and  no  petition  had 
been  filed,  the  commission,  after  conference  with  the  Prealdent.  would 
or*  er  such  formal  investigations  •  •  •  as  the  facts  may  warrant 
and  the  public  Interest  require." 

This  statement  decided  Uttle  or  nothing.  It  left  open  the  question 
wbe  her  the  positive  approval  of  the  President  would  be  required  before 
the  temmlsaion  could  proceed  with  tovestlgatlons  upon  its  own  inltlaUve. 
Aa  Ur.  Culbertson  said: 

'j  .t  bottom  the  issue  was  not  a  technical  one  of  wliether  we  could  or 
coul  I  not  proceed  upon  our  own  InltiaUve.  It  waa  whether  we  would 
orde  r  tovestlgatlons  of  what  oae  man  referred  to  as  '  the  sore  spots  to 
the  tariff  act'  •  •  •  The  very  fact  that  the  President  retained  a 
control  over  the  begtonlng  of  InveetlgaUons  was  an  invitation  to  the 
Intel  «ited  partlea  to  continue  to  exert  their  influence  upon  him." 

Daring  the  rematolng  four  months  of  his  life  I^resident  Harding 
fooBd  cauae  enough  to  regret  the  course  of  interfering  with  the  commis- 


sion s  work  upon  which  he  had  thus  embarked  In  March  and  April. 
The  opponents  of  suggested  toveatigations  rushed  directly  to  the  White 
House.  To  avoid  embarrassment  from  this  source  the  President  soon 
foni  d  it  necessary  to  request  that  no  publicity  should  attend  his  consul- 
Uti>ns  with  the  Tariff  Commission. 

"  rake  the  tariff  out  of  poUtica !  "  Mr.  President,  the  enactment  of 
the  flexible  provlalon  has  put  the  Tariff  Commission  toto  politics  and 
dealroyed  Its  uaefulneaa. 

Tius  far  aD  tariff  tovestlgatlona  had  been  delayed,  but  as  yet  there 
had  apparently  been  no  specific  toterventlon  in  the  sugar  case  on  the 
par  of  the  White  House.  This  did  not  come  until  after  President 
Coo  Idge  had  succeeded  Prealdent  Hardaig  in  August,  1923.  six  months 
afttr  the  sugar  toveatlgatlon  had  been  eommenced,  as  1  have  already 
poUited  oot  Daring  the  summer  and  faU  the  necessary  fleld  work  to 
aae<rtato  flomfHf.  and  foreign  costa  of  sugar  production,  and  the  tabn- 
latl>n  of  the  data  secured  by  the  field  investigators,  went  forward. 
altloogh,  aa  Doctor  Bernhardt,  chief  of  the  commissions  sugar  division, 
sak,  there  were  "obstadea  to  every  neceaaary  step."  The  obstacles 
resilted  from  a  sharp  cleavage  among  the  commissioners.  Commls- 
rtMiers  CulbertaoB.  Costlgan.  and  Lewis  felt  that  Inasmuch  as  the  sugar 
eoasttuted  tits  BM>st  important  tovcstisatlon  pending  before  the 
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commission  ft  sheold  be  expedited.  CemmlsStoBer*  Marvin  and  Burgees 
constantly  sought  more  and  more  tline  to  reflect  apon  the  sugar  case. 
This  policy  of  protracted  refiectkm,  early  adopted  by  Commlaaloners 
Marvin  and  Burgeaa,  was  concurred  to  eBthuaiastically  by  Commiaaloner 
Olassle.  whom  President  Harding,  after  seeking  dihgently  for  a  high, 
protectionist  Democrat,  had  chosen  as  Doctor  Page's  successor. 

COMMISNIONH  «l.aA8IB  UrrOINTBO  TO  OOMMUISION 

Mr,  Olasale  had  joined  the  commission  early  in  March.  Louisiana 
Bien  had  supported  his  appointment  His  wife  was  the  dsnghter  of  a 
former  Louisiana  Senator.  Mr.  OUasle  had  had  close  and  friendly  rela- 
tions with  man  vitally  Intereatrd  In  Louisiana  sugar,  and  his  wife  and 
the  members  of  her  family  were  the  owners  of  a  planUtion  and  mill 
company.  Commiaaloner  OUasle  readily  and  frankly  admitted  this 
financial  toterest  In  sugar,  although  he  mtoimised  its  Importance. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  sngar  duties  had  been  a  subject  of  bitter 
controversy  so  long  aa  there  bad  been  a  tariff  on  sugar.  I  say  that  in 
my  Judgment  there  have  been  more  bitter  controversies  over  the  sugar 
tariff  than  over  any  other  schedule  In  tariff  bllla.  It  therefore  had  be- 
come as  much  of  a  political  question  as  sn  economic  question.  In 
Louisiana  certainly  its  political  signlflcance  bad  been  so  great  for 
decades  that  that  State  uniformly  had  sent  to  the  United  States  Senate 
high-tariff  Senators. 

It  waa,  therefore,  difficult  to  conceive  that  anyone  representing  the 
Louisiana  totei-ests  or  closely  identified  with  them  would  not  be  biased 
in  some  degree  concerning  the  su^ar  question.  Recognising  thia.  Com- 
missioners Costlgan,  Culbertaon,  land  Lewis  naturally  assumed  that 
Commissioner  Glassie's  long  experience  as  an  attorney  would  compel 
him  to  Insist  upon  his  own  withdrawal  from  the  sugar  eaae  In  order  to 
preserve  the  Tariff  Commission's  reputation  for  judicial  imttartlailty. 
Mr.  Qlassle  thought  otherwise. 

This  inue  of  Commissioner  Olassie's  sitting  to  the  sngar  caae  cropped 
up  repeatedly  during  the  early  stages  of  the  Migar  Investigation.  It  re- 
ceived the  fuUeat  discussion  in  connection  with  the  attempt  to  revlae 
the  commission's  rules  of  procedure  inasmuch  as  Commissioner  Glaasle, 
because  of  bis  long  legal  experience,  bad  been  appointed  as  a  member  of 
th«  committee  to  draft  tl»e  new  nilea. 

One  of  the  rules  under  consideration  l^  the  committee  waa  one  pro- 
viding for  the  disqualification  of  any  commissione'r  or  commlaaloners 
to  any  particular  investigation  who  had  a  personal  intereat  in  the  out- 
come of  a  case.  This  proposed  rule  followed  the  well-established  prece- 
dents in  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  and  the  broad  prtodples 
laid  down  in  the  Judicial  Code. 

Mr.  President,  here  was  Mr.  Glassie,  appointed  on  the  commiaalon, 
frankly  admitttog  that  his  wife  and  her  brothers  bad  a  substantial 
interest  in  a  Louisiana  plantation  and  sugar  mill.  He  had  been 
appointed  because  of  his  long  experience  as  a  lawyer  on  this  committee 
of  the  Tariff  Commission  to  draw  up  rules  of  procedure.  Mr.  Olassle 
not  only  toslsted  to  sitting  in  the  sugar  case,  bat  he  used  his  position 
as  a  member  of  this  committee  on  rules  of  procedure  to  prevent  the 
adoption  of  a  disqualification  rule  concerning  caaea  to  which  commla- 
aloners were  interested,  and  frankly  declared — 

**  The  rule  would  unquestionaNy,  if  adopted,  relate  to  me." 

He  Impatiently  brushed  aside  all  thought  of  approving  such  a  rule 
and  never,  according  to  Commissioner  Costlgan's  testimony,  made  any 
attempt  to  propose  an  alternative  more  satisfactory  to  himself. 

Mr.  ProEildeat.  confronted  with  the  fact  that  Commlasloner  Olaasle 
waa  determined  to  sit  in  the  sugar  case,  in  which  bis  wife  and  b& 
brothers  had  an  interest,  the  members  of  this  committee  on  procedure, 
unable  to  secure  tbe  report  of  a  disqualification  rule  from  that  com- 
mittee, proposed  that  the  rule  should  be  adopted  separately  by  the 
whole  commission.  Commissioner  Olassle,  Joined  by  Conunlsaioners 
Marvin  and  Burgesa,  voted  agatost  the  motion  and  the  adoption  of  the 
rule  was  blocked  in  the  commission  by  a  8  to  3  vote. 

COMUUSIOHBa  OLABSni'S  VAMILT    IITTBRBSTn)   IN    SUOAB 

Commissioner  Olassle,  tlve  man  who  admitted  that  his  wife  and  her 
family  bad  an  toterest,  c<mtlnued  to  participate  to  tb«  discussion  of 
whether  or  not  a  disqualification  rule  should  be  adopted. 

We  should  remember  that  the  commission  had  voted  at  a  previous 
meeting  that  January  15,  192'i.  should  be  the  date  set  for  tbe  public 
beartog  in  the  sugar  case.  It  waa  erideot  that  Conunisaioner  Glassie 
was  determined  to  sit  in  the  sugar  case  and  that  he  would  be  supported 
to  this  decision  by  Commissioners  Marvin  and  Borgesa.  The  efforts  of 
Commissioners  Culbertson,  Costlgan,  and  Lewis  to  persuade  Commia- 
aloner Glassie  that  tiis  connection  with  Louisiana  sngar  Interests  through 
his  wife  should  persuade  him  to  withdraw  from  the  case  had  failed. 

Commissioner  CostiKan,  confronted  with  this  situation,  then  toformed 
other  members  of  tbe  commission  that  he  felt  eonstratoed  to  submit  the 
facts  Involved  in  this  critical  situation  to  President  Coolldge. 

Mr.  Noaais.  Mr.  President,  for  the  sake  of  clarity,  I  wlah  the  Sen- 
ator would  state  sgain,  if  be  has  already  stated  it  that  now  be  is  taktog 
up  something  which  occurred  after  Harding  bad  paased  out  of  the  presl- 
d^tial  ofllce.  and  It  was  occupied  by  Mr.  Coolldge.  and  thia  toVMtlga- 
tlon  was  going  on.  Tbe  appointment  of  Olassle  waa  made,  was  it  not. 
by  Prexident  Harding? 

Mr.  La  Follbttx-  It  waa. 


Mr.  NoBBia.  "nie  real  werfc  of  tlM  eemmtssloa  en  tbe  sugar  tariff 
aehsdnle,  however ,  commenced,  and  this  controversy  about  which  th« 
Senator  has  been  tslltog  us  in  relatlea  to  the  dlsqaattflestloB  qoestlon 
arose  when  Herding  was  Prealdent    Am  I  not  right  la  thatf 

Mr.  La  FoLurm.  The  Senator  is  correct  Commissioner  Olsasl*  waa 
appointed  by  Prealdent  Harding  to  March.  1928.  President  Harding 
died  to  ▲ocuat,  1928,  and,  of  course,  Prssldeat  Coottdge  succeeded  blm  at 
that  time.  In  the  meantime,  as  I  stated  before,  tlM  ii  restlgation  and 
tbe  field  work  in  the  sngsr  eaae  were  going  forward  during  thoat  months, 
becauae,  as  the  Senator  knowa,  once  one  of  these  tovestlgatlons  la  started, 
a  staff  la  sent  oat  tote  the  field  te  get  production  costa.  Tbe  work  was 
going  on  to  the  sugar  case,  and  Commlasloner  Olassle,  appolated  la 
March,  1923,  by  Prealdent  Harding,  served  until  August,  1923,  under 
President  Hardtog,  and  then  under  Prealdent  CooUdge. 

Tbe  situarion,  as  I  pointed  out  to  the  Senate,  had  reached  the  point 
where  Conunissloners  Culbertson,  Costlgan,  and  Lewis  were  defeated  to 
their  efforts  to  prevent  Commissioner  Olaaale  from  sitting  In  the  sugar 
caae,  to  which  he  had  admitted  that  hla  wife  aad  her  brothers  had  a  very 
substantial  Interest  He  testified  that  In  market  value  It  amounted  to 
about  114,000,  bat  k  was  sufllcient  he  testified,  to  support  one  of  tbe 
brothers,  who  managed  tbe  plantation  and  the  mill,  and  that  dlvldMidi 
had  been  paid  upon  stock.  In  a  letter  of  January  9,  1924,  six  days  before 
the  public  hearing  on  sugar  was  to  be  held  by  the  eommlaslon,  Commis- 
sioner Costlgan  warned  the  President  that  the  eomfflission's  proceedings 
to  tbe  sugar  caae  "  will  be  subject  to  severe  and  Justifiable  criticism  If 
any  of  the  commlaslon's  findings  of  fact  may  be  plaaslbly  attributed  to 
any  private  interest" 

comtissioirBB  glabbis'b  uqht  to  an  im  atMAa  casb  qcbstiomcd 

Thus  the  issue  tovolved  to  Commissioner  Olassie's  right  to  partici- 
pate to  the  case  was  put  squarely  up  to  the  then  President  of  the  United 
States.  Mr.  CooHdgc.  President  Coolldge^  following  his  custom  in  the 
sugar  case  made  no  written  reply  to  Commlasloner  Costlgan's  letter. 
Instead  he  invited  the  commission  to  come  to  the  White  House  on  the 
following  afternoon. 

Tbe  repeated  obstacles  thrown  In  the  way  of  important  tovestlgatlons 
under  the  fiexlble  prorlslon,  the  friction  vrtthln  tbe  comndssion  and  the 
determination  of  Commissioner  Olasale  to  sit  to  the  sugar  caae  despite 
the  toterest  of  bis  family  were  threatening  to  deatroy  all  public  confi- 
dence to  the  fiexlble  tariff  system.  The  issue  presented  by  Commis- 
sioner Olassie's  determination  to  sit  to  a  case  to  which  his  family  waa 
directly  toterested  preaented  a  question  of  ethics. 

As  I  said,  that  question  of  ethica  waa  presented  squsrely  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States. 

During  the  more  than  two  hours  that  the  commission  conferred  with 
President  Coolldc*  be  gave  no  Indlcatioo  aa  to  his  approval  or  dis- 
approval of  Commlasloner  Olaasle's  coarse.  At  the  White  House  con- 
ference Commissioner  Olassle  announced  that  he  proposed  to  sit  at 
tbe  public  hearing  on  sugar,  explato  the  Interest  of  his  wife  and  her 
brothers  to  a  Louisiana  sngar  plantatioa  and  mill,  and  to  ask  for 
comments  from  those  attending  the  public  hearing.  It  waa  pototed 
out  to  Prertdent  Coolldge  by  the  commissioners  who  felt  that  Commla- 
sloner Olassle  waa  disqualified  that  "  unfortunate  public  consequences  " 
would  flow  from  this  breakdown  of  the  commission's  Judicial  or  quasi- 
Judicial  character.  Prealdent  Coolldge  dismisBed  the  commission,  bow- 
ever,  after  intimating  vaguely  that  "  something  might  occur  to  me " 
and  that  he  might  have  a  meaaage  to  aend  to  the  commission  before 
Its  public  hearing  on  sngar  began. 

Mr.  President  la  there  any  towyer  to  thia  body  who,  confronted 
with  a  question  of  ethics  of  this  character,  would  have  the  sligbteat 
bealtation  In  advising  a  member  of  a  commission  appointed  by  him  that 
if  the  commlasloner  had  a  personal  interest  or  Ms  family  had  an  toter- 
eet  in  a  matter  pending  before  that  commiaalon,  be  shoukl  withdraw 
from  participation  in  the  case?  And  yet  the  Prealdent  of  the  United 
Statea,  Mr.  Coolldge,  confronted  witb  this  iasoe  and  dlscusstog  it  for 
more  than  two  bottrs  with  the  commission,  dismissed  the  commission 
with  the  vagne  intimation  that  something  might  occur  to  him  or  that 
be  might  aend  some  message  to  the  commission  before  the  pnMlc  hearing 
on  January  15,  1924.  Something  did  occur  to  him,  Mr.  Presidenc 
The  President  did  send  a  message  to  the  commission.  The  message 
from  President  Coolldge,  delivered  1^  word  of  mouth,  not  in  arriling, 
arrived  half  an  hour  before  the  commiaalon  waa  to  open  its  hearing 
on  sugar  on  January  Ifi,  1924.  Chairman  Marvto  snnuunced  that  he 
was  authorised  to  say  that  the  secretary  to  the  President  bad  toformed 
blm  that  the  President  "  wished  Mr.  Olaasle  to  be  toformed  that  he 
expected  him  to  do  hts  doty  aa  he  sees  it  and  that  he  would  stand 
back  of  him." 

panSIDBN*    COOMDOB    BACKS    VT    COM MISSrOZrBB    OLABBIB    lit    BUOAB    CASB 

The  President  of  the  United  States  had  thrown  the  great  weight  of  hla 
office  behind  Commissioner  Olassle,  an  toterested  psriy  In  this  hearing 
on  sugar,  and  had  toformed  him  that  he  wonld  "  stand  tmck  of  him  " 
in  his  dedaion.  nie  Prealdent  already  knew  what  Mr.  Olassie's  deci- 
sion would  be ;  be  atready  knew  and  bad  been  Informed  on  the  previous 
afternoon  tliat  Mr.  Olassle  was  determtoed  to  sit  in  the  case  In  which 
hla  wife  and  his  brotber»-to-law  were  toterested ;  and  yet  tbe  President 
sends  a  mrsssir  by  word  of  month  throcvh  Commissioner  Marvto  that 
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kt  wooM  "BtMd  fc«<:k  of*  ComaOm^nn  Oteisle  In  M«  aetion  In  the 

csM  Under  thtme  rtmnMtanoM  tber»  eui  b«  no  qoestlon  ttot  the 
pr»*l<l*nt  r«ll«eO  that  the  efftect  of  this  ni««tge  wooM  be  to  mmmt 
CoinmiwloDer  GUaele'i  partldpetlwi  «n  the  ngar  ease.  The  Preeldenf  • 
Inflwnce  wm  thna  thrown  behind  Commtesiooen  Marrln,  Borgew,  and 
OUMte.  who  had  demonatrated  by  their  aetlona  that  they  had  no  desire 
to  prrea  the  tngnr  lnT«sti«atlon  to  an  eariy  and  impartial  eonrfwloo. 

-Take  the  tariff  out  ot  poiitlea !  "  Why,  Mr.  Prealdcst.  the  con- 
ferrtof  of  this  power  npon  the  TarMf  Coamlaalon  has  plunged  the 
eomminlon  Into  a  Tery  maelstrom  of  poBtics  and  Intrigue. 

CVmmlJBioner  OlaaaJe.  flndlng  that  he  had  the  support  of  the  Prert- 
dent  behind  him.  B«de  his  promised  statement  at  the  public  hearing 
on  sngar  eon<>ernlng  the  Interest  of  his  wife  and  famUy  in  Leulatana 
■uirar.  Commlwloner  Costlgan  publlely  chaRenged  Comraisalonet  Qlaa- 
■ie'i  Hifht  to  sit  In  the  rase.  On  that  afternoon  Commiaaloner  Glasaie 
announced  that  he  had  decided  to  sit  in  the  sugar  case. 

COKOU8S   tXACn  UBGiatATlO*  TO  DISQDAXJTT  COMMISSIOIID  QIOSBia 

M*.  iTealdent.  I  want  the  SenaU  to  conuast  the  reaction  of  the 
l<«laUtlTe  branch  of  this  OovemmtfJt,  which  Is  conatantly  subjected  to 
stUcka.  When  confronted  with  the  ethics  of  this  iasue  raised  by 
ComuissioD^r  Glassies  determination  to  sit  in  tlie  sugar  case,  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  did  not  take  this  matter  under  adTiae- 
Bent  and  then,  after  deliberation,  announce  that  it  stood  behind  Com- 
missioner Glasaie  In  his  determination  to  sit  lo  tli*t  case  in  which  hia 
wife  and  her  family  were  Interested.  No.  indeed;  as  soon  as  thia 
irabllc  challenge  of  Commlwiloner  Qlassle'a  right  to  puticl|Mite  in  tlM 
sugar  case  had  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  Congreaa  it  took 
action  thereon.  The  Independent  ofBcea  appropriation  hill,  passed  by 
the  House  of  RepresentatlTe*  on  April  8,  and  by  the  Benate  on  April  12, 
provided — 

"  That  no  part  of  tbla  appropriation  shall  be  used  to  pay  the  aalary 
of  any  member  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  who  shall  here- 
after participate  la  anjr  proceedings  under  said  sections  SIS,  316,  S17. 
and  318  of  said  act.  approTed  September  21,  1922,  wherein  he  or  any 
member  of  hla  family  haa  any  special,  direct,  and  pecuniary  Interest  or 
la  r«>«peet  of  the  subject  matter  in  which  he  has  acted  aa  attorney, 
l«glslatiTe  acent,  or  special  repreeentatlve." 

Mr.  President,  I  contend  that  the  determination  of  Commiaaloner 
Qlaasie  to  sit  in  the  ease  in  which  his  wife  and  her  brothers  had  a 
pecuniary  interest  InTolved  a  question  of  ethics  pore  and  simple 
which  any  conati7  lawyer  1b  the  United  States  would  hare  no  dlfflculty 
In  determining ;  and  yet  we  find  a  situation  where  when  that  issue  was 
fairly  prceented  to  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  be  announced 
that  be  would  stand  behind  Commissioner  Glassie,  when  he  knew  that 
Commissioner  Glassie  waa  determined  to  sit  in  the  case :  and  it  took 
an  act  of  Congress  to  prevent  this  member  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
from  participating  la  a  case  in  which  he  had  frankly  admitted  the 
interest  of  his  wife  and  other  members  of  her  family.  Contrast  the 
statement  made  by  President  CooHdge  through  Chairman  Marrln,  of 
the  Tariff  Commission,  with  the  statement  made  by  BepresentatlTe 
Wood,  of  Indiana,  when  this  amendment  was  under  consideration. 
EepresentatlTe  Wood  then  said : 

"  Lot  us  take  the  cass  of  a  judge  upon  the  bench.  Very  often  his 
conscience  says  t«  him  that  because  somebody  liaa  some  spite  against 
him,  a  man  might  feel  that  he  was  belag  prejodlced,  and  on  his  own 
motion  he  does  not  sit  in  a  particular  trlaL  In  order  that  suspicion 
might  not  arise  acaiaat  any  commissioner,  good  conscience  ought  to 
dictate  to  hia  that  if  he  had  any  personal  Interest,  or  his  family  had. 
In  any  hearing  be  should  not  sit.  I  have  do  rsapect  for  a  man  who 
wvuld  alt  under  soch  etrcumstances." 

But.  Mr.  Presldeat.  even  this  actioo  by  both  Houses  of  Congress  did 
not  at  first  dlscoorage  CoaaaisBionar  Qlassla  from  farther  participation 
in  tte  sugar  case.  On  May  18,  itUM — abovt  aU  weeits  after  the  bUl 
containing  the  amendneat  to  which  I  have  referred  was  psssrd  by  both 
Uoasee  of  Congress — Cowsfriasioner  Glassie  made  a  point  of  order  against 
Commiasioaer  CoaCigaB's  motion  thst  a  date  be  fixed  by  the  comaais- 
sion  for  the  consideraUoo  of  the  sagar  case.  In  vite  of  the  action  by 
the  CoogreM,  and  la  ^Mts  ot  the  dehate  which  had  occurred  on  the 
floor  of  the  Hoose  of  Beprtsentatlves  and  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  Comatlssioncr  Olassle  vss  sttU  dctefmlncd  to  sit  in  the  sogar 
case.  Coamissloaer  Lewis  ohjKtcd  to  Oommlasloner  Glasaie's  further 
partld^abea  ta  ssstters  aftctlnc  Cbs  sagar  caas  in  view  of  the  clearly 
imimsssil  poUcy  of  Congress  as  ertdsaced  hy  the  smeadment  to  which  I 
have  referred.  Now.  see  whst  position  Commisslooer  Qlaasie  took  with 
the  President  of  the  United  Statea  behind  him. 

ComoBikBloner  Olsaale  aad  Coauaissloner  Marrln  aigaad  that  Coi»- 
mlssloDer  Glassie  woold  not  he  dlsqualifled  antfl  the  beginning  of  the 
flscal  year  in  whldi  the  appropriation  act  containing  the  disqaallfyiag 
daose  becaate  ettectlTa. 


a  pro^lamatioa  lacteaslng  the  duties  on  wheat  and  wheat  floor  and 
krwertig  the  dotlM  on  bran  and  mill  feeds.  The  wheat  report  was  soon 
>de  public.     Commissioner  Culbertson  testified : 


-It 
Thsk 


Is,  the  wheat  report — 

studied    assiduoosly    by   Tepresentatlves   of    the    sugar    industry. 

iBw  that  tlie  application  of  the  same  principles  to  the  facts  in  the 

case  meant  a  decrease  in  doty." 

Kroia   this   time  on    the  division  in   the   commission   over   questions 

the   economic   factors   to   be   considered   in   the    sugar   case 

more  and  more  Irreconcilable.     The  chief  of  the  sugnr  dlvlsloa 

submihed  on  May  15.  1924,  a  preliminary  rpport  to  the  commi.->-8lon  on 

r« salts  of  the  sugar  Investigation.     Commlsaloner  Costlgan  testified: 

began  at  this  time  and  continued  practically  until  the  report 

reached  the  President     •     •     •     a  long  series  of  filibustering 
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in  ten  iiptions." 

Carried  on  first  by  Commissioner  Glaasie,  and  after  his  retirement 
from   :he  case  by  Commissioners  Marvin  and  Burgess. 

On  May  23,  1924.  as  1  have  previously  said.  Commissioner  Coetlgan 
move<  that  consideration  of  the  sugar  report  be  begun  on  May  26. 
Corns  Issioner  Burgesa  attempted  to  secure  further  delay  by  insisting 
that  he  report  of  the  sugar  division  should  have  been  referred  first  to 
the  c  immlsaion'a  advisory  board.  A  motion  to  this  effect  was  made  by 
Chair  nan  Marvin,  but  was  rejected  by  a  vote  of  3  to  2.  Commissioners 
a>8tii:an,  Lewis,  and  Culbertson  voted  In  the  negative,  and  Commis- 
sionei  s  Marvin  and  Burgess  in  tbe  affirmative. 

PAXn    liXBTINe    IM    SBMATOB    SHOOT'S    OmCB 

Mr  President.  It  became  evident  that  tbe  commission  was  about  to 
proceed  to  consider  the  report  on  sugar.  This  occurred  on  May  23, 
1924.  On  May  24.  following  the  decision  of  the  commission  to  take  up 
the  ( onslderatlon  of  the  sugar  report,  Commissioner  Culbertson  was 
invitd  to  come  to  the  office  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr. 
Smoct]  In  the  Senate  Office  Building.  Commissioner  Culbertson  found 
there  Members  of  Congress  from  sogar-growing  States  and  lobbyists  and 
attor neys  representing  sugar  Interests.  An  hours  conference  took  place. 
I  aslL  Senators  to  remember  that  the  sugar  case  was  pending  In  ttie 
commission;  that  a  public  hearing  had  been  held;  that  arguments  had 
been  made,  briefs  submitted,  and  the  report  of  tbe  chief  of  the  sugar 
dlvls  on  was  pending  before  tbe  commission  for  consideration  when 
Comi  alsaloner  Culbertson  was  invited  to  come  to  the  office  of  the  senior 
Senator  from  Utah,  there  to  meet  with  attorneys,  Members  of  Oongress 
from  sugar-growing  districts,  and  lobbyists.  As  I  hsve  said,  an  hours 
conhrence  took  place.  Spokesmen  for  the  sugar  Interests  presented 
objec  lions  to  the  method  used  by  the  commission  In  the  wheat  and  sugar 
casee. 

H«re   waa   an   ex    parte   hearing,    a    meml>er   of   a   qnasi-Jodlcial    com- 
misson  in  tbe  office  of  a  United  States  Senator  listening   to  ex  parte 
argu^nts  concerning  a  case  which  was  then  pending  in  tbe  commission, 
quote    from    CommlsBloner    Culhertson's    contemporaneous    memo- 
randum : 

was  conscious  " — 

Wrote  CMnmlssloncr  Culbertson — 
"  of  the  fact  that  this  conference  " — 

Tlat  Is,  tbe  one  in  tbe  office  of  the  Senator  from  Utah — 

„_.  indicative  of  a  drive  by  the  sugar  interests  to  prevent.  If 
posS  ble,  a  report  by  the  Tariff  Commission  on  sugar ;  and  In  my  re- 
maris     •••••— 

Tlat  Is,  the  remarks  which  he  made  at  this  conference — 

endeavor  to  give  the  sugar  Interests  an   assurance  of  fair  treat- 

at  the  hands  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  at  the  same  time  to 

them  to  understand  that  the  Tariff  Commission  is  a  quasl-Judlclal 

functioning  under   a   principle  laid   down  by    Congress,   and   that 


the  lecislon  which  we  reach  will  be  made  fearlessly  and  in  accordance 
with  the  facts  warranted  by  tbe  record,  regardless  of  any  outside 
infltence  which  may  be  brought  to  bear." 

Mr.  OaaaisoM.  Mr.  Prertdent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
T  le  PaaaiDiNO  Orncaa.  Does   tbe  Senator   from   Wisconsin   yield   to 
the  pieoator  from  Mississippi  7 
'.  La  FoiXBTT*.  I  yield. 
_.'.  HAaaisoM.  It  might  be  well  for  the  Rrcoao  to  show  at  this  part 
of  t  M  Beaator's  speech  thst  the  Senator  in  whose  offices  this  conference 
was  held  la  the  same  Senator  who  waa  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
hariw  in  charge  the  sugar  schedule,  and  who  now  is  champioDlng  an 
sae  over  the  present  rate  on  sugar. 
'.  Shoot.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  T 

PBBsnHNO  Omcaa.  Does  the  Senator  from  WIsconain  yield  to  the 
tor  from  Utah? 
.  La  VtuxMm.  I  yield. 

'.  SMOor.  This  question  has  been  before  the  Senate  time  and  time 
All  that  Mr.  Culbertson  waa  asked  to  come  to  my  office  for  was 
^  u  whether  or  not  a  report  was  true  which  bad  been  extensively 

drtihrted  as  to  how  they  were  going  to  arrive  at   the  valuation  of 
r,  not  ooty  la  t****  eoontry  hot  in  Cuba  and  the  Philippine  lalands 
and  Hawaii  as  well.     That  waa  the  only  question. 

1 1.  BaarroM.  Mr.  Presideot.  we  can  not  bear  the  Senator. 
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Mr.  Smoot.  It  was  not  at  all  a  question  as  to  what  action  should  be 
taken  by  the  commisirion.  I  could  not  believe  that  the  commission  was 
going  to  act  upon  such  a  basis  as  that  upon  which  tt  was  reported  and 
published  here  that  it  was  going  to  act.  and  I  was  asked  by  others  to 
find  out  whether  or  not  it  was  true.     That  is  all  there  was  to  it. 

Mr.  La  FoLLnrs.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  does  not  deny  that 
there  wore  present  at  this  conference,  as  stated  by  Commissioner  Culbert- 
son, Members  of  Congress  from  sugar-growing  States ;  that  there  were 
present  attorneys  who  had  appeared  at  the  public  hearing  of  the  commis- 
sion on  sugar,  and  filed  briefs  thereon ;  In  other  worda.  attorneys  repre- 
senting parties  at  Interest  In  this  case  pending  then  and  there  before  a 
qua.xi-Judicial  commlcslon  of  this  Government.  The  Senator  further 
doi's  not  deny  that  arguments  were  made  by  those  attorneys  affecting 
the  procedure  of  the  commission  in  the  case  of  sugar,  criticizing  the 
methods  used  in  the  wheat  report,  and  criticising  their  application  to  tbe 
sugar  case. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  during  the  conference  wheat  was  never 
mentioned.  It  was  never  spoken  of  by  a  soul  In  the  meeting.  I  was 
there  from  tbe  beginning  to  the  end  of  the  meeting. 

The  conference  did  not  last  an  hour ;  and  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator 
that  no  one  waa  criticising.  Nobody  did  criticise.  What  they  wanted 
to  know  was  whether  tha^  was  the  basis  upon  which  the  commission 
were  going  to  make  the  report,  as  I  have  already  stated. 

Mr.  La  Pollsttc.  Mr.  President,  so  far  as  the  recollection  of  the 
Senstor  from  Utah  is  concerned  In  regard  to  this  matter,  which  occurred 
several  years  ago,  I  prefer  to  take  the  contemporaneous  memorandum  of 
the  commissioner  who  participated  In  this  conference,  and  who,  upon 
hia  return  to  bis  office,  dictated  a  full  memorandum  as  to  exactly  what 
bad  occurred. 

Mr.  Cousins.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PBESiDiNG  OrncBE.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  La  Follkttk.   1  yield. 

Mr.  CouzK.vs.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  If  be  thinks' 
the  proceedings  were  ethical,  no  matter  what  they  discussed? 

Mr.  Smoot.  As  a  general  thing  I  shoukf  say  no ;  they  were  not. 

Mr.  CODZBNS.  This  was  not  a  general  thing;  this  waa  special — this 
was  sugar? 

Mr.  Smoot.  1  was  asked — there  is  no  need  of  my  saying  by  whom — 
to  call  this  meeting.  These  people  came  to  my  office  and  said  that  the 
basis  at  which  the  commission  were  arriving  on  sugar  was  not  a  fair 
basis ;  and  I  did  not  believe  it  was,  either.  Therefore  they  asked  me  to 
call  a  meeting.  I  did  call  a  meeting,  and  that  was  the  question  that 
was  discuHsed — not  as  to  what  tbe  rate  should  be,  or  what  the  com- 
mimion  should  do. 

Mr.  CouzKNS.  The  Senator  now  thinks  the  proceeding  was  unethical? 

Mr.  Smoot.  I  think  it  waa  uncalled  for,  and  I  do  not  think  It  was 
wise  In  the  first  place. 

Mr.  CouzKNS.  The  Senator  thinks  it  was  something  like  the  action  of 
the  shipbuilding  companies  with  respect  to  the  Shearer  matter? 

Mr.  Smoot.  No;  that  Is  an  entirely  different  proposition. 

Mr.  Bbattow.  Mr.  I^resident 

The  Pkesiding  OnrirsR.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  La  Follbtts.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Beattom.  1  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  if  the  ulti- 
mate outcome  did  not  depend  largely  upon  tbe  basis  of  procedure,  and 
consequently  if  tbe  matter  discussed  with  the  conunissioner  did  not 
affect  the  ultimate  action  of  the  commission? 

Mr.  Smoot.  I  will  say  that  I  do  not  think  tbe  basis  upon  which  it  was 
reported  to  me  that  that  result  would  be  arrived  at  was  a  fair  basis. 

Mr.  Bsatton.  At  any  rate  the  discussion  Involved  the  basis  which 
would  affect  the  ultimate  action  taken  by  tbe  commission? 

The  Vici  Pbksidknt.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  further  yield? 

Mr.  La  Follbtte.  I  do. 

Mr.  Smoot.  It  would,  in  my  opinion,  have  affected  it. 

Mr.  Bkatton.  So  that  a  fair  statement  of  the  whole  thing  is  that 
those  parties  did  discuss  with  the  commi.^igioner  a  feature  of  tbe  matter 
which  guverntd  largely  the  final  determination  to  be  made  by  the 
commhtsion  ? 

Mr.  Smoot.  Tes ;  I  will  say  that  that  is  true. 

Mr.  La  Follette.  Why,  of  course,  Mr.  President ;  It  went  right  to  the 
heart  of  this  whole  sugar  case  ;  and  tbe  Issue  that  was  discussed  In  this 
ex  iwrte  meeting  between  attorneys  and  Interests  in  this  case  In  the 
office  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  was  a  controversy  which  raged 
within  the  commission  thereafter. 

So  far  as  tbe  Senator's  recollection  Is  concerned  about  this  conference, 
which  happened  more  than  five  years  ago,  here  Is  the  contemporaneous 
memorandum  dictated  by  Mr.  Culbertson  following  the  meeting ;  and  here 
is  what  he  says: 

"  There  1  found  gathered  " — 

That  Is,  In  the  Senate  Office  Building — 
•*  16  or  20  persons.  Including  Senator  Phipps,  Congressman  Timbsrlakb, 
and  perhaps  a  half  dosen  other  Congressmen,  all  of  them  presumably 
from  districts  deeply  interested  in  sugar.     In  addition,  the  group  In- 
cluded Truman  G.  Palmer,  Washington  representatlre  of  the  beet-sugar 


interests ;  Mr.  Love,  also  representative  of  the  beet-aogar  Interests ;  Mr. 
Mead,  representing  the  Hawaiian  sugar  interests;  snd  Mr.  Hodges,  who 
represented  at  our  sugar  hearing  " — 

That  is,  the  public  hearing  before  the  commission — 
"  one  of  tbe  beet-sugar  companies  of  Colorado.     Mr.  Rogers.  repreeeatlBf 
tbe  Louisiana  sugar  Interests,  was  not  present.     •     •     • 

"  Mr.  Mead  referred,  in  opening,  to  the  wheat  report,  and  said  that 
'  certain  members  of  the  Tariff  Commission '  had  submitted  a  report 
upon  wbic;v  the  President  had  bared  his  wheat  proclamation,  and  that 
tbe  principles  laid  down  in  that  report  were  in  opposition  to  those  advo- 
cated by  the  sugar  Interests  in  the  hesring  before  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion." 

Apparently  the  ethics  of  these  sugar  attorneys  did  not  make  them 
hesitate  in  presenting  an  ex  parte  statement  to  a  member  of  a  quasi- 
judicial  commission  which  had  under  consideration  a  case  In  whldi 
tbey  represented  parties  at  interest.  As  Commissioner  Costlgan  well 
pointed  out : 

"  I  think  those  of  us  who  are  here  mast  try  to  realise  how  we  should 
have  viewed  an  effort  of  tbe  Cuban  sugar  interests  to  meet  members  of 
the  Tariff  Commission  in  an  ex  parte  conference  In  some  remote  room 
in   the  Capitol." 

This  is  another  example  of  the  impossibility  of  freeing  tbe  tariff 
issue  from  Its  political  aspects.  I  think  any  Senator  would  hesitate 
to  invite  a  member  of  tlie  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  meet  In 
his  office  with  attorneys  for  railroad  companies  in  order  that  they 
might  present  a  private  and  ex  parie  statement  to  the  commissioner 
concerning  a  case  pending  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
in  which  their  clients  were  parties.  This  Is  absolutely  analogous  to 
the  conference  that  occurred  In  the  office  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  and  yet  he  and  the  attorneys  for  the  domestic 
sugar  interests  see  nothing  improper  in  thus  attempting  to  Infiuencc. 
by  private  and  ex  parte  conference,  a  member  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
then  considering  the  sugar  case. 

pkbsidknt  usbs  bi;itbb  to  dblat  sugae  sepokt 

There  followed  a  long  series  of  efforts  on  the  part  of  Commissioners 
Marvin  and  Burgess  to  delay  tbe  report  of  the  sugar  case  to  tbe  Presi- 
dent. Tbe  majority  members  of  the  commission — Commissioners  Lewis. 
Culbertson,  and  Costlgan — continued  to  consider  the  sugar  report  from 
May  26  until  July  9,  1924,  three  days  before  the  date  which  had  pre- 
viously been  set  for  the  completion  of  tbe  final  report.  On  this  date 
tbe  minutes  show  that  Chairman  Marvin  asked  that  all  business  be 
suspended  In  order  that  he  might  present  a  message  from  the  President. 
It  will  be  observed  that  this  was  another  one  of  the  verbal  messages 
sent  to  the  commission  by  President  Coolidge  in  the  sugar  case  through 
Chairman  Marvin.  He  dictated  for  the  minutes  a  statement  which  I 
shall  presently  read.  Before  doing  so,  however,  I  want  Senators  to  get 
this  situation  In   mind. 

Here  waa  a  tremendously  Important  case  pending  be/ore  the  Tariff 
Commis.<tlon.  There  bad  been  strenuous  efforts  to  Insure  tbe  sitting 
in  this  case  of  Commissioner  Glassie,  whose  family,  he  admitted,  had 
an  Interest  In  tbe  outcome  of  the  case.  A  commissioner  had  been 
called  to  the  office  of  a  prominent  United  States  Senator,  there  to 
listen  to  ex  parte  statements  concerning  vital  problems  Involved  In  the 
case. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  had  thrown  the  weight  of  bis 
office  behind  Commissioner  Glassie  in  his  determination  to  sit  In  the 
sugar  case.  The  commission  waa  proceeding.  In  spite  of  these  inter- 
ferences, to  complete  this  report  and  submit  It  to  tbe  President.  What 
happened?  Three  days  before  the  date  set  for  that  report  to  go  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  Chairman  Marvin,  again  acting  as  the 
conveyor  of  oral  messages  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
asked  that  all  bnslness  be  suspended  while  he  dictated  for  the  minutes 
of  the  commission  the  following  statement : 

"  The  chairman  stated  to  the  commission  that  he  had  been  informed 
this  morning  by  tbe  Secretary  to  tbe  President  that  It  was  the  desire  of 
the  President  that  tbe  commission  institute  at  once  an  Investigation  for 
the  purposes  of  section  315  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922  in  respect  to  tbe 
cost  of  production  of  butter  and  that  the  commission  suspend  all  other 
work  and  concentrate  its  efforts  upon  the  butter  investigation  until  its 
completion.** 

Commissioners  Costlgan,  Culbertson,  and  Lewis  were  astounded  at 
the  nature  of  this  mej<sage  and  the  method  by  which  it  had  been  com- 
municated to  the  commission,  but  they  coald  give  it  only  one  interpre- 
tation, namely,  that  the  President  desired  the  commission  to  take  up  the 
butter  investigation  to  the  exclusion  of  all  other  pending  cases,  includ- 
ing the  sugar  report,  which  was  on  tbe  verge  of  being  transmitted  to  the 
^lilte  House.  This  impression  was  strengthened  by  Chairman  Mar- 
vin's motion  that  the  butter  Investigation  be  instituted  and  by  his  with- 
drawal from  the  meeting  of  the  commission  after  stating  that  in  view 
of  the  President's  request  he  did  not  feel  at  liberty  to  take  any  further 
part  in  tbe  deliberations  upon  the  sugar  report. 

Is  the  only  function  of  the  President,  under  the  powers  conferred  by 
section  31.5.  as  stated  by  the  President  of  the  United  Statea  in  his  sUte- 
ment  yesterday — 

-  His  authority  In  the  matter  becomes  a  simple  act  of  proclsmstloo  of 
the  recommendations  "— > 
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rli  •  prodaaatloa.  UMNiat- 


Ot  tke  etmmi 
-  cr.  oD  tb«  o4b»r  baad.  • 
Inc  to  a  >eto  " — 

Of  tbe  cooclaaloiM  of  tk»  eoBint 

•*  IB  DO  aPDiie,  thenton,  can  It  be  eU«w4  ttat  tb«  FnttOmt  e«n  alter 
tbe  tartff  at  wHL" 

I  subMtt.  Mr.  Ptw»<1?«».  tl»*t  aa  iiB|«rtlal  WTlew  of  tb«  rcco^  of 
tkia  Tariff  CommUaioB  ciodiT  a^rtloa  815  will  dlacloae  that  two  Prest- 
d«Bta  of  tlM  Dalted  State*  bave  laterfeiwl  wTth  the  aetloa  of  thia  body 
aad  prwcBted  It  from  baronlag  a  qnaat-Jadl'.'ial  eommlaakm. 

Chalrniaa  Marrla  Bot«M|aeBt>7  atated  that  tWa  reqaeat  of  the  «ecr«- 
tary  to  tb*  Prpsident  conccralng  batter  did  not  contemplate  tbe  abaodoa- 
ment  of  aU  othw  work  bcfart  tht  cnaamlMlon,  bat  that  the  batter  caae 
ahovM  i»«elv«  precodaoee.  TMa  aaboeqimit  sUtemant  waa  aade  la 
•pite  of  the  fa«  that  Chalrmaa  MarrlB  bad  Toted  to  appro**  the  aala- 
nte*  of  the  BMetteg  *b  4«lr  9,  l»'-'4.  at  which  be  deMrered  tbe  orlslaal 
meaaage  and  etated  bU  reaaona  for  withdrawal  from  any  farther  par- 
ticlpatloa  In  the  aagar  report. 

It  ahoBld  be  icmemhered  that  a  petition  for  an  Inreatigatlon  of  the 
e**t  of  pradoetleo  of  batter  and  a  Seaat*  reaolBtloa  to  the  flame  eCaet 
had  been  aeot  to  tbe  Tariff  Commiarion  In  Marcb.  1924.  The  hotter 
5^f  bad  thaa  been  pending  before  the  eommlaakin  for  foar  aaontha. 
The  aasar  eaae  had  been  pcMttng  for  20  mootba.  Tbe  nidd«a  intereat  of 
I*rerldeBt  Coottdge  la  the  batter  caae  waa  evideatly  neit  «tf  loog  data, 
tkm.  for  no  farther  efltoetlvc  action  waa  taken  concerning  batter,  with 
the  teaolt  that  the  report  thereon  did  not  go  to  the  Prertdent  antll 
fMraary  ».  ltJ6,  n»or*  tbaa  a  year  aad  a  half  after  PreaMent  Cw>lldae'a 
mcwBge  had  been  tranaailtted  to  tb*  eommlaaloB  hy  Chalrmaa  Marrtn. 
OammlMlaacr  Dvnat*  In  hla  tcatlmony  deaeribed  the  batter  caae — 

"A*  a  aort  of  atag*  property  to  be  brooght  out  aa  oeca^aa  may 
demaod  tor  BldetimcklBg  other  auttcia  which  alao  ought  to  hare  haaa 
espedlted." 

One  of  tbe*e  oeeaatona.  he  felt,  bad  been  -to  check  ta  a  way  the 
eoncloalon  of  the  Migar  caae." 

After  thla  leng  atniggl*  to  farther  the  conalderatloa  of  the  aagar 
report,  aad  a  few  daya  befor*  the  date  waa  act  for  the  compleUon  of 
that  report.  CommlMloner  Culbertaon  waa  snmmoaed  to  tbe  White 
Houae. 

CBABOaa   AOAIBB*   COMlflSaiOlIBB  ODbBBBTaOll 

It  moat  b*  1 1  uiciBihfirrrt  by  Senator*  that  tbl*  oommlaahMi,  with  Com- 
mla*k»Ber  Qlaaaie  removed  by  legWatlTe  action,  atood  8  to  2.  CMamia- 
Biooer*  Cnlbertaoa.  Lewie,  aad  Coatlgan  woe  tat  the  eoaapletloo  oC  the 
Bugar  caae  aad  the  tranamlnalnn  of  the  report  to  the  PreaideBt.  and 
CoaaaaatoaeiB  Marrla  aad  Burgee*  re*iatlBg  at  erery  step  and  throwing 
every  ob*taete  they  oonld  in  the  way  of  the  *nbml*aloa  of  the  report. 
WItb  that  *ltaatloB  ezlstiBg.  with  aU  of  theac  prerloaa  actlTltlc*  to 
prt'vent  the  augar  caae  from  being  brought  to  a  conelDaion.  CoauBlaaloncr 
CBlbertaoa  waa  called  to  the  White  Houae. 

Ue  waa  there  ahown  a  letter  to  the  Prt-aldent  reQoeatlag  the  rcatoral 
of  Commlaaioner  CuBtertaon  tor  malfeaaaace  on  the  ground  that  he 
had  TioUted  the  atatate  prohibitlag  member*  of  the  Tariff  ConualaBlOD 
ttota  engaging  "actlTtJy  In  any  other  bualneiP,  function,  or  empley- 
Bwnt."  Thti  letter  waa  slgaed  hf  one  SUTerman,  a  dlaappidnted  lobby- 
l»t.  who,  aa  Commlaaioner  Lewis  teatifled,  "had  threatened  to  br*ak 
down  the  door  U  coauiilaalonera  would  not  permit  him  to  preaent  hla 
caae,"  In  an  attempt  to  aecure  an  inTe*tl«*tion  of  bentwood  chair*.  The 
baai*  of  charge*  agalnat  Commlaeloaer  Colbertaoo  were  twofold;  ftrst, 
that  he  Imd  bees  lecturing  one  evening  a  week  to  a  daa*  on  Interna- 
tional commercial  lelation*  at  Georgetown  UnivenUty  Foreign  Serrlc* 
School,  and.  accoBd.  that  daring  hla  ■ommer  vacatlona  he  had  deUrered 
iMtara  at  the  Inatltnte  of  Politic*,  In  WUllamstown,  Haas.,  and  that  for 
thcae  lectare*  in  both  laataneea  he  had  accepted  feea.  Both  Preaidents 
Harding  and  CooUdge  had  approved  of  theae  lecturea  when  Commla- 
aloBcr  CalberttoB  eoaaulted  wtth  them.  CommlaaloBer  Culbertaon  was 
teld  at  the  White  Iliaaa  that  Biiverman'a  chargea  would  he  referred 
-tM  m  matter  of  roatlae  "  to  the  Attorney  Qeaeral.  and  It  waa  aaggtted 
to  him  that  it  might  he  well  for  him  to  aee  Warrea  F.  Martin,  apedal 
BHMaat  to  the  Attorney  OeneraL 

Commlealoaer*  Coatteaa  and  Lrwla.  at  the  reqaeat  af  Commlaaioner 
Colbertaon.  caUed  apoB  Mr.  Martin  at  the  Department  of  JmMca.  They 
wwe  aaaied  by  htaa  that  they  woold  he  aOorded  aa  opportualty  to  aee 
the  Attoraey  Oeaeral  h*fof«  the  approval  oC  any  advers*  aplaloa.  aad 
eoold  prcaeat  te  him  any  argameata  which  they  dealrcd  to  make  la  hia 

behalf. 

They  were  farther  lafonaed  that  there  waa  Mttle  reaaoa  to  aappoae— 
h«»a**  of  the  ohvlea*  prajodlc*  dl*pUyed  la  the  petHioa— Chat  the 
Attoraey  Oeaeral's  ruMag  would  be  adver**  to  Comml**ioBer  Calbertaon. 
MothlBg  farther  waa  heard  from  the  Department  of  Juatice  aad  oa  July 
1«.  1934.  the  eampleted  report  la  th*  sugar  caae  waa  drafted,  Comada- 
■loaer*  CBatlgan,  Caibertaan.  and  Lewis  voting  in  tbe  alBrmatlve,  and 
Commlaaioner*  Bargem  and  Marria  in  the  negative. 

The  caamalaalaa  tbca  granted  the  aalaority  member*  aa  additional 
week  for  the  prepaiatiaB  of  their  minority  opinion*  and  fixed  July  2ft, 
1M4.  fire  dhy*  before  tbe  date  set  for  tbe  aubmlaalon  of  tbe  augar 
'  ,  M  the  date  for  the  aest  meeting  of  the  commtarton  In  the  sugar 
Ob    July   91.    1»24.    CoBualaaloaer    Coatlgaa   teicpboaed    to   Mz. 


OCTOBBB   2 


Mart  a  ta  the  Departmeat  of  Jaatloe  to  tn<]alr*  whether  any  further 
sUt^eats  seeded  to  be  Ued  oa  Mr.  Calbertaon'*  behalf  In  connection 
wItb  tbe  fiUvermaa  chargea.  Commlaaioaer  Coctlgaa  waa  laformod  that 
after  a  "  broad  and  proper  "  examination  of  tbe  matter,  **  the  re*alt  wa» 
entirily  aathifactory  from  Mr.  Culbertoon'*  pdnt  of  view,"  and  that 
ualeta  aometblBg  unexpected  happened  everything  would  be  all  right. 
He  va*  farther  told  that  If  anything  unexpected  happened,  be  would 
have  an  opportunity  to  conault  with  the  Attorney  Oeneral. 


Tlree  days  later  ConimlasioBer*  Coatlgan   and   Lewis  were^  auddenly 
to  the  Deportment  of  Joatice.     The  Attorney  General,  alter  Itaten- 
lefly  to  their  atatementa.  answered  in  effect,  according  to  Commla- 
-  Coettgaa'a  teatimony — 

'hat  nothing  we  had  suggested  coold  have  any  other  tendency  or  uae 
to  urgp  lilm  to  Interpret  the  law  In  a  different  way  from  that  in 
It  la  written:  that  be  (the  Attorney  General)   waa  being  urged 
>h  the  report  to  the  White  House." 

the  next  morning  Commiaeloner  Culbcrt*on  was  invited  to  come 
immediately  to  tbe  White  House.  The  President  Informed  blm  that  the 
Attorney  General  had  written  an  opinion  that  the  Georgetown  UnlverHlty 
lectvrea  were  "  a  technical  violation  of  the  taw."  Commi«aloner  Culbert- 
aon kgrced  to  diacootlnae  the  lecture*,  although  he  pointed  out  to  tbe 
Pie*  dent  that  they  had  been  a  matter  of  general  public  knowledge  and 
bad  been  approved  both  Inside  and  outside  of  the  White  Houae.  Tbe 
Pies  luent  replied  that  "  there  was  no  moral  question  connected  with  the 
mati  er,"  and  aa*ared  Mr.  Culbertaon  that  be  "  need  have  no  further  con- 
cern over  the  nutter." 

PBB8IDBKT    A8K8    Cfn^BBBTSON    TO    OBUkT     StmAB    BXPOBT 

Mlth  thla  adverse  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General,  which  had  been 
mated  to  the  White  House  at  the  request  of  the  Preaident,  upon  the 
de*l  of  the  President,  the  President  told  Commissioner  Culbertson  that 
he  1  roold  Mke  to  have  a  delay  In  the  report  In  the  sngar  case. 

In  a  contemporaneous  memorandum  Commissioner  Culbertaon  noted 

thai  — 

••  Without  saying  It,  the  President  gave  a  clear  indication  that  he 
wo«ld  like  to  have  the  sugar  report  delayed  for  at  least  a  month.  He 
soctested  to  me  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  get  the  Wllllamstown 
mal  ter  entirely  oat  of  tbe  way  before  tbe  report  Is  finally  approved  hy 
the  commisrion." 

l;i  a  letter  to  William  AHen  White,  written  on  the  same  day,  Com- 
mistioner  Culbertson  said  that  It  was  evident  that  underneath  the 
Prertdenfs  conversation  "that  sugar  was  playing  Ita  part."  The 
President  farther  stated  to  Commissioner  Culbertson  that  the  flexible 
tarlJ  shonld  work  down  as  well  as  up.  but  "he  Indicated  that  he  did 
not  think  that  cases  Involving  reduction  were  as  Important  as  cases 
kiv(  living  increases." 

C  Dmmlaaloner  Culbertson  Informed  Commissioners  Costlgan  and 
Le*1s  that  the  President's  reqaeat  for  a  delay  In  the  submission  of  the 
•ugkr  report  applied  to  them  as  well  as  to  himself.  He  indicated,  how- 
ever, that  he  Intended,  dewplte  tbe  President's  statement,  to  proceed  in 
transmitting  the  sugar  report  promptly. 

Hr.  President,  your  select  commiltoe  subpcenaed  Mr.  Culbertwn  to 
cone  back  from  Romania,  whither  be  had  gone  under  his  appointment 
by   President  Coolldge  as  United  States  minister. 

(ommlasioner  Culbert.son,  upon  his  return  from  his  diplomatic  poet 
In  Kumania  to  testify  before  the  select  committee,  attempted  to  exon- 
erate  President  Coolldge  entirely  and  to  Imply  that  the  request  for 
del  ly  in  the  sugar  case  waa  Intended  to  apply  to  not  more  than  one 
month. 

L  more  accurate  Interpretation  of  Commissioner  Cnlbertson's  attitude 
Is,  hi  my  Judgment,  contained  In  a  letter  which  he  wrote  to  Commls- 
sloiker  Costlgan  10  months  earlier,  namely,  on  July  2T,  1927,  shortly 
aft*  he  had  arrived  at  Bucharest.  Having  Just  heard  that  Bdgar 
Bnasard.  formerly  a  member  of  tbe  commission's  staff,  had  been  ap- 
po^ted  to  succeed  Culbertson  on  the  Tariff  Commission,  former  Com- 
missioner Culbertson  wrote  to  his  colleague,  Mr.  Costlgan,  aa  follows: 
"  Dkab  Ma.  CoanoAK :  I  can  hardly  believe  it,  but  it's  In  the  Bmporia 
Gaiette,  so  that  it  must  be  true.  Ifs  not  much  of  a  compliment  to  me 
thi  t  Broasard  is  selected  to  fill  my  place.  If  this  appointment  is  to  be 
retarded  a*  a  reveUtion  of  the  Preaident's  policy,  1  feel  fully  Justified 
leaving  the  commission.  They  were  certain  to  put  you  and  me  into 
minority  and  I  would  have  been  driven  by  the  force  of  circumstancea 
break  with  my  party  without  saving  tbe  commission.  How  does 
D^inla  take  the  new  appointment?  This  win  test  bis  profe«>alons  to  me. 
I  (  id  not  suppose  that  Coolldge  would  do  the  thing  so  rawly  if  be  did 
It  at  all.  Eridently  oor  suspicions  were  correct,  and  Brossard  has 
been  playins  with  the  sugar  lobby  and  now  he  haa  bis  reward.  I  can 
Imiglne  the  effect  on  the  staff — upon  men  tike  Comer,  Clark.  Delong, 
Simpson.  Wallace,  etc  They  must  feel  that  hooesty  is  not  the  best 
polcy." 

CCIAHtTSON    OfTlKICO   OTHBB    POSITlOKa 

rhe  determined  effort  to  undermine  Commlaeloner  Cnlbertson's  Inde- 
pendence of  thought  and  action  was  paralleled  by  a  series  of  attempts 
to  remove  his  influence  in  the  Tariff  Commission  by  securing  for  him 
SI  other  official  position.  Many  attractive  positions  were  dMngled  before 
hit  ayea.     On  January  15.  11^24.  the  public  bearings  in  the  sugar  caae 
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began.  President  Coolldge,  speaking  through  Chairman  Marvin,  had 
placed  himself  behind  Commlaaioner  Glassle.  On  that  day  Commls- 
siooer  Culbertson  was  tendered  a  i>lace  on  the  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion. As  Commissioner  Costlgan  testified,  "  the  effect  of  bis  acceptaaoe 
upon  the  Tariff  Commlasion  and  its  fortunes "  would  have  been  "  ex- 
ceedingly unfortunate  In  an  hour  when  the  votes  of  tbe  commissioners 
with  respect  to  the  Impartial  conduct  of  tbe  affairs  of  tbe  commission 
were  so  evenly  divided." 

CommlsKloner  Culbertson's  strong  Interest  in  economic  questions  of 
an  internationni  nature  was  growing  constantly  and  was  well  known 
to  the  administration.  From  time  to  time  this  Interest  was  touched 
upon  In  conversations  between  Commissioner  Culbertson  and  President 
Coolidge's  confidential  secretary,  Mr.  C.  Bascom  Slemp.  On  July  21, 
1924,  the  sugar  case  threatened  to  come  to  a  conclusion.  Methods  of 
delaying  the  report— except  for  the  charges  against  Commissioner  Cul- 
bertson— had  almost  been  exhauste'.!.  The  charges  advanced  by  Silver- 
man, the  bent-wood  lobbyist,  were,  however,  pending.  As  yet  Commis- 
sioner Costlgan  had  not  bad  his  reassuring  conversation  with  Mr.  Mar- 
tin, of  the  Department  of  Justice,  when  Mr.  Slemp  asked  Commis- 
sioner Culbertson  to  come  over  to  the  Executive  Offices. 

Mr.  Slemp  asked  whether  be  remembered  correctly  that  Commissioner 
Culbertson  had  at  one  time  expressed  a  desire  for  a  foreign  appointment. 
Commissioner  Culbertaon  admitted  that  this  was  true,  but  said  that 
President  Harding  had  Insisted  that  he  should  remain  on  th(<  Tariff 
Commission,  and  that  he  also  could  not  afford  an  ambassadorship  be- 
cause of  the  expense  involved.  Other  positions  be  was  not  wlllUig  to 
consider.  TIte  conversation  ran  on.  Mr.  Slemp  finally  wont  in  to  talk 
things  over  wtth  tbe  President  and  came  txick  saying,  in  substance : 

•*  That  the  President  was  Interested  in  Mr.  Culbertson's  future,  and  de- 
sired him  to  be  happy  in  bis  work,  and  was  disposed  to  see  that  be 
would  have  an  opportunity  to  round  out  his  political  career." 

Mr.  Slemp  concluded  that  In  the  end  it  would  be  possible  to  work  out 
some  appointment  or  other  In  which  Commissioner  Culbertson  would  be 
interested. 

In  my  Judgment  there  is  not  the  slightest  reason  to  doubt  that  Com- 
missioner Culbertson  would  under  no  circumstances  have  accepted  an 
appointment  which  would  have  involved  running  away  from  the  sugar 
case.  At  the  same  time  to  contend,  as  Mr.  Culbertson  later  did,  that 
the  President  had  not  sought  to  tempt  him  with  other  positions  In 
order  to  get  Commissioner  Culbertson  out  of  the  Tariff  Commission  re- 
quires a  very  strained  construction  of  the  events  of  the  21st  of  July 
and  of  the  preceding  months.  It  is  clear  enough  that  at  least  some 
of  the  gentlemen  who  supported  Mr.  Culbertson's  candidacy  for  a  diplo- 
matic post  were  moved  by  reasons  other  than  a  simple  friendly  interest 
in  Mr.  Culbertson's  happiness.  It  Is  only  necessary  to  call  attention 
to  one  of  the  more  informing  and  interesting  pages  of  tbe  Finance  Com- 
mittee's late  hearings  on  the  sugar  schedule. 

•  •••••• 

atrOAa   BEPOBT   VINALLT    KEACHSg    PBBSIOBNT 

I  now  wish  to  return  to  the  chronological  history  of  the  sugar  Investi- 
gation itself. 

The  situation  on  July  25,  1924,  the  day  before  the  date  upon  which 
the  final  meeting  in  the  sugar  case  was  to  be  held,  was  graphically  de- 
scribed during  the  committee's  bearings  by  Commissioner  Costlgan  when 
be  said : 

"  Let  ns  recall  for  a  moment  what  the  experiences  of  tlie  Tariff  Com- 
mission had  been.  We  had  been  advised  that  the  President  would 
uphold  Commissioner  Glassle  In  his  participation  in  the  sugar  investi- 
gation. •  •  •  On  January  15  and  on  July  9  (when  the  cryptic 
butter  message  reached  the  commission)  •  •  •  we  were  again  led 
to  believe  that  the  highest  executive  of  the  Government,  to  whom  we 
gave  respect  and  with  whom  we  had  very  close  official  relations  under 
the  provisions  of  this  act,  was  not  Interested  in  having  us  complete  tbe 
sugar  report ;  at  least,  was  not  favorable  to  its  completion  under  tbe 
conditions  which  prevailed.  Subsequent  to  these  incidents  Commis- 
sioner Culbertson  bad  been  threatened  with  public  disgrace  through  a 
charge  referred  to  the  Attorney  General,  which  charge  was  leveled  at 
him.  as  I  before  stated,  by  a  disappointed  applicant  for  tariff  favors. 
Subs4>quently  tbe  Attorney  General  advised  us  that  be  had  been  asked  to 
hurry  this  report  to  the  White  House.  Again,  promise*  of  distinguished 
consideration  had  been  given  to  Commissioner  Culbertson  by  the  secre- 
tary to  tbe  President.  With  these  promises  and  these  fears  operating 
almost  simultaneously  on  his  mind.  Commissioner  Culbertson,  as  be 
reported  the  incident  to  us,  was  asked  whether  it  would  not  be  prac- 
ticable to  delay  the  sugar  report." 

Commissioner  Costigan's  concern  over  this  succession  of  events  be- 
came so  great  that  he  felt  it  his  public  duty  on  the  evening  of  July  25 
to  advise  the  late  Senator  La  FoUette — without  touching  upon  the 
confidential  aspects  of  the  augar  caae  then  pending — that  In  bis  Judg- 
ment— 

"  unless  something  could  be  done  In  a  way  unknown  to  me  and  beyond 
my  ability  to  Indicate,  I  feared  that  the  performance  of  the  commls- 
aion's  semUodiclal  functions  would  be  interfered  with  and  the  sugar 
report  would  not  reach  the  White  Houae." 


As  the  resalt  of  thI*  ooBfereace  the  late  Seaator  La  Follette  isaoed  a 
public  statement  that — 

"  I  have  rcaaen  to  believe  that  represenutives  of  tbe  sugar  Intereata 
have  been  powerful  enough  to  delay,  through  the  highest  official  chan- 
aels  of  the  Government,  the  final  decision  and  report  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  and  that  attempts  have  been  made  to  intimidate  and  ottier- 
wlse  obstruct  the  action  of  that  body." 

Following  the  wide  publicity  given  this  statement,  Commiasloner 
Costlgan  testified : 

"  Efforts  to  Interfere  with  the  transmission  of  the  sugar  report  to  the 
President  came  to  an  abrupt  end." 

When  tbe  Tariff  Commission  met  again  on  July  26  for  tbe  further 
consldemtlon  of  the  sugar  report  Chairman  Marvin  asserted  that  it  waa 
practically  impossible  for  him  to  set  a  date  for  the  completion  of  hia 
minority  report.  When  Commissioner  Lewis  moved  that  the  time  foe 
completing  the  opinions  be  extended  to  July  30,  Mr.  Marvin  promised  to  . 
proceed  with  all  possible  dispatch.  Finally,  on  July  31,  1924,  the 
majority  report  went  to  tbe  President,  and  tbe  Marvin -Burgess  dissent- 
ing opinion  followed  on  tbe  next  day.  The  case  was  now,  after  all  these 
agonising  months.  In  the  hands  of  the  President.  Presit  statemeat* ' 
announced  that  on  early  decision  might  be  expected. 

COMMISStORCB    LKWIS    A8KBO   TO    BBSIQN    IN    ADVANCB 

While  the  sugar  report  was  thus  in  tbe  President's  bands,  the  term 
of  Commissioner  Lewis  expired. 

At  least  twice — on  May  22  and  on  July  25 — President  C^oolldge  bad 
assured  Commissioner  Culbert.son  of  his  intention  to  reappoint  Com- 
missioner Lewis.  Early  in  June  the  Democratic  members  of  tbe  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  of  tbe  House  of  Representatives  sent  to  the 
President  letters  recommending  Commissioner  Lcwi.Vs  reappointment. 
There  was  no  reason  to  suspect  Mr.  Coolldge  of  harboring  any  con- 
trary intentions,  even  though  Commissioner  Lewis  bad  found  It  im- 
possible to  comply  with  the  President's  request  for  a  delay  of  tbe 
sugar  report.  ! 

Late  in   August,   1924,   it  became  known   that  a   so-called   "  national  | 
tariff  council "  hod  launched  a  campaign  to  raise  flO.OOO  with  which  ', 
to  convert  the  Soatb  to  ultra-protectionism  and  to  further  the  selec- 
tion of  a  hlgb-tarlff  Democrat  to  succeed  Commissioner  Lewis. 

On  tbe  morning  of  Septemt>er  8,  1024 — the  day  after  the  expiration 
of  Commissioner  Lewis's  term — President  Coolldge  called  Commissioner 
Culbertson  to  tbe  White  House.  The  President  stated  that  be  intended 
to  reappoint  Commissioner  Lewis,  but  handed  to  Commissioner  Cuit>ert- 
son  a  sheet  of  paper  upon  which  to  take  down  a  letter  which  the  Presi- 
dent wished  Mr.  Lewis  to  write.  Its  text,  as  dictated  by  the  Preaident 
to  Commissioner  Culbertson,  read : 

"  I  hereby  resign  as  a  member  of  tbe  Tariff  Commission,  to  lake  effect 
upon  your  acceptance." 

The  President  about  to  reappoint  a  commissioner,  and  that  commis- 
sioner liad  not  acceded  to  his  re<iueat  concerning  delay  of  tbe  sugar 
case.  The  President,  in  infoiming  Commissioner  Culbertson  that  be 
intended  to  rcaMwlBt  Commisaioncr  Lewis,  gave  Commissioner  Cul- 
bertson a  sheet  of  paper  and  said :  "  Here  is  a  letter  that  I  want 
Commissioner  Lewis  to  write."  That  letter  was  an  unqualified  letter  of 
resigns  tioii.  In  other  words,  tbe  President,  in  exchange  for  a  reap- 
pointment upon  tbe  commission,  demanded  in  advance  from  Com- 
missioner Lewis,  whose  term  bad  expired,  a  letter  of  anqualifled  resig- 
nation. 

Tbe  Preaident  knew  that  Commissioner  Lewis — a*  the  commissioner 
later  said  himself — "  wanted  this  reappointment  and  wanted  it  very 
iMidly."  Commiasloner  Lewis  also  knew  that  bis  retirement  might 
very  possibly  lie  followed  by  the  selection  of  some  one  who.  instead  of 
maintaining  the  high  standards  for  which  be  had  fought  on  the  com- 
mission, would  be  of  tbe  same  stripe  as  other  Harding  and  Coolidge 
appointees.  Tbe  President  may  well,  therefore,  have  thought  that 
the  chance*  of  getting  the  resignation  of  Commissioner  Lewis  in  advance 
were  good.  If  he  did  hope  for  this,  he  seriously  misjudged  Commissioner 
Lewis. 

On  tbe  afternoon  of  September  8  Commiaiioner  Lewis  went  to  the 
Wliite  HoBse.  Saying,  "  Mr.  Lewis.  I  am  going  to  reappoint  you,"  tbe 
Preaident  reached  for  the  appointment  certificate  and  proceeded  to  sign  it. 
He  had  half  completed  his  signature  when  he  asked,  "  Did  you  bring 
that  letter  with  you  ? "  When  he  discovered  that  the  letter  was  not 
forthcoming,  be  stopped  momentarily  in  high  displeasure  and  then 
resumed  the  signature,  saying,  "  Well,  it  does  not  matter ;  you  will  hold 
office  only  at  my  pleaaare  in  any  event"  Noticing  the  President's  die- 
appointmeat  that  he  had  not  brought  hi*  reeignatloa  with  him,  Com- 
missioner Lewis  suggested,  "  Mr.  President,  perhapa  If  you  were  to  hear 
tbe  considerations  which  determined  me  to  this  conclusion  yoo  might 
agree  with  my  point  of  view,"  to  which  the  Preaident  answered  only. 
"  Oh,  no :  I  would  not." 

He  pushed  the  signed  commission  over  toward  Commissloaer  Lewi*. 
who,  noticing  the  President's  continued  displeasure,  said,  "  Well,  now, 
Mr.  Preaident,  yon  and  I  are  the  only  men  In  the  world  who  know  that 
paper  has  been  signed.  Jost  destroy  It."  "  Oh,  no,"  said  the  President. 
"  I  won't  do  that..  I  had  no  preaeot  intention  or  thought  of  oalag  It  at 
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•n.     My  only  M**  wm  that  It  a  MpvAtiao  bMune  neecaary  bctweca 
an  it  Blcbt  be  arcorapUtbcd  more  piMMnUy  In  this  way."     Be  micht 
bar*  aiMfld.  Mr.  Prtridrnt.  B»rt  ■peadHy.  and  wUboot  aay  qaatttytof 
(tat^BM-nt  bcts«  made  by  the  eamaUaloiMr  who  reslcned. 

•  •••••• 

The  commlMion  which  the  President  bad  aigned  waa  only  for  a  receaa 
apfKilnrm^nt.  antU  the  end  of  the  next  m— ion  of  Congrcaa.  Mr.  L^wla'a 
uuue  was  never  •obmkttad  to  th«  Senata  aad  ha  tbe)«(or«  left  the 
coram  Iwlon  on  Marrb  4,  1925.  Coauniaaloiier  Cnlbertaon,  darlnc  bla  ap- 
pejiTBOce  before  the  aelect  oomBilttee,  interpreted  tha  Praaidenfi  deiire 
for  the  anquallfled  latter  of  rcaiKnation  of  Mr.  Lewla  aa  a  mere  derice 
for  putting  the  Precldcnt  In  poMceaion  of  aomethins  with  which  to 
bargain  ah'juld  the  electlona  of  the  following  NoTember  turn  into  a 
iJemocmtlr  Tlctory  and  thu«  open  the  way  to  obstruction  of  any  other 
appolDtminU  which  the  PrcaMent  might  wlah  to  submit  to  the  abort 
session  of  Congress. 

Mr.    rresident,   I   refrain   from   commenting   upon   the  ethics  of  that 
procednxv>.  cTt-n  patting  Commlasloner  Cxilbertaon's  interpretation  upon  It 
Prwaldent    Coolidges    own    statements,    as    r^jorted    In    Commissions 
Lewis's  entirely  nncontradicted  testimony,  make  it  spporent  that  other 
coo  iiiderat  Ions  were  in  the  back  of  the  Prcaident's  mind. 
ruaTBsa  dhjit  ik  bcqab  caum 
The  Tariff  Commission  reaasembled  in  the  fall  of  1924.  bat  instead  of 
recetrlng  from  the  Prealdent  information  concerning  tafs  final  dedalon 
in  the  kagiir  rase  a  aeries  of  letters  began  to  arrlre  from  the  White 
nouse   asking    for    stipplementary    information.      The    commission    pro- 
reeded  to  attempt  to  supply  the  additional  Information  aonght  by  the 
Preaidrat.      Efforts  to  expedite  action    were,   howerer,   blocked   by   the 
ingenuity  of  CommlMloners  Marrin  and  Bnrgesa   In  finding  new   ata- 
tlstlcal    Inqnlrtes    which    they    Insisted    ought    to   be    made.      In    their 
insistence  tliey  sgaln  secured  the  support  of  the  President. 

The  eommisalon  struggled  with  the  additional  data  requested  by  the 
I'resldent  for  another  two  months,  rent  again  by  tatenial  divisions  even 
bitterer  than  those  of  the  preceding  spring.  These  dissensions  centered 
to  no  small  extent  sbout  the  efforts  of  Commisslonera  Marrin  and  Bur- 
gess to  give  to  iKxrtor  Brossard,  then  a  Junior  economist  from  a  Utah 
agrlcultnml  school,  who  had  Joined  the  commlsston's  staff  on  the  eve  of 
the  sugar  Investigation,  a  status  In  preparing  the  new  data  equal  with 
that  of  Doctor  Bcmliardt,  the  experienced  head  of  the  sogar  division. 

Some  of  the  material  eventaally  reqne«te<I  by  the  Prealdent  threatened 
to  prolong  the  Investigation  Indefinitely.  Immediately  after  the  Novem- 
ber election  Commissioners  Burgess  and  Marvin  changed  their  nrimls 
concerning  the  Importance  of  some  of  the  material  which  they  had 
laalsted  upon,  and  sfter  a  peremptory  letter  from  the  Prealdent  had 
been  transmitted  on  November  14  the  Tariff  Commission's  work  on  sugar 
rame  to  sn  end. 

It  must  be  remembered  in  studying  the  sugar  case  that  daring  a  very 
important  part  of  those  proceedings  a  presidential  campaign  was  in 
progress  In  tlte  United  Btatea,  in  wtaldi  the  then  CUef  Sxemtire  was  a 
candidate. 

It  wtift  not  until  seven  months  later,  on  Jane  liV,  1925,  that  the  Presi- 
dent iasaed  his  proclamation  stating  that.  "  giving  due  w^gbt  **  to  sundry 
eonsideratlona  which  he  act  foHh,  •*  afllrmatlve  actltm  has  been  post- 
poned upon  the  sogar  report  snbmltted  some  months  sgo,"  but  that 
should  conditions  change  so  as  to  raise  world  prices  again,  "  the  change 
in  conditions  might  wanmat  a  reeonalderatioe  of  the  preaent  decision  to 
postpone  action  upon  the  recommendation  offered  In  the  majority  report 
of  the  United  Statea  Tariff  ComBlaaton." 

A  precedent  for  th«  prompt  pablicatlon  of  tJie  commlssioa's  report  aa 
aoon  as  definite  action  bad  been  taken  by  the  President  had  been  created 
in  the  wheat  caae.  Tha  prodaakatkw  in  the  wheat  eaae  waa  taaoed  on 
March  7.  1924.  Ob  March  21  of  the  aame  year  the  comatfsalon — Inaa- 
moch  as  this  waa  the  flrat  report  to  be  prepared — asked  to  be  adviaed 
of  the  President's  wishes  with  regard  to  Its  pabltcatlon.  The  reply 
received  from  Itoeretary  Skaapi,  dated  March  24,  whU«  not  eatbosiastle 
OTcr  the  prospect  of  poblicatioa,  gava  ita  assent. 

On  July  10,  1925.  nearly  a  month  after  the  Preaident's  proclamatloa, 
the  eommisalon  wrote  to  the  Prenldeat  for  permiaalon  to  print  the  sugar 
raport.  On  July  13  Secretary  Sandera  answered  curtly  that  the  Preal- 
dent preferred  to  bold  the  report  nnpobllsbed  for  the  preaeat. 

NotiUng  farther  was  done  in  the  saatter  until  March  17,  1920,  wlten 
on  tlie  eve  at  tha  seleet  eommittee's  bearingB  Chairman  Marvin  8i«- 
gvsted  to  the  Prestdeat  that  it  would  be  well  to  forestall  critlctSDi  by 
notifying  the  cummlssl»a  tlkat  he  had  no  objection  to  the  puhllcation  of 
the  sagar  report.  The  President  gave  no  Indication  of  havtng  received 
the  letter,  and  Chairman  Marvla  reated  without  doing  anything  further 
uatll  a  sttbpcna,  calhag  for  a  copy  of  the  report,  had  been  sent  to  the 
commlsaian  by  the  select  committee.  Another  underground  ua  aiaigi  waa 
at  last  fortlic-onilng.  ao  that  the  chairman  was  able  to  advise  the  coaa- 
mlssion  "  thiit  be  bad  been  Informed  from  the  White  Hooa*  that  the 
President  dealrad  the  comtmla^don  to  aaake  ita  dedaion  with  resard  to 
submittlag  thoae  reparta." 

ThoreupoB.  having  heard  Its  master's  voice,  the  Marrla-coatrolled 
majority  of  the  coaamisaion  plucked  up  Its  courage  auiScicBUy  at  teat  to 
give  pubUctty  to  the  text  of  the  sugar  report. 
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T  lis,  Mr.  President.  Is  the  history  of  tb«  case  wbtch,  considered  In    ' 
all    )f  its  Implications  and  effecta,  exceeded  by  far  in  Importance  all    * 
other  oaaea  which  the  Tariff  Commiaaion  has  examined  with  any  degree 
of  t  mroughness  under  the  flexible  provisiona. 

OTBCB  CA8Z8   ITKDEB  rLESfBLZ    PROTISIOXS 

T  le  histories  of  other  cases — in  so  far  as  the  details  became  available 
during  tile  Senate  committee's  hearings — show  less  evidence  of  direct 
intcferonce  from  the  White  House  in  tbe  commission's  invest igationa. 
Perlkaps  leaa  waa  considered  nccesmiry  after  the  spring  of  1925,  wbeu 
the  superprotectionlata  gained  almost  complete  control  of  the  Tariff 
Coo  misalon.  Also,  most  of  tbe  cases — especially  those  involving  possible 
deci  eases — were  of  very  minor  importance.  Tbe  evils  flowing  from  the 
org!  niaation  developed  under  the  present  flexible  provisions — not  only 
in  1  be  character  of  the  appointments  made  by  two  Presidents,  but  in 
tbe  continual  running  to  and  fro  between  the  commission'B  offices  and 
tlis  White  House — nevertheless  left  tbelr  mark  upon  many  caaes  other 
thajk  that  of  sugar. 

r  resident  Harding,  while  insisting  that  all  rach  cases  should  be  called 
to  lis  attention  before  the  commission  acted  definitely,  «arly  recognised 
tha  :  the  eommisalon  had  the  power  and  the  duty  to  search  out  caaea 
whl:h  appeared  to  require  Inveatigation.  even  though  no  petition  bad 
been  filed.     In  the  spring  of  1923  tbe  commission  therefore  submitted  to 
Pre^dent    Harding   preliminary    reports    Indicating    that   inveetUationa 
shohld  be  made  concerning  the  dutlea  on  lemons  and  on  cotton  hosiery. 
Ibe  statement  discussing  lemons  was  signed  by  a  majority  of  the 
con  missioners.      Chairman    Marvin    opposed    tbe    Investigation    warmly. 
Ins:ead  of  submitting  a  minority  opinion  for  transmission  to  tbe  Presi- 
dent In  accordance  with  proper  procedure.  Commissioner  Marvin  Anally 
wci  t  around  to  tbe  White  House  personally  to  advocate  the  shelving  of 
the  lemon  report — at  least  until  the  President  could  in  the  coarse  of  bis 
pro  lected  west-coast  tour  visit  California  and  take  account  of  tbe  local 
sen  Llment  there  concerning  such  an  investigation.     The  relation  of  this 
"  1<  cal  sentiment "  to  the  economic  facts  of  the  lemon  Industry  Is  not 
cle<  ir  in  your  committee's  hearing.     Bvidently  Cbalrmau  Marvin  thought 
ttut  the  tariff  is  a   political  probl<<m  as  well  as  an  economic  problem. 
Ths  President  at  least  saw  the  cofjency  of  the  argument.     He  told  Com- 
miiMloDer  Culbertson  that  while  Inclined  to  agree  that  the  Investigation 
siM  uld  be  made,  he  felt  that  the  commission  ought  to  wait  until  he  bad 
returned  from  California. 

I'resldent  Hsrding  died  August  3.  1923,  before  he  had  an  opportunity 
to  sound  oa .  sentiment  In  the  lemon-growing  State  of  California.  !n 
Sei  tember  oiembers  of  the  commission  called  President  Coolldge's  atten- 
tio  I  to  tbe  status  of  the  lemon  report.  President  Coolidge  examined 
the  report  and  said  that  he  was  disposed  to  feel  that  the  Investigation 
ouj  ht  tc  be  ordered.  However,  he  thought  he  would  like  to  have  a  little 
more  time  to  make  up  his  mind.  Tbe  President  had  not  made  up  his 
mind  on  lemons  when  he  retired  from  offloe.  five  and  one-half  years  later. 
'  *he  hosiery  case  began  in  an  application  for  a  higher  duty  on  in- 
fai  ts"  hosiery.  After  a  preliminary  Investigation,  the  commission  won 
Pr-sldent  Harding's  approval  of  an  extension  of  the  investigation  to 
cover  all  kinds  of  cotton  hosiery.  Fle.d  woik  went  forward  compara- 
tlv  Ply  rapidly  in  1923,  and  at  the  end  of  the  year  public  hearings  were 
hei  d.  The  data  assembled  suggested  a  decrease  In  the  duty,  although 
flnnl  conclusions  had  not  been  reached. 

t  required  almost  exactly  two  years  more  to  get  the  report  In  the 
ho  lery  case  to  the  White  Houae,  the  result.  Vice  Chairman  Dennis . 
chJ  rged,  of  deliberate  delay.  "  Any  report."  be  said.  "  whose  conclusions 
an  distasteful,  Is  liable  to  be  postponed  and  can  be  postponed."  The 
re<  ord  of  the  hosiery  case,  not  unlike  that  of  the  sugar  case,  consists  of 
Ini  omerable  attempts  to  bring  about  action — pressed  especially  by  Com- 
mi  tsloner  Dennis  after  his  appointment  to  tbe  commission  in  1925 — and 
of  Innumerable  shifts  and  turns  on  the  part  of  other  commissioners  to 
let  the  report  lie  dormant  while  other  and  more  pleasant  busluess  was 
b*  ng  transacted.  The  hosiery  report — recommending  slight  Increases  on 
SOI  oe  classes  and  decreases  on  others — Is  still  awaiting  action  by  the 
Pr  fsldent. 

rmynACTWD  dblat  im  cjuaas  lookucq  to  xbouctionb 

e^xtmordlnarlly  protracted  delay — extraordinary  even  for  the  Tariff 
Oaiamiaalon — has  been  the  usual  fate  attending  cases  which  suggest  a 
da.naae  In  tariff  rates.  It  ts  true  that  the  decrease  In  the  duty  on 
brin  and  mill  fpeds  went  through  in  leas  than  four  months,  but  this 
wie  because  of  the  strong  pressure  in  favor  of  a  hurried  completion  of 
th  •  entire  laveetlgntlon  of  wheat  and  wheat  products.  It  being  then  a 
presidential  campaign  year.  Also,  the  commission's  great  reduction 
g«rture  in  tbe  bobwhite  quail  case  was  completed  in  a  little  over  fonr 
oMintha.  Bat  this  had  the  solid  and  enthusiastic  support  of  the  admln- 
isl  ratlOD,  as  tbe  result  of  Commissioner  Dennis's  repeated  representa- 
tk  ns  to  President  Coolidge  that  some  case  involving  a  redaction  ought 
t)  be  undertaken,  to  preserve  a  reputation  for  impartiality. 

Fhrcc  other  actual  redactions  have  neen  made.  In  March.  1923.  some 
ODD  succeeded  in  inserting  in  the  commission's  agenda  the  paintbrush- 
baadle  caae.  The  complicated  economic  problems  involved  In  the  pro- 
dvctioa  of  paintbrush   handles  repaired  42   months  for   their  aulution. 
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Then  there  was  the  eresylic-add  case,  over  which  the  commission 
brooded  for  51  months.  Its  record  for  delay  in  caaes  recommending  re- 
ductions In  duties  was  made  in  the  case  of  phenol.  The  phenol  investi- 
gation began  on  May  4,  1923.  Not  antil  October  7,  1927 — 54  months 
later — was  the  report  transmitted  to  the  President.  Yet  the  Senator 
from  Utah  told  us  on  yesterday  that  we  needed  the  flexible  provision  of 
tbe  law  In  order  to  have  a  week-to-week  and  month-to-month  adjustment 
of  tariff  rates.  Mr.  President,  Congress  can  generally  revise  the  tariff 
quicker  than  tbe  Tariff  Commission  can  carry  through  a  case  which  looks 
to  a  re<luction  In  a  rate  of  doty. 

No  one  can  deny  that  many  of  the  cases  submitted  to  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission have  involved  terrifically  complicated  problems — so  complicated 
that  any  rapid  readjustment  would  necessarily  have  been  based  upon 
data  and  assumptions  as  crude  as  those  which  govern  tariff  making 
by  the  Ways  and  Means  and  Finance  Committees.  This  difficulty  is 
inherent  In  the  language  of  the  statute  creating  the  flexible  tariff.  It 
is.  nevertheless,  surprising  that  It  should  have  been  possible  to  com- 
plete a  report  upon  wheat  In  four  months,  while  the  pig-iron  case 
required  46  months  and  the  plate-glass  case  65  months.  It  may  be  that 
Congress  has  been  too  niggardly  In  its  appropriations  for  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission and  th&t  |750,000  a  year  is  not  enough  to  meet  the  annual 
cost  of  tbe  flexible  provision.  Its  proponents  do  not  seem  to  have  sought 
for  more,  however.  The  greater  difficulties  appear  to  have  been  in  the 
statute,  Ip  the  commlaslon's  relations  with  tbe  President,  and  In  the 
remarkably  dilatory  methods  used  by  some  members  of  the  commission, 
to  which  the  Senate  committee's  attention  was  called  by  the  testimony 
of  Commissioners  Costlgan.  I.«wi8.  Culbertson,  and  Dennis. 

DCLAT  IN  OTHKB  CASES 

There  was.  for  Instance,  the  butter  case,  which  Commissioner  Dennis 
believed  could  have  been  sent  to  the  President  in  the  fall  of  1924.  It 
got  to  the  White  House  in  February,  1926.  By  that  time  the  data  upon 
which  it  was  based  had  largely  become  antiquated ;  and  the  principal 
competing  country,  upon  which  the  comparisons  had  been  based,  was 
no  longer  Denmark  but  Canada. 

You  talk  about  weck-to-week  and  montb-to-month  adjustments  of  the 
tariff !  Here  was  an  Important  case  which  was  so  long  in  the  hands  of 
the  commission  that  the  data  concerning  tbe  principal  competing  coun- 
try had  become  obsolete  and  tbe  principal  competing  country  was  no 
longer  Denmark  but  Canada. 

Commissioner  Costlgan  justly  remarked  that  the  most  remarkable 
feature  of  the  butter  case  "  was  its  Inexplicable  delay."  Its  manage- 
ment bad  been  so  peculiar  that  Commissioner  Dennis  felt  that  It  bad 
been  "  used  as  a  sort  of  stage  property,  to  be  brought  out  as  occasion 
may  demand  for  sidetracking  other  matters  which  also  ought  to  have 
been  expedited." 

Dilatory  methods  held  up  tbe  taximeter  case  for  30  months,  until 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  warned  members  of  the  commission 
that  further  delay  would  lead  to  a  senatorial  investigation.  Another 
Senator  had  less  success  In  expediting  action  in  the  vegetable-oils 
case,  which,  after  five  and  a  half  years,  is  still  in  the  process  of  prepa- 
ration. 

Tbe  log  case  excellently  Illustrates  the  disinclination  of  those  commis- 
sioners who  followed  Chairman  Marvin's  lea''  to  touch  a  case  which 
might  force  them  to  recommend  a  reduction  in  duty.  A  preliminary 
report  bad  been  made  in  March,  1923.  and  the  commission's  advisory 
board  recommended  that  an  investigation  be  made.  The  formal  order 
was  Issued  In  July.  1923.  In  October  Chairman  Marvin  and  bis  fol- 
lowers succeeded  In  passing  a  resolution  discontinuing  the  case.  Their 
grounds  were  that  the  provision  of  the  act  of  1922  for  a  log  duty  in- 
cluded a  clause  stating  that  if  certain  Canadian  export  duties  were 
removtHl  loffs  should  go  on  the  free  list.  An  opinion  to  this  effect  was 
prepared  by  Commissioner  Classic.  Commissioners  Culbertson  and 
Costlgan  were  not  Inclined  to  yield  easily  and  succeeded  In  getting  the 
President  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  an  opinion  in  the  matter. 
The  Attorney  G^ieral  held  that  the  grounds  for  the  discontinuance  of 
the  case  bad  no  validity  at  all. 

After  mouths  of  maneaverlng  tbe  commission  began  its  Investigation 
afresh  In  April,  1924.  In  September,  1924.  field  work  had  been  com- 
pleted :  bat  not  until  August,  1925,  was  a  public  hearing  held,  and  the 
case  had  advanced  no  further  early  in  1926.  Commissioner  Dennis  at 
that  time  felt  that  the  "  Indisposition  to  push  through  a  case  involving 
a  lower  duty  "  had  become  so  strong  that  it  was  useless  to  attempt  to 
get  a  reduction  from  the  existing  commission,  In  which  Commissioners 
Marvin,  Glassie,  Brossard,  and  Baldwin  then  constituted  a  majority. 
Commissioner  Costlgan  stated  that,  although  the  President  evidently 
desired  a  fairly  early  report,  there  had  been  within  the  commission 
"  apparently  continuous  opposition  to  the  final  report."  Consequently 
it  did  not  reach  the  President  until  March  13,  1928.  three  years  and  a 
half  after  the  public  beating  and  almost  exactly  five  years  after  the 
case  began ;  and  then  only  after  three  of  the  commissioners — Marvin. 
Broxsard.  and  IvOwell — had  contrived  an  ingenious  theory,  based  largely 
upon  hypothetical  but  nonexistent  towage  charges,  which,  they  stated. 
Justified  an  increase  in  doty. 


The  most  magnificent  of  all  records  of  delay  was  msde  in  the  linseed- 
oil  case.  A  report,  recommending  a  decrease  in  daty.  was  sent  to 
President  Coolidge  on  March  8,  1925.  Eleven  months  later  the  Preal- 
dent, remembering  the  report,  requested  additional  Information,  although 
the  report  had  been.  Commissioner  Costlgan  told  the  Senate  committee, 
"  by  an  odds  the  most  carefully  prepared  of  any  of  the  chemical  reports." 
A  second  report  was  not  forthcoming  until  June  19  of  this  year ;  so  that 
six  years  and  three  months  had  elapsed  since  the  commission's  Investi- 
gation in  this  case  was  Instituted. 

A  little  more  than  80  investigations  under  the  provisions  of  section 
815  had  been  begun  by  the  Tariff  Commission  when,  last  March,  Presi- 
dent Hoover  placed  an  embargo  upon  new  cases  pending  the  fate  of  the 
bill  now  before  us.  The  record  of  performance  in  these  cases  is  not  aa 
inspiring  one.  The  investigations  ordered,  the  number  of  months  which 
elapsed  between  the  date  of  the  order  and  the  completion  of  the  report 
In  those  cases  in  which  the  commission  has  been  able  to  arrive  at  a 
final  conclusion,  and  the  total  length  of  time  between  the  beginning  of 
the  cases  and  the  date  of  final  presidential  action  are  shown  in  detail 
in  a  table  which  has  been  compiled  from  the  commission's  annual  re- 
ports and  supplementary  information  obtained  from  the  commission, 
bringing  tbe  table  down  to  the  end  of  the  last  fiscal  year.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  that  table  Incorporated  in  my  remarka  at  this 
point 

The  PusTDnta  Omen  (Mr.  GoLDsaoaoncH  in  the  chair).  Withoot 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  table  is  as  follows : 

Investiffationa  orierei 
Duanto  1S33 


Date 
ordered 


1923 
Mar.  27 

27 
27 
27 


27 
27 

27 

27 
27 
27 
27 
27 
27 
27 
27 

27 
4 

4 

4 
4 
4 
4 


Commodity 


Artificial  flowers,  fruit, 
etc. 

Barium  dioxide 

Casein — 

Cotton  gloves  and  warp- 
knit  fabric. 

Cotton  hosiery- 

Diethylbarbituric  acid 
(barbital). 

Logwood  extract 


May 


4 

ft 
July     2 


27 

Aug.  11 
11 

11 

II 

Oct    25 

Nov.  14 


Mirror  plates 

Oxalic  acid 

Paintt)rush  handles 

Pig  iron 

Potassium  chlorate 

Sodium  nitrite 

Sugar 

Swiss  pattern  files 


Months 

Eind- 
fin 
com- 
mission 


13 
35 
27 

45 
IS 


Date  report 

transmitted 
to  President 


President's 
proclamation 
or  statement 


W(U1  pockets 

Brierwood  pipes 


CresylicBcid 

Linseed  oil 

Phenol 

Print  rollers 

Smokers'     articles     o( 

synthetic       phenolic 

resin. 
Synthetic     phenolic 

resin. 

Taximeters 

Plate  glass 

Logs    of    fir,    spruce, 

cedar,     or     western 

hemlock. 
Metallic  magnesia 


Amino,  acids  and  salts . 
Caustic  magnesite  and 

magnesite  brick. 
Crude   magnesite   and 

caustic  calcined. 
Rare  sugars 


Lace. 


Wheat  and  wheat  prod- 
ucts. 


21 
42 
4« 
M 

13 
16 


30 


51 
75 
64 
M 


80 
05 
60 


19 

51 


Apparently  suspended  dur- 
ing 1U34. 
May  14. 1I04  I  May  10,  lOM 

Mar.    4,1936     Pending 

June  12,1935     Oct      3,1995 


Dec.  22,1936 
Nov.  6,1924 


Total 

time 
(months) 


13 
'30 


Pending 

Nov    14.193* 


Report  in  preparation  sinoe 

1931 
Investigation  still  in  progress. 
Dec.    19, 1924  I  Dec.   39, 1934 


Oct. 
Feb. 
Apr. 


2,1936 
2,1927 
3,1925 
Apr.   36,1924 
July   31.1924 


Oct.  14,1926 
Feb.  23.1927 
Apr.  11.1925 
May  6,1924 
June  15,1925 


Apparently  suspended  dur 

Ing  1925. 
Oct.      1,1033  I  Oct.      1.1925 
Re[xxt  in  preparation  since 

1928. 
June  15, 1927  I  July  30, 1937 
June  19. 1929  '  June  25. 1929 
Oct.  7.1927  Oct.  31,1927 
Oct.  7,1925  June  21,1938 
Apparently  suspended  dur- 
ing 1934. 


do. 


Oct  1. 1996  I  Dec.  12, 1995 
Aug.  22, 1928  Jan.  17. 1999 
Mar.  13. 1938  I  Pending 


Apparently  suspended  dur- 
ing 1934. 

do 

Suspended  on  Mar.  12,  1999.. 


July     a,  1987  I  Nov.  10, 19r 

Apparently  suspended  dot- 
ing 1934. 

Report  in  preparation  Fines 
1936. 

Mar.    4. 1934  j  Mar.    7, 1934 


90 


21 
43 
47 
34 
13 
27 


30 


69 

75 
55 
89 


83 
70 


&5 


DUBING    10M 


1924 

Feh 

8 

Apr. 
IV  ay 

5 
29 

July 

14 

Aug. 

9 

11 

Animal  and  vegetable 
oils. 

Gold  leaf 

Men's  sewed  straw  hats 

Butter 

Swiss  cheese 

Halibut 


16 
20 
19 
32 
14 


Report  in  preparation  since 
1927. 


July 
Feb. 
Feb. 
Apr. 
Nov. 


22.1935 

4,1936 

25,1936 

16,1927 

2,1925 


Feb. 
Feb. 
Mar. 
June 


Pending. 


23,1927 

12,1296 

6,1036 

8,1927 


35 
30 
30 
34 


II 


r\ 


.'^'li 


» 


< 
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D*t« 


1925 

Mv.  t« 

Apr.  a 

M 
May  I« 

inly  M 


Commodity 


Ctaisa  tad  Mrthon 
B«DMrood  cbain. 


Mootta 
pend- 


Dste  raport 
transmittAd 
to  Praaktent 


PmidBnt'i 
prodamatioD 
orsUteDmt 


Rm  ni0 

BobwhiM  Qn>n 

Kdibte  tOMn 


OltM 


Onnito 

MetbaiMd 

Sodinm  (ilioaflnarida. 


27 
4 


M 

14 
V 


IiiTWtigmtioD  Id  progrwi 

Kaport  in  prcipormtJnn  sines 

VUL 
July   IS,  19r  I  Feb.  U,  ISS 
Sept.  28, 1««  I  Oct     S,  l«5 
Report  in  pnpontion  tinea 

1«7. 
Beport  in  preparation  linoa 

IBS. 


June  3&  I«S 
Oct.  ^lUB 
Aoc.  U,1«3B 


Pending 

Not.  27. 1«B 
▲nc  ai.1028 


Total 

ttnw 

(mooUM) 


M 
4 


1« 
S7 


DUUMO  ia» 


193B 

JSB.       I 

8 
4 

« 

4 

May  « 

20 

Anr    « 

4 

4 

4 

Oct.  a 


Doi  nun 

Flounpar 
Craam  of 


Milk  and 
Tartaric  add 


Cottonaaad .._ 

Paanota 

Egfs  and  tn  prodoeta. 

Ptaaead 

Onions 

Sot  boaaa 


Oriental  nid 


Mv. 

Oct. 


17.W28 
0.1928 


Mar.  »,  1«S 
Oct.    17,1928 


Report  in  praparation  iinoa 

1028. 
Jm.  la  192B  I   May  14,  W9» 
Report  in  preparauon  linoa 

1028. 
InTaatication  in  profxeaa 


Jan.  10,1028 
Pab.  &,  192S 
May  ZlO» 
Dec  11. 1928 


Jan.  10,1920 
Feb.  2a  1920 
May  14.  me 
do 


InveetigatioD  in  prosraas 

Bu^MDded  on  Aug.  1.  UB8.. 


r 

n 


33 
31 
«8 
83 


OOTOBBB  2 


DUKIMO  iaX7 


1037 
Peb.  3S 
Mar  22 
May  3S 


2* 

28 

JuBe  10 

10 

24 

Oct.    14 


Maple  sirap  and 
Cherriea 


Pwtame  and  toOat  bot- 
tles 
Pntaailnm 


Sodium  pbospliata — 

Whiting 

Window  ^aa .  ■-■ 

Piaata  tomataaa 

Canned  I 

Cora 

Tomato  I 


14    Apr.  23,1938    Pendinc 

8    Not.  25, 1027     Dec.     3, 1987 

Report  in  pnparatioo  ainoe 

1038. 
...  InTceticationin  procna 


17    Not.    3,1038 


Not.  10.  loas 


Preparation  of  report  bacon 

loao. 

n    May    7.1939  i  Pending 

3>    Mar.  20, 1929     May  14.  UW 

Report  m  preparation  linoa 

1038. 

»    Feb.  381,1029  I  Pending 

18    Oct.   23,1928   do 

17    Feb.  28.1939 ^do 


18 


Dcsno  los 


loas 

•  Apr.  18 
18 

» 
May  14 

38 
SI 

July   13 
30 

35 
11 


PotaaaiiuD  nitrat* 

Potatoaa.... — .. 

Tnnmtan   — 

nandkarehiaA 

Cork    insolation    aad 
eerktile. 

Blown  giamwaia. 

Barium  iiozida 

Matsea 

Daeotoriaing  o 


Investigation  in 

do 

„.-do 

.....do 

do 

..-do 


do 

....do 

do 

do 


Mr.  La  Foulmttu.  The  commiaakA'a  record  of  performanca  onder  the 
flexible  proTtaloD  apeska  (or  itaeU.  Tbe  casea  lnT<^itisated  baTc,  with 
a  few  striking  exceptions,  been  of  minor  or  trifling  Importance.  Tbe 
InreetlgatioiM  haTe  been  prolonged  nntU  tbe  conditions  which  the  cases 
were  intended  to  remedy  haTC  changed  so  completely  that  the  commls- 
■lon'a  flndlns*.  when  aabmltted  at  last,  bare  often  had  little  relation  to 
the  then  exlstl^  facta  of  trade  and  industrial  life. 

The  basic  dUBcolty  la  to  be  found  in  ttie  Tirtoal  ImpoaaibUlty  of 
fre^ng  tariff  making  from  **  political  "  inllaences.  Tbe  special  tUTOra 
granted  to  intcr««ta  by  tbe  tariff  are  of  enormoua  ben^t  to  them.  In 
order  to  maintain  thoae  farors  they  hare  not  beaitated  to  brtag  political 
infloaBca  to  bear  opon  tba  Preaidcnt  and  tha  Tariff  Commlaaioa. 

srBOftOINATIOS   or  TAMOT  C01fMIS8IO:<   TO  FRSSIDUrr 

The  Tariff  Coouniasion  alone,  if  eonatitnted  of  fearleaa  and  able  men, 
might  haTe  wltlmtood  these  influences.  The  proTislons  of  section  318, 
huweTer.  left  tbe  way  open  to  preaidential  dominance  OTer  the  work  of 
the  commlsatoB.  8abor(ttnation  to  the  will  of  the  two  Presidenta  under 
whoae  adminlatratioDs  the  flexible  proTislon  was  In  force  tiaa  made  inde- 
pendt-nce  of  ttaousht  and  action  on  tbe  commiaak>a'a  part  Tlrtually 
impoaslMe. 

It  mast  be  granted.  I  belicTe.  that  the  readineaa  of  Concresa  to  accept 
the  flexible  prorlsioa  in  1922  was  based  upon  the  expectation  that  the 


TMriff  Cbmmlnion  woold  contlooe  to  fnnetlon  In  tka  Indapaodant, 
sclentlfl^  and  thorough  manner  which  bad  eharaeterlaad  Its  exlstene* 
up  to  that  time.  The  record  to  which  I  baye  called  tbe  attaotioa  of  th« 
8e<  late  this  afternoon  demonstrates  that  intrigue,  political  Infloaoce,  tod 
cal  «1  haTe  destroyed  the  Tariff  Conunlasion's  uaefulneoa. 

The  history  of  the  sugar  and  otber  cases  shows  that  Presidents  baTt 
bein  ready  repeatedly  to  interfere  with  tbe  commission,  making  im- 
partial and  adentiflc  tariff  adjustments  impossible.  Appointments  cTen 
of  staff  membera,  who  afaoold  have  been  chosen  for  their  professional 
co^npetence  alone,  haTe  been  dictated  by  the  political  influence  of  th« 
President  or  by  others  known  to  stand  high  in  the  coundla  of  tbe  ad- 
ministration.  Why,  Mr.  PresldeDt,  they  hare  not  hesitated  to  break 
do  m  the  morale  of  the  scientiflc  staff  of  this  commission  in  order  that 
tbi  sy  might  bsTc  in  key  positions  men  ready  to  report  to  the  commlssioo 
"  I  clentiflc  "  data  "  cooked  up  "  to  support  tbe  preconcelTed  judgments  of 
col  nmlaaloners  and  other  interested  partlea ! 

Mr.  WALSn  of  Massachujsetts.  Mr.  President,  I  present  and 
asc  to  have  printed  in  the  Rfxx)HD  a  communication  from  Wll- 
lii  m  Green,  president  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered,  to  be  inrlnted 
in  the  Recobd,  as  follows: 

WAaHiNOTON,  D.  C,  October  1,  Ot». 
H(n.  Datid  I.  Walsh, 

Member  United  StaUe  Bmate. 

Waehington,  D.  O. 

tfT  DBAS  Sbkatob  Walsh  :  Experience  has  shown  there  are  aooae  In- 
dnitriea  employing  labor  that  are  in  need  of  an  Increaae  in  the  tariff 
sc  ledules  affecting  them  in  order  to  afford  adequate  protection  to 
Anerlcan  labor.  F^r  this  reason  tbe  American  Federation  of  L4ibor  la 
supporting  the  recommendation  of  a  number  of  representatlTes  of 
or  lanlsatlona  alBllated  with  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  that 
certain  tariff  schedules  be  increased.  We  do  not  ask  that  a  general  re- 
Ttdon  of  industriai  tariff  schedules  be  made  but  we  urge  our  friends, 
in  considering  the  tariff  bill  now  pending  in  the  United  States  Senate, 
to  discriminate  In  favor  of  those  industrial  schedules  which  ought  to  be 
Inveased  in  the  interest  of  American  labor. 

We  fully  appreciate  the  purpose  of  Congress  to  supply  adequate  pro- 
tection to  agriculture  and  to  agricultural  products.  We  are  in  hearty 
adcord  with  this  purpose  and  with  this  policy.  We  are  asking  that,  in 
coDsldering  the  needs  of  the  agricultural  industry,  just  and  constroc- 
tl'e  consideration  be  given  to  those  industrial  schedules  to  which  I 
hi  ve  referred  where  the  facts  show  that  the  workers  are  entitled  to  a 
giMUer  degree  of  protection.  We  wish  to  make  vital  the  underlying 
pilndplea  upon  which  It  is  asserted  all  protectiTe  tariff  legislation 
pi  imarily  rests,  namely,  protection  to  American  labor. 

In  this  c<Mnmnnication,  I  will  not  attempt  to  dwell  in  detail  upon  the 
at  ministration  features  and  the  tariff  schedules  specifically  recom- 
m>nded  by  repreaentatives  of  labor.  The  duly  accredited  legislative 
representatives  of  the  Amnican  Federation  of  Labor  will  call  upon 
ycu  and  other  Members  of  the  United  States  Senate  for  the  purpose 
ol  advising  yon  regarding  these  matters.  Be  assmred  that  the  Amerl- 
d  n  Federation  of  Labor  will  greatly  appreciate  your  favorable  consld- 
eiKtion  of  tbe  recommendations  made. 
Sincerely  your*. 

Wm.  Obkbit, 
Pretident  Amerlam  Federation  of  Labor. 

Mr.  SW ANSON.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  expect  to  add  modi 
tc  the  q>lendid  addresses  which  have  been  delivered  nptm  this 
ail-important  question.  The  debate  has  gone  to  the  funda- 
nentals  of  government  and  in  chaj-acter  measxires  up  to  the 
d4>bates  which  have  occnrred  in  the  palmiest  days  of  this  Re- 
public or  In  any  legislative  body  of  the  world  where  the  rights 
o'  the  people  were  t)elng  foaght  for  in  opposition  to  Executive 
Ol '  arbitrary  power.  The  speeches  we  have  heard  In  opposition 
to  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  bill  have  been  worthy  of 
Eturke,  worthy  of  Chatham,  worthy  of  Mlrabean,  and  worthy  of 
tie  fathers  of  this  Government,  who  sounded  the  clarion  note 
for  popular  rights.  Tbe  arguments  which  have  been  advanced 
Lk  behalf  of  the  flexible  provision  of  tbe  tariff  bill,  placing  in 
t  te  hands  of  the  President  the  right  to  give  favors  and  the 
r  ght  to  impose  taxes  upon  the  pe<H;)le,  embody  exactly  the  same 
e  Ecoaes  which  have  been  made  from  time  immemorial  in  behalf 

0  '.  arbitrary  and  one-man  power.  They  have  added  nothing  to 
a  [1  of  tbe  excuses  which  have  heretofore  been  made  for  the 
bestowal  of  such  power. 

I  wudi  In  a  brief  way  to  present  this  issue  so  that  the  Amer- 
liran  people  may  clearly  and  distinctly  understand  it.  First,  I 
v^ish  to  state  in  what  respects  both  sides  of  this  controversy 
a  gree.  and  then  I  wish  to  point  out  where  they  part  company. 

Both  sides  to  the  aMitroversy  agree  that  there  should  be  a 
tkrifl  commission.  Both  sides  to  the  controversy  agree  that 
t  lat  tariff  commission  should  be  empowered  to  asc^taln  all  the 

1  icta,  all  the  information,  scieutiflcally  and  thoroughly,  as  to 
t  le  cost  of  production  abroad  and  the  cost  of  production  la 
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mine  their  fatCL  In  CoBgrwa,  It  most  be  done  publicly.  The 
votes  are  public ;  the  debate  is  public ;  there  is  a  public  record ; 
and  the  American  people  know  from  their  representatives  who 
hata  been  true  and  who  has  failed. 

Who  Is  willing  to  have  the  Interests  of  his  State  controlled, 
d«'t(Tmine<l.  and  decided  by  the  star-chamber  proceedings  of  a 
commi»Jcn,  and  a  President  who  is  not.  compelled  to  have 
publicity?  . 

It  Is  said  that  this  flexible  provision  is  necessary  to  prevent 
a  general  Uriff  revision,  and  every  time  we  want  a  diange  we 
will  have  to  have  a  prolonged,  elaborate  tariff  debate.  To 
answer  that,  an  amendment  whs  offered  to  the  Simmons  amend- 
Bient  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Noaais],  which  pro- 
vides what?  That  Congress*,  the  House  of  RepresenUtivt-s  and 
the  Senate,  can  only  consider  and  vote  upon  the  items  sent  in 
the  report  vrlth  the  comml.«»8ion'8  reci^mmendatlons.  That  Is 
exactly  what  the  President  would  have  to  do.  He  would  pass 
on  tbe  Item.  It  la  sent  to  him  precisely  as  It  Is  sent  to  us.  He 
has  to  accept  that  item  and  rect)mmend  It;  and  If  it  comes  to 
C<»ngr«Mi  we  have  to  do  the  same  thing,  and  can  not  change  the 
rate  except  so  far  a»  that  Item  Is  concerned-  That  gets  rid 
of  all  the  conapbilnt  that  It  means,  general  tariff  debate  and 
general  tariff  revision,    ConsequenUy,  that  objection  disappears. 

Tbe  next  argument  advanced  Is  the  celerity  with  which  the 
tariff  can  be  changed  imder  the  flexible  provision.  Now,  every- 
body knowa  that  a  President  is  overworked.  The  President  will 
hardly  have  time  to  read  the  reporU.  llie  President  would 
simply  send  them  to  one  of  his  Cabinet  members  and  direct  him 
to  imm  on  them.  Everybody  knows  that  he  is  overworked, 
everybody  knows  that  he  could  not  read  the  evidence.  Every- 
body knows  that  he  could  not  give  It  consideration,  in  view  of 
the  great  bordens  that  rest  upon  him  in  tortigii  affairs,  in 
flnanoial  affairs^  aad  other  numerous  matters.  Cooaequently,  It 
simply  means  that  the  matter  must  be  referred  by  the  President 
to  a  person  that  we  do  not  know  and  possibly  never  heard  of. 

It  ia  all  folly  to  talk  about  the  President  having  an  oppor- 
tunity to  investigate  the  matter,  an  opportunity  to  reach  a 
conclusion  about  It  It  Is  an  absolute  Impossibility ;  and  those 
who  present  that  view  know  that  It  Is  Impossible. 

Now,  tbe  question  la.  Can  Congress  pass  upon  this  Item,  and 
either  increaae  or  decrease  the  duty  upon  it  as  recommended  by 
»kA  Tariff  rvvntniflfrinn.  or  la  it  better  for  the  President  to  do  it? 


ches,  wealth,  m(MK)poly  to  his  favorites  by  the  flexible  provl- 
lon  of  a  tariff  bilL 

Mr.  President,  we  can  not  shirk  the  Issue.  It  can  not  be 
h Irked.     Right  here  to-day,  when  the  roll  is  called.  Senators 

11  answer  whether  they  are  for  popular  goveniment,  whether 
ley  are  for  the  rights  of  the  people,  whether  they  are  for  con- 

itutlonal  government,  whether  they  intend  to  let  our  Constl- 
ution  continue  as  it  was  founded,  with  the  power  of  taxation 
y  Congress  and  not  by  an  Exe<aitive. 

I  for  one  have  been  proud  of  the  eloquent  voices  that  have 
raised,   the  ability   that  has  been   displayed.  In  keeping 

merica  true  to  her  traditions,  in  keeping  her  true  to  her  insti- 

tions  as  the  leader  and  the  champion  the  world  over  of  popu- 
ar  rights  and  tlie  liberties  of  the  i)e»Ji^e,  and  the  right  of  the 
)eople  to  control  their  own  destiny  and  make  their  will  law,  and 
lot  turning  It  over  to  the  Executive. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  on  Friday  night  last 
he  senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  delivere<l  an 
nteresting  address  over  the  radio  upon  the  general  subject 
vhlch  is  now  under  consideration  by  the  Senate.  I  ask  unaul- 
nous  consent  that  It  be  published  In  tbe  Rbcobo. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was  ordered 
o  be  printed  in  the  Reoobo,  as  follows : 

LDDKSS8  or  Hon.  JOSCPH  T.   ROBINSOK,  MlNOBITT  LSAOn  IN  THI  UKnCD 

STATza  Sa.xAva,  Otib  a  CoAar-ro-CoAST  Hook  Up  or  thb  National 

BaOAOCASTINO  Co..  at  9  p.    M.   PBIDAT.   SKPTSMBeR   27,    1929 

General   tariff  rerlslon  Involves  so  many  details  and  issues  of  fact , 
iiat   It   becomes   enveloped   in   confusion.     The    typical    busy    dtlsen    is 
inable  to  form   a   decision   respecting   its  true   relation   to   the   public 
iraifare. 

Nearly  eTery  political  Issue  has  grown  out  of  temporary  conditions. 
Consequently  many  bare  iwlndled  or  disappeared  when  tbe  conditions 
which  created  them  bSTe  changed. 

PCBaiBTUiCB  OP  TABIPV  PBOBLXM 

The  tariff  problem.  howeT«r,  is  persistent.  It  has  existed  since  the 
early  days  of  the  Republic.  At  times  discussion  of  the  subject  has 
abated ;  neverthelen  it  has  repeatedly  recurred,  and  it  now  is  the  sole 
caoae  for  tbe  prolongation  of  the  Congresa  In  extraordinary  session. 

The  tariff  problem  Is  impossible  of  complete  and  final  solution. 
Cbangca  in  international  relations  and  in  domestic  conditions  render 
tnnrai^lABhU  th<>  enactniMit  of  ■  oermanent   tariff  law. 
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.\nierica,  fn  order  to  frame  a  reasonable,  scientiflc,  fair,  and  Just 
tariff,  which  will  be  protective  of  American  interests.  There 
Is  no  difference  of  opinion  as  to  that ;  we  all  equally  agree  to  the 
provision  for  the  creation  of  a  fact-finding  tariff  commission. 

After  the  commission  shall  have  pei-formed  its  work,  after  It 
shall  have  ascertained  the  facts,  after  It  shall  have  made  a 
thorough  and  scientiflc  Investigation,  we  then  part  company.  A 
portion  of  the  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber,  con- 
stituting a  majority,  say  that  .the  facts  thus  thoroughly  and 
scientifically  found  shall  be  sent  to  the  President,  and  that  his 
Judgment,  his  will,  shall  make  those  findings  operative. 

Senators  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  say  that,  when  ascer- 
tained  by  this  method,  the  facts  as  to  the  cost  of  production  at 
home  and  abroad  should  be  sent  to  the  Congress,  and  that  the 
congressional  will  and  congressional  action  alone  should  make 
effective  those  findings  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  There  is 
where  the  difference  between  Senators  on  either  side  of  the 
Chamber  is  specific  and  well  defined.  However,  it  has  been 
sought  to  impress  the  country  with  the  idea  that  we  are  trying 
to  destroy  the  Tariff  Commission  by  advocating  a  provision 
that  will  send  the  report  to  Congress  for  action  and  not  to  the 
President. 

The  issue  now  presented  has  been  an  issue  from  time  im- 
memorial. It  Is,  Shall  the  taxing  power  In  a  nation  be  placed 
In  the  hands  of  one  man  or  shall  the  people  reserve  that  power 
to  themselves  and  exercise  It  as  their  will  and  their  Judgment 
may  dictate?  That  is  a  conflict  that  has  existed  In  the  world 
since  man  first  became  civilized.  It  is  ftuidamental ;  It  Is  far- 
reaching  ;  it  can  not  be  shirked.  That  is  the  Issue  here  to-day, 
and  no  subterfuge,  no  soiAistry  can  avoid  that  one  specific 
issue. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  opposed  to  sending  the  Information  ob- 
tained by  the  Tariff  Commls-slon  to  the  President ;  I  favor  send- 
ing It  to  Congress ;  and  I  shall  give  my  reasons  for  my  position. 
First,  I  am  opposed  on  historical  grounds,  by  tradition,  and 
because  of  what  history  and  Its  proven  truths  tell  mankind, 
to  conferring  such  power  on  the  President.  How  was  America 
settle*!?  What  were  the  conditions  under  which  this  Nation 
was  founded?  The  world  was  dominated  by  executives  and 
despots.  The  Cortes  of  Spain  had  l)een  abolished  when  America 
was  settled,  and  the  will  of  the  King  of  Spain  was  the  law 
of  three-fifths  of  the  world.  The  great  States-General  of  Prance 
had  been  abolished ;  it  was  not  called  togetlier  again  until  it 
met  on  the  eve  of  the  French  Revolution.  James  I  had  pro- 
rogued Parliament  and  his  will  was  the  law  of  England.  The 
English  Parliament  did  not  assemble  for  seven  years,  and  dur- 
ing that  time  James  I  was  the  ruler  whose  dtMninant  will  con- 
trolled England.  With  that  situation  in  the  world,  America 
was  settled  by  people  who  believed  they  had  a  right  to  con- 
trol their  own  destiny,  the  right  to  contrcH  the  Imposition 
of  their  own  taxes,  the  right  to  control  their  private  affairs. 
For  all  the  world,  Mr.  President,  liberty,  popular  rights,  had 
but  one  refuge,  and  that  was  in  the  woods  of  America.  Here 
we  luive  protected  liberty,  until  now,  when  it  is  sought  to  make 
an  abject  surrender  of  the  popular  rights  of  the  people  which 
our  forefathers  would  not  have  thought  possible  in  the  great 
Republic  which  they  fotinded.  This  Is  the  Issue  and  It  can  not 
be  evaded. 

What  does  It  mean  when  the  President  is  given  the  power  to 
impose  customs  duties  or  tariff  taxes  on  120,000,000  pec^le? 
First,  that  taxes  are  Imposed  on  the  American  people  by  the 
Executive,  and,  second,  that  there  Is  bestowed  on  the  Executive 
without  limit  and  without  stint  the  power  practically  of  granting 
monopolies  and  conferring  favors  upon  anyone  according  to  his 
own  will. 

What  was  the  great  curse  of  monarchy?  It  was  the  power 
on  the  part  of  the  king  to  grant  monopolies  to  a  few  to  trade 
In  England  or  In  France  or  in  Spain,  as  the  case  might  be.  One 
of  the  greatest  curses  of  government  until  America  was  settled 
was  the  power  given  to  monarehs  to  show  favoritism,  to  bestow 
favors  upon  their  particular  friends  and  adherents,  to  make 
men  rldh  or  poor  as  the  will  of  the  monarch  might  dictate. 
In  EJngland  privileges  were  given  to  favorites  which  resulted  In 
monopolies  In  the  woolen  trade,  the  sugar  trade,  the  cotton 
Industry,  and  similar  favors  were  bestowed  in  France  and 
Spain.  Court  favorites  were  made  rich  by  the  monarehs  who 
had  it  In  their  power  to  bestow  such  favors.  That  was  one  of 
the  abuses  denounced  in  our  Declaration  of  Independence;  It 
was  one  of  the  main  grievances  which  resulted  in  the  wresting 
of  tile  Magna  Charta  from  King  John,  for  the  King  could  bestow 
favors  to  the  enrichment  of  his  favorites. 

Mr.  President,  what  does  the  flexible  provision  propose?  It 
proposes  to  give  the  President  power  to  create  monopolies  in 
America,  if  he  shall  so  desire,  and  to  create  them  for  the  benefit 
of  favorite  Interests ;  it  proposes  to  give  the  President  the  power 


to  determine  how  120,000,000  people  shall  trade  Of  all  tha 
power  ever  bestowed  In  the  history  of  time  none  exceeds  the 
power  given  the  President  under  this  flexible  provision  <^  the 
pending  bill  to  bestow  favors  and  mmiopolies  and  benefits  on 
individuals.  Industries,  and  corporations  according  to  his  own 
will  and  desire. 

I  am  opposed  to  that.  When  a  Senator  votes  for  the  flexible 
provision  of  the  pending  bill  he  votes — and  he  can  not  evade  tha 
issue — to  give  that  power,  that  opportunity  to  the  President 
without  stint  and  without  limit  except  that  the  President  can 
not  raise  or  lower  a  tariff  duty  in  excess  of  50  per  cent  of  the 
rate  flxed  by  the  bill.  Those  who  think  that  such  a  power  aa 
belonged  to  the  kings  and  potentates  of  the  world  in  former 
times  should  be  bestowed  upon"  the  President  and  that  the 
opportunity  for  favoritism  should  thus  be  afforded  will  vote  for 
the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  hill.    That  Is  what  It  means. 

In  addition  to  giving  to  the  President  this  unlimited  power  of 
enriching  favorites,  as  he  may  desire,  it  confers  upon  the  Presi- 
dent the  right  to  impose  taxes.  I  am  oi)po8ed  to  that.  I  think 
It  Is  contrary  to  the  Constitution.  I  do  not  care  one  lota  for 
the  deci.sion  which  was  rendered  upholding  the  flexible  provlsltm 
of  the  tariff.  What  did  that  decision  hold?  It  hrid  tliat  If  Con- 
gress sees  proper  to  abdic*ate  its  power  under  the  Constitution 
and  turn  that  power  over  to  the  President,  and  if  in  the  opinion 
of  Congress  the  provisions  of  the  law  do  not  leave  any  discretion 
in  the  President,  then  the  provision  Is  legal.  I  believe  the  deci- 
sion is  wrong.  From  time  Immemorial  it  has  been  held  that 
legislative  power  can  not  be  taken  away  from  the  Parilament 
or  the  Congress  when  any  discretion  is  left  In  the  exercise  of  the 
power  on  tlie  part  of  the  Executive.  That  is  a  fundamental 
principle.  The  decision  was  based  on  a  subterfuge  that  the 
flexible  provlslcm  left  no  discretion  In  the  President  becaose  he 
was  bound  by  the  conditions  fixed  in  the  law,  but  anyone  may 
read  the  provision  and  see  that  it  is  not  specific.  It  gives  the 
President  tlie  discretion  to  raise  tariff  duties  to  the  extent  of  50 
per  cent  at  the  rates  provided  in  the  bilL  We  should  vote  ac- 
cording to  our  Idea  oi  the  Constitution,  regardless  of  any  deci- 
sion of  the  Supreme  Court 

The  founders  of  the  Government,  fearful  of  the  taxing  power, 
provided  that  the  pe<^le  could  not  be  taxed  except  by  Congress 
and  that  all  tax  measures  must  originate  In  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. They  were  so  concerned  about  the  taxing  power 
that  they  provided  that  the  House  of  Representatives  should  be 
elected  every  two  years,  which  Is  one  of  the  shortest  election 
periods  in  the  history  of  con.stltutional  government.  Yet  it  is 
proposed  to  give  to  the  President  the  power  to  Impose  taxes,  to 
Increase  tariff  rates  50  per  cent  or  decrease  them  50  per  cent. 
When  he  is  given  that  power,  what  doe-s  it  mean?  It  means  that 
power  thus  given  to  him.  In  the  absence  of  his  consent,  can  only 
be  withdrawn  from  him  by  a  vote — two-thirds  of  a  majority  of 
the  House  and  of  the  Senate.  If  this  flexible  provision  shall  be 
embodied  in  the  law  and  it  is  desired  subsequently  to  repeal  It 
or  to  change  It,  and  the  consent  of  the  President  can  not  be  ob- 
tained. It  can  only  be  repealed  or  changed  by  a  two-thirds  votei. 
That  statement  can  not  be  denied.  It  means  that  we  confer  on 
the  President  for  all  time  the  power  to  Increase  taxes  unless  two- 
thirds  of  Congress  shall  take  that  power  away  from  him,  for  It 
would  take  two-thirds  to  override  his  veto.  So  It  appears  that 
when  Senators  vote  for  the  flexible  provision  they  vote  to  de- 
prive a  majority  of  Congress  of  the  right  to  handle  this  matter ; 
they  vote  to  leave  it  entirely  to  the  President  to  continue  to 
exercise  this  power  unless  he  consents  to  the  withdrawal  of  tbe 
power  or  unless  two-thirds  of  the  House  and  the  Senate  with- 
draw It  from  him.  I  say  that  that  strikes  at  the  fundamental 
princijrie  of  majority  govemmmt  and  is  ruinous  to  oar  insti- 
tutions. 

Mr.  President,  under  the  power  granted  to  the  President  by 
the  flexible  provision,  how  Is  It  to  be  exercised?  No  publicity 
surrounds  the  iM^oceedlngs  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  The 
Prvsident  Is  not  required  to  act  publicly.  So  the  hearings  and 
the  proceedings  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  the  flexible 
provision  are  of  a  star-chamber  character.  The  President  can 
hear  a  case  openly,  or  he  can  hear  It  secretly.  Six  members  of 
the  commi-ssion  and  one  other  man,  the  President,  without 
publicity,  without  the  case  being  presented,  can  absolutely  con- 
trol the  industries,  the  enterprise,  the  for^gn  trade  and  com- 
merce, and  the  indaetrial  growth  and  development  of  120,000,000 
people,  secretly  and  by  means  of  star-chamber  proceedings. 

One  of  the  great  fights  made  in  England  against  Charles  I 
and  James  I  was  that  the  rights  of  England  were  bartered  and 
sold  in  star-chamber  proceedings,  secretly,  without  publicity, 
and  without  knowledge  on  the  port  of  the  people.  Yet  it  Is 
proposed  to  place  our  Industries,  the  taxing  power,  and  our 
entire  prosperity  in  such  a  position  that  we  can  not  compel 
publicity,  but  star  diamber  and  secret  proceedings  may  deter- 
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Invoked  tbe  asBlstaace  of  expert*  and  commiasions  in  the  performance 
of  its  duties,  but  bad  never  abdicated  them  by  conferring  rate-making 
powera  on  the  PresddenL 

Section  315  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922  authorises  the  President,  after 
investigation  and  finding  by  the  Tariff  Commission  to  raiae  or  lower 
duties  50  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Tbe  constitutionality  of  the  statute 
has  been  sustained  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the 
ca.se  of  Hampton  A  Co.  t>.  The  United  States  (276  U.  8.  394).  Tbe 
substance  of  that  decision  is  that  since  Congress  has  defined  tbe  rule 
for  altering  rates  by  the  Executive,  the  flexible  provision  is  not  an 
invalid  delesatlon  of  power  by  the  legislative  department. 

The  commission  is  autborlaed  to  inTe8ti;;ate  and  find  the  difference 
in  the  dameatlc  costs  of  production  and  costs  Incurred  by  producers 
In  the  principal  competing  foreign  countries.  After  such  iuTestlgatlon 
and  finding,  the  President  Is  at  liberty  to  giTe  effect  to  the  finding  In 
whole  or  In  part,  or  to  Ignore  It.  In  this  discretion,  which  Is  not  only 
conferred  by  law  but  In  practice  exercised  by  the  President,  there 
lingers  still  in  tbe  minds  of  many  lawyera  doubt  as  to  the  eonstl- 
tutlouality  of  the  flexible-tariff  act. 

For  practical  purposes  tbe  statute  must  be  accepted  aa  valid.  How- 
ever, the  Supreme  Court  decision  referred  to  does  not  touch  and  can 
not  decide  the  question  of  policy  involved  in  such  a  law.  This  issue 
can  be  determined  only  by  tbe  Congress.  Many  reasons  may  be  urged 
for  tbe  rep<-al  of  tbe  flexible  provision.     Among  them  are  tbe  following: 

(1)  It  tends  to  break  down  tbe  wholesome  distinction  between  tbe 
executive  ami  letdslntive  departments. 

(2)  The  taxing  power  ia  ao  TitaJ  to  tbe  life  of  the  Nation  and  to 
tbe  liberties  of  tbe  people  that  It  should  be  kept  within  the  control  of 
those  chosen  by  tbe  people  to  make  laws. 

(3)  It  has  not  proTed  a  satisfactory  method  for  removing  Inequality 
and  injustice  from  our  tariff  system. 

(4)  It  Is  not  desirable  to  convert  tbe  Tariff  Commission  into  a  mere 
tribunal  for  tbe  trial  of  complaints  made  by  manufacturers  to  tbe 
neglect  of  those  general  studies  upon  which  tbe  Congress  depends  for 
information  In  the  passage  of  tariff  laws. 

As  originally  conceived,  the  flexible  tariff  was  designed,  theoretically 
at  least,  to  protect  the  consumer  against  rates  that  because  of  the 
post- war  confusion  In  European  currency  exchange  It  was  feared 
might  have  been  made  too  high.  Instead  of  which.  It  has  been  used 
almost  exclusively  to  ralae  the  rates,  and  consequently  the  cost  of  llTing. 

LABOB    AND    THI    TABIIT 

The    claim    that    increased    tariffs   are    required    in   the    interest    of 


promlnenea  to  tha  tnalstcaee  Ht  manofacturcrs  aad  attker  prodti«ers  for 
law-made  prosperity,  and  of  forgetting  to  do  Justice  to  thoac  who  must 
pay  the  coata  and  baar  tha  buideaa  of  unfair  prices  sometiOMS  oiade 
pa— Ibte  by  high  protection. 

A  tariff  baa  been  imposed  on  sugar  sinca  1789.  Notwithstasdlng  thla 
protaction,  both  American  beet  and  cane  producera  auttpUed  only  18  per 
cent  of  tbe  sugar  consumed  in  the  United  States  la  192&  Of  the 
remaiiMler,  60  per  cent  came  from  Cuba  and  32  per  cent  from  oar  islanii 
possessions.  Every  one  admits  that  the  tariff  on  sugar  la  uaoally  effec- 
tive. Approximately  75  per  cent  of  tbe  total  consumption  of  sugar  In 
tbe  United  States  is  in  tbe  homes.  Tbe  remainder  is  used  by  mauulnc- 
turers  and  diapenaera  of  food  products.  It  Is  alleged  by  experts  that 
the  present  sugar  duty  cost  our  people  about  $28)^,000,000  last  year. 
Tbe  present  rate  on  raw  augar  from  Cuba  ia  1.76  plus  cenu  per  pound, 
equivalent  to  1.88  plua  per  pound  refined.  The  proposed  Increase  to  2.4 
cents  per  poujid  raw  augar,  equivalent  to  2.56  cents  on  refined,  will  add 
about  14  to  the  tax  burden  of  every  family  in  the  United  States  and 
make  the  total  sugar-tariff  burden  per  family  approximately  $13  or  |14, 
leaa  such  amount  as  may  be  abaortted  by  the  manufacturera.  More  or 
leas  scientific  calculation  disclost's  that  the  total  annual  cost  of  duty  on 
sugar,  should  the  rates  in  the  House  bill  l>e  enacted,  would  aggregate 
$384,000,000. 

It  requires  little  Inteiligenee  to  see  that  the  150,000,000  which  the 
farmers  wbo  produce  cane  and  beet  sugar  will  derive  under  the  proposed 
duties,  the  number  of  farmers  benefited  being  3  per  cent  of  the  total 
numb«r  of  American  farmers,  can  not  compensate  tbe  07  per  cent  of 
our  farmers  wbo  will  Iw  compelled  to  pay  |77.000.0iK),  estimated  aa  tbe 
reaiilt  of  increased  prices.  Tbe  Increase  in  tbe  sugar  tariff  will  thus 
impose  a  net  loss  to  all  farmers  of  $18,000,000  per  year  and  a  net  ioaa 
uf  at  least  $100,000,000  on  the  general  public. 

Many  believe  that  a  direct  bounty  on  sugar  would  l>e  cheaper. 

Tbfse  remarks  relate  to  only  a  few  of  tbe  high  points  involved  In  tbe 
sugar  tariff. 

Tbe  only  investigation  of  the  subject  made  by  the  Tariff  Commission 
under  the  flexible  provi8ion  resulted  in  a  findiu).;  reported  to  the 
I'resident  that  tbe  present  tariff  on  sugar  should  be  reduced. 

Nevertheless  it  is  proposed  to  Ignore  the  Investigatiou  and  report  by 
tbe  Tariff  Commission  and  to  increase  the  sugar  duty  already  found  to 
be  too  high. 

The  conclusion  appears  sound  that  farmers  can  not  look  to  tbe  tariff 
for  prosperity.  The  net  result,  whether  the  law  as  finally  passed  Incor- 
porates   the   Senate    committee    amendments,    will    be    increased    prices 
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We  will  have  more  celerity,  we  will  bare  better  Judgment.  It 
will  be  a  better  way  to  exercise  it  if  Congress  does  It  than  if 
we  leave  It  to  the  President 

Senators  talk  about  the  speed  of  the  procedure.  Let  us  see 
whether  the  Tariff  Commission  Is  better  than  the  Congress  in 
that  respect. 

It  has  been  conceded — it  Is  not  denied — that  In  seroi  years 
the  commission  has  passed  on  37  Items.  A  little  more  than  5 
a  year  has  this  wonderful  commission  been  able  to  consider  and 
reach  a  cooclosion  on — a  little  over  5  a  year!  There  are  be- 
tween four  and  five  thousand  items  in  this  bill.  I  have  made 
an  estimate;  and  I  find  that  at  that  rate,  in  order  to  make  a 
report  and  have  a  hill  ready  for  this  session  of  the  Senate  to 
act  on,  the  Tariff  Commission  would  have  been  compelled  to 
meet  at  the  time  William  the  Conqueror  went  to  England  in 
the  tenth  century  and  work  night  and  day  from  that  time  to 
this.  That  would  have  been  necessary  In  order  to  have  a  tariff 
bill  ready  now  for  the  action  of  Congress!  This  is  the  speed 
which  these  advocates  of  Executive  power  invite  Congress  to 
approve. 

What  excuse  can  exist  for  the  abdication  by  Congress  of  its 
power,  its  right  of  publicity,  its  right  of  taking  care  of  the  in- 
terests of  the  States,  and  surrendering  it  to  the  star-chamber 
'prtK«eedlnR8  of  a  President  and  of  a  commission? 

Mr.  President,  these  are  the  views  that  animate  me.  I  think 
this  is  a  fundamental  question  of  popular  rights  and  popular 
liberty.  If  parliamentary  government  can  not  be  sustained  in 
the  United  States,  it  is  a  failure;  and  yet  we  are  asked  prac- 
tically to  aboUah  parliamentary  government,  to  do  It  In  an  un- 
constitutional way.  and  to  create  In  America  by  Indirection 
powers  of  a  President  superior  to  Congress  and  superlOT  to  the 
people,  and  a  i>ower  that  we  can  never  withdraw  from  him 
without  his  c<m!jent  except  by  having  a  two-thirds  vote  In  the 
House  and  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Preildent,  I  think  this  Is  a  serious  question.  This  is  the 
time  when  we  must  make  a  stand  for  popular  rights,  for  popular 
liberty,  for  the  right  of  the  people  to  govern  themselves  through 
their  part  laments,  which  is  the  very  principle  upcm  which  the 
American  Qoremment  and  American  institutiotis  have  been 
fbunded. 

I  am  not  for  creating  in  America  a  Mussolini.  I  am  not  for 
creating  in  America  a  despot.  I  am  not  for  creating  in  America 
a  Prealdeot  with  more  cmstltutional  powers  than  any  monarch 
ever  possessed,  and  then  sniiplementlng  that  with  power  to  glre 


THa  tMMxrw  v»  FOLtnca 

Import  dntlea  have  been  the  football  of  poUtlea  since  the  time  of 
Alexander  Hamilton.  Ideal  methods  of  tariff  making  would  free  the 
subject  from  Interference  by  wlflsh  interests,  prejudice,  and  logrolling 
by  lobbyists  and  legislators.  An  Ideal  system  would  glre  controlling 
eonsideratloB  to  the  general  pnbllc  welfare  rather  than  to  the  pretended 
nMeaaltles  of  Industries,  which  In  campaign  times  are  declared  pros- 
perons  enough  but  when  tariff  bills  are  to  be  made  are  menaced  by 
alleged  bankruptcy  and  rain. 

As  tariff  bills  are  now  prepared  the  primary  motive  is  to  give  as 
nearly  as  poesfble  to  everyone  what  he  demands.  Since  the  masses,  the 
consnmert,  seldom  appear  before  committees  of  the  Congress,  their  rights 
are  often  disregarded  or  forgotten.  In  the  scramble  for  favors  Incident 
to  the  revl^on  of  rates  the  millions  who  do  not  seek  advantages  over 
their  fellows  are  often  anfairiy  burdened  to  assure  undeserved  profits 
for  those  who  obtain  excessive  protection. 

DiscDSBlons  of  tbe  tariff  are  usually  dan  and  trite.  Nevertheless  no 
other  economic  qoestion  so  vitally  affects  ttoth  doinestic  living  conditions 
and  foreign  reJatloma. 

UTTLB  KBBD  VOB  TABIVT  BBVISIOIf 

Many  drcomstances  support  the  conclusion  that  little  necessity  ex- 
ists for  tariff  revision.  Hates  generally  are  quite  high  enough,  iind  In 
some  instances  too  high  to  meet  even  a  reasonable  protective  standard. 
Tbe  principal  demand  for  changes  comes  from  those  who  believe  agri- 
culture equally  with  other  Industries  can  be  made  tbe  beneficiary  of  the 
protective  policy.  When  the  extraordinary  session  was  called  It  was 
intended  primarily  for  the  benefit  of  farm  proilucers.  Both  the  House 
fj^  Senate  have  departed  from  the  policy  of  limited  revision  and  the 
btU  in  prospect  will  completely  overhaul  and  codify  the  tariff  lawa  with 
respect  to  both  rates  and  administration. 

While  it  is  not  possible  in  this  brief  address  to  take  note  of  all  the 
objectionable  featnres.  It  may  be  helpful  to  summarise  some  of  tbe 
criticisms  which  proposed  changes  in  the  present  law  seem  to  Justify. 

ras  TASUT  COMIilBSION 

Tbe  Tariff  Oommiaalon  was  originally  conceived  in  an  effort  to  sat>- 

■tttnte  sooad  economic  principles  for  political  Influence  in  rate  fixing. 

Ttita  pmpoae  baa  tailed,  and  the  tailare  is  due  In  part  at  least  to  tbe 

adoption  of  tbe  flexible  provision  in  the  Fordney-McCumber  law  of  1922. 

noxuLa  raovision  coMDiMinm 

One  of  the  most  lmi>ortant  constitutional  functions  of  the  Congress 
H  to  levy  datles,  imposts,  and  excise*.  Prior  to  1922  the  legislative 
departmoit  bad  beoi  jealous  of  this  prerocative.     It  had  previously 
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Why  l«  It  necesaary  4o  coirtinm  tbe  1922  daty  of  104.44  per  cent  on 
clippers,  shears,  and  sdMoraT 

.Nam«-ro(n  lllnstratlons  nsay  be  cited  of  nnjnst  raises  contemplated  by 
the  bill.  Wool-w«irtng  apparel  from  56.44  per  cent  under  the  present 
law  Is  to  be  advanced  by  tbe  Senate  provlaions  to  70.13  per  cent. 

Wby  shoold  the  doty  on  leather  gloves,  said  to  average  now  owr* 
than  SO  per  cent,  be  increaaed  to  approximately  A5  per  eentt 

Tbe  same  inquiry  applies  to  the  proposal  that  the  rate  on  monomental 
grnnltp  be  increased  from  16  centa  to  25  cents  per  cubic  foot. 

Because  of  comparatively  trivial  Importations  from  Caeeboslovakia  all 
shoes  are  to  be  taxed  20  per  cent. 

Who  la  so  Ignorant  or  antrnthfal  as  to  declare  that  the  domestic  priee 
of  shoes  Is  not  already  high  enoogh  from  any  fair  standpoint? 

Other  narcaaonable  and  unjustified  increases  include :  Cement  taken 
from  tbe  free  Ilat  and  given  8  cents  per  100  pounds ;  cheap  felt  hat 
bodies  advanced  from  56  to  76  per  cent ;  cotton  sewing  thread,  cotton 
clotb.  cotton  stockings,  woolen  blanketa.  toothbrushes,  straw  bats, 
brooms,  brushes,  and  comba,  all  substantially  Increased. 

Th*-  greatrat  program  for  road  construction  ever  conceived  In  any 
country  Is  now  being  carried  on  in  the  United  Statea  The  price  of 
c^nM*nt  enters  into  tbe  cost  of  road  constnictlon.  Importations  are 
unimportant.  Some  of  tbe  producers  already  are  making  enormous 
profits.  It  woald  seem  unjost  and  unnecessary  to  slow  down  road 
building  by  a  tariff  on  cement 

No  JustlflcatioB  la  economic  policy  can  be  offered  for  the  principal 
lncraa«ea  in  tbe  bill  now  before  the  Senate.  If  the  general  puMlc  in- 
terest is  fairly  considered  as  well  as  tbe  Interests  of  the  manufacturer 
and  the  prodoccr,  revision  downward  muat  prevail  aa  to  moat  of  the 
schedules  and  general  revision  upward  sbonld  be  no  longer  insisted  upon. 
The  advocdtcs  of  tariff  revision  argue  that  prosperity  is  inseparable 
from  higher  proteetloo.  They  declare  in  one  sentence  that  the  industries 
of  tbe  United  States  have  never  before  enjoyed  aoeb  prosperity  aa 
bleasee  them  dow.  In  the  next  breath  they  assert  that  unless  pro- 
hibitive duties  are  imposed  and  tbe  whole  tariff  system  overhauled  with 
a  view  to  Increasing  tbe  protection  it  affords,  panic  and  ruin  will  result 
to  the  enterprises  so  recently  declared  by  them  to  be  unosnally  prosper- 
oua.  If  prosperity  reaulta  principally  from  the  tariff  and  the  country 
is  already  prosperous,  wby  "tinker"  with  the  tariff  at  this  time?  If 
agriculture  is  admittedly  depressed  and  can  be  aided  by  additional  and 
tuoreaaed  rates,  why  offset  every  possible  benefit  that  may  be  derived 
from  changes  la  tbe  agrlcoltural  schedules  by  unnecessary  raises  of  the 
rates  pertaining  to  metals,  wool,  sogar,  and  steel? 

Por  tbe  parpooe  of  this  discussion  it  matters  little  whether  one 
acc«1>tB  or  rejects  the  Democratic  platform  of  1928  on  the  tariff  ques- 
tion so  long  aa  be  does  not  believe  In  the  embargo  of  foreign  goods 
throogh  rates  intSBded  to  be  prohibitive.  Surely  dnties  that  will  permit 
eff'rtlve  competition,  laaurc  against  monoi>oly,  provide  fklr  revenue, 
and  distribats  tbe  ben«6t«  and  burdens  of  the  tariff  equttaMy  among  all, 
Kive  adequate  compenaation  to  labor,  and  deny  tbe  shield  of  law  t« 
---extortion  throogh  OKHiopoly  will  afford  as  moch  protaetion  to  the  In- 
dustries <A  the  Halted  States  aa  fair-minded  persons  sboald  iaslst  upon, 
unices  they  favor  the  abandooaeat  of  foreign  commerce.  The  differ- 
ence between  a  competitive  tarW  and  a  prohibitive  tariff  Is  notable. 
Datles  which  esdode  foreign  eompetltloa  and  eaaMe  American  pro- 
dBC»>rs  throBgh  trusts  and  comMnatioas  to  charge  anfair  or  unreasonable 
prices  can  not  meeC  with  approval  from  anseiflsh  citlaeas  aad  stodeata 

Let  me  soJamarise.  The  flexible  provision  should  be  repeslsd  and 
(he  Tariff  Commisston  reformed  so  that  It  will  be  a  sdenttflc.  taet-flnding 
agency  and  aa  adjunct  to  the  Oottgress;  the  industrial  schsdoles  re- 
vised downward  instead  of  aperaid  if  they  are  to  be  dealt  with  naw. 
The  pretended  protection  afforded  agrlcaltare  by  niuaerooa  duties  which 
ran  not  be  effective  should  be  eliminated  In  the  Interest  of  honesty  and 
frnnkness  In  lecMatloa.  If  the  bill  la  to  retain  the  rates  and  pro- 
vlsloaa  approved  by  the  Hoose  or  those  recommended  by  the  Beaate 
nnaaee  CoMalttea,  th*  pubile  latsrests  will  be  safeffoarOed  by  Its 
defeat. 

You  are  interested  ia  the  tariff  whether  yev.  think  so  or  not,  for  the 
pending  bill,  redaced  to  eoaamsa  terms,  means  that  every  family  In  the 
United  States  wUl  be  taxed  ahoot  140  a  year,  and  the  only  way  yon 
can  escape  it  la  by  catting  yoar  scale  of  Uvtag  that  moeh. 

Let  me  thank  the  National  Broadcasting  Co.  far  this  opportunity  of 
addreMing  tbe  pabllc  on  a  sabject  fA  general  tnterast  and  Importance. 
You.  ladles  and  geatleMea  of  the  radio  aadlenca,  win  read  the  de- 
bates and  take  aots  of  the  aetloa  by  the  Concieas  oa  the  varloos  lasoes 
in  tbe  uriff  bUl ;  sad  yoa  will  know  when  the  psrllameatary  battle 
now  In  progress  has  coded  how  faithfully  your  representatives  have 
kepi  tbe  faith. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mootana.  Mr.  PrcflldflDt  Tery  little  attention 
has  been  given  to  the  concluding  paragrapii  (A  ttie  aoMndment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Sifoor],  whi^  in  lan- 
guage is  identical  with  the  amendaMnt  proposed  by  the  Senata 
Committee  on  Finaiice  appearing  at  paga  325  of  the  bill.  It  is 
the  definition  of  tbe  expraasloB  "coats  af  tmtfportatkm "  mm 
that  expression  la  used  in  the  bUL 
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■  regret  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  Is  not  on 
floor,  nor  is  the  Senator  from  Pwmsylvania  [Mr.  Req>]  ;  but 
ilbly  they  may  deem  my  remarks  concerning  this  provision 
of]  the  Smoot  amendment  worthy  of  study. 

X.  will  be  recalled  that  under  both  amendments  now  before 
thfe  Senate  the  Tariff  Commission  is  directed  to  take  into  con- 
8i(  eration  costs  of  transpc«tatlon  as  entering  into  or  as  being 
ln(  idental  to  costs  of  production ;  and  this  paragraph  defines 
coits  of  transportation  as  follows: 

The  term  "costs  of  transportation"  means — (a)  in  the  case  of  aa 
imported  article,  the  cost  of  transporting  such  article  from  the  areas 
of  substantial  production  In  the  principal  competing  country  to  the 
prDdpal  port  of  Importation  of  such  article  into  the  United  States; 
an  1  (b)  in  the  case  of  a  domestic  article,  the  cost  of  transporting  such 
art  Icle  from  the  areas  of  substantial  production  that  can  reasonably  be 
expected  to  ship  the  article  to  the  principal  port  of  Importation  into 
tbi  United  States  of  the  Uke  or  similar  competitive  article. 

k  address  mjrself  first,  Mr.  President,  to  the  first  half  of  the 
da9nition  relating  to  the  costs  of  transportation  of  the  imported 
aricle,  as  follows  : 

a)  In  the  case  of  an  imported  article,  the  cost  of  transporting  such 
article  from  the  areas  of  substantial  production  In  the  principal  com- 
pel ing  country  to  tbe  principal  port  of  importation  of  such  article  into 
tb«    United  Sutes. 

That  language  is  easily  understandable.    It  is  perfectly  plain. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  subsequent  para^aph  is 
pe^ectiy  sen.-^eless,  and  does  not  mean  anything.  But  l>efore  I 
in^  sutHlivision  (a),  I  remark  that  the  cost  of  tran8pt>rtation 

rom  the  areas  of  subsUintlal  production  in  the  principal  com- 
ing country  to  the  principal  port  of  importation  of  such 
article  into  the  United  States  "  is  a  thing  that  is  impossible  of 
determination,  simply  because  In  the  case  of  most  of  thesje 
articles  there  are  different  areas  of  substantial  production,  the 
cost  of  transportation  from  which  to  the  principal  port  of  im- 
portation differs. 

For  instance,  take  the  article  of  cutlery,  imported  into  this 
country  from,  among  other  countries,  Sweden  and  Great  Britain  : 
Tae  cost  of  transportation  differs  from  each  of  those  countries. 
Tiike  the  matter  of  silks,  produced  in  and  imported  from  the 
Client  as  well  as  from  France  and  Italy;  the  cost  of  trans- 
portation being  different  in  each  of  these  cases. 

However,  that  is  an  infirmity  that  is  found  in  practically 
ev?ry  feature  of  the  bill,  even  In  determining  difference  in  costs 
of  production.     But  definition  (b)  : 

In  the  case  of  a  domestic  article,  the  cost  of  tranaporting  such  article 
fnm  the  areas  of  substantial  production  that  can  reasonably  be  ex- 
pected to  ship  the  article  to  the  principal  port  of  Importation  into  the 
Uiited  States  of  the  like  or  similar  competitive  article. 

That  sentence  is  entirely  Incomplete.  It  does  not  mean  any- 
th  ng  at  all.  I  suppose  that  the  phrase  "  to  the  principal  port  of 
importatkm "  is  Intended  to  modify  the  verb  '•  ship " ;  but  If 
so,  it  is  equally  senseless.  It  can  not  have  any  senf>e  at  ail 
niless  the  word  "there"  is  Inserted  after  the  word  "article" 
in  line  14,  so  that  it  shall  read : 

[n  the  case  of  a  domestic  article,  the  cost  of  transporting  such 
arlde  from  the  areas  of  substantial  production  that  can  reasonably 
be  expected  to  ship  the  article  (A«r«  to  the  principal  port  of  Importa- 
tifln— 

knd  SO  forth. 

It  would  be  better  if  the  language  were  somewhat  trans- 
po^d,  80  that  it  would  read : 

In  the  case  of  a  domestic  article,  the  coat  of  transporting  such 
ar  Jcle  to  the  principal  port  of  importation,  from  the  areas  of  subeUntial 
priduction  that  can  reaaonably  be  expected  to  ship  the  article  into  the 
Uilted  SUtea,  of  the  like  or  similar  competitive  article. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  un  in- 
terruption? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  means  to  suggest  it 
ei  actly  in  the  language  that  he  used.  I  think  he  misspoke  biui- 
se  If,  because  the  words  "  into  the  United  States  "  undoubtt-dly 
qialify  the  noun  "importation." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  think  so ;  but  let  me  remark  that 
if  that  ia  the  case,  then  we  read  in  this  way : 

la  the  case  of  a  domestic  article,  the  cost  of  transporting  snch  at-tlcle 
from  the  areas  of  substantial  production — 

And  80  fwrth.  Of  course  **  from  "  mtist  have  a  correlative  It 
m  oat  be  "  from  "— »  to  "  ;  and  the  "  to "  is  lacking,  if  "  to  the 
pi  indpal  port  of  importation  "  modifies  "  ship." 

Mr.  REED.  I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator;  but  I  do  not 
tqbik  thoae  words  are  intended  to  modify  the  word  "  ship."     I 


organised   labor  U  without   foundation. 

There  are  about  4.000,000  trade-union  laborers  In  the  United  States. 
Of  this  number  2,850,000  work  In  mining,  quarrying,  building  trades,  pub- 
lic servlco,  tran8|)ortatIon,  and  other  businesses  not  affected  by  the  tariff. 

The  total  number  of  organised  workers  In  trades  affected  by  the  tariff 
Is  approximately  950.000  and  of  this  number  experts  declare  not  more 
than  100,000  would  benefit  by  the  increajies  proposed.  Something  like 
2  per  cent  of  the  organised  workers  might  gain.  Tbe  great  majority 
would  lose.  Present  duties  are  ample  in  most  cases  for  the  require- 
ments of  labor. 

THE    TAKirr    IS    NOT  AM    ErVXCTIVB    MEASDSa    Or    FABU    BBLIET 

Tariff  revision  was  brought  forward  by  the  President  at  this  session 
primarily  as  a  measure  of  farm  relief  supplemental  to  legislation  deal- 
ing directly  with  that  problem.  The  debate  in  the  Senate  on  the 
pending  bill  baa  made  clear  that  duties  designed  to  protect  producers 
of  agricultural  products  do  not  accumplish  that  end,  save  with  respect 
to  a  few  and  relatively  unimportant  commodities. 

Where  imjiorts  are  negligible  as  for  instance  In  the  cases  of  com, 
cotton.  Jute,  barley,  eggs,  oats,  rye,  and  wheat,  only  trivial  if  any 
benefits  to  domestic  producers  can  be  expected  from  the  higher  duties 
which  the  pending  bill  Imposes,  because  identical  or  similar  competing 
foreign  products  do  not  come  Into  the  markets  of  the  United  States. 

With  respect  to  buckwheat,  butter,  milk,  lard,  bacon,  pork,  sheep, 
lamb,  mutton,  and  high-protein  wheat,  only  trivial  advantages  may  be 
anticipated  from  tariff  duties  however  high,  because  the  tariff  is  only 
partially  effective  as  to  these.  Sugar  and  wool  are  declared  by  cipciia 
tu  be  among  the  products  of  common  and  general  use  with  respect  to 
which  present  tariffs  are  effective. 

wooc 

The  annual  revenues  from  the  Imixirts  of  wool,  woolen  goods,  and 
other  materials  average  $6fl.000.000.  It  is  estimated  that  the  farmers 
are  benefited  $43,000,000  by  these  duties,  which  will  be  Increased  to 
$47,000,000  by  the  proposed  rates. 

If  any  consideration  Is  to  be  given  to  the  Interests  of  the  masses, 
the  proposed  increase  in  tariffs  relating  to  wool  and  woolen  prodncts 
must  be  nmdemned  as  economically  unsound  and  oppreedve.  This  wQl 
be  brongiit  home  to  you  when  yon  pay  $8  more  for  yosir  new  overcoat 
than  tbe  last  one  cost  yoa. 

SOOAS 

The  hi!<tory  of  the  contest  over  the  tariff  on  sugar  is  llhutratlve  of 
the  habit  that  has  long  prevailed  among  tariff  Biakera  of  g;lvlnc  aaODe 


far  in  excess  of  the  benefits  to  producers. 

us JUST   RATSS 

The  bill  increases  the  rates  of  duty  on  many  articles  in  common  use 
and  threatens  embargoes  against  the  products  of  some  of  our  principal 
foreign  cuetumers.  So  that  it  will  not  only  oppresa  domestic  conttumers 
with  unneci-ssarily  high  prices,  but  it  will  also  hamper  and  dlmiulah 
our  foreign  commerce. 

The  Tariff  Commission  Investigated  the  doty  on  butter  from  the 
standpoint  of  our  foreign  and  domestic  costs  of  prwluctieB,  and  a  rate 
of  12  ceiit*  r>er  pound  was  ImjKJsed  by  the  President.  In  1928  Denmark 
purchased  American  goods  valued  at  147,000,000.  We  bought  from  the 
Danes  |4,000,000  worth  (principally  hutter),  largely  the  products  of 
com.  cottonseed  cake,  and  other  substances  bought  troa  our  people. 

Now  It  ia  proposed  to  embargo  Danish  butter  by  a  duty  of  14  cents 
per  pound,  which  may  mean  the  end  uf  our  commerce  with  Denmark. 
Last  year  Germany  bought  goods  from  the  United  States  twice  the  value 
of  her  goods  sold  ia  our  markets.  This  bill  will  Impose  prohibitive  rates 
as  to  many  German  articles  and  discourage  trade  with  G<>rmany. 

In  1928  we  sold  approximately  $850,000,000  worth  of  goods  in  the 
United  Kingdom  and  purchased  tiiere  approximately  (350,000,000  worth. 
Already  every  foreign  country  with  which  we  have  substantial  commerce 
baa  expressed  alarm  at  the  policy  of  oar  tariff  revision.  They  threaten 
retaliation  and  embargos  against  the  United  States. 

Last  week  the  Senate  ratified  a  treaty  intended  to  become  effective 
with  European  nations  binding  the  signatories  to  the  removal  of  restric- 
tions and  embargoes  against  commerce.  Tbe  treaty  implies  more  liberal 
arrangements  Instead  of  Increased  restrictions ;  reduced  instead  of  raised 
tMirriers.  No  one  suggests  that  foreign  countries  or  foreign  influences 
should  control  our  domestic  policies  or  decide  what  rates  of  duty  Con- 
gress shall  impose.  Tet  it  seems  foolish,  while  professing  to  favor  less 
restriction  of  commerce  and  while  actually  enjoying  tbe  benefits  of  for- 
eign markets,  to  emtwrgo  those  goods  which  are  produced  in  tbe  United 
States  in  only  negligibla  quantities,  and  so  make  it  impossible  for  our 
foreign  customers  to  purchase  commodities  grown  or  mauofactured  in 
the  United   States. 

Are  we  prepared  to  advance  the  policy  that  emban^o  and  not  competi- 
tion shall  be  tbe  eontroillng  principle  la  our  tariff  p<>lieyT 

Why  should  the  dsty  on  watches  be  Increased,  a*  this  bill  provides, 
from  4T.ee  per  cent  to  70.01  per  cent?  Who  sinren  ly  believes  that  tb^ 
present  daty  of  98.77  per  cent  on  poeketkntvea  should  be  Increased  to 
147.32  pea  csBt,  as  la  the  SeaaU  blUY 
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think  that  the  sentence  ia  not  happUy  phrased,  but  the  statonent 
"  from  the  areas  of  substantial  production  that  can  reasonably 
lie  expected  to  ship  the  article  "  is  Intended  to  stand  alone,  and 
the  words  "the  principal  port  of  importation"  are  intended  to 
define  the  cost  of  transport. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  tlie  first  part  of  the  sentence  ia 
ended  with  the  words  "  sliip  the  article,"  then  it  does  not  mean 
shipped  to  the  principal  port  of  importation  but  means  shipped 
anywhere  from  tlie  area  of  8ul>stantlal  production. 

Mr.  REED.  That  mlj;ht  be  arguiHl,  and  the  lanjniape  is  sus- 
ceptible of  that  interpretation,  but  I  thiuli  that  tbe  implication 
is  that  It  is  reasonably  expected  to  ship  to  that  port. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  My  purpose  was  to  indicate  that 
as  the  lanpruage  stands  it  Is  either  entirely  without  sense  or  is 
BO  anibijmous  as  that  perhaps  two  or  tliree  differ^it  construc- 
tions could  be  put  upmi  it 

Mr.  REED.  I  agree  it  could  be  Improved  and  made  more 
certain. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  have  not  heard  anybody  attempt 
to  justify  the  application  of  this  rule  to  the  duties  devolving 
upon  the  Tariff  Commission.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that 
probably  the  significance  to  be  given  to  it  is  that  the  costa  of 
transportation  nio.>*t  be  flgrurod  from  the  areas  of  substantial 
production  to  tbe  principal  pK>rt  of  importation,  no  matter  where 
the  domestic  article  may  be  used  hi  this  country. 

Reference  has  been  made  heretofore  to  the  subject  of  lemons 
coming  from  California,  the  major  part  of  which  might  be  con- 
sumed entirely  in  the  Missis^ppi  Valley,  or  at  least  not  east  of 
the  Mississippi  Valley.  Tet  the  cost  of  transportation  would 
be  ficured  from  California  to  the  port  of  New  York. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  an  inter- 
ruption ? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  We  pot  a  duty  of  2%  cents  a  potmd  on  lemons 
on  the  theory  that  the  Italian  lemon  came  principally  to  the 
port  of  New  York,  and  that  the  California  lemon  and  the 
Worida  lemon  were  entitled  to  be  protected  at  that  port 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Notwithstanding  that,  the  Cali- 
fornia lemon  never  rfaches  the  port  of  New  York. 

Mr.  REED.    I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon ;  I  think  it  does. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  sure  it  does;  but  the  great 
bulk  of  it  never  does. 

Mr.  REI:d.  I  am  not  sure  even  of  that.  That  part  of  the 
country  nearest  New  York  is  the  greatest  consumer  of  lemons 
in  the  United  SUtes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Reference  has  been  made  to  pig 
iron.  Pig  iron  Is  iMXKluced  at  Gary  from  ores  mlne<l  in  tlie 
State  of  Minnesota.  It  Is  consumed  practically  entirely  west  of 
the  Allegheny  Mountains.  Yet  If  we  regard  Gary  as  an  area 
of  substantial  production  we  would  figure  the  cost  of  the  trans- 
portation of  pig  Iron  from  Gary,  Ind.,  to  New  Yoiit,  although 
none  of  it  ever  gets  there. 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  no,  Mr.  President;  that  Is  the  explanation 
of  the  use  of  the  words  "  reasonably  be  expected  to  ship." 
No  one  would  reasonably  expect  the  furnaces  at  Gary  to  ship  a 
pound  of  pig  Iron  to  Philadelphia.  The  principal  port  of  impor- 
tation Is  Philadelphia,  and  the  only  furnaces  that  could  reason- 
ably be  expected  to  ship  there  are  those  east  of  the  Allegheny 
MoTintalns. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Again  I  point  out  the  difliculties. 
Pittsburgh  is  likewise  an  area  of  very  substantial  prodtiction  of 
pig  Iron,  and  so  is  eastern  Pennsylvania.  Tlie  cost  of  trans- 
portation from  there  to  New  York  Is  substantially  less,  of  coarse, 
than  the  cost  of  tran.sportatlon  frcan  Gary,  Ind.  Again,  the 
Tariff  Commission  will  be  obliged  to  select  as  between  Gary, 
Ind.,  and  Pittsburgh,  or  eastern  Pennsylvania,  to  New  York. 

Mr.  REED.  I  will  not  interrupt  the  S«iator  If  he  prefers 
that  I  should  not 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  very  glad  the  Senator  raised  that  qoesticxi. 
I  qtiite  agree  with  the  Senator  that  it  would  be  unrcasfmable  to 
endeavor  to  protect  the  Pittsburgh  pig  iron  at  the  lX)rt  of  Phlla- 
drtphia.  Nobody  ever  tried  to  do  that.  The  commission  actu- 
all.v  had  that  question  before  it,  and  in  making  their  study  of 
pig-iron  costs  at  Philadelphia,  the  princijial  port,  they  ignored 
both  Pittsburph  ami  Gary,  and  all  of  the  furnaces  west  of  the 
Allegheny  Mountains.  It  wotild  be  quite  unreasonal>le  for  ns 
to  ask  that  Pittsburgh  should  be  protected  in  such  a  market  as 

that. 

Mr.  WAIvSH  of  Montana.  It  seems  to  me  the  Senator  Intro- 
duces an  entirely  unrelated  question.  I  nm  pointing  out  that 
there  is  a  difference  in  the  cost  of  transportation  from  various 
areas  of  substantial  production  to  tbe  principal  port  of  importa- 
tion, and  there  nmst  be  a  srfection  as  to  one  of  these  In  order  to 
arrive  at  a  retsulL 


Mr.  BEIED.  No,  Mr.  Prerident  If,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
denaand  for  m^t^ant  iron  in  I'hiladelphia  is  supplied  by  fur- 
naces at  Reading,  and  at  Caldwell,  N.  J.,  and  at  other  points 
near  by  in  that  immediate  district,  the  Tariff  Commission  would 
take  the  av^age  coats  of  transportation  of  all  the  iron  that  w^it 
there. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  that  rule  were  established.  It 
would  be  entirely  sensible,  but  when  the  Tariff  (^mmission  and 
the  President  go  to  fix  a  rate  of  duty  on  the  importation  c^ 
pig  iron,  it  ai^iies  to  every  area,  no  matter  where  it  goes;  that 
is  the  rate.  T^e  question  Is,  What  costs  of  traiisp<KtaUon,  and 
from  what  domestic  area  to  tlie  principal  port  of  Imputation, 
shall  be  figured  in  the  reckoning?  If  the  rule  of  the  statute 
were  that  they  are  to  take  tbe  average  rate  from  the  varloos 
areas  of  substantial  production  to  the  princii>al  i.x>rt  of  importa- 
tion, you  would  then  have  a  definite  rule,  but  when  you  say 
that  they  are  to  take  into  consideration  the  costs  of  transporta- 
tion from  the  area  of  substantial  production  to  the  principal 
port  of  imix>rtation,  you  compel  them  to  take  out  some  particular 
area  of  production,  and  take  the  costs  of  traasportatioo  from 
that  area  to  the  port  of  importation. 

Mr.  BEED.  No,  Mr.  President;  I  do  not  think  yoa  do.  At 
least  that  is  not  the  Interpretation  they  put  Uixm  it  The  Sen- 
ator raises  a  most  interesting  question,  and  one  of  the  greatest 
dilficulty  in  tariff  making.  Not  «ily  do  tlie  Tariff  Commission 
and  the  President  but  also  the  Congress,  in  fixing  these  tariff 
rates,  come  riglit  up  against  the  realization  of  the  fact  that 
you  can  not  protect  at  every  port  in  the  United  States  without 
giving  excessive  protection  at  some  ports.  We  always  have  to 
strike  the  average. 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Montana.  We  hare  pointed  out  that  tact  as 
a  reason  why  you  can  not  make  this  operative  in  the  language 
or  after  the  manner  indicated. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator  in  that  To 
illustrate  what  I  meant :  It  is  utterly  Impos-slble  to  protect  heavy 
products  of  the  North  in  such  ports  as  Miami,  for  example,  with- 
out Imposing  duties  that  would  be  grossly  excessive  In  the  North 
and  on  the  Pacific  coast.  It  is  a  trouble  that  is  inherent  in  the 
iHwiuesB  of  making  a  tariff.  What  we  have  tried  to  do  in  the 
definition  the  Senator  critlclaes  is  to  make  a  reasonable  apiilica- 
tion  by  considering  only  tliose  areas  which  might  be  expected 
reasonably  to  ship  to  the  principal  port  of  Importation.  It 
would  have  to  l)e  a  matter  of  average,  of  course. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  that  is  the  idea,  then  clearly 
the  sentence  is  Incomj^ete.  If  you  are  to  figure  only  from  tbe 
areas  of  substantial  production  that  would  reasonably  be  ex- 
pected to  ship  an  article  to  the  principal  port  of  Importation, 
then  you  have  no  correlative  to  your  word  "  from." 

Mr.  REED.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  that  Is  tlie  con- 
struction which  ought  to  be  pnt  on  the  language,  and  I  agree 
that  we  can  make  it  plainer  in  order  to  compel  that  construc- 
tion. I  think  the  Senator  has  given  us  a  very  helpful  sug- 
gestion. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Let  me  illustrate  a  little  further. 
Utah.  Montana,  Idaho,  and  Colorado  are  areas  of  the  produc- 
tion of  a  substantial  amount  of  sugar.  So  is  the  State  of  Michi- 
gan. But  the  cost  of  transporting  sugar  from  tbe  Rocky  Moon- 
tain  region  to  the  port  of  New  York,  the  principal  port  of  Im- 
portation of  sugar,  is,  of  course,  very  much  higher  than  tbe  cost 
of  transporting  sugar  from  Mit^igan  to  the  port  of  importation, 
New  York.  Which  costs  of  transportation  will  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, under  this  rule,  be  oWlged  to  adopt?  Moreover.  I 
might  remark  in  that  connection  that  except  under  the  most 
extraordinary  circumstances  sugar  produced  in  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tain region  never  gets  east  of  Chicago,  and  obviously  it  would 
be  unrea.sonable,  in  arriving  at  the  costa  of  production,  or  even 
differences  in  conditions  of  competition,  to  figure  tbe  cost  of 
transportation  from  the  Ro<*y  Mountain  region  to  the  port  ot 
New  York. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  the  Senator  answered  his  own  question 
when  he  said  that  the  sugar  would  not  reasonably  be  expected 
to  be  shipped  from  Montana  to  New  York.  Therefore  tliose 
transportation  costs  w«mld  be  excluded  from  consideration. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  ylrfd. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  think,  likewise,  supplementing  the  explanatioo 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Penrwyivania,  the  interpretation  or 
definition  of  costs  ot  transportation  is  well  handled  by  the  gen- 
eral paragraph  preceding,  that  all  of  these  various  costs  of 
transportation  and  production  which  would  enter  In  will  be  con- 
sidered, as  far  as  the  President  and  the  Tariff  Commission  find  it 
practicable  to  do  to.  In  other  words,  it  would  seem  to  me, 
in  considering  the  reasonableness  of  an  application  for  an  in- 
creased rate  or  a  reduced  rate,  we  have  simply  Introduced  the 
poKslhi!ifT  nt  considering  the  costs  of  tran.sportation  which  here- 
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tr.fon»  hare  not  be«o  t  p«rt  of  thkt  ttn&j.  Tliwre  Is  nothlag 
all-pompeillnff  In  that  {jara^raph.  It  simply  prorldea  another 
avpnn«f  or  channel  thr*mgh  which  the  Tariff  OommlMioo  can 
Httkly.  All  the  poasibUlties  broa«fat  np  by  the  Senator  from 
M<intana.  I  think,  are  entirely  pertinent,  but  I  would  aamiine 
that  a  Uriff  ci>mml»loo  or  the  Prealdent.  or,  if  Contgnaa  goea 
into  it,  Corifrejw  would  necesaarily  conulder  thone  coats  ot  trans- 
portailoo  in  their  actnal  application  to  some  imported  article, 
the  dnty  on  which  wan  a  mat  ter  of  study  by  the  Tariff  Commia- 
«lon.     It  is  Blmply  a  general  definition. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  think  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey. If  he  would  reflect  carefully  upt^n  the  matter,  woold  not 
particularly  emphaalxe  that  feature  of  the  act,  because  If  the 
President  is  entitled  under  the  act  to  determine  whldi  rate  la 
applicable  or  otherwise  than  applicable,  In  other  worda.  If  he  is 
permitted  to  select  fn)m  the  various  costs  of  transportation  the 
one  be  thinks  is  apr»licable,  then  he  is  rested,  obrloasly,  with  the 
largv^t  meaxure  of  discretion  In  azrlTlnK  at  the  conclusion  which 
he  reaches,  and  thus,  by  common  conaent,  the  act  ia  uncon- 
stitutional. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  sobmlt  that  If  the  Tariff  Com- 
ml-sHion  complete  their  study  based  upon  these  fire  or  six  dif- 
ferent avenues  or  channels  through  which  they  make  the  study, 
they  submit  the  result  to  the  President  and  the  Preaident  acts. 
I  read  the  language: 

la  ascertaining  the  dUrprencea  In  conditions  of  competition  between 
<lomf«tic  srtlclea  and  like  or  similar  competitive  imported  articles  in 
tbe  principal  market  of  the  United  States,  tbe  President  shall  take  Into 
consideration,  la  ao  tar  as  he  finds  it  practicable  and  applicable. 

It  has  always  been  so,  and  I  can  not  imagine  a  President 
making  a  proper  and  wise  dedsioo  upon  any  other  basis. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montami.  I  submit  these  observations  now 
beciinse  I  assume  we  sh/ill  rote,  if  we  ever  vote  on  the  Smoot 
amemlment  at  all.  on  the  am«idment  as  a  whole,  as  It  stajida, 
and  this  I  submit  aS  a  further  reason  why  that  ameiMlment 
should  not  be  adopted. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate  con- 
stituted a  select  committee  to  iuve.stlgate  the  proceedings  of  the 
Tariff  0>mmis.Hlon  with  particular  reference  to  the  flexiUe 
prorlsions.  That  committee  was  composeil  of  the  Senator  frinn 
Wi.Hctmsin,  Mr.  La  Fouxm^  the  former  Senator  from  Maryland, 
Mr.  Bruce,  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  Mr.  Rocn,  the  former 
Senator  from  New  York.  Mr.  Wad^wurth.  and  myself.  Senator 
Wadsworth  did  not  join  in  the  report  for  tbe  reaison  that  he  had 
retire<l  from  the  Senate  when  the  report  was  made.  I  ask  to 
have  printed  in  the  Rboobd  the  report  of  that  select  committee, 
having  especial  reference  to  the  subject  matter  under  discussion 
at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  la  so  ordered. 

The  report  la  as  follows : 

[8.  Rept.  Na  1325,  70th  Cong.,  1st  seas.] 

lNVa«T10ATK>!f   Or  TUB   TAIVT  COMlflSSIOH 

llr.  SoBi.iaoM  of  Arkanaaa,  from  th«  Selert  Committee  on  Investiga- 
tion of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commimloa,  sobmltted  tht  following 
report  {porsuaat  to  H.  Rea.  162  of  09th  Cong.)  : 

To  the  Sbmatb  or  thb  Dsrrao  STAna : 

The  select  conmtttM  of  the  Senate  organised  nnder  Senate  B«aohitlon 
162,  Sixty-ninth  Cougreaa,  first  ssaslon,  respectfully  satHnlts  Its  report, 
as  foilowa: 

Tb«  Senate  re«(dntlon  creating  thta  select  committee  and  defining  Its 
powers  and  dvtlea  la  as  fallows : 

"  <«Balv«d.  That  a  special  committee  composed  of  five  Smatora,  three 
of  whom  aball  be  members  of  the  majority  (and  Inclade  one  who  ia  a 
Progreaslve  Bepuhlican),  aad  two  of  whom  shall  l>c  a»emb«m  of  tbe 
minority,  tald  committee  to  be  appointed  by  the  Vice  PreaMent  la  hereby 
aathorlaed  and  directed  to  investigate  the  manner  la  which  aectlon  815 
(the  flexible  provWon)  of  tbe  tariff  act  of  1922  haa  b«en  and  Is  being 
admlaistcted.  The  in^niry  shall  hare  a  particular  Teferance  to  the 
regalatloas  aad  proecdare  of  the  Tariff  Commlssioo.  tht  powers  exer- 
ctoed  and  the  faactlons  performed  by  said  commisaloo.  and  to  the  Instl- 
tntlon.  lavaatlgatton.  heartng.  and  decision  of  casea  arWng  onder  said 
section. 

"  Said  la^lry  shall  also  comprehend  the  agents  aad  prm  i  amm  tuh 
.  ployed  by  tha  Tariff  CoBfliUakni  ia  procsadlngs  to  aaeertaln  the  differ- 
ence la  casts  of  prodoetloBa  In  tfea  United  States  aad  in  competii^ 
conatrlca.  as  well  aa  the  method  of  ascertaining  which  country  coaatV 
totes  tbe  priactpal  compotlag  coantry  within  tha  meaiilBg  of  aald  tariff 
aet  of  1«21. 

waiaUtte*  may  iaqalrs  lato  any  aad  all  «tiM>r  fiMts.  dreaai- 
aad  proeeedtnga  which  It  daraM  relevnat  ta  arrtvlag  at  aa 
s«e«rMa  eooetaitoa  ts«rhliig  the  oprratloa  and  adahrtatratSoa  of  tha 
tariff  laws.  Tha  enmaitttae  itell  alao  tovsattsnta  the  app»tataaat  of 
af  said  rsmmlsrtuB  aad  Mpert  to  tha  Saaato  wbetbrr  any 
mad*  to  laiaeoce  the  nmetmk  a«tte«  of  awa^srs  of  mM 
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ct  immlaslon  by  any  offldal  of  tbe  Oovemment  or  other  person  or  persona ; 
ai  id  If  so,  what  were  the  meana  or  metboda  ao  osetl. 

"Tha  oonunlttee  tball  promptly  rei>ort  Its  proceedings,  flodinga.  and 
rdcommeodationa  to  tha  Senate." 

By  sobaeqoeot  reaolntlon  the  Senate  continued  antU  the  end  of  tha 
preaent  Congreas  the  antbority  of  the  committee,  and  made  available 
f(  r  Its  naa  aD  fnnds  remaining  nnexpended. 

BVIDBSCB 

Tbe  evidence  has  been  transcril>ed  and  printed  temporarily  in  10 
pirts  and  cont<ists  of  1,461  pages  of  printed  matter.  An  index,  which 
U  ttelieved  to  be  adequate  for  a  full  examination  of  the  record,  was 
p  repared  at  the  request  of  the  committee  under  tbe  supervision  of 
1  r.  E.  P.  Coatlgan.  until  lately  a  member  of  tbe  United  Statea  Tariff 
Commission.  This  Index  with  the  testimony  is  submitted  to  the  Senate 
a  I  a  part  of  this  report. 

Bxiar  stTMMAST  or  TAxinr  commission  history 

It  appears  from  an  examination  of  tbe  hearinKS  l>efore  the  select 
e»mmittea  tiiat  as  early  as  1865  a  revenue  commission  functioned  in 
r  icommendlng  changes  In  revenue  laws  and   In  advising  modifications 

0  '  tariff  lawa.  From  1866  to  1870  tlie  Commissioner  of  Revenue.  Hon. 
E  avid  A.  Wells,  was  authorised  to  report  facts  and  suggest  changes  in 
t  )e  revenue  laws. 

In  1882  a  temporary  Tariff  Commlasion  was  created  by  Congress. 
Ihls  commisstoa  consisted  ot  nine  commissioners,  who  held  hearings 
a  t  various  places  In  the  United  States  and  submitted  to  tbe  ConfErress 
ill  1882  recommendations  for  tariff  legislation.  Tbe  commission  expired 
and  Congress  took  no  immediate  action,  but  It  has  been  asserted  that 
t  le  tariff  act  of  1883  was  impressed  with  the  work  of  tbe  commission. 

EVom  1888  to  1891  stndles  relating  to  tbe  cost  of  production  were 
ckrrted  on  by  the  Department  of  Labor,  particularly  with  reference 
t>  Iron,  steel,  glass,  textiles,  coal,  and  coke. 

The  tariff  act  of  1909  authorised  the  President  to  "  employ  such 
psrsons  aa  might  be  required"  to  determine  whether  other  Govern- 
Eicnta  were  nndoly  discriminating  against  our  commerce. 

T!»e  board  appointed  by  President  Taft  first  consisted  of  three  mem- 
bers and  later  five.  It  collected  and  reported  to  Congress  information 
on  various  schedules,  and  in  1912  ceased  to  function  for  lack  of 
a  pproprlation. 

In  1918  a  division  in  the  Bnreau  of  Poreign  and  Domestic  Commerce, 
Mnown  as  tbe  cost  of  prcMinction  division,  was  established  and  conducted 
studies  on  various  commodities  and  schedules  pertaining  to  tbe  tariff. 
In  the  meantime  sentiment  in  favor  of  the  creation  of  a  permanent 
tLriff  commisaion  bad  been  growing,  and  found  expression  in  the  plat- 
forms of  the  various  political  parties. 

THB  TAKirr  coMMiaaioa 

By  title  7  of  the  revenue  act  of  1916  the  United  States  Tariff  Com- 
n  iasion  was  created  with  power  to  investigate  and  report  upon  tariff 
relations  t>etween  this  and  foreign  countries.  The  commission  was 
also   authorised   to   report    on    special    subjects   when    requested   by   the 

1  resident,  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House,  the  Finance 
Committee  of  the  Senate,  or  either  branch  of  ConRrcsa 

For  a  full  definition  of  tbe  powers  of  the  commission  as  defined  In 
t  >e  art  of  1916,  see  pages  249  and  250. 

For  Information  respi'ctlng  tbe  personnel  and  changes  in  tbe  eariy 
tirlff  history,  see  pages  270  and  271  of  the  hearings. 

nJUClBLiB  PBOVISION   Or   1»2S 

The  origin  of  the  flexible  provision  Is  stated  in  the  testimony  by 
1  r.  Page,  a  former  memher  of  the  commission  (p.  40  of  the  hearings), 
til  have  been  tn  a  conference  at  the  White  House  during  Mr.  Hardlog'B 
a  ImlnistratloB.  There  had  l>een  previous  discussion  of  tbe  subject  by 
virioaa  Members  of  the  Congreas.  When  the  conference  occurred  tbe 
tiriff  act  had  passed  tbe  House  of  Representatives  and  was  In  the 
8  mate.     Mr.  Page  made  the  following  among  other  statementa : 

"  Chairauin  Robinson.  What  occurred  at  the  conference  at  the  White 
E  oose  to  which  you  have  referred  T 

"  Mr.  Paob.  There  was  a  discussion  of  the  expediency  of  eliminating 
f  "om  the  act  the  pi-oposal  to  base  duties  upon  dom'^tic  rather  than  upon 
f  >relgn  values.  At  least  tiie  press  bad  bc^n  approximately  unanimous  in 
a|>poslng  that  prorislon.  Tbe  difficulties  of  administration,  the  coa- 
fislon  that  would  arise  from  the  change,  had  been  impressed  npon  the 
Eiembers  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  tbe  Senate,  and  they  felt  that  if 
s>metbing  could  be  substituted  for  it  which  would  accomplish  the  pur- 
{loM  that  Meaabers  of  tbe  House  bsd  bad  In  mind  In  adopting  that  pro- 
^ialon,  it  woald  imptove  the  act,  and  it  would  bf  desirable,  both  aa  aa 
e  ronoBic  measure  and  likewise  for  tha  political  impreaaloo  that  It  would 
nkake  upon  the  country. 

"  Senator  l^  Follbttb.  May  I  ask  who  were  prew-nt  at  the  confer- 
eiice.  If  yoa  reBieaibert 

"  Mr.  Paaa  I  eaa  B«t  be  certala  of  all  tboae  who  were  pn^ient.  All 
ot  the  geatlaoiea  wlw>  were  at  that  tlrar  roembfrs  of  the  Tariff  Commls- 
«\nn  were  preaent.  Senator  Nm(j«>t  was  present  Mr.  Hoover  wa«  prea- 
«Bt.     Wbefber  there  were  others  at  ttif  tloie  I  do  not  rrm<>mb«r. 

"  ChalrBian  Robinsom.  Waa  the  I'rortdent  tbcrat 

"  Mr.  Faaa.  The  Praskleot  waa  there. 
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"  Chairman  RoBiaaoif.  Were  there  any  menbera  of  the  Coaamlttea  on 
Ways  and  Means  of  tbe  House  of  BepreseatatlveB  preaent T 

"  Mr.  Page.  There  were  none. 

**  Senator  Bares.  Who  was  rresldeBt  thcnt 

"Mr.  Paob.  Preaident  Harding." 

This  conference  waa  held  November  28,  1921.  A  draft  was  prepared 
at  the  Buggeation  of  PreBldcat  Hanttng  (pp.  258  and  259  of  the 
beartngs). 

It  seems  from  the  testimony  that  the  general  expectation  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  flexible  proviaion  (sec.  816  of  the  act  of  1922) 
would  operate  would  be  to  result  In  reductions  rather  than  lncrea«eB. 
T*e  present  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  who  was  actively 
connected  with  the  preparation  of  the  flexible  provision,  aald  as  appears 
at  pagee  11192  and  11198  of  the  CoHOKaasiONAi.  Rxcobd  for  August  10, 
1922: 

•*  I  think  the  Senator  has  heard  me  maka.  the  statement  before  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  that  If  the  President  Is  given  this  power  I  think 
there  will  be  many,  many  more  occasions  when  he  will  exercise  It  la 
lowering  rates  than  In  Increasing  them  ;  in  fact,  if  the  conditions  become 
normal,  I  expect  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  lower,  I  was 
going  to  say,  tbe  majority  of  rates." 

Objections  were  urged  to  the  flexible  provision  on  the  ground  that 
section  315  conferred  on  the  President  legislative  powers  and  consti- 
tuted an  abdication  by  Congress  of  its  authority.  Other  grounds  of 
opposition  were  presented  sounding  in  questions  of  public  policy  (pp. 
200  and  261  of  the  hearings). 

AKALXSIB  or  sacnoN  8U 

It  Is  believed  that  a  fair  analysia  of  section  315  appears  in  the  hear- 
ings at  page  264. 

The  section  provides  that  the  President,  after  Investigation  abowing 
the  need  ttterefor,  may  Increase  or  decrease  rates  of  dnty  and  change 
the  classification  of  articles  so  aa  to  equalixe  the  cost  of  production  in 
the  United  States  and  the  principal  competing  countries. 

If  such  cost  can  not  be  equalised  in  that  way,  the  Preaident  may 
Bubstitnte  as  a  haala  of  assessing  ad  valorem  duties  the  Belling  price 
of  comiietltlve  articles  in  all  the  principal  markets  in  place  of  the  for- 
eign market  value  of  the  imported  article.  The  President's  power  to 
increase  rates  is  limited  to  50  per  cent,  and  does  not  apply  at  all  If  the 
American  price  la  substituted. 

The  Incorporation  of  the  fiexlble  provision,  sertlon  816  of  the  tariff 
art  of  1922,  produced  an  Important  eff^t  on  the  proceedings  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  (p.  264  of  tbe  hearings). 

OPKRATION  or  rLBXIBLB  PBOVISION 

Prolonged  study  has  been  devoted  by  the  select  eoaamittee  to  the 
manner  In  which  the  fiexlble  provision  has  operated. 

Former  Commissioner  Page  anticipated  its  faUure  and  resigned  from 
tbe  commlasion  in  part  because  he  did  not  believe  the  commlaalon  could 
tunrtion  to  advantage  under  it  (p.  39  of  the  bearings). 

Doctor  Tauasig  expressed  in  his  testimony  the  opinion  that  tbe  fiexlble 
provisions  imposed  a  certain  strain  upon  the  commlasion,  provoked  pres- 
Bure  upon  It  by  Interested  parties,  and  invited  tbe  exertion  of  influence 
to  secure  a  different  character  of  personnel  on  tbe  commission  from 
that  which  might  have  served  In  the  absence  of  the  flexible  provision 
(pp.  7  and  32  of  tbe  hearings). 

Tour  committee  believes  that  the  evidence  justifies  the  conclusion  that 
the  enactment  of  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  worked  a  radical 
ctiange  In  the  fnncrions  actually  performed  by  the  commission.  Since 
tbe  passage  of  the  act  of  1922  and  up  until  tbe  hearings  were  concluded 
the  commission  devoted  its  labors  largely,  not  to  say  almost  exclusively, 
to  the  consideration  of  cases  nnder  the  flexible  provision  with  no  sub- 
stantial result  of  general  importance  to  the  public. 

Controversies  of  such  acute  chararter  aroBe  In  the  commission  that 
certain  of  its  members  became  suspicions  of  the  good  faith  of  others 
and  bitter  disputes,  somtlmes  personal,  occurred,  resulting  about  the 
time  this  selert  committee  was  created  in  a  partial  breakdown  and  a 
threatened  complete  breakdown  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  It  is  not  tbe 
purpose  of  your  selert  committee  to  review  the  details  of  these  sharp 
differences  within  the  commission,  but  it  is  apparent  to  the  committee 
that  the  commission  as  a  body  was  not  functioning  In  an  impartial  or 
quasi  judicial  manner  as  we  believe  it  was  the  intention  of  Congreaa 
that  It  should  funrtlon.  Some  members  who  had  come  on  the  commis- 
sion ha<l  formerly  been  the  agents  of  bosiuess  interests  or  enterprises 
dirertly  concerned  in  tbe  administration  of  the  Uriff  laws,  and  we 
believe  that  these  failed  in  a  proper  appreciation  of  the  true  functlona 
of  their  ofllce. 

In  the  opinion  of  this  solect  committee  public  confidenca  in  the  Tariff 
Commisalon  was  Impaired  by  tbe  appointment  of  members  ta  the  haMt 
of  appearing  befoi«  congressional  committees  oa  behalf  of  proposed 
legislation,  as  for  instance  In  the  cases  of  Messrs.  Marvin  and  BorgesB, 
and  by  tbe  refuaal  of  Mr.  Olasste  to  recuse  himself  In  the  sugar  ease 
when  three  fellow  conunlsskiners  Insisted  thst  tbe  interest  ot  members 
of  his  family  in  the  tuhiect  matter  of  tha  Investigation  should  b«  bald 
to  disqualify  him  in  that  caaa. 
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The  usefulneas  of  the  comodsBton  has  been  alao  dtralalshed  by 
appointmettt  of  one  or  aaore  BMrnbcra  laektag  Is  kaaM'todga  ami 
with  res|»ert  to  tariff  Bohjccta. 

Without  attamptlag  In  this  report  to  aaalyae  the  varloos 
brooght  before  the  eommlaslon  onder  the  flexible  provisiOB  of  the  tariff 
Uiw,  it  aeons  solBcleat  to  point  out  the  fact  that  the  flexlbla  provlsloa 
haa  resQlted  in  inereaacB  by  the  executive  of  Important  dntlBB,  aad  In  do 
subBtaatlal  reductiona  being  made  in  Important  cases  where  th«  coaBBtl» 
slon  found  tacts  justifying  lower  duties. 

The  cases  for  investigation  iBstltuted  by  the  United  States  Tariff 
Commlasion  for  the  purpose  of  section  816  (the  flexible  prortslon)  of 
the  act  of  1922  with  the  findings  regarded  aa  warranted  by  Daembers 
of  the  eommlasioB  and  the  action  of  the  President  thereon  aa  of  June 
9,  1927,  when  the  hearings  were  condnded.  are  printed  as  Appendix 
A  to  this  report.  Up  to  Mardi  19,  1928,  comprising  approximatdy 
six  years  of  operation  of  tbe  act  of  1922  Increases  have  been  made  la 
19  casea,  many  of  which  are  of  relative  Importance,  while  only  6 
decreased  dntles  have  been  put  into  effect,  all  of  them  applying  to  eooa- 
modltles  of  nnlmportaaoe,  such  as  mill  feed,  live  bobwhlte  qvall.  paln^ 
brush  handles,  phenol,  and  ereaylle  acid. 

Important  cases  resulting  tn  no  final  artion  prolonged  for  a  period 
ranging  from  foar  to  five  years  include  augar,  cotton  hosiery,  llnaeed 
oil,  halibut,  and  Canadian  logs. 

Tbe  consritutlonaUty  of  the  flexible  provision  of  the  art  of  1922  waa 
assailed  in  both  Houses  of  Congreas.  It  has,  however,  been  decided 
in  court  proceedings.  In  the  ease  of  J.  W.  Hampton,  Jr.,  4  Co., 
petitioner,  v.  The  United  Statea,  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  tbe 
United  Statea  on  the  9th  of  April,  1928,  the  court  through  Chief  Jus- 
tice Taft  held  that  it  constitutes  a  valid  delegation  of  power  oa  the  part 
of  tbe  Congresa. 

The  evidence  shows  that  foreign  manufacturers  an;  reluctant,  and  la 
many  Instances  refuse,  to  furnlah  to  the  conunlaslon  the  data  essential 
to  the  sncceaaful  and  accurate  operation  of  the  formula,  and  even  a 
commission  ideally  constituted  would  find  it  a  difficult  task  in  many 
casee  to  admlnlater  the  act  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  public. 

CommlBsloner  Dennis  attributed  the  unsatisfartory  administration  ot 
tbe  flexible  provision  largely  to  personnel  and  fartional  differences 
among  the  members  of  the  commission  (p.  139  of  the  hearings),  and 
expressed  tbe  belief  that  the  flexible  provision  riionld  be  retained.  He 
believed  that  as  the  commission  was  then  constituted  the  administration 
of  the  flexible  proviaion  was  a  falluro  (p.  140  of  the  hearinga).  He  par- 
tlcnlarly  comi^lalned  aa  to  the  manner  in  which  the  lower  dnty  caaes 
had  been  dealt  with  by  tbe  commlaalon  (p.  140  of  the  hearings).  For 
a  description  by  Mr.  Dennis  of  the  wrangle  which  took  place  in  the 
commission  as  tben  constituted  see  pages  193,  194,  li»8,  etc. 

Upon  the  whole  record  the  select  committee  make  the  following  rec- 
ommendations for  legUlation.  Members  of  tbe  committee  will  probably 
present  bills  to  carry  out  the  same. 

aaCOMMBMOATIORa 

The  committee  recommends : 

(1)  That  tbe  flexible  provisloas  of  the  tariff  art  of  1922,  particularly 
sertlon  315,  be  repealed. 

Among  others  the  following  reasons  are  glvea  to  support  this  recooi- 
mendation : 

(a)  Experience  has  not  demonstrated  the  practical  value  of  the  pro- 
vision. The  administration  of  it  has  8b8ort>ed  almoat  the  entire  time  ot 
the  commission  without  corresponding  benefits. 

(b)  It  Is  impracticable  for  the  President  to  devote  the  time  aad  atten- 
tion essential  to  the  proper  performance  of  the  dutlea  Imposed  upon  him 
by  the  flexible  tariff  law.  The  Chief  Executive  ia  already  overburdened 
with  executive  duties. 

(c)  Tariff  making  and  revision  onder  our  (Tonstltutlon  are  legislative 
duries,  and  to  Impose  such  responsibilities  on  tbe  President  aa  are  carried 
In  the  flexible  provision  confuses  legislative  and  executive  responsibility. 

(2)  It  is  believed  that  the  Tariff  Commission  should  be  made  a  con- 
gressional agency,  and  should  recommend  duties  and  report  the  aame 
dirert  to  the  two  Houaes  of  Congress.  Various  plans  for  organisation 
of  the  commission  have  been  suggested.  It  ahould  bje  accompliahed  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  relieve  the  President  of  acting  on  the  commission's 
reports,  and  to  restore  tariff  rate  making  to  the  legialatlve  branch  of 
tbe  Government. 

(8)  If  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  is  to  be  continued,  its 
prestige  can  only  be  restored  and  maintained  by  safeguarding  against 
memberabip  on  the  board  of  former  representatives  of  special  Interests 
or  organisations  concerned  directly  with  the  work  of  the  commission. 
Membership  on  the  commiiislon  should  be  made  attrartive  by  lit>eral  com- 
pensation and  by  expanding  tbe  powers  of  the  body  ao  that  It  may 
report  at  the  beginning  of  each  seaston  of  Congreas  Informatloa  and 
recommeadstlooB. 

(4)  The    findings    and    recommendatlODs    of    the    commission    wben 
reported  to  Congress  shoold  be  made  pobUe. 
Bespertfolly  snbaiittcd, 

Joa,  T.  RoBrvsoa. 
Wm.  Cabbu,  Bbocbl 
EoBBkT  M.  La  FoLLvrra,  Jc 
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MfxosrrT  TiBws 

I  caa  oot  tgnt  with  the  foracolnx  rvcomiiieodatloBS.  I  asrae,  bow- 
rv^r.  that  the  record  of  tb«  Tariff  CooimiBSloB  baa  been  tUsappolntlng. 
and  that  Ita  action  ba«  be^n  ao  slow  that  tbe  purpoaea  of  the  law  of 
1W-!  haTe  Untely  been  fruatrated.  The  reaaona  for  thla.  in  my  Jodg- 
DMHit.  bare  beea  three :  Kirnt.  a  continued  wraajde  among  tbe  memben 
of  the  commiiiatun  apon  almuet  erery  queation  coming  up  for  decision. 
aceompanieO  by  great  personal  bttterneaa  bi-tween  some  of  the  Individuals 
inT..lT»><l  No  commisjtioD.  court,  or  legislature  could  function  well 
untkT  MKh  conditlona.  Second,  an  honest  disagreement  within  the  c«m- 
ml!>!<i>n  aa  to  tbe  neceaalty  of  seeking  direct  evidence  of  foreign  coats  of 
manufactarp  from  tbe  booka  of  tbe  foreign  maoufactarera.  Instead  of 
relying  apoo  the  natarnl  Inference  that  their  cost  muwt  be  Vim  thuh  the 
srerage  of  their  fart«iry  Invoice  prlo«.  Together  with  thla  there  has 
eziatMl  a  disagreemeat  as  to  tbe  Inclusion  of  tranaportatlon  coats  as  an 
ltf«  in  tbe  cileulatkM  of  comparatlTe  costa  of  production.  Third,  the 
Uftr  ot  erttlelsm  from  fellow  members  and  from  the  poblle  baa  led  the 
asembem  of  tbe  commission  to  aim  at  an  extreme  accuracy  In  coat  data, 
with  tbe  reaulf  that  by  the  time  the  Information  has  been  assembled  and 
dlge^t'Hl  cooditlori-s  hav»-  changed  and  the  data  hare  ceaaed  to  be  correct. 

Moat  of  tbcM  dlfflcnlties  have  diaappeared.  Changea  In  tbe  peraoonol 
of  the  rommliialoa  have  put  an  end  to  tbe  bickering  that  baa  prevented 
effldent  work  in  the  past.  The  use  of  invoice  prices  aa  evidence  of  for- 
eign coatH,  and  tbe  Inclusion  of  transportation  coata  in  comparing 
AaterleiiB  and  foreign  coetn  of  placing  the  same  gooda  in  tbe  same 
Aaierlcan  marfceta  have  been  settled  by  opinions  of  tbe  Attorney  Gen- 
eral. It  la  hoped  that  this  greater  harmony  in  the  commlaaion  and  this 
greater  certainty  In  these  principles  of  procedure  will  lead  to  speedier 
conc.«MluB  ot  tbe  casca  under  connideration.  Neither  tbe  '  flexible 
tariff  •  provUlonii  of  the  law  of  19^2  nor  the  commlaaion  Itself  can 
fairly  be  Judged  until  opportunity  has  been  given  to  tbe  commission  to 
function  under  tbc«i?  changed  conditions. 

For  these  reasooa  I  do  not  tavor  any  change  in  tbe  law  at  tbe  present 
time. 

David  A.  Rbkd. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  Prwldent,  I  desire  to  present  a  proposed 
amendment  to  another  section  of  the  bill  which  is  not  now  under 
conMidtTation.  I  ask  to  have  the  amendment  printed  and  lie  on 
the  table. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  It  Li  so  ordered. 

Mr.  GOPT  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  EDGE     Mr.  President,  would  the  Senator  object  to  yleld- 
iui;  that  I  may  mgsest  tbe  absence  of  a  quorum? 
..::^The  VICE  I'KESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
Kid1»  yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Tbe  leglslatlTe  clerk  called  tbe  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Allen 

neteber 

Athurat 

rraxier 

Itarkley 

l^rge 

Bingham 

OUIett 

Blark 

Olaaa 

BUioc 

Glean 

Blntse 

Goff 

Rornh 

Goktatwrougb 

Brat ton 

Gould 

Broik 

Greene 

liruokhart 

Hale 

Bmusaard 

Rarria 

Capper 

Harrison 

Caraway 

Haatiags 
Hatfield 

t'pi.nally 

Copeland 
Couseua 

Haydes 
Beicrt 

Cutting 

Heflln 

Hale 

Howell 

n*B<<en 

JobnaoB 

IHIl 

Jonea 

Kdge 

Kean 

Keas 

Kendrick 

Simmona 

Smith 

Smoot 

Bteck 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Swan  son 

Tbomaa.  Idaho 

Thomaa.  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walah,  ICaas. 

Walah.  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wbecler 


Keyea 

King 

La  Fbllette 

McKeilar 

McMaater 

McNarv 

Metcalf 

Moaes 

Norrls 

ae 
die 
Overman 
Patterson 
Pblppa 
rine 
Pitt  man 
RanadeU 
Keed 

Robinson,  Ark. 
Roblnaon,  Ind. 
SchaU 
Sbeppard 
Sbortridge 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ninety  Senators  have  answered  to 
their  names.    A  quorum  la  present 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  tbe  atten- 
tion of  tbe  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watsou],  the  Senator 
from  Vtab  (Mr.  Smoot] — I  thought  be  was  in  tbe  Chamber,  but 
apparently  he  haa  Jnat  stepped  out — and  the  Senator  from  Nortb 
Carulina  [Mr.  Sim  mors].  It  has  been  sufgeeted  that  since  one 
or  two  8«aators  are  ill,  but  have  appeared  under  tbe  impreaaion 
that  a  vote  was  aoon  to  be  taken,  an  arrangement  ought  to  be 
effected  for  a  rote.  I  wonder  If  unanimous  consent  can  be  glTen 
to  (iroeeed  to  rote  on  tbe  pending  amendment  at  not  later  than 
2  u'cloi-k  thla  aftanoon?    i  soboiU  tbat  reqoeat. 
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Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  act  in  tbe 
ibsence  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT  entered  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkaiisaa.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has 
ust  entered  the  Chamber.  May  I  say  to  him  that  I  have  aaked 
whether  an  agreement  can  be  reached  so  we  may  vote  ou  the 
pending  amendment  at  not  later  than  2  o'clocli'.'  I  understand 
:he  Senator  who  has  the  floor  will  not  con.'tume  more  than  30 
ninutes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  there  is  one  other  Senator  not 
low  in  the  (.'hamber  who  desires  to  speak  for  a  .short  time.  I 
io  not  know  bow  long  he  may  wish  to  speak.  I  will  And  out 
ind  let  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  know. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Very  well. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  in  the  remarks  I  .shall  make  upon 
he  amendment  offered  by  tiie  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Suoor) 

shall  touch  upon  the  constitutionality  and  I  trust  concisely 
f  not  only  the  pending  amendment  but  the  general  purpose  and 
urport  of  the  provision.  I  shall  al.so  refer  to  several  other 
natters  which  are  germane  to  the  subject.  If  I  am  privilegetl 
'rom  interruptions,  I  shall,  of  course,  finish  very  much  sooner. 

Arguments  against  the  constitutionality  of  the  flexible  tariff 
tmecdment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootJ  to 
iie  pending  bill  must  at  the  start  face  the  indisputable  fact  thiit 
iie  provisions  of  the  Smoot  amendment  are  with  but  two  small 
-hangos  identical  with  those  of  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff 
ict  of  1922.  They  are  not  merely  similar.  They  are  not  merely 
liubstantiully  the  same.  They  are  paragraph  for  paragraph  and 
word  for  word  the  same.  Were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  the 
Bouse  in  the  pending  bill  coditied  the  greater  part  of  our  cus- 
:oms  administrative  laws,  so  as  to  make  them  available  all  in 
jne  statute,  the  whole  purpose  of  the  Smoot  amendment  could  l^e 
achieved  by  merely  adding  the  two  changes  as  minor  amend- 
ments to  the  existing  law  instead  of  reenacting  that  law  in  full. 
But  I  take  it  that  no  Senator  will  attempt  to  find  any  substantial 
constitutional  differences  in  the  fact  that  tbe  Congress  chooses  to 
repeal  and  reeuact  the  existing  law  with  the  two  changes  in- 
stead of  continuing  the  existing  law  in  effe<-t  unaltered  save  for 
amendments  embodying  the  two  changes. 

The  two  changes  ai"e,  first,  the  added  definition  of  transporta- 
ion  costs :  and,  second,  the  requirement  that  the  President  base 
lis  findiugB  solely  upon  the  inve?itigation  made  by  the  Tariff 
ommission.    These  two  change.s,  In  m^-  Judgment,  have  no  im- 

rtant  bearing  upon  the  question  of  constitutionality.  From 
he  constitutional  standpoint — although  not  from  a  policy  stand- 

int — they  are  of  but  minor  importance.     I  may  say  at  thl.s 

me,  however,  that  whatever  the  effect  of  the  two  changes  may 

they  tend  only  in   the  direction  of  strengthening  the  coii- 

titutional  vali<llty  of  the  provisions  of  the  Smoot  amendment. 

will  at  a  later  point  di.scuss  the  constitutional  aspects  of  these 
hanges  more  fully. 

The  Smoot  amendment,  being  word  for  word  identical — except 
or  the  two  changea  noted — with  the  flexible  provisions  of  the 
:arlff  act  of  1922,  I  believe  that  no  lawyer  can  successfully  re- 
iist  the  conclusion  that  the  unanimoas  decision  of  tbe  United 
States  Supreme  Court  holding  constitutional  the  flexible  provi- 
dons  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  also  is  absolutely  controlling  upon 
the  question  of  the  constitutionality  of  the  Smoot  amendment. 
The  proposition  in  effect  urged  by  some  Senators  that  two  stat- 
Ctee  identical  in  terms,  can  one  be  held  constitutional  and  the 
>tber  a  few  years  later  be  held  imconstitutional,  is  to  me  an  ab- 
K>lute  non  sequitur ;  it  is  confuiied  in  its  premises  and  it  is  in  no 
iiense  convincing  or  logical  in  its  conclusion.  It  is  really,  in  the 
anguage  of  the  logician,  an  absurdity  of  the  "  reductio  "  variety. 
The  only  possible  basis  I  can  see  for  any  such  proposition  is  to 
[^mclude  that  nine  justices,  the  entire  meml)ership  of  tlie  United 
States  Suprenae  Court,  were  in  error  in  deciding  that  the 
lexiUe  provisions  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922  were  constitutional. 
ind  that  error  is  so  apparent  and  unquestionable  that  u  majority 
>f  tbe  Justices  will  recognize  the  error  and  reverse  themselves 
f  the  question  is  again  presented  to  them  for  Judicial  determina- 

on.    That  such  a  situation  could  exist  is  almost  inconceivable. 

I  can  not,  Mr.  President,  indulging  the  most  active  possible 

maginatlon,  conceive  of  the  great  Justices  of  that  court  c«>ining 

ust  two  years  ago  to  the  conclusion  that  the  statute  that  was 

nacted   in    1922    was   constitutional,    that    it    was    within    the 

ers  of  the  Constitution,  and  the  Congress  acting  thereunder — 

Ithout  having  considered,  when  tliey  reasoned  their  way  to 
hat  conclusion,  all  of  the  minor,  irrelevant  suppositions  and 
inconsequential  objecticHis  which  are  now  raised  against  the 
ronstitntlonallty  of  the  pending  provision. 

Let  na,  in  passing,  turn  to  an  analogous  situation.  I  know 
lof  no  instance  in  which  the  Supreme  Court,  having  first  reached 
I  unanimous  decision  that  an  act  of  Congress  was  uncunstitu- 
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tional,  hafl  subsequently  held  the  same  act  withha  the  power 
of  Congress.  Uf  course,  the  Supreme  Court  may  have  held 
that  an  act  was  unoonstituUtmal,  and,  in  pointing  out  the  reason 
wh>-,  may  have  held  the  substitute  act  constitutional,  because 
that  act  removed  the  objections  which  tlie  court  found  In  the 
first  act  when  it  passed  upon  It;  but  I  know  of  only  two  in- 
stances, the  Legal  Tender  case  (12  WalL  457)  and  United 
SUtes  V.  Nico  (241  U.  8.  5»1),  In  which  the  court  has  bo  re- 
versed itself  when  the  original  decision  was  by  a  divided  court 
But  as  to  the  proposition  at  hand,  namely,  the  declaring  un- 
constitutional of  an  act  of  Congress  that  has  previously  been 
held  to  be  witliln  the  power  of  Congress,  I  know  of  no  instance 
in  which  the  court  has  so  reveraed  iteelf  whether  the  original 
decision  was  by  a  tmanimous  or  by  a  divided  court 

We  have  heard  In  this  connection,  Mr.  President  audi  a 
vociferous  appeal  to  the  patriotic  impulses  of  tlie  Members  of 
this  body,  I  should  like  to  ask,  in  passing,  Is  patriotism  superior 
to  constitutional  authority?  Is  patriotism  present  to  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  on  some  occasions  and  absent  on  others! 
In  1922  when  this  very  act  In  substance  the  same,  waa  passed, 
and  tlie  Supreme  Court  held  it  constitutional,  where  was  the 
patriotism  of  the  Monbers  of  this  distinguished  body  If  their 
patriotism  now  exhibited  shows  that  they  were  then  in  error? 

In  1922,  Mr.  President  we  w«re  emerging  from  the  greatest 
war  of  history.  Men  all  over  the  dvillaed  world  were  struggling 
and  crawling  and  coming  l>ack  to  safety,  and  they  were  doing 
It  in  the  great  majority  of  cases  only  over  bridges  of  patriotism 
and  love  of  home  and  country ;  yet  we  are  told  Ihat  if  we  adopt 
the  pending  provision,  with  the  amendment  of  tbe  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  we  are  not  patrlotie,  and  especlaUy  if  we 
enact  it  in  the  light  of  that  brilliant  Star  of  Bethlehem,  the 
decision  of  tlie  Supreme  Court  in  Hampton  v.  United  States 
(276  U.  8.  8»4). 

I  can  not  leave  this  aspect  of  tbe  question.  Mr.  Presldwit 
without  asking  what  should  be  the  directing  and  guiding  prin- 
ciple in  a  dellberaUve  body  such  as  the  Senate  If  und«-  serious 
and  solemn  responsibility  It  enacts  a  law  that  involves  tbe 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  in  a  matter  whkb  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  has  held  to  be  constitutional?  What 
other  standard  can  be  followed  in  a  democracy?  Then,  can  we 
turn  around  and  say  we  shall  never  do  that  again,  we  will  never 
follow  In  the  footsteps  of  constitutional  direction,  because  we 
believe,  in  order  to  serve  the  moment,  that  it  Is  better  to 
assume  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  upon  the 
same  state  of  facts  substantially  presented  to  it  will  see  fit  to 
reverse  itself?  I  say,  Mr.  President  that  such  reasoning  and 
such  a  purpose  will  lead  us  Into  "  oonfusioD  worse  confotmded." 
Such  reasoning  is  not  an  entering  wedge;  it  is  the  destruction 
of  all  republican  government  in  a  democracy  at  the  people  and 
for  the  people. 

Now,  proceeding  to  the  proposition  before  us  of  declaring 
unconstitutional  an  act  of  Congress  that  has  been  held  to  be 
within  the  power  of  Congress,  I  know,  as  I  have  said,  of  no 
occasion  in  which  the  Supreme  Court  has  reversed  itself  whether 
the  original  decision  was  by  a  tmanimous  or  by  a  divided  court. 
To  declare  a  statute  of  Congress  unconstitutional  the  court 
must  find  that  there  is  a  clear  incomfwitlbility  between  the 
Constitution  and  the  act  of  Ck>ngTess.  It  is  not  enough  that 
there  is  a  mere  doubt  on  the  point  When  a  legislative  body 
passes  any  enactment  every  lawyer  knows,  every  student  of  the 
Constitution  knows,  that  when  that  provision  or  that  law  is 
attacked  in  the  courts,  It  is  met  with  the  presumption  not  only 
of  regularity  but  of  constitutionality,  and  the  courts  indulge 
that  presumption,  showing  that  always  every  doubt  Is  resolved 
in  favor  of  the  constituticmality  of  the  act 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Goidsbobouoh  In  the 
chair).  Does  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  yield  to  the 
S^iator  from  Idalio? 

Mr.  GOFF.    I  da 

Mr.  BORAH.  My  memory  may  not  serve  me  faithfully,  but 
is  it  not  true  that  the  Supreme  Court  reversed  its  position  tm 
the  legal-tender  cases? 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  do  not  think  that  the  Supreme  Court  reversed 
itself  OD  any  constitutional  provision,  and  th^  Is  wiiat  I  am 
addressing  myself  to. 

Mr.  BORAH-    That  was  a  purely  constitutional  queation. 

Mr!  GOFF.  I  do  not  think  it  was  on  the  ccmstltutlonal  aspect 
that  reversal  took  place.  That  is  not  my  recollection.  My 
memory  may  not  serve  me  any  more  accurately  than  does  the 
memory  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  serve  him,  but  It  Is  my  very 
best  recollection  that  the  Supreme  Court  did  not  reverse  Itself 
in  that  case  on  the  constitutional  questions  Involved. 

An  act  of  the  Congress  Is  not  to  be  declared  void  unless  the 
violation  of  the  OonsUtution  la  so  manifest  as  to  leave  no  ro<Mn 
for  reasonable  doubt    How  cotild  the  Supreme  Court  poaalblj: 


say  that  the  provisions  of  the  Smoot  amendmoit  are  unconsti- 
tutional beyond  all  reasonable  doubt  when  nine  Justices  of  the 
Supreme  Court  as  reasonable  men,  have  by  unanimous  vote 
held  Identical  provisions  not  to  be  in  conflict  with  the  Consti- 
tution? 

Those  who  urge  tliat  the  provisions  of  the  Smoot  amendment 
will  be  held  unconstitutional  are  in  the  position  of  asking  tbe 
United  States  Supreme  Court  to  do  that  which  it  has  never 
done,  namely,  to  declare  unconstitutional  an  act  of  Congress 
that  it  has  previously  declared  constitutlouaL  They  are  asking 
the  court  to  ignore  a  ftindamental  precept  of  constitutional 
construction  and  hold  as  unconstitutional  beyond  any  reasonable 
doubt  whatsoever  an  act  of  Congress  that  nine  members  of  the 
court  have  found  to  be  constitutionaL 

I  can  not  conceive  of  constitutional  government  resting  upon 
such  a  tenuous  basis  of  fact  and  such  a  tbln  basis  of  law  that 
the  Supreme  Court  will  reverse  Itself  after  a  very  careful  and  a 
most  considerate  and  comprehensive  investigation  of  all  the 
doctrines  and  principles  involved  in  any  such  enacrtnoent 

I  can  not  help  feel  that  the  argument  of  those  who  attack  the 
Smoot  amendment  upon  constitutional  groiuids  Is  an  argument 
in  fact  directed  to  the  policy  ot  continuing  tbe  flexible-tariff 
provisions  rather  than  to  the  constitutionality  of  their  enact- 
ment It  admits  In  effect  that  these  provisions  will  again  be 
found  constitutional  by  the  Supreme  (5ourt  if  a  case  is  again 
brought  before  that  body.  It  is  an  argument  that  in  effect  says 
the  Supreme  Court  erred  in  holding  the  flexible-tariff  provisions 
constitutional ;  that  we  who  have  exposed  the  policy  of  tlie 
flexible  tariff;  have  r^ed  on  the  Supreme  Court  in  vain;  and 
that  it  is  useless  to  expect  the  Supreme  Court  to  recognize  the 
error  of  its  former  decision  and  now  bold  the  flexible  tariff  un- 
constitutional. To  defeat  the  flexible  tariff  we  must  wipe  it  off 
the  books  by  legidatlve  action.  Instead  of  relying  upon  further 
judicial  action. 

Mr.  President,  before  I  proceed  further,  and  In  this  ccmnec- 
tion  let  me  inquire  if  there  Is  any  lawyer  here  present  who  has 
ever  given  such  matters  consideration,  who  If  he  were  called 
upon  to  express  his  view  and  his  opinion  upon  the  law  would 
read  the  provisions  of  the  Smoot  amendment  and  tite  decision 
of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  and  then  conclude: 
"  While  we  have  a  decision  of  the  bluest-judicial  tribunal  in 
the  land,  unanimous,  delivered  by  nine  Justices  who  now  sit 
upon  that  court,  I  believe  that  we  can  safely  prcK^eed  upon  tlie 
assumption  that  if  we  go  before  that  court  again  It  will  re%'erae 
its  action."  I  can  not  conceive  how  anyone  could  so  assume, 
so  reason,  so  advise,  or  express  such  an  oirfnion. 

This  Is  ever  the  attitude  of  the  defeated  litigant  who,  despite 
an  adverse  decision  of  the  highest  tribunal,  remalna  omfident 
of  the  justice  of  his  cause  and  appeals  to  Congress  to  reverse 
the  court  by  changing  the  law. 

But  I  urge  that  the  Supreme  Court  was  not  in  error  when  It 
decided  In  the  case  of  Hampton  &  Oa  against  the  United  States 
that  the  flexible-tariff  provisions  are  constitutional.  As  I  un- 
derstand tbe  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bcwah] 
and  others  who  have  opposed  the  ccmstltutlonality  of  the  flex- 
ible-tariff iirovislons,  they  do  not  seriously  dispute  the  constitu- 
tional validity  of  the  principle  that  the  Congress  may  vest  the 
President  with  power  to  i^ace  In  effect  tariff  rates  fixed  by  Con- 
gress, upon  the  ascertainment  by  the  President  of  the  existence 
of  certain  contingencies,  such  as  the  existence  of  discriminatory 
legislation  or  other  discriminatory  action  against  our  commerce 
CHI  the  part  of  foreign  governments.  Nor  do  tliey  dispute  that 
the  Congress  may  vest  to  tlie  President  the  power  to  deny  effecrt 
to  duties  fixed  by  Congress,  upon  the  ascertainment  by  him  of 
the  nonexlstMice  of  similar  contingencies.  What  they  do  dis- 
pute is  that  althotxgh  the  President  can  property  be  totrusted 
with  the  power  to  subject  articles  to  tariff  duties  or  to  no  tariff 
duties  up<m  certain  contingencies,  nevertheless  he  can  not  con- 
stitutionally be  totrusted  with  the  more  minute  po^ver  of  fixing 
the  particular  duty  to  which  an  article  may  be  subject  upon  the 
existence  of  cwtato  conttogmcles.  To  place  an  artide  on  the 
free  list  ^^n  though  Congress  has  prescribed  a  duty,  Is  all 
right  To  subject  an  article  to  a  duty,  even  though  Congress 
has  placed  It  on  the  free  Ust,  is  all  right  These  proposltiona, 
they  admit  are  within  tbe  now  uncontroverted  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  to  Field  against  Clark,  decided  in  1882,  long 
before  the  alleged  lapse  of  the  court  to  the  Hampton  case. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  merely  refer  to  paastog  to  this  decision, 
which  Is  one  of  the  landmarks  of  constitutional  government  as 
it  ia  tovolved  to  this  controversy. 

In  this  case,  decided  as  I  say  to  1892,  the  question  raised  was 
whether  It  was  constitutional  to  confer  upon  the  President  by 
an  act  of  Congress,  the  right  and  the  authority  lo  place  an 
article  on  the  free  Ust  even  though  Ccmgress  prescribed  a  duty 
for  that  article,  or  whether  It  was  constltutlooal  to  confs  opoo 
the  President  ol  tlie  Dotted  States  tbe  power  to  take  an  artida 
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fn.m  the  dafiHbk'  Hat  and  pat  It  (n  the  free  llrt  eren  thoa«;fa 
CVMucrem  had  ao  placed  It ;  and  the  Sapreme  Court  of  the  United 
State*  held,  in  that  great  decision,  that  it  was  constitutional  and 
within  the  due  und  proper  eaercise  of  the  powers  of  the 
Conpresn. 

I''nrth»»rraorv.  as  I  recall  the  address  and  the  remarks  yeeter- 
day  of  thedlstinjiulshed  Senator  from  Peimsylvanla  [Mr.  Rod], 
he  dvmotistrated  that  these  propositions  are  not  In  the  least  new. 
They  sre  sauctlfled  by  the  leffislotlve  action  of  the  early  Con- 
grewie**.  But  ou  the  other  hand,  to  do  Jess  than  transfer  an  artl- 
<  lo  from  the  dutiable  list  to  the  free  list  or  vice  Tersa— namely. 
rocr»'ly  to  subject  an  article  to  one  rate  of  duty  when  Congress 
hax  pn'M-ribed  another  rate  of  duty— that,  they  say,  is  all  wrong, 
oven  though  the  TongPesa  lays  down  the  principle  by  which  the 
KxiHutive  is  to  proceed,  the  facts  that  are  to  be  ascertained, 
and  the  contingencieM  that  are  to  exist. 

ilr.  Prt^ldeiit.  I  listened  toKlay  with  great  interest — an  inter- 
eft  that  was  tempered  by  amaaement — when  the  distinguished 
H««i;Hr..r  from  Cailfomta  [Mr.  JoHitsow]  read  from  a  speech  of 
rre^lrleat  H<H»ver.  delivered,  he  suld.  in  October,  1928.  He  did 
not,  SM  I  recMlI.  quote  all  of  the  applicable  provisions  of  that 
Hpee<li:  and  while  those  provisions  are  not  long  I  intend  to 
quote  (hem  at  length. 

Ill  hiH  .speech  in  Boston  in  1928  President  Hoover  said: 

The  Tariff  CommlKiioii  in  t  most  rsloable  arm  of  the  Oovernment. 
I e  can  be  atrcngtbeoM  and  made  more  awfnl  Is  aeveral  wajrs.  But 
thp  Amrricaa  people  will  never  eonaent  to  delefratlng  anthorlty  over  the 
tariP  ».»  any  i-umialMitoQ.  whether  nonpartlsao  or  blpartlaan.  Our 
people  have  tke  rlsht  to  expiraa  thenwlve*  at  the  ballot  npon  ao  vital 
a  ^oeatHm  aa  thia. 

Tlien  President  Hoover  coDtinued: 

There  U  only  one  comailaalon  to  which  delegation  of  that  aathorlty 
can  be  made.  That  Ik  the  j^reat  eommlaston  of  their  own  choosing,  the 
ronurenii  of  the  ITnlted  StateH  aod  the  Presideoi.  It  la  the  only  com- 
mt«iU>n  which  can  be  held  reapoDaible  to  the  electorate. 

The  Senator  from  California,  In  a  challenging  tone,  said: 

I  have  heard  no  Juotiflcatlon  of  that  speech.     I  have  heard  no  reply 

or  explanation  of  thoae  remarks  from  thia  side,  the  Bepabllcaa  aide  of 

thin  Chamber. 

Mr.  rn>sident,  I  do  not  know  whether  anyone  has  replied,  but 
I  intend  to  reply  by  bringing  before  the  Senate  the  facta  which 
were  involved  In  that  speech  and  the  reason  why  that  speech 
was  made,  and  the  vn-y  condition  to  which  that  speech  was  a 
respon.«»ive  answer. 

Governor  Smith,  the  Democratic  candidate  for  the  Presidency, 
on  October  13,  19^  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  spoke  in  favor  of  a  tariff 
commixsiou  of  five  members  with  full  power  to  act.  Why,  Mr. 
Pr»'sid»'nt,  Governor  Smith  was  going  to  appoint  a  tariff  com- 
mission with  legislative  power.  Governor  Smith  was  going  to 
appoivt  a  tariff  commission  which,  with  full  power  to  act,  was 
to  .suiiersede  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  I  regret  that 
the  Senator  from  California  is  not  in  the  Chamber,  because  I 
should  like  him  to  know  that  on  October  16,  at  Boston,  Mass., 
President  Hoover  was  replying  to  this  ver>'  propoeltlon,  plan, 
promise,  and  program  which  was  made  and  suggested  by  Gov- 
ernor Smith  in  his  i<ipeech  at  LoafsrUle,  Ky. 

Mr.  WAGNER     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  Does  the  S^iator  from  West 
Virginia  vield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  GOFF.  -1  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  think,  if  the  Senator  reads  the  entire 
xpeech.  he  will  come  to  a  different  conclusion,  namely,  that 
what  Crovemor  Smith  rec<nnmended  was  a  scientific  investiga- 
tion to  aid  C^xigresa.  If  the  entire  speech  Is  read  the  Senator 
will  obflerre  that  that  was  his  proposaL 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  right  in  that  connection,  and  as 
thoronghiy  elocldating  and  exiAainiog  not  only  the  unconstitu- 
tionality of  the  commL<wion  suggested  and  proposed  by  Governor 
Smith  bat  the  proper  constitutional  answer  made  by  President 
Hoover  to  these  suggestions  of  Governor  Smith,  I  shall  read 
the  applicable  language  that  controls  and  turns  the  comer  In 
the  great  case  of  Hampton  ft  Co.  a^ralnst  the  United  States. 
decided  at  the  October  term  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
In  the  year  1927. 

Mr.  Chief  Justloe  Taft  after  reviewing  all  of  the  questions 
Involved,  after  taking  into  consideration  the  act  of  1922  and 
citing  its  prorlalona  at  length,  after  referring  to  the  decisions 
of  the  Treaaory  Dc^Mirtment  and  the  Court  of  Customs  Appeals, 
quotes  with  approval  the  following  langua^ie  of  an  Ohio  court: 

The  ttiw  dMlacUoB,  therefore,  ia  between  the  delacatioo  of  power  to 
■Mte  the  law.  which  acceasarUy  lavolves  a  discrettoa  aa  to  what  it  shall 
ks.  aad  eaaferrtnc  aa  aatboHty  or  dlacr»tl(»a  aa  to  Ita  ezecutloB,  to  be 
■adar  aad  la  ponuaace  of  the  law.  The  Srat  can  not  he 
to  ths  latter  no  valid  oht«ctlon  can  ha  awde. 
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The  proposition  involved  In  the  proposal  of  (Sovemor  Smith 
#ould  have  conferred  legislative  authority  upon  a  commission 
sich  as  he  suggested,  a  biHly  with  full  power  and  full  authority 
t )  act  That  would  have  violated  every  rule  laid  down  by  the 
£  upreme  Court ;  and  President  Hoover,  having  the  decision  In 
n  lind,  .said  that  he  thought  this  power  should  be  eonfwred  upon 
tne  Congress,  knowing  full  well  that  it  had  a  perfect  right  to 
nfer  as  it  does  in  the  Smoot  amendment  an  authority  or  a 
scretloii  as  to  its  execution. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  been  treated  to  remarks  that  we 
ould  stand  up  and  fight  for  the  patriotism  of  the  American 
av«mment.  I  do  not  yield  to  any  man  my  admiration  for 
e  principles  and  the  doctrines  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States.  I  believe  that  pursuant  to  Its  eternal  principles 
V  e  have  established  here  not  only  the  best  government  on  the 
fice  of  the  earth  but  a  government  which  is  the  only  gov- 
ernment in  ail  history  where  mankind  have  been  able  to  stand 
xmon  their  own  feet  and  be  what  God  Almighty  intended  them 
t)  be.  You  can  go  back  thruu^  the  history  of  the  past,  you 
cm  take  the  men  who  contended  and  struggled  and  whose  im- 
mortal names  and  classic  records  rolled  forth  from  tlie  lips  of 
the  Senator  from  California,  but  those  men  were  merely  strug- 
gling toward  a  condition  and  toward  an  objective  which  we  have 
achieved  and  which  we  now  enjoy. 

I  do  not  believe  that  It  Is  meet.  In  the  discassicm  of  these 
great  constitutional  questions,  to    refer    lightly    to  what    our 
ifupreme  Court  has  done,  cmt  to  what  our  people  think  or  have 
ne  in  peace  and  In  war,  in  trial  and  tribulation,  in  success 
id  In  failure. 

Who  are  the  people?  One  would  have  supposed,  from  what 
e  Senator  from  California  said  this  morning,  that  the  people 
^re  some  huddled  and  downtro<iden  crowd  wandering  hither 
jind  thither,  lost  in  the  highways  and  the  byways  of  a  monop- 
<^istlc  democracy.  The  people  are  the  men  and  women  who 
ose  and  elected  this  Senate.  The  people  are  the  men  and  the 
omen  who  stand  for  the  principles  of  the  American  Govem- 
nt  The  people  are  the  men  and  women  who  elected  Herbert 
oover  President  of  the  I'nited  States  by  the  grentcst  majority 
^er  given  a  candidate  for  that  exalted  office.  They  accepted 
I  Im.  and  they  believed  in  what  he  preached.     They  .<<t04Kl  for 

I  Im,  and  they  reinforced  the  doctrines  for  which  he  contended. 
They  adopted  everything  he  said,  because  the  majoritj'  whicA 
te  received  indicatetl  that  he  had  the  Intelligent,  the  moral,  the 

II  pstandlng.  the  religious  men  and  women  of  this  country  behind 
li  im :  and  the  people.  Mr.  President,  who  pnt  President  Hoover 
^  'here  he  is  to-day  In  office  are  the  people  who  not  only  read 
t  lelr  Bible  and  iwray  to  their  God.  but  they  are  the  people  who 
r  >ad  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  who  know  that 
embodied  and  wrapped  up  in  it  is  all  the  wisdom,  all  the 
\]  bllosophy,  all  the  morality  of  the  2,000  years  that  preceded  Its 
a  doption. 

I  have  no  misgivings  as  to  where  the  people  of  the  United 
States  stand  upon  thia  great  Issue  now  before  the  Senate  of 
t  le  United  States. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GOPF.    Certainly, 

Mr.  WAGNER.  If  the  Sfenator  will  permit  so  long  an  Inter- 
ruption, I  would  like  to  read  what  Governor  Smith  said  in 
Ms  Louisville  speech. 

Mr.  GOFF.  The  Senator  will  read,  1  take  it,  jast  the  portion 
t  e  thinks  is  api^cable  to  this  discussion  ? 

Mr.  WAGNER     It  Is  only  two  s«itencesL 

Mr.  GOFF.     Very  well. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  desire  to  indicate  what  Governor  Smith's 
proposal  was  as  to  this  commission:  that  Is,  to  make  sdentiflc 
I  »vestlgations  as  an  aid  to  Congress,  because  I  know  that  the 
Senator  does  not  intend  to  misrepresent  what  Governor  Smith 
«  dvocated.    The  governor  said : 

I  consider  the  method  of  general  tariff  revlalon  to  be  Inherently  un- 
fl>and  and  I  definitely  pledge  that  the  only  change  I  will  consider  in  the 
tirlll  will  be  apeciflc  revisions  in  stpeciflc  scbednles.  each  considered  oa 
i  a  own  merits  on  the  basis  of  investigation  by  an  Impartial  tariff  com- 
I  tlaslon  and  a  corefal  hearing  before  Congress  of  all  concerned. 

Mr.  CK)FF.  Mr.  President,  I  was  speaking  about  the  power 
and  the  authority  of  the  Senate  to  confer  the  authority  to  exer- 
(Ise  a  clear  and  a  judicial  discretion  in  the  execution  of  this 
ijiw. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 

ila  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Would  it  not  be  possible  for  the  Congress  to 

ive  to  the  President  the  power  to  raise  or  lower  the  size  of 
standing  Army,  within  certain  limits? 
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President.  He  can  Dot  transfer  an  article  from  the  free  list  to 
the  dutiable  list,  or  vice  versa,  an  authority  that  the  Supreme 
Court  has.  hi  Field  against  Clark,  held  to  be  within  the  povrer 
of  the  Congress  to  grant  to  the  President. 

Again,  the  President  can  not  Increase  or  decrease  duties  more 
than  50  per  cent  He  can  diange  the  basis  of  valuation  only 
under  certain  rigidly  limited  circumstances.  The  President  can 
not  change  tlte  form  of  duty.  Furthermore,  before  acting  tlie 
I*re.xitlent  has  to  await  the  submission  to  him  of  the  results  of  an 
Invest Igation  c>nducted  by  the  Tariff  Commission  after  public 
notice  and  opportunity  for  hearing.  In  stimmary,  definite  facts 
are  to  be  investigated  and  ascertained,  a  course  of  procedure  Is 
prescribe<l  for  tlielr  ascertainment,  and  once  the  facts  are  ascer- 
tulnMl    n  <1»>flnlt»  iM^tw«inl»  nf  MinnllMitiim  of  differences  In  costs 


a  (ain  hold  the  flexible-tariff  provisions  constitutional  should 
t  le  question  come  before  it.  The  constitutional  question  having 
b  sen  settled  by  tliat  tribunal  that  has  the  final  and  exclusive 
r  ght  to  settle  it,  the  Senate  .should  bow  to  that  decision,  and 
limit  its  discussion  to  the  merits. 

(Sundry  messages  in  writing  were  commimicated  to  the 
S?nate  from  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Latta, 
01  »e  of  his  secretaries.) 

Mr.  CAPPER  Mr.  President,  wiUiout  going  Into  all  the 
details  of  the  subject  Involved,  I  want  to  state  that.  In  my 
judgment,  we  can  not  eifford  to  take  the  backward  step  that 
we  would  take  if  we  did  away  with  the  flexible-tariff  provisions 
of  our  tariff  stmctnre.      I   voted   for   the   fleiihle-tariff  .section 
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Mr.  GOFF.  T  was  coming  to  that  questloa.  I  shoald  say, 
generally  speaking,  yea 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Woold  It  not  be  possible  for  the  Oongreas  to 
give  to  the  Presldeot  the  power  to  decrease  or  increase  the  stoe 
of  the  Navy,  within  certain  limits? 

Mr.  GOFF.     Yea. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Would  it  not  be  possible  for  the  Googrem  to 
give  to  the  President  the  power  to  increase  or  decrease  the 
Income-tax  rates,  within  certain  limits? 

Mr.  GOFF.  Unless  the  language  were  most  careftilly  con- 
sidered and  limited  it  might  Involve  a  nwidelegated  power. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  If  vre  did  give  the  President  all  of  these 
powers,  what  earthly  use  would  there  be  for  the  meeting  of  Ooa- 
gress  to  consider  anytWng,  if  the  President  had  the  legislative 
IKwer  to  act  upcm  it? 

Mr.  GOFF.  For  this  reason,  that  without  the  Congress  meet- 
ing, the  President  could  not  have  those  powers,  or  have  them 
repleni.ihed  when  they  were  consumed. 

Mr.  President,  now  I  desire  to  address  myself  to  s<mie  of  the 
suggestions  made  by  the  Senator  from  Marjland.  It  has  been 
held  universally,  beginning  with  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  that  Congress  can  authorize  an  administrative 
officer  or  body  to  make  rules  and  regulations  relating  to  the 
administration  or  the  enforcement  of  a  law. 

Congress  may  confer  on  the  President  authority  to  make  rules 
and  regulations  for  the  government  of  the  militia,  and  for  calling 
the  militia  into  active  serrice. 

Congress  can  confer  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  power 
to  establish  standards  to  which  Imported  articles  of  a  certain 
character  must  conform. 

Congress  can  cwifer  upon  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  author- 
ity to  estabIL«!h  regulations  to  prevent  the  spread  of  contagious 
diseases  of  animaLs. 

Congress  can  confer  upon  the  Secretary  of  War  the  power  to 
prescribe  rules  and  regulations  for  the  tise,  administration,  and 
na\'igation  of  canals  operated  by  the  Government,  and  to  deter- 
mine whether  bridges  across  navigable  streams  constitute  unrea- 
sonable obstruction  to  navigation. 

■  Congress  can  confer  on  harbor  supervisors  the  power  to  fix 
prescribed  limits  within  which  refuse  and  other  material  may 
be  dunii)ed. 

Congress  can  confer  upon  the  proper  executive  officers,  sue* 
as  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Secretary  '/t  Agricul- 
ture, authority  to  prescribe  rules  governing  the  preservation  of 
the  national  forests,  and  may  re<iulre  such  officers  to  enforce 
their  opinions  and  rulings  by  proceedings  in  the  courts. 

Congress  can  confer  the  power  to  make  regulations  for  carry- 
ing a  statute  into  effect  whirfi  must  be  exercised  within  those 
powers.  Congress  must,  however,  always  conform  to  tlie  rule 
laid  down  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  Hampton  against 
the  United  States,  that  the  confea-ring  of  any  such  deleffated 
power  must  not  Involve  or  permit  legislative  action,  and  If  It 
does  not  involve  legislative  action,  but  niei^ly  a  reasonable  and 
impartial  discretion  in  the  execution  of  the  law,  then  it  can  be 
properly  dele;?ated  and  conferred  upon  an  executive  ctRc&r. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  yIekL 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  As  I  tmderstand  the  Senator,  then,  Congress 
can  pa.ss  on  to  the  President,  within  certain  limits,  the  right 
to  determine  every  question  of  legislation  granted  to  Congress  by 
the  Constitution.  All  it  has  to  do  is  to  fix  the  limits.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  GOFF.     No,  Mr.  President ;  not  correct  in  the  least 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Then,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  to 
show  wherein  it  is  not  correct? 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  will  show  the  Senator  wherein  it  Is  not 
correct 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  can  confer  upon  the 
judiciary  the  power  to  constnie  and  to  execute  statutes.  When 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  assumes  to  go  further  and 
convert  the  Judicial  branch  of  the  Government  into  the  legis- 
lative branch,  then  the  C<Migress  of  the  United  States  in  effect 
says  to  every  judge  or  to  every  c^cer  whose  authority  and 
whose  power  it  is  to  construe  and  enforce  the  law,  "  You  do 
not  belong  in  the  courts,  where  the  laws  are  enforced  and  in- 
terpreted, but  you  belong  In  the  legislature,  where  the  laws 
are  made."  If  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  attempts  to 
confer  upon  the  judicial  or  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment any  authority  which  Involves  legislation,  no  mattCT 
how  remote  it  may  be,  then  the  act  Is  tinconstitutional,  because 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  representing  the  legislative 
branch  of  our  Government,  can  not  and  will  not  be  p^mltted  to 
invade  either  the  judicial  or  the  executive  field. 

No  distinction  Is  to  be  drawn  between  Congress  availing  itself 
of  the  aid  of  the  Executive  In  ascertaining  whether  certain 
fact*  exist  calling  for  the  imposition  of  a  duty  fixed  by  Oongnmt, 


and  Cmigress  atafBng  itself  of  the  aid  of  ttie  Ehn^cntive  In 
ascertaining  whether  certain  facts  exist  calling  for  the  fixing 
and  Imposition  of  a  duty  by  the  Executive.  In  eadi  Instance 
the  controlling  ccmstltutional  question  is  whether  the  action  of 
the  Executive  is  to  take  place  only  upon  the  exlsteaice  of  cer- 
tain ascertainable  facts  and  In  accordance  with  a  prescribed 
principle.  If  so,  then  the  Congress  baa  ftilfilled  and  exercised 
Its  complete  legidatlve  duty.  The  Executive  is  not  tli<»n  rested 
with  legislative  discretion.  He  Is  m»<^  the  agent  of  the  Con- 
gress. Given  the  existence  of  certain  facts,  the  tariff  duty  that 
may  be  a[^>Ued  by  the  President  Is  fixed  and  determinable.  It  is 
fixed  by  act  of  Congress,  not  in  figures,  but  by  the  application 
of  an  intelligible  princii^e. 

If  tlie  Executive  ascertains  the  facts  Incorrectly,  if  he  applies 
the  wrong  duty  to  any  set  of  facts.  It  is  true  that  the  Intent  of 
Congress  is  not  being  carried  out  But  this  Is  the  risk  that  the 
Congress  runs  in  most  legislation,  and  that  Is  the  rttason,  Mr. 
President,  why  we  have  the  Supreme  Court  of  tlie  United 
States  to  determine  whether  or  not  an  act  of  the  0)ngre8S  of 
the  United  States  has  been  properly  or  Improperly  applied,  in- 
terpreted, and  understood  by  the  Judicial  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, which  has  the  first  and  the  original  jurisdiction  to 
apply  this  prindi^e  and  this  doctrine.  Congress  muHit  usually 
rely  upon  the  executive  brandh  of  the  Government  for  tlie  appli- 
cation of  each  statut<MT  requirwnent  to  the  proper  set  of  facta, 
whether  the  requirement  is  a  tariff  duty,  income  tax,  railroad 
rate,  grazing  fee,  or  whether  it  is  a  statutory  reqinlrement  en- 
tirely unrelated  to  monetary  impositions. 

There  Is  no  constitutional  requirement  that  demands  that  the 
Congress,  Ln  order  to  minimise  the  possibility  of  error  by  the 
Executive  in  discharging  his  constitutional  duty  of  faithfully 
executing  the  law.  must  state  Its  statutory  requirements  in  detail 
covering  separately  every  conceivable  contingency.  It  is  enough 
that  the  Congress  lay  down  a  principle  capable  of  application  to 
such  contingencies  as  they  arise.  There  is  nothing  peculiar 
about  the  taxing  power  that  demands  that  it  shall  be  exercised 
only  by  the  use  of  figures.  Whenever  Congress  in  Its  discretion 
deems  It  desirable,  it  may  legislate  as  to  principles  and  not 
details.  It  may  lay  down  the  principle  to  govern  the  Executive 
and  leave  to  him  the  making  of  the  liecessary  computations  for 
applying  that  princii^e. 

The  constitutional  question  relating  to  the  flexible  tariff  upon 
which  the  greatest  doubt  centered  during  the  course  of  the  liti- 
gation over  the  flexible  provisions  of  the  1922  act  was  not 
whether  the  Congress  could  make  use  of  the  Executive  in  carry- 
ing out  the  iw^ndple  laid  down  by  it.  Neither  was  It  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  particular  Increases  or  decreases  In  duties  must 
be  set  forth  In  figures  by  the  Congress  rather  than  left  to  ann- 
putation  in  particular  instances  by  the  Executive.  The  main 
question  upon  which  doubt  was  expressed  was  whether  or  not 
the  princii^e  laid  down  by  the  Congress  to  guide  the  Executive 
In  his  computations  was  sufficiently  intelligible,  sufliciently  defi- 
nite to  afford  a  real  guide.  Was  the  jMindple  stated  so  vaguely 
as  to  make  the  administration  of  the  flexible-tariff  provLslons 
a  mere  matter  of  discretion  and  the  Miactment  of  those  provi- 
sions an  investiture  of  the  Executive  with  purely  lefrfrfatlve 
power?  Or.  on  the  other  hand,  was  the  principle  stated  with 
sufficient  deflniteness  to  afford  an  intelligible  guide,  so  that  the 
Elxecutlve  would  exercise  no  substantial  discretlOTi  but  would 
merely  ascertain  the  existence  of  a  certain  prescribed  set  of 
facts,  and  having  ascertained  these  facts  compute  the  duties 
apF^icable  with  re^)ect  thereto  by  processes,  in  the  main,  min- 
isterial in  diaracter?  The  Supreme  Court  said  that  the  latter 
was  the  situatiwi,  that  the  iwrinclple  laid  down  was  sufficiently 
definite  and  intelligible  to  prevait  tlie  authority  granted  from 
being  a  delegation  of  pore  l^lslative  power. 

The  flexible-tariff  provisions  state  the  principles  upon  the 
basis  of  which  duties  are  to  be  adjusted  as  being  the  equaliaa- 
tlon  of  differences  In  costs  of  production.  The  President  is 
directed  to  investigate  aitd  ascertain  the  existence  of  such  dif- 
ference* In  ascertaining  the  existence  ot  such  differences  the 
President  is  directed  to  take  into  cmisideration  several  factors. 
Among  these  are  differences  in  conditions  of  production,  includ- 
ing wages  and  costs  of  material,  differences  in  wholesale  selling 
prices,  discriminatory  advantages  granted  by  foreign  govern- 
ments or  by  foreign  persons,  and  other  advantages  or  disadvan- 
tages in  competition.  The  Attorney  Gei»eral  expressed  It  ii«  his 
opinion  that  transportation  costs  are  among  the  other  advan- 
tages or  disadvantages  in  competition  that  should  be  taken  Into 
consideration.  The  Attorney  General  also  expressed  It  as  his 
opinion  that  invoice  prices  might  under  certain  circumstances 
be  taken  Into  consideration  as  reflecting  difference  In  produc- 
tion costs.  The  Congress  obviously  has  laid  down  in  cons i tier- 
able  detail  the  tacts  that  are  to  be  ascertained.  Farihermore, 
in  fixing  duties  that  would  eqoallce  the  differences  as  so  ascer- 
tained the  CoDgnH  lays  down  certain  restrictions  upon  the 
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It  is  true  the  House  and  the  Senate  Finance  Committee — and 
the  committee  impioved  the  House  bill  In  the  agricultural  Itema, 
In  the  main — gave  agriculture  increased  tariff  protection.  But 
they  raised  so  many  other  itons  tliat  it  will  cost  agriculture 
more  than  It  will  receive. 

I  say  again  that  this  bill  does  not  place  agriculture  on  a  tariff 
equality  with  manufacturing  and  industry.  In  Its  present  form 
it  will  never  meet  with  the  approval  of  the  Middle  West 

But  I  arose  to-day,  Mr.  President  to  make  a  few  brief  re- 
marks concerning  the  flexible-tariff  jK-inciple  in  tariff  legisla- 
Uon. 

I  am  not  advocating  that  the  President  on  recommeudation  of 
the  Tariff  Commladon,  be  allowed  to  make  tariff  rates.  I  do 
believe,  however,  tliat  on  findings  of  fact  and  recommendations 


than  500,000,000.  The  American  northwestern  farmer  was  help- 
less in  world  markets  against  such  a  fiare-iip  of  competitive 
production  across  the  border.  This  competition  la  all  the  more 
serlotis  because  of  the  unusually  high  quality  of  Canadian 
wheat  In  ordinary  years. 

It  sells  at  a  premium  in  all  world  markets.  Fortunately,  in 
1923,  with  the  crop  beginning  to  mount  to  neariy  500,(XiO.OUO 
bushels,  the  flexible  provisions  were  available  for  the  use  of  the 
President.  Commission  experts  were  sent  In  L>ecember.  192J,  to 
the  field.  In  February  the  cost  and  oUier  data  were  assemliled. 
and  a  public  hearing  held  after  allowing  for  the  usual  30-day 
public  notice  of  the  hearings.  By  the  ist  of  March  the  report 
was  cmnpleted,  and  on  March  7,  1924,  the  P^e:^ident  pcochiiuied»« 
an  lncrea.se  In  the  duty  on  wheat  from  30  to  ■:i2  cents  a  busheL 


;    ' 


ut  prtKluction  ah  shown  bj  those  facta  Is  to  be  applied. 

The  two  changes  In  existing  law  made  by  the  Smoot  amend- 
meot  t>ear  upon  the  point  I  have  just  dlscueaaed.  The  definition 
of  transportation  eoets  makes  actually  more  detailed  and  definite 
the  facts  to  be  considered  in  applying  the  prindpie  of  eqaalla- 
tlon  «»f  costs  of  production.  The  confining  of  tlie  Executiye  to 
tb**  at<certainmeDt  of  facts  shown  by  the  inrestigation  of  the 
Tariff  Commission,  malcea  the  principle  a  little  more  rigid,  makes 
a  little  more  readily  ascertainable  the  existence  of  those  facts 
upon  which  Congress  chooses  to  make  its  rule  of  law  applicable. 
It  narrows  the  field  in  which  the  search  for  the  facts  Is  to  be 
made.  lint,  as  I  said  before,  these  two  <^uinges  are  among  the 
mlnutie  of  the  flexible  tariff  provisions.  The  fundamental  con- 
stitutional basis  «)f  these  provisiona  Is  the  same  under  the  Smoot 
amendment  as  under  the  section  of  the  ld22  act  declared  con- 
stitutional by  the  Supreme  Court. 

The  principle  laid  down  by  the  CongresB  in  the  flexible-tariff 
pn>vlsioD8  and  the  facts  to  be  ascertaioed  in  connection  tliere- 
witJi,  are  fidly  as  definite  and  intelligible  as  is  customary  in 
congresnional  legislation.  The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
is  to  fix  rates  that  are  Just  and  reasonable.  Thla  authority 
exists  eren  In  tlie  absence  of  completed  valuations.  The  con- 
solidated returns  of  incomes  of  the  great  corporations  are  made 
in  accordance  with  such  regulations  as  rhe  CommlasioDer  ot  In- 
ternal Revenue  may  deem  necessary  In  order  that  the  tax  liabil- 
It)'  of  an  alBliated  group  may  be  determined  in  such  manner  as 
clearly  to  reflect  the  Income  and  prevent  avoidance  of  tax  liabil- 
ity. Discount  rates  of  Federal  reserve  banks  are  to  be  fixed 
with  a  view  to  accommodating  commerce  and  business  and  sub- 
ject to  review  and  determination  of  the  Federal  Beserve  Board. 
Certainly,  the  principles  laid  down  in  the  congressdcmal  legisla- 
tion covering  these  matters  of  supreme  importance  to  the  indus- 
tries of  tlM  country  are  all  less  definite,  leas  Int^iglble,  than 
tJie  principle  laid  down  in  the  fiexlMe-tariff  provisioos.  The 
available  legislative  precedents  run  Into  the  hundreds.  I  have 
merely  selected  two  or  three  of  the  more  important. 

Furthermore,  a  comparison  at  the  principle  laid  down  as  a 
guide  in  administering  the  fieadbie-tariflT  provisions,  with  the 
statutes  sustained  in  pertinent  dedisions  of  the  Supreme  Court 
prior  to  the  Hampton  case,  show  that  the  flexible-tariff  provi- 
sions are  well  within  the  requirements  of  the  OMOrtltation  aa 
applied  by  the  Supreme  Court  to  ;«>-caIled  delegations  of  quasi- 
legislative  power.  For  instance.  In  the  lea(Unf  ease  of  TTnitad 
States  p.  Qrlmaod  (230  U.  S.  006),  the  Secretary  at  Agriculture 
was  authorlaed  to  make  mlea  and  regulations  to  regulate  the 
occupancy  and  use  of  forest  reserves  and  preserve  the  forests 
thereon  from  destruction.  Penalties  were  provided  fbr  viola- 
tioo  of  the  regnlatlona.  Again,  in  Bnttfleld  v.  Strannahan  (192 
U.  S.  407),  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was  authorlaed 
to  pmcrlbe  standards  of  purity,  qnailty,  and  wholesomenesB  for 
consumption  of  all  kinds  of  teas.  Teas  not  corapiylng  with  the 
standards  were  excluded  from  importation.  The  power,  as  the 
court  expressed  it  in  these  cases,  '  to  fill  up  the  details  "  of  the 
general  provlsiona.  did  not  make  the  congressional  enactment  a 
delegatiiui  of  pore  legislative  power.  However  diflfeait  the 
action  of  foreign  governments  or  foreign  manafacturers  may 
^have  made  the  ascertainment  of  facts  as  to  costs  of  production 
"iJi  a  particular  caae  under  the  flexible  tariff,  or  however  much 
the  members  of  the  Tariff  Coouniaslon  may  have  disputed  the 
weight  to  be  given  by  the  commistdon  to  variooa  facts  ascer- 
taiaetl  by  them  in  their  investigations  to  assist  the  Presidoit, 
nevertheiees  the  flexible-tariff  law  lays  down  a  principle,  and 
has  stated  the  facts  to  be  ascertained,  with  a  deAniteneas  more 
than  sofllclent  for  the  porposee  of  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  discussed  at  some  length  the  constitu- 
tional questiona  in  connection  with  the  flexible>tariff  provision, 
not  that  I  believe  that  there  is  to-day  any  doubt  as  to  the 
constitutional  validity  of  those  provisions,  but  that  I  recognize 
that  the  constitutional  arguments  made  by  the  opponents  of 
the  provlaiona  are  made  in  all  sincerity.  I  repeat,  however, 
t'lat  I  toel  there  can  be  no  substantial  doubt  in  tibe  minds  of 
any  Senator  but  that  the  Suprenne  Court  unqneatioDably  will 
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'  the  ld22  act,  and  am  as  strong  for  the  principle  involved  as 

was  thea. 

The  results  of  the  work  of  the  Tariff  Commission  may  not 
hkve  been  all  that  we  have  desired  or  expec-ted.  For  example, 
tlie  increase  In  the  tariff  on  pig  iron  Is  indefensible.  But  tlie 
p^Dciple  is  sound.  It  is  a  step,  and  in  my  opinion  a  long  step, 
the  direction  of  a  scientific  tariff  system.  Agriculture  has 
b^uefited  from  the  present  law.  The  laboring  man  has  obtained 
its  beneflta  Industries,  faced  with  new  developiuents  in  manu- 
fiicturing  methods  abroad,  resulting  in  marked  decreases  in 
n^nufacturing  costs,  have  been  rescued  from  competition  that, 

some  instances,  would  have  put  them  out  of  business  entirely. 

As  has  been  stated  several  times  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
ahd  as  is  generally  understood  over  the  country,  it  is  a  prac- 
t  cal  impossibility  for  the  Congress  to  meet  these  changes  in 

V  orld  economic  conditions,  and  esi>eciully  In  foreign  production 
ciets,  as  they  arise.  We  can  not,  apparently,  make  piecemeal 
amendments  to  a  tariff  act  in  the  National  Legislature.  Con- 
gress can  serve  best  by  making  a  more  or  less  general  tariff 
revision  every  decade  or  so;  perhaps  a  limited  revision  applying 
t)  an  entire  class  of  products,  as  we  understood  we  were  at- 
t^pting  to  do  at  tills  set^siou. 

Mr.  President,  this  special  session  of  Congress  was  called 
jirlmarily  to  take  care  of  agriculture  as  an  industry.  And  I 
sLy,  and  in  saying  it  I  believe  I  have  the  appn)val  of  the 
great  national  farm  organizations  and  of  every  friend  of  agri- 
ciltore  who  has  given  the  nuitter  careful  study,  that  retention 
0 1  the  Tariff  Commission  and  of  the  flexible  principle  of  adjust- 
ing tariff  schedules  is  in  the  best  interest  of  agriculture. 

While  on  the  subject,  Mr.  President,  I  feel  bound  to  say  a  few 
tilings  about  the  pending  tariff  bill  as  a  whole. 

In  my  Judgment,  and  I  believe  that  is  the  Judgment  of  the 
E^ajority  of  the  farmers  of  the  Middle  Wet^tem  States,  neither 
t  le  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House,  nor  as  it  was  amendetl  by 
i  te  Senate  Finance  Committee,  meets  the  situation.  It  is  not 
tfe  tariff  measure  tlxat  agriculture  needs  and  is  entitled  to.    It 

not  the  measure  we  understood  we  were  promised  during  the 
1^28  campaign.     It  is  not  the  "  Hmited  tariff  revision "   that 

I  resident  Hoover's  proclamation  calling  the  Congress  in  special 
Bission  led  ua  to  expect.  It  is  not  the  measure  that  we  in  the 
S  iddle  West  understood  the  President  asked  for  and  recom- 
n  ended  in  his  message  to  the  Congress ;  and  I  think  it  will  have 
tf  be  materially  amended. 

Mr.  President,  it  will  not  benefit  agrictiltnre  to  any  marked 
ektent  if  we  give  the  fanner  increases  on  agricultural  items, 
aid  thereby  perhaps  place  more  money  in  his  right-hand  panta 
p  Kket,  and  then  hike  the  duties  on  some  thousand  items  he  has 
t  •  buy  and  take  more  out  of  his  left-hand  pants  i>ocket  than  we 
ppt  in  the  right-hand  pocket. 

My  understanding,  and  I  believe  the  understanding,  generally 
tkroughout  the  agricultural  sections,  was  that  Congress  w«>uld 
r  rviae  the  tariff  schedules  so  as  to  give  agriculture  benefits 
e  (utvalent,  or  as  nearly  as  possible  equivalent,  to  those  already 
e  (tended  to  manufactures  and  industry.  The  pending  measure 
^111  have  to  be  amended  considerably  and  in  the  interest  of 
afpricultnre. 

It  was  our  understanding  that  the  tariff  schedules  would  be 
revised  so  as  to  place  agriculture  on  an  even  basis  with  mann- 
f  icturing  and  industry ;  tluit  there  was  not  to  be  a  general  re- 

V  usion  attempted  until  after  that  was  accomplished.    Agriculture 

V  ould  not  have  objected  to  a  few  revisions  of  other  schedules 
v'bere  such  were  plainly  needed,  such  aa  in  some  of  the  textile 
lidnstries. 

But  this  measure  is  not  a  limited  revision  of  the  tariff  at  all. 
Ibcreases  in  nearly  a  thousand  nonagricultural  items  is  not 
extending  tariff  relief  to  a  few  isolated  instances  where  cundi- 
t  ons  have  changed  so  markedly  since  1922  as  to  render  the 
cfianges  necessary. 

This  bill  is  a  general  tariff  revision  upward.  We  were  neither 
I^tHnised  nor  threatened  with  this  kind  of  a  revision  during  the 
c  uupaign ;  n^tber  are  we  entitled  to  nor  deserving  of  such  treat- 

II  tent 


CONGRESSIONAL  KJICORD— SENATE 


United  States,  the  power  to  raise  or  lower  the  tariff  wall  at  the 
places  where  shifts  in  the  economic  pressure  make  it  necessary, 
should  be  placed  somewhere.  These  changes  should  be  based  on 
accurate  Information  and  sound  Judgment,  and  at  the  same  time 
be  made  as  rapidly  a.s  possible  after  the  change  becomes  neces- 
sary. The  flexible-tariff  principle,  from  post  experience,  can  be 
UH*^  to  attain  this  end.  It  seems  to  be  tl»e  m'wt  practicable  and 
equitable  scheme  so  far  devised,  and  it  would  be  a  serious  mis- 
take, a  cfilloeal  blunder.  In  my  Judgment,  to  abandon  it. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  utterly  opp«»sed  to  striking  out  of  the 
tariff  laws  the  flexible-tariff  provisions.  I  intend  to  support 
the  Senate  Committee's  compromise  amendment  to  the  existing 
flexible-tariff  provisions  of  the  act.  I  hope  it  may  be  adopted, 
and  that  the  Senate  conferees  will  stand  flrm  for  its  provisions 
when  the  bill  goes  to  conference.  The  principle  is  sound,  and 
should  be  retained. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  desire  to  con- 
tribute In  any  degree  to  delaying  a  vote  upon  the  pending  pro- 
posal, but  as  the  debate  comes  to  a  conclusion,  there  is  one  sig- 
nificant pha^ie  of  the  question  to  which  I  wish,  briefly,  to  advert 
a  pha.xe  to  which  little  or  no  attention  has  been  paid  from  the 
afilnnative  standpoint,  yet  a  phase  whl(*  is  vitally  significant. 

In  tlie  climax  of  his  very  brilliant  address,  the  dlsttaguished 
senior  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Johsson]  referred  em 
|ib;Ulcally  to  an  editorial  pronouncement  from  the  New  York 
World  uiK»n  the  question  of  flexibility.  It  occurs  to  me  that  it 
would  be  distinctly  useful  and  iUuminatlng  to  pursue  a  little 
further  the  type  of  inquiry  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia when  he  presents  as  his  clinching  and  conclusive  exhibit 
a  typical  statement  from  the  American  press. 

Muc-h  has  been  said  of  what  the  people  expect  of  us  in  re- 
demption of  our  campaign  pledges — in  a  campaign,  by  the  way. 
which.  It  would  be  well  to  remember,  gave  Herbert  Hoover  the 
greatest  vote  of  confidence  ever  accorded  to  a  President  of  the 
United  States.  Much  ha.s  be«'n  said  about  the  puWic  reaction 
to  the  pi>nding  tariff  bill,  and  the  public  feeling  frequently  has 
been  Judged  upon  this  score  by  the  editorial  opinion  of  our 
newHpai»ers.  I  do  not  suggest,  of  course,  that  statesmanship 
should  be  subservient  to  Journalism,  but  it  is  a  poor  rule  that 
dties  not  work  both  ways,  and  I  sugge.«t  that  we  pursue  tliis 
rule  in  broader  fields.     I  venture  the  assertion  that  the  Amerl- 
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tl  ere  is  any  semblance  of  agreement  It  Is  in  emphatic  belief  in 
a<|ministratlve  flexibility. 

could  cumber  the  Rbcxibo  with  almost  coiintless  editorial 
quotations  to  sustain  tliis  observation,  although  many  of  them 
wDuld  first  have  to  be  deleted,  under  Senate  rules,  because  of 
tte  caustic  compliments  addressed  to  our  wisdom  or  lack  of  It 
Bat  I  am  concent  to  indicate  their  trend,  saying  again  that 
tl  Is  is  pertinent  only  as  an  assessment  of  public  opinion,  which 
it  Is  not  the  duty  of  statesmanship  blindly  to  follow,  but  to 
wilch  It  is  not  the  part  of  statesmanship  to  be  wholly  deaf. 
AJfter  all,  public  c^inion  is  not  always  wrong. 

It  Is  asked  of  us  In  behalf  of  apriculture  that  «c  destroy  the 
existing  theory  of  administrative  flexibility.  That  suggests  an 
inspection  of  the  tyi^cai  press  In  the  great  Northwest  in  addi- 
ti  Ml  to  the  voice  of  farm  organizations,  which,  like  labor  organi- 
z4tions,  are  earnest  advocates  of  flexibility. 

Here  come  two  great  newspapers  in  Minnesota ;  and.  mind 
ytu,  in  at  least  one  of  these  instances  I  am  quoting  a  newspaper 
which  has  stood  head  and  shoulders  to  the  front  in  the  con- 
stant and  persistent  demand  that  agriculture  shall  have  Justice 
Iq  this  session  at  the  bands  of  Congress. 

I  am  now  quoting  the  Mluieapolis  Tribune : 

The  more  one  stadlea  the  quMtion  of  tlie  flexible  provlnlons  of  the 
tariff  bill  the  more  Inescapable  la  the  oonclaaion  that  the  President  Is 
tl|e  court  of  l*8t  re»ort  for  the  agTicaltnral  Northwest."     •     •     • 

Then,  speaking  of  the  existing  flexible  i)oweT8: 

The  campalioi  to  take  away  this  power  which  the  President  now  has 
ein  not  logically  have  the  support  of  the  Senators  and  Representatives 
fiom  tlie  Northwest.  The  flexible  provision  of  the  tarlfT  la  a  highly 
V  ilnable  Insurance  for  the  ajnricultnral  Northwest.  It  provides  a  court 
a '  appeal  for  any  failures  on  the  part  of  Congress.  The  Northwest  rep- 
rfsentatlves  In  Congress  should  insist  on  its  retention. 

This  same  tltought  is  succinctly  summarised  by  the  St.  Cloud 
(|MInn.)  Times,  which  says: 

Take  away  this  authority  from  the  President  and  the  country  would 
hjare  a  weary  time  waiting  for  Congress  to  correct  any  mistakes  of  a 
tiritf  bill,  of  which  there  are  always  plenty. 

But  referring  again  to  the  .><econd  of  the  larger  Minnesota 
njewspapers  which  I  mentlonni,  listen  to  the  Minneapolis  Jour- 


Bubmitted  by  a  nonpartisan  tariff  commission,  after  thorough 
Investigations,  the  President  may  safely  and  wisely  be  dele- 
gated the  power  to  adjust  rates  to  meet  conditions  as  they  arise. 
This  power  is  limi  e<l  to  apiK-oval  or  veto  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

The  legislative  branch  of  our  Government  will  retain  its  con- 
trol of  tariff  making.  Under  the  present  law,  and  under  the 
amendments  offered  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  as  I  un- 
dertitand  them,  the  President  is  limited  to  a  change  of  50  per 
cent,  up  or  down,  as  world  economic  conditions  warrant,  in  ad- 
justment of  the  basic  tariff  rates  fixed  by  Congress. 

An  inflexible  tariff  system,  set  and  fixed  Immovably,  is  an 
anachronism  in  the«e  days  of  marvelous  development  in  manu- 
facturing and  distributing  technique.  The  management  of  a 
corporation  or  any  business  must  liave  some  leeway  in  meeting 
competitive  conditums  as  they  arise.  The  board  of  directors 
retains  its  general  control  over  the  business;  it  outlines  the 
policies;  It  does  noc,  in  an  intelligent  organization,  attempt  to 
restrict  Its  management  to  the  point  of  crippling  it. 

Mr.  I'resident,  speaking  as  one  who  believes  thoroughly  In  a 
protective  tariff,  and  who  believes  that  tariff  benefits  have  not 
been  fairly  distributed,  I  admit  that  In  the  pending  tariff  re- 
vision I  am  most  Interested  in  seeing  a  bill  passed  that  will 
tend  to  place  agriculture  on  an  economic  equality  with  manu- 
facturing and  other  industries,  in  so  far  as  that  can  be  accom- 
plished through  a  tariff  act.  It  seems  to  me  that  was  the  idea 
back  of  the  calling  of  this  special  session ;  at  least,  that  is  the 
reason  given  for  the  special  session.  It  is  in  line  with  the  party 
platform  pledges ;  it  is  in  line  with  the  President's  proclamation 
calling  us  into  special  session,  as  I  read  It. 

Now  let  us  examine  briefly  whether  or  not  the  present  flexible 
tariff  provisions  of  the  law  have  benefited  or  Injured  agriculture. 
As  I  read  the  rec<^rds,  through  the  flexible-tarilff  jM-ovisions 
farmers  have  been  able  to  obtain  additional  protection  on  a 
number  of  their  commodities. 

The  tariff  rate  on  wheat  was  raised  from  30  cents  to  42 
cents  a  bushel ;  I  am  not  claiming  it  Is  entirely,  nor  at  all  times 
even  In  a  small  way,  effective.  But  during  normal  periods  It 
has  offered  some  protection  to  the  wheat  grower.  Without 
going  Into  details,  I  believe  the  investigations  now  being  made 
by  the  Federal  Farm  Board  into  the  present  amazing  disparity 
In  wheat  prices  in  the  United  States  and  Canada  will  dif^iclose 
that  the  reasons  for  that  lie  outside  the  pale  of  possible  tariff 
protection. 

The  tariff  on  flaxseed  has  been  Increased  from  40  cents  to  56 
cents  a  bushel  through  the  flexible  provisions  of  the  1922  tariff 
act ;  on  flour,  from  78  cents  to  $1.04  a  busliel ;  on  milk,  from 
2%  to  3%  cents  per  gallon ;  on  pitted  cherries,  from  2  cents  to 
3  cents  per  pound;  on  Swiss  cheese  (Bmmethaler  type),  from  5 
cents  per  pound  but  not  less  than  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  to 
7^4  cents  a  pound  but  not  less  tlian  37i^  per  cent  ad  valorem; 
on  butter,  from  8  to  12  cents  per  pound;  on  cream,  from  20 
cents  to  30  cents  per  gallon ;  on  peanuts,  unshelled,  from  3  to 
4%  cents  per  pound,  shelled,  from  4  cents  to  6  cents  per  pound ; 
on  onions,  from  1  cent  to  1%  cents  per  pound;  on  frozen  eggs, 
from  6  cents  to  7%  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  Informed  that  much  of  the  time  of  the 
commission  has  been  spent  in  recent  years  upon  agricultural 
Investigations  under  the  flexible  provisions.  Many  of  these  in- 
vestigations were  in  the  nature  of  emergencies.  One  of  the 
commission's  very  first  investigation.s — that  of  wheat  and  wheat 
products — was  an  emergency  undertaking.  The  domestic  pro- 
du<'tion  of  high-grade  hard  spring  wheat  has  run  from  100,- 
(XXl.OOO  to  150,000,000  bushels  annually  during  the  last  decade. 
The  States  of  Montana,  the  two  Dakotas,  and  Minnesota  form 
the  center  of  production  of  this  wheat.  Just  across  the  border 
In  Canada  there  has  been  going  on  recently  a  startling  develop- 
ment from  the  point  of  view  of  competition  which  the  north- 
western farmer  must  face.  Some  years  ago  150,000,000  to 
200,000,000  bushels  was  a  large  wheat  crop  for  Canada.  In 
11)21  the  crop  went  to  300.000,000.  in  1922  to  400,000,000,  in 
1923  to  475,000,000,  In  1927  to  440,000,000,  and  In  1928  more 


If  there  ever  was  an  agricultural  emergency  promptly  met,  this 
is  an  illustration  of  such  action.  No  one  will  claim  that  the 
American  wheat  grower  is  benefited  to  the  extent  of  42  cents 
a  bushel,  but  he  has  been  helloed  by  this  tariff. 

Onions  Is  another  subject  upon  which  the  fiexible  provisitHis 
have  benefited  American  agriculture.  Prior  to  1922,  when  the 
duty  on  onions  was  20  cents  per  bushel  under  the  tariff  act  of 
1913  and  40  cents  per  bushel  und^  the  emergency  tariff  act,  im- 
ports were  small,  aveniging  about  a  million  and  a  half  l)uahelB 
annually.  Beginning  with  1923,  and  after  the  duty  had  been 
Increased  to  1  cent  per  pound,  or  57  cents  per  bushel,  imports 
began  to  increase,  and  by  1925  they  had  reached  a  total  of  more 
than  136,000,000  pounds.  About  half  of  this  amount  was  ivorr 
ports  of  the  sweet  Siianish  onions,  which  comp<;te  most  directly 
with  the  domestic  Spanish  type  now  being  pro<iuced  in  increas- 
ing quantities  in  the  Weetern  States  of  Washington,  Idaho,  and 
Utah.  These  Spanish  ImptHrts  also  directly  affect  the  market  of 
the  winter  onions  of  New  York,  Ohio,  and  Indiana. 

On  Deceml)er  22,  1928,  the  President,  under  the  fiexible  provi- 
sions, inci'eosed  the  duty  on  onions  from  1  cent  to  1%  cents  i)er 
pound,  the  maximum  permissible  under  the  law.  The  duty  be- 
came ^ectlve  January  22,  1929.  Since  thxit  date  the  imports 
have  continued  at  a  slightly  decreased  rate  &i  cvmpared  with 
the  same  period  in  1928. 

Milk  and  cream  have  also  been  the  subjects  of  action  by  the 
President  under  the  flexible  provisions.  Impoi-ts  of  fresh  milk 
from  Canada  averaged  6,000,000  or  7,000,000  gallons  annually, 
and  this  quantity  is  highly  concentrated  In  the  competitive  area 
of  northern  New  York  and  New  En^and,  so  that  thus  its  effect 
upon  prices  in  those  areas  is  important.  The  imports  of  cream, 
averaging  4,000,000  or  5,000,000  gallons,  and  valued  at  16,000,000 
or  $7,000,000,  are  also  highly  concentrated  In  the  northwestern 
area.  New  York  and  Boston  are  the  centers  oi'  consumpti«)n  of 
these  imports,  and  they  have  a  decisive  effect  ujxm  cream  prices 
in  those  cities.  Effective  June  13,  1929,  the  Pn^deut  increased 
the  duty  upon  milk  under  the  flexible  provisions  from  2*^  cents 
per  gallon  to  3%  cents  per  gallon,  and  the  duty  apon  cream  from 
20  cents  to  30  cents  per  gallon. 

The  cases  mentioned  above  of  wheat,  onions,  milk,  and  cream 
are  but  a  few  illustrations  of  the  activities  oi'  the  commission 
and  the  President  under  the  fiexible  provisions.  These  provi- 
sions have  proved  to  be  quick  and  tangible,  though  limited  forms 
of  farm  relief,  and  they  can  be  invoked  at  any  time  when  heavy 
Imports  threaten  the  markets  of  the  domestic  producers. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  under  any  drfusioas  tliat  the  reten- 
tion or  the  strengthening  and  extension  of  the  flexiUe-tariff 
provisions  wHl  solve  the  farm  problem ;  I  am  not  under  any 
delusions  that  Increased  tariff  rates  of  themsehes  and  by  them- 
selves will  solve  the  farm  problem ;  but  mwre  adequate  tariff 
protection,  unless  it  is  accompanied  by  increases  in  the  rates  on 
other  commodities  that  the  farmer  buys,  will  benefit  agriculture. 

The  flexible  tariff  principle,  honestly  and  intelligently  applied, 
will  benefit  agriculture.  I  believe  it  would  be  a  step  backward 
to  abolish  the  flexible  tariff  provisions.  I  have  confldence  in  the 
President's  sincerity  and  good  business  Judgment.  I  have  been 
disappointed,  it  Is  true.  In  some  of  the  actions  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission and  the  results  obtained  from  Its  recommendations. 
But  not  all  the  acts  of  Congress  have  workeci  out  as  we  had 
hoped  and  Intended  they  should. 

As  stated  befwe,  I  would  not  aw>rove  Ct>ngre8s  turning  over 
its  legislative  powers  in  making  tariff  rates  to  the  Executive 
branch  of  the  Government;  but  I  am  not  fairful,  in  fact,  I 
strongly  approve,  of  delegating  the  power  to  the  Executive,  under 
proper  safeguards  such  as  I  believe  are  provldi?d,  to  adjust  the 
basic  tariff  rates  to  meet  onergoicies  as  they  may  arise  In 
world  economic  conditions. 

Mr.  {'resident,  reasons  for  continuinf  the  flu^xlble  provisions 
In  our  tariff  structure  are  more  compelling  to-day  ttian  ever 
l)efore.  Local  and  world  economic  conditions  are  changing  con- 
stantly BO  far  as  individual  commodities  and  their  production 
and  distribution  costs  are  concerned.  To  protect  agriculture  and 
industry,  and  at  the  same  time  safegiuird  the  consumers  of  the 
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to  get  back  this  adminlstTative  authority  than  It  would  to 
wrestle  with  a  report  from  the  Tariff  Commission  If  we  our- 
selves  should  try  to  administer  flexibility.  Congress  controls 
fa)  either  event.  Thus  disappears  the  argument  that  we  are 
parting  with  our  birthright. 

Suppose  one  sympathizes  with  the  view  that  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission has  worked  badly  in  spots.  I  fi-ankly  concede  that  my 
distinguished  friend  frMn  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Fouxttb]  pre- 
8ente<l  a  formidable  Indictment  which  deserves  attentltm  in  many 
particulars.  I  confess  to  some  sympathy  with  this  measure  of 
recent  history,  although  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania made  a  defense  of  the  commission's  labors  yesterday 
which  will  not  be  easily  Urnored. 

But  typical  of  the  critical  view,  there  Is  another  significant 
group  of  editorials  wMcfa  at  least  are  worth  a  hearing  for 
their  logic  and  their  challenge.  Now,  mind  you,  we  are  listen- 
ing now  to  that  section  of  the  editorial  voice  of  the  country 
which  agrees  that  things  have  not  been  satisfactory  and  ade- 
quate.    What  is  their  conrfusion? 

Here  la  the  great  Boston  Globe.  The  Globe  frankly  declares 
that  tlie  flexible  system  has  not  worked  gatiafactorlly : 

But  this  does  not  prove  what  the  foes  of  the  flexible  provision  seem  to 
think.  It  is  merely  an  Indication  that  the  principle  has  not  yet  been 
given  a  trial ;  that  the  present  machinery  Is  not  adequately  empowered : 
that  loopholes  exist.  The  remedy  Is  stronger  legislation  to  govern  and 
direct  the  Tariff  Commission.  It  will  not  be  found  in  proposals  to 
tbrow  the  principle  overboard. 

Kindred  lAUoeophy  comes  from  a  powerful  journalistic  polpit 
In  Indiana,  the  Indianapolis  News: 

Whether  or  not  od«  beilVeTM  that  the  principle,  ortsiiially  adopted  tai 
1922,  has  been  misused  In  practice,  the  validity  of  the  policy  It  spedflM 
to,  in  our  opinion,  IncontestAUe  under  the  protective  system.  •  •  • 
If  the  Nation  la  to  b«  prepared  for  quick  grappling  with  onforeseen 
factors  in  commerce,  the  formula  can  not  well  be  discarded. 

Precisely  the  same  pronouncement  comes  from  the  great 
Chicago  Dally  Newvs,  which  says  that  it  Is  "  In  contempt  of  rea- 
son to  take  a  reactionary  step  and  abolish  or  practically  destroy  " 
the  practical  utUlty  of  the  flexible  idea. 

The  Cincinnati  Times-Star  epitomises  the  same  viewpoint 
when  it  says: 


If  this  be  deemed  too  partisan,  then  turn  to  a  difltereutiy 
complexifmed  Journal.  The  Charieston  Gawtte,  of  West  Vir- 
ginia, seems  to  be  a  stanch  Democratic  paper.  It  opens  Its 
editorial  by  saying: 

It  Is  hard  for  a  true  Wilson  Democrat  to  stir  himself  to  any  degree 
of  Interest  In  th«  fight  now  being  led  against  the  flexible-tariff  danac 

It  later  observes : 

No  caucus  of  Senators  has  a  commission  from  the  Democratic  Party 
to  oppose  the  efforts  of  I'resldent  Hoover  to  continue  the  flexible  Idea. 

It  recalls  that  President  Wilson  was  the  author  of  the  fact- 
flndlng  idea  In  tariff  making.    But  then  It  asks: 

What  la  tlM  good  of  fact  finding  anlew  there  be  a  way  to  act 
promptly  tn  the  light  of  the  facta?  Senator  Bimmoks  wants  the  re 
ports  to  be  made  to  Coagress.  That  maaaa  amendmeota.  This  was 
before  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  casMt  to  the  rescue.  Committee 
hearings,  speeches,  and  more  spaeebas.  •  •  •  May  we  ask  how 
can  we  protect  Ubor,  business,  and  the  pobUe,  vrith  the  Wilson  fact- 
finding flommlssion  if  C(Migress  must  go  throagh  the  legislative  grind 
on  each  fact  7  •  *  •  It  seems  to  as  that  the  President  has  the 
best  of  the  argument  and  we  decline  to  follow  the  opposiUoa  to  tb« 
flexible  ctanse. 

There  Is  other  testimony  from  other  kindred  sources.  There 
Is  ttte  great  Brooklyn  Bagle,  listed  as  being  Independent  Deaio- 
cratic.    What  does  the  Bagle  sayT— 

Throwing  the  decisions  of  the  Tariff  Cnnmisslon  into  Congress  would 
tend  automatically  to  put  the  entire  tariff  on  the  operating  table  at 
frequent  intermls.  •  •  •  The  boslnas  of  the  country  can  not 
afford  to  liave  Its  price  basis  thrown  Into  flux  every  Uttlc  whOe. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  we  dare  not  submit  the  tariff — 
and  thus  the  country — to  perennial  political  surgery.  The  net 
result  of  such  Jeopardy  Is  too  ominously  prophesied  by  con- 
tai4>orar7  conditions  on  this  floor. 

While  speaking  of  Democratic  Journals,  it  is  of  some  Interest 
to  read  the  Charlotte  Observer,  of  Charlotte,  N.  C,  in  which  I 
find  the  fc^lowlnf : 

Hoovaa's  laoDimrT 

Out  of  the  tariff  discussion  one  point  appeara  eloar,  and  that  is.  that 
the  Preddent  advances  the  sensible  Idea  la  sappori  of  tbe  flexlbi<>  fea- 
ture, that  the  tariff  ayaten  afaoold  be  based  on  the  changeable  plan  so 
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can  press,  in  wuatevfr  degree  ii  reoects  jraoiic  upiaivu,  m  iuoit: 
iiettrly  a  unit  tr>-<laj  In  behalf  of  the  principle  of  tariff  flexibility 
a»  now  existing  than  it  Is  apon  any  other  one  eoonomic  phl- 
l«)«ophy.  Thia  is  Illuminating.  If  true,  because  the  Senate  does 
owe  a  certain  respi>nsibillty  to  public  expectation  as  well  as  to 
Us  own  Ideas.  It  does  need  to  remembt'r  that  there  was  an 
epochal  election  last  November,  In  which  the  people  spoke  con- 
Tinclngly,  and  as  a  result  of  which  they  hare  a  right  to  antici- 
pate th»  re.«(ults  they  sought. 

Mr.  President.  I  believe  that  the  situation  I  am  undertaking  to 
bubmit  Is  perfectly  typified  by  the  Jonmallstlc  situation  In 
respect  to  two  newspapers  in  the  great  metropolis  of  Detroit,  In 
my  own  home  State  of  Michigan.  The  splendid  Detroit  Free 
VT99H,  sturdily  Republican  and  Imidacably  protectionist,  calls 
the  flexible  proTtsions  "logical  and  baslnessllke "  and  prores — 
as  I  believe  can  be  proved  conclusively — that  "  It  does  not 
remove  the  tariff-making  powers  from  Congresa." 
"That  ortJiodoxy  ml^t  be  expected  from  the  Free  Press  be- 
cause at  its  predilections.  But  here  is  its  great  neighbor,  tbe 
Detroit  News,  which  is  a  persistent  critic  of  many  increased 
rates  in  the  pending  bill,  also  promptly  rising  in  coneert  with 
President  Hoorer  to  say: 


Mr.  Hoovw 


tta*  right  aotai 


And  then: 

Here  is  tariff  thinking  w«  can  IndorM — with  all  the  smphaals  poaatble. 
Tm;  It  la  Mitlrcly  wrong  to  dratrojr  tb«  opportoalty  to  revise  duties 
which  Bay  pfove  hlch<>r  thaa  neceaaary  to  protect  aooM  ladaatrlM  and, 
tltrrafare.  becoae  ooeroua  apon  tba  pubUc. 

Now.  mlDd  yoo.  this  ia  a  violent  crttJc  of  the  ntm  in  the 
pre)«nt  bill  speaking. 
Quoting  further: 

Tbua  apaaklac  a«t  for  the  flrat  time  In  the  tariff  fight.  Prealdent 
Hovrr  at  laat  apaaka  la  tbe  voice  of  tbe  conmim*^  or  general  public. 

Tbe  Detroit  Newt  conclndea — and  again  remember  this  is 
from  a  bitter  critic  of  many  schedules  in  the  bill : 

We  beUeva  FteaUkat  Hoover  will  xtand  pat  to  the  end  of  tba  Uriff 
•cfat  la  thla  poaltlo*.    It  can  pat  another  taer  on  It  entirely. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  examined  many  newspaiier  flies;  and 
I  make  hold  to  say  that  this  Detroit  sltuatlun,  this  method  of 
measuring  public  opinion  by  D«*trolt  newspoper  observations, 
Ands  a  eompsrable  parallel  and  discloses  a  comparable  unity 
all  orw  this  ooontxy.    If  there  la  any  one  tariff  act  upon  which 


rai.  spt^xing  eaitonauy  on  sopiemoer  :ai: 

Why  any  Senator  representing  to  agricultural  State  and  profeaalng 
t)  have  at  heart  the  welfare  of  the  farmers  should  Join  the  Democrats 
til  their  scheme  to  hamstring  the  flexible  provisions  of  tbe  tariff  art,  is 
njt  plain.  •  •  •  If  ever  the  welfare  of  an  Industry  requir«-<l  the 
e:dstence  of  a  method  for  the  swift  and  nonpolitical  adjustment  of  its 
p  •otectlve-tarlff  rates,  that  Industry  is  agriculture.  In  no  other  industry 
ii  there  aucb  a  fluctuation  of  production  co.<«ts.  And  the  flexible  provl- 
s  on  of  the  tariff  act  la  obviously  designed  to  talce  care  of  emergencies 
attributable  to  unforeseen  fluctuations  in  production  toata.  Tlie  peroo- 
c  mtlc-Progressive  coalition  now  proposes  that  tbe  power  to  make  emer- 
gency changes  within  a  limited  range  and  on  D'commendation  of  the 
lariff  Commission,  be  taken  away  from  tbe  President  an<i  retained  by 
Congress;  which  would  amount  to  Jost  about  the  same  thing  as  aban- 
dDning  outright  the  8-year-old  move  In  the  direction  of  adentiflc  tariff 
D  mklDg. 

The  eilltor  concludes  with  the  observation  that  he  does  not 
s  9e  how  any  Senator  from  an  agricultural  State  can  vote  to  take 
1  mlted  flexibility  away  from  the  President. 
Make  the  same  test  over  in  North  Dakota.  What  does  the 
rgo  Forum  say.  which.  I  suspect,  is  as  representatlTC  a 
spaper  as  there  is  in  that  great  area?  This  is  what  it  says: 
It  la  dilllcalt  to  OBderstand  this  particular  block's  atand  on  the 
ble  feaiorea  of  the  meaaare.  They  are  avowed  frienda  of  agricul- 
ttire.  They  want  the  agrariaa  Induatry  placed  on  a  parity  with  others. 
'  "hey  aaJd  ao  a  year  ago  and  have  tK-en  aaying  so  ever  sine*  tbe  seasion 
cpened.  The  flexible  provisions  of  tbe  bill,  as  now  constituted.  ar« 
laipfol  to  tbe  farmers. 

The  editor  concludea.  after  noting  the  argument  against  delA- 
1  atlon  of  powers,  that — 

It  la  an  easily  anderstood  poaltloo,  bat  not  a  tenable  on«. 

And.  Mr.  Pre?<i«lent.  here  is  a  pregnant  line  frrmi  a  newspaper 
4t  Watertown.  S.  Dak.,  signlflcantly  called  imbllc  Opinion : 

The  President  can  have  nothing  more  than  delegated  authority.  That 
■  easily  granted,  but  It  can  be  Just  as  easily  withdrawn. 

That  Ix  not  literally  true.  be<'ause.  as  the  Senator  from  Vlr- 
inia  [Mr.  Sw.\jf80N )  polntt-d  out  this  aftomoon,  in  a  supreme 
'Hiergeucy  there  might  be  an  ultimate  veto  which  would  take  a 
wothirds  vote  of  the  Congress  In  order  to  accomplish  a  recap- 
nre  of  whatever  admliiistrntive  latitude  is  here  allowed.  But 
IS  a  practical  proposition  the  statem«»nt  stand.s  foursquare. 
Ordinarily  speaJEing,  it  would  take  no  mure  time  fur  a  Congreaa 
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in  preserrlng  the  independent  prerogatiyea  of  the  legislature. 
But  we  do  not  surrender  a  prerogative,  we  merely  make  it  per- 
sistent, when  we  order  a  rule  that  gives  it  contluooua  efficiency. 

It  i.H  no  delegation  of  power  when  tariff  adminlatratlons  are 
given  administrative  latitude  within  limitations  and  a  system 
speiiflcally  prescribed  by  Congres.-*  It.solf.  To  deny  the  pro- 
priety of  such  practice  would  be  to  c«»ndemn  many  agencies  with- 
out which  modern,  complex  government  would  fall  '^^PJ'*"^- 
One  of  tbe  oldest  and  soundest  of  all  our  Institutional  precepts 
is  this: 

A  power  equal  to  every  poaaiUe  contingency  mnat  exist  somewhere 
la  tbe  (ioTernment. 

I  d<»  not  see  how  it  can  exist  in  the  Interlude  between  general 
tariff  r«*viNion8  except  as  it  exists  within  legislative  prescription, 
but  under  admluistrative  mechanics.  This  is  the  formula  which 
our  uppoaitlon  now  undertakes  to  wreck. 

rCSZIBILITT  la  NBCasSABT 

I  do  not  use  the  word  "  necesaary  "  in  the  sense  In  which  it 
was  attacked  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho  the  other 
day  I  use  the  word  as  strictly  within  the  limit  of  our  consti- 
tutional rights.  I  say  flexibility  is  necessary  as  a  mechanical 
prui»ositi«in  In  this  present  hour. 

The  e^-onomlc  world.  It  is  tnie,  is  in  no  such  chaos  as  forced 
the  Initiation  of  this  principle  in  1922.  But  the  prospectus  is  no 
less  untvrtaUi  because  changing  economic  methoda  at  home  and 
abroad  make  any  firm  prophesies  impossible. 

Mr.  President,  recently  I  was  discussing  with  one  of  the 
great  m<»tor  geniuses  of  this  land  what  he  saw  ahead  upon  the 
economic  horlsotL  The  motor  world  Is  as  accurately  and 
scientifically  organiied  and  economically  armed  as  any  in- 
dustry that  erer  existed.  This  man.  whom  I  consider  to  be 
perhaps  one  of  the  two  greatest  experts  in  the  world  in  hla 
line,  said: 

No  aana  man  dare  look  ahead  more  than  five  years,  and  threa  yaars 
la  tbe  limit  of  conarrvatlsa. 

The  impending  movement  we  discussed  recently  upon  this 
floor,  regarding  great  groups  of  American  capital  abroad  about 
to  enter  into  European  industry,  of  itself  furnishes  a  warning 
that  flexibility  in  tariflb  is  necessary  if  we  are  to  be  in  position 
to  meet  the  new  exposures.  These  exposures  in  the  motor  world 
are  typical  of  the  uncertainties  which,  in  common  sense  and 
sound  Judgment,  call  for  flexibility  to-day  Just  as  moch  as  In 
1922.    Otherwise  we  order  onrselTes  into  economic  suicide. 

No  general  tariff  rsTislon,  under  such  conditions,  can  avoid 
errors  or  anticipate  every  necessity.  Inerltahly  there  are  errors 
and  omissions  In  the  485  printed  pages  which  comprise  this 
pending  bill.  Without  flexibility  these  errors  and  omissions  are 
permanently  shackled  upon  both  agriculture  and  industry.  Yet 
thoi«  who  charge  the  bill  with  the  greatest  measure  of  error 
most  violently  oppose  the  only  means  fur  its  correction. 

They  talk  of  other  formulie  for  tlexibillty — anything  but  the 
existing  onler.  They  talk  of  substituting  Congress  for  the 
President  as  the  agent  of  flexibility.  I  wish  this  were  prac- 
tl<al.  But  flexibility  Is  a  paradox  and  a  hoax  unless  made 
administrative  rather  than  legislative  in  its  mechanics.  If 
Congress,  recognising  the  need  for  flexibility  to  correct  serially 
the  errors  and  omissions  in  Its  own  tariff  work,  requires  its 
own  subsequent  consent  to  these  ministerial  corrections,  then 
all  tbe  same  iuflrmities  attach  to  the  remedy  as  to  the  disease, 
and  tbe  process  of  change  to  fit  emergency  Is  slowed  down  by 
one  more  tortuous  step. 

ruEziBiLrrr  is  sars 

The  greatest  possible  hazard  in  such  a  system  lies  in  bad  or 
doubtful  character  in  the  Presidency  and  the  Tariff  Commis- 
aiou.  We  are  told  by  our  opponents  that  just  such  character  has 
been  in  evidence  since  1922.  I  pass  that  indictment  for  the  sake 
9i  this  argument.    But  I  point  out  that  if  it  were  true,  then. 


who 
else 


of  a 
does 
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to  fl :  the  progressive  needs  of  a  continuous  situation  which,  not 
bdn  ?  static  Itself,  can  not  survive  a  static  formula.  It  is, 
des{ite  all  its  admitted  infirmities,  the  nearest  possible  approach 
to  talking  the  tariff  out  of  politics,  yet  it  is  criticized  by  those 

decry  politics  in  tariff  making,  while  often  playing  nothing 

but  politics  themselves. 
Mt.  President,  because  flexibility  goes  to  the  economic  essence 
of  qor  responsibility  to  the  country;  because,  in  the  judgment 

unanimous  Supreme  Court,  it  is  constitutional ;  because  it 

not  delegate  Improper  ministerial  power ;  because  it  Is  eco- 
nonilcaiiy  necessary ;  be<^'au.**e  It  is  economically  and  govem- 
meqtally  safe,  and  because  it  grows  strongest  in  the  light  of  fair 
ysls  of  the  text ;  and  becau.se  in  my  judgment  more  Amerl- 
canj  people  believe  in  tariff  flexibility  than  in  any  other  phase 
or  iprm  of  economic  law  or  philosophy,  I  sustain  the  Republican 

ion  as  pronounced  by  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Finance 

Ittee  and  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
T.  President,  the  entire  economic  system  of  the  Nation  hangs 

this  vote.    Shall  It  be  flung  t>ackward  a  decade  and  chained 

rait-Jackets?    Or  shall  it  be  permitted  to  progress  in  tune 
swiftly  changing  conditions?     The  Democratic  substitute 

offered  vs  Lb  essentially  a  subterfuge.  It  is  nothing  else  in 
practical  net  results.  Administrative  flexibility  is  vital  to  the 
eooAomic  life  of  the  Nation.  It  does  not  threjiten  any  element 
of  tie  coQStitutionai  prerogatives  beloi^ing  to  the  Senate  and  the 
Hoi  ise.  It  Is  wanted  and  expected  and  needed  by  the  American 
peo  >le  It  is  imi^icit  In  the  program  of  President  Hoover.  He 
has  the  public  c«:>nfldenee  to  a  degrw  that  is  a  benediction.  We 
do  lly  by  our  opportunities  and  our  responsibilities  If  we  fall 
out  of  step  this  afternoon  with  these  progressive  specifications. 
It  is  a  moment  when  Rqwibllcanism  i^ould  close  ranks  and 

ard  marciL 

e  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  the  amendmwit 

e  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  as  modified. 

r.  SMOOT.    I  ask  for  Uie  yeas  and  nays. 

e  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

r.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  4  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  derk  will  caU  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  tbe  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
ansNrered  to  their  names: 


foi 


of 


▲lie  I  Fletcher 
Ash  ir*t           4^    Praxler 

Barl  [ley  Oeorge 

Bini  ham  Oillett 

Bhu  k  Olasa 

Bhd  a«  Glenn 

Blea  M  Ooff 

Bon  b  Ooldaborougb 

Brai  ton  Oould 

Broi  k  Greene 

Bro<  khart  Hale 

Bro<  lasard  Harria 

Cap  >er  Harrison 

Car  iway  Uaatlnga 

Con  lally  Hatfield 

Cop  >land  Hayden 

Cob  leoa  Hebert 

Cut  Ing  Heflln 

Oal  I  Howell 

Den  >en  Johnson 

Dill  Jonea 

Edg»  Kean 

Feai  Kendrick 

1  be  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ninety  Senators  have  answered  to 
the  r  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

1  r.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  pending  amend- 
mei  t  may  be  read  in  full  fur  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmo;«8]  as 
moiifled.  which  is  c^ered  as  a  substitute  for  the  amendment  of 
thcTsenator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootJ. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary 

Inntilrv 


Keyas 

King 

La  Follette 

McKellar 

McMaater 

Mc.Nary 

Metcaif 

Moses 

Norria 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phlpps 

Pine 

Pittman 

Ransdell 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Robinson,  Ind. 

gchall 

Sheppard 

Shortridge 


SUnmooa 

Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Stephens 

Swanaon 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydinga 

Vandeoberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Wabib,  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Wataon 

Wheeler 


Common  aenae  is  on  the  side  of  the  President  in  bis  argument  for 
retention  of  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tarUT  law. 

Mr.  President,  there  was  a  political  cult  in  the  United  States 
SO  years  ago  which  bore  the  suggestive  name  of  Bam-Bumers. 
They  were  blttcr-eud  defeatists  bent  on  rule  or  ruin.  Their 
name  came  from  the  homely  notion  that  they  would  bum  a  bam 
in  order  to  rid  it  of  rats.  If  there  are  weaknesses  in  our  flexible 
administration,  let  us  manfully  and  sensibly  correct  those  weak- 
nesses. But  let  us  not  scfittle  the  whole  system.  Let  us  not  be 
barn  burners  of  a  new  and  supposedly  enlightened  day. 

Then,  Mr.  President,  tliere  Is  anotlier  group  of  editorials 
which  I  think  are  very  typical,  1  want  to  repeat,  of  the  genaral 
country-wide  sentiment,  cross  sectionally  taken.  There  is  an- 
other group  of  editorials  which  go  directly  to  the  Issue  raised 
by  the  substitate  offered  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  SrMMOws],  and  now  given  new  superficial 
lures  under  the  ingenious  touch  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Noaais],  who  unquestionably  has  brought  it  new  superficial 
charms.  This  group  of  editorials  directly  discusses  the  question 
of  whether  or  not  the  flexibility  which  the  country  needs,  and 
which  our  situation  demands,  can  be  successfully  and  adequately 
transferred  from  an  administrative  to  a  legislative  function. 

Here  is  the  Philadelphia  PubUe  Ledger,  one  among  many. 
I  quote: 

Realising  that  hla  proposal  to  repeat  the  flexible  tarlif  la  marked 
for  defeat.  Senator  Biiuiona  has  introdoced  a  aabstltute  amendment 
to  accomplish  tbe  same  puri>oae  by  indirection.  It  provides  that  tbe 
I^esident  shall  tmnamit  to  Congresa  the  recommendations  of  the 
Tariff  Commiaaion  for  changes  in  rate*.  •  •  •  According  to 
Democratic  Senators  this  wonld  preserve  the  "  principle "  of  the 
flexible  tariff.  It  would  do  iMthing  of  the  kind.  It  would  destroy*  that 
principle.  •  •  •  Tbe  plan  ia  to  make  tariff  tinkering  by  Congreas 
a  continnoua  performance.  This  would  lead,  as  Mr.  Hoover  baa  saJd. 
to  constant  onsettlement  of  boaineea  and  the  importation  of  conten- 
'  tions  and  factious  >ioestlon8  to  the  destroction  of  other  important 
duties.  •  •  •  The  public  frequently  is  warned  to  bewaie  of  sdI>- 
stitutea  Mr.  Simi'ohs's  substitute  for  a  flexible  tariff  is  a  sham  and 
a  delusion,  lacking  all  the  good  qualitlea  of  the  genuine  article 

Typical  of  the  smaller  but  virile  press  of  the  country,  the 
Kenosha  (Wis.)  Evening  News  cogently  observes: 

It  la  apparent  that  it  would  be  most  awkward  to  tw  forced  to  present 
to  Congress  every  little  change  In  the  Urlff  as  needed  to  meet  emergen- 
dea.    This  wt>uld  bode  no  good  for  the  prosperity  of  tbe  country. 


as  to  meet  the  ezlgeoclee  of  changing  times  and  sltnatlons.  With  tbe 
President  in  poaltion  to  adjust  rates  to  meet  new  conditlona,  operation 
of  tbe  tariff  to  more  wholesome  effect  would  be  poaaiUe.  Thla  proposi- 
tion eouM  be  supported  by  all  Senators  except  by  thoae  who  obj<>«t  to 
gtvlag  the  President  any  powers  at  all  1b  the  matter  of  admtnistratioa 
of  the  tariff,  and  objection  of  that  kind  might  be  founded  on  political 
prejudice,  rather  tlian  on  business  reasons.  Admitting  Its  confusion 
over  tbe  conflicting  contentions,  this  way  and  that,  about  the  tariff, 
Tbe  Observer  would  venture  to  give  Prealdent  Hoover  the  authority  he 
seeks  upon  the  ground  upon  which  this  authority  la  based. 

l^ese,  I  repeat,  are  typical  cross  sections  of  the  American 
press.  They  could  be  repeated  almost  without  limit.  lYue^ 
there  are  earnest  oracles  upon  the  other  side.  But  the  point  I 
undertake  to  make  is  that  there  is  greater  agreement  in  the  l)ody 
politic  upon  the  principle  of  tariff  flexibility  than  upon  any 
other  tariff  phase. 

Such  exhibits  are  not  entitled  to  control,  but  thay  have  some 
place  In  the  deliberations  of  a  parliament  which  pMaistently  is 
told  that  its  duty  in  this  complex  hoar  is  to  a&tiitj  the  public 
exi)ectatlon. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  just  this  motA  for  myself 
very  briefly.  Let  me  stmimarixe  the  things  that  have  affected 
my  own  judgment,  and  have  brought  me  to  tbe  position  that  I 
now  occupy, 

I  beli0ve  I  started  upon  this  debate  open-minded.  I  think  I 
have  demonstrated  on  some  roll  calls  that  I  can  be  open-minded. 
I  have  listened  carefully  and  attentively  to  everything  that  has 
been  said.  There  have  been  some  very  great  speeches  made; 
and  I  have  no  qnarr^  with  tbe  consciences  of  those  who  have 
made  them  trend  differently  from  the  condusion  at  which  I 
arrive. 

Here  is  the  epitome  of  my  conclusions. 

(1)    TUB  VLBXIBLa  TABDT  U  COKSTITtJTIOSAL 

Dissect  and  shadow  the  Supreme  Court's  decision  as  you 
please,  the  layman  sees  this  basic  fact.  The  constitationolity 
of  tbe  flexible  principle  is  settled  affirmatively  by  q;>eclfic  and 
unanimous  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  By  no  stretch  of  the 
Imagination  do  we  violate  either  the  letter  or  the  spirit  of  the 
Constitution  when  we  march  with  the  Supreme  Court.  No 
pyramiding  homilies  can  bury  that  basic  tenet  of  constitutional 
philosophy. 
(2)   TBS  wtmxiwiM  TARUV  DOSS  MOT  OBLaoAxa  cosoBssaiosAL  powcaa 

It  simply  makes  possible  a  practical  use  of  socb  powers  in  a 
continuing  fashion,    I  agree  that  there  must  be  aealons  vlgilanco 
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In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  Smoot  as  a  substitute  for  aectlon  336  (p.  819,  line  10.  to  and 
including  line  12  on  p.  326)   Insert  tbe  following: 

Sbc.  336.  Recommendations  for  adjustment  of  duties :  (a)  Upon 
its  own  motion  or  upou  application  of  any  interested  party  showing 
good  and  suflicient  reason  therefor,  the  commission  shall  Investigate 
and  ascertain  the  dlfferencea  in  the  cost  of  production  of  any  domestic 
article  and  of  any  like  or  similar  foreign  article.  If  the  commlaalon 
finds  it  shown  by  the  investigation  that  the  duty  Imposed  by  law  upon 
the  foreign  article  does  not  eyualise  the  differences  in  the  coat  of  pro- 
duction of  tbe  domestic  article  and  of  the  foreign  article  when  pro- 
duced in  the  principal  competing  country  or  countrlea,  thea  the  com- 
mission shall  report  to  the  Frealdent  and  to  the  Congresa  socb  Increases 
t.r  decreases  in  the  duty  upon  tbe  fbreipn  article  as  the  commlaBlon 
finds  to  be  neceasary  in  order  to  egnaliae  such  dlfferencea  In  the  coet 
of  production.  Any  such  increaaed  or  decreased  duty  may  tadude  the 
transfer  of  the  article  from  the  dutiable  Itot  to  the  tree  limt  or  from 
the  free  list  to  the  dutlal^e  list,  a  change  in  tbe  form  of  duty,  or  a 
change  In  clasaiflcatlon.  The  report  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  state- 
ment of  tbe  conunisaion  setting  forth  the  flndings  of  the  commlaalon 
with  respect  to  the  differences  in  costa  of  production,  tbe  dements  of 
cost  included  in  the  cost  of  production  of  the  r€Si>ectlve  artldea  as 
ascertained  by  tbe  oommiaslon,  and  any  other  matter  deemed  pertinent 
by  the  commission. 

The  President,  upon  receipt  of  any  such  report  of  the  eommieelon, 
shall  promptly  tranamlt  the  report  to  the  Congress  with  hla  recom- 
mendationa.  if  any,  with  respect  to  tbe  Increaae  or  decrease  in  duty 
proposed  by  the  commiaslon. 

Any  bill  having  for  ita  object  tbe  carrying  out.  In  whole  or  in  part, 
of  tbe  recommendationa  made  by  the  commlaalon  In  any  socb  report 
shall  not  include  any  item  not  indoded  in  such  report;  and  in  the  con- 
sideration of  such  bill,  either  in  tbe  Houae  of  Representatives  or  in  the 
Senate,  no  amendment  thereto  shall  be  considered  which  la  not  germane 
to  the  items  included  in  such  report. 

<b)  No  report  xbaTl  be  made  by  the  commlsalon  under  tbia  seerion 
unless  the  determination  of  the  commission  with  respect  thereto  la 
reached  after  an  investigation  by  the  commission  during  the  eoorse  of 
which  the  oommlsslon  shall  have  held  hearings  and  given  reasonable 
public  notice  of  such  hearings,  and  reaaonable  opportunity  for  the  pardea 
Interested  to  be  present,  produce  evidenoc,  and  to  be  heard.  The  com- 
mission is  authorized  to  adopt  such  reasonable  rules  of  procedure  as 
may  be  neceasary  to  execute  Its  functions  under  thla  section. 

(c)  In  aacertaining  the  differences  in  costs  of  production  under  this 
section  the  commlKslon  shall  take  Into  conaideratlon.  In  so  far  as  It  finds 
It  practicable — 

( 1 )  Tbe  differences  in  condftiona  of  production,  including  wages,  costs 
of  materials,  and  other  itema  In  cost  of  production  of  Uke  or  similar 
articles  in  the  United  States  and  io  competing  foreign  countries ; 

(2)  Costs  of  transportation; 

(3)  Other  coats  including  tbe  cost  of  containers  and  coverings  of 
whatever  nature,  and  other  charges  and  expenses  incident  to  placing  the 
article  In  condition,  packed  ready  for  delivery,  storage  coats  In  the 
principal  market  or  marketa  of  tbe  United  States  and  of  tbe  principal 
competing  country  or  countries,  and  coats  of  reconditioning  or  repacking 
wherever   Incurred  ; 

(4)  Dlfferencea  between  the  domestic  and  forelga  article  in  packing 
and  containers,  and  in  condition  in  which  received  In  tbe  principal 
markets  of  the  United  Statee; 

(5)  Dlfferencea  in  wboleaale  selling  prteea  of  donoeatlc  and  foreign 
artlciee  in  the  principal  markets  of  the  United  States  in  so  far  as  such 
prices  are  indicative  of  coau  of  production,  provided  such  coeta  can  not 
be  satisfactorily  obtained; 

(6)  Advantagea  granted  to  a  foreign  produoer  by  a  foreign  government 
or  by  a  person,  partnership,  corporation,  or  associaUon  In  a  foreign 
country ;  and 

(7)  Any  other  advantages  or  disadvantagea  In  oompetltloa  whlcb  in- 
crease or  decrease  In  a  deflultely  determinable  amount  the  total  coot  at 
which  domestic  or  foreign  articles  may  be  delivered  In  the  principal 
market  or  markets  of  the  United  SUtes. 


Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  take  time 
to  discuss  my  amendment  to  tlie  amendment.  It  is  to  meet  a 
situation  which  I  conceive  will  arise  in  two-thirds  of  the  cases 
that  may  be  submitted  to  Congress.  The  substitute  provides 
that  the  Tariff  Commission  shall  report  to  the  President  and 
that  the  President  shall  transmit  that  report  to  Congress  with 
his  recommendations  resi)ecting  any  increases  or  decreases  in 
the  rates  of  duty.  Now.  if  that  recommendation  is  satisfactory 
to  the  Congress,  there  is  no  need  for  any  congressional  action 
at  all.  Tlie  evidence  that  Congress  finds  it  satisfactory  will  be 
established  by  the  failure  or  declination  of  Congress  to  act 
within  three  months  after  the  recomm^idation  is  made  to  it 
I  think  that  will  meet  probably  two-thirds  of  the  cases  which 
will  be  presented.  There  is  no  need  for  cougrt'ssional  action  in 
such  cases.  Congresa  will  signify  Its  acquiescence  in  the  I'resl- 
dent's  recommendation  by  simply  declining  to  do  anything  for 
three  months  after  the  recommendati<Mi  is  laid  before  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN1\  The  question  is  upon  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  as  modified. 

Mr.  MOSES.    Let  us  have  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roU. 

Mr.  FBSS  (when  Mr.  Bttbton's  name  was  called).  Upon  this 
vote  my  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bleton] 
is  paired  with  the  senior  S^iator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Ship- 
stead].  If  the  Senator  from  Ohio  were  present  and  per- 
mitted to  vote,  he  would  vote  "yea,"  and,  I  understand,  that, 
if  present  and  permitted  to  vote,  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  ODDIE  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  question 
I  have  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Noa- 
BBWK].  If  he  were  presait,  he  would  vote  "  nay,"  and  If  I  were 
permitted  to  vote  I  should  vote  "  yea." 

The  rokl  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  FESS.  On  this  question  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Sackjett]  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
EUwd].  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  If  present 
and  permitted  to  vote,  would  vote  "  yea  "  and  the  Senator  from 
Missouri,  If  present  and  permitted  to  vote,  would  vote  "  nay." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  42,  nays  47,  as  follows; 

TKAS — i2 

ABen 

Bingham 

Bronssard 

Capper 

Conzens 

Deneen 

Edge 

Fess 

Fletcher 

Ginett 

Glenn 

Asburst 

Barkley 

Black 

Blaine 

Bleaae 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Caraway 

Connally 

Copland 

Burton 

Ilawes 

So   Mr.    FuFTOHHi's   amendment   to   the  amendment  of   Mr. 

SniHOHS,  as  modified,  was  rejected- 
Mr.  TRAMMELL.    Mr.  President,  I  c«er  an  amendment  to 

the  amendment. 
The   VICE   PRESIDENT.    The   Senatwr   from    Florida   will 

J    tt.   *.^   *!....   <1nalp     an/1    fhA   SUw>rAtflrv    Dl'ill    fltatA    it. 


Qolt 

McNary 

Metcaif 

Stelwer 

OoMsborongb 

Thomaa,  Idaho 

Gould 

Moses 

Townsend 

Greene 

Tutterson 

Trammell 

Hale 

Phlppa 

Vandenberg 

Hastings 

Ransdell 

Walcott 

Hatfield 

Beed 

Warren 

H^iert 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Waterman 

Jones 

Shortridge 

Wataon 

Kean 

Smoot 

Keyes 

Steck 

NAYS — 47 

Cutting 

Kendrick 

Sheppard 

Dale 

King 

I^  FoUette 

Simmons 

DUI 

Smith 

Frasier 

McKellar 

Stephens 

George 

McMaster 

Swunaon 

Glass 

Norris 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Harris 

Nye 

Tydlngs 
Wagner 
WaUh,  Mass. 

Harrlaon 

Hayden 

Heflln 

Overman 
Pine 

Pittman 

Walsh.  Mont. 

HoweU 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Wheeler 

Johnson 

Scball 

NOT 

VOTING— « 

Noibeck 

Sackett 

Sblpstead 

Oddle 

1922  woatd  show  tbe  system  nnder  greatest  stresa  and  strain. 
Has  tbe  coantry  soffeivd  from  unjust  and  dangerous  decisions? 
There  la  no  isoch  charge.  To  fear  such  eventuality  is  largely 
aiadeiiTic.  The  degree  of  importance  attaching  to  the  opera- 
tions of  flexit>ility  is  bound  always  to  put  the  President  under 
th«  fullest  scrutiny  whenever  he  exercises  this  limited  adminis- 
trative function.  He  nerer  will  be  able,  even  if  he  would,  to 
iyrannlae  this  fonction. 

riMuwnr  is  arroaH>  sr  a  m aic  or  inconbibtbxcixs 
TtOa  9ngge»ts  the  weakness  of  the  opposition.  Flexibility  Is 
■ttai-ked.  on  the  one  hand,  because  it  is  said  to  be  despotic;  in 
the  next  breath  because  It  is  impotent  It  can  not  be  both.  It  is 
assaulted  because  It  Is  said  violently  to  exploit  the  ultimate  con- 
sumer ;  then  because  it  moves  ao  slowly  and  conservatively  that 
It  falls  to  serve  economic  emergency.  It  can  not  do  both.  The 
troth  is  that  it  Is  none  of  these  things.    It  is  a  natiooal  recourse 


VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  will  state  it. 
r.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Tbe  pending  quention,  I  under- 
d,  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
fled? 
[he   VICE   PRESIDENT.    It   la.    The   aninidment   wUl   be 
staled. 

fhe  legislative  clerk  proceetled  to  road  the  amendment. 

SIMMONS.     Mr.  President,  the  clerk 'has  not  read  the 
provisioD,  which  is  a  repeal  of  the  present  section  of  the 

le  VICE  PRESIDENTT.    The  Chair  will  announce  that  if  the 
^udment  is  agreed  to  it  repeals  the  provision  referred  to  by 
Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Ir.  SIMMONS.    Very  well.     I  want  to  have  that  understood. 
The  legislative  derk  resumed  and  concluded  reading  Mr.  Sim- 
mo  fa's  amendment,  which  is  entire  as  follows : 
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amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons], 
as  modifl*"d. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  proposed 
by  me  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
in  p<jllcy  resembles  that  which  was  offered  by  my  colleague 
(Mr.  FirrrHBl,  but  in  its  terms  it  Is  somewhat  different  The 
aiiifridnient  to  tlie  amendment  provides  that  the  President  shall 
traii-smit  his  recommendation  and  the  report  of  the  '^arlff  Com- 
nilssiou  to  Congress,  and  if  the  House  or  the  Seilate,  acting 
alone,  fail*  to  adopt  a  resolution  within  the  0-month  period,  or 
if  iKHh  Hou5«e«  fall  to  pa.**  an  act  upon  his  recommendation, 
that  then  the  Presitlent  may  have  the  authority  to  issue  his 
proclamation  providing  for  the  increase  or  decrease  in  the  rate 
as  recommended  in  his  me»*»age  to  the  Congress. 

It  jloes  seem  to  me  that  the  amendment,  if  agreed  to,  would 
fnniltih  the  machinery  for  a  revision  of  the  tariff  that  would 
in  no  wise  Interfere  with  the  prerogative  of  Congress  or  take 
from  Congresj*  lt*«  power  In  the  matter  of  tariff  making.  Con- 
gre<«i  will  have  ample  opfHirtmiity  during  six  months  to  consider 
the  presidential  recommendation.  The  Senate  can  adopt  a  reso- 
lution disagreeing  with  the  President's  recommendation,  and 
that  nione  will  stop  the  President  from  ls.«uing  his  pr(»clamation, 
or  the  House  may  adopt  a  resolution  disagreeing  with  his  recom- 
mendations, and  that  would  likewise  check  the  PresldMit  from 
Issning  bis  proclamation. 

I  bellere  that  under  the  substitute  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  with  the  amendment  I  have  offered  we 
would  in  no  wise  take  from  the  authority  of  Congress  and  at  the 
~Sfme  time  we  would  provide  some  additional  machinery  in  the 
matter  of  revising  the  tariff  either  upward  or  downward.  I 
regard  that  as  very  essential.  We  do  n«it  get  any  action  through 
Congress  on  tariff  questions  except  after  the  lapse  of  6  or  7  or 
8  years.  This  amendment  would  In  no  wise  offend  the  Idea  of 
thJise  who  fe«'l  that  we  would  be  delegating  the  authority  of 
C^'ngrew.  beiause  the  President  could  not  act  If  either  branch 
of  Congret«s  dhrapiiroved  of  his  recommendatiMis.  I  hope  tlie 
amendment  to  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  SIM.MONS.  Mr.  President.  I  can  not  accept  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Fiori<la  to  my  amendment.  It  involves 
exactly  the  same  principle  as  the  amendment  we  have  just  voted 
down. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  fnmj  Florida  [Mr.  Trammeix] 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
SiMMo.fs]  as  modified. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  on  this  question  I  demand  the 
yeas  aind  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proce<-ded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  KESS  (when  Mr.  BxjaroNs  name  was  called).  On  this 
qui>stlmi  my  colleague,  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Bnm>r«l  Is  paired  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  SHXPtrTBADl.  Were  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  (K^sent 
he  would  vote  "  yea,"  and  the  senior  Senator  from  Minnesota, 
If  present  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  ODDIE  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  question 
I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  NoasBCK].  If  he  were  present,  he  would  vote  **  nay,"  and 
If  I  were  permitted  to  vote  I  should  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  FESS  (when  Mr.  Sackxtt's  name  was  calle<l).  On  this 
qne«tlon  the  senior  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  HackkitI  is 
paired  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hawes). 
If  the  senior  Senator  from  Kentucky  were  present,  he  would 
vote  "yea,"  and  the  senior  Senator  from  Missouri,  if  present 
would  vote  "  nay." 

Tbe  roll  tall  having  been  concluded,  the  result  waa  an- 
nounced— yens  41,  cayn  4S,  as  follows: 

YKA8— 41 

Allra  QoMBkoroacli  M«tealf  Ttioauia,  Idaho 

Blnabam  OooM  Moaen  TownMod 

Bitiwwrt)  Orecae  Pattrnoo  Trammell 

CaDD^r  Hale  Pblppa  VandenberK 

T)w^  HaaMna*  R«iw«rll  Walt-ott 

■dgv  Hatfield  ft«^  ,   ^  Jarren 

PftM  Hebert  RoMbsob.  Ind.  t^aterman 

ri^tcber  J«ii*a  Wiortrldics  Wataos 

OUIett  i«««  f?*?* 

Ulcoa  Kptcs  Bteck 

Qoff  McNary  Stelwor 

NAYS — 48 

Aahurat  ConsMsi  Johna«Hi  ff^"     ^ 

BarUef  CoftJaft  KaMlrtcfe  Sbeppard 

■lack  Dal«  Klaj  Htoiinona 

Waltyt  DIU  La  Follrtto  Smith 

Blsaaa  Pra3l«-r  McKeUar  Strphrna 

B«rah  O«org»  McMaater  Swanaon 

Bf«tt«a  Otaaa  NorrU  Thoiaaa,  Okia. 

Bntck  HatrU  Nye  '&«'''»«" 

Brpokkart  Harrtaoa  OTennan  Waner 

eiraw»  Havdni  Ftae  Wabk,  Mam 

CoaaallT  UefllB  Ptttmaa  Walah,  Mout. 

^-  HoweU  B«MBaM,Ark.        ^-kealer 


NOT  VOTING— « 
Barto4  Norbeck  Sackett  Shipstead 

nawei  1  Oddie 

So  Mr.  TftAMMEix's  amendment  to  the  amendment  of  Mr. 
Simmons,  as  modified,  was  rejected. 

Thi  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  now  is  upon  the 
aoieodment  in  the  nature  of  a  .substitute,  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons],  upon  which  the  yeas  and 
nays  have  already  l»een  ordered.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Th?  legislative  clerk  pn»ceeded  to  call  the  roll. 


Mr 
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FESS  (when  Mr.  Bubton's  name  was  called).     On  this 


question  ray  colleague  [Mr.  Burrow  1  Is  paired  with  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipstkad].  If  my  colleague  were  present 
and  It  lil)erty  to  vote,  he  would  vote  "  nay,"  and  if  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  were  present  and  voting  he  would  vote  "  yea." 

Mt.  ODDIE  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  question  I 
have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Norbeck].  If  he  were  present,  he  would  vote  "yea,"  and  if  I 
were  at  liberty  to  vote  I  should  vote  "  nay." 

Mi.  FESS  (when  Mr.  Sackwt's  name  was  called).  Making 
the  Hiiiue  announcement  that  I  made  a  moment  ago,  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  SACKinrl  is  paireti  with  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Hawbb].  If  they  were  present  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  would  vote  "nay,"  and  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
woull  vote  "yea." 

Ml.  SCHALL  (when  Mr.  Shipstcad's  name  was  called).  My 
colleiigne  [Mr.  Shipstead]  Is  ill.  If  he  were  present  and  voting, 
he  would  vote  "yea. 

Tie  roll  call  having  been  concluded,  the  result  was  an- 
nouD|?ed — yeas  47,  nays  42,  as  follows : 

YBAS--47 

A«ba^t 
Barkl  By 
Blaci 
Blai^ 
Bleai 
Borali 
Bratt  an 
Brod 
Brool  hart 
Carai  ray 
Conailly 
CopeJ  ind 

Allen 

BiDKl  am 

Brotu  sard 

Capper 

Coua^u 

Dale 

Dene^ 

Bdge 

Keaa 

Fletcl  ler 

tilUett 

Burti  o 
Haw<fl 

S«  Mr.  SiMMONs's  amendment  to  Mr.  Smooths  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  upon  the  amend- 
menl  of  fhe  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  as  amended  by  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Tl  e  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

Ml'.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  I  ask  unanl- 
moui  I  consent  to  have  Inserted  In  the  Rkcoko  a  statement  Issued 
and  bublished  on  September  30  by  the  minority  members  of  the 
Senfite  Finance  Committee  setting  forth  their  objections  to  the 
flexible  provisions  of  the  tariff  law. 

Tnere  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
prim  ed  in  the  BmoaaD,  as  follows : 

JOIN-      STATBllItHT    BT    THB    MINOKITT    MSMBBRS    OF   THB    8KNATB    FIMAMCa 

coMMrmn 

A  queatlon  of  far-reaching  consequencejj  trans^-endinK  conslderationa 
of  p<  rty  prompts  ua  to  laaae  a  public  itatement  In  relation  to  the  so- 
callel  flexible  provlalons  of  the  tariff  bill  now  pending  before  the 
Sena  te. 

Tl  e  question  involred  is  one  that  in  our  opinion  strikes  at  the 
rery  roots  of  constitutional  goyernment.  It  concerns  the  preeervatioH 
uniapalnHl  or  the  abandonment  of  the  power  of  loTylng  taxes  by  that 
bran;h  of  tbe  Government  which  the  forefathers  agreed  should  alone 
be  charged  with  that  duty  and  respousibillty. 

Waaterer  arjjument  could  be  advanced  during  the  war  and  imme- 
diate ly  following  for  delegation  to  a  degree  of  the  taxing  power  to 
the  E^ecutlTc  unquestionably  no  longer  exists.  To  Incorporate  now 
in  tie  law  any  roeognltlon  of  a  right  of  the  Executive  to  Impose  taxes 
witbint  tbe  coocarrenee  of  the  legislative  branch  ia  without  justlfl- 
catlfl  B. 

Ai  thorlty  in  the  Bxeciitive  to  make  the  laws  that  govern  the  course 
of  conuaercs  throogfa  taxation  is  especially  objectionable.  It  is  aa 
enteing   wedge   toward  tbe  destruction   of  a   basic   principle   of  repr*- 


Cutting 

King 

La  Follette 

Simmons 

Dill 

Smith 

Frasler 

McKellar 

Sti'phens 

George 

McMaster 

FwansoD 

Glass 

Norris 

Tlioma.s.  Okla. 

Harris 

Nye 

Trammell 

Harrison 

Overman 

Tvdings 

Hayden 

Pine 

Wntner 

Hetlin 

IMttman 

Walsh,  Muss. 

Howell 

RublDson,  Ark. 

Walsh.  Mout 

J<ihnson 

Scball 

Wheeler 

Kendrick 

Sheppard 

NAYS— 42 

Glenn 

Keyes 
McNary 

Steck 

Golf 

Stelwer 

Uoldsborougb 

Motcalf 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Gould 

Moses 

Townsend 

Greene 

Patterson 

Vandenberg 

Hale 

Phipps 

Walcott 

Hastings 

BaoKdell 

Warren 

Hatfield 

Reed 

Watprmnn 

Hebert 

Robinson.  Ind. 

Watson 

Jones 

Shortridge 

Kean 

i^moot 

NOT 

VOTING— 6 

Norbeck 

Sackett 

Shipstead 

Oddle 

The   VICE   PRESH)ENT.     The  yeas   ana   nays   nave   heen 

ordered. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  I*re8ldent,  I  desire  to  offer  the  follow- 
ing amendment  to  the  amendment  At  the  condusion  of  para- 
graph 2,  page  2,  strike  out  the  period  following  the  word  "  Com- 
mission "  and  insert  a  comma  and  the  following  language : 

And  if  Congress  falls  or  refuses  to  take  any  action  thereon  within 
three  months  and  complete  snch  action  within  foor  months  thereafter, 
tbe  President  Is  authorised,  by  proclamation,  to  pot  into  effect  tbe 
changes  in  tbe  rates  of  duty  in  accordance  with  tils  recommendatloD  to 
Congress :  Provided,  Such  changes  in  rates  shall  not  exceed  60  per  cmt 
of  the  rates  of  duty  provided  in  the  law,  either  as  to  Increases  or 
decreases ;  but  this  proviso  shall  not  apply  to  the  free  list 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  I  am  not  able  to  ac-cept  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Florida,  because  I 
think  it  violates  the  principle  upon  whidi  Senators  are  favoring 
my  amendment 


The  LiBOisLATTva  Clebk.  In  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons],  as  modified,  on  page  4, 
after  line  25,  it  is  proposed  to  add  the  following : 

(d)  That  if  Congress  within  dz  months  after  the  date  of  the  receiv- 
ing of  such  report  and  recommendation  from  tbe  President  falla  to  act 
thereon,  either  by  an  act  of  both  Houses  or  a  re«)lntlon  by  either 
House  of  Congnas,  the  President  may,  by  proclamation,  declare  and  fix 
Buch  increase  or  decrease  in  rates  of  duty  as  recommended  by  him  to 
Congress:  Provided,  That  the  total  increase  or  decrease  of  such  rates 
of  duty  shall  not  exceed  50  per  cent  of  the  rates  specified  In  title  1  of 
this  act  or  in  any  amendatory  act :  And  ptvvided  further.  That  30  days 
after  the  date  of  such  proclamatfon  by  the  President  the  rates  of  duty 
so  fixed  by  his  proclamation  shaU  be  the  duty  thereafter  impo«>d  and 
collected  upon  the  articles  covered  by  his  proclamation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  at  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Trammux]  to  the 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


4151 


sentative  government  for  which  the  Independence  of  the  country  was 
attained  and  which  was  secured  permanently  In  the  Constltntlon. 

There  is  no  issue  bore  as  to  the  integrity  of  any  EiecuUve  who  has 
had  or  may  have  extended  to  him  the  exercise  of  this  power.  The  Issue 
is  one  of  taxation  by  one  official,  be  he  president  or  monarch,  In  contrast 
to  taxation  by  the  representatives  of  the  people  elected.  Intrusted  ex- 
clusively with  the  power  to  seise  the  property  of  tbe  citisen  throoi^ 
taxation.  If  proof  be  needed  t>iat  the  danger  which  the  forefathers 
foresaw  is  inherent  in  this  issue,  a  mere  casual  Inquiry  Into  the  methods 
employed,  selfish  influences  used,  sinister  schemes  and  contrivances 
brought  to  bear,  one  need  but  examine  the  record. 

PBOCB8S  BEI^  VIRTCALLT   SECKXT 

The  principle  Is :  Are  taxation  laws  and  their  application  to  Ik? 
made  virtually  In  secret,  whatever  may  be  said  about  a  limiting  rule, 
or  ore  they  to  be  enacted  by  the  responsible  representatives  of  the  peo- 
ple in  the  Congresa.  where  public  debate  is  held  and  a  public  record 
made  of  each  offlclalis  conduct? 

The  arbitrary  exercise  of  the  taxing  power,  all  the  more  dangerous  if 
disguised  and  not  obvious,  in  its  basic  character  is  tyranny.  Resistance 
to  the  Impairment  of  this  popular  right  has  largely  occasioned  many  of 
the  wars  und  revolutions  of  the  past. 

An  itwuo  of  this  importance  should  not  be  associated  with  the  opin- 
ions* or  necessities  of  those  Interests,  States,  or  sections  that  directly 
profit  by  some  rate  schedule  in  the  body  of  the  tarlfT  act.  With  respect 
to  the  principle  here  at  htake  any  trading  or  logrolling  Is  especially 
unjustifiable  and  indefensible.  Neither  should  we  be  unduly  Influenced 
bv  the  attempt  to  divert  attention  from  this  momentous  issue  by  con- 
demnation of  and  emphasis  upon  the  dilatory  and  unsatisfactory  results 
of  congressional  procedure. 

POINT   TO  AMBN-OMBNTB 

No  one  seekg  to  prevent  or  in  any  way  to  interfere  with  the  in- 
vestigations and  reports  of  the  Tariff  Commission  in  connection  with 
emergency  tariff  legislation.  The  point  is.  we  emphatically  insist  that 
final  action  and  responsibility  based  on  Tariff  Commission  reports  shall 
be  taken  by  the  Congress. 

Foi  the  purpose  of  preventing  apprehended  congressional  delay  an 
amendment  has  been  made  providing  for  the  submission  of  the  reports 
to  the  Congress  by  the  President,  and  furthermore,  an  amendment  will 
be  presented  strictly  limiting  action  by  the  Congress  to  matters  germane 
to  the  particular  subject  matter  or  rates  recommended  by  the  President 
after  investigation  by  the  Tariff  Commission. 

W*>  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  if  this  extrordinary  and  what  wc 
believe  to  be  unconstitutional  authority  passes  now  from  the  Congress. 
It  is  questionable  if  there  will  ever  again  be  a  tariff  bill  originated  and 
enacted  by  the  Congress. 

It  is  our  solemn  Judgment  that  hereafter  sU  taxation  through  the 
tariff  and  regulation  of  comn»erce  thereby  will  be  made  by  the  Executive. 
It  is  the  Inherent  tendency  of  this  tii  riff -changing  device  and  the  ap- 
parently conscious  purpose  of  its  proponents  to  use  it  to  keep  the  tariff 
out  of  Congress,  where  It  is  such  an  embarrassing  business,  as  every- 
body knows,  to  the  party  that  profits  politically  by  it.  So  also  it  will 
be  of  distinct  advantage  to  the  interests  tliat  are  the  direct  benefldaries 
of  the  tariff. 

In  nn  age  where  there  has  been  a  steady  tendency  to  rob  the  Indi- 
vidual citisen  of  his  power  and  influence  In  his  Government  through 
bureaucracy,  we  deem  It  our  duty  to  vigorously  protest  any  further 
encroachments  in  this  direction,  and  especially  with  respect  to  taxation. 
In  the  hope  of  arousing  the  people,  regardless  of  party,  to  take  a 
broad  and  pnblic  view  of  this  Important  public  question,  we  make  this 
upiieal. 

FtTB.NiFOLD  M.  SiMMOKS,  of  North  Carolina. 

Pat  Hakbiso!^,  of  Mississippi. 

William  H.  Kino,  of  Utah. 

Waia-bx  F.  Osc»aBj  of  Georgia. 

Datid  I.  Walsh,  of  Massachusetta. 

Alsbn  W.  Baeklkt,  of  Kentucky. 

^LiMaa  Thomas,  of  Oklahoma. 

Tom  CoNif  allt,  of  Tezaa. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Pre.<?ldent,  I  should  like  now  to  take  up 
section  340.  "  Domestic  value — conversion  of  rates,"  page  335  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we 
have  just  flni.shed  a  verj-  important  amendment,  in  which  all 
Senators  have  been  very  deeply  and  Intensely  interested,  I  desire 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  if  he  will  not  consent  to  a  recess 
now  until  to-morrow  in  order  that  at  that  time  we  may  take  up 
the  matter  when  we  are  fresh?  In  addition  to  that,  I  desire  to 
say  that  one  of  the  members  of  the  committee  who  had  expected 
to  discuss  the  next  question  to  come  up  has  indicated  to  me  that 
he  is  not  very  well  this  afternoon  and  would  be  glad  if  the 
matter  could  be  put  over  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  desire  whatever  to 
force  the  Senate  to  take  action  upon  any  of  these  items.     I 

LXXI 2«2 


desire  to  be  just  as  liberal  as  possible  In  complying  with  the 
request  of  every  Senator.  The  S^iatfv  from  North  Carolina 
must  understand,  hbwev^,  and  I  know  he  does  understand,  that 
we  have  taken  a  long  time  on  the  question  just  disposed  of.  and 
I  hope  the  time  that  has  been  consumed  Is  more  than  will  be 
taken  on  any  other  section  of  the  bilL  I  am  going  to  ask  the 
Senate  to  spend  just  as  little  time  as  possible  on  the  rest  of  the 
administrative  features,  because  they  are  not  very  important, 
and  let  us  get  to  the  rates  as  soon  as  we  can. 

After  an  executive  session  Is  held  I  am  going  to  comply  Mth 
the  request  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  that  we  take  a 
recess  until  to-morrow  morning  at  11  o'clock;  and  then  I  am 
jroinK  to  ask  the  Senate  to  take  up  the  section  I  have  mentioned 
and  keep  on  with  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that 
as  far  as  the  matter  we  have  just  disposed  of  hs  concerned,  while 
we  have  been  considering  it  for  quite  a  long  time,  I  have  never 
since  I  have  been  in  the  Setmte  witnessed  a  debate  in  which 
every  Senator  who  spoke  confined  himself  so  strictly  to  the  sub- 
ject matter,  without  any  attempt  to  consume  unneceasary  time. 
The  debate  has  been  one  of  the  greatest  and  ablest  that  I  have 
witnessed  since  I  have  been  a  Member  of  this  body ;  and  I  as- 
sure the  Senator  that  upon  this  side  of  the  Chamber  there  is  not 
the  slightest  disposition  to  discuss  any  matter  that  may  come  up 
in  connection  with  the  bill  any  longer  than  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  present  the  views  of  Senators, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  the  Senator  to  understand  that  I  have 
not  uttered  a  word  of  criticism  of  the  time  that  has  been  taken 
upon  the  flexible  provision  of  the  bill.  I  know  that  that  haa 
taken  more  time  than  any  other  part  of  the  bill  will  take. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  think  the  Senator  is  right  about  that 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  only  expre.ss  the  hope  and  the  wish  that 
from  now  on  we  will  give  attention  to  every  item,  and  remain 
In  session  each  day  until  a  reasonable  hour.  I  do  not  want  to 
call  the  Senate  into  session  before  11  o'clo<*.  I  hope  we  can 
get  along  by  meeting  at  11  o'clock  and  clo.slng  at  5.  That  Is  a 
pretty  good  da^'s  work;  and  I  believe  our  task  can  be  accom- 
plished and  the  bill  passed  If  we  adhere  to  that  program,  and 
confine  ourselves  strictly  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  think  there  has  been,  up  to  this 
time,  any  unnecessary  debate  upon  any  matter  that  has  been 
before  the  Senate  In  connection  with  this  bill.  I  tltink  we  can 
assure  the  Senator  that  there  will  not  be,  in  the  future,  and 
that  we  will  cooperate  as  much  as  we  possibly  can  In  facilitat- 
ing action. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  appreciate  what  the  Senator  says. 

Mr   ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Of  course,  there  are  a  number 
of  rates  in  the  bill  that  will  provoke  more  or  less  prolonged 
discussion. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  know  it. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  But  the  great  majority  of 
them  may  be  disposed  of  with  comparatlvrfy  little  debate.  I 
see  no  reason  why  a  conclusion  should  not  be  reached  on  the 
bill  during  the  present  month.  I  do  not  mean  on  any  conference 
report  that  may  be  proposed  upon  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  say  that  I  appreciale 
the  statement  just  made  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Robinson].  I  hope  bis  expression  will  meet  the  approval  of 
every  Senator.    I  believe  It  will. 

Mr,  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  what  is  the  next  matter  the 
Senator  desires  to  have  taken  up?  There  ia  one  other  adminis- 
trative feature  which  will  provoke  a  good  deal  of  discussion,  I 
think ;  that  is  the  question  of  the  domestic  valuatitm. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  what  I  want  to  have  taken  up. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  That  provision  the  Senator  wants  to  bring 
up  to-morrow? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  want  to  bring  it  up  to-morrow  morning. 

KUBCirriva  session  "" 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business  In  open  session. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  sundry  mes- 
sages from  the  President  transmitting  Executive  nominations, 
which  were  referred  to  the  appropriate  committees  and  which 
appear  at  the  end  of  to-day's  proceedings. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  Prom  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Poet 
Roads  I  report  favorably  certain  nominations,  which  I  ask  may 
be  placed  on  the  calendar.      ^ 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nominations  wiJl  be  placed  on 
the  calendar. 

GOVZBNOK  OF  ALASKA 

Mr.  BFNGHAM.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on  Ter- 
ritories and  Insular  Affairs  I  report  back  favorably  the  nomina- 
tion of  George  A.  Parks,  of  Colorado,  for  reappointment  as 
Governor  of  Alaska.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  nomination. 

The  VICF:  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  nomination?  The  Chair  bears  none,  and, 
without  objection,  the  nomination  is  contirmed  and  the  Presi- 
dent will  i>e  notilled.  If  there  are  no  further  reports  of  com- 
mittees, the  calendar  will  be  proceeded  with. 

THK  JUDICIARY 

The  lejrfslatlve  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Scott  Wilson 
to  be  United  States  circuit  Judge. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nomination 
Is  confirmed  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  John  Boyd  Avis 
to  be  I'nited  States  district  judge. 

The  VK^E  PRESIDENT.  Witliout  objection,  the  nomination 
is  confirmed  and  the  Pre$;Ident  will  be  notified. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legLslatlve  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
for  appointments  as  postmasters. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  Mr.  PresUlent.  I  ask  that  the  appointments 
of  th<j«e  nominated  to  be  postmasters  be  confirmed  and  the 
President  notified. 

Tiie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  Without  ob- 
jection, the  appointments  will  be  confirmed  and  the  President 
will  be  notified. 

HAVT 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  the  names  of  sundry 
officers  recoDiniended  for  promotion  in  the  Navy. 

Mr.  HALE.  I  ask  that  these  promotions  be  confirmed  en 
bloc  and  that  the  President  be  notified. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nominations 
for  promotion  wlU  be  confirmed  and  the  President  will  be 
notified. 

MMCKSa 

Mr.  WATSON.  As  In  legislative  session.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  to-morrow  at  1 1  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  3  o'clock  and 
50  minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Thursday, 
Octi>l>er  3.  1929,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominatiOHs  receired  by  the  Senate  Octoher  t  {leffis- 
Jative  iay  of  September  SO),  1929 

RSGISTCR  or  THX  LAND  OmCE 

Peter  Michael  Larson  of  Minnesota,  to  be  register  of  the  land 
office  at  Caas  Lake.  Minn.,  rice  James  R.  Waters,  deceased. 

P(»TMA8TKBS 
ARKAlfBAS 

Collls  E.  Key  to  be  postmaster  at  Foreman,  Ark.,  in  place  of 
J.  E.  Reid,  resigned. 

rLOBIOA 

Thomas  G.  Osmer  to  be  postmaster  at  Feruandlna,  Fla.«  in 
place  of  E.  J.  Ronx,  deceased. 

Milton  £.  Clark  to  be  postmaster  at  Pensacola,  Fla.,  In  place 
of  M.  E.  Clark.  Incombent's  commLseion  expired  January  21, 
1929. 

Emmons  B.  Groff  to  be  postmaster  at  St.  Augustine,  Fla., 
in  place  of  E.  R  Joyce.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Janu- 
ary 12.  1929. 

OBOBOIA 

Henrietta  E.  Bvtt  to  be  poetnutster  at  Bnena  Ylata,  6a.,  in 
place  of  F.  EL  Chapman.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
March  3,  1929. 

HAWAU 

JiKs*  Oomea  to  be  postmaster  at  Hanapepe,  Hawaii.  Office 
became  presidential  Jnly  1,  1929.  * 

Peter  R.  Main  to  be  postmaster  at  Gibson  Oity.  Ill,  in  place 
c^  A.  R  Turboix,  resigned. 

Wilbnr  C.  W^ty  to  be  postma&ter  at  Hoopeston,  111.,  in  plaea 
of  K.  A.  Cardilt  deceased. 

Frank  W.  Harris  to  be  postmaattf  at  Macomb^  111,  Id  i^ce 
of  J.  M.  Pace,  deceased. 

William  T.  Beekman  to  be  postmaster  at  Peteralmrg,  Dl.,  In 
place  of  H.  £.  Beekman,  resigned. 
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W  illiam  A.  Denn,  to  be  postmaster  at  Stewardson,  HI.,  In  place 
of  ("ral  Beck.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  December  10, 
192* , 

lOWA 

B  >bert  G.  Knox,  to  be  postmaster  at  Cherokee,  Iowa,  In  place 
of  C .  M.  Sullivan,  resigned. 

Claries  B.  Comic  to  be  postmaster  at  Mount  Union,  Iowa. 
Ofla<e  became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

William  G.  Stephenson  to  be  postmaster  at  PleasantvIUe,  Iowa, 
in  p  ace  of  E.  A.  Greenway,  deceased. 

KANSAS 

F-ank  H.  Dieter  to  be  postmaster  at  Oak  Hill.  Kans.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

LOUISIANA 

^  illiam  L.  Brown  to  be  postmaster  at  Lecompte,  La.,  in  place 
of  I .  B.  Brown,  resigned. 

inCHIOAN 

Myron  W.  Mills  to  be  postmaster  at  Marysvllle,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  W.  J.  Newton,  resigned. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Jrrry  M.  Reynolds  to  be  postmaster  at  Meadville,  Miss.,  in 
plat  e  of  M.  EL  Sullivan,  removed. 

C  larley  D.  Bell  to  be  postma.ster  at  Walnut,  Miss.,  in  place 
of  <!.  D.  Bell.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  September  22, 
192<. 

MISSOURI 

Ji  ihn  A.  Mills  to  be  postmaster  at  Jonesbnrg.  Mo.,  in  plac« 
of  .  .  A.  Mili.s.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  December  17, 
192!  . 

EFrbert  L.  Raines  to  be  postmaster  at  Marysvllle,  Mo.,  In 
pla(  e  of  J.  F.  Hull,  resigneil. 

C  aude  R.  Selway  to  be  postmaster  at  WllUamstown,  Mo.,  In 
place  of  A.  W.  Selway,  deceased. 

MONTAIfA 

A  rthur  O.  Kline  to  be  postmaster  at  Polytechnic,  Mont.  Office 
beC)  me  presidential  Jnly  1,  1929. 

mew    YORK 

\^  illiam  Brown  to  be  postmaster  at  Liberty,  N.  Y.,  in  place 
of  I  [.  J.  McGIbbon,  resigned. 

KOBTH  DAKOTA 

Nioml  N.  Prindlvllle  to  be  postmaster  at  Rutland,  N.  Dak.,  In 
plao?  of  Naomi  N.  Prindiville.  Incumbent's  commission  ex- 
pire i  December  12,  1928. 

OHIO 

J<  hn  J.  Azalllon  to  be  postmaster  at  Dlllonvale,  Ohio,  In  place 
of  '  heresa  CampGeld,  resigned. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Jules  C.  Luyten  to  be  postmaster  at  Indlanola,  Pa.  Office 
beci  me  presidential  Jnly  1,  1929. 

anODE   ISLAND 

James  A.  Greenhalgh  to  be  pristmaster  at  Alton,  R.  I.  Office 
beet  me  presidential  July  1,  19^. 

TEXAS 

ggie  Hannum  to  he  postmaster  at  Chri«:toval,  Tex.     Office 
me  presidential  July  1,  1929. 
Elmer  G.  Wright  to  be  postmaster  at  Kress,  Tex.,  In  place 
of  d.  W.  Smith,  resigned. 

Lucile  R.  Ryon  to  be  postmaster  at  Seadrift,  Tex.  Office  be- 
came presidential  July  1,  1929. 

tTTAH 

J(>hn  L.  Sevy,  jr.,  to  be  po.stmaster  at  Richfield,  Utah,  In 
pla(e  of  O.  M.  Jones,  deceased. 

WEST  ViaOINiA 

er  W.  Bailey  to  be  postmaster  at  Ashland,  W.  Va.     Office 
me  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

lary  D.  Dye  to  be  postmaster  at  Clendenln,  W.  Va.,  in  place 
of  f.  G.  Rogers,  removed. 

V  illiam  S.  Thomas  to  be  postmaster  at  Glen  Rogers,  W.  Va., 
in  I  lace  of  John  Wlilte,  resigned. 

Nancy  Ridenour  to  be  postmaster  at  Ridpeley,  W.  Va.,  In  place 
of  1  fancy  Ridenour.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Febi-uary 
28.  Il929. 


Exeouiivt 


George 


CONFIRMATIONS 
nomituUions  eonfirmed  by  the  Senate  October  t  (legis- 
lative 4ay  of  September  SO),  19Z9 
CtoVBUioK  or  Ai-AwifA 
A.  Parka. 
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United  States  Cibcuit  Judga 
Scott  Wilson,  first  drcnit 

United  Statbs  District  Judge 
John  Boyd  Avis,  district  of  New  Jersey. 

Appointments  and  Pbomotions  in  the  Navy 
To  be  rear  admiral 
Arthur  J.  Hepburn. 

To  be  captain 8 

James  S.  Woods. 


George  B.  Wright. 
Vauglm  K.  Coman. 
Arthur  K.  Atkins. 
John  J.  London. 
Alexander  S.  Wadsworth,  jr 

To  be  commandera 


John  M.  Smeallie. 
William  P.  Gaddis. 
Kenneth  Whiting. 


AlfrtHl  T.  Clay. 
David  H.  Stuart. 
John  M.  Ashley. 
Ewart  G.  Haas. 
Wan-en  L.  Moore. 


Holloway  H.  Frost 
Joseph  M.  Deem. 
Lucius  C.  Dunn. 
Robert  P.  Guiler,  jr. 


To  be  lieutenant  con^mandera 


Guy  W.  Clark. 
Thomas  D.  Ross. 
Edward  Sparrow. 
Ben  II.  Wyatt. 
Eail  W.  Morris. 
Rohert  W.  Fleming. 
William  J.  Morcott. 
Robert  B.  Keating. 
Philip  W.  Warren. 


John  N.  Walton. 
Evan  G.  Hanson. 
William  G.  Ludlow,  Jr. 
Carl  W.  Brewlngton. 
lieonard  B.  Austin. 
John  H.  Jenkins. 
Andrew  R.  Mack. 
James  P.  Conover,  Jr. 


To  be  Ucutenanta 


Howard  L.  Jennings. 
Walter  E.  Gist. 
Thomas  T.  Seattle. 
JauH  s  B.  Volt. 
Omer  A.  Kneeland. 
George  W.  Bauernschmidt 
Edward  ('.  Forsyth. 
RolKTt  W.  Bedillon. 
Charles  C.  Phleger. 
James  B.  McVey. 
Edward  A.  Solomons. 
R(»gers  Elliott. 
Herbert  S.  Duckworth. 
Frank  C.  Sutton. 
William  B.  Holden. 
Harold  E.  Parker. 
Maurice  J.  Strong. 
Samuel  K.  Grosedose. 


Cecil  C.  AddL 
Willard  J.  Suits. 
Owen  Rees. 
Ralph  F.  Bradford,  jr. 
Michael  J.  Malanaphy. 
William  B.  Ault. 
Edward  J.  O'Kane. 
Vemwi  O.  Clapp. 
Frederick  L  Riddle. 
Russell  G.  Sturges. 
Robert  Hall  Smith. 
Henry  F.  MacConsey. 
Chauncey  Moore. 
Robert  B.  Higgins,  jr. 
Clarke  H.Lewis. 
Robert  McC.  Peacher. 
Donald  H.  Johnston. 
CiilTord  M.  Alvord. 


To  be  lievtenanta  (junior  grade) 


Thomas  M.  Wolverton. 
Welford  C.  Bllnn. 
CiilTord  H.  Duerfeldt. 
John  J.  Oreytak. 
Alexander  B.  Cecil, 
Rail*  H.  Llnsley. 
Daniel  J.  Sweeney. 
Otho  P.  Smoot,  jr. 
Joseph  R.  Haskln,  jr. 
George  Prifold.  jr. 
Clyde  F.  Malone. 
William  O.  Floyd. 
Charles  H.  Lyman,  3d. 
All>ert  G.  Mumma. 
Benjamin  B.  C.  Lovett. 
William  C.  Sprenger. 
Carlton   B.   Hutchins. 
Dennis  J.    Sullivan. 
Walter  J.  Whipple,  2d. 
Harlan  K.  Perrlll. 
Charles  B.  Hart. 
Marvin  P.  Evenson. 
James  H.  Ward. 
William  S.  Whiteside. 
Walter  C.  Stahl. 
Herald  F.  Stout. 
Alvord  J.  Greenacre. 
William  G.  Myers. 
Nathaniel  S.  Prime. 
Wesley  A.  Wright. 
Philip  NIckum,  jr. 
John  L.  Burnslde,  Jr. 


Edmund  M.  Ragsdale. 
Charies  O.  Larson. 
Thomas  M.  Whelan. 
Charles  F.  Home,  Jr. 
John  H.  Ellison. 
Allen  M,  Kemper. 
Abbott  M.  Sellers. 
Augustus  C.  Long. 
Joseph  F.  Mallach. 
John  O'Shea,  jr. 
James  A.  Morrison. 
Leonidas  M.  Matthews. 
Frederic  A.  Graf. 
John  C.  S.  McKillip. 
John  B.  McLean. 
Charles  A.  Buchanan. 
Joseph  P-.   Stefanac. 
Kari  J.  Blederman. 
Caroll  H.  Taecker. 
William  L.  Pryor,  jr. 
Willard  M.  Sweet.ser. 
Clarence  Broussard. 
Herman  O.  Parish. 
Karl  F.  Poehlmann. 
Francis  X.  Carmody,  jr. 
John  F.  Gallaher. 
James  B.  Fox. 
Nathaniel  C.  Barker. 
John  J.  Crane. 
William  G.  CoopiT 
Douglas  H.  Fox. 
Frank  B.  Schaede. 


Joseph  M.  Stuart. 
William  L.  Anderson. 
George  M.  Whitson,  jr. 
Wendell  F.  Kline. 
Donald  L.  Mills. 
Richard  M.  Boaz. 
Paul  W.  Watstm. 
Allen  R.  Joyce. 
Louis  E.  French. 
Clarence  O.  Taff. 
Stanley  G.  Nichols. 
Henri  de  B.  CalU>orne. 
John  A.  Winfrey. 
Theodore  R.  Frederick. 
William  A.  Dolan.  jr. 
Ramond  C.  Ericson. 
Eugene  F.  May. 
William  T.  Jones. 
Harold  A.  Fravel. 
Frank  T.  Butler. 
Henry  D.  BozendaL 
William  R.  Smedberg,  3d. 
Edwin  S.  Schanze. 
Heywood  L.  Edwards. 
Wayne  H.  Miller. 
Francis  L.  Busey. 
James  E.  Leeper. 
Theodore  W.  Rimer. 
Roy  A.  Gano. 
Earl  K.  Olsen. 
John  K.  Wells. 
Benjamin  Van  M.  RusseQ. 
John  E.  Fradd. 
Charles  W.  Moses. 
Orville  K.  ODanieL 
John  K.  Raybold. 
Manuert  L.  Abele. 
Morton  K.  Fleming,  jr. 
Gerald  D.  Zurmuehlen. 
William  C.  Eddy. 
Jolin  A.  Glick. 
Charles  L.  Boyle. 
Morgan  Redfleld. 
Edward  J.  Boughton,  3d. 
Robert  G.  Armstrong. 
Ernst  A.  Ruth,  jr. 
Barron  G.  Lowrey. 
Joe  B.  Paschel. 
George  W.  Campbell. 
Erasmus  W.  Armentrout,  Jr. 
Paul  M.  Curren. 
Diggs  Logan. 

Joseph  H.  Wllllngham,  Jr. 
Ran  son  Fulllnwider. 
John  L.  Woodbury. 
Charles  Jackson. 
W^alter  L.  Dyer. 
Edward  S.  Hutchinson. 
Charles  T.  Singleton,  Jr. 
Paul  H.  Tobelman. 
Wilfred  Bushndl. 
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Louis  Shane,  Jr. 
Paul  L.  Dudley. 
Eugene  S.  Karpe. 
Ralph  D.  Smith. 
Jacob  E.  Cooper. 
Thomas  F.  Conley.  Jr. 
Ralph  E.  Westbrook. 
William  Turek. 
Luther  K.  Reynolds. 
Olln  P.  Thomas,  jr. 
James  N.  Shofner. 
Charles  J.  Whiting. 
Guy  B.  HeUnlck. 
Robert  R.  De  Wolfe. 
Daniel  T.  Blrtwell,  Jr. 
Ambrose  F.  Crowley. 
George  G.  Crissman. 
Wallace  .T.  Miller. 
Donald  A.  Crandell. 
Charles  R.  Rohweder. 
Walter  E.  Fratzke. 
Clifford  T.  Corbln. 
Lewis  II.  Miller. 
Henry  F.  Ripley. 
William  a  Carpenter. 
Robert  de  C.  Baker. 
Hamilton  W.  Howe. 
Solomon  D.  Wllllngham. 
Benjamin  S.  Custer. 
Benjamin  R.  Crosaer. 
Harry  D.  Johnston. 
William  T.  Kenny. 
Thompson  P.  Elliott 
Andrew  H.  LaForce. 
Daniel  B.  Miller. 
Duncan  C.  MacMlllaa. 
DeWitt  C.  E.  Hamberger. 
Raymond  S.  Lamb. 
Joseph  W.  Callahan. 
William  C.  Asserson,  Jr. 
Dwight  M.  Agnew. 
Manln  C.  Parr. 
Gale  E.  Griggs. 
William  White. 
Howard  E.  Ballman.    ' 
Eugene  S.  Sarsfield. 
lieonard  Branneman. 
Ernest  R.  Perry. 
Rol)ert  R.  Moore. 
Earl  S.  Caldwell. 
John  J.  McClelland. 
Marshall  B.  Gumey. 
Henry  Farrow. 
Robert  H.  Hollenbeck. 
Carl  W.  Ramsey. 
James  R.  Llnsley,  Jr. 
George  L.  Shane. 
Maxwdl  F.  Leslie. 
Norman  L.  Holt 
Edwin  F.  Volt 


To  be  medical  direct ora 


Dallas  G.  Sutton. 
Montgomery  A.  Stuart 
Montgomery  E.  Hlgglns. 
William  Chambers. 


Abraham  H.  Allen. 
Harry  A.  Garrison. 
Elmer  E.  Curtis, 
("■harles  J.  Holeman. 
George  W.  Shepard. 

To  be  a*ai»tant  dental  aurgeona 
Clifford  E.  Allen.  Clifford  C.  De  Ford- 

Raymond  A.  Lowrj-.  Lyman  R.  Vaug*an. 

Charles  F.  Hoyt.  Charles  F.  Woodard 

Frederick  V.  TuUy. 

To  be  aaaiatant  paymaatera 
John  K.  Chlsholm.  William  J.  Laxson. 

To  be  aaaiatant  civU  engineera 
Charles  L.  Strain.  Robert  H.  Meade. 

To  be  ensign 
Jack  W.  Ames. 

To  be  chief  pay  cierk 
<  'harlea  J.  Hawkins. 


Perry  K.  Smith. 


marine  corps 
To  be  firat  lieut&Mnta 

Charles  L.  Fike. 


i  « 


liid* 


i!il 


\c^.m 
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To  h€  teeond  lieutenants 
James  TC  Bra<lley,  Jr.  Randall  M.  Victory. 

George  R.  Weeks.  Paul  D.  Sberman. 

Jobu  F.  Stamm. 

PoaTMAsms 

MI88I88IPPI 

Clirlstopher  R.  Berry,  Benton. 
KloreiK-e  Charchwell,  Leakesvllle. 
Willie  I^  Malley,  Merlgold. 
Birdlsue  G.  Byrd,  Mount  Olive. 
John  F.  Edwards,  Ocean  Springs. 
Ben  Linn,  Pickens. 
Ki'-bard  D.  S)>elby.  Rnaedale. 
Km  ma  D.  Covington,  Wiggins. 

If<»TR   CABOLIHA 

Jafli^  P.  Tumley,  Cameron. 

TKBKONT 

Guy  R.  Garvin,  East  Bamet 
John  T.  TuUbope,  North  Hero. 
Florence  £L  Metcalf,  Westminster. 


SENATE 

Thtbsdat,  October  5,  19^9 

{LeffUlativ^  dif  of  Monday,  Beptemher  SO,  192$) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
receus. 

THS  iOXJVfMX. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimoas  consent  that 
tj>e  Journal  for  the  calendar  day  a  of  Monday,  September  30, 
Tuesday,  CX'tober  1,  and  Wednesday.  October  2,  may  be  approved. 

The  VICS^PBESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

CALL  or  THK  BOLL 

Mr.  FES8.    Mr.  President.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  caU  the  roll. 

The  legislatlTe  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  name*: 

Allen  Fraaler 

.\ihQr>t  Ocorfe 

Harkley  OUMt 

BiushuB  Olaa* 

Black  Olenn 

RI«lD«  Ooff 

Bl«aac  Ooldiboroosk 

Borah  Goald 

Bratton  Greene 

Brookhart  Hal^ 

Bruasaard  Harrla 

<  appvr  Harriaon 

Caraway  Hastlnn 

ConnaUy  HatleM 

Copt'Und  Uawea 

CouBt'os  Qaydea 

Cut  tine  Hebert 

Dale  BttOm 

DeoGt-n  Uowell 

imi  Joiinaoa 

Edge  Jonea 

Fm8  Krjtdrick 

netcbcr  Kejea 

Mr.  FESS.  My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  frmn  Ohio  [Mr. 
BtTBTONj  is  still  detained  from  the  Senate  by  illness.  I  ask 
that  this  statement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SCHAUj.  My  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  Minoe- 
sou  [Mr.  SumtSAD]  is  still  detained  from  the  Senate  by  illness. 
I  ask  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eiyhty-niue  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quonuu  is  present 

auxa  MTaoBfccKD 

Bills  were  introduced^  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  McKELLAR : 

A  bill  (S.  1798)  for  the  relief  of  Alice  M  A.  Damm  (with  ac- 
companying papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

By  Mr.  RS£D: 

A  bill  (S.  1T99)  to  authorize  the  payment  of  Interest  on  funds 
ot  the  Tnited  States  Soldiers'  Home ;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana : 

A  bill  (S.  1800)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Huron; 

A  bill  (S.  1801)  graatlBc  a  penrt<m  to  Enoch  Davis  Young; 

A  bill  (S.  1808)  granting  a  pension  to  Catherine  Brock; 

A  bill  (S.  1808)  granting  a  pension  to  Emma  Knif^t; 

A  bill  (S.  1804)  granting  a  pension  to  Daisy  Chlldres; 

A  bill  (8.  180Q)  granting  an  increase  ot  pension  to  Joeei^iine 
Simpson  (with  aocontpanyinc  P^pcirs)  ; 
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KlDf 

I.a  Follette 

Smith 

8aooC 

McKeJlar 

Steck 

llcMaater 

Stelwer 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Stepbena 

Swanson 

Moses 

Ttiomaa,  Idaho 

Norris 

Thomaa.  Okla, 

Nye 

Townaend 

Oddie 

Trammell 

Overman 

Tydlnga 

Patterson 

Vandenberg 

Pblpps 

Wagner 
Walcott 

Pine 

Pittman 

Walsh,  Maaa. 

Ransdell 

Walah,  Mont 

Reed 

Warren 

Robinaon,  Ark. 

Waterman 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Wataon 

S<hall 

Wheeler 

Sbeppard 

Sbortridce 

Simmona 

A  )ill  (S,  1806)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Minnie  T. 
Goo<9iart  (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  1807)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Malinda  E. 
Young  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  Jbill  (8.  1808)  granting  an  increase  of  jpension  to  Isabel 
Comks  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  I'en- 
siouM , 

By  Mr.  METCALF: 

A  )111  (S.  1809)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Annie  B. 
Eddj  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions . 

Bj  Mr.  HATFIELD: 

A  bill  (S.  1810)  granting  a  pen.sion  to  Martha  Long  (with 
accoinponylng  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Bj  Mr.  McNARY: 

A  bill  (8.  1811)  providing  for  a  study  regarding  the  construc- 
tion pf  a  highway  to  connect  the  northwestern  part  of  the  United 
States  with  British  Columbia,  Yukon  Territory,  and  Alaska,  in 
cooperation  with  the  Dominion  of  Canada ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Agrijulture  and  Forestry. 

Bj  Mr.  COPELAND : 

A  >ill  (8.  1812)  to  authorize  the  collection  of  annual  statistics 
relating  to  certain  public  institutions;  to  the  Committee  on  Com- 
mene. 

A  bill  (S.  1813)  granting  a  pemiion  to  Josei^  L.  Hadden;  to 
the  i::!ommittee  on  Pensions. 

A  bill  (S.  1814)  for  the  reUef  of  Timothy  Cahill ;  and 

A  bill  (8.  1815)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  Brooks;  to  the  Com- 
mitt  >e  on  Naval  Affairs. 

B;    Mr.  SCHALL: 

A  bill  (8.  1816)  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and 
completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi 
Riv^  at  or  near  Wabasha,  Minn. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Com- 
mc 


lED  RECOMMITTAL  OF  TARIFT  BILL  WITH  INSTRUCTIONS 

Mj-.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma  gave  notice  of  the  following  mo- 
tion intenoed  to  be  made  by  him  : 

I  more  that  the  Mil  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regulate 
comn  (-rce  witb  forei^  conntriea,  to  encourage  the  industriea  of  tbe 
rnit<d  Stat*«.  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other  puriMses.  be  re- 
comn  itted  to  the  Committee  on  Finance  with  iBstructlona  to  eliminate 
there  'rom  the  foUowlng-deaertt>ed  text : 

Beirinning  with  line  5,  on  page  2,  and  Including  line  4,  on  page  121, 
and  leglnning  with  line  9,  on  page  146,  and  including  line  23,  on  page 
279 :  Provided.  That  the  elimination  of  such  text  shall  be  without  preju- 
dice o  the  aubmlaaloo  in  the  Senate  of  specific  amendmenta  to  existing 
law  :  And  provided  fwrther.  That  when  the  consideration  of  said  bill  ia 
comp  eted  In  the  Senate  and  before  final  passage,  said  Finance  Committee 
is  hereby  authorised  and  requested  to  amend  section  648,  relating  to 
repea  Is,  so  as  to  make  said  aection  conform  to  the  action  of  the 
Senal  e. 

BKV'ISION   or  THE  TAJUIT 

Tie  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  cou- 
8ideiation  of  the  bill  (IL  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mj  .  SM(X)T.    Mr.  President,  before  banning  consideration 
of  t|e  conversion   provision,   section  340,   page  335,   there  are 
minor  amendments  which  I  wiifih  to  have  made.    I  am 
sure  they  will  lead  to  no  discussion.    They  are  to  correct 


thre< 

quite 

mistakes  made  by  the  printer  or  by  the  clerk  of  the  committee  in 

send 

Oii   page  336,   line   19,   the  word   "  importation "    should   be 


"  exi  ortation."'  1  ask  that  that  change  be  made  so  it  will  read 
"  at  the  time  of  exportation  of  the  imported  merchandise,"  in- 
stea<   of  "  at  the  time  of  Importation." 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  correction 
will  )e  made. 

M:  .  SMOOT.  On  page  337,  in  lines  9  and  10,  the  word  "  In  " 
Is  m  ed  twice.    I  ask  that  the  word  "  in  "  at  the  beginning  of 


line 
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0  be  stricken  out. 


Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  correction 
will  )e  made. 

Ml .  SMOOT.  The  next  amendment  is  on  page  342,  line  13, 
whei  e  I  ask  to  have  a  similar  change  made  by  striking  out  the 
won  "  importation  "  and  inserting  the  word  "  exportation,"  so 
It  V  ill  read  "  at  the  time  of  exportation  of  the  imported 
men  handise." 

Tl  e  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
is  a(  reed  to. 

M  .  SMOOT.  As  agreed  last  eveninp,  I  ask  that  the  Senate 
now  consider  the  amendment  on  page  335,  being  section  340, 
"Doaiestic  value — Conversion  of  rates." 
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nut  have  any  legal  eA^et  onti]  the  Tariff  OommiaBlon  ahaH 
report  on  ur  before  1AS2  and  their  report  ahall  be  apiffOiTed  by 
Cougreiis? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Certainly.  After  that  report  dudl  hare  been 
made,  if  tlure  is  to  be  a  rate  change  it  will  have  to  be  changed 
In  the  same  way  that  any  other  tariff  rate  would  be  dianged. 

Mr.  NOURIS.  I  merely  wanted  to  get  the  real  effect  oif  the 
provision. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  other  wtHda,  if  the  amendment  ahall  be 
agreed  to,  it  will  simply  mean  tlkat  the  Senate  would  tike  to 
stvure  this  information.  I  think  the  information  would  be  moat 
valuable.  We  hear  this  subject  diacuaaed  every  time  a  tariff 
bill  is  being  considered,  and  I  hare  not  yet  heard  of  a  Senator 
(tr  of  any  other  person  anywhere  in  the  United  States  dalm 
that  there  was  fsuffldent  information  to  justify  a  duxnge  in  the 
basis  of  rate  making  from  foreisn  ralnation  to  American 
valuation. 

Mr.  NORRIS  The  point  on  which  I  wanted  to  be  clear  is 
that  this  is  nut  in  fact  a  change  of  rates;  it  is  stani^y  a  pro- 
posal to  obtain  iiiformatioii,  with  the  idea  that  when  we  secure 
that  Infoi-niation  we  may  want  to  change  the  basis  of  valuation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    And  we  may  not  want  to  do  sa 

Mr.  NORRIS.    And  we  may  not  want  to  do  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  all  there  is  to  it 

Mr.  MoMASTER     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  In  making  the  conversion  there  certainly 
must  t>e  involved  certain  elemoita  of  cost  and  value.  Are  not 
those  factors  constantly  changing,  so  that  if  such  a  conversion 
were  brought  about  by  the  Tariff  Commisaion  it  would  have  to 
be  repeatedly  changed  owing  to  changes  in  values? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  would  be  true,  just  as  it  la  true  under 
existing  conditions,  for  at  the  present  time  conditions  are  con- 
stantly changing. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  am  merely  asking  the  question  for  infor- 
mation. The  matter  that  I  am  trying  to  obtain  information 
upon  ia  this:  As  I  understand,  when  the  conversion  la  made 
frtHn  foreign  value  to  American  value  in  order  to  ascertain 
what  tbe  rates  shall  be  under  the  American  value  the  conver- 
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Ml .  McMASTER  I  simply  asked  for  Information ;  that  was 
alL 

Mi.  SMOOT.  In  other  words,  changes  are  taking  place  all 
the  lime  after  any  tariff  bill  is  passed,  and  they  always  will 
take  place;  but  under  this  provision,  if  it  were  only  a  question 
of  tie  change  of  valuation  here,  the  changes,  in  my  opinion, 
woull  not  be  any  more  severe  in  one  case  than  In  the  other, 
and  1  tot  quite  as  much. 

Ml,  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

Th  J  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  tt?  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr,  SMOOT.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mi,  NORRIS.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  a 
quesi  ion. 

Sonettmes  we  can  get  a  better  Idea  about  the  working  of  a 
law,  and  any  proposed  change,  by  citing  a  concrete  instance. 

Urder  existing  law,  if  our  officials  undertook  to  collect  from 
any  importation  that  under  our  tariff  law  had  to  pay  an  ad 
valoiem  duty,  the  question  as  to  the  value  of  the  article  would 
be  v<  ry  Important,  of  coarse.  What  would  they  do  to  ascertain 
that  value? 

Ml.  SMOOT.  They  wotild  have  to  ascertain  the  foreign 
valwi. 

Mi  .  NORRIS.    How  would  they  go  about  It? 

Ml.  SMOOT.  Generally  the  invoice  that  Is  sent  here  is  prima 
fade  evidence  that  it  Is  correct 

Ml .  NORRIS.  That  invoice  shows  what  the  man  paid  for  the 
artlce  In  the  foreign  country? 

Ml.  SMOOT.  In  the  foreign  country,  and  that  was  the  v.alue 
in  tl  le  foreign  country ;  but  in  many  cases  there  have  been 
undervaluations — hundreds  of  them. 

Ml .  NORRIS.  Oh,  yes ;  I  can  see  how  that  might  occur.  Sup»- 
pose,  however,  that  a  certain  article  Is  Imported  to-day  from 
EingUnd,  let  us  say,  and  to-morrow  a  similar  article  Is  imported 
from  Germany.  For  an  ad  valorem  duty,  if  we  took  the  Invoice 
pric«3,  we  woxild  probably  collect  a  different  duty  on  the  article 
that  came  from  England  than  we  would  on  the  article  that  came 
from  Germany. 

Ml .  SMOOT.  That  is  true ;  and  that  Is  one  great  advantage 
that  there  will  be  In  American  value. 

Ml.  NORRIS.    It  seems  to  me  that  If  we  could  rectify  that 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  amend- 
ment for  the  Information  of  the  Senate. 

The  LBI.I8LATIVK  CucBK.  On  page  335,  after  line  10,  insert 
the  following  new  section : 

Skc.  340.  Domestic  value — Conversion  of  mtea :  (a)  Conversion  of 
rati>8  by  commission  :  The  commission  shall  ascertain,  witb  respect  to 
each  of  tbe  ad  valorem  rates  of  duty  and  each  of  tbe  rates  of  duty 
rcKulated  by  tbe  value  of  tbe  article  specified  in  this  act,  an  ad  valorem 
rat(>  (or  a  rate  regulated  by  tlie  value  of  tbe  article,  as  tbe  case  may 
be)  which  If  applied  upon  the  basis  of  domestic  value  would  have 
rt suited  as  nearly  as  possible  In  the  imposition,  during  the  period  from 
July  1,  1927,  to  June  30,  1929,  both  dates  Inclusive,  of  amounts  of  duty 
neitbor  greater  nor  less  than  would  have  been  collectible  at  tbe  rate 
specified  In  this  act  applied  upon  the  basis  of  value  defined  in  section 
402  of  the  tariff  act  of  1022. 

(b)  Report  to  Congress  by  commission:  Tbe  coromiasion  shall,  as 
soon  as  practicable,  but  In  no  event  later  than  January  1,  1932,  sub- 
mit a  report  to  the  Congress  setting  forth  tbe  classes  of  articles  with 
respect  to  which  the  conversion  of  rates  has  been  made,  together  with 
the  converted  rates  applicable  thereto. 

(c)  Data  to  be  furnished  by  Secretary  of  Treasury  and  Secretary  of 
Commerce :  To  assist  the  commission  in  carrying  out  tbe  provisions  of 
this  section,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce are  authorized  and  directed  to  furnish  to  the  commission,  npon 
request,  any  data  or  information  in  the  possession  or  control  of  their 
respective  departments  relating  to  the  importation,  entry,  appraisement, 
and  classification  of  mercbaudise  and  tbe  collection  of  duties  thereon. 

(d)  Definitions :  When  used  in  this  section — 

( 1 )  The  term  "  domestic  value,"  applied  witb  reH>ect  to  imported 
merchandise,  means 

(a)  The  price  at  which  such  or  similar  imported  merchandise  is 
freely  offered  for  sale  at  the  time  of  exportation  of  the  Imported  mer- 
chandise, packed  ready  for  delivery,  m  the  principal  market  of  tbe 
United  States  to  all  purchasers  in  the  usual  wholesale  quantities  and 
in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade,  or 

(b)  If  such  or  similar  Imported  merchandise  is  not  so  offered  for  sale 
in  the  United  States,  then  an  estimated  value,  based  on  tbe  price  at 
w^hicb  merchandise,  whether  Imported  or  domestic,  comparable  in  con- 
struction or  use  with  the  imported  merchandise,  is  so  offered  for  sale, 
with  such  adjustments  as  may  be  necessary  owing  to  differences  in 
size,  material,  construction,  texture,  and  other  differences. 

(2)  The  term  "  rate  of  duty  regulated  by  the  value  of  tbe  article  " 
means  a  rate  of  duty  regulated  in  any  manner  by  the  value  of  tbe 
article,  and  includes  tbe  value  classification  by  which  such  rate  is 
regulated. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  it  has  been  urged  upon  the  Con- 
gress repeatedly  that  the  basis  upon  which  the  value  of  im- 
Ijorted  raerchftndise  is  appraised  should  be  changed.  However, 
each  tariff  act  has  retained  the  foreign-value  basis,  primarily, 
it  Is  believed,  because  of  the  fact  that  adequate  Information  has 
not  l>een  available  for  proper  conversion  to  a  domestic  value 
basLs.  It  is  also  believed  that  many  of  the  proposals  were  mis- 
understood and  thought  to  be  disguised  efforts  to  obtain  In- 
creased duties  on  imix>rted  merchandise.  An  additional  objec- 
tion, from  an  administrative  standpoint,  has  been  the  fact  that 
every  propo.sal  heretofore  made  for  changing  the  basis  has 
contemplated  an  Immediate  change  in  all  schedules,  without  ade- 
quate preparatlMi  on  the  part  of  customs  officials. 

The  Finance  Committee  was  of  the  opinion  that  the  value 
of  merchandise  in  the  United  States  will  be  a  more  effective 
basis.  All  possible  international  difficulties  will  be  removed. 
All  necessary  investigations  may  be  made  in  the  United  States. 
All  pertinent  Information  will  be  available  in  the  United  States 
Furthermore,  present  inequalities  between  high  cost  and  low 
cost  foreign  countries  should  be  almost  entirely  eliminated. 

In  order  to  "gain  the  many  advantages  of  a  domestic-value 
basis,  in  order  that  Jtist  and  proper  rates  may  be  ascertained 
which  will  neither  Increase  nor  decrease  the  revenues  derived 
from  rates  based  upon  foreign  values,  and  in  order  that  proper 
administrative  preparation  may  be  made,  the  committee  has 
recommended  the  adoption  of  a  new  section — section  340 — direct- 
ing the  Tariff  C(Hnmis.sion  to  convert  the  rates  imposed  by  the 
present  bill  to  rates  based  upon  "  domestic  value "  as  defined 
by  this  secticm.  The  commission  is  directed  to  report  back  to 
Congress  on  or  before  January  1,  1932,  and  Congress  will  then 
be  In  u  position  to  make  a  change  to  the  domestic- value  basis 
if  thought  proper. 

The  work-  of  the  c(mimisslon  will  be  based  upon  weighted 
averages  in  respect  of  merchandise  Imix>rted  during  the  fiscal 
years  1028  and  1029,  or  during  a  representative  jwrtlon  of  this 
period.  In  many  cases  the  commission  will  u.se  final  apiwaised 
values  of  the  imported  merchandise  as  reported  to  It,  but  If  the 
commission  det^mines  that  there  has  been  underraluation  it 
may  determine  foreign  values  for  itself. 


The  House  provided — section  642 — for  an  investigation  by  the 
President,  through  such  agMicies  as  he  might  deslfmate  or  ap- 
point, of  bases  for  valuation  of  imported  merchandise,  with  a 
view  to  determining  the  advisability  of  tising  domestic  values, 
and  for  a  report  back  to  the  Congress.  Inasmuch  as  the  com- 
mittee believes  that  a  domestic-value  t>asls  is  proper,  It  believes 
that  such  an  Investigation  by  the  President  is  unnecessary,  and 
has  accordingly  stricken  the  House  provi-sion  from  the  bill. 

It  will  be  noted  that  tbe  d^ultion  of  "  domestic  value  "  In  sec- 
tion 340  is  substantially  the  same  as  the  definition  of  "  United 
States  value"  In  section  402  (d)  of  the  Mil  as  ret>orted  to  tbe 
Senate,  except  that  in  the  former  no  deductions  are  made  for 
transportation  costs,  commissions,  profits,  duty,  and  other  ex- 
penses and  costs.  It  is  believed  that  the  elimination  of  these 
deductions  will  greatly  simplify  administration.  Obviously,  If 
the  conversion  is  properly  made,  the  elimination  of  the  deduc- 
tions will  not  result  in  any  change  in  the  amount  of  duty  to 
be  collected. 

It  will  also  be  noted  that  the  defining  of  the  term  "  rate  of 
duty  regulated  by  the  value  of  the  article"  to  mean  a  rate  of 
duty  regulated  in  any  manner  by  the  value  of  tbe  article  and 
to  include  the  value  classification  by  which  such  rate  Is  regu- 
lated, will  comprehend,  in  addition  to  straight  ad  valorem  rates, 
any  rate  of  duty  on  an  ad  valorem  basis.  That  is,  it  will  include 
the  so-called  bracketed  rates  by  which  the  rate  Increases  or 
decreases  as  the  value  of  the  article  increases  or  decreases. 
Obviously,  the  value  classification  by  which  the  rate  is  regu- 
lated must  be  converted  in  order  to  continue  the  classification 
brackets  set  out  In  tbe  present  bill. 

Mr.  President.  I  also  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  as  it  relates  to  this  section  of  the  iiend- 
Ing  bill.  What  I  have  stated,  I  think,  covers  the  principal 
thought  and  the  ideas  of  the  majority  of  the  committee  In  pro- 
posing this  change  in  the  law.  It  is  impossible  to  make  such 
a  change  without  a  thorough  investigation,  as  otherwise  no  one 
could  with  certainty  tell  what  a  particular  rate  should  be.  If 
the  present  rate  of  duty  were  50  per  cent,  and  imder  American 
value  of  tbe  article  in  the  United  States  conditions  were  such 
as  to  indicate  that  a  duty  of  25  per  cent  should  be  levied,  no  one 
would  be  prepared  at  the  present  time  to  say  that  that  would 
or  would  not  be  the  proper  rate  of  duty.  In  the  past  I  have 
always  been  opposed  to  enacting  a  tariff  bill  the  rates  of  which 
were  based  upon  American  valuation.  I  knew  the  information 
which  we  had  was  not  sufflci«it  to  raable  us  to  provide  a  proper 
rate ;  the  rate  fixed  might  be  too  low  or  it  might  be  too  high  ;  but 
after  the  Tariff  Cotnmi.'^slon  shall  have  made  the  Investigation 
provided  for,  and  shall  report  to  us  in  1932,  even  if  Congress 
shall  not  finally  decide  to  make  tbe  change,  we  shall  have  infor- 
mation that  we  never  before  have  had.  Information  which  I 
have  always  desired  to  obtain,  but  whi(ii  no  one  individual  can 
obtain.  Reliable  information  on  the  subject  can  only  be  secured 
through  an  agency  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if 
I  am  correct  in  assuming  that  the  provisions  now  being  dis- 
cussed by  the  Senator,  appearing  at  page  335,  are  Intended  as  a 
substitute  for  the  provisions  of  the  House  bill  at  page  476, 
section  642? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  are,  and  I  so  stated  in  ray  opening 
remarks.   . 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Let  me  inquire,  then,  why  was  not 
the  amendment  offered  as  a  substitute  for  section  642,  and  is  not 
really  the  matter  before  us  in  substance  a  proposal  to  strike  out 
section  642  and  to  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  section  340?  That  ia 
really  the  question  before  us,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  have  put  the  provision  In  the  portion  of  the 
bill  In  whidi  the  Tariff  Commission  sections  appear.  We 
thon^t  that  was  the  proper  place  for  it 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  the  adopti<Hi  of  section  340 
would  mean  the  elimination  of  section  642. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  already  so  stated. 

I  was  saying,  Mr.  President,  that  we  hare  not  had  such  infor- 
mation at  the  time  any  tariff  bill  has  been  passed  since  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  the  Senate,  beginning  with  the  tariff  act  of 
1909,  that  would  justify.  In  my  opinion,  a  change  from  the  basis 
of  foreign  valuation  to  that  of  American  valuation. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  trom  Nebraska? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  like  to  inqolre  of  tiie  Senator  if  I  am 
right  in  reaching  the  conelosiMi  that  the  proposed  change  will 
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from  one  country  and  a  different  duty  on  a  similar  article 
coraini;  from  another  country. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  just  a  moment ;  I  want  to  call  attention  to 
another  matter.  If  it  were  a  question  of  the  American  value, 
we  would  have  power  to  compel  the  manufacturers  to  show  their 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  To-day,  in  a  foreign  country— for  Instance,  in 
France  and  some  of  the  other  ct»untries — they  will  not  allow 
an  attach6  from  the  Customs  Service  to  make  an  investijration 
of  the  cost  of  an  article  in  the  foreign  country.  Some  of  the 
other  countries  will  not  allow  our  men  to  make  those  investiga- 
tions ;  and  even  where  they  are  allowed  to  make  them  they  are 
limited  in  extent,  and  our  men  have  to  arrive  at  the  price  in 
the  very  best  way  they  can. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska has  put  his  finger  on  the  sore  point  in  the  present  system. 

At  the  present  time  the  law  provides  that  the  ad  valorem  duty 
shall  be  based  upfjn  the  foreign  value,  or,  if  there  is  no  demon- 
strable foreign  value,  then  upon  the  export  value,  both  of  those 
in  the  foreign  country ;  and,  if  that  can  not  be  ascertained,  then 
upon  a  sort  of  reconstructed  foreign  value  which  we  call  United 
States  selling  price,  which  takes  the  value  of  the  article  here 
and  subtracts  from  it  the  duty,  and  the  cost  of  transi>ortation, 
and  allowances  for  8  per  cent  of  importer's  profit,  and  another 
allowance  for  importer's  overhead,  and  what  not,  and  in  a  rough 
way  tries  to  reconstruct  the  foreign  value;  but  practically  all 
of  the  imp«irts  that  are  taxed  by  ad  valorem  duties  are  assessed 
at  either  their  supposed  foreign  value  or  their  supposed  exjwrt 
value  in  the  foreign  country. 

That  is  open  to  three  grave  objections.  In  the  first  place 
there  is  the  obvious  opportunity  for  the  importer  to  defraud  the 
Government  by  using  '  fake  "  invoices.  Most  of  us  who  have 
traveled  abroad  since  the  war  have  again  and  again  had  the 
experience  of  being  offered  two  sets  of  Invoices  by  the  pet^le 
from  whom  we  buy  articles  that  we  Intend  to  bring  back  to  the 
Unite<l  States.  It  is  quite  common,  and  it  is  not  considered 
commercially  dishonest  by  the  people  abroad  to  do  that    That 
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Europe  uses  this  domestic-value  basis.  If  we  export  a  motor  car 
to  France  the  duty  on  it  is  33%  per  cent  I  think,  not  on  the 
value  here,  not  on  the  value  In  Detroit  or  New  York,  but  on  tha 
value  of  that  motor  car  as  it  rests  on  the  pier  in  France ;  and 
it  is  very  easy  for  them  to  determine  that  value,  and  very  easy 
to  assess  the  duty.  If  we  send  a  motor  car  to  Great  Britain, 
where  the  duty  on  it  is  25  per  cent  as  I  recall.  It  is  on  the 
value  of  the  motor  car  on  the  .pier  at  Liverpool,  not  on  its 
value  in  Detroit  or  New  York. 

Mr.  McMASTER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT?.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Do  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania to  say  that  crgpe  silk  is  made  in  China,  Japan,  and 
France? 

Mr.  REED.    Principally  in  Japan. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Is  it  manufactured  in  the  United  States 
at  all? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  McMASTER.    It  is  manufactured  in  both  places? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Wh«j  we  take  the  example  of  watches, 
where  a  certain  type  of  watch  is  manufactured  in  a  foreign 
country  but  Is  not  manufactured  In  this  country — that  Is,  a 
certain  type — do  articles  of  that  kind  present  peculiar  problems 
In  America  along  that  line? 

Mr.  REED.  No ;  and  I  am  glad  the  Senator  asks  that  ques- 
tion, because  that  reminds  me  to  explain  one  of  the  difficulties 
that  have  inhered  in  this  matter  from  the  beginning. 

For  years  we  had  an  agitation  for  using  a  basis  known  as 
American  valuation.  That  meant  the  valuation  of  the  Ameri- 
can-made article  in  the  American  market.  In  other  words,  we 
would  tax  the  foreigner  on  his  article  a  certain  percwitage  of 
the  value  of  the  American  article  in  this  market.  It  can 
readily  be  seen  that  that  was  imfalr.  It  was  not  a  tax  assessed 
on  the  value  of  his  property  at  all.  It  was  assessed  on  the  value 
of  some  American  article  here  which  might  have  a  very  high 
cost. 

When  the  House  adopted  that  American-value  idea  In  192^ 
the  Senate  unhesitatingly  threw  It  out,  saying  that  the  Ameri- 
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mou  must  oe  oaseu  upon  specinc  uiiormauoD  in  reterence  to 
C08C  and  value  thMt  prevail  at  the  tiiue  the  iorestlgation  is 
mude.  Within  a  year  aTtei^urds,  however,  those  values  or 
factors  may  change,  so  that  the  conversion  itself  does  not 
amouut  to  anythios* 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  la  perfectly  right  as  to  the  first 
propositiuu.  bot  as  to  the  last  I  wiQ  say  that  changes  take  i^ce 
now  between  the  passage  of  a  tariCt  bill  and  its  revtsioo.  There 
will  be  no  more  changes  under  the  proposed  plan,  if  adopted, 
than  there  are  under  existing  conditions ;  in  fact,  I  do  not  t^int^ 
there  will  be  as  many,  because  when  the  American  valuation 
is  taken  into  consideration  transportation  and  other  items  are 
not  then  involved ;  bot  such  factors  will  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion when  the  investigation  is  made  to  find  out  the  rates  that 
sboaid  be  adopted  in  order  to  equalize  foreign  valoe  with 
Amur  lean  value 

Mr.  McMASTEB.  I  understand  the  explanation  givMi  by  the 
Senator;  but  it  occurs  to  me  that  a  convention  obtained  to-day, 
for  instance,  would  not  be  the  figure  wtiich  would  be  obtained  a 
year  from  now. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Soiator  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yldd 
to  the  Senator  firoan  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  Senator  is  absolutely  correct,  as  I  under- 
stand the  provUlon;  but  the  same  situation  would  always 
exist.  If  Oongress  ever  decides  to  adopt  a  new  method  of 
valuation,  of  course  it  most  at  some  time  make  a  start  That 
start  would  be,  as  the  Senator  has  very  properly  stated,  based 
on  the  conditions  at  the  time,  subject  to  changes  from  time  to 
time,  and  the  only  goestlon  is  whether  it  is  virise  and  expedient 
to  get  the  start.    That  is  about  all  there  can  be  in  this  proposaL 

MrJkfcMASTER  What  occurs  to  me  in  connection  with  this 
matter  Ife  that  the  fundamental  proposition  would  be  as  to 
\%  hetber  or  not  we  wanted  to  make  that  change.  If  we  decided 
to  mal»  the  change,  then  we  would  go  to  the  vast  expense  in- 
TolTcd  In  making  the  conversion ;  but  if  we  riKinld  make  a  coit- 
version  It  would  be  useless  a  year  from  now,  or  two  years  from 
now,  and  we  would  again  have  to  go  through  the  whole  procws 
of  ascertaining  the  facta  and  figures. 

^^Jlr.  SMOOT.  No.  Mr.  President;  it  certainly  would  not  be 
Qfieless.  Tbe  changes  are  not  such  that  the  informatloD  gatb- 
ertfd  between  now  an4  1982  would  be  OKleas  if  w«  mdertook 
to  dumge  the  baala  at  vataatlon  aftet  th«t  repoct 


u  wcuui  De  a  great  aavancage. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  always  has  been  a  grave  question  In  the 
colle<tlon  of  duties  on  goods  imported  Into  the  United  States — 
for  lastance,  goods  Imported  from  Japan,  and  silk  goods  im- 
ported from  France  or  from  other  countries,  such  as  England. 
Undt!  r  tbe  foreign  value  we  have  to  take  the  value  of  the  goods 
in  tha  country  of  origin. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes. 

Ml.  SMOOT.  With  the  American  valuation  It  would  be  a 
quest  ion  of  the  value  of  the  goods  in  America. 

Mi  ,  NORRIS,  Perhaps  the  question  I  am  about  to  ask  is  not 
a  practical  one,  because  the  law  has  not  yet  been  passed,  but 
suppise  in  the  same  case  we  wanted  to  get  the  value  of  tbe 
Impo  led  article  in  this  country,  how  would  we  go  about  getting 
that  value?    How  would  It  be  ascertained? 

Mr,  SMOOT.  When  the  merchandise  arrives  at  New  York 
the  a  ^iMraisers  have  samples  taken  from  the  merchandise  They 
colle<t  those  samples  and  keep  them  for  a  certain  length  of 
time.  Then  they  decide  the  question,  with  comparison  of  values 
wherjver  they  can  get  them,  whether  that  vaJue  Is  the  true 
foreii  Ti  value  in  the  country  of  origin. 

Mr    NORRIS.    Remember,  we  are  speaking  now  of  domestic 

VftlUC  9L 

Mr    SMOOT.    No,  na 

Mr  NORRIS.  That  was  my  questicm — how  the  value  here 
woull  be  ascertained. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Oh,  that  is  covered  by  a  provision  of  ttie 
biU.  It  is  the  value  of  the  goods  that  are  offered  freely  for  sale 
h«re  In  the  United  States.    That  is  very  easily  found  out 

Mi.  NORRIS.  It  seeaoos  to  me  it  might  very  often  be  a  sub- 
ject I  ►f  very  serious  controversy  as  to  what  the  value  would  be, 
and  hat  would  have  a  direct  effect  upon  the  amount  of  tariff 
that  ihould  be  paid. 

Mi  SMOOT.  Ninety  per  cent  of  the  goofis  that  are  imported, 
parti  rtdarly  the  staple  goods,  have  a  market  quotation.  They 
are  pioted  here.  Anybody  can  pee  the  price.  There  is  no 
gues!  ing  about  it  at  all. 

Ml  NORRIS.  The  thing  I  am  trying  to  get  is,  if  we  had 
this   dnd  of  a  law,  a  means  of  comparing  the  method  we  would 


then 


Bve  t  nder  existing  law,  to  see,  tf  I  can,  which  is  the  more  prac- 
tlcai.  I  can  see  that  the  method  porsoed  under  existing  law 
wonll  Tcry  often  be  rery  onaatiafactory,  and  I  think  unfair, 
becai  EM  we  would  ooUect  §  oartatn  duty  on  an  arcUde  coming 


porsoe  with  the  method  that  we  necessarily  have  to  pur- 
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taMln  far  an  «r  fte  dmim,  asd  Ur.  LotcIi  wm  a  tttOt  Ut 
hsiritast  abifot  adinittlac.  Is  amrwar  to  017  Hiatloa.  dMit  Ihmt 
woald  tw  au  IndlrwC  way  ti  ralaiaf  dM  dtttlaa.  FlMlty  h# 
AM  iwlmit  that  it  nlgM  nlaa  tbMi,  aatf  dMt  aooM  of  Ckm 

■ilcht  have  to  ha  iwfiieadL 

Ttiat  waa  thi>  wmMif  wttli  Ma  mmK^tUm,  and  It  1M«  beao  tba 
tnmltim  with  all  thflae  propuaaJa  tor  t>rta<if«  tbm  baala  mi  wmm- 
■Mfit  \vimm  ut  this  euoDtfy.  that  in  otia  way  or  aootliar  tli«r 
wirn*  \nir\}tm'\i  or  a^vtdMttally  dlatCTd«ad  ways  of  tfMng  4atlaa, 
and  that  waa  why  tb»  CoAffraaa  baa  always  baalUtad  to  adopt  It 

It  la  ai'lf-«vld««t  that,  la  Jnatice.  whau/  we  chanca  the  bcala 
to  a  higher  market  vaiae,  we  abosld  at  cha  mom  naoMiit  ra- 
du<-('  the  percentage  of  tlie  tax.  Otherwise  wa  are  almply  rata- 
log  the  tax. 

That  Is  what  I  betlera  in  all  stneertty  the  committee  amend- 
ment d'jea  It  InstrucU  the  Tariff  Commission  to  make  tba 
coiiversiun.  to  u«e  the  banls  of  the  wholesale  sellioc  price  of 
tbe  imported  article  in  the  ftrat  wholesale  market  it  rcachea, 
and  to  make  the  conversion  by  such  changes  of  i>ercenta|pe  aa 
will  yield  the  same  revenue  from  the  same  article. 

I  believe  the  net  result  of  it  will  be  a  slight  Increaae  in 
revenue,  because  of  the  fact  that  It  will  at  once  cut  out  all 
UBderralnatious ;  bot  excepting  for  that  I  do  not  think  the  proc- 
ess, if  It  is  bvuestly  followed — and  we  can  depend  on  the  Tariff 
CommiasLon  to  do  that — will  result  in  a  rise  in  the  revenue 
from  this  tariff.  Of  course,  the  Congress  will  have  the  whole 
matter  within  its  control  when  the  report  comes  in. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  REED.    May  I  say  Just  another  word  before  yielding? 

Mr.  KING.    Certainly. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  it  can  truthfully  be  said  that  this  idea, 
if  carried  out,  will  not  result  in  the  payment  of  one  additional 
penny  by  the  honest  importer,  and  I  believe  that  importers,  like 
the  rest  of  mankind,  are  mostly  honest  The  honest  importer 
Would  not  have  to  pay  an  additional  penny.  The  dislionest  im- 
porter would  find  it  more  difficult  to  cheat 

Now  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  of  course  I  respect  the  sincerity 
of  my  dear  friend  from  Pennsylvania,  and  the  object  he  is  so 
desirous  of  acoompUshiug,  but  I  find  myself  in  entire  disagree- 
ment with  the  conclusions  which  be  reaches. 

I  believe  that  back  of  this  plan  lies  the  sdieme  of  the 
American  manufacturer  to  obtain  a  complete  monop<^y  of  the 
doui<>$ttic  market,  and  to  cut  off  all  importations.  Our  Importa- 
tioD.s  of  manufactured  goods  are  uegligibla  I  say  that  in  view 
of  the  very  large  nusaber  of  commodities  which  are  imported, 
of  from  one-thousandth  of  1  per  cent  up  to  10  per  cent 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  the  figures  of  manufactured  articles 
show  the  imports  to  be  something  like  a  billion  sevea  hundred 
million. 

Mr.  KING.    No;  the  Senator  is  mistaken,  I  think. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  speaking  from  memory ;  I  do  not  remember 
the  exact  figures. 

Mr.  KING.  Outside  of  a  few  large  articles— and  I  shall 
refer  to  them  later  when  I  address  the  Senate — I  think  the 
imix^rtathms  of  really  competitive  articles  amount  to  about 
1^00,000.000.    But  that  is  not  the  point  I  was  coming  to. 

Mr.  REED.  If  tbe  Senator  will  allow  me  to  dear  up  the 
doubt  before  we  pass  on  to  something  dse 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  familiar  with  the  figures;  hot  I  hare  no 
objection. 

Mr.  REED.  I  find  that  the  Imports  of  manufactures  were 
$l.Q6i>.<XM).000  in  the  year  1928,  the  articles  consisting  of  aemi- 
mauufactured  products,  amoxmting  to  $782,00(X0OO,  and  of  fin- 
ished manufactured  products,  amounting  to  $906,000,000.  80 
my  statement  that  it  amounted  to  $1,700,000,000  was  not  yery 
far  wrong,  after  all. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  will  analyae  those  figures  a  little  later,  and 
show  the  Senator  that  the  importations  of  competttlve  manu- 
factured articles  were  fitr  below  the  figures  stated  by  the 
Senator. 

May  I  complete  what  I  rose  to  interrogate  tbe  Senator  about? 

Mr.  REED.    Surely. 

Mr.  KING.  Tbe  Senator  has  called  attention  to  section  402, 
and  to  one  of  Its  sobdfrlsions,  which  is  an  attempt  to  define 
rmted  States  ralue.  Tbe  Senator  will  recall  that  there  is  a 
snttdivlsion  of  one  of  the  subdivisions  under  the  figure  "21** 
TtitX  sohdlrislon.  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  I  submit 
means  an  attempt  to  construct  foreign  value  based  upon  the 
American  selUng  price.  It  vriH  inevitably  rMralt  In  that  for  the 
major  part  of  tbe  articles  which  will  be  inreatlgated  and  tbe 
prices  of  which  will  be  determined. 

Mr.  REED.  Ah,  but  if  the  Senator  wfD  read  tMa  amendment 
be  wfll  diarorer  that  tbe  idea  Is  that  some  day  this  is  going  to 
take  tbe  place  of  an  of  section  40SL  Of  coarse.  Oongrtaa  wfll 
have  ta  act  befbre  that  can  be  done.    Bot  I  woold  like  to 
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4M  wiped  oot  aBtlrvly,  It  la  oeedUNMir  eomplk'atad, 
arbitrary  and  unfair  In  niuny  i%m%,  and  the  tine  will  camm 
wh«n  H  nm  be  wtpad  out,  and  thi«  aactlon  we  are  dlacoMilBtf 
la  tie  irac  acap  to  that  mid, 

aa  tiie  NMiator  suggmts,  this  la  part  of  Rome  acbetna  on 
tbe  Ipart  of  tbe  nanafa/tnnTs  to  ralne  the  duty,  it  in  a  Mlngo- 
laHr  atnpid  way  of  Kotrtg  abont  it,  bersoMe  tlu»  inatrartlons  Xo 
rbelTariff  Cenalaakin  (vntemplute  soih  u  U^ertng  of  all  the 
per«*ntag»«  aa  will  yield  the  NHmi*  rnvtijui*  um  Im  yi<'id«Hl  by  the 
pertentageM  adr>f;ted  by  Cougrfwi.  If  It  la  a  conapira'T.  it  ia 
a  vny  stoiHd  one,  fN!caui<e  we  ure  pointing  out  to  Congreon, 
wb^i  w*a  come  next  to  legislate  on  this  «ubject,  that  very  much 
rates  will  be  all  that  will  be  neceMsary  to  accoropliali 
never  is  aceompti«bed  by  the  comparatively  high  rates  of 
present  law. 

BLACK.     Mr.  President 

PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ftts  In  the  chair).     Does 
the]  Senator    from    Pennsylvania    yield    to    the  Senator  from 
? 
REED.    I  yield. 

BLACK.    As  I  understand  this  amendment  the  Tariff 
liasion    wfll    go  over  the   entire   list   of   tariff-protected 

REED.     That  is  right 

BLACK.    In  an  effort  to  make  the  tranrfer  or  the  con- 
vertion  which  the  Senator  has  defined.     Is  that  correct? 
.  REED.     That  Is  correct 

.  BLACK.     All  that  wrmld  do,  as  I  undon-tand  It — and  I 
sking  for  information — would  be  to  give  us  the  mathemati- 
cal Iresnlt  of  the  riianged  situation. 
REED.     That  is  correct 

BLACK.     So  that  If  we  preferred  the  domestic  valuation 
m,  we  could  change  to-day  by  working  out  that  mathemat^ 
lem. 
REED.    We  could.  Mr.  President  but  one  of  our  troubles 
has  been  that  Congress  lias  not  the  time  or  the  facilities  to  do 
It  accurately,  and  there  would  be  grave  suspicion  of  the  results 
we  |w***^d  reach  if  we  should  try  to  do  it  in  our  haste. 
BLACK.     I  think  that  is  correct 
r.  REED.    I  think  we  are  all  agreed  on  that 

BLACK.  Woold  it  not  necessarily  bring  about  in  1932 
a  complete  revision  of  the  tariff  system?  How  could  it  be 
BTOfded?  If  a  report  were  made,  and  we  began  on  one  Item  or 
one  [series  of  items,  how  could  we  aroid  taking  up  the  entire 
tariff  system? 

REED.    We  could  avoid  it  by  Ignoring  the  report,  as  we 
many  reports;  but  if  we  took  it  up  at  all,  we  would  have 

the  rates  all  through  the  law. 
BLACK.     Then,  of  course,  we  could  follow  or  need  not 
foll^^w  tbe  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

REED.  Absolutely.  Either  House  could  decline  to  fol- 
low |  ft  or  the  President  cooid,  for  that  matter. 

BLACK.  Personally,  I  can  see  many  advantages  In  the 
Stic  valuation  Idea,  if  it  does  not  result  in  tbe  situation 
has  been  pictured.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  in  ray 
t  domestic  valuation  has  all  tbe  arguments  on  its  side, 
ere  are  certainly  many  forcible  arguments  for  it.  It  seems 
to  lie  that  the  inevitable  result  of  having  a  report  made  would 
be  limply  to  give  us  the  mathematical  figures*,  and  the  first 
thin?  to  decide  is,  do  we  want  to  change  the  system?  It  seems 
to  ne  that  in  this  debate  that  question  should  be  fully  dls- 
cuaced,  so  that  those  of  us  who  are  n<A  as  familiar  as  we  would 
like  to  be  vrith  the  two  systems,  could  determine  the  queKtion. 
Mr.  REHD.  I  think  the  Swiator  is  exactly  right,  and  that  Is 
whj  I  spoke  briefly,  I  think  before  the  Senator  came  in,  about 
the  reasons  why  we  should  follow  the  example  of  practically 
evei  y  other  civilized  country. 
H  r.  BLACK.     I  was  here. 

1  r.  REED.  I  think  that  Canada  and  Australia  are  the  only 
two  important  countries  whii^'h  follow  the  same  system  we  are 
novi  following,  of  using  the  foreign  valuation.  I  believe  I  am 
conect  when  I  say  that  every  European  country,  and  most  of 
the  South  American  countries,  follow  the  domestic-value  Idea. 
Thst  is  one  reason,  I  ma.v  say  in  passing,  why  their  tariff 
son  Btimes  seem  lower  than  ours.  They  base  them  on  the  value 
of  t  ae  article  after  it  has  arrived,  and  consequently  can  get  an 
idei  of  the  same  amount  of  money  In  revenue  by  using  an 
appirently  lower  percentage. 

Lpt  me  give  an  ilh»*tratlon  of  that.  If  we  taxed  a  Ford 
automobile  on  its  value  in  Detroit,  and  put  on  the  33  per  cent 
tax  which  Prance  ia  now  levying,  we  would  get  very  much  less 
rev(  ttoe  than  we  get  when  we  tax  it  at  its  value. 

T  jey  pot  a  83  per  cent  tax  on  the  value  of  that  motor  car  as 
it  a  ands  on  the  pier  at  Havre  and  to  get  that  same  revenue  on 
tbe  basis  we  have  been  using  in  this  country  we  would  have  to 
Imtoee  a  60  per  cent  duty.    That  ia  one  reason  why  some  of 
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apply  it  to  travelers'  baggage,  but  when  it  is  aiH>Ued  to  vast 
imports  of  articles  that  come  from  the  Orient,  let  us  say,  we 
find  that  it  is  practically  an  utter  impossibility  to  find  out  the 
foreign  value  of  the  stuff  that  some  Chinaman  sells  up  the 
Tangtse  River.  They  do  not  keep  their  books  the  way  we  do ; 
they  do  not  keep  their  records  as  we  do ;  they  send  over  invoices 
that  we  can  not  check  against ;  and  there  is,  we  are  convinced 
and  the  Treasury  is  convinced,  a  very  considerable  amount  of 
fraudulent  undervaluation. 
That  is  one   reason   for  a  change,  if  it  can  be  done  with 

Justice. 

Another  one  is  that  the  present  system  operates  to  discrimi- 
nate in  favor  of  the  countries  with  the  lowest  labor  costs. 
Take  silk  cr^pe,  for  example :  That  is  made  in  France,  and  it  is 
made  in  Japan  and  China,  and  it  is  taxed  on  a  percentage  of  its 
value  abroad.  France,  which  has  a  higher  wage  scale  and, 
naturally,  higher  production  costs,  has  a  higher  foreign  value 
on  her  cr^pe  per  meter,  per  yard,  than  has  Japan. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    And  she  is  penalized  on  that  account. 

Mr.  REED.  And  she  is  penalised  for  paying  those  high  wages 
and  having  the  high  cost.  We  make  the  discrimination  doubly 
bad  by  taxing  the  Frendi  cr^pe  higher  than  we  tax  the  identical 
article  coming  from  Japan ;  so  that  without  meaning  to  do  so. 
we  have  discriminated  against  the  nation  that  can  stand  it 
least. 

Then  there  Is  the  difficulty  of  proving  these  foreign  values 
because  of  the  Inaccessibility  of  the  evidence  by  which  it  would 
be  proved.  If  we  used  domestic  value,  we  would  have  the 
power  to  subpoena  the  importer  and  his  books,  and  to  prove 
beyond  a  douht  just  what  the  value  of  that  article  was  in  the 
primary  wholesale  market  here.  When,  however,  we  are  trying 
to  get  a  foreign  value,  ev^y  vestige  of  evidence  that  proves  it  is 
in  a  foreign  country,  out  of  reach  of  the  process  of  our  courts ; 
and  we  are  simply  approaching  those  producers  there,  hat  in 
hand,  and  b^glng  them  as  a  favor  to  give  us  some  shred  of 
information,  usually  in  the  form  of  an  ex  parte  affidavit; 
whereas  if  we  had  U8e<l  the  domestic  value  we  would  not  need 
to  ask  favors  of  anybody,  but  would  simply  subpoena  the  man's 
books,  and  there  we  would  have  clear  evidence. 

Tho.«e  are  the  considerations  that  have  led  other  countries  to 
adopt  domestic  value  as  the  basis  for  their  ad  valorem  duties. 
The  Tariff  Commission  had  made  up  a  Hat — which  I  can  not 
find  among  my  papers,  but  which  I  will  put  in  the  Rboobo  as 
soon  as  I  do  find  it— showing  in  substance  that  every  cotintry  of 


can-valuation  idea  was  wholly  tmiaLr.  That  is  wnat  we  are 
trying  to  get  away  from  here,  in  what  we  call  domestic  valu- 
ation In  this  amendment.  We  take,  not  the  value  of  the 
American-made  article,  but  the  value  in  the  first  wholesale 
market  here  of  the  identical  article  on  which  the  duty  is  being 
levied.  In  other  words,  we  get  away  from  the  fundamental 
fiaw  in  the  American-valuation  idea,  and  continue  to  assess  our 
tax  on  the  article  which  is  taxed. 

]SIr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yirfd. 

Mr.  KING.  I  hope  the  Senator  vrill  pardon  me  when  I  ask 
this  question.  It  is  not  with  a  view  of  impugning  the  motives 
of  the  ct>mmittee  at  all,  but  is  not  really  the  purpose  of  this 
amendment — not  the  Senator's  purpose,  of  course,  hut  the  pur- 
pose of  Mr.  Grundy,  of  Mr.  Lerch,  and  of  Mr.  Burgess,  who  are 
sitting  now  in  the  gallery,  and  of  those  who  have  been  for  years 
the  pn^ponents  of  this  idea — to  establish  the  American  selling 
price,  not  the  American  valuation  but  the  American  selling 
price,  rather  than  a  fair  valuation,  foreign  valuation,  based 
upon  the  determination  of  that  value  by  applying  proper  rules 
here  in  the  domestic  market? 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  asked  that  question.  Let 
me  explain  the  three  definitions  which  one  has  to  bear  in  mind 
in  discussing  this,  because,  like  all  other  things  that  have  been 
dLscussed  for  a  long  time,  particular  terms  come  to  take  on 
meanings  that  are  not  self-explanatory. 

I  have  tried  to  show  what  American  valuation  is.  That 
means  using  the  American  valuation  of  the  American-made 
article.  I  think  everybody  Is  agreed  that  that  Is  a  false  system. 
We  will  disregard  that,  then. 

The  next  is  United  States  selling  price;  and  that  [dirase  is 
defined  in  the  act  by  the  way.  It  will  be  found  in  section 
402  (d),  but  in  substance  it  means  the  selling  price  here  of  the 
foreign  article,  from  whirfi  has  be«i  subtracted  an  allowance 
for  importer's  profit  and  importer's  overhead,  duty,  transporta- 
tion, insurance,  and  what  not,  tintil  we  have  a  kind  of  a  recon- 
structed foreign  price. 

That  is  a  needless  thing.  There  is  no  use  going  to  all  that 
elaborate  calculation,  because  we  do  not  get  true  foreign  valua- 
tion after  we  have  done  it,  and  we  do  not  get  true  American 
valuation.    It  is  a  needlessly  complicated,  false  basis. 

When  our  hearing  started  on  the  administrative  provisions, 
Mr.  Lerch — and  I  think  he  spOke  for  Mr.  Grundy — came  before 
us  vrith  a  proposition  to  use  the  American  selling  price  as  a>e 
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tb«NM)  ronntrira  aeem  to  hare  lower  tariff  Mrhedalea  when  In 
fact  tliey  get  jo«t  as  uittcb  nuiney  per  unit  as  we  are  getting. 

Mr,  BLACK.  It  Mt»mN  to  ine  the  main  qtt<«Htl<m  in  thlx  con- 
troverity  l«.  flrat,  <if  coorMe,  d<»  we  want  a  change?  Next,  experi- 
rm«w  III  tariff  legialadon  Mb(ma  that  tbe  tiiriff  In  frc<|uentl>' 
ruiiMHl,  lint  )M«id<»m  lowered.  With  a  provi«iotj  of  thl»  kind,  with 
a  great  preNttuiptioo  In  Ita  favor,  tbe  chances  are  DO  oot  of  100 
that  after  report  waa  made  there  would  not  be  only  a  demaitd 
f(»r  tariff  rcvinlon  but  there  would  \»  u  tariff  re^iidon.  If  tbe 
exiM^rience  of  the  conuiry  is  to  be  tiiiicn  iim  uny  governing  guide 
we  could  alMo  look  forward  to  the  fiut  tUat  we  would  not  adhere 
Xo  the  Bcbedules  rep<»rted  on  the  coiA'erstoo  of  rutea,  but  the 
prnctlcal  und«)Ubted  result  would  be  a  general  raising  of  tariff 
ratCH  In  1032.  That  Is  the  Rituatl<m  which  it  seems  to  me  con- 
frrmtt^  us  at  thU  time  on  the  p(>nding  amendment. 

Mr.  REED.  If  we  are  going  to  raise  the  tariff  I  do  not  be- 
lieve we  will  be  much  accelerated  by  some  report  from  a  tariff 
ct^nmlMlon  or  that  we  would  be  very  much  retarded  by  any  such 
repr)rt. 

Mr.  BLACK.     We  ought  not  to  be. 

Mr.  REED.  If  we  are  going  to  start  on  any  such  policy  as 
that,  nothing  Is  likely  to  stop  us ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  going 
to  happen. 

Furthermore  let  me  show  the  Senator  how  this  will  work  out. 
I  may  say,  and  I  know  Senators  vrill  believe  me  when  I  say  it 
that  this  amendment  was  spontaneous  with  Fhianoe  Committee 
memlters  them.selves. 

Mr.  KING.    The  Republican  members. 

Mr.  REED.  Yes.  No  witness  urged  it.  So  far  as  I  know,  no 
human  e.ve  saw  it  outside  of  that  committee  and  the  legislative 
drafting  counsel.  It  was  written  by  the  legislative  drafting 
coun.sel  at  our  request.  It  was  not  put  into  words  by  any  of  us. 
We  gave  them  the  idea  that  we  wanted  to  attain  and  said,  "  Now, 
put  it  In  wonls  " ;  and  imtil  the  day  that  It  was  passed  upon 
by  the  majority  members  of  the  committee  and  recommended 
there  in  the  committee  action  I  do  not  believe  any  manufacture 
or  importer  saw  it.  I  trust  the  drafting  counsel,  and  I  know 
they  did  not  show  It  to  anyone.  No  member  of  the  committee 
had  a  copy  of  it  that  he  could  show;  so  it  is  a  conunittee  amend- 
ment in  the  truest  sense. 

Mr   KING.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
.sylvanla  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Perhaps  the  germ  of  the  thought,  however,  was 
embodied  in  the  recommendations  which  were  made  by  Mr. 
Lerch  and  by  others,  and  also  In  the  amendment  which  was 
offered  in  the  Hou.se  and  to  which  reference  was  made  by  the 
Seniifor  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  a  few  momenta  ago.  Also 
the  germ  was  found  in  questions  which  were  propounded  by 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to  Mr.  Lerch  and  others  when 
upon  the  stand,  when  they  spoke  about  the  question  of  con- 
ver^slon  and  Mr.  Lerch  .said  that  by  the  ecmversion  there  would 
be  a  reduction  of  only  1  per  cent 

Mt.  reed.  I  did  not  agree  with  that  statement  I  did  not 
agree  with  what  Mr.  Lerch  said.  It  was  the  outcome  of  our 
realization  of  what  seemed  to  us  to  be  obrious  defects  and  not 
Mr.  Lerch's  suggestion  that  led  us  to  propose  it.  When  we  did 
suggest  it  I  took  the  liberty  of  asking  the  chairman  of  the  Tariff 
Coiiiniission  to  try  it  out  in  the  two  or  three  weeks  that  were 
available  to  see  what  his  heads  of  dirisions  could  do  In  the  way 
of  making  conversion.  He  canie  back  to  me  with  a  mimeo- 
graphed sheet  as  to  which  he  said,  "  Of  course,  it  is  only  tenta- 
tive :  but  I  think  It  is  within  1  per  cent  of  right  in  eadi  case." 
I  find  to  my  amazement  that  in  that  short  space  of  time  they 
had  done  nearly  all  the  Job.  Of  course  this  is  not  final.  It 
would  have  to  be  checked  and  counterchecked  most  carefully 
before  they  would  pot  the  authority  of  the  commission  behind 
it,  but  at  least  it  1b  enough  to  illustrate  the  process. 

Let  me  take  the  first  one,  for  example.  Schedule  I,  chemicals, 
oils,  and  paints.  In  paragrai^  No.  1  is  the  item  stearic  acid. 
The  unit  of  quantity  is  1  pound.  The  rate  of  duty  fixed  is 
25  |ier  cent.  The  foreign  unit  value  per  pound  was  1L8  cents. 
That  same  acid  when  it  gets  to  the  United  States  and  sells  here 
at  wholesale  is  worth  14  5  cents  per  pound.  If  we  diange  to 
the  domestic  value  on  that  article  we  would  at  once  In  fairness 
reduce  the  duty  from  25  per  cent  to  1952  per  cent  Senators 
will  readily  see  that  that  would  yield  the  same  revenue.  Impose 
the  same  tax,  merely  using  the  more  convenient  domestic  basis. 

In  the  second  paragraph  comes  a  chemical  called  butyralde- 
hyde.  The  foreign  value  of  that  acid  ia  21.5  centa  a  pound.  Its 
value  In  the  wholesale  market  here  ia  66.8  centa  per  pound. 
The  tax  under  the  bill,  as  under  the  old  law,  is  6  cents  per 
pound  plus  80  per  cent  ad  valorem.    To  make  tbe  converalon  in 


order  to  yield  tbe  aane  rerenae  joatly  we  would  bare  to  redooe 
lbs  'M  per  (wnt  to  1L5  per  cent,  mo  tlie  tax  tb4«  would  be  • 
reiitM  H  pound  and  1L5  per  ifftx  ad  valorem, 

Mr  NoUiUM,    Mr.  Preald«nt  will  tbe  Henator  field  t 

Mr,  UKKIl.    Oladlr, 

Mr  NOliUlM.  What  w<mld  the  Tariff  Commiaaion  do  if  it 
were  converilug  tbe  rate  on  Milk  wblcb  the  Mettator  mentioned 
n  while  ago  wbUii  la  Imported  from  China  and  alMo  from 
Kraniw?  Slow  would  we  fix  tbe  foreign  ralne  in  a  caae  of  that 
kind? 

Mr.  REED.  We  would  have  to  take  tbe  weighted  average  of 
all  tbe  silk  of  that  quality  that  comes  into  tie  United  Btatea. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    From  tbe  different  eoont-ies? 

Mr.  REED.  Tea.  If  there  are  6  yards  coming  from  China 
worth  a  dollar  a  yard  and  10  yarda  coming  from  France  worth 
$2  a  yard,  we  would  have  $25  worth  of  ailk  coming  in  and  it 
would  constitute  15  yards.  We  would  aimply  divide  the  $25  by 
15  and  strike  the  average.  I  can  not  think  of  any  other  fair 
way  to  do  it 

Mr.  EDGE  and  Mr.  KING  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  tbe  Senator  from  Penn- 
.sylvania  yi^d;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  EDOIE.  a  few  mom^its  ago  the  Senator  quoted,  from  a 
report  which  I  have  In  my  jKJSsession,  the  amount  of  imported 
manufactured  articles  In  the  year  1928.  There  seemed  to  be 
some  question  as  to  its  accuracy.  In  order  that  the  record  may 
be  c<implete  I  wish  merely  to  suggest  that  the  report  has  been 
received  from  the  Department  of  Commerce  upon  my  request, 
under  date  of  September  28  of  this  year. 

Mr.  REED.    I  am  now  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  has  indicated  that  in  ord«r  to  wortt 
out  this  formula  it  would  be  impossible  to  proceed  except  upon 
weighted  averages.  The  Senator  will  remember  the  testimony 
of  varioiLS  witnesses,  including  the  tariff  commissioners,  in  the 
inveetigaticHi  conducted  by  the  Robinson  committee,  of  which 
the  Senator  was  a  member,  and  the  contention  then  made  by 
some  of  the  commissiimers  that  as  between  the  bulk-line  basis 
and  the  weighted  average  as  a  basis  for  determining  values 
there  was  some  difiSculty  in  deciding  which  was  just,  but  which- 
ever was  adopted  there  would  be  injustices  and  inaccuracies. 
Obviously  that  must  be  the  case.  If  the  Senator  admits  the 
only  basis  is  to  take  the  weighted  averages,  confessedly  we 
start  out  with  an  inaccurate  basis,  and  one  which  uill  work 
very  great  injustice  in  s<xne  cases. 

Mr.  REED.  Tliat  is  true  of  every  law  we  enact  A  law  is 
the  general  rule  of  action  and  bound  to  work  hardships  in  the 
extreme  cases. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  senior  S^mtor  from  Utah? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Taking  the  silk  case  referred  to  by  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania,  as  I  understand  it,  if  the  silk  comes  from 
Japan  the  prices  at  vriiicfa  the  silk  is  8<rfd  in  the  United  States 
would  be  the  basis  for  the  tariff  to  be  fixed  on  the  American 
valuation.  The  prices  at  which  the  silk  sold  would  not  be  the 
same  all  the  time. 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course,  if  there  are  different  kinds  <A  silk 
tliat  is  another  matter. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Manifestly  we  could  not  have  two  rates  <m 
the  same  kind  of  product  merely  because  they  came  from  dif- 
ferent countries. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  speaking  of  the  different  silks.  I  would 
not  want  any  misunderstanding  about  it  merely  because  it 
might  be  shown  that  there  would  be  a  larger  pax;entage  of  tax 
on  silks  from  Japan  than  on  silks  from  France. 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course,  if  the  articles  are  identical  the  tariff 
has  to  be  the  same,  wherever  the  articles  come  from. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yea ;  If  they  are  the  same. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  case  I  put  assumed  that  they  are  tbe 
same. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  they  make  the  same  kind  of  silk  in  the 
two  conntriea. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  Prealdent,  will  die  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  me  to  allow  me  to  make  an  Inquiry  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  REED.    CerUhily. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  With  reference  to  individual  amendments 
to  the  bill,  what  ia  the  understanding  of  the  chairman  of  tlie 
c<mimlttee?  Of  course,  the  usual  rule  followed  ia  first  to  dis- 
pose of  all  committee  amendmenta.  My  queation  ia  with  refer- 
ence to  individual  amendmenta.  Are  ttiey  to  be  conaldered 
afterwarda? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Tei» 
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Mr.  MrM ASTER.  When  w  come  to  the  different  tdiednleB 
te  it  ttu*  Intent  of  the  Utairman  of  the  committee  that  the  par- 
ticular M-lMtlule  ehall  be  flntAhed  while  we  are  on  it? 

Hr.  SMCK/r.    I  am  in  hopes  that  plan  will  be  carried  out 

Mr.  McMAKTKK.  But  no  onaolmooa-oonaent  agnjement  haii 
yet  iH-en  obuinad  for  it? 

Mr.  8M(Krr.  No.  Tlie  nnanlmoa»coiMent  afcreement  was 
that  we  w«>ald  consider  committee  ameodmenta  first.  That  is 
tht  only  ananlmoQa  consent  that  has  been  granted.  I  hofie  that 
«rifri  we  take  up  the  icheduleii  we  will  begin  with  No.  1  and 
prtH«ed  with  it  to  the  end.  There  may  be  an  amendment  in 
Scbedale  1  that  would  neceasartly  affect  an  article  in  Schedule 
4  (ir  Sctiedule  5.  as  the  case  may  be.  In  that  CTent  perhaps  I 
woold  ask  nnanimons  consent  that  it  be  considered  at  the  time 
the  article  was  l>eing  considered,  so  that  we  would  not  tiare  to  go 
over  ail  the  dlflcnssior  again. 

Mr.  McBlASTEIt.  Then,  in  reference  to  the  adoption  of  the 
administratire  provtoions,  all  individual  amendments  to  any 
section  will  t>e  pennixsible  after  all  the  committee  amendments 
have  t>een  agreed  to  or  disposed  of? 

Mr.  gMOOT.  That  would  be  carrying  out  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  already  entered. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  Prestdeot 

The  PRESIDING  OFFK'BR.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  REIBD.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  desire  to  unduly  Interrurt  the  Sen- 
ator. I  merely  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Pennsylranta  one 
qucetion.  The  basis  of  the  conversion  is  that  the  rate  fixed 
by  the  Congress  when  adjusted  to  American  valuation  shall  be 
ao  fixed  as  to  provide  the  same  amount  of  revenue  to  the  Oov- 
ernmeut. 

Mr.  REED.     Tes,  Mr.  Prasldait 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    It  Is  based  on  that? 

Mr.  RBED.  But  the  Tariff  Commission  shall  make  thdr  re- 
port to  Congress ;  they  will  have  no  right  to  change  the  rate. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  understand  all  that.  That  Is  the  basis  of 
the  diange.  Now,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  this  question: 
Suppose  a  rate  In  this  bill  is  so  high  that  it  permits  only  a 
very  limited  importation  of  a  given  commodity,  and  because  of 
that  very  limited  ImportatlMi  the  amount  of  revenue  received 
from  that  duty  is  inconsequential.  In  the  case  of  that  article. 
In  translating  the  rate  from  the  statutory  figure  to  the  rate 
under  American  valuation,  the  amount  of  the  revenue  would  be 
BO  iusigniflcsut  that  it  would  not  call  fbr  practically  any  change 
in  the  high  rate  carried  in  the  statute. 

Mr.  RBED.  No,  sir.  What  the  Tariff  Commission  would  be 
instructed  to  do  would  be  to  advise  us  of  what  diange  In  the 
percentage  dionld  be  made  so  that  eadi  unit  would  jrfcld  the 
same  amount  nf  revenue ;  that  is,  if  we  are  Imposing  a  dnty  of  a 
dollar  on  a  surgical  forceps  on  the  foreign  valuation,  what  per- 
centage rate  should  we  charge  on  its  American  valuation  so 
that  we  shall  still  get  a  doQar  from  the  article.  That  Is  the 
coover^km  which  will  be  made. 

Mr.  SIMMONa  I  understand  that  to  be  the  baols ;  I  under- 
stand that  the  conversion  is  to  be  made  npon  the  theory  that 
the  rate  Is  to  be  fixed  so  that  the  dnty  imposed  will  yield  to  the 
Government  practically  the  same  revenue? 

Mr.  REED.  So  that  practically  the  same  revenue  wOl  be  de- 
rived from  that  particular  article. 

&Ir.  SIMMONS.  Yes;  from  that  very  article.  Now.  If  there 
shall  be  no  importationa  or  practically  no  importatlona  of  an 
article,  what  Is  to  be  the  basis  of  increasiug  or  reducing  the 
rate? 

Mr.  REED.  We  know  what  the  foreign  value  of  dw  article  la, 
and  we  know  what  its  domestic  value  is;  and,  obviously,  we 
have  got  to  lower  the  percentage  on  the  domestic  value  so  as  to 
make  it  the  equivalent  of  the  hi^ier  percentage  on  the  foreign 
value ;  that  to  to  say,  if  we  are  charging  70  per  cent  on  a  sur- 
gical forceps,  which  we  are  doing  to-day,  and  that  yirids  us  a 
duty,  we  wfll  saj,  ot  20  cents  per  forceps,  when  that  forceps 
gets  over  here — there  are  not  many  of  them  coming — It  la  worth 
four  or  five  times  aa  much  as  it  was  in  Germany 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Tlien  the  Senator's  answer,  as  1  understand, 
to  my  question  is  that  the  change  will  not  be  dependent  upon 
the  large  amount  of  revenue  or  the  small  amount  of  revenue 
which  the  Government  may  collect? 

Mr.  REED.    Tea,  sir:  that  is  correct 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
qrlvania  permit  me  to  ask  him  a  qucation? 

Tbo  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Does  the  Senator  tnm  Penn- 
aylvanla  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  RBEIX    Certainly. 

Mr.  GEORGE  How  U  the  rate  going  to  be  ascertained,  fOr 
instance,  upon  various  articles  in  a  baakel  dauaa  ■»  aa  to 
produce  the  same  revenneT 
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REED.    There  again  It   will  be  necessary  to  use 
of  averaging,  because  that  after  all,  is  what  a 

does,  in  the  llmt  place, 
r.   GEORGE.    Let   me   call  the   Senator's  attention   to  a 
flc  paragraph,  which  Is  not  a  basket  chiuse,  being  sectlov 


r.  REED.    Whst  products  does  that  cover? 

GEORGE.    I  refer  specifically  to  the  item  In  parigrapli 
41%  which  covers — 

mitnre,   wbolly   or   partly   flalsbed,   and   parts   thereof.     •     •     • 
the  tangoing,  wholly  or  In  chief  valiM  of  wood,  and  not  specially 
projrlded  for,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

r.  REIED.  That  would  not  be  very  difficult  Mr.  President 
would  look  to  see  how  many  dollars  of  Imports  came  in  at 
foreign  value.    I  do  not  find  para^n^pb  411  In  the  old  law. 

ireeume  it  is  a  new  pnragrrapb  in  the  pending;  House  bilL' 
GEORGE    There  Is  a  change  in  the  numt)er.  I  should 
haVe  stated  that  paragraph  411  In  the  bill  as  reported  is  para- 
ph 413  in  the  House  bill. 

[r.  REED.  We  know  the  total  value  (m  the  foreign  basis  of 
alll  the  products  that  come  in  under  each  of  the  basket  dauaes 
of  the  bill.  Assuming  that  the  rate  is  40  per  cent  on  a  par- 
tic  liar  basket  clause,  we  know  the  value  on  the  arrival  of  those 
arlcles;  that  is  ascertainable.  We  have  got  to  cut  down  that 
40  per  cent  so  that  the  same  quantity  of  articles  will  yield  the 
same  amount  of  dollars.  Necessarily  that  will  mean  averaging, 
because  all  products  will  not  rise  to  the  same  extent  between  the 
foi  elgn  market  and  the  American  market. 

Mr.  GEORGE  Exactly.  Now  let  ua  see  if  we  can  reach  a 
cofamOD  basis.  The  principal  factors  in  the  lald-down  cost  of 
anT  article  necessarily  are,  first  the  foreign  cost;  second,  the 
transportation  cost ;  third,  the  duty ;  and  then  there  would  be 

era,  such  as  profits. 

<ow,  take  the  case  of  finished  furniture,  which  is  dutiable  at 

ler  cent.  On  cheap,  bulky  furniture  the  transportation  rate 
Id  be  high,  relatively  much  higher  than  that  on  highly 
inlaid,  teakwood  furniture^  for  instance.  Since  the 
rtant  element  of  transportation  in  the  lald-down  cost,  the 
dofiaestic  price  of  the  article  is  always  varying  we  could  not 
ge  a  converted  rate  that  would  produce  the  same  amount  of 
re^  enue,  that  would  t»ing  the  same  amount  in  dollars  and  cents 
to  the  Treasury,  could  we? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes;  I  think  we  could.     We  would  simply  take 
a  seduced  percentage  which  would  yield  on  the  American  value 
the  same  amount  of  dollars. 
Mr.  GEORGE.     Very  well,  let  us  take  a  simple  example. 
:  f  r.  REED.     All  right. 

ir.  GEORGE.  Talie  an  article  of  cheap  furniture  that  la 
worth  $1,  and  let  us  say  that  the  transportation  on  that  dieap 
furniture,  which  Is  bulky,  is  50  cents.  Then  take  a  piece  ot 
hk  hly  valuable  inlaid  furniture  which  is  worth,  as  an  illustra- 
tic  n,  $2  or  $3,  and  let  us  say  that  the  transportation  on  both 
is  the  same.  If  the  duty  Is  40  per  cent  on  both  articles  when 
th<y  are  imported,  if  we  are  to  obtain  the  same  return  in  dollars 
ani  1  cents  to  the  Treasury  on  the  high-priced  furniture  we  will 
ne  easarily  get  more  on  the  low-cost  funiiture. 

Ir.  REED.    Not  necessarily,  becau::je  the  market  value  here 
is  made  up  of  more  elementa  than  foreign  cost  plus  transpor- 
taaon. 
Mr.  GEORGE.    I  understand  that 

;  ir.  REED.  Probably  the  article  of  luxury  sells  at  a  higher 
pr<  fit  than  does  the  more  generally  dealt  in  cheaper  article. 

:  ir.  GEORGE.  I  understand  that  but  one  of  the  cliief  factors, 
ot  course,  is  transportation,  whicit  must  be  figured  in  every 
caio,  and  the  transportation,  generally  .spt^akiug — there  are  ex- 
cel tions — on  the  low-cost  moderate-prived  article  is  much  higher 
in  proportion  to  the  value  of  that  article  than  upon  the  hi^her- 
pr  ced  article  of  the  same  general  class  that  would  fall  under 
thi  I  same  rate. 

Ir.  REED.  Then,  Mr.  President  in  caaeti  like  that  it  will  be 
ln<umbent  xsptm  Conijgreas  to  take  account  of  the  circumstances 
in  levying  the  duties.  I  think  that  by  the  law  of  arerageH  we 
wi  1  work  out  pretty  complete  Justice  in  making  the  convention, 
bu :  no  tariff  is  ever  completely  Just 

ir.  GEORGE.  There  might  be  fixed  a  rate  that  would  bring 
ttt)  >  same  amount  in  dollars  and  cents  into  the  Treasury  on  the 
ar  ides  falling  under  a  particular  clause,  and  even  under  a 
ba  (ket  dause,  but  the  point  I  am  making  in  that  we  would  get 
a  rate  that  would  necessarily  bear  hardest  upon  the  cheaper 
or  mod»ate-priced  merchandise,  l)ecattse  trausportatiun  cost  is 
a    arlabie  quantity. 

ir.  RBED.  Ttien  In  that  case  we  can  correct  that  when  we 
CO)  ne  to  pass  the  law. 

ir.  EDGE.    We  can  reduce  the  duty  accordingly. 


Mr,  REED.  Yes;  we  can  reduce  the  duty  accordingly,  of 
cr>iirse ;  but  the  important  thing  Is  to  look  at  this  In  a  proper 
sepMe.  If  we  can  not  by  this  method  make  the  conversion,  then 
we  are  wedded  for  the  rest  of  our  national  life  to  a  system  of 
asHessraent  for  the  purpose  of  taxation  that  everybody  knows  is 
wrong,  that  ever>body  knows  is  unfair,  that  everybody  knows 
invites  undervaluation,  that  eveo'body  knows  discriminates  be- 
tween different  foreign  countries,  and  that  presaits  unnecessary 
difficultlew  in  ascertaining  foreign  value  when  we  may  ascertain 
donu'Mti<-  value  right  here  at  home.  If  we  are  ever  going  to 
make  tlie  change  we  miglit  as  well  begin  now. 

Mr.  KINO.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  UtahV 

Mr.  RBED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  disagree  with  my  friend  from  Pennsylvania 
in  saying  that  everybody  knows  that  the  present  system  pos- 
Hpswes  ail  the  demerits  and  lack  of  virtues  Indicated  by  the 
Seniitor.  The  Senator  knows  that  for  more  than  a  hundred 
years  we  have  employed  this  system  except  in  the  year  1840 
or  altmg  there.  For  two  years  only  we  tried  a  different  system, 
and  it  worked  so  unsatisfactorily  that  by  the  rery  next  Coor 
gresH  it  was  dianged.  All  the  efforts  which  have  been  made 
by  theorists  and  by  domestic  manufacturers  and  by  others  to 
effectuate  a  change  have  not  proven  sua-essrful  because,  in  spite 
of  the  defects  which  exist  it  was' considered  that  this  system 
was  fairer  than  any  of  those  which  have  been  suggested.  I 
think  It  is  better  than  the  system  which  my  friend  from  Penn- 
sylvania is  now  suggesting. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  of  course  there  is  not  a  vestige 
of  politics  in  this  matter.  If  we  were  passing  a  bill  for  revenue 
only.  If  we  wfere  passing  a  bill  for  a  very  low  tariff  this  plan 
would  be  Just  as  applicable  to  them  as  it  is  to  the  protective 
tariff  bill  which  we  are  trying  now  to  pass.  I  implore  the 
Senate  not  to  regard  this  as  in  any  sense  political.  It  is  not 
Republican  doctrine  any  more  than  it  is  Democratic  doctrine. 
It  is  simply  the  expression  of  a  desire  to  proceed  on  the  best 
possible  business  basis,  and  it  has  no  bearing  on  any  of  the 
matters  of  party  policy  that  enter  into  tariff  l^slation. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  vrill  the  Senator  permit  me 
further  to  interrupt  him? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  frwn  Penn- 
sylvania yield? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  this  Is  not  a 
party  question,  but  I  want  to  see  how  conversion  into  the  domes- 
tic rates  ba.sed  on  domestic  value  would  work.  Of  course,  I 
am  u.sing  supposed  cases  and  not  actual  cases,  but  I  am  think- 
ing of  secti<m  411  covering  furniture.  Let  us  say  that  the  rate 
is  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  an  article  of  cheap  furniture  which 
costs  abroad  H ;  that  the  freight  on  that  article  is  50  cents;  and 
thHt  the  importer  here  makes  a  profit  of  20  per  cent  which  would 
be  30  cents.  That  would  bring  the  total  selling  price  on  the 
domestic  value,  sold  in  usual  wholesale  quantities  in  the  Amer- 
ican market,  and  so  forth,  as  defined  in  section  340,  up  to  $1.80. 
Now  let  us  take  an  article  of  high-priced  Inlaid  furniture  which 
co8t».  say,  $3  abroad,  and  let  us  assume  that  the  transportation 
on  that  article  is  exactly  the  same  as  on  the  other,  namely,  50 
cents,  and  that  the  same  Importer's  profit  is  added  of  20  per 
cent,  which  would  be  70  c-ents.  We  would,  therefore,  have  a 
domestic  value  In  the  case  of  the  high-priced  furniture  of  $4.20 
and  a  domestic  value  of  the  low-priced  furniture  of  $1.80.  The 
duty  based  upon  foreign  value  on  the  cheap  furniture  would  be 
50  per  cent  of  $1,  which  would  be  60  cents.  A  duty  of  50  per 
cent  on  $3,  tlie  same  rate  of  duty,  would  be  $1.60.     Very  well. 

Now  we  want  so  te^convert  the  rate  as  to  get  those  same 
sums  of  money,  or  as  nearly  as  practically  the  same  sums  of 
money,  upon  those  two  imported  articles.  Let  us  say  that 
35  per  cent  is  the  ct>nverted  rate.  It  would  not  be  exactly  that, 
but  it  would  be  approximately  35  per  cent  of  the  lald-down  cost 
on  the  domestic  value  of  the  high-priced  furniture.  Thirty-five 
per  cent  of  $4.20  would  produce  not  a  dollar  and  a  half,  but 
$1.47,  or  3  cents  under  the  rate  based  upon  foreign  value.  On 
the  other  hand.  35  per  cent  on  the  low  cost  of  furniture,  the  cheep 
furniture,  would  bring  to  the  Treasury  a  duty  not  of  60  cents 
but  of  63  cents ;  so  there  would  be  a  spread  In  those  two  cases 
of  16  cents,  and  the  spread  would  be  against  the  low-priced  or 
moderate-priced  merchandise.  I  beliere  that  that  would  be 
true  whenever  merchandise  falls  under  the  ba.sket  dauses  or 
under  specific  provisions  that  include  both  the  low-cost  and  the 
high-cost  merchandise. 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course,  the  Senator's  arithmetic  Is  correct; 
but  let  me  call  hig  attention  to  the  fact  that  as  a  general  thing 
thoHe  articles  which  are  most  enhanced  in  price  in  our  markets 
over  the  fordgn  markets  are  the  artides  of  luxury,  the  articles 
of  artistic  merit.    We  are  singularly  bare  of  those  things  in 


this  country.  The  demand  for  tliem  la  always  very  gmt ;  and 
I  have  noticed  in  my  own  experience  that  it  is  articles  of  the 
Inxury  class,  rather  than  the  staples,  which  Jump  moat  in  value 
between  the  foreign  maritet  and  the  American  market.  If  that 
is  so — and  I  feel  confident  that  it  is — the  prindpal  losers  by 
this  process  of  conversion  will  be  those  who  buy  the  more  ex- 
pensive things  in  the  American  market  and  not  those  who  buy 
the  staples. 

I  realize  that  in  tlie  case  of  bulky  articles,  like  furniture, 
the  transportation  cost  is  a  larger  proportion  of  the  ultimate 
value  than  in  the  case  of  the  high-priced  articles;  but  that  la 
easily  taken  care  of  by  putting  on  price  limita  in  the  duty 
scheduleSb    The  bill  is  full  of  such  cases  now. 

Take  shotguns,  for  example.  A  low-priced  shotgun  pays  a 
very  much  lower  rate  of  duty  than  a  high-priced  ona  It  la 
perfectly  easy  to  apply  that  prindple  to  bentwood  furniture  on 
making  this  conversion ;  and  it  would  be  a  matter  of  Justice  to 
do  it,  I  think,  if  the  facts  bear  out  the  Senator's  illustration. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Now,  will  the  Senator  permit  me  to  aak 
another  question  on  a  different  line? 

Mr.  REED.    Surely. 

Mr.  GEORGE  Under  secti<m  340— the  new  section  wMch  is 
proposed  as  a  substitute,  I  presume,  for  section  042  of  the 
House  bill 

Mr.  REED.  Tes ;  we  thought  it  was  a  more  practical  way  of 
going  at  it 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Under  that  section,  how  would  the  commis- 
sion proceed  to  make  the  conversion  where  the  merchandise  is 
importe<l  into  the  United  States,  but  is  never  sold  In  wholesale 
quantities — where  it  is  Imported,  for  instance,  say,  by  Wool- 
worth,  who  buys  for  his  own  retail  ptores? 

Mr.  KEED.  Oh,  we  would  simply  have  to  turn  to  the  doc- 
trine of  similarity  there.  The  Senator  will  see  that  provided 
for  at  the  bottom  of  page  336 : 

If  such  •  •  •  jnercbandise  is  not  so  offered  for  sale  1u  the  United 
States,  then  an  estimated  value,  tuised  on  the  price  at  which  mer- 
chandise •  *  •  comparable  In  construction  or  use  *  *  *  is  so 
offered  for  sale. 

I^at  is  the  way  it  ia  done  in  all  the  European  countries,  and 
it  works  without  dlfllcuity. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Presidwt  may  I  ask 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  a  question? 

Mr.  REED.    Certainly. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  As  I  understand  the  House 
proposal — section  642 — ^it  provides  for  an  investigation  into  the 
whole  subject  of  valuatitm  by  a  commission  selected  by  the 
President.  As  I  understand  the  Senate  provision— -section  340 — 
briefly  stated,  it  presupposes  a  syston  of  valuation  which  we 
may  adopt,  and  puts  the  Tariff  Commission  at  the  actuarial  Job 
of  calculating  and  letting  us  know  what  the  rates  should  be  as 
adjusted  to  that  prejudged  valuation. 

Mr.  REED.  If  and  when  we  do  dedde  to  adopt  it;  but  it 
doe«t  not  in  any  way  commit  us  to  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  understand.  Why  not  pro- 
vide for  an  examination  into  all  methods  of  valuation  by  the 
Tariff  Commission,  and  have  a  determination  and  report  of 
what  rates  would  be  used  in  the  event  of  the  domestic- valuation 
plan  not  being  accepted  and  some  other  plan  being  used? 
What  objection  can  there  be  to  that? 

Mr,  REED.  I  have  this  objection :  If  we  called  on  the  Tariff 
Commission  to  give  us  a  suggested  conversion  of  rates  for  every 
conceivable  plan  of  valuation,  they  would  have  to  spend  a  long 
time  in  working  out  a  schedule  of  rates  on  the  American  selling- 
price  idea,  which,  I  fancy,  the  Senator  disapproves  as  much  as 
I  do 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  certainly  do. 

Mr.  REED.  And  which  I  think  has  no  possible  chance  of 
adoption  in  the  Congress.  There  is  no  use  of  wasting  the  time 
of  the  commission  in  preparing  schedules  of  rates  that  we  know 
we  would  not  use. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  it 
would  be  hdpful  to  have  an  investigation  Into  all  the  proposed 
methods  of  determining  valuation  that  seem  to  promise  an  im- 
provement over  present  methods — an  investigation  made  not  by 
the  President  but  by  the  Tariff  Conunission,  such  as  the  House 
bill  provides  for? 

Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President;  I  do  not  because  I  think 
the  investigation  has  already  been  made.  The  Tariff  Commis- 
sion have  given  us  reporta  showing  the  methods  of  valuation 
in  all  foreign  countries,  and  comments  on  the  way  in  which 
those  methods  work.    They  have  given  us  all  that  material. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  seems  to  me  the  defect  of 
the  Senate  provMon  is  that  it  in%Jndges  the  desirabHlty  of  a 
particular  method  of  valuation  that  it  ia  hoped  by  some  we  will 
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kit«r  adopt.  And,  moreorer.  If  a  long  Inqfolry,  Invohfing  com- 
jAn  calmlationa.  Is  iiuid«,  over  two  y9»T9  and  It  InTolring  great 
expen>«,  that  rery  fact  will  gtre  an  Impetoa  and  wlU  operate 
an  at  least  a  partial  commltaieot  toward  tbe  adoption  of  the 
domestic  plan  of  Taloation  witboat  a  determination  of  its 
unritB. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  in  the  first  place,  it  wiU  not  taka 
1  long  invetttijration.  They  think  they  can  do  It  in  six  montlis 
lofftead  of  two  years.  It  will  not  occasion  great  expense,  be- 
caoMe  they  hare  practically  all  the  material  in  their  files 
already.  In  the  next  place,  it  does  not  prejodge  the  question. 
It  leaves  it  wide  open.  The  Senate  can  Ignore  this  report,  as  it 
Ignore**  <lozfnH  of  reports  that  come  to  ns  every  year;  and  I 
will  say  frankly  that  I  was  disappointed  in  this  Senate  com- 
mittee anteiwlment.  I  wanted  to  go  very  much  further.  I 
wanted  to  have  the  Tariff  CkimmisBlon  make  this  conversion  of 
rates,  and  hare  the  President  proclaim  them  and  hav«  them  go 
into  ^rect  right  then  and  there.  My  coUeagnes  on  the  com- 
mittee ttwoght  that  was  too  radical,  however ;  that  it  onght  to 
be  reported  to  Congress,  and  tlie  Congress  ought  to  have  a  free 
hand  to  pass  it  or  not  pass  It,  as  it  saw  fit,  and  I  was  besten 
on  the  vote ;  and  that  is  the  reason  why  the  amendment  comes 
here  In  this  form.  I  am  more  progressiTe.  I  believe  in  goding 
right  ahead. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasachnsetts.  I  appreciate  the  Senator's 
position ;  but  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  a  general  investiga- 
tion such  as  tlie  House  proposal  contained  would  be  Informa- 
tive and  helpful  to  tb«  Congress,  and  therefore  I  should  like  to 
see  the  House  provision  rather  than  the  Senate  provision  incor- 
porated in  the  bUL 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  will  understand  how  the  House 
provision  came  about  In  the  Ways  and  Meuns  Committee  they 
nther  unwisely.  I  HUnk,  postponed  the  consideration  of  the 
administrative  sections  until  the  last  few  days  of  their  hear- 
ings, and  they  did  not  give  themselves  time,  it  seems  to  me,  to 
consider  them  as  thoroughly  as  they  ought  to  have  been  con- 
sidered; and  one  way  of  dealing  with  the  subject — the  old,  old 
legislative  expedient  of  passing  It  up  for  an  investigation — was 
adopted,  and  this  section  was  put  in  the  House  bill  at  the  last 
moment  I  do  not  believe,  to  do  them  justice,  that  we  can  say 
that  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  ever  bad  any  chance  to 
five  much  thought  to  titis  subject. 

Mr.  WAI.SH  of  Maasachnsetts.  Another  objection  that  oe- 
cum  to  me  is  that  we  are  now  considering  an  investigation  by 
the  Tariff  (^mmlsBion,  upon  the  assumption  that  two  years 
from  now  \re  may  adopt  the  domestic  valuation,  before  we  have 
reached  the  Beetiou  in  this  hill  that  covers  that,  before  there 
luui  been  a  general  discussion — which  will  take  some  time — 
upon  the  wisdom  of  adopting  the  domestic^valuation  preposition. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  Imow  that  anybody  is  proposing  that  we 
adopt  it  now. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachnsetts.  Yos  sre  proposing  tlist  we 
adopt  a  form  of  dosaestic  valuation. 

Mr.  REEJ).  No.  no;  not  at  ail.  The  bill  Is  wrlttm  on  the 
foreign  and  export  valoe  basis.  United  States  value  is  only  a 
last  resort  where  we  can  not  obtain  those  others.  Nobody,  so 
far  as  I  know,  is  proposing  that  the  basis  of  valuation  in  the 
Mil  be  changed  now. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  That  Is  true;  but  yon  are 
writing  .•section  340  of  the  bill  on  the  possibility  that  two  years 
from  now,  after  a  revision  of  rates  by  the  Tariff  Commission, 
wlken  they  submit  the  new  rates  to  us,  we  may  tdofft  the 
domestic  valuAtion  to  wlilch  they  were  api^ied  in  cakmlntins 
them. 

Mr.  BESD.  Tea ;  certainly.  Congress  will  have  a  free  hand 
to  do  It  If  It  wants  to. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  mme 
result  would  be  readied  if  an  ordinary  Senate  resolution  were 
introduced,  directing  the  Tariff  Commission  to  furnish  the 
Congress  at  some  future  time  with  this  information.  The  mere 
fact  tliat  it  is  incorporated  in  a  tariff  bill  does  not  carry  with 
it  anything  beyond  the  securing  of  the  informatioo. 

Mr.  REKD.    The  Senator  Is  exactly  right. 

Mr.  EDGE.  It  simply  is  incorporated  in  a  tariff  bill  because 
it  is  a  tariff  subject  and  a  tariff  bill  is  before  Congress;  but  I 
re(>eat  that  if  some  Senator  had  introduced  an  ordinary  resolu- 
tion, becau.>«  of  the  tuidisputed  interest  In  this  subject  through- 
out the  country,  which  resolution  provided  that  at  some  later 
date  Information  covering  the  conversion  of  rates  should  be 
transmitted  to  Congress,  I  doubt  very  much  wliether  there 
would  be  any  dijectlon;  and  yet  this  has  exactly  the  fmme 
effect 

Mr.  HAB&ISON  obUlned  the  fkxc. 

Mr.  BLACK.    Mr.  Preaident 


PRESIDING  OmCEB.    Does  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
.  HARRISON.    I  do. 

.  BLACK.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
le  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
le  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
ant^rered  to  th^  names: 


Allei 
Acbt  irmt 
Barlley 
Bint  ham 
Black 
Blal{>e 
Blea 
Bordh 
Bral  ton 
Bro(  khart 
Broiimaxd 
Cap  *r 
ran  way 
C<»itally 
Copiilaad 
Couem 
Cut  log 

Dea  wn 

Din 

Kd(c» 
Feat 
Klet  Lher 


Frasler 

G«org« 

Qillett 

OtaM 

Glena 

Goff 

Ooldaboroagb 

Ooald 

Greene 

Hale 

Uania 

Harrlaon 

Hastion 

Hatfleld 

Hawea 

Hajden 

Uobert 

Heflln 

Howell 

JohnaoD 

Jones 

Kendrick 

Keyea 


KiDf 

La  FoUette 


Smith 

Bmoot 

8teck 

StPlwer 

Stephens 

Bwanaon 

Ttaoniaa,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Towawnd 

Trammell 

Tydinga 

Vandcnberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Maas. 

Walsh.  Mont 

Warrea 

Wateraan 

WatsoD 

Wheel»T 


McKelUr 

McMaster 

McNary 

Metcaii 

Uoaes 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Patteraon 

Phippa 

Pine 

Plttman 

Ranadell 

Beed 

RobioaoD,  Ark. 

Robinson.  Ind. 

SchaU 

Sbeppard 

Short  ridge 

SimmoDa 

llhe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-nine  Senators  having 
ans  (vered  to  their  names,  there  is  a  quorum  present 

I  X.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  I  tihall  not  occupy  the  time 
of  (he  Senate  at  length,  but  there  are  some  peculiar  iocidents  in 
connection  with  this  di.scussion  to  which  I  want  to  refer. 

lo  some  of  us  the  plan  embodied  in  the  pending  amendment 
$«ei  D.s  to  be  the  entering  wedge  to  the  American  valuation  idea. 
Th4'  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  R^m]  is  very  naodest  in 
the  statement  that  it  does  not  go  as  far  as  he  desire<l,  that  if 
he  -onld  have  had  his  way,  be  would  have  given  to  the  Tariff 
Coi  amission  not  only  the  power  to  convert  the  foreign  values 
lnt<>  the  domestic  value,  and  report  to  the  President,  but  he 
would  have  authorised  the  President  to  proclaim  the  rates  and 
put  them  into  effect.  That  is  what  he  stated  to  the  Senate. 
Thi  t  is  what  Mr.  Lerch  and  Mr.  Grundy  and  the  Protective 
Lea^e  would  have  done. 

A  r.  REED.    O  Mr.  President,  will  tlie  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HARRISON.     Tes;  I  yield. 
r.  REED.    The  amendment  presented  by  Mr.  Lerch  did  not 
provide  for  any  conversion   of  rates   whatsoever.     It  did   not 
protide  to/r  any  reducticm  of  these  percentages.    That  was  the 
fault  that  was  found. 

HARRISON.    The  Senator  and  myself  are  not  at  vari- 

about  that  proposition,  but  I  state  that  Mr.  Lerch  to-day 

Mr.  Grundy  to-day  entertain  views  similar  to  those  of  the 

tor  from  Penn.<;ylvanla,  that  they  would  go  further  than 

that  they  would  give  to  the  Tariff  Commission  the  power 

to  ^nvert  every  foreign  value  into  domestic  value,  and  have 

the  jPresident  proclaim  the  ratea 

r.  Grundy  and  Mr.  Lerch  want  the  American   valuation. 

wanted  it  applied  In  this  bill.     They  wanted  the  rates  to 

t  into  effect  when  this  bill  was  passed,  and  this  provLsion, 

did  not  have  the  stop-gap  of  merely  requiring  a  report  to 

ss.  If  they  could  put  it  into  effect,  would  be  worse  than 

merican  valuation  plan. 

Senator  from  Utah  fought  the  American  valuation;  he 

it  from  being  incorporated  in  the  law,  perhaps,  or  it  may 

at  his  position  in  1922  was  predicated  on  the  fact  that 

new  that  he  could  not  withstand  the  sentiment  here  against 

the  I  American-valuation  idea. 

e  American -valuation  plan,  may  I  say,  never  at  any  time 
carded  out  the  idea  that  the  value  <^  some  foreign  article  in 
this  country  comparable  in  construction  or  in  use  with  some 
domestic  product  could  be  estimated.  The  American -valuation 
idef  would  apply  only  to  domestic  articles  like  or  similar  to 
fonign  articles.  But  under  this  proposal.  In  the  last  analysis, 
wh<  D  we  can  not  find  the  United  States  value,  then  we  are  to 
app  y  to  the  value  of  a  foreign  article  the  value  of  an  American 
art  cle  that  is  comparable  in  use  or  construction.  The  Amer- 
ica] -valuation  idea  never  went  that  far. 

T  ae  desire  is  to  go  to  the  ver>-  limit  The  idea  that  is  behind 
this  proposition  is  in  the  end  to  obtain  the  highest  rates  upon 
the  articles  affected,  and  those  engaged  in  agriculture,  I  may 
say,  will  be  the  ones  who  will  be  haudicajKied  and  burdened  by 
virtue  of  this  provision  if  it  is  ever  put  into  the  law.  If  you 
do  lot  intend  to  have  Congress  adopt  it.  why  pass  it?  Wliat 
oth(>r  purpose  can  there  be  in  obtaining  the  data  and  recom- 
mei  dations? 

I  say  that  It  will  burden  the  farmers  because  this  conversion 
app  ies  only  to  ad  valorem  rates.    It  does  not  apply  to  £{>ecific 
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rates.  Ad  valorem  rates  In  the  main  are  placed  upon  indus- 
trial importations,  not  upon  agricultural  importations.  There 
are  rare  instances  in  the  agricultural  schedule  where  there  is 
an  ad  valorem  rate  applied,  but  in  the  great  majority  of  in- 
stances specific  rates  apply.  So  if  there  is  any  good  to  come 
from  it,  if  any  additional  protection  is  to  be  obtained,  it  can 
not  come  to  the  agricultural  interests,  because  the  conversion 
does  not  apply  to  specific  duties,  but  only  In  the  event  of  an 
ad  valorem  rate. 

Let  us  take  the  industrials.  Let  us  consider  steel.  There  are 
some  products  in  the  metal  schedtde  where  specific  rates  are 
applied,  but  tha*e  are  innumerable  Instances  in  the  metal 
schelule  where  the  ad  valorem  rates  apply,  and  throughout  the 
cotton  schedule  and  the  woolen  schedule  and  the  earthenware 
schedule,  in  fact,  in  this  bill  wherever  a  raw  product  has 
progn'ssed  to  the  finished  product,  or  is  in  the  Intermediate 
stage,  the  ad  valorem  rates  apply.  Of  course,  when  these  con- 
versions take  place,  where  there  are  ad  valorem  rates,  the 
greater  will  be  the  protection. 

Is  there  anything  t>ehind  the  proposition  that  in  this  amend- 
ment the  conversion  is  to  be  made  on  products  imported  Into 
this  country  between  the  Ist  of  July,  1927,  and  the  30th  of 
June,  1929? 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  I  should  have  stated  in  what  I  said  that  the 
reason  for  the  adoption  of  those  dates  was  that  we  did  not 
want  to  Include  any  future  time,  so  as  to  prevent  any  possibility 
of  rigging  up  the  price. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  glad  to  get  the  Senator's  explana- 
tion ;  httt  there  are  some  of  us  who  have  just  the  opposite  view- 
point about  that  matter.  Those  dates  were  picked  because  it 
was  known  that  the  ad  valorem  rates  would  be  Increased 
thereby.  Prices  In  this  country  under  the  present  law  are 
taken  as  a  basis.  There  are  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  In- 
stances where  the  prices  will  be  lifted  because  of  the  increased 
rates  carried  in  this  bill,  if  the  bill  paases. 

It  Is  to  the  interest  of  the  extreme  protectionists  that  the  con- 
version be  applied  to  the  difference  in  the  domestic  values  and 
foreign  values  under  the  old  law  because  the  smaller  the  differ- 
ence in  the  foreign  valuation  and  the  domestic  valuation  the 
higher  will  be  the  ad  valorem  percentage.  Conversely,  the 
higher  the  domestic  price  when  compared  to  the  foreign  valua- 
tion the  greater  the  Increase  in  the  ad  valwrem  rate  to  be 
applied. 

Much  better  would  it  be  for  the  American  consumer  and  cer- 
tainly much  better  for  the  American  farmer  if  a  2-year  period 
after  the  passage  of  this  bill  had  been  taken,  because  then  when 
the  foreign  valuation  wa.s  compareil  with  the  domestic  price,  the 
domestic  price  being  higher  in  those  cases  wherein  increased 
rates  have  been  granted  in  this  bill,  the  ad  valorem  rate  would 
show  a  decrease.  Of  course,  being  based  upon  prices  in  this 
country  fixed  under  the  present  law.  the  report,  when  it  is  made 
to  the  Congress,  will  be  practically  valueless  because  it  vrill  not 
represent  the  true  conditions  as  to  the  difference  In  dMnestic 
prices,  assuredly  increased  under  the  increased  rates  of  the 
pending  bill,  and  values  in  fwelgn  countries. 

I  said  that  this  was  more  objectionable  than  the  American 
valuation.  I  see  the  Senator  fronr  Utah  about  to  leave  the 
Chamber.  I  am  sorry  that  he  can  not  stay  to  listen  to  what  I 
am  about  to  say. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  will  listen.     I  was  about  to  go  to  lunch. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  can  get  letter  food  from  my 
remarks  If  he  will  just  digest  them  than  he  could  possibly  get 
by  going  down  to  lunch. 

In  the  framing  of  thi?  bill,  from  beginning  to  end,  every 
attempt  has  been  made,  through  the  administrative  features 
especially  to  increase  the  rates  and  decrease  importations 
That  first  became  rminifest  when  the  amendment  affecting  the 
flexible  provision  was  urged,  taking  not  the  difference  in  the 
cost.s  of  production  here  and  abroad  tmt  the  difFerences  in 
conditions  of  competition. 

Then,  In  the  committee  amendment  which  was  proposed,  but 
which  was  withdrawn  because  its  proponents  knew  it  would  not 
stand  the  force  of  attack;  and  they  thought  they  might  squeeze 
through  this  substitute  of  the  old  law,  there  was  incorpo- 
rated a  provision  which  would  have  made  it  impossible  to 
effect  reductions  on  many  of  the  products  in  thlB  countrj-, 
because  the  twsis  was  made  the  value  of  competitive  imported 
articles.  There  are  thousands  of  products  and  articles  which 
are  not  imported  because  the  rates  are  too  high.  There  can  not 
be  a  competitive  article  when  no  article  is  imported  into  this 
country.  It  is  only  when  it  is  imported  tliat  it  can  possibly  be 
competitive.  But  the  rates  are  fixed  so  as  to  keep  goods  out  of 
the  country,  and  that  is  desired  in  this  case.  The  other  major- 
ity members  of  the  comndttee  have  not  had  the  courage  to  go 


as  far  as  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  wanted  to  go,  not  only 
giving  to  the  commission  the  power  to  convert,  hut  to  the  Presi- 
dent the  right  to  proclaim  the  rates  effective. 

By  virtue  <A  such  a  8<^eme  the  farmers  of  the  country  will 
again  be  caught — lifting  the  prices  of  the  things  they  need  and 
buy,  while  leaving  the  rates  or  conditions  upon  their  products 
the  same. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yidd  to  the  Senator  from  Penns^vania? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  Does  it  not  seem  strange  to  the  Senator,  if  that 
is  so,  that  the  representatives  of  the  Farm  Bureau  Federation 
should  be  in  favor  of  this? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  That  does  not  affect  my  judgment  or  course 
in  this  matter.  Some  representatives  of  the  farm  groups  were 
in  favor  of  the  flexible  provision  of  the  law,  and  in  the  Senate 
the  friends  of  agriculture  in  this  country,  as  shown  by  their 
records,  were  against  the  flexible  provision  of  the  law.  They 
opposed  it,  notwithstanding  the  Ingenious  speech  of  the  very 
able  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  arrogating  to  himsrtf  the  char- 
acter of  spokesman  tor  the  farmers  of  the  cotmtry. 

I  wish  that  some  of  the  farmers  of  Pennsylvania  who  know 
what  a  great  friend  of  their  interests  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania is  could  have  sat  In  these  galleries  and  heard  his  dis- 
sertation on  how  com  was  going  to  be  hig^her  in  price  because 
some  chemical  product  that  is  made  out  of  com  had  been  given 
a  tariff  duty,  and  that  through  science  new  Inventions  were  com- 
ing along  which  we  must  take  care  of.  The  very  rate  about 
which  the  Senator  was  then  talking  is  not  affected  by  this  bill 
at  all.  Yet  he  wanted  to  impress  upon  the  Senate  and  the 
country  that  if  Congress  had  not  been  called  in  extraordinary 
session  and  this  rate  had  not  been  increased  in  order  to  take 
care  of  and  stem  the  tide  of  importations  of  new  and  modem 
inventions  the  farmers  in  the  Com  Belt  would  be  In  a  terrible 
fix,  and  yet  on  that  product  the  rate  was  not  increased  over 
the  1922  rate. 

Ah,  yes,  the  Senatw's  mushrooms — toadstools,  I  might  say — 
produced  in  and  around  Philadelphia,  carry  the  highest  in- 
crease in  duty  of  any  article  that  is  contained  in  the  agricul- 
tural schedule.  Can  it  be  converted?  Certainly,  and  why?  Be- 
cause It  is  taken  care  of  in  the  pending  amendment  It  carries 
a  specific  duty  and  an  ad  valorem  duty,  too.  It  will  be  taken 
care  of.  But  the  man  out  yonder  who  thinks  that  his  wheat 
will  be  protected  will  find  that  it  is  covered  only  by  a  specific 
rate.  The  man  who  grows  hay  and  oats  and  raises  cattle  will 
find  the  same  to  be  true  of  his  products  On  innumerable  items 
from  butter  on  down  specific  rates  apply.  But  when  it  came 
to  the  mushroom  statesman  from  Pennsylvania  he  took  care  of 
his  mushrooms  by  an  ad  valorem  rate,  so  he  will  get  amversion 
under  this  amendment. 

That  is  typical  of  the  situation.  Every  sort  of  sdieme  is  be- 
ing concocted  by  certain  groups  in  the  Senate  to  increase  the 
prices  to  agriculture  and  still  to  give  them  no  relief.  May  I 
say  to  my  Republican  friends,  when  ypu  finish  the  bill  and  get 
through  with  your  whole  plan,  you  will  have  the  farmer  by 
the  throat  sure  enough.  What  is  the  idea  back  of  this  amend- 
ment? It  Is  the  entering  wedge  for  American  valuation.  That  is 
the  plan  which  has  been  in  the  minds  of  the  superprotectionlsts 
for  20  years  or  more.  They  want  to  get  the  American-valuation 
plan  adopted. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  a^  the  SraatMr  a 
question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Soiator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  a  Senator  is  not  in  favor  of  the  American- 
valuation  plan,  why  should  he  vote  for  the  p«iding  amendment? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  can  not  understand  why,  but  of  course 
the  Senator  is  familiar  with  the  acrobatic  stunts  of  my  friend 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  and  some  others  over  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Chamber.  They  once  stood  against  the  American-valua- 
tion plan,  but  when  certain  interests  in  the  country  cracked 
their  whip  or  snapped  their  fingers,  the  Senator  and  others 
jimiped. 

Mr.  SIBfMONS.  Does  the  SenatOT  from  Mississippi  think  if 
the  question  before  the  Senate  were  the  adoption  or  the  rejection 
of  the  American-valuation  scheme  it  would  meet  with  any  cm>- 
siderable  support  in  this  body  at  this  time? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  do  not;  and  that  is  the  reason  why  the 
other  majority  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  did  not  go 
with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  in  not  only  providing  for 
conversion  from  f<»eign  values  to  domestic  valuation  but  in 
having  the  President  put  those  values  into  effect.  They  were 
not  willing  to  go  with  him  that  far. 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.  Stoald  we  be  VefitkudBt  to  iapoae  a 
expense  opi'O  the  OovenuBen(  jtwt  for  the  pwrpoae  oC 
lug  whether  the  CoQiyie«i  which  meets  two  jrean  trea  »ow, 
we  will  M7.  after  the  report  ia  made,  has  chaaged  Its  CfrinUn 
upun  the  subject  of  AoMtioui  Taloation? 

Mr.  iiAKRIHON.  Gertainlj  v<ft;  and  if  this  aaaeDdBent  is 
ado{>t(Hj.  and  the  report  Is  submitted,  we  will  not  only  realiae 
the  (H>sts  expended  but  the  inuccurate  and  oseicas  character  of 
tJie  data  sat)iulLted. 

Mr.  President,  if  this  pt>wer  i»  jfiv^n  to  the  Tariff  Comnrisaloni 
and  til  is  work  assiRnetl  to  them  they  will  be  so  bisUy  engaged 
Is  the  next  two  ye^re  on  this  mutter  alone  that  there  wlU  Ik>  do 
fac-tJi  ascertained  by  them  with  refereooe  to  the  maoy  inquiries 
which  the  Congress  would  no  doubt  find  it  necesaary  or  desirable 
to  KttUuit  to  them.  It  wooid  be  Hlmost  impossilile  for  tliem  to 
do  anythiux  elite. 

Coming  back  more  directly  to  the  pending  amendment,  under 
the  first  eoDdltion  the  a{:^aiser8  would  not  be  able,  first,  to 
ast-vrtuin  the  domestic  ralue  of  Lanamerabte  foreign  articles 
that  are  sold  in  this  coontxy  not  "  in  the  usaal  wholesale  quan- 
titieti "  hat  directly  through  retail  stores  or  through  agencies. 

In  (»ther  words.  tJte  amendment  provides  that  tliey  are  to 
ascertain  the  wholesale  selling  price  in  this  country.  There  are 
innuiiienible  articles  that  are  Kold  not  throagh  wholesale  dt&n- 
nei»  at  all  but  are  soid  in  this  country  to  agents  who  distrihnte 
them  throughout  the  country.  There  is  another  class  of  im- 
portations, in  tile  aatwY  ot  parts  of  a  raw  product,  that  come 
into  the  coontzy  that  go  into  the  finished  product,  that  never 
reach  the  hands  of  the  wholesaler  at  all,  and  yet  the  commis- 
sitm  would  be  required  to  take  aH  of  that  into  consideration. 

What  is  the  second  condition? — 

U  tttcfa  or  stmilar  laoyorted  ■ereiiandiae  aot  offered  tor  sale  tn  the 
Ualted  Statea  thca  tkc  estimated  TsJoe.  ttued  on  the  prices  at  vhlefe 
m»>reluuidlac  whether  imparted  or  doiaestlc.  coapanJric  ta  eoastnMV 
tion  or  nse  with  tb«  taaported  merehandlae.  Is  so  offered  for  sals,  with 
Borh  adjoatmcati  as  maj  be  aecesaarj  owIdk  to  the  difflereBoe  In  bIju, 
matrrlal,  conatraetion,  texture,  and  other  differences. 

That  is  going  rery  fhr  indeed,  conrertlnR  the  particular  for- 
eign values  Into  domestic  ralues  when  the  article  Is  rominrable 
in  uj^e  or  conatmctioo.  We  will  hare  to  have  technicians  of 
every  kind,  ehemistv,  and  other  experts  employed  by  the  Tariff 
CV>m mission  to  pei'foim  such  duties  as  would  be  required  under 
PQcfa  a  provision.  It  is  a  proposal  that  would  give  rise  to  a 
dlfferetice  of  opinion  and  the  exercise  of  wMe  (Msoretlon.  f\>r 
instance,  let  us  assume  that  there  are  no  safety  razors  manu- 
factured in  this  country  and  some  were  Imported.  Of  course, 
that  is  a  violent  assumption,  but  assuming  !t  were  true,  to  order 
to  ascertain  the  dlffereuce  in  cost  of  production  of  that  safety 
razor  abroad  and  in  thl»  cotintry  tliey  would  have  to  say,  **  We 
will  take  the  price  of  the  oM-fashloned  raaor.  It  Is  certainly 
comparable  hi  use."  So  they  would  apply  to  the  value  of  the 
safety  raaor  the  cost  of  the  oM-fasWoBed  raaor  that  Is  not 
used  by  one-thousandth  of  1  per  cent  of  the  men  In  the  country 
to^ay.  I«  not  a  Rolls-Royce  eomparaWe  In  use  to  tlie  Ford 
automobile?    What  would  be  done  to  that  instance? 

No,  Mr.  President;  this  amendment  has  bdilnd  It  the  hand 
of  that  group  in  the  eountry  that  wants  to  foist  upon  the  people 
the  Ameriean-vahmtion  plan.  It  is  mer^y  a  scheme  to  increuse 
the  ratea,  Whenerer  the  ad  valorem  rates  upon  eotton  goods 
and  upon  wooten  goods  and  the  Items  to  the  metal  sdiedule  and 
earthenware  schedule  are  converted  under  the  pian  proposed, 
then  the  burden  wiH  be  furtlier  pressed  damn  vpoa  the  Ameal- 
can  people  and  no  benefit  will  possibly  flow  to  them.  Dangers 
are  hidden  in  this  aaaeadBMnt.  It  seems  harmlesa  now,  tout 
watch  its  growth. 

In  my  optolon,  second  <xily  to  the  flexible  provision  whiirfi 
was  defeated  yesterday,  this  amendment  is  the  most  obnoxious 
provisiort  In  the  bUL 

However,  I  coogratalate  the  majority  members  of  tlie  com- 
mittee on  tlMAr  modesty  aa  well  as  their  wisdom  in  not  foUow- 
ing  the  advice  and  leadership  of  the  Sesut(»r  from  Pennsyl- 
vania ia  this  instance.  Of  course,  to  adopt  the  axacndment 
would  be  pleasing  to  certato  people  who  sit  in  the  galleries  and 
no  doubt  are  these  now.  It  would  be  weknme  to  them.  Tht 
majority  memt)er8  of  the  committee  are  playing  toto  their 
hands,  are  giving  to  them  the  first  course  in  the  menu  to  ^te 
big  dinner  of  the  American-valuation  plan,  fier  which  their 
appetites  afe  whetted  and  u»  wiilch  oruaaimi  tJiey  hai«  long 
looked. 

I  sincerely  hope  and  truat,  Mr.  Prertdent,  that  the  amend- 
ment will  be  alrtckcn  ften  the  bill  and  thus  defeated. 

The  VICB  PRB8IDI£NT.  Tbe  question  ia  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  aoMmdment  to  insert  aection  MO  on  {lagcs  US  and 
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AUbd 

Ashust 

Bar  [ley 

Bi»  (ham 

Bla  k 

BUiae 

Blei£e 

BoTih 

Brsrton 

Bro»khart 

Brousard 

Capner 

Car  iway 

Cob  Bally 

Copiland 

Con  tens 

Cvtlng 

Dai> 

Dec  een 

DUl 

Edie 

Feai 

Fie  Cher 


IrYaxtcr 

GeoFfle 

Glllett 

CHaflB 

Glenn 

Goff 

Goldsborouirh 

Ooald 

Greene 

Hale 

Ebirris 

Harrison 

Ha8tinK8 

HatOeid 

Hawes 

Harden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jonf* 

Kendrlck 

Keyes 


Bndtb 

Smoot 

Steck 

BtefwT* 

Stephens 

Sw&nson 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townnend 

Trammeil 

Ty  dings 

Vandenherg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Waish.  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont 

Warren 

Watermaa 

WaUton 

Wheeler 


The  VICB  PRESIDENT. 


r.  HASfilSON.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
um. 

he  VICB  PRESIDENT.    The  cierk  will  call  the  roll, 
e  legisladve  cierk  called  the  roll,  and  the  foUowing  Senators 
am^wvred  to  their  names: 

King 

LaFollette 

McKeUar 

McMaster 

WcXary 

Met  calf 

Ma8«« 

NorrU 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

l^atterson 

Phlpp8 

Pine 

Pittman 

Baasdell 

E«ed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

BobiuAon.  Ind. 

Schnll 

8heppard 

Sliortridge 

Simmuus 

Eighty-nine  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present.  The  quentitta  is 
oujagreeing  to  the  committee  amendment  as  amended. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  Pre^^ident,  there  are  some  Senators  now  to 
the  Ciiamber  who  were  not  preitent  tliis  momtog  when  tliis  dis- 
cus sion  b^ran.  I  wish  to  say  just  a  word  as  to  the  purpose  in 
puiting  section  340  into  the  bilL  The  customs  authorities  of 
thli  country  for  many  years  have  had  ditficulty  with  undervalu- 
ati>ns  that  they  could  not  demonstrate,  as,  for  example,  im^xirts 
ing  to  on  fraudulent  tovoices  from  far  distant  countries 
either  no  l>oolis  were  kept  to  show  a  tnie  value  there  or 
access  to  books  was  refutsed.  Every  year  the  report  of 
Secretary  of  the  Treasurj-  contains  a  long  list  of  such  under- 
ations.  In  the  last  annual  report  of  the  Secretary  he  told 
t  tbe  ^orts  that  had  t>een  made  to  put  an  end  to  fraudu- 
undervaluadons  of  Persian  rugs,  a  typical  case.  It  was 
vered  that  millions  of  dollars  had  been  stolen  from  the 
Ooi-emment  of  the  United  States  by  flundulent  invoices  on  im- 
poi  ts  from  Persia,  virluch  the  Treasury  authorities  until  recently 
hare  been  unable  to  check  up.  In  addition  to  that  there  is  a 
species  of  undervaluation  which  is  not  fraudulent,  but  which  is 
Jusf  as  devastating  in  its  effect  upon  the  revenue. 

TYDINGS.     Mr.  President 

VICB  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Peimsyl- 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 
REED.     Yes;  I  yield. 

TYDINGS.    Suppose  a  group  of  manufacturers,  maktog 

rtlcular  article  to  Maryland,  should  get  together  and  fix  the 

of  that  article,  and  suppose  that  tiie  price  which  they  fixed 

an  unfair  price 

r.  REED.    A  high  price. 

TYDINGS.  A  hi^  price.  In  other  words,  suppose  that 
price  fixtog  they  should  get  a  higher  price  for  tlie 
article  than  they  could  get  through  open  competition;  their 
action  to  that  case  would  establish  the  domestic  selling  price, 
wo4ld  it  not? 

Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President  That  is  what  we  are  anxious 
to  1  :eep  away  from ;  that  it  the  old  idea  of  American  valuation, 
bai<  ^  on  the  selltog  price  here  of  the  American  article.  V^e  do 
not  want  to  give  the  American  manufacturer  the  power  to  put 
up  Lhe  tax  by  raistog  the  price.  It  would  give  to  him  a  double 
rew  ard  from  enhancing  his  own  price.  That  is  why  the  domes- 
tic price  spedfled  in  tids  section  is  the  price  of  the  imported 
art  cle  to  the  primary  wholesale  market,  which  in  many  cases 
Is  much  lower  than  the  price  that  the  American  manufacturer 
is  I  etttng. 

I  have  spoken  of  firaudul«tt  imdervaluations.  That  is  one 
grqve  wrong  that  we  ought  to  remedy,  if  we  can. 

r.    FLETCHER.     Mr.    I'resldent,    may    I    ask    the    Senator 

Pennsylvania  a  question  there? 
he   VICE  PRESIDENT     Does  the  Senator  from   Pennsyl- 
iia  yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Florida? 
r.  REBD.     I  yield. 

r.  FLBTGHER.     The  Treasury  Department  is  not  obliged 
itake  the  iavoice  prices  of  imported  articles.  Is  It?     Is  the 
deQaTtm^tJimited  to  the  prices  stated  in  the  invoices? 

r.  RB:KD.  The  department  can  go  b(^ind  the  prices  stated 
to  ^e  tovolees  and  get  what  is  known  as  the  foreign  value  or 
export  value — they  mean  substantially  the  same  thing — of 
artlde  to  the  foreign  country;  but,  as  a  practical  matter, 
department  has  to  take  the  invoice  as  evidence  of  tbe  for- 
eigii  value  for  sheer  la^  ol  any  other  evidence  <^  it.     l^Mt 
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Perslan-rug  case  is  a  good  Illustration.  The  department  had 
to  take  the  invoices  because  there  was  not  any  demonstrable 
foreign  value  of  those  Persian  rugs  in  Persia. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  liROUKHART.  Take  the  price  on  wheat  On  what 
would  that  price  be  based — on  what  tlie  farmer  receives  or  what 
the  board  of  trade  pays? 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  just  the  trouble  now.  The  wheat  tariff, 
of  course,  is  a  .specific  rate,  and  this  proposal  vould  not  affect 
wheat  at  all,  because  the  tariff  on  wheat  is  now  42  cents  a 
bushel,  regardless;  but  suppose  it  was  42  per  cent,  under  the 
present  law  the  tariff  would  be  based  on  the  value  of  the 
wheat  in  the  market  from  which  it  came — that  would  mean 
Winnipeg,  probably — instead  of  being  based  on  the  higher  value 
It  commands  in  the  American  market  Most  of  the  agricultural 
rates,  however,  are  fortunatrfy  specific  and  they  can  not  be 
defeatetl  by  fniudulent  undervaluation. 

Mr.  BROOKIIAHT.     Yes ;  that  is  true  as  to  most  of  them. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  REED.  Just  let  me  conclude  the  catalogue  of  reasons  for 
this  provision.  I  have  spoken  first  of  fraudulent  undervalua- 
tions and  have  given  the  Persian-rug  case  as  being  typical  of 
them.  Next  there  come  a  great  mass  of  undervaluations  whlrfj 
are  not  fraudulent  and  which  are  not  illegal ;  that  is,  where  a 
foreign  manufacturer  consigns  goods  to  himself  or  to  his  own 
agent  here  and  puts  them  down  at  a  value  so  low  that  the 
Government  does  not  get  a  proper  tax  yield. 

It  is  a  result  of  that  practice  that  many  foreign  makers  have 
beeji  nhle  to  pay  a  tariff  duty  much  less  than  an  American 
would  pay  who  imported  the  same  article  at  the  same  time  at 
the  same  port 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania vield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  As  I  understood  the  Senator  a  while  ago,  the  pro- 
posed change  would  not  Increase  a  tariff  rate,  but  simply  change 
the  mode  of  levying  the  duty. 

Mr.  REED.  It  will  not  increase  the  tariff  one  penny  on  an 
honest  Importer  who  does  not  undervalue.  Tlie  ordtoary  im- 
porter— for  example,  the  Senator  himself  who  brings  in  an  arti- 
cle for  his  home — would  not  pay  a  penny  more  under  the  pro- 
posed plan  than  he  would  pay  under  the  system  employed  under 
the  present  law. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator  told  us  a  while  ago  that  the  ad 
valorem  duty  is  levied  upon  the  price  of  the  article  to  the 
country  from  which  it  came. 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  the  present  law ;  yes. 

Mr.  DILL.  And  that  this  provision  would  not  change  the 
amount  of  the  tariff  revenue  collected ;  yet  he  complains  about 
the  low  tariff  on  those  goods. 

Mr.  REED.  It  would  not  change  the  money  received  per 
unit  It  would  change  the  percentage.  Of  course,  we  would 
have  to  reduce  the  percentage  as  provided  to  the  tariff  law; 
otherwise  it  would  just  be  an  indirect  way  of  raistog  the  duties. 

Mr.  DILL.  Then  as  soon  as  it  is  evident  how  low  that  duty 
is  will  come  the  demand  to  raise  the  duty  to  a  more  substantial 
fig;ure. 

Mr.  REED.  That  battle  goes  on  forevw.  The  importer  will 
ulwuys  demand  a  reduction  and  the  manufacturer  will  always 
demand  an  Increase.     That  struggle  Is  unendtog. 

1  have  given  two  of  the  evils  that  ought  in  justice  to  the 
Treasury  to  be  corrected.  The  third  one  is  the  matter  of  dis- 
criminations between  foreign  nations.  The  silk  crftpe  example 
which  I  used  this  morning  vividly  illustrates  that  situation.  In 
Jaiien  and  in  Fnince  are  made  exactly  the  same  kind  of  sUk 
crei>e:  these  two  articles  are  entirely  indisttoguishable ;  and  yet 
so  long  as  we  base  our  ad  valorem  duties  upon  the  foreign  price 
it  will  readily  be  seen  that  we  are  charging  fewer  cents  per 
yard  on  the  Japanese  crfipe  than  we  are  on  the  French  crCpe, 
l»e<>ause  the  Japanese  pay  lower  wages.  They  have  an  advan- 
tage in  original  production  cost  and  we  give  them  another  advan- 
tage when  they  get  here  by  charging  them  a  lower  duty  than 
we  <hjirge  the  French,  who  have  a  higher  cost  and  consequently 
a  hi-her  foreign  value.  That  is  almost  a  ridiculous  thtog  to  do. 
It  i.s  discriminating  in  the  wrong  way.  If  we  are  ever  going 
to  make  any  discrimination,  it  ought  to  be  in  favor  of  the  coun- 
try with  the  higher  cost  and  against  that  which  pays  starvation 
wages.  The  present  provision  works  just  the  yreoag  way 
around. 


Mr.  BLAINE.    Mr.  President^— 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania jrieid  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsto? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  At  this  potot  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
a  question.  I  may  not  thoroughly  understand  the  situation, 
but  would  not  the  plan  now  proposed  create  another  and  dif- 
ferent discrimination,  namely,  a  discrimtoation  growing  out  of 
distance  from  the  port  of  entry.  The  country  located  at  the 
greatest  distance  from  our  ports — and  to  determining  profits 
transportation  costs  of  course  are  included — ^would  have  one 
value  put  on  its  goods,  while  an  adjacent  country,  a  country 
nearer  our  ports,  would  save  that  transportatlMi  cost  to  figuring 
the  selltog  price  of  the  commodity  in  America.  Would  there 
not  therefore,  be  a  discrimination  between  two  countries  so 
situated? 

Mr.  REED.  There  is  an  advantage  that  geographical  posi- 
tion gives  one  over  the  other.  That  however,  is  not  increased 
to  any  way  by  the  proposed  plan  of  valuation.  The  tariff  would 
be  identical  on  identical  articles. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  understand  that  under  the  present  plan  the 
valuation  may  be  low  on  goods  from  certain  countries,  and  the 
Senator  has  suggested,  for  instance,  Japan  or  Chtoa.  The  rate 
is  based  upon  that  cost  undw  the  present  plan,  but  under  the 
proposed  plan  the  transportation  charge  is  gotog  to  be  considered 
and  that  cost  is  considerably  more  in  the  case  of  a  far-off  country 
than  in  the  case  of  a  country  whose  territory  is  adjacent  to 
ours.  So  there  would  be  a  discrimination  by  reason  of  geo- 
graphical location. 

Mr.  REED.  Yes ;  that  Is  true  to-day.  A  geographical  advan- 
tage of  course  is  something  we  can  not  correct  by  tariff 
legislation. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
for  another  question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  REED.  I  yield- 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  ask  the  question  merely  for  information 
and  not  in  a  siririt  of  criticism.  I  know  the  Senator  has  made 
a  study  of  this  question,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  him  how  is  the 
domestic  price  to  remain  stationary  so  that  a  proper  measure- 
ment can  be  made?  WUl  it  be  the  price  to  New  York  or  to 
California?  ^      ^ 

Mr.  REED.  No;  it  is  the  price  to  the  principal  market  to 
the  United  States.  When  we  come  to  the  question  of  workabil- 
ity of  this  plan  we  do  not  need  to  speculate  because  it  is  to 
force  to  every  nation  to  Europe;  all  of  our  competitors  In  the 
world  of  commerce  are  ustog  this  method  and  it  works  smoothly 
and  it  works  without  all  the  frauds  on  the  revenue  from  which 
we  are  suffering. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  can  well  see  how  that  might  happen;  but 
at  the  same  time  it  occurs  to  me,  the  United  Stotes  being  such  a 
large  country,  fifteen  times  the  siae  of  Germany,  for  tostance, 
and  Importing  on  practically  three  coasts — the  Pacific,  the 
Atlantic,  and  the  Gulf— that  there  would  be  a  great  deal  of 
difficulty  to  getting  the  proper  domestic  valuation. 

Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President;  not  half  the  difficulty  there 
is  to  getting  the  for^gn  valuation  now  In  50  different  countries. 
Of  course,  values  change  frcmi  time  to  time  with  the  trwid  to 
the  market  Take  any  article  which  the  Senator  may  have  in 
mtod,  a  bale  of  silk  or  anything  else.  A  tox  is  levied  upon 
the  value  assessed  to  that  bale  of  silk  as  it  lies  beside  the  ship 
as  it  enters  the  primary  wholesale  market  In  the  United  States. 
That  is  the  intellig«it  way  to  tox  an  article,  is  it  not — on  its 
value  at  the  moment  to  the  situs  in  our  country? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  can  well  see  how  the  Senator's  plan  would 
more  definitely  ftx  the  foreign  value.  In  other  words,  when 
a  bale  of  silk  was  landed  at  San  Francisco,  for  example,  we 
would  better  know  its  cost;  but  on  the  other  hand,  while  we 
would  get  that  advantage,  it  occurs  to  me  that  we  would  lose 
on  the  other  end.  We  would  not  acctirately  know  the  domestic 
valua  In  other  words,  we  can  not  know  both  the  domestic  an<l 
the  foreign  value  exactly,  because  if  we  api^y  one  rule  we 
speculate  as  to  the  domestic  value;  if  we  apply  the  other  rule, 
we  do  not  speculate  as  to  the  domestic  value  but  rather  as  to 
the  foreign  value. 

I  was  wondering,  also,  how  we  would  arrive  at  the  domestic 
value  to  a  case  like  this :  For  example,  there  are  three  concerns 
mw^ing  toble  knives.  We  will  say  one  is  in  Arizona,  one  in  St 
Louis,  and  one  to  Boston,  for  example ;  and  we  will  assxmie  that 
their  prices  vary  a  little. 

Mr.  REED.  That  would  not  affect  the  problem  at  all,  because 
we  are  not  concerned  with  the  price  of  the  domestic  product. 
We  are  toterested  only  to  the  American  price  of  the  imported 
article;  atvd  if  the  domestic  manufacturer  of  cutlery,  through 
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patents  or  any  other  fiTorable  eircamstanoe,  can  boost  bia  iffiee. 
that  does  Dot  AffeeC  the  daty  a  bit  It  la  tbe  rmliie  of  the 
article  that  is  broa;^t  In  that  Is  naed  aa  the  baaia  of  the  dnty. 

Mr.  BIMMONS.  Mr.  President.  wiU  tbe  Senator  pardon  an 
Intermptlcn  7 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Seoator  from  Fmxmjl- 
▼aula  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  REED.    I  do. 

Mr.  SIMMON  a  Tbe  Senator  doea  not  mean  the  InToice 
vaiae? 

Mr.  REED.    No,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Be  meana  the  yaloe  at  which  the  artide  la 
fre44y  sold  in  the  marketa  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  REED.    Exactly. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  A  foreigner  who  sends  his  {Nrodnct  to  this 
eouDtry  eeods  it  bere  to  get  the  benefit  of  the  hisrb  prices  that 
are  paid  in  tliia  country;  and  if  be  finds  that  a  domestic 
article  i«  selling  in  tbe  American  market  at  a  certain  price 
he  is  likely  to  fix  somethins  like  that  price  upon  his  imported 
article 

Mr.  REED.    Of  coarse. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Thereby  glTlng  him  the  benefit  of  the  high 
) prices  in  this  market 

Mr.  REED.  Brery  merchant  gets  as  much  as  be  can  for  his 
pro«luct  of  coarsen 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Then  is  it  not  a  ftet  that  whatever  may  be 
[the  luTolce  price  oi  a  for^gn  article  that  foreign  article  is 
1  sold  in  tbe  principal  marketa  ot  this  country  at  a  price  approxi- 
Imately  tbe  same  as  that  at  which  the  domestic  article  is  BcAdl 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  very  ctmuDocly  so,  bat  not  always  so. 
We  all  know  of  cases  where  it  is  not  so. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  We  had  a  case  which  illastrates  this  prin- 
ciple before  tbe  fall  committee  when  we  were  considering, 
as  the  Senator  will  recall,  tbe  administrative  features.  We 
were  not  bearing  that  part  of  the  bill  by  sabcofaunittee,  bat  by 
the  full  committee. 

A  gentleman  came  there  representing  a  concern  manufactur- 
ing farmers'  cream  separators.  He  was  asking  for  a  duty  on 
separators  costing  less  than  |90.  I  believe  they  are  on  the  free 
list  He  complained  that  he  was  met  with  sharp competitioo  from 
abroad :  that  practically  one-balf  of  the  farmers'  cream  sepera- 
tors  were  Imported  into  thi.*«  coimtry.  He  was  asked  what  was 
tbe  cost  of  production  in  this  country.  He  said  |41,  as  I  remem- 
ber, or  $40 — aometbing  over  $40;  nearly  $41.  He  was  asked 
what  be  was  selliiig  that  separator  for  hi  this  market  by  whole- 
sale, and  be  said  $06,  as  I  remember.  He  was  asked  what  he 
was  selling  it  for  at  retail  to  the  farmer,  and  he  said,  upon  the 
installment  plan,  at  $107. 
_^  Then  the  importer  was  put  on  the  stand,  and  he  said  that 
tbe  foreign  product  in  which  be  dealt  was  invoiced  at  $30. 

Mr.  REED.     Leas  than  that  as  I  remember. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Well,  around  $30.  Then  be  was  asked 
what  was  bis  wholesale  selling  price  in  the  American  market 
"Why."  be  said,  "$66,  the  {ffice  at  which  the  domestic  pro- 
ducer sella."  "  What  is  your  retail  selling  price  In  the  Ameri- 
can market?  "    "  One  hundred  and  seven  dollars." 

So  I  say  tlmt  whatever  may  be  the  invoice  price,  or  whatever 
may  be  tbe  cost  of  production  of  tbe  foreign  article,  when  the 
Importer  puts  it  upon  tbe  American  market  be  seeks  to  get  tbe 
bettt  price  that  can  be  obtained  in  the  American  market 

Mr.  REED.    Of  coarse  be  does. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  he  approximates,  therefore,  In  the 
prices  that  he  demands  in  the  principal  marketa  of  the  coontxy, 
the  American  selling  price. 

Mr.  REED.    Very  ottea  that  is  so,  but  not  always. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Now,  as  I  understand,  tbe  Senator  wants 
this  duty  levied  upon  the  basis  of  the  selling  iHrice  of  the  foreign 
article  in  the  domestic  market 

Mr.  REED.    Exactly. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Which,  as  I  say,  will  be  aboot  the  mice  of 
tbe  domestic  product 

Mr.  REED.  Then  we  have  a  fixed  standard  for  the  measure- 
ment of  the  duty. 

Mr.  SIMMONa  I  understand  that ;  but  does  not  that  mean 
this: 

Following  up  the  cream-separator  matter,  we  adted  this 
queation:  "How  do  you  Justify  this  enormous  spread  between 
the  cost  of  that  artide  in  America  and  the  price  at  which  you 
sell  it  to  the  farmer?  It  Is  a  spread  of  $77.  How  do  you 
Justify  it?" 

Mr.  REED.  That  Is  one  thing  that  could  not  be  blamed  on 
tbe  Republican  Party. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Be  said,  "  One  of  the  Justifications  Is  that 
it  costs  08  $11  per  unit  for  each  of  those  machines,  to  adrertise 
it  and  to  build  up  our  trade.  Then  we  bare  to  pay  our  agents 
who  sen  on  the  installment  plan  8SH  Per  cent"  as  I  remember. 
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t  does  not  take  In  all  of  the  spread.  It  does  not  account 
It  Then  ho  said  there  were  other  incidental  expenses, 
f  we  are  going  to  use  American  value  for  tbe  purpose  of  levy- 
these  duties  on  foreign  artiides ;  if  we  are  going  to  take  the 
ce  at  which  the  foreign  product  is  sold  in  the  American 
rket  and  that  i»ice  is  tbe  price  at  which  domestic  prod u<  Is 
sold,  based  upon  tbe  cost  of  advertising  and  tbe  cost  of 
g,  are  we  not  levying  a  tariff  not  merely  upon  tbe  cost  of 
uction  of  that  artide  abroad  bat  upon  tlie  cost  of  advertis- 
that  article  in  this  market?  Arc  we  not  levying  a  tariff 
ubon  the  basis  of  the  selling  cost  of  that  article  through  agents 
to  whom  the  importers  pay  these  high  prices?  And  is  it  not 
therefore,  absolutdy  tantamount  to  imposing  upon  foreign  prod> 
uqts  tbe  princi{^  of  American  valuation? 

r.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President ;  It  most  emphatically  is  not.; 
r.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  see  bow  it  can  be  differentiated, 
it  can  be  shown  that  there  Is  a  difference  between  the 
g  price  that  the  importer  charges  when  he  puts  his  prod- 
udt  upon  the  American  market  and  the  price  at  which  the 
Ainerican  producer  sells  the  same  product  I  say  that  the  im- 
pc  rter  comes  here  for  tbe  purpose  of  getting  tbe  benefit  of  these 
bi  ;h  prices ;  that  he  wants  the  last  dollar,  the  high  dollar ;  and, 
tb  irefore,  r^sardless  of  what  be  paid  for  the  articlt',  reganiless 
of  tbe  foreign  cost  be  sells  it  in  the  prindpal  markets  of  this 
country  at  practically  the  same  price  at  which  the  domestic 
aiticle  is  sold. 

Mr.  REED.  And  yet  tbe  Senator  wiU  remember,  if  be  looks 
back,  the  great  throng  of  witnes.ses  who  testified  that  im- 
p<  rters  were  sdling  here  at  less  than  the  American  cost  of  pro- 
duction. That  is  not  a  case  where  the  American  fixes  the  sell- 
in  f  price.  There  are  dozens  and  doz«is  of  articles  where  that 
hi  s  been  done. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
qiesdon? 

Mr.  REED.  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  in  Jtist  a  moment 
The  contract  for  pens  in  the  city  of  Baltimore  was  taken  a  few 
wfeks  ago  at  less  than  they  can  be  made  for  in  this  country. 
Ajnericans  arc  not  fixing  that  price. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Ob,  I  will  not  dispute  the  proposition  that 
in  many  instances  the  foreign  article  Is  sold  at  less  than  the 
dflmestic  article.  So,  in  many  instances,  one  factory  sells  the 
same  product  at  a  differait  price  than  another. 

tfr.  REED.    It  is  just  like  every  otbeir 

dr.  SIMMONS.     But  Mr.  President 

Hr.  REED.  I  am  going  to  yield  to  myself  for  Jast  a  minute, 
if  tbe  Senator  please. 

tfr.  SIMMONS.  Very  well.  I  thought  the  Senator  yielded 
to  me,  and  I  was  answering  bis  su^rgestion. 

kir.  REED.  I  should  like  to  answer  one  of  the  Senator's 
qt  estions  before  we  get  to  the  next.  Every  one  of  these  people 
se  is  Just  low  enough  to  get  tbe  business.  We  all  know  that 
Tl  at  Is  the  trend  of  every  market. 

tfr.  SIMMONS.  Exactly.  If  be  wants  the  bu.'^iness,  jii.st  as 
a  i»rapeting  concern  here  wants  to  rake  the  basine:<!s  away  from 
on  &  of  his  competitors,  he  will  put  bis  price  a  little  bit  lower; 
but  substantially  tbe  price  which  he  demands,  and  which  you 
sa  r  shall  be  tbe  basis  of  applj^g  these  rates,  is  tho  selling  pri(>e 
of  the  domestic  product  Of  course.  It  may  be  a  little  bit  under 
that  price  for  tbe  purpose  of  enabling  him  to  control  the  market 
as  far  as  possible  against  bis  competitor,  tbe  American  pro- 
dD  oer.  Just  as  Mr.  Ford  will  put  bis  prices  below  those  of  some- 
bo  ly  else  who  is  making  a  machine  that  costs  about  tbe  same 
as]  his  does  In  order  that  he  may  capture  the  trade  instead  of 
competitor  getting  it 

r.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
la  yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Iowa? 
r.  REED.     I  yield  to  tbe  Senator. 

r.  BROOKHART.     Suppose  this  American  standard  is  taken 

er  deflnitdy  to  start  with :  What  is  there  In  the  provisions 

the  law  that  will  prevent  the  imi>orter  from  changing  bis 

ce  after  he  has  paid  the  tax,  and  selling  the  article  for  twice 

much? 

r.  REED.    Oh,  obvloasly  he  has  to  enter  it  at  the  value  that 
nunands  in  the  first  wholesale  market  here, 
r.  BROOKHART.     That  is  before  he  has  sold  it 
r.  REED.    That  Is  true. 

r.  BROOKHART.    Suppose  he  tarns  around  and  sells  it  for 
ce  as  much.    What  about  that? 

r.  REED.    The  entry  is  not  liquidated  the  day  It  Is  made. 
Ily  it  takes  considerable  time  to  do  it     Most  Imports  are 
artides  that  are  already  being  sold  currently.    There  is  every 
Ity  to  check  up,  from  the  importers'  own  sales  book. 
whether  or  not  his  entry  is  proper;  and  that  would  be  done 
I  re  cnlarly. 
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tern  of  valnatioii— and,  secondly,  an  investigation  into  the  qnes- 
tJon  of  whether  there  has  been— all  this  is  implied  from  the 
general  language  employed  in  the  House  bill — any  undervalua- 
tion, to  what  extent  It  is  going  on.  and.  therefore,  whether  we 
need  a  change.  By  striking  out  the  House  provision,  the  impli- 
cation is  that  the  Congress  does  not  need  any  such  investigation, 
does  not  need  to  know  whether  or  not  the  present  law  Is  satls- 
fartory.  but  ask  to  have  submitted  to  tbe  Congress,  in  order 
that  they  make  an  act  two  years  from  now,  a  schedule  of 
rates  based  upon  a  new  system  of  valuation,  a  new  theory, 
which  we  have  not  bad  time  bere  to  discuss,  and  will  not  have 
time  to  discuss  until  the  new  rates  are  reported  baaed  upon  a 
different  valuation  from  the  present  law,  namdy,  domestic 
raluation. 
Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Maswachusetts.  I  yield. 
Mr.  DILL.  Do  I  nndenttand,  thfn,  that  if  the  Senate  defeats 
tbe  committee  omemiment  the  House  language  will  be  tbe  lan- 
fUSKe  of  the  bill  on  thi*  HubJ^t? 

Mr.  WAI^H  of  MaanachUMetts.  1  do  not  tblnk  the  Smats 
conmittes  have  offered  this  amendnit^it  as  a  substitute  for  tbs 
House  provlffion.  We  will  have  to  reirtore  tbs  Hottse  provision, 
hot  wf>  will  came  to  that  aet-tUfn  later,  and  tb«>n  we  will  have  an 
if|»fiortuiiiiy  to  spfvrov**  or  Htrike  out  tbe  committee  amendment 
If  we  Mtrlke  thbi  now^dtnerit  out.  when  we  come  to  section  642, 
we  ran  rrfUM  to  accept  the  amendment  to  striks  oot  proposed 
by  thf  Menat«  Klnaitoe  Commltte*'. 

Will  the  Senator  fr<mi  I'tah  agree  that  If  this  Senats  com- 
mittee amendment  now  pending  is  stricken  out,  he  will  favor 
retalnlug  tb*>  House  prirvlMioD?  Will  tbe  Senator  state  what  his 
position  is  on  that  suKgestlon? 

Mr.  SM(KyT.  Mr.  Prewldent,  perhaps  I  would  have  to  qual- 
ify that  by  saying  that  l>efure  the  provision  of  the  House  were 
agreed  to  there  would  have  to  be  certain  amendments  to  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senator  Is  wilUng  to 
have  some  investigation  made  by  the  President — and  I  think 
It  ought  to  be  through  the  Tariff  Commission — into  the  question 
of  how  this  present  law  determining  valuation  has  worked, 
whether  it  is  satisfactory  or  un-^atisfactory,  whether  it  is,  on 
the  whole,  the  best  system  of  vnl nation. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  When  I  say  "  domestic,"  I  mean  the  American 
pi  ice. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  understand. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  I  was  saying,  I  would  not  know,  and  no 
hiiman  bdng  would  know,  what  the  rate  should  be  converted 
fipm  foreign  value  to  tbe  domestic  value.    Since  we  are  passing 

bill,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  we  ought  to  get  that  informa- 
ti4»n  before  we  can  even  discu.ss  it  intelligently. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massacbufsetts.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a 
qiestion.  Is  tbe  Senator  dissatisfied  with  the  present  basis  of 
valuation  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  has  always  been  complaint. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  the  Senator  dissatisfied 
w  tb  It? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  WAL8B  of  Massachusetts.  All  right.  What  Is  tbe  barm 
ol  having  an  Investigation  made,  and  the  Senator  and  everytxNlj 
elie  who  Is  dissatisfied  setting  forth  bis  «>hjection,  and  what  be 
wpald  suggest  in  friace  of  the  present  system  of  valuation,  aod 

ring  the  proposed  changes  rep«frte<l  U)  C'mgrese? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  the  Hennun  could  suggiiit  or  all  I  could 
t  Is  Indnded  in  section  340,  covering  tbe  conversion  of 

tss  and  domestic  valuation.  That  covers  It  alL  It  covers  all 
t  Is  la  tbe  House  provbdrm. 

Mr.  WALMH  of  MaiMiudio««^tts.  I  beg  tbe  Senator's  iiardon. 
e  Is  DO  provision  in  MM-tion  340  for  an  investigation  and 
[y  of  tbe  qoention  of  valnati<m.  That  litnits  tbe  Inquiry  or 
iiivestlfation  to  furnishing  tbe  Senate  with  new  rates  on  the 
assumption  that  we  are  going  to  apply  the  domestic  valuation 
lis.  • 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  would  have  to  make  an  investigation  In 
ofder  to  convert  tbe  rate  from  fordgn  valuation  to  domestic 
VI  iluation. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  If  tbe  Senator  thinks  it 
ii  eludes  what  the  House  did,  what  is  the  objection  to  the  House 
p  "ovlsion  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  does  not  go  far  enough. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu.«<etts.  My  study  of  these  two  amend- 
ments  makes  this  very  clear  division,  namely,  that  the  House 
pi-oposal  does  not  presuMMHe  anything.  It  Instructs  tbe  Preei- 
d(«nt  to  investigate — and  I  think  it  ought  to  provide  that  the 
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Mr.  BROOKHART.  Why  not  make  that  the  basis,  then? 
Why  not  make  It  definite? 

Mr.  HEED.    The  price  at  which  be  seUs  it? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Yes. 

Mr.  KEED.  He  does  not  always  sell  it,  you  know.  Some- 
times be  xmes  it  in  manufacturing.  S<Hnetime8  he  imports  it 
for  his  own  consumption,  bis  own  use. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  One  other  thing  tliat  I  am  chiefly  inter- 
ested in  is  this :  If  this  provision  passes,  and  the  matter  goes 
to  the  commission,  they  will  report  these  rates  back  to  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  REED.     Exactly. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  They  will  not  be  adopted  until  we  see 
them,  and  see  what  they  are. 

Mr.  REED.     Absolutely  not. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Thhs  provision  does  not  propose,  then,  to 
change  the  rates  or  change  the  system,  except  to  get  a  report 
from  the  commission? 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  absolutely  right  We  adopted  yesterday 
a  so-called  flexible  tariff  provision  offered  by  tbe  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  SiMiiONs]  that  called  for  tbe  commission 
to  report  to  Congress  on  changes  to  be  made  in  tbe  duties ;  and 
that  was  heralded  as  the  proper  way  to  have  a  flexible  tariff. 
Now,  this  is  exactly  that  idea.  It  simply  calls  upon  the  com- 
mission to  advise  us  how,  if,  when,  and  as  we  change  tbe  basis 
of  valuation,  we  may  do  it  without  indirectly  increasing  the 
rates. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  On  that  proposition  I  had  hoped  tbe 
standpatters  would  adjourn  and  let  us  write  tbe  tariff  bill; 
but  if  they  are  going  to  bel^l  us  in  that  way,  maybe  they  had 
better  stay. 

Mr.  REED.  The  standpatters  might  pretty  nearly  as  well 
adjourn,  now  that  the  Democrats  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle 
have  decid«-d  to  take  tbe  bit  in  their  teeth.  We  have  discovered 
recently  what  a  "  Progressive  "  is.  I  have  learned  he  is  a  Re^ 
publican  who  always  votes  like  a  Mississippi  Democrat. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  say  there  are  a 
lot  of  Democrats  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber? 

Mr.  REED.    We  can  prove  it  by  the  last  roll  calL 

Ml'.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  will  tbe  Senator  from  Penn;^lvania 
yield? 

Mr.  REED.    1  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  1  am  ju&t  wondering  if  that  same  coalition  will 
work  as  well  wh«'n  proposals  to  raise  agricultural  rates  are 
made  by  the  representatives  of  the  coalition  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  know  what  ties  of  affection  bind  this 
coalition  together.  I  do  not  know  bow  tightly  they  are  glued; 
but  I  fear  that  the  coalition  may  not  stick  throughout  tbe  con- 
sideration of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  will  say  to  tbe  Senator  that  it  was  tightly 
enough  glued  yesterday. 

Mr.  REED.     Yes;  they  were  very  tightly  glued  yesterday. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  will  state 
my  position  on  this  amendment  as  briefly  as  possible.  The 
amendment  has  to  do  with  valuation.  It  is  proix>aed  that  the 
Tariff  Commission  shall  submit  to  Congress  a  complete  list  of 
the  legal  rates  of  ad  valorem  duties  revised  so  as  to  bring  them 
into  adjustment  with,  or  accord  with,  a  certain  new  basis  of 
valuation.  Tbe  task  proposed  for  tbe  commission  Is  strictly 
analogous  to  the  calculations  of  an  insurance  actuary  who  con- 
verts one  set  of  insurance  payments  or  benefits  into  an  equivalent 
set  of  payments  or  benefits  which  put  into  effect  a  different  form 
of  insurance  policy.  It  is  basic  to  the  whole  proiK)sal  of  the 
proixHients  of  this  amendment,  as  I  understand  it,  that  they  are 
dissatisfied  with  tbe  present  basis  of  valuation  and  prefer  an- 
other;  they  are  dissatisfied  with  tbe  present  valuation  basis  be- 
cau.<e  it  is  known  that  there  has  been  and  Is  some  undervalua- 
tion of  importers,  and  it  is  alleged  that  there  has  t>een  and  is  a 
great  deal — because,  in  short,  of  a  bdief  unproveu  before  this 
body  as  yet — that  there  is  insufficiency  and  remediable  inade^ 
quacy  in  existing  law  respecting  customs  valuation. 

Section  402  of  the  bill  sets  forth  the  various  provlsicms  of 
existing  law  with  respect  to  valuation  with  one  of  them  alone, 
considerably  changed — namely,  tbe  basis  of  the  valuing  method 
in  use  and  known  technically  as  the  United  States  value,  being 
in  fact  foreign  value  obtained  indirectly  to  overcome  certain  dif- 
ficulties encountered  by  the  appraisers.  This  modification  of 
the  existing  United  States  value  basis  given  in  subdivisitm  (d) 
of  section  402  of  the  Senate  bill — a  modiflcation  I  maintain 
much  for  the  worse — still  «nbodies  at  least  in  part  the  basic 
theory  of  that  method  of  determining  valuation.  In  that  the 
existing  series  of  statutory  deductions  from  tbe  whdesale  sell- 
ing price  used  as  the  starting  point  of  the  calculation  is  still 
Cfmtinued.    In  section  S40  the  deducti<His  drop  out  and  the  old 


United  States  valne  is  wholly  transformed  and  given  quite  inrop- 
erly  a  new  name — domestic  value.  And  then  it  is  proposed 
to  spend  a  lot  of  public  money  getting  ready  for  putting  do- 
mestic value  into  effect  as  if  we  knew  that  that  is  what  we 
want.  And  all  because  of  the  much  talked  about  and  little 
proven  uuder\-aluati<m. 

Mr.  KINO.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    1  yield. 

Mr.  KINQ.  I  would  like  to  say  that  the  claim  of  andervalua- 
tiuu  has  been  greatly  exaggerated.  Mr.  Doberty,  who  repre- 
sents the  Steel  Institute,  which  means  all  of  the  Lirge  sted 
corporations,  in  his  testimony  given  before  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, when  I  called  his  attention  to  testimony  which  he  bad 
given  in  1922,  conetnied  the  accuracy  of  the  testimony,  and  be 
stated  then,  and  be  had  been  an  examiner  for  many  years,  that 
all  this  talk  about  undervaluation  is  a  subterfuge,  a  sort  of 
"  bogey,"  for  tbe  purpose  of  concealing  the  true  facts. 

I  have  a  statement,  which  has  been  sent  me  at  my  request 
by  the  Treasury  Department  showing  that  the  undervaluations 
which  resulted  in  collections  amounted  to  about  $5,000,000,  and 
that  the  overvaluations  for  which  rtfunds  were  compelled 
exceeded  the  undervaluations.  So  that  the  claim  of  under- 
valuation, may  I  say  to  the  Senator,  has  been  greatly  exagger- 
ated. 

The  claims  about  undervaluation  grow  often  out  of  a  differ- 
ence of  opinion  as  to  whether  or  not  certain  taxes  were  paid 
on  the  goods  in  foreign  countries,  and  whether  they  were 
legitimate  deductions  from  foreign  value;  whether  or  not  some 
changes  had  taken  place  in  the  valuation  of  the  property  from 
the  time  of  the  purchase  abroad  to  the  time  of  importation  into 
the  United  States.  There  was  no  fraud,  no  undervaluation,  in 
the  proper  sense;  merely  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  form 
of  basis  to  be  used  or  the  credits  to  be  allowed ;  Just  tbe  same 
as  in  the  case  of  men  buying  merchandise,  there  may  be  a 
difference  as  to  the  credits  which  should  be  allowed. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his 
observation.  It  is  helpful  in  devdoping  tbe  point  I  want  to 
make. 

This  amendment  presupposes,  I  repeat,  a  dissatisfaction  with 
the  pre.sent  law  dealing  with  valuation,  or  it  would  not  be  here. 
It  presupposes  a  dissatisfaction  with  tbe  amendment  of  this  bill 
providing  for  tbe  present  bases  of  valuation.  Let  us  see  what 
the  bases  of  valuation  provided  in  the  bill  are.  I  will  read 
the  whole  enumeration ;  it  is  very  brief : 

Sac.  402.  Value :  (a)  Basis :  For  tbe  purposes  ot  this  act  tbe  rahit 
of  imported  merchandise  shall  be — 

(1)  Tbe  foreign  value  or  the  export  value,  whichever  is  higher; 

(2)  If  tbe  appraiser  determines  that  neither  the  foreign  value  nor 
tbe  export  value  can  be  satisfactorily  ascertalDcd,  then  tbe  United  States 
value ; 

(S)  If  the  arpraiser  determines  that  neither  tbe  foreign  value,  tbe 
export  value,  nor  the  U&ited  States  value  can  be  satisfactorily  ascer- 
tained, then  the  cost  of  production ; 

(4)  If  there  be  any  similar  competitive  article  maaafactured  or 
produced  in  the  United  States  of  a  class  or  kind  upon  which  the  Presi- 
dent has  made  public  a  finding  as  provided  in  sulxiivision  (b)  of  sectloa 
336  of  tills  act,  then  tbe  American-selling  price  of  such  article. 

Here  is  every  conceivable  means  set  forth  for  determining 
valuation  under  exi.sting  law,  and  later  In  section  402  each 
means  is  defined.  I  repeat,  the  amendment  pending  in  section 
340  presupposes,  or  It  would  not  be  here,  that  none  of  these 
methods,  even  with  some  of  them  redefined,  Is  satisfactory.  It 
presupposes,  upon  tbe  8taten»ent  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Smoot]  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rszn],  that 
there  have  been  serious  undervaluations  under  the  existing 
system  of  valuing  imports  that  now  can  not  be  prevented. 

If  that  be  true,  than  I  ask,  Why  did  not  the  Senate  c<mimlttee 
retain  the  House  provision  providing  for  a  study  and  investiga- 
tion into  this  whole  question  of  valuation,  into  the  question  of 
whether  there  has  been  a  serious  amount  of  undervaluations  or 
not,  Into  tbe  question  of  whether  there  is  need  of  a  drastic 
change  from  the  present  law  to  another  basis  of  valuation? 
Who  can  oppose  that?  If  there  has  been  much  undervalna- 
tion — and  the  Senator  from  Utah  rery  properly  questions  Its 
extent — let  us  find  out  the  extent  of  it,  what  is  the  reason  for 
it,  what  is  the  appropriate  remedy,  if  there  be  a  remedy.  I^el 
us  find  out  the  facts  as  to  whether  the  present  system  of  valaa- 
tlon  has  broken  down.  Propagandists  have  said  so;  that  does 
not  make  it  so. 

What  does  the  majority  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  do? 
They  discard  the  provision  of  the  House,  that  a  study  be  made 
broad  enough  to  Include,  first,  tbe  determination  as  to  whether 
we  need  a  change  or  not — ^whether  It  Is  advisable  to  make  a 
change  from  the  pccsent  qrstem  of  raluation  to  another  sys- 
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why  not  tdl  tbe  Senate  and  the  House  that  the  rates  converted 
under  this  bill  shall  be  rates  based  upon  tbe  American  valua- 
tion, and  then  we  will  have  the  entire  information  and  not 
merely  a  part  of  It.  Suppose  the  commission  did  find  and  sub- 
mit to  Congress  a  report  as  provided  for  in  section  642,  inves- 
tigation of  methods  of  valuation,  and  suppose  we  complied  with 
that  report,  then  we  would  have  to  ask  for  the  same  informa- 
tion that  we  are  asking  for  now  in  section  340. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Earlier  In  tbe  debate  I  asked 
tbe  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed]  if  he  would  accept 
section  642,  the  House  amendment  providing  for  an  investiga- 
tion, and  he  refused.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Utah  that 
if  the  commission  find  and  report  that  the  domestic  valuation 
ought  to  be  substituted  we  would  have  to  ask  for  the  informa- 
tion sought  In  the  Senate  amendment.  But  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  Is  opposed  to  the  suggestion  of  an  investigation. 
He  says  we  do  not  need  it,  that  we  know  now  that  the  present 
basis  of  valuation  Is  all  wrong,  that  we  know  now  that  It  per- 
mits of  under>-aluation.  Tlte  Senator  from  Utah  and  tbe 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  are  ready  to  adopt  the  domestic 
valuation  an«I  are  ready  to  ask  for  the  rates  to  apply  the 
domestic-valuation  basic 

The  troutile  is  that  tbe  two  Senators  are  ahead  of  tbe  rest  of 
us  in  forming  a  judgment  leading  to  tbe  dUcredltiog  of  the 
present  valuation  plan,  I  am  not  prepared  to  go  tlmt  far.  I 
want  to  study  it,  and  have  complete  information  first  famished 
as  tbe  basis  of  study.  I  want  to  know  bow  much  tbe  present 
law  and  the  proposed  continued  law  in  section  402  is  defective. 
I  want  to  know  how  bad  It  Is,  bow  vicious  it  is.  I  want  to 
know  to  what  extent  we  have  been  allowing  importers  all  these 
years  to  bring  In  their  goods  uudervaloed.  Let  us  have  a 
thorough  inquiry  and  report. 

BIr,  SMOOT.  If  we  should  live  100  years,  we  would  find 
that  the  undervaltmtlon  would  never  cease.  In  the  last  100 
years  we  have  had  It,  and  in  tbe  next  hundred  years  imder  the 
existing  law  It  would  continue. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Side  by  side  with  the  re- 
quest for  this  Information  showing  what  it  is  desired  to  sub- 
stitute for  present  rates  In  the  tariff  law  if  we  should  apply 
tbe  American  valuation,  what  is  the  barm  in  having  an  in- 
vestigation made  into  the  whole  subject  of  valuation  to  ascer- 


report  thereon,  wltfa  such  recommendations  for  leglslatiOB  as  be  amy 
deem  advisable.  Including  such  formule  as  he  may  propose  for  adjoat- 
Ing  tbe  rates  of  duty  Imposed  by  this  act  to  conform  to  any  ch«iise  la 
basis  be  may  recommend.  There  are  hereby  anthorized  to  be  appro- 
priated such  gama  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  to  be  expended  in  the  discretion  of  the  President. 

Now  I  desire  to  read  section  340: 

Sac.  340.  Domestic  value — Conversion  of  rates :  (a)  Conversion  of 
rates  by  commission  :  Tbe  commission  shall  ascertain,  with  respect  to 
each  of  the  ad  valorem  rates  of  duty,  and  each  of  the  rates  of  duty 
regulated  by  the  value  of  the  article,  specified  in  this  jict,  an  ad  valorem 
rate  (or  a  rate  regulated  by  tbe  valne  of  tbe  article,  as  the  case  may 
be)  which  if  appU«d  upon  the  t>asls  of  domestic  value  would  liava 
resulted  as  nearly  as  possible  In  tbe  imposition,  during  tb«  period  from 
July  1,  1927,  to  Jane  30,  1929,  twth  dates  lAclosive.  of  amounts  of  duty 
neltbnr  gr<>ater  nor  less  than  would  have  been  collectible  at  tbe  rate 
spccifled  In  this  act  applied  upon  tbe  basis  of  value  defloed  ia  sectioa 
402  of  tbs  Urlff  act  of  1922, 

(b)  U*'9ort  to  Concreas  by  conunlaslon :  Tb«  commlssioD  sball,  as 
soon  ss  prsnlcable,  bat  la  no  event  later  tban  January  1,  193:;,  solimlt 
a  report  to  tb«  Congress  setting  fortb  tb«  cUuMes  of  mriicUm  wUb 
rtsptct  to  which  tb«  conversion  of  rates  bas  been  mad*,  tv^rihrr  with 
tbs  eoDverted  fates  sppllcsUs  tberrt«. 

(c)  Data  to  be  fnmisbed  by  S«crrtary  of  Treasory  aod  Secictsry 
of  Commerce :  To  assist  tbe  eoaaitosloa  ia  csrrylof  oot  the  provisions 
of  this  section,  tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Treasury  and  tbe  S«<Teisry  of 
Commerce  are  aotborlxed  aod  directed  to  fornlab  to  tbe  eoamiaslon, 
opon  request,  any  dsta  or  informatioD  ia  tbe  possession  or  control 
of  their  respective  departments  relatlag  to  tlte  Importation,  entry, 
appraisement,  and  classlAcatlon  of  aiercbandiae  aod  tbe  collection  of 
dotles  thereon. 

(d)  Deflnltlona :  When  used  la  tbls  section — 

(1)  Tbe  term  "domestic  valne,"  applied  with  respect  to  imported 
merchandise,  means : 

(a)  Tbe  price  at  wblcb  such  or  similar  Imported  mercbandlse  is  freely 
offered  for  sale — 

And  so  forth. 

Where  in  that  section  is  there  any  direction  or  requirement 
of  anybody  to  make  an  investigation  into  tbe  whde  subject  of 
valuation?    It  is  not  there.     The  Senator  from  Utah  presup- 
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andenaluatlons  prevailed?  To  what  extent  has  the  present 
strict  basis  of  valuation,  \^ith  it.s  various  alternatives  of  fixing 
the  basis  of  valuations,  been  satisfactory? 

It  seems  to  me  that  such  an  investi«nition  would  be  highly  use- 
ful and  highly  beneficial.  But  the  Henate  Finance  Committee, 
by  inference  at  least,  says:  **  Let  us  not  g<>  into  the  question  of 
whether  it  is  satisfactory  or  not.  We  know  it  has  not  been, 
liet  ua  not  go  into  the  question  of  whether  there  has  been  under- 
valuation or  not.  We  know  there  has  l)een.  Let  us  have  no 
more  discu-ssion,  but  let  us  now  take  the  first  step  to  bring 
abcMit  a  new  basis  of  valuation  by  asking  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion to  give  us  data  on  which  we  can  change  to  domestic  valua- 
tions two  years  from  now,  and  put  into  effect  new  rates  on  a 
new  valuation  of  which  we  have  beard  little  heretofore  and 
which  has  not  been  tried  here  of  recent  years  in  actual  opera- 
tion under  modem  condition.s — namely,  domestic  valuation." 
We  did  have  it  once,  under  the  compromise  tariff  act  of  1833, 
and  it  failed. 

What  i-ould  l>e  more  simple?  Do  we  want  to  require  investi- 
gation and  study  before  we  make  tiiis  change,  or  do  we  want 
no  study  and  no  inquiry,  but  to  ask  the  Tariff  Commission  to 
make  changes  in  present  rates  upon  the  assumption  that  we 
have  already  committed  ourselves,  indirectly,  to  be  sure,  but 
have,  at  least,  gone  to  the  extent  of  saying  to  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, "  Take  tl>e  first  step  of  preparing  duties  based  upon 
the  domestic  valuation  upon  which  we  can  later  enact  a  law." 

Mr.  N0RRI8     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  yirid  first  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  believe  that  the  question  of  the  conversion  of 
rates  on  the  American  valuation  has  been  discussed  every  time 
a  tariff  bill  has  come  hetore  the  House  or  the  Senate.  No  action 
has  ever  been  taken  by  either  the  House  or  the  Senate  on  that 
question. 

Mr.  WALSH  <tf  Massachusetts.  When  the  Senator  says 
"American  valuation"  he  means  domestic  valuation? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  I  stated  before,  I  am  opposed  to  taking  the 
American  valuation,  and  always  have  t>een. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
"  dou>e8tic  "  or  "American  "  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Domestic. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  That  is  the  word  used  here, 
"  domestic."  There  is  another  valuation,  the  American-selling 
price,  which  we  are  not  di^ussing. 


President  should  have  the  Investigation  made  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
nassion — and  is  broad  enough  and  large  enough  to  cover  an 
inquiry  into  the  whole  field  of  whether  there  ought  to  be  a 
cl  ange  of  valuation  or  not,  and  what  change  we  ought  to  make, 
and  also  broad  enough  and  large  enough  to  go  into  the  question 
oi  whether  there  ha.s  been  much  undervaluation  under  the 
piesent  method  of  determining  the  valuation  of  tlie  imported 
ai  tide. 

The  Senator's  amendment  presupposes  that  we  do  not  want 
tc  hear  any  more  about  the  need  of  changes  In  valuation  or 
wpether  there  has  been  a  considerable  amount  of  undervaluation 
artually  taking  place  under  the  present  law,  but  that  we  are 
r<ady  now  to  ask  the  Tariff  (^mmission  to  report  to  us  the 
n  tes  that  will  permit  us  to  apply  tiie  domestic- valuation  ba.sls. 

Mr.  SilOOT.  That  is  the  information  we  want  the  Senate  to 
hi  ive. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu-setts.  I  agree  with  the  Senator.  If 
we  are  satisfied  that  the  change  should  be  made,  if  we  are  satis- 
ticd  that  no  more  stndy  ought  to  be  made  about  whether  the 
piesent  valuation  basis  has  broken  down  or  not,  if  we  are  satis- 
fi<  d  there  has  been  wholesale  undervaluatl<m  and  that  there  are 
d(  ifects  in  the  system,  I  agree  with  the  Senator.  But  I  am  not 
sc  satisfied.  I  want  to  have  a  study  made  of  the  question 
b;  experts.  I  want  to  have  a  study  made  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
n  tssion  of  the  whole  question.  Has  the  valuation  basis  that  is 
n<»w  the  law  broken  down?    Is  it  too  loose?    Are  there  means 

0  evasion  under  it?  Can  it  be  strengthened  and  improved?  I 
w  ant  to  prevent  the  violations  of  law  by  importers  referred  to  by 
tie  Senator's  colleague.  I  want  to  prevent  importers  from  oty 
ti  ining  a  valuation  that  is  unfair  to  the  American  producer. 

1  would  Join  the  Senator  in  any  effort  to  have  that  kind  of 
ail  investigation  made,  but  I  am  not  satisfied  or  convince"!  that 
tliere  has  been  such  an  extensive  degree  of  undervaluation 
u;  ider  the  present  law  that  it  is  now  known  that  it  is  necessary 
01 '  advantageous  to  make  a  change. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  My  colleague  referred  to  cases  that  were  acted 
u  )on,  but  there  was  no  reference  to  the  cases  that  were  di»- 
C(  vered  and  which  the  foreign  importer  acknowledged.  The 
c<»ntested  cases  are  rather  limited  in  numi)er,  but  the  cases  of 
u  idervaluation  discovered  even  before  the  goods  were  applied 
for  in  many  instances  are  numerous,  and  the  rates  have  been 
li  creased  there.  I  admit  that.  But  the  House  provision  is 
limited  in  Its  scope.  There  is  no  need  for  the  House  provision 
uiless  we  are  going  to  adopt  the  American  valuation.  That  is 
t  le  basis  of  the  House  provision.    If  we  are  going  to  adopt  it. 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Massacfanaetts.  It  is  the  deflnition  whi<^  the 
Coogrewi  gives  to  the  Tariff  Commission  upon  which  they  are 
to  bow  thdr  cluingea  in  ratea  of  duty.    Is  ooC  that  correct? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Ceruinly;  bat  I  wanted  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  this  is  a  part  of  the  ametidnient  we  are  to  vote 
upon  now,  and  ttrnt  the  information  is  not  asked  for  in  the 
^  language  of  the  bin  as  it  paased  the  Hooae.  This  la  specific 
Information  we  a«k  for,  and  then  we  also  say  that  after  receiv- 
ing all  this  information  the  commission  shall  report  to  Congress 
what  the  rates  sliall  l>e  on  the  domestic- valuation  basis  as  com- 
pared with  the  rates  In  the  present  law.  That  ia  all  there  is 
Id  It. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  »Ia««achu»etts.  Does  the  Senator  conceive 
that  the  Congress  will  make  a  difTereiit  definition  of  American 
valuation  two  yi-ars  from  now,  after  investigation  made  by 
the  Tariff  Commission,  than  the  one  made  now  by  the  Finance 
Committee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  may  not.    I  can  not  f«ay. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma«.«*acliusetta.  I  feel  very  strongly  that  we 
ought  not,  without  thorough  investigation  and  a  general  survey, 
to  dlMcredlt  the  present  system  of  valuation  which  we  liave 
had  all  these  yean,  and  which  has  been  Incorporated  in  bill  mtter 
bill.  The  Senator  presupposes  that  in  two  years  we  will  adopt 
a  new  valuation,  which  lia-t  not  been  studied  or  debated  or 
investigated  by  a  governmental  expert  commission. 

I  desire  to  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Noaaia],  who  asked  me  a  short  time  ago  to  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  NORR18.  The  question  I  was  going  to  ask  the  Senator 
he  has  In  part  answered.  When  I  can  get  the  floor  in  my 
own  right  I  shall  di-Ht-uss  it  briefiy. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  am  glad  to  yield  the  floor 

BOW. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  t)efore  the  Senator  takes 
his  seat  may  I  ask  him  a  question? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Iklassacliusetts.     Certainly. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  On  the  subject  of  value  In  section  402  I 
note,  at  page  340.  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  para- 
graph (b),  entitled  "Finality  of  appraiser's  decision."  It 
seems  to  me  that  is  connected  with  the  whole  subject  more  or 
Iea&    Is  there  a  rea.son  for  striking  that  out? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
that  there  is  no  controversy  about  that  provision.  The  whole 
committee  Is  fav<Hable  to  striking  out  that  provision. 

Mr,^  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  1  am  very  much  Impressed 
wtfhwhat  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Wai.8h]  has 
said  in  the  comparison  he  has  made  between  sections  340  and 
642. 

It  has  t>een  assumed,  at  least  by  some,  that  If  we  approve 
Ute  amendment  of  the  committee  hiserting  section  340  we  shall 
also  upprove  of  the  proposed  amendment  of  the  committee  strik- 
ing out  the  House  provision  known  as  section  642,  on  page  476 
As  I  understand,  in  reality  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts,  although,  while  he  said  he  was  going  to  vote 
against  the  conuuittee  amendment,  it  Ls  my  ix^esent  intention 
to  vote  the  other  way.  Nevertheless,  from  what  the  Senator 
has  said  be  was  voting  against  it,  at  least  partially,  on  the 
theory  that  if  we  approve  the  Senate  committee  amendment  in- 
serting section  340  we  mu.st  uece««<arily  approve  the  Senate  com- 
mittee amendment  in  relation  to  se<'tion  642. 

Now,  I  should  like  to  call  the  att«itlon  of  the  Senator  from 
Maasachu-oetts,  also  of  the  Senate,  to  the  fact  that,  in  my  Judg- 
ment, that  is  an  illogical  conclusion.  We  can  approve  the  sug- 
gested amendment  of  the  committee  inserting  section  "VIO,  and 
~^th6n  disapprove  the  action  of  the  conuuittee  striking  out  section 
642.  -and^  thereby  have  both  sections  In  the  law.  As  I  under- 
stand, that  would  satisfy  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  and 
I  think,  as  I  now  understand,  it  would  also  satisfy  me. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachuitetts.  I  have  t)een  requesting  the 
majority  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  to  bring  that 
situation  ulKtut  by  agreeing  to  the  Incorporation  of  both  sections. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  we  ought  to  do  that.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  and  as  nearly  as  I  can  form  an  opinion  from  the 
evidence  so  far  produced,  it  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  approve 
tht>  amendment  now  under  discussion  and  disapprove  the  sug- 
gested amendment  of  the  committee  striking  out  section  642, 
and  thus  have  both  these  provisions  in  the  law.  That  would 
insure  an  investigation.  The  Investigation  provided  for  in  sec- 
tion 642 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  N^raska 
yield  to  nte? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  shaU  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  in  Just 
a  moment. 

Tlie  investigation  provide<1  for  in  section  642  Is  to  be  made 
In  a  BMiuier  j^ovkled  for  by  the  President  The  aection  in  part 
reads: 


President  la  requested  (1)  to  cause  a  surrey  to  be  made  bj  aucb 
or  aicencles  as  he  may  designate  or  appoint — 

am  inclined  to  think  that  I  had  rather  leave  the  language 
as  ht  Is  now  in  the  section  than  to  provide,  as  the  Senator  from 
Ms  saachusetts  has  suggested,  that  that  investigation  and  survey 
should  be  made  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  l)ecause  the  Tariff 

CoTunis-sion 

GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT."  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yi^d  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

r.  NORRIS.  I  shall  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia  In  a 
mffment 

because  the  Tariff  Commission,  under  section  340,  the  section 
no  V  under  consideration,  will  neces-sarily  have  to  make  an 
in^  estigation. 

Jome  complaint  has  been  made  to  me  by  Members  of  the 
Seiate  and  by  others  who  are  opposed  to  the  proposed  Senate 
committee  amendment,  that  the  tariff  Investigation  provided 
foi ,  or  that  must  necessarily  follow  if  the  provisions  of  section 
34  I  be  carried  out,  will  not  be  fair ;  that  the  tendency  will  be 
to  conduct  the  investigation  in  such  a  way  as,  in  effect,  to 
liMrease  tariff  rates.  If  there  be  anything  in  that  contention, 
then  section  612,  providing  for  another  Investigation,  should  be 
reiaine<l.  An  Investigation  to  be  made  by  the  President  by 
SO!  ae  other  agency  than  the  Tariff  Commission,  it  seems  to  me, 
wl  1  have  a  tendency  to  put  the  Tariff  Commission  on  guard 
an  1  cause  It  to  be  more  careful,  perhaps,  than  It  otherwise 
W(  uld  be  to  make  an  investigation  that  would  in  every  respect 
t>e  fair. 

agree  with  the  Senator  from  Mas-sachusetts  in  that  I  should 
like  to  have,  and  I  think  Congress  ought  to  have,  all  the  light 
w<  can  get.  That  is  the  main  reason  why  I  am  for  the  com- 
mittee amendment.  If  agreed  to,  it  will  afford  us  information 
that  we  do  not  now  have.  For  the  same  reason,  I  am  in  favor 
of]  retaining  section  642,  because  that  section,  if  adopted,  will 
afford  as  information  which  we  do  not  now  have. 

ery  student  of  the  subject,  I  think,  will  agree  that  our 
present  system  is  faulty.  It  has  many  very  serious  defects. 
Often  It  is  impossible  to  get  a  fair  valuation;  often  It  must  be 

osslble  for  our  officials  even  to  satisfy  themselves  that  they 

making  a  fair  valuation  when  they  have  to  go  Into  a  foreign 

ntry  to  get  It. 

if  we  can  remedy  that  difficulty,  I  think  everybody  who 
believes  in  a  fair  administration  of  our  tariff  laws  would  be  in 
favor  of  doing  so.  I  think  the  Senate  committee  amendment 
which  Is  now  under  di.scussion  is  a  step  in  that  direction.  If 
adapted.  It  would  give  us  additional  information,  and,  as  has 
n  truly  said,  assuming  that  the  investigation  will  be  honest, 
and  that  the  conversion  from  one  method  of  valuation  to  another 
expressed  In  terms  of  percentages,  not  in  spec-iflc  rates,  will  be 
honestly  made,   there  will  be  no  difference  In   the  amount  of 

y  paid  and  no  difference  in  fact  In  the  revenue  ctdlected  in 

case. 

r.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yi^d  to  me? 

r.  NORRIS.    I  had  first  agreed  to  yield— and  I  had  forgot- 

about  it — to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino],  who 

rrupted  me.    I  will  now  yield  to  him. 

r.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  the  question  I  was  about  to  ask 
th<  Senator  was  this:  Of  what  utility  is  it  to  adopt  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  which  has  be- 
coi  ae  the  committee  amendment,  when  It  Is  conceded  that  values 
an '  fiuctuating?  If  the  commis.<<ion  should  by  mathematical 
ca  culations  and  formula  reduce  the  rates  to  dollars  and  cents; 
pr(!sent  their  findings  with  respect  to  the  hundreds  of  thou- 
sai  ids  of  items  that  are  embraced  within  the  tariff  bill,  and  say, 
"A  certain  item  or  article  has  paid  a  dollar  of  tariff  duty  within 
th(;  period  indicated;  the  rate  which  was  levied  which  produced 
tho  dollar  was  25  per  cent,  and  we  find  that,  if  conditions  re- 
mi  In  practically  the  same,  the  rate  ought  to  be  16  per  cent  or 
16!i4  per  cent";  and  If  we  then  take  up  the  proposition  sub- 
mfltted  in  the  report,  go  through  the  tariff  bill,  amend  every 
tariff  schedule,  and  adopt  the  rates  fixed  in  the  report  sub- 
mitted, and  then  prices  and  economic  conditions  change,  what 
w<Mild  be  a  suitable  rate  one  day  might  not  be  a  suitable  rate 
another  day.  We  might  not  want  to  accept  their  report,  we 
might  not  want  to  accept  the  scheme  which  they  suggest,  but  a 
stTidy  might  convince  us  that  an  entirely  different  system  would 
be  better.  But,  supposing  that  the  study  convinced  us  that  we 
8b>uld  adopt  the  plan  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, we  could  then  in  the  light  of  additional  facts  enact  a 
U  -Iff  bilL 

■fr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  assuming  now  that  we  get  the 
,  la  'ormation  proposed  to  be  obtained  under  this  amendment,  as- 


taln  the  wisdom  of  changing  the  present  law,  to  what  extent 
undervaluation  has  gone  on,  and  so  forth?  What  Is  the  harm 
in  that? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  is  no  harm 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Then  let  us  agree  to  It. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Oh,  no ;  if  the  Senator  please.  The  amendment 
now  provides  for  it 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Where  is  the  language  pro- 
viding for  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Tariff  Commission  can  not  reach  any 
decision  under  section  340  unless  they  have  made  a  thorough 
Investigation. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  They  may  make  an  inves- 
tigation in  their  own  minds  in  order  to  fix  the  new  rates. 
They  do  not  have  to  make  it  public.  All  they  are  asked  to  do 
is  to  determine  mathematically  rates  based  upon  the  definition 
of  the  domestic  valuation  basis  contained  in  the  amendment 
directing  them  to  furnish  the  changed  rates.  There  is  no 
provision  for  their  views  upon  the  i^^sent  basis  of  valuations 
and  the  need  of  a  change. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  making  the  report  here  they  are  bound  to 
tell  us  why  the  investigation  was  made,  and  they  are  bound 
to  give  the  reasons  for  their  report.  When  they  report  to  the 
Senate  those  reasons  will  be  given  because  it  would  be  perfectly 
unthinkable  that  the  Tariff  Commission  would  simply  report 
to  Congress  that  a  25  per  cent  on  the  basket  clause  should  be 
reduced  to  174J  per  cent  on  the  l>asis  of  the  American  valuation 
and  not  give  any  explanation  wliatever.  That  would  not  hap- 
pea.  I  say  now  ttiat  section  340  gives  us  additional  evidence 
to  that  provided  for  in  section  642.  I  want  it  all  and  the 
committee  wanted  it  all,  and  that  is  why  we  asked  for  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  must  read  section  642  right 
now  so  as  to  convince  Senators  that  it  provides  for  an  entirely 
different  investigation  than  that  of  determining  rates  requested 
of  the  commission  in  section  340,  domestic  valuation.  Section 
642  reads  as  follows: 

Sec.  U42.  InvestiKation  of  methods  of  valuation  :  The  President  is 
requested  (1)  to  cause  a  survey  to  be  made,  by  sucb  agency  or  apenciea 
as  he  may  destiniQte  or  appoint,  of  bases  for  tbe  valuation  of  imported 
merchandise  for  tbe  assessment  of  cnstoms  duties,  particularly  witta  a 
view  to  determining  the  extent  to  which  values  in  the  United  States 
may  properly  be  used  as  a  basis  for  tbe  assessment  of  cnstoms  duties  ; 
and  (2)   to  submit  to  the  Congress,  at  tbe  earliest  practlcaltle  date,  a 


poses  that  there  Is  a  provision  here  for  a  general  investigation. 
Of  course,  there  is  a  requirement  for  the  commission  in  th^r 
own  minds,  in  their  ow^n  deliberatl(ms,  to  make  investigation  of 
the  appropriate  data  to  be  used  in  order  to  change  a  rate  based 
upon  foreign  valuation  to  a  rate  based  upon  domestic  valua- 
tion; but  there  is  no  requirement  for  even  that  information  to 
be  reported.  Th«*e  Is  no  requirement  for  a  general  survey,  a 
general  study  of  the  whole  field  of  valuation.  It  Is  a  survey  of 
the  subject  of  valuation  that  the  House  sought.  It  is  a  table  of 
rates  the  Senate  amendment  asks  for. 

I  do  not  care  to  prolong  the  discussion  further.  I  have  no 
particular  objection  to  the  Senate  proposal,  notwithstanding 
that  its  projwsal  at  this  time  Is  shrouded  with  su.spleion  and 
doubt,  if  adopted.  I  shall  vote  against  the  pending  section 
because  I  prefer  the  House  pwrovislon  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  read  only  paragraph  (1),  under 
"  Definitions,"  as  follows : 

Wben  used  in  tliis  section — 

(1)  Tbe  term  "domestic  value,"  applied  with  respect  to  imported 
merdiandise,  means — 

Wtiat  does  it  mean?  Tbe  amendment  itself  shows  what  It 
means.    It  means : 

(a)  Tbe  price  at  which  such  or  similar  imported  merchandise  is 
freely  oCTered  for  sale,  at  the  time  of  exportation  of  tbe  imported  mer- 
cbandifM?,  packed  ready  for  delivery,  in  the  principal  market  of  the 
United  States  to  all  purchasers,  in  the  usual  wholesale  quantities  and 
in  tbe  ordinary  course  of  trade,  or 

(b)  If  such  a  similar  imported  merchandise  is  not  so  offered  for  sale 
in  the  United  States,  then  an  estimated  value,  based  on  the  price  at 
which  merchandise,  whether  imixtrted  or  domestic,  comparable  in  con- 
stmction  or  use  with  tbe  Imported  merchandise,  is  so  offered  for  sale, 
with  such  adjustments  as  may  be  necessary  owing  to  dilferencea  in 
slxe,  material,  construction,  texture,  and  other  differences. 

(2)  The  term  "  rate  of  duty  regulated  by  tbe  value  of  the  article  " 
means  a  rate  of  duty  regulated  in  any  manner  by  tbe  value  of  the 
article,  and  indadea  tbe  value  classiflcatlon  by  which  sncb  rate  is 
regulated. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  yield  in  just  a  moment. 
What  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  read  is  the  definition  of 
domestic  valuation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  what  I  said. 
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suming — ^which  is  fair,  I  concede— that  the  valoee  change  from 
day  to  day,  that  happens  all  the  time ;  that  is  always  the  case 
as  to  every  ad  valorem  rate.  It  is  true  now  under  existing  law ; 
it  has  always  been  tme  in  the  case  of  every  ad  valorem  rate  and 
necessarily  must  be  so. 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  said  If  we  secure  addlticmal 
information  two  years  from  now  or  at  any  time  In  the  future 
we  may  want  to  pat  Into  the  law  the  scheme  provided  for  by 
the  c<Hnmlttee  amendment,  and  that  when  we  get  this  informa- 
tion then  we  can  provide  for  what  we  have  provided  for  in  this 
particular  amendment.  That  is  true.  But  it  would  only  delay 
the  matter  that  much  longer.  We  will  be  able  to  do  that  if  we 
leave  both  of  the  provisions  which  I  have  mentioned  in  the  law ; 
and  when  the  report  following  the  Investigation  to  be  con- 
ducted under  section  642  comes  in  and  the  report  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  comes  in,  if  we  think  then  we  want  to  adopt  the 
method  provided  for  in  this  amendment  we  can  do  so.  We  will 
have  the  information  all  at  hand  immediately  to  put  It  Into 
effect ;  but,  If  we  follow  the  Senator's  suggestion  and  jeave  out 
this  amendment  and  have  conducted  the  investigation  provided 
for  in  section  642,  and  decide  that  we  want  to  adopt  the  new 
plan,  then  we  wonld  still  have  to  have  the  Tariff  Commission 
or  some  other  body  do  what  is  provided  for  in  this  amendment, 
and  that  would  only  put  off  action  that  much  longer. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Tes;  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  as  to  section  642,  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  investigation  provided  for  there  at  all.  What 
little  duplication  there  may  t>e  will  not  hurt  even  If  it  should 
occur. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  There  might  be  some  dnplieation,  but  It  will  be 
worth  while  to  get  the  Information  from  two  different  sources. 
To  see  whether  or  not  the  Information  obtained  as  the  result 
of  the  investigation  from  one  source  and  the  information  from 
the  other  source  correspond  will  give  us  a  better  idea  of  what 
the  real  truth  is. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  will  ask  the  Senate  to  disagree 
to  the  committee  amendment  to  strike  out  8ectl(Hi  642,  so  that 
both  sections  may  remain  In  the  bill. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  that  the  pending 
motion  be  amended  by  adding  to  it  that  the  Senate  disagree  to 
the  committee  amendment  as  to  aection  642,  so  that  we  may  do 
at  one  time  the  two  things  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  and  approved  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  chairman  of  the  committee  has  agreed 
that  if  we  adopt  this  amendment  he  will  ask  the  Senate  to  dis- 
agree to  the  other  amendment  so  as  to  leave  both  sections  in 
the  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     So  that  both  investigaticms  may  be  conducted. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  of  course,  my 
discussion  and  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  did  not 
take  into  consideration  the  argument  presented  by  the  SenattMr 
from  Mississippi  as  to  the  motive  for  recommending  this 
amendment,  and  I  assume  there  will  have  to  be  a  roll  call 
upon  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  that  if  one  section  is  incorporated  in  the  Dill  the  other 
should  also  be  included  is  a  very  happy  one,  and  it  is  agreeable 
to  me. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Personally,  so  far  as  motives  are  concerned,  I 
have  only  the  motive  of  securing  the  facts  so  that  the  Senate 
may  act  InteUlgently. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  or  the  Senator  frmn  Nebraska  whether  the  In- 
vestigation contemplated  under  section  042  would  not  likely  be 
made  by  the  Tariff  Commission  by  direction  of  the  President? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Under  the  law  he  could  have  It  done  in  that 
way  or  he  could  use  some  other  method. 

Mr.  FESS.  So  that  he  could  avoid  duplicatlcMi  If  It  were 
necessary? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  wish  to  say  that 
I  do  not  object  to  duplication.  This  is  an  extremely  important 
matter  for  future  years  it  seems  to  me.  If  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion makes  an  investigation  along  their  line  and  the  President 
sets  somebody  else  to  work  to  make  an  investigation  along  a 
different  line  we  would  have  before  us  both  reports.  If  they 
agree  it  would  add  greatly  to  the  weight  of  the  suggestion, 
while  if  tliey  disagree  we  would  thresh  it  out  and  try  to  get 
the  best  we  could  out  of  it  It  seems  to  me  it  Is  a  good  thing 
to  provide  for  the  two  investigations. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  committee  amendment  proposing  to  strike  out  section  642, 
Investigation  of  methods  of  valuation,  on  page  476,  be  dis- 
agreed to. 


The  PRBSIDINO  OFnCER  (Mr.  TowNSCM>  In  the  chair). 
Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  suggest  to  the  Sen- 
ator  that  section  provides  that  the  Preeident  may  select  the 
agency  to  make  this  investigation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  think  the  investigation  otight  to  be  made 
by  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  more  than  likely  that  the  President  will 
hare  it  made  In  that  way. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Why  not  pnt  that  in  the  amendment,  thenT 
Why  not  amend  the  Hotise  provision  by  simply  providing  that 
the  investigation  shall  be  made  by  the  Tariff  Commission? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  only  a  suggestion ;  but  the  President  may 
want  the  Department  of  Commerce  to  make  an  investigation, 
and  as  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  should  like  to  have  the  two. 
Under  the  amendment,  however,  the  President  can  have  the 
Tariff  Commission  do  It 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  suggest  that 
the  only  possible  objection  to  leaving  the  matter  in  the  hands 
of  the  President  is  that  there  might  be  to  some  extent  a  duplica- 
tion and  a  needless  expense,  perhaps.  If  this  separate  Investiga- 
tion shotild  be  made ;  but  there  are  a  good  many  people  who  are 
not  exactly  satisfied  with  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  am  one  of  theuL 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  not  stire  but  that  I  am  one  of  them.  It 
may  be  that  I  am  wrong,  but  I,  perhaps,  have  a  prejudice  against 
them.    I  think  there  are  a  good  many  people  who  feel  that  way. 

I  should  like  to  have  this  investigation  made  by  somebody 
outside  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  We  are  all  trying  to  get  only 
the  truth  about  this  matt^.  We  are  trying  to  devise  a  twtter 
method  of  making  tariff  bills.  It  is  worth  money  if  we  will  set 
two  different  agencies  to  making  investigations  in  somewhat 
different  directions.  When  they  get  through.  If  their  reccmi- 
mendatlons  correspond,  that  fact  will  add  very  greatly  to  the 
weight  of  whatever  recommendations  they  make. 

I  should  like  to  have  somebody  besides  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion go  into  this  thing,  and  I  should  like  It  to  stay  the  way  it  is. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  feel  very  much  as  the  Soiator  from  Ne- 
braska does  about  the  Tariff  Commission;  but  It  looks  to  me 
as  if  we  are  providing  two  commissions  to  do  practically  the 
same  thing.  The  object  of  section  642  is  to  get  the  advice  of 
some  agency  of  the  Government  as  to  what  shall  be  the  basis 
upon  which  tariff  rates  shall  be  applied.  That  Is  the  purpose  of 
it  The  purpose  of  the  amendment  of  the  committee,  sponsored 
by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  is  to  ascertain  whether  the 
Senate  approves  of  a  certain  measure  or  method  of  valuation 
for  the  purpose  of  applying  the  tariff  rates.  It  Is  advisory.  The 
information  is  to  be  reported  to  the  Congress  for  its  approval 
or  disapproval. 

The  objects  of  both  investigations,  therefore,  are  practically 
identical.  We  have  not  heretofore  been  in  the  habit  of  employ- 
ing two  separate  governmental  agencies  to  make  the  same 
character  of  investigatiwi ;  but  if  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
feels  that  the  Tariff  Commission  could  not  be  trusted  to  make 
the  investigation  provided  for  In  the  House  bill,  I  certainly 
shall  not  make  any  objection  because  of  the  additional  cost 
That  is  all  it  involves — additional  cost  and  additional  labor. 

I  think,  however,  that  if  the  Tariff  Commission  undertake  to 
do  this  work  it  will  take  up  most  of  their  time  for  a  good  long 
while,  and  that  they  will  not  have  much  time  to  do  anything 
else.  I  was  very  anxious  for  them  to  get  to  work  preparatory 
to  furnishing  the  Congress  with  the  Information  required  in  the 
amendment  whldi  we  adopted  yesterday;  and  I  should  like  to 
have  their  attention  directed  to  that — it  is  very  important — and 
not  diverted  too  mudi  to  these  investigations. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator,  that  being  true,  is 
it  not  an  additional  reason  why  we  should  not  put  this  addi- 
tional burden  on  the  Tariff  Commission,  but  should  let  this 
investigatlcm  be  made  by  somebody  rfse? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  it  is  not  because  If  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission get  information  that  will  enable  them  to  make  a  repwt 
under  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  I  will 
call  it  then  the  same  investigation  will  furnish  them  the  in- 
formation necessary  to  make  thrfr  reccmimendatlon  under 
section  642. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachnsetts.  Mr.  President,  let  me  sug- 
gest to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  that  the  question  of 
who  should  conduct  this  investigation  is  evidently  a  contro- 
versial one;  but  we  are  all  now  agreed  upon  there  being  an 
Investigation.  I  suggest,  therefore,  that  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah  be  agreed  to,  and  later  in  the  discussion  of 
the  bill  an  amendment  can  be  proposed  iwovldlng  for  an  in- 
vestigation by  some  other  body. 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  saggestion,  hot 
I  «ui  not  i»articTilarly  coneemed  about  it.  I  would  Just  as  8OO0 
have  It  made  as  provided  in  the  House  bill,  if  it  la  desired  to 
adopt  the  House  pruvlaioo  aa  an  additioual  method  of  inveeti- 
gation. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

Th«*  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 
Mr   SMOCXr.     Yes '  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  I  can  understand  the  reasons 
why  the  majority  memt>er8  of  the  committee  adopted  the  dates 
from  July  1,  1927,  to  June  30.  1929,  to  get  information  as  to 
priceH  in  thi«  country,  and  so  forth  ;  but  It  does  seem  to  me  that 
if  the  matter  goes  through  in  that  way,  and  the  commission 
works  out  the  ad  valorem  rates  on  that  theory,  in  applying  the 
rates  carried  in  this  law  we  shall  be  leaving  out  of  the  question 
the  increase  tn  the  prices  of  these  domestic  articles  by  virtue 
of  the  increases  tnirried  in  the  rates  of  the  bill;  and  if  the 
iiiformatiou  Ls  to  be  accurate  it  seems  to  me  that  it  ought  to 
ai»ply  to  the  future  rather  than  to  the  past 

Sir.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  if  it  applied  to  the  future  the 
liui>orter  could  do  the  same  identical  thing,  and  more  than 
likely  would  do  It.  because  the  local  manufacturer  gets  all  he 
can  for  his  goods  anyhow,  and  competition  brings  down  the 
prlre  so  tliat  it  can  not  be  any  higher  than  the  market  value*. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Does  the  Senator  contend  that  these  in- 
creased rates  are  not  going  to  Increase  the  prices  in  a  great 
many  instances? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  some  instances,  yes;  perhaps.  In  others 
they  are  not. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Why  would  it  not  be  better  for  the  Con- 
gress to  act  on  this  matter  after  It  gets  the  facts  as  to  prices 
and  how  these  rates  afTect  thot«e  prices,  rather  than  for  us 
Just  to  pat  an  estimate  on  the  old  prices  by  virtue  of  the  new 
rates? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  investigation  will  be  made  and  the  prices 
at  the  principal  port  of  entrj'  will  be  taken,  and  the  American 
valuation  will  not  be  based  upon  one  concern ;  it  will  be  based 
upon  the  regular  price  at  which  the  article  is  offered  for  sale 
in  the  principal  markets  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Another  thing:  If  we  pass  the  bill  with  this 
provision  in  it.  just  as  soon  as  the  investigation  begins  the  im- 
l»ortors  couW  raise  their  prices  and  say,  "  These  are  the  pricea ; 
here  is  the  invoice,  and  here  is  what  you  mu.<«t  base  the  duty 
upon,"  and  it  would  not  be  fair.  Therefore,  we  put  It  at  a  time 
when  nobody  knew  that  such  legislation  would  be  proposed. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    But  it  is  bound  to  Involve  an  estimate 
when  it  is  done  in  that  way. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     It  would  in  any  case. 

Mr.  n.\RRISON.  No;  it  would  not  in  any  case.  If  we  put  it 
In  the  fxitnre,  we  would  have  the  absolute  price  that  was  charged 
In  this  country. 

Mr.  SMlXyr.  Oh,  yes;  and  that  price  while  the  investigation 
Is  on  may  be  higher  than  it  otherwise  would  have  been. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  may  think,  then,  that  hia 
rates  are  going  to  carry  prices  higher  than  I  supposed  they 
would,  if  he  thinks  they  can  skyrocket  prices  in  that  way. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Is  it  not  reasonable  to  assume,  in  response  to  the 
Se«»ator's  inquiry,  that  if  the  conversion  were  to  be  made  on 
the  prices  in  the  future,  importers  might  naturally  work  out 
a  temiH>rary  plan  to  have  the  selling  prices  as  high  as  possible 
in  or<ler  to  reduce  the  duty?  They  might  well  try  to  comer 
or  control  the  market,  or  to  do  anything  legitimate  in  order 
to  make  the  permanent  duty  lower.  So  we  are  certainly  very 
mnch  better  off,  if  we  are  going  to  have  a  conversion  and  a 
comparison,  if  we  base  it  opou  prices  that  have  prevailed  during 
a  time  when  there  was  no  special  thought  or  significance  at- 
tached to  raloation  or  a  campalirn  for  a  change  In  raluation. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Might  we  not  alao  suppose,  then,  that  those 
gentlem^i  on  the  TtrifT  Commlaaion  who  are  so-called  super- 
protectionists  might  try  to  find  the  price  between  1927  and  1929 
that  would  give  the  greatest  amount  of  ad  valorem  dut}'? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    This  will  be  a  report  from  the  commission.    I 
think  there  is  a  balance  there  that  will  regulate  any  c<XMlition 
like  that 
Mr.  BINGHAM.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  very  point  just  mentioned  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  was  the  reason  why  the  majority  members 
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of  the  conuuittee  unanimously  decided  that  the  Congress  should 
he  ve  the  final  say,  and  not  the  commission.  When  the  c(hu- 
m  ssion  makes  these  rates  in  its  report  and  presents  them  to 
th  >  Congress,  any  importer  or  any  manufacturer  or  any  consumer 
miy  ct>me  before  the  committee  at  its  hearings  and  bring  out 
the  very  point  that  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  hi.s  just  thown, 
if  it  has  occurred. 

Mr.  HARRISON,  I  am  glad  that  the  majority  members  were 
so  generous  as  to  give  the  Congress  a  right  to  pass  on  the 
m  itter  and  the  Finance  Committee  a  right  to  consiiler  it,  Decause 
I  can  not  l)elieve  that  any  meml)er  now  on  the  Finance  Com- 
m  ttee  could  think  tliat  there  is  any  possibility  of  passing  any 
such  legi.slatiou  as  that.  I  think  the  vote  yesterday  would 
re  E)udiate  any  such  idea. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  After  that,  Mr.  President,  I  am  quite  sure  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  is  ready  for  a  vote. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  do  not  think  the  information  is  going  to 
b4  worth  aiiytlilng.    I  think  it  will  be  padded. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  the  question  put 
04  my  request  for  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  KING.    Let  it  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    What  au>endment  is  it,  Mr.  President? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is  section  642. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     All  right. 

The  Chikt  CuotK^  On  page  476,  the  committee  proposes  to 
strike  out  lines  4  to  19,  both  inclusive,  in  the  following  words: 

Skc.  642.  iDvestigatiou  of  methods  of  valnatlon :  The  President  it 
rdqaested  (1)  to  cause  a  survey  to  be  made,  by  such  agency  or  agencies 
ai  he  may  designate  or  appoint,  of  tnses  for  the  valuation  of  imported 
m^rchandlM  for  the  assesument  of  customs  duties,  particularly  with  a 
y{  Ew  to  determining  the  extent  to  which  values  In  the  United  States 
m  17  properly  be  used  as  a  basis  for  the  assessment  of  customs  duties ; 
ai  id  (2)  to  sabmit  to  the  Congress,  at  the  earliest  practicable  date,  a 
K  port  thereon,  with  such  recommendations  for  legislation  as  he  may 
d<  em  advlKable,  including  such  formulae  as  be  may  propose  for  adjusting 
tte  rates  of  duty  Imposed  by  this  act  to  conform  to  any  change  in  tMsli 
h<  may  recommend.  There  are  hereby  authorised  to  be  appropriated 
SI  cb  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this 
seirtlon,  to  be  expended  in  the  discretion  of  the  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  T'tah  asks  unani- 
m|>ns  consent  that  the  committee  amendment  be  rejected. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  after  that  has  been  done,  if  it 
shall  be  done,  I  should  like  to  suggest  an  amendment  to  section 
642. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Will  the  Senator  let  that  rest  until  we  get 
through  with  the  committee  amendments,  and  then  offer  his 
amendment  in  its  regular  order?  All  we  are  doing  at  this  time 
la  Just  to  put  back  the  House  provision.  We  shall  offer  no 
amendment;  but  when  the  bill  is  open  to  amendment,  let  the 
Sfnator  then  offer  hia  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  state  to  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Utah  that  the  provision  will  be  open  to  amend- 
nfsnt  hereafter. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  committee  on  page 
4ia 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  we  now  revert  to  page  335,  sec- 
tiim  340;  and  I  hope  that  amendment  now  will  be  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chiet  Clebk.  On  page  335,  beginning  with  line  11,  the 
cc  mmittee  proposes  to  insert : 

8bc.  340.  Domestic  valoe — Conversion  of  rates :  (a)  Conversion  of 
rates  by  commission. 

(b)  Report  to  Congress  by  commission. 

(c)  Data  to  be  furnished  by  Secretary  of  Treasury  and  Secretary  of 
Commerce. 

(d)  Definitions. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  before  a  vote  U  taken  on 
this  amendment  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  a 
q  lestion.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  think  it  absolutely  nec- 
ei  sary  to  retain  In  his  amendment  subsection  (b),  line  24,  page 
3;  6?    It  reads  as  follows: 


in 


(b)   If  such  or  similar  imported  mercb.indlse  Is  not  so  offered  for  sale 
tlie  United  States,  then  an  estimated  value — 


And  so  forth. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  that  Is  done  in  every  European 
country  wherever  the  article  now  being  imported  has  not  been 
p^viously  traded  in  in  the  market. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Where  there  are  no  importations  and  never 
h^ve  been? 

Mr.  REED.    Whoe  there  never  have  been  any  importations. 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  tber^ore  a  rate  is  fixed  by  estimate, 
based  upon  the  possitHlity  that  sonae  Importations  may  scane 
time  tn  the  future  be  made? 

Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President  When  an  article  actually 
arrives,  if  it  is  the  first  of  its  kind,  somebody  has  to  estimate 
its  value.  That  is  what  is  dc^  in  every  country  under  every 
tariff  system. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  thinks  it  is  necessary  tmder  the 
proposed  st-heme? 

Mr.  REED.     I  think  it  ought  to  stand. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  disagree  to  the 
amendment  as  amended,  l)ecau8e  I  do  not  want  to  commit 
myself  to  it.  I  believe  the  Senate  is  asked  to  do  a  perfectly 
useless  thing,  to  authorize  a  pt-rfectly  useless  expenditure  of 
money.  I  am  equally  confident  that  whenever  the  question  is 
finally  presented  to  the  Senate  and  debated  out  on  its  merits 
the  Senate  will  reject  the  proposal. 

The  proposal  is  wholly  unworkable.  The  only  thought  the 
committee  has  liad,  apparently,  is  to  consider  the  ease  or  the 
lack  of  ease  with  which  the  Government  can  collect  duties.  No 
thought  has  been  given  to  the  citizen  who  desires  to  bring  in 
merchandise. 

Seven  hundred  thousand  American  citizens  went  abroad  last 
year,  as  I  understand  it  Each  of  those  700,000  citizens,  under 
die  present  law,  is  entitled  to  bring  back  $100  worth  of  mer- 
chandise duty  free.  Under  the  proposed  law  they  would  be 
entitled  to  bring  back  $200  worth  of  merchandise  duty  free. 

When  these  700,000  citizens  return  one  by  one,  with  their 
merchandise,  they  must  go  into  the  customhouse  and  declare 
the  value.  Are  they  going  to  look  at  their  invoices  and  tell  the 
customs  appraiser  what  they  paid  for  the  merchandise?  Not  at 
all.  The  proposal  is  to  make  a  law  that  will  wipe  out  the 
value  of  the  invoice  to  the  traveler.  How  is  he  going  to  enter 
his  merchandise?  He  has  to  find  out  the  dome.stic  value  of  his 
merchandise,  when  sold  In  the  American  market  in  the  usual 
wholesale  quantity.    He  will  be  unable  to  do  It. 

Heretofore  the  traveler  has  simply  produced  his  invoice  and 
said,  "  This  is  what  I  paid  for  my  merchandise  abroad.  I 
therefore  enter  my  merchandise  at  this  value."  The  invoice 
would  be  utterly  worthless  to  him  under  the  proposed  law. 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  Does  not  the  Senator  tliink  he  has  chosen  a 
rather  poor  illustration,  because  at  the  present  time,  under  the 
present  law,  every  traveler  who  enters  his  purchases  at  the 
retail  price  he  paid  is  being  charged  too  much  duty.  He  is 
oblijjed  to  enter  them  at  the  foreign  wholesale  price. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  think  that  is  tlie  present  law.  It 
may  be  the  present  custom. 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  the  present  custom  and  has  been  the 
custom  for  years. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  understand  it  is  the  custom,  but  I  do  not 
concede  it  is  the  law,  and  I  have  nut  chosen  a  poor  example. 
The  amendment  will  never  bec<.>n)e  a  law.  You  simply  propose 
to  burden  tiie  Government  with  additional  expense.  You  simply 
pro|M>8e  to  break  down  the  Tariff  Commission  with  a  work  and 
a  labor  that  will  require  months  and  months  if  they  do  it 
honestly  and  conscientiously,  and  I  {Hrenume  they  would ;  and 
you  are  not  going  to  put  your  proposal  into  effect 

I  have  chosen  a  good  example.  Seven  hundred  thousand 
American  citizens  go  abroad.  If  the  proposal  shall  be  enacted, 
each  may  bring  back  $200  worth  of  merchandise  duty  free. 
When  they  get  into  the  customhouse  they  have  to  enter  it. 
They  have  to  say,  "  Mr.  Appraiser,  this  is  the  value  of  the 
merchandi.se."  They  did  not  buy  it  for  sale;  they  did  not  buy 
it  in  the  usual  wholesale  quantities.  They  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  what  the  American  selling  price  of  that  article  is 
in  the  principal  market,  in  the  u.sual  wholesale  market,  when 
sold  under  tlie  usual  conditions  of  trade  in  the  United  States. 
They  have  no  way  of  Icnowing  what  the  value  ot  it  is. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  see  for  a  moment  how  an  importer  ia 
going  to  comply  with  the  law.  Bear  in  mind,  we  are  not  con- 
sidering the  Ju.stice  or  the  injustice  of  a  rate.  We  are  not 
considering  whether  the  rate  upon  a  particular  article  Is  high 
enough  or  whether  it  ought  to  be  higher.  But  here  is  Wool- 
worth,  here  is  Marshall  Field,  here  is  Wanamaker,  here 
are  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  merchants  who  are  importing 
alK)ut  4  or  5  or  6  per  cent  of  the  vast  volume  of  merchandise 
sold  by  them  annually  in  the  United  States.  How  are  they 
going  to  value  their  merchandise?  Let  us  just  look  at  the 
matter. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  does  the  Senator  want  an  answer 
now? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  would  not  expect  the  Senator  to  answer 
the  question  right  now.  He  may  do  so  If  he  wishes  to.  I  am 
stating  why  I  am  not  committing  myself  to  this  proposal. 


Mr.  BEM>.  When  Marshall  Field  &  Co.  go  abroad  and  boy 
things,  they  go  abroad  because  they  can  buy  cheaper,  and  they 
would  not  know  whether  they  cotild  buy  cheaper  or  not  if  they 
did  not  know  what  they  ci>uld  buy  for  here. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  O  Mr.  President  I  do  not  think  the  answer 
is  worthy  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  They  go  abroad 
to  buy  things  they  do  not  buy  in  the  United  States.  Ther  oay 
96  per  cent,  let  us  say  roughly,  of  all  their  merchandise  in  the 
American  market  and  about  5  per  cent  they  can  not  buy  here. 

I  am  not  discussing  the  question  of  rates.  If  you  want  to 
put  an  embargo  on  all  imports,  do  it  If  the  rate  is  60  per 
cent  too  low,  raise  it.  I  am  simply  asking  you  how  you  are 
going  to  apply  this  new  principle  of  domestic  value  when  and  if 
you  actually  have  converted  your  rates. 

I  am  asking  how  are  Marshall  Field.  Wanamaker,  and  Wool- 
worth,  with  their  many,  many  stores  in  the  United  States,  to 
enter  their  merchandise? 

Under  the  law  atMl  under  this  bill,  the  man  who  brings  in 
merchandise  must  enter  it  within  48  hours,  excluding  Sundays 
and  holidays,  unless  he  gets  written  consent  from  the  customs 
officer  for  a  longer  time.  If  he  does  not  enter  his  merchandise 
within  48  hours,  his  goods  are  sent  to  the  general  store,  and  he 
must  pay  a  dollar  to  a  dollar  and  a  half  a  case  on  ordinary 
merchandise  ailditional  for  storage. 

How  is  the  importer  to  enter  his  merchandise?  I  am  refer- 
ring to  the  importer  not  in  the  s^ise  that  he  se^ns  to  be 
anathema  to  my  brethren  on  the  otl^r  side,  because  I  am  not 
discussing  rates.  Let  us  say  that  Woolworth  imports  a  large 
order  of  china,  of  porcelain  ware,  and  it  is  received  at  the  port 
at  Seattle  or  San  Francisco.  How  is  he  to  enter  that  merchan- 
dise, consisting,  let  us  say,  of  a  thousand  cases  or  5,000  cases? 
It  arrives  at  San  Francisco  or  Seattle  He  is  in  New  Yorit. 
How  does  he  know  what  is  on  board  the  vessel?  How  can  he 
know  what  is  on  board  that  vessel?  He  has  had  orders  stand- 
ing abroad  perhaps  for  months  and  months  and  he  does  not 
know  wliat  orders  have  been  filled  or  what  merchandise  has 
been  received,  aiMi  he  does  not  know  what  merchandise  is  on 
board  the  vessel. 

How  is  be  to  know  it?  He  may  have  a  broker  in  Seattle  or 
San  Francisco  to  telegraph  him  a  copy  of  the  invoice.  The 
Invoice  may  consist  of  500  pages,  and  a  telegraphic  copy  would 
be  worthless  to  him,  yet  the  i>roker  in  San  Francisco  or  Seattle 
must  within  48  hours,  enter  the  merchandise,  and  he  must 
enter  it  not  at  the  foreign  value  or  the  export  cost,  as  under  the 
pre«sent  law,  but  he  must  enter  it  at  the  domestic  value. 

What  Ls  tliat?  It  is  the  value  of  that  mercliandise  In  the 
principal  market  of  the  United  States,  and  that  principal  mar- 
ket may  not  be  San  Francisco;  it  is  not  San  Francisco  in  the 
case  which  I  am  assuming.  It  may  not  be  Seattle;  it  is  not 
Seattle  in  the  case  which  I  am  assuming.  He  must  enter  the 
domestic  value;  that  is,  the  value  of  that  mercliandise  at  the 
principal  market  of  the  United  States  when  sold  in  the  usual 
wholesale  quantity  and  under  the  ordinary  conditions  under 
whicli  such  merchandise  is  sold. 

Woolworth  may  be  buying  his  china  for  his  own  stores  and 
for  none  other,  and  that  particular  diina  may  not  be  sold  in 
the  United  States  except  to  himself.  How  is  he  to  enter  that 
merchamllse?  Bear  in  mind  he  must  do  it  ^vitidn  48  hoars. 
He  can  not  look  at  his  invoice.  That  will  do  him  no  good, 
because  the  invoice  shows  what  he  paid  for  it.  He  must  estab- 
lish an  ofBce  in  San  Francisco  and  one  in  Seattle,  with  all  of 
the  data 'and  records  in  his  New  York  ofiice,  if  he  continues  to 
import  his  merchandise  at  all.  Of  course,  I  am  taking  the 
case  of  an  importer  of  a  large  volume  of  merchandise  upon 
tlie  one  invoice. 

Mr.  PresidMit,  if  the  duty  upon  any  article  is  not  high 
enough,  let  it  be  made  high  enough.  This  is  not  a  question  of 
duties.  But  if  any  merrhandise  is  to  come  in,  let  us  consider 
the  practical  question.  How  can  this  scheme  be  applied? 

I  have  thus  far  discussed  merdiandise  that  is  usually  sold, 
let  us  say,  in  wholesale  quantities  in  the  principal  markets  in 
the  United  States.  But  let  us  take  the  vast  volume  of  mer- 
chandise that  is  made  on  qiecial  order,  made  for  particular 
houses,  the  vast  vohime  of  merchandise  that  is  made  to  be  used 
in  the  United  States,  and  never  to  be  sold,  either  wholesale  or 
retalL 

Let  us  take  the  ordinary  case  of  the  American  manufacturer, 
a  manufacturer  who  buys  his  machinery  abroad,  special  ma- 
chines, specially  made  Those  machines  are  not  made  in  the 
United  States,  nor  are  they  sold  in  the  United  States.  He  is 
not  importing  the  mactiines  for  sale;  he  is  importing  the  ma- 
chines to  be  ivsed  in  his  own  factory. 

His  invc^ce  will  do  him  do  good.  Once  merchandise  arrives 
at  port,  within  48  hours  the  merchant  must  enter  the  mer- 
duuidlse,  but  his  invoice  will  do  him  no  good ;  he  must  under- 
take to  ascertain.  If  he  cwn,  not  the  value  of  that  merchandiae 
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•«old  ill  wYtolemIe  quantities  In  the  ordinary  course  of  trade  In 
the  piineifiai  markets,  but  of  Home  companit>le  mercfaandlBe, 
Home  f<»mpanibie  machine,  either  In  construction  or  nae,  and 
then  makt*  all  sorts  of  allowances. 

If  an  Ani«*rican  citizen  l»  to  buy  anything  abroad,  if  he  Is  to 
be  permitted  to  Import  any  merchandise,  why  should  he  not 
brlnic  It  in  with  the  least  possible  expense  and  annoyance  con- 
sistent with  every  Just  regulation  enacted  in  order  to  insure  the 
colle<tlon  of  the  proper  duty  upon  that  merchandise? 

Mr.  President,  let  us  take  another  illustration.  There  Is 
much  steel  Imported  into  the  Unlte<l  States,  not  to  be  used  in 
the  form  In  which  it  Is  Imported.  It  is  not  sold  In  the  market 
111  the  form  In  which  it  Is  Imponed.  It  Is  not  sold  In  ordinary 
wholesale  quantities  in  the  principal  markets.  It  is  Imported 
to  be  used  by  manufacturers  to  make  particular  kinds  of  tools, 
for  instance:  to  make  a  particular  kind  of  machine,  for  In- 
stance. How  is  he  to  declare  that?  He  can  declare  It,  of 
ctinrse,  by  taking  some  compnrable  article,  wliether  domestic 
«»r  Imported,  either  In  construction  or  use,  and  arrive  as  best 
be  can  at  the  basis  on  wtiich  he  is  to  make  his  entry  through 
the  customhouse. 

Why  are  we  dolnpr  all  this?  It  is  because  there  Is  some  under- 
valnatlon.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  that  if 
we  make  a  true  conversion  of  the  rates  we  are  not  going  to 
raise  rate**.  I  agree  that  Is  not  the  motive  ba<*  of  it.  But 
why  is  it  being  done?  It  is  simply  because  there  is  some  under- 
vahiatlon.  Section  402  provides  that  the  basis  of  the  valuation 
Is  the  foreign  or  export  value,  whichever  is  higher,  If  it  can  be 
arrived  at  to  the  reasonable  satisfaction  of  the  appraising 
offlcer.  If  he  can  not  arrive  at  it  then  the  United  States  value 
is  to  be  used.  If  that  can  not  he  established  to  tlie  reasonable 
•wtisf action  of  the  appraiser  then  we  will  take  the  production 
cont  and  in  aome  instances  the  Ameri«-an  selling  price,  and  so 

forth. 

If  there  is  any  dlfllculty  in  finding  the  foreign  value  under 
the  law  as  It  exists  and  as  it  is  proposed  to  be  reenacted  in 
■ectlon  402,  If  there  Is  any  difficulty  in  finding  what  the  goods 
actually  cost  abroad  in  the  fair  market  sold  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  business  to  thoae  who  wish  to  bring  them  In,  the 
api>r:ii.ser  may  under  section  402  go  to  the  United  States  value 
or  be  may  go  beyond  that  to  the  cost  of  production  or  the 
selling  price.  So  that  the  whole  argument  on  the 
of  undervaluation  seems  to  me  to  fall  to  the  ground. 
how  are  we  going  to  get  away  from  undervaluations  by 
aii'oiitlng  the  domestic  ba.««i8?  Will  there  not  still  be  the  same 
undervaluation?  Will  n«»t  the  Importer  undervalue  just  as  now? 
But  it  is  said  that  w«  may  more  readily  apprehend  him,  we 
may  more  readily  intercept  his  fraudulent  scheme  and  design. 
I  do  not  think  we  will.  I  think  it  will  be  found  that  there  still 
exists  the  same  opportunity  and  the  same  chance  for  under- 
valuation. It  may  be  found  more  convenient  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  combat  it.  That  may  be  true:  but  under  section  402 
as  it  now  reads  if  the  appraiser  can  not  find  the  foreign  value 
ur  the  export  value  and  take  whichever  is  higher,  he  may  go 
to  the  United  States  value.  If  the  United  States  value  can  not 
be  estahliahed  to  his  reasonable  sati.sfaction  he  may  go  to  the 
cost  of  production  or  the  United  States  selling  price.  That  is 
till  we  need  in  the  law.  Then  it  is  simply  a  matter  of  adminis- 
tration. 

Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  know,  and  the 
country  icnows.  that  since  the  first  tariff  net.  in  which  a  form 
uf  United  States  value  or  domestic  value  or  United  States  sell- 
laa  price  was  used,  there  has  been  a  long  controversy  about 
what  basis  should  be  taken  upon  which  to  base  the  ad  valorem 
rate  of  duty.  Senators  know  that  in  1795  we  got  away  from 
the  basis  that  section  340  seeks  to  reestablish,  and  that  since 
17U5  we  have  remained  away  from  it.  I  want  to  say  why.  in 
my  opinion.  It  is  desired  at  this  time. 

In  the  first  place,  those  who  really  believe  In  embargoes  and 
who  do  not  want  any  competition — I  do  not  mean  Senators,  but 
manufacturers — want  the  American  valuation.  This  is  the  long- 
est step  in  that  direction  they  could  of  course  take,  and  therefore 
they  are  willing  to  take  it.  The  only  practical  advantage  they 
will  have  Is  this:  If  the  present  rate  of  duty  is  50  vet  cent,  let 
us  -say.  based  on  foreign  value,  when  they  have  converted  it  to 
the  domestic  value  the  rate  may  be  only  23  per  cent  and  that 
will  not  sound  so  high,  and  it  will  be  quite  possible  hereafter 
greatly  to  Increase  that  rate  without  disturbing  the  country  or 
disturbing  or  agitating  anybody  in  the  couatry.  That  la  one 
postUble  reason. 

The  other  poaalble  reason  Is  the  desire  that.  wheth«  he  be  a 
private  citlsen  traveling  abroad,  an  American  manufacturer  who 
must  have  aomething  from  abroad,  or  an  ordinary  Importer 
who  falls  under  the  condemnation  of  all  of  those  who  do  not 
bellere  that  any  imports  should  be  admitted  Into  the  United 
Stales,  the  Importer  will  be  so  anbarrassed,  his  expenses  so 
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greitly  increased,  his  difficulties  so  greatly  mnltlplied.  until  It 
wil  be  quite  Impossible  for  him  to  import  anything  and  there- 
for (  we  will  have  an  impediment  here  operating  as  a  bar  to 
imiorts  Just  the  same  as  a  very  high  rate  would  operate  as 
a  bir. 

let  me  call  attention  to  another  thing.  Let  us  take  the  case 
of  the  importer  who  receives  a  large  order  at  port.  Let  us 
say  he  is  a  New  York  importer  and  receives  his  shipment  in  the 
porb  at  San  Francisco.  Let  us  say  that  the  invoice  consists 
of  100  or  500  pages,  as  many  of  them  do.  I  might  bring  here 
an  actual  invoice  which  consists  of  nearly  400  pages  and  con- 
tains something  like  5,000  items,  because  I  have  one  in  my 
offi«  at  this  time,  listing  more  than  13,000  cases  of  merchan- 
dls'  in  the  one  invoice.  Here  Is  the  consular  Invoice.  Let  us 
saj,  to  simplify  the  case,  that  the  shipment  arrives  in  New 
Yo  k  City,  consigned  to  Woolworth  Co.  in  New  York.  In  order 
for  the  merchandise  to  be  entered  the  domestic  value  must 
be  stated  within  48  hours  and  not  only  a  certified  copy  of  the 
invoice  furnished,  but  a  certified  copy  of  the  bill  of  lading 
must  be  furnished  to  the  appraiser.  Very  well.  It  will  cost 
Wcolworth,  in  the  case  of  a  5,000-page  Invoice  or  even  a  500- 
paie  Invoicg  for  that  matter,  with  .several  thousand  cases  of 
merchandi.se,  for  extra  clerical  expense  a  considerable  sum  of 
money  What  can  he  do  with  the  consular  Invoice?  It  can 
not  even  be  separated.  It  can  not  be  split  up  and  a  portion 
flgi  ired  in  one  tifflce  and  a  portion  in  another  office.  It  Is 
agiinst  the  law  to  separate  the  coi\sulnr  invoice  in  that  way. 
W(olworth,  under  this  provision  if  it  should  bei-ome  the  law, 
wocdd  have  to  double  and  treble  and  in  many  instances  uiulti- 
jrfy  a  doaen  or  more  times  his  clerical  force  before  he  could 
enter  his  merchandise,  although  he  is  perfectly  willing  to  pay 
the  rate  of  duty,  whatever  the  rate  fixed  by  Congress. 

I  Ir.  President,  I  have  but  briefly  referred  to  some  of  the  rea- 
soi  s  why  I  personally  am  not  going  to  support  section  340.  I 
am  not  going  to  do  it  because  it  will  involve  an  expen.»^e  which 
in  my  judgment  is  entirely  useless.  A  burden  will  be  placed 
upon  the  Tariff  Commission  which  will  greatly  overload  the 
coi  imission  as  now  organized. 

■^  i'hatever  rates  American  Industry  ou^t  to  have  Is  decidedly 
another  thing,  and  we  have  every  rate  in  the  bill  before  us. 
Lei  us  give  the  American  manufacturers  rates  high  enough  to 
aff  ird  them  ample  protection  measured  by  any  standard.  But 
wh  f  he<lge  about  the  American  citizen  who  finds  it  necessary  to 
bri  ig  In  anything  from  a  foreign  country,  with  embarrassing 
corditlons.  with  burdensome  restrictions,  with  conditions  that 
no  Importer  can  comply  with  and  at  the  same  time  continue  to 
iniiort  merchandise. 

Mr.  President,  section  642  of  the  House  bill  has  already  l)een 
reinserted  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee.  I  am  satisfied 
thflt  the  Investigation  made  tinder  section  642  will  come  to 
naught  Senators  have  not  greatly  interested  them.selves  in 
this  particular  provision,  but  since  1789  this  question  has  been 
a  ( uestion  before  the  American  Congpress  every  time  a  tariff  bill 
ha  been  under  consideration,  and  every  time  it  has  been  re- 
jec  :ed  by  Democratic  Congresses  and  Republican  Congresses 
all  :e  after  the  First  Congress.  There  is  a  substantial  reason 
for  it.  Safeguard  the  present  system  further  if  it  Is  necessary 
to  do  It  In  order  to  prevent  fraudulent  undervaluation  and 
ma  te  it  easier  for  the  American  Government  to  collect  the  duties 
wh  ch  It  may  exact  on  Importations ;  but  under  the  system  the 
Anerican  citizen  returning  home  or  bringing  Into  the  country 
any  article  of  merchandi.se  has  the  simple  and  expetlient  means 
of  cnowlng  what  his  merchandise  co&t  him  and  of  prt'senting  the 
facts  to  the  customs  officials  and  clearing  his  merchandise  wiih- 
oui  such  unnecessary  burden  and  such  unnecessarj'  delay  and 
un  lecessary  expense. 

'  'he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
anfendment  as  amended. 

r.  REED.    Let  us  have  the  yeas  and  nays, 
r.  SIMMONS.     I  do  not  .see  any  necessity  for  having  the 
yefs  and  nays  on  the  amendment. 

r.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

'the  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
an:  wered  to  their  names : 


Alli  n 

Ast  unit 

Bai  kley 

Bin  gham 

Black 

Blaine 

Bleiae 

Boiah 

Bn  tton 

Brcokhart 

BnuMard 

Caiper 

Cartway 


Connally 

Olara 

Copeland 

Ulenn 

Couzena 

Ooff 

Cutting 

Goldsborough 

Dale 

Oould 

Dene«n 

Greene 

EAll 

Hale 

FAge 

Harris 

Fesa 

Harrison 

Fletdier 

Hastlnga 

Fraxler 

Hatfield 

Georg« 

Hawea 

QUlett 

Haydea 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jonea 

Kendrlck 

Keye« 

King 

La  PoIIette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McNary 

Uetcalt 
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Moaea 

Reed 

Norrls 

Rohlr.Bon,  Ark. 

Nye 

Robluaoa,  Ind. 

Od.lle 

84>ball 

(.hrerman 

Bheppard 

Patterson 

Sburtridge 

Phlpps 

Simmons 

I*ine 

Bmith 

Pittman 

Smoot 

Rausdell 

Steck 

Stelwer  Walcott 

Stephens  Walsh,  Maas. 

Swanson  Walsh,  Mont. 

Thomas,  Idaho  Warren 

Thomas,  Okla.  Watermaa 

Townseud  Watson 

Trammell  Wheeler 
TydlngB 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  desire  to  anounce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
NoBBBCK]  is  absent  on  account  of  illness. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-nine  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  Is  present. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  withdraw  my  request 
for  a  yea-aud-nay  vote  on  the  pending  ameudmeftit. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment  as  amended. 

The  committee  amaidment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  next  amendment  to  the  pending  Mil  will 
be  found  on  page  308,  being  se<^tion  330,  providing  for  the  or- 
ganization of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chut  Cubk.  In  section  330.  on  page  308,  line  5,  before 
the  word  "  ct)mmissIoner8,"  it  is  proposed  by  the  committee  to 
strike  out  "  seven  "  and  insert  "  six  " ;  in  line  9,  after  the  word 
"office,"  to  strike  out  "no  person  shall  be  eligible  for  appoint- 
ment as  a  commissioner  unless  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
and,  in  the  judgment  of  the  President,  is  possessed  of  qualifica- 
tions requisite  for  developing  expert  knowledge  of  tariff  prob- 
lems and  efficiency  in  administering  the  provisions  of  Part  II 
of  this  title  "  and  insert  **  not  more  than  three  of  the  commis- 
sioners shall  be  members  of  the  same  political  party,  and  In 
making  appointments  members  of  different  political  parties  shall 
be  appointed  alternately  as  nearly  as  may  be  practicable";  on 
line  23,  before  the  word  "years,"  to  strike  out  "seven"  and 
Insert  "  six  " ;  and  in  line  25,  before  the  word  "  years,"  to  strike 
out  "  seven  "  and  Insert  "  six,"  so  as  to  read : 

PAST  II. CNIT«D  BTATIS  TARIFF  COMMISSION 

Sac  330.  Organization  of  the  commission :  (a)  Membership :  The 
United  States  Tariff  Commission  (referred  to  in  this  title  as  the  "  com- 
mi.ssion")  shall  be  composed  of  six  commissioners  to  be  hereafter  ap- 
pointed by  the  President  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  but  each  member  now  in  office  shall  continue  to  serve  until  his 
successor  (as  designated  by  the  President  at  the  time  of  nomination) 
takes  office.  Not  more  than  three  of  the  commissioners  shall  be  members 
of  the  same  political  party,  and  in  making  appointments  members  of 
different  political  parties  shall  be  appointed  alternately  as  nearly  as  may 
be  practicable. 

(b)  Terms  of  office:  Terms  of  ofllc«  of  the  conunissioners  first  tak- 
ing office  after  the  date  of  tl»e  enactment  of  this  act,  shall  expire,  as 
designated  by  the  President  at  the  time  of  nomination,  one  at  the  end 
of  each  of  the  first  six  years  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this 
act.  The  term  of  office  of  a  successor  to  any  such  commissioner  shall 
expire  six  years  from  the  date  of  the  expiration  of  the  term  for  which 
his  predecessor  was  appointed,  except  that  any  commissioner  appointed 
to  fill  a  vacancy  occurring  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  term  for  which 
his  predecessor  was  appointed,  shall  be  appointed  for  the  remainder  of 
such  term. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  will  make  a  brief  statement 
regarding  the  amendment  and  the  changes  it  proposes.  The 
existing  law — section  700  of  the  revenue  act  of  1916 — provides 
for  a  bipartisan  Tariff  Commission  of  six  members,  appointed 
by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  for  terms  of  12  years.  By  virtue  of  the  Welch  Act  the 
salary  of  the  commissioners  Is  now  $9,000  a  year. 

The  House  bill  provides  for  a  new  commission  of  seven  mem- 
bers, nonpartisan  in  character,  and  no  person  is  eligible  for  ap- 
I>ointment  as  a  commissioner  unless  he  is  a  citizen  and  possesses 
qualifications  requisite  for  developing  expert  knowledge  of  tariff 
problems  and  efficiency  In  admihistering  matters  with  which 
the  commission  is  concerned.  The  terms  of  office  under  the 
House  bill  are  seven  years,  except  that  staggered  terms  are  pro- 
\ided  for  the  original  new  appointees.  The  salary  of  the  com- 
missioners is  increased  to  $12,000  a  year. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee.  Just  as  the  House 
bill,  permits  an  entirely  new  commission  to  l)e  appointed  by 
the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate, 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  terms  of  the  present  m^nbers. 
However,  the  committee  amendment,  just  as  the  existing  law, 
keeps  the  membership  of  the  commission  at  six  and  retains  the 
bipartisan  character  of  the  cwnmlssion.  The  committee  amend- 
ment proposes  terms  of  six  years  for  the  commissioners,  except 
that  the  original  new  appointees  will  have  staggered  terms. 
The  Increase  in  salary  adopted  by  the  Houae  la  retained  in  tbe 


bill  as  reported.  Save  for  the  bipartisan  character  of  the  com- 
mission the  President  Is  left  unrestricted  in  making  the  appoint- 
ments, the  qualifications  ot  the  appointees  being  subject  to  his 
discretion,  and,  of  course,  to  the  Judgment  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  prepared  at  the  pres- 
ent writing — I  do  not  know  that  I  could  be  at  any  future  date — 
to  offer  an  amendment  as  to  the  qualifications  for  members  of 
the  Tariff  CommissiCHi  that  would  meet  my  ideas  of  what  the 
members  of  that  commission  ought  to  be,  and  which  would 
stand  any  chance  of  being  adopted  by  Congn?ss  However,  the 
Tariff  Commission,  more  than  any  other  commission  under  our 
laws,  ought  to  be  above  suspicion,  above  prejudice,  and  abso- 
lutely nonpartisan  In  character  rather  than  bipartisan.  We 
have  a  great  many  commissions  In  the  Goveniment  and  we 
usually  have  qualifications  provided  such  as  the  pending  com- 
mittee amendment  provides  for,  which  make  of  the  commission 
a  bipartisan  organization.  I  have  always  thought  that  that  was 
fundamentally  wrtmg. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  interrupt  the  Senator 
from  Nebra.ska? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  there  is  much  force  in  the 
statement  which  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  Just  made,  but 
suppose  we  were  to  provide  that  the  commission  shall  be  non- 
partisan, as  the  Senator  thinks  should  be  done.  Does  the  Senator 
not  think,  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  the  tariff  is  a  very  partisan 
question,  we  might  expect  the  commission  to  be  appointed  en- 
tirely from  persons  who  agreed  with  the  admlnistratlwi  upon 
the  question  of  the  tariff? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes,  Mr.  President;  if  we  make  a  partisan 
organization  of  the  commission  that  can  te  done,  but,  as  I 
think  I  shall  be  able  to  show,  any  President  of  any  political 
party  can  accomplish  that  result  and  still  maintain  the  bi- 
partisan character  of  the  commission.  For  instance,  there  was 
a  c(munisslon — ^I  have  forgotten  its  name — Avhich  the  law  pro- 
vided should  be  bii»rtisan,  and  which  was  appointed  after  the 
presidential  campaign  In  which  the  Republicans  succeeded  in 
getting  Palmer  and  Buckner  to  ran  as  gohl  Democrats.  The 
object  of  running  them  was  to  beat  the  fret^silver  Democrats; 
but  they  were  Democrats,  and  the  thMi  Republican  President 
when  he  came  to  make  appc^ntments  on  a  commission  such  as 
the  Tariff  Commission  and  was  required  to  appoint  a  Democrat 
picked  one  of  that  kind  of  Democrats.  When  Mr.  Wilson  was 
President  and  he  had  to  appoint  Republicans  to  commissions 
he  always  found  a  Republican  who  bad  supp-irted  him  for  office 
and  appointed  him  as  a  Republican.  So  a  partisan  President 
can  always  get  partisans  of  his  kind  in  the  otlier  party  as  well 
as  in  his  own  party.  I  do  not  think  that  would  make  any  differ- 
ence.   The  danger  is  that  the  law  itself  inviies  partisanship. 

I  remember  that  I  was  several  years  ago  upon  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency,  and  at  that  time,  under  the  Wilson 
administration,  we  had  passed  the  farm  loan  act.  That  act 
provided  for  a  commission  or  a  board  and  had  this  kind  of  pro- 
vision in  it  It  was  to  be  bipartisan,  and  the  law  provided 
that  hot  more  than  three,  as  I  remember,  of  the  beard  should 
be  members  of  one  political  party.  President  Wilson  made  the 
awwlntments.  I  was  on  the  committee  to  which  those  appoint- 
ments were  referred,  and  I  shall  never  forget  when  we  got  be- 
hind closed  doors  presumably  to  consider  the  qualifications  of 
the  appointees,  three  Democrats  and  two  Republicans,  the  com- 
mittee spent  about  an  hour  In  discussing  th«'  politics  of  the  ap- 
ptrintees.  The  fact  was  that  the  Democratic  members  of  the 
committee  were  not  satisfied  with  the  Democrats:  they  were 
not  partisan  enough;  and  the  Republican  members  of  the  com- 
mittee were  not  satisfied  with  the  RepubiicJin  appointees.  Not 
one  word  was  said  about  the  qualifications  of  any  of  -the  men 
except  as  to  their  politics.  The  Democrats  wanted  men  who 
were  more  partisan  in  their  political  beliefs,  and  so  stated. 

One  of  the  appointees  I  remember  perfe<rtly,  because  I  waa 
very  well  acquainted  with  him;  he  was  a  national  character, 
and  I  think  a  fine  man,  who  was  appoint«?d  as  a  Democrat 
But  a  Democratic  member  of  the  committee  said.  "  He  has  not 
been  a  Democrat  half  the  time;  he  votes  any  ticket  he  wants 
to ;  he  does  not  hesitate  to  scratch  his  ticket  at  any  time."  So 
the  Democrats  did  not  like  his  appointm«it 

I  shall  never  foi^siet  that  in  the  RepuWl<?an  cloakroom  the 
Republican  leader  of  the  Senate  at  that  time  was  discussing 
with  some  other  Republicans  the  very  men  who  had  bet'n 
appointed  as  Republicans,  and  about  whom  I  have  been  talking, 
whose  nominations  came  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency. I  rfiall  never  forget  the  Judgment  that  was  rendered 
after  the  debate  took  place  in  the  cloakroom  between  several 
Republicans  and  the  Republican  leader  in  this  organization, 
and  he  said,  "  We  ought  to  see  to  it  that  the  Republican  mem- 
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bem  of  that  board  are  the  kind  of  fellows  that  will  staod  np 
ao(i  flicht  for  our  part  of  the  patronage  that  goen  with  the 
bourd."  That  was  the  judgment  of  a  great  Repobllcan  stateii- 
man! 

The  law  itaelf  inrlten  that  Und  of  partlMiuibip  when  it 
dire«-t8  the  Prpsidt>Dt  tu  appoint  members  represeDtlng  a  party 
on  a  tariff  commission.  Some  of  the  best  qoalifled  men  who 
erer  lired  in  our  criuutry  really  had  no  politics,  did  not  care 
auxthing  about  either  political  party,  and  if  you  had  asked  them 
to  which  party  they  gave  allegiance  they  would  haye  said,  "  To 
no  party."  They  stand  no  show  of  being  appointed.  The  beat 
quallfled  men,  it  seems  to  me.  would  be  men  who  are  economists, 
who  are  sdentiflc  students  of  governmental  questions:  and  as 
a  rule  you  do  not  find  those  men  very  partisan.  They  do  not 
care  and  they  do  not  know  anything  about  practical  politics; 
hut  thf>  appointment  of  .such  a  man  would  not  give  satisfac- 
tion, becunse.  Just  as  that  leader  said  in  that  room,  the  partisun 
party  leaflets  want  men  who  will  see  that  they  get  part  of  the 
iMitronagc  that  is  coming  to  them,  and  will  fight  for  it  if  neces- 
sary. That  is  their  Idea,  and  that  is  the  partisan  political 
machine  idea  all  over  the  country. 

I  should  like  to  see  in  this  bill,  in  the  particular  provision 
that  we  are  now  considering,  an  amendment  of  this  kind 
adu|>ted.  AMjIle  perhaps  it  could  not  be  strictly  and  definitely 
enforre<l,  I  should  like  at  least  to  express  in  the  law  the  Judg- 
ment of  Congress  that  the  President,  in  making  these  appoint- 
ments, should  give  no  con.sideration  whatever  to  the  political 
beliefs  of  an  appointee :  that  he  should  select  economists  accord- 
ing to  their  quaiitlcatlons  to  carry  out  the  work  provldeii  for 
in  the  duties  of  tlie  Tariff  Conmii.s.sion  as  defined  in  the  law. 

As  a  practical  proposition  perhaps  that  would  be  chiefly 
directory  to  the  President ;  but  it  would  at  least  give  a  President 
who  wantetl  to  have  the  right  kind  of  a  Tariff  Commission  a 
law  to  stand  on  and  back  up  his  judgment,  so  that  when  the 
claniur  came  to  him  from  partisan  sources  to  pay  political  debts 
by  putting  political  favorites  ui>on  the  Tariff  Commission  he 
c«>uld  at  least  point  to  tlie  law  and  My.  "  It  is  my  duty  to  do 
otherwise."  It  would  at  least  help  a  President  who  wanted  to 
give  OM  a  tariff  commisKlun  that  was  fair  and  that  was  com* 
petent  to  do  the  work. 

Mr.  Pre«ldent.  while  I  do  not  know  that  I  shall  take  occasion 
to  do  It  DOW.  at  some  time  before  the  consideration  of 
this  bill  Im  floLihed  I  want  to  give  to  the  Senate  my  idea  as  to 
why  it  was  on  yesterday  timt  the  amendment  we  agreed  to  on 
the  roll  call  was  adopted  by  the  Senate.  These  things  eventually 
come  home  to  roost.  You  can  not  commit  an  economic  error 
or  crime  or  wrong  wlth«mt  having  the  result  of  your  action  show 
somewhere  at  some  time.  We  have  had  seven  years  of  adminis- 
tmtion  of  a  law  governing  a  tariff  commission  that  I  think 
will  bring  the  blush  of  shame  to  historians  in  the  future  who 
are  our  deaceoflants ;  and  it  is  because  of  what  I  believe  to  be 
an  entire  misappretienston  of  the  duty  of  the  President  that  the 
sentiment  of  the  country  gradually,  although,  I  say,  very 
slowly — too  slowly — manifested  Itself  yesterday  in  the  vote  that 
was  taken  here;  a  vote,  really,  of  condemnation  of  the  seven 
years  of  administration  of  that  law,  when  it  was  nndertaken 
to  make  a  political  cat's-paw  ot  an  organization  that  ought  to 
stand  above  and  clear  of  all  partisan  political  influences.  I 
have  DO  donbt  that  if  there  had  b«>en  a  fair  administration  of 
the  law  In  the  appointment  of  commissioners  who  would  fairly 
and  hooestly  try  to  carry  out  the  spirit  of  the  law  instead  of 
making  them  instrumentalities  of  a  partisan  political  machine 
there  would  have  l)een  no  such  vote;  or.  If  there  was  a  vote, 
there  probably  would  have  been  no  such  result  as  took  place 
yesterday. 

Now.  we  have  come  to  consider  the  qtialiflcations  of  these 
commissiooers.  Men  say,  "  Why.  this  has  always  been  a  party 
quention.'*  The  Senator  from  Indiana  said  in  a  controversy 
with  me  a  few  days  ago  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate : 


It  iMu  always  been  partlMo. 
kdp  It. 


It  ftlwi^ys  will  b«  partiaaa.     We  can  not 


Mr.  President,  I  remember  what  happened  in  the  great  agri- 
caltnral  West  sereral  years  ago,  after  we  had  advanced  from 
the  cradle  to  the  self-dro|iper,  and  from  the  self-dropper  to  the 
self  rake,  and  from  the  self-rake  to  what  was  known  as  the 
Mamh  harvester,  and  then  the  self-binder,  all  of  these  machines 
being  used  in  the  harvesting  of  wheat.  I  remember  when  the 
Marsh  harvester  came  on  the  market.  It  was  a  machine  by 
which  two  men.  standing  upon  the  piatform  of  the  machine, 
boand  the  wheat  that  was  cut  by  the  machine.  It  cut  in  two, 
at  least,  the  nomber  of  men  that  were  employed  to  take  care  of 
the  wheat  as  it  was  mt  in  the  harvest  field. 

1  ondentand  that  the  man  who  invented  the  Marsh  harvester 
became  Immensely  w«>althy  on  ai-count  of  that  inv<>ntion;  but 
lie  lasted  only  a   few  years.    His  machine  soon  went  out  of 
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date.  It  was  displaced  by  the  self -bin  Jer;  and  I  will  never 
fprg(>t  when  that  machine  cnme  in. 

I  remember  that  in  the  coimtry  where  I  lived  the  poorer  class 
^  people  for  about  10  days  or  2  we^ts  every  year  had  a 
I  ?al  harvest,  and  that  was  when  they  har>-ested  our  wheat.  We 
i  ot  12  a  day,  and  we  looked  forward  to  it  from  one  jvjar  to 
f  notht^r.  It  was  the  only  time  when  we  got  that  muc4i  wages. 
'  "he  self-binder  put  us  out  of  business,  and  many  people  were 
<  iscouraged  on  account  of  it,  and  thought  they  were  justified  in 
(  estroying  self-binders.  I  remember  that  in  my  neighborhood 
tpe  first  one  that  came  into  the  country  was  burned  up  after 
ii  was  operated  one  day ;  but  this  man  who  had  invented  the 
Marsh  harvester  thought  he  had  perfection,  the  last  step  that 
could  be  taken  ifi  the  harvesting  of  wheat  lie  kept  on  manu- 
facturing and  putting  his  money  into  the  bu.*«ine.s8  after  his 
I  lachine  was  about  tt)  be  driven  out.  I  have  been  told  by  one  who 
I  epresented  to  me  that  he  was  well  acquainted  with  the  inventor 
cf  the  Marsh  harvester  that  he  said  to  him,  "Your  machine  is 
aoing  to  be  put  out  of  business  by  something  better  " ;  and  the 
inventor  replied.  "  They  never  can  improve  upon  this  machine. 
It  is  the  end.  We  can  not  make  a  machine  that  will  tie  a 
Inot."  I  remember  that  that  used  to  be  the  expression  of  the 
fellows  who  were  working  in  the  harvest  field,  and  were  not 
8  frald  of  the  new  binders  that  it  was  said  were  coming  out : 
"  You  never  can  tie  a  knot  by  a  machine";  but  it  was  done, 
end  I  am  told  that  the  man  who  invented  the  Marsh  harvester 
died  a  pauper  because  be  insisted  on  going  on  after  the  world 

I  ad  gone  on  beyond  him. 

I  think  that  of  the.se  men  who  say,  "This  has  always  been 
Ip  politics.  It  always  will  be  partisan.  It  never  can  be  any- 
ing  else."  That  Is  buncombe.  The  wish  is  father  to  the 
ought.  We  have  been  struggling,  from  the  very  beginning  of 
e  Tariff  Commission  idea,  to  take  the  tariff  out  of  politics, 
verybody  wanted  to  take  it  out.  The  wonomists  want  to  take 
it  out.  Everybody  except  the  machine  politicians  wants  to 
t  ike  it  out  now ;  and  I  think  we  can  take  it  out  if  we  will  pass 
t  le  right  kind  of  a  law. 

We  adoptetl  an  amendment  yesterda.v  that,  in  my  Judgment, 
^rill  go  further  toward  taking  the  tariff  out  of  politics  than 
«ny  other  one  step  that  Congress  has  ever  taken.  It  ought  to 
te  taken  ont  Everybody  concedes  that  it  would  be  better  if  it 
crald  be  taken  ont.  For  that  matter,  every  student  mtist  con- 
C'de  that  anything  that  is  now  in  iwlitics  will  be  better  if  it  is 
tiken  out  of  politics.  When  we  get  to  a  higher  grade  of  legis- 
L  ition,  they  always  say.  "  There  is  no  politics  in  this.  It  is  above 
I]r>litlc8."  Why  not  take  the  tariff  out,  and  put  that  above 
Ijolitios? 

I  think  we  can  take  another  step  toward  doing  that  if  in  this 
particular  proposition  we  will  put  in  an  amendment  that  will 
give  notice,  at  least,  to  every  President  of  the  United  States 
V  'ho  shall  follow,  while  this  law  is  on  the  statute  books,  that  it 

I I  his  duty  in  selecting  members  for  the  Tariff  Commission,  first, 
t)  pay  no  attention  to  politics — let  it  be  stated  In  so  many 
^'ord.s — and,  second,  to  select  men  who  are  economists,  men 
^hose  selection  is  made  entirdy  and  solely  upon  the  basis  of 

ir  qualifications  to  perform  the  duties  laid  down  In  the  tariff 
;  and  if  these  tariff  commissioners  perform  their  duty  there 

II  be  no  place  for  politics  in  their  official  capacity.     There  Is 
t  any  place  for  It  in  their  official  duty.     Nowhere  is  there  a 

ace  where  partisan  politics  of  any  kind  should  Interfere  with 

te  performance  of  that  duty. 

It  Is  their  duty  In  the  main,  as  far  as  tariff  matters  are  con- 
c?rned,  to  find  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production,  and  to 
make  other  investigations,  not  on  a  party  basis,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  helping  this  party  or  that  party;  and  yet  that  is 
V'hat  the  Presijlent  has  been  doing  with  our  Tariff  Commission 
most  of  the  time  during  the  last  seven  years.  He  has  entirely 
I  erverted  its  real  duty ;  but  in  any  particular  Item — take  any- 
mlng  you  please — If  they  are  called  ui)on  to  re<-oramend  a  rate 
t )  Congress  based  on  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  at 
1  ome  and  abroad,  where  should  politics  come  into  that?  Should 
t  leir  judgment  be  biased  in  order  to  hdp  a  political  party,  in 
crder  to  help  one  President  who  might  want  a  high  tariff  or 
another  President  who  might  want  a  low  tariff?  If  they  per- 
form their  duty,  must  it  not  follow  as  night  follows  day  that 

ey  must  give  no  consideration  to  stich  questions  as  these? 

That  l»elng  true,  why,  then,  should  there  be  any  politics  in 
Tariff  Conmibtsion?  If  we  want  a  fair  tariff  bill,  if  we 
trying  to  ascertain  the  difference  in  cost  of  production  at 

tme  and   abroad,   is    there  anything   Involved   in    solving   a 

tion  of  that  kind  that  differs  fundamentally  from  the  duty 

a  Judge  sitting  upon  the  bench  to  de<  i<Ie  a  (-ase  according  to 

t^e  evidence  that  has  been  prodm^ed  before  him?    Must  he  give 

ore  weight  to  a  Republican'^  testimony  and  less  weight  to 
that  of  a  Democrat?  Mmtt  he  go  quietly  behind  clos<«d  doors 
and  consult  the  Democratic  leader  or  the  Democratic  machine 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-SENATE 


4177 


politician  before  be  can  render  a  decision?  We  would  all  con- 
demn such  things  as  that. 

Why  should  we  not  condemn  them  when  the  same  thing  is 
done  by  the  Tariff  Commission?  A  case  in  tsourt  may  involve, 
p»  rhaps,  $200  between  individuals,  but  a  case  before  the  Tariff 
Commistsiou  may  involve  the  cost  of  living  of  every  man,  woman, 
and  child  in  the  United  States.  The  effect  of  ita  judgment 
crosses  the  theshold  of  every  home.  Then  why  should  we 
select  a  commission  that  would  render  ita  judgment  on  a  par- 
tisan basis? 

If  there  ever  was  a  tribunal,  if  there  ever  was  a  court,  if 
there  ever  was  a  commission  which  ought  to  be  nonpartisan  it  is 
tie  Tariff  Commission. 

I  hope  that  before  the  consideration  of  this  bill  is  concluded 
this  particular  provision  we  are  now  considering  will  be  amended 
so  as  to  carry  out,  as  far  as  the  Senate  can,  the  ideas  I  have 
suggested. 

Mr.  President,  the  committee  amendment  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate provides  that — 

Not  more  than  three  ot  tlie  commisBlonert  iball  be  member*  of  the 
same  political  party,  and  in  making  appolDtments  members  of  different 
political  parties  shall  be  appointed  alternately  as  nearly  as  may  be 
practicable. 

I  should  like  to  see  that  amendment  defeated.  I  am  not  sat- 
isfied with  the  House  text,  even  if  that  is  defeated.  I  think 
the  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House  could  be  very  much  im- 
proved, and  before  the  consideration  of  the  bill  is  concluded  I 
hope  some  one  having  a  direct  interest,  who  has  looked  into  the 
matter  more  closely  than  I  have,  will  proi)ose  an  amendment 
that  will  make  the  commission  absolutely  a  nonpartisan  body. 

Mr.  McKEIxLAR.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELIAB.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  can  be  done 
In  this  country?  As  I  recall,  when  we  have  had  a  Democratic 
President,  we  have  had  on  the  commission  three  low-tariff 
commissioners  from  the  Democratic  Party,  and  three  low-tariff 
commissioners  from  the  Republican  Party,  and  when  we  have 
had  a  Republican  President,  we  have  had  three  higli-tariff 
Republicans  and  three  high-tariff  Democrats  upon  the 
commission. 

It  tias  occurred  to  me,  that  method  having  failed,  that  a  better 
method  would  be  to  provide  that  the  President  shall  appoint 
thret?  commissioners  who  earnestly  and  sincerely  stand  for  a 
high  protective  tariff,  and  three  commissioners  who  earnestly 
and  sincerely  stand  against  a  high  protective  tariff.  Perhaps 
that  might  be  a  way  of  getting  what  we  all  want  to  obtain, 
the  honest  judgment  of  a  bipartisan  commission. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President.  I  have  great  respect  for  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  and  his  Judgment,  and  I  have  often 
followed  him.  I  think,  with  a  great  deal  of  satisfaction  and 
perhaps  improvement  In  myselt  but  I  could  not  agree  to  that 
kind  of  an  amendment.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  jump- 
ing out  of  the  frying  pan  into  the  fire.  We  would  be  suggest- 
ing, then,  ourselves,  by  the  law,  that  the  commissioners  shoTild 
become  partisan,  that  one  man  should  be  put  on  it  because  he 
represented  the  Republican  Party,  and  another  man  because  he 
represented  the  Democratic  Party,  something  they  ought  to 
forget.  Why  not,  when  we  come  to  select  members  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  provide  in  the  law  that  the  Supreme  Court  shall 
be  composed  of  9  members,  not  more  than  5  of  them  members 
of  one  political  party?  Why  have  we  not  done  such  a  thing  aa 
that? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    The  Constitution  provides  otherwise. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Does  the  Senator  think  we  would  do  that  even 
If  the  Constitution  permitted  it? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  doubt  It. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  do  not  think  so.  But  the  thought  occurs 
to  me  that  frequently  the  very  best  legislation  has  teen  secured 
through  compromise  between  represent!,  ives  of  the  Democratic 
Party  and  the  Republican  Party,  having  entirely  different  views, 
rirfit  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  have  known  that  to 
occur  frequently  where  the  Democrats  on  one  side  striving  for 
one  thing  and  the  Republicans  on  the  other  side  striving  for  a 
directly  contrary  object  have  met  togetlier  and  secnred  the 
very  best  kind  of  legislation,  there  being  partisans  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  In  my  judgment  we  would  not  get  anywhere  if 
we  had  that  kind  of  a  commission 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Neither  am  I  prepared  to  say  Oiat  we 
would. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  A  commiaslon  evenly  divided.  It  would  be- 
come a  legrolling  proposition,  as  Congress  has  been  in  the  con- 
•ideratlon  of  every  tariff  bW  we  have  passed  in  the  days  gone  by. 

Mr.  MoKELLAJL    That  may  be  true. 


Mr.  NOB&I8.  It  would  make  a  logrolling,  political  machine 
of  It 

Mr.  TYDINOB.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  In  just  a  moment  Why  not  say  in  the  law 
that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  law  to  have  this  commission 
absolutely  nonpartisan,  and  the  Pret<ident,  In  making  nomina- 
tions, shall  select  men  entirely  uisregarding  their  political  be- 
liefiB,  basing  his  judgment  entirely  upon  their  ability  fearlessly, 
honestly,  and  Judicially  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  law? 

Mr.  MoKEIJiAR.  I  am  frank  to  say  that  I  should  be  happy 
to  6Ui^)ort  an  amendment  so  providing.  I  think  a  ccHumisMon 
so  constituted  would  be  an  improvement  upon  the  present  plan. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  I  will  offer  such  an  amendment  before 
we  get  through,  if  somebody  ^se  does  not. 

Mr.  MoKBLLAR.  Certainly  it  would  be  an  improvement 
upon  the  present  plan. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  has  made  out  a  very  good  case,  and  that  his  ot>serva- 
tlons  are  well  taken,  founded  upon  the  soundest  reasoning.  It 
has  just  occurred  to  me  that,  as  a  matter  of  carrying  his  idea 
into  practice,  the  partisanship  of  the  candidates  might  rather 
help  to  safeguard  rather  than  to  destroy  his  purpose  We  all 
know  that  if  there  were  no  political  limitations  due  to  the 
practical  side  of  politics,  it  would  be  quite  natural  for  a  Presi- 
dent of  either  party  to  reward  the  men  of  that  party,  although 
they  might  also  possess  the  other  qualifications  which  the  Sena- 
tor says  the  candidate  should  have. 

It  seems  to  me  it  would  be  possible  to  appoint  five  men  of  the 
type  the  Senator  has  mentiwied,  but  who,  nevertheless,  would, 
to  some  degree  at  least,  possess  partisanship,  either  Democrats 
or  Republicans.  If  it  were  possible  to  get  men  who  had  no 
partisanship  whatever,  the  ideal  situation  would  be  attained, 
but  I  am  frank  to  state  that  perhaps  most  men  have  enough 
jwrtisanship  in  them  so  that  to  get  such  members  would  be 
difficult. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  let  me  suggest  a  name.  It  was 
President  Wilson  who  appointed  Professor  Taussig,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Be  did. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  me  ask  my  able  friend  from  Maryland  if 
he  knows  the  politics  of  Professor  Taussig? 

Mr.  TYDINGa    No;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Does  he  know  anybody  who  does?  Does  he 
not  agree  that  he  was  an  absolutely  good  man  for  tlut  position? 
I  do  not  know  his  jiolitics  now,  but  I  remember,  as  I  looked  at 
it,  at  least,  he  made  a  model  in  a  position  oi  that  kind ;  and  the 
country  has  thousands  of  Taussigs  who  cotdd  l>e  picked. 

Mr.  TYDINQS.  I  did  not  mean  to  say  that  under  certain 
conditions  certain  Presidents  would  not  carry  out  the  Senator's 
idea.  What  I  Intended  to  say  was  the  converse  ot  tliat,  that 
other  Presidents  would  be  so  partisan  that  what  the  Setiator 
was  attempting  to  safeguard  would  really  be  destroyed. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    That  might  be. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  wanted  to  make  the  observation  that  per- 
haps the  party  qualification  would  not  be  without  some  merit, 
provided  it  were  coupled  with  the  other  qualifications  the  Sena- 
tor has  set  forth. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  reference  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  just  a  moment  ago  to  Professor  Taussig  gives 
point  to  the  observation  I  desire  to  make,  that  if  the  political 
qualification  were  eatireij  removed,  and  the  President  in  his 
selection,  ccmsidered  only  the  other  qualifications  of  the  men 
for  the  particular  positions,  it  is  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
tariff  Is  a  ctmtroverted  question  altogether  outside  of  the  realm 
of  politics.  There  are  many  people  in  this  country  who  have 
no  particular  pc^tical  affiliations,  who  are  perfectly  well  known 
to  be  advocates  of  very  high  tariff  rates.  There  are  other  men 
who  are  equally  indifferent  to  political  considM^tlwis  who  are 
convinced  that  that  is  all  wrong. 

It  would  be  possible,  tb«x,  for  the  President  to  select  the  very 
highest  type  of  men,  and  yet  men  whose  predilections  would  be 
altogether  tlie  one  way,  and  the  most  natural  thing  in  the 
world  for  the  President  to  do  would  be  to  select  men  with  pre- 
dilections approximating  his  own.  So  that  while  the  present 
situation  is  deplorable  enough.  If  the  qualiUcation  in  the  stat- 
ute were  removed  we  would  simply  put  it  in  tlie  power  of  the 
President  to  appoint  members  of  this  commiflsion  all  of  whom 
would  be  inclined  one  way. 

We  realise  that  here  in  this  body  Senators  diacnas  a  subject 
from  their  particular  point  of  view.  Those  who  engage  in  the 
controversy  are  entirely  honest,  desirous  of  presenting  the  thing 
fairiy,  but  a  Senator  oo  one  aide  will  ifnore  certain  facta 
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det'inr-d  by  blm  to  be  entlrriy  animportant,  wbUe  tbe  Importance 
of  thf'ui  will  be  very  pointedly  set  forth  by  a  Senator  who  takes 
a  (lifTen'Ut  view  and  ha«  different  predilections  about  the 
matter. 

I  think  it  wuold  be  of  rather  doubtful  propriety  to  remove 
all  rf'ioilatiitn^,  so  that  all  members  of  the  commission  would 
nut  tie  di.xiMMte^l  to  look  favorably  upon  one  side  or  the  other 
side  uf  this  highly  controverted  question  of  ecimomics,  as  well 
w*  of  iKtlitics. 

Mr.  HCiHINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor frttiii  Nebraska  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  NORKIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HUBIN80N  of  Arkansas.  The  subject  which  the  Senator 
from  Nehratika  ii*  discnssiug  is  one  of  great  practical  difficulty. 
I  am  in  hearty  sympathy  with  any  amendment  to  the  law  that 
will  be  c-alculated  to  make  the  Tariff  Commission  what  it  was 
iirigimilly  intended  to  become ;  namely,  a  more  or  leas  scientific, 
fai-t-fli)ding  body. 

This  subject  was  entered  into  very  fully  by  the  ariect  com- 
mitt<^  of  the  Senate  to  investigate  Uie  Tariff  Commission, 
which  »li«o  investigated  the  operations  of  the  flexible-tariff 
provision.  The  same  committee  wtiich  made  that  Investigation 
went  into  tiie  question  of  the  best  means  of  constituting  the 
Tariff  Commi.ssi«>n,  and  during  the  course  of  that  Luvestigation, 
re«-o;ailzlns;  the  undoubted  integrity  and  exceptional  ability 
demonstrated  by  Doctor  Taussig  when  a  member  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  and  also  in  his  writings,  he  was  asked  to  express 
his  (pillion  on  this  snbject,  and  if  it  will  not  disturb  the  Senator 
from  NVbraslca,  I  would  like  to  read  into  the  Bbookd  at  this 
point  bis  statements  and  conclusions  concerning  the  matter. 

Mr.  NORItlS.    I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  R()BINSON  of  Arkansas.  On  page  3  of  the  hearings 
before  the  select  committee  to  which  I  have  referred  the  follow- 
ing a|>pears : 

ChAlricfin  Robinson.  Bave  yoa  made  a  study  of  the  qnectloB  u  to 
bow  a  fact-findtng  tarMT  commlmioo  may  best  be  constituted  with  re- 
spect to  the  parttsanshlp  or  oonpsrtisanship  of  members  of  tl>e  com- 
misslooT 

Drnter  Tacssio.  The  provisions  of  the  act  of  1816  seem  to  be  as  well 
adapted  as  provisions  caa  be  to  that  end.  Yoa  are  aware  what  those 
pruvlsloiiM  are. 

Chairman  RoaiNai>w.  That  provided  for  a  bipartisan  commission? 

Doctor  TArssio.  Yes ;  a  eommisslon  no  more  than  three  memliers  of 
which  jihoald  be  of  any  one  poUtlcai  party. 

ChairmaD  RoaiNsos.  At  leitst.  It  was  Intended  not  to  be  a  partisan 
body? 

l)oi-tor  Tacssio.  That  Is  correct 

Chalnuan  Robinso!*.  What,  in  your  opinion,  are  the  advantages  of  a 
bipartisan  commission  or  of  a  nonpartisan  commission  over  a  strictly 
part  ilia  D  commtseloaT 

Doctor  TArsaio.  Well,  the  facts  should  be  stated  clearly  and  impar- 
tially, witUoat  selection.  \  commi.<«ion  which  Is  made  up  of  representa- 
tives of  any  one  side  micht  be  under  some  sospieioa,  perhaps,  of 
aelectlnv  the  facts. 

Cbalrman  RoaiifnoN.  From  a  scientlflc  standpoint,  woald  a  member 
of  tbe  rt>mmiMlon  who  is  an  adherent  to  the  tbeory,  for  instance,  of  a 
hlKh  protettlve  tariff,  necessarily  differ  in  his  conclusions  as  to  the  facts 
from  another  member  of  the  eommlaaion  who  was  aa  adherent  of  an 
opposinx  theory,  for  Instance,  a  tbeory  of  tariff  for  revenue  only? 

Ductur  TAraaia.  Of  course,  he  could  differ  as  to  his  conclusion  from 
the  facts. 

Chairman  RoaiNaoN.  Bat  I  mean  a«  to  what  constitutes  tbe  facts. 
Let  me  explain  my  qoestloa  a  little.  I  do  not  think  I  have  made  my- 
self very  clear.  Does  the  tact  that  tbe  commiaslon  la  constltnted  In 
tbe  way  the  act  of  1916  provides,  namely,  that  not  mor*  than  three 
members  shall  be  members  of  the  same  political  party,  necessarily  imply 
difflrulty  af  acreeneot  and  functioning  on  tbe  part  of  tbe  eommlaaion 
when  it  comes  to  deteratalns  tbe  existence  of  facts?  Does  it  make  It 
hard  for  the  coaunlsaion  to  function  when  we  say  that  not  more  than 
three  members  aball  be  members  of  tbe  same  political  party? 

Doctor  Tacssio.  Not  necessarily.  I  think  much  more  der*nda  oa  the 
character  and  Judcmcnt  and  perhaps  tbe  indivldoallty  of  tbe  laembert 
of  the  commiasioa  than  opoa  the  cirrumatance  that  tbey  should  lean 
toward  one  particular  political  party  or  the  other. 

Chairman  Roaisao.^.  In  scientlflc  theory  tbe  facts  would  be  the  v^^-n 
DO  matter  to  what  theory  tbe  tariff  commissioner  adbcredf 

Doctor  TAcasio.  Yea:  but  you  most  bear  in  mind  that  all  of  tb« 
facts  are  a  very  eompUeated  mass.  Tbey  must  be  reduced  to  bobm 
si>rt  of  order  and.  If  you  please,  (enerallxation,  and  anaunatloa.  and 
that  proceaa  aeceaaarily  involves  judcment.  It  is  not  merely  as  auto- 
auilc  process  of  setttnc  ftortb  tbe  tacts. 

Cbalrmaa  RoMaaoa.  Your  eonchnlon,  after  experience  and  continued 
study  of  tbe  mbject.  Is  that  a  tariff  comminlon,  to  be  hicbly  useful  to 
the  Tulted  fttatea.  abovid  be  bipartisan,  or  at  least  abonld  not  be  con»- 
posed  eatlroly  of  tb*  Measbers  of  one  party  I 
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Doctor  Tacssio.  I  think  so.  Tbe  important  thing  Is  that  tbe  mem- 
be  -s  of  the  commission  should  l>e  of  a  Judicial  frame  of  mind,  aad  I 
th  nk  it  contributes  toward  impartiality  of  statement  If  there  is  no 
ov  >rweigbt  of  the  commi^ision,  one  way  or  the  other,  with  persons 
luring  opinions  upon  general  questions. 

That  same  line  of  inquir>'  was  pursued  from  time  to  time  dnr- 
Inj  the  hearings,  and  a  large  number  of  witnesses,  some  of 
twm  having  been  members  of  the  Taril  Commission,  were 
as  ked  to  express  an  opinion  based  on  their  experience  as  to 
the  best  means  of  securing  a  balanced  commission,  one  whicli 
wimld  on  the  whole  thoroughly  reflect  a  reliable  conclusion 
concerning  facta  under  Investigation.  I  think,  without  a  single 
exception,  the  answers  were  to  the  effect  that  while  the  obj*c- 
ti^ms  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska — and  some  of  them 
wi  ire  stated  in  the  hearings — in  here  in  the  selettion  of  the  com- 
m  8s!oners,  the  fact  remains  that  the  best  means  of  securing 
a  balancetl  commission,  the  best  way  of  making  certain  that 
pirtiaiity  will  not  prevail  in  the  findings  of  the  commission,  is 
to  maintain  It  as  a  bipartisan  bo<ly. 

Many  arguments,  of  course,  can  be  made  in  opposition  to  such 
a  inclusion.  Nevertheless,  if  we  le»ive  it  to  the  Executive  to 
se  ect  without  regard  whatever  to  partisanship,  tlie  inevitable 
remit  will  be  in  the  long  run  that  partisanship  will  dominate 
ths  commission,  uotwithstandiug  the  fact  that  the  provisions 
of  the  law  declare  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Executive  to  ignore 
qi  estions  of  partisanship. 

The  practical  method  for  selecting  tariff  commissioners,  for 
seecting  all  public  officers  appointed  by  national  administra- 
tUnn,  Is  well  known  to  Senators.  With  no  intention  of  criti- 
cising any  Executive  or  of  making  any  conipj»risons  among 
Ei:ecutives  in  this  particular,  let  it  be  remembered  that  always 
there  is  the  intensest  pressure  to  secure  the  appointment  of 
pirtisans  to  office.  The  President  himself  is  always  the  hend, 
ths  actual  leader,  of  a  great  political  organizntion.  Whether 
he  be  a  Democrat  or  a  Republican,  he  necessarily  is  affected  by 
thase  Influences  which  emanate  from  the  party  organization. 

The  result  will  be,  if  a  Republican  is  in  power  and  he  is  In- 
stiucted  to  appoint  scientists  without  regard  to  partisanship, 
thit  in  ail  probability  there  will  be  presented  to  him  the  names 
of  scientists  who  belong  to  the  political  party  with  which  he 
Is  affiliated.  If  we  place  no  restriction  in  the  law  with  respect 
to  partisanship,  it  can  hardly  be  expected  that  the  President 
wi  1  override  those  Influences  which  always  approach  the  White 
H<  u.se  when  public  offices  are  to  be  filled,  that  he  will  reject 
coj  isiderations  of  that  character,  close  his  eyes  and  his  memory 
to  partisan  service  and  party  loyalty,  and  go  out  into  the 
un  tnown  and  the  unexplored  field  and  find  some  individual  who 
has  no  politics  and  who  has  no  political  influence  supporting 
hiJi. 

t  would  be  the  most  wholesome  thing  conceivable  if  a  sclen- 
tif  c  process  would  be  employed  that  would  assure  the  selection 
of  experts  who  possess  sufficient  practical  experience  to  compre- 
heid  fully  the  application  of  the  principles  which  they  enter- 
tai  n ;  it  would  be  a  highly  efficient  service  to  the  United  States. 
Btt  there  is  not  one  of  us  who  knows  how  public  offices  are 
flllsd  who  would  expect  any  President  to  ignore  our  suggestion 
or  the  suggestion  of  the  national  committee  or  of  a  State  com- 
ml  tee.  We  could  not  expect  any  President  to  put  behind  him 
all  the  influences  which  made  and  maintain  him  and  select 
some  unknown  or  imsuggested  inatrurapntallty  for  the  perform- 
an  «  of  the  duties  of  tariff  commissioner. 

;  ^om  a  practical  standpoint,  therefore,  those  who  have  studied 
th<  question  ftel  that  fairness  and  Impartiality  will  be  pro- 
mcted  by  balancing  the  commission  so  that  not  more  than  one- 
ha  f  the  number  of  its  members  .shall  be  affiliated  with  any  one 
political  organisation. 

It  is  true  that  the  provision  can  be  evaded,  and  it  is  true 
thi  t  in  the  past  the  best  appointments  possible  under  the  exist- 
ing law  have  not  always  l)een  made.  Certainly  there  have  been 
caiies  In  which  meml>ers  of  the  Tariff  Commi-ssion  have  been 
appointed  whose  previous  affiliations  and  relations  rendered  them 
ofjdoubtful  valu*^  or  capacity  to  serve  on  that  particular  body. 
Biit  if  we  eliminate  fr«im  the  law  all  questions  of  qualification 
or  I  eligibility  respecting  partisanship  we  will  accomplish  in  all 
probability  what  we  are  seeking  to  avert  or  to  avoid.  We  will 
ha^e  a  partisan  commission  with  no  balance  to  it,  with  no 
resentation  upon  It  with  respect  to  the  conflicting  theories 
whdch  from  the  begitming  have  prevailed  concerning  the  sub- 
jet^  of  the  tariff. 

e  question  is  one  of  very  great  difficulty.  Men  like  Doctor 
Tahssig,  who,  of  course,  have  no  political  (»r  partisan  motives 
in  expressing  the  opinion  that  a  bipartisan  commission  is  best 
unAer  all  the  circumstances,  have  unlforiuly  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  safest  method  to  be  pursued  is  to  follow  that 


contained  in  the  act  of  1916,  although  admittedly  it  is  imperfect 
and  at  times  has  worked  very  badly. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  for  his  courtesy  in  yirid- 
ing  to  me. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
iM-aska  yield  to  me  to  liable  me  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Would  it  not  help  to  obtain  better  men  for 
the  commission  if,  in  retaining  the  bipartisan  nature  of  It,  the 
other  qualifications  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  were 
inserted  in  the  law,  defining  the  qualifications  they  should  have, 
the  length  of  their  experience  and  so  on ;  that  is,  instead  of  hav- 
ing It  broad,  make  It  more  definite  in  that  respect? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Perhaps  the  standard  of  the 
personnel  of  the  commission  should  be  improved.  I  have  always 
felt,  in  view  of  controversies  which  have  arisen  during  the  last 
seven  years,  that  the  law  ought  to  provide  expressly  that  no 
commissioner  having  a  personal  interest  in  the  result  of  an 
investigation  before  the  commission  should  be  permitted  to 
participate  in  that  investigation.  The  Congress  adopted  that 
view,  I  think  following  a  suggestion  which  1  had  the  honor  to 
make  upon  the  subject,  by  incorporating  it  in  an  appropriation 
bill.  It  may  be  true,  and  I  believe  it  Is  true,  that  the  provision 
can  be  improved  by  adding  to  it  certain  requirements  with  re- 
spect to  the  qualifleution  of  members;  but  I  do  not  believe  it 
will  l>e  improved  by  removing  tlie  requirement  of  bipartisanship. 

Again  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  for  his  courtesy  in 
yielding. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  a  few  more  words 
on  the  question  involved  here.  I  was  not  quite  through  when 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  asked  me  the  question  which  he  did. 
[laughter.] 

Mr.  President,  there  Is  no  such  thing  as  a  bipartisan  board 
that  is  non-partisan.  There  may  be  a  partisan  board  when 
there  is  nothing  said  in  the  law  about  it.  I  concede  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  avoids  the  real  spirit  of  the  law 
in  making  tlie  appointment,  but  when  we  make  it  bipartisan 
by  law  we  invite  the  President  in  making  the  appointments  to 
make  them  on  a  partisan  basis  and  we  invite  the  members  of 
the  commission,  after  they  have  been  appointed  and  confirmed, 
to  act  on  a  partisan  basis.  In  other  words,  we  put  up  the  par- 
tisan priie  and  dangle  it  before  them.  We  induce  also  political 
bosses,  political  machines,  political  alleged  leaders,  to  engage 
in  every  contest  in  maldng  recommendations  for  membership  on 
the  board,  because  it  is  partisan  and  they  often  recommend 
men  becau-se  of  their  partisanship  and  the  work  they  have  done 
and  will  do  for  the  party  rather  than  to  recommend  men  who 
have  peculiar  qualifications  for  the  office  to  which  they  are 
about  to  be  appointed. 

I  do  not  believe  there  can  be  any  question  about  those  state- 
ments.   I  believe  that  history  demonstrates  what  I  have  stated 

to  be  true. 

We  have  as  to  our  courts  no  suggestion  about  p<4itic8  in  the 
IH-ovision  for  the  appointment  of  judges.  All  judges  of  the 
courts  below  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  have  been 
provided  for  by  statute  of  the  Congress,  and  there  is  not  any- 
thing said  in  those  statutes  in  regard  to  the  party  affiliations  of 
the  appointees.  Men  are  supposed  to  be  appointed  to  those  posi- 
tions for  their  Judicial  temperament  and  ability.  Professor 
Taussig,  in  the  testimony  which  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
read,  supported  that  theory.  He  said,  It  is  true,  that  he  thought 
the  existing  law  which  then  provided  for  a  bipartisan  board  was 
the  best  that  could  be  obtained,  but  he  further  said  that,  after 
all.  the  prime  thing  to  be  considered  Is  the  judicial  tempera- 
ment of  the  appointee,  and  I  also  submit,  Mr.  President,  that 
that  is  the  prime  object 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  do  not  care  if  a  judge  be  a  Demo- 
crat or  a  Republican  If  he  has  the  judicial  point  of  view.  In 
the  Judiciary  Committee,  of  which  I  have  the  honor  to  be  chair- 
man, there  is  very  seldom  in  the  case  of  judicial  appointments 
a  suggestion  made  by  members  of  the  committee  as  to  the  ijoli- 
tics  of  the  nominee  who  has  been  selected  by  the  President  The 
question  is  regarding  his  qualifications  and  not  his  politics. 
Thl.s  particular  board  ought  more  than  any  court  or  other  board 
In  the  country  to  be  above  and  beyond  partisan  politics. 

Mr.  COUZENS  rose. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Micldgan. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  desire  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  the  differ- 
ence between  the  selection  of  a  judge  and  the  appointment  of 
any  member  of  the  Tariff  Commission  consists  In  the  fact  that 
a  judge  does  not  select  the  information  or  the  facts  on  which 


he  passes,  trat  in  the  ease  of  members  of  the  Tariff  Oommisslon 
they  not  only  pass  upwi  the  facts  but  they  select  the  facts  upon 
which  they  will  pass. 

In  this  connection  I  should  like  to  suggest  that  one  of  the 
determining  factors  was  that  if  the  commission  were  partisan 
or  one-sided  they  obviously  could  not  get  all  of  the  facts  as 
to  the  cost  of  production  in  all  of  the  factories  in  the  United 
States.  The  selection  of  the  plants  where  tbey  will  obtain 
information  as  to  costs  is  a  matter  of  very  great  importance. 
Senators  may  ccmceive  of  a  case  where  Republicans  as  com- 
missioners, believing  in  a  high  tariff,  would  select  all  the  Ineffi- 
cient plants  from  which  to  compute  the  cost  of  production. 
That  would  be  the  kind  of  facts  they  would  select  Tlie  com- 
missioners representing  the  other  side  would  probably  select 
all  of  the  most  efi^ient  plants  from  which  to  gather  the  facts, 
and  their  conclusion  would  mean  a  low  rate  of  duties. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Would  the  Senator  think  that  a  commis- 
sioner who  was  doing  that  was  performing  his  duty  according 
to  the  real  ^irit  of  the  law?  Would  the  Senator  take  that 
course  if  he  were  a  member  of  the  ccnnmission? 

Mr.  COUZENS.    I  should  probably  not 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Of  course  the  Senator  from  Michigan  would 
not. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  But  that  shows  the  advantage  of  Itaving 
political  rivalry  of  some  kind  in  the  commission. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  us  consider  the  question  of  political  rlr- 
alry.  We  will  say  that  we  have  a  Republican  President  wlio 
is  a  high-tariff  man.  I  am  not  speaking  of  any  particular  indi- 
vidual ;  I  am  merely  taking  a  President,  a  high-tariff  President 
He  is  appointing  members  to  fill  the  Tariff  Commission.  The 
contest  that  the  Senator  has  suggested  and  that  everybo<ly  else 
has  suggested  who  believes  in  a  bipartisan  commission  is  be- 
tween high-tariff  men  and  low-tariff  men.  It  would  be  better 
to  put  it  that  way  than  to  say  Republicans  and  D«nocrats. 
Here  is  a  high-tariff  Republican  President;  he  wants  a  high- 
tariff  commission.  He  can  not  appoint  more  than  three  Repub- 
licans and  there  are  three  Democrats,  let  us  say,  whom  he  will 
select.  If  he  is  a  Republican  who  does  not  care  about  anything 
except  the  achievements  of  his  own  party  and  he  wants  to 
get  results  out  of  the  commission  favorable  to  a  high  protective 
party,  what  does  he  do?  He  selects  the  high  protecticmUits  out 
of  the  Republican  Party. 

Then  he  goes  over  to  the  Democratic  Party,  and  does  hi;  have 
any  trouble  to  get  a  high  protectionist  there?  Not  a  bit  He 
picks  men  who  are  recognlaed  as  Democrats  who  bellev(>  In  a 
tariff  that  shall  touch  the  very  sky.  He  has  completcHl  his 
tariff  commission.  Could  he  do  any  worse  if  they  were  all  Re- 
publicans or  all  Democrats?  He  has  accomplished  his  result, 
if  he  Is  that  kind  of  a  man  and  wishes  to  bring  about  thai:  kind 
of  result  So  I  say  that  where  th'?re  Is  a  provision  for  a  bi- 
partisan board  It  Is  only  an  invitation  to  do  tha  very  thing 
that  in  spirit  at  least  we  are  trying  to  avoid  in  the  law, 

MBBSAQES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  were  communicated  to  tht-  Sen- 
ate from  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Lattii,  one 
of  his  secretariea 

IXFLT7BNCK  OF  CHEinSTRT  AND  AIBFLANEB  ON  WOBLO  PEAtrO 

Mr.  RANSDELL.  Mr.  President  in  view  of  the  coming  visit 
of  Premier  J.  Ramsay  MacDonald,  I  wish  to  Intervene  tiriefly 
In  the  tariff  debate  to  say  a  few  w.irds  about  world  peace  as 
affected  by  chemistry  and  the  airplane. 

A  remarkable  address  by  Mr.  Francis  P.  Garvan,  of  New  York, 
head  of  the  Chemical  Foundation,  and  consistent  supporter 
of  chemical  science  and  chemical  industry  in  the  United  States, 
was  delivered  by  him  at  the  Minneapolis  meeting  ol  the  Amer- 
ican Chemical  Society  on  the  11th  of  last  month,  at  which  time 
he  was  presented  with  the  Priestley  medal,  the  highest  honor 
the  society  can  bestow.  President  Langmuir,  before  pre.s<Miting 
the  medal,  explained  its  significance.  It  was  founded  to  perpet- 
uate the  memory  of  Priestley,  discoverer  of  oxygen  aad  the  first 
great  chemist  In  America.  Awarded  only  once  In  three  years 
for  outstanding  service  to  the  science  of  chemistry,  but  two  im- 
pressions have  previously  been  struck — one  for  Ira  Remjicn  in 
1923,  and  another  for  Edgar  F.  Smith  in  1926. 

President  Langmuir  alluded  to  the  unparalleled  way  In  which 
Mr.  Garvan  has  advanced  the  cause  of  chemistry  in  America 
by  his  support  of  chemical  education,  of  scientific  publications, 
and  of  scientific  investigation,  and  stated  that  in  spite  o^  the 
work  already  accomplished  the  service  he  has  rendered  Is  still 
more  Important  from  the  standpoint  of  what  has  been  started. 
Mr.  Garvan  first  became  known  to  "Jiemists  through  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Chemical  Foundation,  and  has  stood  by  it 
through  the  various  legal  battles  from  which  Ijfc.  emerged  com- 
pletely  triumphant  and   designated  In  court  diecieions  as  an 
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organlzuUon  approachinir  the  relations  of  a  tmstee  in  regard 
to  the  protoctlou  of  the  American  chemical  Industry  and  an  aid 
to  It!*  ti>ntluuetl  progresw. 

In  his  address  entitled  "  Random  Thoughts  of  a  Lay  Chemist," 
Ifr.  Gurrao  emphiuslzed  three  points — and  to  this  I  inrite  the 
very  c-areful  attention  of  the  Senate:  (1)  That  modern  chem- 
ij<try  and  modern  aeronautics  hare  made  war  impossible;  (2) 
tbat  immense  progress  could  be  made  if  a  fraction  of  the  cost 
of  preparedness  for  war  could  be  devoted  to  further  scientific 
research ;  and  (3)  that  it  is  the  duty  and  responsibility  of  every 
chemist  to  educate  every  citizen  to  the  tremendous  importance 
of  chemistry  in  further  improving  the  conditions  of  human  life. 

Among  other  things,  he  said : 

I  brlierr  that  modern  chnnUtry  plus  mod«ni  Aeronautics  haa  made 
war  impoMtble.  I  am  convince  tbat  in  case  of  modem  war  t>etween 
sreat  powera  It  would  be  foolish  anj  uaeleas  for  a  floating  twttleablp  or 
rralM>r  to  ieaTe  its  dock  and  for  an  army  to  take  the  AtM.  The  com- 
mon people  of  the  world,  as  well  as  onr  wisest  rulers.  President  Hoover 
and  I'rlme  Mlniatrr  MacDonald,  realize  the  horrors  of  war  nnd  of  its 
tremendoiia  wastage  of  life  and  of  the  means  of  living.  They  are 
bending  every  effort  to  safeguard  the  peace  of  the  world  by  treaties 
and  hy  agreements.  Should  not  the  terrible  powers  of  chemistry,  as  we 
know  them,  and  its  war  mesitengers,  the  aeroplanes,  on  sea  and  on 
land,  strengthen  their  hands?  Should  not  the  dread  possibilities  of 
cbemlxtry  support  the  convictions  of  the  common  people,  that  there 
shall  be  no  war  of  the  future  and  rule  out  the  politicians  and  the 
greenly  who  are  aiming  to  defeat  these  high  purposes? 

We  all  know  chemistry  also  as  the  friend  of  peace,  the  source  of  vast 
Indtiittrles,  the  more  Important  source  of  health  giving,  health-protecting 
discoveries.  Side  by  side  with  chemistry  stand  the  other  sciences — 
phynl»i«,  biology,  and  medicine.  If  the  politicians  would  give  to  research 
in  (bemlstry.  In  the  other  sciences,  and  in  medicine  a  fraction  of  the 
huge  cost  of  navies  and  annies,  createil  to  destroy  life  and  property, 
the  world  would  see  discoveries  of  the  greatest  moment  to  the  well- 
being  of  its  people.  Such  discoveries  as  the  cause  and  cure  of  cancer, 
of  cures  for  tut>erculoals  and  other  Ills  of  mankind  would  be  acceler- 
ated ;  discoveries  would  be  hastened  whicb  would  multiply  even  the 
present  wonderful  services  of  electricity  and  other  forms  of  power,  and 
make  life  easier  and  nobler  even  for  our  present  generation. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  may  be  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  Rscoan  the  entire  address  of  Mr.  Garvan,  to  which 
I  have  referred. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  in  the  chair).  Is 
there  objection?    The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  address  referred  to  is  as  follows  : 

Mr.  President,  members  of  the  American  Chemical  Society,  ladies,  and 
gendrmen,  three  years  ago  I  broke  down.  Some  say  that  breakdown  was 
ttie  result  of  my  endeavors  to  establish  Independent  and  sufllctent 
chemical  edncatloa,  chemical  research,  and  chemical  industries  in 
America,  not  only  to  Insure  our  own  national  health  and  our  national 
well  being  but.  If  Ood  was  willing,  to  give  of  our  youth  and  our  genius 
to  the  peopliM  of  the  world  tbat  we  may  lessen  the  chances  of  war  and 
raise  the  standard  of  living  throughout  the  world.  I  hope  that  endeavor 
was  the  cause  of  my  breakdown.  But,  at  any  rate,  for  three  years  I 
have  not  been  able  to  give  my  all  to  the  cause.  I  have  done  what  I 
could  or  what  my  loving  guardiana  would  let  me  do,  and  now  I  am 
promised  that  in  tb«  fall,  if  no  upset  comes,  I  can  return  to  you  and  to 
our  cause  on  full  time. 

Therefore,  though  my  vanity  called  me  to  this  meeting,  I  f^t  It  would 
not  be  square  to  you  and  our  cause  to  endanger  In  the  least  my  full 
recovery. 

Now.  coming  In  per*on  and  having  been  notified  of  your  radio  limita- 
tions in  time.  I  can  aatutely  and  safely  say  I  had  prepared  an  address 
worthy  of  you.  ilowever,  In  addition  to  thanking  you  for  the  greatest 
honor  of  my  life,  t  will  only  set  down  crudely  two  or  three  of  the  random 
thoughts  I  hope  soaoe  day  to  clarify. 

riBST    BANDOM    THOPGHT 

Can  the  development  of  American  chemistry  do  anything  for  the  peace 
of  the  world?  I  believe  tbat  modem  chemistry  plus  modern  aeronautics 
has  made  war  Impossible.  I  am  convinced  that  in  case  of  a  modem  war 
between  great  powers  it  would  be  foolish  snd  useless  for  a  floating 
l«ttl««htp  or  cruiser  to  leave  Its  dock  and  for  an  army  to  take  the  field. 
The  common  people  of  the  world,  as  well  as  our  wisest  rulers.  President 
Hoover  and  Prime  Minister  MacDonald.  realised  the  horror  of  war  and 
dT  Its  tremendous  wastage  of  life  and  of  the  means  of  living.  Tbey  are 
bending  every  effort  to  safeguard  the  peace  of  the  world  by  treaties 
and  ^  agreeBoeBta.  Should  not  the  terrible  powers  of  chlmlstry,  as  we 
know  them,  and  Us  war  messengers,  the  airplanes,  on  sea  and  on  land, 
strengthen  their  hands?  Should  not  the  dread  possibilities  of  chemistry 
support  the  convictions  of  the  common  people  that  there  shall  be  no 
war  of  the  future  ami  rule  out  the  politicians  and  the  greedy  who  are 
aiming  to  defeat  these  high  purposes? 
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SECOXD  RAXDOM  THOCGHT 
We  all  know  chemistry  also  as  the  friend  of  peace,  the  source  of  vast 
industries,  the  more  important  source  of  health-giving,  health-protecting 
d  iacoveries.  Side  by  side  with  chemistry  stand  the  other  sciences — 
|]  bysics,  biology,  and  medicine.  If  the  politicians  would  give  to  research 
1 1  chemistry,  in  the  other  sciences,  and  in  medicine  a  fraction  of  the 
liage  cost  of  navies  and  armies,  created  to  destroy  life  and  property,  the 
V  orld  would  see  discoveries  of  the  greatest  moment  to  the  well-being 
of  its  people.  Such  discoveries  as  the  cause  and  cure  of  cancer,  of 
c  ares  for  tuberculosis  and  other  ills  of  mankind  would  he  accelerated  ; 
discoveries  would  be  hastened  which  would  multiply  even  the  present 
1  onderfnl  services  of  electricity  and  other  forras^of  power  and  make 
1  fe  easier  and  nobler  even  for  our  present  generation.  The  Chemical 
1  bundation  stands  ready  to  t>ear  all  the  expense  of  any  commission 
t  le  President  may  care  to  appoint  to  inquire  into  the  vast  possibilitioa 

0  F  chemistry  as  an  agent  of  peace,  outlawing  war  by  its  terrorr,  advanc' 
ii  ig  health  and  prosperity  by  its  humane  discoveries. 

THiaO    RINDOM    THOCOHT 

Why  this  state  of  affairs?  The  failure  of  a  realisution  of  personal 
r  >spon8ibility  not  only  by  men  In  power  trat  also  by  you  chemists  and 
ty  us  lay  chemists  who  include  every  man,  woman,  and  child  In  the 
Itnd.  What  an  appalling  and  universal  thing  is  personal  responsibility! 
Jeanne  d'Arc,  stanching  the  hearts  of  the  lads  of  Prance  hundreds 
of  years  after  her  death — Pasteur,  saving  the  lives  of  endless  genera- 
t  ons  unborn — Henry  Ford,  and  bis  great  discovery  that  Christ  was 
t  »e  greatest  economist  and  the  golden  rule  the  most  enlightened,  self- 
lib.  business  principle.  No  more  will  lal>or  be  exploited.  Soon  no 
l>nger  wUI  it  be  good  business  to  exploit  the  trust  funds  of  the  widow 
« nd  orphan.  Never  again  will  China  or  India  be  exploited.  It  has 
c  Bwned  that  they  might  all  be  consumers. 

Not  only  for  Trotski  nnd  I.«nin  but  aUo  for  the  bankers  who 
t  nanced  their  trip  from  America  and  Switserland  to  Russia — 
,1 00,000.000  of  peoples  and  centuries  of  consequences — what  an  eternal 

1  leasure  of  personal  responsibility !  The  examples  are  endless.  None 
ikore  pointed  and  helpful  than  the  occasion  of  this  presentation.  It 
means  tbat  you  think  that,  situated  as  I  was  in  public  life  and  in 
private  life,  in  wealth  and  in  mental  attainments.  I.  in  some  measure 
at  least  tried  to  meet  my  responsibilltj'  to  my  Ood.     All  right.     Could 

I  have  done  so  without  your  enlightenment  as  to  the  importance  of 
c  lemlstry  ?     Some  of  you  met  your  responslhillty  and  I  get  the  medal. 

I I  America  before  the  war,  no  one  guessed  the  true  relation  of  chemistry 
ti  I  modern  life  except  you  chemists.  In  Germany  chemists  had  taught 
lis  importance  to  every  man.  woman,  and  child.  German  chemists 
h  id  met  ttielr  personal  responsibility,  yon  had  not  met  yours.  However. 
when  the  war  came  yon  awoke  and  happy  the  American  people  ever  will 
h>  in  that  awakening.     But  your  work  is  not  done. 

It  is  your  duty  and  personal  responsibility  to  make  every  man.  woman, 
a  id  child  In  America  a  lay  chemist  who  realises  as  I  do  what  chemistry 
ciin  do  for  man.  And  you  will — each  will  seek  to  share  with  me  the 
J<  y  of  serving  and,  if  lucky,  suffering,  in  tbat  glorious  struggle  against 
war,  disease,  and  poverty. 

On  t>ehalf  of  Mrs.  Qarvan,  to  whom  in  simple  justice  I  must  transfer 
t!  lis  medal,  and  on  behalf  of  my  six  children,  I  thank  you  again  from 
tl  le  depths  of  my  heart.  For  I  Interpret  your  presentation  to  mean 
t  tat  "  we  all  "  can  feel  at  one  with  "  you  all  "  In  your  patient  sacrifices 
ii  search  of  truth,  that  perhaps  you  will  feel  like  telling  us  of  your 
ixieds  and  burdens  and  giving  us  the  chance  to  help  and  feel  ourselves 
a  part  in  the  great  works  you  are  to  do  for  the  Olory  of  God. 

PACKEBS'   CONSENT  DECSEB 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  in  connection  with  the  re- 
qiest  of  the  meat  packers  to  modify  the  consent  deciee  the 
s  atement  I  hold  in  my  hand  is  of  great  interest.  It  was  made 
b  r  Representative  Emancel  Ccller,  of  the  tenth  congressional 
d  strict  of  New  York,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  may 
b(  printed  in  the  Rstord. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcoro,  as  follows: 

Opposition  to  the  Packrrs'  Consiutt  DacBKi 

"  TH«  LBOPASO  CAN  NOT  CHANOl  ITS   SPOTS  '' 

The  so-called  "  four  big  packers,"  formerly  the  "  five  big  iwckers," 
a  e  old  offenders.  The  leopard  does  not  cliange  its  spots.  They  are  no 
d  fferent  to-day  than  back  in  1890,  when  a  committee  of  the  United 
Slates  Senate,  after  two  years  of  investigation,  unanimously  reported 
that  there  was  even  then  an  agreement  among  the  leading  pHokers — 
Armour,  Cudahy.  Morris,  Swift,  and  Wilson— in  restraint  of  free  com- 
P'tition.  The  Senators  said,  among  other  things,  that  there  was  abso- 
K  te  proof  of  collusion  in  regard  to  the  fixing  of  prices  and  the  division 
ol    territory  for  busines.<). 

The  conditions  revealed  by  this  senatorial  luvestigating  committee 
wpre,  in  part,  resiionsible  for  the  passage  of  the  Sherman  Antitrust  Act 
ol   July  2.  I(t90. 

Despite  tills  antitrust  law,  the  big  packers  formed  the  so-called  Veeder 
p<  lol,  named  for  their  lawyer,  and  maintained  It,  In  violation  of  the  law 


from  1898  to  189«.  The  said  Veeder  pool  was  revived  In  1897  and  was 
revamped  In  1898.  They  penalised  the  members  of  the  pool  for  over- 
shipments,  and  again  divided  the  territory  to  restrict  competition. 

As  a  result  of  an  Investigation  made  by  the  Department  of  Justice, 
the  pool  was  terminated  in  1902.  bat  only  after  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice had  filed  sweeping  charges  of  conspiracy  and  restraint  of  trade 
against  the  big  packers  and  asked  for  an  Injunction. 

A  permanent  Injunction  was  issued  In  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  against  the  packers  on  May  26,  1903. 

Little  respect  was  paid,  however,  to  this  United  States  Supreme 
Court  Injunction,  because  the  Ink  of  the  decree  was  hardly  dry  when 
three  of  the  members  of  the  group — Armour,  Morris,  and  Swift — 
secretly  set  to  work  to  buy  up  as  many  of  their  competitors,  with  the 
object  of  forming  a  gigantic  merger,  to  the  end  that  they  might  mo- 
nopolise almost  completely  the  entire  meat  Industry. 

Were  it  not  for  the  approach  of  the  panic  of  1903  this  gigantic 
merger  would  have  l)een  consummated.  However,  the  packers  did 
actually  merge  the  properties  thus  acquired  under  the  name  of  the 
National  Packing  Co. 

These  same  packers  soon  thereafter  formed  the  American  livestock 
pool,  whereby  there  was  a  merger  and  division  of  livestock  purchases 
among  the  five  big  packers;  and  by  this  division  the  farmers  were 
mulcted  out  of  large  sums  of  money  by  receiving  only  meager  prices 
for  their  livestock,  while  the  consumer,  on  the  other  hand,  had  to  buy 
at  extortionate  prices. 

But  not  content  with  domestic  control,  they  sought  Interaatlonal 
mastery  of  production  and  shipment  of  beef  and  mutton  In  conspiracy 
with  certain  British  and  South  American  concerna. 

It  would  take  too  long  to  set  forth  all  the  many  machinations  of 
these  packers  to  the  public  detriment 

The  consent  decree,  which  was  filed  against  them  In  1920,  and  which 
they  several  times  unsuccessfully  sought  to  modify,  absolutely  precludes 
them  from  retailing  meat.  But  they  cared  notUng  for  this  decree. 
They  have  actually  sold  meat  at  retail.  They  have  sold  to  hotels  and 
restaurants  at  retail  through  their  branch  hoases  which  they  have  set 
up  all  over  the  country.  Tbey  technically  maintain  in  defense  that  sell- 
ing to  restaurants  is  not  selling  at  retaiL  It  is  difllcult  to  ondcrstand 
what  retailing  is,  if  the  sale  of  a  half  or  quarter  pound  of  sirloin  steak 
to  restaurants  is  not  a  sale  at  retail.  It  most  assuredly  is  not  a  sale  at 
wholesale. 

These  packers  have  always  snapped  their  fingers  at  court  decrees. 
Their  attitude  has  always  been  one  of  defiance.  The  consent  decree 
required  them  to  give  up  their  stockyard  Interests.  They  have  not 
done  so.  If  they  will  not  obey  the  mandate  of  the  decree  in  its  entirety, 
how  can  we  expect  them  to  obey  the  decree  as  modified.  They  are  not 
law-abiding.  Indeed,  the  leopard  does  not  change  its  spots.  As  late 
as  the  spring  of  1927,  a  Chicago  Trlbane  editorial  called  attention  to 
"  The  scandal  In  the  grain  trade "  In  discussing  the  practices  of  the 
Armour  Grain  Corporation,  and  stated: 

"  Something  more  than  condemnation  is  called  for.  The  company 
and  its  offlcials  stand  accused  not  only  of  shrewd  practices  which  men 
of  honor  choose  not  to  employ,  bat  of  gross  dishonesty.  The  difference 
is  the  difference  between  the  brink  and  the  abyss." 

A  leading  Washington  paper — March  9,   1927 — stated  editorially  : 

"  Chicago  has  been  hit  by  a  scandal  tbat  hurts  worse  than  gunman 
terrorism.  *  *  *  It  is  pabliciy  announced  by  Edward  B.  Brown, 
vice  president  of  the  First  National  Bank  of  Chicago,  whose  word  is 
accepted  by  any  Chicago  business  man,  tbat  the  Armour  Co.  was  gnllty 
of  plain  thievery  in  its  dealings  with  the  Grain  Marketing  Co. 

"As  a  result  of  the  findings  of  Mr.  Brown,  the  Armour  Grain  Co.  was 
compelled  to  pay  the  Grain  Marketing  Corporation  $3,000,000." 

The  Chicago  Tribune — March  4,  1927 — stated  : 

"The  financial  brunt  of  the  decision  falls  apon  J.  Ogden  Armoar, 
Philip  D.  Armour  3d,  and  Lester  Armour,  who  own  about  85  per  cent 
of  the  stock  In  the  Armour  Grain  Co. 

"  Frank  D.  Crombie,  superintendent  of  the  Northwestern  Elevator, 
testified  that  at  the  times  covered,  '  at  the  direction  of  George  B.  Thomp- 
son, general  superintendent  of  the  Armour  Grain  Co.,  who  had  told  him 
he  was  acting  on  the  instructions  of  f^eorge  E.  Marcy — then  president 
of  that  company — he  changed  the  records  of  the  elevator,  though  about 
2,000.000  bushels  of  wheat  had  deteriorated  '  " 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  reported  that  these  papers  used 
Joint  funds  r 

Ty>  employ  lobbyists  and  pay  their  unaudited  expenses ; 

To  Influence  legislative  bodies; 

To  elect  candidates  who  would  wink  at  violations  of  law  and  defeat 
those  pledged  to  fair  enforcement; 

To  control  tax  oflJcials  and  thereby  evade  just  taxation ; 

To  secure  modifications  of  governmental  mies  and  regulations  by 
devious  and  Improper  methods ; 

To  bins  public  opinion  by  the  control  of  editorial  policy  through  ad- 
vertising, loans,  and  sutisldies.  and  by  the  publication  and  dlstribotion 
at  large  expense  of  false  and  misleading  statements. 

These  charges  were  in  part  the  cause  of  the  consent  decree.  We  have 
no  proof  that  these  causes  have  been  removed. 


No  OovemiaeBt  can  lightly  condone  these  offenses  by  modifying  tha 
decree,  which  in  a  sense  was  the  punishment  for  these  wrongs. 

Armoar,  Cadahy.  Morris,  Swift,  and  Wilson  produced  and  dis- 
tributed over  000  commodities.  They  went  from  albamen  to  yellow 
com  ;  from  beans  to  tallow ;  f^om  perfumery  to  pickles :  from  soase  te 
spaghetti ;  from  foot  powder  to  tripe ;  from  0«^rgla  hash  to  snuff  con- 
tainers ;  from  gin  flzi  to  violin  strings.  They  reached  out  for  mastery  la 
all  directions ;  it  mattered  not  whether  the  commodity  bore  a  direct  or 
most  remote  rrlatlon  to  meat  or  meat  production. 

This  great  meat-packing  Industry,  with  its  tremendous  capital  be- 
hind it,  should  not  t>e  again  permitted  ruthlessly  to  control,  directly 
or  indirectly,  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of  all  these  commodities. 
If  they  are  given  the  power  of  retailing,  they  would  not  only  manafactnre 
these  600  commodities  but  would  distribute  them  as  well.  All  lines  of 
basinees  would  be  affected.  If  the  decree  were  modified  now  in  any  one 
particnlar,  in  the  not  distant  future  it  would  be  modified  in  all  par- 
tleolars. 

The  retail  merchant  Is  encompassed  now  by  the  hardest  and  fiercest 
competition  from  the  chain  groceries  and  the  chain  retail  meat  shops ; 
from  the  mall-order  booses  now  coming  Into  the  retail  field,  as  well  as 
from  the  branch  retail  dry-goods  stores.  He  wonld  no  longer  have  a 
chance  for  his  boslness  life  If  the  big  pa^er  eonld  enter  all  these 
retail  fields. 

The  packers  argue  that  it  is  necessary  for  them  to  be  able  to  retail 
In  order  to  compete  with  the  chain  grocers  and  butchers,  since  these 
selfsame  chains  are  now  In  the  packing  business  and  do  their  own 
slanghterlng.  But  theee  selfsame  retail  chains  would  be  no  match  for 
the  packers,  who  control  the  stockyards,  the  refrigerator  cars,  the  huge 
cold-storage  plants,  and  the  branch  hoases  for  wholesale  distribution 
tbrougfaoat  the  country.  These  stockyards  are  strategically  located  all 
over  the  country.  There  are  over  80  of  them  in  80  different  important 
cities.  Practically  all  of  the  animals  destined  for  slaughter  In  inter- 
state commerce  pass  through  their  stockyards.  These  yards  are  sources 
of  great  profit  and  are  a  means  of  curbing  competition. 

In  the  report  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  on  the  meat-packing 
Industry  It  developed  that  the  packers  owned  93  per  cent  of  the  total 
of  all  kinds  of  cars  used  in  the  shipment  of  meat.  The  most  important 
of  these,  from  the  standpoint  of  monopolization,  are  the  refrigerator 
cars,  and  of  these  the  packers  owned,  the  report  stated,  91  per  cent. 
In  other  words,  the  packers  controlled  the  medium  at  transportation 
for  91  per  cent  of  the  fresh  meats  of  the  United  States.  Independent 
packers  can  not  afford  the  heavy  outlay  for  refrigerator  cars,  and  the 
chain  retail  meat  stores  wonld  likewise  be  onable  to  provide  refrigerator 
cars  to  compete  with  the  papers. 

Furthermore,  the  railroads  afford  the  packers  preferential  treatment 
in  the  rolling  of  these  cars.  Their  cars  are  carefully  handled  and 
promptly  returned  by  every  railroad,  and  they  are  only  used  for  the 
shipment  of  the  packers'  own  commodities.  The  snmller  independent 
packers,  who  own  a  few  refrigerator  cars,  have  always  complained  of 
discrimination  against  them  by  the  railroads.  There  are  always  ex- 
treme delays  in  the  retnm  of  their  cars;  six  months  for  some  of  their 
cars  from  8t  Louis  to  New  York  and  return  was  not  at  all  uncommon. 

To  show  how  the  packers  exert  Influence  upon  the  railroads,  it  is 
Dotorioos  tbat  aD  manner  of  lit>ertie8  were  taken  with  the  refrigerator 
cars  owned  by  the  independents.  For  example,  their  beef  cars  were 
used  for  the  shipment  of  onions. 

We  have  no  proof  that  the  padurs.  If  permitted  to  modify  the  decree, 
would  refrain  from  these  practices.  On  the  contrary,  the  demeanor  of 
the  packers  throughout  these  latter  years  has  been  oae  of  ojKn  defiance 
to  law  and  disregard  of  decrees  of  the  conrt 

BMANDKL  CMLLWti, 

Reprt*entative  Tenth  Conffreaatonal  DUtrict  9f  Keto  Torh. 
AKNTWBaAKT    OT   THK  BqCTB    09   OEN.    WUXXAJC    CKAWFOBD  OOBAAS 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  to-day  Is  the  seventy-fifth 
anniversary  of  the  birth  of  Gen.  William  Crawford  Gorgas.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  reference  to  him  made  by  the  Gorgas  Me- 
morial Institute  of  Tropical  and  Preventive  Medicine,  of  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.  I  ask  that  the  paper  may  he  printed  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  paper  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  RccoBD,  as  follows : 

QOUAS INTERMATIOKAI,  HXBO 

To-day,  on  the  seventy-fifth  anniversary  of  the  birth  of  ^nillam  Craw* 
fttrd  Gorgas,  it  is  very  fitting  that  people  everywhere  catch  a  fleeting 
moment  and  hold  it  long  enoagh  to  ponder  on  the  achievements  of  the 
man  whose  ministry  of  science  was  an  Interna tioaal  boon. 

The  career  of  General  Gorgas  as  s  life-saver  t>egan  when  he  went  t3 
Cuba  during  the  Spanish  War  to  comtwt  yellow  fever.  After  hostilities 
ended  he  remained  as  sanitary  officer,  and  when  be  left  Cnba  in  1908, 
the  Island,  which  had  been  a  foena  of  yellow-fever  Infection  for  more 
ttian  a  century,  was  practically  free  of  the  disease. 

As  sanitary  officer  of  the  Canal  Commission  he  Introduced  a  system- 
atic   campaign    for    the    destruction    of    the    mosqolto   which    virtnally 
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droTo  maJarlA  and  ydlew  fever  from  the  IstbaiM  »a4  eoatrtbuled 
tarrlr  to  tbe  coaipl«tl«n  of  that  <tr«am  of  two  ceaturlM,  the  Panama 
Caaal.  It  waa  Uorgaa  who  took  the  Walter  Reed  theory  of  the  trani- 
rniMto*  of  jreUew  fervr  aad  cave  It  practical  application  here.  By 
hia  drBMiiatrattoB  that  tbe  terrora  of  troptcitl  pestllencea  may  he  ellml- 
nat.-d.  n  nc^  world  of  productivity  waa  made  avaUaUe  to  the  human 
racr. 

In  1914  Gorsas  bccamo  Surgeon  General  of  the  Army  and  daring  the 
Wi.rld  War  be  organised  a  ayatem  of  atrict  phyalcal  examination  of  al' 
miU'ary  appllcaata.  Under  his  anperrlalon  more  than  7.000,000  young 
men  were  examined,  of  whom  4.500,000  were  Inducted  into  the  service. 
Nev>T  before  waa  a  physically  Oner  army  put  upon  the  Held  of  battl« 
and  liver  before  waa  a  body  of  troops  kept  In  aucb  excellent  pbyaical 
coodtrion.  Otneral  Gorgas'M  direction  of  tbe  health  activities  of  the 
AiutTiran  Army  during  tbe  World  War  alone  entitles  him  to  permanent 
Klory 

Kr«>ctinK  monameots  of  bronse  and  marble  to  heroes  Is  worth  while 
only  ill  that  the  markers  help  somewhat  to  pi>rpetuate  the  memory  of 
flic  Individuals.  The  esUblishnaent  of  a  greut  living  memorial  which 
uiid«>rtakeH  a  program  of  health  education  and  research — the  two  projects 
to  which  thf*  life  of  Gorgaa  was  dedicated— is  much  more  flttlng.  Tbia 
mt-oiorlai,  with  headquarters  In  the  Nation's  CapiUl,  la  strivlag  to 
carr>  on  Ihe  ideals  of  Gorgaa  and  to  extend  his  life-saving  policies  of 
better  personal  health  to  all  comers  of  the  earth. 

Tb4>  program  of  health  inlucation  is  carried  on  through  several  me- 
diums— the  press,  the  speakers'  platform,  the  radio,  and  through  high- 
Hcbool  esaay  contests.  Uere  a  triple  alliance  of  medicine,  dentiatry, 
and  (he  laity  Is  handed  together  to  spread  the  gospel  of  the  teachings 
of  (iorgas  to  young  and  okl.  rich  and  poor — everywhere. 

The  reaearch  effort  truly  marks  tbe  type  of  memorial  suitable  to  this 
man-  the  world's  greatest  sanitarian.  A  Gorgas  Memorial  Laboratory 
has  been  establlabed  in  Panama  In  which  a  concentrated  and  construc- 
tivf  effort  to  outlaw  disease  Is  being  made.  It  symbolises  the  new 
spirit  of  International  cooperution  in  tbe  attack  upon  the  universal 
eneaiea  of  mankind^dlaease.  Tbe  United  States  Government,  with  Its 
annual  appropriation  of  ffiO.OOO  toward  tbe  maintenance  and  upke^  of 
this  project,  t>aa  ahown  the  way,  and  the  Kepubiic  of  Panama  baa  very 
geuerously  given  a  beautiful  building  and  tbe  block  of  ground  upon 
which  It  stands  to  tbia  work.  Several  Latin-American  countries  have 
already  contributed  a  pro  rata  share  toward  the  upkeep  of  thla  labora- 
tory, aad  the  rest  have  indicated  their  wlUingilfM  to  participate  in  tbia 
way.  Conanlting  boards  from  each  country  participating  will  be  ap- 
pointed to  aid  the  director  in  bis  work. 

The  (forgss  Memorial  Laboratory  is,  indeed,  an  international  alli- 
ance to  prevent  disease — a  tmc  symbol  of  the  service  of  the  man  whose 
work  knew  no  narrow  national  boundaries,  but  was  as  impartial  as  the 
sting  of  tbe  mosquito — the  enemy  be  routed. 

BKUQIOL'S    rUXDOM    DAT — THOMAS    JETrKKSON 

Sir.  TESS.  Mr.  President,  It  Is  generally  known  thronghout 
the  country  that  there  is  In  existence  the  Thomas  Jefferson 
Memorial  A.s.sociat1on.  which  has  made  great  progress  in  the 
restomtlon  of  the  home  of  Thoma.s  Jefferson.  In  view  of  the 
fjut  that  Jefferson  was  the  author  of  the  Virginia  statute  for 
reli^ous  frt>etlom,  this  association  proposes  to  celebrate  re- 
ligions free<loin  day  on  tbe  anniversary  of  the  birth  of  JeflTerson 
in  ISOtK  The  mcuiorlal  a.<isociation  has  recommended  that  the 
governors  of  the  States  create  State  commisslona,  on  which 
shall  be  nppointed,  among  others,  representatives  of  various 
rell};!<^u.«  faiths.  *  The  association  al.HO  hopes  that  Congress  may 
see  tit  to  participate  in  the  celebration.  This  morning  I  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  the  president  of  the  association,  which  I 
answered,  together  with  some  material  which  be  inclosed.  I 
asl(  iinauiroouH  consent  that  the  correspondence  and  the  In- 
cioMures  may  be  printed  In  the  Rccou>. 

Mr.  CX)PKLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  was  not  able  to  hear  dte- 
tiiMtly  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio.  It 
related  to  such  an  Important  subject,  the  conunemoratlon  of  the 
uathorthip  of  the  statute  for  religiotis  freedom,  that  I  hope  the 
request  also  included  the  printing  of  the  reply  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio.  Was  that  included?  Was  the  request  that  all  the 
correspfindence  should  be  printed? 

Mr.  FESS.     Yes,  Mr.  President:  it  is  all  included. 

Mr.  COPKLAND.  I  am  very  glad,  because  I  think  it  very 
important  that  it  should  all  be  included. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICEU.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
qut>!it  of  tbe  Senator  from  Ohio?  Tbe  Chair  bears  none,  and 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Thomas  JxrmaoTi  Mbmosial  ForxDATiO!*, 

-Veir  York  City,  September  tP,  oa. 
UOB    SlMSOM  T>.   Pkss. 

JS«a«ls  OPce  Bmildmg.  Wmthingtw^.  D.  C. 
Mt  Dbab  Sb.vatob  rasa :  I  am  very  plaased  to  report  to  yvu  tkat 
the   socaeMloo    relative    to    reUgions    freedom    day     was   aaanlaioasly 
adopted  at  our  meeting.     Tbe  general  sentiment  was  wry  well  sxprcased 
in  tbe  letters  from  which  we  made  tbe  Inclosed  extracts. 


October  3 


Yoor  assistance  In  arranging  the  nation  wide  celebration  on  April 
1^ ,  1930,  will  be  deeply  appreciated. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  tbe  foundation  invite  the  governor  of 
each  State  to  appoint  a  religious  freedom  day  committee.  The  com- 
mssiooer  of  e(*ucatlon,  the  president  of  the  Federation  of  Women's 
Ci  abs,  tbe  leadnig  member  of  each  branch  of  the  legislature,  and  an 
«n  tstandlng  representative  of  the  Catholic,  Protestant,  and  Jewish 
cl>rgy,  together  with  several  other  leading  dtisens  would,  of  course, 
ccnstltute  an  admirable  committee  for  each  governor  to  appoint. 

We  hope  that  Congress  may  create  an  official  commission  to  cooperate 
w  th  the  Thomaa  Jefferson  Memorial  Foundation  in  the  celebration  of 
re  liglous  freedom  day  and  that  tbe  President  might  be  authorised  to 
a|  point  such  a  commission. 

The  board  of  governors  and  tbe  national  educational  committee  of 
tie  Thomas  Jefferson  Memorial  Foundation  will,  of  course,  do  every- 
tllng  that  may  be  required  to  recommend  ^uitable  programa  for  the 
celebration  and  in  aid  of  the  work  of  tbe  commission  and  of  the 
virious  committees. 

Trusting  that  these  suggestions  merit  your  approval,  I  am. 
Very  aincerely  yours, 

Stcakt  G.  GiBBONiT,  Prttident. 

OcToraut  3.  1929. 
President  Stdakt  G.  Gibbonkt, 

T'hosMM  Jelferaon  Memorial  Foundation, 

113  Broadway.  New  York  City. 

Mt  Dbab  Ma.  Gibbonet  :  I  have  read  your  letter  of  the  29th,  setting 
f<rth  the  plans  of  your  foundation  for  a  proper  celebration  of  religious 
fieedom  day  on  April  13,  1930. 

It  would  appear  to  me  that  if  the  suggestion  of  your  commission  is 
arrled  out  there  can  be  no  doubt  about  the  success  of  the  enterprise. 
T  tie  proposal  to  Invite  the  governor  of  each  State  to  appoint  a  religious 
fieedom  committee,  to  be  made  up  as  you  have  indicated.  Is  very  slg- 
n  Scant.  Such  a  committee  would  represent  every  phase  of  religious 
li  terest  and  would  be  the  surest  guaranty  of  not  only  a  great  com- 
nemoratlon,  hot  it  would  insure  against  any  adverse  criticism  on  any 
rdiglons  or  racial  lines.     I  am  strongly  in  favor  of  your  projwsaL 

Yours  very  truly, 

SlUEON  D.  Fbss. 

/  A    BILL  rOB  ESTABLISH INQ    BELIGIO(;s    FBBBDOM 

Shction  1.  Well  aware  that  the  opinions  and  belief  of  men  depend  on 
tlelr  own  will,  but  follow  involuntarily  the  evidence  proposed  to  their 
oinds;  that  Almighty  God  hath  created  the  mind  free,  and  manifested 
His  supreme  will  thst  free  it  shall  remain  by  making  it  altogether 
it  susceptible  of  restraint ;  that  all  attempts  to  influence  it  by  temporal 
piiDisbments  or  burthens  or  by  civil  incapacitations  tend  only  to  beget 
hi  ibits  of  hypocrisy  and  meanness,  and  are  a  departure  from  the  plan  of 
tb  e  Holy  Author  of  our  religion,  who  being  Lord  both  of  body  and  mind. 
y«t  chose  not  to  propagate  it  by  coercions  on  either,  as  was  in  His 
almighty  power  to  do.  tnit  to  exalt  it  by  its  influence  on  reason  alone; 
tl  at  the  impious  presumption  of  legislature  and  ruler,  civil  us  well  as 
e<  cleslastlcal,  who,  being  themselves  but  fallible  and  uninspired  men, 
hiive  assumed  dominion  over  tho  faith  of  others,  setting  up  their  own 
opinions  and  modes  of  thinking  as  the  only  true  and  infallible,  and  aa 
81  ch  endeavoring  to  Impose  them  on  others,  both  established  and  main- 
tlined  false  religions  over  ttie  greatest  part  of  tbe  world,  and  through 
al  1  time.  That  to  compel  a  man  to  furnish  contributions  of  money  for 
tl  e  propagation  of  oplniona  which  he  dist>elievea  and  abhors  is  sinful 
and  tyrannical;  that  even  the  forcing  blm  to  support  this  or  that 
t«Bcher  of  his  own  religious  persuasion  Is  depriving  him  of  tbe  com* 
fcrtable  liberty  of  giving  bis  contributions  to  tlie  particular  pastor  whose 
■  arals  be  would  make  his  pattern,  and  whose  powers  be  feels  most  per- 
stiasive  to  righteousness:  snd  is  withdrswtng  from  the  ministry  those 
ttmporary  rewards  which,  proceeding  from  an  approbation  of  their  per- 
Moal  conduct  are  an  additional  incitement  to  earnest  and  unremitting 
labors  for  the  instruction  of  mankind;  that  our  civil  rights  have  no 
dependence  on  our  religioua  opinions,  any  more  than  our  opinions  in 
p  lysica  or  geometry ;  and  therefore  the  proscribing  any  citisen  as  un- 
worthy  tbe  public  contidence  by  laying  upon  him  an  incapacity  of  t>eing 
CI  died  to  office  of  trust  or  emolument  unless  he  profess  or  renounce  this 
or  that,  religious  opinion  is  depriving  him  injudiciously  of  those  privi- 
l<ges  and  advantagea  to  which,  in  common  with  bis  fellow  citisens,  he 
n  IS  a  natural  right ;  that  it  tends  also  to  corrupt  the  principles  of  that 
V'ry  religion  it  is  meant  to  encourage,  by  bribing  witb  a  monopoly  of 
viorldly  honors  and  emoluments,  those  who  will  externally  profess  and 
conform  to  It;  that  though  indeed  tiiese  are  criminals  who  do  not  wlth- 
si  and  such  temptation,  yet  neither  are  those  innocent  wtio  lay  tbe  bait 
li  their  way ;  that  the  opinions  of  men  are  not  the  object  of  civil  gov- 
ernment uor  under  its  Jurisdic^iun  ;  tltat  to  suffer  tbe  civil  magistrate 
t(i  Intriide  his  powers  into  tbe  fleld  of  opinion,  and  to  restrain  the  pro- 
((sslon  or  pro|>agation  of  principles  on  suppoaltion  of  tbelr  ill  tendency 
ii  a  dangeroQs  fallacy  which  at  once  destroys  all  religious  liberty, 
b  icause.  he  being  of  course  Jmlge  of  that  tendency,  will  make  bis  opinions 
tUe  rule  of  Judgment,  and  approve  or  condemn  the  sentiments  of  others 
o  ily  as  they  shall  8<iuare  witb  or  differ  from  hia  own ;  that  It  is  time 
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eaough  for  the  rightful  parposes  of  civil  gpvemment  for  Its  olBcers  to 
interfere  when  principles  break  out  into  overt  acts  against  peace  and 
good  order ;  and,  finally,  that  truth  is  great  and  will  prevail  If  left  to 
herself ;  that  she  Is  the  proper  and  suffldent  antagonist  to  error,  and 
has  nothing  to  fear  from  the  conflict  unless,  by  human  interposition, 
disarmed  of  her  natural  weapons,  free  argument  and  debate;  errors 
ceasing  to  be  dangerous  when  it  Is  permitted  freely  to  contradict  them.' 

Sbc.  2.  We,  the  General  Assembly  of  Virginia,  do  enact  that  no  man 
shall  be  compelled  to  frequent  or  support  any  religious  worship,  place, 
or  ministry  whatsoever,  nor  shall  lie  enforced,  restrained,  molested,  or 
bnrtbenod  in  his  body  or  goods,  or  shall  otherwise  suffer  on  account  of 
His  religious  opinions  or  belief;  but  that  all  men  shall  be  free  to  pro- 
fess, and  by  argument  to  maintain,  their  opinions  in  matters  of  religion 
and  that  the  same  shall  In  nowise  diminish,  enlarge,  or  affect  their 
civil  capacities. 

Sbc.  3.  And  though  we  well  know  that  this  assembly,  elected  by  the 
people  for  tbe  ordinary  purposes  of  legt.slation  only,  have  no  power  to 
restrain  the  acts  of  succeeding  assemblies,  constituted  with  powers  equal 
to  our  own.  and  that,  therefore,  to  declare  this  act  to  be  irrevocable 
would  l)e  of  no  effect  in  law  ;  yet  we  are  free  to  declare,  and  do  de<Sare, 
that  the  rights  hereby  asserted  are  of  tbe  natural  rights  of  mankind, 
and  that  If  any  act  shall  be  hereafter  passed  to  repeal  the  present  or 
to  narrow  Its  operations,  such  act  will  be  an  infringement  of  natural 
right— Vlll  464;  Ford   Ed.,   II.   237. (1786.) 


[Extracts    from    letters    received    by    the    Thomas    Jefferson    Memorial 
Foundation   regarding   the   suggestion   that   Thomas   Jefferson's   birth- 
day. April  13,  lO.^^O,  which  date  will  be  coincident  with  Pnlm  Sundoy 
and  Passover  be  commemorated  as  religious  freedom  dy] 
lion.  Simeon  D.  Fess,  United  States  Senator  from  Ohio : 
"  I  fully  approve  of  the  plan  you  have  in   mind  to  observe  April   13 
as  reUgious  freedom  Sunday,  witb  special  reference  to  Thomas  Jefferson. 
This  is  not  only  very  appropriate  but  signlfles  a  real  present-day  service. 
Mr.    Jefferson  was  quite   severely   criticized   by    the   less   liberal   minded 
on  religious  matters,  but  with  the  advauce  of  religious  thought  even  the 
strongly    religious    people   are    coming    to    recognise    tbe    importance    of 
the  principles  of  religious  freedom. 

"  My  firm  conviction  Is  that  In  the  interest  of  religious  progress 
Jefferson's  position  on  religious  freedom  should  be  emphasised,  and  I  am 
sure  you  are  doing  a  real  service  when  you  lead  in  this  direction." 
Hon.  John  S.  tlsher,  Governor  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  : 
"  I  think  the  suggestion  ul>out  otwerving  religious  freedom  Sunday 
on  Jefferson's  one  hundred  and  eighty-seventh  birthday  is  a  very  happy 
one,  and  certainly  has  my  approval." 

Hon.  George  W.  Wickersham,  chairman  National  Commission  on  Law 
Observance  and  Enforcement : 

"  I  do  think  that  it  is  a  very  healthy  thought  to  suggest  that  Thomas 
Jefferson's  one  hundred  and  elgbty-seventh  birthday,  April  13,  1930, 
should  be  observed  as  religious  freedom  Sunday.  Perhaps  Jefferson's 
highest  claim  to  the  gratitude  of  posterity  is  found  in  bis  authorship 
of  tbe  statute  for  religious  freedom.  It  embodied  ideals  which  should 
never  be  lost  sight  of.  Jefferson  gave  expression  to  them  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  but  tbe  atatute  which  he  framed  put  into  practical  form 
tbe  principles  which  should  ever  be  maintained  as  tbe  vital  principles 
of  American  life." 

Hon.  Frank  Allen,  (Tovernor  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts : 
"  The  governor  sincerely  regrets  tbe  fact  that  another  engagement 
made  some  time  ago  for  June  26  prevents  hia  being  present.  He  notes, 
however,  witb  great  interest  your  plans  for  the  observance  of  tbe  one 
hundred  and  eighty-seventh  birthday  of  Thomas  Jefferson,  which  la  to 
occur  on  April  13,  1930,  and  he  wishes  me  to  assure  you,  and  through 
you.  your  board  of  governors,  that  be  will  be  happy  to  cooperate  in 
making  the  celebration  a  success." 

Hon.  Frederic  Coudert.  of  New  York : 

"  Surely  It  would  be  flttlng  to  honor  Thomas  Jefferson,  tbe  author  of 
tbe  statute  for  religious  freedom — a  statute  marking  an  epoch  in  tbe 
history  of  mankind.  Tbe  success  of  our  Bepubllc  has  been  so  largely 
due  to  this  freedom  that  the  Nation  could  not  overestimate  Jefferson's 
services  In  this  regard,  especially  at  a  time  when  this  fundamental  con- 
cept of  American  public  life  and  political  principle  seems  to  Im  in 
danger.  Eternal  vigilance  must  be  the  price  of  all  our  liberties,  but 
none  is  so  important  in  the  life  of  history  as  that  of  complete  religioua 
freedom." 

Hon.  Ralph  I'ulltser,  publisher  New  York  World: 
"  I    heartily   approve  of  the   suggestion   to   have   Thomas  Jefferson's 
one  hundred  and  eighty-seventh  birthday  observed  as  religious  freedom 
Sunday.     It  is  an  exceUent  idea." 

Hon.  John  Stewart  Bryan,  president  and  publisher  the  News  Leader, 
of  Richmond,  Vs.,  and  former  president  of  the  American  Newspaiwr 
Publishers'   Association  : 

*'  You  have  my  hearty  good  wishes  for  the  sueceStt  of  your  proposal 
to  sot  apart  Sunday,  April  13,  1930,  for  religious  freedom  Sunday. 

"All  tbe  marvelous  advances  that  have  been  made  in  barneaa^ng  tbe 
mechanical  and  material  forces  for  the  service  of  man  will  turn  to 


plague  and  destroy  us  unless  humacity  resolutely  sets  Its  face  toward 
the  eOBtin^ital  extensii^n  of  the  realm  of  tbe  freedom  of  the  mint?. 

"  The  Declaration  of  Independence  may  be  forgotten  and  tbe  Unlrer- 
sity  of  Virgiitia  may^  crumble,  but  as  long  as  the  principle  of  religious 
freedom  remains  vit^  and  active  Thomas  Jefferson's  service  and  name 
will  be  immortal." 

Dr.  Johj   Grier  Hlbben,  preiddent  of  Princeton  University : 

**  I  am  in  thorough  sympathy  and  accord  with  your  Idea  of  emphasis- 
ing in  connection  with  the  name  of  Thomas  Jefferson  tbe  subject  of 
religious  freedom.  We  need  in  this  country  a  new  spirit  of  tolerance  In 
reference  to  all  religious  beliefs  and  activities,  and  any  effort  that  will 
furtbiT  this  end  is  most  desirable." 

Right  Rev.  Ernest  M.  Stires,  Episcopal  bishop,  diocese  of  Long  Island : 

**  Bishop  Stires  is  confined  to  his  room  convalescing  from  hsving  his 
tonsils  removed  and  bids  me  reply  to  your  letter  of  June  11.  He  greatly 
regrets  that  absrace  from  town  wHl  prevent  his  attendance  at  the 
luncheon  on  June  26.  He  heartily  approves  of  the  suggestion  that 
Thomas  Jefferson's  one  hundred  and  eighty-seventh  birthday,  April  13. 
1930,  should  be  observed  as  religious  freedom  Sunday.  He  thinks  it 
a  very  good  Idea." 

Dr.  I-xlwin  A.  Alderman,  president  University  of  Virginia: 

"  I  am  tremendously  interested  in  the  suggestion  that  Thomas  Jeffer- 
son's one  hundred  and  eighty-seventh  birthday  be  observed  as  religious 
freedom  Sunday.  I  think  it  always  in  the  interests  of  progress  and 
civilisation  that  attention  be  called  to  Jefferson's  services  in  the  Inter- 
ests of  religious  freedom,  and  that  his  great  statute  be  read  and 
reflected  upon  by  men." 

Hon.  Arthur  S.  Tompkins,  Justice,  New  York  Supreme  Court,  former 
Grand  Master  of  Masons  in  the  State  of  New  York : 

"  I  think  tbe  suggestion  that  Jefferson's  birthday  be  observed  as 
religious  freedom  Sunday  is  a  most  excellent  one.  It  Is  very  appro- 
priate that  at  least  once  a  year  the  attention  of  people  everywhere 
should  be  drawn  to  the  subject  of  religious  freedom  and  the  spirit  of 
tolerance  and  good  will,  and  no  other  day  of  the  year  would  be  so 
suitable  for  that  purpose  as  April   13." 

Hon.  Robert  W.  Bingham,  editor  and  publisher  of  the  Courier-Journal 
and  the  Louisville  Times  : 

"  It  is  an  extraordinary  coincidence  that  Thomas  Jefferson's  next 
birthday  should  coincide  with  Palm  Sunday  and  the  first  day  of  the 
Passover,  and  I  think  tbe  suggestion  to  celebrate  that  day  as  rellgloaa 
freedom  Sunday  should  receive  conlial  support  from  all  parts  of  the 
country.  Should  the  suggestion  be  adopted,  ss  I  hope  it  will,  we  shall 
do  all  we  can  here  to  help  make  tbe  day  worthy  of  the  occasion  and  of 
the  author  of  tbe  statute  for  religious  freedom." 

Hon.  Norman  8.  Case,  Governor  of  the  State  of  Rhode  Island : 

"  Rhode  Island  will  be  glad  to  cooperate,  so  far  as  she  Is  able,  in  tbe 
carrying  out  of  the  plans  which  you  may  care  to  approve  for  tb* 
foundation." 

Hon.  Walter  J.  Kohler,  Governor  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin : 

**  Religious  freedom  is  an  American  fundamental  and  I  am  In  accord 
as  to  its  vital  importance.  Tbe  observance  which  you  propose  would 
seem  to  be  very  fitting." 

Dr.  Henry  Louis  Smith,  president  Wssblngton  and  Lee  University : 

"  I  must  commend  with  all  my  heart  every  effort  made  to  honor 
Jefferson's  memory,  extend  tbe  religious  freedom  be  proclaimed,  and 
make  our  Republic  more  and  more  worthy  of  tbe  admiration  and  imita- 
tlon  of  the  many  nations  and  races  of  our  perplexed  world  who  are 
slowly  struggling  toward  a  wiser  and  freer  civilisation." 

Hon.  Lewis  L.  Fawcett,  justice.  Supreme  Court  of  tbe  State  of  New 
York: 

"  Tbe  saggestion  that  special  tribute  t>e  paid  Thomas  Jefferson  on  tli« 
one  hundred  and  eighty-seventh  snnlversary  of  bis  natal  day  In  honor 
of  hU  authorship  of  the  statute  for  religious  freedom.  I  believe,  would 
meet  with  unbounded  popular  approval. 

*'  Since  yoa  Invite  my  views,  let  me  suggest  that  a  mass  meeting  be 
held  in  New  York  City  tuder  tbe  auspices  of  tbe  Thomas  Jefferson 
Memorial  Foundation;  tbst  at  least  three  great  Christian  men — I  sug- 
gest Dr.  S.  Parkes  Cadman.  Patrick  Cardinal  Hayes,  and  Rev.  Dr. 
Nathan  Krass— address  the  assemblage  and  tbelr  addresses  be  broad- 
casted through  a  nation-wide  hook-up ;  that  the  picture  of  Thomas  Jef- 
ferson, with  a  brief  sketch  of  his  life  snd  featuring  the  details  of  the 
Thomas  Jefferson  mass  meeting  and  radio  hoar,  t>e  published  In  tbe 
morning  newspapers  on  that  day  throughout  these  United  States." 

Hon.  Walter  A.  Strong,  publisher,  Cbk-ago  Daily  News : 

"  It  would  seem  to  me  that  this  plan  would  be  very  acceptable  and 
could  be  used  with  much  benefit  to  the  public  acceptance  of  tbe  prin- 
ciples established  by  Jefferson." 

Mrs.  Anthony  Wayne  Cook,  honorary  president-general,  National 
Society  Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution : 

"  It  seems  a  most  fitting  time  for  the  celebration  of  Thomas  Jefferson's 
one  hundred  and  eighty-seventh  birthday,  and  to  remind  tbe  world  at 
large  of  Jefferson's  authorship  of  the  statute  for  religious  freedom — 
particularly  significant  in  this  day  of  unreat  and  discontent." 

Hon.  Adelbert  Moot,  vice  chancellor  regents  of  tbe  University  of  tbe 
State  of  New  York: 
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"  I  Dott  that  April  18,  1990,  wW  b«  twtb  P»1b  BuiOmj  and  tto  flnt 
day  of  tli«  PaMoTcr.  Bocb  bring  the  case.  It  baa  been  tnggmtti  tkmt 
boaor  be  done  to  Jeflerson,  becaoM  of  hla  aatbonblp  of  tb«  sUitote 
for  reUsioiM  frtodoa.  Of  eotUM  yoa  are  presldeat  of  thm  Tbomaa 
Jeffenon  Memorial  Foondatlon.  and  naturally  yosr  orgaaiaatloa  would 
be  expected  to  stress  tbe  personal  rlew  of  the  matter.  If  the  day  can 
be  obserred  as  relldooa  freedom  Sondaj,  and  tbe  great  benefits  con- 
ferred apoa  tbla  country  by  religious  freedom  can  be  atrcaMd  by  people 
of  any  and  erery  denon^nation,  and  no  denomination  at  aU,  thai  by 
all  means  lot  aucb  benefits  be  *tr««aed.  BcUglooa  freedom  Sunday 
Is  an  admirable  title  for  tbe  day,  and  for  streaalng  all  tbat  baa  followed 
that  day  for  187  yearn  in  tbla  country.  Wbat  would  bare  been  tb« 
condition  of  tbe  pcopla  bom  in  tbla  country,  or  coming  to  tbla  country, 
la  all  tboae  years  without  religious  freedom  is  another  story.  There 
are  a  few  coantries  In  wblcb  people  have  enjoyed  religious  freedom 
during  part  or  all  of  those  years,  bat  such  countries  are  few,  and  In 
most  cases  tbe  freedom  enjoyed  has  been  more  or  less  restricted,  as 
eompared  with  tbe  full  religious  freedom  enjoyed  in  this  country. 

"  Of  course  tbe  Catholics  in  Maryland,  tbe  BaptlaU  in  Rhode  Island, 
and  tbe  Dutch  in  New  Tork.  not  to  mention  others  In  other  States, 
also  bad  more  or  leas  to  do  with  a  greater  measure  of  religious  freedom 
than  was  then  common  in  the  world  anywhere,  but  Thomas  Jefferson 
la  entitled  to  all  the  credit  for  preparing  the  great  statute  prepared 
by  him.  and  the  fight  he  made  for  its  adoption.  That  statute  un- 
doubtedly stands  as  a  montunent  to  his  memory,  and  a  monument  to 
tbe  m'Tita  of  tbe  cause  embodied  in  the  statute.  If  the  whole  matter 
can  he  so  bandied  tbat  the  cause  of  religious  freedom  will  stand  fore- 
most, and  the  memory  of  Thomas  Jefferson  can  be  brought  forward, 
becanae  he  had  the  merit  to  appreciate,  fight  for.  and  help  establish 
the  CHUse,  well  and  good." 

Hon.  Henry  Homer,  Judge  Probate  Court  of  Cook  County.  Chi- 
cago, m. : 

"I  applaud  your  plan  for  a  natloo-wlde  celshratlon  of  Jeiferson's  one 
bondred  and  eigbty-serenth  birthday  next  year.  The  coincidence  of  the 
date  with  two  Important  religious  holidays  Is  opportunity  for  a  country- 
wide appreciation  of  Jefferson's  pioneer  contribution  to  religious  freedom 
la  tbe  United  States." 

Hon.  James  M.  Kiezaa.  prssld«Bt  Hunter  Ccdlege  of  the  dty  of  New 
Tork: 

"Anything  that  will  adrance  the  cause  of  real  religious  freedom  fnter- 
esta  me  rery  much,  and  I  shall  be  rery  glad  to  take  what  part  I  can  In 
this  work.  F>offl  what  I  hare  already  beard  concerning  your  organisa- 
tion. I  know  that  the  matter  is  In  good  banda" 

Dr.  Chanes  Moore,  chairman  Commission  of  Fine  Arts,  Wsshlngton : 

"  Naturally,  I  am  la  sympathy  with  the  project  of  a  Sunday  deroted 
to  the  commemoration  of  Thomas  Jefferson's  ideas  of  religious  Uberty." 

Col.  Jefferson  R.  Keen,  of  Washington: 

"  The  obserratlon  of  Mr.  Jefferson's  next  birthday  as  reHgloiis  freedom 
Sunday  la  a  rery  ai^roprlate  and  timely  suggestion,  falling  as  it  does 
OB  a  boiy  day  both  of  the  Christian  and  Jewish  churches." 

Hon.  R.  Q.  Jones,  superintendent  of  schools  of  Ctereland,  Ohio : 

**  It  occurs  to  me  that  your  plan  to  obeecre  the  one  hundred  and 
etghty-serenth  birthday  of  Thomas  Jefferson  on  April  IS,  1030,  would 
be  very  fitting. 

"  So  far  as  general  recognition  of  Thomas  Jefferson  is  concerned,  I 
tlUnk  it  could  be  brought  to  the  sttention  of  the  schools  rery  well 
through  our  Important  msgsslnes.  I  hare  no  doubt  that  most  of  the 
superintendents  in  the  country  would  be  willing  to  plan  for  some  obeerr- 
ance  of  tbe  annhrcrsary  in  their  localltlea  If  this  appeals  to  yon.  and 
if  I  may  assist  la  this  respect,  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so." 

Hon.  Albert  H.  P.  Seeger,  associate  Justiee,  supreme  court,  appellate 
dMsioa : 

**  I  think  It  is  an  excellent  idan  to  celebrate  Mr.  Jeffenoa'i  one  hun- 
dred and  eighty -eeventh  birthday  on  April  IS,  1930,  and  that  it  be 
obserred  la  the  oaanaer  suggested.     I  hope  tbe  plan  wQl  he  adopted." 

Miss  Edith  Bdwards,  chairman  the  national  MontleeOo  cosnalttee  of 
the  National  Society  TTnited  Daoghten  of  1812 : 

**  Tour  idea  coacemlag  Tliomas  Jefferson's  one  hundred  and  dghty- 
serenth  birthday  Is  a  splendid  one." 

Ron.  Oaasoa  Depew,  prealdent  Sons  of  the  American  Rerolution, 
Buffalo.  N.  T. : 

"  The  ebserraace  of  Thonuu  Jeffkrson's  one  hundrsd  and  d^ty 
serenth  birthday,  on  seeoant  of  his  outstanding  services  in  the  eetab- 
Usbment  of  our  OoTemment,  should  be  rveogniaed,  and  one  of  the  ways, 
of  course,  la  in  the  manner  yon  have  In  mind." 

W.  J.  Pattlaon,  treasurer  and  general  manager  the  Seraaten  Bon: 

"I  fael  that  tbe  eTent  which  you  plan  to  celebrate  is  moat  cmb- 
mendable  and  is  one  which  certainly  should  be  celebrated  la  the  eileleat 
DManer  yon  contsssplate.  and  it  la  a  matter  of  slncoe  lesret  that  I 
will  IM  unable  to  be  present  and  haTe  a  part  In  It.** 

Hon.  Robert  B.  Simon,  of  New  Tork: 

"The  plan  as  outlined  la  your  letter,  to  set  aside  AptU  18,  1980, 
as  rellgtotts  freedom  Sunday,  seems  a  food  and  approprtate  one.  Any- 
thing wbidi  we  can  do  to  instin  reUglous  tolerance  In  the  hearts  of 
our  people  Is  In  kacplag  with  the  phnosophy  of  Tlioaas  Jefftonn,  and 
la  a  fitting  obsenrance  of  his  one  hundred  and  dghty-aeroith  birthday.* 
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Eon.  WUliain  Harman  Black,  Justice  Supreme  Court  of  the  State  of 
Nei'  Tork: 

I  think  tite  Idea  of  making  Thomas  Jefferson's  birthday  religious 
fre^lom  Sunday  is  a  splendid  one.  because  no  man  in   American  Ufa 
done  more  for  that  idea. 

Congratulating  you  on  the  splendid  work  yon  are  doing  in  this  mat- 
I  am,  with  warm  regards." 

i^exander  B.  Geary.  Esq..  member  of  the  Pennsylyania  bar : 
I  haTe  the  atmoet  confidence  in  anything  you  suggest,  and  yon  may 
the^ore  say  that  whatever  you  suggest  has  my  approval." 

l|on.  David  J.  McLean,  president  and  publisher  tbe  Brooklyn  Citlaen : 
I  am  la  hearty  accord  with  this  plan  and  will  lend  all  aid  possible." 

l^on.  James  A.  Nugent,  superintendent  of  schools  of  Jersey  City,  N.  J. : 
Tbe  contents  of  your  letter  in  regard  to  tbe  celebration  meets  with 
approval.  Our  principals  and  head^  of  departments  will  make  a 
Bpedal  effort  to  make  a  success  of  religious  freedom  Sunday — April  18, 
193  }." 

lir.  Frank  A.  Gallagher,  vice  president  tbe  Bank  of  United  States : 

"  I  am  in  agreement  with  the  wishes  of  your  board  and  wish  you  every 
sue  ess." 

E  on.  Victor  J.  Dowllng,  Justice  supreme  court,  appellate  division,  of 
the  SUte  of  New  Tork : 

"  I  think  tbe  suggestion  in  regard  to  the  celebmtion  of  Thomas  Jef- 
ferion's  birthday  next  year  is  entirely  appropriate." 

E  on.  Harvey  F.  Remington,  member  of  the  New  York  bar  and  honor- 
ary president  general  Sons  of  tbe  American  Revolution  : 

"  I  thoroughly  approve  of  the  plan  to  celebrate  the  one  hundred  and 
elgl  ty-seventh  anniversary  of  Thomas  Jefferson's  Idrtb  and  shall  be 
pleised  to  cooperate  in  any  way  that  I  can.  Time  only  tends  to 
Btr<ngthen  the  great  regard  of  Intelligent  American  people  for  the  life 
and  services  of  this  great  man." 

Ir.  8.  H.  Goldenson,  rabbi  the  Eodel  Shalom  Congregation,  of  Pitts* 
bur  [b.  Pa. : 

*'  The  suggestion  that  the  next  birthday  of  Thomas  Jefferson,  which 
fan  I  on  April  13.  be  celebrated  aa  a  religious  freedom  Sunday  is  a  good 
one  That  the  same  day,  as  you  pointed  out,  will  be  Palm  Sunday 
and  the  firat  day  of  Passover,  Is  a  happy  coincidence.  Tbe  fact  that  tbe 
var  ous  religious  groups,  as  neighbors  and  at  tbe  same  time,  celebrate 
the  r  respective  holidays,  having  roots  in  historical  and  theological  dif- 
fercDces.  may  lend  Itself  to  the  emphasis  upon  some  of  tbe  overarching 
unil  ies  and  mntualitlea." 

h  rs.  J.  Harris  Banghman,  fourth  vice  president  National  Society 
Uni  ed  Daughtera  of  1812 : 

"  [n  regard  to  tbe  hoard's  wish  that  Thomas  Jefferson's  one  hundred 
and  eigbty-aeventh  birthday,  April  13,  1930,  should  be  observed  as 
reliilous  freedom  Sunday,  I  think  it  is  a  splendid  suggestion,  and 
I  tiut  tbat  they  will  meet  with  success  in  having  their  wish  ratified. 
I  wi  II  always  treasure  being  a  life  Monticellian." 

Blmnnd  J.  Burke,  Esq.,  member  of  the  Massachusetts  l>ar: 

"  rhe  suggestions  in  your  letter  concerning  Sunday,  April  13,  1930, 
seen  I  to  me  very  appropriate." 

B  on.  Clarence  H.  Dempsey,  commissioner  of  education  of  tbe  State 
of  y  ermont : 

**  [  am  in  sympathy  with  that  idea." 

E  on.  George  Eastman,  president  Eastman  Kodak  Co. : 

"  [  think  it  would  be  a  fine  thing  to  recognize  Jefferson's  one  bnn- 
dre<:   and  eighty-seventh  birthday  as  proposed." 

H  >n.  James  R.  Sheflleld.  former  ambassador  to  Mexico : 

"  [  am  in  full  sympathy  with  the  suggestion  that  Thomas  Jefferson's 
Urtliday.  April  13,  1930,  be  observed  as  religious  freedom  Sunday. 
I  til  ink  it  a  most  favorable  circumstance  that  Palm  Sunday  and  the 
first  day  of  Passover  should  coincide  with  this  date,  thus  giving  a 
Iiemliar  significance  to  religious  freedom." 

H  >n.  Mark  Graves,  tax  commissioner,  State  of  New  York : 

"  [  am  deeply  and  thoroughly  Interested  In  this  movement,  commend 
the  idea,  and  would  like  very  much  to  contribute  toward  its  success. 
My  notion  is  that  we  Uttie  appreciate  the  services  Jefferson  rendered 
to  ^s  country." 

E  on.  Smest  W.  Butterfidd,  commissioner  of  education  of  the  State 
of  I  ew  Hampshire : 

"  I  am  interested  In  ttie  proposal  that  nation-wide  attention  be  given 
to  t  ie  next  annlTersary  of  the  birth  of  Thomas  Jefferson." 

B  »n.  George  R.  Van  Namee,  commissioner,  Public  Service  Commisslou 
of  t  he  State  of  New  Tork : 

"  [  am  in  entire  sympathy  with  the  work  of  the  Thomas  Jefferson 
Memorial  Foundation.'* 

Bon.  Clarenee  A.  Ludlom.  vice  president,  the  Home  Insurance  Co., 
Ne«   Tork: 

**  tt  appcari  to  me  that  special  recognition  of  the  important  contri- 
butim  of  Thomas  Jefferson  to  the  principle  of  religions  freedom  may 
witl  especial  propriety  be  recognised  on  the  next  anniversary  of  his 
Mit  I  whleh,  as  yoa  state,  by  a  notable  coincidence,  is  both  Palm  Sunday 
and  the  first  day  of  Passover.  April  18,  1930." 

E  DO.  Harry  F.  Ouggenbelm,  president  the  Daniel  auggenbeim  Fund 
for  the  Promotioii  of  Aeronautics  (Inc.)  : 
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"  I  wlRh  you  every  success  in  your  project  for  religious  freedom 
Sunday,  which  I  heartily  approve." 

Hon.  Henry  8.  Johnston,  Governor  of  the  State  of  Oklahoma : 

"  I  shall  be  unable  to  be  present,  but  every  move  that  honors  Jefferson 
is  not  only  paying  honor  where  it  Is  richly  due,  but  coordinating ^r 
natioiinl  thought  with  the  principles  which  be  »o  successfully  espoused 
and  which  have  proven  the  means  of  perpetuatinc  our  institutions  and 
preserriug  individual  liberty  as  a  personal  experience  among  men.  May 
our  Heavenly  Father  bless  and  prosper  this  and  all  like  occasions." 

Hon.  Paul  M.  Warburg,  of  New  York: 

"  Naturally  1  am  in  sympathy  with  your  undertaking,  because  any- 
thing that  can  be  done  to  honor  tbe  memory  of  Thomas  Jefferson  and 
to  promote  the  thought  of  religious  freedom  is  to  be  encouraged." 

Hon.  William  Wayne,  of  Paoll,  Pa. : 

'•  I  l)elieve  the  suggestion  of  the  board  to  be  presented  an  excellent 
one." 

Mr.  I-Mwin  M.  Herr,  of  New  York : 

"  I  iH-lieve  the  suggestion  made  by  the  board  for  the  commemoration 
of  tbe  one  hundred  and  eighty-seventh  birthday  of  Thomas  Jefferson  is 
a  very  good  one." 

Hon.  O.  Max  Gardner,  Governor  of  the  State  of  North  Carolina  : 

"  1  wish  I  could  come.  Both  the  nature  and  the  purpose  of  this 
occasion   interest   me  tremendously." 

Hon.  Francis  G.  Blair,  superintendent  of  schools  of  tbe  State  of 
Illinois  : 

"  I  agree  with  the  suggestion  in  your  letter  about  making  the  one 
hundred  and  eighty-seventh  birthdny  of  Thomas  Jefferson  a  religious 
freedom  Sunday." 

Hon.  M.  C.  Potter,  superintendent  of  schools  of  Milwaukee,  Wis. : 

"  1  agree  heartily  with  the  ideals  which  you  are  thus  endeavoring  to 
express." 

Hon.  Claude  Meeker,  of  Columbus,  Ohio : 

"  Notwithstanding  the  animadversions  of  some  historians  and  com- 
mentators, the  doctrines  of  Thomas  Jefferson,  his  espousal  of  the  rights 
of  the  people,  and  his  stand  for  religious  freedom  command  the  thought 
and  the  attention  of  people  of  intelligence  and  liberal  mind  more  than 
ever  before.  The  principles  of  Thomas  Jefferson  can  not  die  out  in  a 
republic,  and  it  behooves  us  all  to  work  to  the  end  tliat  his  teachings 
may  n-ach  the  great  masses  of  tbe  people." 

Hon.  Uakkt  B.  Uawbh,  United  States  Senator  from  Missouri  : 

"  Tbe  thought  of  having  a  religious  freedom  Sunday  is  excellent. 

"  If  we  only  had  more  of  the  philosophy  and  kindness  of  Jefferson 
there  would  be  less  Intolerance  and  we  would  be  a  happier  people." 

Gen.  James  G.  llarlwrd  : 

"  I  think  your  plan  of  observing  Thomas  Jefferson's  one  hundred  and 
eighty-seventh  birthday  as  religious  freedom  Sunday  is  a  very  good  one.'' 

Mr.  llewiit  H.  Howland,  editor  tbe  Century  Magasine : 

"  The  suggestion  that  Jefferson's  one  hundred  and  eighty-seventh 
birthday,  which  happily  falls  on  Palm  Sunday,  should  be  observeil  as 
religious  freedom  Sunday,  seems  to  me  fitting  and  admirable  in  every 
way.  with  one  possible  exception.  As  the  day  is  known  as  Palm  Sunday 
and  as  such  is  celebrated  even  by  some  of  our  dissenting  brethren,  is 
tlK're  not  likely  to  be  some  objection  to  the  rechristening — to  calling  it 
both  Palm  Sunday  and  religious  freedom  Sunday — and  possibly  some 
confusion?  If  there  is  anything  in  this,  might  not  the  objections  be 
forestailtMl  by  calling  it  "Tbe  day  of  religious  freedom"?  Then  it 
WQuld  be :  Sunday,  April  13,  the  day  of  religious  freedom :  or  Palm 
Sunday.  The  day  of  religious  freedom  ;  or,  in  celebration  of  the  one 
hundred  and  eighty-seventh  birthday  of  Thomas  Jefferson,  tbe  day  of 
religious  freedom." 

Gordon  M.  Buck,  Esq.,  member  of  the  New  York  bar  and  former 
president  of  the  University  of  Virginia  Alumni  Association : 

*'  It  set-ms  to  me  that  the  board's  suggestion  to  olwerve  April  13, 
next,  as  religious  freedom  Sunday  is  an  exa>llent  one,  and  I  heartily 
concur  in  the  plan." 

Hon.  H.  V.  Holloway,  State  superintendent  of  public  instruction  of 
Delaware  : 

"  It  seems  to  me,  however,  that  the  observance  of  Jefferson's  one 
hundred  and  eighty-seventh  birthday  as  religions  freedom  Sunday  is  a 
happy  suggestion." 

Mrs.  D.  Clinton  See.  of  Rochester,  N.  T. : 

"  In  my  opinion  the  whole  world  realises  what  a  wonderful  thing 
religious  freedom  is.  And  it  seems  to  me  that  you  have  a  wonderful 
thought  in  the  ol>servance  of  religious  freedom  Sunday." 

Lucius  N.  LitUuer,  of  New  York  : 

"  Your  plan  for  the  olwervance  of  a  religious  freedom  Sunday  inter- 
ests me  and  I  will  be  pleased  to  aid  thereto." 

Dr.  Lotus  Delta  Coffman,  president  University  of  Minnesota : 

"  I  heartily  approve  the  suggestion  tbat  Thomas  Jefferson's  one  hun- 
dred and  eighty-seventh  birthday.  April  13,  1930,  be  observed  as  rallglous 
freedom  Sunday  in  honor  of  Jefferson's  statute  for  religious  freedom." 

Hon.  John  W.  Abercrombie,  assistant  superintendent  of  schools  of  the 
State  of  Alabama : 

"  I  heartily  Indorae  the  suggestion  tbat  Thomas  Jefferson's  one  hun- 
dred and  eighty  seventh  birthday,  April  18,  1930,  be  obserred  as  re- 
ligious freedom  Sunday.     It  would  be  most  appropriate  to  pay  tribute 


to  Jefferson  on  that  day  In  honor  of  bis  anthorahlp  of  the  statute  for 
religious  freedom.     I  trust  that  the  day  will  be  so  observed." 

Richard  V.  Llndabury,  Jr.,  of  Princeton.  N.  J. : 

"  Jefferson's  beautiful  ideal  certainly  deserves  commemoration,  and  I 
wish  you  all  success  in  your  undertaking." 

Hon.  W.  S.  Cawthon,  superintendent  of  schools  of  the  State  of 
Florida  : 

"Allow  me  to  say  that  I  heartily  concur  in  the  plan  to  observe 
religious  freedom  Sunday  on  April  13,  1930." 

Mr.  Charles  U.  Johnson,  director  of  State  charities  of  New  York : 

*'  I  think  the  idea  of  religious  freedom  Sunday  would  be  a  very  good 
one." 

Dr.  Otto  L.  Schmidt,  of  Chicago,  lU. : 

"  The  plan  of  a  celebration  of  Thomas  Jefferson's  birthday  next  year 
by  a  special  observance  appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  happy  t bought." 

Hon.  Chester  S.  Lord,  Brooklyn,  chancellor  regents  of  the  Univeraity 
of  the  State  of  New  York : 

"  I  am  enrirely  in  accord  with  the  suggestion  that  Thomas  Jefferson's 
birthday  be  observed  as  religious  freedom  Sunday  on  April  13,  1930, 
in  honor  of  bis  authorship  of  the  statute  of  religious  freedom.  It  will 
please  me,  indeed,  to  be  of  any  service  to  the  Memorial  Foundation 
in  making  this  recognidon,  for  the  thought  appeals  to  me  earnestly  and 
sincerely." 

Hon.  E.  Lansing  Ray,  president  St.  Louis  Globe-Democrat : 

"  Thomas  Jefferson's  stand  for  broad  religious  freedom  was  so  out- 
standing, so  fearless,  and  so  unusual,  considering  the  thought  of  the 
time,  that  offhand  It  seems  to  me  very  fitting  tbat  a  religious  fpee<1om 
Sunday  be  observed.  In  many  resi^ects  this  was  one  of  the  greatest 
acts  in  tbe  life  of  a  man  who  did  many  big  tilings." 

Hon.  Harvey  Parnell,  Governor  of  the  State  of  Arkansas : 

"  Trusting  tbat  tbe  occasion  will  be  a  success  and  asHuring  you  of  my 
cooperation  in  any  way  possible.  I  am." 

Hon.  George  F.  Shafer,  Governor  of  the  State  of  North  Dakota : 

"  Wishing  you  success  and  assuring  you  of  my  interest  in  the  work  of 
tbe  Jefferson  Memorial  Foundation.  I  am." 

Hon.  George  Foster  Peabody,  of  Saratoga  Springs,  N.  T. : 

"  I  am  peraonally  in  sympathy  with  tbe  suggested  commemoration  of 
Thomas  Jefferson's  birthday  with  religious  freedom  Sunday." 

Hon.  George  P.  McLean,  former  United  States  Senator  from  Coo- 
necticut : 

"All  I  could  do  if  present  would  be  to  express  my  approval  of  the 
proposal." 

J.  E.  B.  Stuart,  Jr.,  of  the  United  Electric  Light  A  Power  Co. : 

"  The  suggestion  tliat  Thomas  Jefferson's  one  hundred  and  eighty- 
iieventh  birthday  should  be  observed  as  religious  freedom  Sunday  has  my 
sincere  indorsement,  as  wonld  any  action  which  woald  tend  to  bring 
before  the  coimtry  as  a  whole  the  Jeffersonian  ideals  of  religious 
freedom." 

Charles  D.  Makepeace,  vice  president,  the  Seaboard  National  Bank : 

"Tbe  program  which  you  outline  for  a  religious  freedom  Sunday  on 
April  13,  1930,  must  appeal  to  all  who  are  desirous  of  keeping  the 
name  of  Mr.  Jefferson^  snd  his  works  ffesh  in  the  minds  of  our  people." 

Hon.  J.  Gordon  Bobsnnan,  president  Virginia  State  Chamber  of 
Commerce : 

**  Let  us  have  a  religious  freedom  Sunday,  that  the  people  through- 
out America  may  do  honor  to  the  author  of  tbe  statute  for  religious 
freedom." 

Hon.  Tom  A.  Ton,  United  States  Congressman  ttom  Florida : 

"  I  think  this  is  a  good  idea.  If  you  do  arrange  for  it,  I  hope  It 
will  be  my  pleasure  to  attend  the  service  in  connectton  therewith." 

Hon.  Alfred  E.  Smith,  former  Governor  of  tbe  State  of  New  Tork : 

"  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  tbe  suggestion  made  by  you  is  a  good 
one." 

Rev.  M.  liuther  Cannp,  pastor  Christ  Evangelical  Lutheran  Church,  of 
Detroit,  Mich.: 

"  Your  suggestion  about  making  April  13,  1030,  religious  freedom 
Sunday  is  a  very  good  one,  and  I  trust  the  board  of  govemon  will 
take  snch  action." 

Hon.  John  F.  Galvin,  chairman  the  Port  of  New  York  Authority  : 

"  I  think  it  a  very  fine  thought  to  dedicate  the  one  hundred  and 
eighty-seventh  birthday  to  religions  freedom  Sunday  and  am  entirely 
in  sympathy  with  the  purpose  of  same." 

L.  8.  Barringer,  of  Augusta,  Ga. : 

*'  I  think  this  is  a  splendid  idea." 

Hon.  August  Heekscher : 

"  My  feeling  is  that,  with  George  Washington  and  Abraham  Lincoln, 
he  constitntes  a  galaxy  of  three  supermen,  if  I  may  so  call  them,  out- 
standing in  the  influence  they  have  exerted  on  the  minds  and  hearts  of 
all  Americana— men  whose  example  will  always  be  an  inspiration  and 
whose  counsel  and  leadenhip  can  never  fall  us." 

Hon.  Joaeph  V.  McKee,  president  Board  of  Aldermen  of  the  City  of 
New  Tork : 

"  I  believe  the  suggestion  to  be  put  forth  by  your  board  is  a  splendid 
one  and  should  be  adopted." 

Hon.  Nonnaa  H.  Davis,  president  Woodrow  Wilson  Foundation : 
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-Ther*  it  modi  mtrit  ta  tbe  nisicMtloD  tbat  Tbonaa  JeCenoo'i 
ODf  buudrtHl  aod  eigtaty-aeTeDtfa  blrtbday  riKMild  be  obflerred  fts  reUgloQa 
freedom   Suntlay." 

Janen  F.  Stile*,  pabliaber  Naasao  Daily  Rerlew: 

"  Thv  plan  outlined  in  your  letter  baa  my  atacvrect  lodorMBCBt.  ▲ 
centary  after  tbe  deatb  ot  tbla  rrc«t  Aaoericftn  itateaman  and  phlloao- 
pber  flodD  America  still  anfferlns  from  relictona  prejudices  and  bUotry. 
If  we  bad  been  able  long  ago  to  catch  hi*  magnanlmoot  cooeeptloa  of 
rcligiooj)  freedom  and  put  It  into  practice  aa  he  did,  the  great  forces  in 
thlM  Nation  now  aligned  against  each  other  might  b«  anjoylng  the 
blesaliigB  of  IndlTldual  liberty  and  freedom  of  worship  wltboat  the 
•lightest  friction." 

Dr.  Kdwsril  N.  Callsch.  rabM  Congresatlon  Beth  Ahabah  of  Rich- 
mond, Vs. : 

**  I  consider  tbe  snggestion  to  ohserre  Jefferson's  one  bnndred  and 
eighty -seTenth  birthday  next  April  13th  aa  cxceUent  oae,  and  hope  to 
■es  it  widely  adopted." 

Mrs.   Prank  Korn,  president  Oklahoms  Memorial  Aaeodatlon : 

~  I  approve  the  suggestion  of  the  board  to  let  spart  April  IS,  lOSO, 
SB  rfllitioQs  freedom  Sunday  In  celebration  of  tbe  one  hundred  and 
eighty-serenth  birthdsy  of  Thomas  Jeffetvon,  the  satbor  of  the  statute 
of  rel  Igloos  ffcedr.m  sad  shsll  cooperate  with  the  board  In  an  eodeavor 
to  bsve  tb4>  day  [iroperly  obeerred  in  Oklahoma." 

W.  J.   Harahan.  pr*«ident  the  Chesapeake  ft  Ohio  Railway  Ca : 

"  I  think  tli«  suggestion  that  Thomas  Jefferson's  one  hondrsd  and 
eighty  sprentti  Mrtbday.  April  13,  1930,  be  oboerred  as  rellgloas  free- 
dom Bnndsy  Is  a  good  one." 

Hon.  Mitchell  May.  justice  Supreme  Court  of  tbe  Stste  of  New  York : 

"  I  dpsire  to  register  myself  as  being  hearilly  In  favor  of  the  object 
of  your  organisatlaa,  and  to  congratulate  you  oo  the  seloctlOB  of  April 
IS.  IMO.  because  ot  Its  great  signlflcance  as  religions  freedom  Sunday." 

8.  K.  Tbomason,  poblisber  the  Chicago  Daily  Journal : 

"  I  can  think  of  no  Sunday  which  can  bo  so  flttln^y  celebrated  ss 
reiu^ous  freedom  Sunday  on  this  continent  aa  that  which  falls  on 
Thomas  Jefferson's  Wrthday." 

JMrs.  Joseph  S.  Calfsc;  o(  St  Lonla.  Mo  : 

"  I  think  your  saagesttoas  for  tbe  celeltratlon  of  April  IS,  19S0,  are 
▼ery  line,  sad  I  hope  they  can  be  carried  oat." 

O.  K.  Cnshlag.  Bsq.,  aM»b«r  of  tbe  bar  of  Callfonia : 

**  I  am  glad  to  know  that  you  are  taking  an  occasion  to  commemorste 
tha  Ideals  at  Tboasas  Jaffersoo  In  favor  of  our  religious  freedom. 
There  is  too  much  attempt  nowadays  in  many  quarters  to  interfsrs  with 
religious  snd  other  freedom  of  the  ladtTklnaL  We  seem  to  be  paaalag 
through  an  era  of  aetTritlss  of  the  '  busybody.'  " 

Hob.  rials  J.  Oarrstt  Judge  of  the  United  States  Court  o<  Costoaas 
sad  Patent  Appeals: 

"It  seems  to  ne  tbs  Idea  of  baring  apedal  e»crclsca  on  April  18, 
1930,  in  commemoration  of  Jefferson's  one  hundred  and  eighty  esraatb 
birthday,  making  the  occasion  one  to  be  observed  ss  religious  freedom 
Soaday,  la  a  highly  eomsMBdable  oae,  and  I  beUevs  it  Is  one  which 
wUl  be  of  great  beneflt." 

Mta.  J.  ADIaen  Hodgea,  director  of  Ylrgtnia  Federatloa  of  Women's 
Clubs: 

"  I  think  your  Idea  of  hsvlng  Jefferson's  one  hundred  and  eighty- 
seventh  birthday,  April  IS,  1930,  observed  as  religious  freedom  Sunday 
Is  a  pleDdld  one." 

A.  Leo  Well.  Esq.,  member  of  the  Pennsylvania  bar : 

"  I  unreservedly  approve  of  and  fSvor  the  propoaal.  In  thess  beetle 
days  of  preocmpatloa  ws  too  often  fall  to  remember  those  serriees  to 
posterity  of  the  great  thinkers  of  ages  past  and  especially  If  these  men 
formulated  sad  introduced  thoughts  and  principles,  new  at  the  time 
and  innovations  to  their  age,  but  now  accepted  and  looked  upon  as  s 
natural  developDeat  of  dvUlsatlon.  This  development,  however,  might 
never  have  been  made,  or  might  have  b^n  greatly  retarded,  except  for 
the  rtghteouaness  and  justice  of  those  great  thinkers. 

"  The  world  st  large  to-day  little  thinks  of  and  less  considers  ths  im- 
piess  of  freedom  and  tolerance  which  Jefferson  stamped  upon  the  Institu- 
tions of  thia  our  country  when  he  wrote  snd  secured  the  passage  of  the 
Virginia  statute  of  religious  frredom.  With  bis  prophetic  eye  be  saw  its 
Importance,  and  so  Included  It  In  hte  epitaph,  which  he  wrote  himself,  as 
one  of  bis  three  contributions  fOr  which  he  was  entitled  to  recognition 
by  posterity." 

B£rOBT  OP  POST-OPPICK  NOMnVATIOITS 

Mr.  PHIPP8,  from  the  Committee  ou  Post  Office*  and  Poet 
lioMds,  as  In  exei*utlve  session,  reported  sundry  postal  niunina- 
tioDs.  which  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Executive 
Cak^ntlar. 

BcmuDfCK  or  ezsochtk  mbssaoib 

Tl»e  PRBSIDINQ  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  In  the  chair).  The 
Chair.  a9  in  executive  8<>88ion.  refers  t<i  the  appropriate  «om- 
mltte4>8  exccuUTe  neasacea  frtun  tbe  Preeldent  of  the  United 
HtatpH. 

BKVI8IO!<   OP  THS  TABIPP 

The  Senate,  aa  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  reaomed  tha  con- 
stderntlon  of  the  Mil  (H.  R.  2867)  to  provide  revenue,  to  nga- 
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lat«  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  inJua- 
trJes  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
oth  T  purposes. 

1  r.  BI^INE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  read  into  the 
Rk  obd  parts  of  the  contents  of  some  letters  that  are  character- 
istic of  many  letters  that  I  am  receiving  dally  from  my  own 
Sta  e  of  WlscOTisln. 

T  leee  letters  come  from  various  sections  of  the  State,  and  in 
my  opinion  they  reflect  the  feeling  of  the  consumers  and 
f&naers  and  dairymen  of  Wisconsin.  All  of  these  letters  carae 
in  <  ine  mail  this  morning ;  many  of  them  come  each  day ;  but 
I  lave  selected  only  these  three  or  four  because  they  are 
typ  cal. 

T  tils  letter  is  addressed  to  rae : 

An  writing  this  to  ask  you  to  please  protest  sgainst  all  general  lu- 
cres les  in  the  proposed  Hawley-Smoot  tariff  Nil  except  the  agricul- 
tural schedules. 

Ereryone  I  meet  is  opposed  to  an  increase.  Instead  of  being  in 
favcr  of  raising  the  rates,  nearly  everyone  8«em8  to  think  there  should 
be  I  general  downward  revision,  for  since  the  Fordney-McCnmber  bill 
was  passed  in  1922  normal  conditions  have  been  restored  In  Industry  at 
the  expense  of  agriculture. 

I  am  a  dairy  farmer  and  sincerely  hope  you  can  do  something  to 
help  us. 

I  ere  is  one,  the  language  of  which  may  not  be  in  the  tongue 
of  Harvard,  but  It  expresses  keenly  the  feeling  of  the  consumer : 

D  BAB  Sib  :  Do  you  often  hear  from  us  poor  devils  around  here  T  Well, 
I  kindly  ask  you  to  do  all  you  can  in  your  power  to  flght  the  bill,  so 
thai  we  can  struggle  along  a  little  easier — the  new  tariff  bill.  Please 
do  lot  let  it  slip  by.  Many  of  us  can  not  make  ends  meet,  even  by 
ban    economising. 

I  ere  is  a  letter,  written  in  great  religious  fervor,  from  people 
wh<  im  1  know : 

Mr   Dbab   Sbnatob:  Would   like  to  say   that  we  here— that   is,   my 

we  represent  11  voters — would  like  to  ask  you  to  kill  this  tsriff 

now  before  the  Senate.     We  know  fnU  well  thst  you  and  our  other 

will  do  all  this  without  our  asking ;  but  It  will  perhaps  Increase 

strength  In  the  flgbt,  we  will  slso  pray  to  Ood  to  help  you. 


fSBi|ly 
bill 
Sen 
you 


Sen)  tor 


h  r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Presidwit,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Tie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
com  in  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 
li^.  BLAINE.    I  do. 

WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Was  tlie  prayer  to  kill  or  to 
muitler  the  tariff  bill? 

BLAINE,  Thia  prayer  is  to  klU  it  outright 
'.  President,  those  are  only  a  few  of  the  scores  and  scores 
of  liters  that  I  am  receiving.  They  come  from  the  minds  and 
hearts  and  souls  of  these  peoi>le.  There  is  no  propaganda  move- 
ment back  of  them;  and  in  connection  with  these  letters  I  de- 
sire to  read  a  letter  addressed  to  all  Members  of  the  United 
Stai  es  Senate  by  the  Wisconsin  Farm  Bureau  Federation : 

Madison.  Wis.,  September  ti,  19a. 
To  ji  «  Membera  of  the  United  Btatet  Senate: 

Tl  e  present  sdmlnlstratlon  called  the  present  special  session  of  Con- 
grew  for  the  speclflc  purpose  of  effecting  limited  revision  of  the  tariff 
so  tl  at  agricultural  products  shall  be  placed  on  an  equality  with  indus- 
trial products. 

Cdngress  thus  far  has  not  conformed  to  this  purpose,  in  that  it  has 
so  risdjnsted  indnstrial  tariffs  aa  to  make  the  inequality  between  agrl- 
culti  ral  and  industrial  products  greater  than  ever  before.  Unless  the 
proposed  tariff  schedules  are  changed  to  conform  with  the  above-men- 
tlon<  d  purpose  they  are  absolutely  unsatisfactory  to  agriculture. 

Keeping  the  above  in  mind,  we  believe  it  your  duty  to  exercise  every 
effort  to  make  any  action  taken  by  Congress  conform  to  the  purpose 
mem  loned,  or  that  no  adjustments  be  made  at  all. 

Wisconsin  Fabm  Bcbeau  Fbdbbatiob. 

CLUTOED   G.    HnPPBRT, 

Kmecutive  Secretary. 
RKCE8B 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  one  or  two 
oth€  r  Senators  desire  to  speak  upon  tbe  pending  question :  but 
they  have  asked  me  to  allow  them  to  speak  to-morrow.  There 
is  nothing  else  that  we  can  do  until  this  {larticular  ameudiuent 
is  a  rted  upon.  There  are  very  few  Senators  present ;  and  I 
tberrfore  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  to-morrow 
moriing  at  11  o'clock. 

T  le  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  4  o'cl<xk  and  36  minutes 
p.  n  .)  the  S«iate  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Friday,  October 
4,  11  89,  at  11  o'dock  a.  m. 
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NOMINATIONS 
Executive  nomination*  received  by  the  Benate  October  S  {legis- 
lative day  of  September  SO),  1929 
United  States  Attobnkt 
Louis  Edward  Graham,  of  Penn.sylvania,  to  be  United  States 
attorney,  western  district  of  Pennsylvania,  vice  John  D.  Meyer, 
resigned. 

Appointment,  bt  Transfbb,  in  the  Abmt 
to  obdnancb  mtabtment 
First  Lieut.  Leslie  Seekell  Fletcher,  Field  Artillery  (detailed 
in  Ordnance  Department),  with  rank  from  March  22,  1929. 
Pbomotion  in  the  Abmt 
To  be  colonel 
Lieut.  Col.  Morris  Melville  Keck,  Infantry,  from  October  1, 
1929. 

To  be  lieutenant  ooloneU 

Mnj.  Frederick  Willis  Manley,  Infantry,  subject  to  examina- 
tion required  by  law,  from  October  1,  1929. 

Maj.    Edward   Joseph   Cullen,    Coast   Artillery   Corps,   from 
October  2,  1929. 

Maj.    Henry    Roland    Smalley,    Quartermaster    Cmrpe,    from 
October  2,  1929. 

To  be  majort 

Capt.  John  Warlick  McDonald,  Cavalry,  from  September  29, 
1929. 

Capt.  Stuart  Randall  Carswell,  Infantry,  from  October  1, 1929. 

Capt.  David  Hazen  Blakelock,  Cavalry,  from  October  2,  1929. 

Capt.  John  Oliver  Hoskins,  Field  Artillery,  from  October  2, 
1929. 

•  promotion  in  the  PHILIPPINE" sootrrs 

To  be  lieutenant  colonel 

Maj.  Fred  Damman,  Philippine  Scouts,  from  September  29, 
1929. 

CHAPLAINS 

To  be  majors 

Chaplain  Earl  Dudley  Wee<l  from  September  27,  1929. 
Chaplain  William  I»ren  Fisher  from  Septeml>er  27,  1929. 
Chaplain    Emerson    Etlierage    Swanson    from    September   27, 
1929. 
Chaplain  Charles  Frederic  Graeser  from  S^tember  27,  1929. 
Chaplain  Thomas  Edward  Swan  from  September  28,  1929. 
Chaplain  Clifford  Paynter  Futcher  from  Septeml)er  28,  1929. 
Chaplain  Frank  Hallie  Hayes  from  September  28,  1929. 
Chaplain  Ari.steo  Vincent  Slmoni  from  September  29,  1929. 
Chaplain  Peter  Joseph  Kilkenny  from  September  29,  1929. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday,  October  3,  1929 

The  House  met  at  12  o'chxrk  noon  and  was  called  to  order  by 
the  Clerk,  Hon.  William  Tyler  Page. 

Mr.  Page.  The  Clert:  will  read  the  following  c<Hiimanicati<Hi 
from  the  Speaker. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Thb  Spbakbb's  Rooms, 

House  or  RCPRBBBNTATIVSa, 

Waahinnton,  D.  C,  October  S,  Oa. 
The  Clbhk  or  thb  Hocsa  or  Rbprbsbwtativbb  : 

I  hereby  designste  tbe  Hon.  Samuel  8.  Abents  as  Speaker  pro 
tempore  for  this  day. 

Nicholas  Lonowobth, 
Speaker  Houte  of  Repreeentativct. 

Mr.  ARENTZ  took  the  diair  as  Speaker  pro  tempore. 
The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
the  fiJlowlng  prayer: 

O  God  of  love  and  Father  of  all  mercies,  we  pause  to  think  of 
what  we  owe  Thee — how  feeWe  our  response  and  how  weak  our 
grasp  upon  the  abiding  treasures  of  life  Come  to  us  and  let 
fall  from  us  the  godless  things  that  often  cling  like  a  jealous 
curtain,  and  make  us  realize  the  grander  things  of  the  soul  and 
its  heritage.  Forgive  us  and  make  us  thoughtful,  and  show  us 
somt^what  the  exhaustless  depths  of  Thy  power.  Restore  us  by 
the  force  of  Thy  redeeming  grace.  Keep  us  endowed  with  moral 
courage  which  carries  our  principles  untamialied  through  the 
world.  O  bless  this  truth  to  us,  which  is  tlie  shadow  of  God 
falling  acTo%  our  lives,  and  Thine  shall  be  the  glory.  In  the 
Master's  name  we  pray.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedhags  of  Monday,  September  30, 
1929,  was  read  and  approved. 


ADJOtmNMENT 


Mr.  HADLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and  3 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House  adjourned  until  Monday,  October  7, 
1929,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  dause  2  of  Rule  XXIV,  executive  communications  were 
taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows : 

56.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
Statet^,  transmitting  report  of  the  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  States  of  the  financial  transactions  of  the  United  States 
Shilling  Board  Merchant  Fleet  Corporation,  dealing  with  mat- 
ters arising  in  the  audit  of  the  accounts  of  the  Merchant  Fleet 
Corporation  made  pursuant  to  the  act  of  March  20,  1922  (42 
Stat.  444),  as  amended  (H.  Doc  No.  Ill)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments  and  ordered  to  be 
printed,  with  Illustration. 

57.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmitting 
proposed  draft  of  a  bill  authorising  the  transfer  of  certain  lands 
near  Vallejo,  Calif.,  from  the  United  States  Housing  Orpora- 
tlon  to  the  Navy  Department  for  naval  purposes;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

58.  A  letter  from-  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmitting 
draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  provide  for  the  reimbursement  of 
Guillermo  Medina,  Hydrograjiilc  Survey,  for  the  value  of  per- 
sonal effects  lost  in  the  capalEing  of  a  Navy  whaleboat  off 
Oalera  Island,  Gulf  of  Panama ;  to  the  Committee  oo  Claims. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  public  hUls  and  reeolntiona 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  aa  follows: 

By  Mr.  FRENCH:  A  bill  (H.  B.  4499)  to  iwohibit  the  an- 
nouncement, conduct,  and  advertising  of  lotteries  by  means  of 
radio  conununication ;  to  the  Conunittee  on  the  Merchant  Ma- 
rine and  Fisheries. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4500)  authorising  and  di- 
recting the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  enter  into  a  contract 
or  contracts  for  the  erection  and  completion  of  a  plant  suitable 
for  the  investigations  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  in  New  Bruns- 
wick. N.  J. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Mines  and  Mining. 

By  Mr.  JAMES  (by  request  of  the  War  Department)  :  A  bill 
(H.  R.  4501)  to  authorize  funds  for  the  construction  of  a  build- 
ing at  Fort  Sam  Houston ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  YON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4502)  authorizing  an  aw>ropria- 
tion  for  repairs  to  old  Fort  San  Carlos,  Fla.,  and  for  the  pro- 
curement and  erection  of  a  tablet  or  marker  thereon;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  private  bUls  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  AYRES:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4503)  granting  an  increase  ot 
pension  to  Ann  E.  Anderson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  BAIRD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4504)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Sarah  C.  Miller;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  BOWMAN:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  4605)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Susan  E.  Watts ;  to  the  Gcmunittee  cm  Invalid  Fen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  BRAND  of  Ohio :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4606)  granting  an  in- 
crease of  pension  to  Nancy  E.  Urquhart;  to  the  Committee  oa 
Invalid  PensiiHis. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4507)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Elizabeth  T.  Douglass ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CRADDOCK :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4608)  granting  a  pension 
to  James  R.  Clark ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FITZGERALD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4509)  for  the  relief  of 
C.  A.  Cates;  to  the  Ommlttee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  FOSS:  A  blU  (H.  R.  4510)  granting  a  pension  to 
Mary  A.  Downes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  GREENWOOD:  A  bill  (H.  B.  4511)  granting  an 
Increase  of  pension  to  Lewis  Kimmel;  to  the  Committee  on 
I*ensions. 

By  Mr.  HARDY:  A  bill  (H.  R  4512)  granting  a  pension  to 
Martha  Dickson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4513)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret 
Curry ;  to  the  Connnittee  on  Invalid  Pensiona 

By  Mr.  HUDSON:  A  bUl  (H  B.  4514)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Annie  M.  Hilliker;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Penaiona. 
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Also,  a  bill  (H.  IL  4515)  sniotiog  aa  increase  of  pension  to 
Murthu  Wbltt>;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JENKINS :  A  bill  (H.  R  4516)  granting  a  pension  to 
Charles  C.  Mack ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  McFADDEN:  A  biU  (H.  R.  4517)  granttnf  an  In- 
crease of  pen<dion  to  Mary  R.  Adams;  to  the  Committee  on 
InTalid  Pensions. 

A1.<M>.  a  bill  (H.  R.  4518)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Elie  Brewinr ;  to  the  Committee  on  Inralld  Pensiona. 

Ahut,  a  bill  (H.  R.  451U)  granting  an  increa^  of  pension  to 
I)elM>rah  A.  Smith ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4520)  granting  an  increase  of  pensiixi  to 
Effie  J.  Frink ;  to  the  Conmilttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ROMJUE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4621)  granting  a  pension  to 
Mary  F.  MUIh  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4522)  granting  a  pension  to  Rebecca  A. 
Bohn  :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Peo^ons. 

Al!H).  a  bill  (U.  R.  4523)  granting  a  pension  to  Newton 
Corbin :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SFIOKT  of  Mlsnourl :  A  bill  (H.  R  4524)  for  the 
relief  of  Ada  B.  Clodf dter ;  to  the  C<Mnmittee  Mx  Claims. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON:  A  biU  (H.  R.  4525)  authorising  the 
President  to  reappoint  Irvin  EL  ZelifT,  United  States  Army,  re- 
tired, to  the  position  and  rank  of  captain.  Cavalry,  in  the  United 
Srates  Army ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  THURSTON :  A  biU  (H.  R.  4528)  granting  an  Inciease 
of  pension  to  Martha  A.  Foreman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4527)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Nancy  A.  Hall ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  PeosioDS. 

By  Mr.  UNDERWOOD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4528)  granting  an  in- 
erpaw  of  pension  to  Sarah  H.  Matheny;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pimslons. 

By  Mr.  WOODRUFF:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4629)  for  the  relief  of 
Henry  M.  Brown ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  Rnle  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

721.  By  Mr.  BACHMANN :  Petition  of  Viola  Keffer  and  160 
citizens  of  McMechen,  W.  Va.,  nrglng  immediate  action  on  the 

_jClvil  War  pension  bill  proposed  by  the  National  Tribnne;  to 
the  Ctmmilttee  oo  Invalid  Pensions, 

722.  Also,  petition  of  J.  D.  Heoker  and  170  dtfaens  of  Marion 
County,  W.  Va.,  urging  immediate  acHoo  on  the  Ciril  War  pen- 
iiinn  bin  proposed  by  the  National  Tribune ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

733.  Also,  petition  of  V.  Mae  Campbell,  presid^tt  Ladies' 
Grand  Army  of  the  Republic  Clrde,  No.  3,  and  150  citizens  of 
Monndsville,  W.  Va..  urirlng  lmme<liate  action  on  the  Civil  War 
pension  bill  proposed  by  the  National  Tribune;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions, 

724.  By  Mr.  BOYLAN :  Resolntions  of  Bottlers'  Service  Club, 
of  New  York,  protesting  against  proix)sed  tarllf  Increase  on 
sugar ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Mea^is. 

725.  Also,  letter  from  the  Nassau  Smelting  &  Refining  Worits 
(Ltd.),  of  New  York  City,  protesting  against  iMtipoeed  tariff 
rates  on  antimony;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

726.  Also,  letter  from  Remington  Rand  (Inc.),  of  New  Y<Mrk 
City,  Inclosing  telegram  from  their  representative  in  Switser- 
land  in  re  pending  tariff  bill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

727.  Also,  letter  from  Underwood  Typewriter  Co.,  342  Madison 
Avenue.  New  Tortc  City,  Indoelng  clipptngs  tnm  New  York 
Herald,  Paris  edition,  protesting  against  increased  tariff;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

728.  Also,  resolution  by  brick  manufacturers  of  Oie  State  of 
New  Y<»-k,  requesting  tariff  on  brick ;  to  ^iie  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

729.  Also,  letter  f^om  W.  H.  Duval  &  Co.  (Inc.),  229  Fourtt 
Avenue,  New  York,  protesting  against  pniposed  change  in  tariff 
on  fancy  cotton-mixed  textiles ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

790.  Also,  letter  ft-om  H.  Kohnstamm  St  Co.  (Inc),  of  New 
York  City,  inclosing  article  of  the  American  ManufSacturers  of 
Maraadklno  Cherries,  protesting  against  proposed  increased  dntj 
on  cherries ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

731.  By  Mr.  MURPHY:  Petition  of  sundry  dtisena  of  the 
State  of  Ohio,  favoring  increase  of  pension  to  CivU  War  veter- 
ans and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
PeusioDflw 

732.  By  Mr.  O'CONNELL  of  Rhode  Island:  Petition  of  Che 
Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engineers  of  the  New  York,  New 
Haves  4  Hart&Mrd  Bailroa4  system,  reqaeating  the  r**^B^  of  a 
law  placing  track  and  boa  llnea  under  the  Jurladiction  ot  th» 
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In  erstate  Commerce  Commi8si(»i ;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
sU  te  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

"33.  By  Mr.  YON :  PeUUon  of  Frank  C.  Webb,  J.  D.  Cobb, 
W  H.  Mapoles,  and  others,  for  Increase  of  pensions  to  8<^dier8, 

lors,  and  widows  of  soldiers  and  sailors;  to  the  Committee 
onj  Invalid  Poisioos. 

'34.  By  Mr.  HOGG:  PeUUon  of  soldiers  of  the  Civil  War, 
wiiows  of  Civil  War  soldiers,  and  other  patriotic  clUzens  of 
Hiintertown,  Ind.,  urging  early  passage  of  House  bill  992,  In- 
tnduced  by  Mr.  Hogq,  and  other  legislation  of  general  benefit 
to  CivU  War  soldiers  and  widows  of  soldiers;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 


SENATE 

FioDAT,  October  4,  19£9 

(Legi9laiive  day  of  Monday,  September  SO,  192$) 

t*^  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
Sw 
".  FESS.  Mr.  Preslident,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum, 
e  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  call  the  roll, 
e  legislative  derk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Seuaton 
answered  to  their  names: 


Aai  tunt 
Ba  -kiey 
Bli  jEhain 
BItck 
Bli  Ine 
BUaw 
Bomb 
Bn  tton 
Bri  ok  hart 
Bn  ussaid 
t'app«T 
Caraway 
Co  I  inally 
Co|  «laiid 
Coi  icena 
Cu  tiiis 
Da  e 
D«i  leen 
DU 
RdlK 
Fell 
Fletcber 


Frailer 

Ueorge 

Gillett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Goff 

Goldsboroagh 

Gould 

Greene 

H&1«     . 

Harris 

Harrison 

Uafftlnga 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflln 

Howell 

Jobaaon 

Jonea 

Kean 

Kendrirk 


Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Swanaon 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Town8<'nd 

Trammell 

Tyding* 

Vandenberg 

Wapner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Warr»>n 

Waterman 

Watar>n 

Wbeeler 


Keyea 

Kinjc 

La  Pollette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McNarr 

Metcalf 

Moses 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddi« 

Overman 

Pattorson 

Pblppa 

Pine 

Plttman 

Ransdell 

Beed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

SchaU 

Sheppard 

Shortrldge 

Simmons 

Mr.  FESS.  My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
BoRTOif]  ia  still  detained  from  the  Senate  by  illness.  I  will 
all  >w  this  statement  to  stand  for  the  day. 

]fr.  SCHALL.  I  w^l.sh  to  annonnce  that  my  colleague  the 
senior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipstkad]  is  still  detained 
fro  na  the  Senate  on  account  of  illness.  I  ask  that  this  announce- 
me  it  may  stand  for  the  day. 

'.  "he  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-nine  Senators  having 
an:  wered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present, 

coMicrrrfZ!  sexvice 

On  request  of  Mr.  Ro«kson  of  Arkansas,  and  by  unanimous 
coi  sent,  it  was 

(  Tdered,  That  Mr.  Bleasi;  be  aasi^ned  to  service  upon  the  Committee 
on  th*  District  ot  Columbia. 

erne  httndbxd  ano  FimrrH  ANNrvntsABr  or  dkath  or  couht 

PULASia 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  RBcom>  an  article  appearing  in  the  Polonlaa 
Re  riew  for  Sepftember,  1929,  written  by  Mi-.  Ijmatius  K.  Wer- 
wii  ski,  with  reference  to  the  observance  of  the  one  hundred  and 
flft  eth  anniversary  of  Count  Casimir  Pulaski's  death. 

'.  "here  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  (the  RxooBB,  as  follows: 

I  From  the  PoloBlan  Bevlew,  September,  1920] 

VALiAjrr  Obhtlsham — ^Two  Natioiis  PsaPABs  to  Honob  Codht 

CaSIMIB  FXTLAMKl,  IDIAUST   AND  PaTBIOT 

By  Ignatius  K.  Werwinskl 

dne*  agBlB  a  giatefal  country  Is  preparing  to  bow  in  homage  and 
gratltQdc  to  Brig.  Qvx.  Casdmlr  Pulajski,  an  outstanding  personoJlt/ 
and  bar*  of  the  American  Bevolotion,  whose  loyalty  ended  only  when 
be  { lave  Us  life  that  Aaneriea  might  be  free. 

I ;  was  In  1825  that  Lafayette,  then  on  a  vlalt  to  the  United  States, 
laM  tba  eorner  stone  for  the  first  monument  erected  to  the  memory  of 
Cod  at  Pnlaaki  amid  a  toocbing  and  lmprta»lte  oerentony  at  Savaimah, 
In  irlMMe  drfanae  tka  ^rioos  Pole  died.  LAter.  the  dty  of  Savannah, 
•eamlnsly  aware  th«t  the  perpetuation  of  Pulaski's  memory  was  desterr- 
taig  of  a  more  dahoratc  memorial,  in  1853  erected  and  dedicated  a  newer 
and  larser  moBiunent  on  Monterey  Sqoare  with  appropriate  formalitiea 
and  exerciaea. 

T  i>-day  as  time  brings  on  the  one  hundred  and  fiftieth  anniT?rs-iry 
•f    ^nlaakTs  death.  President  Hoover  has  prochOmed  October  11   nirxt 
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as  Pulaski  seoqnicestennlal  memorial  day.  inviting  all  the  people  under 
our  flag  to  aaseinble  in  convenient  places  on  that  day,  and  by  such  cere- 
monies as  tliey  may  devise  pay  their  tributes  of  re^'erence  to  the  great 
aon  of  Poland. 

To  some  the  exception  and  extraordinary  reverence  paid  Pulaski  may 
seem  enigmatic.  After  all  be  ia  popularly  known  aa  one  of  a  score  of 
military  men  who  croased  the  sea  in  order  to  throw  in  their  lot  with 
Washington.  But  it  la  to  the  southerner  that  one  must  turn  for  a  fuP 
and  true  evaluation  of  Savannah's  martyr.  Discriminating  and  a  super- 
latively critical  Judge,  the  soutbemer  was  among  the  first  to  place  an 
Indelible  stamp  of  approval  on  Pulaski  as  an  nncoiMioerable  protagonist 
of  human  freedom. 

One  is  struck  with  astonishment  and  admiration  better  imagined  than 
described  for  the  wonder  of  the  spectacle  pictured  in  Pulaaki'a  career. 
When  the  star  of  freedom  set  in  Poland  he  turned  bis  heart  westward 
on  learning  that  in  America  a  new  field  was  opening,  where  be  might 
once  more  draw  his  sword  for  the  same  rights  be  had  sought  for  bis 
own  native  country.  In  Paris  the  "  plain  republican  "  Franklin  en- 
gag«'d  blm  to  the  American  cause  when  that  cause  appeared  more  hope- 
less than  ever  for  lack  of  experienced  military  talent.  None  saw  the 
impending  incompetency  of  native  American  officers  more  than  Pranklin 
did.  Benedict  Arnold,  the  unhappy  traitor,  but  brave  and  daring  sol- 
dier, WHS  a  book  agent,  druggist,  and  shipowner  at  New  Haven  prior  to 
the  Revolution.  Gates,  looked  upon  as  the  most  promising  officer  under 
Washington,  was  the  most  con.spicuous  failure  in  the  war.  Greene,  a 
fanner  and  smith  without  military  experience,  when  convinced  that  war 
was  unavoidable,  read  Cesar's  Commentaries  and  took  up  the  sworl. 
Marlon  was  a  shy  and  modest  South  Carolina  planter,  Anthony  Wayne 
a  Pennsylvania  farmer  and  land  surveyor,  and  John  Sullivan  a  succesa- 
ful  New  Hampshire  lawyer.  Such  is  the  story  of  the  Important  Ameri- 
can military  leaders,  and  it  is  typical  of  them  alL  To  cope  suocesafully 
with  the  seasoned  British  forces  Washington  needed  officers  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  arts  of  war.  This  trying  need  was  remarkably  lea- 
sened  with  the  arrival  of  PulaskL  Much  of  that  spirit  and  diacipline 
wliich  chiinged  raw  recrulta  Into  a  capable  fighting  force  was  due  to  the 
distinguished  foreignera  who  fought  with  the  Americans  against  tlie 
British. 

Unable  to  speak  a  word  of  English  when  he  gave  his  heart  and  hand 
to  Washington,  Pulaski  soon  provM  himself  a  genioa  whose  borseman- 
ahlp  had  no  equal  in  the  American  ranks.  Such  ability  won  Immediate 
recognition.  He  was  commissioned — the  first  man  to  be  Chief  of  Cav- 
alry in  the  United  States  Army.  Hla  riding,  generalship,  and  crushing 
skill  in  combat  impres^ied  a  strange,  weird,  and  dazzling  acnsatlon  in 
both  comrade  and  enemy  aliice.  A  military  tradiUom  credits  him  with 
the  saving  of  Washington's  life  at  Brandywine,  where  he  won  his  first 
distinction.  Pnlaaki  bad  alao  taken  a  prominent  part  in  the  Battles  of 
Germantown,  Warren  Tavern,  White  Marsh,  and  in  countless  minor 
skirmishes,  ever  and  always  displaying  the  personal  heroism  associated 
with  hand-to-band  fighting. 

The  end  came  at  the  siege  of  Savannah.  On  October  9,  1779,  Pulaski 
was  wounded  mortally  above  the  right  thigh  at  the  moment  leading  a 
patrol  at  a  terrific  speed  against  British  open  fire.  Carried  aboard  ttM 
brig  W<up,  the  dying  Pole  was  placed  under  the  care  of  French  naval 
surgeons,  whose  efforts  to  stem  the  gangrene  devriox>ed  in  the  wound 
were  futile.  Pulaski  died  Juat  aa  the  W(up  left  the  Savannah  River 
for  oiK-n  aea  bonnd  for  Charleston.  According  to  custom  and  necessity 
he  was  buried  at  sea. 

The  polished  surface  of  tbe  Atlantic  divided  and  received  the  much 
disturbed  and  restless  soul  of  Pulaski,  whose  oue  dream  and  one  in- 
fctuatlon  was  an  unquenchable  love  of  freedom.  Dexterous  in  war, 
agile  in  endeavor,  be  sped  across  the  horlson  of  the  American  Bevolo- 
tion like  a  phantom,  or  an  allegory  too  pure  and  too  exalted  to  ba 
chained  to  earth  even  in  death.  Tbe  rising  and  the  receding  of  tides 
mingled  the  crimson  of  bis  noble  blood  with  the  blue  of  tbe  sea  only  to 
erase  tbe  last  vestiges  of  the  material  presence  that  exists  in  an  earthly 
grave.  Man  must  provide  what  the  fates  have  taken  beyond  bis  reach ; 
and  so  we  erect  memorials  to  onr  illustrious  dead  where  their  memory 
may   live. 

October  9  in  Savannah,  Ga.,  and  October  11  in  Washington,  D.  C, 
are  the  official  dates  and  places  designated  for  tba  national  Pulaski 
memorial  exercises.  The  exercises  have  been  divided  between  the  dty 
of  Savannah,  where  Pulaski  fell,  and  the  Nation's  Capital,  where  his 
commander  in  chief,  George  Waahlngton,  ia  burled. 

Mayor  Gordon  Saossy  assured  that  the  hospitality  for  which  Savannah 
is  noted  would  be  extended  to  all  those  making  tbe  Pulaski  pUgrimac* 
to  hU  city  for  the  Impressive  ceremonies  at  the  spot  where  Polaakl  fell. 
After  spending  one  day  In  historic  Savannah  the  commtesion  from 
Poland  and  tbe  other  distinguished  guests  win  leave  Ut»  In  the  evening 
for  Wiifibington,  where  tbe  celebration  will  be  contlnned  in  the  afternoon 
and  evening  of  October  10  and  11. 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States  has  seen  fit  to  recognise  thla  memo- 
rable occasion  by  creating  the  United  States  PnlaSkl  Sesqnlceatennlal 
Commission.  In  addltkn.  various  Polish  organtwtinns  throaglMNit  tbe 
country,  the  Daughters  of  tbe  American  Eevolntlan,  the  Sons  of  the 
American  Bevolution,  the  American  Legion,  and  otbex  patriotic  groops 
are  planning  to  cooperate  In  the  national  celebrattoa. 


To  assist  the  commission  created  If  Congress  tbe  Pnlaaki  National 
Memorial  Committee,  with  headquarters  at  Washington,  was  orsanlsed 
under  tbe  chairmanship  of  CoL  Paul  V.  McNott,  national  commander  of 
the  American  L««ion,  Mrs.  Lowell  F.  Hobart,  president-general  of  tbt 
Daugbtera  of  the  American  Bevolntioa,  ia  vice  chairman  ;  the  honorary 
chairman,  hla  excellency  Titus  Fillpowlcs,  Polish  minister  to  the  United 
States.  Tbe  secretary  of  the  national  committee  and  director  of  the 
national  celebration  is  Ueut  CoL  H.  Kdmond  Bullls,  of  Washington, 
a  C. 

The  United  SUtes  Pulaaki  Sesqulcentennlal  Commission  consists  of 
Lieut.  Ignatius  K.  Werwlnski.  Officers'  Reserve  Corps,  United  States 
Army,  chairman  of  tbe  commission,  appointed  by  former  President 
Calvin  CooUdge ;  and  United  SUtes  Senator  Jambs  E.  Watsom  :  United 
States  Senator  Albsm  W.  Babklbt  ;  Congressman  Wiu.  R.  Wooo ;  and 
Congressman  Jambs  M.  Mbaol  This  commissioo  is  arranging  in  cooper- 
ation with  tbe  natiosiai  committee  th»  national  program  of  the  memorial 
exercises. 

The  Republic  of  Poland  has  been  requested,  through  diplomatic  chan- 
nels, to  send  an  official  mission  to  participate  in  tbe  one  handred  and 
fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  death  of  the  Poliah-Amerlcan  patriot  Tbe 
l^llsb  Legation  at  Washington  fiM-warded  ttils  invitation  to  his  excel- 
lency f.  Moscicki,  President  of  Poland,  and  arged  that  tbe  mission 
arrive  in  this  country  so  as  to  be  present  in  both  Savannah  and 
WashingtMi.  Frandsxek  Pulaski,  a  descendant  of  tbe  Ptdaski  family ; 
several  members  of  tbe  Warsaw  Pulaski  committee ;  and  a  general  of 
high  rank  have  been  mentioned  by  tbe  press  of  Poland  as  logical  mem- 
bers  of  tbe  mission. 

A  Pniaskl  committee  has  been  organised  in  Warsaw,  under  tbe  chair- 
manship of  Governor  Jarosxewica  to  co(^>^te  with  the  American  com- 
mittee. Thla  committee,  composed  of  influential  citizens  Interested  in 
the  further  advancement  of  Polisb-Amerlcan  friendship,  has  requested 
the  President  of  Poland  to  act  aa  patron  and  Marshal  Pllsodski  to  act 
aa  honorary  chairman.  Arrangements  have  been  completed  for  a 
solemn  high  memorial  mass  in  ttie  Cathedral  of  Warsaw  on  October  9, 
to  t>e  followed  by  an  army  review.  The  committee  is  put>llHhlng  a 
booklet  on  Pulaski,  and  to  complete  this  educational  program  has 
arranged  for  a  series  of  lectiii««  on  Pulaaki  in  the  schools  and  in  tbe 
army.  The  committee  has  also  requested  the  ministry  to  name  one  of 
the  cavalry  regiments  "  Kaxlmien  Pulaski  Regiment-" 

Rear  Admiral  Frederick  C.  BUlard  baa  ordered  the  United  SUtes 
Coast  Guard  patrol  boat  Pulatht  to  be  in  Savannah,  Oa.,  on  October  9 
to  take  part  In  tbe  national  celebration. 

General  Pulaaki  was  the  only  high-ranking  officer  of  foreign  extrac- 
tion who  gave  his  life  to  tbe  American  cause  In  tbe  Revolution.  Tbe 
mission  from  the  Bepobllc  of  Poland  will  proceed  from  Savannah  on  tbe 
afternoon  <^  October  11  to  tbe  approximate  spot  ia  tbe  Atlantic  where 
Pulaski  was  buried  ia  1779,  and  there,  in  honor  of  this  great  Revola- 
tionary  hero,  will  drop  a  wreath  sent  by  the  Republic  of  Poland.  A 
mission  from  the  French  Government  will  perform  a  similar  act  of 
homage. 

Lieut.  Ignatius  K.  Werwlnski,  chairman  of  tbe  United  SUtes  Pulaski 
Sesqulcentennlal  Conunlsaion,  has  appointed  many  leading  dtiiens  of 
the  United  States  on  the  sponaors'  committee  of  the  celebration.  Among 
the  appointed  are  found  such  names  aa  Oen.  John  J.  Pershing,  Hon. 
Charies  B.  Hughes,  of  tbe  Permanent  Court  of  International  Justice; 
Hon.  William  M.  Jardlne,  former  Secretary  of  Agriculture ;  Hon.  James 
J.  Davis,  SecreUry  of  Labor;  Hon.  Waiter  F.  Brown,  Postmaster  Gen- 
oal;  Samuel  Insull ;  Prof.  Charley  Pblllipo ;  Hon.  Ntebolaa  Murray 
Butler,  president  of  Columbia  University;  Howard  P.  Savage;  CoL 
Paul  V.  McMutt ;  Frank  J.  Kerapa,  and  tbe  governors  of  17  Sutes. 

Movement  to  observe  the  anniversary  of  Pulaski's  death  was  inaugu- 
rated June  15,  1926,  by  Lieut.  Ignatius  K.  Werwlnski,  then  a  United 
SUtes  commissioner  of  deeda  tor  Indiana.  After  Congress  enacted  a 
law  to  create  a  United  States  Pulaski  Commission,  Lieutenant  Wer- 
wlnaki  was  appointed  chalnnan  of  tbe  commission  by  former  President 
Calvin  Coolidge. 

a  raociAMATiOM 

Whereas  October  11,  1779,  marks  in  American  history  tbe  date  of  the 
beiolc  death  of  Brig.  Gen.  Caslmlr  Pulaski,  who  died  from  wounds  re- 
ceived on  October  9,  1779,  st  the  siege  of  Savannah,  Oa. ;  and 

Whereaa  October  11,  1929,  marks  tbe  one  hundred  and  fiftieth  anrl- 
veraary  of  tbe  death  of  General  Pulaski.  It  is  bat  fitting  tliat  such  date 
abould  be  observed  and  oommenorated  with  solUUe  patriotic  exercises ; 

Therefore  I,  Herbert  Hoover,  Preaident  of  tbe  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica, in  pursuance  of  the  provlslona  of  Public  Resolution  No.  16,  Seventy- 
first  Congress,  spproved  June  18,  1929,  do  hereby  imrite  tbe  people  of 
the  United  SUtes  of  America  to  obsorve  Friday,  tbe  lltb  day  of  October 
next,  as  tbe  one  hundred  and  fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  death  of  Bri,;. 
Gen.  Caslmlr  Pulaski,  Revolutionary  War  hero,  by  holding  such  exerdw-s 
and  ceremonies  in  schools,  efaorcbea,  and  other  suitable  places  as  may  bo 
deemed  appropriate  In  commemoration  of  bis  death,  and,  farther.  I 
hereby  direct  that  on  that  day  tbe  flag  of  tbe  United  States  be  appro- 
priately dlqilayed  opon  all  governmental  buildings  in  the  United  States. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  lierennto  set  my  tiand  and  caused  to  bt 
affixed  tbe  great  seal  of  tbe  United  SUtca. 
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Done  at  tbr  city  ot  Wuhliicton  thU  26tb  (Uy  of  Jobc,  A.  D.  1919,  aad 
of  tb«  to<kp«n<JeDe«  of  tbe  UnUad  States  tbo  oo*  hondred  aad  Afty-tliird. 

RMif  f  Hoaum. 
By  tb^  PrMidont: 

Btnrvr  Xi.  Sniisoi*, 

Bteret^rp  of  Stat*. 

mixa  Ajn  jofirr  Katoumoji  iimoDcon> 

BllLs  and  a  Joint  resolation  were  introdoced,  read  the  first 
time.  and.  by  nnaniminu  coDsent,  tbe  second  tim^  snd  referred 
M  follows : 

By  Mr.  BROOKHART : 

A  bill  (S.  1817)  gnntlng  •  pension  to  Samuel  B.  Ktheridge 
<with  accouipanying  papers) ;  to  tbe  Committee  on  PensioDs. 

By  Mr.  WHEEI^R: 

A  bill  <8:  1818)  trranting  an  increase  of  pensloD  to  James  W. 
O'Couuell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Penaiooa. 

By  Mr.  JONES: 

A  biU  (S.  1819)  for  the  relief  of  Prof.  William  H.  H.  Hart, 
priocipai  of  the  Hart  Farm  School  and  Junior  Bepnblic  fbr< 
Depetideut  Children  (with  an  accompanable  paper)  ;  to  the  Ona- 
mittee  oii  Claims. 

By  Mr.  FRAZIER : 
_  A  Joint  resolation  (S.  J.  Bea.  75)  relating  to  ownership  o( 
stocka  and  bonds  of  industrial,  railroad,  mining,  banidng,  (riiii>. 
pin>;.  oil.  and  other  corporatlona,  firms,  and  partnerships  by 
Members  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  BepreaentatiTcs  of  the 
United  States  of  America  and  by  employees  of  the  Faderal  Gov- 
ernment and  tlieir  relation  to  s«ch  corporation  and  flr»w ;  to  tiie 
ComBkittce  on  Finance. 

""---^  AMXifinuHrrs  to  thb  T.&airT  snx 

Mr.  Oanara,  Mr.  CorsLAivD,  Mr.  Obmok.  and  Mr.  YAjnmmaa 
each  sabmitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  {proposed  by  ttiem, 
re«pectiTely.  to  House  bill  2667.  the  tarifl!  revision  bill,  which 
w«re  sererally  ordered  to  lie  on  tbe  table  and  to  be  printed. 

MOOnUf   WOOOMAir    MAGAZXHZ — BATES   or  FOSTAOK 

Mr.  SCHALL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Rsooao  and  referred  to  the  Committee  oe 
Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads  three  letters,  one  addressed  to  Sen- 
ator Shipstkao  and  myself  from  tbe  National  Woodmen  Assem- 
bly, by  John  L.  Sondean,  and  my  reply  thereto;  also  a  letter 
from  me  to  the  Postmaster  QeneraL 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Poet  Oflkes  and  Post  Roads  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  tlie  Rbcqbd,  as  follows: 

DaMAini    lOB    iNfSailUATIO!!    OV   THB    MODSaiT    WOODMAir 

NAnoaAb  Woonsun  ▲sskmblx,  Hotbl  Bamssos, 

MimnmpoUa,  Mimm..  Amffut  «.  IMBi 
Rob.  BanuK  BaifsiSAS^ 
Hoc.  TitOMAa  D.  Schaix. 

8em»t»n  fnm  M4mm«m1m,  WntkimQtm,  D.  O. 
Ds&s  sues :  This  urearDtatloa  to  entirely  academic,  and  we  state  th« 
fact.  Bimpiy  beeaoae  U  Is  a  fact,  that  the  Modern  Woodmaa,  a  aoothly 
BMMPiaiae.  pahUabcd  la  behalf  of  tbe^^BitKra  of  the  aodety,  at  no  tlae 
save  to  tbe  Daemberaldp  anj  notieo  or  warnina  that  raorgaalsatlon  plana 
were  cootemplated.  altboaah  the  bead  oAeers  were  angased  la  worUag 
oat  these  plana  for  maay  months  before  the  bead  eamp  of  1929  cod- 
reaed.  It.  the  monthly  magaaine.  is  pabllAed  at  the  ezpenae  of  tke 
member*,  for  the  porpoae  of  glTlag  them  Information  which  they  daati« 
to  have  and  ooght  to  have,  and  tho  members  of  this  order  also  con- 
trUwta  to  the  deadcncy  of  the  Poatal  Departmant.  which  extends  spaeUl 
ecurtestes  and  rates  to  pabUcattons  of  this  kind.  Nererthcleaa  bo  mem- 
ber U  allowed  to  get  before  other  meoihers  through  the  colomna  of  the 
official  paper  any  rlewa.  however  sound,  honest,  eonstmcttve,  or  bene- 
fldal  they  auy  be.  If  eootrary  to  th«  Ideaa  of  tbe  head  office.  The  order 
might  aa  well  be  laearporated  ander  lawa  which  provide  for  rtispollw 
and  osurpatton  aa  to  ba  laeorporatcd  under  laws  which  ptonise  the 
laaorlng  public  reprcscatsUve  govermaeat  if  no  one  bat  tba  —■ >^i«g 
officials  have  the  lihcvty  af  axpreaaloa  la  tiba  magaalnc. 
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coirvcmtojrs 
arc  obliged  to  hold  educational  conventions  and  spend  money  and 
In  many  ways   to  protect   ourselves  from   the  administration,   but 
from  our  own  misguided  saviors.     Conventioos  ure  called  for : 
Island,  Nebr.,  October  17,  10  a.  m.  and  1.30  p.  m. 
Minneapolis,    Minn.,    Radlsson    Hotel,    October    13,    10    a.    m.    and 

p.   BL 

BOASD   OF   XBVIKW    PLAH 

aak  that  so  many  local  camps  that  U  warrants  us  in  making  the 
and  that  the  head  officers  should  be  obliged  to  consider  the 
shall  signify  their  desire  that  the  board  of  review  plan  shall 
t  in  motion  to  solve  the  rate  controversy  wttliin  the  order. 

the  board  of  review  plan,   12  responsible,  qualified,  and  dis- 

tlngilahed  members  of  the  order  will  be  an  informal  council  representing 

membership  In  testing  formulas  and  theorems  of  rate  making,  and 

acnqemlcally  and  philosophically   the   actuaries  of  the  society  and   rep- 

<rf  the  National   Woodmen   Assembly   who  have  speciuliEed 

^tea,   laws,  and  plans  of  fraternal  orders  will  thoroughly  discuss 

soberly  consider  In  conference  with  the  hesd  officers  all  phases  of 

rates  and  plans  adopted  at  Chicago  last  June  and  other  rates  and 

more   favorable   to   the   membership   which   may   be   sponsored   in 

behalf.     New  plans  and  r.ites  agreed  on  wiU  then  be  submitted  to 

members  snd  thereafter  the  head  officers  will  submit  them  by  mall 

bead  camp  delegates  ftor  approval  under  new  laws  of  the  order. 

SHB  PBAK80V    COHTBACr 

Biatlsitlcal  tablea  are  not  avaUablc  from  which  we  can  calculate  the 

potential  value  of  the  Pearson  contract,   bat  if  all   the  old  members 

t  the  society  were  doing  the  rl|*t  thing,  snd  decided  to  stay  in 

»rder,  and  If  all  took  the  lowest  whole  Ufe  certificate  available, 

•ommlssions  to  the   Pearaon  Co.   might  run   op  to  $20,000,000,   or 

In  order  to  mnfce  the  70-year  settlement  with  the  old  members 

Vnttir  to  quit  the  order,  the  head  camp  set  aside  about  120,000.000 

funds  BOW  OB  band.     With  the  Pearson  money  going  into  the 

t   fund,   aad   other   aavlngs.    It    might    be   possible    to    make   the 

for  all   old   membera   considerably   less  and   to   give   those   who 

out  better  settlement.     The  most  effective  way  to  protect  the  head 

from  suspicions  snd  nnfounded  rumors  that  they  secretly  share 

millions  is  to  cancel  the  Pearson  contract,  and  the  good  of 

I  rder  detnanda  that  they  be  above  suspicion. 
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19  niastrata  the  hardahip  Imposed  upoa  those  In  a  pealtlOB  to  rally 
th*  mceBbers  is  such  a  ease,  aad  Illustrating  the  extraordinary  efforta 
raqalred  af  the  meaibeiaMp  at  larte  to  defend  their  rlthta  and  aasert 
tkolr  ptwesattvaa.  ws  auharit  ««r  detaltc  aad  eoaci«to  prapam.  wUek 
BVtca  eaaapa  aa  MOcwa: 

L  To  approve  tks  Ward  of  rcviaw  plaa. 

a.  Ta  aach^rlas  expert.  pi«(aaakoaal  Mwsiits. 

I.  Tn  t^t^m  aa.00a  ana  ta  pay  fl  par  ywr  for  a  "  ssiii  jiill  tghL** 

4.  To  caatrAuta  fiunda  tat  SO.OOO  circulars  to  go  to  sue  Itat  af  tbasa 
la  sacb  eas^^  la  awssica  aad  tar  laal  lawsait^  ate 
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pretensive  Injunction  suits  baring  failed,  the  protectors  now  ara 
a  aeeond  cruaadc  of  the  Woodmen  camps  for  funds  to  promo  ta 
sham  battle,  s  demand  for  a  referendum  vote.     The  Donohua 
under  which  referendums  nre  conducted,   was  held  null  and  void 
J^dge  McKlnley  In  Superior  Court  of  Cook  County,  lU.,  In  Addison 
V.  Modem  Woodmen  of  America  on  October  18,  1©12.     The  pro- 
or  rather  the   collectora,  conceal   the  fact  that   the   law   waa 
to  be  null  and  void.     Camps  engage  In  the  mockery  of  adopting 
I,  and  vote  good  money  on  this  bogus  appeal,  Hke  our  Army 
Hself   to   sham  battles   were   our  land    Irraded   by   a    foreign 
The  federation  lawyers,  now  protectors,  appeared  In  the  Jonea 
but  were  whipped  and  they   and   their   foUowera    have   not   for- 
thc  fact.     Laches  is  all  the  equitable  defense  the  Pearson  Co. 
jt  up  to  enjoin  the  bead  officers  from  conducting  a  referendum, 
head   officers   wanted   to   have   a    referendum    vote.      Tbe   head 
could  hoodwink  the  Nebraska  camp  most  artfully  by  volunteer- 
have  a  referendimi  and  then  let  Pearson  enjoin  the  proceeding, 
lisolution    of   the    1919    head    camp    we    had    a    refeicndom    vote 
the  machinery  of  the  Illinois   law.     The   State  Uw  is  nuU  and 
)ut  we  could  use  its  pUa  If  all  agreed  to  It,  Including  Pearaon. 
I  lolda  a  contract  that  would  be  affected. 

BXWir.C«aKD    LXADBB8 

timely  eaae  In  point.  Illustrating  the  absolute  necessity  of  making 
t  »eory  of  publicity  and   discasslon  an  actual   fact  is  that   of  the 
tlon  of  the  same  leaders  who  destroyed  opportunities  to  settle 
question  satisfactorily  In  1912,  1914.  and  1919  bi  the  present 
Ion  to  the  new  rates.     These  leaders  called  themselves  "  federa- 
"  In  their  former  operations.     They  now  call  themselves  "  pro- 
•     They  treat  the  profound  problems  In  the  status  of  the  order. 
polldea,  and  destiny  as  they  would  any  ordinary  proposition 
polltlca.     When   a   teat   suit    was    filed    In    Chicago    last    June, 
the  writw  told  these  men  would  be  decisive  of  their  fight,  they 
all    preparation   for   the    battle   In    the    Chicago    courts^    and 
fake  arguments  to  gullible  membera  and  camps  In  a  great  car- 
of  eollectlona,  like  firemen  collecting  dollar  Mils  from  citizens  of 
""    »«re  the  conrthonae  In  Minneapolis  on  fire.     They  started  In- 
sults In  different  States  as  a  8p«»ctacular  bid  for  fnnds,  though 
by  the  writer  that  since  1928  (Modem  Woodmen  of  America  ». 
Jt7  D.   8.  644).  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Illinois 
▼a  to  ba  flatlowad  In  all  other  Sutes.     In  the  trtal  of  the  issues 
9.  TWbot,   tbe   Chicago  caae,   the   protectors   could   offer   no 
had  BO  one  on  hand  who  conld  challenfre  expert  witnesses 
my  soch  an»raadk  to  aaUoratandiaK  and  rvason  as  would  warrant 
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the  court  In  holding  against  the  head  officers.  In  a  decision  of  32  enu- 
merated paragraphs,  tbe  judge  held  against  the  amateur  and  Impossible 
ideas  of  the  protectors.  They  ask  the  courts  to  protect  the  old  mem- 
bers, but  to  take  the  $9,000,000  reserve  away  from  the  young  men  so 
they  T^lll  have  the  same  trouble  we  are  having  later.  The  hesd  officera 
cautioned  the  members  In  circulars  not  to  contribute  to  the  fu^ds  of 
these  unsound  leaders.  All  camps  know  that  these  leaden  deserted  tbe 
sound  crusade  of  1912  and  Invited  the  present  disaster  by  that  act. 

NBW    BArSK    VO-r    TOO    HIGH 

In  Cedar  Camp,  No.  4419,  Minneapolis,  on  September  9,  the  presi- 
dent of  the  Protective  Association  of  Minnesota  declared : 

"  We  do  not  claim  that  the  new  rates  are  too  high  for  tbe  old  mem- 
bers.    Wo  do  not  say  that  they  are  too  high  or  too  low. 

But  the  old  members  are.  by  hocus-pocus  beguiled  to  believe  that  these 
leaders  are  true  to  them  on  the  merits  of  the  case  and  are  equipped  to 
prove  that  the  rates  are  too  high ;  but  they  could  not  frame  one  ques- 
tion to  impair  the  testimony  of  an  actuary.  The  predisposition  of  tbe 
people  to  rally  to  the  standard  of  false  prophets  is  a  special  reaaon 
why  constructive  publicity  should  not  be  curtailed  In  any  field.  Of 
course.  If  Americans  are  determined  to  be  humbugged,  it  may  in  a  way 
be  right  to  humbug  them. 

A    BAD    BOLB    JCSTIFIKD 

If  it  is  right  for  protectors  and  defenders  to  beguile  campa,  to  vote 
funds  by  concealing  the  fact — 

1.  That  State  injunction  suits  are  a  mockery ; 

2.  That  referendum  petitions  are  a  mockery — 

then  it  was  not  wrong  for  the  bead  officers  to  conceal  the  fact  that 
they  were  going  to  reorganise  the  society.  To  conceal  vital  facta  In 
maneuvers  to  get  money  is  not  a  fraud  when  practiced  by  the  foe  and 
virtue  when  done  by  protectors  and  defenders.  The  members  must  be 
protected.  In  fact,  from  both  dominant  factora  in  the  order  or  suffer 
multiple  defeat. 

CONCLCSION 

We  believe  we  have  herein  set  out  a  case  which  entitles  tbe  members 
of  the  Modern  Woodmen  of  America  to  the  favorable  consideration  of 
the  Postal  Department  at  Washington,  and  If  existing  laws,  rales,  and 
regulations  are  not  such  that  the  Modern  Woodman  Magazine  can  be 
regulated  in  accordance  with  the  basic  principles  under  which  this 
magazine  receives  special  consideration  in  the  rates  of  postage  we 
believe  the  case  presented  entitles  us  to  new  legislation  in  the  premises. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

National  Woodmen  Assxublt, 
By  John  L.  Sundian. 

Umtko  States  Sknatb, 

COMMITTKB   ON    NAVAL   ATPAIBS, 

October  i.  19t». 
Mr.  John  L.  Scndban, 

Manager  national  Modern  Woodmen  Assembly, 

Raditson  Hotel,  Minneapolis,  Mimm. 

Dbar  Sib  :  I  have  before  me  your  communication  of  August  28,  ad- 
dn-s8<>d  to  Senator  8hii>8TKad  and  myself.  1  regret  that  my  colleague 
is  unable  to  be  In  attendance  upon  this  session,  as  I  would  gladly  have 
conftrreti  with  him  in  regard  to  these  affairs  of  the  Modem  Woodmm  of 
America,  but  since  he  is  sbsent  I  will  do  tbe  best  I  can  for  tbe  memt>er8 
of  your  order. 

Your  communication  states  a  strong  case  in  detail  and  in  fairness  of 
presentation,  but  it  may  not  be  possible  for  us  to  help  you  as  much  as 
you  would  like.  1  do  not  think  I  would  be  warranted  in  presenting  a 
bill  in  tbe  Senate  to  regulate  such  publications.  But  I  gladly  refer  your 
request  for  an  inventigation  to  the  Postmaster  General,  and  if  the  rules 
and  ^et:ulation^<  of  the  department  permit  him  to  intervene  in  cases  of 
extreme  abuse  he  may  be  able  to  provide  the  relief  yon  demand  by  can- 
celing tho  privileges  of  your  paper  if  the  management  do  not  give  the 
metubers  a  hearing  in  tbe  publication. 

1    H'gret    that   the   Modern   Woodmen   of   America   Is   Involved  in   fac- 
tional strife  over  rates  aiiice  this  order  has  been  so  conspicuous  among 
fraternals  and  has  ^een  regarded  as  the  ideal  fraternal  insurance  order 
by  so  many  members  and  the  public. 
Cordially  yours. 

Thos.  O.  Schalu 

C.NITKD    STATBS    SCNATB, 
COMUITTXB   ON    NaVAL   ArVAIBS, 

'  October  4,  1919. 

Hon.  Waltbb  F.  Bbown, 

Poatmaater  General.  Pott  Offtct  Department. 

Wathington.  D.  O. 
Ml    Dbab   Postmastbb   Gc.nbbal  :  Inclosed   find   letter   of  complaint 
which  Is  self-explanatory. 

In  my  Interpretation  of  tbe  Inclosed  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Modem 
WoiMlman.  a  newspaper  or  niagnxlne,  (ifflclal  organ  of  the  Modem 
Woodmen  of  Amerlra.  U  ««  conducted  as  to  conceal  most  vital  Infor- 
mation which  should  be  given  to  tbe  memb<T4  of  the  society,  and  as  a 
itnlform  rule,  material   which  the  members  may  dcaire  to  broadcast   to 


each  other  which  voices  opposition  to  the  managing  officera,  or  proposea 
any  plans  and  policies  contrary  to  the  program  of  tbe  managing  officara, 
is  denied  space  In  tbe  official  paper  aforesaid. 

It  Is  asserted  that  special  concessions  ara  made  to  such  magaslnes  by 
the  Post  Office  Department  on  the  theory  that  aald  magaslnes  perform 
a  function  of  contact  and  publicity  among  tbe  widely  distributed  mem- 
bcrehlp  of  the  organisation  and  that  the  membera  pay  for  the  publica- 
tion of  the  papers  out  of  the  general-expense  fund  of  the  society  and 
ahK>  contribute  to  tbe  deficit  of  the  Post  Office  Department  because 
such  publlcatlona  are  carried  at  leaa  than  cost. 

If  tbe  case  submitted  In  the  communication  aforesaid  is  one  which 
you  are  authorised  under  the  law  to  Investigate,  aud  If  tbe  grievancca 
outlined  present  a  case  In  which  your  department  may  exert  pressura 
in  favor  of  fair  play  and  against  arbitrary  exclusion  of  material  from 
tbe  official  macaxlne  aforesaid,  and  In  favor  of  general  publicity,  will 
you  please  give  due  consideration  to  the  complaint  and  take  such 
action  in  the  case  as  you  deem  warranted  under  tbe  rules  and  regula- 
tions of  your  department  f 

Best  wiabes. 

Cordially  yours, 

Thos.  D.  Schaix. 

I>~VI8TIOATIOIf   BT   SBCRE^'AaT  OT  OOMMEBCB  OT  AMEaiCAN   XNVBbT- 

MCXT8   ABaOAP 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MaHsachiLsetts  sabmitted  a  resolution  (S.  Res. 
128) ,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  over  under  the  rule,  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  tbe  Secretary  of  Commerce  is  hereby  directed  to  In- 
vestigate the  essential  facts,  as  regards  both  what  has  happened  and 
the  causes,  with  reapect  to  the  Investment  of  American  capital  abroad, 
especially  In  Baroite,  and  particularly  by  American  corporations  en- 
gaged In  manufacturing  in  the  United  States.  The  Secretary  of  Com- 
merce shall  report  to  the  Senate  as  soon  as  practicable  the  results  of 
his  Investigation,  which  shall  be  completed  within  one  year  from  tbe 
date  of  adoption  of  this  resolution. 

^FFKCT  OF  WALL  8TBKBT  STOCK  BPBCCLATION8 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  the  Kansas  CJIty  Star,  one  of 
the  great  newspapers  of  the  country,  ha."  carried  recentl,j  a 
series  of  forceful  and  timely  editorials  calling  attention  to  the 
dangers  attendant  upon  the  wild  orgy  of  speculation  on  Vor 
New  York  stocic  marlcet 

These  editorials  are  tbe  more  significant  from  the  fact  that 
tbe  Kansas  City  Star  has  not  been  one  of  tbose  newspapers 
wliich  in  late  years  have  been  denouncing  Wall  Street  specula- 
tions. But  the  Star,  after  carefully  studying  the  situation,  had 
decided  that  the  speculation  on  the  market,  with  its  attendant 
evils,  is  a  distinct  and  positive  menace  to  the  prosperity  of 
the  country. 

In  these  editorials,  in  a  calm  and  dispassionate  manner,  it  is 
pointed  out  that  the  stock-market  boom  in  Wall  Street  is  drain- 
ing the  agricultural  West — in  fact  is  draining  industry  and 
business  generally — of  money  urgently  needed  for  legitimate 
farming  and  business  and  industrial  operations. 

Mr.  President,  tbe  Senate  and  the  cowitry  are  entitled  to 
know  what  the  thinking  people  of  the  agricultural  sectionb  of 
the  country  think  of  the  present  situation.  In  this  series  of 
editorials  the  Kan.sas  City  Star  is  undoubtedly  voicing  these 
thoughts.  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  that  these  editorials  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcobo. 

There  I)eing  no  objection,  the  editorials  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rixx»o,  as  follows : 

[From  tbe  Kansas  City  Star,  September  6,  1929] 

HAZARD   IN   THB   BULL   IfAaSBT 

Every  person  who  knows  anything  about  the  stock  market  knows  that 
tbe  pre?;ent  levels  of  stocks  can  not  be  maintained.  It  Is  a  matter  of 
simple  mathematics  that  stocks  con  not  indefinitely  sell  on  a  basis  that 
will  produce  only  1  or  2  per  cent  on  tbe  Investment. 

The  only  question  Is  whether  there  will  be  such  a  crash  as  Roger  W. 
Babson  predicted  yesterday,  or  simply  a  steady  decline  to  reasonable 
values.  In  either  event  the  people  who  are  owning  securities  bought  at 
Infiated  prices  are  going  to  be  hurt. 

The  comparison  with  the  Florida  boom  or  any  other  boom  Is  pertinent. 
There  Is  a  brisk  demand  for  land — or  atocks.  Fortunately  oamen  aell 
at  a  profit  The  story  of  big  profits  gets  around.  Other  people  are 
attracted  into  the  market  to  make  easy  money.  So  the  bidding  goes  on, 
erery  man  brileving  that  he  can  sell  at  an  advance  before  prices  fall. 

So  long  as  this  belief  persists  on  a  wide  scale  tbe  boom  goes  forward. 
There  are  plenty  of  buyen  to  take  everything  that  Is  offered.  But 
finally  prices  reach  a  point  beyond  all  reaaon.  People  begin  to  get 
uneasy.     They  figure  they  had  better  take  their  profits  and  get  out 

Suddenly  they  discover  there  are  no  buyera.  Rveryliody  wants  to  seU. 
Then  comes  the  scramble  to  unload.     Tbe  boom  rtdlapsea. 

Soch  has  been  the  history  of  boom  sfter  boom  from  tbe  time  of  the 
South   Sea  bubble  to  the  present  time.     But  alwaya  there  are  people 
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who  tblnk  Ibty  wftl  b«  taait  i>iioagb  to  g«t  from  \xmin  In  time, 
of  ti)«m  do.     But  moat  uf  tbem  auffer. 

\\liptber  th«  present  boom  b«a  reachsd  tbe  point  of  eoUapae  nobody 
can  aaj.  Tber«  arc  ladicatioiM  that  tbe  cod  can  not  be  tar  off  at  least. 
About  tiru-tblrds  of  tbe  atoclu  are  down.  Tradlnc  la  aeava  In  only 
about  one-third  of  tbe  list — atocka  alngied  oat  for  a  poah  by  tba  pvo- 
feaaional  traders.  That  la  a  condttloa  that  obtalna  at  tbe  tag  «^  <<  * 
bail  markat. 

Tbe  market  has  been  sastained  by  enonnooa  loana  to  broken.  A 
year  ago,  when  the  total  had  gone  to  W. 000. 000,000,  It  wna  tbonstat  ttie 
limit  of  ayaUable  money  had  been  reached.  But  now,  in  spite  of  the 
fact  that  tbe  Federal  rewnre  system  has  done  ererything  poasOile  to 
curtail  these  exceaalTe  loMia,  they  have  reached  the  Btaggertng  amoant 

of  $8,<x)o,ooo.ooa 

The  money  has  flowed  In  from  all  OTer  the  country,  attracted  by  the 
high  interest  rates.  Mors  than  11,000,000.000  haa  come  from  Burope, 
although  Burope  needs  all  Its  money  for  productive  enterprises. 

There  Is  no  question  that  buainesjj  has  been  slowed  down  both  abroad 
and  at  home  because  of  this  abnormal  situation.  Money  that  oaght  to 
be  uaed  In  Industry  has  been  sent  to  Wall  Street  Once  it  begins  to  be 
recalled  fur  necessary  business,  stocks  arc  bound  to  tumble. 

Another  artificial  stimulus  to  the  market  has  been  furnished  by  the 
nomerons  taTeatment  trusts.  Many  of  these  haye  poshed  prices  f»r 
beyond  any  reasonable  values  baaed  on  the  returns  of  the  securities  that 
have  gone  Into  them.  When  th«  demand  begins  to  fall  off  ther*  will  be 
nothing  La  the  bgidlngs  of  these  trusts  to  sustain  the  high  prices  and 
there  will  be  inevitable  selling  of  large  blocks  of  stock. 

A  curious  feature  of  the  present  situation  has  been  the  position  of 
the  mnnagers  of  some  of  the  biggest  and  soundest  corporations  that 
hare  been  caught  In  the  upward  swing  of  the  market.  They  depend 
on  stock  Issues  for  further  financing.  It  is  essential  to  them  that  the 
confidence  of  investors  be  not  shaken.  They  recognize  the  dangers  In 
the  present  situation  and  have  done  their  best  In  many  Instancea  to 
stop  tbe  climb  of  stocks  to  unreasonable  hei^ta.  Their  efforts  have 
failed. 

But  as  was  aald  at  tlie.ootaet.  such  an  abnormal  and  unsound  situ- 
ation can  not  last  forever,  it  ought  not  to  last,  for  It  la  full  of  haaard 
to  investors.  It  Is  harmfol  to  business.  It  menaces  a  continaance  of 
Industrial  progreaa  at  a  time  when  fundamental  conditions  are  sound. 
Vhe  sooner  stocks  recede  to  a  reaaooahle  basis  the  better  for  the  eoontxy. 

irrMB  tb*  Kanaaa  City  Times,   September  •,   1929) 
THB  BOOM  Btrrra  susiiniss 

The  present  condition  of  tbe  stock  market  holds  a  threat  for  every 
Investor.  It  is  to  be  presumed,  however,  that  the  Invcator  knows  the 
risk  he  takes.  For  the  man  who  borrows  money  at  8  or  9  per  cent 
and  then  uaes  It  to  buy  stocks  at  a  price  whldi  will  yidd  h9m  a  return 
of  2  per  cent  can  not  deceive  himself  Into  believing  that  be  Is  making 
a  legitimate  Investment. 

It  la  perfectly  evident  that  he  is  speculating  on  an  unusually  danger- 
ous market.  He  Is  betting  that  he  can  find  some  one  who  will  he  pre- 
pared to  take  an  even  greater  diance  of  the  same  kind  and  that  the 
market  will  not  go  out  from  under  him  before  he  can  find  such  a  buyer. 
But,  It  may  be  contended,  there  have  always  been  gamUers.  If  they 
are  wilting  to  assume  these  risks,  what  harm  can  It  do  7 

One  reply  is  obvious.  The  higher  the  market  pyramids  above  any 
reasonable  value  of  the  stocks  Involved  the  greater  the  danger  of  a 
crash  which  would  temporarily  affect  the  whole  business  and  Indus- 
trial community,  the  greater  the  difficulty  of  a  gradual  and  sane  dafla- 
tion.  But  that  la  not  the  whole  story.  Tbe  fact  la  that  this  boll 
market  is  not  merely  a  menace  for  the  fature ;  it  Imposes  a  preaent 
burden  upon  this  and  every  other  community. 

Every  taxpayer  should  realise  that  this  boom  is  costing  him  money 
to-day.  Why  was  tbe  last  Issue  of  Government  securities  offered  at  6 
per  cent  Inatesd  of  at  the  nsrmal  rate  of  around  4  per  eent?  Because 
tbe  Treaanry  Department  knew  that  It  could  not  attract  buyers  at  the 
normal  rate.  The  arttfldal  desaand  for  money  created  by  the  stock 
market  made  an  additional  Inducement  neccsnry.  And  who  pays  tbe 
difference  T    The  taxpayer. 

But  the  Immediate  cost  of  tbe  boom  is  being  felt  In  another  and 
BB«re  local  fashion.  It  constitutes  a  charge  upon  legitimate  business 
la  Kansas  City  and  this  entire  territory.  It  touches  every  person  who 
needs  to  borrow  money  in  tbe  ordinary  condoet  of  hia  affairs,  Indns- 
trtallst  sad  farmer  alike. 

The  bankers  of  this  community  all  know  what  has  been  happening. 
It  la  not  merely  that  considerable  sums  have  been  withdrawn  tram  de- 
posit and  investsacnt  here  to  be  loaned  la  New  York  for  specnlattve 
purposes.  But  the  high  Interest  rates  being  charged  for  money  In  the 
Bast  have  led  many  persons  and  Arms  who  usually  secure  their  credit 
there  to  seek  It  on  the  Kanaaa  City  market.  The  old  law  of  supply 
and  demand  then  eanaas  a  tightening  of  credit  eoadltloas  here. 

Take  cattle  loans,  for  example.  Bankers  familiar  with  the  altnation 
estimate  that  tbe  boom  has  forced  tbe  cattlemen  of  this  territory  to 
pay  from  1  to  2  per  cent  aaore  than  tbe  ordinary  rate  tar  their  credit. 
PMrtaaatslir  thdr  market  has  beea  good  bat  here  la  a  Miinog  extim 


ezpetpe.  One  y»«»t«»  City  broker  who  for  many  years  has  lent  money 
on  cattle  paper,  obtaining  the  necessary  credit  in  the  East,  reports 
this  rear  that  he  has  been  nnabls  to  interest  eastern  capital.  The 
industry  must  find  local  financial  backing  at  higher  rates  t>ecause  of  the 
tight  [market. 

Ev^  farmer,  no  matter  how  prosperous,  has  to  be  a  borrower  to 
finanae  his  transactions.  The  bull  market,  with  Its  effect  on  Interest 
ratps.  levies  a  tax  on  every  loan  be  makes.  Even  when  he  borrows 
on  a  mortgage  at  a  low  rate  from  a  land  bank  his  saving  is  passed  on 
for  tije  taxpayers  to  meet. 

1  mercantile  loans  have  been  similarly  affected.  One  large  firm 
in  Kansas  City  which,  on  the  rare  occasions  when  it  formerly  offered 
Its  ccnunerdal  paper  on  the  market,  used  to  fix  the  rate  in  the  lower 
4  per  cents,  la  now  having  to  pay  6  and  (i\i,  per  cent.  The  cxperltn-.-e 
is  tyi  leal. 

Th;  B  means  that  every  store  In  Kansas  City  and  the  surrounding 
country  has  heavier  expenses  in  doing  business,  and  these  musi  t)e 
passe  I  on  to  the  customers,  thus  tending  to  increase  the  cost  of  living. 

Th(  boom  has  materially  increased  the  cost  of  financing  buildljii; 
proJe<  ts  here.  At  least  three  Important  projects,  for  which  money  w  uld 
ordinarily  be  available,  are  temporarily  being  delayed  through  inability 
to  obtain  what  the  backers  consider  arrangements  carrying  a  reiisonable 
Interest  rate.  In  one  Instance  when  the  financing  of  a  building  was 
tbougU  to  be  practically  complete.  It  was  suddenly  upset  because  the 
sellini;  manager  of  the  securities  bouse  advised  against  making  any 
such    leal  until  he  could  see  what  the  stock  market  wa8  going  to  dn. 

Th4  same  situation  exists  outside  Kansas  City.  The  other  day  a 
[3une  Into  a  bank  here  to  obtain  a  loan  for  a  bulldini;  to  be 
erected  In  a  certain  Missouri  town.  The  banker  admitted  that  the 
proportion  was  one  at  which  he  would  ordinarily  have  Jumped,  but  he 
had  t[>  advise  his  customer  that  tbe  condition  of  tbe  money  market  at 
present  was  unfavorable  to  his  enterprise.  Why?  Because  of  the 
t)oom. 

Ond  of  the  most  Important  industries  in  Kansas,  which  usually  does 
most  of  its  financing  in  tbe  EUut,  is  now  obtaining  its  credit  in  Kansas 
City  ut  a  lower  rate,  to  be  sure,  than  it  could  secsre  from  its  regular 
sourc>s,  but  still  higher  than  it  need  have  paid  under  ordinary  dnun.- 
stanc'a     And  that  company  la  reported  to  be  only  one  of  many. 

Tbi  It  is  why  this  community,  can  not  afford  to  regard  the  present  bull 
mark(  t  as  possibly  regrettable  but  none  of  our  business.  It  Is  our  busi- 
ness. The  longer  it  continues  and  the  higher  tt  mounts,  tbe  more  It  is 
going  to  cost  us,  iudividualiy  and  collectively.  It  Is  penalising  legiti- 
mate biMlness  development.  It  Is  slowing  down  industry.  It  is  adding 
to  the  cost  of  living.  The  sooner  cooditions  return  to  a  normal  basts, 
the  b'tter  for  Kansas  City,  for  its  surrounding  territory,  and  for  the 
country. 

[Prom  Tbe   Kansas   City    Star,  September   11,   1929] 

so    INTEaaST    RATSS    MOtTNT 

At  [the  close  of  business  on  May  31,  1926,  coiiateral  loans  to  members 
of  thf  New  York  Bto<A  Exchange  stood  at  something  lean  than  $.%000, 
000,0)0.     At  the  dose  of  business  on  August  30  of  this  year  these  same 
loans   were   reported   fo   be  very   nearly  $8,000,000,000.     In   a 
more  than  three  years  the  credit  thus  absorbed  by  the  stock  market 
iiiereaaed  by  about  $5,000,000,000. 
la  Important  for  thla  and  every  other  community  to  realise  Just 
such  a  concentration  of  credit  moans  to  them.     Obvlotisly,  It  did 
out  of  thin  air.     If  It,  or  part  of  it,  has  b^-en  diverted  from 
uses.  It  would  be  natural  to  suspect  that  its  loss  most  now  be  felt 
It  waa  formerly  employed.     We  all  use  credit  or  consume  products 
lave  required  credit  in  their  creation  and  distribution.     When  the 
supply  of   credit  Is  disturbed   by   unusual  demands  from  one 
we  suffer  from  increased  interest  charges,  whether  we  are  faim- 
i^erchsnts,  indnstriatlsts,  or  consucters. 
I>un   stock    market,    with    abnormally    heavy    trading    and    greatly 
prices  obtaining  for  a  limited  number  of  Issues,  has  constantly 
calling  for   more  and   more   credit   to   carry   It.     WTiere   has   this 
come  from?     Most  of  it,  of  course,  has  originated  in  this  country. 
of  It,  small  In  comparison  to  the  whole  but  still  to  be  counted 
millions  of  dollars,  is  being  contributed  by  Investors  In  Kansas 
and    the    surrounding    territory.     A    casual    inquiry    among   stock 
win  dtseloee  the  situation, 
firm  in  Tulsa,  for  example,  has  a  customer  with  $200,000  on  call 
York.     A  Kansas  City  man  has  been  lending  a  million  dollars 
one  member  of  the  exchange.     It  is  common  for  groups  of  men 
to  form  pools,  to  which  they  contribute  varying  amounts,  $25,000, 
and  $75,000,  and  then  place  on  calL     And  so  on.     These  men 
playing  the  market     They  are  merely  lending  their  money  for 
others,  with  what  they  evidently  consider  ample  security. 
Similar  conditions  undoubtedly  exist  in  other  communities  throughout 
the  cmntry.     Even  Ehirope  has  felt  the  lure  of  this  money  market,  and 
part  >f  that  fire  billion  has  come  from  abroad. 

Wlat  is  this  attraction?     Why  has  all  this  credit  been  div«-ted  from 
other  avenues  of  investment  into  brokers'  loans?     An  answer  is  naturally 
I  to  be  found  la  the  interest  rates  which  these  loans  have  been  commaod- 
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Ing.  Take  tbe  rate  on  call  money:  the  money  that  may  be  withdrawn 
"  on  demand,"  in  loans  which  must  l»e  renewed  every  morning ;  the 
money  which  constitutes  tonlay  more  than  seven-«>lgbthis  of  the  loan 
toUl.  Back  In  October,  1924,  the  a\eraBe  rate  for  the  month,  as  shown 
by  the  Fedt-ral  Reserve  Bulletin,  was  2.32  per  cent.  By  September.  1925, 
the  rnto  had  practically  doubled,  standing  at  4.62  per  cent  for  tbe 
mouth. 

A  year  later  It  was  Just  over  5  per  cent.  In  1927  the  rate  fell  back, 
and  In  January.  1928,  It  stood  at  4.24  per  cent.  From  that  time  on  the 
monthly  average  of  the  renewal  rate  has  b^-en  mounting  steadily,  with 
only  occasional  interruptions.     Here  are  the  figures : 

1928  Per  cent 

MArib-.IISIIim~SIISSS"I~""ZSSZ- 4.47 

April 5.08 

May 5  70 

June 6.32 

July . 605 

August o- 5' 

S.pt.mljer 7.26 

November 6.  67 

l>ecember ^  60 

1929 

January X'  ^ 

February <   06 

Anril  — _— - 8.  89 

Xv  -"":""::::::::::::::::":::::::-::---: »•  «i 


lay 


_     7.  70 

9.  2.1 

8.20 


August. 

The  first  days  of  September  find  the  renewal  rate  up  around  9  per 
cent  again.  Is  It  any  wonder  that  with  such  an  inducement  billions  of 
dollars  have  been  poured  into  brokers'  loana?  Is  it  any  wonder  that 
individuals  and  corporations  are  lending  their  surplus  funds  on  call, 
rather  than  leaving  them  In  tbe  banks  or  buying  conservative  securities? 

But  there  must  be  a  reason  for  these  8  and  9  per  cent  interest  rates. 
(One  day,  early  In  July,  tbe  renewal  rate  reached  15  per  cent.)  Quite 
literally  the  rate  la  adjusted  each  day  by  calculations  based  on  the  de- 
mand for  and  the  available  supply  of  such  credit.  The  demand  is 
furnished  by  the  stock  market  i'self.  Ami  a  group  of  stocks  has  been 
indulging  in  a  tremendous  boom. 

B<K>m  stocks,  high  interest  rates  on  call  monoy.  an  unprecedented  con- 
centration of  credit  in  brokers'  loans,  what  do  all  these  figures  mean  to 
us  here  in  the  Middle  West?  A  tightening  of  credit  in  this  area.  An 
additional  charge  upon  business  and  industry.  The  inevitable  passing 
on  of  that  charge  to  the  consumer  and  the  whole  community. 

Tiie  figures  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  the  Tenth  District  are  not 
so  spectacular  a.-i  those  of  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  but  they  are 
none  the  less  significant.  On  July  15,  1927,  member  banks  reported 
that  they  were  charging  a  rate  of  5  per  cent  for  prime  commercial  paper, 
which  involves  local  short-time  financing  operations.  On  July  15,  1929. 
thoy  were  reporting  their  rate  between  5«^  and  6  per  cent  for  the  same 
paper.  And  It  Is  to  be  doubted  whether  any  except  the  very  special 
customer  obtains  the  best  rate  reported. 

In  the  same  period  loans  secured  on  warehouse  receipts  were  reported 
to  have  risen  from  a  rate  fluctuating  between  5  and  6  per  cent  to  one 
between  5>/4  and  7.  \  change  of  1  per  cent  may  appear  small,  but  on  a 
5  per  cent  base  It  uaeuns  an  Increase  of  20  per  cent. 

Thf  ordinary  business  processes  of  this  area  are  U'lng  made  more 
expensive,  and  Its  natural  development  is  being  temporarily  Impeded  by 
a  bull  market  in  New  York.  The  situation  in  this  community  is  like 
that  existing  In  many  others.  The  Interests  of  the  Middle  West  and  of 
the  country  demand  a  sane  deflation  of  the  biom  stocks,  which  will  re- 
loace  for  business  uses  some  of  the  credit  now  artificially  diverted  Into 
brokers'  loans. 

[From  the  Kansas  City  Star,  September  13,  1929] 

WHEN    WILL    THX    WOLF    COM!' 

Throughout  the  country  word  comes  that  peop.e  are  taking  flyers  In 
the  market.  Not  only  butdness  men  but  professional  men,  teachers, 
Army  officers,  even  preachers  are  risking  their  sav-ngs  in  the  hope  of 
making  a  killing. 

This  condition  exists  in  Kansas  City  and  its  trade  territory  as  well 
as  elsewhere.  The  Star  Is  constantly  hearing  from  little  towns  aboat 
the  Interest  in  Its  stock  tables.  "  We  are  watching  the  market  here," 
people  write. 

All  these  speculators  are  greatly  concerned  In  the  progress  of  .stocks. 
If  they  should  crash,  the  owners  would  be  hurt ;  some  of  them  badly. 
But  they  see  no  signs  of  a  crush.  They  have  been  warned  for  the  last 
two  or  three  years  that  this  sort  of  thing  could  nn  go  on.  But  It  nas 
gone  on  In  spite  of  the  warnings.  Perhaps  it  will  go  on  indeflr.Jtely, 
many  persons  argue.     Anyway    bey  expect  to  uke  more  profits  before 

getting  out. 

In  the  fable  the  mischievous  boy  kept  calling  -Wolf,  wolf!"  when 
there  was  no  wolf  until  people  became  Indifferent  to  the  warning. 
Finally,  however,  the  wolf  came. 


It  may  well  be  considered  whether  In  spite  of  the  persistence  of  the 
bull  market  In  stocks  the  bad  hour  eventually  may  api»oar.  Wheo  It 
does,  will  the  speculators  In  Kanvias  City  and  the  ccuntry  hereabouts  be 
ready  for  It? 

The  managers  of  some  of  the  big  Industrial  companies  are  known  to 
be  exceedingly  concerned  about  tbe  excessive  prices  reached  by  their 
stocks.  They  are  looking  to  future  financing  through  stock  sales.  This 
may  be  seriously  interfered  with,  they  believe.  If  many  holders  of  their 
stocks  should  lose  heavily  through  a  crash  in  the  market. 

The  holders  of  the  control  of  one  concern  wer*?  disturbed  over  tbe 
soaring  of  its  stock  above  what  they  considered  a  reasonable  vnlue. 
They  figured  It  was  worth  160  and  It  had  gone  considerably  higher.  So 
they  made  a  pcKtl  and  threw  a  large  block  on  the  market  to  carry  the 
stock  down.     Instead  the  activity  stimnlated  buyloj  and  It  went  to  :'80. 

The  mounting  figures  of  brokers'  loans  which  in  three  years  have  soue 
from  $3,000,000,000  to  nearly  $8,000,000,000  tell  the  story  of  feverish 
speculation.  It  may  be  assumed  that  the  8p<>culatnr  already  knows  what 
each  stock  will  yield  him  at  the  current  price.  But  if  he  is  boiTOw.ng 
money  at  9  per  cent  to  buy  stocks  that  yield  only  2  or  3,  he  can  not  fall 
to  be  concerned  over  the  approach  of  the  time  ;vhen  his  fellow  spe-.-ula- 
tors  will  become  convinced  the  artificial  situation  can  not  last,  and  will 
decide  to  get  out. 

An  Inqu'ry  Into  stock  returns  Is  Interestli-g.  Consider  a  few  of  the 
most  active  common  stocks,  as  th?  flgures  are  given  In  the  Standard 
Trade  and  Securities  Service  Bulletin,  calculated  ou  prices  prevalliag 
for  August  23.  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe.  fcr  example,  was  then 
selling  for  $277  a  share.  It  la  scheduled  to  pay  $10  a  year.  On  that 
basis  It  would  yield  a  return  of  about  3.6  per  cent.  The  percentage,  of 
course.  Is  obtained  by  dividing  the  yield  by  the  price  paid  for  the  stock. 

Here  are  the  figures  for  some  of  the  other  active  stocks  listed  on  the 
New  York  Exchange.  They  show  the  prevailing  price,  as  of  August  2.H, 
and  the  rate  of  ret\irn  on  that  basis.  Bear  in  mi.id  that  many  of  the 
persons  who  are  buying  these  stocks  are  paying  9  per  cent  or  more 
for  the  money  with  which  to  transact  their  deals. 
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Stock 


Union  Pacific 

New  York  Central 

Packard  Motor 

Standard  Oil  of  California 

.American  Radiator - 

I'nite'l  States  Industrial  .Moohol 

American  Telephone  and  Telegraph. 
National  Biscuit 


Prtes 


$384 
243 
IA3 
77 
4ft 
I»4 
2B6 
308 


YicM 


Peretnt 
S.S 
S.S 
3.S 
S.3 
3.1 
3.1 
3.0 
3.0 


BBTWKKN  2  AND  •  rXK  CENT 


United  States  Steel 

Standard  Oil  o(  New  Jersey 

Wodworth  (F.  W.) 

Detroit  Edison v.--; 

Public  Service  Corjioration  of  New  Jersey 

Columbia  Oas  and  Electric 

International  Harvester 


Z7 
17 
t.4 
IS 

X3 
13 
XO 


ucas  ^AH  s  psa  cent 


Allied  Chemical  and  Dye 

American  Can -- 

Commercial  Solvents 

United  Has  Improvement- - - 

Air  Reduction 

General  Elect  ric - -  -  -  - 

Weetinghouse  Electric  and  ManufiU-turing. 
Intemational  Telephone  and  Telegraph 


I 


$»» 

ISO 
407 
3M 
i»4 
M 
380 
138 


1.8 
1.7 
1.6 
1.8 
1.5 
l.S 
1.4 
1.4 


NO  omogKD 


Radio  Corporath>n  of  America. 
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This  is  admittedly  a  selective  list,  but  it  includes  some  of  the  lH»«t 
known,  as  well  os  tbe  most  active,  stocks  on  the  market.  Several  of  tbe 
group  averages,  as  compiled  by  the  bulletin,  are  also  Instructive.  The 
average  yield  of  25  utility  holding  compauh-s'  stock  was  2.1  per  ceuL 
That  of  13  utility  operating  companies"  stock  wat  1.3  per  cent.  Ten 
grocery  companies'  stock  showed  an  svenige  yield  of  2.8  per  cent,  snd 
seven  chain  stores'  stock,  one  of  1.8  per  cent. 

Evidently  In  most  Instsnce*  the  man  who  purchases  stock  at  prices 
yielding  such  retutns  with  money  costing  9  per  cent  is  not  investing; 
he  Is  speculating.  Tbe  yield  does  not  account  for  the  attraction.  Other 
factors  must  enter  Into  his  calculations,  such  ss  earnings  and  the  future 
of  some  particular  Industry;  and  In  a  few  «ases  tbe  reason  may  bs 
Justlfled.  Neverthele««  the  chief  consideration  generally  Is  ihat  he  h<»- 
lieves  he  can  sell  his  shares  to  another  speculator  at  even  higher  prlcea. 
And  probably  he  can — so  long  as  tbe  market  holds  up. 

The  danger,  of  course,  is  that  tbe  time  may  come  when  this  pyramid- 
ing process  will  stop,  when  no  more  buyers  can  be  found  to  rUk  eipeaals* 
money  at  auch  comparatin>ly  low  relun»«,  when  Ibc  cspHa»laaU«»«  »f  »^ 
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fatar«  no  longrr  satWIet.  Only  a  limited  namber  of  ttocta,  probably 
IMS  than  a  third  of  tb«««  Hated,  are  partleipatlns  In  tbe  boom.  Tbe 
qoMtlon  In  whether  tbe  deflatloa  of  th**!!"  pricea  to  a  reasonable  baala  on 
earnings  can  be  effected  gradually. 

If  It  ran  not  be.  and  people  atlll  continue  to  play  the  market  for  coa- 
tlBoed  rises,  a  lot  of  tbem  are  going  to  be  sorry. 

(From  tbe  Kansaa  City  Star,  September  16,  192»1 

A   SCPSnAZ  ON    TBB  TAZPATE5 

In  contrast  to  tbe  boom  that  has  been  sweeping  the  price  of  many 
Blocks  contlnuaUy  I4>ward.  the  bond  market  in  this  country  has  been 
OBdergolng  a  period  of  aeTere  depreaslon.  The  two  derelopmenta  are 
clooeiy  related.  And  It  la  ImporUnt  to  recogniie  that  the  present  un- 
satiirfactory  condition  of  the  boud  market  will  be  reflected  for  years  to 
come  in  the  tar  bills  of  erery  community  which  must  borrow  money  at 
this  time.     Higher  taxes  are  tbe  potrilc's  contribution  to  the  wild  stock 

market 

Tbe  depression  felt  by  the  bond  market,  of  course.  Is  part  of  a  gen- 
eral reaction  to  the  greatly  Increased  demand  for  credit,  occasioned  by 
recent  sp««cnlative  operaUons  in  stocks,  a  demand  which  has  caused 
brokeni'  loans  on  the  New  Tork  Stock  Exchange  to  attain  an  un- 
precedented flgur«  and  the  renewal  rate  on  call  money  to  hover  about 
9  per  cent.  It  la  part  of  the  same  movement  which  has  been  raising 
tbe  cost  of  credit  for  farmers,  butdness  men,  and  industrial  concerns, 
wherever  loans  are  npcdfd  in  the  ordinary  conduct  of  tbeir  affairs. 

It  la  evld4>nt  that  the  private  borrower  wUl  attempt  to  recoup  himself 
for  increased  Interest  charges  by  raising  the  price  of  his  product.  The 
consumer  eventually  pays.  Another  place  where  he  feels  th«  Influence  of 
more  expensive  credit  Is  In  the  Increased  cost  of  public  flnanclng. 

Kvery  taxpayer  is  a  partner  In  various  public  "  corporations."  He 
Is  financially  Interested  In  his  school  district,  his  road  district,  his  city, 
his  county,  his  State,  and  his  National  Government.  When  one  of 
these  corporations  requires  a  considerable  amount  of  money  for  some 
purpose  connected  with  Its  regular  business  It  Is  precluded  from  Isstilng 
stock,  but  It  i-an  and  does  Issue  bonds.  In  many  castas  these  bonds  are 
secured  bj  all  the  Uxable  property  in  the  unit;  In  other  words,  by  the 
taxpayer's  property. 

But  now  consider.  Tbe  bond  market  Is  badly  depressed.  Three  and 
a  half  or  four  per  cent  bonds,  no  matter  how  safe,  offer  comparatively 
little  attraction  to  the  man  with  money  to  place  who  sees  the  profits 
to  b»-  made  in  stock  speculation  or  the  high  rates  being  paid  for 
brokers'  ioaos  In  New  Pork.  To  meet  the  competition  the  public  cor- 
porations must  arrange  to  Increase  tbe  yield  on  their  bonds.  But  who 
pays  that  higher  interest  rate?     The  taxpayer. 

It  might  not  appear  that  an  Increase  of  a  half  of  1  per  cent,  which 
is  Kgnnled  by  bankers  here  as  a  minimum  for  some  of  the  bedt  public 
bonds  over  the  last  16  months,  would  prove  of  much  actual  Importance. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  many  of  these  Issues  have  an  average 
maturity  of  about  20  years.  There  Is,  therefore,  an  additional  charge 
on  the  community  of  10  per  cent,  where  the  sums  of  money  involved  are 
often  very  considerable. 

The  State  of  Illinois  recently  put  out  111,000,000  of  highway  bonds, 
la  order  to  render  tbem  sufficiently  attractive  to  secure  a  market  the 
State  had  to  make  them  yield  4.4  per  cent.  About  a  year  ago  similar 
obligations  of  Illinois  were  on  a  basis  of  8.9  per  cent.  There  is  an 
Increase  of  a  half  of  1  per  cent.  For  one  year  the  additional  Interest 
amounts  to  |M,000.  For  20  years  (In  this  case  the  average  maturity 
la  actually  somewhat  longer)  the  Increase  is  more  than  a  milUon  dol- 
lars. That  is  a  contribution  paid  by  tbe  taxpaycra  of  Illinois  to  the 
stock  market. 

Or  take  a  recent  Issue  of  bonds  for  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chicago, 
to  the  amount  of  $10,690,000.  The  yield  basis  was  calculated  at  B 
per  cent  and  up.  A  year  ago,  according  to  bankers,  they  would  bave 
aold  on  a  basis  of  4  per  cent  and  np.  There, is  an  Increase  ot  1  per 
cent,  to  be  paid  for  an  average  of  10  years.  The  total  Increase  there- 
fore. Is  again  In  excess  of  a  million  dollars. 

Tbe  State  of  lUssourt  Is  in  much  the  same  position  as  Illinois  wltb 
respect  to  publk  borroirlncB.  It  is  estimated  that  the  next  Issat  of 
highway  bonds  probably  most  yield  4.4  per  cent  or  more.  Not  so  long 
ago  they  were  selling  on  a  3.9  per  cent  basis.  Taxpayers  in  this  State 
will  bave  to  coalribate  tbe  difference. 

Jackson  County  also  Is  having  to  pay  more  for  lU  credit.  The  last 
highway  bonds  sold  on  nearly  a  4.40  per  cent  basla,  as  compared  to  4.05 
per  cent  about  a  year  ago.  One  Kansas  county  Is  reported  to  be  paying 
approximately  1  per  cent  more  for  Its  money  than  at  this  time  last  yeor. 
InsUnces  coold  be  multiplied.  They  extend  from  national  to  local 
tmrrowinga.  School  and  slnUlar  districts,  with  less  seeority  behind 
tbem.  are  naturally  paying  proportioontdy  more  for  credit  But  even 
the  Federal  Government's  securities  bave  felt  the  effect  of  the  iffesent 
credit  sitoatioa. 

Here  are  tbe  market  figures  for  certain  Isaues  of  Government  bonds, 
generally  considered  among  the  steadiest  and  safest  secnritles  In  the 
world.  The  yleM  la  enlcniated  by  dlrldlnc  the  annual  interest  by  the 
price  paid.    Mote  how  the  yield  has  IncreaaeA  to  attract  bnyenk 
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The  cost  of  government  Is  being  Increased  In  many  places  because  of 
a  buUI  sh  stock  market  .ind  the  tightening  of  credit  which  it  has  entailed. 
Wild  I  peculation  is  levying  a  heavy  tribute  on  all  taxpayers. 


[From  the  Kanaas  City  Star,  September  18,  1929] 

THE    WEST    AND    TBI    BUU.     UARKBT 

Frofc  time  to  time  during  the  last  fortnight  the  Star  has  published 
somewhat  extended  editorial  comment  upon  the  present  condition  of 
the  st'«:k  market  In  particular  an  effort  has  been  made  to  point  out 
the  tr  bute  which  that  market  has  been  exacting  from  this  part  of  the 
country  and  the  dangers  which  beset  the  speculator,  here  as  elsewhere. 
In  con  lectlon  wltb  tbe  possibility  of  a  sudden  collapse  of  stock  prices. 

It  nay  be  asked  why  the  Star  sbould  pay  so  much  attention  to  such  a 

situation  and  what  It  expects  to  accomplish  by  Its  comment.     The  Star 

no   Illusion    that   these  observations   will   have   any   particular 

upon   tbe  market  or  that   they  will  diminish   the  flow   of   credit 

brokers'  loans  so  long  as  8  and  9  per  cent  Interest  rates  continue 
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Trn  isactlons  of  that  nature  are  not  Investments.     They  are  made  for 

speculitlve  purposes,   with  the  expectation   of  selling   the  same   stocks 

at  an  advance  In  price.     It  Is  a  market  sustained  by  a  partlcu- 

leavy  capitalization  of  tbe  future.     Tbe  keystone  of  this  elaborate 

Is  that  unpredictable  quantity  known  as  public  confidence.     In 

when   It  has  given  way  under  such  a  load   there  has  been  a 

Bveryone  has  tried  to  sell  at  once.     Tbe  dally  renewal  rate  on 

has  risen  to  Impossible  figures.     Many  speculators  have  been 

and  the  whole  economic  system  of  tbe  country  has  been  subjected 

1  emporary  depression. 

is  a  chance,  however,  that  deflation  may  be  effected  gradually. 

Financial  authorities  do  not  profess  to  know  how  good  that  chance  may 

it  exists.     If  Inflated  stock  prices  decline  slowly  to  a  reasonable 

tbe  speculator  will  still  lose,  but  bis  Individual  loss  need  not  be 

and  the  economic  system  will  be  spared  a  violent  disturbance. 

I  development  would  be  the  beat  thing  that  could  happen  to  the 


obtiiin. 

Star  does  feel,  however,  that  as  a  matter  of  public  Interest  the 

of   this   territory   should    know   In    how   many   ways    they    have 

md    are   still    contributing   to   the    boom    market,    although    they 

own  a  share  of  stock.     There  Is  also  a  hope  that  some  of  the 

speculators  here,  tbe  "  little  "  men  who  have  been  taking  unac- 

ed  fliers  without  realizing  the  extent  of  tbe  risk  they  assumed, 

tbe  light  of  this  information  protect  tbemselves  against  a  sudden 

jeflntlon. 

observers,  except  the  most  confirmed  optimists,  attempt  to  deny 

boards   of   the   situation    now    existing   In    tbe   stock    market.     A 

of  stocks,  constituting  less  than  a  third  of  the  number  listed  on 

York  exchange,  have  been  pyramiding  In  price  until   they  are 

on  a  basis  which  produces  a  return  of  as  little  as  1  and  2  per 

the  Investment  Involved.     To  purchase  these  stocks  many  per- 

borrowing  money  at  8  and  9  per  cent,  sabject  to  repayment  on 
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as  has  been  already  pointed  out  In  these  columns,  the  prcs?nt 
situation  not  only  Involves  a  threat  for  the  future  but  Imposes  an  im- 
mediate burden  upon  this  and  every  community  like  It.  In  a  lUtle 
more  than  three  years  the  volume  of  brokers'  loans  on  tbe  New  \'>rk 
Stock  Exchange  has  Increased  from  less  than  (3.000.000,000  to  nearly 
|8,00(  1,000,000.  The  result  has  been  to  tighten  credit  conditions 
throu  ;hont  the  country. 

TtM  cost  of  credit  for  cattlemen  In  this  territory  has  arisen  by  from 
1  to  4  per  cent.  Interest  rates  on  commercial  pnper,  used  by  merchants 
for  s  tort-time  financing,  have  increased  In  much  tbe  aume  fashion. 
Industrial  concerns  are  having  to  pay  n^^ore  for  their  money.  Bulldlug 
activities  in  Kansas  City  and  this  area  have  been  hampered  by  the 
hlghe  '  charges  on  loans  necessary  for  them.  WTicrever  credit  is  ro- 
quire<  ,  tbe  influence  of  the  bull  market  Is  felt. 

Nal  nrally  the  borrowers  hope  to  pass  this  additional  cost  on  to  tbe 
consuuers.  Bnt  tbe  taxpayer  Is  b^lng  assessed  In  a  more  direct  v>ay 
throu  (b  the  Increased  cost  of  public  financing.  Tbe  tightening  of 
crdll  baa  necessitated  Increasing  the  yield  on  all  kinds  of  local,  Srate. 
and  (  ovemment  bonds ;  and,  of  course,  the  additloual  interest  charges 
wiU  it  found  in  the  tax  bills. 
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The  Star  has  cited  specific  examples  of  contributions  which  the 
cltlK-ns  of  this  area  have  been  making  to  tbe  stock  market  It  has 
given  statistics  to  demonstrate  the  low  yield  now  produced  by  some  of 
the  more  active  stocks  and  the  absorption  of  credit  in  brokers'  loana, 
with  mounting  Interest  rates. 

The  feverish  speculation  on  WaU  Street  In  which  the  whole  country 
has  been  taking  part,  is  being  paid  for  In  higher  living  costs.  In  slack- 
ening industry,  In  a  tax  burden  that  must  be  borne  for  years  to  come. 
At  the  same  time  It  is  Involving  serious  hazard  for  tens  of  thousands 
of  speculators  outside  of  Wall  Street  who  win  lose  when  there  no 
longer  are  speculators  willing  to  gamble  on  a  further  rise. 

There  Is  no  question  of  the  essential  soundness  of  the  economic  con- 
dition of  the  country.  Probably  no  nation  in  history  haa  had  such 
widespread  prosperity.  Our  great  home  markets,  our  natural  resources, 
and  our  genius  for  mechanical  Invention  and  Industrial  organisation 
bave  ttll  combined  to  that  end  and  there  is  every  reason  to  suppose  that 
these  factors  will  continue  to  work  Increasingly  to  our  advantage. 

Nevertheless,  the  Star  believes  that  Inflated  stock  prices  are  a  menace 
to  the  orderly  development  of  the  country  as  a  whole  and  that  the 
sooner  the  market  begins  to  return  to  a  normal  basis  the  better  for 
everyone  concerned. 

[From  tbe  Kansas  aty  Timea,  September  27,  192«1 

camnsif  raoM  wall  sranr 

The  Star  called  attention  yesterday  afternoon  to  a  first-page  editorial 

In  the  Wall  Street  Journal  criticising  Its  recent  comments  on  the  stock 

market.     The  source  of  the  criticism  and  tbe  ImporUnce  of  the  subject 

warrant  a  more  detailed  examination  than  was  possible  yesterday. 

In  the  editorials  In  question  the  Star  Invited  attention  to  the  dangers 
In  tbe  stock-market  situation  and  to  the  way  in  which  it  waa  slowing 
down  business  and  burdening  agriculture  throughout  the  West.  This 
newspaper  warned  Its  resders  of  the  Inherent  Instability  of  a  market 
with  certain  stocks  far  above  any  apparently  reasonable  dividend  basis. 
It  pointed  to  the  enormous  growth  of  brokers'  loans  as  using  credit  that 
la  needed  In  business  and  farming,  and  as  forcing  up  the  Interest  rate 
on  local  and  Government  bonds. 

Tbe  latest  of  these  editorials  draws  the  fire  of  tbt  Wall  Street  Jour- 
nal. Quoting  from  this  editorial  which  It  calls  "Inordinately  long" — 
but  which  evidently  was  not  too  long  to  be  read  by  the  Wall  Street  Jour- 
nal— K  points  out  that  the  Star  protested  that  "  Inflated  stock  prices 
are  a  menace  to  the  orderly  development  of  tbe  country  as  a  whole  " 
and  asserted  **  that  tbe  sooner  the  market  begins  to  return  to  a  normal 
basis  the  better  for  everyone  concerned. " 

Who  is  to  start  liquidating?  the  Wall  Street  Jonrnal  Inquires.  And 
what  Is  a  normal  basis,  not  in  the  opinion  of  tbe  Star,  which  knows 
little  enough  about  It  but  In  the  opinion  of  those  who  really  understand 
It?  There  Is  no  Intention  here  to  take  a  position  en  the  market,  but  it 
is  necessary  to  point  out  that  carrying  stocks  yielding  2  per  cent,  wltn 
money  borrowed  at  a  much  higher  rate,  la  not  necessarily  unsound  or 
even  dangerous. 

Just  what  Is  a  normal  basis  for  stocks  no  one,  of  course,  can  say,  not 
even  the  wise  Wall  Street  JoumaL  But  certainly  tlie  enormous  Increaae 
in  the  market  price  of  many  securities  far  beyond  any  prospects  of 
earning  capacity,  can  not  be  called  normal.  Certainly  the  expansion 
of  brokers'  loans  from  13,000.000,000  In  1926  to  98,000,000,000  In  1929 
can  not  be  called  normaL 

Does  tbe  Wall  Street  Journal  sf^riously  contend  that  the  tremendoua 
turnover  In  stocks — the  6,  6,  and  e\en  8  million  share  days — is  the  out- 
come of  buying  on  an  Investment  basis? 

In  fact  the  Star  recalls  what  seemed  tx)  be  a  warning  note  from  this 
same  newspaper  a  little  less  than  a  month  ago.  "  No  tree  grows  to  the 
aky,"  It  said,  "  bnt  it  is  a  fairly  permanent  feature  of  the  landscape 
provided  It  Is  well  rooted.  In  a  great  buU  market  much  attention  Is 
given  to  the  foliage ;  some  conservaUve  consideration  la  likely  to  be 
given,  In  the  future,  to  tbe  roots." 

The  Star  baa  been  following  this  advice  and  calling  attention  co  the 
roots. 

Out  here  In  the  West,  In  our  stupid  way,  we  believe  the  Wall  Street 
situation  to-day  has  all  the  earmarks  of  a  wild  boom  such  as  affected 
Florida  real  esUte  a  few  years  ago.  We  have  even  heard  reports  of 
the  same  belief  among  managers  of  some  of  tbe  big  corporations  who 
bave  privately  expressed  anxiety  lest  many  purchasers  of  their  stocks 
get  hurt  In  the  market  and  the  resulting  distrust  of  stocks  Interfere 
with  their  future  flnanclng. 

From  the  Star's  contention  that  the  feverish  speculation  with  Its  in- 
crease In  brokers'  loans  has  produced  high  rates  for  money  for  ordinary 
business  transactions,  the  Wall  Street  Journal  dissents. 

"  Brokers'  loans,"  It  says,  "  really  make  up  only  a  small  part  of  the 
credit  neceesary  to  carry  on  the  country's  business.  Money  Is  high 
all  over  the  world  for  reasons  which  have  nothing  to  do  with  stock 
■peculation." 

This  Is  a  sUtement  of  opinion  made  without  tbe  evidence  to  back  It 
The  opinion  doea  not  seem  to  bave  convinced  the  Federal  Beeerv* 
Board.  It  will  not  convince  business  men  of  the  West  who  see  credit 
hclhc  transferred  to  Wall   Street  to  get  the  high  Interest  rates  paid 


there,  which  norsBally  would  be  available  for  business  uses  In  this  part 
of  tbe  country.  It  will  not  convince  taxpayers  who  have  to  shoulder 
the  high  Intereat  rates  paid  by  school  bonds,  road  bonds,  county  bonds, 
city  bonds,  even  Government  bonds,  because  of  tbe  Inordinate  demands 
made  by  the  speculative  markets. 

To  quote  a  buolness  authority.  Chairman  Legge,  of  the  Federal 
Farm  Board,  said  Wednesday  that  money  that  was  needed  to  take 
care  of  wheat  was  "  being  sent  to  Wall  Street  for  speculation  on  tbe 
stock  market." 

Finally  the  Wall  Street  Journal  Inquires  as  to  the  future.     It  says : 

"  If  the  stock  market  Is  left  alone.  It  wUl  liquidate  Itself  In  due 
course  and  do  so  safely.  Forced  liquidation  anywhere.  If  In  sufficient 
Toliune,  means  trouble  In  every  direction.  •  •  •  Does  the  Star 
suppose  that  the  Interests  which  center  In  Kansaa  City  would  be  safer 
and  more  profitable  If  a  devastating  and  needleas  smaab  In  the  stock 
market  could  be  brou^t  about  ?  " 

But  why  should  there  be  any  talk  of  the  stock  market  liquidating 
ttaelf  If  things  are  now  on  a  normal  basis,  which  Is  to  be  Inferred  in 
the  Wall  Street  Journal's  recent  comments?  If  the  highly  active  stocks 
are  selling  as  Justified  Investments,  why  should  liquidation  be  expected? 

Apparently,  however,  the  Wall  Street  Journal  really  harbors  a  degree 
of  anxiety.  To  revert  to  Its  comment  of  last  month.  It  usually  is 
assumed.  It  said,  in  a  prolonged  bull  market  "  that  prices  can  never  go 
down  and  that  tbe  old  order  has  changed  and  even  permanently  given 
place  to  a  new.  As  Hathl,  the  wise  elephant,  explained  to  Mow^  dur- 
ing the  great  drought,  these  things  have  happened  before.  •  •  • 
Principles  are  consistent  If  we  can  only  discover  them." 

The  Stsr  has  been  trying  to  indicate  tbeae  Inexorable  prlndides  that 
In  the  long  run  will  govern  the  market  In  so  doing  It  believes  It  Is 
meeting  an  obligation  to  the  territory  It  serves.  It  hopes  that  Its 
readers  who  may  happen  to  be  in  tbe  market  wUl  protect  themselves 
against  the  Inevitable  liquidation.  It  hopes  further  that  if  the  liquida- 
tion movement  can  be  started  In  tbe  Middle  West  It  may  spread  tA  other 
parts  of  the  country  and  thus  help  bring  tbe  market  down  gradually, 
avoiding  tbe  smaah  to  which  the  Wall  Street  Journal  refers. 

Primarily  tbla  newspaper  is  fighting  for  Its  own  people  and  their 
Interests.  And  It  does  not  expect  that  such  a  fight  wlU  be  popular  on 
Wall  Street! 

INVESnOATION    OT   DI8TUCT   OT   COLUMBIA   OOVEBNMEirr 

Mr.  DIIjL  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BLEASK.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Washington  yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Sooth  Carolina? 

Mr.  DILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLEASB.  I  desire  to  offer  a  resolntion  which  I  do  not 
think  will  cause  any  debate,  and  I  acd(  for  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  resolution  will  be  read 
for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolation  (8.  Res.  127),  as 
follows : 

Whereas  numerous  reports  and  newspaper  editorials  and  articles 
have  appeared  and  are  now  daily  appearing  In  reference  to  tbe  official 
conduct  of  those  In  charge  of  the  police  department,  tbe  detective 
department  the  district  attorney's  ofBce.  and  the  District  Commissioners 
and  those  In  puUic  offices  connected  with  the  government  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  which  reports  if  true  show  ineflUclency  and  corrup- 
tion in  said  government  and  which  if  true  should  cause  tbe  immediate 
dismissal  of  all  who  are  connected  with  the  control  of  these  depart- 
ments, and  which  if  not  true  should  be  as  early  as  possible  shown  to 
be  exaggerated:  Be  tt 

ReaotvfA.  That  the  Committee  on  the  DIatrtet  of  Columbia  or  a  sub- 
committee thereof  be,  and  are  hereby,  instructed  to  immediately  make 
a  thorough  Investigation  of  such  charges  and  report  Its  findings  as 
early  as  practicable ;  be  it  further 

Rmolved,  That  said  committee  or  subcommittee  Is  hereby  authorised 
to  summon  witnesses  and  to  punish  for  contempt  any  official  or  other 
person  who  refuses  to  testify  before  tbem  when  duly  summoned  to  so 
do;  be  It  further 

Retolved,  That  whereas  section  855  of  the  Code  of  Laws  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  provides  for  the  carrying  of  weapons  concealed  about 
tbe  person  of  ccrUln  parties  who  receive  permits  to  so  do;  tb^t  said 
committee  make  Inquiry  as  to  what  persons  during  the  year  1929  have 
been  duly  authorized  to  carry  weapons  in  the  District  of  Columbia  by 
obtaining  such  permits,  whom  they  obtained  the  said  permlU  from, 
the  drcumstaneea  nnder  which  they  obUlned  it  snd  the  reasons  there- 
for; the  names  of  parties  who  vouched  for  the  repnUtion  and  eharmc- 
ter  of  the  person  obtaining  such  permit ;  whether  or  not  the  peieon 
obtaining  such  permit  Is  an  American-born  or  a  naturalised  citiscn 
or  a  foreigner ;  tbe  color,  race,  and  place  of  residence  of  such  persons. 
Also,  said  committee  shall  ascertain  what  persons  bave  made  applica- 
tion lor  such  permits  and  have  been  refused,  and  the  reasons  for  such 
refusal,  during  the  year  1929 ;  be  it  further 

RaoVoed,  That  aald  committee  ascertain  from  the  district  attorney's 
ofllce  and  the  records  of  the  grand  Jury  when  the  indictment  against 
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tbose  cbju^ed  wttb  tbe  Border  at  Lee  King  wu  found  Ity  tb*  gnnd  jory 
and  Kbt^A  It  waa  returned  to  tbe  oflkse  flf  tlie  district  attorney  and 
what  aasistaut  district  attorney  handled  It  and  wby  It  WM  wltbhrid 
from  tbe  court  and  from  the  pabUc  antO  tbe  final  day  of  tibe  tens  of 
tbe  KTaad  Jarora  tben  serTing ;  and  be  it  further 

Re»o}ved,  That  tbe  said  eommlttee  partlcnlarly  inquire  Into  the  reason 
for  tbe  suapenaion  of  Robert  J.  Allen  from  the  police  department  of 
tbe  I>iatrlct  of  CohimMa,  and  wby  it  was  necenary  to  assault  the  Mid 
Robt^rt  J.  Allen  when  taking  from  him  the  badge  of  hia  office ;  and  wby 
be  baa  not  been  restored  to  daty  since  t)>e  grand  Jary  has  Tiodlcated 
his  actions  and  as  was  promised  trim  by  Assistant  Bapertnteodent  of 
Police  Shelby  and  Soperinteadent  of  Police  Pratt 

The  PRESIDiINT  pro  tempore.    Without  objection 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  think  this  is  aoite  a  complex 
reeolntioD 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Let  the  Chair  state  the  dis- 
poBition  of  Lhe  resolotioQ,  please.  Withoat  objection,  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  has  unanimous  consent  to  submit  the  reso- 
lution, and,  under  the  statute,  the  resolution  is  referred  to  the 
Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Ccmtingeut  Elxpenses  of  t2ie 
Senate. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  Presddent,  there  is  no  iHrovision  for  the 
expenditure  of  money  in  the  resolution. 

Th('  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  There  Is  a  provision  for  the 
summoning  of  witnesses,  and  the  Chair  haidly  sees  how  that 
could  be  carried  out  without  some  charge  upon  the  coutiiigent 
fund. 

Mr.  BLEASB.  The  Chair  is  a  little  bit  ahead  of  himself 
this  morning. 

Mr.  JONES.    I  think 

Mr.  BLEASE.    I  have  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  No;  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  Dux]  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  have  the  flo<M-  and  do  not  yield.  Tbe  Sena- 
tor from  Washington  [Mr.  Dnx]  yielded  to  me. 

Mr.  DILL.    Only  for  the  purpose  of  presenting  the  resolution. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Of  course,  if  the  resolution  is  going  to  bring 
on  discussion  I  shall  not  take  up  the  time  of  the  Senator  from 
Washington ;  bat  the  resolntlon  provides  for  an  investigation  of 
the  activities  of  certain  officials  of  tbe  District  of  Columbia, 
who  are  now  drawing  large  salaries,  and  I  think  It  should  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  inasmoch  as  It  is  a  very  complex 
resolution  and  covers  quite  a  number  of  diflferent  matters,  I  de- 
sire to  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  it  should  be  sent  to  the 
District  Committee  for  consideration  and  possible  modification 
or  amendment. 

Mr.  KLEASE.  We  would  put  the  resolution  in  a  refrigerator 
if  we  should  send  It  to  the  committee  that  upon  its  adoption  is 
going  to  do  tbe  work.  If  it  is  desired  to  send  it  to  any  commit- 
tee at  all  let  it  be  sent  at  least  to  some  committee  where  it  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  coming  back  to  the  Senate.  I  would 
not  Mame  tbe  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  for  keep- 
ing it  back ;  it  is  asking  them  to  do  something  that  they  should 
have  already  done  without  any  resolution. 

Mr.  JONES.    I  think  the  Senator  has  tbe  wrong  idea. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  question  now 
and  thus  take  up  the  time  of  the  Senator  from  Washington,  but 
there  are  things  in  this  city  that  ought  to  be  cleared  up,  things 
which  constitute  a  stench  in  the  nostrils  of  all  decent  Ameri- 
cans not  Only  those  living  in  America  but  those  out  of  it  This 
resolution  will  help  clear  up  that  situation,  and  I  am  ready  to 
furnish  proof  and  back  it  up.  Ail  I  want  to  have  is  an  oppor- 
tunity to  do  that  If  the  Senate  does  not  want  it  done,  that  is 
all  right. 

The  PRESIDENT'  ivo  tempore.  Tbe  Chair  maintains  his 
position  that  the  resolution  should  be  sent  to  the  Committee  to 
Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate,  and, 
unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the  Senate,  such  disposition  will  be 
made. 

FiaxiBUHRABur  raoKianms 

Mr.  TTDIN08.     Mr.  President 

Tbe  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Washington  jrield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  DILL.     For  what  purpose? 

Mr.  TTDIN08.  I  desire  to  submit  for  the  RaooBD  a  number 
of  editorials  relatfaag  to  the  flexIMe-tariff  provislonB  of  the 
pending  tariff  bilL 

Mr.  DILL.    Very  well.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TTDINOS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  UDaninfMms  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Rbcxisd  immediately  followlBg  my  lemarka 
some  editorials  from  various  newspapers. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  obJectloiiT  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  It  is  so  ordered. 


Tl  le  editorials  are  as  follows : 


[From  the  LonlsTille  Times,  September  25,  1920] 
ofra-MAji  Fown 

Calvin  Coolidge  employed  tlie  flexible  proTlsion  of  the  tariff  bill  to 
give  the  pig-iron  indastry  a  50  per  cent  increase  of  protection. 

Herbert  Hoover  wonts  the  same  power.  How  be  wonld  use  it  nobody 
knonB.  It  would  be  unfair  to  forecast  any  misuse  of  it  by  Iilm.  His 
argument  that  Congress  can  not  determine  all  of  tbe  factors  in  tarltf 
makiag  without  doing  injustice  is  not  a  convincing  plea  for  1-man 
power 
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course.  Congress  can  not  make  a  tariff  law  without  doing  injua- 

Furthermore,   the  attempt  never  would   be   made  with   the  domi- 

element  of  Congress  in  favor  of  the  principle  of  lilgh  protectionism. 

is  subsidy. 

Whilst  it  may  be  argued  that  this  or  that  President  vested  with  power 

1-raan   tariff  making   might   be   ujcommonl;    wise,    and    uncom- 

Jnst,    it    can    not    \>e    argued    persuasively    that    delegating    tbe 

authority  of  Congress  to  the  President  is  either  wise  or  safe. 

Coastitntion    divides    tbe    powers    of    government    between    the 
tbe  Judicial,  and  tbe  legislative  branches.     The  flexible  pro- 
vision  surrenders  the   legislative   power   to   the   President,   who,   in    its 
becomes,   virtually,  Judge,  Jury,  and  court  of  last  resort,   per- 
tberefore    a    Judicial    function    without    tbe    customary    safe- 
by  which  it  is  sought  to  guard  Justice  la  tbe  Judicial  branch  of 
(^vemment 

oau  tariff  making  is  absolutism.  It  is  a  complete  denial  of  the 
prlndlples  and  purposes  of  representative  government.  It  can  not  )>e 
argo(d  that  tiie  President,  with  his  multifarious  duties,  always  under 
for  time,  could  function  as  tariff  adjuster  with  more  tlxan  on«- 
of  tlie  efficiency  of  a  tariff  commission  of  five,  or  with  more  than 
tplrd  of  tbe  efflcleocy  of  a  tariff  conunlaslon  of  three. 

flexible  provision  is  tbe  most  retrogressive  step  in  our  tariff  his- 
and  not,  as  Itesident  Hoover  contends,  tbe  most  progressive  step, 
vests  first-term  Presidents,  in  all  cases  candidiaes  for  the  Presl- 
with  power  which  no  President,  regardless  oo  whether  he  is  a 
candidate,  should  be  allowed  to  liave. 
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{Prom  LoQlsvUle  Times,   September  26,   1929] 

THS   CAWDIDATS 

Pr^ident  Herbert  Hoover  Is  a  candidate  for  reelection,  as  a  matter 
of  coarse.  No  man  in  his  situation,  at  his  age,  would  be  without  ambi- 
tion   ^or  a  second  term. 

In  view  of  his  candidacy,  and  regardless  of  his  intentions,  his  all  but 

clamorous  demand  for  the  power  of  an  autocrat  over  the  tariff  system 

national   and  international  interest.     No  political  maclilne   could 

m*re  powerful  than  control  of  the  tariff  machinery  which  constitutes. 

Senator  La  Fou.ctts  says,  ••  political  power  beyond  the  imaRinatlon 


mi  in 


Thjp  tariff  law  constitutes  economic  chauvinism  of  such  a  character 
mamy  thoughtful  Buropeans  look  upon  it  as  equal  to  heavy  ama- 
ss a  bar  to  real  and  enduring  peace. 
President,  it  is  remarked  in  the  Senate,  did  not  hesitate  to  inter- 
In  legislation  to  the  extent  of  tietng  tbe  full  force  of  his  great  per- 
influence  and  the  entire  weight  of  his  office  against  the  debenture 
in  tbe  farm  bill.     He  has,  at  no  time  since  he  became  President 
to    speak  frankly    and    pun<:ently    upon    matters    which    liave 
him.     He  has  been  admired,  by  Democrats  and  Republicans 
for  his  candor  and  his  courage, 
his  silence  was  giving  consent  to  the  most  extortionate   tariff 
this  history  of  legislation  upon  this  subject  was  construed  as 
that  he  was  merely  an  orthodox  member  and  a  loyal  servant 
party  whose  fundamental  doctrine  and  historic  policy  have  been 
pvoteetkniism. 
declared  fear  that  power  over  the  tariff  will  be  taken  from  him 
him  as  the  first  President  who  has  demanded  openly  the  tariff 


argument  that  tt  Is  necessary  for  the  welfare  of  the  country  that 
power  over  the  tariff  rest  in  his  office  is  complete  repudiation  of 
eory  of  government  by  the  people.  His  argriment  that  his  power 
the  tariff  Is  not  despotic  is  set  aside  by  the  fact  that  his  predeces- 
1  ;nored  a  tariff  commission  which  did  not  satisfy  the  sugar  subsidy 
and  In  packing  tbe  oommlssion  with  men  satisfactory  to  bene- 
fldai^es  of  privilege  schedules.  Included  a  former  tariff  lobbyist  in  Its 
perse  nnel. 

Tbe  President  may  not  be  seeking,  as  a  candidate,  to  benefit  by 
anto4racy's  opportunities,  but  he  Is  a  candidate,  asking  for  autocratic 
powe  r,  "  beyond  the  Imagination  of  man." 

[From  the  Courier  Journal,  September  26,  1920] 

TIU  FSXSIDKNT  ^UKTS  T£UI  KBSKSVATIOM 

Pi^stdCDt  Hoover,  ia  publishing  a  protest  and  argument  again.'vt   tbe 
of  tbe  fleaibls  pr*vlsles  of  tbe  tariff  law,  knocks  from  under  bim 
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the  props  to  his  claim  of  hsnds-off  policy  with  reference  to  tbe  pending 
tariff  legislation.  Heretofore  he  has  chosen  to  take  a  position  of  aloof- 
news  on  the  theory  that  it  is  not  the  province  of  the  Executive  to  inter 
fere  with  the  work  of  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government.  Mr. 
Hoovo.  recognlies  a  ground  for  a  charge  of  inconsistency  against  him 
on  this  point  and  defends  bimpelf  against  it  by  asserting  that  having 
made  his  position  in  support  of  the  flexible  Uriff  clear  In  his  message 
at  the  beginning  of  the  special  aession  of  Congress  bis  pronouncement  at 
this  tim«'  did  not  pass  over  what  be  regards  as  tbe  border  line  between 
legiKlalive  and  executive  functiona 

But  he  seems  to  overlook  the  fact  that  also  having  made  Ills  posltioa 
clear  in  his  call  for  tbe  extra  session  that  it  was  only  for  "  limited  " 
tariff  legislation  aside  from  the  agricultural  schedules  he  has  done  noth- 
ing to  attempt  any  curb  on  tbe  plunge  of  tbe  extra  session  into  un- 
limited industrial-turiff  legislation.  Certainly  he  had  as  much  right 
to  attempt  such  a  curb  as  be  has  to  undertake  to  control  flexible-tariff 

legislation. 

The  President's  studied  refusal  to  make  any  effort  to  shape  the  tariff 
bill  now  <in  the  ways  In  Congress  has  left  him  in  an  attitude  of  inability 
to  claim  freedom  from  all  icsponsibillty  for  tbe  tariff  bill  that  will  be 
passed,  however  bad  it  may  be.  And  now  his  abandonment  of  his  policy 
of  aloofness  to  lunge  into  the  fight  on  the  flexible  device  leaves  him 
without  even  any  technical  plea  for  absolution  from  tbe  blame  for  the 
new  tariff  monstrosity  which  is  to  be  foisted  upon  tbe  country  by  the 
extri   session  of  Congress  which   he  convoked. 

The  President's  argument  that  be  be  invested  with  the  practically 
absolute  legislative  power  which  it  was  never  the  intention  of  the 
founders  of  tbe  Government  that  tbe  President  should  have  has  nothing 
to  back  it  in  the  experience  we  already  have  hafi  with  the  working  of 
this  "  flexible  "  machinery.  It  has  operated  in  every  important  instance 
for  higher  duties,  the  President,  as  in  the  case  of  sugar,  refusing  to 
follow  the  Tariff  Commission's  recommendation  for  lower  duties.  Presi- 
dent Coolidge.  under  the  shelter  of  this  law,  assumed  such  autocratic 
power  that  be  reorganized  and  packed  the  Tariff  Commission  in  order 
to  prevent  Its  making  rtcommendations  not  to  his  liking  as  a  high 
tarifflte.  President  Hoover  himself  has  already  resorted  to  this  flexible 
provision  to  increase  duties,  and  In  the  argument  which  he  now  makes 
for  tb."  retention  of  that  provision  be  goes  to  an  extreme  from  which 
even  tJe  K»publlcan  Senate  has  backed  away  by  committing  himself  to 
the  "competitive"  basis  for  rate  boosting.  Everything  so  far  indicates 
that  President  Hoover  would  be  as  much  of  a  high-tariff  autocrat  as 
President  Coolidge  was. 

He  made  a  strange  misstep  when  he  Included  In  his  statement  an 
attock  on  Governor  Smitli's  plan  for  an  enlarged  Tariff  Commission 
with,  .iccording  to  the  report  of  Mr.  Hoover's  objections,  "  almost  ex- 
clusive authority  to  make  all  tariff  changes."  Mr.  Hoover  committed 
the  same  mistake  in  his  campaign  speeches.  He  attacked  tbe  Smith 
plan  for  reorganization  of  the  Tariff  Commission  with  the  charge  that 
it  wonld  be  empowered  to  usurp  the  legislative  functions  of  Congress, 
wb<-reas  tbe  Tariff  Commission  which  Governor  Smith  proposed  was  to 
be,  lis  distinctly  defined  by  him,  merely  a  fact-finding  commission,  the 
facts  which  it  might  find  to  be  laid  before  Congress  for  that  body's 
action  as  It  chose.  But  Mr.  Hoover  In  his  campaign  misunderstood  and 
condemned  the  Smith  tariff  commission  on  the  ground  that  It  would 
be  a  legislative  body,  to  which  Congress  would  surrender  its  proper 
functions.  Yet  now  Mr.  Hcover,  as  President,  is  asking  Congress  to 
Burrend«>r  to  him  the  very  functions  whose  surrender  to  a  proposed 
tariff  commission  Candidate  Hoover  erroneously  conceived  was  favored 
by  Cunilldate  Smith,  whose  defeat,  because  of  such  an  unsound  project. 
Candidate  Hoover  demanded. 

[From  the  Baltimore  Sun,  October  2.  1929] 

CACGBT  WITH   THE  JAM 

Whether  or  not  the  obnoxious  flexible-tariff  arrangement  Is  finally 
thrown  out  of  the  pending  Uriff  bill— the  odds  are  against  this  result 
in  view  of  the  close  Senate  division  and  the  President's  whip  hand  over 
the  House — there  seems  to  be  substantial  agreement  that  the  bill  In  Its 
entirety,  as,  when,  and  if  passed,  will  be  a  much  more  respectable  piece 
of  leslslation  than  that  orl^rinally  Indorsed  by  tbe  House  and  subse- 
quently approved  by  tbe  Republicans  of  tbe  Senate  Finance  Committee. 

If  this  proves  to  be  the  case,  it  will  be  due  directly  to  the  broadsides 
leveled  against  the  bill  by  Democrats  and  insurgent  Republicans  in  the 
Senate.  The  House,  under  the  old  guard  Repul>licaa  lash,  not  only  ac- 
cepted a  tariff  monstrosity  from  its  Ways  and  Means  Committee  without 
protest,  but  added  a  few  minor  deformities  of  its  own  and  Jammed  it 
through.  The  Republicans  of  tbe  Senate  Finance  Committee,  without 
making  the  slightest  pretext  of  doing  a  reasoned  Job.  and  without  even 
both*ring  to  offer  an  explanation  of  many  rate  changes,  tossed  the  Mil 
into  the  Senate.  The  President  has  made  no  gesture  of  annoyance  over 
this  tariff  orgy.  On  tbe  contrary,  he  has  confined  his  "  interventioo  " 
to  a  plea  for  the  retention  of  a  fieiibletariff  device  which  is  peculiarly 
deslKued  for  dispensing  additional  tariff  favors. 

And  now.  when  there  is  mounting  evidence  that  the  Democratic  and 
insurgent  attack  upon  the  bill  is  taking  hold,  and  that  the  country  is  not 
dlsiMised   to   grin   and    bear  an   indiacrlmluate   tariff   raid   in    behalf   of 


already  fabulously  rich  IndustriM.  polite  intlmatloas  oom«  that  tb« 
glossy  Nick  Lomowobth,  Speaker  of  the  House,  never  really  expected 
tbe  House  bill  to  become  law  anyway,  and  that  it  was  enentlally  aa 
arrangement  for  subsequent  trading  with  the  Benate.  If  be  to  entirely 
frank  in  this  attitude,  it  reflects  a  strange  perversion  of  tbe  scbema 
originally  designed  for  governing  the  United  States.  For  in  that  event 
the  House,  designed  aa  directly  representative  of  tl»e  people,  has  becom« 
the  agency  of  special  interests ;  and  th«  Senate,  originally  intended  as  a 
more  or  leas  aristocratic  body,  has  Instead  become  the  body  to  wblcb 
the  common  man  must  look  for  defense. 

It  is  not  likely,  however,  that  there  Is  complete  tranicness  in  the  view 
that  the  House  was  really  not  in  earnest  when  it  passed  its  bill.  Th« 
chancca  are  that  it  was  a  bill  that  its  leaders  would  like  very  much  to 
become  law.  Furthermore,  so  far  as  any  action  of  tbe  Senate  Finance 
Committee  and  the  President  is  concerned,  there  is  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  it  would  have  become  law  if  tbe  Democrat^  and  the  insurgent 
Republicans  had  not  launched  their  assault  upon  it. 

From  present  indications,  the  attacks  on  the  House  bill  In  the  Senate 
have  but  fairly  begun.  They  should  be  continued  with  unabated  fervor. 
No  one  should  be  deceived  by  the  idea  that  the  House  was  only  fooling. 
That  is  always  the  explanation  of  a  small  boy  caught  in  tbe  cupboard 
on  a  search  for  the  jam. 

[From  the  Baltimore  Sun,  October  4,  1929] 

LOCK   THB  BASH    DOOK 

Tariff  making  by  tbe  President  has  been  rejected  by  the  Senate. 
Whether  this  happy  decision,  made  by  a  close  vote,  will  withstand  all 
the  tugging  and  pulling  to  which  the  pending  tariff  bill  will  be  subjected 
before  it  becomes  law  remains  to  be  seen.  In  any  event,  it  will  serve 
tbe  Immediately  desirable  purpose  of  putting  pressure  on  President 
Hoover  to  state  clearly  where  be  sUads  in  regard  to  tbe  proposed  Uriff 
schedules. 

According  to  Mr.  Mark  SuUivao,  veteran  Washington  correspondent 
of  tbe  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  the  Republicans  rely  upon  the  flexible 
tariff  to  restore  a  measure  of  decency  to  an  admittedly  unjustifiable 
tariff  bill  passed  by  the  House  and  approved  by  tbe  Senate  Finance 
Committee.  Since  Mr.  Sullivan  is  very  close  to  tl>e  White  House  at 
the  present  time,  bis  estimate  of  Republican,  and  particularly  presi- 
dential, strategy  in  the  Uriff  flgbt  is  imporunt 

In  his  dispatch  to  the  Herald  Tribune  yesterday,  Mr.  Sullivan  said 
that  among  the  Republicans  defending  tbe  flexible  Uriff  there  is  "  the 
tacit  acknowledgment  that  many  of  the  rates  in  the  pending  bill  are 
unjustifiable."  But  along  with  It  goes  the  expectation  that  if  the  flexible 
tariff  is  reUined  "  President  Hoover  would  be  willing  to  Uke  the  re- 
sponsibility of  promptly  changing  the  unjustifiable  rates  through  tlia 
mechanism  of  tbe  fleklble  provision." 

In  other  words,  in  Mr.  Sullivan's  view,  the  President  would  like  to 
sUnd  by  and  let  Congress  pass  an  admittedly  rotten  Uriff  bill  in  the 
expectation  that  be  could  patch  it  up  by  Executive  fiat  later  on.  He 
would  do  this  by  keeping  a  flexible-tariff  acbeme  which  has  been  proveo 
a  disgraceful  failure. 

In  reporting  the  Senate  debate  on  the  flexible  Uriff,  Mr.  Sullivan  said : 
"  So  far  as  tbe  argument  turned  on  the  Tariff  Commission,  as  it  has 
been  since  1922,  the  Democrats  were  triumphant  in  excoriation,  and  the 
Republicans  helpless  to  defend.  •  •  •  Rbsd,  of  Pennsylvania,  felt 
obliged  to  admit  that  the  past  operations  of  the  Tariff  Commission  were 
'  deplorable.'  •  •  •  Bokah  was  able  to  charge,  without  reply  from 
the  Republicans,  that  '  tbe  Tariff  Commission,  as  it  has  l>een  made  op 
since  1921,  has  been  composed  to  a  dominant  degree  of  lobbyists  for 
industrial  interests.'  •  •  •  No  speech  by  any  Republicaa  even 
faintly  approached  the  quality  of  the  speech  of  Senator  Conkaixt,  of 
Texas.  •  •  •  The  criticism  of  the  provision  by  Senator  Wauh,  of 
Montana,  on  constltationsl  grounds,  was  beyond  any  constitutional 
argument  made  by  the  Repobllcana" 

It  is  a  feeble  notion  that  tbe  PreeideBt,  equipped  with  tbe  wretched 
flezible-Uriff  instrument,  could  reclaim  some  of  tbe  damage  done  by  tbe 
passage  of  an  unJustifiaNe  Uriff  act.  He  would  be  under  relentless 
political  pressure  to  increase  rates,  and,  as  in  the  past,  there  wonld  be 
IKtie  organised  strength  back  of  moves  for  reduction.  He  wonld  have  at 
his  disposal  what  every  scientist  who  has  ever  examined  It  agrees  Is  aa 
awkward,  always  time  coasumlng,  often  impoealMe  formula  for  makiag 
rate  changes. 

And  yet.  In  the  face  of  all  tbe  difficulties.  Mr.  SulHvan  soffgests  that 
President  Hoover  bolleves  it  possible  to  let  the  Industrial  Interests  run 
amuck  in  Congress,  get  an  abominable  Uriff  bill,  and  tben  use  tbe 
flexible  tariff  to  recover  some  of  the  pelf.  In  other  words,  he  would  sit 
by  calmly  while  the  horse  Is  being  stolen,  and  then  see  what  can  l>e  done 
about  locking  tbe  bam.  A  far  more  honorable  procedure  would  be  for 
the  Preeident  to  abandon  this  smug  position  and  throw  his  support  to 
tbose  Members  of  Congress  who  are  trying  to  lock  the  bam  right  now. 

PBEMIEB  MACDONALD'S  VISIT  TO  THB  UNITES  8TATX8 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  take  the  time  of  tbe 
Senate  for  jast  a  few  mom^its  oo  another  subject  than  that 
which  is  before  aa. 
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Tbff«  arrtred  In  ttew  York  an  hoar  mgo  the  Pmnler  of  the 
BrltUb  Empire.  Tbe  Nati(«  was  aUe  to  bear  that  reception 
orer  the  radio,  and,  moat  of  ail.  to  hear  the  remarks  of  tbe 
RUrht  Hon.  J.  Ramsay  MacDonald  on  that  occasion.  As  I  lis- 
tened to  those  remarks,  I  could  not  bnt  think  ot  how  far  we  have 
trayeled  in  our  negotiations  for  world  peace.  Never  bef(»e  In 
our  history  did  tbe  Premier  of  the  Brltiah  Empire  go  to  meet 
the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  United  States  of  America^  in  dis- 
regard of  all  diplomatic  rules  and  diplomatic  precedents. 

I  wish  also  to  remind  the  Senate  and  the  country  that  only  a 
man  from  tbe  ranks  of  labor  has  had  the  daring  to  take  such  a 
step. 

It  is  not  uncommon  in  this  coontry  for  men  to  rise  from 
humble  position  In  life  to  heights  of  power ;  It  is  not  uncommon 
in  England  for  men  to  rise  from  humble  position  to  the  highest 
place  In  thrir  gorerament ;  but  it  is  unvsual  for  a  representatiye 
of  the  labor  party  of  any  country  to  readi  the  premiership  of 
his  natiTe  land.  I  glory  in  the  fact  that  from  the  ranks  otf  labor 
In  the  British  lilmplre  has  come  this  man  who.  waving  aside  all 
the  precedents  of  history,  because  of  bis  idealism,  his  desire  to 
serre  the  hopes  of  tbe  people  of  his  own  country  and  of  America 
for  world  peace,  has  crossed  an  ocean  <»  his  way  to  this  city, 
which  he  will  reach  in  a  few  hours,  to  meet  the  President  of 
the  United  States  that  they  may  talk  face  to  face  on  what  is 
to-day  tbe  greater  problem  in  tbe  world. 

I  wish  to  say  further  that  Premier  MacDonald  represents  not 
only  the  British  Labor  Party  and  the  great  masses  of  the  people 
of  the  British  Empire  but  that  in  his  purposes  he  also  represents 
the  hopes  of  tbe  masses  of  tbe  people  of  this  country.  It  is  a 
common  saying  that  we  shall  have  peace  in  tbe  world  as  soon  as 
the  people  of  the  earth  want  peace,  A  more  misleading  state- 
ment baa  never  be«i  made.  They  are  led  Into  war  by  those  who 
hope  to  jHx^fit  by  war  and  by  so-called  statesmen  who  say  war 
is  necessary.  The  people  of  all  nations  have  long  wanted  peace, 
and  they  want  it  to-day  as  they  never  wanted  it  before,  but  it 
took  a  man,  I  repeat,  from  tbe  ranks  of  common  men,  from  tbe 
ranks  of  labor  of  the  British  Emigre  to  dare  to  defy  all  prece- 
dents and  rules  of  diplomacy  and  to  come  perst)nally  to  discuss 
a  question  that  is  ordinarily  only  discussed  at  long  distance  by 
tbe  awkward.  Indirect  methods  of  diplomacy. 

I  wish  to  voice  my  opinion  that  the  Premier  of  the  British 
Empire  and  the  President  of  the  United  States  can  not  go  too 
far  in  their  agreements  for  the  limitation  of  armaments  and 
guarantees  of  peace  to  meet  the  hopes  of  the  masses  of  the  peofie 
of  this  country  and  of  the  masses  of  the  British  Empire. 

bbcephoit  to  bbbot.  MX^rrs  c  tobk 

Mr.  McKELLAR  Mr.  President  In  the  Vice  President's  olSce 
Is  one  of  the  ouU<tanding  chtumcten  of  the  late  World  War.  In 
my  humble  Judgment,  the  greatest  single  exploit  of  that  war  was 
tbe  action  ot  Sergeant  York  in  indlviduaUy  killing  some  26  of  the 
enemy  and  capturing  132  more.  General  Pershing  said  that  that 
the  greatest  exploit  of  any  individual  soldier  In  tbe  war, 
and  Creneral  Foch  said  substantially  tbe  same  thing. 

But,  Mr.  President,  great  as  Sergeant  York  was  in  the  war, 
he  has  shown  himself  to  be  even  greater  in  time  of  peace.  He 
refused  alluring  otlen  ot  fabulous  salaries  which  were  made  to 
him  by  movii^-picture  corporations  of  America.  He  refused  lec- 
ture platform  eootmets  which  would  have  been  of  great  value 
to  him,  and  went  back  to  the  mountains  of  Tennessee  where  be 
was  bom  and  reared  and  there  engaged  principally  in  the  educa- 
tion of  those  around  him.  He  has  made  remarkable  progress 
In  bis  ambition  to  have  his  friends,  neighbors,  anil  associates 
and  th^r  children  educated.  He  is  meeting  with  splendid  suc- 
cess in  that  work  to  which  he  has  devoted  his  life.  I  therefore 
say  that  he  has  made  a  great  record  in  peace  as  well  as  in  war. 
He  has  stamped  himself  as  one  of  tbe  great  leaders  in  the 
cause  of  education  in  this  country.  So,  Mr.  President,  Sergeant 
York  beii^  present  this  morning,  I  move  that  the  Soiate  take  a 
recess  for  Ave  minutes  so  that  Senators  may  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  BAeet  and  greet  him  persMially. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

The  motion  was  unanimousiy  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  took 
a  recess  for  five  minutes. 

The  Senate  being  in  recess — 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  appoints  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKeujlr]  as  a  committee  to  escort  Ser- 
geant York  into  the  Senate  Chamber. 

Sergeant  York,  escorted  by  Senator  McKsuuab,  entered  the 
Senate  Chainbtf.  amid  applause,  and  standing  in  front  of  the 
Vice  President's  desk  he  was  introduced  by  the  Vice  President 
to  the  Members  of  the  Soiate. 

On  the  expiratloo  of  the  recess  the  Senate  taasaembted  and 
tbe  Vice  Preatdeai  iiiiiimwI  the  dude 
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r.  BLACK  obtained  the  floor. 

r.  KING.     Mr.  President 

le  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
jiel  i  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

A  r.  BLACK.  I  am  informed  the  Senator  from  Utah  desires 
to  r  Jake  a  brief  statement,  and  I  yield  to  him  for  that  purpose. 
\  T.  KING.  Mr.  President,  tbe  remarks  just  submitted  by  tbe 
Senitor  from  Wa.shington  [Mr.  Dill]  concerning  the  visit  of 
Prenier  MacDonald  to  the  United  States  were  appropriate  and 
fell(  Itous.  Mr.  MacDonald  is  recognized  as  one  of  the  outstand- 
ing figures  of  Europe  and  one  of  the  eminent  statesmen  of  the 
wor  d.  It  Is  to  be  hoped  that  his  mig.sion  to  this  Republic  will 
be  idvantageous  not  only  to  his  country  but  to  the  United 
Sta  es.  There  Is  an  unmistakable  movement  throughout  the 
wor  d  In  favor  of  limiting  armaments  and,  indeed,  in  favor  of 
diss  rmament.  But  such  a  movement  is  not  tbe  product  of 
pacflcism — It  is  the  result  of  a  well-defined  purj^se  to  bring 
t(^tber  In  proper  cooperative  effort  all  pet^les  of  the  world. 
The  -e  Is  no  purpose  to  destroy  nationalism  or  to  extinguish  the 
love  of  country  or  to  weaken  the  allegiance  of  patriotic  citizens 
to  tielr  own  govemmenta  While  we  are  welcoming  this  dis- 
tinguished statesman,  we  are  reminded  of  another  great  states- 
man who  has  been  called  to  the  Great  Beyond.  The  sad  news 
was  received  yesterday  of  the  demise  of  Dr.  Gustav  Stresemann, 
one  [>f  the  outstanding  political  figures  not  only  in  Germany  but 
in  t  le  world.  Doctor  Stresemann  has  made  great  contribution 
to  he  liquidation  of  postwar  problems ;  indeed,  no  man  In 
Eur  )pe  has  done  more  to  promote  European  peace  and  to  eradi- 
cate disturbing  elements  menacing  the  economic  and  political 
Life  of  European  nations.  Doctor  Stresemann  sought  in  every 
prober  way  to  remove  animosities  existing  In  his  own  and  in 
otb<r  countries  and  to  soften  the  asperities  rasulting  from  tbe 
Woild  War.  It  is  impossible  to  estimate  tbe  value  of  his  serv- 
ices In  behalf  of  Germany.  In  my  opinion,  no  European  states- 
mai  during  tbe  past  decade  has  possessed  greater  vision  and 
wi8<  om  and  knowledge  of  economic  and  political  forces  than 
Doc  or  Stresemann.  He  has  been  a  pillar  of  strength  in  Ms 
OWE  country  to  the  new  government  as  well  as  a  great  leader 
of  d  emocratic  forces.  Europe,  and,  for  that  matter,  all  natious, 
owe  him  an  inestimable  debt  of  gratitude;  and  to  Briand,  tbe 
great  French  statesman,  with  whom  he  collaborated  in  working 
out   Sun>pean  probIem.«i,  all  peoples  are  indebted. 

D>ctor  Stresemauns  untimely  death  is  an  iiTeparable  loss  to 
tbe  German  people  as  well  as  to  tbe  entire  world.  Several 
years  ago  I  met  Doctor  Stresemann,  and  later,  when  I  again 
visit  ?d  Germany,  I  met  him  upon  several  occasions.  I  was 
privleged  to  be  present  at  a  diplomatic  reception  given  by 
President  von  Hindenburg,  and   Doctor   Stresemann   presented 

0  the  President  and  acted  as  interpreter  during  tbe  inter- 
view between  the  latter  and  myself.  I  believe  that  these  two 
imp^irtant  ofllcials  were  discharging  with  fidelity  the  heavy 
respbnsibUIties  resting  upon  them.  Germany  Is  the  poorer  In 
the  passing  of  Doctor  Stresemann.  I  feel  sure  that  the  poo^rie 
of  t  lis  Republic  will  join  in  paying  tribute  to  the  memory  of 
one  ivhose  labors  for  tbe  happiness  and  peace  of  the  world  gave 
to  h  m  an  international  fame  and  entitle  him  to  the  homage  of 
the   overs  of  liberty  throughout  the  world. 
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MUSCLE  SHOALS 


BLACK.     Mr.  President,  it  Is  not  my  desire  to  take  any 

.    time  from  the  discussion  of  the  pending  measure. 

judgment  it  should  be  expedited  so  far  as  is  possible, 

>  of  tbe  tremendous  issues  involved  in  the  tariff.    There 

some  matters,  however,   which   are  so  Important — for  In. 

the  statement  by  tbe  Senator  from   Washington    [Mr. 

with  reference  to  the  visit  of  the  Premier  of  EnKland— 

we  are  justified  in  taking  a  few  moments  from  the  discus- 

jof  the  bilL 

Personally,  I  am  delighted  that  the  Swiator  from  Washington 

mad^  the  statement  that  be  did,  in  order  that  It  may  be  under- 

that  there  are  many  in  the  Senate  who  feel  that  the  great 

:  of  this  Nation  will  ree^wnd  to  any  effort  made  from  any 

from  a  member  of  any  party,  for  the  benefit  of  world 


subject,  however,  to  which  I  desire  to  direct  my  atten- 

for  a  few  moments  Is  one  of  extreme  importance  to  th6 

of  the  State  that  I  r^resent  and  to  the  people  of  the 


few  months  ago  my  colleague  [Mr.  Hbtlin]  and  I  ad- 
a  letter  to  tlie  Pteaident  of  the  United  States  and  re- 
quested that  he  include  In  his  message  to  this  special  se««ion 
of  Cuigreaa  a  suggestion  as  to  a  measure  which  would  bring 
about  the  operation  of  Muscle  Shoals.     Since  that  time  new 
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facts  have  been  developed  and  have  been  published  to  the  world, 
to  which  I  desire  to  call  the  Senate's  attention,  making  it  ail 
the  more  important  that  this  body  proceed  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment,  in  the  interest  of  agriculture,  to  bring  about  a 
solution  of  this  problem. 

I  want  to  call  attention  first  to  the  fact  that  on  January  1 
of  next  year  the  existing  contract  with  the  Alabama  Power  Ca 
for  tbe  power  at  Muscle  Shoals  will  expire.  I  want  to  call  at- 
tention al£io  to  the  fact  that  although  we  could  have  generated 
at  that  plant  in  the  year  1928.  1,776,199,000  kilowatt-bours,  tbe 
Alabama  Power  Co,  secured  from  the  Government  an  exclusive 
contract,  and  purchased  only  216,859.000  kilowatt-hours,  or  prac- 
tically one-eighth  of  the  total  capacity  of  the  power  plant 

This  is  a  great  loss  to  the  people  of  this  Nation.  It  is  one 
which  sbou'd  not  be  tolerated  in  the  future.  Therefore  it  be- 
comes Imperative  from  that  standpoint  that  something  be  done 
between  now  and  January  1. 

Another  question  of  importance:  My  predec^sor,  the  late 
Senator  Underwood,  who  was  recognized  throughout  the  Na- 
tion as  a  leader  of  public  thought,  ouoe  made  the  statement 
that  it  would  be  better  to  operate  tlie  nitrate  plants  at  Mu.scle 
Shoals,  even  if  the  Government  bad  to  throw  the  product  into 
the  river,  rather  than  to  permit  them  to  lie  idle ;  and  I  purpose 
to  show  here  to-day  that  Senator  Underwood  was  right  in  that 
assertion. 

In  the  first  place,  all  of  us  know  that  nitrogen  is  a  necessity 
In  time  of  war.  We  heard  many  speeches  in  favor  of  prepared- 
ness when  the  cruiser  bill  was  up,  and  the  Senate  by  an  over- 
whelming majority  voted  to  exi»ond  millions  and  millions  of 
dollars  to  build  additional  cruisers.  Without  nitrogen  those 
cruisers  would  be  useless.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  Iji 
the  year  1914  this  country  imported  606,720  tons  of  nitrates 
from  Chile.  In  1927  we  imported  838,591  tons.  In  1928  our 
Importations  from  Chile  reached  the  stupendous  total  of  1,018,- 
000  tons;  and  yet  we  have  s^eut  millions  of  dollars  on  battle- 
ships and  authorized  additional  millions  to  be  spent  when  we 
know  that  if  war  should  come,  our  nitrates  for  explosives  must 
come  from  Chile;  and  those  very  cruisers  would  therefore  be 
heeded  to  protect  this  foreign  source  of  nitrate  supplies. 

Noting  that  this  Increase  in  nitrogen  has  occurred,  and  re- 
membering that  our  farmtrs  must  pay  tbe  Government  of  Chile 
?12.58  per  ton  as  a  tax  for  each  ton  of  nitrogen,  what  else  do 
we  find  with  reference  to  this  situation? 

I  quote  from  an  article  by  Mr.  Charles  J.  Brand,  who  Is 
secretary  of  the  National  Fertilizer  Association,  and  who  is  said 
to  have  guided  one  of  the  most  tremendous  lobbies  to  prevent 
the  oi>eration  of  this  project  in  the  interest  of  the  people  that 
ever  waged  warfare  on  the  rights  of  the  common  man  in  this 
Nation.  What  does  Mr.  Brand  say  with  reference  to  nitrogen 
in  other  countries?  He  has  recently  made  a  trip  to  Europe. 
He  says  he  has  in.spected  all  of  the  nitrate  plants;  he  has 
familiarized  himself  with  the  situation;  and  we  find  that  he 
states  that  Germany  leads  the  world  in  the  fixation  of  nitrogen 
from  the  air. 

Here  is  his  statement : 

In  nitrogen  manufacture  Germanj  U  clearly  tbe  leader  of  the  world, 
though  Norway  bai  made  excellent  progreaa.  Forced  by  ber  war 
ncceasitii 


Note  that— 
because  of  the  fact  that  her  usual  source  of  Chilean  nitrate  was  cut 
off  by  the  great  blockade,  the  quickly  developed  a  production  <  flxed 
nitrogen  from  the  air  that  has  commanded  respect  and  emulatlou  The 
lead  she  obtained  under  stress  of  war  she  has  maintained  and  even 
Increased.  In  fact,  perhaps  she  has  now  reachod  a  point  where  no  other 
nation  Is  likely  to  overtake  her  unless  the  United  States,  because  of  Its 
growing  need  of  nitrogen  for  fertilizer,  shall  develop  production  com- 
mensurate with  the  need.  We  can  not  doubt  that  the  energy  and 
Initiative  of  American  Industry  can  achieve  such  a  result 

But  the  energy  and  initiative  of  American  Industry  has  failed 
to  do  it  and  we  have  been  left  lagging  behind  all  the  countries 
of  tbe  world.  For  some  reason  industry  in  this  country  has 
declined  to  provide  plants  for  the  fixation  of  nitrogen.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  reason  is  said  to  be  this:  Present  fertiliser 
machinery  is  designed  only  for  the  use  of  Chile  nitrate  It 
would  cost  the  fertilizer  companies  much  money  to  reequip 
their  plants  so  as  to  use  nitrogen  fixed  from  the  air.  and  there- 
fore they  prefer  to  continue  to  use  Chile  nitrate.  Tliat  tells  the 
complete  story  of  an  importation  of  630,000  tons  of  Cliile 
nitrates  in  1914  and  the  increase  to  more  than  a  million  touF 
in  1928. 

What  else  does  Mr.  Brand  say? — 

During  the  flsc«]  year  1928-29,  Germany  made  compounds  containing 
•bout  800,000  tons  of  nitrogen. 


During  that  time  we  imported  into  thia  country  anore  than 
1.000.000  tcna  of  nitrogen. 

Thfti  Is  the  equlvmlent  of  about  4,800,000  tona  of  oitrst*  of  soda 
*  *  *  Thia  great  output  of  Germany  repreaents  an  almost  lerolo* 
tlonary  achievement. 

Bearing  that  In  mind,  Mr.  Pre^dent,  I  desire  to  call  your 
attenUou  to  the  dilemma  in  which  the  American  farmer  finds 
himself  with  reference  to  the  purchase  of  nitrogen. 

In  the  Literary  Digest  a  few  weeks  ago  there  appeared  an 
article  which  is  in  part  as  follows : 

Muscle  Shoals  will  attain  greater  importance  and  significance  in  tbe 
next  Congress  than  it  has  ever  enjoyed  t>cfore.  It  is  predicted,  aa  a 
result  of  tbe  news  from  London  and  BerUn  that  German,  British,  and 
Chilean  nitrate  interests  have  Jolaed  bands  In  an  international  cartel 
or  combine  to  control  production  and  distribution  of  the  natural  and 
synthetic  product.  For  it  is  generally  agreed  tliat  the  Muscle  Shoals 
plant,  once  in  operadon,  with  Its  profits  limited,  would  hold  ferUllaer 
prices  in  check,  even  thoogh  the  Alabama  plant  could  supply  only  a 
part  of  the  quantity  needed  in  the  United  States. 

•  •••••• 

Just  what  the  new  nitrogen  cartel  ngreemrnt  Includes  is  not  known, 
but  it  may  be  safely  assumed  that  tbe  object  is  to  get  for  nitrogen 
producers  the  greatest  possible  total  profit  oat  of  the  world  market. 
Tbe  tendency  la  to  give  to  producers  rather  than  users  of  nitrogen  tbe 
benefits  of  reduced  costs  arising  from  the  newer  sclentiflc  developments. 

Now,  here  is  the  importflnt  part.  If  this  body  is  earnestly 
interested  in  the  plight  of  the  farmer,  if  the  executive  depart- 
ment wants  to  help  the  American  farmer,  If  the  ^at  p(>litical 
parties  want  to  help  the  American  farmer,  I  call  their  attention 
to  this  significant  statement  copied  from  the  New  York  Herald- 
Tribune  with  reference  to  this  world  cartel  agreement : 

According  t«  these  [agreements],  German  and  British  chemical  truita 
have  agreed  to  a  price  reduction  on  synthetic  and  natural  nitrogen  of 
approximately  6  per  cent.  Officials  announcing  the  price  agreement, 
however,  say  It  does  not  apply  to  the  tnited  States. 

In  other  words,  the  Chile  nitrate  producers  and  the  syn- 
thetic and  cyanamide  producers  of  Europe  and  the  world  reach 
an  agreement  to  control  the  prices.  They  retluce  those  prices 
all  over  Europe,  Asia,  Africa,  and  South  America,  and  in  fact 
everywhere  except  in  tbe  United  States  of  America.  Why? 
Why  is  this  possible?  Because  the  lobbies  have  Infested  thia 
Capitol  and  succeeded  in  confusing  tbe  minds  of  legislators 
and  mudd>-ing  the  issues,  so  that  legi.><lation  has  not  been  passed 
putting  our  nitrate  plants  at  Musrle  Sh<>ais  in  operation.  That 
is  the  only  reason  to-day  why  this  combine  is  able  to  raise  the 
price  to  the  American  consumer,  while  it  lowers  tbe  price  every- 
where else  in  the  world.  These  lobbies  and  the  resulting  failure 
to  put  Muscle  Shoals  to  work,  explain  why  our  Government  would 
be  compelled  to  Import  our  nitrogen  from  Chile  at  this  increased 
price  in  case  of  war. 

I  am  calling  attention  to  this  now  because  I  want  to  invite 
the  special  committee  which  is  soon  to  be  formed  from  the  Sen- 
ate Judiciary  Committee  to  investigate  to  the  fullest  extent — and 
I  trust  they  will — every  lobbyist  who  has  been  in  this  Capitol 
for  the  last  10  years  seeking  to  delay  action  on  Muscle  SboalSi 
muddying  and  confusing  the  issue  by  statements  that  are  not 
true  with  reference  to  the  fixation  of  nitrogen. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  PresidMit 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  was  interested  in  the  statement  made  by  the 
Senator  a  moment  Hgo,  and  I  am  not  sure  that  I  correctly  inter- 
preted what  he  said.  As  I  understood  the  Senator,  be  said 
there  was  a  cartel  to  which  Great  Britain,  Germany,  and  Chile 
were  parties,  tbe  effect  of  which  was  not  to  reduce  the  prices  for 
Chilean  nitrate  or  nitrates  to  the  United  States,  and  to  nmintain 
a  higher  price  bene  than  was  maintained  in  the  world, 

Mr.  BLACK.     That  is  correct 

Mr.  KING.  I  can  not  quite  understand,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  nitrates  are  on  the  free  list,  why  the  world  price  should 
not  obtain  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  will  tbe  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Urea  is  put  on  the  free  list  in  this  bill,  bnt 
heretofore  it  has  been  dutiable.  This  bill  continues  sulptiate  <^ 
ammonia  on  the  dutiable  list  at  one-fourth  of  1  cent  a  pound,  or 
$5  a  ton.  or  $5.60  a  long  ton.  That  certainly  ought  to  be  placed 
on  the  free  list,  and  I  propose  to  move,  when  we  reach  that 
pnragraph  in  tiie  schedule,  to  put  ammonium  sulphate  on  the. 
free  list 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  recalled  that  ammonium  sulphate 
carried  a  duty  in  thia  bill,  and  I  recalled  that  urea  was  placed 
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upon  the  free  list.  At  the  last  session  of  CongresB  I  offwed  a 
resoIntioD  in  the  Senate  which  I  think  brought  about  the  ac- 
complishment of  that  result  so  far  as  the  President  could  go, 
although  I  am  not  sure  as  to  his  action;  at  any  rate,  it  was 
placed  upon  the  free  list  in  the  bill  which  Is  now  before  us. 

My  recollection  is  that  there  are  various  forms  of  nitrates 
which  are  not  subject  to  duty.  If  there  are  any,  I  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  that  they  should  be  placed  upon  the 
free  list,  and  the  Fertilizer  Trust  of  the  United  States  should 
not  have  the  advantage  of  the  ramparta  erected  by  the  high 
tariff  behind  which  they  may  hide  for  the  purpose  of  i«x>secuting 
their  exploitatory  activities  against  the  farmers. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I  can  show  the  S«iator 
that  It  will  make  very  little  difference  whether  there  la  a 
high  tariff  or  a  low  tariff  on  nitrogen  products. 

This  agreement,  which  has  been  in  process  of  negotiation  for 
some  time,  was  negotiated  by  the  Chilean  Finance  Minister. 
Pablo  Ramirez,  in  conjunction  with  executives  of  the  I.  G. 
Farbenindustrie,  of  Germany,  and  the  Imperial  Chemical  Indus- 
tries of  Great  Britain.  France  is  expected  to  participate  in- 
directly, and  the  I.  G.  Farbenindnstrie-controlled  Norsk  Hydro, 
of  Norway,  will  be  included,  according  to  cable  advlcea 

These  people  practically  control  the  world's  output  of  nitro- 
gen. We  have  advanced  so  little  in  America  in  the  fixation  of 
nitrogen  that  tonlay,  10  years  after  the  World  W'ar.  we  are 
lmix>rting  practically  twice  as  much  as  we  did  at  that  time. 
Therefore  the  foreign  combine  has  no  real  competition  In  this 
ctmntry. 

The  fertilicer  companies  desire  to  continue  the  use  of  Chile 
nitrates,  because  if  they  change  to  fixetl  nitrates,  they  must 
spend  huge  sums  to  reequip  their  fertilizer  plants.  There- 
fore we  find  this  new  combine,  which  controls  practically  all 
the  nitrates  of  the  world,  authoritatively  saying  to  the  American 
farmer,  "  You  must  pay  us  6  per  cent  more  than  the  farmer  in 
Africa  or  Germany  or  England  or  Australia  or  anywhere  ^Ise 
pays  for  the  same  goods."  The  farmer  replies,  "I  will  buy 
the  fertilizer  from  your  competitors."  Alas,  however,  he  finds 
that  they  have  no  competitors.  With  this  situation  what  differ- 
ence does  it  make  whether  it  be  put  on  the  free  list  or  on  the 
high  tariff  list?  We  are  crushed  under  the  heel  of  this  com- 
bine, which  fixes  the  price  of  nitrogen  for  the  world,  while 
America's  fertilizer  and  power  interests  come  to  the  door  of 
this  Capitol  and  make  possible  this  robbery  of  the  American 
ftinners  by  fighting  and  defeating  legislation  designed  to  oper- 
ate Muscle  Shoals  nitrate  plants  and  give  genuine  competition 
to  the  foreign  trust 

That  is  the  situation,  Mr.  President.  There  is  nothing  theo- 
retical about  it;  It  is  practical  and  easily  understood.  Ten 
years  after  these  plants  are  built  at  Muscle  Shoals  we  are  still 
at  the  mercy  of  the  nitrate  combine  of  the  world,  thanka  to 
the  activities  of  American  power  and  fertlliier  barons. 

Wliy  do  I  say  that?  Mr.  Brand.  In  one  of  his  most  interest- 
ing articles,  gives  us  a  picture  of  a  cyanamide  plant  in  Germany. 
It  will  be  recalled  that  we  have  both  a  cyanamide  plant  and  a 
synthetic  plant  at  Muscle  Shoals.  Mr.  Braud  gives  a  very 
interesting  description  of  the  method  of  procedure,  and  then 
aaakes  this  statement: 

Aceordins  to  Doctor  Cun,  the  Bayerische  Stlekrtoff-Werke  are  respon- 
■U>l«  for  a  niunber  of  Improvementa  io  the  cyanamide  prooeaa  that  have 
been  made  In  recent  years.  These  Improvements  are  due  to  new  and 
greater  experience  and  to  Improved  tecbnlqae.  It  formerly  took  17  to 
20  kilowatt-hours  of  electric  energy  to  produce  1  kilo  ot  nltrosea  In 
the  form  of  caldum  cyanamide.  bat  It  now  takes  ooly  10  to  12.  Theae 
flsurea.  of  course,  count  conaumptlon  of  power  for  every  pbaae  of  proceaa 
and  plant  operation. 

A  highly  important  Improvement  In  the  process  haa  insured  M  per 
cent  Bltrifieatlon  of  the  carbide  charge,  wbeieaa  5  years  ago  the  best 
practice  <>btalned  only  86  per  cent  This  Improvement  has  Increased 
the  nitrogen  content  at  the  Plesterits  and  Trostberg  plants  so  that  they 
fti«  produeiag  eyaaamlde  having  s  nitrogen  content  as  high  as  24  per 
cest.  ai  though  for  econoaalc  reaaona  the  material  does  not  appear  la 
the  market  with  so  high  a  content. 

Doctor  Caro  stataa  that,  despite  the  tremendous  development  of  the 
Haber-Boseh  loduatry.  Qermany  alone  produces  about  90,000  tons  of 
nitrogen  as  caldum  eysnamlde,  whereas  all  the  rest  of  the  world  com- 
klaed  produces  only  about  120.000  tons.  Canada  and  France  follow 
Qermany  In  quantity  of  production.  Poland.  Italy,  and  Japan  ara  also 
ill  producers. 


Then  Mr.  Brand  says: 

Cyanamide  aa  such  haa  made  a  definite  place  for  Itself  as  a  fertiliaci 
material,  both  becanae  ot  Its  nitrogen  content  and  becauae  It  litoprovea 
the  physical  ooadltloa  of  fertiliser  mixtures. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  I  am  citing  here  the  secretary 
of  the  National  Fertlllaer  Association,  who,  in  season  and  oat 


try 
worked 
Tils 


V'e 
ate, 

CO 

the 
has 
this 
been 
pre 
Sta 
pro 
use 
Sh<] 
ha-^e 
have 
\n 
haie 
the 
ton 
to 
uslfag 
Ion  J 


mefit 

be 

thi^ 


more 

spend 

cat 


is 
widh 


OCTOBEE   4 


of  teason.  has  denied  that  any  good  to  agriculture  can  come 
f  roe  I  the  cyanamide  process.  He  has  caused  tlie  corridors  of  this 
Cap  tol  to  swarm  with  lobbyists  from  every  section  of  the  coun- 
against  the  very  process  which  he  admits  is  now  being 
successfully  In  Germany.  Listen  to  his  voice  I 
Is  true  despite  certain  peculiar  properties  that  limit  its  nse 
nndir  the  American  practice  of  fertilizer  application.  It  is  used  both 
in  mixed  or  complete  fertilizer  and  In  the  manufacture  of  ammonium 
pbotphate  and  other  chemical  compounds.  Although  (greatly  outstripped 
by  t  He  direct  gas  process  In  quantity  of  production,  considerable  cyana- 
mld(   is  now  and,  no  doubt,  will  continue  to  be  manufactured. 

^ear  his  reason  why  Muscle  Shoals  should  not  be  operated: 

to  Muscle  Shoals  cyanamide  plant  lias  now  been  built  for  more 
tbail  10  years  and  merely  kept  in  stand-by  condition,  none  of  the  mod- 
em Improvements  here  mentioned  bare  been  installed  there.  Needless 
to  siy,  therefore,  that  plant  could  not  compete  In  the  market  with  the 
up-t|>-date  Canadian  or  German  plants. 

find  Mr.  Brand  taking  this  position :  He  says  to  the  Sen- 
in  substance,  that  for  10  years  the  power  and  fertilizer 
nipanies  have  kept  the  cyanamide  plant  Idle.  For  10  years 
great  influence  of  the  Power  Trust  and  the  Fertilizer  Trust 
confused  public  opinion  with  misleading  propaganda.  For 
reaison  the  plant  ha.s  remained  idle,  and,  of  course,  has  not 
Improved.  Now,  therefore,  since  these  sinister  efforts  have 
presented  operation  of  the  plant,  and  have  caused  the  United 
«s  to  lag  behind  every  other  country  in  tlie  world  In  the 
pro  luction  of  this  great  neces-sity  in  time  of  peace  and  war,  it  is 
ess  to  try  to  operate  the  plant.  Mr.  Brand  says  &Iuscle 
Sh<^8  does  not  have  the  Improvementa  of  other  plants  which 
operated  during  this  time.  Fertilizer  and  power  lobbyists 
prevented  such  improvements  being  made, 
^^hat  has  happened  during  that  time?  Southern  farmers 
been  compelled  to  pay  millions  and  mllllon.s  of  dollars  to 
Chilean  Government  through  the  $12..58  a  ton  tax  on  every 
of  Chilean  nitrate  Imported.  What  difference  does  it  make 
:he  National  Fertilizer  Association?  They  continue  to  sell, 
antiquated  machinery  which  should  have  been  discardeil 
ago.  The  manufacturers  of  this  country  are  the  first  to 
coiiplain  when  a  labor  union  says,  "  You  should  not  introduce 
nevf  machinery  to  put  us  out  of  employment,"  but  the  Mauufac- 
■s'  Association  of  America  is  backing  the  Fertilizer  .Asso- 
ciation in  its  efforts,  heretofore  successful,  to  prevent  the  Gov- 
ern ment  of  the  United  States  from  taking  proper  steps  to  manu- 
fac  ure  or  fix  nitrogen  from  the  air,  and  thus  compel  the  fer- 
tlll;  ;er  companies  to  equip  their  plants  with  machinery  adequate 
meet  the  needs  produced  by  modern  scientlflc  methods  in  the 
fixation  of  nitrogen. 

here  is  the  "  nigger  in  the  woodpile,"  according  to  the  state- 
made  here.  They  are  willing  for  America  to  continue  to 
Jie  greatest  importer  of  nitrogen  in  the  world.  That  Is  what 
article  says.  America  Imports  this  nitrogen.  We  will  vote 
millions  of  dollars  to  build  a  battleship  without  batting  an  eye, 
wl^  everybody  knows  that  battleships  are  be<:uming  more  and 
helpless  in  modern  warfare.  Yet  when  we  attempt  to 
some  money  for  something  that  will  help  give  the  Amerl- 
farmer  an  eqtial  place  in  his  fight  with  the  farmers  of  the 
wot'ld,  and  when  we  attempt  to  put  this  country  on  a  basis  of 
ind  tpendence  in  time  of  war  in  so  far  as  nitrogen  for  explosives 
■oncerned,  the  hue  and  cry  goes  up  that  we  are  interfering 
private  business  and  private  initiative, 
l^vate  business  is  not  fixing  the  nitrogen  we  ought  to  have. 
ly  has  driven  Chilean  nitrates  out  ^f  Its  boundaries. 
Frince  has  driven  Chilean  nitrates  out  of  its  boundaries.  Other 
coqntries  have  driven  Chilean  nitrates  out  of  their  boundaries, 
alone,  bowing  down  at  the  shrine  of  those  who  would 
for  private  initiative  to  enter  a  field  which  it  apparently 
not  want  to  enter,  holds  back,  and  we  scpi^y  the  money 
he  big  cartel  that  rules  the  prices  of  nitrogen  In  the  world, 
here  is  soon  to  be  a  new  session  of  Congress.  From  tlie 
will  come  a  message.  That  message,  we  assume,  will 
in  line  with  the  previous  one  In  so  far  as  advocating  aid 
the  American  farmer  Is  concerned.  We  may  raise  the  tariff 
every  article  produced  In  the  South,  we  may  put  the  tariff 
peanuts  so  high  that  there  will  be  an  embargo,  we  may  i-aise 
tariff  on  turnips  so  high  that  no  turnips  can  come  in  from 
an^  section  of  the  world ;  we  may  raise  the  tariff  on  every  plant 
thj  t  grows  and  every  bird  that  sings  In  the  South,  and  still  we 
wi  1  not  give  to  the  farmers  of  the  Southern  States  one  one- 
UK  usandth  part  of  the  benrflt  that  would  result  If  we  would  free 
th<m  from  slavery  to  the  Nitrate  Trust  of  the  world.  That  is 
th<  Issue  that  faces  America.  It  faces  the  Executive,  It  faces 
th4  House  of  Representatives,  it  faces  the  Senate. 

look  forward  personally  to  a  great  deal  of  help  from  the 
investigation  of  lobbyists,  which  was  authorized  this  week  by 
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the  Senate.  It  is  my  Judgment  that  if  a  vlgorotis  investigation 
such  as  is  proposed  is  carried  out,  it  will  result  in  our  hearing 
the  fiapping  of  the  wings  of  the  vultures  «9  they  fly  away  In 
fear  of  the  knowledge  which  publicity  will  give  to  tlie  methods 
they  have  used  in  the  past. 

Those  of  us  who  are  really  interested  in  the  farmers  of  the 
Nation  anticipate  that  the  exposures  that  wiU  be  made  by  that 
committee  will  reawaken  a  public  sentiment  and  will  cause  us  to 
get  together  in  st»me  way,  on  some  kind  of  a  bill,  <rfrered  by 
somebody,  from  .somewhere,  that  will  cause  tlie  wheels  of 
Muscle  yhoals  to  bepiu  to  grind  in  the  interest  of  the  American 
farmer.  To-day  they  are  not  turning.  For  10  years  they  have 
been  still.  We  in  the  South  are  interested  in  the  turning  of 
those  wheels.  We  have  our  own  ideas  as  to  what  legislation  we 
wouUl  like,  but  we  are  willing  to  compromise  anywhere  with 
anybody  if  that  ctmifH-omise  carries  ■with  it  the  operation  of  the 
nitrate  plants  at  Muscle  Shoals  by  somebody,  Government  or 
private  interest,  that  will  reduce  the  price  of  fertilizer  to  the 
American  farmer. 

VSTiile  the  westerner  can  be  protected  In  his  sugar-beet  Indus- 
try by  a  tariff,  no  southerner  who  ever  grew  a  bale  of  cotton  can 
receive  a  dime  of  benefit  from  a  tariff,  however  high  it  might  be 
imix)sed.  Every  man  who  produces  cotton  knows  that  the  price 
must  be  fixed  in  the  markets  of  the  world,  l)ecau6e  cotton  is  on 
an  export  basis.  There  are  only  two  ways  to  help  the  southern 
cotton  farmer.  One  of  tliem  is  by  reducing  the  prices  of  the 
necessities  of  life.  The  other  is  by  reducing  the  prices  of  the 
necessities  for  the  farm.  We  can  not  help  the  cotton  farmer  by 
putting  an  embargo  on  cottcm,  because  our  imports  are  n^liglMe. 

We  can  help  our  farmers  if  we  will  reduce  the  price  of  the 
fertilizer  which  Is  necessary  to  produce  his  cotton.  We  can 
help  him  If  we  reduce  the  price  of  the  clothes  he  wears,  the 
shoes  he  has  to  buy,  the  tinware  that  goes  Into  the  kitchen,  the 
plow  that  he  must  use  in  the  field.  But  If  we.  representing 
southern  agriculture,  can  simply  obtain  for  the  southern  farmer 
a  frtH-dom  from  the  terrible  l)iighting  iufiuence  of  the  servitude 
to  Chile  and  the  Nitrate  Trust,  he  will  then  be  placed  in  such  a 
situation  that  he  will  have  a  fair  chance  to  compete  in  the 
markets  of  the  world. 

It  remains  to  be  seen  whether  that  will  be  done  at  the  regular 
session  of  Congress.  For  10  years  nothing  has  been  done.  We 
passed  a  bill.  It  did  not  carry  out  all  of  my  ideas.  It  pro- 
posed to  manufacture  and  fix  nitrogen.  It  went  to  the  President. 
Relating  only  to  this  all-important  business  to  the  American 
farmer  of  reducing  the  price  of  fertilizer,  the  bill  was  not  even 
dignified  by  the  President  by  a  veto  message  setting  forth  the 
reasons  why  It  was  not  approved.  It  evidently  seemed  so  in- 
significant and  so  unimportant  that  it  was  not  worthy  of  a  veto 
message. 

Now,  a  new  President  is  in  the  White  House.  He  has  gone 
Into  office  largely  by  the  votes  of  American  farmers,  who  trusted 
him  as  a  candidate.  The  time  will  soon  arrive  when  there  will 
be  an  absolute  demonstration  to  the  -  farmers  of  the  Nation 
whether  the  Chief  Executive  and  the  Congress  will  attempt  to 
lift  agriculture  somewhere  near  the  level  of  industry.  That  is 
the  formula  we  have  been  arguing  In  the  tariff  bilL  That  is  the 
problem.  I  want  to  repeat  that  we  may  pass  all  the  tariff  bills 
in  the  world,  we  may  strike  out  everything  here  exe^t  the 
tariff  on  southern  agricultural  products,  but  we  can  not  benefit 
the  southern  farmer  one-tenth  as  much  as  we  could  if  we  would 
start  the  wheels  at  Muscle  Shoals  to  grinding  out  fixed  nitrogen 
to  compete  with  the  Nitrate  Trust  of  the  world, 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  BLACK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  very  much  Interested  in  what  the 
Senator  has  been  saying.  I  want  to  ask  him  for  some  infor- 
mation with  reference  to  the  German  situation.  Germany  is 
supplied  abundantly  with  nitrogen.  As  I  understand,  that  Is  all 
produced  from  the  air,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  BLACK.    That  is  correct 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Germany  does  not  buy  Clillean  nitrate? 

Mr.  BLACK.     No.     She  fixed  780,000  electric  tons  last  year. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     She  makes  her  own  nitrogen  from  the  air? 

Mr.  BLACK.    That  Is  correct 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Will  the  Senator  give  me  another  bit  of 
information?  Evidently  he  has  been  thoroughly  investigating 
tlie  subject.  I  wish  to  ask  him  If  he  is  advised  as  to  the  price 
of  nitrogen  in  Germany  as  compared  with  the  price  the  Ameri- 
can farmer  has  to  pay  for  Chilean  nitrate? 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  do  not  have  the  exact  figures,  but  It  is 
cheaper  in  Germany.  The  Senator  perhaps  was  not  here  a  few 
momenta  ago  when  I  read  from  an  interview  given  out  by  tbe 


International  trust  which  had  Just  been  formed,  describing  an 
agreement  whereby  Germany  and  England  and  every  other 
country  in  the  world  outside  of  the  United  States  of  America 
could  buy  their  nitrogen,  both  Chile  nitrates  and  synthetic,  6 
per  cent  cheaper  than  the  farmers  of  the  United  States.  They 
fixed  last  year  in  Germany  780,000  tons  of  nitrogen,  while 
America  Imported  1,018.000  tons. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  What  I  desired  to  know  particularly  was 
not  the  export  price  charged  by  the  German  manufacturer  but 
the  price  charged  to  the  German  farmer  for  the  nitrogen  that 
Is  made  out  of  the  air  In  Germany.  I  have  been  advised, 
though  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  correct  or  not,  l^ecause  I 
have  never  investigated  it  thoroughly,  that  they  sell  to  the 
German  farmer  the  nitrogen  which  they  make  out  of  the  air  at 
a  very  low  price  compared  with  the  price  the  farmers  of  thia 
country  have  to  pay. 

Mr.  BLACK.  The  Senator  has  been  correctly  advised.  There 
is  no  question  about  It  I  had  not  Intended  to  touch  on  that 
feature  to-day  and  I  did  not  bring  those  figures  with  me,  but 
they  do  sell  much  cheaper  to  the  German  farmer  than  to  the 
American  farmer.  The  reason  Is  obvious.  The  American 
farmer  must  import  while  the  German  farmer  does  not  import 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  they  manufacture  their  own  in  Ger- 
many. 

Mr.  BLACK.  In  addition  to  the  price  of  the  nitrates  and  in 
addition  to  the  cost  of  transportation,  we  must  pay  $12.58  per 
ton  tribute  to  the  Chilean  Government  Germany  does  not 
have  to  pay  that  sum  because  Germany  fixes  its  nitrogen  from 
the  air.  America  does  not.  Propaganda  has  been  sent  out  all 
over  the  country  as  to  the  great  progress  which  America  la 
making  in  fixing  nitrogen  from  the  air.  The  progress  America 
is  making  is  that  every  year  we  are  compelled  to  Import  more 
and  more  nitrates,  more  and  more. 

The  Senator,  of  course,  recalls  that  the  first  naval  engage- 
ment of  the  great  World  War  was  fought  off  tlie  coast  of  Chile, 
because  it  was  abs<dutely  essential  to  protect  this  great  store- 
house of  nitrogen  which  must  supply  our  explosives.  If  we 
were  to  engage  In  war  to-day,  in  spite  of  the  far-seeing  vision 
of  those  statesmen  who  drew  the  original  bill  for  the  operation 
of  Mtisde  Shoals,  in  spite  of  their  prc^hetic  eye,  in  ^ite  of  the 
fact  that  they  attempted  to  take  care  of  the  future  and  said 
that  the  pltnt  must  be  operated,  the  first  naval  engagement 
would  again  be  fought  off  the  coast  of  Chile,  because  it  would 
be  absolutely  essential  that  we  protect  the  country  upon  which 
we  are  dependent  for  explosives. 

Then  these  superpatriots,  who  have  their  lobbies  here  for  the 
purpose  of  increasing  the  number  of  cruisers  and  increasing 
everything  else  where  private  business  can  wring  an  exorbitant 
profit  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people,  come  here  and  join  hands 
in  solid  phalanx  every  time  we  make  an  effort  to  provide  for 
the  production  of  nitrogen  at  Muscle  Shoals.  Of  course  they 
know  that  we  would  be  dependent  upon  Chile,  and  they  also 
know  that  private  business  would  be  called  upon  to  build 
more  ships  in  order  to  protect  Chile.  They  know  that  there 
could  be  more  dollars  wrung  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  American 
taxpayer  in  order  to  build  a  greater  merchant  marine  to  give 
away  to  irresponsible  people,  as  was  charged  j-esterday  by  Mr. 
McCart. 

The  westerners  as  yet  are  not  coocMned  with  the  fertilizer 
problem  as  we  are.  Their  lands  are  new.  Their  soil  is  fertile. 
It  has  not  yet  been  exhausted  by  the  hand  of  the  husbandman. 
But  in  our  section  of  the  country  the  land  has  been  tilled  for 
so  many  years  that,  as  S«iators  are  aware,  we  must  put  plant 
food  in  the  soil  constantly.  More  than  three-fifths  of  the  fer- 
tilizer used  in  the  United  States  goes  Into  the  Southern  States. 
Alabama  uses  more  fertilizer  than  all  the  States  west  of  Mis- 
souri, with  California  excluded. 

So  it  is  a  matter  of  life  and  death  to  southern  agriculture. 
It  is  a  question  of  whether  the  South  can  compete  with  the 
world  In  the  production  of  cotton  which  can  not  receive  a 
tariff  benefit.  Those  who  receive  no  tariff  benefit,  and  from 
whose  pockets  Industry  extracts  tribute  when  they  buy  their 
tinware  and  chinaware,  those  who  can  get  no  possible  tariff 
benefit  are  the  ones  who  have  to  pay  the  highest  price  for  the 
fertilizer  which  comes  from  Chile  or  Germany,  and  ev«^  then — 
think  of  It! — America  is  actually  Importing  nitrogen  from 
Qexmaoy,  whidi  nitrogen  Germany  fixes  from  the  air.  Before 
the  World  War  both  Germany  and  the  United  States  were  im- 
porting it  from  Chile,  but  to-day,  to  the  disgrace  of  this  coon- 
try,  to  the  disgrace  of  those  who  have  aided  In  preventing  the 
solution  of  the  Muscle  Shoals  problem,  Germany  has  advanced 
so  far  ahead  of  the  United  States  that  she  fixes  her  nitrogen 
from  the  air,  wlilch  coold  be  used  in  case  of  war,  and  in  addi- 
tion to  her  own  needs  actually  exports  nitrogen  into  the  United 
States  at  Amecica  I 
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Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President- 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Biyanxu  In  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee? 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  has  undoubtedly  Investigated 
the  matter.  Can  he  tell  us  by  what  method  Germany  fixes  the 
nitrogen?    It  is  by  the  syntl  "tic  method,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  BLACK.  Both  by  the  synthetic  and  the  cyaoamide 
pro<•es^e8. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  To  what  extwit  is  the  cyanamide  method 
used  and  to  what  extent  is  the  synthetic  method  used? 

Mr.  BLACK.  The  synthetic  process  is  used  more  than  the 
cyanamide.  I  do  not  have  the  figures,  but  it  is  conceded.  How- 
ever. I  am  not  talking  about  processes.  I  have  shown  In  that 
resiteet  and  I  show  also  by  Mr.  Brand's  own  statement  that  the 
cyanamide  process  is  competing  ••k  can  compete  with  the  syn- 
^"^-thetic  process.  As  a  matter  of  fact  a  few  days  ago  the  signifi- 
cant announcement  came  from  Germany  that  in  order  to  carry 
out  this  agreement  to  limit  the  amount  which  was  produced 
and  to  raise  the  price  to  us  6  per  cent  over  what  the  Grerman 
farmer  pays  it  was  necessary  to  cut  out  one  of  the  German  oper- 
ating plants.  They  eliminated  a  synthetic  plant  and  left  the 
cyanamide  i^ant  in  operation.  I  do  not  wish  to  become  involved 
In  any  controversy  over  those  two  methods;  tJje  Senator  under- 
stands that ;  1  do  not  care  what  method  is  used  ;  but  I  say  it  is  a 
disgrace  to  this  Nation  If  to-day,  without  reason  or  cause,  we 
should  be  plunged  into  world  conflict,  we  would  still  be  com- 
pelled to  Import  nitrogen,  which  is  the  basis  of  explosives,  from 
countries  which  we  must  protect  with  battleships  and  cruisers 
which  are  built  with  money  that  comes  from  the  pockets  of  the 
taxpnyers  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  interested  In  what  the  Senator  has 
had  to  say  about  the  agreement  to  fix  prices  of  fertilizers  or 
nitrates.  By  whom  was  that  agreement  made?  Was  anybody 
in  America  privy  to  it? 

Mr.  BLACK.  Not  so  far  as  has  hew  shown,  but  last  year 
the  very  significant  statement  came  out  when  they  were  begin- 
ning to  consider  this  cartel.  There  were  certain  men  engaged 
in  the  synthetic  process  In  America  who  were  present,  accord- 
ing to  newspaper  reports,  at  the  meeting.  That  meeting  was 
held  on  board  a  ship,  out  on  the  waves  and  billows  of  the 
ocean,  where  those  participating  could  be  free  from  public 
scrutiny.  The  result  has  been  that  while  our  wheels  remain 
idle  and  are  not  operated  either  by  private  lessee  or  by  the 
Gereniment  the  southern  farmer  continues  to  be  ground  down 
into  the  dust  by  having  to  pay  a  high  price  for  fertilizer,  which 
price  could  be  reduced  if  American  industry  would  do  its  part 
or  if  Congress  would  compel  American  industry  to  do  its  part 
by  cooperating  in  a  plan  for  the  production  of  fixed  nitrogen 
from  the  air. 

Here  is  the  situation  In  a  nutshell:  American  industry  has 
been  equipped  to  manufacture  fertilizer  with  Chile  nitrates. 
That  means  that  if  manufacturers  of  fertilizer  change  their 
existing  machinery  they  must  expend  huge  sums  of  money. 
They  must  change  that  machinery,  however,  if  they  use  nitro- 
gen which  is  fixed  from  the  air.  Therefore  it  ia  to  the  interest 
of  American  industry,  from  a  selfish  viewpoint,  to  continue  to 
use  Chile  nitrates.  So  they  do  not  fix  nitrogen  from  tlte  air 
in  this  country  in  such  appreciable  quantities  as  to  affect  the 
price  to  the  American  consumer,  and,  as  usual,  the  farmer, 
borne  down  by  mortgages,  ground  into  the  dust  by  debt,  pays 
the  additional  price.  Of  course,  if  we  should  go  to  war,  every 
American  taxpayer  would  have  to  pay  this  additional  price, 
because  if  we  should  engage  in  conflict  without  being  prepared 
to  fix  nitrt^en  from  the  air  then  the  extra  cost  of  importing  it 
must  be  borne  by  this  Nation — a  victory  for  the  lobbyists  who 
have  racceeded  so  fkr  in  preventing  the  passage  of  a  fair  bill 
in  the  nature  of  a  compromise,  or  otherwise,  which  would  bring 
about  the  operatlMi  of  the  plant  at  Muscle  Shoala.  That  is  the 
situatioB^ 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

The  PHESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BLACK.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KING.  I  recall  when  the  bill  relative  to  this  matter  was 
before  the  Soiate  the  last  time  there  was  considerable  <vposi- 
tion  to  it  because  it  sought  to  inundate  certain  land  in  Ten- 
nessee and  convert  <me  or  two  prosperous  counties  there  into 
lakes.  My  recollection  is  that  if  there  had  been  an  elimination 
of  that  provision  of  the  bill  which  condemned  those  lands  in 
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Ten  lessee  and  took  from  the  State  a  large  area  which  is  subject 
to  taxation  that  bill  or  a  bill  would  have  been  passed. 

Mr.  BLACK.     We  did  pass  a  biU. 

in  r.  McKELLAR    That  bill  was  pas-sed,  was  it? 

JA-.  black.     Yes;  that  bill  was  passed. 

Mr.  KING.  Was  the  provision  to  which  I  have  alluded 
eliu  inatedV 

Mr.  BLACK.  That  provision  was  not  eliminated,  but  the  bill 
suff  ;red  a  pocket  veto. 

Mr.  KING.  Has  there  been  any  subsequent  consideration  of 
the  kneasure  in  Congress? 

Mr.  BLACK.  Yes;  there  has  been  some  consideration  of  it 
Of  rourse,  nothing  could  be  done  when  the  President  put  the 
bill  in  his  pocket  in  the  closing  days  of  the  session.  By  the 
timr  the  10  days'  limitation  had  expired  Congress  had  adjourned. 
At  the  next  session  I  introduced  two  bills — one  embodying  the 
American  Cyanamid  Co.  proposal  and  the  other  embodying  the 
American  Federated  Farmers'  proposal.  I  also  suggested  at 
the  time  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Noebi.s]  reintro- 
duc«  his  bill.  He  did  so.  The  Agricultural  Committee  consld- 
erec  those  bills  and  unanimously  reported  the  measure  intro- 
duoid  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska.  That  bill  now  stands  on 
the  icalendar  with  a  favorable  report  from  this  committee. 

KING.    Mr.    President   may   I   ask   the    Senator   from 
Alabama  another  question? 
BLACK.     Certainly. 

KING.  Does  the  Senator  believe  that  nitrogen  can  be 
iuced  at  a  profit  from  the  fixation  or  cyanamide  process  in 
the  {United  States ;  and,  if  he  answers  that  in  the  afi!lrmative,  I 
ask  why  have  not  the  farmers  or  their  representatives  or  Ameri- 
can capitalists  made  the  necessary  investment  for  the  purpose  of 
pro<  ucing  it? 

\  r.  BLACK.     I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  that  question. 

A  r.  KING.  May  I  say  this?  When  in  Germany  a  number  of 
yea  "S  ago  with  the  tlien  Senator  Ladd,  of  North  Dakota,  we 
visi  ed  some  of  the  lactones  which  were  producing  nitrogen 
froii  the  air,  as  I  recall,  not  only  by  the  synthetic  process  but 
alsc  by  the  cyanamide  process.  It  seemed  to  me  that  the  process 
was  not  complicated,  and,  with  the  cheap  brown  or  lignite  coal 
which  was  being  utilized,  the  production  was  not  very  expen- 
sive. We  have,  as  the  Senator  knows,  millions  and  billions  of 
tons  of  coal,  not  only  lignite  coal  but  a  higher  grade  of  bitumi- 
nou  I  coal,  and  we  have  water  power ;  and  I  was  wondering  why 
Am<  (rican  rapitallsts  or  the  farmers  themselves  and  their  friends 
and  representatives  have  not  made  the  necessary  inve.stment  for 
the  jurpose  of  producing,  by  the  fixation  process,  nitrogen  which 
is  8  3  necessary,  as  the  Senator  says,  for  the  protluctlvlty  of 
the  soil. 

M  r.  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  I  will  be  glad  to  answer  the 
Senitor's  question.  In  the  first  place,  the  Senator  knows  that 
thei  e  never  has  been  any  real  organization  of  farmers,  repre- 
sen  Ing  the  whole  Nation,  which  has  had  .sufticient  capital  and 
sufl  cient  power  behind  it  to  engage  In  any  such  vast  enterprise. 
Thi  t  Is  the  first  answer.'    In  the  next  place 

*  r.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  pardMi  an 
Interruption  there? 

r.  BLACK.     I  yield. 

r.  SIMMONS.     What  the  Senator  has  Just  said  is  especially 
tru4  of  the  farmers  of  the  South, 
r.  BLACK.     Yes,  sir. 

r.  SIMMONS.  The  farmers  of  the  West  are  not  so  mu(A 
Interested  in  this  subject,  but  the  farmers  of  the  South  have 
beeii  in  such  a  financial  condition  since  the  war,  or  rather  since 
the  debacle  in  1920,  that  they  have  been  utterly  unable  to 
inaugurate  any  such  movement  as  that  or  secure  its  financing. 

II  the  Senator  will  pardon  me  further,  let  me  say  that  I 
think  he  was  right  a  little  while  ago  when  he  spoke  of  the 
pro|iaganda  again.ot  the  establishment  of  thl.s  Industry  to  supply 
the  demand  by  manufacturing  nitrates  from  the  air.  I  think  it 
was  disclosed  during  the  debate  on  the  last  bill  upon  the  subject 
whijh  we  discn"*.«ied  that  there  was  a  tremendous  organization  in 
this  country,  backed  by  powerful  interests,  to  defeat  any  legisla- 
tion under  which  the  Government  would  take  any  part  in  supply- 
ing this  material  to  the  farmer  at  a  reasonable  price.  They 
clai  ned  that  that  was  the  domain  of  the  indlridual ;  that  we 
should  leave  that  to  individual  initiative.  We  were  then  told 
thai  there  were  great  plants  at  Niagara  Falls  which  were  pro- 
duc  ng  or  would  soon  be  producing  immen.se  quantities  of  this 
material.  We  were  told  that  there  was  then  In  the  process  of 
erection  at  Hopewell,  Va.,  as  I  recall,  a  plant  which  of  itself 
prdably  would  make  enough  of  this  material  to  supply  the 
soulhern  farmer  with  the  needs  in  this  respect. 

M  r.  BI..ACK.  Before  the  Senator  proceeds  further,  may  I  call 
his  attention  to  the  fact  that,  in  spite  of  what  we  have  been 
told  that  we  would  get  all  the  nitrogen  we  needed  from  those 
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sources,  we  bought  2.000,000  more  tons  from  Chile  in  1828  than 
during  the  previous  jrear? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Exactly.  However,  I  was  making  the  point 
that  we  then  heard  the  contention  made  that  the  Government 
must  not  come  to  the  relief  of  the  farmer  In  this  particular 
because  It  was  something  that  the  Government  oii^t  not  to 
interfere  with,  bot  that  it  should  leave  to  indivldnal  enterprise 
the  suppljing  of  this  material  to  the  farmer.  That  was  one  of 
the  chief  arguments  made  against  the  bill  at  that  time.  Yet 
years  have  passed  since  we  first  discussed  this  subject,  and  pri- 
vate plants  in  this  country  are  not  supplying  to-day,  as  I  under- 
stand, any  more  of  the  material  than  they  were  supplying  at 
the  time  when  they  were  trying  to  prevent  the  Government 
from  going  into  the  business.  If  I  am  incorrect  about  that,  I 
should  like  the  Senator  to  point  It  out  to  me. 

Mr.  BI^ACK.     The  increased  amount  is  negligible. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  is  ne^igible;  that  is,  as  I  have  under- 
stood the  situs  tl(m. 

The  Senator  Is  right  In  another  particular,  and  I  wish  to  draw 
further  attention  to  that.  This  is  a  question  which  e.speclally 
concerns  the  South.  In  the  South  agriculture  is  in  a  worse  con- 
dition than  in  any  other  section  of  this  country.  The  Senator 
has  clearly  shown  that  in  the  South  the  element  of  fertiliser 
plays  a  very  important  and  an  essential  part  In  the  cost  of 
production  of  farm  products  such  as  cotton,  tobacco,  and  corn. 
In  the  South  farmers  use  nitr(«en  for  fertiliziug  all  the  crops 
of  that  character  which  are  grown  in  large  quantities.  It  con- 
stitutes about  one-third  if  not  more  of  the  cost  of  producing  a 
crop  In  the  South.  As  the  Senator  says,  fertilizer  is  not  used 
In  the  West  because  the  bMs  there  are  richer  and  more  produc- 
tive than  are  ours,  and  they  do  not  have  to  use  fertiliser. 

The  Senator  says  that  by  reason  of  this  burden  upon  us  we 
can  not  compete  with  the  world  in  our  southern  products. 
There  is  another  a^)ect  of  the  situation,  I  suggest  to  the  Sen- 
ator, and  that  is  by  reason  of  this  differentiation  in  the  cost  of 
producing  cotton  and  com  In  the  South  we  are  put  at  a  great 
disadvantage  in  competing  with  our  competitors  here  in  Amer- 
ica. The  southern  cotton  fanner  finds  it  dlfiicult  to  meet  the 
competition  of  the  Texas  cotton  farmer,  because  the  latter  can 
grow  cotton  for  one-third,  if  not  less,  of  what  it  costs  to  produce 
It  in  the  South. 

The  Senator  is  right  in  saying  tliat  this  is  one  of  the  vital 
questions  of  the  day  and  he  is  right  when  he  sa.v8  that  the 
farmer  can  get  more  relief  from  the  Government  supplying  him 
with  this  inateriaL,  which  is  the  chief  dement  of  fertilizer  used 
ill  the  South,  than  be  is  likely  to  get  by  raising  the  tariff  duties 
upon  his  products,  one-half  to  two-thirds  of  which  will  be 
absolutely  ineffective  when  they  are  imp<jsed. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
is  making  a  splendid  speech,  and  I  am  just  wondering  if  an 
inquiry  would  disturb  him. 

Mr.  BLACK.    Not  at  all. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fkss  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  S^iator  from  Alabama  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  BLACK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  The  Senator  has  spoken  of  our  reliance  on 
Chile  for  our  nitrate. 

Mr.  BLACK.    And  Germany  now. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  But  principally  Chile.  Is  there  not  an- 
other reason  why  we  have  to  pay  more  for  our  fertilizer,  namely, 
that  there  Is  a  great  combination  in  this  country  in  restraint  of 
trade,  and  probably  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  Sherman 
Aci:,  against  monopoly,  which  absolutely  fixes  the  prices  of  fer- 
tilizer throu^out  the  country,  sometimes  charging  more  in  one 
State  than  they  do  in  another,  or  dividing  territory,  and  in 
every  way  possible  conducting  themselves  as  a  trust  or  a  com- 
bination in  restraint  of  trade? 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  think  th«-e  is  no  doubt  of  the  fact  that  th^c 
is  such  a  combination.  Of  course,  this  combination  must  work 
under  the  larger  foreign  combination  which  fixes  the  price  of 
the  nitrogen  which  comes  into  America.  Then,  after  we  pay  the 
added  price  brought  about  by  that  combine,  it  comes  into  Amer- 
ica, and  we  have  this  other  combine  that  has  been  so  iustru- 
meutnl  in  defeating  legislation  here,  adding  its  toU  as  it  goes 
thri»ugh. 

Just  this  one  thought,  and  I  am  througli :  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  at  the  present  moment, 
according  to  my  information,  the  power  company  which  is  a 
part  of  the  huge  power  association  of  this  Nation,  is  building  a 
transmission  line  to  Muscle  Shoals  from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  Mr.  President,  from  what  point?  Does  the 
Senator  know? 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  do  not  know  the  point,  but  it  has  been  con- 
iiderably  talked  about  in  the  Alabama  papers. 


Mr.  McKELLAR  And  they  are  now  building  a  transmission 
line  so  as  to  connect  tlie  power  companies  in  Tennessee  with  the 
Muscle  Shoals  plant? 

Mr.  BLACK.  Certainly,  Now,  bearing  In  mind  that  that 
contract  expires  January  1  of  next  year,  it  Is  just  a  bit  signifi- 
cant that  the  great  power  companies  should  be  confident  enough 
of  what  Congress  will  do  to  go  to  the  huge  expense  Involved  in 
building  this  additioual  transnnission  line.  In  my  judgment  it 
leads  one  to  ask,  By  what  right  do  they  assume  tliat  this  power 
Is  going  to  be  continually  turned  over  to  the  Power  Trust  for 
private  exploitation  instead  of  being  utilised  by  the  people? 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama yidd  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  do. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  The  Senator  speaks  of  a  new  transmission 
line  to  the  Alabama  Power  Co.    Are  they  building  it? 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  do  not  know  who  is  building  it  I  think  it  is 
a  power  company  from  Tennessee  which  is  associated  with  the 
Alabama  Power  C<y.    That  Is  my  Information. 

Mr.  CARTWAY.  What  is  the  extent  of  the  investment  they 
are  making;  does  the  Senator  know?  I  saw  a  newspaper  ac- 
count of  It  just  the  other  day,  and  I  was  interested  in  it  myself. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  Just  saw  that  It  was  costing  a  great  deal  of 
money,  and  I  did  not  see  any  figures,  but  that  the  Alabama 
Public  Utilities  Commi^48ion  has  called  the  power  companies'  rep- 
resentative before  them  in  an  effort  to  find  out  just  what  they 
are  doing. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  That  seems  to  be  an  assumption  that  there 
never  will  be  any  use  of  It  for  the  benefit  of  agriculture. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Undoubtedly.  In  other  words,  the  power  com- 
pany, which  has  fought  every  movement  that  was  put  on  foot 
for  the  develoi>m«it  of  Musde  Shoals  in  the  interest  of  the 
people,  now  assumes  that  not  only  has  it  succeeded  In  blocking 
remedial  legislation  but  that  tlie  power  will  be  turned  over  ex- 
clusively to  the  power  companies.  If  they  did  not  assume  that, 
I  wonder  why  they  would  be  building  this  huge  transmission 
line. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  am  curious.  Does  the  Senator  know  what 
the  Alatama  Pow*t  Co.  now  gets  the  power  for? 

Mr.  BLACK.     Yes. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     What  does  it  pay  for  the  power? 

Mr.  BLACK.    Two  mills  per  kilowatt-hour. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  And  what  does  it  charge  the  ccmsuminf 
public? 

Mr.  BLACK.  As  to  the  average  consumer  I  could  not  say; 
but  the  consumer  of  the  domestic  product,  I  und^^tand,  pays 
10  cents. 

Mr.  McKELLAR     Right  at  the  Shoals? 

Mr.  BLACK.  The  iteople  at  Florence  and  Shefll^d  and 
Tuscumbia,  many  of  them,  are  compelled  to  pay  10  cents  for 
the  identical  power  that  the  power  company  gets  from  the  Oor- 
ernment  for  2  mills. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  And,  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will 
yield,  is  It  not  also  true  that  while  It  is  poe8ll)le  to  generate 
an  enormous  amount  of  power  at  the  Sbottls  now,  the  Alabttma 
Power  Co.  is  using  very  little  of  It? 

Mr.  BLACK.    I  gave  the  figures. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  Oh,  the  Senator  has  already  given  them? 
I  happened  to  be  out  for  a  short  time,  and  I  am  sorry  I  did 
not  hear  them;  but  I  will  read  them  in  the  Senator's  remarks. 

Mr.  BLACK  They  are  using  about  one^ghth  of  the  poten- 
tial power. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  About  one-eighth  of  the  possible  product 
of  the  plant? 

Mr,  BLACK.     Yes ;  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  President,  with  this  remark  I  am  through :  The  power 
companies  have  sought  since  the  very  beginning  of  this  fight 
to  get  this  power  into  their  possession  for  jwivate  exploitation, 
although  the  original  bill  said  they  should  never  have  it,  and 
that  no  power  company  should  ever  lay  its  hands  upon  the 
electridty  produced  in  that  plant. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  really  think  the  so-caUed  Power  Trust's 
plan  goes  much  beyond  that.  They  are  not  so  much  concerned 
with  the  power  that  may  be  generated  at  Muscle  Shoals  as  they 
are  oi^xised  to  the  example  and  the  poasible  remit  of  a  govern- 
mental devtiopment  of  power.  I  tldnk  ttiat  la  thc4r  princii«l 
interest  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  fnUy ;  bat  they  fight 
to  get  this  power  in  order  that  tiiey  may  otiUae  It  for  their 
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own  advantage,  and  provrait  an  example  of  low  price  for  the 
benefit  of  people  of  the  Nation. 

Some  time  ago  I  applied  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  a  con- 
tract for  the  little  town  of  Muscle  ShoaLs  which  agreed  to  take 
the  power  subject  to  a  30-day  cancellation  clause.  The  Secre- 
tary of  War,  with  the  approval  of  President  CooUdge,  accord- 
ing to  my  information,  turned  us  down.  He  would  not  sell  it 
to  us  on  exactly  the  same  terms  that  the  power  company 
bought  it. 

Mr.  CARAWAY,    Why?    They  still  have  surplus  power,  the 

Senator  says. 

Mr.  BI^ACK.  Why?  Echo  answers,  why?  About  one-eighth 
of  it  was  being  sold  to  the  jwwer  company. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    And  the  rest  of  it  is  there,  lying  idle? 

Mr.  BLACK.    The  rest  of  it  is  still  unused. 

Mr.  CAllAWAY.    And  yet  they  would  not  let  you  have  it? 

Mr.  HLACK.  They  would  not  let  the  town  of  Muscle  Shoals 
have  one  kilowatt  of  it 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama vield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  BLACK.    I  do. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Is  It  not  true  that  the  present  administra- 
tion is  .Hiniply  carrying  out  the  program  of  the  past  administra- 
tion in  turning  over  the  power  to  the  Alabama  Power  Co.,  not 
for  use.  but  merely  to  keep  others  from  using  it,  in  direct  vio- 
lation of  the  law  under  which  the  plant  was  built,  as  the  Sena- 
tor will  rei-all,  the  law  of  1916?    Is  not  that  trtie? 

Mr.  BLACK.  That  Is  correct.  I  would  not  want  to  aay  that 
the  present  administration  Is  carrying  out  all  the  policies  of  the 
past  administration,  because  que<»tion.s  were  presented  to  the 
latter  wliich  have  not  as  yet  been  presented  to  the  former. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  But,  m  a  matter  of  fact,  the  present  ad- 
ministration could  stop  the  crime  that  is  going  on  there  now. 

Mr.  BLACK.    Undoubtedly. 

Mr.  McKELIJkli.  If  It  desired.  If  It  would  raise  its  finger,  if 
it  would  carry  out  the  law  tluit  the  Congress  had  passed,  it 
would  dispose  of  that  power  In  some  other  way  than  turning 
It  over  to  the  power  company,  a  thing  that  was  actually  pro- 
hibited l>y  the  law  under  which  tlie  plant  was  built. 

Mr.  BLACK.  The  present  administration,  I  hope,  will  present 
to  this  body,  when  It  meeta  In  regular  session,  a  plan  which 
the  Congress  may  consider  and  know  that  it  has  the  Executive 
approvaL 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  In  some  w^ay  or  other,  I  have  no  doubt  but 
that  that  will  be  done.    Has  the  Senator? 

Mr.  BLACK.  Of  course,  it  does  not  always  occur.  The  last 
few  days  is  a  demonstration  that  the  Senate  can  voice  its  own 
sentiments. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  did  not  mean  to  say  that.  What  I  did 
intend  to  say  was  this:  In  some  way,  I  do  believe  that  the 
Iffetent  occupant  of  the  White  House,  having  a  constructive 
mind — and  I  am  not  saying  tliat  by  way  of  criticism  of  the 
former  President — will  naturally  want  some  use  to  be  made  of 
this  great  resource,  and  will  suggest  some  practical  use  that 
can  be  made  of  ttie  plant. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  will  state  to  the  Senator  that  I  gave  out  an 
interview  some  months  ago  to  the  effect  that  it  was  my  belief 
that  President  Hoover  would  offer  to  Congress  aome  construc- 
tive measure  with  reference  to  a  iwoper  solution  of  tills  prob- 
lem, and  that  in  doing  so  it  was  my  belief  that  he  would  not 
forget  that  Muscle  Shoals  was  dedicated  to  the  American 
farmer,  and  should  not  be  taken  away  from  him. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  sincerely  hope  the  President  will  do 
that.  We  have  had  It  there  for  10  years,  and  no  such  con- 
structive legislation  hat>  yet  been  reconunended.  I  do  hope  that 
the  present  occupant  of  the  White  House  will  recommend  con- 
structive action  that  will  benefit  the  farmer  and  benefit  the 
people  who  own  that  plant 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  say  tlmt 
while  it  has  been  very  largely  a  matter  of  talk,  I  am  not  certain 
that  Muscle  Shoals  has  not  performed  one  useful  service:  I 
think  it  has  been  the  means  of  fixing  public  opinion  upon  this 
question  of  power  develo{Hnent,  and  the  po8."*ibllity  of  making 
fertillier  out  of  nitrates  fixed  from  the  air.  and  in  that  way 
has  been  actually  a  school  to  which  all  the  American  people 
have  gone.    Does  It  appeal  to  the  Senator  in  that  way? 

Mr.  BIJiCK.  I  think  It  has  been  very  beneficial  in  that  way 
in  creating  a  public  sentiment 

I  shonid  like  to  say  this  in  conclusion :  I  should  like  to  see 
the  power  at  Muscle  'Shoals  used  In  the  fixation  of  nitrogen 
and  in  the  noanufacture  of  fertilizer  in  so  far  as  it  was  needed, 
and  the  surplus  power  sold  to  municipalities.  I  am  unalterably 
and  irrevocably  opposed  to  turning  over  that  power  to  private 
power  companies  for  their  own  private  exploitation.  The  plant 
was  Imilt  with  the  money  of  the  people.     When   it  was  au- 
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tho^ized  It  was  dedicated  to  the  peoi^e ;  and  it  is  my  belief 
if  that  plant  should  be  diverted  now  to  bring  additional 

ts  into  the  pockets  of  private  business,  it  would  be  a 
shi^eful  and  disgraceful  solution  of  the  problem. 

have  made  these  remarks  to  let  the  public  know  that  the 
soi^thern  farmer  Is  still  being  ground  down  under  the  heel  of 

oppressor,  who  sells  him  fertilizer  at  pric-es  which  pro- 
a  reasonable  profit,  and  to  '-all  attention  to  the  fact  that 
witli  the  proper  sentiment  created  on  the  pan  of  the  people  of 
thi!  Nation  the  Fertilizer  Trust  and  the  Power  Trust  could 
no  onger  thwart  the  expressed  will  of  the  representatives  of  the 
pet4>le  in  Congress  assembled. 

REYISION  or  THE  TABIFT 

^e  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  W'hole.  resumed  the  con- 
sidi 'ration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provido  revenue,  to  regu- 
late' commerce  with  foreign  c-ountrles,  to  encourage  the  indu.s- 
tri«8  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  an<l  for 
oth?r  purposes. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  make  any 
spcL'fh.  but  I  have  some  records  which  I  wish  to  put  in  the 

Co:  lUBSSSIO.NAL  Recokd. 

i:ome  time  back  I  made  the  statement  and  I  still  think  the 
Statement  was  correct,  that  if  Congress  wants  to  help  the 
farmers  of  this  country  it  should  start  by  a  reduction  of  railroad 
ratos.  I  shall  not  reiterate  what  I  said  at  that  time  in  that 
sta  ement  except  to  say  that  we  all  know  that  It  Is  a  fact  that 
wh  m  you  mention  railroads  In  Congress,  for  some  reason  or 
other  everybody  wants  you  to  be  quiet.  It  seems  that  it  l.s  im- 
po)!8ible  to  get  any  bill  through  or  to  get  any  help  from  either 
Hid?  of  this  body  In  any  matter  that  touches  a  railroad  corpoia- 
tio  L  Evm  in  the  case  of  the  surcharge  on  Pullman  cam,  the 
rolbery  which  was  coramence<l  during  the  war  time,  a  bill  here 
at  my  time  to  reduce  tl)at  surcharge  back  to  a  rate  that  is  fair 
both  to  the  railroad  and  to  the  traveling  public  is  always,  in 
SOI  le  way  or  other,  silenced. 

f  the  people  of  this  country,  the  farmers  of  this  country  not 
on  y  In  one  section  but  in  every  section,  c*ould  place  what  they 
ha  ^e  to  sell  to  other  sections  of  this  country  in  tho.se  stH'tions  at 
a  1  air  and  moderate  price,  it  would  be  the  greatest  relief  that 
th«  farmers  of  the  country  could  receive. 

For  instance,  when  the  western  farmer  is  burning  his  com, 
the  southern  farmer  is  paying  from  $1.10  to  $1.20  a  bushel  for 
corn.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  anylxHly  can  see  that  If  it  were 
possible  for  the  western  farmer  to  deliver  his  corn  to  the  south- 
ern farmer  at  a  price  that  would  be  reasonable  to  him.  and  that 
would  give  the  railroad  a  fair  compensation  for  hauling  It,  It 
would  not  only  benefit  the  farmer  who  was  burning  his  com 
burit  would  also  benefit  the  railroad  by  giving  It  a  fair  profit, 
an4  would  bring  the  com  to  the  southern  fanner  cheaper.  So, 
as  it  applies  to  com.  It  would  seem  to  me  that  It  would  apply  to 
all!  other  commodities. 

For  that  reason  I  have  always  believed  that  we  should  not 
wnste  our  time  with  farm  relief  boards,  which  have  never  helped 
thfc  Government,  and  which  I  do  not  believe  ever  will  help  It, 
although  I  am  reliably  informed  that  the  board  did  a  few  days 
agd  loan  $9,000,000  for  the  relief  of  California  grape  growers, 
on*  of  whom,  the  largest  is  the  present  President  of  the  United 
Stf  tea  of  America. 

'  Hiat  have  they  done  to  help  anybody  else  but  the  President's 
pe<ple,  the  grape  growers?  Have  they  done  anything  except 
to  try  to  drive  people  Into  cooperative  marketing?  I  believe 
In  a  proper  system  of  cooperative  marketing,  if  it  Is  hanale<l 
by  the  right  people  and  in  the  right  manner,  but  South  Carolina 
hail  suffered  very  seriously  from  cooperative  marketing.  8om<.- 
fe^  r  people  have  made  thousands,  one  or  two  possibly  have  made 
ml  lions,  but  the  farmer  has  suffered ;  and  when  I  say  farmer, 
I  (  o  not  mean  the  man  who  lives  In  town  and  rides  out  Into 
th«  country  in  a  Cadillac  or  a  Packard  automobile  and  htoks 
an  mud.  I  am  talking  about  the  man  who  goes  Into  the  Qeld 
ani  plows,  who  takes  hlsi  wife  and  children  Into  the  field,  and 
th«  y  work,  the  man  who  does  the  actual  work,  who  produce's, 
an  I  when  he  wants  to  go  to  town,  either  drives  along  in  his 
bn  :gy,  or  takes  his  "  tin  Lizzie"  and  rattles  In  the  best  he  can. 
f  yon  want  to  help  that  class  of  farmers,  then  I  am  with 
yo  I,  but  If  you  want  to  make  the  men  who  are  already  rich 
ric  ler.  and  the  p'>or  man  poorer,  then  I  am  against  that  kind 
of  government.  I  repeat,  as  I  have  said  before.  I  prefer  a  pool- 
government  and  a  rich  people  to  a  rich  government  and  a  poor 
peiple. 

ask  to  have  printed  In  the  Record  a  letter  from  the  Farm 
Jo  jmal  and  a  reply  thereto. 

"he  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

'  :'here  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rbcobo,  as  follows: 
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Tna  Farm  Joubnai^ 
Wa»hingto»  Square,  Philadelphia,  May  29,  tStS. 
Hod.  Cols  L.  Blkase, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Waiihini;ton,  D.  C. 
Mi  Dkae  Scnatob  Bleask  :  The  farm  bill  being  now  dose  to  passage, 
no  doubt,  and  the  tariff  bill  In  the  bands  of  your  body,  would  you  bo 
willing  to  give  me  your  candid  opinion  of  the  latter? 

In  particular,  do  you  regard  the  agricultural  sections  of  the  tariff 
as  passed  by  the  House,  as  going  far  enough,  or  too  far.  In  gtvixig 
protei-tion  to  agriculture?  Should  the  extensive  upward  readjuatments 
In  other  schodules  be  approved?  Have  you  specific  Improvements  to 
the  bill  you  expect  to  offer? 

I  should  very  much  value  a  brief  comment  on  these  mattera,  with 
permission  to  lay  your  views  before  the  1,450.000  families  reached  by 
this  magazine. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Artbcb  H.  Jbnkins,  Editor. 

Washinotom,  D.  C,  May  90.  1919. 
Hon.  ARTrttTB  H.  Jbnkiits, 

The  Farm  Joum(U,  Wathington  Sifuore,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Deak  8ra :  Yours  of  May  29  r«H?elved,  In  which  you  reqacat  my  opin- 
ion of  the  tariff  bill  Just  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives. 

In  reply.  I  beg  to  say  I  regard  this  bill  %»  the  bolde«t  attempt  to  rob 
the  fHrmers  and  other  honest  lalwrlng  men  who  make  their  living  "  In 
the  sweat  of  tbeir  faces  "  that  has  ever  been  prcBwited  to  any  body  of 
■upposed-to-be  honest  people  It  reminds  me  of  an  Incident  that  my 
father  used  to  tell :  "A  crowd  of  boys  were  throwing  stones  at  frogs  in 
a  pond  when  a  man.  passing  by,  remarked,  '  It's  fun  for  the  boys,  bat 
bell  on  the  froirs.'  "  So  this  bill  Is  fine  tor  the  big  Interests,  bat  bell  on 
the  honert   people. 

Very  respectfully, 

COLC  L.   BLaASB. 

Mr.  BI.EASE.  Mr.  President,  some  time  ago  a  Representa- 
tive from  Georgia,  Mr.  Steele,  who  1b  now  deceased,  introduced 
In  the  House  of  Representatives  a  bill,  which  waa  not  passed 
but  was  left  pending,  and  at  the  request  of  certain  parties  I 
have  reintroduced  that  bill  at  this  session.  It  is  with  reference 
to  railroad  rates.  I  ask  the  privilege  of  having  it  printed  in  the 
Rk'obo,  with  correspondence  relative  thereto. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  being  no  objection,  the 
matter  will  be  printed  in  the  Rixxxiu,  as  follows : 

8. 1707 
A  bill  to  amend  section  15  of  the  Interstate  commerce  act,  as  amended 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  15  of  the  Interstate  commerce  act,  as 
amended  (U.  8.  C,  title  49,  sec.  15),  la  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  of  paragraph  1  thereof  a  proviso,  to  read  as  follows :  "Provided, 
That  the  right  given  In  this  section,  as  well  as  in  any  other  section  of 
the  Interstate  commerce  act,  to  pre8crlt)e  minimum  rates  shall  not  be 
construed  to  prevent  carriers,  when  they  can  do  so  without  violation  of 
any  other  section  of  the  act,  from  making  rates  competitive  between  the 
shippers  served  by  such  carriers  and  the  shippers  in  other  sections  com- 
peting therewith,  the  minimum-rate  provision  having  no  other  force  and 
effect  than  the  prevention  of  violations  of  the  interstate  commerce  act" 

AtIiANTA,  Ga.,  September  10, 1919. 

Hon.  Cou9  L.  Blsabb, 

Senator,  Senate  OHkx  Building,  Wathingtof^  D.  O. 

Mr  Dbab  SuiATOB  Bi.BAaB :  The  writer  represents  99  per  cent  of  the 
textile  interests  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina  io  additton  to  the  North 
Carolina  interests  and  the  mills  in  Georgia  and  the  Booth  generally, 
and  on  May  9  we  handled  with  the  late  Hon.  L.  J.  Steele,  Bepreaeotative 
from  Georgia,  the  qaestlon  of  inauring  to  the  manufacturing  Intereato 
of  the  South  every  facility  for  marketing  their  product  in  other  sections 
of  the  country,  this  to  be  accomplished  through  a  limitation  of  the 
powers  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  as  contained  In  Bec- 
tion  15  of  the  Interstate  commerce  act.  We  inclose  herewith  copy  of 
our  letter  to  Mr.  Steele,  and  possibly  you  are  aware  that  in  response 
thereto  bill  No.  H.  R.  3296  was  presented  In  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives on  May  23  for  the  purpose  of  this  protection. 

Since  the  death  of  Mr.  Steele  we  are  anxious  to  see  that  the  matter 
is  not  lost  sight  of,  and  the  object  of  this  letter  is  to  enMst  your  interest 
In  this  important  question  with  view  of  having  same  given  the  proper 
consideration  at  the  December  meeting  of  Congress.  We  therefore 
trust  that  you  can  find  it  consistent  to  present  in  the  Senate  the  same 
IdcnHcal  bill  as  embodied  In  H.  R.  3920  or  suggeat  to  u«  a  procedure 
neoe'^sary  to  secure  this  consideration.  The  textile  intereets  of  £(oath 
Carolina  are  most  vitally  affected,  and  since  the  carriers  have  Indicated 
a  willingness  to  provide  competitive  freight  rates  they  are  neceasarfly 
retarded  in  this  to  the  extent  that  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
can  exercise  Its  power  to  prescribe  minimum  rates  below  which  the 
carriers  can  not  operate.  We  therefore  desire  an  ameiMlment  to  section 
15.  taking  from  the  commlBslon  Ua  arbitrary  power,  behind  whM  tb« 


carriers  may   hide  If  so  Inclined.     The  same  principle  win   oatarally 
apply  to  all  parts  of  the  country  ondeT  similar  conditions. 

Won't  yoa  please  acknowledge  receipt  of  tfaia  letter  and  advise  your 
reaction  to  same  and  If  yon  will  support  ob  Io  this  important  mattorl 
Thanking  you  in  advance  for  same,  we  are, 
Yours  very  truly, 

Cabl  B.  Cunninobaib,  Manager. 

Mat  0,  1929. 
Hon.  L.  J.  Btbblb. 

United  atatct  Howe  of  Reprcatiitatifes,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mx  Dbab  Mb.  Stbkub  :  The  shipping  public  of  the  South  is  becoming 
alarmed  over  the  tendency  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to 
relate  commodity  rates  of  practically  whatever  nature  to  the  Brst-class 
rates  between  the  same  points,  making  KUch  rates  a  uniform  percentage 
thereof,  regardless  of  the  measure  of  the  flrt>t-class  rate  or  the  com- 
petition  encountered  is  the  destination  territory,  whereas  it  la  generally 
conceded  that  any  success  which  southern  manufacturers  may  have 
heretofore  attained  in  the  marketing  of  their  product  beyond  the  con- 
fines of  the  South,  which  are  osuaily  recognised  as  the  Ohio  an4 
Potomac  Rivers  on  the  north  and  the  Mississippi  River  on  the  west, 
has  been  predicated  upon  the  willingness  of  noathem  carriers  to  pre- 
scribe freight  rates  to  the  destination  territory,  which  are  made  oa 
substantially  the  same  basis,  mile  for  mile,  as  obtains  within  that 
territory  or  from  competing  points  in  other  territories  to  the  same 
deatlnatlon,  regardless  of  what  the  first-class  rate  may  be. 

This  tendency  is  reflected  In  the  action  of  the  commisBlon  in  the  Con- 
solidated Soathwefttem  case  (I.  C.  C.  Docket  13085),  which  case  has  now 
been  reopened  by  the  eommiaslon  for  farther  eonalderatlon  In  view  of  the 
storm  of  protests  arising  from  shippers  In  the  Sooth  and  which  protesti 
were  concurred  in  by  soathem  carriers.  It  is  further  reflected  in  action 
of  the  eommlBSlon  in  the  Bear  Brand  Hosiery  ease  (I.  *  8.  Docket  8127) 
involving  rates  on  cotton  hosiery  from  Kankakee,  111.,  to  soathem  points, 
in  that  the  commission  prescribed  in  that  case  the  same  rates  south- 
bound as  northbound,  notwithstanding  the  northl>oand  rates  were  mads 
with  relation  to  those  in  effect  within  the  North  and  for  the  express 
purpose  of  enabling  southern  shippers  to  compete,  the  level  of  ttas 
rates  in  the  two  directions  being  entirely  different. 

We  feel  that  the  industrial  South  should  not  be  denied  the  privilege  of 
meeting  future  competition  beyond  its  borders  and  the  soathem  carriers 
have  adopted  the  policy  of  providing  competitive  freight  rates  in  ths 
past. 

The  present  attitude  of  the  commission  is  apparently  at  variance  with 
Public  Resolution  No.  46  of  the  Sixty -eighth  Congress  (8.  J.  Res.  107), 
adopted  January  30,  1925,  and  Included  in  the  order  of  the  commission 
Issued  March  12,  1925,  and  now  known  as  Docket  17000,  this  docu- 
ment reading  In  part  as  follows : 

"  Reaohfed,  etc..  That  It  la  hereby  declared  to  be  the  true  policy  la 
rate  n>aKi"g  to  be  porsued  by  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Commission  in 
adjoatiug  freight  rates,  that  the  conditions  which  at  any  given  time 
prevail  In  our  several  industries  should  be  considered  in  so  far  as  it  is 
legally  possible  to  do  so,  to  the  end  that  commodities  may  freely 
move." 

And  again  in  paragraph  (e)  section  (1),  tlie  following  appears: 

"  The  conditions  which  prevail  in  the  several  Industries  of  the  coun- 
try.  In  80  far  as  it  la  legally  possible  to  do  so,  to  the  end  that  com- 
modities may  freeJy  move. 

"(3)  A  natural  and  proper  development  of  the  country  as  a  whole." 

It  is  our  sincere  belief  that  section  16  of  the  interstate  commerce  act 
should  be  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  of  paragraph  1  thereof  a 
proviso  which  will  permit  the  carriers  to  make  rates  with  regard  to  the 
competition  which  may  be  involved  In  so  far  as  they  may  do  so  without 
violation  of  any  other  section  of  the  law.  and  that  circumstances  re- 
quire that  the  power  of  the  commission  should  be  limited  in  so  far  •• 
prescribing  minimum  rates  is  concerned. 

If  you  are  in  accord  with  the  foregoing  and  could  consistently  agree 
to  sponsor  a  bill  which  will  relieve  the  situation,  presenting  same  at  the 
present  special  session  of  Congreaa,  yon  will,  in  our  opinion,  be  rendering 
a  great  service  to  the  manufacturing  Interests  of  the  South  and  con- 
tribute to  the  onward  march  of  southern  industry  which  is  attracting 
the  attention  of  the  world.  We  take  the  liberty  of  Inclosing  an  oatlias 
of  such  a  bill  as  we  feel  will  meet  the  sltaatlon  and  suggest  that  tbs 
urgency  of  the  matter  requires  same  to  be  presented  at  this  session, 
regardless  of  whether  action  by  Congress  is  actoally  taken  at  that  tlms, 
it  being  our  view  that  tbs  appearance  of  ttte  bill  would  have  a  wholesome 
effect  upon  the  present  sltustion.  We  also  iacloas  a  copy  of  paragraph 
1  of  section  15  of  the  set,  as  same  now  resids  and  to  which  it  is  tbs 
desire  that  the  proviso  be  added. 

This  matter  Is  of  saflBcient  importanee  to  warrant  ths  attentloo  of  all 
Brastors  and  Members  ot  the  House  from  the  South  and  if  you  can 
furnish  us  a  complete  list  of  theas  Congrpssmen  ws  should  be  giad  to 
undertake  to  secure  their  Interest  in  the  proceeding.  The  three  associa- 
tiom  wfaicb  we  represent  embrace  textile  plants  in  all  of  the  Southern 
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Statps  and  conatltate  poMdbly  85  per  cent  of  the  textile  iateresto  of  tb« 
So'Jtli,  wblcb  Domber  more  tbaa  1.000  mllla. 

Kludlr  acknowledge  receipt  and  Indicate,  at  your  eooTenlenoe,  tbe 
direction  yon  will  give  the  natter. 
Yuura  very  truly, 


->.,^_^^  Mcmager  Traffic  Department, 

r>«  American  Cotton  Manufacturen  Aawdation, 
The  Cotton  Manufacturen  Aatociation  of  North  OoroHna. 
The  Cotton  Mamufacturert  AMociatton  of  Bouth  CaroUna. 

WAaBiMOTOii,  D.  C,  September  tt,  tM9. 
Caul  H.  Ccwhikoham,  Manofer. 

«|.v^/7  (Stixrna  and  8outhern  Buildimg,  Atlanta,  Oa. 
Dbak  Ma.  CnNNiNOHAM  :  On  behalf  of  Senator  Blbasi  I  heg  to  ac- 
knowledge your  letter  of  September  10  with  Incloanre. 

The  Senator  la  In  Soatb  Carolina  and  Tery  likely  will  not  retom  to 
Washln^rton  until  th(>  latter  part  of  thlt  week.     At  that  time  I  will  be 
pleaMKl  to  place  your  communication  before  blm  and  I  am  tare  that 
k«  will  be  glad  to  glre  tbe  mibjeet  bit  immediate  attention. 
With  an  good  wiabea,  I  am  very  reapectfnlly. 

John  D.  Long,  Beoretanf. 

H.  R.  S296 
▲  bill  to  amend  aectlon  15  of  the  Interstate  commerce  act,  aa  amended 
Ba  U  emaete4.  etc..  That  aectlon  15  of  the  Intentate  commerce  act. 
as  amended  (U.  8.  C,  title  40,  sec.  15),  la  amended  by  adding  at  tbe 
end  of  paragraph  1  thereof  a  proTiao,  to  read  aa  (ollowa :  "  Provided. 
That  tbe  right  giren  la  this  section,  as  well  ng  In  any  other  section  of 
the  interstate  commerce  act,  to  prescribe  ralnlmnm  rates  shall  not  be 
construed  to  prevent  carriera,  when  they  can  do  so  without  Tiolatlon 
of  any  other  section  of  tlM  act,  from  making  rates  oompetltiTe  between 
the  staippets  serrcd  by  such  carriers  and  the  nbippers  in  other  lections 
competing  therewith,  the  minimum-rate  prorision  baring  no  other  force 
and  effect  than  the  preT«ntlon  of  Tlolationa  of  the  interstate  commerce 
•et," 

Washinoton,  Muv  U,  19t». 

Tbe  Hon.  CoLMf  Air  Lrrtitoarow  Blbasx, 

Senate  Office  Building,  WashMtffton,  D.  C. 
DBAS  Sib:  It  ba«  developed  In  MlBsonri  that  a  great  number  of 
lawyers.  Indndlag  16  members  of  the  State  legislature,  are  granted 
free  railroad  passes  aa  **  retainers."  The  practice  is  defended  on  the 
ground  that  the  redpieots  are  "  employees  "  of  tbe  roads  in  qaeation 
and  bence  are  exempt  from  the  general  proviaions  of  the  State  and 
Kt^crsI  laws  against  tbe  granting  of  free  transportation  by  the  rail- 
roads. 

Out  of  tbe  Uiasonri  situation,  the  question  baa  aiisea  whether  the 
railn>ads  follow  the  same  practice  with  respect  to  the  lawyer  members 
of  the  national  law-making  body.  In  order  that  light  may  be  thrown 
on  this  question,  tbe  roat-Dlapatcta  is  asking  all  tbe  lawy^  members 
of  the  Congress  to  gire  it  the  benefit  of  their  pergonal  experience  and 
Tiews.  "  It  would  appreciate  from  you.  as  such  a  member,  a  atate- 
Bent  as  to  whether  or  not  you  hold  a  paas  of  the  kind  described,"  with 
any  cummeat  you  might  care  to  maka. 
Very   truly  yours, 

CHAauES  O.  Boss, 
Waahimoton  Bureau,  St.  Louit  Poet-Diapatoh, 

tai  KeUogg  Building,  WaaMmgtom,  D.  C. 

Washinoton,  D.  C,  Jume  1,  tm. 

Mr.  Chablm  G.  Gos«^ 

Watkingtmm  Bureau.  St.  LouU  Poat-Diepatck, 

»1  KeUogg  BuOding,  Washington,  D.  O. 

Dbab  Sib  :  Tours  of  May  31  received,  in  which  you  ask,  "  I  woold 
BPiyredate  froas  yea,  as  sach  a  member,  a  statement  as  to  whether  or 
not  you  hold  a  paas  of  tbe  kind  described?  " 

I  am  pleased  to  Inform  you  that  I  do  not  represent  any  oorporatloa, 
either  prtrats  or  public,  and  that  I  would  not  do  so  for  aay  coaslderatlon 
while  being  a  United  States  Senator.  Neither  do  I  own  any  stock  or 
bonds  in  any  corpora  tloa  wbatsoerer,  nor  bare  I  any  coBneetlon  what- 
ever with  any  corporation  whatsoeTer. 

I  hare  no  comment  to  make  as  to  what  otbera  do,  but  I  have  it  from 
9ood  authority  that  no  maa  can  serve  two  UMtfters  at  the  same  time,  and 
I  prefer  to  swe  the  psoirie.  "  Whose  bread  I  eat ;  whose  song  I  stag." 
I  eat  the  people's  bread. 

If  y<Hi  will  permit  to  me  suggest.  I  think  a  more  serioos  question 
than  the  one  which  yon  mention  in  your  letter  is  that  of  corpoimtloa 
lawyers  being  appointed  Pederal  jurt—. 
Vary  laatart  fully, 

Cou  L. 


&  r.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  also  have  a  brief  from  the 
chl;  la  clay  people.  On  page  7  will  be  found  a  very  Interesting 
tab  e.  These  people  complain — I  do  not  know  that  their  com- 
pla  nt  is  right,  but  they  are  complaining — of  the  fact  that  they 
weie  not  given  a  fair  and  Impartial  hearing,  but  were  treated 
acti  lally  discourteonsly  by  the  subcommittee  con.<«l(lerlng  the 
pot:  ery  and  clay  schedule.  These  people,  who  are  highly  organ- 
ize* ,  It  seems  for  some  reason  kept  the  little  fellow,  or  at  least 
the  '  think  they  were  kept,  from  going  l)efore  the  subcommittee 
anc"  having  the  kind  of  a  hearing  to  which  they  were  entitled. 

Ill  order  to  give  those  people  what  they  believe  to  be  a  proper 
opp>rtunity  to  state  their  views,  I  ask  that  the  corr(Pspotidence 
from  them,  with  a  short  brief  submitted  by  them,  be  printed  in 
tbe  Record. 

I  here  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  I  be  Rbcobd,  as  follows: 

B»IBF    0»   THB    AMKBICAir    PBODCCBBS    Of    CHINA    ClAT    A>D    KaOLIN 

M  e,  American  producera.  beg  to  request  that  thla  auboommittee  of 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  reoimmend  that  in  paragrapb  207  of 
H.  K.  2667  the  rate  of  duty  on  "  china  clay  or  kaolin  "  be  changed 
from  12.50  per  ton  to  $3.76  per  ton.  Tbe  reasons  which  we  believe 
just  fy  auch  an  increase  are  as  follows : 


That  while  tbe  present  rate  of  $2.50  is  an  increase  of  $1.25  over 
rate  in  the  act  of  1013.  nevertht'lcss  it  Is  tbe  same  as  prevailed  In 
tariff  acts  of  1897  and   1900  when  labor,   fuel,  and   other  coeta  of 


1 
tbe 
the 
mai^facture  were  far  below  present   costs. 

2,  Tbe  location  of  the  clay  deposlta  In  the  United  Statea  la  auch 
geof  raphically  that  it  la  impoasible  for  producera  to  reach  a  large 
ponion  of  the  consuming  territory  in  thla  country  under  terms  of 
equiJ  competition  with  English  imported  clays. 

3  The  geological  and  structural  character  of  these  American  clay 
depisits  as  compared  wltb  tboae  of  England  requires  more  expensive 
met  Hoda  of  mining  and  procetises  of  manufacture. 

4  English  clays  are  brought  to  America  as  ballaat,  and  therefore  at 
ver: '  low  rates,  while  American  railroads  at  porta  of  entry,  in  competl- 
tioi  for  this  business,  have  given  to  these  Imported  clays  a  more  favor- 
abU  classification  and  therefore  a  lower  freight-rate  basis  ttian  they 
bav!  given  to  American  clays. 

5  Our  domestic  industry  in  its  efforts  to  reach  all  American  markets 
undrr  tbe  strung  competition  which  exists  to-day  la  faced  wltb  a  new 
poll;-7,  pubHcIy  annonnceti  by  the  British  Governm(>nt.  to  take  effect 
(>ct>ber  1.  1029,  of  a  reduction  by  three-fourths  of  the  present  British 
direirt  tax  on  clay.  This  means  a  direct  handicap  on  American  pro- 
duo  ra  amounting  to  45  cents  per  ton. 

6  In  tbe  fall  of  1927  the  British  clay  Industry  was  organised  into 
an  iissoclatlon  known  aa  Associated  China  Clays  (Ltd.),  whose  publicly 
ann>nnced  policy  Is  to  fix  prices  and  regulate  production.  Any  attempts 
to  neet  this  by  aimllar  organization  In  this  country  would  be  In  direct 
violttlon  of  the  Sherman  antitnist  law  and  tbe  Clayton  Act.  Adequate 
pro  ective  tariff  is  the  only  answer  to  such  European  industrial  policy. 

7  The  American  industr}-.  as  the  newcomer  in  thin  field,  baa  bad  to 
expand  large  amounts  in  research  work  on  improved  processes  of  manu- 
faci  ure  and  has  carried  a  constant  burden  of  overcoming  prejudice 
aga  nut  the  use  of  a  new  product.  This  educational  work,  from  the 
tesflmony  given  before  thia  committee,  must  be  continued  and  con- 
stitites  an  additional  charge  upon  American  producers. 

8  The  published  data  of  tbe  United  States  Tariff  Commission  shows 
tha  American  pr<.>ducer8  have  taken  no  undue  advantage  of  the  change 
in  '  be  Fordncy-McCumber  Act  from  $1.25  to  $2.50  per  ton.  as  those 
offlc  ial  records  show  a  constant  dei'reased  value  per  ton  of  American 
proi  luct  under  this  increased  rate  resulting  from  the  American  system 
of  domestic  competition. 

9  Increased  utilisation  of  American  natural  resources  will  give  fur- 
tbei  employment  in  the  territory  now  stricken  by  the  ravages  of  tbe 
cot!  on  bon  weevil. 

HiaroBT  or  lbqislation 

Ihe  rates  of  duty  on  kaolin  or  china  clay  since  the  Industry  assumed 
any  importance  are  aa  follows : 

Per  ton 

Act  of  1897 $2.50 

Act  of   1909 2.50 

Act  of  1913 1.  25 

Act  of   1922 2.50 

I  torn  these  figures  It  will  be  seen  that  despite  tbe  increased  costs  of 
tbe  particular  items  of  expense  and  manufacture  involved,  namely,  labor 
and  coal,  at  the  present  time  as  compared  with  th<'  earlier  years,  the 
rati  I  to-day  la  the  same  as  it  was  in  the  acts  of  1807  and  1009.  In 
many  other  lines  of  industry  Congress  has  recognised  repeatedly  the 
nee  isaity  of  overcoming  such  handicaps  by  adequate  advances  in  tariff 
rat  a. 

ODAHTITT    AMD      QCALtTT    Or    AHSXJCAlf    CLATS 

is  to  quantity  of  American  clays,  there  la  no  contention  by  anyone 
that  the  Amertcaa  deposits  are  not  ample  to  take  care  of  American 
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As  to  qnaHty.  however.  New  England  consumers  state  that  they  can 
not  use  American  clays.  The  contention  could  come  from  no  other 
source,  because  of  the  simple  fact  that  outside  of  New  England  04.6  per 
cent  of  the  clay  used  for  filling  paper  is  American  clay. 

Filling  clays  :  Th»;  statistics  Inserted  into  tbe  record  of  the  beartngs 
befiire  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  by  Mr.  11.  B.  Mills,  pages 
1110  and  1111.  prove  tbU  point.  Mr.  Mills  stated  that  at  a  conference 
of  paper  manufacturers  called  to  consider  a  possible  advance  In  tbe 
duty  on  china  clay  he  calculated  there  were  present  60  per  cent  of 
the  consumers  of  domestic  clay  and  100  per  cent  of  the  consumers 
of  Imported  cUy.  and  that  tbe  statistics  were  accumulated  from  these 
sources.  Based  on  these  accumulated  statistics,  be  filed  tables  of  con- 
sumption. The  foUowing  facts  are  taken  from  these  Ubles :  The  total 
cuKumptlon  of  Imported  cUy  for  filling  purposes  for  1928  was  91.800 
tons.  He  itemises  the  consumption  of  escb  of  the  mills  makiug  tnese 
returns.  This  list  shows  that  of  these  01.800  tons.  74.000  were  con- 
sumed by  mills  In  New  England  au<l  only  17.000  tons  were  con- 
sume<l  bv  mllla  outside  of  New  England.  The  returns  of  consumers  of 
domestic  clays.  50  per  cent  of  whom,  he  atatcs.  were  represent«d,  show 
a  total  consumption  of  166,000  tons  of  domestic  clays,  all  of  which 
consumers  wore  located  at  points  outside  of  New  England.  As  the 
totsl  consumption  of  American  filler  clays  is  approximately  225.000 
tonn.  it  is  plainly  evident  from  these  figures  that  paper  manufacturers 
outside  of  N<w  England  territory  use  225.000  tons  of  domestic  clay 
and  only  17.000  tons  of  English  clay.  Paper  manufacturers  In  New 
England  use  74.fK)0  tons  of  English  clay  and  no  American  filling  clay. 
Further  comments  are  unnecessary. 

Coating  clays:  American  clays,  unlike  English  clays,  are  improved  in 
quality  by  additional  processts  of  manufacture.  Every  stop-up  In  tbe 
quality  means  additional  plant  investment.  Every  step-up  in  the 
quality  means  additional  cost  of  manufacture.  The  question  as  to 
whether  American  clays  can  be  Improved  to  compete  with  tbe  higher 
grades  of  English  clays  is  not  supposititious,  because  already  thla  is 
being  done.  The  development  is  recent.  Yet,  in  1028,  American  pro- 
ducers supplied  21.458  tons  of  those  higher  grades  of  clay,  or  approxi- 
mately 20  p«r  cent  of  the  total  consumption  of  coating  clays.  One  of 
the  fundamental  reasons  fur  requesting  the  increase  in  duty  is  to  afford 
pmtection  for  the  development  of  this  growing  industry. 

Pottery  clays:  As  to  the  high  quality  of  pottery  clays,  this  Is  at- 
tested by  official  Government  statistics,  which  show  that  In  1927.  despite 
the  handicap  of  higher  delivery  cost,  domestic  producers  in  North  Caro- 
lina and  Florida,  where  practically  only  pottery  clays  are  pr>dured. 
were  able  to  deliver  a  little  more  than  60.000  tons.  It  is  a  fair  assump- 
tion that,  given  additional  protection  which  will  put  them  in  a  bettor 
competitive  position,  this  production  can  be  Increased.  American  pro- 
ducers have  been  assured  by  potters  thst  if  delivery  costs  of  American 
clays  could  be  reduced  they  would  increase  tbelr  consumption  of  Ameri- 
can clays. 

COMPETITIVK    UARKKTING    RXSTRICTKD    BY    GXOGBAPBICAL    LOCATION 

The  great  bulk  of  domestic  clays  is  situated  in  tbe  extreme  south- 
eastern part  of  the  United  States,  namely.  South  Carolina.  Georgia, 
and  Florida,  far  removed  from  important  consuming  centers  of  New 
England.  The  distance  of  the  haul,  even  granted  freight  rates  which 
could  be  reasonably  expected  as  fair  to  tbe  railroads,  makes  the  delivered 
cost  of  these  clays  ao  high  in  this  territory  as  to  preclude  competition 
by  the  domestic  producer  with  English  clays  under  the  present  tariff. 

Tbe  cheapest  transportation  cost  to  New  England  points  at  present  is 
the  all-rail  rate.  Two  Instances  of  comp:irntive  delivered  selling  prices 
will  suffice  in  Illustration.  We  will  take  the  two  extremes  of  this 
territory  : 


Fitchburg.  Mbs.s.... 
Ruraford  Falls.  Nfe. 


I  From  Boston. 


Current 
domestic 

selling 

price 

f  o  b. 

mine. 

psr  net 
ton  (2,000 
pounds) 


$8.00 
&00 


Freight 
rate 


$7.81 

iao9 


Total  de- 
livery 
selling 
price 


18.08 


Current 

English 

selling 

price 


$12.  SO 
IZSO 


Freight 
rate 


■S2.30 
2.  SO 


Total  de- 
livery 

selling 
price 


To  illustrate  this  the  following  figures  are  taken  from  Government 
reports: 

Import  a  of  china  clay 


Year 

Short  tons 

Valus 

Unit  valos, 

per  short 

ton 

1923                      . ...-...-.-.. 

812,297 
3.^3,134 
m.bS2 
Wfv,210 
330.  01.) 
307.  aiB 

$3.04M« 
3.  IW.  454 
3.  19K  API 
8.4M.0M 
2,937.113 
2.903,2W 

19.75 

1924 

1926                           .... ..... .............. 

B.03 
&S8 

1920                      . .. . 

8.7» 

W27         ... 

8.M 

1»28 

S.64 

$14.80 
IS.  CO 


The  argument  of  importers  and  others  opposing  an  Increase  in  the 
present  rate  of  duty  on  china  clay  or  kaolin  is  built  up  on  the  theory 
that  current  selling  prices  of  American  clays  as  compared  with  current 
soiling  prices  of  English  clays  prove  the  American  clays  have  a  price 
advantage  In  all  of  the  consuming  territory  except  New  England,  and 
that  even  in  New  England  the  disadvantage  of  the  American  producer  is 
but  slight.  Statistics  built  on  current  selling  prices  prove  nothing. 
I'Ufortunately.  we  have  no  data  on  coat  of  English  production,  but  we 
do  have  a  mea.<nire  of  the  extent  to  which  they  can  reduce  prices,  as 
Bhown  by  official  Government  stotistlca  of  Imports  and  values. 


To  Interpret  these  figures  correctly  it  must  be  remembered  thst  In  the 
summer  of  1024  the  English  trust  dissolved  and  intense  competition 
Immediately  ensuetl  between  English  prtKlucers.  Drastic  cuts  in  prices 
of  those  grades  of  clay  coming  Into  competition  with  American  paper- 
filling  clays  took  place.  It  was  on  these  grades  of  clay  and  with  the 
object  of  recapturing  tbe  American  market  that  these  violent  price  ciita 
were  made.  Tbe  unit  value  abown  In  these  Oovemment  statistics, 
which  arc  calculated  on  the  total  Importation,  show  a  decline  from  $9.75 
in  1923  to  only  $8.58  in  1025,  or  $1.17  per  ton.  The  actual  cuts  were 
made  only  on  the  competitive  clays,  as  st  that  time  the  development  of 
tbe  higher  grades  of  coating  clays  by  American  producers  had  not  begun. 
Calculating  the  shrinkage  of  value  on  these  filling  grades  of  clay  where 
It  belcngs.  and  on  which  grades  the  drive  was  made,  clearly  proves  the 
cuts  In  price  on  those  grades  averaged  approximately  $3  per  ton.  It 
was  common  knowledge  in  the  trade  at  that  time  that  the  cuts  ran  from 
$2.50  to  as  much  aa  $4  per  ton.  dop«^ndlng  upon  the  neceaaitiea  of  the  • 
individual  English  producer  to  secure  business  In  America.  No  better 
lllustrntlon  could  be  bad  of  the  ability  of  the  English  trust  to  manipu- 
late this  market  than  these  Government  statistics,  for  they  dearly  show 
that  when  tbe  price  cuts  were  made  Importa  Increased,  and  when  the 
Associated  China  Clays  (Ltd.)  was  reformed  in  the  fall  of  1926  and 
prices  thereby  restored,  Importa  promptly  decroaaed.  Can  the  tariff  be 
fixed,  based  on  current  selling  prices  in  the  face  of  these  illuminating 
facts? 

It  is  true  that  even  if  your  committee  should  grant  our  request  for 
an  Increase  to  $3.75  per  ton  we  will  still  be  under  a  handicap  in  certain 
sections  of  New  England,  but  it  Is  our  hope  that  we  can  reach  eventually 
all  of  these  points  on  even  terms  of  competition  through  decreased  over- 
head costs  due  to  increased  production  under  our  present  plant  capacity, 
through  possibly  more  favorable  freight  rates  which  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  may  grant,  and  through  the  building  up  of  s  sufficient 
volume  of  business  in  New  England  as  to  enable  full  coastwise  cargo 
shipments  to  New  England  ports. 

Another  moat  Important  point  Is  that  of  tbe  total  tonnage  of  paper- 
fllllng  clays  used  In  tbe  United  States.  .30  per  cent  Is  used  in  New  Eng- 
land territory,  from  which,  the  above  testimony  shows,  the  American 
producer  is  barred  under  the  present  Urifl. 

At  the  hearing  this  morning  we  were  completely  surprised  by  a  state- 
ment made  by  Senator  Kino  that  our  industry  had  been  granted  a 
relief  of  $2.50  in  freight  rates  to  New  England. 

Immediately  after  adjournment  we  took  up  this  question  with  the 
freight  trafllc  department  of  the  Southern  Railway  system  and  asked  to 
bo  advised  as  to  when  such  reduction  was  made.  The  following  letter 
has  just  been  received  from  Mi.  F.  D.  Claggett,  the  freight  trafllc 
manager  of  the  Southern  Railway  system  : 

SouTuxiiM  Railway  Ststkm. 
F&£1QUT  Tbaftic  Depabtuknt, 
Washington,  D.  0.,  June  tl,  HiS. 

(S-2578-U) 

Dr.  Chas.  H.  Hbhty. 

Coamoft  Cluh,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Rate  adjustment :  Clay  from  southcastem  and  Carolina  territory  to  New 

EJngland  territory. 

Deab  Sib  :  Referring  to  your  Inquiry  in  connection  wltb  rates  on 
clay  from  Carolina  and  southeastern  shipping  points  to  New  England. 

We  are  aware  of  no  contemplated  change  in  the  present  rates  on  clay 
from  southeastern  and  Carolina  shipping  points  to  New  England  terri- 
tory either  all  rail  or  rail  and  water. 

I  am  quoting  below  the  present  all-rail  and  rall-and-water  rates  from 
Bath-Langley  group  and  from  Gordon,  Ga.,  to  Boston,  Mass.  These 
rates  are  published  in  Agent  Glenn's  I.  C.  C.  A-612,  which  becsma 
effective  on  July  6,  1027.  As  a  matter  of  information,  tbe  same  rat.-a 
were  effective  prior  to  July  5,  1027,  in  Glenn's  I.  C.  C.  A-588,  an<l  have 
now  been  brought  forward  in  Agent  Glenn's  I.  C.  C.  A-710,  which  is 
published  to  become  effective  June  26,  1920. 

From  Bath-Langley  group  to  Boston,  Mass. : 

All   rail ll  fl 

Rail  and  water -J  53 

This  rate  applies  for  dock  delivery,  applicable  via  Charleston,  8.  C, 

and  Clyde  Lioe. 
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Gordon,  Ga.,  to  Bonton,  Maaa. : 

All    rail $7.92 

Rail  and  water 6.68 

Applies  for  dock  dellveiT-  Applies  via  Savannah,  Oa..  and  Ocean 
Stfamshlp  Co.  The  minimum  weight  In  connection  with  the  above  rates 
la  50.000  pounds.  The  all-rail  rates  apply  on  shipments  in  bags.  l>ar- 
rels.  or  in  bulk.  Rall-and-water  rattfs  apply  on  shipments  in  bags  or  in 
barrels. 

I  might  add  that  the  above  rates  also  apply  to  Portland,  Me. 
Yours  very  truly, 

F.  D.  Clao<51TT, 
Freight  TrafHc  Manager. 

It  will  be  noted  that  a  rall-and-water  rate  of  $6.63  is  quoted  to 
Boston,  Maas.,  but  it  will  also  be  noted  in  Mr.  Claggett's  letter  that 
this  rate  applies  to  shipments  In  bags  or  in  barrels.  Clays  now  are 
shipped  both  from  England  and  from  southeastern  territories  only  in 
bulk.  To  make  shipments  in  bags  would  require  an  additional  cost  on 
the  American  manufacturer  of  $4  per  ton,  and  in  barrels  of  at  least  $6 
per  ton,  thus  making  this  apparently  lower  rate  actually  the  highest 
rate  as  to  sellirg  price  at  point  of  consumption.  Moreover,  this  rall- 
and-water  rate  would  deliver  the  shipment  only  to  New  England  ports, 
to  which  would  have  to  be  added  inland  rate,  showing  clearly  the  Im- 
practicability of  considering  the  existing  rall-and-water  rates.  The 
original  of  Mr.  Claggett's  letter  is  attached  herewith. 

HA.VDICAPfl    IN   THB   MININO   AND   MANUriCTrBB  OF  AMCSICAN    CtATS 

In  England,  on  the  removal  of  the  overburden,  clay  beds  are  found 
of  depths  extending  frequently  to  as  much  as  200  feet.  In  the  United 
States  there  Is  equally  as  much  overburden  to  be  removed,  but  the 
thickness  of  the  clay  strata  will  not  average  more  than  18  feet,  thus 
adding  greatly  to  the  cost  of  mining  Amerioin  clays  through  the  rela- 
tively greater  amount  of  overburden  i>er  ton  of  clay  produced. 

British  clays  are  ao  loose  in  their  texture  that  they  readily  permit  of 
hydraulic  mining,  thereby  lessening  the  labor  cost  Involved  in  removing 
the  clay  from  the  pits,  whereas  in  America  the  texture  of  the  clays  Is  so 
dense  that  hydraulic  mining  Is  impossible,  and  it  is  necessary  to  resort 
to  the  more  costly  methods  of  mining  by  hand,  or,  under  the  mo.n 
favorablf  circumstances,  by  steam  shovel,  with  the  additional  cost  of 
breaking  up  this  mined  material  when  it  reaches  the  mill.  Because  of 
their  texture  another  added  cost  is  the  extra  steam  required  for  de- 
waterlng  and  drying  the  American  clays. 

English  clays  occur  in  layers  which,  when  hydraulically  mined,  are 
naturally  produced  in  marketable  forms  in  varying  grades.  In  America 
the  higher  grades  can  be  produced  only  by  further  refinement  so  that 
avery  step-up  in  quality  me«us  additional  cost  of  manufacture. 

Aa  to  the  rate  of  wages  in  England,  this  was  stated  on  the  floor  of 
the  House  of  Commons  on  April  26,  1928,  by  Mr.  Betterton  as  1  shilling 
per  hour  for  china  clay  workers  and  1  shilling  1  pence  for  semiskilled. 
In  contrast  with  this,  the  books  of  our  producers  show  the  average  wage 
In  Ajnerlcan  plants  Is  30  cents  per  hour. 

"  SATB  "  anxTcnoM  im  bmolam d 

In  our  persistent  efforts  to  reach  as  many  American  markets  as  pos- 
sible we  have  been  aid4>d  In  the  competition  with  the  English  product 
by  a  direct  tax,  termed  a  "  rate,"  by  the  British  Government  upon  Eng- 
lish clays  of  80  cents  per  too.  Definite  announcement  has  been  made 
In  British  trade  Journals  that  on  October  1,  1929,  the  ntfw  policy  of  the 
British  Oovemaient  will  be  inaugurated  which  will  reduce  this  tax  from 
60  cents  to  16  cents. 

It  has  be^n  frequently  stated  in  public  addresses  in  England  that 
through  this  reduction  in  the  tax  the  English  clay  producers  will  be  in 
better  position  to  compete  with  American  clays.  This  is  a  spedflc  tax 
on  clay  and  is  entirely  outside  of  the  question  of  the  general  taxation 
system  of  the  British  Government. 

PBICa   riXINO    IN    BNaUlND 

In  the  fill  of  1926  there  was  organised  in  England  "Aasoclated  China 
Clays  (Ltd.),"  a  trade  association  comprising  practically  all  of  the  Eng- 
lish producers.  In  connection  with  the  formation  of  this  association 
the  British  publication,  the  Chemical  Age,  in  Its  issue  of  September  10, 
19:.'6,  states  frankly  that,  "  The  objects  of  the  company  are  •  •  • 
the  improvement  or  maintenance  of  selling  prices."  And  in  the  same 
lasue  it  Is  editorially  stated  that  "the  organlaation  which  the  china 
clay  producers  have  now  decided  to  set  up  and  whose  fonctions  will  not 
cooMueuce  to  operate  until  three  months  hence,  will  concern  itself  not 
only  with  the  pricing  the  clays  of  its  members  but  also  with  other  mat- 
ters essential  to  the  prosperity  of  the  industry."  Thia,  of  cou-'se.  is 
their  privilege  and  perfect  right ;  but  it  is  a  poUcy  which  if  practiced 
by  American  producers  would  lead  immediately  to  Federal  pt-osecutlon. 
Here  is  a  national  monopoly  pure  and  simple  with  advantages  which 
the  English  producers  consider  of  great  benefit  to  them,  bat  it  is  a 
system  entirely  opposed  to  the  spirit  of  our  land  and  our  only  protection 
against  such  seenlag  advantages  is  the  increased  protectlTe-tarlff  rate 
for  which  we  petition  you.  With  this  situation  before  us  we  feel  that 
It  is  to  the  interest  of  these  consumers  who  now  oppose  oar  ap{>Ueatlon 
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th;it  they  receive  the  benefit  of  competition  between  the  American  and 
thf  British  industry  which  can  not  now  exist. 

INCBEA8ED  TABirTS   DO   NOT   MEAN    INCBXASBD  PKICXS 

^'e  de-sire  to  refer  you  to  page  463  of  the  summary  of  tariff  Infor- 
tion,    1929.    on    the   tariff   act    of   1922,    Schedule    2,    in    which   it    is 
sh|wn  in  the  table  of  "  Production  and  values,"  that     while  the  Amerl- 
I   industry  since  1919  has  steadily  increased  its  output,   it   has  also, 
shown  In  the  column  headed  "  Value  per  ton,"  decreased  its  charges 
American  consumers.     There  has  been  no  effort  to  utilise  the  Increase 
In  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act  to  "  boost  "  prices  becau.se  of  this 
protection,  but  only  to  extend  markets.     On  the  contrary,  Im- 
prAvements  in  methods  of  production  and  keen  conrpetitlon  between  do- 
mestic producers  have  resulted  in  savings  which  have  been  passed  on  to 
consumer. 

n  connection  with  this  table  setting  forth  the  progress  of  the 
Ai^erican  Industry  may  we  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the 
aa  stated  in  the  text  of  the  commission's  report,  that  the  quantities 
n  are  for  "  china  clay  or  kaolin,  all  kinds  and  grades."  The  pro- 
duction of  clays  coming  Into  competition  with  English  clays  Is  far  leas, 
amounting  to  not  more  than  350,0fK)  short  tons  in  the  year  1927,  as 
coippared  with  the  import  figure  of  339.000  short  tons,  thus  showing 
t  the  American  industry  has  been  able  under  the  present  tariff  to 
only  one-halt  of  the  American  market.  We  are  quite  certain  that 
^reful  survey  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  having  clearly  in  mind  only 
th<  se  grades  of  clay  coming  Into  competition  with  the  English  clnys 
K>rted  under  this  schedule,  would  substantiate  these  figures. 

BHPLOTMB.NT    BELIKT    IN    BOLI^WKEVIL    TIBKITOBT 

'  'he  American  china  clay  industry  is  located  In  that  portion  of  the 
South  where  agriculture  has  been  prostrated  by  the  ravages  of  the  boll 
we  (vtl.  There  Is  no  question  among  these  people  of  farm  relief  through 
stfl  billxation  of  prices  of  surplus  crops.  They  can  not  raise  even  a  nor- 
crop.  Many  farms  are  deserted.  Fortunately,  a  means  of  ilvell- 
hoid  has  been  found  by  employment  in  the  clay  Industry.  Favorable 
ad  ion  by  your  committee  on  our  application  will  result  In  a  further 
exfanslon  of  this  Industry  and  thereby  give  further  employment  to  the 
e  of  this  afflicted  section  and  their  dependents.     The  output  of  this 

dustry  will  have  to  be  doubled  to  supply  all  American  needs.  It  is  to 
foiward  this  American  development  that  we  ask  your  aid. 

tlQITSST  rOB   INCBBASEO   TABirr  PBOTBCTION   THBOCQH   TBI    rLBXIBLB 
PBOVI8ION   0»   THB  TABtrV   ACT 

November  3,  1924,  we  made  formal  application  to  the  Tariff 
Commission  for  an  increase  of  50  per  cent  under  the  fiexlble  provisions 
the  tariif  act.  We  did  this  with  a  full  knowledge  that  our  books 
records  would  be  subject  to  examination  by  representatives  of  the 
Tahff  Commission.  This  has  now  been  done,  and  while  the  Tariff  Com- 
mlision  has  not  yet  been  able  to  take  formal  action  upon  our  request 
because  of  pressure  along  other  lines  of  investigation,  nevertheless  full 
delkll>  of  our  manufacturing  costs,  etc.,  are  In  the  hands  of  the  com- 
This  is  confidential  information  and  therefore  is  not  Inserted 
our  brief  or  testimony,  bat  is,  of  course,  available  to  members  of 
r  committee. 
'  ¥e  feel  that  by  our  request  to  the  commission  we  have  proved  the 
faith  of  the  request  we  now  make  to  you. 

KPTBCT  or  INCBXASB  ON  CON SU MSB 

we  assume  that  the  fuU  burden  of  the  increase  asked  for  is  laid 
u(>4n  the  manufacturing  consumers  or  the  general  public,  what  would 
iimount  to?  In  the  case  of  book  paper  at  7.2  cents  per  pound,  with  a 
per  cent  loading  of  filler  clay,  the  increase  would  be  only  five  and 
thilie-foarths  hundredths  of  a  mill  per  pound,  or,  on  a  larger  basis,  only 
I  cents  extra  per  ton  of  paper.  In  the  case  of  coated  paper,  carry- 
a  16  per  cent  coating  of  clay,  the  Increase  would  be  only  33  cents 
ton.  But  we  have  already  shown  that  under  the  Increase  given 
un^er  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act  no  burden  was  thrown  upon  the  con- 
sul lera,  but,  on  the  contrary,  through  the  stimulation  of  the  Industry 
to  that  Increase  consumers  received  a  reduction  of  price. 
1  lespectfully  submitted. 

EnoAB  Bbos.  Co., 
Edoab  Plastic  Kaolin  Co., 
Lake  Countt  Cu^x  Co., 
R.  T.  Vandebbilt  Co., 

NOBTH  AMBBICAN   CLAT   CO., 

Gbobqia   Kaolin  Co., 
Cold  Spbino  Mining  Co., 
Harris  Clat  Co., 
By  Cbablxs  H.  Hbbtt. 

Septbubbb  20,  1929. 
Ho^.  COLB  Bleasb, 

United  8tatc$  Senate,  Wa«hington,  D.  C. 
]  Ct  Dbab  Senator  Bleabe  :  Several  weeks  ago  I  spoke  to  you  at  your 
offl:e  about  the  matter  of  the  tariff  on  kaolin,  or  china  clay,  a  consid- 
erable and  increasing  part  of  which  is  pro<iuced  in   South  Carolina   as 
Bh4|wn  by  the  statistics  of  the  United  States  Bureau  of  Mines,  as  follows  : 
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Short  tons 

1023 M.  748 

1024  39.  fas 

1025'I"__IZIZ"IIZIZI__II— Z 62.  9.17 

192»J  60,  404 

i927ZZZZZZZZZZZZZZZ_ZZZ 78, 401 

With  a  duty  of  $2.60  our  producers  can  not  compete  with  English 
clays  in  the  important  markets  of  New  England.  We  therefore  asked 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  to  increase  the  rate  to  f3.75.  Instead 
of  granting  this,  they  decreased  the  rate  to  $1.50,  which  no  one  appear- 
ing at  the  bearings,  excepting  importers,  asked  or  suggested.  There  is 
nothing  whatever  In  the  testimony  to  Justify  any  such  action  by  the 
Finance  Committee.  It  must  be  Interpreted,  therefore,  on  some  other 
basis. 

I  hope  you  will  give  your  vigorous  efforts  toward  overcoming  the 
injnstice  of  the  present  situs tion  and  toward  securing  such  legislation 
as  will  enable  the  South  Carolina  producers  to  have  a  fair  show  at 
American  markets. 

If  nt  any   time  yon  desire  more  detailed   Information    regarding  the 
Industry    and    its    needs    I    will    be    very    happy    to  see    that    they    are 
promptly  forwarded  to  you  or  I  will  be  glad  to  call  at  your  office  and 
discuss  the  matter  fully  with  you  if  you  desire. 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

Chas.  H.  Hertt, 
For  the  Producers  of  American  Kaolin  or  China  Clay. 

AiKBU,  S.  C,  July  9,  J9tS. 
Hon.  E.  D.  Smith, 
Hon.  Cole  L.  Bleasb. 

United  States  Senators,  Washington,  D.  O. 

Gentlemen  :  The  North  American  Clay  Co.,  representing  itself  and 
various  other  companies  in  Aiken  County  that  are  interested  in  tbe 
kaolin  business,  have  requested  me  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  each  of 
you  the  matter  of  the  application  of  the  various  kaolin  Industries  of 
the  country  to  the  committee  of  the  Senate  In  charge  of  the  revision 
of  the  tariff  for  an  increase  of  the  tariff  on  kaolin. 

The  kaolin  Industry  is  a  very  important  part  of  Aiken  County.  Tbe 
various  beds  in  this  county  employ  many  operators.  At  the  bed  of  the 
North  American  Clay  Co.,  for  instance,  the  weekly  pay  roll  is  about 
sixty-five  hundred  dollars.  There  are  about  10  of  these  beds  in  Aiken 
County.  In  other  words,  the  prosperity  of  tbe  kaolin  business  In 
Aiken  County  is  very  close  to  the  hearts  of  its  people. 

These  gentlemen  claim  that  on  account  of  the  fact  that  kaolin  is 
brought  as  balla.ot  from  England  in  English  ships,  it  wlU  be  Impossible 
at  the  present  tariff  of  $2.60  per  ton  for  the  South  Carolina  kaolin 
mines,  for  instance,  to  com];>ete  with  this  ballast  clay  in  the  New  Eng- 
land market.  That  the  result  of  this  market  tariff  wlU  practically  shut 
them  out  of  the  New  England  States. 

Believing  that  In  this  day  in  which  many  of  us  are  believing  In  a 
protective  tariff,  that  the  Industry  In  South  Carolina,  particularly, 
should  receive  some  protection,  the  kaolin  industries  are  applying  to 
Congress  to  raise  the  tariff  to  $3.75  per  ton. 

As  this  matter  is  one  of  such  vital  importance  to  Aiken  County,  I 
am  taking  the  liberty  of  calling  tbe  same  to  your  attention  and  re- 
questing that  you  investigate  the  matter  and  do  what  yon  can  to  assist 
in  saving  this  important  industry. 

Anything  that  you  can  do  in  this  connection  will  be  highly  appreciated. 

I    am    sending    copy    of    this    letter    to    each    of   you    at    your    home 
addresses,  as  I  am  not  sure  that  you  are  in  Washington. 
Yours  very  truly, 

P.   P.   HBlTDEBaOir. 

COLCU BIA,  S.  C  July  9,  J9t9. 
Senator  Colb  L.  Blkasb,  City. 

Dbab  Sib  :  I  am  handing  you  Inclosed  a  carbon  copy  of  the  letter  of 
July  3,  from  my  New  York  office,  to  Senator  Walteb  F.  Gbobob,  of 
Georgia.  My  New  York  people  have  expressed  the  matter  very  clearly, 
and  this,  along  with  the  Information  I  handed  you  to-day,  will,  I  am 
sure,  give  you  complete  information  on  the  matter  of  the  clay  tariff 
situation. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Thb  North  Ambbican  Clat  Co., 
E.  P.  Hbndsbson,  Superintendent. 

JCLT  3,  1929, 
Hon.  Walter  F.  Gbobgb, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  O. 

Dbab  Sbnatob  :  Fifty  per  cent  of  the  china  clay  or  kaolin  consumed 
In  the  United  States  is  imported.  This  Is  due  to  the  Inability  of  the 
domestic  producers  to  compete  in  the  entire  market  because  of  cheaper 
labor  costs,  natural  advantages  through  deep  deposits,  and  low  ballast 
freight  rates  enjoyed  by  the  English  producer. 

We,  therefore,  are  urging  upon  Congress  sufficient  protection  to  enable 
us  to  meet  on  terms  of  equality  that  competition  with  English  clay 
which  under  the  present  tariff  rate  we  can  not  meet. 

We  are  particularly  anxious  that  you,  as  a  member  of  the  Finance 
Committee  of  the  Senate,  should  understand  what  the  position  of  oar 


industry  Is.  We  trust  you  will  read  the  accompanying  brief  which  was 
submitted  to  the  subcommittee  on  Schedule  2,  for  we  believe  our  case  is 
BO  clear  that  your  knowledge  of  the  situation  will  lead  you  to  give 
sympathetic  consideration  to  our  request. 

Tbe  additional  duty  we  ask  for  would  enable  a  substantial  increase  In 
our  output.  On  the  other  hand,  the  additional  cost  of  the  clay  entering 
into  paper  and  Into  pottery  would  be  so  slight  that  this  Increase  in 
tariff  could  not  be  figured  out  as  any  appreciable  charge  upon  consumerai 
Details  confirming  this  statement  are  given  in  our  brief. 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

R.  T.  Vandebbilt  Co., 
By  Dr.  R.  W.  IIowELL,  Vice  President. 

EoGAB   Bros.   Co., 
By ,  PrMident. 

Aiken,  8.  C,  July  S,  t»ts. 
Senator  Cous  L.  Bucabb, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  :  Mr.  E.  P.  Henderson,  of  the.  North  American  Clny 
Co.,  doing  business  In  this  county,  has  placed  before  me  a  brief  dtscuss- 
Ing  a  matter  of  vital  importance  to  the  domestic  clay-mining  indiistry, 
and  consequently  of  much  Importance  to  Aiken  County,  the  Horse  Crrek 
Valley  section  having  a  number  of  clay  beds,  and  this  particular  com- 
pany operating  two  mines  In  tbe  valley,  where  large  pay  rolls  are  de- 
pendent upon  the  clay  that  the  companies  are  encouraged  to  put  on 
the  market.  The  matter  looks  good  to  me  on  casual  examination,  but 
time  does  not  permit  me  to  investigate  the  matter  thoroughly ;  but 
Mr.  Henderson  is  a  man  who  can  be  depended  upon  to  want  nothing 
but  that  which  is  right,  and  his  presentation  of  It  seems  to  make  out  a 
clear-cut  case  to  demand  action  on  the  part  of  Congress  to  protect 
these  industries  In  America  against  foreign  dumping.  It  is  important 
from  the  labor  point  of  view  rather  than  from  the  personal  Interest  of 
the  operators  of  the  mines,  because  all  the  clay  that  Is  produced  abroad 
is  produced  by  what  we  may  term  as  foreign  labor,  and  that,  of  course, 
deprives  the  local  labor  of  participating  in  the  pay-roll  benefits. 

Mr.  B.  W.  Howell,  of  the  B.  T.  Vanderbllt  Co.,  of  New  York  City, 
which  Is  the  parent  and  holding  company  of  tbe  North  American  Clay 
Co.,  which  company  Mr.  Henderson  la  interested  in,  and  which  company 
is  operating  a  mine  at  Bath  and  one  at  Langiey,  desires  to  place  tbe 
cause  of  these  domestic  clay  producers  before  the  Senators  from  South 
Carolina.  I  trust  that  you  will  hear  him  patiently,  aa  I  know  you  will 
be  glad  to  do,  and  that  if  you  are  impressed  with  the  propriety  of  this 
action,  which  seems  of  extreme  Importance  from  the  laborer's  point  of 
view,  as  I  gather  it,  yoo  will  assist  blm  in  pressing  for  proper  pro- 
tection. 

Thanking  you  in  advance  for  any  consideration  shown,  I  beg  to 
remain. 

Yours  very  respectfully, 

John  F.  Willums. 


Pay-roll  figures 


JcLT  9,  1929. 
-Iforth  American  Clay  Co.,  Aiken  County 


Average  weekly 
payroll 

Number 
emptoyees 

Amount 
wee  Id  y 
payroll 

North  American  Clay  Co.,  McNamee  Plant,  Bath,  8.  C 

North  American  Clay  Co.,  Continental  Plant,  Langiey,  8.  C 

277 
SO 

$4,377 
700 

Total  both  (dants — 

327 

5,077 

Average  wages  per  week,  $16.60. 

If  market  conditions  could  be  equalised  la  tbe  New  England  section 
Aiken  County  clay  producers  could  employ  easily  100  additional  men 
within  the  first  year  due  to  increased  volume. 

Mr.  BLEIA.se.  Mr.  President,  there  is  aaother  matter  to 
which  I  want  to  refer.  I  have  offered  tn-o  amendments  to  the 
pending  bill.  One  was  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  coun- 
tries in  reference  to  what  are  called  ribbon  fly  catchers.  It  will 
be  found  on  page  1876  of  the  bound  book  in  reference  to  the 
tariff  which  has  been  furnished  us. 

I  wish  to  present  correspondence  with  the  people  who  sell  this 
paper,  which  exposes  the  fact  that  there  seems  to  be  only  one 
manufactory  In  this  country,  somewhere  in  the  West  or  the 
Northwest,  and  the  only  one  that  seems  to  be  particularly  inter- 
ested in  it  other  than  them,  on  the  other  side,  however,  is  In 
Pennsylvania.  The  Senate  committee  raise«l  the  rate,  for  some 
reason,  I  do  not  know  what,  unless  possibly  the  Senate  has  so 
long  deprived  Pennsylvania  of  its  constitutional  right  to  have 
two  Senators  that  It  had  no  regard  for  this  Pennsylvania  indus- 
try. I  suppose  the  Senate  noticed  the  other  day  tliat  on  ac<'ount 
of  the  Senate's  treatment  of  Mr.  Vabk  the  people  of  I'eunayl- 
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vanla  have  {rfven  to  Wiixiam  S.  Vase's  party,  not  to  him  per- 
sonally, but  to  his  party,  an  overwhelming  majority.  Indorsing 
Vake  and  his  policies,  and  I  presume  at  the  proper  time,  if  he 
Is  refused  his  seat,  unconstitutionally,  as  it  appears  he  Is  to  be, 
they  will  again  Indorse  him  by  sending  him  baclc. 

It  seems  thiit  strange  things  hapr>en.  A  little  dinner  was 
held  up  at  the  White  House  where  a  negro  was  permitted  to 
eat  at  the  table.  The  first  election  held  since  that  was  held  in 
(Jeorgla  Tuesday  in  a  Hoover  district.  Hoover's  friends  an- 
swered the  negro  dinner  by  electing  overwhelmingly  a  white 
gentleman  to  the  House  against  a  Hoover  combination  Democrat- 
Republican. 

I  ask  that  the  correspondence  to  which  I  have  referred  be 
printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Kecord,  as  follows: 

Washi.xoton,  D.  C,  Beptember  H,  at9 
R.  E.  Toxors  k  Btos., 

XiltrpAmy  Avtnue,  Amber,  and  Collina  Street*, 

Philadelphia,  Pa.: 

In  your  letter  September  6  Instant  where  you  say  "The  O.  *  W. 
Tbam  Co..  who  make  fly  paper  onder  the  nnm-  of  Tanglefoot  made  an 
application  to  the  Houae  Ways  and  Means  Committee  to  increase  the 
present  tariff  to  35  per  cent  "  should  that  l>e  to  35  per  cent  or  of  35 
per  cent.  Would  it  be  all  right  for  me  to  put  your  letter  in  Conobis- 
SIONAL  RicordT 

COLR  L.  Blrasi. 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Beptember  6,  J9S9. 
Hon.  CoLR  L.  Bleass, 

United  State*  Senator.  Washington.  D.  C. 

Mt  Drak  Shnatob  Blrabe  :  I  am  giving  you  the  following  synopsis 
of  the  whole  situation  condensed  as  briefly  as  I  can  make  It. 

Tbe  item  in  which  we  are  Interested  is  sticky  fly  ribbons  (now  the 
last  item  In  paragraiA  14.  formerly  classified  in  paragraph  1313).  The 
O.  *  W.  Thum  Co..  who  make  fly  [>ap<r  under  the  name  of  Tanglefoot, 
made  an  application  to  the  Houae  Ways  and  Means  Committee  to  In- 
crease the  present  tariff  to  35  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  based  on  testi- 
mony they  gave  before  the  committee.  We  prepared  a  brief  to  the 
House  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  and  evidently  it  must  hare  touched 
bottom,  because  the  Houae  Ways  and  Means  Committee  did  not  report 
any  change  In  the  bill.  However,  the  Senate  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee, without  any  bearing  upon  the  matter  whatsoever,  raised  the  duty 
from  35  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  |3  per  1.000,  which  is  an  increase  of 
about  $1.35  per  1,000  In  our  case,  or  about  a  raise  of  77  per  cent. 

The  real  reaM>ns  why  an  Increase  of  tbls  amount  is  without  founda- 
tion are  SH  follows  : 

1.  The  O.  A  W.  Thum  Co.  (the  Tanglefoot  company)  are,  to  our 
knowledge,  the  only  American  manufacturer  of  fly  ribbons.  Tbe  grant- 
ing of  this  additional  duty  would  virtually  give  them  a  monopoly  of  tbe 
fly -ribbon  flfld. 

2.  In  their  testimony  before  tbe  House  committee  they  admitted  that 
they  only  made  approximately  10  per  cent  of  the  entire  ribtwns  consumed 
In  the  United  States.  Increased  duty  would  be  legislating  against  90  per 
cent  of  the  purchasers  In  this  country. 

4.  The  Tanglefoot  Co.  has  been  long  known  as  a  producer  of  flat  fly 
paper,  which  was  laid  on  convenient  tables,  etc.  The  fly  ribbon  Is  a 
modem,  clean,  sanative  way  in  which  to  kill  the  house  fly.  Any  in- 
crra.«ie  In  duty  would  tend  to  force  the  public  back  to  the  old  incon- 
venient flat  fly  paper. 

5.  Tbe  main  use  of  fly  ribbons  Is  confined  to  people  of  moderate  cir- 
cumstances. Tbe  Increase  of  duty  asked  for,  approximately  $1.35.  by 
the  time  it  reaches  the  consumer  over  the  ranges  of  profit  adding, 
would  poMsibly  be  $2  aaore  per  1.000.  This  would  take  then)  oat  of  the 
popular-price  class. 

6.  Imported  fly  ribbons  are  sold  through  the  entire  United  States  by 
wholesale  grocers,  who  would  be  forced  under  this  plan  of  monopoly, 
by  an  increase  In  tariff,  to  vlrtoally  abandon  tbelr  sale  of  other  than 
tbe  domestic  ribbon. 

7.  Since  tbe  other  interests  concerned  are  so  large  and  the  O.  &  W. 
Tbum  Co.  (Tanglefoot)  are  attempting  to  charge  the  overheads  of  other 
departments  to  tbe  manufacture  of  fly  ribbons,  we  think  that  a  very 
thorough  Inrestlgation  should  be  made  by  the  Senate  committee  before 
attempting  to  pass  legislation  for  tbelr  production.  No  hearing  was 
held  on  this  particular  item  in  front  of  the  Senate  committee  and  no 
testimony  offe-^  according  to  the  record.  Should  there  have  been 
testimony  offered  we  would  have  been  able  to  present  our  case  thor- 
oughly to  tbe  Senate  Ways  and  Means  Committe«\ 

Trusting  that  yon  will  be  successful   in   preventing   this  Increase   in 
doty,  which  would  be  a  serious  blow  to  us,  I  am. 
Sincerely  yours, 

B.  E.  ToNouR  k  Bros.  Co.  (Ikc), 
O.  T.  TONQi'R,  A»»i*tant  Treaaurer. 
P.  S. — la  other  words,  we  are  asking  for  retention  of  tlie  present 
doty. 


Philadelphia,  Pa.,  September  9,  Jft». 

Hon,  Cols  Blbash, 

Senate  BuUding,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dl  AS  Sib:  A  few  days  ago  I  wrote  you  In  reference  to  the  matter 
In  wtiicb  we  are  intereste<l,  namely,  fly  ribbons,  section  14  of  tbe  new 
tariH  bill.  I  neglected  to  inclose  a  copy  of  the  statement  which  we 
furn  shed  to  the  House  committee  when  it  was  under  Investigation 
then.  -^ 


Brief  op  the  R.  B.  Tonocr  &  Bhos.  Co.  (Inc.) 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  March  SO,  19t9. 
CoifkfiTTEB  on  Wats  and  Means, 

Hou»e  0/pce  Building,   Washington,  D.   C. 
GllNTLRMRN  :  Referring  to  your  notice  of  December  5  of  general  tariff 
hearings  beginning  January  7,    1029 : 

ITRM    IN    WHICH    WE    ABE    INTERESTED 

fly  ribbons,  paragraph  No.  1313,  last  classiflcatlon  under  this 
ph :   "  Manufacturers    of    paper,    or   of    which    paper    Is    a    com- 
pon^t  material  of  chief  value,  not  specially  provided  for,  all  the  fore- 
;,  35  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

BETENTION  OP  PRESENT  DCTY 

ask  that   tbe  present  duty  of  35  per  cent  be  retained,  this  rate 
suflicient  to  protect  the  American  manufacturer  and  place  his  rib- 
in  a  favorable  condition  to  compete  with  the  Imported  ribbon. 
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Yours  very  truly, 


B.  E.  TONOCE  k  Bhos.  Co.   (Inc.), 
Olbmn  T.  Tonglb,  A»*iatant  Treasurer. 


REASONS    fob  BETENTION 

Considering  tbe  tariff  paragraph   No.    1313 — the  O.  k  W.  Thum  Co. 
the  Tanglefoot  Co. — we  desire  to  call  the  committee's  attention  to 
points : 

Fly  ribbons  are  covered  by  tbe  act  of  1922.     There  has  never  been 

doubt  of  their  inclusion  and  the  collectors  of  the  ports  have  unl- 

fori^ly  collected  tax  on  these  ribbons  under  authority  of  tbe  act.     What- 

confusion  may  exist  as  to  tbe  tux  on  fly  paper,  there  has  never  been 

ou  that  of  fly  ribbon.     We  are   familiar  with   the  fly  ribbon  trade 

thr^ighout  the  country  and   the  Importers  of  foreign-made  fly   ribbons, 

we  know  of  no  case  where  fly  ribbons  were  imported  free  of  duty. 

The  Thum    (Tanglefoot)   Co.   can   now  compete  with  imported  rlb- 

Tbe  cost  analysis  submlttt-d  by  this  company,  which  cost  analyais 

Includes  a  nuinufncturing  overhead   of   161   per  cent   of   manufacturing 

can  not  be  sound,  and  the  actual  cost  must  be  far  less  than  that 

stat^  In  its  accpunt.     To  assume  an  overhead  of  this  proportion  l«  to 

inefficient   management,    and    the   additional    cost   of    this   Inefll- 

should  not  be  sadilled  on  tbe  purchasing  public. 

Tbe  American-made  ribbon   is  now   on   a   competitive   footing  with 

imported  ribbons.     The  imported  ribbons  shown  in  the  Tbum  brief 

H  filing  at  tbe  lower  prices  constitute  only  a  very  '^mall  proportion  of 

total  used  in  this  country  and  can  not  be  used  as  .i  test  of  the  prices 

must  t>e  met  by  tbe  American  manufacturer.    As  a  matter  of  fact. 

Tanglefoot,  which  is  tbe  only  American-made  ribbon  known  to  us,  is  now 

competitive  footing  and  a  favorable  footing  with  over  95  per  cent 

imported  rlblwns  in  so  far  as  cost  Is  concerned,  even  admitting 

unwarranted  overhead  shown  in   the  Tanglefoot  cost  analysis,  and 

failure  to  sell   this  ribt>on   is   not   due   to   tbe   lesser  prices  of   the 

ribbon,    but    must    be    due    to   defects    in    quality    or   In    mer- 
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Tbe  Thum  Co.,  who  manufacture  the  Tanglefoot  ribbon  and  are 
idedtical  with  the  Tanglefoot  Co.,  are  to  the  best  of  our  knowledge  the 
only  Amtrlcan  manufacturer  of  fly  ribbons.  This  company  never  had  a 
large  proportion  of  the  fly-ribbon  business,  but  relied  on  its  sale  of  flat 
fly  >aper  for  the  major  portion  of  Its  business.  A  prohibitive  tariff, 
that  would  prevent  the  importation  of  fly  ribbons,  would  stifle  all  com- 
petition and  would  give  to  this  company  a  virtual  monopoly  of  the 
fly-r  ibbon  business. 

5.  The  result   of   the   prohibitive  duty   suggested   la    the  Tbum   brief 

woi4d   give    that   company   a   monopoly    of   the   fly-ribbon    business   and 

permit  It  to  continue  Its  inefficient  methods,  wlib  its  unwarranted 

e^bead,   and   would   Increase   tbe   price   greatly   to  tbe  American   con- 
without  benefiting  the  .\merican  workman  in  any  way  whatsoever. 

6J  The  failure  of  Tanglefoot  fly  ribbon  has  been  due  not  to  its  higher 
manufacturing  cost,  but  to  its  failure  to  measure  up  In  quality  with  the 
imp  >rted  riblK)n8.  The  fixing  of  a  prohibitive  duty  would  be  to  force  on 
the  .\merlcan  consumer  a  ribbon  of  inferior  quality. 

7.  The  loss  in  business  of  the  Thum  Co.  btis  not  been  in  fly  ribbons 
in  competition  with  the  imported  fly  ribbons,  but  in  the  substitution  of 
the  sanitary,  cleanly,  efficient  fly  ribt>ons  for  the  uncleanly,  sticky,  and 
Insanitary  fly  paper,  which  was  by  far  the  larger  part  of  the  Tanglefoot 
business.  A  prohibitive  duty  on  importe<l  fly  ribbons,  as  sugsested  In 
the  Thum  brief,  would  result  in  removing  the  Importt-d  ribbon  from  tbe 
mar  let,  and  would  give  opportunity  to  the  Tanglefoot  Co.  to  expand  its 
sale!  of  the  less  desirable  fly  paper. 
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8.  The  peal  objeetlon  to  the  present  rate  on  fly  rtbbons  Is  not  that 
they  can  not  be  produced  as  cheaply  In  this  country,  as  the  Thum  cost 
analysis  In  Itself  discloses  that  in  an  effldent  plant  with  a  proper  over- 
bead  the  American  manufacturer  csa  meet  tbe  Imported  ribbon  in  cost ; 
tbe  difficulty  with  the  Thnm  Co.  has  been  either  a  defect  In  quality  of. 
merchandise  or  In  its  method  of  distribution,  as  well  as  the  fact  that 
a  new  and  better  article,  the  fly  ribbon,  is  supplanting,  and  very  prop- 
erly supplanting,  the  InsaniUry,  ansightly,  and  Inferior  flat  fly  paper. 
Should  the  committee  desire  any  further  Information  on  any  point,  we 
will  t>e  very  glad  to  supply  it. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

R.  E.  TowGCR  k  Bros.  Co.  (Inc.), 

Importer*  Araba  Fly  HtVbon. 
Olrkdom  T.  Tonods, 

AmUtant  TVeoswrsr. 

Amendment  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Blease  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2667),  to  provide  revenae,  to  regulate  commerre  with  foreign  coun- 
tries, to  encourage  the  industries  of  tbe  United  States,  to  protect 
American  labor,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz : 

On  page  201,  beginning  after  the  word  "  valorem "  on  line  1,  strike 
out  all  of  the  following,  on  lines  1  and  2 :  "  :  ribbon  fly -catchers,  $3  per 
thousand. ',  and  insert  a  period  after  tbe  word  "  viloro-n,"  so  that  tbe 
same  shall  read : 

"  Par.  1413.  Papers  and  paper  beard  and  pulpboard,  Inclnding  card- 
board aiMl  leatherboard  or  compress  letttber,  emboseed,  cot,  die-cut,  or 
stamped  into  designs  or  shapes,  such  as  initials,  monograms,  lace, 
borders,  bands,  strips,  or  other  forms,  or  cat  or  shaped  for  boxes  or 
other  articles,  plain  or  printed,  but  not  lithographed,  and  not  speeiaUy 
provided  for;  paper  board  and  pulpboard,  including  cardboard  and 
leatherboard  or  compress  leather,  plate  flniabed,  supercallendered  or  frie- 
tlon  calendered,  laminated  by  m«-ans  of  an  adhesive  substance,  coated, 
surface  stained  or  dyed,  lined  or  vat-lined,  embo»i«d,  printed,  or  dee- 
orated  or  ornamented  in  any  manner;  press  boards  and  press  paper,  all 
the  foregoing,  SO  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  test  or  container  boards  of  a 
bursting  strength  above  60  pounds  per  sqoar*  inch  by  the  MoUen  or  tbe 
Webb  test,  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  ;  sterwotipe-matrii  mat  or  board,  80 
per  cent  ad  valorem ;  wall  pockets,  composed  wboliy  or  In  chief  value 
of  paper,  papler-m4cbi  or  paper  oosrd,  whether  or  not  die-cut,  emboaned, 
or  printed  lithographically  or  otherwise ;  boxes  composed  wholly  or  in 
chief  value  of  paper,  papier-mAcbft  or  paper  board,  and  not  specially 
provided  for;  manufactures  of  paper,  or  of  which  paper  hi  the  com- 
ponent material  of  chief  value,  not  specially  provided  for,  all  the  fore- 
going, 86  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  with  reference  to  the  grape 
business,  it  is  said  that  Mr.  Herbert  Hoover  Is  one  of  the  largest 
producers  of  grapes  on  his  California  farms;  that  the  inriee  of 
grapes  has  advanced  about  1,(X)0  per  cent  or  more  since  prohi- 
bition began;  that  the  California  grape  growers  weri^  recently 
furnished  $9.0(X).000  for  "  relief  "  by  the  new  Farm  Relief  Board. 
It  is  reported  that  the  freight  rate  on  grape  Juice  was  recently 
reduced ;  that  grape  Juice  Is  sold  at  exorbitant  prices,  in  keep- 
ing with  the  advance  In  the  price  of  grapes,  and  20  per  cent  of 
alcohol  Is  add<x1  and  the  product  sold  to  consumers  as  "  wine 
tonic"  at  exOThitant  prices  everywhere  under  special  permit. 
It  Is  further  said  tlit  prohibition,  which  caused  so  mucli 
"  relief  "  to  grape  growers,  and  by  which  this  special  favor  and 
privilege  and  profiteering  Is  operated.  Is  called  a  **  noble  experi- 
ment "  by  Mr.  Hoover,  who  is  one  of  Its  chief  beneficiaries. 

Along  this  line  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  letter 
fronr  President  Wilson,  written  on  May  28,  1918,  to  Senator 
Shepp.abd,  of  Texas,  which  will  be  found  In  the  Cowgbessiowal 
Rbcoeu,  aK  It  has  heretofore  been  published. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Mr  Dear  Senator  :  Tbnnk  you  very  much  for  your  letter  of  the  26th. 
Frankly,  I  was  very  much  distressed  by  the  action  of  the  House.  I  do 
oot  think  that  It  Is  wise  or  fair  to  attempt  to  put  such  eompulsloD  on 
the  Executive  in  a  matter  in  which  he  bas  already  acted  almost  to  the 
limit  of  his  authority.  What  is  almost  entirely  overlooked  Is  that  there 
are,  as  I  am  Informed,  very  large  stocks  of  whisky  In  this  country,  and 
It  seems  to  mc  quite  certain  that  if  the  brewing  of  t>eer  were  prevented 
entirely,  along  with  all  the  other  drinks,  many  of  them  barmless.  which 
are  derived  from  food  or  feed  stuffs,  the  consumption  of  whisky  would 
be  stimulated  and  increased  to  a  very  considerable  extent. 

My  own  Judgment  is  that  it  is  wise  and  statesmanlike  to  let  tbe  situa- 
tion stand  as  it  is  for  tbe  present,  nntil  at  any  rate  I  shall  be  apprised 
by  the  Food  Administration  that  it  Is  necessary  in  tbe  way  suggested 
still  further  to  conserve  tbe  supply  of  food  and  feed  stuffs.  The  Food 
Administration  bas  not  tliougbt  it  necessary  to  go  any  farther  than  we 
have  in  that  matter  already  gone. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  Shb>paiu>  stated  on  the  Jloor  of  the  Sen- 
ate ttiat,  inasmuch  as  the  Food  Admiuistratloo  waa  referred  to 


in  the  above  letter,  he  Bubmltted  it  to  Mr.  Hoover,  then  Food 
Administrator,  and  received  the  following  reply  under  date  of 
June  4,  1918: 

Mt  Deab  Srhator  :  I  Rm  greatly  obliged  for  yoar  letter  of  June  2, 
inclosing  copy  of  letter  which  you  received  from  the  President,  upon 
which  you  ask  for  some  comment  from  me. 

I  have  the  feeling  that  tbe  form  In  which  the  food  act  stands  makes 
temperance  israes  and  food  conservation  Issues  Incapable  of  separation 
and  In  sharp  conflict.  Yon  will  recollect  that  the  provisions  of  the  food 
act  of  August  10,  1917,  provide  for  six  types  of  operations  In  connec- 
tion with  tbe  liquor  trade : 

First.  Tbe  immediate  stopping  of  the  distillstlon  of  Uquer. 

Second.  The  Rntbority  to  commandeer  any  distilled  spirits  for  redls- 
tlllRtton  so  fRr  as  may  be  necessary  to  provide  alcohol  (or  aianltioB 
requirements. 

Third.  Tiie  authority  to  regulate  or  stop  tbe  use  of  foodstalTs  In  ths 
preparation  of  wines. 

Fonrth.  The  authority  to  regulate  the  ose  of  foodstuffs  in  brewing 
beers. 

FTfth.  The  stittiority  to  prohibit  the  tise  of  foodstalTs  entirely  la 
brewing. 

Under  the  first  sathority,  distillation  was  stopped  on  September  10 
throughout  the  country  and  there  has  been  no  use  of  foodstuffs  since 
that  date  for  this  purpose.  There  proved  to  be  in  stock  at  tbe  time 
distUlation  was  stopped  somewhere  between  two  and  three  yssrs*  sapply 
of  whisky,  brandy,  gin,  etc.,  and  this  stock  is  In  course  of  dlstrtbotloa, 
as  the  act  provides  only  for  the  stoppage  of  new  supplies. 

Under  tbe  second  authority  the  War  Industries  Board  have  foond  no 
necessity  for  commandeering  dlatlUed  spirits  in  the  country  tor  red!*- 
tUlation  into  munitions  alcohol,  and  I  am  Informed  by  tbem  that  ther* 
are  technical  dlflli-oltlea  in  the  way  as  well  as  tbe  fact  that  commercial 
alcohol  can  be  obtained  not  only  abundantly  but  on  a  much  ebeaper 
basis  than  could  be  had  through  commandeering  and  redistUlstlon  ot 
potable  spirits. 

Under  the  third  aathortty  no  Rctlon  has  been  tsken  becRnse  tbe 
wines  produced  In  this  country  sre  from  grapes,  of  which  a  very  small 
proportion  are  available  as  table  or  raisin  grapes,  and  tlierefore  the 
stoppage  of  wine  making  would  add  no  oonsequentlal  smoont  of  food  to 
oar  national  supplies.  The  conversion  of  vineyards  to  other  produetioa 
would  not  be  likely  so  long  as  there  is  prospect  of  resumption  of  wine 
making  at  a  later  date.  Tbe  conversioa  of  these  grapes  to  grape  Jslce 
instead  of  wine,  as  sugcested,  would  add  nothing  to  oiur  natlonal  food 
BopplleSk 

Under  the  foartk  ROthority  with  regard  to  brewing,  the  Ricohollc  con- 
tent In  beer  was  reduced  to  2^  per  cent,  and  the  amoont  of  grain  and 
other  foodstuffs  that  could  be  used  has  be«o  limited  to  70  per  cent  of 
that  osed  daring  the  corresponding  period  of  the  prsvioos  year,  the 
effect  being  to  stop  any  expansion  of  brewing  and  to  redaee  the  food* 
stuffs  consumed  by  30  per  cent.  Tbe  actual  amount  of  grain  being  ased 
in  tbe  t>rewlng  of  beers  is  at  the  present  time  approxhoRtely  4,500,000 
UiahelB  per  month,  of  which  approximately  80  per  cent  is  recovered  ss 
cattle  feed,  and  tbe  loss  therefore  into  the  beer  is  prsetlcally  the 
equivalent  of  3.150,000  bushels  per  month,  tbe  grains  naed  being  barley, 
com,  and  brok^i  rice.  There  is,  of  course,  a  great  deal  of  contention 
that  the  beer  itself  contains  the  remaining  food  values.  But  omitting 
this,  the  cessation  of  brewing  would  effect  a  saving  in  grain  of  approxi- 
mately 3,160,000  bushels  a  month,  from  a  nutritive  point  of  view.  It 
needs  no  comment  from  me  from  a  food  p<rint  of  view,  that  I  sboold 
favor  tbe  saving  of  this  amount  of  grain. 

Under  the  fifth  authority — that  is,  the  stopping  of  brewing  alto- 
gether— It  does  appear  to  me  that  there  are  temperance  Issoes  involved 
of  such  tremendous  momimt  that  they  outweigh  tbe  use  of  the  reduced 
amount  of  foodstuffs  in  brewing,  and  in  any  event  give  ground  for  a 
difference  In  Judgment  bd  to  the  alternative  national  risks  and  losaes 
which  need  the  most  cai-efol  consideration.  If  brc-wing  were  stopped 
to-day,  beer  would  dlsapftear  from  the  liqoor  trade  within  one  or  two 
months  and  the  whole  country  would  be  pat  practically  on  a  whisky, 
brandy,  and  gin  basis,  with  some  supplies  of  wine.  Tbe  saloons  would 
be  left  open  and  upon  a  t>abis  of  selling  of  drinks  caxrylng  40  per  cent 
or  50  per  cent  alcohol,  with  some  small  sapplies  of  wine,  instead  of  4 
large  proportion  of  their  customers  being  served  with  a  drink  of  2% 
per  cent  alcoholic  content:,  and  therefore,  from  a  temperance  viewpoint, 
much  leas  harmful.  It  raises  tbe  very  serious  moral  problem  aj<  to 
whether  infinitely  more  damage  will  not  result  from  such  action  than 
in  a  continuation  of  the  use  of  this  limited  amount  of  foodstuffs  in 
brewing. 

It  does  appear  to  me  that  the  losses  In  food  are  entirely  secondary 
to  the  moral  and  physical  dangers.  The  President's  letter  Indicates 
his  feeling  In  this  particiiiar. 

Too  are  probably  awiire  that  I  have  been  a  lifelong  believer  in 
national  temperance;  on  the  other  hand,  as  a  purely  admlnlstrsttve 
officer  of  the  Qovemment,  I  have  felt  strongly  that  I  should  not  enter 
Into  any  contentloaa  mRttcrs. 
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Mr.  floorer  gare  his  letter  to  the  press  on  Jane  B,  1918,  and 
with  it  the  following  statement : 

A«  to  th«  diacusMloD  over  tbc  nipprcuion  of  brewing,  I  wish  to 
uy  cmpbatlCAlij  ttast  trom  s  Btrlctl/  fuod-coMerratlon  point  of  view 
I  Mhould  i;ke  to  MO  the  bm  of  foodatuffi  auppruMed  la  all  drinks,  bard 
sod  wjft. 

TbU  U  not,  howercr.  Ui«  whole  story.  Wt  atoppsd  dlatillln«  a 
year  aso.  There  b  a  lung  aupplj  of  wblak/,  gin,  am!  other  20  per  cent 
U  40  per  cent  dUUUed  drinks  in  the  coontry*  We  bare  reduced  the 
eooaumptton  of  foodstuffs  In  brewing  by  SO  per  cent  and  reduced  the 
alcubul  content  of  bcft  to  2%  per  e«i>t. 

If  we  stop  brewing  the  saloons  of  the  country  will  stUl  be  open,  but 
confined  practically  to  a  whlaky  and  gin  basla.  Any  true  advocate 
of  temperance  and  of  national  efficiency  la  these  times  will  shrink  from 
this  situation,  for  the  national  danger  In  It  la  greater  than  the  use  of 
some  4.000.000  bushels  of  grain  monthly  in  the  breweries. 

If  the  American  people  want  prohibition,  it  abould  prohibit  by  legis- 
lation to  that  end  and  not  force  the  Pood  Administration  to  the 
respon!«Ibility  for  an  orgy  of  drunkenness.  It  la  mighty  dlfllcult  to 
get  drunk  on  2%  per  cent  beer;  It  will  be  easy  enough  if  ws  force 
a  sabetitiition  of  diittUled  drinks  for  it. 

The  Food  Administration  has  gone  as  fsr  as  it  can  toward  temper- 
ance without  precipitating  a  worse  situation.  If  the  American  people 
•r  Congress  will  stop  the  sale  of  distilled  liquors,  the  administration 
will  find  no  difflcolty  In  stopping  brewing. 

The  above  letters  and  statement  will  be  found  on  pages  7421 
and  7422  of  the  Ck>KOiU»8ioNAi.  Rexx)KD  for  June  6, 1918. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  speak  about  one  other  matter — 
namely,  cement.  I  have  offered  an  amendment  to  the  pend- 
ing bill  proYiding  that  cement  either  be  put  on  the  free  list 
or  that  it  be  left  as  It  Is  to-day ;  that  is,  as  to  towns,  counties, 
and  States.  A  good  many  cities  are  building  roads,  counties 
are  building  roads,  and  States  are  going  rery  extensivriy 
Into  the  road  building  business.  It  does  seem  to  me  that 
with  these  public  corporations,  as  they  might  be  called,  I  pre- 
sume, building  roads  all  oyer  the  cotmtry.  Improving  the  coun- 
try, it  is  not  right  to  make  the  people  who  pay  the  taxes  of  the 
country  now  have  to  proceed  to  pay  a  liigher  tariff  to  get  the 
very  things  which  they  are  c<impelled  to  have  In  order  to  make 
the  improvMnents  they  want  to  make. 

I  understand,  of  coarse,  that  there  are  some  people  who  do 
not  pay  very  much  attention  to  the!>ie  questions,  and  I  under- 
stand another  thing,  that  it  is  possible  that  these  corporations 
pay  milUons  of  dollars,  thousands  anyway,  to  the  Republican 
campaign  fimd. 

I  want  to  call  the  attention  ot  the  peo{rie  to  the  fact  that 
while  the  Republican  campaign  committee  gets  this  money,  and 
Willie  they  use  It  to  elect  a  President  of  the  United  States  rery 
often,  and  tor  other  campaign  purposes — I  do  not  say  illegiti- 
mately— as  soon  as  the  people  put  the  Republicans  back  in 
power,  the  Republicans  i^roceed  to  make  the  peofde  pay  back  the 
money  these  corporations  have  paid  by  taxing  them  through  a 
tariff. 

It  does  seem  to  me  that  the  man  who  is  willing  to  sell  his 
vote  for  a  mere  pittance  ought  to  realise  some  day  that  while 
possibly  he  Is  getting  a  $5  bill  or  a  $10  bill  to  sril  his  right  to 
vote,  his  right  to  manhood,  surely  be  should  wake  up  to  the 
fact  after  a  while  that  the  Republican  Party  pays  every  dollar 
of  that  money  back  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  by  rob- 
bing them  through  a  tariff. 

I  hope  that  this  Mil  will  not  pass.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  am  not  in  favor  of  a  tariff  unless  it  be  absolutely  necessary 
for  revenue.  I  stand  upMi  the  old  doctrine  preached  by  the 
greatest  statesman,  possibly,  the  South  ha.s  ever  produced,  who 
was  in  favor,  if  a  tariff  bill  were  passed  at  all,  of  a  tariff  only 
for  the  purpose  of  raising  revenue.  I  refer,  of  cotirse,  to  John 
Caldwell  Calhoun.  That  is  my  dcK.'trine,  and  no  tariff  bill  could 
be  drawn  I  would  vote  for  imless  there  was  a  necesBlty  of  that 
kind.  I  ask  that  my  amendment  be  printed  in  the  Rbcxjbd  at 
this  point 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rbdobd,  as  follows : 

Amendment  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Blbass  to  the  MU  (H.  R. 
2tMi7)  to  prorlde  revenue,  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  coun- 
tries, to  encourage  the  industries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect 
American  labor,  and  for  other  purposes,  via : 

On  page  37.  at  the  end  of  line  23,  add  the  following  proviso  to  para- 
graph i>05:  **<f)  ProvMerf,  That  this  paragraph  shall  not  apply  to  pui^ 
cbases  of  cement  made  by  the  respective  governments  of  States,  counties, 
partHhes,  Incorporated  cities,  tuwns,  munlclp«Ultles  and  political  sub- 
divisions thereof  tor  public  purpoaes."  so  that  the  same  shall  read : 
Pab,  205.  (a)  Plaster  rock  or  gypsum,  ground  oe  calcined,  |3  per  ton. 
(b)  Roman,  Portland,  and  other  hydraulic  cement  or  eeaent  clinker, 
8  c*nt8  per  100  poonda,  including  the  wel^t  ot  the  ooatalaer;  white 
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noiistalnlng  Portland   cement,   8   cents  per   100   pounds,   including  the 
wffght  of  th«  container. 

c)  Keene's  oemont,  and  other  cement  of  which  gypsum  is  the  com- 
ent  material  of  chief  value :  Valued  at  |14  per  ton  or  less,  $3.50  per 

:  valued  above  |14  and  not  above  $20  per  ton,  |5  per  ton;  valued 
Te  $20  and  not  above  |40  per  ton,  $10  per  too;  valued  above  $40 

ton,  114  per  ton. 

d)  Other  cement,  not  specially  provided  for,  20  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

e)  Statues,  statuettes,  and  bas-reliefs,  wholly  or  In  chief  value  ot 
ster  of  Paris,  not  speclaUy  provided  for,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem ; 
nufactares   of   which   plaster  of  I'arU  la   the  component  material   of 

ch  ef  value,  not  specially  provided  for,  36  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

[f)  Provided,  Ttiat  this  paragraph  shall  not  apply  to  purchases  of 
~~"   made  by   the  respective  governmcnta   of   Hiates,   counties,   psr- 
Incorporated    cities,    towns,    municipalities    and    political    subdl- 
thereof  for  public  purposes^ 
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OCHTSPOUOT    TO    ODIfTBOL    THE    PBIOB    Of    COTTON 

Hr.  HBFLIn!  Mr.  President,  while  my  colleague  [Mr.  Black] 
WHS  dlwusslng  the  Muscle  Shoals  matter  I  was  engaged  In  the 
C<mmittee  on  Agriculture  con!»ldering  the  apptJlntces  for  the 
Fideral  Farm  Board.  I  did  not  hear  any  jmrt  of  my  colleugue's 
qf>ech  except  the  conclusion.     We  are  in  hearty  agreement  aa 

the  importance  and  necessity  of  disposing  of  Muscle  Shoals. 

It  Is  nothing  short  of  outraK«H^>u8  procedure  that  Muscle  Shoals 
has  not  already  been  disposed  of  and  all  the  power  avnilable 
put  to  work.  But  we  stand  between  the  two  giant  forces,  the 
P<  wer  Trust  on  tlie  one  hand,  and  the  Fertilizer  Trust  on  the 
ot  ler. 

riie  original  bill  setting  apart  Muscle  Shoals  for  this  pn»ject 
piovided  that  fertilizer  should  be  made  there  In  time  of  peace, 
aid  nitrates  for  the  Government  In  time  of  war.  Conjo'ess  ts 
n<it  keeping  faith  until  It  performs  its  part  of  that  contract. 

The  dam  has  been  built,  five  units  have  tH'en  put  in,  power  is 

available,  and  it  is  going  to  waste.     The  Goveminent  Is  derlv- 

no  profit  whatever  from  it,  and  the  farmers  are  not  getting 

eaper  fertilizer. 

Mr.  President,  to  give  an  Idea  how  this  do-nothing  policy 
the  farmers  of  my  State  alone,  the  farmers'  fertilizer 
b^l  last  year  was  about  $25,000,000  In  Alabama.  Mr.  Mayo, 
cl  lef  engineer  of  Henry  Ford,  testified  that  If  Ford  got  the 
Mosde  Shoals  project  they  would  manufacture  fertilizer  at 
niout  one-half  the  present  cost.  That  would  mean  a  saving  of 
$12,500,000  a  year  to  the  farmers  of  my  State.  In  the  States 
of  North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina  a  great  deal  more  fertil- 
iser is  uaeil  than  in  my  State  and  it  would  mean  a  much  larger 
saving  to  the  farmers  of  those  States  as  it  would  also  mean  a 
la  rge  saving  to  the  other  States  m  the  Cotton  Belt 

I  have  helped  to  pass  through  the  Senate  two  bills  to  dispose 
of  Muscle  Shoals.  One  of  them  died  In  the  House  and  the  other 
Wis  vetoed  or  killed  by  President  CooUdge.  I  have  stated  re- 
peatedly that  I  favor  the  Cyanamid  Oo.'s  bid,  with  certain 
important  amendments.  I  favored  that  company's  bid  in  the 
fli  st  place  next  to  Henry  Ford's  bid  l>ecau8e  it  Is  in  the  businesa 
ol  making  fertilizer  and  because  it  has  impressed  me  that  it 
wmts  a  larger  field  for  operation  in  the  work  and  the  business 
of  making  and  selling  fertilizer.  But,  Mr.  President,  I  want  It 
ui  derstood  by  the  people  of  my  State  and  elsewhere  that  what- 
ever  bill  passes  this  l)ody  must  provide  for  making  fertilizer  at 
M  iscle  Shoals.  I  do  not  want  put  into  the  bill  any  recapture 
di  luse  that  the  l>est  lawyer  in  the  country  can  not  understand. 
1  vant  one  so  plain  and  simple  that  anybody  can  understand  it, 
(Hie  that  will  require  whoever  gets  Must-le  Shoals  to  make  fer- 
tiliser or  forfeit  the  lease.  Such  a  provision  as  that  would  be 
pi  lin  and  simple,  and  whatever  measure  may  pass  I  want  a 
provision  in  it  that  will  guarantee  the  production  of  cheaper 
fe  rtilizer  at  Muscle  Shoals. 

COTTON 

But,  Mr.  President,  what  I  rose  primarily  to  say  was  some- 
th  Lng  about  the  inresent  cotton  situation.    A  few  days  ago  In  the 

0  mmlttee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  while  we  were  inter- 
rc  gating  the  varit>u8  members  appointed  to  the  Federal  Farm 
B»ard,  I  stated  to  the  committee  and  to  the  memt)ers  of  that 
Ik  ard  that  the  cotton  farmers  of  the  United  States  can  not  pro- 
di  ice  cotton  and  derive  any  profit  at  all  for  a  price  less  than 
2(  c«its  a  pound,  and  that  cotton  is  now  selling  below  the  cost 

01  production.  The  price  io  the  farmer  to-day  is  around  17  and 
n  H  cents  in  the  local  market.  Here  is  a  great  staple  crop,  '.he 
pilncipal  farm  product  of  the  cottMi-growlng  States,  going  to 
the  market  every  day  and  selling  at  a  price  that  will  not  yield 
a  profit  I  stated  to  the  committee  that  20  cents  a  pound  was 
al  solutely  necessary  In  order  to  give  the  fanner  any  profit  at 
al .  I  sent  a  telegram  to  the  commissioners  of  agriculture  in 
th  e  cotton-growing  States.    In  that  telegram  I  said : 

As  you  know,  cotton  la  now  selling  at  low  and  unprofitable  prices. 
T)  e  Oovernment  report  shows  that  the  average  price  of  American  cot- 
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ton  for  the  last  eight  ywirs  was  Jl  cents  a  pound.  I  have  stated  to  the 
Farm  Board  now  appearing  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
of  which  I  am  a  member  that  our  farmers  can  not  afford  to  prtKluce 
eottoo  for  leaa  than  20  eenta  a  pound.  In  the  face  of  the  grestlj  in- 
creased consumption  of  American  cotton  and  the  Increase  of  the  Ameri- 
can exports  of  cotton  and  the  prospect  of  an  American  crop  this  year 
not  large  enough  to  meet  the  world  demand,  the  American  cotton  farmer 
should  now  be  receiving  more  than  I'O  cents  a  pound.  As  commitaloner 
of  agriculture  in  your  State,  do  you  agree  with  my  position  In  this 
natter T    Please  wire  at  my  expense  If  necessary. 

I  received  a  telegram  from  Louisiana,  from  Commissioner 
Harry  D.  Wilson,  as  follows : 

RiTilTlnp  your  vrlre.  everything  that  it  takea  to  make  cotton  crop  Is 
high  and  1  think  cotton  should  be  worth  at  least  20  cents  If  the  cotton 
farmer  Is  to  haw  a  decent  living. 

A  telegram  from  the  commissioner  of  agriculture  in  my  own 
State  reads  as  follows: 

I  fully  agree  with  every  word  In  your  telegram.  Alabama  crop  being 
■old  below  cost.  Farm  Board  should  take  action  that  would  sublllze 
price  at  cost  plus  a  reasonable  profit.  You  are  making  a  great  fight  for 
agriculture. 

S.  P.  SToaaa, 
CvmmittiontT  of  AgricvXtun  and  /adsstriss. 

Here  Is  a  telegram  from  North  Carolina : 

It  would  take  at  least  20  cents  on  the  local  markets  for  our  farmers 
to  come  out  in  North  Carolina. 

WU.L1AM  A.  Qkaham,  CommiMtioiier. 

Balkigh,  N.  C 

Here  is  one  from  Oklahoma  City : 

The  American  cotton  farmer  should  by  all  means  receive  more  than 
20  cents  a  p<iund  for  his  cotton.  Oklahoma  crop  will  be  short.  Okla- 
homa haa  the  utmo^  eonfidence  in  Hon.  Carl  Williams,  who  is  a  member 

of  the  Form  Board. 

HaaaT  B.  Coaoau., 
^     TTtM4et»,t  Btat*  B<Mrd  of  Affricultttre. 

Here  Ls  one  from  Tennessee : 

I  thoroufibly  agree  with  you  that  cottoa  Is  selling  tor  less  than  Its 
productive  cost  and  am  In  sympathy  with  any  safe  constructive  program 
to  get  for  the  producer  more  for  hla  product 

W.  J.   FiTTS, 

Commi>»ion«r  of  Affric*itturt. 

Here  is  one  from  South  Carolina : 

Your  wire  received.  I  heartily  agree  with  what  you  have  to  say 
relative  to  prices  of  cotton. 

J.  W.  Shbalt,  Commi»»ioner. 

I  did  not  receive  an  answer  from  the  commissioner  of  Texas, 
who  was  out  of  the  city  and  would  be  gone  for  a  week,  and  I 
have  not  heard  fhjm  the  commissioner  of  the  State  of  Missis- 
sippi. But  here  is  the  reply  which  1  received  from  the  State 
of  Getirgia : 

Telegram  received.  You  are  exactly  correct  in  testimony  before  com- 
mittee that  there  can  be  no  profit  from  cotton  for  less  than  20  cents 
per  pound.  You  state  for  past  eight  years  average  has  been  21  cents. 
Ninety  per  cent  of  carton  farmers  have  gone  broke  In  past  eight  years 
trying  to  make  cotton  at  21  cents.  This  year's  crop  la  shorter  than 
average.  I  am  of  opinion  that  present  weather  conditlona  will  make 
crt.p  fall  short  of  Government  estimate  at  least  million  bales.  Cotton 
should  bring  25  cents  a  pound.  Federal  Farm  Board  should  take  imme- 
diate action  to  buy  up  enough  cotton  to  cause  It  to  bring  this  price. 

BCQKNE  TaLUADQE. 

Comtnissioner  of  AffricuHnre. 
From  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  I  received  the  following  message : 

In  re  your  wire,  I  quite  agree  with  your  position. 

Earl.  Paob, 
ComvtitBioner  of  AffrietUture. 

Those  telegram.s  were  submitted  to  the  committee  and  have 
gone  into  the  hearings.  I  suiH>licd  copies  of  them  to  the  press 
represented  at  the  hearings  on  that  day.  I  have  seen  no  i^ews- 
peper  report  calling  attention  to  the  informati<Mi  and  fact*;  set 
out  in  the  telegrams.  All  of  it  was  important  news  regarding 
cotton  and  should  have  been  published  in  the  press  of  the  coun- 
try. Two  of  the  commissioners  from  whom  I  beard  say  the  crop 
will  be  short.  One  of  them  said  the  crop  will  be  short  a  million 
bales  of  the  Government's  estioiate.  It  is  known  now  to  all 
who  are  well  informed  on  the  cotton  situation  that  the  crop 
will  not  be  large  enough  this  year  to  meet  the  world  demand 
for  Amt-rioan  cotton. 

On  yesterday  I  called  the  attention  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  and  Forestry  to  the  fact  tliat  the  storm  haa  been 
raging  In   the   State  of   South  Carolina  and  in  the  State  of 


Georgia  and  that  a  great  deal  of  tbe  cotton-ftrodocioK  aection  !• 
covered  with  water.  A  portion  of  my  own  State  is  in  the  flooded 
region.  The  Senator  from  Soutli  Oantlina  (Mr.  Smith]  aug- 
gested  that  in  all  probability  a  million  balet*  have  bei>u  de- 
stroyed by  the  flood.  I  called  the  attention  of  the  committee  to 
the  fact  that  no  newsiiaper  had  meutloaed  the  damage  that 
was  done  by  the  flood  to  the  cotton  fields  of  the  South  and  that 
no  market  report  coming  out  from  New  York  had  even  men- 
tioned the  harmful  effects  the  flcxHl  had  had  on  the  production 
of  cotton.  Instead  of  the  bullish  elements  putting  the  price  up 
from  $5  to  $10  a  hale,  as  the  St>nator  from  South  OaroUna 
remarked  in  the  committee,  the  price  of  cotton  fell  off  $i  a  bale. 
Just  think  of  that,  Mr.  President! 

The  two  instances  that  I  have  mentioned  show  that  there  are 
active  agencies  at  work  to  depress  the  price  of  cotton.  The 
persistant  regularity  with  which  that  price- manipulation  bunch 
sucreiisfully  works  in  beating  down  the  price  of  cotton  In  the 
face  of  facts  that  Justify  an  advance  in  price  of  at  least  $20  a 
bale  convinces  me  that  thCTe  is  a  conspiracy  to  bold  down  the 
price  of  cotton. 

On  yesterday  while  I  was  calling  these  things  to  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  on  Agri<iilture  and  the  Farm  Board,  showing 
the  deplorable  condition  In  the  Cotton  Belt  and  submitting  tele- 
grams from  the  commissioners  of  agrlctilture  saying  that  the 
cotton  fanner  could  not  produce  cotton  for  less  than  20  cents  a 
pound,  that  the  price  at  cotton  to-day  Is  below  the  cost  of  pro- 
dtKtion,  and  that  a  terrible  storm  and  flood  were  destroying  the 
cottoa  crop  la  two  States,  what  do  you  suppose  was  happening 
on  the  New  York  Cotton  Exchange?  I  will  read  to  you  Its  own 
report  of  wliat  was  happening  there.  This  Is  a  special  to  the 
Washington  Star  of  last  night,  dated  New  York,  October  S : 

The  break  In  the  stock  market  and  better  weather  in  Eastern  States 
following  the  storm  created  enough  selling  pressure  to  cause  an  easier 
range  of  cotton  prices  to-d&y. 

Mr.  Presidmt,  I  have  Just  shown  that  a  destructive  flood  in 
two  cotton-growtng  States  did  not  cause  the  price  of  cotton  to 
advance  on  the  New  York  Exchange  during  that  time,  but  on 
the  contrary  the  spe<iilators  l»eat  down  the  i>rice  a  dollar  a  bale. 

The  damage  done  to  cotton  by  storm  and  flood  In  two  Stateti 
is  still  there,  and  the  statistical  position  of  cotton  showing  that 
the  price  should  be  much  higher  than  It  is  is  still  here,  but,  in 
si»ite  of  both,  the  cotton  exchange  fails  to  reflect  the  law  of  sup- 
ply and  demand  and  arbitrarily  breaks  the  price  of  cotton,  and 
among  the  excases  that  it  gives  is  that  we  are  now  having  better 
weather  in  tiie  Eastern  States. 

The  point  I  want  to  make  is  that  if  good  weather  in  the  Bastr 
em  States  will  help  break  the  price,  why  is  it  that  bad  weather, 
stormy  weather,  an.l  destructive  fl<)ods  in  two  of  the  large  cotr 
ton  States  will  not  advance  the  price?  Many  times  have  1  seen 
reports  coming  out  from  the  cotton  exchange  saying,  "Good 
rains  in  Texas  causetl  a  break  in  the  price  to-day,"  and  they 
would  use  news  of  a  shower  in  Texas  to  break  the  jwlce  of  cot- 
ton, frequently  $2.£iO  a  bale.  But  when  storm  and  flood  are 
raging  over  two  <«■  three  States,  checking  production  and 
destroying  cotton  already  made,  these  same  cotton  conspirators 
on  the  cotton  exchange  beat  down  the  price  of  cotton  a  dollar 

Senator  Smith,  fi*om  one  of  the  cotton-growing  States  or  the 
South,  has  stated  that  probably  a  million  bales  have  been  made 
worthli'ss  or  destrojed  by  the  storm  and  flood.  But  in  the  face 
of  all  that  the  prict;  of  cotton  breaks  on  the  New  York  Cotton 
Exchange. 

A  conspiracy  to  control  the  cotton  market  la  here  and  it  must 
be  expotsed  and  destroyed. 

I  want  to  call  tins  New  York  dispatch  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  again.  I  want  Senators  to  pay  particular  attention  to 
the  part  of  it  which  says  that  the  break  in  the  stock  market 
yesterday,  October  3,  broke  the  price  of  the  farmer's  cotton. 

Setiators,  there  is  something  for  us  to  seriously  consider.  Is 
speculating  in  fictitious  stocks  going  to  be  permitted  to  continue 
if  it  Injures  the  American  farmer  and  deprives  him  of  profitable 
prices  for  farm  products?  Are  we  going  to  permit  the  stock 
gamblers  of  the  Nation  to  make  a  Babylon  and  a  Monte  Carlo 
of  New  York  aty?  Are  the  funds  of  the  Nation  to  be  drawn 
into  that  gambling  den  to  the  hurt,  the  injury,  and  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  cotton  producers  and  other  farmers  in  the  United 
States? 

The  press  tells  us  this  morning  that  the  beara  w«e  success- 
ful and  that  prices  went  to  pieces  on  the  stock  exchange  yester- 
day and  the  buyers— bulla— lost  $2,000,000,000  in  a  single  day  I 
Think  of  it  I  Nearly  twice  the  amount  the  cotton  farmers  will 
receive  for  this  year's  crop  at  the  present  price  was  tossed  over 
the  board  by  gamblers  In  Wall  Street  on  yesterday :  and  yet  the 
farmers,  those  who  produce  that  which  feeds  and  clothes  the 
world,  can  not  get  money  enough  to  hold  their  produce  off  the 
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Market  until  they  can  compel  the  payment  of  a  price  tor  It  tbat 
will  yield  a  profit.  True,  the  Farm  Board  tells  me  that  It  la 
now  nefcotiating  with  our  cotton  farmers  and  is  going  to  aid 
them  financially  in  every  way  possible.  That  is  fine;  bnt  let 
us  do  it  quickly.  Senators,  some  of  you  have  been  here  longer 
in  tbo  service  than  I  have,  and  I  ask  you  to  join  me  in  ih'O- 
vidint;  waya  and  means  to  protect  the  American  farmer  from 
the  evil  effects  of  this  protracted  gambling  spree  that  is  gt^ng 
on  In  New  York  City. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  a^  the  Senator  from 
Alabamtt  a  question? 

The  V'ICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    Yes ;  I  yldd  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  While  1  have  been  somewhat  in  a]rmpathy 
^th  some  things  that  have  been  done  to  correct  the  present 
idtuatitm,  for  instance  the  raising  of  the  rediscount  rate  in  order 
to  check  the  flow  of  money  to  New  York,  that  action  has  been 
directly  reflected  in  the  lower  prices  of  agricultural  products, 
lias  it  not? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     It  has  not  helped  them. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  In  other  words,  if  money  costs  more,  an 
agricultural  product  will  buy  less  of  that  money.  What  I  had 
In  mind  was  this :  I  have  observed  that  the  rediscount  rate  has 
always  been  jumped  when  there  was  a  rising  market  In  say- 
ing that  I  am  not  trying  to  criticize  the  Federal  Reswore 
Board,  because  1  do  not  know  that  they  have  taken  into  consid- 
eration all  the  pt>8sibiiities  incident  to  increasing  the  rediscount 
rate,  but  whenever  there  has  been  a  bullish  tendency  there  tias 
been  a  jumping  of  the  rediscount  rate,  necessarily  follcwed  by 
a  slump.     I  wanted  to  call  that  to  the  Senator's  attention. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  observe  that  the  big  fellows 
who  gamble  on  the  stock  exchange  manage  somehow  to  get  all 
the  money  they  want ;  and  I  must  say  that  at  (Mie  time  several 
weeks  ago  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  waited  so  long  without 
Baying  anything  at  all  that  when  it  did  speak  it  left  the  impre^- 
Mon  that  the  board  had  come  to  the  rescue  of  the  t>ear  specu- 
lators when  they  ordered  a  raise  In  the  rediscount  rate  on 
money. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Sooth  Carolina  ? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carcrflna. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Along  the  line  indicated  by  the  Senator  frran 
Arkan.<<a8  [Mr.  CAaAWAV],  I  desire  to  say  that  under  the  terms 
of  the  law  that  regulates  the  intermediate  credit  banks,  which 
banks  were  instituted  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in  the  production 
of  crops,  those  banks  raised  their  rate  of  interest  1  per  oent  to 
meet  tliat  higher  rate  of  rediscount  They  began  loaning  money 
out  on  diattri  mortgages  and  liens  on  the  crops  at  6  per  cent, 
bnt  last  siting  the  distressed  agricultural  interests  In  the  cotton- 
growing  States  had  to  pay  a  7  per  cent  rate  of  discount.  The 
Intermediate  banks  heretofore  had  been  getting  their  money 
from  the  Federal  reserve  bank  or  from  the  Oovemment  Indi- 
rectly at  S  per  cent,  and,  as  the  intermediate  banks  under  the 
law  are  allowed  to  make  1  per  cent,  the  farmers  had  been  get- 
ting money  at  6  per  cent;  but  when  the  rate  of  discount  was 
raised  to  a  point  where  the  intermediate  banks  had  to  pay  6 
per  cent,  those  luinks  had  to  ctiarge  the  farmer  7  per  cent  In 
other  words,  the  increase  in  the  rediscount  rate  did  not  or 
could  not  serkmsly  affect  those  who  were  engaged  in  the  orgy 
of  gambling  in  stocks  in  New  York,  but  it  reflected  an  Injury  to 
every  agrlmltnral  interest  In  the  South,  not  only  lowering  the 
price  of  all  the  products,  because  there  was  less  money  to  Invest 
In  them,  hat  in  raising  the  rate  of  Interest  on  the  money  the 
farmers  had  to  borrow  through  their  Oovemment  agency  In 
order  to  make  a  crop.  This  I  kno^  personally,  because  I  went 
to  the  intermediate  credit  bank  in  Columbia,  8.  C,  and  asked 
wliy  they  had  raised  the  rate  of  interest  from  6  per  cent  to  7  per 
cent  "niey  replied  that  it  was  because  the  Federal  reserve 
bank  had  raised  the  rate  of  redlacount  1  per  cent  and  they  had 
to  reflect  that  Increase  in  their  charges. 

Mr.  HBITJN.  Then,  Mr.  President  we  have  readied  the 
point  where  the  rate  of  Interest  in  the  United  States  Is  to  be 
fixed  by  the  whim  and  caprice  of  the  stock  gamblers  in  New 
York,  because  whenever  the  Ftpderal  Reserve  Board  presumably 
seeks  to  regulate  wild  speculation  on  the  stock  exchange  by  In- 
creasing the  rediscount  rate,  it  increases  the  rate  of  interest  to 
the  farmer  and  to  everybody  who  is  engaged  In  other  kinds  of 
businras  in  the  country,  and  we  are  told  that  other  banks  follow 
suit.  The  manlpulatkm  of  the  rediscount  rate  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  Board  la  not  the  way  to  premt  gambling  in  fictitious 
stocks  and  In  farm  products  in  New  Turk  City;  Coognm  has 
got  to  take  actloii  to  curb  it, 
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]  will  ttil  you  what  we  should  do,  Mr.  President  We  should 
tax  gambling  stock  transactions.  If  we  desire  to  raise  revenue 
for  this  Oov^nment  we  should  put  the  hand  of  taxation  upon 
the  fictitious  and  watered  stocks  which  are  now  being  dealt  in 
every  day  upon  the  New  York  Stock  BxchanRe.  That  would 
at  least  slow  up  the  inexcusable  wildcat  speculation  and  gam- 
bliig  that  is  going  on  up  there.  Something  has  got  to  he  done 
an<i  done  speedily.  Certainly  this  great  Government  is  big 
enough  to  handle  this  question ;  and  certainly  we  in  the  legisla- 
tivii  halls  of  the  Nation  have  ability  enough  and  courage  enough 
to  ittack  this  giant  evil  and  go  to  the  rescue  of  the  farmers 
wh>  help  to  supj)ort  the  Nation  in  time  of  peace,  who  feed  Jind 
do  he  the  people,  and  who  help  to  fight  the  Nation's  battles  in 
tin  e  of  war. 

'  "hese  patriotic  farmers  of  our  country  are  now  being  held 
up  and  robl)ed  by  a  band  of  si)ecu}ative  marauders,  whoso  specu- 
lat  ve  deals  in  New  York  draw  the  money  supply  out  of  the 
vai  ious  States  of  the  Union  to  be  passed  over  the  counter  in 
the  gambling  operations  of  Wall  Street.  Then  perhaps  an  effort 
is  aiade  by  the  Fwleral  Reserve  Board  to  (jieck  them  after  they 
haie  it>een  allowed  to  run  wild  and  have  their  way  for  quite  a 
wh  le  by  raising  the  rediscount  rate  on  money,  which  action,  as 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  says,  further  penalizes  and 
pui  lishes  the  very  people  whom  the  Wall  Strt-et  bunch  have  been 
rotbing — the  petti>le  engaged  in  legitimate  business  out  in  all 
the  States  of  the  Union. 

'  "he  right  to  make  a  success  of  the  farming  business  and  the 
enterprise,  the  investments,  and  the  Industry  of  the  people  en- 
gan  ed  In  legitimate  business  all  over  the  country  must  not  be 
c<>i:  trolled  by  or  be  dependent  upon  the  success  or  failure  of  the 
gai  ibllng  transactions  of  New  York  cotton  or  stock  exchanges. 

I  insist  that  the  legitimate  business  needs  of  the  American 
pec  pie  be  served  first,  and  that  money,  which  is  the  lifebiood  of 
business,  shall  t>e  supplied  in  quantities  sufficient  to  meet  the 
rw  alrements  of  farmer,  merchant,  and  local  banker  and  every- 
bo<  y  else  in  every  community  in  the  United  States.  I  want  us  to 
dn  w  a  distinction  l)etween  legitimate  speculation  and  gambling 
operations  on  the  exchange. 

]  Ir.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

'  he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yie  d  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Yes;  I  gladly  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Teanessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Is  It  not  that  very  situation  that  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  has  been 
offered  to  this  bill  to  meet,  and  can  not  it  l>e  reached  in  that 
wa  r?  Can  not  such  operations  of  the  stock  exhangt^  as  those  to 
wb  ch  the  Senator  refers  be  taxed  under  the  pending  tariff  bill? 

]  Ir.  HEFLIN.  I  believe  that  an  amendment  i»roi)eriy  drawn 
wo  lid  be  germane  to  the  present  tariff  bill,  and  I  am  in  favor 
of  nn  amendment  that  will  tax  out  of  existence  all  fraudulent 
anj  fictitious  speculation  in  cotton  or  other  farm  products  or 
aginary  or  watered  stocks  on  the  stock  exchange. 

r.  SMITH.     Mr.  President 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     I>oes  the  Senator  from  Alabama 


d  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

r.  HEFLIN.     Certainly. 

r.  SMITH.  Along  the  line  indicated  by  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  and  the  proposed  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Vhginia  [Mr.  Glass],  let  me  say  that  I  am  not  in  favor  now  of 
giv  ng  any  hanking  institution,  whether  It  be  the  Federal  re- 
set re  bank  or  any  of  the  regional  banks,  the  right  to  try  to  con- 
tro  i  a  situation  such  as  this  by  raising  the  rate  of  discount. 
If  we  find  that  marginal  gambling  or  marginal  speculation  in 
sto  ;ks — not  actual  buying  and  selling,  but  gambling  on  margin — 
is  laving  this  effect,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  our  duty  to  outlaw, 
as  far  as  the  Federal  Government  may  outlaw,  that  kind  of 
pncedure. 

'  "he  point  I  am  making.  If  the  Senator  from  Alabama  will 
all  yw  me  further,  Is  this :  It  is  the  most  dangerous  thing  that 
ha  \  ever  been  incorporated  into  the  economic  life  of  this  country 
to  give  to  any  body  of  men  the  power  to  determine  what  one 
Is  ^Ing  to  do  with  the  money  which  is  furnished  on  collateral. 
SoTlong  as  the  ccdlateral  is  legitimate  banking  paper  and  is 
w(jrth  the  money  which  the  bank  has  let  the  borrower  have. 
it  lis  no  business  of  any  bank  or  any  ol  its  concern  what  the 
im  ivldual  does  with  the  money.  It  is  too  dangerous  to  grant 
sm  h  a  power.  It  is  giving  them  the  very  power  which  we  have 
dh  cussed  here  In  the  flexible-tariff  provision — the  right  t<>  deter- 
mVpe  when  a  thing  is  legitimate  in  Itself  and  when  it  is  illegal. 

for  one  am  willing  to  make  it  unlawful  to  do  the  things  that 
ar4  l>eing  done  and  restrict  our  l)anks  in  their  rate  of  discount 
to  .he  quality  ot  the  paper  which  they  may  have  and  the  volume 
tin  reoi,    I  IftkTe  no  sympathy  witii  the  effort  on  the  iwrt  of  the 
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Federal  Reserve  Board  and  allied  bankers  to  try  to  control  this 
situation  by  raising  or  lowering  the  rate  of  discount  Let  us 
clear  the  atmosphere  by  making  it  illegal  to  do  the  things  that 
have  brought  alxHit  the  present  condition. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President  there  is  a  great  deal  in  what 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  said.  Make  it  illegal  to 
carry  on  certain  kinds  of  speculative  transactions  on  the  cotton, 
grain,  and  stock  exciianges.  That  is  the  way  to  reach  Uie  para- 
sites, the  plunderers,  and  the  gambling  marauders.  I  would  not 
favor  taxing  legitimate  speculation  in  legitimate  contracts.  For 
instance,  if  a  person  had  bought  a  thousand  dollars  worth  of 
shares  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co.  or  any  other  sound 
and  valid  business  concern,  actual  shares  which  were  delivered 
to  the  purchaser,  and  he  or  she  had  decided  to  put  them  on  the 
market  and  sell  them,  I  would  not  Impose  a  tax  ui>on  that  char- 
acter of  contract  but  the  fact  remains  that  more  than  half  of 
the  contracts  dealt  in  on  the  New  Yort:  Stuck  Exchange  are  not 
of  that  character,  they  are  the  fictitious  and  imaginary  kind 
known  secretlj'  in  the  gamblers  list  as  fictitious  or  watered  stock. 
We  ought  to  designate  the  character  of  stock  transactions  which 
we  will  tax  so  as  not  to  hamper  legitimate  trade.  That  is  my 
position. 

I  do  not  want  to  hamper  legitimate  trade  in  any  mark<:t 
where  legitimate  transactlMis  constitute  the  order  of  business. 
But  we  could  and  should  pass  a  law  providing  how  long  the 
stock  deals  and  cotton  and  grain  deals  shall  be  carried  on  the 
speculative  exchange  before  there  is  a  final  settlement  and 
closing  out  from  time  to  time  of  all  transactions  and  contracts 
on  the  speculative  exchanges,  requiring  that  all  of  them  shall 
have  actual  cotton,  grain,  or  actual  stocks  back  of  their  con- 
tracts. If  we  will  do  that,  we  will  get  rid  of  this  demoralizing, 
damnable,  and  destructive  system  that  now  seriously  injures 
day  by  day  the  legitimate  business  of  the  American  people. 

1  will  tell  you,  Mr.  President,  that  what  is  happening  in  Wall 
Street  to-day  is  a  crying  shame.  The  gambling  operators  in 
Wall  Street  are  coaxing,  enticing,  and  luring  officials  and  clerks 
in  the  Government  service,  clerks  in  stwes,  cashiers  in  banks, 
and  presidents  of  banlts,  merchants,  and  some  farmers  into  the 
trap  of  their  speculating  scheme.  They  send  them  literature; 
they  urge  them  to  come  in  and  put  money  down ;  tell  their  soon- 
to-l)e- victims  how  much  money  they  can  soon  take  out,  and  cite 
them  to  somebody  supposedly  who  has  made  a  fortune  in  a  little 
while.  They  put  this  liait  out  and  draw  people  in,  and  when 
they  get  them  in — begin  to  feed  their  money  into  this  gambling 
ma<hine — the  gamblers  of  Wall  Street  keep  luring  them  on  and 
telling  them  to  stand  fast  until  they  get  it  all  in,  and  then  the 
crash  comes  and  they  go  down  in  the  crash,  and  all  they  put 
in  is  lost.  I  dare  say  that  after  that  crash  on  the  stock  ex- 
change in  New  York  yesterday  when  the  big  fish  ate  up  the  little 
fish  and  $2,000,000,000  were  lost  to  the  buyers  on  that  market 
many  a  poor  fellow  in  many  States  went  home  to  his  family 
with  his  money  all  gone,  home  mortgaged,  and  without  a  dollar 
in  the  world.  We  are  told  that  when  these  great  crashes  and 
losses  come,  many  of  these  deceived  speculators  commit  suicide. 
It  is  Impossible  to  get  the  truth  about  the  evil  effects  of  these 
gambling  transactions  on  the  exchange.  The  newspapers  can 
not  or  will  not  get  and  publish  it.  It  is  not  put>li.shed.  If  the 
truth  were  known,  I  dare  say  the  facts  would  show  that  hun- 
dreds of  people  have  killed  themselves  in  the  last  few  years  as 
the  result  of  Wall  Street  gambling  operations. 

Wliat  happened.  Mr.  President,  when  W.  P.  O,  Harding,  head 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  clamped  down  upon  loans  and 
stopped  the  Federal  reserve  banks  and  other  banks  from. ad- 
vancing money  on  farm  products  and  manufactured  goods  In 
1920?  He  raised  the  rediscount  rate  sky  high  and  it  produced 
a  panic.  What  else  liappened?  People  were  deprived  of  their 
rightful  money  supply  to  carry  on  their  business  and  they  were 
literally  held  up  and  robbed.  Fifteen  hundred  farmers  and 
bankers  killed  themselves  in  th(  South  and  West  They  were 
driven  to  deperation  by  these  conscienceless  speculators  In  and 
out  of  Government  position. 

Have  we  reached  a  point  here  where  this  gambling  organiza- 
tion has  so  terrorized  the  Government  and  t>ecome  so  strong 
and  powerful  in  the  United  States  that  the  machinery  of  the 
National  Government  Is  afraid  to  challenge  it  and  control  it? 
The  money  of  the  Nation  Is  being  drawn  into  Wall  Street  for 
gambling  purposes,  and  we  are  told  that  in  various  localities 
when  the  people  go  to  the  banks  and  ask  for  money  to  carry  on 
their  business  of  various  kinds  they  are  told  that  the  banks 
there  can  get  12  per  cent  in  New  York  City,  and  then,  of  course, 
if  the  borrower  can  get  a  loan  at  all  he  must  pay  a  rate  some- 
where In  that  neighborhood.  What  is  the  result?  Tlie  result  is 
that  local  wjterprise  is  being  stified  and  choked  to  death.  Busi- 
ness enterprises  fail  to  develop  in  various  communities  because 
citizens  in  those  communities  go  back  home  when  they  faU  to 


get  the  money  with  which  to  establish  and  Aertiop  such  enter- 
prises. 

Let  me  ask,  Mr.  President,  where  is  the  money  sui^v  of  tba 
Nation  going?  The  great  bulk  of  it  is  going  to  Wall  Street. 
Who  is  benefiting  by  pouring  this  immense  amount  of  money 
into  speculative  transactions  into  New  York?  The  sto<;k  gam- 
blers and  cotton  and  grain  gamblers  of  Wall  Street.  Who  is 
being  hurt  by  it?  The  cottun  farmers,  merchants,  and  bankers 
of  the  cotton-growing  States  and  the  people  all  over  the  Nation — 
the  patriotic  masses  of  America.    They  are  being  robbed  by  it 

The  question  is,  Will  the  Senate  be  big  enough  to  rise  up  and 
take  this  giant  evil  by  the  throat  and  tell  him  that  he  Is  not  big 
enough  to  control  the  Government  and  rob  the  peoirfe  by  govern- 
mental sanction ;  that  we  dare  to  check  him  and  to  regulate  him 
and  to  put  him  out  of  business,  if  necessary  to  eliminate  the 
evils  that  are  now  upon  us? 

I  want  to  separate  the  chaff  from  the  wheat.  I  want  legiti- 
mate speculation  put  on  one  side  and  gambling  operatio.is  on  the 
other,  and  I  am  ready  to  outlaw  the  gambling  operations.  I 
do  not  want  the  farming  operations  and  bther  legit imiite  busi- 
ness of  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  be  dependent  upon 
the  gambling  operations  of  Wall  Street.  Mr.  President,  on 
yesterday  the  report  of  the  New  York  Cotton  Exchange  told 
us,  I  repeat,  that  the  cotton  price  broke  because  of  a  break  of 
prices  on  the  stock  exchange. 

They  would  have  us  accept  the  gamblers'  theory  that  theaa 
interests  are  so  closely  related  now  that  the  farmers'  cotton 
and  grain  are  dependent  upon  the  successful  operation  and  the 
will  of  the  gambling  machine  of  Wall  Street  If  the  gambling 
machine  goes  wrong,  the  cotton  producers  of  America,  who 
supply  the  short  staple  white  cotton  used  the  world  over,  are 
punished  and  penalized.  They  are  penalized  when  that  situa- 
tion arises.  I  object  to  that.  I  resent  and  dare  to  chailenga 
that  position. 

Mr.  President  a  word  or  two  more: 

I  announced  before  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
yesterday  my  purpose  to  offer  a  resolution  to  Investigate  the  causes 
for  the  depression  in  the  price  of  cotton  and  to  make  a  thorough 
investigation  of  the  conspiracy  that  I  think  exists  to  hold  down 
the  price  of  cotton.  I  have  shown  you  why  cotton  should  ad- 
vance in  price.  Every  one  who  Is  well  informed  on  the  cotton 
situation  knows  that  under  the  free  and  fair  operation  of  the 
law  of  supply  and  demand  to-<lay  cotton  would  be  bringing  from 
23  to  24  cents  per  pound.  What  Is  it  that  is  holding  it  down? 
What  tdnd  of  a  conspiracy  is  in  league  with  the  stock  exdiange 
that  holds  this  price  down  when  the  worid  is  consuming  more 
American  cotton  than  we  are  producing  this  year?  We  are 
going  to  l>e  at  least  a  million  or  a  million  and  a  lialf  bales  short 
of  the  world  demand  for  American  cotton.  The  crop  Is  going 
to  be  shorter  than  the  world  need.  The  consumptive  demand 
has  been  greater  this  last  year  than  ever  before;  we  have 
actually  consumed  more  cotton  than  formerly,  and  we  have  ex- 
ported more  cotton  than  ever  before,  and  the  crop  is  going  to 
be  short  of  the  world  demand  by  at  least  a  million  bales. 

Now,  let  me  ask  in  all  fairness,  why  Is  it,  In  the  light  of  these 
facts  and  with  floods  over  two  cotton  States,  that  the  price  of 
cotton  breaks  a  dollar  a  bale  on  the  day  the  report  of  increased 
consumption  of  American  cotton  and  storm  and  flood  damage  to 
American  cotton  is  made,  and  yesterday  this  report  tells  us 
that  the  price  of  cotton  broke  because  {nriees  on  the  stock  ex- 
change broke? 

Does  not  that  tell  us  that  it  ia  time  for  action  by  Congress? 

Mr.  President  I  want  to  go  into  this  thing  and  get  tlie  whola 
truth.  I  will  read  you  the  Associated  Press  report  of  to-day  of 
the  proceedings  before  our  committee  yesterday. 

This  dispatch  was  sent  to  the  New  York  World  from  Wash- 
ington by  the  Associated  Press. 

The  first  fair  report  given  by  that  news  service  since  we 
started  the  hearings  on  the  members  of  the  Farm  Board : 
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HSrUK     WANTS     COTTOir     QOIZ — SUSPECTS     P»IC«     COWSPtaACT WHI 

BUCKS     WHKAT    INQ0IBT 

Wasbimotok,  October  8. — Senator  Haruir  (Democrat  AlAbama)  nld 
before  the  Setuite  Agrlcoltnral  Committee  tcv-day  tliat  he  woald  sliortly 
ask  an  inveBtigation  by  the  Senate  to  determine  whether  there  la  "  a 
conspiracy  to  depresa  the  price  of  cotton." 

"  I  myaelf  think  there  la  a  conspiracy  to  depresa  the  price  of  cotton,'* 
Senator  Hstlin  said,  "  I  don't  know  whether  the  textiles  are  in  It  I 
don't  know  whether  Clayton-Anderaon  axe  in  it  But  I  am  going  to  have 
It  inTeettgated." 

Senator  Whkkleb  (Democrat,  Montana)  told  Senator  Hivlin  be 
would  aupport  the  investigation  if  it  were  broadened  to  include  wheat 
prlcea. 

I  said  "Textile  Institute  and  Anderson-Clayton  &  (>).  and 
McFadden,"  so  they  did  not  report  me  accoratedy  after  alL 
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Here  Is  the  Wall  Street  JoanuU  of  to-day : 

[From  the  Wall  Street  Journal,  WaablDgton  Bor«ati] 

BSTLm    FLAHKINO    COTTOW    INQOHIT — PBOPOflXS     DTrBSTTGATIOW     0»    UOW 

PKICa TBAOCI,  rSCIT   UA3I,  BXVOU  SKMATB 

Wasoinotos. — Notice  w«a  serred  by  Senator  Bcruii  (Democrat, 
Alabama)  that  be  waa  preparing  a  resolution  tor  a  Senate  Inveatlgation 
of  reaaona  for  low  cotton  prlcea  In  spite  of  balllsb  factors  whicii  shoold 
bare  sent  cotton  prices  np.  The  flood  in  Georgia,  Soutb  Carolina,  and 
Alabaaa,  according  to  Senator  Smith  (Democrat,  South  Carolina), 
ruined  probably  l.(XX),000  bale*  of  cotton,  beoator  Smith  will  assist 
the  Alabama  Senator  in  getting  action  on  bis  proposal. 

The  announcemest  of  Senator  Hbflim's  proposed  cotton  inveatigation 
came  during  consideration  of  Federal  Farm  Board  members'  naininatlon 
by  Senate  Agriculture  C^ommlttee.  x 

Mr.  President,  we  are  right  in  the  midst  of  the  cottoD-selling 
season  in  the  Soatb.  Tbe  fanner  is  bringing  into  the  nuirket 
place  the  fraiti  of  liia  tulL  He  is  right  ap  against  tbe  harvest 
time.  He  must  now  cash  in  tbe  farm  products  that  be  has 
toiled  the  year  through  to  produce;  and  when  he  reaches  the 
market  place  and  aslis  wiiat  the  price  is,  and  they  tell  him  it  is 
$1  or  12  a  bale  lower  from  the  price  that  obtained  yesterday, 
wt^u  be  started  from  home  to  tbe  maiicet.  He  inqaire.s  "  What 
is  the  matter?  "  Then  somebody  reads  him  tbe  notice  in  tbe 
newspapers  that  the  price  of  stocks  broke  on  the  New  York  Stock 
EiXchange,  and  therefore  the  price  of  cotton  went  down,  and 
because  of  that  yon  will  have  to  suffer  and  be  penalized  for  the 
break  on  the  stock  exchange  in  New  York.  You  had  nothing 
to  do  with  it,  of  coorae.  You  went  to  work,  an  honest,  faithful 
American  citlxen,  to  make  your  crop  and  support  yourself  and 
your  family,  and  you  hare  come  to  the  market  place  to  cash  in 
OD  your  products.  You  are  entitled,  by  every  rule  of  right  and 
law  of  justice,  to  get  a  price  that  will  cover  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction and  yield  you  a  profit ;  and  when  you  come  to  the  mar- 
ket place  they  tell  you  that  this  inexcusable  and  indefensible 
situation  exists.  You  say.  "  What  about  the  law  of  supply  and 
demand?  We  are  not  making  enough  cotton  to  meet  tbe  world's 
demand.  Tbe  increased  consumption  of  cotton  is  shown  on 
every  band.  Our  export  trade  has  increased,  and  tbe  floods 
have  destroyed  a  large  portion  of  the  crop  in  two  States,  and 
partly  in  another,  and  cotton  prices  are  down."  Then  they  tell 
you  it  is  all  becau.<:e  of  rain  In  the  East,  and  because  of  a  break 
in  the  price  of  stocks  on  tbe  stock  exchange. 

Senators,  when  will  we  wake  up  to  our  duty  and  responsibility 
in  tbe  matter  of  looking  after  those  who  sent  us  here?  This  is 
tbe  place  to  protect  them.  If  a  monstrous  evil  has  sprung  up  in 
New  York  City,  and  you  can  not  cbeck  it  and  control  It,  it  ought 
to  be  destroyed.  It  has  t>ecome  the  Babylon  of  our  country,  the 
Monte  Carlo  of  tbe  Nation,  the  Sodom  and  Gomorrah  of  the 
United  States,  drawing  In  tbe  money  supply  of  the  Nation  and 
destroying  tbe  businesa  enterprises  of  the  masses  of  the  people 
in  every  locality  in  tbe  country. 

Mr.  President,  something  should  be  done;  and  I  am  going  to 
pre>4ent  this  resolution  to  the  Senate.  I  want  an  investigation 
of  the  unscrupulous,  evil,  and  criminal  forces  that  are  holding 
down  the  price  of  cotton  when  all  the  facts  concerning  cotton 
warrant  a  much  higher  price  for  cotton.  Tbe  cotton  producer 
is  entitled  to  a  price  that  will  yield  him  a  protit  The  Farm 
Board  is  ready  to  cperate,  some  ot  its  members  tell  us.  Some 
of  tbe  members  have  cMivlnced  me  that  they  want  to  do  all  they 
can  and  that  they  will.  Some  of  the  others  have  not  convinced 
me  so  favorably,  and  I  am  not  going  to  announce  yet  what  I 
shall  do  when  some  of  tbem  come  np  for  final  coufinnation ;  but 
we  should  do  something  now.  We  most  take  the  Wall  Street 
wolves  off  tbe  trail  of  tbe  cotton  producers.  The  wolves  of 
Wall  Street  are  howling  about  the  doors  of  tbe  cotton  producers 
of  the  South. 

Mr.  Presidmt,  these  w(^es  of  low  cotton  prices  are  sounding 
the  alarm  of  distreaa  and  poverty  through  the  Cotton  Belt,  and 
they  are  literally  devouring  the  substance  of  the  cotton  farmers 
and  leaving  behind  tbem  distress  and  poverty  in  tbe  cotton- 
producing  States. 

With  the  prices  that  we  are  paying  to^lay  for  ftirm  imple- 
ments, for  fertlllaer,  for  poisoit  for  the  boll  weeivil,  for  labor 
in  producing  and  for  ginning,  picking  the  cotton,  and  marketing, 
we  can  not  make  anything  selling  it  even  at  20  cents  a  pound ; 
and  yet  to-day  it  is  selUng  for  about  17  V^  cents  in  the  market 
places  ot  tbe  South ! 

Mr.  President,  1  appeal  to  Senators  to  aid  me,  as  some  around 
me  tell  me  they  will,  in  the  passage  of  this  resolutlcm  when  I 
bring  it  at  an  early  date  to  the  attention  of  tbe  Senate. 

I  want  to  say  thla  in  conclusion : 

If  we  can  not  regulate  the  cotton  exchanges,  they,  too,  mnst 
g«L  A  cotton  exrhange  that  doea  not  help  to  diatribute  tbe 
crop.  Ikat  doM  not  operata  to  the  advantage  ot  the  prodocers. 
is  a  deadly  evU  in  Che  land.  If  the  cotton  exchange  does  not 
truly  reflect  the  law  of  mgistj  and  demand,  it  is  a  robber  band 
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hold  ng  np  tbe  farmer  and  pillaging  and  plundering  him.  If 
we  <an  not  regulate  them,  they  mu.st  be  abolished.  I  will  tell 
you  what  we  can  do.  We  can  put  an  amendment  on  this  tariff 
bill  taxing  to  tbe  uttermost  every  unworthy  fictitious  contract 
that  they  handle.  That  will  raise  you  a  lot  of  money  That 
will  make  these  gentlemen  sit  up  and  take  notice  when  they 
get  lip  there  around  the  exchange  and  toss  their  coin,  ill  gotten, 
to  b»at  down  tbe  price  of  the  farmer's  product  and  send  hira 
homis  from  the  market  place  empty-handed,  with  debts  unpaid, 
to  greet  wife  and  children  when  be  returns,  expecting  ro<k19 
fron  town,  and  he  tells  tbem,  "  I  could  not  get  anything  for 
you    I  did  not  get  enough  for  my  cotton  even  to  pay  my  debts." 

8«  nators,  that  Is  what  is  going  on  in  the  South ;  and  I  appeal 
to  y  ^  for  aid  when  this  matter  comes  to  your  attention. 

M '.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  Pince  this  question  has  arisen  I 
wan  to  submit  some  tables  that  were  fumiahed  me  by  the 
Stat  stical  Bureau  of  the  Agricultural  Department.  I  am  doing 
this  In  order  to  reach  as  many  as  possible  who  are  not  advised 
as  t(  tbe  facts,  which,  I  admit,  were  a  startling  revelation  to  me. 

T!  e  member  of  the  Farm  Board  who  was  designated  specifl- 
call;!  to  represent  cotton  on  that  board  was  alleged  to  have  said 
that  the  present  price  of  cotton  was,  perhaps,  about  right.  When 
he  dime  before  the  committee  I  asked  him  if  he  bad  made  that 
statement  After  some  little  colloquy,  he  said  he  thought  a 
cent  or  a  cent  and  a  quarter  above  the  present  price  level  was 
about  right  I  asked  him  upon  what  he  based  tlwt  statement; 
and,  as  well  as  I  can  give  the  substance  of  his  reply,  he  said 
that  conditions  would  not  warrant  a  higher  price.  T  wanted 
blm  to  be  more  sjieciflc  as  to  conditions.  I  asked  him  if  he 
kne^r  what  was  the  average  price  of  middling  cotton — which  Is 
the  (tandard  that  he  quoted,  %-inch  length  of  staple — for  the 
last  10  years,  from  1919  to  August  1,  1929,  inclusive.  He  gave  a 
figuie:  but  I  have  before  me  the  facts  as  furnished  me  by  the 
Oov(  rnment. 

Fiom  1919  to  August  1,  1929,  the  average  price  of  middling 
cott<in  was  22.57  cents,  of,  in  round  numbers,  22%  cents.  I  then 
askc  1  him  if  22%  cents  was  so  disastrous  as  to  cause  his  chief, 
the  'resident,  to  call  an  extra  session  of  Congress  to  relieve  the 
hanlruptcy  and  distress  that  grew  out  of  an  average  price  of 
22%  cents,  what  kind  of  relief  he  proposed  to  give  upon  an 
aver  ige  of  17  cents,  which  was  $25  a  bale  less  than  the  average 
pric4  of  cotton,  whldi  average  has  preciintated  bankruptcy  and 
ruin, 

I  i  uggest  to  Senators  that  they  read  his  reply.  He  and  others 
said  tbe  law  of  Rui^ly  and  demand  would  control,  in  spite  of 
anyt  ling  we  might  set  up  In  the  way  of  governmental  machinery. 
1  sal  d,  "  Let  us  take  the  supply  of  American  cotton.  What  has 
been  the  average  production  ov«^  10  years  and  the  average  con- 
8tun;  ttion  of  American  cotton  in  the  world?"  Nobody  seemed 
exat  Uy  ready  to  give  the  figures.  I  had  received  them  that 
morning  from  the  department,  and  here  they  are.  From  1919 
to  iagust  1,  1929,  the  average  production  of  American  cotton 
of  a  1  kinds  and  grades  was  12,698.217  bales.  That  was  the 
avenge  yearly  production.  The  average  cc»n8umptlon  in  the 
worl  1  for  the  same  period  was  13,194.5(X)  bales.  In  other  words, 
we  irere  falling  short  annually  in  tbe  neighborhood  of  three- 
qtiar  .evs  of  a  million  bales  of  producing  enough  to  meet  the  world 
cons)  imption  of  American  cotton. 

I  idmit  that  that  feature  was  a  revelation  to  me.  I  had 
thou  fht,  from  all  the  propaganda  that  had  gone  otit,  that  we 
were  crucifying  ourselves  with  overproduction. 

In  order  that  the  Senate,  and  those  who  read  what  I  have  to 
say,  may  thoroughly  understand,  we  never  produce  what  Is 
comi  aonly  known  as  an  exportable  surplus  in  the  sense  that 
whei  I  our  cotton  goea  out  It  meets  the  competition  of  other  cot- 
tons grown  in  the  world.  That  is  only  partly  true  In  the 
coar  ler  manufactures,  such  as  cordage  and  bags,  where  short 
stap  e  may  be  used,  but  In  the  great  primary  use  to  which  cotton 
is  pit,  in  the  form  of  clothing  and  fine  sheetings  and  laces, 
America  has  no  competition  in  the  world,  as  I  will  show  by  a 
taW< '.  We  produce  about  80  per  cent,  or  perhaps  more,  of  tho 
cott<n  the  world  needs  for  its  finer  and  more  commonly  n.^^ed 
goods. 

W;  have  fallen  behind  In  production  to  meet  consumption 
som(  thing  like  three-quarters  of  a  million  bales  on  tbe  average 
for  be  lafit  10  years.  Yet  a  remarkable  thing  has  occurred.  I 
will  mention  a  very  startling  fact 

I  lave  here  information  as  to  tbe  consumption  of  American 
cott(  u  by  years,  not  for  10  years  but  for  ei^ough  to  show  what 
I  wiint  to  indicate.  In  1924-25  the  world's  consumption  of 
American  cotton  was  13,256,000  bales. 

In  order  that  Senators  may  understand  the  double  snnual 
figor  a,  the  cotton-marketing  year  Is  from  August  1  to  Augu.'<t  1, 
beca  ise  the  crt>p  begins  to  come  In  and  the  crop  then  produced 
is  su  ;>pofled  to  be  conaomed  by  the  Ist  (^  the  next  August. 
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In  1925-26  the  world's  con*iumption  was  13,730,000  bales. 
That  brought  us  up  to  August  1,  1926. 

From  August  1,  1926,  to  August  1,  1927,  the  world  conmimed 
15,780,000  bales  of  American  cotton,  2,000,000  bales  more  than 
had  ever  been  consumed  in  a  like  period  in  the  history  of 
American  cotton  consumption. 

In  1927-28  the  world  consumed  15,538.000  bales,  and  from 
1928  up  to  August  1,  1929,  It  constmied  15.076.000  bales. 

Therefore  the  average  consumption  exceeded  production  for 
the  10-year  period  by  something  like  three^juarters  of  a  million 
bales. 

During  that  time  the  average  price  In  the  market  was  22% 
cents.  To-day  the  average  price  of  middling,  whidi  is  tbe  stand- 
ard quote^l— so  many  cents  off  for  the  grades  below  and  so 
much  on  for  tbe  grades  above — Is  17  cents,  $27.50  a  bale  less 
now  than  It  was  for  the  pre<-eding  10-year  period.  Yet  we  were 
Boleranly  told  in  the  committee  that  the  drcunistances  would 
not  Justify  any  Increase  in  price,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  we 
were  pnKludng  less  than  the  world  was  consuming  and  In  spite 
of  the  further  fact  that  the  probable  yield  this  year  would  be 
anywhere  from  a  million  and  a  half  to  two  million  bales  less 
than  we  had  produced  heretofore. 

What  elements  would  any  economist  say  would  tend  to  raise 
the  price  of  a  commodity  above  a  10-year  average  that  had  been 
disastrous?  He  would  say  that  a  greater  demand  would  tend  to 
raise  tbe  price.  That  has  been  taught  from  the  time  of  Adam 
Smith  up  to  tbe  present. 

We  have  the  Government's  figures,  not  mine,  to  show  that  we 
are  rtmning  a  million  bales  l)ebind  consumption,  and  would  not 
have  had  enotxgh  American  cotton  to  meet  the  demand  had  there 
not  been,  according  to  the  statistician,  some  of  whose  statements 
I  doubt,  a  reserve  or  carry-over  that  had  accimiulated  through 
certain  previous  years. 

I  further  investigated  this  question,  and  I  found  that  the 
Government  informed  me  that  there  were  10  per  cent  more 
orders  on  tbe  desks  In  the  hands  of  American  manufacturers 
than  there  were  a  year  ago,  that  these  figures  were  correct, 
they  were  running  full  time  to  meet  their  orders;  that  though 
there  were  10  per  cent  more  orders,  and  the  production  was 
2,000.000  bales  less,  yet  cotton  was  17  cents  a  pound,  against 
an  average  of  22  cents  a  p<iund. 

We  call  the  Farm  Board  Into  existence  to  study  these  very 
facts,  and  It  can  be  imagined  how  shocked  and  startled  I  was  to 
hear  the  one  who  was  supposed  to  have  In  diarge  the  cotton- 
relief  feature  of  this  board  state  that  he  thought  the  proper 
figure  would  be  about  a  cent  and  a  quarter,  which  would  put 
the  price  at  about  18%.  which  would  be  about  $22.50  a  bale  less 
than  the  average,  under  which  average  I  and  other  cott<m  men 
were  practically  ruined. 

I  am  making  this  statement,  and  putting  these  facts  before 
the  Senate,  in  order  that  what  may  come  up  hereafter  may  be 
interpreted  in  tbe  light  of  what  1  state  here  on  this  floor. 

We  are  not  producing  enough  cotton  for  the  world's  demand 
and  con.sumptlon.  We  have  no  competitor.  We  bear  a  great 
deal  of  talk  about  bow  much  cotton  Is  produced  in  China, 
(^ina  does  not  exiK>rt  a  bale.  We  hear  a  great  deal  about  bow 
much  is  produced  in  India.  I  have  the  statistics  as  to  those 
facts,  which  I  ask  to  have  inserted  In  the  Rjdc(»d  at  the  con- 
clusion of  my  remarks. 

Tho  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  Is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  have  statistics  showing  the 
length  of  staple  made  by  any  other  country  that  produces  cot- 
ton. India  cotton  runs  one-half  inch,  some  varieties  tbirteen- 
sixteeuths.  but  a  very  small  percentagre.  There  is  the  Egyptian 
cotton,  which  does  not  enter  Into  competition  with  any  other 
cotton  I  know  of  produced  in  America,  except  a  California 
variety.  It  is  a  very  long-staple  cotton,  use<l  for  a  very  specific 
purpose,  and  never  in  the  history  of  Egyi)t  have  they  made  a 
million  bales  of  that  cotton.  It  is  in  a  class  by  itself.  It  does 
not  come  in  competition  with  any  cotton  we  produce.  Some  of  it 
use4l  to  come  in  competition  with  the  sea-island  cotton  grown 
ofl'  our  coast,  which  cotton  the  boll  weevil  destroyed.  So  that 
to  all  intents  and  purposes  out  of  the  25,000,000  bales  of  cotton 
made  in  all  the  world  we  have  practically  a  monopoly  of  all  that 
is  exported  and  consumed  in  the  world. 

India  pn>duces  5,000,000  bales,  we  produce  15.000,000  bales, 
and  the  total  world  production  is  an  average  of  23,000,000 
bales. 

In  this  table  the  total  India  production  is  shown  to  have 
been  about  5,000.000  bales.  A  certain  variety  ran  fifteen-six- 
teenths of  an  incl),  another  variety  thirteen-sixteenth;  but 
1.791,000  ran  between  thirteen-sixteenth,  which  la  below  our 
contract  delivery  price,  and  one-half. 


This  table  gives  the  difTerwit  divisions  !n  India  where  the 
cotton  Ls  produced,  and  then  shows  that  about  4,C)00.';)00  bales 
is  produced  in  the  world  besides,  which  includes  Anglo-Egj-ptian, 
Sudan,  Turkey,  Russia,  China,  and  Brazil,  all  of  which  was 
consumed  at  home  and  did  not  enter  into  competition  at  all, 
(.xcept  as  it  might  as  to  certain  varieties  or  certain  characters 
of  goods  made. 

England,  through  its  vast  capital  Invested  in  and  around 
Lancashire  and  Leeds;  Germany,  Italy,  all  of  the  European 
countries,  are  absolutely  dependent  upon  the  American  cotton 
crop:  but  with  the  demand  exceeding  the  supply  the  price  haa 
been  going  down.    It  has  gone  dowti  $22.50  a  bale. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  referred  to  a  situation  Avhlch  has 
never  occurred  tjefore  since  I  have  been  studying  the  problem  of 
tbe  production  and  marketing  of  cotton.  The  crop-cKtimatlng- 
board  report  of  August  indicated  about  fifteen  and  one-half  mil- 
lion bales,  as  I  remember.  Its  next  report  reduced  the  estimate 
700,(X)0  bales  on  account  of  tbe  ravages  of  insects  and  unfavor- 
.ble  weather.  The  market  shot  up  a  few  pcMnts  and  then  steadily 
declined. 

Between  the  time  that  report  was  made  and  that  which  will 
come  out  on  the  8th  of  October  we  have  had  a  disastrr.ns  storm, 
perhaps  as  disastrous  In  its  effect  on  cotton  as  the  storm  of  1927, 
when  I  came  before  the  Senate  and  asked  for  an  appropriation 
of  $15,000,000,  which  the  Senate  granted  without  a  disswiting 
vote;  perhaps  as  dlsastrotis  on  the  cotton-producing  States  of 
Alal>ama,  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  and  North  Carolina  as  that 
stM-m.  While  tbe  storm  was  raging  cotton  declined  In  price. 
Not  only  was  it  Indicated,  l)efore  the  storm  occurred,  that  the 
yield  of  American  cotton  would  he  less  than  the  world  consump- 
tion by  a  million  and  a  half  bales,  but  here  was  a  disaster  in 
the  form  of  a  storm,  coming  at  a  time  when  not  another  boll 
would  mature,  not  another  lock  would  be  made,  and  when  what 
was  deducted  from  the  crop  could  not  be  recouped.  On  top  of 
that,  and  while  the  storm  waa  raging,  cotton  went  down  a  dollar 
a  bale,  and  continued  down  until  it  is  down  more  than  $2  a  bale, 
or  40  pointa 

Mr.  President  you  can  imagine  and  my  colleagues  can  imagine 
what  effect  it  had  on  me  when  a  representative  of  the  board 
appointed  to  look  after  the  cotton  business  said  that  he  thought 
perhaps  18%  cents  was  all  the  conditions  would  Justify.  I  have 
stated  the  conditions.  They  startled  me.  I  knew  our  exports 
had  exceeded  anything  ever  before  In  the  history  of  cotton,  I 
knew  that  the  consumption  in  America  had  increased,  but  I  did 
not  know  that  the  world  consumption  of  American  cotton  had 
increased  In  one  year  2,000,000  bales  above  the  preceding  year, 
and  that  it  had  kept  np  that  pace  for  the  last  three  years.  I 
did  not  dream  of  such  an  advance.  I  did  not  dream  that  such 
an  advance  had  taken  place.  If  those  figures  are  correct  then 
we  have  no  reserve  at  all.  The  spinners  of  the  world  are  con- 
suming the  cotton  so  that  the  carry-over  or  reserve  is  now  either 
pledged  or  in  the  process  of  conversion,  and  yet  the  price  goes 
down  $20  a  bale. 

I  a^  my  colleagues  what  kind  of  circumstances  would  Justify 
a  rise?  Some  one  responds  that  tbe  law  of  supply  and  demand 
will  probably  control  the  iHlce.  But  here  we  have  a  greater 
demand  than  we  have  supply  and  yet  the  price  goes  down. 
Whatever  else  may  be  said,  every  scientist  that  has  investigated 
tbe  peculiar  qualities  of  cotton  as  ccnnpared  with  wool  or  edlk 
says  that  it  has  no  competitor.  It  Is  not  subject  to  deterioration 
under  certain  conditions  like  the  other  products.  Every  man 
who  has  studied  tbe  question,  and  surely  the  board  have  done  so. 
knows  that  its  uses  have  spread  and  multiplied  until  the  world 
now  is  consuming  more  than  America  jH-oduces.  and  yet  the  price 
goes  down.  That  is  tbe  question  I  ask  you :  If  the  law  of  sup- 
ply and  demand  were  operating,  what  would  the  result  be?  The 
law  of  supply  and  demand  can  not  be  overcome,  It  Is  said,  but 
some  one  has  overcome  It  in  this  case. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH.     Certainly. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Perhaps  the  Senator  has  already  given 
the  figures,  but  I  would  be  glad  to  know  whether  any  cotton  is 
imported  Into  the  United  States ;  and  If  so,  how  much.  Can  the 
Senator  give  me  the  figures? 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  think  we  Imported  something  like  360.000  or 
400,000  bales,  but  It  is  a  peculiar  quality  of  cotton  that  we  do 
not  raise  here  at  all,  and  so  it  does  not  come  in  competition 
with  our  cotton. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  merely  wish  to  know  the  facts  as  to 
the  quantity.  For  my  own  Information  will  tbe  Senator  tell 
me.  because  I  have  offered  an  amendment,  which  I  hope  will 
be  adopted,  providing  for  a  tariff  on  Icmg-staple  cotton. 

Mr.  SMITH.  That  is  the  kind  of  cotton  that  is  imported 
and  comes  In  cmnpetitlon  with  as. 
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Mr.  SMORTRIDGE.  Has  tlie  Senator  fnmlahed  those 
flg:nre8? 

Mr.  8MITH.  I  have  not  got  them  here,  because  I  Intended 
my  remarkii  to  be  along  another  line,  and  I  did  not  think  I 
would  be  called  npoii  for  them. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  fnmi  Sooth  Caro- 
lina jleld  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  figures  the  Senator  has  glren  are  somewhat 
astonishing  to  me,  especially  in  the  range  of  price.  I  under- 
stood that  when  we  produced  17,000,000  bales  it  wus  more  than 
oar  needs  and  that  we  got  less  for  the  17,000,000  bales  than  we 
did  for  the  14,000.000  bales  the  year  before,  when  we  produced 
a  Uttle  below  our  needs. 

Mr.  SMITH.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  FESS.  If  the  figures  the  Senator  has  given  are  quite 
accurate,  it  raises  a  question  that  I  can  not  answer  and  that 
I  can  not  understand. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  should  like  to  read  to  the  Senator  some  of  the 
ranges  of  price  that,  perhapa,  would  elucidate  the  very  point 
he  raises,  but  I  am  xinable  to  place  my  hand  on  them  Just  at 
the  moment.  However,  there  was  a  difference  and  a  fluctua- 
tion, and  that  is  what  I  am  talking  about  now.  We  prodaced 
17.000,000  bales  in  one  year  and  the  price  went  down.  It  was 
said  that  we  had  overproduced.  Everybody  took  that  as  an 
irresistible  fact  in  trade,  and  we  took  our  medicine.  When  we 
made  a  smaller  crop  the  aggregate  money  that  we  received  for 
the  smaller  crop  was  greater  than  the  aggregate  amount  received 
for  the  greater  crop.  But  now  for  the  last  10  years  we  have 
produced  approximately  a  mlUlon  bales  less  annually  than  the 
world  consumes.  The  price  at  the  hi^  peak  in  about  1919 
waa  42  cents  basis  middling,  and,  curiously  enough,  in  1920,  the 
year  of  d^ation,  in  the  spring,  cotton  was  bringing  40  cents  a 
pound,  with  no  diminution  in  consiumptlon ;  but  with  an  increase 
in  consumption  and  a  decrease  In  production  it  tnroke  from  42 
cents  down  to  8  cents  a  pound. 

The  Soiator  from  Ohio  haa  asked  me  the  very  question  that  Is 
bothering  me  Here  we  are  running  behind  a  million  iMiles  a 
year  and  yet  the  price  la  declining.  These  are  the  Oovemment 
figures  I  am  giving,  not  mine.  The  consumption  in  192(!»-a6  was 
13,700,000  bales  and  in  11106-27  it  was  15,000,000  bales. 

Mr.  SHOBTRIDOE.  What  of  production  in  other  countries? 
Has  the  Senator  covered  that  information? 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  will  give  the  figures  to  show  that  the  relative 
production  nH  the  wtwld  luu  not  kept  pace  with  ours  over  a  part 
of  this  period,  whi<^  will  give  a  substantial  answer  to  the 
question  the  Senator  asks. 

The  Senator  must  understand  that  China,  Braail,  and  the 
Argentine  do  not  export  any  cotton.  In  1934-25  the  world  pro- 
duction o<  cotton,  that  is  the  estimated  production,  was  23,294,000 
bales.  In  19eZ5-^tt  there  were  24,681,000  bales  produced.  In 
1928-27  the  world  produced  26,141,000  bales.  That  was  an  in- 
crease of  about  2,500,000  bales.  That  was  the  first  year  that  the 
world  consumed  15,780,000  l>ales  of  American  cotton.  There  is 
a  curious  coincidence,  that  the  world's  greatest  production  in 
five  years  of  ^141.000  bales  should  witness  the  greatest  con- 
sumption of  American  cotton. 

In  1927-28  tlie  world  production  of  cott(m  dropped  off  to 
25,965,000  bales  and  this  last  year,  after  August  1.  It  was 
25^800.000  bales,  showing  tliat  though  we  increased  the  world 
production  was  decreasing.  India  produced  an  avoage  of  54MX),- 
000  bales  of  cotton  per  year  during  that  time.  Egypt  produced 
alKMit  950,000  bales  per  year  during  that  time.  Those  are  the 
two  countries  that  exp(»-t  cotton.  Sundries — that  is,  such  coun- 
tries as  Anglo-Egyptian,  Sudan,  Turkey,  Russia,  China— priced 
about  4.000.000  bales  of  cotton.  When  we  take  the  character  of 
the  Indian  cotton  and  the  character  of  the  Eg3a>tian  cotton  and 
eliminate  tiiem  from  competition  with  the  American  cotton,  we 
find  that  we  have  no  competitors  in  the  world  in  the  ordinary 
use  of  cotton  in  snch  textiles  as  a  tariff  is  being  provided  for 
here,  and  yet  in  view  of  these  startling  facts — and  they  were 
startling  to  me  when  I  had  them  presented  in  the  committee — 
the  price  of  cotton  to-day  has  declined.  From  August  1  to  date, 
because  we  have  entered  the  consuming  year  of  1929-30,  whi<^ 
will  end  August  1.  1930.  the  export  per  month  is  exceeding  the 
export  In  those  years.    We  have  consumed  16,500,000  bales 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  in  the  chair).  Does 
M^  Senator  from  South  Carolina  ylrfd  to  the  Senator  from 
OhJo?_ 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  In  the  study  of  the  price  currwit  on  cotton  T  had 
assumed  tliat  the  fall  in  the  price  was  due  to  what  I  called  an 
overproduction  of  the  artide. 

Mr.  SMITH.    So  had  L 
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Ml,  FESS.  And  then  I  also  assumed  that  the  reduction  of 
the  t  emand  was  due  largely  to  the  change  of  fashions  in  women's 
garn  ents  and  also  to  the  substitution  of  rayon. 

Ml,  SMITH.  I  admit  frankly  to  the  Senator  I  never  was 
more  startled  in  my  life.  I  knew  there  was  an  increased  con- 
sumition,  but  nothing  like  this. 

Ml .  FESS.  I  am  wondering  whether  the  Senator's  figures  are 
accuiate.  They  seem  to  contradict  all  laws  of  suw^Iy  and 
dems  nd. 

Ml.  SMITH.  These  figures  are  kept  by  the  Census  Bureau, 
they  are  kept  by  the  Bureau  of  Statistics,  and  confirmed  by  Mr. 
Fest<  r,  the  greatest  cotton  statistician  in  the  world.  That  is  the 
soune  of  all  our  information. 

Ml.  SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President 

Tt  ?  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Caro  ina  yield  io  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  SMITH.     Certainly. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Where  Is  the  price  of  cotton  fixed? 

Ml.  SMITH.  I  think  that  all  peoi>le  engaged  in  tlie  trade  will 
agre<  that  It  is  fixed  in  Liverpool. 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  What  interests,  if  the  Senator  knows, 
wool  1  desire  to  reduce  the  price  of  our  American  cotton? 

Mr  SMITH.  I  think  there  is  a  persistent  tendency  on  the 
part  of  foreigners  to  get  the  cheai)est  price  possible.  That 
woull  be  perfectly  natural.  If  he  finds  no  resistance  he  is 
going  to  put  it  just  as  low  as  common  sense  will  dictate  to  him. 
If  h«  gets  it  any  lower,  he  might  kill  the  goose  that  lays  the 
golden  egg. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Is  it  in  our  power  to  hold  the  price  up? 

Mr,  SMITH.     Answering  the  Senator's  question  directly 

Mr,  SHORTRIDGE.    I  am  merely  seeking  for  Information. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Let  me  answer  the  Senator's  question  by  telling 
him   vhat  occurred. 

Th»  Sun  Maid  raisin  people  seemed  to  be  in  diflJc-ulty.  The 
Sena  or  from  California  is  acquainted  with  the  Sun  Maid  raisin 
organisation.  Their  obligations  in  the  form  of  iMinds  had  gone 
dowE  to  about  $60,  or  something  over,  perhaps,  $65.  They  were 
in  a  bad  way;  they  were  perhaps  going  luto  the  hands  of  a 
recel  rer.  The  Federal  Farm  Board,  looking  into  their  affairs, 
anno  meed  that  it  did  not  propose  to  see  the  organization  or  its 
assets  sacrificed.  I  am  quoting  from  what  I  heard  around  the 
comn  ittee  table.  On  that  announcement  their  bonds  imme- 
diate y  went  to  $90  and  raisins  or  grapes  advanced  about  a 
cent  and  a  half  or  a  cent  and  a  quarter  a  pound  before  they 
ever  but  In  a  dollar.  As  a  matter  of  course,  the  pledge  of  the 
board  that  it  was  going  to  relieve  the  difficulty  under  the  power 
granted  it  checked  the  decline.  I  believe  the  board  had  tliat 
powe". 

I  V  Ish  to  preface  what  I  am  about  to  say  by  first  stating  that 
we  n  sed  never  hope  for  farm  relief  until  the  producers  of  our  j 
stapl »  cr(^)s  understand  that  organisation  and  unified  selling, 
the  (liminatlon  of  competition  of  one  cotton  grower  with  an- 
othei ,  each  rushing  to  market,  spell  the  ultimate  8t>lution  of  the 
problem;  but  in  this  tempc«ary,  abnormal,  inexplicable  situa- 
tion under  the  ordinary  laws  of  trade,  liad  the  Federal  Board 
announced,  as  it  did  in  response  to  the  growers  of  Sun  Maid 
raisiis,  that  it  had  investigated  the  situati(«i,  and,  instead  of 
stating  that  a  cent  more  a  pound  was  sufficient,  that  it  proix>sed 
to  use  all  the  finances  and  all  the  power  grunted  to  the  board  to 
see  tnat  wheat  and  cotton  and  ttibacco  and  the  other  staple 
products  should  not  be  sacrificed  this  year,  or  any  other  year; 
that  It  proposed  to  stop  all  that,  and  to  the  full  extent  of  its 
powei"  to  raise  the  price  to  where,  in  its  Judgment,  it  would 
brlngi  relief,  I  believe  that  such  an  announcement  would  have 
had  t  le  same  effect  on  cotton,  wheat,  and  tobacco  that  a  similar 
announcement  had  on  the  Sun  Maid  raisin  business. 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  has  answered 
the  question 

Th  J  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Caro  ina  yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr   SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr    SHORTRIDGE.     I  merely  rose  to  say  the  Senator  has 
answ  -red  the  question  which  I  was  about  to  propound,  namely 
whet  »er  the  Federal  Farm  Board  has  the  power  to  be  of  service 
and  j  ssistance  to  the  great  cotton  industry  as  it  has  in  respect 
to  ot  »er  staple  industries.     I  think  it  has. 

Mr  SMITH.  If  I  had  not  thought  the  board  had  such  power, 
God  \  Lnows  I  never  would  have  voted  for  its  creation,  I  did  not 
fanc^  the  legislation  much,  and  I  certainly  never  would  have 
voted  for  it  if  I  had  not  believed  that  the  board  would  have  the 
powe"  to  give  temporary  relief  until  such  time  as  it  could 
devis  t  a  scheme  that  would  be  permanent. 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.    I  agree  with  tiie  Senator  as  to  that. 

Mr  SMITH.  However,  the  board  does  not  seem  to  have  tliat 
view  of  it :  in  fact,  the  chairman  of  the  board  said  he  had  read 
the  k  w  20  times  and  did  not  yet  know  what  it  meant. 
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Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS,  I  have  been  trying  to  find  an  explanation  of  tha 
current  of  prices.  Let  us  assume  that  there  is  no  overproduo- 
tion  of  commodities;  that  the  production  has  been  held  to 
what  it  has  generally  been;  yet  there  might  be  an  undercon- 
sumption, in  that  changes  in  fashiwi  might  require  less,  on 
the  one  hand,  or  the  substitution  of  rayon  might  also  result  in 
underconsumption.  So  with  the  same  amount  of  production,  an 
underconsumption,  which  would  result  in  less  demand,  might 
account  for  the  price  of  a  conunodity  article  going  down. 

Mr.  SMITH.  That  might  be  so  if  the  condition  were  tem- 
poraiT,  but  this  extraordinary  consumption  of  the  raw  material 
has  been  going  on  for  three  years.  Does  the  Senator  think  that 
hard-headed  business  men  such  as  the  old  spinners  of  Lan- 
cashire or  of  New  England  and  the  South  would  go  ahead  and 
Increase  their  consumption  of  raw  cotton  and  increase  their 
stock  of  manufactured  goods  for  three  years?  I  have  some  sta- 
tistics here  which  I  wish  to  furnish  Senators  as  to  the  amount 
of  stock  on  hand. 

Mr,  FESS.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me  further  this  one 
suffiestion,  I  desire  to  say  I  understood  him  to  state  that  the 
Federal  Farm  Board  might  have  relieved  this  situation.  1 
really  think,  when  we  consider  the  delay  that  is  involved  in 
the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  the  board  could  hardly  be  charged 
with  being  responsible  for  anything  of  that  sort,  because  they 
have  not  had  sufficient  time. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  do  not  know;  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  be 
Just  as  charitable  and  as  lenient  as  it  is  possible  to  be. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  know  that.  I  know  that  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  wants  to  be  perfectly  fair,  as  I  do, 

Mr.  SMITH.  Yes;  I  do.  The  perfection  of  a  circle  does  not 
depend  upon  the  length  of  its  diameter.  The  problem  of  the 
Sun  Maid  raisin  people  was  an  epitome  of  the  proWem  of  the 
wheat  people  and  the  problem  of  the  cotton  people.  Because 
their  assets  and  liabilities  were  not  together  disaster  was  im- 
pending ;  but  the  board  said  to  the  Sun  Maid  raisin  people  we 
are  going  to  see  you  out.  The  board  has  not  spent  any  money 
as  yet,  but  relief  has  come  to  them.  I  do  not  know  that  the 
Sun  Maid  raisin  people,  if  they  can  get  $90  or  $95  for  their 
bond.s,  are  going  to  acquire  very  much  financial  aid,  because 
their  grapes  and  their  raisins  have  also  advanced  in  price,  and 
relief  has  come  to  them. 

If  the  board  had  said,  for  instance,  "The  money  we  have  Is 
limited,  but  the  objective  is  to  relieve  the  distressed  condition 
of  agriculture,  Uiere  is  a  nucleus  of  cooperation  in  the  case  of 
cotton  and  in  the  case  of  wheat,  and  we  declare  that  the  present 
prices  are  clear  out  of  line  with  anything  like  what  the  pro- 
ducers are  entitled  to  and  from  now  on  by  every  means  in  our 
power  we  are  going  to  try  to  raise  the  price  of  wheat  to  a  cer- 
tain level,"  naming  the  level,  "  and  we  are  going  to  raise  the 
price  of  cotton  to  a  certain  level,"  naming  approximately  the 
level,  at  least  some  relief  would  have  been  afforded.  The  board 
had  the  Government's  figures  showing  that  the  cotton  producers 
failed  with  a  price  of  22^4  cents,  so  they  knew  that  a  return 
such  as  that  has  brought  disaster.  Then,  what  in  the  name  of 
heaven  could  they  expect  with  a  price  of  17  cents? 

They  knew  the  wheat  producers  were  struggling  to  live  at 
whatever  price  wheat  commanded  in  the  market — and  I  am  not 
advised  now  as  to  the  exact  price.  Had  they  made  an  announce- 
ment such  as  I  have  indicated,  I  believe  that  a  great  measure 
of  relief  would  have  come.  What  startled  me  and  caused  me  to 
get  these  figures  was  when  the  representative  of  the  cotton  in- 
dustry said. that  he  believed  that  present  prices  were  al)out  all 
that  circumstances  would  Justify.  The  Senator  can  imagine 
how  I  felt  when  I  heard  that,    I  know  he  wants  to  be  fair, 

Mr.  FESS.  ~Mr.  President,  when  it  comes  to  cotton  T  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  for  he  knows  more  about 
it  in  a  minute  than  I  will  ever  know ;  but  I  thought  the  state- 
ment which  he  made  a  while  ago  might  not  be  Justified  because 
of  the  short  time  within  which  the  board  has  had  to  operate, 

Mr.  SMITH.  If  they  had  announced  that  It  was  their  pur- 
pose to  come  to  the  relief  of  this  condition,  I  think  a  great  deal 
of  good  would  have  be«i  accomplished.  What  I  am  afraid  is 
that  they  do  not  know  the  condition.  If  22»^  cents  ^telled  dis- 
aster for  the  cotton  producers — and  they  could  have  gotten  the 
figures  had  they  been  so  disposed— they  would  have  known  that 
present  prices  mean,  perhaps,  ultimate  ruin. 

I  wish  to  state  to  this  body  that  the  gentleman  who  has  been 
apixjlnted  to  that  board  to  look  after  the  dairy  interests,  In  my 
opinion  is  the  best  informed  man  on  the  subject  in  this  country. 
He  knows  it  from  breeding  the  mUk  cow,  mUking  the  cow  down 
to  the  last  process  in  exporting  domestic  butter ;  he  knows  the 
game  from  start  to  finish.   That  is  also  true  of  the  representatiTs 


of  the  citrus-fruit  growers.  He  knows  his  business  also,  I 
proi^esy  here  to-day  that  the  citrus-fruit  growers,  the  appls 
growers,  and  other  fruit  growers  and  the  dairymen  may  look 
for  an  era  of  prosperity  the  like  of  which  has  never  blessed  them 
heretofore  because  they  have  two  representatives  on  the  board 
who  know  the  subject. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  SMITH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  What  about  the  representative  the  wheat 
growers  have  on  the  board  to  represent  them,  and  also  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  cotton  growers? 

Mr.  SMITH,  I  do  not  want  to  lay  myself  liable  to  the  same 
charge  that  I  am  indirectly  making  against  some  of  these  gentle- 
men, I  do  know  a  little  something  about  cotton,  but  I  do  not 
know  much  about  wheat  I  will  say,  however,  that  the  repre- 
sentatives  of  the  wheat  growers  impressed  me  as  being  in  Just 
about  the  same  boat  as  the  cotton  representative  impressed  me  he 
was  in;  because,  as  I  recall,  the  wheat  represenUtive  said  it 
would  be  about  five  years  before  we  could  look  for  any  relief, 
provided  the  wheat  grower  should  live  that  long. 

Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  reiterate,  and  then  I  am  through, 
what  I  have  said  in  regard  to  the  representative  of  the  cotton 
interests  on  the  floor.  Cotton  Is  the  currency  of  the  South;  it 
is  the  greatest  single  cash  export  crop  America  produces;  it 
has  held  the  balance  of  trade  in  favor  of  America  for  65  years ; 
the  return  of  foreign  cash  in  exchange  for  American  cotton  has 
put  us  on  the  proper  side  of  the  international  ledger  durii^  all 
that  time ;  but  the  man  who  was  selected  to  advise  and  inform 
the  board  as  to  the  conditions  relating  to  cotton,  as  to  the 
cotton  farmer,  as  to  the  law  of  supply  and  demand,  as  to  the 
processes  of  meeting  that  law,  stated  coolly  to  us  that  he  thought 
the  present  Liverpool  price  was  plenty,  when,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  cotton  growers  were  bankrupt  with  a  price  5  cents  a 
pound  above  that. 

The  figures  as  to  the  world's  consumption  and  the  domestic 
production  of  American  cotton  are  all  available;  the  figures  as 
to  the  average  price  for  the  period  of  10  years  are  available, 
and  yet  such  a  statement  as  that  is  made.  Mr,  President,  how 
do  you  suppose  the  English  trade,  how  do  you  suppose  Penny- 
father  &  Co,  in  Liverpool  hailed  the  expression  from  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  American  Government  on  the  Farm  Board 
that  the  present  Liverpool  price  of  cotton  was  sufficient? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  SMITH.    I  yield.  ,^         .^  .  *». 

Mr,  WHEELER,  And  the  wheat  expert  told  us  that  the 
tariff  on  the  wheat  was  a  good  thing  for  the  American  farmer, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  he  had  a  surplus  and  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  the  farmers  in  Montana  are  shipping 
their  wheat  across  the  line,  paying  a  12H»nt  duty,  and  making 
something  like  from  10  to  20  cents  a  bushel  on  their  wheat, 
been  use  he  said  it  would  keep  the  Canadian  farmers  from  ship- 
ping their  surplus  into  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SMITH.    Yes, 

Mr.  Preeidwit,  I  sat  and  listened  to  these  men,  and  it  seemed 
to  me — and  I  believe  the  members  of  the  committee  will  bear 
me  out  in  this  statement— that  the  attitude  of  most  of  them 
when  they  came  before  us  appeared  to  be  antagonistic;  they 
seemed  to  be  on  the  defensive.  I  do  not  think  the  representa- 
tives of  the  dairy  interest  and  the  fruit  interest  gave  any  suck 
impression.  Their  attitude  was  entirely  different;  but  as  I  sat 
there  and  listened  to  these  men,  the  most  charitable  construc- 
tion I  could  put  on  the  attitude  of  some  of  them  at  least  was 
to  say  what  Paul  said  about  the  Jews : 

They  had  the  seal  of  God,  bat  not  aceording  to  knowledge. 


Does  the  Senator  from  South 


Mr.  BLEASB.    Mr.  Presldent- 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER. 
Carolina  yield  to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  SMITH,    Yes.  ^  ,.        ^  ^      .       ,». 

Mr  BLEASE.  I  have  not  had  the  privilege  of  hearing  the 
answer  to  this  question.  Do  they  favor  going  Into  the  market 
themselves  and  buying  cotton? 

Mr,  SMITH.    No.  .    w       ..       ..  k  •-• 

Mr,  BLEASB,  Do  these  peoj;^  propose  to  buy  it  and  hoid 
It  for  a  price  that  is  remunerative  to  the  farmers? 

Mr.  SMITH.    No. 

Mr,  BLEASE.    Then  of  what  benefit  will  they  be  to  the  cotton 

fanners?  . 

Mr  SMITH.  That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  get  at  now ;  snd 
that  was  the  substance  of  the  question  asked  me  by  the  Senator 
from  Ohio. 
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Mr.   BLEASB.    I  did  not  hear  that,  Mr.  Presldeiit;  hut  I 

got  this  commnnicatioQ  from  a  yery  promlDent  South  Carolla 
cottr>n  farmer  who  happens  to  IWe  in  my  coUeagoe's  county, 
and  be  says  that  witboat  that  this  board  Is  absolutely  useiesa 
to  the  Southern  cotton  farmer. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  have  taken  the  time  that  I 
have  to-day,  and  laid  the  facts  before  the  Senate  as  I  have 
to-day.  l>ecaase  I  think  the  Senate  ought  to  be  adrised  before 
the  other  questions  come  up  as  to  Just  what  impression  and 
reaction  the  members  of  the  committee  have  had  from  the 
investitratlon  of  these  men, 

Tou  know,  Mr.  President  and  my  colleagues  of  the  S«iate, 
that  this  is  perhaps  the  last  effort  in  a  term  of  years  that  is 
going  to  be  made  In  behalf  of  agriculture.  If  this  turns  out 
to  be  disappointing  and  a  failure,  I  do  not  know  what  win  be 
the  result.    I  know   to  my  sorrow  what  Is  the  result  of  the 

present  method:  and  I  do  not  think  we  are  justified  in  putting 

the  administration  of  the  law  and  the  H^t  and  hope  of  the 
farmer  Into  the  hands  of  men  who,  upon  honest,  sincere  Investi- 
gation, in  our  judgment  can  not  and  do  not  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  tragic  and  desperate  situation. 

I  have  laid  these  facts  before  you  to  justify  the  questions 
that  I  asked  and  the  conclusions  that  I  drew.  There  was  no 
publicity  given  to  them;  and  I  was  amazed  at  that    These 

KiHiBn  A 
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Government  officials ;  and  I  thought  it  was  my  duty  to  come 

tlds  body  and  state  Just  what  occurred  In  reference  to 

one  great  commodity  upon  which  my  section  is  dependent. 

is  another  section  of  the  country  that  Ik  equally  depend- 

upoo  grain  production.    What  reaction  the  members  of  the 

conlmittee  frcmi  that  section  had  as  to  their  representative,  I  do 

know ;  but  I  do  know  that  unless  something  is  done  between 

and  the  Ist  of  December  a  major  per  cent  of  the  cotton 

of  the  South  will  absolutely  be  sold  out  of  house  and 


growers 

hon  le, 


had  a  letter  from  Mrs.  Smith,  who,  on  account  of  illness 
home,  could  not  come  with  me,  saying  that  on  the  1st 
of  October  two  of  our  neighbors,  two  of  the  erstwhile  proa- 
farmers  rig^t  at  my  door,  hard-worJving  and  economical — 
had  to  be ;  it  was  a  matter  of  wiforced  economy — had  ioet 
places,  and  had  to  move  out  and  leave.     That  will   oe 
tiplied   throughout   the  entire  cotton    region ;    and    In    this 
condition  in  which  we  find  our  country — so  de»T)er«te 
Mr,  Hoover  thotight  it  his  duty  to  call  an  extra  session  of 
Congress,  and  throw  the  Government  of  the  Unite<l  Statys 
the  breach,  and  call  a  halt  on  this  disaf-ter — we  And  that 
representative  says,  "  all's  well,"  at  $25  a  bale  less  than  they 
gotten,  on  the  average,  for  10  years ! 
leave  the  case  with  the  S^iate. 
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>  Staids  )en(ths  ot  aptand  cotton,  American  crop,  1928-29: 


Staple  in  jicbes 


TMBl... 
M  and  under. 

iandTiA-' 

lA  and  lA ~ 

IH  and  lA 

lAand  lA 

1>%  and  over 


AjBieiican-EgTpUan  cotton,  American  crop,  1928-29: 


Ofwle  <in%naties 


Total 


Bales 


Total 

NoaLlnd 
Nob.  2  and 
Nas.Sand 
Nee.  4  and 

N«L«--„ 

Betow  Ne. « (0 


28,310 


6,0U 

13.735 

7,177 

tea 

48 


Par  cent 


UndarlM 


o.a»(g) 


.M 

.10 
.09 


«8S 


287 
2S1 
197 


(0 


Pw  cent 


» The  1927-38  prodoction,  aceocdlnt  to  Shepperaon'i  Cotton  Facts,  in  the  principal  pn^nciBg  diatricta  of  India,  in  terms  of  400i)ound  baiea,  and  the  sUpte  lengths,  as 
iodicated  by  samples  of  these  varioas  growtlB  collected  by  this  diTiskm.  were  as  toBows: 


TataL. 


Madras . .. . .. 

Hyderabad 

Bombay.  inel«<1n>  InUaA  States. .... . 

Central  India 

Central  ProTtatea 

I'nited  Provinces,  indudiog  Indian  States. 
PuiUab,  taciniiinc  ladiaa  States _ 


•  Aeaordlns  to  official  standards  of  tlia  United  Stata  for  length  ot  staple,  for  the  ifnftlis  abeiTe  three-ftnrths  ineh  and  similar  measurements  tor  the  lengths  below 
three-lburths  incfeL 
*  Lenfth  of  staple  IMs  to  IM  iadMB. 

<  Sundries  Inctode  sodi  ooontries  as  Anilo-EgTptlan,  Sudan,  Ufand^  TirtEay.  Saaiia  i 
i),  ete.,  taDfth  ot  staple  laDfisc  ooa-batf  to  1  loch  and  looflw  in  soma  oasts,  tmt  balk  f 
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t/eettea 


American  i 


Bata 
1£,  076. 000 
15,538,000 
15,  780, 000 
13,73(^000 
13,250,000 


East  Indian ' 


AUm 
5,178,000 
4.588,000 
6,198,000 
6,572,000 
6, 521, 000 


Egyptian  • 


BaU* 
989.000 
973,000 
993,000 
921.000 
970,000 


Sundries* 


Balu 
4,639.000 
4,85«.000 
4,172,000 
4, 458, 000 
3,547,000 


Total 


Bala 
25.882,000 
25,95^000 
26.141.000 
24,  Ghl.OOO 
23,294,000 


Bales 


14. 241, 003 


2, 047, 129 
6, 947. 140 
a,243,y85 

1,60%  171 

765, 362 

446,473 

157,907 

27.836 


Per  cent 


99.80 


14.35 

41.68 

22.73 

11.25 

5.36 

3.13 

Lll 

.19 


Staple,  in  inches 


IH  and  Hi 


1  ales 


2^801 


%M4 
^7ai 

4,338 
302 

4B 


Per  cent 


aO0 


.03 
.04 
.08 


lA  and IH 


Bale 


12.990 


2;  882 

8^818 

3.022 

2S0 

8 


Per  cent 


a09 


.ca 

.05 

.oa 


0 

8 


iH  to  m, 

inclusive 


Bales 


1,738 


453 

837 
39S 

so 


Per  cent 


a  01 


0 
0 
0 
0 


1^  and  over 


Bales 


96 


U 
60 
23 


Per  cent 


Bales  r400- 
pound) 


s.  381.  no 


422.000 
951,000 
791.000 
247,000 
14.%  000 
200,000 
606,000 


Staple  length ' 


Hicbest 


Jnck 


»«• 


Lowest 


huh 


«?i« 


(4hoat  8OIM>0O  balsa),  China  (aboot  2,000,000  bales),  Korea,  Brazil  (abou  600,003 
flv»«VKlis  to  •»Ten-ei|tith8. 


.  Ir(  m 


1929 
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CNITB)    STATES    CHOPS 


Bales 


Growth,  ranning  bales,  counting  round  as  half  bales: 

iQin-7<)  -    **•  •^"*,  "** 

A    ot '"'  ''""  **'" 

l{»i?4-25  "IIZZIIIII"-" 

1925-28 

1U*»«_*»T __- -     . 

1«"'7   28 12,783,112 

i528-29 :::::::::::::::::"-:-- i4. 207,  tss 


13.  270.  970 
7.  977,  778 
9.  729.  aOfl 
10,  170,  094 
13,  639,  399 
16.122,516 
17,  756,  070 


Average. 


WOHI.D'S   CONSCMPTION    OV  AUEBICAN    COTTOM 


12.  698,  217 


Tear ; 


1922-23  IIIIIIIII 

1923-24 

1926-27  IIIIIZIIIIIIII""!!" 15 

1927-28 1^' 


11, 
10, 
12, 
12. 
11. 
13, 
13. 


Bales 

898,000 
268.  000 
757.  000 
666.000 
107,000 
250.  000 
7:W.  000 
780.  000 
407,000 
076,000 


Arerage »3. 194.  600 

AVCRAGR  PKICB   MIDDLmO  SPOT  COTTO!*   Il»  10  DISIONATSD   MARKBTS,  8CTEN- 


BIGHTUS    INCH 


Tear ; 


1919-20 

1!»20-21 

l'lO-)_«>-J  


Centa  per  pound 

38.  84 

16.66 

18.00 

25.  83 


lOS 

1925-26 tJ-  ?2 

1920  27 ]l  JX 

1927-"8  —  _  — —     _________—-._———_————"—" 

1928-291— I"III~"II"~III-im" " ^*-  ^ 


ZZZZZZZ 30. 14 


Average. 


22.67 


Tear 


AVCHAGK    PKICK    HIDDLINO    l-IMCU    STAPU 


Cents  per  pound 


1923-24 lll^ 

1925-26:i"IIIIIIII""I— I 20.  74 

l9.-6-i7 JS  51 

1927-28 *g-  ^ 


Average. 


22.06 


Tear 


PBODDCnON   P«B   ACHS  OF  COTTON 


Pounds 
1919 1«1  5 

1921 124.  5 

1022 1*^-  ^ 

1923  13**-  * 

1924 157.  4 

1925 16T.  2 

1926 1«2.  6 

1927 154.  6 

1928 1S2.  9 

Average 156. 1 

CONOITIONS  IN  TKXTILK  INOU8TBT  IN   NOBTH  CAKOUNA 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  propose  at  a  later  time  to 
gay  something  witli  reference  to  the  member  of  the  Farm  Board 
who  was  selected  to  look  after  the  interests  of  wheat.  I  shall 
not  take  up  the  time  of  the  Senate  at  this  hotir  to  do  It,  but  I 
want  to  make  Ju.'Jt  this  brief  statement :  Unless  he  knows  a  great 
deal  more  about  the  wheat  situation  than  he  disclosed  before  the 
committee,  the  wtieat  farmers  of  this  country  will  not  receive 
very  much  benefit. 

The  question  that  I  desire  to  bring  up  at  this  time — and  I 
should  like  to  have  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Smoot],  who  is  handling  the  tariff  bill — is  the  question  of  the 
resolution  which  I  introduced  during  the  present  session,  before 
the  recess,  for  an  investigation  into  the  textile  situation  in  the 
southern  mills. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  an 
interruption? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLEASE.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina suggests  the  absence  of  a  quorum.  The  clerk  will  call  the 
roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fcrflowing  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Allon  Borah  CoppJand  Fess 

Ashurst  Bratton  Cousens 

Barkley  Brwolihart  £""'"« 

Bingham  Broussard  Dale 

Blac!i  Capper  £f.°**° 

Blaine  Caraway  P'" 

Blease  Connally  Bdge 


Fletcher 

Fraxier 

(•eorge 

GiUett 

Glass 

Glenn 


Ooir 

Uoldabo  rough 

Gould 

Grpene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Uastiugs 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Hay den 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 


Kean 

Kendrtck 

Keyes 

King 

La  Pollette 

McKellar 

McMa»ter 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Moses 

Norrta 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phlpps 


Pine 

Pittman 

Kansdell 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

SchaU 

Sht'ppard 

Short  ridge 

Simmons 

Smith 

Bmoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Stepliens 

Bwanaon 

Thomas,  Idaho 


Thomas,  Okla. 

Townaend 

Trammell 

TydingB 

Vandenberi 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  ^aaa. 

Waloh,  llont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Wataon 

Wheeler 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-nine  Senatora  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  sometime  during  the  month 
of  April  of  this  year  I  ititroduced  In  this  body  a  resolution* 
nskiujj  for  an  investigation  into  the  textile  situation  in  the 
southern  mills.  That  resolution  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures  on  April  29  of  this  year.  The  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures  held  a  preliminary  hearing  with  refei-ence 
to  the  facts  in  the  matter  and  ascertained  some  of  the  oondl- 
tiun  whi^L  existed  in  some  of  the  southern  textile  mills.  At 
the  reruest  of  some  Memt>er8  of  the  Senate  the  resolution  waa 
broadened  so  that  it  would  not  only  Include  the  southern  tex- 
tile mills,  but  likewise  the  textile  mills  of  the  North  and  the 
East  and  the  West,  so  that  it  could  not  l»e  said  that  It  affected 
just  one  particular  section  of  this  cotmtry. 

A  majority  of  the  Ct>mmlttee  on  Manufactures  reported  In 
favor  of  the  resolution  as  amended,  and  they  suggested  that  It 
should  be  amended  further  by  sending  it  to  the  Federal  Trade 
Comini8si(»i  and  to  the  Tariff  Commission.  The  majority  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  said : 

The  committee  has  held  preliminary  bearings  as  to  the  conditions  of 
the  employees  in  the  textile  Industry  in  cerUln  of  the  Southern  SUtes. 
Evidence  has  been  taken  as  to  wages  and  working  conditions,  the  recent 
strikes,  and  acts  of  violence  in  conr«  rtlon  therewith,  and  the  relation* 
of  organized  labor  and  the  textile  luanufacturers.  The  committee  Is  of 
the  opinion  that  the  whole  situation  should  be  thoroughly  Investlgatad 
and  the  full  facts  ascertained. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Is  the  Senator  reading  from  the  majority 
or  the  minority  report? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  reading  the  majority  committee  opin- 
ion as  it  was  reported  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Hale]. 

It  may  be  that  Federal  leglsiatlon  will  be  found  neceaaary  to  correct 
certain  evils  that  would  seem  to  exist  upon  the  basis  of  evidence  taken 
at  the  bearings  and  mattera  of  common  knowledge  to  the  committee. 
However,  the  necessity  for  auch  legislation  can  not  be  fully  determined 
until  the  Investigation  by  the  two  commigaiona  is  completed. 

The  committee  Is  firmly  of  the  opinion  that  the  Investigative  powers 
now  conferred  by  law  upon  the  two  commlaalona  are  ample  to  covwr 
the  Investigation  contemplated  by  the  resolution. 

Among  the  matters  to  be  Investigated  are  working  conditions  among 
employees  In  the  textile  Industry.  This  is  to  be  done  with  a  view  to 
determining  (see  cUuses  (1)  to  (6)  of  the  original  reaolutiou)  tb« 
situation  aa  to  wages,  oppression  of  workers,  dividends  paid,  and  neces- 
sity for  higher  Urllf  protection.  The  committee  aubetitute  alao  re- 
quires that  not  only  the  facts  pertinent  to  these  phases  of  working 
conditions  be  ascertained  but  that  there  should  alao  be  ascerUined 
whether  the  facts  show  Inequalities  in  the  protection  alfordod  by  the 
Urlff  laws  to  the  textile  Industry,  Including  the  employees  thereof,  aa 
between  the  various  sections  of  the  United  States. 

The  above  inqoirles  all  involve  considerations  relevant  to  the  tariff 
laws.  The  tariff  laws  exist  both  for  protection  of  manufacturers  and 
also  of  their  employees. 

Then  the  report  goes  on  to  set  forth  a  few  other  reasons  why 
they  feel  that  the  investigation  should  be  had. 

Tlie  Members  of  the  Senate  will  recall  that  when  this  reeoln- 
tlon  was  first  Introduced  there  existed  in  the  southern  textile 
mills,  in  South  Carolina,  I  think,  in  North  CaroUna,  and  in 
Tennessee  certain  strikes,  and  outbreaks  of  disorder  were 
going  on. 

I  might  say  that  some  Members  of  the  Senate  urgfd  upon  me 
that  we  should  not  press  this  resolution.  They  felt  the  situation 
would  clear  up,  and  that  the  local  authorities  would  handle  the 
situation.  Since  that  time,  however,  conditions  in  North  Caro- 
lina have  apparently  been  going  from  l>ad  to  worse.  Men  have 
been  charged  with  treason  by  the  local  authorities,  and  then, 
after  they  have  been  charged  with  treason  and  thrown  in  JaU, 
the  charges  have  been  dropped  and  other  charges  have  been  sub- 
stituted in  their  place.  Murder  charges  have  been  filed  against 
citlzen.s,  and  then  the  murder  charges  have  been  dropped  and 
assault  charges  have  been  filed.  Sheriffs  have  been  killed.  I 
read  in  this  morning's  Washington  Post  the  following: 
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Bb«rlff  held  la  kfTlingi  tt  ttrfkcr^  rtot  Six  depotla  are  also  aiTe«te<l 
OD  cbargea  of  murder.  Warrants  IsBoed  for  85  workers.  Marlon  textile 
employee*  accoaed  of  Inciting  "  rebdlion."  Union  to  bury  four  at  pobUe 
funeral.  National  Guard  men  patrol  streets  to  prerent  daabes  aa  feel- 
ing nins  high. 

My  Information  is  that  not  only  does  disorder  exist  in  the 
town  of  Marion,  bat  that  the  whole  situation  is  one  practically 
seething  with  revolt,  and  that  in  many  of  the  places  there  are 
two  armed  groape,  one  of  employees,  one  of  employers. 

It  does  seem  to  me  that  under  those  circumstances  we  here 
In  the  Senate  can  not  any  longer  let  this  situation  go  on.  Here 
we  find,  if  you  jrfease,  that  we  have  before  us  a  bill  in  which 
there  is  an  attempt  to  give  a  higher  tariff  rate  to  the  textile 
peoule>  the  very  people  who  are  claiming  that  they  can  not  pay 
the>«  emjrfoyees  any  more  wages,  and  there  are  being  pointed 
•ont  from  day  to  day  the  benefits  of  the  tariff  to  the  laboring 
people  of  this  country. 

Yet  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  preliminary 
Investigation  into  this  aituation  in  the  South  showed  that  the 
textile  industries  of  this  coimtry  were  among  those  receiving 
the  highest  protection  of  any  of  the  industries  of  the  country, 
ami.  notwithstanding  that  fact,  that  they  paid  the  lowest  wages, 
workwl  their  employees  the  long<>st  hours,  worked  children  m 
their  factories  undw  the  age  of  16,  and  that  the  textile  trade 
throughout  certain  parts  of  this  country  was  in  tlje  most  de- 
plorable condition;  that  the  people  down  there  in  that  section 
were  fighting,  if  you  please,  for  an  opportunity  to  form  organl- 
xations  and  unions,  and  that  they  were  being  denied  the  right 
of  collective  bargaining,  so  that  they  could  seek  to  get  aome  of 
the  benefits  of  the  tariff  laws  whldi  were  being  passed  by  the 
Congn>s.s  of  the  United  States. 

Yet.  my  friends,  the  Sei»ato  of  the  United  States  seems  to 
want  to  turn  a  deaf  ear  upon  these  men  who  are  out  there. 
many  of  them  going  hungry  and  starving  and  being  shot  down 
and  liilleil  in  the  streets.  I  am  anxious  that  something  should 
be  done  about  it. 

I  have  a  triegram,  which  was  sent  to  me  by  William  Green, 
]>re8ident  of  the  American  Feilefatlon  of  Labor  on  yesterday. 
In  which  he  said: 

Naw  YORK,  N.  Y.,  October  »,  1919. 
Bon.  B.  K.  Wheelxb, 

United  Statet  Senate.  WasJUngtomj  D.  C: 

Indu^itrial  dlacontrnt  and  latwr  unrest  with  added  loss  of  life  con- 
tlDiiPS  In  many  sections  of  the  Sooth.  To-day  we  learn  people  were 
klll.d  and  injured  In  a  cl.iah  at  certain  textile  mills  at  Marion,  N.  C. 
This  state  of  affairs  Is  shockiug  and  deptonit>le.  There  Is  aa  ander- 
lylng  cause  of  all  this  manifestation  of  unrest  and  discontent.  We 
are  certain  It  Is  cansed  by  the  Imposition  of  long  hours,  low  wages, 
and  onerous  conditions  of  employmeat  tipon  the  textile  workers  of  the 
South.  We  asked  the  Senate  to  investigate  this  distressing  situation 
existing  in  the  South  many  months  ago.  We  believe  the  facts  ought 
t»  be  ascertained  and  made  known  so  that  a  remedy  could  be  sought 
and  applied.  The  situation  in  the  South  Is  getting  worse.  Hnman  life 
Is  b^tng  sacrlfleed  and  hnman  hate  and  pasatun  la  canting  community 
distrF^sfl.  I  appeal  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  adopt  the 
resolution  you  introduced  many  months  ago  providing  for  an  Investi- 
gation. The  Senate  of  the  United  States  will  render  a  great  pabllc 
service  If  It  will  act  £kvorably  and  promptly  upon  this  matter. 

William  Gaaair, 
Prtaident  American  federation  of  Labor. 

I  likewise  at  this  time  desire  to  insert  in  the  Recobo  as  a  part 
of  my  remarlw  numerous  editorials  from  southern  papers  bear- 
ing upon  the  situation,  and  pointing  out  the  necessity  of  an  in- 
Testigatlon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  obj«?tion? 
There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
to  the  Rbookd,  as  follows: 

[Extracts  from  the  Literary  Digest  for  September  28,  1929] 
naHTiNo  couMVxisM  with  asabchy 

Sackcloth  and  ashea  are  the  proper  wear  for  North  Carolina,  many 
■gutbem  adttora  aaaert.  atnee  an  armed  Gaatonia  mob  on  September  14 
murderpd  Mrs.  Ella  May  Wiggins,  a  mill  worker  and  mother  of  Ave 
ebildren,  because  she  had  Joined  a  labor  anion  and  attempted  to  attend 
a  maaa  meeting.  "  Since  when  did  soch  legal  purposes  call  for  death  at 
the  Iianda  of  a  mob?  "  demanda  the  Raleigh  News  and  Observer.  "  Yon 
can  not  drive  out  communism  with  anarchy."  The  Blchmood  News- 
Leader  calls  npoB  the  autborltlea  of  North  Carolina  to  abolish  mob  nUe 
tad  **  see  to  it  that  the  right  of  every  man  to  keep  bitt  Job  or  to  quit  It, 
te  orgaaiae  or  to  span  organisation,  shall  be  guaranteed  aa  long  aa  he 
Tlolatca  M  law."  If  they  will  *•  adminlater  a  good  doae  ot  the  law,"  ez- 
dalau  the  Mobtle  Beglstar,  "It  may  help  to  pnt  o-it  the  fire  before  It 
I  daoceroos  proportknia." 


Tlif  underlying  cause  of  aU  this,  according  to  a  series  of  nrticles  by 

M.  Hyde  In  the  Baltimore  Sun.  is  an  unjust  and  antiquated  wage 

which  has  given  communist  agitators  a  chance  to  flab  In  troubled 

In  the  county  of  Oaaton,  of  which  Oastonia  is  the  seat,  there 

04   cotton   mills,    he   writes.    Including    the    Manville-Jenckes   mill, 

largest  .n  the  world  under  one  rooL    Going  back  to  conditions  before 

^trike,  Mr.  Uyde  says  : 

that  time  the  hours  of  work  in  the  Manville-Jenckes  mill — and 

of  the  others — were  from  6  o'clock  in  the  morning  to  0  o'clock 

Ight.  with  time  off  to  get  lunch.     Tlie  night  hours  were  from  6  in 

qrening  to  5.30  in  the  morning,  with  no  allowance  for  a  meal.    The 

wages  were  about  |14  a  week." 

•  •«••• 

the  Gastonia   Gazette :  "  We   have,    perhaps,   been    more   sinned 

agaiilst   than  sinning  in  Qai^onia,  but  that   should  not  give  unbridled 

llcenfe   to  mob  members,   no  matter  bow  keenly   they  feel   about   this 

More  emphatic  Is  the  Charleston  News  and  Courier,  "  conserva- 

of    conservatives,    hostile    to    every    tenet    of    communism,''    which 

out  that — 

communist  la  worse  than  a  flogger  or  lyncher.     When  an  ai:l- 

arrlvea  In  Gaston  County  and  is  subjected  to  nasanlt  by  a  mob, 

the  best  of  evidence  that  he  is  ranking  conimuuist  converts — for  if 

>uly    answer    to    communistic    doctrine    in    North    Carolina    is    the 

ne   of   lawless    violence,    North    Carolina    would   as    well   be   com- 

I  Btic.  for  its  end  in  either  case  will  be  anarchy." 
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[Beptodnced  In  the  October  5  Issue  of  Labor,  the  national  newRp:iper 
of  the  Standard  Railroad  Labor  Brotherhoods  of  the  U'uted 
States] 

BOCTBEaX   XDITOR    BAPS    ANABCHV    OV   TBB    MILL    BABOM8 

Uider  the  caption  of  "Anarchy,"  the  following  editorial  appeared  In 
a  recent  issue  of  the  Meridian  Star,  Meridian,  Miss.,  one  of  the  leading 
dallj  newspapers  of  the  South.  It  Indicates  the  change  of  public  opir^ 
Ion  oward  the  antilabor  attitude  of  the  cotton-mill  barons : 
'  "he  situation  In  North  Carolina  is  far  from  pleasing. 
I  Itarving  workers  on  one  side ;  greedy  manufacturers  on  the  other. 
1 'arading  strikers;  death-dealing  gunmen. 

'  (Tholesale  whipping,  kidnaping,  murder — a  regional  reign  of  terror. 
1  Llddling  bus  loads  of  innocent  people  with  lead  by  antireds  Is  hardly 
VI  ry.  Self-appointed  guardians  of  the  law  and  order  who  pour  vol- 
Df  rifle  fire  into  the  bodies  of  brlpless  men  and  women  represent 
law  nor  order,  but  bloody,  murderous  anarchy, 
^om  this  distance  it  appears  that  in  North  Carolina  radicalism 
in  the  palace  of  the  mighty  rather  thau  in  the  hovel  of  the 
that  the  reds  are  riding  with  the  dollar  In  the  battle  agninst 
n. 
ullets  never  win  a  strike.  Violence  on  the  part  of  lat>or  and  on 
1  art  of  capital  alike,  begets  more  violence.  Murder  begets  murder, 
seems  incredible  that  business  men.  textile-mill  bos8e.<<,  established 
cturers,  and  even  law  officers  should  engage  in  gang-gun  mas- 
against  beiplfss  men  and  women  whose  only  offense  seems  to  lie 
asking  a  living  wage  to  keep  them  from  starvation. 
]  f  the  new  industrialism  of  the  South  Is  to  be  purchased  at  the 
price  of  anarchy,  we  can  ill  afford  to  trade.  If  In  our  quest  of  tho 
Indoiitrlal  dollar,  we  must  sacrifice  the  t>odie8  and  the  souls  of  men, 
our  ptonetary  gain  will  be  swallowed  up  In  an  abysmal  loss. 

is  possible  for  capital  and  iat>or  to  work  in  harmony ;  for  the 
emplltyer  and  the  employee  to  work  out  their  mutual  problems  to  tho 
detrtnent  of  neither  and  for  the  benefit  of  both. 

'  "he  South  must  have  Industrial  development.  In  our  future  in- 
dustiy  lies  much  of  our  future  southern  opportfinlfy.  However,  if 
starvation  wages,  strikes,  and  riot  and  anarchy  and  murder  must  needa 
be  tie  price  to  pay.  we  can  well  afford  to  sacrifice  industrial  prosperity 
to  sar^e  our  southern  souls. 

1  Ve  shall  enjoy  Industrial  progress  in  the  South  only  as  and  when 
we  b  nmanlse  the  dollar  and  Christianise  the  man. 


[From  Labor,  September  21,  1929] 
Gas-^hia  Mill  Ownsrs  Responsiblb  fob  Rkion  or  Tbrsob  in  Cabo- 

LIIA MOTHEB    0»     FOUB     CHILDRBX     KILLED     WHBN     Mt)B     F^BES     IXTO 

Ti  vck  Loaded  With  Stkikkbs  ;  Compant  Ovvicials  Pbovidk  noNDS 

FOl  TBB   CBTMINALS  ;    JUBORS    RBAOT   to   ACQUrr  COMMUHIBTa 

HABLOTTB,  N.  C,  8eptemt)er  16. — The  mill  owners  of  Gastonia  are 
undoubtedly  responsible  for  the  mobs  which  have  been  terrorizing  three 
coun  ties  in  this  section  of  North  Carolina  for  the  last  week. 

T'|i  to  date  one  woman,  mother  of  four  children,  has  been  killed  ;  three 
comiiunist  leaders  have  been  kidnapped  and  flogged  and  a  numl>er  of 
mill  strikers  and  alleged  "  reds  "  have  been  assaulted  and  more  or  less 
serinjusly  Injured. 

G(  vemor  O.  Max  Gardner  and  the  Judicial  authorities  have  proceeded 
agal  ist  the  mob  leaders  with  considerable  vigor.  More  than  a  score 
have!  been  arrested,  but  released  on  t>onds. 
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In  practically  every  case  thoy  were  found  to  be  officials  and  employees 
of  the  Manville  Jenckes  Co.,  owners  of  the  Loray  Mills,  the  storm  center 
of  most  of  the  trouble  In  Gastonia. 

MILL  OWNBBS  rCBNIBH  BAIL 

Evidently  the  officials  of  the  ManviUe-Jenckes  Co.  are  proud  of  what 
they  have  done,  because  they  have  boldly  come  forward  and  furnished 
bail  for  the  men  accused  of  the  most  serious  exhibition  of  lawlessness 
that  North  Carolina  has  witnessed  since  reconstruction  days. 

Apparently  the  mill  owners  have  made  up  their  minds  to  drive  out 
the  communists  at  any  cost. 

They  believe  they  control  the  local  government  to  such  an  extent  that 
they  c«in  not  be  convicted  for  their  crimes,  and  they  hope  that  by 
crushing  the  "  re<is  "  they  will  make  It  difficult.  If  not  Impossible,  for  the 
regular  American  labor  movement  to  organise  the  textile  workers  and 
put  an  end  to  the  era  of  low  wages  and  long  hours. 

The  first  mob  was  organized  in  Gastonia  on  Monday  evening,  right 
after  the  news  had  reached  the  city  that  the  trial  of  the  16  communists 
and  strikers  accused  of  the  murder  of  O.  F.  Aderholt,  Gastonia  chief  of 
police,  had  resulted  In  a  mistrial. 

jrSORS    VAVOBED   ACQDITTAL 

The  mill  owners  were  told  that  a  poll  of  the  Jurors  showed  that  they 
were  practically  unanimous  for  acquittal  because  they  believed  the  State 
bad  failed  to  make  Its  case. 

It  is  understood  that  a  conference  of  prominent  miU  officials  was  heia 
at  once  and  a  determination  reached  to  take  the  law  Into  their  own 
bands  and  drive  out  the  "  reds." 

The  mol),  consisting  of  about  100  men,  broke  Into  union  headquarters 
here  and  at  Oastonia  and  Bessemer  City.  Ben  Wells,  a  BrlUsb  textile 
worker,  who  is  said  to  be  a  communist,  and  Cliff  Baylor  and  C.  M.  Lell 
wore  kidnaped,  flogged,  and  warned  to  leave  the  country  under  pain  of 

death.  . 

Threats  were  made  to  lynch  Tom  Jlmlaon  and  other  attorneys  for  tne 
communists,  and  an  attempt  was  made  to  break  into  the  Charlotte  Jail, 
evidently  for  the  pnrpose  of  hanging  Fred  Beal.  the  principal  defendant 

Governor  (Jardner  ordered  an  investigation.  Fourteen  of  the  mob 
leaders  were  arrested,  nine  were  found  to  be  officials  and  employees  of 
the  Ma  nrllle- Jenckes  mills. 

BKAL    I88DB8    riBBT    APPBAL 

The  mill  owners  struck  back  by  Inducing  local  officials  to  arrest  eight 
of  the  communUts  In  Charlotte  on  the  charge  of  "  conspiring  to  over- 
throw the  government" 

Beal.  from  hla  cell  In  the  Charlotte  Jail,  made  the  next  move.  He 
IsHued  a  fier>-  appeal  to  his  followers  to  "fight,"  and  the  communists 
promptly  announced  that  they  would  hold  a  public  mass  meeting  on 
Saturday  night  In  Gastonia,  In  the  vicinity  of  the  Ix)ray  mills. 

When  the  communists  attempted  to  carry  out  this  scheme  they  were 
met  by  a  small  army  of  the  mill  owners'  employees,  all  armed. 

Forced  to  retreat,  the  communists  tried  to  make  their  way  to  Bes- 
semer City  and  Charlotte  and  were  pursued  by  the  mill  owners'  mob. 

MOB  FIBBD  INTO  LOADED  TRUCK 

There  Is  nothing  to  Indicate  that  the  communists  were  armed  or  In- 
dulged in  any  violence,  nevertheless  members  of  the  mob  fired  Into  one 
truck  and  klUed  Mrs.  ElU  May  Wiggins,  of  Bessemer  City.  In  the 
m^l^e  other  occupants  of  the  truck  were  injured. 

Seven  employees  of  the  ManvUle-Jenckee  Co.  have  been  arrested  for 
the  murder.  They  were  released  on  bonds  of  fl.OOO  each,  and  the 
papers  were  aigned  by  J.  A.  Baugb,  general  manager  of  the  Loray  mills 
of  the  Manville-Jenckes  Co. 

[From  the  May  Issue  of  the  People's  Business,  a  monthly  bulletin  pub- 
lished by  the  People's  Legislative  Service  of  Washington,  D.  C] 

TXRRIBLB    TBXTIUW 

It  Is  impossible  to  apply  a  mUder  term  than  terrible  to  the  record  of 
the  l»'xlile  industry  in  America.  It  baa  fastened  its  grasping  tentacles 
on  the  tariff  to  squeese  the  life  out  of  all  possible  foreign  competition. 
Under  the  high  protection  afforded  by  the  Government  It  haa  exhibited 
no  real  concern  for  the  consumer  and  no  genuine  Justice  or  mercy 
toward  Its  workers.  It  has  been  guilty  of  colossal  waste,  frightful  mis- 
management, and  terrible  Internal  strife.  It  Is  saturated  with  the 
heavy  sweat  of  the  exploited  and  splotched  with  their  anemic  blood. 
It  has  opposed  the  most  primary  humane  instinct  In  Its  relentless  efforts 
to  hold  little  children  under  the  yoke  of  Industrial  bondage. 

Lawrence.  Lowell,  Patcrson,  New  Bedford,  arc  among  the  hideous 
milestones  In  the  history  of  the  textile  industry.  More  of  these  mile- 
stones are  being  erected  to-day  In  another  section  of  the  country.  The 
seat  of  Its  Industrial  empire  has  moved  from  New  England  to  the  South. 
It  Is  there  to  compete,  or  unite,  with  southern  capital  In  exploiting  the 
"cheap  and  docile  labor"  of  the  native  white  population.  Bat  these 
native  "poor  whites"  are  not  proring  altogether  docile.  They  have  at 
last  revolted  against  the  long  hours,  low  pay.  and  inhuman  "  stretdi- 
out  ••  system  that  doubles  the  work  and  then  do<±B  the  wages. 

A  great  struggle  Is  going  on  In  the  States  of  North  and  South  Caro- 
lina and  Tennesnee.  At  Gastonia,  Blkmbethton,  Greenville,  and  elBC- 
wbere  the  **  docile  "  native  whites  have  kom  o«t  on  strike  by  the  thaa- 


sanda.  Their  reasonable  human  demands  have  been  net  with  riolence, 
kidnapings,  wholesale  arresu.  and  Imprisonments.  Mill  owners  have 
called  In  the  SUte  mllltia  and  National  Guard  to  protect  profits  against 
the  plea  for  human  Justice,  the  right  of  organised  capital  to  exploit 
against  the  right  of  native  workers  to  organise.  At  this  hour  it  looks 
as  though  the  strikes  will  be  broken  and  organization  prevented — 
chiefly  by  force.  But  the  end  Is  not  yet  It  U  actually  only  the  be- 
ginning. 

The  strikers  at  Ellzabethton  have  adopted  the  slogan  :  "  We  will  re- 
fuse to  reenter  the  mills  until  the  military  forces  are  removed." 
Bayonets  are  poor  substitutes  for  bobbins.  Rayon  can  not  be  made  by 
militlanien.  nor  cotton  mills  operated  by  machine  guns.  Humane  con- 
siderations will  ultimately  prove  more  powerful  than  material  greed. 
sustained  by  armed  force.  Industrial  avarice  must  some  day  reekoa 
with  outraged  public  opinion. 

[Editorial  In  the  New  Republic  for  September  28.  1029] 
As  the  OastooU  trial  be/rlns.  It  Is  well  not  to  forget  that  the  attempt 
to  convict  these  labor  leaden  for  murder  Is  not  the  whole  of  the  Ubor 
struggle  in  sonthem  cotton  districts.  A  strike  Is  In  progress  In  Marion. 
N.  C,  where  the  National  Guard  haa  been  caUed  out  to  police  the 
picketing.  There  are  numerous  other  strikes  and  lockouts.  Althoagh 
most  of  these  groups  of  workers  are  being  led  not  by  communists,  as 
they  were  at  Gastonia,  but  by  members  of  the  United  Textile  Workers, 
a  regular  union  affiliated  with  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  they 
are  being  opposed  Just  as  bitterly  by  the  employers  as  are  those  who 
happen  to  have  been  led  by  the  extreme  radicals.  Unrest  In  the  mills 
Is  spontaneous  and  conUglous ;  the  present  problem  of  the  labor  organ- 
isera  is  not  to  arouse  It  but  to  bold  It  In  check  and  mobilise  It  for 
effective  trade-union  action.  It  la  curious  to  see  the  southern  employers 
blaming  "northern  influence  "  for  the  ineviUble  resulU  of  their  own 
policy  of  low  wages,  long  hours,  and  speeding  up.  Especially  so  when 
we  remember  that  many  of  the  mUls  wer«  establiabed  and  are  controlled 
by  northern  capital. 

[The  October  2  Issue  of  The  Nation,  an  Independent  weekly  published  la 

New  York] 

RecenUy,  with  the  prisoners  In  Oastonia  facing  the  possibility  of  the 
electric  chair,  the  International  Lr.bor  News  Service  sent  to  its  clients 
the  following  statements  In  an  editorial : 

"  Some  people  think  the  American  Federation  of  I.Abor  spends  too 
much  time  fighting  the  Reds.  Such  people  are  blind  to  the  issue  or 
totally  Ignorant  about  It 

"  In  Gastonia  some  communists  are  to  be  tried  for  murder.  If  Anier> 
leans — or  Russians— tried  to  do  m  Russia  what  these  reds  tried  to  do — 
or  threatened  to  do— In  America  there  would  not  be  any  trials.  There 
would  be  Just  some  quiet  shooting. 

"  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  Oastonia  communists  will  be  tried  for 
murder,  not  for  communism.  In  Rnrata  they  would  he  tried  for  counter- 
revolution, not  for  murder."  ' 

Whatever  pious  qualifications  may  be  tacked  to  It,  such  a  statement 
in  the  present  Inflamed  condition  of  Southern  opinion  is  a  direct  incite- 
ment to  "some  quiet  shooting."  Granted  that  the  commonlsts  have 
grossly  exaggerated  the  sins  of  the  American  Federation,  such  veiled 
appeaJa  to  Fascist  tactics  are  Inexcusable. 

In  a  letter  addressed  to  President  William  Green,  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  we  asked  for  a  complete  copy  of  the  above  edi- 
torial and  expressed  ourselves  as  loath  to  believe  that  the  federation 
would  stand  behind  such  provocative  statements.  He  replied:  "The 
International  Labor  News  Sendee  Is  not  published  by  the  Anerlean 
Federation  of  Labor,  We  are  not  in  any  way  responsible  for  any 
matter  published  therrin." 


[Editorial  from  the  Baltimore  Sun  of  October  8,  1929] 

JfBW    BATTLB    OBOPWO 

The  shifting  of  the  North  Carolina  center  of  violence  from  Gastonia 
to  Marion  Is  of  Interest  for  its  bearing  upon  the  frequent  sUtements 
from  North  Carolina  that  communism  U  the  only  Issue  in  the  textile 
disorders  In  that  SUte.  At  Marlon  the  strike  has  been  under  the 
auspices  of  the  United  Textile  Workers,  who  are  aflllUted  with  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor  and  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  com- 
munistic NaUonal  TextUe  Workera'  Union.  And  yet  at  Marion  we  see 
the  same  violence  which  appeared  at  Gastonia. 

This  episode,  backed  by  Gtevernor  Gardner's  frank  admission  that 
wages  and  hours  were  the  Issues  In  the  North  Carolina  textile  situation, 
makes  It  obvious  that  the  State  Is  confronted  by  the  threat  of  a  pro- 
longed industrial  war  nnless  she  faces  the  condition  frankly  and  refuses 
to  allow  either  the  communists  or  the  mill  owners  to  confuse  the  situ- 
ation. The  Marlon  strike,  like  that  In  GastonU,  U  dewrribed  as 
"settled."  Nevertheless  murder  and  riolence  distinguish  Its  progresa. 
Just  as  was  the  ease  In  Gastonia. 

The  fact  Is  the  textile  sltnatloa  Is  the  South  Is  far  from  settled.  It 
has  grown  up  with  dramatic  sudd«ineBS  and  Its  evolntlon  bids  fair  to 
disturb  that  section  for  a  long  time.  It  Is  Impossible  to  aasenble 
thousands  of  moantala  people  ta  nUla  at  low  wages  withaat  lavittar 
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the  same  troabic*  that  aerompanled  that  policy  wb^n  It  was  employed 
In  tlie  North,  rhlch  section  the  mill  owners  have  been  foraaJdng. 
North  Carolina  can  not  hope  to  sncceed  where  Massachniietts  tailed — 
nnlem  she  brings  to  the  complex  problem  superior  intrtlicence,  ma^- 
nanimitj,  and  fore«i«ht.  To  dismiss  the  whole  business  as  tb«  work  of 
a  few  commanlsts  is  to  Ignore  plain  realities. 

Mr.  HEI-T.IN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  UEFLIN.  The  Senator  has  made  a  rather  broad  atate^ 
niebt  about  the  cotton  mills  of  the  South.  I  want  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Montana  that  in  my  State  the  law  forMda  the 
workhiK  of  children  In  cotton  mills  under  the  age  of  16.  So 
far  as  I  know,  grenerally,  the  conditions  in  the  cotton  mills  in 
my  State  are  good,  and  the  wage  earners  in  the  factories  and 
the  mill  nwners  are  getting  along  very  nicely.  I  have  heard  of 
but  one  place  in  the  State  where  complaint  against  existing  con- 
ditions has  been  made. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  if  conditions  obtain  at  any 
place  in  Alabama  where  the  wage  earners,  the  workers  in  the 
cotton  miiis,  are  not  receiving  a  fair  deal,  are  not  having  proper, 
healthful  working  hours,  and  are  not  receiving  good  wages,  the 
situation  should  be  investigated  and  changed. 

I  want  to  say  to  my  friend  before  I  sit  down  that  we  have 
a  good  many  textile  mills  in  my  State  and  in  the  other  States 
of  the  South,  and  I  am  In  favor  of  giving  them  the  fair  and  Just 
protection  needed  against  ruinous  competition  with  foreign  cot- 
ton spinners.  I  am  in  favor  of  giving  them  the  tariff  protection 
that  Is  necessary  to  enable  them  to  pay  good  wages  to  their 
employees — to  carry  on  their  business,  make  a  success  and  good 
proflts  on  their  tmslness.  And  I  want  the  cotton  mills  to  get 
profitable  prices  for  the  cotton  goods  they  manufacture,  so  they 
will  be  able  to  pay  the  cotton  farmer  a  profitable  price  for  the 
cotton  he  produces. 

I  am  in  favor  of  and  am  willing  to  have  made  a  thorough  and 
fair  investigation,  one  that  will  be  just  and  fair  to  all  concerned. 

Mr.  WHBSLKR.    I  thank  the  Senator  tor  his  observation. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  understand  that  the 
Senator  is  asking  for  any  action  upon  his  resolution  at  this 
tini& 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  was  going  to  ask  those  in  charge  of  tbe 
tariff  bill  U  they  would  consent  that  It  be  temporarily  laid  aside 
while  we  take  np  my  resolution,  providing  that  the  minority 
members  ot  the  committee  would  agree  to  the  majority  report 
It  Beems  to  me  that  if  that  could  be  done,  it  would  not  take  any 
time  t»  dispose  of  it  at  all,  because  that  would  send  the  resolu- 
tion to  the  Tariff  Ck>m]nls8lon  and  to  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission. 

Mr.  8MOOT  rose. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senate  from  North  Candina? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that 
I  want  to  make  some  observations  in  reply  to  those  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senates  from  Mon- 
tana yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  WHEELER    Not  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  thought  the  Senator  was  ready  to  yield 
the  floor. 

Mr.  \^'HEEIJBR    Not  yet    I  win  be  in  Just  a  moment. 

I  assumed  that  if  the  agreement  to  which  I  have  referred 
could  be  reached  there  probably  would  not  be  any  objection  to 
the  passage  of  the  resolution  and  that  it  cuuld  be  passed  without 
any  difficulty  whatsoever. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  could  not  consent  to  lay  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness aside  at  this  time. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  I  would  object  to  that.  Even  if  six  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  should  agree  to  it,  I  would  not  agree  to  it, 
because  I  want  this  matter  to  be  thoroughly  discussed  at  the 
proiier  time. 

Mr.  WHEELER  Then  do  I  understand  that  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  objects  to  an  investigation  even  by  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission? 

Mr.  OVERMAJi.  No;  the  Senate  did  not  hear  me  say  any 
6uch  thing.  I  did  not  say  that  I  said  I  should  object  to  the 
consideratioii  of  it  at  this  time.  At  the  prc^)er  time  I  will  have 
someiixing  to  say  about  it,  and  I  will  r«^  to  the  Senator  and 
show  that  mu<^  of  tbe  Informatian  which  he  has  been  furnished 
is  not  true. 

Mr.  WHBELER    I  am  simply  leading  from  tbe  newspapers 

and  telling  tbe  Senator 

Mr.  OVERMAN.    That  is  what  I  say.  the  Soiator  Is  reading 
Mterethe  Seoata 
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Mr.  WHEELER    We  spent  some  time,  let  me  say  to  the 

Seni  it  or 

Mr 


OVERMAN.  Has  the  Senator  read  the  New  York  World, 
white  states  that  many  things  said  in  the  newspapers  whidi  wut 
dowp  special  correspondents  are  not  true?  They  sent  down  men 
had  never  been  South.  It  was  said  that  majiy  migreiire- 
sendations  were  made  bj'  the  newspapers  about  this  matter. 

Mr.  WHEEI^R  I  have  no  doubt  U>at  misrepresentations 
hav^  been  made  by  the  newspapers  with  reference  to  the  situa- 
I  have  no  doubt  that  some  of  the  newspapers  have  paint«^>d 
HHiditlon.s  in  North  Carolina  much  worse  than  they  are. 
lave  not  much  doubt  but  what  the  conditions  have  been  by 
many  people  painted  much  worse  than  tiiey  are.  But  fhat  is 
not  Fthe  question.  The  question  Ls  that  we  ought  to  And  out 
whaiher  or  not  these  (Aarges  tliat  are  flying  around  are  true, 
whether  or  not  people  are  being  killed  upon  the  streets  down 
there;  whether  or  not  they  are  charged  with  treason  with  rea- 
son whether  or  not  they  are  charged  with  stirring  up  rel>el- 
lion— whether  all  these  things  are  true — before  we  pass  a  tariff 
bill  which  is  supposed  to  be  for  the  benefit  of  labor. 

Mr.  OVERM.\N.  Mr.  President,  the  matter  wUl  be  fully  dis- 
cu8»«d  in  due  time.  I  have  great  regard  for  Mr.  Green,  who 
Is  al  very  patriotic  man.  I  believe  the  American  Federa-ion  of 
Lab)r  has  done  great  good  in  this  count  rj'.  It  is  a  patriotic 
orginization.  But  when  a  Senator  stands  here  on  tlie  floor  of 
the  Senate  and  wants  an  investigation  and  says  that  the  textile 
indistry  of  North  Carolina  is  full  of  vice  and  dissension  and 
wroigs,  I  say  he  is  mistaken.  Out  of  75,000  workingmen  in 
Norh  Carolina,  there  are  only  two  places  in  the  State  where 
there  is  any  trouble,  and  involving  only  a  few  men.  Most  of  tlie 
employees  of  the  State  are  satisfied;  they  are  getting  gjod 
wae  ?6,  and  there  is  no  strike  there. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  in  Marian  there  is  some  trouble, 
whli  h  I  deplore  Just  as  much  as  anybody  in  the  world.  But 
the  ;ovemor  of  the  State  is  there,  the  State  court  is  there,  and 
a  Jt  dge  has  been  sent  there  to  investigate ;  the  conrt  is  in  ses- 
sion ;  the  grand  jury  is  In  session  to  investigate  the  troable« — and 
all  t  lis  over  the  trouble  in  one  little  town.  It  is  all  coming  along 
all  light.  Most  of  the  workers  are  at  work  and  sath^ed.  Out 
of  a  thousan<l  workers,  there  are  aboat  100  who  have  struck. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  have  great  regard  for  the  opinions  and 
BtatTnents  of  my  friend  from  North  Carolina;  but  I  say  to 
the  :5enator  that  I  can  not  understand  why  he  should  object  to 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  getting  the  facts,  if  he  does 
obje:'t  to  a  Senate  committee  investigating  them.  If  the  con- 
dlti<  ns  in  North  Carolina  are  as  rosy  and  the  workingmen 
dowi  there  are  as  contented  as  he  pictures  to  this  botly,  why 
wou  d  he  not  want  the  facts  brought  out,  and  why  should  not 
the  textile  interests  themselves  want  them  brought  out?  Why 
wou  d  they  not  want  the  truth  to  be  known? 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  They  do.  They  are  willing  and  anxious 
that  the  facts  should  be  brought  ont.  If  there  Is  going  to  be 
an  iivestlgation.  they  are  willing  that  the  investigation  should 
be  4ade  by  the  Fe<leral  Trade  Commission,  as  the  Senator  has 
su^'ilested.  At  the  proper  time  I  shall  not  object,  but  now  I  do 
t  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  being 
dered.  Tbe  suggestion  has  been  made  that  the  Fedeml 
Commission  shall  investigate  the  matter,  but  I  am  not 
to  con.*jent  to  the  re-wlntion  being  considered  at  this  time. 

Ai  the  proper  time  and  when  ail  the  trouble  is  over,  let  llie 
Federal  Trade  Commission  go  down  there  and  investigate  the 
situj  tion.  A  resolution  passed  now  would  only  make  more 
trou  )le.  I>et  North  Carolina  settle  her  own  troubles,  as  she 
can  Jo  and  as  she  will  do  and  as  she  is  doing.  Our  courts  are 
in  session.  Out  of  50,000  people  only  about  a  thousand  or  less 
are  Involved  in  a  strike  down  there. 

At  the  proper  time,  may  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Montana, 
I  shiill  not  object  to  the  F"'ederal  Trade  Commission  investigiit- 
ing  the  matter.  In  fact,  what  I  have  been  adviKating  is  that  we 
should  have  an  investigation  by  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
and  Qot  by  a  Senate  committee. 

Ml'.  WHEELER.  Much  as  I  feel  that  the  Federal  Trade 
Com  Mission  could  not  do  as  good  a  Job  and  would  not  do  as 
good  a  Job  as  the  Senate  committee  would  do.  yet  I  am  willing 
to  a  ^Tce  right  now  with  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  to 
send 
it  to 


Mr, 
Ml 


are 
Yorti 


this  matter  to  the  Federal  Trade  Conmiissiou  and  to  send 
the  Tariff  Commission,  as  was  proposed  in  the  report  sub- 
mitt^  by  a  majority  of  the  Committee  gn  Manufactures. 
Mi  OVERMAN.    We  will  agree  on  that  at  the  proper  time 
WHBELER    Why  not  agree  to  it  now? 
OVERMAN.     I  will  not  agree  to  it  now.    I  want  to  have 
something  to  say  about  tiie  matter  at  the  proper  time.     People 
joing  down  Into  North  Carolina  from  New  Jersey  and  New 
communists  and  Bolsheviks,  stirring  up  ail  this  troui>le. 


Xh«i  e  i«  nuudic  aii4  robbery  and  trouble  of  all  kinds  involved 
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In  the  situation  down  there,  all  of  which  I  deplore  very  much. 
But  I  want  to  let  the  Senate  know  what  is  going  on  \n  North 
Carolina,  as  well  as  all  over  the  United  States  and  all  over  the 
South.  They  are  trying  to  arouse  the  people  of  the  South  by 
teaching  them  communi-sm. 

Mr  President,  I  have  not  anything  against  the  American  Fed- 
eration of  Labor.  In  the  very  beginning  of  this  matter,  when 
I  first  spoke  on  the  subject  as  Senators  will  remember,  at  the 
time  of  the  introduction  of  the  resolution  I  stated  that  the  pas- 
sage of  such  a  resolution  would  bring  disorder  and  trouble  down 
there.  It  did  bring  trouble,  rioting,  murder,  bloodshed,  and 
burning.  That  is  what  It  brought  about  down  in  Gastonia, 
where  all  the  workers  have  now  gone  back  to  work  except  about 
50  and  where  the  workers  are  satisfied.  At  the  proper  time  I 
propose  to  let  the  Senate  know  the  true  situation  down  there 
and  then  I  will  let  the  resolution  pass.  I  am  In  favor  of  it,  but 
not  now,  and  I  shall  not  agree  to  its  consideration  at  this  time. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  As  I  said  when  I  presented  the  resolntion, 
I  appre<iate  that  every  time  In  the  history  of  the  country  whem 
the  workingmen  of  the  country  have  gone  on  a  strike  for  higher 
wages  and  against  miserable  working  ccmditions  by  which  they 
are  surrounded,  and  when  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
first  started  out  In  its  existence  in  this  country  and  asked  for 
higher  wages  in  the  mills  of  New  England,  they  were  de- 
nounced, just  the  same  as  the  Senator  is  denouncing  present 
conditions  and  those  who  are  striving  for  betterment  of  the 
workingmen's  condition  down  in  North  Carolina. 

Mr  OVERMAN.  But  the  Senator  misrepresents  me.  I  hove 
never  denounced  Mr.  Green  nor  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor  in  any  way.  Tbe  Senator  misrepresents  me.  I  am  de- 
nouncing the  communists  and  tbe  Bolsheviks. 

Mr  WHEELER.  I  am  simply  saying  that  every  time  any- 
body has  struck  for  higher  wages  in  the  country,  for  shorter 
working  hours,  for  better  conditions,  from  the  very  inception  of 
the  American  Federation  of  I.abor,  the  United  Mine  Workers, 
the  railroad  brotherhoods,  and  every  other  organization  that 
has  been  for  the  betterment  of  organized  labor  in  the  country 
and  the  people  as  a  whole,  they  have  been  denounced.  I  am 
not  saying  that  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  has  denounced 
the  American  Federation  of  Labor. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.     The  Senator  can  not  say  that  I  have  ever 


denounced  them 
Mr.  WHEELER. 
Mr.  OVERMAN. 
Mr.  WHEELER 


I  am  not  saying  the  Senator  did  so. 

Then  what  is  the  Senator  talking  about? 

„ I  say  that  they  have  been  denounced  time 

and'tiine"again  as  trying  to  destroy  the  country  and  its  in- 
stitutions. Yet  here,  when  we  have  "  special  privilege  "  coming 
before  this  body  asking  for  higher  tariff  rates  for  the  benefit 
of  labor,  why  should  we  not  have  an  Investigation  to  see 
whether  or  not  they  are  giving  that  benriit  to  labor? 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  I  think  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate has  investigated  that  matter  and  made  Its  report.  We  will 
have  a  full  opportunity  to  discuss  the  matter  at  the  proper 
time  The  Senator  is  speaking  only  from  what  he  has  read 
about  It;  I  do  not  say  he  is  telling  an  untruth  as  he  Is  only 
giving  what  he  read,  but  there  have  been  many  thousands  and 
thousands  of  misrepresentations  in  the  matter.  To  say  tliat 
I  am  against  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  Is  not  true. 
I  have  just  stated  that  I  believe  it  is  a  patriotic  organizaUon 
that  has  done  much  for  thp  uplift  of  the  workingmen  and  has 
done  great  good  In  this  country.  I  have  said  that  I  believe  Mr. 
Green  is  a  patriot  and  a  leader  who  stands  for  right  and  for 
Justice  and  for  his  country.  That  is  what  I  say  about  them. 
I  am  denoimcing  those  people  who  came  down  to  North  Caro- 
lina from  New  York  and  New  Jersey,  these  communists  and 
foreigners  who  are  misleading  our  people  and  stirring  up  strife 
and  trouble  down  there. 

Mr.  WHBELER.  They  could  not  mislead  the  Senator  s 
peojrfe  if  his  manufacturers  would  pay  their  workingmen  a 
living  wage  and  give  them  decent  working  conditions. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  There  is  only  one  small  coterie  that  is 
being  misled.  We  are  willing  to  have  an  investigation  and 
show  that  our  people  are  receiving  splendid  wages  and  are 
satisfied. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    We  have  been  trying  to  get  that  ever  since 
last  April.    We  have  been  trying  to  get  such  an  investigation, 
but  who  has  been  stopping  it? 
Mr.  OVERMAN.     I  have. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Why  not  have  the  investigation? 
Mr.  OVERMAN.  I  stopped  consideration  of  the  Senator's 
resolution,  and  the  committee  stood  back  of  me,  I  am  not 
going  to  let  the  Senator's  resolution  come  up  for  consideration 
until  I  have  an  opportunity  to  tell  the  country  some  of  the  things 
I  know  about  what  has  been  going  on  down  In  North  Carolina 
and  what  it  is  proposed  to  do  all  over  the  South.  They  are 
■owing  their  seeds  of  revolution,  sowing  their  seeds  of  atheism. 


sowing  thrfr  seeds  of  free-lovelsm,  and  trying  to  throw  our 
people  into  a  state  of  revolution. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  misunderstood  me.  I  am  not 
charging  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  with  denouncing  the 
American  Fe<leration  of  Labor. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.     No;  and  the  Senator  had  better  not  do  so. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICliR    Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  WHEELER     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  said  he  was  going  to  ask  unnni- 
mous  consent  that  his  resi)lution  be  considered. 

Mr.  WHEBLER  Yes ;  I  said  I  was  going  to  ask  unanimous 
consent. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.     I  object 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  have  been  in  session  4  hours  and  10  minutes 
now  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  tariff  bill,  and  not  one 
word  has  been  said  on  the  tariff  bill  during  all  that  time. 

Mr.  WHEELER  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  I  was  talking 
about  the  tariff  bill  a  moment  ago  when  I  said  to  the  Senator 
from  North  C4in»lina  that  here  is  a  bill  pending  before  us  at- 
this  time  asking  for  an  increased  tariff  for  the  benefit  of  tbe 
manufacturers  of  textiles,  while  the  poor  unfortunate  individ- 
uals down  in  South  Carolina  are  working  night  and  day 

Mr.  SMITH.     Where  did  the  Senator  say?    [Laughter.l 
Mr.     BLEASE.    Which    Carolina     did     the     Senator    say? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  WHBELER  North  Carolina— I  beg  the  Senators'  par- 
don. I  might  properly  include  them  both,  because  I  do  not 
know  about  conditions  in  South  Carolina. 

Mr,  SMITH.  The  Senator  said  "  South  Carolina.**  He 
should  correct  himself. 

Mr.  WHEELER     I  meant  to  say  North  Carolina.     I  will  now 

ask  unanimous  consent 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  froin  North  Carolina? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  wish  to  occupy  about  five  minutes. 
Mr.  WHEBLER     First  let  me  submit  my  unanimous-consent 
request  and  then  the  Senator  may  occupy  all  the  time  he  wishes. 
I  nak  at  this  time  unanimous  consent  that  the  tariff  bill  bo 
temporarily  laid  aside  and  that  the  reiwrt  of  the  Committee 
on    Manufactures   with    reference   to   the   rewriution    which    I 
Introduced  for  Investigation  of  the  textile  industry  be  takm  up. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objecUon  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  OVERMAN.    1  object 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  North  Caro> 
Una  objects. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  cover  the 
grotmd  which  my  colleague  [Mr.  OvnuAif  J  has  discussed,  but 
there  is  one  phase  of  the  matter  that  I  wish  to  call  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Montana.  The  Senator  from  Montana 
seems  to  be  laboring  under  the  Impression  that  the  troubles 
which  have  arisen  in  the  North  Carolina  cotton  mills  are  due 
to  low  and  inadequate  wages  that  are  paid  In  those  plants. 
The  telegram  which  he  read  from  the  very  able  president  of  the 
Am«ican  Federation  of  Labor  would  seem  to  indicate  that  he, 
too,  is  under  the  Impression  that  those  troubles  have  their  root 
in  the  low  wages  that  It  is  alleged  are  paid  in  this  Industry 
in  North  Carolina.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  think  that  is  tbe 
basic  cause  of  the  trouble  that  exists  down  there. 

Mr.  WHEELER  Mr.  President  wUl  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question  ? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Let  me  elaborate  and  finish  my  statement 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the  wage  scale  In  the  South  Is  all 
that  It  shoidd  be,  but  I  do  mean  to  say  that  the  wage  scale  paid 
in  the  cotton  industry,  when  we  take  into  consideration  certain 
advantages  that  the  employees  enjoy  in  the  cotton  mills  of 
North  Catoilna,  is  approximatdy  as  high  as  that  paid  in  the 
New  England  textile  factories. 

The  first  trouble  which  arose  in  the  North  Carolina  mills  was 
not  except  incidentally,  on  account  of  unsatisfactory  wages  and 
Uvlng  conditions,  although  that  was  made  a  pretext  The 
troubles  and  disturbances  of  a  day  or  two  ago  had  primarily  lit- 
tle or  no  relation  to  wages,  so  far  as  I  am  advised,  and  I  have 
tried  to  keep  up  vrith  these  outbreaks  in  the  State  as  best  I 
could. 

In  Gastonia — that  Ls  the  place  where  this  diflJculty  origi- 
nated  the  strike  has  been  adjusted  upon  terms  that  are,  as 

I  understand,  satisfactory  to  the  laborers  in  the  factories  con- 
cerned. There  has  not  been,  so  far  as  I  have  been  advised, 
any  Increase  over  the  wages  which  were  paid  in  those  plants 
before  the  outbreak.  In  other  words,  the  strike  has  been  ad- 
Justed;  but  wages  have  not  been  advanced  in  those  mills,  which, 
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very  strongly  Indicates  that  It  was  some  other  cause  than  the 
wajfp  stale  which  brought  about  that  trouble. 

H^liat  is  that  other  cause?  The  situatitMi  in  the  Marion  mllla 
furnished  the  answer  as  to  that  other  cause.  The  Senate:,  I 
bt'lieve,  said  that  on  day  before  yesterday  there  was  somethlug 
like  a  riot  in  the  factory  at  Marion  in  North  Carolina ;  that  men 
were  killed ;  that  men  were  injured ;  that  there  was  a  pitched 
battle.  It  yrtis  not  a  pitched  battle  between  sympathizers  of 
the  employers  and  their  employees ;  it  was  a  battle  between  the 
striktrs  and  the  men  continuing  their  employment  in  the  mills. 
The  sbf riff  interfered  simply  for  the  purpose  of  averting  further 
conflict  and  maintaining  peace  and  order.  It  was  the  result  of 
a  quarrel  between  labor  inyolring  Questions  of  doaed  and  open 
shop  and  the  ri>;ht  of  labor  unions  to  ontrol  employment;  in 
other  wordn,  a  quarrel  between  union  men  and  nonunion  men. 

In  other  words,  the  real  cauae,  as  I  understand,  leading  to 
the  conflict  which  occurred  at  the  Marion  mills  of  a  day  or  so 
ago.  so  regret  twble,  so  much  deplorerl  both  by  myself  and  my 
colleague,  and  by  every  good  man  and  citizen  of  North  Carolina, 
was  antagonism  growing  out  of  tlie  question  of  whether  when 
an  employee  was  diacfaarged  the  employer  had  a  right  to  sub- 
stitute for  him  in  his  factory  a  man  who  was  not  a<BM«^*«*  with 
a  labor  onion. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  will  Jie  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  me? 

The  PKE8IDINQ  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  ylekL 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  has  made 
the  statement  that  the  ccmtroversy  did  not  arise  out  of  a  ques^ 
tion  of  wages;  that  it  was  not  that  which  caused  the  trouble. 
I  noticed  a  statement  in  a  newspaper  the  other  day  by  Governor 
Gardner  to  the  effect  that,  as  I  recall  it  the  employees  desired 
shorter  working  hours  In  North  Carolina;  and  he  also  made 
some  referenr-e.  If  my  recollection  serves  me  aright,  to  the  wages 
I  likewise  read  a  confirmation  of  that  statement  in  an  editorial 
from  the  New  York  Journal  or  the  Wall  Street  Journal  com- 
menting upon  that  statement  of  Governor  Gardner. 

Let  me  say  to  the  S«iator  that  when  we  held  the  preliminary 
hearing  before  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  it  was  there 
disclosed  very  clearly  that  aome  of  the  mills  in  North  Carolina 
were  working  children  who  were  under  the  age  of  16  years; 
that  they  were  working  them  from  10  to  12  hours  a  day;  and 
that  they  were  working  those  dilldren  for  a  wage  that  has 
been  declared  by  the  Secretary  oi  Labor  and  by  the  Labor  De- 
partjnent  of  this  Government  as  not  being  a  living  wage. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President.  I  deny  that  the  mill  owners 
of  North  Carolina  are  working  child  labor  in  the  mills  of  that 
State.  We  have  laws  In  that  State  forbidding  that,  and  I  think 
that  tho«e  laws  are  very  rigidly  enforced.  As  my  colleague  has 
said,  there  have  been  a  great  many  misrepresentations  made 
about  this  matter.  At  times  it  has  looked  as  if  there  were  an 
organized  effort  from  some  aource  to  diacredit  and  bring  Into 
disrepute  the  textile  iBdostries  not  only  of  North  Carolina  but 
of  the  Sooth. 

As  my  colleague  has  also  stated,  recently  a  great  newsjiaper 
sent  a  correspondent  of  national  reputation  to  North  Carolina 
for  the  parpoee  of  investigating  and  reporting  on  the  existing 
mill  fdttiation.  He  has  puMished  the  result  of  his  Investigation, 
which  indicates  very  clearly  and  unequivocally  that  living  con- 
ditions in  North  Carolina  among  the  employees  of  the  cotton 
mills  there  are  far  better  than  those  in  the  best-regulated  mill 
communities  in  New  England.  The  correspondent  to  whom  I 
refer  is  Mr.  Barry,  a  man  of  character,  a  man  of  reputation  as 
a  reporter.  As  the  result  of  a  very  thorough  investigation,  he 
not  only  pointed  out  that  the  houses  provided  by  the  cotton-mill 
companies  for  their  operatives  were  much  more  comfortable  and 
much  better  supplied  with  the  conveniences  of  modem  requlre- 
ment.s  than  woe  those  of  New  Ehigland,  but  that  the  rents 
charged  by  the  mill  owners  for  their  use  and  occupaticm  were 
very  reasonable. 

I  do  not  me-an  to  say  that  the  wages  paid  in  the  mills  of  North 
Carolina  are  all  they  should  be:  neither  do  I  believe  that  the 
wages  paid  in  New  England  are  as  high  as  they  should  be;  hut  to 
undertake  to  single  out  North  Carolina  and  other  States  of  the 
South  and  to  condemn  them  as  paying  starvation  wagesi,  wages 
away  below  the  scale  that  has  been  established  in  the  industry 
in  other  sections  of  the  country,  is  taking  a  position  for  which 
there  is  no  foundation  in  fact  I  hope  those  wages  may  be 
Increased. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senatw  frcan  North  Carolina,  then, 
contradicts  the  statement  of  the  Labor  Deportment  with  refer- 
ence to  what  mill  owners  are  paying  their  operatives  in  North 
Carolina? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  have  not  contradicted  any  of  the  state- 
ments of  the  Labor  DepcxtnMnt.  because  I  do  not  know  what  the 
Labor  Department  has  said,  hot  I  do  say  that  the  &icta  ax«— 
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and  hey  have  been  establldied — that,  taking  into  consideration 
the  idditicmal  advantages  which  are  afforded  the  employees 
in  tt  e  cotton  mills  of  the  South,  the  compensation  in  wages  and 
addel  material  advantages  tJiey  receive  is  approximately  equal 
to  that  paid  in  the  textile  indu.-Jtry  in  other  parts  of  the  United 
States. 

The  Senator  laid  great  8tres.s  upon  what  is  happening  in 
Nort  1  Carolina.  As  I  have  nald  to  him,  the  trouble  that  is  oc- 
curri  ng  at  Marion,  N.  C,  and  upon  which  he  has  animadverted 
with  such  severe  iraplicatitms  is  not  due.  if  at  all,  to  but  a 
limit  Pd  extent  to  any  controvCTsy  over  low  wages.  There  was 
a  qnestion  raised  as  to  the  inadequacy  of  the  wages  in  that 
mill,  but  that  quef^tlon  had  been  adjusted ;  that  question  was 
supposed  to  be  settled;  the  mills  were  runnini;  on  full  capacity; 
then  was  no  indication  of  any  dissati.sfactioa  on  the  jjart  of  the 
employees  who  had  taken  the  place  of  such  as  had  abandoned 
their  employment,  when  all  at  once,  without  notice,  the  em- 
ployees, when  they  sought  to  return  to  their  work  in  the  fac- 
tory, were  met  by  strikers  who  had  left  their  jobs  and  had  not 
been  reemployed.  I  repeat,  the  trouble  is  a  labor  trouble; 
largdy  it  grows  out  of  a  contest  going  on  in  this  country 
between  union  and  nonunion  labor. 

A  new  labor  organization  known  as  Che  American  Textile 
Uni<iQ  has  begun  to  operate  in  North  Carolina.  It  enunciates,  as 
I  understand,  the  d«xtrine  that  the  lalK»r  union  should  control 
empl  ayment  conditions  in  the  mills  in  which  they  woi*.  They 
ques  ion  both  the  right  of  the  employer  to  exercise  his  judg- 
men  as  to  whom  he  shall  employ  and  the  right  of  the  lu- 
diviclual  citizen  to  freely  accept  employment  in  certain  indus- 
tries They  resent  the  eiercia*?  of  these  rights  either  by  the  tm- 
ploy(  T  or  the  Individual  citlsen.  That  Is  the  cause  of  the  trouble. 
Nob<dy  says  that  the  flght,  rhe  row,  the  riot  which  took  place 
the  other  day,  about  which  the  Senator  spt^e,  was  due  to  low 
wag<(s;  it  was  due  chiefly  to  the  efforts  of  one  of  these  eie- 
menl  s,  a  new  labor  organization,  bused  uj)on  entirely  different 
prin<  iiries  from  that  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  try- 
ing :o  control  and  dominate  tiiat  factory,  and  force  its  em- 
ploy(  'rs  to  employ  only  men  who  belong  to  their  union  or  some 
othe  '  union,  and.  at  the  same  time,  denying  the  right  of  North 
Carolina  citizens  to  work  in  tliose  mills  unless  they  belong  to 
tbes^  unions. 

BKVISION   <»■  THE  TARIFT 

Tlie  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  pn>tect  American  labor,  and  for 
othei  purposes. 

Th  e  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
comiilttee  amendment. 

Ml.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  think  if  we  might  content 
ours4  lives  with  discussing  the  matter  before  the  Senate,  continue 
until  0  o'dock,  and  then  take  a  recess  until  11  to-morrow,  in  all 
humiin  probability  we  could  take  a  recess  to-morrow  at  not 
later  than  2  o'clock  until  Monday.  It  is  hoped  that  Senators 
win  so  confine  their  remarks  in  debate  that  that  program  may 
be  cirried  out 

Ml.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  about  to  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  when  the  Senate  recesses  to-day  it  recess  until 
10  o'  Jock  to-morrow  morning.  If  that  is  done,  I  hope  we  shall 
be  a  )le  to  get  through  the  discussion  by  12  o'clock,  or  before 
luncli  time,  and  give  the  afternoon  to  Senators  for  catching  up 
with  the  work  that  has  piled  upon  them  during  the  week. 

I  now  ask  that  when  the  Senate  recesses  to-day  it  recess 
until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

The   VICE   PRESIDENT.    Is   there   objection?     The   Chair 
rf  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

BLAINE.     Mr.    President    reserving    the    right    to    ob- 
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Trie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  had  stated  that  he 
hearl  no  objection,  and  unanimous  consent  was  given;  but  if 
the  Senator  desired  to  object,  the  Chair  will  withdraw  the 
announcement. 

Ml 
un 
pro 
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BLAINE.  It  is  utterly  Impossible  for  a  Senator  to  object 
.  he  has  time  in  which  to  object  Whei-e  the  Chair  states  a 
position  in  a  continuity  of  statements,  I  know  of  no  way  to 

except  to  sandwich  the  objection  in. 
VICE   PRESIDE.\T.     The   Senator   from    Wisconsin   is 


recof  nized. 

Ml.  BLAINE.    I  merely  want  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  if  he 
contemplates,  if  we  shall  not  be  through  at  12  o'clock,  that  the 
will  run  on  continuously  during  to-morrow  afternoon? 
SMOOT.    Yes;  that  is  what  we  should  like  to  do;  until 
up<in  the  few  amendments  that  are  left  In  the  adminls- 
tratltre  provisions. 

BLAINE.    Then,  Mr.  President  I  object  to  meeting  at 
dock.    I  am  willing  to  staj  here  to-morrow  from  11  o'clock 
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until  5,  but  I  am  not  willing  to  stay  here  to  maintain  a  mere 
fictitious  session  of  the  Senate  while  many  of  my  brethren  are 
out  enjoying  their  healthful  game  of  golf  or  viewing  the  baseball 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT?.     The    Senator    from    Wisconsin 

objects.  .  , 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  I  send  to  the  desk  an  amend- 
ment tliat  I  propose  to  offer  at  a  suitable  place  in  the  biU.  and 
ask  that  it  be  printed  and  lie  upon  the  Uible. 

The  VICE  PREiSIDENT.     That  order  will  be  mada 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  the  amendment  now  to  be  c<m- 
sidered  by  the  Senate  is  found  on  page  308,  line  5,  striking  out 
"  seven "  and  inserting  "  six."  ^        ♦ 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  know  of  no  objection  to  that  amenflmeni 
upi)n  this  side.  Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee.  o 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  wUl  state  the  next 
amendment  iiasaed  over. 

The  LzGiBLATiviB  Clebk.  The  next  amendment  passed  over  is, 
on  page  308.  line  9,  where  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  be«inmng 
wiUi  the  words  "No  person"  down  to  the  period  in  Une  14, 
and  to  insert : 

Not  more  than  three  of  the  coramlaBloncrs  shall  be  membera  of  the 
same  political  party,  and  tn  making  appointments  membera  of  different 
political  iiartlca  Bhall  be  appointed  alternately  aa  nearly  aa  may  be 
practicable. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  we  discussed  this  amendment 
yesterday  at  considerable  length.  I  do  not  intend  to  take  up 
the  time  in  going  over  again  Uie  ground  that  we  went  over  yes- 
terday From  the  discu-ssion  that  took  place  yesterday,  I  think 
It  was  quite  evident  that  a  majority  of  the  Senate  is  in  favor 
of  the  committee  amendment 

My  argument  yesterday  was  directed  in  opposition  to  tne 
committee  amendment.  Personally,  I  believe  that  In  aU  of  the 
various  laws  we  have  passed,  where  this  kind  of  a  provision 
has  been  put  in,  its  effect  has  been  the  opposite  of  what  was 
really  intended  by  the  Congress  in  putting  it  in.  It  undoubtedlj 
is  the  intention  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  of  those  who 
are  in  favor  of  the  amendment  on  both  sides  of  the  Chamber 
that  we  should  try  to  bring  about  the  abolishment  of  party 
influences  in  the  official  actions  of  this  commissicm.  That  is 
what  I  am  trying  to  bring  about  in  my  oppc»sition  to  the  amend- 
ment ;  but,  believing  that  the  majority  of  the  Senate  is  in  favor 
of  the  amendment,  it  of  course  becomes  necessary  for  those  of 
us  who  feel  differently  to  acquiesce  and  to  make  the  best  of  it. 
Mr.  President  I  am  going  to  offer  an  amendment  As  it  is  an 
amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  it  Is  in  order  at  this 
time  The  object  of  it  is  to  state  as  nearly  as  I  am  able  to 
state  in  concrete  terms  Uie  thing  that  it  is  apparent  we  are  all 
anxious  to  bring  about;  that  is.  that  in  passing  upon  matters 
that  come  before  it  the  Tariff  Commission  should  act  in  effect 
as  a  court;  that  it  should  find  facts  and  determine  results 
regardless  of  the  politics  that  may  be  Involved. 

I  send  to  the  desk  the  amendment  which  I  propose,  and  txsk 
that  it  be  read  I  ask  Senators  to  remember  that  this  amend- 
ment if  it  is  agreed  to,  will  be  added  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment! The  committee  amendment  strikes  out  some  of  the  House 
text  and  inserts  in  lieu  thereof  these  words : 

Not  more  than  three  of  the  commlaalonera  shall  be  members  of  the 
same  political  party,  and  In  making  appointments  membera  of  different 
political  parties  shall  be  appointed  alteroately  as  nearly  aa  may  be 
practicable. 

Then  the  amendment  follows. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  LiBoisLA-nvi;  Clibk.  It  Is  proposed  to  add,  at  the  end  of 
the  committee  amendment  the  following : 

It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  Intention  of  Congresa  to  provide  that 
the  Tariff  Commlmion,  In  aM  Its  offlclal  functions,  shall  act  Jodldany. 
and  that  In  the  determination  of  any  matter  submitted  to  It  no  con- 
sideration whatever  shall  be  given  to  partisanship  or  party  policy ;  and 
the  I'resldent  is  hereby  requested.  In  making  appointments  to  the  com- 
mission, to  endeavor  to  select  persons  who,  to  good  faith,  will  carry  out 
the  legislative  Intention  herein  expressed^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
an.endment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  committee.  ,      ..^    ^.      t  *,        *    *».-f 

Mr  SMOOT  Mr  President  the  only  objection  I  have  to  that 
amendment  is' the  last  provision.  I  hardly  think  we  ought  to 
refer  to  the  President  in  the  amendment  Outside  of  that  I 
have  not  the  least  objection  to  it  „^^„^ 

I  mean  this,  Mr.  President:  I  now  have  a  copy  of  the  amend- 
ment   Down  to  the  words  "partisanship  or  party  policy     tt 


seems  to  me  that  the  amendment  Is  a  very  splendid  one ;  but  it 
then  continues : 

And  the  President  is  hereby  requested,  in  making  appointments  to 
the  commission,  to  endeavor  to  select  persons  who,  in  good  faith,  wUl 
carry  out  the  legislative  intention  herein  expressed. 

I  think  we  ought  to  take  the  position  that  the  Presldtnt  would 
do  that  anyway.  I  do  not  think  that  ought  to  be  expresses!  in 
law :  and  I  should  like  very  much  to  have  the  Senator  consent 
to  the  modification  of  the  amendment  in  that  resi^ect  I  am  in 
hearty  sympathy  with  the  rest  of  the  amendment 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Seuator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvinla? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do. 

Mr.  REED.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  President  is  bound  to 
enforce  the  laws  that  are  passed,  and  Is  sworn  to  do  so ;  and  is 
this  not  tantamount  to  requesting  him  to  perform  a  duty  which 
he  is  sworn  to  perform? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  the  way  I  i^oold  construe  it ;  and  I 
hope  the  Senator  will  allow  the  amendment  to  be  modified. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  language  that  we  are  strik- 
ing out  by  this  committee  amendment  reads  as  follows: 

No  person  shall  be  eligible  for  appointment  as  a  commissioner  unlets 
he  is  a  citiaen  of  the  United  States,  and.  In  the  judgment  of  the  Presi- 
dent, is  posseased  of  qualifications  requisite  for  developing  expert 
knowledge  of  tariff  problems  and  efficiency  in  admlnistertng  the  pro- 
visions of  Part  II  of  this  tlUa. 

That  is  all  on  the  same  principle  that  is  involved,  I  think,  in 
the  last  clause  of  this  amendment  I  do  not  believe  that  any- 
body can  successfully  charge  that  this  is  in  any  way,  even 
indirectly,  disrespectful  to  the  Chief  Magistrate.  I  have  no 
such  intention. 

Think  of  the  debate  that  has  taken  place  here  while  we  have 
had  the  administrative  features  of  this  bill  under  oonsidera- 
tion,  when  Senators  have  said,  "  Why,  this  is  a  partisan  ques- 
tion. It  always  has  been.  It  always  will  be.  W'e  never  will 
get  it  out  of  politics,"  Everybody  conceded  that  It  would  be 
better  if  we  could  get  it  out  of  politic-s,  but  it  was  agreed  that 
we  never  could  take  It  out;  that  it  would  always  remain  in. 
This  is  only  a  step— it  may  not  be  effective.  I  concede — in  the 
direction  of  tiylng  again  to  take  it  out  We  have  adopted  an 
amendment  that  has  that  in  view.  The  committee  amendment 
I  take  it  has  that  in  view:  and  yet  in  reality  the  committee 
amendment  is  an  instruction  to  the  President. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  says  that  all  officers 
of  the  United  SUtes  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President;  and 
I  have  an  idea  that  it  Is  impossible  for  Congress  to  take  that 
power  away  from  the  President  The  question  arises.  How  far 
can  we  modify  it?  I  am  not  arguing  that  the  committee  pro- 
vision is  unconstitutlwial,  but  it  is  starting  in  that  direction. 
I  think  myself  that  it  is  perfectly  constitutioual ;  but  after  all, 
suppose  the  President  says,  "Congress  has  said  that  I  must 
not  appoint  more  than  three  members  from  one  party,  and  I 
will  proceed  to  do  as  I  please.  Here  is  the  name  of  the  fourth 
man  from  this  party."  What  would  we  say  about  it?  What 
would  happen? 

A  very  strong  argument  could  be  made  to  the  effect  that  the 
President  if  he  took  that  step,  would  be  perfectly  and  c«mi- 
pletely  within  his  constitutional  rights;  but  he  would  have  a 
right  to  do  It  because  he  Is  President  and  upon  him  is  devolved 
the  right  and  the  authority  to  appoint  all  ofllcials  not  otherwise 
provided  for  by  the  Conetitution.  with  the  exqep^ion  that  Con- 
gress, as  I  remember  the  Constitution  now,  can  give  to  the 
courts  the  power  to  make  appolntmwits.  and  to  heads  of  de- 
partments. Neither  of  those  Instances,  of  course,  is  involved  in 
this  particular  provision. 

Now.  I  go  a  little  further.  This  is  advisory  only,  and  I  con- 
cede it;  but  I  want  to  make  the  theory  of  Congress  prominent 
I  want  to  have  it  stand  out.  Perhaps  I  am  oversea  Ions  in  it 
because  of  the  discussion  that  has  gone  on,  where  it  has  been 
said  that  it  can  not  be  done,  and  that  it  never  will  be  done ;  and 
I  do  not  want  to  take  any  chance  of  not  going  as  far  as  we 
possibly  can.  Why  should  we  not  say  to  the  President  that  we 
realise  that  he  can  not  always  do  It? 

I  reaUse  that  fully.  The  President  in  very  faithfully  trying 
to  select  a  man  who  will  carry  out  this  law,  may  be  fooled.  He 
may  get  somebody  that  he  thinks  wUl  do  it  and  the  man  will 
not  do  it  He  will  take  some  other  course.  We  can  not  Insure 
that  it  will  be  done;  but  If  this  provision  is  in  the  law  It  will 
help  the  President  it  the  man  he  appoints  Is  Inclined  to  go 
wrong  on  this  question,  to  be  able  to  say  to  him,  "  I  have  se- 
lected you  because  the  law  of  Ctmgress  directed  me  to  try  to 
pick  a  man  who  woold  carry  It  oot";  and  he  will  make  some 
Investigation  aboot  the  aWUty  and  the  desire  and  the  wiUlng- 
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Dess  of  the  appointee  to  onrry  oat  this  provision  of  law  that  he 
perhaps  would  not  make  if  we  did  not  have  this  hui^ni^S^  in  the 
axDemlinent. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President 

The  \1CE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  frtMn  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Will  not  the  Senator  agree  that,  after  all  Is  said 
and  done,  if  the  President  should  disregard  the  plain  intent  of 
the  first  part  of  the  Senator's  anaendment,  oar  only  remedy 
would  lie  in  the  fact  that  all  such  nominations  must  be  con- 
flrmed  by  the  Senate? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     We  could  reject  the  nomination,  of  course. 

Mr.  EDGE.  We  could  reject  it  In  other  words,  that  is  pre- 
tmmably  acceptably  the  Senate's  opportunity  to  ezi»re89  its  ac- 
quiescence or  otherwise. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Ye». 

Mr.  EIMJE.  Now,  if  the  first  part  of  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment, which  clearly  Indicates  the  type  of  man  to  be  selected, 
should  be  igUM^  of  course  the  same  remedy  exists  with  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  is  correct,  of  course.  We  eonld 
reject  the  nominee.  We  do  that  on  all  nominations.  We  ought 
to  exercise  oar  judgment;  and  if,  in  our  judgment,  a  nominee 
is  not  fit,  we  ought  to  reject  him.  That  is  true,  no  matter 
what  President  may  make  the  nominaticMi,  or  who  the  man 
may  t>e. 

The  Senator  mu-st  recognize  that  that  is  a  negative  power; 
only  negative.  We  can  not  designate  the  nominee;  we  can  not 
select  the  nominee;  while  we  could,  perhaps — although  I  do  not 
suppose  It  has  ever  been  d(»ne  and  never  will  be  done — advise 
the  President  of  the  particular  person  we  would  like  have  him 
nominate.  If  we  reject  bis  nomination,  he  can  make  another 
one,  and  he  can  do  the  same  thing  over  again  as  often  as  he 
wants  to.  While  that  is  something,  I  admit,  perhaps  more  than 
I  think  it  is,  at  the  same  time,  from  its  very  negative  nature, 
it  seems  to  me  it  is  not  \-ery  much  protection! 

What  is  the  objection?  Why  should  we  not  say,  "Mr,  Presi- 
dent, it  is  the  intent  of  this  law.  when  you  are  selecting  a  man 
to  fill  this  position,  that  you  should  take  a  man  who  would  carry 
out  the  intention  we  have  outlined  "? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  questioa  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KING.    Let  it  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
will  be  stated. 

The  LjmsLAnvE  Clbk.  Add  at  the  end  of  the  committee 
amendment  the  foUowiny: 

It  la  hereby  decUred  to  be  the  Intention  at  ConfrCM  to  provide  that 
the  Tariff  CommtaBfon,  In  all  its  oiScial  functions,  ■hall  act  Jadldallj, 
and  that  in  tbe  determination  of  any  matter  lubmltted  to  it  no  conald- 
eratlon  wbaterer  ataall  be  (iven  to  partlsanablp  or  party  polley ;  and  tbe 
Preaident  Is  hereby  reqaccted.  In  ouklng  appointments  to  tbe  eommla- 
■ton.  to  endeaTor  to  select  persons  wbo.  In  tood  ftdth,  win  carry  oat  tbe 
legislative  Intentloo  berein  expressed. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  am  Is  sympathy  with  the  parpoae  of  th*  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska.  It  wooid  be  highly 
desirable  to  have  a  commission  acting  jodlclally,  fairly,  ioipar- 
tlally.  and,  if  I  may  «se  tbe  expression,  scientiflcaliy.  for  the 
porpoae  of  ascerUInlng  facta  to  aid  Congress  in  Uriff  legisla- 
tion. Bat  the  difllcnlty  is  to  secure  a  Federal  agency  that  meas- 
ures op  to  this  standard.  While  political  Qoestioas  are  supposed 
to  control  both  the  domestic  and  foreign  policies  of  our  eouatry, 
nevertheless  economic  questions  iniluence,  if  they  do  not  dater- 
mine,  what  our  political  policies  shall  be.  An  important  and, 
aa  many  believe,  a  vital  matter  is  involved  in  tbe  question  of 
taxation.  This  question  has  usually  been  regarded  as  a  poUtkal 
question,  at  least  where  it  involved  the  constitutional  authority 
of  the  Federal  Oorerument,  to  collect  taxes  from  tariff  Impoei- 
tlonsL  But  this  Important  question  as  a  pcHltical  issue  ia  being 
■bbordlnated  to  the  sui>pose<l  economic  advantages  or  dlsad- 
Tantages  resulting  from  tarifl:  exactions.  Political  platforma  are 
l&flnence<i,  if  not  determined,  by  tbe  economic  views  of  the 
rarious  ptkltlcal  parties. 

Members  of  the  commission  are  appointed  by  the  Preatdent  of 
the  United  States,  who  Is  the  head  of  the  party  to  which  he 
belongs.  He  la  subjected  to  the  pressure  which  the  adherents 
of  that  party  bring  to  bear.  He  is  expected  to  carry  out  tbe 
platform  declarations  of  his  party  and  is  influenced  in  his  exec^ 
utive  activities  by  the  advice  of  the  political  teadtts  of  his 
party.  Under  the  Constitution  he  hai  the  appointive  power, 
and  It  is  idle  to  aay  that  his  apfx^tments  are  always  free  from 
party  considerations  or  party  Influence.  It  Is  believed  that  tbe 
appointment  of  Judgea  is  too  often  dictated  and  controlled  by 
politicians  and  representatives  of  the  party  in  power.  Tbe 
Judiciary  of  tike  l^edexal  Government  and  of  $be  States  would 
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a  >mmand  a  larger  degree  of  confidence  and  respect  if  the  people 
believed  that  the  judges  were  selected  solely  upon  merit  ami 
bicause  of  their  high  character  and  ability.  I  do  not  mean  to 
.slate  that,  take  It  by  and  large,  tbe  judiciary  of  our  country 
his  not  measured  up  to  a  very  high  standard.  It  is  true,  how- 
e  er,  that  there  ha.s  "been,  particularly  of  late,  much  criticism 

0  judges,  and  the  charge  is  often  heard  that  persons  are  selected 
f <  r  judicial  potjiticms  l)ecaase  of  party  iniluences  or  political 
c<insideraUons. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  in  mind  a  nonpartisan  tarlflC 
commission,  composed  of  persons  who  will  act  "judicially" 
and  al)solutely  fi'ee  from  bias  or  prejudice  or  party  oonsidera- 
ti  ms.  His  amendment  contemplates  the  appointment  of  mai 
oi  learning,  of  ability,  of  high  moral  and  iutellectual  attaln- 
ni  ents ;  men  who  are  acquainted  with  economic  problems,  with 
tJrlff  questions,  and  who  will  be  competent  to  honestly  and 
fjirly  make  the  Investigations  called  for  in  the  law  and  to 
ji  didally  weigh  all  the  facts  involved,  and  formulate,  if  so 
n  quired,  just  conclusions  based  upon  such  facta,  regardless  of 
tie  consequences  that  might  result  therefrom,  or  from  the 
ci  Trying  into  effect  of  recommendations  made  by  them.  A 
ccmmlssion  so  composed  would  command  the  respect  and  con- 
fli  lence  of  the  pec^e,  and  undoubtedly  would  be  of  advantage  to 
Congress  when  it  undertakes  to  write  tariff  laws. 

President  liooseveit  desired  a  commission  of  this  cliaracter, 

01  at  least  a  Federal  agency,  that  would  study  economic  (jues- 
ti)ns,  and,  by  research,  diticover  and  correlate  and  present  to 
C  >ngress  facts  with  which  Congress  should  be  made  acquainted 
w  ien  It  undertook  to  enact  tariff  measures.  It  was  hoiHHl  by 
va  my  and  believed  by  some,  that  there  could  be  found  persons 
w  lo  would  measure  up  to  the  requirements  which  I  have  de- 
8<ribed,  and  who  would  faithfully  and  courageously  discharge 
w  latever  duties  were  placed  upon  them.  I  think  that  President 
\^  llson  believed  that  a  body  of  men  could  be  selecteil  who 
WDuld  make  of  the  tariff  commis.sion  an  important,  if  not  an 
indispensable  adjunct  to  the  National  Legiidature.  It  is  certain 
tlat  he  was  desirous  of  selecting  men  of  high  character  and 
n  cognized  ability.  I  think  It  is  conceded  that  his  appointees 
wa-e  men  of  ability  and  integrity.  They  laid  a  solid  fouinlation 
u]  on  which  to  build  a  suitable  superstructure.  Undoubtedly 
tl  e  members  of  the  commission  brought  to  the  discharge  of 
ti  sir  duties  views  and  convictions  resulting  from  their  study  of 
px  bllc  and  economic  questions,  and  it  is  quite  likely  that  in 
tt  e  consideration  of  the  questions  before  them  they  were  not 
w  jolly  free  views  and  predilection.s  which,  to  some  extent  had 
b€[*ome  a  part  of  their  very  natures.  Habits  can  not  be  thrown 
as  de  as  a  worn-oat  garment  Men  who  think  and  who  are 
worthy  of  high  place  and  responsible  positions,  are  bound  to 
h«  ve  views  and  convictions.  They  would  be  of  but  little  value 
In  life  were  they  otherwise. 

Even  political  economists  do  not  all  agree,  and  with  modem 
inlustrial  devriopment  and  the  conflicting  and  confusing  eco- 
ncmic  questions,  and  tbe  cross  currents  of  international  trade 
aid  commerce,  there  are  certain  to  be  differences  of  opinion 
aid  a  divergence  of  views  among  economists  and  students  of 
ta  cation,  tariff,  and  fiscal  policies.  But  persons  possessing  these 
dl  ferent  views  may  act  Judicially,  giving  to  that  word  the 
CO  uiuonly  accepted  meaning. 

The  record  of  the  commission  during  the  past  few  years  has 
be  m  most  unsatisfactory.  The  commission  has  disappointed  Its 
fr  ends  and  lost  in  part  at  least  the  confidence  of  the  people. 
Itllacks  prestige  or  infltienee  and  Us  wrangleto,  disaentlons,  un- 
ctory  actlvftles,  and  concltisions,  have  led  many  who 
formerly  advocated  the  creation  of  a  tariff  commission  to  seek 
iti^  abolition.  I  freely  confess  that  if  the  Tariff  Commission 
functions  in  the  future  as  it  has  daring  tbe  past  seven  or  eight 
yekrs  I  ahoald  vote  to  repeal  tbe  law  creating  it.  Ind(>e<l.  a 
niiuber  of  years  ago  I  offered  a  bfll  to  repeal  the  Tariff  Com- 
ilon  law. 

spent  several  days  reading  tbe  hearings  tiefore  the  commit- 
ted of  which  Senator  RomNsozv  was  chairman,  which  investi- 
ga  :ed  the  Tariff  Commission.  I  submit  that  a  perusal  of  the 
nure  than  1,400  pages  Justifies  the  conclusion  that  the  Tariff 
Ce  mmiasiOD,  at  least  for  a  number  of  years,  has  been  a  failure. 
Tie  testimony  of  Doctor  Taussig  and  Commissioners  Marvin, 
Dennis,  and  Brossard,  and  tbe  testimony  of  former  commis- 
sicners  Page,  Coetlgan,  Lewi.n.  Culbertson,  Burg^■ss.  Gla.ssie,  and 
Lonrell,  as  well  as  the  testimony  of  othc  «!.  together  with  the 
doruments  ftnd  data  submitted,  demonsti  «  that  the  Tariff 
Commiasion  has  failed  to  meet  the  expectailTos  of  the  people 
or  to  measure  up  to  the  required  standard.  Doctor  Taussig  Is 
on'  of  the  outstanding  economists  of  onr  country.  His  reputa- 
tion for  Integrity,  fairness;  and  impjirtiality  can  not  be  ques- 
tioned. When  he  was  testifying  be  was  asked  whether  a  com- 
mission of  experts  dealing  with  tbe  tariff  alone  might  not  act 
m(re  fasOj  than  OoogresB,  because  of  the  pressure  brought  to 
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bear  upon  the  latter.  His  reply  \n  effect  was  that  if  tbe  ex- 
perts could  maintain  the  position  of  "Judicial  experts"  that 
might  be  true,  but  he  said  that  the  danger  was  that  the  ap- 
pointments would  not  be  free  from  pressure  so  that  the  ap- 
pointees woul<Lnot  be  judicial  experts.  As  I  recall,  he  stated 
that  free-traders  and  protectionists  would  naturally  be  dis- 
posed to  follow  their  viev^,  as  a  result  of  which  the  Judicial 
quality  (.f  the  commission  would  be  affected.  He  also  stated 
that  appointments  had  been  made  not  "entirely  wiUi  a  view  to 
ability  or  training  or  attainments" ;  and  that  it  was  his  opinion 
that  in  noent  appointments  to  the  commission  this  process  has 
been  carried  to  a  "  dangerous  and  iameatabie  extreme."  He 
stated,  in  substance,  that  at)me  app< ointments  seemed  to  have 
been  made  upon  recommendati<ms  known  to  be  acceptable  to 
the  party  and  admlni.«»tration  in  power. 

One  of  the  commLssloners,  Mr.  Burgess,  I  believe,  in  his  testi- 
mony, stated,  in  substance,  that  the  commission  had  not  func- 
tioned as  a  nonpartisan  commission  and  had  been  a  disa^ 
polntraent  to  its  friends.  As  stated,  a  perusal  of  the  record 
will  show  that  the  commission  failed  to  justify  its  existence. 

In  many  of  its  rei>orts,  when  it  was  acting  under  tbe  flexiWe- 
tariff  provision,  there  was  a  division  among  the  commissicmers, 
confiicting  views,  different  interpretations  of  the  facts  and  the 
application  of  the  facts.  In  reading  the  various  reports  sub- 
mitted, and  I  have  read  mi>st  of  them,  I  could  not  help  being 
impres.setl  with  the  view  that  some  of  the  commissioners  were 
biase<l,  prejudiced,  and  partisan,  and  were  more  intert^ted  in 
carrying  out  supiK)setl  policies  of  the  party  to  which  they  be- 
longed than  in  fairiy  and  judicially  ascertaining  the  facta  and 
basing  their  conclusions  thereon. 

One  of  the  noted  cases  before  the  commission  was  the  Log 
case  and  the  views  of  some  of  the  conuui.ssloners  were  so 
untenable  as  to  call  for  a  very  causUc  criticism  by  one  of  the 
commissioners.  He  said,  referring  to  the  position  taken  by  three 
of  the  commissioners,  that — 

Under  the  doctrine  that  bypothesis  may  be  substituted  for  reality 
and  inconvenient  facts  Ignored,  any  commi8«loner  may  arrive  at  a 
predetermined  Judgment  In  any  case.  By  a  similar  selective  process 
one  may  spell  from  a  box  of  lettered  blocks  any  word  he  may  desire. 

Of  course,  such  methods  mean  the  destrucUon  of  tbe  commission  as 
a  scientific  fact-finding  body  •  •  •.  To  the  serious  minded  who 
still  retain  some  faith  in  the  commission  as  a  valuable  advisory  board 
to  the  President,  the  doctrine  referred  to  will  bring  only  mortification 

and  distress. 

Such  a  doctrine  is  a  species  of  sacrilege,  since  it  breaks  down  tbe 
invisible  altar  of  public  trost  In  a  governmental  agency. 

Three  of  the  members  of  the  select  committee  which  Investi- 
gated the  Tariff  Commission  reported  that  Commissioner  Page 
had  resignefl  from  the  commission.  In  part  at  least  because 
he  did  not  believe  that  the  commission  could  function  under  the 
flexible  provision  ;  they  also  stated  that  if  the  Tariff  Conunission 
was  to  be  continued  its  prestige  could  only  be  restored  and 
maintained  by  safeguarding  against  appointing  to  the  commis- 
sion representatives  of  siieclai  interests  or  organirations  con- 
cerned directly  with  the  work  of  the  commission. 

Mr  President,  the  weaknesses  of  the  commission  and  its  wholly 
unsatisfactory  record  call  for  some  drastic  changes  In  the  law 
or  demonstrate  that  greater  care  must  be  taken,  if  the  commis- 
sion shall  be  continued.  In  selecting  Its  personnel.  The  com- 
mission should  be  an  agency  in  the  legiriative  branch  of  tbe 
Government  to  aid  Congress  in  the  exercise  of  Its  legijlative 
functions  relating  to  customs  duties.  It  should  be  composed  of 
persons  competent  to  Investigate  and  ascertain  facts,  a  knowl- 
edge of  which  Congress  should  possess  when  it  formulates  tarifl 
legislation.  The  commission  should  be  a  fact-finding  agency  and 
selected  because  of  the  character,  learning,  ability,  and  scientific 
knowledge  of  its  members. 

The  members  of  the  commission  should  be  able  to  discrimi- 
nate and  to  weigh  facts  and  to  draw  rational  and  just  conclu- 
sions. An  examination  of  the  proceedings  In  some  of  the  cases 
which  have  been  considered  by  the  commission  and  reported 
to  tbe  President  reveal  bow  puerile  were  some  of  tbe  investi- 
gations and  how  absurd,  if  not  silly,  were  some  of  tbe  matters 
investigated. 

Mr.  President,  much  as  I  sympathize  with  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  I  shall  not  give  it  my  sm^port.  I 
shall  vote  to  continue  the  Tariff  Commission.  I  do  so  with 
some  misgivings  arising  from  the  unfortunate,  not  to  say  de- 
plorable, record  which  has  been  made  by  the  commission  during 
tbe  past  eight  years. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  after  consulting  with  several 
Members  of  the  Senate  on  both  sides  of  the  Chamber,  I  have 
concluded  that  I  will  modify  my  amendment  by  omitting  the 
last  clause,  the  <me  providing  for  a  request  of  the  PresidmL 


Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  modifies  his  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  let  tbe  amendment  to  the 
amendment  be  reported  as  modified. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT?.  The  clerk  will  report  the  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment  as  modified. 

The  I.£OT8LATivE  Clebk.  It  is  proposed  to  add  at  the  end  of 
tbe  committee  amendment : 

It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  intention  of  Congress  to  provide  that 
tbe  Tariff  Commission,  In  all  Its  offlctal  functions,  shall  act  Judicially, 
and  that  In  the  determination  of  any  matter  submitted  to  It  no  coo- 
slderation  whatever  shall  be  given  to  partisanship  or  party  policy. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  now  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  as  amended. 

Mr.  KING.    How  will  the  amendment  read  as  amended? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  will  be  the  committee  amend- 
ment as  amended  by  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska.    Does  the  Senator  want  to  haA'e  It  reporte<l? 

Mr.  KING.  Does  tbat  carry  with  it  the  provision  for  the 
salaries?  It  is  not  the  entire  provision  that  we  are  to  vote 
upim? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No.    This  is  on  page  308,  section  330. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  report  the 
amendment  as  amended,  so  that  Senators  will  know  what  they 
are  about  to  vote  upon. 

The  Legisij^tivb  Clkbk.  On  page  308,  line  9,  the  committee 
proposes  to  strike  out  the  following: 

No  person  shall  be  eligible  for  appointment  as  a  commissioner  unleoa 
be  is  a  cltisen  of  the  United  States,  and,  In  the  Judgment  of  tbe  Preil. 
dent,  Is  iKtssessed  of  qualifications  requisite  for  developing  expert  knowl- 
edge of  tariflt  problems  and  efflcleucy  in  administering  the  provisions  of 
Part  II  of  this  title. 

And  to  insert  tbe  following : 

Not  more  than  three  of  tbe  commissioners  shall  be  members  of  th« 
same  political  party,  and  in  making  appointments  memtters  of  diflerent 
political  parties  shall  be  appointed  alternately  as  nearly  as  may  be 
practicable.  It  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  tbe  Intention  of  Congress  to 
provide  that  the  Tariff  Commission,  In  all  Its  official  functions,  shall  act 
Judicially,  and  that  in  tbe  determination  of  any  matter  snbmitted  to 
it,  no  consideration  whatever  shall  b«  given  to  partisanship  or  party 
policy. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  tbe 
amendment  as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  Mr.  President  may  I  make  a  parliamen- 
tary inqury? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Tbe  Senator  will  sUte  it. 

Mr.  MoKBLLAR.  Is  It  now  In  order  to  offer  an  amendment 
striking  out  "$12,000,"  in  line  IS,  page  S09,  and  inserting  a 
smaller  amount?  I  want  to  offer  an  amendment  to  fix  tbe 
amount  at  $10,000. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tbat  amendment  will  be  in  order 
after  tbe  committee  amendments  are  disposed  of.  The  Cbalr 
understands  tbat  there  are  two  amendments  at  tbe  bottom  of 
page  308,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Lmisx^nvB  Glebk.  On  page  808,  line  28,  term  of  ofltee  of 
tariff  commisMloners,  tbe  committee  proposes  to  strike  out 
"  seven  "  and  Insert  "  six." 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  tbe  amendment 
Is  agreed  to. 

Tbe  LniSLATiTa  Cuxk.  And  in  line  25,  strike  out  "  seven  ** 
and  Insert  "  six." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  next  section  tbat  was  asked  to  go  over  Is 
section  337,  on  page  32S,  unfair  practices  in  import  trade.  Tbe 
committee  offers  no  amendment  to  tbat  section,  but  I  understand 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaihb]  desires  to  speak  upon 
tbe  section  and  otter  an  amendment  to  it  Of  course,  tbat  can 
be  done  now  by  unanimous  consent,  but  I  have  no  objection  at 
this  time  of  the  day  to  take  it  up  and,  if  we  can,  dispose  of  it 
to-day.    I  would  like  it  if  tbat  might  be  done. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tbe  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  would  Iflce  to  offer  an  amendment  and  have  it 
read  at  this  Juncture,  and  I  shall  be  very  glad  If  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  BtiUMB]  will  do  me  th$  honor  of  listening 
to  the  amendment.  I  do  not  know  just  what  bis  amendment 
contemplates. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  amend- 
ment submitted  by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WA1.SH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  may  I  wug- 
geat  that  unanimous  consult  be  given  first  to  take  up  ttils 
section? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  it  is  goin?  to  lead  to  any  debate,  we  win  act 
on  the  committee  amendments  first. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
jmiior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  be  reported. 

The  Leoislative  Ci^sauc  Beginuing  with  line  13,  on  page  326>, 
strike  out  through  Une  8,  on  page  330,  and  Insert  In  lleo  there<^ 
the  following: 

Sec.  337.  Unfair  practices  in  -mport  trade;  (a)  Inresti^tiona  of 
unfair  practices :  Upon  Its  own  motion  or  upon  application  of  any  In- 
tereated  party  sbowins  good  and  sulBcient  reason  tiierefor,  iti«  coounis- 
aion  shall  investigate  and  Snd  wlietber  there  exists  any  alleged  onfair 
methods  of  competition  and  unfair  acts  In  the  importation  of  articles 
Into  th«  United  States,  or  In  their  sale  by  the  owner,  importer,  eon- 
•ignee,  or  agent  of  either,  the  effect  or  tendency  of  which  is  to  destroy 
or  substantially  Injure  an  industry  efficiently  and  economically  operated 
in  the  United  States,  or  to  prevent  the  establishment  of  such  an  indus- 
try, or  to  restrain  or  monopolise  trade  and  commerce  in  the  United 
States. 

The  commission  shall  transmit  to  the  Congress,  to  the  Attorney 
General,  and  to  the  Federal  Trade  CommisBion,  as  boob  as  practicable 
after  the  completion  of  any  such  investigation,  a  report  upon  the  inves- 
tigation and  its  fladinjis  therein.  The  report  so  transmitted  to  the 
Congress  shall  be  accompanied  by  such  recommendations  as  the  com- 
mission deems  advisable. 

(b)  Rules  of  procedure:  No  report  shall  be  made  by  the  commission 
ander  this  section  unless  the  findings  of  the  commission  with  respect 
thereto  are  reached  after  an  investigation  by  the  commission  during 
the  coar«e  of  whtch  the  commission  shall  have  held  hearings  and  given 
reasonable  public  notice  of  such  hearings,  and  reasonable  opportunity 
for  the  parties  Interested  to  be  present,  to  produce  evidence,  and  to  be 
beard.  The  commission  Is  authorised  to  adopt  such  reasonable  rules  of 
procedure  as  may  be  necessary  to  execute  Its  fanctions  under  this 
■action. 

~  (e)  Definition:  When  used  in  this  section  and  In  sections  338  and 
MO  the  term  "  United  Sutea "  includes  the  several  States  and  Terrl- 
torii<s,  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  all  possessions  of  the  United  States 
•xcept  the  Philippine  Islands,  the  Virgin  i«ian^a.  American  Samoa,  and 
the  lalaad  of  Guam. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr,  President,  personally,  I  think  the  entire 
section  to  which  my  amendment  relates  should  be  stricken  out, 
bat  oat  ot  deference  to  wliat  I  suppose  to  be  the  views  perhaps 
of  some  Senators  whose  opinions  I  respect  very  much,  I  have 
offered  the  amendment.  I  should  be  very  glad  when  the  matter 
comes  np  for  consideration  and  discnssion  if  the  Senate  should 
take  the  view  that  the  entire  provision  should  be  eliminated 
becaa«!e  it  doea  not  belong  in  a  tariff  bill,  in  my  opinion.  We 
have  a  Federal  Trade  Commission  and  we  have  oar  laws 
against  unfair  practices,  the  Sherman  law,  and  the  Clayton  Act. 
To  incorporate  ii  a  tariff  measure  a  provision  of  this  kind 
would  set-m  to  me  to  render  the  measure  subject  to  the  criticism 
that  there  are  incongruities  in  the  le^slation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  ask  that  the  amendment  may  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  wlD  be  printed 
and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  there  are  three  amendments  to 
be  offered  to  this  section,  since  we  struck  oat  section  336,  that 
I  ask  to  have  acted  on  now.  They  provide  for  the  dimlnation 
oi  certain  matters 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  a 
queMtion  first.  Has  section  336  been  stricken  oat?  Tbe  Senator 
made  that  statement. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  was  amended. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  It  had  been 
■tricken  oat. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  mean  the  provisions  as  reported  have  be«i 
amended.  These  other  anmidments  have  no  possible  reference 
to  the  amendments  as  now  adopted  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  expect  to  offer  an  amendment — I  thought  I 
would  be  able  to  do  It  to-day,  bat  I  win  not — which  I  will  prob- 
•Ny  designate  as  section  336-a,  but  that  will  not  Interfere  with 
what  the  Senator  is  trying  to  do  now. 

Mr.  S.MOOT.  Not  at  all.  On  page  339,  lines  20  to  2S,  the 
House  provided  as  fallows: 

(4)  If  there  be  any  similar  competitive  article  manuCaetared  or  pro- 
duced In  tbe  United  BUtea  of  a  class  or  kind  upon  which  tiie  Presi- 
dent has  made  pabllc  a  finding  as  provided  In  nibdlvlsion  (b)  of  sec- 
tion SM  ot  thla  act,  then  the  Amerlcan-aelllng  price  cf  mdi  article. 

Section  330,  giving  the  President  power  to  make  pablic  the 
•ndings,  was  strickoi  oat,  and  therefore  I  ask  th^t  we  ii^kf 
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o  It  paragraph  4,  page  339,  lines  20  to  25,  faidaslTe,  which  I  have 
J^  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeiner  to  the' 
a^endment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  ^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  Une  19,  on  the  same  page,  strike  out  the 
s^icolon  and  Insert  a  period. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  obJecUon,  the  amendment 

agreed  to. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  Has  the  Senator  any  amendment  to  offer  to  sec- 
tlMi  334,  page  318?  For  Instance,  in  line  14  it  is  provided, 
"fWhen  directed  by  the  President."  It  seems  to  me  in  view  of 
tl  le  action  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  a  few  days  ago  that  phrase- 

0  ogy  might  well  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  existing  law  and  it  has  nothing  to  do 
^ith  the  Tariff  Commission.  Wlien  the  President  desires  he 
D  ay  ask  the  ciimmlssion  to  furnish  certain  papers,  and  so  forth. 

1  he  President  can  now  request  that  of  the  commission.    There 
is  no  change  In  existing  law. 

Mr.  KINO.  It  seems  to  me  the  President  would  not  want 
a  ithorlty  now  in  view  of  the  action  taken  the  other  day.  How- 
e  rer,  I  shall  not  press  it 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
tjtah  if  the  amen<)nient  on  page  340  has  been  agreed  to? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  amendment  on  page  340  was  not  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    That  has  not  been  acted  upon  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No.  If  the  amendment  relating  to  paragraph 
(b)  on  page  340  is  agreed  to,  then,  of  course,  the  amendments 
oil  pages  396  and  402  should  be  agreed  to  striking  out  that 
language.  But  we  have  not  agreed  to  the  Senate  committee 
anendment  yet.     Does  the  Senator  want  to  take  it  up  tonight? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  was  merely  inquiring  whether  the  Senate 
committee  amendment  on  page  340  had  l)een  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No ;  it  has  not  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    To  what  other  section  did  the  Senator  refer? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  this  is  di.xagreed  to,  then  we  will  have  to 
turn  to  page  396,  notice  of  appraisement — reapprulsement,  sec- 
Um  501. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  did  not  know  there  was  any  objection  to 
tie  Senate  committee  amendment  on  page  340. 

Mr.  SMOOT,    I  do  not  know  that  there  is. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Why  not  take  action  on  that  now? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  amend- 
ment on  page  340. 

The  Legislativb  Ctjcbk.  On  page  340  strike  out  lines  1  to  25, 
li  elusive,  and  on  page  341,  lines  1  to  11,  inclusive. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  (Resident,  I  understand  that  a  list  of  tax- 
pi  yers  has  been  furnished  to  the  newspapers  which  is  entitled 
"  Request  Made  by  Majority  Members  of  Senate  Finance  Com- 
m  Ittee  for  Income  Tax  Information  Under  Senate  Resolution 
US." 

1  had  believed  that  it  was  thoroughly  understood  that  this 
111  It  should  be  labeled  "  Request  made  by  certain  majority  mem- 
Ix  rs  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,"  and  so  forth.  I  uuder- 
st  and  it  has  gone  to  the  newspopers  In  this  form. 

I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  certain  members  of  the  committee,  a 
m  nority  of  the  nrajority  meml)er8,  to  say  that  they  do  not  con- 
ct  r  In  tbe  request,  bat  they  regard  the  whole  business  of  sending 
for  tax  returns  as  being  about  on  a  level  with  peeping  through 
a  keyhole.  They  have  submitted  no  names  and  have  taken  no 
pa  It  in  the  making  of  this  request. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  is  this  list  to  be  put  in  the 
RiDooBD  the  same  as  other  lists  submitted  by  the  majority? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  will  be  put  in  the  Rsoobd  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Will  the  Senator  state  also  the  Senators 
of  the  majority  of  the  committee  who  made  the  request? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No  more  than  I  have  stated  the  Senators  of  the 
m  nority  who  made  a  sinrilar  request  I  might  as  well  ask  now 
to  have  the  list  Inserted  in  the  Raxtao.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
se  Qt  that  a  certain  list  of  ccnnponies  he  inserted  in  the  RBtx>ROi, 
asked  for  under  resolution  lOS  by  a  majority  of  the  majority 
m  >mbers  of  the  Finance  Committee ;  also  a  list  submitted  by  the 
S<nator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Steiwex]  and  an  additional  list  sub- 
m  tted  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsu]. 

rhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  lista  will  be 
pi  inted  in  the  Rscoao. 

riie  lists  are  as  follows: 

MMiXSltmt    MJJtm   BT    MAJOBITT    OV    MAJOBITT    MSMBHUI    O*    SXNATI    nNAMCB 

:oMifirm  fob  incomb  tax  infokmation  undbb  bbnatb  RcsoLUTioir 
Loe 

C?oty  (Ine.).  New  York  City, 
aoofctgant  Corporation,  New  York  City. 
tfUlvlUa  Battle  W«rki,  MIDTiUe,  N.  J. 
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Eimer  k  Amend,  New  York  City. 

E.  n.  Sargpnt,  Chicago,  lU. 
Popper  &  Kline.  New  York  City. 
International  Glass  Co.,  Mlllville,  N.  J. 
Combler  Co.   (Inc.).  New  York  City. 
Condurier  Snictus  &  Bescher,  New  York  City. 
Duchame  Silk  Co.,  New  York  City. 

I.  S.  Wolf  &  Co..  New  York  City. 
Beiding  Hemingway  Co.,  New  York  City. 
Amnlgamatod  Silk  Corporation,  New  York  City. 
General  811k  Corporation,  New  York  City. 
C.  K.  Eagle  k  Co.  (Inc.),  New  York  City*. 
Grace  A  Schmidt,  New  York  City. 
Kastor  Brothers,  New  York  City. 
Jacknon  Shear  Co.,  Freemont,  Ohio. 
Henkle-Clauss  Co.,  Freemont,  Ohio. 

F.  H.  Tletermsn.  New  York  City. 
Sohraeder  &  Ehlers,  New  York  City. 
Julius  Schmid   (Inc.),  New  York  City. 
Vulraniz<d  Rubber  Co.,  New  York  City. 
Seamless  Rubber  Co.,  New  Haven,  Conn. 
American  Hard  Rubber  Co.,  New  York  City. 
Boston  Plate  k  Window  Glass  Co.,  New  York  City. 
Semen  Bache  k  Co.,  New  York  City. 
Bremenfeld  Glass  Co.,  New  York  City. 

W.  P.  Fuller,  San  Francisco.  Calif. 

Pyre  Brothers  Glass  Co.,  Los  Angeles,  Cailt. 

Interstate  Window  Olass  Co.,  Loe  Angeles,  Calif. 

Baker  Bros.  Glass  Co.,  Okmulgee,  Okla. 

Harding  Glass  Co.,  Fort  Smith.  Ark. 

Rolland  Glass  Co.,  Clarksburg,  W.  Va. 

Blackford  Window  Olass  Co.,  Vincennes,  Ind. 

Standard  Plate  Glass,  Vincennes,  Ind. 

American  Plate  GUss,  Jsmes  City,  Pa. 

F.  A.  O.  Schwarts,  New  York  City. 

B.  Ilifelder,  New  York  City. 

Hayward  k  Homer,  New  York  City. 

Louis  Wolf  k  Co.  (Inc.),  New  York.  N.  Y. 

Ives  Manufacturing  Corporation,  Bridgeport,  Conn. 

Kirby  Manufacturing  Co.,  Middletowu,  Conn. 

J.  Einstein  (Inc.),  New  York  City. 

Sam  Shapiro,  New  York  City. 

F.  Hecht.  New  York  City. 

Herman  Loewenstein,  New  York  City. 

Leather  DeLuxe  Co..  New  York  City. 

American  Hide  k  Leather  Co.,  Boston,  Mast. 

Pflster  k  Vogel  Co.,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Barnett  Leather  Co.,  Boston,  Masa. 

Toxaway  Tanning  Co.,  Brevard,  N.  C. 

Grleffslager-PfJeger  Tanning  Co.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

Casseli  Kid  Co.,  Camden,  N.  J. 

Nntionsl   Leather  Co.,  Boston,   Mass. 

Helnricb  k  Winterling,  New  York  City. 

ContinenUl  Ceramic  Corporation,  New  York  City. 

Nogoya  Settosho  (Ltd.),  New  York  City. 
Knowles.  Taylor  k  Knowles,  East  Liverpool,  Ohio. 
D.  E.  McNlcol  Pottery  Co.,  East  Liverpool,  Ohio. 
B.  H.  Sebring  China  Co.,  Sebring,  Ohio. 

Steubenvllle  Pottery  Co.,  SteubenviUe,  Ohio. 

Portland  Stoneware  Co.,  Boston,  Mass. 

Philadelphia  Export  Co.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Carolina  Portland  Cement  Co.,  Charleston,  S.  C. 

Gulf  State  Import  &  Export  Co.,  New  Orleans,  La- 
Edison  Portland  Cement  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Pennsylvania-Dixie  Cement  Corporation,  New  York  City, 

Giant  Portland  Cement  Co.,  PhlladelphU,  Pa. 

Southern  Slates  Portland  Cemout  Co.,  Bockmart,  Ga. 

Signal  Mountain  Portland  Cement  Co.,  Chattanooga.  Tena. 

F.  Schumacher  k  Co.,  Now  York  City. 

John  &  Faulkner  Co.,  New  York  City. 

M.  H.  Rogers,  New  York  City. 

Stroheim  k  Romann,  New  York  City. 

A.  Theodore  Abbott  *  Co.,  Allegheny  Avenue,  PhUadelphla,  Pa. 

Vlgllant  Mills,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Herbert  B.  Newton  &  Co..  PhUadelphia,  Pa, 

Craftex  Mills  (Inc.),  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Botiert  Lewis  Co.,  Phlladelpbia.  Pa. 

Faichney  Instrument  Co.,  Watertown,  N.  Y. 

MacGregor  k  Co.,  Needham,  Mass. 

Doniger  k  Co..  New  York  City. 

Clay  k  Adams,  New  York  City. 

Held  Bros.,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Popper  k  Klein,  New  York  City. 

Fred  8.  Bets  k  Co.,  Hammond,  Ind. 

D.  S.  Syringe  Manufacturing  Co.,  Vlneland,  N.  J. 
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New  Jei-sey  Syringe  Co.,  Mlllville,  N.  J. 

Wotrlnd  k  Co.,  Bethlehem,  Pa. 

East  Rutherford  Syringe  Co.,  East  Rutherford,  N.  3. 

Oeldroyce  Manufacturing  Co.,  Vlneland,  N.  J. 

Randell  Faichney  Co.,  Boston,  Mass. 

Rogers,  Brown  k  Crocker  Bros.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

R.  D.  Wood  k  Co.,  Phlladelpbia,  Pa. 

Phillips  Bros.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

M«uTis  Wheeler  k  Co.   (Inc.),  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Berko  Bros.  Co.,  Phlladelpliia,  Pa. 

Mystic  Iron  Works,  Boston,  Mass. 

Replogle  Steel  Co..  New  York  City. 

E.  k  Go.  Brooks  Iron  Co.,  Birdsboro,  Pa. 

Delaware  River  Steel  Co.,  Chester,  Pa. 

Emporium  Iron  Co.,  Emporium,  I'a. 

Warwick  Iron  k  Sted  Co.,  Pottstown,  Pa. 

Dodwell  k  Co.    (Ltd.),  New  York  City. 

American  Steel  Export  Co.,  New  York  City. 

American  Petrometal  Corporati'rti.  New  York  City. 

Allan  Wood  Iron  ft  Steel  Co..  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Milton  Manufacturing  Co.,   Milton,   Pa. 

Texas  Steel  Co.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

Herbert  Kennedy  Co ,  New  York  City. 

R.  D.  Wood  ft  Co.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Warren  Foundry  ft  Pipe  Co.,  Phillipsburg,  N.  J. 

Donaldson   Iron  Co.,  Emaus,   Pa. 

Mllbank.  Leaman  ft  Co..  New  York  City. 

E.  H.  Van  Ingen  ft  Co..  New  York  City. 

American  Woolen  Co.,  Boston,  Mass. 

Amoskcag  Manufacturing  Co.,   Boston,   Mass. 

Arlington  Mills,  Boston,  Mass. 

Cleveland  Worsted  Mills  Co. 

Pacific  Mills,  Boston,  Mass. 

United  States  Worsted  Co. 

Glendinning,  McLoish  ft  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Lamb,  Flndlay  ft  Co..  New  York  City. 

Amreln,  Freudenberg  Co.   (Inc.),  New  Yoi*  City. 

Wonsetta  Mills,  New  Bedford,  Haas. 

Neild  Manufacturing  Co..   New   Bedford,   Mass. 

Berkshire  Mills,   Adams,  Mass. 

Dartmouth  Manufacturing  Co.,   New  Bedford.  Masa. 

Butler  Manufacturing  Co.,   New  Bedford,  Mbbb. 

The  Prang  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Talens  A  Sons,  Inc.,  Irvington,  N-  J. 

Lewis  E.  Myers  Co.,  Valparaiso,  Ind. 

Hi-Jen  Crayon  Co.,  Valley  Park,  Mo. 

PHILADBLl'HIA,    PA. 

Rogers,  Brount  ft  Crocker  Bros. 

Rilling  ft  Co. 

B.   D.   Wood  ft  Co. 

Phillips  Bros. 

Morris  Wheeler  ft  Co.   (Inc.). 

Belmont  Iron  Works. 

Berko  Bros.  Co. 

John  B.  Ellison  ft  Sobs. 

Lippincott   Johnson   Co. 

Alexander  C.  Ferguson  ft  Co.  .   , 

Philadelphia  Export  Co.  * 

John  Wanamaker. 

Bonwit-Teller  ft  Co. 

Strawbridge  ft  Clothier,  Market. 

Lit   Bros. 

CHICAGO,  IhL. 

Laidlaw  Bros. 
Montgomery  Ward  ft  Co. 
Sears,  Roebuck  ft  Co. 
Mandel  Bros. 
The  Fair. 

Carson,  Plrte  ft  Scott 
Pitkin  ft  Brooks. 
Schiller,  Arthur  ft  Son. 
Prang  Co. 

MISCBI^LANBOCS' 

Omen  Watchmakers'  Guild,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

The  China  Importing  Co.,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

Prang  Co.,  San  Francisco.  Calif. 

Talens  ft  Son  (Inc.),  Irvington,  N.  J. 

W.  T.  Rawleigh,  Freeport,  111. 

The  W.  T.  Rawleigh  Co.,  Freeport,  lU. 

Jordan  Marsh  ft  Co.,  Boston,  Mass. 

Hickey  Freeman  Co.,  Rochester,  N.  Y. 

B.  Forman  Co.,  Rochester,  N.  Y. 

Sibley,  Lindsay  ft  Curr,  Rochester,  N.  T. 

May,  Tbe  Co.,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 
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FUco«  k  Co.,  BodtoB.  Man. 

Pfalts  ft  Baoer  (Inc.). 

B.  H.  White  k  Co.,  Bo«iton.  Maas. 

Pltcalme,  W.  S.    (Corp.). 

Joa.   Horn  *  Co..  Pittsbargh,  Pa. 

Prang  Co. 

Kly  Walker  Dry  Oooda  Co..   WaaMnstoa  and  Sixteenth  Streeta,  St. 

Rogers,  M.  H.,  Co. 

•  Loola.  Ifo. 

Rogers  ft  Gallet 

Kr«g^.  8.  8..  Co..  Detroit,  Mich. 

Rosenthal  China  Co.  (Inc.). 

Btein-BIocta  Co..  The.  Bocbester.  N.  Y. 

Saks  ft  Co. 

8tix  Kaer  k  FnlterCo..  8t  Loala.  Mo. 

Sandoi  Chemical   Worka 

American  Standard  Watch  Caae  Co.,  ProTidence.  B.  L 

Schmid.  Julius   (lac). 

KKW   TOEK,    H.   T. 

Schiering  ft  Glata. 

Altman,  B.,  k  Co. 

Bcbamacher  ft  Co. 

American  Petrometal  Corporation. 

Schwartj!.  F.  A.  O.   (toyabop). 

American  Steel  Export  Co. 
Amrein.  Preodenbers.  Co. 
Beat  k  Co. 

Sheft   PiUng  Co.    (Inc.). 

Stein.  8.,  ft  Co. 

Steel  Union  Co.  (Inc.). 

Bill  *  CaldweQ. 

Strohmeyer  ft  Arpe  Co. 

Bonwit-Teller  k  Co. 

Syndicate  Trading  Co. 

Borgfeldt  *  Co. 

Synthetic  Nitn«en  Prodncta  Corporation. 

Botany  ConaoUdated  Mllla. 

Talyo  Trading  Co. 

Boalerir  Watch  Co. 

Van  Ingen,  B.  H..  A  Co. 

Bourjola,  A.,  ft  Co. 
Burns  Wolfe  ft  Co. 

Wannmaker,    John. 

Wetterwald  ft  Pflster  Co.   (Inc.); 

Bnrrougba  Wellcome  Co. 

Winsor  ft  Newton    (Inc.). 

Butler  Broa. 

Winter,  Wolff  ft  Co.   (Inc.). 

Bulova  Watch  Co. 

Wood  worth    (Inc.). 

Bayer  Pretrfelder  ft  Milla. 

Woolworth.  F.  W.,  Co. 

Carib  Co. 

Westfleld  Watch  Co. 

Otba  Co. 

L 

ST   or    NAMBS   SUBMITTCD   BY    8SNATOB    BT«IWBB,  0»  OKBOON,  ON    BIHALT 

CinelU  Hat  Co.,  B.   (Inc.). 

or  THs  oaaooN  Dii.aoATiON,  to  hon.  hbbd  aiioor.  cbaibman  sbnatb 

Coty   (Inc.). 

PINA.NCn    COMMrTTBB,    CNDBH    8ENATB    BB80LLTI0K    lO*    rOB    IHCOMB-XAZ 

Dodge  ft  Oicntt  Co. 

RXTrBNS 

Dodwell  ft  Co. 

Anderson  ft  Mlddleton  Lumber  Co.,  Aberdeen,  Wash. 

Danhill.  Alfred,  of  London  (Inc.). 

Aatoria  Box  ft  Paper  Co.,  Astoria,  Oreg. 

Dunther.  Wagner  (The  Pelican  Works). 

A.  A  U.  Lumber  Co..  Enumclaw,   Wash. 

Doahi  Trading  Co.    (Ltd.). 

Bay  City  Lumber  Co.,  Aberdeen.  Wash. 

Ellison,  John  B.,  ft  Sona. 

Bishop,  E.  K..  Lumber  Co.,  Aberdeen,  Waah. 

Ely  Walker  Dry  (3oods  Co. 

Blssell  Lumber  Co.,  P.  0.  box  72,  Seattle.  Wash. 

French  .\merican  Elastic  Co.   (lac;). 

Bohemia  Lumber  Co.,  Cottage  Oroye.   Oreg. 

Pritasche  Broa.   (Inc.). 

Booth-Kelly   Lumber  Co..    Eugene.    Wash. 

Gaaert,  B.  W. 

Bratlle  Bros.   Mill  Co.,  Ridgefleld,  Waah. 

Gelgy  Co. 

Bridal  Veil  Timber  Co.,  Bridal  Veil,  Oreg. 

(}«neral  Dyeatnff  Corporatloo. 

Bryant  Lumber  Co.,  Seattle,  Wash. 

Oimbel  Broa. 

Buchanan  Lumber  Co.,  Olympia,  Waah. 

Otendinning,  McLeiah  ft  Co.  (Inc.). 

Canyon  Lumber  Co.,  Everett,  Wash. 

Grosser  Knitting  Machine  Co. 

Carlisle  Lumber  Co.,  Onalaskn,  Wash. 

HaTaMnd,  Theodore  ft  Co. 

Central    Coal    ft    Coke    Co.     (Oregon-American    Lumber    Co..    Kansas 

Hariland  China  Co. 

C 

ty.  Mo.). 

Houbigaat  (Inc.). 

Chambera.  J.  H..  ft  Son,  Cottage  Grove.  Oreg. 

lUfelder.  B..  ft  Co. 

CHiehalis  Mill  Co.,  Salkam,  Wash. 

Johnson  ft  Faalkner. 

Clark-Nickerson  Lumber  Co.,  Everett,  Wash. 

Jaeger  Watch  Co. 

Clear  Fir  Lumber  Co.,  Tacoma,  Wash. 

Kastor,  Adolph,  ft  Broa. 

Clough   Lumber  Co.,   Stanwood,   Wash. 

Kayaer.  Julias,  ft  Co. 

Clough  Hartley  Co..  Everett,  Wash. 

KUpatein,  A.,  ft  Co. 

Cobbs  ft  Mitchell  Co..  Portland,  Oreg. 

Kny-8cheerer  Corporation  of  America. 

Colby  Lumber  Co.,   Seattle,   Wash. 

Koblberg.  A. 

Coos  Bay  Logging  Co.,  North  Bend.  Oreg. 

Kuttroff.  Plekbardt  ft  Co. 

Coos  Bay  Lumber  Co.,  Marshfleld,  Oreg. 

Knickerbocker  Watch  Co. 

Coyote  Lumber  Co.,  Eugene,  Oreg. 

Laidlav  Broa. 

Crossett  Western  Co.,  Wauna,  Oreg. 

Lamb,  Vlalay  ft  Co. 

Dickman  Lumber  Co.,  Tacoma,  Waah. 

Lang-Kiddc  Co.  (Inc.). 

Dolge,  Ernest   (Inc.),  Tacoma.  Wash. 

Langley-WhortOB  Co.   (In&). 

Du  Bois  Mill  Co.,  Vancouver.  Wash. 

Lasarus  ft  Boaenfeld. 

Dnncnn  Lumber  Co.,  Portland,  Oreg. 

Lasaraa  ft  Boaenfeld  (Inc.). 

East  Side  Mill  ft  Lumber  Co.,  Portland.  Oreg. 

Lionel  Corporation. 

Eastern  Railway  ft  Lumber  Co.,  Centralla,  Wash. 

Lionel  Trading  Corporation. 

Eclipse  Mill  Co..  Everett.  Wash. 

Lord  ft  Taylor. 

Elliott  Bay  Mill  Co..  Seattle,  Wash. 

Macy.  E.  H..  ft  Co. 

Eugene  Tranxit   Milling  Co.,  Eugene,  Oreg. 

MoCraery.  Jamea.  ft  Co. 

Fischr  Lumber  Co..  Marcola,   Oreg. 

Maddock  ft  MUler. 

Olendale  Lomber  Co.,  Qlendale,  Oreg. 

Mall,  H.  W.  T..  ft  Co. 

O.  H.  P.  Lumber  Co.,  Hillaboro,  Oreg. 

MaMaloff  ft  Co.  (Inc.). 

Giostina  Broa.,  Eugene,  Oreg. 

Marabail  field  ft  Co. 

HanUn  Lumber  Co.,   Sedro-Wooiley,   Wash. 

May  Depertmeat  Stores  Co. 

Hulbert,   William,  Mill  Co..  Everett,  Wash. 

Meaktn  ft  Bidgway  (Inc.). 

lasaquah  Valley  Lumber  Co.,   Issaqoab,   Waah. 

Mets.  H.  A.,  ft  Co.   (Inc.). 

Juneau  Lomber  Mills   (Inc.).  Juneau,  Alaska. 

MUbaak-Leaman  ft  Co. 

Ketchikan  Spruce  Mills    (with   Seattle  office),   Kefchlkan,   Alaska. 

Mogl.  Mononoi  ft  Co. 

Knappton  Mills  ft  Lumber  Co.,  Poriland,  Oreg. 

Morlmura  Bros.  (Inc.). 

Lewis  Mills  ft  Timber  Co.,  South  Bend,  Wa.<th. 

Mandet  ft  Son  (Inc.). 

Lewis- Peters  Lumber  Co.,  Eugene,  Oreg. 

Nakayama.  Q. 

Long-Bell  Lumber  Co.,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

New  York  Merchandise  Co. 

Matlock.  A.   M..   Veneta,   Oreg. 

Orlngton  Bros.  Co. 

McMaster,  John,  Shingle  Co.,  Seattle,  Wash. 

Pastene.  P..  ft  Co.  (Inc.). 

MUler,  E.  C,  Cedar  Lumber  Co.,  Aberdeen.  Wash 

Peek  ft  Peek. 

MUler.  W.  J.,  Monroe.  Oreg. 
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Moore  MUl  ft  Lumber  Co.,  Bai>don,  Oreg. 
Mountain  Lumber  Co.,  Tacoma,  Wash. 
Muniby  I  umber  ft  Shingle  Co.,  Bordeau,  Wash. 
Murray  ft  Co.,  D.  P.,  Newberg,  Oreg. 
Mutual  Lumber  Co.,   Bucoda,  Wash. 
Nettleton  Lumber  Co.,  Seattle,  Waah. 
North  Western  Lomber  Co.,  Hoquiam,  Wash. 
Oriental  Lumber  Co..  Aberdeen,  Wash. 
Ostrander  Hallway  ft  Timber  Co.,  Ostrander,  Wash. 
Owen-Oregon  Lumber  Co..  Medford,  Oreg. 
Pacific  National  Lumber  Co.,  Tacoma,  Waah. 
Pacific  Spmce  Corporation,  Portland,  Oreg. 
Pacific  8Utes  Lumber  Co.,  Tacoma,  Wash. 
Parker-Poyneer  Lumber  Co.,  Everett.  Wash. 
Penn  Luxaber  Co..  McGlynn,  Oreg. 
Pobon  Lumber  ft  Shingle  Co..  Hoquiam.  Wash. 
Pronty  Lumber  ft  Box  Co.,  Warrenton,  Oreg. 
Raymond  Lumber  Co.,  Raymond,   Wash. 
Robinson  Manufacturing  Co.,   Everett,   Wash. 
Seattle  Cedar  Lumber  Manufacturing  Co.,  Seattle,  Waah. 
Silver  Falls  Timber  Co..  Silverton,  Greg. 
Skaplt  Mill  Co.,  Lyman,  Waah. 
SnellBtrom   Broa.    (Inc.),  Eugene,  Wash. 
Snoqoalmle  Falls  Lumber  Co.,  Snoqualmle  Falls.  Wash. 
Bouthwst  Portland  Lumber  Co..  Portland,  Oreg. 
Springer  MUl  Co.,  Olympia,  Wash. 
St.  Paul  ft  Tacoma  Lumber  Co.,  Tacoma,  WnA. 
Sttmsoo  Timber  Co.,  Seattle,  Wash. 
Bttmson  MUl  Co.,  Seattle,  Wash. 
Cmpqua  Mills  ft  Timber  Co.,  Reedsport,  Oreg. 
Wagner  Lumber  Co.,  Monroe,  Wash. 
WalUce  Lumber  ft  Mannfacturing  Co.,  Saltan,  Wash. 
Walton  Lumber  Co.,  Everett.  Wash. 
WalvlUc  Lumber  Co.,  WalvlUe,  Waah. 
Washington  Lumber  ft  Spar  Co.,  Renton,  Wash. 
Washington  Veneer  Co.,  Olympia,   Waah. 
Western  Lumber  Co.,  Westflr.  Oreg. 
Western  Lumber  Manufacturing  Co.,  Tacoma,  Wash. 
Westport  Lumber  Co..  Westport,  Greg. 
West  Waterway  Lumber  Co.,  Seattle,  Wash. 
Weyerhaeuser  Timber  Co.,  Tacoma,  Wash. 
Whatcom  Falls  MlU  Co..  BeUlngham.  Wash. 
White  River  Lumber* Co.,  Enumclaw,  Waah. 
Willapa   Lumber  Co.,   Portland,   Oreg. 
WiUlams  Fir  Finish  Co.,  Seattle,  Waah. 
'"Wood,  B.  K.,  Lumber  Co.,  Anacortea,  Wash. 
Wood  ft  Iveraon   (Inc.),  Hobart,  Wash. 
Woodward.  W.  A.,  Lomber  Co.,  Cottage  Grove,  Oreg. 

ADDITIONAL  BBQVE8T8  MADE  BT  BBMATOB  WAUBH  OF  MASSACHUSBTrS, 
MIKOKITT  MBMBBB,  8BKATB  riNAMCB  COMMITTBll,  FOB  I5COIt»TAX 
BCTT  BNB    UMDBB   8E.NATB  KE801.DT10N    lOS 

American  Lead  Pencil  Co.,  New  Jersey. 
Blalsdell  Pencil  Co.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Joseph  Dixon  CniclWe  Co.,  Jersey  City,  N.  J. 
Eagle  Pencil  Co..  New  York. 
The  Essex  Lumber  Co.,  Stockton.  CaUf. 
M.  A.  Fenrt  (Ltd.),  Atlanta,  Qm. 
Eberliard  Faber  Pencfl  Co..  Brooklyn,  N.  T. 
General  Pencil  Co..  Jersey  aty,  N.  J. 
Houston  ft  Liggett  (Inc.),  Lewisborg,  Tenn. 
Hudson  Lnmber  Co.,  San  Leandro,  CaMf. 
Mnsgrave  Pencil  Co.,  Shelbyvllle,  Tenn, 
Rite-Rite  Corporation,  Chicago,  lU. 
Springfield  Cedar  Co.,  Oakland,  Calif, 
rmted  States  Pencil  Co.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Wallace  Pencil  Co..  St.  Louis.  Mo. 
American  Crayon  Co..  Banduaky.  Ohio. 

Mr.  LA  FOLI.ETTK.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  the  Senator  from 
Penui<ylvania  would  tell  us  which  of  his  adleagnes  on  the  com- 
mittee he  thought  were  peeking  through  a  keyhole. 

Mr.  BIXIE.  Mr.  President,  in  line  with  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin,  so  far  as  one  of  the  coUeagues  of  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  on  the  committee  is  c<Hicerned,  I 
llliewise  join  in  the  same  viewpoint  he  has  expreaeed.  I  have 
made  no  request  whatever  to  the  committee  to  have  furnished 
the  tax  returns  of  any  taxpayer.  PersonaUy  I  feel,  after  care- 
ful consideration  and  some  investigaUon,  that  so  far  as  it  would 
be  useful  in  the  maJcing  of  a  tariff  bill,  the  Senate  ^rtll  be  very 
much  disappointed  with  the  infOTmation  available.  I  do  not 
think  it  will  contribute  in  any  material  degree  to  a  businesslike 
consideration  of  the  rate  problem  before  us,  and  for  that  reason 
I  have  not  asked  for  any  returns  on  my  own  account 

Mr.  HAJIRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question? 


Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

The  VIC!E  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  requested  by  the  Senator  from  Verm^mt 
[Mr.  Greene]  to  say  that  he  shares  the  views  which  have  been 
expressed  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  EdoeJ  and 
myself;  and  I  know  that  If  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
BiNQHAif]  were  present  he  would  say  tliat  he  rtiares  in  those 
views. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  now  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Misslssinpi? 

Mr.  EDGE.     I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Reeo]  has  answered  my  question,  I  had  understooil  from  what 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  said  that  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  disclaimed  any  cooperation  In  the  making  of  this 
request.  I  now  understand  that  their  ranks  have  been  aug- 
mented by  two  other  Senators,  and  that  the  other  members  of 
the  majority  of  the  Finance  Committee  made  the  request. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Of  course,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  may 
make  his  own  deductions.  I  have  no  farther  information  to 
give.    I  merely  speak  for  myself. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Is  not  what  I  have  stated  the  only  deduc- 
tion that  I  could  make? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  these  names  have  been  sug- 
gested by  a  number  of  Senators,  and  the  committee  acted  upon 
them  Just  as  we  acted  upon  the  names  which  were  suggested  by 
the  minority  members  of  the  committee.  The  names  of  tlie 
Senators  making  the  request  we  have  never  submiited,  whetl>er 
the  request  was  that  of  the  minority  members  of  the  committee 
or  of  a  minority  of  the  majority  meml)ers  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  I  respectfully 
beg  the  Stmator's  pardon,  but  on  three  different  occasions  he 
has  publicly  announced  on  the  floor  that  I  have  submitted  lists 
of  namea  I  am  not  asliamed  of  the  fact  that  I  did  make  such 
requests,  and  the  Senator  had  a  perfect  right  whenever  I  did 
so,  to  make  the  fact  public;  but  his  statement  that  he  has 
never  mentioned  the  names  of  the  memt)ers  of  th^  c<MnmIttee 
who  have  asked  for  these  returns  Is  not  correct. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  that  at  the  time  I  mentioned  the  Sena- 
tor's name  I  stated  that  the  names  that  I  subutltted  at  that 
time  were  furnished  by  him  and  him  only.     That  may  have 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  the  names  of  all 
Senators  who  request  information  as  to  income-tax  returns 
ought  to  be  made  public.  No  Senator  on^ht  to  b«  ashamed  to 
let  it  be  known  whose  income-tax  returns  he  Is  asking  for. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment  on  page  840., 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  '  <i  rf. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  coBUBittee  amendment 
passed  over  la  on  page  342.    The  amendment  will  t)e  stated. 

The  LBQisuATn-E  Clekk.  The  next  amendment  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  Is,  on  page  442,  line  18,  alter  the  word 
*♦  value."  to  strike  oat  "  having  regard  for  differences  In  quality 
and  other  differences,  based  on  the  price  at  whicti  merchandiae, 
whether  domestic  or  imported,  comparable  In  construction  or 
use  to  the  Imported  merchandise,  is  so  offered  for  sale."  and 
insert  "based  on  the  price  at  which  merchandise,  whether 
imported  or  domestic,  comparable  In  construction  or  use  wtth 
the  imported  merchandise.  Is  so  offered  for  sale,  with  such 
adjustments  as  may  be  necessary  owing  to  differences  in  stae, 
material,  construction,  texture,  and  other  differences,"  so  as  to 
read: 

(d)  United  States  value:  The  United  States  value  of  Imported  mer- 
chandise shall  be  (1)  the  price  at  which  such  or  almlUr  Imported  mer- 
chandiae is  freely  offered  for  sale,  at  the  tUne  of  Inpoitiation  of  the 
imported  Bwrchandlae,  packed  ready  for  delivery,  in  the  principal  market 
of  the  Uaited  Statea  to  all  purchasers,  in  the  nsnal  wholesale  quantities 
and  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade,  or  (2)  if  such  or  similar  invorted 
meichandiae  Is  not  so  olTered  for  aale  la  the  United  Sutes,  then  an 
estimated  value,  iMsed  on  the  price  at  which  mcrchaalise,  whether  im- 
ported or  doBBestic,  oomparable  in  constroctlon  or  use  uith  the  imported 
merchandise,  U  so  o8ei«d  for  sale,  with  sach  adjnstmanta  as  may  be 
necessary  owing  to  differences  in  siae,  material,  conttruaiou,  texture, 
and  other  differeaees. 
Mr.  HABRISCm  obtahied  the  floor. 
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Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  PtesideDt,  wlU  the  Senator  from  Mls- 
8iaBim>i  yield  to  me  «iitil  I  can  make  a  unanimoos-cooaent 
request? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  ask  onanimous  consent  that  when  the  Sen- 
ate concludes  its  session  to-day  it  recess  until  10  o'clock  to-mor- 
row morning ;  that  the  sesHion  then  be  held  untU  1  o'clock  p.  m., 
aD(I  that  at  1  oclot-k  p.  m.  a  recess  be  taken  until  11  o'clock 
Monday  morning. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  what  time  did  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  fix  for  the  Senate  to  meet  to-morrow? 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  have  asked  that  when  the  Senate  concludes 
its  business  to-day  It  take  a  recess  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow ; 
tlwt  it  remain  in  session  to-morrow  from  10  o'dock  tmtil  1 
o'clock  p.  m.,  and  then  take  a  recess  from  1  o'clodi  until  11 
o'clock  on  Monday  morning. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  tl»ere  objection  to  the  request 
ot  the  Senator  from  Indiana?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is 
so  ordered. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  I  had  hoped  and  ether  mem- 
bers of  tlie  minority  bad  hoped  that  the  majority  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance  would,  in  connection  with  the  amend- 
ment on  page  342,  move  to  Mtrike  out  the  clause  as  to  estimated 
value,  so  that  there  should  not  be  put  a  value  upon  articles 
comparable  in  n»e  and  construction.  If  the  majority  members 
of  the  Finance  Committee  shall  not  take  that  position,  we  desire 
that  the  amendment  ahall  go  over  for  the  present. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    Then,  Mr.  President,  it  may  go  over  to-nighL 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  from  Utah  <loes  not  think 
that  the  majority  members  of  the  committee  would  agree  to  an 
amendment  to  strike  out  the  provision  and  leave  it  as  iu  the 
present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  not  the  authority  to  say  so  to-night. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  committee 
amendment  will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator 
frtMD  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Orm- 
nittee,  if  he  will  not  consent  now  to  take  up  the  amendment 
which  I  have  submitted  to  him? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  refer  to 
the  amendment  on  page  314? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Yes ;  at  the  bottom  of  page  314. 

SMOOT.    I  have  no  objection  to  taking  up  the  .imend- 


I  offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the 


Mr. 

ment. 

Mr:  SIMMON& 
dask. 

The  VICB  president:'.  The  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  will  be  stated. 

The  LniaLATiYK  Cuouc.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
propofees  an  amendment,  rm  page  314.  after  line  24,  to  insert  the 
following: 

(C)  la  iBTcatlgatlnc  dlSereacM  in  coats  of  productloa  (or  anjr  parpow 
tile  coiiat— ton  pfaaU  abuin  nich  cost*  for  *  nomul  and  rvpreaentatlTe 
perted.  la  connection  with  anj  sacb  inrestlgatlon  of  dJfferpnccn  in 
costs  of  production  the  commisalon  ■hall  Inquire  into  tta«  followtny 
BUtten  and  ahall  include  In  Its  report  upon  soch  inTCstigatlon  a  aam- 
aiary  of  tba  facU  with  respect  to  aocb  mattera : 

(1)  Tlie  cfldeaey  and  economic  operation  and  toeatioa  oT  the  do- 
mestic ladnatry  ander  consideration ; 

(3)  The  eoodttiona  of  sarh  domestic  Indnstry  with  respect  to  proflts 
^idid  Kaatm  tbt  extent  to  which  productive  capacity  is  atlUaed.  and  the 
extent  of  aaemployment ; 

(S)  The  extent  to  which  adrerse  conditlona  of  production  may  be 
d«e  to  foreii^  competition  or  to  other  apecifled  factors ; 

(4»  Ttie  extent   to  which  adverse  condltloM  of  prodoctien   may  be 

^  rasaedlcd  by  adjastawnts  in  the  tariff  Uws.  takinc  into  consideration 

the  sobetltutlMi  of  srtides  used  for  the  same  pur.xx'rs  as  tlie  articles 

under  coasideratton,  and  taking  into  eonalderatlen  any  other  pertinent 

competitive  (aetom:  and 

<5)  The  effects  of  any  proposed  Increase  or  decrease  In  rates  of 
duties  on  other  domestic  Indostries  and  on  the  export  trade  of  the 
United  SUtca. 

The  VIOB  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment,  Mr. 
President 

Mr.  KINO.  I  should  ifke  to  have  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  explain  a  little  more  fully  than  the  text  of  the  amend- 
ment indicatea  what  is  meant  by  the  expression  "or  to  other 
specified  factors,"  and  likewise  what  would  be  included  within 
the  clause  "taking  Into  conslderati<m  the  substitution  of  arti- 
cles." Doea  that  mean  that  one  article  may  be  substituted  fte 
another,  giving  to  the  commisalon    the    right    to    detenoine 
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1^  hether  substitution  of  one  article  for  another  would  be  a 
proper  method  of  meeting  the  disparity  in  the  cost  abroad  and 
ipe  cost  at  home? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  that  part  of  the  amendment 
djoes  not  call  for  any  recoinnieudation  by  the  commission.  It 
nierely  calls  for  an  investi^ration  and  report  of  facts.  They 
are  to  report  as  to  "  the  extent  to  which  adverse  conditions  of 
production  may  be  remedied  by  adjustments  in  the  tariff  laws, 
t  iking  into  consideration  the  substitution  of  articles  used  for 
t  le  same  purposes  as  the  articles  under  consideratiou,  and  tak- 
iug  into  consideration  any  other  pertinent  competitive  factors." 

It  was  merely  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  all  the  facts 
v'hich  should  be  taken  into  consideration  in  determining  rates. 
First,  we  want  the  commission  to  report  with  reference  to  In- 
<justries  which  are  efficiently  and  economically  operated  and 
Itcated,  and,  second,  the  matter  of  profits  and  losses  and  the 
ectent  to  which  productive  capacity  Is  utilized,  and  the  extent 
of  unemployment. 

These  are  facts  which  we  are  asking  the  commission  to 
ascertain.  The  amendment  does  not  confer  upon  the  commis- 
8  ion  any  power  with  reference  to  the  matters  that  are  referretl 
t>  In  the  amendment;  it  merely  suggests  to  them  that  they 
ascertain  the  facts  in  respect  of  those  matters  and  report  them 
t>  the  Congress. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  on  page  384,  I  move  to  strike 
oat  beginning  with  line  11  down  to  and  including  line  3,  on  page 
atio.  nnd  inserting  in  lien  thereof  the  amendment  which  I  send 
t>  the  desk.  The  amendment  proposes  to  strike  out  the  whole 
11  f  section  487  as  found  in  tiie  House  bill,  and  is  virtually  the 
e  listing  law. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Lboislattvk  Clduc.  On  page  384.  bejdnning  in  line  11, 
1  is  proposetl  to  strike  out  down  to  and  including  line  3,  on 
Fttge  385,  and  in  lien  thereof  to  insert  the  following: 

The  consi^ee  or  hl»  agent  may,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secre- 
t  »ry  of  thp  Treasury  may  preacrlbo,  at  the  time  entry  is  made,  or  at 
spy  time  before  the  Inrolce  or  the  merchandise  has  come  under  the 
oMenrntion  of  the  appraiser  for  the  purpose  of  appraisempot,  make  in 
t  le  entry  such  additions  to  or  deductions  from  the  cost  or  value 
given  in  the  invoice  as,  in  bis  opinion,  may  raise  or  lower  the  same  to 
tl  le  value  of  such  merchandise. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  the  Sena- 
t  >r  offer  a  word  of  explanation  of  the  amendment  and  to  point 
c  at  the  exact  changes  it  proposes  to  make  in  the  existing  statute. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  be  glad  to  do  so.  Section  487  of  the 
1 J22  act  provides  that  the  consignee  may  make  in  the  entry 
additions  to  or  dednctions  from  the  ct)st  or  value  given  In  the 
iitvoiee  at  any  time  before  the  invoice  or  the  merchandise  has 
cme  under  the  observation  of  the  ai>i)raiser  for  the  purpose  of 
appraisement.  This  has  been  construed  by  the  courts  to  permit 
a  neudment  at  any  time  before  the  invoice  or  the  merchandise 
c>mes  under  the  personal  observation  of  the  appraiser  himself. 
I  nder  the  Hon.se  bill  no  amendments  in  the  entry  are  per- 
il litted  after  the  invoice  or  the  merchandise  has  come  under 
t:  le  observation,  not  only  of  the  appraiser  but  of  the  assistant 
a  ipraiser,  the  examiner,  or  the  examiner's  clerk,  for  the  pur- 
p  >Me  of  examination  or  appraisement.  The  bill  as  reported 
fi  om  the  Senate  committee  retained  this  provision  in  the  House 
b  11.  The  amendment  just  sent  to  the  desk  restores  substan- 
t  ally  the  existing  law.  It  is  believed  that  there  is  very  little, 
1:  any,  fraud  perpetrated  under  the  present  law  which,  of 
cmrse,  permits  importers,  after  entry  and  prior  to  the  final 
s  atement  of  the  value  in  the  entry,  to  discuss  the  value  of  the 
merchandise  with  customs  officers  engaged  in  examination  or 
a  jpralsement.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  has  been  brought  to  the 
a  tention  of  the  committee  that  customs  officers  profit  very 
greatly  from  the  practice  of  having  frank  discussion  with  the 
1  aporters.  This  procedure  has,  since  the  court  decision,  become 
frmly  established.  The  advantages  of  the  present  system 
g^tly  outweigh  any  possible  disadvantages. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  understand  the  purport  of  the  amendment 
a^  have  no  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  was  just  looking  over  the 
list  of  names  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  on  behalf  of 

majority  of  the  Finance  Committee,  at  least  three  of  the  ma- 
jfcrlty  menb^^i  having  disclaimed  any  participation  in  the 
npCarloaa  work. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Four  of  them. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  counted  the  Senator  "from  Vermont  [Mr. 
C^uxRS].    Of  course,  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bia«^ 
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HAM]  has  n«)t  said  anything,  but  another  Senator  has  spoken 
for  him,  and  so  there  are  four  who  dedijoe  to  join  in  the  request 
At  the  same  time  the  Senator  from  Utah  incorporates  in  this 
document  a  Ust  of  names  at  the  top  ot  which  he  puts  these 
words: 

Additional  requeets  made  by  Senator  Walsh  of  MaBsachasetts,  mi- 
nority member.  Senate  Finance  Committee,  for  tacorae-tax  returns  under 
Senate  Resolution  108. 

I  am  just  wondering  if  it  is  not  a  little  bit  peculiar  that  the 
Senator,  in  furnishing  this  long  list  of  names,  says  "  a  majority 
of  the  majority,"  and  refuses  to  tell  us  what  Senators  made  the 
request,  but  Incorjwratos  at  the  head  of  this  list  the  name  of 
one  of  the  members  of  the  minority  who  makes  a  request  with 
regard  to  six  or  eight  names. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  presume  the  reason  that  was 
done  was  that  that  was  the  only  one  submitted  by  the  minority 
of  the  committee.  I  had  not  any  idea  of  making  any  dis- 
crimination between  the  Republicans  and  the  Democrats  In  this 
respect. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Oh,  I  am  sure  it  was  just  an  oversight; 
but  may  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  in  looking  over 
this  list  I  notice  the  name  of  W.  T.  Rawleigh,  of  Freeport, 
111.,  and  the  W.  T.  Rawleigh  Co.,  of  Freeport,  IlL  Mr.  Raw- 
leigh, a  Republican,  appeared  before  the  committee  and  made  a 
very  splendid  presentation  of  the  matter  on  which  he  spoke,  and 
told  the  committee  frankly  that  he  had  contributed  quite  liber- 
ally in  employing  experts  to  prepare  data  respecUng  his  various 
rates,  and  so  forth,  and  had  them  prepared  aiKi  iHibliahed,  and 
sent  them  here  to  Members  of  the  Senate,  and  performed  a 
great  work.  I  can  not  imagine  that  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Denken],  for  instance — a  member  of  the  conimiLt^e — 
made  the  request  that  Mr.  Rawleigh's  name  be  put  on  this  list, 
although  we  are  up  in  the  air  as  to  who  did  make  the  request 
for  that  particular  name. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  la  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  on  page  896, 
section  501,  ought  to  be  agreed  to.    It  goes  with  section  402  (b). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the  Swiator  indicate  where  the 
amendment  is? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Page  398,  section  501,  the  amendment  in  line 
18 ;  first  the  word  "  or."    Let  us  agree  to  that  amet>dment  now. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  the  amendment 

is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  the  amendment  on  line  20,  be^nning  with 
the  word  "  value,"  down  to  and  Including  the  word  "  Treasury," 
and  inserting  the  word  "  value  "  after  the  word  "  the,"  followed 
by  the  word  "  The."    I  ask  that  that  amendment  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  B3NG.    Does  the  Senator  mean  to  reject  the  committee 

amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No.  As  section  402  (b)  was  agreed  to,  this 
should  be  agree<J  to  also.  If  this  is  not  agreed  to,  th«i  section 
402  (b)  should  not  have  been. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  \1CE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  wHl  state  the  next 
amendment  passed  over. 

The  L«ni8LATi\'«  Cixuc.  The  next  committee  amendment 
passed  over  Is  on  page  398,  line  10,  where  the  committee  pro- 
poses to  insert  the  following: 


In  all  prooeedinga  institnted  under  this 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  quite  sure  that  we  can  not 
dispose  of  that  amendment  to-night 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  in  order  to  gave  time  and 
avoid  a  long  discussion,  wHl  not  the  Senator  and  his  colleagues 
agree  to  strike  out  the  representative  of  labor  in  this  matter  as 
well  as  the  representative  of  the  manufacturers,  and  eliminate 
the  whole  proposition?  Of  coarse  if  the  manufacturer  can  seed 
his  representative  there,  and  tie  up  tills  body,  and  drtay  it  and 
harass  it  probably  lalwr  sboohl  have  Its  representative  present; 
but  it  would  seem  that  the  whole  matter  ought  to  be  stricken 
out  and  ^^  should  have  sm*  faith  In  the  officials  of  the  Gov- 
ernment as  to  know  that  the  right  thing  will  be  done. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  hare  no  instructions  from  the 
committee  to  do  that  and  I  could  not  do  it  now. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Let  It  be  passed  over  for  the  present 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  asked  that  It  go  over, 

Mr.  KINO.  Let  me  say  to  my  colleague  that  if  that  amesd- 
ment  is  insisted  upon,  I  shall  offer  an  amendment  that  the  coo- 
sumers'  clubs  of  the  United  States,  and  all  organlaatlons  Inter- 
ested in  protecting  the  consuming  public,  shall  likewise  have  an 
op{)ortunity  to  be  represented.  I  should  like  tie  consumers  to 
have  some  voice  if  the  manufacturers  are  to  control,  so  far  M 


they  have  inflvence,  the  acdon  of  ttie  authorltle«  of  the  Oov- 
emment    I  have  conftdesice  in  the  integrity  of  the  GovernmeBt ;. 
and  I  think  sw^i  legislation  aa  soggeeted  in  this  nmeodment  ia 
very  unwise. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  the  amendment  on  page  890  will 
have  to  go  over,  because  it  is  connected  with  the  itbor  question. 

'Rte  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  pasted 
over. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  when  is  the  Senatra'  i^>ing  to  take 
up  these  amendments? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    When  we  take  up  the  labor  amendment 

Mr.  REED.    Why  do  we  not  take  it  up  now? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  quite  sure  we  could  not  dispcwe  of  it  this 
afternoon,  judging  from  the  number  of  Senatorti  who  have 
already  told  me  tliey  are  going  to  speak  on  it;  and  I  do  not 
want  to  have  it  considered  in  part  and  then  reconsider  It  on 
Monday  or  to-morrow. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President  did  I  understand  th<>  Senator  to 
mean  that  the  consideration  of  the  amendment  yvill  go  over 
until  Monday?  I  thought  the  Senator's  present  idan  was  to 
finish  these  matters  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No ;  I  said  "  Monday  or  to-morrow." 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  be  compelled  to  be  absent 
part  of  the  time  to-morrow.  I  thiuk  this  provision  regarding 
Intervoitlon  by  manufacturers  and  workmen  is  one  of  the  most 
important  things  in  the  bill,  and  I  certainly  should  Uke  to  be 
here  when  It  is  discussed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Can  the  Senator  be  here  until  1  o'clock? 

Mr.  REED.    I  can  not  be  here  until  one. 

Mr.  E3NO.  I  think  the  Senator  wUl  be  safe  In  not  being  bera 
until  after  one. 

Mr.  REED.    The  Senator's  reassurance  Is  very  welcome. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  sure  the  matter  will  not  be  taktm  up,  so  far 
as  we  are  concerned,  without  the  Senator's  presence 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Will  the  Senator  from  Utah  indi- 
cate the  next  amendment  he  would  like  to  have  taken  up? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  On  page  402,  lines  3  and  4,  the  uext  ameod- 
nient  appears.  As  we  have  agreed  to  sectton  402  (b),  tbis 
amendment  should  be  agreed  to  also. 

Mr.  KING.    Let  it  be  stated. 

llie  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  wQl  b«  sUted. 

The  LmiBhATmB  Cussx..  On  page  402^  line  3»  it  la  proposed 
to  strike  out  the  words  "  or  on  request  for  review  l>y  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  on  basis  of  value." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agireeing  to  tbe 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  IjBQistAXiTK  Cuwc    On  the  same  page,  line  7,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  strike  out  the  words  "  or  on  such  review  \fj  tbe  Secre* 
tary  cdC  the  Treasury." 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  same  thing. 
Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  Um 

The  amendment  was  agreed  ta 

The  I^DQisLATivK  CixsK.  On  the  same  page,  line  9,  it  is  pro* 
posed  to  strike  out  the  words  "  after  due  diligence  and  inquiry 
on  his  part" 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  ia  on  agreeing  to  tbe 
amoidment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  next  amendment  is  on  page  411.  It  begins 
with  the  last  two  words  on  page  410. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendm^it  will  be  stated. 

The  lAauBLMmx  Crama  On  page  410,  line  25,  it  is  proposed 
to  strike  out  the  words  "  such  determination  "  and  iaatft : 

In  all  proeeediaci  instituted  nnder  this  section  an  Aaieriean  mano- 
fnetorcr,  producer,  or  wholeaaltf,  or  a  representative  of  an  Amerlcaa 
labor  oiganiaatioo  or  labor  assochitloD  ahall,  with  the  permlsiton  of  ths 
oovrt,  granted  tn  Its  discretion,  have  tbe  right  to  appear,  to  offer  svi- 
denee,  to  croas-examlne  witnesses,  and  to  be  heard,  as  a  party  in  inter- 
est under  soch  roles  as  the  United  States  Customs  Coort  may  prescribe. 
The  detennlnstion  of  the  court 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Let  ibat  amendment  go  over. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massadxusetts.  That  should  be  taken  up  with 
section  SOL 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes ;  let  that  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over.  WUl  tbe  Senator  &om  Utah  indicate  tbe  next  amend- 
ment he  would  like  to  take  op? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  next  amendment  ia  on  page  416 ;  but  that 
is  the  American  labor-oi^aniMUion  proposition  again. 

The  next  amendment  is  on  page  421,  the  Customs  Court. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.    Tbe  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  LnaiSLATTVi:  CuaiK.  On  page  421,  under  "  United  States 
Customs  Court,"  the  committee  propoees  to  insert  tl»e  following : 
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All  fnnctioM  at  the  Bccntmrj  ot  the  Treasury  wltk  nspeet  to  tbm 
appolntmeat  aad  ftxlnc  of  tbe  compeosation  at  Uu  derka  and  otber 
emptojeca  of  the  United  Statea  Ciwtoma  Court,  and  with  respect  to  tb« 
official  recordH,  papers,  ofBce  equipment,  and  other  property  of  aach 
court,  are  hereby  tranaterred  to  tbe  Attomay  Cienerat.  All  onexpecd<^ 
aaovata  allotted  from  any  approprtatton  for  coUcctlag  the  rrranae 
from  coa  corns.  aTailable  for  expenditsre  by  tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Tr^aa- 
ury  for  tbe  payment  of  the  salaries  of  the  judgea  of  the  United  States 
Onatoma  Court,  InctudlBg  Judges  retired  under  the  prorlaioas  of  section 
SI  8  of  the  tariir  act  of  1922,  and  for  tbe  expeoaes  cf  operation  of  the 
United  autss  Customs  Court,  are  hereby  tmnafenr^  to  the  Depftrtmoit 
of  Justice,  to  be  aTailable  for  expenditure  by  the  Department  of  Justice 
tar  the  aa'ae  purposes  tor  whlcb  such  allotsMnts  vara  mads. 

Mr.  SMOOT  rose. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  I  was  aboat  to  make  en  inquiry ; 
bat  I  will  withhold  it,  because  the  explanation  the  Senacor  is 
about  to  niak(>  may  answer  what  I  bad  in  my  mind. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    Yes ;  I  will  explain  the  matter. 

Tbe  amendment  on  page  421,  befrinning  with  line  12,  transfers 
to  tbe  I>epartment  of  Jn.<itice  the  functions  ot  the  Secretary  of 
tbe  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  Customs  Ckmrt.  Under  the 
preMeut  law  the  expenses  of  tbe  court  are  paid  from  the  api»o- 
priatioQ  for  orflection  of  revenue  from  customs,  and  recom- 
mendationa  for  ajvointmrat,  promotion,  or  otherwise  affecting 
tbe  clerical  force  are  made  by  the  presiding  oflBcer  of  the  court, 
but  the  appointments  are  made  by  tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Treasury. 
These  functions  the  committee  deemed  wise  to  repose  in  the 
Attorney  Qeneral  and  the  Department  of  Justice.  The  Congress 
has  seen  fit  to  (duuige  the  name  of  this  body  from  the  Board  of 
General  Appraisers  to  the  Customs  Court  and  it  would  seem 
proper  to  hare  it  so  far  as  iwactlcable,  under  the  Department 
of  Justice. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  is  there  any  intention  to  super- 
sede olBeials  who  are  now  serving  in  Uiese  respective  positionB? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    None  whatever. 

Mr.  KINO.    Are  they  aU  under  the  drU  service? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    They  are,  all  of  them. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  thU  is  just  to  pat  th^ 
general  control  under  the  Department  of  Justice  instead  at  the 
Treasury  Department? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  all  there  is  to  it  When  a  new  appro- 
priati<Mi  is  made,  of  oouzae  it  win  be  made  directly  to  that 
department. 

Mr.  McKBZXAR    Hereafter? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  KING.  I  was  wond«ing  whetbw  there  would  be  any  dis- 
location i>t  the  activities,  whether  there  would  be  any  confusion. 
Tliese  officers  have  been  trained  and  have  contacts  with  the 
Treasury  Department;  and  I  was  wondering  whether  or  not 
there  would  be  any  confusion  resulting  from  tbe  transfers. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  To-day  all  that  the  Treasury  Department  does 
is  to  pay  their  salaries.  That  is  all  tbe  responsibility  the  Treas- 
ury Department  has.  Why  not  let  that  be  done  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  whidi  handles  all  (tf  these  matters  outside  ot 
this  one? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  have  no  objection. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tbe  question  la  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendmoit  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  next  amendment  Is  on  page 
480.  section  640,  **  Review  of  decisions  of  Court  of  Customs  and 
Patent  Appeals.** 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  wHl  be  stated. 

The  LiDiBLATivK  CuBK.  On  page  480  it  is  propoeed  to  Insert 
a  new  section,  as  follows: 

Sac.  64a.  Hariew  of  decisions  ot  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Ap- 
pssls:  (a)  BeTlew  oa  application  of  eltbar  party:  So  much  of  section 
196  of  the  Judicial  Code,  aa  amended,  aa  reada  "  In  any  case  la  which 
there  la  drawn  la  question  the  construetloB  of  the  Conatltntloa  of  tbe 
Unltad  States,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  of  any  treaty  mads  pursuant 
tberato,  or  la  any  otber  ease  when  tbe  Attorney  €2«naral  of  the  United 
Statea  ahall,  before  the  declaion  of  the  Court  of  Customa  Appeala  la 
rendered,  file  with  the  court  a  certiUcate  to  the  effect  that  the  case 
la  of  aoch  importance  aa  to  render  expedient  its  reriew  by  tbe  Supreme 
Court"  la  hereby  repealed. 

Mr.   SMOOT. 
read — to  line  ft? 

The   LsQisLiLTivB  Clbx.    Paragraph    (b), 
American  maautactorer  or  American  labor." 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Pavagraph  (b>  must  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment   will   be  passed 

OTW. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Paragraph  (a),  of  course,  ought  to  be  agreed 
Mr.  KINO.    What  page  b  thati 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  Pages  4S0  and  481.  Paragraph  (b)  has  refer- 
eifce  to  the  American  manufacturer  or  American  labor.     That 

U  go  over  to  be  considered  at  the  same  time  as  labor  under 
dbje  other  provision  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Section  501. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     It  Is  a  necessary  accompanlmeut 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  desire  to  Uke  up 
pcragraph   (a)   at  this  time? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  I  should  like  to  have  paragraph  (a) 
ajreed  to.  and  paragraph  (b)  passed  over. 

Mr.  KING.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  subdivision 
(«  )  Is  not  related  to  the  two  suhdivi.sion.s  which  have  gone  over 
w  ilch  provided  for  representativen  of  labor  and  of  manufac- 
tvrers  participating  in  the  controversies? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  (a);  but  (b)  Is,  Mr.  President  AU  I 
ail  asking  now  is  to  agree  to  (a),  and  let  (b)  go  over  to  be 
ccnsidered  at  the  sume  time  when  the  other  labor  sections  of 
tie  bill  are  up  for  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  quesUon  Is  on  agreeing  to  tbe 
ai  lendment 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 
SMOOT.     I  yield. 

CONNALLY.     I   want  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  from 
whether  It  Ls  intended,  under  this  snbdivislon    (a),  to 
n^ike  the  Customs  Court's  decisions  final  in  all  matters? 
SMOOT.     No;  it  is  not 

CONNALLY.    It  would  repeal  that  part  of  the  Judicial 
ccjde  which  allows  an  appeal. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  be  glad  to  make  a  statement  explaining 
tlie  amendment 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator's  ex- 
pAination,  because  It  occurs  to  me  that  the  very  decision  about 
w  lich  we  had  the  debate  tmder  the  flexible  tariff  provision 
m  ght  never  have  gotten  to  the  Supreme  Court  if  we  had  had 
tt  is  provision  in  the  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Section  1»5  of  the  Judicial  Code  provides  that 
filial  decisions  of  the  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Appeals,  in 
cs  ses  appealed  from  the  Ctistoms  Court  may  be  reviewed  by  the 
Supreme  Court  upon  application  by  dther  party,  in  any  case 
in  which  a  constitutional  or  treaty  question  is  involved,  or  in 
aiy  other  case  If  tbe  Attorney  General  of  the  United  Statea 
fll  J8  a  certificate  to  the  effect  that  the  case  is  of  such  importance 
ai  to  render  expedient  its  review  by  the  Supreme  Court.  The 
ef  6ct  of  this  limitation  on  the  classes  of  cases  which  may  be 
re  dewed  Is  to  make  the  right  of  one  party  to  a  review  de- 
I>eQdent  upon  the  will  of  the  other  party.  Your  committee, 
w  lile  it  la  advised  that  no  Injustice  has  been  done  importers  or 
ot  ler  private  parties  by  making  their  right  to  appeal  dependent 
uion  the  decision  of  Uie  Attorney  General,  believes  tliat  as  a 
mi  itter  of  principle  this  arrangement  is  objectionable.  There  is, 
thsrefore.  inserted  as  sul>division  (a)  of  section  046,  in  tbe  blil 
aa  reported,  a  provision  repealing  this  limitation  upon  the  right 
to  petition  for  review,  the  result  of  such  repeal  being  to  permit 
el  her  party  to  apply  in  his  own  discretion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

rhe  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

lir.  SMOOT.  On  page  482,  aft^  line  6,  I  offer  an  amendment 
to  insert  the  following  language:  "Hereafter  customs  attaches 
shill  be  known  as  Treasury  attachte." 

rhe  amendm^it  was  agreed  ta 

Ifr.  SMOOT.  Has  the  change  in  section  number  on  page  485 
be  m  agreed  to? 

rhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.    It  has  not  been  agreed  to. 

tfr.  SMOOT.  Then  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  wherever 
an  amendment  has  t>een  made  in  the  bill  requiring  the  changing 
of]  a  section  number  the  clerk  be  authorized  to  make  the  change 
without  any  further  action  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

r.  GEORGE.     I  suggest  that  that  consent  be  given   with 

lemK-e  to  the  whole  bill, 
r.  SMOOT.    That  is  what  I  have  asked. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  Secretary 
w  II  be  directed  to  make  tbe  necessary  corrections. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mafwacbusetts.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator 
lus  finished  with  all  the  amendments  be  cares  to  present,  will 
be  be  kind  enough  to  suggest  what  provision  of  tbe  bill  he  will 
aSK  to  have  taken  up  to-morrow? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  while  the  Senator  from  UUh 
IsjkK^dng  into  that  matter.  I  send  to  tbe  desk  an  amendment 
w  dch  I  offer,  to  be  considered  at  the  proper  tima 

rhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  desire  to  have  tbe 
an  lendment  reported? 

kir.  SIMMONS.    Yes ;  I  would  like  to  have  it  reported. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    It  will  be  read. 

The  Lboislativk  Clouc.  On  page  326  in^rt.  after  line  12^ 
al  «r  the  auendment  previously  ad<^ted,  the  foUowiug : 
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(8)  Deilnltloo  of  coats  of  tranaportaUon  :  Costa  of  tranaportation  for 
the  purposes  of  this  aectlon  ahall  be  held  to  Include,  in  ao  far  at  appli- 
cable, freisbt  charges  and  all  other  charges  incident  to  transportation, 
Incladlng  transit  Insurance,  coats  of  loading  and  unloading,  and  port 
charges  and  landing  chargea.  Theae  costs  ahall  be  computed  to  such 
principal  market  or  markets  of  the  United  States  as  may  moat  nearly 
Insure  equal  competitive  opportunity  to  domestic  articles  and  like  or 
similar  foreign  articles  in  the  principal  consuming  region  or  regions  of 
the  United  SUtes.  If  this  purpose  may  be  beat  accompliahed  thereby, 
Buch  coats  or  domestic  articles  and  on  like  or  aimllar  foreign  articles 
shall  be  computed  to  different  principal  markets  of  the  United  Statea. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  desire  to  have 
the  an»endm«it  printed  and  lie  on  the  table? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Yes,  Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    That  will  be  done, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  In  answer  to  the  inquiry  of  the 
Senator  from  Ma-ssachusetts,  I  would  say  that  the  first  amend- 
ment that  will  be  taken  up  to-morrow  morning  will  be  tlie 
amemlmMit  found  on  page  342,  beginning  with  line  18  ui  sub- 
division (d),  "United  States  value." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr  VANDBNBBRG.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment 
whldi  I  send  to  the  desk  to  be  proposed  later,  and  ask  that  it 
be  printed  and  lie  c«  tbe  table 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tbe  amendment  will  be  printed 
and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  there  are  no  other  amendments 
in  Title  IV  except  those  which  have  been  passed  over  that  we 
can  consider  this  evening.  Therefore  I  move  that  the  Senate 
take  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  as  provided  in  tlie  unanimotia- 
conaent  agreement 

BBCTEBS 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  4  o'clock  and 
50  minutes  p.  m.),  under  tbe  ordeir  previously  entered,  took 
a  recet^s  until  to-morrow,  Saturday,  October  6,  1929,  at  10 
o'clock  a.  m. 


SENATE 

Satubdat,  October  S,  19S9 

(L^ffiOtHive  Any  of  Monday,  September  SO.  19t9) 

Tbe  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
reoesa 

VISIT  or  PaiMK  MINI8TKB  MACOONALD  TO  THE  BERATB 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  desires  to  make  an  an- 
nouncement. He  is  advised  by  the  officers  of  the  Senate  that 
Prime  Minister  MacDouald  will  visit  tbe  Senate  about  12.1S 
pi  m.  on  Monday  next 

BILLS   I]fTBOOT7Cn> 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  xmanimous 
consent,  tbe  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  HALE: 

A  Wll  ( S.  1820)  granting  a  pension  to  HMirletta  H.  Fish  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  1821)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Maria  L. 
Sawyer  (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (8.  1822)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Martha  A. 
Wentworth  (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  1823)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Emma 
Small   (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  1824)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  LoeUa  M. 
Peterson  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1825)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Marietta 
Fowler  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions.        

By  Mr.  McKELLAR: 

A  bill  (S.  1826)  providing  for  tbe  payment  by  the  Government 
of  attorneys*  fees  in  certain  suits  growing  out  of  governmental 
insurance  policies  issued  to  service  men  or  ex-service  men;  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 

invkjTIGATion  ow  bales  or  UNma)  states  ships 

Mr.  McKELLAR  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res. 
129),  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control 
the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate : 

ltoao(o«d.  That  a  apecUl  committee  of  Ave  Senatora.  to  be  appointed 
by  the  Prerident  of  the  Senate,  is  aothorlaed  and  directed  to  make  a 
thorough  Investigation  Into  all  the  acta  and  dolnga  ot  the  United  States 
Shipping  Board  and  Merchant  Fleet  Corporation,  and  especially  Into 
the  question  of  aalea  of  ahlps  by  the  board,  the  pricea  aecnred.  tiis  terns 
under  which  ships  have  been  sold,  the  charaater  and  KaponslMllty  of 
the  parchaaera.  the  change  In  twma,  and  all  other  facta  relattng  to  tks 
conduct  of  the  board  and  of  the  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation. 


For  the  purpoaea  of  thla  resolution  aucfa  committee  or  any  duly 
authorlaed  aubcommittee  thereof  la  authorised  to  hold  hearings,  to  alt 
and  act  at  auch  times  and  places  during  the  aeasioos  and  recesses  of  tbe 
Senate  until  its  report  is  submitted,  to  employ  such  experta  and  dert- 
cal,  atenographlc.  and  other  asslatanta,  to  require  by  aubpcena  or  othor- 
wlae  the  attendance  of  aoch  witnesses  and  the  production  of  such  books, 
papera,  and  documenta,  to  administer  auch  oaths,  and  to  take  such  testi- 
mony and  make  auch  ezpendlturea  aa  It  deema  adrlaable.  Tlie  cost  oC 
stenographic  services  to  report  such  heariuga  shall  not  be  In  ezceas  of 
25  cents  per  100  words.  Tbe  expenses  of  the  committee,  which  shall  not 
exceed  1 10.000,  ahaU  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senata 
upon  vouchers  approred  by  the  chairman. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate  resumes  the  conaidera- 
tion  of  tbe  tmflnished  business.  House  bill  2667. 

BKVISIOlf   OF  THE  TABIIT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Ommittee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
slderatI<Mi  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indua- 
tries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  puriKieea. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  the  amendment  passed  over  last 
evening  that  we  desire  to  take  up.  this  morning  is  found  on  page 
342,  beginning  in  line  18,  striking  oot  certain  language  and 
inserting  In  lieu  thereof  certain  other  language. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President  I  was  unable  to  bear  the  Sen- 
ator. Will  be  repeat  the  page  and  line  at  which  the  amendment 
appears? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Page  342,  line  18. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  stated  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  LreisLATivB  Cuerk.  In  section  402,  page  342,  beginning 
at  line  18,  tbe  committee  rejxnt  to  strike  out : 
having  regard  for  dlflerencea  in  quality  and  other  dlllercnccs,  bcMsA 
on  the  price  at  which  merchandise,  whether  domestic  or  imported,  com- 
parable in  conatructlon  or  nae  to  the  Imported  merchandise,  U  ao  offered 
for  aale. 

And  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof: 
based  on  tbe  price  at  which  merchandlBe,  wtettier  Imported  or  domestic, 
comparable  in  eoostmctton  or  use  with  tbe  Imported  merchandise,  la  so 
offered  for  sale,  with  such  adiostmeDti  as  may  be  neeeeaary  owing  to 
differences  hi  else,  awtertal.  construction,  testare.  and  otber  differences. 

So  as  to  read: 

(d>  United  Statea  Talne:  The  United  Statea  vatae  ot  Imported  aaer- 
ehandlae  ahall  be  (1)  the  prlee  at  irtilch  swA  or  slnllar  Imported  mer- 
dtandiae  la  freely  offered  for  sale,  at  the  time  of  exportation  of  the  lai^ 
ported  merchandise,  packed  ready  for  dellTery.  In  the  principal  market  of 
the  United  Statea  to  all  purcbaaera,  in  the  osoal  wholesale  quantities  snd 
in  the  ordinary  cotirse  of  trade,  or  (2)  if  s«eb  or  stmllar  imported  mer- 
chandise Is  not  so  offiered  for  sale  In  the  United  States,  then  an  esti- 
mated value,  baaed  on  the  price  at  whitii  merchandlae,  whether 
Imported  or  domestic,  comparable  la  construction  or  uae  with  the 
Imported  merchandise,  is  so  offered  fbr  sate,  etc 

Mr.   SMOOT.     That  is  tlie  amendment  pending  before  the 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  desire 
to  make  a  statement  in  reference  to  the  amendm«it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  ahall  make  just  a  brief  sutement 

Mr.  President  tlie  House  enlarged  the  defimition  of  "  United  | 
States  value  "  ao  tliat  it  can  be  determined  in  practically  ev^y  I 
case,  if  neeeeaary.    This  was  aoc«npllshed  by  permitting,  in  any  j 
case  where  a  United  Statea  value  as  now  defined  can  not  ba ' 
ascertained,  an  estimated  value  based  upon  the  domestic  whole- 
sale selling  price  of  a  domestic  or  Imported  article emnparable  in 
construction  or  use,  with  appropriate  adjustments  for  dlfEer- 
ences  between  the  Imported  article  and  the  artlde  used  aa  a 
basis  for  the  comparison.    Cost  of  i^Yxluction  has  been  found  to 
be  an  tinaatlsfactory  basis  tor  valuation  owing  to  the  extrenw 
diflkmlty  and  inconvenience  encotmtered   in  cost-of-productlan 
investigations  in  forrign  countries. 

The  revised  definition  of  "  United  States  value  "  contained  In 
the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  la  retained,  with  two  changes. 
In  order  to  make  certain  that  due  consideration  will  be  given  by 
the  appraisers  to  all  the  differences  between  the  particular 
imported  merchandise  and  the  comparable  merchandise  being 
used  as  a  baaia,  the  provision  of  the  House  bill  is  extemled  to 
include  dlff»ences  In  slse,  material,  construction,  and  texture, 
as  w^  as  any  other  dUfer^ices.  Inaamuefa  as  comparable 
imported  mwchandise  will,  in  the  absence  of  "  puch  or  similar  " 
imported  merchandise,  ordinarily  be  used  as  a  basis,  rather  than 
comparable  domestic  merdiandlse,  because  of  the  fact  that  fewer 
adjustments  will  In  all  probability  have  to  l>e  made,  the  order 
of  the  phrase,  "  whether  domeatic  or  imported."  has  been  trans- 
posed to  read  "  whether  imported  or  domestic."    '*  ok,.«ih  i-. 
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pointed  oat,  howler,  that  an  api>raiaal  shoahl  not  be  reversed 
merely  because  a  nM>re  comparable  article  coald  hare  been  foond 
and  at«ed.  The  qoestlons  on  a  reappralsMnent  proceeding 
sboold  be  confined  to  tbe  propriety  of  the  adjastments  made. 
If  proper  adjustments  are  made,  the  true  valne  of  the  particular 
Unpr^rtiKl  merchandise  under  appraisement  will  be  ascertained. 
The  House  bill  did  not  provide  for  an  allowance  for  duty  In 
the  event  that  a  comparable  domestic  article  was  used  as  the 
basis  for  determining  the  value  of  the  imported  merchandise 
under  Hppraiaement.  Under  tbe  present  law  domestic  merchan- 
dise can  not  be  used  as  a  basis  for  determining  value.  The 
allowances  under  tbe  present  law,  which  have  not  been  changed, 
are  determined  by  the  facts  applicable  to  the  mercliandise  used 
as  a  ttasis.  For  example,  if  the  merchandise  used  as  a  basis 
was  purciiaaed,  then  a  deduction  is  made  for  profits  and  gen- 
eral expenses,  even  though  the  particular  Imported  merchan- 
dise under  apiMralsement  was  consigned  and  a  commission  paid ; 
and  the  deduction  for  transportation  is  determined  by  the  trans- 
portation costs  of  the  imported  merchandise  used  as  a  basis. 
This  practice  under  existing  law  seemed  to  the  committee  to  t>e 
sound  and  no  change  is  recommended.  However,  in  case  com- 
parable domestic  merchandise  is  used  as  a  basis,  the  allowable 
deductiuna,  which  should  Incldde  duty,  must  be  determined  by 
the  facts  applicable  to  the  particular  imported  merchandise 
under  apprais^nent  Accordingly,  the  committee  recommends 
an  amendment  under  which,  in  addition  to  such  adjustments  as 
may  be  necessary  owing  to  differences,  allowance  will  be  made 
on  Uie  price  of  the  domestic  merchandise  for  the  cost  of  trans- 
portation^ and  insurance  of  the  imported  merchandise,  the 
other  necessary  expenses  from  th«  place  of  shipment  of  tbe 
Imptuted  merchandise  to  the  place  of  its  delivery,  a  commis- 
sion not  exceeding  6  per  cent  if  a  commission  has  been  paid  or 
contracted  to  be  paid  on  the  Imported  merchandise,  or  profits 
not  to  exceed  8  per  cent  and  general  expenses  not  to  exceed  8 
per  cent  If  the  imported  merchandise  has  been  purchased,  and 
the  amount  of  duty  to  be  paid  oo  the  Imported  merchandise. 
/  That  la  a  brief  explanation  of  "United  States  value "  as 
proposed  b7  the  House  and  as  amandad  by  the  Senate  Finance 
Coamltfeia.    I  Ikope  that  the  aBwndaent  wUl  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  Prartdtnt,  tba  amendmeot  jut  offlared  by 
the  cbaimaa  of  the  coounlttee  wUl.  In  my  opinion,  be  used  as 
an  antarlnf  wudge  to  fofoa  tbe  adoption  of  tha  Amadcan  selling 
price  as  the  basis  of  valuing  Importa.  It  will  be  employed  to 
excinde  exports  and  thus  enable  the  American  mannfacturera 
to  atreofUMB  their  monopollaa  behind  tariff  barriers;  the  reault 
ot  coursa,  will  be  that  the  coosumlng  paMle  will  be  required  to 
pay  the  extorttooate  deaaands  which  will  be  made  and.  Indeed, 
la  toe  mmaj  cases,  are  already  being  made  by  American  mano- 
facturers.  la  mj  oplnloa,  if  this  Mil  had  been  textually  pre- 
paned  by  the  domestic  manuflactarera  and  the  truats  and  com- 
blaatioDa  ta  reatralnt  of  trade  existing  in  the  United  States,  it 
cosld  not  have  contained  more  oppressive  provisions  than  some 
appearing  la  the  biU.  The  Fordney-McGumber  Act  consdtntes 
an  embargo  against  hudreds,  if  not  thousands,  of  commodi- 
ties ;  the  Mil  under  conalderatloa.  If  it  should  become  law,  will 
prove  a  furthw  embargo  and  enable  domestic  manufacturers  to 
nap  rieh  harveati  at  tbe  expense  of  the  American  people. 

Mr.  President.  I  believe  that  the  American  Tariff  League 
played  no  unimportant  part  in  preparing  the  field  for  the  bill 
before  vs.  A  dispassionate  examination  <^  this  measure  fur- 
nishes convincing  imiof  that  it  is  aimed  against  Imports  whether 
by  foreigners  or  by  American  citiaens  and  business  organlza- 
tiona.  It  aeeka  to  give  the  American  manufacturers  a  domestic 
embargo  and  to  make  it  impoealble  for  foreign  producta,  except 
thoae  which  can  not  be  produced  in  the  United  States,  to  enter 
our  porta.  Undw  existing  law  a  great  majwity  of  our  Imports 
are  crude  and  raw  materials  not  produced  in  the  United  States. 
Our  importa  for  19S8  were  2^  per  cent  less  than  In  1927,  and 
If  the  Hawley  Mil  becomes  a  law  our  imports  will  suffer  still 
farther  diminution.  It  is  obvious  that  a  restriction  of  imports 
will  curtail  our  exports  and  narrow  international  markets  for 
our  Rurplus  products.  We  are  appropriating  enormous  sums  to 
build  a  mwchant  marine  which  is  to  be  employed  in  foreign 
trade  and  commerce  and  expending  large  amounta  in  malntain- 
tng  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce,  and  yet 
we  propose  measures  whi<^  will  cut  off  our  trade  with  foreign 
nations,  and  result  in  our  ships  remaining  anchored  in  Ameri- 
can harbors.  If  we  desire  our  flag  to  float  over  merchant  ves- 
sels In  all  parted  the  world,  we  must  adopt  a  policy  that  will 
develop  reciprocal  trade  among  nations,  and  open  markets  in 
all  countriea  for  our  surplus  products.  The  United  SUtes 
poMesses  greater  resources  than  any  country  in  the  world.  Its 
mechanical  development  surpMses  any  other  country.  Its  busl- 
organlntlona  have  reached  a  high  degree  of  efllele»cy  and 
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technical  perfection.  America  can  produce  foodstuffs  sufficient 
t( »  supply  the  wants  of  200,000,000  people,  and  in  many  lines  of 
industry  it  can  famish  stiflldent  products  to  meet  the  needs  of 
a  population  greatly  in  excess  of  tliat  within  our  borders.    We 

0  lost  liave  foreign  markets  If  a  prosperous  and  contented  people 
li   desired. 

Before  discussing  the  measure  before  us.  I  desire  to  call  at- 
tintlon,  in  a  preliminary  way,  to  a  few  considerations. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  understand,  President  Hoover  convened 
Congress  in  special  session  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  a^icul- 
t  ire.  It  Is  well  known  that  those  who  advised  the  President 
to  pursue  this  course  were  aniniate<l  by  a  desire  to  relieve  agri- 
c  ilture  from  the  dire  extremities  to  which  it  lias  t)een  reduced. 
They  did  not  contemplate  that  the  special  session  would  be 
8>lzed  by  the  high  protectionists,  and  that  attempts  would  be 
made  to  force  a  bill  through  Congress  increasing  the  tariff 
rites  upon  manufactured  protiucts. 

I  believe  it  was  the  desire  of  the  President  that  the  work  of 
t  le  special  session  should  be  solely  in  aid  of  agriculture.  I 
r  >peat,  we  were  not  convened  for  tlie  purpose  of  enacting  a  tariff 
measure  but  to  formulate  a  bill  that  would  tend  to  bridge  the 
golf  between  agriculture  and  Industry.  However,  as  soon  as  it 
b  ?came  known  that  a  special  session  of  Congress  would  be  called, 
the  trusts  and  manufacturing  interests  of  the  United  States 

ik  counsel  together  and  prepared  to  force  the  enactment  of  a 
l^w  that  would  give  the  manufacturing  interests  of  the  United 
tes  a  strHngie  hold  upon  the  consuming  public  and  tighten 
ir  grip  upon  the  home  market 

As  soon  as  the  House  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  began 
hearings,  hundreds  of  witnesses  appeared,  representing  trusts 

d  monopolies  and  so-called  big  bosiness,  and  they  urged  high 

riff  rates  and  the  enactment  of  a  measure  that  wuuld  con- 

Itute.  a  complete  embargo  on  most  importations.    More  than 

even  hundred  witnesses  appeared  before  the  Ways  and  Means 

mmlttee. 

In  examining  many  volumes  of  the  hearings   I  discovered 

t^at  tbe  great  mass  of  the  people  were  not  represented.    The 

suming  paMtc  had  no  advocates,  but  the  ntanufacturera  of 

t|e  Unlti«d  States  had  many  speaking  for  them,  and  the  results 

dlcate    that    their    voica   was    not   disregarded.    When    the 

nance  Committee  of  the  Senate  met,  scores  of  representativ(>s 

01  manufkcturing  Interests  in  the  Unitad  States  appeared,  many 
o '  whom  repeated  the  statements  made  by  them  before  the  Way* 
a  Id  Means  Committee. 

Mr.  President,  the  measare  reported  by  the  House  instead 
of  bridging  or  narrowing  the  gulf  l>etween  agriculture  and  in- 
d  utry  widened  it;  Instead  of  aiding  the  farmers  it  will,  if 
e  lacted  Into  law.  Injure  them.  In  other  words,  the  bill  passed 
b: '  the  House  wooid  create.  If  enacted  Into  law,  greater  di»- 
p  irity  between  agriculture  and  industry,  and  add  to  the  burdens 
ni  >w  pressing  upon  agriculture  as  well  as  the  consuming  public. 
T  le  1)111  reported  by  the  Republican  members  of  the  Finance 
Cmunittee  is  a  trifle  better  than  the  House  bill,  but  it  Is  In- 
fl  iltely  worse  than  the  Fordney-McCumber  bill,  which  was  de- 
n  >unced  even  by  stalwart  Republicans  and  universally  con- 
d(  mned  by  the  American  press.  Parenthetically,  let  me  add  that 
tl  e  Fordney-McCumber  law  carries  hi^^er  duties  than  any  meas- 
ui  e  ever  enacted  by  an  American  Congress ;  and  now,  when  the 
claotic  and,  indeed,  hectic  conditions  which  existed  here  and 
elsewhere  immediately  following  the  World  War  are  far  re- 
moved and  the  sunshine  of  peace  appears  in  most  of  the  world, 
w»  are  asked  to  Indorse  a  measure  far  mt)re  obnoxious,  oppres- 
sire,  and  provincial  than  the  ouq  which  was  formulated  when 
tbe  people  were  agitated  and,  indeed.  Inflamed  by  the  anlmosl- 
Ui »  following  the  world  conflict 

Mr.  President,  I  referred  to  tbe  American  Tariff  League  and 
it  J  interest  in  the  measure  t>efopf'  us.  I  have  here  a  com- 
munication supporting  the  views  which  I  expressed.  It  reads  as 
f  <  llows : 

(PabUshen  of  tariff  Uteratur«,  Incloding  Uie  Tariff  Review] 

{'.  'he   American   Tariff    Leamie.    incorporated    July    13,    1885,    25    Weat 

Forty-third  Street,  New  York;  telephone.  Bryant  0782) 

Omcs  or  ths  Sbcvctast, 

Jtme  IS,  19t». 
(Special  tariff  letter  to  members  only) 

INSTANT   ACTION    IMPBEATITI 

The  tariff  attuatlon  In  Washington  la  critical.  The  resolution  offered 
to]  Senator  Bokah  on  Thursday  proposing  that  tbe  present  tariff  rv- 
Villon  be  limited  to  the  agricultural  schedoles  may  pass.  It  is  of  tbe 
almost  importaiMS  that  yon  telegraph  nt  once  to  the  Senators  from 
y«ur  State,  regardless  of  whether  they  are  Republicans  or  Democrats. 
pioteMtlng  rigorously  against  this  discrimination  excluding  Industrlss 
trtm  tariff  revisloa  and  demanding  defeat  of  the  Borah  reaolatloo. 
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If  this   resoltttkN)  sttenMI   pass  tli*   tartff  situation   at  Washtngtoti 
would,  at  hsst,  to  dsadlocksd,  and  It  to  pomtble  therefore  that  tbe 
praaent  tariff  revision  wsold  oosm  t*  ootbing. 
Very  troly  yours, 

Tk>  AxnicAw  TAiirr  LaAora, 
Waai4motom,  D.  C,  4«  JVtiiMportalioa  BitOMmQ. 

It  wUl  be  observed  that  the  Tartff  League  sought  to  block 
farm  rdlef  legislation  and  to  prevent  the  passage  of  the  Borah 
resolution.  That  reaolntlcm  sought  to  restrict  the  work  of  the 
special  session  to  measures  affecting  agriculture.  In  other 
words,  the  Borah  resolution  was  designed  to  confine  Congress 
to  the  purposes  for  which  the  q;>ecial  session  was  called,  but  this 
powerful  organteation  threw  itself  into  the  breadi  and  re- 
quired its  representatives  throughout  the  United  States  to  im- 
medlatriy  communicate  with  their  Senators  and  do  all  that 
they  could  to  prevent  the  adoption  of  the  resolution.  Undoubt- 
edly the  purpose  was  to  secure  tlie  passage  of  a  bill  that 
would  Increase  duties  upon  manufactured  products,  thus  en- 
abling domestic  manufacturers  to  further  exploit  the  American 
people. 

The  principal  offleers  of  the  Tartff  Lieagne,  as  Indicated  by 
their  publicatlocs.  some  of  which  I  have  before  me,  are  as 
follows : 

W.  Warren  Bal>bour,  president;  Joseph  R.  Qrundy,  first  vice 
president ;  George  R.  Meyercord,  second  vice  president ;  Slgmund 
Simon,  treasurer.  The  members  of  the  executive  committee  are : 
A.  Creasy  Morrison,  ciialrman ;  Eugene  Chtystal,  J.  J.  Phoenix. 
William  L.  Monro,  and  Horace  B.  Cheney.  The  board  ot  man- 
agers are:  Eugene  Chrystal,  George  R.  Meyercord,  A.  Gresay 
Morriscm,  WHUam  L.  MonYo,  J.  P.  Laffey,  Henry  A.  Trualow, 
Joseph  R.  Grundy,  John  Broomley,  Jr.,  Arthur  D.  CaAn,  D. 
William  Scammell,  Horace  B.  Cheney,  Duncan  D.  Sntpben, 
B>-an  B  Kimble,  J.  F.  Zoller,  Martin  Oantlne,  Cbarlea  J.  Gra- 
ham, Frank  H.  Metcalt  B.  L.  Iflcbolson,  8.  A.  Salvage,  and 
Joseph  Brobatoo. 

HaprcaenUtlvaf  of  thia  otfanlaatlon  have  appeared  before  th« 
WnyM  and  Meana  Committee  In  support  of  the  pendtng  meaanra, 
among  them  being  A.  Creasy  Morriaon,  who  la  diairman  of  the 
ffsecutlve  committee  of  tbe  Dn  Pont  and  allied  eorporations.  Mr. 
Eugene  Chrystal  la  one  of  the  chief  offldala  of  the  Baatmaa 
Kodak  Oo„  a  corporation  that  has  become  powerful  by  reason 
of  the  enormous  proOta  whidi  It  baa  mada  under  our  tariff 
legislation. 

Mr.  Preaident,  in  my  opinion.  It  waa  unwise  to  ooovene  Oon- 
gresM  in  extraordinary  session.  The  President  might  have  known 
that  as  soon  as  Congress  touched  tbe  tariff  question  powerful 
munofacturing  Intereeta  would  be  aroused,  and  they  would  «i- 
deavor  to  aecure  legislation  giving  them  absolute  control  tA  the 
home  market,  and  which  would  atrengthen  them  in  their  mo- 
nopolistic grip  upon  industry.  The  President  knew  that  the 
House  was  overwhelmingly  Republican  and  that  the  Senate  had 
a  R^nbUcan  majority.  He  did  not,  I  think,  appreciate  that  in 
the  Senate  there  were  Republicans  who  would  be  deaf  to  the 
demands  of  manufacturing  interests  and  tmsta,  and  who  would, 
regardless  of  party,  attempt  to  secure  relief  for  agriculture  and 
protection  for  the  consuraijDg  public. 

I  know  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Beooxhabt]  and  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  BoaaH],  who  favored  an  extraordinary 
lessloD,  were  perfectly  sincere,  believing  that  its  work  could  and 
would  be  limited  to  providing  relief  for  agriculture.  I  know 
they  were  desirous  of  estabUbhing  an  equality  between  agricul* 
ture  and  industry  and  believed  diat  a  i^edal  session  limited  to 
toch  considerations  would  promptly  pass  a  satisfactory  meaanre 
and  adioum. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  short  memories  and  dofihtlecs  forget 
that  a  few  years  ago  the  Republican  Party  solemnly  promised  to 
revise  the  tariff  downward.  It  was  understood  by  the  people 
that  the  revision  would  be  downward,  because  it  was  unirersally 
admitted  that  the  tariff  rates  in  the  Dingley  bill  were  too  high. 
When  Congress  met  for  that  purpose  it  promptly,  trader  the  whip 
and  spur  of  the  manufacturing  interests,  revised  the  tariff  up- 
ward and  gave  tbe  peci>le  the  universally  oondenined  Payno- 
AMrlch  tariff  law.  Reactionaries  controlled  the  Republican 
Party  then  and  won  a  triumphant  victory. 

It  appears,  Mr.  President,  that  reactionaries  are  still  powMful 
and  have  won  a  great  victory  in  having  incorporated  into  the 
pending  measure  p^ovlalons  that  will  increase  tariff  rates  and 
Impoae  additional  burdens  upon  the  people.  They  have  suc- 
ceeded in  having  incorporated  into  the  Mil  a  provision  which, 
aa  it  will  be  construed,  will  appraise  imports  not  upon  foreign 
values  but  upon  the  American  selling  price.  I  need  not  say  that 
If  thia  proviaion  ahall  become  law  tariff  duties  will  be  greatly  in- 
eraased  and  an  embargo  will  be  placed  upon  8id)stantially  all 


dutiable  commodities.  The  amendment  Jtist  offered  by  the  chair- 
man  of  the  committee  will  be  so  construed  aa  to  aocompHsh  this 
reemit ;  and  though  there  be  not  a  single  change  made  In  the  rates 
of  the  FV>rdney-McCtraiber  law,  the  duties  in  many  Instances  win 
be  doubled,  if  not  tripled,  if  this  provision  deaUoc  with  valnaUon 
shall  become  a  law. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOB.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  tbe  Senator  f^om  California? 

Mr  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDGE.  The  Senatw  from  Utah  repeats  again 
and  again  the  word  **  reactionary."  I  should  be  very  happy  to 
be  advised  as  to  what  meaning  he  attaches  to  that  word — 
whether  he  includes  tiie  Amolcan  farmer,  the  Am«ican  miner, 
the  American  manufacturer,  the  laboring  men  and  women  of  the 
Nation,  many  of  whom  seek  a  readjiutment  of  tariff  duties, 
many  of  whom  ask  for  increased  rates  on  various  products  in 
which  they  are  directly  interested.  I  have  beard  tbe  word  "  re- 
actionary "  until  I  am  prompted  to  ask  one  capable  of  defining  It 
what  meaning  he  attatdies  to  the  word  "  reactionary  "  when  we 
are  considering  tariff  l^slation? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Callfomla  used 
the  word  "  reaetlomury  "  three  times  in  tlie  Inquiry  vrtiich  he  has 
propounded  to  me.  I  tised  it  twice  as  I  recall,  in  the  observa- 
tions which  I  have  sutwiitted.  I  know  my  friend  will  not  lie 
offended  when  I  aay  that,  perfaain,  no  one  In  thia  Chamber  can 
interpret  the  meaning  of  the  word  "reactionary"  better  than 
my  learned  and  adiolarly  friend  f rooi  California. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOK.  I  aak  the  Senator  whether,  if  he  tbinka 
he  has  answered  my  question 

Mr.  KING.    I  tiave  not  flniahed  the  anawer  aa  yet 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGB.  I  aak  the  Senator  whether  one  who  be- 
lieves as  I  believe  in  what  la  properly  termed  "a  protective 
tariff,"  an  adequate  protective  tariff— and  I  bellare  in  such  a 
tariff  aa,  any  Imported  article— la  a  reactionary  according  to  the 
meaning  of  the  word  which  my  friend  from  Utah  gives  it? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  only  need  to  challenge  the 
attention  of  my  friend  to  tbe  fact,  that  upon  tbe  other  side  of 
the  aisle  there  are  14  liberals,  profresMlreN  independent   Re- 

Eblicana,  who  registered  their  opposition  to  the  conference  of 
jialative  power  upon  the  President  of  the  United  States,  und 
Insisted  upon  the  maintenance  of  the  integrity  of  the  legislative 
bnmch,  as  against  usurpations  by  the  executive  deportment  of 
this  Government.  Upon  that  question  there  wai*  a  clear  line 
drawn  between  reactionaries  and  progress!ve&  The  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bouah],  the  Junior  Senator  from  California 
[Mr.  JoHHsoir],  the  S^iator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Foixktte], 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Bbookhakt],  the  fighting,  con- 
sistent liberal,  the  Senator  from  N^raska  [Mr.  Notona],  th« 
junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaikk],  and  others — I 
have  not  time  to  enumerate  them  all — represent  the  progressive 
liberal  thought.  They  are  not  reactionaries,  though  they  sit 
among  thesn.  My  friend  from  California,  able  as  he  la,  in  my 
opinion,  represents  In  the  Republican  Party  the  sx^t  of 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGB.  Mr.  President,  may  I  aak  the  Senator 
another  question  t 

The  PRESIDBIfr  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Oalifomia? 

Mr.  KING.    I  was  in  ttw  nddst  of  a  sentence,  but  I  yidUL 

Mr.  SHOBIIRIDGB.  I  win  not  Interrupt  the  Senator  untd 
he  has  conduded  his  aoitence. 

Mr.  KING.  In  construing  the  C<mstltutlon  of  tbe  United 
Statee,  I  think  the  Senator  at  timea  baa  favored  a  constructlan 
rather  unfavorable  to  liberal  and  progressive  polidea.  The 
fact  is  apparent  that  there  are  conflicting  elements  within 
our  political  parties  as  well  as  In  political  parties  in  other 
countries.  Tbere  Is  an  element,  perfectly  sincere  and  loyal  to 
the  Government,  and  desirous  of  tbe  welfare  of  the  country, 
that  represents  the  prfaidple  of  the  "  status  quo."  It  belongs 
to  tile  standpat  or  reactionarj  group,  and  I  do  not  use  these 
terms  offensively.  They  were  used  by  llieodore  Roosevelt  when 
the  candidate  of  the  Progressive  Party.  Tbwe  is  a  progreasive 
elemoit,  which  possesses  a  more  liberal  and  modem  point  of 
view.  Its  monbers  are  metre  Interested  In  the  social  welfare 
and  progress  of  the  people.  They  are  opposed  to  the  concen- 
tration of  wealth  and  power,  t>elievlng  the  results  will  be  un- 
favorable to  the  maintenance  of  democratic  InstitutlonB. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGB.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Callfomla. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGB.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  I  am  a 
reactionary  when,  for  example,  I  now  htmibly  take  tbe  same 
poelti<m  that  George  Washington  took,  that  Thomas  JelTerson 
tocUL,  that  James  Madison  took,  that  James  Monroe  took,  that 
Staf^ken  A.  Douglas  took,  and  other  great  men  of  the  past  tookT 
Doeb  he  tklnk  I  am  a  reactionary  because  I  farur,  in  sons 


I, 

t 


i 


i 


4240 


CONGRESSIONAL 


iBtUnoea.  the  position  that  TboDUu  Mlenoa  took  when  he 
nld— «Dd  his  word*  are  recorded — that  he  CtTored  a  proteetlTe 
Urtff.  a  Urlff  which  waa  prtMhUlTe,  which  wotfid  Impoee  an 
emhario  If  neceaaarj  to  deretop  an  American  Industry?  Doea 
be  think  I  waa  a  reactionanr  when  I  took  the  poaltloo,  for 
example,  that  Stephen  A.  Doturiaa  took  here  In  the  Senate  when 
he  cUlmed  that  a  Senator-«iect  who  appeared  at  the  bar  with 
credentiala  waa  eoUtled  to  take  the  oath  of  oAoef  Doea  he 
think,  alao,  that  I  waa  a  reactionary  when  I  hamhljr  took  the 
position  that  Daniel  Webster  took  upon  the  aame  subject? 

What  Toto  of  mlM  la  tbia  body,  or  of  my  friends  bsf«  on 
tbto  Rids,  was  NCb  as  to  jostlfy  tbs  tarm  "  reaetionary "  as 
applied  to  bamaa  ptofftiss,  as  apptisd  to  oor  covotry  wbicb  we 
all  se«'k  to  narre?  Am  I  a  reactionary  bscaose  I  want  an 
adeqoau  Urlt  for  acrlcvltwe.  when  I  ssek  an  adeqaate  tariff 
for  the  minlna  ladoslry,  when  I  seak  adsqoats  protsctfcm  tor 
all  the  ■Mnafaotariav  ladnstrlss  of  oor  coontryt  Am  I  a 
reactionary  wbea  1  plead  for  Florida  as  sarasstly  knd  as 
sincerely  as  I  do  for  CaUtortUa.  or  when  I  did  plead  for  aa 
indiiittry  InuMdiately  of  great  moni*»nt  to  Utah? 

I  iihouUl  like  to  hare  it  more  deflnitely  ondenlood  what  my 
scholarly  and  splendid  friends  mean  when  tliey  apply  to  me, 
if  I  am  within  tbelr  range  of  condemnation,  the  word  "  reae- 
tiouary." 
1  know  that— 

Is  knr,  vast  pica  ••  talat«d  aad  eorniyt 
But,  b»lBc  MMoiMd  vtth  a  gradoas  Tote*. 
ObaeoMS  the  abMr  oC  •▼!>?     In  rcUgtoB, 
Wkat  duuMd  wrot.  tat  aoae  wtar  bfow 
WIU  Umb  It  and  approre  It  with  a  text — 

As  Shakeq)eftre  put  It;  bnt,  respectfully,  at  this  stage  of 
discosKlng  this  partlcQlar  item  of  the  bill,  and  obeerring  that 
the  remarks  I  am  making  a^  so  relerant,  I  am  anzions  here 
and  now,  or  at  some  time,  to  hare  my  friends  explain  what  they 
mean  by  the  word  **  reactionary."  When  I  stand  for  Michigan 
or  Wisconsin  industry,  arm  in  arm,  side  by  side  with  the  two 
Senators  from  Michigan  or  the  two  Senators  tnjm  Wisconsin, 
trying  to  Ufriiold  some  industry.  I  should  like  my  learned  frigid 
or  some  one  else  in  this  country  wtto  understands  the  Engliah 
lauKuage,  and  is  familiar  with  history  and  the  philosophy  ot 
oor  Qoremment,  to  tell  me  what  he  means  by  the  word  "  reac- 
tionary.'' 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  regret  that  my  friend  has 
projected  himself  into  this  discussion  aa  the  representatiye  of 
what  I  have  denominated  the  reactionary  forces.  I  stated  a 
moment  ago  that  I  did  not  use  the  term  offenslTely,  but  as 
characteristic  of  a  group  in  this  country  that  stands  for  what 
might  be  denominated  standpat  policies,  or  tlie  maintmance  ot 
the  status  quo  against  the  Ui>eral,  progreastre,  and  social  forces 
wlilch  I  submit  are  manifesting  themaelres  in  Tarioas  parte  of 
the  wf^ld.  V 

The  Senator  has  referred  to  Mr.  Jefferson.  I  ask  tlie  Senator 
now.  In  all  good  faith,  is  he  a  follower  of  Thomas  Jefferson? 

Mr.  8HORTBIDGE.  In  many  things ;  in  all  his  fondamental 
principles  and  purpoaee;  and  I  am  a  follower,  too,  of  Andrew 
Jackson  in  many  of  his  great  poUdes.  There  never  was  a 
stronger,  a  firmer  man.  or  a  man  more  unafraid  to  defend  the 
prntectlTe  tariff,  than  Andrew  Jackson  when  he  was  Senator 
of  the  United  States  from  Tennessee.  If  the  Senator  is  familiar 
with  the  hhrtory  of  that  period,  he  knows,  and  otiuft*  here,  of 
course,  are  familiar,  with  tlie  fact  that  Andrew  Jackson  was 
ofercome  and  was  persnaded,  if  not  conrtneed«  to  sign  the 
tariff  bill,  the  compromise  of  188S,  which  brongbt  «w  the  panic 
of  1887.  and  which  resulted  in  the  following  defeat  of  Van 
Bnren.  Andrew  Jacfcaon  was  a  protaetloaist :  Tbomas  Jeffemoti 
waa  a  proiectioolst ;  and  I  follow  tbaa  la  all  those  grsat  prln- 
ciples  of  gof  emrosnt. 

Mr,  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  ha?e  beard  my  friend  upon 
mnay  oeeaaloos  eulogise  Alexaadsr  Hamilton  as  the  Incarnation 
of  politloal  wisdom,  and  pillar  of  strength  of  the  BepobUcan 
Party.  Ttie  ■eoator.  if  be  apeaks  boneetly.  as  he  will— will  say. 
**  I  follow  Alexander  BamlUon.  I  am  not  a  follower  d  Tbomas 
JefferMun."  Be  followa  the  pbiloeopby  of  Alexander  Hamilton, 
not  the  liberal  pbiloeopby  and  democratic  principles  ot  Thomas 
Jefferson.  ^' 

Mr.  Preeident,  perhaps  no  political  party  li^es  up  to  Its  creed 
and  to  its  oft-repeated  dedarations.  I  would  be  instnoere  if  I 
afflnned  that  within  the  Republican  Party  there  are  not  those 
who  are  as  deroted  to  the  Ideals  of  democracy  and  the  liberal 
and  progreadTC  policies  essential  for  the  welfare  at  tkk:  people, 
as  can  be  found  In  the  party  to  which  I  belong.  Oftoitimes 
there  seems  to  t)e  a  coalescing,  for  the  moment  at  least,  of  the 
two  great  pgrtice ;  pertiaps  tlie  apparent  union  la  brougiit  about 
by  some  great  moral  principle  or  becanae  ot  some  aRffehended 
danger  to  the  Bepoblic.    Patriotism  is  not  the  precious  gift  of 
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one  party,  bnt  I  repeat  that  there  are  dirergent  Tlews  upon 
ital  political  questions  and  upon  the  philoeophy  of 
emment.  Hamilton  was  not  Jefferson  and  Jefferson  waa 
Hamilton.  There  are  millions  in  our  country  who  are  prood 
call  tbemselTes  followers  of  Hamilton;  there  are  millions 
lo  rest  their  political  conduct  upon  the  undying  philosophy  of 
~'erson.  There  are  liberals  and  progressires,  and  there  are 
who  oppoee  their  riews  and  their  polldea.  These  are  col- 
Ittially  referred  to  as  "  sUndpattem "  or  "reactionaries." 
upon  this  side  of  the  Chamber  may  not  ahrays  follow  the 
p^ldea  of  Jefferson,  and  doabtless  they  forget  at  times  ttie 
11  isral  and  soergislng  forces  that  are  the  basla  of  Jvffersonian 
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Mr.  SHOBTUIIXIR.    Now  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a  qneeUon? 

The  PBB8IDIN0  OITICBB  (Mr.  Auxm  in  the  chair).  Does 
tbs  Ssoator  from  Utah  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  KINO.    T«s ;  I  yMd. 

Mr.  SHOBTBIDGB.  The  Senator  was  good  enoogb  to  ask 
BIS  If  I  fbllowed  and  bellerod  in  the  priucipiee  of  TYiomas 
Jifferson  and  Andrew  Jackson.  Lst  me  ask  the  Senator  if  be 
f  lUows  Alexander  Hamilton  when  Alexander  Hamilton  in 
h  ew  Tork  fotight  and  struggled  for  the  ratlflcatiun  of  the  Con- 
•  ittttlon  under  which  we  lire?  Does  the  Senator  think  Alex- 
apder  Hamilton  acted  wisely? 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  why  does  not  the  Senator  when 
referring  to  Alexander  Hamilton  not  Inform  us  as  to  bis  record 
U  the  Constitutional  Convention?  Mr.  Hamilton  offered  a  plan 
f  ir  the  new  govermnent  which  was  not  democratic  or  repuh- 
qcan  hot  which  would  have  established  a  form  of  govemiuent 

Imost  monarchical  in  form.    When  bL«i  plan  was  rejected  he 

Manifested  but  little  interest  in  the  work  of  the  convention. 

[owerer,  lie  was  wise  enough  and  patriotic  enough  to  realize 

lat  if  the  work  of  tlie  convention  was  rejected  the  Revolu- 

jooary  War  would  perhaps  have  been  fought  In  vain,  and  be 

lereupon  employed  his  great  talents  to  secure  the  adoption 
ojf  the  Constitution.  His  letters  appearing  in  the  Federalist 
s  "e  powerful  arguments  in  favor  of  the  Constitution  and  con- 
sltute  to  tills  day  a  rich  and  valuable  inheritance  which  all 
I  merlcans  are  permitted  to  riiare. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDQE.  Does  the  Senator  believe  in  the  prin- 
c  pies  prorlainied  by  Patrick  Henry,  for  exami^?  Does  the 
IE  mator  tlilnk  that  Patrick  Henry  did  right  when  yonder  in 
\  Irglnia  he  fought  against  the  ratification  of  the  Constitution? 
&  y  thooi^t  is,  what  principle  did  Alexander  Hamilton  advance 
li  I  respect  to  government  under  the  Con.<»tituti»>ii  which  the 
S  inator  now  opposes  and  what  did  Patrick  Henry  do  in  Vlr- 
gnia  in  opposing  the  Constitution  which  tlie  Senator  now 
c<  indemns? 

Mr.  KINO. '  We  are  wandertn)?  far  afield  and  a  discussion  of 
I  amilton  and  Patrick  Henry  is  not  pertinent  to  the  question  be- 
f  ire  us.  But  may  I  add  that  Patrick  Henry  was  one  of  the  lead- 
e  »  of  Democratic  thought  ami  of  the  liberal  forces  of  his  day.  I 
t  link  it  was  Oxbridge  Iliatcfaer,  one  of  the  patriots  of  Massa- 
cfiusetts  who  said,  referring  to  Patrick  Henry's  speech  in  the 

[ouse  of  Burgesses,  that  it  "  fired  the  cold  people  of  New 
ind  "  and  gave  momentum  to  the  revolutionary  movement 

ilch  found  expresirion  in  the  Declaration  of  Independence 
abd  in  the  establishment  of  this  Republic.  Patrick  Henry  was 
n  K  satisfied  with  the  Constitution  Ix-cause  it  contained  no  bill 
o '  rights.  Both  Madison  and  Hamilton  believed  that  the 
C  jnstitQtion  as  framed  protected  the  cltlxens  against  aggree- 
s  one  upon  the  part  of  the  Federal  Ooremment.  and  that  there- 
f^  no  bill  of  rights  was  neceeeary.  Patrick  Henry,  as  well 
otliers.  insisted  that  before  the  Constitution  nhonld  be 
or  contemporaneotis  with  its  adoption,  there  should 
amendments  which  would  effectively  gtinrd  tiie  ritixenH  nnd 
lit  the  power  of  the  Oeneral   Oovemment.    Accuirdingly   a 

imber  of  amendments  were  formulated  and  10  were  adopted, 
constitute,  as  many  believe,  a  Magna  Charts  essential  to 
preserration  of  the  righta  of  the  people. 

I  think  we  all  approve  of  the  work  of  Patrick  Henry  and 
tboss  who  seovred  ttie  adoption  of  tbeee  amendments.  I  do  not 
t  link  Mr.  Hamilton  was  greatly  concerned  in  these  omend- 
^enta,  perhaps  for  the  reason  which  I  liave  heretofore  stated. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KINO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  If  it  had  not  been  for  the  fight  which 
Alexander  Hamilton  made  at  Albany,  the  result  in  Virginia 
J  robably  would  have  been  different.  To  the  great  service  of 
I  atrick  Henry,  of  course,  no  words  of  ours  can  pay  just  tribute ; 
b  Bt  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  forget  that  the  patriots  of  old 
f  orth  Car(^na  were  earlier  In  their  declarations  than  e>-en 
o^r  Immortal  Patrick  Hrary. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  shall  not  project  myself  Into  a  discussion  of 
ttie  work  of  the  convention  in  North  Carolina.    I  repeat  what 

have  stated,  that  in  political  parties  there  are  libenUs  and 
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standpatter*  In  Great  Britain  the  latter  are  somettmes  called 
-dle-hords,"  because  of  their  opposition  to  progressiTe  meas- 
wren.  No  political  party  contains  aU  the  liberal  fo»*«^  *° 
Great  Britain  Tories  are  becoming  Laborttes  and  some  Liberals 
are  becoming  Tories.  Shifts  occur  as  new  *«»a««  "!■«• , ?°° 
tbat  is  more  or  less  true  In  our  own  country.  ,Y^J««2 
Important  that  there  be  political  parties,  I  tbhik  it  ««itinate 
that  we  are  not  crushed  into  two  great  water-tight  compart- 
ments from  which  eecape  is  Impossible.  Politics  »'•«»•' 
fluid  In  these  days,  and  It  Is  sometimes  dUBctUt  to  determine 
Jnst  wbat  are  the  pressing  political  Issues.  But  grow  ••  ^Jey 
arc  developed  find  root  In  the  philosophies  of  Hamilton  and 
Jeffernon,  and  so  we  have  two  groat  pollUcal  parties,  neltter 
always  c(»nsistcBt  or  fftltbful  to  ths  fundamenUls  so  ofttn 

^Mr*  I.HORTBIDOB.  If  the  Senator  wUl  permit  me  jnst  one 
word.  I  will  not  further  drtay  blm. 

Mr.  KINO.    I  yield.  ^  ^^  ^    ,  ^^.^ 

Mr.  SHOBTRIDOB.  As  to  liberal  prtndptei,  as  to  human 
progress,  ss  to  the  rights  of  man,  woman,  and  child,  I  Q^J'^t'on 
whether  there  is  any  Member  of  the  Ben«t»  who  has  attwed 
as  many  words  on  that  subject  as  I  have.  They  died,  pernaps, 
in  the  hour  of  their  utterance;  but  I  have  stood  In  many  courts 
defending  the  liberty  of  the  press,  defending  the  liberty  of  moi  s 
lips.  I  have  fougirt  that  battle,  and  the  Uberty  of  the  press  and  the 
liberty  of  speed)  In  many,  many  courts  In  this  country.  I  per- 
haps ought  not  to  say  that ;  but,  once  for  all,  I  wish  to  Mjy  tnat 
anyone  can  trace  my  humble  career  and  he  wlU  not  discover 
wherever  I  stood  against  the  rights  of  man  to  freedoni,  to  a 
free  press,  to  free  Ups ;  and,  so  far  as  I  could  discover,  I  hare 
favored  any  legislation  or  any  line  of  public  discussion  which 
has  for  its  object  the  bettering  of  the  condition  of  man,  woman, 
and  child.    That  is  my  life,  and  that  Is  my  philosophy. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  be  glad  to  welcome  the  Sen- 
ator from  California  Into  the  ranks  of  the  liberals. 

Mr  NORRIS.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  permit  tne 
Senator  from  California  to  proceed.  I  would  like  to  know  how 
he  stands  on  the  Einstein  theory.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  Mr.  President,  I  will  have  to  refer  to 
my  friend  from  Nebraska  for  Information  In  regard  to  that 

Mr  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  be  glad  to  get  back  to  the 
theme  which  I  was  attempting  to  discuss  when  my  friend  from 
California  propounded  his  questions. 

My  friend  from  California,  when  the  final  rote  comes,  vnn 
Tote  "aye,"  and  he  wUl  regret  that  he  has  not  a  thousand 
affirmative  votes  to  cast.  Just  as  when  he  said  at  the  close  of  the 
hearings  that  he  had  batted  999.999  In  favor  of  protection. 
If  that  is  not  raising  the  standard  of  protecUon  to  ttie  nth 
degree,  and  committing  one's  self  to  an  embargo,  I  fall  to  c<Hn- 
prehend  the  English  language  or  the  position  of  my  friend. 

As  I  recall,  the  Senator  from  California  rather  looked  with 
favor  upon  the  principle  of  substitution.  We  do  not  raise 
bananas;  bananas  come  In  competition  with  apples  and  other 
fruits  Why  not,  because  we  can  not  raise  bananas,  rorWd 
their  coming  into  the  United  States,  and  force  peoi^e  to  eat  more 

apples?                                      ^      ,.    J. 
Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.    Mr.  President 

Mr  SHORTRIDOE.  The  Senator  will  remember  that  the 
Original  Democratic  doctrine  was  that  a  tariff  duty  should  be 
levied  for  revenue  only.  I  was,  in  the  matter  to  which  the  Sen- 
ktor  has  referred,  following  the  ancient  Democratic  doctrine,  and 
since  we  can  raise  a  very  considerable  revenue  from  Imposing  a 
tariff  on  bananos,  perhaps  there  Is  no  reascm  why  we  should  not 
Impose  some  duty,  not  In  order  to  Induce  our  hungry  people  to 
eat  apples  or  pears  or  any  other  fruit,  but  purely  to  raise  reve- 
nne  We  rolse  now  alvrnt  six  hundred  and  odd  millions  ofd<.|. 
Urs  by  wsy  of  tariff  duties.  It  costs  us  some  »4,0«).000,()00  ^ 
run  this  0(;vemment,  My  thought  In  regard  to  putting  a  tariff 
on  bananas  is  to  raise  revenue,  purely  and  simply  for  that 

'^Mr^KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  am  unwilling  to  tax  bananas  or 
many  other  food  products  needed  by  the  American  people.  I 
shall  welcome  tariff  reductions  upon  many  commodities.  It  is 
aroarent  however,  from  the  two  measures  reported  by  the  House 
and  the  Finance  Cxjmmtttee,  that  lilveral  and  Just  tariff  measures 
need  not  be  expected  from  the  party  in  power.  It  is  apparent 
that  wealth  and  certain  protected  Industries  of  our  country  ex- 
ercise great  hifluence  In  legislation  as  weU  as  in  our  domestic 
and  foreign  policies.  Wealth  always  seeks  to  control  govern- 
ments because  of  the  advantages  which  it  may  dwive.  It  is 
seldom  that  wealth  marches  with  Uberal  forces.  It  usually 
leads  the  party  of  yesterday  and  the  hattaUons  serving  under 

^o  one^  jiaa  Sfficulty  in  determining  which  la  the  Conserva- 
tive or  Tory  or  Uberal  Party  In  Great  Britain,  and  which  rep- 
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resents  liberal  and  progreealTe  thought  The  polltleal  party  tbat 
has  ideals,  that  believes  in  a  Utopia,  is  the  one  which  will  beet 
serve  the  people.  Progress  Is  made  as  mankind  advances  from 
one  Utopian  conquest  to  a  still  more  Important  one.  The  land 
of  promise  Is  always  before  the  people  of  vision,  and  no  sooner 
is  one  upland  reached  than  another  Utopia  appears  beyond; 
and  thus  men  and  nations  go  forward,  breasting  the  opposition 
of  reactionaries  and  strirlng  always  for  the  things  tbat  ara 
noble  and  Just  ^       _  „ 

Mr.  President,  when  Interrupted  by  the  Senator  ^om  O"']; 
fomla,  I  was  directing  attention  to  the  victory  won  by  the  Tariff 
League  In  the  meastire  reported  by  the  Ways  and  Means  nnd 
the  Senate  Finance  Committees.  A  careful  examination  of  the 
bill  before  ns  rereals  how  inadequate  are  th^  provhrtons  for 
airricultbre,  and  bow  enormous  are  the  gifts  to  highly  protected 
Industries.  Tariff  rates  have  been  increased  upon  hundreds  of 
commodities,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  importations  were 
neglliAble  and  the  domestic  market  was  In  ths  control  of  domes- 
tic manufacturers.  The  profits  of  Industry  during  the  past  10 
years  have  been  stnpendoua  Many  of  the  giant  corporations- 
beneficiaries  of  tariff  rates-bare  mulrtplied  their  factories  and 
plants,  not  from  new  capital  but  from  unjust  profit*  Btoc« 
dividends  have  toen  declared  aggregating  hundreds  of  mllUonsof 
dollars,  and  upon  these  paper  values  large  dividends  have  been 
declared.  In  many  corporations  the  earnings  and  profits  have 
been  so  great  that  stupendous  reserves  were  created,  and  from 
time  to  time  these  reserves  became  the  basis  of  additional  stock 
Issues    upon    which    additional    profits    were    demanded    and 

secured.  .     ^   ^  ,  ^ 

Mr.  President,  when  Congre-ss  refused  to  adopt  the  reeolutlon 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  BobahI  then,  it  seems 
to  me,  the  proper  and  fair  course  to  have  been  pursued  was  to 
examine  the  Pordney-McCumber  bill  with  a  view  to  rerislng  its 
schedules  and  reducing  the  tariff  rates  upon  hundreds,  If  not 
thousands  of  commodities.  ^  „    «  -^      ^ 

I  referred  a  few  moments  ago  to  the  election  of  Mr.  Taft  and 
the  pledges  made  by  the  Republican  Party  to  revise  the  tariff 
downward,  but  when  Oongreiss  convened  the  pressure  from  trusts 
and  monopolies  and  the  great  interests  of  our  country  was  too 
strong  to  be  resisted,  and  the  result  was  the  enactment  of  the 
Payne-A1dri(*  law.  This  measure  Increased  the  duties  and 
strengthened  the  control  of  monopolies.  Discontent  followed  the 
enactment  of  the  Payne-Aldrich  law.  The  people  were  aroused 
because  of  the  broken  promises  of  the  Repnbllcan  Party  and  the 
heavier  burdens  Imposed  by  the  high-tariff  rates  of  the  Payne- 
Aldrich  law.  The  scepter  of  authority  was  taken  from  the  Re- 
publican  Party  and  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Democratic  Party. 
I  should  like  to  read  from  a  speech  made  by  the  late  Senator  La 
Foliette  when  the  Fordney-McCumber  bill  was  under  consldera- 
tion,  because  It  Is  pertinent  to  this  discussion.  However,  I  shrtl 
content  myself  with  asking  permission  to  Insert  In  my  remarks 
excerpts  therefrom  without  refilling.  ,.  ,  ' 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 

ordered. 

The  excerpts  are  as  follows : 

The  passage  ot  the  Diogley  bill  In  1897,  daring  President  McKInley-s 
first  term,  marks  a  turning  point  In  the  history  of  tariff  legislation  In 
this  couafcry.  The  schedules  of  that  bill  were  framed  In  disregard  of 
the  principle  which  op  to  that  time  had  been  the  declared  policy  cf  the 

Bepubllcan  Party.     •     •     •  ^     «  -.  .        .  .* 

The  B.publlcan  Party,  however,  dlsregsfdlng  the  McKlnley  platform 
upon  which  It  bad  won  the  election  in  1896,  proceeded  to  the  enact  meat 
of  the  Dlngley  Urlff  Uw.  •  •  •  The  Dlngley  rates  were  designed. 
as  far  M  possible,  to  shut-out  foreign  competltloB,  snd  In  that  purpose 
they  were  targely  succsssful.  Now,  note  the  result.  Within  three  yssrs 
following  the  enactment  of  tbo  Dlngley  Uw  149  trusts  wsre  organised 
in  the  United  atates  with  a  toul  slock  and  bond  capitalisation  of 
13  7M  000  000,  Four  years  lat<!r  trust  control  had  exUnded  to  «,«04 
plants'  with  a  total  capitalisation  of  |20,879,OO0,OOO,  By  Janunry  1, 
1008  the  Increased  <»nsolldation  erobraeod  10,220  plants,  with  outsUnd- 
Ing  stocks  and  bonds  aggregating  181,072,000,000  of  paper  eapltallso' 
tlon  The  Dlngley  Isw  had  excluded  foreign  competition.  The  trusts 
strangled  home  competition.  The  American  consumer  was  completely 
mt  the  mercy  of  tae  overprotected  manufacturers  of  the  country.  Prices 
were  rapidly  advanced.  The  cost  of  llviag  Increased  during  that  period 
more  than  40  per  cent.  

The  condition  was  upon  us  which  the  wiser  statemea  bad  foceeeca  m 
1890  must  result  from  monopoly-breeding  tariffs.  The  reaction  of  the 
people  was  prompt  and  exactly  what  John  Sbennan  had  foreeeen  It 
wonld  be  when  In  the  sdvocacy  of  the  antltruat  Isw  he  said  : 

"  If  we  win  not  endure  a  king  as  a  political  power,  we  aboold  not 
mdure  a  king  over  tte  productlos,  transportation,  and  aale  of  any  «l 
the  necesaariee  of  Mfe.  If  we  would  not  sxibmlt  to  an  emperor,  we 
Bhoold  not  anlimlt  to  an  autocrat  of  trade,  with  power  to  prevent  com- 
petition  and  to  fix  the  price  of  any  commodity.  If  the  combination  ta 
confined  to  a  SUte,  the  SUte  should  apply  the  remedy;  If  It  la  inter- 


H 


I.I' 


,1;; 


i 


Si 


4342 


CONGRESSIONAL  KDCORD— SENATE 


•UU  Asd  eomO^lt  M7  pradncttoB  la  nuny  tUtM.  CougUM  nwt  ».9pl7  { 
tta  miMdr-     If  tb«  conMutloa  !■  aided  by  oar  t«rlf  towi.  tlMj  ■boold 
b*  promptly  etunfwl,  «nd  If  aieiiMry.  •qoal  eompctltlOB  with  til  the 
world  «bo«ld  b*  lDTtt«d  In  tb*  oionopolted  arttel*. 

Wot  ■  tlBM  tlM  people  hoped  for  eoBO  relief  threvgb  tbe  aBtltnMt 
tew ;  bat  tbe  action  of  tbe  eseeatlTe  departaont.  thro«ch  tbe  Depart- 
OMot  of  Juetlcr,  in  tbe  enforcemeat  of  tbU  act  waa  (Mbte  aad  Indedalve, 
and  tbt«  tracts  and  eombloatloBa,  fortified  beklad  tb«  tarIC  wall,  aooa 
learned  tbat  the  antltnut  law  waa  ao  menace  to  tbem.  Aad  tbe  tniata 
whieta  tbat  a«C  bad  beaa  lateadad  to  emab  went  aeot-fraa.  while  labor 
orgaolaatloaa,  at  which  the  law  waa  aerer  directed,  beeaai*  Ita  rlctlna. 
•  •  •  The  denaad  from  all  parts  of  the  eoantry  for  rerlaloa  of  tha 
Dlnsley  tarUt  downward,  even  dazing  the  Roooereit  admlnlatxatloa.  waa 
oTerwhelmlac.  *  •  *  It  la  a  part  of  tbe  anwrtttea  hlatory  of  tbe 
time  •  •  •  that  Prealdeat  Sooaerelt  during  hla  aeeoad  tena  pre- 
pared a  Bieaaage  which  recognised  the  deaund  made  tor  a  dowaward 
roTialon  of  the  Urlff.  and  that  tbe  meeaage  la  tbla  form  waa  aeat  out  to 
tbe  preaa  to  be  releaacd  when  It  waa  prttnted  to  Congrtaa.  Bat  between 
that  time  and  the  preaentatlon  of  the  mteaagt  aomethlng  happened. 
That  portion  of  the  meeaage  waa  recalled  and  la  lU  place  waa  Inacrted 
a  paragiaph  promlatng  a  special  meeaage  on  the  aahJeet  later.  The 
■pedal  meeaage  waa  aerer  preaanted  to  Congrcea,  aad  rerlalon  waa 
delayed  through  staadpat  laflaencea  aatU  near  the  eloee  of  hla  term — 
on  tbe  eve  of  the  prealdentlal  eleetloa  of  1906  It  waa  aocgested  that  the 
queatlon  ahoold  be  tafcea  op  by  tbe  next  administration. 

Throogboat  tbe  campelga  of  1908  the  proaolse  of  the  Bepabllcan  can- 
didate noailaated  oa  that  platform  waa  tbat  Congreea  would  be  Imme- 
diately assembled  aad  tbe  tariff  rcrlaed  downward. 

In  1006  it  waa  vitally  neceaeary  for  Sepnbllcan  sneccea  that  Mr.  Taft 
abeald  promlae  laaaaedlate  rcvWea  o<  the  tariff  downward.  It  had  been 
ao  long  deferred  tbat  the  political  maaagera  of  that  party  did  not  dare 
to  enter  apo«  tbe  campaign  of  1908  wlthoat  certain  dlatlnet  and  dear- 
eat  promlrat  to  call  aa  extra  aeaalgn  aad  rerlee  the  tariff  Immediately 
apon  the  Inangnratlon  of  a  Bepabllcan  Prcaldent.  Tbe  atandpattera 
bad  resisted  the  anlrersal  demand  for  downward  rerlalon  of  tbe  high 
Dlngky  rates  for  years.  •  •  •  Tbe  coat  of  UTlng  daring  the  period 
after  the  eaaetmeat  at  the  DIngley  tariff  ahoold  bare  goae  down  aad  not 
up.  We  hare  reTolatloolaed  the  eeat  ot  ptodoction  dnriag  the  last  25 
years.  We  eat  prodoctkm  casta  la  two  again  and  again.  Brery  student 
knows  that  to  be  a  fact.  •  •  •  So  strong  was  tbe  deowad  of  the 
people  for  a  downward  rerisloa  of  the  tariff  doling  thia  period  from 
1P04  to  1908  tbat  they  forced  tMKlr  views  apoa  a  reioctaat  Congreaa, 
made  a  new  dlrialon  la  the  Bepabnean  Party,  aad  the  name  ot  "  atand- 
patters  "  was  coined  for  the  flrst  tlsM  la  oar  political  history  to  deslg- 
imte  a  small  bat  powerfal  minority  In  the  party  who  were  socceaifal  ia 
defying  tbe  poblic  sentiment  ot  the  party  aad  the  country,  even  aa  aome 
BepabUcaa  Seaatoes  are  attempdag  to  defy  It  to-day.     •     •     • 

The  MU  reriaing  the  tariff  waa  called  the  Payne  bill  aa  It  paased 
the  House  of  BepreseatatlTea  la  tbe  aprtag  of  1909.  It  riolated  the 
lArdgee  that  had  been  aMde  to  the  people  of  the  conntry  who  elected  the 
BevabUcan  Party  to  power. 

•  •  •  xhe  story  (of  the  atrnggle  made  by  progreealrea  to  defeat 
the  Payee  aseaaare)  lllaatratea  better  thaa  aay  other  thet  I  kaow  the 
aiaaner  in  which  tbe  great  boaineaa  tntereeta  of  the  coantry  control  legis- 
ietion  in  spite  of  periy  pledges  and  In  spits  of  the  manUast  opinion 
SLBd  wishes  and  welfhre  of  the  people.  •  •  •  Oar  protests  were 
unheeded.  Ttie  standpat  Membera  ot  Ctmgress  had  the  votee  and 
they  had  coatrol  of  the  Prealdeat  and  were  In  poaltloa  to  pat  throng 
the  Booae  ot  BepreeentatlTea  that  legislation  and  they  did  pot  it 
throogb.     •     •     • 

It  ia  In  the  Ught  of  tboee  facta  that  I  would  appeal  to  my  Bepabllcan 
eolleagaea  here  at  this  time,  not  to  repeat  the  political  traffedy  of  that 
time  by  the  eaactaaeat  of  the  bin  that  la  not  only  aa  bad  as  the  Payne- 
Aldricb  law  bat  In  asaay  of  Ita  aebednlee  and  many  ot  Ita  ratee  Tery 
moch  In  exceae  of  the  tariff  act  of  1900.     •     •     • 

Is  It  any  weader  that  the  BepubUcaa  Party  were  rettied  for  a  aonber 
of  yeara  after  pattt^  through  that  Uad  of  a  tariff  bin  (the  Payae- 
▲Idricb  bill)  despite  their  pledge  to  lerlse  Urlff  duties  according  to  the 
dlffareaos  la  tte  coat  of  prodaetlon  at  boote  and  abroadT    •     •     • 

The  Payae-Aldrtch  law  Is  damned,  and  damned  by  tbe  report  of  a 
Bepabllcaa  board,  and  ander  prceent  eondltloaa  the  report  of  that 
board  la  more  effective  aad  better  aatherity  thaa  It  was  whea  It  was 
made  la  1911. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  Prnldent,  Senator  La  Fotxcm  referred  to 
the  doDlaance  ol  traA  and  Booopoliea  and  Justlfled  tbe  Koorg- 
Ihk  trom  power  his  own  party  because  of  its  sobaerrlence  to  the 
inftocnoa  of  mooofioUes  and  wealth. 

Perhaps  no  nian  in  his  daj  and  generation  did  more  to 
awmkea  the  AaaHrtatn  peofde  to  the  erila  of  monopolies  and 
tmsts  than  did  Senator  La  FoOette.  He  contended  that  their 
eomtrol  of  IndoBtry  would  be  reflected  in  the  control  of  the 
Ooremineat,  and  that  wealth  would  not  be  satisfied  with  doml- 
■atlnc  hiduslrj  but  would  insist  upon  controlling  the  poilciea, 
domestic  and  fonicn,  of  the  Goremment  itself.  We  take  note 
«C  the  tmet  that  o«r  politics  and  oar  economka,  if  not  yoked  to- 
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fi  tfaer,  seem  to  run  in  parallel  colnnms.  Oar  potttical  vlewg  ara 
in  liMDcsd  by  oar  economic  views,  and  political  poilciea  are  framed 
to  9  often  hi  harmony  with  economic  policies ;  and  it  muMt  be 
CO  afessed  that  our  economic  policies  are  not  always  frtw  from 
se  flshness,  and  therefore  our  political  and  goTemmental  puilcies 
ai »  tainted  with  the  same  spirit.  Senator  La  Fullette  in  many 
of  his  speeches  referred  to  the  growiug  concentration  of  wealth, 
to  the  interloddng  directorates,  and  to  tbe  results  which  would 
iasritably  follow  from  Induatrial  and  economic  conditions  to 
w  lich  he  challenged  attention. 

To-day  trusts  and  monopolies  are  more  powerful  than  ever. 
Q  ant  mergers  are  taking  place  in  indastry,  and  tbe  credits  of 
tlie  conntry  are  being  concentrated  in  the  bands  of  a  limited 
number  of  organisations.  I  bare  before  me  a  table  compiled 
fr  )m  rarious  publications  showing  aome  of  the  mergers  and  con- 
8c  lidations  that  have  taken  place  within  tbe  past  seven  or  eight 
y<  ars.  This  table  shows  an  astounding  integration  and,  indeed, 
consolidation  in  various  indnstriee  and  in  most  lines  of  business. 

The  table  reveals  the  fact  that  business  men  of  limited  means 
01  small  capital  are  being  destroyed  ;  that  in  tbe  industrial  fields 
m  ^rgers  are  constantly  taking  place  and  that  many  corporations 
aie  being  absorbed  by  giant  organisations.  In  many  instances 
a  huge  concern  takes  over  tbe  stock  (tf  a  large  number  of  com- 
piniea,  some  of  which  are  continued  as  distinct  corporate  en- 
ti  lee,  while  others  are  disincorporated  and  their  assets  trans- 
fc  rred  to  the  absorbing  company.  Banks  are  beinx  merged  Hnd 
tl  e  credits  of  the  country  are  literally  pas^g  into  tbe  bands 
o:  a  limited  nnml>er  of  stupendous  organizations.  Mining  com: 
p  inies  are  being  merged  or  the  control  of  the  same  is  secured 
b  bidding  companies.  Public  utilities  are  being  al>sorbed  and 
a  «  being  drawn  as  if  by  a  magnet  into  the  control  of  a  few 
individuals.  In  manufacturing  fields  smaller  idauta  are  being 
tJ  ken  over  by  larger  concerns.  Indeed,  it  seems  as  if  there  is  a 
movement,  powerful  and  irresistible,  which  is  drawing  into  the 
maelstitHn  the  great  productive  sources  of  our  country.  Many 
tXLnking  institutions  are  abandoning  the  true  function  of  banks 
a  kd  are  t>econiing  l>roker8  and  purveyors  of  securities,  thus  cou' 
ti  ibutlng  to  tbe  gambling  in  stocks,  which  has  become  a  national 
dsease,  and,  indeed,  a  national  calamity. 

The  man  of  limited  means  in  an  industrial  system  such  as  is 
a  iproaching  will  find  but  small  place  for  bis  energies  The 
at  <»lled  small  banker  will  cease  to  exist  The  small  merchant 
w  11  be  driven  from  the  field.  It  will  be  a  day  of  giants,  huge 
ai  d  pitiless  organisations  of  capital.  Who  shall  say  that  sudi 
a  condition  will  not  produce  industrial  servitude?  ('ertain  it  is 
tlat  if  the  productive  wealth  of  our  country  passes  into  the 
hiLuds  of  an  oligarchy  a  situation  will  be  developed  which  will 
n<  t  be  faTorable  to  the  ^lirit  of  individualism  and  of  democracy 
w  lich  lies  at  the  base  of  our  Oovemment 

I  shall  not  take  the  time  to  further  examine  the  table  before 
m  9,  which  reveals  the  triumph  ot  corporate  power  and  the  con- 
Of  ntrated  f(»7n  of  the  resources,  assets,  and  wealth  of  our  coun- 
ti  f.  In  opposing  the  pending  measure  no  one  is  asking  for  free 
trade  or  tor  tariff  ral^  which  do  not  give  adequate  protection, 
b<it  tbe  bill  luder  consideration  is  not  for  protection — it  is  for 
exclusion.  Some  who  are  gnpftorting  it  are  not  satisfied  with  a 
cc  mpetitlve  tariff  or  with  fair  and  reasonable  protection  but  de- 
mind  tliat  large  industrial  organizations  shall  control  and 
mxiopoUae  the  field  of  industry. 

Hie  1>I11  before  us  contains  rates  so  high  as  to  continue  the 
incompetent,  the  inefficient,  and  tbe  marginal  producer,  where 
tbe  trusts  have  permitted  him  to  exist.  Of  course,  if  the 
m  irginal  producers  who  manufacture  at  a  cost  far  greater  than 
tb  e  efficiently  managed  organization  Is  to  be  protected,  then  it  is 
olTioQs  that  rates  will  t>e  so  high  that  imports  will  be  prohib- 
it id.  Reports  by  the  Tariff  Commission  Indicate  tbat  there  is  a 
w  de  spread  between  production  costs  of  persons  and  corpora- 
dins  In  the  same  lines  of  industry.  These  variations  amount, 
li  many  instances,  to  several  hundred  per  cent;  that  is  to  say, 
tie  cost  of  producticm  by  one  concern  may  be  100  and  that  of 
ai  lOther  concern  several  hundred.  If  tariff  bills  are  drawn  with 
r«  tereakce  to  all  conditions  of  production,  then  a  Chinese  wall 
w  11  be  erected  by  tariff  legislation,  and,  of  course,  the  giant 
c(  rporatlon,  with  large  capital,  will  support  tlie  demands  for 
h^«r  duties  of  organizations  with  obsolete  machinery  and 
ii  efficient  management. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  referred  to  the  striking  similarity  be- 
tureen  the  sltoatlon  preceding  and  attending  the  enactment  of 
tie  Payne-AIdrlch  law  and  tbat  connected  with  the  calling  of 
tils  special  session  and  tbe  attitude  of  the  luirty  in  power. 
IA  hen  the  P^yne-Aldrich  bill  was  under  consideration  progress 
si  re  Republicans  were  denounced  and  demands  were  made  to 
re  ad  them  out  of  the  party.  Senators  will  recall  the  courageous 
flj  ht  made  by  Senator  Dolliver  in  t)ehalf  of  reasonable  rates  and 
ajainat  the  demands  of  predatory  interests  and  standpat  Kepulv 
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...««.  Senator  DdWver'g  name  stni  tods  a  place  in  the  hearti 
of  the  American  people,  but  the  names  of  tome  of  his  detractor! 
are  forgotten.  I  deem  It  appropriate  to  wU  attention  tohls 
position,  and.  therefore,  ask  to  h*ve  ln«frtcd,ln  ?•. J^^' 
without  reading,  a  few  paragraphs  from  his  brllUant  addrwsL 

The  \1CE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  orderea 

Senator  Dolliver  said: 

•  •  •  I  have  been  charged  here  and  elaewbere  with  a  betrayal  of 
tbe  protective  tariff  syatem.  aad  the  bumbJe  suggeetlona  which  I  have 
felt  It  Incumbent  apon  me  to  make  hare  been  met  with  a  tone  of  mauce 
and  derision  which  ought  not  to  intrude  upon  proceedings  such  ••  onn, 
•  •  •  Tbe  efforts  I  have  made  to  modify  aome  of  theae  achedule^ 
instead  of  being  the  efforta  of  a  free-Uade  enthusiast  or  an  enemy  of 
tbe  tariff  aystem,  have  been  tboee  of  a  conalatent  protectionist,  ■*a^«^ 
not  only  by  the  pUtform  of  bis  party  but  by  the  hlatoric  standard 
which  the  party  baa  Interpreted  In  the  legislation  of  the  Ust  80  yeart. 

What  has  been  tbe  sum  of  my  offense?  1  asked  the  Senate  to  retain 
tbe  Dingley  law  apoo  the  cotton  achedule  and  to  reject  an  underhand 
sttempt  to  raise  It  wlthoat  anybody  knowing  it.  I  aaked  the  Senate  to 
open  Schedule  K,  which  has  for  42  yejirs  stood  subaUnaaUy  wltbout 
change  upon  our  statute  books,  not  to  destroy  Its  protective  efflcleney  tut 
to  equalise  Its  burdens  and  to  dletribate  Its  benefit b  fairly  among  tbe 
manufacturing  Industriea  Interested  la  It     •     •     * 

It  will  be  a  long  time  before  the  Senator  from  Iowa  will  be  read  out 
•f  the  Union  or  out  of  the  Republican  Party  by  reason  of  an  open  and 
straightforward  effort  to  reduce  tbe  ratee  on  the  clotlilng  of  the  Ameri- 
can people,  which  have  for  more  than  a  generation  fattened  tbe  men 
who  made  them  and  which  at  last  has  been  capltaMaed  by  the  baadtm 
of  promoters  who  enjoy  their  dtrldenda.     •     •     • 

We  have  seen  In  this  Congress  s  spectacle  that  has  discouraged  my 
heart,  the  «>ectaele  of  men  being  compelled  to  bargain  with  the 
autboritka  which  control  the  Senate  for  tbe  protectWn  of  the  Interests 
of  their  own  people. 

We  have  seen  the  majority  obtained  here  not  by  an  appeal  pobUdy 
sad  aquarely  made  to  the  judgment  aad  conscience  of  the  Senate  hut 
by  a  aort  of  reciprocity  of  beneflu  aU  cenurlng  In  the  so^^Uod  dudel 
of  protection. 

Mt.  king.  Mr.  President,  the  biU  before  us  continues  the 
same  selfish  polidea  that  found  expression  in  the  Payne-Aldrich 

bill.  „,     ^ 

It  seems  as  though  the  Republican  Party  can  not,  or  wUl  not, 

draft  a  fair  tariff  bill— one  that  affords  reasonable  protection 

and  does  not  turn  over  the  American  people  to  be  oppressed  by 

tariff  barong  and  privileged  and  special  interests. 

It  is  not  inappropriate  to  call  the  Senate's  attention  to  the 
attitude  of  Theodore  Roosevelt  toward  Republican  tariff  meas- 
ures. When  he  made  the  speech  to  which  I  shall  refer  he  was 
being  denounced  by  reactionary  Republicans  and  apidauded  by 
the  liberal  forces  in  his  own  party.  Many  who  then  condemned 
him  are  now  loudest  in  his  praise.  Senators  wUl  recall  that  the 
Payne-Aldrich  tariff  bill  divided  the  Reimblican  Party.  Tbe 
present  bill,  however,  is  infinitely  more  obnoxious  than  the  act 
of  1900.  Mr.  Roosevelt  said — and  this  will  not  be  jrieasing  to 
reactions  rte»— in  his  Chicago  spee<*,  in  August,  1912,  when  he 
was  a  candidate  for  the  Presidency — that — 

•  •  •  The  Bepabllcan  Party  conalsted  of  husks  with  no  real  aonl, 
boss  ridden  and  privilege  controlled. 

I  venture  the  guess  that  some  of  my  Republican  friends  were 
then  supporting  Mr.  Taft  and  bitterly  assailing  Mr.  Roosevelt. 
Further  on  in  his  address  Mr.  Roosevelt  referred  to  the  "  Barnes- 
Penroee-Onggenbeim  combination,  which  controlled  the  Repub- 
lican Party,"  and  then  said  that  the  -  real  danger  to  tbe  privi- 
leged InterestB  came  from  the  new  party."    He  added : 

It  Is  preposterous  to  leave  a  movement  In  the  bands  of  men  who  have 
broken  their  promises,  as  have  the  present  beads  of  tbe  Republican  or- 
ganisation. These  men  by  their  deeds  give  the  lie  to  their  words.  There 
Is  no  health  In  them,  and  they  can  not  be  trusted. 

Mr.  President,  is  there  not  some  parallel  between  the  situa- 
tion then  and  now?  We  were  called  together  to  aid  agriculture. 
That  was  a  pledge  of  the  Republican  Party,  but  some  leaders 
of  the  party  in  the  House  and  in  the  Senate  have  given  us  a 
bill  that  favors  the  privileged  and  manufacturing  interests  ot  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  Rooaevrft  referred  to  the  antitrust  law  and  said  that — 

It  moat  be  kept  on  the  statute  hooka  and  rendered  more  effective  In 
the  United  Statee  where  it  is  applied. 

I  commend  tbat  statement  to  tbe  administration  and  to  the 
country.  1  commend  it  to  some  representatives  ot  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  who  are  using  thdr  influ^toe  to  secure  the 
repeal  at  antitrust  laws.  One  of  the  leaders  of  that  organiaa- 
tion  stated  to  the  Finance  Committee  that  he  was  In  favor  of 
tbe  repeal  of  the  Sherman  antitrust  law.  It  is  known  that  there 
is  a  movement  among  repcesentatlvea  of  troiti  and  monopolte» 


to  bring  about  tbat  malt  Tbey  dMire  t  fine*  field  to  combine, 
to  create  nonopoUoi  and  tmata,  and  control  tbe  entlrs  field  of 
Industry. 

Mr.  President,  If  the  antitrust  laws  are  repealed,  tbn  w«  shall 
be  confronted  with  the  attematlTe  of  allowing  tmsti  and  com- 
binations In  restraint  of  trade  to  dominate  industry  or  for  the 
Federal  Oovemment  to  adopt  regulations  for  the  control  of  cor- 
porations and  Industries  Interstate  In  character.  In  my  opinion, 
both  political  parties  have  been  lacking  in  energy  In  enforcing 
the  antitrust  statutes.  If  they  are  not  mforced,  the  power  of 
monopoly  will  prove  a  serious  meimce  to  our  Indus^al  and 
poliUcal  llft^. 

Again  referring  to  Mr.  Roosevelt's  speech,  he  stated : 

It  Is  Imperative  to  the  welfare  of  the  pei^e  that  we  enlarge  and 
extend  ear  foreign  commcree, 

I  oommend  that  statement  to  Senators  upon  tbe  other  side  who 
are  determined  to  ent  off  our  trade  with  other  nations. 
Mr.  Roosevelt  continued : 

We  are  preeminently  fitted  to  do  this  because  as  a  people  we  have 
developed  high  skill  in  the  art  of  manufacturing;  our  business  men  are 
strong  execatlves,  strong  organisers.  In  every  way  poasible  oar  Federal 
Oorernmeot  abould  cooperate  In  this  important  matter. 

Speaking  ot  the  tariff,  Mr.  Rooeevelt  said : 

I  believe  In  It,  but  I  believe  it  as  a  principle  approadied  from  the 
standpoint  ot  the  intereata  of  the  whole  people  and  not  as  a  bundle  of 
prefereneea  to  be  glvea  to  favored  Individuals. 

Is  not  the  bill  before  us  "  a  bundle  of  lureferencea  to  be  giv«i 
to  ftivored  Indlvldtials  "  ? 

If  the  Ameriean  sdllng  price  is  adopted  as  the  measure  of 
value,  we  might  as  well  write  in  the  first  section  of  this  bill : 

£«soi«ied.  That  foreign  trade  and  cemmeres  contemplates  some  ex- 
PorU; 

Jfeso»es<  That  la  order  to  have  foreign  trade  and  commerce  there 
should  be  no  Imports;  Tlierefore 

Reaolved,  That  we  shall  prohlUt  importa. 

That  Is  the  philosophy  and  logic  of  those  who  are  iH-omoters 
of  this  bill  and  are  defending  its  provisions. 
I  return  to  Mr.  Roosevelt's  speech : 

The  chief  oppoaitton  to  our  tariff  at  the  preeent  momeat  eemes  froat 
tlie  general  conrictlon  tiiat  certain  Intereeta  have  beca  laiproperly 
favored  by  overprotectlon. 

He  was  speaking  of  the  Payne-Aldrich  Act,  wbfa^  carried 
lower  rates  than  the  Fordney-McCumber  law,  and  the  latter, 
high  as  its  duties  are,  carried  lower  rates  than  the  present  meas- 
ure. What  would  Theodore  Roosevelt  do  If  he  were  here  to-day? 
If  he  deiounced  the  Payne-Aldrich  Ull  as  a  "  bundle  of  prefer- 
enoes,  as  favoring  special  interests,"  uriiat  would  he  say  whea 
be  examined  the  schedules  we  are  asked  to  adopt? 

Mr.  Roosevelt  further  said : 

Whenever  nowadays  an  Industry  Is  to  be  protected,  It  should  be  on 
tbe  theory  that  sadi  protection  will  serve  to  keep  up  the  wages  and  the 
standard  of  living  of  the  wage  earner  In  that  Indastry,  with  full  regard 
for  the  Interest  of  the  consumer. 

Who  is  q)ealdng  for  the  consumers  at  this  time? 

Who  q>oke  for  them  during  the  hearings?  They  were  inar- 
ticulate. No  voice  was  raised  in  their  behalf.  This  bill  pre- 
tends to  advantage  labor.  It  is  mere  lip  service;  it  is  a  sop 
to  labor.  In  its  title  there  is  a  statement  that  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  labor.  I  deny  that  It  will  benefit  labor.  If  labor 
follows  the  monopolies  and  trusts  of  tbtb  country,  tbey  will  be 
committing  a  serious  mistake  and  will  soon  perceive  the  un- 
wisdom and  folly  of  their  course.  Mr.  President,  big  business 
has  seldom  yielded  to  labor  except  when  forced  to  do  so. 

I  commend  to  my  triOKls  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  this 
statement  by  Presldeiit  Rooeevdt: 

As  a  farther  meaaa  ot  dlsmpttng  the  old,  crooked,  log-rolling  method 
of  tariff  making  all  futnre  revisions  of  the  tariff  should  be  made  schedule 
by  ecfaedule,  as  changing  conditions  may  require. 

That  view  was  envisaged  In  the  amendment  suggested  by  tlie 
Senator  from  Nd[>ra8ka  [Mr.  Nobbm]  and  incMixirated  in  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
SiMKOirs]. 

Mr.  Roosevelt  said: 

It  Is  asserted  that  the  trusts  ars  reeponslble  for  the  high  cost  <rf 
livla^     I  have  no  tgattttlon  that  aa  regards  certain  trvsts  this  Is  true. 

Mr.  President,  it  was  confessed  l^  the  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Oommltteev  Senator  McCumber,  who  reported  the 
Fordney-McGumber  Mil  to  the  Senate,  that  the  rates  were 
exticmd^  high,  but  were  luatifled  because  of  the  cfaaoUc  con- 
ditions a  Vnrop^  tJbB  uiiaHflWd  conditkti  tt  the  cwrencles  of 
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Bnnifieaa  lUitioiM,  and  tbe  danger  of  Buropeaa  prodocts  flooding 
the  American  market  Of  course,  there  waa  no  probability  be- 
caose  of  the  impoverished  condition  of  Europe  of  any  real  or 
genaine  competition  from  foreign  countries.  During  the  con- 
sideratioD  of  the  Fordney-McCumber  hill  efforts  were  made  to 
frighten  Congress  and  the  country  by  holding  up  as  an  awful 
specter  and  menace  the  tragic  condition  of  Germany.  Germany 
waa  a  bogey  man  dangled  before  the  Senate,  and  so  effective 
were  the  hysterical  appeals  tor  embargoes  that  the  Fordney- 
McCumber  law  embodied  the  fears  of  many  Americans  as  well 
as  the  greed  of  some  industrial  organizations.  But  It  was 
understood  that  the  measure  waa  not  to  be  permanent.  It 
was  only  a  temporary  measure,  to  be  superseded  by  a  fair  and 
just  tariff  law  when  a  condition  of  normalcy  was  reached. 

Hie  argument  In  favor  of  the  flexible  provisions  of  the  law 
was  that  the  rates  provided  in  the  bill  wen?  too  high,  and 
would  be  reduced  by  Kxecutive  proclamation.  I  think  an  exam- 
ination of  some  of  the  speeches  deliver^  by  leading  Repub- 
licans when  the  Fordney-McCumber  bill  was  under  discussion 
will  confirm  this  view.  While  tariff  rates  were  considered  to 
be  too  high  under  normal  condltioos,  they  would  yield,  it  was 
argued,  to  a  Just  revision  and  would  be  materially  lowered 
when  the  economic  and  financial  condlti<ms  oi  Europe  were 
readjusted  and  a  situation  of  stability  in  industry  was  attained. 

Mr.  IVesident,  whenever  prlrilege  or  selfish  interests  get  a 
foothold  it  is  impossible  to  di-olodge  them.  Th^  not  only 
refuse  to  meliorate  the  rate«  of  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act, 
but  they  demand  higher  duties,  notwithstanding  our  eo<»inon8 
Industrial  development  and  our  primacy  in  the  world's  economic 
field,  and  our  ability  to  compete  with  the  manufacturing  and 
producing  nations  of  the  world.  E<fforts  are^  now  made  to 
frighten  Congress  by  unfounded  declarations  that  Germany  is 
about  to  destroy,  by  competition,  American  industry.  The  fact 
is  that  Germany's  production  for  1928  was  slightly  less  than  It 
was  In  1927  and  European  nations  are  bowed  beneath  debts,  and 
are  subjected  to  economic  and  industrial  conditions,  difficult  to 
meet  and  opprMsive  in  character. 

Tariff  barons,  when  the  Civil  War  ended,  refused  to  yield  to 
demands  for  lower  duties,  and  fought  with  deadly  tenacity  all 
efforts  to  secure  a  more  liberal  tariff  policy.  Daring  the 
ei^ties  and  the  nineties  and,  indeed,  during  the  oonsideratlon 
of  every  tariff  bill,  the  manufacturing  interests  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  growing  trusts  and  monopoUea,  fiercely  opposed 
any  tariff  reform  or  tariff  rednctlon.  and  soui^t  to  pQe  stone 
upon  stone  until  a  tariff  wall  was  erected  so  high  as  to  prevent 
Inptfta  Befereace  during  the  debate  to  Knrepetn  tariffs  has 
bee«  madei  There  la  Imt  one  eoonftry  in  the  wmrld  that  baa 
higher  tariff  daUes  than  the  United  State*;  that  eoontry  Is 
Spain.  Perhaps  I  iliooUl  except  Baaaia,  becanae  there  under 
the  BoliheTlk  rigime  focelffa  trade  le  oootvolled  bf  the  Got- 
OTiunent.  It  la  rather  reouiifcaMe  that  the  United  States,  the 
■ost  powerful  natlott  la  the  world,  with  the  graateet  wealth  and 
KMonrpes  and  with  the  blgheat  ttandanl  of  mechaaleal  perfee- 
tkm  and  eflldency.  ahoold  be  terror  stricken  in  the  preaenee  of 
other  nattona.  We  present  the  spectacle  of  a  country,  the 
■troDfer  it  beoomea  the  greater  fear  it  exhibits  ot  other  natlooa. 

Mr.  Prealdent,  dnrlng  the  campaign  reference  occaalooaUy  waa 
made  to  Prof.  WlllUm  Starr  Myen,  ot  Princeton  Unlrerslty, 
a  Repobllcan  hlaterlan,  and  to  hi*  history  of  the  BepnbUcan 
Party,  I  fnVlte  the  attention  of  my  Repobllcan  brethren  to 
some  of  his  rsceat  atataments  appearing  In  The  Annala  for 
Jaaoary.  If20: 

TlM  WorM  Wsr,  tor  Its  mttlag  oC  or  ndueUoa  of  aosipotitlou  fresi 
tiM  ■aBateetuftag  eonatrW  of  harop*.  sctrd  nacfa  ia  tlM  mm*  way 
ss  aid  tiM  CHrU  Wsr.  It  fsv*  protoctloa  to  Anoricsa  ladastrl«  to  ■ach 
aa  fxtcat  tbat  is  so««  eases  thoc*  was  a  tpocks  of  hitboosi  forciag  la 
wumj  llaoo  of  prodactloa. 

Senators  will  recall  tbat  during  the  hearlngi  upon  the  present 
Mil  there  waa  testimony  indicating  that  beeanae  of  the  bu;k  of 
foreign  competition  and  the  high  prlcea  of  domestic  oonunodi- 
tlea  fixed  by  the  tmats  corporations  were  formed  to  engage  in 
various  'manufacturing  enterprises.  In  sonae  instances  uo  re- 
gard waa  paid  to  physical  conditions  or  railroad  rates  and  other 
important  fhctors  which  determine  the  succeas  or  failure  of  an 
enterprise.  The  remit  was  that  {riants  were  established  far 
from  raw  materials  and  at  points  where  railroad  dlffMrentiala 
were  against  them  and  where  markets  were  limited  or  did  not 
exist  for  their  products.  Moreover,  the  sword  of  the  trust 
was  hanging  over  their  heads  so  that  if  they  could  saoceed  they 
were  confronted  always  by  the  menace  that  monopoly  createa. 
Tlie  conaquence  was  that  some  enterprises  were  not  profitable 
uid  others  were  merged  with  larger  concema. 

I  return  to  Professor  Myers's  statement: 

/     Tk*  a«c«Htt7  of  9oelal  pcotrettoa   (followtaf  the  aradstlee),  otmi 
9t   «•    ftraaity    diancter,    to   pt«^r«at   a   poartUo  ovtrwhotailBC  of 


4niericaa  Industries  along  many  tines,  was  not  only  recognised  bj  tb« 
it  otigbtfol  and  ab1«  statesmen  among  the  loaders  of  ths  Reirablican 
Pirty,  but  was  taken  adyantage  of  by  less  worthy  elements.  These 
latter  consisted  of  some  indivUluals  of  a  demagogic  turn  of  mlud  who 
wnrc  looking  for  special  opportunities  of  personal  adrancement,  and 
a  80  by  others,  •  •  •  whose  sole  political  stock  In  trade  aeetned  to 
b  a  worship  at  the  shrine  of  outworn  Republican  doctrines.  They 
c< operated  with  more  or  le«s  selflsh  elements  among  the  manufacturing 
a;  Id  Industrial  interests  who  beliered  that  they  sbotild  be  protected 
fl  -st,  last,  and  always,  and  the  public,  who  bad  to  buy  the  products  and 
p  ly  the  bills,  only  as  a  matter  of  Incidental  favor.    - 

It  is  true  that  some  objections  were  made  to  this  wholesale  gl»1ng  of 
brgess  to  special  Interests.  That  there  were  some  instances  of  troubled 
w  nsdences  Is  made  evident  by  the  provision  in  the  Fordney-McC  umber 
hw  that  Increased  the  power  of  the  TariiT  Commission,  according  to 
ableb  It  was  to  make  Investigation  and  recommend  to  the  President 
tl  le  raising  or  lowering  of  rates  in  order  to  meet  differences  in  tlie  cost 
o'  production  between  the  United  States  and  abroad.  This,  as  might 
h  ive  been  expected,  has  proved  futile. 

Wlien  the  Fordney  bill  was  tmder  couiiideration  and  tlie 
fl  ixlbie-tariff  provision  was  t>eing  discussed,  an  adniiruble  stale- 
aent  was  made  by  my  colleague  to  the  effect  tluit  i>ut  few 
T^onld  api>eal  to  increase  tariff  rates,  but  luany  would  avail 
ti  iem«elve(S  of  the  law  to  secure  reductions.  I  fear  my  ciil- 
h  ague,  as  well  as  the  then  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee, 
1 1.  McCumber,  failed  to  aiH;>reciate  the  cupidity  of  some  of 
tie  manufacturing  lnterest.s,  .some  of  whom  have  invoked  the 
t  ndble  provisions  to  raise  tariff  duties  to  higher  levels.  In 
ny  opinion  there  has  been  no  sufficient  justl Heat  ion  for  in- 
c  'eases  made  by  the  President  exc^t  in  tliree  or  four  instances. 
I  ut  the  conduct  of  the  trusts  and  big  indu.sLries  demonstrates 
V  hat  they  would  do  In  the  future,  if  the  flexible  proviaiong,  as 
t  ley  are  now  written  in  the  law,  were  to  be  continued. 

I  return  to  Professor  Myers's  statement: 

•  *  *  And  an  impossible  task  was  placed  upon  the  eommisaloa. 
I  baa  proved  Impossible  to  get  all  the  evidence  necessary  to  determine 
tl  le  difference  In  the  coot  of  production.     •     •     • 

Professor  Myers  states  that  he  brileves  in  the  theory  of  protec- 
t  on  as  announced  by  Hamilton ;  that  the  object  of  protection 
s  louid  be  the  welfare  of  the  people  as  well  as  an  economic  unity, 
a  Bd  that  the  welfare  of  speclflc  industries  or  Interests  should  be 
sabordinate. 

[That  is  the  Interpretation  which  he  placed  upon  the  report 
of  Mr.  Hamilton,  which  waa  the  basis  ot  the  flrst  tariff  act. 
and  to  which  our  Republican  friends  so  often  refer.     In  my 

0  ilnlon  a  proper  interpretation  of  that  report  does  not  justify 
n  eaaurea  which  have  received  the  approval  of  Ilepiibllcana,  surn 
a  I  the  McKiniey.  Dlngley,  Payne-Aldrlch,  and  Fordney-McOum- 
b  V  Acta,  M  well  aa  the  measure  now  before  ua. 

I  again  quote  from  ProfeaNor  Myen : 

•  •    •    Tbe  Vordaoy-McCaabor  Urtf  doos  osacUy   tbo  oppoolta. 

1  protocts  apodAo  la4l«strlos,  sad  tbo  poopio  at  large  only  IscidoaUIly. 
1 10  wbolo  tarW  wso  drava  ap  la  aa  stmoopbor^  of  logrolUas  and  Usia- 
Utivo  bargaiaiag,  sad  tradlag  was  tbo  uadorlyiDg  prtnelpla.     It  was 

0  le  of  tbo  moot  IJl-drawa  loflatativo  acts  of  rscent  political  blotory.  It 
li  protebty  aaar  tbo  actual  tmtli  to  aay  tbat,  taklsf  for  graotod  sosw 
p'lBClplo  of  propor  aod  adoqoats  protoctloa  of  Aonortcaa  baalneao  and 
lidastry.  tfeo  eeaatry  has  proopored  In  tiirgs  part  doe  to  pootwar  coo- 
dltloaa  abroad  and  ia  aplta  of,  rstbor  than  on  accoant  ot,  tbo  Vordaoy' 
MeCaaabfff  tariff.     •     •     • 

•  •  •  As  aa  oflMt  to  tMs  Ineraaao  In  favor  of  tbo  boalneai  sad 
ladastrlal  oiaaisata  of  tbo  population.  It  waa  attinnptrd  to  noet  tbo 
d!«lr««  of  tbe  lanaora  br  lovylag  sow  duties  on  agrlL-ultural  Imports  or 
br  largo  iBcrsaaaa  In  tba  praoslsting  rates.  Tbls  resulted  In  almost 
a  d*et  falloro,  as  shown  l>r  agricultural  depraoalon  and  by  political  dia- 
e  atoat  taking  Ita  axpreaalea  In  aneb  allly  leglslutlvt  nostruma  aa  over- 
ecpansloa    of   bank    cradlta    nndar    governmental    patronage    and    tho 

1  cNary-HaogOB  bill,  wlaely  and  courageonsly  vetoed  by  FreNldent 
C  »oUdge.  Aside  from  dairy  products,  dtroua  fruUa,  and  socb  excep- 
t  onal  thlaga.  It  Is  atmoat  impoaatbie  to  protect  the  fanner  in  any 
n  aaaore  comparable  to  what  baa  been  done,  rightly  or  wrongly,  for  labor 
and  manofacturea.  And  the  consumer,  aeemingly  forgotten  In  a 
aitunalla  of  protective  Intoxication,  continues  to  be  exploited  in  an 
oitrageona  manner  and  to  "pay  tbe  bill."     This  forms  the  background 

0  r  tbe  reeent  prealdontlal  campaign  of  1928. 

Profeasor  Myers  further  says  that  he  Bupports  Hoover's  tariff 
i  edaration,  and  then  proceeds : 

It  Is  often  charged  tbat  recent  tariffs  have  been  of  such  a  height 
t  Mt  overproduction  has  been  the  result  This  has  literally  meant  9be 
p  roteetlon  of  Ineaeieacy.  Many  students  of  tbe  subject  bold,  whether 
r  gMly  or  wrongly,  tbat  this  la  tbe  prime  canae  of  tbe  preaent  difficulties 
1 1  tho  textile  trades  of  New  Bngland.  For  years  overprotection  caused 
t  lis    Indoatry    to    lapae    into    tbe    lethargy    of    Inefficient    managemejit. 

1  «w  that  the  Boath  haa  come  Into  this  fltf d,  with  new  machinery,  new 
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buildings,  latest  methods  of  production  and  marketing,  lower  costs,  and 
native  and  vigorous  labor  to  draw  upon,  the  New  England  plants  liter- 
ally are  unable  to  compete  with  new  and  efficient  southern  enterprise. 
Of  course,  they  do  not  see  the  problem  this  way,  but  are  bowling  for 
"more  protection."  and  doubtless  they  will  get  it.  for  they  'r*  P®"°- 
cally  weU  organised,  have  ruthleos  propaganda,  and  their  economic  edu 
cation  has  not  given  them  a  new  thought  since  tbe  beginning  of  tbe 
present  century.  ^,  . ,       ^ 

Furthermore,  there  l«  no  doubt  that  some  of  tbe  most  highly  pro- 
tected interests  are  paying  the  lowest  wages  and  the  highest  dividends. 
Mr  President,  when  specific  items  in  the  schedule  are  under 
consideration  I  shall  call  attention  to  the  wage  question  and 
show  that  the  industries  in  the  United  States  receiving  the 
highest  protection  pay  the  lowest  wages.  In  some  such  indus- 
tries the  weekly  wages  are  from  $16  to  $18.  while  the  aver- 
age wage  therein  is  between  $25  and  $30  per  week.  In 
the  nonprotected  industries,  and  the  great  majority  of  Ameri- 
can labor  finds  employment  therein,  wages  are  higher  than 
in  Industries  receiving  protection.  The  wages  paid  to  those 
engaged  in  the  building  trades,  in  railroad  work,  and  in  many 
other  avenues  of  employment,  are  higher  than  the  fomPe°- 
sation  received  by  persons  employed  in  protected  Industries. 
The  average  wage  paid  in  the  United  States  in  the  manufac- 
turing protected  industries  is  but  202  per  cent  of  the  value 
of  tbe  products  manufactured  in  such  industries.  Some  econ- 
omists give  a  lower  percentage  than  that  which  I  have  Just 
stated.  I  have  some  figures  indicating  that  only  16.8  per  cent 
of  the  value  of  manufactured  products  are  paid  as  wages. 

Professor  Myers  refers  to  the  fact  that  labor  as  well  as  the 
public  in  general  does  not  detect  the  facts  concerning  wages  and 
trade  relation  and  industry. 

Again  referring  to  Professor  Myers : 

Under  present  conditions,  both  national  and  international,  there  Is 
every  prospect  of  a  further  orgy  of  protective-tariff  legislation  beyond 
all  reasonable  limits,  and  with  the  use  of  this  perfectly  logical  and 
necessary  means  of  national  welfare  driven  to  a  point  of  actual  domes- 
tic Injustice  and  International  menace,  the  question  la.  Will  our  many 
leaders  In  Congress  and  tbe  Republican  Party,  who  are  of  undoubted 
ability  aa  sUtesmen  and  poaaessed  with  a  alncere  and  unaelflsh  regard 
for  tbe  public  welfare,  as  well  as  the  leaders  of  thought  who  are  out 
aide  of  official  poaltton— will  they  unite  to  handle  thU  prooent  proMam 
along  tbe  lines  of  general  welfare,  and  not  that  of  graaping  spodal 
Interosts  7 

Mr  President,  I  will  not  attempt  to  answer  the  question. 
This  pertinent  crttlclsm  and  diagnosis  of  the  situation  should 
lead  our  Republican  friends  who  are  supporting  this  bill  to 
modify  their  course  and  join  with  progressives  and  Democrats 
who  desire  a  fair  and  renaonable  tartff  bill,  one  that  will  aid 
flgrlcnlture  and  deal  juatly  with  our  entire  population. 
Professor  Myers  further  states  that— 

•     •     •     A  proper  and  wcU  baUnced  Urtff     •     •     •     should  mako 
pos«U>l«  tbe  anla  of  goods  to  ua  by  foreign  coaotrioa.     Otbarwiae.  wa 
Btiall  have  their  dla<»lmlnatlon  against  ua,  tbo  shutting  off  of  foreign 
markata.  and  thair  inability  to  pay  us  tba  Interest,  mucb  leas  tbe  prin- 
cipal, of  the  approximately  fourteen  and  a  haU  billion  dollars  worth  of 
American  private  Inveatments  abroad— not  to  mention  the  ten  or  more 
billions  of  governmental  or  war  debts.     It  would  saem  probabU  tbat  duo 
to  labor-saving  ma<hlnery.  Increased  effirlen<y,  and  standardlSiHl  produc- 
tion we  shall  continue  to  Increase  our  output,  and  we  shouW  do  so  If 
there  U  to  be  better  Uving  and  Increaaed  valu*  and  purchasing  power 
of  wages.     But  only  increaaed  foreign  trade  will  meet  tba  immediately 
consequent,  but  probable  unemployment  and  boalnesa  depreaalon   tbat 
may   appear  In   the  next  few  years,   until   It  Is  possible,  tbougb  not 
necessarily  pro»«ble.  tbat  our  expanding  population  may  catch  up  for  a 
time  with  tbe  then  level  of  production.    The  Idea  of  helping  the  farmer 
by  piling  on  more  agricultural  protection  Is  hardly  worthy  of  argument 
except  In  a  very  few  cases,  auch  aa  lemons,  egga.  butter,  and  other  like 
things  for  which  tho  average  conaumer  muat  pay   very  dearly.     Tbia 
will,   of  course,   tend   to  "Increase  tbe  coat  of  living  '   for   tbe  wage 
earner ;  with  further  demands  for  Increased  wagea  and  further  Increase 
in  the  cost  of  everything  tbe  farmer  muat  buy.     Thus  wlU  continue  the 
endless  circle  untU  the  American  people  wake  up  to  the  modern  and 
American  idea  of  helping  people  to  help  themselves,  rather  than  helping 
them   In   spite  of  themselves.      And    for   "people."    may   be   substituted 
manufacturers,  laborers,  farmera,  and  any  other  Interested  classes. 

Mr  President  those  who  are  ptishlng  this  bill  seem  to  regard 
it  as  treason  to  permit  imports.  It  may  be  proper  to  sell 
American  goods  to  other  countries,  but  it  is  a  high  crime  and 
misdemeanor  for  foreigners  or  for  Americans  to  brnng  good.s 
into  the  United  States.  Were  it  not  for  the  expenditures  of 
American  tourists  In  foreign  countries  and  the  Investments 
there  made  by  Americans  it  is  quite  certain  our  exports  would 
be  reduced  to  small  proportions ;  and,  of  course,  the  same  results 
would  follow  with  respect  to  imports. 


Approximately  $24,000,000,000  are  owing  to  tbe  QoTemment 
of  the  United  States  and  to  American  cltiaens  by  foreign  coun- 
tries and  their  nationals.  It  is  obvious  that  this  8tui>endouB 
sum  can  not  be  liquidated  for  many  years,  and  then  only  as  a 
result  of  IntMnatlonal  trade.  The  so-called  imponderables  are 
not  sufficient  to  meet  the  situation. 

If  we  are  to  continue  to  do  basiness  >*'ith  the  world;  If  we 
are  to  receive  interest  up<m  obligations  due  us.  and  in  time  to 
have  the  principal  discharged,  we  must  foster  reciprocal  trade; 
we  must  buy  and  we  must  sell.  We  are  benefited  by  the  pur- 
chases made  by  Canada  to  the  extent  of  nearly  $1,000,000,000 
annually.  We  take  from  her  imports  of  tbe  ralue  of  $466,- 
000,000.  Our  exports  to  Great  Britain  in  1928  were  $847,300,000 
and  our  imports  were  $384,400,000.  As  I  have  stated,  moat  im- 
ports are  of  crude  and  semicrude  products,  which  enter  ln#i>  the 
manufactures  of  our  country.  These  imports  furnish  employ- 
ment to  tens  of  thousands  of  American  citiaens.  If  we  did  not 
export  and  import  there  would  be  tens  of  thousands  of  Ameri- 
cans who  are  now  employed  in  Industry,  without  Jobs  and  with 
dark  days  before  them. 

Mr  President,  wlien  our  exports  fell  from  $9,000,000,000.  aa 
they  were  in  1919,  to  $4,000,000,000,  as  they  were  in  each  of  the 
years  1921  and  1922,  we  experienced  a  condition  of  depression 
that  shook  the  foundation  of  our  industrial  structure.  Our 
prosperity  rests  upon  a  margin  of  from  10  to  20  per  cent,  made 
up  of  exports  and  imports,  that  is  to  say,  our  foreign  trade; 
yet  there  are  foolish  manufacturers  and  wage  earners  so  blind 
to  their  own  interests  that  they  would  destroy  our  International 
trade ;  they  would  build  an  impenetrable  wall  around  our  coun- 
try and  settle  down  to  the  life  of  troglodytes.  It  will  be 
recalled  that  the  troglodytes  were  the  Inhabitants  of  countries 
bordering  on  tbe  Mediterranean  Sea  who  are  described  by  Pliny 
and  other  ancient  historians.  They  lived  in  caves  in  the  lime- 
stone mountains  and  refused  contact  with  tbe  world. 

Pertiaps  I  should  use  the  word  "troglodyte"  hereafter  in- 
stead of  "  reactionary."  There  are  persons  in  the  United  Statea 
who  seek  isolation,  who  want  no  rrtatlons,  no  intercourse  with 
the  rest  of  the  world.  How  strange  it  must  seem  to  persons  of 
such  mentality  to  see  the  Prime  Minister  of  Euf^and  enthu- 
siastically acclaimed  in  the  United  States  when  he  comes  bear- 
ing a  message  of  good  will,  and  for  the  purpose  of  promoting 
better  rriatlons  between  the  United  Statea  and  Great  Britain 
and  her  Dominiona? 

Mr.  President,  as  the  world  advances  we  will  draw  nearer 
and  nearer  to  tbe  peoples  of  all  lands.  Trade  and  commerce, 
good  will  and  amicable  relations  will  build  bridges  across  the 
seas  and  oceana,  and  bring  into  feUowahlp  the  peoplea  of  aU 

dimes.  ..     w    _* 

Mr  President,  I  commend  to  my  KepnMIcan  friends  the  wlae 
utterances  of  Profe«a>r  Mjeni.  If  we  do  not  find  ootleta  for 
our  snrplna  products  there  will  be  nneraployroent.  If  we  close 
our  ports  to  foreign  products,  foreign  porta  may  be  closed  to 
ours  Already  there  are  manifestations  of  Ifitcriietbmal  concern 
grovring  out  ot  tbe  prorlncUl  and  Illiberal  policy  urged  by  the 
reactlonariea  In  and  oat  of  Congress.  Great  Britain  has  been 
liberal  In  recelrlng  onr  exports,  and  other  nations  have  sought 
ODPortunities  for  further  reciprocal  trade  with  the  United  -fltatea. 
But  If  we  pnrsne  a  selfish,  and  In  the  long  run,  a  disastrous  pol- 
Icy  there  will  be  repercosalons  among  nations  wm  cordial  and 
most  friendly.  There  are  some  discordant  notes  Indicating  tbat 
the  policy  of  the  American  industrtallats  In  forbidding  Iniporta 
in  order  that  the  home  market  may  bo  theirs  exclnslrefy,  white 
at  the  same  time  they  are  seeking  by  foreign  Investments  to  In- 
fiucnce  foreign  production,  is  arousing,  if  not  fears,  reaentroenta, 
which  may  prove  disturbing  and  moat  unfortunat*  iKrt  only  to 
the  United  States  but  to  other  countrlea. 

If  monopolies  and  trusts  are  permitted  to  frame  our  tariff 
laws  and  dictate  our  domestic  and  foreign  policies,  we  wUl  dis- 
cover perhaps  when  It  Is  too  late,  that  selfishness  and  greed 
and  national  insularity  are  obetaciea  to  progress  and  enemies  to 
worid  peace.  We  will  discover  that  powerful  as  r,ur  NaUon  is, 
it  has  Umitatlons  to  Ite  authority  and  must  yield  to  forces  seen 
and  unseen  which  operate  in  the  hearts  of  men  and  control  the 
destinies  of  men  and  nations.  Two  <»n  plaj  at  the  gaine  of 
trade  International  trnde  Is  not  unilateral  but  multilateral, 
and  the  foolish  troglodytes  who  proceed  upon  the  theory  that 
we  can  dicUte  to  the  rest  of  the  world  and  determine  their 
policies  and  force  them  to  accept  onr  win,  sooner  or  later  will 
perceive  their  folly,  if  it  Is  not  indeed  worse  than  folly. 

Mr.  President,  the  Tariff  Commission  prepared  a  table  which 
I  have  before  me,  showing  a  list  of  some  commodities  the  im- 
ports of  which  are  less  than  10  per  cent  of  the  domestic  con- 
sumpUon  for  the  year  1927.  It  contains  many  paragraphs 
fonnd  in  the  present  law,  and  embraces  literally  thousands^ 
items  and  commodWea  either  specifically  named  or  comprised 
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within  basket-tariff  clauses.  It  reveals  the  fact  that  under  the 
Fordney-McCamber  law  tariff  rates  are  so  high  that  there  are 
DO  importii  of  hundreds  of  commodities.  It  farther  shows  that 
io  a  Tast  number  of  cases  the  imports  for  the  year  1927  were 
from  bat  a  fraction  of  1  per  cent  to  2,  3,  and  4  per  cent  of  the 
domestic  consumption.  This  table,  relating  to  a  multitude  of 
Items,  shows  that  the  present  law  is  a  practical  embargo  upon 
a  great  number  of  commodities  which  enter  Into  the  lives  of 
the  people. 

May  I  say  in  passing  that  our  imports  for  1928  were  2.6  per 
cent  lesH  than  in  1927. 

Permit  me  to  call  attention  to  a  few  of  the  Items  in  the  table 
before  me : 

The  first  Item  is  acetic  anhydrides.  The  ratio  of  Imports  to 
domestic  consumption  was  0.15  per  cent.  The  dome«rtlc  pro- 
duction in  1927  was  2,088.567  pounds  and  the  Imports  were 
9365  pounds,  and  yet  we  must  have  a  tariff  which  will  prevent 
the  importation  of  this  negligible  quantity.  The  Union  Car- 
bide 4k  Carbon  Co..  with  its  hundreds  of  millions  of  capital,  and 
with  its  earnings  of  tens  of  mlliifms  of  dollars  annually,  is  now 
fighting  for  an  embargo  against  products  that  are  imported 
-vrhleh  might  possibly  afford  some  little  competition  with  the 
products  of  that  great  corporation  and  others  which  may  manu- 
facture the  same  commodities. 

Boric  acid :  Twenty-one  million  pounds  were  produced  In  1927 
in  the  United  States,  and  the  imports  were  only  405,000  i>ounds. 
The  ratio  of  lmr)orts  to  consumption  was  1.38  per  cent,  and  yet 
we  must  have  a  prohibitive  tariff  rate  in  this  bill  which  will 
give  a  complete  monopoly  to  the  domestic  pro<lucers. 

Citric  acid:  Seven  million  flfty-eigbt  thousand  two  hundred 
and  fifteen  pounds  was  the  domestic  production  In  1927.  The 
ratio  of  Imports  to  domestic  cousumption  was  fifty-eight  one 
hnndredtlia  of  1  per  cent  In  value. 

Tannic  acid:  The  domestic  production  was  1,297,000  prmods, 
and  the  ratio  of  imports  to  domeatic  constunption  waa  only 
4.S7  per  cent  in  value. 

Of  gallic  add  there  were  no  Imports,  the  preaent  rate  being 
a  complete  embarga 

Oleic  add :  The  ratio  of  imports  to  consumption  waa  1.5  per 
eent 

Phoapliorlc  acid:  The  tariff  ia  increased  In  the  pending  bill, 
aad  yet  the  ratio  of  imports  to  domeatic  consumption  la  onljr 
1.24  per  cent 

rormaldehyde  la  an  Important  commodity.  The  Imports  were 
only  one  ona-bondredth  of  1  per  cent  of  the  domestic  consump- 
tion.   Tbia  ia  too  mocb  to  suit  the  domestic  monopoliata. 

Ink  and  ink  powders  offended  by  permitting  twelve  one-bun- 
dredtbs  of  1  per  cent  to  be  Imported,  though  the  domcatk;  pro- 
dactioa  in  1927  was  valued  at  $40,200,030. 

Iodine,  which  ia  Important  as  a  medicine,  is  already  em- 
bargoed by  the  blgb-tarlff  rates.    The  same  is  true  of  bromine. 

Caator  oil  can  not  be  "stomached"  by  the  domestic  manu- 
factorars,  four  ooa-bandredtba  of  1  per  cent  bt'ing  Imported  In 
1927,  as  agaiiiat  domestic  production  of  40,400,000  pound*. 

llia  importa  at  Unseed  oil  In  1927  were  eight  one-bundredtha 
of  1  per  cent  of  the  domeatic  consumption.  We  moat  by  tLla 
bill  pro^bit  any  importa. 

Tanallin  bad  a  domeatic  prododlon  In  1927  of  the  value  of 
$2,070,000,  but  is  now  to  be  embargoes  because  1  per  cent  of 
the  domestic  conavmpdon  was  Imported  in  1927. 

An  important  dye — ^Prussian  blue— Is  likewise  to  be  em- 
bargoed because  thirty -four  one-hundredtbs  of  1  per  cent  was 
imported,  as  ai^lnat  domestic  production  of  the  value  of  more 
than  $l,3O4X)0O. 

CartMm.  black,  another  Important  commodity,  highly  offended 

domestic  manufacturers,  because  97  pounds  were  Imported  In 

"1927,  though  the  American  manufacturers  produced  168,999,000 

pounds.     In  1927.  116  pounds  of  chrome  colors  were  imported, 

as  against  domestic  production  of  the  value  of  $5,562,856. 

Sodium  bicarttonate  baa  offended  domestic  manufacturers 
because  one-tenth  of  1  per  cent  was  imported,  though  domestic 
production  was  valued  at  more  than  $3,639,000. 

There  were  50  tons  of  sodium  carbonate  imported,  as  against 
1,466,878  tons  domestically  produced.  That  was  a  great  offense 
and  no  further  importations  must  be  allowed ;  and  the  Imports 
of  salt  were  but  seventy-one  one-hundre<lth8  of  1  per  cent  in 
value,  as  against  a  domestic  production  of  nearly  $25,000,000. 

The  Importations  of  sodium  hydroxide  were  only  one-tenth  of 
1  per  cent  In  value,  though  the  value  of  the  domestic  production 
was  more  thaq  $36,000,000. 

There  were  7  pounds  of  borax  Imported,  or  three  one-bun- 
dredths  of  1  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production,  which  waa 
valued  at  $5,079,278. 

CliloroConn  ia  an  Important  medicine,  but  it  haa  ofl^ended. 
aa  11  poonda  were  imp<^ted  In  1927  as  against  1,909,060  pounds 
domeatlcally  produced. 
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Tin  compounds  of  the  value  of  more  than  $10,.500.000  were 
manufactured  In  the  United  States  in  1927,  but  there  were 
imi  ortations  of  the  value  of  $913.  That,  of  course,  nrast  b« 
pro  libited  by  changing  the  basis  of  valuation.  ITiere  were 
twtnty-six  hundredths  of  1  per  cent  of  fire  brick  imported,  as 
against  more  than  $36,000,000  worth  produce<l  by  domestic  uian- 
ufa:ture.  We  produced  in  1927  silica  brick  to  the  number  of 
moie  than  245,000.000,  but  It  was  unfortunate  that  6,000  brick 
weie  permitted  to  come  Into  the  United  States,  so  there  must 
be  :  10  such  offense  In  the  future.  There  was  a  building  program 
in  1927,  and  domestic  manufacture  produced  more  than 
7.M  0,000,000  common  building  brick.  Unfortunately.  It  appears 
there  were  1.36  per  cent  permitted  to  be  Imported.  They  must 
be  Kept  out  In  the  future.  We  permitted  fifteen  one-hundredths 
of  JL  per  cent  of  calcined  gyi>sum  to  be  imi»orted,  as  against  a 
doi  lestlc  production  of  nearly  4,000,000  tons. 

Apparently  we  made  a  mistake  In  permitting  1.16  j»er  cent  of 
cement  to  be  Imported  as  against  dome.stio  pro<luction  of 
175  330„381  barrels. 

The  glassware  paragraph  reveals  that  the  Fordney-McCumber 
Act  Is  almost  an  embargo,  and  yet  the  bill  before  us  greatly  lu- 
cre ises  tariff  duties.  We  raanufactare<l  more  than  481.000,000 
sqw  are  feet  of  window  gla.ss  In  1927  and  Imported  only  12.62  per 
cen  t,  and  yet  the  bill  before  us  carries  a  much  higher  duty.  We 
proluced  mirrors  and  looking-glaases  value<l  at  $17,661,262  and 
Imaorted  thirty-nine  one-hundredths  of  1  per  cent  of  that  value. 
Thkt  was  too  large  an  Importation,  so  the  bill  before  us  seeks 
an  Increase  In  (he  tariff  duties.  The  domestic  production  of  pig 
Iroi  was  35,868.232  tons  In  1927.  The  imports  for  1927  were 
13S  ,568  tons.  But  that  was  too  large  for  the  steel  Interests,  so 
th€  rate  of  duty  Is  to  be  Increased.  The  domestic  production  of 
ste<>l  ingots  and  Iron  castings  and  steeTbars  in  1927  amounted 
to  $2,468,000  tons.  The  imports  In  the  same  year  were  approxi- 
mately 107,197  tons.  The  domestic  manufacturers  produced 
etknlves  valued  at  more  than  $5,000,000  in  1927.  The  im- 
s  were  4.4  per  cent,  so  the  duty  on  pocketknlves  has  been 
eased.  We  manufactured  table  and  kitchen  cutlery — not  In- 
Ing  silver  or  plated— of  the  value  of  nearly  $6,500,000.  The 
rts  were  4.1  per  cent,  that  being  the  ratio  of  imports  to 
uctlon.  It  was  wrong  to  permit  the  importation  of  scissors 
shears,  though  there  were  only  5.7  per  cent  of  Imports  as 
pared  with  domestic  production ;  accordingly  the  duties  are 
t)e  increased.  Domestic  (production  of  safety-raxor  blades 
am  ranted  to  more  than  $88,000,000.  The  imports  were  nlue- 
tenfhs  of  1  per  cent,  but  the  makers  of  this  bill  objected  and 
re<'>mmended  an  increase  In  the  tariff.  We  imported  only 
thl  'ty-nlne  one-hundredths  of  1  per  cent  of  the  domestic  produc- 
tion of  clockwork  mechanisms,  the  value  of  the  domestic  prod- 
ticti  being  $70,000,000.  The  tariff  rates  arc  therefore  to  be 
increased. 

Mr,  I'reMldent,  I  liope  HenatorN  wlil  tn^amlne  thlM  table.  It 
furnlshea  conclusive  proof  tliat  tlie  Fordney-McC^umber  bill 
coivitltutes  an  embargo  upon  many  commodltli***.  and  that  do- 
me itic  manufacturers  will  never  be  satisfied  until  not  a  single 
coiunodlty  shall  be  Imported  which  can  possibly  be  produced  In 
th«  United  States. 

I  ask  permission  to  have  this  table  printed  without  reading 
at    he  close  of  my  remarks. 

'  'he  PBE81DENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ort  Bred. 

(See  Exhibit  A.) 

]  Ir.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  have  another  table  prepared  by 
rei  resentatlves  of  the  Tariff  Commission  showing  a  number  of 
cotimodltles  which  fall  within  the  schedules  of  the  Fonlney- 
Mc  Cumber  bill  and  witliin  the  bill  before  us.  The  present  tariff 
du  ies  are  more  than  70  per  cent  upon  most  of  the  commodities 
meiitloned  In  the  table.  American  luanufacturerg  are  exporting 
coi  unoditles  of  the  value  of  hundre<ls  of  millions  of  dollars  and 
sel  Ing  than  In  comi>etltion  witli  manufactured  articles  In 
many  countries  of  the  world.  We  are  competing  with  Great 
Br  tain  and  Germany  and  France  in  their  own  markets  and 
sel  Ing  to  the  inhabitants  of  those  countries  manufactured  and 
set  limanufactured  products  of  a  far  greater  value  than  the 
Im  >orted  manufactured  and  semimanufactured  commodities. 
Be  rause  of  the  superior  conditions  enjoyed  by  the  American 
Im  ustry  we  are  able  to  conii)ete  in  the  markets  of  the  world 
wli  h  the  most  advanced  industrial  nations. 

Mr.  President,  our  exports  for  1928  exceeded  $5,100,000,000. 
a  prge  part  of  them  consisting  of  manufactured  and  semi- 
manufactured produits.  Our  Imports  for  the  same  year  were 
lairely  crude  materials,  pro<lucts  not  indigenous  to  the  United 
St*  tes.  It  can  be  said,  therefore,  that  we  suffer  but  little  com- 
pel tlon  from  foreign  Imports.  We  are  Invading  the  fields 
hei  etofore  occupied  by  other  nations,  and  are  finding  increased 
markets  for  our  surplus  products. 
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Mr.  President,  the  tnWe  to  which  I  referred  a  moment  ago 
I  now  offer  for  the  Kecobu,  and  ask  that  It  l»e  printed  as  an 
appendix  at  the  close  of  my  remarks.  It  gives  a  number  of 
paragraphs  In  the  act  of  1922  and  In  the  House  bill  and  the 
actual  or  computed  ad  valor«n  rates  under  the  act  of  1922  ;uid 
under  the  House  bill  now  before  us.  I  ask  permission  to  have 
this  table  printed  at  the  close  of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objectiwi,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

(See  Exhibit  B.) 

Mr.  KING.  Before  leaving  the  table  permit  me  to  call  attention 
to  a  few  items  fouud  therein.  The  duty  upon  flavoring  extracts 
is  nearly  81  per  cent ;  upon  vegetable  or  mineral  oils.  Immersed 
or  saturated  with  alcohol  containing  more  than  20  per  cent  and 
less  than  r>0  per  cent,  the  tJuty  Is  mor«  than  137  per  cent,  and 
containing  more  than  50  per  cent  alcohol,  220.14  per  cent. 
Natural  iiHligo  carries  a  duty  of  more  than  102..S2  per  cent.  The 
duty  on  soybean  oil  is  increased  from  40.52  to  81.06  iier  cent; 
the  duty  on  (>aints  and  colors  usetl  by  the  school  <'hildren  of  the 
land  Is  Increased  from  40  per  cent  to  70  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
Epsom  salts  carries  a  duty  of  85  per  cent  in  the  Fordney  Act, 
but  under  the  House  bill  It  Is  Increased  to  160.80  per  cent. 
Caffeine  carries  a  duty  of  nearly  141  per  cent.  Medicinal 
preiairations'  containing  20  per  cent  of  alcohol  or  less  have 
levle<i  upon  them  a  duty  of  nearly  72  per  cent,  and  If  there  Is 
more  than  20  per  c«it  and  not  more  than  50  per  cent  of  alcohol 
tbc  duty  is  increased  to  125.30  per  cent. 

The  duty  on  plain  chlnaware,  not  decorated,  is  60  per  cent 
under  the  Fordney  Act,  but  Is  Increased  by  the  House  to  76.76 
per  cent.  If  decorated,  It  Is  Increased  to  Sl.OG  per  cent.  Chemi- 
cal porcelain  and  stoneware,  if  decorated,  carries  a  duty  of  70 
per  cent  under  the  Fordney  Act  and  74.53  per  cent  under  the 
House  bill.  Electrical  porcelain,  if  not  decorated.  Is  raised  from 
00  per  cent  ad  vaU»rem  to  (Jl.Ol  per  cent,  and  If  decorated  the 
70  per  cent  duty  under  the  Fordney  Act  Is  Increased  to  219  per 
cent  by  the  House  bill.  All  other  china  and  porcelain,  not  deco- 
ratiHl,  is  Increased  from  60  per  cent  ad  valorem  under  the  exist- 
ing law  to  162.68  per  cent  In  the  House  bill. 

The  earthenware  and  glass  schedules  show  large  Increases 
over  th«'  Fordney  Act,  which  carries  almost  prohibitive  duties. 

The  duties  upon  dress  goods  and  Ught-welght  fabrics  and 
wool  have  been  IncTeased  until  some  of  them  bear  a  duty  of 
more  ttian  115  iier  cent  under  the  House  bill. 

The  duties  up«^m  dyes  based  upon  the  American  selling  price 
are  almost  prohibitive,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  domestic 
manufacturers  are  producing  dyes  cheaper  than  in  any  other 
country  and  are  eziKirting  large  quantities  annually. 

I  shall  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  further  examine  the 
table.  It  will  confirm  the  statement  that  under  exUtlng  law 
tariff  rates  are  nnnit'esMurily  high  and  enable  domestic  manufac- 
turers to  Impose  prk>es  Imrdensome  to  the  consuming  public. 

Mr.  BLACK.    Mr,  President 

The  PKEHIDKNT  pro  tempore.    Docs  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  am  very  much  Interested  in  the  statement 
of  the  Senator  relative  to  the  amount  of  dyes  exported  from  this 
country  and  the  tariff  dyes.  Dot's  the  Senator  have  the  figures 
showing  the  comimrlson  between  the  amount  of  dyes  exported 
and  the  amount  produced  In  this  country? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  my  recollection  Is  that  the  domestic 
production  of  dyes  In  1927  was  over  96,(K)0,000  pounds  and  the 
exports  were  more  than  .32,000,000  ix>unds.  The  imports  are 
limited  to  a  very  few  dyes  of  a  superior  quality  not  made  In 
the  United  States.  It  is  the  design  of  those  supporting  this  bill 
■  to  prevent  a  single  color  from  coming  Into  the  Unite<l  States. 
Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge]  a  few 
days  ago  made  a  statement  which,  if  I  interpreted  him  cor- 
rectly, implies  that  our  Imports  are  Increasing  and  threaten 
American  manufacturing  industries.  The  thouglit  has  been 
emphasizetl  by  advocates  of  the  pending  bill  that  American 
Industries  were  encountering  formidable,  if  not  destructive, 
competition.  Mr.  President,  there  is  no  Justification  for  these 
contentions.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  some  dcanestic 
industries  with  a  view  to  demonstrating  their  prosi)erlty. 

The  National  City  Bank  of  New  York.  In  its  September  Is.'Hie 
of  its  pamphlet  entitled  "  Economic  Conditions,  Government 
Finance,"  and  so  forth,  states  that  the  activity  of  manufactur- 
ing and  trade  has  remained  higli  during  the  past  month ;  that 
railroad  freight-car  loadings  are  higher  than  in  any  previous 
year;  that  tlie  steel  mills  are  operating  at  better  than  90  per 
cent  of  capacity,  and  Ingot  production  points  to  a  new  high  rec- 
ord with  58,(»o6,000  tons  compared  with  41».K.'i3.000  tons  in  1928 ; 
that  machine-tool  sales  are  better  than  normal  volume ;  that  the 


orders  placed  for  freight  cars  were  162  per  cent  larger  than  In 
any  corresponding  period  for  1928 ;  and  that  orders  for  locomo- 
tives have  been  increased  by  228  per  cent.  Building  activity  has 
l)een  maintained,  and  contracts  awarded  In  July  Increased 
sharply  above  June  figures,  and  the  month's  total  of  $662,400,0(>0 
was  the  hij^est  ever  recorded,  with  the  exception  of  May,  192H. 

Reviewing  the  semiannual  reports  of  corponitions,  the 
pamphlet  states  that — 

The  net  proflte  of  000  corporations  whose  rf ports  have  l)een  rei^ved 
for  the  first  six  months'  period  of  1929,  show  net  profits  amountluK  *.o 
$2,449,907,000  as  against  $1,924,264,000  for  the  corresponding  period  of 
1928. 

This  represMits  an  Increase  In  the  net  profits  of  27.4  per  cent. 
Various  Industries  are  gl*.en  in  the  report.  The  amusement  In- 
dustry shows  an  Increase  of  net  profits  during  the  first  "Ax 
months  of  1929.  amounting  to  68.4  per  cent  over  the  net  profits 
for  the  corresponding  period  of  1928.  In  the  21  corporations 
representing  the  autMnobiie  Industry,  net  profits  iucreaseil  4.1 
per  cent.  Other  Increases  are  as  follows:  Aviati<ai,  68.2  per 
cent;  building  materials,  36  per  cent;  chemicals  (industrial). 
27.4  per  cent;  chemical  products.  1.3.8  r*!"  <'^nt ;  coal  mining,  48 
per  cent ;  copper,  89.6  per  cent ;  electrical,  36.5  per  cent ;  flour  and 
baking.  17.1  per  cent ;  food  products,  12.7  per  cent ;  household 
goods,  26.5  per  cent;  Iron  and  steel.  102  per  cent;  machinery, 
54.7  per  cent ;  merchandising,  31.1  per  cent ;  metals  ( nonfemus, 
excluding  copper),  41.2  per  cent;  oflSce  equipment,  IM)  per  cent; 
paint  and  varnish,  45.7  per  cent ;  paper  producU,  16.5  per  cent ; 
petroleum,  76.4  per  cent ;  printing  and  pulp,  15.6  per  cent ;  rail- 
road equipment,  42.2  per  cent;  real  estate,  41.1  per  cent;  ship- 
ping, 179  per  cent ;  textile  products,  42.2  i>er  cent ;  tobacco,  20.1 
per  cent;  miscellaneous,  39.6  per  cent;  manufacturing  and  trad- 
ing. 36.6  per  cent ;  railroads,  21.9  per  cent ;  telephone  and  tele- 
graph,  7.1  per  cent ;  other  utilities,  17.9  per  cent. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  net  profits  of  the  39  Iron 
and  steel  corporations  reporting  for  the  six  months'  period  of 
1929  amounted  to  more  than  $189,000,000,  or  102  per  cent 
greater  than  the  profits  for  the  corresponding  period  in  1928. 
The  reporting  corporations  of  the  chemical  industry,  which  hi 
pleading  for  Increased  tariff  rates,  increased  their  net  profits 
by  more  than  27.4  per  cent  in  the  six  months'  period  of 
1929;  and  the  14  textile  comfNinies  reporting  Increased  their 
net  profits  24.2  per  cent  above  their  net  profits  for  the  corre- 
sponding period  In  1928. 

The  Survey  of  Conditions  In  Trade  and  Indnstrj',  published 
by  the  Irving  Trust  Co.,  of  New  York,  for  the  month  of  August, 
1929.  corroborates  the  statements  contained  In  the  report  to 
which  I  have  Jtist  n-ferred.  It  states  that  10  out  of  18  gnmps 
of  commodities  show  "  a  general  upward  trend  of  twnmodltjr 
prices."  These  groutsi  include  breadstuffs,  livestock,  provisions, 
bides  and  leather,  textiles,  metaUi.  coal  and  coke,  oils,  naval 
stores,  and  miscellaneous  products.  On  page  6  of  the  survey 
this  statement  appears: 

The  totsl  value  of  buildlnf  and  cngUicerlflc  coatrscta  awarded  la 
87  Htatea  eaat  of  the  Roeicles  in  July  repreaented  an  larrMte  of  20 
per  cent  over  June  and  of  12  per  cent  over  July,  1028. 

The  survey  also  states  that  the  value  of  contracts  for  public 
works  and  utilities  construction  reached  the  highest  figure  on 
record,  "  that  in  the  New  York  and  northern  New  Jersey  district 
the  value  of  all  contracts  was  the  largest  ever  awarded  in  July 
and  the  second  highest  for  any  month."  It  quotes  Bradstreet's 
report,  which  states  that  "  building  permits  in  172  cities  in  July 
were  14.6  per  cent  larger  than  in  June."  On  the  following  page 
the  statement  Is  made  that  the — 

Iron  and  steel  industry  was  conducted  in  July  at  the  highest  level  on 
record  for  that  month  *  *  *.  Buying  of  steel  pipe  and  railroad 
rolling  stock  has  been  heavy,  especially  in  mid-western  centers,  and 
gains  in  this  direction  have  tended  to  ofTset  declines  in  takings  of  steel 
by  some  automobile  manufacturers,  chie£y  in  the  moderate  and  btgtier 
pricfd  divisions.  Large  projects  also  dominate  the  structural  steel 
market,  especially  in  New  York  and  Chicago,  and  much  railroad  bridge 
work  is  being  built  in  the  Middle  West.  Meanwhile,  miscellaneous  buy- 
ing of  steel  bars,  plates,  and  sheets  has  maintained  prodnction  at  a 
rate  In  midsummer  which  formerly  would  have  been  considered  favor- 
able for  a  spring  or  fall  peak.  Production  of  agricultural  Implements 
and  machine  tools  continues  to  run  well  ahead  of  a  year  ago,  and 
locomotive  orders  are  larger  than  for  several  years. 

Pig-iron  production,  the  survey  shows,  established  a  record  In 
July  for  the  month,  ami  was  nearly  2  per  cent  higher  than  In 
June.  The  gain  over  July.  1928.  amounted  to  23  per  cent,  and 
during  tlie  first  seven  months  of  1929  production  reach«»d  the 
record  figure  of  25,426,000  tons,  an  increase  of  3,833.000  ri>us 
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orer  the  corresponding  period  of  last  year.  The  total  steel  in- 
got priHluctlon  in  Jnly  of  tl»e  companies  reporting  to  the  Ameri- 
can Iron  and  Steel  Institute  was  27  per  cent  higher  than  a  year 
ago  The  production  of  steel  Ingots  in  the  first  seven  months  of 
1»29  amounted  to  31,949.000  tons,  a  gain  of  4,915,000,  or  18  per 
c«it.  oyer  the  output  in  the  corresponding  period  of  1928. 

In  the  face  of  theae  remarkable  figures  showing  enormous 
earnings  the  steel  interests  are  here  demanding  higher  duties. 
They  dominate  the  home  market  and  export  in  competition  with 
other  countries.  It  is  amazing  that  they  have  the  temerity  to 
ask  for  higher  duties  upon  pig  iron  or  steel  products. 

The  survey,  from  which  I  have  quoted,  srtates  that  the  wool 
production  in  the  United  States  shows  a  material  increase  in  the 
past  seven  years.  The  statement  is  also  made  that  the  deHveries 
of  raw  silk  to  mills  In  July  were  the  largest  on  record  for  that 
month,  showing  an  increase  of  15.8  per  cent  over  June  and  of 
31Ji  per  cent  over  July,  1928. 

The  survey  also  states  that  the  production  of  pig  iron  for  the 
month  of  July.  1929.  was  3,785  tons  as  against  3,072  lu  1928. 
Steel  ingots  production  reports  show  4,572  tons  in  July,  1929, 
as  against  3^97  tons  in  Jnly.  1928.  The  consumption  of  cotton 
was  546,4ri7  bales  In  July.  1929,  and  439,821  bales  in  July,  1928. 
There  was  also  an  increase  in  exports  of  bales  in  July,  1929, 
over  Jnly.  192a  Factory  emirfoyment  in  1929  showed  a  consid- 
erable increase  over  factory  employment  in  1928.  Chain  stores 
sales  were  $15e,822,000  in  July,  1929,  as  against  $120,471,000  in 
July.  1928. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  further  figures  here  indicating  the  in- 
=  creased  production  upon  the  part  of  American  manufacturing 
industries.  They  refute  the  statements  made  by  witnesses  be- 
fore the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee,  as  well  as  some  claims  made  upon  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  to  the  effect  that  the  manufacturing  industries  are 
languishing  and  are  seriously  m«»aced  by  foreign  competition. 
I  think  the  record  shows  that  if  competition  is  encountered  by 
domestic  Industry  it  is  not  from  without.  Mergers  are  taking 
place;  smaller  corporations  are  being  absorbed  by  larger  ones 
and  some  Inefficient  and  marginal  producers  are  unable  to  meet 
domestic  competition;  but  in  substantially  all  industries  there 
is  increased  production  and  larger  profits.  No  domestic  in- 
dustry can  seriously  contend  that  foreign  competition  menaces 
its  se<-ure  and  impregnable  position.  It  may  be  that  in  some 
instances  domestic  concerns  are  constrained  to  sell  their  prod- 
ucts at  a  lower  price  than  is  desired  because  of  competition 
flowing  from  imported  commodities. 

I  have  been  told  by  representatives  of  the  Government 
familiar  with  imports,  that  from  50  to  80  per  cent  of  all  Im- 
ports are  by  American  business  men  and  domestic  corporations. 
Such  establishments  as  Marshall  Field  &.  Co.,  John  Waua- 
maker.  Best  &  Co.,  and  Woolworth  &  Co.,  Import  various  com- 
modities which  are  disposed  of  in  connection  with  commodities 
supplied  by  domestic  manufacturers. 

Mr.  President,  the  claim  is  sometimes  made  that  our  exports 
do  not  compete  in  foreign  markets  with  commodities  there  pro- 
duced. The  facts  do  not  support  this  contention.  We  export 
commodities  of  the  value  of  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  and 
sell  them  in  cMnpetitlon  with  articles  produced  in  the  coun- 
tries In  which  we  sell  We  export  shoes  to  Great  Britain  and 
sell  them  in  comi)etition  with  English  shoes,  at  the  same  time 
we  import  shoes  from  Great  Britain.  The  fact  is  that  the 
British  imported  shoe  cost  more  than  American  shoes.  There 
are  reciprocal  exchanges  of  similar  commodities  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain.  We  are  exporting  manu- 
factured goods  to  foreign  countries  and  from  the  same  countries 
are  importing  similar  manufactured  goods. 

I  have  heretofore  referred  to  the  fact  that  most  of  our  imports 
are  not  dutiable  and  are  on  the  free  list.  They  consist  of  prod- 
ucts not  produced  In  the  United  States  or  which  are  necessary 
for  i>ur  Industrial  develoiHnent.  In  1928  our  total  imports  were 
$4,091,120,000.  Of  this  amount  the  commodities  that  were  duti- 
able were  valued  at  $1,393,469,000;  that  is  to  say,  34  per  cent  of 
our  imports  were  subjected  to  dudes,  the  amount  c<41ected  being 
$665,501,000. 

One  of  the  outstanding  developments  of  our  foreign  trade  has 
been  the  Increaalngly  large  proportion  of  our  manufactured  mer- 
chandise in  our  exports.  In  1928,  68.5  per  cent  of  the  total 
value  of  goods  shipped  abroad  were  manufactured  goods,  includ- 
ing finished  products,  semimanufactures,  and  manufactured 
foodstuffs.  Finished  manufactured  products  amounting  to  more 
than  two  and  a'quarter  bUlion  dollars  represented  44.9  per  cent 
of  oar  exports.  This  was  an  increase  of  $227,000,000  over  1927, 
or  14  per  cent  increase  over  the  exports  of  that  year.  Our  shiih 
ments  abroad  of  raw  mat«rials  increased  8.4  per  cent 

Mr.  President,  I  dertre  to  insert  in  the  Rboobo  without  read- 
ing a  c<Mnparison  of  exports  and  imports  grouped  according  to 
tbdr  use  or  degree  ot  manufacture  in  1927  and  1928. 


The 


PRESIDING   OFFICER.    Without   objection,   it   Is   so 
ordered. 
Th€  following  is  the  table  referred  to : 

Tablb  [4. — Comparison  of  exports  and  importa  grouped  according  to  their 
««e  or  degree  of  manufacture  in  tSTt  and  19tS 
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KING.    The  general  expansion  of  our  export  trade  is  re- 
in the  fact  that  10  out  of  11  commodity  groups  made  gains 
1  per  cent  to  as  high  as  21  per  cent  in  1928  over  1927. 
was  a  remarkable  increase  in  the  number  of  items  or  cr»m- 
modlfies  exported,  and  the  values  of  approximately  two-thirds 
100  principal  exports  were  larger  In  1928  than  in  1927. 
illustrate  the  wide  range  of  exports  I  desire  to  Insert,  wlth- 
ijeadlng,  a  table  prepared  by  the  foreign-<K)mmerce  depart- 
of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United  States. 
PRESIDING    OFFICER.     Without    obJecUon,    it    is   so 
orderjed. 

table  is  as  follows : 


of  otlr 
To 
out 
ment 
Thfc 


OCTOBEB  5 


manufactnres... 

materials 

lufactures 

tur«d  toodataSs. 
foodstuffs 


VahM 


ISOS 


1927 


$2,250,387,000 
1,283.264,000 
71«.  512.000  I 
467,033,000  , 
293,487,000 


$1,  Wl,  9U.  000 

1. 192.  778, 000 

699,727,000 

4*3,299.000 

421.  107. 000 


Per  cent  of 
total 


1928  ,  laar 


&,  020, 882, 000 


4,758,8*4,000 


44.0 

35.7 

14.3 

9.3 

SiS 


41.7 

3Sl1 

14.7 

9.7 

8.8 


100.0 


100.0 


Per 

cent 

chanK* 

Tersos 

1037 


-H4.0 

+14 

+.8 

-sas 


+4.7 


OBKSKAL  IMPOSTS 


$1,4M,544.000 
906,010.000 
762,622,000 
549, 542. 000 
405,496,000 


4, 001,  IX,  000 


$1,  aoo.  .SOS.  000 

878.  5y7, 000 
749,801,000 
sot,  686, 000 
4M,  849, 000 


4. 184,  742, 000 


3S.9 

22.  S 
18.6 

a4 

9.9 


loao 


38.3 
21.0 
17.9 
1X0 
10.8 


loao 


-8.4 

-1-3.3 
+1.7 

+8.0 
-10.1 


-2.3 


Tht 

One  hundred  chief  e^porta  according  to  vaUte, 

CoBunjpdlty  and  rank  :  > 

unmanufactured  cotton   (18.3  per  ct?nt) 

Automobiles,  parts,  and  accetsortes,  except  tir^a 


(9.9   per  cent)  — 
"itha. 


and    other    llsht    products 


Gasoline,    napbt 

(4.6   per  cent) 

Leaf  tobacco    (3.1  per  cent) 

Reflned    copper    ingots,    bars,    and    other    forms 

(2.8   per   cent) 

Wheat   (2.4  per  cent) ^--- 

Agrlcultural     raacbinery    and     Implements     (2.3 

per  cent) 

\.  Coal  and  coke  (2  per  cent) 

>.  Lard   (2  per  cent) 

1).   IlluminatfnK  oil    (1.9  per  cent) 

IL.  Lubricating  oil  (1.8  per  cent) 

U.  Boards,  planks,  and  scantlings  (1.8  per  cent) 

1  J.  Cotton    cloth,    including    duck    and    tire    fabric 

(1.6   per   cent) 

11.  Iron  and  steel  p'ates.  sheets,   skelp,  and   strips 

(1.5   per   cent) 

1  i.  Wheat  flour  (1.5  per  cent) 

1  I.  Leather  (1.1  per  cent) 

ir.  Gas  and  fuel  oU 

1  i.  Barley , 

1  >.  Undressed  and  dressed   furs 

2'>.  Automobile  tires 

21.   Iron    and    steel   tubular    products    (pipes,    tubes, 

and   fittings) 

2  J.  Power-driven  metal-working  machinery 

2  J.  Oil  cake  and  oil-cake  meal 

2  I.  Crude  petrolciun ■ 

2  ».  Canned   fruit 

2  {.  Fresh   apples 

2  r.  Corn 

2S.  Paints,  pigments,  and  varnishes 

2  i.  Books,  maps,  pictures,  and  other  printed  matter. 

31).  Cure<l  hams  and  sbwulders 

a  I.  Construction  and  ^ony^ing  machinery 

31.  Cigarettes ^ 

a  J.  Typewriters--,-*^ 

3  4.  Fish C 

a  1^.   Medicinal  and  pharmaceutical  preparations 

3  J.  Photographic    goods 

ar.  Sawed  timber 

3i.  Musical  Instruments 

3  9.  Structural  Iron  nnd  steel 

45..  Hand    tooU 

4&.  Paraffln   wax : — 


4  5.  PrunoSw. 

4  i.  Oil-well  machinery. 


Fertilisers 

4$.  Cotton  ysm 

4  D.  Condensed,  evaporated,  and  dried  milk 


19ta 

$920,  009.  000 

500,  174,000 

231,  970,  000 
164,  ISI.  000 

140,  .340,  000 
119,  888,  000 

116.624,000 
99,  515,  000 
98.  701,  000 
93.  478.  000 
91.591,000 
88,  576,  000 

79,  296.  000 

73, 954,  000 
7.1.  835,  000 
66.  166,  000 
45,  797,  000 
44, 837,  000 
37,  008.  000 
32,  868,  000 

29,  673.  000 
27,  426,  000 

27.  198.  000 
26. 786.  000 
26. 739.  OOO 
26, 663.  000 

28,  367.  000 
28.611.',  000 
24,  24!».  000 
23.  .{Ort.  000 
22.  790.  000 
22,  069.  000 
21,011.000 
20,  786,  000 
20,  350,  000 
20.  218,  «K)0 
19.  461.  000 
18,  131,  000 
17,  697,  000 
17,617,000 
17,474,000 
17,  378.  000 
16.  863.  000 
16,681.000 
16,  TSl.  000 
16,  193,  000 
16,  892,  000 
15.611,000 
16, 130.  000 


Ftrores  In  parentheses  after  name  of  commodity  indicate  percentage 
of  thi  total  valiw  of  domestic  exports. 


1929 
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Commodit)-  and  rank — Continued. 

60.  Sulphur,  crude,  in  lumps 

Cotton  wearing  apparel 

Coal-tar   products 

Mining  and  quarrying  mAchinery. 

Cutlery 


61. 
62. 
53. 
54. 
65. 

66.  Textile  machinery 

67.  Iron  and  steel  bars  and  rods — _ — — ____^ 

68.  Raisins 

59.  Accounting  and  calculating  machines 

60.  Radio  apparatus 

61.  Sodium  compounds 

62.  Hides  and  skins,  except  furs 

63.  Copper  rods 

64.  Rice 

65.  Leather  boots  and   shoes 

66.  L«'ad  pigs,  bars,  etc 

67.  Qlasp  and  glass  products _ . 

68.  Petroleum   afspbaU _^ — 

69.  Silk  hosiery 

70.  Ix»gn  and  hewn  timber 

71.  Electric   batteries 

72.  Perfumes   and    other   toilet   preparations,    except 

soap 

73.  Pumps  nnd   parts 

74.  Canned    vegetable 

75.  Sewing    machines 

76.  Reflned  sugar 

77.  Abrasives - 

78.  Hardware 

79.  Oleo  oU 

80.  Starch 

81.  Brass  and  bronse  Ingots,  scrap  and  old 

82.  Plain,    galvanised,    and    barbed    iron    and    steel 

wire 

83.  Stationary  and   portable   Internal-combustion   en- 

84.  Cash  registers 

85.  (Vipper  wire,  including  Insulated  wire  and  cable- 

86.  Turp«.ntlne    spirits 

87.  Cotton    mill    waste , 

88.  Animal  oils  and  greases.  Inedible 

89.  t>l(l  and  scrap  <(>pper 

90.  Tickled  and  cured  meats,  except  bams  and  bacon. 

91.  Steel    rails 

92.  Electric  motors 

93.  Sausage  casings 

94.  Air   compressors 

95.  Iron  and  steel  scrap.  Including  tin-plate  scrap 

96.  Soap 

97.  Refrigerating  sets  up  to  1-ton  capacity 

98.  Rayon    manufactures 

99.  Vegetable  oils,   inedible 

100.   Printing    presses 

All  other  domestic  exports' ; — 


114,  352.  000 
14.  338.  000 
14,  114.000 
14,  060.  000 
13,  912,  000 
12.  980,  000 
12.  856.  (XW 
12.  824.  000 
12.  675.  000 
12,  477.  IKH) 
12,  061.  000 
11.  624,  (too 
11.077.000 
11.066.000 
10.  878,  000 
10,  857,  000 
10,  210,  000 
10, 108,  000 
9,  789.  000 
9. 658,  000 
9.  534.  000 
9. 092,  000 

8.  855.  000 
8,  711,000 
8,  693.  000 
8.  606.  000 
8.  ,".48.  000 
8,  527,  000 
8.  .'>02,  000 
8.  281.  000 
8,  089.  000 
7.  947.  000 

7,  844,  000 

7.513,000 
7.  475.  000 
7.  441,  000 
7.  199.000 
7.  117.000 
7,  038,  000 
6,  985,  000 
6,  5)44,  000 
6.  926.  <KK) 
6.  813,  WK) 
6.  780.  000 
6.  738.  000 
6,  015.  000 
6,  .502.  000 
6,  469.  000 
6.  361.000 
6.  160.  000 
6,  156,  000 
843. 558.  000 


Total  domesUc   exports 6,029,682,000 

*  Exports  of  household  and  personal  effects  amounted  to  $16,114,000 
for  the  calendar  year  1928  as  compared  with  $13,945,000  for  the  year 
1927. 

Mr.  KING.  This  table  pives  \00  chief  exports  according  to 
value  in  1028.    It  does  not,  however,  include  exports  of  the  value 


of  approximately  $280,000,000  to  our  Territories  and  pos.<«essionR. 
An  examination  of  the  tal>le  reveals  the  fact  that  we  exported 
cummoditU's  produced  by  isubstaiitlally  every  industry  in  the 
United  States.  These  exports  included  leather,  cotton  doUi, 
machinery,  fum.  iron  and  steel  products,  fruit,  paints,  pifr- 
ments,  and  varnishe.s,  various  kinds  of  machinery,  medicines, 
photogrraphlc  goods,  timber,  structural  Iron  and  steel,  and  steel 
tools,  fertilizers,  cotton  yarn  and  cotton  wearing  apparel,  coal- 
tar  products,  silk  hosiery,  perfumes  and  toilet  preparations, 
iron  and  steel  bars  and  rods,  boots  and  shoes,  glass  and  glass 
products,  isteel  rails,  rayon  manufactures,  and  so  forth.  While 
the  leather  industry  is  claiming  depression,  the  exports  In- 
creasetl,  and  amounted  in  1928  to  $55,165,000.  There  were  also 
exported  leather  boots  and  shoes,  valued  at  more  than  $10,000,- 
000.  Chemical  products  were  exported  to  the  extent  of  tens  of 
millions  of  dollars. 

Mr.  President.  I  appeal  to  Senators  upon  the  other  side  to 
take*  cognl2» nee  of  the  needs  of  the  American  people,  to  prop- 
erly appraise  our  industrial  conditions  and  our  economic  struc- 
ture. The  picture  Is  not  as  perfect  or  faultless  as  many  wotUd 
have  us  l)elieve.  The  centralizing  forces  operating  within  the 
Republic  may  prove  disturbing  factors  to  our  security  and 
prosperity.  Economic  policies  that  do  not  rest  U|kmi  sound 
princi|»les  will  result  in  confusion  if  not  disaster.  As  wealth 
is  piled  mountain  high  in  the  hands  of  trusts,  corporations,  and 
spH-lal  interests  socialism  In  various  forms  may  follow  in  Itii 
wake. 

Republics  are  not  free  from  disturbing  and  menacing  dangers ; 
indeed,  democracies,  by  some  it  is  said,  are  beset  by  graver  dan- 
gers than  other  forms  of  government.  It  is  Important  that  Fed- 
eral legislation  and  national  policies  should  breathe  a  spirit  of 
justice,  of  equality,  and  of  genuine  progress.  Legislation  must 
not  be  sectitmal  or  spe<-ial ;  there  must  be  no  favorites,  no 
[x>licies  that  will  make  for  castes  or  classes  or  divisions  among 
the  i^etiple  of  this  Republic.  For  that  reason.  If  there  were  no 
other.  I  appeal  to  my  Republican  friends  to  abandon  a  policy 
that  will  strengthen  the  hands  of  monopolies  and  trusts,  that 
will  increase  prices,  and  add  to  the  burdens  of  the  American 
wage  earner.  We  should  lighten  the  tax  burdens  and  restrict, 
80  far  as  possible,  the  expenditures  of  the  Federal  Government. 
Tariff  burdens  are  tax  burdens.  They  are  not  paid  by  the 
foreigner;  they  are  paid  by  the  consumer.  Taxes  paid  by  the 
great  trusts  and  corporations  and  manufacturing  interests  are 
pa.«i.sed  on  to  the  peoi>le  and  paid  by  them. 

Mr.  President,  we  will  not  be  serving  the  Interests  of  the 
people  If  we  pass  the  bill  before  us  In  its  present  fmm.  It 
would  be  better  to  have  no  bill  than  the  pending  measure. 
Unless  it  is  materially  luodlfled  I  shall  feti  constrained  to  vote 
against  It. 


'■  :■  .- 
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Exhibit  A 
ScBKDVLK  I.— Commodities  (^  wkich  imporU  vere  ten  than  10  per  cent  of  domettit  eonrumptton  in  I9t7 

[U.  S.  Tariff  Commission! 


Paragraph, 
act  of  1022 


Commodity 


Acetic  anhydride: 

Pounds 

Value 

Boric  acid: 

Pounds 

Value 

Citric  acid: 

Pounds 

Value 

Tannic  acid: 

Pounds ... 

Value 

Qallic  acid: 

Pounds.. 

Value 

Oleic  acid: 

Pounds 

Value 

Phosphoric  acid: 

Pounds 

Value..  

Pyrogallic  acid: 

Pounds . 

Value 

Stearic  acid: 

Pounds ... 

Value 

Ethylene  ttl.vcoI: 

Pound.s 

Value 

Acetone: 

I         Pounds 

:         Value 

Footnotes  at  end  of  schedule. 


Domestic 
production 


■2,088,567 
$684,700 

21,00S.«OS 
$1,682,665 

7.088,216 
$3,1SO,07« 

1, 307,  232 
$693,466 

516, 87$ 
(•) 

65,684.016 
Not  shown 

SO.  055, 573 
>a.  821. 068 

166.472 
$»3.878 

36,  265. 122 
Not  shown 

11.732,708 
$3,516,830 

•2(,  000, 000 


Imports  for 
consumption 


Production 
plus  imports 


9,366 


'406,545 
$19,805 

71,201 
$18,515 

120,006 
$27,145 

0 
0 

78.  .166 
$7,140 

'637,412 
$67,366  ! 

None.  \ 

None.  I 

1,022.275  '. 
$105,703  j. 

56 
$13. 

154.223  ; 
$17,756  '. 


2.007,032 
$585,667 

21,415,148 
$1,602,460 

7, 120,  506 
$3,160,401 

1,418,106 
$630, 610 

515, 876 


55,  762.  581 


51.502,085 
$3,880,034 

166,473 
$303,878 

37,287,387 


11,72X863 
$3,616,862 

24. 154. 223 


Domestic 
exports 


'2,398,416 
» $167. 702 


%173.67> 


2, 35%  650 


44.96B.KM 


.Apparent 
oonsumption 


2, 007, 032 
$685,667 

10,016,732 
$1,444,768 

7, 120. 506 
$3,100,401 

1,418,108 
$830,610 

615.878 


53,588,008 


51.502.086 
$3,880,034 

166.473 
1303.878 

34.034,738 


11,722.*5S 
111516.863 

l«.l«a^llO 


Ratio  of 
imports 

to  OOO- 

sumption 


Ptreeml 
a46 
.16 

2  13 
1.36 

LOO 
.68 

8.53 
4.37 


.18 


1.M 

Lra 


t«3 


I:  '>'  f 


■r'.    V- 


' ,  J 


1 1 


il 
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Pangni>ii, 


14 


M 


n 


U 


21 


30 


32 


Commodity 


Amj\  atoohol: 

Pooads 

Vahie 

BotTi  aleohid: 

PouixU 

ValiM «. 

Calehim  anmatK 

Poands - 

V«Ju» 

Aluminnm  hydroxide: 

Poands 

Vtluo 

Anunoaiom  aluminum  ailplMta: 

Poands 

▼•too 


Pouods. 

Valw 

Ammoniom  iialpb***: 

PmskIs 

Value 

Liquid  anhydroos  ammonia: 

Poanib 

Value 

Crtam  of  tartar 

■^  ■    -        ■» 

rOOIMlS •. 

Value 

Bleacfaizi. 

Poands. 

Value 

Caldam  owbide: 

Poands 

Value 

Cakantf: 

Pounds 


Corrool've  soMimate: 

Poands -— 

Vatas 

Carbon  tetradikulds: 

PoondS- .  .............................. 

Value 

Cbkrolorm: 

Pounds _ 

Takw 

Ooid.  dver,  iiiatiiium.  and  rbodinm  salts: 

Poands 

Value..- 

Bismuth  sritsr 

Poands — ... — 

Vatoe 

Ceat-tar  intermediates: 

rVHlXMS .._.....•......••.••. 

Value 

Coal-tar  dyes: 

Pounds ~ 

Value 

Resins: 

Pounds .................. 

Vatoe- 

Medirtnals: 

Pounds - 

Vatoe , 

Flavors  and  perfumes: 

Povmds. .,.. ................ — .. 

Vatoe 

CeUukne  esterr 

Pounds 

Value 

Pyroxytin.  rods,  sheets,  and  mbSK 

Poands 

Vatoe 

Vuleaniied  fiber 

Pounds. — — — 

Vatoe 

Ethyl  acetatec 

Poands 

Vatao 

Kthyl  ether 

Pounds 

Vatoe 

▲myi  acetate: 

Pounds 

Vatoe 

Chestnut  extnet: 

Poands 

Vatoe 

Fustic  extract: 

Poands - 

Vatoe ~ 

Hemlock  bark  extract- 
Pounds 

Vatoe 

Lofwood  extract: 

Poands .... — 

Vaiae _ 

Oak  extract: 

Pounds. 

Value 

Sumac  extract: 

Poands 

Vahw „ 


Domestic 
production 


Footnote*  at  end  of  aehedale. 


I,(n7,523 

•43,  no,  000 
•  |7,W1,(M) 

'26,938,  OSI 
'  $1, 633, 1» 

•7,830,000 
>  1287,000 

10,822.000 
1316,220 

008,802,000 
$7,786,445 

1,49s.  80S,  8M 
$34,002,515 

45.333,020 
K  030, 490 

7.283,977 


223,374,000 
t4.14B,20S 

403.910,000 
$0,397.  5fi« 

104,901 
r  97, 800 

433,725 
$003,584 

'16.900.053 
'$1,049^750 

•1,900,000 
•$391,480 

Not  shown, 
•$2,727,906 

373,430 
$038,320 

'240,073,184 
'$52,005,881 

'•8.330,304 

'$88,532,796 

13,452,230 
$0,322,548 

'S,.V48,556 
'$8,819,487 

'  4, 261, 406 

'$2,427,367 


OCTOBBB  5 


Imports  for 
consamption 


"MS,  504. 358 

11  17, 300,  000 
■>  $l^  507. 000 


taS,  817. 616 

'36.505,506 
'$3,900,804 

'4,005.090 
'  $1. 432. 321 

'4421.301 

:  $1,677.  52$ 

(") 
$5,312,807 

ei9,353 

6t  506,931 

$200,750 

(") 
$1.235. 900 

«,47fi.<>2» 
$358,473 

5,524.944 
$^6,553 


4,708 
$1,534 

31.  751 
$6,509 

3,807 
$717 

156,380 
$12,798 

193,500 
$3,089 

1.522,766 
$19,436 

38,422,720 
$780,323 

0 
0 

250,857 
$5a03O 

a,  711. 021 
$75,550 

4,450,726 
$167,406 

5,501 
r,045 

5,044 
$8,406 

None. 
None. 

n 

$42 
5,206 

$aa»44 

10,  MO 
$15,080 

2,064,526 
$036,176 

4,«ia31« 
$6^419^582 

11,350 
K366 

90,100 
$233,188 

100^043 
$195,452 

528,708 
$425,439 

134.946 
$110^236 

1.948 
$1,24» 

3,748 
1391 

23 
$12 

300 
$150 


Production 
plus  Imports 


1.082,391 
$400,6^4 

43,831.751 
$7,977,168 

26,941.869 
$1,633,837 

7,976,280 
$300,453 

11,015,500 
$310,903 

610, 384.  766 
$7,  804,  881 

1,534,231.678 

$24,842,838 

45.233,030 
$4,030,490 

7,543.334 


Domestic 
exports 


'1,178.703 
•$67,151 


11.  no 

13,704 

0 
0 

165.585 
$25,054 

None. 
None. 

110,040 
H^iMl 


336.085,921 
$4,223,755 

408,360.726 
$0,564,963 

110.402 
$304,935 

438,769 
$609,980 

16.900.652 
$1, 049,  750 

1,909,671 
$301,522 


$2,748,850 

383.900 
$953,400 

342, 127.  700 
$53,022,057 

103,340,530 
$43,952,377 

13,463.588 
$6. 326, 814 

3,637,865 
$7, 062, 675 

4,421,447 
$4  622. 819 


$45,920,797 

17.434.946 
$16,617,236 


$23,818,865 

36,500,254 
$3, 910, 196 

4,606,721 
$1,432,333 

2.421.601 
$1,677,673 


42.256,868 
$491,  317 

3iaa7Q,080 
$6,826,600 


16,686,586 
$310,ft52 

4.873,300 
$197,  361 


Apparent 
consumption 


1,083.301 
$460,084 

48,831,751 
$7,977,108 

2^  763, 156 
$l,56^686 

7,976,280 
$300,453 

11,015,600 
$319,903 

568,127.808 
$7,313,504 

1,333,661.408 
$18, 01^  238 

45,233,020 
K030^<«0 

7,543,334 


2,  417,  730 
$348,476 

36, 77a  560 
$5,495,322 


655,309 
$328,761 


1.539,902 
$1,302,614 


$1, 455. 175 


$5,312,807 


$222,057 

6,505,931 
$300,756 


$1.36^963 

9,476,639 
$358,473 

5,634,093 
$385,454 


$176,019 


200.300,336 
$3, 913, 108 

400,487,466 
$0.  $67, 601 

110,402 
$204,035 

438,760 
$860,980 

16,900,653 

$1,049,756 

1,900,671 
$301,533 


$3,748,850 

383,900 
$053,400 

330.700,970 

$52,  673,  581 

76,478,900 
$38^457,065 

13,463,589 
$6,  336,  814 

2,982,356 
»,  723, 914 

4, 421, 447 

$2, 622, 819 


Ratio  of 
imports 
to  con- 
sumption 


Per  een' 

0.28 


.07 
.07 

.01 
.05 

1.90 
4.20 

1.76 
1.15 

.27 
.27 

3.14 
4.3S 


$45,929,797 

15.905.044 
$15. 314. 622 


$32,363,090 

36,509,254 
$3, 9ia  105 

4, 605,  721 
$1, 432, 333 

%  421, 601 
$1,677,673 


$6,136,788 


$322,067 

6,505,931 
$309,756 


2,724,155 
$253,236 


$1,007,727 

9,476,629 
$358,473 

\634.9»3 
$385^454 


3.44 


1.30 
1.93 

1.10 
1.70 

4  98 
3.44 

1.16 
.98 


.70 

2  75 
1.58 

.88 
1.76 

&43 

14.00 

.08 
.07 

290 
3.47 

8.68 

7.45 


.85 
.73 


.01 
.01 


.01 
.01 


1.23 


240 


1.95 
3.13 
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Paracraph, 
act  or  1922 


41 


44 


45 


48 


51 


S3 


64 


66 


66 


67 


61 


70 


71 


72 


78 


74 


76 


77 


Commodity 


Formaldehyde: 

Pounds 

V^alue 

H  exametb  y  lenetetram  ine : 

Pounds 

Vatoe 

Ink  and  ink  powdecs: 

Pounds. 

Vatoe 

Iodine,  reaubiimad: 

Pounds 

Value 

Bromine: 

Pounds 

Value.  

Lead  acetate,  ell  kinds: 

Pounds 

Value 

Lead  arsenate: 

Pounds —. 

Value 

Licorice  extnet: 

Pounds 

Value 

Man^nnesr  salts,  all  kinds: 

Pounds 

Value 

Menhaden  oU:  Value 

Fish  oUs,  D.  s.  p.  f.: 

Pounds 

Value 

Castor  oil: 

Pounds 

Value 

Linseed  oil: 

Pound* 

Value 

Cottonseed  oil: 

Pounds........... ..... 

Value 

Alitarin  assistants: 

Pounds 

Value.. 

Hydrogenated  oite: 

Tons 

Value 

Vanillin: 

Pounds ............._.. 

Value . 

Prussian  blue: 

Tons 

Value 

UltramariQe  blue: 

Tons 

Value 

Bone  black: 

Tons 

Value 

Chrome  colors: 

Tons 

Value 

Carbon  black: 

Pounds 

Value 

Lampblack: 

Tons . . 

Value 

Bone  black  and  char: 

Tons 

Value 

Litbarse: 

Pounds 

Value 

Orange  mineral: 

Tons 

Vatoe 

Redlewl: 

Tons 

Vatoe _ 

White  lead: 

Tons 

Value 

Satin  white: 

Pounds _............. 

Value 

Vamishee: 

Gallons 

Value . . 

Lithopone: 

Tons 

Value 

Zinc  oxide: 

Tons 

Value - 

Sodium  bicarbonate  (r^ned): 

Tons 

Value 

Sodium  cart>onat«: 

Tons 

Value .- 

Borax  (refined): 

Tons . 

Value 


Domestic 
production 


'a4,,'i07,3«7 
'$2,256,534 

1.315,213 


u$4(X306.030 

9a766 
$420,475 

1,756,310 
$554,680 

2.535,320 
$333,736 

».  856,  212 
$3,088,907 

X  17,  70a  000 
••$3,138,432 


$395,360 
$3a627.706 

1,641.303 


40;40a874 


778, 714.  975 


1,887.910.000 
$143,  242. 000 

-*  15,  579.  781 
>*  $1.560, 366 

263,646 


316.038 
$2, 070,  775 

2,052 
$1,364,537 

4.174 
$1,137,035 

20,570 
$2,466,348 

»  16,550 
$5,563,856 

»  168, 909. 000 
$0. 312, 500 

4,400 
$1,0401341 

20,080 
$3,466,343 

163.310,000 
$13,064,046 

TOO 
$178,457 

30,073 
$6^  980^043 

152,606 
$$4,537,385 

37.772,000 
$64X414 

•  00,065,300 


Imparts  ior 
consumption 


'176,904 
$17.16>.«a0 

171,433 
$32.064.3U 

13^050 
$3,639,341 

'1.466.878 
$20. 947,  396 

64.864 
$5^  079k  378 


Footnotes  at  end  of  schedule. 


%600 
$832 

$.417 
$1,716 

149,324 
$45,631 

None. 
None. 

None. 
None. 

338.402 
$31,908 

None. 
None. 

704.653 
$176. 013 

333,063 
$19,  719 

92.530 
$28,420 

18.962 
$8,711 

8,300,383 
$432,416 

804 
$53 

205,383 

$7,396 

47 
$15,531 

3,178 
$3a961 

7 
K30S 

488 

$113,683 

"341 
$7,566 

»116 
$64457 

•7 
tlO 

$81,074 

»606 
$40,535 

1,183 
$133 

33 

$3,816 


Kin 

MS 

$30i901 

3.008 
$145 

35,708 
$H4S5 

7, 970 
$666,166 

»  1.475 
$230,046 

S3 
>3,30e 

so 

$4,431 

7 
$1.1U 


Production 
plus  imports 


24.509,967 
$2,357,366 

1.318,630 


$40,360,551 

ga766 

$430,475 

1, 766.  310 
$564,688 

4773.722 
$355,734 

2a  850.  318 
$3,088,007 

18, 494,  653 
$3,306,345 


$416,060 
$3a627.706 

1.633,022 


40,419,836 
783,075,358 


1.8S7.9ia3»4 
$142,242,052 

l^  785. 063 
$1. 567, 662 

262,603 


319,316 

$2,091,736 

2,050 
$1,366,843 

4. 888 

$1.2Sa607 

39.830 
$2,473,908 

16,606 
$6,615,313 

168,900,007 
$0,312,510 

4,627 
$1,071,315 

29,686 
$a,S0a808 

163, 311, 183 
$13,064,170 

733 
$183,273 

30.000 
$6,084,446 

154800 
$84,567,386 

$7,775,008 
$544  MO 

9^081,008 


Domestic 
exports 


Apparent 
consumption 


4235,960 
$307,388 


$1. 784  174 


'1,008,87$ 
•$141,835 


184,073 
$17,819,786 

174007 
$24308,250 

121,003 
}3, 644  650 

1,466, 928 
$3^951,837 

64.871 
$&k08a303 


4835.240 


67.981.717 
$5, 037, 557 


47U 


m 


54. 43a  811 
K90e.734 


"1.508 
$188,006 

M  4  857, 581 
$371,870 


84S64.007 
$4  05a  101 

I,  $18, 630 


$88,468,377 

0a76t 
$43447$ 

1.756,310 
$854,688 

4774  722 
$865,734 

14784  539 
$4  047,673 

18,404.653 
$480&345 


$415,000 
$3a627.706 

1,834083 
48.410,818 


Toassaois 


1,814  838. 677 
,  $138,301,496 

16.785.063 
$1,567, 663 

344077 


6,047 

$047,236 


484133 


4100 
$384585 

14,  «M 
$1,821,786 


4144 
-  155 


34401 
$877,414 

$6,064 
$4424144 


$14318 
$3,001,738 

4050 
$l,368,8tt 

4,683 
$1.334607 

30,830 
$8,474808 

14686 
$5,614313 

114,568,386 
$i  714  776 

4,827 
$1,071,316 

34178 
$4  317, 873 

164464601 
$14704808 

788 
$184373 

34000 
$4084.445 

144818 
$$4034060 

17,774  003 
$544560 

04S08,87« 


Ratio  of 
imports 
to  con- 
sumption 


Percent 
a  01 
.04 


.13 


480 
&18 


4.80 
436 


4.78 
488 


.04 

.81 


LSD 

.47 

.03 


1.00 
LOO 

.84 

.n 

400 
410 

.81 
.31 

.70 

.98 


191 
400 

418 
1.78 


414 
408 

.07 
.08 

.11 
.08 

.01 

.08 


184864 
$17,  W7,  301 

4.38 
478 

15441$ 
$34481.473 

.88 
L17 

111,868 
$4304,486 

.OS 
.10 

1,444587 
$84074,413 

.08 

27,917 
$4654  340 

.08 
.04 

hi 


|i;l';:r-: 


It  ■  ■     ' 

1 ) :  -      -  " 

i  <,--'« 


-":  ■'• ' 


fyM<: 


^.4M-. 
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Paragraph. 

act  of  iVa 


Commodity 


'J 

; 


If! 

1 


»   ' 


U  k 


u 

w 

M 


I  97 

(B.B.aee7) 


t 


Salt: 

Tons .— 

Vilne _ _ 

Sodiimi  chromate  and  dichromat«: 

Tons 

Value 

Sodium  hydnaidfl: 

Tons 

Value 

Monosodium  phosphate,  disodium  phosphate,  and  trisodiom 
phosphate: 

Tons ^ _ — 

Value 

Glauber  salt: 

Tons — 

Value 

Sodiiun  silicate: 

Tons 

Value 

Sodinm  sulphite  (normal): 

Toms 

Value 

Sodium  bisulphite: 

TOBB — 

Value 

Sodium  thiosolphate: 

Ttona 

VataB 

Comstan^: 

Tons 

Value 

Tin  compounds;  ■ 

Poonds ... 

Zinc  chloride: 

vainei^iiiiirnnniiiiiiiiriiiiiiiiiii! 

Zinc  sulphate: 

Tons 

Vahie.., 

Dynamite  and  other  high  ezpiosiTes:  Value. 


Domestic 

production 


»»7,888,«( 

tZ4.8t7.ge: 

31,46: 
|3,780.43J 

as,  97: 


76,  OS 
IS,  613,05! 

HO 
$1,061,981 

499, 85' 
•6,745^40 

5.09 
$390,521 

Ml  611 

$512,76 

16, 6S 
$704,  3» 

506,06: 
$32,316,87! 


$10,582,58 

39,13 
$1,921,46  1 

'4,17  1 
tr8,3D 
$72,489,661 


>  1925  produetion  tor  sale. 

'Imports  almost  entirely  of  medicinal  gnde. 

'  1927  exports  not  shown.     Figure  is  mean  of  I99S  and  192S. 

<  Vnlue  confidential. 

•  1928  ngurea. 

•  Estimatea  192B  production. 
'Sales. 

•ltfJ6  flgnrv. 

•  Gold  and  silver  salts  only, 
w  Dcies  not  include  oollodian. 
u  incltides  ooUodian. 

"  Q<.i:>ntity  not  shown,  because  both  liquid  and  solid  forms  are  Included. 

M  Printing  and  writing  inks  only. 

M  Estimated. 

u  No  Foreign  production. 


«•  Tt  rkey 
>'  ~ 

M  Coknbined 
w  C»  rome 
•  Ct  rome 


» 

a 
a 
a 

M 

r 

»ln 
n 

m 


Boje 
Rel 


(n  Total  value  of  imports  In  \9TJ  of  oommodities  of  wbidi  imports  wen  less  than  10 


Total  value  o(  imports  for  Schedule  1  in  1927. 
Relation  of  H)  to  (2). 


ScHXDVU  3.—Cbmmodltie*  oftehiek  Hmpcrtt  were  Um  than 


rangraph. 
aet  of  1923 


201 


Commodity 


Befractory  brick: 

Firebrick- 
Number- ............. ... 

Value 

BQica  briok — 

Number 

Value 

Macnesite  briA— 

Short  tons . 

Value 

Chrome  bride— 

Short  torn 

Vatae „ „ 

Otbar  refractory  brick  and  diapee— value. 


Total  ntaetocy  brick  and  9hape»— Vahiei 


1196    Brick,  n.  a.  p.  £: 
(H.  B.  WT)  Common  building  bri<±— 

Total  lor  eoontry— 

Norabar ... 

Value 

Hudson  Birer  district  only^ 

Number 

Value 

Sand-Ume  brick- 
Number 

Value. 

Footnote*  at  «ad  of  aefaedute. 


Domstlc 
prodution 


870, 
$36, 

245, 
$12, 


=  $2. 

'$2. 
$8, 


T,t»2, 

$77. 

i.2a5, 

$13. 

318, 
$3. 


OCTOBEE  5 


Imports  fw 
consumption 


»44,970 
$167. 675 

28 
$1,451 

87 
$H410 


8,385 
$395,402 

3,145 
$31,210 

77 
$3,068 

501 
$29,740 

»81g 
$40,720 

12 
$610 

7 
$747 

1.408 
$013 

400 
$401006 

ao4 

$$.390 
$458 


Production 
plus  imports 


7, 613, 660 
$24,985,637 

31,490 
$3,781,880 

594.060 
$36,266,763 


84,454 
$6,008,455 

57,665 
$1,113,  190 

499,934 

$6,  748,  473 

5,531 
$429,269 

11,328 
$553,485 

16,668 
$704,994 

506,090 
$32.  317,  &X 


$10,583,475 

29,603 
$1,961,535 

4.374 

$285,091 

$72. 49a  126 


Domestic 
exports 


153,831 
$1,329,980 

4,453 
$562,625 

50,444 
$2,904,469 


27,493 
$432,062 


121.435 
$7,473,516 


$1,808,264 


Apparent 
consumption 


7, 459,  829 
$23,655,657 

27,037 
$3,  219,  261 

543,  616 
$33,272,204 


M,454 
$6^008,455 

S7,6A5 
$1. 113, 190 

472,441 
$6,316,411 

5,531 
$4281368 

11,328 
$653,485 

16.668 
$704,904 

384,665 
$34,844,110 


$10, 683, 476 

29,603 
$1,961,535 

4.374 

$285,691 

$70,681,862 


Ratio  of 

imports 

to  oon- 

sumption 


Per  etni 
0.60 
.71 

.10 
.OS 

.02 
.10 


9.93 
6.58 

5.46 
2.80 

.03 

.03 

9.06 
6.93 

7.22 
7.30 

.07 
.09 


1.60 

2.00 

4.70 
3.30 


Qtiui 
Boie 


red  oil  only, 
black,  bene  ch^  and  blood  char. 
»d  with  par.  73. 
yellow,  orange,  and  men. 
yellow,  green,  and  other  colors, 
t  it  y  sold, 
e  bLick  and  other  black  pigments,  dry  or  ground  in  oil. 
)  black  and  lampblack, 
lead  and  litharge. 
Inducting  oleoresinous,  spirit,  and  nitrocellulose  varnishes 

aining  lead. 
Evbporated  in  brine,  and  rock  salt. 

">ajo,  b»ilk,  and  for  curing  fish. 
So<  jum  bi&ulphite  and  metabisulpbite. 
Bi(  bloride  and  tetrachloride. 


per  cent  of  domestic  cotunmption,  listed  above. 


.per  oent. 


!^ 


556  303 

'6,658,000 

15.09 


iO  per  cent  of  domeitic  eonmmption  in  19f! 


149. 
(63, 


000 

249 


1,000 
56,904 

142,648 
110,908 


1,028 
126 

27,348 


(06,; 


$61, :  54,  734 


14. 

)»1. 

JS4. 


«(M, 


000 

146 

600 
649 


(30. 


1,000 
120 


Imparts  for 
consumption 


1^610,000 
$02,260 

8,000 

$689 


=  4 
:$423 


I 


Production 
plus  imports 


872.060.000 
$36,145,509 

346,887,000 
$12, 757,  583 

42,662 
$2,811,421 

30,028 
$2,006,125 
$8,127,368 


$93,272 


$61,848,006 


Domestic 
exports 


(') 

^\ 
P) 

P) 

0) 

iJ 

P 


$3. 024, 158 


96lM8,000 

$568,041 

04.468.000 
$637,020 

e 

0 


7, 098,  012. 000 
$78,420,086 

1.320,832,000 
$14. 441, 67S 

318.281.000 
$3,630,120 


i? 
(«) 


Apparent 
consumption 


$66,823,848 


Ratio  of 
ini[)orts 
to  con- 
sumption 


Per  cent 
0.30 
.26 

.00 

.00 

.01 
.02 

.00 
.00 


.10 


L36 
.73 

7.10 
3l72 

.00 
.00 


1929 
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Paragraph, 
act  of  1923 


202 
203 


304 
306 


1543 

(H.  B.  3667) 


307 


308 

211  and  212 

216 
217 

218 

210 

221 
223 


233 
226 
226 

234 
236 


290 
237 


Commodity 


Tiles,  earthen,  not  including  roofing  tiles: 

Quantity,  square  feet 

Limestone  (not  suitable  for  use  as  building  or  monumental  stone) 
crude  or  crushed: 

Short  tons a — .....—. 

Value — 

Lime,  n.  s.  p.  f.  and  hydrated: 

Snort  tons. - ■ 

Value 

Magnesite,  crude: 

Short  tons ..... — • 

Value 

Qypsum,  not  calcined: 

Short  tons - — ....—.—. 

Value — 

Qypsum,  calcined: 

Short  tons .— ................—-—-• 

Value 

Keene's  cement  and  other  gypsum  cement: 

Short  tons ...... — — 

Value - ...... 

Cement:  Roman,  Portland  and  other  taydrauUe: 
Total  for  country- 
Barrels ...--..-----—•--•-•--•------------- 

Value 

Seaboard  districts  only- 
Barrels -. 

Value .— ~-.. . 

Clays,  n.  s.  p.  f.: 
Total- 
Short  tons. . ... — 

Value 

Ba'l  clay- 
Short  tons..... • 

Value 

AD  other  clay- 
Short  tons 

Value 

Fuller's  earth: 

Short  tons ..... . — - — 

Value 

Mica,  ground  and  scrap: 

Snort  tons. . ...... . 

Value — — 

Mica,  punched  and  unslted  (except  splittings): 

Short  tons 

Value .-- .. 

Chemical  porcelain:  Value . -...- 

Chemical  stoneware:  Value 

Electrical  porcelain:  Value _.. . 

China  hotel  ware:  Value ........... 

Sanitary  ware  and  plumbing  fixtures:  Value ^ 

Carbon  products,  n.  s.  p.  f.:  Value 

Bottles,  vials,  jars,  and  other  glass  containers  (except  perftime  and 

toilet  preparation):  Value 

Olassware.  illuminating:  Value ... ...... 

Blown  glass  tableware:  Value . .......... ........ — 

Window  glass: 

Square  feet 

Value - — 

Fluted,  rolled,  ribbed,  or  rough  plate  glass,  and  plate  glass  containing 
a  wire  netting: 

Square  fset . .. . 

Value ~ 

Polished  plate  glass: 

Square  feet -. 

Value ... ........... 

Polished  plate  glass  containing  a  wire  netting: 

Square  twt — 

Value - 

Mirrors  and  looklng-glaswe  (unframed):  Value 

Spectacles,  eyeglasses,  goggles,  frames  and  parts  of:  Value 

Lenses  of  ghss  or  pebble,  molded  or  pressed,  ground,  etc.,  and  strips  of 

glass,  etc.:  Value.. ..... 

Burrstones,  millstones,  etc.:  Value ........ — 

Monumental  granite: 
Uimianufactured — 

Cubic  feet .............. — . .......... 

Value 

Manufactured— VatOB.. . 

Orlndstones: 

Short  tons 

Value 

Slates,  manufactores,  etc.:  Vahie. . 


Domestic 
production 


Imparts  for 
ooosomptioB 


Oa  012,072 
$37,412,702 


08, 177, 180 
$00,250,076 

4,414.033 
$38,638,413 

131.490 
$1,000,690 

065.371 
$X  388, 663 

3, 012, 211 
$30,785,701 

41.431 
$674,606 


176, 33a  381 

*•  $3e4>  ooa  000 

03, 240. 503 
$161, 027,  111 


8,2Sai06 
$0,425,530 

11.1, 054 
$804,772 

$.137,063 
$8, 53a  748 

264,478 
$3,767,088 

5,002 
$115,020 

%190 

$291,210 
"  $208,  731 

$985,732 
$22,  86a  678 
$ia  019.  528 
$20,094,000 
$12,876,128 

$111, 88a  546 
$11,528,622 

•$ii.ooaooo 

481,021,360 
$36,813,607 


28,876,430 
$3, 17a  828 

117, 007,  OM 
$48,746,333 

a,  310, 047 

$1,631,238 

$17,661,263 

$15,685,087 

$ia067,a06 
$35,438 


8,107,010 

r,664,033 

$48, 40%  00$ 

23,662 

$060,007 

fll.a8a736 


'  4.  746, 135 
'$1,043,170 


8,060 
$8,740 

ia8$7 
966.836 

8S« 

$8,574 

3,  SOS 
$3aZ31 

8,066 
$84,716 

1,040 
$32,186 


2,040.030 
$3,056,440 

3,040,090 
$3,066,446 


$511,857 

32,060 
$327,236 

22,837 
$18i«21 

7,580 
$106,281 

430 
$13,105 

83 

$13,211 

$ia803 

$11, 416 

$$6,235 

'$50a000 

K050 

$600,852 

$207,  «5 
$963,086 

•  $i,ooaooo 

68, 33a  858 
$%  618, 616 


021.548 
$88,766 

lS,06a887 
$4,307,583 

251. 440 
$65,438 

$68,816 
$41,306 

$106,673 
$1,005 


Ml$3,723 

u  $21$,  887 

$811^787 

1.7V3 

$114,874 
>'$78,00e 


Production 
plus  tmiMrts 


Domestk 
exports 


05.357,107 
$28,456,881 


Oai85.3«« 
$ea2e7.834 

4,05,760 
$38,006,240 

122,346 
$1,000,134 

067,064 
$2,418,804 

8,018,367 
$30, 87a  607 

43,480 
$70a886 


177, 38a  311 
$38a05a446 

05.  200, 533 
$164.  883, 667 


3,305,609 

$o,e37,^n 

14a  013 
$1,222,008 

3, 150,  670 
$8,715,360 

272,068 
$3, 87a  310 

a  333 
$128,125 

2,272 

$304,430 

$225,233 

$997,  148 

$22,805,913 

$ia  519,  528 

$29,098,960 

$13,  485,  980 

$112,088,041 
$12,511,708 

$i2,ooaooo 

55a  358,  206 
$20,432,123 


3a  787,078 
$3,266,504 

132, 147. 001 
$47,063,866 

8,671.003 

$l.«0a876 

$17, 73a  077 

$15, 72a  463 

$ia  16a  068 
$3a633 


3, 33a  682 

$7, 886,  $10 

$48,775,703 

25,446 

$773,881 

$11. 46a  645 


•1.34a  000 
$101,100 


<«) 

18,478 
$Sia077 

•100 


8 


8ia736 

$a;7oa7i7 


s 


usaTSl 
»  $1,117, 880 

8 
i? 

S 

u  1,434 
M  $307, 368 

P) 

P) 
$1,  201,  481 

(•) 
$1,108,660 
$3,  157. 176 

$8,a7a8oo 
$ooaoe8 
(•) 

1,068,300 
$118,083 


P) 
P) 

1,081,330 
$347,164 


Api«reot 
consumption 


$&!» 

$604,138 
(^ 


(•) 


•(,1m,  »7 
».  064, 081 


4,4ia381 
$8^784,373 

133,346 
$1.00a3>4 


17a  668, 888 
$384,180,730 


Batioor 
import* 
to  con- 
sum  ptioo 


S,3ta861 
$8,810^488 


838 
$07,167 


$31,60i4S3 


$27,00a2DO 
$ia  32a  804 

$100,011,151 
$11.6U730 


64O,S0aO08 
$3^311041 


131, 06a  663 
$47,60a703 


814, 801;  881 
$a  471, 088 


/TIT  cm 

&04 
$.73 


.01 
.01 

.38 
.03 

.70 
.78 

.» 
L38 

.18 
.31 

147 
4.88 


L16 
L04 

118 
LOl 


L72 
6.80 

22.57 
3a78 

.71 
2.13 

2.70 
2.82 

aTO 
ia23 

0.70 

13.60 

7.30 

1.14 

.16 
4.75 

.03 
6.00 

.10 

a64 

8.8$ 

12.63 
8.03 


3.00 
173 

11.48 
a84 

7.04 

3.88 

.30 

.38 

L18 
100 


106 

171 

.64 

&98 

14.84 

.60 


>  Included  In  total  Taloe  for  refractory  bri<*  and  shapes  exported.  •  Qoantlty  etttaatad  oa  basis  of  value. 

>  Production  and  Imports  are  based  on  6-year  average,  as  1037  is  not  a  signiflcaat         *  Estimated. 

year  **  Estimated  on  value  of  shipmenU. 

»  Production  for  1926,  last  year  for  which  statistics  are  availaUaL  "  May  tndude  a  smaU  amooiit  of  kaoUn  or  Chins  day. 

« Th*re  were  no  ImporU  of  chrome  brick  in  1026  or  1037.  "  Exporto  include  lubrloanU,  for  which  no  imporU  are  (•Ponod. 

•  No  comparable  imports.  »  Production  tor  1W6.  st^Oatla  tor  1037  production  not  availaUa. 

*  Not  seDwatelv  reported  "  Mooumontal  and  boilding  granite. 

» Does  notlndude  Imports  frtm  Cube,  which  inchide  rooflng  tflaa.  '•  Does  not  indude  some  rough  slate  importwl  tree  of  duty  under  paragraph  1619. 

(1)  Total  value  of  imports  In  1027  of  oommodWee  of  which  Imports  were  lass  than  10  per  eent  of  doniaatte  ooosomptioa,  listed  above $17, 130,  »l 

Total  value  of  imports  for  Schedule  2  in  1928  (Imports  by  sdiedoles  not  readily  available  for  1037) »8a  661,387 

Relation  of  (1)  to  (3) .- P«  ««>'-  «■ " 


;i;^^ 
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0  per  eemt  of  iovuMie  eomumption  in  tW 

jreph, 
act  of 
1022 

ComnxxUty 

Dooestlc 
fvoductioa 

Imports 
tor  con- 

Prodaction 
phis  imports 

e: 

mestic 
ports 

Apparent 
consumption 

Ratio  of 
imports 
to  con- 
sumption 

Remarks 

( 
J 
t                                 $03 

I 

* 
<   t 

U                     ao4 

■ 

$07 

L 

if^                          109 

N           **** 
1            "' 

a                      315 

316 
318 

... 

Iron  In  pip: 

Lmc  tons 

V»1iml ._ — 

SpieMMsen: 

*0n,889 

p) 

10a720 

P) 

27,00*000 

(') 

1.143 
$1,86*788 

3L600 
t'38.000 

11.  200.  000 

1.166 
$*  186,  788 

2a  000 
$1^000,000 

261.386 
$1*200,783 

*122 
$*08*78l» 

440 
$30,600 

187.006 
P) 

4*778,717 
P) 

ia6*252 
P) 

4,683 
$1,547. 788 

816,013 

P) 

7,13*683 

P) 

*  970, 037 
P) 

l,3ia768 

P) 

1,67*»1 
P) 

*74*4a 

P) 

40*420 
P) 

*  77*  271 

P) 

%  56*  235 

P) 

78*350 
P) 

13*783 

P) 

28^236 

$ioaoo*23i 
$8oaooo 

$aHk7<a,97» 

(») 

$4*88*871 

80*38*000 
8M7.ia8» 

$8*886 

PJ 

$07,790,000 
$0*848,765 

13*548 
$*3H788 

7,539 
$33*070 

57,921 
$606,120 

6 
$ia472 

211 

$40,  r* 

1 
M,  712 

14 
$1*482 

172 
$3*118 

*220 
$93*118 

110 
$21*708 

16 
$*719 

4.813 
$26*848 

13.870 
$732,827 

9*774 
$4,139^902 

46 
$14,733 

flaooo 

8*000,080 

4,029 
$1X880 

11,415 
$612, 8$8 

647 
$87,775 

1.084 
$101, 512 

161,583 
$*  407,087 

17,802 
$74:^709 

17,901 
$040,186 

3.733 
$661,  760 

63 

$*840 

2,506 
$1,520,434 

196 

$14*417 
$607 

•17,M0 

0) 
$84\2M 

1.18*382 
U87,866 

$8*111 

$1*208 

$6eao83 

*U*457 
(•) 

10*340 
(«) 

27,057.921 
P) 

1,140 
$1,88*258 

*811 
860*626 

501 
81.206,712 

1.180 
1*19*270 

2*172 
8*08*118 

260.614 
$1*13*040 

*241 
I*  801.  487 

488 

$4*319 

19*806 

0) 

43,79*587 
P) 

4,775,038 
P) 

1728 
$1. 50*  528 

876,018 

P) 

7,14*691 
P) 

*00a452 
P) 

1.811.418 

P) 

*0O4,O2B 
P) 

617,321 
P) 

1788,172 
P) 

X  561.058 
P> 

78*412 
P) 

13*286 
P) 

203,431 

$ioa84ao« 

$80a507 

$aa*T2i,oio 
P) 

$47,2X7.287 

88a  48*  362 
$SM7,20a731 

S6*ftM 
P) 

$07,811,217 
$10*700.606 

$1 

$a 

50;  992 
028,423 

8 

239,309 
766.466 

i? 

10 
1164, 017 

9,06a  465 
P) 

iVr  enif 

1.46 
P) 

6l96 
P) 

.23 

<') 

.5 
.6 

7.5 
7.2 

.2 
.5 

1.2 
.5 

.86 

.70 

.3 
7.0 

.5 

4 

i4 

86 

255 

P) 

.03 

P) 

LOO 

P) 

.97 
.04 

6.85 
P) 

.08 

P) 

.30 

P) 

.06 
P) 

.07 
P) 

4.37 
P) 

3.68 
P) 

.65 
P) 

.15 

P) 

.01 

P) 

1.81 

P) 

.075 

.18 

.06 

.008 

P) 
.76 

.17 
.06 

.07 
P) 

P) 
.87 

Value 

P) 

2*81*712 
P) 

1,149 
$1,860,258 

*8U 
$56*636 

ports. 

IroD  or  stMl  tmp: 

Long  toni . .. . 

VfthM    ,          

MotyMMOB  on  or  etnemtntm: 
Sbort  torn 

Vnhi*                              

Otk«  BnncuMse  all«7s: 

XjOns  iOT^                   -       - ... 

Estimated  productkn. 

Value       

MolybdeaTim.    fwromohrbdanai, 
Mkiuin  ooolybdaM,  etc.: 

Estimated  production.  Ratio  of  importik 

Vahjs                    

$1,30*712 

1.150 
f*  081. 363 

20,172 
$5,  (B5, 118 

200,114 
$13,  10*  040 

Z216 
$5,24*342 

465 

$43,310 

18*936 
P) 

43,78*634 

P) 

4.667.750 
P) 

to  production  plus  iaporta. 

Timgstea,  tarrotunptm,  aDoysand 
oom  pounds  1 

Short  too  eootant — 

Value     

Mtaort  torn 

Estimated  production. 

VahM 

Pwro<aik»a  and  iflioon  metal: 

Short  toot — 

Value ^ 

rarroTaoadiom: 

Short  tons — — 

ValM          

r 

$11 
$» 

$1! 
$31 

$1! 

K 

$1 
$1 

$11 

500 
124,000 

25 
$6*126 

*873 
$345,032 

7.953 
$39*006 

117,  276 
,864.588 

8 
8 

23*227 
416, 672 

16*623 

18*501 

162,  in 

,49*296 

25*882 
,08*486 

210,623 
,024.528 

31.612 
(XW,677 

16,127 
(883,408 

14,606 
,450,557 

2*827 
,  302, 810 

8 

36.062 
,930,803 

Estimated  exports. 

ig2S  statistics  throughout. 
Estimated  exports 

Taatalym  Betal: 

Poondt.  , -  ---,-  --- 

Quantity  and  value  of  prodactioo  esti- 

Value  ~ 

Wroucht  iron: 

Long  tone ... .... 

mated. 

Value — 

aieel  ingota.  «t«.: 

Vahi 

8teelbtfs: 

L^Qg  tons .. ....... 

Value 

Steel  circular  aw  plates: 

Lone  tons     .  — 

Batio  of  imports  to  production  plus  lm« 

Vahje 

ports. 

Concrete  rein fonaaeal  ben: 

^^    Long  tons 

"Vahif                              

876,013 
P) 

*90*404 

P) 

*  837, 920 

P) 

1,  ISO,  238 

P) 

1,43*773 
0 

*003,505 

P) 

48*700 
P) 

4772,045 

P) 

%  547, 360 

P) 

75*585 
P) 

Estimated  imports.     Ratio  of  Imports^ 

PlateB  UK)  ^p  if  irea  or  steel: 

Vaint                    

Sheets  o(  iroo  or  steel: 
TiOng  t4*w 

Vshie - _ 

Oahrraiiwl  sheets  of  hen  or  steel: 

Long  tons 

Vatoe - 

Tta  DlMe,  ete.: 

LoM  \vfm       ___. 

Value       J 

/ 

Stnictural  slutpee  of  Iron  or  steel: 
I/)ni{  tons 

Value _ 

Hoops,  bands,  end  soroUs  of  iron  or 

Loavtoos _ 

Value _ 

Wirv  rods  of  iron  or  steal: 

TiODgtons ^^. 

Wire.  pleiB.  of'hxii orstoef:       ] 

Ivong  tons ..; 

Vatoe _ 

Wire,  coeted,  of  iron  or  steel: 

Long  tons 

Valuf 

Wire,  fiat,  of  iren  or  steel: 

Long  torn ^.^.m 

Value _ 

Copper,  brass  and  broase  wire  and 
wire,  n.  s.  p.  L: 
Short  tons ...._ 

Ratio  of  Imports  to  i«odoction.   pins 

P) 

258,379 

$8*D0a845 

$80a807 

$304,566,824 

P) 
$46^886,448 

658,932,362 
$24^423.730 

$61,748 

P) 

$04.13*214 
$08,904,097 

imports. 

Value    

R(qs  tr*v»ifr>-  Vkhni             

Domestic  production  eetmiated  (or  year 

Insulated  wire  and  cable:  Value 

Wire  rope  and  strand: 

Pounds    . . 

«$ 

1 
$ 

$ 
$ 

,16a  086 

,18*  561 
,341.841 

,500.000 
$826,002 

*808 
$837,477 

,673,003 
.804.701 

1021. 

Value       

Woven  w^  ehitiE 

Square  lM8. — 

Value 

Quantity  and  value  of  domestic  produc- 
tion and  quantity  of  domestic  exports 

Porgings  of  iron  and  steal: 

LODgtOBI . 

Value 

Storage  batteries:  ValoB 

Domestic  productioa  figure  refer;  to  (org- 
ings  made  in  steel  works  and  rolling 
mills. 

Ball  and  roller  bearings:  Value 

Mtnotea  at  end  of  aebedale. 

, 

1929 
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Para- 
graph, 
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1022 


322 


$23 


Commodity 


Domestic 
production 


327 


$28 


320 


330 


331 


333 


334 
335 


338 

330 


340 

343 


345 

347 
348 
349 
350 

353 


363 
854 

355 

356 

357 
358 

360 


362 
365 


366 
368 


Ralls,  splice  bars.  etc..  of  Iron  and 
steel: 

Long  tons -■ 

Value  

Axles  of  iron  or  steel: 

Long  tons 

Value 


324  Railway  wheels: 
Long  tons... 
Value 


Cast-iron  pipe  and  flttiogs: 

Short  tons 

Value : 

Iron  castings  other  than  cast-iron 
pipe: 

Long  tons 

Value 

Tub?s,  pipes,  flues,  stays: 

Long  tons 

Value 

Flexible  metal  tubing: 

LiDe«r  teet 

Value 

Chains: 

Ix)ng  tons 

Value 

Bolts,  nuts,  and  washers: 

Pounds .., 

Value -- 

Cut  nails  and  spikes: 

Pounds 

Value 

Horseshoe  nails: 

Pounds 

Value 

Wire  nails  and  spikee: 

Pounds 

Value 


Horse,  mule,  and  ox  shoes: 

Pounds 

Value 

Steel  wool  and  shavings:  Value 

Clrit,  shot,  and  sand: 

Pounds... 

Value 

Wood  screws  of  iron  or  steel: 

Gross 

Value. 

Aluminum  ware:  Value 

Silver    plated    ware,    not   cutlery: 

Value.- 

Enameled  utensils:  Value 

Saw.s:  Value... 

Latch  needles: 

Thousands 

Value 

Spring-heard  needles: 

Thousands 

Value 

Saddlery   and    harness    hardware; 
Value. 

Hook.s  and  eyes:  Value    

Snap  fasteners  and  clasps;  Value. . . 

Metal  buttons:  Value 

Safety  pins:  Value 

riairpiiui:  Value 

Penholders  and  tips:  Value 


Mechanical  pencils  and  pens:  Value. 
Goldpens:  Value 


Fountain  pens:  Value 

Pocketkni ves;  Value 

Table  and  k.itchen  cutlery  ( not  i  n- 

cluding  silver  or  i)latedj:  Value.. 

Machine  knives;  Value 


Scissors  and  shears:  Value 

Safety  raior.^;  Value 

Safety  blades;  Value 

Surveying  instruments:  Value 

Scientific    and    laboratory    instru- 
ments and  parts,  n.  s.  p.  f . :  Value. 


Files;  Value. 

Rifles  and  shotguns: 

Number 

Value : 

Pistols  and  revolvers;  Value. 

Clocks  and  parts:  Value 

Taximeters:  Value 

Clockwork  mechanisms 


369     Automobiles 

Number • 

V  al  ue 

Automobile  tMKlies and  parts:  Value 

Footnotes  nt  eud  of  schedule. 


3,685,304 
P) 

119,203 
$ia  73*  789 


155,0)0 
$15,  196, 806 


1,48*644 


4.000,000 
P) 

3, 981,  591 
P> 

P) 

8*840,000 

P) 
$24,405,003 

807,  765,  200 

^vOf  !nlut  \f^^ 

7*283,600 
P) 

11. 104.  500 
$1,  506, 610 

1,438,004.600 

P) 


70,536,800 
$4,811,037 

$i,ooaooo 
asoaooo 


imports 
for  con- 
sumption 


Production 
plus  imports 


48,Wl,000 

$8,S74,4e4 

$27,990,354 

$35. 29A,  0.M 
$18,  (100. «« 
$22,627,900 

103.479 
$3,022,347 

104. 132 

$95.^,249 

$5,225,324 

$195,799 
$6. 330,  1»1 
$2,  222. 010 
$2, 1.S8,  365 
$1.  .559,  723 

$i2,ooaooo 

$9,000,000 
$2,000,000 

$17. 334, 398 
$5,177,003 

$6. 487, 231 
$4,500,000 

$4, 813, 527 
$1,238,824 

$38,413,455 
$2,000,000 

$28,950,000 


$12, 346.  520 

1, 019,  590 
$12,  S.-^,  301 

$2,  893, 952 
$28,  435, 990 

$1,000,000 
$75,  OOa  000 


3, 3.%5,  SOi 
$2,  .'137,91 2,  192 
$1,118,95^316 


13,207 
$368,046  I 

322  ' 

$18, 318 


030 
$84,460 


91,576 
$2,609,401 


1,5.')3 
$201,660 

42.126 
$4, 310,  797 

395,000 
$19,910 

1.415 
$242,  178 

667.  8.M 
$40,828 

2,039.331 

$46,847 

236.844 
$37,090 

9,008,463 
$237,342 


3a  160 

$1,754 


87,000 
$*428 

43,283 

$5,973 

$72,100 

$04, 67-2 

$197,  1*n7 

$69,342 

5,13.1 
$59,844 

3,666 
$15, 345 
$73,342 

$1,161 
$332,966 
$78,.V(7 
$67,200 
$66,025 
$12,«i31 

$113,009 


$4,322 
$234,531 

$250,706 
$72,706 

$270,649 

$1*  172 

$285,817 

$6,791 

$447, 871 


$127,009 

18,937 

$434, 970 

$79,344 

$1,131,162 

$3,860 

$292,565 


550 

$954, 376 

$1,  30j,  339 


3,098,511 

P) 

119,525 
$ia  755, 107 


155,960 
$15,281,355 


I.  WO,  220 


4,001,553 
P) 

4,023,717 

P) 

P) 
$3,  850, 010 

P) 
$24,648,171 

806,  433, 051 
$»■^  934,  772 

72,322,031 
P) 

11,341.344 
$1,  633,  700 

1,448,903,063 

P) 


79.566,960 
$4,813,661 

$i,ooaooo 

0,887,000 


48,844,283 

$6. 88a  467 

$28,062,454 

$35.  303. 626 
$18,  197,  187 
$22,687,332 

106.614 
$3,062,191 

107,798 

$970,594 

$5,208,666 

$198,960 
$6, 653, 170 
$2.30a577 
$*  255. 565 
$1, 625, 748 
$12,012,831 

$0,113,699 
$2,000,000 

$17,338,720 
$5,411,634 

$6,  737. 939 
$4,572,706 

$5,003,176 
$1,238,096 

$38, 699,  272 

$2,006,791 

$27, 397, 871 


$12,473,538 

1, 088,  527 
$12, 904, 361 

$2, 973.  296 
$29,567,152 

$1,003,860 
$75,292,565 


3,336,366 
$2.  5.38,  8G6,  568 


Domestic    |     Apparent 
exports      I  oonsumption 


P) 
P) 

P) 
P) 


18,661 
$1,273,025 


12.004 
$1, 235,  102 


11,725 
$1,353,236 

2.58,538 
$26,384,055 


6.878 
8*512,500 

30.041,  134 
$2. 457. 787 

2, 571,  544 
$10*456 

2,415,947 
$267,082 

22,  379,  812 
$762,518 


1.  288,  525 
$00,600 


7,848,126 
$971,500 
$565,443 

$237,402 
$402,134 

$i,oea42o 

(•) 
P) 

P) 
(') 
$214,526 


$10*000 


P) 
$711,438 


$1,  482, 604 
$63,000 

$611,058 
P) 

$152,663 
$732, 732 

$7,020,903 
$429, 443 

$3,129,412 


$2,804,076 

134.543 

$1.233,M2 

$915,209 

$1,  542,  397 

""P") 


380,731 

$278,419,658 


P) 


$1,120,345,655     $102,357,758 


137,290 
$14,008,330 


1,587,226 

P) 


3,080,828 

P) 

*  765, 170 

P) 

P) 
$*  850, 010 

P) 
$2*  135, 671 

777,491,917 
$93,  476, 985 

09,751,387 
P) 

8,025,807 
$1,  36a  618 

1. 42a  623,  251 

p; 


7*278.435 
$4,722,002 
$1,000  000 

a  887, 000 
P) 

4a9oai57 

$7,00a877 
$27,407,011 

$3*15*224 
$17, 705, 053 
$20,00a003 

106,614 
$3, 062, 101 

107,798 

$e7a504 

$5,084,140 

$106,960 
$a  653. 170 
$2. 200,  577 
$2,255,565 
$1, 625, 748 


Ratio  of 
imports  ' 
to  oon- 
suropti 


Remariu 


on! 


Per  cent 
0.36 

P) 

.27 

.17 


.68 
.60 


Rfttio  of  imports, 
imports. 


to  prodoction  plui 


8*40*261 
$Z  000, 000 

$15,856,116 
$5,348,624 

$6, 12*  881 
P) 

$4,040,513 

$506,264  J 
$31,678,369  j 
$1,577,348  I 
$24,268,459 


$9,600,462 

913,984 

$11,76*419 

$2, 058, 087 

$28, 024.  755 

$1,003,860 

PJ 


2, 04a  624 

$2,  260,  446, 910 
$1, 017, 987, 807 


5.84 

P) 


.04 

P) 

L12 

P) 

P) 
.62 

P) 
1.00 

.00 

.04 

2.92 
P) 

2.65 
2.71 


P) 


.04 
.04 
.00 


P) 

.  U 
.06 
.26 

.27 

1.11 

.29 

4.73 
1.04 

3.40 

1.58 
1.44 

.50 
5.0 
3.57 
2.96 
4.06 

.11 

1.35 


.03 
14 

4.1 
1.S9 

5.7 

2.0 

.0 

.43 

1.85 


1.3 

2.1 

3.7 

3.0 

4.04 
.38 
.30 


(•) 
P) 


Domestic  production  and  value  flgurea 
refer  to  axles,  rolled  or  forged  in  steel 
works  and  rolling  mills.  Ratio  of  Im- 
ports, to  production  plus  imports. 

Domestic  production  and  value  figures 
refer  to  car  and  locomotive  wheels, 
rolled  or  forged  in  steel  works  or  rolling 
mills.    Exports  refer  to  ear  wheels  and 


Statistics  refer  to  water  and  gas  pipe 
known  as  pressure  pipe 


Domestic  productioa  estimated. 


Value  of  domestic  productioa  estimated. 


Indudes  also  rivets,  a.  s.  p.  f.  from  par. 

332. 


Domestic  production  estimated. 
Imports  include  also  tacks,  brads,  and 
staples. 


Domestic  production  estimated. 


Quantity  partly  estimated. 


Imports  are  for  hollow  ware  oolf. 


Exports  estima^sd. 


Ratio  of  imports,   to  production   plot 
imparts. 

Exports  probably   included  under  me- 
chanical pens. 

Year  1022  ooly  year  reported  for  exporla. 

Ratio  of  imports    to    prodactioa  plot 

imports. 


Figures  include  engineers'  iostrumenta 
and  those  not  plated  with  gold  or  tf  ver 
or  platinum. 


Domestic  production  estimated. 
Domestic  production  estimated.    Ratio 
of  imports  to  production  plus  import*. 
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C0NGBE88I0XAL  BEOORD— SENATE 


MenaiiLBt.-Ommtdmm  W wkkk  IwtpmU  mrt  km »m  to  \ 


fraph, 
•rt  o(  I 
1932 


Commodity 


aOB 


t70 


Motor  ctcIm: 

NomtMr.. 

I        Value  .... 

Motor  ba«U: 
Number.. 
Value .... 


AiniianH: 

Number . 

VataM 

171     Bicydaa: 

Nomber _— 

Value 

ttXtn  I  Klectrieal    machimry    and    appa- 
ratus: Value. 
173     Steam  locomotlTee: 

Number 


Domeetlc 
production 


S7> 

V6 


xn 
au 


aoa 


3»5 

aw 


Vi 


Steam    engines    (inrlndiog    steam 
turbines):  Value. 

Sewing  macfaines:  Value 

Steam  torbtnes:  Value 


Cash  reglBters:  Value 

Printinc  preasea:  Value 

Lawn  mowers:  Value 

Machine  toob:  Value 

Knittioc  and   braidinc  machines 
(except   full-fashioned   hose  ma- 
chines): Value. 
All  other  teitOe  machinery:  Value. 

ShoTeis.  spades,  etc.:  Value 

Macneahim: 

Short  tons ~ 

Value 

Cadmtnm: 

Short  tons — ........ — .. 

Vatoe 

Copper,   brass,  and  bronae  bars, 
rods,  platea.  sheets,  tubes,  etc.: 

Short  tons 

Vatos — • 

Tin  foO: 

Pounds — 

Vahw 

Ooklteaf: 

100  leavaa 

Vahw 

New  types:  Value 

Load  ore  and  matte: 

Short  tooa  had  content. 

Value 

Zinc  ore: 

Short  tons  line  content 

Vahie 

Zinc  metal: 

8hort  tans 

Value 

Metal  wares,  n.  s.  p.  t.:  Value 


35.1«7 
til.  384, 806 

2.801 
I18.M7.  170 


1.M3 
$iaiU3.233 

$7,457,811 
SI.  463,  882. 034 


1.064 
S58,3Ui.382 

122,621.126 

146,  221, 816 
$14,908,208 


$10,183,284 

S33,82MM8 

88,046,961 

$101,  l7^  va 

$8,150,408 


$117,018,330 
$10,000,000 

183 
$441,700 

887 
$644,793 


561.493 
$212,54)4.584 

16,168.664 
$7,904,837 

1.  315, 000 
$2,958,750 
$2,683,704 

684,165 
$73,099,800 

708,610 
$48,186,480 

635.300 

$79,412,500 

$4. 000. 000, 000 


Imports 

for  fon- 

■umptloD 


$14.  or 

36 
$39,460 


10 

$158,306 


Production 
phH  Imports 


$36,927 


8M«7 
$11,398,903 

2.936 
$18,986,630 


1,973 
$10,111,999 

265,  150 
$7,493,738 


$1,769,799  $1. 465, 662,  733 


3 

$4,436 

$164,738 

$627,568 
$588,913 


$2,868 

$130,643 

$8 

$427,703 

$356,377 


$2,487,879 
$10,  MO 

4 

$8,403 

11 
$13,173 


33 

$18,501 

0) 

$12,  oa 

65.875 
$76,097 
$72,«1» 

40,401 
$4,821,457 

12.834 
$1, 105. 466 

50 

$7,036 
$10,135,910 


1.056 
$68,310,818 

$23,786,864 

146,740,384 
$l^  587, 120 


$4ai86,143 
$33,906,530 

$8,048,960 
$101,604,500 

$8,506,785 


$119,506,309 
$16,010,040 

187 
$450,103 

648 

$657,064 


551.536 
mX  613, 066 


$8,007,470 

1,38a  875 
$3,094,847 
$2,756,333 

724.636 
$n,921.3S7 

721.444 
$49,290,936 

635.369 
$79. 419. 526 
K  010. 135. 910 


19,409 
$1,373,808 

296 
$510,166 


«3 

$1,903,500 

4,832 
$120,067 
$71^884,659 


228 
tt,  326, 853 

IS,  134,637 

$1),  679,404 
U456,e82 


J7,41\908 

!^  251. 480 

$736,000 

$11,231,435 

!  1,287, 07* 


A  971, 437 

$4l^9e3 


I  Infermation  not  availablou 

I  Domestic  exports  amounted  to  22,490.304  pounds  of  insulated  wire  and 

(I)  Total  Talue  of  imports  in  1927  of  eonmiodities  of  which  imparts  were  lees  than  i 
(in  Total  value  of  imports  for  ^hedale  3  in  1928  (Imports  by  schedules  not  readily 
Relation  of  (1)  to  (3) 


SCHKDUU  A.—C&mmoditUa  af  wkkk  tmporU  wtrt  U*s  tk  in  tO  ptr  ent  tifiome$tie  eontumptUm  m  I9t7 


Paiv 
Papb, 

act  of 
1922 


401 


Commodtty 


liocs  of  fir,  spruce,  cedar,  or  western  hemlock: 
Mfset _ 


VahM. 


Square  feat. 


VahM. 


/dutiable. 
■\tim. 

/dutiable. 
-\free 


/dotiabla. 
\frea. 


/dutiable. 
-\lree^... 


404     Poets  (fence): 

Number ^ 

Vatoa 

406    CMka,  barrelB.  and  baasheads  (empty),  vahie — 

406  Paekinc  boiaa  and  box  shooks 

407  Furniture  of  rattan,  reed,  grass  osier,  or  willow,  or  fiber,  value... 

408  Toothpicks.  Tahie .- 

408     Butchers'  and  packers'  skewers  of  wood,  value 

400     Baskets,  value _ 

Footnotes  at  end  of  aebedole. 


Domestic  . 
duction 


3.00ai 
>$54,00a< 


J»  7,500, 000.0^ 
J    »$75.000,0l0 


<86,»1.8  0 

$68,550.1  0 

$67.  735. 0  10 

$162.  204.  5  V 

$28,513.90 

$orAOio 

$60^00 
$20,960,010 


OCTOBEB  5 


iM<M  hi  /Mr-CoDtinood 


iports 


KaUoof 
Apparent     |  imports 
consumption      to  con- 
sumption 


37.887 
$^406,648 

P) 
0) 

(') 
$381,432 


51. 1*17 
1,987,012 

.52.253 
!  7. 468, 019 
$12,000,000 


15.728 
r,  036, 004 

2.630 
$18,476,484 


1. 900 
$17,  208, 030 

250.324 
$7.  3fl4.  671 
$1. 388.  768. 074 


828 
$62,092,066 

$17. 031, 217 

$35,000,890 
$13, 130,  458 


$32,  77a  234 
$27,716,041 

r,  32a 300 
$77.  373.  134 

$4,  219, 107 


$113,634,772 
$15,  503, 078 

187 
$460,102 

648 
$657,964 


513.638 
$20a207,437 


Per  cent 
(') 
0.2 

LS 
.2 


0) 


$2,374,901 

734,026 
$77,921,257 

670,277 
$47,303,934 

583.107 

$71,950,507 

$3,  928,  135, 910 


.2 

C) 


1.5 
4.5 


o 

.5 

m 

.6 
&4 


2.2 
.00 

2.1 
1.9 

ZO 
2.0 


.006 
.009 


Remarks 


Imports  refer  to  motor  boats  not  over  65 
feet  long.  Tonnage  and  lenpth  not 
stated  lor  exports.  Production  in- 
cludes 425.  over  5  gruss  tons,  valued  at 
$12,674,530. 


Domestic  production  flgmw  re  Iters  to  aver- 
age fur  last  4  year».  1^25-1928,  no  im- 
ports being  recorded  for  1927. 


Import  flgore  refers  to  steam  engine'^  far 
1928,  consisting  almost  wholly  of  tor- 
bines.  Export  Qgure  includes  eiectrio 
turbogenerators. 


1925  production  latest  available. 


Domestic  production  estimated. 


(') 
.16 

4.8 
Z5 
3.06 

SlO 

1.0 
Z3 

.01 

.000 

.25 


Production  statistics,  1033. 
Similar  in  1927. 

j  Ratio  of  imports,  to  production  plus  im- 
ports. 

Ratio  of  imports,  to  production  plus  im- 
ports.   Value  of  production  estimated. 


Exports  negligible. 

Value  of  production  estimated. 


Do. 


Do. 
Domestic  production  and  exports  esti- 
mated. 


»  Less  than  0.05  per  cent, 
ckble.  *  Small  amounts. 

I)  per  cent  of  domestic  consumption,  listed  above $62,730,715 

»vailabie  for  1027) $1.10.040.000 

percent..  48.21 


pr»- 


00 
00 


Imports  for 
consumption 


134,217 

88,818 

$1, 800, 803 

1, 451, 870 

.\  302, 241 

333.826 

5.636,067 

$156,085 

1M06 

$166. 191 

312,326 

$51,595 

$83,425 

»53,665 

1 357, 879 

$457 

$35 

$1,109,838 


Production 
plus  imports 


3.223.035 
$67.  261,  763 

7, 506.  636, 087 
$75,  166,  191 


686,204,126 

$68,«ia775 

$67,  81S.  425 

$152.  MH,  .M4 

$26,871.^71 

$960,457 

$50a03S 

$22,069,838 


Domestic 
exfxirts 


209,830 
$4,336,029 

66,901,360 
$1,625,909 


150,920 

$l«l,806 

$97H.093 

$3.  .170,  500 

Not  available. 

Not  available. 

$250,000 

Not  available. 


Apparent  con- 
sumption 


3. 013. 216 

$02,025,734 

7, 439, 734, 608 
$73.  StO,  222 


68^053,306 

$6h.  .WI.aGO 

UVx.  840.  3.12 

$14S,777.  744 

$2a,  871,  S71 

$960,457 

$250,025 

$2-A069,838 


Ratio  of 

im;iorts 

to  oon- 

siunptioa 


Percent 
7.40 

6.16 
.08 
.23 


.09 
.08 
.  12 
.(H 

1.33 
.05 
.01 

5.(3 


1929         0  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 

BCBEDVLI  i.-Commtdmts  tf  trtiick  imptrU  were  Uu  Outn  10  ptr  tent  t(4»maUe  ttmtnmphon  ta  /MT— Owtiauod 


4257 


graph, 

act  of 

1922 


410 


410 
410 
410 
410 


Commodity 


Spring  dothespins: 

Oroes 

Value 

House  or  cabinet  furniture,  value. 

Plywood,  value.    

Picture  frames,  value 

Paintbrush  handles,  value 


Domestic  pro- 
duction 


843,  570 

$839,000 

$712, 674, 000 

$32,511.  .'.57 

$19, 169, 907 

$1, 240, 000 


Imports  ftx 
consumption 


47. 368 

$8,4f>3 

$4,630,518 

$100. 943 

$163,500 

$17,634 


Production 
plus  import!) 


800.928 

$347, 4.S3 

$717.  304.  518 

$32,612,500 

$19, 333. 476 

$1,257,534 


Domestic 
exports 


laooo 

$4,000 
$3,183,000 
$1,  385, 206 

Not  available. 

Not  available. 


Api>arent  con- 
sumption 


no,  038 
$343,463 

$714.  121,518 

$:M.327,2M 

$19,333,476 

$1,387,8S4 


Ratio  of 

Imparts 
toeoa- 


Ptr  t*nt 

^38 

2.46 
.65 
.32 
.85 

1.30 


'  Total  \-alue  of  production  estimated  on  basis  of  $18  ver  M  fc«t. 
*  Approximated. 

( 1)  Total  vahie  of  imports  in  1927  of  commodities  of  which  imports  were  less  th-an  10  per  cent  of  domest  le  consumption,  listed  above !i2'  SI"  2S 

(2)  Total  value  of  impoiU  for  Schedule  4  ia  1928  (imports  by  schedules  not  readily  avaiUble  Hor  1987) ...       «»,  w^tw 

Relation  of  (1)  to  (2) - percent..  ».W 


ScHKDi'Li  i.—C«mmo4itie$  «f*tkich  mporU  were  U*»  ttan  10  pn  cent  of  the  iomettic  cimtvmption  in  I9t7 


Para- 
graph, 
act  of 
1922 


602 


600 


S06 


Commodity 


Edible  molasses,  n.  s.  p.  f.: ' 

Qalloas 

Value... 

Maple  sirup: 

Gallons 

Value 

Dextrose: 

Pounds 

Value 

Dextrose  sirup: 

Pounds - 

Vahie 

Confectionery: 

Sugar  c^dy  and  oonfectioDery,  n.  s.  p.  f.— 

Pounds 

Value 

Chewins  gum  (data  lor  1935)— 

Pounds 

Value 


Domestic  pro- 
duction 


24.302,650 

(«) 

3,672,000 

(•) 

904, 83a  682 
$2S,e3\262 

900. 021,  12S 
$22,33.S,5S5 


(«) 
$37a  751, 150 

0) 
$47,838,150 


Imports  for  con-  Production  phis 
sumptitm      '        imports 


1,676.627 
$582,285  ! 

15.919  i 
$31,000 

2,915 
$645 


3,062,680 
$880,105 


25.979,277 

(') 

3, 687, 019 
(') 

904,833,507 
$2^635,807 

900,  921,  123 
$22,335,555 


0) 
$371,  637,  255 

0) 
$47,838,150 


Domestic 
exports 


'2.665,008 
$7M,307 

(0 


6,  451. 376 
$234,034 

135.633.984 
$4,402,830 


12,40ai46 
$2,131,068 

4, 387, 701 
$1,907,364 


Apparent  con- 
sumption ■ 


33.314,309 
3,687,010 


806,383,231 
$25,  411, 773 

765,  287, 130 
$17, 932, 725 


$300,506,187 

(') 
$45, 03a  786 


Ratio  of 
imports 
to  con- 
sumption 


Percent 
7.193 
W 

.432 


.000$ 


'  .\rrived  at  by  adding  production  to  imporf  and  deducting  exports. 

•  Includes  sirups  except  maple  sirup. 

I  Inrliules  a  small  amount  of  maple  sirup. 

•  DatA  not  available 

(1)  Total  value  of  imports  in  1927  of  commodities  of  which  imports  were  lees  than  10  per  cent  of  domestic  consumption,  listed  above •]•*•' J^ 

(2)  Total  value  of  imports  for  Schedule  5  in  1928  (imports  by  schedules  not  readily  available  for  1927) --  $174, 759, «H 

Relation  of  (ij  to  (2)... .percent.. 

ScHEOi'Li  t.-Comineimes  of  wUek  imports  vert  ten  than  tO  per  cent  e/  iometttc  eonmmpnon  in  Iter 


0858 


Para- 
graph, 
act  of 
1922 


001 


603-004 


Commodity 


606 


606 


Leaf  tobacco  other  than  cigar  tobacco: 

Pounds 

Value 

Other  manufactures  of  tobacco: 

Pounds 

Value 

Cigars: 

Potinds 

Value 

Cigarettes: 

Pounds - 

Vatao 


Domestic  pro- 
duction 


1.071.993,000 
$226,505,000 

30r>.32K,980 
$102,  208, 013 

■  181.149,083 
$335,636,  159 

>  174,711.834 
$562. 261. 070 


Imports  for 
consumption 


Production 
plus  imports 


44.215,965 
#  $29,055,815 

38%  600 
$348,638 

414,948 
$3,098,200 

10,666 
$83,378 


1,116,208,965 
$255, 560, 815 

396,711,580 
$192,646,651 

131,564.031 
$339,334,428 

174.731.390 
$552,354,448 


Domestic  ex- 
ports 


506,  73a  432 
$138, 051. 134 

5,078,878 
$2;  680.  756 


>  17. 732,  806 
$13,836,831 


Apparent  con- 
sumption 


Oia488,S33 
$lia600.fl81 

301, 632, 703 
$180,060,800 

131.604.081 
$330,334,428 

150,00^702 
$538,617,617 


Ratio  of  I 
importa 
to  con- 
sumption 


Per  cent 

7.34 
24.02 

.10 
.18 

.S3 
1.00 

.01 

.n 


1  Estimated  on  basis  of  30  pounds  per  1.000  large  and  2.75  pounds  per  1,000  small. 
«  Estimated  on  basis  of  4  poiind.s  per  1.000  large  and  2.7  pounds  per  1,000  small. 
>  Weight  estimated  at  2H  pounds  per  1,000. 

(1)  ToUI  value  of  imports  in  1027  of  commodities  of  which  imporU  were  less  than  10  per  cent  of  domestic  c<msumption,  listed  above 

(8)  Total  value  of  imports  for  Scheduio  b  in  1928  (imporU  by  schedules  not  readily  available  for  1027) 

Relation  of  (I)  to  (2).  - percent. 

ScHiDCLE  7.— OwmnerfWer  of  wMck  imporU  were  Itm  tkmn  10  per  cent  ofdm»e$tU  eonnmption  in  1917 


$33,106,100 

$62,318,634 

63.27 


Pars- 
graph, 
act  of 
1922 


701 


Commodity 


Cattle: 

Pounds 

Number  of  head 
Value 

Calves: 

Pounds 

Number  of  bead 
Value 


D<Mnestic 
production 


12, 600, 000, 000 

14,000,000 

$1, 045, 800, 000 

1. 806, 000, 000 

0,030,000 

$171,  57a  000 


Imports  for 
consumption 


24a  800. 506 

427,434 

$15,2iai64 


Production 
plus  imports 


14,  646,  800. 505 

23,467,434 

$1,23%  58a  164 


Domestic 
exports 


i5,ri,ooo 

18,679 
$1,204,336 


Appareat 
consumption 


14, 631.  529,  .'105 

23,438,766 

$1.Z31.S7S,$38 


Ratio  of 

imports 

tooon- 

sumptioa 


Percent 
1.65 
1.82 
1.24 


■r^- 

^'1 

m 

t^m 


1*',  f=^f- 


:  '4' 


f!- 


ms 


CONGRESSIONAL  BEOORD— 8ENATB1 


tfmkkktmpoitt 


tOi 


•ctol 
18S 


I 


H 


701 


702 


7W 


TBT 


Commodity 


Beef: 

Pounds 

Vahie 

Veal: 

Poonds 

Vefaie 

TiOlow.  edible:  > 

Pounds .. 

Vatae 

Tallow,  inedible: 

Pounds 

Vrioe. 

OleooOr* 

Pounds . 

Value 

Oleo  stearin: 

Pounds 

Vatae 

Bbeep  and  lambs: 

Number „ 

VaJoe 

Mutton  and  Iamb: 

Pounds .. 

Value.....,.- 

Svine: 

Number 

Vatae 

Ftirk,  trvsh:  * 

Pounda. 

Vatae 

Haaa,ete.: 

Pounds. 

Vatae 

Lard,  etc.: 

Pounds. .......... 

Vatae 

Meata,  n.  s.  i>.  L: 

Pounds 

Value 

Milk,lreili: 

OaBons 

Valia 

Boor  milk  or  butteraJIk: 

OaBons 

Valw 


Cnani: 

OalkKM 

Value 

Total— 

OaDoDs 

Value 

708     Coodeoaed  or  eyaporated  milk: 
Sweetened— 

Pounds 

Value 

Unsweetened — 

Pounds 

Value 

.  Buttermilk,  condensed — 

Pounds 

Value 

Total,  eondensed  and  evaporatad: 
Pounds. 

Value 

Wbole-milk  powder  ■ 

Pounds 

Vatae 

Cream  powder 

Pounds 

YaJtiM ............ 

Skim-milk  powder 

Pounds — — 

Vatae 

Matted-milk  powder 

Pounds 

Value 

Dried  buttermilk: 

Pounds 

Value 

Total,  milk  powder. 

Pounds 

Value 

700    raetory  butter ' 

Pounds .-«.- 

Value 

Oleo  and  otber  butter  substitutes: 

Pounds 

711     Birds,  live: 

Pounds 

Value 

713    Birds,  dead: 

Pounds 

Value .- 

713  Kggs,  sbeO: 

Doeen , 

Value 

froaen: 

Pounds 

Value 

714  BorsBK 

Head 

Value _ „ 

Mules: 

UMd 

Value 

Footnoti^  at  end  of  scbedale. 


Donastio 
productioi  1 


8, 8%  000,  CM) 

$1,061, 204.  cm 

8S7,00Q,«W 
$15a,4W,fl» 

375,  210,  (  BO 
SUl  302,(10 

141, 806,  (M) 
$17,31I,n2 

08,a8,(D0 

r, »». ;  M 

16,580,([)0 
mi.Bl,9» 

O4«,ooa(w 

«1»,SS&,(I» 

flo,2sa(Q0 

tl,  ai»,  OGOk  (90 
8,53.\00a(D0 

li,708»eoa<M 

3.»0,ooaioo 
iaoe^i«a<oo 


^485, 000. 
$W7,«75, 

•1,733,372. 
«aBS^420, 

?! 

(•) 

w 

«.  707, 220. 


(00 
100 


346. 368.9)0 

(•) 

1,JOQ,345.400 

(•) 

00.180.  to 

1,904,883.  to 
(•) 

II,  464.  to 

m 

338,to 

m 

118, 123.  to 
22;  lift,  to 

(•) 

38.435,to 
(•) 


100,476. 
(•) 


1. 801. 068,  (  00 


287, 1S7,  ( 00 


575.000; 
813^850, 

575.000, 
1136.850, 

a;  16%  000; 
858:^780; 

120.0001 
01.030; 

662, 
011. 81U, 

206, 

115,361, 


October  5^ 


ifMmitk  esnsMM^tto*  ta  tW—CatOami 


58 


100 


100 


100 

00 

00 

00 

m 

00 
100 

00 

so 

100 
20 


Imports  for 
consumption 


34.844,000 
$4,303>300 

7,464.000 
$1,083,847 


12,008,000 
$025,337 

816,750 
$«.901 

2,064,125 
$187, 610 

28,508 
$234,7912 

2,656,005 
$433,835 

170,494 
K041.676 

14, 511,  237 
$3,806,387 

7,044.066 
$%  419,  790 

5,062 
$841 

57,106.440 
$6,402,414 

1403.067 
$748,166 

90,473 
$31,005 

4.848.188 
$7,608,071 

0.435.677 
$8,385,333 


(•) 

(•) 
(•) 

3.245.725 
$285,946 

a;  746, 838 
$488,767 

9,641 
$1,836 

3,306,803 
$236,430 

1,256 
$330 


6.063,628 
$737,353 

8,456.397 
$2,873,177 


Production 
plus  imports 


Domestic 
exports 


1,629,675 
$388,164 

4.143.745 
$1. 351. 936 

349,800 
$74,808 

7.174.000 
$1,206,434 

2,156 
(506^486 

30 
K673 


6, 860, 844, 000 
$1,056,507,390 

874,464,000 
$154,552,847 

344,760,000 
$30,^(38,880 

388,118,000 
$31,317,347 

142, 712, 750 
$17,378,213 

7a  362,126 
$7,437,198 

16,617,308 
$131, 446, 113 

647.655.995 
$128,788,835 

69,  420, 494 
$1,  560,  OUl,  676 

8,547,511,237 
$1,  TOO,  406, 367 

3,303,044,056 
$611,579,790 

2,  48.^,  OOf^,  052 
$837,  475,  841 

1,790,478,482 
$301,  832. 170 

(•) 
(') 

(•) 

m 

(•) 

6^806,664.677 

(•) 


1,738,000 
$343,874 


1,0158.138^739 
(•) 

14.300,838 

m 

347,641 
(•) 

131,410,883 
(«) 

23,117,256 

(•) 

38,435,000 

m 

196,530.638 
(«) 

1. 510. 454. 387 


3S7. 157, 000 

576. 629. 675 
$137,  238,  164 

579, 143.  745 
$138.  201, 936 

2. 162, 249.  800 
$582,S54,8»0 

136. 174. 000 
$32,836,234 

654.156 
$42,327,766 

306.090 
$15,366^002 


7,000,000 
$56^835 

86.300.000 
$10,  516, 400 

10  800,000 
$1.  144,  800 

22,938 

:a8a;73o 

936,973 
$318,368 

42,270 
$603,396 

8,235,058 
$1, 506,  S26 

r4. 365, 000 
$50,985,177 

710. 687. 735 
106^122,425 

65,811,803 
$0, 817,  537 

(•) 
(•) 


Apparent 
consumption 


S 


64,7*6 


(•) 


84,981,081 
(•) 

68,047,  Ml 

(•) 


108,038,323 


4.016.075 

(•) 

4,343.142 


795,765 

646,824 

}360,879 

4.629,307 
$1,364,911 

28.707,093 

17,  738,  173 

661.000 
(•) 

•8.947 
$832,838 

19.722 
$3^351,787 


7.  733, 570, 000 
$1,200,716,383 


344.760  000 
$30.».'W.880 

381,118,000 
$30,764,532 

£6,512.750 
$6,861,813 

■»,  V»2.  125 

$6,382,398 

16,594,673 
$131,  065,  383 

646,  719,  033 
$13ft,570,4«7 

60,387,294 
$1,568,398,378 

8,  539, 276, 179 
$1,707,989,943 

3,038,779,066 
$600,644,613 

1.774,317.317 
$341,  3V).  416 

1, 724, 666,  679 
$282. 014,  633 

(•) 

m 

w 

w 

6, 806.  .W9.  883 

(•) 


i,86&.iiaaB 


193.513.663 
1,50^111,25.5 


256,361,335 

575, 982, 851 
$136,  868,  285 

574,  5U.  438 
$136,836,985 

2, 133,  Sa  707 
$575,  1 16, 707 

136.513.000 

(•) 

645,209 
$41,404,928 

186,317 
$13,014,306 


Ratio  ol 

imports 

tooon- 

sumptioB 


Per  eewt 
0  55 
.45 


3.  .39 
3.01 

1.4S 
.07 

3.47 
300 

.17 
.17 

.41 
.M 

.30 
.36 

.17 
.17 


.43 


(0 
(•) 


3  31 
127 


(•) 


.17 


114 

.54 


(«) 


.38 
.3$ 

.73 
.09 


Si  29 
3.67 

.33 


(•) 
W 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 

SonPtJLi  7.—ammodUUt  ofwkieh  tmpc*U  wtreUn  tknn  10  ptr  tent  tfitmutU^umMmptitn  Hi  iOfT— Coatlnqwl 


4259 


Para- 
graph, 
act  of 
lost 


717 


Commodity 


718 


730 


7B 


723 


734 


725 


736 


727 


728 


r20 


730 


m 


733 


Fish,  fresh,  froten,  or  packed  in  ice: 
Halibut- 
Pounds — - — 

V8lue .....-....—... 

Salmon — 

Pounds ^.....-....~...... 

Vahie - 

Mackerel: 

Pounds - - 

Value 

Sea  fish- 
Cod,  haddock,  hake,  and  pollock— 

Pounds 

Value - 

Ab  other- 
Pounds ...- -• 

Vatae - — 

Salmon: 

Pickled  or  salted— 

Pounds 

Value 

Canned: 

Pounds 

Value 

Smoked  or  kippered— 

Pounds ....................-.•—" — •• 

Value - "■ 

Other  Qsh,  skinned  or  booed: 

Pounds 

Value 

Fish  packed  in  oil  (tuna,  luiian  style): 

Pounds - 

Vatae I"-  ,v 

Other  fish,  prepared  or  preeenred  (In  containers  of  more  than  10 
pounds,  soft-cured  bioateis): 

Pounds 

Value 

Barley,  bulled  or  anbuUed: 

Bushels _ — - 

Value 

Barley  malt  (1925): 

Pounds - 

Value 

Pearl  barley: 

Pounds ............... 

Value .. .....-...—. 

Barley  flour,  and  patent: 

Pounds ....—.- 

Value 

Buckwheat: 

Bushels 

Value 

Buckwheat  flour  (1925): 

Pounds - - 

Vah» - 

Com: 

Bushels 

Value 

Con  meal,  grits,  and  flour:  ■• 

Hundredweight - 

Value 

Macaroni,  vermicelli: 

Poonds . . . 

Value 

Oats: 

Bushels —..... .~— 

Value 

Unshalled  ground  oats: 

Pounds 

Value 

Oatmeal,  rolled  oats,  oat  grits,  and  similar  producU: 

Pounds — 

Value —- 

Riee,  clean: 

Pounds — . 

Vatae 

Rye: 

Bushels 

Value 

Rye  flour  (102S): 

Pounds 

Value 

Wheat  (all): 

Bushels.-.-...- 

Value — 

Hard  spring  wheat,  bushels 

Wheat  flour: 

Barrels 

Vatae _ 

Wheat,  bran,  middlings,  etc: 

Tons 

Vatae 

Screenings  from  flaxseed: 

Tons 

Value — 

Screenings  from  otber  than  flaxseed: 

Tons 

Value - 

Totals 

Tons 

Value 

Cereal  breakfast  foods: 

Pounds 

Value — 


Domestic  Imports  for 

production        consumption 


51,150,000 
>•  $0,138, 000 

648,862,000 
$22,483,000 

46.3aaooo 

>•  $1, 808, 300 


1*334.000,000 
M$1Q,000,000 

*•  666, 000, 000 
'•$36, 000;  000 


1(^800,000 
WK40Q,a00 

9(2, 566, 656 
$46,738,761 

w  14, 000. 000 
■•$5,600,000 

•80,000.000 

>*$3.ooaooo 

X7«S,040 
$079,880 


M2,  500, 000 
>•  $326, 000 

365.882,000 
$180,300,000 

(") 
$34,070,000 

15,755,000 
$13. 1S5, 000 

47,  872, 509 
$1,013,003 

2.763,093,000 
$1.  997,  759,  OOO 

61.803.283 
$79;  910. 300 

660.000.000 
$46,196,133 

1.182.594,000 
$631,76X000 


8 


672,805.860 
$84,449,009 

1,246.642,941 
$61, 827, 572 

58,164.000 
$40,000,000 

313. 210. 308 
$0,152,040 

878, 374. 000 

$979,813,000 

M  346. 627,000 

118,174.813 
$830,273,380 

4,638,333 
$14X193,600 


X  748, 516 
107,01X097 

(♦) 
$11X367.306 


Footnotes  at  end  of  bchedole. 


4. 014. 279 

$478,685 

6.00X487 
$664,090 

X  187, 412 
$155,025 


737,786 
$36,484 

1X878,874 
$1. 346, 101 


W00Q,000 
N  $7X000 

M 150, 000 
••$35,000 

M3S,000 
>•  $10, 000 

MXToaooo 

>•  $316, 000 

usaooo 

'•$16,000 


'•2oaooo 
■•$3aooo 

713 
$793 

836,206 
$48,434 

785,350 
$61,098 

381.933 
$08,067 

63,000 
$51,866 

8a  846 
$XI30 

4,916.615 
$3,906,009 

31 

$136 

X5ia220 
$331,443 

84.913 
$31,810 

200 
$0 

63i43S 
$6X794 

33,  279,  703 
$1,494,250 

16 

M7 

5.(100 

$1»6 

31,UB0 

$37.<143 

31,  »0 

X578 

2ia641 
$6,104,653 

6,643 
$3X073 

09,084 
$604,461 

74,677 
$636,533 

13,516 
$X261 


Production 
phis  imports 


66,164,370 
K  $8, 616, 685 

654,864,487 
$23,147,090 

48, 487, 413 
'•$X  064. 235 


324,727,786 
$ia  035, 484 

677. 678, 874 
$37, 846, 101 


1^90a000 
$4,47X000 


94X' 

$45.  ■ 


16,666 
63,701 


14,036,000 

$s,6iaooo 
sxToaooo 

$3,816,000 

X84X040 
$09i86O 


2.70a000 
$344000 

265,88X713 
$18a20a7«3 

$24,118,434 

i? 

16,818,000 
$1X206,866 

47, 963,  415 
$1,915,142 

X  768. 009, 615 
$X  001, 665, 099 

61,898.304 
$79. 9ia  496 

563,6ia229 
$46,627,676 

1, 18X  678, 913 
$581.  703, 810 


Domestic 
a:qMrts 


f? 


673, 33a  286 
$34,511,803 

1,279.92X644 
$53,321,831 

58,l«i016 
$40,000,047 

31X234,308 
$0,16X244 

878,305,200 

$879, 84a  443 

246,648,209 

118,178,300 
$83X303,547 

4.848.973 
$147,298,363 


X83X198 
$07.64X630 

(•) 
$11X360.657 


•»  1.04X760 
>•  $125. 131 

X  079.  251 

$471,764 

>•  7X000 
H$X880 


1*10X000 
NROOO 

»i.ooaooo 

M$5a000 


5.308.601 
$1. 297.  777 

88.947.0S3 

**iaooo 

>*$4.000 
**3&.000 

i*$xaoo 


Apparent 
consumption 


r.  07X804 
$35,43X460 

»  ISO,  986, 048 
$5,686,870 

m 
(•) 

466,600 

$46X658 

407,813 
$26,676 

1X428,387 
$11,43X466 

868.775 
$X  94X711 

X468,364 
$714,274 

la  05X568 
$5,288,670 

151, 664, 135 
$6,361,543 

336,404,400 
$0,74X000 

$6,041,116 
330,676^863 

7,20X413 
»»4X4$3 

168,307,076 
$230,80X086 

'*) 

1X83X084 
$86,331,568 

X080 
$18a043 


X236 
$68,838 

X801.406 
$346,730 


64,131.819 
N  $8, 491. 664 

651.785.336 
$2X675,  $26 

■•48.41X412 
>•  8X061.346 


M$3(,837,786 
w$ia081,4M 

>*878,<78.874 
■•$37,70X191 


■•1X60X300 
>•  $X  174, 33$ 

i«  $04, 40X794 
>•  $30, 794, 801 

■•14.01X000 
'•0X00X000 

■•3X67X000 

i«$X8U,aoo 

■•X8tt.040 
■•$00X800 


■•XTOXOOO 
>*$S4S,000 

237,90X819 
$144,70X834 

m 

$1X431.653 


Ratio  Of 

imparts 

tocon- 

sumptioa 


8 
8 


1X361,600 
$1X74X308 

47,46X602 

$1.88X567 

X  764, 581,  228 
$1,99X23X234 

61,024,528 
$7X96X784 

64X041.965 
$4X81X302 

1. 17X03X366 
$63X63X340 

w 
(•) 

621.07X160 
$2X36X361 

1.064.43X184 
$4X670,831 

2X23X001 
$0,«$X184 

30X021,060 
8X00X811 

71X00X234 
$740,  $3X468 


10X36X308 
$734,071,079 

X84XM7 
$147.  UX  211 


Ptr  ctnt 

7.48 
7.37 

.93 
393 

4.63 

7.00 


.39 
.36 

1.87 
4.48 


X8$X087 
$07.60X082 

(•) 
$111.02X038 


5.68 

xr 


i? 


.18 
.18 

K$8 

xos 

1.70 


7.41 

5.80 


(•> 


?i 


.38 


(•) 
(♦) 


(«) 
W 

(') 


.41 
.41 

.17 
.U 

.18 
.30 


.64 
.73 


.10 
.93 

X18 

xa 


h 

(•) 

(') 

(•) 
(•) 
(»•) 

o 
(•) 


1$$ 

X47 


366 
66 


!? 


V.^^i^ 


,m{ 


it;'-*; 


■  ::■ 


'    t 


8 f  '  • r- 


V 


f  I 


I 


I 


4260                         C01S^GRE8SI0:?TAL  KE 

:)OKD— SENATE 

r  MMt  «/ieaMKfe  eoaramptfoa  in  i«7— Oontinued 

OCTORRR  5 

Ttn- 
Wit, 
act  of 
MB' 

Commodity 

Domeeti 
produetifl 

• 

Q 

Imports  for 
consumption 

Production 
plus  imports 

Domestic 
exports 

Apparent 
oonsumption 

Ratio  of 
imports 
to  con- 
sumption 

733 
7M 
735 

Biectiits.  wafers,  cakes,  etc: 

Pounds — ^. 

Value ~ 

Apple*.  «reen  or  ripe: 

Barrels 

Value * 

Apricots,  ripr 

PooDds 

Apricjts.  dried:       

PooDds _ 

Value                 

••1,295.88.S, 
$477. 5fO. 

26.017. 
$108,380. 

368,000. 
$10,488, 

38.754. 
$5,438. 

139.625. 

(•) 

'   N  800,000, 

(•) 

138,100, 

00,424. 
$5,063, 

.•1%8, 

»  $16, 317, 

V  a;  044, 000, 
W 

435,201, 
$25,823, 

4H000 
$3*800 

1406, 13a 
$101,220, 

30^985, 
$002, 

$;  437, 115, 
$103;  12* 

548,23a 
$22,320, 

64,  MO. 

$2,(586, 

013,428. 
$25,008. 

2,182,224. 

$50,494, 

1,457,880; 

$24,298, 

38,037, 
$3,894, 

■7,000, 

(•) 

478,406, 

(•) 

101. 169. 

(•) 

1.408. 
1117, 

408,161. 
$3.\  501, 

400,870. 
$33,618, 

••1.7W; 

438.885, 

$23,737. 

44.437. 
(•) 

$37,682, 
0.000, 

$i.«a 

«3 

»50 

100 

KM 

WO 
KW 

515 

ni 

MM) 
WO 

»0 

no 

nx> 

XH 

718 
000 

836 
583 

000 
000 

000 

000 

930 
738 

U3U 
736 

OfW 

1X10 

244 

)80 

244 

M) 

DOO 

no 

no 
no 

>13 
(75 

no 

112 
»4 

U6 
D03 

270 

587 

135 
»9 

MO 

MO 

(32 

275 

tS3 

NN) 

2.196.911 
$649,469 

57,017 
$351,394 

55.  «W 
$3,472 

1,397.021 
$60,166 

3,962.618 
$413,136 

66.966 
$6,122 

301,074 
$38,854 

225.169 
$10. 761 

10.804 
$8,620 

251.283 
$117, 394 

877, 810 
$290,781 

2. 861,  S62 
$364,905 

6Z  862, 473 
$1,632,473 

1,45%  768 
$81,090 

1, 4,n  768 
$81,050 

"873,835 
$34,891 

1,298.082,194 
$478, 210, 419 

26,074,017 
$103,740,394 

406,810.411 
$15,W0,.S83 

131.023.011 
(•) 

S03.962.618 

(') 

(•) 
(•) 

126,  401. 874 
(•) 

60. 649. 169 
$5,982,761 

$1,956,034 

(•) 
$16, 435. 113 

a;  044, 877, 810 
(•) 

438,153,306 

$36,188,488 

506,862,472 
$34,432,473 

2,407.582.768 
$101,301,059 

4438.568,698 
$102,203,785 

649,102,835 
$22,  344,  S91 

11.480.3<>5 
$2,051,300 

5.177,857 
$30, 188, 481 

20.913,280 
$3,510,213 

25, 917,  495 
$2, 476. 128 

8,884.800 
$1,142,000 

6.901,039 
$805,566 

1.  286, 592,  799 
$476,159,119 

20.806. 160 
$73,551,913 

385.897.131 
$12,420,170 

105,  105,  516 

406,077,818 

(•) 

(•) 

110, 80a  835 

w 

60. 649. 169 
$4982.761 

$1.066w0a4 

o 

$16,308,174 

3,008,163,810 

(•) 

36a  718, 308 
$13,886,488 

484,061.306 
$23,948,119 

3, 148v  306,  768 
$86,160,377 

2, 17^  3S1,  608 
$87, 073;  103 

493.348,491 
$19,  030, 016 

Per  tent 

a  17 

.14 

.27 
.48 

Aprleots,  otberwiae  praparad  or  pinawved: 

Pounds              .  .  . ..... 

L33 

_ 

Value               

m 

736 

Berriea.  frerii: 

Quarts : 

VahM                        

.80 

(*) 

Berries.  'Iried: 

P0«11K1» -      ...            -           r  -  T  ,,.-..,  .^  - 

W 

Value          

(•) 

Berries,  canoed: 

Pounds .... . ......... 

.33 

Vulue 

<*) 

737 

Cberri«»>  in  ttMir  natural  state: 

P'>»i34le    ..    ... ..........'.....      ...._.•_...      ... 

.33 

Value 

.33 

738 

Cider: 

Oalloae. 

318,378 
$136,938 

88,  715. 000 

$1,  979, 000 

177,435,000 
$12,302,000 

22,801,176 
$1,484,353 

364  287. 000 
$15. 131, 682 

362,  287.  000 
$15,  131, 682 

55,8.'>4.344 
$3, 314, 875 

(•) 

.44 

Vinegar 

Value „ 

.73 

743 

Qrapos,  all  types: 

Pounds .. ... 

(•) 

(•) 

Ralnlns,  othen,  dried: 

1.10 

Value 

2.63 

7« 

Lemoas: 

Pounds . 

12.90 
7.11 

Oranies: 

United  State»- 

Pounds 

(•) 

Value... 

(♦) 

Porto  Kico,  receipts  from — 

Total— 

Pounds. _ 

Value 

Qrapefruit: 

United  States- 
Value r.i. 

(0 
(•) 

.18 
.13 

PoomU „ 

Value 

Total- 

872,835 

$24,891 

349,570 
$26,006 

» 11, 501 
$005 

(■) 
C) 

6,421 
$1,245 

613. 301. 079 

$25. 031, 871 

3, 640. 453.  570 

$74,818,008 

38.049.413 

65,854,344 
$3,314,875 

17.729,440 
$777,  178 

54,694.999 
$3,828,442 

6.61^966 
$671,010 

(        78, 176. 750 
$6,519,473 

61.889.768 
$6,204,671 

667,446,735 
$21,716,996 

3,  568, 029. 131 
$70,212,388 

31,633.447 

.16 

Value 

.11 

74$ 

Poonda -_  .       ,     , J.,.., 

Value _ 

Pean,  green  or  ripe: 

Value 

0) 

PeactMS.  dried: 

Pounds ,-..-. . 

0) 

Value 

Pears,  dried: 



Pounds - 

Value 

430.515,279 

579, 581,  797 

Pears,  prepared  or  preserved: 

(0 

NO 

Value ™III-"I™™~I™I™™" 

Porto  Rico,  reoaipta  from — 

Pounds 

Vaiae 

----•  —  ••  —  "--- 

Hawaii,  receipts  from— 

Pounds ...     ....     . 

Total- 

Ponndi 

2,036,873 
$300,031 

1.112 
$168 

340,235 
$3.'>,660 

122,155 
$21,809 

4,045,881 
$504,435 

"419.300 
$46,770 

411.607.008 
$33,818,620 

1,701,112 

45,993.434 
$4,207,633 

Si 

229.589.930 
$12, 813.  770 

3,072,337 
$323,733 

2,470,785 
$423,487 

(•) 

365,613,574 
$30,6iaS87 

209,644.945 
$11,159,623 

41. 487, 003 
(•) 

o 

$37,853,341 

.56 

Value 

68 

Pounds .....  ,-  . 

Value 

Plums  and  prunes,  dried: 

Pounds ..,  ,   .,,   .     J....... 

^a 

747 

439.23i875 
$23,  773,  392 

44.550.430 

« 

$38,276,828 

0,419.300 
$1,486,770 

.17 

Value . 

Pounds 

.32 
30 

748 

Value 

Pounds 

(•) 

(•) 
1.57 

•4.45 
•3.14 

IM 

Value ; „ 

Almonds,  not  shelled  (sweet): 

f 

viue :.-     ..^:::: 
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Para- 
graph, 
act  of 
1922 


787 


CommoditT 


758 
7C0 

761 


782 

763 


764 

767 

TBS 

700 


773 

774 
774 

776 


Peanuts,  not  shelled: 
All  types- 
rounds ■ 

Value 

Virginia- 
Pounds . ....■ 

Value 

Peanuts,  shelled: 
.Ml  typea— 

Pounds - 

Value 

Virginia- 
Pounds 

Value 

Pecans,  not  sheUed: 

Pounds 

Value 

Soya  beans: 

Bushels 

Value 

Cottonseed: 

Tons 

Value 

Alfalfa  wed: 

Pounds 

Value - 

Ked  clover  seed: 

Founds 

\alue 

Swset  doTer  lead: 

Pounds 

Vahie 

Millet  seed  (shipments): 

Pounds 

V^ahie 

Timothy  seed: 

Pounds 

Value 

Kentucky  bluegraar 

Pounds 

Value.- 

Orchard  pmss: 

Pounds 

Value 

Pepper  seed: 

Pmmds 

Value 

Early  green  beans: 

Pounds 

Value 

Dried  beans: 

Bushels 

Value... 

Canned  beanr 

Pounds .... 

Value 

Sugar  beets: 

Tons. 

Value 

Earlv  gTten  peas: 

Pounds 

N^ahie .....................' 

Canned  peas: 

Pounds .. 

Value — ........—......... 

Onions: 

Pounds .. 

Value 

White  poUtoes: 

Bushels • 

Value... 

Potatoes,  white  dried,  dehydrated: 

Potmds 

Value .- — . 

Potato  flour: 

Pounds . 

Value 

Cabba«e: 

Tons ........ . ...... 

Value 

Early  eucumbers: 

Pounds 

Value 

Chicory,  crude: 

Pounds ...<.... 

Value 

C-hicory.  pfepaied: 

Pounds 

Value 

CToflee  substitutes: 

Pounds ~. 

Value ..— 

Chocolate,  unsweetened: 

Pounds 

Value 

Chocolate.  sweetene<l: 

Pminos 

Vahie 

Cocoa,  unsweetened  and  sweetened: 

Pounds 

Value t..4....i. 

Cocoa  butter.* 

Pounds 

Value 


Domestic 
production 


130,90a262 
$ia3e4,534 

••s^ooaooD 


386.319,330 
$23,214,096 

X  12&,30a000 


22,201,000 
K202,000 

7, 490, 000 
$13,436,300 

S,  7.'».  000 
$211,931,200 

61.084.000 
$7, 366, 313 

75,ooaooo 

$18, 367, 500 

73,440.000 
(•) 

i9,ooaooo 

(•) 

o^ooaooo 

$3,776,000 
3S,20aOO0 

(•) 

2, 73a  000 
(•) 


Imports  for  Production 

oonsumption       plus  imports 


S 


134552,000 
(•) 

16, 181, 000 
$46,60a2a0 

753j45a510 

7,751000 
$50,455,000 

io4.ooaooo 

(•) 

3S8,08aO0O 

P) 

1,  340. 925. 000 
$18,  751, 000 

402,  741, 000 
$388,741,000 


8 
S 


1,203,800 

(•) 

164,10a000 

(•) 
i«i6,ooaooo 

$350,000 

»i3,ooaooo 

(•) 

20,044,610 
$6,257,236 

36,520,003 
$8,831,006 

861.684  543 
$86,284124 

9a  9ia  156 

$13.  767. 000 

22.  769,  336 
$8,5U,497 


8, 973,  716 
$168,845 

3,972.716 
$196,845 


31,461,763 
$1,41^782 

31.  461.  763 
$1, 416, 782 

"247,681 
$23,282 

60,810 
$164643 

4466 
$165,144 

3,604  202 
$718,764 

7,144.031 
$1,  533. 341 

3.405,300 
(•) 

1,714036 
$31,054 

15,756 
$1,370 


183,474078 
$ia  667, 879 

01.074  716 


317, 781,  lOS 
$24.634  738 

154  791,783 


43,300 

K277 

3.921 
$4653 

4474  584 
$130,  432 

1, 201,  iS2 
$4504053 

1,337.397 
$117, 294 

67,630 
$436,990 

0,221,757 
$454  850 

1,134.602 
$144494 

12a  573, 666 
$4661,306 

5,01a  013 
$6,014  576 

94  364 
$4130 

360,333 
$14,301 


<«) 


014 


24  448.e<«l 
$4,614  282 

7, 538. 810 
$13,688,843 

\  764.  466 
$214094344 

54,684  303 
$8,085,077 

84144,031 
$10.004841 

74034300 
(•) 

2471408$ 
(•) 

94  014  786 
$3,777,370 


Domastie 
exports 


(^ 


(") 
(■) 


1,000 
$34800 

1.393.474 
$284  274 

1.270.867 
$313,670 


Apparent 
oofMunption 


4773,300 


s 


1,344000 

184066 
$14530 

724  507 
$31,210 

34302 
$34  565 

173,971 
$34833 

4  561.995 
$913,400 

3,494  037 
$553,274 

184  200 
$54540 


134034.884 

(•) 

17, 344  582 
$40,102,333 

.     754787,907 

7,8340$ 

$50,801,990 

114221,757 
(•) 

380,214.002 

m 

1.461.408,666 
$21.414  306 

407,761.013 
$303,766,570 

(•) 

1,303,714 
{•) 

164$4a000 

(•) 

14180.060 
$304  639 

13.724  607 

80.074603 
$4277,781 

$4703.874 
$4867,930 

354.244  638 
$87,173,524 

04.404003 
$14,321,273 

24  054  605 
$8,6X4037 


I4OHO.W6 
$884  0» 


!; 


634000 
$1,007,000 

14.434566 
$1.234116 


4108.704 

37,180,087 
$714530 

4378,744 
$3, 604  231 


Si 


8 
8 


L1744M 
1864  M4 


8 


034880 
$224662 

4483.621 
$377,641 

344410 
$134  » 


m 

7.524810 
$14688,843 

4763,406 
$214  OW,  644 

64  304  738 
$7,804,803 

84  864064 
$10,887,371 

74O36.30O 
(•) 

24714036 

70,344  770 
$4894250 


Ratio  Of 

imports 

toooo- 

sumptim 


•408 
•L8* 


4773,300 

«  . 

134  034.  SM 

(^ 

14821,583 
$47,4a>,S83 

740L36i,361 

7, 830, 038 
$A,89:,900 

114331.767 
(•) 

384  10!i,  908 
W 

1. 434, 3S<,  67B 
$24691^767 

40437:t,100 
$30410111  $45 


8 


1,304714 
(•) 

166,344000 

14  1^4  056 
$3(4520 

14  714  607 

(•) 

27,0(0,007 
$40:A,637 

347(0.874 
$4»(7.0W 

"854314  168 
$84»IS^883 

04013.473 
$13,014733 

24613,180 
•44J1.760 


•OlOO 

•4  75 

'34  or 


•LIO 
•60 


.08 
L30 


8 


476 
0.31 

484 

7.83 


4.64 


(fi 


{•) 

(•) 
(0 


438 


8 

1 

(•) 


L6« 


L88 


7.14 
438 


(^ 


(•) 


.86 

.73 

414 


(•) 

4  41 

14  80 

1.34 
1.3$ 


(•) 
(•) 

8 

(•) 
(•) 


m 


LIS 
4.38 

430 


.U 

.37 

.47 
.43 

.73 
1.06 

484 

407 

.83 
.67 


lihkv, 


'iv-: 


11-;^ 
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\     I 


1922 


777 


1  '       * 


778 


Commodity 


Hay,  total: 
Tons. 


Value 

Northeastern  States: 

Tons 

Value 

Straw: 

Tons 

Value 

Broomcom;* 

Long  tons 

Value .... 

Hops: 

Pounds... 

Vali» 


Donei  be 
prodnc  ion 


W6, 
$361. 


01. 
4U 


w 
:4,4ff) 

K  21  2, 000 


*7. 


*8. 


ao, 


>  Include*  production  of  raw  oleo  fats. 

•  Processed  from  raw  oleo  fats  inciud«d  with  "edihle  taJlow  " 

•  Production  flsore  iadudee  fresh  pork  out*  oaad  ta  the  uiaiLinc  o/ hams  listed  bdow. 

•  Less  than  one-tenth  of  l  per  cent. 

•  1925  oensos  flfore. 

•  DaU  not  aratlabto. 

'  Creamery,  wbey,  and  prow  butter.    Farm  butter  not  iodnded. 

•  Ratio  o(  imports  to  prodoction  plus  imports. 

•  Other  than  lor  breedtnc. 
«  Estimated. 

»  Approximately  aO,000.000  boabels  of  barley  an  and  annually  lor  maUnf  malt. 

■  ao  poumto  is  equiTalent  to  1  bcnbel  barley  malt. 

u  Value  baaed  on  shelled  com  used  in  maanlKture. 

*•  Does  not  tndode  durum. 

I*  Ratio  of  imparts  to  production  pios  imports  is  less  than  one-tenth  of  1  per  cent. 

>*  Does  not  ioclode  cakes. 

>  Does  not  taehade  2,888.000,000  pounds  of  raieia  grapes  grown  in  CaUforata. 

(1)  Total  value  of  imports  in  1927  of  commodities  of  which  imports  were  leas 


'  Nwinal  imports  about  15,000,000  pounds. 
>'  Imports  include  some  dried  pears. 

■  California  ooiy. 

•  Statistics  not  shown  ?«eparately. 

»  Negligible  production  in  continental  United  States. 

■  Normal  imports  2.000.000  pounds  annually. 
»  Approximate  shipments  of  milied  peanuts. 

»  Total  peanut  exports  were  4,827,438  pounds,  valued  at  $37,79i5.321;  statistics  of 
ax  )orts  on  shelled  and  not  shelled  peanuts  not  shown  separately. 

•  Imports  of  sheUed  pecans  converted  to  equivalunt  pounds  of  unahelled  and  added 
to  imports  of  unshelled. 

"  Indudes  unsweetened  chocolate. 

•  Include  the  New  England  States,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylyania,  OhiOk 
M  Ichigan,  and  imiiBn^ 

•  Negligible. 

•  Transferred  flt>m  free  list. 


Total  Table  of  iovorta  tor  Schedule  7  in  1928  (importa  by  ichedniea  not 
BalatioB  of  U)  to  (2) 


tb  iQ  10  per  cent  of  domestic  consumption,  listed  above $10fi,  135, 000 

readily  available  for  1927) t3M,7lO,l82 

per  cent..  38. 93 


ScmDOU  8. — Bpirit;  irtaas,  amd  other  bevtraoet 
No  tatmlatlon  baa  been  presented  listing  the  importa  of  conunoditlea 
eorered  io  8eb«dule  8,  which  represent  1«M  than  10  per  cent  of  the  total 
domestic  consumption. 

Pangraphs  802  to  805,  iaclualve.  Include  almoat  entirely  Tarlooa 
alcoholic  bever«s«a  the  Importation  of  wbleb  are  aabjact  to  tbe  nilea 
aod  regulatloiis  of  tbe  Prohibition  Bureau.  The  manofacture  of  nway  ot 
these  beveragea  is  not  permitted  in  the  United  States  at  tbe  preaent  time. 
Tbe  amounts  Imported  iDCtiiate  from  year  to  year,  and  there  la  no  baaia 
for  determlnlns  tb*  reUtloiMkip  of  Importi  to  domestic  oonanmpttos. 

Paragraph  800,  which  covers  various  fruit  juices,  including  grape 
jnlce,  does  not  represent  imports  in  any  great  quantity.  Statistics  are 
not  available  giving  tbe  domestic  production  of  these  fmlt  Juices,  so 
ttmt  •  direct  eonpartsim  eaa  aot  be  made  with  Imports.    However,  tbe 


ScasPlTLB  %.~-CammodUiM  tf  wUtk  imptrU  Mrs  i«*t  i  kas  /O  jxr  cmf «/  dometUe  MnmmplUm  in  tM7 


graph, 

aetof 

1983 


Commodity 


tn,9» 


ifMaO 
Vatae  (total)..' .........:..:.: 

(a)  Total  prodoeed,  by  yam  nombera— 

aOH  and  under,  pounds 

2Uto4te,  pounds 

ilstogOi,  posBds 

tlstogOs.  pomds .... 

81s  to  lOOs,  pounds 

Wis  to  UQs.  pounds ...,.._ 

laia  and  over,  pounds ...-. 

Undamifled.  pounds... 

Cb)  Vor  aala  ooly,  by  yam  i 
Total.. 

30b  and  imder,  poands. 

Sis  to  Ma,  poornds. 

41a  toflOa,  poands 

•Is  to  MB.  poands 

8Is  to  100b.  poonds 

101s  to  laOi.  poands 

131s  aad  ovar,  poanda.. 
OoMsD  sowtag  tbnaC: 

Poonda ^ 

MVyardi 

▼aiaa 

OooBtabto  oottOB  doth  (total): 


Domealic 
production 


Valos 

Byyara 

4tt  and  aMhr,  poands.. 
41a  and  over,  pounds...., 
FootawtM  at  «ad  of  sehsdale. 


(') 

i,«a.8at 
l.2a^322 

179,601 
U,A7 

9,842 
1,335 

42 
1,433 

849,806 


64g 
437 


tU^lSa  894 

96,370  318 

83.072 

21,370 

3,973,  434 

7%  843 

10(983 

3B;99^473 


IM^40e, 


1,901^0914 
I823;163J0QB 


,flB8.ao 


•  1.794.070.300 
114.515450) 


CORD— SENATE 


October  5 


000 
000 

,000 
,700 


000 
),682 


Importa  for 
consumption 


138,828 
$1, 108, 810 

28.828 
II,  108, 810 

$143,122 

17 
$2,465 

490,099 

$288,872 


Production 
plus  imports 


108.120,828 
II,  XH,  001,  810 

3a  000,  025 
1382, 997,  510 

(•) 
(•) 

34,477 
H  214, 405 

31, 148, 090 
$7,309,554 


Domestic 
exports 


13,538 
1285,  noi 

13,  .»S 
1285,001 

(") 
(") 

4,048 

1479.  152 

14, 188, 888 
13,525,002 


Apparent 
consumption 


Ratio  of  I 
imports 
to  con- 
sumption 


108,118.300 
II,  303,  776.  800 

30..'»2.487 
1383,712.509 


!; 


30,429 
I3,735.3U 

10,959,211 
13.784.552 


Percent  . 


.38! 
.31! 


i? 

8 


7. 01 1 


qtantitiea  imported   are   negligible   as   compared   to    the   dome^lc   con- 
st mption. 

Paragraph  807  :  There  have  been  no  imports  under  this  paragraph 
recent  years. 

Paragraph  808.  ginger  ale,  soda  waters,  and  similar  beverages :  Only 
st^tiatica  for  the  total  production  of  these  various  soft  drinks  are  avail- 
but  no  separation  Is  made  for  the  various  types,  such  as  ginKer 
aoda  watera,  etc.     The  imports  are  a  negligible  fraction  of  tbe  total 
coisumption  In  the  United  Statea. 

E>aragraph  809 :  Ttals  paragraph  covers  mineral  waters.     Imports  are 
unimportant  as  compared  to  tbe  total  production  of  mineral  waters  in 
^'^     United  States,  bat  again  a  comparison  can   not  be  made,  since  no 
covering  domestic  production  and  consumption  are  available  since 


in 


able, 
sir, 


th. 

data 

1919, 


344 


439 
006 
418 
388 
808 
280 
975 
tK 

298 


Imports  for 
consumption 


Prodnctian 
plus  Imports 


290 
818 


3,348,393 
13,733.335 

201,280 
231,305 
448.950 
834,002 
79^702 
«»^05« 
337.350 


3,348,293 

XI.  289 
231.385 
448.950 
834,003 
798^702 
408.866 

337,  aaw 


Domestic 
exports 


3^9791938^838 


7,83^780 
$484118 

11.835^784 

63,  50:;  980 

115.792.390 

«4. 54^487 
«7, 380^  277 


1,534,035.728 

1.220,553.370 

180.050,375 

35, 309,  ,348 

10.439,510 

1.743,940 

37t),  234 

1,413.125 

65:1914.548 

335,340,963 

235.601.683 

53.521.507 

2%  204.  499 

4,770,136 

1.137,498 

338,312 


28.  540,  S.'W 
Hi  323.  894 


Apparent 
ooa^uinption 


1051.316,081 


Ratio  of 
imports 
to  con- 
sumption 


Per  cent 
0.11 


1,337,303 


$4^809.388 

1,930,417,582 

7, 905,  509,  500 

1838.964.206 

1,798,021,798 
131.792^788 


$1,138,127 


500,042,677 
$74,966,059 


$45,741,341 


7,  345,  558,  883 
$743,906,237 


>.01 
'.09 

>.3S 

»2.38 

•7.01 

'3S.43 

'88.39 


<.90 

i.OO 

'.10 

*.84 

>3.78 

« 18.70 

*  36.98 

•98.75 


1.01 

•.S3 

.87 
2.07 

*M 
*S.99 


1929 
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ScHSDtJLE  9.—C0nimodm*e  of  ip*k*  fiaportj  were  leu  Aan  W  per  cent  of  itmettU  eonenmfUon  in  /MT— CeotlnaSd 


Para- 
graph, 
act  of 
1933 


906 


907 


•08 

909 

911 

912 


913 


Commodity 


Tire  fabrics: 

Pounds 

Square  yards . 

Value — .. 

Cotton  window  hoUands: 

Square  yards. 

Value 

CMlcloth;  • 

Square  yards -— 

Value 

Filled  or  coated  cotton  cloths,  n.  s.  p.  f: 

Square  yards 

Value 

Water-proof  cloth: 

Square  yards 

Value - 

Cotton  doth  containing  silk  or  rayon: 

Pounds 

Square  yards .- 

Value . 

Jacquard  woven  napped  cloths: 

Pounds - — ..... 

Value 

Cotton  table  damask: 

Pounds . .... — .. 

Square  yards 

Value.  

Manufactures  of  cotton  ti^le  damask:  Value ... 

Quilts  or  bedspreads; 

Pounds  (total)... 

Number  (total) 

Square  yards  (total) 

Value 

(a)  Double  weave- 
Pounds . . 

Number .- 

Square  yards 

Value 

(6)  Single  weave- 
Pounds ...............—.. 

Number 

Square  yards 

Value. 
Sheets  and  pillowcases: 

Pounds .. ..... ...... — ... 

Number . 

Square  yards . — — 

Value 

BlankeU: 

Pounds  (total) 

Number  (total) ............. ........ 

Square  yards  (total) ...__.....-. ^ — 

Value  (total) — 

Towels.  towelinK,  and  wash  cloths: 

Founds  (total) ....^^....... ....... ....... 

Number  (total) 

Square  yards  (total) ........ .... 

Value  (total) 

(a)  Towels,  not  Jacquard  at  terry-woven  (par.  912) — 

Pounds 

Number . . ..... 

Square  yards .. . . . 

VaJoe 

(b)  Towels.  Jacquard,  not  terry-woven  (par.  921)— 

Pounds . . 

Number ....._.._..................... 

Square  yards . 

Value ~ 

(c)  Towels.  Turkish  or  terry-woven  (par.  910)— 

Pounds ..— 

Number ._ ; 

Square  yards . ... ....... 

Value 

(d)  Wash  cloths- 

Pounds 

Square  yards . 

Value 

Mop,  dust,  and  polishing  cloths:  Valtie 1 ~-..- 

Oarter?,  suspenders,  and  braces:  Value ......_.. .. 

Cords,  lasscis.  and  cords  and  ta'wels:  Value .. 

Spindle  l>an<lini;  and  wiciting:  Value ........ „.-.... 

Label;  (or  garments:  Value 

Boot,  shoe,  or  corset  lacings  of  cotton  or  other  vegetable  fibers: 
Value. 

Loom  harness,  healds,  and  collets:  Value .......... . _. 

Belting  for  machinery:  Value 

Cotton  hosiery: 

Dozen  pairs -. ., 

Cotton  underwear 

Dozen  pieces.. ._...... . -.- — ~. 

Value — 

Cotton  handkerchlefe,  not  embroidered:  Value... .~ 


918 
917 

918 

Footnotes  at  end  of  schedule. 


Domestic 
production 


197,  353,  058 
225,731,642 
$80, 074, 199 

O 
(') 

•  105,  284,  270 
«  $18, 702, 929 

'  59,  675.  812 
» $28,  543,  502 

{') 

(•) 

54.  072,  328 
274,  626,  896 
$66,  252, 992 

(') 
O 

11, 005,  582 
33,523.412 
$6. 751, 405 

(') 

24,020,764 


71. 282, 515 
$18, 949, 735 

4,946,220 


14,591,692 
$4, 615,  599 

18,080,538 


60, 690,  823 
$14, 334, 136 

(') 


(' 


60,494,182 


107,362,502 
$29,452,248 

83.848,302 


160. 907, 031 
$42,611,371 

34,924,072 


60,982,471 
$11,687,088 

7,016.377 


14,  SOO,  186 
$5,057,452 

48,780,529 


89,  248,  006 
$23, 429, 135 

3,126,724 

6,400,369 

$2, 457,  096 

(') 

$20,205,605 

(') 


0) 
U  $28, 900, 416 

M  46,  289, 834 
ri.  034, 787 

15,871,081 
$85,398,440 

(") 


Imparts  for 
consumption 


liXXI- 


-269 


908 

$»* 

001810 
il63,0e7 

10.268 
$8. 588 

034. 1S9 
$123,341 

192,274 
$95,967 

34,710 
151,413 
$90,821 

ia444 
$14,731 

340^101 


$225,127 

$74,346 


30a751 
'$538,'879 


169.758 
'$33i.'684 


130,993 
'$i95.~3»5 


347,418 
"$fi9.'866 


636.730 
'i286.'49i 


345.349 
'$49.'763 


288,257 
'$20,'636 


67,092 
■$30,"  143' 


(0 

"oY 

0) 


'9,045 
$42,813 
$12,075 
$4,808 
17.384 
$1,643 

$8,023 
>•  $387,  291 

U380,200 
$1,397,665 

>•  52, 881 

M$278,999 

$881,700 


ProonctioB 
phis  imports 


197, 353, 984 
"$80,' 974,  584 


Deroestic 
exports 


105,300.538 
$18,  769,  497 

00.  309, 971 
$28, 660,  843 


54, 107, 038 
274.777,308 
$66,  343,  713 


$8,976,533 


'$i9,'476,'6i4 


$4. 947, 183 


$14,529,431 


$29,738,739 


$42,661,134 


$11,097,308 


$5,077,505 


120.338,418 


129,  287, 707 

46,670,030 
172;  432, 452 

1,5. 92S.  962 
$86. 677,  439 


4.978,081 

(1,799,652 

2, 752,  438 
$523,000 

1(1. 699. 177 
ri  305.  493 

5. 307. 001 
$2,955,301 

•  4.  508.  302 
•  $2, 195,  255 

(♦) 
C) 
(•) 

0) 

(') 


Appereiit 
consumption 


Ratio  of 

Import  to 

eonsomi^ 

tion 


179,  174,  932 


94.  701,  351 
$10,  464. 004 

55.04^310 
$26,711,542 


371,649 
$07,325 
(') 


87,580 
'$i36,'86i 


(') 
"("')■ 


{«) 


293.833 

'$173,327 

1,583,493 


9925,766 


5, 825,  184 
"$896,'529 


(') 
"(")" 


O) 

"(')' 


(«) 

"O)" 

(') 


8 


$1,032,477 
(') 

C 


8 


(') 

»$3,002,758 

4.337,435 
$7,329,505 

063.290 
$2,640,631 


$6,879.  W7 


$19. 339,  753 


$38, 81 3;  1 73 


$41.763,«06 


$19. 305, 941 


$20,  284. 949 

42.332.505 
}«5,102.947 

15,  260, 673 
$83,136,908 


PtT  crnt 
(•) 
(•) 
(•) 

(») 
P) 


(•) 
(•) 


1.15 
.48 


•.08 
«.08 


(•) 
(•) 


« 


3.27 


2.72 


«6.70 


1.34 


(•) 
(•) 
(•) 


.99 


,13 


•.28 


•.40 


.22 


1.47 

.90 
2.15 


.35 

.34 


« 


:i- 


a'  >'-.5: 


".'■ii'  1 


i-  - 

i    : 


y  f 


M 


I  I 
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SCBBDDUI  9.— Omworftfiw  c/  w/Uck  iwporto  iMr<  <<m  (Aam  1 0  per  cent  of  iomettU  cvtuumption  i*  /M7— Continued 


mpti, 
Mtor 

1928 


019 


«» 


Commodity 


Clothlnc  and  wearing  apparel,  □.  s.  p.  f.:  Value 

(«)  Wearing  apparel  (or  men  and  boys- 
Shirts 

Underwear  (not  knit) _-. — 

CoUan  and  cuifs 

Overalls 

Other  cotton  clothing . 

(6)  Wearing  apparel  for  women  and  children — 

Coneta.  branitees,  and  girdles .«. . 

Dreeses,  skirts,  and  waists 

Underwear  (not  knit) 

Other  cotton  clothing 

(«)  Waterproof  clothing 

Lace  window  curtains,  etc.,  made  on  the  Nottingham  laoe-curtain 
machine:  Value. 


Dom«  Stic 
produition 


(«« 


|1«, !  16, 2a 


I  Not  separately  rcoorded. 

'  Ratio  of  Imparts  to  domeetlc  production  plua  imports. 

I  Bstlmated  at  94  per  eent  of  total  proluctlon. 

«  BMed  CO  aScUi  average  yam  numbers  as  used  In  the  tariff  aet 

•  Does  Dol  Indnda  tUk  oilcloth  or  ollrloth  (or  floors. 

•  BoMieled,  W,mjn  square  yards  valued  at  t3. 199, 117;  tabto.  waU.  sMf,  etc., 
HJmi,nt  MitMrs  yards  TtitiKl  at  116.403.742. 

'  ArtlAclal  tsathor  mads  on  teitlls  t>ase;  Pyrotylln  coated,  49.M0.AS5  kjums  yards 
vtlttM)  at  |M,4M,«74:  oth«,  10,086,277  squM«  yard<i  ralue<l  at  t4M,m 

» Watsrpfw<sd  Mtt«  eloib.  2.177,6M  squm  yards  valued  it  fl,097Ja«;  robbsriMd 
plwa  foofto  Mdbospital  sbastteg,  SJM.fOS  sqtMra  yards  valasd  M  iCoT.OM. 

•  Not  sspwiMly  iwardMl  prior  to  I92i. 

M  Total  VAlas  bo(  iword«rb«Jt  sstlmatMl  to  stesMi  K».000,000  Indudlng  l6,0tM,0i» 


>*  Mainly  cotton  woven  belting  and  cotton  transmission  rope. 
U  Rubber  belting,  t2,B81.819i  cotton  belting  $320,043. 
I*  Mainly  Mamies^i. 
'•Mainly  full -fash  iooed. 
>*  Inoiudee  cotton  outerwear. 

*'  Not  separately  recorded  but  estimated  at  more  than  tft.OOO.OOO. 
>•  Kxports  recorded  at  1146,296  Include  ootton  handkerchiefs  dutiable  under  other 
ptragraphs. 
I*  Not  separatsly  reeorded  but  e«tlmated  at  SMveral  hunrlred  million  dollar!. 
>*  Tbs  arwuraoy  of  these  ofDcial  records  ban  been  (lueeiluoed. 
M  Not  separauly  recorded,  etportj  are  negligible. 
•  Kitlmatod  loss  than  0,1  of  i  par  esat. 


(0  mttflii  mills, 

MlJBIja  of  rabber  belttog,  aiKl  tJXnh,(rn  of  woven  bolting. 


STotal  vatM  of  imporu  in  I vr  of  eomnedlilof  of  wMoli  Inports  wars  lost  than 
Tot3vi3n«o<lmpArt<(DrM<"  '  ' .---.rx-i... ..... 


Total  viUtM  of  Importe  (or  Mcbodutot  !■  1991  (Hnports  by  toMdulos  not  raadlly 


psr  cent. 

par  esnt  of  dofflsetio  nofMiimpttoo,  Us(«d  abovt. 
»vallahl«(orl«a7} , 


TO 


MU 


lOU 


t 

ICMDVig  10.— OrfiMMifiisf  sf  v*Ml  inp9ru  wtr$  U  1  iiMn  lOptr  tnttf  iamtHit  ntfummpHt^tlUMf 


CoOMMdltr 


IfMjrnntmd  ronag,  slagi*) 


/ulojvw.'  Vvias^  'iidmilmii' 


'% 

Contafi,  M«pt  soMM  MMl  M«( 


.'ouiids 
Vil«»7. 
lalovfbMaf: 


Vatas. 
Jotobagsori 

Numbar... 

Pounds 

Valua 

Llnolsam: 
iBlaid- 

Sqaare  yards. 

Vatoe 

Ottasr- 

S<|oare  yards.. 

Vahia 

Total: 

Square  yards. 
Vatao 


DoflMVlrpW' 

due  Ion 


H 


R 


>4ao,ioa 


16. 
$19, 

31, 
622. 

49. 
14% 


i  Ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  production  plus  imports. 
mi.  oy  dooM 


•  Bttlmattd  by  domestic  manufacturers. 


Si 


1)  Total  value  of  imports  in  1927  of  commodities  of  whieh  imports  ware  leas  thai 
Total  valua  of  importi  for  Schedule  10  in  1928  (imports  by  wfaadulaa  not 
of  (1)  to  (2) 


ScaKOVLK  n.—Cvmm«4itim  tf  wkidt  impmU  were  let  1  Men  tO  per  cent  qf  iomeMie  eontumptiom  in  tOV 


Par*- 
iraph, 
act  of 


Commodity 


1M6     Woo)  waalaa  and  by-products,  including  rags: 

Pounds.. . . 

Vafaia 

UOe     PartlaBy  manoltetured  wo(d.  or  hair 
(a)  Tofio- 

Paonds 

Value 

Footnotes  at  end  of  achedule. 


Domiatte 

prodn  ction 


(' 


October  5 


Imports  for 
consumption 


9,787 
»  17, 918 


10^988 
6,668 


$86,822 


Production 
plus  imports 


$16, 373,  OM 


Domestic 
exports 


$7,907,383 

1,987,968 
0901638 
524.  .^24 
166,02rt 

1, 418,  447 

1.902,353 

228,847 

S9,24S 

20aiM 

720,178 

(«) 


Apparent 
consumption 


Ratio  of 
imports 
to  con- 
sumption 


Perctnt 

(•) 

(•) 
^'} 

(•? 
(•) 
(•) 


(•) 

(•) 


•  J» 


*  Ritlniatad  U«t  than  10  psr  cent. 
'  Istlnalsd  loss  tbsn  I  psr  o 


.pgrsMt. 


gl.0<M,3M 


466.  M» 
U  70 


',JI! 


•l^fM.W 


n.un 

1,411 

91.  m 

M,7M 


iA,  913. 380 


:m.oo9 

000 


ITfllSOO 
1110,680 

144.904 
382 


121 


404 
1,062 


Importefor 
•oosufflptioa 


,611 

ifM,04f 
IUl,tl« 

I0,7»,6M 


M6,061 

IM,<07 

'M.  780, 000 
37,480,618 
R974.200 


639,081 
1708,143 

422,533 
$441,710 

1,061. 864 
$1.1491883 


Produrtton 
plus  Import* 


•«,7W,iM 
lli6«,0N 


». 


m,m 


m  440, 066 

m.  i».  9M 

M73«,»47 


$1,371,606 

444,780,000 


18. 815.  631 
$19,808,823 

32, 167, 437 
$23,380,002 

50,983,058 
$43, 188, 915 


DomosUs 
•tperto 


90^460 
$iM^  71» 

>,ro,6M 

$1,106,616 


39,008.918 
ta,  921, 198 


1.092,749 
$716,678 


AppaiV0t  oofi' 
sutni'lion 


m,  346, 966 

$9a,r«,3M 

I1r7,  WW,  JPi 

$66, 036, 313 


40,80a300 
$42,473,237 


Ratio  Of 

ImporU 
U)  con* 

6IMI|>tiM 


P0  MM 

<lf0 
'l.M 

*.m 

117 
1,8$ 

&4I 


1.90 
>i.<0 


■3.40 
'8.57 

•1.31 
>1.89 

113 
2.71 


avail  tbia 


10  per  cent  of  domestic  consumption,  listed  above $7,080,304 

"   lor  1937) $132,773,015 

per  oant..  5.33 


(' 
(' 


<  190. 1  00, 000 


Imports  for 
consumption 


31,688,287 
$13,  180,  306 


2(9,052 
$379^667 


Production 
plus  imports 


'190.249,062 


Domestic 
exports 


15. 080. 479 
$1. 108, 374 


Apparent 
consumption 


Ratio  of 
imports 
to  con- 
sumption 


PtT  cent 
(') 
(•) 


(') 


1929 


Para- 
graph, 
act  of 
1922 


1106 


1107 


no8 


1109 


1110 


nil 


1112 


11  u 


1114 


111* 
1117 
111$ 
1119 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 

ScnrnTLB  11.— Owimodtfto  ofwkidt  Niportt  were  ten  Aa*  tO  per  cent  cf  4omeMe  eoiuumpliom  Ht  /M7— Continued 


4265 


Commodity 


Partially  manufactured  wool,  or  hair— Continued. 

(6)  All  other- 
Pounds 

Value 

Yams  of  wool,  mohair,  alpaca,  etc: 

Pounds ~.- 

Vftlue 

Wonited  fabrics,  light  weight: 

Poi.nds- .- — — 

Value — 


Woolen  and  worsted  fabrics,  medium  and  heavy  weight: 

Pounds 

Value _ 

fOf  (abrioa: 

Pounds ......_......... ........~ ....... 

Value 

Wool  blankets: 

Pounds... ^.......M^................ 

Value .........MM........~— 

Wool  If  lu,  not  woven: 

Pounds ...•~...^.>...~....... 

Value .- ~— 

Wool  small  wares: 

Pounds 

Value 

Wool  knit  goods; 

(s)  Knit  (at  rUi  Is  ttas  I 
l'oun<is.. 
Valuo.... 

(ft)  Xoltunderws 

i«)  Knit  underws 

rotittis 

Vslue , 

Wool-wearing  apiiarei,  no!  boll,"  or  rroobotod: 

I'ouimIs 

Valu4' 

Wool  Mirpota  and  rud,  Mashinadnado;  **      • 

HfMiin  yards...  •••••...«•............ .....I 

Value  ... 

Artkles  made  of  sarfM*  OM  n0,  ■.  6,  p.  t> 

rounds .......................«.>. 

Vdin* , 

MaitMfM'lurM  a(  wuot,  B.  6.  p.  it 

\uti».. .......«.....«, 


Domestic 
production 


(*) 

(^ 

>s8aooaooo 

(•) 


2(».  99R,  312 
$616.  722,  875 


•16,219,086 
'$»,84A.899 

37. 948.  488 
$3i7»l,M3 

'9,438,533 
'$9,064,103 


8 


W. 


•M  10$,  170 

$M,ogi,6$i 

•  I66,M3 

$4,400,736 


Imports  Ibr 
consumption 


380 
$183 

339,461 
$545,455 

1,35^257 
$3;749,n9 


9,720,505 
$19,  244, 668 

•368.988 

,421 


it'kiVi'.M'm 

m,  t77,  64$ 
IIM,  63(,  434 


8 
8 


■602,536 

'$639,732 

54,706 
$119,831 

%040 
$^$01 


$o,r7 

l»S.$60 
$4,303 

$103,  oor 


'it.'f39,'i97 
$6,440,199 

ri.rsB 

$3,449,998 

"»» 

$1, 117, 07$ 


Production 
pius  imports 


*  350^  330,  461 


281,071.074 
$538,  717,  263 


'16,88^033 

•$30,732,320 

*  38,  .'^1,  024 
'  $28,  396,  395 

9,493,238 
$B,17$,9$4 


"lii'iHoii' 

14,103,74$ 
'$iU.'M$,'37r 


Domestic 
exports 


(•) 
(•) 

3.S0R2 
$67,098 


438,814 
$807,303 


Apparent 
consumption 


1860,304.379 


(») 

8 


?! 


66,044173 
$16I,0N6,4I9 


"u'im'.'iib' 
iu.on 

1,470 


38n,n3Z3nn 

$637,830,050 


Ratio  of 
imports 
to  con- 
sumption 


PtT  eent 

(») 
(*> 

a  01 

.01 


3.95 
4.00 


'iiii'im,'6ii 


•0,887 
1311, 734 


8 


6A,ffn,»tft 

llflO.  789, 6M 


)  r,»fifnfl(64  wmduHitm  of  ««4  ngf,  1$$,0004$0  poandr,  trnptru  amotntod  to 
UAJi'MM  fNMMs  or  about  UH  par  fsot  of  doiBsstki  produoUoiL 
i  Retlmatad. 

'  Iftforinatlon  not  avallalrfsi, 
<N(H  «sfiaf»ta(y  reeordad. 
<  Doe*  tuk  Iwewid*  doaklnoi. 

•  !)<.««  not  iiiclu'ie  '.SU,4y7  pounds,  valued  at  $59,439  duttabto  ondar  par.  14$0l 
'  pKlmhlnK,  piano,  saddle,  and  shoe  lelu,  and  boot  and  shoe  linings. 
( iqoare  yards. 

(1)  Total  value  of  Imports  in  1027  of  oomnodlties  of  wbish  imports  war*  Isas  than  10  psr  oant  of  domestic  coosumptioo  Ustod 

Total  value  of  imports  for  Sohadole  11  io  1928  (Imports  by  schodulss  not  rsadily  availabla  lor  liOJ)— 

Relation  of  (1)  to  (3) 


•DOMfl, 

» lni<hidod  tn  bnft  ootsrwMr, 
N  Iflstodas  knit  witsrwsar  otbar  than  tranl, 
w  Insludss  wool  knit  outsrwaar,  underwi 
bathing  soils, 
H  Doss  not  loduda  hats  and  bat  bodiai  of 
u  Doss  not  Include  oriental  rug*. 

•  Estimated  leas  than  10  par  cent. 

*  Estimatod  lass  tbaa  I  par  orat. 


&30 

3.8$ 

ZU 
3.63 

.1$ 
l.$l 


lit 


iM 


I. $9 
1.69 


bflslsry,  1I0T6I  aod  mittaos,  aad 


abova $66,077,066 

$llM6a986 

psr  cent..  46.08 


7' 


ScaiDTTLS  13.— OMasMNflKes  tf  mUek  imparU  wsrs  ism  tken  10  per  eent  of  dometUe  e»m$umption  fn  IttT 


Para- 
graph 
act  of 
1983 


1203 

1204 
1305 


1306 

1207 


Commodity 


Thrown  silk: 

Pounds . . . 

Value 

SewinK  silk,  twist,  floss,  etc.: 

Pounds 

Vatae 

Broad  silks,  including  upholstery  and  tapestry  (total): 

v'aiue..""~i"~i™"r~iirii™™rm™iii 

(a)  Allailk: 

Pounds 

Value. 


(6) 


M 


Silk -mixed- 
Pounds ... 

Value 

Upholsta^  and  tapeatry— 

Pounds 

Value 

Bilk  plushes: 

Pounds 

Value 

Silk  ribbons: 

Pounds 

Value 


Domestle  pro- 
duction 


•11,408,721 
$70,347,417 

1.382,179 
$13,342,250 

61, 077, 887 
$408,918,383 

36,182,140 
$376,919,357 

22,132,864 
$106,696,047 

2, 762, 874 
$8,302,979 

965,047 
$2.  747,  746 


$36,040,945 


Imports  for 
consumption 


122 
$667 

3,684 
$13,706 

3,660,910 
$17, 917, 160 

8, 100, 811 
$16,356,028 

480^000 
$1,861,183 


8 


9,531 
$88,348 

55,030 
$301,446 


Production 
irius  imports 


,  Domestic  ax- 
ports 


11,406,843 
$70,348,074 

1,386,763 
$12,3&«,066 

64,628,797 
$611,836,643 

39,282,060 
$393,275,385 

22,562,963 
$110i  257, 179 


974,578 
$2,806,093 


$30,342,391 


«128.»37 
$679,373 

97,303 
$70^700 

(0 
$%  767, 611 


'«7( 


6,761 


»f3,49a$M> 


8 


•27,761 
$82,820 


{S». 


951 


Apparaut  oon- 
sumption 


11,37«,916 
$69,868,701 

1,288,560 
$11,663,355 


$800,067,932 

3.53 

$392, 998, 6M 

4.16 

$167,706;  339 

L4S 

946,817 
$2,713,364 

l.Ol 
2.U 

$36,136,440 


Ratio  of 
Imports 
to  con- 
sumption 


iVreeiif 

(•) 

ass 

.13 


.83 


'  iii 


mm 


Footnotes  at  end  of  schedule. 
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CONGRESSIONAL  EllCORD— SENATE 

ScBBDCLK  \2.—OfmmoditU»  of  wkkk  importt  wen  ku  tkoM  I )  per  cent  ofiamutie  contumptiim  Hi  /M7— ContintMd 


Pai»- 
icrapfa, 
actor 


Commodity 


IXM 


13U 


Sflk  knit  goods: 

(a)  Knit  fabric  in  the  ptoce 

Poands 

VMtue.  ..  

(b)  Silk  hori«r7— 

Dozen  tm^ 

Value 

re)  Silk  knit  undenrew:  Value 

Artificial  bonehair,  viica,  and  cellophane: 

Pounds ■ 

Value 

Raynn  knit  tabrics  in  the  pieoe: 

Pounds 

Value • 

Other  nijron  knit  loods:  Value 


Dome8ti(  pro- 
ducti(n 


3. 

n 


'id). 


"23,1: 
"»47. 


27  1, 


2. 
13. 

'88, 

tao. 


OS  I, 
071, 

751 
871, 

771. 


*  For  mie;  does  not  include  silk  thrown  oo  oommiarion  or  prodooed  by  milli  for       Ji  Includes  ailk  boeiery  with  lisle  tops;  does  not  include  mixtures  of  silk  and  other 


own  use 

*  Includes  exports  of  spun  silk  yams. 

*  Leas  than  one-teotb  of  l  per  cent. 

*  Recorded  in  linear  yards. 

*  Estimated  that  90  per  cent  of  exports  consist  of  silk-mixed  goods. 

*  Included  in  all  silk  or  silk  mixed. 
'  Includes  also  silk  velvets. 
'Square  yards. 

*  Not  separately  recorded. 

*  Ratio  of  imparts  to  domestic  production  pitu  imports. 

(1)  Total  value  of  imports  in  1927  o(  commodities  of  wtiiefa  imports  were  less 

(S  Total  value  of  imports  for  Schedule  13  in  19B8  (Imports  by  schedules  not 

Relation  of  (1)  to  (2) 


ScHKDULB  13.— C»fiiiiiorfi««  tf  wMM  iMjMrtt  wsre  less 


n 


Par*- 

traph, 
act  of 

vm 


1301 


1303 
13M 

IMS 


ISO? 


laOR 

iao» 


1313 


Commodity 


Book  paper 

Pounds  (in  thousands)........ 

Value _ 

Paper  boards: 

Pounds  (in  thousands) 

Value 

Sheathing  and  roofing  paper  and  felts: 

Pounds  (in  thounuds) 

Value 

Filter  mass^  indurated  fiber  ware,  papier-mAcbt^  manufactures  of 

pulp,  masks:  Value 

Tissue  paper: 

Poands  (in  thousands) „ 

Value 

Coated  papers:  *"    **""*'* 

Pounds  (in  tbooands) ... ................ .... 

Vahie. 

Ores  St  proof  papers: 

Pounds  (m  thousands) 

Vahie 

Pine  papers: 

Poands  (in  tbouauds) 

Vatae 

Envelopes:  Value .. . . 

Hancii«  paper:  Value.... . ...... 

Wrapping  paper: 

Pounds  (in  tlioannds)  .. 

Value ^ r...i"rrr™™"i: 

Blotting  paper 

Poands  (hi  ttaoaaands) 

Vahie . . . . 

Playing  cards:  Value . .. ........... ... 

Pressboards  and  press  paper 

Pounds  (In  thousands)....... ........................ . 

Vatoe 

Test  or  oootalner  boards: 

Foonds _ 

Value 

Stereotype  motilx  mat  or  bowd: 

Pounds . 

Vatoe 

Boxes  of  p^MT,  po|iier-ai*di4,  or  board:  Value 


Dome  tic 
produc  ion 


$187,  ae  &,  630 

7,  M  r,  218 
$311,201,816 

1,  26  1. 178 
94^08^034 


October  5 


474 

206 

SIS 

918 
388 

204 
835 

096 

189 
34S 


Imports  for 
consumption 


5.030 
135,864 

15,386 

$245,585 

$33,554 

>>2as,838 
$340,160 

7,S61 
$36,227 
$81,753 


Production 
plus  imports 


$2,828,070 

23,154.901 

$247.  519.  508 

$47, 831, 942 

2,280.042 
$$.336,004 


$30,909,416 
$81,856,100 


Domestic  ex- 
ports 


(•) 

778,671 
$8,021,320 

(•) 

(^ 
(•) 

o 
(•) 

$4,084,121 


Apparent  con- 
sumption 


21376,230 
$239,498,183 


??> 


$87,771,979 


Ratio  oC 
imports 
to  con- 
sumption 


Ptr  eenl 


)«a9i 

.07 

.10 

•07 

9.96 
7.4» 


»  17 
.00 


fleers 

Includes  only  all-silk  knit  underwear  of  which  a  production  valued  at  $7,351 ,963 
Is  'eoorded  by  the  Census  under  Knit  Goods  and  a  production  valued  at  $40,446,435 
is  'ecorded  under  Women's  Clothing 

*  Indudee  also  cellophane  dutiable  under  par.  42. 

•  Exports  not  recorded  but  probably  nil. 
» Includes  all-rayon  knit  underwear,  hosiery,  and  hosiery  of  rayon  with  cotton 

to  ».  Does  not  include  mixtures  of  rayon  and  other  fibers.  All-rayon  knit  under- 
w(  ar  production  is  reported  by  Census  as  $23,804,567  under  Knit  Ooods  and  as 
$3i  1,418,504  under  Women's  Clothing. 


thm  10  per  cent  of  domestic  consumption,  listed  above $36,880,718 

reajdily  available  for  1927) $48,501,568 

- ..... per  cent..  76.04 


ti^H  10  per  cen  tfdometUe  amtumptUm  in  19tT 


Imports  for 
consumption 


920. 


27^ 


28  1. 616 
$25,781,745 

34  ,296 
$19,  IT  1, 179 

191,434 

$ll.«a^033 

1, 01 ',  616 

$106, 14  \,  140 

$66,901,806 

$30, 57  C  388 

3, 44  .  298 
1138^  511 1, 383 

2^180 
$2,70  1,323 

$8,94(1,573 

1.1.870 
tl.U^683 

tf74,9O^000 
$88,08,623 

6^681,000 

$88  .584 

1391, 90  ',  063 


006 


>  Not  avaOatde. 


£ 


thin 


1)  Total  Taloo  of  imports  in  1037  of  commodities  of  wbieh  imparts  ware  Isss 
"'  Tout  ▼alna  of  impacts  ior  SeiMdule  U  in  1038  (Imparto  by  scbednlas  not  reaAily 
or  (V  to  (2) 


10,365 
$506,458 

36,413 
$788,068 

%oe3 

$1101773 

$484,351 

3,148 
$1,796,388 

2,213 
$014,730 

1,630 
$386,906 

3.199 
$802,187 
$318,298 
$834,758 

25,013 
$836,028 

S 

$1,530 
$81,079 

864 
$2%  374 

7,834 
$704 


961.155 
$198,896 


Production 
plus  imports 


2.fl9a,309 
$157,  772,  088 

7,583,629 
$212,061,923 

1.253.271 
$40^172,707 

$20,754,356 

287.764 
$27,585,133 

343,509 

$20,090,918 

134,954 
$11,882,980 

1,020,815 

$106, 960, 327 

$56,122,188 

no,  2ia  146 

2, 472, 311 
$136, 346^  410 

36,183 
$2,  701,  853 
S».  021,  652 

14.740 
$1, 475, 067 

974.907.824 
$28. 082;  327 


Domestic 
exports 


$7ft4  730 
$302,195,958 


16,045 
$1, 370;  932 

129,942 
$6,110,266 

12.801 
$503,836 

(') 

5,990 
$1, 971, 137 

6.073 
res.  132 

(') 
(') 

13,984 

$2,104,003 

$422,616 

$603,434 

32,312 
$2,256,069 

3,667 
$411,410 
$701622 

(') 
(0 


8 


(') 

$1,637,054 


Apparent 
consumption 


4677.364 
$156,401,156 

7,453,687 
$206,941,657 

1,240,470 
$39,669,071 

$20,754,356 

281,774 
$25,613,906 

337,536 
$19,  322,  786 

124.954 
$11,882,980 

1.006.831 

$103,  M6,  325 

$55.  600,  573 

$39, 606,  712 

2,439.999 
$124,090,351 

22,516 
$2,290,442 
$8,317,030 

14.740 
$1, 475, 067 

074,907,834 
$28,082,327 


Ratio  of 
imports 
to  con- 
sumption 


Per  cent 
a39 
.32 

.49 

.38 

.17 
.38 

233 

1.13 
7.01 

.66 

4.73 

L33 
2.16 

.33 

.77 

.39 

L60 

1.03 
.67 

OS 
.07 
.97 

S.86 
LS3 

.000 

.008 


$743,730 
$3001568.004 


8.33 
.68 


10  per  cent  of  domestic  consumption,  listed  above. . 
available  Car  1937) 


$7,  713,  747 
$21,927,130 
— per  cent..  3k  IS 


1929 


CONGRESSIOl^AL  IlECORI)-~SENATE 

BCHkDnJt  tA—CimmedUiei  of  irtMcJk  Importt  wort  test  Otan  tOperce^  ig4omeitk  ttmnrnpUon  in  t$tT 


4267 


Paragraph  No. 


Act  of 

1922 


1401 


1405 


H.  R. 

3867 


1407 


1501 


1530 


Commodity 


Domestic  pro- 
duction 


Asb«<tos  textiles,  including  yam.  woven  fabrics,  packings,  etc. 

Asbestos,  paper  milll'Oard 

Other  manuf.ictures  of  a«l.estos - 

Asbestos  textiles,  paper  millboard,  shingles,  oemeDt,  etc 

Asbestos  products  other  than  shingles — 

Footwear  with  fabric  uppers: 
Quantity  (pairs)— 

Other  than  rubber  soled 

Rubber  soled 


Total. 


Value- 
Other  than  rubber  soled. 
Rubber  soled 


MW 

M14 

1416 


M17 
1418 


Mao 

1421 
1426 
1436 


1427 


M38 
M90 


1506     Brooms. 


Total. 


018 
1431 


uoe 

1513 
1614 


1818 
1517 


1510 
1520 
1524 
1533 
1528 


IS38 


U30 


Brushes: 

Toothbrushes — 

Other  toilet  brushes ~... 


Total  toilet  brushas. 


Paint  brushes - -. 

Other  brushes — 

Buttons: 

Vegetable  ivory- 
Quantity,  gross 

Vahie 

Pearl  buttons — 

Quantity,  gross .. ~- . 

Value _ — 

Dolls  and  parts  of  dolls  • 

Mechanical  toys. — — 

Rubber  toys 

Emery  and  artificial  abrasives: 
Qroand — 

Short  tons - 

Value - - ~.»- 

Other  manufactures 

Matches" 

Cartridges 

Blasting  caps • 

Mining,  blasting,  and  safety  faxes 

For  wearing  apparel — »- 

natters'  furs 

Curled  hair 

Hair  press  doth ..-- . 

Hair  cloth  and  hair  seating .- 

Hair  Mt: 

Pounds ..— ...... . 

Value 

For  felt  hats: 

Doaens ............. — - — 

Value ......... ......~ . 

Jewelry _........«....... 

Braids,  of  cotton ~ .._..... 

Braids,  of  flax ......... 

Braids,  of  sflk  " 

Braids,  of  artificial  silk  and  artificial  horaebalr 

Braids,  of  metal  threads — 

Women's  neckwear  * 

Flutings,  quillings,  iwck  ruSllngs,  rucfaings,  of  cotton 

Flutiugs,  quiUings,  neck  rufllings,  ruchings,  of  flax — 

Dross,  coat,  snd  millinOTy  trimmings  » 

Ornaments,  trimmings,  fringes,  gimps,  of  cotton... — 

OmanM  r*s,  trimmings,  of  flai „ 

Tucking,  pleating,  hemstitchLog  » 

Tacking,  flotmoes,  sDovers  of  cotton 

Tucking,  flounces,  allovers  of  flax 

FrincBs,  gimps,  tassel\  cords,  labels,  etc.,  trimmings,  flntings, 

tuddngs,  etc.,  of  silk -.-. ---i^- 

Ornaments,  and  trtmnitngs,  tuckings  and  fiounclngs  of  sflk.. 

Flutings,  quillings,  neck  rufilings,  ruchings,  of  silk 

Burnt -out  laces  and  embroideries  capable  of  conversion  into 

burnt-out  laoes  (cotton) - 

Burnt-out  laces  and  embroideries  capable  of  conversion  into 

bomt-out  laces  (silk) - 

Handkercliieb  and  mufflers  of  cotton,  not  ornamented 

Upholstery  leather: 

Grains  (square  feet) 

Splits  (square  feet) .... ...... 

Tot^  square  feet .... 

Value - 

Bag.  case,  strap,  and  football  leather: 

Square  feet 

Value 

Qlove  leather: 

Square  feet 

Footnotes  at  end  of  lebednle. 


$23,870,577 

$6,750,000 

I  $14,115,981 

$48,99.S,A46 

$42,645,658 


5.276,244 
37, 700, 037 


S3.0e7,Ul 


$20,050,089 
$24, 769, 100 


Imports  fat 
consumption 


$44,828,230 
$18, 444, 912  ; 


$3,301,625 
$4,987,348 


$8,288,873 


018 
»1S30 


•  $17,451,786 
$17,871,801 


9,215.306 
$5,704.6» 

27, 549, 646 
$12,402,700 

$l^068.^B8 

$7, 107, 313 

<$6, 780,060 


91.133 

$7, 965.  746 

$41, 293. 154 

$34,725,404 

$10,468,930 

i>$7.3Q2,863 

$5,236,829 

»  $209, 615, 047 

$17,078,344 

$5,171,033 

H$i,9oaoeo 

13.616,119 

31.094.529 
$6,074,845 

n2,0Ga68e 

»  $73, 304, 477 

$164,865,067 

$11,662,008 

(") 

11,284,878 

P, 

14380, 621 


4,3n,863 
'8,'323,'8M 


81,113,323 


1,078,708 

150,704 
681,760 

30,283,560 

46,  919,  250 
M86,  202.810 


$821,810 


$62,733 
$2,780,647 

$884,542 


(«) 


•1.064,057 


8 


Production 
plus  imports 


$23,501,387 
$5,750,000 
$14,178,713 
$51,  776,  293 
$13,430,100 


34.131,238 


i$3O4,S00 
$10,  751 


$45,132,798 
$18,455,663 


$345,453 
$534,966 


•  $880, 410 


«17,673k218 
••60;  00%  184 


$236,837 
$321,802 


11.618 
$0,038 

^834, 278 

-$387,015 

$905,765 

$301,210 

$06,682 


306 

$40,768 

$120;  816 

$2,254,064 

$70,514 

$104 

$1,851 

$166,113 

$867,838 

$3,508 

U  $84, 747 

>*K904 

80.970 
$14,161 

90^472 

$3,390,267 

K  301, 615 

$336,700 

3,168 

52,174 

885,274 

10,438 


$3,647,078 
$5,522,214 


$0, 160. 202 


4,542 
103 


522,783 
251,814 

""$,"$78 
86 


403,384 

370 


$17,888,633 
$18,103,00$ 


9,236,834 
$5^713.601 

'28.373.033 
-$12,780,734 

$16,054,158 
$7,408,532 
$6,865,732 


01.437 

$8,015,514 

$41,413,070 

$36,070,488 

$10,530,434 

$7,303,858 

$5,328,480 

$300,781,180 

$17,445,083 

$5,173,830 

$1,064,747 

$3,821,098 

31, 175, 400 
$6,080,006 

4141,088 

$75,703,744 

9180,088,672 

911,908,805 

(«^ 

,338^862 


Domestic  ex- 
ports 


(3.151,030 

$116,618 

$503,837 

$4,380,300 

$3,850,963 


4.780,004 


4,780,004 


$43M,«2 


$3,280,403 
$100,080 


8 


$706,586 


Apparent  con- 
sumption 


$30,350,357 
i\  633, 384 
$1$.  686.  376 
$47,  Wl,  004 
$39,570,117 


29,342,234 


$41,843,308 
$18,355,009 


$8,483,707 


¥ 


1,772 


(«) 
(") 


164.736 
9441, 304 

656,461 
9904,831 

194,744 
981.617 


14304,255 
5,061,950 
8.837,539 

31.807,086 

l,t90;S7O 
180,704 

'98,'M7.'6M 


18,S29.8n 
80;  708, 028 


$103,407 
$310,872 


m 

906.805 

$128,400 
9100,001 
$170,810 

»$se5,a45 


6,709 

$800,471 

$\  458. 488 

$06,006 

$4064,680 

$373,188 

$564,420 

$154631 

<9 


34.583 
$1.8548U 
91. 177, 145 

('" 

(" 


m 


(•) 

(■) 
(") 


9,214.613 
960,  U4 

447.780 
9136,883 

6. 400;  378 
91.0681 882 


Ratio  of 

bn  porta 

to  oon- 

samptioa 


Per  cMf 

4.0 

.0 

.4 

&0 

43 


917. 496. 136 
917.873,031 


9.236,824 
$5,713,601 

?27,»78,318 

'914081,324 

$15,883,557 

$7,238,319 

$5,030,487 


H72e 

$7,215^043 

$35,057,503 

$26,894,433 

97,694.874 

$6,090,688 

$4,684,060 

$990,638,530 

917.445,983 

96,173,990 

91.084,747 

99,891.099 

91,17^499 
96,090,006 

4106.535 

$73,880,931 

9167,890.537 

911.008,805 

3.188 

11,336,852 

695,274 

10,436 

14994,385 


4061.080 
8,337.639 

81. 907. 088 


'n,'u9.'«a' 


3.6 


(•) 


ia4 


1.4 
L9 


.1 
.3 

49 
11 
6.9 
4.9 

LI 


.4 

.7 

.8 

&4 

0.S 


41 


(0 


$.3 


(^ 


.9 

.2 

19 

8.9 

45 
481 


(•0 

('•)■ 
(") 


.01 

1&99 

.09 


% 


m 


sT-^svf: 


Li   > 


in 


^ 


i 

I 


1 


\ii 
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ro  p«r  cent  of4»me*tie  coiuvmpUon  in  /PT'— Continued 


Pangrapti  No. 


Act  of 
1923 


MOO 


1007 


M3> 


14S4 
MM 
MS? 
1430 
14S9 
1443 
1443 


1450 


H.  R. 
2667 


"1530 


1530 


Commodity 


Domest  c 
duct 


Sola  leather: 

Pounds ^ 

Value ._ 

Harness  test  bar: 

Poun(b 

Vklue 

Side  upper  lei»tber: 

Cattle,  gXdUv= ,  and  llnisbed  splits- 
Square  feet 

Value 

Patent  leather: 

Square  feet 

Value 

Ooat  and  Md  leather,  square  feet 

Boots  and  shoes : 

Men's  and  boys'— 

Pairs 

Value 

Women's,  miases',  and  childrens'- 

Pairs 

Value 

Inlaats '— cnlldren  's— 

Pairs 

Value. 


Slir 


1£>3 


ippers— 

Pairs 

Value. 

.Mhletic  and  iportinc— 

Pairs 

Value 

.Mi  other  footwear- 
Pairs 

Vahie 

Totst- 

Pilrs 

Value — 

Leather  tloveB: 

Mens  and  boys',  pairs 

Womeo's  and  children's,  pairs. 


Total,  pairs. 


1333 

I8«> 
3M 

law 

1S37 
1540 
IMl 


1543 


1564 


.Men's  and  boys',  value 

Women's  and  children's,  valoa. 


Total,  value. 


Catsut.  etc 

Hamesa,  saddles,  etc . 

Cabinet  locks _. 

CaodlM 

Robber  tires  and  inner  tubes. 

MoaB,ete. 

Pipe  organs: 

Number 

Value. 

Pianos: 

Number..... .......... 

Value „ 

Plaao  actions 

PbonoKraph  needles . 

Pbooograph  reeords 

Phonoiraph  cabinets 

PhoaoBaph,  other  parts 

UmbreUaa.) 


»816k 


in, 


a», 


••209.114,240 


■107. 
'••'247,' 


7», 


UH. 


iia,' 

$350, 

174.' 

8483,: 

34, 


9P 


9)3. 

an. 

ot 
a>6, 


34,(»1343 
»Vil3;4BS 


1. 
H 

$8. 

361, 
1011, 

••39, 

"3. 


410, 

ISO, 

8  a, 

CM. 

7»t 
4M, 

a». 

aro. 


»  43,  4  »,  452 


ti, 

•37, 
137, 

•7791 

m  ' 


6  0, 


I6«,0| 
S3Q, 

lU 

131. 

12, 

to, 

t33. 


iction  flgnres  i 
'  .Vot  separately  reported. 
>  Do«>  not  indude  footwear  dutiable  under  par.  1430. 

•  I/ess  than  one-tenth  of  1  per  cent. 

'  Does  not  ioelnde  brmbes  in  chief  value  ot  compounds  of  pyioxylia. 

•  Domestic  productioa  indudes  artists'  brushes. 

'  Inrludes  715,913  grose  of  ocean  pearl  buttons  valued  at  1350,770  imparted  tree  of 
duty  from  the  rhlUppiDes. 
)  DoUs  aod  parts  ofdoUs  of  compounds  of  pyroxylin  are  not  Induded. 

•  Reported  by  the  rubber  industry. 
>*  Rubbor  toys,  baUs,  aod  ballooos. 

>>  Statisttas  as  reported  do  not  permit  of  separate  comparisona  of  "strike  on  the 
box  matriies"  and  "strike  anywhere  matches."  Domestic  production  is  mostly 
strike  anywhere  type  aod  imports  of  strike  on  the  t>ox  type. 

■•  Includes  railroad  torpedoes. 

»  Fur  iDods.  not  inehidinK  "dressed  furs"  nor  "fur  felt  hats." 

>•  Estimated  by  the  trade. 

u  Includes  hair  seatins  doth. 

*•  Imports  of  hair  seatinglndoded  with  hair  press  doth. 

"  Piaisbed  hau  ooly.  Does  not  include  women's  for  felt  hats  made  from  pur- 
chased bodies  which  are  flnlstaed  by  the  millinery  Industry. 

»  Not  available. 

»  Braids  and  bindings 

»  Material  not  stated. 

•>  Domestic  production  aod  imparts  for  consumption  are  not  recorded  on  the  same 
basis,  therefore  a  dkeet  oomparten  is  not  possible.  Aooording  to  the  information 
available,  it  is  estimated  that  the  domestic  prodoeticm  of  cotton  baodkerchiefs,  not 
omameoted.  amoonted  in  the  year  1907  to  approximately  $15,000,000. 


I  thin 


(1)  Total  value  ot  Imports  in  1927  of  commodities  of  which  imports  were  less 

(2)  Total  vahie  of  imports  (or  Schedule  14  in  1938  (Imparts  by  schedules  not  reidiiy 

BelatloD  of  U)  to  (2).„ 


October  5 


pro- 


on 


.7» 
100 


Import'!  for 

consumiiiion 


,340 
940 


431 
.024 

.175 
060 

296 

.287 


137 
003 

441 

195 

821 
653 

200 

352 


1  7, 

30, 

2i2. 

$815, 


000 
344 
.855 
flSl 
254 
573 


2.451 

$16,0)7,128 


2  5. 


4  16. 

OiS. 

711. 
0  6, 
TX 
1«, 


732 

i.«ao 

S23 
47V 
443 
030 
369 
400 


la  257. 414 
$3,435,388 

1.19F,215 
$472,957 


5.034.838 
$1,260,492 

••7,278,238 
$2,802,457 

fi,  784,  Sil7 


306,473 
$1,562,270 

980,337 
$3,234,651 

188,967 
$402,223 

404,  243 
$408,481 


1,940.030 
$5^607,628 

141, 154 
la  881  646 


Production 
plus  imports 


336.829,134 


21, 620, 315 


275,110,078 

175,047,578 
'253,'8i9,'7e6 


120, 233,  904 
$361,096,294 

175. 883,  502 
$487,061,710 

24. 290,  282 
$25, 737, 510 

35,008.585 
$30,970,969 

1,  403.  137 
K  159.  eCB 

6.821,441 
$8,066,195 

363.730,851 
$017, 072.  281 

30, 979.  3.S4 
13,  954. 898 


Domestic  ex- 
ports 


9, 817,  425 
$3,144,815 

137. 792 
$68,401 


••11071,489 
$3.ii36.934 

••35.781.934 

$12. 556, 008 

55, 156, 744 


2,477,117 
$7,042,886 

1, 897. 478 
$4, 276, 939 

1.139,479 
$1. 170. 255 

281,560 
^205,924 

73,619 
$113,  861 


Apparent  con- 
sumption 


317.011,700 
21,382,523 


201.047,589 


Ratio  of 

imports 

to  t-OIl- 

samptioii 


Per  cent 
3.2 


6.00 


3.30 


139,365,644 

5.30 

198,663,023 

8.40 

117,7.10,787 
$351013,408 

.96 
.44 

173,986.024 

$482,784,771 

.M 
.67 

23, 15a  803 
$24,567,255 

.82 
1.64 

34.  817. 025 

1.33 

10.525.800 


53,  934,  252 


$30otaos 

$10,431,440 


$10^631.446 


$266,065 
$383,933 

$49,547 
$210,233 
"$66,550 

$31470 

SO 

$342,171 

30 

$13,487 

$8,685 

$28,360 

$89,407 

$361700 
$438,03:^ 


$2,766,065 

$27.  640. 176 

$37,  207. 402 

$6,  561. 164 

$779,  318,  813 

$000,042 

2,481 
$16,909,299 

215,762 

$66,0915,407 

$30,445,208 

$1,081,739 

$31,870,850 

$2,016,039 

$7,127,950 

$33.581435 


\  860.  253 
$12;  899,  868 

m 

(«) 


187,404 


i? 


$168,320 


V28^231 

$1,317,760 

$263,286 

$40,775,111 

O 


8 


17.689 

$4,811,315 

$702,274 

$3,106,078 


i 


185,125 


kn,  675. 045 

1, 329,  518 
J4. 045.  739 

6,  821.  441 
(8,086,195 

357, 861,  .V8  ' 
$001 172, 413  i 


1.33 


53,746,848 


$2,766,065 

$27,  35.%  945 

$35,889,642 

$6,297,878 

$738,543,702 

$900,042 

2,481 
$16.9091299 

198.073 

$61,  284, 092 

$19,  742.  934 

$1,081,739 

$28.  764,  772 

J2, 016. 039 

$7,  127.  959 

$23, 399. 310 


.64 

.62 

••.40 
••200.90 


19.6 


(M 


9.6 

LO 

.1 

3.3 


3.8 

1.3 
1.4 


(•) 

8 


1.8 


B  Domestic  exports  of  cotton  handkerchiefs,  not  omamented,  are  not  recorded 
sc  parately.  Tbe  total  domestic  exports  of  cotton  handkerchiefs  of  all  kinds  in  1927 
w  IS  valued  at  $143,296. 

<■  Many  kinds  of  leather  dutiable  under  par.  1530  of  II.  R.  2867  arc  not  listed  here 
ei  her  because  comparable  statistics  of  production  and  imports  are  not  available  or 
bt  cause  imports  are  greater  than  lO  psr  cent  of  consumption 

M  Domestic  prodoctl<«  reported  in  number  of  grains  and  splits.  Grains  converted 
tc  square  (est  at  60  square  feet  per  grain  and  splits  at  50  square  feet  (ler  split. 

*  Domestic  production  reported  in  number  of  sides,  which  have  t>een  converted  to 
K  van  feet  at  16  square  Eeet  per  side. 

■  Made  from  a  variety  of  leathers. 
"  Domestic  production  reported  in  number  of  backs,  bends,  or  sides,  which  have 

b(  en  converted  to  pounds  at  20  pounds  per  t>ack.  bend,  or  side. 

■•  Domestic  production  reported  in  number  of  sides,  which  have  been  converted  to 
pi  uods  at  20  pounds  per  side. 

■  Domestic  production  reported  in  number  of  sides,  which  have  been  converted  to 


K  uare  feet  at  20  square  feet  per  side. 
*  Exdudes  4,683,923  square  tee 


;  square  teet  of  finished  splits. 

^  Made  from  cattle  sides,  which  have  been  converted  to  square  feet  at  20  square 
fait  per  side. 

■•  Patent  upper  leather. 

■  Indudes  Kid,  horse,  colt,  and  other  patent  leather. 

H  Estimated.    (See  8.  Doc.  720.  217.  70th  Cong.,  2d  sess.). 
Data  compiled  from  reports  of  the  Bureau  of  tbe  Census  on  the  number  of  leather 
fl>ves  and  mittens  cut  monthlv  by  establishments  reporting  to  the  Census.     Figures 
u  elude  both  dress  and  work  gloves  and  part-leather  gloves. 

■•  Ratio  of  imports  to  production. 

"  Rubber  tires — automobile,  motor  cycle,  and  bicycle. 

'*  Oinned  moss. 


10  per  cent  of  domestic  consumption,  listed  above $53. 052. 217 

available  for  1927) $345,166,413 

...... .^...........^..^.....per  oeat..  '.5^  37 
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Exhibit  B 

Dutiable  commodities  that  carry  in  H.  R.  teei  dutiea  of  70  per  oent  and 

over 

(Computed  duties  on  1928  imports) 


Paracrapb 


Act  of 
1922 


H.U. 
3067 


6 

6 

85 

62 


63 

24 

at 


27 
28 
33 

46 

1632 

62 


67 


6-12 


30 

30 

HO 

80 

60 

60 

60 

60 

1601 

1 

2 

2 

15 

15 

M 

at 

3M 
312 


902 


206 
207 


211 


318 


83 
83 

85 
62 


63 
24 

24 


r 

28 
33 

46 

55 
62 


67 


12 


204 
212 


202 


206 
207 


211 


218 


Commodity 


Nitrite 

Phosphate,  n.  s.  p.  f.  sodium — 

Starch— potato --— 

Preparations  used  as  applications  to  the  hair,  mouth 

teeth,  or  skin,  containing  etlcohol 

From  Cuba 

Not  containing  alcohol — 

Bay  rum,  distilled  or  compounded 

Flavoring  extraft-s,  fruit  flavors,  oils  and  essences, 

containing  more  than  50  jwr  oenl  alcohol.. 

Vegetahle  or  mineral  objects  immersed  or  saturated 

with  alcohol  containing  more  than  20  per  cent  and 

not  more  than  50  per  cent 

Containing  more  than  50  per  cent  alcohoL 

Naphthalene 

Dyes,  natural  Indigo 

Comjvmnds  of  casein  in  finished  or  partly  fioisted 

artides,  n.  s.  p.  f 

Bromine  compounds,  n.  s.  p.  f.. 

Soyabean  oil 

Cologne  not  containing  alcohol — Cuba .... 

Toilet  waters  containing  aloobol 

Toilet  waters  not  containing  alcohol 

Paints  in  cakos,  |)ans,  or  other  forms  not  exceeding  IH 

pounds,  net  weight • 

Paints  in  tubes,  cakes,  jars,  when  assembled  in  paint 

sets  without  brushes 


Barium  carbonate,  predpltated. 


Barium  chloride ........... — 

Chalk,  dry.  ground,  or  bolted 

Nitrate  or  saltpeter— refined ~ 

Magnesium  compounds,  chloride,  anhydrous 

Chloride,  anhydrous,  n.  s.  p.  f 

Sulphate  or  Eioom  salts 

Barytas  ore,  crude  or  unmanufactured — ......^ — 

Oxalic  acid 

Glycol  monoacetato 

CalTeine 

Alcoholic  preparations,  chemical  elements,  com- 
pounds, mixtures,  and  salts,  n.  s.  p.  f.,  oontaining 

20  per  cent  alcohol  or  less 

Containing  more  tlian  30  per  cent  and  not  more 

than  50  per  cent 

Containing  more  than  50  per  cent . 

Medicinal  preparations  containing: 

20  per  cent  alcohol  or  less 

More  than  20  per  cent  and  not  more  than  60  per 

cent — ♦ — 

More  than  50  per  cent 

Animal  oils  and  greases  containing  20  per  cent  or  less 
alcohol 

Crude  magnesite — . . 

Caustic  cnJcined  magnesito ....... 

Dead  burned  magnesite jm . 

China,  plain  white  or  plain  brown: 

Not  decorated ~-.. 

Decorated -.-- 

From  Cuba,  hotel  ware  not  decorated 

From  Cuba,  hotel  ware  decorated. 

Chemical,  porcelain  and  stoneware,  decorated 

Electrioil  porcelain,  not  decorated 

Electrical  porcelain,  decorated.. ... 

All  other  china  and  porcelain,  not  decorated 

All  other  china  and  porcelain,  decorated 

China  and  porcelain  ware  containing  25  per  cent  or 
more  calcined  bone.  Table,  toilet  and  kitchen, 
domestic  or  household  use,  decorated 

Table,  toilet,  and  kitchen  ware,  decorated 

Any  of  the  foregoing  except  table,  toilet,  and  kitdiMi 
ware,  decorated - 

Bisque  and  parien  ware,  docks,  clock  cases,  plaques, 
etc.,  plain  white  or  brown • 

Bisque  ware  from  Cuba,  decorated 

Earthen  tilee,  unglazed,  valued  not  over  40  cents  per 
square  foot,  from  Cuba. 

Earthen  tiles,  glazed,  dntiable  at  maiimnm  rate 
(general  tariff) 

Ceramic  mosaics,  dutiable  at  maximtim  rate  (gBotni 
tariff) -- 

Other  tilee  including  cement  tQes  dutiable  at  maxi- 
mum rate  (general  tarifin 

Quarry  or  quarry  tiles,  red  or  brown,  aod  maasurlng 
J-j  inch  or  over  m  thickness 

Pumice  stone,  wholly  or  partly  manubctured 

Fluorspar,  Jan.  1-Nov.  15 

Fluorspar,  Nov.  16-Dec.  31  (high  grade) , 

Fluorspar.  Nov.  16-Dec.  31 

Earthenware,  stoneware  and  crockery,  table,  toOat, 
and  kitchen  ware,  all  other  articles  oompooad 
wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  such  ware,  plain,  white^ 
yellow,  brown,  reil,  or  black,  not  decorated- 

Cbemical  and  other  sciwitific  glassware,  lamp  blowo 
and  nclume— line  ware ...^.....».-.— ~— ., 


Aetna]  or  com- 
puted ad 
valorem  rate 


Act  of 
1922 


Per  etnt 

116.60 

22.31 

49.45 

88.97 
117. 18 

75.00 
123.49 

80  93 


137. 07 

236.14 

71.50 

102.83 

46.15 
97.06 
40  52 
76.00 
90.06 
76.00 

40  00 

70.00 
/  87.91 
\141.61 

116.07 
25.00 
12.76 

136.68 
87.02 
84.90 

116.64 

115.00 
96.48 

140.94 


140.77 

138.13 
02.44 

71.04 

12&30 

7L91 

85.59 

11109 

77.63 

78.61 

00.00 
70  00 
6000 
70.00 
70.00 
00.00 
70.00 
60.00 
70.00 


65.00 
66.00 

66.00 

60.00 
70.00 

60.00 

oaoo 

60.00 

6a  00 

68.19 
08.84 
6^12 
46.82 
100.09 


45.00 
O&wOO 


H.  R. 
2667 


Per  cent 

11&60 

80  23 

7a  64 

88.97 
117.18 

7&00 
123.49 

80.93 


137.07 

226.14 

71.50 

102.82 

70  15 
97.06 
81.04 
75.00 
09.06 
75.00 

70  00 

70  00 

18176 

186.71 
176.76 
14a  27 
136.68 

87.02 
169.80 
115.64 
II&OO 

06.48 
140  94 


140  77 

138.13 
92.44 

71.94 

U&30 
71.91 

85.59 
78.04 
77.63 
78.61 

76.76 

81.05 

73.75 

77.39 

7163 

661.28 

219.30 

162.68 

0162 


7L89 
7L34 

72.90 

70  24 
78.50 

7a  00 

70  00 

70  00 

70  00 

70.00 
9a  84 

8a83 


88.43 
W.00 


DutiahU  aomtnodttif  thmt  oorry  te  H.  K.  mn  dutiet  9f  T0  per  eemt  «n4 

ot»er — Continued 


Paragraph 

Adual  or  «hb- 

patedad 
valorem  rate 

Act  of  H.  R. 
1922     2667 

Act  of 
19» 

3887 

i 
1 

214 

219 

218 
219 

221 
222 

224 
$03 

839 

340 
343 

368 

383 
$54 

806 

867 

358 

880 
$01 
886 

$M 

IB8 

Blown-glass  perfume  and  toilet  preparation  bottles. . 
Glass,  cylinder,  crown  and  sheet,  unpolished: 

Weighing  less  than  80  pounds,  net  per  case 

Pireenl 
56.00 

Ptrent 
70  00 

Over  150  and  not  over  3*'4  sqnare  Inches  

60.14 
61.77 
73.50 
76.27 
62.92 
6168 

88  71 

Over  884  and  not  over  720  square  inches 

Over  T/0  and  not  over  864  square  Inches 

Over  864  and  not  over  1,200  square  inches 

Over  1.200  and  not  over  2,400  square  indies 

Ov«r  2,400  square  inches                                  .... 

92.66 

lia25 

112.91 

79.37 

97.02 

Weighing  80*pounds  net  and  over  per  case. ... 

221 

Over  864~and 'not  over  1,200  square' inches 

Glass,  rolled,  rubber  or  rough-plate  glass  

52.41 

106.01 

88.07 

101.75 

100.79 

tt.26 

88.76 
191. 19 

isai6 
iiasa 

9147 

7a  34 
92.78 
122.36 
69.80 
60.90 
60  67 

? 

71.40 

8a  42 
172.78 
167.14 
142.38 
113.00 

9107 

14a  » 

138.64 

113.11 

06.88 

»e.50 

131.06 

106.92 

98.68 

7a  42 

138.78 

161.67 

73.90 

140  80 

loaso 

130  40 

166.32 

81.64 

lOllO 

302.14 

109.65 

18a46 

127.71 

46.00 

4a  00 

00.00 

aaoo 

102.$$ 

106.61 

73.80 

85.67 

74  78 

116. 14 
7Z00 

78.61 
133  27 

?»? 

Oiass,  i^ast  polished,  uni^lvertt) 

110  73 

Containing  a  wire  netting  not  over  384  square 
indies 

116.38 

Containing  a  wire  netting  over  384  squaiv  inches 
and  not  over  720  square  Inches. 

115.19 

234 
801 

Glass,  bent,  obecured,  beveled,  ook)rad.  ornamental, 
etc.,  ^ass cylinder,  crown  and  sheet,  unpolished, 
over  1,200  and  not  over  2,400  square  indies 

Maoganese  on  ouotaining  over  90  per  cent  of  metallic 
manganese 

71.39 
8a  78 

7\>ngst'en  om  or  nmrmtrates 

212.44 

Metallic  tungsten,  forrotungsten,  and  other  alloys  and 

nrwnpnnnHff 

16a  16 

839 

SilieoD  metal  (90  per  cent  and  more) 

Aluminum,  table,  household,  kitcbea.  and  lHiiq>ttaI 
utenads 

lia52 
9147 

7a  34 

Oth«r  honij<*hnl»l  ^tMnjiflf,  alUTnintTTU 

92.78 

340 
843 

Saws,  jewelers'  or  piercing  saws 

Needles,  crodset ............ 

m.35 
75.18 

Needles,  latdi 

79.90 

Needles,  spring  beard . 

8179 

368 

Clocks  and  movements,  tadndhog  terer  havhig  over 
2  and  not  over  4  jewels 

7a  08 

Clocks  without  Jewels  valued  over  $1.10  each 

•92.71 

Valued  over  $1.10  and  not  over  tS.25  each- 

Valued  over  $2.25  and  not  over  $5  eadi 

Valued  over  $5  and  not  over  $10eadi- 

•8117 
•7L90 
•71.84 

383 

Odd  leaf 

71.40 

354 

Knives,  pen.  pocket,  pmning.  budding,  eraser,  maid- 
cure,  and  other  knives  with  folding  blades 

12183 

Valtied  over  40  cents  and  not  over  50  oents 

Vtiued  over  60  eents  and  not  over  $1 .35  per  doien. 

Valued  over  $1.26  and  not  over  $3  per  dqcen|L 

Valued  over  $3  and  not  over  $6  per  doten- 

Valued  over  $6  per  doten 

172.78 
M7. 14 
142.28 

iiaoo 

•197 

Knives,  assembled  mt  not  fbDy  flnbfaed: 

Valued  not  over  $1.25  per  doten ....— 

Ma  28 

Valued  over  $1.25  and  not  over  $3  per  doten_ 

Valued  over  $3  and  not  over  16  per  doten .. 

Valued  over  $6  per  down. ... 

138.64 

113.11 

0aS8 

Blades,  bandies,  or  other  parts: 

Valued  not  over  $1.25  per  dozen .. 

336.  SO 

Valued  over  $1.26  and  not  over  $3  per  dozen 

Valued  over  $3  and  sot  over  $6  per  doten. 

VahMd^ovcr  $8  per  doem. 

131.06 
10a92 
98.68 

186 

Hunting,  curriers',  furriers',  hay,  tanners',  painters', 
shoe,  boot  tepping,  and  similar  knives,  without 
banoles,  blades  6  inches  or  ever 

78.43 

387 

Pruning  and  sheep  shears  and  blades: 

Valued  not  over  60  cents  per  doten . 

188.76 

Valued  over  50  cents  and  not  over  $1.76  per  doseo. 
Valtied  over  $1.75  per  dozen 

161.67 
78.90 

Other  scissors,  shears,  and  blade*— 

Valued  not  over  80  eents  per  doeen 

140  60 

Valued  over  60  cents  umI  not  over  $1.76  per 
dotes. . 

16a  80 

Clipper,  nail,  barbers',  and  animal: 

Valued  not  over  50  cents  per  dozen 

180.40 

868 

Valued  over  50  cents  and  not  over  $1.76  per  doten. 
Valued  over  $1.76  per  dozen . 

Blades  for  safety  nvw* ..               , ^ ..  . , 

155.32 

81.54 

19119 

$00 

Other  razors  and  ports  of: 

Valued  at  76  cents  and  lees  than  $1.50  per  doseo.. 

Valued  at  $1.60  and  less  than  $1  per  dozen 

ValuMl  at  $8  and  leas  than  $4  per  dosea 

Valued  at  $4  or  more  per  dozen 

Surgioal  Instrumente  and  parts,  n.  s.  p.  f 

Surgioal  needles                 .    .      . 

302.14 
169.55 
165.46 
127.71 
70  00 
7a  00 

861 
•06 

Pliers,  piodiers.  and  alppwa 

Do ..— - : 

Pistols,  automatic  magaaiDe  or  revolving,  and  parts: 
Valued  not  over  $4  eadi.. 

121.64 
18ai2 

Ul.OO 

Valued  over  K  and  not  over  18  each- 

Valued  over  $8 

105.61 
73.50 

Mi 

pAdlm^.  not  over  1H  im>hee  vide  .     .      .     

85.57 

Over  IH  inches,  not  over  2^  indies  wide 

7a  78 

Of  pin  tumbler  or  eyUnder  ooostruotlon  not  ov«r 
l)4ilK4HWWM«    ,          ,         ,      

U&14 

I0« 

Print  roUsrs ..........k..^.....  J 

7100 

>  |2  each  plus  45  per  cent. 
*05  centa  each  plua  66  per  cent 
*fl  each  plua  66  per  cent 
*fl  eacb  plna  45  per  cent 
*|3  eacb  plus  66  per  cent 


i  ■   .■ 


m. 
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If 


Pingnpb 

Coaunodit/ 

Aotual  or  com- 
puted ad 

valorem  rate 

Aetof 
1982 

H.R. 

3087 

386 

4U 
501 

504 
601 

608 

604 
606 

no 

757 

708 
778 
721 
743 
763 

770 

779 

774 

8oa 

802 
808 

806 

1013 
1009 
1604 

1006 
1M8 

1116 

1108 
1107 

Act  of 
1923 

H.R. 

2867 

366 

RUm: 

Vtbmd  ovm  U  mOt 

Val-Md  o^ar  $5  and  not  otw  tlO  mtsb 

ValtMd  over  SlO  aod  not  over  $25  each    

9157 
80.40 
n.97 

7138 

10183 

7140 

90.90 
9198 

•60.98 
•5180 
•68.99 
•5114 
107.05 
•7144 

8184 
•7133 

8190 
•7177 

5180 
•7120 

6133 
•57.46 

81.48 
•6104 

7192 
•8123 

38.67 

98.65 
61.74 

160.17 

9173 

97.78 

16179 

10179 

367.37 
5119 
67.12 
72  45 
47.11 
7167 
3100 
38.16 
1187 
1163 
1171 
1177 

7110 
67.96 

13108 
5160 

8143 

221.33 
50.07 
9L67 

6141 

8148 

6132 

7188 

6109 
6185 

6113 

68.77 

11176 

6115 

7167 

9168 
97.84 
68.38 

8141 
9196 

aioi 

7108 

U17T 

8118 

7178 

1 

06.57 
80.40 
77.97 

BiMch-loMiitw  utd  rapaattag  aad  oombination  ibut- 
gons  and  rite: 

Vataad  not  OTOT  IS  each 

Valued  over  89  and  not  o^er  StO  each 

Valued  OTW  $10  and  not  over  $25  each 

7138 

10183 

7140 

411 

Bamte  for  breech-loading  and  repeatiog  shotguns 

and  rifles  further  adranced  than  rough  bored 

Spring  dotheepias 

'      90.90 
{      90.96 

801 

Testing  by  poiariscope  not  above  80  per  cent 

Testing  by  polarisoope  not  above  00  percent 

Testing  by  polariacope  not  above  91  pet  cent 

Testing  by  poiariaoope  not  above  03  per  cent 

Testing  by  polariacope  not  above  94  per  cent 

Do 

78.80 
7117 
9177 
75.56 
130.35 
10173 

Testing  by  polariaoopa  not  above  96  per  oent 

Do 

11126 
97  00 

Testing  by  potariaoopa  not  above  06  par  oent 

Do.    ..                    ..                               

10148 
101  68 

Testing  by  poiariaoope  not  above  97  per  oent 

Do 

73.37 
too  32 

Testing  by  potariioope  not  above  98  per  cent 

Do 

9181 
81  26 

Testing  by  polariacope  not  above  99  per  oent 

Do - 

117. 31 
90,  77 

Testing  by  poiariaoope  not  above  100  per  oaot 

Do 

11X65 
86.  26 

m 

Sugarcane 

86  71 

aM 

Cigar  wrapper  tobMeo.  nnstemmed.  under  ganaral 
tariff 

117  43 

From  Cuba 

73  50 

•08 

AB  other  tobaoeo,  mannteetorad  or  unmanufactured, 
B.  s.  p.  t.,  under  general  tartS: 
Tobacro  manulacturen'  iwrap 

161 17 

aM 

Tobaceo  manufacturers'  scrap  (torn  Cuba. 

Tobaceo.  snufl,  and  snuff  flour  trom  Cuba     

9173 
97  78 

606 

Cigars  and  cheroots  under  (anerai  tarilL      

16179 

Cigarettes  and  paper  dgars^  inrtuding  wrappers 

Clnrettas  and  paper  d^rs,  induding  wrappers,  ihun 

10179 

367  37 

7C7 

78B 
778 
7M 
743 
783 

Lemon  peel,  prepared  or  preaarvad  in  any  manner 

Ftaaota,  not  sballed 

Peaonts.  ataallad ^... ,.. 

OniMis „ 

Hops,  hop  extract,  and  lupulin....^ —.-... 

Other  flsh  roe  for  food  purpoeas 

Umas 

Oreen  beaiiB  under  leneral  tariff 

8170 
95.00 

136  76 
9132 
7167 

105.88 
7131 
97  14 

Ortra  bMfiifrom  r^ba 

88.43 

738 

Tomatoes  In  their  natural  staU  under  Bsneral  tariff.... 
Tomatomin  their  naUiral  ,nat«  from  riiba 

9138 
7163 

77t 

Spices  and  spice  seeds,  casala,  cassia  bmVs,  and  cassia. 
ground. 

71 10 

774 
M 

Acorns,  root^  otherwise  prepared 

All  other  spirits,  cordials,  liquors,  and  oompouods  ooa- 

tfiify^g  snMbi 

90.08 
13196 

808 

Ai«aatunUttars 

105  18 

881 

Champagne  and  aU  <4har  sparkling  watara  contain- 
ing not  more  than  34  per  oent  of  alcobol 

85.43 

886 

loas 

1008 

Orape  juice,  containing  or  producing  over  1  par  cent 

aleoboL 

Mats  of  cocoa  fiber  or  rattan 

7nte  oordaga  or  twine.  5  jMonda  and  flnsr 

221.33 

78.76 
91.67 

lOM 

Thread,  boiled,  made  from  yarn  not  more  than 
iiie> 

7138 

Thread,  bleacfaMl,  dyed,  or  otherwise  treated,  not 
floar  than  11  lea. 

91 19 

1088 
1108 

Oil!  nettii«  made  (rom: 

Yam  not  flner  than  U  laa 

Yam  not  finer  than  U  lea , 

Dnaa  nods  and  other  lightweight  bbrics  of  wool, 
weigMng  not  over  4  ounces  per  square  yard: 
Wttvea  (abric  of  mohair,  valued  over  80  oenta 
perpoood  mohair  content,  pound 

7111 
8136 

7180 

Warp  of  cotton  or  other  vefetaMe  fiber,  pound. . . 
Worsteds,  valued  over  80  cents  per  pound  wool 
content,  pound 

75.94 
80. 13 

nu 

Warp  of  cotton  or  other  vegetable  fiber,  pound... 

Wooka,  valued  not  overSOeanU  per  pound 

Vahiad  over  80  cents  per  pound  wool  content 

Warp  of  cotton  or  other  vegatabla  fiber,  pound... 
Wool  hat  bodies  not  knit  or  eroehatad: 

Vahied  not  over  S3  per  pound 

7186 

11175 

7173 

77.86 

102,  80 

1106 

Valued  over  $2  and  not  over  $4  per  pound 

Valued  over  84  per  pound 

Wotrfhau: 

Valued  not  over  83  per  pound 

Vahied  over  82  and  not  over  84  per  pound 

VahMd  over  $4  per  potmd _ 

Partklly  mamttectured  wool,  tops  of  mohair 

9113 
8144 

20100 

19182 

11L63 

81  73 

110? 

Mohair  vahied  not  over  30  eeota  per  pouad 

Mohair  valued  over  30  cents  and  bm  over  81  per 
poimd. 

14190 
88.91 

Wool  and  otbar  hair  valued  over  30  eeota  and  net 
vrm  $1  par  pouaid 

01 78 

•Cubik 
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Firagraph 


Act  of 
1122 


till 

1112 
1101 

i;a6 
ni3 

31 

:i2 

106 


M4 


14  9 


14  1 

14|3 
1' 
1481 
14  B 


14  0 


14  10 


MO 


OCTOBEB   5 


H.R. 

2067 


C<nn  modify 


31 


I'M 
31 
31 
1  10 
MO 
MO 
MO 

Ml 
M3 
HSl 
HH 
tl 
II 


14  » 
1410 


1111 

1113 

1101 
1306 
1309 

1554 

i 

1513  ! 
1505 


1513 


1513 


1518 
1906 
1506 
1909 
1900 
1509 
1500 

1510 
1511 
1540 
1550 
1551 
1550 
1552 


1553 
1520 


1533 


1930 

1941 
1542 
1640 

1527 


1638 


1520 


18» 


Wool  blankets  and  simflar  articles: 

Valued  not  over  50  cents  per  pound 

Valued  over  50  cents  and  not  over  $1 

Felts  not  woven  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  wool. 

valued  not  over  30  cent":  per  pound 

Wool  not  improved,  i.  e.  on  the  skin 

Silk  pile  febrics,  silk  velvets 

Knit  fabrics  of  raynn 

Knit  sroods  of  rayon !!"""" 

Handles   and   sticks   far   umbr^liis   and   canes   of 

pyroxylin 

Other  toys  and  parts  of.  not  oeltnioitf,  china,  porce- 
lain, parian,  bisque,  earthen,  or  stoneware,  n.  s.  p.  f. 
Hats  of  straw  chip,  etc.: 

Blocked  or  trimmed  straw 

Palm  leaf 

Othor,n.e.s '.'..'..'. 

Hats,  men's  sewed  straw  hats,  valued  at  $9.50  or  las 

perdoeen 

Other  straw  hats,  over  $9.50 1... I. Ill  "I"! 

Toys,  dolls,  and  parts  of 

Mechanical  toy5  and  parts  of ....... 

Rubber,  including  toy  balloons . 

Marbles 

Air  rifles ' '.'."".. 

Qarlands,  festooning,  and  decorations  for  decorating 

Christmas  trees 

Toy  books  and  parts  without  reading  niatter  oilier 

than  letters,  numerals,  or  descriptive  words 

Dolh  composed  of  products  from  paragraph  31: 

Movable  parts 

Not  movable  parts I. 

Artificial  flowers  of  yams,  thraads.  and  flbunents 

Brushes  having  pyroxylin  handles 

Handles  of  pyroxylin  for  brushes 

Vegetable-ivory  buttons '.'...'..'... 

Pearl  or  shell  buttons,  (resfa-woter  peariB..r""I""! 

Ocean-pearl  buttons 

Pearl  or  shell  button<i  from  Phiiippines,  ocean  pearl, 

all  sixes,  pearl  or  shell  button  buinks_ 

Agate  buttons 

Cork  tile I..IIIIIIIIIII! 

Pencil-point  protectors  or  dips '.'".'.'S.'..'.'.'.' ".'.". 

Mechanical  pencils,  n.  s.  p.  f 

Fountain-pen  holders  of  pyroxyUn '. 

Mechanical  pencils  of  pyroxylin 

Pipe  bowls,  known  as  stiimmeb 

Pipes  other  than  common  tobacco  pipes  of  clay 

Cigar  and  cigarette  holders,  n   s.  p.  f.,  and  mouth- 
pieces and  case!!  for  pipes,  cigar  and  cigarette  holders 

of  synthetic  phonolip  resin  

Thennostatic  bottles,  cai>acity  1  pint  or  leas 

Thermostatic  bottles,  capacity  over  I  pint 

Wearing  apparel: 

Cotton 

Flax,  etc 

Silk 

Other  articles  or  fabrics  embroidered,  tamboured,  ete. : 

Cotton 

Flax,  etc 

8Uk 

Drawn  work,  cotton 

Flax,  etc 

Silk 


Aotual  or  com- 
puted ad 
valorem  rate 


Art  of 
1922 


H.  R. 

2667 


Leather  manufactures,  women's  and  children's  gloves, 
irt  of  leather  not  embroidered  or  em- 


wholly  or  in  part 

belltshed 

Embroidered  or  embellished. 

Linen  gloves,  not  embroidered  or  embellisbeid 

Electrical  insulators  and  other  articles  of  synthetic 

phenolic  resin,  etc.,  n.  s.  p.  f 

Violins,  violas,  violoncellos,  assembled 

Phonograph  needles 

Crayons,  charcoal  or  fusains 

Jewelry  valued  above  20  cents  per  dmen  (platinum 

chief  value) 

Jewelry  (gold  chief  value) 

Metal  buttons,  collar,  cuff,  and  dress,  valued  at  more 

than  20  cents  per  dozen,  n.  s.  p.  f 

Handmade  lacea: 

Cotton .- 

Flax,  ete _ 

Silk 

Madiinemade  lacea: 

Cotton 

Flax,  etc 

Silk 

Xets,  nettings,  veile,  and  veilingB: 

Cotton 

Flax,  ete 

Silk 

Braids: 

Cotton 

Flax,  ste 

Bilk 

Tiasal  ware,  artificial 

Horsehair,  silk,  or  rayon 

Laoa  window  curtains,  cotton,  n.  s.  p.  f. 

Haadkerehieis,  of  laoe:  ^ 

Of  cotton 

Of  flax,  etc 


Per  ctnt 
7132 
67.80 

66.80 
50.86 
60.00 
70.47 
68.34 

6100 

70.00 

49.96 
50.00 

45.74 

8100 
0100 
7100 
7100 
7100 
7100 
70.00 

70.00 

70.00 

60.00 
6100 
90.00 
60.00 
60.00 
7171 
8121 
101.65 

70.96 
15.00 
3100 
in.  19 
3162 
6100 
60.00 
6100 
6100 


60.00 
128.11 
13L03 

7100 
7100 
75.00 

7100 
7100 
7100 
7100 
75.00 
7100 


70.00 
70.00 
7100 

30.00 
6145 
45.00 
92.40 

80.00 
80.00 

8100 

9100 
90.00 
9100 

9100 
90.00 
90.00 

9100  I 
9100  ! 
9100  I 

90.00 

91  oo! 

0100 
OlOOi 
9100' 
90.00  I 
I 
9100 
0100  ' 


Per  enU 
74.90 

75.23 

71.30 
79.76 
7100 
7147 
7134 

75.00 

70.00 

85.63 
85.70 
8100 

159.19 
14197 
7100 
7100 
7100 
7100 
70.00 

70.00 

70.00 

160.88 
150.88 
9100 
13S.30 
101.07 
7171 
8121 
101.66 

7196 
398.11 

8163 
171.  19 
18126 
131.97 
18197 
42100 
10151 


20100 
12111 
131.03 

9100 
9100 
9100 

9100 
90.00 
0100 
90.00 
90.00 
9100 


7100 
7100 
7100 

11171 

7131 

131.00 

1U.M 

8100 
8100 

8100 

9100 
90.00 
9100 

9100 
0100 
9100 

9100 
9100 
9100 

9100 
9100 
9100 
9100 
9100 
9100 

71.87 

71.61 


1929 
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DvMaMe  oommodittt*  that  corrff  in  H.  R.  mi  dutiet  of  70  per  cent  and 

over — Continued 


Paragraph 

Commodity 

Actual  or  com- 
puted ad 
valorem  rate 

Actof  U  R. 
1922     2667 

Actof 
1922 

H.  B* 
2067 

1430 

1529 

Wearing  apparel  of  laoe: 

Of  cotton 

Of  flax,  etc 

Of  silk 

Per  eeiU 
90.00 

91  or. 

9100 

9100 
90.00 
9100 

9100 
90.00 
90.00 

75.00 
75.00 
75.00 

76.00 
75.00 
7100 

PereetU 

90.00 
9100 
9100 

Other  articles  in  part  of  laoe: 

Of  cotton — 

Of  flax,  etc 

Ofsilk                                      — - 

90.00 
90.00 
9100 

Flutiags,  ornaments,  tuckings,    fringes,    burnt-out 
laoe,  etc.: 
Cotton                                 .     ....-..•-..••—...- 

9100 

Flax,  etc                - 

9100 

Silk                                         

90.00 

Embroideriea: 

Cotton         - — —         ... — — 

9100 

Flax,  etc „ 

Silk 

Handkerchiefs,  embroidered: 

t'olton                           .  •--.....----..-....------ 

00.00 
9100 

108.20 

Flat  etc                           - - 

7120 

Silk                  . 

100.85 

Allen 

As  burst 

Uarkley 

Blugbam 

Black 

Hiaine 

Ulease 

Iloiah 

Brat ton 

Brookbart 

BroUKxard 

Caraway 

Connally 

Dale 

Deueen 

Dill 

Fletcher 

Krazler 


Q^OTtK 

Glaaa 

Glenn 

Goff 

Greene 

Hale 

Uarrls 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Hebcrt 

Hcflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kendrick 

RpypB 

King 

La  FoUette 


Smoot 

Steiwer 

Stephens 

BwMnsou 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Tboiuaij.  Okla. 

Trammtll 

TydinRs 

Vandenberg 

Waguer 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Steiwer  in  the  chair). 
The  (luestion  is  on  the  committee  amendment  found  oo  page 
342,  line  18. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  know  that  the  Senator  from 
Mi8.*<issippi  [Mr.  H.\kki80n]  expects  to  spealc  on  the  pending 
amendment.  I  shall  have  to  call  for  a  quorum  If  the  Senator 
from  Utah  dsBircs  to  proceed  with  the  amendment  now.  I 
gbonld  regret  to  do  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  Senator  can  do  it  If  he  prefers. 

M".  niNO.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING   OFFICER.    The   Secretary   will   call  the 

roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  names: 

McKellar 
McMaster 

Metcalf 
Moses 
Norria 
Nye 
Oddie 
Overman 
PatteraoB 
Phipps 
I'ittman 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Schall 
Sheppard 
Bhortrldge 
Simmons 
Smith 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Bhtpstkad]  is  absent  becuuse  of  illness. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BtJBTOir]  Is 
absent  owing  to  illness. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Hab- 
BisoNl  was  necessarily  called  to  the  War  I>epartment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  an 
anlcndment  which  I  offered  yesterday  which  was  printed  and 
which  is  on  the  table.  The  amendmetit  provides  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  consumers'  coun.sel  of  the  United  States  Tariff 
Commission,  a  counsel  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  appear  In  the 
interest  of  the  consuming  public  in  all  proceedings  and  all  In- 
vestigations bef«»re  the  commission  and  to  conduct  such  Inde- 
pendent investigiitlon  of  matters  relative  to  the  tariff  laws  of 
the  United  States  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  enable  him  prop- 
erly to  represent  the  consuming  public  in  any  procetKiing  before 
the  commission. 

I  call  attention  to  the  pendency  of  that  amendment,  because 
time  next  week  may  not  permit  extended  argument,  and  I  wish 
the  Senate  to  have  It  In  mind. 

Mr.  President,  out  of  order,  I  submit  another  amendment  to 
the  pending  bill  and  ask  that  it  may  be  printed  and  He  on  the 
table,  and  I  wish  to  direct  attention  to  the  purpose  ol  the 
amendment  It  is  an  amendment  to  section  S30,  where,  at  the 
end  of  line  9,  it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  period  and  to 
Insert  a  comma  and  the  following  language: 

Provided  bla  aucceaaor  la  appointed  and  takea  office  within  30  daya 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  act. 


Mr.  President  the  purpose  of  that  amendment  is  this:  Under 
section  330  a  new  tariff  commission  is  created,  bat  the  I^resident 
of  the  United  States,  if  he  were  sr:»  minded,  might  continue  any 
number  of  the  present  commission  until  the  end  of  the  term 
of  the  individual  commissioner.  In  other  words,  under  the 
act  as  it  is  drawn  any  member  of  the  present  Tariff  Commission 
is  to  hold  until  his  successor  is  named  and  takes  otfice.  Obvi- 
ously under  that  provision  a  present  member  might  continue 
.until  the  termination  of  his  term  of  office.  My  amendment  pro- 
poses to  limit  the  power  of  the  President  to  make  such  apiwint* 
ment  within  30  days  after  the  effective  date  of  this  act. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Withoat  objection,  the  amend- 
ment will  be  received.  (Mrinted,  and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  On  yesterday  I  offered  an  amendment 
to  the  pending  section  of  the  tariff  bill  which,  after  consulta- 
tion with  several  other  Senators,  has  since  been  so  perfected 
that  I  think  it  will  be  quite  universally  agreed  to.  I  ask  to 
re.submlt  it  and  to  have  it  again  jMlnted  in  its  new  form. 

There  being  no  objectioa,  the  amendment  was  twdered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

BS>OBT  or  POeT-OFTlCl!  KOMIWATIONS 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  From  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post 
Roads,  as  in  open  executive  sessitm,  I  report  certain  nomina- 
tions to  go  to  the  calendar. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Without  objection,  the  reports 
will  be  received  and  the  nominations  will  be  placed  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 

GEXtBGE  A.   OAIEBICK 

Mr.  DENEEN.  From  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control 
the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate,  I  a.sk  unanimous  con- 
sent to  report  back  favorably  Senate  Resolution  126,  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  immediate  couaideratioo. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Let  It  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  report 
will  be  received,  and  the  resolution  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  125)  sub- 
mitted by  Mr.  Watson  September  30,  1929,  and  it  was  consid- 
ered by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Sergeant  at  Anns  of  the  Senate  hereby  la  author- 
laed  and  directed  to  employ  George  A.  Carrlck  as  a  laborer,  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  at  the  rate  of  11,260  per 
annum,  until  the  end  of  the  present  Congress. 

INVE8TKENT  OF  A1U3UOAN   CAPITAL  ABBOAD 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  Senate  Resolution  128,  which  is  a  modiflca- 
tion  of  Senate  Resolution  126,  providing  for  an  Investigation 
by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  Into  Investments  of  American 
cairital  abroad,  be  taken  from  the  Uble  and  Immediately 
considered. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Let  the  resolution  be  reported. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Utah,  the  resolution  will  be  read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Reoolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  la  hereby  directed  to  inves- 
tigate the  eaaentlal  facts,  aa  regarda  both  what  haa  hapjiened  and  the 
causes,  with  respect  to  the  inveatment  of  American  capital  abroad, 
especially  in  Europe,  and  particularly  by  American  corporations  engaged 
in  manufacturing  In  the  United  States.  The  Secretary  of  Commerce 
shall  report  to  the  Senate  as  soon  as  practicable  the  resulta  of  bis  invea- 
tigatlon,  which  shall  bo  completed  within  one  year  from  the  date  of 
adoption  of  this  resolution. 

The  Senate,  by  uuanhnous  consait  proceeded  to  consider  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  re.sf)lutlon 
previously  offered  by  me,  before  It  was  modified,  provided  for 
an  investigation  similar  to  this  by  the  United  States  Tariff 
Commission.  At  that  time  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah 
thought  the  Department  of  Commerce  was  better  equipped  to 
conduct  the  Investigation.  I  suspended  action  and  have  since 
mude  inquiries.  The  result  of  my  Inquiries  is  that  1  learne<l 
that  the  liepartment  of  Commerce  has  already  made  some 
slight  study  of  tlie  subject,  and  it  seems  to  me,  aa  it  does  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  that  the  Department  of  Commerce  is  the 
department  which  should  take  care  of  this  investigation.  Of 
course,  it  is  to  be  expe<^ted  that  It  will  cooperate  with  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission  and  other  agencies  of  the 
Government  that  may  help  to  obtain  complete  and  accurate 
Information. 

I  hope  the  rei>ort  which  the  Dei>artment  of  Commen'e  will 
make  In  response  to  this  resolution,  if  It  is  adoptetl.  will  n<»t  be 
occupied  with  statistics  of  the  number  of  Ameri»*n  ctuK-erns 
and  the  amount  of  capital  invested  in  sales  or  in  distributing 
organizations  In  Europe  or  elsewhere.    Such  Information  wooW 
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not  bs  Mpful  fa  ui  InrMitlKttion  occairfoned  by  ftan  with  re- 
■pMTt  to  tbf)  ()«v0lopnMmt  with  AmerU-ari  money  aod  directlug 
«kili  or  rlTftl  manara(*taren  abrottd.  My  desire  i»  to  get  for 
ttttt  Cimgrtma  and  the  coantry  detailed  Information  concerning 
the  amount  of  Am<*riran  capital  invested  in  Kurope  In  actnolly 
prodiu'lng  or  manofacturlng  coromoditiea,  and  alao  information 
att  to  whether  tbia  American  capital  eofcaged  in  manufacturing 
and  producing  commodities  abroad  Is  confining  its  sales  to  the 
countries  where  the  foreign  plants  are  located  or  countries 
other  than  the  United  States. 

It  will  be  particularly  helpful  to  hare  Information  as  to  the 
extent  that  American  capital  is  manufacturing  and  producing 
couim<»ditie8  in  Europe  with  the  intention  of  selling  such  com- 
modities in  the  American  market  in  direct  competition  with 
the  products  of  American  lat>or,  or  in  neutral  markets  in  com- 
petition with  American  exiK>rts.  In  other  words,  particularly 
should  this  investigation  disclose  the  extent  to  which  American 
capital  invested  in  manufacturing  In  Europe  constitutes  a  new 
competitive  menace,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  the  industries  car- 
ried on  in  the  United  States.  With  respect  to  the  causes.  I 
hope  that  it  may  be  brought  out  to  what  extent  this  American 
manufacturing  abroad  enjoys  advantages  compared  with  domes- 
tic manufacturers,  who  export  to  the  same  markets,  by  r*}ttSOn 
of  the  American-owned  foreign  plants  having  lower  unit  labor 
costs  of  production.  In  this  connection  statistics  of  the  pro- 
duction abroad  of  definitely  described  and  largely  standard 
commodities  per  workman-month  or  per  workman-year  would 
be  of  jjreat  general  educational  value  and  of  direct  use  to  the 
Congress  in  future  tariff  legislation.  I  ask  for  favorable  action 
on  the  resolution. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objection  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  resolution  at  this  time. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  Senate  reso- 
lution 126.  of  similar  import,  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
Massiichusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  will  be  Indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  the  resolution  which  referred  the  in- 
Testlgation  to  the  Tariff  Commission? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Chair  so  understands, 
■avisioif  or  thb  TAairr 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  r^:u- 
late  comm«rce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  .\merican  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  pending  question  being  on  the  amendment 
of  the  (*ommittee  on  page  342. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  the  unanlmons-ctmsent  agree- 
ment entered  into  yesterday  provided  that  the  Senate  should 
take  a  recess  at  1  o'clock  to-day  until  11  o'clock  Monday.  The 
senior  S«uitor  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Habkibon]  desired  to 
speak  upon  the  pending  question,  but  left  the  Chamber  with 
the  understanding  that  he  would  not  proceed  with  his  speech 
to-day.  It  is  now  within  10  minutes  of  1  o'clock,  and,  as  no 
action  could  be  taken  within  the  10  minutes,  I  move  at  this 
time  that,  under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  the  Senate 
take  a  recess  until  Monday  at  11  o'clock. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  12  o'clock  and 
00  minutes  p.  m.),  under  the  order  previously  entered,  took  a 
recess  until  Monday,  October  7.  1929,  at  11  o'dock  a.  m. 


SENATE 
Monday,  October  7,  19S9 
{L^fiBltUn  day  of  Mon4ay,  September  SO,  1929) 
The  8eii«t«  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m..  on  the  expiration  of  the 
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The  VICB  PBmiDBNT  lakl  before  the  tenate  a  communica- 
tion from  the  Secretary  of  the  Nary,  transmittlnff,  pursuant  to 
law,  a  report  of  deatfos,  aircraft,  aircraft  parts,  and  aeronaatl- 
cal  accessories  porchased  by  the  Navy  Department  during  the 
fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1929,  the  prices  paid  therefor,  the 
reason  for  the  award  in  each  case,  and  contracts  awarded  for 
rlfid  airships  ss  s  resnlt  of  competition  held  by  tlie  Nary 
Departmant.  which,  with  the  accompanying  report,  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  NstsI  Affairs. 

ooTros  omsiso  Rxroars 
The  VIOB  PBBSIDBirr.    The  Chair  Uys  before  tbs  Senate  a 
eommunlcatton  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  tnuunlttlng.  In 
compllaaee  with  Ssoate  Besolntion  128.  agreed  to  feptcmber  27, 


OCTOBEB   7 


1929,  a  mtworandum  from  the  Director  of  the  Census  gtring 
information  c«»ii<vrnlug  the  methods  followed  by  the  CeiiMtis 
liureau  in  compiling  thn  ntutiHtlcH  Iti  regard  to  the  quantity  of 
cotton  ginne<l  to  Keiiteniber  16,  which  huh  given  in  the  report 
iMsued  by  the  buretm  on  September  23.  1929,  which,  with  the 
accompanying  pai)er,  will  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President.  I  aHk  that  the  report  from  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census  on  the  mistaken  made  and  the  error  which 
occurred  in  the  publlshe*!  cotton  ginning  report  last  week  be 
printed  in  the  Re)Cord  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Recobd,  as  follows : 

Depabthint  or  Commbhcc. 

Officb  or  Tint  Secbetart, 
Wathinotom,  October  t,  Dt$. 
Hon.  Edwin  P.  Thatkb, 

Secretary  of  the  Senate, 

United  Statet  Capitol,  WoMhmgton,  D.  C. 
Dbab  Sib:  In  compliance  with  Senate  Resolution  123  I  traosmit  here- 
with a  memorandum  from  the  Din-ctor  of  the  Census  Kiving  the  Infor- 
mation desired  concerning  the  methods  followed  by  the  bureau  in  com- 
piling the  statistics  in  regard  to  the  quantity  of  cotton  ginned  to  Sep- 
tember 16,  which  were  given  in  the  report  issued  by  the  iMireaa  on 
September  23. 

Very  sincerely, 

R.  P.  Lamont, 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

DtPABTMICNT  or  COMMRBCE, 

BCREAC  or  THB   CBNSUS, 

Washington,  October  t,  Dt9. 
Merborandum   for  the  Secretary   of   Commerce 

In  accordance  with  Senate  Resolution  123  there  is  respectfully  sub- 
mitted the  following  statement  concerning  the  report  on  cotton  ginned 
prior  to  September  16,  1929,  which  was  issued  on  September  23,  1929. 

The  cotton  grown  in  the  United  States  is  ginned  in  more  than  17,000 
ginneries  located  in  966  counties  In  19  States.  The  number  of  gin- 
neries in  a  county  ranges  from  1  to  129.  The  act  of  Congress  approved 
April  2,  1924,  requires  that  reports  of  cotton  ginned  by  all  of  these 
establishments  be  collected  and  published  on  the  morning  of  the  eighth 
<^ay  after  that  to  which  the  particular  report  relates.  The  bureau  has 
appointed  760  local  special  agents  to  collect  the  data,  in  most  Instances 
there  being  one  agent  to  a  county.  The  agents  canvass  the  ginneries  In 
843  counties,  leaving  236  ginneries  to  be  canvassed  by  mail  and  telegram 
direct  to  the  ginners. 

The  agents  are  required  to  visit  the  individual  ginneries  and  secure 
from  the  proper  person  the  number  of  bales  of  cotton  ginned  to  the 
specified  date,  each  report  being  signed  by  the  person  furnishing  the 
information.  The  agents  are  allowed  one  week  In  which  to  canvass  the 
ginneries  in  their  respective  districts.  Obviously,  the  Individual  reports 
collected  by  the  agents  can  not  be  sent  through  the  mall  in  time  to 
compute  the  totals  for  the  counties  and  to  publish  the  statistics  in  the 
time  required  by  law.  Consequently,  they  telegraph  the  total  number 
of  bales  ginned  in  each  county  up  to  the  date  of  the  report.  These 
telegraphic  summaries  are  entered  on  the  county  total  cards.  When 
the  card  reports  of  the  individual  ginneries  are  received  they  are  checked 
for  omissions  and  duplications,  compared  with  prior  reports  and  the 
several  items  added  In  order  that  the  final  figures  for  the  county  may 
be  eatabllsbed.  Usually  from  100  to  200  telegraphic  summaries  have 
Dot  been  reeeivad  at  the  close  of  buslneM  on  the  seventh  day  following 
tha  report  date.  Arrangements  are  made  with  the  telegraph  companies 
to  deliver  these  telegrams  to  the  bureau  early  on  the  morning  of  tb« 
report.     The  amounts  are  tiien  entered  on  the  county  total  cards. 

la  order  that  so  premature  diacloaare  of  the  statistics  be  aada,  the 
darks  engsfed  in  preparing  tb«  State  and  United  Btatas  totals  are  locked 
Id  a  separate  room  by  th«Baelves  and  remain  so  until  the  statistics 
have  been  given  to  the  public.  Immediately  prior  to  the  hour  of  publica- 
tion copies  of  the  report  are  placed  in  an  envelope  which  la  sealed  and 
given  to  an  oflefaU  of  the  bureau  who  relaaaes  the  report. 

The  procedure  In  maklnc  the  State  totals  is  to  add  the  amounts 
entered  on  the  county  cards  for  each  State  on  adding  machines,  each 
Individual  Item  sbowing  on  the  tape.  These  tapes  are  then  checked 
back  to  the  county  cards,  on«  clerk  holding  the  tape  and  another  read- 
ing from  the  cards.  Th«  total  on  the  tape  la  then  csllad  by  one  clerk 
to  another  who  enters  It  on  the  State  card.  The  amount  la  then  called 
back  from  the  card  to  the  tape.  The  amount  on  tlM  tape  (or  Septem- 
ber 16  for  the  Stata  of  Georgia  waa  427,9S8.  The  amoant  entered  on 
the  State  card  was  727,988.  Tbe  error  in  trsnacribtng  was  not  detected 
wb«n  called  back. 

Wb«n  the  report  was  compiled  tbe  nomber  of  bales  for  tb«  Ststa  of 
Qmt^  seemed  larfs.  However,  In  making  compsrtMma  with  prior 
years  It  was  found  that  In  1929,  when  tbe  <frop  amounted  to  1,102,903 
bales,  tbera  were  602,279  bales,  or  more  fban  half  of  tbe  total  crop, 
ginned  prior  to  September  16.  Tbe  Department  of  Agrlcoltara  baa 
•atiaated  th«  erep  U  1929  st  1,199,000  balaa  of  4T9  poaads  llat.     la 
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view  of  tb«  early  glnnlnga  In  southern  Georgia  tbe  total  did  sot  aoem 
out  of  proportion  when  compared  with  the  crop  of  similar  sise  In  1929. 

Tbe  error  In  the  Georgia  total  was  discovered  a  few  minutes  after 
2  p.  m.  on  Si-ptember  23.  The  different  avfuues  oi  dlMs«*mtnatloD,  in- 
cluding tflfgraph  companies,  preaa  aasociatlona,  etc.,  were  Immediately 
notified  of  tbe  changes  in  the  amounts  for  Georgia  aud  the  United 
States. 

On  tbe  forenoon  of  September  24  Senator  Smith  requested  the  Director 
of  the  CenKUS  to  make  an  expUiuation  coDcerniug  tbe  error  In  the  cotton 
report.  At  3  p.  m.  of  that  day  Messrs.  Harvey  J.  Zimmerman,  George 
W.  Potter,  and  Wade  D.  Ferguson  visited  the  Senator's  office  and  fur- 
nished the  detailed  information  desired.  In  addition  to  Senator  Smith, 
there  were  present  Senators  RansdblIi,  of  Louisiana,  and  Comnallt.  of 
Texas,  and  Mr.  Paul  J.  Christian,  Washington  representative  of  the 
New  Orleans  Cotton  Exchange. 

To  prevent  a  recurrence  of  an  error  of  this  kind  Instructions  have 
been  issued  that  after  checking  tbe  addition  tape  with  the  county  cards 
one  clerk  shall  take  the  tape  and  the  State  card  and  enter  the  amount 
for  tbe  State  and  that  the  tape  and  the  State  card  shall  then  t>e  handed 
to  another  clerk,  who  shall  verify  the  transcription  on  tbe  State  card 
from  tbe  tape.  A  further  safeguard  will  be  the  tabulation  of  ginnings 
between  report  dates  in  prior  years  for  each  State,  together  with  a 
statement  of  the  latest  forecast  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  as  to 
the  current  crop,  these  to  be  used  for  comparative  purposes. 

W.  M.  Stscabt, 
Director  of  the  Cenmu. 

PETITIONS   AND  l£EMOBIAI.S 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communica- 
tion from  Wallace  Teasdale  Randolph  Strul)le,  of  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  transmitting  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  by  him  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  relative  to  the  visit  of  Prime 
Minister  MacDonald  of  Great  Britain  to  the  United  States, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

He  al.so  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communication  from  the 
chairman  and  dire<"tors  of  the  American  Civil  Liberties  Union, 
of  New  York,  N.  Y.,  relative  to  the  proposed  investigation  by  the 
Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate  of  "  10  organizations  which 
the  American  L^on  alleges  are  engaged  In  propaganda  tending 
to  weaken  the  national  defense,"  etc.,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

PBOaiBinON   EStrOBCEMENT 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  in  my  recent  address  In  the 
Senate  giving  the  history  of  the  development  and  adoption  of 
the  eighteenth  amendment  I  stated  that  a  court  had  decided  that 
the  purchase  of  intoxicating  liquor  for  beverage  purposes  was 
punishable  under  the  Volstead  Act  if  made  in  connection  with 
an  act  of  transjHjrtation.  Since  that  time  a  higher  court  has 
reversed  this  holding  and  progress  in  the  direction  of  prohibition 
of  purchase  has  been  halted,  at  least  to  the  extent  of  this  last 
declKion.  This  fact  and  the  fact  of  the  continued  advance  of 
prohil)itIon  sentiment  and  achievement  make  it  advisable,  in  my 
opinion,  definitely  to  prohibit  purchase  by  the  terms  of  the  Vol- 
stead law.  For  these  reasons  I  am  Introducing  in  the  Senate  a 
bill  to  that  effect. 

The  bill  (8.  1827)  amending  the  "national  prohibition  act" 
so  as  to  prohibit  the  purchase  of  intoxicating  liquors  as  a  bev- 
erage was  read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on-  the  Judiciary. 

BILLS   INTBODUCEn 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  f<AlowB: 

By  Mr.  McKELLAR : 

A  bill  (S.  1828)  for  the  relief  of  Raymond  Ndson  Hldunsn; 
to  tbe  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  COPELAND: 

A  bill  (8.  1829)  grunting  a  pension  to  Frederick  Uppermsn; 
to  tbe  Committee  on  Pensions. 

AMElfDMClfT  TX>  THE  TASUT  BOX 

Mr.  COPELAND  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  t).v  him  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tarift  rcrlsion  bill,  which 
was  ordered  to  He  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

BUKIAL  I!f  CVBOPC  OT  WOSLD  WAS  SOLOmW  FBOII   MICHIOAIf 

Mr.  VANDENItERQ.  Mr.  President,  cablegrams  from  the 
north  of  Russia  this  week  announce  the  succc>ssful  culmination 
of  one  of  the  most  poignant  patriot  pilgrimages  in  American  his- 
tory. Back  upon  this  bleak,  mysterious,  and  Inscrutable  World 
War  front  the  lost  graven  of  our  martyred  dead  at  last  have 
been  found  by  official  groups  of  their  own  faithful  and  unfor- 
gettlng  buddies. 

Most  of  these  brave  boyg  who  last  saw  tbefr  country's  flag 
upon  strange  and  ansuf^portcd  battle  lines  in  this  far  Doith 
UuNMliin  ('(njntry  were  from  Michigan.  From  Michigan  largely 
came  the  imimlse  which  after  10  yesrs  has  inslstsd  that  tbese 


honored  dead  once  more  should  know  the  fttan  snd  Stripes 
above  their  last,  long  home.  The  pntiouN  adventure  has  suc- 
ceeded.   Back  to  Michigan  thew  httun  are  ((uuiug  home. 

I  am  advlHe<I  from  Arclmtik'*!.  outiMtat  on  the  rim  of  a  far- 
distant  world,  that  the  mortal  remuitia  of  nearly  100  of  these 
martyrs  have  tK«n  redeemed  from  unmarked  and  unknown 
ground.    It  is  a  solemn,  yet  a  thrilling  achievement. 

There  was  little  romance  to  s*>ften  the  hard  «!uty  bt^falling 
these  **  Polar  Bears,"  as  th»'y  subsequently  have  btvome  known, 
upon  the  ob'^cure  and  dubious  errand  which  our  World  War 
strategy  as.signed  to  them  far,  far  from  the  western  front.  The 
more  the  honor  that  is  their  due  for  faithful  service  rendered. 
It  wa.s  desperate  business  amid  the  bitterest  exposure.  It  was 
patriotism  under  acid  test.  If  ever  homage  was  deserved  It  is 
by  such  patriots  as  these. 

Under  loving  escort  these  dead  are  now  bound  for  the  United 
States.  In  another  month  they  will  arrive.  I  am  asssured  by 
the  War  and  Navy  Departments  that  all  honors  will  be  paid  the 
sacred  pilgrimage  wheii  it  arrives.  Michigan  similarly  will  do 
her  full  share  in  these  sacrlflfiai  obsequies.  In  addition,  I  beg 
the  Senate's  indulgence  for  this  memorial  contribution  to  our 
own  records.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  print  in  the  Congbes- 
sioNAL  Rejcord  the  names  of  these  sons  of  Michigan  who  died 
for  their  country  on  this  north  Russian  front  in  the  World  War. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

Tlie  list  Is  as  follows : 

Hat  of  namet  of  toldien  from  the  State  of  Uichioan  who  d4ed  in  north 

RuMia 


Name 


BaUard,  CUflord  B 

Agnew,  John „._..„.... 

Angove,  John  P .„._.. 

Asire,  Myron  J 

Auslander,  Floyd  R. 

.^very,  Harley 

BabJDger,  William  E 

Bayer,  Arthur  C 

Bayer.  Charles 

Berger,  Carl  O 

Berry.  Ernest  R 

Berryhill,  Chester  W • 

Bigelow,  John  W 

Bloom,  Helmer 

Boreson,  John . 

Bosel,  John  J 

Bowman,  William  H 

Brieve,  Joseph 

Burdick,  Andrew  T 

Byles,  James  B 

Campbell,  Martin  J . 

Cannietaro,  Rafieid 

Carter,  James 

Carter,  William  J 

Christian,  Arthur 

Ciesielski,  Walter 

Clark,  Clyde... 

Clark,  Joshua 

Clemens,  Raymond  0.. 

Clish,  Frank  M 

Cole,  Elmer  B . 

Connor,  Lloyd 

Conrad,  Kex  H . 

Cook,  Clarence  R.... 

Cronin,  Lewis .^^..... 

Crook,  Alva 

Cwenk,  Joseph 

Deamicis.  Ouiasepi 

Dettler,  Allick  F 

Dial,  Charles  O 

Dunaetz,  Isadora ...... 

DusabloD,  William  H 

Dyment,  8chlloma._........ 

Eaaley,  Alhert  H 

Farrand,  Ray 

Fleldi,  Clarence 

Flnnefan,  Leo  N. ...... ...... 

Fo^y,  Morris  / 

Frank,  Arthur  A......... 

Franklin,  Walter  E 

Fruooe,  John 

Fuller,  Alfred  W . ... 

Oariepy,  Henry......... 

Oanper,  Ijpc 

Oanch,  Charles  D 

Oottacbalk,  Miltoo  E 

Oraham,  Claus 

Oreaser,  Joseph  A 

Orewe,  Bernard  O 

OutowskL  Botarfsw.. 

IlannoD,  Jobs  T 

Hendy,  Alfred  H 

Hodpon,  Fred  L 

Hunt,  Bert 

II otcbinMn,  Alfred  0...~.. 
James  T 


Serial  No. 


Rank  and  organltatioa 


Ida,  James  T 

Jaebon,  JssmO.. 
Jenks,  StiUinM  V. 
Jeoksr,  Wltitniw.. 
/ordaa,  Carl  B..... 


W.. 


ao2ie37 

29834M 
3031390 
305201 1 
30S28M 
2021(06 
2981652 
2021207 
2021737 
20.S1814 
205.3404 
2981826 
2031396 
2054102 
2050506 
2020^2 
2980123 
2084233 
2022203 
2021106 
2982006 
2021948 
2043695 
2986131 
2048968 
2986001 
2047349 
2081406 
2063396 
2020766 
3081406 
2061613 
3020768 
3050691 
2982307 
3041602 
3042211 
3052170 
3031861 
3051036 
3054247 
3041417 
3063436 
3(t5Uk56 
3054SM 
2W1405 
3020867 
3023141 
306.MH8 
3082806 
3080106 
2031114 
3030041 
3042073 
3030770 
3064401 
3064U« 
3042436 
30A2M5 
30Mft» 
3062&M 
3064307 
308036* 
3047M8 
301W16 
30219W1 
3081423 

awuM 

SMIMS 
jSMMO 

tonsTt 

JBS1130 


3d  It.,  M.  O.  Co.,  330th  Inf. 
Sgt.,  Co.  K,  3.30th  Int. 
Pn.,  Co.  B,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt,  1  d.,  Co.  A,  310th  Enfr. 
Pvt.,  1  d.,  Co.  H,  339th  Lot 
Pvt.,  Co.  H.  339th  Inf. 
Cpl.,  Hq.  Co..  339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  C,  339lh  Ijif. 
Pvt.,  Co.  F,  33»th  Inf. 
Wag.,  Sup.  Co.,  339th  Int 
Pvt.,  Co.  F,  330th  Inf. 

Do. 
Pvt.,  Co.  E,  33eth  Inf. 
Sgt.,  1  d.,  Co.  A,  310th  Ensr. 
Pvt.,  Co.  n.  339th  Lnt 
Cpl.,  Co.  C,  339th  Inf. 
Sgt.,  Co.  B.  339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  E,  33&ih  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  B, 339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  8up.  Co.,  339th  Int 
Cpl.,  Co.  E,  339th  InL 
P\-t.,  Co.  K,  339tb  lnt 
Pvt.,  Hq.  Co.,  339th  InL 
Pvt.,  1  d.,  Co.  A.  33»th  InL 
Pvt.,  Co.  L,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  1  d.,  Co.  E,  339th  lot. 
Pvt.,  Co.  L,  339ih  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  C,  339th  InL 

Do. 
Pvt.,  Co.  B,  330th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  A,  339th  InL 
Opi.,  Co.  A,  310th  Engr. 
Cpl.,  Co.  F,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  A,  339th  InL 
Pvt.,  1  d.,  Co.  K.  399th  Int. 
Pvt..  Co.  M.  339th  InL 
Pvt.,  1  d.,  Co.  A.  339th  Int 
CpL,  Co  A,  330tb  Inf. 
Pvt..  Co.  B,  390th  Inf. 
Mech.,  Co.  M,  330th  Int 
Pvt.,  Co.  C,  339lh  lnt 
Pvt.,  Co.  1,  830th  InL 
Pvt.,  Co.  M,  330th  Int 
Pvt.,  Co.  L,  339th  Int 
Pvt.,  Co.  1.  830th  Int 
Pvt.,  Co.  E,  saoth  Int 
Pvt.,  Co.  B,  330tb  Int 
Cpl..  Co.  B,  330tb  Int 
Pvt.,  M.  O.  Co.,  33etb  Int 
Pvt.,  Co.  K,  33Uth  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  II,  aiOtb  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  K,  aaotb  Inf. 
lat  igt..  Co.  B,  aaoth  Int 
Pvt.,  Co.  B,  aaotb  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Hq.  Co.,  aaotb  lot 
Cpl.,  Co.  A,  aaotb  Int 
Pvt.,  Co.  II,  aaotb  Int 
Pvt.,  Co,  C,  aaotb  Inf. 
Hgt.,  Co.  K,  aaoih  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  c,  aaotb  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Id,  Co.  A,a90lblat 
Pvt,,  Co.  c,  aaotb  Inf. 
Pvt..  Co.  L,  aaotb  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  D,  aaotb  Int 
Pvt..  Co.  A,  aaotb  lat 
Pvt.,  vn  ABb.  Co..  aiotb  §••  nr. 
Pvt.,  1  d.,  Bq.  r«.,  aaotb  lnt 
Pvt.,  1  d.,  Co.  A.  amh  lat 
pvt.,  Co.  C,  aotb  lat 
Pvt.,  ce.  B,  aaou  lat 
Pvt.,  Co  L  amb  Inf. 
NC  C*.  K,  a»b  lat 
^.,C«.A,aMbla& 
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LUt  of  momet  of  tcUierg  from  the  State  of  MlcMgan  who  died  in  north 

Rimitia — Continue*! 


Ni 


KiMS,  Andrzd 

KieOtt,  Simon  P 

K>stl«r.  Hfrbert  B 

Koslowsky.  Mattios 

KreUinger,  Edward 

Kroll,  John  Jr 

Kukla.  Vfttentin 

Eurowskt,  Max  J 

Kwasniewski,  Isaocy  H 

Lsiuon.  ilenry 

Lohnuum,  William  J 

Lyttte.  Alftwd  E 

McDonald,  Angus 

McLaughlin,  Frank  L 

McTavBh,  St«wwt  M 

Malm.  Clarenoe  A 

Marrhlewski,  Joseph  W 

Marriott,  Frod  R 

Martin.  WiUiamJ 

MayfoMim.  Harold 

Mead.  Wlfiianj 

Meister,  Emanuel 

Merrick.  Walter  A 

Mertens,  Edward  L 

Mictael.  Louis  F 

Moor*.  Albert  E 

Mjrkm,  James  J 

NerUe.  William  W 

Neri,  Vincent 

Nlcheto.  ChwiH 

Nann,  Anbor 

O'Brien,  lUymood  A 

O'Connor,  Lawrence  S 

Otdwakl.  JoaepbS„ 

Parrott,  Jaeae  F 

Patrick.  Ral;^  M 

Pawl^.Jaeepll 

Pelto.  Henry 

Petenon,  Ancoat  B 

PetTHka,  Oaew  H 

Pllarekt,  Aleiawtar 

PttU,  Jay  H 

Poth,  RtHMll  A 

Potuiskl.  Jobo  J 

Ramotowake,  Jeaef 

Raoaetaenbariar,  Albert — 

R«dniond,  NatbMi  L 

RIcliardaon.  Eufeoe  B 

Kicbey,  Aiigiwt  K. ...... .. 

KIckert,  Albert  f 

KobbiM,  Dwiiel 

Rodaen,  YatM  K 

Koae.  Floyd  H 

Rowe.  Ezra  T 

kuMell,  Arcbte  E 

KuMvU,  William  B 

Kuth.  Frank  J 

Kynbraodt.  RaynMod 

t>apf>.  Frank  E 

Kavad*.  Jobn 

tssbepel.  Tiemon 

ScbrooOm.  Herbert  A 

tfcott.  Perry  C . .. ..... 

ShlncWdecker,  Dwigbt 

Hicklee.  Floyd  A 

Skncelat.  Aadr*w 

Pmith,  Oeorfa  J 

8initb,  WUbnr  B.„ 

tiocxkoaki,  Antbony — 

Sokol,  Philip 

upMim,  Bbnar  K 

Staley.  Olenn  P 

Stier.  Victor 

StoekMi,  Orrille  I 

Sorran.  Harry  H ........ 

Sweet,  Earl  D 

Syska.  Frank 

t«tyman«ki.  Loois  A 

Tamaa.  Stanley  P 

Tenea.  Willkun  O 

"Thonipson.  Henry 

Van  D«r  Meer,  John 

Van  Herwynea.  John 

Wadswortb,  L«wi«nee  L 

Wacnar.  Hareid  H 

Waldayer.  Norb«t  O 

Weaver,  Louis  O 

Weesoer.  CliOoTd  E 

WeitMl.  Henry  R 

Welstead.  Walter  J 

Wenger,  Irvin 

Westerhof,  John  T 

Whitford,  JMon  J 

WUliama,  Edacm  A 

WiboaTDale  L 

Wing,  Homar 

Witt,  Louia  C 

Wood.  Stewart  W„ 

Yoom.  Edward  L 

Zaiackowaki,  Jobn 

ZlagaDbein,  William  1 

ZlotdM.  Mika „ 


Serial  N'o. 


Rank  and  organ! ution 


2020058 

20tXM0 

2984321 

2021478 

2021787 

29N0404 

2S8>.3ge 

2WIVI4 

2021585 

2084384 

20)0786 

203 1460 

2982389 

2981701 

20207W 

203C804 

2D531S4 

2020883 

2084430 

2053222 

2960033 

2Q2>161 

2052SOO 

2021774 

2054385 

2061357 

202UM 

2981541 

2020975 

-205M92 

2980251 

20aOWl 

2054342 

20217(0 

2O5IS20 

204XA.S3 

2049853 

2DH5018 

2881777 

2M0235 

204W08 

2881795 

m2»47 

aOMU7 

aD21M7 

3981347 

2021M»  ' 

2021514  I 

2064443  I 

3052028  ; 

wasM  I 

20aM5  I 

7JHMM  j 

2VH130R 

2MUn7 

■jriivn 

3064853 
20(»I7W 
2041078 
2054883 
2041747 
3033073 
29802M 
2052493 
2080840 
3051549 
2020990 
2021CJ0 
2044  U2 
2042323 
2052777 
204IS38 
3063847 
28802S4 
206400) 
2980054 
2042S85 
2M43S4 
2022093 
20642» 
3a842>4 
30648S7 
3042303 
2B817S8 
2980133 
2980196 
2S81807 
20S3339 
3053801 
3881444 
30813S7 
2053805 
2041492 
2981001 
3042148 
2043554 
2030908 
2021418 
2041939 
2031618 
3052787 


Pvt.,  Co.  C,  339th  Inf. 
Prt.,  M.  O.  Co..  339th  Inf. 
Prt.,  Co.  I.  339.  Inf. 
Pvt..  1  d..  Co  H,  339th  Inf. 
Cpl.,  Co.  L,  SXith  Inf. 
Pvt..  Co.  D,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt..  Co.  K,  i?»th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  A.  339th  Inf. 
Mech..  Co.  I.  339th  Inf. 
Pvt..  Co.  L,  339th  Inf. 
Cpl..  Co.  A,  339th  Inf. 
Cpl..  Co.  A.  310th  Engr. 
Pvt.,  Co.  E,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt..  Co.  I,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt..  1  cl..  Co.  A,  339th  InL 
Pvt..  Co.  O.  339th  Int 

Do. 
.<»gt..  Co.  B.  339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  A,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  E,  330th.  Int 
Pvt..  Co.  F,  339th  Inf. 
8gt.,  M.  O.  Co  ,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  M,  339th  Inf. 
Cpl.,  Co.  L,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  C.:B»th  Inf. 
Cpl.,  Co.  A,  339th  Inf. 
Cpl.,  Co.  E.  33«th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  H,33»thlnf. 
Bug..  Co.  C.  339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  B.  33etb  Inf. 
Pvt,  Co.  M,3a9thlnf. 
Pvt.,  Hq.  Co.  330lhInL 
CpL,  Co.  C,  3a»tb  Inf. 
Pvt..  Co.  L,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt..  Co.  K,  3391b  Int 
Pvi.,  Co.  A.  33»th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  B,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  A,;UOth  Ei^. 
Pvt.,  Co.  II,  .139th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  K.  339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  B.  399th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  (>,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  A,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co  K,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt,  1  cl,  Co.  H.aaOtblaC. 
C(>|.,  Co.  A,  3J0tb  Inf. 
Cpl.  Co  U.xn%hlaL 

Do, 
Cpl..  Co.  A,  339tb  Inf. 
"      ,  Co.  C,  .<39th  Inf, 

,  Co.  B.  339th  lot 

C<t.  A.UWthlnf. 

,  Co.  1, 33tMh  Inf. 

,  M.  O.  Co.,  330tb  Inf. 
Id.  Co.  A.aaotblnC. 
Co  M,330thlnf. 

,  Co.  B.  339th  Inf. 
Co.  D,  .W9th  Inf. 
C«.  M.339ttaln(. 


Pvt 
Pvt 

Pvt 
Prt 
Pvt 

^^^ 
Pvt, 

Pvt 

Cpl. 

Cpl. 

Pvt 

Cpl 

Cpl 


Co.  B,  3:i9tb  Inf. 
Co.  D,  339th  Inf. 
Co.  B,  339th  Inf. 
H(}.  Co  .  330th  InL 
Pvt.,  Co.  A,  339tb  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  M,  339tb  InL 
Pvt ,  Co.  C,  330tb  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  A,  339th  InL 
Sgt.,  Co.  C,  33Mh  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  I,  339th  InL 
Pvt  .Co.  L.  339th  Inf. 
C.  .'t39tb  Inf. 
K,  savth  InL 
A,  339th  Inf. 


Cook,  Co 
Pvt.,  Co. 
Pvt.,  Co. 

Do. 
Pvt.,  Co. 

Do. 
Pvt.,  Co. 
Pvt.,  Co. 
Pvt.,  Co. 
Pvt.,  Hq 
Pvt.,  Co 


A.  330tb  InL 


D.  330tbInL 

C.  339tta  InL 

D.  339tbInL 
Co.,  339th  InL 
A,  330ttaInL 

Pvt.,  Co.  B,  330tb  InL 
Pvt..  C-o.  D,  339th  laL 
Pvt.,  Co.  I,  330tb  InL 
Pvt.,  1  d.,  Co.  E,  338tb  InL 
Pvt.,  Co.  D,  339th  InL 
Pvt..  Co.  A.  339th  InL 
Pvt.,  Co.  F,  339th  InL 
Pvt.,  Co.  C.  319th  InL 
Pvt.,  Co.  A,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt..  Co.  C.  339th  InL 
Pvt..  Co.  B,  339th  Inf. 
Pvt..  Co.  C,  330th  InL 
Pvt.,  Co.  A,  S30th  Inf. 
Pvt.,  Co.  B,  339th  InL 
Pvt.,  1  cl.,  Co.  A,  3Ultb  Kncra. 
Pvt..  Uq.  Co.,  saotb  Inf. 
Cpl.,  Co.  C.  339tb  InL 
Sgt.,  Ca  a,  338th  InL 
Pvt..  Co.  B,  339th  InL 
Sft.,  Co.  A.  310th  Engn. 
Pvt.,  Co.  E.  339th  InL 


Mr.  VANDENBBBG.  At  this  same  time.  Mr.  President,  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  patriot  luTentory  should  be  made  complete 

There  Is  no  **  front "  on  any  battle  line  In  any  war  in  whieti 
the   United    States   has  engaged   since   Michl^ui   ait»ed   the 


" 
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f  Isterhood  of  States  that  has  not  been  hallowed  with  Michigan's 
[atriot  blood.  Unfailingly  and  unstintingly  our  State  always 
I  as  walked  the  Nation's  sentry  posts,  whether  in  the  travail  of 
t  le  Rebellion,  or  in  the  challenge  of  1898,  or  In  the  bitter  crisis 
cf  1917-18  when  Columbia  commanded  our  young  manhood  to 
tut  its  heart  upon  the  altars  of  the  world. 

We  pretend  no  monopoly  upon  this  patriotism.  On  the  con- 
r  -ary,  we  proudly  acknowledge  that  we  thus  have  but  done  our 
H  lare  in  the  fraternity  of  a  common  national  defense.  Yet  we 
nay  be  forgiven  a  special  and  a  solemn  pride  that  our  "share" 
has  been  prodigal. 

All  sons  of  Michigan  who  thus  have  borne  their  countrj-'s 
calors  alike  are  decorated  with  the  affections  of  their  Comnion- 
v-ealth.  They  need  no  eulogy.  It  is  most  eloquently  provided 
ty  their  own  services.  Nor  would  we  differentiate  between  the 
1  ving  and  the  dead.  Nor  between  those  who  sleep  in  the  soil 
t  ley  helped  to  save  and  those  whose  long,  last  home  is  on  a 
foreign  strand. 

But,  Mr.  President,  there  is  something  particularly  poignant 
i  1  contemplation  of  this  latter  group.  It  seems  to  me  that  they 
lave  earned  a  particular  and  a  peculiar  emphasis  so  that  none 
>)  rho  follow  after  may  remotely  suspect  that  the  seas  have  sepa- 
fited  them  from  our  grateful  memories.  Such  Is  not  the  fact. 
l;est  evidence  to  the  contrary  is  fumi.ihed  by  this  present  pll- 
firimagp  which  is  aearchinK  northern  Huswia  for  the  only  graves 
vhich  our  own  Oovemmeut  heretofore  has  neglected— Michigan 
f  raves  In  large  degree,  because  it  was  almost  exclusively  Michi- 
i  an  troops  who  held  this  remote  but  fatefully  dangerous  line. 
( ither  evidence  Is  eloquently  furnished  by  the  tender  and  un- 
r  emitting  care  which  we  give  to  hallowed  ground  in  those  Old 
^  'orld  cemeteries  which  are  peopletl  with  the  living  spirits  of 
t  lose  American  martyrs  whom  "  taps  "  gave  to  eternity.  Still 
further  evidence  la  fumi!die<l  by  the  recent  action  of  the  Con- 
tretui  In  arranging  that  our  gold-star  mothers  may  be  the 
I  atlon's  guests  In  Journey  to  these  gold-star  shrines. 

No,  we  have  not  forgotten.  The  Impulse  toward  universal 
leace — remembering  always  that  the  pt'ace  and  honor  of  our 
<  wn  America  is  first  charge  ujKin  our  consciences— Is  one  of  tlie 
nemorlals  to  those  who  died  that  we  may  llvf.  The  impulse 
t  >  democratize  (»ur  national  defense — Insisting  hen-after.  In  th© 
unforeseen  and  unhappy  event  of  another  war,  that  ev«»ry  ma- 
tsrlal  MM  well  as  human  resource  shall  submit  to  common  draft 
( >T  the  common  cause — Is  anuthfr  very  priutlml  memorial, 
let  another  Is  the  practice  of  the  utmost  lib«Talify.  consistent 
V  Ith  our  Immense  resources,  not  only  In  ade<]uate  pensions  for 
t  le  Nutioii's  wards  from  former  wars  but  also  and  particularly 
ii  I  the  generous  and  sympathetic  and  understanding  admlnlstra- 
t  on  of  Fedenll  al<l,  shorn  of  all  possible  technical Ith's.  for  tho«e 
V'orld  War  veterans  who  now  battle  life  under  the  handicap  of 
Incapacity  Inherited  from  service  and  from  hazards  which  we 
c  vllians  never  faced. 

We  have  not  forirotten,  Mr.  President.  But  in  the  light  of 
this  precious  reclamation  now  proceeding  on  that  old  Itnsslan 
f  ont,  I  take  the  occasion  to  put  Micliigan's  record  In  this  gen- 
e  al  connection  into  the  permanent  archives  of  the  Kei>ublic. 
The  Adjutant  General  of  the  Army  has  provide<I  me  with  what 
It  asserted  to  be  a  complete  roster  of  Michigan  8«>ldlers  who  are 
birled  In  Europe.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  It  may  be 
p-eserred  in  the  Conoressio.nal  Kexord. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

(The  list  of  soldiers  from  Michigan  buried  in  Euroi*  was 
pilnted  in  the  Record  of  June  19,  1929,  page  334a) 

KEDucnoN  or  abmament 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President.  1  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
pinted  in  the  Record  certain  editorials  from  the  Seattle  Post- 
I  itelligeneer  and  the  Washington  Herald  on  the  subject  of 
reduction  of  armament. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  editorlaLs  are  as  follows: 

(From  the  Seattle  Post  InteUlgencer.   October  1.   1929] 

AVSBICA  A.VD  ESOLAND  COCLD  VSTO  ALL  WaB,  I>CCLAK£S   B.   W.  CHILD 

Br    Richard  Wasfabarn    Child,    former   ambsRsador    to    Italy    and    noted 

aatbor 

All  the  paper  parchments  in  the  world  can  not  equal  the  power  for 
world  peace  to  be  found  In  a  workable  and  working  cooperation  of  the 
Tilted  States  with  Great  Britain — the  Islands  and  the  dominions. 

These  two  can  veto  war — all  war. 

These  two  can  establUb  customs  of  cooperation  which  will  be  an 
«  ample  to  others  and  raise  the  standard  of  living  of  the  whole  world. 

These  two  have  a  combined  sea  power  able  to  veto  war. 

These  two  do  a  domestic  and  foreign  bu.sinea8  of  overwhelming 
pi  oportioas. 

These  two  control  the  finance  of  the  world. 

These  two  comprise  tbe  two  greatest  civilising  agencies  on  thii  earth. 
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roMHcs  has  not  done  mncb  to  secure  Internal  coopemtlon  and  peace 
within  America.  This  has  been  done  by  conference  of  buBiness  men  act- 
ing voluntarily,  acting  with  science  In  the  art  of  cooperation,  and  acting 
under  tbe  slogan  that  tbe  more  prosperons  each  interest  Is,  the  more 
prosperous  all  become. 

POLITICS    FAIL   TO    SSCCEB    PKACS 

Political  dealing  and  political  alliances  abroad  are  dangerous  to  our 
interests.  We  want  no  political  alliances.  As  tbe  Kentucky  moun- 
taineer said  of  the  League  of  Nations,  "  They  have  all  tbe  cards  and  we 
have  all  tbe  chips." 

Nothing  yet  done  baa  done  much  to  guarantee  peace.  Papers,  iwcts, 
palavers,  aud  propaganda  have  not  guaranteed  peace — not  even  with 
Geneva  thrown  in  to  boot. 

HacDonald  is  coming  to  talk  with  President  Hoover.  This  will  be  a 
fine  thing  If  it  leads  away  from  any  political  alliance  and  toward 
business  cooperation.  Popular  disapproval  of  wars  which  the  people  of 
America  and  those  of  Great  Britain  can  veto  if  tbey  wlah,  is  here 
already.    No  one  needs  convincing  about  i)eace. 

[From  tbe  Washington  Herald,  October  7.  1929] 
Ambbicanb  gHouu)  8UPPOET  MacDotiald's  Hmb  Pukposs 

Mr.  Enmsay  MacDonald  Is  a  very  grest  Prime  Minister  for  England 
and  a  very  valuable  Influenc*  for  the  whole  world  at  this  time. 

He  understands  the  new  conditions  which  have  prevailed  tbrougbotrt 
tbe  world  since  the  Great  War. 

He  not  only  understands  those  conditions,  be  la  a  product  of  tbem. 

He  does  not  come  from  the  classes  who  send  people  to  war.  He 
comes  from  the  masses  who  are  sent  to  war. 

He  realises  p<'rflectly  that  those  masses  do  not  want  any  more  war, 
that  they  win  not  tolerate  any  more  war,  and  that  they  have  the  pow« 
to  prevent  any  more  war,  or  to  punish  those  who  make  war. 

He  appreciates  the  obvious,  obtroslve  fsct  that  If  there  sbonid  be 
snotber  great  war,  with  Its  sacrifice  of  more  than  10.000.000  men  and 
Its  destruction  of  tbe  achlevem«its  of  centuries,  all  responsible  govern- 
ments and  all  established  orders  and  all  existing  systems  would  go  down 
in  one  tremendous  crash,  and  there  would  be  red  anarchy  In  every 
count  ry  In  Barope.  sad  doubtless  In  Aoierlea,  too. 

He  realtaes.  too,  that  in  the  growing  Mgbt  of  dvUhcsMon  war  Is 
going  tbe  way  of  slavery  and  other  dark  and  dreadful  insMtntioBS  of 
utter  savagery. 

Stanley  BaMwIn  was  sn  entirely  differeat  kind  of  a  premier.  Be 
was  a  Bourbon  who  had  forgotten  nothing  from  before  tbe  war  and 
learned  nothing  since  tbe  war. 

His  conservatism  was  due  primarily  to  confirmed  polltfeal  mTopIs, 
to  lack  of  clear  vision  to  see  and  comprehend  new  conditions,  and 
lack  of  Imagination  to  look  forward  to  future  developments. 

My.  Baldwin  ewild  properly.  If  not  politely,  be  lOtened  to  a  man  who 
rides  backward  In  a  train  and  who  never  sees  anything  until  it  Is  past — 
except  for  tbe  plain  and  painful  fact  that  Mr.  Baldwin  never  saw 
anything  even  after  It  was  past. 

Mr.  Baldwin  took  absolutely  no  cognisance  of  new  conditions  created 
by  the  Great  War. 

He  picked  up  political  sittiatlons  and  diplomatic  relations  Bot  wbere 
tbe  Great  War  bad  left  them  but  where  the  Great  War  bad  fomd  tbem. 

He  instituted  again  the  same  secret  diplomacy,  tbe  aame  militaristic 
policy,  the  same  balance  of  power  fallacy  which  bad  existed  before  tbe 
war  and  had  caused  tbe  war  and  would  Just  as  surely  cause  another  and 
a  greater  war. 

He  made  combinations  for  war  and  alliances  which  contemplated 
nothing  but  war.  without  tbe  slightest  realization  that  the  peoples  of 
the  world  were  in  sullen  revolt  against  war,  that  civilization  could  not 
endure  another  war,  and  that  England  of  all  nations  could  least  alTord 
another  war. 

England's  fleet  no  longer  defends  her.  The  historic  iron  wall  of  battle- 
ships, behind  which  she  has  rested  securely  for  centuries,  no  longer  pro- 
tects her.  Tbe  great  navy  which  in  times  past  had  destroyed  all  rival 
sea  powers  and  which  had  defied  even  the  military  genitis  of  Napoleon 
Is  no  longer  of  the  least  avail.  That  mighty  fleet  Is  now  merely  a 
magnificent  but  meaningless  gesture. 

The  next  war  will  not  be  fought  on  the  surface  of  the  sea.  It  will  be 
fought  In  the  air  and  under  the  sea. 

London  can  be  as  easily  destroyed  by  airplane  attack  as  Paris  or 
Berlin,  and  all  the  British  Isles  can  be  reduced  to  starvation  and  submis- 
sion in  a  few  months  of  modem  submarine  blockade.  England  is  not 
merely  as  vulnerable  now  as  any  European  power.  She  is  ten  times 
more  vulnerable. 

In  another  war  tlie  British  Empire  might  have  to  transfer  its  capital 
to  Canada,  as  Portugal  during  the  Napoleonic  wars  transferred  Its  capi- 
tal to  Brnsll.  The  British  Isles  might  be  utterly  devastated.  Tbe 
British  Empire  would,  of  course,  survive  and  perhaps  triumph,  and  in 
any  case  England  would  be  restored  but  would  never  completely  recover. 
Ramsay  MacDonald  believes  In  peace  and  he  knows  what  peace  means 
to  society,  to  his  country,  and  to  tbe  world.  He  has  taken  tbe  l)e8t 
means,   and  perhaps  the  only   Immediate   means  of  securing  peace,  by 


promoting  an  understanding  between  tbe  two  moat  powerfol  aad  moat 
p«^aoeful  nations  on  the  earth. 

Such  an  agreement  distinctly  does  not  contemplate  war.  It  contem- 
plates peace,  and  it  commands  peace.  It  does  not  contemplate  nor 
confer  anything  but  peace. 

There  are  no  secret  combinations,  no  devious  diplomades,  ns  bidden 
purposes,  no  machinations  against  other  nations,  no  antagonisms  against 
ottier  peoples. 

There  will  be  mUltary  and  naval  and  airplane  forces  In  ample  and 
adeqoate  strength,  each  nation  not  so  much  equaling  as  sapplementlng 
tbe  other. 

But  these  armed  establlsbments  will  be  not  for  tbe  porpooes  of  ds- 
structlon,  but  for  purposes  of  protection ;  not  to  prosecute  bostilitln 
against  other  nations,  but  to  Insure  and  confirm  these  great  peoples  In 
peaceful  possession  of  tbeir  Uvea,  In  peaoefal  proaecntlon  of  their  labors, 
in  peseeful  attainment  of  their  anMtiona  and  ideals  fbr  the  advance- 
ment of  civilisation  and  tbe  propress  and  prosperity  of  aU  peoples,  and 
tbe  happiness  of  humanity  throughout  tbe  world. 

Ramsay  MacDonald  has  had  the  courage  and  tbe  conviction,  and  tha 
devotion  to  high  prtndpie,  to  come  aeroos  tbe  sea  to  endeavor  to  per- 
form the  greatest  arcomplisbment  that  baa  ever  been  achieved  bg 
human  l>eingB.  and  to  strive  to  realise  tbe  inspiring  and  exalting  ideal 
of  peace  on  earth  and  good  wUl  to  men,  which  Christ  proiefasd  nearly 
2,000  years  ago  upon  the  shores  of  Galilee. 

Let  us  all  as  good  Americans,  as  good  Cbrtstlans,  as  Hvillsed  people, 
unite  in  thought  snd  deed  with  tbe  people  of  England  and  wltb  all 
the  peace-loving  peoples  of  tbe  earth  to  bring  this  majestic  mlssloo, 
this  universal  benefaction,  to  a  successful  issue. 

William  RAimoLra  HasasT. 

CALL  OF  THS  BOLL 

Mr.  rBSS.    Mr.  PmAdmt,  I  suggeat  tlie  abaence  of  a  qaoma. 
The  VICE  FRBHIDBNT.    The  clerk  will  call  tl»e  roll. 
The  legiilative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  foUowlng  Benaton 
answered  to  their  names: 


AUen 

Asbtint 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Blesse 

Borsb 

Brat  tea 

Brock 

Brookbart 

Broussard 

Capper 

Csrsway 

Connalljr 

Copeland 

Couxens 

Cutting 

Dole 

Dill 

Edge 

Fess 

Fletcher 


Frsxier 
Oeonie 
Gillett 
GUua 
Olonn 
OoC 

Ooldsborough 
Oreene 
Hale 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hasttna 
Hatfield 
Bawes 
rdea 


KlBf 

T^Follette 

McKellor 

McMaster 

Mclfarr 

MetoslI 


Heflln 

Hewsll 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Reodriek 

Keyes 


Norrts 

Oodls 
Overmaa 
Psttersoa 
PMpps 

PtDS 

Pittaun 

Ransdell 

Heed 

RoMnaoo,  Ark. 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Sackett 

BeboU 

Mflppard 

Simmons 


Smith 
Smsot 
Steck 
Stdwer 
^taphsna 
Swaasoo 
Thomas,  Idaho 
Thomas.  Okla. 

ToWBSSOd 

TramoMll 

Tydlags 

Vaadenbetg 

Wagaer 

Wakott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Wolsb,  Moot. 

Warrsa 

Watormaa 

WatsoB 

Wheeler 


Mr  FESS.  The  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bi^noH]  ia 
detained  from  the  Chamber  on  accoant  of  iUoeea.  I  ahould  like 
to  have  this  statement  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Shipstead]  is  absent  because  of  illness.  I  ask  that  this  an- 
nouDc^nent  may  stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-nine  Senators  have  an- 
swered  to  thtir  names.    A  quorum  is  present 

BATTLB  or  KIHO'S  IMHTTrrAIH 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr,  President.  Mr.  George  P.  Torbett,  a  writer 
and  historian  of  this  city,  has  handed  to  me  a  very  interesting 
article  which  aiHDeared  in  the  magazine  section  of  the  Sunday 
Sun,  <rf  Baltimore,  Md.,  October  6.  1929,  headed  "  The  Turning 
Point  of  the  Revoluti<m,"  which  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the 

RlXXHtD. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 
The  article  is  as  follows : 

TBB    TCKNtHQ     POIHT    OF    TBB    RaVOUTTIOM RMALL    Ba.TTLM    OT    KINOS 

MoGMTAiN  Which  Swdko  Tioa  Towabd  Victdbi 
By  Miriam  Bbeifey 

A  few  months  ago  tbe  Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution  par- 
cbosed  a  plot  of  ground  bordering  on  tbe  Lee  Highway  in  Smyth  County, 
southwestern  Virginia.  On  this  plot,  which  once  was  a  very  small  part 
of  "Aspenvale,"  the  Immense  ancestral  estate  of  tbe  Campbell  family, 
the  Dau^ters  of  the  American  Revolution  erected  a  very  beantifol 
granite  marker  with  appropriate  inscription  to  the  memory  of  Oea. 
William  Campbell,  commander  in  chief  of  tbe  Revolutionary  forces  at 
the  battle  of  Kings  Mountain.  Not  bir  from  this  spot.  In  tbe  anclem, 
Aspenvale  graveyard,  lie  the  neglected  bones  of  this  great  patriot. 

Some  time  before  tbe  placing  of  tbe  Daogbters  of  tbe  Aaieflma 
Revolution  marker  Congress  passed  aa  act  aotborislng  the  erection  of  a 
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national  monnmeat  at  OiiMvl  Campbeirs  grnve,  bat  the  monaiiM&t  la 
still  in  futuro. 

People  generally  hare  onlj  a  ragoe  idea  of  tUa  battle  and  its  military 
and  historical  importance.  **  Kings  Moontain  "  conjures  ap  a  mental 
picture  of  a  little  band  of  uncouth  mountaineers,  clad  la  coonskin  caps 
and  bomespon,  witb  no  knowledge  of  military  form  or  tactics,  creeping 
np  unawares  through  the  tall  timbers  upon  an  unsuspecting  group  of 
English  soldiery  encamped  on  a  mountain  top  and  annihilatlBg  them  in  a 
sort  of  free-for-all  flght. 

In  reality,  the  encounter  at  Kings  Mountain,  from  the  viewpoint  of 
the  Rtudent  of  strategy,  was  a  brilliantly  conceiyed  and  executed  battle. 
It  was  conducted  by  trained  commanders  who  were  by  birth  and  breeding 
the  opposite  of  uncouth,  and  who  for  years  had  been  engaged  In  active 
warfare  against  the  British  and  their  Indian  and  Tory  alliesi 

When,  OB  October  T,  17H0.  Oen.  William  Campbell  and  his  associate 
commanders  led  the  Scotch-Irish  riflemen  np  the  slope  of  Kings  Moun- 
tain, it  was  to  wrest  from  the  British  Fetsoson  a  victory  which  tamed 
the  tide  of  war  in  favor  of  the  Revolutionary  patriots  and  changed  the 
entire  aiipect  of  a  conflict  which  bad  been  promising  little  for  the  rebels. 

The  importance  of  tbe  Battle  of  Kings  Mountain  was  fully  apparent 
to  the  stateamen  and  military  experts  of  the  day  and  to  historians  who 
have  recorded  it 

"  That  memorable  victory,"  says  Jefferson,  "  waa  tbe  Joyfal  annnncta- 
tlon  of  tbe  ti<1e  of  Hticcess  which  terminated  the  Bevolnttoaary  War  with 
the  seal  of  independence,"  while  the  historian  Loaalns  deelarea  that 
"  no  battle  during  the  war  was  more  hotly  contested  than  this ;  it  com- 
pletely crushed  the  spirits  of  tbe  loyalists  and  weakened  beyond  recovery 
the  royal  power  In  the  Carollnas." 

"Tbe  victory  at  Kings  Mountain,"  says  Bancroft  "which  in  the 
spirit  of  tbe  American  soldiers  was  like  tbe  rising  at  Concord — in  its 
effects  like  the  success  at  Bennington— changed  the  aspect  of  the  war. 
Tbe  appearance  on  the  froBtters  of  a  numcrona  enemy  from  settlements 
beyond  tbe  moan  tains  took  Comwallls  by  surprise,  and  their  soccess 
was  fatal  to  the  expedition  he  intended.  He  bad  hoped  to  step  witb  ease 
from  one  Carolina  to  the  other,  and  from  those  to  the  eonqoest  of  Yir- 
flnla ;  and  he  had  now  no  cholet  bat  to  retreat"  And  be  did  retreat  In 
abort  order,  fleeing  from  Charlotte.  N.  C,  into  South  Carolina  when  he 
teamed  of  Ferguson's  death  and  the  overwhelming  triumph  of  the  patriot 
cause.  In  Kings  Mountain  and  Its  Heroes,  Lyman  C.  Draper  obaervea  that 
**  Kings  Mountain  paved  tbe  way  for  the  suceeaslve  advantages  gained 
by  American  arms  at  First  Dob  Ford,  Blacfcstocks,  Cowpens,  Oullford, 
and  Kutaw,  and  ultimately  for  tbe  crowning  victory  at  Torktown  with 
the  glorious  fruition  of  independence  forever." 

HIatory  does  not  record  that  Kings  Mountain  Itaelf  was  a  British 
objective.  It  was  by  a  most  unfortunate  misefaaace  for  the  loyalist 
cause  that  tbe  road  traversed  by  Ferguson  and  his  troops  on  their  march 
through  the  Carolinas  to  Join  Comwallls  at  Charlotte  and  thence  enter 
Virginia  led  directly  past  this  moantatan. 

Uneasy  over  reports  that  the  mountain  rlflcflien  were  assembling 
against  him,  Ferguson  had  sent  a  dispatch  to  Comwallls  pleading 
for  reinforcements,  and  Instead  of  continning  his  march  In  the  face  of 
BBknown  dangers,  be  decided  to  go  into  encampment  on  this  elevation, 
regarding  it  as  an  admirable  vantage  point  and  a  site  which  guaranteed 
safety  to  talm  and  his  troops  while  they  awaited  succor.  "  I  am  on 
Kings  Mountain,"  be  mid.  "  I  am  king  of  thia  mountain,  and  Ood 
Almighty  can  not  drive  me  from  It ! "  It  was  a  bad  ecttmate,  for  his 
position  proTsd  fatal. 

At  this  time  the  British  were  flushed  with  conquest,  their  victories 
in  the  CaroUnaa.  Including  the  defeat  of  Gates,  the  Buford  masaaere, 
and  the  dispersal  of  Sumter  having  been  regarded  by  the  command  as 
overwhelmingly  disastrous  to  the  rebeflien.  Tbe  Carolinas  wore  In- 
fested with  Tory  alUes  and  in  these  signal  victories  they  bore  an 
Important  part. 

l%e  advance  of  the  Britlah  toward  southwestern  Virginia  bad  several 
obje«tlvea,  one  being  the  capture  of  the  lead  mlnea  near  the  present 
site  of  Wythevllle,  thus  cutting  off  from  the  patriots  on  Important 
source  of  ammunition  supply.  Anotlier,  carefully  conceived  by  Tarleton, 
Comwallls,  Ferguson,  and  the  Tory  leaders  allied  with  them,  was  the 
envelopment  of  the  Continental  forces  from  the  rear  and  tbe  Indtonent 
of  the  Tory  elenent  and  of  the  Cherokees  along  the  borders.  Had  it 
not  been  for  the  shrewdness  of  Shelby,  who  foresaw  these  maneuvers, 
and  tbe  celerity  with  which  WUHam  Campbell  pursued  and  cauirbt  a 
Tory  spy  on  a  memorable  Sunday  when  Campbell  was  returning  home 
witb  bis  family  from  **  mseting."  securing  papers  which  revealed  much 
of  the  plot,  tbe  Battle  of  Kings  Mountain  might  not  have  been  fought, 
nor  independence  won. 

The  Kings  Mountsln  range  U  about  80  miles  in  length,  extending 
from  noribeast  to  sonthwest ;  its  highest  elevation,  a  tower-shaped 
peak  called  The  Pinnacle,  is  about  6  miles  from  the  battleground. 
That  famoua  portion  of  tbe  rocky  ridge  is  In  Tork  County,  8.  C, 
about  a  mUe  and  a  half  from  the  North  Carolina  line.  It  is  600 
yarda  tong.  from  60  to  120  wide,  tapering  almost  to  a  point  at  Us 
southern  extremity — not  reoUy  a  mountain  in  ItseM,  bat  rather  the 
tail-end  of  one. 

That  portion  of  tbe  BMunUln  where  tbe  battle  sras  fOu^t  seems  to  be 
shaped  somethlag  like  a  gigantic  tennia  racket  srith  the  bead  of  the 
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racket  considerably  higher  than  tbe  handle.  In  the  wider  circular  sec- 
tion Ferguson's  forces  were  entrapped,  the  patriot  aggressors  sur- 
rounding them  on  tbe  slopes  below.  No  matter  in  what  direction  he 
and  bis  men  might  seek  to  retreat,  tbey  would  be  met  by  a  devnstatlng 
rifle  fire.  Just  at  the  throat  of  this  gigantic  racket  Campbell  and  Shelby 
placed  themselves. 

The  march  of  the  Scotch-Irish  riflemen  over  mountain,  vale,  morass, 
and  river  had  been  long  and  tedious  and  beset  with  dangers  and  doubts 
In  locating  the  quarry,  due  to  conflicting  reports  of  Ferguson's  where- 
abouts. Finally  a  girl  from  the  home  of  a  loyalist  Informed  that  Fer- 
guson was  "  on  that  mountain,"  pointing  to  a  distant  eminence.  Later, 
at  the  home  of  another  loyalist,  tbey  found  one  of  their  own  scouts 
named  Gilmer  masquerading  as  a  King's  man,  eating  and  drinking  with 
the  family,  and  flirting  with  the  women.  Pretending  that  he  was  a 
traitor  to  the  patriot  cause  and  that  they  were  in  pursuit  of  him. 
Colonel  Campbell  captured  him  and  led  him  away  with  a  rope  around 
bis  neck,  the  entire  household  pleading  tearfully  for  his  release,  de- 
claring that  if  he  were  banged  near  tbe  premises  bis  ghost  would 
haunt  them.  When  out  of  sight  of  the  bouse  Campbell  removed  the 
rope  and  received  from  Gilmer  all  the  information  necessary  regarding 
Ferguson's  position,  Gilmer  having  been  on  tbe  mountain  that  morning 
representing  himself  as  a  true  King's  man  and  bestowing  upon  the 
British  commander  a  gift  of  chickena. 

When  fully  satisfied  as  to  Ferguson's  position  and  numbers,  the  ofll- 
cers,  led  by  Campbell,  separated  from  their  commands  and  rode  off 
privately  to  plan  the  mode  of  atUck.  Wben  they  returned  from  their 
parley  and  Informed  their  men  that  they  were  to  surround  Ferguson's 
army  completely,  each  corps  being  assigned  a  special  position  on  the 
slope,  and  that  they  were  to  shoot  their  rifles  uphill  at  the  redcoats,  so 
that  there  would  be  no  danger  of  the  patriots  destroying  each  other,  the 
plan  was  accepted  with  enthusiasm,  the  men  declaring  themselves  eager 
for  the  fray.  The  ofllcers  then  agreed  upon  the  pooition  each  corps  was 
to  occupy  on  tbe  side  of  the  ridge. 

A  roll  of  tbe  forces  of  which  William  Campbell  was  chosen  com- 
mander, now  composed  entirely  of  picked  men,  the  less  eager  fighters 
having  been  weeded  out,  would  show  the  mounted  men  numbered  as  fol- 
lows: CampbeU's,  200;  Shelby's,  120;  Sevier's.  120;  CTeveland's,  110; 
McDowell's,  00 ;  Winston's,  60 ;  Lacey's,  100 ;  WiUlams's,  60 ;  snd  Uam- 
bright's.  50.  With  the  nnmounted  men  the  number  ran  up  to  around 
1.100.  Ferguson  had  about  1.125,  according  to  historians.  Says 
Draper : 

"  Campbell  and  his  corps  commanders  had  arranged  their  forces  into 
two  divisions  as  nearly  equal  as  tbey  could  conveniently  form  them,  each 
party  to  attack  opposite  sides  of  the  mountain.  Campbell  (commanding 
the  ri^t  column)  was  to  lead  his  Virginians  across  the  southern  end  of 
the  ridge  and  southeast  side.  •  •  •  Then  Sevier's  regiment,  Mc- 
Dowell's and  Winston's  battalions  were  to  form  northeast  of  Campbell, 
and  in  the  order  named,  under  the  command  of  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Sevier.     •     •     ♦ 

"  Shelby's  regiment  was  to  take  a  position  on  the  left  of  tbe  mountain 
directly  opposite  to  Campbell  and  form  the  left  center,  Campbell's  left 
nd  Shelby's  right  coming  together ;  and  beyond  Shelby  were  Williams, 
Lacey,  Cleveland,  and  Hambrtght,  all  under  the  direction  of  Colonel 
Cleveland.  By  this  disposition  was  the  patriot  force  arranged  on  each 
sid«  of  the  oiountaln." 

At  S  o'clock  in  the  aftemoon.  on  Kings  Creek,  2  miles  from  the  crest, 
the  mountain  men  were  halted  by  their  commanders,  the  final  general 
order  being  "  fresh  prime  your  guns,  and  every  man  go  into  battle  firmly 
resolving  to  flght  until  he  dies ! " 

Ferguson  had  been  warned  of  the  advance  of  the  ba^water  men,  but 
liad  no  suspicion  they  were  so  near.  He  posted  troops  along  the  crest 
i>f  tbe  mountain  in  preparation  for  the  attack  with  no  intention  of  re- 
xeating  and  no  idea  of  defeat  at  the  bands  of  the  "  Damned  banditti " 
IS  he  termed  the  backwater  men. 

After  tbe  halt  on  Kings  Creek  there  was  an  arduous  2-ffille  march  to 
the  mountain  In  absolute  silence.  The  plan  of  approach  and  attack  was 
M  admirably  conceived  and  so  faultlessly  carried  out  that  Ferguson  and 
lUs  troops  were  completely  surrounded  before  tbey  fully  realised  that 
the  backwater  men  were  upon  them,  hidden  as  the  latter  were  by  the 
icreen  of  mountain  timber.     Says  Draper : 

"Tbe  oflklal  report  of  the  Battle  of  Kings  Mountain  states  that 
Campbell's  and  Shelby's  regiments  began  the  attack.  Orders  had  been 
Slven  to  tbe  right  and  left  wings  that  when  the  center  columns  were 
ready  for  tbe  attack  tbey  were  to  give  the  signal  by  raising  a  regular 
frontier  war  whoop  after  the  Indian  style  and  rush  forward,  doing  tbe 
taemy  all  tbe  injury  possible ;  and  the  others,  hearing  the  report  of 
rifles  and  the  battle  shout,  were  to  follow  suit.  Tbe  first  firing  was 
Heard  on  the  north  side  of  the  mountain,  evidently  made  by  the  enemy 
ipon  Shelby's  column  before  they  were  in  position  to  engage  in  the 
letion." 

About  the  time  tbe  Virginians  advanced  to  the  conflict  a  body  of 
picked  Carolinians  designated  by  Campbell  made  a  dash  on  horseback 
ipon  the  Britlah  outpost  half  way  op  tbe  spur  of  the  mountain,  their 
>rders  being  to  CaU  back  after  they  hod  swept  the  guard  out  of  the  way, 
Hsmount  and  Join  their  dismounted  comrades  In  the  general  advance, 
historians  are  of  the  opinion  that  here  the  first  really  heavy  firing  took 
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place,  the  fire  of  the  British  outpost  anticipating  that  of  the  patriots. 
In  any  event  "  the  mountain  men  raised  the  Indian  war  whoop  and 
rushed  upon  the  guard  who  soon  retreated."  Ferguson's  uneaay  subordi- 
nate groaned.  "  These  are  the  damned  yelling  boyu,"  he  said.  And 
Fergu8r>n  himself  for  the  first  time  since  being  apprised  of  the  approach 
of  the  backwater  men  showed  uneasiness  over  the  bloodcurdling  sbouU. 

The  patriots  had  been  directed  not  to  fire  until  all  divisioDs  bad 
secured  their  positions,  but  even  before  Shelby's  regiment  was  in  line 
Colonel  Campbell  threw  off  bis  coat  and  led  the  attack,  shouting  at  the 
top  of  his  voice,  "  Here  they  are,  my  brave  boys  I  Shout  like  hell  and 
flght  like  devils !  "  The  boys,  with  alacrity,  obeyed  both  orders.  Says 
Draper : 

"  No  regiment  bud  its  courage  and  endurance  more  severely  tried  than 
Campbell's.  Where  Campbell's  men  ascended  the  mountain  was  rough, 
craggy,  and  abrupt,  the  most  difficult  of  ascent  of  any  part  of  the  ridge. 
They  were  the  first  In  the  onset,  the  first  to  be  charged  down  tbe  moun- 
tain by  the  bayomts  of  Ferguson's  Bangers,  and  tbe  first  to  rally  and 
return  to  the  contest.  Everything  depended  upon  successfully  rallying 
the  men  when  first  driven  down  the  mountain.  When  repulsed  at  the 
point  of  the  bayonet,  the  well  known  voice  of  Campbell,  their  commander, 
bade  them  '  Halt ! '  They  bravely  faced  about  and  drove  the  enemy  in 
turn  up  the  mountain.     •     •     • 

"  The  red-haired  Campbell  with  the  claymore  of  the  Argyle  in  his 
hand,  dashed  here  and  there  along  tbe  line  encouraging  his  brave  moun- 
taineers to  victory.  And  thus  the  battle  raged  with  Increased  fury,  the 
mountain  men  constantly  gaining  more  confidence  with  steadily  lessening 
of  the  number  of  their  foes." 

While  Ferguson's  men  were  charging  Campbell's  column,  Shelby  was 
attacking  the  enemy  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  ridge,  so  that  the 
provincials  were  forced  to  attend  to  them  also.  Shelby's  forces,  like 
Campbell's,  were  driven  step  by  step  down  the  slope ;  but  Shelby,  like 
Cainpl)ell,  rallied  and  returned  to  the  attack.  Draper's  account  con- 
tinues : 

"  Thus  were  Campbell's  and  Shelby's  men  hotly  engaged  10  minutes 
before  the  right  and  left  wings  reached  their  destination,  the  latter 
having  a  longer  line  of  march  and  being  hampered  in  their  advance  by 
swampy  ground  and  forest  undergrowth. 

"  The  last  desperate  grapple  between  Campbell's  and  Sbelby'9  men 
and  the  enemy.  Just  before  the  close  of  the  engagement,  lasted  20 
minutes,  and  within  SO  or  40  yards  of  each  other;  and  was  the  most 
hotly  contested  part  of  the  action.  Campbell  was  on  foot  at  the  head 
of  his  regiment,  so  much  advanced  as  to  be  in  danger  from  the  fire 
of  his  own  men.  •  •  •  The  enemy  were  forced  to  retire  toward 
their  camp,  near  which  they  halted.  Here  Campbell  and  Shelby  were 
Joined  by  the  left  wing  and  succeeded  in  driving  tbe  surviving  rangers 
and  tories  into  a  hollow,  where  most  of  them  were  killed  or  disabled,  the 
remainder  demoralised." 

Ferguson  and  his  men  fought  gallantly,  beating  back  their  foes  re- 
peatedly and  holding  ground  with  obstinate  bravery,  but  against  hope- 
less oddK.  Ferguson's  officers  entreated  him  to  surrender,  realising  the 
hopelessness  of  their  situation.  But  Ferguson  would  not  yield.  When 
he  himself  realized  that  the  battle  was  hopeless,  having  no  2lesire  to 
fall  into  tbe  bands  of  the  backwater  men,  he  apparently  went  half 
mud  and  endi-avored  to  escape  down  the  mountain,  spurring  bis  horse 
furiously  and  8la.sblng  at  everything  In  his  path  until  his  sword  blade 
mapped  in  two.  When  he  finally  fell  several  rifle  bullets  were  buried 
in  his  body,  and  a  number  of  riflemen  rclalmed  the  honor  of  having 
killed  biro.  He  was  everybody's  target,  tne  particular  style  of  shirt  he 
wore  and  tbe  fact  that  he  wielded  bis  sword  with  his  left  hand  identify- 
ing him  as  the  quarry  most  desired.  After  Ferguson  fell  his  men  made 
little  resistance,  and  the  white  flag  was  hoisted  by  De  Peyster  one 
hour  and  five  minutes  after  the  flrst  shot  was  flred. 

Reports  were  circulated  by  Tarleton's  officers  that  indignities  were 
visited  npon  Ferguson's  dead  body ;  that  it  was  stripped  and  left  naked 
on  the  field  to  feed  the  turkey  buzzards.  The  fact  is  that  Colonel 
Campbell  appointed  a  detail  of  Americans  1o  bury  the  American  dead 
and  one  of  British  prisoners  to  bury  tbe  British,  and  directed  Doctor 
Johnson  to  attend  to  tbe  wounded  of  the  enemy.  Pits  were  dug  and 
American  and  British  alike  were  given  decent  buriaL  These  pits 
were  shallow,  however,  the  victors  being  eager  to  set  off  before  the 
arrival  of  Tarleton  and  his  command.  Hence  wolves  and  vultures,  at- 
tracted to  the  spot,  unearthed  the  bodies,  and  the  wolves  even  attacked 
visitors  who  came  to  view  the  battle  ground. 

The  reports  of  the  British  losses  in  killed,  wounded,  and  prisoners 
are  conflicting,  bnt  it  is  generally  agreed  among  historians  that  tbe 
number  of  those  who  escaped  is  negligible.  In  the  official  reports  of 
the  American  losi^es  the  killed  are  stated  at  28  and  the  wounded  at  61. 
\^  After  Kings  Mountain  Campbell  climbed  higher  during  active  service 
against  Comwallls,  and  in  June,  1771,  was  promoted  to  the  rank  of 
brigadier  general,  and  died  that  year  while  serving  under  Lafayette, 
who  was  then  commanding  in  Virginia.  It  is  interesting  to  recall 
that  wben  Count  de  Chambrun,  a  descendant  of  Marquis  de  Lafayette, 
visited  American  during  the  World  War  he  took  time  to  turn  aside 
from  his  Itinerary,  visit  southwestern  Virginia,  pass  through  the  gates 
or  the  bam  lot  at  "Aspenvale,"  follow  the  nigged  little  rood  that  leads 
to  the  hlllr^Ide  cemetery,  and  lay  a  wreath  upon  the  grave  of  his  noWe 
ancestor's  friend  and  comrade. 


jkWAsofl  or  icnujLS  <w  HonoB  Ain>  DisnnoTriBBB)  smvicB 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  leave  to  have  prfuted  In  the 
Rb(x«d  a  dl.«patch  from  Washington  by  Rodney  Dutdier,  pub- 
lished In  the  JEllKabeth  (N.  J.)  Daily  Journal,  on  awards  of 
medals  of  honor  and  dlstingulshed-servlpe  crosses. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Rkcdso,  as  follows : 

[From  Elizabeth  (N.  J.)  Dally  Journal] 

HSROKS   UOMOBKD  LOKQ  ArTEB  WaB— SSKATOR   CUTS   RH>  TAPB  XO  MaKB 

Mkdals  Possibui 

WasHiNOTOif,  October  I. — More  than  100  war  veterans  have  been 
awarded  medals  for  heroism  In  action  or  distinguished  service  in  the 
last  16  months  which  tbey  bad  given  up  all  hope  of  ever  receiving.  And 
the  story,  as  gathered  by  your  correspondent,  runs  somewbst  as  follows: 

Tbe  War  Department,  which  awards  all  such  noedals,  dosed  the 
swards  for  World  War  service  in  April,  1023.  The  American  Legion 
began  a  legislative  campaign  to  reopen  them,  contending  that  tbe  Span- 
ish-American and  Philippine  war  veterans  in  control  of  the  War  Ds> 
partment  were  continuing  to  load  themselves  down  with  distinguished- 
service  crosses  for  actions  performed  in  1898  or  1000  while  Worid  War 
veterana  were  allowed  to  go  undecorated.  Congress  did  not  create  the 
distinguished-service  cross  until  after  the  World  Wax. 

THIN   BLJUSB  GOT   BUST 

The  War  Department  steadfastly  opposed  the  Legion's  efforts  and  was 
successful  for  several  years.  Then  it  ran  into  Senator  Coi.a  Blbabb,  of 
South  Carolina. 

Senator  TTDiifos  bad  received  a  distingntahed-serviee  medal  for  his 
war  heroism  and  bis  friends  thought  he  was  entitled  to  a  cross,  whMi  is 
a  higher  award.  Ttdinos  bad  pointed  out  the  unfairness  of  the  War 
Department  general  policy  on  the  floor,  but  was  reluctant  to  do  any- 
thing that  would  indicate  self-interest  on  his  own  part.  But  Bt.KAsa 
decided  that  TmiNaa  and  other  veterans  were  entitled  to  further  recog- 
nition and  be  told  TTonras  he  would  get  throni^  tbe  reopening  legls- 
Istion. 

He  did  this  in  the  typically  Blease  manner.  A  Mil  came  along  from 
the  House  authorizing  hundreds  of  Army.  Navy,  and  Marine  officers  to 
accept  decorations  awarded  them  by  foreign  governments.  Blbabu 
tacked  on  an  amendment  providing  that  all  medal  recommendations 
pending  before  tbe  War  Department  be  considered  and  the  awards 
made  according  to  merit.  Then  be  announced  that  he  wouldn't  let 
the  bill  pass  without  the  amendment  and  that  be  would  block  any 
further  medals  to  foreigners  unless  "  our  boys  "  got  theirs.  After  this 
typical  Blease  threat  the  War  Department  policy  was  forgotten  by 
other  members  as  tbey  let  the  amendment  go  through. 

Ttdinos  was  promptly  awarded  a  distinguished-service  cross  in  plaoe 
of  bis  previously  awarded  medal.  His  heroism  appears  to  have  be«n 
real  enough.  He  entered  the  American  Expeditionary  Forces  as  a 
sergeant  and  left  it  a  lieutenant  colonel,  with  citations  from  Pershing 
and  two  other  generals.  In  October,  1018,  according  to  the  official 
records,  he  made  two  personal  reconnaissances  of  tbe  enemy  line  with 
"  utter  disregard  "  for  bis  own  safety,  one  of  which  made  possible  au 
important  military  operation.  Ttdinos  also  assisted  in  the  capture  of 
three  prisoners,  a  machine  gun,  and  a  trench  mortar. 

■nnau  awab«k> 

In  tbe  meantime,  the  War  Department  has  awarded  2  congressional 
medals  of  honor,  62  distinguished-service  crosses,  17  distlngnlsbed-serv- 
ice  medals,  and  53  silver  stars.  Tbe  medal  of  honor  is  given  for 
gallantry  In  action  at  risk  of  life  above  and  beyond  the  call  of  duty, 
the  cross  for  extraordinary  heroism  in  action,  tbe  medal  for  excep- 
tionally meritorious  duty  of  great  responslbiilty — not  necessarily  in 
action — and  tbe  silver  sUr  for  gallantry  in  action. 

Tbe  most  recent  winner  of  tbe  medal  of  honor  is  Lieut.  Deming 
Bronson,  of  Seattle.  Serving  near  Kclisfontalne,  Fronoe,  September 
26  and  27,  Bronson  successive  wss  wounded  by  a  hand  grenade, 
participated  in  capture  of  an  enemy  dugout  and  numerous  prtsoners 
after  a  heroic  attack,  was  painfully  wounded  in  the  arm  by  a  bullet, 
disregarded  orders  to  go  to  the  rear  and  remained  <»  duty,  engaged 
witb  bis  company  next  day  in  the  capture  of  a  village,  helped  capture 
an  enemy  machine  gun  and  personally  killed  the  machine  gunner,  waa 
wounded  again — ^in  both  arms  thia  tlate — by  an  enemy  shell,  and  still 
remained  on  doty  through  another  night,  though  weak  from  great  loss 
of  blood,  refusing  to  go  to  tbe  rear  for  treatment. 

KEVIBIOIV   OF  THE  TAKUT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  tbe  Whole,  reenmed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  B.  2867)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  iadoa- 
tries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  pending  question  being  on  the  amendment 
of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  In  section  402,  page  342,  l>eglnning 
at  line  18,  to  strike  out  "  having  regard  for  differences  in  quality 
and  other  differences,  based  on  the  price  at  which  merchandise, 
whether  domestic  or  imported,  comparable  In  construction  or  use 
to  the  imported  merdumdJae,  is  ao  offered  for  sate"  and  to 
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inaert  io  lien  thereof  "  baaed  on  the  price  ftt  which  merchandlae, 
whether  imported  or  domestic,  comparable  in  constraction  or 
use  with  the  imported  merdiundise,  is  so  offered  for  sale,  with 
smh  adjnstmenta  as  may  be  necessary  owiug  to  differences  in 
sise.  material,  constmction,  texture,  and  other  dttTerences."  so  as 
to  read : 

(d  I  t'nited  States  ralD« :  The  United  States  valae  of  Imported  mer- 
rhandl^v  ■taali  be  (1)  the  price  at  which  auch  or  similar  Imported  mer- 
chandise is  freely  offered  for  sale,  at  the  time  of  exportation  of  the  im- 
ported nerrhandise,  packed  ready  for  dcllrerj,  tn  the  principal  market  of 
tt>e  United  States  to  all  porchasers,  io  the  asual  wholesale  qoantitles  and 
1b  tlte  ordinary  coarae  of  trade,  or  (8)  If  sach  or  similar  Imported  mer- 
chandise is  not  so  offered  for  sale  in  the  United  Btatea,  then  an  esti- 
mated value,  based  on  the  price  at  which  merchandise,  whether  im- 
ported or  dompfltic.  comparable  in  constrDction  or  nse  with  the  Imported 
BBerchandise,  Is  so  offered  for  sale.  etc. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  when  the  Senate  took  a  recess 
on  Saturday  we  were  considering  the  amendment  on  page  342, 
parasrraph  (d).  Had  my  colleagne  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  concluded  his  remarks? 

Mr.  KING.     Yes;  I  had  concluded. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  understand  the  S^ator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Hauuson]  de:<tres  to  speak  on  this  subject  before  the  vote  is 
taken. 

The  VICE  PBESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Mlsaissippl  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  which  has 
been  i-ecummended  by  the  Senate  Fiiuuice  Committee  is  a  radical 
departure  from  the  present  law  respecting  Talnation.  In  the 
present  law  on  the  question  of  raluatlon  the  provision  is,  first, 
the  foreign  value  or  export  value,  whichever  is  higher,  must  be 
accepted ;  secondly,  if  the  foreign  value  or  export  value  can  uot 
be  a>)certaiDed,  then  the  United  States  value,  which  Is  the  selling 
IHTlce  in  this  country  less  deductions,  such  as  transportation,  in- 
surance costs,  commissions,  profits,  and  overhead  expenses; 
thirdly,  if  the  United  States  value  can  not  be  ascertained,  then 
the  cost  of  iffodnction  in  the  foreign  country ;  and.  fourthly,  in 
tlie  event  the  cost  of  production  can  not  be  ascertained,  then  the 
American  valuation  applies. 

In  the  past,  where  a  foreign  article  came  Iqto  tlte  United 
States  and  such  an  article  was  not  being  produced  in  this  conn- 
try,  the  customs  officials  in  making  valuation  took  under  tlie  law 
a  like  or  similar  article  They  were  restricted  and  confined  to 
that  procedure.  But  under  the  proposed  amendment  if  a  for- 
eign article  is  imported  and  a  like  or  similar  article  is  not 
produced  in  this  country,  then  the  appraiser  can  apply  an  esti- 
mated value  of  some  article  produced  in  this  country  which  Is 
comparable  in  use  or  comparable  in  construction.  In  other 
words,  tlUs  is  what  the  American  Tariff  League,  Mr.  Grundy's 
association,  has  desired  and  sought  to  have  incorporated  in  the 
law  from  the  beginning. 

That  statement  is  bcrue  out  by  an  article  which  appears  in 
this  morning's  Baltimore  Sun,  from  which  I  read  as  follows ; 

Althoocb  the  adnlnlatratlon  leaden  may  profeaa  to  treat  llcbtly  last 
week's  eoalltioo  rlctory,  Oruady's  American  Tariff  League,  advocate  of 
tte  flexible  elaiiae,  regards  it  as  a  serious  "  threat "  to  all  other  admln- 
latratlTa  sectlona  ot  tht  bllL 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Siioor] 
to  that  statement,  because  the  other  day  he  took  issue  with  me 
on  tl>e  proposition  that  tliat  particular  Grundy  league  was  tevor- 
able  to  the  flexible  provision.  There  an)earB  in  tttis  artlde  a 
quotation  from  a  letter  sent  out  the  latter  part  of  last  week  to 
all  their  members  asking  them  to  bring  pressure  upon  the  Sen- 
ate not  enly  tltat  the  flezltrie  provision  might  be  in  the  end  rein- 
stated bat  that  tlie  American-valuation  scheme  reported  by  the 
rinauoe  Committee  might  be  adopted  by  the  Senate.  The  arti- 
cle to  which  I  have  rdlerred  proceeds  further : 

Ormtdy's  Aneii«aa  tvMK  Leagae,  advocate  of  the  flexible  elaase, 
i«9ints  Its  defeat  aa  a  sarioas  threat  to  all  other  adaUalstrative  sec- 
tions of  tbe  feUL 

In  a  spedai  letter  to  all  members,  the  league  called  attention  to  the 
"  threat  **  of  tha  47-to-t2  vote  to  the  proTlsioos  sabotltatlng  AmeHcan 
valuation  for  fbrelgn  valoatloB  la  ad  valorem  duties. 

**  If  the  coaUtloa  attacks  these  (valuation  provisions]  as  vidouaiy 
and  as  succpssfnlly  as  it  did  the  flexible  tariff."  the  letter  said.  "  then 
the  Senate  Ftnanc*  Committee  proposal  to  get  rid  of  foreign  value  as  the 
prlBiary  baris  for  the  aaaaiament  of  ad  valorem  duties  bida  fair  to  die 
aberBlBg.'* 

So  this  is  a  scheme  to  get  rid  of  the  old  foreign-valoation  idea 
and  to  have  the  Am^ican  valuation  plan  incorporated  In  the 
bUL  It  propoacB  to  place  too  much  power,  Mr,  President,  In 
tlie  hands  of  the  Government  appraisers.  The  whole  idea  of  It 
Is  to  give  still  greater  protection  to  certain  favored  American 
ladufltrlea;  It  la  the  idea  of  the  snperprotectl<«iat,  because  the 
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'ramers  of  the  pending  bill  seek  to  base  ad  valorem   rates, 
irhich  in  the  bill  are  made  higher  than  at  present  in  Innumer- 
ible   Instances,   upon    the   estimated    value   of  some  domestic 
I  irticJe  comparable  "  In  use  or  ctmstruction." 

That  will  naturally  afford  stMi  higher  protection.  So  the 
ninority  memt>ers  of  the  Finance  Committee  are  very  hopeful 
hat  when  the  final  vote  shall  be  taken  upon  the  proposition 
he  estimated  value  scheme  will  be  eliminated. 

It  is  very  true  that  the  House  of  R^resentatives  incorporated 
he  provision  in  an  amendment,  and  under  the  House  aniend- 
oent  there  were  not  taken  into  consideration  the  duties  which 
ire  paid  by  the  foreigner.  To  that  extent  the  Senate  Finance 
i^ommittee  has  modified  the  lanjruage;  but  In  its  present  form 
t  has  all  the  baneful,  evil,  and  injurious  effects  of  the  American 
raluatiou  plan. 

So  it  does  seem  to  me  when  we  write  a  law  such  as  this, 

)ropo8ing  to  increase  tariff  rates,  inordinately  high  in  too  many 

nstances,  certainly  we  should  be  willing  to  apply  the  rates 

inder  the  old  system,  namely,  upon  export  or  foreign  value. 

(  hoosing  that  case  which  is  the  higher,  and  then  applying  the 

Jnited    States    valuation,    which    is    the   selling   price   of   the 

iirticies   in   the  United   States,   less  certain   deductions   which 

lire  enumerated  In  the  proposed  law,  or  applying  the  measure 

>f  the  difference  in  cost  of  production,  and  not  try  to  base 

ariff  rates,  as  is  here  proposed,  on  an  e.stimate  made  by  some 

iippraiser  with   an   article   whidi   is   "comparable  in   use  or 

( instruction." 

It  has  been  pointed  out  in  the  debate  that  if  this  provision 
ihall  become  the  law  an  appraiser  could,  under  the  definition, 
n  the  case  of  a  safety  razor  that  might  be  brought  into  the 
Jnited  States  of  a  kind  not  produced  in  this  country,  base  the 
ate  of  duty  on  the  value  of  an  old-fashioned  razor  (woduced 
lere. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Missis-slppi 
:  field  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mi88is«iM)i 
,'leld  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes;  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  REED.    The  Senator  from  Mississippi  certainly  does  not 
mean  to  have  the  Senate  understand  that  the  bill  has  been  so 
hanged  that  foreign  or  export  value  is  not  the  first  element 
I  0  t>e  considered? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  did  not  say  so;  the  Senator  did  not 
understand  me  to  say  so.  He  is  too  keen  not  to  know  what  I 
I  lean,  or  what  I  said. 

Mr.  REED.  What  the  Senator  said  sounded  very  much  like 
t  lat 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  understood  exactly  what  I 
£ald  about  that 

Mr.  REED.     I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  stated  that  It  is  proposed  to  apply  first 
I  lie  foreign  or  export  value,  whichever  is  higher.  Then  It  is 
I  reposed  to  take  the  United  States  value.  If  that  can  not  be 
i  Mind,  then  the  appraisers  are  to  try  to  find  the  coet  of  tlie  pro- 
( uction  in  foreign  countries.  If  they  can  not  do  so,  then  they 
fipply  the  scheme  now  proposed  of  estimating  value  according 
t>  some  domestic  article  that  is  "comparable  in  use  or  con- 
struction." 

I  Mr.  REED.    Oh,  no ;  the  Senator  states  it  all  wrong. 
I  Mr.  HARRISON.    Of  course,  I  suppose  I  can  never  state  any- 
thing where  protection  is  Involved  tliat  will  meet  the  Senator's 
approbation  and  as  to  which  he  will  agree  with  me. 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  so  plain  that  there  ought  not  to  be  any  two 
\  lews  about  it.  If  there  is  no  foreign  value  to  be  found,  if  there 
i(  no  export  value  to  be  found,  then  the  present  law  provides, 
a  Qd  this  bill  proposes  to  provide,  that  the  United  States  value 
8  lall  be  taken. 
Mr.  HARRISON.    Yes. 

Mr,  RKED.     If,  and  only  if,  a  similar  article  Is  not  offered 

Ijr  sale  in  the  United  States,  then  are  the  appraisers  author- 

i  ted  to  estimate  its  value.     What  would  the  Senator  have  us  doT 

Mr.   HARRISON.    I  said  exactly  that,  may   I   say   to  the 

I  enatw? 

Mr.  REED.  No ;  the  Senator  did  not  state  that. 
Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  if  the  appraisers  can  not  find  a 
I  ke  or  a  similar  article  in  this  country,  then  they  will  fix 
t  je  duty  on  an  estimated  value,  and  they  can  not  apply  the 
€  >timated  value  of  some  article  produced  in  this  country  which 
1  1  "  comparable  in  use  or  construction  "  until  they  have  failed 
t>  find  an  artlde  tliat  Is  similar  or  like  in  character;  that  Is 
MBry  true  In  the  end,  however,  we  shall  be  going  to  the  old 
I  nierlcan-valuatloo  plan,  and  that  is  what  the  majority  of  the 
]  inance  Committee  seek  in  framing  this  language.  That  is  the 
8  atement  that  I  Just  read  here,  which  was  prepared  by  the 
imetican  Tariff  League.  There  will  be  many  instances,  I  may 
8  ly  to  ttie  Senator,  where  the  estimated  value  will  be  applied. 
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Why?  Because  those  back  of  this  measure  are  seeking  to  ob- 
tain the  highest  amount  of  protection. 

Innumerable  articles  are  brought  into  this  country  like  or 
similar  articles  to  which  are  not  produced  here,  miat  is  why 
the  American  purchasers  buy  them.  They  like  the  novelties 
that  may  be  produced  in  Germany  or  in  rrance  and  other 
countries,  although,  if  there  were  produced  In  this  country  like 
or  similar  articles  perhaps  they  would  buy  them.  Under  this 
proposed  law,  however,  the  appraiser  may  go  ahead  and  say, 
"  Well,  here  Is  an  article  that  Is  used  for  the  same  purpose  as  is 
the  foreign  article,  although  there  Is  no  like  or  similar  article 
produced  in  this  country  "  ;  or  he  may  say,  "  Here  is  a  domestic 
article  that  is  comparable  in  construction  to  the  Imported 
article."  It  Is  not  necessary  that  the  article  shall  be  com- 
parable "  in  use  and  construction."  The  framers  of  this  meas- 
ure have  deliberately  refrained  from  saying  that. 

The  provision  would  not  have  been  so  bad  if  they  had  used 
the  language  "comparable  In  use  and  construction,"  for  then 
it  would  have  been  quite  like  and  similar,  but  the  bill  provides 
that  it  shall  be  "comparable  in  use  or  construction."  Not  only 
is  that  definition  applied  but  it  Is  broadened  in  its  application, 
for  the  committee  amendment  reads: 

With  such  adjustments  as  may  be  necessary  owing  to  differencea  in 
Bise,  material,  construction,  texture,  and  other  differences. 

Thus  the  appraiser  may  be  clothed  with  unlimited  power  in 
applying  tariff  rates.  He  must  be  a  technical  expert  in  many 
ways,  because  to  apply  that  test  he  must  not  only  be  able  to  dissect 
and  discern  but  apply  the  most  technical  knowledge.  So  it  is  a 
scheme,  subtle,  though  it  be,  to  raise  and  jadE  up  the  tariff 
duties  still  higher,  and  ttiat  is  what  will  he  done. 

Those  who  are  back  of  this  proposal,  however,  do  not  stop 
there.  As  has  been  pointed  out,  there  are  other  provisions  in 
which  it  is  sought  to  make  this  application.  The  next  amend- 
ment which  will  be  taken  up,  and  whldi  we  will  oppose,  proposes 
to  give  representatives  of  Americnn  labor  the  right  to  go  before 
the  api)raiser  and  to  protest  a  valuation.  It  is  proposed  also  to 
give  to  manufacturers  the  rig^t  to  go  before  the  appraiser 
and  protest  a  valuation.  Not  only  are  those  back  of  this  bill 
not  willing  to  leave  It  as  under  the  present  law  but  they  inropose 
to  give  to  the  manufacturer  and  the  representatives  of  American 
labor  the  right  to  go  into  the  courts,  examine  witnesses,  delay 
the  matter,  and  then  appeal  to  the  Customs  Court  of  Appeals 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  Would  the  Senator  suggest  that  we  should  deny 
to  American  labor  or  deny  to  American  manufacturers  a  right 
which  the  Importer  already  has? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  the  Senator  was  listening  he  would  cer- 
tainly put  that  Interpretation  upon  my  remarks.  In  1922,  be- 
cuuse  the  manufacturers  of  this  country  held  the  same  strangle 
grip  upon  the  majority  members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  they 
put  such  provision  into  the  law.  That  was  the  entering  wedge. 
That  is  the  trouble  about  the  nefarious  provisions  of  a  bill  like 
this.  A,  start  is  made  with  something  that  looks  harmless  and 
then  It  is  broadened,  as,  for  Instance,  in  the  case  of  the  flexible 
provisions  of  the  tariff  law.  In  the  beginning  those  who  sup- 
psrted  the  proposal  giving  the  commission  the  right  to  increase 
or  lower  rates  50  per  cent  provided  that  It  should  last  for  a 
period  of  only  two  years.  Yet  when  the  provision  was  Anally 
writt^  into  the  law,  because  the  Republican  majority  occn^ed 
a  strategic  position  and  had  votes  enough,  they  said,  "  Oh,  well, 
let  us  make  it  permanent  law,"  and  you  did. 

So  In  1922  the  manufacturers  having  influence  with  the  ma- 
jority members  succeedUig  in  patting  into  the  law  a  provision 
that  the  manufacturers  mi^t  go  before  the  appraiser  and  pro- 
test valuations  which  were  being  imposed  upon  imported  articles. 
That  appeared  a  little  bit  harmless,  but  In  this  bill  It  is  pro- 
vided that  not  only  may  the  representative  of  the  manufac- 
turers come  In  and  protest  but  he  can  sit  In  at  the  trial ;  he  can 
interrogate  witnesses,  and  If  the  case  goes  against  him  he  can 
appeal  to  the  Customs  Court  of  Appeals. 

Smart  as  yoo  are,  you  are  trying  to  enlist  labor  in  your 
light — you  think  it  might  make  your  journey  easier;  you  want 
to  fool  them  a  little  bit  more,  as  you  have  been  fooling  them  for 
generations,  and  so  you  say,  "Well  let  us  give  labor's  repre- 
sentative  the  rirtt  to  do  the  same  thing,  and  then  we  con 
defend  it.  It  d(»es  not  look  just  right  to  us  "—perhaps  you  said 
to  yourselves — "  to  give  the  manufacturers  such  a  right  and  not 
give  It  to  labor.  But  If  we  give  It  to  the  manufacturers  and 
to  the  laborers  of  the  country,  with  their  Joint  influence  we  can 
put  it  over."    On  this  side  our  position  is  that  neither  one  of 


them  should  be  permitted  to  do  it  Of  coorte,  If  it  applies  Jo 
the  manufacturers  it  should  apfriy  to  labor,  but  we  are  for  strik- 
ing both  out  of  the  bill.  We  have  more  faith  in  our  Qovem- 
ment  under  this  Republican  administration  than  have  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  and  his  colleagues  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  would  have  given  sudi  a  right  to 
the  importer  alone,  would  he? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  would  not  give  It  to  the  Import^'  partic- 
ularly. If  he  has  made  a  fraudulent  return,  if  he  has  made 
fraudulent  or  false  representations  as  to  the  facts,  then  let  ttie 
agents  of  the  Government,  who  are  paid  by  the  taxpayers,  and 
the  courts  proceed  to  a  determination  of  the  question  and  raise 
the  value  of  the  imported  article  if  need  be.  That  is  what  is 
done  in  income-tax  matters — nuisance  taxes,  corporation  taxes, 
and  every  other  tax  collected  by  the  Government.  The  question 
is  one  between  the  Oovemm«it  and  the  taxpayer.  In  this  case, 
the  question  Is  between  the  Government  collecting  the  tax  and 
the  Importer.  Would  you  have  labor  to  intervene  In  Income-tax 
collections?  Of  course  you  would  not.  Your  sole  object  here 
is  merely  to  dday  and  hamper  Importations.  You  are  merely 
through  this  device  to  give  greater  favored  treatment  to  the 
bloated  special  interests,  seeking  higher  protection. 

Mr.  REED.  Would  the  Senator  be  in  favor  of  taking  away 
the  Importer's  ri^t  to  contest  a  Government  apivalsal? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  There  is  all  the  difference  in  the  world 
between  the  two  cases,  and  the  Senator  knows  that  there  is. 
Here  Is  an  ImpcM-ter  bringing  his  goods  in  to  be  sold  in  this 
country ;  it  Is  his  property ;  he  has  a  property  right  in  it ;  and 
certainly  the  distinguhdied  Senator,  able  lawyer  as  he  is  from 
the  steel  regions  of  Pennsylvania,  would  not  amtend  otherwise 
in  that  Instance. 

Mr.  REED.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  the  workman 
seeing  his  Job  disappearing  because  of  undervalued  imports  has 
a  property  right  which  he  ought  to  be  entitled  to  protect? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  remind  Senators 
that  under  the  rule  when  they  desire  to  interrupt  they  must 
first  address  the  Chair. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  like  to  have  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania Interrupt  me.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  knows 
there  Is  all  the  difference  in  the  world.  If  the  importer  is 
handling  an  article  as  the  agent  tor  some  foreign  concern  or  is 
buying  it  himself  when  the  goods  come  into  a  port  in  this  coun- 
try, and  he  presents  the  invoice  of  his  prices,  it  Is  then  Incum- 
bent upon  him,  of  course,  to  show  the  foreign  value.  He  has  a 
right  In  that  matter,  and  the  Senator  ought  not  to  want  to  d«iy 
him  that  right  In  this  country  we  give  everylK>dy  the  right  to 
defend  their  property  and  property  rights.  The  Senatw  wants 
a  representative  of  American  labor  to  go  In  ittere  with  the  man- 
ufactures merely  to  delay,  merely  to  hamper,  merely  to  embar- 
rass, merely  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  prevent  the  Importer 
from  going  Into  a  foreign  country  under  any  circumstances  and 
buying  goods  and  bringing  them  into  this  country. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  HAHRISON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  REXD.  May  I  say  first  to  the  Presiding  Ofllcer  that  I 
undestood  that  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  had  yidded  for  my 
question? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Yes ;  I  yielded  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  REEU>.  Does  the  Senator  not  think  that  where  the 
American  demand  is  being  filled  entirely  by  imports  that  work- 
men here  who  f^l  that  they  are  being  fraudulently  undervalued 
diould  not  have  the  ri^t  to  raise  that  question? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  consumers  of  this  country  are  inter- 
ested also,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator 

Mr.  REED.    We  are  all  consumers^ 

Mr.  HARRISON.  And  why  should  not  the  laborer  feel  as 
the  consumer  should  feel  that  he  has  confidence  in  the  (Mcen 
of  the  Government  and  why  should  he  not  assume  that  the  Gov- 
ernment will  do  the  right  thing?  He  can  not  assume  that  the 
officers  of  the  Government  are  all  corrupt 

Mr.  REED.  But  the  officers  of  the  Government  represent  the 
importer  just  as  much  as  they  do  the  manufacturer. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  And  they  will  represeit  the  importer  as 
well  as  the  lat>orlng  man  and  the  consumer  and  the  manufac- 
turer, and  the  Government  too.  If  they  are  the  right  kind  of 
officers. 

Mr.  REED.  And  yet  the  importer  has  a  right  to  take  part  as 
a  party  in  the  proceeding.  Why  then  should  not  the  manufac- 
turer and  workman  have  a  similar  right? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Government  for  the  people  la  a  party 
also.  The  trouble  about  the  Senator  is  that  he  can  present  this 
kind  of  an  argument  tluit  might  appear  to  SMOe  in  his  State  to 
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be  persuasive,  althoogh  we  know  that  behind  it  there  ia  no  other 
purpose  than  to  delay  and  to  hampor  importations. 

Mr.  RE/KD.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Seaiator  yield? 

The  ViCE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  S«iator  from  Miasisrtppl 
yield  farther  to  the  Senator  from  PennaylTanla  ? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  has  forgotten  that  all  thte  is  sub- 
ject to  the  control  and  discretion  of  the  court,  which  will  pre- 
yent  any  such  cmiditions  as  he  seems  to  have  in  mind. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  coarse  it  is  under  the  discretion  of  the 
court.  But  I  would  strike  them  both  oat.  I  would  not  give  the 
representative  of  the  manufacturers  or  the  representative  of 
labor  either,  for  that  matf.er,  the  right  to  make  any  other  protest 
to  hold  up  the  matter,  and  then  appeal  from  the  appraiser's 
decision  to  the  court.  I  would  put  them  upon  the  same  level  as 
the  consumers  of  the  country  and  everybody  ^se.  I  say  to  the 
Senator  that  if  he  will  vote  to  leave  them  in  the  bill,  we  have 
an  amaidment  that  the  representatives  <^  the  consumers  of  this 
country  may  also  iwesent  their  side  of  the  case  to  the  appraiser. 

Mr.  REED.  So  far  as  I  am  concomed.  I  will  be  ^ad  to  accept 
sQch  amendment  if  properly  worded. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  tlie  Senator  would  not  care,  be- 
cauae  he  wants  to  confuse  it  Just  as  much  as  possible;  he  wants 
to  scramble  the  whole  question ;  to  mix  and  tani^e  it  up ;  he 
wanta  to  add  uncertainty  and  influence  delay  in  all  importationa 
He  wants  to  make  it  so  that  an  importer  or  a  man  engaged  in 
the  mercantile  business  in  the  United  States  will  never,  under 
any  circumstances,  go  into  a  foreign  country  and  buy  novelties 
or  boy  anything  etee  which  the  trade  demands.  What  he  would 
do,  and  what  oUiers  over  there  who  are  coojieniting  in  this 
matter  would  do,  Is  to  build  a  Chinese  wall  so  high  that  never, 
under  any  cinnunstances,  should  any  goods  or  articles  or  prod- 
acts  be  Imported  into  the  United  States. 

If  we  incorpoarate  this  provision  in  the  bill,  how  are  these 
gentlemen  who  go  abroad  sometimes  to  buy  novelties  or  other 
articles  going  to  make  th^  purchases?  BverytUng  will  be 
uncertain.  The  man  will  not  know  what  duty  he  will  have  to 
pay.  He  will  say,  "  Well,  of  coarse  there  are  no  like  or  similar 
articles  or  products  produced  in  the  United  States."  He  will 
say,  "I  have  to  come  Into  the  costomhoose.  They  can  apply 
higher  rates.    I  do  not  know  what  they  are  going  to  b&" 

The  apfpraisw  can  take  into  consideration  every  question,  all 
diirerencea.  If  the  article  Is  comparable  in  ose  or  constroction 
to  some  American  product,  he  has  a  right  to  apply  the  highest 
rate.  It  Ls  Just  a  scheme  to  make  things  cost  more  to  the  Ameri- 
can producer.  It  Is  protection  gone  mad.  It  is  indefenslUe, 
and  neither  in  the  House  nor  In  the  Senate,  before  this  time, 
has  any  coterie  of  gentlemen  ever  had  the  audacity  even  to 
suggest  to  either  House  the  incorporation  of  this  proposition  in 
the  law.  Mr.  President,  when  the  vote  is  taken  upon  this 
prupoeltion  I  hope  we  will  eliminate  it  The  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  has  offered  an  amendment  to  strike  out  this 
power  of  estimating  the  value  upon  an  imported  article  chat  is 
comparable  in  use  or  construction  to  some  domestic  artide. 
Let  us  leave  it  as  It  is  to-day.  Ton  have  increased  tlie  rates  so 
much  that  you  have  already  added  burdens  of  millions  and  mil- 
lions of  dollars  on  the  American  people.  Why  are  you  not 
satisfied  with  that  ?  Why  do  you  not  leave  the  matter  opon  the 
ba.sis  of  foreign  value  or  export  value,  in  whichever  case  it  is 
higher,  and  then  United  States  value,  and  not  try  to  confuse 
the  issue  by  giving  to  these  appraisers  the  right  to  fix  the  rates 
still  higher  on  the  estimated  value  of  an  article  that  is  com- 
parable in  use  or  conatmction?  Let  me  warn  you  to  be 
content 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  it  has  not  been  my  purpose  to 
discuss  this  amendment,  but  La  view  of  what  has  been  said  and 
the  questions  propounded  by  the  Senutor  from  Pennf^lvania 
[Mr.  IUci»],  I  feel  constrained  to  offer  a  few  observations.  In 
my  opinion  the  questions  asked  by  the  Senator  were  rather 
sophi^ical  and  not  calculated  to  elucidate  the  question  at  issue. 
What  is  the  question  involved?  Briefly  it  is:  Shall  the  present 
law  which  has  been  in  force  practically  without  interruption 
since  the  foandation  of  the  Government,  and  which  provides  the 
basis  for  determining  dutiable  values,  or  the  value  to  be  used 
for  imposing  ad  valorem  duties — be  changed  tg  meet  the  de- 
mands of  the  American  Tariff  League  and  a  number  of  manu- 
facturers in  the  United  States  who  have  not  acted  onselflshly 
and  who  desire,  apparently,  to  pr6hlbit  any  possible  competing 
articles  or  commodities  from  being  brought  to  our  shores?  In 
1922  the  American  Tariff  League  and  certain  trusts  and  manu 
facturers  condocted  an  unrelratlng  and  unronltting  fight  against 
foreign  valuatiiHi  and  in  flavor  of  the  adoption  of  the  American 
Bailing  price.  Biey  were  so  successful  In  their  efforts  that  the 
Houae  of  Bepreeentatlves— and  I  say  it  with  al)  doe  reqpect  to 
that  fiatlBgnlBbea  body— were  persoaded  to  incorporate  into  the 
bUl  under  eoitaideration,  the  policy  and  program  of  the  persona 
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aiid  organisations  referred  to.  I  need  not  state,  what  everyone 
knows,  that  the  American  selling  iHrice  as  a  basis  for  determin- 
ins  duties,  would,  if  the  present  ad  valorem  rates  were  *sm- 
thiued,  make  it  impossible  to  import  any  dutiable  commodities, 
ea  oept  in  very  rare  instances,  into  the  United  States.  The  Amer- 
ic|m  selling  price  la  a  sc-heme  to  raise  tariff  walls  and  to  exclude 
imports.  It  hides  behind  the  mask  of  patriotism  and  appeals 
w  th  plausibility  to  the  people  to  support  tlie  American  policy 
bised  upon  American  valuation  as  against  a  foreign  policy 
resting  upon  a  foreign  valuation.  To  those  who  have  not  In- 
v^tigated  the  subject  and  the  questions  Involved,  the  proposi- 
tion to  substitute  the  American  selling  price  for  foreign  valua- 
ti(>n  carries  with  it  a  plausible  appeal  that  requires  some 
lanation  to  meet  and  overcome. 

{When  the  Fordney  bill,  with  the  American  selling  price  plan 
rporated  th«?ein,  came  to  the  Senate,   the  Finance  Com- 

ttee  gave  serious  consideration  to  tiie  [»«po8ition,  and  after 
examination   and   most   mature   deliberation,    rejected   it 

»me  of  the  reasons  leading  to  its  rejection  were  stated  in  the 
>rt  submitted  to  the  Senate  by  Senator  McCnmber,  who  was 
chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee.  When  the  question 
debatetl  in  the  Senate  further  statements  were  made  sup- 
porting the  action  of  the  Finance  Committee.  The  present  chalr- 
man  of  the  Finance  Committee  [Mr.  Suooa]  submitted  a  strong 
and  convincing  argument  showing  how  impossible  it  would  be, 
in  fairness  and  justice,  to  adopt  the  American  selling  price,  and 
h<  w  impossible  It  would  be  to  api)ly  that  valuation,  either 
a<  ministratively  or  ui)on  any  foundation  of  justice.  The  Senate 
accepted  the  view  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  continued  the 
fo  rei^-valuation  provisions,  which,  from  the  beginning  of  the 
Government,  had  been  the  basis  upon  which  duties  were  as- 
scsaed.  The  American  Tariff  Commission  and  certain  American 
m  annfacturers  were  not  disconcerted,  though  temporarily  de- 
ft ated.  They  have  continued  the  agitation  ever  since,  and 
w  ben  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  began  its  hearings  upon 
tie  ivesent  bill,  representatives  of  the  interests  and  organiza- 
tiHis  referred  to  pressed  for  the  American  selling  price.  It  is 
true  that  the  American  selling  price  was  not  put  to  the  front, 
bi  It  it  was  present  and  so  adjusted  as  to  be  of  major  considera- 
ti  m  in  fixing  values  for  dutiable  purposes. 

nils  plan  ccmtemplated  that  the  foreign  value  or  the  export 
vtlue  should  be  of  secondary  importance  and  that  in  order  to 
tt :  the  value  for  dutiable  purposes  the  selling  price  of  domestic 
ai  tides  should  be  employed.  It  la  true  that  there  was  some 
suggestion  tiiat  in  ascertalnhig  United  States  value,  resort 
m  i^t  be  had  to  imported  as  well  as  domestic  articles,  cf>m- 
pt  rable  in  construction  or  use  with  the  importini  articles ;  but 
it  is  apparent,  in  view  of  the  attitude  of  the  position  taken  by 
tbMe  who  Were  fighting  to  repeal  the  law  whidi  has  stood  for 
mwe  than  a  century  and  a  half,  that  the  purpose  was  to  estab- 
ih  h  as  the  basis  of  value  for  dutiable  purposes  the  American 
se  ilng  price.  The  House  did  not  go  the  entire  distance  desired 
bj  the  proponents  of  the  American  selling  price,  but  I  submit 
that  the  measure  which  came  from  the  House,  if  enacted  into 
la  IV,  would  be  utilised  to  apply  the  American  selling  price  for 
the  purpose  of  fixing  values  for  dutiable  purjK^ses. 

Under  the  present  law  the  foreign,  or  the  export  value,  which- 
ever  is  the  hlgbu*,  is  the  basis  of  value  for  assessing  duties. 
If  however,  neither  the  foreign  value  nor  the  export  value  can 
be  ascertained  to  the  satisfactlMi  of  the  appraising  oflicers,  then 
Ui  kited  States  value  may  be  resorted  to.  The  present  law  de- 
fii  es  United  States  value  and  does  not  provide  that  the  Ameri- 
ca Q  selling  price  shall  be  the  United  States  value  or  considered 
In  determining  what  the  United  States  value  of  imported  mer- 
cli  andiae  shall  be.  The  present  law  also  provides  that  if  neither 
tt  s  foreign  nor  export  nor  United  States  value  cnn  be  ascer- 
ta  ined  by  the  United  States  appraising  officers,  then  the  cost 
of  prodnctlMi  of  the  imported  article  shall  be  ascertained  and 
the  value  so  fixed  shall  ctmstitute  the  basis  upon  which  duties 
aie  to  he  laid. 

The  insistence  and  pertinacity  of  the  American  Tariff  League 
aid  others  who  have  striven  so  hard  to  cut  off  all  imports  and 
to  turn  over  the  home  markets  to  American  manufacturers,  con- 
d  esively  demonstrate  that  they  have  not  abandoned  their  pur- 
pcse  but  Intend  to  fight  on  to  accomplish  that  selfish  and  un- 
wiwrthy  purpose.  Mr.  President,  there  are  those  whose  concep- 
tion of  pr<iteetion  is  that  of  an  embargo.  Protection  to  many 
ranins  a  tariff  wall  raised  so  high  that  no  foreign  product  can 
re^ch  our  shores.  That  view  of  ivotection  belongs  to  another 
It  is  an  anachronism  and  has  no  place  in  this  enlightened 
or  among  a  great  and  progressive  pe<H>le.  The  American 
Tariff  League  and  manufacturers  have  a  perfect  right  to  present 
tb  rir  views  and  to  ask  Congress  to  enact  laws  which  they  desire. 
I  save  BO  eritldsm  of  any  American  dtizen  appealing  to  Con- 
gr  >flB  for  legislation  which  he  believes  to  be  just  and  fair.  For 
m,  rself  I  welcome  the  views  of  the  manufacturers ;  I  desire  to 
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learn  of  the  conditions  attending  their  business  activities  so 
that  when  l^slation  ia  proposed  which  affects  our  eccmomlc  and 
industrial  life,  all  facts  germane  and  pertinent  may  be  fully 
considered.  It  Is  one  of  the  virtues  of  a  democracy  and  of  a  rep- 
resentative form  of  government  that  the  people  have  the  right 
to  submit  their  views  to  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  to  seek,  in  a  prt^ier  way,  to  obtain  such  legislation  as 
will  be  for  the  public  good.  My  reference  to  the  American 
Tariff  League  was  prompted  because  It  has  been  for  many  years 
a  powerful  force  In  American  industry  and  its  infiuence  has 
bet*n  felt  in  legislative  matters.  Labor  has  organized  and  it 
seeks  to  influence  legislation  both  nationally  and  in  the  sovereign 
States.  Various  groups  organize,  among  them  importers  and 
traders  and  business  men  and  agriculturists,  and  representatives 
of  such  groups  and  organizations,  appeal  to  Congress  to  enact 
laws,  or  to  not  support  proposed  measures.  I  sometimes  regret 
that  the  consumers,  the  great  unorganized  consuming  public, 
do  not  have  representatives  to  speak  for  them,  to  present  their 
views,  and  to  try  to  present  a  full  and  complete  picture  of  the 
Mitire  country  and  of  its  varied  Interests. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  House  and  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee.  It  Is  true  that  they  are  substantially  the  same. 
The  phraseology  is  somewhat  different,  but  the  substance  is  the 
same.  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  because  I  believe  tliat 
it  will  lead  to  the  adoption  of  the  American  selling  price  as 
tlie  basis  upon  which  to  assess  duties  upon  imports.  Of  course, 
there  are  some  who  are  supporting  tills  American  valuation 
scheme  who  loudly  prodaim  their  desire  to  increase  oar  exports, 
but  at  the  same  time  they  would  erect  every  possible  barrier  to 
an  increase  in  our  imports.  The  fact  can  not  be  disguised  that 
there  are  those  amcmg  us  who  bdieve  that  imports  are  harmful 
and  ought  to  be  pnAibited,  and  who  at  the  same  time  effect  to 
believe  that  with  imports  prohibited  we  could  continue  to  export 
our  surplus  products.  They  talk  glibly  about  the  triangular 
theory  of  trade  and  of  invisible  and  imponderable  factors  and 
forces  In  our  international  trade  and  c-ommerce  that  will  enable 
us  to  increase  onr  exports  thou^  imports  are  prohibited. 

It  is  true  that  American  tourists  are  spending  from  $500,- 
000,000  to  $700,000,000  annually,  mostly  In  Europe,  and  it  is 
true  that  Americans  have  loaned,  and  are  loaning,  large  sums 
to  foreign  nations  and  to  their  citizens.  But  Mr.  President, 
taking  into  full  account  all  these  elements  which  are  to  be 
weighed  and  appraised  when  we  are  considering  the  question  of 
international  trade,  we  will  be  forced  finally  to  the  condusicm 
that  these  elements  alone,  and  these  factors  alone,  will  not  be 
suificieut.  If  we  are  to  remain  In  the  field  of  international  com- 
merce, and  play  the  Important  part  which  our  resources  and 
favorable  situation  entitle  us  to  enjoy. 

Mr.  President  our  exports  will  be  measured  largely  by  our 
imports.  We  shall  find  markets  for  our  surplus  products  if  the 
products  of  other  countries  find  markets  in  the  United  States. 
It  is  a  fallacy  that  unfortunately  has  wide  acceptance  that  to 
permit  the  products  of  other  countries  to  be  brou^t  into  our 
country  will  work  serious,  if  not  irreparable,  injury  to  the 
American  people.  Hie  fact  Is,  Mr.  President,  that  most  of  the 
ImiHtrts  landed  upon  our  shores  consist  of  raw  materials  and 
semifinished  products  which  are  Important  and,  Indeed,  neces- 
sary In  the  development  of  our  Industries.  Instead  of  displadng 
American  wage  earners  they  will  supply  work  to  additional 
American  workm^i.  There  are  tens  of  thousands  of  American 
employees  engaged  in  profitable  employment  in  fashioning  raw 
and  crude  and  semifinished  products  into  finished  commodi- 
ties for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  American  people.  Indeed, 
some  of  the  products  of  American  mills  and  factories,  and  which 
are  manufactured  from  Imported  raw  and  semifinished  prod- 
ucts, are  exported  to  far-off  lands.  We  are  enriched  by  recip- 
rocal trade,  by  the  imports  which  we  receive,  and  by  the  prod- 
ucts amounting  to  more  than  five  billions  of  dollars  which  are 
carrie<l  In  our  ships  as  well  as  ships  under  other  flags  to  nearly 
everj-  port  In  the  world. 

It  Is  unfortunate,  Mr.  President,  that  there  Is  a  movement  of 
large  proportions  which  seeks  to  lncrea.se  tariff  duties  and  to 
thus  imperii  our  foreign  commerce.  Our  imports  for  1928  were 
less  than  those  in  1927,  and  if  importj*  shall  progressively  de- 
crease it  is  certain  that  our  exports  will  likewise  decrease.  This 
spirit  of  exclusion  is  maiifested  in  many  of  the  provisions  of  tha 
bill  before  us  and  finds  expression  in  the  amendment  which  is 
now  under  consideration. 

Mr.  Pressldent  the  duties  in  the  Fordne.v-McCumber  bill  are 
8o  high  as  to  exclude  from  our  shores  not  liundred.s  but  thou- 
sands of  articles  and  commodities  useful  and  lmp<>rtant  to  the 
American  people.  I  need  not  say  to  Senators  that  the  Fordney- 
'  McCumber  bill  was  passed  under  conditions  not  favorable  to 
calm  and  deliberate  consideration  and  to  the  exercise  of  sound 
and  wise  Judgment    We  were  in  the  aftermath  of  the  war ;  post- 


war problema  were  pressing  for  solution.  We  were  terrmrtaed 
by  patriots  and  superpetrlots  who  demanded  what  they  called 
"  preparedi^ess "  against  possible  International  conflicts ;  and 
"  preparedness  "  as  d^ned  by  them  meant  to  have  limited  con- 
tact with  other  nations  and  to  erect  barriers  against  Interna- 
tional trade  and  commerce.  It  was  contended  that  Eurofve,  with 
its  inflated  currency  and  its  abnormal  conditions,  would  produce 
enormous  quantities  of  manufactured  and  semimanuftictured 
goods,  and  inundate  our  country  and  destroy  our  home  Indus- 
tries. Many  Americans  were  frightened  by  the  dire  predictions 
that  came  from  various  parts  of  our  country  that  Europe  was 
about  to  destroy  us. 

One  has  only  to  recall  the  sad  plight  of  Europe  at  the  end  ot, 
the  war  to  see  how  absurd  were  the«e  predictions.    Europe  was 
exhausted.    She  had  no  resources.    The  plants  and  factories  in 
many  countries  were  in  ruins.     Poverty  and  distress,  hunger 
and  want  were  the  grim  specters  that  walked  In  European  coun- 
tries.   The  people  were  unable  to  produce;  they  were  unaMe  to; 
secure  suflBcient  food  or  clothes.    They  were  denied  the  necessi- 
ties of  life,  and  yet  there  were  thousands  among  us  who  loudly, 
proclaimed  that  stricken  Europe  was  so  powerful  and  so  dan-, 
gerous  that  we  must  enact  tariff  laws  to  prevefjt  any  possible 
importations.    And  in  an  atmosphere  surcharged  with  fear  and, 
I  am  afraid,  tainted  with  animosity,  the  Fordney-McCumber 
bill  was  enacted.    It  contained  the  highest  tariff  rates  ever  en- 
acted in  an  American  law.    It  was  a  backward-looking  measure, 
not  one  that  envisaged  a  better  and  a  brighter  future,  and  that 
sought  cooperation  and  International  fellowghlp  and  good  will. 

Mr.  President  whenever  laws  are  enacted  under  the  Influence 
of  fear  ot  terror  or  hate  or  ill  will  there  will  be  Injustices  and 
such  laws  will  produce  repercussions  harmful  and  disadvan- 
tageous. Considering  the  circumstances  surrounding  C<«grea8 
when  it  macted  the  Fordney  law,  one  would  suppose  that  now, 
whoi  we  are  removed  from  those  sorrowful  and  evil  days,  when 
peace  is  In  our  midst  and  In  most  of  the  world,  when  the  chords 
of  international  affection  are  becoming  stronger  and  its  iner- 
itable  chains  oi  comradeship  are  more  and  more  uniting  the 
peoples  of  the  world,  that  no  such  tariff  as  that  before  tis  could 
And  a  place  In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

But  I  have  strayed  from  the  text  before  us.  Mr.  President, 
even  If  the  amradment  before  us  possessed  merit,  It  would  be 
unwise  and  Imprudent,  It  seems  to  me.  for  us  to  accept  It  at 
this  time.  As  I  have  stated,  for  more  than  ItSO  years  our  coun-- 
try  has  accepted  foreign  values  as  a  basis  for  levying  duties. 
Though  efforts  have  been  made  upon  many  occasions  to  secure  a 
different  basis  to  have  adopted  the  American  valuation  or  tne 
American  selling  price,  these  eSorts  have  been  unsuccesafuL 
As  I  have  stated.  In  1922  the  subject  was  investigated  with  great 
fairness  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  and  the  proposition 
to  e<^tabllsb  the  Amwican  selling  price  was  defeated.  Only  a 
day  or  two  ago  the  Senate  had  before  It  a  provision  for  the 
"conversion  of  rates"  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  in  the 
discussion  of  that  amendment  reference  was  made  to  a  prori- 
sion  in  the  House  bill  whidi  authorized  the  President  to  cause 
a  survey  to  be  made  of  bases  for  valuation  of  imported  mer- 
chandue  for  the  assessment  of  customs  duties. 

Under  the  amendmmt  which  was  adc^ed  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion was  required  to  ascertain  what  rates  of  ad  valorem  duty 
should  be  aoDlled  to  raise  the  same  revenue  under  the  tariff, 
basing  the  tariff  for  dutiable  purposes  upon  a  domestic  value 
Instead  of  the  foreign  value.^  The  report  of  the  conunission  may 
result  In  a  profound  change  in  our  basis  for  determining  values 
for  the  assessment  of  duties  and  the  report  of  the  agency  selected 
by  the  President  to  investigate  the  whole  question  of  the  basis 
of  valuation,  may  afford  reasons  calling  for  some  diange  In 
the  policy  which  has  been  ad<^ed,  as  I  have  stated,  for  more 
than  150  years  to  determine  the  basis  of  value  for  dutiable 
purpows. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massadiosetts. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massadiusetts.  A  few  dajs  ago  the  Senate 
adopted  an  amendment  to  this  Mil  providing  for  an  investiga- 
tion by  the  President  into  the  whole  subject  of  valuation,  and  a 
report  to  the  Congress  In  two  years. 

Mr  KING.    Will  my  friend  pardon  me? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Yes. 

Mr.  KING.  My  recollection  is  that  we  did  not  formally  adopt 
It,  but  agreed  to  recede  from  the  Senate  amendment 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that 
it  was  formally  adc^ed. 

Mr.  KING.    I  was  not  aware  of  that  aetion. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  not  the  strongest  argu- 
ment against  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  majority  roaai- 
bers  of  the  Finance  Committee,  whidi  seeks  to  diange  the  prea- 
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ent  law,  that  wd  hnre  already  roted  an  Investisatioii,  and  we 
ought  to  wait  until  that  investigation  is  over  before  making 
an  J  change  in  the  present  law? 

Mr.  KINO.  The  Senator's  question  anawerg  itself.  Hia  posi- 
tion is  correct. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Sesator  from  UUh  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONa  I  understand  that  the  Senator  has  offered, 
aa  a  sobatitnte  for  this  entire  schedule,  the  present  law. 

Mr.  KINO.  That  is  the  position  which  I  took.  I  have  offered 
an  amendment  which  eonthraes  the  present  law. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  As  a  substitute  for  the  amotidment  pr<q;>osed 
la  this  bUl,  the  Senator  has  offered  the  present  law? 

Mr.  KINO.    The  Senator  is  correct 

In  ^ew  of  tte  statement  of  my  friend  from  Massachusetts, 
may  I  recur  to  the  action  of  the  Senate?  The  Senate  has 
Toted  to  support  the  amendment  to  the  existing  law  offered  in 
the  House  by  which  the  President  is  authorised  to  make  a  com- 
I^ete  inTeatigation.  I  repeat  when  I  say  that  for  more  than  a 
hundred  years  we  have  followed  the  foreign  valuatiim  as  the 
baais  for  leering  oar  duties.  It  has  been  the  subject  of  inTOSti- 
gatioos;  and  though  Investigations  have  been  made  the  Con- 
gress has  adhered  to  the  plan  which  was  laid  down  In  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Government. 

Are  we  to  aband<m  a  plan  which  has  had  the  sanction  of  the 
most  eminent  statesmen  in  our  BepubUc  from  its  foundation 
upon  the  ipse  dixit  of  the  American  Tariff  League,  led  by  the 
aUe  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Roca]?  And,  Mr.  Preai- 
dMit,  in  the  light  of  the  experiences  of  the  past,  in  the  Ught 
of  the  statamenta  of  my  colleague  [Mr.  Smoot]  and  former 
Senator  McCumber  when  the  Fordney  bill  was  under  con- 
■ideratloB,  to  the  effect  that  a  proposltiMi  of  this  character 
was  unjust  and  unworkable,  are  we  to  repeal  the  law  now  upon 
the  statute  book,  and  embark  upon  a  sea  of  uncertainty— wltli 
all  tha  petila  wbldi  the  wisdom  of  statesmen  hare  pointed  out 

Mr.  8WAN80N.    Mr.  Prvident 

The  VICE  PRS8IDBNT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  8WAN80N.  I  should  like  to  aak  the  Senator  a  few 
questlona  for  informatioa. 

As  I  nndeestand,  this  amendment  provides  that  after  a  per- 
son importa  gooda  into  tliia  country,  and  the  value  la  flzed  t>y 
the  apvniaer  under  the  law,  any  wholesaler,  any  mannfactnrer. 
or  any  man  r^rsaentlng  labor  has  a  right  to  make  an  appeal 
kefore  tlie  cnsiome  court  to  determine  whether  or  not  that 
valnatlon  la  true. 

Mr.  KINO.  The  Senator  Is  correct  if  he  is  reflening  to  the 
amendment  mentioned  by  the  Senator  from  Mississipirf  [Mr. 
Babbison]. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  And  after  diat  court  has  determined  tiae 
valuation,  can  an  apfwal  be  taken  from  its  ilnding,  or  is  that 
final? 

Mr.  KINO.  The  matter  may  go  to  the  Court  ci  Costoms 
Appeti*  and  Patents,  and  my  recollection  is  that  by  writ  at 
certiorari  it  may  go  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  tteited  Statea. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  And  it  takes  how  long?  It  takes  yeaia,  or 
a  long  tinw,  for  the  Coatoms  Court  to  hear  the  evidence,  the 
lasnes  made;  and  then  tliere  is  the  rig^t  of  appeal  to  other 
courts.  A  man  who  in^wrts  goods  into  this  country,  then,  is 
really  Inviting  a  lawsuit  with  every  inqiortiition  he  makea^  la 
he  not? 

Mr.  KINO.  Pertiape  I  do  not  quite  comprehend  the  provision 
the  Senator  is  refenlng  ta 

Mr.  SWANSON.  When  goods  ale  Imported,  and  the  Govern- 
ment fixes  the  value,  the  matter  may  be  taken  before  the  courts 
for  hearing.  Bvety  importation  is  really  an  invitatlan  to  a 
lawsuit? 

Mr.  KINa    That  is  true. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Would  a  man  import  goods  and  engage  in 
competition  when  every  importaticm  involved  poasibtlity  of  a 
lawsuit?  Do  these  pec^  ^o  interfere  with  the  taxation  that 
is  to  be  put  on  a  man's  goods  give  any  bond  or  security  to  pay 
any  damage  tliat  might  result  to  the  owner  of  the  goods? 

Mr.  s:iNG.  I  think  that  my  friend  is  now  discnaslng,  if  I 
eiuTectly  understand  him— and  I  apolociae  if  I  do  not— the  pro- 
|.Tision  to  which  raCerence  was  made  by  my  friend  the  Senator 
from  Miaslaslppl,  the  one  wlOch  gives  ttie  rlf^t  to  labor  oixani- 
aations  to  becrane  litigants  In  c<mtxoveraieB  between  the  Oor- 
enunent  itself  and  importen,  whether  they  be  American  dti- 
aaaa — and  most  at  oar  importa  are  by  Aatorican  dtiaene— or 
whether  they  be  ftaeii^iers?  We  axe  not  4Vi*^9^Ttg  ttuit  et  (he 
pwacnt  tioMk  axoqpt  inddentaUy. 


tc 
Is 


OCTOBEB  7 


Mr.  SWANSON.    I  undarstood  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
say  tlmt  all  importers  would  be  subject  to  that  provibion. 
that  trusk  that  all  importers  are  liable  to  be  brought  into 
cf^nrt? 

Mr.  KINO.    Oh,  yes ;  the  Senator  is  correct 
Mr.  SWANSON.    That  is  tlie  issue  on  the  amendment  now^ 
presented?  4 

Mr.  KING.  No ;  the  question  now  before  us  is  the  question  of' 
valuation.  Perliaps  I  should  read  the  present  law  and  then« 
n  fer  to  the  change  proposed  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee.* 
T  le  existing  law  states  tnat —  ^ 

l^r  the  purposes  of  tbls  act  the  Talae  of  Imported  merchandiM 
■tan  be— 

1.  The  foreign  valae,  or  the  export  valae,  vhichever  is  the  highest. 

Some  of  oxir  frleads  upon  the  other  side  are  not  satisfied  with 
tl^  foreign  valoe  or  the  export  value,  Irat  they  are  working,  aa> 

seems  to  me,  in  a  most  adroit  way — and  I  say  that  with  the 
utmost  good  wlU — to  fasten  upon  the  American  people,  upon  tiie 
e:  porter,  upon  the  importer,  and  that  means,  of  course,  upon  the 
American  consumer,  the  American  selling  price  as  a  basis  for 
d^tenainlng  import  duties.  If  that  i4an  prevails,  it  will  result- 
increasing  the  duties  now  imposed ;  in  some  instances  duties 
ajm  be  doubled  and,  perhaps,  quadrupled.  This  would  result  in 
higher  prices,  which,  of  course,  will  be  passed  on  to  the  ctm- 
m  imer,  or,  rather,  it  would  create  a  rampart  b^ind  which  selfish  • 
aud  greedy  American  manufacturers  would  take  refuge  for  the 
pi  irpooe  of  farther  exploiting  the  American  people. 

Mr.  SWANSON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yidd' 
further  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

iMr.  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  The  American  value,  say,  ia  fixed  on  the 
A  nertcan  cost  of  production  or  sale  in  difllerent  aections.  The, 
fi  reign  valoe  is  fixed  on  the  fordgn  cost  Do  I  understand; 
tl  at  it  is  contended  that  if  tlie  foreign  costs  can  not  be  ascer- 
ti  Ined,  tlie  Aaaerlcan  cost  here  ia  taken,  and  OO  per  cent  added 
t<  the  American  cost?  Tiien  tlie  tariff  rate  is  changed  when' 
Jim  shift  from  the  for^gn  estimate  of  valuation  to  the 
AmericeB? 

Mr.  KINO.  UndonMedly,  if  a  shift  ts  made  from  the  foreigftf 
V)  Ination,  or  ftrom  the  export  valuation,  to  the  American  sellinc 
pi  Ice,  as  was  so  clearly  stated  bj  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
m  ttee  in  the  exertlent  address  awde  in  1922  in  discussing  this  1 
question,  the  duties  woald  be  increaaed  perhaps  in  some  cases* 
01  er  9D0  per  cent  1 

Mr.  SWANSON.  What  I  mean  is  this:  The  same  rate.  00 
pir  cent  ad  valorem,  that  was  applied  to  the  foreign  valuation' 
\f  applied  to  the  American  valuation? 

Mr.  KINO.    As  I  understand  the  Senator,  the  plan  of  the 
pi  oponents  of  the  American  selling  price  is  to  employ  it  for  the; 
purpose  of  fixing  duties,  and  the  application  of  the  same  ad, 
nloron  rate  would  greatly  increase  the  duties  collected  npon. 
impMts. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  And  the  American  sdling  price  might  be 
5(  per  ooit  higher  Qian  the  foreign  valuation? 

Mr.  KING.  Yes ;  and  much  hiaher  than  that  perticnlarly  if 
the  Amtfican  article  taken  as  the  oasis  of  computation  was  con* 
tr  lUed  by  a  trust  which  fixed  its  selling  price. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  And  consequently  it  is  an  indirect  way  ot 
dfuUing  the  tariff  duties  until  they  amount  practically  to  an 


Air.  KINO.  I  think  the  Senator  states  the  results  that  would 
fo  low  tiila  proposed  diange  in  valuation  base. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Let  us  examine  this  scheme  further.  I  waa 
ai  Based  as  I  heard  it  discussed  to-day.  To  go  further,  after  you 
hiive  fixed  on  the  American  valuation,  which  is  50  per  cent 
hKher  than  the  fcveign,  it  might  amount  to  100  per  cent,  and 
still  would  prohibit  imputation.  Anybody  interested — it  is  that 
v{  gue  and  indefinite — any  wholesaler  or  manufacturer  or 
la  XMrer.  can  go  in  court,  with  all  of  the  accompanying  delay, 
aid  have  the  matter  held  over.  Is  that  all  included  in  tills 
piorision? 

Mr.  KINO.  The  amendment  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from 
M  ssiasippi  [Mr.  HasbtsoivI  permits  this  intervention  by  private 
pi  rtles  in  controversies  or  suits  between  the  United  States  and 
in  iporiera  As  I  recall  the  provisioa,  the  privilege  is  extended  to 
tb  e  manufacturer,  if  he  is  an  importer.  But  it  is  to  be  extended 
to  the  labor  unions. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  The  labwer,  the  manufacturer,  or  any 
w  lolesaler? 

Mr.  KING.    I  think  it  goes  that  far. 

Mr.  SWANSON.    Then  it  means  everybody. 

Mr.  KINO.    Except  the  consumer. 
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Mr.  SWANSON.    Anybody  who  imports  goods  really  is  laying 
himself  liable  to  a  lawsuit. 
Mr.  KING.     Certainly. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  It  would  be  absolutely  an  embargo. 
Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  we  have  to-day  as  efficient  cus- 
toms organization  as  can  be  found  in  the  world,  composed  of 
men  of  integrity.  So  far  as  I  am  advised,  those  employed  in 
this  important  work  are  men  of  character  and  integrity.  Most 
of  them  have  been  in  the  service  of  the  Government  for  many 
years,  and  they  know  by  reason  of  their  long  experience  and  the 
activities  incident  to  the  discharge  of  their  duties  foreign  prices 
of  imj'orts  and  also  the  selling  prices  of  such  imports  in  the 
United  States. 

They  are  familiar  with  the  cost  prices  abroad,  and  are  com- 
petent to  determine  the  duties  to  be  collected  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  present  law.  In  the  offices  of  these  customs 
officials  will  be  found  charts  and  accurate  information  showing 
the  foreign  prices  of  imports.  In  my  opinion  these  officials 
with  their  knowledge  of  foreign  values  and  foreign  prices  and 
costs  will  have  no  more  difficulty  in  ascertaining  foreign  values 
than  they  now  have  in  getting  accurate  data  of  the  costs  of 
domestic  articles. 

Mr.  WAX.SH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senator  from  Virginia 
led  the  Senator  from  UUh  into  the  discussion  of  the  next 
amendment.  However,  it  is  quite  apropos  to  refer  to  it  in 
connection  with  the  amendment  under  discussion.  To  illustrate 
to  what  extent  the  power  of  protest  goes,  if  the  Senator  will 

permit  roe,  for  the  benefit  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia 

Mr.  KINO.     I  yield.  ^      ^^ 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  would  like  to  state  that  if 
the  wife  of  tlie  Senator  from  Virginia  buys  a  dress  in  France 
and  brings  It  Into  this  country  and  some  manufacturer,  or 
wholesaler,  or  labor  organization,  if  the  value  placed  on  it  is 
thought  by  them  to  be  under  its  real  value,  would  have  the 
right  to  protest,  hire  a  lawyer,  bring  a  writ  before  the  Customs 
Court,  and  cross-examine  the  wife  of  the  Senator  in  order  to 
determine  and  have  fixed  the  real  value  of  the  goods. 

Mr.  KINO.  Furthermore,  with  the  permission  of  the  court 
he  could  prosecute  the  matter  to  higher  courU. 
Mr.  WAI^H  of  Masmchusetts.  Exactly, 
Mr.  KINO.  So  that  under  that  provision.  Mr.  President  it 
is  contemplated  that  other  forces  will  be  provided  and  devrioped 
to  harass  and  annoy  importers,  and  to  that  extent  interrupt  or 
prevent  importations.  It  seems  clear  that  the  purpose  of  some 
is  to  place  every  possible  obstacle  in  the  way  of  developing  our 
foreign  commerce.  Isolation  of  our  country  seems  to  be  the 
aim  of  6ome  forces,  and  all  efforts  to  draw  the  world  together 
and  increase  the  prosperity  of  all  nations  by  commercial  inter- 
course are  to  be  interrupted  and  prevented. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  I  heard  the  wonderful  speech  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  upon  this  bill,  in  whidb  he  stated  that  of 
all  the  goods  consumed  In  America  less  than  4  per  cent  of  them 
were  Imported;  that  93  per  cent  were  domestic  goods;  and  in 
competition  in  this  country,  an  average  of  less  than  4  per  cent 
If  that  is  true,  how  much  does  the  Senator  think  the  monopoly's 
privilege  and  power  would  be  increased?  There  is  less  than  4 
per  cent  of  competition  under  the  law.  With  these  provisions 
it  seems  to  me  there  would  be  practically  no  competition. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Virginia  quite 
accurately  appraises  the  monopolistic  forces  that  are  operating 
in  the  United  States.  We  are  sustaining  but  slight  competition 
from  other  countries.  Under  the  Fordney  bill  we  have  aban- 
doned the  theory  of  a  protective  tariff,  and  protection  now 
seems  to  mean  prohibition  of  imports.  A  protected  market  is 
to  be  a  closed  market.  Adequate  protection  means  no  competi- 
tion. The  result  U  that  thousands  of  commodities  essential  to 
the  health,  happiness,  and  welfare  of  the  people  can  not  be  im- 
ported into  the  United  States  because  of  the  high  rates  of  duty 
imposed  under  existing  law. 

The  present  law  acts  as  an  emlwrgo  upon  thousands  of  com- 
modities. An  examination  of  the  imports  will  reveal  that  there 
are  hundreds,  if  not  thou.'?ands,  of  articles  the  importations  of 
which  are  so  inflnitesimally  small  as  to  not  approximate  1  per 
cent  of  the  domestic  production.  At  one  time  it  was  assumed 
that  20  per  cent  of  importations  would  not  constitute  competi- 
tion. Now  less  than  1  per  cent  Is  such  a  menace  to  American 
producers  that  such  menace  must  be  removed  by  higher  tariff 
wails. 


Mr.  President,  we  might  just  as  well  speak  plainly.  Many  of 
the  American  manufacturers  and  trusts,  powerful  and  greedy, 
are  determined  to  use  the  Government,  through  tariff  walls,  to 
give  them  a  complete  monopoly  in  the  home  marltet.  The  state- 
ment is  often  beard  that  the  home  market  should  alone  be  con- 
sidered; that  our  exports  are  not  great  measured  by  our  pro- 
duction, and  we  should  not  be  concerned  with  anything  but  the 
home  market  That  view  belongs  to  the  dark  ages ;  it  belongs  to 
persons  not  animated  by  tlie  high  ideals  and  spiritual  con- 
cepts that  it  is  believed  guide  the  world  to-day.  The  broad 
oceans  invite  us  to  carry  to  the  uttermost  parts  of  the  world 
the  products  of  our  fields  and  farms  and  miUa  Science,  art 
literature,  and  religious  influences  and  the  moral  and  spiritual 
forces  operating  in  the  world  all  command  us  and  the  peoples 
of  other  lands  to  cooperate  in  promoting  the  welfare  of  all 
peoples  and  in  bringing  about  that  inevitable  solidarity  which 
is  the  future  of  humanity.  But  kir.  President  selfishness  exists 
in  this  and  other  countries,  and  it  is  manifested  In  unremitting 
efforts  to  strengthen  our  tariff  walls  and  to  make  impossible  any 
imports  that  in  any  possible  way  mi|^t  compete  with  American 
products. 

Mr.  President,  the  interruptions  have  led  me  away  from  what 
I  intended  to  briefiy  discuss.  It  was  my  purpose  to  call  attri- 
tion to  the  existing  law  for  valuing  imports  for  customs  dues 
and  to  indicate  what  the  result  of  the  proposed  amendment 
offered  by  the  Finance  Committee  would  be.  I  started  to  read 
the  present  law  when  I  was  interrupted.  I  again  call  attention 
to  it  It  provides  that  for  the  purpose  of  levyi'Tg  duties  the 
foreign  value  shall  be  determined.  May  I  ask  what  fairer  basia 
can  be  found? 

Experience  has  demonstrated  that  the  foreign  value,  though 
there  are  some  objections  to  it  can  be  more  readily  aacertained 
than  the  domestic  value  or,  at  least,  thst  it  will  bring  more 
satisfactory  and,  indeed,  juster  results  than  if  the  American 
selling  price  were  adopted  as  a  basis  for  asaesslng  duties.  With 
the  growth  of  trusts  in  the  United  States  snd  their  grasp  upon 
many,  if  not  most,  of  the  channels  of  production,  it  would  be  an 
easy  task  to  apply  a  value  which  they  fix  as  thieir  selling  price 
and  to  use  the  same  for  the  purpose  of  computing  import  dutiea. 
They  could  adjust  their  selling  prices  to  meet  any  possible  Im- 
portation and  could  easily  make  importations  impossible.  Many 
articles  are  manufactured  by  a  limited  nnmber  in  the  United 
States.  They  could  arrange  the  selling  prices  of  the  commodities 
so  as  to  absolutely  prohibit  importations  unless,  of  course,  the 
tariff  walls  were  lowered  almost  to  the  vanishing  point.  The 
costs  of  production  in  the  United  States  vary  and  the  extremes 
are  amazingiy  great  I  have  here  at  my  desk  figures  showing 
the  costs  of  production  in  the  United  States  of  many  commodi- 
ties, among  them  being  logs,  butter,  pig  iron,  various  steel  prod- 
ucts, cement,  and  bricks.  Some  of  the  figures  show  the  costs 
of  producing  wool  as  well  as  wheat  and  many  farm  products. 
I  recall  that  the  cost  of  i^g  iron  in  one  part  of  the  United 
States  is  $6  per  ton  less  than  in  some  other  producing  section 
of  the  country.  The  cost  of  butter  produced  by  some  farmers 
was,  as  I  remember,  more  than  70  cents  per  pound,  while  others 
were  producing  it  at  from  30  to  40  cents  per  pound.  The  costs 
range  from  a  difference  of  10  or  IS  per  cent  to  more  than  100 
per  cent  in  many  artidea.  American  selling  prices  differ  in 
different  parts  of  the  United  States.  It  could  not  be  otherwise. 
The  costs  of  manufacturing  and  of  producing  cover  a  very  vride 
range.  Transportation  charges  are  an  important  factor  in  cost 
production.  Proximity  to  raw  materiala  Is  another  item  of 
great  significance.  In  this  age  of  mechanical  developmoit  the 
records  show  that  those  who  continue  to  tise  archaic  and,  indeed, 
obsolete  machinery  and  follow  old  methods  of  construction  pro- 
duce at  costs  that  make  it  impossible  for  the  manutecturers  to 
live  in  competition  with  domestic,  efflclently  managed  manufac- 
turing concerns. 

The  marginal  intxiucers  and  manufacturers  desire  a  tariff 
so  high  as  to  enable  them  to  continue  in  tlieir  inedlcient  ob- 
solete ways;  and  many  manufacturers  and  producers,  whose 
profits  are  large  because  of  their  efficiency  and  improved  me- 
chanical alliances,  are  willing  to  have  the  tariff  rates  in- 
creased to  meet  the  demands  of  the  marginal  producers  because 
the  Increases  enable  them  to  increase  their  prints. 

As  stated,  the  complex  questions  involved  in  fixing  the  baste 
tor  valuation  were  fully  considered  by  those  who  drafted  tariff 
measures  from  the  begimiing  of  the  Government;  and  as  a  re- 
sult of  tiieir  investigations  and  experience  tliey  have  rejected 
what  we  are  asked  to  do  and  accept 

I  return  to  the  present  law.  It  prorides,  as  I  have  stated, 
that  the  fon^gn  value  or  the  expwt  value,  vriUcherer  Is  the 
higher,  shall  be  tlie  basis  upon  wldcfa  to  aasem  duties^  I  am 
told  by  those  who  are  familiar  with  our  imports  that  most  of 
the  merchandise  aud  commodities  imported  present  aheohstely 
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no  difflcnltiee,  no  confiulons,  no  uncertainties  in  the  ascertain- 
ing of  tbe  value  and  the  fixing  of  the  duties.  Undoubtedly 
witb  the  development  of  novelties  and  with  the  specialties 
which  are  manufactured  and  are  ao  much  desired  there  may  be 
less  facility  in  determining  the  values  in  the  future.  And  it 
is  true  that  many  large  wholesale  houses,  and  Indeed  retail 
houses,  in  tbe  United  States,  purchase  abroad  various  kinds  of 
mer<-handise  and  commodities  of  a  somewhat  different  make 
or  sr>-le  or  character  from  what  are  usually  manufactured  and 
sold  here.  And  let  me  add  in  passing  that  I  am  advised  that 
from  60  to  70  per  cent  of  the  merchandise,  and  what  might  be 
called  competitive  articles,  brought  into  the  United  States,  are 
lmport<Hl  by  American  business  houses  such  as  Marshall  Field  & 
Co..  John  Wanamaker,  Best  &  Co.,  Woolworth  &  Co.,  and  Olm- 
bel  Bros.  Indeed,  merchants  in  all  parts  of  the  United  States 
send  their  buyers  abroad  to  purchase  specialties  and  novelties 
and  comuMxlities  that  are  new  and  appeal  to  the  mercantile 
trade.  These  American  purchas^^rs,  I  think,  represent  as  high 
a  type  of  the  business  man  as  can  be  found  In  other  fields  of 
trade  and  industry.  I  believe  that  they  are  as  honest  and  as 
fair  in  their  dealings  as  are  persons  to  be  found  In  other  busi- 
ness activities. 

If,  however,  the  export  value  can  not  be  ascertained  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  appraising  officer,  the  present  law  provides 
that  then  resort  may  be  had,  not  to  the  American  soling  ivice 
but  to  United  States  value,  and  if  neither  the  foreign  value, 
the  export  value,  nor  the  United  States  value  can  be  asceriained 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  appraising  ofOcer,  then  the  duty  is  to 
be  assessed  upon  tbe  cost  of  the  production  of  the  imported 
article.  The  present  law,  however,  defines  what  United  States 
la  and  that  definition  Is  entirely  different  from  that  pro- 
▼Mei^tir  the  amendment  which  we  are  considering.  Let  me 
read  tbe  definition  of  United  States  value  in  tbe  {wesent  law— 

Tbe  rnited  States  vslne  of  laiported  merctuutdise  aball  be  tbe  price 
at  which  racb  or  similar  Imported  merchandise  U  freely  offered  (or 
ssle.  packed  ready  (or  delivery,  la  tbe  principal  market  of  tbe  United 
ftates  to  all  parcbaMre,  st  tbe  time  o(  exportation  o(  tbe  Imported 
BMrcbssdlse,  la  tbe  osnal  wholesale  aoaatltles  and  In  tbe  ordinary 
coarse  o(  trade,  vltb  allowance  made  for  doty,  coat  o(  transportation 
and  Lnaaraaec,  and  otber  neceaeary  expeaaee  from  tbe  place  of  tbip- 
■ent  to  tbe  place  of  deUrery,  a  eommlaaion  not  asceedlnc  8  per  cent. 
If  any  baa  been  paid  or  eontracted  to  be  paid  on  goods  sacared  other- 
wise than  by  purchase,  or  profits  not  to  escsed  S  p«r  eeat  aad  a  rsaaon- 
atrte  aUowaaee  tot  (eneral  expenses,  not  to  escsfld  8  per  ccat  on  pur- 
cbaaed  fooda. 
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Briefly  rwapltolatlnf.  The  prcucMt  law  ttBtm  that  th«  boats 
iliaU  ba  tbe  fordtn  ralne  or  the  export  Ttlae,  whicherer  ia 
the  ireAter.  I  have  stated  that  in  my  ofHnioa  the  export  ralne 
In  sabstantlally  all  eaacs  la  readily  ascertained.  A»  I  inggested 
a  moment  afo,  cnatoass  oflldale  have  told  me  that  ia  JBorope 
partlcolarly  the  export  mlae  la  not  diflcuU  to  otoCaln. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maaeachaaetta.    WIU  tbe  Senator  yield? 

Tbe  PUBSIDIMO  OfTICBH.  Doss  tbe  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  MaasacboseCte? 

Mr.  KIHO.  I  do. 
-1  Mr.  WALSH  of  Maaaaehnaetts.  Z  underetand  tbe  fbrelga 
Tslne  Is  used  at  tbe  preamt  time  aa  tbe  baala  of  raloe  of 
Imports  la  aboat  90  per  cent  of  tbe  cases;  that  the  United 
States  value  la  resorted  to  In  about  10  per  cent  of  tbe  caaea; 
bot  that  tbe  nuDbcr  of  cases  where  the  United  States  value  la 
being  OKd  or  resorted  to  as  tbe  basis  of  valuatlaD  is  steadily 
and  oonatantty  Increasing. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    Mr.  President 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  bis  coQeagoeT 

Mr.  KINO.    Otrtalnly. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  desire  to  remind  my  colleague  that  the  pres- 
ent bill  proTtdeB  just  exactly  what  the  present  law  provides,  as 
stated  by  my  colleague,  so  that  if  that  covers  mctlcally  all  of 
the  cases  tbcce  will  be  no  necessity  for  any  change.  The  19S2 
law  and  tbe  pending  bill  fwovide  exactly  tbe  same  as  to  the 
mode  of  arriving  at  the  value. 

'  Mr.  KINO.    1^  colleague  la  mistaken,  and  I  aball  attempt  to 
demonstrate  it  beftore  I  resuaie  my  seat 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wlU  aay  to  my  colleague  that  tbe  present  law 
aa  to  foreign  valoe  is  exactly  the  same  as  the  bill  now  before 
as.  If  the  foreign  value  can  not  be  obtained  It  ia  provided  in 
the  second  alternative  in  tbe  bill  now  before  ua  Just  exactly  as 
it  is  in  the  existing  law;  aad  if  that  can  not  be  obtained  we 
provide  a  third  alternative,  which  is  the  same  as  existing  law ; 
but  there  is  in  tbe  pending  bill  an  additional  provision  added,  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Miasiasippl  (Mr.  Uabsisoh]  referred  in 
Ids  speech  this  moniiug. 


Mr.  SIMMONa    Mr.  President 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  vice  of  the  whole  proposition  is  that 
l)r  the  purpose  of  fixing  duties  we  are  changing  from  value  to 
filing  cost. 

Mr.  KING.    More  than  that,  too.  I  should  say. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  senior  Senator  from  Utah  says  it  la 
t^e  same  in  the  present  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh,  no,  Mr.  President ;  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Senator  said  if  he 
^k\  not  say  that, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  said  the  first  alternative  that  Is  referred  to 
by  my  colleague  Is  exactly  the  same  as  existing  law.  If  the 
ienator  will  turn  to  panipraph  (b),  page  341,  where  foreign 
1  alue  is  found,  he  will  see  that  it  is  the  same  as  existing  law. 
'lien  If  he  will  turn  to  paragraph  (c)  he  will  find  it  the  same 
I  s  existing  law.  Then  If  he  will  turn  to  paragraph  (d)  he  will 
l|nd  It  is  exactly  the  same  as  existing  law  with  the  exception  of 

e  amendment  which  is  under  discussion  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  call  the  attention  of  the  Junior  Senator 

om  Utah  to  the  fact  that  section  402  entitled  "  value,"  In  the 
rst  paragraph,  as  he  has  stated,  provides  that  the  appraiser 

to  take  the  export  value  or  the  foreign  value,  whichever  is 
igheet    The  second  alternative,   if  the  appraiser  determines 

at  neither  tbe  foreign  value  nor  the  export  value  can  be 
^tisfactorily  ascertained,  is  to  take  the  United  States  value. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  existing  law. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    If  the  appraiser  determines  that  neither  the 

^ reign  nor  the  export  value  nor  the  United  States  value  can 
satisfactorily  ascertained,  then  he  may  take  the  cost  of 
j^rodnctlon. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  the  same  as  existing  law. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  next  paragraph  of  the  section  provides 
|hat  "  If  there  be  any  similar  competitive  article  manufactured 

produced  In  the  United  States  of  the  class  or  kind  upon  which 

e  President  has  made  pvbllc  a  finding  as  prescribed  in  xub* 
ivislon  (d)  of  section  336  of  the  act.  then  the  American  wiling 
rice  of  such  article  shall  be  taken." 

Tbe  latter  alternative  applies  only  to  a  case  in  which  tbe 
]  ^resident,  after  tbe  finding  of  the  Tariff  f^nnmlsslon  Is  author- 
leed,  under  the  flexible  tariff,  to  raise  or  lower  the  rate.  We 
lave  stricken  out  the  flexible  provision  because  of  that  very  vice 
I  s  moeb  as  anything  else,  tbe  vice  of  going  from  value  to  sell* 
i  ig  price  in  America. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  has  been  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Yes ;  that  has  been  stricken  out.  That  ^mgbt 
t»  be  stricken  oat  in  the  provision  which  the  Junior  Ht.-nntor 
irom  Utah  Is  now  dlacnssing  because  It  changes  the  whole  nys- 
t  na  of  lerying  duties  upon  value  fbr  a  system  of  levying  dntlea 
I  p<Mi  selling  price.  Tbe  selling  price  sometimes  has  some  remote 
1  ilatlon  to  value,  but  In  this  country  In  many  Instances  selling 
I  rice  to-day  has  very  little  relation  to  value  or  to  cost  of  pro- 
( nctlon.     It  Is  that  vice  which  the  Senator  from  Utah,  aa  I 

I  nderstand.  Is  trying  to  eliminate  from  tbe  bill. 

We  can  all  residlly  see  tbe  reason  why,  when  we  are  going  to 
li  rvy  a  tariff.  It  should  be  based  upon  value  and  not  selling  price 
1: 1  the  United  States,  because  a  foreign  product  which  is  brought 
t  >  this  country  for  tbe  purpose  of  sale  Is  brought  here  in  order 

I I  take  advantage  of  tbe  extreme  high  prices  which  prevail  In 
t  ds  country,  and  the  importer  naturally  seeks  to  get  the  full 
i  merican  price  for  his  foreign  arilcle,  and  tbe  American  selling 
frice  becomes  generally  the  selling  price  of  the  foreign  article 
tecause  it  is  very  nearly  the  same,  If  not  Identically  the  same. 

Mr.  KING.  If  there  should  be  any  particular  disparity  the 
J  merican  manufacturer  then  usually  launches  a  charge  against 
t  le  importer  that  he  is  dumping,  and  he  will  then  be  subjected 
t  >  severe  penalties,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  we  know  that 
i!  ^merican  manufacturers  are  exporting  and  selling  in  foreign 
I  larkets  many  products  at  less  than  they  are  sold  for  to  the 
J  jnerican  consumer  and  in  many  instance.s  at  less  than  the 
f  >reigner  sells  his  commodity  for  in  his  own  home  market. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  KING.  By  the  way,  Canada  has  been  constrained,  and 
i  kewise  South  Africa  and  Australia,  and  perhaps  one  or  two 
c  ther  countries,  to  promulgate  dumping  or  antidumping  procla- 
iiatious  against  some  of  our  pnictices  because  we  have  sold  In 
t  lose  countries  to  which  I  have  referred  products  at  less  tlian 
t  ley  were  sold  for  in  tlie  American  market  by  the  .^Vmerlcan 
t  reducer. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    This  particular  provision  does  not  relate  to 
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Mr.  KING.  No.  I  mention  It  incidental  to  the  observation 
made  by  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  What  I  wished  to  call  attention  to  was  that 
under  the  section  mtitled  "  Value,"  eliminating  the  provision  I 
have  Just  referred  to  which  was  incorporate*!  to  meet  the  pro- 
visions of  the  flexible  tariff  which  we  found  so  objectionable 
that  we  struck  it  out  a  few  days  ago,  the  definition  adheres 
closely  to  that  provided  in  the  bill.  If  there  is  no  similar  article 
produced  in  this  country  and  the  export  value  can  not  be  ascer- 
tained, then  tbe  bill  provides  that  the  appraiser  may  resort  to 
the  cost  of  production. 

Why  should  not  that  apply  in  the  case  the  Senator  is  now 
discussing,  which  Is  related  to  the  subject  matter  of  and  is  a 
part  of  section  402?  In  other  words,  the  provision  which  the 
Senator  is  discussing  provides  that  the  duty  or  Uriff  tax  shall 
be  levied  upon  the  selling  price  in  the  American  market  of  the 
foreign  article.  I  say  that  is  fundamentally  wrong.  The  sound 
principle  Is  that  the  tariff  should  be  levied  upon  tlie  value  of  the 
foreign  product  and  not  the  price  at  which  it  sells  In  the 
American  market. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  at  the  con- 
clusion of  some  remarks  I  made  this  morning.  I  made  a  general 
statement  which  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Shoot]  indicated 
was  too  broad,  and  upon  consideration  I  think  It  was  too  broad, 
and  I  will  correct  it  In  the  Becokd.  I  had  in  mind  at  tbe  time 
I  made  it  the  terms  contained  in  the  section  under  discussion 
relating  to  the  estimating  of  value.  I  did  not  recall  that  any 
such  language  had  heretofore  been  used  In  connection  with  the 
valuation  of  Imported  products  for  the  purpose  of  applying  the 
rates  of  duty  prescribed  by  law  against  such  product. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  a  wide  difference  between 
the  present  law  and  the  amendment  which  we  are  now  con- 
sidering. As  I  have  indicated — and  I  apologize  for  repeating, 
but  I  am  constrained  to  do  so  in  view  of  the  statement  Jtist  made 
by  my  colleague — the  present  law  provides  that  for  tbe  par- 
pose  of  obtaining  tbe  value  of  the  Imported  mercbandlae  the 
foreign  value  or  tbe  export  value,  whichever  is  higher,  shall  be 
taken,  and  that  If  neither  the  foreign  value  nor  the  export  value 
can  be  asceriained,  then  tbe  United  States  value  shall  be  re- 
aoried  to,  and  if  that  can  not  be  ascertained,  then  tbe  cost  of 
production  of  the  imporitnl  article  shall  be  adopted  as  tbe  basis. 
The  definition  of  United  States  value  In  the  present  law  Is 
wholly  different  from  the  pending  measure.  The  United  States 
value  in  the  present  law  Is  the  price  at  which  such  or  similar 
imporied  merchandise  is  freely  offered  for  sale,  and  so  forth,  in 
tbe  principal  markets  of  the  United  States  to  all  purchasers  at 
tbe  time  of  exportation  to  tbe  United  States  In  tbe  usual  whole- 
sale quantities  with  allowances  for  duties,  cost  of  transporta- 
tion, and  so  forth.  Senators  will  perceive  that  under  this  pro- 
rlslon  the  Imported  merchandise  is  to  be  compared  with  soch  or 
similar  Imported  merchandise  which  Is  freely  offered  for  sale, 
and  so  forth.  In  tbe  United  SUtes. 

The  amendment  which  we  are  considering  provides  a  differ- 
ent definition  of  United  States  ralne  and,  moreover.  It  provides 
that  tbe  cost  of  inxMluctlon  may  not  be  resorted  to  for  tbe  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  tbe  value  of  the  Imported  article  until  after 
tbe  United  States  value,  as  defined,  shall  have  failed.  Under 
tbe  proposed  amendment,  to  find  tbe  United  States  value,  tbe 
appraiser,  when  merchandise  is  Imported,  and  be  is  not  satisfied 
that  such  or  similar  imported  merchandise  Is  offered  for  sale 
In  the  United  States,,  can  then  proclaim  an  estimated  value 
base<l  on  the  price  at  whldi  merchandise,  whether  imported  or 
domestic,  comparable  in  construction  or  use  witb  the  Imported 
merchandise,  is  so  offered  for  sale  with  certain  adjustments, 
and  so  forth.  Senators  will  perceive  that  new  elements,  Im- 
portant and  vital,  are  Introduced.  The  appraiser  may  "  esti- 
mate" the  value,  and  that  means,  of  course,  the  exercise  of  a 
wide  discretion,  but  that  estimated  value  may  be  based  on  the 
"domestic"  selling  price  of  some  article,  not  such  or  similar 
to  the  imported  one,  but  comparable  in  construction  or  use  with 
the  imported  article.  In  other  words,  the  amendment  intro- 
duces the  American  selling  price  as  a  basis  for  computing 
values,  and  the  article  used  as  a  basis  for  comparison — that  is, 
the  article  sold  in  the  United  States,  may  not  be  "  like  or  simi- 
lar "  to  the  imported  article  but  Is  to  be  u.sed  as  a  basis,  if  it  is 
"comparable  in  its  construction  or  use,"  with  the  imported 
article.  That  might  mean  that  in  fixing  the  value  of  a  watch 
imported  Into  the  United  States — a  watch  wholly  different  but 
manufactured  in  the  United  States  might  be  taken  as  a  basis  of 
value.  An  Imported  watch  might  be  a  new  design  wholly  dif- 
ferent from  the  American  watch,  but  It  might  be  comparable  In 
construction  and  use  In  the  sense  that  it  bad  wheels  and  the 
usual  internal  mechanism  of  a  watch,  and  it  might  be  com- 
parable because  it  was  used  for  keeping  time  as  an  imported 
watch  was  used  for  the  same  purpose.    Senators  can  conceive  of 


a  multitude  of  articles  which  might  come  under  tbe  broad 
classification  of  "  comparable  in  construction  or  use  "  which  are 
so  wholly  dissimilar  that  to  attempt  to  use  one  as  a  basis  for 
valuing  another  would  lead  to  the  most  absurd  and  unjust 
results. 

If  the  plan  was  not  to  employ  the  American  valuation  as  a 
basis  of  assessing  duties,  why  did  not  the  amendment  omit  tbe 
word  "  domestic  "  and  use  as  t lie  basis  for  ascertaining  the  value 
of  tlte  imported  article  "  other  imported  articles  comparable  in 
construction  or  use"?  That,  of  course,  would  mean  that  the 
basis  of  comparison  for  determining  value  would  be  different 
from  the  basis  provided  by  the  selling  price  of  a  domestic 
article. 

I  submit,  Mr.  President,  the  issue  Is  what  shall  be  tbe 
basis  for  determining  the  value  of  imported  articles  upon  which 
duties  are  to  be  levied.  Shall  the  basis  be  for  the  foreign  or 
export  value  or  an  estimated  value  based  upon  tbe  selling  price 
of  an  American-manufactured  article  which  the  appraiser  may 
imagine  or  suppose  or  tielieve  to  be  comparable  in  construction 
or  use  with  tl^  imported  article  the  value  of  whidi  Is  to  be 
determined?  If  this  provision  should  be  ad(H>tied,  witb  tbe 
pressure  which  vrill  be  brought  by  domestic  manu&cturers  to 
reject  the  fordgn  value  or  the  export  value  and  to  resort  to 
the  American  selling  price  as  a  basis  for  tbe  determination  of 
the  value  of  the  Imported  article,  more  and  more  there  will  be 
a  tendency  upon  the  part  of  the  Government  and  its  repre- 
sentatives to  yield  to  this  pressure,  tbe  result  of  which  may 
be  that  articles  of  merchandise  will  be  appraiaed  upon  tbe 
basis  of  domestic  articles  though  their  construction  and  uae 
may  not  warrant  their  being  used  aa  a  basis  for  any  Just  and 
fair  comparison. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  an  amendment  pending  as  a  substitute 
which,  if  adopted,  will  continue  the  preeent  law.  In  my 
opinion  It  should  be  continued  and  the  amendment  offered  by 
tbe  Finance  Committee  should  be  defeated.  I  desired  to  pre- 
sent a  few  other  points  which  I  regard  aa  pertinent  to  tbe 
discussion,  but  I  am  advised  that  tbe  Senate  Is  ready  to  recess 
for  the  purpose  of  receiving  a  distinguished  statesman  who  la 
now  visiting  our  shores. 

Mr.  WATSON.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Doem  tbe  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Indiana. 

aacvnoit  or  FaaMiaa  ».  maubay  UAcnonAUD 

Mr.  WATSON  (at  12  o'clock  and  20  minutes  p.  m.).  Mr. 
Prealdent,  we  are  informed  that  the  Prime  Minister  of  Great 
Britain,  Bight  Hon.  J.  Bamsay  MacDonald,  Is  in  the  room  of  the 
Vice  President,  and  that  be  has  signified  his  wlUlngnees  to  be 
preeented  to  this  body  and  to  address  it  I  therefore  more  that 
a  committee  of  fonr  be  appointed  to  escort  him  to  the  Senate 
Chamber  and  that  the  Senate  aUnd  In  recess  until  the  doee  of 
tbe  eserdsea. 

Tbe  VICE  PBSSIDENT.  Tbe  question  Is  on  the  motion  of 
tbe  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Tbe  motion  wae  ananlmously  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tbe  Chair  appoints  tbe  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  WatsoiiI.  tbe  Senator  from  Aricanaas  (Mr. 
BoeiNSOii],  tbe  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobab],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swambon]  aa  tbe  committee  to  eecort  the 
Prime  Minister  Into  tbe  Senate  Chamber.  Tbe  Senate  will 
stand  in  recess  until  the  conclusion  of  tbe  exercises. 

The  Senate  being  in  recess— 

At  12  o'clock  and  25  minutee  Bight  Hon.  J.  Bamsay  MacDon- 
ald. Prime  Minister  of  Great  Britain,  escorted  by  the  committee 
of  tbe  Senate  and  accompanied  by  tbe  British  ambaasador  to  the 
United  States,  Sir  Bsme  Howard;  Lord  Arnold,  Paynuuter 
General;  Sir  Robert  Vanslttart,  Undersecretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs;  Mr.  Thomas  Jones,  secretary  to  tbe  Prime 
Minister;  Mr.  Bobert  L.  Cralgie,  of  tbe  American  department 
of  the  British  Foreign  Office;  Mr.  Michael  Wright,  private  sec- 
retary to  the  British  ambassador;  Hon.  SnrHBH  G.  Poena, 
chairman  of  tbe  Committee  oh  Foreign  Affairs  of  tbe  House  of 
Representatives;  Hon.  John  Q.  Tusok,  Member  of  tbe  House 
of  Representatives  from  Connecticut ;  and  Hon.  Walter  H.  New- 
ton. Secretary  to  the  President,  entered  tbe  Senate  Chamber, 
the  Senators  rialng  and  applauding.  The  Prime  Minister  was 
seated  at  the  right  of  tbe  Vice  President  and  the  distingnlabed 
visitors  accompanying  him  were  seated  in  chairs  provided  for 
them  in  tbe  area  <m  the  left  of  the  Vice  President. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Senators  and  guests  of  the  Senate, 
it  is  Indeed  a  great  pleasure  to  welcome  to  tbe  Senate  the  able 
leader  of  a  great  people.  We  hope,  Mr.  MacDonald.  that  your 
visit  In  our  city  may  be  enjoyed  greatly  by  you  and  that  yoor 
efforts  may  result  in  bringing  about  a  settlement  of  qucstiotia 
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which  have  gtren  cancem  tc  the  people  of  your  country  and  of 
our  coootry.  I  take  great  pleasure  In  introducing  the  Prime 
Minister  of  Great  Britain.    [Applause.] 

Mr.  MacDONALD.  Mr.  President  and  Senators,  I  can  not 
say  that  these  walls  are  unfamiliar  to  me.  I  have  been  here 
before ;  but  when  I  sat  in  one  of  those  gall^ies,  haring  been 
brought  here  under  the  wing  of  the  late  Senator  Hoar,  destiny 
never  whispered  to  me  tliat  one  day,  before  I  "cease  from 
troubling,'*  I  should  stand  as  I  stand  here  and  now  facing  you 
and  receiving  your  good  will  and  your  honors. 

I  do  not  know  what  I  can  say,  Mr.  President;  but  you  are 
oTerburdening  me  with  your  kindness  and  your  good  wishes. 
The  only  questlcm  I  ask  myself  is.  Why  have  I  been  so  long  in 
coming  over? 

There  are  two  functions  that  the  Prime  Minister  of  Great 
Britain  Alls.  In  the  first  place,  he  is  the  leader  of  his  party, 
and  he  is  the  head  of  a  party  government.  But  there  is  a  second 
function,  far  more  important  than  that.  He  represents  his  na- 
tion. He  leads  not  only  bis  party  but  the  House  of  Commons 
itself.  In  tte  second  capacity,  Mr.  President,  I  have  come  here ; 
and  I  have  come  here  In  the  second  capacity  because  deep  down 
in  my  heart  there  is  a  conviction  that  nothing  will  ever  remove 
the  many  misunderstandings,  small  but  so  deplorably  efFective, 
that  have  been  growing  up  and  existing  between  us  which  do 
not  belong  to  the  substance  of  things,  but  belong  to  the  appear- 
ances of  substance ;  and  I  have  come,  full  of  faith,  to  try  to  re- 
duce misunderstandings  to  substance,  because  I  know  when  that 
can  be  done  the  misunderstandings  will  be  completely  charmed 
away.    [Api^ause.] 

I  have  come  in  consequence  of  one  great  event  that  I  believe 
will  stand  up  like  a  monument  in  history.  The  event  was  the 
signing  of  the  pact  of  peace  in  Paris — the  pact  of  peace  in  the 
construction  of  which  America  played  such  a  magnificent  and 
such  an  honorable  part  America  united  with  France,  Mr.  Kel- 
logg alongside  of  M.  Briand«  gave  the  world  that  renewed  hope 
and  renewed  energy  which  is  encouraging  us  to  gird  our  loins 
with  more  determination  than  ever  before  and  pursue  the  path 
oi  peace.     [Ap^nse.] 

Where  do  I  find  the  great  difference  that  the  signature  of 
thut  pact  has  made?  It  is  here:  You  signed  it;  we  signed  it; 
other  nations  sfgned  tt.  When  they  put  tbelr  names,  or  the 
names  of  their  representatives,  at  the  bottom  of  that  pact,  did 
they  mean  it  to  be  merely  an  expression  on  paper,  or  did  they 
mean  it  to  be  a  guiding  idea  in  policy?  We  mean  it  to  be  a 
gulillng  Idea  In  jwllcy.     [Applause.] 

Sl)eakers  in  our  country  and  speakers  In  your  country  In- 
numemble  have  said  that  war  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  is  unthinkable.  [Applause]  My  friends — ex- 
cuse the  lapse.  Senators — I  saw  In  a  paper  the  other  day  that 
an  enthusiastic  Senator  had  also  forgotten  how  precisely  to  ad- 
dress a  committee  in  the  same  way  that  I  have  done — ^what 
has  happened,  and  what  has  made  the  great  change  In  the 
prospects  of  peace,  is  that  up  to  now  a  proclamation  has  never 
been  made  solenmly,  with  all  the  dignity,  with  all  the  authority, 
and  with  all  the  backing  which  can  be  given  when  two  govern- 
ments and  the  representatives  of  two  governments  make  It.  I 
think.  Senators  of  the  United  States,  that  dedaratioa  can  now 
be  made.    [Great  applause.] 

There  can  be  no  war;  nay,  more.  It  Is  absolutely  impossible, 
If  you  and  we  do  our  duty  in  making  the  peace  pact  effective, 
that  any  section  of  our  arms,  whether  on  land,  on  sea.  or  in  the 
air.  can  ever  again  come  Into  hostile  conflict.    [Applause.] 

Think  upon  that  when  we  face  many  of  our  own  problems — 
problems  of  Jealousy,  problems  of  fear,  problems  that  the  young 
and  rising  and  sncveasfal  generation  put  into  the  hearts  of  the 
oM  generation.  They  all  disappear;  and  In  virtue  of  the  fact 
that  they  have  disappeared  we  have  met  together  and  we  have 
snid,  -What  is  all  this  bother  about  parity?  Parity?  Take  it, 
without  reaerve,  heaped  up  and  flowing  over ! "  TlMt  was  the 
only  condition  under  which  competitive  armaments  could  be 
stopped  and  we  would  create  a  public  psychology  which  could 
pursue  thefrultfal  and  soccessful  avenuesof  peaceful  cooperation. 

That  Is  one  of  the  results  of  this  vMt.  Another  result  of  the 
visit  Is  that  we  hare  come  to  understand  each  other.  Ah, 
Senators,  as  long  as  you  conduct  your  negotiations  by  corre- 
spondence, over  thousands  of  miles  of  sea,  you  will  never  under* 
stand  each  other  at  alL  In  these  democratic  days,  when  heart 
speaks  to  heart  as  deep  speaks  to  deep  and  sUence  talks  to 
sUenee,  personality,  personal  contact,  exchange  of  views  by  the 
Up,  sitting  at  two  sidea  ct  a  fireplace,  as  it  was  ray  great  privi- 
lege to  do  this  week-end  with  your  Preaident — these  things  are 
to  be  as  Important  aa  anything  else  in  laying  the  foundation  of 
an  enduring  peaee  all  over  the  worid.    [Applause.] 

I  did  not  meaoB,  really,  to  deliver  you  a  speech.  I  am  afraid 
that  my  remarka  are  rather  devetofrfng  into  that  I  really 
wanted  to  thank  you — to  thank  you  aa  the  representative  Sena- 


tdrs  of  this  great  country  and  this  wonderful  people — for  your 
kpdness  and  for  your  hospitality.  But  I  must  say  that  in  the 
ding  up  of  those  ideas  you  and  I,  meeting  together  here 
td-day,  must  remember  the  tremendous  contributions  which 
h^ve  l)een  made  by  other  peoples.  We  are  not  out  for  any  exclo- 
e  alliance  You  would  reject  it  So  should  I ;  it  is  not  for 
tike  benefit  of  either  of  us. 

In  the  old  days  when  two  peopies  used  to  talk  together  all 
tlie  other  peoples  used  to  put  their  hands  op  to  their  ears  and 
sJiy,  "  What  are  they  saying?  They  must  be  conspiring  nt^inat 
D  J."  That  wa.s  the  spirit  of  war,  and  that  spirit  must  be  ex- 
tirpated. In  these  days  when  two  nations  talk  together  it 
ought  to  give  hope  and  confidence  to  the  other  nations  of  the 
world  [applause],  especially  when  neither  of  those  nations — 
n  (Ither  you  nor  we — will  form  any  exclusive  alliance  (Erected 
a  rainst  the  existence  or  the  interests  of  any  other  nation  or 
g  'oup  of  nations  on  the  face  of  the  earth.    [Applause.] 

Our  idea  is  the  free,  open,  intellectually,  and  spiritually  at- 
tncted  cooperation  of  friends.  We  are  not  a  criminal  conspiracy 
to  protect  each  other  against  policemen.  We  are  a  onion  of 
cc  operation,  a  body — I  doubt  if  there  is  the  exact  word  to 
express  my  meaning  in  our  English  language — a  cooperation, 
al  any  rate,  of  nations  coming  topether.  discussing  together, 
li  ring  the  open  life,  in  order  that  their  exchange  of  views,  their 
ccmmon  action,  sometimes  their  conflict  of  opinion — why  not? 
C  inflict  of  opinion  is  a  cooperator  in  the  rause  of  peace  when 
sine  and  honest  men  express  contrary  opinions  in  order  that 
tlat  sort  of  combination,  that  sort  of  cooperation — I  do  not  like 
tie  word  "combination  " — that  sort  of  cooperation,  that  sort  of 
fi|ee,  friendly  relationship  might  be  established  not  only  between 
u  and  myself,  not  only  between  your  country  and  my  country, 
t  between  your  country,  my  country,  and  all  the  other  civilized 
d  honest  countries  under  the  face  of  the  sun.  [Great 
lause.] 
And  we  must  pay  our  tribute — and  I  do  it  In  a  sentence — to 
o  great  men  who  have  helped  on  this  work :  First  of  all, 
Briand,  that  gay,  genial,  happy,  humorous,  eloquent  man 
ose  whole  life  has  been  devoted  to  the  promotion  of  the 
use  of  peace  [applau.se]  ;  and  another,  an  old  friend  of  mine, 
praise  whcun,  alas,  at  this  moment  is  to  lay  a  wreath  upon 

tomb,  Gastav  Stresemann. 
Many  a  story  could  I  tell  yon.  many  a  picture  could  I  paint 
to  you  of  that  quiet,  steady,  heroic  man,  standing  surrounded 
bj  enmity,  not  only  abroad  but  at  home,  determined  to  play  a 
perfectly  straight  game,  determined  to  carry  into  practice  the 
proverb  that  "he  who  does  not  respect  himself  is  respected  by 
ncbody  else."  I  should  think  I  might,  here  on  the  platform  of 
tqe  Senate,  in  this  way,  paying  my  tribute  to  my  dead  friend, 
retard  it  as  laying  a  wreath  on  his  tomb.     [Applause.] 

Thank  you,  thank  you  very  much,  indeed,  for  the  hearty 
rei^eption  you  have  given  me  and  the  patient  way  in  which  you 
hsve  listened  to  me.  [Groat  applause,  the  Senators  and  guests 
of  the  Senate  rising.] 

The  applause  having  subsided,  the  Vice  President,  standing 
h  the  Premier  in  the  area  In  front  of  the  Secretar>''8  desk, 
introduced  to  him  the  Members  of  the  Senate  personally. 

me  Minister  MacDonald  and  the  guests  of  the  Senate 
halving  retired  from  the  Chamber  and  the  period  of  the  recess 
hrtving  expired,  the  Vice  President  (at  12  o'clock  and  45  minutes 
p.pn.)  called  the  Senate  to  order. 

ilr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  proceedings  during 
thi    recess  be  made  a  part  of  the  Congressional  Rf.cord. 

At.  FLETCHER.     I  rose  to  make  the  same  suggestion. 

rhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  it  will  be  so 
ordered. 

BXVISION   or  THK  TABirr 

le  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  B,  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
otier  purposes. 

r.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  in  the  paragraph  under 
lideration  there  are  two  or  three  Senate  committee  amend- 
m^nts.  They  are  all  interwoven ;  it  is  one  subject  matter,  and 
it  would  seem  to  me  that  the  vote  ought  to  come  on  the  one 
pr>poeition  without  taking  two  or  three  whacks  at  it.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  in  this  paragraph,  banning  on  page 
34^,  line  10,  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah 
Knro)  as  a  substitute  for  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
it  may  be  voted  upon  flrst. 

the  amendment  offered  by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah 

seeks  to  strike  ont  all  of  subdivision  (d),  relating  to  United 

[tes  value,   and  to  Insert  In   lieu   thereof  certain   language. 

lat  he  wants  to  inseri  is  the  present  law  with  reference  to 

UiUted  States  value.    If  the  course  which  I  have  suggested  shall 
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not  be  adopted,  we  shall  have  to  vote  the  first  amendment 
down,  and  then  vote  the  second  one  down  on  the  next  page,  and 
then  we  shall  have  to  proceed  to  strike  out  the  Senate  commit- 
tee amendment,  taking  about  three  whacks  at  the  pn^oosition. 
It  seems  to  me  we  should  cover  the  whole  matter  by  one  vote. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  A  vote  on  the  one  amendment  on  page  342 
virtually  will  demonstrate  how  the  Senate  stands  ou  all  the 
committee  amendments  to  the  subdivision  because  they  are  all 
closely  related. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  we  vote  down  the  Senate  committee 
amendment,  that  will  leave  the  House  prt)vl8lon.  Then  we  shall 
have  to  go  ahead  and  move  to  strike  out  the  Hou!»e  provision, 
and  then  we  shall  have  to  take  action  on  the  next  committee 
amendment,  on  the  next  page,  beginning  with  line  10,  whidi  is 
part  of  the  amendment  on  tlie  precedinj;  itage. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senate  should  agree  to  the  amendment 
on  page  342  it  certainly  would  agree  to  the  amendment  on  page 
343.  If  the  Senate  does  not  wish  to  agree  to  the  amendment 
on  page  342 — and  that  is  the  matter  before  the  Senate — that 
will  be  shown  by  a  vote  ou  it  now.  If  the  Senate  should  agree 
to  tile  amendment,  of  course  my  colleague  [Mr.  Kino]  could 
oRer  his  amendment  to  strike  out  the  whole  provision. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  will  make  necessary  three  whacks,  if 
we  follow  tl»at  course. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  proper  way  would  be  to  vote  down 
the  ptnding  amendment,  if  the  Senate  wants  to  do  It  snd  then 
my  colleague  can  offer  his  amendment  if  he  desires. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  That  course  can  be  followed.  I  Just 
thought  my  suggestion  would  save  time.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Utah  object  to  the  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes.     I  want  a  vote  on  each  amendment 

Mr.  SIMMONS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  for  Just 
a  moment? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  thought  I  had  formally  offered  my  amendment 
which  heretofore  was  printed,  and  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
directed  to  it  In  view  of  the  fact  tliat  I  did  not  do  so,  I 
desire  m»w  formally  to  offer  the  amendment  as  a  substitute  for 
the  Senate  committee  amendment  which  is  now  under  considera- 
tion, appearing  on  page  342. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
as  the  amendment  of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  would  strike 
out  a  part  of  the  House  text  it  is  not,  therefore,  an  amendment 
of  the  Senate  committee  amendment  The  Senator  proposes 
not  only  to  strike  out  the  language  of  the  amendment  recom- 
mended by  the  committee,  but  also  to  discard  a  very  large  part 
of  the  section  which  was  approved  by  the  House. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  ri^'ht. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  I  submit  that  where  the  text  of 
even  an  existing  law,  to  say  nothing  of  a  House  amendment 
to  existing  law,  is  under  consideration,  and  has  been  amended 
by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  and  that  amendment  goes 
to  the  very  heart  of  the  law,  or  the  House  amendment  a 
motion  to  strike  out  the  entire  provision  and  to  substitute 
would  be  germane  and  would  be  proper. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Exactly  that  was  done  when  we  considered 
section  336.  We  struck  out  the  entire  House  provision,  as  well 
as  rejecting  the  entire  Senate  committee  amendment  by  adopt- 
ing n  substitute. 

Mr.  REED.  Yes,  Mr.  President,  but  that  was  because  the 
committee  amendment  struck  out  the  whole  of  section  336, 
which  Is  not  done  in  this  case.  Inasmuch  as  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee had  recommended  an  entire  new  section  336,  an  amend- 
ment such  as  the  Simmons  amendment  was  in  order  to  sub- 
stitute that  language  for  the  committee's  recommendation;  but 
tliat  Is  not  the  case  here. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  predsdy  the  same  in 
principle  because  a  substltnte  is  offered  not  only  for  the  com- 
mittee amendment  to  the  House  text  but  for  the  House  pro- 
vision as  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement  we 
are  now  to  considM*  the  committee  amendment  first.  I  think  the 
provi.sion  ought  to  be  perfected  before  any  motion  to  strike  it 
out  is  made.    I  hope  that  will  be  the  course  pursued. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  did  the  Chair  rule  that  the 
point  of  order  was  well  taken? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fbss  In  the  chair).  The 
Vice  President  so  held. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  the  amendment  as  proposed  by 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah,  if  it  applied  mer^y  as  a  sub- 
stitute to  the  one  committee  amendment,  would  be  in  order, 
being  a  motion  to  strike  out  and  Insert 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Yes. 


Mr.  HARRISON.  For  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  I  offier 
the  f(rilowlng  amendment  as  a  substitute  for  the  committee 
ameudmrat 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Let  it  be  reported. 

The  Liioiaij\Tivg  Clbsk.  As  a  substitate  for  the  committee 
amendment  insert  the  following: 

(d)  United  States  valae :  Tbe  United  States  value  of  Imported 
merrhandiap  shall  be  the  price  at  which  tnch  or  almUar  imported 
merchandiae  is  fredy  offered  (or  sale  packed  ready  (or  delivery 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.   President  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  I  understand  the  amendment  it  is  a  sub- 
stitute for  paragraph  (d),  United  States  value.    Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  HARBISON.  Yes ;  for  the  Senate  committee  amendmMit 
If  it  should  be  adopted,  of  course  we  would  move  to  strike  out 
everything  else  in  that  particular  paragrapiL 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  seems  to  me  the  committee  amendment  ought 
to  be  acted  on  first.  That  would  comply  with  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement.  The  provision  of  the  House  ought  to  be 
perfected  flrst.  Then  the  amendm«it  of  the  Senator  from  Utah 
Just  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  could  be  considered. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  does  not  want  to  deny  us  the 
right  to  offer  a  substitute  for  his  committee  amendment, 
does  he? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  not  asking  that  that  be  done.  I  am  ask- 
ing that  a  vote  be  taken  on  the  committee  amendment  which 
would  be  in  accm-dance  with  the  unanimous-consent  agreement 
The  first  committee  amendm^it  is  found  in  line  22,  page  342, 
which  we  have  be«i  discussing  this  morning. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  My  understanding  of  the  rule  is  that  when 
the  committee  <rffer8  an  amendment  the  committee  has  a  right 
at  any  time  it  sees  fit  to  perfect  that  amendment  by  changing  it 
itself.  The  Senator  does  not  indicate  that  be  proposes  to  change 
the  committee  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     OerUlnly  not 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Therefore  it  is  a  committee  amendment  I 
have  always  had  the  idea  that  a  substitute  might  be  offered  for 
a  committee  amendment  and  if  the  substitute  were  offered  for 
it  the  vote  would  be  flrst  on  the  substitute. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  amendment  tiiat  has  Just  been  sent  to  the 
desk  is  not  an  amendment  to  the  conunlttee  amendment  It 
proposes  to  strike  out  all  of  paragraph  (d)  and  inseri 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  did  not  so  understand  the  Senator  from 
MississlppL 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  amendment  offered  is  to  strike  out 
all  ot  the  committee  amendment  beginning  in  line  22,  page  342, 
to  the  bottom  of  that  page  and  Including  the  flrst  two  lines  on 
page  343  down  to  the  word  "  making,"  and  then  to  insert  the 
provision  which  is  the  present  law.  Of  course,  after  that  is 
adopted  then  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kitto]  will  make  a 
motion  to  strike  ont  everything  else  In  the  subdivisions. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  what  I  understood  it  to  be.  Tbe  Sen- 
ator is  asking  that  the  committee  amendment  be  disagreed  to 
and  an  entire  new  paragrai^  (d)  Inserted  in  lieu  thereof. 
That  would  not  make  the  paragraph  (d)  as  reported  here 
sensible.    There  would  be  a  repetition  of  all  the  llne«  above. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  must  have  understood  me  to 
say  that  after  this  Is  adopted.  If  It  shall  be  agreed  to,  we  are 
going  to  move  to  strike  out  ererything  ehie  in  this  particular 
subdivision. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do  not  think  that  can  be  done  under  tbe  rule. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  That  is  why  I  asked  unanimous  consent 
that  the  vote  might  be  taken  In  this  way.  The  Senator  can  see 
what  confusion  there  is  about  the  proposition,  in  view  of  ha>ing 
to  take  two  or  three  votes  instead  of  one,  as  I  have  proposed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  it  to  be  done  in  that  way.  If  tbe  Chair 
holds  that  under  the  nnanimoua-consent  agreement  the  com- 
mittee amendment  is  not  to  be  considered  first,  well  and  good. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tlie  Chair  would  bold  that  a 
motion  to  strike  out  Is  an  amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment and  would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Is  It  germane  to  the  subject? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  it  is  to  strike  out  more  than 
the  conunlttee  amendment  It  would  not  be  germane. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Chair  bold  now  that  the  amendment 
of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  as  presented  by  tbe  Sawtor 
from  Mississlpfrt  is  in  order  if  it  means  to  strike  out  lines  22  to 
25  on  page  342  and  the  flrst  two  linea  on  page  843?  Is  tliat  the 
ruUng  of  the  Chair? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  does  not  under- 
stand that  the  Senator  from  Miasisslppi  proposes  to  insert  all 
of  that  provision.  The  Chair  would  hold  that  if  the  amaDdment 
is  to  strike  out  tbe  committee  amaodment  and  InWrt  soasetMna 
new  that  is  not  In  the  text,  it  wookl  be  in  order.    But  if  it  is  te 
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insert  wiuit  is  already  In  the  text,  the  Chair  would  hold  tliat  it 
id  not  in  urder.  The  clerk  will  conclude  the  reading  of  the 
umt'udment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  MissiasippL 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Let  me  first  sxxssest  to  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  that  he  change  his  amendment  so  as  to  strike  out  all 
after  the  word  "  value  "  in  line  IS,  on  page  342,  so  as  to  embrace 
the  entire  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  would  be  exactly  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     No;  it  would  not. 

Mr.  H.\JRRISON.  I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  to  modify  tho 
amendment  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah,  so  that  instead  of 
beginning  in  line  22,  page  342,  it  will  begin  in  line  18  with  the 
word  "  having." 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  is  a  substitute  for  the  whole  committee 
amendment  and  every  part  of  It. 

The  I'RESIDINO  OFFIC^ER.  The  Chair  would  state  that 
that  would  not  change  the  result  at  all.  It  would  be  the  same 
»      thing. 

Mr,  SIMMONS.     I  did  not  catch  the  observation  of  the  Chair. 

The  PRKSIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  would  state  that 
iDciuding  words  already  proposed  to  be  stricken  out  would  not 
change  the  result. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  confess  I  am  a  little  confused  as 
to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  May  I  call  the  Chair's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  House  sent  to  the  S«iate  this  section  with 
words  included,  as  follows: 

Having  regard  for  differences  in  qoalltj  and  other  differenoes,  based 
on  rb«  price  at  which  merchandise,  whether  domestic  or  Imported,  com- 
parable in  eonatructlon  or  use  to  the  imported  merchandise,  is  so  offered 
for  sale. 

Now,  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  offered  an  amend- 
ment to  strike  out  the  words  which  I  have  just  read,  and  to 
insert : 

Based  on  the  price  at  which  merchandise,  whether  imjwrted  or  do- 
mestic, comparable  la  eoBstmction  or  ose  with  the  imported  merchan- 
dise. Is  so  offisred  for  sale,  with  snch  adjustments  as  maj  t>e  necesaary 
owing  to  dnfereaees  te  liae,  material,  construction,  textnre,  and  other 
differences. 

It  la  obvious  that  in  dealing  with  this  matter  we  ought  to  be 
permitted  to  take  Into  consideration  in  any  amendment  which 
we  may  otter,  whether  it  be  in  the  form  of  a  disagreement  or 
an  affirmative  amendment,  the  language  of  the  House  which  it 
Is  sought  to  eliminate.  Ttie  committee  is  asking  to  amend  the 
House  text  by  striking  out  the  language  which  I  reed  and  by 
Inserting  in  lieu  of  It  the  subsequent  language  to  which  I  have 
iBvltad  the  attention  of  the  Chair.  The  proposition  suggested  la 
that  we  strike  oat  all  of  It  The  committee  has  offered  an 
amendment  to  strike  out  the  House  provbion  and  Insert,  and 
we  have  offered  now  as  a  substitute  to  confirm  not  only  the 
striking  out  of  the  Uoumc  provision  but  to  strike  oat  with  It 
that  which  has  bet>n  offere<]  as  a  subMtitute  by  the  Finance 
Committee.    It  se<>mN  to  me  that  is  eutlrely  proper. 

The  PUE8IDIN0  OFFICER.  Tho  Chair  tliinks  the  confusion 
in  the  mind  of.  the  Senator  from  Utah  arises  out  of  the  manner 
In  which  th«  onanimoas^ooseut  agreement  was  entered  into. 
It  provided  that  no  amendinMit  could  >>e  offered  on  the  floor 
until  after  tho  committee  amendment  bad  been  passed  on.  The 
■roeiidment  (offered  by  the  flenator  from  MisMisslppi  ia  In  order 
—  because  It  goes  to  the  amendment  ot  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  KINO.  Is  it  not  a  c(«imUtee  amendment  when  the 
Finance  Committee  seeks  to  amend  the  bill  by  striklnc  out  some 
langoage  wtaldk  was  In  the  Mil  as  It  came  from  the  Hooae? 

Tbe  PRB8IDIN0  OFFICER.  It  is.  Ou  the  amendment  as 
It  stands  DOW  an  aflrmative  vote  would  strike  out  and  Inaert, 
and  that  is  not  what  tlie  Senator  wants  to  aecompllsh.  He 
wants  to  atrlte  ont  ail  of  it.  If  tlie  committee  amendment  la 
stated,  an  aflrmatire  vote  woald  strike  out  and  insert.  Tlie 
Chair  has  been  taking  tlie  part  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  A  mere  reading  of  the  proposed  amendment 
would  demonstrate  the  anthlnkable  situation.  The  aawndment 
reads: 

(d)  United  Statss  vahie:  Hm  Ualtad  States  vain*  at  Imported  mer- 
chandl—  sbail  ba  tlM  price  at  whldi  tocb  or  aimiJar  imported  raercban- 
dlaa  is  freely  oflaied  far  sale,  packed  ready  (or  delivery.  In  the  principal 
market  of  tha  United  BUtea  ta  all  pnrcbaaerB,  at  the  tkna  of  export*- 
tkm  of  the  taperted  SMrdrnDdioe,  In  the  osoal  wholesale  quantitlea  and 
Id  tbe  ordinary  coarse  of  trade,  with  allowance  made  for  duty,  cost  of 
traasportatloa  and  lafsmmace,  and  other  necessary  expenses  from  the 
place  of  sWpswat  to  tba  place  of  deUveiy— 

•  And  ao  forth. 

If  the  Senatov's  amendment  is  inserted  in  the  MR  In  Beu  of 
tte  commtttee  amendment,  then  we  would  have  a  repetition  <rf 
wliat  Is  alx>ve  not  acted  upon  at  all. 
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e  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  states  the  pnrlla- 
tary  situation  correctly. 

r.  KINO.  If  we  succeeded  in  eliminating  the  language 
wh  ch  the  Finance  Coraiiiittee  seek.s  to  eliminate  and  in  elimiuat- 
iufi  that  which  is  offered  as  a  subs>titute,  that  would  not  prrclude 
us  later  on,  when  the  text  of  the  bill  is  open  to  amendment, 
from  offering  a  substitute  for  the  entire  language.  It  seems  to 
me  the  point  just  raised  by  my  colleague  that  there  would  be 
du  ►Ucation  is  not  well  tjiken.  for  the  reason  that  we  could  re<'ur 
to  he  text  and  offer  a  substitute  for  the  whole  provision  after 
we  had  eliminated  that  language  which  tbe  Finance  Committee 
.see  cs  to  eliminate  and  that  which  tlie  Finance  Committee  offers 
as  n  substitute  for  it. 

]  Ir.  SMOOT.  I  have  not  any  doubt  that  we  can  do  that  after 
th(  ojmmittee  amendment  shall  have  been  disposed  of. 

1  Ir.  KING.  The  difficjlty  is  that  we  are  compelled,  under 
th<  ruling  of  the  Chair,  as  I  understand  that  ruling,  to  take  a 
vol  e  now  upon  really  two  amendments,  one  striking  out  the 
He  use  text  and  the  other  the  suggested  substitute  for  the  House 
teit  Then,  further  down,  we  shall  be  cc«ni)elled  to  vote  upon 
amither  amendment  suggested  by  the  committee  and  found  in 
lin  J8  10  to  14,  on  page  343.  Then,  after  we  go  to  the  unnece-s- 
saiy,  as  it  seems  to  me,  work  of  dealing  with  those  amendments, 
we  come  back  to  the  proposition  of  striking  out  the  entire  provl- 
sio  1  and  voting  upon  the  substitute  which  I  have  offered. 

'lie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tlie  Senator  will  recognize 
thj  t  a  motion  to  strike  out  and  insert  is  one  motion  under  parlia- 
me  atary  procedure  and  is  not  divisible,  and  that  when  a  vote  is 
tidien  on  the  amendment  on  page  342  the  motion  to  strike  out 
an<  1  the  motion  to  insert  are  Included  in  the  same  vote.  As  the 
Ch  lir  understood  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  the  proposal  was 
to  strike  out  not  only  the  House  provision  but  also  the  proposed 
ine  trtion. 

]  Ir.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  fault  to  find  with 
the  ruling  of  the  Chair  under  the  rules,  but  if  the  Senator  from 
Utah  will  permit  me 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield  the  floor. 

]|r.  HARRISON.  When  the  unanimous-consent  agreement 
wai  entered  into  that  committee  amendments  should  first  be 
corsldered,  we  agreed  to  that  merely  in  order  to  expedite  the 
cor  sideratiou  of  the  bill ;  but  it  is  really  delaying  the  bill  to 
have  two  or  three  whacks  at  this  proposition.  If  we  got  right 
doirn  to  the  question  of  moving  to  strike  out  the  entire  para- 
grs  ph  and  insert  the  provisions  of  the  present  law,  we  should 
set  le  it  In  one  vote ;  otherwl.se  we  shall  have  to  take  three  votes 
on  the  question.  There  is  considerable  confusion  about  it ;  and 
it  leems  to  me  the  Senator  from  Utah  should  agree  to  let  the 
question  be  disposed  of  In  that  way.  The  amendment  that  is 
off<  red  at  the  end  of  the  paragraph  is  merely  an  amendment  of 
the  committee  to  strike  out  and  insert.  As  I  said  before,  there 
is  I  nme  confusion  al>out  it.  The  amendment  is  clearly  in  order, 
un^er  the  rule;  but  if  the  first  committee  amendment  shall  be 
admtefl,  then  It  will  take  another  vote  to  strike  out  the  re- 
mainder of  that  particular  paragraph. 

Mr,  SMOOT.  That  has  been  done  as  to  all  the  prorTdlng 
paiagraphs.  In  considering  the  amendments  In  section  830  ws 
fol  trwed  that  coarse.  All  the  amendmenta  of  the  committee 
we  V  voted  npou.  and  then  the  amendment  to  strike  out  the 
wh>lo  section  was  agree*]  to  by  the  Senate.  That  is  the  proper 
way  to  proceed  with  this  section,  in  my  opinion. 

r.  HARRISON.  I  do  not  reosU  in  the  consideration  of  thia 
tHIf  where  we  have  had  a  similar  situation  before  tho  St'uate. 
fhe  PRRHIPINO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  MisshMiiipl 
recognise  that  if  an  additional  motion  to  strike  out  were 
ma^e  It  could  not  be  made  at  this  stage,  under  the  unanimou*' 
It  agreement, 
r.  HARRISON.  I  appreciate  that,  nntll  we  get  through,  If 
it  fti  desired  -o  comply  with  the  technical  ngre4>ment  which  was 
entered  into,  the  motion  can  not  be  made  at  this  time;  but  I 
thi  ik  It  better  to  go  ahead  in  the  way  I  have  suggested. 

]  [r.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  if  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ate r  from  Mississippi  were  again  amended  so  as  to  provide  for 
thi  elimination  of  all  that  part  of  the  House  text  that  the 
Senate  struck  ont  and  the  elimination  of  the  additional  matter 
th£t  is  put  in.  and  add  to  that  the  proposal  to  Insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  provisions  of  the  present  law,  would  not  that  be 
first  in  order? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  can  not  be  done,  becatise  of  the  fact 
tliat  there  are  changes  in  other  places  in  the  existing  Inw  in  the 
HOTse  provision. 

r.  SIMMONS.  I  am  not  talking  about  whether  it  can  be 
doAe  or  not ;  I  am  talking  about  whether  it  is  in  order  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  strike  out  the  entire  Senate  committee  amend- 
me  Its  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  anything  tLat  the  Senator  from 
Mi  ksias^jpi  may  see  fit  to  move  to  in^^rt. 
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Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  It  will  become  in  order  after 
the  Senate  amendment  shall  have  been  perfected. 

Mr.  SMOt)T     Certainly.  ,        ♦  v«<,  k^„ 

Mr  SIMMONS.  The  Senate  committee  amendment  has  been 
perfected ;  there  is  no  proposition  to  change  the  Senate  commit- 
tee amendment  in  any  pa/ticuiar  whatever. 

Mr.   SMOOT.    We  have  not  voted  upon  it,  and  all  1  want 

is  to  vote  on  it.  ^  i.  ^         . 

Mr  SIMMONS.  As  I  understand,  a  vote  has  been  asked  upon 
the  amendment  as  it  appears  without  any  change  in  it;  it  is 
already  perfected. 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  After  that  amendment  shall 
have  been  adopted,  it  will  be  in  order  to  move  to  strike  out. 
Mr.  SMOOT. .  Certainly ;  and  I  agree  to  that. 
Mr  SIMMONS.  What  I  have  suggested  is  exactly  In  line 
with  the  procedure  which  we  adopted  in  connection  with  the 
amendment  the  other  day  with  regard  to  the  flexible-tariff  pro- 
vision. 

Mr  SMOOT.  The  flexlbie-tartff  provision  was  completely 
agreed  to  as  proposed  to  be  amended  before  the  amendment  in 
the  nature  of  a  substitute  was  voted  on. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  There  had  never  been  any  vote  upon  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Finance  Committee  as  to  the  flexible- 
tariff  provision  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  was  all  done  by  unanimous  consent. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.  There  were  a  great  many  amendments  of- 
fered by  the  Finance  Committee  to  the  flexible-tariff  provision 
as  it  appeared  in  the  House  text.  My  amendment  was  to  strike 
out  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  flexible  tariff  and  insert  the 
amendment  which  was  ultimately  adopted.  Here  tiie  motion  is 
to  strike  out  all  of  the  Senate  c-onimittee  amendments  and  to 
insert  in  place  of  the  Senate  committee  amendments  something 
ehse.  the  present  law.  I  am  merely  asking  for  a  ruling  by  the 
Chair  upon  that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  In  the  case  of  the  action  on 
the  flexible-tariff  provision,  the  motion  was  to  strike  out  all  the 
provision  as  recommended  by  the  Senate  committee,  so  that  the 
insertion  of  the  substitute  was  in  order.  The  prc^josal  in  this 
instance,  however,  is  not  to  strike  out  all  of  the  paragraph  but 
only  to  strike  out  the  Senate  committee  amendment  to  it  and  to 
insert  a  substitute,  including  in  part  what  is  in  the  paragrai^. 
The  Chair  holds  that  is  clearly  not  in  order. 

Mr,  SIMMONS.  I  am  trying  to  get  some  information  from 
the  Chair.  Suppose  the  amendment  provided  for  striking  out  the 
whole  of  paragraph  (d)  and  inserting  in  lieu  Uiereof  the  pres- 
ent law :  would  not  that  be  in  order? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  would  be  in  order. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  Before  the  committee  amendment  is  acted  upon, 
it  would  not  be  in  order,  for  the  committee  amendments  are 
first  to  be  acted  upon  under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  agreement  was  that  the 
cumniittee  amendment  should  thrst  be  acted  upon. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  was  suggesting  that  if  an  amendment  were 
now  presented  to  strike  out  the  whole  of  paragraph  (d)  what 
would  the  situation  then  be?  ,^      .  u    . 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  would  not  be  in  order 
under  the  ananlmous-consent  agreement,  which  provided  that 
Senate  committee  amendments  should  flrst  be  considered. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  suggest  to  Sen- 
ators—It l»  probably  of  very  little  Importance  ao  that  some 
procedure  Is  agreed  upon,  whether  it  is  done  now  or  done  later— 
that  It  seems  to  me  that  ander  tbe  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment tbe  Senator  would  have  to  wait  until  tbe  committee 
Amendments  have  been  dhiposed  of  before  be  would  have  a  right 
to  offer  his  amendment.  He  will  accomplish  the  same  thing  as 
though  it  were  done  now;  it  would  not  make  any  difference 
except  a  difference  in  the  procedure. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  understand  tliat,  and  that  was  all  I  was 
trying  to  do.  I  was  trying  to  dispose  of  this  question  by  one 
vote  Instead  of  by  three  votes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  we  will  not  press  this 
amendment  to  the  substitute  now.  but  immediately  after  we 
have  voted  on  the  committee  amendment,  then  may  we  not,  by 
unanimous  consent,  be  permitted  to  offer  an  amendment  to  thU 
particular  paragraph  while  it  is  fresh  in  our  minds? 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  That  would  be  all  right. 
Mr  SMOOT.  I  do  not  want  to  consent  to  that  now.  I  want 
a  vote  on  the  pending  question  first  Th«i,  the  Senator  can 
make  his  suggestion. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Why  should  we  not  do  as  I  have  sug- 
gested? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  not  speaking  for  myself;  there  are  other 
Senators  who  may  have  a  different  idea.  I  know  there  is  at 
least  one  Senator  who  desires  to  speak  upon  this  question. 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.  Let  me  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Utah 
that  he  ought  not  to  invoke  the  nnanimous-conswit  rule  in  one 
respect  and  disregard  it  In  another  respect 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  not  done  that 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  think  the  Senator  has. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Chair  does  not  tliink  so;  and  I  do  not 
think  so.  ^       ^. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Chair  said  a  little  while  ago  that  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  not  only  contained  a  provision 
that  we  should  first  vote  upon  the  amendments  offered  by  the 
committee,  but  that  we  should  vote  upon  all  other  amendments 
that  might  be  offered  to  the  administrative  features  of  this  bill 
before  we  proceeded  to  consideration  of  the  rate  .schedules. 
Now,  it  seems  to  me  to  invoke  the  unanimous-consent  rule  with 
reference  to  committee  amendments  and  disregard  the  unani- 
mous-consent agreement  with  reference  to  voting  upon  the  text 
of  the  House  bill  Is  rather  unfair. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  be  unfair. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  know  the  Senator  does  not  want  to  do 
anything  that  is  unfair.  Besides,  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah  tliat  while  this  matter  is  fresh  in  our  mindsh-it  has  been 
discussed  now  for  some  litUe  time  and  Senators  have  come  to 
understand  it— would  it  not  be  better  to  finish  up  this  para- 
graph before  we  leave  it?  .    ^  »  , 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Certainly;  tiiat  is  what  I  want;  but  I  know 
of  at  least  one  Senator  who  wants  to  speak  upon  this  amend- 
ment. I  yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Mississipirf.  but  I  am 
golug  to  call  for  a  quorum  just  as  soon  as  we  can  dispose  of 
thhs  controversy.  ,  .^     c       .. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  to  the  Senator 
that  we  on  tlds  side  do  not  want  to  press  a  vote  immediately. 
I  think  tliere  are  one  or  two  Senators  over  here  who  desire  to 
speak,  6ut  there  ought  not  to  be  objection  made  to  unanimous 
consent  now,  that  after  the  Senate  committee  amendments  shall 
be  voted  upon  then  it  shall  be  in  order  to  offer  an  individual 
amendment  to  this  particular  paragraph. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     And  consider  it  right  now? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  First,  I  should  like  to  have  a  vote  upon  the 
amendments  of  the  committee.  We  could  have  done  that  in 
less  time  than  lias  been  consumed  in  the  discussion  in  regard  to 

the  procedure.  .    .      „       .^         „«. 

Mr  HARRISON.  Then  I  misunderstood  the  Senator.  The 
Senator  then  has  no  objection  after  this  matter  shall  have  been 
dhsposed  of  to  the  unanimous-consent  request  which  I  have 
suggested? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  not  going  to  tmke  any  advantage,  and 
would  not  do  so  even  if  I  Imd  tbe  power. 

Mr,  HARRISON.    The  Senator  does  not  take  any  advantage. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Praaident,  I  saggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum.  ^  . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tbe  abaence  of  a  qnoram  being 
suggeated,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  legUlatlve  clerk  called  tbe  roU,  and  the  following  Senators 

ansM-ered  to  their  names: 

Fletdirr  «a| 

rrasisr  LaTollette 

dMras  MelMlar 

OiUett  McMsster 

Utona  Meteai! 

8  off  MosM 

rseae  Morris 

HarrU  Oddla 

UarrisoB  Overman 

HastiDfi  Pstterson 

Hatfield  ^IPP* 

Hawes  Pta* 

Harden  l!*""??, 

Beflla  Banadeli 

HoweU  1^  ^  . 

Johnson  Robinson,  Ark. 

Jones  Bobinson,  Ind. 

Kean  Backet t 

Kendrick  BchaJl 

_  Keyes  Sheppard 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Bighty-aeven  Senators  having 
answer.^  to  their  names,  a  quorum  Is  present. 

Mr  REED.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  we  are  considw- 
ing  is  that  on  page  342.  The  amendment  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee is  a  mere  change  in  phraseology.  I  tliink  it  hnproves  the 
language,  but  it  does  not  in  anyway  change  the  sense  of  tbe 
matter  which  is  stricken  out. 

The  language  stricken  out  had  to  do  vrith  tl»e  estimated  value 
which  was  to  be  arrived  at  by  the  appraiser  in  case  the  Imported 
merctiandlse  was  not  actively  sold  in  the  United  Statea.  The 
House  language  provided  that  that  estimated  valoe  should  be 
made  up — 


Allaa 

Ashant 

Barkley 

BiachaB 

Blsck 

BUlna 

Bless* 

Borah 

BrattoB 

Brock 

Brookbart 

Broussard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Conoally 

Copeland 

Cousens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Dill 

Edge 

Fees 


gimaieDS 

9eiUh 

BoMOt 

■tack 

Stelwer 

Btepheas 

Mwaasoa 

Ttienas,  Idabe 

TbonuM,  Okla. 

Townaead 

Tramneli 

?rdlDg8 
aadenbarg 
Wacnar 
Walcott 
Walsb,  Mass. 
Walab,  Moat. 
Warren 
Watemaa 
Watson 
Wbeeicr 


^ 
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lUTlof  rfgmrd  for  dUferenecs  hi  QQailty  and  other  dlffereneet,  based  on 
tile  price  at  which  merchaadlw,  -whether  domestic  or  imported,  com- 
parable in  ronstmctlon  or  oM  to  the  imported  merebandlw,  la  so 
offered  for  sale. 

That  is  what  the  House  said.  We  have  changed  that,  in  the 
desire  to  make  the  language  dearer,  in  the  same  thought,  to 
these  words  : 

haaed  on  the  price  at  which  merchandise,  whether  imported  or  domestic, 
comparable  in  conatmctlon  or  use  with  the  Imported  merchandise.  Is 
■o  offered  for  sale,  with  soch  sdjnstments  as  may  be  necessary  owing 
to  dUTerencea  in  sise.  material,  constractioa,  texture,  and  other  differ- 
ences. 

The  Senate  will  obserre  that  the  only  change  there  is  the 
change  in  these  words : 
harlng  retard  for  diflerenees  la  quality  and  other  differences. 

The  Finance  Committee  says,  instead  o^  that: 

with  sncli  adjustaenta  aa  may  be  necessary  owins  to  differences  In  else, 
material,  constmetloa,  texture,  and  other  differences. 

It  means  exactly  the  same  thing,  but  is  a  little  more  explicit. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  was  not  complaining  so  much  about  the  trans- 
positions and  changes  made  by  the  S^iate  Finance  Committee 
in  the  House  amendment.  What  I  was  arguing  in  behalf  of 
was  to  return  to  the  Fordney-McOumber  law  in  its  definition  of 
TTnited  States  ralue.  I  was  contending  that  both  the  House  text 
and  the  Finance  Committee  text  completely  change  tlie  founda- 
tion or  basis  of  valuation  from  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  REXD.  I  quite  understand  tliat.  The  Senator  really 
was  arguing  the  amendment  which  he  has  offered , 

Mr.  KING.    Tes. 

Mr.  REED.    And  which,  in  due  time,  will  come  upi 

Mr.  KING.    As  a  b-ubstitute  for  the  committee  amendment 

Mr.  REED.  The  point  I  want  to  make  Is  tliat  it  l8  almost 
the  difference  betw««i  tweedledum  and  tweedledee  whether 
this  particular  amendment  now  before  xis  shall  be  adcqrted.  We 
think  it  b  a  little  more  lucid  In  its  expression  of  the  differences 
tbst  are  to  be  tak«i  into  account.  The  House  language  spoke 
of  "differences  lo  quality  and  other  dlfFeraMes."  We  have 
expanded  that  to  say,  "differences  in  size,  material,  construc- 
tion, texture,  and  other  differences  * ;  and  that  la  the  on^ 
difference.  We  have  simply  been  a  little  more  expttdt  in  the 
expresalon  of  the  same  thought ;  and  I  think  we  can  all  readily 
see  that  a  rote  on  this  amendment  now  wotild  not  be  dedslTe 
•f  anything.  That  is  why  I  am  hoping  that  the  amcBdment 
may  be  adopted  by  a  riva  Toee  TOte  and  the  real  teat  poatponed 
antll  we  are  conalderlag  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Bnoator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Kua],  wbkh  will  ralae  the  questlaa  that  laaily 
divides  us. 

Mr.  LA  FOfiLBTTE  and  Mr.  KINO  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Doea  the  Senator  from  P«nD- 
aylvania  yield ;  and  if  ao,  to  whom? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  WIseonain. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLFITE.  I  merely  wish  to  make  an  inquiry  aa  a 
matter  of  information.  I  bad  understood  that  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  Kmo]  had  offered  an  amendment  as  a  sob- 
stitute  for  the  committee  amendment,  to  strllce  out  and  inaert. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  REED.  He  did ;  but  I  made  the  point  of  order  to  tiiat 
that  it  was  more  than  a  substitute  for  the  committee  amend- 
ment and  would  require  the  striking  ont  of  the  whole  section 
in  the  Houae  bill,  and  I  believe  the  Vice  Pr^ld^it  ruled  that 
that  pt^t  of  order  was  well  taken,  and  the  amendmoit  would 
have  to  come  iq>  later. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  again? 

Mr.  REHD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  May  I  say  to  miy  friend  from  Wisconsin  and  to 
other  Senators  who  may  be  interested  in  the  matter  that  my 
amendment  really  seeks  to  perpetuate  the  existing  law  and  at- 
tadcs  the  iwovision  of  the  Houae  aa  well  as  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senate  committee,  although  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  ttom  Pennaylvania  that  the  difference  between  the 
House  pronrision  and  the  Senate  amendment  is  the  differenoe 
between  tweedledum  and  tweedledee;  and  I  am  incUned  to 
think  that  the  Senate  text  la  a  slight  improvement  In  the 
language.  But  may  I  ask  the  Senator,  who  is  always  frank, 
whether  he  will  coBsent  to  sudi  an  amendment  as  this : 

On  page  342,  line  2S,  in  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by 
tte  coBuntttee  aaMDdment  strike  out  the  words  "merdian- 
dlm.  whether  haportad  or  doaaeedc,"  and  Inaert  in  Ueu  thereof 
**  imported  merchandise";  so  that  the  basis  of  comparison,  if 
the  United  States  value  shall  be  inv(Aed  for  the  purpose  of 
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lay  ng  duties,  will  be  imported  merchandise  offered  in  the  do- 
me tic  market  rather  than  a  resort  to  the  Amexican-pnxluced 
art  cle  and  the  American  selling  price.  The  Senator  must  know 
tha ;  if  we  give  the  alternative,  they  will  resort,  with  the  pres- 
eta  9  which  will  be  brought  to  bear — and  I  do  not  say  that  by 
wa  r  of  criticism — to  the  American  selling  price ;  and  this  amend- 
ment will  really  mean  the  adoptimi  of  the  American  selling  price 

the  basis  for  the  computation  of  duties,  that  great  de- 
sideratum for  which  our  friends  the  bigt  protectionists — and 
Ida  not  say  this  offensively — have  been  seeking  for  many,  many 
y«rs. 

]Ir.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  goes  to  the  very 
ess?nce  of  the  question  which  we  are  going  to  debate  when  wo 
get  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  and  for  that 
TQi  son  I  do  not  tliink  we  ought  to  adopt  it. 

]  <et  me  illustrate  why  this  phrase  was  put  in  here.  Probably 
it  will  not  apply  to  one  Importation  in  ten  thousand ;  but  every 
now  and  then  there  comes  to  our  ports  for  the  first  time  an 
armcle  which  has  no  foreign  value,  which  has  no  export  value, 
wb  Ich  has  no  value  in  American  markets,  because  it  is  coming 
hei  e  for  the  first  time. 

i.s  an  illustration  of  that,  as  the  Senator  knows,  we  have 
th<  typewriter  business  of  the  world  as  an  American  monopoly, 
noi  because  of  patents,  not  because  of  any  restrictive  agfree- 
me  nts,  but  simply  tiecause  American  typewriters  are  so  much 
better  than  any  typewriters  made  anywhere  else  in  the  worid 
thi  t  there  has  come  about  a  natural  monopoly  to  the  American 
manufacturers.  Not  long  ago  the  Germans,  realizing  that  they 
cot  Id  not  compete  with  our  entire  typewriters,  began  to  make 
th«  metal  spools  for  typewriter  ribbons.  They  had  no  value 
abi  oad.  There  was  not  any  foreign  value.  They  were  not  sold 
on  the  markets  of  Germany.  They  had  no  export  value.  They 
we  -e  not  freely  offered  for  sale  In  Germany  at  that  time. 

'  "he  first  consignment  of  those  that  came  to  America  could 
noi  have  been  taxed  at  all  under  the  tariff  law,  because  no  im- 
poi  ted  article  of  that  sort  had  ever  been  offered  on  the  American 
markets  before,  and  the  market  value  of  the  imported  article 
cot  Id  not  be  ascertained,  because  it  had  never  yet  reached  our 
ma  rket.  That  was  true  only  of  the  first  importation ;  and  that 
is  '  vbere  this  section  would  come  in. 

Inder  this,  those  typewriter  ribbon  spools — little  metallic 
art  elea  about  the  siae  of  a  silver  dollar — would  be  aB8eg«>d  at 
an  estimated  value  based  on  the  American  selling  price  of  the 
Aid  trican-made  typewriter  spools,  with  a  deduction  from  that  of 
the  duty,  the  transportation  cost,  the  insurance,  the  handling 
chi^ee,  the  importer's  profit,  and  8  per  cent  allowance  for  gen- 
exiienses.    All  those  things  would  be  deducted  from  the 

rictm  selling  price  of  the  first  shipment  of  German  type- 

T  spofds.    But  there  it  would  end,  because  when  the  next 

t  came,  the  assessed  value  would  be  the  value  at  which 

first  shipment  had  sold  in  the  American  market.    This  is 
necessary,  then,  to  meet  such  emergency  cases  as  that. 

r.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  an  inter* 
on? 
REED.    Oladly. 

r.  KING.  The  Senator  said— and  I  think  he  did  not  com- 
plete the  thought,  at  least,  he  did  not  go  quite  as  far  as  he 
lnt<  nded  to  go  later — that  there  would  be  no  way  of  ascertain- 
ing the  value  for  the  purpose  of  imposing  tariff  duties  on  the 
spo  )l8  to  which  he  just  referred.  The  cost  of  the  purchase  under 
the  present  law  Is  available. 

B  r.  REED.  Oh,  yes ;  we  wonld  have  the  cost.  But  see  to 
wh  t  trouble  it  puts  us.  The  duty  can  not  be  finally  assessed 
un<  er  the  1922  law  against  that  first  shipment  of  typewriter 
rib  >on  spools  of  which  we  are  speaking  without  going  to  the 
fou  rth  alternative,  which  is  the  cost  of  production  of  the  German 
manufacturer.  Think  what  that  means,  with  a  consignment  of 
tw(  or  three  cases  of  steel  typewriter  ribbon  spools,  worth, 
per  laps,  in  all,  a  couple  of  hundred  dollars.  It  means  we  shall 
haxe  to  send  Treasury  agents  to  that  German  manufacturer's 
establishment  to  make  an  analysis  from  his  books  of  his  pro- 
duc  tion  costs  of  that  one  article.  He  is  probably  in  the  business 
of  making  all  kinds  of  things  out  of  sheet  metal ;  every  variety 
of  'stamping."  as  it  Is  called  in  the  metal  industry,  would  be 
con  ling  out  of  his  factory,  and  it  would  take  six  men  and  a  boy 
to  tnd  out  what  the  cost  of  that  particular  three  cases  of  type- 

er  ril>bon  spools  was,  and  even  then  nobody  would  be  very 
of  It, 

r.  EDGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

r.  REED.     I  yield. 

r.  EDGE.  I  am  wondering  whether  the  Senator  has  any 
falily  complete  reports  of  the  Treasury  Department  as  to  the 
nee  issity  of  this  fifth  alternative ;  in  other  words,  as  to  articles 
otming  in  now  tliat  do  not  come  under  any  of  the  present  defi- 
nir  ons.  thus  making  it  necessary  to  provide  this  new  one?  Has 
the  Senator  any  information  from  the  Treasury  Department  that 
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would  be  helpful  to  the  Senate  in  really  showing  the  necessity, 
in  order  properly  to  appraise  imported  arUdes,  of  having  this 
additional  check? 

Mr.  IlIOED.  I  have  nothiuK  from  them  except  illustrations 
such  as  the  one  I  have  tried  to  give.  Here  is  another  one. 
Articles  sometimes  are  invented  here,  in  fact,  rather  often, 
which  have  a  style  value  in  America,  and  are  utterly  worthless 
anywhere  else.  I  am  thinking  at  the  moment  of  those  extra- 
ordinarily unbecoming  caps  which  people  wore  so  often  a  few 
years  ago,  which  had  no  tops  on  them,  but  just  a  couple  of 
cross  ribbons  which  held  a  vLsor  over  the  eyes.  There  ought 
to  have  been  an  embargo  on  them  because  of  their  ugliness; 
but  they  were  used  only  in  America.  Obvioasly,  they  could  be 
much  more  cheaply  made  in  European  countries  like  Czecho- 
slovakia, Italy,  and  Germany. 

The  first  consignment  of  those  things  comes.  How,  under 
the  192-_'  law,  are  we  to  assess  the  duties  on  a  case  of  those 
things,  worth,  perhaps,  $50? 

Mr.  EDGE.     What  did  the  Treasury  decide  in  that  case? 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  remember.  I  just  recall  that  as  an 
Illustration  of  the  difficulty  likely  to  be  met  under  the  present 
law.  I  do  not  know  how  the  difficulty  in  that  case  was  resolved. 
But  if  they  had  stuck  faithfully  to  the  language  of  the  1922 
law,  In  order  to  get  the  cost  of  iM-oduction  of  those  things,  they 
would  have  had  to  go  back  to  the  country  of  origin. 

No  other  country  in  the  worid  complicates  its  tariff  admin- 
iHtrati<in  to  such  an  extent  as  that.  It  simply  is  not  business- 
like, and  that  is  wliat  led  the  Trea.sury — not  the  American  Tariff 
League,  which  came  long  afterwards  and  said  it  was  a  fine 
idea,  but  this  suggestion  came  from  the  Treasury — Is  what  led 
the  Treasury  to  provide  the  simple  expedient  of  estimating, 
from  their  knowledge  of  the  selling  price  here  of  the  American 
article,  what  value  the  imported  article  would  have  on  our 
market  when  it  got  here,  and  deducting  from  that  freight  and 
duty  and  transportation  charges,  and  all  the  rest  that  went 
into  it. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  St^^nator  permit  a  ques- 
tion V    I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  his  argument. 

Mr.  REED.  In  Just  a  moment.  It  was  that  thought  which 
led  us  to  add  a  second  amendment,  which  is  found  in  the  middle 
of  page  M3.  We  did  not  think  that  the  House  bill  made  it 
clear  enough  that  when  recourse  was  had  to  the  price  of  the 
American  article  here,  we  had  to  subtract  duty  in  order  to  get 
the  foreign  value  of  the  article  that  was  coming  In. 

Take  the  case  of  the  typewriter  ribbon  spools.  We  would 
have  to  u.se  the  American  value  of  the  American-made  article 
in  the  case  of  that  first  importation  of  those  spools,  but  obvi- 
ously the  value  abroad,  on  which  we  were  basing  the  duty, 
could  not  be  that  much,  because  in  between  the  value  abroad 
and  the  value  here  was  not  only  the  freight,  but  the  duty.  The 
House  bill  did  not  make  it  plain  that  the  duty  was  to  be  sub- 
tracted, so  we  changed  the  provision  in  the  middle  of  page  343 
to  make  It  clear  that  duty  was  to  be  subtracted  in  both  cases, 
whether  the  imported  or  domestic  article  was  used. 

That  is  the  sum  total  of  the  Finance  Committee's  action,  and 
I  ho|xj  the  Senate  will  permit  these  amendments  to  be  adopted 
by  viva  voce  vote,  with  a  clear  understanding  that  by  so  doing 
it  does  not  in  any  way  commit  itself  on  the  big  question  raised 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino].  Let  this  go  in 
merely  to  perfect  the  House  scheme,  and  then  we  come  to  the 
great  question  whether  the  House  scheme  as  perfected  shall  be 
retained,  or  whether  the  present  law  shall  be  retained. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  believe  that  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Smoot]  expressed  a  willingness  to  have  the  vote  come 
on  the  amendment  offered  by  his  colleague  [Mr.  Kino]  after 
the  pending  committee  amendment  is  voted  on. 

Mr.  REED.  Not  right  afterwards.  I  hope  we  can  complete 
the  committee  amendments  first. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  being  true,  I  do  not  see  myself,  I  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  KiNol,  why  we  should  not  take 
the  view  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  has  suggested. 

Mr.  REED.  We  will  understand  that  the  acceptance  of  these 
amendments  does  not  In  any  way  prejudice  the  Senate  or  any 
Senator  from  a  dissent  from  the  entire  scheme  set  out  in  sub- 
section (d). 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  that  that  is  just  exactly  the  proposal  I  made  when 
he  was  out  of  the  Chamber,  and  there  will  not  be  any  question 
about  it  at  all.  I  think  that  when  these  amendments  are 
adf»pfed.  then  inmiedlately  my  colleaKt»e  [Mr.  King]  can  offer 
his  substitute,  and  we  will  have  the  vote  straight  upon  the 
two  proposltiona^ 


Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania permit  an  inquiry  in  reference  to  the  remarks  he  haa 
just  submitted? 

Mr.  REED.    Gladly. 

Mr.  KING.  I  appreciate  the  Senator's  fairness  In  his  iMres- 
entation  of  the  matter,  and  his  attitude  toward  getting  a  fair 
vote  upon  the  substitute. 

The  Senator  indicated — and  I  think  some  may  have  derived 
the  wrong  idea  from  his  statement — that  there  would  be  no  way 
of  ascertaining  the  value  for  dutiable  purposes  of  the  visor  to 
which  he  referred  when  it  was  brought  into  the  United  States. 
Of  course,  tlie  appraisers  would  be  able  to  ascertain  the  value 
of  those  visors  as  they  do  of  many  other  articles,  though,  per- 
haps, it  being  a  new  article,  there  would  not  be  the  same  op- 
portunities for  comparison  of  the  values  of  similar  foreign 
articles  as  where  It  was  jne  article. 

Nevertheless  they  have  a  remarkable  and,  as  Mr.  Daujrfierty 
^id  in  his  testimony  a  few  years  ago,  an  uncanny  comprehen- 
sion or  knowledge  of  the  values  of  foreign  articles.  Those  ap- 
praisers have  .studied  for  years,  they  know  the  value  of  articles, 
the  cost  prices,  and  so  on,  not  by  intuition,  but  from  long  years 
of  experience,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  perhaps  many  of  them 
have  been  abroad,  some  have  been  representatives  of  our  Govern- 
ment in  searching  for  costs  abroad,  In  ascertaining  costs  of  pro- 
duction, and  .so  on.  So  that  there  would  be  no  insuperable  diffi- 
culty In  obtaining  a  value  for  the  purpose  of  laying  a  duty. 

Mr.  REED.  Yes;  but  those  things  were  not  sold  abroad;  no 
foreigner  would  buy  them. 

Mr.  KING.    I  grant  that. 

Mr.  REED.  And  they  were  not  generally  made  up  for  sale 
for  export,  because  that  was  the  first  shipment.  There  was  not 
any  foreign  value  or  export  value  discoverable,  and  the  im- 
ported article  had  no  market  value  in  America,  because  it  was 
the  first  importation  and  It  had  not  yet  reached  the  market. 

Mr.  KING.  May  I  .say  to  the  Senator,  then,  that  if  it  be  true, 
and  if  it  were  impossible — which  I  do  not  concede — to  ascertain 
the  foreign  value,  and  they  were  compelled  to  resort  to  the 
domestic  value,  they  would  have  the  same  Jnsuperable  obstacle 
to  meet,  because  there  was  no  production,  according  to  the  Sen- 
ator's statement.  In  the  United  States 

Mr.  HEED.  Oh,  yes;  they  were  made  in  abundance  In  the 
United  States.  The  only  reason  why  they  were  ordered  abroad 
at  that  time  was  that  the  importer  tltought  he  saw  a  chance  to 
get  them  cheaper  than  he  could  get  them  made  up  here.  That 
was  the  reason  for  it,  and  it  could  relate  to  only  the  first  ship- 
ment. However,  we  can  argue  that  when  we  get  to  the  Sen- 
ator's amendment. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  will  consent  to  a  vote  upon  the 
amendment  ^ith  this  understanding — and  I  am  sure  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  and  the  other  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  will  agree — that  In  the  event  my  substitute  shall  not 
l>e  accepted,  I  may  offer  then  an  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  to  strike  out  on  page  342,  line  23,  the  words  "  mer- 
chandise, whether  imported  or  domestic,"  aud  to  insert  in  lien 
thereof  the  words  "  imported  merchandise." 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  that  would  be  the  same  question  sub- 
stantially, and  I  l>elleve  the  Senator  ought  to  be  permitted  to 
offer  that  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is,  after  we  vote  on  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment as  a  whole? 

Mr.  KING.  As  a  whole ;  yes.  If  that  should  be  defeated— 
and  i  do  not  look  for  it  to  be  defeated — then  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  be  permitted  to  offer  the  amendment  to  which  I  iiave 
just  called  attention. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  no  objection,  and  it  will  be  so  under- 
stood. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  committee  on  page  342. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 


quorum. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 

answered  to  their  names: 

Allen 

Ashurftt 

Barkley 

Blnffbam 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Broossard 

Capper 

caraway 

Connally 


Copeland 

Greene 

Couxens 

Uale 

Cutting 

Harris 

Dale 

Harrimn 

DiU 

Hastings 
Hatfield 

Edire 

Fess 

Hawes 

Fletcher 

Hajrden 

Fraxier 

Hebert 

George 

H(>flin 

Olllett 

HoweU 

Olass 

Ji^nsoa 

Glenn 

Jones 

Goff 

Kean 

OoldsboroQck 

Kendrldk 

will  call  the  roll, 
following  Senators 


Kejres 

King 

La  Pollette 

McKeilar 

McMaster 

McNarr 

Metcall 

Moses 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddla 

Overaaa 

Patterson 

Phlpps 

Pins 


."■TT- 

f 

M 
ill 


i 
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Tbomas,  OUa. 

Townsend 

Trnmraell 

TyainK« 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

WaLsh,  Mass. 


WaUb.  Moot. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wbeder 


Senators   havlDg 


rittman  Simmona 

Uansdell  Smith 

RfH-d  Smoot 

ItoMnxoD,  Art.  Stock 

K.ibinson,  Ind.  Stefwer 

f^ackett  Stephena 

Seball  8waDson 

Sheppard  Thomas.  Idaho 

The  PRESIDING   OFFICER.     Eighty-nine 
answered  to  their  names,  a  qaortun  Is  present. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRE.^IDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  In  the  pending  provision  there  is  a  change 
in  the  Hou.se  recommendation.  We  on  thi.s  side  of  the  Chamber 
are  not  interested  particularly  in  that  division  because  the  dif- 
ference is  not  very  great.  If  we  should  acc^t  pro  forma  the 
S««nat.?  committee  amendment,  would  that  in  any  way  preclude 
Ufl  from  offeriog  a  motion  to  strike  out  and  insert  the  language 
of  the  present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  has  already  been  agreed  that  Senatcn^  shall 
hayv  that  privilege  immediately  after  the  vote  Is  taken  on  the 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  no;  not  at  all.  The  Junior  Senator  from 
Utah  huM  offered  an  amendment  to  strike  out  the  whole  of  sub- 
section (d)  of  the  House  text  and  sutwtltute  the  present  subsec- 
tion of  the  1922  act.  It  was  agreed  that  when  the  committee 
amendments  are  disposed  of  and  individual  amendments  are  In 
order  be  will  then  offer  that  amendment  and  that  the  vote  now 
will  not  in  any  way  preclude  the  Senate  or  any  Senator  from 
supporting  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Jonior  Senator  from 
Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  exactly  what  I  said, 

Mr.  HARRIS^)N.    That  agreement  has  been  entered  Into. 

Mr.  NORRI8.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Imiairy. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER    The  Senator  will  state  it 

Mr.  NORRI8.  Is  not  that  a  mutter  of  right  that  every  Sen- 
ator has  and  as  to  which  we  do  not  need  an  agreement? 

Mr.  REED.  Of  coarse  it  is;  but  the  only  reason  why  It  was 
stated  was  thut  we  wanted  to  get  through  with  these  trivial 
perfecting  amendments  and  we  wanted  every  Senator  to  under- 
stand thnt  by  permitting  them  to  go  through  he  was  In  no  way 
precluding  himself  from  objecting  to  the  House  language  as  the 
committee  perfected  It. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  pending  amendment,  as  I  understand  the 
parliamentary  situation,  is  to  strike  out  a  part  of  paragraph  (d) 
and  to  Insert  other  language  in  lieu  of  that  stricken  out 

Mr.  REED.    That  Is  right 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Whether  that  amendmrat  is  agreed  to  or 
whether  it  is  defeated,  it  will  be  In  order  under  the  parila- 
mentary  situation,  when  Senators  have  a  right  to  off^  Indi- 
vidual amendments,  to  move  to  strike  out,  for  instance,  any 
particular  pert  of  paragrai^  (d),  including  the  language  we 
are  now  about  to  put  In  if  we  adopt  the  pending  amendment? 

Mr.  REED.     Clearly  that  is  sa 

Mr.  NORRIS.     There  can  not  be  any  question  about  It 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  can  not  be  any  question 
about  it  sfter  the  unanimous-consent  agreement  Is  carried  oat 
The  questkon  is  on  the  amendment  on  page  342. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  I  aK>rehend  It  is  a 
matter  of  no  very  great  consequence,  but  I  have  been  endeavor- 
ing to  satisfy  myself  about  what  difference  there  is,  if  there  is 
any  difference,  between  the  House  language  and  the  language 
proposed  by  the  ccmimlttee.  I  suppose  probably  It  has  been  ex- 
plained while  I  was  absent  fr<Mn  the  Chamber.  I  have  been 
studying  them  myself  and  I  can  not  detect  the  slightest  dUference 
between  the  two. 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President  may  I  explain  to  the  Senator? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  1  shall  be  very  glad  to  bear  tbe 
Senator. 

Mr.  REED.  Tbe  only  difference  la  that  the  Boose  language 
requires  tbe  appraiser  to  take  Into  account  "  differences  In 
quality  and  other  differences."  We  tboagbt  that  waa  not  solB- 
ciently  fxpiictt  bnt  that  he  oogbt  to  be  required  to  take  into 
acrooBt  "differences  In  slse.  In  texture.  In  constmctlon,  and 
other  differences,"  making  it  plain  that  the  qtiaUty  of  tbe 
arthle  which  might  be  of  tbe  blcbest  class  In  both  caaea  was 
not  tile  only  factor  that  had  to  be  taken  Into  account.  Tbe  dif- 
ference Is  almost  negligible ;  it  Is  almost  imperceptlMe. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  House  language  admonishes 
htkn  to  take  Into  consideration  "  other  differences."  The  House 
language  provides  that  he  shall  take  into  coaiAderati<m  "  differ- 
ence in  quality  and  other  differences,"  while  the  Senate  com- 
mittee proposes  that  he  shall  take  into  consideration  "differ- 
ences in  stee,  material,  coostmction,  textura,  and  other  differ- 
ences." 

Mr.  REED.  And  we  tiiink  we  have  worded  it  more  gxam- 
matieally.  Tbe  difference  is  between  tweedledee  and  tweedle- 
dmn. 
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Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  think  it  is  understood  that  we 
iMlU  take  a  vote  now  on  the  perfecting  am<'ndment  with  the 
further  understanding  that  as  soon  as  the  perfecting  amend- 
n:  ents  have  been  acted  upon  then  I  shall  have  an  opportunity  to 
offer  my  substitute. 

Mr.  REED.     When  the  committee  amendments  to  titles  3  and 

4  have  been  acted  on.  I  do  not  understand  that  we  are  going 
iiimediately  to  consider  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah  before  we  have  completed  the  list  of  committee  amend- 
ments. We  have  a  utianimuus-consent  agreement  to  the  con- 
trary. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  8«iator  is  correct  except  that  I  have  a.sked 
ui  lanimous  consent  that  it  may  be  done  in  this  case  the  same  as 
it  was  done  in  the  case  of  section  336,  at  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Uabrison].  I  thought  it  was 
necessary  In  order  to  clean  up  this  question  now  so  we  may  then 
gd  on  with  the  other  questions. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  see  that  it  makes  any  great  difference. 
I  am  willing  to  do  whatever  the  Senator  from  Utah  suggest.'^. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  asked  unanimous  consent  to  do  that  and  it 
WHS  granted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
U  the  amendment  on  page  342.  which  has  been  stated. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  wlU  state  the  next 
ai  nendmcnt 

Tbe  Chief  Ci.cax.  The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on 
F  nance  is  on  page  343,  line  9,  where  the  committee  proposes  to 
strike  out  the  words  "  in  the  case  of  lmporte<l  m»'rchandiM»,"  ho 
tie  sentence  will  read  "  profits  not  to  excee<l  H  per  cent  and  gen- 
eral expenses  not  to  exceed  8  per  cent  on  purchased  goods,  and 
fcrduty."  • 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  will  be 
slated. 

Tbe  CHIX7  CuxK.  On  page  343,  line  10,  after  the  word 
"  inty,"  tbe  committee  proposes  to  inxert  the  following : 

Id  any  css«  In  which  the  price  of  comparable  domestic  merchandise 
Is  used  as  ■  basis,  such  allowances  shall  be  based  npon  tb«  costs,  ex- 
p<n8es,  commlSBton  (or  profits  and  general  expenses),  and  duty  In  re- 
sj  ect  of  the  Imported  merchandise. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  I  offer  the  following  as  a  8ub> 
stitute  for  subdivision  (d)  of  section  402. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  report  the  prO" 
p<>sed  amendment 

Tbe  CHin*  Clibk.  On  page  342,  beginning  with  line  10,  strike 
Of  it  all  of  subdivision  (d),  relating  to  United  States  value,  and 
ii;  Bert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

(d)  United  States  value :  The  United  States  value  of  lmporte<)  mer- 
cl  andiae  shaD  be  the  price  at  which  snch  or  similar  imported  merchan- 
dSK  Is  freely  offered  for  sale,  packed  ready  for  delivery,  in  the  prin- 
cipal market  of  the  United  States  to  all  parchasers.  at  thr  time  of 
eiportatlon  of  the  Imported  merchandise,  in  the  usual  wholesale  quan- 
ti  lea  and  hi  the  ordinary  course  of  trade,  with  allowance  mndc  for 
di  ty,  cost  of  transportation  and  insarance,  and  other  necessary  expeniies 
fr»m  the  frinee  of  shipment  to  the  place  of  dt-lirery,  a  commisRton  not 
el  Feeding  6  per  cent,  if  any  has  been  paid  or  contracted  to  be  paid  on 
gvods  secured  otherwise  than  by  purchase,  or  pruflts  not  to  exceed  8  per 
omt  and  a  reasonable  allowance  for  general  expenses,  not  to  exceed  8 
p«r  cent  on  porcbaaed  goods. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  perhaps  it  will  serve  to  clear  up 
a  little  of  the  obscurity  in  which  it  is  all  shrouded  If  I  should 
n  ake  a  brief  statement  as  to  tbe  reasons  which  le<l  tbe  House 
a  id  tbe  Finance  Committee  to  adopt  the  new  provlHlons  which 
a  e  found  in  tbe  bill  If  those  Senators  who  were  here  when  I 
Uist  spoke  will  bear  with  me  I  would  like  to  give  the  illuMtra- 
ti  vn  of  the  typewriter  spool.  Some  Senators  now  hiere  were  not 
fi  miliar  with  It. 

Tbe  act  of  1922  and  tbe  present  bill  before  us  both  provide 
T(  >ry  distinctly  that  if  it  is  pos^dble  to  get  it  we  shall  use  as  the 
buda  for  assessment  of  duty  either  the  foreign  value  or  tbe 
ei  HMrt  value,  whichever  is  higher.  Tbe  foreign  value,  to  pat 
it  in  a  nntshell,  is  tbe  general  wholesale  price  of  the  imported 
article  in  the  country  from  whith  it  comes.  The  export  value  is 
tlie  general  wholesale  price  at  which  such  articles  are  offered 
f<  r  exportation  in  that  cotmtry  of  origin. 

Those  are  the  two  bases  of  value  which  the  act  provides 
saall  be  taken  if  possible  to  get  them,  and  we  use  whichever 
one  of  the  two  is  higher.  About  90  per  cent,  I  should  say  as 
a  rough  estimate,  of  all  the  exports  that  come  to  the  United 

5  ates  and  are  subject  to  ad  valorem  duties  are  valued  under 
tl  at  method ;  that  Is  to  say,  usually  the  invoice  price  is  taken 
a  I  evidence  of  the  value  of  the  article  bought 


n 


1 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


4293 


^w 


In  some  cases,  as"  where  an  article  is  specially  made  up  for 
an  American  imp<.rter.  where  the  article  Is  not  uKe<l  abroad  at 
all  and  is  not  sold  abrojJd  and  is  not  generally  offered  abroad 
for  expi»rt,  it  is  impossible  to  get  either  a  foreign  value  or  an 
export  value.  The  appraiser,  if  the  law  stated  either,  would  be 
up  against  a  blank  wall.  He  would  not  know  how  to  ivut  a 
value  on  the  merchandi*^  from  which  he  could  calculate  the 
ad  vMlorem  duty.  So  the  law  has  to  go  further  and  the  1922 
act  did  go  nirther.  It  providetl  that  if  we  could  not  get  the 
foreign  value  ami  if  we  could  not  get  the  export  value  and  If 
the  article  is  not  offere«l  at  wholesale  in  that  foreign  country 
at  aU,  then  we  may  take  what  is  known  as  the  Lniteil  States 

That  is  the  kind  of  reconstructed  foreign  value  which  is 
deduced  from  the  price  of  the  imported  article  here  in  the 
United  States.  We  take  the  value  of  the  imported  glove,  we 
will  sav.  In  the  wholesale  market  in  the  United  States,  and  from 
that  w'e  subtract  an  arbitrary  8  per  cent  for  the  importers 
profit ;  another  8  per  cent  for  the  importer's  overhead ;  then  we 
subtract  the  duty;  then  we  subtract  the  insurance;  then  we 
subtract  the  transportation  charges;  and  from  that  «»  the 
Senate  will  see.  we  deduce,  in  a  rough  way.  the  value  of  the 
article  at  the  place  of  export.  That  is  all  right  as  a  third 
alternative:  but  there  are  some  cases  where  the  Importation 
corner  to  tlie  United  States  for  tbe  very  first  time,  and  It  U 
impos»ilble  to  Ami  any  market  value  in  America  for  such  im- 
l)orted  article.  becuuHc  It  never  before  lias  been  imported. 

Ah  an  illustration  «»f  the  dll«  ninia,  I  t<K)k  the  case  of  tbe 
metal  simuiIm  which  are  made  in  Germany  for  use  on  American 
tyi>ewriter«.  Such  an  Importation  presents  no  dlfBculties  at 
the  prei«ent  time  because  such  spools  have  been  made  and  sold 
here  in  America ;  we  know  what  their  value  is,  and  the  rule  in 
the  law  of  11»22  Is  |>erfectly  sufficient ;  but  when  the  first  Impor- 
tation of  those  metal  npools  came  there  was  not  any  market 
value  in  America  of  the  imported  article,  because  there  never 
before  had  been  an  imported  article  of  tliat  sort.  It  had  not 
any  foreign  value,  because  such  things  were  not  sold  in  Ger- 
many ;  there  were  no  purchasers  for  them.  The  article  had  no 
export  value  because  that  was  the  first  shipment  ♦hat  had  been 
made  up  on  an  order  from  an  American  importer.  So  there 
again  the  appraiser  was  up  against  a  blank  wall. 

That  situation  will  arise  but  once  In  the  case  of  any  com- 
mmlity :  it  will  not  arise  in  the  case  of  any  commodity  that 
has  been  previously  imported  here.  It  can  only  arise  with  a 
brand  new  article,  never  before  imported,  which  is  not  generally 
sold  in  the  country  of  origin. 

In  other  words,  it  will  not  arise  once  in  ten  thousand  times. 
It  is  only  to  take  care  of  such  exceptional  cases  that  the  Treas- 
ur>'  Department  asked  the  House  of  Representatives  to  insert 
the  second  alternative  in  paragraph  (d).  Mind  you,  the  Treas- 
ury Department,  not  tbe  American  Tariff  League,  asked  for  this. 
The  American  Tariff  League.  I  suppose,  from  the  article  read 
this  morning  from  the  Baltimore  Sun.  has  approved  the  sugges- 
tion just  as  it  has  approved  many  other  administrative  amend- 
ments •  but  the  suggestion  came  first  from  the  Treasury  De- 
partment It  was  to  take  care  of  Just  such  articles  as  were 
Involved  in  the  shipment  of  typewriter  spools.  The  law  jwo- 
vlded  in  such  a  case  that  we  might  take  the  domestic  American 
gelling  price  of  the  comparable  American  article,  from  that 
detluct  an  amount  equal  to  the  duty  which  the  imported  article 
would  pay  deduct  Importer's  profits,  transportation  charges, 
and  all  other  costs,  and,  as  a  last  resort  use  that  as  the  basis 
for  deducing  the  foreign  value  of  the  article  in  questiim. 

It  Is  not  very  important;  it  can  only  help  us  in  1  case  out 
of  Ab<.ut  10,000.  I  suppose.  Here,  however,  is  the  alternative : 
If  we  do  not  provide  some  such  method  as  that,  we  shall  have 
to  go  to  the  fourth  alternative  in  the  law  of  1922.  which  is  tbe 
cost  of  production,  and  that  would  mean  that  the  United  SUtes 
would  have  to  s|»eud,  perhaps,  a  couple  ot  thousand  dollars  In 
exnenseK  in  ascertaining  the  cost  of  production  o<  a  $50  shipment 
of  typewriter  siKwls  or  caps  without  crowns  or  some  peculiar 

article  of  that  sort.  ,».._*. 

Sometimes  oor  large  dry-goods  stores  have  made  abroad  arti- 
cles that  have  come  to  have  style  value  in  the  United  States,  and 
which  are  not  known  at  all  in  the  foreign  countries.  With  the 
first  shipment,  and  only  the  first  shipment,  of  such  articles  this 
section  would  be  of  use.  It  can  only  relate  however,  to  the 
Initial  shipment;  subsequent  shipments  would  be  controlled  by 
the  established  value  of  the  previous  shipment  Into  America. 
It  Is  a  convenience  In  administration ;  it  does  not  outline  or 
initiate  any  new  iv>licy  whatsoever.  It  does  not  commit  us  to 
the  use  of  the  much  execrated  American  valuation ;  and  I  never 
consciously  would  agree  to  tbe  use  of  American  valuation  as  a 
general  principle.  I  do  not  think  It  Is  fair  to  assess  a  tax 
Spon  an  incoming  article  based  on  the  value  of  «o"^  ?ther 
article  in  America,  if  it  Is  possible  to  reach  the  value  of  the 


taxed  foreign  article  by  any  other  method.  It  is  only  in  cases 
where  we  can  not  get  its  value  by  any  other  method  that  we 
resort  to  the  domestic  article  as  evidence  of  the  value  of  the 
article  which  is  imported. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas-sachusetts.  Mr.  President  I  think  the 
proposed  change  which  the  amendment  seeks  to  bring  about 
can  be  illustrated  very  simply.  Here  [exhibiting],  we  will  say, 
is  an  Imported  article.  Under  present  law  every  phase  of  find- 
ing the  valuation  upon  that  Imported  article  Is  based  upon  its 
foreign  selling  price  or  its  domestic  selling  price,  or.  in  excep- 
tional cases,  the  price  or  value  of  a  similar  imported  article. 
If  the  United  States  wholesale  selling  price  of  the  imported 
article  being  appraised  is  used,  under  the  United  States  value 
method  of  appraisal,  still  it  is  the  Imported  article  that  has  ita 
value  found  ;  and  that  value  is,  through  the  deductions  allowed, 
approximately  its  foreign  value  also.  Now,  it  is  pr(»posed,  by 
this  amendment,  to  al>andon  the  long-established  practice  of 
always  dealing  with  imported  articles  in  finding  the  dutiable 
value  of  imports — either  the  iwice  imported  merchandise  sells 
for  abroad,  or,  as  a  starting  point,  what  it  fcelis  for  here.  Now, 
it  is  suggested  that  we  discard  all  that  and  to  take  [exhibiting] 
another  article,  which  is  a  domestic  article  similar  in  construc- 
tion or  use,  and  find  out  its  price,  and  making  deductions  from 
it  to  use  that  value  as  the  value  of  tbe  imported  article  in  order 
to  determine  the  duty  it  shall  pay.  Is  not  that  exactly  what  we 
are  trying  to  do  here  (holding  up  tbe  two  exhlbluj? 
Mr,  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  tbe  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Yes. 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  only  in  the  Uist  resort,  if  they  can  not 
find  any  other  evidence  of  value  of  the  Imjwrted  article. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MaKsachusetts.  I  understand  that ;  bat  it  is 
the  first  step  to  get  away  from  basing  the  value  of  the  Imported 
article  upon  its  value  abroad  or  its  value  in  this  country — always 
the  supply  and  demand  value  of  Imports  and  linporU  only. 
This  amendment  seeks  to  substitute  some  other  article,  similar 
in  construction  or  use.  which  opens  the  door  wide  to  the  practice 
of  finding  the  value  of  the  foreign  article  upon  the  basis  of  what 
a  rival  domestic  article,  not  it  itself,  is  seUing  for  in  this  country. 
Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  will  tbe  Senator  permit  a  farther 
interruption? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts,    I  gladly  yield. 
Mr.  REED.    What  method  would  the  Senator  use  to  arrive  at 
a  just  result  in  such  cases  as  I  have  Illustrated? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  would  use  the  method  pro- 
vided under  existing  law.  namely,  when  the  United  States  value 
can  not  be  found,  to  resort  to  the  third  alternative  provided  in 
the  law — that  is  a  step  beyond  the  one  which  the  committee  pro- 
poses to  change — namely,  the  cost  of  production.  That  is  In  the 
preswit  law.  The  committee  is  seeking  to  inject  between  the 
second  alternative  and  third  alternative,  which  is  the  cost  of 
production,  this  departure,  and  to  use  as  a  basis  of  finding  the 
dutiable  value  of  an  Imported  article  the  cost  of  some  domestic 
article  which  is  "comparable  In  construction  or  use."  It  Is 
proposed  to  take  the  domestic  article,  value  it,  and  make  deduc- 
tions from  that  value  and  then  say  that  that  reflected  value  is 
the  value  of  the  foreign  article,  whereas  heretofore  always  we 
have  kept  before  us  the  value  of  the  for^gn  article  only,  how- 
ever that  value  was  obtained.  I  say  that  the  proposal  of  the 
committee  is  fraught  with  great  dangers  and  great  administra- 
tive difficulties  and  that  It  can  be  abased  and  lead  to  endless 
litigation. 

Mr  REED.  Mr.  President,  does  not  the  Senator  think  that  la 
preferable  to  a  method  wbi<*  might  involve  spending  an  amount 
perhaps  fifty  times  tbe  amonnt  of  tbe  duty  tbe  Government 
would  obtain  in  determining  tbe  coat  of  production  of  some 
trivial  imported  article  in  a  factory  on  tbe  other  side  of  the 

world  ^ 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  not  tblnk  so ;  I  diinfc  die 
nresent  Uw  is  sufficient  There  are  three  alternatives  under  that 
law  and  the  third  one,  which  the  Senator  objects  to  as  waato- 
fut'the  appraisers  very  seldom  are  forced  to  use.  Always  the 
anoralseTH  have  used  values  largely  estimated  for  small  parcels 
of  anomalous  Imports  such  as  the  Senator  has  stresMd.  Now, 
we  give  a  sanction  to  estimating  as  a  regular  procednre.  and. 
furthermore,  estimating  In  an  optional  way  upcm  a  whoUy  dif- 
ferent basis  than  we  have  used  in  the  past. 

Mr  REED.  The  Treasury  suggested  this  amendment  because 
it  found  the  present  law  was  not  satisfactory.  Take  an  artlde 
thnt  comes  from  China,  for  example ;  there  Is  no  man  in  America 
wise  enough  to  be  aWe  to  find  the  cost  of  production  of  an 
article  which  comes  from  the  Yangtse  River,  for  Instance.  The 
Chinese  do  not  keep  cost  accounts;  they  keep  their  fl^rw^on  a 
string  of  wires  or  beads,  and  to  be  able  to  determine  the  cost  of 
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Iirodiiotlon  of  some  article  in  a  Chinese  factory  is,  I   think, 
beyond  the  capacity  of  any  American  appraiser. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Hussachosetts.  Mr.  President,  the  amend- 
ment proposed,  of  one  of  the  two  altematlres  conunonly  used  In 
fixing  the  basis  of  dutiable  valne  of  imported  articles,  is  dan- 
gerous because  of  the  fact  that  it  establishes  a  precedent  which 
is  Iwund  oltimately  to  lead  to  an  entirely  new  system  of  Talua- 
timi,  namely,  the  American  selling  price  of  comparable  domestic 
articles,  which  system  whenever  directly  inroposed  we  have  re- 
jected and  which  everylxKly  says  they  do  not  want  but  neverthe- 
less are  trying  indirectly  to  bring  in. 

Mr.  President,  having  given  that  illustration  a  few  moments 
ago.  I  want  very  briefly  to  state  my  objections  to  this  amend- 
ment, and  I  do  not  know  of  any  better  way  of  doing  it  than  to 
describe  the  manner  in  which  imported  articles  are  appraised. 

Mr.  President  I  will  proceed  now  to  develop  my  argument,  I 
hope,  without  interruption.  The  method  prescribed  in  the  pres- 
ent Law  by  which  the  customs  appraisers  determine  the  valuation 
of  an  imported  article  is  briefly  ns  follows :  They  first  find,  if 
possible,  by  direct  evidence,  the  foreign  valne — meaning  the 
foreign  market  vultie-r-and  the  export  value — meaning  the  for- 
eign pnrctuu^e-price  value — and  use  whichever  is  the  higher  as 
the  dutiable  value  of  the  merchandise.  Something  like  90  per 
cent  of  all  importatloos  have  their  dutiable  valne  determined 
under  this  primary  provision  with  respect  to  method  of  valua- 
tion. But  whenever  the  appraiser  is  not  satisfied  with  the  rea- 
sonable accuracy  of  either  of  the  two  values  found  under  the 
primary  prorislon,  or  such  values  are  not  available  at  all.  then 
the  law  requires  him  to  proceed  by  an  alternative  method,  whicn 
is  still  the  finding  of  foreign  value,  althon^  aceomplisbed  in- 
directly by  calculation. 

This  indirectly  ascertained  for^gn  value  is  called  technically 
"  United  States  valne,"  and  is  arrived  at  under  the  present  law 
as  follows:  Section  402,  subdivision   (d),  of  the  existing  law 
provides,  in  snbsUnce,  that  the  United  States  value  of  imported 
merchandise  shall  be  initially  the  wholesale  price  at  whi(±  such 
or  similar  imported  merchandise  is  freely  offered  for  sale,  packed 
ready    for    delivery,    in    the    principal    market    of   the    United 
States,  at  the  time  of  exportation  of  the  imported  merchandise. 
But  this  is  merely  the  starting  point.    The  definition  then  pro- 
ceeds to  include  a  series  of  deductions  from  the  initial  whole- 
sale price.    The  appraiser  must  make  allowance  for  the  amount 
of  the  duty,  the  cost  of  transportation,   insurance,  and  other 
necessary  expenses  from  the  place  of  stiipment  to  the  place  of 
delivery,  together  with  a  commission  not  exceeding  6  per  cent. 
If  any  has  been  paid  on  goods  secured  otherwise  than  by  pur- 
chase, or  profits  not  to  exceed  8  per  cent  and  a  reasonable  allow- 
ance for  general  expenses  not  to  exceed  8  pw*  cent  on  purchased 
goods.     In  effect  what  the  appraiser  does  when  he  employs  the 
United  States  value  basis  is  to  work  back  to  an  approximate 
foreign  value  of  the  imported  merchandise,  starting  from  its 
first  wholesale  price  here  and  making  deduction  of  the  charges 
included  in  or  covered  by  that  price  subsequent  to  its  leaving 
the  place  of  production  abroad. 

The  present  law  further  provides  that.  In  the  event  that 
the  United  States  value  can  not  be  satisfactorily  ascertained, 
the  appraisers  shall  proceed  to  use  two  other  alternative 
methods,  namely,  valuation  by  building  up  from  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction of  the  imported  article,  or,  in  q)ecial  instances  when 
the  flexible  provisions  are  Invoked,  valuation  by  attaching  the 
American  selling  price  of  a  comparable  and  competitive  domestic 
article  to  the  importtK)  article.  As  a  matter  of  practice  both 
these  last  alternatives  are  infrequently  used.  Therefore  the 
definition  of  United  States  value  Lh  of  importance,  because  it  is 
the  definition  of  the  method  usually  employed  to  fix  dutiable 
value  whenever  the  primary  method,  namely,  "  foreign  value  " 
or  "  export  value,"  whichever  is  the  higher,  can  not  be  used. 

Mr.  President,  bef<»e  we  make  any  change  in  the  present  law 
It  seems  to  me  that  we  should  ask  ourselves,  first,  is  there  any 
necessity  for  a  change  in  the  definition  of  United  States  value 
as  it  now  stands  in  the  law,  and.  second,  if  a  change  be  desirable, 
is  the  proposal  of  change  In  the  House  provision  or  in  the  Senate 
amendment  suitable? 

As  to  the  first  Inquiry,  I  ask  Is  there  substantial  need  for  any 
change  in  the  definition  ot  United  States  value  that  has  been  the 
law  for  many  yeanT  I  know  <tf  no  reason  of  moment  that  has 
been  advanced  other  than  the  everlasting  cry  of  undervaluati<Hi. 
If  serious  undervaluatiMi  exists,  it  is  not,  in  my  judgmaat,  because 
of  defect  In  the  present  d^lnltion  at  United  States  value  or  In 
the  appUcatkm  of  that  definition  but  arises  frtsn  the  inherent 
difllcalty  of  carrying  out  the  fundamental  plan  of  valuation  in 
general,  loo|^  onployed  by  this  Oovemment,  which  is  to  take  the 
value  <rf  imported  merduindise  as  econondcally  determined  in 
the  country  (rf  origin — the  country  of  the  seat  of  manufacture 
or  production  of  the  imported  article— where  the  values  are 
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1  lore  stable  and  uniform  than  they  are  here  iu  the  country  of 
(istribution  of  imports.  That  is  the  reason  why  the  foreign 
values  of  Imported  merchandise  have  long  been  regarded  as  the 
suitable  values  to  take  for  the  levying  of  duties,  even  though 
t  ley  may  be  difiScult  to  ascertain  always  with  perfect  accuracy, 
i  ny  substantial  need  for  change  from  this  long-established  basic 
I  Ian  of  appraising  imports,  I  submit,  has  not  been  demonstrated 
either  now  in  this  debate  or  at  auy  other  time. 

But  even  if  there  were  recognized  need  of  some  change  in  the 
I  resent  definition  of  United  States  value,  there  should  be  care- 
tal  determination  of  what  that  change  should  be.  A  move  has 
already  been  made  to  secure  such  information  by  the  Senates 
adoption  of  secUon  tR''.,  providiuR  for  an  investigation  of  the 
V'hole  question  of  valuation.  Including  the  extent  and  causes  of 
undervaluation,  and  particularly  the  question  of  whether  the 
t  resent  methods  of  valuation  are  insufliclent.  and  what  changes, 
i'  any,  are  advisable,  and  In  what  most  suitable  way  they  may 
te  bronght  about  I  therefore  maintain  that  no  change  in  the 
F  resent  law  is  fitting  to  be  taken  at  the  present  time  for  the 
'•>vious  reason  that  the  investigation  provided  for  may  suggest 

itlrely  new  points  of  view. 

Aside  from  this  specific  objection  to  change  at  the  present 
me  I  want  to  point  out  some  further  objections  to  the  Uotise 
vision  and  the  Senate  committee  amendment.  Bt»th  are 
icticaOy  the  same;  the  only  difference  I  have  been  able  to 
lerve  Is  that  the  Senate  committee  amendment  rejirranges 
tie  wording.  The  change  proposed  In  the  Senate  committee 
fl  mendment,  briefiy  stated,  is  as  follows :  It  defines  the  United 
S  tates  value  of  Imported  merchandise  Initially  as  the  price  at 

V  hlch  such  or  similar  Imported  merchandise  la  freely  offered 
f  >r  sale  In  the  usual  wholesale  quantities  In  the  principal  mar- 
ket of  the  United  States  to  all  purchasers,  and  then  adds  that 
la  case  such  or  similar  Imported  raen-handise  is  not  so  offered 
f  >r  sale  In  the  United  States,  there  may  l>e  used  in  fixing  duti- 
a  )le  value  an  estimated  value  based  on  the  price  at  which  nier- 
oandlse,  whether  lmiR)rted  or  domestic,  comparable  in  con- 
s  rucflon  or  use  with  the  imported  merchandi.se  is  so  offere<l  for 
8  lie,  with  such  adjustments  as  may  be  necessary  owing  to 
d  fferences  in  slue,  material,  construction,  texture,  and  other 
d  fferences.  From  the  Initial  wholesale  price,  whether  of  an 
Uiported  or  domestic  article,  used  In  getting  this  estimated 
vilue.  the  deductions  for  transportation  cost  and  the  other 
njces-sary  expen.ses,  as  In  the  present  law,  are  still  to  l>e  made 

Now  let  us  see  Just  what  Is  the  chief  objection  to  this  new 
aid  extended  definition  of  Unlt*^  States  value.  Briefly,  it  Is 
b«  cause  it  allows,  as  an  alternative,  the  taking  of  the  price  of  a 
omparable  domestic  article,  and  using  that  price  as  the  duti- 
a  de  value  of  the  Imported  article;  and  this  in  carrying  out  a 
nethod  which  always  hitherto  has  had  to  do  solely  with  the 

VI  ilue  of  imported  articles  offered  for  sale  in  the  United  Statics. 
Let  me  illustrate.    Heretofore  Unitetl  States  value  has  been 

d  ftermlned  upon  the  value  of  the  importetl  article  In  process  of 
b  ing  appraised,  as  offered  for  sale  and  sold  In  the  United 
S  ates.  or,  in  the  ease  of  novelties,  the  value  of  a  comparable 
Inported  article.  Now  It  is  proposed,  so  far  as  the  alternative 
bo  used,  to  push  aside  the  imported  articles  and  search  for 
scmething  else  (a  domestic  product)  In  the  American  market 
w  lich  Is  "comparable  In  construction  or  use";  and  havini; 
fraud  such  domestic  commodity  and  Its  value  to  treat  that  value 
as  the  value  of  the  imported  article  and  use  It  as  the  basis  upon 
w  lich  an  ad  valorem  duty  Is  levied. 

For  example,  some  Imported  china  taWeware,  from  let  ns  say 
Jj  pan,  can  be  held  to  be  of  like  construction  and  use.  Even 
If  not  of  like  construction  the  words  "or  use"  of  the  defini- 
tion would  govern;  and  then  the  dutiable  value  attached  to 
til  B  imported  goods  and  determining  the  amount  of  duty  to  be 
ptid  might  be  taken  from  .some  expensive  chinaware  pn>du<-ed 
in  this  country  and  not  really  of  the  same  commercial  category. 
It  is  only  fair  to  point  out  that  there  are  qualifications  of  the 
terms  "compardble  In  construction  or  use,"  because  the  amend- 
m  »nt  provides  for  allowances  based  npon  "  such  adjustments  as 
miy  be  neces.sary  owing  to  differences  in  size,  materia!,  con- 
st uctlon,  texttire,  and  other  dlfferenci«."  The  practitiil  effect 
of  these  qualifications  upon  an  nnduly  broadened  test  of  com- 
parability is,  however,  problematical. 

[t  seems  to  me,  it  is  Important  to  add,  that  if  this  amendment 
be  adopted  and  the  definition  of  United  States  value  be  thus 
chinged  It  will  open  a  great  field  of  speculation  as  to  Its  pur- 
port and  cause  much  litigation.  And  litigation  imposed  upon 
th »  citizen  to  secure  his  rights  is,  obviously,  a  thing  always  to 
be  avoided  If  possible.  For  all  the.se  reasons,  therefore.  I  am 
stiongly  of  the  opinion  that  It  Is  unwise  to  change  the  present 
lai  V  in  this  way  at  this  time,  especially  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
an  Investigation  into  the  whole  subject  of  valuation  is  pending. 
Fi  rthermore,  in  view  of  the  pressure  that  may  be  brought  to 
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bear  under  the  manufacturer's  right  of  protest  and  intervention, 
it  can  not  be  assumed  that  this  matter  i.s  of  trivial  importance. 
I  want  to  repeat  what  I  have  said  before  in  connecUou  with 
other  objectionable  administraUve  features  of  this  bill  that  I 
have  no  sympathy  with  importers  who  may  seek  to  avoid  honest 
valuation  and  a  Just  payment  of  duties.  I  have  in  mind,  rather, 
In  seeking  to  make  definite  and  certain  all  the  admmistrative 
features  of  tliis  law,  the  rights  of  Uie  very  large  class  of  im- 
porters of  foreign  merchandise  which  is  used  as  material  for  the 
conducting  of  many  of  our  own  industries  and  the  affording  of 
employment  by  them.  ^  .        j 

I  am  anxious,  therefore,  to  have  t^ie  law  so  framed  and 
shapetl  that  tho.ie  manufacturing  intt-rests  iu  tins  country  who 
must  Import,  directly  or  through  Importers,  commodities  which 
are  recognized  to  be  legitimate,  shall  be  able  to  do  so  with  the 
lea.st  possible  unnecessjiry  embarrassment  annoyance,  delay, 
and  iucreHse<l  expense  through  prolonged  litigation.  In  many 
communities  in  this  country  there  Is  a  large  volume  of  material 
that  must  be  importe<l,  because  of  the  Insuflicient  amount  of 
production  of  the  material  in  this  country.  We  ought  to  have 
in  mind,  always,  the  avoiding  of  uncalled-for  impediments  to 
imports  which  Injure  our  industries;  I  mean  Impediments  in 
addition  to  rates  of  duty  voted  regularly  and  out  of  understand- 
ing by  the  Congress ;  I  mean  tmnecessar.v  "  trade  barriers,"  so 
called;  the  sort  of  thing  that  we  always  object  to  vigorously 
whenever  they  are  practiced  against  our  produtts  by  other 
countries. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  the  Rflxxmo  to  hhow  my  position :  •  It  is 
the  dangerous  prece<ient  I  optwjse.  more  than  the  immediate 
harm.  I  fear  it  is  the  entering  wedfre  for  the  substitution  of 
the  "American  .seUing  price"  of  domestic  comiiarable  <ompetl- 
tlve  articles  as  the  general  basis  of  valuations.  The  change  in 
the  wording  of  the  t<  st  of  comparability  indicates  such  purpose. 
Those  two  words  "  or  use "  are  most  significant.  For  these 
reasons,  therefore.  I  am  going  to  vote  with  the  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  to  strike  out  the  amendment  that  was 
Ineijrporated  in  subdivision   (d). 

Mr.  BLACK.     Mr.  I'resident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Do  I  understand  that  the  Senator  Is  talking  on 
the  amendment  on  page  342? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Yes.  That  amendment  has 
been  adopted,  probably  in  the  absence  of  the  Senator.  The 
Finance  Committee  offered  an  amendment  which,  by  a  viva 
voce  vote,  was  adopted ;  and  the  amendment  now  before  the 
Senate  is  one  offered  by  the  Junior  Senator  from  I'tah  [Mr. 
Kino],  that  all  of  section  (d),  which  now  Includes  the  present 
law  and  changes  made  in  the  present  law  by  the  House  and 
Senate,  be  stricken  out.  and  the  present  law  relating  to  United 
States  value  be  retained  as  the  law  ultimately  to  govern  in  this 

bill. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  a  letter  I  have  received  from  Mr.  Philip  Le  Boutillier, 
chairman  of  the  tariff  committee  of  the  National  Retail  Dry 
Goods  Association. 

I  desire  to  read  the  concluding  paragraph  of  the  letter.  He 
says: 

We  repwit  that  while  we  have  always  sapported,  and  are  now  in  favor 
of  justifiable  protection,  we  arp  opposed  to  any  domeatic  form  of  valua- 
tion, because  it  would  bring  about  conditions  under  which  it  would  be 
impomiible  for  the  mercbanta  of  this  country  to  carry  the  mercbandiae 
wl.lch  their  customers  want  and  would  prevent  the  promotion  of  new 
lines  which  often  are  the  very  basis  of  Industry  in  tWi  country. 


There  is  attached  to  this  letter  a  table  which  I  should  like  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  with  the  letter  itself. 

The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.     Without    objection,    it    is    so 
ordered. 
The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

National  Retail  Dry  Goods  Associatiok, 

A'ctc  York,  Stittember  i»,  19t9. 

Senate  Finance  Commttteb. 

Senate  Otflce  Building,  Wa»hingtnn.  D.  C. 
(Attention:  Hon.  Fthnifold  M.  Simmons.) 
D«AR    Sknatob   Simmons:  No   doubt    you    will   rocaM    that    the   tariff 
committee  of  this  association,  of  which  I  am  chairman,  filed  with  your 
committee  a  brief  in  which  we  outlined  at  considerable  length  our  atti- 
tude toward  a  numl)er  of  administrative  provlslonn  In  the  proposed  tariff 
legislation.     On  Jane   12  I   appeared   personally  before  your  committee 
and  further  explained  oar  position.     Wo  pointed  out  that  this  aanocia- 
tlon  Is  opposed  to  American,  United  States,  or  do!i;.-<.t»c  valuation  as  a 
basis  for  determining  duties,  lecanse    (1)   such   valuation   would  injure 
our  forel«?n   trade:    (2)    would   Increase   unc«  rtalutles   with    which   thla 
small  percentage  of  merchandise  conld  be  im|v>rt--d ;  and   (3)   would  be 
difficult  and  expensive  to  operate;  (4)  there  i«  no  ».  riouj*  undervaluation 
in  the  Invoices  of  goods  Imported  as  the  proponents  of   iheae  methods 
allege ;  (6)  the  complete  revision  or  radical  change  in  tariff  legislation  has 
always  l>een  followed  by  general  unsettlement  of  hunlness  In  this  country. 
In  maintaining  that  there  is  no  serious  undervaluation  In  the  invoices 
of  goods  imported  we  alao  beUeve  that  the  real  aim  in  making  a  change 
in   the  basis  of  determining  duties  is   to  secure  more   protection    llian 
either  consumers  or  legislators  would  grant  if  the  true  rates  were  dis- 
closed.    In    thla   connection   we   believe   you    will   be   interested    In    the 
figures  which  we  are  submitting  herewith,  becaoae  they  cleariy   reveal 
that  a  change  in  base  wiU  tend  to  raise  the  price  of  merchandise  to  the 
consumers  of  this  country.     These  figures  show  how  retail  m*Uiug  price 
for  various  commodities  would  he  calculated  on   the  basis  of    (1>    the 
present  duty  under  the  Fordney  McOumber  bill;   (2»    th.*  proposed  duty 
under  the  1929  bill  on  the  foreign  valuation  basis;  and  (3)  the  proposed 
duty  under  the  1929  Wll  on  the  domestic  valuation  basis. 

In  accordance  with  these  calculations,  you  wlU  notice  that  In  ihe 
case  of  some  of  these  items,  the  retail  selling  price  will  be  Increased 
as  much  as  111  per  cent.  We  submit  them  for  your  careful  con- 
sideration. We  wish  to  point  out  that  If  the  few  rate  adjubtmenta 
are  made  following  the  change  of  base,  as  was  clearly  brought  out  In  the 
testimony  before  your  committee  by  the  proponents  of  the  domestic  valua- 
tion basis,  then  these  increases  In  prices  to  the  consumer  wUl  be  a  reality. 
We  again  assert  that  the  purely  fraudulent  valuations  are  relatively 
I  few  in  number,  and  small  In  a  monetary  at'nse.  According  to  good 
authorities  most  of  these  alleged  undervaluations  are  due  to  differ- 
entials In  quantities  purchaw-d  or  other  legitimate  factors.  Assertiona 
have  been  made  by  persons  In  ofllclal  position  to  the  effect  that  the 
United  SUtea  is  spending  millions  of  dollars  abroad  In  an  Ineffective 
attempt  to  stem  the  tide  of  fraudulent  valuations.  This  Is  absolutely 
untrue.  The  fact  is  that  for  the  47  men  in  the  8.-rvice  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Bureau  for  all  purposes  In  foreign  countries  the  United  States 
paid  in  salaries  for  the  last  governmental  fiscal  year  $173,882.  ThU 
la  radically  different  from  the  aaaertiona  that  have  been  made  and 
advanced  as  the  prime  argument  for  the  change  in  the  base  of  valuation. 
We  repeat  that  while  we  have  always  supportetl.  and  are  now  in 
favor  of  Justifiable  protection,  we  are  opposed  to  any  itomestlc  foim 
of  valuation,  because  it  would  bring  about  conditions  under  which  It 
would  be  impossible  for  the  merchants  of  this  country  to  carry  the 
merchandise  which  their  customers  want  and  would  prevent  the  pro- 
motion of  new  llnea  which  often  are  the  very  basis  of  Industry  in  thla 
country. 

Respectfally  rabmltted. 

Philip  Lc  Bodtillisb, 
I  ChairviaH  Tarif  CommUtee. 


OmparUon  ofprttenl  tariff  rale*  with  tke  ratufifurtd  on  a  foreign  oahu  ta><«  vnd  a  domeMe  vabu  6a«<»  under  »e  proposed  HomUt-Smoet  tiU 


Merchandla 


Nail  nipper 

Kltchac  clock 

Baby  carriage ' 

1  ila  ooveiad  animaL. 


Country  of  origia 


Oermany. 


England.. 
Oannany. 


FortigBOost 


SI  par  doxao 

taoSHeach 

S36.33each 

$8.01  par  doun. 


Kflect  of  present  duty  mnler  the  Fordney-McCumber  Aei 
on  retail  selling  price 


Duty 
accord- 
ing to 
1022 
tariff 
act 


tL83 

.OS 

U79 

2LS3 


Landed 

cost, 

foreign 

cost,  plus 

trans- 
portation 
charges, 

Insor- 

anoe, 

eom- 
missioas, 
and  duty 


$5.25 
L67 

eafls 

6.38 


Whole 

sale 

mark-up, 

covering 

expenses 

and 

profits, 

15  per 

eentof 

landed 

cost 


laTD 

.24 

0.14 

.96 


Whole- 
sale 

selling 
price 


RetaD 
mark-up. 
so  per 
eentof 
whole- 


salliog 


I&04 

1.81 

raoT 

7.U 


&0S 

.91 

35.  M 

3.67 


Retail 

seUing 
price 


Z7i 

iOS  11 

ILOO 


LXXI- 


-271 


.'   'I 


'\\ 


1 


1. 


t1 


4296 


CONGRESSIONAL  :  lECORD— SENATE 


Cntpvimm  of  pr«$etU  Urif  ntu  wttk  ikt  rata  ftptrti  tm  •  Ardfn  mint  ham 


IfardwodiM 


Excbroidcrwd  silk  tUp 

Lambskin  Kio'VM 

La»tb«r  bas 

Embroidcnd  sOk  dmi 

Atomixer . . 

Silk  drasa  coodi 

Wilton  niK,  4  feet  5  tndMB  by  6  feet  0  Ineties. 

Hose,  wool  and  rayon 

Wool  st«an9«r  rue 


Coontry  of  orlgia 


France 

..-.do 

Owinany. 

France 

Oemumy. 
France 


Bngland. 
do.... 


ea;h 


13.86 

tSpei 

$6.78 

125 

$1.30 

$1.35 

$14.8(1 

$6  pel 

$3.20 


i«ch 

docen.. 
lacb 


lech 

wr  yard. 

eech 

doun... 

(ach 


Mercbandlae 


Nail  nipper 

Kitchen  clock 

Baby  earriafle 

Pile  covered  animaL 

Embroidered  silk  slip ..^... 

Lamhekin  gloTce 

Leather  bag 

Embroidered  silk  dreas 

Atomizer 

SUk  dress  goods , 

Wilton  nix.  4  feet  5  inches  by  ft  feet  S  indMS. 

Hose,  wool  and  rayon 

Wool  steamer  rug 


Coantry  of  origin 


Oennany. 


England.. 
Oermany. 

France 

do 

Oermany. 

France 

Oermany. 
France 


England. 
....do.... 


i 


$3pei 

$36.3: 

$3.03 

$3.86 

$epei 

$6.78 

$25 

$1.30 

$1.26 

$10.  M 

$6  pel 

$2.ao 


Mercbaadise 


Nail  nipper _.~,_ .».- 

Kitchen  dock .„ 

Baby  carriage . 

Pile  covered  animal 

Embroidered  silk  sl^ 

Lambskin  ^vas 

Leather  bag 

Embroidered  silk  dreas _ 

Atomiser. -..^.. 

Bilk  dress  good* 

Wilton  rag,  4  feet  5  iacbes  by  6  feet  8 
inches. 

Hose,  wool  and  rayon. . 

Wool  stMuner  rug ... 


Coantry  of  origin 


Germany. 


England.. 
Oermany. 

France 

do. 


Oermany. 

France 

Oermany. 
France 


En^aad. 
..-.do.... 


Foreign  cost 


$3  per  docen 

$0.«8He«di.-.. 

$3«J3eacfa 

$3.03  per  doten. 

$3.86  each 

$B  per  dosen. 

$5.78  each 

$26  each 

$1  JO  each 

$1,26  per : 
$16.80  ( 


$6  per  docen. 
$3.30  each.-. 


Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  I  wish  to  ask  the  rery  able 
and  obliging  chairman  of  the  committee,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  to  adviae  me  what  is  meant  by  theae 
words  in  tlie  paragraph  now  under  consideration? — 
based  on  tbc  price  at  which  merchasdlHe.  whether  imported  or  domestic, 
comparable  In  constmctlon  or  aae  with  the  imported  mercbandlae,  la 
w  offered  for  sate. 
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»nd  a  demaUe  foliu  batit  under  the  propo$ed  fUwlff-Smoot  Mii— Continaed 


Foreign  cost 


Effect  of  present  dnty  under  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act 

on  retail  selling  price 


Duty 
accord- 
ing to 
1922 

tariff 
act 


$Z94 

456 

1.76 

18.05 

.89 

.72 

6.72 

4..W 

L43 


Landed 

cost, 

foreign 

cost,  plus 

trans- 
portation 
charges, 
insur-  . 
anor, 
com- 
missions, 
and  dnty 


$7.42 
14.73 

8.46 
48.  10 

2  47 

2  32 
26.25 
12  23 

4.16 


Whole- 
sale 
mark-up, 
covering 
expenses 

and 

profits, 

15  per 

cent  of 

landed 

cost 


$1.11 

230 

1.  2B 

7.22 

.36 

.35 

3.04 

L83 

.62 


Whole- 
.sale 

selling 
price 


$S.53 
16.03 

0.72 
55.38 

283 

267 
30.  19 
1106 

477 


Retail 
mark-up, 

50  per 
cent  of 
whole 

sale 
selling 

price 


$4.27 
8.47 
486 

37.66 
1.42 
1.34 

16.10 
7.03 
£30 


Retafl 

selling 
price 


$12  80 
36.40 

14  58 

83.07 

435 

4  01 

45.39 

31.00 

7.16 


Foreign  cost 


dozen 

each 

each 

)er  dozen. 

ach 

dozen 

ach 


ea:b 


I  ach 

ler  yard. 

each 

dozen... 

I  ach 


Effect  of  proposed  duty  under  the  Senate  bill,  1930  (for^gn. 
value  basisj  on  retail  selling  price 


Duty 


Landed 
cost,  for- 
eign cost, 
plus 


under  the  transpor- 
proposed      tation 


Seuate 
bUl 


K22 
.80 

18.37 
3.66 
3.53 
5.50 
2.34 

32.78 

1.11 

.78 

10.08 
5.56 
3.00 


charnes, 
insurance, 
commis- 
sion, and 
duty 


$7.65 
1.17 

63.51 
7.71 
8.01 

15.68 
0.04 

51.09 
2.69 
138 

29.61 

13.20 
4  82 


Whole- 
sale 
mark-up, 
covering 
eipen.<)es 

and 

profits, 

15  per 

cent  of 

landed 

cost 


$1.15 

.26 

9.53 

1.15 

1.30 

2.35 

1.36 

7.80 

.40 

.36 

4  44 

1.08 

.73 


Whole- 
sale Ail- 
ing price 


Retail 

mark-up 

50  per 

cent  of 

^wholesale 

selling 

price 


$8.80 

1.07 

73.04 

8.86 

0.21 

18.03 

10.40 

60.70 

3.09 

2.74 

34.06 

16.18 

6.64 


$4  40 
.99 

36.52 
4  43 
4  61 
9.03 
6.20 

20.00 
1.66 
1.37 

17.02 
7.50 
2,77 


RetaU 

selling 

price 


$13.30 

2.86 

100.56 

13.29 

13.83 

27.06 

15.60 

89.09 

4  64 

4  11 

51.07 

22.77 

8.31 


Eflect  of  proi>osed  duty  under  the  Senate  bill,  I029  (domestie 
value  basis),  on  retail  selling  price 


Duty 

under 

the 

propoasd 

Senate 

bill 

(domestic 

Taloe) 


$7« 
1.63 

39. 23 
6.43 
8.39 
9.03 
4  19 

63.81 
X56 
1.64 

2a  43 

1L22 
$.37 


Landed 
cost,  for- 
eign cost, 

plus 
transpor- 
tation 
charges, 
insur- 
ance, 
commis- 
sions, and 
duty 


$11. 11 
164 

77.36 
10  47 
1ZT7 
19.20 
ia89 
83.02 
4  13 
3.24 
39.96 

18.86 
6w00 


Whole- 


mark-up, 
covering 
expenses 

and 

profits.  15 

per  cent 

of  landed 

cost 


$1.66 

.38 

11.60 

1.57 

1.92 

2.88 

1.63 

1Z46 

.62 

.40 

5.00 

183 
.90 


Whole- 
sale 

selling 
prioe 


$12.77 

2.02 

88.96 

12.04 

14  69 

22.08 

12.52 

95.47 

4  75 

3.73 

46.95 

21.69 
6.90 


Retail 
mark-up, 

50  per 
cent  of 
whole- 
sale 
selling 
price 


$6.39 

1.46 

44.48 

6.02 
7.35 

IL04 
6.26 

47.74 
2.38 
1.87 

22.98 

ia86 
3.46 


Retail 

selling 

price 


Percentage  of  in- 
crease in  duty  un- 
der Senate  bill, 
1929 


$19. 16 

4  38 

133.44 

18.06 

22.04 

33.12 

18.78 

143.21 

7.13 

5.60 

68.93 

32.54 
ia36 


AshiU 

stands 

now 


Percent 

131.8 
46.1 
30.1 
57 
20 
20 
3Z9 
20.2 
24.7 
8.3 
50 

21.1 
47.1 


If  domes- 
tic value 
were 
substi- 
tuted for 
foreign 
value 


Per  cent 
321.9 
146.9 
128.4 
175.6 
181.9 
100.4 
194.3 
183.8 
186.5 
127.9 
204 

144  4 
13a  3 


Does  the  c(Hnmlttee,  in  offering  that  amendment,  refer  to 
wholesale  prices  or  retail  prices? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Wholesale  prices. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Why  do  you  not  say  so,  then? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  are  simply  carrying  out  here  the  expressions 
that  we  hare  used  in  all  of  tlie  foreign-valuation  sections, 
Thore  la  not  any  doubt  but  that  the  wholesale  price  is  the  one 
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that  was  dealt  with  In  the  case  of  any  country  Importing  goods 
Into  the  United  States.  ^      ^ 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  wiU  agree  with  the  Senator  that  in  nearly 
every  section  where  the  committee  referred  to  the  American 
•elllng  price  they  have  said,  "  the  wholesale  selling  jwice ; "  but 
in  this  particular  instance  they  omit  the  word  "wholesale," 
and  simply  say.  "  the  price  at  which  merchandise  •  •  •  is 
so  offered  for  sale."  They  do  not  say  whether  it  is  offered  for 
sale  at  retail  or  at  wholesale. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  clear,  from  the  language  above  there,  that 
the  wholesale  price  is  meant.  Instead  of  repeating  the  words 
"  wholesale  price,"  In  this  case  we  say  "  is  so  offered  for  sale," 
referring  to  the  United  States  value  and  the  wording  above, 
which  !<ays  that  it  shall  be  at  the  wholesale  price. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    In  which  line? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  line  15 — "  in  the  usual  wholesale  quantities 
and  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade."    That  is  one.    Then 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    That  is  referring  to  the  value. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  value  of  imix>rted  merchandise. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  value  of  Imported  merchandise.  Where 
the  words  "is  so  offered  for  sale"  are  used,  the  word  "whole- 
sale "  is  not  used.  I  merely  wish  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  that 
while  it  may  be  tautology,  and  all  that,  I  think  this  language 
would  be  clarified  very  much  if  it  read  "offered  for  sale  at 
wholesale." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  If  that  were  done  we  would 
have  to  repeat  every  word  that  Ls  used  above.  This  is  not  a 
new  sentence.  This  is  a  part  of  the  sentence  beginning  in  line 
10;  and  it  says,  after  the  semicolon — 

based  on  the  price  at  which  merchandise,  whether  Imported  or  domes- 
tic, comparable  in  construction  or  use  witb  the  imported  mercluoidlbe, 
li  so  offered  for  sale. 

Now,  what  does  It  say  above?    It  says: 

In  the  nsnal  wholesale  quantities  and  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator,  then,  expresses  the  opinion— 
I  should  like  to  liave  that  in  the  Record — that  the  words  "bo 
(rffenHl  for  sale"  mean  "offered  for  sale  at  wholesale  prices"? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  not  the  least  doubt  about  it 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Very  well. 

Just  one  more  observation  about  this,  Mr.  President,  and  I 
shall  have  notliing  more  to  say  with  regard  to  it. 

I  do  not  like  this  valuation  for  purposes  of  levying  taxes 
upon  the  basis  of  the  United  States  selling  price  of  foreign 
products.  I  think  the  taxes  ought  to  be  levied  upon  the  basis 
of  valuation,  and  not  of  selling  price  in  the  United  States, 
whether  it  be  a  domestic  selling  price  or  a  foreign  selling  price. 
The  domestic  selling  price  is  the  valuation  when  you  go  to  the 
American  selling  price  basis.  The  selling  price  of  the  foreign 
article  in  this  country  is  the  basis  when  you  are  levying  your 
tax  upon  the  foreign  selling  price.  In  both  of  those  instances 
the  selling  price  is  the  basis  of  the  duty,  and  not  the  value. 

That  is  the  inherent  defect  In  levying  the  duties  upon  the 
American  selling  price  or  in  levying  on  the  selling  price  of  the 
foreign  article  in  the  American  market.  In  this  particular  para- 
graph it  is  provided  that  the  tax  shall  be  levied  upon  the  basis 
of  the  American  selling  price  of  the  foreign  article,  less  the 
cost  of  transportation.  Insurance,  and  8  per  cent  profit,  and  6 
per  cent  for  the  com  mission. 

If  that  proposition  were  reversed;  if  it  were  provided  that 
in  the  cases  embraced  in  this  paragraph  the  tax  shall  be  levied 
upon  the  foreign  article  upon  the  basis  of  the  cost  of  production 
of  similar  or  like  American  artiiles,  and  so  forth — if  you 
should  reverse  that  proposition,  I  think  It  would  be  nearer 
right  than  in  the  present  form,  which  I  think  is  wrong. 

You  first  go  to  the  American  selling  price,  which  may  be 
twice  the  value  of  the  product.  It  may  be  30  per  cent  more  than 
the  value;  it  may  be  50  per  cent  more  than  the  value;  it  may 
be  75  per  cent  more  than  the  value;  and  in  many  instances  in 
this  country  it  is  100  per  cent  more  than  the  value,  measured 
by  the  cost  of  production  and  a  reasonable  profit.  The  method 
of  taxing  foreign  articles  proposed  in  the  section  under  consid- 
eration is  not  based  upon  difference  in  cost  of  production  or  of 
value  but  is  based  upon  the  liigh  profits  at  present  obtaining  in 
the  American  market. 

There  is  no  insurmountable  difficulty  in  ascertaining  the  cost  of 
pro<luction  in  America  of  this  like  or  similar  article.  Why  not, 
then,  in  the  case  of  the  foreign  article,  take  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion based  on  the  American  article,  and  add  to  it  these  very 
items  that  you  subtract  from  the  selling  price?  Then  you  have 
value  as  the  basis  of  the  tax. 

I  am  ju.st  suggesting  that  to  the  Senator  and  to  the  Senate 
as  a  reai^on  why  this  amendment  Is  not  in  the  shape  in  which 
It  should  be  in  order  to  bring  about  fair  and  just  legislative 
results. 


When  you  levy  a  tax  upon  a  foreign  product  upon  the  basia 
of  what  that  iwoduct  sells  for  In  this  market,  you  are  practically 
ai^lylng  to  that  product  the  American  valuation,  t)ecause,  as  I 
have  said  before  to-day,  and  have  said  once  or  twice  heretofore 
in  these  discussions,  while  the  cost  of  the  foreign  protiuct  may 
be  very  much  less  than  the  cost  in  this  country,  the  reason  why 
It  is  sent  to  this  country  instead  of  being  sent  to  some  other 
country  is  because  there  obtains  in  this  country  at  this  time  the 
highest  prices  in  the  world ;  and  importations  come  here,  despite 
our  high  tariff,  becau.se  of  these  high  selling  prices,  brought 
about  partly  by  tariff  protection  and  partly  t.s  the  result  of 
trusts  and  combinations  suppies.sing  domestic  competition.  The 
foreigner,  if  he  comes  to  this  market,  wants  to  get  the  full 
benefit  of  this  market.  The  importer  who  handles  the  foreign 
products,  naturally  wants  the  full  American  price,  and  ho  holds 
them  for  the  full  or  approximately  the  full  American  market 
price.  To  levy  a  tariff  tax  upon  the  basis  of  that  selling  i>rlce  is 
to  levy  a  tax,  not  upon  the  value  of  his  product,  not  upon  the 
foreign  cost  of  his  product,  but  it  Is  to  levy  a  tax  upon  all  of 
that  wide  spread  in  this  country  between  the  cost  of  pro<JuctIon 
and  the  liigh  prices  of  many  manufactured  products  In  this 
country. 

The  case  sought  to  be  reached  here  Is  an  exceptional  case.  It 
Is  a  case  where  there  have  been  practically  no  imports  of  the 
article  in  this  country,  or  It  is  a  case  where  the  article  has  not 
been  sold  in  a  way  so  as  to  establish  a  market  price. 

The  purpose  of  this  section  Is  to  reach  that  exceptional  case. 
To  reach  that  exceptional  case,  you  apply  a  different  rule  of 
valuation  from  that  applied  in  any  other  case.  You  apply  the 
rule  of  valuing  the  property  at  the  selling  price  in  the  American 
market. 

My  suggestion  Is  that  if  you  treat  the  importer  of  such  an 
article  like  other  importers,  if  you  subject  him  to  no  higher  tax 
than  that  to  which  other  Importers  are  subjected,  if  you  base 
your  tax  upon  the  value,  and  ascertain  the  value,  as  we  usually 
do,  by  finding  the  cost  of  production  of  the  similar  article  in 
this  country,  a  thing  very  easily  ascertained 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Suppose  there  is  no  similar  article  produced 
here? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  there  is  no  similar  or  like  article  pro- 
duced in  this  country,  there  Is  nothing  with  which  to  compare 
It  at  all;  there  is  no  basis.  The  basis  of  tlie  comparison  here, 
you  say,  is  to  take  the  selling  price  of  an  American  article  of 
reasonably  similar  character.  You  can  get  the  selling  price 
of  that  in  the  American  market 

That  really  would  be  the  case  If  you  would  get  not  the  Amer- 
ican selling  price,  but  the  cost  of  production  of  the  similar 
American  article,  and  then  add  to  that  cost  of  production  the 
cost  of  transiKJrtatlon  from  the  foreign  country,  insurance,  com- 
missions, and  a  reasonable  profit  and  when  you  do  that,  you 
have  the  right  basis. 

Mr.  COrZENS.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  am  just  throwing  that  out  as  a  suggestion. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  thought  occtirred  to  me  that  if  we  indi- 
cated the  basis  as  we  have  it  here,  would  not  an  exporter  from 
a  foreign  country  be  put  on  notice  to  that  effect  and  establish 
a  price  over  there,  so  that  this  would  never  have  to  be  operative? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  you  are  putting  it  there  as  a  threat,  there 
might  be  something  in  that. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    Not  a  threat ;  it  is  a  notice. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  It  is  an  admonition,  there  might  be  some- 
thing in  that.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  whether  he  thinks  it  fair 
to  the  foreigners  to  levy  a  duty  upon  the  basis  of  the  price  at 
which  he  sells  a  foreign  product  In  the  American  market? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  should  say  not  in  the  case  of  an  exceptional 
article,  and  the  Senator  has  just  said  this  was  merely  to  cover 
exceptional  cases. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Undoubtedly. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  If  we  are  going  to  treat  these  exceptional 
cases  in  the  manner  prescribed,  the  fact  that  that  is  in  the 
law  la  a  notice  to  the  exporter  to  establish  a  price  in  his  own 
country,  which  he  can  do,  and  then  this  clause  will  not  have  to 
operate.  It  seems  to  me  a  very  simple  thing  to  put  It  in  there. 
It  Is  not  a  threat,  It  is  a  notice  that  he  must  establish  a  foreign 
selling  price,  and  having  established  a  forrfgn  selling  price,  he 
knows  the  tariff  rate  he  will  have  to  pay. 

Mr.  SIMMONS,  The  law  requires  that  every  article  be  ac- 
companied with  an  Invoice,  which  states  the  export  price.  The 
invoice  states  what  the  export  price  is. 

Mr.  COUZEINS.  That  is  perfectly  true,  but  how  are  the 
custMns  officials  to  check  that  price  and  prevent  undervalua- 
tion, if  they  have  not  something  against  which  to  check? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Tlie  check  is  that  they  shall  go  to  the  selling 
price  of  a  similar  product  in  the  American  market. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    No;  in  his  own  market 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  In  the  American  market  Under  this 
provision,  you  take  the  tor^gn  article  and  apply  the  tax  upon 
the  basia  of  Its  selling  price  in  the  American  market. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    No.     If,  when  the  exporter  makes  out  his 
Invoice  he  makes  it  out  In  line  with  the  value  of  the  product  in 
the    foreign    country,    then    our   customs    official    accepts    that 
Invoice. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     Not  always. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Oh.  yes ;  they  accept  that  invoice. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     Not  always. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  If  it  is  not  a  fraud,  if  It  is  in  line  with  the 
Invoices  that  are  furnished  by  other  exporters  of  like  com- 
modities, the  customs  official  accepts  it 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  wLsh  to  ask  the  Senator:  Su^Kwe  this  is 
one  of  those  exceptional  articles  which  is  imported.    Under  the 
law,  does  not  the  importer  have  to  furnish  the  customs  officer 
at  the  port  of  entry  with  the  invoice  price  here? 
Mr.  COUZENS.     Certainly. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     He  does  not  accept  that  price. 
Mr.  COUZENS.    He  may  or  may  not.     If  It  is  a  kind  of 
article  that  has  been  coming  In  freely,  he  knows  from  experi- 
ence that  the  invoice  is  in  line  with  tlie  general  invoice  prices 

paid  by  everyone,  but  in  the  case  of  an  exceptional  article 

such  as  this  clause  is  intmded  to  provide  for — if  you  are  the 
Importer,  and  you  produce  an  invoice  to  the  customs  official, 
the  customs  official  never  having  seen  the  article  before,  never 
having  seen  an  invoice  for  a  like  article  before,  has  nothing 
by  which  to  check.  So  that  leaves  the  exporter  the  opportunity 
of  making  any  kind  of  a  price  he  chooses  when  he  invoices  the 
article  for  export.  What  we  want  to  do  is  to  provide  a  means 
by  which  the  customs  officials  can  check  the  invoice  and  deter- 
mine whether  it  is  equitable. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Exactly.  When  the  invoice  upon  this  un- 
usual article  is  submitted  to  the  customs  official,  he  says,  "  That 
Is  not  satisfactory." 

Mr.  COUZENS.     He  may  say  so. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  "  I  can  not  accept  It  I  must  check  up  on 
it"  You  say  the  way  for  him  to  check  up  on  it  is  to  go  out 
and  find  what  that  foreign  article  sells  for  in  the  American 

market       

Mr.  COUZENS.    That  is  the  provision  of  this  bill. 
Mr.   SIMMONS.     That   is  the  provision  of  this  bill.    I  am 
saying  that  what  it  would  sell  at  Is  practically  the  American 
selling  price.     You  want  him,  therefore,  to  levy  the  tax  upon 
practically  the  basis  of  the  domestic  value  or  selling  price. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  selling  price  of  the  foreign  article;  but 
I  also  pointed  out  that  if  this  provision  were  on  the  books,  so  as 
to  avoid  that  situation  ari-sing,  will  the  exporter  not  establish 
a  price  In  the  foreign  country,  so  as  to  make  it  possible  for  our 
customs  officials  to  check  the  invoice? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     You  also  provide  that  after  he  has  found  the 
selling  price  of  a  like  or  similar  American  article  the  tax  shall 
be  leried  upon  the  basis  of  that  price. 
Mr.  COUZENS.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  suggestion  I  made  was  that  instead  of 
taking  as  the  basis  the  American  selling  price  of  the  foreign 
article  he  ^ould  take  the  Ameri«^n  cost  of  production,  and  add 
these  thinss  which  he  Is  entitled  to  have  taken  into  account. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  do  not  object  to  that  plan  at  all.  but  we 
have  the  other  plan  here,  which  I  think  will  be  effective 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  from  Utah  thinks  he  can  ex- 
plain It  so  as  to  show  that  Is  not  workable.  If  he  can,  I  would 
like  to  have  him  do  so. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  think  it  has  been  explained  already.  Mr. 
President 

Mr.  COUZENS.    It  Is  workable. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  exj^alned  It. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  did  not  hear  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  no  need  of  my  going  over  the  whole 
matter.  Aa  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  suppose 
an  article  is  made  only  in  Germany,  by  one  concern.  There  is 
no  foreign  value,  there  is  no  foreign  market  of  any  name  or 
nature.  Then  they  can  send  tlie  article  in  here  at  any  price 
they  want  to  fix.  There  is  no  one  here  who  can  say  what  the 
fbreign  vahie  is.  This  provides  for  Just  such  caaes  as  that  and 
nothing  else.  If  they  knew  what  the  foreign  price  was,  the 
article  would  fall  under  the  three  provisions  here. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  certainly  did  not  understand 
the  position  I  was  taking  at  aU.  I  know  there  have  been  few 
sales,  or.  if  there  have  been  any  sales,  they  have  not  been  of  auch 
a  character  as  to  eetablish  a  well-known  export  price.  What  I 
am  talking  about  Is  the  situation  that  will  be  created  by  this 
amendiiMkpt.  In  this  amendment  it  is  said  that  if  this  excep- 
tional artlole  cornea  In,  we  shall  ascertain  its  value  by  comparing 
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it  with  a  similar  or  like  product  of  the  United  States.  Is  that 
not  the  provi.sion? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  very  first  basis  is  the  foreign  value  or  the 
export  value,  whichever  is  highest    That  is  the  first. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  Is  not  the  part  about  which  I  am 
talking. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  it  would  fall  under  that  if  it  had  a  foreign 
value.  It  is  only  in  exceptional  eases,  very  seldom,  indeed  is 
it  ever  aw^Hed,  and  It  was  put  in  here  at  the  request  of  the 
Treasury  Department 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  not  the  Senator  have  to  take  some 
American  product  of  similar  or  Uke  character  for  comparison? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  next  one  Is : 

If  the  apprateer  determlnea  that  neithrr  the  foreign  value  nor  the 
export  value  can  be  satisfactorily  ascertained,  then  the  United  States 
value. 

That  is  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     But  you  discard  that 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No ;  we  do  not  discard  it.    The  third  Is : 

If  the  appraiser  determines  that  neither  the  foreign  value,  the  export 

value,  nor  the  United  States  value  can  be  satisfactorily  ascertained,  then 

the  cost  of  production. 

That  Is  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  am  not  referring  to  that  part  of  it  at  all. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  aware  <if  that.  The  amendment  to  which 
the  Senator  is  talking  Is  an  additional  provision. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     To  meet  an  exceptional  situation 

Mr.  SMOOT.    A  few  exceptional  cases. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  True.  When  jou  are  dissatisfied  with  the 
invoice  price  of  that  exceptional  article,  you  ascertain  the  price 
at  which  it  Is  to  be  taxed  by  comparing  it  with  some  like  or 
similar  article  In  this  country,  do  you  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No.  In  line  23  it  says,  "  merchandise,  whether 
Imported  or  domestic." 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  says,  "  based  on  the  price  at  which  mer- 
Jhandlse.  whether  imported  or  domestic,  comparable  in  construc- 
ion  or  u.se  with  the  Imported  merchandise  " 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  right 

iMr.  SI.MMONS.     You  mean  a  domestic  article  as  compared 
fith  an  imported  article. 
Mr  SMOOT.     It  says,  "  whether  Imported  or  domestic,  corn- 
arable  in  construction  and  use  with  the  Imported  merchandise" 
Mr   BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North 
arollna  yield? 

Mr.  SlifMONS.  I  yield.  I  wish  the  Senator  would  try  to 
Jnlighten  the  Senator  from  Utah  as  to  the  point  I  have  been 
•-ying  to  make  so  long.  I  do  not  seem  to  have  sncceeded  niysflf. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  .seeking  some  information  myself, 
ither  from  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  or  the  Senator 
•om  Utah.  The  second  alternative  in  this  snMivision  reads, 
or  if  such  or  similar  Imported  merchandi.se  is  not  so  offered 
>r  sale  in  the  United  States,  then  an  estimated  value  based  on 
le  price  at  which  merchandise,  whether  imrK)rted  or  domestic," 
t  nd  so  forth.  If  there  is  no  imported  article  offered  for  sale, 
I  ow  can  yon  base  the  estimated  value  upon  the  Imported  article? 
i  o  why  Is  that  language  in  that  clause? 

Mr  SIMMONS.  It  assumes  that  they  are  not  Imported  now, 
But  there  will  be  some  imported  hereafter. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  this  is  a  continuing  provision — if  there 
III  none  imported  at  the  time  the  article  brought  over  Is  being 
valued,  then  the  value  shall  be  estimated,  based  on  either  Im- 
ported or  domestic  articles.  If  there  Is  none  Imported  for  sale 
aod  offered  In  the  ordinary  wholesale  quantities,  how  can  you 
case  even  an  estimated  value  upon  an  Imported  article  that  is 
qot  even  in  here? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 


Does  the  Senatw  from  North 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER, 
qarolina  yield  the  floor? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  recognizes  the  Sena- 
t(  ►r  from  Kentucky.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to 
t^  Senator  from  Utah?  . 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes ;  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  simply  wanted  to  call  attention  to  line  17. 
banning  subdivision  (2). 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  Just  read  that 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  says,  "  If  such  or  similar  imported." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes.  That  means  if  there  is  none  at  all 
hisre  of  the  kind  that  Is  being  valued,  or  anything  like  that 
which  is  offered  to  be  valued,  then  an  estimated  value  shall  be 
p  aced  on  It  based  on  the  imported  article  which  Is  not  even  In 
tie  country.  I  do  not  understand  the  necessity  for  that  lan- 
guage, because  if  it  ia  in  the  country  and  is  l)eing  offered  for 


t. 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECOED— SENATE 


4299 


gale,  then  the  first  alternative  under  this  subdlrislon  wonld 
apply,  and  not  the  second. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  say  that  the  word 
"similar"  is  very  strictly  interpreted.  Under  the  practice  the 
articles  must  be  almost  Identical.  Under  the  Interpretation  of 
the  word  "  comparable  "  as  used  in  this  provision  It  is,  of  course. 
Impossible  for  the  articles  to  be  similar.  The  term  la  a  little 
broader  and  is  u.<5ed  in  this  particular  case  because  it  vwy  seldom 

has  to  be  applied. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  on 

page  342.  ^         .  ^, 

Mr.  COUZENS.    Mr.  President,  may  the  amendment  be  stated? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  amend- 
ment for  the  information  of  tlie  Senate. 

The  Chief  Cixrx.  On  page  342,  beginning  with  line  10,  strike 
out  all  of  subdivision  (d),  relating  to  United  States  value,  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

(d)  United  States  value :  The  United  States  value  of  imported  mer- 
chandise shall  be  the  price  at  which  such  or  similar  imported  merchan- 
dise Is  freely  offered  for  sale,  packed  ready  for  delivery.  In  the  principal 
market  of  the  United  States  to  all  purchasers,  at  the  time  of  exporta- 
tion of  the  Imported  mcrchandlae,  In  the  usual  wholesale  quantities  and 
In  the  ordinary  coarse  of  trade,  with  allowance  made  for  duty,  cost  of 
transportation  and  Insurance,  and  other  necessary  expenses  from  the 
place  of  shipment  to  the  place  of  delivery,  a  commission  not  exceeding 
8  per  cont,  if  any  has  been  paid  or  contracted  to  be  paid  on  goods 
secured  otherwise  than  by  purchase,  or  profits  not  to  exceed  8  per  cent 
and  a  reasonable  allowance  for  general  expenses,  not  to  exceed  8  per 
cent  on  purchased  goods. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  a  question  in  order  that 
his  answer  may  aiM?ear  In  the  Retord  at  this  point  following 
the  reading  of  his  amendment  As  I  understand  his  amendment 
It  provides  for  the  restoration  of  the  language  of  the  present 
law  In  place  of  the  provision  Inserted  in  the  bill  by  the  House 
and  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee? 

Mr.  KING.    The  Senator  states  the  situation  correctly. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  absence  of  a  quorum  hav- 
ing been  suggested,  the  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Allen  George  King  Simmons 

Berkley  Glllett  La  FoHette  Smith 

Bingham  Glass  McKellar  Smoot 

Black  Glenn  McMaster  Steck 

Blaine  Goff  McNary  Stelwer 

Blease  Goldsborongh  Metcalf  Stephens 

Borah  Greene  Moses  Swunson 

Bratton  Hale  Norris  Tlioiuas,  Idaho 

Brock  Harris  Nye  Thomas,  Okla. 

Brookhart  Harrison  Oddle  Townspnd 

Capper  HastlnCT  Overman  Triimmell 

Caraway  Uatfleld  Patterson  Tydings 

Connally  Ilawes  Phlpps  Vandenberg 

Copeland  Havden  P*«™"?.  S"  *^"w 

Cousens  Hebert  RansdeU  Walsh,  Moss. 

CutUng  Heflln  Eeed  Walsh,  Mont- 

Dill  Howell  Robiuson,  Ark.         Warren 

Edge  Jones  BeWnson,  Ind.         Waterman 

Few  Keen  Sackctt 

Fletcher  Kendrick  Schall 

Frailer  Keyes  Sheppard 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-three  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quoriun  is  present  The  question  is 
on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah, 
which  will  again  be  reported  for  the  information  of  the  larger 
number  of  Senators  now  present 

The  Chief  Clerk  again  read  Mr.  King's  amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  In  order  that 
the  information  may  be  conveyed  to  the  larger  number  of  Sena- 
tors now  present  I  desire  to  repeat  my  question  recently  pro- 
pounded to  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah.  As  I  understand  his 
amendment  it  proposes  to  retain  the  language  of  the  present  law 
as  the  basis  of  valuation  for  imports  and  would  eliminate  from 
the  bill  the  changes  proposed  in  the  basis  of  valuation  by  the 
House  and  by  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  I  answer  the  question  in  the 
affirmative,  and  state  that  It  seems  to  me  more  important  that 
we  adhere  to  the  present  plan  until  and  unless  the  commission 
that  is  to  be  appointed  by  the  President  shall  report  one  which 
shall  be  more  saUsfactory.  My  proposal  is  to  carry  out  the 
present  law,  a  policy  which  has  been  in  force  for  almost  100 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah. 
Mr.  HARRISON.    I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays 


Watson 
Wheeler 


The  yeas  and  nays  were  orderefl,  tniS  Ok  CMet  Clerk  called 
the  roll. 

Mr.  MoMASTER.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  the 
senior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  NobbstkI  is  unavoid- 
ably absent  on  account  of  Illness.  I  understand,  U  present  be 
would  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Ohio  (Mr.  BiTBTaii],  who  ia  absent.  I  transfer  that  pair 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  New  Yoric  [Mr.  Waon»]  and  vote 
"  yea." 

Mr.  BLEASB.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Maine 
[Mr.  GotTLD],  who  is  absent  I  presume,  if  present  he  would  vote 
"  nay."  If  permitted  to  vote,  I  should  vote  "  yea,"  but  because 
of  my  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Maine  I  shall  withhold  my 
vote. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  paired  for  the  day  with  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Denixr],  who  is  unavoidably  absent  but  on  this 
question  I  find  that  I  can  transfer  the  pair  to  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Ashubst].  which  I  do,  and  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from 
California  [Mr.  SHOBTHioaE].  Being  unable  to  obtain  a  trans- 
fer. I  withhold  my  vote.  If  permitted  to  vote  I  should  vote 
"  yea." 

Mr.  MOSES  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  I  inquire 
if  the  junior  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bbousbabd]  is  re- 
corded as  having  voted? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Chair  is  informed  he  is  not 

Mr.  MOSES.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  that  Senator,  but 
I  transfer  the  pair  to  the  Senator  from  V«rmont  [Mr.  Dalb] 
and  will  permit  my  vote  to  stand. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  44,  nays  37,  as  follows: 

YEAS — i4 

Barkley  Fletcher  La  Follette  Simmon* 

Black  Prosier  McKellar  Smith 

Blalae  George  McMaster  Steck 

Borah  Glass  Norrls  Stephens 

Bratton  Harria  Nye  Swanson 

Brock  Uorrtaon  Ovennaa  Thomas,  OUa. 

Brookhart  Ha  we*  Plttman  Trommell 

Connally  Hayden  Bansdell  Trdlngs 

Copeland  Heflln  Robinson,  Ark.        Walsh.  Mass. 

Cutting  HoweU  Schall  Walsh,  Mont. 

Dill  King  Sheppard  Wheeler 

NAYS— 37 

AUen  Greene  Metcalf  Thomas.  Idaho 

Bingham  Hale  Moses  Townsend 

Capper  Hastinn  Oddle  Vandenberr 

Couiens  Hatfield  Patterson  Waleott 

Edge  Hebert  Phlpps  Warren 

Fess  Jones  Reed  Waterman 

GlUett  Kean  Boblasoo.  Ind.        Watson 

Glenn  Kendrick  Sackett 

Goff  Keves  Smoot 

Goldsborongh         McNary  Stelwer 

NOT   VOTING— 14 

Asburst  Caraway  Johnson  8hortrldg« 

Blease  Dale  Norbeck  Wagner 

Bronssord  Deneea  Pine 

Burton  Gould  Sbipstead 

So  Mr.  Kino's  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  next  amendment  will  be 
found  on  page  398.  in  lines  10  to  17. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President  a  parliament 
tary  inquiry.  Was  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah 
finally  agreed  to? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    It  was. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Was  it  not  an  amendment  to 
an  amendment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  is  informed  that  It  was 
not ;  that  It  was  an  amendment  to  strike  out  and  insert  which 
was  considered  by  unanimous  consent 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  desires  to  discuss  tlie  next  amend- 
ment, which  is  found  on  page  388,  in  lines  10  to  17. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Let  the  amendment  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  398,  after  line  9,  to  insert : 

In  all  proceedings  Instituted  under  this  section  an  American  msna- 
facturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler,  or  a  representative  of  an  American 
labor  organization  or  labor  association  shall,  with  the  permission  of  the 
court,  granted  In  Its  discretion,  have  the  right  to  appear,  to  offer  evi- 
dence, to  cross-examine  witnesses  and  to  be  heard,  as  a  party  in  interest, 
under  such  rules  as  the  United  States  Customs  Court  may  prescrilw. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  I  must  be 
absent  from  the  Senate  to-morrow,  and  I  should  like  now  to  be 
heard  upon  the  pending  amendment. 

This  right  of  protest,  now  extended  to  a  full-fledged  right  of 
intenrentloii,  nms  through  sevoral  sections  of  the  adminlstra- 
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tlT«  portloo  ot  this  bin.  It  first  occon  in  section  801  and  La 
foao4  alao  In  Motions  515.  516,  and  646.  A  featnre  of  the 
Setiate  amendment  of  the  House  bill  that  does  not  alter  tts 
essential  character  Is  the  granting  of  the  ri|^t  to  labor  organi- 
sations as  well  as  to  domestic  mannfactnrers.  What  does  alter 
tts  character  Is  the  providing  for  full  rights  of  interrentlOD — the 
power  to  examine  witnesses,  and  so  forth — whldi  was  not  con- 
tained In  this  provision  as  first  enacted  in  1922.  I  am  opposed 
to  all  of  the  amendments  on  this  subject  which  hare  beoi  re- 
ported to  the  Senate  by  the  FinaDce  Committee.  In  order  to 
anderstand  the  real  evil  inyolved  it  will  be  necessary  to  have  a 
brief  review  of  past  legislation  dealing  with  the  right  in 
question. 

Mr.  President,  section  516,  as  incorporated  in  the  law  of  1922, 
gave  for  the  first  time  to  an  American  manufacturer,  producer, 
or  wholesaler,  manufacturing  or  producing  a  class  or  kind  of 
merchaDdl.'te  similar  to  any  Imported  merchandise,  a  80H»lled 
right  of  protest  This  right  of  protest  permitted  him  to  file  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  a  complaint  setting  forth  the 
value  at  which  he  believed  the  Imported  merchandise  should  be 
appraised  and  the  facts  upon  which  he  based  his  belief.  Also  he 
had  the  right  to  make  like  protest  with  respect  to  matters  of 
classitication  which  has  been  held  by  the  courts  to  Include 
marking.  If  the  Secretary  did  not  agree  with  the  action  of  the 
appraL-^er,  he  was  given  the  authority  to  instruct  the  collector 
to  file  an  appeal  for  a  reappraisement  or  other  reversal  of  a 
decision,  as  provide<l  in  section  501  of  the  act ;  and  such  manu- 
factorer,  producer,  or  wholesaler  was  given  a  right  to  be  heard 
as  a  party  in  interest  under  such  rules  as  the  Board  of  General 
Appraisers,  now  the  United  States  Customs  Court,  mi^t  pre- 
scribe. If  the  American  manufacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler 
was  not  satisfied  with  the  action  of  the  Secretary  or  the  action 
of  the  appraiser,  he  could  file,  within  10  days  after  the  date  of 
the  mailing  of  the  Secretary's  notice,  an  appeal  for  a  reappraise- 
ment in  the  same  manner  and  with  the  same  effect  as  an  appeal 
by  a  consignee  under  the  provisions  of  section  501  of  the  act. 
That  was  the  first  step  toward  the  present  pr(q;)osal  for  giving 
a  comiHete  right  of  intervention  to  any  manufacturer,  whole- 
saler, or  producer,  aad  certain  other  interested  persons.  Now 
it  Is  proposed  to  go  further — much  further. 

In  section  601  of  the  act  of  1922,  entitled  "  Notice  of  ai4>ralse- 
t^— Reappraisement,"  it  was  provided,  to  traverse  the  record 
again,  that  the  decision  of  the  appraiser  should  be  final  and 
conclusive  upon  all  parties  unless  a  written  appeal  for  a  reap- 
praisement was  filed  within  60  days  after  the  date  of  the  ap- 
praiser's report  When  the  oxislgnee  appealed  to  the  United 
States  Customs  Court  he  was  given  an  opportunity  to  l>e  heard, 
together  with  one  of  the  attorneys  general  who  was  assigned  to 
represent  the  Government  in  such  proceedings.  Both  the  im- 
porter and  the  person  designated  to  represent  the  Government 
in  such  proceedings  were  given  opportunity  to  introduce  evi- 
dence and  to  bear  and  cross-examine  witnesses  upon  the  value 
found  by  the  appraisers.  The  judge  of  the  Customs  Court  was 
then  to  render  his  decision  In  writing,  together  with  a  statement 
of  the  reasons  therefor  and  the  facts  on  which  the  decision  was 
based. 

So  much  for  existing  law  as  enacted  in  1922;  now  as  to  the 
present  changes.  In  section  501  of  the  bill  before  us  a  new 
provision  by  way  of  amendment  is  Inserted  which  reads  as 
follows : 

In  all  proceedings  Instituted  onder  tkls  section  an  Americso  aiana- 
ftcturer,  producer,  or  wholeMler.  or  a  representatlre  of  an  American 
labor  otvanlaation  or  labor  association,  shall,  with  the  permission  of 
thu  court,  granted  io  Its  discretion,  have  the  rifht  to  appear,  to  offer 
evidence,  to  cross-examine  witnesses,  and  to  be  heard  as  a  party  In 
laterest,  under  sach  rules  as  the  United  States  Customs  Court  nuiy 
prescribe. 

In  section  515,  a  continuation  of  section  514,  pertaining  to 
right  of  protest  against  collector's  decisions,  the  same  amend- 
ment in  regard  to  "American  mantifacturer,  prodncer,  or  whole- 
saler, or  a  representative  of  an  Amwlcan  labor  orfanicatlon  or 
labor  association  "  is  inserted. 

In  section  616,  which  deals  with  appeal  or  protest  by  American 
prudocers  and  was  in  the  act  of  1922,  a  new  amendment  is 
inserted,  as  follows: 

(•)  AmMlesa  hibort  Aay  sath«rls«d  rsprsscoUUvt  of  aa  AsMrleaa 
taber  orsaalaattoa  or  labor  assodsties  steU,  la  rsspsct  of  SMTchaadlss 
la  ths  maaalMtars  er  prsdoettoa  ot  wlUsk  sMabtrs  of  foch  argaalM' 
tlM  or  asswlatlsa  take  part,  bavs  tk*  saaM  right  ta  eeaiylala.  appMl. 
orpr|MrM  as  Is  If  this  ssstSoa  saeord^l  t»  aa  AaMricas  ■asstectsfsr, 
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In  ssctka  64&  sntltlsd  "  R«visw  of  Dscisioos  of  tbs  OMit 
at  Cmiomm  aad  Fatsnt  Apptals,**  a  now  amsodasot  providft  M 
follows: 


(k)  Application  by  American  OMnantcturer  or  American  labor :  Aa 
i  merican  manufacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler,  or  a  representatirs  of 
■  B  American  labor  orcanlsation  or  labor  association,  appeartnc  aa  a 
pirty  In  latsrest  In  any  proceeding  under  sections  501,  615,  or  516  of  thla 
set  shall  have  the  same  right  to  applj  for  a  review  by  the  Suprem* 
(  ourt  of  the  dedsion  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent 
i  ppeals  as  Is  accorded  to  other  parties  in  Interest  under  the  provisions 

0  r  section  195  of  th«  Judicial  Code,  as  amended. 

The  above  review  of  the  law  and  tbe  proposed  changes  in  the 
iv  is  to  show  that,  prior  to  1922,  all  disputes  respecting  the 
jaluation  placed  upon  imporied  goods,  whether  t(x>  high  or  too 
Ipw,  and  other  decisions  of  the  appraisers  with  respect  to  dussi- 
atlon  and  the  like,  were  Intrusted  to  the  law  officers  of  the 
vemment  and  opposed  by  the  direct  party  in  Interest — the  Im- 
rtorter  or  the  coiisijfnee.  In  1922  the  American  manufacturer, 
iroducer,  or  wholesaler  was  given  for  the  first  time  a  right  to 
t  le  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  a  protest  against  any 
s  lleged  undervaluatiou  by  the  customs  appraisers.  If  a  protest 
^ras  allowed  he  was  allowed  to  put  in  his  own  evidence  first 
lefore  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  later  before  the 
Customs  Court,  then  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers. 

If  the  American  manufactui*er,  producer,  or  wholesaler  was 
not  satisfied  with  the  action  of  the  Secretary  or  the  ajipraiser,  he 
<ould  file  within  10  days  an  appeal  fur  reappraisement  In  the 
same  manner  as  an  appeal  by  a  consignee  under  the  pruvit^ions 
<f  section  501.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  tlie  American  manufac- 
lurer,  producer,  or  wholesaler  under  the  law  of  1922  had  a 
rjight  to  enter  a  protest,  to  be  heard,  and  to  submit  evidence;  but 
is  right  stopped  there.  Now.  under  the  pro[>osed  amendment 
e  American  manufacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler  has  the 
ht  just  referred  to  with  the  addition  of  full  right,  with  the 
rmlssion  of  the  United  States  Customs  Court,  to  cross- 
dxamlne  witnesses  and  to  intervene  completely  as  a  iwirty  in 
Interest.  Furthermore,  this  amendment  provides  not  only  this 
enlarged  right  for  the  American  manufacturer,  producer,  or 
wholesaler,  but  extends  it  to  a  representative  of  a  lat)or  or- 
ganization or  labor  association.  And,  finally,  in  section  646  (b) 
of  the  bill  now  before  this  body,  the  American  manufacturer, 
iroducer,  or  wholesaler  and  the  representative  of  a  labor  or- 
{ anizatlon  or  labor  association,  who  have  appeared  as  party  in 
literest  before  the  Customs  Court,  are  granted  the  same  right 
isr  a  review  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  as  is 
accorded  under  the  Code  of  Laws  to  the  Importer  or  to  the 
onsignee  or  to  any  other  party  litigant. 

What  is  the  reason  why  such  right  of  Intervention  is  sought 
and  proposed  to  be  granted  with  respect  to  the  tariff  when  It  is 
E  ot  accorded  with  respect  to  other  legi.slatlon — such  as  Immigra- 
t  on,  income  taxes,  prohibition,  and  the  like,  where  there  are 
groups  of  citizens  vitally  Interested  in  interpretation  and  en- 
f  >rceraent?    It  is  l)ecause  all  other  statutes  are  recognized  to  be 

1  iglslation  primarily  In  the  public  interest.  The  tariff,  In  con- 
t-ast,  has  grown  Into  a  great  exception ;  it  is  in  essence  private 
1  >gislation.  But  although  the  tariff  has  become  by  an  abuse 
c  Ifferent  in  character  from  other  laws,  I  do  not  propose  on  that 
a  ccount  to  recognize  the  justice  of  a  special  status  l>eing  granted 
t »  it  with  rejqject  to  the  method  of  prosecuting  violations  or 
o  >tainlng  interpretations.  I  shall  not  consent  to  the  tariff  being 
d^alt  with  in  the  courts  upon  a  different  basis  from  all  otlier 
l^ws. 

Prom  the  beginning  of  the  Republic  the  enforcement  and 
ii  terpretatlon  of  public  legislation  has  be«i  intrusted  to  public 
olDcials  solely.  Any  attempt  to  change  this  practice  by  i)er- 
na  Itting  private,  interested  groups  to  appear  In  public  causes  will 
n  suit  in  the  breaking  down  and  perversion  of  our  whole  struc- 
ti  ire  of  law  enforcement.  It  will  permit  private  litigation  to  be 
sibstltuted  for  public  litigation.  It  Is,  In  the  form  now  pre- 
84  nted  to  us,  an  attempt  to  make  a  protective  tariff.  Itself  a 
naas  of  privileges  with  respect  to  the  rates,  also  privileged  as 
t^  the  method  of  Its  enforcement.  This  right  of  protest  now 
proposed  to  be  extended  Into  complete  rights  of  intervention 
w  as  not  heard  of  prior  to  1922.  It  is  nothing  less  than  recognl- 
t  on  of  private  rights  at  law  In  protection.  A  startling  deveiop- 
nient,  indeed!  Furthemiore,  this  right  of  intervention  estab- 
a  new  and  dangerous  precedent,  which,  once  establlNhed 
tbe  legislative  policy  of  this  country,  will  spread  Into  every 
iln  of  litigation.  This  thing  Is  bigger  and  broader  than  the 
riff.  If  It  strikes  in  its  roots  snd  becom«M  generalized,  then 
lOp  Camion  could  appear  as  a  party  Utlgant  In  any  cuart 
a  prohiUtloo  case  was  btlng  trie<l.  It  would  moan  ths 
lUlsbaoDt  of  an  lostltotlon  of  psrmltted  Intsrfersnce  wttb 
otMtrocdoD  of  the  ooofM  of  jostlca. 
Tba  UiDltatlon  that  this  right  of  Intsrrention  Is  In  tbe  dls- 
:loo  of  tbs  court  doss  oot  lesson  tbe  force  of  tbe  argument 
akalnst  It  nor  safsguard  the  public  Interest.  The  very  fact  tbat 
d  screttoo  la  flrta  to  tbe  court  indicates  tbe  dubious  character 
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of  the  proposal.  C5ourts  are  not  free  from  pressure— perhaps 
not  the  kind  of  pressure  that  members  of  legislative  bodies  and 
executive  ofDciais  have  brought  upon  them — but  It  is  well  known 
that  association  and  environment  and  other  influences  exist  and 
do  reach  into  the  deliberations  of  even  our  judicial  bodies.  Of 
all  courts  I  think  the  United  States  Customs  Court  Is  sur- 
rounded with  an  atmosphere  less  favorable  to  withstanding  im- 
proper requests  than  other  courts.  I  do  not  say  this  in  deroga- 
tion of  the  Customs  Court.  It  is  bound  to  be,  more  or  leas,  in 
form  and  character,  a  rather  special  form  of  tribunal.  As  a 
matter  of  recent  decision,  the  United  States  Customs  Court  is 
held  to  be  not  a  constitntlonal  court,  but  In  the  category  of 
"inferior  courts."  It  is  a  court,  nevertheless,  and  should  be 
preserved  in  Its  Integrity  as  a  court  and  not  made  the  special 
mark  of  aggressive  interference. 

The  real  significance  and  explanation  of  this  amaring  innova- 
tion, so  charged  with  collateral  dangers,  is  that  the  protective 
tariff  system  has  been  allowed  to  bei-ome  so  exceedingly  com- 
plex, and  the  terminology  of  tariff  acts  m  exceeding  obscure, 
that  no  longer  is  the  American  citizen  ^vemed  in  tariff  matters, 
to  ase  John  Locke's  phrase,  by  "  known  "  laws  but  by  laws 
largely  unknown  at  the  time  they  are  pesswl,  and  even  for  a 
long  time  afterwards  without  very  spetdal  assistance  in  finding 
out  what  they  are.  The  Senator  from  Utah,  in  a  recent  speech, 
and  in  the  course  of  discussing  the  subject  now  under  con- 
sideration, gave  the  whole  thing  away  quite  nalVely  in  the 
implication  of  his  statement  that  "  it  is  obvious  that  proper  pro- 
tection will  not  prevail  unless  the  rate  schedules  (and  many  of 
the  administrative  provisions  as  well)  are  strictly  and  effec- 
tively enforced  by  the  courts."  The  clear  implication  here  (con- 
sidering the  context)  is  that  the  courts  can  not  be  intrusted  to 
furnish  a  strict  and  effective  enforcement  of  the  protective  fea- 
tures of  our  tariff  legislation.  And  this  not  because  of  their 
inherent  Incapacity  but  because  until  the  domestic  manufactur- 
ers*— and  now  labor  organizations — api^ar  as  Interested  parties 
litigant  and  tell  what  the  legislation  means,  nobody  can  know 
what  it  means.  They  virtually  wrote  it  themselves  thro»igh 
their  attorneys,  and  they  alone  know  what  it  means.  The  Sen- 
ator from  Utah's  statement  Is  a  virtual  admission  that  importers, 
appraisers,  courts,  Assistant  Attorneys  General — everybody  ex- 
cept the  beneficiaries  of  the  tariff — are  helpless,  because  they 
are  dealing  not  merely  with  private  law  but  with  cryptic  pri- 
vate law.  That  is  what  latter-day  protection  has  come  to ;  and 
this  extended  right  of  protest,  so  called,  becomes  accordingly  a 
sort  of  correctional  necessity. 

I  do  not  wish  to  have  my  position  on  this  subject  misunder- 
stood as  countenancing  any  laxity  in  the  enforcement  of  the 
tariff  laws  or  any  favoring  of  Importers.  But  the  iM^vIsIons  as 
to  the  rates  and  the  conditions  under  which  they  are  to  be  col- 
lected should  be  so  clear  that  the  courts,  aided  by  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General,  will  not  need  outside  assistance. 

It  is  this  general  right  of  intervention  that  I  object  to— which 
of  course,  if  admitted  in  part  to  producers,  should  be  extended 
to  labor  organizations,  consumers,  and  Indeed  agricultural  socie- 
ties, and  all  other  groups  that  have  any  interest  In  the  tariff. 
It  is  not  at  all  the  proposal  made  now  to  admit  representatives 
of  labor  orgiinizatlons,  in  addition  to  manufacturers,  to  this 
new  kind  of  adjudication  of  nominally  puWic  laws  that  I  object 
to.  If  the  employers  are  to  come  In,  there  is  no  logical  reason 
why  the  organized  employees  should  not  come  in.  What  I 
object  to  Is  the  whole  preposterous  and  subversive  undertaking. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  protest  against  all  these  amend- 
ments of  the  pending  bill.  I  want  to  protest  against  them  both 
with  respect  to  their  form  and  their  immediate  purjiose,  but  also 
and  more  especially  with  respect  to  their  ultimate,  even  though 
unintended,  results.  What  always  happen.s  when  you  drive  one 
of  these  measures  of  change  too  big  for  its  Immediate  purpose 
through  long-established  institutions  is  that  there  are  with 
respect  to  its  authors  unforeseen  and  unwished  for  results, 
and  In  the  end  with  respect  to  society  often  disastrous  conse- 
quences. Tlierefbre,  Mr.  President,  I  proceed  trying  to  take  a 
deep  look  and  a  long  look,  and  urging  others  to  do  likewise. 

Here  are  the  facts  of  the  situation  summarized.  From  tbe 
beginning  of  this  Oovemment  down  to  1922  the  Interpretation 
of  all  pnbtic  laws  and  the  prosemtion  of  violations  of  such  laws 
were  made  by  Government  offlHals,  Then  in  1923  a  step  was 
taken,  not  wholly  out  ot  acc^^d  with  prevailing  judicial  practice, 
of  permitting  the  domestic  manufacturers  accorded  protection 
through  the  tariflr  to  make  protest  aod  to  otter  erldeooe  and  to 
be  beard  In  tariff  cases  under  eoosidemtlon  br  appralaere, 
higher  Treasury  oflkrials,  and  tbe  Customs  Ooort  Now  it  is 
profKtM'd  to  go  the  limit  and  permit  full  rights  of  intenrentloo 
as  parties  llUgant  to  outside  pervons  in  Instituting  and  prose- 
cuting tariff  adjudications  and  In  making  appeals  from  tbe 
lower  to  tbe  higher  tribuaala,    Wbatever  excuse  tben  migbt 


have  been  for  taking  the  first  step  (tlie  somewhat  indefinite 
rights  of  friends  of  the  court  always  existed),  there  la  no 
excase  for  this  final  plunge — to  permit  collateral  parties  ut 
interest  to  push  aside  the  attorney  of  the  Government  in  the 
Interpretation  and  enforcement  of  a  public  law,  and  through 
the  agency  of  a  private  attorney  of  a  private  interest  to  prose- 
cute that  matter.  And  yet  that  la  predaely  what  it  is  proposed 
that  we  shall  assent  to. 

Mr.  President,  w^  are  these  suggestions  confined  to  mattera 
of  the  tariff?  Why  not  propose  that  in  the  determination  of 
whether  an  income-tax  return  is  correct,  another  income-tax 
payer,  who  may  be  in  competition  with  the  maker  of  the  return, 
Ehall  have  a  similar  right  to  protest  and  intervene,  and  hire  a 
lawyer,  and  prosecute  the  case  and  interpret  the  law?  So  also 
in  cases  ctmnected  with  the  enforcement  of  prohlbitioo— a  sub- 
ject in  which  nuiny  pe<vle  are  interested — why  not,  because  the 
prohibition  law  is  alleged  to  be  enforced  with  laxity — that  is,  en- 
forced or  nonenforced  in  certain  communities— provide  that  tlie 
representative  of  a  prohibition  society  shall  have  the  right  to 
intMTrene,  substitute  his  lawyers  tor  the  Attorney  General's  as- 
sistant, prosecute  the  case.  Interpret  the  law,  and  take  it  to  the 
Supreme  Court?  Why  is  this  proposed  innovation  found  in  a 
tariff  bill  alone?  I  will  tell  yon  why:  It  is  l>ecauBe  more  and 
more  we  are  seeking  to  make  tariff  legislation  not  paUic  legis- 
lation, not  public  law,  not  law  for  all  the  peoi>le,  but  private 
law  for  iwlvate  interests.  A  vary  great  abuse,  already  gone  too 
far,  has  led  to  this  dangerous  new  step,  establiehing  a  far- 
reaching  and  surely  dangerous  precedent.  Why,  Mr.  President, 
if  we  open  this  door,  we  might  just  as  well  go  further  and 
in  the  prosecution  ot  every  crhninal  case,  ot  every  civil  case 
where  the  United  States  is  a  party  and  there  appears  to  be  dif- 
ference of  opinion  in  construction  of  a  law,  allow  some  private 
Interest  to  intervene  with  an  attCHney  and  cross-examine  the 
witnesses,  and  take  the  case  out  of  the  hands  of  the  public 
authorities.  Do  you  not  think,  Mr.  President,  and  do  not 
Senators  think,  that  we  are  at  the  entrance  to  an  entirriy  new 
domain  of  interpreting  law  and  of  prosecuting  vlc^tlon  of  law? 

Much  more  might  be  said  in  opposition  to  this  amendment.  It 
would  not  be  proposed,  as  I  said  twfore,  if  it  were  not  for  the 
fact  that  it  is  now  claimed  that  protectI<m  is  a  public  matter 
but  of  such  a  character  that  it  must  be  placed,  to  be  ^ective,  in 
private  custody.  That  it  is  something  in  which  the  public 
though  Interested  has  no  corresptwding  Interest  to  that  of  pri- 
vate persons;  something  In  which  the  manufacturing  interests 
and  the  laboring  interests,  engaged  in  producing  a  commodity 
similar  to  those  that  are  or  may  be  Imported  into  this  country, 
have  such  a  direct  and  unusual  and  dominating  interest  that  the 
public  prosecuting  attorney  is  not  to  be  trusted,  and  a  private 
attorney  must  appear  and  intervene.  What  about  the  collective 
but  unconcentrated  interest  of  mwely  private  citianu?  The 
"forgotten  man,"  the  consumer,  where  does  he  come  in?  Why 
is  he  not  admitted  to  this  feast  of  Interval tion  ? 

Where  are  we  going  to  stop?  Where  is  tlie  end  to  come,  if  for 
the  first  time  In  the  history  of  this  country  we  are  going  to  take 
the  interpretation  and  the  jiM'osecution  of  a  nominally  public 
law  from  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  and  turn 
it  over  to  the  attorney  for  a  iNrivate  party. 

All  this  presupposes  incompetent  c^cials  in  the  Department 
of  Justice — ^that  is.  incompetent  in  that  they  will  not  enforce 
this  law  sealously  enough.  It  has  no  justification  unless  we 
assume  (wholly  without  warrant  of  evidence)  that  the  ap- 
praisers at  the  pmts  of  the  country  are  dishonest  or  incompe- 
tent, or  that  the  Dq;>artment  of  Justice  whldi  sends  one  of  its 
assistants  to  r^sreeent  the  public  in  every  one  of  these  cases, 
can  not  be  trusted  to  take  care  of  the  public  interest,  and 
therefore  some  attorney  represoiting  manufacturing  or  other 
interests  shall  appear  to  watch  and  check  and  hdp  a  public 
official  perform  his  public  duty. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentticky. 

Mr.  BABKLBT.  Is  there  likely  to  be  any  dlrerslty  of  inter- 
sat  among  these  various  possible  intenreners,  or  In  all  likelihood 
would  they  be  on  tbe  same  side? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Perhaps  tbe  wbc^esaler 
might  have  a  somewhat  different  Interest ;  but  tbe  manufacturer 
and  producer  and  tbe  repmentatlTe  ctf  organised  labor  would 
probaMjr  all  bavt  tbe  same  Interest. 

Mr.  BABKLBT.  So  tbat  tbe  affect  ot  tbto  Interreotloa  would 
be  to  make  it  wton  dUDenlt  for  tbe  product  to  enter  at  a  valua- 
tkm  wbicb  they  tbeogbt  waa  act  adequate? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MawMichwserts.    BxacUf, 

Of  count,  tbat  la  om  of  tbe  naln  objections  tbat  tbe  minority 
has  been  making  to  these  admlnbitrative  featumk  It  is  that 
this  proposal,  and  tb«  other  similar  pcopesakf,  are  for  tbe  per- 
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poM  of  raMnf  what  are  called  trade  barrier*,  technical  legal 
obetmctlons,  to  make  It  more  dlfflcult  to  Import  into  thla  country, 
and.  when  lmporUtloo«  are  made,  to  make  it  more  embarraailnc 
and  more  haxardoos  to  the  Importer  to  aell  hla  goods  and  to 
find  a  market  here  In  America.  It  ia  thia  rtrj  thing,  theee 
so^ralled  t^de  impediments,  that  onr  own  bnslneas  interests 
constantly  complain  about  when  they  hare  to  meet  them  in 
otlier  countries.  They  are  coustantly  V^miplaining  against  the 
smaUness  and  the  narrowness  of  like  limitations  which  foreign 
goremments  are  placing  u^on  our  exports  of  commodities  into 
thene  rarlons  countries ;  and  yet  we  are  proceeding  here  in  this 
Mvtion  and  in  other  sections  of  this  bill  to  set  up  the  very 
same  trade  impediments  and  embarrassments  that  we  protei^ 
agsinMt  in  the  caae  of  other  countries. 

Mr.  BABKLET.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yMd? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  further  to  tbe  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  do. 

Mr.  BABKLET.  Has  the  Senator  any  information  as  to 
the  nnmtier  of  Intenrentions  that  hare  occurred,  since  the  act  of 
1922  was  passed,  on  the  part  of  those  permitted  under  the 
present  law  to  Interrene  ? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetta.  I  understand  that  It  has 
been  resorted  to  a  good  deal;  but  I  do  not  know  Just  how 
frequently. 

Mr.  BABKLBY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  seeking  information, 
because  I  hare  not  looked  up  this  matter.  Is  the  Senator  aware 
of  any  cases  in  which  tbe  represeotatire  of  the  Ooyemment 
has  been  unable  to  handle  the  Government's  side  of  the  con- 
troTHrsy  through  negligence  or  incompetence  on  the  part  of  the 
Department  of  Justice? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Absolutely  none  whaterer, 
except  what  any  extremist  desiring  strict  prohibition  enforce- 
ment would  say  about  United  States  district  attorneys  in  erery 
part  of  the  country.  I  think  the  criticism  has  been  of  the  same 
general  character  that  you  have  heard  and  I  have  heard  directed 
against  United  States  district  attorneys  here  and  there  for  fall- 
ing to  enfbroe  to  the  last  degree  violations  of  the  iNrohibltion  law. 
But  there  is  considerable  difference.  In  that  our  customs  laws, 
both  rates  of  duty  and  adminlstratire  provisions,  are  laws  that 
the  overwhelming  bulk  of  public  opinion  deaires  to  have  ea- 
forced  fully  with  respect  to  all  infringements  of  any  kind ;  the 
Government  attorneys  have  the  full  support  of  public  opinion  in 
carrying  out  the  customs  laws  in  their  plain  purport,  but  not  as 
used  for  the  unjust  harassment  of  the  Importers.  It  is  others 
wise  with  respect  to  prohibition,  and  dierefore  grounds  for 
alleging  that  aome  Government  attorneys  in  some  localities  are 
not  positivaly  dishonest  but  not  as  sealous  as  they  mli^  be  or 
should  be. 

Mr.  CX)PELAND.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PBE8IDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massadinsetts.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York, 

Mr.  CX>PELAKD.  I  assume  that  the  purpose,  at  least  theo- 
retically, of  tills  provision  is  that  those  who  are  given  the 
authority  and  the  power  and  the  obligation  to  fix  value  may 
be  folly  Informed.  I  want  to  follow  the  Senator  In  his  argu- 
ment: but  it  seems  to  me  I  can  see  that  there  ml^t  be  occa- 
sions when  the  testimony  of  a  hibor  organisation  might  be  vwy 
valuable.    For  Instance,  take  the  shoe  bosineas 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasachusetts.  Pardon  me.  There  la  and 
ahould  not  be  any  ofe^jection  to  the  representative  of  labor  being 
called  as  a  wltneas  and  giving  teetimony,  and  there  la  no  objec- 
tion to  the  manufacturer  proteating  and  being  called  as  a 
witnees;  but  now  It  ia  propoaed  that  the  manufaeturer  and 
the  representative  of  lal>or  appear  as  parties  litigant,  have  an 
attorney,  croaa-examine  witnesses,  and  conduct  the  prosecution. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Following  the  Senator's  argament  tbete. 
Is  he  not  a  party  In  Interest?  If  there  is  a  condition  of  affairs 
abroad — in  OiedioBlovakia,  for  Instance — where  shoes  are  made 
very  cheaply  because  labor  is  poorly  paid,  in  all  probability 
tiwre  Is  not  any  organisation  or  any  Individual  in  the  world 
who  is  so  well  informed  regarding  that  fact  as  the  laborer 
or  the  labor  union  h€»e. 

I  want  to  take  the  view  that  the  Senator  takea,  because  I 
usually  do;  but  the  truth  la,  as  I  see  it,  that  I  can  quite  un- 
derstand that  it  might  be  decidedly  advantageous  in  fixing  the 
true  value  of  an  Import,  to  have  this  privilege  granted. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachnsetts.  Will  the  Senator  permit  an 
Inquiry  from  me?  The  Senator  will  agree  that  the  fhrmlBg 
Interests  of  this  country  have  an  intereat  In  preventhig  aa  ex- 
cessive valuatloii  being  placed  upon  in^ported  farm  liBplemeats. 
Wm  the  Senator  agree  to  th^T 

Mr.  OOPELAND.    Tea. 
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ilr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Then  why  have  not  the 
fiirmlng  lotereats  of  this  country,  through  their  organlsatkma, 
th»  right  to  appear  and  have  an  attorney  take  part  in  tha 

Mr.  OOPELAND.  I  should  say  the  same  argument  would 
ai  ply. 

Mr.  NOBBI8  and  Mr.  SMOOT  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maaaachusetts.  There  is  also  a  proposal  now, 
If  these  amendments  are  adopted  that  tbe  consumers  shall 
hi  ve  an  attorney  take  part  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  So  what  we  will  do  is  to 
clange  the  practice  of  140  years  of  requiring  the  interpreta- 
tion of  a  public  law — not  recognized  and  accepted  as  a  private 
la  IV  yet — and  the  prosecution  of  that  public  law,  to  be  made  by, 
Xt  e  Departmoit  of  Justice,  and  turn  it  over  to  private  Interests ; 
a]  d  when  In  the  future  you  are  Interested  or  8t»mebody  is  Inter- 
ee  :ed  in  permitting  an  outsider  with  some  particular  interest  to 
In-ervene  in  a  case  of  this  Itind,  it  will  be  possible  for  some! 
ot  ler  interests  to  say  that  they  are  also  concerned,  and  there- 
fo  :e  they  want  their  attorney  instead  of  the  prosecuting  attor- 
D<y  of  the  Government  to  appear  and  prosecute  the  case.  It  is 
a  very  dangerous  and  far-reaching  thing. 

Bir.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
thit  if  a  manufaeiurer  can  rightfully  appear  as  a  party  in 
in  «rest  and  prosecute,  I  believe  that  the  representative  of  labor 
can,  and  I  believe  that  the  representative  of  agriculture  can, 
ai  d  I  believe  that  the  representative  of  the  consumers  can ;  but 
I  say  the  whole  business  is  dangerous  and  vicious,  and  is 
undermining  the  whole  theory  of  public  prosecution  of  public 
la.  ft. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  I  will  yield  next  to 
tie  Soiator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wanted  to  interrupt 
tie  Senator  from  Massachusetts  to  mention  the  fact  that  there 
is  a  proposal  now  to  have  a  consumer's  counsel — that  I  have 
gi  ven  notice  of  an  amendment,  and  had  it  printed,  to  create  the 
office  of  consumer's  counsd  in  the  Tariff  Commission,  but  not 
tc  Intervene  in  private  litigation  over  valuation  or  reappraise- 
ment  of  merchandise.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska,  as  well  as 
tlie  SenatcNT  from  Montana,  has  worked  upon  the  same  proposi- 
ti m,  and  the  proposals  of  all  of  us  have  had  in  mind.  I  think 
I  may  say,  the  creation  of  the  position  of  people's  counsel  or  of 
CO  nsumer's  counsel  In  the  Tariff  Conunission. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  understand 
it  e  Senator's  proposal,  and  his  proposal  would  be  a  very  proper 
oie  to  make  in  connection  with  recognition  of  a  real  need  and 
ri  ;ht  of  manufacturers  and  representatives  of  labor  and  whole- 
stlers  being  permitted  to  intervene.  Of  course,  the  Senator 
d<  «8  not  accept  the  principle  and  agrees  with  my  views. 

Mr.  NOBRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  call  tbe  Senator's  atientlon 
t<  the  language  on  line  11.  where  it  states  "American  manu- 
fi  cturer.  producer,  or  wholesaler."  Why  not  the  retailer  as  well 
ai  the  wholesaler? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Exactiy.  It  should  be  un- 
UiDlted. 

Mr.  NOBRIS.  Is  not  tbe  medical  profession  interested  in  the 
iiitpwtation  of  a  great  many  things? 

Mr.  WALSH  <rf  Montana.    Surgical  instruments,  for  Instance. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes ;  sturglcal  instnunents ;  and  in  that  respect 
tley  reiMraaent  practically  the  people.  Why  should  not  the 
msdical  assodationa  be  allowed  to  intervene  and  get  into  the 
Uiiraalt?  In  fact,  why  should  we  draw  the  line  anywhere? 
¥  hy  ahould  not  every  cltixen  of  the  United  States  be  allowed  to 
g(  t  into  the  lawsuit?    It  is  a  lawsuit  pending  before  a  court 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  a  lawsuit  brought  by 
tie  Government,  or  brought  against  the  Government  by  the 
importer.  The  parties  are  the  importer  of  an  article  on  the 
o\  le  band  and  the  United  States  Government  on  the  other.  The 
m  oment  you  permit  a  private  interest,  be  it  manufacturer  or  rep- 
nsentative  of  labor,  to  intervene,  you  have  broken  down  the 
Ic  ng-estabUshed  practice  of  limiting  tbe  interpretation  of  a 
pi  ibUc  law  and  the  prosecution  of  tbe  violation  of  a  public  law 
t(  the  duly  constituted  legal  authorities  of  the  Government. 

I  repeat,  if  we  make  this  departure  I  want  the  representatives 
o\  labor  included  as  well  as  the  manufacturers;  I  want  the 
w  lolesalers  to  go  Into  it;  and  I  want  the  representatives  of  the 
«  Dsumers  to  go  in.  Furthermore,  I  want  the  representatives  of 
ai  riculture  to  go  in.  And  why  exclude  the  representatives  of 
tie  medical  profession?  Where  will  you  stop  once  you  open 
tie  door? 

It  is  vicious  legislation  and  not,  of  course,  so  much  because 
oi  the  proposal  with  regard  to  representatives  of  labor.  I  am 
n  A  objactlng  to  it  on  that  ground.    I  am  objecting  against  any- 
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body  ot  any  time,  at  any  place,  being  other  than  a  witness, 
privately  cooperating  with  the  prosecutors  of  the  Uw  io  obtain 
Justice  I  am  opposed  to  any  interest  having  an  attorney  to 
Intervene  and  supersede  a  Government  official  in  the  interpreta- 
tion  and  pr(>8<vutlon  of  any  law.  __.,.« 

Mr,  8M(Kyi\     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Masnachusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr  SMOOT  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  BabioxtJ 
asked  the  Senator,  I  think,  as  to  how  many  cases  of  appeals 
there  were  under  existing  law.     Did  I  understand  the  Senator 

aright  ? 

Mr  BARKLBY.  Yes.  I  inquired  in  how  many  cases,  since 
1922  up  to  the  present  time,  had  there  been  an  Intervention  by 

an  outside  party. 

Mr.  8M()OT.  As  to  reappraisals,  not  one.  As  to  ciassiflca- 
tlons.  between  5  and  10.  under  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Then  what  is  the  need  of  It? 
If  it  Is  HO  trivial,  if  there  have  been  only  5  or  10  interventions 
In  nil  this  time,  what  is  the  need  of  broadening  the  present 
provision  of  law  and  extending  it? 

Mr.  BARKLBY.    How  many  cases  have  there  been  before  the 
Customs  Court  in  which  interventions  could  have  been  uken  If 
there  had  been  a  desire? 
Mr.  SilOOT.     I  e<«uld  not  answer  the  question. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  can  not  inform  the  Senator. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Of  course,  they  would  bring  proceedings  direct 
and  not  intervene  as  to  the  appraisal.     I  could  not  answer  the 
question,  because  it  was  never  brouglit  out  In  the  committee, 
and  I  could  not  make  even  a  guess. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.s.sachu8etts.  I  wanted  to  point  out,  too, 
that  even  under  the  law  of  1922,  when  the  importer  or  the 
consignee  entered  an  appeal  from  the  assessed  valuation,  the 
manufacturer  was  not  i)ermitted  to  intervene.  In  this  bill  for 
the  first  time  it  is  proposed  to  let  him  intervene  even  in  the 
case  where  the  importer  says  the  appraised  valuation  is  exces- 
Blve.  If  this  happens,  then  the  manufacturer,  the  wholesaler, 
and  anybody  can  cf>me  in  and  say,  "It  Is  not  excessive;  I  am 
going  to  Intervene  snd  become  a  party  to  the  proceedings,  and 
seek  to  make  the  importer  pay  a  duty  high  enough  to  suit  my 
purposes." 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  so  that  I  may  understand 
this  lanpnage  included  in  the  amendment,  as  I  understand  it 
the  existing  law  gives  the  manufacturer  or  the  wholesaler  the 
right  to  intervene.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  manufacturer,  the 
wholesaler,  and  the  producer. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  is  mls- 
taisen.  I  will  just  call  attention  to  one  fact.  Under  section 
616,  "  Appeal  or  protest  by  American  producers,"  they  do  inter- 
vene, but  under  the  proceedings  under  the  amendment  here, 
they  never  would.  Under  section  516,  that  is,  as  to  value,  they 
would,  and  they  have. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Under  section  516  of  existing 
law  the  manufacturers  have  been  permitted  to  exercise  a  right 
of  protest,  because  they  could  petition  that  the  appraisal  was 
too  low ;  but  under  the  other  section,  section  602,  the  importer 
himself  says,  "  Yuu  are  overvaluing,"  and  nobody  heretofore 
has  been  allowed  to  protest  as  to  that.  Am  I  correct? 
Mr  SMOOT.  Yes;  I  think  so  In  a  case  of  that  kind, 
Mr,  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  Is  proposed  that  in  that 
case,  and  in  all  cases,  in  every  instance,  even  where  the  con- 
signee and  the  importer  say,  "  You  are  overvaluing  this  article, 
I  appeal  to  the  Customs  Court,"  even  then  the  manufacturers  and 
repretieutatives  of  organlxed  labor  could  intervene  and  resist 
his  efforts. 

I  think  if  every  Member  of  this  body  should  understand  how 
dangerous  is  this  precedent,  and  should  fully  comprdiend  the 
momentous  consequwices  of  breaking  down  the  authority  and 
right  of  the  law  officers  of  the  Government  alone  to  represent 
the  United  States  In  the  InterpreUtion  of  law,  and  In  the  prose^ 
cutlon  of  violations  of  law,  there  would  be  no  defense  of  this 
provision.  When  you  open  that  door,  there  is  no  stopping.  It 
means  fostering  distrust  of  the  Department  of  Justice  in  all 
things ;  it  means  the  recogniied  making  of  pobllc  law  into  pri- 
vate law  generally,  with  private  Interests,  private  lawyers,  to 
interpret  it,  and  private  prosecutions.  Where  are  we  going  to 
end  if  we  abandon  the  legal  machinery  of  our  Government, 
established  and  fixed  to  Interpret  the  law  and  to  prosecute  vio- 
lations of  the  law?  It  Is  a  vicious,  dangerous  precedent;  (me 
of  the  most  dangerous  of  all  In  this  bill. 

Let  me  repeat  again  what  I  suggested  a  moment  ago— why  is 
this  here,  upon  what  theory  Is  it  here?  It  can  be  only  on  the 
assumption  that  the  appraisers  are  not  competent,  that  officers 
of  the  Government  are  not  efficient,  that  they  are  not  obeying 
the  law,  and  are  not  boaestiy  serving  the  Interest  oA  onr  coun- 


try. Every  time  that  such  a  situation  artaes,  or  Is  alleged  to 
arise,  are  we  going  to  let  private  lawyers  and  private  agencies 
come  in  and  prosecute  and  interpret  the  law,  or  are  we  g<»lng 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  the  Secretary  of  tbe 
Treasury  and  say,  "  Here,  we  are  representing  manufacturers 
and  labor  organizations.  Your  officials  are  Incompetent,  they 
are  favoring  importers,  they  are  undervaluing  these  imports. 
Remove  thetje  delinquent  officials.  Discharge  these  negligent 
attorneys  of  the  Government !  " 

Is  that  not  the  proper  manner  In  which  to  proceed?  Is  not 
that  the  only  way  in  whirb  to  proceed?  Is  not  that  the  only 
way  that  is  safe  In  a  democracy  like  ours?  rather  than  to  say— 
"  They  are  Incompetent  and  dishonest,  but  never  mind  that ;  we 
vrtll  have  our  private  lawyers  seek  to  provide  a  remedy  through 
securing  an  Interpretation  of  the  law.  and  an  enforcement  of 
the  law,  from  our  personal  point  of  view,  and  so  safeguard  our 
special  Interests  rather  than  the  intcreffts  of  the  whole  public." 

Mr.  President,  these  amendments  should  all  be  defeated. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  is  it  not  deliberately  writing 
into  a  public  law  an  Implication,  at  least,  that  this  is  not  al- 
together a  public  law  but  is  in  part  a  priv.jte  law? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Absolutely :  that  is  the  whole 
theory  of  It ;  in  many  of  these  amendments  there  is  an  a-^sump- 
tlon  that  these  laws  are  In  effect  though  not  in  form  private 
laws— that  the  only  parties  Interested  substantially  are  the 
manufacturers  and  the  Importers;  that  the  other  millions  of 
Americans  have  no  important  interest  and  should  be  pushed  to 
one  side,  because  it  is  not  really  a  public  law  but  Is  a  private 
law— a  privilege  for  the  benefit  of  a  few.  and  being  such  they 
ought  to  have  tbe  right  to  interpret  it  and  safeguard  It,  and 
have  their  lawyers  prosecute. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     And  they  are  writing  It  Into  the  law. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Exactly. 

THE  OBEAT  LAKXS-ST.  LAWBKNCB  WATIBWAY  AND  THK  MlSSISSlPri 

BIVEB 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  Presidwit,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  Inserted  In  the  Rboobd  an  address  by  Gardner  8.  Wil- 
liams, of  the  University  of  Michigan,  at  Grand  Rapids.  Febru- 
ary 1,  1929,  on  the  Great  Lakes-SL  Lawrence  waterway  and 
the  Mississippi  River. 

There  l»eing  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  bo 
printed  in  tlie  Recosd.  as  follows: 

When  about  six  or  eight  weeks  ago  Mr.  Parks  wrote  requesting  me  to 
address  this  meetlug.  I  looked  over  my  calendar  and  assnmed  that  I  was 
going  to  have  some  time  In  which  I  would  enjoy  preparing  a  well 
thought  out  discussion  of  the  question  upon  which  1  am  scheduled  to 
speak.  I  had  Just  finished,  as  I  supposed,  some  work  1b  connection  with 
litigation  in  one  of  the  Southern  States,  and  looked  forward  to  th« 
pleasure  of  this  meeting  with  no  little  anticipation.  About  two  weekt 
after  that  I  received  word  from  my  clients  that  rhe  people  on  the  other 
side  were  not  through.  Somebody  said  they  tried  to  write  a  brief  In  the 
case  and  did  not  have  evidence  enough  to  do  It  with,  and  wanted  to  put 
in  some  more,  so  I  was  called  to  the  seat  of  war,  and  it  was  only  about 
3  o'clock  yesterday  afternoon  that  I  found  myself  able  to  devote  some 
time  to  this  subject.  I  am  here  this  morning,  having  come  over  on  the 
sleeper,  and  leave  on  the  next  train. 

I  have  spoken  upon  the  subject  of  the  Great  Lakes^St.  Lawrence 
waterway  on  various  occasions  hi  various  places — I  believe  Id  Grand 
Haplds  on  one  occasion — and  have  discussed  Its  engineering  features,  and 
I  asstune  that  several  of  you  have  heard  me  on  that  subject. 

I  do  not  propose  this  morning  to  repeat  very  much  of  that  which  I 
presented  to  those  who  were  my  taesren  on  those  occaslcvs.  for  the 
very  good  reason,  it  seems  to  n»e.  ttiat  It  Is  an  old  story.  The  engi- 
neering features  of  the  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  waterway  have  been 
quite  thoroughly  discoased:  tiiere  la  a  program' prsetlcany  or  tenta- 
tively adopted  that  solves  the  engineering  problem ;  it  may  not  be  solved 
In  tbe  best  way ;  in  fact,  on  a  problem  of  that  magnltnde  It  wotild  be 
dlfflcult  to  find  two  engineers  who  would  absolutely  agree,  and  there 
may  he  suggestions  which  I  might  make  and  which  others  might  mmke 
which  woold  change,  modify,  or  improve  the  program  as  It  stands  now. 
But  that  Is  behind  as.  What  we  are  really  interested  In  Is  whst  la 
going  to  happen  next.  We  may  say  that  so  fttr  as  the  engineering 
problem  Is  concerned,  as  we  ordinarily  recognlae  an  engineering  problem, 
that  is  out  of  the  picture. 

The  Great  Lakes-8t  Lawrence  waterway  is  now  a  political  question. 
The  proponents  of  the  proposition  are  the  Lake  Stata  primarily,  sup- 
ported hy  a  portion  of  the  Northwest.  The  project  Is  violently  opposed 
by  the  controlling  factors  In  the  State  of  New  York,  namely,  the  con»- 
merdal  Interests  of  New  York  City  and  of  Buffalo,  who  recognise  that 
If  the  8t  Ijawrence  waterway  be  developed  a  large  amouirt  of  business 
win  he  averted  from  New  York  City  as  a  port  and  from  Buffalo  as  a 
place  of  transshipment. 

When  I  was  a  stndent  In  college  my  old  preceptor,  Joseph  Baker 
Davis,  one  of  the  early  presidents  of  this  society,  said  :  "  When  I  tare 
any  dealings  with  s  eontracter,  and  be  doesn't  do  as  I  want  htao  to  do^ 
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I  hit  bim  in  the  pocketbook;  that  is  the  moat  Tiilaerabl«  point."  We 
may  well  expect  that  the  boalneas  interests  of  New  York  City  and  of 
Buffalo,  and  of  tlie  citlea  along  the  Brie  Canal,  Albany,  Syracuse, 
Rochester,  and  others,  being  hit  in  the  pocketbook,  wiU  react  forcibly. 
In  addition  to  New  York,  we  hare  the  opposition  of  the  other  seaboard 
porta. 

We  can  start  with  Boston,  then  Wilmington.  Philadelphia,  Baltimore, 
Blchmond,  Newport  News,  even  Charleston  and  Savannah  are  naturally 
antagonistic  to  the  Oreat  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  waterway,  because  ir  bits 
them  in  the  pocketbook.  It  is  perfectly  legitimate  for  a  man  to  defend 
hla  pocketbook.  If  we  were  citizens  of  those  localities  we  would  act  as 
they  are  acting ;  we  would  pot  np  as  good  a  fight  as  we  know  how.  The 
dty  of  New  York  is  putting  op  a  vastly  better  fight  against  tbe  water- 
way than  all  the  combined  ability  of  the  Oreat  Lakes  is  putting  up 
for  It. 

That  leaves  between  these  two  opposing  interests  a  great  section  of 
the  United  States  that  Is  largely  IndilTeient,  the  States  soath  of  the 
Mason  and  Dixon  line,  except,  as  I  have  said,  the  cities  of  Richmond, 
Charleston,  and  tbe  States  of  Virginia  and  South  Carolina  are  to  a  large 
extent.  I  might  say.  almost  wholly  indifferent.  The  Oreat  Lake»-St. 
Lawrence  waterway  means  nothing  to  them,  except  perhaps  as  tbe  pros- 
perity of  the  part  of  the  country  is  reflected  tbrongbont  the  rest. 

Tike  Sonthem  States  and  Gulf  States  have  nothing  to  gain  from  the 
St  Lawrence  waterway  and  they  are  not  interested.  Similarly  with  the 
Southwestern  and  southern  Plains  States:  and  we  get  around  finally  to 
tbe  possibility  that  on  the  Pacific  coast  the  State  of  Washington  may  be 
Interested,  although  not  very  actively ;  and  It  is  only  when  we  get  east. 
Into  the  DakoUs  and  that  tier  of  States  directly  sooth,  that  we  find  an 
actual  Interest  in  the  development  of  the  St.  Lawrence  waterway  that  Is 
not  likely  to  be  swayed  by  the  arguments  of  those  who  may  be  opposed 
to  it.  There  are  a  few  States  that  are  divided,  even  New  York  to  a 
minor  extent ;  those  localiti<>s  bordering  on  the  St.  Lawreocp  River, 
Ogdensburg.  for  instance,  being  In  favor  of  tbe  Oreat  Lakes-St.  l^w- 
reaoe  waterway,  but  they  are  merely  a  drop  In  tbe  bucket  as  compared 
with  tbs  Inllaeaoe  of  New  York  City.  Albany,  and  Buffalo.  In  Pennsyl- 
▼ania  we  have  Erie,  which  Is  natoraUy  a  supporter  of  the  waterway,  bot 
It  has  but  a  anall  chance  of  exercising  an  lmiH>rtant  infloence  In  tbe 
face  of  tbe  opposition  that  centers  In  Philadelphia,  These  may  t>e 
things.  gcBtlcnen,  that  do  not  come  to  your  attention. 

I  happen  to  have  been,  through  force  of  circosutSDces,  more  or  less 
fotlmately  connected  with  aSttlrs  In  Washington  during  tbe  past  five 
or  six  years;  and  perhaps.  1  have  imbibed  a  little  more  of  this  sort  of 
thing  than  tte  ordinary  dtixen,  or  the  ordinary  engineer  does  at  least, 
and  that  Is  th«  set-op  as  I  see  it. 

Bsfors  tlM  Great  Lakes-8t.  Lawrence  waterway  can  be  made  a  fact, 
so  far  as  ths  Mstlooal  Oovemment  is  concerned,  there  must  be  a  treaty 
with  Canada,  There  is  some  opposition  to  that  treaty  over  in  Canada. 
Ths  city  of  lf(»treal  is  not  at  all  enthusiastic  about  tbe  Great  Lakes- 
St.  Lawrence  waterway.  They  have  a  good  waterway  as  far  as  Mon- 
treal, and  that  is  the  greatest  grain-shipping  port  on  this  continent  at 
the  present  time.  It  Is  not  difllcnlt  for  the  canny  Scotch  and  volatile 
French  citiaena  of  Montreal  to  realise  that  If  shipping  can  get  from 
the  Oreat  Lakes  to  tbe  ocean  there  will  be  a  lot  of  commerce  that 
will  not  stop  at  Montreal. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  wheat-growing  section  of  Canada,  tbe  western 
Provlncea.  and  those  which  lie  along  tbe  upper  Lakes,  too,  for  that  mat- 
ter, are  in  favor  of  tbe  waterway.  Now.  grant  that  the  time  comes 
when  the  Canadlana  are  willing  to  enter  into  a  treaty — and  let  me 
say  that  they  are  pretty  good  traders  over  there  and  need  money — but 
let  us  grant  that  tbe  time  comes  when  a  treaty  has  been  agreed  upon 
by  the  plenipotentiaries  of  tbe  two  countries,  and  that  it  comes  to  tbe 
Senate  of  the  United  States  for  ratification.  There  are  48  States,  each 
having  two  Senators,  so  that  makes  96  Members  of  the  Senate,  and  to 
ratify  a  treaty  requires  two-thirds ;  or  the  project  must  have  64  votes, 
which  means  32  States  or  the  equivalent  I  beUere  the  Great  Lakes- 
St  Lawrence  Waterways  Association  has  on  its  list  23  Statea  that  are 
at  presmt  in  its  favor. 

Assuming  that  to  be  so,  where  are  tbe  other  nine  coming  from? 
They  must  come  from  those  nentrai  States  and  how  are  the  waterway's 
supporters  to  get  thsm?  They  must  face  the  arguments  of  New  York 
City  uid  a  large  portion  of  New  York  State,  of  Pennsylvania,  New 
Jerssy.  Delaware;  Maryland,  and  a  few  of  tbe  Southern  States,  probably. 
They  most  convert  from  that  group  in  the  South  or  Southwest  enough 
additional  Senators  to  pot  this  onder  way.  The  question  is,  can  they 
do  It? 

Now.  let's  ses  what  sort  of  arguments  they  have  to  fkce  if  they  are 
going  to  bring  about  that,  conversion.  The  total  fall  from  tbe  foot  of 
Lake  Ontario  to  Montreal  is  215  feet.  On  tbe  boundary  between  Canada 
and  the  United  States— that  is.  that  part  of  the  St  Lawrence  River 
southwest  of  Lake  St  Francis— there  is  a  fall  of  87  feet,  of  which,  if 
you  think  of  power  for  a  moment,  one  half  belong  to  Canada  and  the  other 
half  to  tits  State  of  New  York.  From  tbe  boundary  at  Lake  St.  Francis 
to  Montreal  the  river  flows  entirely  through  Canadian  territory  and  tbe 
fall  ia  128  feet  Speaking  of  the  power  which  may  be  developed,  which 
la  one  of  tbe  factors  brooght  prominently  into  tbs  picture,  we  find  that 
80  per  cent  of  it  nearly,  over  79  per  cent.  Is  in  Canada,  which  leaves  Just 
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a  shade  over  20  per  cent  for  the  United  States.  Of  the  work  that  has  to 
be  done  in  carrying  out  tbia  project,  about  75  per  cent  of  it  is  on  tbe 
Canadian  solL 

When  tbe  proponents  of  the  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  waterway 
begin  to  work  on  the  Senators  in  Washington  tbey  are  going  to  face 
this  proposition  :  That  if  the  United  States  provides  more  than  25  per 
cent  of  tbe  cost  of  that  canal  and  its  development  they  will  be  spending 
money  in  a  foreign  country.  Tbe  conditions  are  such,  owing  to  the  large 
expense  with  which  it  became  involvrd  during  the  war — its  contributions 
compared  to  oors  make  oors  look  like  a  bagatelle — that  Canada  is  In  no 
condition  to  bear  three-fourths  of  the  burden  of  the  Great  Lakes-St. 
Lawrence  waterway.  It  is  a  question  if  in  deepening  the  WeMand 
Canal  it  has  not  done  all  that  can  reasonably  be  expected  of  it,  consider- 
ing the  benefits  it  is  likely  to  receive  as  a  result  of  this  project.  This 
means  that  the  bulk  of  tbe  money  for  carrying  out  that  project  must 
come  from  tbe  United  States.  I  want  to  tell  jou  that  it  will  be  many 
days  before  you  persuade  the  Senators  from  the  Southwest  and  from 
the  South  and  from  those  States  In  New  England  which  are  indifferent 
to  vote  to  spend  several  millions  of  dollars  on  Canadian  soil.  That  is 
the  A,  B,  C  and  1,  2,  3  of  this  proposition.  It  has  been  said  that 
one  should  never  prophesy  unless  he  Is  sure,  and  do  that  very  seldom, 
bot  my  prophecy  is  that  there  Is  not  one  of  us  who  Is  going  to  see  the 
Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  waterway  made  a  fact  by  International  agree- 
ment for  the  expenditure  of  public  money. 

Now.  In  addition  to  that  sltnation,  which  would  seem  to  be  enoogh, 
there  is  a  gathering  storm  In  another  quarter,  and  this  takes  me  Into  a 
field  that  I  have  also  discussed  in  former  talks.  It  takes  us  to  Chicago. 
Yoo  probably  have  heard  that  there  Is  a  canal  that  fiows  from  the 
Chicago  River  down  to  tbe  Des  Plaines  River  and  dlscliarges  water  taken 
from  Lake  Michigan  Into  this  river  and  thence  Into  the  Mississippi. 
Now,  the  purpose  of  that  canal,  as  most  of  you  know  undoubtedly  is  to 
divert  the  sewage  of  Chicago  from  I^ke  Mlcblgao,  I<ake  Micbigan  being 
used  as  the  water  supply  of  Chicago.  That  project  was  Investigated  in 
tbe  early  eighties,  and  there  were  three  propositions  considered  at  that 
time.  One  was  the  disctiarge  of  tbe  sewage  into  Lake  Michigan  at  such 
a  point  as  it  was  thought  would  not  be  likely  to  Interfere  with  ths 
water  supply. 

The  second  was  the  disposal  of  that  sewage  upon  land,  what  we 
usually  call  a  broad  irrigation  project,  for  at  that  time  tbe  treatment 
of  sewage  as  we  know  It  was  practically  unheard  of.  Tbe  tbtrd  was 
a  drainage  canal  to  take  the  sewage  down  the  Des  Plaines  River,  as  a 
part  of  the  sewage  of  Chicago  bad  been  going  for  m.nny  years  before. 
After  a  very  able  Investigation  the  report  of  the  engineering  board  was 
unanimously  In  favor  of  the  water-carriage  project.  In  looking  at  It 
since  in  the  light  of  all  the  knowledge  that  existed  at  that  time,  no  one 
has  been  able  to  seriously  question  tbe  wisdom  of  that  declxion.  There 
was  no  place  within  reach  of  Chicago  where  its  sewage  could  have  t>e<>n 
pot  into  Lake  Michigan  without  contaminating  Its  water  suppljr ;  there 
was  no  area  of  land  within  reach  where  broad  Irrigation  could  have 
been  carried  on  to  a  sofflcient  extent  to  provide  for  the  needs  of  tbe 
city. 

In  the  year  1885,  while  this  matter  was  under  discussion.  It  naturally 
came  to  the  attention  of  engineers,  and  it  was  taken  up  by  the  Western 
Society  of  Engineers,  of  Chicago,  and  various  nationally  prominent 
hydraulic  members  of  oor  profession  investigated  the  problem  and  par- 
ticipated in  tbe  discussion  which  was  carried  on  for  several  months, 
the  resnlt  of  which  was  finally  published.  Those  engineers  agreed  that 
the  effect  of  the  diversion  of  10.000  cubic  feet  a  second  from  Lake  Michi- 
gan through  the  proposed  canal  Into  the  Des  Plaines  River  would  lower 
Lake  Michigan  somewhere  between  2H  and  6  inches.  In  1912  the  mem- 
bers of  tbe  Corps  of  Engineers  of  the  United  States  Army,  in  the  testi- 
mony which  they  gave  in  the  suit  of  the  United  States  r.  the  8anitary 
District  of  Chicago,  after  having  spent  several  years  in  the  study  of 
this  problem  and  in  the  measurements  of  the  outflow  of  the  Great 
Lakes  in  their  combined  testimony  estimated  that  the  diversion  of 
10,000  coble  feet  a  second  woold  lower  tbe  lake  between  4  and  6 
Inches. 

I  say  that  those  early  engineers — George  Y.  Wisner,  Lyman  E.  Cooley, 
Elmer  L.  Corthell — there  were  atwut  a  dosen  of  them,  were  either 
mli^ty  good  goessers  or  that  they  had  more  knowledge  of  the  subject 
than  people  thought  they  had ;  but  the  Interesting  thing  Is  that  nobody 
worried  about  the  matter  of  lowering  Lake  Michigan  4  to  6  Inches,  or 
any  number  of  inches  for  that  matter,  as  far  as  we  can  learn.  The 
effect  of  that  diversion  was  predicted  In  1885,  and  the  public  and  those 
who  were  interested  had  an  opportunity  to  know  It  The  sanitary  dis- 
trict, which  is  a  political  entity,  was  created  by  vote  of  tbe  people  In 
1889,  and  that  vote  is  Interesting.  It  was  70.000  In  favor  and  200 
against  Tbe  board  was  organised  in  January.  1890.  construction  begun 
in  1892,  and  the  canal  was  opened  in  1900. 

There  were  no  objections  to  that  canal  during  the  first  years  of  Its 
existence,  except  that  it  had  caused  dangerous  currents  In  the  Chicago 
River.  The  Chicago  River  was  narrow  and  tortuous,  and  there  were 
times  when  boats  had  dlfllcnlty  In  navigating  through  the  bridge  and 
at  other  places,  and  the  sole  objection  that  was  raised  to  the  diversion 
of  Lake  Michigan  water  until  1907  was  its  causing  a  dangerous  current 
ia  tbs  Chicago  River,  and  that  was  the  reason  the  flow  through  the 
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canal  was  restricted,  as  It  was,  to  4,167  coMe  feet  per  second,  which  U 
what  the  original  Government  permit  grants,  and  what  untU  Tery  re- 
cently no  one  questioned  the  district  had  tbe  right  to  take. 

Now,  in  about  1903  the  SUte  of  Illinois  granted  to  the  sanitary  dis- 
trict the  privUege  of  utllixlng  the  water  power  that  was  going  to  waste, 
flowing  down  the  Des  Plaines  River  without  value  to  anybody.  There 
waa  a  faU  there  of  something  over  30  feet  «nd  the  district,  under  the 
State  authority,  went  ahead  and  built  a  power  plant,  and  that  plant 
went  into  service  In  1907.  About  the  first  thing  the  district  did  was  to 
seek  contracts  for  the  output  of  that  plant,  and  they  assumed  that.  It 
being  a  municipal  or  public  corporation,  their  natural  market  waa 
among  tbe  other  public  corporaHona,  and  they  began /to  sell  current  to 
tbe  city  of  Chicago  and  to  various  municipalities  Just  outside.  The  rates 
at  which  that  current  was  sold  were  naturally  less  than  the  rates  at 
which  steam  electric  current  was  being  sold  by  the  pnbUc  utility  in 
Chicago,  and  Immediately  a  wall  went  np  that  the  poblic  utility  was 
going  to  lie  In  dire  financial  straits. 

Now,  tbe  electric  Interests  did  not  go  to  Chicago  with  their  protest ; 
they  Just  did  what  you  and  I  would  do,  only  they  did  a  lot  better  than 
many   of   os   would   do.     Tbey    did    not   do    much    howling   themselves, 
because  they  realised  that  public-service  corporations  might  not  readily 
get  the  ear  of  tbe  public,  but  they  called  a  council  of  war  and  they 
Interested  the  rest  of  the  public-service  companies  of  tbe  country,  the 
National  Electric  Light  AssocUtlon,  one  of  the  most  valuable  and  at  tbe 
same  time  one  of  the  most  influential  bodies  In  our  commercial  organisa- 
tion, and  tbey  had  some  wise  councilors,  who  advised  them  not  to  make 
too  moch  noise  themselves,  bot  to  find  somebody  else  that  might  be  In- 
terested in  this  project,  aiul  attack  in  tbe  rear,  as  it  were :   ami   they 
went  to  tbe  Lake  Carriers  Association,  which  controls  the  navigation  on 
the  Oreat  Lakes.     The  Lske  Carriers  Assoclstlon  was  not  terribly  Inter- 
ested at  first — those  old  lake  captains  who  had  been  navigating  these 
Lakes  for  years  knew  that  the  water  was  low  sometimes  and  high  ctber 
times,  and  thought  they  were  doing  the  buMness  pretty  well,  and  did  not 
enthuse  very  much.     So  tbe  power  Interests  went  a  step  further.     Tbey 
said.  "  We  have  got  to  bare  somebody  tell  these  fellows  sbont  this  whom 
tbey  will  listen  to,"  and  tbey  went  to  tbe  Corps  of  Engineers  of  tbe 
United  States  Army,  snd  there  they  struck  some  fertile  soil,  becsuse  tbe 
Corps  of  Engineers  likes  to  have  plenty  to  do.  and  there  are  some  very 
attractive  berths  on  the  Great  Lakes.     I  believe  thst  next  to  New  York 
snd    Washington   an   appointment   at    Detroit    is   considered    the    great 
plum.     There  are  some  others;   there  sre   Doloth,   Chicago,   and   Mil- 
waukee, all  of  them  very  pleasant  cities  in  which  to  be  located. 

The  more  work  thst  wss  to  be  done  on  the  Great  Lakes  the  better 
the  chance  of  members  of  the  Engineer  Corps  being  sssigned  to  those 
favorable  bertha     Tbey  sat  down   with   their  pencUs.   and   very   soon 
they  figured  that  the  Lakes  were  getting  lower  by  about  6  or  8  inches, 
and  that  they  ought  to  make  some  measurements  to  find  out  about  it ; 
so  there  was  a  lake  survey  to  be  had,  an  Army  ofllcer  to  command  it, 
and  a  force  of  assistants,  among  whom  were  several  honored  members 
of  this  society.     They  went  to  work  and  did  some  of  the  finest  mess- 
nrement  of  river  discharge  that   has  been  done  by  anybody  to  deter- 
mine tbe  effect  on  the  level  of  the  lake  of  the  diversion  of  10,000  cubic 
feet   per   second,    how   much   that   would   cost   in   navigation,   and    how 
much  less  cargo  a  ship  would  carry  if  the  water  were  6  inches  lower 
than  it  Is.     Irrespective  of  the  fact  that  the  fieet  of  the  Lake  Carriers' 
Association   was   then  carrying  all   the  commerce   that  was  to   be  car- 
ried—they were  hauling  from  Lake  Superior  to  the  Pittsburgh  district 
via  CTeveland,  Ashtabula,   and  Conneaut  all  the  ore  that  was  wanted 
down  there,  and  at  times  ships  were  being  laid  up  because  they  did 
not   have  a  cargo   to   carry— they   stiU   figured   out  that   if  they   had 
deeper  water  they   could   carry  more  ore  and  could   get  more  money 
for  carrying  it,  and   they   were  losing  several   mQUon   dollars  a  year 
because   that   lake  was  going   to  be   drawn   down,   that  water  drawn 
down    6    Inches.     That    condition    has    not    changed.     At    the    present 
time  there  is  carrying  capacity  enough  on  the  Great  Lakes  to  carry 
all  the  ore  that  anybody  ever  wanted  carried,  that  ore  has  been  car- 
ried, and  there  would  not  have  been  any  more  ore  carried  if  the  water 
had  been  10  feet  deeper;  bot  the  lake  interests  have  been  losing,  ac- 
cording to  the  Engineer  Corps  figures,  I  don't  know  how  many  million 
dollars  a  year  because  Chicago  has  diverted  a  maximum  of  8,600  cubic 
feet    a    second.     Just    for   comparison    let    me    give   you   these   figures: 
The    average   outfiow    of  the   Great    Lakes   through    the   St    Clair  and 
Detroit  Rivers  Is  sllgbUy  leas  than   200,000  cubic  feet  a  second.     If 
they   had   stopped   the   dredging  out   of  the   channels  the   Uke  would 
have  brought  Itself  back  to  Its  original  levels  by  filling  the  outlet  of 
tbe  St   Clair  River.     But  finally,  through  the  arguments  of  the  Engineer 
oOcers,  the  Lake  Carriers  were  aroused,   and   their  powerful  lobby  in 
Washington   began    to   agitate   for  a   suppression   of  the  diversion   at 

They  thought  they  had  better  bare  some  help  from  the  ootslde,  so 
they  stirred  up  our  Canadian  friends.  The  Canadians  did  not  hare 
shipping  enough  using  the  Great  Lakes  to  care  a  contlnenUl  whether  the 
water  was  6  Inches  higher  or  lower,  but  it  was  explained  to  them  how 
many  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  the  shipping  interests  of  Canada 
were  losing  each  year  because  the  water  had  been  lower  than  It  used  to 
be,  and  in  doe  course  they  began  to  feel  they  bad  an  interest.     And  tbM 


somebody  happened  to  think  of  tbe  water  power  in  tbe  St  Lawrence, 
the  major  part  of  that  belonged  to  Canada.  While  there  waa,  If  I; 
remember  correctly,  not  over  26,000  cubic  per  second  osed  for  power  out 
of  something  like  250,000  that  fiows  down  the  St  Lawrence  Blrer,  and 
there  was  every  eridence  that  it  woold  be  a  good  while  before  more 
than  two  or  three  times  that  moch  might  be  wanted,  nevertheless  they 
felt  that  the  loss  of  10,000  coWc  feet  per  second  from  the  flow  of  the 
St.  Lawrence  River  was  a  very  serious  question  for  the  power  interests 
of  Cansda,  and  Canada  got  into  the  game. 

The  effect  of  this  diversion  has  never  been  9  Inches ;  according  to  tbe 
best  Information  we  have,  it  does  not  get  to  that ;  according  to  the  Gor- 
emment's  Engineers  it  woold  be  a  little  over  five — as  a  resolt  of  my  own 
stodies,  based  upon  their  observations  and  others,  it  is  my  opinion  It 
does  not  go  over  four,  about  the  slse  of  a  brick  that  might  drop  off  a 
scow  or  lighter  onto  the  bottom.  Not  4  or  6  Inches  a  year,  but  4  or  « 
inches  throughout  all  eternity.  After  1910  the  Lakes  began  going  down, 
snd  tbey  got  down  some  4  or  5  feet  lower  than  they  had  been  once,  a 
couple  of  feet  lower  than  they  bad  been  recently,  a  couple  of  feet  lower 
than  they  are  now,  and  boats  could  not  carry  as  much  as  they  wanted 
to,  although  they  carried  aU  anybody  wanted  them  to  carry;  and  then 
a  bnllaballoo  went  op. 

A   witness   testified   how  the   lake  had  been    lowered  4   feet  by  the 
diversion  st  Chicago.     They  seem  to  bare  the  Idea,  rather  peculiarly, 
although  not  expectedly,   that  when   they  said  a  diversion  of   10,000 
feet  would  lower  tbe  Lakes  6  indies,  it  would  lower  them  that  much 
every  year.     About  that  time  we  were  poahing  the  St  Lawrence  water- 
way pretty  hard,  and  our  friends  in  New  York  got  rather  solicitous. 
They  were  afraid  it  might  go  through.     When  they  started  they  thought 
nobody   was  interested   but   tbe  lake  cities,  and  tbey  dWn't  amount 
to  much,  bot  as  they  began  to  get  support  from  tlie  Lake  States  tbe 
shipping  Interests  of  New  EngUnd,  New  York,  and  Pennsylvsnla  got 
aroused.    Tbey  said  immediately,  "There  is  the  SUte  of  IlUnols,  tbe 
most  Influentlsl  State  in  tbe  whole  buncb.     If  we  can  detach  lUlnois 
from    the    Oreat    Lakes-St    Lswrence    waterway    moveoMnt,    we    have 
broken   Its   hack."     Tbey    sent    over   sosae   emissaries    to    Canada   and 
said,  "  Yoo  want  to  pot  np  a  real  kick  against  this  Chicago  diversion ; 
It  Is  wronginff  yoor  water  power ;  tbey  have  no  right  to  take  It ;  It  Is 
onfalr   to   navigation;   It   is  an  International  question,"   slthongb   tbe 
diversion  had  already  been  agreed  to  in  a  treaty  between  tbe  United 
States  and  Canada.     Canada  raised  up,  and  It  was  insistent  that  tbe 
diversion  at  Chicago  should  be  reduced.     Then  they  got  the  support  of 
tbe  business  organisations  in  tbe  I^ke  States,  tbe  Chamber  of  Commerce 
of  Detroit  Milwaukee,  Toledo,  Cleveland.  Erie,  and  Buffalo.    Tbe  navi- 
gation of  the  Great  Lakes  was  being  endangered,  porta  at  these  cltjee 
being   threatened,    depths   in    harbors    reduced,    and    tbe    diversion    at 
Chicago  must  be  stopped. 

The  United  States  bad  already  brought  its  suit,  and  it  had  been  decided 
as  to  what  tbe  righta  of  the  United  States  were  in  the  matter,  namely, 
that  it  had  control  for  purposes  of  navigation  of  tbe  Oreat  Lakes. 
Then  when  they  got  tbe  States  solBciently  srirred  up  the  States  brought 
suit  on  the  ground  that  the  water  of  the  Great  Lakes  was  theirs  except 
the  smaU  proportion  that  belonged  to  Illinois,  and  that  when  lUlnois 
took  more  than  that  it  was  taking  something  that  did  not  belong  to  It. 
and  that  there  was  no  right  in  Congress  or  anywhere  else  to  grant  the 
diversion  at  Chicago. 

During  tbe  early  days  of  that  agitation,  which  began  back  in  about 
1922,  If  I  remember  correctly,  you  found  your  bankers  sll  suddenly 
Interested  in  the  depth  of  water  in  the  Great  Lakea;  you  found  tbe 
presidents  of  your  trust  companies  going  around  and  making  speeches 
against  diversion  of  water  at  Chicago.  I  recaM  the  president  of  a  Urge 
trust  company  in  Detroit  one  day  went  over  to  Canada  and  made  a 
speech  before  the  chamber  of  commerce,  I  believe,  of  Windsor.  I  read 
a  report  of  that  speech  the  next  morning  in  the  Free  Press.  As  there 
were  so  many  sUtementa  in  it  that  I  knew  were  absolutely  Incorrect  I 
ventured  to  write  to  the  gentleman,  sending  bim  a  document  containing 
some  information  on  the  subject  that  he  presumatrfy  ne\er  bad  seen, 
and  suggested  that  it  seemed  qoestloaaUe  patriotism  for  a  dttaen  of  the 
United  States  to  go  Into  a  foreign  country  and  attempt  to  stir  up 
anagonism  toward  the  cltisens  of  a  sister  State.  I  never  got  sny 
answer  to  that  letter,  hut  I  heard  of  no  more  such  speeches.  A  perti- 
nent query  is :  Why  were  these  particular  gentlemen  suddenly  so  Inter- 
ested in  that  question  T  The  financial  capital  of  tbs  United  States  is  In 
Wall  Street  New  York. 

That  ease  came  to  trial.  The  original  case  was  Wisconsin.  Minnesota. 
Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania  v.  tbe  State  of  Illinois  and  tbe  sanitary  district. 
Then  the  State  of  Michigan  had  a  little  case  of  Ita  own— thought  they 
had  a  better  cass  than  the  rest  and  went  It  alone— and  we  bad  tbe  ease 
of  Michigan  v.  the  State  of  lUinols  and  tbe  sanitary  dLrtrVrt.  And  then 
New  York,  on  the  basis  of  being  pecoliarly  Interested  in  tbe  wafer  power 
of  tbe  St.  Lawrence  River,  came  in  and  we  had  New  York  v.  tbe  State  of 
lUlitois  and  tbe  sanitary  district  and  for  tbe  purpose*  of  tbe  bearing  tbs 
Sopreme  Court  took  aU  those  cases  together,  and  said  they  wonld  bear 
them  all  at  once ;  we  had  a  galaxy  of  the  attemeys  general  of  these 
States  appearing  before  Justice  Hughes  at  Washington ,  and  the  State  of 
lUlnoto  and  tbe  sanitary  district  had  a  similar  galaxy  of  legal  talent. 
and  we  had  a  grand  assembly  of  Uwyetm.    Dltnols  and  CUcaco  did  not 
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wish  to  pl«r  «  loB«  hand,  nod  tiuj  d«cld^  that  tlie  wmtcr  thcf  Mirt 
down  the  IlUoois  Blver  was  of  material  advantage  to  the  Mlaatasippl 
RlTvr — that  was  before  the  flood — aod  the  States  of  Miaaoort,  Kentucky, 
TeBDesaec.  Loaialana.  Mlsslsaippi.  and  Arkansas  Interrened  on  the  aide 
of  Illinois.  Of  coarse,  that  made  a  nice  Janket  for  the  legnl  repreaenta- 
tlTes  of  those  States.  Chicago  had  many  attractions,  and  so  bad  Waah- 
Ingtoo,  and  tboae  gentlemen  appeared  and  contrlbated  by  their  presence 
to  the  dignity  of  the  occasion. 

Ther>  was  the  result  of  the  propaganda  which  started  first  with  the 
electrical  Interests  In  Chicago  and  waa  finally  taken  up  by  Mew  York 
for  the  purpose  of  blocking  the  St.  Lawrence  waterway  project.  Outside 
of  that.  New  York  did  not  care  anything  whether  the  Lakes  were  high 
or  low.  Incidentally,  it  is  amusing  to  see  that  since  all  that  hullaballoo 
the  Lakes  have  come  up  something  like  2  feet,  and  will  probably  go  6 
inches  or  a  foot  higher.  Maybe  tbey  will  go  down  again,  but  it  will 
not  be  from  any  change  In  the  diversion  at  Chicago.  That  case  waa  de- 
cided a  few  days  ago.  The  Supreme  Court  rendered  its  decision,  which 
formally  holds  that  before  there  can  be  any  dlTersion  more  than  is 
needed  to  Improve  navigation  of  the  Chicago  Blver  Itaelf.  Congress  must 
act.  In  the  set-up,  of  course,  all  these  Lake  States  will  be  agalnat  Con- 
gress grantlag  anytldng  to  Chicago.  Chicago  has  got  to  hare  some  of 
that  water. 

The  4,000  cnUc  feet  is  certainly  less  than  seems  necessary,  compared 
with  now  ezlating  conditlona.  If  it  were  proposed  to  treat  all  the 
sewage  of  the  city  of  Chicago,  the  amount  of  money  which  the  crooks 
of  the  Thompson  administration  have  gotten  away  with  would  be  a 
mere  bagatelle  to  what  would  be  needed  to  carry  out  that  project. 
Chicago  now  baa  the  largest  Bcwage-treatment  plant  in  the  world  and  la 
building  several  more.  It  has  provided  for  the  treatment  of  the  sewage 
of  its  increasing  population,  but  there  is  a  Mock  of  territory  in  the  city 
the  treatment  of  sewage  from  which  is  practically  impossible.  So  that 
Chicago  has  got  to  have  that  water,  or  a  considerable  portion  of  It. 

Now  we  come  to  the  set-up.  Under  ttie  decision  at  the  court,  unless 
Congress  takes  actl<m,  whlrh  seems  to  be  Indicated  as  possible  but  yet 
may  be  considered  questionable,  and  aays  that  It  may  divert  water  for 
sanitary  parposes,  the  sole  authority  for  diverting  water  at  present  is 
for  navigation.  You  can  not  excuse  for  navigation  purposes  a  sufficient 
diversion  of  water  from  Lake  Michigan,  on  the  theory  of  improving  the 
Chicago  Siver,  to  provide  more  than  about  one-tenth  of  what  Chicago 
must  have.  Consequently  you  have  got  to  hitch  something  else  on. 
And  what  is  It?  It  Is  the  wsterway  to  the  Mississippi  and  through  the 
Miaaiasippi  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  Very  weU ;  Illlnola  haa  to  have  that 
water.  She  can't  get  the  support  in  Congress  without  bringing  to  her 
aid  States  from  elsewhere. 

She  will  have  the  support  oi  the  Mississippi  States  In  that  project, 
because  they  are  all  enthusiastic  to  get  a  waterway  and  flood  protection 
down  the  Mississippi.  She  will  have  the  support  of  a  number  of  the 
Western  States,  which  lie  on  tlte  tribuUries  of  the  Missiasippi.  But 
tlMss  will  not  be  enough.  But  the  great  State  of  New  York,  with  those 
who  are  aflUiatsd  with  It.  will  fumiah  the  remainder  of  the  votes  nsees- 
snry  to  provids  for  the  needs  of  the  State  of  Illlnoia,  and  the  price  of 
these  votes  will  be  the  opposition  of  the  Stats  of  Illinois  to  tlw  St 
Lawrence  waterway,  and  you  watch,  gentlemen,  I  an  prophesying,  yoa 
are  going  to  see  the  State  of  Illinois  swing  from  its  allcfiancs  to  the 
Oteat  Lake*-8t.  Lawrence  problem  to  the  possible  adileTenient  of  tlie 
waterway  throvgh  tlie  Mlasisalppi  Blver.  in  which  it  wlU  have  the  sup- 
port of  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  and  that  gromp  of  interssts 
wlileh  are  oppostng  tiie  Great  Lakes-8t  Lawrence  waterway. 

Now  tliat  brings  us  down  to  where  we  may  consider  for  a  moment  the 
Mississippi  pfoMea.  Ths  Mississippi  River  was  much  in  eridsBcs  ai>oot 
a  yssr  age,  it  is  not  qnlte  ao  mneh  now ;  people  have  forgotten  a  aoai- 
ber  of  things  that  happened  then.  But  that  exdtnnent,  I  might  say, 
brought  to  attention  the  history  of  the  Mississippi  Birer.  The  improve- 
ment of  navlaatloa  ostcBSlbly,  and  incidentally  the  control  of  the  flow  of 
the  river,  haa  been  in  the  handa  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  of  ths  United 
States  Armr  far  srsr  ftO  years.  There  haa  been,  it  is  tr««,  what  la 
known  as  the  Mlssl^ppl  Blver  Commission,  which  consists  of  three 
colonels  of  Engineers,  one  representative  from  the  Const  and  Geodetic 
Survey,  and  three  civilians,  two  of  whom  are  engineers;  and  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  of  the  United  States  Army  has  a  veto  on  the  action  of  the 
Missiasippi  Blver  Comalaaton.  In  these  60  years  of  dealing  with  the 
Mississippi  Blver  there  has  not  been  made  a  map.  a  topographical  map 
of  the  area  which  It  drains,  or  of  the  area  which  la  flooded  in  tlmea  of 
high  water.  Thsre  has  not  been  a  reliable  measorement,  or,  as  far  as 
that  goes,  any  measoresBent  of  the  flow  of  the  Mississippi  River  in  time 
of  flood.  Thsrs  have  been  crsvsssts  through  lerses,  water  has  flooded 
the  country,  and  there  have  been  eatlmates  of  how  nndi  flood  water 
there  was.  An  engineering  friend,  a  man  who  mads  a  very  thorough 
investigation  of  eoadltlons  down  there,  who  waa  down  there  during  the 
flood  of  1922  and  traveled  miles  along  the  levses,  was  the  first  one  to 
state  that  ths  instrument  used  for  determining  the  smssnt  of  flow  In 
the  (tv«r  and  through  the  erevaases  was  a  "  gucs^ometer."  Of  coarse, 
when  a  eiivasst  occurs,  after  It  is  all  over  you  can  measors  the  length 
of  it.  Yoa  know  the  hstght  of  water  oa  one  sMe  of  it  ptohably.  and  you 
gneas  the  hetght  on  the  other  sad  the  depth  «t  ths  opealBC  sad  thsa  yon 
•guffs  what  tks  low  Bast  hay* 
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When  this  project  came  before  Conirress,  the  engineers  of  the  conn- 
try,  represented  by  the  American  Engineering  Council,  appointed  a  com- 
mittee to  look  into  the  question  and  see  if  there  was  any  service  that 
rould  be  rendered  at  that  time.  I  had  the  fortune,  or  misfortune,  to  be 
the  chairman  of  that  committee.  Outside  of  myself,  it  comprised  three 
i>f  the  best  waterway  engineers  in  the  country.  After  going  over  the 
question  very  thoroughly — all  the  members  bnt  myself  bad  an  intimate 
personal  association  with  the  river  and  Intimate  personal  acquaintance 
with  the  conditions — that  committee  reported  that  there  was  not  avail- 
able sufficient  information  to  warrant  the  adoption  or  proposal  of  any 
program,  and  that  until  further  information  was  had  it  would  be  prac- 
tically useless  to  undertake  to  adopt  a  plan  of  regulation  to  control  the 
river  and  that  one  thing  that  was  needed  was  a  contour  map  of  the 
area  that  waa  affected  by  floods :  Mr.  Hoover  said,  in  connection  with 
other  thingB.  that  if  there  had  been  available  to  the  residents  of  that 
flooded  area  such  a  map,  so  that  they  might  have  known  where  there 
were  patches  of  high  ground  to  which  they  could  have  driven  their 
stock  when  they  had  several  days  to  do  it  in,  it  would  have  saved 
millions  of  dollars  of  property. 

We  said  there  was  another  thing  we  afaonld  have  ;  we  should  have  an 
hydraulic  laboratory  in  which  a  study  could  be  made  of  the  charac- 
teristics of  the  Mississippi  River,  or  of  any  river,  where  we  could  test 
out  what  would  be  the  effect  of  various  regulation  works,  and  we  urged 
upon  Congress  the  making  of  the  necessary  surveys  to  provide  a  topo- 
graphical map — It  was  estimated  that  6  or  7  per  cent  of  the  territory 
was  topographically  mapped,  and  that  within  two  years,  putting  the 
entire  force  of  the  Geographical  Survey  upon  it,  a  map  could  have  been 
gotten  In  shape  to  furnish  most  of  the  desired  information :  and  we 
urged  the  creation  of  an  hydraulic  laboratory  at  the  United  States 
Bureau  of  Standards,  at  Washington,  to  make  a  sludy  of  the  hydraulics 
of  the  Mississippi  River,  and  other  rivers  as  necessary.  We  wanted  to 
put  it  in  a  scientific  atmosphere,  where  the  problems  would  be  worked 
out  with  scientific  accuracy.  We  had  a  bill  introduced,  and  it  was 
pasaed  by  the  Senate.  The  Chief  of  EuKineers  of  the  Tinited  States 
.4rmy  said  he  didn't  need  anything  of  that  kind  ;  they  didn't  want  to 
have  any  hydraulic  laboratory,  and  they  didn't  need  any  contour  map. 
Later  he  chanced  his  mind  and  thought  if  there  was  a  hydraulic 
lalwratory  he  ought  to  have  it.  Congress  said,  "All  right,  you  have 
authority  to  have  one  if  you  want  It."  He  got  one  of  hli  river  dredges 
and  backed  it  against  the  bank  and  anchored  it  there  nnd  built  a  small 
spillway ;  they  dredged  out  the  bank  for  a  disc'han;e  channel  and  set  to 
irork  Investigating  that  spillwsy ;  they  set  the  pump  going,  and  they 
(>umped  water  down  the  spillway,  but  there  was  no  way  to  regulate  it ; 
they  didn't  know  how  much  they  were  pumpintc.  and  I  guf^a  they  are 
jumping  yet.  I  leave  It  to  you  who  have  had  something  to  do  with 
lydraulic  Investigation  to  decide  for  yourselves  how  much  worth-while 
nformatlon  we  will  get  with  that  outfit. 

The  testinx>ny  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  before  a  committee  of  Con- 
iress,  which  I  happened  to  hear  myself,  was  certainly  InterestinK  and 
illuminating.  I  call  this  particularly  to  the  attention  of  tho«^  of  you 
who  have  to  deal  with  hydraulic  problems,  with  the  fiow  of  rivers, 
tnd  with  drainage,  etc.  Chief  of  Englneera  Jadwin  said,  referring  to 
the  Mlaslssippi  River  problem  :  "  Engineering  work  on  that  project  in 
the  Mississippi  Valley  is  about  as  simple  in  principle  as  any  engineering 
that  you  can  have. 

"The  else  of  it  is  very  great.  It  is  not  nearly  as  complicated  and 
InrolTed  as  a  great  deal  of  the  river  and  harbor  prubleiUH  w<>  hnve 
■olved.  There  Is  the  St.  Lawrence  project,  which  is  much  more  compli- 
cated. All  we  have  to  do  In  the  MIsslsssippI  River  is  to  make  an  esti- 
nate  of  the  amount  of  water  that  you  have  to  take  care  of.  That  has 
Men  made  for  oa.  at  our  request,  by  the  Weather  Bureau.  We  take  that 
u  being  an  outaide  fignre.  Then  somebody  bas  to  make  a  figure.  It 
comes  to  a  very  deflnite  volume  of  water  we  have  to  take  care  of  in  the 
main  channel  of  the  river." 

I  want  to  ask  of  you  who  have  studied  the  fiow  of  rivers,  how  much 
Informatloa  as  to  the  flow  of  any  particular  river  you  ever  got  from  the 
Weather  Bureau?  None  at  all.  T'ae  Weather  Bureau  mea-sures  wator 
heights  of  riven,  but  I  have  seen  no  records  of  discharge  measurements 
made  by  it.  Now,  to  think,  gentlemen,  that  the  head  of  the  engineering 
service  of  the  United  States,  which  bas  control  of  expenditure-s  of  a 
magnlture  of  some  $00,000,000  a  year,  and,  with  the  Mississippi  proposi- 
tion added  to  It  will  have  very  much  more,  is  a  man  of  the  caliber  that 
would  make  such  a  speech.  Those  are  my  compliments  to  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  of  the  United  States  Army. 

The  Chief  of  Englneera  of  the  United  States  Army  has  reported  a  plan 
for  taking  care  of  the  floods  on  the  MIsslseippi  River,  and  he  estimated 
that  It  could  he  done  for  about  $300,000,000.  I  might  cite  to  you  plenty 
of  cases  where  the  estimates  of  the  Corps  of  Englneera  have  been  less 
than  40  per  cent  of  what  the  thing  actually  cost.  I  could  cite  some 
others  where  they  have  been  less  than  10  per  cent,  and  some  othera 
where  the  appearances  ara  they'll  not  be  as  near  as  that.  There  is  the 
proposition. 

The  Mississippi  River  Commission,  which  had  l>een  much  more  in- 
tlSMtely  acquainted  with  the  river — I  might  say  that  it  appears  that 
the  present  Chief  of  Bngiaeera  has  never  done  any  work  en  the  Mis- 
riMlppI  BlTsr  at  all  except  what  he  did  as  the  result  of  the  flood — 
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that  commlBSlon,  which  has  be«i  dealing  with  the  rtver  staee  some  time 
In  the  eighties  and  had  accumulated  certainly  more  Information  about  it 
than  anybody  else,  had  made  an  estimate  as  to  what  was  necessary,  and 
they  said  $600,000,000,  twice  as  much  as  the  Chief  of  Englneere.  These 
problems  were  debated  In  Congress  during  most  of  last  session,  nnd 
finally  a  bill  was  Introduced  in  the  Senate  to  refer  these  two  plans  to  a 
commission  composed  of  the  Chief  of  Englneera,  the  President  of  the 
Mississippi  River  Commission,  and  a  civilian  engineer.  I  received  a  tele- 
gram from  the  secreUry  of  the  American  Engineering  Council  calling 
my  attention  to  that  and  anking  what,  in  my  opinion,  should  be  the 
attitude  of  the  council  on  that  bill.  There  was  some  sentiment  that  it 
should  be  supported.  I  said,  "That  commission  is  really  General 
Jadwin,  because  General  Potter,  provided  he  continues  to  be  president 
of  the  Mississippi  River  Commission,  is  a  subordinate,  and  when  Major 
General  Jadwin  confers  with  Brigadier  General  Potter,  whatever  their 
individual  opinion  may  be,  those  two  will  be  in  favor  of  Major  General 
Jadwin's  not  of  Brigadier  General  Potter's  plan,  and  your  civlUan  engi- 
neer will  be  In  a  position  either  to  agree  with  them  or  submit  a  minority 
report.  I  assume  that  Congress  wants  to  have  a  fair  consideration  of 
these  two  projects,  and  therefore  the  civilian  memberehip  should  be  in- 
creased to  three."  That  was  fought  out  in  the  St^nate.  It  was  a 
vigorous  fight,  and  when  the  bill  emerged  it  had  gotten  so  far  that  the 
commission  was  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  the  president  of  the  Mississippi 
River  Commission,  two  civilian  englneera,  and  the  Secretary  of  War. 
I  said,  "  That  is  better  than  it  was,  because  a  minority  report  signed  by 
two  has  a  good  deal  more  influence  than  one  signed  by  only  one.  So 
far  we  are  that  much  to  the  good,  and  that  is  all  I  can  see  in  It,  because 
the  SecreUry  of  War  will  do  what  the  Chief  of  Englneere  tells  him  to 
do,  and  the  president  of  the  Mississippi  River  Commission,  a  subordinate 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  will  do  what  the  Chief  of  Engineers  tells  him 
to  do."     So  the  bill  wont  to  the  House. 

The  Chief  of  Engineers  of  the  United  States  Army  has  a  very  potent 
Instrument,  a  very  effective  power,  which  he  can  use  with  Members  of 
Congress.     A  good  many  people  don't  know  It.     But  a  number  of  years 
ago  we  had  what  was  called  pork-barrel  legislation,  "  yon  vote  for  an 
expenditure  of  $6,000  In  my  backyard  and  I  wUl  support  your  proposi- 
tion for  $25,000  for  a  canal,  and  we  will  have  it  done  next  year."     They 
finally    decided    they    would    go    this    far.    Congress   would    appropriate 
money  for  the  various  projects,  but  that  the  Chief  of  Englneere  should 
allot  It,  that  is,  he  should  say  where  the  money  was  to  be  spent  in  any 
particular  locality,  and   how  this  proportion  was  to  be  expended,  and 
so  on.     That  looked  pretty  good,  because  they  were  leaving  the  spend- 
ing of  the  money  to  somebody  who  was  not  going  to  be  infiuenced  by 
local   pressure,  and   everybody   thought  it   was  a   fine  thing,   a   tribute 
to  the  engineer.     Bnt  this  situation  results:  Should  your  Congressman 
from  Grand  Rapids— and  you  have  one  of  the  best  ones  In  the  Michigan 
delegation — secure  an  appropriation  for  an  Improvement  of  the  Grand 
River,  and  should  he  want  it  to  go  ahead,  and  should  there  be  a  bill 
before  Congress  which  he  does  not  exactly  approve,  but  one  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  wants  to  go  through,  and  should  the  Chief  of  Englneere 
Intimate  to  your  Congressman  be  would  like  to  have  his  support  for 
that  bill,  what  then?     If  the  Congressman  does   not  immediately  ac- 
quiesce. It  Is  Intimated  to  him  that  perhaps  It  would  be  well  for  him  to 
support  that  bUI,  because  he  wanta  aome  work  done  here  and  It  may  not 
be  convenient  to  attend  to  it  for  two  or  three  years.     If  the  Congress 
man  wants  the  work  done  in  his  district  when  he  wants  tt  dona,  all  he 
has  to  do  Is  to  rote  for  the  blU  or  against  the  bUI,  according  to  the 
wishes  of  the  Chief  of  Englneera.     So  It  happens  that  In  the  House  of 
RepreaentaUves  the  Chief  of  Englneere  has  a  very  strong  influence. 

When  this  bill  came  down  from  the  Senate  the  influence  of  the  Chief 
of  Englneere  was  sufficient  to  get  It  amended  and  put  hack  in  its 
original  form,  the  commission  to  be  appointed  by  the  President ;  so  it 
went  through.  Then  we  come  to  the  appointment  of  the  civilian  engi- 
neer. Seven  names  of  prominent  engineers  who  were  qualified  to  advise 
in  that  matter  were  presented  to  the  President,  and  there  finally  came 
a  man  whose  name  was  unfamiliar  to  most  all  of  us.  I  had  never  heard 
of  him.  I  looked  him  up  and  found  he  was  a  member  of  the  American 
Society  of  Civil  Englneere,  and  in  tlie  short  time  be-fore  I  had  to  answer 
the  telegram  <rf  Inquiry  about  him  I  wasn't  able  to  get  anything  more. 
A  little  biter  I  did  get  something  more.  I  found  out  he  was  a  man 
eminently  qualified  to  carry  out  a  construction  proJt>ct  and  was  probably 
the  best  equipped  man  for  handling  such  work  as  the  plans  involved 
that  there  was  in  the  country.  No  doubt  about  that :  when  your  plan 
had  been  adopted  you  could  not  put  it  in  the  hands  of  a  better  man  to 
carry  out ;  but  so  far  as  having  had  any  experience  or  being  qualified  to 
provide  a  plan,  he  waa  certainly  not  among  the  eminent  representatives 
of  that  class.  Then  there  was  another  little  bit  of  his  history  that  came 
up.  He  served  on  the  other  side  during  the  war  and  was  a  lieutenant 
colonel  in  a  regiment  commanded  by  the  present  Chief  of  Engineers. 
That  was  not  enough.  The  term  of  Colonel  Potter  as  president  of  the 
MiwilRslppl  River  Commission  expired  by  reason  of  his  being  eligible  to 
retirement ;  and  although  Congress  In  this  bill  had  specifically  provided 
In  the  event  of  his  retirement  for  his  continuance  as  president  of  the 
Mississippi  River  Commission  and  provided  for  him  the  rank  of  brigadier 
general,  an  engineer  who  had  been  In  service  on  the  Pacific  coast  was 


appointed  hy  the  Chief  of  Engineers  prssMent  of  tlie  Mississippi  Blv«r 
Commission  and  Colonel  Potter  waa  retired.  I  need  not  say  to  you  that 
the  plan  of  the  Chief  Engineer  waa  unanimously  approved  by  that 
commission. 

It  fell  to  me  also  to  be  one  to  bear  something  of  the  brunt  of  the 
fight  for  a  National  Department  of  Public  Works,  and  I  appeared  before 
the  committee  of  Congress  having  that  to  deal  with.  A  galaxy  of  ths 
distinguished  membera  of  the  Engineer  Corps  appeared  there,  and  1 
must  say  I  learned  more  about  the  Engineer  Corps  in  the  month  ws 
were  engaged  in  those  hearings  than  I  had  ever  heard  of  before  la 
my  life,  and  my  views  in  regard  to  them  were  in  many  respects  ma- 
tertally  changed.  I  found  that  while,  as  somebody  has  said,  the  Annf 
engineer  Is  rigidly  honest,  that  is.  money  honest,  that  his  qualifications 
for  the  work  upon  which  he  is  engaged,  as  a  result  of  bis  training,  are 
far  below  ttiose  of  the  civil  engineer.  Primarily,  the  membera  of  ths 
Corps  of  Englneera  are  military  men ;  they  are  rotated,  led  about, 
remain  on  a  Job  four  yeare  as  a  maHmnm,  and  then  they  go  some- 
where else.  It  is  comparatively  few  of  the  Government  projects  that 
are  completed  In  fonr  yeare,  so  It  generally  results  that  they  leave 
their  Job  for  some  one  else  to  build,  and  never  know  whether  their 
design  was  successful  or  economical  or  not.  The  msn  who  comes  on 
the  Job  Is  carnrlng  on  a  program  that  somebody  else  has  designed;  he 
Is  not  particularly  interested.  It  Is  not  his  work,  and  he  carries  It  out 
or  perhaps  partly  finishes  It.  and  is  ordered  to  the  Pacific  Coast  or  some 
other  place.  Leaving  out  the  shortcomings  of  the  training  which  they 
receive,  that  experience  which  he  gets  is  of  very  limited  value  to  him 
in  dealing  with  the  great  laws  of  nature  and  particularly  the  dynamic 

laws. 

Then  there  Is  another  thing ;  It  is  a  fundamental  part  of  the  military 
man's  training  that  he  must  never  acknowledge  that  he  does  not  know. 
You  ask  an  Army  man  a  question  and  he  has  got  to  answer ;  It  may  be 
1,000  miles  from  right,  but  it  is  an  answer.  That  is  a  necewlty  of  the 
soldier's  trainhig.  The  soldier  must  act  In  the  emergency  and  can't  stop 
to  study  up  and  consult  with  somebody  else;  that  is  essential.  Ws 
coold  not  have  successful  soldiera  If  they  were  not  trained  that  way ;  but 
when  it  comes  to  dealing  with  the  forces  of  nature  and  the  great  prob- 
lems of  hydraulics,  notliing  can  be  better  than  cautious  procedure. 
When  our  military  commander  calls  a  council  of  offlcera  and  hears  their 
Judgments,  he  Is  not  compelled  to  counsel  with  them  and  does  not  take 
their  Judgment  unless  he  wants  to.  On  the  other  hand,  we  all  know  of 
the  work  of  the  Naval  Consulting  Board  during  the  war.  There  we  had 
brought  together  under  naval  auspices  the  best  of  minds ;  many  eminent 
civilian  englneere  of  the  country  compared  their  work,  they  discussed, 
and  when  tbey  came  to  a  conclusion  It  was  the  conclusion  of  the  Naval 
Consulting  Board.  In  mattere  affecting  the  advancement  of  acience  and 
the  use  of  scientific  knowledge  in  the  solution  of  the  problems  of  war 
the  work  of  the  Naval  Consulting  Board  was  epoch  making. 

There  is  one  other  thing  about  the  military  engineer.  He  Is  trained 
to  think  that  all  who  are  not  with  him  are  against  him.  He  looks  upon 
the  contractor  as  an  enemy.  This  is  very  different  from  the  attitude 
of  the  civilian  engineer.  To  my  mind,  that  sort  of  thing,  those  con- 
ditions, absolutdy  unfit  the  military  engineer  for  handling  the  great 
problems  of  nature,  which  Involve  continuous  study  not  for  a  month  but 
for  yean.  1  think  if  the  problem  of  the  Mississippi  is  to  be  solved  It 
must  be  solved  by  englneere  who  have  been  devoting  their  lives  to  the 
study  of  engineering  problems.     It  will  not  be  solved  onder  the  present 

control. 

It  Is  my  opinion  thst  it  is  not  Impossible,  If  desiralde,  to  maintain  in 
the  MiMlssippi  Blver  a  navigable  channel  of  at  least  0  feet  from  the 
mouth  of  the  Illinois  Blver  to  the  Gulf.  At  the  present  time  that 
channel  varies  in  depth  from  B  feet  up  and  down.  I  think  the  time  will 
come  when  we  will  have  it,  and  I  may  venture  to  say  that  the  develop- 
ment of  the  Mississippi  River  navigation,  coupled  with  the  connecting 
link  of  the  Illinois  and  Des  Plalnes  Rivera  to  I.«ke  Michigan,  will  he 
as  valuable  to  the  people  of  the  United  States  as  will  the  development 
of  the  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  waterway. 

Of  course,  our  military  engineering  friends  tell  about  their  great 
service  In  the  World  War.  There  were  great  services  rendered  by  the 
engineer  members  of  the  United  States  Army  during  the  Clvtl  War,  and 
at  the  dose  of  that  war  the  commander  of  the  Army  of  the  Potomac 
and  all  but  one  of  its  corps  commandera  were  engineer  officera.  That 
means  something.  On  the  southern  side  the  greatest  soldier  that  the 
United  States  has  ever  produced,  Robert  B.  Lee,  was  an  engineer  officer. 
The  Johnstons,  Joseph  E.  and  Albert  Sidney,  General  Beauregard,  and 
many  othen  were  engineer  offlcera,  and  no  men  In  the  Confederate  serv- 
ice, leaving  out  "  Stonewall "  Jackson  perhaps,  have  a  higher  record. 
But  In  this  World  War  the  thing  does  not  seom  to  have  materi«lhte<l 
quite  that  way.  During  those  hearings  in  Washington  I  was  invited  to 
attend  a  meeting  of  the  Society  of  Military  Englneere  at  the  time  they 
were  going  to  Install  their  newly  elected  president.  Vice  President 
Dawes.  It  will  be  remembered  that  he  went  to  France  wMh  the  Ameri- 
can Expeditionary  Forces  as  a  volunteer  subordinate  officer  o/  Englneera, 
having  been  educated  as  a  civil  engineer  and  having  pursued  that  occu- 
pation in  his  eariy  life,  and  that  he  became  the  head  of  the  Service  of 
Suppljr  hy  appointment  from  General  Pershing,  aa  chairman  of  the  sup- 
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ply  bo«fd.  It  WM  i  rtry  Intervvtlng  meetliiff.  The  sabjeet  mtmM  to 
b«  "  pncanmtnt."  Tbjit  bad  me  atumped  for  «  time,  bat  I  flnaUy  dl»- 
corered  It  wu  only  a  faacr  aame  for  tbe  dtitiw  of  parcbaalnc  asent. 
On  tbe  stage  were  one  or  two  aaberdinatefl  and  a  group  of  general*.  To 
parapliraM  a  well-known  dMcrlption  of  Newport,  which  aome  of  70a 
nay  recall  as  "  tbe  place  where  700  are  latrodnced  to  yoar  wife  that 
la  to  be  by  roar  wife  that  waa.  In  the,  preoence  of  yoar  wife  that  la," 
ao  tbla  waa  a  place  where  70a  might  hare  been  Introdaeed  to  the  Chief 
of  Eagineen  that  la  b7  the  Chief  of  Engineers  that  waa,  in  the  preaeace 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  that  la  to  be  (if  tbe  present  d7na8t7  eorrlTe). 

Tbcae  throe  Cblefs  of  Engineers — past,  present,  and  futare— each 
Bude  a  speech  and  told  the  aadience  bow  to  ran  a  serrice  of  proci»«- 
ment  In  time  of  war,  which  waa  the  wa7  the7  did  it  and  ended  tbe  war 
in  France,  and  if  It  hadn't  been  done  that  wa7  tbe  war  might  have  been 
going  on  yet.  Tbe  tbeor7  on  wblcb  tbe7  operated  seemed  to  hare  been, 
"As  to  procurement  of  supplies,  get  all  you  can  and  hang  on  to  all  70a 
get,  DO  matter  bow  much  more  some  one  elae  ma7  need  part  of  it." 
That  seems  to  be  good  milltar7  doctrine. 

I  saw  It  being  carried  oat  b7  a  stable  sergeant  In  tbe  machine-gun 
comiWDy  my  son  commanded  daring  tbe  war ;  so  It  seems  to  go  all 
down  tbe  line.  One  of  tbe  generals  told  how.  during  the  early  days 
of  tbe  war,  be  bad  accumulated  a  large  assortment  of  supplies  and  had 
more  coming  from  America,  when  one  of  his  sutwrdlnates  suggested 
that  as  be  bad  a  large  surplus  of  material  on  band  It  might  be  wise  to 
turn  over  temporarily  some  of  hla  allotted  transportation  space  to  the 
quartermastoa  department,  which  was  badly  in  need  of  It  This  was 
apparently  about  the  time  that  tbe  Iowa  troops  were  going  to  tbe  front 
barefooted ;  but  tbe  general  told  tbe  sulwrdlnate  that  tbe  way  to  win  a 
war  was  to  "get  while  the  getting  waa  good,"  and  a  little  later  the 
subordinate,  seeing  be  was  "  in  wrong,"  told  the  general  he  guessed  be 
had  been  mistaken  in  hla  suggestion. 

Now,  all  this  bapp»ed  before  General  Dawes  arrived,  ao  be  didn't 
learn  bow  tbe  Chief  of  Suglneera  thought  a  war  ought  to  be  run.  In 
tact,  he  waa  a  little  late,  and  some  of  the  generala  bad  to  talk  against 
time  for  a  while.  Perhapa  that  is  how  they  came  to  tell  all  those  tbinga 
la  the  presence  of  Beserre  Corpa  olBcer*,  who  are  not  recognised  la  the 
Army  and  Nary  dubs. 

But  when  he  arrived  and  waa  introduced  the  Vice  President  said  he 
had  talked  la  that  room  before  and  be  didn't  like  to  talk  from  up  on 
tbe  atage,  Uke  the  other  generals  had,  but  wanted  to  get  where  he  would 
be  in  touch  with  his  audience,  and  came  down  on  tbe  floor.  Then  be 
▼ary  politely  complimented  tbe  generala  on  the  platform  for  tbe  great 
aasistanco  tbay  rendered  to  him  during  tbe  war  by  obeying  his  orders 
and  helping  "ssts  the  world  for  democracy,"  and  then  went  Into  hla 
subject  la  earnest.  He  told  bow  General  Pershing  found  It  necessary  to 
centralise  the  prt>can>ment  of  supplies  and  had  appointed  him,  a  lien- 
tenant  colond,  in  aupreme  charge,  becanae  the  distinguished  graduates 
•f  West  Point  with  general's  eommiasiona  were  so  buy  grabbing  tbinga 
for  their  own  departments  that  they  couldn't  look  after  tbe  needs  of 
the  Army.  How  his  greatest  eSorta  were  bent  toward  introducing  a 
aystem  whereby  if  things  were  needed  at  the  front  they  would  be  gotten 
there  from  the  nearest  source  or  collection  of  supplies  on  the  requisition 
«f  tbe  man  at  the  front  who  needed  them.  How  it  took  him  quite  a 
while  to  OTercome  tbe  red  tape  and  Army  traditiooa,  but  he  finally 
aecompUahed  it  as  far  as  the  American  forces  were  concerned.  Then 
one  day,  when  the  railroads  to  tbe  front  were  crowded  with  trains  and 
■ulBelent  cars  and  locomotives  could  not  be  had  to  keep  the  advancing 
army  in  food  and  monitions,  he  found  a  trainload  of  supplies  coming 
from  tbe  English  base  la  the  west  going  to  an  English  division  in  the 
east  blockiag  the  track  of  a  trainload  of  supplies  coming  from  tbe 
French  base  in  the  aoutfaeast  beaded  for  the  French  troops  coopersting 
with  tbe  Bngllsb  in  tbe  west,  and  tbe  great  military  engineers  bad  never 
thought  of  tbe  idea  that  supplies  in  the  west  should  be  used  by  troops 
In  tbe  west  snd  those  In  tbe  east  by  troops  in  the  enst,  and  so  be  set 
to  work  to  bring  about  an  agreement  between  the  three  allied  staffs  that 
such  should  be  the  practice. 

Tbe  French,  who  were  suffering  most  and  knew  if  they  failed  to  keep 

the  United  Statea  in  approval  of  their  work  they  would  be  likely  to  have 

Prussian  boasea,  came  around  to  tbe  suggestion  quite  readily;  but  th* 

English  hated  to  change.    They  had  the  same  idea  that  the  generals  on 

the  platform  had — that  they  should  get  everything  they  could  and  hang 

onto  it  for  their  troopa.     But  finally  General  Dawes  won  out  and  the 

Scrvicea  of  Sapply  were  practically  consolidated,  ao  it  required  only 

about  50  per  cent  of  tb*  equipment  to  transport  supplies  to  the  armies 

as  bad  been  needed  irtien  tbe  suppliea  were  being  carried  all  the  way 

across  France  and  back,  and  be  aaid  thla  was  a  brand-new  principle  la 

allied  warfare,  orithout  which  tbe  war  coaldn't  have  been  won.     The 

generals  npmi  the  platform  didn't  look  100  p«  cent  happy,  and  there 

wasn't  any  applaose  from  that  qvarter.    But  tbe  worst  was  yet  to  coae. 

Turning  to  th*  aslUtary  band  down  in  front  he  aald :  "  Do  yoa  kaow  why 

it  IS  that  Anay  oMecrs  do  n*t  trstsrnla*  with  their  sNa ;  tt  1*  a  vety  old 

custom :  c**BS*  down  from  th*  Mlddl*  AgeaT  "     I  always  theoght  It  was 

because  tb*  u^rw*  fUt  they  were  superior  to  th*  *BUBtsd  men ;  bat  b* 

■Bid.  "  No :  tt  waa  boeaoss  they  wcr*  aftald  th*  calteted  M*a  woold  ind 

oat  that  thtf  wtn  aot."    And  that  aadetf  th*  addr*M,  with  most  sf  th* 

avplaoa*  tttm  tha 
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THE  GXEAT  LAKX8-8T.   LAVntXNCE  WATBWAT 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  inserted  in 
he  Rbcobo  an  article  by  Prof.  Irving  Fisher,  of  Yale  Unl- 
r«sity,  qnotlng  Dr.  Royal  Me^er  regarding  the  Great  Lakes 
vaterway. 

There  being  no  objection,  tbe  article  v^as  ordered  to  be  printed 
n  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows : 

Oa.  EOTAL  MacKBa  Scoots  Ssa  Rotrra  rsoM  Gssat  Lakcs — Asaaars^ 
St.  LAwaaNCB  Watbbwat  Cost  Equals  Eight  Naw  Railboads — Bats 
Cahalizbd  Brraas  Havb  Failbd  to  Mebt  Railboao  Ratbs 

Naw  Hatbn,  Conn.,  October  6. — A  prime  consideration  urged  in  be- 
!ialf  of  tbe  Great  Lakes-St.  Lawrence  ship  waterway  project  has  been 
that  it  would  relieve  railway  trafllc  congestion. 

Since  1910  production  has  increased  at  a  greater  rate  than  during  any 
like  period.  But  so,  also,  have  facilities  for  transportation  grown.  Car- 
Bkiles  per  car-day  increased  on  Clasts  I  railways  from  an  average  of  23% 
miles  in  1922  to  32  miles  in  1928.  so  that  hand  to-mouth  buying  and 
lellveries  are  to-da7  maintained  with  little  or  no  car  shortage  and  con- 
gestion. 

The  two  other  chief  ar^ments  arc  that  tbe  proposed  route  for  ocean 
carriera  to  and  from  the  Great  Lakes  would  lead  to  development  of  great 
water-power  resources  and  would  reduce  transportation  costs.  President 
Boover  declares  that  tbe  Mid  West  now  suffers  rate  disadvantages  as  a 
result  of  the  opening  of  the  Panama  Canal,  which  sharply  reduced  water 
rates  t)etween  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  coostM. 

The  queation  now  raised  is  that  of  fitting  means  to  ends. 

Dr.  Royal  Meeker,  formerly  United  States  Commissioner  of  Labor,  who 
has  followed  closely  the  movement  for  Inland  waterways,  expresses  the 
opinion  that  the  means  proposed  by  tbe  Lakes-to-sea  advocatea  are 
Inadequate  and  ill-advised. 

hati;bal  vaascs  dnnatubal 

Doctor  Meeker  said.  In  part : 

"Thomaa  W.  Lamont,  partner  In  J.  P.  Morgan  A  Co.,  has  pledged 
noninterference  with  plans  for  the  Lakes-to-sea  canal  on  the  St. 
Lawrence. 

"  Samuel  Untermeyer,  who,  as  counsel  to  Governor  Smith,  opposed  tbe 
private  superpower  interests  of  New  York  In  their  effort  to  develop  power 
on  tbe  St.  Lawrence,  bails  this  statement  by  Mr.  Lamont  as  the  '  most 
surprising  and  gratifying  news'  in  tbe  history  of  the  water-power 
controversy.  The  chief  objections  to  the  Lakes-to-sea  ahlp  waterway.  It 
seema  to  me,  are  inherent  in  the  physical  and  economic  conditions.  The 
waterway  Is  impracticable  in  cost  and  Benrice;  it  is  inexpedient  as  a 
political  measure. 

"  On  oceana,  seas,  and  large,  freely  navigable  rivers  transportation 
by  water  la  immenaely  dieaper  than  by  land. 

"  But  the  cheapneaa  vanishes  when  goods  are  transported  by  canal  or 
canalised  rlvera.  If  added  meana  for  long-haul  transportation  between 
the  '  Midland  Empire '  and  the  coast  were  really  needed.  It  could  be 
fumiahed  by  additional  steam  rail  lines  at  a  fraction  of  tbe  cost  of  tbe 
proposed  waterway.  At  least  eight  fully  equipped  rail  lines  between  lake 
ports  and  the  Atlantic  coast  cities  could  be  constructed  for  the  billion 
dollars  required  by  a  80-foot  channel  for  navigation  along  the  Great 
Lakes-St.  Lawrence  route. 

"These  eight  rail  linea  could  carry  at  least  four  or  five  times  the 
trafllc  posalble  to  pass  tbrough  the  locks  of  the  proposed  waterway. 
This  waterway  would  be  frosen  or  befogged  at  least  four  months  of  tbe 
fear,  whereaa  the  rail  lines  would  operate  12  months  of  tbe  year. 

"  Moreover,  the  rail  lines  would  take  tbe  freight  from  the  elevators 
and  warehouses  directly  to  distributing  points  or  to  ocean  steamers. 
With  the  water  route  there  must  be  a  raU  haul  to  the  loading  ports. 
Furthermore,  during  the  four  months  when  the  waterway  would  be 
unuaable  because  of  Ice  and  fog,  there  must  still  be  sufllcient  railway 
faeilities  to  carry  tbe  traffic. 

"  For  navigation,  Dr.  Harold  O.  Moulton,  director  of  the  Brookings 
Institatlon  of  Washington,  sets  the  cost  at  $614,000,000.  Power  de- 
velopment would  cost  $385,000,000  In  addition  making  combined  navi- 
gation and  power  costs  $999,000,000.  This  great  expense  should  not 
be  borne  by  Canada  and  the  United  States  unless  It  would  lead  to  a  real 
redaction  in  coat  of  transportation. 

"  If  It  were  practicable  it  would  be  moat  unfair  to  tbe  railroads. 

**  Tbe  railroads  are  built  by  private  corporations,  and  must  pay  all 
costs  through  tbe  returns  from  freight  and  passenger  service.  Tlius 
far,  with  slight  exceptions,  subsidised  canals  and  canalised  rivers. 
althoagh  net  obliged  to  pa7  the  capital  costs  of  construction,  Ueprecla- 
tloa,  aad  opksep,  bare,  nevertheless,  failed  to  meet  the  railroad  rates. 

THa  aaafla  camai. 

"A  flrst-rat«  examp>  of  their  failure  ta  that  of  tbe  Erie  Barge  Canal, 
OB  which  the  people  of  New  Tork  spent  $233,000,000.  Governor  Boose- 
vdt,  on  Sspteaiber  17  last,  reported  that  it  wss  being  used  to  about 
one  qgarter  of  Ita  capacit7.  He  urged  that  tbe  popular  custom  of  a  hun- 
dred years  a«o  of  toorlng  by  caaal  boat  be  revived  in  order  t*  glv*  the 
■rl*  Caaal  mota  work  to  do.  Another  case  is  that  of  the  Miaalsstppi 
Btvar.    It  has  been  wlpsd  off  th*  auip  as  a  transportatloa  aeaas  by  tbe 
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niinols  Central,  the  I^oaisvllle  k  Naabville,  aad  other  steam  raUroada. 
The  people  of  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul  are  disappointed  with  results 
flowing  from  the  canalising  of  the  MiBaiaaippl  River  in  the  North; 
although  shippers  pay  no  part  of  the  cost  of  building  and  maintaining 
the  dams  and  deepening  the  channel,  their  charges  for  transportation 
have  not  decreased. 

"The  attempt  to  regulate  raU  rates  by  means  of  beavUy  subsldlied 
>Fater  routes  is  most  unfair  to  investors  in  railroad  securities.  If  rail- 
road ratea  are  too  high  die  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  exists  to 
correct  them.  There  is  no  more  reason  why  the  United  SUtes  Govern- 
ment should  pay  part  or  aU  of  the  costs  of  transportation  from  the 
Mid  Weat  to  the  seaboard  than  that  it  should  pay  the  wages  of  farm  or 
fkctory  labor  or  the  cost  of  materials  used  by  farmers  and  manufac- 
turers." 

STATEMENT  OT  CASL   WILXIAM8 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  I  adc  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Recobd  a  letter  and 
a  statement  submitted  by  Mr.  Carl  WlUiams  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  relative  to  a  matter 
which  was  misinterpreted  and  misconstrued  in  his  testimony. 
I  think  it  should  go  In  the  body  of  the  Rxcqbd  in  order  to  receive 
the  same  puWidty  that  has  been  received  by  some  comments 
upon  his  teistimouy. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  tliere  objection? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  reserving  the  right  to  ob- 
ject, I  wiU  congratulate  the  Senator  if  he  succeeds  in  having 
the  statement  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Racoan. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  am  going  to  object 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  other  day  I  had  the  consent  of  the 
Senate  to  print  an  article  in  the  body  of  the  Rec!(»u>,  and  I 
specifically  stated  it  was  to  be  printed  In  the  body  of  the  Rkcobo. 
When  it  was  printed,  it  was  printed  in  the  Appendix. 

I  want  to  know,  and  I  think  every  Senator  has  a  right  to 
know,  why  unanimous-consent  requests  of  the  Senate  are  dis- 
regarded in  cases  like  that.  The  particular  day  to  which  I  have 
referred  was  the  birthday  of  General  Gorgas,  and  I  asked 
speciOcally  to  have  an  article  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Record 
because  it  related  to  his  work.  It  was  a  matter  which  seemed 
to  me  to  be  dignified  and  to  deserve  a  place  in  the  body  of  the 
Record. 

On  the  same  day  I  had  another  article  whi<ii  was  less  im- 
portant which  I  asked  to  have  put  in  the  Aw>eudix,  but  I  found 
both  of  them  in  the  Appendix.  There  is  no  reason  for  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  believe  that  his  request,  if  granted, 
wUl  cause  his  article  to  appear  anywhere  else  than  in  the 
Appendix.  .      ^       .      ^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  If  I  had  heard  the  Senator  from 
New  Tork  make  the  request  I  would  have  told  him  at  the  time 
why  it  could  not  be  complied  with.  The  Senator  did  not  get 
tlie  consent  of  the  Hou.se.  I  forget  when  the  law  was  passed, 
but  ever  since  it  was  passed  such  matters  have  not  been  printed 
In  the  body  of  the  RECX)Ra 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oklahoma  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    I  yield, 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
can  accomplish  his  desire  by  simply  reading  the  letter  itself 
as  a  part  of  his  remarks.  ^^    „      ^ 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  wanted  to  say  to  the  Senate 
that  if  I  could  get  the  floor  I  would  be  very  glad  to  read  the 

letter. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  only  way  by  which  it  can  be  gotten 

Into  the  body  of  the  Rbooihx  ,,.  ^  ,  ^ 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  letter  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred was  written  at  Chicago,  dated  October  5,  1929,  and  reads 

as  follows: 

Chicaqo.  October  S,  Ota. 

Hon.  Chahlks  L.  McNabt, 

Senate  Office  BuiWng,  WaaMnffton,  D.  O. 
Mt  Dbab  Sbkatob:  I  have  finished  the  correction  of  my  testimony 
before   the    Senate   Committee    on    Agrtcultnre   and    Forestry   and    tbe 
document  has  been  sent  to  yoa  by  registered  mail  to-day. 

In  reading  the  testimony  I  am  Inclined  to  believe  that  my  actual 
thought  in  the  matter  of  cotton  prices  has  been  somewhat  obscured 
by  tbe  large  number  of  questions  of  a  detail  character  asked  by  southern 
Senators  and  my  detailed  replies  thereto.  In  view  of  that  beUef  I 
am  attaching  hereto  a  brief  supplemental  statement  which,  if  it  Is  per- 
missible under  your  rules,  I  would  be  glad  to  have  inserted  in  tbe  record. 
With  kindest  personal  regards,  I  am,  sincerely  yoors, 

Cabl  Wiuxams. 

•xAisMairr  bt  cabl  wiixiaiis 
I  would  like  to  have  Inserted  in  the  record  the  foHowing  obasrvstfons 
concerning  the  mass  of  questions  asked  by  various  soiitheni  leaatorB 
concerning  cotton  prices  and  my  replies  tbereta: 


I  atated  that,  on  a  basis  of  the  known  carry-orer  aad  a  npply  of 
this  year's  growth  as  indicated  by  tbe  September  report  ct  the  Bnreaa 
of  Crop  EstioMtes,  cotton  should  be  selling  at  a  iwie*  of  fTom^ 
to  1%  centa  above  any  recent  quotations.  In  other  wcffds,  at  from 
19  V6  to  19^  centa  f.  o.  bw  the  New  Orleana  market,  basis  mIddUng 
seven-eighths.  That  is  tbe  immediate  price  which  the  world  demand 
would  justify  on  a  basis  of  past  performuiee. 

That  statement  does  not  in  any  sense  mean  that  I  think  tbe  pries 
quoted  is  all  that  the  farmers  should  receive.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  tb* 
price  ahould  be  much  higher  than  that,  higher  even  than  20  cents 
to  the  farmer  on  the  farm,  to  bring  any  fair  degree  of  prosperity  t* 
the  South. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  tbe  efforta  of  the  Federal  Farm  Board  should 
be  directed  toward  helping  the  southern  farmer  to  get  the  highest  pos- 
sible price  for  bis  cotton  that  the  world  will  pa7  without  an7  limit 
whatsoever  as  to  the  number  of  cents  per  pound. 

There  ma7  be  aome  difference  of  opinion  between  the  southern  Sena- 
tors and  myself  concerning  the  methods  which  the  Farm  Board  can 
most  Buccessfull7  use  to  accomplish  this  porpose  on  a  permanent  basis, 
but  there  can  be  no  difference  of  opinion  between  us  as  to  our  belie* 
that  the  Job  should  be  done  and  that  tbe  Government  la  the  proper 
agenc7  to  direct  it. 

PBOPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO  TAaiBT  BOX 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  pending  bill,  which  I  ask  to  have  printed  and  lie  on 
the  table.    I  would  also  like  to  have  it  read  for  the  InfOTmation 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
will  be  read  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  pcge  835,  strike  out  linea  5  to  10,  inclualve,  and  Insert  in  Ueu 
thereof  the  following: 

"  Sac.  339.  Effect  of  reenactment  of  existing  law  :  Notwithatanding 
tbe  repeal  by  section  648  (a)  of  the  Uws  relating  to  tbe  United  States 
Tariff  Commission  and  their  reenactment  in  sections  330  to  838,  in- 
clusive, with  modifications,  tbe  unexpended  balances  of  approprUtiona 
available  for  the  commission  at  tbe  time  this  act  takes  effect  shaU 
remain  available  for  tbe  commission  in  the  administration  of  its  func- 
tions under  this  act ;  and  such  repeal  and  reenactment  ahaU  not  operate 
to  change  the  status  of  the  ofllcers  and  employees  under  tbe  jurisdiction 
of  the  commission  at  the  time  this  act  takes  effect.  No  investigation 
or  other  proceeding  pending  before  tbe  commission  at  such  time  (other 
than  proceedlnga  under  section  316  of  tbe  urlfl  act  of  1922)  shall  abate 
by  reason  of  such  repeal  and  reenactment,  but  shaU  continue  under  tha 
provisions  of  this  act." 

NOMINATION  FOB  BXECUTIV*  CAUENDAB 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  as  In  executive  session  I  desire 
to  report  back  favorably  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 
the  nomination  of  Wllbum  P.  Hughes,  of  Florida,  to  be  United 
States  attorney,  southern  district  of  Florida,  vice  William  M. 
Gober,  resigned.  I  ask  that  the  report  be  placed  on  the  Execu- 
tive Calendar.  .       .^  .  .  , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

BECESS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  teke  a  recess  until  11 
o'clock  to-morrow  morning.  ,    .  ,    ^      .,  • 

The  moUon  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Senate  (at  5  o  cIo<ac  and  3 
minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Tuesdaj',  October 
8,  1929,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday,  October  7,  1929 


The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order  bf 
the  Clerk,  WlUiam  Tyler  Page,  who  read  the  foUowing  com- 
munication from  the  Speaker: 

THB  SPBAKBa's  Booms. 

HODSB  or  BSPBaSBNTATtVSS, 

Wothinottm,  D.  0..  October  7,  »m. 
The  Clbbk  wr  th«  Hocbb  or  EBPRBs«i»TATiv«a : 

I  hereby  designate  the  Hoa.  LiifDUT  H.  Haolbt  as  Speaker  pro 
tempore  for  this  day. 

VlCWOLMM   LOJfUWOBTH, 

Speaker  Houte  of  RepreoemUMvoo. 

Mr.  HADLBT  took  the  chair  as  Speaker  pro  tempore. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Chaplain  will  offer  prayer. 

The  ChapUin.  Bev.  James  Shera  Mootgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
the  foUowlBg  pnjer: 

O  Tbon  wbo  miderataiidest  tbe  most  secret  thoughts  whldi  no 
languge  can  rereftl  aad  before  wbom  oor  bearts  are  open  pages, 
grant  onto  us  Thy  presence.    Forgive  us  oor  sins  and  teacb  ni 


"I 

■  sir . 


'i 
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how  to  aroid  temptadoo ;  bless  as  with  trust  and  settled  peace 
andi^nrbed.  Oradoosly  reg»r6  all  England  and  her  King. 
Mercifully  be  with  his  special  minister  and  our  President  May 
they  be  worthy  of  Tbee.  In  all  humility.  In  all  ocmrage,  and  in 
all  fidelity  may  they  labor  for  the  peace  and  the  adrancement 
of  all  mankind.  May  nit  nations  hear  their  pleas  and  be  led  to 
cease  from  war.  efTace  cmelty,  destroy  injustice,  and  establish 
righteousness.  May  tfaey  be  mored  by  the  compassion  of  Him 
who  traced  the  boundless  circle  of  humanity,  where  not  one  life 
lies  without  its  mighty  rim.  O  minister  unto  these  chosen 
Mervant!).  as  by  patience  and  wisdom  they  seek  understanding 
and  unity.  O  God.  remember  these  two  nations  with  their  grave 
responsibilities;  may  they  hear  the  angels'  call  and  give  no 
more  heed  to  the  mutterlngs  of  hate.  Be  with  the  hosts  of 
devoted  men  throughout  the  world  who  are  seeking  by  creati(m 
of  healthier  conditions  of  life  to  tame  and  subdue  the  demon 
of  war.  We  pray  in  the  name  of  Him  who  is  the  Prince  of 
Peace,  whose  jrierced  hands  reach  across  the  gulfs  that  divide 
men.  Soon,  ah,  soon  may  a  cleansed  world  be  ushered  in  and 
malice  and  hate  shall  have  perished  from  tlie  old  earth  forever. 
/  Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday,  October  3,  1929, 
was  read  and  approved. 

DianNQinsHiD  visitobs 

Mr.  TIL90N.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  greatly  honored  to-day  in 
having  distinguished  visitors  at  the  Capitol.  In  the  diplomatic 
gallery  is  Miss  Ishbel  MacDonald,  daughter  of  the  Prime  Min- 
ister of  Great  Britain,  and  others  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
entourage. 

When  the  House  adjourns  the  Right  Hon.  James  Ramsay 
MacDonald.  Prime  Minister  of  Great  Britain,  will  be  escorted 
into  the  Chamber  and  presented  to  the  membership  of  the  House. 
I  have  asked  that  a  committee  consisting  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Pobtoi],  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Affairs,  and  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Linthi- 
ctric],  ranking  minority  member  of  that  committee,  escort  the 
Prime  Minister  to  the  floor  of  the  House. 

As  soon  as  the  Prime  Minister  has  been  (H'esented  from  the 
Speaker's  desk  Members  ot  the  House  will  be  personally  pre- 
sented to  hlmu 

AOJOUaNMENT 

Mr.  TIIjSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and  7 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House,  under  House  Resolution  54,  adjourned 
until  Thursday,  October  10,  1929,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

iNvoucAi.  BBcamoN  Airo  AnoBsss  or  thb  Pbimb  Miifians  cr 

Gbsat  Bbttain 

Prime  Minister  MacDonald  was  escorted  to  the  floor  by  the 
committee  consisting  of  Mr.  Portex,  of  Pennsylvania,  chairman, 
and  Mr.  LiirTHicvii,  of  Maryland,  ranking  minority  member  ot 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  of  the  Seventieth  Congress. 

Mr.  Ttlson,  majority  floor  leader,  escorted  the  Prime  Minister 
to  the  rostrum. 

Mr.  TILSON.  Members  of  the  House  of  Representativea,  I 
take  great  pleasure  in  presenting  to  you  the  Right  Hon.  James 
Ramsay  MacDonald.  Prime  Minister  of  Great  Britain.  [Ap- 
plause.] 

Premier  MacDONALD.  Mr.  Speaker— I  am  very  much 
tempted  to  say  "  fellow  members  of  Parliament "  [applause] — 
yuu  realty  do  me  a  very  great  honor  in  allowing  me  to  come  up  and 
stand  here  and  address  you  Just  for  a  minute  or  two.  To  me  it 
awakens  many  old  memories  of  early  visits  to  Washington.  But 
It  does  more  than  that  It  makes  me  feel,  when  I  look  at  you, 
when  I  stand  to  address  an  assembly  like  this,  how  very  much 
alike  are  our  great  democratic  institutions  and  how  much  akin 
we  are  in  our  democratic  purposes.  [Applause.]  You  honor,  how- 
ever, not  me.  Precious  as  your  honors  are  to  me,  I  am  sure  you 
regard  ma  aa  the  representative  of  my  country.  [Applause.] 
And  you  wish  me,  when  I  go  back  home  to  my  own  fireside  and 
to  my  own  House  of  Cpnunons,  to  tell  how  very  kind,  how  very 
generous,  how  very  h(^table  you  were,  and  I  pledge  myaelf 
that  I  will  do  sol    [Applause.] 

Members  of  the  House  were  then  iudividoallj  presented  to 
the  Prime  Bfinister  by  Mr.  Tilsoh. 


nLBOUnVIi  COMMUNICATIONS,  BTO. 

59.  Under  dame  2  of  Rule  XXIV,  a  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  tnunmittlng  report  of  deaigna,  airenift,  aiitaraft 
parts,  and  actOBantlcal  ^ceaasories  porchMed  hy  the  Nary  De- 


partaMBt  daring  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1929,  was  taken 
from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Expenditures  in  the  Execntive  Departments. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  memorials  were  presented  and 
referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN :  Memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  Jersey,  urging  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  ex- 
pedite In  every  possible  way  favorable  action  upon  the  proposed 
ship  canal  across  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  linking  the  D^aware 
River  with  New  York  Bay ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Har- 
bors. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  public  bill.x  and  resolutions  were 
introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin:  A  bill  (H.  R  4.530)  to  pro- 
vide for  the  establii^ment  of  an  8-hour  daj'  for  yardmasters  of 
carriers;  to  the  Committee  on  Labor. 

By  Mr.  JAMES  (by  request  of  the  War  Department)  :  A  bill 
(H.  R.  4531)  to  authorize  the  payment  of  Interest  on  funds  of 
the  United  States  Soldiers'  Home ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  CARTER  of  Wyoming:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4532)  granting 
further  extensions  of  existing  oil  and  gas  prospecting  permits; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  DALLINQER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4533)  to  regulate  the 
activities  of  legislative  counsel  and  agents  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives;  to  the  Comiulttee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PITZPATRICK :  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  121)  re- 
questing the  President  to  proclaim  October  12  as  Columbus 
day  for  the  observance  of  the  anniversary  of  the  discovery  of 
America ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


4535)  granting  an  increase 
the  Conunlttee  on  Invalid 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  8e\erally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ALDKICH:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4534)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Harriet  E.  Sprague ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BURDICK :  A  bill  (H.  R. 
of  nension  to  Ellen  M.  Chnce;  to 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  COLE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4536)  for  the  relief  of  John  S. 
Stotts,  deceased:  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  CRADDOCK :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4537)  granting  a  pension 
to  Hollra  Morris ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4538)  granting  a  pension  to  Christine 
Kesinger;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4539)  granting  a  pension  to  Laura  B. 
Lindsey ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FITZGERALD:  A  blU  (H.  R.  4540)  for  the  relief  of 
George  W.  White;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4541)  for  the  relief  of  Frederick  Rasmus- 
sen;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4W2)  for  the  relief  of  Ellsworth  Wilson; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4543)  for  the  relief  of  National  Memorial 
University  (Ihc),  National  Home  for  Disabled  Volunteer  Sol- 
diers, Central  Branch,  Dayton,  Ohio;  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  FREEMAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4544)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Julia  M.  Armstrong ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4546)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Gar<^lne  W.  Jones;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4546)  grunting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Eliza  Frances  White ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4547)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Frances  M.  Woodruff ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4548)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Cora  L.  H.  Duntz ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4549)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  io 
Letitia  Comstock ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4S60)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  B.  Leahy ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  MU  (H.  R.  4661)  granting  a  pension  to  Clara  W.  Hull ; 
to  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Alao,  a  hill  (H.  B.  4562)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Margaret  H.  Hardenbrook ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
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'■  By  Mr.  HOPKINS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4568)  granting  an  faicrease 
of  pension  to  Almeda  Jenkins;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4554)  granting  a  pension  to  Laura  E. 
Housel ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4555)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Q.  Sapp; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

AlM>,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4566)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Desd«nonia  Lansdown ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
'     Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4567)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Eliza  J.  Rasco ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4658)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Ann 
Buell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4569)  granting  a  pension  to  Nannie 
Blades ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4560)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  Agee; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4661)  granting  a  pension  to  Katherine 
Folsche ;  to  the  Committee  ou  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4562)  granting 
an  increase  of  pension  to  Frances  S.  Hicks ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  KENDALL  of  PennsylvanU :  A  bill  (H.  B.-4663) 
granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mame  D.  Reed ;  to  the  C<Hn- 
mittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LEAVITT :  A  biU  (H.  R.  4564)  for  the  relief  of  B.  J. 
Kerlee ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  PALMER:  A  blU  (H.  R.  4566)  for  the  reUef  of  John 
M.  King ;  to  the  Committee  cm  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4666)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret 
Mead;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  PURNELL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4667)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Mary  E.  Baldvrin;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  B.  4668)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Clarissa  Pillars;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4669)  granting 
a  pension  to  Roland  Robertson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4670)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Joseph 
Cawley ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Idaho:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4571)  granting  an 
Increase  of  pension  to  Mary  £.  Pool;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions.  

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4572)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  E. 
Batty ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4573)  granting  a  pension  to  Albert  W. 
Ostner ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 


PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  to  as  follows : 

736.  Petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
opposing  the  proposed  Sunday  observance  laws  for  the  District 
of  Columbia ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

788.  By  Mr.  BOHN :  Petition  of  the  Detroit  Board  of  Com- 
merce, that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  draft  and  pass 
a  proper  amendment  at  the  next  session  thereof  to  bring  al)Out 
a  change  in  the  income  tax  law;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

737.  By  Mr.  BOYLAN:  Letter  from  Dannemlller  Coffee  Co., 
104  Front  Street  New  York  City,  protesting  against  duty  on 
coffee  entering  Porto  Rico  from  the  United  States;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

738.  Also,  letter  from  Stanco  (Inc.),  26  Broadway,  New  York, 
protesting  against  proposed  tariff  legislation  affecting  registered 
trade-marks  and  patented  articles;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

739.  Alao,  brief  submitted  by  Mock  &  Blum,  patent  and  trade- 
mark lawyers,  10  Bast  Fortieth  Street,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  pro- 
testing against  proposed  tariff  legislation  affecting  registered 
trade-marks  and  patented  articles;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

740.  Also,  letter  from  Lester  W.  Perrln,  120  Broadway,  New 
York  City,  protesting  against  proposed  10  per  cent  tariff  on 
cattle  hides;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

741.  By  Mr.  CULLEN :  Petition  of  the  Bottlers'  Service  Club. 
of  New  York,  that  the  proposed  increased  tariff  on  sugar  would 
place  a  burden  on  the  beverage  and  allied  industries  far  in  ex- 
cess of  the  proportionate  benefit  to  be  accrued  by  those  whom 
it  is  Intended  to  assist  and  therefore  places  Itself  on  record  as 
being  opposed  to  the  proposed  tariff  increase  on  sugar;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


742.  Also,  resolution  by  brick  manafacturetB  In  the  State  of 
New  York,  requesting  Congress  to  vote  for  a  tariff  on  brick  in 
order  that  those  manufacturers  near  the  coast,  whoee  bosiness 
has  already  been  injured  or  whose  business  is  threatened  in 
the  near  fatnre,  may  not  be  compelled  to  throw  oat  of  employ- 
ment American  workmen,  who  will  lose  on  an  average  one  day's 
work  for  every  1,000  foreign  bricks  imported  into  this  country ; 
to  the  Conunlttee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

743.  Also,  petition  of  the  Kings  County  American  L^on, 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  indorsing  the  stand  of  its  national  comioander. 
Paul  V.  McNutt,  regarding  the  principle  of  parity  as  the  best 
method  of  i^ciog  the  Gov^'ument  of  the  United  States  in  the 
strongest  possible  position  to  demand  proportional,  universal,  and 
gradual  reduction  of  all  naval  armament  in  an  effort  to  bring 
about  universal  and  lasting  peace ;  to  the  Committee  ou  Forelgu 
Affairs. 

744.  By  Mr.  DOWELL:  Petition  of  citizais  of  Polk  County. 
Iowa,  reconuuendlng  increase  of  pension  for  Civil  War  veterans 
and  widovrs  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

745.  Also,  petition  of  dtisens  of  Warren  County,  Iowa,  recom- 
mending increase  of  pensions  for  Civil  War  widows  and  vet- 
erans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

746.  By  Mr.  PALMER:  PeUtion  of  sundry  citizens  of  the 
State  of  Missouri,  favoring  increase  of  pension  to  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  ou  Invalid 
Pensions. 


SENATE 

TuiSDAT,  October  5,  79S9 

(Leffitlative  day  of  Monday,  Beptember  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  abemce  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


All«n 

Feaa 

Aaburst 

Fletcher 

Barkley 

Fraaier 

Bingiuun 

George 
OUIett 

Black 

BUUne 

Olaaa 

BleaM 

Glenn 

Borah 

Goff 

Bratton 

Goldaboroogh 

Brock 

Grcane 

Brookhart 

Hale 

Bronssard 

Harria 

Capper 

Harriaon 

Caraway 

Haatlnn 
Hatfield 

Connally 

Copeland 

Hawea 

Coniens 

Haydea 
Hebert 

Cutting 

Dale 

Heflin 

Dencen 

HoweU 

DUI 

Johnaon 

Bdse 

Jonea 

Kean 

Sackett 

Kendrick 

SohaU 

Kerea 

Sheppard 

Kluc 
LaFoltette 

81mmon« 

Smitb 

McKeilar 

Smoot 

McMaster 

Steck 

McNary 

Metralt- 

Steiwer 

St«i>h«na 

Moaea 

Swanaon 

Norria 

Tbomaa,  Idaho 

Nye 
Oddle 

Thomaa.Okla. 

Townaend 

Overman 

Trammell 

Patteraon 
Phlppa 

Tydlnisa    ' 
VaDdent>erg 

Pine 

Walcott 

Plttman 

WaUh.  Mont 

RanadeU 

Warren 

Reed 

Waterman 

Robinaon,  Ark. 

Wation 

Bobtaaon,  lad. 

Wheeler 

Mr.  FBSS.  My  colleague  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Bubton]  is  still  detained  from  the  Chamber  by  Ulness.  I  ask 
that  this  statement  may  be  allowed  to  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  My  colleague  the  Junior  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  WAsmm]  is  out  of  the  city,  but  will  be  bade  later  in 
the  day. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  desire  an  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Shipstkao]  is  absent  because  of  iUness.  I  ask  that  this  an- 
nouncement may  stand  for  the  day. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-eight  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

PITITION — ICUSCLC  BHOAUB 

Mr.  COPELAND  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  execu- 
tive conunlttee  of  the  Oswego  County  (N.  Y.)  Farm  Bureau. 
favoring  the  passage  of  the  so-called  Wright  bill,  for  the  de- 
velopment of  the  Muscle  Shoals  plant,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

BILLS  iNiaoorciB 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  tl<e  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  FESS : 

A  bill  (S.  1830)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Marion 
Thacker  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  FESS  (for  Mr.  Bnvroir) : 

A  bill  (8.  1831)  granting  a  prasion  to  William  H.  Enochs 
(with  accompanying  papers) ;  an4 
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A  biU  (8.  18S2)  ininting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  BHa  B. 
Clemeat ;  to  the  Gonuaittee  on  Pensions. 
A  UU  (8. 1833)  for  the  relief  of  George  Moeko,  «r. ;  and 
A  WU  (8.  1834)  for  the  reUef  of  JnlU  Kerr  (yBleness  (with 
an  accompanyiiix  paper) ;  to  the  Gommlttee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  VANDBNBBBG:  ^    ^  ^    . 

A  bill  (8.  1835)  granting  a  pension  to  Wesley  H.  Crodtett;  to 
the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
Rv  Mr    fVT'EPHEI^S  * 

A  Mil  (8.  1836)  to  grant  defendants  the  iMririlege  to  waive 
jury  trials,  to  provide  for  references  to  United  States  conunls- 
8ion«^  and  to  Improre  trial  pcocedure;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

n—  u_    BXiAINB  * 

A  bUl  (8.  1837)  to  amend  the  World  War  Teterans'  act,  1924, 

as  amt'nded;  ,     _^     . 

A  bill  (8w  1838)  to  amend  the  World  War  yeterans  act  of 

1804,  as  amended ;  . .  „        ^ 

A  bill  (8.  1839)  to  amend  section  200  <rf  the  World  War  TCt- 

etnna'  act,  1924,  as  amended ;  and 

A  bUl  (8.  1840)  to  amend  section  301  of  the  World  War  ret- 
erans'  act.  1924,  as  amended  (sec  512,  title  38,  U.  8.  C.) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  ReBINSON  of  Indiana : 

A  bill  (8.  1841)  to  increase  the  minimum  rat©  of  InTalld  pen- 
sions; and  «      .    /    ,*v 
A  bill  (S.  1842)  granting  a  pension  to  Katherlne  Harris  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SIMMONS :  .  ^       ^      . 

A  bill  (S.  1843)  to  authorise  the  esUWishment  of  a  Coast 
Guard  station  on  the  coast  of  North  Carolina,  at  or  in  the  vicin- 
ity of  Moores  Inlet;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 
AMxnoMEirrs  to  thx  takift  bux 
Mr.  COUZKN8,  Mr.  McMASTER,  Mr.  CUTTING,  and  Mr. 
JOHNSON  each  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  iffO- 
poeed  by  them,  respectlTcly,  to  House  bill  2667,  the  Urifl  re- 
vision bill,  which  were  severally  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and 
to  be  iMrlnted. 

aEvisioiT  or  the  takut 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  biU  (H.  R  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  pending  question  being  on  the  amendment 
of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  in  section  601,  page  398,  after 
line  9,  to  insert : 

In  all  procMdlngB  instituted  ander  this  wctioa  an  American  mana- 
factarvr.  producer,  or  wboleaaler,  or  a  repreaenUtlve  of  an  Aaierican 
labor  organliation  or  lat>or  aaaoctation  ahall.  with  the  permlsalon  of  the 
court,  (ranted  in  it«  dlacretlon,  have  the  right  to  appear,  to  offer  eri- 
denc«,  to  cron-examlne  witneasei  and  to  be  beard,  as  a  party  in  Interest, 
under  mKh  nik*  as  the  United  States  Customs  Coart  maj  prescribe. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  last  evening  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  (Mr.  Walsh]  spoke  upon  the  pending  amend- 
ment, found  on  page  398  of  the  bill,  beginning  in  line  10  and 
down  to  and  Including  line  17,  being  what  is  known  as  one  of 
the  labor  amendments.  There  are  three  other  ammdments 
similar  in  character  to  this  one.  Whatever  action  is  taken  upon 
this  amendment,  we  will  ask  the  Senate  to  take  the  same  action 
on  the  oth«  three. 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  Is  to  p^mit  the  interven- 
tion as  parties  in  interest  In  appraisement  proceedings  of  Ameri- 
can manufacturers,  producers,  and  wholesalera  and  representa- 
tives of  American  labor  organixations.  It  has  become  more  and 
more  firmly  estabUi^ed  that  in  the  enactment  of  a  protective 
tariff  law  the  Congress  should  seek  in  every  reasonable  way  to 
encourage  the  industries  of  the  United  States  and  to  protect 
American  labor.  In  general  It  may  be  said  that  this  purpose 
is  principally  consummated  with  the  enactment  of  the  rate 
scbedolea,  which  should  be  based  upon  a  c<msideratlon  of  the 
degree  of  protection  necessary  to  prevwit  Injury  to  American 
industry  and  unempli^ment  of  American  labor.  Obviously, 
however,  these  objects  will  not  be  accomplished  unless  the  rate 
schedules  are  strictly  and  effectively  enforced  by  the  courts.  It 
follows  that  American  Indtistry  and  American  labor  are  equally 
concerned  with  the  administrative  provisions  of  a  tariff  act,  and 
parilctilarly  with  the  provisions  dealing  with  court  action  on 
appraisement  and  classification. 

It  Is  true  that  American  manufacturers  may  now  cooperate 
with  the  Govmunent  coimsd  charged  with  the  protection  of  the 
interests  of  the  Government  in  the  conduct  at.  caaea  before  the 
Customs  Court.  They  may  furnish  witnesses  and  produce  evi- 
doice  of  various  kinds  for  the  use  of  Government  counsel ;  they 
may,  perhaps,  suggest  to  the  Government  coonsti  a  method  tor 
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1  he  conduct  of  the  case.    In  short,  they  may  famish  Information 
£at  only  those  familiar  with  the  details  of  the  particular  in- 
)  ustry  can  give    Government  counsel  may  accept  or  reject  the 
i  ffers  ot  assistance  from  these  domestic  Interests.     Naturally 
t  is  advantageous  to  the  Government  in  most  cases  to  accept 
be  offer,  altlM>ugh  they  determine  finally  the  use  to  be  made  of 
iny  evidence  or  other  aid.     The  domestic  interests,  however, 
lave  no  standing  in  court,  except  in  the  cases  provided  in  sec- 
ion  516  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922.    They  may  make  no  oral  argu- 
nent,  may  not  cross-examine  witne«s8es,  and  have  no  part  in  the 
ictual  OMiduct  of  the  trial. 

Section  516  for  the  first  time  recognized  that  the  American 
)roducer  has  a  direct  Interest  in  appraisal  and  classification  o* 
mported  merchandise.  It  was  there  provided  that  the  domestic 
nanufacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler  might  protest  against  the 
ippraisal  or  classification  of  merchandise  of  a  clase  uianufac- 
ured,  produced,  or  sold  by  him.  The  Finance  Committee  be- 
ieved  that  the  right  to  originate  the  procewilng  under  this  sec- 
icm  should  be  equally  afforded  to  the  representatives  of  Ameri- 
•an  labor.  Labor  has  just  as  vital  an  Interest  in  these  cases  as 
industry.  Section  516  has  therefore  been  amended  aocord- 
ngly. 

However,  the  right  afforded  under  section  516  was  strictly 
ted  and  In  the  last  analysis  requires  considerable  time  for 
_ts  effective  consummation.  This  wae  probably  proper,  since  in 
those  cases  the  domestic  Interest  originates  the  proceeding  and 
the  limitations  may  be  said  to  be  a  deterrent  against  unreason- 
able harassing  of  the  importer.  The  committee  took  the  posi- 
tion that  section  516,  while  it  serves  a  very  useful  purpose  in 
the  law,  and  should  be  retained,  is  not  of  Itself  sufficient  to 
afford  the  domestic  manufacturer  and  domestic  labor  their 
proper  place  In  the  decision  of  cases  involving  the  imposition 
of  customs  duties  and  the  consequent  protection  of  American 
labor  and  industry.  It  is,  therefore,  proposetl  that  the  domestic 
manufacturer  and  the  refwesentatlve  of  domestic  lalwr  be  al- 
lowed to  appear  as  a  party  In  interest  in  any  reappraisement 
proceeding  under  section  501,  and  in  any  protest  against  the  col- 
lector's decision  under  section  515.  In  other  words,  in  any 
case  in  which  the  Importer  challenges  the  appraisement  or 
classification  made  by  the  customs  ofllcers  it  shall  be  competent 
for  the  domestic  manufacturer  and  the  representative  of  do- 
mestic labor  to  appear  as  a  party  In  interest,  to  the  end  that 
the  protection  of  American  industry  and  American  labor  as  con- 
templated in.  the  rate  schedules  may  be  insured.  The  commit- 
tee does  not,  however,  propose  that  domestic  Interests  shall  come 
in  tinchecked,  with  possible  ensuing  delay  In  court  pro<eeding9 
and  vexation  of  the  importer.  It  will  be  observed  thut  repre- 
sentation is  to  be  allowed  only  with  the  permission  of  the  court, 
granted  in  its  discretion,  and  under  such  rules  as  the  court  may 
prescribe.  It  is  believed  that  there  will  be  no  considerable  in- 
crease in  litigation,  but  that  domestic  interests  will  be  afforded 
only  the  opportunity  to  which  they  are  entitled  to  demand  a 
voice  In  the  maintenance  of  the  standards  of  protection  which 
the  Congress  has  provided.  It  is  to  their  Interest  that  the 
duties  levied  by  the  Congress,  and  none  other,  should  be  im- 
posed. Strictly  safeguardeil  by  the  discretionary  power  allowed 
the  Customs  Court,  the  right  granted  by  tlie  proposed  amend- 
ments should  be  a  distinct  step  forward  in  the  recognition  of 
rights  of  domestic  Interests  in  tariff  administration. 

I  think,  Mr.  President,  that  is  a  clear  statement  of  the  case; 
I  think  it  exactly  covers  the  thought  which  the  committee  had 
in  mind  in  reporting  these  amendments.  It  is  for  the  reasons 
I  have  assigned  that  the  amendments  were  agreed  to  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  and  were  reported  to  the  Senate, 

Mr.  FBSS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRBSIDian?  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yiekl  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  notice  the  clause  limits  the  appearance  of  labor 
to  the  representative  of  an  association ;  that  it  does  not  extend 
at  all  to  individuals. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  Is  correct ;  that  Is  what  the  amend- 
ment provides. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  notice  it  extends  the  privilege  to  producers 
and  manu^cturers  as  individuals  but  does  not  extend  It  to  labor 
except  as  an  organization. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  extends  the  right  to  labor  as  an  organisa- 
tion; that  is  correct 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDI^^  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
a  question.  If  I  understood  his  answer  to  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Fass],  it  was  that  no  one  could  Intervene  except  as 
a  representative  of  an  organization? 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  In  the  case  of  labor  organizations  or  associa- 
tions, that  is  true. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  understood  the  Senator  to  add  that  the 
restriction  applied  also  to  manufacturing  organizations. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    No ;  I  did  not  make  that  statement. 
Mr.    SIMMONS.     My   understanding   is   that   any   manufac- 
turer may  intervene  in  the  case  of  a  product  in  which  he  is 
interested. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  true. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  As  to  the  present  law  with  reference  to  the 
interj-ent'on  of  manufacturers,  such  luterventiou  now  is  in 
the  nature  of  a  tender  by  the  manufacturer  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  evidence  to  establish  his  contention  with  respect  to 
the  subject  matter  of  the  controversy  in  court  or  before  an 
appraiser. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  Is  foimd,  as  I  stated,  in  section  516,  on 
page  416  of  the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  manufacturer  Is  not  now  permitted  to 
Intervene  as  a  party  to  the  proceedings,  to  employ  independent 
and  separate  counsel  to  represent  him. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Nor  will  he  be  able  to  do  so  should  the  pending 
amendment  be  adopted. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  He  will  simply  appear  there  very  much  as 
he  api;>ears  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  for  the 
purpose  of  presenting  his  contention  or  his  views  with  reference 
to  the  proposed  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  other  wonls,  he  will  be  allowed  to  give 
testimony  jtist  as  he  now  gives  testimony  before  the  Finance 
Committee. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Or  Just  as  he  might  go  before  a  grand  jury 
investigating  a  certain  crime  and  tender  his  testimony.  That 
Is  the  extent  of  his  rl|^t  to  intervene  In  the  controversy  now,  Is 
It  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Under  section  516  he  is  made  a  party  in 
Interest. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  am  talking  about  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  Senator  refers  to  existing  law? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Yes ;  I  refer  to  the  existing  law.  I  am  ask- 
ing the  Senator  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  under  existing  law  his 
appearance  is  not  as  a  party  but  simply  as  a  witness  to  furnish 
testimony  to  the  Government,  if  the  Government  sees  fit  to  use 
that  testimony,  just  as  he  comes  before  the  Committee  on 
Finance  and  says,  '*  I  am  Interested  In  this  particular  rate  that 
you  now  have  under  consideration  and  are  di.scussing.  and  I 
want  to  be  beard,  in  order  to  present  certain  testimony."  That 
Is  the  only  right  he  now  has  under  the  present  law,  but  imder 
the  amendment  It  Is  proposed  to  permit  him  to  Intervene  as  a 
party  In  Interest. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  He  will  be  permitted  to  Intervene  as  a  party 
in  interest.     Under  existing  law  he  files  a  protest. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  Just  wanted  to  get  that  difference  clearly 
before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Under  existing  law  he  files  a  protest,  but  under 
the  proposed  law,  as  amended  in  section  516,  he  will  become  a 
party  in  interest. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  Presidwit,  will  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah 
permit  a  question? 

Mr.  NOURIS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESlDEa^T  pro  tempore.  Does  the  senior  Senator  from 
Utah  yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  have  concluded  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  senior  Senator  from 
Utah  Is  understood  by  the  Chair  as  having  yielded  the  floor,  and 
the  Chair  recognizes  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.    I  merely  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  doc-s  not 
want  the  floor,  and  no  other  Senator  wishes  to  take  It,  I  myself 
will  take  it. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  from  Nebraska 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  want  to  ask  whelher  there  would  be  any 
objection  from  the  Committee  on  Finance  to  inserting  in  the 
committee  amendment  an  amendment  providing  that  representa- 
tives of  agricultural  associations  may  have  the  same  privilege 
which  is  extended  to  manufacturers  and  certain  associations? 

Mr,  SMOOT.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  will  say  that  that 
matter  was  not  discussed  before  the  Finance  Committee;  no 
consideration  was  had  there  of  It,  and  no  request  relative  to  it 
was  made.  Therefoie  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  making  any 
statement  as  to  what  the  committee  would  do  In  the  case  sug- 
gested by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest 
to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  that  if  the  right  is  to  be  accorded 
to  persons  to  interplead  and  to  participate  in  these  proceedings 


that  right  ought  to  be  made  general  and  to  be  granted  to  any 
citizen  or  association  of  citizens  instead  of  being  limited  to 
particular  individuals  or  associations  of  individuals? 
Mr.  NORRIS.    Let  oie  state  my  intention. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  fnm  Nebraska 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  NOBHIS.  If  I  may  proceed,  it  may  save  some  of  the 
argument  I  expect  to  offer  several  am^idments.  I  wish  to 
offer  the  amendment  of  whidi  I  have  spoken  to  give  to  agricul- 
tural organisations  the  right  to  intervene.  I  want  to  crfJEer  an 
amendment  also  that  will  permit  retailers  or  organizations  of 
retailers  to  intervene  and  become  party  to  the  litigation.  I 
desire  further  to  offer  an  amendment  that  will  permit  consum- 
ers' associations  likewise  to  become  parties  to  the  litigation; 
and  then  I  want  to  offer  some  more  amendments  along  similar 
lines  so  as  to  give  the  same  privilege  to  various  organizations 
that  are  Interested  to  the  same  extent  that  those  named  In  the 
bill  are  Interested.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  ought  to  offer  suf- 
ficient amendments  so  that  nobody  in  the  country  will  be  left 
out ;  that  all  may  come  in  under  one  head  or  another. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  In  the  Interest  of  parlia- 
mentary clarity,  may  the  Chair  suggest  to  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  that  all  the  amendments  might  be  Incorporated  in 
one? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     When  they  are  all  adopted,  Mr.  President, 
they  will  be  so  Incorporated. 
Mr.  KING  and  Mr.  SMOOT  addressed  the  Chair. 
The    PRESIDENT    pro    tempore.      Does    the    Senator   from 
Nebraska  yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  yield  first  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Kino]. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  we  have  a  large  nimiber  of  doctors 
in  Washington,  there  being  about  8,000  of  them. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Oh,  yes;  medical  associations  are  directly 
interested  In  this  matter. 

Mr.  KING.  I  think  they  ought  to  be  included,  and  especially 
the  dentists,  because  they  buy  dental  instruments.  Astronomers 
are  likewise  interested,  because  they  have  to  look  at  the  stars 
in  the  heavens  above,  and  need  astronomical  instrumrats.  I 
have  an  amendment  pending  which  deals  with  wholesalers,  ccm- 
sumers'  guilds,  women's  organizatlMis,  and  consumers'  dubs. 
I  think  we  ought  to  extend  the  privilege  to  every  person  who 
buys  any  article. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  have  been  thinking  of  offering  an  amendment 
that  will  permit  the  league  of  women  voters  to  come  in. 
Mr.  KING.    Of  course,  they  buy  clothing,  and  so  on. 
Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes ;  and  they  are  just  as  much  interested  as 
are  the  wholesalers. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield  next  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  was  going  to  say  to  the  Senator  I  do  not 
know  whether  a  farmer  would  come  under  the  designatk>n  of 
"  producer  "  or  not ;  but  I  rath«*  think  he  would. 
Mr.  NORRIS.    Sometimes  he  would. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  think  so. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  But  the  farmer  very  oft^i  when  he  farms  does 
not  produce,  so  that  he  ought  to  be  permitted  to  come  in  under 
the  designation  of  a  farmer  or  as  a  member  of  a  farm  organi- 
zation, because  sometimes  hail,  sometimes  the  wind,  sometimes 
dry  weather,  sometimes  the  cutworm,  and  sometimes  wet 
weather  ruin  his  crops,  so  that  the  fact  that  he  is  farming  does 
not  necessarily  Imply  that  he  becomes  a  producer. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  And  sometimes  he  Is  farmed  by  other  people. 
Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes ;  there  are  some  peoi^e  in  public  life  who 
enjoy  farming  him. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  are  some  who  farm  the  farmer. 
Mr.  NORRIS.    There  is  no  doubt  about  that.    I  do  not  know 
whether  that  class  of  farmers  ought  to  be  permitted  to  come  in 
under  the  provision  or  not.    Perhaps  they  would  come  In  tmder 
the  head  of  some  of  the  other  organizations  which  are  named. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fass  in  the  chair).    Does 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 
Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 
Mr.  BLAINE.    I  think  the  Senator  has  overiooked  two  very 
Important  organizations  that  ought  to  be  included. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  be  glad  to  take  them  in  if  the  Senator 
win  suggest  them. 

Mr.  BLAINB.  I  refer  to  the  Authors'  Guild,  for  Instance,  the 
men  who  write  books,  the  literary  fellows.  They  are  materially 
affected  by  this  iwoviaion.  Then,  also,  there  are  those  who  want 
to  censor  books;  they  ought  to  be  permitted  to  Intervene  and 
plead  their  case. 
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Mr.  NOSRIS.  There  In  an  orguiiatlon  Is  Boston  that  wonid 
certainly  want  to  come  In  under  that  bead  in  order  to  keep  the 
Uteratare  of  the  country  pore. 

Mr.  BBOOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  Inquire 
of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  If  his  proposition  would  Inclnde 
the  "medicine-ball  cabinet"?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  think  any  group  that  Is  Interested  In  tariff 
rates  onght  to  be  permitted  to  Intervale. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  conceive  of  an; 
tadiTidnal  or  any  organisation  that  ought  to  be  kept  ont,  and 
so  long  as  anyone  has  any  amendments  to  suggest,  they  onght 
to  be  Included  here  or  else  we  ou^t  to  defeat  this  amendment 

The  PRE8IDINO  OFFICBIi.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  absence  of  a  quorum 
being  suggested,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  l^slative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


AUen 

Ttm 

Kean 

Sackett 

Asbanrt 

rietcber 

Kendrick 

Schall 

Barkley 

Prazier 

Keyea 

Sbeppard 

Bingham 

George 

King 

La  Fonette 

Simmons 

Black 

OUIett 

Smltb 

BlatD« 

Olaaa 

McKellar 

Snioot 

Bkaae 

Okaa 

McMajUet 

Stecfc 

Bcrah 

Ooff 

McNary 

Stelwer 

Bratton 

Qoldsboroagh 

Metcalf 

Stephens 

Brock 

Greene 

Moaeii 

Swanaon 

Brookbart 

Hale 

Norria 

BrouBsard 

Harris 

Nye 
Oddte 

Thomas,  Olda. 

Capper 

Harrison 

Townsend 

Carawar 

Hastiaci 

OTerman 

Trammeil 

Connalljr 

Hatfield 

Patterson 

Tydinga 

Copelaad 

Bawes 

rbipps 

Vandenberg 

HaTdea 
Uebert 

Ptoc 

Walcvtt 

Catting 

Plttman 

Walah,  Mont 

Diile 

Heflin 

BanadeU 

Warreo 

Deneen 

Howell 

Beed 

Waterman 

Dm 

Johnson 

Bobinson,  Ark. 

Wataon 

Mm 

Joaea 

Hobinwm.  Ind. 

Wheeler 

> 


Mr.  OOPELAND.  My  eoBeague  [Mr.  Wabkmm]  is  tempo- 
rarily absent  from  the  city.    He  will  be  here  later  in  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-eight  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.     A  quorum  Is  present. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  in  the  tariff  law  of  1022  Congress 
made  a  first  step  In  recognition  of  the  fact  that  the  American 
manufacturer  is  vitally  interested  in  the  dlsporitlon  of  cases  In 
the  Customs  Co«rt 

When  we  read  the  title  of  tills  hffl  and  read  its  declaration 
that  it  isto  protect  American  Industry  and  American  labor,  that 
the  whole  thing  Is  framed  upon  the  Idea  of  protecting  the  pro- 
ducers, both  capital  and  labor,  in  America,  it  seems  to  me  it  is 
obvious  that  we  recognize  there  that  there  are  parties  in  interest 
In  these  cases  who  have  some  right  to  be  heard. 

The  Government  prosecutes  these  cases  with  the  Importer 
through  a  branch  of  the  Department  of  Justice  which  is  under 
the  command  of  an  Assistant  Attorney  General;  and  he,  as  I 
recall  the  figures,  has  13  assistants  who  actually  conduct  the 
trial  work  of  this  litigation.  As  I  again  recollect  the  figures,  he 
had  some  70,000  cases  for  litigation  last  year.  Some  of  them, 
of  course,  were  cases  on  all  fours  with  one  another  and  could 
be  tried  in  groups  Many  of  them  were  separate  trom  all  others 
and  had  to  be  separately  con.sidered  and  tried;  and  the  utter 
ImpossiMlity  of  giving  flair  consideration  to  so  great  a  number 
of  cases  by  a  staff  as  tiny  as  that  must  be  obvious  to  anyone 
who  stops  to  calculate  the  number  of  hours  that  there  are  in  the 
working  days  of  the  year. 

In  practice,  the  Assistant  Attorney  General  looks  to  the 
American  manufacturer  for  the  evidence  needed  to  sustain  the 
Government's  side  of  the  suit.  Why,  then,  there  should  be  any- 
thing strikingly  out  of  the  way  in  allowing  the  American  manu- 
facturer to  Intervene  in  that  suit  I  am  utterly  unable  to  see. 
Remember  always  that  the  right  is  granted  subject  to  the  per- 
mission of  the  court  to  grant  It  in  Its  di.«»cretion. 

It  has  been  argued  against  this  provision  that  it  would  over- 
whelm tlwr  courts  with  a  multitude  of  parties  litigant  In  each 
case;  but  that  is  the  reason  why  the  Finance  Committee  pro- 
vided In  this  amendment  that  the  right  of  intervention  should  be 
contr(41ed  by  the  discretion  of  the  court.  If  several  manufac- 
turers appear,  It  is  within  the  discretion  of  the  court,  and  un- 
doubtedly would  be  its  practice,  to  say,  "You  may  have  one 
counsel;  you  may  Intervene  In  this  case  in  an  orderly  way; 
you  may  have  your  group  represented  by  one  counsel,  and  not 
by  a  throng."  All  of  that  is  the  orderly  way  of  doing  it,  and 
It  Is  the  way  In  whicdi  every  intervention  is  controlled  in 
ordinary  litigation. 

Many  times  these  cases  are  lost  by  the  Gov^nment  fli  rough 
the  Acer  inability  of  the  assistants  to  the  Attorney  Gen«al  to 
famillarlBe  th«nselves  with  the  complicated  facts  of  the  cases, 
and  that  is  no  reproach  against  them.    The  work  is  simply  over- 


vrfaelming,  and  imless  those  assistants  to  the  Attomcj  General 
1  rere  more  than  ordinarily  able  lawyers  they  could  not  begin  to 
^spe  with  the  volume  of  work  that  is  thrown  at  them. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yi^d  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  Senator  says  that  the  manufao- 
tjurers  furnish  the  evidence,  and  the  Government  mtist  rely  upon 

Eem  to  meet  these  cases^ 
Sir.  REED.     In  many  cases  that  is  so. 
Mr.  BROOKHART.    Why  is  it  not  Just  as  easy  to  let  them 
that  as  ordinary  witnesses  as  It  is  to  allow  them  to  Inter- 
ne as  parties? 
Mr.  REED.    There  is  all  the  difference  In  the  world  between 
ting  behind  a  trial  lawyer  who  has  not  had  a  chance  to 
amiliarize  him.self  with  his  case,  and  having  somebody  there 
i^ho  knows  it  intimately.     If  the  Senator  lias  ever  sat  at  the 
( ounsel  table  and  tried  to  prod  counsel  with  his  finger  and  offer 
I  uggestions  in  the  middle  of  a  crt)ss-examination.  he  knows  what 
in  unsatisfactory  business  it  Is.    The  only  way  that  one  can 
>e  adequately  represented  in  court  Is  by  counsel  who  has  had 
I  chance  to  study  the  case,  and  can  bimself  examine  the  wit- 
nesses.   Every  lawyer  has  had  that  experience. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    Of  course,  the  Senator  is  assuming  In 
hat  that  the  Government's  attorney  Is  not  competent,  and  does 
1  lot  know  his  case. 

Mr.  REED.  I  assume  that  the  Government's  attorneys  are 
luman  beings,  and  that  13  of  tbem  can  not  learn  70,000  cases 
n  a  year.  I  think  It  Is  self-evident  that  they  can  not.  I  must 
lay  that  the  Assistant  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Lawrence,  appears 
o  us  to  be  a  most  capable  public  official,  and  tliat  the  staff 
le  has  accumlated  is  surprisingly  skillful,  well  trained,  and 
efficient  In  its  work ;  but  it  is  humanly  impossible  for  them  to 
lo  it. 

Mr.  BR00B:HART.    Are  there  70,000  of  these  cases? 

Mr.  REED.  That  Is  my  recollection  of  the  figures.  If  I  am 
^rrong,  the  Senator  from  Utah  doubtless  will  correct  me. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
rania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Does  the  Senator  contemplate  that  the  at- 
omey  tor  the  manufacturers  or  producers  or  labor  organlza- 
ions  shall  take  charge  of  the  case,  Instead  of  the  attorney 
; ■epresenting  the  Government? 

Mr.  REEn).    Not  at  all,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Then  will  not  the  same  difficulty  that  the 
Jena  tor  speaks  of  exist? 

Mr.  REED.     Not  in  the  least. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  said  a  moment  ago  that  undonbt- 
•dly  the  court  would  say,  as  a  condition  for  permitting  them  to 
ntervene,  that  they  must  unite  on  one  attorney ;  that  they  must 
lot  have  their  separate  attorneys. 

Mr.    REED.     Each   group   whose    Interests   are   alike   would 
ordinarily  be  represented  by  one  attorney ;  yes. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  the  cases  are  lost  because  the  Government 
jow  has  attorneys  who  can  not  acquaint  themselves  with  the 
'acts,  how  better  will  they  be  prepared  to  win  them  unless  the 
attorneys  representing  these  private  parties,  and  who  I  suppose 
mderstand  the  facts  better,  take  charge  of  the  case,  and  the 
Jovemment,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  is  crowded  out  of  it?  Then 
t  will  not  be  a  public  case,  but  a  private  quarrel  between  in- 
dividuals. 

1  Mr.  REED.  It  is  the  same  situation  that  occurs  in  any  case 
n  which  intervention  is  permitted.  Very  often  you  will  see  a 
lituatlon  where  three  or  four  or  more  groups  are  represented 
leparately  by  their  counsel  in  some  pending  litigation.  The 
wurts  are  able  to  handle  that  In  an  orderly  way,  and  It  is  right 
iiat  they  should  be  permitted  to  intervene,  always  subject  to 
lie  control  of  the  court. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
iranla  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  desire  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  whether  the 
attorney  General  has  asked  for  additional  assistants  to  handle 
Jiese  cases. 

Mr.  REED.  My  impression  is  that  over  and  over  again  he 
las  calletl  attention  to  the  fact  that  his  staff  is  too  small. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Was  any  request  on  the  subject  made  to  the 
rinance  Committee? 

Mr.  REED.  The  Finance  Committee  had  nothing  to  do  with 
hSLt    That  is  a  matter  for  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. . 

Mr.  GEORGE.    No  request  was  submitted  to  the  committee? 
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Mr.  REED.  No ;  we  had  no  autliority  to  control  that  appro- 
priation. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  RKED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KING.  Upon  several  occasions  I  have  spoken  to  the 
former  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Sargent,  and  his  predecessor,  Mr. 
Daugherty,  with  respect  to  customs  attorneys  and  with  respect 
to  attorneys  needed  for  the  prosecution  of  those  violating  the 
antitrust  laws,  and  stated  tliat  go  far  as  the  minority  was 
concerned  any  appropriations  which  they  desired,  if  they  had 
an  Inadequate  force,  would  gladly  be  made.  I  was  assured  that 
they  had  ample  funds  for  the  conduct  of  all  of  the  work  which 
devolved  uiwn  the  Department  of  Justice.  I  received  that 
assurance  not  once  but  many  times. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  REED.  In  just  a  minute.  It  seemed  to  us  to  be  self- 
evident  that  so  small  a  staff  could  not  efllciently  handle  that 
great  mass  of  litigation ;  and  we  were  told  by  representatives  of 
manufacturers  and  representatives  of  labor  that  they  believed 
that  their  Interests  had  many  times  suffered  because  they  had 
to  sit  in  court  and  watch  their  cases  being  tried  by  a  lawyer 
who  was  not  familiar  with  them. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  This  statement,  as  I  construe 
It,  constitutes  an  impeachment  of  the  efficiency  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice.  That  department,  as  every  other  department, 
is  always  at  lil)erty  to  ai)pear  before  the  appropriate  commit- 
tee and  ask  for  an  enlargement  of  its  staff,  and  before  the 
Appropriations  Committee  for  such  additional  funds  as  are 
necessary  to  enaUe  It  to  function  efficiently. 

It  appears  from  the  statement  just  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania,  and  from  his  answers  to  questions,  that  the 
fundamental  purpose  of  this  provision  Is  to  convert  the  pro- 
ceeding Into  one  of  the  nature  of  a  contest  between  private 
parties.  There  may  be  facts  and  circumstances  which  support 
that  contention,  but  if  it  is  to  remain  a  public  proceeding,  a 
governmental  proceeding,  no  one  ought  to  be  allowed  to  inter- 
plead unless  any  person  or  the  representative  of  any  person 
claiming  an  interest  should  be  accorded  that  privilege.  Why 
should  special  right  of  intervention  be  granted  to  one  or  two 
classes  who  may  or  may  not  have  an  interest,  and  that  right 
denied  to  all  who  may  have  and  may  assert  an  interest? 

As  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  for  many  years, 
almost  from  time  immemorial,  the  courts  have  had  the  right  to 
grant  the  right  of  intervention  upon  a  showing  of  interest  by 
a  party  appearing  In  the  court. 

Mr.  REED.  And  that,  Mr.  President,  Is  all  that  we  are  pro- 
posing to  do  here  as  to  the  Customs  Court. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  What  is  proposed  to  be  done 
here  Is  to  give  that  rl^t  to  certain  persons  or  associations,  to 
the  exclusion  of  other  persons  or  a8.sociations  who  may  have  an 
equal  right.  It  is  the  partiality  of  the  proceeding  to  which  I 
object. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  at  the  present  time  the  right  to 
appear  In  this  litigation  is  chiefiy  confined  to  the  importer  him- 
self. He,  fully  apprised  of  the  facts,  vitally  Interested,  as  he  is, 
comes  In  and  tries  his  case  against  a  meagerly  informed  repre- 
sentative of  the  Government,  and  the  two  parties  who  have  the 
greatest  interest  in  the  outcome  of  that  litigation,  the  American 
workman  and  the  American  manufacturer,  must  sit  there  In 
silence,  unable  to  appear  as  their  real  adversary,  the  Importer, 
does  appear. 

When  we  make  up  a  tariff  bill 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.  In  just  a  moment.  When  we  make  up  a  tariff 
bill,  and  our  subcommittees  sit  down  to  get  the  facts  and  decide 
what  Is  just  to  be  done,  whom  do  we  hear?  We  hear  the  im- 
porter, of  cfiurse ;  we  hear  the  American  manufacturer,  and  we 
hear  the  American  labor  representatives  in  that  Industry.  Yet 
Congress,  which  always  hears  those  three  parties  in  interest, 
now  says  the  court  which  is  api)lying  that  law  must  shut  its 
ears  to  two  out  of  the  three. 

We  talk  about  the  need  of  the  farmers,  remembering  some- 
times, but  not  always,  that  the  farmer  is  at  least  getting  his 
living  out  of  his  farm,  and  that  his  business  is  never  entirely 
shut  down  unless  a  mortgage  is  foreclosed  on  him. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  There  have  been  about  a  million  and  a 
half  of  those. 


Mr.  REED.  Did  the  Senator  ever  think  of  the  situation  in  r 
mill  town  when  foreign  factories  have  taken  away  all  of  their 
business?  Has  the  Senator  been  up  through  New  England, 
through  Fall  River  and  New  Bedford  and  those  other  towns  up 
there  whose  mills  are  lying  idle?  Has  he  seen  the  condition  of 
the  work  people  in  that  industry?  Then  would  he  say  that  they 
are  not  Interested  In  an  examination  of  a  customs  case?  We 
can  not  tell  that  to  the  workmen  who  sit  Idle  and  see  the  shops 
filled  with  foreign  goods  which  Americans  could  make  if  they 
were  propwly  protected.  Of  course  they  are  Interested  In  the 
outcome  of  these  cases. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  have  also  been  over  in 
the  neighborhood  of  the  Steel  Trust  and  the  Aluminum  Trust 
and  those  combinations,  and  saw  a  different  story  there. 

Mr.  REED.  I  suppose  the  Senator  did  not  go  through  the 
villages  in  eastern  Pennsylvania  where  iron  used  to  be  made, 
which  is  now  being  made  in  India  by  14-cent-a-day  labor.  Does 
he  not  think  that  the  people  who  live  In  those  towns  have  an 
Interest  In  the  judgment  of  a  customs  court  affecting  the  article 
on  which  they  are  working?    I  think  they  have. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  was  over  where  steel  blooms  were 
being  made  in  Pennsylvania.  But  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  about  the  matter  he  was  discussing. 

Mr.  McMASTER.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  frMn  Pennsyl- 
vania yield;  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  REED.  In  Just  a  moment  I  yield  to  myself  for  a 
moment 

■  The  CustMns  Court  had  before  it  a  case  concerning  the  tariff 
on  cherries  in  brine,  and,  as  I  tried  to  explain  the  other  day, 
out  of  a  clear  sky,  without  warning  to  the  American  producers 
of  those  sulphured  cherries  in  brine,  they  cut  the  duty  from  40 
per  cent  down  to  2  cents  a  pound,  more  than  cut  the  duty  In 
half,  because  It  had  been  running  4  to  5  cents  a  pound.  Tell  me 
If  you  please,  did  not  those  California  cherry  growers  have  an 
Interest  in  that  litigation?  Should  they  not  have  been  entitled 
to  intervene  in  that  Customs  Court  case,  to  be  heard  on  that 
question?  Their  wh(He  livelihood  was  swept  away  from  them 
by  that  decision.  When  that  duty  was  cut  down,  the  entire 
American  consumption  of  that  variety  of  cherry,  and  it  is  a  very 
large  consumption,  was  taken  over  almost  ovemis^t  by  the 
Italian  growers  and  producers  of  that  cherry.  Then  our  friends 
would  have  us  believe  that  those  American  growers,  and  the 
people  who  work  for  them,  should  not  be  permitted  to  inter- 
vene, under  the  discretionary  control  of  the  court,  in  litigation 
like  that.  I  think  it  is  self-evident  that  they  should  be  allowed 
to  do  so. 

Now  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tor about  those  70,000  cases.  In  fact,  are  not  most  of  those 
nominal,  and  settled  without  any  real  contest? 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  think  any  of  them  are  nominal.  Many 
of  them  arise  from  successive  Imports  of  the  same  article,  and 
therefore  are  all  to  be  considered  in  a  group ;  yes,  this  is  true, 
as  I  .said,  and  those  cases,  in  fact,  constitute  but  one  case. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    One  decision  will  settle  many  cases. 

Mr.  REED.  The  decision  In  one  case  of  that  kind  will  settle 
many  actual  appeals.  But  against  that  stands  the  fact  that 
there  are  thousands  and  thousands  of  different  kinds  of  cases 
which  have  to  be  tried. 

I  spent  the  best  part  of  a  quarter  of  a  century  trying  law- 
suits.   I  used  to  live  In  court  all  day  Icmg. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  spent  about  30  years  doing  the  same 
thing. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  knows,  perhaps,  from  his  long  ex- 
perience. I  used  to  think  that  if  I  tried  75  actually  litigated 
lawsuits  in  a  year  that  was  a  tremendously  large  niunber,  and 
I  dare  say  that  has  been  the  Senator's  experience,  too. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  It  would  be  any  lawyer's  experience,  so 
far  as  that  Is  concerned.  But  here  is  a  matter  where  these 
parties  are  only  indirectly  interested,  to  say  the  least,  all  the 
way  through.  The  Government  comes  in  first  and  says,  "We 
are  going  to  protect  something  by  law,"  a  sort  of  a  sodialistic 
doctrine,  that  the  Government  must  help  this  business.  Then, 
secondarily,  It  Is  going  to  raise  some  revenue  out  of  the  duty, 
so  that  those  are  governmental  matters,  and  the  direct  interest 
Is  all  In  the  Government  If  you  let  anybody  ^se  Intervene,  it 
Is  because  he  has  an  indirect  Interest  and  not  a  direct  interest 
in  the  matter. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Attorney  General's  office  represents  the  im- 
porter Just  as  much  as  It  represents  the  manufacturer.  It  rep- 
resents all  citiaens  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  Attorney  (Jeneral's  ofllce  represents 
the  Government,  of  course,  which  means  all  dtiaens. 

Mr.  REED.    Exactly. 
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Mr.  BBOOKHART.  And  It  draws  no  distinction  whatever. 
But  the  Senator  wants  to  give  a  special  party  a  right  to  inter- 
vene on  an  Indirect  interest  which  he  has  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  tJiink  that  the  California  cherry  grow- 
ers thought  their  interest  in  the  particular  case  to  which  I  have 
referred  was  indirect. 

Mr.  IJROOKHART.  It  might  have  been  a  vital  interest,  but 
It  was,  nevertheless.  Indirect. 

Mr.  REED.  Indirect,  if  this  were  purely  a  taxing  statute, 
yes;  indirect  as  one  of  us  has  an  indirect  interest  in  the 
amount  of  the  income  tax  that  another  pays.  But  this  statute 
is  also  for  the  purpose  of  protection.  The  platform  upon 
which  every  one  of  us  who  sits  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  was 
elected  declared  for  the  protection  of  American  industry  and 
American  labor.  We  have  put  it  In  the  title  of  this  bill,  we 
have  preai'hed  it  up  and  down  the  country,  and  we  have  fol- 
lowe<i  that  policy,  with  occasional  unhappy  lapses,  for  a  quar- 
ter of  a  century. 

Mr.  BBOOKHART.  This  protection  is  a  governmental  pro- 
tection ;  it  is  not  for  any  private  concern. 

^Mr.  REED.  Absolutely  it  is  a  governmental  protection.  Just 
as  the  Government  protects  one  of  us  from  attack  upon  his 
bo<ly.  Ttiat  is  governmental  protection.  This  is  protection 
from  attack  upon  his  business. 

Mr.  BROOKHABT.  But  we  do  not  let  anybody  else  inter- 
vene when  a  murder  case  comes  along.  The  Oovemmept  attor- 
neys attend  to  that  all  right,  and  it  would  be  an  indirect  propo- 
sition to  let  some  interested  party  intervene  when  an  attack  on 
the  body  is  concerned. 

Mr.  REED.  In  any  civil  litigation  in  which  one's  dvil  rights 
are  attacked,  there  is  always  granted  the  right  to  the  attacked 
party  to  intervene  if  he  is  not  immediately  a  party  to  the 
action.  That  is  common  practice  in  every  kind  of  litigation, 
and  it  is  only  the  restrictive  language  of  past  tariff  acts  that 
has  kept  these  parties  from  being  permitted  to  Intervene  under 
the  ordinary  principles  of  jurisprudence. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BEED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  provision  giving  the  manufacturer  and  the 
producer  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  is  in  the  present  law. 

Mr.  REED.  Only  iu  a  restricted  class  of  cases.  In  proceed- 
ings under  section  514  initiated  by  the  importer  there  is  no  right 
grunted  the  American  manufacturer  to  be  heard. 

Under  section  516  of  the  present  law  the  manufacturer  Is  given 
a  very  complicated,  dilatory  right  to  be  represented.  That  is 
Just  an  entering  wedge.  What  we  are  tr^  ing  to  do  in  the  present 
bm  by  the  Finance  Committt*  amendments  is  to  extend  that 
right  to  proceedings  such  as  those  contemplated  in  section  514, 
aiid  also  to  extend  it  to  properly  accredited  represMitatlves  of 
the  work  people  in  the  industry. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  understood  that  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
m«nt  simply  extends  this  privilege  to  labor. 

Mr.  RilED.  No;  it  broadens  the  right  of  the  manufacturer 
and  gives  him  a  right  to  Intervene  In  all  kinds  of  customs  litiga- 
tion, Lostt-ad  of  only  cases  under  section  516. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  clear  on  that.  The  Sen- 
ate committee  amendment  reads,  "Any  authorized  representa- 
tive of  an  American  labor  organization  or  labor  association  shall, 
in  respect  of  merchandise  in  the  manufacture  or  production  of 
which  lueiubers  of  such  organization  or  association  take  part, 
have  the  same  right  to  complain,  appeal,  or  pft'otest,  as  is  by 
-this  section  accorded  to  an  American  manufacturer,  producer, 
or  wholesaler."    That  is  the  Senate  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  REED.  But  that  is  not  the  Senate  committee  amendment 
we  are  considering.  The  one  we  are  considering  is  <m  page  398, 
which  is  not  an  amendment  to  section  516.  Similar  amendments 
have  been  Inserted  In  several  places.  The  Senator's  misundet- 
Btandlng  was  natural,  because  the  amendment  he  Is  reading  re- 
lates to  the  same  section  as  section  516  in  the  1922  law. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  stand  corrected ;  but  while  I  was  in  the  chair 
I  was  putting  this  amendment. 

Mr.  REED.  The  amendment  we  are  considering  is  the  one  on 
page  398. 

Mr.  FESS.    Instead  of  page  410? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  correct 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  is  found  on 
page  398,  beginning  in  line  10. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  the  language  of  this  amoidment,  any 
■aanofacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler,  whethet  Interested  In  a 
particular  article  under  inquiry  or  not,  may  intervene.  There 
is  an  amcndmoit  wliich  I  have  proposed,  to  limit  that  to  the 
nuinafacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler  who  ^tbcr  prodooes  or 
■ells  like  or  •imilar  articles  to  those  under  inqoizy. 
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Mr.  REED.  I  woxild  have  no  objection  to  that,  but  I  think 
we  can  trust  the  common  sense  of  the  court  to  refuse  to  allow 
an  utter  stranger  to  the  industry  to  intervene.  We  have  to  trust 
our  courts  to  some  extent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  we  can  not  trust  the  court  properly  to 
hear  both  sides  of  the  litigation  and  render  a  fair  judgment.  I 
do  not  know  whether  we  are  justified  in  trusting  outsiders,  who 
have  no  interest  in  the  controversy. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  do  trust  the  courts.  All  I  want 
to  do  is  to  see  that  they  get  all  the  information  that  is  neces- 
sary from  the  peopJe  who  know  most  about  the  matter,  and 
have  the  greatest  interest  In  the  controversy. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  they  are  to  be  parties  to  the  act  lew, 
and  therefore  private  parties,  in  a  sense,  why  not  limit  their 
rii^t  to  intervene  to  those  who  are  Interested  in  the  subject  of 
the  controversy? 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  as  a  matter  of  course  the  court  would 
so  limit  them,  but  if  the  Senator  has  any  doubt  about  It  and 
wishes  to  perfect  the  amendment  by  adding  that,  I,  for  myself, 
speaking  for  the  minority,  of  which  I  am  a  part,  would  be  glad 
to  see  the  amendment  adof)tcd.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Sena- 
tor can  induce  the  I>emocrats  and  the  Ai  Smith  Republicans  to 
accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  McMASTER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  HEED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McMASTER  In  reference  to  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  Is  It  not  true  that  if  the  Indu.strlal 
corporations  did  have  a  general  Interest  in  the  protection  of 
their  business,  an  attorney  representing  all  of  them  might 
appear  in  these  cases? 

Mr.  REED.    It  is  all  In  the  dLscretlon  of  the  court. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  However,  that  answers  the  question  pro- 
pounded by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  the  actual  party 
Interested  would  not  necessarily  be  putting  in  an  ai>pearance 
there,  but  it  would  be  through  an  attorney  of  an  assi»ciation  of 
manufacturers. 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  for  the  court  to  determine.  If  I  were  the 
Judge  of  a  court  I  certainly  would  not  permit  any  purty  to 
intervene  who  did  not  show  a  real  interest  iu  the  controversy 
and  who  did  not  seem  likely  to  be  able  to  contribute  some 
knowledge  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania will  yield  again 

Mr.  REED.    Gladly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  this  language  a  general  association 
might  employ  an  attorney  to  represent  it  in  all  controversies, 
although  It  might  not  have  a  member  interested  in  the  particu- 
lar product  under  inquiry.  It  may  be  tiiat  my  fears  are  ground- 
less with  respect  to  the  opening  up  of  controversies  with  people 
and  associations  not  directly  interested,  but  under  the  language 
of  the  amendment  that  could  be  done. 

Mr.  REED.  Yes ;  it  could  be  done  if  the  court  were  so  unwise 
as  to  permit  it. 

Mr.  BRATTON.     Mr.  Pi-esident 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempt* re.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question 
purely  for  information.  The  amendment  at  page  398  specially 
authorizes  the  American  manufacturer,  producer,  or  whole- 
saler, or  a  representative  of  an  American  labor  organization 
or  a  labor  association,  to  take  part  in  certain  classes  of  litiga- 
tion. The  amendment  at  page  399  has  reference  to  the  same 
subject  matter.  Turning  now  to  the  amendment  shown  at  page 
416  It  provides: 

Any  authorised  represcDtative  of  an  American  labor  organization  or 
labor  association  shall.  In  respect  of  merchandise  in  the  manufacture 
or  production  of  which  members  of  such  orKani74ition  or  association 
take  part,  have  the  same  right  to  complain,  appeal,  or  protest,  as  is 
by  this  section  accorded  to  an  American  manufacturer,  producer,  or 
wholesaler. 

Wliat  other  right  or  rights  have  manufacturers,  producers, 
or  wholesalers  except  those  referred  to  In  the  amendment  at 
page  398? 

Mr,  REED.  There  are  tliree  classes  of  proceedings  which 
are  contemplated  In  the  bill.  One  is  of  the  type  shown  In  sec- 
tion 501,  one  of  the  type  shown  in  section  514,  and  the  third 
of  the  type  of  appeal  or  protest  by  American  producers  shown 
In  aectlon  516.  What  we  have  tried  to  do  has  been  to  put  the 
representative  of  labor  in  each  Industry  on  an  exact  parity  with 
the  manufacturer  in  tliat  industry.  They  have  identical  rights 
at  intervention,  always  subject  to  the  control  of  the  courts. 
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Mr.  BRATTON.  That  answers  the  question.  I  was  certain 
that  there  must  be  some  other  right  except  those  specified  in 
the  amendment  at  page  398.  I  merely  wanted  to  know  what 
it  is. 

Mr,  B.\RKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit 
me  in  that  connection 

Mr.  REED.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Why  specify  on  page  416  that  representa- 
tives of  labor  orgranizations  shall  be  limited  to  those  whoi^e 
members  are  engaged  in  the  production  of  products,  and  in 
the  amendment  on  page  398  limit  it  to  the  manufacturer?  The 
court  would  tiave  the  same  objection  in  one  case  as  in  the  other. 

Mr.  REED,  That  is  true.  It  is  simply  an  accident  of  drafts- 
manship. In  section  516  the  Senator  will  notice  that  the  right 
of  api^enl  and  protest  is  a  definite  unqualified  right  vested  in 
the  manufacturer.  We  give  that  same  definite  and  unqualified 
right  by  the  amendment  on  page  416  to  the  laborer  in  tliat 
industry.  In  the  earlier  section  the  Intervention  is  solely  sub- 
ject to  the  control  of  the  court  because  in  those  cases  the  manu- 
facturer is  not  one  of  the  original  parties.  In  proceedings 
under  section  516  the  American  manufacturer  is  really  the 
originator  of  tlie  lidgation.  He  stands  in  the  position  of  a 
party  plaintiff  although  be  is  not  named  as  such, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Still  he  ought  not  to  enjoy  a  greater  right 
becau.«<e  he  origrinates  the  proceedings  tlian  he  would  enjoy  if 
somebody  else  originated  them  and  be  intervened  as  a  party  in 
interest. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  true;  but  any  proceeding  under  section 
516  Is  a  proceeding  of  appeal  by  an  American  manufacturer.  He 
originates  the  litigation  because  he  is  dissatisfied  with  the  rate 
or  classification,  or  what  not,  in  the  action  of  the  appraiser. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  other  words,  he  may  begin  his  proceeding 
after  tlie  appraisal  has  been  made,  although  be  has  not  been  a 
party  to  the  proceedings  up  to  that  point. 

Mr.  REED.  Yes ;  but  it  is  a  very  roundabout  proceeding.  He 
has  to  give  notice  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  then  the 
Secretary  gives  him  notice  of  future  entries.  It  is  a  very  slow, 
dilatory,  roundabout  procedure. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  realize  that;  but  I  can  not  understand 
why  in  the  one  case  the  court  should  be  given  discretion  to  admit 
tlie  manufacturer  without  regard  to  the  line  of  goods  that  may 
be  produc-ed,  and  in  the  other  two  limit  that  right  to  those  pro- 
ducing particular  ar:icles. 

Mr.  REED.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  there  should  not  be 
that  difference.  If  the  Senator  has  the  least  doubt  that  the 
court  would  apply  the  first  amendment  In  that  sense  I  would 
be  very  glad  to  have  him  propose  an  amendment  and  would  be 
glad  to  help  him  urge  it.  I  fully  agree  with  his  position  that 
the  right  ought  to  be  confined  to  parties  who  are  actually 
Interested. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  state  in  this  connection  that  even 
though  the  amendment  now  under  consideration  were  disagreed 
to  I  can  not  see  why  there  should  be  any  dlsagreem^it  to  the 
amemlment  on  page  416,  because  that  simply  gives  the  right  to 
labor  that  the  manufacturer  has  to-day.  That  is  all  there  is  in 
that  amendment. 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  what  I  have  tried  to  explain. 

Mr.  President,  thM«  ought  not  to  be  any  party  division  be- 
tween us  on  a  problem  like  this.  Every  Senator  who  sits  in  this 
body  has  declared  in  the  platform  on  which  he  was  elected  and 
in  his  campaign  declaration,  and  in  his  declaration  since,  his 
real  desire  to  help  American  labor  engaged  In  these  Industries. 
That  is  not  a  Republican  doctrine  any  more  than  it  is  a  Demo- 
cratic doctrine.  It  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  we  are  here.  There 
Is  no  room  for  a  party  division  on  this  score.  There  is  no  dif- 
ference between  us  in  the  desire  to  deal  fairly  with  the  work- 
men In  these  Industries.  Senators  on  the  Democratic  side  of 
the  Chamber  who  were  elected  under  the  platform  declaring  in 
favor  of  a  competitive  tariff  never  construed  those  competitive 
tariffs  that  were  spoken  of  to  be  rates  of  duty  so  low  that  the 
American  workmen  could  not  get  employment  in  those  indus- 
tries. They  ought  to  be  just  as  much  In  favor  of  this  provision 
as  are  we  reactionary  Republicans,  as  some  enjoy  calling  us. 

Mr.  McMASTER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Peim- 
sylvanla  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  A  moment  ago  the  Senator  spoke  of  Al 
Smith  Republicans.  I  suppose  there  are  independent  RepuUi- 
cans,  AI  Smith  Republicans,  and  Grundy  Republicans,  and  I 
suppose  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  is  a  faithful  representa- 
tive of  the  Grundy  type  of  Republicanism. 


Mr.  REED,  If  the  Senator  chooses  to  label  my  kind  of  Be- 
publicanLsm  by  Mr.  Grundy's  name  I  do  not  particularly  care. 
It  is  a  question  of  the  essence  of  the  thing  and  not  epithets  that 
may  t>e  tossed  from  one  side  to  the  other  of  tills  Chamber.  I 
do  not  believe  there  is  very  much  doubt  in  anybody's  mind  that 
the  action  of  the  Finance  Committee  in  this  regard  has  been 
prompted  by  a  sinc««  desire  to  carry  out  the  {hedges  that  were 
made  when  we  got  elected.  The  same  pledges  were  made  by  our 
Democratic  friends  and  they  owe  American  labor  the  same  per- 
formance we  owe  it,  and  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  insist  now 
on  quit>bling  over  a  provision  obviously  so  just  as  tills  one. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  have  seen  many  strange 
spectacles  in  this  Chamlier  during  my  service  here,  but  to  see  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Red]  weeping  crocodile  tears 
over  lalK>r  is  one  of  the  strangest  and 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Not  at  this  Juncture. 

Mr,  REED.     I  thought  not. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  And  the  sorry  part  of  the  debate  is  that  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  appears  actually  to  believe  that  this 
amendment  ought  to  become  a  law. 

Mr.  President,  paraphrasing  what  Henry  Labouch^re  said  of 
Gladstone,  the  Senate  can  not  object  to  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Reed]  holding  four  aces  on  behalf  of  special  and 
favored  Interests,  but  we  are  going  to  resist  his  attempt  to  slip 
a  fifth  ace  up  his  sleeve.     [Laughter.] 

This  amendment  is  a  reckless,  relentless  assault  upon  all 
principles  of  fair  play.  This  amendment  Is  a  reproach  to,  and 
a  reflection  upon,  the  Department  of  Justice  and  It  is  an  insult 
to  organized  labor.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
Imagine  that  labor  can  not  pierce  through  the  thin  veil  of  his 
guise  or  disguise  and  see  that  he  is  attempting  to  make  of  labor 
a  stalking  horse  in  order  to  get  additional  profits  for  already 
favored  monopolies? 

The  Senator  says,  forsooth,  that  he  speaks  for  labor.  He  ought 
to  know  that  the  steel  interests  of  Pennsylvania,  in  particular, 
and  the  protected  industrial  interests  generally,  never  raised 
wages  a  penny  because  of  the  tariff  protection  they  have  been 
granted.  The  wages  that  laborers  receive  come  from  their 
ability  to  organize  and  compel  the  favored  Interests,  f«)r  which 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  spealcs,  to  pay  a  decent  wage. 

I  now  yield  to  the  able,  ever-vigilant,  the  ever-constant  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania,  ever  vigilant  and  constant  in  behalf  of 
the  special  protected  Interests  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  REED.  I  wondered  whether  the  Senator  knew  tiiat  this 
amendment  was  more  strongly  urged  upon  us  by  the  representa- 
tives of  organized  labor  in  the  United  States  than  any  other 
amendment  in  the  mtire  tariff  bill? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  No,  Mr.  President;  I  do  not  know  It,  and 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  does  not  Imow  it. 

Mr.  REED,     O  Mr.  President ! 

Mr,  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  does  not  know  it. 
He  knows  many  things,  but  this  he  does  not  know. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr,  President,  while  tlie  Senator  was  otherwise 
engaged  then,  Mr.  Matthew  WoU,  the  head  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Protective  Tariff 

Mr.  ASHURST,  Mr.  Woll  also  indorsed  the  flexible  provi- 
sion of  the  tariff  bill, 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  Woll  appeared  before  us  in  the  Finance 
Committee  and  urged  us  strongly  to  present  this  amendment. 
There  are  representatives  of  the  American  Federation  here  iu 
Washington  who  have  over  and  over  again  told  us  that  to  them 
this  was  the  most  important  thing  in  the  bill.  Instead  of  de- 
nouncing me  for  imaginary  subservience  to  the  Steel  Trust, 
perhaps  the  Senator  had  better  stop  and  consult  some  of  his 
friends  who  know  the  feeling  of  organlsied  labor,  I  am  sure  the 
Senator's  eyes  will  be  opened  if  lie  will  ask  how  they  feel  about 
this  amendment. 

Mr,  ASHURST,  When  I  wish  to  find  out  whether  anj^hing  is 
for  the  benefit  of  labor,  I  shall  not  consult  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  REED.  I  represent  10,000,000  people  in  Pennsylvania 
and  most  of  them  are  workers  with  their  hands. 

Mr.  ASHURST,  Yes;  and  the  sort  of  repres^itation  the 
Senator  has  given  them  Is  shown  by  the  fact  that  I  have  Just 
heard  from  the  Senator  a  doleful,  lamentable  story  about  their 
squalor,  their  poverty,  their  lack  of  labor,  their  lack  of  wages. 
The  Senator's  party  has  had  complete  power  for  eight  3rears  in 
which  to  rehabilitate  them  and  it  would  seem  that  the  results 
are  meager. 

Mr,  REED.  That  is  true  of  s(Hne  Industries,  because  we  have 
l)een  unable  to  get  them  the  tariff  protection  they  need,  due  to 
the  opposition  of  our  Democratic  friends. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  In  the  days  of  Chester  A.  Arthur  and 
Rutherford  B.  Hayes  one  might  cram  such  an  assertion  down 
the  tliroat  of  some  unpretending  simplecon,  to  wit.  that  tha 


'-•f- 


i 

IF 


I 


4318 


CONGRESSIONAL  El  ICORD— SENATE 


protective  tariff  would  gire  the  laborers  In  Pennsylvania  addi- 
tional wages,  bat  nobody  nowadays  believes  that  singsong. 
It  Is  becaose  labor  organizes  and  compels  employers  to  pay 
wages  that  are  decent  that  they  do  so. 

Mr.  REED.  In  Pennsylranla  they  showed  what  they  thought 
by  a  majority  of  over  1,000.000  last  November. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    That  was  a  temporary  aberration. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ASHirRST.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.  My  friend  from  Pennsylvania  has  m«itioned 
Mutthew  WoU.  Mr.  President,  if  Matthew  Woll  speaks  for 
labor,  then  I  confess  that  his  voice  Is  much  the  same  as  that  of 
special  interests. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  will  remember  that  when  Mr. 
WoU  was  before  the  Finance  0>mmittee,  In  reply  to  a  question 
propounded  to  him,  he  stated  that  he  favored  the  repeal  of  the 
Sherman  antitru.*<t  law.  During  the  past  year  or  two  years 
he  has  been  advocating  the  repeal  of  antitrust  laws,  which  were 
enacted  to  prevent  monopoly  and  to  protect  the  consumers,  in- 
cliuUng,  of  course,  the  wage  earners,  against  the  aggresslcms  of 
selfish  capital. 

May  I  add  that  in  my  opinion  those  who  seek  the  repeal  of 
the  Sherman  antitrust  law  and  other  measures  against  mo- 
nopoly and  trusts  are  not  wisely  serving  labor,  nor  are  they 
promoting  the  welfare  of  the  American  consumers,  whether  they 
are  wage  earners  or  are  in  other  categories  of  our  citizenship? 
Unfortunately,  It  appears  that  there  are  some  persons  connected 
with  labor  who  seem  concerned  in  the  protection  of  trusts  and 
the  monopolies  whose  Interests,  as  shown  by  their  policies  and 
practices,  have  been  hostile  to  labor. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  PennsylTanla. 

Mr.  REED.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to  answer  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kiiro],  I  de^re  to  say  that  If  Mr. 
Matthew  WoU  advocates  the  repeal  of  the  Sherman  law  be  does 
that  as  his  Individual  belief;  he  certainly  has  not  been  author- 
ized by  labor  organizations  to  make  that  representation.  But 
we  are  not  ccmaiderlnf  the  Sherman  law  here;  it  Is  a  matter  of 
IndiffereMce  to  ns  what  any  individual  may  think  about  the 
Sherman  law.  If  he  advocate*  Its  repeal,  I  for  one  disagree 
with  him  and  will  vote  against  its  repeal ;  but,  when  he  comes 
to  talk  about  the  protective  tariff,  Mr.  Woll  comes  as  the 
electetl  representative  of  organized  hibor  in  America;  and  there 
is  no  escaping  that  fact 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment  is  one  of  the 
most  cynical  propositions  ever  jyresented  to  the  Senate.  Its 
selflshnesB  would  be  sublime  If  It  were  not  sinister.  What  is 
particularly  resented  is  that  the  Senator  who  champions  the 
amendment  Is  attempting  to  make  some  one  believe  that  he  is 
acting  in  the  interest  of  labor.  I  confess  I  would  have  re- 
strained this  brief  speech  if  it  bad  not  been  for  the  wtuhing  of 
hands  with  imperceptible  soap  In  invisible  water,  and  the  fact 
that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  is  pretending  to  make  some- 
body believe  that  io  urging  this  amendment  he  is  qwaldng  for 
labor. 

Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  should  ever 
retire  from  the  Senate,  or  If  he  should  ever  retire  from  his  law 
Arm,  he  could  become  opulent  and  famous  as  an  actor.  He 
has  actually  made  some  people  believe  that  he  Is  sincere  in  ad- 
vocating this  amendment.  Does  the  temp(M'ar7  Presiding  Officer 
believe  that  the  Smator  from  Pennsylvania  is  sincere  in  his 
advocacy  of  it? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  t«npore.  The  President  pro  tempore 
thinks  that  the  Senator  from  Arizona  is  perilously  near  in- 
fringing the  rule. 

Mr.  ASETURST.  Yes ;  I  have  no  doubt  I  am  perllonsly  near 
it,  but  I  am  not  at  it.  A  man  might  be  fired  at  and  be  peril- 
ously near  being  hit,  but  not  hit.  I  am,  indeed,  grazing  peril- 
ously near  transgressing  the  rules,  but  I  am  not  going  to 
transgress  them. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  The  Chair  will  read  the 
rule: 

No  Senator  la  debate  ■ball,  directly  or  isdireetlj,  by  any  form  of 
words  Impale  to  anottaer  Senator  or  to  other  Senators  any  eondnct  or 
motive  oBwortby  or  onbecomiag  a  Senator. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  to  impute  to  the  Senator  the 
ability  to  exhibit  the  histrionic  qualities  of  Richard  Mansfield, 
Bdwln  booth,  and  George  ArUas ;  to  impute  to  the  S^iator  the 
ability  to  portray  with  genius  the  talents  and  abiUty  of  Walter 
Hampden  is  not  challenging  his  motives? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  No;  hut  the  Senator  from 
Arisona  imputed  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  Insincerity, 
and  the  Chair  tkinks  that  la 
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Mr.  ASHURST.  Oh,  well — and  I  say  it  with  a  vast  deal  of 
respect,  with  some  degree  of  friendship,  and  certainly  admira- 
tl)n,  that  the  present  occupant  of  the  chair  has  a  peculiar 
intellect.  I  have,  from  certain  experiences,  had  occasion  to 
know  that  the  present  occupant  of  the  chair  has  one  of  those 
Intellects  that  can  imagine  as  true  things  that  never  happened 
aid  can  rear  great  structures  upon  no  foundation.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  defeated.  There 
ought  somewhere  to  be  a  limit  to  greed.  We  have  gone  «o  far 
in  extending  special  privileges  that  I  doubt  if  we  can  ever  re- 
trace our  steps.  Let  us  of  the  Senate  therefore  resist  such 
aiaendments  as  this  one. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  intendo<l  some 
tine  ago  to  call  attention  to  this  paragraph  in  the  bill  as 
Irtiicative  of  the  spirit  in  which  this  legislation  has  been  cou- 
silered  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance.  It  will  t>e  ob- 
served that  it  authorizes  intervention  in  certain  proce<^»lings 
b]  the  American  mamifacturer,  pnulncer,  or  wholesaler,  <ir  a 
representative  of  an  American  labor  organization  or  labor  asso- 
ciition,  each  and  all  of  whom  are  Interested,  if  they  are  inter- 
ested at  all,  in  raising  tariff  duties.  Coni-elvaWy  the  repre- 
sentative of  a  labor  organization  might  be  lntereste<l  In  reducing 
tariff  duties.  It  is  not  very  likely,  however,  and  we  have  the 
assurance  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  thait  such  repre- 
sentative likewise  is  interested  in  raising  duties.  In  other 
wjrds,  Mr,  President,  the  idea  before  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Finance  was  to  fix  this  provLsion  In  some  way  or  other  so  that 
the  duties  should  be  ral.sed  and  never  lowered. 

llf  It  was  the  puri)ose  of  the  Finance  Conunlttee  to  give  an 

ual  opportunity  to  everyone  who  Is  interestetl  In  the  matter, 
either  to  raise  a  duty  or  to  lower  a  duty,  wliy  did  they  not  put 
In  a  provision  that  any  organization  of  consumers  shonld  have 
an  opportunity  to  appear,  to  intervene  in  the  action,  and  to  take 
an  appeal?  Quite  a  good  many  years  ago  n  very  substantial 
oiganlzation  of  consumers,  known  as  the  Consumers'  League, 
WIS  organized.  It  frequently  appeals  to  us  in  rr«nnection  with 
lekislstion  not  only  with  re8i>ect  to  tariff  legislation  but  with 
respect  to  other  legislation.  It  Is  ofllcered  by  people  who  have 
a  very  distinct  concern  about  the  general  public  interest. 

Of  course,  this  Is  not  the  only  feature  of  this  bill  that  indi« 
cstes  a  purpose  to  see  that  the  duties  are  raised.  I  have  reason 
to  believe,  Mr.  President,  that  tlils  discu.sslon  has  resulted  In 
aiousing  public  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  consumer  ot  the 
pioduct,  as  well  as  the  producer,  the  manufacturer,  and  the 
wholesaler,  is  interested  in  this  proposed  tariff  legislation.  I 
hive  a  letter  here  written  not  In  a  very  elegant  hand  but  con- 
tnning  a  very  lirief  and  definite  declaration  of  a  constituent 
U'  ing  in  the  most  northeastern  psrt  of  my  State : 

Glasoow,  Moxt.,  October  S,  oa. 
Senator  Walsh. 

DBAS  Sib  :  I  believe  that  jovx  ideas  are  tbe  tame  aa  mine  and  alao 
tt]»  majority  of  the  people — that  we  do  not  care  for  further  tmpoaitloDS 
oi  the  conaomiog  pablic  and  that  Consreas  should  help  agriculture  and 
wt  barm  It  by  increasing  tbe  cost  of  living. 

Tours  tmly,  I.  &fcMiLiaN. 

From  quite  another  part  of  my  State,  the  southern  section, 
I  ^ve  this  letter : 

JsrrBssoa  IstasD.  Mont.,  Ootober  i,  laa. 
S^iator  Thomas  J.  Walsh, 

WaaMngtom.  D.  C. 
DSAB  8n :  Will  yon  oae  your  Influence  to  defeat  the  impositions  on 
th  >  consuming  public  eontalned  In  the  tariff  bill  now  before  tb«  United 
States  Senate? 

Respectfully, 

O.  O.  Srenk. 

[Another  letter,  from  a  still  more  remote  section  of  the  State, 
I^bby,  Mont,  in  the  most  northwestern  part,  reads  as  follows : 

Sbftkmbbb  30,  1929. 
M^.  T.  J.  Walsh. 

Watkington,  D.  0. 
DSAX  Sn :  I  most  sincerely  hope  you  will  do  all  you  can  to  prevent 
any  raise  in  oar  tariff.     All  with  whom  I  have  talked  about  the  tariff 
question  fall  to  see  where  the  raise  can   possibly   help   us.     Our  pay 
deck — 

I  assome  that  the  writer  of  this  letter  is  a  laboring  man. 
wiose  inter^ts  were  so  ably  championed  this  morning  by  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania — 

Our  pay  check  will  not  fill  Its  demands  now.     High  tariff  only  makes 
tfas  check  less  able  to  go  around.     As  for  the  fanners,  tbey  are  too  poor 
be  happy.     High  tariff  on  T«ry  few  things  will  help  him ;  munt  of  It 
tlm.    We  will  all  have  something  to  think  about  if  the  farmer  is 
difvea  oat  of  bnalneas. 
Toy  traly  y««r% 

BAaaia  W.  RsDmLo. 
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These  three  letters  I  have  received  in  the  last  few  days.  Two 
other  letters  are  herewith  submitted,  which  I  ask  to  have 
printed  in  the  Rbcx>bd  without  reading. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Recobd,  as  follows: 

Bon.  Thomas  J.  Walsh, 

Wathington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Senatob  :  Please  work  for  a  reduction  in  present  tariff  rates, 
not  an  increase. 

We  are  now  paying  too  much  on  all  manufactured  articles  and  the 
cost  of  living  is  plenty  tilgh  enough. 

Have  talked  with  many  voters  in  Perfcus  County,  Mont.,  and  all 
seem  to  think  that  there  should  be  a  reduction  In  tariff  rates. 

Thanking  you  for  any  effort  along  this  line,  I  remain, 

Very  truly, 

B.  F.  Stbphbns, 
W7  W.  8pn$t{f  St.,  LcwUtotim,  Mont. 

BocEMAN.  Mont.,  Ootober  1,  i9t9. 
United  States  Senator  Thomas  J.  Walsh, 

Washinffton.  D.  C. 

Dbar  Sib  :  In  regard  to  tbe  Hawley-Hmoot  tariff  measure  which  is 
before  Congress  at  the  present  time,  permit  me  to  explain  the  views  of 
at  least  one  private  cltlien  and  consumer  on  the  question  of  tariff : 

First.  The  primary  purpose  of  a  tariff  policy  should  be  to  raise  reve- 
nue for  defraying  expenses  of  government.  Tariff  for  protection  should 
be  limited  entirely  to  those  commodities  which  it  is  necessary  for  us  to 
encourage  production  of.  In  order  to  make  our  country  self-sustaining 
In  time  of  isolation  because  of  war.  In  a  great  country  such  as  ours, 
with  Its  variety  and  abundance  of  natural  resources,  tariff  for  protec- 
tion should  rarely,  if  ever,  be  needed. 

Second.  Any  International  policy  which  encourages  international  com- 
mercial relations  and  fosters  industrial  activity  in  these  nations  Is 
good  for  all  concerned.  An  International  policy  which  stifles  industrial 
activity  In  either  one  of  the  countries  conceme<l  has  a  negative  benefit 
on  iHith  or  all  countries  concerned. 

Personally  I  am  in  favor  of  a  reduction  downward  on  all  schedules 
•o  far  as  Is  consistent.  Bven  duties  on  grain  and  grain  products  should 
be  lowered  or  removed,  to  encourage  an  exchange  of  other  products,  such 
as  fruits  and  cotton.  Cheap  grain,  whether  Imported  or  home  grown, 
would  encourage  more  meat  and  dairy  pro<luction.  which  is  more  impor- 
tant to  the  agricultural  Industry  than  continuous  grain  farming,  which 
Inpovertshes  the  soil  and  leaves  our  agriculture  worse  than  at  first. 
We  must  try  to  get  a  composite  picture  of  the  whole  situation  rather 
than  to  look  at  only  a  small  part  at  the  time. 
Very  respectfully  yours, 

O.  W.  MOKSOH. 

Mr.  McMASTER.     Mr.  President,  will  tbe  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MonUna.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  have  had  a  stream  of 
letters  coming  in  from  the  farmers  of  South  Dakota  protesting 
against  thU*  tariff  bill.  They  realize,  of  course,  that  the  tariff 
bill  now  pending  before  the  Senate,  If  enacted  Into  law,  will  take 
many  million  dollars  from  the  farmers  in  excess  of  any  benefit 
that  it  will  confer  upon  them. 

I  will  also  say,  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Montana 
will  permit  me,  that  there  may  be  a  specific  reason  why  the 
farmers'  Interests  were  not  better  taken  care  of  in  this  bill.  I 
realize  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  and  other  Senators 
have  professed  a  profound  interest  In  agriculture,  but  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that,  drawing  a  line 
around  the  States  of  Wisconsin,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  North  and  South  Dakota,  Montana,  Idaho,  Washing- 
ton, and  Oregon,  we  have  what  is  known  as  the  great  agricul- 
tural Northwest,  which  has  been  described  as  such  for  the  past 
10  years.  Yet  on  the  majority  side  of  the  Finance  Committee 
there  Is  not  a  single  representative  from  any  one  of  those  States 
or  from  that  section  of  the  Northwest.  If  it  be  claimed  that 
that  is  on  account  of  the  fact  that  representation  on  the  Finance 
Committee  was  based  on  population,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  Vermont  with  a  population  of  350,000,  New  Hamp- 
shire with  a  papulation  of  450,000,  and  Connecticut  with  a  pop- 
ulation of  1.600.000,  making  2,400.000  people  In  all  have  three 
representatives  upon  the  majority  of  the  Finance  Committee 
in  the  Senate,  while  the  great  territory  which  I  mentioned,  com- 
prising the  Northwestern  States,  with  over  17,000,000  people, 
have  not  a  soul  upon  that  committee  to  represent  their  inter- 
ests. It  is  no  wonder  that  a  stream  of  letters  is  pouring  in 
from  the  Northwest  protesting  against  the  tariff  bill  that  was 
framed  by  a  committee  upon  which  there  was  not  a  single  rep- 
resentative for  the  18,000,000  people  in  that  section  of  the 
country. 


Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  glad  to 
have  yielded  t6  the  Senator  for  the  suggestion  he  has  made.  I 
wish  to  add  that,  however  they  may  personally  feel  about  it,  the 
three  reiKesentatlves  from  New  England  have  not  as  yet  been 
very  conspicuous  In  their  support  of  labor  legislation  in  this 
body. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  give  the  wholesaler,  as  he  has  the  right 
under  the  existing  law,  a  right  to  intervene  in  these  proceedings 
in  order  to  get  the  duties  raised,  and  give  the  producer  an 
opportunity  to  intervene,  of  course  it  is  perfect  justice  that  we 
should  give  the  laboring  man  an  ow>ortunity  thus  to  intervene 
also ;  and  I  dare  say  that  that  Is  all  that  can  be  said  in  belialf 
of  labor  In  this  connection.  Their  position  undoubtedly  is  that 
if  these  otlier  interests  are  permitted  to  intervene,  1alH>r  ought 
to  be  entitled  to  Intervene. 

Mr.  President,  if  the  proposition  before  as  were  to  amend  the 
present  law  so  as  to  give  labor  an  opportunity  to  intervene,  of 
course  I  should  vote  in  favor  of  it,  and  so  would  practically 
everjbody  upon  this  side  of  the  Charat)er;  but  that  Is  not  the 
proposition.  The  proposition  is  to  take  it  away  from  all  of 
them ;  and  I  desire  to  say  that  I  indorse  everything  that  has 
been  said  against  the  manifest  unwisdom  of  jiermittlng  private 
interests  to  intervene  in  these  controversies  between  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  upon  one  side  and  a  debtor  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  upon  the  other. 

There  was  a  time  when  a  large  amount  of  the  business  of  the 
United  States  in  the  courts  was  turned  over  to  private  parties. 
Penalties  were  imposed  for  violation  or  infraction  of  the  reve- 
nue laws  and  of  other  laws,  and  the  whole  or  a  sut>8tantlal  part 
of  the  iienalty,  usually  a  moiety,  was  given  to  the  Informer  who 
prosecuted  the  case  and  recovered  the  amount.  But  the  abuses 
that  crept  into  that  practice  were  so  manifest  and  so  great  that 
one  by  one  all  of  these  privileges  have  been  taken  away  from 
private  parties,  and  the  prosecution  of  the  public  business  has 
been  Intrusted  to  the  ofiicials  of  the  (Government. 

Why,  Mr.  President,  If  we  permit  private  parties  to  intervene 
in  litigation  of  this  character,  where  will  we  end?  To  illus- 
trate, a  large  amount  of  public  land  is  conveyed  away  through 
fraud.  If  it  comes  back  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
it  win  be  open  to  appropriation  by  any  citizen  who  can  qualify 
under  the  law,  but  we  will  not  permit  that  man  to  Intervene  in 
litigation  brought  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to 
annul  the  patents. 

Let  me  call  attention  to  an  actual  situation  developed  by  a 
case  In  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  A  great  rail- 
road company  out  West  had  secured  valuable  coal  lands  in  defi- 
ance of  the  law.  If  the  patents  to  the  railroad  company  could 
be  set  aside,  citlsens  would  be  entitled  to  go  in  and  an>ropriate 
those  lands,  and  many  of  them  were  desirous  of  doing  so;  hut 
they  had  no  opportunity  to  Institute  a  suit  or  to  Intervene  in 
any  suit  brought  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and 
prosecute  the  litigation  that  would  enable  them  thus  to  acquire 
these  lands. 

So  it  became  necessary  for  them  to  petition  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States  to  Institute  the  suit,  and  he  did  so. 
and  they  were  not  permitted  to  Intervene ;  but  they  put  all  of 
the  material  and  all  of  the  evidence  at  their  command  in  the 
hands  of  the  attorney  representing  the  Oovemment  of  the 
United  States.  Why  can  not  exactly  the  same  thing  be  done 
here? 

Here  is  a  suit  brought  by  the  Government  against  the  im- 
porter to  recover  duties,  or  brought  by  the  Importer  to  recover 
duties  which  he  has  paid.  If  the  wholesaler  or  producer  has 
any  InfiM-matlon,  why  can  he  not  put  It  at  the  CMnmand  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  prosecute  the  litigation? 
Why  should  not  the  attorney  for  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  be  as  well  qualified  to  prosecute  the  litigation  as  the 
attorney  for  the  private  Interest?  And  why  should  not  the  Gov- 
ernment attorney  retain  entire  control  of  the  proceedings,  and 
not  be  subject  to  direction  from  those  who  have  particular 
private  interests  In  the  matter? 

I  can  see  no  reason  at  all  why  tbe  (Jovemment  attorney  should 
not  be  just  as  well  qualified  to  prosecute  the  litigation  as  the 
attorney  for  the  private  Interests.  It  simply  gives  an  oppor- 
tunity to  cOTitrol  It  in  behalf  of  private  interests.  Exactly  the 
same  thing  Is  true  In  reference  to  prosecutions  for  criminal 
offenses.  Always,  or  usually.  In  the  case  of  a  criminal  offense, 
some  particular  person  is  injured  or  damaged,  and  he  has  a 
particular  interest  In  seeing  that  the  case  is  prosecuted  vigor- 
ously ;  but  we  will  not  allow  him  to  lnter\'ene  In  a  prosecution 
carried  on  by  the  Government,  and  thus  to  control  the  proceed- 
ings. He  must  place  what  material  he  has  in  the  poasession  of 
the  attorney  for  the  United  States. 

Take  the  enforcement  of  the  prohibition  law :  Here  is  a  pro- 
ceeding, we  will  say,  for  the  abatemoit  of  what  is  said  to  be 
a  nuisance  In  a  residential  portion  of  this  particular  city.    Those 
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llvInK  in  the  immediate  vldnlty  do  not  want  the  thing  there. 
They  And  that  it  is  disagreeable  and  destmc'tlve  of  the  morals  of 
the  community,  and  they  apply  to  the  Attorney  General  or  the 
^district  attorney  to  progecnte  proceedings,  and  they  lay  before 
lBTm  all  the  information  they  have  about  the  matter  and  give 
him  such  assistance  as  they  can.  Why  should  not  they  be  per- 
mitted—be anthorized,  indeed,  if  this  policy  is  to  obtain — ^to 
interrene  in  the  action  and  control  the  proceedings,  just  as  it 
is  proposed  that  priTate  parties  shall  be  i^ermitted  to  Intervene 
In  these  proceedings  brought  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States?  Obviously,  it  would  be  fraught  with  all  manner  of 
abuses. 

Then,  Mr.  President,  there  can  not  be  anything  to  the  sugges- 
tion that  the  force  of  the  Attorney  General  is  Inadequate  to  the 
protsecution  of  these  cases.  If  that  is  the  case,  we  should  make 
proper  provision  for  additional  counsel  for  the  United  States, 
and  thus  the  matter  will  proceed  in  the  regular  way,  without 
this  departure  from  what  has  been  the  settled  practice  and  the 
practice  that  has  been  justified  by  a  long  century  of  use.  We 
will  take  a  baclrward  step  in  this  matter  if  we  now  again  intro- 
duce the  idea  of  Government  suits  and  prosecutions  being  prac- 
tically turned  over  to  private  interests  to  handle. 

Mr.  CX)PELAND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fms  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Is  the  Senator  advised  whether  there  was 
any  demand  on  the  part  of  labor  for  this  particular  amendment? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  not  informed  about  the 
matter.  I  have  not  paid  any  attention  to  the  bearings.  The 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  tellfl  as  ttiat  this  provialon  was 
advocated  by  Mr.  Woll;  but  of  coune  Mr.  Woll  advocated  a 
lot  of  provisioM  here  that  tiave  not  received  our  approval. 

Mr.  COPCLAND.  I  take  it  from  what  the  Senator  say*  that 
the  real  purpose  of  this  amendment  it  to  give  the  manofactiirers, 
tboae  Interests  which  are  always  seeking  fnrtlier  protection,  an 
opportnoltj  to  embarraM  the  appraisers  who  make  theae  valua- 
tions.   Am  I  rlffat  about  tliat? 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  Montana.  I  did  not  intend  to  convey  the 
Idea  that  there  was  any  purpose  to  give  them  an  opportunity 
to  embarraas  the  appraJsen  at  all ;  but  it  gives  them  an  oppor- 
tunity to  get  in  and  control  the  pnx-eedingB  to  a  very  large 
degree — in  other  words,  to  displace  the  attorney  for  the  Gov- 
ern ment  of  the  United  States  in  a  salt  brought  by  or  against  the 
Government. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  My  thought  Is— and  I  think  the  Senator 
has  alrt*ady  said  this — tliat  If  the  manufacturer  has  this  right, 
certainly  labor  should  have  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  fully  agree  with  the  Senator 
about  that. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  And  the  contention  of  the  Senator  Is  that 
the  whole  scheme  Is  wrong? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  the  whole  scheme  is  wrong, 
and  ought  to  be  at>oli»hed. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr,  BARKLETT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  offer  a  perfecting 
amendment.    I  send  it  to  the  desk,  and  ask  to  have  it  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Lbdislativc  Clerk.  On  page  998,  line  11,  after  the  word 
•*  producer,"  it  is  proposed  to  Insert : 

Encaged  in  tiie  prodactlon  or  sale  of  like  or  slmUar  articles  to  those 
wUch  ar*  tbe  subject  of  the  Inquiry. 

Also,  in  line  13,  after  the  word  "association,"  insert  the 
following : 

Wbose  members  are  employed  In  sach  prodactlon  or  sale. 

Mr.  BAREX.EY.  Mr.  President,  that  amendment  is  simply 
in  harmony  with  the  suggetjtion  which  I  made  a  while  ago  to 
tlie  Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  It  limits  the  right  of  iuterven- 
tion  to  manufacturers,  producers,  and  wholesalers  who  are 
engaged  either  in  the  production  or  sale  of  articles  similar  to 
or  like  the  one  in  controversy  in  the  iHroceedings.  It  also  limits 
the  right  of  intervention  of  labor  organizations  to  members  of 
organizatioiis  employed  by  those  producing  like  or  similar  ar- 
ticles to  that  in  controversy. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator's  amendment 
is  all  right.  It  was  a  UtUe  difiEkult  to  hear  it  May  I  ask  that 
it  be  stated  again? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be  re- 
stated. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  if  he  will  not  permit  us  first  to  vote  on  the 
Senate  comaalttee  amendment,  and  then,  in  the  event  tlmt  it 
1b  not  defeated,  oiler  his  amffmdmentl 
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Mr.  REED.  Why  not  perfect  it  first,  and  thai  vote  on  it? 
That  is  the  logical  way  to  go  about  it. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Very  well. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  this  amendment  improves  the  com- 
mittee amendment  I  am  not  particular  about  when  the  vote 
comes ;  but  if  this  amendment  is  to  be  adopted  I  think  it  ought 
to  be  perfected,  and  my  understanding  of  the  logical  procedure 
is  tliat  we  should  perfect  an  amendment  before  we  vote  on  It 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  I  can  accept  the  Senator's  amendment 
I  should  like  to  hear  it  read  once  more,  however. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be  re- 
stated. 

The  Lboiblative  Cuxk.  On  page  398,  line  11,  after  the  word 
•*  producer,"  it  is  proposed  to  insert : 

Engaged  in  the  productiun  or  sale  of  like  or  similar  articles  to  tbose 
which  are  the  subject  of  the  inquiry. 

So  that  the  amendment  will  read : 

In  all  proceodlngs  instituted  under  this  section  an  American  mana- 
facturer  or  producer  engaged  in  the  production  or  gale  of  like  or  simi- 
lar articles  to  those  which  are  the  subject  of  the  inquiry. 


Also  in  line  13- 


Mr.  REED.  Oh,  no,  Mr.  President;  the  Senator  means,  I 
thinlc,  that  that  language  should  be  Inserted  after  the  word 
"  wholesaler,"  in  line  11. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes ;  it  should  be  Inserted  after  "  whole- 
saler."   I  thought  "  producer  "  wns  the  last  word. 

The  Lbqislativb  Clesk.  Also,  in  line  13,  after  the  word 
"  association,"  it  Is  proposed  to  insert  the  following : 

Wboae  members  are  employed  la  such  production  or  sale. 

Mr.  REED.  That  amendment  seems  to  me  to  be  ail  right 
Mr.  President ;  and  I  hope  it  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  a»k  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  a  qtiestion,  with  tlie  permission  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky?  Of  course,  yesterday  we  defeated,  by  • 
rote  of  the  Senate,  the  proposition  with  regard  to  articles  im- 
ported into  this  country  wtiere  like  or  similar  articles  were  not 
produced  in  this  country,  and  made  it  read  "  comparable  in  use 
or  construction,"  so  tliat  that  phase  of  it  is  eliminated  from 
this  bill,  so  far  as  we  are  concerned. 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  now  perfects  this  anieudment 
to  make  it  read  "like  or  similar."  Heretofore  it  would  have 
emtxxlied  the  words  "  comparable  in  use  or  construction." 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  think  the  question  of  comparability  is 
very  important  here.  The  Senator  means  to  restrict  it  to  labor 
organizations  in  that  business. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  amendment  simply  undertakes  to  limit 
the  right  of  intervention  to  those  who  have  a  direct  interest 
in  the  valuation  of  the  article  which  is  in  controversy,  and 
not  to  allow  all  sorts  of  organizafloiis  to  establish  the  habit  of 
coming  in  and  intervening  when  they  have  no  real  Interest. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  had 
thought  that  was  a  fair  construction  to  be  placed  on  it,  any- 
how; that  a  representative  of  a  laboring  organization  that  did 
not  have  any  interest  in  the  production  or  sale  of  a  particular 
article  could  not  Intervene ;  that  it  was  confined  to  that  pretty 
largely,  anyhow. 

Mr.  REED.  I  thought  so,  too;  but  to  make  It  perfectly  cer- 
tain I  was  willing  to  accept  the  Senator's  suggestion. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  All  of  the  subseiiueut  provisions  upon  this 
subject  make  that  limitation.  I  do  not  understand  why  this  one 
should  not. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Babklet] 
to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment.  After  the  word  "association."  In  line 
13,  I  propose  to  Insert  the  words  "  or  agricultural  or  consumers* 
association." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  report  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  Lkgislattve  Clerk.  On  page  398,  line  13.  after  the  word 
"  association,"  insert  the  words  "  or  agricultural  or  consumers' 
association." 

The  am^idment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment  as  amended. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  rol\,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

Fees 

Ashurst 

Fletcher 

Barkley 

Frazier 

Bingham 

George 

Black 

Glllett 

Blaine 

Olasa 

Blease 

Glenn 

Borah 

Goff 

Bratton 

Goldabo  rough 

Brook 

Greene 

Brookhart 

Hale 

Broufisard 

Harris 

Capper 

Harritton 

Caiawnjr 

Hastings 

Connally 

Hatfield 

Cop«'lund 

Uawes 

Cnuxens 

Hayden 

Cutting 

H<.l)ert 

Dale 

Hefllo 

D<»neen 

Howell 

Dill 

JobiiBou 

Kdg« 

Jones 

Sackett 

Scball 

Sheppard 

Simmons 

Smith 

Smoot 

8teok 

StPiwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  OUa. 

Townsend 

Trammeil 

Ty  dings 

Vandenberg 

W.Tlcott 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Wa  rren 

Waterman 

Wntson 

Wheeler 


Kean 

Kendrick 

Keyes 

King 

La  Follette 

McKHIar 

McMaster 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Moses 

N  orris 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phlpps 

Pine 

Pittman 

Ranadell 

Kced 

Rol)in8on,  Ark 

Robinson.  Ind. 

Mr,  COPELAND.  Mr.  Pre8i<lent,  I  desire  to  announce  that 
my  colleague  is  necessarily  detained  from  the  city. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICEU.  Eighty-eight  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.  There  Is  a  quorum  present.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment  as  amended,  on 
which  tlie  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered. 

The  Chief  Clerk  procee<led  to  call  thf  roll. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  hi.s  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  lUirroN].  In 
his  al>Hence  I  transfer  the  pair  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  and  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  ttut  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  [Mr.  Waoxeb]  Is  necessarily  detained  from 
the  city. 

I  desire  also  to  announce  that  the  jmilor  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  Walsh]  Is  detained  from  the  Senate  by  reason  of 
attendance  at  tlie  funeral  In  Massa'-hu^tetts  of  his  secretary. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from 
California  [Mr.  SHorraiooE],  which  I  transfer  to  the  jtmior 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr,  Waghix].  and  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from 
Ulaine  [Mr.  Goitlo],  and  In  hix  atisence  I  withliold  my  vote.  If 
the  Senator  from  I^faine  were  present  he  would  vote  "yea," 
and  if  I  were  permitted  to  vote  I  would  vote  "  nay." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  41,  nays,  44,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 41 


Allen 

Goff 

McNary 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Blngliani 

Goldsborougb 

Metcalf 

Townsend 

Brousaard 

Greene 

Moflps 

Trammel! 

Capper 

Hale 

Oddie 

Vandent>erg 

Cousens 

Hastings 
Hatfield 

Patterson 

Walcott 

Dale 

Pfaipps 

Warren 

Deneen 

Hcflin 

Reed 

Waterman 

Edge 

Johnson 

Eobinsou,  Ind. 

WatsoB 

Fess 

Jones 

Sackett 

Glllett 

Kean 

Smoot 

Glenn 

Keyes 

Btelwer 

NAYS— 44 

Ashurst 

Dill 

King 

La  Follette 

Bchall 

Barkley 

Fletcher 

Sheppard 

Binck 

Fratler 

McKellar 

Simmons 

lilnine 

George 

McMaster 

Smith 

Borah 

mass 

Norrls 

Steck 

Bratton 

Harris 

Nye 

Stephens 

Brock 

Harrison 

Overman 

Swanson 

Brookhart 

Hawes 

Pine 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Caraway 

Haydon 

Pittman 

TydlngB 

Connally 

Howell 

Ransdell 

WalHh.  Mont. 

Cutting 

Kendrick 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Wheeler 

NOT 

VOTING— 10 

Blease 

Gould 

Ship.<itead 

Walsh,  Maes. 

Burton 

Hebert 

Short  ridge 

Copeland 

Norbeck 

Wagner 

So  the  amendment  of  the  committee  as  amemlwl  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HEBERT  sub-sequently  said :  Mr.  President,  during  the 
vote  uiHjn  the  committee  ameuthnent  having  for  its  object  the 
giving  of  the  privilege  to  labor  organizations  to  appear  In  the 
C?U8t()ms  Court,  I  was  unavoidably  detained  from  the  Chaml>er. 
Had  I  been  present  at  the  time  of  the  roll  call  on  the  amend- 
ment I  would  have  voted  "  yea." 

COTTON-CBOP    ESTIMATE 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture has  just  announced  Its  estimate  of  this  year's  cotton  crop. 
It  will  be  surprising  to  everybody'  who  is  well  informed  on  the 
cotton  situation  to  know  that  they  have  made  so  high  an  esti- 
mate, in  view  of  the  fact  that  two  of  the  large  cotton  States 
have  just  passed  through  a  terrific  storm  and  flood,  as  a  result 
of  which  several  hundred  thousand  bales  of  cotton  have  lieen 


destroyed.    The  Government's  estimate  to-day  places  tlie  crop 
at  about  15.000,000  bales. 

I  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Bureau  of  the  Oensus 
made  a  mistake  of  300,000  bales  about  two  weeks  ago  in  its 
gin  report.  We  caught  that  mistake  and  the  l>oard  corrected 
it  after  the  market  had  been  broken  and  it  was  too  lata  to 
affect  the  day's  transactions. 

Is  it  not  rather  strange  that  the  same  300,000  bales  wliich  we 
made  them  take  off  the  gin  report  have  now  l)een  added  to  this 
estimate  of  the  cotton  crop. 

I  challenge  the  correctness  and  the  fairness  of  this  report 
The  facts  do  not  justi^  It  I  challenged  their  estimate  of  the 
cotton  crop  a  year  ago,  and  the  final  Go\-erument  figures  showed 
that  I  was  correct  and  that  they  had  o^  erestimated  that  crop 
by  more  than  200,000  bales.  I  now  challenge  the  correctness 
of  this  estimate  to-day,  and  charge,  fully  expecting  the  final 
computation  to  sustain  me  in  the  charge,  that  they  have  now 
overestimated  this  crop  by  650,000  bales  at  least. 

Senators,  if  the  gambling  exchanges  and  the  crooked  specu- 
lative interests  can  reach  and  manipulate  those  who  make 
these  crop  estimates  and  bundle  the  crop  reports  of  the  country, 
there  is  no  wonder  that  the  producers  are  robbed  when  tlM^ 
bring  their  produce  to  tlio  market  place. 

This  estimate  can  n(»t  be  sustained  in  the  face  of  the  facta 
that  exist  to-day,  and  I  am  going  to  Include  the  crop-estimatins 
t>oard  in  the  investigation  which  I  shall  ask  the  Senate  to  make 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  regarding  the  reports  on  the  gia> 
ning  of  cotton.  There  are  men  In  both  of  those  departments 
of  the  Government  who  should  be  driven  out  of  the  service. 
They  are  constantly  making  mistalces  and  very  costly  to  the 
cotton  producer  but  they  never  make  a  mistalte  in  favor  of  tiM 
farmer. 

It>STAL   NOMI?fAnO!«g 

Mr.  PHIPP8.  As  in  open  executive  xesHlon.  from  tlie  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Ilouds  I  report  certain  nomi- 
nations and  ask  tliat  they  may  tie  placed  on  tlie  executive 
calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nominations  reported  by  (lie 
Senator  from  Colorado  will  be  placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  The  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roada 
request  that  the  nomination  of  postnuster  at  Buena  VlHta,  Gs., 
and  the  nomination  of  postmaster  at  Femandlna,  Fla.,  be  recom- 
mitted to  the*  Committee  on  I'ost  Offices  and  Post  Roads. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

PRINTINO    or    PBKMint    J.    BAICSAT    MACDORALO'S    AMNtnW    1X>   THS 

SENATE    (S.    DOC.    NO.    2») 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  tliat  tlie 
address  delivered  before  the  Senate  yesterday  by  the  Premier 
of  Great  Britain,  together  with  the  introductory  remarlcs  made 
by  the  Vice  President,  be  printed  as  a  Senate  document. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

REVISION  OF  THE  TABIIT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (II.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  laboi-,  and  for 
oth«r  purposes. 

Mr.  SMOOT  obtained  the  fioor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  S«iator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Right  along  the  line  of  the  matter  that  has 
been  before  the  Senate,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  offer  an 
amendment  at  this  time  so  we  can  vote  on  it  now  while  the 
subject  Ls  fresh  in  the  minds  of  Senators.  The  object  of  the 
amendment  is  to  strike  out  the  provisions  in  the  bill  respecting 
the  right  of  manufacturers  to  protest,  and  so  forth.  The  whole 
argument  has  been  based  on  the  proposition  that  if  the  manu- 
facturers have  the  right,  labor  ought  to  have  the  right,  too. 
But  we  are  (^posed  to  labor  having  that  right  and  to  manufac- 
turers having  the  right.  While  the  matter  is  fresh  in  the  minds 
of  the  Senate  and  Immediately  following  the  vote  just  taken, 
It  would  seem  to  me  it  would  expedite  business  to  offer  the 
amendment  and  vote  on  it  now. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  will  only  take  a  moment  to  ask  that  the 
other  amendments  similar  to  the  one  rejected  on  a  yea-and-nay 
vote  be  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course  the  Senator  will  not  oppose  my 
amendment  when  it  is  offered,  in  view  of  the  vote  just  taken, 
will  he? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate  has  just  disagreed 
to  the  amendment  on  page  398,  so  the  Senate  ought  to  disagree 
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to  the  two  amendmaita  on  page  390  to  tbe  same  parport,  (me  ] 
bejrfnning  in  line  6  and  the  other  appearing  in  line  25.    In  con- 
formity with  the  action  Just  taken  by  the  Senate  those  two 
amendments  ought  to  be  disagreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Stbwhi  in  the  diair). 
The  first  amendment,  on  page  399,  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clkbk.  On  page  399  the  CMnmlttee  proposes  to 
strike  oat,  beginning  in  line  3,  the  words  "  the  consignee,  or  his 
agmt  or  attorney,  or  filed  by  the  consignee,  or  his  agent  or  attor- 
ney, with  the  collection,  by  whom  the  same  shall  be  forthwith 
forwarded  to  the  United  States  Customs  Court,"  and  to  Insert 
In  Hen  thereof  tbe  following :  "  each  of  the  parties  In  interest,  or 
his  agent  or  attorney,  or  filed  by  any  party  in  interest,  or  his 
agent  at  attorney,  with  the  collector,  and  a  copy  mailed  to  each 
of  the  other  parties  in  interest,  or  his  agent  or  attorn^.  Upon 
receipt  of  any  such  application  the  collector  shall  forthwith  for- 
ward the  same  to  the  United  States  Customs  Court " ;  so  as  to 
read: 

Tbe  Jtuige  aluill,  aft^r  argument  on  tbe  part  of  any  of  the  Interested 
parties  re<iae«tins  to  be  beard,  render  bit  dednion  In  mitlng,  tocetber 
witli  a  atatent^t  of  tbe  reaaona  tberefor  and  of  tbe  facta  on  wblch  tbe 
dectalon  ia  baaed.  Such  dedaion  aball  be  Onal  and  conclnaire  upon  all 
partlea  anlem  wltbln  30  days  from  the  data  of  tbe  filing  of  tbe  dectalon 
witb  tbe  collector  an  application  for  ita  rerlew  ahall  be  tiled  with  or 
mailed  to  tbe  fnlted  Stated  Cnatoioa  Court  by  tbe  collector  or  otber 
peraon  aatborlaed  by  tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Treasury,  and  a  copy  of  sucb 
application  nailed  to  eacb  of  tbe  partie.  in  Intereat,  or  hia  agent  or 
attorney,  or  filed  by  any  party  In  interea:,  or  bia  agent  or  attorney,  wltb 
the  collector,  and  a  copy  mailed  to  eaeb  of  tbe  otber  partlea  In  intereat, 
or  bis  agent  or  attorney.  Upon  receipt  of  any  aacb  application  tbe 
collector  sbaO  fortbarlth  forward  tbe  aame  to  tbe  Cnlted  Sutt-s  Cu«tomi> 
Court. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  just  stated. 

Tbe  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  CHicr  Clebk.  On  page  399,  line  25,  the  committee  pro- 
poses to  strike  out  "  either  "  and  insert  the  word  "  any,"  so  the 
sentence  would  read : 

Tbe  decision  of  tbe  United  States  Customs  Court  sball  be  final  and 
concluslre  upon  all  parties  unleas  an  appeal  sbail  t>e  taken  by  any 
party  to  tbe  Court  of  Customa  and  Patent  Appeals — 

And  so  forth. 

The  amentlment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  next  amendment  Is  at  the  bottom  of  page 
410  and  the  top  of  page  411.  Tbe  same  statement  applies  to 
that  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  CHisr  Clerk.  On  page  410.  beginning  in  line  25,  the 
committee  proposes  to  strike  out  the  words  "such  determina- 
tion "  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following :  "  In  all  procee<l- 
ings  Instituted  under  this  section  an  American  manufactui-er, 
producer,  or  wholesaler,  or  a  representative  of  an  American  labor 
organization  or  labor  association  shall,  with  the  permission  of 
the  court,  granted  in  its  discretion,  have  the  right  to  appear,  to 
offer  evidence,  to  cross-examine  witnesses,  and  to  be  heard,  as 
a  party  in  interest,  under  such  rules  as  the  United  States 
Cu.stoms  Court  may  prescribe.  The  determination  of  the  court  "  ; 
and  in  line  12.  page  411.  strike  out  the  word  "filed"  and 
insert  the  words  "  filed,  by  any  party  in  interest,"  so  as  to  make 
the  paragraph  read : 

In  all  proceedings  Instituted  under  this  section  an  American  manu- 
facturer, producer,  or  wholesaler,  or  a  representative  of  an  American 
labor  organla.ttion  or  labor  association  sbail.  witb  the  permission  of  the 
court,  granted  In  Its  discretion,  have  the  right  to  appear,  to  offer  eri- 
dence.  to  cross-examine  witnesses,  and  to  be  beard,  as  a  party  in  interest, 
under  such  rules  as  the  United  Statea  Customa  Court  may  prescribe. 
The  determination  of  tbe  court  shall  be  final  and  concluaive  upon  all 
persons,  and  the  papers  transmitted  shall  be  returned,  with  tbe  decision 
and  judgment  order  thereon,  to  tbe  collector,  who  sball  take  action 
accordingly,  except  in  cases  in  which  an  appeal  aball  be  filed,  by  any 
party  in  interrst.  In  the  United  Statea  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent 
Appeals  within  the  time  and  in  tbe  manner  provided  by  law. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
,the  amendment. 

Tbe  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     On  page  481 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  Invite  the  attenUou  of  my  col- 
league to  page  410  and  the  amendment  appearing  there. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  perfectly  aware  of  It.  I  shall  come  bock 
to  it  in  a  moment.  On  page  481  the  amendment  beginning  in 
line  10  should  be  disagreed  to. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 
The  Chhf  Cuxk.     On  page  481,  after  line  9,  the  committee 

proposes  to  insert  the  following  paragraj* : 

(b)  Application  by  American  manufacturer  or  American  labor :  An 
American  manufacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler,  or  a  representative  of 
an  American  labor  organisation  or  labor  association,  appearing  as  a  party 
in  interest  in  any  proceeding  under  sections  501,  516,  or  516  of  this 
act.  shall  bave  the  same  right  to  apply  for  a  review  by  tbe  Supreme 
Court  of  the  dedaion  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent 
Appeals  aa  is  accorded  to  other  parties  in  interest  under  the  provlslona 
of  section  195  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  On  page  480,  beginning  in  line  24,  that  pro- 
vision should  be  stricken  out. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  informed  that 
the  amendment  has  already  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tlien  I  ask  unanimous  consent  timt  the  action 
by  which  the  amendment  was  agreed  to  may  be  reconsidered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Without  objection,  the  action 
by  which  the  amendment,  beginning  in  line  24,  page  480.  was 
agreed  to  is  reconsidered.  The  clerk  will  now  state  the  antend- 
ment. 

The  Chief  Clixk.     On  page  480  strike  out  line  24,  as  follows: 

(a)  Bevlew  on  application  of  either  party. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  stated. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  On  page  416  there  is  another  amendment  bcgio- 
ning  in  line  18.  That  amendment  only  allows  the  labor  organi- 
zations just  what  the  manufacturer  has  to-day.  It  is  quite 
different  from  the  other  amendments  which  have  just  been  dis- 
agreed to.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  will  not 
let  us  agree  to  it  and  let  it  go  to  conference? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  whole  fight  on  this  side  of  the  Cham- 
ber has  been  against  including  the  right  of  the  manufacturer 
to  do  It  and  the  right  of  American  labor  to  do  It  We  have 
made  the  fight  believing  that  neither  should  be  permitted  to 
do  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  will  allow  us  to  vote  on  this 
amendment? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Certainly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  BUATTON.     Mr.  President  will  tlie  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  What  rights  have  manufacturers  to-day 
that  labor  organizations  do  not  enjoy? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  existing  law  gives  the  manufacturer  the 
right  to  protest.  All  the  amendment  proposes  to  do  is  to  give 
labor  organizations  tbe  same  right  the  manufacturer  has  under 
existing  law. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  In  what  class  of  cases  may  a  manufacturer 
protest? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Whenever  in  the  opinion  of  tht  manufacturer 
there  has  been  a  wrong  classification  or  an  undervaluation.  He 
has  that  right  now  to  protest  under  existing  law. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  This  amendment  simply  puts  labor  upon  the 
same  plane? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    In  ju.st  the  same  position. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  favor  tiie  amendment.  I  was  opposed  to 
the  other  amendments.  But  if  a  manufacturer  under  existing 
law  has  the"  right  to  register  a  protest  and  in  that  way  set  the 
machinery  of  government  in  motion,  I  think  labor  should  have 
tlie  same  privilege. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  a  question  ? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     Certainly. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  I  agree  with  the  Senator  thor- 
oughly, but  the  Senator  is  not  in  favor  of  permitting  the  manu- 
facturers to  have  this  right,  Is  he? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  No.  I  am  not  discussing  that  But  if  they 
have  that  right,  and  I  understand  they  have  it  under  existing 
law.  then  I  am  emphatically  unwilling  to  leave  that  advantage 
on  tlie  side  of  the  manufacturer  and  that  disadvantage  on  the 
side  of  labor.  In  other  words,  if  the  manufacturers  are  going 
to  have  it,  I  am  going  to  vote  to  let  labor  have  It  also.  Labor 
should  not  be  subjected  to  any  such  disadvantage. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  manufac- 
turers must  first  go  to  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  get  a 
I  permit  there  before  ever  these  protests  may  be  presented.  All 
*  we  ask  here  Is  that  labor  be  put  upon  tlie  same  basis.     I  sup- 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


4323 


pose  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  desires  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment prohibiting  the  manufacturer  from  having  that  privilege? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes;  not  giving  him  that  right 

Mr.  BRATTON.  If  that  amendment  is  adopted  it  still  would 
not  contradict  the  amendment  on  page  416,  because  the  latter 
amendment  gives  labor  whatever  right  the  manufacturer  has. 
If  It  is  none,  labor  has  none;  if  it  is  much,  labor  has  much;  if 
it  is  little,  labor  bus  little.  Labor  is  merely  placed  on  a  parity 
with  the  manufacturing  interests  of  the  country. 

Mr,  SMOOT.  Tlie  Senator  is  correct  If  the  Senate  votes 
this  amendment  dcwn,  then  I  take  for  granted  from  what  the 
Senator  trom  Mississippi  has  said  that  he  will  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  tbe  pending  bill  taking  away  tiie  privilege  from  the 
manufacturer.    Let  us  have  a  vote  upon  It. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  a  question  of  tlie 
Senator  before  we  vote.  How  long  has  there  l>een  a  provision 
in  existing  law  that  the  manufacturer  may  exercise  this  right? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Since  the  last  Uriff  bill  was  enacted  into  law 
In  1922. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Sen- 
ator a  question.  As  I  understand  it  the  parliamentary  sltua- 
tion  is  this :  Even  If  any  Senator  opposes  the  right  of  the  manu- 
facturer to  have  this  protest  there  is  no  way  by  which  that 
right  can  be  withdrawn  at  this  time.  Later  on  an  amendment 
would  be  in  order  repealing  the  present  law.  but  that  can  not  be 
reached  now,  so  that  if  we  are  to  vote  on  the  proposition  as  a 
whole  both  should  come  up  or  go  down  together.  Is  it  not  nec- 
essary to  vote  on  tbe  amendment  of  the  committee  now  which 
gives  labor  tbe  same  rights  that  are  enjoyed  by  tbe  manufac- 
turer? 

Mr,  SMOOT.  That  is  what  I  am  asking  now.  The  question 
arises  as  to  whetlier  we  should  give  labor  tlie  same  rights  that 
are  given  to  the  manufacturers.  Then,  according  to  what  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  has  said,  he  will  offer  an  amendment 
to  strike  both  labor  and  the  manufacturer  from  the  bill  in  that 
regard. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  we  defeat  the  committee  amendment  now, 
although  hereafter  the  Senate  might  retain  the  right  of  tlie 
manufacturer  to  make  the  protest,  there  would  be  no  way  by 
which  we  could  give  labor  organizations  the  same  right  except 
by  adopting  this  amendment  now  and  having  it  go  up  or  down 
together  with  the  other  one? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  COPELAND,  Mr.  HARRISON,  and  Mr.  BRATTON  ad- 
dres-sed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  want  to  submit  a  unanimous-consent 
request  that  might  obviate  a  good  deal  of  discussion. 

Mr.  SMOOT,  I  will  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  hold  exactly  the  same  view  as  that 
expressed  by  the  S«!nator  from  New  Mexico.  If  the  manufac- 
turer Is  to  have  the  right  of  intervention,  it  is  perfectly  clear  to 
me  that  labor  shouhl  have  the  same  right.  Therefore,  so  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  unlass  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  can  offer 
another  solution,  I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment  presented  by 
the  committee. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  We  are  of  one  mind  with  reference  to  that 
matter.  If  the  manufacturers  are  to  have  this  right,  we  are 
perfectly  willing  to  give  it  to  American  labor.  But  why  should 
we  take  two  votes  on  the  question  when  we  can  dispose  of  it 
by  one?  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  amendment  be  voted 
upon  first — that  is,  my  amendment  striking  the  whole  matter 
out  and  taking  away  from  the  manufacturers  the  right  of  pro- 
test and  denying  that  right  to  American  labor.  Let  the  vote 
come  first  on  my  amendment 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do  not  see  anything  to  be  gained  by  it 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  unani- 
mous-consent request  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  would  like  to  bave  the  Senate  state  whether 
It  is  willing  to  give  American  lal)or  the  same  privileges  that 
the  manufacturers  have  to-day.  Then  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi can  present  his  amendment  if  the  committee  amendment  la 
voted  down. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Let  me  make  this  suggestion :  If  we  accept 
the  Senator's  amendment  pro  forma,  will  tlie  Senator  then 
object  to  a  motion  to  strike  out  the  whole  provision  coming  to 
an  immediate  vote? 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President  Is  not  the  provision  giving  the 
manufacturer,  proclucer,  and  wholesaler  this  ri^t  found  under 
section  516,  sutxlivision  (a),  on  page  411? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  has  been  disagreed  ta 


Mr.  SMITH.  No ;  not  the  provision  on  page  411,  section  51A. 
Is  It  In  that  section  that  the  privilege  is  granted  to  the  mana- 
facturer,  the  wholesaler,  and  the  producer? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  Is. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  want  to^find  out  where  under  existing  law 
the  privileges  are  to  be  fotind  that  are  granted  to  the  manu- 
facturer, the  producer,  and  the  wholesaler,  as  I  find  them  set 
forth  in  section  SIO,  paragraph  (a).  That  is  the  privilege 
granted  the  manufacturer,  the  producer,  and  the  w^holesaler. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Subsection  (a)  relates  to  appraisal  and  subsec- 
tion (b)  to  classification. 

&Ir.  SMITH.  But  It  all  pertains  to  privileges  which  are 
granted  to  certain  persona. 

Mr.  SMOOT,    The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  is  correct. 

Mr.  SMITH.  If  a  motion  to  strike  out  those  two  subsections 
embracing  the  privll^es  granted  to  others  should  be  agreed  to. 
then  labor  would  be,  aa  It  now  Is,  on  an  eqtial  footing  with 
them,  because  then  none  of  them  would  have  a  right  to  appear. 
I  do  not  feel  disposed  to  vote  to  exclude  the  laborers  who  pro- 
duce an  article  in  ita  manufactured  form  from  the  privileges 
granted  to  the  persona  who  own  tbe  mill  and  who  ultimately 
own  the  goods,  and  to  tbe  wholesalers  and  others  who  dis- 
tribute the  goods.  I  would  prefer,  if  possible,  to  hare  a  vote 
on  the  fundamental  proposition  as  to  tbe  privileges  preriooslj 
granted  the  wholesaler  and  manufacturer. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  will  vote 
for  the  amendment  on  page  410,  I  infer  from  what  he  has  Just 
stated  that  that  would  meet  bis  views  exactly. 

Mr.  SMITH.  But  I  do  not  believe  that  tbe  mannfactnrer  or 
the  wh(4esaler  or  any  other  persons  have  a  right  to  appear  be- 
fore the  Customs  Court  to  plead  their  individual  causes.  I 
think  that  would  put  additional  burdens  growing  out  of  tariff 
legislation  upon  the  American  people  who  are  not  organized  or 
qualified  to  appear  before  the  Customs  Court  as  are  these  or- 
ganizations. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  I  ask  is  that  the  Senate  agree  or  disagree 
to  the  amendment.  The  Senator  from  Mississipiri  [Mr.  HAit- 
BI80N]  has  stated  that  Senators  on  the  other  side  would  agree 
to  the  amendment,  and  then  he  would  offer  an  amendment  to 
follow  it.  I  am  willing  to  agree  that  that  course  shall  be  fol- 
lowed. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  want  to  state  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that 
I  think  the  members  of  labor  associations  who  are  dependent 
upon  wages  received  in  production  are  just  as  rightfully  «itl- 
tled  to  a  hearing  as  are  any  others,  but  I  do  not  think  any  of 
them  are  entitled  to  a  hearing  under  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator,  then,  of  course,  will  vote  for  the 
amendment  to  be  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  SMITH.  Yes;  but  I  want  to  know  just  what  the  situa- 
tion is  in  connection  with  this  matter.  I  do  not  want  to  com- 
mit myself  to  anything  in  which  I  do  not  brieve,  hopitjg  that 
by  adopting  something  else  In  which  we  do  not  believe  we  shall 
get  rid  of  a  particular  thing  in  which  we  do  not  b^eve. 

Mr.  SMOCKT.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  agree  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Then  let  us  have  a  vote  c«  tbe  question 
whether  the  privilege  granted  to  the  others  shall  be  retained  in 
the  proposed  law. 

Mr.  BRATTON.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  S«iator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  prefer  to  vote  on  the  amendment  shown 
on  page  416  first  for  this  reason:  If  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  shall  be  adopted,  striking  out 
the  provision  in  the  law  giving  this  right  to  the  manufacturer, 
but  in  conference  it  shall  be  restored  to  the  bill,  thus  contin- 
uing that  right,  and  the  amendment  of  the  committee  on  page 
416  shall  not  be  adopted,  and  thus  not  be  in  conference,  that 
action  would  result  in  continuing  tbe  right  on  b^alf  of  the 
manufacturer  and  denying  it  to  labor.  It  is  that  situation  whldi 
I  desire  to  avoid. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  see  the  point  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
is  making;  but  let  us  Include  labor  In  tbe  benefits  of  this 
proposed  legislation,  and  then  finally,  if  it  shall  stand  or  fall, 
labor  will  share  the  same  fate  as  the  others. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  think  we  should  vote  first  upon  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  because  if  it  shall  be  eliminated  from  the 
bill  and  that  subject  matter  shall  not  go  to  conference,  but  tbe 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  shall  be 
carried  and  the  subject  matter  to  which  it  refers  goes  to  confer- 
ence, and  the  House  language  shall  be  restored  to  the  bill,  tbe 
manufacturer.  In  that  evwt,  wIU  continue  to  bave  the  same 
advantage  over  labor  that  be  has  oijoyed  since  1022. 
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Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  firom  New  Mexico 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  am  speaking  witli  the  courtesy  of  the 
Senntor  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot], 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  DII.L.  I  want  to  mal^e  this  suggestion:  If  that  should 
be  done  it  would  be  perfectly  within  tiie  power  and  right  of 
the  conferees  to  add  the  amendment  that  may  not  be  agreed  to 
here. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  No.  If  the  amendment  shaU  be  disagreed 
to,  its  subject  matter  will  not  be  in  conference. 

Mr.  DILL  But  the  whole  subject  wiU  be  In  controrersy,  sc 
that  the  conferees  may  amend  the  Senate  provision. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  No.  Mr.  President ;  the  parliamentary  situa- 
tion would  require  that  the  language  of  the  House  bill  elthei 
stay  or  go  out  of  the  bill  entirely. 

Mr.  DILL.     Oh,  no;  not  in  conference. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  And  the  provision  with  reference  to  laboi 
enjoying  the  same  right  would  not  be  a  proper  subject  mattei 
to  be  included  in  the  conference.  In  order  to  obviate  that  pos- 
sible situation,  I  think  this  amendment  should  first  be  adopted, 
and  then  we  should  vote  upon  the  amendment  of  the  Senatoi 
from  Mii^sissippl. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ne^ 
Mexico  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  am  speaking  with  the  courted  of  th< 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]. 

The  VICE  president:.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mi.<«8is8ippl. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  What  has  been  suggested  is  thoroughly 
acceptable  to  this  side  of  the  Chamber ;  we  will  accept  th( 
amendment  pro  forma  and  then  immediately  the  vote  can  com< 
upon  the  motion  to  strike  out  the  whole  section. 

Mr.'SMOOT.  I  have  agreed  to  that  program ;  I  am  willing  t< 
have  the  amendment  agreed  to,  and  then  the  Senator  fron 
Mississippi  may  offer  whatever  amendment  he  desires^ 

Mr.  SMITH.    There  Is  no  necessity  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  does  not  mean  to  indicate  tha 
under  the  agreement  there  shall  not  be  any  debate  upon  th( 
amendment  ? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  do  not  care  if  there  shall  be  a  year's 
debate  If  the  Senator  from  Utah  and  his  colleagues  want  t( 
delay  the  consideration  of  the  bill,  they  have  my  permissioB 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  not  referring  i^rticularly  to  this  side  oi 
the  Chamber. 

I  have  no  objection  to  action  being  taken  as  suggested  It 
regard  to  the  amendment  on  page  416. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  th€ 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee  on  page  416. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  state  that  this  is 
the  last  committee  amendment  in  the  administrative  provision! 
of  the  bUl. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  the  last  committee  amendment  in  th< 
administrative  provisions  of  the  bill,  and  now,  under  the  unani 
mou<»-consent  agreement  the  bill  is  open  for  individual  amend 
mcuts  and  under  the  agreement  the  Senator  from  Mlsslsslppj 
may  offer  his  amendment  first 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  offer  the  amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amenilment  wIU  be  stated. 

The  Chiit  Cuxx.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  offers  ai 
amendment  which  Is  virtually  to  strike  out  section  516,  begin 
nlng  on  line  15,  on  page  411,  down  to  the  bottom  of  page  416. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  th« 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  I  hav« 
offert-d  proposes  to  strike  out  the  provision  of  the  present  law 
touching  the  right  of  the  manufacturers  to  protest  as  well  aj 
the  amendment  which  was  Just  adopted  allowing  the  representa 
tives  of  the  American  labor  a  similar  right.  In  other  words,  l! 
the  amendment  should  be  adopted  then  neither  the  manufac 
turers  nor  representatives  of  labor  could  go  Into  the  courts  ant 
protest  and  delay  in  order  to  secure  reclaseAflcfttions  or  re 
valuations. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  Presldwit 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  MIsslasIpp 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    A  nmnber  of  Senators  <m  both  sides  of  tlM> 
Chamber  who  are  compelled  to  leave  can  not  return  to  th< 
Chamber  until  4  o'doek.    I  had  forgotten  about  that  when  '. 
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consented  to  the  consideration  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Mlasissippi  at  the  present  time.  Now  I  am  going  to  ask 
the  Senator  if  he  will  not  allow  that  amendment  to  be  passed 
over  until  the  Senators  to  whom  I  have  reference  may  return  to 
the  Chamber?  They  did  not  expect  a  vote,  and  the  fact  of  their 
absence  escaped  my  mind  at  the  time. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  That  is  perfectly  all  right,  I  think,  with 
this  side  of  the  Chamber,  but  it  would  seem,  if  there  are  not  too 
many  away.  It  would  be  a  good  time  to  vote  on  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  make  the  request  for  delay  in  the  cMisidera- 
tion  of  the  amendment  merely  for  the  reason  I  have  stated. 
I  have  no  other  idea  in  mind. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  myself  should  like  to  hear  the  returns 
from  the  worlds  series. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senators  are  not  absent  for  that  reason, 
I  will  say  to  the  Senator,  and  I  hope  the  Senator  will  withdraw 
his  amendment  and  defer  its  consideration  until  about  4  o'clock. 

Mr.  KINO.  Let  it  lie  on  the  table  and  its  consideration  be 
temporarily'  postponed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Certainly.  Just  as  soon  as  the  absent  Sena- 
tors return  it  may  be  considered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  will  be  passed  over 
temporarily. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  if  that  is  to  be  done  I  now 
offer  the  amendment  which  I  have  heretofore  presentwl  and 
which  is  now  at  the  desk.     I  a.«:k  that  the  clerk  may  read  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  pro- 
I)08e8  an  amendment,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clekk.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  offers  an 
am^idment  to  insert  at  the  appropriate  place  a  new  section 
to  read  as  follows: 

SBC.  — .  (a)  There  shall  be  an  office  In  the  legialative  branch  of  the 
Goyemment  to  be  known  as  the  oUlce  of  the  Consumers'  Couns*]  of  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission.  The  office  shall  be  in  charj^e  of  a 
connsel  to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate.  The  counsel  shall  be  appointed  for  a  term  of 
foar  years  and  shall  receire  a  salary  of  |12,000  a  year.  The  counsel 
shall  not  actively  engage  in  any  other  business,  vocation,  or  employ- 
ment than  that  of  serving  as  counseL 

(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  coonsel  to  appear  In  the  interest  of 
the  consuming  public  In  any  proceeding  or  investigation  before  the  com- 
mission, and  to  conduct  such  independent  Investigation  of  matters  rela- 
tive to  the  tariff  laws  of  the  United  States  as  he  may  deem  necessary 
to  enable  him  properly  to  represent  the  consuming  paUic  in  any  pro- 
ceeding before  the  commlasioa. 

(c)  The  counsel  shall  have  the  power  to  can  upon  the  commission 
for  such  facilities  and  to  have  assigned  to  bis  offic*^  such  experts  and 
other  assistants  as  he  may  require  Id  the  performance  of  his  duties 
imder  this  section. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  if  he  will  not  allow  that  amendment  to  go  over  for  the 
present  on  account  of  so  many  Senators  being  compelled  to  be 
absent  temporarily  from  the  Chamber? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  with  the  understanding,  of 
course,  that  the  amendment  has  been  formally  offered,  I  will 
be  pleased  to  let  it  He  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  agree  that  that  may  be  the  understanding. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  By  unanimous  consent  the  amend- 
ment will  be  passed  over  temporarily  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  if  we  are  not  going  to  have 
any  vote  on  any  question,  why  should  we  not  recess  until  4 
o'clock,  when  the  Senators  to  whom  the  Senator  from  Utah  has 
referred  may  return? 

Mr.  DILL.  A  number  of  us  would  like  to  hear  the  returns 
from  the  baseball  game  as  well  as  those  who  are  not  here. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Washington 
that  those  who  are  absent  are  not  away  in  connection  with  any 
ba.%ball  game ;  they  are  repre.senting  the  American  Nation  on 
an  occasion  which  I  think  Is  perfectly  proper. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  If  the  Senator  will  yield,  of  course  I  am 
not  criticising  them  for  being  absent.  I  have  not  the  slighte-st 
doubt  the  situation  is  exactly  as  the  Senator  says;  but  if  we 
are  not  to  have  any  vote  on  any  question  why  should  we  Just 
sit  around  here  and  talk  from  now  until  4  o'clock?  Why  not 
let  us  do  some  office  work. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  absence  of  a  quorum  being 
suggested,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 
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Allen 

Fletcher 

Ashurst 

Prazler 

Barkley 

George 
Oillett 

Black 

Blaine 

Ulasa 

Blease 

Qlenn 

Borah 

Goff 

Rratton 

GoldsboroHgh 

Brock 

Greene 

Brookbart 

Hale 

Brousxard 

Harris 

Capper 

Harrison 

Caraway 

Hastings 

Connally 

Hatfield 

Copeland 

Hawes 

Couseiis 

Uavden 
Hebert 

Cuftirg 

Deneeu 

Heflln 

Hill 

HnweU 

Edge 

Johnson 

Fcss 

Jones 

Kean 

Schall 

Kendrlck 

Sheppard 

Keyes 

Hiiiiuions 

King 

Ij»  Fonette 

Smith 

Smoot 

McKellar 

Steck 

McMaster 

Steiwer 

Mc.Nary 
Metcalf 

8te[>hen8 

SwaiiMon 

Norrls 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Kye 

Tbumas.  Okia. 

Oddie 

Townsend 

Overman 

Trammell 

Patterson 

Tydlngs 

Phipps 

Vaiidcnberf 

Pine 

Walcott 

PIttman 

Walsh.  Mont. 

BansdeU 

Wfl  iren 

Robinson.  Ark. 

Waterman 

Boblnson,  lud. 

Watson 

Sackett 

Wheeler 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-four  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.     A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  VANDENBEHG.  Mr.  President,  1  offer  the  amendment 
which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chid-  Clebk.  On  page  387,  line  11,  it  is  proposed  to 
Insert  a  new  paragraph,  as  follows: 

(b)  Furniture:  The  furniture  described  in  paragraph  1812  shall 
enter  the  United  States  at  ports  which  shall  be  designated  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  this  purpose.  If  any  article  described 
in  paragraph  1812  and  imported  for  sale  is  rejected  as  unauthentic  in 
respect  to  the  antiquity  claimed  as  a  basis  for  free  entry,  there  shall 
be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  on  sucb  article,  unless  exported  under 
customs  supervision,  a  duty  of  50  per  cent  of  the  value  of  such  article 
In  addition  to  any  other  duty  imposed  by  law  upon  such  commodity. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I  apprehend  that  when 
the  purport  of  this  amendment  is  understood  there  will  be  little 
or  no  contention  over  it,  despite  the  contentious  atmosphere  in 
which  we  are  struggling  through  this  bill. 

At  the  present  moment  the  greatest  single  exposure  which  the 
customhouses  of  the  land  confront  by  way  of  tariff  fraud  is 
In  relation  to  those  sections  of  the  tariff  which  permit  free 
entry  to  certain  works  of  art,  generically  descril>ed  as  antiques, 
which  seek  free  admission  into  the  United  States  on  the  ba.sis 
of  their  antiquity.  This  right  of  free  entry  is  described  at  page 
279.  in  paragraph  1812  of  the  bill. 

These  are  the  tests  of  antiquity  which,  when  substantiated, 
entitle  these  so-called  works  of  art.  including  furniture,  to  free 
entry  under  the  tariff  law. 

Under  the  test  which  now  is  proposed  In  the  pending  bill, 
If  rugs  and  carjiets  were  made  prior  to  the  year  1700,  or  if 
furniture  or  other  antiques  were  made  prior  to  the  year  1800, 
they  are  entitled  to  free  entry.  The  existing  law  says  that  if 
they  are  100  years  old  they  are  entitled  to  free  entry. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  the  testimony  of  customs  officials  them- 
selves that  this  one  section  of  the  law  in  the  practice  of  the 
last  decade  has  probably  been  subjected  to  as  great  exploitation 
as  any  other  section  of  the  law.  Despite  this  fact,  and  although 
there  are  some  40  penalty  clauses  in  the  law,  this  Is  one 
point  at  which  there  is  no  penalty  whatsoever.  In  other  words, 
a  person  who  seeks  to  import  fake  "  antiques  "  has  everything  to 
gain  and  nothing  to  lose  by  claiming  the  antiquity  which  entitles 
commodities  to  free  entry.  If  he  is  caught,  and  the  "  antiques  " 
prove  to  l>e  counterfeit,  nothing  hai>pen.s  except  that  the  ordinary 
duty  is  applied.  There  is  no  penalty  upon  fraud.  There  is  not 
even  the  slightest  discouragement  to  fraud. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  froih  Michigan 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  yield  to  my  good 
friend. 

Mr.  KING.  Is  the  Senator  seeking  to  amend  the  law  which 
defines  what  an  antique  is — that  is,  tl»at  it  must  have  been  made 
more  than  a  hundred  years  ago? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  No,  Mr.  President;  I  am  simi^y  seek- 
ing to  add  a  penalty  duty  when  *'  antiques  "  that  claim  free 
entry  prove  to  be  not  entitled  to  free  entry.  May  I  say  to  the 
Senator  that  In  the  matter  of  furniture  alone,  as  nearly  as  we 
can  discover  by  very  careful  Inquiries  abroad,  there  is  at  least 
$15,000,000  of  fake  "  antique  "  furniture  coming  into  the  country 
every  year  under  the  cover  of  this  free-«itry  permit  when  it  Is 
not  entitled  to  free  entry  at  all,  and  when  it  is  not  the  Intention 
of  Congress  that  it  shall  have  free  entry ;  and  yet  it  comes  and 
comes,  and  there  is  never  a  penalty  to  interrupt  the  traffic. 

May  I  say  to  the  Senator  also  that  the  production  of  this — 
shall  we  say— synthetic  antique  furniture  in  Europe  has  come 
to  lie  a  mass-production  operation.  We  sent  an  investigator 
Into  the  Old  World  a  short  while  ago  to  get  first-hand  facts  upon 
this  specific  proposition.     We  discovered,  for  instance,  that  the 


highest  priced  wood  in  France  to-day  is  the  wood  out  of  old 
bridges  and  old  bams  which  is  sold  to  antique-fumltare  manu- 
facturers. We  discovered  that  old  nails  are  at  a  premium.  The 
Inference  and  the  implication  are  perfectly  obvious.  We  found  a 
very  interesting  little  machine  which  in  some  aspects  suggests  a 
dentist's  drill,  but  which  is  flexible.  I  do  not  want  to  reintro* 
duce  into  this  debate  the  flexibility  issue ;  but  this  little  machine 
is  flexible,  and  makes  the  wormholes  which  subtly  testify  to 
antiquity.  It  Is  one  of  the  refinements  of  these  deliberate 
frauds. 

The  testimony  In  this  resQect  is  uncontroveried.  The  Asso- 
ciated Press  recently  carried  a  very  Illuminating  article  from 
London  which  described  the  great  prosperity  in  that  country 
now  enjoyed  by  those  who  are  "  faking  antiques,  particularly 
furniture,  in  England  as  a  fine  ari."  The  Associated  Press  has 
a  notable  reputation  for  authenticity.  But  the  reputation  ot  the 
antique  furniture  which  it  describes  is  not  so  good. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  VANT)ENBERO.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  DILL.  Ekies  not  the  Senator  think  that  his  own  Grand 
Rapids  furniture  people  could  make  Just  as  goo<l  "antiques"? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  very  glad  to  answer  the  Senator's 
question.  Yes;  and  undoubtedly  there  is  a  great  deal  of  fake 
antique  furniture  made  in  the  United  States;  but  none  of  it 
cheats  American  labor,  none  of  it  cheats  American  capital,  and 
none  of  it  undertakes  to  defraud  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States.     That  is  a  very  big  distincticm. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  again? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  do. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  not  only 
in  favor  of  his  amendment,  but  I  wish  he  or  some  other  Senator 
would  offer  an  amendment  to  put  a  very  substantial  taril  on 
all  antiques  They  are  luxuries ;  and  I  do  not  see  why  they 
should  be  allowed  to  come  In  here  free,  even  if  they  are 
genuine. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  observa- 
tion. I  will  say  to  him  that  we  undertook  Ix^fore  the  Finance 
Committee  to  do  precisely  the  thing  he  now  indicates,  but  It 
proved  to  be  impossible ;  so,  since  we  are  to  be  exposed  in  some 
d^rree  to  this  invasion,  it  seems  to  me  there  can  be  no  argu- 
ment whatever  against  the  proposition  that  we  should  at  least 
penalize  deliberate  dishonesty. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York- 
Mr.  COPELAND.  I  assume  from  the  reading  that  this  amtnid- 
ment  seeks  to  ai4)ly  the  penalty  to  articles  imported  for  sule, 
and  no  other. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    That  Is  correct 

Mr.  COPELAND.  That  is,  if  I  were  to  go  into  an  antique 
shop  in  London,  and  should  be  imposed  uix>n  and  buy  sometliing 
that  I  thought  was  an  antique  and  bring  it  in,  not  for  sale  but 
for  my  own  use,  this  penalty  would  not  be  imposed? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  But  the  article  would  be  subject  only  to 
the  ordinary  tariff  upon  that  particular  article? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  Is  correct;  and  the  Senator  will 
understand  that  differentiation.  The  Individual  buyer  who 
comes  back  trom  abroad  with  something  which  has  been  sold  to 
him  on  the  theory  that  it  is  a  genuine  antique  is  himself  the 
victim  of  fraud ;  and  it  is  not  the  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
undertake  to  add  to  liis  ignominy  or  burden  as  a  result  of  his 
doubtful  transaction,  although  it  is  my  personal  opinion  that 
American  furniture  should  be  protected  with  penalty  duties 
even  in  his  case.    Dupes  should  not  deserve  immunity. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may  ask  another 
question 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
further  yield  to  tlie  Senator  trom  New  York? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  do. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Do  I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that 
he  actually  proposed  that  the  Importation  of  antiques  should  be 
IH*ohibited? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  I  said  that,  I  misspoke  myself.  We 
proposed  that  all  antiques  should  come  under  the  tariff  provi- 
sion, and  that  there  should  be  no  right  of  free  entry  except  for 
exposition  and  exhibition  and  scientific  purposes. 

Mr.  COPELANT).    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  let  there  be  no  doubt 
about  the  importance  of  putting  some  emphatic  discouragement 
upon  this  trafilc  in  syntlM»tlc  antiques.     I  am  spealcing  again 
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particularly  of  fomfhire.  The  total  production  of  high-grade 
fumltare  In  the  United  States  in  the  course  of  a  year  amounts 
to  not  more  than  thirty-five  or  forty  million  dollars.  One  of  its 
chief  competitors  in  the  domestic  market  to-day  is  antique  fur- 
niture. That  is  a  perfectly  legitimate  competition  so  long  as  it 
is  an  honest  competition,  and  so  long  as  it  does  not  run  counter 
to  the  theory  and  expectation  of  the  law  itself.  But  it  does 
run  counter  to  the  law  to-day. 

It  seems  to  me  that  I  am  pleading  solely  for  a  new  impulse 
In  behalf  of  honesty  at  the  customhouse.  I  am  not  pleading  in 
any  degree  for  any  increased  protection  for  anything.  It  is 
simply  a  case  of  seeking  an  honest  administration  of  the  exist- 
ing law;  and  the  amendment  as  proposed  Is  to  the  section  of 
the  law  which  deals  with  additional  penalties. 

I  say  just  this  In  conclusion,  because  It  seems  to  me  the  propo- 
sition can  not  be  controverted.  Under  this  section  providing 
for  additional  penalties,  if  any  fraud  is  discovered  In  a  manifest 
to-day.  an  immediate  penalty  of  1  per  cent  of  additional  duty 
automatically  occurs  for  every  1  per  cent  that  there  has  been 
fraud  perpetrate<l  in  the  declaration.  Yet  the  greatest  of  all 
frauds  is  perpetrated  in  the  declaration  which  undertakes  un- 
lawfully to  accomplish  free  entry,  yet  there  is  no  penalty  what- 
ever at  that  point.  It  is  ridiculous  thus  to  suspend  our  penal- 
ties at  the  point  of  maximum  deceit. 

For  these  reasons,  Mr.  President,  and  I  think  I  may  add, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Treasury  Department,  I  offer  the 
amendment  as  indicated. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  believe  the  amendment  oupht 
to  be  in  the  part  of  the  bill  covering  the  free  list,  following 
paragraph  1812. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  May  we  not  have  It  agreed  to  now,  Mr. 
President,  and  let  its  location  in  the  bill  he  settled  later? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have  no 
(Ejection  to  the  amendment  at  all,  but  It  ought  really  to  go  In 
the  section  with  which  It  deals.  If  the  Senator  has  no  objec- 
tion, I  think  that  course  ought  to  be  followed.  I  will  indicate 
on  the  amendment  the  line  and  page  where  It  should  go,  so 
that  it  will  fit  in  exactly  with  the  amendment  covering  antique 
furniture  in  section  1812. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  S«iator  has  no  objection  to  a  vote 
on  It  now? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  only  difficulty  is  that  we  were  to  finish 
the  consideration  of  the  administrative  featores  of  the  bill 
before  we  went  on  to  other  amendments. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Having  made  a  case,  in  the  Interest  of 
saving  time,  I  prefer  that  we  vote  now  and  let  the  amendment 
later  be  placed  where  it  is  best  to  pat  It. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  amendment 
be  agreed  to  as  I  have  modified  it.  I  will  read  what  I  suggest 
to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  not  ask  a  question? 
A  moment  ago  two  amendments  were  offered,  one  by  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Uabrison]  and  one  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Gboboe],  and  the  Senator  from  Utah  said  that  he 
wanted  all  amendments  to  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  was  as  to  another  provl.sion. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  know  it  was  as  to  another  provision,  but 
the  Senators  who  are  Interested  In  them  have  Just  gone  out  of 
tlie  Cteimber. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  may  state  that  those 
two  amendments  went  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    I  know  they  went  over  withont  prejudice. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  My  only  thought  was  that  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  has  already  made  his  argument,  and  I  do  not  think 
there  Is  a  single  objection  to  the  amendment.  I  spoke  to  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gbosok]  about  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    About  this  particular  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  showed  it  to  him. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Co:»naixt] 
is  here,  and  he  Is  familiar  with  the  situation  to  wliich  I  have 
referred.  Let  the  amendment  be  read.  I  want  some  one  on  this 
side  to  hear  It. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  assure  the  Senator  that  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  GeoaoEl  knows  what  the  amendment  Is,  and  he 
said  he  would  accept  It. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    I  want  to  have  the  amendment  reported. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  send  to  the  desk  the  amendment  as  modi- 
fled,  so  that  it  will  go  in  the  section  to  which  I  think  It  belongs. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Let  the  amendment  be  reported. 

The  CHnv  Cuduc.  The  Senator  from  Michigan  offers  the 
following  am«Miment : 

On  page  279,  line  18.  to  iasert  m  a«w  pamgnph,  as  follows: 
**  HoaaehoM    furniture :  Hoaaebold    farniture   within    this    panicnph 
Aall  enter  tbe  United  States  at  ports  wblch  shall  be  de«lcBated  by  tbs 
of  th«  Ttsmoit  tot  thte  pupoM^     U  aay  a»tl«l»  described  U 
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Frazier 

Keyes 

Smith 

Gt'orge 

King 

La  Follette 

Smoot 

Gillett 

Steck 

Glass 

McKellar 

Steiwer 

GIf'nn 

Mc-Masier 

Stephens 

Goff 

MoNary 
Metcali 

Swansun 

Go  Idsbo  rough 

Itioma)*,  Idaho 

Greene 

Norris 

Thom.is.  Okla. 

Hale 

Nye 

Townsend 

Harris 

Oddie 

Tranimell 

Harrison 

Overman 

TydluKS 

HusMnsa 

Patterson 

VnndeDl)erg 

Hatfield 

Phlpps 

Wajfner 

Hawes 

Pine 

Waloott 

Hayden 

Plttm.in 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Hebert 

Ran^ell 

Warren 

Heflin 

Robinson.  Ark. 

Waterman 

Howell 

Roliinfton,  Ind. 

Watson 

Jobnsou 

Sackett 

Wheeler 

Jones 

Sfhall 

Kean 

Sheppard 

Kendrick 

Simmons 

this  para^H'aph  and  Imported  for  gale  Is  rejected  as  unauthentic  In 
respect  to  the  antiquity  claimed  as  a  bacis  for  free  entry,  there  shall 
be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  on  such  article,  unless  exported  under 
customs  supervision,  a  duty  of  50  per  cent  of  the  value  of  such  articlo 
In  addition  to  any  other  duty  imposed  by  law  upon  such  commodity." 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  What  does  the  Senator  from  Utah  say 
about  that  amendment?    Does  he  accept  It?  i, 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Ye«. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  suggest  the  alk«cnce  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  may  say  to  the  Senator 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  said  he  was  going  to  accept 
it,  and  I  thought  we  had  better  have  a  quorum  before  It  is 
voted  on. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Secretary  will  call  the  r(rfl. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  names : 

Allen 

Ashurst 

Barkley 

Blaok 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Brat ton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

BrousKard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Copeland 

Couzms 

Cuttinj; 

Deneen 

Dill 

Edge 

Fess 

Fletcher 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-five  Senators  have  answered 
to  their  names.    A  quorum  Is  present. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  thp  amendment  I  sent  to  the 
desk  provides  as  follows :  On  page  279  of  the  bill,  line  18,  Insert 
a  new  paragraph  reading  as  follows : 

Household  furniture  :  Household  furniture  within  this  paragraph  shall 
enter  the  United  States  at  ports  which  shall  be  designated  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  for  this  purpose.  If  any  article  described  in  this 
paraeraph  and  Imported  for  sale  is  rejected  as  annuthentlc  in  respect 
to  the  antiquity  claimed  as  a  ba^is  for  free  entry,  there  shall  he  levied, 
collected,  and  paid  on  such  article,  unless  exported  under  customs  super- 
vision, a  duty  of  50  per  cent  of  the  value  of  such  article  in  addition  to 
any  other  duty  imposed  by  law  upon  such  commodity. 

That,  I  think.  Is  the  proper  place  for  the  amendment  to  go. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  call  the  atti-n- 
tion  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  under  the  old  law  an  antique 
was  something  over  a  hundred  years  old.  In  the  proposed  law 
an  antique  is  declared  to  be  something  which  has  a  date  prior 
to  1800.  There  are  many  people  who  lilve  to  buy  authentic 
antiques,  and  it  should  be  remembered  that  some  of  the  best 
French  antique  periods  were  after  the  year  1800;  for  example, 
some  of  the  Empire  designs.    This  would  exclude  all  of  them. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit 
me  to  Interrupt  him  at  that  point? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  We  are  not  now  discussing  the  section 
of  the  bill  which  identifies  the  antique  period.  That  will  come 
later.  Whatever  the  period  may  be  which  is  fixed  It  is  pro- 
posed that  we  shall  penalize  fraud  or  attempt  to  evade  the  law. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  would  like  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
Senator's  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  to  the  fact  that  on  page  270  the  Senate  ma<le  an 
amendment  to  paragraph  1812,  to  add  the  words  "prior  to  the 
year  1800." 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  What  I  wanted  to  do  was  to  get  my  pro- 
posal voted  on  as  a  part  of  the  Senator's  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  told  the  Senator  from  Michigan  that  I  would 
accept  this  now  as  an  amendment,  by  the  unanimous  consent  of 
the  Senate,  to  be  put  in  paragraph  1812. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  shall  have  to  object  unless  we  are  going  to 
strike  out  "prior  to  1800"  and  Insert  "more  than  100  years 
prior  to  the  date  of  importation." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  amendment 
We  are  not  going  to  pass  upon  that  question  now. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  just  as  anxious  to  have  my  proposal  in- 
serted In  the  law  at  this  time  as  the  Senator  from  Michigan  is 
to  have  his  In.^'rted.    I  will  accept  his  if  he  will  accept  mine. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator  from  Michigan  ottered  his 
am^idment  because  he  felt  It  belonged  In  the  penalty  clause. 
I  stUl  tliink  It  briongs  In  the  penalty  clause.  I  have  made  my 
statement,  and  it  is  simply  In  the  Interest  of  saving  time  that  1 
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ask  for  a  vote  on  It,  and  I  will  let  It  be  placed  where  it  prop- 
erlv  belongs  when  tlie  time  comes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  know  the  Senator  from  Michigan  has  a 
good  case,  and  I  do  not  want  to  object  to  the  consideration  of 
his  proposal,  but  It  seems  to  me  that  the  other  proposal  has 
just  as  much  merit.  We  are  on  that  section  now,  and  I  can  not 
see  why  antiques  of  the  Napoleonic  period  and  the  Empire 
period  should  be  excluded,  and  I  can  not  see  why  the  law 
should  ndt  remain  exactly  as  it  is.  It  Is  only  an  attempt  to 
shut  out  these  antiques  that  are  authentic,  and  as  long  as  we 
are  considering  the  authenticity  of  these  antiques,  why  not 
cover  the  whole  subject  at  one  time  In  one  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  House  provided  antiques  might  come  in 
free  of  duty  If  produced  "  more  than  100  years  prior  to  the  date 
of  importation." 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senate  committee  struck  out  the  time 
provision  and  in.serted  the  words,  "prior  to  the  year  1800." 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  understand. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  will  come  up  when  we  reach  that  ptira- 
graph. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  Is  not  Involved  In  the  pending 
controversy. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  It  Is  with  some  reluctance  that  I  give  way, 
but  because  I  like  the  Senator  from  Michigan  I  am  going  to 
give  way.  I  hope  he  will  remember  that  when  I  offer  my 
amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  why  the  change  was  made  from  "  produce*!  more 
than  100  years  prior  to  the  date  of  Importation"  to  "prior  to 
the  year  1800"?  What  was  the  pnnwse?  There  must  have 
lieen  some  purpose  actuating  the  committee.  It  did  not  do  It 
just  offhand. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  perhaps  I  can  answer 
the  question. 

Mr.  Ml  KELI.AR.    I  would  like  to  hear  the  Senator. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    It  Is  not  In  controversy  now,  but 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Michigan  having  appeared 
before  the  committee  on  the  proposal,  I  think  perhaps  he  could 
best  answer. 

Mr,  McKELL.\R.  I  would  like  to  have  an  explanation  from 
the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  experts  at  the  customhoufce  who 
pass  upon  these  things  say  that  there  are  fixe<l  perio4ls  of 
antiquity  which  are  comparatively  easily  identified.  If  we 
carry  the  proscription  only  In  terms  of  100  years,  the  date  of 
antiquity  Is  constantly  progressing  forward,  the  very  point  that 
my  good  friend  the  Senator  from  Maryland  has  made.  The 
proposition  of  the  customhouse  Is  that  they  are  now  familiar 
with  these  antiquities  as  identified  in  the  1800  era,  und  so 
forth,  but  that  as  It  progresses  further  forward  it  becomes  in- 
creaiiiingly  diflicult  to  make  the  Ulentiflcation. 

Mr.  McKELI^R.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  IX>es  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  does  not  «eem  to  me  that  answers  the 
question,  for  this  reason :  We  have  hud  this  law  on  the  statute 
books  a  very  long  time — ever  since  I  have  been  In  the  Congress, 
and  I  expect  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  would  say 
that  the  100-year  period  provision  has  been  on  the  statute  books 
ever  since  he  has  been  In  Congress.  The  cu.stoms  officers  have 
certainly  become  familiar  with  the  law  and  know  It.  Why  is  it 
essential  now  to  change  it?  I  am  wondering  If  the  antiques  of 
Europe  are  coming  Into  competition  with  the  antiques  made  In 
America. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  They  certainly  are.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Senator  is  attempting  to  be  facetious  or  not,  but 
they  are. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  facetious,  but  I  am  glad  to  know  that 
Is  u  fact  So  we  manufacture  antiques  In  America  and  the 
antiques  made  in  Europe  are  coming  Into  competition  with 
them? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  the  Senator  had  been  here  a  little 
while  ago  he  would  realize  that  he  is  not  making  an  original 
contribution  to  the  humor  of  the  situation.  The  same  point 
was  raised  by  some  prior  humorist,  and  the  answer  was  and 
still  Is  that  If  there  are  antiques  made  in  the  United  States,  at 
least  they  do  not  cheat  American  lalx»r  and  American  capital, 
and  at  least  they  do  not  cheat  the  American  Treasury,  which  Is 
some  distinction. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  glad  there  Is  a  distinction;  never- 
theless if  antiques  are  made  in  this  country  and  the  American 
peoiile  buy  them  as  antiques  or  thinking  that  they  are  antiques, 


somebody  is  defrauded  beyond  a  shadow  of  doubt.  I  think  we 
ought  not  to  help  that  situation  along. 

Mr.  VANT)ENBERG.  The  sole  purpose  of  the  amendment  is 
to  penalize  the  fraud  against  the  Treasury  at  the  customhouse 
under  whatever  rule  is  subsequently  written.  That  is  the  sole 
question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  unani- 
mous-consent request? 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  is  this  a  Senate  cooimlttee 
amendment  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  an  amendment  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr,  BLEASE.  Have  we  not  adopted  a  rule  that  prohibits  the 
consideration  of  such  amendments  at  such  a  time  as  this? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  There  was  such  a  unanimous- 
consent  agreement,  but  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  asked  unani- 
mous consent  for  the  consideration  of  the  amendment  proixmed 
by  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  object.  I  have  some  amendments  I  want  to 
take  up,  too. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Objection  is  made. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  In  cwmectlon  with  this 
amendment  let  me  say  that  It  seems  to  me  the  best  policy  to 
pursue  is,  when  we  have  taken  up  one  schedule  and  the  Senate 
committee  amendments  have  either  been  rejtvted  or  accepte<l, 
then  before  we  go  to  another  schedule  the  right  of  offering  indi- 
vidual amendments  ^ould  be  granted.  If  we  do  not  do  that, 
we  win  be  jumping  from  one  schedule  to  another  and  oae  sub- 
ject to  the  other. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  me  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  there  were 
very  few  Senators  in  the  Chamber  at  the  time  the  question  arose. 
Some  of  them  wanted  to  adjourn  over  until  to-morrow.  I 
thought  that  was  not  the  proper  thing  to  do.  The  Senator  from 
Michigan  said  he  was  perfectly  willing  to  offer  his  amendment 
now.     He  offered  It  to  the  administrative  section  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     WTiere  I  still  think  It  belongs. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  representatives  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment thought  it  ought  to  go  into  paragraph  1812.  I  asked 
unanimous  consent,  he  having  made  bis  statement,  that  we 
might  consider  his  amendment  at  this  time. 

Mr.  BLEASE.    And  to  that  I  objected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  und&rstiind  the  Senator  has  objected,  and  the 
amendment  is  not  going  to  be  considered  becau.«e  of  his  objec- 
tion. I  am  merely  explaining  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
why  it  was  taken  up  at  this  time. 

Mr.  HAItRISON.  My  remarlcs  were  not  pointed  at  this  par- 
ticular amendment.  I  raise  no  question  about  it.  I  am  talking 
about  the  policy  generally.  When  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ments are  disposed  of  that  pertain  to  one  schedule,  then  why 
not  permit  individual  amendments  to  be  offered  to  that  par- 
ticular schedule? 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  Finance  Committee  whether  it  would  not  be  a  feasi- 
ble plan  to  permit  those  who  have  individual  amendments  to 
offer  them  now  and  have  them  printed  and  lie  on  the  table,  and 
then  take  them  up  In  their  regular  order? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  there  are  at  least  25  of  them  that 
have  already  been  printed  and  are  lying  on  the  table.  If  there 
are  any  others,  they  ought  to  be  offered. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  offer  an 
amendment  now  and  have  it  printed  and  He  on  the  table. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Before  that  Ls  done  and  before  we  dis- 
pose permanently  of  the  pending  matter  I  want  to  address  an 
inquiry  to  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee.  I  offered 
this  amendment  originally  as  a  penalty  clause  to  be  attached  tn 
an  administrative  clause  where  it  certainly  is  gemiaue  and 
proper.  The  Senator  has  expressed  a  preference  that  It  be 
transferred  to  paragraph  1813»  although  there  are  no  penalties 
of  this  nature  in  Titles  I  and  U.  I  have  made  my  complete  state- 
ment. I  think  there  Is  very  general  agreement  that  it  is  an 
appropriate  amendment.  I  ask  whether  there  can  be  any  seil- 
ous  and  practical  objection  to  considering  it  at  the  point  at 
which  It  was  originally  offered,  to  which  no  objection  cin  l)e 
raLsed  by  tlie  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [.Mr.  BixaseI? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  prefer  to  yield  after  the  Senator 
from  Utah  responds  to  my  question. 

Mr.  SM(X>T.  I  think  It  would  be  perfectly  prop^  to  have 
the  amendment  placed  as  sugjrested  by  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan, but  it  refers  to  paragraph  1812  of  the  bill  and  the  items  in 
that  paragraph.  Personally  I  thought,  after  my  attention  was 
called  to  it  by  representatives  of  the  Treasury  Depanment.  iliat 
tliat  would  be  the  best  place  fox  it    But  If  the  Senator  £r>;m 
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Michigan  wants  it  put  in  tlie  administrative  part  of  the  bill,  I 
aai  not  >'<>»"X  to  object. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Then  in  the  Interest  of  expedition,  I 
asli  that  the  amendment  be  considered  at  the  point  for  which 
it  was  ori^nally  offered. 

Mr.  TYPINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  now  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  very  glad  to  yield  now  to  the 
Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  point  out  something  to  the  Senator, 
and  I  tliinlc  he  will  see  the  fairness  of  the  proposition.  He  HSks 
me  now  to  vote  on  a  proposition  which  would  put  \  50  per  cent 
duty  on  an  imported  article  which  was  made  between  the  years 
1800  and  1829. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     May  I  interrupt  the  Senator? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Certainly. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  is  not  a  correct  statement  It 
p»it8  an  additional  50  per  cent  duty  on  an  article  which  claims 
to  havf  bt>eu  manufactured  as  antique,  but  which  actually  is  not. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  is  wrong,  because  the  law  now 
says  that  articles  made  before  1800  are  antique,  so  that,  for 
example,  the  article  I  have  in  mind,  made  between  1800  and 
1829,  if  the  law  stand-s,  would  have  a  penalty  of  50  per  cent  put 
ou  it    Is  not  that  a  correct  statement? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     If  it  is  spurious. 

Mr.  TY'DINGS.  The  Senator  is  a.sking  me  to  vote  to  put  an 
increased  tariff  on  the  very  best  and  finest  of  artistic  antiques 
that  are  now  in  existence,  those  of  the  Empire  period  of  France. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  No;  once  more  I  think  there  is  a  dis- 
tinction which  the  Senator  fails  to  establish.  When  we  finally 
vote  upon  paragraph  1812  we  shall  determine  what  is  and  what 
is  not  an  antique.  Now  we  vote  solely  on  whether  a  fraud  is 
entitled  to  immunity- 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  But  does  not  the  Senator  see  that  if  I  should 
now  vote  for  his  amendment,  thinking  that  the  law  would  be 
changed  in  respect  to  the  date  of  antiquity  and  the  law  was 
not  changed  in  that  respect,  I  would  be  voting  now  upon  a 
proposition  differently  from  the  way  I  would  vote  upon  it  if 
the  year  of  antiquity  were  changed. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  No;  I  am  unable  to  see  it  because 
under  this  amendment  just  one  single  situation  is  created 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     No;  the  Senator  has  not  gotton  my  point. 

Mr.  VANDENBEBG.  Permit  me  to  finish  my  sentence.  Un- 
der the  amendment  as  submitted,  just  this  one  thing  happens. 
A  fake  antique,  whatever  the  rule  of  law,  pays  a  penalty  for 
its  attempted  fraud  In.stead  of  coming  in  without  penalty. 

Mr.  TY'DINGS.  The  Senator  is  erroneous  in  his  reasoning 
and  I  think  I  can  prove  it  to  him.  If  the  law  said  that 
antiques  were  those  articles  of  furniture  manufactured  before 
1829,  then  certainly  an  article  made  in  1825  would  be  an 
antique,  would  it  not?  If  the  law  said  that  antiques  were  those 
articles  of  furniture  made  prior  to  1829,  then  certainly  one 
manufactured  in  1825  would  be  an  antique,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Yes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  But  under  the  Senator's  amendment,  if  no 
change  were  made  in  the  existing  wording  of  the  section,  an 
article  made  in  1825  would  be  declared  to  be  a  fake  antique. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     If  no  change  were  made  In  the  law? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  unable  to  follow  the  Senator  at 
all.    That  is  not  the  effect 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  clear  this  up  for  the  Senator.  In 
other  words,  as  the  law  now  stands.  If  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment Is  adopted  and  the  law  is  not  changed  as  now  written,  an 
article  made  in  the  year  1825  will  have  to  pay  its  furniture 
duty.  wiU  it  not? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Yes. 
"Mr.  TYDINGS.    If  my  amendment  were  adopted  an  article 
made  in  the  year  1825  coming  into  this  country  would  not  have 
to  pay  its  furniture  duty. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    That  is  correct 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  point  I  am  trying  to  make  to  the  Sena- 
tor is  that  notwithstanding  his  amendment  is  a  penalty  amend- 
ment, I  am  unwilling  to  vote  for  any  penalty  on  any  article  made 
between  the  years  1800  and  1829,  and  if  he  calls  upon  me  now  to 
vote  for  that  proposition  he  will  have  extended  his  penalty  pro- 
vision from  the  year  1829  to  the  year  1800. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr   President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  Senator  from  Maryland,  however,  is  assum- 
ing in  his  argument  that  the  recommendation  of  the  Finance 
Committee  changing  the  period  of  antiquity,  at  least  of  articles 
c<Hning  in  under  that  head,  will  recdve  tlie  approval  of  the 
SenatA. 
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Mr.  TY'DINGS.  That  is  true ;  and  I  nm  also  assuming  that  I 
would  l>e  in  a  position,  pt^rhape,  to  vote  for  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  if  he  would  permit  the  period  of 
antiquity  to  be  fixed  at  the  year  1829.     That  is  not  unreasonable. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  merely  rose  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  that 
while  the  possibility  exists,  I  think  the  probability  is  quite 
remote. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  If  it  Ls  remote,  let  us  get  rid  of  It  and  make 
it  entirely  remote. 

I  wish  to  amend  the  unanimous-consent  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Michigan,  that  in  connection  therewith  there  also  be  con- 
sidered by  a  8ei>arute  vote  an  amendment  which  would  strike 
out  in  the  bill,  on  page  279,  line  13,  the  words  "  prior  to  the 
year  1800, "  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  provision  proposed  by 
the  House,  to  wit,  "  more  than  100  years  prior  to  the  date  of 
importaticm." 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  have  no  unanimous-consent  request 
pending. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tliere  is  no  unanimous-con.sent  re- 
quest pending. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  simply  resubmitting  my  amend- 
ment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  state  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  that  I  am  not  objecting  to  the 
ccMisideration  of  his  amendment  for  the  reason  that  I  might  he 
for  or  against  his  amendment.  But  we  already  see  how  much 
time  we  have  consumed  endeavoring  to  violate  a  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  previously  entered  into.  If  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  is  permitted  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to 
offer  his  amendment,  why  can  not  some  of  the  rest  of  us  ask 
permission  to  offer  new  amendments  which  we  desire  to  offer 
and  In  that  way  create  further  confusion?  I  am  simply  object- 
in,:  to  the  violation  of  the  unanimous-consent  agreement  l)e- 
cause  I  want  to  see  It  carried  out. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  state  that  the 
amendment  as  proposed  comes  within  the  unanimoos-consent 
agreement  and  is  now  order.  The  other  two  amendments  hav- 
ing l>een  passed  over  by  unanimous  consent,  this  amendment  is 
offered  to  the  section  now  under  consideration.  The  question  Is 
on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Michigan   fMr.  VANncNBEBo]. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  purpose  of  this 
amendment  is  all  right.  t>ut  I  do  not  like  the  idea  of  pointing 
out  furniture.  If  it  is  well  to  prevent  supposed  antiques  from 
coming  into  this  country  in  the  furniture  line,  and  it  is  desired 
to  prevent  It.  why  should  spurious  antiques  of  chinaware.  glass- 
ware, and  other  articles  be  permitted  to  come  in?  I  think  the 
amendment  ought  to  be  broadened  so  as  to  prevent  any  sup- 
posed antiques  from  coming  in  in  that  way. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  per- 
mit me  to  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  language  does 
apply  to  all  antiques  so  far  as  the  penalty  clause  is  concerned ; 
that  It  is  only  the  sentence  regarding  ports  ot  entry  which  ap- 
plies to  furniture? 

Mr.  HABRISON.  I  am  trying  to  get  an  explanation  of  the 
amendment 

Mr.  VANDENBEBG.  The  language  Is  general  except  In  the 
first  sentence. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  only  difference,  then,  is  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  is  given  the  right  to  designate  certain 
ports  with  reference  to  furniture? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  is  correct ;  and  may  I  say  to  the 
Senator  that  this  language  was  changed  largely  t>ecause  of  my 
conversation  with  him.  I  realized  that  there  was  some  point  in 
his  objection  to  vesting  general  power  In  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  limit  importiitions  of  all  antiques  perhaps  to  one  or 
two  or  three  ports,  but  furniture,  which,  when  shlpp^,  is  bulky 
at  best,  naturally  comes  in  only  at  two  or  three  porta.  It  oc- 
curred to  me  that  I  had,  perhaps,  met  part  of  his  objection  ;  and 
that  is  the  only  reason  there  is  any  limitation  In  the  case  of 
furniture. 

Mr.  HABRISON.  I  am  not  going  to  press  any  objection,  but 
I  do  not  very  much  like  the  idea  of  giving  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  the  right  to  designate  certain  ports. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  I  can  see  no  substantial  ob- 
jection to  the  amendment  except  the  provision  as  to  the  time. 
Therefore  I  am  going  to  offer  this  amendment  to  the  Senator's 
amendment  In  line  4,  after  the  figures  "  1812,"  I  move  to  In- 
sert tlie  words  "  which  has  been  produced  more  than  100  years 
prior  to  the  date  of  Importation." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment 
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Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  a  question.  I  notice  his  amendment  provides 
that  the  ports  shall  be  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  Would  that  mean  that  everybody  who  undertook  to 
import  anything  which  he  bought  abroad  which  was  called 
furniture  would  have  to  bring  it  in  at  one  of  those  ports? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  No,  Mr.  President;  but  anyone  who 
sought  free  entry  for  antique  furniture  under  paragraph  1812 
would  have  to  send  the  shipment  to  one  of  the  designated  pwts. 

.Mr.  CARAWAY.  Is  the  Senator  certain  that  that  is  all  his 
amendment,  if  adopted,  would  accomplish?  I  listened  to  its 
reading,  and  I  rather  thought  that  it  gave  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  broader  powers.  I  have  not  the  amendment 
before  me. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  It  refers  to  the  furniture  described  in 
paragraph  1812. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     Is  that  antique  furniture? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Yes.  The  amendment  provides,  in 
part: 

(b)  Article*  descrtbed  In  paragraph  1812  shall  enter  the  United 
States  at  porta  which  shall  be  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury   for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  In  other  words,  if  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  shall  choose  he  can  say  that  no  furniture  designated 
as  antique  shall  enter  the  United  States  except  through  the  port 
of  New  York? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Yes;  he  could  do  so;  but  may  I  say 
a  word  to  the  Senator  by  way  of  explanation? 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     I  have  beard  the  Senator's  explanation. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  As  originally  drawn,  the  amendment 
required  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  designate  three  ports, 
but  it  was  deemed  that  that  might  be  too  grc-at  a  limitation 
and  so  we  have  kept  it  within  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  What  was  the  necessity  of  limiting  the 
number  of  ports?  Has  the  Government  no  experts  except  in  a 
given  number  of  ports? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  There  are  comparatively  few  experts 
available  In  antique-furniture  lines  at  the  present  time.  For 
instance,  almost  the  only  port  where  any  fake  antiques  are 
actually  being  caught  is  New  York. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Is  that  because  New  York  is  the  only  port 
where  the  Government  has  experts? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Possibly. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  and  Mr.  McKELLAR  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield;  and  If  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  VANTDENBERG.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Has  the  Senator  from  Michigan  considered 
this  proposition?  Suppose  a  person  In  good  faith  should  buy  an 
article  made  prior  to  the  year  1800,  at  least  an  article  repre- 
sented to  him  as  having  been  made  prior  to  that  year,  and, 
having  exercised  due  diligence  and  care  to  establish  its  an- 
tiquity beyond  1800,  that  article  were  brought  into  New  York, 
and  there  It  was  found  that  the  article  was  made  In  1801.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  bnyer  of  that  article,  we  will  assume  in  this 
ca.se.  had  used  every  possible  care  and  diligence  to  establish 
the  period  of  the  making  of  the  article,  and  when  he  bought  it 
in  good  faith  he  thought  It  was  an  article  of  the  period  of  1790, 
when  as  a  matter  of  fact  It  was  of  the  period  of  1801.  The 
Senator's  amendment  would  penalize  that  man  50  per  cent. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Only  in  the  event  that  It  was  brought 
in  for  the  commercial  purpose  of  resale.  This  amendment  at- 
taches solely  to  the  commercial  traffic  in  fake  antiques.  It  alms 
at  commercialized  fraud  which  exploits  itself  at  the  expense 
ultimately  of  the  Public  Treasury. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    I  did  not  so  understand  the  amendment 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  think  tliat  is  correct  and  perhaps  ttiat 
clears  up  the  matter. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  accept  the 
amendment  which  I  have  suggested? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  do  not  think  the  amendment  is  ger- 
mane under  my  agreement  not  to  invade  Titles  I  and  II,  and 
it  is  under  one  of  those  titles  that  the  Senator's  amendment 

Mr.  CONNALLY      Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  VANDP:NBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  May  I  inquire  of  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan why  he  wants  to  limit  the  number  of  ports  at  which  such 
articles  may  be  imported,  and  to  place  that  number  within  the 
discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury? 

Mr.  V.\NDKNBERG.  Perhaps  the  Senator  did  not  hear  the 
explanation  I  Just  made  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas.     At 


the  present  time  fake  antique  furniture  is  being  identified  and 
stopped  at  almost  no  port  except  the  port  of  New  York.  At 
otlier  ports  there  is  almost  no  Identification.  The  reason  Is  tl'.at 
there  are  only  comparatively  few  customs  inspectors  who  are 
versed  in  the  identification  of  antiques.  It  is  the  belief  of  the 
Treasury  Department— and  I  certainly  share  it— that  if  the 
commercial  trafl5c  in  antique  furniture  could  be  caused  to  flow 
through  well-established  customs  channels  it  would  be  possible 
to  put  expert  customs  sentries  at  those  points  and  thus  protect 
the  Treasury  with  greater  efDciency. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  purpo-se  of  the  Senator,  then,  is  that 
such  commerce  shall  not  flow,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  the  fake  antiques  shall  not  flow 
without  penalty. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  purpose  is  to  make  it  more  difB -ult 
for  this  character  of  furniture  to  come  in  by  allowing  the  Sec- 
retary of  Treasury  to  say  that  it  shall  not  enter  any  i>ort  except 
New  York? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Not  at  alL  The  sole  purpose  is  to  pen- 
alize fraud  as  it  Is  penalized  in  every  other  instance  exc-ept  this. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  If  under  existing  law  it  only  ct»mes  in  at 
New  York 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    It  comes  in  at  any  port 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  says  it  only  comes  in  in 
appreciable  quantity  at  New  York. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  say  the  fakes  are  discovered  chiefly  at 
New  York  because  that  is  the  only  port  where  there  is  sufl5cient 
expert  ability  in  the  Customs  Service  to  best  identify  fake 
antiques. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  do  not 
agree  with  him  that  it  is  advLsable  to  give  the  Secn'tary  of  the 
Treasury  the  power  to  limit  ports  of  entry  where  commodities 
may  come  into  the  country. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  in  sj-mpathy  to  a  considerable  extent 
with  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  in  so  far  as 
it  provides  a  penalty  for  fraudulent  representation,  but  it  does 
seem  to  me  that  many  cases  will  arise  where  a  man  will  pur- 
chase antiques  in  good  faith  and  bring  them  over  to  this  coun- 
try and  then  find  that  they  are  not  authentic.  I  think  this 
amendment  should  provide  in  such  a  case  that  the  article  of 
furniture  should  be  admitted  at  the  r^ular  tariff  rate.  Where 
a  man  has  not  been  guilty  of  any  fraud  he  certainly  should  not 
be  penalized. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     He  is  not  penalized 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Oh,  yes;  he  is. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Unless  he  is  bringing  in  the  article  for 
the  purpose  of  resale. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Suppose  I,  an  antique  dealer — and  an 
antique  dealer  may  be  fooled  just  as  any  one  else — buy  a  hun- 
dred chairs  and  that  I  do  everything  I  can  to  establish  the 
period  when  those  chairs  were  made? 

Suppose  after  I  have  used  due  care  and  diligence  and  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  those  chairs  were  of  the  period  of  1796 
and  tliat  upon  the  authentic  information  which  I  received  I 
had  a  right  to  form  such  an  opinion,  on  bringing  them  over  to 
New  York  I  discovered  that  the  chairs  were  of  the  period  of 
1805.  I  would,  of  course,  not  be  entitled  th«i  to  bring  them  In 
free;  I  would  have  to  pay  the  regular  rate  of  duty  Imposed  on 
lumiture;  but  if  I  have  done  no  wrong,  why  should  I  be 
penalized  by  being  required  to  pay  50  per  cent  additional  when 
my  intentions  were  good  from  start  to  finish? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Of  course,  there  never  could  be  penalty 
an>lied  if  some  degree  of  alleged  dilig«ace  overseas  is  to  be  a 
defense  against  its  imposition. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  In  other  word.s.  the  Senator  would  l)e  willing 
to  do  some  Innocent  individual  a  great  injustice  and  impose  a 
fine  on  him  in  order  that  some  people  who  are  guilty  might  be 
caught    That  is  the  logical  conclusion. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator  is  worrying  a  great  deal 
about  the  casual  and  occasional  person  who  having  been  im- 
posed upon  abroad  and  being  engaged  in  the  commercial  traffic 
proposes  to  come  back  into  this  country  to  profit  from  that  com- 
mercial traffic  and  is  penalized  at  the  customhouse.  I  think  the 
Senator  might  find  a  far  larger  field  in  which  to  exerci.se  his 
sympathy  in  the  vast  element  of  American  Industry  whi<-h  is 
to-day  at  the  mercy  of  a  mass  production  in  fake  antiques 
abroad  iriua  a  mass  willingness  to  issue  certificates  of  an- 
tiquity in  the  face  of  the  known  and  obvious  fact  that  antiquity 
does  not  exist  at  alL 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  In  other  words,  the  Senator  has  proved  my 
statement  that  his  interest  la  to  protect  mass  iudu;stry  even 
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Otfmgh  a  number  of  Innocent  people  may  be  crushed.  My  in- 
iKeHt  is  to  protect  iauoceot  people  notwithstanding  a  great 
imliutry  may  profit  by  tbe  flaunting  of  their  interests.  I  can 
readily  understand — and  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  can  deny — 
that  antiques  are  rery  hard  sometimes  to  fix  in  their  proper 
periods.  Even  a  K<H>d  dealer,  using  all  diligence  and  ail  care, 
examining  all  of  the  facts  that  have  to  do  with  the  fixing  of 
the  time  of  the  manufacture  of  an  antique  piece,  may  make  a 
mLitdke  without  any  intention  what.socver  to  defraud  the  Got- 
enunent  in  bringing  tlie  article  wtiich  he  has  purchased  into 
thix  country.  In  such  a  case  I  do  not  see  why  he  should  be 
I)enalized.  It  would  no  longer  be  an  antique ;  it  would  no  longer 
be  admitted  free;  let  bira  pay  the  duty  that  he  would  have  to 
pay  if  he  had  not  brought  it  in  as  an  antique,  but  do  not  heap 
upon  him  a  50  per  cent  penalty  when  be  has  had  no  intention 
in  his  Iieart  or  mind  to  defraud  the  GoTemment  of  his  country. 

The  duty  on  furniture  is  40  per  cent,  fur  example,  and  if  a 
man  in  good  faith,  after  he  has  used  due  care  and  diligence  to 
fii  Its  period,  brings  an  article  over  here  which  is  supposed  to 
be  of  the  period  of  1750,  for  example,  and  finds  out  after  he 
has  gotten  it  here  that  it  is  of  the  period  of  1810,  I  do  not  think 
that  we  ought  to  penalise  that  man  by  placing  a  fine  on  him 
when  be  had  no  intention  to  defraud  the  Government.  The 
article  which  he  bought  abroad  would  not  then  come  in  free  in 
any  event ;  be  would  have  to  pay  the  40  per  cent  duty  on  furni- 
ture, and  that  in  my  opinion  would  be  sufiScient  penalty. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  He  does  defraud  the  Government  unless 
he  i»  caught  while  undertaking  to  perpetrate  the  fraud. 

Mr.  TTDINGS.  In  the  case  I  have  assumed  even  experts 
might  differ  as  to  the  period,  and  if  he  were  caught  he  would 
be  punished  by  the  40  per  cent  regular  turifF  duty.  The  Senator 
from  Michigan,  notwithstanding  that  the  importer  may  be  inno- 
cent of  any  wrongdoing,  would  put  another  50  per  cent  penalty 
on  him  when  he  bad  no  intention  to  defraud  the  G<3vernment. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  think  the  preponderant  argument  is 
on  the  side  of  the  exposed  Treasury  Department. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  My  heavens!  We  have  gotten  so  in  this 
country  that  just  so  we  can  make  a  profit  out  of  things,  the 
justice  of  an  individual  situation  no  longer  counts.  Just  so  you 
can  make  money,  what  does  it  matter  if  a  great  Injustice  is 
done  to  four  or  five  or  a  hundred  or  a  thousand  people? 

In  the  case  I  assume,  the  man  had  every  intention  to  comply 
with  the  law.  He  may  have  brought  the  articles  in  for  resale. 
He  may  have  done  everything  he  could  to  authenticate  the 
jjerlod  of  the  articles.  When  he  gets  them  over  to  New  York — 
100  or  500  chairs — he  finds,  after  he  has  exhausted  every  avail- 
able avenue  of  research,  that  he  has  made  a  mistake;  that  the 
articles  were  not  of  the  period  of  1750,  but  were  of  the  period 
of  1820.  He  therefore  would  not  be  able  to  bring  them  in  free. 
He  would  have  to  pay  a  40  per  cent  duty,  the  furniture  duty. 
The  Senator's  proposition  Lb,  notwithstanding  the  man  had  no 
intention  of  defrauding  the  Government,  to  place  upon  hlra  a 
50  per  cent  penalty  in  addition  to  the  regular  duties  fixed  in  the 
law. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Has  the  Senator  concluded? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  No ;  not  quite.  I  want  to  say  that  I  am  sure 
the  Senator's  amendment  wonld  safeguard  American  interests. 
I  am  .sure  that  there  are  many  furniture  concerns  that  would 
sell  more  "antiques,"  and  they  would  pay  more  dividends,  and 
they  would  make  more  money,  and  perhaps  pay  higher  wages; 
but  the  Senator  can  not  escape  the  conclusion,  on  the  other  side, 
that  they  would  frequently  do  it  at  the  expense  of  some  inno- 
c<?nt  person  who  had  no  more  intention  to  defraud  the  Govern- 
ment than  has  the  Senator  from  Michigan.  If  he  will  admit 
that  proposition,  then  I  have  concluded  what  I  have  to  say. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Has  tlie  Senator  from  Maryland  the 
floor? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  yield  to  get  an  answer  to  my  first  question. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  for 
me  to  say  to  my  friend  in  addition  to  what  I  have  already  said, 
beyond  this 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Will  not  tbe  Senator  answer  my  question? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  about  to  do  so.  The  Senator  is 
worrying  about  an  occasional  alleged  bona  flde  purchaser  of 
alleged  antique  furniture  who  arrives  on  this  side  of  the  world 
and  discovers  that  he  has  a  sparloas  possession. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     That  is  right 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  And  the  Senator  does  not  want  him 
pe  Bullied. 

Mr.  TTDINOfl.    That  is  rigbt. 

Mr.  VANDBNBKHO.  I  am  worrying  about  tb*  bms  eflfort 
Which  k  BOW  Mlterstslj  organiwd  la  Ewvgt  t«  fu  th§ 
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gantlet  of  the  American  customhouse  with  a  constant  mass 
hiflltration  of  deliberately  mude  fake  "  antiques  "  for  the  pur* 
pose  of  taking  our  furniture  market  away  from  us. 

The  Senator  says  I  am  arguing  solely  from  the  viewpoint  of 
money  making.  I  am  arguing  a^^ainst  those  who,  in  a  large 
and  organized  way.  are  attempting  to  make  money  out  of  the 
exploitation  of  the  Treasury  through  tbe  perpetration  of  fraud 
at  the  customhouse;  and  I  have  no  other  objective.  The  pros- 
l)erity  of  our  own  land  l.s  of  greater  concern  to  me  than  the 
prosperity  of  European  counterfeiters. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Even  though,  in  accomplishing  that  result, 
the  Senator  fr<Mn  Michigan  knowingly,  deliberately,  intention^ 
ally 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     And  willfully.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Yes;  would  punish  any  number  of  people 
who  had  done  no  wrong,  who  had  every  honest  intention  of  abid- 
ing by  the  law? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Yes ;  and  I  am  not  worrying  very  much 
about  punishing  Innocent  people,  because  this  amendment  is  not 
aimed  at  them,  and  will  not  tuuch  them  except  in  rare  instances. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Then  my  Ideas  of  goveniment  are  different 
from  those  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan.  I  would  rather  have 
less  money  made,  and  protect  the  Innocent  people  of  thlg 
country,  than  see  large  amounts  of  money  made  at  the  expense 
of  only  four  or  five  or  even  one  Innocent  man. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  hope  the  Senate  will  protect  the 
American  people,  and  the  American  Treasury,  and  whatever 
legitimate  right  still  belongs  to  American  labor  and  American 
capital  to  occupy  the  American  market. 

Mr.  GEORGE,  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  call  the  Senatoi'a 
attention  to  the  fact  that  he  has  provided  an  unusually  high 
penalty.  I  have  no  quarrel  to  make  with  imposing  a  suitable 
penalty  on  goods  of  this  character ;  but  furniture,  for  instance, 
takes  a  duty  of  around  40  per  cent.  Plus  this  penalty,  it  would 
be  practically  the  entire  value  of  the  merchandise. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     It  would  be  60  per  cent. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Forty  per  cent  plus  50  per  cent  of  value? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  No ;  40  per  cent  plus  50  per  cent  of  40, 
making  a  total  of  60  per  cent. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  did  not  understand  It  that  wav. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Oh.  no;  I  beg  the  Senators  pardon. 
He  is  correct— 50  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  article,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  40  per  cent  I  did  not  have  tlie  amendnieut  before 
me  at  the  moment  . 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes.  Then  other  antiques,  of  course,  are 
usually  found  in  rugs  and  in  merchandise  that  carries  a  very 
high  rate  of  duty.  In  many  Instances  the  rate  of  duty  would 
be  60  per  cent  and  the  penalty  would  be  50  per  cent ;  and  in 
such  a  case  we  would  take  away  the  man's  goods  and  charge 
him  10  per  cent  additional. 

I  have  not  any  sympathy  for  the  man  who  is  trying  to  Im- 
port goods  of  the  kind  at  which  the  amendment  is  aimed. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  understand. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  But  It  does  seem  to  me  that  the  penalty  is 
too  high  when  it  is  recalled  that  all  of  the  class  of  goods  whi'^h 
would  be  caught  under  this  provision  carry  a  high  ad  valorem 
duty. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Is  not  the  usual  penalty  for  fraud, 
though,  complete  confiscation  ?    Is  not  that  the  ordinary  penalty  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh,  no.  For  instance,  the  penalty  for  bring- 
ing In  goo<ls  that  are  not  marked  so  as  to  show  the  country  of 
origin  Is  only  10  per  cent  in  addition  to  the  duty. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  is  purely  an  administrative  pro- 
vision. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  There  is  provision  for  the  confiscation  of 
certain  kinds  of  goods — In  smuggling  cases,  of  course — but  in 
ordinary  penalty  cases  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  will  find 
another  penalty  that  would  be  as  high  as  this  when  we  consider 
the  ad  valorem  rate  imposed  upon  this  particular  kind  of  mer- 
chandise. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  In  the  section  relating  to  additional 
duties,  if  an  import  is  wrongly  valued  In  the  manifest,  and  that 
fraud  Is  discovered,  the  penalty  is  1  per  cent  additional  duty 
for  each  1  per  cent  of  fraud  dhsclosed.    That  is  correct ;  is  it  not? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Yes;  above  the  price  at  which  it  is  entered. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Yes.  That  very  easily  could  mount 
to  a  50  per  c«it  duty ;  and  I  think.  If  the  Senator  could  inspect 
the  record,  he  would  find  tliat  it  perhaps  averages  as  much  as 
50  per  cent 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  the  Senator  will  not  find  that  other 
penalties  are  as  severe  as  this,  because  the  mercbandise  ItsHf. 
the  antique— tlut  is,  the  furniture,  rugs,  or  any  sinrflar  mer- 
chandise—carries  a  very  high  rate. 

Take  the  case  of  oriental  rugs:  Tliere  w«»  hav».  a  duty  per 
fgoAft  foot  oo  tte  oriental  rugs ;  we  have  dntles  ruoaiuig  from 
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40  to  60  per  cent  upon  the  ordinary  machinemade  rugs  that  are 
im|)orted ;  and  we  have  a  duty,  say,  of  40  per  cent  upon  furni- 
ture, even  the  cheaper  grades  of  furniture.  To  add  50  per  cent 
there  I  think  is  too  great  If  the  Senator  would  impose  a  reason- 
able penalty  in  addition  to  tbe  duty  to  which  they  would  be  sub- 
jected, I  think  he  would  accomplish  what  he  has  In  mind. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Wtiat  would  the  Senator  think  was  a 
reasonable  i)e«alty  duty? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  In  view  of  the  high  rate  that  this  merchan- 
dise would  carry,  it  seems  to  me  that  a  penalty  of  not  exceeding 
20  per  cent  wonld  Ix;  a  fair  penalty. 

While  I  am  making  this  suggestion,  I  desire  to  call  the  Sena- 
tor's attention  to  the  fact  that  in  my  view  of  the  matter,  at  least 
the  penalty  which  he  seeks  to  impose  would  come  within  the 
provision  of  section  618  of  the  bill,  which  gives  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  the  power  to  remit  a  fine  or  to  relieve  from 
penalty  in  the  event  that  the  person  Is  entirely  innocent  of  any 
intent  and  purpose  to  defraud  the  Treasury. 

I  do  believe,  however,  that  the  penalty  is  too  high,  and  I 
think  a  20  per  cent  penalty  would  be  adequate. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yidd  for  one 
more  question? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield  to  my  good  friend. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  :.  .all  not  take  any  more  time;  but  it  is 
only  fair  to  refer  to  the  fact  that  while  the  Senator  is  very 
anxious  to  stop  the  fraud  of  these  people  who  are  bringing  in 
"antiques"  which  are  not  really  antiques,  under  his  proposi- 
tion and  under  the  provision  of  the  bill  with  regard  to  the  year 
1800  a  large  number  of  manufacturers  in  this  country  would  be 
permitted  to  produce  "  antiques  "  that  would  fleece  the  Ameri- 
can public  In  ten  times  tbe  amount  paid  for  the  few  ** antiques" 
that  are  imported  into  this  country. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  They  would  not  fleece  the  Treasury. 
We  have  gone  all  over  tliat  once.  This  is  a  tariff  law  and  not  a 
local  police  ordinance. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  under  which  we  are  acting  be  read.  If  this 
Is  a  Senate  committee  amendment,  I  do  not  know  what  a 
Senate  committee  amendment  Is. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the 
ananimous-consent   agreement. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Ordered.  That  In  the  conglderatlon  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide 
revenoe.  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the 
indufltrie«  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  Senate  shall  first  ppoce«Hl  to  consider  the  prorvlslons 
of  Titles  III  and  IV  of  the  bill  (which  contain  the  special  and  admin- 
istrative prorlalons)  and  shall  complete  such  consideration  In  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  before  considering  In  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Titles  I  and  II  of  tbe  bill  (which  contain  the  dutiable  and  free  lists), 
etc. 

Mr.  BLEASE.    I  want  it  all  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  read  the  rest  of  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  If  a  Senator  can  offer  an  amendment  and 
call  it  a  Senate  committee  amendment,  we  are  getting  into  a 
new  parliamentary  stage  in  this  country. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 
and  that  during  the  conaideratlon   in  the  Committee  of  the   Whole  of 
Titles  III  and  IV  the  Senate  shall  first  consider  section  by  section  all 
proposed  committee  amendments  and  then  section  by  section  all  other 
proposed  amendments. 

Mr.  BLEASE.    Where  was  the  other  consent  made? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  the  unanimous-consent 
agre<ment.  The  Chair  is  informed  that  all  the  committee 
amendments  to  the  flrst  two  titles  have  been  disposed  of,  and 
those  two  titles  are  now  open  to  amendment  from  the  floor  by 
individual  Senators.  Two  amendments  were  proposed  and 
passt^l  over  by  unanimous  consent.  This  amendment,  as  the 
Chair  Is  Informed,  applies  to  the  title  that  Is  now  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  BLEASE.    Then  I  can  offer  amendments  In  the  morning? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  would  depend  upon  the  title 
to  which  the  Senator  desires  to  propose  them.  If  they  are  to 
this  part  of  the  bill,  they  would  be  In  order. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  While  I  do  not  want  to  object  to  this  par- 
ticular amendment,  I  want  to  register  my  objection  to  the 
consideration  of  this  amendment  now,  becau.se  it  Is  not  a  com- 
mittee amendment,  and  not  in  keei)lng  with  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement.  I  iiball  not  appeal  from  the  decision  of  tbe 
Chair,  becauMc  I  have  too  much  respect  for  bis  decision ;  but  I 
want  to  go  on  record  to  that  effect,  so  that  If  anything  comes 
op  later  in  tblx  debate  It  will  not  be  called  a  flUboster. 


Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  what  amend- 
ment is  pending'/ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  both  amend- 
ments— the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  VAKDENBEa»]  and  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellab]  to  that  amendment. 

The  LoBiSLATrvE  Clerk.  The  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vandcnbixg]  is,  on  page  3S7, 
after  line  10,  to  insert  a  new  paragraph,  as  follows: 

(b)  Household  furniture  within  paragraph  1812  shall  enter  tbe 
United  States  at  ports  which  shall  t>e  designated  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  for  this  purpose.  If  any  article  described  In  paragraph 
1812  and  Imported  for  sale  Is  rejected  as  unauthentic  in  respect  to  ttas 
antiquity  claimed  as  a  basis  for  frf^e  entry,  there  shall  be  levied,  col- 
lected, and  paid  on  such  article,  nnleM  exported  under  customs  super- 
vision, a  duty  of  50  per  cent  of  the  value  of  such  article  In  addition  to 
any  other  duty  imposed  by  law  upon  such  commodity. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellas]  i^oposes  to 
amend  as  follows: 

In  line  4,  after  the  word  "paragraph,"  Insert  the  followli.ff:  "which 
has  l>een  produced  more  than  100  years  prior  to  the  date  of  importation." 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  how  does  that  get  before  the 
Senate  imder  the  agreement  under  which  we  are  operating? 

Mr.  BLEASE.    That  Is  what  I  wanted  to  find  out. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  is  advised  that  all  tbe 
committee  amendments  to  Titles  III  and  IV^  have  been  disposed 
of,  and  the  Senator  from  Mlssis.slppi  [Mr.  Habubon]  proposed 
an  amendment  which  went  over  by  unanimous  consent  because 
of  the  absence  of  certain  Senators. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
if  all  the  committee  amendments  have  been  disposed  of? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  the  committee  amendments  to  Titles  III 
and  IV  have  been  disposed  of.  That  is  what  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreonent  covered. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  have  had  to  be  absent  trom 
the  Chamber  for  the  last  two  hours,  and  I  want  to  ask  If  in  the 
meantime  consideration  has  been  given  to  a  substitute  offered  by 
me  for  the  definition  of  "  costs  of  transportation  "  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No ;  It  was  not  offered. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  did  offer  the  amendment  several  days  ago. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tlie  Chair  will  state  that  tbe  only 
amendments  called  up  were  one  called  up  by  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Hauoson],  which  was  passed  over  by  unani- 
mous consent  and  then  one  pr(q;>oeed  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  GBoaox]. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  one  to  which  I  refer.  If  I  recall  the 
amendment,  was  an  amendment  to  a  committee  amendment  or 
a  substitute  for  a  committee  amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  amendment  has  not  been 
called  up. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  offered  tbe  amendment  several  days  ago, 
Mr.  President.  I  am  certain  about  that.  If  it  has  not  been 
entered  as  offered,  then  the  derk  has  made  a  mistake. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  is  informed  that  the 
amendment  was  ordered  printed  and  to  He  on  the  table  but  has 
not  been  called  up. 

Mr.  McKBLLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Chair  a 
question?  The  unanimous-consent  agreement  provides  that  the 
Senate  shall  first  consider  section  by  section  all  the  projxwed 
committee  amendments,  and  that  has  been  done.  Then  it  pro- 
vides that  there  shall  be  considered  section  by  section  all  other 
proposed  amendments.  I  take  it  that  that  means  beginning  at 
the  first  section  in  Titles  III  and  IV  and  proceeding.  The  ques- 
tion I  want  to  ask  Is  this.  Is  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  In  the  first  section  of  Title  III? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  was  in 
the  Chamber  or  not,  but  when  all  the  committee  amendments 
had  been  acted  upon,  the  amendments  referred  to  under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  were  to  be  considered.  The  first 
amendment  under  that  agreement  went  over  on  request,  and  I 
have  explaine<l  why.  The  next  amendment  was  in  exactly  the 
same  situation.  The  Senator  from  Michigan  then  asked  unani- 
mous consent  to  offer  his  amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  question  I  addressed  to  the  Chair 
was  this :  Afterwards  did  this  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Michigan,  under  the  agreement  as  to  amendments  being  con- 
sidered section  by  section,  come  in  regular  order?  If  it  does 
not  c*ome  in  regular  order.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  not  in  order,  and 
we  ought  to  take  the  bill  up  section  by  section,  as  provided  In 
tbe  unanimous-consent  agreement. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  U  it  WuM  4  o^clock  I  would  agree  with  tbe 
Senator. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  hold.  If  the  ques- 
tion U  raised,  that  the  pi-oper  procedure  la  to  beifln  on  page  280 
aod  bare  amendmentio  otTered  aH  they  are  in  order. 

Mr.  McKELLAK.     Section  by  section? 

The  VICE  PRESIDEJNT.  Section  by  section.  But  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mi-sfiiaslppi  [Mr.  Harbison],  under  an  agreement  pre- 
viously entered  into  to-day.  offered  an  amendment  to  come  at 
another  place  In  the  bill,  which  went  over,  and  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Gbdbge]  offered  one  which  went  over,  and  then  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  proposed  his  amendment,  no  point  of 
order  being  made  at  that  time. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  desire  to  object, 
and  ilo  not  want  to  object,  but  it  seems  to  be  the  sense  of  the 
majority  on  both  sides  of  the  Chamber  tliat  this  amendment,  or 
something  like  it,  perhaps  with  the  penalty  a  little  reduced, 
ought  to  be  agreed  to.  I  am  of  that  opinion  ini'self.  I  think 
it  is  also  the  sense  of  the  majority  that  the  100-year  limit  ought 
to  be  retained  instead  of  chansring  it  to  129  years,  that  we  should 
not  go  back  to  the  year  180<»  on  the  question  of  time.  If  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  will  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Geor^a  about  the  penalty,  and  if  he  will  accept  the  time  limit  of 
100  years,  instead  of  insisting  on  129  years,  I  will  ask  unani- 
moufi  eon.»<enr  that  his  amendment  may  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VANpENBERG.  I  do  not  feel  free  to  accept  the  Sena- 
tor's amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     If  the  Senator  will  Just  do  this.  Just  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  Georgia  on  the  question  of  the  penalty, 
I  will  ask  unanimous  consent  tliat  the  amendment  may  be  agreed 
to  as  thus  modified. 
K_Mr.  SIMMONS.     What  Is  the  penalty  imposed? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Fifty  per  cent. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    That  is  too  much,  I  think. 

Mr.  MCKELI.AR.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  argued  very 
^actively,  so  far  as  I  was  concerned,  that  20  per  cent  would 
probably  be  enough,  but  if  he  and  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
will  get  together  and  agree  on  a  proper  penalty,  I  think  we 
could  easily  settle  this  thing  and  get  it  dispensed  of  immediately. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  ttie  Senator  from  Tennessee 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
fact  tlMt  this  Is  to  apply  only  in  cases  where  there  is  fraud. 
I  would  Bat  hesitate  to  penalize  the  fellow  who  tried  to  steal 
from  the  OoTernm^it  of  the  United  States,  and  that  is  all  there 
Is  to  this  amendment  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  relieve  him  of 
a  fine,  as  it  were,  because  of  the  fact  that  it  would  appear  to  be 
a  heavy  fine  if  he  did  the  act  innocently. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Somebody  suggested  a  moment  ago  that  it 
was  in  the  power  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  rrtlere 
from  these  penalties  in  cases  where  it  was  manifestly  Just  to  re- 
lieve.    If  that  is  so  the  size  of  the  penalty  is  not  so  material. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  the  existing  law,  and  will  be  the  law 
when  this  bill  passes,  and,  with  that  in  mind,  I  do  not  think 
that  50  per  cent  is  too  much  to  impose  for  a  deliberate  attempt 
to  defraud,  perhapsi,  not  only  the  purchaser  but  to  defraud  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Then  will  the  Senator  agree  to  the  100-year 
provision? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  not  in  this  amendment 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  know ;  but  we  can  put  It  in  this  amend- 
ment and  that  is  what  I  propose  to  do. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  comes  in  section  1812. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  comes  in  this  amendment  because  it 
has  already  been  offered  as  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  not  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 
This  is  in  the  administrative  feature. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  have  offered  it  as  an  amendment,  and  it 
is.uow  pending.  If  the  Senator  does  not  object  to  it  I  will  be 
perfectly  willing  to  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  amendment 
may  be  agreed  to  as  thus  amended. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  would  have  to  submit  that  to  the  committee 
before  I  could  agree  to  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  Then  I  wiQ  ask  that  this  go  over;  I  will 
make  the  point  that  the  whole  amendment  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  in  order  to  straighten  out  my 
own  position,  let  me  say  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  asked 
unanimous  consent  for  the  consideration  of  this  amendment, 
jnd  I  objected  to  it.  The  Senator  from  Michigan  has  never 
fesk^d  unanimous  consent  that  hLs  amendment  be  considered. 
When  I  ofejected  to  the  unanimous-consent  request,  the  Senator 
from  Utah  made  no  further  protestation,  but  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  insisted  upon  it  being  considered.  There  is  no  record 
here,  I  think,  to  show  that  anybody  asked  for  unanimous  con- 
sent save  the  Senator  from  Utah,  and  I  immediately  objected. 

The  ^^CE  PRESIDENT.    The  Chair  wiU  state  tluit  the  state- 
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of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  Is  correct  so  far  aw 


the  r  Kiuest  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  concerned,  which  wan 
for  t  le  consideration  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Mich  gan.  After  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Gdoboe]  was  proiH>setl  and  went  over  temporarily  the 
Senaior  from  Michigan  proix)seil  his  amendment  to  the  pro- 
vlaloi  I  of  the  bill  which  is  not  under  consideration  at  this  time, 
but  lo  objection  was  raLsed  at  the  time.  The  amendment  in- 
tend€  il  to  be  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  was 
In  re  erence  to  the  rates.  The  sections  covering  the  rates  have 
not  y  it  been  reached. 

Mr  BLAINE.  Mr.  President  it  seems  to  me  that  the  object 
of  th?  Senator  from  Maryland  and  the  purpose  of  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  can  be  satisfactorily  sulvwl.  I  am  going  to 
offer  an  aaiendment  to  the  amendment  propose<l  by  the  Senator 
from  Michigan,  at  the  end  of  his  amendment,  after  the  word 
"  com  modity,"  to  insert  a  comma  and  the  following  words :  "  in 
ca.se  Ithe  importer  had  knowledge  or  reasonable  ground  to  be- 
lieve ithat  the  claim  of  antiquity  was  not  authentic." 

Mr  SIMMONS.  Mr.  Pre.si«lent  if  that  amendment  is  made, 
then  I  think  the  imposition  of  the  penalty  would  not  be  of  so 
mucl  importance;  but  I  do  not  discover  that  this  amendment, 
whicii  I  have  read  rather  hurriedly,  presents  any  of  the  coii- 
ditioi  IS  indicated  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  in  his  remarks  a 
few  moments  ago.  There  is  nothing  to  show  that  there  is 
deLib<>rate  and  willful  deception  intended  by  the  importer.  If 
there  is  no  deliberate  intention  to  deceive  on  the  part  of  the 
impo'ter.  I  do  not  think  a  50  per  cent  penalty  can  be  defended. 

Mr    VANDENBERG.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mt,  SIMMONS.  But  if  there  is  a  deliberate  purpt>se,  then  I 
woul  1  defend  the  50  per  cent  provision. 

Mi.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mi.  VANDENBERG.  Does  not  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina think  that  section  618.  which  permits  remission  of  penalty 
duties,  would  amply  cover  the  case  of  the  Innocent  importer 
of  siurlous  antiques? 

Ml .  SIMMONS.  I  have  not  examined  that ;  but  if  It  would  do 
that,  that  would  change  my  opinion. 

Ml .  VANDENBERG.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  it  is  the 
opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  (Mr.  Gboboe]  that  if  would 
cove: '  the  entire  situation  and  would  protect  the  innocent  im- 
port* r  of  an  antique  not  intended  for  resale  which  ultimately 
prov(d  to  be  a  fake  antique. 

Ml.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President  in  that  connection,  the  duty 
woull  have  to  be  paid  and  would  go  to  the  Treasury.  Then 
the  loan  who  brought  in  the  article  would  have  to  employ  a 
lawy  ?r  to  take  up  his  claim  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ; 
but  f  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
were  adopted  there  would  be  prompt  and  immediate  <iecision 
on  tie  ground  and  all  that  red  tape  would  be  eliminateil 

Ml.  VANDENBERG.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Ml .  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Ml .  VANDENBERG.  On  the  contrary,  if  the  amendment  of 
the  Uenator  from  Wisconsin  were  adoptetl,  it  would  nullify  the 
Inter  t  and  purpose  of  the  entire  penalty  clause,  because  then 
It  w  >uld  transfer  to  the  customs  official  the  responsibility — in 
net  lesult,  the  burden  of  proof — to  demonstrate  that  there  was 
premeditated  fraud. 

Ml.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  Is  entirely  mis- 
takes in  that  I  have  not  gone  as  far  in  this  proposed  amend- 
menl  as  Is  usually  gone  in  the  enactment  of  penal  statutes.  I 
plac<  the  penalty  upon  the  ground  of  knowledge  that  will 
presume  Intent  to  defraud,  without  stating  that  Intent  to  de- 
fraud must  be  proved,  or.  if  the  party  lias  reasonable  groumi 
to  b«>Iieve  that  the  claim  of  antiquity  was  not  authentic.  It 
wou  d  take  care  of  the  exact  situation  which  the  Senator  from 
Mic!  igau  descril>es,  this  wholesale  manufacture  of  spurious 
anti(  ues;  this  mass  production.  It  would  prevent  that,  becau.se 
the  raporter  would  have  reasonable  ground  to  know  where  he 
was  buying  in  large  quantities.  There  would  be  no  probability 
or  I  nssibility  that  the  commodity  could  be  an  antique.  So 
the  Senator's  purposes  are  fully  met  by  this  amendment,  while, 
on  t  le  other  hand,  where  there  was  an  innocent  man  or  woman 
com  ng  into  the  country  under  the  belief  tliat  he  had  purchased 
an  intlque,  in  all  good  intent  with  all  good  purpose,  upon 
the  'xpression  of  opinion — and  that  is  all  It  can  he — from  an 
allejed  exi»ert  he  would  be  subjected  to  a  i)enalty  of  50  per 
cent  of  the  value  of  the  antique. 

Tlat  is  not  good  American  doctrine.  That  gives  no  oppor- 
tuni  y  for  a  defense.  It  gives  no  opportunity  for  the  produc- 
tion of  evidence  to  show  the  innocence  of  the  party.  It  leaves 
the  conviction  to  the  judgment  of  .some  one  who  pretends  and 
aUei  es  to  be  an  expert  in  antiquities.  Clearly  a  penalty  ought 
not  o  be  imposed  under  those  conditions  If  we  are  to  adhere  to 
the  common,  ordinary  American  conception  of  the  administra- 
tion of  Justice. 
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Mr.  VANDEN'BERa.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Does  the  Senator  understand  that  the 
amendment  applies  only  to  antiques  that  are  imported  for  pur- 
poses of  resale  and  does  not  apply  to  the  individual  who  has 
purchased  an  antique,  even  if  he  has  been  imposed  upon,  and  is 
bringing  it  In  solely  for  his  own  purposes?  It  does  not  apply 
to  antiques  brought  in  for  exhibition  purposes.  It  applies  solely 
to  antiques  that  run  the  customhou.se  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
frauding the  Treasury  and  then  defrauding  the  American  public. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     It  applies  to  this  particular  section,  however 

broad  it  may  be. 

Mr.  VANDENTiERG.  But  only  to  antiques  intended  for 
resale.     In  other  words,  it  is  a  commercial  prohibition, 

Mr.  BLAINE.  But  there  is  nothing  criminal  or  wrong  in 
some  man  purchasing  what  he  thinks  is  an  antique  and  imput- 
ing it  into  the  United  States.  That  is  a  perfectly  legitimate 
business.  That  individual  ought  to  be  protected  Just  the  same 
as  the  individuals  to  whom  the  Senator  has  referred-  If  we 
are  going  to  apply  a  penalty,  it  ought  not  to  be  applied  where 
the  party  acted  innocently  and  without  knowledge  and  without 
reasonable  grounds  to  believe  that  his  purchased  article  was 
spurious  and  fraudulent 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  How  is  the  customs  inspector  going  to 
discover  whether  this  person  is  innocent  in  his  intentions  and 
that  he  did  make  all  the  essential  inquiries  abroad? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  That  question  arises  in  the  iMcosecution  of 
every  person  under  criminal  or  civil  process. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  But  in  this  instance  the  evidence  is 
overseas  and  the  commodity  is  over  here. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  From  the  same  evidence  I  assume  they  are 
going  to  determine  that  It  is  a  spurious  antiquity. 

Mr,  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  Invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin to  section  618,  on  page  470,  already  mentioned,  I  think, 
by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gpotge],  entitled  "  Remission 
or  Mitigation  of  Penalty."  As  I  read  that  section,  I  am  quite 
sure  it  would  apply  directly  In  such  cases  as  the  Senator  gives 
by  way  of  illustration.  The  entire  intention  of  the  section  is  to 
remit  a  fine  when  it  is  di.scovered  by  the  ordinary  investigaticm 
that  the  declaration  was  innocent 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I)t)es  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  In  Just  a  moment,  before  the  observations  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  are  forgotten.  Permit  me  to  sug- 
gest that  if  that  is  the  rule  to  be  applied,  then  every  one  accused 
of  an  offense  might  go  In  and  pay  his  fine  and  go  to  the  execu- 
tive authority  or  some  parole  board  or  some  other  constituted 
authority  In  order  that  he  might  receive  a  remission  of  the 
penalty  or  fine. 

Mr.  EDGE.    That  is  entirely  correct. 

Mr  BLAINE.  That  Is  exactly  paralld.  I  tiilnk  that  is  the 
wrong  principle  to  establish  in  a  revenue  law  or  any  other 
public  law. 

Mr.  EDGE  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin to  the  fact  that  this  particular  section  is  In  the  existing 
law.  It  has  been  the  law  for  a  number  of  years,  as  I  recall. 
Mr.  BLAINE.  I  >ield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  It  Is  also  worthy  of  note  that  section  618 
provides  that  the  refund  shall  be  made  by  tlie  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  and  therefore  the  man  would  have  to  pay  the  in- 
creased duty  and  pay  the  fine  and.  if  he  lived  in  Seattle,  Wash., 
either  in  person  or  by  a  lawyer  he  would  have  to  come  all  the 
way  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  get  redress.  Certainly 
if  he  could  settle  a  thing  on  the  ground  at  the  time  it  should  be 
done  in  that  way. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Of  course  the  provision  for  the  refunding  of 
the  fine  is  scarcely  any  protection  to  the  individual  at  all.  As 
the  Senator  suggests,  he  might  have  to  travel  a  long  distance 
and  employ  an  attorney,  the  expense  of  which  would  far  exceed 
the  penalty.  Therefore  he  would  be  compelled  through  necessity 
to  submit  to  the  penalty  Imposed  under  the  proposed  amend- 
ment. That  ought  not  to  be  the  process  In  America.  I  am  not 
concerned  about  antiquities.  I  am  like  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington. I  would  Impose  a  revenue  tax  upon  antiquities  for 
revenue  purposes  because  they  are  largely  those  things  which 
are  purchased  by  the  Idle  rich. 

But  tliat  Is  not  the  pn^position  before  us.  I  nm  talking  about 
the  protection  of  the  individual  and  the  proper  policy  to  be 
observed,  and  in  all  rejrpects  it  meets  the  conditions  described 
by  the  Senator  from  Michigan.    I  offer  the  amendment 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  amendment  pptjpoied  by  the 
Senator  from  WLsctmsin  would  not  be  in  order  until  after  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  is  disposed  of.  Tlie 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  stibmitted  by  the 
Senator  from  TenneHsee. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr,  President.  I  Invite  the  attention  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan  to  the  statement  I  am  about  to  make.  I 
want  to  ask  the  Senator  about  an  article  that  may  be  brought 
into  the  Unite<f  States  in  good  faith  by  a  person  for  the  purpose 
of  selling  the  same  In  the  ordinary  course  of  business.  A  man, 
for  Instance,  is  engaged  in  the  furniture  business  or  the  buying 
at  least  of  antiques,  and  he  in  good  faith  purcha.ses  au  article 
as  an  antique,  takes  It  into  his  store,  advertises  It  as  an  antique, 
and  finally  sells  It  as  such  and  for  such  a  price  as  an  antique 
might  bring  as  against  an  article  similar  in  character  but  not 
an  antique.  A  few  days  after  he  has  disposed  of  It  the  Treas- 
ury discovers  that  it  is  spurious,  that  it  was  made  long  after 
the  period  during  which  it  was  claimed  it  originated.  Would 
he  be  subject  then  to  the  penalties? 

Mr.    VANDENBERG.     I   would   not   think   so.     I   suppose   It 
would  be  a  closed  transaction  with  the  .customhouse  when  the 
article  goes  through. 
Mr.  KING.     It  would  seem  to  me  that  ought  to  be  the  case. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  would  not  think  there  could  be  any 
question  about  it. 

Mr.  KING.     It  would  seem  to  me  that  ought  to  be  the  case, 
although  I  am  not  quite  dear  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  provision. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.    If  it  is  not  clear,  it  can  be  (hanged 
later.    That  is  the  purpose. 

Mr.  KING.  As  I  understand  the  amendment,  it  applies  to  all 
imports  that  might  be  denominated  antiques.  It  is  not  limited 
to  furniture. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  BxcQrt  where  special  ports  are  desig- 
nated, That  applies  only  to  furniture  because  it  Is  a  specialty 
whid)  requires  the  allocation  of  particular  customs  inspectors. 
Mr.  KING,  Suppose  some  American  tourist  or  representative 
of  the  Government  were  in  Argentina  or  In  Chile  and  found  there 
what  he  believed  In  good  faith  to  be  an  antique  and  purchased 
it  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  It  to  the  United  States.  Suppose 
he  came,  for  instance,  to  Los  Angeles  or  New  Orleans,  and 
neither  of  those  places  had  been  designated  as  a  port  of  entry. 
Would  he  be  pn>hibited  from  landing  the  antique  at  that  port? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  would  say  under  those  circumstances 
if  It  was  furniture  the  antique  would  have  to  be  routed  through 
the  channel  which  had  been  established  under  section  1612  for 
the  necessary  defense  of  the  Government  against  fraud,  but,  of 
course,  it  must  be  brought  in  for  sale  in  order  to  qualifj'  at  all. 
Mr.  KING.  There  is  a  differentiation  made,  then,  between 
antique  furniture  and  other  antiques  because,  as  I  understand 
the  Senator,  It  requires  particular  skill  to  distinguish  the 
antique  furniture  from  that  whicli  might  be  spurious. 
Mr,  VANDENBERG.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BLAIN^E.  Mr.  President,  upon  rereading  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  I  observe  the  lan- 
guage Is  not  the  language  of  a  penalty.    The  language  is : 

There  ghall  bt  levied,  collected,  and  paid  on  such  article,  anleu  ex- 
ported under  customB  superrision,  a  duty  of  50  per  oent  of  the  value  of 
■uch  article  in  addition  to  any  other  duty  imposed  by  law  upon  such 
commodity. 

Therefore,  the  remission  prorision  of  the  statute  does  not 
apiHy  to  it  at  all.  When  a  man  pays  his  40  per  cent  or  50  per 
cent  duty  and  it  is  found  the  supposed  antique  is  not  authentic, 
he  must  pay  another  50  per  cent  duty  and  he  can  nerer  recover 
it  although  he  imported  the  article  believing  It  to  be  an  authen- 
tic antique.  I  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Mictd- 
gan  to  the  language  of  his  proposed  amendment  in  that  respect. 
I  had  not  observed  that  the  word  "  duty  "  is  used  instead  of  lan- 
guage that  would  Impose  a  penalty. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  the  situation,  I  think,  is 
about  this :  There  is  no  duty  imposed  in  the  present  law  upon 
certain  antiques,  but  upon  furniture  that  is  not  antique  there 
is  a  duty,  as  I  remember,  of  40  per  cent.  If  an  article  comes  in 
under  the  head  of  antiques,  and  it  is  discovertnl  that  It  is  not 
an  antique,  then  that  article  would  have  to  pay  a  duty  of  40 
per  cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.     And  the  penalty. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Under  the  proposed  amendment  It  would 
have  to  pay  an  additional  penalty  of  50  per  cent.  I  would  be 
perfectly  willing  to  Impose  that  additional  penalty  if  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  provided  for 
cases  of  fraudulent  misrepresentation ;  but  It  does  not  Here  is 
an  importation  apparently  of  antique  furniture.  It  Is  imported 
under  the  designation  of  antique  furniture,  but  It  is  discovered 
that  it  is  not  antique.  Now,  upon  that  discovery,  without  any 
eridenc*  whatever  that  the  importer  had  knowledge  of  the  fact 
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that  it  was  not  antique,  he  Is  required  not  tmly  to  pay  the  tariff 
duty  that  Is  imposed  upon  furniture  not  antique,  40  per  cent, 
but  he  is  required  to  pay  an  additional  penalty  of  50  per  cent. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  Senator's  amendment  that  relieves  him 
of  that  penalty  in  case  the  merchant  importing  it  has  been  im- 

po»*d  upon 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.     Of  coarse,  he  can   return  It  without 

any  penalty  at  all. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    And  has  purchaaed  the  article  in  a  foreign 

■  country  under  the  assumption  that  it  was  an  antique.     All  of 

us   make   mistakes   in    that   respect.     Even   the  experts  might 

8omHiiu)e>.  be  njisled  and  think  an  article  which  appeared  to  be 

old  was  not  as  a  matter  of  fact  aged. 

I  think  if  the  Senator  wants  to  insist  upon  his  50  per  cent 
he  uu«;ht  to  put  In  some  language  to  indicate  a  deliberate  pur- 
po.se  (HI  the  imrt  of  the  importer  to  defraud  the  Government  out 
of  the  duty.  I  am  in  sympathy  with  the  purpose  of  the  Senator, 
but  I  do  not  think  he  has  drafted  his  amendment  in  such  form 
as  to  reach  only  the  man  who  is  seeking  to  defraud  the  Govern- 
ment. It  would  reach  the  Innocent  man  who  himself  has  been 
de<^ived. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  SlifMONS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Of  course  the  goods  can  be  returned. 
That  is  one  alternative  in  the  event  the  innocent  purchaser  is 
unwilliTig  to  pay  the  penalty.  But  entirely  aside  from  that, 
does  nf>t  the  Senator  feel  that  when  be  undertakes  to  permit 
this  importer  of  a  fraudulent  antique  to  plead  his  own  good 
faith — and  that  as  I  understand  it  is  the  Senator's  Idea — he 
almost  automatically  makes  It  possible  for  every  one  of  them  to 
evade  section  1812,  because,  of  course,  they  will  all  claim  good 
faith?    What  is  the  rebuttal  to  hLs  claim  of  good  faith? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  will  answer  the  Senator.  If  It  turns  out 
that  he  has  been  deceived,  the  Government  does  not  lose  any- 
thing ;  he  has  to  pay  the  usual  tariff  of  40  per  cent ;  he  does  not 
get  the  benefit  of  free  entry. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    There  Is  the  penalty  :  he  is  penalised. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  That  is  no  penalty ;  that  Is  merely  the 
ordinary  tariff. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Exactly ;  but  the  point  I  am  making  is  that 
the  GovCTument  Is  not  defrauded  of  anything,  because  the  min- 
ute the  Government  discovers  that  the  article  Is  not  on  antique 
that  importation  becomes  subject  to  the  40  per  cent  duty. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
further? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Yes. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  This  is  how  the  Government  is  penal- 
lze<i :  The  manufacture  and  sale  to  Americans  of  synthetic 
antiques,  particularly  furniture,  has  now  come  to  be  such  a 
highly  organized  enterprise  that  under  existing  circumstances 
~^St  is  the  belief  of  the  Treasury  Department  that  they  are  not 
detecting  and  identifying  at  the  customhouse  more  than  half 
of  the  counterfeits. 

Therefore  all  of  that  which  is  not  identified  Is,  of  course, 
cheating  the  Treasury,  and  It  is  the  belief  of  those  who  have 
studied  the  matter — and  that  includes  not  only  myself  but  it 
Includes  the  experts  of  the  Treasury  Department— that  the  only 
possible  tlefense  that  can  be  erected  ha  behalf  of  the  Treasury 
at  that  point  is  to  emphasise  the  penal  clause  so  that  it  ceases 
to  be  quite  so  Inexpensive  to  cheat  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  the  Government  can  not  ascertain  now.  it 
could  not  ascertain  any  better  after  the  penalty  should  have 
been  impoaed  wliether  or  not  the  article  is  an  antique. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    The  Government  can  ascertain  now. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  half  of  these  articles  pass  through  now 
without  detection,  half  of  them  would  pass  through  afterwards 
without  detection.  The  addition  of  the  penalty  will  not  pre- 
vent Importers  deceivhng  the  Treasury  officials  any  more  than 
under  the  present  law. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  the 
application  of  the  jienalty  clause  to  a  few  shipments  of  fake 
anti»iuea  will  seriously  discourage  the  effort  to  run  the  gauntlet? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  frankly,  as  I  have 
said  to  him  privately,  if  he  will  reduce  the  penalty  I  wiU  be 
disposed  to  support  the  amendment.  I  think  the  penalty  is  too 
high. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senati»r  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield  the  floor,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned. 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.   President.   I  presume  there  are  no  two 

States  90  much  interested  in  this  question  perhaps  as  are  the 
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States  of  Michigan  and  Illinois.  It  seems  to  me  if  the  Govern- 
should  designate  a  certain  limited  number  of  ports  of 
entr^  for  antique  furniture,  and  should  station  at  those  ports 
experts  able  to  determine  the  antiquity  of  .such  furniture,  the 
knoviedge  that  imports  of  supposedly  antique  furniture  would 
have  to  pass  the  scrutiny  of  those  experts  would  in  itself  do 
awa/  with  practically  all  efforts  to  evade  the  customs  duties. 
I  th  nk  the  purpose  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  by  such  a 
provision  alone  would  in  nearly  all  cases  lie  accomplished,  for 
whea  such  experts  are  stationed  at  those  few  r>orts  to  inspect 
the  tfurniture,  the  importers  of  fraudulent  antiques,  in  my 
opinion,  will  cease  in  nearly  every  instance  their  efforts  to  evade 
the  duties. 

I  suggest,  however,  that  the  amendment  be  modified  in  this 
manner:  Let  uf  provide  that  in  case  of  fraudulent  efforts  to 
i  the  duty  a  penalty,  say,  of  100  r»or  cent  be  imposed.  In 
way  we  shall  have  two  safeguards:  First,  experts  at  the 
whom  the  spurious  antiques  can  not  pass :  and,  secf»ndly, 
a  vfiry  high  penalty.  At  the  same  time  we  shall  be  protecting 
one  >f  the  underlying  principles  of  American  Government :  that 
is,  tiat  no  man  shall  be  convicted  or  a  penalty  Imposed  upon 
him  unless  he  shall  be  guilty  of  some  wrongful  Intent. 

M ".  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  without  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaine]  there  is  one  bad 
exaiiple  of  philosophy  as  to  a  fundamental  in  the  amendment 
of  tlie  Senator  from  Michigan,  and  that  Is  that  although  a  man 
be  innocent  of  any  wronR'loing  the  amendment  presupposes  him 
to  bt  guilty  and  the  man  has  to  prove  his  innocence.  In  other 
wori  Is,  If  he  had  committed  a  criminal  offense,  if  It  were  murder, 
he  eould  be  presumed  to  be  Innocent  until  he  were  proven 
gull  y,  but  so  long  as  his  offense  is  simply  the  bringing  In  of 
som '  spurious  antiques.  In  thl.s  proiwsed  law  we  say.  "  You 
are  guilty;  you  are  a  thief;  you  have  got  to  pay  this  fine."  It 
is  tlien  up  to  the  man  to  prove  his  innocence.  I  do  not  think  we 
can  justify  a  fundamental  of  that  kind  in  this  proposed  law.  I 
thitk  with  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  fmm  Wisci>nain  that 
tha  situation  would  be  eliminated,  but  without  his  amendment, 
evei  I  though  the  purchaser  of  antiques  brought  them  in  in  good 
fait  1,  after  having  exhausted  the  avenues  of  research  which 
werj  at  his  c«imman(l,  the  Government  would  say,  "They  are 
spu-ious;  you  have  got  to  pay  the  penalty, "  when  the  lmix)rter 
had  no  intention,  un<ier  heaven,  oi  defrauding  the  Government 
of  i   single  cent. 

Ndw.  let  me  make  one  other  observation,  and  I  shall  have 
flni!  hed.  I  often  hear  it  said— -it  has  been  said  by  the  Senator 
froii  Pennsylvania  in  particular  several  times — that  people  are 
mostly  honest;  that  the  manufacturers  are  mostly  honest,  that 
lab<  rers  are  mostly  honest.  Why  do  we  look  upon  the  Importers 
of  t  lis  country  as  being  all  dishonest?  Why  do  we  put  them  in 
a  Class  and  say  to  them,  "  Your  particular  occupation  brands 
you  as  a  group  of  dishont^t  men.  but  all  the  rest  of  us  have  the 
h&h*  of  Holy  God  upon  our  heads  and  we  could  not  commit  any 
evil  if  we  wanted  to  do  so"? 

^  r.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North 
Caijolina  jleld  to  me? 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
linafyield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  ylehl. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the  Senator 
froiu  Maryland  that  in  the  internal  revenue  laws  there  is  quite 
a  severe  p^ialty  imposed  for  making  inaccurate  or  improper 
tax  returns.  The  Senator  will  note,  therefore,  that  penalty 
provisions  are  not  confined  to  importers  by  any  means.  We 
find  penalties  providetl  in  various  laws,  particularly  In  the  In- 
ternal revenue  laws,  for  making  incorrect  returns  or  mistakes 
or  ( errors  In  the  payment  of  taxes  or  for  failure  to  pay  taxes.  I 
do  not  think  it  nemiaarlly  follows  when  such  errors  are  made 
that  those  who  make  them  are  necessarily  regardetl  as  being 
dis  lonest. 

3lr.  TYDINGS.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  his  reason- 
ing^ is  not  wholly  corre<t.  The  return  must  be  demonstrated 
to  pave  been  Inwccurate;  there  must  have  been  some  element 
wh  ch  fixes  negligence  upon  the  pjirt  of  the  Individual  making 
the  return,  something  of  a  deliberate  nature.  The  Government 
wo  lid  not  apply  a  ixnalty  and  never  does  apply  it — I  know 
whjreof  I  speak,  for  I  have  handled  many  Income-tax  returns — 
me  -ely  because  a  return  may  be  wrong.  Sometimes  the  tax  has 
b«n  raised  and  sometimes  the  tax  has  be<'n  retimed  ;  but  where 
th*  taxpayer  who  filed  the  income-tax  return  acted  in  good 
fai  ii.  In  no  case  of  which  I  know  has  he  been  subjected  to  ad- 
dit  onal  penalty  unless  a  time  limit  had  expired.  I  think  that 
is  Ihe  practice  of  the  Treasury  Depiirtment. 

llr.  COUZENS.  In  this  ca.se  the  importer  has  a  right  to  re- 
tui  n  tlie  goods  In  their  entirety  if  he  does  not  want  to  pay  the 
du  y. 


Mr.  TYDINGS.  Yes;  but  suppose,  for  example,  the  Saiator 
said  to  me.  *'  While  you  are  in  Spain  this  summer,  will  you  pick 
up  such  and  such  an  article  for  me,  and  I  will  pay  yon  for  it?  " 
I  answer,  "  I  will,"  and  I  go  over  and  exhaust  all  the  avenues 
I  can  to  verify  the  antiquity  of  a  certain  article  and  bring  it  in ; 
but  when  I  get  it  to  the  port  I  find  that  I  have  been  fleeced^ 
would  the  Senator  then  advocate  that  I  send  the  article  back 
to  the  Spanish  merchant,  and  would  I  get  my  money  back  If  I 

did  so?  ,     .     ^  ,     *!.  i. 

Mr  COUZENS.  If  the  article  were  brought  in  for  sale  that 
would  be  one  thing,  but  If  It  were  brought  in  for  personal  use 
or  for  a  friend  the  penalty  would  not  apply. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  What  difference  does  it  make?  The  principle 
Is  the  same. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    The  penalty  only  appUes  when  the  artide  is 

brought  in  for  sale.  ,^  ».  ,       ,^  , 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  But  In  the  case  given  1  would  bring  it  in, 
gay,  to  sell  it  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan  for  exactly  what 
I  paid  for  it. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  That  would  hardly  be  construed  as  a  sale  In 
the  meaning  of  the  statute  because  the  Senator  would  not  be 
a  merchant  engaged  In  tlie  business. 

Mr  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  trespass 
further  upon  the  time  of  the  Senate  except  to  say  that  we  can 
not  iKJSsihly  Justify  in  the  case  of  a  man  whose  sole  intention 
was  to  abide  by  the  law  and  who  has  been  victimized  making 
humiliation  doubly  great  by  placing  additional  penalty  upon 
him. 

Mr  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  able  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Glenn]  is  a  very  good 
one.  Let  us  Impose  as  severe  a  penalty  as  may  be  desired  upon 
fraudulent  importations,  but  not  upon  importations  Innocently 
brought  in  as  to  which  it  subsequently  develops  that  tlie  n?i> 
resign tations  as  to  the  character  of  the  article  are  not  Justified 
by  the  facts. 

My  understanding  is  that  the  real  trouble  about  this  whole 
situation  grows  out  of  the  fact  that  the  Treasury  Department 
has  not  provided  itself  with  a  suflicient  number  of  qualified 
exi)erts  to  differentiate  between  what  is  an  antique  and  what 
Is  not  an  antique.  I  understand  it  is  admitted  that  if  there 
were  at  the  several  ports  experts  who  are  qualified  to  pass  upon 
the  question  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  the  administration 
of  the  law  But  under  those  circumstances  it  would  be  expen- 
sive md  so  I  understood  that  it  was  the  purpose  of  the  Senator 
from  Michigan,  in  order  to  provide  against  tlie  great  cost  of 
having  an  expert  at  all  of  the  different  ports  of  entry  in  this 
country  to  lncon>orate  a  provision  In  his  amendment  that  an- 
tiques'rfiould  be  shipped  to  only  a  certain  designated  number 
of  ports  and  I  furUier  understood  that  he  was  going  to  confine 
the  number  to  three  ports,  so  that  the  Treasury  Department 
would  only  have  to  employ  three  experts.  I  do  not  notice.  ho\v- 
ever.  that  he  has  made  any  such  provision  as  that  iji  his 
amendment. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    Yes;  the  first  sentence  of  the  amend- 
ment specifically  applies  to  ports. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     To  three  ports? 

Mr  VANDENBEHG.  Tlie  limitation  to  three  ports  has  been 
changeil  lest  it  might  impose  a  hardship  upon  traffic  that  was 
not  warranted. 

Mr  SIMMONS.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  this  question: 
Does  not  this  whole  difficulty  grow  out  of  the  fact  that  the 
Treasury  Department  has  not  found  It  expedient  to  employ  men 
who  are  qualified  to  pass  upon  the  question  of  whether  a  cer- 
tain article  of  furniture  is  or  is  not  an  antique? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Tliat  is  not  wholly  true.  It  Is  exceed- 
ingly difficult  In  some  instances  to  separate  the  wheat  from  the 
chaff.  For  in.stance,  Mr.  Robert  W.  Irwin,  of  Grand  Rapids, 
who  I  think  Is  one  of  the  keenest  furniture  men  of  America- 
he  has  spent  40  years  In  the  business— testified  before  the  com- 
mittee presided  over  by  my  colleague  [Mr.  Couzens]  that  even 
to-day  if  he  went  down  on  the  pier  at  New  York  he  would  fre- 
quently find  it  difficult,  despite  the  long  years  he  has  spent  in 
the  trade,  to  Identify  a  fake  antique. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Very  well ;  if  that  be  so,  does  not  the  Sena- 
tor see  that  if  an  American  importer  or  an  American  merchant, 
such  as  Marshall  Field,  desires  to  buy  antiques  for  his  own  use 
and  sends  a  representative  or  an  agent  across  the  water  to  buy 
them,  unless  that  agent  Is  an  expert  he  might  be  imposed  upon 
by  the  foreign  dealer  and  innocently  buy  and  innocently  import 
into  this  country  for  use  in  his  great  estabUshment  in  Chicago 
an  article  which  he  thought  was  genuine  but  which  later  turned 
out  to  be  spurious?  Does  the  Senator  feel  that  if  an  American 
merchant  Is  misled  in  the  purchase  of  these  articles  becsuse  he 
has  not  an  expert  absolutely  qualified  to  distinguish  between 
the  spurious  and  the  real  article  he  ought  to  be  penalized  to 


the  extent  that  he  provides  in  this  am«)dment  by  imposing  upon 
him  an  additional  tax  greater  than  the  original  tax  that  we 
impose  upon  furniture  not  antique? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yiekt? 
May  I  reply  to  the  Senator? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     Yes. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Suppose  this  furniture  comes  from  a 
factory  In  Paris  that  has  a  great  sign  over  the  door  Indicating 
that  it  deals  in  antique  furniture.  Suppose  it  comes  from  this 
establishment  where,  when  the  buyer  goes  Inside  and  saya, 
"  Show  me  your  line,"  the  reply  is,  "  We  only  make  our  antiques 
to  order."  I  am  not  at  all  worried  about  any  imposition  of  pMi- 
alties  upon  that  importer. 

All  over  that  area  of  western  Europe  are  precisely  these  same 
mass-production  units  where  this  alleged  antique  furniture  is 
being  produced  in  great  quantities;  as  I  said  while  the  Senator 
was  out,  perhaps  to  the  extent  of  $15,000,000  a  year  coming  into 
the  United  SUtes.  That  traffic  is  so  deliberate  and  manifestly 
a  fraud,  not  only  upon  the  American  market  but  upon  the  Amer- 
ican Treasury,  that  it  seems  to  me  the  occasional  and  casual 
innocent  buyer  in  whom  the  Senator  Is  interested  becomes, 
really,  an  utterly  insignificant  consideration  In  view  of  the  great- 
est need  of  the  greatest  number. 

Mr.     SIMMONS.     The     Senator     says     "In     whom     I     am 
Interested." 
Mr.  VANDENBERO.    I  did  not  use  that  term  invidiously. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  understand ;  but  I  am  quite  as  much  inter- 
ested In  this  amendment  as  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.    I  understand  that. 
Mr.  SIMMONS-     The  Senator  from  Michigan  comes  from  a 
State  that  has  probably  the  largest  amount  of  plants  engaged 
in  the  production  of  furniture  in  the  United  States.    I  come 
from  a  State  that  has  the  next  largest. 

I  believe  that  Grand  Rapids  Is  the  only  place  In  America  where 
there  is  more  furniture  made  than  In  High  Point,  N.  C,  and  I 

am  greatly  interested  In  the  Senator's  amendment;  but 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  more  Interested  in  framing  legislation 
here  that  is  fair  and  Just  than  I  am  in  protecting  the  manufac- 
turers of  furniture  in  my  State  against  a  few  Importations  that 
may  come  In  here  under  false  pretenses. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  \^CE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  In  just  a  moment.  If  the  Treasury  would 
equip  Itself  with  properly  qualified  experts  at  the  large  ports  of 
entry  in  this  country,  I  do  not  believe  there  would  be  any 
trouble  about  this  matter.  I  think  there  is  where  the  trouble 
comes.  .  ,.,  ^ 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  It  Is  to  be  hoped  that  that  will  be  one 
of  the  developments. 

Mr  SIMMONS.  Nevertheless,  if  the  Senator  will  reduce  his 
penalty  within  reasonable  limits  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  support 
his  amendment. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    What  would  the  Senator  call  a  reason- 
able penalty?  ^     »    ,.     ,j 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    Twenty  per  cent  or  25  per  cent    I  should 

not  object  to  25  per  cent 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Will  the  Senator  yield  further  Just  at 

that  point? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Yes. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  change  the 
wording  of  the  amendment  to  read  "  25  per  cent  "  instead  of  -  50 
per  cent"  if  that  will  make  the  amendment  agreeable  to  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina,  and  I  think  it  will  to  the  S^ator 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  would  not  be  quite  satisfactory  to  me 
then,  but  I  should  support  it.  I  think  there  ought  to  be  wme 
qualifying  words  here  to  make  it  appear  that  there  was  some 
fraudulent  Intent  or  purpose  to  deceive;  but  I  will  waive  that 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Mr  GEORGE.     Mr.  President,  I  should  have  no  objection 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  l>eg  the  pardon  of  the 
Senator.  I  promised  to  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York.     Then  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  What  I  wanted  to  say.  Mr.  President,  was 
of  no  particular  value  so  far  as  the  discussion  is  coucernetl :  but 
I  desire  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  Ite  is 
inaccurate  In  his  figures.  New  York  City  produce*  in  money 
value  the  largest  quantity  of  fumitnre  of  any   place   iu   the 

Union.  ..,..* 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     New  York  City  is  comiweed  of  half  a  dt«Mi 

cities.    I  am  speaking  abont  one  city  alone. 

Mr.  BARK  LEY.     Does  the  Senator  me«u  antique  fttnUlunrJ 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     No,  sir;  I  do  not.     1  thoujrht  wv  w*>nt^  (ryiagt 

to  protect  the  furniture  manufacturers  of  this  coontrj   a^>it.?i« 
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the  ImportatJon  of  spurious  antiques.    I  do  not  know  that  any 
antique  furniture  is  being  manufactured  in  New  York  City. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Is  there  any  way  by  which  in  this  Mil  we 
can  protect  the  American  peopie  from  spurious  "  antique  "  fur- 
niture made  at  home? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  because  antique  furniture  can  not  he 
made  to-day. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  fTOTQ  Georgia,  and 
then  I  will  surrender  the  floor. 

Mr   GEORGE.    I  merely  wish  to  say  that  it  seems  to  me  a 
penalty  of  25  per  cent  would  be  none  too  low  to  be  an  adequate 
penalty.     I   want  to   caU  the  attention   of   the    Senator  from 
Michigan.  howeTer,  to  the  fact  that  he  uses  the  word  "  duty. 
His  amendment  says : 

W^any  article  dMKrribed  In  paragraph  1812  and  imported  for  sale  is 
wjwted  Jw  naanthentlc  In  respect  to  the  antiquity  claimed  as  a  basis 
for  free  entry,  then?  shall  be  lerled,  collected,  and  paid  on  such  article, 
unless  exported  under  customs  supervision,  a  duty  of  50  per  cent  of  the 
value  of  such  article  in  addition  to  any  other  duty  imposed  by  taw 
upon  such  commodity. 

The  Senator  argued  the  matter  as  if  he  were  asking  for  the 
lmp(«ition  of  a  penalty ;  and,  of  course,  it  is  in  the  nature  of  a 
penalty  Nevertheless,  the  Senator  uses  the  word  '  duty, 
which  would  be  confusing.  If  it  were  an  additional  duty  the 
Secr«tary  of  the  Treasury  would  n«)t  have  any  power  under  sec- 
tion 618  to  modify,  mitigate,  or  remit  It.  ^         ^  . 

Mr  VANDENBERG.  If  the  word  "  duty  were  changed  to 
the  word  "  penalty,"  would  that  answer  the  Senator's  suggeatlon? 

Mr.  GEOBGB.    Yes.  .^     ,  ^^     . 

Mr    VANDENBEBG.    I  think  It  would  also  aiurwer  the  de-  i 
•Ire  of  the  Henator  from  Wlsconrin  (Mr.  BlaihbI.    I  ask  that 
the  amendment  be  modified  In  that  particular. 

Mr.  TYDIN08.    I  shoold  like  to  have  the  amemlm«nt  read 

,     The  VICB  PBB8IDENT.    The  Senator  from  Michigan  modl- 
flcM  hia  amanament ;  and  tta«  clerk  will  read  the  amendment  u 

Biodlflad.  . 

Mr  BLAINE,  Mr  President,  may  I  Inquire  of  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  If  clianglnf  the  lanraafv  aa  It  la  propowNl  wlU 
make   It   poaaible   to  have  a   remliMtion   or  mitigation   of  the 

'"Sir.  VANDBJfBBBO.    That  la  the  statement  of  the  Senator 

from  Georgia. 

Mr.  BLAINB.    Under  section  618?  .       ,„  ,        „ 

Mr   8MOOT.    Thet«  is  no  doubt  about  it.     Allow  me  to  call 

the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  It  seema  to  me.  however. 

that  tliere  will  have  to  be  another  change.    The  amendment 

anya: 

Tber«  ihall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  oa  aocb  articles— 

And  so  forth.    A  penalty  can  not  be  levied. 

Mr    SIMMONS.     It  ought  to  read  "  shall  be  Impoaed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  can  not  levy  a  penalty.  We  can  say  "  shall 
he  imposed,  collected,  and  paid  on  such  article." 

Mr  VA1W)BNBEBG.  That  is  quite  Immaterial  to  me.  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  change  the  word  to  "  imposed. "  It  seems  to 
me  a  distinction  without  a  difference. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  think  it  is  a  penalty,  not  a  duty. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  amendment 
as  modified. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

On  page  387,  after  line  10,  insert  a  new  paragraph : 
"  Poralture  dcMrtbed  ta  pan«ra»b  1812  ahaU  entar  tha  Doited  SUtea 
at  porta  irhlcli  ahall  U  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treawiry  for 
this  porpoae.  If  aay  article  described  In  paraaraph  1812  and  Imported 
for  sale  ia  rejected  aa  oaautheBtic  In  reapect  to  the  anti^lty  claimed  as 
a  bMis  for  free  entry,  there  shall  be  Impoaed,  collected,  and  paid  on 
rach  article,  oalcaa  exported  under  customs  saperrlrton,  a  penalty  of  26 
per  ceat  of  the  valoe  of  surti  arti«de  in  addition  to  aay  other  duty  Im- 
posed by  taw  npoo  such  commodity," 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  la  upon  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKuxAaJ 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan   [Mr.  Va«- 
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imT.  TYDINGS.  As  I  understand,  the  only  modification  made 
by  (the  Senator  from  MichlRan  was  that  he  reduced  the  penalty 
froti  50  per  cent  to  25  per  cent, 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  In  addition,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to  in- 
terrupt, pursuant  to  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
the]  word  "  duty "  is  changed  to  the  word  "  penalty,"  so  that 
witiiout  any  question  whatsoever  it  falls  within  section  618  in 
relition  to  the  remission  of  penalties. 

3[r  TYDINGS.  Yes;  but  that  still  leaves  untouched  the 
pro;)oeiUon  of  the  man  who.  in  good  faith,  buys  his  antiques 
abroad,  is  imposed  upon,  brings  them  to  America,  and  then 
incars  a  double  penalty  notwithstanding  he  has  meant  to  con- 
forn  to  the  law  in  every  respect.  Thereafter,  of  course,  he 
co«ld  buy  spurious  antiques  in  this  country  and  no  one  would 
be  lenaliaed,  no  matter  what  the  date  was. 

]  Ir.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

1  [r.  TYDINGS.     I  yield. 

1  Ir.  COUZENS.  I  think  the  Importer  could  get  relief  under 
sec  ion  618  in  the  case  the  Senator  referred  to.  because  under 
?e<;ion  818  the  claim  may  be  made  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  and  If  he  finds  mitigating  circumstances  he  may  re- 
fuid  or  remit  the  penalty. 

Ilr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  inclined  not  to  object  further  to  the 
amendment,  becau.se  I  think  perhaps  most  of  the  injustice  can 
be  eliminated  by  that  proce<lure ;  but  I  still  wish  It  had  been 
chinged  in  the  way  recommended  by  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
coisln,  which  would  have  left  that  matter  without  any  doubt. 

"he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
me  at  proposes!  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKnxARl 
to  he  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan.  [Putting  the 
QU  -stlon,]     By  the  sound  the  ayes  weem  to  have  it, 

ir,  REED  and  Mr,  VANDENBERG  called  for  a  division. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Let  us  have  the  yeus  and  nays. 

Mr  BEED.    Mr,  Prej«ldcnt.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  qaomm. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  absence  of  a  quorum  is  «ug- 
geited.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

rhe  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senator* 
aniwered  to  their  names: 


Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  what  became  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Buaifv)  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  was  held  out  of  order  because  there  was  a 
pending  amendment.  The  Senator  from  Michgian  has  modified 
his  amendment,  the  Chair  is  advised,  so  that  it  perhaps  covers 
the  amendment  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 


▲siarat 

Birfelay 

Bfi  isham 

Blick 

Bl4  In* 

BUase 

Borah 

Bnitten 

Brick 

Briokhart 

Br  njaaard 

Ca>per 

Ca«way 

Co  inally 

Cowtand 

Co  Mens 

Cu  ttlBg 

Dile 

D(M«0 

Dll 


Kdga 
Fmm 

rUftebtt 
KrasWr 

Oeorse 

OUlett 

Olean 

Ooff 

OoldsboroDgb 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Uarriaon 

Hastings 

Hatfleldl 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflln 

Johnson 


Joaas 

Kaan 

Kendrtcfe 

Keyea 

Klof 

LaPolletta 

McKeltar 

McMastar 

McNary 

Mftealf 

Moses 

Norris 

Oddle 

Overman 

PatterMm 

Phlpps 

Plttman 

Bansdell 

Heed 

Kobinson.  Ark. 


Mackett 

BclMll 

■b«ppard 

ainmona 

gmltb 

nmoot 

Steiwar 

atepbena 

gwansoo 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydinss 

Vandenbarg 

Wagner 

Wakott 

Walsh.  Mont 

Warren 

Watson 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-nine  Senators  have  an- 
sv  ered  to  their  names.    There  is  a  quorum  preeent 

llr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  just  a  word  about  the  amend- 
mi  nt  on  which  we  are  about  to  vote. 

rhe  present  law  provides  that  antiques  more  than  a  hundred 
yews  old  shall  come  In  free  of  duty,  except  rugs  and  carpets. 
Tlie  Finance  Committee  has  set  the  year  1800  as  the  limit, 
e^pt  in  the  case  of  rugs  and  carpets,  and  as  to  them  they  set 
tte  year  1700.  I  will  not  go  Into  the  artistic  reasons  f->r  cut- 
tli  kg  out  the  products  of  the  Victorian  period ;  it  is  enough  to 
88  y  that  we  made  our  own  antiques  after  the  year  1800. 

Whether  that  is  a  wise  decision  or  not  ought  to  be  settled 
w  len  we  get  to  paragraph  1812,  as  to  which  that  decision  was 
mide.  We  wiU  not  get  to  that  until  we  come  to  consider  the 
free  Ust.  When  we  get  to  the  free  list,  and  find  that  para- 
giaph  which  provides  for  free  entry  of  antiques,  will  be  the  time 
tc  decide  whether  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Tjnnessee  restoring  the  hundred-year  limitation,  or  the  Idea  of 
tl  e  Finance  Committee  in  setting  a  definite  date.  Is  wise. 

The  time  for  that  decision  is  not  while  we  are  considering 
tl  e  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan.  All  that 
tie  Senator  from  Michigan  wants  to  do  is  to  provide  that,  what- 
ev»  is  the  test  of  antiquity,  if  the  import  does  not  come  up  to 
tliat  test,  an  extra  duty  shall  be  imposed.  That  is  one  reason 
why  it  seems  to  me  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  ought  to  hold 
h  8  amendment  until  we  get  to  paragraph  1812. 

The  other  reason  is  this,  that  the  amendment  as  he  offers  it 
d  )es  not  make  sense,  and  let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
t<  the  language  of  the  Vandenberg  amendment,  and  the  change 
that  would  be  made  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  The  sec- 
01  Id  sentence  of  the  Vandenberg  amendment  reads  "  if  any  arti- 
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cle  described  In  parnpraph  1812  and  imported  for  sale  Is  rejected 
as  unauthentic,"  then  the  additional  penalty  attaches. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  moves  to  Insert,  after  the  figures 
"1812."  the  words  "which  has  been  produced  more  than  100 
years  prior  to  the  date  of  importation."  If  that  amendment 
is  accepted,  the  sentence  will  read  as  follows : 

If  any  article  described  in  paragraph  1812  which  has  been  produced 
more  than  100  years  prior  to  the  date  of  importation  and  Imported 
for  sale  is  rejected  as  unanthenttc." 

Then  the  penalty  shall  attach.  In  order  to  Justify  the  penalty 
the  article  must  have  been  produced  more  than  100  years  ago ; 
that  must  be  shown.  At  the  same  time,  the  Government  must 
reject  it  as  not  having  been  produced  more  than  100  years  ago, 
a  perfectly  paradoxical  situation.  I  am  sure  that  that  is  not 
what  was  meant  by  the  Senator  from  Tennetisee. 

I  wonder  if  I  have  made  that  plain.  The  language  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  proposes  to  Introduce  will  provide  for  no 
penalty  whatever  unless,  first,  the  article  is  rejected  as  not 
antique ;  and,  second,  the  arUcle  is  in  fact  antique.  That  cer- 
tainly is  not  what  he  meant  Yet  it  is  perfecUy  plain  that  that 
Is  what  the  language  he  proposes  would  effect. 

Both  for  that  reason,  and  because  this  is  not  the  place  to 
put  that  In,  1  hope  the  Senator  will  not  press  his  amendment  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  this  further 
to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  inasmuch  as  we  now  have  this 
amendment  perfected  in  a  way  which  is  satisfactory  to  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons],  satisfactory  to  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr,  Gbobok],  and  satisfactory  to  the 
chairman  of  the  llnance  Committee,  may  we  not  let  it  be  put 
to  a  vote  without  encumbering  it  as  Indicated  by  the  Senator 
from  TennesHee  and  let  that  issue  arise,  as  requested  by  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  when  paragraph  1812  is  reached? 

Mr,  McKELLAR.  Mr.  I'n-sident,  paragraph  1812  has  been 
changed  by  the  Finance  Committee  •©  as  to  provide  that  an 
article  Mhall  lie  c<»nMldercd  an  antique  when  It  is  129  years  <4d, 
ln»*ieail  of  UKi  yeatH  old,  as  under  the  present  law.  In  other 
words,  they  have  set  np  the  chwk  2ii  years;  they  have  changed 
tlie  law  which  has  been  In  exh»tence  aa  long  as  anyone  remeiu- 
bem.    Why  should  we  go  Into  that  matur?  ^      .  ^  .^ 

It  this  amendment  Is  adopted.  It  will  be  adopted  with  the 
understanding  that  It  wIU  ap|)ly  to  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
inent  which  is  proixised  in  the  other  paragraph  of  the  bUl.  If 
thhi  amendment  is  adopted  here  it  makes  it  certain  that  an 
article  must  be  100  years  old  to  be  considered  an  antique,  and 
not  129  years. 

I  do  not  know  very  much  about  antiques.  I  think  any  piece 
of  furniture  that  is  100  years  old  might  be  called  an  antique, 
I  do  not  know  why  it  is  necessary  to  set  the  Ume  up.  There  is 
some  reason  for  It,  of  course.  It  must  affect  some  competitive 
nrtlele  of  some  sort,  otherwise  it  would  not  be  done.  I  have 
had  no  reason  offered  as  to  why  we  should  change  the  general 
rule  that  has  been  in  vogue  by  our  Government,  that  an  article 
100  years  old  shall  be  considered  an  antique. 

I  am  not  particularly  interested  in  this.  I  am  going  to  vote 
for  my  amendment  because  I  think  a  hundred  years  Is  long 
enough  to  make  any  article  an  antique,  and  I  do  not  think 
we  ought  to  keep  out  antiques  from  Prance  of  the  time  Just 
after  the  Napoleonic  period  and  during  the  Napoleonic  period. 
We  all  know  that  there  are  a  great  many  pieces  of  furniture 
brought  over  to  the  United  States,  and  a  great  many  other 
articles  called  antiques,  which  were  pnxluced  during  the  Na- 
poleonic period.  If  this  provision  shall  be  adopted  without 
amendment.  It  will  mean  that  such  antiques  will  be  shut  out  In 
the  future,  or  there  will  be  a  very  great  penalty.  I  do  not  think 
that  Is  proper.  I  think  probably  all  the  antiques  of  every  kind 
should  have  a  tariff  on  them,  but  there  ought  not  to  be  the 
cutting  out  of  the  antiques  of  that  period  to  which  I  have 
referred. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fkbs  In  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield.  ^^  *  t 

Mr  EDGE.  I  simply  wanted  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I 
have  great  sympathy  with  his  viewpoint  so  far  as  the  period  to 
be  recognized  remaining  at  100  years  is  concerned,  but  I  agree 
absolutely  with  the  Senator  from  Tennsylvania  that  this  is  not 
the  section  of  the  bill  where  the  change  should  be  effected.  I 
hope  the  Senator  will  bring  up  this  matter  at  the  time  when  we 
are  considering  the  free  list,  and  we  can  debate  the  question  on 
its  merits,  which,  it  seems  to  me,  would  be  very  much  better 
than  to  attach  it  to  this  penalty  clause. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Of  course  there  are  many  cases  of  the  kind 
the  Senator  suggests,  and  we  might  be  closing  the  door  after 


the  horse  has  been  stolen.  If  this  should  go  through  without 
amendment,  then  there  would  be  provision  in  the  law  that 
would  make  the  period  129  years  instead  of  100  years.  I  think 
we  ought  to  vote  on  it  when  a  vote  will  be  effective.  If  we  vote 
this  amendment  into  the  bill  and  it  is  enacted,  we  will  have  a 
provision  that  an  article  a  hundred  years  old  shall  be  consid- 
ered antique,  whereas  if  we  leave  it  out  of  the  bill  we  will  have 
129  years  provided.    That  is  all  there  Is  to  It. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CARAWAY,  I  shall  vote  for  the  Senator's  amendment, 
but  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  pointed  out  what  seems  to 
be  an  inconsistency  in  the  amendment — in  other  words,  that 
everything  shall  be  considered  an  antique  that  is  over  a  hun- 
dred years  old.  and  yet  if  it  is  over  a  hundred  years  old,  it  can 
not  be  admitted.    Let  us  see  how  It  reads : 


If  any  article  described  In  paragraph  1812  which  has  been  produced 
more  than  a  hundred  years  prior  to  importation  and  Imported  for  sale 
is  rejected  as  unauthentic  In  respect  to  the  antiquity  ctatm. 

Under   the   Senators'   amendment,   if  it   has   been   pr<Mluced 
more  than  a  hundred  years,  it  will  be  an  antique,  and  therefore 
could  not  be  rejected. 
Mr.  McKELLAR.    Yes. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  he  ought  to  change 
his  language  a  little?  Otherwise  he  is  undertaking  to  iienalize 
somebody  for  doing  something  which  he  can  not  do,  because 
the  Senator  says  that  If  it  has  been  produce<l  more  than  100 
years  it  is  an  antique,  and  then  the  person  may  be  penalized 
only  If  he  imports  the  sort  of  furniture  that  Is  Judged  not  to  *e 
an  antique, 

Mr.  McKELLAR,  If  the  Senator  will  allow  me  at  this  point, 
I  think  we  can  satisfy  everybody,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  on  page  279,  section  1812  of  the  bill,  the  committee  amend- 
ment providing  for  the  Insertion  of  the  words  "prior  to  the 
year  1800"  be  rejected  and  the  House  language,  ♦♦more  than 
100  yearf  prior  to  the  date  of  tmiwrtatlon,"  be  restored, 

Mr,  FLETCHER,  We  do  not  need  to  atrike  out  the  language. 
The  Senator  means  that  be  would  have  ua  disagree  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment. 

Mr,  McKELLAR.  Disagree  to  the  committee  amondment  In- 
serting the  worda  "prior  to  the  year  1800"  and  rentore  the 
House  language.  That  ought  to  satisfy  ereryb^idy.  Every<»ne 
seems  to  think  that  tlila  amendment  comes  at  the  wrong  place. 
If  Senators  will  agree  to  that  nnanlmons-conaent  request,  the 
controversy  will  come  to  an  end. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  la  not  necessary  now  to  do  that,  and  we 
might  Just  aa  well  settle  the  matter  here  while  It  la  before  nn, 
and  vote  upon  It.  I  object  to  the  unanimous-consent  agreement 
to  go  back  to  paragraph  1812. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  President  I  think  the  criti- 
cism of  the  language  of  the  Senator's  amendment  Is  well  taken. 
Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  shall  be  glad  to  change  It  if  It  does  not 
effect  the  purpose  we  are  all  seeking  to  accomplish. 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Montana.     If  we  vote  on  It  it  seems  to  me 
we  will  be  voting  a  perfect  contradiction,  because  it  provides : 
If  any  article  described  la  paragraph  1812  has  been  produced  more 
than  100  years  prior  to  the  date  of  importation — 

That  Is  the  first  proposition.  If  the  artlde  has  been  pro- 
duced more  than  100  years  prior  to  the  date  of  importation, 
and  if  then  It  Is  rejected  as  unauthentic  in  respect  to  Its  an- 
tiquity—that is  to  say,  although  it  was  produced  100  years  be- 
fore  and  the  customs  officers  determine  that  it  was  not  pn>dured 
100  years  before— then  It  becomes  subject  to  the  penalty.  It 
accomplishes  Just  exactly  what  the  Senator  does  not  want  to 
accomplish,  It  seems  to  me.  He  wants  It,  as  I  understand,  so 
that  if  it  was  produced  more  than  100  years  prior  to  the  date  of 
Importation  it  shall  not  only  not  be  subject  to  penalty  but  It 
shall  come  In  free.  But  as  he  has  written  it,  if  it  was  actually 
produced  more  than  100  years  before  the  date  of  ifhportation 
and  the  customs  officers  Improperiy  hold  that  it  was  not  so  pro- 
duced, then  It  becomes  subject  to  the  penalty.  In  other  words. 
It  then  pays  a  duty  and  it  pays  the  penalty  also  when  the  Sena- 
tor really  wants  It  to  come  In  without  paying  either. 

Mr.   McKELLAR,     The   Senator  means  that   "more  than 
should  be  "less  than"? 

Mr,  SMOOT.  Why  not  vote  upon  the  committee  amendnaent 
now?  If  we  agree  to  the  Senator's  proposition  by  disagreetnc 
to  the  Senate  committee  amendment  now,  then  when  we  vote 
upon  paragraph  1812  It  would  be  as  he  suggested,  "  100  years  - 
instead  of  "  129  years." 

Mr  McKELLAR.  Yes ;  I  understand  that.  The  awHulnieot 
can  be  made  absolutely  certain  by  stating  that  any  anlde  d»^ 
scribed  In  paragraph  1812  which  has  been  jwoduced  more  tkaa 
100  years  prior  to  the  date  of  the  ImportaUoa  shaU  be  wor 
Bidered  authentic. 
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Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  will  not  the  Senator  perfect 
his  amendment  and  let  us  vote  on  It  when  we  coiiie  to  para- 
graph 1812? 

Mr.  iicKEIAJLEL  Has  the  committee  amendment  been 
voted  on? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No. 

Mr.  McKEIXAR    The  amendmeot  has  not  been  agreed  to? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  It  has  not 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Very  well.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
am  willing  to  postpone  my  aiuendruent  until  that  time  with  the 
understanding  that  we  are  to  have  a  vote  on  it  at  that  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Certainly. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vanden- 
BCBO]   AH  modified. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  the  proposition  before  the  Senate 
is  to  vote  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  trom  Michigan,  as 
modified,  is  it  not? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     It  is. 

Mr.  KINO.  The  acceptance  of  the  amendment  as  modified 
would  not  preclude  the  offering  of  further  amendments? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     No. 

Mr.  KING.     Let  us  have  the  amendment  reported. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  report  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  em  modified. 

The  Chuct  Cixsk.  On  page  387,  line  11,  insert  the  following 
new  paragraph : 

Furniture  described  in  paragraph  1812  shall  enter  the  United  States 
at  porta  which  ahall  be  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
this  purpose.  If  any  article  described  in  paragraph  1812  and  imported 
for  sale  Is  rejected  as  unauthentic  in  respect  to  the  antiquity  claimed 
as  a  basis  for  free  entry,  there  shall  be  imposed,  collected,  and  paid  on 
such  article,  onless  exported  under  customs  superrision,  a  penalty  of 
25  per  cent  of  the  value  of  such  article  In  addition  to  any  other  duty 
Imposed  by  law  upon  such  commodity. 

Mr.  BriNO.  I  am  quite  In  accord  with  the  amendment,  but  I 
want  to  offer  an  amendment  after  the  perfected  amendment  has 
been  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator's  amendment 
would  be  in  order  now. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  asked  the  able  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
^  Vaivdbniibh}]  a  while  ago  if  an  article  had  been  passed  by  the 
customs  officials  and  had  tak«i  its  place  with  the  other  mer- 
chandise of  the  importer  and  he  had  acted  in  good  faith  and  it 
was  subsequently  discovered  when,  perhaps,  it  was  upon  the 
shelves  of  his  store  or  after  he  had  «i»ld  it,  that  it  was  spurious, 
that  some  additional  evidence  had  come  to  the  Government  after 
It  had  passed  the  customs  oflB'ials  which  led  them  to  make 
further  investigation  and  that  investigation  had  culminated  in 
a  conviction  that  It  was  spuriotis,  whether  under  the  amendment 
they  th«n  should  attach  the  penalty?  The  Senator  said,  "No; 
be  thought  not " ;  but  in  order  to  make  assurance  double  .«iure, 
I  propose  the  following  amendment,  which  I  ask  the  clerk  to 
read. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  assure  the  Senator 
that  that  has  never  been  done  by  our  Government  and  nev?r 
will  be  done,  so  why  have  an  amendment  providing  that  it  shall 
not  be  done?  It  would  not  change  the  practice.  It  never  has 
been  done  and  I  am  quite  sure  that  it  never  will  be  done.  I  do 
not  see  how  we  could  do  It.  If  they  accept  the  article  for 
admi8si<m,  that  is  final 

Mr.  KING.  I  want  to  be  entirely  sure.  Let  my  amendment 
be  read  so  that  the  Senate  may  understand  the  apprehension 
which  I  have  and  what  I  seek  to  guard  against.  Then  in  the 
event  we  do  not  vote  upon  it  and  the  question  should  be  raised 
hereafter,  the  officials  would  know  what  the  attitude  of  the 
Senate  was  is  respect  to  the  matter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  report  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah. 

The  CHn»  Clkbk.  At  the  end  of  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  Michigan,  after  the  word  "  commodity,"  insert 
a  proviso,  as  foUowa: 

Pmvide*,  That  if  any  such  article  described  in  said  paragraph  shall 
have  been  paawd  by  the  customs  offldals  aa  authentic,  the  qaestion  of 
its  aothentleity  shall  not  thereafter  be  raised  in  any  proceeding  on 
the  part  of  the  OoTenunent  for  the  purpose  of  imposing  the  penalty 
prescribed  hereunder. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    That  is  the  understanding. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  this  section  im- 
poaes  a  penalty  upon  anyone  who  ^ideavors  to  bring  into  this 
country  an  antique,  although  he  is  perfectly  Innocttit  and  la 
acting  in  perfect  good  faith.  If  anyl>ody  tries  to  bring  Into  tills 
country  an  antique  and  tries  to  escape  the  payment  of  a  duty 
upon  it  knowing  that  ia  is  not  an  antique,  th^t  It  does  not  come 
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undeii  the  provisions  of  the  statute,  of  course  we  ought  to  im- 
I>ose  \  penalty  ui)on  him.  But  take  the  person  who  goes  abroad 
and  buys  an  article,  assured  that  it  is  antique,  gets  eviileiire 
whic  I  satisfies  him  that  it  is  antique,  and  comes  over  here  in 
the  r  lost  perfect  good  faith  about  the  matter  and  the  customs 
office  -s  believe  the  proof  he  has  nmde  is  not  sutticieut  to  estab- 
lish i  ts  authenticity  as  an  antique.  He  then  becomes  practically 
a  sm  iggler  and  is  subjected  to  penalties. 

I  \irent  to  the  Orient  one  time  and  while  there  bought  some 
little  jade  trinket.  I  was  assured  that  it  was  140  years  old. 
Of  course.  I  did  not  know  anything  about  whether  it  was  or 
was  not,  except  that  it  looked  as  though  it  were  quite  ancient. 
The  dealer  assured  me  that  it  was,  and  I  t«»ok  his  word  for  it, 
supp<irted  by  the  appearance  of  the  article.  It  came  in  with- 
out ^y  hesitation  at  all.  I  did  not  have  any  tr(»uble  about  It. 
15ut  tiuppose  now  that  the  customs  officers  should  have  said  to 
me,  '  You  have  been  bilked  about  this  matter.  This  is  not  an 
antique  at  all."  Of  course,  I  would  have  had  to  pay  a  duty 
upon  it.    But  upon  what  consideration  should  I  be  penalized? 

Mr  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tor t(»  finish  that  story  about  the  jade.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  is  all  there  was  to  it. 
[Lanrhter.l 

Mr  WATSON.  I  wondered  whether  the  Senator  got  the 
trlnk?t  into  this  country. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  said  there  was  not  the  slightest 
difficilty.  The  officers  passed  the  trinket  very  properly— I  say 
properly;  I  do  not  know  whether  they  did  it  properly  or  not, 
but  if  I  had  been  obliged  to  submit  evidence  and  the  customs 
office  i-s  were  fairly  strict  in  the  matter  of  the  evidence  they 
wouli  admit,  the  probabilities  are  I  would  have  been  obliged  to 
\»y  he  duty  on  the  trinket.  I  am  not  complaining.  I  merely 
use  1 1  as  an  illustration  of  the  burdens  put  upon  the  person  who 
brim  s  in  something  that  is  supposed  to  be  In  the  nature  of  a 
worl    of  art. 

Ml.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  we  discussed  that  while  tlie 
Senator  was  out  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Very  likely. 

M '.  COl'ZENS.  This  provision  does  not  apply  to  the  in- 
divi(  ual  bringing  in  an  antique  that  is  not  for  resale,  so  the  iu- 
cidei  t  the  Senator  refers  to  would  not  come  under  this  provi- 
sion. All  he  would  have  to  do  would  be  to  pay  the  usual  duty, 
but  iio  penalty  except  it  were  for  resale.  If  It  were  for  resale 
anil  the  importer  or  American  citizen  finds  that  he  has  been 
imiwsed  upon,  he  can  apply  under  .««eotiou  818  for  relief,  be- 
caus  •  we  changetl  the  word  frt>m  "  duty  "  to  "  penalty  "  in  the 
lust   [>hra.««e  in  the  provision. 

Ml .  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  find  nothing  in  the  amendment 
befoie  me  supporting  the  view  now  expres.sed  by  the  Senator. 
It  rtads: 

"urnlture  descrlNMl  In  paragraph  1812  shall  enter  the  United  States 
at  ports  which  shall  bo  desljrnatpd  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for 
this  purpose.  If  any  article  described  in  paragraph  1812  and  Im- 
ported for  sale  is  rejected  as  unauthentic — 

M '.  COUZENS.  "  For  sale."  That  would  not  apply  to  the 
Seni  tor's  case 

M  ■.  WALSH  of  Montana.  What  Is  the  difference? 
M".  COI'ZENS.  One  case  is  where  the  citizen  is  imposed  on 
whil»  bringing  in  an  individual  article  for  himself.  The  only 
thin  ;  is  tliat  he  would  be  required  to  pay  the  regular  duty  upon 
the  irtiele.  But  If  the  merchant  brings  it  in  for  resale  then  It 
is  d  fferent,  because  it  affects  the  home  iM-odu' er  more  than 
wou  d  the  case  of  the  individual  bringing  in  one  article. 

M :.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Why  should  the  man  who  brings  it 
in  b«  penalizetl  when  he  is  entirely  without  fault  in  the  matter? 
M  r.  COUZENS.  If  the  Senator  will  read  section  618  he  will 
see  hat  there  is  a  provision  for  a  penalty  to  be  imposed  by  the 
Tre(.8ury,  but  he  may  appeal  against  the  imposition  of  the  pen- 
alty and  have  the  penalty  remitted  if  he  can  show  extenuating 
circumstances.  We  agreed  when  the  Senator  was  absent  from 
the  chamber  that  that  provision  would  protect  the  man  who  had 
beei  Imposed  uiK>n  In  purcluislng  what  he  believed  to  be  an 
anti  iiue. 

T  le  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  to  the 
amt  ndment  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  of  course  I  appreciate  the  posi- 
tion takra  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  and  I  have  no 
dou  >t  that  in  perfect  good  faith  ho  believes  there  would  be  no 
dan  fer  to  be  apprehended  by  a  person  who  brought  Into  the 
Unl  ed  States  what  he  l)elleved  to  be  antiques  of  l)eing  required 
to  fiy  penalties  after  they  had  passed  the  customhou.«ie.  Yet  I 
am  not  so  sure  that  a  rigid  interpretation  of  the  amendment 
would  not  subject  the  Individual,  if  he  were,  of  course,  an 
iup  >rtar  for  sale,  to  the  payment  of  the  penalty  after  the  goods 
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had  passed  the  customs  and  had  been  placed  upon  his  shelves. 
Take  an  importer  who  in  perfect  good  faith  buys  antiques 
abroad.  He  has  every  indicia  of  their  being  antiques.  He 
brings  them  to  the  United  States.  He  furnishes  to  the  customs 
officials  the  evidence  which  he  possesses  to  show  their  authen- 
ticity. The  customs  officials  pass  the  goods.  They  are  placed 
upon  his  shelves.  He  retains  them  there  for  a  number  of  months 
or  years  and  finally  they  are  sold,  or  perhaps  they  are  not  sold. 
The  Government  officials  in  a  few  months  or  in  a  few  years  dis- 
cover some  evidence  not  before  them  when  the  goods  were  ad- 
mitted, evidence  which  the  purchaser  and  importer  never  pos- 
sessed, which  convinces  them  in  good  faith  that  the  goods  are 
spurious  and  are  not  antiques.  They  come  to  him  and  say, 
"Here  Is  conclusive  evidence  that  the  goods  which  we  passed  a 
year  ago  or  two  years  ago  were  spurious.  We  now  demand  the 
penalty  prescril)ed  by  law." 

It  does  seem  to  me,  Mr.  President,  that  when  the  Government 
pa.sses  the  goods,  having  full  opportunity  for  examination,  hold- 
ing the  articles,  as  It  may,  for  an  indefinite  period  to  confirm 
its  suspicions  if  it  has  suspicions  that  they  are  spurious  or  to 
confirm  Its  convictions  that  they  are  authentic  If  It  has  those 
convictions,  it  ought  not  then  to  be  permitted  to  renege — to  use 
the  language  of  the  street — and  to  penalize  the  Importer  years 
after  the  Government  has  passed  the  articles. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  his  colleague? 
Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  agree  with  all  that  my  colleague  has  said. 
Mr.  KING.  I  knew  my  colleague  would. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  The  reason  for  limiting  the  ports  of  entry  in 
this  Instance  to  those  which  shall  be  designated  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  is  that  it  Is  almost  impossible  to  secure  men  who 
are  competent  to  judge  what  an  antique  Is.  If  we  limit  the 
number  of  ports  of  entry  at  which  such  articles  may  come  in 
we  can  provide  experts  to  pass  on  them.  Whenever  the  charac- 
ter of  such  an  importation  shall  have  t)een  passed  on,  I  assure 
the  Senator  that  there  will  be  no  following  up  by  the  Treasury 
Department ;  nor  has  there  been  In  the  past. 

Mr.  KING.  That  is  what  I  want  to  guard  against.  I  am 
jtiHt  as  much  opposed  as  my  friend  from  Michigan  can  be  to 
persons  bringing  articles  into  the  United  States  under  the  guise 
of  their  being  antiques  when  they  are  not ;  and  I  am  perfectly 
willing  that  they  shall  be  penalized  for  doing  so ;  but  after  the 
Government  has  had  full  opportunity  to  make  the  examination 
and  the  cards  are  all  put  upon  the  table  and  the  Government 
says,  "  We  are  satisfied  and  we  admit  them,"  and  afterwards 
the  Government  may  discover  that  it,  as  well  as  the  Importer, 
was  deceived,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  the  Government  ought  not 
then  to  go  back  to  the  imiwrter  and  to  penalize  him. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Utah  says  that  never  has  been 
done,  and  he  gives  us  assurance  that  it  will  not  be  done.  How 
do  we  know?  Some  overzealous  official  may  take  a  viewpoint 
contrary  to  that  expressed  by  my  friend  the  dialrman  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance.  I  suggest  to  the  chairman,  because  we 
are  In  accotd  as  to  what  ought  to  be  done,  and  as  to  the  justice 
of  the  situation,  that  he  accept  the  amendment.  If  upon  further 
consideration  in  conference.  It  should  appear,  after  consultation 
with  the  officials  of  the  Treasury  Department,  that  there  has 
been  a  construction  in  the  pa.st  of  measures  of  this  character 
adverse  to  the  fears  which  I  have  expressed,  I  am  perfecUy 
willing  then  that  the  conferees  shall  make  such  disposition 
of  the  matter  as  they  may  see  fit. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  view  of  that  statement,  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  amendment  being  adopted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  la  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  frMn  Michigan  [Mr.  Vaicotw- 
Bnto],  as  modified. 

Tlie  amendment,  as  modified,  was  agreeil  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Will  the  Senator  yield  to  me  for  Just  a 
moment  ? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  When  I  last  had  the  floor,  I  Intended  to  offer 
the  amendment  which  I  thought  I  had  offered  on  Saturday  last, 
but  I  find  that  that  amendment  was  offered  by  me,  but  it  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed.  I  wish  now  to 
offer  the  amendment  and  ask  that  it  may  be  read.    It  is  very 

short.  ,.        .>  i. 

Mr.    SMOOT.    The   Senator   from   North   Carolina   does  not 

mean  that  the  amendment  shall  be  read  for  action  now? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Very  well. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The  amendment  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  will  be  stated. 

The  Chikt  Clok.  On  page  326,  after  line  12,  following 
the  amendment  previously  adopted,  it  is  proposed  to  insert : 

(8)  Definition  of  costs  of  transportation:  Costs  of  transportation 
for  the  purposes  of  this  section  shall  be  held  to  Include,  In  so  far  aa 
applicable,  freight  charges  and  all  other  charges  incident  to  transporta- 
tion. Including  transit  Insurance,  costs  of  landing  and  unloading,  and 
port  charges  and  landing  charges.  These  costs  shall  l)e  computed  to 
such  principal  market  or  markets  of  the  United  States  as  may  most 
nearly  insure  equal  competitive  opportunity  to  domestic  articles  and, 
like  or  similar  foreign  arUcles  in  the  principal  consuming  r^on  or 
regions  of  the  United  States.  If  this  purpose  may  be  best  accomplished 
thereby,  such  costs  on  domestic  articles  and  on  like  or  similar  foreign 
articles  shall  be  computed  to  different  principal  markeU  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  under  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement,  Title  III— Special  provisions;  Part  I— MlsceUaneous ; 
section  301,  Philippine  Islands,  is  next  in  order.  There  has  been 
no  amendment  offered  by  the  Committee  on  Finance  to  that 
section.  I  understand,  however,  that  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana [Mr.  Bboussako]  has  an  amendment  which  he  desires  to 
offer  to  the  section,  and,  if  he  will  offer  it  at  this  time,  the 
Senate  may  consider  it  now. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  There  was  an  understanding—a  tacit  one,  at 
least— that  we  might  recur  to  an  amendment  which  was  not 
disposed  of  owing  to  the  fact  that  a  number  of  Senators  were 
compelled  In  their  official  position  to  be  absent  from  the  Cham- 
ber. I  was  wondering  if  the  Senator  desired  to  let  that  amend- 
ment go  over  until  to-morrow.  In  view  of  the  statement  which 
I  made  to  him  and  to  the   Senator  from  Pennsylvania    [Mr. 

Reed]. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  will  have  to  go  over,  because  I  have  already 
told  a  number  of  Senators  that  we  would  not  take  a  vote  upon 
any  question  other  than  the  matter  affecting  the  Philip^ne 
Islands  to-night.  ^    ^ 

Mr.  HARRISON,  I  presume  there  will  be  no  farther  dis- 
cussion of  the  other  amendment  on  to-^norrow? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  know  of  no  further  discussion  on  It. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  So  that  we  may  have  a  vote  early  to- 
morrow on  the  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  there  Is  no  (Ajectlon  to  the  amendment  on 
the  part  of  any  Senator  who  may  be  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
at  that  time,  it  should  not  take  very  long. 

Mr.  BROUSSABD.    I  inquire  to  what  amendment  the  Senator 

is  referring? 

Mr.  HARRISON,  I  refer  to  the  amendment  to  strike  out  the 
provision  as  to  manufacturers  and  labor  representatives  being 
allowed  to  appear  in  customs  cases. 

Mr,  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield  to  me 
further? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield- 
Mr.  KING.    Would  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  object  if  we 
should  take  up  the  Philippine  matter  this  afternoon  and  not 
dispose  of  it,  but  recur  to  it  to-morrow  morning? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  would  prefer  to  have  the  Senate  go  oa 
with  the  other  amendment  now. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    We  can  not  do  that  to-night 

Mr,  SMITH,    Then  let  us  take  a  recess. 

Mr.  SMOOT,    No ;  we  want  to  go  on  until  5  o'clock. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN"r.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  SMOOT,  The  Senator  from  Louisiana,  as  I  understand, 
has  the  floor. 

Mr,  DILL.  Mr.  Presidwit,  will  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  to  me? 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  on  yesterday  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  McKixlar]  gave  out  a  statement  regarding  the 
appointment  of  conferees  on  the  tariff  bill,  which  was  printed  in 
nearly  all  the  newspapers  of  the  country.  It  is  such  an  im- 
portant statement  that  I  think  it  ought  to  be  printed  in  the 
Rixx>BO.  It  recites  cases  where  the  House  tn  appointing  con- 
ferees not  only  did  not  apixtint  the  ranking  member  but  took 
for  the  chairman  of  a  conference  committee  in  one  instance  a 
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man  who  was  on  another  committee.  I  think  the  fact  mlKht 
als<»  be  cited  that  some  years  ago  the  Senate  appointed  the  late 
Senator  Underwood  on  the  conference  committee  on  the  Muscle 
Shoals  bill,  although  he  was  not  a  member  of  the  committee 
handling  the  bill.  In  view  of  its  importance.  I  ask  that  the 
gtateiiient  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  may  be  printed  in  the 
REtoKD  at  thliJ  ix)int  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

The   VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is   there   objection?     The  Chair 
hear;*  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 
The  statement  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

Washixotos.  October  7.— Senator  McKbi,la«,  of  Tenn«Mee.  Toicing 
the  ojilnlon  of  many  of  bit  Democratic  and  progressive  Bepablican  col- 
leainies  who  are  determined  that  the  flexible  provision  In  Its  present 
form  shaU  be  permanently  stricken  from  the  tariff  bill,  proposes  that 
the  Senate  shall  elect  Its  own  delegates  to  the  conference  with  the 
lIou«e  of  Representatives,  Instead  of  foUowlng  the  precedent  of  the  Vice 
President  appointing  these  conferees. 

He  Instances  the  fate  of  the  debenture  proposal  as  an  example  of 
the  Senate's  being  balked  of  its  declared  poUcy  through  the  medlom  of 
a  conference  report  and  asks  that  his  plan  be  followed,  so  that  the 
Senate  "  may  have  an  even  chance  with  the  House  In  considering  this 
meaMure  in  conference." 

Senator  i-'cKMU-ia's  proposal  contemplates  the  naming  of  the  two 
ranking  Republicans  of  the  Finance  Committee,  the  two  ranking  Demo- 
crats, and  Senator  NoRUia,  or  some  other  Progressive.  In  a  statement 
issued  to-day  through  the  Democratic  National  Committee,  Senator 
McKellab  said : 

"  Last  spring,  by  a  rote  of  47  to  44,  the  Senate  put  In  the  farm 
relief  bill  what  was  known  as  the  debenture  proposal.  It  went  to  con- 
ference and  the  conferees  struck  the  debenture  proposal  out,  and  when 
the  conference  report  came  in  It  was  adopted  by  the  Senate  and  the  farm 
bin  pasjted  without  the  debenture  clause,  although  It  was  emphatically 
the  will  of  a  majority  of  the  Senate  to  put  that  provision  In  the  bill. 

"  Now.  we  have  the  same  situation  In  reference  to  the  Slmmons- 
Norrls  flexible-tariff  provision.  By  a  vote  of  47  to  42,  the  Senate  has 
emphatically  placed  Its  approval  on  that  proposal,  yet  1  find  our  re- 
actionary BepabUcan  friends  boldly  claiming  that  the  conferees  wUl 
strike  it  out  and  that  the  Senate  conferees  will  agree  that  It  be 
stricken  out.  and  so  the  wiU  of  the  Senate  wlU  be  again  made  sub- 
servient to  the  administration  machine  In  the  House.  Under  these 
circumstances  It  Is  my  opinion  that  the  Senate  should  elect  Its  own 
conferees  on  this  bin,  so  that  It  may  have  an  even  chance  with  the 
House  In  considering  this  measure  In  conference.  When  It  comes  to 
the  appointment  of  conferees,  the  two  ranking  Republicans  and  the 
two  ranking  Democrats  should  be  selected,  and  GnoacB  W.  Noaais^ 
author  of  a  part  of  the  flexible  provision,  or  Senator  Bo%iM,  or  La 
FoLUcm.  or  Bbookhabt,  or  Johnsox.  or  Blains,  or  any  other  one 
of  the  13  progr««dve  Republicans,  should  be  elected  as  the  fifth  mem- 
ber of  the  conference  committee. 

-  Of  course.  It  will  be  claimed  that  this  will  be  revolutionary.  It  Is 
not  at  alL  We  have  a  precedent  In  the  present  Congress  for  such 
action.  The  three  ranking  members  of  the  Committee  on  the  Census  In 
the  House  are  B.  Haar  Fxjcji.  of  Connectlctit ;  CtaaancB  J.  McLbod, 
of  Michigan  ;  and  Hays  B.  White,  of  Kansas.  The  two  ranking  Demo- 
crats are  J.  a  Ra.sxin,  of  Mississippi,  and  Aumxm  H.  GsnirwooD. 
of  Indiana.  When,  on  June  7.  1929,  a  conference  was  asked  on  the 
census  and  apportionment  bill.  It  was  agreed  to  by  the  House,  and  the 
chairman  appointed  as  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  House  Mr.  Catt  B. 
Chisublom,  Mr.  Fbx.v,  Mr.  McLsod,  Mr.  Bankib,  and  Mr.  G«»nwood, 
leaving  Mr.  Hays  B.  White  of  Kansas  out.  (Page  2531  of  the  Bbcohd.) 
"It  will  thus  be  seen  that  the  House  of  Representatives  In  making 
these  appointments,  which  was  done  by  unanimous  consent,  selected 
four  roembere  of  the  Census  Committee,  leaving  one  out,  and  appointing 
Mr.  Chindblom,  a  member  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  aad  not 
on  the  Census  Committee  at  all.  chairman  of  the  committee,  to  see  that 
the  will  of  the  House  was  carried  out. 

*  On  page  2608  of  the  Rbcobd  of  June  10,  1929,  there  will  be  found 
the  conference  report  on  the  census  and  apportionment  bill,  signed  by 
Cabl  R.  Chitoblom,  E.  Habt  Fbxx,  and  Clabbncb  J.  McI^bod,  man- 
agers on  the  psrt  of  the  House. 

"  So  that  instead  of  the  election  of  Mr.  Nokbis  or  any  other  pro- 
gressive being  revolutionary.  It  wUl  be  In  entire  keeping  with  the  Re- 
pnblicau  precedent  in  the  House  at  this  very  session.  It  la  the  only 
way  that  the  Senate  has  of  being  put  upon  terms  of  equality  with  the 
House  In  the  conference." 

Mr.  SMITH.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  BROUSSABD.     I  yidid. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  have  here  an  editorial  that  appeared  in  the 
Greenville  (S.  C)  News.  It  is  very  short,  being  less  than  a 
cdamn,  and  pertains  to  the  relation  of  agricaltare  to  the  tariff. 
I  ask  to  haTo  the  clerk  read  it. 
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Tl  e  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  reading  of 
the  (^itorial?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  clerk  will  read, 
as  r(^ue.«rt:ed. 

Tie  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

[From  the  QreenvlUe   (S.  C.)  News,  October  7,  1929] 

A     TAIX     HOPB? 

Speaking  of  the  tariff,  the  Farm  Journal  points  out  that  increased 
dutif  i  wUl  not  "  necessarily  "  Increase  pricss  of  these  commodities  to 
Ameiican  buyers. 

That  is,  of  course,  quite  true,  and  the  American  farmer  should  realise 
Just  liow  such  things  work  and  not  be  misled  by  any  superficial  view 
that  he  is  going  to  be  vastly  benefited  by  tariff  bills  levying  higher 
dutiei  on  his  products. 

Tariffs  will  raise  the  price  on  commodities  in  which  the  domestic 
production  Is  less  than  the  domestic  consumption,  and  to  supply  the 
domestic  demand  for  which  a  substantial  quantity  must  be  Imported; 
and  ilso  on  commodities  In  which  the  domestic  production.  In  excess  of 
consumption,  can  be  segregated  from  the  domestic  markets  so  that  there 
Is  not  a  surplus  competing  for  the  money  of  the  domestic  buyer.  A 
tarif  on  sugar  raises  the  price  because  we  consume  six  or  seven  times 
as  much  sugar  as  we  produce  In  America.  On  the  other  hand,  a  tariff 
of  a  dollar  a  pound  on  cotton  would  probably  not  affect  the  price  at  all. 
because  we  produce  twice  as  much  cotton  as  we  use  In  America. 

Oil  many  farm  commodities  where  the  domestic  supply  runs  fairly 
clos«  to  the  domestic  demand,  the  effect  of  a  tariff  may  often  be 
anmUed  by  the  great  amount  of  competition  between  the  farmers  them- 
8elv<s  for  the  domestic  market.  The  farmer  Is  largely  an  Individualist, 
and  there  are  millions  of  him.  When  many  try  to  sell  the  same  thing 
at  ttie  same  time  and  flood  the  market,  tariffs  do  not  avail  to  help 
prlci «.  The  manufacturer,  however.  Is  usually  able  to  do  a  little  better. 
Thei «  are  not  so  many  of  him.  In  the  first  place.  In  a  given  line  of  pro- 
duct Ion;  he  Is  better  able  to  reduce  production,  regulate  his  flow  of 
goods  to  the  market,  and  segregate  a  surplus  entirely  from  the  domestic 
marcet  and  ship  It  abroad.  He  la  usually  able  to  make  the  protective 
tari  f  a  very  useful  ally  in  keeping  prices  up  to  a  fair  mark,  and  above 
bla  Foreign  competitor  In  domestic  markets. 

Ttie  political  cry  now  In  the  Independent  branches  of  the  Republican 
Pary  is  for  protective  tariffs  for  the  farmer.  Put  him  on  an  equality 
wltl  1  the  manufacturer !  Probably  sounds  good  to  numerous  farmers 
whc  may  be  led  to  believe  that  after  so  long  a  time  they  are  finally  on 
the  verge  of  getting  a  square  deal.  Some  small  groups  of  producers  in 
certiin  lines  may  benefit,  but  the  great  mass  of  the  agricultural  popa- 
latlon  must  eventually  awake  to  the  realisation  that  Ita  economic  Inter- 
ests lie  rather  In  removal  of  the  barriers  to  International  trade  over  the 
gem  ral  fleld  of  goods  than  In  Imposing  greater  restrictions  for  their  own 
specific  products. 

1  [r.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  I  have  offered  two  amend- 
mefcts  to  the  pending  bill.  One  Is  to  section  301.  The  other  is, 
on  )age  485,  after  line  9,  to  insert  the  following: 

Ibat  the  President  of  the  UiJted  States  Is  authorised  and  requested 
to  nvlte  the  Governments  of  Great  Britain,  Japan,  Italy,  and  France 
to  lend  representatives  to  a  conference  which  shall  be  charged  with  the 
dutr  of  entering  Into  an  agreement  to  guarantee  the  Independence  of 
the  Philippine  Islands.  Such  agreement  shall  be  reported  to  the  re- 
spective Oovemments  for  their  approval. 

The  first  amendment,  Mr.  President,  proposes  to  strike  out 
section  301  and  to  insert  new  language.  I  think  it  will  save 
tin  e  if  both  these  amendments  are  discussed  at  one  time.  They 
inv  Dive  the  same  issues.  I  now  a.sk,  therefore,  that  the  amend- 
me  It  on  page  485  be  considered  in  connection  with  the  other 
am>ndment,  which  is  reached  in  its  regular  order  to-day. 

J  Ir.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

'  he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yiad  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  do. 

fr.  SMOOT.  Would  it  not  be  better  for  the  Senator  first  to 
ofl^r  his  amendment  striking  out  section  301  and  have  that 
ac  ed  upon ;  and  then,  if  It  should  be  acted  upon  favorably,  ask 
un  inimous  consent  to  consider  the  other  one? 

Ir.  BROUSSARD.  I  do  not  think  It  Is  necessary  to  have 
unlnimons  consent.  I  wish  to  offer  both  these  amendments  at 
thb  time;  but  I  now  ask  unanimou-s  consent  that  we  consider 
them  both,  and  by  that  I  mean  that  we  shall  vote  upon  them 
at  the  same  time,  one  after  the  other,  taking  the  independence 
an  endment  first,  and  then  voting  on  the  other  amendment. 

^r.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  consider  two  ainend- 
moats  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  do  not  mean  at  the  same  time.  I  mean, 
af  jer  we  have  discussed  the  two  amenilments,  that  the  two  votes 
sh  ill  follow  one  another.  That  is  only  to  save  time,  because 
ot  lerwlse  we  will  have  to  reopen  the  question.  The  am^id- 
m<  nts  involve  the  same  issue.    I  do  not  mean  to  couple  the  two 
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together;  I  have  purposely  separated  them;  but  I  wish  to  have 
one  vote  taken  after  the  other. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  objectlwi  to 

that.  ..      „ 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  should  like  to  have  the  Rbxx)rd  show 

that.  ^  .     ^    . 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.     The   Chair   desires   to    announce 

that  there  Is  one  uuanimous-ct>n8ent  agreement  in  force  now, 
to  proceed  first  to  consider  the  provisions  of  Titles  III  and  IV, 
and  that  during  the  ctmsideration  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  of  Titles  III  and  IV  the  Senate  shall  first  consider,  sec- 
tion by  .s<»ction,  all  proposed  ajnimittt-e  amendments,  and  then, 
section  by  section,  all  other  proposed  amendments.  Is  it  the 
intention  to  change  that  unanimous-consent  agreement? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No.  That  is  why  I  asked  that  the  Senator 
present  now  his  amendment  to  section  301.  After  that  amend- 
ment has  been  acted  on  of  course  the  Senator  can  follow  It 
up  with  any  amendment  he  desires,  and  he  will  be  in  order 
under  the  agreement. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  when  the  unanimous-con- 
sent agreement  was  entered  into  I  think  such  prvipositions  as 
this.  Involving  the  same  facts,  were  not  thought  of;  and  I  am 
merely  trying  to  save  a  few  hours  of  debate  on  the  matter,  in 
order  to  have  one  debate  over  both. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  me  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  he  take  up 
now  his  first  amendment,  to  strike  out  section  301;  and  then, 
if  that  is  accomplished,  that  he  ask  unanimous  consent  to  con- 
sider the  other  amendment. 

Mr.  BLACK.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.     Do  I  understand  that  It  is  a  question  of  unani- 
mous consent  now  as  to  which  one  shall  come  first?     I  am 
Interested  in  voting  first  on  the  question  of  independence. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  section  301. 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.     No;  that  is  not  section  301. 
Mr.  BLACK.     I   understand  that  section  301   is  the  section 
that  refers  to  duties. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Yes,  sir;  it  is. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  the  section  to  be  taken  up  at  the 
present  time,  under  the  unaialmous-consent  agreement. 

Mr,  BROUSS.\RD.  It  comes  up  automatically  under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement,  which  I  am  trying  now  to  set 
aside  for  that  purpose;  but  we  will  reach  that  before  we  get 
through  with  this  matter. 

Mr.   SMOOT.     I   may  add  that  no  doubt  the  discussion   of 
section  301  will  have  a  bearing  on  the  other  amendment  which 
the  Senator  desires  to  have  acted  upon. 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Therefore  it  seems  to  me  best  to  take  up  sec 
tion  301  under  the  uuanimous-consent  agreement. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  I  think  it  will  save  time 
to  consider  both  of  them  together,  so  far  as  the  purpose  of  this 
discussion  is  concerned,  at  any  rate. 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  second  amend- 
jnent— that  referring  to  the  independence  of  the  Philippine 
Islands— authorizes  an<l  requests  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  ask  the  Pacific  iwict  powers  to  meet  for  the  puriwse 
of  considering  the  mwlification  of  the  treaty  now  in  existence 
whereby  the  independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands  would  be 
guaranteed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  offer  the 
amendment  at  this  time,  and  have  It  read? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  have  offered  both  of  the  amendments. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  should  like  to  have  them  read  for  the  Rec- 
ord.   The  Senator,  of  course,  can  offer  only  one  at  a  time. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  had  ejcpected  to  read  the  amendment 
very  shortly  in  my  di.scusslon. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  For  the  Rbcobd,  I  think  It  ought  to  be  read 
now. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Very  well;  I  ask  that  the  amendment 

be  read.  ,  . 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  clerk  will  state  the  amend- 
ment. 

Tlie  Chief  Clerk.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana  offers  the 
following  amendment: 

On  page  280.  lines  3  to  25,  inclusive,  page  281,  page  282.  and  page 
283,  lines  1  to  3.  Inclusive,  strike  out  all  of  section  301,  and  Insert  In 
lieu   thereof   the   following : 

"  Skc.  301.  Philippine  Islands :  There  shall  be  levied,  coUected,  and 
paid  upon  all  ariicles  et>mlng  into  the  United  States  from  the  Philippine 
Islands  the  rates  of  duty  which  are  required  to  be  levied,  collected,  and 
paid  upon  like  articles  Imported  from  foreign  countries  :  Provided,  That 
until  such  time  as  the  Government  of  the  United  SUtes  shall  discharge 
its  promise  and  obligation  to  give  to  the  people  of  the  Philippine  Islands 


their   independence   the   duties   thus   collected   shall   be  paid   Into   tho 
treasury   of  the   PhUlpplne   Islands,   to   be   used   and  expended  for   the 
government  and  benefit  of  said  Islands :  Provided  further.  That  in  coo- 
slderation  of  the  revenues  thus  turned  over  to  the  government  of  the 
Philippine  Islands,  all  articles,  the  growth,  product,  or  manufacture  of 
the  United  States,  upon  which  no  drawback  of  customs  duties  has  t>een 
allowed  therein,  shall  be  admitted  to  the  PhlUpplne  Islands  from  the 
United  SUtes  free  of  duty :  And  provided  further.  That  the  free  admis- 
sion,  herein  provided,  of  such  articles,  the  growth,  product,  or  manu- 
facture of  the  United  States,  Into  the  Philippine  Islands  shall  be  con- 
ditioned    upon    the    direct   shipment    thereof,    under    a    through    bill    of 
lading,  from  the  country  of  origin  to  the  country  of  destination  :  Pro- 
vided, hovxsvcr.  That  If  such  articles  become  unpacked  while  en  route 
by  accident,  wreck,  or  other  casualty,  or  so  damaged  as  to  necessitate 
their  repacking,  the  same  shall  be  admitted  free  of  duty  upon  satisfac- 
tory proof  that  the  unpacking  occurred  through  accident  or  necessity  and 
that   the   merchandise  Involved   Is   the  identical   merchandise  originally 
shipped  from  the   United   States,  and  that  Its  condition  has  not  been 
changed   except    for   such    damage   as    may    have    been    sustained :    Aud 
provided.  That  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  in  the  United 
States    upon   articles,   goods,    wares,   or   merchandise   coming    Into    the 
United  States  from  the  Philippine  Islands  a  tax  equal  to  the  internal- 
revenue  tax  Imposed  In  the  United  States  upon  the  like  articles,  goods, 
wares,  or  merchandise  of  domestic  manufacture ;  such  tax  to  be  paid 
by   Internal-revenue   stamp  or   stamps,   to  be   provided   by   the  Commis- 
sioner of  Internal  Revenue,  and  to  be  affixed  In  such  manner  and  under 
such    regulations    as    he,    with    the    approval    of    the    Secretary    of    the 
Treasury,    shall    prescribe ;    and    such    articles,    goods,    wares,    or    mer- 
chandise shipped  from  said  islands  to  the  United  Slates  shall  be  exempt 
from  the  payment  of  any  tax  imposed  by  the  Internal  revenue  laws  of 
the   Philippine  Islands:   Provided  further.  That   there  shaU  be  levied, 
collected,    and    paid    In    the    Philippine    Islands,    upon    articles,    goods, 
wares,  or  merchandise  going  Into  the  Philippine  Islands  from  the  United 
States,  a  tax  equal  to  the  Internal- revenue  tax  Imposed  In  the  Philip- 
pine Islands   upon  the  like  articles,   goods,   wares,  or   merchandise  of 
Philippine  Islands  manufacture ;  such  tex  to  be  paid  by  Internal-revenue 
stamps  or  otherwise,  as  provided  by  the  laws  of  the  Philippine  Islands ; 
and   such  articles,  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  going  Into  the  Philip- 
pine Islands  from  the  United  SUtes  shall  be  exempt  from  the  payment 
of  any  tax  Imposed  by  the  Internal  revenue  laws  of  the  United  SUtes: 
Provided  further.  That  in  addition  to  the  customs  taxes  imposed  in  the 
Philippine  Islands  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  therein  upon 
articles,    goods,    wares,    or    merchandise    imported    Into    the    Philippine 
Islands' from  countries  other  than  the  United  States  the  internal-reve- 
nue Ux  imposed  by  the  Philippine  Government  on   like  articles   manu> 
factored  and  consumed  In  the  Pbilipploe  Islands  or  shipped  thereto  for 
consumption    therein    from    the   United   SUtes:   And   provided    further. 
That  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this  act  all  internal  revenues  col- 
lected In  or  for  account  of  the   Philippine   Islands  shall  accrue  inUct 
to    the    general    government    thereof    and    be    paid    into    the    insular 
treasury." 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  not  wish  to  interfere,  of  course,  vrlth  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  dealing  with 
Philippine  independence.  I  have  not  the  text  before  me.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  offer,  at  the  appropriate  time,  two  amendments 
which  have  been  pending  for  some  time — one  granting  independ- 
ence to  the  Philippine  Islands  and  the  other  requesting  the 
President  to  call  a  conference  of  all  powers  Interested  in  the 
Pacific  Ocean  with  a  view  to  negotiating  a  treaty  for  the  neu- 
tralization or  protection  of  the  Philippine  Islands  when  their 
independence  shall  have  been  secured. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  section  301  Is  not  greatly  changed  under  the  amend- 
ment I  have  offered,  and  that  the  provision  of  the  proposed 
measure  is  practically  the  same  as  that  of  existing  law.  It  is 
based,  Mr.  President,  upon  the  granting  to  American  manufac- 
turers and  shippers  of  the  privilege  of  duty-free  entry  Into  the 
Philippine  Islands,  in  consideration  for  which  we  give  them 
free  entry  into  this  country.  Instead  of  making  the  considera- 
tion for  the  free  entry  of  our  goods  into  the  Philippine  Islands 
the  custom  prevailing  in  the  past  of  permitting  their  goods  to 
enter  free,  under  this  amendment  they  are  to  pay  on  ail  com- 
modities imported  Into  this  country  the  duties  provided  under 
this  act,  and  it  is  aL^  provided  that  the  duties  so  collected 
shall  be  segregated  and  returned  to  the  Treasury  of  the  Philip- 
pine Islands  for  their  benefit 

Mr.  President,  I  was  moved  to  offer  this  amendment  because 
of  the  competition  existing  between  the  products  of  American 
farmers  and  products  coming  from  the  Philippine  Islands.  The 
most  fiagrant  illustration  of  that  is  the  case  of  oils.  Of  coarse, 
the  domestic  sugar  industry  ts  interested;  but  there  is  prac- 
tically T«T  Utae  influence  so  far  as  the  price  of  sugar  in  this 
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coon  try  is  concerned,  becanse  the  people  of  the  Philippines 
haTe  uot  yet  developed  the  sugar  industry  to  the  point  where  It 
will  seriously  interfere  witli  us.  They  are  on  the  way.  however; 
and  my  attention  was  first  called  to  the  matter  because  of  that 
possibility  and  my  interest  in  tlie  domestic  sugar  industry. 

While  making  investigations  along  that  line  I  found,  for  in- 
stance, that  wh«i  the  Tariff  Commission  raised  the  duty  on  pea- 
nut oil,  notwithstanding  the  raise  of  duty  the  price  of  oil 
dr^Yped ;  and  then,  upon  investigating  further,  I  found  that  100 
per  cent  of  the  coconut  oU  imported  into  this  country  comes 
from  the  Philipine  I.slands  and  pays  no  duty.  I  found  that  that 
not  only  interferes  with  the  cotton  grower  who  produces  cotton- 
see<l  oil,  but  it  interferes  with  the  dairy  people;  it  Interferes 
with  practically  every  farmer  producing  vegetable  oils  or  fats 
of  any  kind.  It  interferes  materially  with  the  dairy  people,  be- 
caa«»e  the  proportion  of  cottonseed  oil  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
oleomargarine  has  been  cut  down  to  such  a  very  large  extent 
that  cottonseed  oil  has  almost  been  excluded  from  use  in  the 
manufacture  of  oleomargarine;  and  all  of  that  cottonseed  oil 
has  been  substituted  by  coconut  oils  from  the  Philippine  Islands. 

I  find.  Mr.  President,  that  due  to  the  uncertainty  of  the  politi- 
cal future  of  the  Philippine  Islands  people  have  not  investeil 
there ;  but  the  former  Governor  General  of  those  islands,  who  is 
now  the  Secretary  of  State,  appeared  before  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee,  and  I  think  sent  a  statemwit  to  the  Finance 
Committee  opposing  very  vigorously  any  legislation  affecting  the 
Importation  of  commodities  from  the  Philippine  Islands.  In 
that  statement  the  former  Governor  General  Mr.  Stimson,  pointed 
out  that  for  six  or  seven  years  prior  to  his  becoming  Qoventor 
General  of  the  Philippine  Islands  a  deadlock  had  existed  there. 
The  cabinet  had  resigned  and  refused  to  cooperate  with  the 
Governor  General  of  the  islands;  and  in  that  chaotic  condition 
no  capital  dared  or  cared  to  take  any  chances  in  making  invest- 
ments there. 

Mr.  Stimson  reports  that  the  first  thing  he  did  after  reaching 
there  was  to  reconcile  all  those  conditions,  and  he  points  out  the 
effect  the  harmony  which  prevails  now  will  have  in  the  future 
development  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  He  points  out  that  not 
only  are  the  agricultural  interests  to  multiply  their  production 
and  to  increase' In  other  lines  of  activity  which  compete  with 
American  fanners,  but  lie  also  gives  the  names  of  a  number  of 
industrial  firms  which  now  have  determined  upon  and  have 
staried  industrial  development  in  the  Philippine  Islands. 

Mr,  President,  when  I  first  started  out  on  this  matter  my  idea 
was  that  we  ought  to  tax  imports  fr<Mn  the  Philippines.  I 
myself  am  trying  to  find  some  solution  by  which  the  American 
farmer  may  be  protected.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  B(«ah] 
the  other  day  pointed  out  the  condition.  We  know  positively 
from  the  result  of  what  has  been  tried  that  the  Tariff  C<Hnmis- 
slon  or  the  Congress  might  raise  the  duty  on  vegetable  oil  up 
to  a  dollar  a  gallon  and  It  would  not  affect  the  price  of  vegetable 
oil  one  cent  in  this  country,  because  100  per  cent  of  the  main  oil 
imported  into  this  country — coconut  oil — is  Imported  from  the 
pliillppine  Islands,  and  it  pays  no  duty  at  alL  Therefore  it  Is 
Impossible  to  reach  that  commodity  by  any  means  except  by 
putting  it  on  the  dutiable  list. 

Many  people  opposed  the  first  amendment  I  offered  on  the 
first  day  of  the  session,  and  for  that  reason  I  revised  it  That 
amendment  simply  proposed  to  tax  conmiodities  from  the  Philip- 
pine Islands.  There  was  a  moral  question  involved.  We  hold 
those  people  as  subjects.  They  are  not  citixens  and  we  do  not 
propose  to  make  them  citlsens,  and  it  would  be  unfair  to  make 
them  pay  a  duty  to  send  their  commodities  here  unless  we  per- 
mitted them  to  do  the  same  with  us.  So  it  was  that  I  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  It  would  be  preferat>le  for  us  to  impose  the 
duty  and  to  segregate  the  money  collected  and  return  it  to  the 
treasury  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  There  Is  a  precedent  for 
that.  Under  existing  law  we  collect  internal-revenue  taxes  on 
Philippine  tobacco,  cigars,  and  cigarettes,  and  that  money  is 
returned  in  the  very  manner  in  which  this  amendment  proposes 
to  return  it  in  this  case.  It  Is  returned  to  their  treasury,  to  be 
expended  by  them  for  public  uses. 

The  amendment  which  I  propose  is,  I  think,  very  fair  to  the 
Filipinos.  I  have  offered,  and  Senators  will  find  appended  to 
my  speech  printed  on  September  30  a  very  ct>mplete  chart  show- 
ing the  values  of  commodities  imported  from  the  Philippine 
Islands  and  those  exported  from  this  country  to  the  Philippine 
Islands,  and  another  chart  showing  the  duties  remitted  by  the 
respective  govvmasents. 

We  And  in  the  latter  statement  that  they  remit  practically 
only  50  per  cent  aa  much  as  we  do.  We  remit  twice  as  much  to 
them  as  they  remit  to  us,  and  that  covers  a  long  period  of  time. 

The  50  per  cent  which  they  give  us  for  every  dollar  we  remit 
does  not  tell  the  whole  story.  We  find  that  in  all  the  statements 
we  can  get  on  the  subject  from  every  department  they  make 
the  mtat  report.    We  have  ocsanlzed  in  t^e  PhlUwiiies  nuugr 
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brai  iches  of  service.  We  have  an  army  there ;  we  have  a  navy 
yan  there ;  we  have  fleets  there.  There  is  a  naval  station 
theie.  We  send  many  commodities  over  there,  and  the  men 
engiiged  in  the  American  service  render  service  for  the  benefit 
of  t  le  Philippine  Islands.  But  in  shipping  these  goods,  inas- 
much as  the  ordinary  goods  shipped  to  the  IMiilippine  Islands 
do  1  lOt  pay  any  duty,  they  have  never  been  segregated,  and  the 
vail  e  of  them  is  included  In  the  amount  of  duties  remitted  to 
us.  It  Is  stated  that  that  amounts  to  over  twelve  and  a  half 
million  dollars  a  year.  So  that  if  we  deduct  tliat,  we  find  that 
pra<  tlcally  |3  Is  remitted  to  the  Philippines  for  every  dollar 
rem  tted  to  us. 

V  hen  we  segregate  this  tax  and  return  It  to  them  we  are  not 
doii  g  them  an  injustice.  On  the  contrary,  we  are  making  them 
a  present  of  about  $3  to  $1.  It  Is  a  very  fair  proposition,  it 
seeiis  to  me,  that  pending  the  time  when  we  will  carry  out  the 
obli  ;ation  we  have  to  grant  them  independence  we  should,  at 
any  rate,  protect  In  the  most  effective  way  the  farmers  of  this 
country. 

a;  r.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  go  further  Into  the  subject  at 
this  time,  because  I  prefer  to  take  It  up  consecutively  to-morrow 
and  to  discuss  it  whenever  the  other  amendment  shall  have  been 
disi  osed  of. 

8BC05D    PAN    AMEBICAN    HIGHWAY    CONGRESS 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  the  Second  Pan  Ao^erican  High- 
way Congress  met  in  Rio  de  Janeiro,  Brazil,  in  August  of  this 
yeai'.  As  one  of  the  seven  delegates  appointed  by  President 
Ho<ver,  I  attended  this  congress.    The  President's  letter  to  the 

deU gates  follows: 

Th«  Whits  IIodsk, 

Washinffton,  July  8.5,  t9t9. 

Tbe  Uritud  Statm  Deijoatiow, 

8«cosD  Pan   Amshican  Highway  CoNonass, 

Rio  de  Janeiro,  BnuU. 

GiNTLSMCx:  The  deliberation*  of  the  Second  Pan  American  Highway 
Congress  at  Rio  de  Janeiro  afford  an  opportunity  for  dlstinguisbed 
■en  ice  to  all  of  the  countries  of  the  Pan  American  Union  ia  the 
inip>rtant  field  of  highway  development. 

Xtie  four  years  which  bare  passed  since  the  initial  congress  at  Buenos 
Air<«  have  seen  much  progress  made  In  the  direction  of  Improved  high- 
way transportation  in  all  the  countries  of  the  New  World,  and  it  ia 
gratifying  to  know  that  the  work  of  that  congress  and  thereafter  the 
effoita  of  the  Pan  American  Confederation  for  Oighway  Education  have 
conlributed   materially    to    this   result. 

Id  odern  highways  and  motor  vehicles  provide  a  tMsic  and  elastic 
syst  iin  of  communication  which  is  most  readily  adjustable  to  the 
ecoiomlc  needs  of  areas  hitherto  poorly  supplied  by  transportation. 
Mutual  exchange  of  examples  and  experience  In  this  direction  can 
not  fall  to  t>e  of  value  to  countries,  and  I  am  sure  that  the  work  of 
this  conference  will  contribute  to  solidarity  of  purpose  of  our  countries. 

I  t>elieve  that  the  congress  at  Rio  de  Janeiro  will  be  of  great  benefit 
in  f  jrtbering  this  purpose  and  that  It  will  contribute  largely  also  to  the 
Boflt  important  purpose  of  further  cementing  the  friendly  and  helpful 
relations  that  exist  between  the  countries  of  the  Americas. 

Please  convey  these  sentiments  on  my  behnlf  to  the  representatives 
of  t  )e  several  countries  at  the  congress  aa  well  as  to  other  ofBcials  with 
whom  you  may  come  into  contact. 

Yours  faithfully,  IlEaBKKT  Uoovkr. 

Ihe  President  has  long  been  a  strong  advocate  of  the  pro- 
posed inter- American  highway  and  his  good  will  visit  to  the 
Lat  in  American  countries  last  winter  left  a  strong  Impression 
of  friendliness  and  confidence  in  the  minds  of  the  peoples  of 
those  countries  and  materially  advanced  the  cause  of  this  great 
higfiway. 

r.  J.  Walter  Drake,  the  able  chairman  of  the  United  States 
delegation,  made  an  effective  and  interesting  address  at  the 
ing  ceremonies  of  the  Pan  American  Highway  Congress, 
whjch  was  attended  by  delegates  from  all  of  the  Pan  American 
itries.  He  read  President's  Hoover's  letter  to  the  delegates, 
wh  ch  was  received  in  a  most  enthusiastic  and  whole-hearted 
ma  mer. 

"fhe  deliberations  and  proceeillngs  of  the  highway  congress 
win  have  a  strong  Influence  upon  the  relations  of  the  Pan 
Aaerican  Union,  upon  the  Inter-American  highway,  and  upon 
gocd  roads  generally,  and  for  this  reason  I  will  submit  a  brief 
sta  ement  of  the  background  and  discussions  of  the  conference, 
its  purposes  and  accomplishments,  and  certain  technical  data 
rel  itlng  thereto. 

1  lie  leaders  of  the  Republics  of  the  Americas  are  to-day 
eff<ctively  working  out  highway  transportation  programs  which 
art  destined  to  open  a  new  era  of  splendid  possibilities  for  the 
ecoDomlc,  social,  and  international  relations  of  the  nations  of 
th«  Western  Hemisphere.  In  this  they  are  Inspired  by  the  same 
lof  y  patriotism  and  impelled  by  the  same  spirit  of  progress 
aa<  dereloiiment  which  has  made  the  names  of  their  great  pred- 
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ecessors  a  part  of  the  Imperishable  record  of  the  advance  of 

the  New  World.  ^      ,      ^    .^     , 

The  great  resourc-es,  developed  and  undeveloped,  the  large 
and  rapidly  growing  Industries,  the  many  points  of  historic  in- 
terest, and  the  scenic  lieauties  of  the  Lsitin-American  countries 
should  be  seen  and  known  by  more  people  of  the  United  States. 
On  the  other  hand,  more  people  of  the  Latin-American  countries 
should  see  and  know  this  great  country  of  ours.  The  inter- 
American  hiehway  will  make  possible  and  stimulate  more  visit- 
ing among  the  peoples  of  the  Americas,  which  will  preserve  and 
increase  the  spirit  of  good  will  and  friendship  between  them. 

CONGBKSSES    SCIXJESTKD    BT    LATIN    AMBBICANS 

The  flrst  of  these  highway  congresses  was  held  at  Buenos 
Aires,  Argentina,  in  1925.  as  the  result  of  a  resolution  pas-sed  by 
the  Fifth  International  Conference  of  American  States  held  at 
Santiago.  Chile,  in  1923.  It  was  a  pronounced  success  and  gave 
the  Impetus  to  the  movement  which  resulted  in  the  calling  of  the 
Second  Pan  American  Highway  Congress  In  Rio  de  Janeiro  In 
Augast  of  this  year. 

Before  the  meeting  of  the  flrst  congress,  however,  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  Mr.  J.  Walter  Drako.  then  Assistant  Seci'etary  of 
Commerce,  engineers  from  all  of  the  countries  of  the  New  World 
were  Invited  to  come  to  this  country,  and  In  1924  thirty-four  of 
them  made  a  tour  of  our  roads  as  guests  of  the  Highway  Educa-  i 
tion  Board,  a  quasi-public  body  headed  by  Government  officials, 
but  financed  by  private  Interests. 

As  a  result  most  of  these  engineers  were  delegates  to  the 
First  Pan  American  Highway  Congress  at  Buenos  Aires,  and  it 
is  an  Interesting  fact  that  five  years  later  many  of  them  were 
again  In  evidence  and  prominent  factors  In  the  discussions  at 
Rio  de  Janeiro. 

Out  of  these  developments  Initiated  and  fostered  by  our  neign- 
bors  of  Latin  America  came  the  Pan  American  Confederatioii 
for  Highway  Education  and  the  gradual  creation  of  national 
highway  education  boards  In  most  of  the  countries  of  the  Pan 
American  Union,  a  movement  which  is  to-day  gaining  in  strength 
and  momentum  with  leading  men  everywhere  participating. 
Dr  Leo  S  Rowe,  director  general  of  the  Pan  American  Union, 
is  chairman  of  the  executive  committee  of  this  body.  The  other 
members  are  Thomas  H.  MacDonald.  Chief  of  the  United  States 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads;  Wilbur  J.  Carr,  Assistant  Secretary 
of  State ;  Roy  D.  Chapin,  National  Automobile  Chamber  of  Com 
merce;  W.  O.  Rutherford,  Rubber  Manufacturers'  Association; 
Fred  I.  Kent,  American  Bankers'  Association ;  and  J.  Walter 
Drake  All  of  these  men  are  members  of  the  United  States 
Highway  Education  Boartl,  in  addition  to  F.  L.  Bishop,  Society 
for  the  Promotion  of  Engineering  Fiducation ;  H.  H.  Rice  and 
Pyke  Johnson,  National  Chamber  of  Commerce;  and  Frank  J. 
Selberling,  of  the  Rubber  Manufacturers'  Association.  Both  of 
these  organizations  are  financed  by  contributions  from  private 
interests. 

When  the  Argentine  issued  its  call  for  the  first  meeting  our 
Government  re«p«inded  with  an  acceptance  by  the  President, 
following  action  by  Congress,  and  a  delegation  made  up  of  lead- 
ing engineering  and  economic  authorities  was  sent  to  the  Argen- 
tine to  represent  us. 

MKMBIHS   OP  DKLEOATfOM 

On  the  occasion  of  the  second  call  Congress  again  responded 
with  a  utianlmous  vote  to  accept,  and  a  delegation  was  ai>- 
pohited  by  President  Hoover,  most  of  the  members  of  which  are 
even  now*  still  afield  conferring  with  the  leaders  of  the  several 

countries.  ,    „t  ,. 

Those  who  comprise  the  present  delegation  are  J.  Walter 
Drake,  chairman,  forn>erly  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce; 
United*  States  Senator  TASxra  L.  Oddie,  of  Nevada ;  Congress- 
man CTWCNrs  Cole,  of  Iowa  :  Thomas  H.  MacDonald,  Chief  of 
the  United  States  Bureau  of  Pul)lic  Roads ;  Frank  Sheets,  chief 
engineer  Illinois  State  Highway  Department;  H.  H.  Rice,  Na- 
tional Automobile  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Detroit,  Mich.,  and 
chairman  of  the  delegation  to  the  first  congress ;  and  Frederick 
Relnier,  consulting  engineer.  New  Jersey,  president  of  the  Ameri- 
can Road  Builders'  Association. 

Pyke  Johnson,  National  Automobile  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
and  executive  director  of  the  Pan  American  Confederation  for 
Highway  Education;  William  Manger,  chief,  finance  division, 
Pan  American  Union;  G.  Goergeus,  Department  of  Agriculture; 
W  Pickens,  University  of  Louisiana ;  Jose  Tercero.  chief,  trans- 
lations Pan  American  Union ;  and  John  Drake,  Detroit,  Mich., 
comprise  the  technical  staff.  It  is  a  matter  of  keen  regret  to 
nie  that  the  extra  session  of  Congress  prevented  my  participa- 
tlen  in  anything  beyond  the  sessions  at  Rio  de  Janeiro. 

QBBAT  PBOOBESS  ALRBAOT  MAOS 

While  the  congress  Itself  was  naturally  the  flrst  obJectlTe, 
the  party's  Itinerary  Includes  Uruguay,  the  Argentine,  Chile, 
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Bolivia,  Pettt,  Panama.  Colombia,  and  Veneinela,  and  in  each 
of  these  countries  conferences  have  been  or  will  be  held  with 
leading  government  and  private  engineering,  fiscal,  and  other 
authorities  interested  In  sound  highway  development.  Out  of 
these  sessions  are  certain  to  come  a  new  understanding  of  tlie 
conditions  in  each  country,  and  judged  from  the  accomplish- 
ments of  the  flrst  congress,  we  may  eiiiect  to  see  this  Important 
work  result  in  closer  relations  and  In  an  expedition  of  the 
large  task  of  providing  adequate  transportation  for  all  the  peo- 
pies  of  the  New  World. 

Perhaps  the  most  outstanding  reaction  obtained  by  members 
of  the  delegation  on  the  part  of  the  Unltetl  States  of  America 
from  the  conference  at  Rio  de  Janeiro  was  a  sense  of  the  great 
progress  which  has  been  made  in  cfrystallizlng  national  highway 
programs  in  the  years  that  have  intervened  since  1925. 

Throughout  Brazil  there  is  an  awakening  demand  for  more 
roads  and  for  better  roads.  Everywhere  the  local  and  State 
govwnments  are  vieing  with  one  another  to  open  the  doors  to 
their  domains.  That  the  same  spirit  obtains  in  the  other  coun- 
tries of  the  Pan  American  Union  was  the  unanimous  evidence 
presented  by  delegates  to  the  congress ;  and.  In  fact.  It  is  no 
longer  a  question  of  whether  roads  shall  be  built,  but  solriy 
one  of  how  they  can  be  built  most  expeditiously  and  what 
methods  are  to  be  followed  In  their  construction. 

Perhaps  the  most  accurate  statement  which  can  be  made  re- 
specting the  situation  Is.  that  most  of  the  countries  of  the  Pan 
American  Union  stand  to-day  where  our  country  stood  in  the 
period  just  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Federal  aid  highway 
law  in  1916,  with  this  Important  difference:  That  the  social 
and  economic  Influences  exerted  by  motor  transportation  are 
much  more  clearly  understood  and  the  period  of  trial  and  error 
through  which  we  had  to  pass  has  been  largely  eliminated 
through  the  great  work  of  our  own  Government  engineers 
headed  by  Thomas  H.  MacDonald,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads,  and  In  cooperation  with  the  State  highway  officials. 

Everywhere  there  is  an  urgent  demand  for  more  and  better 
roads,  but  thus  far  there  has  been  little  or  no  actual  legislation 
passed  In  the  various  Latin  American  countries  which  would 
consolidate  the  various  road  programs. 

"^he  remarkable  results  which  have  been  obtained  in  the 
United  States  through  the  enactment  of  our  Federal  aid  road 
act,  however,  are  clearly  understood  and  appreciated  by  lead- 
ers in  the  Latin  American  countries,  and  there  Is  more  than 
passing  evidence  that  it  will  not  be  long  before  the  national 
governments  of  these  countries  accept  in  a  greater  degree  their 
responsibilities  as  has  ours.  When  that  time  comes,  it  may  be 
expected  that  just  as  Federal  legislation  welded  together  our 
several  SUte  highway  programs,  gave  impetus  to  heightened 
standards  and  tremendously  stimulatetl  highway  progress  along 
efficient  and  economical  lines,  so  will  similar  results  be  noted  in 
these  countries. 

CONTINUBO  «rPOBT    NC088ABT 

la  order  to  accomplish  this  purpose,  the  leaders  of  the  Latin 
American  countries  are  giving  much  time  and  thought  to  the 
necessity  for  a  strong -continuing  effort  to  acquaint  the  people 
of  their  respective  nations  with  their  own  necessities  in  the 
way  of  providing  more  adequate  systems  of  highway  trans- 
portation. ^  .  ^. 

This  was  one  of  the  subjects  to  which  the  delegates  to  the 
Pan  American  Highway  Congress  devoted  much  of  their  atten- 
tion. They  strongly  Indorsed  the  work  of  the  Pan  American 
Confederation  for  Highway  Education,  which  is  accomi^ishing 
fine  results  In  Its  educational  and  constructive  campaign. 

Future  congresses  were  recommended  at  the  session,  and  the 
Pan  American  Union  was  asked  to  cooperate  In  calling  them  at 
stated  Internals.  In  the  interim,  the  Pan  American  Confedera- 
tion for  Highway  IMucation  was  called  upon  to  continue  its 
work  of  making  available  all  the  latest  results  of  highway 
research,  investigations  Into  problems  of  highway  finance,  motor- 
vehicle  regulation,  and  correlative  subjects. 

Brazilian  leaders  themselves  met  to  organize  a  national  high- 
way education  board  during  the  sessions  of  the  congress  and 
del^ates  from  other  countries  where  such  boards  already  exist 
met  frequently  to  discuss  their  problems  and  to  see  what  could 
be  done  to  further  the  work  of  highway  advancement 

IKTEB-AMBBICAN    HIOHWAT 

Among  the  most  Interesting  phases  of  the  conference  was  the 
discussion  of  the  proposal  for  an  Inter-American  highway,  or 
highways,  and  in  this  it  was  evident  from  the  start  that  leaders 
in  all  the  countries  of  the  Americas  are  looking  forward  to  the 
day  when,  through  the  gradual  building  up  of  national  systema, 
it  will  be  possible  to  link  together  all  the  mainland  countries  of 
North,  Oeotral,  and  South  America  with  roads  over  which  the 
man  from  Canada  maj  visit  the  resident  of  Tlerra  del  roe«D 
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without  taking  to  the  sea.  While  it  waa  recognized  by  all  that 
thia  constitutes  a  long-time  program,  there  was  a  general  feeling 
that  certain  sections  of  the  road,  snch  as  those  from  Texas  to 
Panama,  from  BraslI  to  BollTia,  from  Chile  to  Peru,  and  from 
the  Argentine  to  Uruguay  and  Chile,  would  be  found  well  under 
way  before  many  years  had  passed. 

In  fact,  so  immediate  is  the  question  of  touring  from  one 
country  to  another  that  the  delegates  passed  a  series  of  strong 
reciimmendations  for  submission  to  their  several  governments 
calling  upon  them  to  enact  national  legislation  which  would 
dear  the  way  for  the  adoption  of  uniform  traffic  rules  and  regu- 
lations for  the  governing  of  international  tourists. 

Among  the  most  Interesting  phases  of  this  report  was  the 
acceptance  by  the  Argentine  delegate  of  the  rule  of  the  right 
for  the  control  of  traffic,  although  his  own  country  to-day  still 
uses  the  rule  of  driving  to  the  left,  one  of  the  few  surviving 
customs  inherited  from  Europe. 

The  technical  restilutions  passed  by  the  congress,  together 
with  the  other  actions  taken,  are  appended  at  the  conclusion  of 
this  discussion  so  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  consider  them  In 
detail  now. 

LITTLB    DHUn    OK   HNQTHBEBINa    PSACTICa 

It  is  worthy  of  comment,  however,  that  there  was  a  surpris- 
ing unanimity  of  opinion  respecting  questions  involving  engi- 
neering practice.  Thus,  the  delegates  were  unanimous  in  their 
conviction  that  the  first  step  in  working  out  sound  programs 
of  highway  finance  was  to  make  a  survey  not  alone  of  the 
expected  traffic  requirements,  but  of  the  economic  and  financial 
factors  in  order  that  all  of  the  facts  should  be  made  available 
before  financing  is  undertaken.  Where  funds  are  raised  for 
road  work  they  should  be  devoted  exclusively  to  that  purpose, 
In  the  Judgment  of  the  congress. 

Similarly,  It  was  agreed  that  in  the  initial  stages  of  highway 
development  more  emphasis  should  be  placed  upon  the  basic 
fact  that  the  primary  purpose  of  road  development  is  to  provide 
transportation  facilities  for  as  many  people  as  possible,  con- 
sequently earth  and  other  low  types  of  improvements  should 
have  a  major  place  in  early  stages  of  road  cf>nstruction. 

In  other  respects,  the  delegates  showed  their  advanced  knowl- 
edge of  engineering  practice  by  insisting  upon  the  adoption  of 
principles  which  have  been  wo^^ed  out  as  a  matter  of  practice 
in  the  United  States  rather  than  in  relying  upon  theory. 

As  a  result,  the  engineering  members  of  the  delegation  from 
the  United  States  of  America  were  unanimous  In  saying  that 
the  program  as  laid  down  by  the  delegates  at  Rio  de  Janeiro 
conBtituted  a  synopsis  of  the  most  advanced  methods  of  road 
building  and  of  road  policies  which  could  be  found  anywhere. 

During  the  sessions,  members  of  our  own  delegation  paid  hifjh 
tribute  to  the  Latin-American  delegates,  many  of  whom,  by  the 
way,  are  graduates  of  our  engineering  schools,  not  alone  for 
their  expres-sions  of  policy,  but  also  for  their  actual  works,  as 
exemplified  in  the  magnificent  new  Rio-Petropolis  road,  and  in 
other  fine  roads  constructed  in  the  Latin-American  countries, 
pictures  of  which  were  on  display  at  the  Koad  Exposition  which 
was  held  at  the  same  time  as  the  congress. 

KXAI.    COOPEBjITION    KTIDENCBO 

Underlying  all  of  the  numerous  conferences,  observation 
tours,  and  functions  of  the  congress,  there  was  evident  a  very 
real  feeling  of  friendship  and  cooperation  between  men  engaged 
in  a  great  common  cause. 

From  the  point  of  view  of  the  delegates  from  our  own  coun- 
try it  was  felt  that  In  the  discussions  of  roads  for  the  nations 
of  the  Pan  American  Union  there  was  much  to  be  gained  by  all 
and  that  every  possible  cooperation  should  be  given  by  the 
United  States  in  furthering  this  work.  Thus,  if  and  when  the 
several  Republics  of  the  Pan  American  Union  desire  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  services  of  American  engineers,  it  was  their 
viewpoint  that  the  President  should  be  empowered  to  loan  en- 
giueeriug  attach^  so  making  available  whatever  information 
the  Government  and  several  State  highway  departments  have 
accumulated.  I  have  intro<luced  in  the  United  States  Senate  a 
bill  providing  for  this  and  propose  to  press  for  its  passage  as  a 
measure  of  prime  importance. 

It  was  also  felt  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  should 
be  urged  to  pass  laws  ratifying  the  several  automotive  traflfic 
conventions  recommended  by  the  Pan  American  Highway  Con- 
gress, and  that  should  the  Pan  American  Union  or  the  Pan 
American  Confederation  for  Highway  Education,  acting  for  it, 
call  upon  our  Government  for  further  assistance  In  developing 
plans  for  Inter-Amerlcan  highways,  such  cooperation  should  be 
forthcoming,  as  already  initiated  In  the  bill  Introduced  by 
Representative  Ctbbnxts  Gout,  of  Iowa. 

It  was  also  tbe  rlew  of  the  delegation  that  Congress  should 
be  asked  to  continue  its  policy  of  approving  i^artidpatlon  In  any 
future    ofikial    Pan    American    Highway    Congress.     Senator 
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Pbots,  of  Colorado,  Introduced  the  resolution  In  the  United 
Sti  tes  Senate  which  provided  for  tlie  participation  of  our  dele- 
ga  Ion  at  Rio  de  Janeiro  this  year. 

'.  lapid  transportation  is  a  vital  necessity  to  the  economic  wel- 
faie  of  every  nation.  The  aeronautics  branch  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce  feels  that  a  suitable  system  of  highways  will 
aid  materially  in  the  development  of  a  comprehen.«ive  system  of 
int  er -American  airways.  Not  only  will  such  a  highway  system 
increase  the  safety  of  the  airways  by  furnishing  additional  sur- 
fa<e  transport  facilities  for  the  establishment  and  maintenance 
of  air  navigational  aids  and  for  the  movement  of  aircraft  fuel 
an  1  supplies;  It  will  also  provide  the  ground  "feeder"  lines 
which  are  so  essential  to  the  full  utilization  of  air  commerce 
wl  ii  all  Its  marvelous  possibilities. 

HOSPITALITT   TO    DBLBGATKS 

n  order  to  obtain  maximum  prosperity  and  amity  for  each  of 
th<  nations  of  North,  South,  and  Central  .\merica,  men,  money, 
mJ  il,  and  merchandise  should  be  transported  with  the  least  pos- 
sille  delay.  An  inter- American  highway  system,  therefore,  will 
be  a  distinct  adjunct  to  the  inter-American  railway,  waterway, 
anl  skyway  systems  which  will  soon  link  the  New  World 
toi  ether  with  indissoluble  ties  of  business  and  friendship. 

)f  the  hospitality  and  the  cordial  spirit  of  friendliness  manl- 
fei  ted  to  the  delegates  of  the  congress  by  the  officials  of  the 
BiazlUan  Federal  Government,  the  city  of  Rio  de  Janeiro  and 
th  '  State  and  city  of  Sao  Paulo,  too  much  can  not  be  said. 

Jio  de  Janeiro  Is  one  of  nature's  masterpieces  of  beauty,  as 
al  who  have  seen  it  will  testify.  Sao  Paulo  is  one  of  the  fastest 
gr  )wing  cities  in  the  world  and  the  center  of  an  amazing  indus- 
tral  growth. 

[  shall  not  at  this  time  attempt  to  describe  the  other  great 
countries  and  cities  of  Central  and  South  America.  I  merely 
m  jntlon  those  which  I  had  the  opportunity  of  visiting. 

The  officials  of  the  Brazilian  Organizing  Commission,  the 
otaer  Government  authorities,  and  representatives  of  our  own 
Government  did  everything  possible  to  make  the  stay  of  the 
d«  legation  a  pleasant  one,  and  if  there  were  any  courtesy  left 
undone,  it  was  solely  because  the  members  of  the  delegation 
cculd  not  always  find  time  from  their  work  to  enjoy  the  hos- 
pilality  tendered  them. 

"  See  the  Americas  first "  is  a  slogan  which  every  citizen  of 
the  United  States  can  well  take  to  heart  and  each  year  is  adding 
in  a  very  definite  way  to  his  ability  to  do  so  over  our  own  roads 
ai  d  the  new  ones  which  are  radiating  in  all  directions  from  the 
p«puIation  centers  of  the  great  nations  to  the  south  of  us. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  permission  to  have  inserted  in  the  Record 
ai-  a  part  of  my  remarks  a  list  of  the  honorary  presidents  of  the 
S<cond  Pan  American  Highway  Congress,  a  list  of  the  officials 
ol  the  same  congress,  and  a  list  of  the  official  delegates  from 
the  countries  represented  at  that  congress. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  lists  are  as  follows : 

H<  iNOSABT  PBESIDINT8  OF  THS  SCCO.ND  PAN  AUEBICAK  HIGHWAY  CONORISS, 
MO  DS  JANEIRO,   BRAUL,  AUGUST,   1»29 

Hon.  IlypOlito  Irlgoyen.  President  of  .\rgpntina ;  Hon.  Hernando 
SI  les,  I'resldent  of  Bolivia;  Hon.  Washin^on  Luis  IVrrlra  «lc  Sou.xa. 
Pi  esldcDt  of  Braxil ;  Hon.  Victor  Konder.  Minister  of  Transportation  for 
Bi  azil ;  Hon.  Carlos  Ibaflos  del  Campo,  President  of  Chile  ;  Hon.  Miguel 
Almdia  Mende«,  President  of  Colombia;  Hon.  Cleto  Gonzalei  Vlquei, 
Pr  esident  of  Costa  Rica  ;  Hon.  Gerardo  Machado  y  Morales,  President  of 
Ctiba;  Gen.  Horaclo  VAsquei,  President  of  the  Itominican  Republic; 
U»n.  Isldro  AjJira,  President  of  Ecuador;  Hon.  Herbert  C.  Hoover, 
Pi  ««ident  of  the  United  States  of  America  ;  Hon.  Lazaro  Ch*c6u,  I'resd- 
d«  nt  of  Guatemala ;  Hon.  Louis  Borno,  President  of  Haiti ;  Hon.  Vicente 
Mejia  Coiindres,  President  of  Honduras;  Hon.  Emilo  Portea  Gil,  Presi- 
dent of  Mexico;  Hon.  Florendo  Harmodlo  Arosemena,  I'reBldcnt  of  Pau- 
ai  la  ;  Hod.  Jos«  Patricio  Guggiarl.  President  of  Paraguay ;  Hon.  Agu»to 
B  Leguia,  President  of  Peru ;  Hon.  Plo  Romero  Bosque.  President  of 
Sjilvador;  Hon.  Jo««  Campistegul,  President  of  Uruguay;  Hon.  Juan 
Biutista  Perez,  President  of  Venezuela. 

Rio  DB  Janeiro,  Brazil,  Au{;utt,  J9t9. 

Tbe  ofllcials  of  the  Second  Pan  American  Higbway  Congress,  are  aa 
ft  Uowa : 

President :  Jos«  Palbano  de  Jesus,  Braiil. 

Vice  presidents :  M.  Jos*  Barblcb,  Argentina ;  Jnan  Pinllla,  BoIMa ; 
Francisco  O.  Leighton,  Chile;  Latireano  Garcia  Ortis.  Colombia;  Alberto 
C-ui  Santos.  Costa  Rica;  D.  Jos^  A.  Barart  y  VlnagerHS,  Cuba;  Fran- 
cisco Goarderas.  Ecuador;  J.  Walter  Drake,  United  States  of  America; 
E  rnesto  Begnra  Herrera,  Guatemala ;  Lull  Moraes  Junior,  Haiti ;  Manuel 
Z  >laya,  Honduras ;  Pablo  Herrera  de  Haerta.  Mexico ;  Tomas  Guardia, 
Pmama;  Fulgencio  R.  Moreno,  Paraguay;  Victor  M.  Maflttua.  Pern; 
1  annei  Lopes  H.,  Salvador;  Dionialo  Ramos  Montero,  Uruguay;  J.  E. 
\  ontilla,  Vtfiesnela ; 

Secretary  general :  A.  F.  de  Lima  Campos,  BraiiL 
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Assistant  secretari^B :  Victor  F.  da  Cunha,  Braiil ;  Armando  Godoy, 
Brazil;   Llclnlo  de  Almeida,  Brazil. 

The  official  delegates  frt.m  the  countries  represented  at  the  Second 
Pan  American  Highway  Congress,  Rio  de  Janeiro,  Brazil,  August,  19:i«. 
are  as  follows  : 

Argentina :  M.  Jos«  Barblcb,  president,  and  Juan  Agustin  Valle, 
secretary. 

Bolivia  :  Juan  Pinilla  and  Ernesto  .\rauibar. 

Chile :  Francisco  G.  Leighton  Donoso.  president  and  Abraham  Alcaino. 

Colombia  :  Laur.ano  Garcia  Ortiz,  miDist.r  of  Colombia  to  Brazil,  and 
Lieut.  Col.  Roberto  D.  Rloo. 

Cof-ta  Rica  :  Alberto  Cruz  Santos,  consul  general  of  Costa  Rica  to 
Brazil. 

Cuba  :  d.  Don  Jo.stf  A.  Bamet  y  VInageras,  minister  of  Cuba  to  Brazil. 

and  Carlos  Fuentes. 

Ecuador :  Francisco  Guarderas.  minister  of  Ecuador  to  Brazil. 

United  States:  J.  Walter  Drake,  president ;  Senator  Ta.sker  L.  Oddis; 
Representative  CyREMS  Coce  :  Thomas  U.  MacI>onald  ;  Frank  T.  Sheets; 
H    H.  Rice:  and  Frederick  A.  Reimer. 

Guatemala  :  Ernesto  Segura  Herrera.  consul  general  of  Guatemala  to 
Brazil. 

Haiti  :  Luiz  de  Moraes,  Jr..  consul  general  of  Haiti  to  Brazil. 

HondumM  :  Manuel  de  Zelaya. 

Mexico :  I'ablo  Herrera  de  Huerta,  charge  d'affaires  of  Mexico  to 
Brazil. 

Panama  :  Tomas  Guardia. 

I'araguay  :  Fulgencio  R.  Moreno,  minister  of  Paraguay  to  Brazil. 

Peru  :  Victor  M.  Maflrtua.  minister  of  Peru  to  Brazil. 

Salvador :  Manuel  Lfipez  H. 

Uruguay  :  Dionlsio  Ramos  Montero,  minister  of  Uruguay  to  Brazil ; 
Juan  M.  Ramasso:  and  Juan  B.  Maglla. 

Venezuela  :  J.  R.  Mflntilla,  charge  d'affaires  of  Venezuela  to  Brazil. 

Brazil:  Jos^  Palbano  do  Jesus,  president  of  the  delegation;  Oscar 
Welnschenck,  vice  president  of  the  delegation  ;  A.  V.  de  Lima  Campos, 
secretary  of  the  delegation;  Allpio  Goncalves  Eosauro  de  Almeida; 
Armando  Godoy:  Caetano  Lopes;  Dr.  Carlos  Oulnle ;  Engenlo  Torr*«  de 
Ollvelra  ;  Senator  Jo«o  Thorn*  de  Saboya  e  Sllva  ;  Joao  Morelra  Garcez ; 
Joaqulm  Thlmotheo  de  Ollreira  Penteado ;  Jos4  Mattoso  de  Sampaio 
CorrCa ;  Jose  Luiz  Baptlsta  ;  Lldnio  de  Almeida  ;  Luiz  CanUnhede  de 
Carvaibo  e  Almeida  ;  Victor  F.  da  Cunha  ;  and  Victor  da  Sllva  Frelre. 

Staff  of  the  United  States  delegation :  Pyke  Johnson,  executive  aecre- 
tary ;  William  Manger,  administrative  secretary ;  Jos^  A.  Tercero.  in- 
terpreter ;\Vyatt  A.  Pickens,  assistant  secretary;  George  Richard 
Georgens,  photographer. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  the  detail  work  of  the  Second 
Pan  American  Highway  Congress  was  assigneti  to  five  subcom- 
mittees. I  ask  permission  to  have  printed  in  the  Rkcobd  a  list 
of  the  members  of  those  sulx'onmiittees. 

The  VICE  PRKSIUKNT.  Without  objection,  it  is  so  or- 
dered. 

The  list  is  as  follows: 

The  detail  work  of  the  Second  Pan  American  Highway  Congress  was 
assigned  to  five  subcommittees  composed  of  tbe  following  members : 

SrBCOMMITTEE    1. — BASIC     PRINCIPLES 

Francisco  C.  Leighton.  of  Chile,  president ;  Juan  PInilla,  of  Bolivia, 
rice  president ;  Oscar  Welnschenck,  of  Brazil,  reporting  delegate ;  Laiz 
Cantanbede  de  Carvalho  e  Almeida,  of  Brazil,  secretary;  Thomas  H. 
MacDonald,  of  the  United  States  of  America;  Frank  T.  Stieets,  of  the 
l?nlted  States  of  America  :  Frederic  A.  Reimer.  of  the  United  States 
of  America ;  Wallace  Thompson,  of  tbe  United  States  of  America. 

SrBCOMIIITTEK    2. CIRCULATION    AND    OPERATIOIT 

Juan  Agustin  Valle.  of  Argentina,  president ;  Carlos  Fuentes.  of  Cuba, 
vice  president ;  Allpio  Goncalves  Rosjiuro  de  Almeida,  of  Brazil,  report- 
ing delegate  ;  Jos*  Soares  de  Mattos.  of  Brazil,  secretary  ;  Thomas  H. 
MacDonald,  of  the  United  States  of  America  ;  Frank  T.  Sheets,  of  the 
United  States  of  America  ;  Frederic  A.  Reimer.  of  the  United  States  of 
America ;  Wallace  Thompson,  of  the  United  States  of  America ;  H.  H. 
Tewksbury,  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

StBCOMMlTTEE    S. LWilsLATIO.V,    ADMINISTRATION,    FINANCE,    AND 

ECONOUICS 

.Ftinn  M.  KMmasso.  of  Uruguay,  president ;  Manuel  Lopes  H..  of  San 
Salvador,  vice  president;  Victor  da  Sllva  Freli-e.  of  Brazil,  reporting 
delegate ;  Alcldes  Llns,  of  Brazil,  secretary  ;  Tasker  L.  Oddie,  United 
States  Senate,  of  the  United  States  of  .\merlca ;  H.  H.  Rice,  of  the 
United  States  of  America  ;  Karl  Miller,  of  the  Untted  States  of  Amer- 
ica ;  A.  O.  Pierrot,  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

SUBCOHMITTBE    4.— INTER.NATIONAL    AND    PAN    AMERICAS    AGREEMENTS 

Tomas  Guardia.  of  Panama,  president  :  M.  Jos*  Barbich,  of  Argentina, 
vice  president ;  Jos*  Luiz  Baptlsta.  of  Brazil,  reporting  d.'legate ;  D.  L. 
Derrom.  of  Brazil.  secreUry ;  Cyrencs  Cole,  Hooae  of  Representatives, 
of  the  Cnned  SUtes  of  America ;  H.  H.  Rice,  of  the  United  Statea  of 
America;  Pyke  JohuKon,  of  the  United  States  of  America;  WUUam 
Manger,  of  the  United  States  of  America. 


SIBCOMMITTBE   5.— PrBtlClTT,   EDl'CATION,    AND    MISCELLAXEOC8    8CBJBCTS 

Lieut.  Col.  Roberto  D.  Rico,  of  Colombia,  president ;  Ernesto  Her- 
rera, of  Guatemala,  vice  president;  Jo4o  Thorn*  de  Saboya  e  Silva,  of 
Brazil,  reporting  delegate;  Domlcio  I'acbeco  e  Sllva,  of  Brazil,  secre- 
tary ;  J.  Walter  Drake,  of  tbe  United  States  of  America ;  Ctbencb  Cole, 
House  of  Representatives,  of  the  United  States  of  .America;  Pyke 
John.'ion,  of  the  United  States  of  America;  William  Manger,  of  the 
United  States  of  America ;  John  DraWe.  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  I  now  aak  that  there  may  be  inserted  in  the 
Rbcord  the  conclusions  of  the  five  sulicommittees  which  were 
approved  by  the  Second  Pan  American  Highway  Congress. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 
CoscLOsiONs   Approved  by  the  Second  Pan   American  Cororbss  or 

Highways,  Rio  de  Janeiro,  Accost  16  to  28.  192»— Conclusions  or 

THE  First  Committee,  Technical,  Approved  at  the  Plbnabt  Ses- 

8IO.V  AtOlI8T  27,  19i« 

General  Conclusions 
Fir$t  conclusion 
The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  considers  it  indis- 
pensable, in  order  to  realize  the  purposes  of  the  Pan  American  Union 
and  to  provide  a  soand  national  program  for  the  elBcient  and  economic 
development  of  the  roads,  that  every  country  should  prepare  a  complete 
study  of  its  highway  system  in  order  to  meet  the  needs  of  intercom- 
munication between  its  political  subdivisions  and  to  provide  the  moat 
convenient  connections  with  the  highway  systems  of  neighboring 
countries. 

Second  eondution 

The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  considers  it  neces- 
sary that  the  construction  of  new  highways  should  closely  follow  a 
well-studied,  sustained,  and  uninterrupted  program  In  order  to  accom- 
plish this  public  work  with  the  necessary  continuity.  This  continuity  la 
an  Important  factor  In  the  reduction  of  construction  costs. 

It  further  recommends  that  any  structure  to  be  erected  prior  to  the 
construction  of  a  projected  highway  be  built  In  harmony  with  the  plans 
of  the  highway,  so  that  such  structures  may  be  utilized  when  this  con- 
struction is  effected. 

Thir4  condiuion 

The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  reaarms  the  con- 
clusion adopted  by  the  Firat  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways, 
Buenos  Aires.  1925.  expressed  as  follows : 

"  It  is  recommended  that  in  general  the  progressive  system  of  high- 
way Improvement  be  adopted.  This  system  consists  of  the  conatruetion 
of  the  highway  by  stages,  beginning  with  the  location,  grading,  and 
drainage  of  the  road,  the  construction  of  bridges  and  culverts,  and  the 
incorporation  of  these  initial  permanent  improvements  in  each  subse- 
quent operation. 

*'  Rich  stage  of  improvement  should  be  based  upon  statistics  resulting 
from  tralllc  and  cost  studies  In  order  that  construction  may  proceed  in 
the  most  economical  manner." 

The  system  of  progressive  or  stage  construction  endorsed  by  the  First 
Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  is  reafBrmed  by  the  Second  Pan 
American  Congress  of  Highways  for  the  development  of  highway  systems 
in  all  the  American  countries  where  there  exists  the  dual  problem  of  the 
need  for  long  stretches  of  serviceable  roads  and  the  relatively  limited 
available  funds  for  their  construction. 

In  general,  this  progressive  system  consists  of  the  following  stages 
or  operations : 

(a)  Construction  of  the  roadbed  In  accordance  with  the  technical 
requirements,  based  upon  its  probable  future  Importance  in  the  general 
highway  system  of  each  country.  Thia  roadl>cd  should  be  well  com- 
pacted. 

(b)  Application  of  a  new  and  more  resisUnt  surface,  but  of  moderate 
cost,  as  soon  as  tbe  original  surfacing  is  no  longer  able  to  withstand 
the  increasing  tralBc. 

(c)  Finally,  the  application  of  a  definite  type  of  surfacing  of  superior 
quality,  determined  by  the  trafflc  requirements  and  financial  pocsibiU- 
ties. 

It  should  be  remembered  that  the  application  of  this  general  prin- 
ciple in  each  Individual  case  is  subject  to  a  consideration  of  the  ueeda 
of  trafflc  and  the  annual  total  cost  of  this  trafflc. 

Fourth    concluaUm 

The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  considers  that  tbe 
proper  and  continuous  maintenance  of  highways  ia  an  essential  factor 
in  satisfactory  transporUtion.  In  order  that  this  maintenance  be  eco- 
nomical and  useful,  it  is  necessary  that  it  be  accomplished  under  the 
expert  and  technical  direction  of  an  experienced  and  permanent  per- 
sonnel, supplied  with  the  necessary  modern  mechanical  equipoient. 
Special  care  should  be  given  to  this  class  of  work  during  the  ralay 
season  in  order  to  overcome  the  effect, of  moisture  in  the  suU  asd  to 
provide  the  necessary  drainage. 
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waun  TOPIC  :  bakth  boaos 
Pirtt    eonelntUm 

The  Second  Pan  American  Congresa  of  Highways  recognlaea  the  Taloe 
of  earth  roada  ImproTed  with  natural  selected  materials  for  the  devel- 
opment of  road  BTBtema.  and  recommendn  their  construction  aa  a  first 
■tep  in  the  ezteoaion  of  tbeae  syatems. 

Second  concltuion 

The  Second  Pan  American  C<msreaa  of  Highways  considers  it  neces- 
sary that  the  construction  of  earth  roads  with  Improved  sarfadng  be 
accompanied  by  a  careful  InTestlgaUon,  in  the  field  and  in  the  labora- 
tory, of  aTallable  material  for  said  surfacing,  in  order  to  give  this 
material  the  necessary  treatment,  so  that  its  application  may  provide 
a  surfacing  which  wiU  withstand  the  tralBc  permanently,  regardlcsa  of 
the  prevailing  meteorological  conditions. 

Third  conchuion 

The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways,  in  view  of  the 
relatively  low  cost  of  construction,  the  economy  of  maintenance,  and 
the  service  offered  to  trafllc.  recommends  the  extensive  use  of  sand 
elay.  topsoll.  gravel,  and  other  noaplastic  materiala  for  the  surfacing 
of  earth  roada  for  light  trafflc.  and  particularly  recommends  the  use 
of  fine  crushed  stone  or  fine  crushed  gravel  in  combination  with  bi- 
tumiaoos  materials  for  the  second  stage  in  the  improvement  of  earth 
roada.  Where  the  natural  roadbed  la  composed  of  heavy  clays,  gumbos, 
or  other  plastic  soils,  it  is  highly  desirable  to  stabilise  it  with  selected 
nonplastic  materiala  before  appUcation  of  low-cost  surfacing. 

SKX):<D    TOFIC:    BOAOS    WITH    MACADAM    8URFAC1SO 

^trst  concluticn 
The  Second  Pan  Amelrcan  Congress  of  Highways  considers  that 
macadam  surfaces,  treated  with  bitumen  or  penetration  macadam,  are 
tlM  types  of  surfacing  which  should  be  recommended  in  regions  where 
their  construction  cost  is  relatively  low  and  the  resulting  maintenance 
cost  is  economical. 

BtcQnd  eoncliuUm 

The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  recommends  that 
new  roads  should  not  receive  plain  macadam  surfacing  except  where 
this  surfacing  is  treated  by  bitominous  or  other  protective  materials 
which  will  picvent  Its  deterioration. 

TMrtt  c^nehigimn 

The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  recommends  the 
gurfaee  treatment  of  watet^bound  macadam  in  existlag  road^  with 
bttnminona  material  or  other  binders,  the  type  of  material  and  method 
enploycd  b«*ng  determined  in  accordance  with  the  intensity  and  class 
of  tiaAc  which  the  road  has  to  carry,  as  shown  by  tralBe  surreys. 

TH1U>    TOPIC  :    HIGHWAYS    Or    8CPXRIOK    TTm 

First  oonclssiofi 

The  Second  Pan  Americaa  Congress  of  Highways  reconunenda  tlie 
ftollowlng  general  principles,  which  are  appUcable  to  all  higb-claas 
psvements : 

(s)  The  choice  of  the  type  of  surfacing  to  be  employed  must  be 
based  on  a  study  of  the  present  and  probable  future  traflc.  as  wrtl  as 
the  relative  coat  of  construction  and  maintenance. 

(b)  Rigb-dass  pavements,  sach  as  P(»tland  cement  concrete,  asphalt, 
or  vitrified  briclt  on  concrete  base,  are  in  general  especiaUy  useful  for 
roads  which  carry  a  large  number  of  passenger  cars  or  trucks,  sod  also 
where  there  is  a  small  volume  of  passenger  cars  and  light  trucks, 
but  a  relatively  frequent  use  by  heavily  loaded  trucka. 

(c)  While  it  is  generally  advisable  to  improve  roads  by  stages,  yet  It 
Is  sound  practice  to  employ  high-class  surfacing  on  new  roads  or  on  oW 
roada  In  the  first  stage,  whenever  these  roads  are  likely  to  receive  heavy 
traflc  within  a  short  time.  Where  unstable  fllla  occur,  they  should  be 
surfaced  temporarily  with  crushed  stone  or  gravel  until  they  are 
properly  settled  and  compacted. 

<d)  Before  the  application  of  high-dasa  surfacing  it  is  essential  to 
eliminate  dangerous  curves  and  steep  gradea  The  location  of  the  road 
should  be  planned  to  aasure  a  safe  and  economic  trafllc  movement. 
Therefore  it  is  necessary  that  the  design  of  the  road,  in  so  far  as  the 
topographical  conditions  of  the  region  permit,  should  provide  for  the 
shortest  distance  and  the  lowest  grades,  for  long-radius  curves,  and  for 
s  high  degree  of  visibility  on  horixonUl  and  vertical  curves.  These 
conditions,  in  general,  require  that  right  of  way  in  new  areas  shaU  be 
wide  enough  to  provide  for  future  development. 

(e)  The  width  of  the  roadbeds  of  high-class  pavements  should  be 
determined  by  the  number  of  trafllc  lanes  to  be  provided.  The  minimum 
width  of  each  traflc  lane  should  be  10  feet  or  S  meters.  Generally 
speaking,  all  so^  pavements  should  provide  for  two  lanes  of  moving 
traflc,  and  whenever  possible  should  hsve  a  wMtb  not  leas  than  20 
tttt  or  6  meters. 

(f)  Thoroogh  drainage  of  roadt>ed  must  be  provided. 


Second  concluaUm 
"ibe  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  recommends  that  the 
foH)wing  fundamental  principles  in  concrete-road  construction  should  be 
obs  irved : 
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ft)  The  critical  Bections  of  a  concrete  pavement  slab  are  at  the 
unjrotected  comers  or  edges.  Consequently  the  edges  of  such  pavements 
shoild  be  built  thicker  than  the  center,  so  as  to  produce  a  balanced 
design  having  as  far  as  possible  uniform  strength  throughout.  The 
thickness  of  the  edge  may  be  determined  from  the  formula : 

In  '  ehich  "d  "  is  the  required  edge  thickness  in  inches.  "  W  "  is  the  wheel 
loa  I  in  pounds,  and  "  S  "  is  the  allowable  fiber  stress  of  the  concrete  in 
poinds  per  square  inch.  This  formula  will  provide  sufllcient  thickness 
for  unprotected  or  partially  protected  corners.  The  thickness  of  the 
central  section  of  the  slabs  should  be  seven  tenths  of  the  edge  thickness 
as  determined  above.  More  exact  formula  have  been  developed  and 
mar  be  used  if  preferred. 

( b)  To  prevent  irregular  longitudinal  cracks  which  give  a  bad  appear- 
an<  e  and  which  may  weaken  the  concrete  slab,  it  is  essential  that  a 
cen  tral  longitudinal  Joint  be  provided  in  the  surfacing,  dividing  the  road 
two  strips  of  equal  width,  if  the  road  is  designed  for  two  trafllc 
Isnfes.  If  more  than  two  of  these  lanes  are  desired,  the  numiwr  of  lon- 
gitudinal Joints  should  be  Increased  accordingly.  These  Joints  should  be 
pre  perly  Interlocked  and  doweled.  If  this  Is  not  done,  it  is  necessary  to 
thi  !kai  the  edges  adjacent  to  the  Jointa. 

c)  The  materials  should  Im  selected,  tested,  proportioned,  snd  mixed 
by  rational  methods,  so  as  to  produce  concrete  having  a  minimum  com- 
pn  salve  strength  of  4,000  pounds  per  square  Inch  and  a  minimum 
moilulus  of  rupture  or  flcxural  strength  in  tension  of  600  pounds  per 
sqi  are  inch  (attained  during  the  curing  period  before  the  pavement  is 
opined  to  trafllc).  Concrete  of  such  quality  will  give  proper  insurance 
sgiilnst  unforeseen  stresses  and  the  disintegrating  effect  of  time.  The 
of  field  and  laboratory  beam  tests  to  obtain  the  flexural  strength  ot 
concrete  Is  recommended. 

(d)  The  use  of  reinforcing  steel  in  concrete  is  advisable,  especially 
_.fthe  edges  and  Joints,  but  in  all  cases  the  method  of  reinforcement 
selected  should  be  determined  by  a  sdentiflc  study  of  the  special  cases. 

(e)  Experience  does  not  yet  permit  either  the  definite  adoption  or 
reection  of  transverse  Joints,  nor  the  fixing  of  their  dimensions  and 
ex  ict  spacing,  if  used.  The  question  of  whether  or  not  Joints  sbaU  be 
nsid,  as  well  as  their  sise  and  spacing,  should  be  determined  from  » 
sti  idy  of  prevailing  climatic  and  other  physical  conditiona. 

Third  condution 
The  Second   Pan   American  Congress   of   Highways   recommends   the 
following  principles  as  modem  and  sound  practice  in  tbe  construction 
of  concrete  roads : 

(a)  Rigid  and  expert  technical  inspection  of  all  materials  and  work- 
mnnshlp  is  absolutely  essential,  and  is  the  keynote  of  the  good  quality 
of  construction. 

(b)  Special  care  must  be  taken  to  secure  a  surface  of  maximum 
smoothness,  free  from  irreguUritles  and  waves.  This  will  result  In  a 
surface  of  excellent  riding  quaUty  and  will  reduce  impact  forces.  A 
w<  11-constructed  concrete  pavement  should  not  present  greater  varia- 
tions In  surfsce  than  cne-elghth  inch  in  10  feet  when  tested  with  a  10- 
fo^t  straightedge. 

(c)  The  use  of  steel  side  forms   and   concrete   finishing   machines  Is 
„>ntlal  in  securing  pavements  of  proper  smoothness  and  strength. 

(d)  All  concrete  aggregates  should  be  proportioned  by  weight  and 
the  amount  of  water  must  be  accurately  measured. 

(e)  Concrete  should  be  mixed  in  a  batch  mixer  of  modern  type  for 
n«t  less  than  60  seconds,  and  deposited  on  the  subgrade  without  caus- 
ing segregation  of  the  constituent  materials. 

(f)  Proper  curing  is  absolutely  essential.  For  the  first  72  hours 
alter  it  Is  laid,  concrete  should  be  covered  with  moist  burlap,  after 
wilch  it  should  be  covered  with  damp  earth  or  other  curing  agents 
wpich  serve  to  retain  the  moisture  in  the  concrete. 

(g)  Every  precaution  must  be  taken  to  get  the  specified  thickness 
o:  good  concrete.  Cores  driUed  from  the  completed  pavements,  as  well 
ai  test  beams  and  cylinders  built  with  concrete  from  the  mixers,  are 
iiicful  in  the  inspection  of  the  work. 

Fourth  conclusion 
The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways,  having  In  mind  the 
n  suits  of  the  experiments  made  on  the  application  of  asphaltlc  concrete 
f<r  pavementa — 

(a)  Considers  this  type  of  pavement  still  subject  to  Improvement  to 
b(  determined  by  Investigations  which  are  being  made. 

(b)  Considers,  notwithstanding,  that  this  type  of  pavement  is  highly 
r  commendable  for  resurfacing  of  old  pavements  which  will  serve  as  a 

b^se. 

(c)  Does  not  recommend  the  direct  application  of  asphaltlc  concrete 
orer  a  new  cmshed-stone  or  gravel  baae,  even  though  it  may  be  solidly 
o  tmpacted. 
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(d)  Recommends  that  the  results  of  the  experiments  which  are  being 
made  should  be  made  known  to  all  the  countries  members  of  the  Pan 
American  Union  through  their  respective  technical  bodies. 

Fifth  concluaion 
The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  recommends  the  con- 
tinuing of  tests  on  the  use  of  reclaimed  asphalt  obtained  in  the  resur- 
facing of  old   roads  of  the  hot  mixed  asphalt  type,  as  long  as  the  re- 
quired  elements   are   added   at    the   time  of   reheating   the   asphalt.   In 
order  to  renew  its  original  characteristics  to  the  greatest  possible  degree. 
FOUtTH  topic:  labokatobibs  anp  e-xpbbi mental  boads 
First  concluBion 
The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  reafllrms  the  reso- 
lutions   adopted    by    the    First    Congress    at    Buenos    Aires    asking    the 
American  Governments — 

(a)  To  Install  proper  laboratories  with  the  necessary  equipment  for 
testing  materials  and  for  the  study  of  various  types  of  road  pave- 
ments. 

(b)  To  supplement  laboratory  studies  with  experiments  made  on 
roads,  to  verify  the  results  of  the  different  types  of  pavements, 

(c)  To  exchange  the  results  obtained. 

riPTH  TOPIC  :  8TANDABDIZATION  IN  THB  PBEPABATION  OF  SAMPUW  FOB  THB 

TBSTINO    of    MATEBIAL8 

Firat  concluaion 
The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  recommends  to  the 
countries  members  of  the  Pan  American  Union — 

(a)  That  in  carrying  out  tests  of  materials  for  road  constroctlon  the 
uniform  methods  used  in  the  United  States  of  America  be  followed. 

(b)  That  direct  relations  between  the  laboratories  of  said  countries 
be  established  in  order  to  exchange  the  results  of  the  respective  experi- 
ments, as  well  as  for  the  purpose  of  learning  any  new  method  or  modi- 
fication adopted,  in  this  way  maintaining  cloae  cooperation  between  the 
laboratories  and  securing  the  standardization  deslrsd. 

(c)  That  official  technical  bulletins  on  roads  l>e  published. 

MOTB    on    the    SIXTH    TOPIC  :    BSTABLISHINQ    UNIFOKM    NOMBNCI^TrBB 

As  the  sixth  question  of  section  No.  1  and  the  third  question  of  sec- 
tion No.  4  are,  interdependent,  the  first  committee  decides  to  offer  no 
conclusion  on  ^he  sixth  question. 

COSCHSIONS     OF     THB     SECOND     SECTION— ClBCUtATION     AND     OPEBATION 
FIKBT   TOPIC  :    TBAFFIC   AND   ITS   BKLATION    TO  THB   DKBTBt'CTlVB   ACTION    OF 

VEHICLES 

Firat  concluaion 
The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  recommends  to  the 
governments  of  the  countries  members  of  the  Pan  American  Union,  that 
provisions  be  made  In  their  respective  trafllc  regulations  fixing  the 
maximum  wheel  load  and  the  maximum  weight  per  unit  width  of  tire, 
as  well  as  the  maximum  speed  limits  of  vehicles  for  different  total 
weights  and  tire  equipment. 

SECOND  TOPIC  :  PABKINO  OF  VEHICLBS 

Firat  concluaion 
The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  recommends  through 
the  governments  of  the  countries  members  of  the  Pan  American  Union, 
that  the  municipal  authoritiea  especially  provide  in  their  respective 
tralBc  regulations  tor  parking  spaces  designated  by  proper  signs  snd 
markers. 

THIBD    TOPIC  :    TBAFFIC    8CBVET8 

Firat  concluaion 
The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  recommends  to  the 
governments  of  the  countries  members  of  the  Pan  American  Union 
careful  and  systematic  trafllc  surveys,  since  the  results  obtained  are  of 
great  value  In  the  control  and  regulations  of  trafflc  and  in  determining 
the  necessity  for  widening  and  Improving  existing  and  new  roads.  For 
the  latter,  future  trafllc  should  be  taken  Into  consideration. 

FOUBTH    TOPIC  :    BBODLATION    OF    ANIMAL-DBAWN    VBHICLBS 

Firat  concluaion 

The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  recommends  to  the 
Governments  of  the  countries  members  of  the  Pan  American  Union  that 
by  legislation  they  discourage  as  much  as  possible  the  presence  on  roads 
of  animals  which  are  not  In  active  transportation  service  and  proride 
that  animal-drawn  vehicles  be  equipped  with  proper  lights. 

Second  concluaion 

The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  declares  that  ex- 
perience shows  that  Improvement  of  roads  permitting  the  development 
of  the  highest  efflriency  of  automotive  trafllc  is  the  easiest  way  to  secure 
the  withdrawal  of  animal-drawn  trafllc  from  the  highways. 

FIFTH    TtM'IC  :    UNIFOBM    SIGNS    FOB    HMHWAXS 

Firat  concluaion 
The   Second  Pan   American   Congress   of   Highways,   considering   that 
the  international  system  of  road  signs  does  not  adequately  meet  the 


requirements  of  modern  trafllc,  recommends  that  the  Pan  American 
Union,  in  cooperation  with  the  several  countries  members  thereof  and 
with  other  duly  organized  institutions  shsll  cause  a  study  to  be  made 
of  the  system  of  highway  warning  and  direction  signs  at  present  in 
use  and  that  a  uniform  international  code  of  such  signs  be  prepared 
for  adoption  by  the  countries  members  of  the  Pan  American  Union,  to 
be  submitted  to  the  Sixth  International  Highway  Congress  to  convene 
at  Washington  In  1930. 

ADDITIONAL   CONCLCSION;, BBSOLITTION   ON    PBINCIPLE8    FOB  THB    CONTBOL 

AKD  BBGPLATION   OF   AUTOMOTIVB   TBAFFIC 

The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  resolves — 

(a)  To  approve  and  transmit  to  the  Pan  American  Union  the  ap- 
pended draft  of  principles  for  the  control  and  regulation  of  automotive 
trafflc  within  the  Republics  of  the  American  continent  In  order  that  the 
governing  board  of  the  Pan  American  Union  may.  pursuant  to  the  terms 
of  the  resolution  of  the  Sixth  International  Conference  of  American 
States,  transmit  such  principles  to  the  Governments  members  of  the 
union. 

(b)  To  request  the  Governments  of  the  countries  members  of  the 
Pan  American  Union  to  Incorporate  the  principles  contained  in  the 
appended  draft  In  their  legislation  governing  automotive  trafflc  in  order 
that  nnlformit/  may  l>e  achieved  In  this  important  matter. 

(Draft  of  principles  to  be  Incorporated  in  the  national  legislation  of 
the  American  Republics  for  the  control  snd  regulation  of  automotlvs 
trafflc.) 

The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways,  with  s  riew  to 
securing  uniformity  of  rules  for  the  control  and  regulation  of  auto- 
motive  trafflc  within  the  Republics  of  the  American  Continent,  recom- 
mends that  the  following  principles  govern  the  ensctment  of  such 
legislation  in  all  the  States  members  of  the  Pan  American  Union : 

I.  All  motor  vehicles  shall  be  registered  by  the  designated  authority 
before  being  permitted  to  operate  upon  the  public  highway. 

II.  Each  vehicle  registered  with  the  central  authority  shall  be  required 
to  have  a  certificate  of  title  before  registration  {dates  are  Issued. 

III.  Registration  plates  which  are  evidence  of  registration  by  the 
proper  authority  shall  be  displayed  by  all  vehicles  using  the  highway. 

IV.  All  operators  of  motor  vehicles  shall  first  obtain  a  license  to 
operate  a  motor  vehicle. 

V.  Examining  authorities  shall  satisfy  themselves  aa  to  the  capability 
and  responsibility  of  the  appUcant  for  an  operator's  licenae  before 
granting  same. 

VI.  All  vehicles  shall  be  driven  carefully  at  all  times  with  due  regard 
for  the  rights  of  others  and  the  safety  of  life,  limb,  and  property. 

VII.  The  rule  of  the  road  shall  be  to  pass  to  the  right  when  meet- 
ing another  vehicle,  and  to  pass  to  the  left  when  overtaking  another 
vehicle. 

VIII.  Any  driver  about  to  change  his  direction  or  to  stop,  shall  so 
indicate  by  extending  his  hand  beyond  the  side  of  the  vehicle. 

IX.  All  vehicles  shall  hsve  the  following: 

1.  Brakes  adequate  to  control  the  movement  and  to  stop  and  to  hold 
such  vehicle,  including  two  separate  means  of  applying  the  brakes,  each 
of  which  means  shall  be  effective  to  apply  the  brakes  to  st  least  two 
wheels  and  so  constructed  that  no  part  which  is  liable  to  failure  ahali 
be  common  to  the  two. 

2.  Suitable  bora  or  other  warning  device  satisfactory  to  the  regulatory 
authorities. 

8.  (a)  Every  motor  vehicle  other  than  a  motor  cycle,  road  roller,  road 
machinery,  or  farm  tractor,  shall  be  equipped  with  two  head  lamps  st 
the  front  of  snd  on  opposite  sides  of  the  motor  vehicle,  which  shall  at  all 
times,  under  normal  atmospheric  conditions  and  on  a  level  road,  produce 
a  driving  light  sufficient  to  render  clearly  discernible  a  person  200  feet 
ahead,  but  shall  not  project  a  glaring  or  daxsling  light  to  persona  in 
front  of  such  head  lamp. 

(b)  B^ery  motor  vehicle  and  every  trailer  or  semitrailer  which  is 
being  drawn  at  the  end  of  a  train  of  vehicles  shall  carry  at  the  rear  a 
lamp  which  exhibits  a  red  light  plainly  visible  under  normal  atmos- 
pheric conditions  from  a  distance  of  500  feet  to  the  rear  of  such 
vehicle,  and  so  constructed  and  placed  that  the  nnml>er  plate  carried  on 
the  rear  of  such  vehicle  shall  under  like  conditions  be  so  illuminated  by 
a  white  light  aa  to  be  read  from  a  distance  of  50  feet  to  the  rear  of 
such  vehicle. 

4.  No  person  shall  drive  a  motor  vehicle  on  a  highway  unless  such 
motor  vehicle  Is  equipped  with  a  muffler  in  good  working  order  and  la 
constant  operation  to  prevent  excessive  or  unususl  noise  and  annoying 
smoke. 

BEaOLDTION   OF   PAH   AMEBICAN    CONVBNTION    FOB   THB   OONTBOL    AND    BBOD- 
LATIOIf    OF   ACTOMOTIVB   TBAFFIC 

(a)  To  approve  and  transmit  to  the  Pan  American  Union  the  ap- 
pended draft  of  convention  on  automotive  trafflc  in  order  that  the  gor- 
enlng  board  of  the  Pan  American  Union  may,  pursusnt  to  the  terms 
of  the  resolution  of  the  Sixth  International  Conference  of  Anierican 
States,  utlllae  the  principles  enunciated  therein  in  the  formulation  of  a 
convention  to  be  submitted  t«  ths  governments  of  countries,  memt>ers 
ot  the  union. 
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(b>  To  CTpreiw  appreciation  to  the  Pan  American  Confederation  for 
Highway  Education  for  Its  services  rendered  to  the  present  time,  and 
to  rfqaest  that  It  continue  to  give  Its  cooperation. 

DHATT    or    PAN    AUKRICAN    CONTISTION    ON    ACTOMOTITE    TBATFIC 

The  governments  of  the  American  republics,  desirous  of  establishing 
uniform  rules  among  themselves  for  the  control  and  regulation  of  auto- 
motive traffic  on  their  highways,  agree  upon  the  following  principles : 

Article  I 
It  Is  reoognlied  that  each  state  has  exclusive  control  over  the  use  of 
Its    own    highways,    but    agrees   to    their   InternaUonal    lue   as   herein 
Q>ecU>ed. 

Article  It 

This  convention  applies  to  all  automotive  traffic. 

Article  III 
AU  vehicles  before  admission  to  international  traffic  shall  be   regis- 
tered In  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  state  of  origin.     A  special  inter- 
national  registration    marker,   agreed   upon    by   the    contracting   states, 
shall  alao  be  required  for  admission  to  international  traffic. 

Article  IV 
Evidence  of  proper  registration  shall  entitls  aU  Tefalelea  to  interna- 
tional reciprocity. 

ArtiOe  V 

All  motor-vehicle  operators  shall  have  such  driving  certificates  as  may 
be  required  by  the  laws  of  their  state.  Special  International  registra- 
tion shall  be  required  for  admission  to  international  traffic 

Article  ri 
Bach  state  or  its  sul>dlvl8lons  shall  maintain  central  bureaus  of  regis- 
tration for  purposes  of  exchange  of  Information  wltb  other  states  as  to 
registration  of  vehicles  and  operators. 

Article  VII 
The  rule  of  the  road  shall  b«  to  pass  on  the  right  when  meeting 
another  vehicle,  and  to  pass  to  the  left  when  overtaking. 

Article  VIII 
AU  vehicles  approaching  from  the  right  shall  have  tb«  right  of  way. 

Article  IX 
All  vebtcles  admitted  to  international  traffic  shall  have  tta«  foDowlng 
equipment : 

(1)  Brakes  adequate  to  control  the  movement  of  and  to  stop  and  to 
bold  snch  vehicle.  Including  two  separate  means  of  applying  the  brakes, 
nf^tr^  which  means  shall  be  effective  to  apply  the  brakes  to  at  least 

'  two  wheels  and  so  constructed  that  no  part  which  Is  liable  to  failure 
shall  be  common  to  the  two. 

(2)  Suitable  horn  or  other  warning  device,  satisfactory  to  the 
regulatory  authorities. 

(3)  Every  motor  vehicle  other  than  a  motorcycle,  road  roUer,  road 
machinery,  or  farm  tractor  shall  be  equipped  with  two  head  lamps,  no 
more  or  no  less,  at  the  front  of  and  on  opposite  sides,  of  the  motor 
Tcblde,  which  shall  at  all  times,  under  normal  atmospheric  condltioiis 
and  on  a  level  road,  produce  a  driving  light  sufficient  to  render  clearly 
discernible  a  person  200  feet  ahead,  but  shall  not  project  a  glaring 
or  daaallng  Ught  to  persons  In  front  of  such  lamp. 

(b)  Every  motor  vehicle  and  every  trailer  or  semitrailer  which  Is 
being  drawn  at  the  end  of  a  train  of  vehicles  shall  carry  at  the  rear 
a  lamp  wbkh  exhibits  a  red  light  plainly  visible  under  normal  atmos- 
pheric conditions  from  a  distance  of  500  feet  to  the  rear  of  such 
vehicle  and  so  constructed  snd  placed  that  the  naffit>er  plate  carri*^ 
on  the  rear  of  snch  vehicle  shall,  under  like  conditions,  be  so  Illuminated 
by  a  white  light  as  to  be  read  from  a  distance  of  50  feet  to  the  rear  of 
such  vehicle. 

(4)  No  person  shall  drive  a  motor  vehicle  on  a  highway  unless  such 
motor  vehicle  Is  equipped  with  a  muffier  in  good  working  order  and  in 
constant  operation  to  prevent  excessive  or  unusual  noiae  and  annoying 
smoke. 

ArUcU  Z 
Any  vehicle  entering  another  state  shall  register  at  the  point  of  entry, 
but  shall  not  be  required  to  post  bond. 

Arficl«  ZJ 
An  vehicles  and  drivers   in  International  traffic  are  subject  to  the 
regulations  of  the  state  In  which  they  are  operating. 

Article  ZII 
Danger  restrictions  and   direction  signs   shall   be  made  uniform  as 
between  the  several  states. 

ArtieU  ZIII 
The  slae  of  vehicles  and  loads  shall  be  limited  to  tbe  following : 
(1>  No  vehicle  shau  exceed  a  total  outside  width.  Including  any  load 
thereon,  of  8  feet,  except  that  the  width  of  a  farm  tractor  shall  not 
exc«^  0  feet,  and  excepting  further  that  the  llmltatlona  as  to  sise 
of  V'-bieies  stated  in  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  Implements  of 
bukbandrv  temporarily  propelled  or  moved  from  the  public  highway. 


OCTOBEE   8 


(2)  No  vehicle  unladen  or  with  load  shall  exceed  a  height  of  14  feet 
ai4d  6  Inches. 

(3)  No  vehicle  shall  exceed  a  length  of  33  feet,  and  no  combination 
of  vehicles  coupled  together  shall  exceed  a  total  length  of  85  fett. 

(4)  No  train  of  vehicles  or  vehicle  operated  alone  shall  carry  any 
loid  extending  more  than  3  feet  beyond  the  front  thereof. 

(5)  No  passenger  vehicle  shall  carry  any  load  extending  beyond  the 
llile  of  the  fenders  on  tbe  left  side  of  such  vehicle  nor  extending  more 
th^n  6  inches  beyond  the  line  of  tbe  fender  on  the  right  side  thereof. 

Article  ZIV 
This  convention  shall  be  ratified  by  the  action  of  the  several  Mgna- 
to  7   states.      The   instruments   of   ratification   shall   be  deposited    with 
tb»   Pan   American    Union,    which   will   notify    each    signatory   state   of 
th>  receipt  of  such  instruments  of  ratification. 

CC|NCLC8IO:iS     OF    THB     THIRD     SECTION — LiKJISLATION,     ADMINISTBATION, 

FiNANCB,    AND    ECONOMICS 
FItST    TOPIC  :     COORDINATION     OF    FEDERAL    ACTION     WITH    THAT    OF    STATE, 

PROVINCIAL,    OK     MCNICtFAL    AUTHURITIBS    AS    APPLIBD    TO    FBDEKAL    OB 

yiHEB  FORMS   OF  RKFUBLICS 

Conclurton  1 

The  making  of  a  suitable  highway  system  In  countries  po^isesslng 
vast  territorial  areas  wherein  the  states  or  provinces  enjoy  aiimlnls- 
tritlve  autonomy  leads  to  a  policy  of  cooperation  between  the  central 
government  and  the  State  or  provincial  government,  which  should  share 
the  expenses.  The  central  government  should  develop  tbe  general 
plm,  and  the  state  government  should  be  ctiarged  with  Its  execuilon. 

Conclution  t 

In  smaller  nations  it  may  be  advisable  for  the  central  government 
td  have  complete  control,  bat  the  orieranisatlon  should  l>e  sectional,  each 
district  covering  an  area  small  enough  to  allow  the  staff  to  acquaint 
Itfelf  closely  with  local  conditions. 

ConcluHon  S 

In  either  case  the  general  policy  outlined  In  the  foregoing  conclusions 
slould  conform  to  the  economic,  social,  and  political  organization  of 
tie  nation.  The  stimulation  of  the  local  spirit  of  Initiative  and  co- 
ofdln&tlon  of  the  efforts  resulting  therefrom  should  be  borne  In  mind. 

ConchtHon  | 

The  coordinating  or  stimulating  action  of  the  central  government 
should  be  exercised  not  only  through  financial  and  executive  cooperation, 
be  t  also  by  the  rendering  of  technical  assistance  to  the  local  authorities 
in|  their  organization  of  the  general  plans  of  the  respective  systems. 

OonelueUm  S 
RegardleM  of  whether  the  federal   government  operates  In  coopera- 
tion with  tbe  States  and  provinces,  or  In  direct  control,  It  Is  necessary 
ta|  have — 

(a)  An  organisation  composed  of  competent,  experienced,  and  trust- 
w^rihy  technical  men  with  the  greatest  possible  freedom  of  action. 

(b)  Compensation  for  tbe  members  of  the  staff  should  be  consistent 
with  their  aforementioned  qualifications  and  productive  capacity. 

Conclution  S 
The  highway  system  should  be  planned  on  a  national  basis,  coordl- 
a4ted  to  provide  connections  and  communication  between  all  sections. 

Conclution  7 

Generally  speaking,  the  initial  Improvement  of  the  system  should  be 
o^  the  most  economical  type,  adeqnate  to  provide  for  existing  traffic,  but 
pi  finned  so  as  to  permit  further  improvement  as  required  by  the 
development  of  traffic 

Conclueion  i 

Expenses  of  tbe  general  system  should  be  fairly  divided  between  the 
e^tral  government  and  the  local  authorities,  with  provisions  for  pro- 
portionately greater  aid  to  the  more  undeveloped  sections. 

SXCOND   TOPIC  :    FINANCINQ    OF    HIGHWAYS  ;    MAINTENANCB    8EBV1CI8 

ConcIiMion  I 

All   highway   Improvements   should   be   carried   out   under   a   rntlonnl 
p|an  of  financial  sdmlnlstration  designed  primarily  to  further  the  sys- 
atie  development  and  Improvement  of  the  most  Important  roads  of 
e4ch  nation  or  political  8ut>dlviBion. 

Conclusion  t 

The  following  flnanclfll  principles  should  be  observed : 

(a)  Investments  In  highway  Improvement  should  be  In  ncrordance 
w|th  the  social  and  economic  benefit  derived  therefrom,  and  In  order  to 

Justified  must  produce  a  remunerative  return  in  the  form  of  economic 
insportation. 

(b)  The  cost  of  Improvement  should  be  distributed  equitably  in  rela- 
tibn  to  the  direct  and  indirect  benefits  derived,  taking  Into  consldera- 
tipn  the  taxable  capacity  of  those  benefited. 

Conclusion  S 

In  accordance  with  the  ilrst  principle,  a  policy  of  gradual  tmprove- 
t^ent  should  be  adopted,  by  which  the  roads  should  only  be  improved 
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op  to  the  point  required  by  the  existing  traffic  and  the  probable  traffic 
within  a  reasonable  period.  Thereafter  they  should  be  Improved  In  pro 
portion  to  the  Increase  In  the  volume  of  traffic. 

Conclusion  i 
In     accordance     with     the     second     principle     the    following     should 

contribute  : 

(a)  The  general  public,  on  account  of  the  various  benefits  received 
which  Justify  the  appropriations  from  the  general  revenues  of  the  nation, 
State,  or  Province. 

(b)  Property  In  general,  and  in  particular  that  adjoining  the  road, 
should  be  assessed  in  proportion  to  its  value  or  to  the  Increase  In  Its 
value  derived  from  the  Improvement. 

(c)  Road  users,  by  a  tax  on  gasoline  or  other  fuel,  on  lubricants,  on 
licenses,  etc.  The  gasoline  and  other  fuel  tax  Is  the  most  equitable  and 
eas.v  to  collect,  but  It  must  not  be  considered  as  the  only  means  that 
may  be  adopted. 

Conclusion  5 
For    the    purpose   of   apportioning    the    cost,    all    highways    should    be 
divided  into  two  classes : 

(a)  Highways  for  general  circulation. 

(b)  Highways  for  purely  local  services. 

Special  motor-vehicle  taxes  should  be  used  preferably  on  roads  of  the 
first  classification. 

Taxes  levied  on  the  Increased  vniue  of  the  adjacent  lands  should  be 
used  mainly  on  roads  of  the  second  classification. 

Principles  governing  the  equitable  distribution  of  funds,  especially 
those  derived  from  other  sources,  can  not  be  condeusod  into  a  single 
formula. 

Conduaion  6 
The  benefits  from  road  improvement  are  so  great  that  the  system  of 
deferred  payment  is  more  economical  than  the  pay-as-yo»-go  method. 
Bond  issues  for  the  purpo.se  of  constructing  roads  are,  therefore,  fully 
Justified  when  it  is  necessary  to  build  a  system  immediately,  so  that 
tbe  community  may  enjoy  the  advantages  accruing  therefrom  without 
delay.  The  term  for  amortisation  of  such  bonds  must  never  be  longer 
than  the  life  of  the  road  to  which  they  are  applied,  nor  must  It  be  more 
than  30  years. 

Conclusion  7 
It  Is  therefore  indispensable.  In  order  that  the  financial  operations 
•hall  not  resait  in  loss,  that  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  the 
system  should  guarantee  tbe  expected  duration.  It  Is  essential  that 
the  program  provide  for  continuous  maintenance,  as  well  as  adequate 
funds  to  insure  a  choice  of  methods  and  a  suitable  working  organisa- 
tion. Tbe  better  tbe  construction  tbe  smaller  will  be  tbe  funds  re- 
quired for  maintenance ;  viewed  in  this  light  all  types  of  road  have 
certain  advantages- and  disadvantages. 

Oonclu»ioH  8 
Thus  with  regard  to  the  Importance  of  the  section  of  the  road  to  be 
intrusted  to  one  contractor,  It  would  be  desirable  that,  whenever  pos- 
sible, the  total  length  of  each  road  be  divided  into  sections,  the  admin- 
istration retaining  the  right.  In  view  of  the  terms  of  the  proposals  to 
be  submitted,  of  awarding  tbe  whole  undertaking  to  a  single  bidder,  or 
of  awarding  each  section  to  the  respective  contractor  who  submits  tbe 
most  NHtlsfactory  bid  the  length  of  each  section  in  a  specific  case,  to  be 
decided  by  the  administration. 

Conclusion  9 
As  to  the  form  of  contract.  It  is  undeniable  that  the  agreement  by 
unit  prices  Is  the  solution  preferred.  This  agreement,  however,  pre- 
supposes the  existence  of  a  carefully  studied  plan,  clear  and  precise 
specillcatlons,  a  budget  made  with  full  knowledge  of  resources  of  tbe 
region  and  of  the  prot>able  stability  of  cost  of  labor  and  building  mate- 
rials during  the  time  of  construction.  If  one  or  more  of  these  condi- 
tions Is  missing.  It  may  be  better  for  the  administration  to  enter  into 
a  cost-plus  contract. 

Conclusion    10 
In  any  case — in  large  or  small  contracts.  In  piecework  or  cost-plus 
agreements — the  reputation  and  standing  of  the  contractor  should  de- 
termine the  policy  to  l>e  adopted. 

Conclusion  11 
When  the  work  is  done  directly  by  tbe  administration  it  is  desirable 
to  adopt  the  cost-accounting  system  to  determine  the  exact  unit  cost, 
with  the  end  in  view  of  increasing  the  highway  experience  of  each 
country  and  of  establishing  the  sound  basis  for  future  contracts  by 
other  systems. 

Conclusion  U 
Legislation  should  grant  to  the  public  authorities  rapid  summary  and 
effective  means  of  overcoming  resistance  and  obstacles  placed  in  tbe 
way  of  the  opening  and  Improving  of  highways.  Whenever  land  neces- 
sary for  the  building  of  a  road  has  been  condemned.  Its  costs  should  be 
determined  by  Its  valuation  for  purposes  of  taxation,  as  per  paragraph 
(b)  of  conclusion  4. 


THIRD   TOPIC  :    COORDINATION    OF   TBAN SPORT ATIOK    FACtLimi 

Condusion  t 
In  places  where  the  existing  railways  are  out  of  proportion  to  the 
comparatively  small  service  required  of  tbero,  tbe  only  assistance  that 
should  be  expected  from  the  highways  toward  an  effective  solution  of 
the  transportation  problem.  In  conjunction  with  the  railways,  is  to 
serve  them  as  feeders  by  means  of  tributary  roads  and  extensions. 

Conclusion  t 
In  sections  of  advanced  economic  development  the  highways  can  con- 
tribute toward  the  efficiency  of  transportation  services,  eyen  when  run- 
ning parallel  to  railways  of  heavy  traffic. 

Conclusion  S 
Haring  in  view  the  cooperation  of  transportation  facilities  and  cir- 
cumstance that  It  Is  impossible  further  to  withhold  the  development  of 
highway  traffic — since  tbe  same  Is  independent  and  created  by  the  motor 
vehicle  Itself — It  is  incumbent  upon  the  American  Governments  that 
are  legally  able  to  do  so,  to  provide  for  the  coordination  of  their  rail- 
way and  highway  systems. 

Conclusion  t 
When  granting  future  railway  concessions,  In  outlining  the  secondary 
lines  serving  local  interests.  In  branching  out  from  tbe  main  trunk,  high- 
ways should  be  stipulated. 

Conelu»ion  S 

The  revision  of  railway  contracts  and  concessions  and  examinations 
of  the  systems  directly  operated  by  American  countries  should  be  under- 
taken at  once,  so  as  to  establish  highway  systems  for  the  purpose  of 
completing  tbe  systems  of  communication  and  transportation  by  rail- 
ways. 

DBAFT    OF     RC80LCTI0N    ON     HIGHWAY    TBANSPOBT     BURVKT    PRB8CNTXD    BI 
SENATOR  ODDIB    (UNITED   STATES   OF   AMERICA) 

Whereas  a  rational  highway  program  for  any  country  or  political  sub- 
division thereof  can  be  evolved  only  as  proper  administrative  and  finan- 
cial policies  are  adopted  and  thorough  study  Is  given  to  the  political, 
economic,  and  traffic  factors  to  be  encountered. 

The  Second  Pan  American  Conpress  of  Highways  resolves — 

(a)  That  the  appended  tentative  outline  for  the  study  of  these  ad- 
ministrative, financial,  economic,  and  traffic  problems  is  hereby  approved 
and  recommended  to  the  several  countries  as  a  basis  for  their  use. 

(b)  That  the  congress  recommends  to  the  several  countries  that  snch 
traffic  and  economic  surveys  be  made  as  soon  as  possible. 

HIGH  WAT  TIAWBPOrr  SCBTKT 

I.  A  highway  transport  surrey  and  report  la  the  t>asle  requirement 
upon  which  to  build : 

(a)  An  efficient  plan  for  tbe  administration  of  a  system  of  improv«4 
highways. 

(b>  A  metbod  of  financing  such  a  system,  incloding  aacb  matters  as 
taxes,  iMnd  Issues,  and  oatside  loans. 

(c)  Tbe  economic  engineering  requirements,  soefa  as  tlie  ext«nt  of 
tlM  system,  tbe  priority  of  constmetion,  tbe  amount  and  kind  of  traffic 
to  be  carried. 

(d)  Tbe  possible  correlation  or  coordination  with  other  forms  of 
transportation. 

II.  A  highway  transport  surrey  to  be  effective  for  tbe  above  purposes 
must  be  made  by  an  organisation  of  tbe  highest  integrity  and  technical 
qualifications. 

OCTLINE  OF  DATA  TO  BB  SBCrBCD  AND  INCLinmD  IN  A  HIOHWAT  TRANSPOBT 

SDRTBT    AND    BXFORT 

III.  Such  a  survey  should  Include  the  gathering  of  data  fully  cover- 
ing the  following  detailed  information : 

1.  Economic  survey  of  the  political  unit  ondtt  consideration,  giving: 

(a)  Population,  amount,  character. 

(b)  Wealth. 

(c)  Form  of  government 

(d)  Total  amount  of  taxes  raised  and  sources. 

(e)  Amount  of  outstanding  indebtedness  and  purposes  for  which  it 
was  incurred. 

(f)  Amount  of  present  taxes  nncncnmbered  by  debt  and  estimate  of 
reasonable  potential  taxation. 

(g)  Survey  of  principal  Industries, 
(b)   General  Informatiou. 

2.  General  survey  of  transportation  situation,  giving: 

(a)  Miles  of  railroad — communities  and  population  served. 

(b)  Miles  and  type  of  Improved  highways. 

(c)  Miles  of  unimproved  highways. 

(d)  Number  of  automobiles — number  of  trucks. 

(e)  Amount  of  special  motor-vehicle  or  fuel  taxes. 

(f)  Analysis  of  past,  present,  and  potential  volume  and  location  of 
horse-drawn,  automobile,  and  truck  traffic;  L  e^  a  paat,  preaerit,  and 
potential  traffic-flow  map. 

(g)  Qeaeral  highway  tranjqiort  data. 
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3.  8p<»«{flc  report  of  roads  proposed  to  be  ballt,  giving : 

(a)  Location.  Including  mileage,  type,  width,  and  estimated  coata  aa 
detcraataed  by  recooiiaiaaaiice  survey*. 

(b)  Sources  and  delivered  costs  of  materials. 

(c)  Labor  costs, 

(d)  Estimated  tralBc,  volume  and  nature. 

COXCLUSIOHS  09  TUB   FODKTH    S»CT10N— INTBBNATIOIIAL  AHD  PA»  AUOr 

ICAM    AOBXXMM-TS 

The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  resolves — 

I.  (a)  AH  taxes  levied  upon  vehicle*  crossing  international  boundariea 
or  the  boundaries  of  national  subdivisions  are  contrary  to  the  best  de- 
velopment of  transportation  and  of  dvU  and  commercial  relations,  as 
well  as  to  the  material  and  moral  progress  of  nations. 

(b)  It  la  advisable,  therefore,  that  public  authorities  avoid  and 
endeavor  to  abolish  the  appli<-ation  of  all  tributes  or  taxes  of  any  kind 
or  sort  upon  foreign  vehicles  in  transit  through  their  respective  terri- 
tories. 

(c)  It  ts  understood  that  this  recommendation  does  not  refer  to 
the  vehicles  that  engage  In  local  commerce  or  are  used  for  private 
purpo8»^s  In  a  given  country  or  its  political  subdivlBlon.  Such  vehicles 
will  be  subject  to  afl  legal  requirements. 

II.  (a>  To  request  the  Pan  American  Union  to  compile  a  technical 
highway  dictionary  in  Spanish,  English.  Portuguese,  and  French. 

(b)  To  suggest  to  the  Pan  American  Union  to  make  use  of  the 
assistance  of  the  Pan  American  Confederation  for  Highway  Education 
and  other  scientific  and  educational  Institutions,  for  the  above  purpose. 

(c)  That  all  communications  submitted  In  reference  to  this  diction- 
ary be  sent  to  the  Pan  American  Union  as  contributions. 

(d)  That  the  Argentine  section  of  the  Pan  American  Cbngress  of 
Highways  send  to  the  Pan  American  Union  the  vocabulary  submitted 
to  the  flrst  Congress,  duly  corrected. 

-    III.  To   delegate   to   the   executive  committee  the   duty   of   deciding 
which  works  shall  be  published. 

IV.  That  there  is  urgent  necessity  that  the  following  regolations  be 
made  uniform : 

(a)  For  road  circulation. 

(b)  For  operation  of  vehicles. 

(e)  For  direction  and  danger  signs. 

V.  That  the  committee  feela  unable  to  accept  the  proposal  with  regard 
to  the  general  withdrawing  of  speed  Umita,  but  it  agrees  that  wherever 
the  withdrawal  has  been  tried  the  result  appears  favorable,  since  it 
Increases  the  legal  resctonslbiUty  of  the  party  at  fault  In  an  accident 

VI.  Believing  that  the  organisation  and  publication  of  highway 
statistics  are  indispensable.  It  recommends  as  a  model  the  map  sub- 
mitted by  the  Argentine  section  of  the  Pan  American  Congress  of 
Highways  for  recording  the  extension  and  nature  of  the  highway  sys- 
tems, tts  accompanying  improvements,   and  construction   cost, 

VII.  (a)  To  recommend  to  the  governments  represented  In  this 
eongresM,  that,  when  planning  or  inereaslng  their  systems  of  Improved 
highways,  they  adopt  the  routes  that  are  most  convenient  for  inter- 
national connections;  also  that  when  carrying  out  construction  they 
riwuld    give    preference,    as    moch    as    possible,    to    said    connecting 

highways. 

<b>  To  consider.  In  connection  with  the  foregoing  paragimph.  as  In- 
ternational highways  those  which  connect  capitals  of  couatrtea,  and  for 
the  purpose  of  establishing  the  Pan  American  highway  system,  to  re- 
qacat  the  governments  <rf  Interested  countries  to  send  as  qolcfcly  as  pos- 
sible the  plans  of  those  highways  which  should  be  considered  interna- 
tional, to  the  Pan  American  Union,  which  is  requested  to  undertake 
this  Important  work. 

(c)  Whenever  the  connecting  points  of  the  highways  of  different 
countries  do  not  coincide  with  the  general  system,  the  Pan  American 
organisation  in  charge  of  the  work  mentioned  In  the  previous  paragraph 
for  the  purpose  of  eUminatlng  such  gaps,  should  endeavor  to  promote 
the  necessary  agreements  as  soon  as  possible. 

VIII.  (a)  To  ratify  the  resolution  adopted  at  the  First  Pan  Ameri- 
can Congress  of  Highways,  held  at  Buenos  Aires  In  1»25,  that  the  Pan 
American  Congresses  of  Highways  be  declared  permanent,  with  the 
name  of  Permanent  Institution  of  Pan  American  Congresses  of  Hlgh- 

waya 

(b)  For  the  purpose  of  organlring  and  continuing  the  work  of  the 
Pan  American  Congresses  of  Highways  and  to  maintain  contact  In  all 
matters  relating  to  the  congresses  with  the  several  countries,  members 
of  the  Pan  American  Union,  to  ratify  the  provisions  of  the  resolution 
adopted  at  Buenos  Aires  providing  for  a  central  exemtlve  committee 
of  the  Permanent  Institution,  which  shall  have  its  seat  In  the  country 
In  which  each  succeeding  congress  baa  been  held,  which  shall  have  the 
powers  and  duties  enumerated  in  the  resolution  of  the  First  Pan 
American  Congress  of  Highways,  and  shall  maintain  contact  with  the 
several  countries.  In  all  matters  pertaining  to  the  congress,  through 
the  ministry  of  public  works  or  other  department  of  the  national  gov- 
ernments of  the  •ereral  countries.  For  this  latter  purpose  It  is  recom- 
mended that  the  several  governments  establish  such  departments  or 
sections  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  resolution  referred  to. 

(c)  To  recognise  the  Pan  American  Confederation  for  Highway  Edu- 
cation as  a  valoable  orsanisatktn  for  aiding  in  giving  effect  to  tha  eon- 


<f 


be 
out 
the 
of 


use 
salu 


an< 


ous 
rln  ; 
dat  i. 


October  8 


ehislons  and  recommendatlona  of  the  Pan  American  Congresses  of  Hlghr 
wayi  and  for  promoting  in  general  the  principle  of  highway  develop- 
men  In  the  several  countries  ;  to  recommend  the  organisation  of  national 
fede  ations  for  highway  education  in  the  several  countries,  members 
of  t  »e  Pan  American  Union  ;  and  to  request  the  confederation  and  the 
natl  >nal  federations  to  cooperate  In  making  effective  the  conclusions  of 
the  Pan  American  Congresses  of  Highways  which  may  fall  within  the 
scop  t-  of  its  organization. 

(<  )  To  request  that  the  Pan  American  Union,  as  the  central  perma- 
nent organization  of  the  American  Republics,  lend  Its  cooperation  in 
mak  ng  effective  the  work  of  the  Permanent  Institution  of  the  Pan 
Amflrican  Congresses  of  Highways  and  for  that  purpose  request  the 
cooperation  of  the  Pan  American  Confederation  for  Highway  Educa- 
tion and  to  cooperate  in  arranging  the  date  of  meeting  of  the  Con- 
grestes  of  Highways,  In  conjunction  with  the  government  of  the  country 
desi  [nated  as  the  seat  of  each  succeeding  congress. 

C(l.NCLC8I0.\S    OF    THE    FlITH    SECTIO.V — PUBLICITY,    EDDCATION,    AND 

MlSCELUANEOCS    SCBJBCTS 

riBST  TOPIC  :  PCBUCITT,  BDUCATIOW,   IIISCILLANKOCS   SrBJECTS 

Pint  eoneluMon 
All  educational  campaign  for  the  replacement  of  steel  tires  by  rubber 
tlrei,  to  assist  In  the  proper  upkeep  of  the  roads,  is  deemed  advisable. 
To  racllltate  this  substitution  It  Is  desirable  that  the  tax  on  rubber 
should  be  as  moderate  as  possible.  This  would  lower  the  cost  of  pro- 
dnc^lon  and  render  the  substitution  easier  of  achievement. 

Second  conclugion 

Initial  education  In  favor  of  automotive  transportation  should  at  flrst 

a  general  nature,  stressing  the  advantages  of  the  automobile  wlth- 

reference  to  any  particular  type  or  make.     After  the  desire  to  ose 

automoi^lle  has  been  stimulated  In  the  public.  It  becomes  the  Usk 

interested  parties  to  Influence  the  choice  of  a  particular  make. 

Third  conclution 

(}ood  streets  and  well-maintained  roads  are  essential  to  the  profitable 

of  the  automobile.     It  behooves,   therefore,   those  interested   In   the 

of  automotive  vehicles  to  take  an  active  part  In  educational  cam- 

paikns  and  in  projects  for  the  maintenance  and  improvement  of  town 

country  roads. 

Fourth  conclusion 

"taxation  on  automobiles  should  be  simplified  in  accordance  with  varl- 
types  of  vehicles.  In  the  same  manner  rules  and  regulations  refer- 
to  traffic  should  be  made  as  uniform  as  possible  and  brought  up  to 


Fifth  coHClu»io» 
Ihformarion    and    regulations    on    highways    and    automotive    trans- 
should  be  given  widespread  publicity  and  made  easily  accesal- 

to  the  public. 

Sixth  conchuion 

Special  sections  in   the  press  concerning  highways  and  motor  trans- 
are  useful  In  the  campaign  for  good  roads.      It  Is  recommended 
daily    papers    publishing    such    sections    should    assign    them    to 
specialists  on  the  subject. 

Seventh  conclusion 
Is  desirable  to  stimulate  in  the  American  press  the  establishment 
special    sections   devoted   to   highway    transportation ;    those   already 
t^blished  should  be  encouraged  by  a  vote  of  thanks  by  the  Second  Pan 
Congress  of  Highways. 

MOTIONS 

he  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  EUghways  resolves — 
)  That  a  vote  of  appreciation  and  approval  of  the  work  of  the  Pan 
Confederation  for  Highway  Education  be  incorporated  in  the 
of  the  Second   Pan  American   Congress  of   Highway*. 

b)  That  the  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  Intrust  to 
Pan  American  Confederation  for  Highway  Education  the  compilation 

1  complete  American  and  European  bibliography  on  highway  engineer- 
highway    economics,    and    highway    legislation.     This    compilation 
should  be  distributed  In  all  the  countries  of  memljers  of  the  Pan  Ameri- 
Unlon. 

c)  That  the  Argentine  Section  of  the  Perm.inent  Institution  of  the 
American  Congresses  of  Highways  be  requested  to  send  copies  of  the 

of  the  library  founded  by   the  Argentine  Government  to   the 
American  Confederation  for  Highway  Education,  which  may  suggest 
additions  and  modlflcations  in  the  method  of  classification  as  it  may 
fit. 

IVhereas  the  permanent  International  Association  of  Road  Congresses 
accepted  the  invitation  of  the  United  States  Government  to  hold  th« 
Intematiooal  Congress  at  Washington  in  October,  1930 ;  and 
Whereas  the  findings  and   observations  of  the  Congress  will   be  of 
interest   to  all   public  authorities  dealing  with   the  develop* 
and  use  of  highways  throughout  the  world  : 
The  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways  resolves — 
That  the  delegates  of  the  Second  Pan  American  Congress  of  Highways 
imsmlt  their  greetings  to  the  authorities  of  the  Permanent  Interna- 
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tlonal  Association  of  Road  Congresses  and  its  organising  committee  and 
recommends : 

(a)  That  all  American  countries  endeavor  to  send  delegates  to  said 
Congress ;  and 

(b)  That  all  public  authorities  dealing  with  highways  should  appoint 
official  reporters  to  collaborate  with  the  official  authorities  of  the 
Permanent  International  Association  of  Road  Congresses  in  the  prepara- 
tion .Tnd  study  of  technical  and  economic  subjects  of  general  interest 
relating  to  highway  matters. 

Mr.  ODDIB.  As  the  various  technical  papers  presentert  at  the 
Second  Pan  American  Highway  ConKiess  contain  the  most 
advanced  ideas  on  higliway  matters  generally,  and  because  of 
their  strong  Influence  on  the  discussions,  conclusions,  and  reso- 
lutions of  the  congre«.'<,  I  ask  permission  to  place  In  the  Rbcord 
a  complete  list  of  these  papers,  together  with  the  authors'  names 
and  the  countries  they  represent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  list  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

TBCH.MCAL    PAPERS    8CBMITTED    BEFOBE    THE    SECOND    PAN    AMBBICAM    HIGH- 
WAY   CONGKESa,    BIO    DE    JANEIEO,    BRAZIL,    ACOUBT,    1929 

1.  Signaling  of  Roads  In  America,  by  Juan  Agustln  Valle,  Argentina. 

2.  Highway  Signaling  for  the  Argentine  Republic  (Approved  by  the 
Executive  Government  by  Decree  of  October  10,  1028),  by  the  Official 
Delegation,  Argentina. 

3.  Automotive  Transport,  by  D.  Ardlgd,  Argentina. 

4.  Coordination  of  the  Action  of  the  DlfTerent  Public  Authorities  In 
Their  Respective  Countries,  by  Roberto  Kurtz.  Argentina. 

5.  The  Financing  of  Highways,  by  Juan  Agustln  Valle  and  Roberto 
Kurts,  Argentina. 

6.  Pan  American  Technical  Dictionary,  by  Juan  Agustln  Valle  and 
Roberto  Kurts,  Argentina. 

7.  International  Questlonary  (Section  Statistics),  by  the  Argentine 
Section  of  the  Permanent  Pan  American  Highway  Congress.  Argentina. 

8.  Installation  of  Highway  Libraries,  by  Roberto  Kurtz,  Argentina. 

9.  Data  for  the  Study  of  the  Fe<leral  Highway  Law.  Collection  of 
Propositions  Submitted  to  the  National  Congress  Before  the  Year  of 
1875  by  the  Association  of  Importers  of  Automobiles  and  Accessories 
(Highway  Division).  Argentina. 

10.  Data  for  the  Study  of  the  Federal  Highway  Law.  Collection  of 
Federal  Laws  Referring  to  Bridges,  Roads,  Post  Offices,  and  Message 
Offices  of  the  Argentine  Republic  and  About  Pavements  of  the  City  of 
Buenos  Aires,  by  the  Association  of  Importers  of  Automobiles  and 
Accessories    (Highway  Division),  Argentina. 

11.  Proposed  Amendment  to  the  Statutes  of  the  Pan  American  Con- 
federation for  Highway  Education,  by  Juan  Agustln  Valle  and  Roberto 
Kurts.  Argentina. 

12.  "Library  Catalogue — Classed  by  Contents,  by  the  Argentine  Section 
of  the  Permanent  Pan  American  Highway  Congress,  Argentina. 

13.  Catalogue  of  the  Library,  by  tht-  Argentine  section  of  the  Per- 
manent Pan  American  Highway  Congress,  Argentina. 

14.  The  Action  of  Publicity  in  the  Campaign  for  Good  Roads,  by 
Jorge  Boiso.  .Argentina. 

15.  Te.sts  Made  in  Curltyba,  State  of  Paranft.  Regarding  Pavement 
with  Tar-Macadam,  by  Marcello  Taylor  Carnelro  de  Mendonca,  BrazlL 

16.  Concrete  Pavement  Used  in  the  City  of  Porto  Alegre,  SUte  of 
Rio  Grande  do  Snl.  BracU,  by  Alfredo  Salcedo  Jacobeen,  BrazlL 

17.  Standardization  of  Structures  (\  Typical  Vehicle),  by  Vinicius 
Cesar  Sllva  de  Berredo,  BraslL 

18.  Pavement  of  Highways,  by  Edison  Junqoelra,  Passos,  Brazil. 

19.  Concrete    Pavement    for    Highways,    by    A.    F.    de    Lima    Campos, 

Brazil. 

20.  Pioneer  Roads,  by  Jeronymo  Monteiro  Filho,  Brazil. 

21.  Experimental    Roads,    by    Carlos    Amerlco    Barbosa    de    OHveira, 

Brazil. 

22.  Uoada  In  the  Country  of  Sao  Paulo.  Built  During  the  Adminis- 
tration of  Dr.  J.  Plres  do  Bio,  1926-1929,  by  Domlcio  Pacheco  e  Sllva, 
Brazil. 

23.  Country  Roads,  by  Olavo  Freire,  Brazil. 

24.  The  Use  of  Road  Tar  (tar  especially  prepared  for  the  construction 
of  highways),  by  C.  H.  Carder,  BrazlL 

25.  The  Construction  of  Experimental  Roads,  by  Angelo  Crosato, 
Brazil. 

26.  The  Use  of  Asphaltlc  Oils  In  the  Surfacing  of  Roads,  by  Henrique 
Dolbeth  Lucas,  Brazil. 

27.  Reinforced  Concrete  Applied  to  Pavement  of  Public  Roads,  by 
Alfredo  Salcedo  Jacobsen.  Brazil. 

28.  Report  About  the  Roads  of  the  State  of  ParanA — Suggestions  Re- 
garding the  Regulation  of  Traffic  of  Animal-Drawn  Vehicles — Methods 
to  Facilitate  the  Elimination  I'rocess,  by  Angelo  Lopes,  Brasil. 

29.  Elastic  Type  Pavement,  by  Eugenio  Torres  de  Ollveira,  Brasil. 

30.  Automobile  Roads,  by  Pedro  Nolasco  da  Cunha,  Brazil. 

31.  Concrete  Ralls  for  Earth  Roads  or  Inferior  Macadam  Roads,  by 
Jus4  Olymplo  Barbosa,  Brazil. 

32.  Roads  of  the  Municipality  of  Campos— State  of  Rio  4e  Janeiro,  by 
Alvaro  Moltinho,  BraxU. 


83.  Reasonable  Grading  of  Concrete  Mixtures,  by  Ary  Frederico  Torres, 
Brazil. 

34.  Notes  About  the  Use  of  Mechanical  Equipment  in  Building  Roads ; 
Notes  About  Roads  with  Sand  and  Clay  Surfacing,  by  Lauro  de  Mello 
Andrade,  Brazil. 

35.  Contribution  to  the  Problem  of  Maintenance  and  Traffic  on  Earth 
Roads,  by  Marcos  Ayrosa,  Brazil. 

36.  Highway  Signaling,  by  Camerloo  Flalho,  BratlL 

37.  Dangers  Arising  from  the  Use  of  Colored  Signaling,  by  Otto 
Prazeres,  Brazil. 

38.  Installations  for  Liquid  Inflammables  In  Seaports,  by  Mauriclo 
Joppert  da  Sllva,  Jos^  Carlos  de  Chermont,  and  A.  Ferrelra  da  Sllva, 
Brazil. 

39.  Street  Crossing  Without  Crossing  of  Traffic,  by  Carmen  Velasco 
Portlnho,  BrazlL 

40.  Signaling  of  Streets  and  Roads,  by  Amerlco  R.  Netto,  BrazlL 

41.  Highway  Progress,  by  Alcidea  LIns,  Brazil. 

42.  Comments  on  the  Problem  of  Transports,  by  Vinicius  Cezar  Sllva 
de  Berredo,  Brazil. 

43.  Roads  and  Economical  Advantages  Derived  from  Them,  t>y  JosA 
Watzl,  Brazil. 

44.  Cutting  Down  the  Cost  of  the  Initial  Construction  of  Roads  la 
Brasil,  by  Thomas  Marinho  de  Albuquerque  Andrade,  Brazil. 

45.  Coordination  of  Federal  Action  with  State  or  Provincial  and 
Municipal  Authorities,  as  Applied  to  Federal  or  Other  Forms  of  Re- 
publics, by  Jos£  Palbano  de  Jesfis,  Brazil. 

46.  Highways  and  Their  Cooperation  in  Transports,  by  Edgard 
Autran  Dourado,  BrazlL 

47.  Earth  Roads  from  the  Economical  Standpoint,  by  Luis  Cantan- 
hede  de  Carvalho  e  Almeida,  Brazil. 

48.  Items  to  be  Considered  in  the  Orsanisatton  of  Road  Maintenance, 
by  Phlluvlo  de  Cerquelra  Rodrigues.  BrAzlL 

49.  Contribution  to  the  Pan  American  Highway  Vocabulary,  by 
Moacyr  Malheiro  Fernandes  Sllva,  BraiU. 

50.  Taxation  of  Vehicles  in  Interstate  Traffic,  by  Joio  B.  Cabral, 
Brazil. 

51.  The  Brarilian  Highway  System  and  the  Pan  American  Highway, 
by  J.  Th.  de  Ollveira  Penteado,  Brazil. 

52.  The  Velocity  of  Vehicles,  by  D.  L.  Derrom,  BrazlL 

53.  Sea  Shores  Used  as  Roads,  by  Mauriclo  Joppert  da  Sllva,  Batum- 
Ino  Braga.  and  A.  Hormyl,  Brazil. 

54.  The  Intimate  Connection  Between  the  Pan  American  Road  Prob- 
lem and  the  Perfect  Organization  of  the  Rubber  Industry  in  the  Stats 
of  .'Vmnzonas,  by  Benjamin  Lima,  BrasiL 

55.  The  Telegraph  Line  as  a  Forerunner  of  the  Roadway,  by  Mario 
Faria  Bello,  Brazil. 

56.  Highways  of  the  State  of  Bao  Paulo,  Brazil,  by  Carlos  Quirino 
SImOes. 

57.  "  Under  the  Brazilian  Constitution  There  Are  No  Restrictions  to 
the  Freedom  of  Locomotion  In  Any  Part  of  the  Brazilian  Territory," 
Brazil. 

58.  Proposed  Regulations  for  the  Brazilian  Confederation  for  High- 
way Education,  by  J.  Th.  de  Olivelra  Penteado,  Candldo  Mendes  de 
Almeide,  Cesar  da  Silvelra  Grlllo,  A.  F.  de  Lima  Campos,  BrazlL 

59.  The  Use  of  Wire  Netting  in  Reinforced  Concrete  Pavements  for 
Public  Roads,  by  Alfredo  Salcedo  Jacobsen.  Brazil. 

60.  Advantages  Derived  from  the  Use  of  Wire  Netting  in  Reinforced 
Concrete  Pavements  for  Public  Roads — Conclusions,  by  Alfredo  Salcedo 
Jacobsen.  Brazil. 

61.  Roads  in  Chile — Wliat  Has  Been  Done  Regarding  Roads  in  Chile 
Since  the  First  Pan  American  Congress,  by  the  Official  Delegation — 
Francisco  Leighton  and  Abraham  Alcalno,  Chile. 

62.  Maintenance  and  Repairs  of  Tramway  Gauge  Pavement  in  San- 
tiago de  Chile,  by  J.  Carlos  Herrera  Mendes,  Chile, 

63.  Chilean  Roads  (Their  Development  and  Their  Financing),  by 
Santiago  Marin  VlcuQa,  Chile. 

64.  Earth  Roads,  by  the  Official  Delegation,  United  States  of  America. 

65.  Modem  Highways  with  Concrete  Pavement,  by  W.  E.  Meyer, 
representing  Dwight  P.  Robinson  &  Co.  (Inc.),  United  States  of  America. 

66.  Standardisation  of  Methods  of  Testing  Road  Materials,  by  the 
Official  Delegation,  United  States  of  America. 

67.  Highways  of  Hard  Surface  Type  With  Bituminous  Wearing  Sur- 
face (Sheet  Asphalt  and  Bituminous  Concrete),  by  the  Official  Delega- 
tion, United  States  of  America. 

68.  The  Design  and  Construction  of  Concrete  Pavements,  by  the 
Official  Delegation,  United  States  of  America. 

69.  The  Effect  of  Traffic  on  Roadways,  by  the  Official  Delegation, 
United  States  of  America. 

70.  Low  Cost  Crushed  Stone  and  Gravel  Roads  (Supplementary  to  the 
Paper  on  "Earth  Roads"),  by  the  Official  Delegation,  United  SUtes  of 
America. 

71.  Concrete  Pavement,  Construction,  Management,  and  Equipment, 
by  the  Official  Delegation,  United  SUtea  of  America. 

72.  Automatic  Traffic  Control,  hy  A.  F.  R4Uidolph,  representing 
Dwight  P.  Robinson  A  Cv.   (Inc.),  United  States  of  America. 
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73.  Federal  Hlghwaj  Leglalatk>o,  by  Senator  Taaker  I*  Oddto,  United 
gtntes   of   America. 

74.  Ulghwa/  rinaace,  bj  tba  Official  Delecation,  United  SUtea  of 
America. 

75.  rrellmlnarj  Report  on  tba  Pan  American  nifbway,  bj  tb« 
Oflrla)  lK>lefatlon,  United  flUtea  of  America. 

7A.  Crnnparntlve  itudx  of  the  International  Hlghwa/  Trafl«  CoBTto- 
tlona  and  tbe  T.'niform  Vebtcl«  Coda  of  tb«  United  «taU«  of  Anartca. 
•ubmlttMl  to  tbe  I'an  Amarlcan  Union  bf  tba  I'an  AB«ri«»a  Cofifadtr** 
tUm  tor  UlKhwity  K<loratlon,  United  »tat«a  of  AoHrflca, 

77.  l'r"(N>««d  Tan  Amerlran  Conr<«tloa  on  AatoflMHtra  Trtfla  aod 
ptovtnfii  Ketlonal  Uniform  V«blci«  UcKulatlona  for  tlM>  AaMrteaB  ftAtaf, 
\>r  the  Fan  Amarlcao  Confi<d«ratlon  for  llifbway  Kdocstkw,  United 
•tatMi  of  AmerlM, 

TS,  Hltftiwafa  and  Boada  of  tba  Bopvblle  et  Xeflcdor,  by  WnneiBeo 
MaI(1ona<U>  W.,  rcprnMrntlng  the  oAclal  dek>fatloB  of  Zemdot. 

70.  What  Pan  American  Hlgbway  Couffreaa  Vball  Be,  bjr  Toortag 
Club  Aramtino. 

80.  Tbe  Vlnandof  of  tba  Pas  American  Illsbiraj,  by  B.  Korta  and 
J.  A.  Valto. 

SI.  Tbe  "Pui"  Boad  (Blaatle  and  Seaerrlble),  by  Antoiae  Duffleaz. 

92.  General  Report  on  tbe  Hret  Intenrtat«  Toarlng  Convention,  by 
Candldo  Mendea  de  Almeida. 

83.  Hoada  and  tba  Drrelopmeot  of  Tbelr  Marslnal  Landa,  by  Ubaldo 
Lobo. 

84.  Propaganda  of  Motoring,  by  Araerfeo  B.  Netto. 

80.  Tp«ts  WItb  a  Fordaon  Tractor,  Ualng  Wood  Oaa  C.  O.  S.,  by 
B.  Fon^eea  Coata. 

86.  Bitutninoua-Conerete  Pavement.  Conatruetlon  and  Equipment,  by 
United  etatea  oAelal  delegation. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  I  will  give  a  brief  atatement 
regarding  tbe  qualiflcatlooa  and  ontatanding  accompUahments 
of  some  of  the  delegates  and  others  who  took  a  leading  part  in 
the  work  of  the  highway  congress. 

^_Mr.  J.  Walter  Drake  was  chairman  of  the  United  States  dele- 
gation to  the  Second  Pan  American  Highway  Congress  in  Rio 
de  Jan^ro  in  August,  ld29.  He  has  for  many  years  been  an 
active  factor  in  highway  development  and  one  of  the  leaders 
and  executive  heads  of  the  automobile-manufacturing  industry. 
He  is  one  of  the  directors  of  the  National  Automobile  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  a  member  of  the  United  States  Highway  Educa- 
tion Board,  and  a  member  of  the  executive  committee  of  the 
Pan  American  Confederation  for  Highway  Education.  As  As- 
siatant  Secretary  of  Commerce  he  rendered  material  service  to 
President  Hoover,  who  was  then  Secretary  of  Commerce,  in  the 
magnificent  accomplishments  of  the  department.  While  in  this 
position  he  acted  as  chairman  of  the  advisory  committee  on 
reorganizing  of  business  services  of  the  department.  President 
Hoover  has  had  an  excellent  opporttmity  of  observing  Mr. 
Drake's  splendid  ability  and  qualifications  during  their  years  of 
close  association,  and  selected  him  as  chairman  of  the  highway 
congress,  knowing  that  under  his  direction  it  would  be  a  success. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Rice,  one  of  the  delegates  to  the  Second  Pan  Ameri- 
can Highway  Congress,  Is  treasurer  of  the  National  Automobile 
Chamber  of  Commerce  and  a  member  of  the  United  States  EUgh- 
way  Education  Board.  He  was  chairman  of  the  First  Pan 
American  Highway  Congress  in  Buenos  Aires  in  1925  and  de- 
serves a  large  part  of  the  credit  for  the  success  of  that  great 
undertaking.  He  was  a  delegate  to  the  Fifth  International  Road 
Congress  in  Milan,  Italy,  in  1926.  For  many  years  Mr.  Rice  has 
been  a  student  of  and  a  leading  spirit  in  highway  develoiHuent 
and  economics.  He  Is  one  of  the  pioneers  and  executive  heads  in 
the  automotive  manufacturing  industry.  His  knowledge  of  the 
peoples  and  highway  matters  in  the  Pan  American  countries, 
with  his  experience  and  ability,  made  him  a  meet  eflective 
member  of  the  delegation  at  Rio  de  Janeira 

Thomas  H.  MacDonald,  one  of  the  delegates  to  the  Second 
Pan  American  Highway  Congress,  is  recognized  as  one  of  the 
ablest  authorities  on  highway  wigineerlng  and  technology  In  the 
world.  He  has  had  many  years  of  eipt^rience  in  road  matters — 
first  as  a  State  official,  and  for  the  past  10  years  as  Chief  of  the 
United  States  Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  which  he  has  made  the 
foremost  agency  of  highway  efficiency  and  research.  He  is 
<^alrman  of  the  Highway  Education  Board  of  the  United  States 
and  a  member  of  the  executive  committee  of  the  Pan  American 
Confederation  fbr  Highway  Education.  He  was  a  delegate  to 
the  First  Pan  American  Highway  Congress  in  Buenos  Aires  In 
1925 ;  diairman  of  the  United  States  delegation  to  the  Fifth  In- 
ternational Road  Congress  in  Milan  in  1926;  a  member  of  the 
executiTe  committee  of  the  Highway  Research  Board;  and  a 
member  of  tbe  executlye  committee  of  the  American  Association 
of  State  Highway  Officials.  Mr.  MacDonaUI'g  long  and  valuable 
experience  In  hS^way  matters  in  the  United  States,  coupled  with 
his  knowledge  of  the  peoples  and  highway  conditions  In  the 
LatlnpAmertom  eovntrtes,  made  him  a  mott  raluaMe  member  of 
the  delecBlloB  to  BniU.    EUa  masterly  aMUty  ob  CDgteearlag 
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d  economic  questions,  and  his  wise  coun.<iel  in  the  deliberations 

ere  in  large  measure  responsible  for  the  technical  conclusions 

d  important  agreements  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  Frank  T.  Sheets  was  one  of  the  United  States  delegates 

the   Second   Pan   American   Highway   Congress   at   Rio   do 

nelro  In  August,  102i).     He  la  chief  highway  engineer  of  Illi- 

'Is  and  Is  conshlered  one  of  tbe  forenioat  road  builders  in  the 

nlted  HUtea,     Under  hla  direction  the  State  trt  lillnolM  ha« 

j^at  completed  a  $fl(),(XK).(XK)  rond-btilldlng  program  and  la  liiaO' 

rating  ntuHhtft  otie  to  coat  9100,oaU,0(K),    He  ia  •  m«rmt>«r  of 

e  Amfrknn  Hficii'iy  ot  Civil  EnglniM^N,    For  10  yi-orx  ht*  baa 

•en  an  ittlUnt  of  Ihi>  Amtriciin  AatM^iatlon  of  Miate  lllaUwuy 

AcUla,  la  a  paat  prmtldent,  and  ttow  a  racuilH.'r  of  Ita  board  ot 

1  rectors.    Mr  Bbeeta  U  a  deep  atudent  of  the  many  pluiiu*a  of 

ilghway  aiiglrieering  and  well  vera^d  In  the  economic,  admlnia' 

atlve,  and  finaticial  *i\(\»  of  highway  conHtrur-tlon,    This  high 

ara.ter  of  the  roada  he  hua  built  la  a  fine  teailmonlal  to  hta 

lability,    nia  experience,  technical  knowledge,  and  ability  were 

i  t  great  value  to  the  United  States  dek>gatlon  and  to  the  high' 

nay  congress. 

Mr,  Frederic  A,  Relmer,  one  of  the  delegate*  to  the  Second 
1  'an  American   Highway  Congress  in  Itio  de  Janeiro.   Bra/il, 
in  August,  1929,  haa  been  a  consulting  civil  engineer  in  Bast 
<  Grange,  N.  J.,  for  19  years.    He  waa  assiatant  city  engineer  of 
]  IsHt  Grange  from  1895  until  1909,  when  he  t>ecame  city  engi- 
neer.    In  1912  he  was  assistant  engineer,  and  in  1913  county 
engineer  for  Essex  County,  the  largest  In  population  and  engi- 
neering work  in  New  Jersey.     He  held  this  office  until   1921, 
vhen  he  entered  the  active  road-building  field  as  a  civil  and 
construction  engineer.     For  19  years  Mr,  Relnier  has  been  an 
active  member  of  the  American   Road   Builders'   AsHOciation, 
iind  thi.s  year  became  its  president.     He  was  formerly  president 
(►f  the  New  Jersey  Society  of  Professional  Engineers  and  is  now 
me  of  its  trustees.    His  technical  knowledge  and  ability  were 
>f  great  value  to  the  United  States  delegation  and  to  the  dele- 
gates of  the  other  countries  represented   at  the  Second   Pan 
American    Highway   Congress   in   helping   to   solve    the   many 
mnplex  problems  presented. 

SKNATOa    PHtPPS    DRAFTS    SKSOLUTIOA 

The  Joint  resolution  providing  for  our  participation  in  the 
Second  Pan  American  Highway  Congress  was  Intrwluced  aiid 
tponsored  by  Senator  Lawrencs  C.  Phipps,  of  Colorado,  chair- 
nan  of  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads  of  the 
Jnited   States   Senate.     He  Is  one  of  the  leading  good-roads 

udvocates  in  Congress  and  in  the  country  and  one  of  the  authors 
ind  strongest  supporters  of  the  Federal  Aid  Highway  Legis- 
ation.  He  is  the  author  of  the  *'  graduated  scale  "  provision 
>f  that  act  which  provides  for  the  payment  by  the  Fedenrl  Gov- 
Tument  of  a  greater  proportion  than  one-half  of  the  cost  of 

Federal-aid  highways  in  States  containing  lands  owned  l)y  the 
•""ederal  Government.  The  record  shows  that  this  legislation 
>xerted  a  strong  influence  on  the  deliberations  and  actions  of 
he  Second  Pan  American  Highway  Congress  in  Rio  de  Janeiro 
n  August,  1929. 
Pyke  Johnson,  executive  secretary  of  ttie  United  States  dele- 
tion to  the  Second  Pan  American  Highway  Congress,  and 
xecutlve  director  of  the  Pan  American  Confederation  for  High- 
ay  Education,  deserves  a  large  share  of  the  credit  for  the 
xceilence  and  adequacy  of  the  dele^ration's  work  and  reports, 
is  knowledge  of  conditions  and  men  In  the  I^atin  American 
epublics  was  invaluable  in  establishing  contacts  between  the 
Jnited  States  delegates  and  the  leaders  of  other  nations  there 
■epresented.  For  years  Mr.  Johnson  has  been  one  of  the  lead- 
ng  8pirit.s  in  a  campaign  of  education  relative  to  hijihway 
natters  both  here  and  abroad.  He  is  secretary  of  the  IlighwRy 
education  Board  of  the  United  States;  was  delegate  to  the 
?'oorth  International  Roads  Congress  at  Seville  in  1923,  and  to 
he  Fifth  Intemctional  Roads  Congress  at  Milau  in  1026;  and 
was  one  of  the  members  of  the  Unite<l  States  delegation  that 
represented  this  country  at  the  P"'lrst  Fan  American  Congress 
>f  Highways  held  in  Buenos  Aires  in  192.').     He  is  secretary  of 

the  highways  committee  of  the  National  Automobile  Chamber 
jf  Commerce,  and  the  author  of  various  monographs  on  hlsrh- 
way  transport  and  a  number  of  interesting  and  informative 
irticles  on  this  and  kindred  subjects  in  the  press  and  magazines. 
One  of  the  leaders  In  Pan  American  affairs,  whose  influence  at 

the  Second  Pan  American  Highway  Congress  was  most  effective, 
ilthongfa  he  himself  was  not  present,  was  Pr.  L.  S.  Rowe.  Direc- 
tor General  of  the  Pan  Ameri<*an  Union.  He  Is  one  of  the  fore- 
most students  of  Latln-Am«'rlcan  affairs  in  this  country  and 
ibroad.  He  has  devoted  his  life  to  a  study  of  Pan  Amerh-an  re- 
atlons.  and  there  is  to-day  no  one  who  has  a  greater  knowledge 
>f  conditions  or  a  more  sjrmpathetlc  attitude  toward  the  aims 
lod  aspirations  of  the  Latin-American  peoples. 

During  the  proceedings  of  the  congress  an  excellent  state- 
ment of  the  purposes  and  aims  of  the  great  inter-Amerlcnn  high- 
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way  project  was  made  by  Representative  Ctbkwus  Cole,  of 
lown,  one  of  the  delegates  to  the  Second  Pan  American  Highway 
Congress  in  Rio  de  Janeiro  August,  1929.  as  follows : 

Tbe  grcatcwt  good  I  have  found  In  thU  congreaa  for  the  promotion  of 
setter  roada  In  the  three  American  In  from  the  many  conUcta  that  were 
eiitat>lliiho<l  in  tbefM-  mf-etlnan.  If  we  will  mingle  In  ancb  wayt  often 
enotiKh  mnny  of  Ih*-  protilcmii'tbat  have  p«rpl«'wd  diplomata,  (enernlfl, 
and  ndmlrala  may  M  •olred,  Tbe  baoln  of  all  aueb  iDtaf-AaMrlcan  meat- 
IngN  Nhould  be  In  mutual  revpact  and  eosfldenca. 

On  ttie  aaoM  eunttnent  w(«  barn  been  llvtof  too  far  apart,  sot  only  la 
dUtan<rm  bnt  la  «<j»lrlt.  We  have  n«/l  auugbt  to  intarpret  aarb  other 
forrwfly  nor  to  anderNtarid  each  uttmr  «ymi*aibetUally,  We  bav*  llrt'd 
and  tb"OSbt  In  dlferent  clvlllMtlona,  bat  tba  two  rlrlKxetioDa^Lattn 
and  Anglo Maaon- are  sot  unlike;  tbey  are  at  l«a«t  botb  boaian.  A 
euromon  humanity  iw  tbe  bond  betwaen  tbam. 

The  eont-ri'tt  mif^r  and  tl»e  automobile  are  going  to  be  tba  taartrfngera 
of  new  rt'latlonHblpa  on  the  Am«'rltiin  Coutlnt'Ut«.  We  might  well  adopt 
tbcm  aa  tbe  emblema  of  tbe  future  of  tbe  three  Amerlraa.  Tbe  enginM-rt 
who  uceompany  them  may  be  called  tbe  true  miaalonarlea  of  the  future, 
improved  roada,  Inoreaiied  Intercourse,  more  daylight,  mora  tralBc,  more 
tourlMti  going  back  and  forth,  north  and  eoutb,  more  proaperlty,  and 
more  civllitatlon. 

Herbert  Uoorer,  the  engineer  and  Prealdent  elect,  opened  up  a  new 
way  through  South  America  lait  year.  I  think  our  road  delegation  baa 
walked  Intelligently  and  diligently  In  that  way,  marring  nothing  that  be 
left  here  of  good  will  and  adding  many  thinga  that  be  may  bare  thought 
of  but  could  not  realize  during  bla  brief  vlalta. 

Mr.  President,  as  the  papers  presented  by  the  United  States 
delegation  had  a  strong  influence  upon  the  conclusions  of  the 
Second  Pan  American  Highway  Congress,  and  are  interesting  and 
instructive,  I  also  ask  permission  to  place  them  in  the  Rbcobo  in 
full. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  papers  referred  to  are  as  follows : 

CONCRMTa    PlTEMKJrT    CONSTRDCTION,    Ma!JAG«M«NT,    AND    KOCIPMBJfT 

(Hubmltted  by  the  delegation  on  tbe  part  of  tbe  United  Btatea  of  Amer- 
ica to  tbe  Second  Pan  American  Highway  Congrese,  Rio  de  Janeiro, 
August  16-31.  1929) 

BUM  MART    OF    PRBSENT    PRACTICB 

Marked  progrosa  baa  been  made  In  recent  yeara  in  the  derelopment 
of  cement  concrete  paTement-constnictlon  methods.  As  a  result  of  the 
InTention  of  highly  efficient  specialised  mechanical  equipment  tbe  rate 
of  construction  has  been  greatly  Increased  without  Increase  of  man 
power,  band  methods  have  been  displaced,  and  tbe  entire  construction 
process  has  been  more  nearly  standardized  than  that  of  any  other  gen- 
erally used  type  of  highway  surfacing. 

A  day's  work,  which  a  few  years  ago  averaged  l)etween  500  and  600 
linear  feet  of  18-foot  pavement  per  day,  has  risen  to  an  average  of 
nearly  1,000  feet,  and  In  Individual  cases  the  average  daUy  production 
has  exceeded  1.200  linear  feet  (1)  (2).  (References  to  tbe  blbUog- 
raphy  at  tbe  end  of  the  article  are  Indicated  by  a  numeral  inclosed  In 
parentheses.) 

With  respect  to  the  equipment  used,  the  management  of  tbe  construe- 
tlon  operation,  and  tbe  disposition  of  labor  the  present  standard  prac- 
tice In  the  United  States  is  described  in  this  report.  Construction 
details  associated  with  the  design  of  the  pavement  are  discussed  In  the 
paper  on  the   Design  and  Construction  of  Concrete  Pavements. 

TBB    BATCBINQ    PLANT    AND    PAVER 

Coarse  and  fine  aggregates  and  cement  are  generally  shipped  by  raU 
to  a  point  convenient  for  use  in  the  proposed  construction,  and  are  un- 
loaded from  the  car  by  means  of  a  three-fourth  cubic  yard  or  1  cubic 
yard  bucket  crane.  The  coarse  and  fine  aggregatea  go  to  the  blna  of 
a  batcher  plant  and  to  stock  piles,  and  the  cement  to  a  cement  storage 
building  or  direct  to  the  hauling  unlta  It  Is  important  that  the  unload- 
ing crane  be  of  sufficient  capacity  to  move  both  the  coarse  and  the  flue 
aggregates  a  little  faster  than  they  can  be  hauled  to  and  used  by  the 
paving  mixer.  The  stock  pilea  constitute  a  reaerve  supply,  to  avoid 
delays  resulting  from  Irregular  rail  delivery   (4). 

The  batcher  plant  should  preferably  l)e  equipped  to  proportion  tbe 
aggregates  by  weight  (8),  and  tbe  legs  supporting  the  bins  should  be  so 
placed  that  the  trucks  or  other  hauling  unlta  to  l>e  loaded  may  pass 
completely  underneath  the  bins,  going  In  one  side  and  coming  out  the 
other,  and  not  have  to  back  under  the  blna  to  be  loaded.  The  driveway 
under  the  bins  should  not  be  depressed,  and  If  trucks  are  uaed  It  la 
advantageous  to  pave  it  with  concrete. 

The  paving  mixer  Is  the  key  piece  of  equipment.  When  all  other  units 
of  the  plant  and  organliatlon  are  so  adjusted  each  to  the  other  that 
without  oversupply  of  any  other  unit  the  mixer  Is  kept  continuously  In 
operation  producing  batch  after  batch,  each  one  turned  tbe  spedfled  time 
and  loalng  only  a  minimum  Interval  between  the  dlacbarglng  and  charg- 
ing of  the  drum,  the  highest  posalble  efficiency  of  production  Is  realised. 

Tbe  predominant  slae  of  paving  mixer  now  In  use  la  that  designated 
27-E.  Tba  modem  mixers  are  equipped  with  well-deaigned  and  accurate- 
timing  mechanlaBa  and  water-meaaurlof  devices  aad  crawler  or  cater- 


pillar treada.  Charging  la  accompllabed  by  meana  of  a  akip  ao  designed 
aa  to  permit  direct  loading  from  the  rear  of  trucks  backed  into  them 
or  by  meana  of  a  crane  which  ralaes  batch  bozea  into  poaltlon  for 
dumping  Into  tbe  drum.  The  former  method  la  now  moat  frequeotly 
used.  Tbe  drum  discharges  Into  a  bottom-opening  bucket  aupported 
by  a  boom,  which  ia  pivoted  nt  the  mixer  In  such  manner  that  It  ran  b« 
swung  throngb  tba  arc  of  a  clrclo  at  tbe  ar.ma  tlma  that  tbe  bnchat  la 
run  outward  upos  It,  tbaa  permitting  accurate  placement  of  th«  batch 
upon  tbf  ffiibvrada  at  any  dealred  point  witbia  tb«  raaeb  of  tbe  booai. 
Tbe  modara  pavem  have  po  war-opera  tad  boosM  with  wbleli  aa  as* 
pori#nr«d  mlairr  operator  can  spread  tbe  batcbM  upos  tba  aubsrada  la 
sttcb  manner  aa  to  rv^uira  itrrr  liitU  additional  basdling  With  tba 
Mfbt  of  tba  boom  properly  adjuated  aod  by  swlDgiag  tbe  boom  as  tba 
bnekat  la  rsa  out  or  la,  tba  baleii  eas  ba  apraad  paralUI  to  tba  form 
lloa  and  prartleally  to  tb«  depth  raqulrad  by  SMasa  of  tba  spraadlnf 
gata  on  tbe  bucket. 

tuvLiva  MQViruuitt 

The  eoonactlog  link  between  tbe  batching  plant  and  the  pavtr  la  aap* 
piled  by  motor  trucks  or  an  Induatrlal  railway.  If  tbe  latter  la  naad.  tba 
track  la  commonly  laid  along  tbe  aboulder  of  tba  road  and  tbe  coaae- 
guent  elimination  of  all  hauling  over  tbe  prepared  aubgrada  la  an  ad- 
vanuge,  partlcuUrly  after  ralna.  Tba  InduatrUl  railway  cars  are 
equipped  with  removable  box  bodlea,  each  holding  materlala  for  ona 
batch  of  concrete,  which  are  lifted  by  meana  of  the  crane  on  tba  mixer 
and  dlacbarged  directly  into  the  drum.  Altbougb  induatrlal  railway 
haulage  has  advantagea  that  are  worthy  of  couaideratlou,  ita  uae  la  tba 
United  SUtea  la  neceaaarlly  limited,  mainly  becauae  of  the  birva  Inveat' 
ment  in  track  and  train  equipment  and  tbe  fact  that  ita  oaa  la  not 
economical  where  grades  are  encountered  exceeding  4  per  cent. 

Where  trucka  are  uaed  (now  tbe  more  uaual  practice)  It  la  Important 
that  the  hauling  road  be  kept  in  flrst-claaa  condition  at  all  tlmea. 
Either  single-batch  or  multiple-batch  trucka  may  t>e  used.  In  either  caa« 
tbe  bodiea  should  be  of  the  end-dumping  type,  and  tbe  multiple-batch 
bodies  should  be  divided  Into  1-batcb  compartments  by  meaoa  of  latched 
separating  gates  hinged  at  the  top.  For  mazimnm  efficiency  all  trucka 
on  one  project  should  be  of  the  same  capacity.  PneuoMtlc-tire  equip- 
ment Is  preferred. 

Tbe  number  of  trucka  ahould  be  Juat  auffident  at  all  times  to  keep  tbe 
paver  fully  aupplied  with  aggregatea.  which  meana  that  the  number 
must  be  varied  as  the  haul  from  tbe  batching  plant  changea  in  length. 
Tbe  best  plan  is  to  maintain  a  regular  aupply  sufficient  for  the  shortest 
haul  and  hire  additional  unlta  aa  tbe  haul  Increaaes.  The  importance 
of  an  adequate  truck  supply  Is  appreciated  when  it  la  underatood  that 
the  loaa  Incurred  by  a  few  mlnutea  of  Idle  time  at  tbe  mixer  will  pay 
tbe  hourly  rental  charge  of  an  additional  truck  (4). 

In  aome  instances  the  trucks  are  driven  onto  a  turntable  aet  on  the 
subgrade  Juat  in  advance  of  the  mixer.  Tbcy  are  turned  on  tbe  turn- 
table and  backed  to  position  for  dumping  into  the  mixer  sUp.  In  other 
cases  the  trucks  are  turned  around  under  their  own  power.  Usually 
the  use  of  a  turntable  ia  preferable. 

THX   WATER   8UPPLT 

Only  one  system  of  water  supply  and  delivery  la  In  common  uae,  L  e., 
pumping  from  a  convenient  source  through  a  pipe  line  laid  along  the 
right  of  way  to  tbe  mixer.  Provlaion  la  made  at  regular  Intervale — 
generally  200  to  300  feet — for  taking  water  from  the  pipe  line  by  meana 
of  boae  connectlona  to  supply  the  mixer  and  to  obtain  water  for  curing 
tbe  concreie. 

Tbe  water  requirement  for  mixing  and  curing  the  concrete  and  wetting 
the  aul>grade  at  preaent  ratea  of  production  on  the  average  road  Jog  In 
the  United  SUtea  is  between  60,000  and  60,000  gallona  per  10-bour 
working  day.  Tbe  pumping  plant  muat  therefore  be  capable  of  supply- 
ing approximately  100  gallona  per  minute.  The  length  of  the  pipe  line 
frequently  may  exceed  3  milea,  and  In  aocb  a  length  the  friction  head 
ia  of  considerable  magnitude,  varying  with  tbe  sixe  of  the  pipe.  The 
former  practice  was  to  use  2-inch  pipe.  Recently,  with  a  view  to  reduc- 
ing the  time  lost  as  a  result  of  ruptured  pipe  and  pump  failures,  the 
trend  has  been  toward  the  use  of  2H-lnch  pipe,  and  there  is  good  reason 
to  prefer  a  3-inch  slae.  A  reserve  or  auxiliary  pump  to  alao  doalrable 
aa  a  precaution  against  loss  of  time  at  tbe  mixer  (1)    (4). 

arrriNo  the  korms  and  preparing  the  scboradb 

Rough  grading  and  tbe  installation  of  culverta  ahould  be  completed  a 
aufflclent  length  of  time  in  advance  of  the  laying  of  the  pavement  to 
permit  aettlement  of  the  fills.  Where  the  road  is  built  on  a  new  loca- 
Hon  and  fllU  are  of  considerable  depth  it  la  desirable  to  allow  at  leaat 
a  full  year  and  preferably  more  for  aettlement.  if  practicable. 

In  order  to  ahorten  the  time  required  for  aettlement.  Jetting  or  water 
soaking  of  aUa  la  frequently  reaorted  to.  This  proceas  conaiata  In  forc- 
ing water  Into  the  fill  through  bolea  bored  or  Jetted  at  regular  Intervala. 
Ttaia  proceaa  la  continued  until  the  fill  beeomea  thoroughly  aatornted. 
Pavemcnta  placed  on  comparatively  freah  fills  treated  by  tbla  proceaa 
have  been  remarkably  free  from  settlement.  Old  embankmenta  nuy  not 
alwaya  provide  a  stable  foundation  and  la  all  caaes  of  doubt  water 
aoaklnf  la  dealrable. 

In  tbe  original  grading  It  la  aeldom  poaalble  to  make  a  correct  allow- 
ance for  ahrlakage ;  hence  a  certain  amoont  ot  rough  grading  la  necea- 
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mry  iuat  la  »&nac9  ot  the  fln«  smdiaff  opentton.  Th*  o1>J«et  of  tbto 
•MOBdu7  n>a«h  gnaiag  is  to  brlsf  the  grailo  to  «  I«t«1  eroM  s«etloo 
of  elrmtion  intermedUtc  between  tb*  eleratloDO  of  the  eiown  and  tAgea 
ot  the  gabgnde  to  bt  prepared. 

Pine  (radlDg  tboald  be  completed  and  forms  aboald  be  set  soffldeBtly 
In  advance  of  tbe  paTiog  operation  to  arotd  any  delay  of  the  mixer. 
Accordlnc  to  the  best  practice,  these  operatloDS  are  as  fbUow* : 

A  narrow  trench  is  cat  to  the  exact  sobsrade  of  the  forms.  Qslng  for 
the  porpose  a  specially  dedcned  grader  in  which  the  catting  eionent — 
a  screwlike  blade — is  minutely  adjustable  to  cut  to  exact  grade  from 
the  gnkle  tarnished  by  a  cord  stretched  parallel  with  the  line  of  the 
edge  of  the  pavement.  The  sabgrade  for  tbe  paTement  Is  then  cat  to 
approximate  croes  section  by  means  of  a  blade  grader,  moTing  the  ma- 
terial excsTated  to  form  tbe  slope  for  tbe  thickened  edge  of  the  paye- 
ment  toward  the  eenter  where  it  forms  the  crown  of  the  sabgrade. 
Meanwhile,  the  steel  forms  are  set  exactly  and  firmly  to  grade.  Tbe 
entire  sobgrade  Is  then  preferably  scarified  to  a  depth  of  at  least  2 
inches  below  tbe  finished  grade;  and  tbe  final  operations  are  the  exact 
ahaping  of  the  grade  by  means  of  a  aubgrader,  the  wheels  of  which  rest 
upon  the  forms,  the  remoTsl  of  surplus  material  and  the  rolUng  with  a 
3-ton  roller  (5)    (6). 

mxwe  AMD  riACiNo  thb  coifcnaTS 

Specifications  commonly  require  that  forms  be  left  In  place  24  boors 
after  tbe  concrete  Is  deposited.  It  is  good  practice  to  set  each  day  the 
length  of  forms  to  be  used  the  next  day.  Allowing  a  desirable  murgin 
the  form  supply  required  Is  from  two  and  one-half  to  three  times  the 
length  required  for  a  day's  paTement  production. 

To  arold  delaying  tbe  mixer  tbe  subgrade  should  be  complete  pre- 
pared  ahead  of  the  p«Ter.  Tbe  subeequent  passage  of  trucks  and  tbe 
paTcr  itself  causes  a  certain  amount  of  displacement  of  tbe  soil,  and 
this  is  rectified  by  means  of  a  subgrade  planer  whleh  la  palled  by  the 
psTCr.  * 

Mlxinc  a  batch  of  concrete  inTotres  three  separate  operations,  namely, 
charging  tbe  drum,  mixing,  and  discharging.  Tbe  time  required  for 
charging  depends  upon  tbe  design  of  the  mixer ;  usually  It  la  from  8  to 
10  seconds.  Bpedflentions  regulate  tbe  time  of  mixing,  requiring  rari- 
ously  from  one  minute  to  upward  of  a  minute  and  a  half.  Recent  In- 
Teatlgatlona  by  tbe  United  States  Bureau  of  PubUe  Roads  Indicate  con- 
clualTely  that  a  period  of  actual  drum  turning  at  normal  speed  longer 
than  one  minute  Is  unnecessary  (7).  Discharging  the  mix,  when  of 
tbe  stiff  consistency  now  employed,  requires  about  10  seconds ;  but  with 
proper  (^leration  tbe  raising  of  the  skip  for  charging  can  be  began  simul- 
taneously with  tbe  opening  of  the  discharge.  Allowing  for  the  time 
required  for  tbe  unmixed  materials  to  run  into  the  mixer  trom  the  skip 
and  for  the  last  of  tbe  mixed  concrete  to  be  discharged,  tbe  total  time 
required  to  mix  a  batch,  when  the  actwtl  mixing  period  Is  00  seconds.  Is 
found  to  be  approximately  T5  seconds.  The  theoretical  maximum  output 
of  the  mixer  under  these  conditions  is,  therefore.  48  batches  an  hour  (1). 
In  practice  it  is  seldom  possible  to  maintain  this  maxlmom  rate  of  pro- 
duction for  any  considerable  period ;  and  tbe  operation  may  be  regarded 
aa  satisfactorily  eflkcient  if  It  produces  from  40  to  46  batches  per  hour 
OBdK  •  specUcntioa  reqolring  etK^econd  nalxing. 

viinBHiife  AKD  cvKiMO  TB>  coNcnan 

Tbe  first  operation  in  connection  with  finishing  is  tiie  spreading  of 
tbe  concrete.  If  the  mixer  operator  Is  well  trained,  he  will  so  place  tbe 
mixed  roncrete  that  two  laborers  will  be  sble  to  Ab  all  the  spreading 
necessary  and  the  jading  along  the  side  forms  as  weU. 

Tbe  next  operation  is  the  shaping  snd  comparting  of  tbe  roogbly 
spread  mass.  This  Is  now  slmost  inyarlably  done  by  a  mechanical 
finisher.  Following  immediately  behind  tbe  machine  one  man  with  a 
long^bandled  float  can  readily  wipe  out  tbe  screed  marks  left  by  the 
finisher  and  check  the  smoothness  of  the  surface  with  a  K^foot  straight- 
edge. If  It  la  desired  to  perform  this  smoothing  operation  mechanically, 
a  new  device  la  now  aTallable  whleh  consists  of  a  roller  which  Is  moved 
transversely  across  tbe  road.  Its  axle  resting  upon  and  rolling  on  steel 
guides  shaped  to  oonform  to  the  crown  of  tbe  pavement,  and  resting 
at  the  sides  upon  trucks,  tbe  wheels  of  which  rest  upon  and  are  pro- 
pelled along  tbe  forma.  Before  ti>e  final  flniahlng  Is  done,  care  most 
be  oaed  to  reasove  as  much  as  possible  of  tbe  sorplos  water  and  inert 
oiaterlala  which  are  braaght  to  the  surface  by  the  compacting  process. 
Unless  this  Is  done  scaling  of  the  pavement  surface  win  develop.  Ex- 
cesslvs  oae  of  tbe  finiahlng  machine  should  be  avoided.  Tbe  final 
belting  follows  the  checking  of  the  surface,  and  for  this  operation  the 
l^n^^^lfg.B^t^»^^■^  operator  eaa  ordinarily  be  called  upon  to  aid  tbe 
finisher. 

■OMMAax  OP  ■QCirimnr  amv  lakmi  aaqciasiamcs 

For  the  curing  opetatlan  at  least  two  laborers  arc  required  to  cover 
tbe  green  concrete  with  bnrlap ;  at  least  two  more  are  required  to  spread 
the  earth  eover;  aad  at  least  one  is  required  to  sprinkle  the  burlap 
and  the  earth  cover. 

Other  methoda  of  enrlag  have  been  sacceesfully  used,  bat  the  resulta 
obtained  by  the  catth-coverlng  procesa  may  be  eonaidared  tbe  standard 
of  quality.    Whau  cUmatlc  conditions  or  eost  make  It  twirahliii  to 


ot  ler  earing  processes,   care   should   be  used   to   tee  that   tbe  result* 
oltalned  are  equal  to  the  standard  above  stated. 

Studies  by  tbe  United  States  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  indicate  that 
tbe  minimum  personnel  required  per  mixer,  for  efllcient  operation, 
oiiltting  truck  drivers  (these  vary  with  tbe  haul)  is  approximately  as 
fo  Ilowa   (6)  : 

R(  tngh  grading : 

Orade    foreman 

Plow  holder 

Teamsters . 

Floe  grading : 

Trsctor    operator  _ 

Blade    operator 

Roller  operator 

Subgrade  operator. 
Laborers 

H|indllng  forms : 
Foreman- 
Teamsters 

Laborers 

^mdling  materials : 

Batching  plant  foreman 

Crane  operator- 
Hopper  operator- 
Cement  handlers- 
Bag  baler 

Pump  operator 

Laborers  on  pipe  line 

Turntable  operator 

Truck  dumper 

Laborer 

Hkuling  materials : 
By  truck — 

Mechanic 

Helper 

lAxing :  Mixer  operator ^ 

F  misbing  and  caring  : 

Puddlera 

Flnishing-machlne  operator . 

Concrete  finisher 

laborers  to  spread  burlap 

Laborers  to  spread  earth . 

Laborers  to  sprinkle  concrete - 

lllscellaneons : 

Tim^eeper IIIII""IIin ZTZZIZ Z 

Wstchman-— —.____._____ ,  . .  __  --^ 

Water  boy 
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On  22  projects  studied,  tbe  number  actually  employed  varied  from  35 
t^  00.  with  an  average  of  33. 

Tbe  same  studies  indicate  the  minimum  equipment  requirements  for 
efficient  operation.  omltUug  trucks,  to  be  aa  follows : 

loagh  grading: 

Plow 

Ftesno  scrapers 

Fine  grading: 

Blade  grader «_ 

Scarifier 

8ul>grade  planer 

Roller 

Slorms: 

Forms,  linear  feet «_ 6,  000 

Wagon,  team 

handling  materials: 

Batciilng    pUnt 

Conveyor   (for  cement) 

Cement  houae 

Pipe,  ~3-TnS,  "iFnear  "fwtrrrrrrrrrrrirrirrrzriirrr 20, 000 

Hose,  2-inch,  linear  feet 350 

Turntable 

Sack    cle«uier 

^      Hack    baler 

E  auling  materials  :  Service  truck .__ 

I  ixlng :  Paving  mixer,  aise  27-B 

l^nlshlng : 

Finishing    machine — 

Burlap  truck 

ipscellaneons  :  Repair  shop 
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BCTlJHfNOCa    COKCB«T«    PAVBli«!fT     COXOTaCCTIOJC     AMD    EqCIFMBST 

(Submitted  by  the  dekgation  on  the  part  of  tbe  United  Ststes  of  Amer- 
ica to  the  Second  Pan  American  Highway  Congress,  Rio  de  Jsneiro. 
August  16  to  81.  1929) 

Although  bituminous  concrete  pavements  have  been  built  for  many 
years,  snd  much  experimental  research  has  been  csrrted  on  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  methods  of  design  and  conatruction  (1)  (2)  — 
references  to  the  bibliography  at  the  end  of  the  article  are  indicated 
by  a  numeral  inclosed  in  parentheaia — there  is  still  a  large  field  for  re- 
search and  Improvement,  aa  evidenced  by  the  wide  variations  in  speci- 
fication requirements.  There  is  an  equally  wide  variation  in  the  type 
and  capacity  of  equipment  used. 

Many  of  the  speciflcatlon  requirements  and  construction  methoda  for 
bituminous  pavements  are.  In  large  measure,  ba.sed  upon  opinion  and 
individual  preference  rather  than  upon  facta  developed  through  re- 
search. There  ia  not  as  yet  a  satisfactory  degree  of  definite  agreement 
upon  the  physical  properties  desirable  in  the  constituent  materials  and 
the  resulting  product,  or  upon  the  details  of  the  methods  of  manipula- 
tion to  convert  the  raw  materials  Into  the  paving  mixture.  The  ques- 
tions whose  intensive  exploration  gives  promise  of  valuable  results  con- 
cern the  grading  of  aggregates  and  their  relation  to  the  quantity  and 
consistency  of  the  ssphalt  cement,  the  mixing  time  required  to  effect  a 
uniform  distribution  of  tbe  materials  in  tbe  batch,  the  effect  of  the 
temperature  of  the  msterials,  the  design  of  the  mixer  upon  the  length 
of  tbe  mixing  perl«>d,  the  tempersture  at  which  the  mixture  should  be 
placed  on  the  road,  the  criticsl  weight  of  rollers,  and  the  beat  metbod 
and  required  amount  of  compaction. 

When  these  and  other  questions  sre  more  fully  snswered  It  will  be 
possible  to  develop  tbe  equipment  and  methods  of  bituminous  concrete 
pavement  production  to  effect  greater  efficiency  in  already  existing 
;ypes  and  to  widen  the  field  of  utility. 

In  bituminous  concrete  construction  the  mixer  is  the  key  piece  of 
equipment  to  which  sll  other  parts  of  the  plant  and  organlaation  most 
be  adjuated  if  maximum  efficiency  is  to  be  obtained,  and  there  is  the 
ssme  essential  relation  between  the  production  capacity  of  the  mixing 
plant,  tbe  length  of  haul,  and  tbe  number  of  trucks  as  in  the  concrete- 
paving  process.  (See  tbe  paper  on  Concrete  Pavement  Construction — 
Msnagement  and  Equipment.) 

The  paving  planta  formerly  In  common  use  for  rural  highway  con- 
struction In  tbe  Unlt'Kl  States — some  of  which  remain  in  uae — mixed  a 
batch  of  only  600  pounda  weight.  At  such  a  plant  the  aggregate  would 
be  unloaded  from  tbe  freight  cars  by  baud  aud  would  be  taken  to  the 
crier  in  wheelbarrows.  Tbe  product  of  such  s  plant  would  be  trans- 
ported to  tbe  road,  where  tbe  hot  mixture  would  be  dumped  upon  a 
spreading  board,  from  which  it  would  be  aboveled  by  hand  to  tbe  pre- 
pared base  and  then  raked  and  shaped  with  band  tools  and  compacted 
by  rolling. 

Within  tbe  last  year  or  two  bituminous  concrete  paving  plants  have 
been  designed  that  mix  a  batch  of  4,000  pounds.  These  plants  are  of 
all-steel  conatruction ;  the  hot  elevators  are  inclosed  to  conserve  heat, 
and  dust  collectors  eliminate  the  dust  nuisance.  In  tbe  modem  plant  a 
crane  with  a  1-cublc-yard  bucket  unloads  tbe  aggregates  from  tbe  cars 
to  the  stock  piles  snd  thence  to  a  bunker  that  has  a  separate  compart- 
ment for  each  sixe  of  aggregate. 

Tbe  coarse  aggregate  runs  through  portholes  in  each  compartment 
onto  a  bucket  conveyor  by  which  it  is  elevated  to  tbe  drier.  Tbe  sand 
is  handled  in  much  the  ssme  way,  but  as  moist  sand  will  not  flow 
through  a  porthole  like  coarse  aggregate  the  sand  compartment  of  tbe 
bunker  ia  equipped  with  a  conveyor  arrangement  built  much  like  the 
tread  of  a  caterpillar  tractor.  This  conveyor  extends  Into  the  sand 
compartment  and  as  it  revolves  pulls  the  sand  out  to  the  aggregate 
elevator. 

The  type  of  aggregate  drier  in  common  use  consists  of  a  steel  cylin- 
der mounted  in  an  inclined  position  and  revolving  on  rollers.  The 
aggregate  enters  one  end  of  the  drier,  is  elevated  by  means  of  baffles, 
and  emerges  st  the  other  end.  It  is  heated  while  i>assing  through  the 
drier,  usually  by  tbe  flame  of  a  fuel-oil  burner  which  is  projected  into 
the  discharge  end. 

The  drier  must  have  sufficient  capacity  to  dry  the  aggregate  required 
for  full  production  of  the  mixer ;  and  as  there  is  considerable  varia- 
tion in  the  Initial  temperature  and  moisture,  the  drier  ahould  have  a 
reserve  capacity  to  care  for  these  variations  so  that  production  will 
not  be  retarded. 

The  different  sixes  of  coarse  aggregate  and  the  aand  are  fed  into  the 
drier  as  nearly  as  practlcsble  In  the  proportions  that  they  are  to  be  used 
in  the  mix.  After  being  dried  and  heated  to  the  required  temperature 
they  are  elevated  to  screens  which  separate  them  into  the  apecifled 
ranges  of  sises.  The  elevators  and  screens  must  slso  have  the  capacity 
to  handle  aggregate  fOr  full  production.  From  the  screens,  each  site 
falls  into  a  s<'psrate  bin  and  from  these  bins  the  aggregates  are  drawn 
Into  a  proportioning  hopper,  tbe  proportioning  usually  being  accom- 
pliahed  by  weighing.  At  this  stage  of  the  process  an  item  of  needleas 
expense  la  often  encountered  due  to  the  receipt  of  improperly  graded 
aggregatea,  resulting  in  the  filling  of  one  bin  before  snother  and  neceaal- 
tatlng  tbe  drawing  off  of  the  surplus  and  returning  it  to  the  stock  pile. 


Tbe  bitumen  is  drawn  from  tank  cars  and  placed  In  a  pit  where  It  la 
heated.  Tbe  neceaaary  amount  of  heated  bitumen  for  each  bateh  la 
drawn  from  this  storage  pit  and  weighed  into  a  measuring  tank.  The 
proportioned  aggregate  and  bitumen  are  then  discharged  into  a  mixer. 

Tbe  mixer  commonly  used  is  of  tbe  pug-mill  type.  Considerable  im- 
provement could  be  made  in  it  so  that  the  mixing  action  would  insure 
more  uniform  distribution  of  the  aggregate  and  bitumen  throughout  the 
batch.  Bxperimenta  Indicate  that  a  more  uniform  mixture  is  obtained 
if  the  aggregates  are  mixed  for  about  half  the  specified  total  time  before 
putting  in  the  bitumen.  It  is  necessary  when  the  bitumen  is  added 
that  It  be  uniformly  spread  over  the  mass ;  otherwise,  the  final  result 
is  likely  to  be  a  mixture  through  which  the  bitumen  is  not  uniformly 
distributed. 

After  mixing  for  from  45  to  60  seconds  the  batch  is  dropped  either 
direcUy  into  the  hauling  unit  or  into  a  receiving  box  from  which  the 
hauling  equipnaent  is  loaded.  The  use  of  a  receiving  box  is  advan- 
Ugeoua.  particularly  in  cases  of  irregular  hauling  equipment  supply. 

Fast,  heavy-duty  trucks  with  pneumatic  tires  are  now  commonly  used 
to  haul  the  mixture  to  the  road.  On  the  better-equipped  projects  the 
truck  load  is  dumped  Into  a  spresder  box,  snd.  as  the  box  is  pulled 
forward  by  the  track,  the  mixture  is  spread  to  the  required  thlckneaa. 
Very  littie  hand  labor  is  then  necessary  in  the  placing  and  spreading 
operation.  The  mixture  is  next  struck  off  and  finished  with  a  mechani- 
cal finisher  such  as  la  used  for  finishing  Portland  cement  concrete 
pavementa. 

The  use  of  the  finishing  mschine  for  this  purpose,  althoogh  com- 
parativdy  new,  la  very  satisfactory.  It  is  capable  of  finishing  the 
fall  production  of  a  4.000-poand-batdi  plant  with  a  45-sccond  mix, 
lak;  in  a  pavement  coorae  20  feet  wide  and  two  inches  thick.  From 
one  to  three  roUers  are  used  for  compacting  the  pavement,  depending 
on  the  rate  of  production  and  specification  requirements.  Unquestion- 
ably the  lack  of  sUndardised  rollers,  and  the  vnrted  rolling  require- 
ments of  the  different  atatea,  increase  tbe  cost  of  building  Mtominoos 
pavements. 

The  cost  of  laying  a  bituminoos  pavement  is  very  materially  'affected 
by  the  capacity  and  adaptability  of  the  equipment  and  by  tbe  eflMency 
with  which  the  equipment  is  operated.  The  labor  required  to  operate 
a  modem  4,000-poand-batch  bttomlnoos  concrete  paving  plant  la  about 
the  same  aa  that  required  to  operate  an  obeolete  600-poand-batcb 
plant.  Tbe  labor  and  equipment  required  to  place  and  finish  tbe  pro- 
duction from  each  of  these  plants  on  the  road  is  about  the  same. 
From  a  labor  standpoint,  therefore,  tbe  modern  plant  of  high  capacity 
has  an  advantage  over  the  old  and  smaller  type.  The  modern  plant 
also  hss  the  advanUge  in  reducing  the  cost  of  the  placing  and  finishing 
operation. 

The  moat  important  field  for  this  type  of  parement  on  rural  roada 
in  the  United  States  now  appears  to  be  In  reconstruction  work.  Exist- 
ing roadway  surfaces  that  are  stUl  serviceable  but  that  have  become 
too  rough  or  are  not  otherwise  suitable  for  modem  fast  traffic,  can  be 
used  as  a  base  on  which  to  lay  a  bituminous  concrete  wearing  course. 
With  the  use  of  the  modem  method  of  machine  finishing  the  smoothness 
of  this  type  of  pavement  can  be  made  equal  to  that  of  any  other. 

BIBLIOOaAFBX 

(1)  Reaearches  on  Asphalt  Pavementa.  Circular  34.  The  Asphalt 
Association. 

(2)  The  :Bconomics  of  Asphalt  Paving  Constmction  aa  Affected  by 
Equipment  and  its  Operation.  Proceedings  of  the  Seventh  Annual 
Asphalt  Paring  Conference.  1928. 

Thw  Bftbct  or  Tbajtic  on  Boadwatb 
(Submitted  by  the  delegation  on  the  part  of  the  United  Statea  of  Amer- 
ica to  th«  Second  Pan  American  Highway  Congreaa,  Rio  de  Janeiro. 
August  16  to  31,  1029) 
The  effect  of  traffic  on  roadways  la  of  three  general  orders,  m  foUowa : 

1.  The  W'jarlng  down  or  attrition  of  the  surface, 

2.  The  litteral  displacement  of  the  surfsce  material. 

8.  The  yielding  of  tbe  surface  under  loads  or  impacts  wblc^ta  exeeed  tke 
combined  resistance  of  tbe  subgrade  and  surface. 

aVUWACK    WXA> 

Surface  wear  results  from  tbe  abrasive  action  of  tbe  wheels  of  vehidea. 
The  material  ground  from  the  surface  is  removed  by  wind  and  aur- 
face  water,  and  the  tblckneas  of  surfsce  course  is  In  this  manner 
gradually  reduced,  resulting  finally  in  stroctural  faUnre  under  load 
unless  tbe  original  thlckneaa  ia  restored  at  regolar  and  timely  Intervala. 

Soil  aori'acea  of  tbe  several  types  and  surfaces  of  gravel  and  emahed 
stone  or  other  similar  materials  are  subject  to  this  form  of  damage  In 
greatest  dt-gree.  Bituminoua  surface-treated  roada,  those  of  tbe  Mtwal- 
nous  penetration  type  and  the  seversl  pavement  typea  have  more  re- 
sistance to  abrasive  ft>roes.  Their  aaperiorlty  resolts  from  tke  greater 
hardneas  of  the  sortacing  material,  as  in  tbe  ease  of  vltrlfled  brick,  to 
the  protection  of  carp4>ts  of  bituminous  material,  or  to  the  reductlQa  or 
prevention  of  tbe  movement  of  particlea  constituting  the  surface  coarse, 
aa  in  tbe  bitualaooa  and  Portland  cement  concrete  paveaMBBH 
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Abrasion  of  all  typen  of  sarfacM  J«  Rreater  under  trafflc  prcdomliuntly 
•te«]-tir«d  than  und«r  excluslrely  rubber-tired  trafflc.  In  Its  altloiate 
elfpct  the  action  of  alow-movlDg,  ateel-tlred  vehidea  la  decidedly  more 
harmful  to  the  hard-surfaced  pavements  than  to  the  lower  types  of 
surfaces,  such  as  earth,  gravel,  and  macadam.  Material  worn  from  the 
surface  of  roads  of  the  lower  fyp^a  by  slow-moving,  steel-tired  Tehlcles 
remains  In  greater  part  upon  the  surface  except  as  it  ia  removed  by  wind 
and  water,  and  to  the  macadam  and  gravel  surfaces  in  particular  the 
effects  of  stwl-tired  abrasion,  by  renewing  the  aupply  of  binding  dust, 
may  be  helpful  rather  than  harmful.  The  greater  destructive  effect  of 
rnbbfr-tlred  motor  vehicles  upon  roads  of  this  type  ia  the  result  of  the 
suction  and  wind  produced  by  the  passage  of  the  vehicle*  rather  than  the 
attrition  of  the  surface  by  thvir  wheels.  The  opposite  effects  of  the  two 
classes  of  trafflc  upon  hard-surfaced  pavements  are  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  material  worn  from  the  surface  will  not  rebind  and  ia  definitely  lost, 
and  whereas  the  amount  of  the  loss  cauaed  by  rubber-tired  traffic  ia 
negligible,  that  caused  by  steel-tired  vehicles  is  conalderable. 

Recent  research  In  the  United  States  has  shown  that  the  loss  of 
surface  material  from  sand-clay,  topsoil.  gravel,  and  stone  roads  sub- 
jected to  motor-vehicle  traffic  may  amount  to  a  half  inch  or  as  much 
as  an  inch  annually  under  traffic  of  400  to  600  vehicles  daily  (1)  (2). 
(References  to  the  bibliography  at  the  end  of  the  article  are  Indicated 
by  a  numeral  Inclosed  In  parenthesis.) 

The  effects  of  tmth  steel  and  rubber-tired  trafflc  upon  hard-surfaced 
pavements  have  also  been  determined  by  tests  and  observations  of  the 
United  States  Bureau  of  PuMlc  Roada. 

An  investigation  of  the  effect  of  steel  tires  on  brick,  concrete,  and 
granite  block  pavemeats.  conducted  In  1920,  showed  that  ttie  amount 
of  wear  may  be  decidedly  serious  especially  when  impact  accompanies 
the  abrasive  action   (8). 

The  concrete  pavement  laid  ia  1914  on  the  Ohio  Pont  Boad  offers  an 
example  of  the  wear  that  may  be  expected  from  a  combination  of 
steel  and  rubber  tired  traffic  over  a  period  of  decreastng  density  of  the 
former  and  increasing  density  of  the  latter.  After  10  years  of  service 
observiftlon  of  this  rtMid  indleated  that  the  surtaes  wear  did  not 
exceed  one^gbth  inch  (4). 

Tests  conducted  at  the  Arlington  Kxperiment  Farm.  Arlington,  Va., 
In  which  62  test  sections  of  concrete  pavement,  of  various  composi- 
tion, were  subjected  to  the  accelerated  wear  of  mbber-tired  truck 
wheels,  both  with  and  without  nonakid  chains,  showed  no  appre- 
ciable wear  on  any  section  resulting  from  rubber  tires  alone,  bat  con- 
siderable wear  on  all  sections  resulting  from  the  action  of  the  wheels 
equipped  with  chains   (5). 

Another  study,  in  which  data  were  obtained  oa  the  sorfaee  wear  of 
10  sections  of  brick  pavement  caused  by  concentrated  motor-truck 
trafflc  with  and  witboat  nonskid  chains,  showed  that  the  traffic  without 
chains  produced  no  meeanrable  wear  while  the  chain-equipped  traffic 
produced  wear,  iHindpally  along  the  edges  and  at  the  corners  of  the 
bricks  (6). 

LATSBAL  DISPLACSMSNT  OT  SUBrACS   MATSUAIi 

Road  damage  resulting  from  the  lateral  displacement  of  the  surface 
materinl  manifests  Itself  principally  in  the  formation  of  ruts,  potholes, 
and  rhythmic  corrugations.  Portland  cement  concrete  pavements  and 
the  several  types  of  block  pavements  are  practically  Immune  to  such 
damage.  It  is  most  marked  In  surfaces  of  aand-clay,  topsoU,  gravel, 
and  macadam,  and  to  a  Issser  degree  is  found  ia  the  several  typca  of 
Wtomiooos  surfaces. 

Under  steel-tired  trafflc  damage  of  this  class  Is  generally  the  resnlt 
of  the  action  of  horses'  hoofs  rather  than  of  the  steel  wheels,  and  la 
mually  limited  to  the  formation  of  potholes.  Ruta  formed  by  such 
traffic  are  the  result  of  wear  or  deficient  load  resistance  instead  of 
lateral  displacement.  But  rubber-tired,  motor-vehicle  trafflc  may  cause 
the  formation  of  both  ruts  and  potholcs  by  actual  latesal  displace- 
ment of  the  surface  material. 

The  most  common  form  of  damage  of  this  sort,  however,  and  the 
form  most  difflcult  to  prevent  and  cure,  la  that  which  is  characterised 
by  the  formation  of  rhythmic  corrugations  of  the  surface.  It  occurs 
.«iily  In  roads  of  the  above-mentioned  typea  subjected  to  motor-vehicle 
trafflc;  and  it  is  believed  that  it  rearolta  from  a  combination  of  the 
shearing  action  of  the  propelling  wheels  aad  the  rhythmic  variation 
of  spring  pressure  (7). 

BCtrACS    rAILURXS    BX80LTIXO   FIOU    UXAD  AMD   IMPACT 

The  extent  of  the  phenomeoou  appeara  to  depend  upon  a  number  of 
tactora,  including  the  depth  of  the  surface  course,  the  stiffness  of  the 
binding  material,  the  relative  amount  of  binder  and  coarse  material,  and 
the  siae  and  grading  of  the  latter,  all  of  which,  with  the  exception  of 
the  first,  affect  the  cohesioii  and  internal  frictloa  of  the  surface 
mass  (8). 

Dealrable  relations  of  the  several  factors  to  prevent  or  alnlalae  the 
formation  of  anch  corrugations  are  discussed  In  the  papers  on  earth 
roads  and  highways  of  hard-surfaced  type  with  hltumlnous-weariog 
■nrfaes. 

Oa  all  roada,  sorfaced  or  nnsurfaced,  and  rtgardleas  of  tke  type  of 
sorfsce.  the  natural  soil  is  the  ultimate  support  of  vehlcolar  leads.  On 
nnsurfaced  earth  roads  the  wheel  loads  are  delivered  directly  to  the 
•oil  which  la  affected  by  them  ia  a  degree  inveraelj  pn^ortionate  to 


Its  stability.  The  effect  upon  unsurfaoed  roads  Is  limited  to  the  fornm- 
tion  of  ruts  directly  In  the  path  of  the  wheels.  It  is  easily  and  cheaply 
corrected  by  dragging  or  by  use  of  a  blade  grader  and  may,  in  a  meas- 
ure, be  prevented  by  increasing  the  stability  of  the  soli  by  methods  do- 
scribed  in  the  paper  on  earth  roads  (8).  Sand  clay  and  topsoil  surfaces 
owe  their  superiority  over  unsurfaoed  clay  and  sand  roads  to  the  greater 
stability  achieved  In  them  by  application  of  the  principles  outlioed  la 
the  above-mentioned  paper. 

Surfaces  of  gravel  and  crushed  stone,  by  reason  of  their  greater  in- 
ternal friction,  spread  the  wheel  loads  over  a  somewhat  greater  area 
of  the  underlying  soil,  and  with  the  aid  of  the  greater  subgrade  support 
thus  developed  are  enabled  to  withstand  greater  loads  without  rupture. 
Lond  failures  of  such  surfaces  are  characterized  always  by  the  depres- 
sion or  puncturing  of  the  surface  course  in  the  path  of  vehicles.  In- 
creasing the  inherent  stability  of  such  surfaces  by  Increase  of  their  In- 
ternal friction  or  cohesion,  or  both,  as  by  the  Introduction  of  angular 
particles  into  a  surface  of  rounded  gravel,  or  by  suitable  grading  of 
stone  particles,  or  by  the  introduction  of  a  bituminous  binder,  has  the 
effect  of  spreading  the  wheel  loads  over  a  wider  subgrade  area  and  con- 
sequently improving  the  weight  capacity  of  the  roadway.  Finally  the 
much  greater  capacity  of  the  rigid  pavements  is  the  result  of  their  slab 
action  by  which  the  load  is  spread  over  a  far  greater  area  of  the  sub- 
grade  soil. 

The  loads  thus  delivered  to  the  road  surface  and  ultimately  to  the 
supporting  soil  are  both  static  and  dynamic,  and  the  latter,  commonly 
accompanied  by  impact  of  greater  or  less  intensity,  may  greatly  exceed 
the  former  In  magnitude  and  effect. 

The  safe-weight  capacity  of  roadways  Is  affected  within  wide  limits 
by  the  differing  conditions  and  characters  of  subgrade  soils,  climate, 
frequency  of  maximum  loading,  maintenance  standards,  and  surface 
smoothness.  The  effect  of  the  heavier  motor  vehicles  upon  the  roadway 
structure,  for  any  specific  combination  of  these  factors,  varies  between 
wide  limits,  dei)ending  upon  the  design,  gross  weight,  speed,  and  tire 
equipment  of  the  individual  motor  vehicles.  Passenger  motor  vehicles, 
being  lighter  than  trucks  and  in  practically  all  cases  equipped  with 
pneumatic  tires,  have  no  appreciable  load  or  impact  effect  upon  surfaces 
designed  for  motor  trucks. 

IMPACT    STUDIES   AND  TESTS 

A  number  of  studies  and  tests  have  been  made  in  recent  years  with  a 
view  to  determining  the  magnitude  of  the  impact  of  motor-truck  wheels 
and  the  effect  of  static  and  impact  loads  on  the  higher  types  of  surfaces, 
and  these  have  developed  rather  definite  information. 

It  has  been  definitely  shown  by  the  researches  of  the  Bureau  of  Public 
Roads  (9),  by  the  tests  conducted  by  the  Illinois  Department  of  Public 
Works  and  Buildings  on  the  Bates  Road  (10),  and  by  the  tests  at  Pitts- 
burg, Calif.  (11).  and  also  by  theoretical  analysis  (12),  that  the  weak- 
est parts  of  a  rigid  pavement  of  uniform  thickness  are  the  edge  and  the 
comer  of  the  pavement  slab.  These  are,  therefore,  the  portions  of  the 
pavement  most  likely  to  suffer  damage  from  the  loads  or  Impacts  of 
vehicles. 

The  research  has  pointed  to  the  necessity  for  a  greater  thickness  of 
the  slab  at  the  edge ;  and  the  general  acceptance  of  this  design  has  been 
one  of  the  most  Important  advances  In  pavement  design.  A  sound 
theoretical  method  has  been  developed  by  which  the  safe  load-carrying 
capacity  of  concrete  pavements  of  various  thicknesses  may  be  calcu- 
lated (12). 

If  the  applied  loads  exceed  the  strength  of  a  concrete  pavement  fail- 
ure occurs  by  cracking  and  experience  shows  that  the  formation  of 
cracks  will  continue  until  the  original  slab  is  broken  into  numerous 
smaller  slatw,  which  may  or  may  not  be  displaced,  depending  upon  the 
support  offered  by  the  subgrade.  By  theoretical  analysis  it  has  been 
determined  that  if  the  loads  are  of  sufficient  magnitude  to  produce  a 
single  crack,  the  pavement  will  eventually  break  Into  plecca  four  feet  or 
less  in  size  (17). 

Other  tests  have  shown  that  a  concrete  slab  win  withstand  loads, 
occasionally  applied,  of  greater  magnitude  than  the  load  which  would 
produce  failure  if  frequently  repeated.  It  has  been  determined  that  the 
limit  to  which  concrete  may  be  stressed  under  static  load  an  Inde&nite 
number  of  times  is  about  55  per  cent  of  tie  stress  at  which  it  will  fail 
under  progressive  static  loading  (13)  ;  and  practically  the  same  ratio 
has  been  found  to  exist  In  the  case  of  stress  caused  by  Impact  or  dynamic 
loads — 1.  e.,  the  stress  that  can  be  resisted  when  frequently  and  Indofl- 
nitely  repeated  is  found  to  be  approximately  54  i)er  cent  of  the  stress 
that  will  be  safely  resisted  when  caused  by  single  or  infrequent  impacts 
(14).  From  these  tests  It  ia  concluded  that  in  designing  rigid  pave- 
ments for  a  given  maximum  load  the  factor  of  safety  employed  should 
depend  upon  the  frequency  with  which  the  maximum  load  may  be 
expected. 

BBICK  PAVXUCXT  LOAD  RESISTANCI 

Some  indication  of  the  load  resistance  of  brick  pavements  with 
concrete  luiaes  is  given  by  impact  tests  reported  by  the  United  State* 
Bureau  of  Public  Roada  in  1921.  In  these  tests  Impact  was  applied 
to  slabs  of  concrete,  and  to  several  types  of  slabs  consisting  of  brlok 
sarfaeea  on  1:3:6  concrete  bases,  including  tlie  so-called  monolithic 
type  which  has  since  been  practically  abandoned  and  types  consisting 
of  brick  tops  on  sand  cement  and  sand  cushions  and  filled  with  cement 
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grout  and  bituminous  filler  (16).  The  monoUthlc  slabs  in  most  casrs 
showed  less  resistance  than  1:1^:3  concrete  slabs  of  the  sam* 
depth.  Failure  of  the  former  resulted  from  shearing  of  the  brick  lop 
from  the  concrete  base  before  full  resistance  of  the  monolith  was 
developed,  with  the  result  that  the  slabs  developed  at  most  no  more 
than  the  sum  of  the  resistances  of  the  two  parts.  The  grouted  brick 
on  sand-cement  cushions  showed  less  resistance  than  the  monolithic 
sections,  while  the  grouted  snd  bituminous-filled  brick  tops  on  sand 
cushions  showed  resistance  but  slightly  greater  than  would  be  expected 
of  the  ttases  alone. 

Investigations  of  the  possible  cushioning  effect  of  bituminous  surfaces 
such  as  sheet  asphalt  and  Topeka  tops  laid  on  concrete  bases  show  iu 
general  some  IndlcatloJis  that  such  surfaces  slightly  cushion  impact 
forces,  but  the  magnitude  of  the  cushioning  effect  appears  to  be  rel- 
atively small,  and  in  some  cases  there  is  doubt  as  to  its  actual  exist- 
ence  (16). 

Studies  of  the  Influence  of  the  design  of  vehicles  on  their  effect  upon 
road  surfaces,  show  that  by  the  use  of  six  (or  more)  wheels  on  the 
heavier  trucks  and  busses  large  loads  may  be  transported  without 
damage  to  pavements,  provided  the  individual  wheel  loads  do  not 
exceed  the  allowable  maximum  and  the  longitudinal  axle  spacing  is 
not  lesa  than  40  inches  (18). 

It  has  also  been  found  that  there  arc  four  major  factors  which 
influence  the  magnitude  of  impact  forces,  three  of  which  are  asso- 
ciated with  the  design  of  the  vehicle,  and  one  with  the  character  of 
the  road  surface.  These  factors  are  the  wheel  load,  the  vehicle  speed, 
the  tire  equipment,  and  the  roughness  of  the  road  surface   (19). 

In  general,  the  magnitude  of  impact  forces  Increases  with  increase 
of  wheel  load.  The  relation  between  the  speed  of  vehicles  and  impact 
forces  developed  is  a  complex  one,  rendered  so  by  the  action  of  the 
springs  of  the  vehicle.  However,  there  seems  to  be  a  critical  speed 
for  motor  trucks,  between  12  and  15  miles  per  hour,  below  which  the 
impact  force  Increases  rapidly  with  Increase  of  speed,  and  above  whicli 
up  to  a  speed  of  about  20  miles  an  hour  the  impact  increases  at  a 
much  lower  rate.  Tire  equipment  is  a  very  important  factor.  With 
pneumatic  tires  the  magnitude  of  impact  seldom  exceeds  twice  the 
static  wheel  load.  With  new  solid  tires  it  may  reach  three  or  four 
times  the  static  wheel  load  ;  and  with  badly  worn  solid  tires  the  impact 
may  be  as  much  as  six  or  eight  times  as  great  as  the  static  wheel  load. 
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vmaiatf 
The  steps  Involved  in  the  design  of  a  concrete  pavement  are:  (1)  The 
determination  of  tiie  cross  section  for  the  given  wheel  load  based  upon 


an  assumed  safe  working  stress  for  the  concrete  In  flexure.  (2)  The 
determinadon  of  the  concrete  mixture,  i.  e.,  the  amounts  of  cement, 
water,  and  fine  and  coarse  aggregate,  which  when  used  with  proper 
control  will  assure  the  required  working  stress  for  the  concrete  after 
making  allowance  for  the  desired  safety  factor. 

These  n-qulrements  are  fundamental.  Other  considerations  of  lesser 
Importanct  concern  the  use  of  longitudinal  Joints,  the  use  and  spacing 
of  transverse  Joints,  the  use  and  spacing  of  dowels  across  both  longi- 
tudinal and  transverse  Joints,  and  the  use  of  steel  reinforcement 

DE8ION    OP    TBB    CROSS    SECTION 

The  thickness  of  the  pavement  at  the  edges  may  be  determined  from 

the  formula  6-"%rTin  which  d  is  the  required  edge  thickness  in  inches, 

W  is  the  wheel  load  in  pounds  and  S  is  the  allowable  fiber  stress  for 
the  concrete  in  tension  in  pounds  per  square  inch.  This  formula  will 
provide  sufficient  thickness  for  unprotected  or  partially  protected  cor- 
ners. Th«'  thickness  of  the  central  portion  of  the  slabs  may  be  com- 
puted from  formula  d'  — 0.7  d,  in  which  d'  is  the  interior  thickness  and 
d  the  edge  thickness.  These  formulas  are  approximate,  but  give  results 
Bufliciently  accurate  for  practical  purposes.  More  exact  formulas  have 
been  developed  and  may  be  used  if  preferred  (1).  (References  to  the 
bibllograpliy  at  the  end  of  the  article  are  indicated  by  a  numeral  in- 
closed in  parentheses.)  The  thickening  of  the  edge  of  the  pavement 
may  be  accomplished  by  the  use  of  a  parabolic  curve  for  the  under  por- 
tion of  th.?  pavement,  or  the  thickness  of  the  mid  portion  of  the  pave- 
ment may  be  uniform  between  points  2  or  3  feet  from  the  edges.  In- 
creasing to  the  edge  thickness  in  these  distances. 

raSIQN   or  TBB   MIX 

While  good  concrete  is  produced  with  the  fixed  proportions  which 
have  been  established  through  long  experience  combined  with  teats  and 
scientific  observations,  the  requirements  of  economy  and  technical  effl- 
ciency  now  demand  the  design  of  the  mix  to  produce  a  predetermined 
strength.  Even  with  the  most  intelligent  applications  of  the  principles 
which  are  well  understood,  there  yet  remain  so  many  variables  that 
affect  the  finished  product  that  it  Is  not  desirable  to  work  on  narrow 
margins  of  safety.  It  is  possible  to  overemphasise  the  reliability  of  the 
water-cement  ratio,  to  the  exclusion  of  other  very  if  not  equally  im- 
portant consideratious. 

The  economics  of  the  problem  must  not  be  overlooked.  If,  for 
example,  concrete  having  an  ultimate  compressive  strength  of  4,000 
pounds  per  square  Inch  can  be  produced  for  onl.v  a  smsll  increase  in 
cost  over  the  cost  of  concrete  having  a  compressive  strength  of  8,000 
pounds  per  square  inch,  it  would  be  a  serious  mistake  to  use  the 
weaker  material.  In  general,  it  may  be  said  tliat  the  best  concrete 
Is  none  too  good  for  concrete  pavements  and  base  courses,  and  that  the 
soundest  p<^cy  is  to  manufacture  the  best  possible  concrete  from  the 
materiala  at  hand.  Any  excess  strength  will  serve  as  Insurance  against 
unforeseen  stresses  and  the  disintegrating  effect  of  time.  Also  It  may 
be  said  that  the  required  strength  may  be  produced  more  economkrally 
by  using  rich  mixes  and  less  thickness  than  lean  mixes  with  greater 
thickness. 

Based  on  theae  censideratioBs  the  probability  of  occasional  excessive 
leads,  nonuniform  subgrade  support,  and  other  such  major  factora 
affecting  the  durability  and  life  of  concrete  roads,  the  minimum  com- 
pressive strength  should  be  4,000  pounds  per  square  Inch  and  the 
modulus  of  rupture  600  pounds  per  aqnare  inch  as  s  basis  for  the 
design  of  the  concrete  mix. 

The  well-defined  relation  between  the  strength  of  concrete  and  the 
water-cement  ratio  for  any  given  combination  of  materials  serves  as  a 
basis  for  the  determination  of  the  concrete  mixture  which  wlU  resist 
the  assumed  working  stress  (2).  DealgnUig  a  concrete  mix  for  a  given 
strength,  therefore,  consists  in  sdecting  from  curves  showing  the  typi- 
cal relation  between  water-cement  ratio  and  strength  the  water-cement 
ratio  corresponding  to  that  strength  and  finding  the  moat  sulUble 
combination  of  aggregates  which  wlU  give  tke  desired  workability  when 
mixed  with  cement  and  water  in  this  ratio  (8).  Tests  to  verify 
whether  the  expected  strength  wiU  sctuaUy  result  should  be  made  with 
the  material  proposed  for  ose  on  the  work  ia  hand  using  the  water- 
cement  ratio  selected.  These  tests  may  Indicate  that  with  certain 
materials  the  required  strength  may  be  obtained  with  a  highn'  water- 
cement  ratio  than  that  Indicated  by  the  typical  water-cement-strength 
curve. 

Having  selected  the  wster-cemeat  ratio,  the  problem  of  the  design 
of  a  concrete  mix  resolves  itsdf  into  the  determination  of  the  ratio 
of!  fine  to  coarse  aggregate  in  the  nrix  and  the  t:oUl  volume  of  aggre- 
gates per  unit  of  cement  for  the  required  workability.  These  deter- 
mhiations  may  be  made  by  trial  or  by  different  methods  of  calcula- 
tion (4).  A  high  degree  of  uniformity  in  the  grading  of  the  fine  and 
coarse  aggregate  U  eesentiaL  Otherwise  variations  in  grading  may 
affect  the  workability  to  such  an  extent  as  tc  require  a  change  in 
the  water-cement  ratio.  A  well-graded  asRregats  with  a  low  percent- 
age of  voids  U  desirable.  The  desired  degree  of  uniformity  in  the 
grading  of  the  coarse  aggregate  may  be  obtain<>d  by  the  combination 
of  separated  sises  of  coarse  aggregate  in  each  batch.  Ia  designing 
concrete  mixes  in  accordance  with  this  theory  It  is  essential  to  onder- 
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itaod  that  ffrcater  workability  moat  be  obtained  by,  if  Dccesaary. 
nnlncing  th#  tottl  quantity  of  mixed  aggregate  oaed  per  Tolume  of 
comcDt  rather  tbaa  by  iBcreaalng  the  quantity  of  ailxinf  water. 

OTHCB  rSATCBXS   OF  DSSION 

-jObuita^lnal  tongueHmd-groore  doweled  center  Joint  la  a  two-lane 
pa Teme^^«  effective  la  preventing  longitudinal  cra^a,  and  alao  aerrea 
to  reduce  the  warping  or  earllng  of  the  alab  dae  to  difference*  of  tem- 
perature between  the  top  and  bottom  of  tbe  pavement  alab  (5).  Light 
dowel  bars  one-half  inch  in  diameter,  ipaced  5  feet  from  center  to  center, 
should  be  used  acroaa  longitudinal  Joints  for  the  purpose  of  tying  these 
portiona  of  the  pavement  together  (6). 

Wbt>n  transverse  cracking  Is  objectionable  it  may  be  materially  de- 
erraseC  by  the  Installation  of  transverse  Joints.  Tbe  alae  and  spacing 
of  these  Joints  must  be  determined  from  a  study  of  the  physical  condi- 
tions to  be  encountered.  In  cities  their  use  is  almoat  oniversal.  How- 
ever, in  the  case  of  rural  highways,  where  appearance  la  not  such  an 
Important  factor,  large  mileages  of  concrete  roads  have  been  built  and 
maintalJMd  suceeasfully  over  a  period  of  years  without  transverse  Jointa. 

If  Jolnta  are  used  it  ia  esaentlal  to  Install  dowel  bars  across  the  Joints 
with  one  end  fitted  with  hoUow  metal  caps  to  permit  movement  into  the 
alab  a8  expansion  takes  place  (6)  (9).  For  the  effective  transmission 
of  streM  to  the  adjacent  slab  the  spacing  of  the  dowels  should  not  ex- 
ceed 2  feet.  A  spacing  of  Joints  of  approximately  40  feet  in  plain  con- 
crete pavemeata  will  be  effective  in  decreasing  transverse  cracking  due  to 
the  ahrinkage  of  the  concrete  in  setting  on  subgrades  which  offer  a  high 
co<>fflcient  of  friction  against  tbe  movement  of  the  slab  (7)  (8)  (9). 
Wider  spaclngs  of  Joints  may  be  used  under  more  favorable  conditions. 

The  incorporation  of  steel  reinforcement  in  concrete  pavements  reduces 
the  extent  of  both  transverse  and  longitudinal  cracking,  and  may  also 
economically  prevent  t>reakage  in  the  slab.  Heavy  mesh  reinforcing  or 
bar  mats  is  more  effective  than  lighter  units  (8). 

CO."<ST8CCTTOX 

Inspection  la  the  keynote  of  quality  construction.  The  quality  of 
concrete  depends  fully  as  much  upon  the  care  used  in  construction  as 
upon  the  materials  employed  or  tbe  proportions  establlahed  In  the 
design. 

Frequent  tests  should  be  made  of  the  fine  and  coarse  aggregate  to 
insure  a  high  degree  of  uniformity  of  grading  and  conformity  to  that 
on  which  the  design  proportions  are  based. 

The  proper  and  accurate  measurement  of  all  of  the  Ingredients  used 
in  concrete  is  necessary  for  the  production  of  uniform  batches  of  a 
given  quality.  The  necessity  for  accurate  measurement  of  the  aggre- 
gates has  developed  the  procedure  of  proportioning  by  weight  (10). 
Sand  containing  moisture  bulks  to  a  considerable  extent.  This  bulking 
increases  rapidly  with  Increases  In  moisture  content  until  the  moisture 
content  Is  about  6  per  cent  when  the  bulking  may  be  as  much  as  20  or 
even  30  per  cent  (11).  Coarse  aggregate  Is  little  afTected  in  volume  by 
moisture.  Weight  proportioning  insures  accurate  measurement  If  tbe 
moisture  content  of  the  aggregates  is  determined  and  allowance  ia  made 
therefor  in  weighing. 

In  designing  concrete  mixes  on  tbe  water-cement-ratlo  theory  the  con- 
trol of  the  mixing  water  is  of  the  greatest  importance.  The  amount 
of  free  water  In  the  aggregates  Is  considered  in  determining  the  amount 
of  mixing  water  to  be  added  at  the  mixer  to  obtain  the  required  num- 
ber of  gallons  per  sack  of  cement  Determinations  of  the  moisture  In 
/  the  aggregates  should  be  made  at  regular  intervals  so  that  corrections 
may  be  made  for  varying  moisture  content  as  may  be  necessary.  The 
mea.^urement  of  the  water  to  be  added  at  the  mixer  should  be  accom- 
plished by  means  of  a  separate  measuring  tank  capable  of  accurate 
measurement  to  one-fourth  galioo,  and  so  arranged  that  tbe  aeenracy  of 
measurement  Is  not  affected  by  variation  in  preasare  In  the  water-supply 
line.  Coastant  pressure  may  be  obtained  by  the  use  of  aa  opea 
auxiliary  tank  or  reaervolr. 

Side  forms  for  coacfete-paveasent  construction  aboold  be  of  steel 
and  of  sulBrieat  weight  to  support  a  mechanical  finishing  machine  with- 
out deflection.  Tltey  should  he  set  accurately  to  Uae  and  grade.  Aay 
Irregularltiea  in  the  forms  are  carried  into  the  finished  pavement 
Thty  ahould  also  be  sopported  la  such  manner  that  they  will  not  settle 
oader  tbe  weight  of  a  meebaalcal  flaiahiag  machine.  A  acarifyiag  sob- 
grsde  planer  aoKKMrted  oa  tbe  side  forms  should  be  carried  behind  the 
mixer  and  attaciicd  to  it  for  the  purpose  of  insuring  a  subgrade  of 
proper  eievatloB  and  cross  section  on  which  to  place  tbe  itavement 

Best  results  in  finishing  a  concrete  pavement  are  obtained  by  means 
•f  meehaaleal  talahing  maehlaea  whieh  strike  off  the  eoacrete  to  the 
required  cross  scetloti  and,  by  means  of  screeatag  devices  or  tampers, 
effect  tbe  desired  compactloa  of  the  mass.  After  the  passage  of  the 
tniahlay  macbine  all  surface  laltance  should  be  rcmoyed  by  floats  and 
the  sarface  tested  for  eveanesa  with  a  10-foot  straightedk*  btfore  flaai 
beltiac.  Irregularitiea  la  the  sorface  dladoaed  by  the  straightedge 
•houM  be  corrected  before  the  concrete  has  takea  its  iaitlal  aet 

Tbe  traveltag  public  Judges  the  quality  of  a  pavenMBt  by  the  smooth- 
aeaa  of  ita  sarfaco,  aad  a  high  degree  of  smoothness  ta  alao  deairabte  in 
erdar  to  rt&ttm  impact  forcea  to  the  practicable  mlalarom  (12).  Bape- 
cSal  ear*  aboold  therefore  be  devoted  to  aecariac  a  aaifac*  6rw  from 
iTTCiwlarttiea  ox  ahort  waves.    ▲  waU-ooaatnicted  eoacrata  parcowDt 
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shoald  not  show  greater  variations  In  surface  thaa  one-eighth  inch  la 
10  feet  when  tested  with  a  10-foot  straightedge. 

The  quality  of  concrete  is  dependent  to  a  great  extent  upon  the  con- 
ditions under  which  it  la  cured.  The  presence  of  motature  Is  necessary 
for  hydration.  The  critical  period  in  the  curing  of  a  concrete  pave- 
ment la  during  the  first  72  hours  after  It  is  laid.  Tbe  surface  should  b« 
covered  with  wetted  burlap  as  soon  as  It  has  been  given  Its  final  belting. 
Thia  burlap  covering  ahould  be  kept  In  a  moist  condition  for  at  least 
24  hoars  and  not  removed  until  other  curing  agents  which  serve  to  seal 
or  retain  the  moisture  in  tbe  concrete  have  been  used  for  this  purpose. 
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Low-Cost  CarsBao  Stonb  and  Gravkl  Roads 

(Sobmitted    by   tbe   delegation    on   tbe    part   of   tbe    United    States   of 

America    to    the    Second    Pan    American    Highway    Congress,    Rio    de 

Janeiro.  August  16  to  31.  1929) 

(This  paper  should  be  considered  in  conjunction  with  and  supplemen- 
tary to  the  paper  entitled  "  Earth  Roads."  Together  they  point  the  way 
toward  the  development  of  roadways  combining  tbe  essential  qualities  of 
relatively  low  cost  and  satisfactory  service  for  trafllc  within  reasonable 
limits  of  dally  flow  (traffic  density)  and  loadings  (particularly  concen- 
trated wheel  loads).  It  is  believed  that  tbe  tjpes  of  construction  here 
proposed  can  be  adapted  to  meet  satisfactorily  in  a  very  large  measure 
the  rural  highway  problem  in  all  tiie  countries  of  tbe  Western  Hemi- 
sphere outside  the  influence  on  highway  traffic  of  tbe  more  thickly  popu- 
lated areas.  Even  where  the  now  foreseen  ultimate  improvemeut  will 
require  a  higher  type  construction,  it  will  be  possible  to  extend  a  highly 
desirable  traffic  service  over  a  considerable  mileage  within  a  reasonable 
time  by  the  use  of  these  types  of  improvement  In  no  other  possible 
way  can  this  all-Unportant  objective  be  reached.) 

One  of  the  most  widely  used  types  of  road  in  the  United  States  is  the 
traffic-bound  crushed  stone  or  gravel  type,  development  of  wblrh  hat 
been  necessary  to  meet  the  needs  of  tbe  relatively  light  traffic  on  tbe 
large  mileage  of  main  roads  in  tbe  sparsely  settled  Western  States  and 
the  secondary  roada  of  more  densely  populated  sections.  (1)  (2)  (3). 
(References  to  the  bibliography  at  the  end  of  tbe  article  are  indicated  by 
a  numeral  inclosed  in  parentheses.) 

For  OM  under  these  conditions  this  type  is  now  regarded  with  greater 
favor  than  the  standard  macadam  type,  from  which  it  la  distinguished 
by  the  fact  that  the  stone  particles  are  of  smaller  size — seldom  larger 
than  three-fourths  inch — and  by  tbe  methods  of  placing,  compacting, 
and  maintaining  the  stone  surface.  The  stone  ia  spread  on  the  road  as 
it  comes  from  tbe  crusher,  without  screening  into  coarse  and  finer  mate- 
rial, as  la  tbe  macadam  process,  and  tbe  small  size  of  tbe  particles 
facilitates  dLstribution  by  means  of  blade  graders  in  place  of  the  band 
processes  which  characterise  macadam  construction.  Rolling  is  dis- 
pensed with  and  compaction  is  obtained  by  traffic  action  combined  with 
eoatiaaoas  dragging  or  blading  daring  the  period  of  consolidation.  Tbe 
small  size  of  the  particles  permits  this  method  to  be  employed  without 
■criOQS  inconvenleDce  to  traffic. 

BTOXB    AND    QBAVEL    CONSTBCmOW 

The  elimination  of  rolling  and  tbe  substitution  of  mechanical  processes 
for  band  methods  in  tbe  spreading  of  the  surfacing  material  effect  a 
material  reduction  in  the  cost  of  surfacing  and  a  corresponding  increase 
in  the  rate  of  construction,  both  factors  that  recommend  the  type  for 
use  where  a  large  mileage  must  be  rapidly  improved  at  low  coet. 

The  flalshed  road  surface  is  remarkably  smooth— decidedly  more  so 
than  a  rolled-stone  surface — and  It  Is  kept  In  excellent  condition  by 
maintenance  with  a  drag  or  blade  grader,  without  local  patching,  as  la 
costooiarj  ia  dealing  with  macadam  surfacea. 
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A  decided  advantage  of  this  type  of  construction  Is  the  fact  that  it 
readily  lends  itself  to  progressive  Improvement  to  meet  the  increasing 
deaoauds  of  traffic  without  loss  of  the  original  construction. 

In  tbe  early  ctnstruction  of  this  type  Uttle  attention  was  given  to 
the  possibility  of  the  development  of  these  roads  into  higher  types,  but 
In  recnt  years,  *  ith  the  increasing  traffic,  this  feature  has  received 
much  attention  ind  considerable  proRress  has  been  m«de.  Various 
bituminous  treatments  for  this  type  of  road  have  been  developed  and 
are  being  successully  used. 

In  the  constru  :tion  and  maintenance  of  the  stone  and  gravel  road 
practically  all  operations  are  mechanical  and  little  man  power  Is  re- 
quired. The  mat 'rial  Is  ha-iled  from  the  pits  or  quarries  in  trucks  and 
dumped  in  windiows  on  the  sides  of  the  roadway,  from  whi<h  it  Is 
spread  with  blad-  graders,  sometimes  In  a  single  layer  but  more  often 
in  small  amounts  such  as  can  be  readily  compacted  by  traffic  and  drag- 
ging. The  mateilal  used  generally  ranges  in  size  from  three-fourths 
inch  down.  To  secure  proper  interlocking  and  compaction  It  may  be 
necessary  to  intioduce  additional  material  from  one-fourth  inch  down. 
This  material  miy  be  screenings,  sand,  or  clay,  although  the  use  of 
excess  clay  shou  d  be  guarded  against  because  of  Its  tendency  to  pot- 
hole and  permit  mvellng  when  dry  and  to  become  muddy  and  tllppCTy  in 

wet  weather. 

Maintenance  of  this  type  of  surface  is  largely  a  continuation  of  con- 
struction, consisting  of  adding  new  material  as  needed  and  maintaining 
the  surface  smooth  by  blading  and  dragging. 

The  cost  of  m.ilntenance  as  well  as  the  service  behavior  of  this  type 
of  road  depend  hirgely  upon  climatic  conditions  and  the  amount  of 
traffic.  Experience  has  shown  that  excessively  dry  weather  Is  detri- 
mental in  that  iraffic  dissipates  material  and  leaves  the  surface  loose. 
Under  these  comlltions  effective  maintenance  is  difficult  even  with  very 
light  traffic.  In  other  looalltles  where  moisture  conditions  are  more 
favorable  satlsfsftory  maintenance  at  a  reasonable  cost  and  excellent 
riding  qualities  ire  obtained  for  traffic  up  to  600  vehicles  dally. 

Reports  on  th<  cost  of  maintenance  differ  widely,  due  to  these  climatic 
and  traffic  conditions  as  well  as  to  the  charact.  r  and  amount  of  main- 
tenance given.  An  annual  cost  of  a  dollar  per  mile  per  daily  vehicle 
may  be  taken  as  an  average  value. 

Under  averagi  conditions  where  traffic  exc<>eds  500  vehicles  daily  It 
has  been  found  economical  and  also  desirable  from  the  sUndpoint  of 
serviceability  of  the  road  to  add  a  higher  type  of  wearing  surface. 
Thia  is  now  gen.  rally  done  where  funds  are  available. 

On^  of  the  most  widely  used  forms  of  low-cost  Improvement  is  the 
bitnminons  siirft.ce  trt-atment.  This  type  of  construction  is  being  suc- 
cessfully used  tbrougbout  the  United  States  and  has  proven  satisfactory 
under  a  wide  range  of  conditions.  Impr..vement  by  this  plan  embraces 
two    distinct    types    of    work;    the    mlxed-in-place    method    and    surface 

treatment.  .  ...... 

The  former,  as  indicate*!,  conHists  of  mixing  bituminous  material  and 
aggregate  in  place  on  the  road  to  form  either  a  surface  mat  or  a  base 
upon  which  to  liy  the  straight  nirface  treatment.  The  latter  Is  a  rela- 
tively thin  surface  mat  of  bituminous  material  and  aggregate  laid  upon 
the  untreated  rMd  or  upon  the  mixed-ln-place  or  "  processed  "  base. 

The  type  of  treatment  and  the  methods  and  materials  used  are  gov- 
erned by  local  conditions  and  by  the  traffic  to  be  served. 

OIL-MIXED    SUXFACB 

One  method  used  extensively  in  the  western  States  to  give  the  crushed 
stone  and  gravel  road  a  higher  type  of  wearing  surface  Is  the  mixing  of 
road  oil  commonly  called  fuel  oil  In  those  sections,  with  the  gravel  or 
stone  already  in  the  road  or  with  new  material  which  is  added.  If  nec- 
essary Another  method  Is  to  mix  the  oil  and  aggregate  at  mixing 
plants  and  haul  the  mixture  to  tbe  road  where  It  Is  dumped  and 
spread  with  bla.le  graders  and  drags. 

Details  of  construction  involved  in  these  methods  are  given  in  the 
articles  previously  referred  to.  The  essential  requiremenU  of  this 
type  of  construetion  are : 

i..  A  stabilized  support  in  the  foundation  structure. 

b.  Well  graded  material. 

c.  Proper  amount  of  oil. 

d.  Uniformly  mixed  material, 
e  Sufficient  thickness. 

f.  Maintenani'e  of  cross-section  during  compaction   under  traffic. 
in    general,    any    untreated    road    which    has   demonstrated    stability 

under  traffic  for  some  time  should  prove  satlrfactory  as  a  base  for  an 

oil  mixed  surface.  ..  ,     .. 

Tbe  bituminous  material  used  in  this  area  Is  a  lightly  topped  crude 
oil  having  an  a^plialtic  base.  Experience  has  shown  it  desirable  to  use 
an  oU  of  a  high  asphalt  content  and  high  viscosity.  The  amount  of  oU 
required  depends  primarily  upon  the  grading  of  the  aggregate  but  to 
some  extent  upon  tbe  climatic  conditions.  The  amount  ordinarily  used 
ranges  from  3  to  5  per  cent  by  weight  and  is  determined  to  a  Urge 
extent  by  the  judgment  of  tbe  engineer  on  the  Job.  The  strain  test  to- 
gether with  frequent  grading  of  the  aggregate  are  used  to  assist  the 
engineer  In  det<rmlning  tbe  amount  of  oil.  Experience  has  shown  that 
in  colder  clima  es  a  greater  percentage  of  oil  can  be  used  safely  than 
la  the  warmer  sections.  Tbe  proper  amount  of  oil,  naturally,  is  that 
which  will  produce  a  mixture  that  will  not  shove  in  warm  weather  or 
ravel  la  cold. 
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The  thickness  of  mixed  surfaces  used  varies  to  some  extent  In  dif- 
ferent States,  ranging  from  1%  to  8  inches  compacted.  The  tendency, 
however.  Is  toward  the  8-Inch  thickness. 

Material  larger  than  three-fourths  of  an  Inch  Is  not  desirable  becauso 
of  Us  tendency  to  ravel  when  used  with  these  light  oils.  It  should  be 
graded  down  to  dust,  with  from  0  to  15  per  cent  passing  the  200  mesh 
sieve. 

This  type  of  construction  gives  a  smooth,  bonded,  duetless  surface  pos- 
sessing excellent  riding  qualities. 

Maintenance  consists  of  patching  with  a  mixture  of  the  same  bitumi- 
nous material  and  aggregate  used  in  the  trciitmeuL  A  maintenance 
measure  sometimes  used  to  Increase  the  serviceability  is  to  lightly 
scarify  and  add  oil  if  necessary.  This  operation,  while  not  affecUng 
the  original  Investment,  improves  the  condition  of  the  surface  and  ordi- 
narily Is  reflected  In  tbe  subsequent  lowering  of  maintenance  co»ts. 
The  actual  cost  of  malnUlnlug  this  type  of  surface  is  subsUnUally  leas 
than  that  of  untreated  surfaced  roads  carrying  equivalent  traffic 

BTABILIZXNO    BASE    SL'l'PUltT 

Another  type  of  treatment  whlcb  Is  also  b?ing  used  extensively  in 
improving  tbe  traffic-bound  gravel  and  stone  ro«<ls  is  the  commonly 
called  surface  treatment  which  consists  pssertially  of  constructing  a 
mat  of  bitumen  and  aggregate.  The  essential  requirements  of  this  type 
of  construction  are : 

(a)  A  stabilised  support  In  the  foundation  euructure. 

(b)  A  bonded  surface. 

(c)  Satisfactory  priming  material. 

(d)  Suitable  bituminous  binder  and  cover  material. 
The  details  of  construction   Involved   in  thin   type  of  work  are  also 

given  In  the  previous  references. 

In  this  type  of  treatment,  as  In  the  type  Just  discussed,  stabilized  base 
support  is  necessary  as  the  treatments  of  thpmselves  add  little  load- 
carrying  capacity  to  tbe  road  structure.  How«?ver,  It  is  necessary  with 
the  surface-treatment  type  that  tbe  untreated  surface  be  well  bonded  and 
free  from  loose  and  foreign  material.  These  conditions  are  not  always 
obtained  without  some  preliminary  work  which  may  involve  the  addi- 
tion of  binder,  such  as  clay  or  stone  dust,  with  added  moisture,  espe- 
cially in  arid  sections. 

Tbe  requirements  of  a  satisfactory  prtmlnR  material  are  that  thoy 
penetrate  well  and  dry  quickly.  Both  tar  and  oils  of  low  viscosity  are 
used  for  this  purpose.  Tar  Is  highly  satisfactory,  but  is  not  available 
in  all  portions  of  the  country,  in  the  western  areas  road  oils  and 
in  the  eastern  section  heavy  asphalts  cut  back  with  distillates  are  us.-d. 
The  road  oils,  which  dry  slowly,  are  not  entirely  satisfactory  If  they 
are  required  to  carry  any  traffic  during  construction.  Materials  cut 
back  with  highly  volatile  distillates  have  a  tendency  to  form  a  mat 
rather  than  to  penetrate,  and  for  this  reason  are  not  entirely  satisfac- 
tory. The  same  base  material  cut  back  with  a  less  volatile  disUllate  U 
proving  more  satisfactory  In  this  respect. 

Both  heavy  tars  and  soft  asphalts  are  used  as  a  binder  material  »nd 
are  applied  hot.  Recently,  however,  there  have  come  Into  use  cold- 
application  materials  such  as  the  cut  backs  and  emiilslons.  The  binder 
may  be  applied  in  one  or  more  applications,  f.>llow«»d  by  suitable  cover- 
ing material  and  rolling,  depending  upon  tlie  thickness  of  tbe  mat 
desired. 

The  cover  materials  commonly  used  are  gravel,  crushed  gravel,  stone, 
or  slag,  free  from  dust  or  foreign  material.     The  size  of  stone  for  any 
particular  application  depends  upon  the  thickness  of  mat  to  be  obtained. 
Although  there  are  many  different  methods  of  procedure  In  construct- 
ing a  surface  treatment  a  typical  method  would  be  as  follows: 

a.  One-fourth  to  one-third  gallon  of  prime  per  square  yard. 

b.  One-third  to  one-half  gallon  of  binder  per  square  yard. 

c.  Thirty  to  fifty  pounds  of  three-fourths  to  one-fourth  inch  aggre- 
gate per  square  yard. 

d.  Rolling. 

e.  May  or  may  not  be  followed  with  a  seal-coat  treatment.  Well- 
designed  and  constructed  surface  treatments  have  proved  highly  econom- 
ical and  serviceable. 
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HioHWATs  or  HAaD-8carAC«>  Ttpb  with  BrruMi.wrs  Wbabiko  Stb- 

»Aca  (Shebt  Asphalt  ahd  BmmiMoi/s  Covcwm) 
(Submitted  by  the  delegation  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica to  the  Second  Pan  American  Highway  Congress.  Rio  de  Janeiro, 
August  16  to  31.  1929) 

DESIOR    AMD   COKSTaCCTlOV 

EliminaOng  roads  which  are  only   surface   treated   with  bituminous 
material  the  area  of  asphalt  pavements  laid  aanually  in  the  United 
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8tat(^  is  approximately  140.000,000  wiaare  yards,  equivalent  to  aboot 
13,250  milea  of  roadwaj  18  feet  in  width.  Of  tbia  total  are*  approxi- 
mately 50  per  cent  la  slR>et  asphalt,  2.'i  per  cent  an>i>altlc  concrete,  and 
25  per  cent  aaphalt  macadam  conatructed  by  the  penetration  method. 
The  75  per  cent  represented  by  aheet  a.sphalt  and  aspbaltic  concrete  wUl 
be  briefly  diacaaaed  In  tbia  report  along  broad  Unea,  indicating  the  gen- 
eral status  of  such  work  In  tbe  United  States  and  such  features  of 
design  nod  coDstruction  aa  aeem  to  warrant  special  consideration. 

rOUMOATIONS 

The  moat  eztenalTely  uaed  foundation  for  abeet  asphalt  and  aspbaltic 
concrete  pavements  la  Portland  cement  concrete,  wblch  In  general  baa 
given  quite  aatlafactory  aervlce — particularly  in  municipal  work.  Such 
foundations,  for  the  moat  part,  have  been  designed  of  a  relatively  let.n 
mix  with  proportions  of  not  over  1:3:6  or  1 :  2^  :  5. 

Old  water-bound  macadam  and  gravel  roads  when  properly  drained 
and  of  suitable  thickness  will  serve  as  admirable  foundations.  Newly 
cftnstructed  macadam  and  gravel  are  not  satisfactory,  owing  to  the  fact 
tbnt  tbey  are  never  thoroughly  compacted  during  construction  and  later 
Internal  movement  under  traffic  almost  Invariably  develops  an  uneven 
aurface  in  tbe  ajipbalt  wearing  course. 

Aaphaltlc  concrete  shows  an  incrensing  use  in  tbe  United  Statea  as 
a  foundation  for  asphalt  pavements,  botti  for  new  construction  and  for 
raising  the  type  of  old  macadam  or  gravel  surfaces.  By  auperimpoalng 
a  relatively  thin  aspbaltic  concrete  design  it  is  possible  to  salvage  all 
existing  values,  for  foundation  purposes,  of  any  old  road  or  pavement. 

When  an  old  road  is  to  be  utilised  as  a  foundation  It  is  very  Important 
to  bring  It  to  uniform  contour  prior  to  laying  tbe  asphalt  wearing 
course ;  otherwise  the  existing  inequalities  in  tbe  surface  of  tbe  old 
pavement  will  be  reproduced  in  the  new  asphalt  pavement.  Holes  may 
be  conveniently  patched  with  aspbaltic  concrete  or  binder-course  mixture. 
If,  however,  an  old  gravel  or  macadam  road  is  so  irr^^ar  as  to 
require  scarifying  it  should  l>e  scarified  as  lightly  as  poaaible,  reshaped, 
thoroughly  compacted,  and  then  treated  with  a  light  priming  bituminous 
material  to  harden  tbe  surface  prior  to  laying  the  asphalt  pavement. 

In  general,  the  surface  of  foundaitions  for  asphalt  pavements  should 
be  of  onlform  contour,  paralleling  the  full  width  of  the  surface  of  the 
wearing  course  which  is  to  be  constructed,  and,  preferably,  should  be 
of  slightly  rough  texture  in  order  to  prevent  slippage  of  tbe  hot  mixture 
while  being  compacted,  as  such  slippage  makt<s  it  difficult  to  obtain  an 
«ven  wearing  surface  and  may  develop  hair  cracks  during  compaction. 

8HKBT    ASPHALT 

The  most  widely  used  design  for  sheet  asphalt  pavements  calls 
for  a  total  thickness  of  3  inches  above  tbe  foundation,  of  which  tbe 
lower  \y%  iDcbes  consists  of  binder  course  and  the  npper  \y%  inches 
of  tbe  sheet  asphalt  mixture  proper.  If  a  total  thickness  of  2^  inches 
is  desired,  it  Is  preferable  to  reduce  the  wearing  course  to  1-lnch 
thickness.  Under  modem  conditions  of  traffic,  it  is  seldom  desirable 
to  lay  the  sheet  mixture  proper  to  a  thickness  of  over  1%  Inches  and 
where  it  la  dealred  to  lay  a  single  course  pavement  without  binder 
directly  on  the  foundation,  a  modified  sheet  aspltait  mixture  known  aa 
fine-graded  aggregate  asphalt  concrete  or  stone-flUed  sheet  asphalt  la 
Qsually  laid  2  inches  thick. 

The  binder-conne  mixture  is  a  coarse-graded  aggregate  aspbaltic  con- 
crete containing  no  mineral  filler,  and  as  a  rule  carries  from  4  to  5^ 
per  cent  of  asphalt  cement.  The  aggregate  should  be  so  graded  at  to 
produce  a  reasonably  dense  mixture,  but  should  not  carry  snch  <i  blgb 
percentage  of  fine  material  as  to  create  a  smooth,  sealed  surface.  Tbe 
surface  of  the  compacted  binder  mixture  should  show  a  rather  rough 
texture,  so  that  the  wearing  course  will  anchor  firmly  to  it  and  will 
not  slip  and  develop  hair  cracks  during  compaction.  Broken  stone  ia 
the  preferred  aggregate  for  binder  mixture.  The  use  of  rounded  gravel 
fragments  should  be  avoided,  because  a  larue  percentage  of  smooth, 
rounded  pebbles,  except  In  a  very  dense  mixture,  will  probably  cauae 
displacement  under  trafltc  and  produce  unevenneas  In  the  wearing 
course. 

Sheef-asphalt  miztnre  for  the  wearing  course  la  composed  of  sand, 
mineral  filler  (snch  as  Portland  cement  or  limeotone  dust,  most  of  which 
will  pass  a  ZOO-mesh  sieve),  and  asphalt  cement,  the  latter  generally 
in  tbe  proportion  of  9H  to  12Vi  per  cent.  The  character  of  the  tndl- 
vldual  coastltoeats  and  the  proportions  in  which  tbey  are  coablnsd 
•honld  be  so  controlM  as  to  produce  a  mixture  which  wb«n  thoroughly 
compacted  will  enntala  not  over  9  per  cent,  and  preferably  ixit  leas 
than  3  per  ctat.  voids  and  at  the  same  time  posseaa  sofletent  stability 
to  pfvircat  sbortag  or  diaplawnsnt  under  tralBc  at  blgb  tcaperatares 
and  suecessfullf  withstaod  low  teapemtars  condltloBC  (11.  (Bef- 
erenrvs  to  tbs  Mbllocrapby  at  tbs  end  of  tbe  artlcls  art  indicated  by 
a  Dnnsral  iBflosad  la  parsnthsssa.)  It  la  posaibis  with  any  anrsgat* 
to  IIS*  saacWai  a^iMilt  to  prodoc*  •  BUtnrs  of  SMilaaa  dsastty  wboa 
compactvd,  bat  aiaay  sucb  ■IgtafMi  are  ilkoly  to  bs  diArttlt  to  baadlo 
•n  tb«  wort  aad  vtU  at  tbo  saas  ttOM  p<'s«#m  a  low  sUbUUfr  ?alM. 

wtkmM,m  ir9  Mim-aaa 

Darlag  ilw  fM  tmw  ysars  soasMsrsbU  work  Inm  bma  dovetod  to 
4^«loptaC  •  pfeyftoal  toM  wlib^  wui  aMasarc  tb«  staMUfy  or  rMtotaaoc 
to  latoTMt  aaysawat  •!  niapfmsi  stMst-asptiali  p^iHag  udstWM,  aad 
9t  lk«a»  ailtgia.  ksovs  m  flto  stobaitir  Mac,  la  tmJH  ta  to 
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qui «  extensively  used  as  an  aid  to  design  and  control  of  such  mix- 
tura  <2),  (3),  (4).  Many  interesting  facts  have  been  learned  from  tha 
stability  test  which  may  be  prarticnlly  applied  to  paving  work  as  a 
•ubitltute  for  tbe  old  arbitrary  specifications  and  rule-of-tbumb  methods. 

1  hua  it  baa  been  found  that  between  two  sands  of  identically  the 
sane  grading  and  general  appearance  under  the  microscope  one  la 
capible  of  producing  mixtures  of  high  stability  while  the  other  will 
pro  lace  mixtures  of  relatively  low  stabillt}'.  This  is  evidence  that  ia 
the  past  tbe  importance  of  exact  grading  limitations  has  been  greatly 
ove -estimated.  It  has  been  found  that,  starting  with  a  given  sand,  the 
stal  tillty  of  tbe  mixture  is  increased  by  tbe  addition  of  successive 
inci  ements  of  mineral  filler  up  to  a  certain  critical  point,  after  which 
fur  her  addition  of  filler  produces  a  decrease  in  stability.  The  point  of 
ma:Limum  stability  for  combinations  of  any  given  sand  and  mineral 
fllUr  will  approximate  tbe  point  at  which  tbe  further  addition  of  filler 
beg  ns  to  Increase  tbe  percentage  of  voids  in  the  total  aggregate  (5)   (6). 

I  £  has  been  found  that  considerable  difference  in  stabilizing  and  vold- 
filliig  characteristics  exists  between  different  fillers,  depending  not 
oiilr  upon  their  relative  fineness  but  also  upon  their  general  composl- 
tiui  and  surface  texture.  It  has  been  shown  that  tbe  addition  of 
asp  lalt  to  the  total  aggregate,  in  quantity  more  than  sufficient  to  fill 
the  voids,  will  greatly  lower  the  stability  of  the  mixture.  From  tbe 
standpoint  of  reaistaoce  to  water  action  it  is  undesirable  to  design  a 
mixture  with  an  aggregate  containing  an  extremely  low  percentage  of 
voids  because  in  such  mixtures  the  film  of  asphalt  is  too  thin.  Where 
possible  tbe  mixture  should  therefore  be  designed  to  carry  at  least  9^ 
or    iO  per  cent  of  asphalt. 

It  has  been  found  that  a  variation  of  10  points  penetration  in  the 
cfjn  aLstency  of  the  asphalt  cement  produces  but  little  effect  upon  tbe 
sta  >illty  of  tbe  mixture  as  compared  with  normal  variations  in  per- 
centage and  character  of  mintral  filler  and  normal  variations  in  char- 
act  >r  of  sand.  With  some  aggregate^*  a  variation  of  as  much  as  1  per 
cert  of  asphalt  may  produce  five  times  as  great  nn  effect  upon  tbe 
stability  of  tbe  mixture  as  will  a  10-polnt  variation  in  penetration  of  tbe 
tksi  balL 

ASPHALTIC    C0.1JCBETX 

"here  are  two  widely  used  types  of  aspbaltic  concrete,  one  known  as 
th<  fine-graded-aggregate  type  and  the  other  as  the  coarse-graded- 
agrregate  type.  The  former  la  essentially  a  sheet  asphalt  mixture,  con- 
tal  ling  from  25  to  35  per  cent  of  one-half  to  one-fourth  inch  stone  chips, 
an(  is  so  similar  to  the  sheet  mixture  in  principles  of  design  that  it 
will  not  be  considered  here  in  further  detail. 

The  coarse-graded-aggregate  aspbaltic  concrete  consists  of  a  mixture 
of  broken  stone,  broken  slag,  or  gravel  usually  passing  a  l^-inch  and 
ret  lined  on  a  ^-inch  screen,  sand,  mineral  filler,  and  asphalt  cement. 
The  >M>ar6e  aggregate  predominates  and  usually  runs  to  from  5  to  8  per 
cent  and  tbe  remaining  30  to  40  per  cent  consists  of  sand  and  mineral 
fUU  r.  The  stability  of  sucb  mixtures  is  largely  dependent  upon  close 
contact  of  the  particles  of  coarse  aggregate  but  the  same  principles 
reliitlve  to  stability  apply  as  in  the  case  of  sheet  asphalt.  If  the  coarse 
aggregate  consists  of  broken  stone,  interlocking  will  produce  considerable 
sta>lllty  but  close  packing  of  tbe  voids  between  tbe  large  fragments  with 
a  1  rell-deaigned  mixture  of  sand  and  mineral  filler  will  greatly  lncreas9 
such  inherent  stability.  This  is  particularly  true  where  tbe  coarse 
agtregate  consisto  of  rounded  pebbles  which  will  not  interlock  aa 
thoroughly  as  the  broken  fragments. 

>.sphaltlc  concrete  for  binder-course  mixtures  and  for  bases  is  similar 
to  he  coarse  graded  aggregate  type  of  mixture,  with  the  exception  that 
the  percentage  of  coarse  aggregate  usually  runs  from  60  to  75  per  cent 
aiK  no  mineral  filler  Is  employed.  For  tbe  latter,  tbe  maximum  size  of 
coarse  aggregate  may  be  increased  to  as  much  as  2»4  inches,  provided  it 
is  t[>  be  used  In  the  construction  of  a  course  of  not  less  than  3-lnch  com- 
pacted thickness. 

PAVIIfO  PI^MT   AND   CONSTaCCTIOH   I>STAILa 

I'nlformlty  of  plant  output  is  of  great  Importance  in  constructing  a 
sat  sfactory  asphalt  pavement:  and  control  of  the  uniformity  of  sup- 
pliiB  of  the  individual  constituents  of  tbe  mixture,  as  delivered  to  the 
ml]  er  at  the  paving  plant,  is  therefore  of  prime  Importance  in  plant 
operation  (7).  Even  when  the  Individual  constituents  are  of  uniform 
quillty  a  nonuniform  mixture  may  be  produced  if  proper  attention  la 
not  paid  to  the  details  of  mixing.  l>robably  the  most  important  detail 
in  his  connection  Is  to  insist  upon  thorough  dry  mixing  of  the  mineral 
*Cli'*SSte  In  tbe  mixer  Wfore  adding  the  asphnlt  cement.  Otherwise 
sogpegation  will  occur  which,  after  tbe  asphalt  has  been  added,  can  not 
bs  rsmedled  by  additional  mixing. 

Ilo  Biattsr  bow  carefolly  a  aliturs  Is  d<>signi>d,  It  will  not  dWclop 
Ito  lobsrtat  sUbillty  unless  It  Is  tbormighly  comparted.  Thorough  com- 
pauioa  daring  constmrtloa  Is.  theri-f<»fe,  s  fundsroentnl  prlnr||>|<<  ti,  b« 
otoi  nrved,  Tbs  same  degree  of  compretMlon  can  probably  be  obtaiKed  by 
rol  crs  ot  varylag  dostga  aod  weight,  bat  nodern  pracilic  t^ixls  lo  fuvor 
tfM  tat  of  a  tmrf  n-wfmi  roller  for  Initial  umumtiou  „(  both 
■iMrt  sapfcslt  aod  ■•fhaltic  com-rvt*  psving  mlilurM  l>«'4-au»<'  miilmuni 
aa!  fora  eoaprssslon  Is  m<Mt  <««lly  ob(aln«d  by  this  typn  ni  rolkr,  In 
Ihi  csss  of  short  a«phslt  or  fliw-sagrrgats  aapbaltlf;  mnnru,  taal 
rol  lag  mast  bo  pwlurmmA  wltb  a  toadsa  rollof  la  ord«r  to  e^ala  a 
aaDotk,  aalfora  sarfaea. 
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In  order  to  insure  the  necessary  amount  of  rolling,  approved  specifi- 
cations now  require  that  for  sheet-asphalt  mixtnrea  roUing  shall  ba  dona 
with  rollers  weighing  not  less  than  10  tons ;  that  it  shall  proceed  at  an 
sverage  rate  of  not  to  exceed  150  square  yards  per  hour  per  roller ;  and 
•hall  continue  until  no  further  compression  is  possible.  For  coarse- 
aggregate  aspbaltic  concrete,  the  average  rate  of  roUlng  U  specified  not 

to  ixcee<l  :<;00  square  yards  per  hour.  ,   .  ,.  .         v  ,..     

Smoothness  or  easy-rldlng  qualities  of  a  newly  finished  asphalt  pave- 
ment are  as  Important  as  thorough  compnction  and  an  Increasing 
amount  of  attention  Is  being  paid  to  this  detail.  Finishing  machines 
slmlhu-  to  those  uaed  in  Portland  cement  concrete-pavement  construc- 
tion are  coming  Into  favor,  and  as  the  design  of  such  machines  ts 
improved.  It  seems  probable  that  most  of  tbe  bot-mlx  asphalt  pavements 
laid  on  rural  highways  wiU  be  spread  and  flnlsheil  with  them  (7). 

Spreading  boxes  for  uniformly  spreading  tbe  hot  mixture  and  thus 
ellmlnnting  the  necessity  for  sklUed  workmen  In  spreading  and  raking 
have  b.-en  used  to  some  extent  with  promising  rr^sults.  and  it  is  expected 
that  such  boxes,  e.^peclally  designed  for  asiAalt  mixtures.  wiU  come 
Into  general  use  in  the  near  future. 
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(6)  Effect  of  Aggregates  Upon  Stability  of  Bituminous  Mixtures. 
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Standardization  of  Mkthods  or  Testing  Road  Materials 
(Submitted    by    tbe   delegation   on    the    part   of   the    United    States   of 

America    to    the   Second   Pan    American    Highway   Congress,    Rio    de 

Janeiro,  August  16  to  81,  1929) 

(This  dl8cui=8lon  is  limited  to  the  technical  ouUlne  of  matertals  testa 
The  vitally  important  relationship  of  a  control  poUcy  exerted  through 
sundard  test  methods  to  the  other  essential  administration  poUcles  and 
also  the  importance  of  scientific  Investigation  and  research  are  either 
touched  upon  or  assumed  in  all  of  the  technical  papers  submitted  by  the 
dctegatlon  of  the  United  States.) 

L  PCrWOSB  OF    STANDASDIZATION 

From  25  to  50  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  the  modern  highway  is  repre- 
sented by  the  cost  of  the  materials  used  In  Its  construcUon.  To  safe- 
guard tbe  investment  of  the  present  large  and  annually  increasing  sums 
of  money  required  for  these  materials,  it  Is  necessary  to  vrrite  detailed 
specifications  covering  their  physical  and  chemical  properties,  first,  to 
define  tbe  quality  or  character  of  type  of  material,  1.  e.,  to  insure 
materials  that  will  meet  the  technical  requirements  of  the  design ;  and, 
second  to  establish  an  accurate  standard  with  which  to  measure  con- 
tract performance.  1.  e.,  to  fix  the  extent  of  the  responBlblilty  of  the 
Tendor  or  contractor.  This  is  especially  true  in  the  case  of  materials 
which  are  required  for  use  in  the  construction  of  the  higher  types  of 
roadways  or  pavements.  „       .  ,  . 

Tbe  properties  required  of  materials  to  be  specified  for  use  In  various 
types  of  roads  may  be  measured   in  two  ways,  first,  by  constructing 
experimental  or  demonstration  roads  and  observing  the  behavior  of  the 
materials  under  actual  service  conditions ;   and,   second,   by  oondncting 
UU^ratory  tesU  on  the  materials  in  accordance  with  standard  methods 
which  are   the   outgrowth  of  long  experience   and    extensive  research. 
The  former  method  U,  of  course,  the  more  direct     Because  of  the  time 
involved,  however,  its  use  is  necessarily  limited  to  research  and  tovestl- 
ntlonal  work,  but  the  results  of  such  studies  may  be  applied  to  the 
interpretation  of  the  laboratory  tests  which  are  used  In  routine  work. 
It  is  obvious  that,  in  order  to  Interpret  properly  the  results  of  labora- 
tory tests    nnifonn  methods  of  testing  must  be  employed.     Ths  tech- 
BlQue  of  thpw  methods,   furthermore,  must  be  so  developed  that  eon- 
cordant    rewilts    will    be    obtained    whenever    and    wherever    identical 
iamples  are  tested.     This  ia  parUculsriy  trus  of  certain   manufactured 
maierlnis  which  are  oasd  In  road  constnirtlon.  such  ••»;«'»»*"<»  *•«»*",»; 
rosd  oil.,  t.r.,  and  ssphalfs.  all  of  which  ars  produced  under  rlgWly 
controlled  conditions  fo  meH  sxartlng  spwlflrMtlons  re«|ulre«ofito,    Ths 
t^ts  must   IHI  tbe  asms  story  wb.n   mad.  by  InHh  tb*  u*'  snd   Ihs 
pr.^acer  of  the  mstrriai.     Itoacs  ths  prims  i^c^mity  lot  «♦»-  -t«odard|. 
!I,Z„    ,^    mHhod.   or   t«.«lng    (11.      (««'tor.«ce.    to    "»•   »'»2^«"i 
at   the   »n(\  of   tbs  artida  an  lodtcatad  by  •  aoawal   IsctoaM  ts 
parent  iMfM.) 


HISTOKT   OF  THB   BTANOAHOIEATIOlf    IIOV«lCa3rt' 

The  flrat  recorded  attempt  to  control  the  quality  of  road  tnatarlal 
by  means  of  tests  was  made  In  France  about  50  years  ago,  when  the 
French  School  of  Bridges  and  Roads  adopted  an  abrasion  or  wear  test 
for  stone  to  be  used  in  macadam-road  construction.  Tbia  test,  known 
aa  the  Deval  abrasion  test,  has  been  used  continuously  ever  since  and 
Is  now  almost  universally  recognised  aa  the  standard  teat  for  wear  rs- 
slstance  of  rock.  The  test  was  made  a  standard  of  the  American  Soci- 
ety for  Testing  Materials  in  1900  through  tbe  efforts  of  Mr.  L.  W.  Page, 
who  introduced  it  into  the  United  States  while  director  of  the  road  mate- 
rials Uboratory  of  the  Lawrence  School  of  Harvard  University.  This 
was  the  pioneer  road-material  laboratory  in  the  United  SUt^a.  Ita 
activities,  however,  were  transferred  In  1900  to  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agrlcnlture.  This  laboratory  was  placed  under  the 
Ofllce  of  Public  Roads  In  1905,  becoming.  In  effect,  the  first  hiboratory 
devoted  exclusively  to  tbe  testing  of  road  materials.  From  It  there 
has  developed  In  less  than  30  years  a  network  of  over  100  road-material 
laboratories  in  the  United  States  which  are  continuously  engaged  in 
the  testing  of  matertals  of  this  nature. 

The  American  Society  for  Testing  Materials  has  been  very  active  for 
many  years  In  the  standardisation  of  methods  of  testing  road  mate- 
rials, the  work  being  carried  on  by  a  number  of  technical  committees. 
The  society  has  promulgated  a  large  number  of  standard  methods  of 
testing,  which  cover  practically  aU  of  the  materials  used  In  road  con- 
struction, Including  cement,  sand,  stone,  gravel,  sand  clay,  asphalt,  tar, 
road  oils,  paving  brick,  drain  tile,  culvert  pipe,  etc. 

Another  agency  which  has  been  actively  carrying  on  standardisation 
work  in  the  United  States  is  the  American  Aasociatlon  of  State  High- 
way  Officials.     This  organization   has  for  a  number  of  years,   through 
its  committee  on  materials,  been  developing  uniform  standard  methods 
of  testing  to  be  used  by  the  various  State  highway  department  testing 
laboratories.      The   efforts   of  this    organization    have   resulted   in    the 
adoption   of   a   series   of  70   standard   methods   of    testtng  which    have 
been  published  by  the  United  States  Bureau  of  Public  Roads  as  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  Bulletin  1216  (2).     This  publication 
U  used  as  a  guide  by  pracUcally  every  laboratory  engaged  in  the  test- 
ing of  road  materials.     The  standard*  foUow  for  the  moat  part   the 
corresponding    American    Society    for    Testing    Materials    standards    to 
which  reference  has  been  made.     There  remain,  however,  a  number  of 
minor  inconsistencies  regarding  certain  details  of  procedure  which  it 
is   hoped   will   be  eventually   eliminated   by   the   two   organiaaUons  In 
order  that  complete  standardisation  may  be  effected. 


TESTS    NOW    BTANDARDIXBD 

To  assist  m  the  control  of  materials  nsed  in  tbe  construction  of  roe  da, 
there  are  now  available  a  large  numlK>r  of  test  methods  all  of  which 
are  completely  described  In  United  SUtes  Department  of  Agriculture 
Bulletin  1216.  A  brief  summary  of  the  materials  covered  and  the 
methods  of  tests  used  in  each  case  follows : 

POBTI^AND   CEMENT 

Portland  cement  is  used  in  practically  every  type  of  highway,  either 
in  the  roadway  Itself  or  In  the  bridges  and  culverts  constracted  Inci- 
dental thereto.  It  Is  therefore  an  ImporUnt  material  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  materials  or  testing  engineer.  Several  standard  tests  are 
In  use  by  wblch  the  quality  of  Portland  cement  may  be  controlled. 
These  tests  determine  the  strength  which  will  be  developed  by  the 
cement  the  rate  of  setting  or  hardening,  the  fineness  of  grinding,  and 
the  soundness.  Standard  specifications  covering  all  of  these  properties 
are  in  use. 

CarSHED  BOCK 

Tbe  quality  of  rock  is  determined  by  mewis  of  the  Deval  abraalon 
test  previously  mentioned,  the  standard  toughness  test,  which  is  par- 
ticularly important  when  the  material  is  to  be  used  in  aspbaltic  con- 
crete hardness  tests,  specific  gravity  tests,  and  determination  for 
soonduess  and  durability.  The  latter  is  particularly  Important  In  loca- 
tions where  freexing  temperatures  may  be  expected. 

OaAVEL    AND   BAND 

Uirge  quantities  of  gravel  and  sand  are  tised  annually  In  the  con- 
Btroction  of  roada.  both  as  aggregate  for  concrete,  for  bituminoua 
work,  and  as  surfacing  material.  Tests  for  quality  of  gravrt  have  not 
been  developed  to  the  same  extent  as  have  tbo»e  for  crushed  rock.  A 
J^Utlve  atTdard  wear  test  is,  however,  in  us.  by  which  information 
nay  be  obtained  as  to  tbe  comparative  suitability  of  dlffennt  soorwii 
of  iupply.  Sand  for  concrete  Is  subjected  to  a  srrl*s  of  test,  which 
indoi.  in  sddltlon  to  ths  alova  analysis,  or  determination  of  grain 
sise  a  trtrt  for  silt  and  clay,  a  test  for  organic  Impurities,  aod  a  '.^ 
to  detsrmlns  tb«  strength  and  durablllly  of  lbs  individual  sand  grains 

SMKT'rT'BSAra   Bt.AO 

ThIa  aat^rlal  ia  now  t*tog  a-«l  in  th«  rafted  utate.  f'*  aarf^o 
NHh  for  fori  land  cem«it  c«»rrK#  and  for  Mfii»ltM>i..  n^ds.  Its  «»«Uty 
It  d«t«rwtu«d  I'r  »«»«»•  "'  »  w"<l»««d  l'^**  al'tsstoM  tsM  aad  by  a  t«sf 
to  dstoralna  Ito  woigbt  ar  drnstijr. 
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BITTMIXOCfl    MATniALa 


The  bitumlDoua  Und«r)i  uaed  in  road  construction  inclade  asphalts, 
tar«.  aiMi  road  oils.  Numerous  teats  have  been  developed  by  which  to 
control  the  physical  and  chemical  proi>ertles  of  these  materials.  The 
t««ts  io  general  oov«>r  determinations  of  the  amount  and  character  of 
the  active  binding  material  or  bitumen  in  the  product  and  its  con- 
sistency at  variooa  temperatures.  The  standard  penetration  test  used 
to  determine  the  consistency  of  asphalts  is  probably  the  best  linown  and 
most  widely  used  test  of  this  nature.  Other  tests  for  consistency  include 
the  float  test,  used  principally  on  tars ;  the  test  for  softening  point,  used 
on  asphalts  and  tars ;  and  the  test  for  specific  Tiscosity,  by  which  the 
consistency  of  road  oils  is  measured. 

MISCaLUIMODS    MATniALS 

Bulletin  1216  of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agricolture  also 
contains  complete  directions  for  making  tests  on  many  other  materials 
nsed  in  highway  constructiou.  Complete  methods  for  making  compres- 
sion tests  of  concrete  are  given  as  well  as  methods  for  making  strength 
tests  of  drain  tile  and  culTcrt  pipe.  Methods  for  testing  Tltrlfled  pavinc 
bricii  aud  wood  block:  are  included,  as  well  as  complete  standard  pro- 
cedure for  testing  steel  to  t>e  uaed  l>otb  for  concrete  reinforcing  and  for 
structural  purposes. 

In  the  following  tables  the  most  important  materials  used  in  the 
construction  of  roads,  as  well  as  the  tests  which  are  usually  applied  to 
them,  are  listed,  together  with  the  appropriate  page  reference  to 
Bulletin  1216: 

Standard  tcMta  of  materialt  uaed  in  road  construction 

Bitumlnnus-material  testa : 

Distillation 

Ductility 

Kmulsions . 

Extraction 

Flash  and  tire  points 

Fl..at  test 

In.<ioluble  In  paraffin  naphtha 

Mixtures,  examiuatiou  ut 

r»-n«-t  ration 

Ke»l«lue  of  desired  penetration. 

Sampling 

Softening  point ... 

Solubility- 
Carbon  diitulphide 

Carbon  tetrachloride. 
FaraJBn  naphtha 

Specific  gra>itT 

Specific  viscosity 

Vitiatilixatiou 

Wiiter,  percentage  of 

Cast-iron  culvert  pipe,  tests.. 

Cement.    Portland,    testa 

Coarse  aggregate : 

Absorption 

Apparent   apeeifle  gravity. 


rsu.. 


Page 

77 
76 
90 
88 
70 
74 
66 
88 
72 
87 
59 
81 

64 
65 
66 
62 
85 
66 
85 
46 


23 
2.3 


Mechanical   analysis 36.  38 

Sampling 13 

Soundness    test - 20 

Specific  gravity 23 

Unit  weight 27 

Concrete  testa : 

AtMorption   test 35 

Analysis  of  aggregates 36 

CoBpreasloB  test 28 

Proportioning  natural   aggiegate— 57 

Secoring  hardened  spec. mens 34 

Water  for 85 

Concrete  culvert  pipe 46 

Corrugated  metal  culvert,  teats  and  inspection _  99 

Creosote  oU,  teats  and  sampling  : 

Coke    resldae 97 

DisUllatkM 98 

Sampling  and  analysis .,» 93 

Drain  tile,  testa 50 

Expansion  Jolnta .,^.. — 61 

Fltler.  mineral : 

Mechanical  analysis ._  57 

Sampling 57 

l^ne  aggregate: 

Absorption  or  free  moisture  content 23 

Apparent  speelttc  gravity 22.23 

Clay  and  Hilt,  percentage  of - — - 21 

Decantatlon   test 21 

Mechanical   analytis 36,  37 


Orgaalc   matter 

Sampling . 

Specille  gravity « 

Strengtli  teats 

Surface  BBoistui*.  percentage  of 

Unit   weight 

Voida,  par  cent  of 

Gravel : 

Abraalon    teat . 

Clay  and  illt,  percentage  of 

Impact  teat 

Utboiocleal   count 


28 
13 

22.23 
55 
26 
27 

2S-27 

17 
21 
19 
19 


Method  of  sampling 13 

Quality  determniattoD  by  mtaologlcal  count 19 


Soft  pebbles,  percentage  of. 

Toaanncaa  test — _• _„ 

Ooardrail,  wire  rope,   teats ______—. 

Joiat  filler,  sampling  and  testing 

Metatlir  materials: 

Brtnrll  taaf-. 

Compresaton  . 

Tension  ti 
Paving  bfkk. 


19.20 
19 
B8 
61 

124 

in 


81 « 


Abrasion  test 

Sampling 


Page 
16 

16 

IS 

18 

18 

98 

TaSTTNO   LABOBATOBT    EQUIPMENT 

rhe  eqaipment  required  and  its  cost  for  a  testing  laboratory  in  the 

u4ited  States  to  make  all  of  the  tests  listed  above  would  be  at  this 
about  110,000. 
The  principal  items  of  equipment  required  are  as  foUowa : 

CEMnNT  AND  SAND  TESTS 


St^ne 

Abrasion    test 

Method  of  sampling 

Soundness    test 

Toughness    test 

W^od  block,  sampling  and  tests.. 


tine 


Equipment 
C4nent   testing  machine. 
TI  ree-gang  briquet  molds. 
VI  »t   needle. 

Set  of  Oillmore  needles. 

St&ndardised  200-mesh  sieve. 

Moist    closet. 

Storage   tank. 

Belling  apparatus. 

Le  Chatelier  specific  gravity  flask. 

Si^ve    agitator. 

of   8-Inch    diameter    brass    rim 

land  sieves  10,  20.  30.  40,  50.  80. 

100  mesh. 


Be: 


October  8 


Parpose 

Tension  tests. 
Tension  tests. 
Normal    consistency    and   time    of 

set. 
Time  of  set. 
Fineness  testa. 
Preliminary   storage. 
Water  storage. 
Soundness   tests. 
Specific  gravity. 
Mechanical  analysis  of  sand. 
Mechanical  analysis  of  sand. 


BOCK,  OSAVEI,,  AND  Sl.Aa  TESTS 


Equipment 

-Cylinder  abrasion   machine. 
Pige  impact  machine. 
I>  rry  Hardness  machine. 
Dmmond  core  drill. 

Ciimbined  grinding  lap  and  dia- 
mond saw. 

S|]eciflc  gravity  ap|>aratus. 

Set  of  8-inch  screens  with  round 
openings  ^  inch,  H  inch,  % 
Inch,  1  inch,  1^  Inches.  IH 
Inches,  2  inches,  2V^  inches,  3 
Inches. 

Sl>ve  18-lnch  diameter,  -^-Inch 
square  mesh. 

20  t.OOO-poond  Universal  testing 
machine,  with  usual  attach- 
ments,  including  cold  bend. 

6-iiich  to  12-lnch  cylindrical  mold 
irlth  base  and  cap  plates  of 
machined  steel. 


Purpo** 

Abrasion  tests. 

Toughness  tests. 

Herdness   tests. 

Drilling  corses  for  hardness  and 
toughness  tests. 

Preparing  specimens  for  hardness 
and   toughness  tests. 

Specific  gravity  teats. 

For  screen  analysis  of  coarse  ag- 
gregates. 


Abrasion  tests. 

Compression  and  croas-bending 
tests  of  concrete.  Tension  and 
cold  bends  of  steel.  Load  te^ts 
on  pipe,  etc. 

For  concrete  specimens. 


ASPHALTS,    TASa,    AND    B0AD-OIL8    TESTS 


Equipment 

Pe^trometer. 
Fl^t  apparatus. 

Vi^osimeter. 

Rl{[ht  and  ball  apparatus. 
Diictlllty  machine  (with  molds). 
Co  Astant-temperature     oven     with 

revolving  ahelf. 
Py  eaometers. 

Sef  of  hydrometers  (ranging  from 

1.700  to  1.400). 
Distillation  apparatus. 
Ttermometer  for  distillation   teat 
D<hydratlng  apparatua. 
0|ea-€np  flaab  tester. 


Purpose 

Consistency  of  asphalta 
Consistency    of    tars    and    heavy 

oils. 
Consistency  of  road  oils  and  light 

tars. 
Determination  of  softening  point. 
Ductility  of  asphalts. 
Volatilisation  of  asphalts  and  oils. 

Specific    gravity    of   asphalts   and 

tars. 
Specific  gravity  of  light  tars  and 

oils. 
Fractionating  tan. 
Used  in  above. 
Dehydrating  tara. 
Blash  point  of  asi;>halta  and  road 

oils. 


nTUMINOUS-MIXTCBBS     TB8TS 

Eqaipatent  Purpote 

B^tmetar.  Kxtracting   bitumen    from    bttoiBl- 

nous  mixtures. 

aaNSBAC  nQnipiiENT 

▲oaljrtlcnl  balance  sensitive  to  0  0001  gm. 

Set  of  eertlfled  weights. 

Gcnernl  toboratorj  balance  aenattire  to  0.1  gm. 
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■ORJOGnanT 

(1)  Observations   on    the   Operation    of   MateHal-Terting   I^botmtortea. 

(Public  Hoads,  vol.  5.  No.  4.  June,  19»4.) 

(2)  Tentative   Btaadard   Methods   of    BjimpUng   and   Testing   Highway 

Materials.     (U.  8.  Department  of  Agriculture  BuUetln  1216.) 

Baxth  RoAoa 
(Submitted   by   the   delegaUon    on   the    part   of   the   United   States   of 

America    to    the    Second    Pan    American    Highway    Congreas.    Bio    de 

Janeiro,  August  16  to  31,  1929) 

The  earth  or  natural  soil  road  possesses  two  Inherent  functions: 
(1)  To  supply  the  pioneer  highway  fadUty ;  (2)  to  aerve  (much  later, 
perhaps)   as  a  foundation  for  superimposed  roadway  surfaces. 

While  much  elaborate  research  and  painstaking  scientific  efTort  have 
been  devoted  to  the  design  and  improvement  of  the  better  types  of  road- 
way surfaces,  the  ploneev  earth  road  itself^has  jeen  relatively  neglected. 
The  basic  lines  of  study  to  secure  greater  traflic  service  or  better  sup- 
porting strength  as  a  foundation  from  the  ordinary  earth  road  have  not 
been  obvioua,  and  admittedly  the  potential  returns  from  the  more 
scientific  design  and  conatruction  of  the  earth  road  Is  not  as  yet  reduced 
to  generally  convincing  terma.  The  situation  exists  that  the  natural 
soil  road,  always  the  first  step  necessary,  has  been  passed  by  as  a 
potentially  profitable  field  for  scientific  exploration  looking  to  the  per- 
fection or  extension  of  its  economic  serviceablUty  for  both  of  Its  major 

functions. 

In  the  United  States  of  America  not  more  than  20  per  cent  of  the 
public-road  mileage  is  surfaced  with  any  type  of  material  other  than 
the  natural  soil,  and  even  much  of  this  so-called  surfaced  mileage  haa 
received  only  the  addition  of  selected  materials  occurring  locally  or 
contiguous  to  the  roadway.  Excepting  a  few  of  the  older  naUona  In 
which  road  building  as  a  public  poUcy  was  begun  before  the  Christian 
era  this  situation  is  worid  wid^that  on  all  but  a  very  small  percentage 
of  the  world's  public  highways  the  traflic  is  dependent  upon  earth  or 
natnral-soU  roads.  ThU  is  apparently  no  more  true  of  the  newer  coun- 
tries of  the  W^eetem  Hemisphere  than  of  many  of  the  countries  whose 
clvIlUatlons  flourished  centuries  before  Columbus  first  sighted  the  lands 
of  Central  America.  There  Is  thla  difference,  however,  on  the  W^tern 
Hemisphere— many  thousands  of  miles  of  highways  wlU  finally  be 
brought  into  service  which  are  not  now  projected  or  conceived  as  possi- 
bilities within  any  reasonably  immediate  time,  and  of  these  latter  a  sub- 
stantial percentage  would  serve  at  once  important  purposes. 

Every  existing  fact,  therefore,  Justifies  the  following  principles  : 

(1)  The  earth  or  natural-soil  ro:id  is  the  pioneer  tjpe  of  highway 
Improvement  and  its  economic  possibilities  of  traflic  service  Justify 
the  application  of  the  hlgJiest  technical  skill  and  experience  to  Its  design 
and  construction. 

(2)  The  full  utility  of  the  earth  or  natural-soil  road  can  only  he 
realised  by  intensive  physical  and  chemical  researches  and  deUUed 
studies  both  in  the  field  and  in  the  laboratory  upon  the  exact  existing 
conditions  encountered  upon  each  proposed  or  projected  highway  and 
the  results  intelligently  applied  to  the  work  when  actually  undertaken. 

(3)  In  general,  the  development  of  the  major  pcrcenUge  of  the 
highway  mileage  for  sparsrfy  settled  areas  should  be  nnderUken  on  the 
stage^nstructJon  basis.     Under  such  a  policy  the  steps  to  be  logicaUy 

followed  are : 

First  stage:  The  layoot,  grading,  installation  of  drainage  structures, 
and  stabilisation  of  the  pioneer  natural  soil  road. 

Second  stage :  The  application  of  a  low-cost  wearing  surface. 

Third  stage.  The  further  addition  of  a  higher  type  surfacing — the 
particular  type  being  dicUted  by  considerations  of  traflic,  present  and 
prospective:  methods  of  financing,  and  aU  physical  conditions  having  a 
direct  or  Indirect  bearing. 

The  conditions  which  will  affect  a  projected  road.  Immediately  or  even- 
tually, may  be  separated  Into  two  general  claaaes,  external  and  Internal. 
The  efficiency  of  the  service  whidi  the  road  will  furnish  depends  upon 
the  degree  to  which  each  one  of  these  conditions  is  adequately  met 

1.  External  conditions: 

(a)  The  layout  of  the  highway  system  as  a  whole. 

(b)  The  location  with  respect  to  topography,  drainage,  rise  and  faU, 
extraordinary  flood,  snow,  extremes  of  temperature,  or  other  climatle 
conditions. 

(c)  Continuity  of  aervice  thpoui^ont  the  area. 

(d)  (Correlation  of  design  with  traffic  requirements,  speed,  width,  etc. 

It  Is  not  necesssry  to  develop  here  a  detailed  examination  of  the  ulti- 
mate relationship  of  each  one  of  these  conditions  to  natural  soli  roads. 
Much  progresa  has  been  made  toward  the  esUbllshment  of  good  stand- 
ards of  engineering  practice  In  respect  to  these  different  and  Important 
aspects.  The  criticism  may  be  fairly  made  that  two  kinds  of  mlatakea 
have  been  made  in  highway-engineering  practice.  There  has  been  too 
much  direct  use  of  certain  railroad-engineering  practioee  which  have 
faned  to  reeognlie  the  essential  difference  between  the  steam  locomo- 
tive and  the  motor  reblcle.  Atoo  there  baa  been  too  little  reroit  from 
eertain  major  features  of  design  fixed  by  anlmai-drawn  traflc,  aodi  aa 
alignment,  when  old  roads  have  been  improved  with  modem  sarCaeas. 
Here  tbe  essential  dlfletaDeaa  betwacs  aaimaMraam  and  aatomotlTa 


traffic  have  been  overlooked  aad  ttau  aerlow  handleapa  lipoaad  apon  th« 
never  tjpe  of  bicbway  tranwort  AU  of  these  mattera  are  reoelviDr 
constantly  more  attention,  but  there  is  a  whole  broad  field  offering  great 
opportunltiea  for  economy  which  is  not  receiving  tbe  attention  It  de- 
serves. It  may  be  said,  broadly  speaking,  to  be  almost  unknown.  For 
this  reason  a  somewhat  detailed  discussion  followa. 

INTEBNAL  CONDITIOKa 

These  are  the  conditions  inherent  In  the  earth  or  natoral  aoll  road 
because  of  characteristics  of  the  material  of  which  It  is  composed  and 
the  effect  of  the  other  related  factors. 

The  earth  road  may  be  considered  either  as  a  complete  (for  the  time 
t>eing)  facility  or  as  a  foundation  for  another  surface,  but  the  qualltlea 
which  are  essential  to  tbe  formation  of  an  adequate  foundation  are 
equally  desirable  in  the  unsurfaced  earth  road  (1),  (References  to  the 
bibliography  at  the  end  of  the  article  are  Indicated  by  a  numeral 
inclosed  in  parenthesis.) 

The  primary  requisites  of  a  good  earth  road  are :  (a)  Ability  of  the 
materials  to  compact  into  a  stable  and  fairly  dense  maaa ;  (b)  stability 
or  high  resistance  to  lateral  flow  under  load  ;  (c)  hardness  In  degree 
sufficient  to  resist  abrarion  under  trafiSc :  (d)  resistance  to  softening 
during  wet  weather  and  after  freezing;  and  (e)  resistance  to  excessive 
dusting  during  dry  weather. 

The  physical  properties  of  the  soil  which  contribute  to  the  qualities 
above  mentioned  are  as  follows : 

(a)  To  permit  proper  compaction  into  a  stable  and  fairly  dense  mass 
the  constituent  materials  of  the  soil  must  be  properly  graded,  and 
there  must  be  an  absence,  in  detrimental  amounts,  of  those  materials 
that  are  productive  of  elasticity,  or  that  property  of  the  soil  whicb 
causes  it  to  rebound  upon  removal  of  load.  The  poroalty  of  the  soil 
mass  when  most  densely  compacted  la  generally  not  leas  than  20  per 
cent   (2). 

(b)  To  produce  stability,  or  the  quality  of  resistance  to  lateral  flow 
under  load,  the  soil  should  have  high  Internal  friction  and  cohesion  in 
proportionate  degree  (1).  The  Influence  of  these  two  mechanical  prcp- 
ertiea  on  the  supporting  value  of  various  common  soil  la  Illustrated  in 
Table  1. 

While,  according  to  this  table,  cohesion  and  internal  friction  both 
contribute  to  high-support Ing  value,  their  influence  is  different.  The 
difference  Is  indicated  by  the  fact  that  in  soils  possessing  high  internal 
friction  but  little  cohesion,  an  increase  in  the  size  of  the  loaded  oroa, 
or  the  weighting  of  tbe  soil  adjacent  to  tbe  loaded  area  has  the  effect 
of  appreciably  increasing  the  unit  supporting  value  of  the  aolL  Thla 
is  not  true  for  soils  possessing  only  cohesion  (1). 

TABUD  1. — VaJuu  of  eeheaion  •mi  anglet  of  internal  friction  for  different 
toiU  and  their  influence  on  their  tupporting  value  tchen  they  ara 
loaded  over  a  lowf  narrow  atrip 


Oohesion 


Clay,  almost  liquid 

Clay,  very  soft 

Clay,  soft 

Clay,  fairly  stiff 

Clay,  stiff 

Clay,  very  stiff 

Silts,  wet  ' 

Sands,  dry 

Sand  predomlnatbig  with  some  clay 

Sand-gravel  mixtures,  cemented  > 


Pounds 
per  tquQTi 

ft 

100 

300 

400 

1,000 

1,500 

1^600 

0 

0 

400 

1.000 


Angle  of 
tntemal 
(rietian 


Dtfrtt* 

0 
2 
4 
6 
S 

u 

10 
M 

w 

M 


Support- 
ing valua 


Pounds 
per  squtri 
foci 
400 
864 
1,»7 
4,iN2 
SI  030 
12,S18 
43 
768 

e^aBs 

17,  B» 


*  In  silty  soils,  tte  angle  of  Internal  friction  may  vary  between  10  and  30  degrees  bat 
the  ootiMian  may  be  almost  0.  ^  .  .   , 

» In  properlv  graded  soils  (class  1).  depending  upon  the  extent  of  l?«lr  comp«ction, 
the  angle  oX  iniemal  friction  may  exceed  34  degrees  and  tbe  cohesion  may  be  consider- 
ably less  than  l.OOa 

(c)  Hardness  of  surface  is  furnished  by  the  presence  of  bard,  coarse 
particles  in  sufficient  amount  and  by  high  cohesion  in  the  binder  <2). 

(d)  To  resist  softening  in  wet  weather  the  binding  elements  of  the 
aoll  should  have  low  shrinkage  properties  so  that  In  dry  weather 
ahrinkage  fissures  will  not  form  and  thus  permit  tbe  free  entrance  of 
water  which  would  cauae  the  binder  to  expand  and  unseat  the  grains 
of  coarse  material.  A  small  amount  of  expansion  in  the  binder  Is 
desirable,  however,  since  It  tends  to  doae  the  surface  pores  when  tbe 
rain  begins  and  makes  the  slab  less  perrioos,  thus  protecting  the  inte- 
rior (2).  Bach  slight  expanaion  reduces  the  oapiUarity  which  la  pro- 
ductive of  ezceaaive  expanaion  during  frost  action. 

(e)  To  prevent  excessive  dusting  during  dry  weather  high  adhesion 
Bw^i  eobeilon  are  essential  properties. 

The  natural  soil  constltnenu  which  are  apt  to  exert  aa  Influence  •■ 
the  properties  just  referred  to  may  be  Bated  aa  follow* : 

Gravel,  particle  atae  larger  than  2  millimeters  (No.  10  screen). 

Coarae  aand,  partldca  between  0.25  millimeter  (No.  60  scrMo)  aad 
2  mllllmeten. 

rinc  sand,  particle  itee  betWMB  0.06  mllltaBeter  and  0.25  mlliimeter. 

aut,  partkle  atw  hatveai  0.006  mUllmeter  and  O.Ufi  mUlimcter. 
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CUy,  partlclrt  »iB«ner  than  0  005  mlllliBoter. 

Colloida.  p«rOcte«  probably  »maller  than  0.002  milUaieter,  bat  char- 
acter more  importaot  tban  particle  ilxe. 

Mica  flakea. 

I'iatoma. 

Orjcanlc  matter. 

Certain  chemical  coDStitncDts. 

Oravel  and  coarse  sand  are  hard  aod  possess  high  Internal  friction 
and  consequently  contribute  In  greatest  degree  to  the  hardness  and  sup- 
porting strength  of  the  soil,  especially  in  wet  weather.  They  possess  no 
cohesive,  capillary,  or  shrinkage  properties  (1)    (2). 

Fine  sand  adds  an  embedment  support  to  the  coarse  sand.  It  pos- 
sewtes  moderately  high  internal  friction  and  no  coheslTe,  shrinkage,  or 
appreciable  capillary  properties  (1)    (2). 

Silt,  when  dry  or  moderately  moist,  adds  embedment  for  the  sands. 
It  Is  subject  to  moderate  shrinkage,  however,  and  has  high  capillarity, 
which  U  productive  of  excessive  frost  heave.  When  wet  it  poaacascs 
bat  low  internal  friction  (seu  TaWe  1).  Uttle  or  no  cohesion,  and  lo«« 
stability  without  manipulation  (1). 

Clay  supplies  the  cohpsive  and  adhesive  bond  of  intensity  variable 
with  its  water  content  (2).  It  is  subject  to  expansion  on  absorption  of 
water  and  shrinkage  upon  drying  out. 

Certain  colloids  whose  character  U  not  thoroughly  understood  are 
elTective  for  adding  exceptionally  high  cohesion  and  resistance  to  erosion 
In  dry  weather.  Theee  coUolds  are  also  subject  to  excessive  expansion 
and  shrinkage. 

Mica  flakes,  diatoma,  and  organic  matter  are  productive  of  elasticity 
and  high  porosity  in  soils,  the  mica  flakes  probably  to  a  greater  degree 
tban  the  other  two.  In  addition,  mica  flakes  reduce  very  sppreclably  the 
cohesion  and  shrinkage  of  soils ;  diatoms  appreciably  rednce  the  shrink- 
age properties;  and  organic  matter  is  apt  to  increase  the  shrinkage 
propertiea 

Certain  chemical  conatltuents  such  as  lime  and  magnesium  which 
cause  flocculatlon  are  productive  of  elasticity  In  clays  and  are  apt  to 
increase   their  expansive   properties   under   prevalent  conditions. 

rrom  the  foregoing  discussion  the  desirable  composition  of  a  suitable 
and  effective  road  soil  is  as  follows : 

(a)  A  snfBcient  anount  of  gravel  to  furnish  the  desired  hardness  of 
■arface. 

(b)  Bnoogh  clay  to  cement  the  sand  and  silt  In  dry  or  low  moisture 
condition:  but  not  so  much  that  Its  expansion  in  the  presence  of  water 
will  dialocate  the  seating  snd  embedment  bond  of  the  granular  particles. 

(c)  A  liberal  amoont  of  coarse  sand  grains  to  furnish  an  adequate 
seating  or  hearing  bond  not  materially  affected  by  water  content. 

(d>  Only  moderate  amounts  of  silt  and  very  fine  sand.  The  fine  sand 
has  some  valne  in  adding  an  embedment  support  to  the  coarser  sand, 
and  silt  performs  a  similar  function  under  low  moisture  conditions. 

(e)  A  superahondaace  of  silt,  of  very  fine  sand,  and  especially  of 
day,  tend,  when  it  rains,  to  reduce  percolation  and  to  hold  larger 
amounts  ot  water  in  the  sUb.  with  the  result  that  the  lower  Uqnid  limits 
of  tbs  fine  ingredlcnu  are  more  rapidly  approached  and  the  stability  of 
the  slab  more  rapidly  weakened  (2). 

(f)  reldspathic  or  alaty  types  are  objectionable  because  of  their 
softness.  Mica  flakes  are  objectionable  because  of  their  elastic  prop- 
erties, and  organic  matter  is  objectionable  because  of  both  Its  elastic 
and  shrinkage  properties. 

To  folflll  the  above  conditions,  the  soil  mortar — that  portion  con- 
sisting of  particles  passing  the  No.  10  sieve — should  have  a  grading  by 
weight  as  follows: 

CUy.  5  to  8  per  cent;  silt.  12  to  20  per  cent;  fine  sand,  23  to  27 
per  cent :  coarse  sand,  45  to  80  per  cent. 

When  the  gravel  exceeds   16  per  cent  of  the  total  a  slight  Increase 
in  the  clay  content  may  be  allowed,  but  the  latter  should  never  exceed 
about  10  per  cent  of  the  total  volume.     Angularity  of  the  sand  grains 
~^vill  probably  iserease  their  effectiveness. 

In^-addltion  to  the  above  grading,  the  soil  mortar  ahoold  hare  a 
lineal  shrinkage  of  less  than  D  (1),  and  a  plasticity  index  approxi- 
mately equal  t(^— 

lower  llqnid  limit— 14 
1.61 
The  grading  of  particles  larger  than  0.074  millimeter  may  be  deter- 
mined by  means  of  sieve  analysis  snd  that  of  the  particles  smaller  than 
0.074  millimeter  by  means  of  the  Booyoucos  hydrometer  method  (3>. 

The  lineal  shrinkage  value  is  obtained  by  means  of  the  Rose  test  (4). 
The  lower  Ilqaid  liaalt  and  plasticity  index  are  obtained  by  meana  of 
the  Atterhcrg  plaatlcity  tests  (5). 

I>rtinent  to  the  construction  of  earth  roads  it  has  been  suggested 
that  spreading  the  loose  material  in  one  layer  (about  12  inches  thick 
where  a  consolidated  depth  of  about  8  inches  is  desired)  prevents  the 
formation  of  a  weak  stratified  structure  which  is  apt  to  result  from 
the  applieatioa  of  the  material  In  thin  layers  (2).  Also  consolida- 
tion of  the  loose  material  from  the  bottom  upward  is  most  effective. 
Flat  rollevs  for  thia  purpose  are  valueless,  and  a  real  need  exists  for  a 
Biultiple-rlm  type  of  roller  (2).  A  sheep's-foot  roller  also  should  be 
effective  for  this  purpose. 

rurthcnaore,    it    has   bsea    observed    that    soil    layers    which,    while 
green  ars  rsdnced  hqr  ralas  t*  a  soft  mod  stau  and  us  thorooghly 


show  markedly  greater  strength   than   those   that  are  packed 
less  moisture  (2). 

STABILISINO    BAaTH    K0AD8    BT    TBKATlflNT 

the  soil  materials  are  not  such  as  to  furnish  stable  road  snr- 

their  deficiencies  must  be   remedied   by   means   of  admixtures   in 

combination  with  manipuiatlcn.     The  mixing  and  manipulation  may  be 

accc^npllahed  by  means  of  special  methods,  such  as  plowing,  harrowing, 

etc. ;  by  the  action  of  traffic ;  or  by  a  combination  of  both. 

selection  of  the  proper  admixtures  depends  not  only  upon  their 

Individual  influence   on   the   stability   of  soils  but   also   upon   the 

deficiencies  to  be  remedied  in  a  particular  soil.     Both  may  be  disclosed 

he  mechanical  analysis   in  combination   with   the  relatively   simple 

tests  which  furnish  information  In  regard  to  the  plasticity  and  the 

limit  of  the  soil   (6)    (7).  the  former  indicating  deficiency  in 

gra4lQg  and  the  latter  deficiencies  in  character. 

lower  liquid   limit,  less   than   20,   for   Instance,   combined   with   a 

pla^city    index   of  xei-o,   indicates  n    round-grained,    coheslonless   sand. 

lower  liquid  limit  of  a  similar  sand,  but  consisting  of  angular  In- 

of  round  grains,  may  be  as  bigh  as  30. 

L^wer  liquid  limits  varying  between  20  and  35  with  plasticity  index 

greater  than  ^"^^''  "q"'d  "mit— 14    jn^^ate  sllty  soils  with  some 

and  sand.     Similar  lower  liquid  limits  with  larger  plasticity  Indices 
ind^irate  similar  soils  containing  small  percentages  of  colloidal  glue. 

liquid  limits  greater  than  about  35  with  high  plasticity  Indices 

lower  liquid  limit— 14  combined  with  low  shrinkage  limits 

1.07 
218-lower^Jlquld    limit   ^^^^^^^    ^^^    ^^^^   ^,   ^^,j^.^ 

colU)lds  with  their  high  cohesive,  shrinkage,  and  expansive  properties. 

Uqnid  limits  greater  than  about  40  with  plasticity  indices  Vnw 
.^„t    lower   liquid^limlt-14  ^^^   .bri^^age   limits   exceeding   30 

ind  cates   elastic   silts.      If  heating   the  soil   reduces   Its   plasticity,    the 

of  the  elasticity  is  probably  organic  matter,   and  the  microscope 

serve   to  disclose   the  presence   of  mica   or   diatoms   as   causative 
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(Ikay  soils  flocculated  by  the  presence  of  calcium  effervesce  when 
trei  ited  with  dilute  hydrochloric  add. 

•:  'o  illustrate  how  Information  of  this  character  now  being  furnished 
by  the  snbgrade  investlgationa  of  the  United  States  Bureau  of  PubUc 
Roiids  may  serve  to  guide  experimentation  in  the  treatment  of  earth 
roads,  the  following  art>itrary  examples  are  given.  In  considering  these 
examples  one  should  keep  in  mind  the  two  essentials  for  stability, 
naitely,  cohesion  and  internal  friction;  that  the  size  of  particle  below 
wh  ch  internal  friction  becomes  very  small  and  appreciable  cohesion 
dev  tlops  is  about  0.005  millimeter ;  and,  furthermore,  that  the  stability 
of  wo  materials  equal  in  cohesion  depends  upon  their  relative  Internal 
fri(  tion,  and  that  of  two  materials  equal  in  internal  friction  depends 
np<n  their  relative  cohesion  (1). 

AODINO    COARSS    MATEBIAti 

;  according  to  mechanical  analysis,  the  soil  Is  deficient  in  coarse 
and  If   in   addition   it   has  some  plasticity   and   low-shrinkage 
(sllty  clays),  the  admixture  should  consist  of  coarse,   gran- 
materials  such   as   sand.   slag,   gravel,   or   crushed    stone.     In   this 
coi^nection,  it  has  been  observed   In  some  instances  that  the  cfflciency 
rounded    gravel    is    increased    considerably    by    either    cruahing    into 
aniular    fragments   or    by    adding   angular    fragments    to    the    rounded 
ma  erlal. 
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the  natural  soil  Is  a  clay  and  possesses  high  plasticity   and  high 

_  ,  It  might  be  benefited  by  treatment  before  the  coarse  material 

tdded.      If  available,   silt   could   be   mixed   with   the   clay,   otherwise 

attempt   should   be   made   to   reduce  lt.s   shrinkage   properties    wlth- 

reduclng  too   greatly   Its   plasticity.      This    might    be   accomplished 

adding   materials   such   as   hydrated   lime,    for  Instance,    or   possibly 

chemicals  to  raise  its  shrinkage  limit,  or  penetrative  bituminous 

makerlals   sprayed   on    in    the    form    of   a   lean    emulsion    to   reduce   the 

moisture  capacity  of  the  clay.     Shrinkage  limits  of  good  binder  clays 

approach  86-lower^llquld  limit 

the    soil    contains    an    abundance    of    coarse    material    and    lacks 

and    silt,    cohesive    materials    obviously    must    be    added.      In    this 

either    a    proper    clay    binder    may    be   added    or    the    coheslonless 

material    may    be    treated    with    a    high-penetrative    bituminous 

mi^ertal  and  covered  with  a  blotting  layer  of  granular  material. 

(   the   soil,   according   to    mechanical   analysis,    has    proper   grading 

possesses    both    low    plasticity    and    shrinkage,    the    addition    of    a 

cohesive  material  may  prove  beneficial.     For  this  purpose  it  Is  possible 

the  gluey  colloids  which  are  detrimental  to  soil  in  large  amounts 

prove  beneficial   when   present   in   very  small   amounts.      Betonlte, 

Instance,  added  in  the  laboratory  to  a  fine  sandy  loam  in  amounts 

exceeding  3  per  cent  has  the  effect  of  introducing  plasticity  and 

to  erosion  without  increasing   the   shrinkage    in   detrimental 

Admixtures  of  lean  bituminous  emulsions,  referred  to  above, 

might  serre  this  purpose  very  elBcienUj. 
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■mFAca  TaaATinwT  o»  aAana  boads 

Elastic  soils  should  not  be  surface  treated  untU  after  their  elastic 
properties  have  been  eliminated  by  means  of  admixtures  used  in  stage 
construction. 

Slltv  soils  containing  neither  clay  nor  coarse  material  in  appre- 
ciable amounts  are  apt  to  soften  and  lose  stability,  due  to  water  enter- 
ing by  capillarity  from  below,  even  without  manipulation.  Therefbre, 
they  should  always  be'stablllxed  before  being  surface  treated  (1). 

Compacted  clay  soils,  in  contrast,  may  not  suffer  appreciably  from 
capillary  moisture  entering  from  below,  but  are  apt  to  soften,  due  to 
presence  of  water  Introdnced  from  above  In  combination  with  manipu- 
lation. In  this  case,  therefore,  a  surface  treatment  of  bituminous  ma- 
terial covered  with  a  blotting  layer  of  granular  material  which  prevents 
the  clay  from  absorbing  water  from  above  has  been  demonstrated  to  be 
benrtlcial. 

The  surface-treating  roads  consisting  of  compacted  and  well-bonded 
graded  materials,  such  as  good  topsoil,  sand-clay,  sand-gravel,  etc.,  the 
procedure  is  to  thoroughly  clean  the  surface,  apply  flrjt  a  suitable 
priming  material  and  a  bituminous  binder,  after  which  the  road  is  cov- 
ered with  a  blotting  layer  of  granular  material  and  rolled  (8),  (9), 
(10),  (11). 

This  type  of  treatment  has  proved  satlsfhctory  and  is  beln»  used 
extensively  for  the  Improvement  of  earth  roads  in  the  United  States. 
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caiice.  by  Charles  Teraaghi.      (Public  Roads,  vol.  7,  No.  8.  October,  1926.) 

(7)  Present  Status  of  Subgrade  SoU  Testing,  by  C.  A.  Hogentogler, 
(^harles  Tersaghl,  and  A.  M.  Wintermyer.  (Public  Roads,  voL  9,  No.  1, 
March,  1928.) 

.  (8)  Report  of  Investigation  of  Low-Cost  Improved  Roads,  by  C.  M. 
Connw.  Proceedings  Seventh  Annual  Meeting  Highway  Research  Board, 
1928. 

(9)  Light  Asphaltic  Oil-Road  Surfaces,  by  C.  L.  McKesson  and  W.  N. 
Frickstad.      (Public  Roads,  vol.  8,  No.  7,  September,  1927.) 

(10)  Report  on  the  Connecticut  Avenue  Bxperlmental  Road.  (PubUc 
Roads,  vol.  9,  No.  3.  May,  1928.) 

(11)  Surface  Treatinent  of  Top-Soil  Roads,  by  J.  T.  Pauls.  (PnbUc 
Roads,  vol.  8.  No.  9,  November,  1927.) 

PxnKBAL    HlOHWAT    LXGISLATIOW 

(Prepared  by  Senator  Taskek  L.  Oddib  and  submitted  by  the  delegation 
on    the    part   of   the    United    States   of   America    to   the    Second    Pan 
American  Highway  Congress,  Rio  de  Janeiro,  August  16  to  31,  1929) 
There  is  a   large  and  very   cordial   Interest  In   the   United   States  of 
America  in  the  project  of  a  great  system  of  Inter-Amerlcan  highways  to 
establish  more  fully  that  universal  ease  of  communication  necessary  as  a 
stable  foundation  for   muCual   understanding,   good   will,   and  peace  be- 
tween the  sovereign  nations.     Out  of  our  own  experience  hag  grown  a 
great  faith  that  the  undertaking  is  possible;  that  the  requirements  are 
not  beyond   the   possiblUtles   of  each   nation   to  fulfill   within   its  own 
borders,  and   that  once   an  adequate  plan   Is  established   to  administer 
and    finance    progress    becomes    increasingly    easier    rather    than    more 
difficult. 

To  indicate  in  a  general  way  the  formulation  of  a  comprehensive 
national  plan  It  may  be  of  interest  to  present  a  brief  history  of  the  road 
leglalaUon  of  the  United  States  under  which  Its  extensive  national  high- 
way system  is  being  constructed.  Such  a  review  has  the  advantage  of 
disclosing  thase  elements  of  weakness  and  causes  of  delays,  as  weU  as 
those  of  successful  progress  In  the  long  struggle  to  secure  an  adequate 
plan. 

Road  conditions  and  construction  in  the  United  States  were  generally 
unsatisfactory  until  the  first  Federal  aid  road  law  was  passed  in  1916. 
Under  this  law  the  United  States  Government  adopted  the  poUcy  of 
aiding  the  States  in  the  construction  of  rural  post  roads  to  be  selected 
by  the  States  by  furnishing  not  more  than  half  the  cost  of  construction. 
It  provided  that  each  State  must  first  create  a  highway  department  to 
initiate,  supervise,  and  construct  these  roads  In  order  that  it  might  re- 
ceive the  benefits  of  the  law. 

FBDBSAL    AID    UAW    AMKNOEO 

In  1921  the  law  was  materially  an»en»led,  and  under  it  the  pressnt 
Federal-sid  -highway  system  was  established.  It  prorides  that  tlie 
National  Oovemment,  through  the  Burem  ot  PnbUa  a«ad%  maax  gtss 


pKfecsnes  to  sncb  projects  wbi<^  will  expedite  tbs  completion  of  an 
adequate  and  con»ecte4  systMs  of  taigbways  iaterstats  in  ebaractsr.     It 

also  provides  that  the  States  designate,  through  their  highvray  departs- 
ments,  a  system  of  highways  not  to  exceed  7  per  cent  of  their  total 
highway  mileage  on  which  the  National  Government's  funds  are  to  be 
spent  It  also  recognises  the  regponsiblllty  of  the  National  (Govern- 
ment by  providing  for  its  building  and  paying  for  roads  in  the  national 
forests  and  national  parks  which  It  owna  It  also  provides  for  the  pay- 
ment by  the  National  Government  of  more  than  one-half  the  cost  of 
roads  in  States  containing  pubUc  lands  owned  by  the  National  OoTern- 

ment. 

The  appropriations  by  tbs  National  Government  to  the  States  for 
road  construction  are  based  on  a  formula  which  embraces  their  area, 
road  mileage,  and  population. 

The  Constltntlon  of  the  United  States  grants  authority  to  tlie  Na- 
tional Oovemment  to  aid  the  States  in  the  building  of  a  national  systCM 
of  highways  under  certain  national  needs,  including  the  Postal  Service 
ciaoso  under  which  the  transportation  of  the  mails  wiU  be  facUlUted  ; 
commerce  claase  under  which  the  natural  and  commercial  resources  of 
the  Individual  States  can  be  developed  and  a  steady  and  uninterrupted 
flow  of  commerce  between  them  carried  on;  the  national-defense 
clause,  which  wiU  provide  for  adequate  defense  of  the  Nation  in  time 
of  war;  and  the  general-welfare  clause,  which  is  broad  enough  to  en- 
compass within  itself  such  an  undertaking.  After  an  experience  of 
more  than  a  decade  the  benefits  derived  from  a  large  annual  national  mmd 
State  program  are  so  immeasurably  greater  than  were  foreseen  that  a 
most  Uberal  interpretation  of  the  basic  law  of  the  Nation,  ttie  Constitu- 
tion, is  more  than  Justified. 

In  a  specific  way,  the  building  of  improved  roads  contributes  to  the 
general  prosperity  of  the  country  and  its  pesple  by  the  eUminatlon  of 
waste,  the  encouragement  of  new  industries,  and  the  making  available 
of  new  resources;  it  makes  possible  better  standards  of  Uving  by  the 
improvement  of  the  social,  educational,  and  poUtical  conditions;  tt 
extends  farm  mark^s ;  it  Increases  land  values;  and  it  has  a  marked 
infiuenoe  in  decentrallaaUon  of  industry  and  congestion  of  popuUtion 
in  small  areas.  In  brtrf,  improved  roads,  extending  continuity  of 
serrloe  throughout  a  nation,  together  with  tHe  motor  vehicle,  provide 
a  self-contained  method  of  transportaUon  wholly  adequate  wltliin  its 
economic  fields  and  absolutely  necessary  as  a  supplement  to  every  other 
known  type  of  transportation. 

Federal  aid  in  the  form  of  flnonelal  and  engineering  assistance  has 
not  stifled  local  inlUatlve  but,  on  tbe  other  hand,  has  greaUy  stimuUtsd 
it  One  of  the  weaknesses  of  the  United  States  highway  legisUtion  has 
been  the  lag  In  Federal  funds  behind  the  amounts  of  funds  eagerly  sup- 
plied by  the  States.  This  le«islatlon  has  wUhstood  for  over  a  decade 
visorous  attacks  in  the  Federal  Congress  by  those  who  have  failed  to 
accept  a  constitutional  authority  or  have  been  unwilling  to  support  a 
policy  of  all  sections  contributlag  in  proportion  to  the  abiUty  of  each 
to  advance  tbe  common  good,  the  evidence  of  which  is  Indisputable. 

KSSEITTLAL    FBINCtFUDB    0»    HJfJHWAY     UMIBLATIOM 

Out  of  the  whole  of  the  experience  with  Federal  road  poUcles  in  the 
United  States  certain  principles  stand  out  as  the  most  essential  In  any 
successful  national  highway  legislation,  fully  accepting  the  widely  vary- 
ing conditions  between  the  countries  themselves.  Perhaps  the  more 
Important  are  these: 

1.  fn  the  nations  large  in  are*  and  In  which  the  states  or  prrrrinces 
have  sovereign  powers  the  very  Urge  dimensions  of  tbe  physical  and 
the  financial  problems  involved  in  providing  adequate  highways  point  to 
a  broad  policy  of  cooperation  between  nation  and  state,  th*  costs 
being  divided  between  them,  the  direct  conduct  of  tbe  work  to  be  by  the 
state,  under  general  supervision  by  the  federal  government 

2.  In  the  nations  not  so  large  in  area,  it  may  be  featfble  to  conduct 
the  major  road  building  by  tbe  federal  agency  alone,  but  even  under 
this  plan  the  organization  must  operate  on  a  divisional  basis;  that  is, 
through  dtstrtct  organisations  p«Tnanently  established  with  Jurisdic- 
tion within  areas  smaU  enough  so  that  the  directing  personnel  may 
become   ftimillar   with   the   everyday   conditions   throughout   tbe   whole 

area. 

3.  Segat^ess  of  whether  the  federal  goTemmcnt  operates  In  co- 
operation with  the  states  and  provinces  or  in  direct  control,  it  is 
essential  to  have:  (a)  sdminlstratlon  of  the  federal  and  state  pubUe 
works  or  highway  organiMtlon  by  competent  trustworthy,  and  techni- 
cally trained  experts,  whose  tenure  of  (Mce  is  not  Jeopardised  by  politi- 
cal changes  during  a  faithful  performance  of  their  duties;  (b)  their 
eompensstlon  should  be  wholly  paid  by  the  federal  and  state  govern- 
ments on  a  basis  consistent  with   their  training  and  their  productive 

abiUty. 

4.  The  hi^way  system  should  be  planned  on  a  national  baiAs.  to 
provide  connections  and  comraunlcations  between  all  sectlona 

5.  (Generally  speaking,  the  system  as  a  whole  should  be  developed  as 
nearly  ss  possible  with  tbe  lower-eost  types  of  roadways  to  the  point 
where  traffic  conttnulty  Is  possible,  the  higher-type  improvement  to 
fbllow  as  needed. 

6.  Tfce  dMaloo  of  cost  should  be  equitably  fixed  between  the  federal 
govenuBMrt  and  the  state,  with  provision  for  greater  aid  to  tbe  more 
undeveloped  sections. 
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7.  Tb«  ino«t  Important  matter  of  all  Is  to  proTide  for  cootiaaons  and 
adequate  maiotenance.  Kveryday  maiotenancc  la  tho  very  keynote  of 
blgbway  UnproTement  and  aerrice  ecooomy. 

■VCCATIOIf  AWD  PlOHIBrnON 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Mr.  President,  I  present  for  Incorporation 
in   tbe  EUaooBO  two  articles  on  Edacation  and  Prohibition  by 
^-Dr.  EmcMt  H.  ClierrinKton,  LL.  D.,  Lltt  D.,  general  secretary 
of  tl»  World  League  Against  Alcoholism. 

The  VICE  PKBSIDENT.     Without  objection  it  La  so  ordered. 
The  articles  are  as  follows: 

To  tell  tlie  truth  aboot  the  bererage  aae  of  alcohol,  !t«  e€«ctB  npon 
the  indivUtoal  and  aoclety  and  the  ataggerlug  coat  of  auch  Indulgence 
affecting  the  health,  morals,  and  prosperity  of  the  race,  tbe  conm unity 
an<l  the  prraonal  OBlt,  ia  Imperative  If  the  people  of  America  are  to  be 
cqalpp*>il  to  make  iwoad  Jadgmcnta  on  the  wladom  or  unwisdom  of 
national  prohibition. 

The  future  of  thla  policy  depends  upon  the  reality  of  an  educatlooal 
campttlcn  which  wlU  not  he  dlrerted  Into  mere  propaganda  nor  will 
be  unduly  conct-med  with  political  or  administrative  problenu. 

There  are  many  misconceptiona  concerning  what  actually  constitutes 
general  educational  work  on  the  prohibition  question.  While  it  is 
indisputable  that  reference  most  be  made  to  legislative  mattera  ia  order 
that  dtispons  might  be  informed  concerning  tbe  exact  stetus  of  this 
^estion  on  tbo  law  books,  and  while  the  records  or  attitudes  of  public 
men,  whether  in  otics  or  candidates  for  office,  most  be  furnished  con- 
stituents who  desire  to  know  whether  these  men  would  promote  or 
Jeopardise  this  highly  Importsnt  public  policy  and  while  Information 
concerning  the  progreaa  of  enforcement  has  a  sound  relation  to  rarloua 
phaaes  of  thla  qnesUon.  none  of  these  are  the  foremost  importance  In 
any  edocstlooal  campaign. 

Regnrdleaa  of  tbe  pendnlomlike  swing  of  political  parties,  the  tactics 
of  enforcement  officers  who  sometlmea  rely  more  upon  "drives"  than 
npon  a  fixed  policy  or  the  not  always  representative  action  of  State 
leglaiatures  eoitslderlng  enforcement  measures,  tbe  real  purpose  of  any 
educational  program  concerned  with  prohibition  is  frankly  and  dispas- 
alonntely  to  set  forth  the  scientific  snd  economic  and  aodal  facts  con- 
cerning the  beverage  use  of  alcohol,  presenting  data  so  commonly  sc- 
eepted  aa  to  be  almost  axlomatle. 

Underlying  all  education  on  this  question  there  should  be  s  plain 
stateasent  of  jnst  what  beverage  alcohol  actually  is — s  narcotic  haWt- 
farming  drag.  As  Dr.  Conrtenay  C.  Weeks.  M.  R.  C.  8..  L.  B.  C.  P..  of 
London,  very  recently  said  In  saassdng  up  the  opinion  of  science  on  this 
point ; 

"Alcohol  numbs  the  cortex,  dethrones,  be  It  ever  so  slightly,  the 
crown  of  evolutionary  progreea,  dulls  the  pain,  stills  the  conflict — but 
the  muse  reaudns.  While  tbe  alcohol  is  at  work  tbe  unfortunate  suf- 
ferer is  poaseesed  by  the  euphoria  which  he  calls  '  stlmuUtlon.'  Tbe 
'  stimulation '  Is  but  the  temporary  and  dearly  bought  reUef  from  the 
conactoosDees  of  disbsrmony.  it  Is  but  the  other  side  of  tbe  paralysis 
of  tbe  higher.  It  Is,  in  a  aentence,  almply  the  result  of  a  deadening 
of  tbe  power  of  appreciation ;  it  has  secured  a  fligbt  from  reality  into 
the  illusion  of  narcosis. 

"Alcohol  does  nothing,  absolutely  nothing,  to  remove  the  cause,  al- 
though It  deadens  the  power  of  appreciating  tbe  result.  If  Its  action  be 
sought  cootlnnoosly  or  frequently,  then  deeper  drafts  are  coifttantly 
called  for.  until  st  last,  and  Indeed  only  too  often,  the  euphoria  ends 
In  an  anitetfaeata  to  all  that  te  highest  and  best." 

Tbe  talae  conception  of  alcohol  as  a  beverage  which  can  be  used 
harmlessly,  or  at  least  with  such  a  minimum  of  harm  that  society  may 
tolerate  It.  mnst  be  removed.  This  Is  absolutely  fundamenUl  to  any 
aonnd  instmctlon  on  the  liquor  question. 

One  phase  of  the  peril  to  the  individnsl  Involved  in  beverage  alcohol 
Is  set  forth  in  the  health  data  ao  easily  accessible  in  every  State.  It  Is 
slgnlflcsnt  thst  the  United  States  Census  Bureau's  figures  show  sn  amax- 
Ing  decreaae  ia  the  death  rate  during  the  prohibition  regime.  This 
decrease  is  equivalent  to  the  aaving  of  approximately  200.000  Uvea  per 
year.  In  that  saving,  prohibition  was  indisputably  a  determining  fac- 
tor. Tbe  part  played  by  alcohol  in  lowering  resistance  to  dlaeaae.  In 
increasing  opportunities  of  Infection,  in  establishing  centers  of  con- 
tagion, besides  seriously  affecting  such  vital  organs  as  the  heart,  liver, 
and  kidneys,  can  not  be  ignored  or  faced  with  equanimity.  In  this 
connection  it  is  noteworthy  that  the  records  of  two  States — New  York 
and  Maryland,  which  have  been  notorious  for  nonenforcement  of  pro- 
hibition— have  not  ahared  in  equal  ratio  with  the  rest  of  tbe  country 
ia  ttila  drop  in  thm  death  rate. 

The  decrease  in  alcoholic  psychoses,  the  fact  that  reported  deaths 
from  slcohoUsas^-ln  spite  of  the  very  much  greater  present  accaracy  in 
such  report* — are  tar  fewer  than  they  were  under  the  license  rCiglme, 
the  rarity  of  dellrlnm  tremens  even  in  those  hospitals  or  those  com- 
munities where  once  this  waa  lamentably  common  and  the  disappearance 
of  all  but  a  few  of  the  275  drink  cures  which  were  once  crowded  with 
patients,  are  important  straws  showing  tbe  wind's  direction.  Tbe  re- 
intton  between  paohlMtlon  and  the  public  health  Is  placarded  on  aU  our 
health  data.  It  eaa  not  be  ignored  la  any  edocattoaal  presiam  that 
tooches  this  vital 
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While  the  immediate  effect  of  alcohol   is   upon    the   individual,   the 
far-reaching  and  more  important   results  are  felt   by  society   st 
Modem  clvlHiatlon  ia  so  highly  complex  that  the  presence  of 
considersble  group  who  are  alcoholized,  however  slightly ,  is  a  social 
The  millions  of  automobiles  on  our  public  highways  are,  each 
them,  arguments  in  favor  of  the  absolute  prohibition  of  this  drug, 
is  no  wonder  that   Henry  Ford,  who  upon   this  theme  speaks  as  aa 
.  in  face  of  25,000.000  automobiles  owned  by  America's  7  per  cent 
the  world's  population,  asserts  that  he  would  withdraw  from  manu- 
facturing  if   prohibition   were   repealed.     The   Irresponsibility    which    Is 
natural  consequence  of  Indulgence  in   intoxicants  makes  the  auto- 
ing  moderate  consumer  of  beer  a  social  liability. 
The   railroads   long   ago    recognised    the    needless    hazard    created    by 
J  intoxicants,  and  in  their  Rule  Q  forbade  their  use  by  any  em- 
ployees either  on  or  off  duty.     The  same  absolute  abstinence  is  impera- 
for  the  aviator,  the  chauffeur,   the  operator  of  any  of  our   high- 
speed machinery.     It  is  a  basic  requirement  for  the  surgeon.     The  steel 
wirker,  the  telegraph  operator,  the  motorman — In  fact,  practically  the 
ole  body  of  workers  who  do  not  labor  Isolated  from  their  fellows — 
not  with  safety  dull  their   minds  and   shatter   their  nerve  by  this 
p^rtial  paralysis.     These  truths  need  to  be  deeply  Impressed  upon  the 
nds  of  all  who  are  studying  the  liquor  problem.     They  do  not  constl- 
propaganda.     They  are  basic   facts.     No  purple  language  can  dla- 
tliem.      They   merely   express    the  undeniable   truth   that   beverage 
alcohol   has   no    place    In   this   high-speed,    closely    interlocking    civllisa- 
but  belongs  to  a  alower  and  a  lower  mode  of  life. 
The  economic  phases  of   prohibition   have   twofold   Hi)n»lfl<'ance.      Un- 
a4Bailable.  because  of  their  unprejudiced  character,   since   thoy  are  col- 
not    for   propaganda    use   but    for   financial    and    industrial   pur- 
the  business  indicators  of  the  Nation  offer  testimony  both  to  the 
tremendous  economic  value  of  prohibition    (In   spite  of  existing 
weaknesses   in   enforcement)    and   equally    to   the   generality   of   Its   ac- 
ceptance and  observance  by  the  people  of  the  country.     Such  outstanding 
as  RogCT  Babson ;  Prof.  Irving  Fisher,  of  Yale ;  Prof.  Thomas  N. 
rver.    of    Harvard ;    Prof.    Herman    Feldman,    of    Dartmouth ;    Prof. 
H.  Nystrom,  of  Columbia:   Henry  Ford ;   R.   H.  Scott,  of  tbe  Reo 
Motor   Co. — to   cite   only   a    few    amontc    hosts    of   Induatrlal    leaders — 
rcocniae    that    prohibition    Is    an    outstanding    force    In    our    current 
p^spertty.     Some  of  these  suthorlties  upon  American  business  condi- 
even  insist  that  prohibition  is  largely  responsible  for  this  current 
pf^)sp«>Tlty. 

The  diversion  of  billions  of  dollars   formerly  destructively  spent  for 
but  now  constructively  expended  in  legitimate  business  hss  devel- 
hom«  msrkets  for  our  producte  and  has  enabled  our  factorlea  to 
continue  their  mass  production  at  increasing  rates.     On  the  side  of  pro- 
diction,  ss  Herbert  Hoover  pointed  out  while  he  was  Secretary  of  Com- 
efficiency  under  prohibition  has  tremendously  Increased  far  beyond 
result  due  to  such  factors  aa  Improved  machinery  and  better  man- 
a^lal  methoda. 

Home   owning,    savings  accounts,    life    insurance,    automobile    buying. 

d  nearly  every  other  pliase  of  our  economic  life  have  been  strikingly 

ejected  by  this  increased  efficiency  of  the  producer  and  enlarged  buying 

of  the  consumer.     The  diversion  of  billions  of  dollars  from  busl- 

and  tbe  decrease  in  the  productive  efficiency  of  the  worker  which 

be  inevitable  under  the  return  of  the  beer  pail,  would  be  destruc- 

to  this  economic  prosperity,  which  Is  at  once  at  least  partially,  the 

It  of  prohibition  and  the  demonstration  of  Its  observance  to  a  far 

grater  degree  than  Its  enemies  are  willing  to  admit 

Facts  such  as  these  are  the   natural   corollaries   of  the   prohibition 
They  are  ss  Important  a  phase  of  Instruction  on  this  question 
the   physiological    effect    of   abstinence    or    nonabstlnence    from    in- 
t4xicant8. 

The  moral  phases  of  prohibition  may  not  be  ignored.  Originally  this 
o^vement  had  a  purely  moral  basis.  The  social  and  economic  elemente 
ettered  later.  The  moral  base  remains,  although  often  underemphaslaed 
b  >cauae  of  the  immediate  appeal  made  by  other  feature's  of  this  question. 
I  owever,  the  decrease  In  drtnk-caused  crime,  the  substitution  of  whole- 
amusements  and  sports  for  drunken  rowdyism  and  riotous  prodi- 
gally, the  practical  disappearance  of  the  once  familiar  drunken  nuisance 
Infested  our  streets  and  public  places,  all  have  a  relation  to  public 
i4oral8.  Then,  too,  tbe  propriety  of  a  great  Nation,  at  least  nominally 
Christian,  legalising  an  admittedly  evil  custom  which,  according  to  the 
c  >urt8.  was  the  greatest  source  of  crime.  pauperiHm,  and  misery,  is  dlffi- 
to  defend.  Neither  was  there  dignity  in  the  upectacle  of  our  com- 
i^unities  seeking  revenue  from  licenses  for  such  beverages.  The  moral 
of  the  question  must  always  underlie  the  principles  upon  which 
drobibition  rests.  They  should  be  recognized  In  every  educational 
irogram  on  this  theme. 

The  provision  of  literature  on  all  these  phases  of  the  problem  Is  im- 
dortant.  As  In  all  educational  work,  the  various  types  of  mind  to  he 
I  packed  must  be  considered.  While  the  facta  concerning  the  incon- 
iruity  of  beverage  alcohol  in  a  civilisation  like  that  which  is  dominant 
1  a-daj  must  be  scientiflcally  correct,  they  need  not  always  be  stated  in 
identiflc  terminology.  They  need  Interpretation,  rephrasing.  Not  alone 
^ust  the  mental  qualities  of  various  groups  be  considered  in  the  iasusnce 
■ocfa  educational  literature  but  other  dlfferencee  must  be  recognised. 
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The  same  type  of  prohlhltloB  educational  material  can  not  be  provided 
for  youth  that  is  provided  for  the  alien.  Those  who  have  long  reside*] 
In  communities  under  prohibition  Isw  will  not  always  require  the  same 
primary  Instruction  that  Is  necessary  for  those  whose  experience  with 
prohibition  is  limited  to  the  type  of  enforcement  prevalent  in  some  of 
our  Isrge  cities  which  were  not  dry  before  the  adoption  of  the  eighteenth 
amendment. 

While  the  school  curricula  In  many  States  Include  Instruction  on  the 
alcohol  question,  such  instruction  can  never  be  sufficient.  Text  books, 
notoriously,  csn  not  he  up  to  the  moment  Their  timeliness  begins  to 
decrease  from  the  date  of  publication.  The  continuous  stream  of  new 
facts  must  be  presented  to  the  people  while  they  are  news,  alive,  in- 
trinsically interesting.  The  press,  the  pamphlet,  the  pulpit,  and  the 
platform  may  here  find  valnable  opportunities.  Churches  and  socisl 
organisations  through  the  specialized  groups  whom  they  reach  may  be- 
come centers  for  information  on  this  subject  Whatever  the  method 
pursued,  however,  accnracy  and  authority  sre  Indispensable  elements  in 
the  presentation  of  the  facts  sbout  beverage  alcohol.  Mere  propaganda, 
unsupported  by  reriflaLle  cltetions  of  fact,  will  not  avail  to  convince 
those  seeking  the  real  truth  about  this  significant  social  question.  On 
the  other  hsnd.  the  truth,  undeveloped,  uninterpreted,  or  untold,  csn  not 
avail.  It  is  knowledge  of  tbe  troth,  accurate,  unequivocal  knowledge, 
alone,  upon  which  prohibition  must  rely  for  Its  ultimate  victory. 

A    CHOICn    MBTWIEPt    ClVItlSATlONS 

The  ultimate  type  of  civilization  developed  In  this  country  will  be 
determined  by  the  final  attitude  taken  by  the  American  people  upon 
the  prohibition  question.  Ultimately  the  Issue  is,  not  merely  how 
much  alcohol  may  be  permitted  In  legal  beverages,  but  whether  the 
Nation  will  continue  to  develop  our  high-pressure  Industrial  civllixa- 
tlon  or,  abandoning  this,  revert  to  some  modification  of  one  of  the 
yarious  "  cultures  "  prevalent  in  Europe. 

No  one  disputes  that  the  civilization  of  wlne-uslng  countries  is 
historic,  beautiful,  and  of  a  very  high  order.  Equally  Indisputable  is 
the  fact  that  It  is  essentially  different  from  the  clvlllxation  we  have 
hetn  evolving  In  this  land.  Ivy-covered  ruins,  traditions  that  reach 
back  through  centuries  and  give  color  and  life  to  the  customs  and 
habits  of  to-day,  a  classicism  which  expresses  Itself  not  alone  in 
literature  and  art  but  through  more  or  less  well-defined  social  dis- 
tinctions which  sometimes  approach  the  caste  system,  leisure,  patina^ 
all  these  have  their  charm.  They  are  a  part  of  the  heritage  of  an 
aristocracy  which  still  gives  color  even  to  such  democracy  as  prevails 
In  the  old  world.     In  that  civilization  wine  has  played  Its  part 

Compared  to  the  ancient  dvlllxatlons  In  the  wine  countries  of  the 
world,  American  life  may  seem  crude  to  some.  Mass  production  is  one 
of  the  keynotes  of  our  life.  Standardization  is  a  shibboleth.  We  have 
set  our  tempo  not  to  the  measured  pace  of  an  historic  past — although 
we  have,  through  inheritance,  an  equal  claim  upon  those  legacies  of 
history  bequeathed  by  the  past  generations  of  Europe — but  to  the  pres- 
ent and  the  future.  In  that  quickened  pace  of  swiftly  moving  men  and 
machinery,  there  is  no  place  for  the  retarding  enemy  of  speed,  beverage 
alcohoL  When  expert  students  of  our  Industrial  life  such  as  Herbert 
Hoover,  Henry  Ford,  Roger  Babson,  Irving  Fisher,  Thomas  N.  Carver, 
Paul  H.  Nystrom,  Herman  Feldman,  B.  C.  Forbes — to  name  only  a 
handful  out  of  a  host — find  that  our  production  ratio,  our  standards  of 
living,  our  high  wages,  our  general  distribution  of  wealth  and  pros- 
perity, or  our  homes  snd  automobile  ownership  have  a  direct  relation 
to  our  policy  of  national  prohibition,  it  is  quite  evident  that  the  type 
of  civUiiatlon  now  developing  in  America  can  be  maintained  only  by 
the  continuance  of  that  policy. 

There  may  be  more  romance,  more  Ivy,  more  ruins,  more  long-estab- 
llshetl  social  order,  more  charm  In  the  wine  civilizations  of  the  Old 
World  thnn  In  what  some  love  to  call  our  raw,  crude  industrialism.  It 
is  noteworthy,  however,  that  Congress  has  been  compelled  to  build  a 
wall  of  immigration  laws  against  an  exodus  from  the  wine  lands  to 
dry  America.  Thatched  roofs  and  immemorial  castles  alike  may  be  lack- 
ing in  America,  but  equally  lacking  are  the  poverty,  the  hopelessness, 
the  discomforts,  and  the  fixed  social  condition  which  is  the  lot  of  so 
many  in  other  lands.  While  Oo  wine-shop  portals  swing  open  here  to 
the  seeker  of  surcease  of  sorrow  in  the  flowing  bowl,  wide  doors  of 
opportunity  open  In  their  stead.  None  here  are  taught  to  be  "  content 
with  that  station  In  life  to  which  It  doth  please  the  I>ord  to  call  them." 
Nor  need  any  drug  themselves  with  nepenthe  or  mandragora  Into  forget- 
fulness  of  their  hard  lot 

The  old  challenge  "  Under  which  king,  BesonlanT*  can  not  be  Ignored. 
America  may  make  herself  a  pale  copy  of  Europe  on  a  magnified  acale 
with  the  wine  and  the  beer  which  hitherto  have  been  one  of  the  signifi- 
cant factors  in  the  character  of  civilisation  Europe  has  developed.  We 
may  turn  from  our  high-pressure  industrial  methoda  to  the  slow»  speed 
by  which  Europesn  workers  earn  from  one-fourth  to  one-tenth  the 
amount  an  American  worker  receives  for  a  day's  work.  Instead  of 
our  present  ratio  of  1  automobile  for  every  5  people,  we  might  reduce 
thia  number  to  the  ratio  of  1  to  each  64  people,  which  preraila  throosh- 


out  the  world  outside  of  the  United  States.  Instead  of  democracy  we 
might  devise  a  stately,  although  parnsltlc.  aristocracy.  We  might  turn 
savings  accounte  Into  debts  and  exchange  the  widely  diffused  comfort 
and  ease  of  the  average  American  worker  for  the  lesa  enviable  condition 
of  his  European  fellow.  We  might  substitute  for  the  gateways  of  op- 
portunity the  swinging  doors  of  tbe  debit,  the  tavern,  tbe  Inn,  and  the 
wine  shop.  It  could  be  done.  More,  It  would  be  done  If  the  apologists 
for  tbe  vintner  snd  the  brewer  should  have  their  way.  But  In  the  way 
of  realisation  of  their  aims  there  stands  the  cold  common  sense  of  the 
American  citisen  who  prefers  crude  American  prosperity  with  prohibition 
to  the  alternatives  presented  by  the  wine  lands  of  the  world. 

FEDICRAL    BECLAMATIO^    WOBK 

Mr.  KENDRICK.  Mr.  President.  I  submit  a  short  rpsnla- 
tion  adopted  by  the  Western  Division  of  the  United  States 
Chamber  of  Commerce  recently  at  a  convention  held  In  the 
city  of  Ogden,  Utah.  The  resolatiou  is  largely  the  work  of 
Uie  governors  of  our  Western  States.  It  strungly  indorses 
reclamatlMi  as  a  national  policy.  1  ask  that  the  resolution 
may  be  read  and  I  earnestly  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senators 

present. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  clerk  will 

read,  as  requested. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  follows : 
Resolution     No.     11.  Adopted     by     Western     Division,     United     States 

Chamber  of  Commerce,  at  the  mid-year  meeting  held  at  Ogden,  Utah, 

September  80  and  October  1,  1029 

Whereas  the  achievements  of  Federal  reclamation  In  the  27  years 
of  Its  operation  have  fully  Justified  the  far-seeing  stateamanship  of 
President  Theodore  Roosevelt  and  his  aasodates  in  securing  the  passage 
of  this  l>eneflcent  measure. 

Federal  reclamation  is  conceived  to  be  a  sound  naUonal  policy  for 
reasons  in  part  as  follows : 

(1)  It  has  brought  wasted  water  Into  use  and  dotted  unpeopled 
deserta  with  contented  and  prosperous  homes.  More  than  half  a 
mlUlon  people  now  live  on  these  projecta  and  It  has  been  one  of  the 
chief  factors  in  increasing  the  population  of  the  Western  States. 

(2)  Additional  taxable  assets  of  Inestimable  values  hsve  been  created 
to  tbe  material  advantage  of  State  and  Nation. 

(3)  Western  irrigation  projecta  provide  extensive  marketa  for  the 
agricultural  Middle  West  and  the  industrial  East 

(4)  Crops  produced  upon  western  Irrigation  projecta  are  supplemental 
to  rather  than  competitive  with  crops  produced  upon  agricultural 
lands  of  other  sections,  for  the  reason  that  the  principal  products  of 
western  irrigated  lands  are  alfalfa,  sugar  beets,  wool,  and  fruits,  many 
of  which  are  in  demand  In  the  Central  and  Eastern  States,  while  most 
of  the  forage  crops  sre  consumed  locally  In  the  livestock  Industry. 
The  production  in  continental  United  States  of  sugar  and  wool,  two 
of  the  major  products  of  Federal  Irrigation  projects,  approximates  only 
50  per  cent  of  our  total  requirementa. 

(5)  The  situation  relating  to  the  national  defense  is  greatly  helped 
t^  the  substantial  development  of  the  Intermountala  region,  compris- 
ing as  it  does,  a  vast  area  lying  between  the  populous  Middle  West 
and  the  Pacific  coast.  Federal  reclamation  is  playing  an  important 
part  in  attaining  such  development 

(6)  AU  money  used  in  Federal  reclamation  work  is  provided  by  a. 
revolving  fund  created  by  revenues  seeming  from  the  sale,  lease,  snd 
development  of  the  natural  resources  of  tbe  Western  States.  Tbis 
fund  is  in  the  nature  of  a  trust  administered  by  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment for  the  benefit  of  the  territory  from  which  the  moneys  are  actnaliy 
derived.  There  is  no  draft  upon  the  pocket  of  the  taxpayer  for  reclama- 
tion development 

(7)  Recommendation  Mo.  2  of  referendum  No.  52  on  agriculture  does 
not  apply  to  economically  sound  western  Federal  reclamation  projecta 
as  such  projecta  are  not  constructed  at  "  public  expense  "  and  do  not 
add  "  burdensome  surpluses  "  to  American  agricultural  production.  To 
the  contrary,  our  Western  States  declare  tbe  need  for  a  progressive 
program  of  reclamation  development  In  order  to  meet  tbe  growing 
demand  for  products  of  the  character  which  are  supplemental  to  thoso 
of  other  sections :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Rfolvt^  Ity  title  WetUrm  Divition  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the 
United  State*  at  tti  aeventh  amnual  divUUm  metting.  That  we  heartily 
Indorse  Federal  reclamation  In  the  West  as  a  sound  national  policy 
and  use  ita  continuance  upon  a  progressive  scale. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolntion  will  be  referred  to 
tbe  Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 

Bscisa 

Mr.  JONES.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  11 
o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

The  motion  waa  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  5  o'clock  and 
12  minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Wednesday, 
Cktober  9.  laas,  at  U  o'doek  a.  m. 
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SENATE^ 

Wednesdat,  October  9,  19^ 

(LeffUlative  day  of  Monday,   September  SO,   1929) 

Tbe  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  <mi  the  ezpiratloD  of  the 
recess. 

Mr.  FKSS.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quomm. 

The  VR'E  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Tbe  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 

Allen 

A^'homt 

Barkley 

BiDgbam 

HIark 

Blaine 

Btea#e 

Borah 

Bmtton 

Brock 

Brookbiirt 

Broassard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Copeland 

Couzens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Deneen 

Dill 

Edge 

Fees 

Mr.  FESS.  My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
BiRTON]  Is  still  detained  trvm  the  Senate  by  illness.  I  ask  that 
this  statement  may  be  alloweil  to  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Shipstead]  Is  absent  because  of  illness.  I  ask  that  this  an- 
nouncement may  stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ninety  two  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.     A  quorum  is  present. 

HOSPrrALIZATION  OF  WOBLO  WAS  VrrSKANS 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  I  hold  In  my  hand  an  appeal 
made  by  the  uncom|>en8ated  disabled  veterans  of  the  World, 
War  now  hospitalized  at  the  Veterans'  Bureau  hospital  at  Fort 
Bayard,  N.  Mex.,  that  the  presumptive  service  connected  dis- 
ability date  be  changed  to  January  1.  1980.  It  la  entitled  "  The 
Lost  Battalion."  It  aw)eared  In  a  recent  issue  of  the  Silver 
City  Independent,  a  newspaper  published  at  Silver  City.  N.  Mex. 
The  appeal  is  so  persuasive  that  I  ask  to  have  it  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  Rxcokd  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  and  ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  Record,  as 
follows : 

THS  LOST  aiTTAUON 

"To  c«T«  for  him  who  has  home  the  battle  and  for  his  widow  and 
itirpbana." — Abraham  Lincoln. 

ITlila  Is  a  message  from  the  nncompensated  tnberenlar  veteran  to 
each  and  every  delegate  assembled  at  this  national  convention  to-day. 
We  look  to  yoo  to  represent  ns  who  He  in  hospital  beds ;  we  expect  yon 
to  be  our  champion ;  we  believe  It  your  boonden  duty  to  here  sponsor 
OS :  we  tnm  to  yon  with  confidence  and  faith,  firm  in  the  knowledge 
that  yon  will  help  us.  yonr  stricken  brothers ;  and  we  thus  trustingly 
place  our  fate  and  destiny  in  tbe  hollow  of  your  hand. 

Whether  or  not  we  shall  become  compensated  Is  much  within  yonr 
power  to  dictate.  Yoor  insistence  upon  legislation  in  our  behalf  will 
be  •  governing  Cactor  when  oar  problem  la  prcaented  to  Congress  at 
the  forthcoming  session ;  and  on  what  yon  may  say  or  do  now  depends, 
to  a  great  extent,  what  our  future  shall  be. 

This  is  a  message  from  the  sick  veteran  to  tike  wdl  reteran ;  from 
tbe  dying  to  the  living ;  from  the  physical  wreck  tossing  on  his  pillows 
to  tite  man  who  makes  merry  to-day  in  Looisvllle,  this  fair  city  of  the 
southland.  This  la  a  plea  for  help  while  we  yet  have  strength  and 
ooorage  to  seek  it — anotbw  day  we  may  be  gone — a  cry  from  the  weak 
to  the  strong;  and.  as  in  the  battle  tbe  omnaimed  carried  on  the  fight 
for  the  wounded,  the  dead  and  the  dying,  so  we  ask  you  to  carry  on  for 

OS. 

Leave  yoor  frolic  ft>r  a  moment.  Or  rather,  as  yon  hear  the  martial 
•tr  of  the  band,  the  blar*  of  the  bngle,  the  lUt  of  tbe  song,  the  gay 
serenade  of  the  singer,  may  tboae  melodies  commingle  with  theae  other 
lesser  noises,  the  moan  of  the  disabled,  the  cough  of  the  tnberrular,  the 
groan  of  tbe  utterly  spent,  of  the  men  who  are  sick  unto  death.  May 
tlieae  far  leas  Ikarmoaloaa  sonnds  rise  in  a  mighty  voice  to  speak  for 
OS :  and  may  it.  tbrongh  yon.  thunder  oar  cry  on  th«  ears  of  tbe  Nation, 
that  those  IlvlM  Bay  vtUl  live  on,  that  tlie  dying  may  ba  brooght  back 
to  life. 

Think  badt  a  bit — a  little  stretch  of  yean.  Another  day,  th*  Ar^ 
rt    Thsra  jroa  and  I  fonght  aide  by  alda. 
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"  Ah,"  yon  say.  "  that  was  long  ago  and  far  away,  and  much  water 
bu  flowed  under  tbe  bridge  since  then." 

True,  all  true.  That  day  we  heard  the  twrnbardment  of  tlie  guns,  the 
arream  of  the  rockets,  tlie  tbad  of  tlw  gas  shells,  the  crash  of  the  high 
e  q>loaives.  To-day  you  bear  a  song  and  a  Jest !  Long  ago  and  far 
away  for  you.  Not  ao  with  me.  Not  so  with  thousands  of  veterans 
■  iffering  from  tuberculosis  in  our  Government  hospitals  to-day.  We  are 
t  M  lost  battalion.  Perhaps  your  gas  mask  was  more  tightly  woven ; 
perhaps  the  bit  of  shrapnel  got  me  in  the  shoulder.  Who  knows?  We 
cm  only  guess  at  tbe  reasons.  But  tlie  results,  the  far-reaching,  grim 
aftermath  of  tiie  battle?  For  yon  there  is  no  aftermath  ;  for  me  there 
iiu  Too  have  your  health,  your  home,  your  happiness,  your  norms! 
Corsuit  in  yonr  profession  of  business,  your  wife,  your  children.  I  have 
lost  my  health,  forfeited  my  home,  my  wife,  my  children,  and  my  place 
ii  the  world.  In  its  stead,  I  have  tuberculosis.  You  are  a  worth-while 
<  Itiaen,  a  credit  to  your  community,  a  real  man.  Society  rates  me  some- 
tbing  less  tlum  half  a  man  and  would  not  greatly  mourn  my  passing. 
]  contribute  nothing  to  its  needs.  I  am  a  detriment,  a  hindrance  to  its 
irogress.  For  its  betterment  I  am  isolated.  I  belong  to  the  lost  battalion. 
We  wriggled  out  of  the  shell  hole  together  that  day  In  the  Argonne. 
1  lemember  they  put  us  In  the  same  ambulance  ?  Who  could  foresee  that 
iar  you  the  torture  was  ended,  but  for  me  It  would  endure  through  the 
jears?  Who  could  have  known  that  to-day,  more  than  a  half  score  of 
]  ears  later,  I  would  lie  on  a  hospital  cot  out  here  in  the  Rockies,  cough- 
ing and  gasping  for  every  breath,  still  fighting  for  my  life;  while  you 
twing  down  the  streets  of  Lonisrille,  a  gay  song  on  your  llpa,  a  merry 
twinkle  in  your  eye,  rejoicing  In  the  very  Joy  of  life?  A  mere  twist 
<f  fate  has  decreed  that  I  am  here,  while  you  are  there.  Strange,  is  it 
lot?     Yes:  strangely,  sadly  true  I 

We  of  the  lost  battalion  would  march  beside  you  in  the  gay  parade ; 
ue,  too,  would  hear  the  stirring  beat  of  the  drum,  the  strident  note  of 
1he  band.  We  can  not  march.  You  march  for  us.  We.  too,  would 
urge   a   favorite  on   as   the   horses  race   down   the  course   at   Churchill 

>owns,  and  shout  in  praise  of  the  winner.  You  shout  for  us ;  some 
!  lere  can  scarcely  whisper.     And  how  we  would  like  to  sit  beside  you, 

lear  the  "  big  guns "  talk,  and  feast  with  you  at  the  banquet.  This 
I  an  not  be.     You  must  act  for  us.     Yoo  must  do  our  shouting,  our  feast- 

ng,  our  laughing,  our  singing.  And  you  must  do  our  voting.  Vote 
1  or  the  amendment  to  bring  the  presumptive  service-connected  disability 

late  up  to  January  1,  1930.  This  is  how  you  can  help  us.  This  is 
!  low  we  who  lie  in  hospital  beds  to-day  may  be  compensated.     This  is 

low  a  great  load  may  be  liftt^d  from  our  shoulders.  This  is  how  our 
(  hildren  may  be  cared  for.     Surely  you  realize  it  is  not  only  the  veteran 

rho  l)ears  the  burden  of  this  great  white  plague,  but  that  there  are 
1  honsands  of  dependents,  widowed  mothers,  sons,  and  daughters  of  the 
( !L<<abled  veteran,  who  are  the  victims  of  this  hideous  monster,  while 
'  he  tubercular  sufferer  wages  his  battle  for  life  either  objfcts  of  charity 
(r  facing  an  existence  of  dire  poverty.  Yoo  can  help  to  end  our  flnan- 
( lal  worries  and  thus  give  us  a  better  opportunity  to  combat  this  dread 
I  Isease.  This  is  our  chance.  You  can  make  or  mar  it.  If  yon  vote 
lor  this  amendment,  you  wUl  have  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  you  are 
( loing  all  that  lies  in  your  power  to  aid  us.  You  will  go  home  with  the 
{ onscloasness  of  having  helped  yonr  unfortunate  brother ;  and,  as  time 
i  [oes  by,  with  the  death  of  every  comrade,  you  will  not  be  haunted  by 

he  thought :  "  Once  I  could  have  helped  him  and  I  did  not." 

All  eyes  are  turned  on  Louisville  to-day.  All  ears  are  listening  from 
hospital  beds  in  every  State  in  the  Union.  We  wait  with  bated  breath 
1  he  outcome  of  your  session.  Each  one  is  thinking,  "  I  wonder  what 
I  he  boys  are  doing  to-day.  I  wonder  if  they  are  standing  by  us.  I 
'  ronder  if  they  are  voting  for  the  amendment"  As  the  little  son  looks 
I  0  bis  elder  brother,  we  look  to  you,  our  stronger  brother.  In  this  our 
1  lonr  of  need. 

We  are  tbe  lost  battalion.  But,  unlike  that  battalion  of  historical 
I  ame,  we  fight  in  the  dark,  against  an  unseen,  unconquerable  enemy — 
1  idden  high  op  in  the  mountains,  lost  to  the  world  to-day,  and  forgotten 
1  ly  it — the  world  which  once  greeted  us  with  cheers,  with  glad  hands 
I  ind  rousing  hurrahs,  when  we  fought  its  battle,  but  which  now  leaves 

IS  to  die  alone.  Where  are  the  cheers  and  tbe  shouting  now?  Lost, 
irith  the  lost  battalion.     Will  yoo,  each  and  every  one  of  you,  remember 

18  for  a  moment?    Will  yon  help  ns  to  find  ourselvese  once  more  and 

lome  back  to  the  world  again?     Will  yoo  vote  for  the  lost  battalion,  so 

hat  some  day  in  the  dtm  future,  some  of  us  may  march  by  your  side? 

^in  yoo  whole-heartedly  support  and  fight  for  the  legislation  that  will 
leacue  the  lost  battalion? 

Ukcokpcnsatio  Disablo)  Vktekans  or  rm  WoaLo  Wak, 
United  Btatet  Veterana'  Bureau  HoBpital  55, 

Fort  fiagard,  N.  Mea. 

LIXOOLN    Ml^fORIAL  BOULEVARD 

Mr.  OOLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
Ktnaent  to  have  printed  in  the  Rbcqbd  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
iiittee  on  the  Library  two  letters,  one  addressed  to  me  by  the 
rice  president  and  secretary  of  the  Silver  Spring  (Md.)  Cham- 
i«  ot  Commerce,  and  the  other  by  the  secretary  of  the  Chamber 
il  Gommeice  of  Annapolis,  Md.,  with  referrace  to  the  construe- 
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tlon  of  a  Lincoln  Memorial-GettyBburg  boulevard  connecting  the 
city  of  Washington  and  the  present  Uncoln  Memorial  with  the 
battle  field  of  Gettysburg,  together  with  the  resolution  referred 
to  In  the  letter.  ,  ,   ^, 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters  and  resoluUon  were  re- 
ferre«l  to  the  Committee  on  the  library  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Rbxxwd,  as  follows: 

SiLViB  Spbinq  Chambbb  or  CoMicaKca, 

Bilver  Spring.  Md.,  October  1,  SStS. 

Hon.  Philups  Lm  Goldbbobocoh, 

Senate  Offtoe  Building,  Wa»hington,  D.  0. 

DCAB  8b.'*atob  GOLDSBOBoncH  :  The  inclosed  resolution  of  the  Sliver 
Spring  Chamber  of  Commerce  should  be  of  vital  interest  to  you,  and  I 
earnestly  ask  a  very  careful  consideration  of  its  contents. 

The  proposal  for  a  Lincoln  Memorial  boulevard  from  Washington  to 
Gettysburg  ahould  appeal  to  tbe  imagination  of  the  whole  people  and 
stimulate  to  creaUve  effort  those  individuals  and  organisations  whose 
aopport  is  needed  for  its  success. 

We  would  appreciate  your  support  of  this  interesting  project  and  be 
glad  to  have  your  comment  on  the  subject. 
Very  truly  yours, 

PHIt   D.    POSTOW, 

TiC€  President  and  Becretarf. 

Chambeb  or  CoMMBBca, 
Annapolie,  Ud.,  October  1,  Ba. 
Hon.  Phiixips  Laa  Golosbobouoh, 

United  Btaten  Senate,  Wa»Mngton,  D.  C. 
DaAB  SEKAToa  Goldsborough:  The  Silver  Spring  Cliamber  of  Com- 
merce has  passed  a  resolution  complimenting  Congress  on  the  construc- 
tion of  a  fitting  memorial  to  the  father  and  principal  founder  of  these 
United  States,  George  Washington,  in  the  form  at  a  magnificent  boule- 
vard connecting  Mount  Vernon  to  the  Nation's  Capital. 

The  Sliver  Spring  Chamber  of  Commerce  has  brought  forward  the 
idea  of  another  such  boulevard,  frMn  Washington  to  Gettysburg,  to 
perpetuate  the  work  and  memory  of  Abraham  Lincoln,  and  having  the 
Lincoln  Memorial  as  its  terminus  in  Waabington. 

The  Annapolis  Chamber  of  Commerce  Joins  the  Silver  Spring  Cham- 
ber in  asking  you  to  give  this  senoos  thought  and  help  should  it  come 
before  your  honorable  body. 

With  very  best  regards,  we  remain  yours  very  truly, 

SiMOif  S.  Maktih,  Becretart. 

SiLVxa  Spring  Chamber  or  Commbbo, 

SUver  Spring,  Md.,  September  n,  OB. 
Whereas  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  has  recently  authorized 
an<l  directed  the  construcUon  of  a  fitting  memorial  to  the  father  and 
principal  founder  of  these  United  States— George  Washington— in  the 
form  of  a  magnificent  boulevard  connecting  Mount  Vernon,  his  old 
home,  with  the  Nation's  Capital  and  the  Washington  Monument,  ter- 
minating at  the  established  monument  to  his  genius,  thereby  completing 
the  link  between  the  city  of  Washington  and  the  Washington  Monu- 
ment on  the  one  hand  and  tiis  old  home  and  the  Nation's  shrine  on  the 

other ;  and 

Whereas  the  memory  of  that  other  great  patriot  and  the  savior  of  the 
Union,  Abraham  Lincoln,  is  reflected  and  perpetuated  in  that  splendid 
structure,  the  Lincoln  Memorial,  adjoining  the  monument  to  our  first 
President :  Be  it 

Retolved  by  t*«  Biiver  Spring  Chamber  of  Commerce,  of  BUver  Spring, 
,Md.,  That  in  order  to  complete  the  tribute  to  Lincoln  and  to  match  the 
tribute  aoon  to  be  shown  Washington  in  the  form  of  the  Mount  Vernon 
boulevard  tbe  Congress  of  the  United  States  authorise  and  direct  the 
construction  of  a  Lincoln  Memorial-Gettysburg  boulevard,  connecting 
the  city  of  Washington  and  the  present  Lincoln  Memorial  with  the 
battle  fleld  of  Gettysburg,  thereby  Joining  together  at  the  Washington 
Monument  and  Lincoln  Memorial  these  two  great  boulevards,  and 
thereby  paying  to  both  Washington  and  Uncoln  an  eqoal  tribute,  for  It 
was  at  Gettysburg  that  L.lncoln  really  foond  hlms^f,  and  It  Is  of 
Gettysburg  that  the  people  think  when  they  truly  think  <rf  Lincoln; 

be  it  further 

Retolved,  That  the  proposed  boulevard  to  Gettysburg  originate  at 
the  Lincoln  Memorial  and  White  House  and  Uke  the  course  of  Sixteenth 
Street  due  north  in  as  direct  a  line  as  possible,  having  In  mind  the 
principles  of  highway  construction  and  landscape  beauty,  and  ntillae. 
In  so  far  as  practicable,  tbe  existing  State  highways  and  ri^ts  of 
way  where  these  may  serve  to  a  real  advantage  the  broad  porpoaes 
of  the  memorial  boulevard  proposed. 

BJTPORT   of   THK   POBKIQN    BII^"nOW8    COMMiriMJ 

Mr  BORAH,  as  In  open  executive  session,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations,  reported  the  nominaUon  of  Harry  F. 
Guggenheim,  of  New  York,  to  be  ambassador  extraordinary  ^d 
pl«iipotentlary  of  the  United  States  of  America  to  Cuba,  which 
was  ordered  to  be  pUced  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 


BILLS  INTBODUCED 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unauimoua 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  HOWELL : 

A  bill  (8.  1844)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Walker;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1845)  to  correct  the  mlUtary  record  of  William 
McCormiok ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bill  (S.  1846)   granting  a  pension  to  JuUus  A.  Frostrom; 

A  biU  (8.  1847)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  James 
Pallat ;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Pensions. 

A  bill  (S.  1848)  for  the  relief  of  the  Chicago.  North  Shore  ft 
Milwaukee  Railroad  Co.  (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  1849)  for  the  relief  of  Francis  B.  Kennedy  (with 
accompanying  i>apers)  ;  ^  ,      „    .»      v 

A  bUl  (8.  1850)  for  the  relief  of  Peterson-Colwell  (Inc.) 
(with  accompanying  papers)  ;  „       w       ^^^     .»        *^ 

A  bill  (S.  1851)  for  the  relief  of  R.  Vaughan  Furniture  Co., 
Florence,  S.  C.  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (8.  1852)  for  the  relief  of  Margaret  Stepp  Bown  (wltH 
accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Cnaims. 

By  Mr.  SMITH :  .    . 

A  bill  (8.  1853)  to  amend  the  interstate  commerce  act  in 
respect  of  certificates  of  public  convenience  and  neceselty;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  :  ^    ^. 

A  bill  (S.  1854)  for  the  relief  of  Frederick  E.  Burgesa;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  TYDINGS:  ^     ^ 

A  bill  (S.  1855)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  A.  Cox;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

AKC^DMCTT  TO  THE  TAKUT?"  BTTX 

Mr  NYE  submitteil  an  amendment  interided  to  be  proposed  by 
him  to  House  bUl  26C7,  the  tariff  revialon  bill,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 


KEVIBION   09  THB  TAUKT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Wliole,  resumed  the  con- 
slderaUon  of  the  biU  (H.  R.  26(J7)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  pending  amendment  being  the  motion  of 
Mr.  Hakbison  to  strike  out,  from  line  15,  cm  page  411,  to  line  24, 
on  page  416,  being  section  516  ag  amended. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  as  a  Senate  document  the  tables  prepared  by  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission  which  !*ow  by  Items  so  far 
as  import  statistics  are  available,  by  paragraphs,  and  by  sched- 
ules, a  comparison  of  the  rates  of  duty  under  the  tariff  act 
of  1913,  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  of  the  proposed  bill  (H.  R.  2067) 
as  passed  by  the  House  of  Representative*,  and  as  reported  to 
the  Senate  by  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Presid«it,  has  the  Saiator  yet  re- 
ceived any  Information  or  report  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment in  response  to  the  resolution  relating  to  profits  and 
losses  of  the  various  corporations  lists  of  which  have  been 
furnished  to  them?  ^     ^^., 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  has  been  no  report  received  up  to  this 

time.  ,    ^, 

Mr  HARRISON.  Has  the  Senator  bten  In  communication 
with  them  and  received  any  idea  as  to  when  they  will  file  those 

reports?  .     .  ^     .  . 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  not,  but  I  shaU  telephone  to-day  and 

find  out.  ,^    .  . 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  wish  the  Senator  would  do  so,  because 
we  shall  probably  get  to  those  schedules  pretty  soon. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  sincerely  hope  so.  .       .      „  .^ 

Mr  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  inquire  If  !t 
is  the  desire  of  the  Senator  from  MissisijippI  [Mr.  Hakkiso^I 
to  have  me  proceed  with  my  remarks  In  connection  with  the 
Philippine  question,  or  does  he  desire  first  to  dispose  of  his 

amendment?  ,        ,.   ,     , 

I   understand  it,   that   amendment   is   in 


Is  that  the  understanding  of  the  Senator 


Mr.    SMOOT.    As 
order  now. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD. 
from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  was  my  understxnding  that  we  were 
to  vote  on  my  amendment  yesterday  about  4  o'clock,  but 
through  some  misunderstanding  it  was  put  over  until  to-day 
because  some  Senators  were  away.  I  tliought  we  were  going 
to  vote  on  it  early  this  morning  and  I  did  not  think  it  was 
necessary  to  have  further  debate  unless  some  one  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Chamber  wishes  to  discuss  it  I'urther. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  no  objection  to  taking  up  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Miewissippl  at  this  time. 

Mr.  BROUSSAKD.  I  thought  it  wa«  uuderstood  that  it  was 
to  be  voted  on  this  morning. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana  having  started 
his  address  on  the  Philippine  section  of  the  bill,  I  thought  per- 
haps would  desire  to  proceed  at  this  time. 

Mr.  BKOUSSARD.  I  think  we  had  an  understanding  yester- 
day that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  was 
to  come  up  first.    I  am  perfectly  agreeable  to  that  arrangement 

Mr.  HARRISON.  May  I  aak  the  Senator  from  Utah  If  we 
can  not  vote  at  12  o'clock  on  my  motion  to  strike  out  section 
516?  I  ask  that  for  the  reasoi.  that  I  understand  there  are 
some  15  Senatois  who  are  otherwise  engaged  this  morning  and 
will  not  be  here  until  about  that  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  we  will  leave  that 
matter  oi«n  until  the  Senators  referred  to  arrive.  If  the 
Senator  will  speak  to  me  later  about  it.  we  will  try  to  arrange 
m  time  to  vote. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Very  well. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ix>alsiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  YorkV 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  one  or  two  questions  in  order  Uiat  he  may  cover  them 
in  his  speech,  if  I  have  his  permission. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    Certainly. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  For  a  long  time  I  have  been  much  con- 
cerned over  the  question  of  PhiUppine  iudependwace.  I  Invite 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  and  the  Senate  to  an  article  which 
was  placed  in  the  Rkoobd  on  April  16,  1926.  I  had  a  colloquy 
at  that  time  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
SHOsraiDocI  over  the  question  of  the  Isle  of  Pines.  Ehiring 
the  debate  he  inserted  in  the  Rkcobo  an  article  by  Mr.  Daniel 
R.  Williams,  of  San  Francisco,  as  printed  in  the  Virginia  Law 
Keriew.    It  is  to  be  found  on  page  7585  of  volume  67  of  the 

C0X0BK88I02fAL  RBCOBO. 

Mr.  Williams  made  a  very  strong  argument  against  the  pos- 
sibility of  the  alienation  of  sovereignty  without  a  constitutional 
amendment. 

At  my  request,  on  the  8th  of  June  of  that  same  year,  there 
was  printed  In  the  Rccobd  an  editorial  from  the  Boston  Herald 
written  by  Mr.  F.  Lauriston  Bullard,  chief  editorial  Tvrlter. 
In  this  he  made  reply  to  Mr.  Williams's  argument,  contending. 
If  I  understand  It,  that  allenaUon  is  possible  without  a  consti- 
tutional amendment 

This  is  the  thought  I  have  In  mind:  If  It  is  impossible  by 
action  of  Congress  to  grant  lndei>endence  to  the  Philippines 
becau.se  by  the  acquisition  of  the  Philippines  that  territory 
was  fused  in  our  domain  and  became  Just  as  much  a  part  of 
our  country  as  the  original  thirteen  States,  then,  of  course, 
this  sovereignty  could  not  be  alienated  without  a  constitutional 

amendment. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  The  Philipjrfne  Islands  have  never  been 
Incorporated  as  American  territory. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  That  is  an  argument  whit*  I  shall  be  very 
happy  to  hear.  But,  of  course,  if  It  is  true  that  they  could 
not  bo  separated  from  our  territory  without  a  constitutional 
amendment,  then  I  assume  the  Senator  must  take  the  position 
that  any  revenue  from  articles  imported  Into  the  United  States 
from  the  Philippines  could  not  be  treated  In  any  special  way 
such  as  has  been  suggested. 

It  Is  because  I  wish  to  l>e  Informed  on  this  particular  subject 
that  I  have  mentioned  the  question  which  has  arisen  In  my 
mind.  I  am  ftank  to  say  that  at  this  moment  my  feeling  is 
that  Philippine  sovereignty  can  not  be  alienated  by  the  Con- 
gress,  but,  of  course,  I  am  not  competent  to  discuss  that  ques- 
tion ;  It  is  a  matter  involving  intimate  knowledge  of  constitu- 
tional law.  Nevertheless,  it  has  an  important  bearing,  I  am 
sure  the  Senator  will  see,  with  reference  to  his  amendment,  and 
I  shall  be  v«t  happy,  indeed,  to  hear  his  discussion  of  the 
question. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  Presidwit.  I  shall  make  a  very  brief 
answer  at  this  tbae,  but  later  on  In  the  debate  I  am  sure  I 
shall  be  able  to  satisfy  the  S<'nator  that  the  position  I  have 
taken  is  one  not  in  contravention  of  any  ctmstitutional  inhibi- 
tion. 

First  of  all,  when  the  United  States  Oovemment  took  the 
Philippines  it  acquire<l  them  from  Spain  Just  as  we  would 
acquire  title  to  any  other  property ;  we  bought  the  Philippines. 
From  that  very  day  up  to  this  we  have  treated  them  as  terri- 
tory not  to  be  incorporated  but  to  be  released  at  some  future 
time  when  Congress  shotdd  have  specified  the  conditions  under 
which  tb<7  may  be  rdteased.    Mj  coBtentlon  ia  timt  tlKwe  con- 
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dl  ions  were  met  and  complied  with  during  the  Wilson  ad- 
mnistration  when  he  asked  the  Congress  to  release  them.  I 
sh  lU  come  to  the  discussion  of  that  matter  later. 

plT.  COPELAND      Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  T)oes  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yitld  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  bear 
w  th  me  for  a  moment,  let  uie  say  that  I  think  it  is  important 
for  anyone  who  is  particularly  interested  in  this  question  to 
re  Id  the  argument  which  has  been  put  forth  at  very  consider- 
atle  length,  with  appropriate  quotations  from  the  Constitution 
aid  from  court  decisions,  by  Mr.  Williams.  I  simply  speak  of 
that  for  the  benefit  of  any  other  Senator  who  may  be  interested 
in  this  question.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  I/>uisiaiia  for  yield- 
in  ;  to  me. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Mr.  Pre«ideot,  may  we  know  who  Mr. 

Wlllianw  is? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  Williams  Is  a  member  of  the  bar  of 
Si  n  Francisco,  who,  I  understand,  lived  for  20  years  In  the 
P  lilippines,  and  has  been  very  greatly  Interested  for  these 
m  my  years  in  this  particular  question. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  rose. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  wish  me  to  yield  to  him? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  simply  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  we  can  not  hear  a  word  that  is 
bding  said  by  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senate  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  the  Senator  from 
U  :ah  can  not  hear  me.  I  am  troubled  In  the  same  manner  when 
h<  is  talking. 

I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bkoussabd]  a 
q  lestlon  with  reference  to  his  amendment.  I  have  not  studied 
h  s  amendment  very  carefully,  and  I  have  just  sent  for  a  copy 

0  It.  I  have,  however,  heard  his  argument.  I  understand  the 
Senator  proposes  that  we  shall  apply  our  tariff  laws  to  sugar 
ci  >mlng  from  the  Philippines  as  we  apply  them  to  sugar  coming 
fiom  other  countriea 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  propose  that  we  shall  apply  our  tariff 
li  ws  to  all  commodities  coming  from  the  Philippines. 

jMr.  SIMMONS.  But  the  Senator's  amendment  Is  probably 
especially  aimed  at  sugar? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  No;  It  Is  more  particularly  aimed  at 
vegetable  oils. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Then  It  Is  aimed  at  vegetable  oils  and  sugar. 

Now,  with  reference  to  sugar,  the  Senator  proiK»ses  to  apply 

sugar  and  to  other  products  coming  from  the  Philippines  the 

me  duties  that  may  be  applied  to  importations  from  any  other 
foreign  country.  Should  the  Senator's  amendment  be  agreed  to, 
.  _)Uld  it  not  give  Cuba  a  very  great  advantage  over  the  Philip- 
pines in  the  matter  of  sugar  as  well  as  vegetable  oils? 

I  Mr.  BROUSSARD.  We  can  only  deal  with  the  question  as  It 
affects  Cuba  by  amendment  of  a  treaty,  and  I  assure  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  that  I  shall  be  glad  to  be  able  to  do 
ii  the  case  of  Cuba  what  I  am  trying  to  do  in  the  case  of  the 
lippine  Islands — that  is,  to  preserve  the  American  market 
f4r  the  American  farmer. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  speaking  now  with  reference  to  sugar 
aid  trying  to  focus  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  the  situa- 
tion as  it  affects  sugar.  If  we  do  not  give  sugar  coming  from 
tie  Philippines  the  benefit  of  a  20  per  cent  reduction  as  we  do 
t<  >  Cuba,  then  we  shall  be  treating  Cuba  a  great  deal  better  than 
it  is  proposed  to  treat  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  will  state  to  the  Senator  that  I  do  not 
c  insider  It  so,  because  the  duties  we  collect  from  Cuba,  being 
8 )  per  cent  of  the  normal  rates,  are  retained  In  the  United 
S  tates  Treasury,  but  my  amendment  provides  that  100  per  cent 
of  the  duties  collected  from  Philippine  products  shall  be  re- 
t  imed  to  them. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Yes;  but  when  we  collect  such  duties  we 
c  )Uect  them  out  of  the  people  of  this  country ;  and  in  the  case 
ot  sugar  from  Cuba  we  collect  only  80  per  cent  of  the  total 
duties  while  in  the  case  of  sugar  coming  in  from  the  Philipi)ines 
vnder  the  Senator's  amendment  we  would  collect  out  of  the 
J  eople  100  per  cent.  The  sugar  producer  In  this  country  who  is 
t>  be  benefited  by  the  tariff  would  get  20  per  cent  more. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     He  would  get  20  per  cent  more  for  what? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  He  would  get  20  per  cent  more  protection 
against  the  Philippine  importations  than  he  would  against 
( Suban  Importations.  In  other  words,  the  American  producer  of 
fi  agar,  so  far  as  Cuba  is  concerned,  has  the  benefit  of  a  duty  of  80 

1  er  cent  instead  of  100  per  cent  Why  should  the  American  pro- 
docer  hmre  a  greater  protection  against  Philippine  sugar  than 
be  has  against  Cuban  sugar?    I  am  merely  asking  that  question. 
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and  I  Shall  be  very  glad  to  have  the  Swiator  from  Louisiana 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  The  protection  again.^  the  Philippine 
sugar  producer  should  be  more  than  that  against  the  Cuban 
producer  of  sugar  for  the  very  simple  reason  that  in  coUecting 
80  per  cent  of  the  normal  rate  a^rainst  Cuba  we  retoin  the  fuU 
80  per  cent  which  goes  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States, 
while,  under  thia  amendment  in  collecting  100  per  cent  against 
the  Philippines  we  would  return  the  total  amount  to  the  treas- 
ury of  the  Philippines,  and  would  pot  nothing  Into  the  United 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  But  the  point  I  am  making  is  that  the 
Senator  is  demand  tag  20  per  cent  more  protection  against  Philip- 
pine sugar  than  Is  afforded  against  Cuban  sugar.  Why  does 
not  the  Senator  frame  hl»  amendment  so  as  to  put  the  Philip- 
pines upon  a  parity  with  Cuba  in  the  matter  of  the  duty  on 
sugar? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Is  the  Senator  advocating  the  Imiwsltion 
of  only  80  per  cent  of  the  normal  duty  on  vegetable  oil  instead 
of  100  per  cent?  ^    ^^,,. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Of  course,  if  we  are  going  to  put  the  Philip- 
pines on  the  same  basis  as  we  have  put  Cuba — and  I  do  not  see 
any  reason  why  we  should  treat  the  Philippines  more  harshly 
than  we  treat  Cuba 


Mr.  BROUSSARD.  The  amendment  does  not  propose  to  do 
so,  since  the  money  which  is  collected  in  the  form  of  duties 
will  be  returned  to  the  Philippine  treasury,  just  as  is  done  now 
In  the  casv?  of  the  tobacco  duty. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  want  the  Senator  to  understand  that  while 
I  am  interested  in  coTtonseed  and  cottonseed  oil,  I  am  not  going 
toconsent  to  any  tariff  in  the  Interest  of  cottonseed  oil  that  I 
do  not  think  Is  in  the  interest  of  the  American  people ;  nor  am 
I  g(Ang  to  advocate  anything  that  I  do  not  think  is  Just  to  Cuba 
and  just  to  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  merely  wanted  to  know  if  the  Senator 
proposes  to  tax  vegetable  oibi  and  coconut  oil  from  the  Philip- 
pines at  100  per  cent  or  80  per  cent? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  would  Ux  them  at  80  per  cent  If  I  were 
going  to  tax  them  at  all.  If  I  were  going  to  tax  Philippine 
products  at  all,  I  woukl  not  tax  them  any  heavier  than  we  tax 
Cuban  products. 

We  came  into  possession  of  the  Philippines  as  a  result  of 
war;  we  came  Into  a  certain  relationship  with  Cuba  as  a  result 
of  war,  and  I  certainly  am  not  In  favor  of  treating  the  PhiUp- 
pine people  any  differently  from  the  manner  In  which  we  treat 
the  Cuban  people,  at  least  I  am  not  going  to  discriminate  in 
legislation  as  against  the  Flliirino  as  compared  with  the  Cuban. 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Would  the  Senator  support  the  amend- 
ment If  It  were  revised  so  as  to  Impose  on  Philippine  products 
80  per  cent  of  the  normal  duty? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  say  that  I  would ;  I  have  not  made 
up  my  mind  about  that.  I  do  not  much  think  I  would,  because 
I  do  not  like  that  method  of  taxation. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  yield. 

Mr  BINGHAM.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  whether  in  his 
amendment  there  is  any  proiM»«al  to  give  the  Philippine  Legisla- 
ture the  right  to  tax  products  coming  from  the  United  States 

by  placing  a  duty  upon  them?  

Mr  BROUSSARD.  No ;  it  l»  not  proposed  to  permit  them  to 
tax  Imports  from  the  United  States,  and  the  consideration  for 
that  is  that  we  are  remitting  to  iiiem  the  tax  which  we  im- 

pose 

Mr  BINGHAM.  In  the  case  of  Cuba,  brought  up  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons],  the  Cuban  Gov- 
ernment is  permitted  to  place  a  tax  on  goods  coming  from  the 
United  States  up  to  80  per  cent  of  their  normal  tax,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  BKOUSSARD,     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Therefore,  it  is  i»-opo8ed  to  give  the  Philip- 
I^nefl  another  raw  deal  In  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sena- 
tor not  only  by  lmiK>slng  a  higher  tariff  on  goods  which  they 
manufacture  than  we  imijose  on  goods  coming  from  a  foreign 
country  but  we  do  not  even  give  them  the  reciprocal  privilege 
of  placing  a  duty  on  our  protlucta,  a  privilege  which  Cuba  has 

Mr^  BROUSSARD.  If  the  Senator  wlU  examine  the  statis- 
tics and  facts  compiled  by  the  departments  having  to  do  with 
the  matter,  the  Treasurj'  Department  and  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  he  will  find  that  under  existing  conditions  for  every 
dollar  remitted  by  the  Philippines  we  are  remitting  about  $3  to 
the  Philippine  government,  and  if  tariff  duties  were  imposed  on 
Philippine  products  and  the  amount  thus  collected  were  returned 
to  the  PhlUpirtne  government  FiUpinos  would  be  receiving  be- 


tween two  and  tbne  dollars  for  erery  dollAr  from  which  our 
goods  were  exempted. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  But  does  not  the  SenaDw:  think  that  is  an 
extremely  strange  position  and  reminiscent  of  colonial  days  for 
the  mother  country  which  go\'erns  this  distant  possession  of 
ours  to  place  a  tariff  on  her  products  and  not  permit  her  to 
place  a  tariff  on  our  products,  when  we  give  tliat  privilege  to 
every  foreign  country? 

Mr,  BROUSSARD.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator,  who  is  a 
member  of  the  Finance  Committee,  that  that  condition  is  being 
Imposed  now  tmder  existing  law  and  will  be  continued  under 
section  301  as  reported  by  the  committee;  II.  has  existed  always 
against  the  Philippines.  We  are  now  remitting  taxes  imposed 
upon  tobacco  amounting  to  several  hmidred  thousand  dollars 
a  year.  That  tax,  imposed  by  the  United  States,  will  be  con- 
tinued under  section  301,  which  is  similar  to  the  existing  statute 
and  to  the  one  previous  to  that 

Mr,  BINGHAM.  But  the  Senator  now  proposes  to  place  a 
tax  on  all  I'hllippine  products. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  On  all  Philippine  products  Instead  of  on 
tobncco  alone, 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Yet  he  does  not  propose  to  give  the  Philip- 
pine Oovernment  the  recliwocal  advantage  of  placing  a  tariff 
on  products  coming  to  that  country  from  the  Uuitetl  States. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Under  the  amendment  section  301  re- 
mains except  as  it  applies  to  the  importation  of  goods  which 
heretofore  have  been  exempted  altogether,  but  the  amounts 
collected  are  segregated  and  returned  to  the  Philippine  treas- 
urv.  I  do  not  think  that  such  a  tax  will  be  hurtful  to  the 
Filipinos,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  advantage  which  they 
get  from  the  remission  of  the  tax  will  amount  to  a  great  deal 
more  than  the  duty  which  they  remit  to  us  on  goods  imported 
from  the  Uuite<l  States  to  the  Philippine  Islands. 

Mr.  BINGHAM  But  supposing,  for  the  sake  of  the  argu- 
m«it  that  the  Senator  would  give  to  the  Philippines  the  right 
to  tax  goods  coming  from  the  United  States  provided  that  the 
money  so  collected  should  be  retumetl  to  the  United  States 
Treasury,  does  the  Senator  think  that  the  American  manufac- 
turer and  the  American  laNning  man.  who  is  interested  In 
protecting  his  Job,  would  feel  that  they  were  getting  a  square 
deal  when  they  had  to  pay  a  duty  on  goods  which  they  Imported 
from  the  Philippine  Islands  and  that  duty  was  then  returned  to 
the  United  States  Government  In  the  form  of  revenue  for  its 
treasury  ? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  the 
arrangement  existing  at  the  present  time  Is  one  which  all  those 
who  are  interested  in  manufactures  are  insistent  shall  be  con- 
tinued. I  am  calling  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact 
that  the  burden  of  the  price  paid  by  the  American  people  for 
the  right  on  the  part  of  the  manufacturer  to  have  free  entry 
Into  the  Phillrolnes  is  borne  entirely  by  the  fanners  of  this 
Nation. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  But  how  about  foodstuffs  to  the  extent  of  a 
great  many  million  dollars,  raised  particularly  on  the  western 
coast  of  the  United  States,  which  are  imported  into  the  Philip- 
pines free  of  duty?  How  about  the  enormous  amount  of  fl.iur 
sent  to  the  Philippines  by  American  mills  on  which  no  duty  is 
paid?  Does  the  Senator  think  that  the  farmers  of  this  country 
would  like  to  have  to  pay  a  duty  on  that  flour,  even  though  the 
duty  were  returned  to  the  United  States  Treasury,  any  more 
than  the  i«oducer  of  vegetable  oils  and  sugar  in  the  Philippine 
Islands  would  feel  that  it  would  be  a  square  deal  to  charge 
them  a  higher  duty  than  is  charged  on  the  products  of  Cuba 
simply  so  that  their  government  might  get  the  benefit  of  it  ? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  It  is  all  very  well  to  make  that  argument 
without  figures ;  but  80  per  cent  of  the  gcKxls  exported  from  this 
country  to  the  Philippine  Islands  are  industrial  goods  and  95 
per  cent  of  the  products  exported  from  the  i'hilippines  to  this 
country  are  agricultural  products.  Thereftrt-e  the  American 
farmer  is  paying  for  the  privilege  granted  the  manufacturers 
to  send  their  goods  to  the  PhiUppines  free  of  duty. 

I  am  trying  to  remedy  that  situation.  I  uo  more  advocate 
imposing  unfair  restrictions  upon  the  Filipinos  than  anybody 
else  on  this  floor ;  but  I  do  appreciate  this  fact,  and  I  think  when 
I  proceed  with  my  argument  along  that  line  I  may  be  able  to 
satisfy  some  that  the  premises  ui)on  which  these  amendments 
are  laid  are  perfectly  sound.  I  am  trying  now  to  grant  protec- 
tion and  relief  to  the  farming  elemoito  of  this  country ;  and  I 
pointed  out  yesterday,  as  I  did  when  I  made  a  speech  here  on 
September  30,  the  fact  that  whereas  the  S«'iiator  from  Teunes^ee 
[Mr  McKnXAB]  had  ridiculed  some  Members  for  advocating 
and  applying  to  the  Tariff  Commission  for  an  increase  of  the 
duty  on  peanut  oil,  which  had  been  raised  and  the  price  declined, 
if  tbey  pot  a  duty  of  a  dollar  per  gallon  on  coconut  oil  or  any 
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other  (rfl  It  wonld  not  affect  the  price  of  oil  In  this  country,  ( 
b«<-auM«  100  per  cent  of  the  coconut  oil  which  competes  not  only 
with  cottonseed  oil  but  all  other  veieetable  oils  and  fats  comes 
from  tlie  Philippine  It^lands  and  enters  here  free  of  duty.  There- 
fore we  can  not  reach  it  in  that  way  at  all,  no  matter  what  the 
duty  i».  Coconut  oil  would  displace  cottonseed  oil,  fish  oil,  fats, 
or  any  other  kind  of  oil  we  may  have  a  demand  for  in  this 
marlcet ;  and  coconut  oil  is  sold  as  cheaply  as  6  cents  a  gailoD. 
I>oos  ttiat  uflfect  only  the  cottonseed  people?  It  has  reduced  so 
much  the  price  of  the  products  that  compete  with  the  products 
of  the  dairy  people  here  that  it  has  made  it  impossible  for 
American  manufacturers  to  use  a  l>etter  oil  in  making  oleo- 
margarine or  other  products  of  that  kind  which  have  displaced 
the  dairy  products  of  thi^  Nation.  The  ramiflcations  of  the  fats 
and  the  oils  in  this  country  reach  ninny  other  industries,  and 
the  farmer  is  brought  into  this  ruthless  competition  and  the 
Oorernment  is  doing  nothing  for  him.  * 

What  have  we  done  for  the  cotton  farmer  here?  We  know 
that  we  <-an  not  protect  his  cotton  by  levying  a  tariff,  except  on 
the  long-Mtaple  cotton.  Ho  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  should  be 
willing  to  vote  for  a  duty  on  any  kind  of  cotton.  I  understand 
that  practically  half  a  million  bales  of  cotton  are  Imported  into 
thift  country  ererj  year.  If  that  Is  true,  no  matter  how  little  It 
Affects  the  price  of  cotton,  no  one  will  deny  that  it  don  affect  it 
to  mnae  extent ;  and  if  the  Imfmrted  cotton  reaches  here  at  cer- 
tain iieriodN  of  the  y9ar,  when  tlie  market  Is  up  or  la  about  to 
drop,  if  1M),0(M>  bale*  of  cotton  are  brt^gbt  here  at  that  time, 
mtrt^f  imf  ftrop  Is  gclng  to  be  taken  trtmi  uoUern««th  tbe  price; 
ami  that  Is  tite  very  argiiinetit  I  aro  trying  to  malur  b«re, 

In  iittuft  word*.  Mr  I'resUletit,  there  are  two  thlnpi  that  tba 
farmers  of  this  <t;tintry  have  been  made  to  pay  for  the  benefit 
of  th«  imliMtrlailitts  of  this  NatUm.  Ktrst  of  tU.  we  tiwk  Cuba. 
We  determined  tliat  we  wanted  tu  hava  a  aopply  ei  atigar  eioaa 
at  hand  In  t%m  tii  war,  so  what  did  we  do?  Did  we  grant  her 
Mfutethlng  oot  of  tbe  Treasury?  So.  We  said.  "We  wtU  take 
(vff  'M  |ier  cent  from  tbe  dnty  on  your  |>r<Mlui't,  which  Is  an  agri- 
cultural product  grown  In  competition  with  the  sugar  farmers 
of  thhi  country."    Tliat  20  per  cent  was  taken  from  the  world 

f>rl<v.  Therefore,  who  paid  it?  That  20  per  cent  of  the  duty, 
utended  to  help  tbe  sugar  {leople,  was  deducted  in  order  to 
build  up  that  induiftry;  and  the  farmers  paid  it  until  Cuba  grew 
fat  and  produced  more  than  twice  the  amount  of  sugar  we 
needed  here,  and  then  broke  the  price  and  broke  the  farmers 
here. 

What  are  we  doing  now?  After  we  have  developed  the  sugar 
industry  in  Cuba  and  have  induced  Americans  to  invest  there 
to  the  amount  of  almost  a  billion  and  a  half  dollars,  and  they 
have  grown  so  much  sugar  that  they  have  destroyed  themselves 
and  made  us  poor,  we  are  now  Koing  to  continue  this  policy 
with  reference  to  the  Philippine  Islands.  Half  of  the  people  of 
my  State  are  cotton  farmers  or  grow  vegetable  oils  of  some 
other  kind.  To-day  we  are  told  that  no  matter  what  we  do  in 
regard  to  oil  we  can  not  affect  the  price  of  oil,  because  100  per 
cent  of  the  coconut  oil  imiwrted  into  this  country  comes  from 
the  Philippines  free  of  duty.  Who  is  paying  that  price?  For 
the  privilege  of  the  manufacturer  to  send  his  goods  to  the 
Philippines  free  of  ^uty.  who  is  paying  that  price? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  do. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  In  the  case  of  Cuba,  tbe  Senator  realizes 
that  the  manufacturer  is  deprived  of  20  per  cent  of  his  advan- 
tage, and  when  he  sends  his  gtxKls  to  Culm  he  gets  20  per  cent 
reciprocal  advantage  by  reason  of  the  Cuban  tariff  being  20 
per  cent  lower ;  but  in  the  case  of  the  Philippines 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  One  second ;  I  do  not  accept  that  premise 
at  all.  Does  the  Senator  contend  that  when  we  send  manu- 
factured goods  to  Cuba  we  are  ikying  the  price  by  returning  a 
20  fier  c-ent  rebate  on  manufactured  goods  from  Cuba?  Cuba 
doeM  not  send  manufactured  goods  here. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Is  it  not  true  that  in  reciprocation  for  the 
lower  duty  on  Cuban  sugar  Cuba  gives  u.s  a  lower  duty  on  our 
pnxl»K-ts? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Yes ;  but  let  me  point  out  to  the  Senator 
that  the  reciprocation  is  not  exactly  what  he  is  saying.  In  other 
wonls.  the  fanner  rebates  on  the  Cuban  products  that  compete 
with  him.  in  return  for  which  the  Cubans  give  u.«!  a  rebate  on 
manufactured  g<xKls  sent  to  Cul>a.  That  is  what  we  are  doing 
in  the  Philippines  to-day,  and  that  is  what  I  am  complaining 
about. 

In  other  words,  we  must  not  consider  the  United  States  as  a 
unit  in  this  matter,  because  the  sugar  that  comes  here  com- 
petes with  Ameriain-prodnced  sugar,  and  it  is  granted  a  rebate 
of  20  per  cent,  in  consideratiou  of  which  the  manufacturers  of 
this  country  are  granted  a  rebate  of  20  or  30  per  cent  in  the 
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Ciban  market,  and  therefore  the  American  farmer  is  paying 
ttat  price. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  But  how  large  a  percentage  of  the  flour 
and  foodstuffs  consumed  in  Cuba  comes  from  tbe  United  States 
and  receives  this  rebate? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  How  much  flour?  I  will  tell  the  Senator. 
I  am  glad  he  mentioned  that.  I  was  not  going  to  rehash  my 
SI  eech  of  the  other  day,  but  I  have  the  table  here. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  But  the  Senator  appreciates  the  fact  that 
a  large  percentage  of  the  foodstuffs  imported  into  Cuba  comes 
from  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  The  Senator  is  not  making  an  argument 
w  len  he  merely  makes  statements.  I  want  him  to  give  figures 
al  out  that ;  and  if  be  has  not  the  figures  I  want  to  give  them 
tc  him.    It  is  no  argument  to  say  that  the  Cubans  imiwrt  flour. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  It  merely  points  out  the  fact  that  it  is  not 
only  the  manufacturer  that  benefits  by  the  situation,  but  also 
tt  086  who  rsiso  wti^A^ 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Yea;  in  different  proportions.  The  per- 
centage in  the  case  of  the  Philippines,  I  will  say  to  the  Sena- 
t(  r,  is  80  per  cent  in  favor  of  the  industrialists,  as  compared  to 
9'  per  cent  competition  in  this  country  with  the  products  of 
tte  farmer. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  But  the  Senator  is  argalng  a«  though  the 
Pillipplnes  were  a  foreign  country. 

Mr.  BBOUHSAUD.  They  are.  They  are  not  incorporated 
in  to  our  Unimi. 

Mr,  HINOUAM.  But  they  are  under  tbe  AmerUan  flag;  and 
If  as  the  timtMUtr  says,  the  I'hlllppines  were  a  foreign  country, 
tley  wonld  certainly  piace  a  taritt  tm  all  fo^slstuffo  and  nianU' 
fi  cturad  article*  (f/tniitf  from  the  United  Mtates, 

Mr.  BHOUMKAKD.  Does  tbe  nenmUn  ksum  that  for  tlm  first 
if  years  that  the  FblllpptoM  were  under  the  American  flag, 
i<-nn  gf>ods  iiaid  100  per  cent  duty,  and  that  we  were  kind 
to  do  with  tbeiu  as  we  did  with  t'uha.  and  grant  them 
per  (vnt  reduction  on  our  tariff  rut«^?  Kor  10  years, 
IHM)  to  1000,  th«'y  paid  only  75  per  cent  of  the  rates  im- 
posed here,  and  they  charged  us  100  per  cent  of  their  duties  on 
p  roducts  we  exported  to  them.  They  did  that  with  our  permis- 
si  on,  of  course,  becnui«  they  had  no  authority  to  enact  any  tariff 
h  w  except  with  the  consent  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
S  a  tea. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Is  it  not  true  that  since  we  changed  the  law, 
and  permitted  Philippine  goods  with  the  exception  mentioned  by 
tie  Senator  to  come  in  here  free  of  duty,  and  all  American  goods 
tc  go  into  the  Philippines  free  of  duty,  our  trade  with  them  has 
ii  creased  enormously,  and  the  market  has  greatly  improved,  not 
only  for  manufactured  products  but  also  for  food  products? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Yes;  the  trade  has  Increased,  I  admit. 
I  am  looking  for  the  table  to  which  I  wanted  to  call  sttention, 
hit  I  will  come  back  to  that  in  a  few  minutes. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Louisianji 
y  eld  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Under  what  plan  would  the  Senator  prevent 
tie  Legislature  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  having  received  this 
n  fund  money,  from  paying  it  out  to  the  producers  of  sugar  or 
vegetable  oils  in  the  way  of  a  bounty,  so  that  the  net  effect 
would  be  that  the  producers  over  there  would  not  i>ay  any  tariff 
d  ity  to  the  United  States? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  not 
a  all  concerned  with  that.  I  am  not  trying  to  do  anything  to 
hiimper  the  Philippines.  My  sole  purpose  is  to  put  their  agri- 
(.Miltural  protlucts  that  compete  with  the  products  of  the  Amer- 
ican farmer  on  a  competitive  basis.  If  there  is  any  other  way 
t<  do  it,  I  shall  be  glad  to  subscribe  to  it.  Their  oils  and  their 
sugar  and  their  tobacco  compete  with  the  products  of  American 
f«  nners  here.  I  want  them  to  meet  the  latter  on  a  competitive 
tNisis. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  In  former  years  there  was  complaint  that  in 
Germany,  for  instance,  a  bounty  was  paid  upon  the  production 
o  '  sugar  to  the  prt)ducers  of  su;iar,  and  that  by  rea.son  of  the 
p  lyment  of  this  bounty  they  could  sell  their  su^ar  in  competi- 
tiun  with  American  sugar  at  a  lower  price.  Would  it  not  be 
pTfectly  feasible  in  this  case,  if  money  were  collected  at  our 
ci  stomhouses  and  i>aid  into  the  Philippine  trea.sury.  for  the 
P  lilippine  government  to  remit  the  Identical  stuns  Imok  to  the 
producers  of  sugar  in  the  Philippines,  and  leave  them  right  where 
t^ey  were  before? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  That  would  be  Just  exactly  as  the  Sona- 
tdr  states;  but  it  wmUd  be  quite  different  for  the  producer  of 
ciimpetitive  agricultural  pniducts  in  this  country,  because  there 
would  be  a  duty  exacted  from  that  commodity  when  it  arrived 
h  >re.  and  therefore  it  would  not  result  Ln  beating  down  the  nmr- 
k^  price  of  agricultural  products  in  this  country.    They  could 
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i^tnm  the  money  over  there;  they  could  use  it  to  build  highways 
or  to  run  their  >:ovemm«'nt.  I  do  not  care  what  they  do  with  it. 
Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  they  paid  it  to  the  producer  of  sugar  he 
could  aril  his  sugar  just  as  cheaply  as  he  does  now,  because,  in 
truth  and  In  fact,  there  would  be  no  tariff  on  his  sugar ;  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  Philippine  government,  opposing  as  it  does 
the  imposition  of  this  tariff,  would  do  that  very  thing.  It  would 
simply  rebate  it  to  the  producer,  and  leave  the  PhillRplne  sugar 
Industry  where  it  was  before. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yi^d  to  me? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Oi>Diir  in  the  chair).    Does 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  do. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  made  the  statement  a  while 
ago  that  the  farmers  of  the  country  were  suffering  by  reason 
of  imports  coming  in  from  Cuba  free  of  charge,  and  that  the 
manufacturers  were  the  only  ones  benefiting. 

I  have  before  me  a  statement  of  the  principal  commodities  and 
trade  of  the  United  States  with  the  Philippine  Islands.  I  find 
that  in  1028  we  shipped  them  milk,  condensed  and  evaporated, 
to  the  amount  of  $2,997,000,  We  shipped  them  wheat  flour  to 
the  amount  of  $4.^37.000.  We  shipped  them  automobile  tires 
and  casings  to  the  amount  of  11,205,000,  and  cotton  doth  to  the 
amount  of  $12,019,000. 

(Cotton  cloth  is  on  tbe  free  list.  Wheat  is  on  the  free  list. 
Two  of  the  prinrliial  things  which  we  cxporte*!  to  tbe  Philippine 
Islands,  according  to  tbe  figures  of  thi?  I>epartm<'nt  of  Com- 
merce, were  cotton  cloth  and  wheat.  Now  tJie  Hens  tor  feels  that 
ws  slwmld  put  a  duty  on  the  sugar  that  we  impr;rt.  There  is 
Already  a  (ftitr  <m  sugar  in  tbe  United  Mtates.  They  get  a  |>ro- 
ten'tlon  fr<mi  the  ihirenmt'nt  by  reason  tff  having  a  tariff,  but 
wheat  and  cotton  growers  do  not  get  any  benefit  ifot  of  the 
toriff.  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  most  important  thing  we  can 
do  is  to  try  to  find  a  market  for  tbe  two  things  of  which  we 
pr<xlttce  a  surplus,  and  which  arc  not  getting  any  benefit  of  any 
tariff  at  all.  that  is.  wheat  and  cotton.  If  we  are  going  to 
raise  the  tariff,  let  us  rahte  tt  on  cotton,  and  if  we  are  going  to 
raise  the  tariff  on  oils,  then  of  course  it  would  not  be  fair  to 
the  Philiptdnes  to  say  that  they  could  not  raise  a  tariff  and  put 
A  tariff  uiKXi  wheat  and  flour  and  upon  cotton  which  we  ahlp  to 
them. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Let  me  say  to  the  Senator 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Just  let  me  finish  this  statement  That 
would  indicate  to  me  that  what  the  Senator  was  trying  to  do 
was  to  give  further  protection  to  cotton  and  to  oil  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  wheat  farmers  and  at  the  expense  of  the  cotton 
farmers. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    It  would  not  do  that  at  all. 
Mr.  WHEELER.     Of  course  it  would,  if  they  put  a  tariff  upon 
cotton  and  if  they  put  a  tariff  upon  wheat,  because  then  they 
would  put  them  on  the  same  basis  with  the  wheat  growers  of 
Russia  and  the  cotton  growers  of  India  and  of  other  places. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  That  is  not  exactly  what  I  am  trying  to 
do,  and  I  do  not  think  the  effect  of  it  would  be  that.  But  I 
want  to  take  first  the  beginning  of  the  Senator's  remarks.  The 
cotton  grower  here,  of  course,  sends  cotton  goods  to  the  Philip- 
iHncs,  and  tbe  Philippines  send  cotton  goods  here. 

Mr.  WIIEEI>ER.  Cotton  manufacturers.  They  take  the  cot- 
ton they  buy  in  the  United  States  and  manufacture  it  over  there 
for  their  people  into  cheap  cotton  cloth,  and  they  do  ship  some 
small  part  of  that  buck. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  They  ship  embroidery,  and  a  few  things 
of  that  kind.  But  over  40  per  cent  of  their  exports  are  sugar 
and  38  per  cent  of  their  exports  are  coconut  oil,  so  that  70  per 
cent  of  their  exports  to  this  country  come  In  competition  with 
our  farmers.  The  Senator  propounded  a  half  a  dozen  questions 
in  the  short  statement  he  made,  and  I  will  ask  him  to  have 
patience  with  me. 

The  idea  of  levying  a  tariff  against  them  on  oils  is  not  to  he 
defended  merely  because  we  want  to  raise  the  price  of  cotton. 
That  is  not  the  idea  at  all.  But  the  farmer  is  interested  in  the 
by-products  of  the  cotton  crc^  he  raises,  because,  as  the  Senator 
knows,  there  are  so  many  elements  which  must  meet  In  order 
that  the  price  be  determined.  The  price  of  the  by-products  nec- 
essarily affects  the  price  of  the  cotton,  and  the  cotton  grower's 
price  has  been  fixed,  as  it  were,  by  the  price  of  cottonseed  oil. 
The  cottonseed  is  purchased,  it  is  manufactured,  and  the  cotton 
farmer  finds  that  the  market  is  taken  up  by  very  cheap  oil 
coming  from  the  Philippine  Islands  which  absolutely  disiHaces 
his  oil,  because  he  can  not  afford  to  sell  at  the  price  at  which 
that  is  sold.  As  the  Senator  stated,  we  do  send  some  wheat 
there  but  if  you  compare  the  amounts  of  the  exports  from  this 
country  to  the  Philippines  and  the  exports  from  the  Philippines 
to  this  country,  you  will  find  that  practically  twice  the  value 
is  received  here  as  compared  with  what  we  send  over  there. 


Mr.  WHEBLER.  Not  according  to  the  figures  of  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce.  The  figures  I  have  show  that  in  1928 
the  exports  from  this  country  to  the  Philippines  were  $79,- 
806,000,  and  the  imports  from  the  Philippines  were  $115,000.00a 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Let  us  take  the  values  for  the  period 
from  1910  to  1913,  inclusive,  and  these  figures  come  from  the 
Department  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    The  principal  export  from  thla  country  to 
the  Philippine  Islands  was  cotton  cloth. 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.     How  much  did  that  amount  to? 
Mr!  WHEELER.     Twelve  million  nineteen  thousand  dollars. 
Next  to  that  was  iron  and  steel  and  manufactures  of  Iron  and 
8  ted- 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    How  much? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Eight  million  dollars.  Next  to  that  was 
Industrial  machinery,  $6,000,000.  Next  to  that  was  wheat  flour, 
$4,537,000.  The  Senator  must  also  bear  In  mind  that  we  ex- 
ported a  lot  of  automobile  tires  to  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  am  admitting  that.  I  object  to  the 
policy  which  makes  the  farmer  pay  for  the  privilege  of  sending 
these  manufactured  gwxls  over  there. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  can  not  agri-e  with  the  Senator  that  that 
l»  true  as  to  the  Philippine  Islands.  I  do  not  know  so  much 
about  Cuba,  but  It  does  seem  to  me,  from  what  tlie  Senator  has 
said  with  reference  to  Cuba,  if  we  give  a  rebate  on  sugar  we 
ought  to  give  a  rebut*  also  on  the  things  th<7  manufacture. 

Mr.  hUOVWAUD.  M/  ameodment  does  not  mention  sugar 
at  all. 

Mr.  WHBELER.  I  understand  thut;  but  it  does  not  make 
any  difference  what  is  mentioned.  If  we  are  going  to  place  n 
tariff  on  tbe  products  of  tbe  FbiUppincs  coming  Into  this  coun- 
try. 1  do  not  tbink  any  Member  of  tbe  Unlte<l  mates  Meoate 
eould  stand  here  and  defend  himself  against  a  refusal  to  allow 
tbe  Pliilipplne  people  to  put  a  tariff  on  the  thingn  we  export 
over  tbere.  and  tbe  minute  tbey  do  pot  a  tariff  upon  tbe  things 
we  export  to  tbe  Philippines,  then  we  are  going  to  make  tbe 
wheat  farmers  and  tbe  cotton  farm«v  pay  a  tariff  upon  the 
wheat  and  also  upon  tbe  cotton  goods  we  send  over  there ;  and 
they  have  to  have  our  cotton  goods.  You  can  not  get  away 
from  tbat 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Let  me  read  the  pertinent  provision  of 
the  bill  as  reported  by  the  Finance  Cwnmlttee.  It  is  to  be 
found  on  page  281,  as  follows : 

Tbflt  there  shall  l>e  levied,  collected,  and  paid.  In  the  United  States, 
upon  articles,  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  coming  Into  the  United 
States  from  the  PWnpptne  Islands  a  tax  equal  to  the  internal-revenue 
tax  Imposed  In  the  United  States  upon  the  like  articles,  goods,  wares, 
or  merchandise  of  domestic  manufacture ;  such  tax  to  be  paid  by  internal- 
revenae  stamp  or  stamps,  to  l>e  provided  by  the  Commissioner  of  Inter- 
nal Revenue,  and  to  be  afilxed  In  such  manner  and  under  such  regula- 
tions as  he,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  shall 
prescribe :  and  such  articles,  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  shipped  from 
said  Islands  to  the  United  States  shall  be  exempt  from  the  payment  of 
any  tax  Imposed  by  tbe  Internal  revenue  laws  of  the  Philippine  Islands : 
And  provided  fvrther.  That  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  in 
the  Philippine  Islands,  upon  articles,  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  going 
ln.to  the  Pblliplne  Islands  from  the  United  States,  a  tax  equal  to  tbe 
internal-revenue  tax  Imposed  In  the  Philippine  Islands  upon  the  like 
articles,  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  of  Philippine  Islands  manufac- 
ture; such  tax  to  be  paid  by  Internal-revenue  stamps  or  otherwise,  as 
provided  by  the  laws  of  the  Philippine  Islands ;  and  such  articles,  goods, 
wares,  or  merchandise  gotng  Into  the  Philippine  Islands  from  the  United 
States  shall  be  exempt  from  the  payment  of  anr  tax  imposed  by  the 
internal  revenue  laws  of  the  United  States :  And  provided  further,  That 
in  addition  to  the  customs  taxes  imposed  In  the  Philippine  Islands 
there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  therein  upon  articles,  goods, 
wares,  or  merchandise  Imported  Into  the  PbUlpplne  Islands  from  conn- 
tries  other  than  the  United  States  the  internal-revenue  tax  imposed  by 
the  Philippine  government  on  like  articles  manufactured  and  consumed 
In  the  Philippine  Islands  or  shipped  thereto  for  consumption  therein 
from  the  United  States. 

So  that  In  a  measure  we  fix  their  tariff  laws.  It  is  provided 
further : 

That  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this  act  all  internal  revenues 
collected  4n  or  for  seeoant  ot  tke  PhiUpplae  Islands  shall  aoerue  Intact 
to  the  general  government  thereof  and  be  paid  Into  the  Insular  treasury. 

In  other  words,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  we  have  had 
this  policy  toward  them  all  the  time.  I  think  if  you  consult 
the  taWes  I  have  offered  you  will  find  that  the  balance  of  trade 
has  been  In  their  favor  to  the  extent  of  $32l\809,000  for  the 
period  from  1899  to  date. 

When  it  is  said  tbat  tlie  advantage  of  trade  is  in  their  favor 
to  the  extent  of  1320,000,000  plus,  that  does  not  represent  the 
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■rtvantage  they  have  had  In  dealing  with  us.    On  page  4073  of 
the  Co:iattM»»ioKAL  Kfiroso  will  be  fonnd  this  statement : 

Import*!  for  acroant  of  or  for  Mie  to  tbe  United  SUtei  OoTemment 
arrrtreii  In  tb<>  PhillpplfW*  are  loclod^  In  tb««e  fl|pire«  beflnnlng  July 
1.  1010.  Thf  amounts  of  ttieae  Importatlona  can  not  be  atcertained 
froaa  the  publiabed  Btatl»ttca ;  It  can  only  be  eatimated  tbat  daring  tbe 
17*4  yiar  period  July  1,  191<>-Deceniber  31.  1927,  thtj  were  not  leaa 
than  9inO.0OU.(K)O  aud  poaalbly  were  much  sr<>«ter  In  amount.  Tbe 
amouut  of  ittrlctly  rommerdal  Importatlona  admitted  daty  free  into  tbe 
fhliipl'inea  from  tbe  Tnlted  8tatea,  b«caiiae  of  their  American  origin, 
In  ih4-rffore  lea*  than  here  Indicated,  by  tbe  omoant  of  Importatlona  for 
tbe  1'nitrd  States  Ooveraraent  aerrtce. 

There  is  another  notation  here  on  tl»e  Table  Eihibit  D,  pape 
44^)7:;.  of  the  Re(ioro.  Thlg  is  from  the  Tariff  Commission. 
Thf  statement  reads : 

8rtie<lulf>d  dutlea  waived  on  Importa  for  account  of  the  United  Statea 
fi^rTlcini  in  the  PhUippinea  are  include  from  July  1,  1910.  Tbe  amount 
of  '.hf>«  impoita  c;tn  not  be  aacertaiued  from  publiabed  atatlatica,  and 
(-i>ni««HiuentIy  the  duties  waived  tbtreon  can  only  be  estimated.  It  la 
lieli<>v<>d  that  the  amount  of  these  duties  would  not  have  been  less  than 
912.500000,  and  possibly  they  were  much  more  during  tbe  period  here 
tabulated  ;  It  is  evld'^nt  that  duties  remitted  on  such  importations  should 
not  bo  considered  as  duties  waived  on  strictly  commercial  ahlpmenta  to 
tbe  Fhllippines. 

8o  that  thew  flffures.  altbongh  they  ^how  a  large  discrepancy 
in  favor  of  the  Philippines,  under  the  present  arrangement,  do 
not  really  tell  all  the  story,  because  that  $100,000,000  or  more 
mnst  be  deducted,  together  with  the  twelve  and  a  half  million 
dollars. 

This  is  what  I  want  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate, 
that  when  we  impuse  the  duties  as  proposed  in  this  am^idment, 
we  are  merely  carrying  out  what  we  are  already  imposing,  and 
what  preTiouH  to  1013  we  imposed  on  all  their  comm<>dities. 
For  instance,  from  1899  to  1902  they  paid  100  per  cent  duty. 
Then  in  1903  we  granted  them  25  per  cent  rebate  on  duties, 
but  we  continued  to  pay  theui  100  per  cent,  although  they  had 
no  authority  to  fix  any  rates  of  duty  except  with  the  consent 
of  the  CongresSk 

In  1909  we  gave  them  free  trade,  with  the  exception  of  cer- 
tain commodities,  sugar,  rice,  tobacco,  and  I  think  one  or  two 
minor  articles  produced  there.    They  had  free  trade. 

In  1913  all  their  products  came  on  the  free  list,  because  at 
that  time  we  had  no  duty  on  vegetable  oils  at  all  under  the  act 
of  1913.  Therefore  they  could  not  be  made  to  pay  the  duty, 
and  should  not  be.  In  the  case  of  sugar  there  was  a  duty,  but 
that  duty  was  cut  out  in  1918,  and  they  got  on  a  free-trade 
basis  as  to  sugar.  Subsequently  that  free-trade  prorision  was 
repealed,  but  as  they  were  shipping  only  a  few  thousand  tons 
to  this  ctiuutry,  nobody  worried  about  it,  and  the  limitation  on 
Culiau  ttugnr  was  not  restored  at  all.  So  that  what  is  proposed 
by  this  amendment  is  not  anything  new  at  all.  It  is  something 
which  existed  all  the  time  from  1S99  imtil  1913,  when,  by  a  mere 
ct  Incidence,  sugar  was  selwted  to  be  on  the  free  list,  and  It 
was  one  of  their  chief  commMlities.  The  other  chief  commodity 
exported  to  this  country  was  put  on  the  free  list ;  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  think  it  had  never  been  taxed  before.  Therefore  all 
their  goods  came  under  that  classification,  and  when  we  enacted 
the  act  uf  1922  was  the  time  that  this  should  have  been  brought 
up  to  reln.«*tate  the  status  existing  prior  to  the  time  when  they 
by  coincidence  got  on  the  basis  of  free  relations  with  us^ 

As  I  have  stated,  the  amount  we  would  ranlt  to  them  would 
be  in  excess  of  what  they  could  collect  from  us  if  they  im- 
posed duties  upon  us  the  same  as  they  do  against  other  uations. 
I  will  say  also  that  in  figuring  the  amount  of  taxes  remitted 
the  amount  on  sugar,  for  instance,  which  is  the  largest  item, 
^^9.000.000,  Is  flgui^  on  the  Cuban  basis  of  20  per  cent  off, 
aud  the  oils  are  practically  $40,000,000. 

Mr.  WHEELEB.  Is  there  a  tariff  on  oils  now  from  other 
couutrlti«? 

Mr.  BROl'SSARD.  Tea;  there  is  such  a  tariff,  but  it  does 
not  affect  the  price  of  oil  in  this  country  because  the  Philip- 
pines »jfnd  100  per  cent  of  the  coconut  oil  imported  here,  which 
displaces  all  other  oils,  even  in  the  manufacture  of  oleomar- 
gaiiue. 

Mr.  KKAN.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  principal  use  for  those 
oils  is  In  the  manufacture  of  soap? 

Mr.  BKOUSSARD.  Oh,  no;  I  would  not  say  the  principal 
use.  but  it  is  a  substitute  for  all  oil.  It  has  caused  a  decrease 
In  the  use  of  cottonseed  oil  in  the  manufacture  of  oleomargarine 
from  about  150,000,000  pounds  to  20,00a000  pounds.  Coconut 
oil  has  been  substituted  for  cottonseed  oil  in  the  manufacture 
of  oleomargarine. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Some  of  the  large  manufactorers  use  It? 

Mr.  BBOUSSARD.    They  do. 


Mr.  KEAN.  I  thought  they  used  It  in  quite  large  quantities 
fhxd  that  they  were  very  easily  the  largest  users  of  the  oil 
f^m  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  As  the  Senator  knows,  the  coconut  oil 
l^s  disi>iaced  all  the  market  for  American-produced  oils. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
jheld  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  do. 

Mr.  KING.  I  have  the  Tariff  Commission  report  in  my  hand, 
ifa  which  it  is  stated  that  the  soap  Industry  in  1927  used  126,- 
S  90,000  pounds  of  coconut  oil.  That  was,  as  I  recall,  consider- 
11  bly  more  than  60  per  cent  of  the  Imports. 

As  I  recall,  the  testimony  before  the  committee  indicate<l 
t  lat  the  coconut  oil  coming  from  the  Philippine  Islands  did 
lot  in  any  way  come  In  competition  with  the  cotton.seetl  oil  or 
a  ny  other  oils  produced  in  the  United  States.  Perhaps  I  should 
( ualify  that.  The  coconut  oil  coming  from  the  Philippine 
Islands  does  not  compete  with  American  oil,  in  that  with  the 
I  nportatlon  of  coconut  oil  and  the  American-prcKluce<l  oils  the 
fi  mount  produi'ed  In  the  United  States  for  the  ueetlsof  thepe<jple 
i  I  still  inadequate,  and  importations  have  to  come  from  Malay 
and  Java  and  Ceylon  and  other  oriental  countries;  so  that  if 
sre  .should  interdict  the  importation  of  coconut  oil  from  the 
Philippine  I.slands  there  would  of  necessity  be  large  quantities 
inported  from  Malay  and  Ceylon,  and  the  industry  would  be 
c  eveloped  there  instead  of  in  the  Philippine  Islands,  because 
coconut  oil  is  indii^pensible  to  the  manufacture  of  certain  kinds 
c  f  soap.  Cottonseed  oil  or  peanut  oil  or  any  of  the  other  oils 
irfHluced  in  the  United  States  do  not  measure  up  to  the 
lequirements  in  the  manufacture  of  soap. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Let  me  call  the  Senator's  attention  to 
'  he  fact  that  of  the  coconut  oil  imported  to  this  country  the 
Philippines  furnish  100  per  cent.  There  is  no  comptKiition  here 
i  s  against  coconut  oil. 

Mr.  Holman,  who  ai^)eared  before  the  Finance  Committee,  of 
rhlch  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  a  member,  repretJenting  the 
iiational  Cooperative  Milk  Producers'  Ftfleratiou,  the  American 
'otton  Growers'  Exchange,  and  the  National  Livestock  Pro- 
ncers'  Association,  made  this  statement,  which  will  be  found 
n  the  hearings  of  the  Senate  Finance  Ct)mmittee  on  the  bill : 

Tbe  oila  and  fats  problem,  as  we  have  told  tbe  committee  severnl 
1 1mes.  conatitntes  tbe  largest  single  competitive  problem  tbat  American 
1  armers   have   to  face   In    the   pending   tariff   legislation.     About    $148.- 

<  00,000  worth  of  these  oils  and  fats  come  into  this  country  every  year. 
Only  about  1603.000,000  of  products  come  in  that  compete  with  agrlcnl- 
lural  products  of  tbe  farmer.  Of  tbat  tbe  I'hilippinea  send  to  us  a  con- 
«iderable  quantity.  They  send  to  us  about  508,000,000  pounds  of  coco- 
1  ut  oil — that  la,  of  oil  content. 

In  addition  to  sending  this  100  x>er  cent  of  all  the  coconut 
<il  Imported  here  they  also  send  large  quantities  In  the  form  of 
(opra  and  desiccated  coconut  and  the  oil  Is  extracted  in  this 
( ountry,  and  that  accounts  for  the  lncrea.sed  amount  over  what 
!  he  Senator  stated  as  coconut  oil. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Br.  Bingham],  at  the  very 
I  ime  Mr.  Holman  was  before  the  ccHumittee,  asked  him  this 

<  uestion : 

Do  you  care  whether  It  la  made  of  coconut  oil  or  cottonseed  oQT 

Referring  to  oleomargarine,  Mr.  Holman  said : 

Tea ;  we  do.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  Senator,  we  would  prefer  to  hnve 
It  made  from  a  domestic  product,  because  then  it  would  help  our  brother 
1  trmers  in  the  aoutbem  section  of  the  country  and  tend  to  stop  wbnt 
li  now  a  rather  serious  problem  to  us,  namely,  the  Increase  of  dairy  cows 
la  this  country. 

It  will  be  found  in  the  same  testimony  that  Mr.  Holman  also 
lald  this,  referring  to  the  statistics  on  the  subject  of  oils  and 
lats: 

Tbey  are  all  in  tbe  record,  however ;  and  they  show  tbat  at  the  pren- 
( nt  time  only  around  20,000,000  pounds  of  cottonseed  oil  Is  used  In 
I  ileomargarlne,  whereas  in  tbe  older  days  considerably  over  150,000,000 
Itoonds  was  used;  and  at  tbe  present  time  abi»ut  a  quarter  of  a  bllHon 
liounds  of  coconut  oil  goes  Into  oleomargarine  making.  The  facts  are 
ihat  tbe  prices  of  coconut  oil  do  affect  tbe  prices  of  cottonaeed  oil  and 
( if  tbe  other  oila  and  fats  in  this  country. 

It  is  upon  such  testimony  as  that  that  I  have  gone  along  try- 
ng  to  get  this  duty. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Certainly. 

Mr.  KING.     On  page  277  of  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Informa- 

ion  the  statement  is  made  that  more  than  60  per  cent  of  the 

consumption  of  coconut  oil  In  the  United  States  Is  In  the  manu- 

acture  of  soap.     The  statement   lurther  appears   that   other 

iionrces  of  Import  are  the  British  Malay  Islands  In  the  South 
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Pacific  Ocean.  So  that  I  was  relying  upon  the  statement  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  plus"my  recollection  of  statements  made  be- 
fore the  committee  when  I  asserted  that  there  was  a  production 
of  coconut  oil  and  copra  In  Malay,  Java,  and  in  other  oriental 

countries.  ^     ^   ^^  ^      » 

Mr  BROUSSARD.  The  Senator  is  correct  about  that  I 
w«l  give  him  the  exact  figures,  which  will  bear  out  his  state- 
ment, although  I  think  the  conclusions  are  wrong  as  to  the 
effect  of  coconut  oil  on  other  oils. 

Mr.  KING.  May  I  also  put  In  the  Record  at  this  point  the 
figures?  The  protiuction  of  coconut  oil  for  the  year  1919 — and 
I  presume  this  refers  to  production  in  the  Philippine  Islands — 
was  215,542,157  pounds,  for  1923  it  was  235.918,000  pounds,  for 
1925  It  was  207.000,000  pounds,  and  for  1927  It  was  281.654,384 
pounds.  So  there  has  not  been  any  very  great  Increase  In  the 
production  of  coconut  oil  l>etween  1919  and  1927. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Let  me  read  now  from  Exhibit  A  to  my 
speech  appearing  In  the  Conobicssional  Record  of  October  1. 
We  lind  that  In  the  calendar  year  1928  the  Philippines  shipped 
here  $23,0(31,000  worth  of  C(Xonut  oil,  and  that  was  100  per 
cent  of  all  coconut  oil  received  in  this  c«ountry.  Here  Is  where 
the  Senator  gets  the  otiier  figures.  They  sent  $16.548.1X)0 
worth  of  ci>pra.  from  which  oil  is  extracted,  and  that  was  72.6 
per  cent  of  the  importations  of  copra  into  this  country ;  .so  that 
indicates  there  were  other  importations  into  the  country.  Of 
coconut  meats  desiccated  they  sent  in  $4,005,000  worth,  which 
was  76.9  per  cent  of  all  the  lmix»rtatlons.  In  other  words,  they, 
of  course.  Imported  other  things,  like  meal  and  cakes,  resulting 
from  pressing  the  coconut  and  extracting  the  oil.  But  the 
lmp<»rtatlons  of  other  oils  into  this  country,  us  the  Senator  will 
see,  is  very  small.  They  are  confined  to  copra,  of  which  27.4 
per  cent  was  from  other  countries,  of  all  importations,  and  of 
the  desiccated  coconut  23.1  per  cent.  That  shows  a  small  per- 
centage imported  from  other  countries. 

I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  no  other  oUs  were  Imported  from 
other  countries,  but  the  coconut  oil,  which  may  be  used,  as  the 
Senator  said.  In  the  manufacture  of  .soap.  If  it  Is  salable  on  tlie 
market  In  the  form  of  oleomargarine,  will  not  di8i)lace  the  oil 
used  in  making  the  cheaper  grades  of  soap.  It  is  going  into 
the  manufacture  of  oleomargarine  and  higher-priced  soaps. 
But  It  does  affect  the  price  and  the  efforts  of  the  southern 
farmers.  When  they  wanted  to  increase  the  price  on  vege- 
table oil  last  year.  It  was  clearly  Indicated  that  It  could  not  be 
done.  They  can  not  Increase  the  price  at  all,  because  all  of 
that  is  accepted  by  the  consuming  public  as  being  as  good  as 
the  other  oil,  and  most  of  them  do  not  know  tliat  cottonseed  oil 
is  not  used  any  more  but  that  coconut  oil  is  used  instead. 
When  they  buy  oleomargarine  they  are  buying  coconut  butter. 
Any  oil  that  will  do  that  will  affect  the  market  of  all  oils  In 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Is  not  the  coconut  oil  better  than  cotton- 
seed oil  for  food  purposes? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  No;  I  do  not  believe  It  Is.  I  think  It  Is 
cheaper.  When  they  sell  it  so  cheap  that  we  can  not  compete 
with  them  and  the  public,  not  knowing  It,  buys  It  just  the  same, 
then  tlie  Senator  will  see  the  difference.  Of  course,  the  public 
will  use  it  without  knowing  just  what  it  Is.  I  am  not  qualified 
to  say  that  one  oil  Is  better  than  the  other  for  food  purposes. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  understand  that  coconut  oil  la  better 
from  a  food-value  standpoint  tlian  cottonseed  oil. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  do  not  believe  that  but  I  would  not 
deny  it.    I  am  not  qualified  to  pass  Judgment  on  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  modify  my  amendment  so  as  to  read 
as  follows,  and  I  send  it  to  the  desk  to  be  read  by  the  clerk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  read  the  modified 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  amendment,  as  modified,  as  follows: 

On  page  280,  lines  3  to  25,  inclusive,  page  281.  page  282.  and  page 
283,  lines  1  to  3,  inclusive,  strike  out  all  oJf  section  801  and  Insert  in 
lieu  thereof  tbe  following: 

"  Skc.  301.  Philippine  Islands :  That  the  President  of  the  Tnitpd 
States  Is  authorised  and  requested  to  Invite  the  Governments  of  Ofeat 
Britain,  Japan,  Italy,  and  France  to  send  representatives  to  a  con- 
ference, which  shall  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  entering  Into  an  agree- 
ment to  guarantee  the  independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  Such 
agreement  shall  be  reported  to  tbe  respective  governments  for  their 
approval  :  ProiHded,  That  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  upon 
all  articles  coming  Into  the  United  States  from  the  Philippine  Islands 
the  mtes  of  duty  which  are  required  to  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid 
upon  like  articles  imported  from  foreign  countries :  Provided  furthrr. 
That  nntU  such  time  as  the  Government  of  the  United  States  shall  dis- 
charge its  promise  and  obligation  to  give  to  the  people  of  tbe  Philippine 
Islands  their  independence  the  dutlea  thus  collected  shall  be  paid  Into 


the  treasory  of  tta«  Philippine  Islands,  to  be  used  and  expended  for  4be 
government  and  benefit  of  said  Islands :  Provided  ftirther.  That  in  coa- 
sideration  of  the  revenues  thus  tamed  over  to  the  govemmeBt  of  tbe 
Philippine  Isianda,  all  articles,  the  growth,  product,  or  manufacture  of 
the  United  States,  upon  which  no  drawback  of  customs  duties  has  hern 
allowed  therein,  shall  be  admitted  to  the  Philippine  Islands  from  the 
United  States  free  of  duty  :  And  provided  further,  Tbat  the  free  admls- 
sioB,  herein  provided,  of  such  arUclce.  the  growth,  prodocC,  or  manatae- 
ture  of  the  United   SUtes,  into  the  Philippine  Islands  shall  be  condi- 
tioned upon  the  direct  shipment  thereof,  under  a  through  bill  of  lading, 
from  the  country  of  origin  to  the  country  of  destination  :  Provided,  hou- 
ever.  Tlmt  if  such  articlea  become  unpacked  while  en  route  by  accident, 
wreck,  or  other  casualty,  or  so  damaged  as  to  necessitate  their  repack- 
ing, tbe  same  shall  be  admitted  fr<^  of  duty  upon  satisfactory  proof  that 
the    unpacking    occurred    through    accident    or    necessity    and    that    the 
merchandise   Involved   Is   the   Identical   merchandise   originally    shipped 
from  the  United  States,  and  that  Its  condition  has  not  been  chang.d 
except   for  such   damage  as   may   have   beem   anstained  :   And   provided. 
That  there  Hhall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  in  the  United  States  u|H>n 
article*,  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  coming  Into  the  United   States 
from  the  Philippine  Isianda  a  tax  equal  to  the  internal-revenue  tax  im- 
posed   in    the    United    Stores    upon    the   like    articlea.    goods,    wares,    or 
merchandise  of  domestic  manufacture ;  such  tax  to  be  paid  by  internal- 
revenue  stamp  or  stamps,  to  be  provided  by  the  Commissioner  of  internal 
Revenue,  and  to  !»  affixed  In  such  manner  and  under  such  regulations 
as  he.  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  shall  pre- 
scribe ;    and   such   articles,   goods,   wares,  or   merchandise   shipped  froai 
said  islands  to  the  United  States  shall  he  exempt  from  the  payment  of 
any  tax  Imposed  by  the  Internal  revenue  laws  of  the  Philippine  Islands : 
Provided  further.  That  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  in  the 
Philippine  Islands,  upon  articles,  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  going  into 
the   Philippine    IsUnds    from   the    United    States,    a    tax   equal    to   the 
internal-revenue   Ux  imposed  In   tbe  Philippine  Islands  upon  the  like 
articles,  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  of  Philippine  Island  manufacture ; 
such  tax  to  be  paid  by  internal-revenue  stamps  or  otherwise,  as  provided 
by  tbe  laws  of  the  Philippine  Islands;  and  such  articles,  goods,  wares, 
or  merchandise  going  into  the  Philippine  IslandH  from  the  United  States 
shall  be  exempt  from  the  payment  of  any  tax  imposed  by  the  internal 
revenue  laws  of  the  United  SUte«:  Provided  further.  That  in  addition 
to  the  customs  taxes  impose^  in  the  Philippine  Islands  there  shall  be 
levied,  collected,  and  paid  therein  upon  articles,  goods,  wares,  or  mer- 
chandise Imported  into  tb%  Philippine  Islands  from  countries  other  than 
the  United  States  tbe  internal-revenue  tax  imposed  by   the  Philippine 
government  on  like  articles  manufactured  and  consumed  in  the  Philip- 
pine   Islands    or    shipped    thereto    for    consumption    therein    from    the 
United  States:  And  provided  further.  That  from  and  after  the  passage 
of  this   act   all   internal   revenues   collected   In   or   for   account   of  the 
Philippine  Islands  shall  accrue  Intact  to  the  general  govemmeot  thereof 
and  be  paid  into  the  insular  treasury." 

Mr.  BLACK  and  Mr.  BORAH  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  I»uislnna 
yield;  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  BLACK.  A  question  was  asked  a  few  moments  ago  about 
the  exportation  of  oil  from  the  Philippines.  I  think  it  might 
be  interesting  to  hare  In  the  Record  at  this  iK>lnt  the  figures  as 
to  such  exportatlons  and  the  countries  to  which  they  go. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  should  be  very  glad  for  the  Senator  to 
offer  for  the  Rb(^>bd  that  information. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  hare  here  the  annual  report  of  the  Insular 
collector  of  customs.  I  find  that  In  the  year  1927  there  was  a 
total  of  144,802,683  kilos  of  coconut  oil  exported  from  the  Philip- 
pines. Of  that  amount  141,588,606  kilos  were  exported  to  the 
United  States,  the  difference  being  about  3.000,000  kUos  between 
the  total  exports  and  the  exports  to  the  United  States  of 
America.  I  have  not  figured  It  out,  but  I  should  say  that  be- 
tween 98  and  99  per  cent  of  the  cocpnut  oil  exported  from  the 
Philippine  Islands  comes  to  this  country. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    I  thank  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Am  I  to  understand  that  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  proposes  to  combine  his  two  amendments  in  one? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  wish  to  state  to  the  Seiuitor  from 
Idaho  that  the  reason  why  I  feel  compelled  to  do  so  at  this 
time  Is  that,  under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  tbe  amend- 
ment providing  for  the  levy  of  a  duty  comes  under  section  301, 
and  It  Ijeing  the  first  amendment  which  we  reached  on  yesterday. 
I  was  comi^elled  to  take  It  up. 

There  have  been  many  requests  from  Senators  that  I  first 
take  up  the  other  amendm^it,  which  Is  appropriate  at  some  place 
later  In  the  bill  than  section  301,  and  I  tried  to  get  unanimous 
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eooaent  to  pennit  a  dtecnsslMi  of  both  amendmexite  at 
time,  coopled  with  coBsent  fli^i  we  vote  on  the  a«eiid«entfi 
ooDserutlvety.  one  after  the  other.  The  Pre8idio«  Officer,  how- 
ever, ruled  that  th*t  would  be  ki  contravention  of  the  nnaniinoaA- 
conaent  ain'seoaent  ander  which  we  are  coasiderlng  the  bill. 
Therefore  I  resorted  to  this  method:  I  coupled  the  aaeBdment 
providinc  for  the  independenee  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  pat- 
ting it  in  the  first  part  of  the  present  proposal,  with  ttie  ammd- 
menc  as  to  tiie  levy  of  duties.  Any  Senator  may  ask  for  a  dlvi- 
siiHi  of  tiie  queetioQ  when  a  vote  comes,  and  that  will  give 
prec«>dence  at  that  time  to  the  amendment  providing  for  inde- 
pendence. I  think  that  explains  the  situation  with  which  I  was 
confronted  and  which  I  tried  to  solve  in  the  way  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  BOBAH.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  first  amendment,  the 
amendment  with  reference  to  appointing  a  coounission,  ought  to 
be  considered  separate  and  apart  from  the  other  propositicm. 

Mr.  BROUSSAJID.  I  intend  at  the  proper  time,  I  may  say  to 
the  Senator,  to  divide  the  question. 

Mr.  B0BIN80N  of  Arkansaa     Mr.  Preeidenft 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Loniaiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkanaas? 

Mr.  BRQUSSARD.     I  yield, 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Has  the  ameDdment  as  modi- 
fied and  now  incofporated  in  one,  embracing  the  two  amend- 
ments proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  been  printed? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  No;  bat  I  have  asked  tliat  it  he  priated. 
I  shoQld  like  to  have  it  printed. 

The  VICE  PRKSIDENT.  It  has  been  printed  as  two  amend- 
menta.  but  not  in  the  form  of  one  amendment. 

Mr.  BBOUSaABD.  It  will  be  difficult  to  offer  amendments 
to  the  efxnbined  amendment,  because  the  lines  are  not  in  con- 
aecutive  <«der.  I  have  taken  the  two  tunendments  and  pot 
them  tog^her.  I  will  he  glad  to  hav>e  the  propoanl  printed  as 
one  amendment. 

Mr.  BOBAH.  Mr.  Prwident,  if  the  portion  of  the  amend- 
ment looking  to  tlie  appointment  of  a  commlsskm  is  geing  to  be 
conaldered,  it  seems  to  me  It  ought  to  be  considered  separate 
and  apart  from  the  question  of  levying  duties,  and  I  hope  the 
Senator  will  not  coanahiae  the  two  propositions. 

Mr.  BBOUS8ASD.  My  intention  is  not  to  require  a  vote  on 
that  portion  oi  the  amendment  or  to  try  to  make  any  effort  to 
get  a  vote  on  the  amendment  as  modiflied.  bat  merely  to  give 
precedence  to  the  second  amendment.  I  have  parsned  tlds 
course  beciuise  at  the  request  I  had  from  Senators  en  tbc  floor. 
The  amendm«Bt  win  be  divided  at  the  proper  tinte.  so  that  there 
can  be  ahsolnteiy  a  separate  and  distinct  vote  when  the  time  for 
voting  comea. 

Mr.  BORAH.  It  is  not  the  Intention  of  the  Senator,  then,  to 
force  a  vote  upon  the  question  of  declaring  the  indepeodence  of 
the  Philippine  lalands? 

Mr.  BBOUSSABD.  No ;  I  have  adopted  this  method  merdy  to 
save  the  time  of  the  Senate,  so  that  both  questions  may  be  dis- 
cussed at  one  time,  but  when  the  time  comes  to  vote,  1  will  be 
glad  to  separate  and  divide  the  two  questions. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Loui^aaa 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BBOUSSARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  If  it  is  within  the  rules  of  the  Smate  as  to  par- 
liamentary prixxdore  to  offer  an  amendment  as  a  substitute 
providing  for  the  ind^>Midenoe  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  would 
the  Senator  object  to  voting  upon  such  a  proposed  snbstitiite 
rather  than  either  of  the  amendments  or  the  amoidments  com- 
bined which  the  Senator  has  tendered  for  our  consideration? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  have  just  suted — perhaps  the  Boiator 
did  not  understand  me 

Mr.  KINO.    I  think  I  did  not 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  Jdst  stated  that  I  shall  ask  far  a  divi- 
sion of  the  question,  and  when  tl\at  is  done  the  Senator  may 
offer  an  amendment  to  either  branch  of  the  amendmmt. 

Mr.  KING.  Am  1  oaderst&nd,  the  Senator's  amendment  just 
offered  and  read  does  not  call  for  the  independence  of  the  Philip- 
pine Islands  bat  merely  authorizes  the  Prertdent  to  call  a  con- 
ference of  certain  powers  interested  in  the  Pactflc  for  the 
purpose  of  negotiating  a  treaty  guaranteeing  the  independooce 
of  the  Philippine  Islands.  That  would  not  mean  necessarily 
the  Independence  uf  the  PhlUpi^ne  Islands ;  that  would  be  sub- 
ject to  many  contingendas.  Suppose  the  President  did  not  call 
the  conference,  or  suppose  that  be  did  call  the  conference 
but  no  agraemfent  were  reat^ed,  it  is  obvious  that  then  nothing 
would  be  accomplished — immediately,  at  least,  and  directly 
looking  toward  the  independence  of  the  PhiUppiAe  Islands. 
That  is  the  reason  why  I  >^-as  prompted  to  submit  the  Inquiry 
as  to  wh^her  the  Senator  would  permit,  if  in  accordance  with 
parliamentary  procedure — and  I  think  it  is — a  substitute  for  his 
amendment. 
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liet  me  say  to  the  Senator  further  that  I  do  not  wish  to 

ibterfere  with  his  program  at  all;  I  would  not  be  so  dlscour- 

I  eons ;  hot  would  he  consent  to  voting  first  upon  an  axnenduient 

( n    the   substitute   granting    Independence    to    the    Philippine 

slands? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    I  may  answer  the  Senator  in  this  way: 
have  been  a  aiember  of  the  OiMnmittee  on  Territories  and 
InHiMar  PoBsessions,  where  the  Senator  has  had  a  bill  pend- 

Mr.  KINO.    For  many  years. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     For  many  years,  providing  for  the  inde- 

lendence  of  the  Philippine  Islands.     I  have  voted  thn»e  or  four 

imes  for  that  bill  in  the  committee,  and   I  have  offere<l  ray 

I  [meodment  in  that  form.     I  wlii  be  glad  to  support  anything 

1  hat  would  improve  the  amendment.     I  am  in  thorough  accord 

vith  the  Senator  from  Utah  on  the  question  of  giving  independ- 

<nce  to  the  Philippine  Islands.     If  that  were  done,  we  would 

)  lot  be  worried  with  theee  rate  matters  in  the  tariff  bill  at  all 

I LS  th^/  affect  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansaa     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
;ield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkan^s? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  As  drafted  and  presented  by 
he  Senator  from  Louisiana,  that  portion  of  the  amendment 
vhieh  r^ates  directly  to  independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands 
B  merely  advisory.  It  is  not  mandatory,  of  course,  and  can  not 
le  made  mandatory,  for  the  Senate  can  not  reqnire  the  Fresl- 
lent  to  call  a  conference.  He  has  that  power  now  by  virtue 
rf  his  constitutional  authority.  During  the  course  of  the  pro- 
leedings  it  will  become  necessary  to  take  a  vote  on  the  qnes- 
3on  of  Philippine  Independence  separately  from  the  question  of 
taaation. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  It  had  been  my  purpose  all  the  time  to 
oBer  the  amendm«it  separately,  but.  ns  I  understand,  the  par- 
liamentary situatioD  required  me  to  offer  tlie  amendment  in  the 
Corm  in  which  It  now  is.  I  will  ask  later  tliet  the  question  be 
Uvided. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  state  that  if  the 
Bttotion  is  one  to  strike  out  and  insert,  under  the  ni'le.  It  can 
not  be  divided. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  with  the  jier- 
nisBioB  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  I  do  not  think  tt  Is 
lertinoit  now  to  ask  the  Chair  to  rule  upon  the  question  of 
wrliamentary  procedure  in  connection  with  the  seimration  of 
he  amendment  I  merely  said  that  during  the  course  of  the 
wnsideration  of  this  bill  there  would  be  occasion  taken  to  vote 
m  the  qnesrtlon  of  Philippine  indei^ndence. 

Mr.  BINOHAM.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inqulrj-. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  wiU 
jtate  hia  parliamentary  inqtrtry. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Is  the  question  before  the  Senate  the  motlofn 
'it  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Harrison]  upon  which  we 
ivere  to  have  voted  yesterday? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  motion  before  the  Senate  le 
he  am«)dment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  (Mr. 
tTBAARD] ;  tiiat  is  the  pending  question. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President,  the  amendment  which  is  «eud- 
is  the  modified  amendment  of  the  Stmntor  from  Louisiana? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  modified   amendment  of  the 
ator  from  Louisiana  is  now  pexiding. 

Mr.  BORAH.     That  amendment  incorporates  the  idea  of  Inde 
dence  of  the  Philippines,  together  with  what  is.  in  my  mind, 

uch  mere  important  the  question  of  whether  or  not  we  are 
g  to  jenarantee  forever  their  independence.     I  am  willing 
o  vote  for  the  Independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands;  I  have 
voting  for  It  erery  time  I  have  had  an  opportunity  since  I 

ve  been  a  Member  of  the  Senate ;  but  I  want  some  time  to 
x»nsider  whether  the  United  States  shall  guarantee  that  iude- 
lendence  with  other  nations  of  the  world. 

Mr.  B&OUS&ARD.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  receive  any  sug- 
gestions from  any  Senator  designed  to  perfect  the  amendment 
f  am  merely  trying  to  bring  the  matter  to  a  vote  in  the  Senate, 
lowever,  the  guaranty  proposed  here  is  not  by  the  United 
States,  bat  the  proposal  is  to  ascertain  whether  other  nations 
vill  join  us  in  guaranteeing  the  independence  of  the  Philippines ; 
t  is  a  joint  guaranty,  and  I  would  be  willing  to  vote  for  that 

Mr.  BORAH  and  Mr.  KING  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Doetj  Uie  Senator  from  Louisiana 
rield;  and  to  whom? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    I  yieM  first  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Just  a  moment.  Why  not  offer  an  amendment 
jroviding  for  the  indes)endeQce  of  the  Philippines  vritiiin  a  cer- 
:ain  specified  time,  when  the  machinery  fur  the  transfer  can 
}e  iffovided? 
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Mr.  BROUSSARD.  The  Senator  may  offer  a  substitute  or 
may  offer  an  ameiidment  to  this  amendment  to  which  I  shall 
make  no  objection.  All  I  want  is  to  try  to  give  them  their 
independence. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  which  is  pend- 
ing now,  and  ask  that  it  be  read,  if  the  Senator  will  indulge  me ; 
and  If  it  is  proper,  and  the  Senator  does  not  object,  I  shall  offer 
it  as  a  sulwtitute  for  the  amendment  which  the  Senator  has 
just  had  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  do. 

The  VICE  PRE.^IDENT.     The  amendment  will  be  read. 

The  Lbqislativk  Clkbk.  On  page  283,  after  line  3,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  insert  the  following: 

In  conformity  with  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  declare  tbe  purpose 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States  as  to  the  future  political  status  of 
the  people  of  the  Philippine  Islands  and  to  provide  a  more  autonomous 
gorernment  for  those  Islands,"  approved  August  29.  1916,  the  Philippine 
Legislature  Is  hereby  authorised  to  provide  for  a  general  election  of 
delegates  to  a  constitutional  convention,  which  shall  prepare  and  formu- 
late a  constitution  for  an  Independent  republican  government  for  the 
Philippine  Islands,  and  ui>on  the  ratification  and  promulgation  of  said 
constitution  and  the  election  of  the  offlcers  then'in  provided  for,  and  as 
soon  as  the  government  provided  for  under  said  constitution  is  organised 
and  ready  to  ninctlon,  the  President  of  the  United  States  shall  recognise 
and  proclaim  the  Independence  of  the  Philippine  government  under  said 
constitution  and  shall  notify  the  governments  with  which  the  United 
States  is  in  diplomatic  correspondence  thereof,  and  shall  Invite  said 
governments  to  recognise  the  Independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands, 
and  the  President  Is  dlrecte<l  to  withdraw  the  military  forces  of  the 
United  States  from  said  islands  within  six  months  after  aaid  proclama- 
tion recognizing  the  Independence  of  said  Philippine  government. 

The  debts  and  Uahllltles  of  the  Philippine  government.  Its  provinces 
and  municipalities  and  Instrumentalities,  which  shall  be  valid  and  sub- 
sisting at  the  time  of  the  approval  of  the  proposed  constitution  shall  be 
assumed  by  the  government  established   thereunder. 

If  the  Phllli)plne  government  falls  to  pay  auy  of  its  debts  and  lia- 
bilities referred  to  in  the  foregoing  section  or  the  Interest  thereon  when 
due,  the  United  States  Government  may  thereupon  take  over  the  customs 
offices  and  adminUtration  of  the  same  and  apply  such  part  of  the  reve- 
nue received  therefrom  as  may  he  necessary  for  the  payment  of  such 
overdue  Indebtedness  or  Interest.  When  such  overdue  Indebtedness, 
liability,  or  Interest  shall  have  been  paid  the  United  States  Government 
shall  restore  to  the  Philippine  government  the  control  and  administra- 
tion of  Its  customs  offices  and  the  revenues  derived  therefrom. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President- 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.-  Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  do. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah,  if  I  may,  whether  he  offers  this  amendment  and  asks  for 
its  immediate  consideration  by  the  Senate? 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     1  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  I  offer  it  as  a  substitute  for  the 
amendment  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana.  While 
I  have  the  floor,  with  the  Senator's  permission,  I  should  like  to 
"state  that  there  is  a  provision  in  the  amendment  which  does  not 
meet  my  approval.  As  IsJenators  may  know,  for  a  number  of 
years  lust  past  I  have  been  offering  joint  resolutions,  which 
were  referretl  to  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  Ins^ilar  Pos- 
sessions, calling  for  the  independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands. 
In  several  of  the  resolutions  so  offered  I  incorixwated  a  pro- 
vision which  was  not  in  accord  with  my  views.  I  was  pw- 
.suadetl  to  this  course  by  sincere  friends  of  independence  for  the 
i'ilipinos,  who  believed  that  by  so  including  the  provision  some 
opj»o8ition  to  the  measure  might  be  abated.  The  provision  de- 
ferred to  is  to  the  effect  that  if  the  Philippine  government 
which  shall  be  established,  fails  to  meet  obligations  incurred 
while  the  United  States  had  sovereignty  over  the  Philippine 
Islands,  and  was  in  control  of  the  Philippine  government,  then 
the  United  States  would  have  the  authority  to  take  possession 
of  the  Philippine  customhouses  for  the  purpose  of  securing  pay- 
ment of  such  obligations.  I  entertain  no  thought  that  the 
Philippine  government,  to  be  set  up  pursuant  to  the  joint  reso- 
lution, would  default  in  its  obligations  or  in  meeting  any  obliga- 
tions incurred  while  the  United  States  was  in  control  of  the 
islands. 

However,  as  suggested,  there  were  those  who  believed  that 
there  was  a  moral  obligation  upon  the  part  of  the  United  States 
to  see  that  ail  indebtedness  incurred  while  it  controlled  the 


Philippines  was  discharged,  even  after  our  Ooveninient  had 
surrendered  control  over  the  islands.  As  Senators  know,  bonds 
have  been  issued  by  the  Philippine  government  as  well  as  by 
some  Philippine  municipalities.  The  interest  upon  these  bonds 
has  been  met  with  scruptilous  care,  and  any  and  all  obligations 
which  have  matured  have  been  promptly  discharged. 

Most  of  the  outstamling  obligations  are  held  by  American 
citizens,  and  for  that  reason  some  Americans  favorable  to 
independence  of  the  Filipinos  have  believetl  that  there  should 
be  some  pro\ision  in  the  law  or  resolution  authorising  the  Inde- 
pendence of  the  Filipinos  which  would  empower  the  United 
States  to  take  such  steps  as  it  deemed  necessary,  after  independ- 
ence was  granted,  to  see  that  all  maturing  obligations  issued 
while  the  Unite<l  States  was  in  control  of  the  islands  should 
be  discharged.  I  have  such  conflilence  in  the  Filipinos,  in  their 
capacity  for  self-government,  in  the  stability  of  any  government 
which  they  may  set  up,  and  in  the  Integrity  and  rectitude  of  the 
people  themselves  that  I  feel  no  apprehension  concerning  the 
payment  of  the  obligations  referred  to. 

I  was  willing  and  am  now  willing  to  vote  for  the  independ- 
ence of  the  Filipinos  without  imposing  restrictions  or  restraints 
which  might  be  construed  as  an  indication  of  a  lack  of  confi- 
dence in  their  honesty  or  ability  to  meet  and  discharge  the 
responsibilities  which  would  come  to  them  when  they  were  an 
independent  sovereign  state. 

I  believe,  Mr.  President,  that  the  time  has  come  for  the 
United  States  to  redeem  its  solemn  promise  contalnetl  in  the 
so-caile<l  Jones  Act,  which  was  approved  August  29,  1916.  That 
promise  was  that  the  Unlte<i  States  would  withdraw  their 
sovereignty  over  the  Philippine  Islands  and  recogniee  their 
independence  as  soon  as  a  stable  government  was  established 
therein.  The  inhabitants  of  the  Philippine  Islands  relied  upon 
that  promise.  They  addressed  themselves  with  earne«tnea8 
and  zeal  to  the  material  and  moral  development  of  their  coun- 
try. They  studied  political  questions  and  applied  themselvi's 
in  a  patriotic  and  earnest  way  to  learning  the  art  of  govern- 
ment and  to  the  laying  of  the  foundations  of  democracy.  They 
were  animated  by  a  desire  for  liberty  and  for  independence; 
they  had  pride  in  their  country  and  confidence  in  their  ability 
to  govern  themselves  and  to  develop  a  progressive  civilization 
and  a  government  resting  upon  law  and  order  and  democratic 
foundations.  They  have  a  stable  government  and  have  demon- 
strated that  they  are  competent  to  govern  themselves. 

Of  course,  they  will  make  mistakes,  and  have  problems  serious 
and  difficult  of  solution ;  but  that  is  true  of  all  peoples ;  but  In 
the  solving  of  such  problems  there  will  be  developed  character, 
a  .sense  of  responsibility,  and  increased  capacity  for  self-gov- 
ernment 

Mr.  President,  I  should  be  glad  to  see  the  provision  to  which 
I  have  referred,  authorizing  the  United  States  to  take  possession 
of  the  customhouses  under  certain  conditions,  eliminated  from 
my  amendment,  but  as  stated,  I  have  incorporated  it  in  some 
of  the  joint  resolutions  which  I  have  heretofore  offered,  and  in 
the  substitute  which  I  have  now  presented,  out  of  deference  to 
the  views  of  some  persons  who  believe  it  might  remove  objec- 
tions that  might  be  offered  to  the  measure. 

Mr.  President,  I  apiH'eciate  that  the  question  of  Philii^ine 
independence  by  some  will  l>e  regarded  as  so  vital  and  so  impor- 
tant that  it  ought  to  be  considered  as  an  inde[iendent  proposi- 
tion and  not  as  a  part  of  a  tariff  bill.  I  conctnle  the  validity 
of  these  objections,  but  I  have  felt  constrained  to  offer  this 
amendment  when  the  Senate  has  before  it  a  measure  to  impose 
upon  the  Philii^ine  Islands  a  policy  which  I  n^gard  as  hostile 
to  the  spirit,  if  not  the  letter,  of  the  GonstitutioD^  and  obnoxious 
to  the  concepts  of  democracy.  When  a  propositiMi  to  tax  the 
Filipinos  is  at  issue,  there  is  jtistiflcation — even  when  a  tariff 
bill  is  under  consideration — In  raising  the  Issue,  as  to  the  moral- 
ity and  legality  of  this  Republic  holding  colonial  possessions 
and  imposing  upon  them  taxation  without  their  consent.  This 
Republic  can  not  afford,  even  if  it  had  the  power,  to  hold  alien 
peoples  in  subjection  and  to  treat  their  lands  and  their  cimntry 
as  a  territorial  possession  to  be  controlled,  governed,  and  dis- 
posed of  as  Congress  may  determine.  If  we  are  to  hold  the 
Philippine  Islands  under  the  American  flag  the  Filipinos  most 
have  the  rights  of  American  citizens.  We  should  therefore,  Mr. 
President,  reject  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana;  and  to  the  question  involved  in  the  issne  between 
treating  the  Philippines  as  conquered  territory,  or  giving  to  the 
Filipinos  their  Independence,  there  should  be  but  one  answer, 
and  that  should  be  that  this  Republic  will  keep  its  solemn 
promise  and  grant  to  the  FilipinoB  freedom  and  independence, 
and  bid  them  Godspeed  as  they  push  their  ship  of  state  out  into 
the  international  sea  which  carries  the  nations  of  the  world. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  a  i>arliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  wiU  state  it. 
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Mr.  N0RIU3.  Is  tbe  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Utah,  under  our  rules  and  the  parliamentary  situation, 
subject  to  amenilraent? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  understands  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  to  be  a  proposal  to  strike 
out  and  Insert  The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah 
is  an  amendment  to  that  amendment,  or  a  substittite  for  it. 
The  Chair  will  hold  that  the  substitute  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah  is  open  to  amendment  being  an  amendment  in  the  flr^ 
degree  only,  because  each  proposition  embraced  in  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  under  Rule  XVIII,  is. 
for  the  ptirpoee  of  amendment,  to  be  regarded  as  a  question. 

Mr.  NOttlllS.  That  being  the  ruling,  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  if  lie  will  permit  me  now  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  substitute?  Will  the  Senates  yield  so  that  I  can 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Utah? 

air.  BROUSS.\RD.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  beginning  on  line  20,  page  2, 
of  the  8ul)sritute,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  remainder  of  the 
substitute.  In  other  words,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  part  the 
Senator  hna  been  talking  about,  giving  us  permission  to  go  into 
the  Philippines  and  take  possession  of  the  custombouses. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BR0U8SARD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  am  very  glad  to  accept  that  amendment,  be- 
cause in  the  numerous  UUs  which  I  first  introduced  that  was 
not  a  part  of  the  ineasnre,  and  I  inserted  it  only  for  the  reason 
I  have  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  trtm  Utah  ean 
modi^  his  amendBMnt. 

Mr.  KING.  I  accept  the  amendment,  and  treat  it  as  a  modi- 
flcatioo  of  my  amendsaent. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  tram  Loolaiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missisaippi? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  do. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Evidently  this  subject  Is  going  to  proTobe 
a  good  deal  of  discussion.  Chi  yesterday  one  amendment  was 
pot  over  at  the  request  of  certain  Senators  who  were  not  pres- 
ent, which,  as  we  thought,  bad  been  fully  dtscnased.  Why  can 
wo  not  rote  on  that  now,  and  get  it  out  of  the  way,  and  let 
this  question  be  pending? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  Piesideat 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BROLSSARD.     1  do. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  will  be  some  discussion,  I  suppose,  on 
the  other  amendment  Therefore,  since  we  have  this  matter 
under  consideration  now,  it  seems  to  me  tiest  not  to  break  in 
on  It 

Mr.  HABRISON.  That  is  exacUy  what  I  pointed  out  yester- 
day. When  we  get  a  subject  matter  up^  and  Senators  have 
oxprtatd  thetr  views  on  it.  it  scfma  to  me  we  ought  then  to 
decide  It  and  flnish  it  op  before  we  go  to  something  else.  There 
is  no  telling  how  long  this  discussion  is  going  to  take. 

Mr.  SMt>OT.  I  should  not  like  to  break  in  on  this  matter 
right  now.  Let  ns  at  least  hare  a  vote  on  the  pending 
amendment 

Mr.  HARRI90N.  The  Senator  can  handle  his  bill  lust  as  he 
desires;  but  it  seems  to  me  we  will  get  along  better  if  we  get 
through  with  <me  subject  matter  at  a  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  say  to  the  Senators 
present  that  that  will  be  done  from  now  on.  There  will  be  no 
unanimous  consent  to  do  otherwise.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
do  that 

Mr.  BKOUSSARD.  I  shall  be  through  with  my  speech  yery 
djortly. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  wUl  permit 
just  one  more  interruption 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  frwn  Lopisiana 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Misslssii^? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  do. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Several  Senators  asked  me  about  the  mat- 
ter that  wa.'<  put  over  yesterday.  I  expressed  to  them  the  belief 
that  it  would  be  voted  on  early  to-day.  Now  we  are  left  in  an 
uncertain  state.  Can  the  Senator  tell  ns  when  a  vote  can  be 
had  on  that  amendment?  Is  it  going  to  be  brought  up  we^ 
after  next,  or  to-morrow,  or  about  what  time? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  desire  to  vote  upon  the  amendment  just  as 
soon  as  possible;  but  to  break  in  now  on  the  pending  matter, 
and  have  all  this  talk  to  go  over  again,  would  result  in  our 
losing  a  great  deal  of  time.  Let  us  dispose  of  this  mutter  while 
It  is  before  the  Senate. 
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Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  In  all  proba- 
l>illty  the  debate  on  the  pending  amendment  will  be  very  pro- 
knoged. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent The  debate  on  the  pending  amendment  will  last  several 
days. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Then  let  it  proceed. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  It  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
tariff  biU 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana  has 
the  floor.    To  whom  does  he  yield? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    I  dt^ire  to  proceed  now. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  fronr  Idaho? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

M^.  BORAH.  Do  I  understand  that  it  is  the  definite  plan  to 
Incorfwrate  in  this  tariff  bill  an  entire  scheme  providing  for  the 
independence  of  the  Phllii^ine  Islands? 

I  desire  to  say  that  I  have  voted  for  Philippine  independence. 

am  commlttetl  to  that  policy;  but  to  work  into  a  tariff  bill 
the  derailed  machinery  and  all  the  questiona  Involved  in  the 
great  question  of  independence  seems  to  me  a  rather  unusual 
thing. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President  we  are  tmable  over  here  to 
ascertain  what  is  going  on. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the  Senate  be  in  order,  so  that 
Senators  may  know  what  is  being  said. 

Mr,  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  which  I 
have  offered  merely  authorizes  the  President  to  consult  tlie  Pa- 
cific-pact powers,  and  take  such  action  as  he  has  a  right  to  take 
now,  and  provides  that  pending  tl»e  time  when  that  may  be  done 
the  policy  with  reference  to  free-trade  exchange  of  commodities 
between  the  Philippines  and  the  United  States  shall  be  put  on  a 
limited  basis.  The  Senator  will  see  that  if  he  looks  at  section 
301,  which  deals  with  the  duties  and  relations  between  tlie  two 
countries.  If  we  are  to  give  Independence  to  the  Philippines,  of 
course  it  will  be  useless  to  have  this  section ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  we  are  being  subjected  to  what  I  consider  a  harmful  com- 
petition, so  that  I  merely  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
President  ought  to  consult  these  powers,  and  then  he  can  make 
his  recommendations  to  Congress.  I  do  not  propose  to  estab- 
lish machinery  under  my  amendment,  but  it  is  being  done  by 
substitutes  offered  to  my  amendment. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Let  us  consider  the  question  of  revenue  alone 
in  the  tariff  hill,  and  eliminate  any  question  of  Philippine  inde- 
pendence at  this  time.  We  can  bring  it  up  as  a  separate  propo- 
sition. If  we  put  it  into  this  bill.  It  will  go  far  toward  wrecking 
the  bill. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President  will  the  S^iator  yield  for 
just  a  moment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  BKOUSSARD.     I  do. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  want  to  appeal  to  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  King],  who  has  offered  this  .substitute  which  brin^'.s  up 
the  entire  question  of  Philippine  independence,  to  withdraw  his 
amendment  The  matter  is  bound  to  tie  discussed  for  days,  if 
not  for  weeks.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  tariff  bill,  and  wilt 
only  tend  to  give  rise  to  what  might  be  termed  a  "  filibuster  " 
against  the  tariff  bill. 

I  know,  of  course,  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  had  no  In- 
tention whatever  of  offering  the  amendment  for  that  purpose, 
because  it  is  a  matter  which  has  been  close  to  his  heart  for  a 
very  long  time,  and  he  has  had  before  the  Senate  for  a  great 
many  years  a  resolution  with  regard  to  Philippine  indepetid- 
encfe  I  hope,  however,  that  he  will  be  willing  to  withdraw  his 
amendment  at  this  time,  in  order  that  we  may  not  be  forcei 
to  vote  upon  the  matter  without  full  discussion,  and  a  discus- 
sion which  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  in  all  probability  mut^t 
take  a  very  considerable  period  of  tinie. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.  May  I  say  that  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
the  independence  of  the  Philippine  Isianda  is  dear  to  my  heart, 
I  had  not  intended  to  present  that  question  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  pending  bill.  I  do  not  desire  to  Interfere  with  the 
consideration  of  the  tariff  bill  before  us,  though  I  believe 
it  to  be  a  very  unwiae  and  unsound  measure,  and  that  If  It 
shall  become  a  law,  that  it  will  be  injurious  to  our  country 
and  oppressive  to  the  consuming  public. 

I  realise,  however,  that  the  Itepublicans  are  In  power,  that 
the  President  coove«e<l  Congress  in  special  session  to  pass  a 
tadfl  hlU.    The  Repuhlicaiis  are  oitltled  to  a  vote  upon  the 
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bill.  Imperfect,  unwise,  and  harmful  though  it  noay  be.  There- 
fore I  had  no  desire  to  interpose  any  ob-stacle  to  a  fair  con- 
sideration of  the  pending  bill  and  to  a  vote  upon  it  within  a 
reasonable  time. 

However,  for  years  I  have  been  trying  to  secure  considera- 
tion of  measures  which  I  have  offered  for  the  independence  of 
the  Philippine  Islands.  But  I  have  encountered  constant  oppo- 
sition from  Republicans  who  controlled  the  Senate,  and  have 
been  unable  to  get  the  committee  controlled  by  those  upon 
the  other  side  of  the  aisle  to  report  my  resolutions  calling  for 
the  independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands. 

The  former  President  of  the  Ignite*!  States  indicated,  in  a 
statement  which  emanated  from  the  White  House,  his  unalter- 
able opposition  now,  or  within  a  reasonable  time,  to  Philippine 
independence.  He  indicated  that  perhaps  in  the  future  they 
might  obtain  their  independen(^.  A  distinguished  Member  of 
this  body,  a  former  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Territories 
and  Insular  Possessions,  indicated  that  perhaps  50  years  from 
now  the  Philiiq;)ine  Islands  might  secure  independence. 

When  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bboussaro]  offered 
his  amendment  which  callefl  for  an  abrogation  of  the  existing 
relations  between  the  United  States  and  the  Philippine  Islands, 
and  the  imposition  upon  the  Filipinos  of  a  policy  which  I  re- 
garded ns  un-American  and  undemocratic — a  policy  which  in- 
volve<l  taxing  them,  though  an  attempt  is  made  to  take  away 
something  of  the  sting  by  promising  to  return  to  the  Philippine 
government  the  money  derived  frt»m  the  customs  receipts — I 
felt  in  all  good  conscience  that  wljen  confronted  with  the  prop- 
osition of  treating  the  Filipinos  as  colonists  ahd  adopting  toward 
them  an  imperialistic  policy,  a  colonial  policy,  that  it  was  time 
to  offer  my  resolution,  now  before  a  Senate  c*»mmittee,  which 
provides  for  Philippine  independence.  Moreover,  it  is  urged  by 
many  of  our  citizens — and  that  view  has  been  expressed  in  the 
Senate — ^that  the  interests  of  agriculture  are  Jeopardized  by  the 
free  entry  into  the  United  States  of  Philippine  products.  If 
that  is  so,  then  there  Is  a  material  interest  which  should  be  con- 
sidered In  the  determination  of  this  issue.  My  own  opinion  is, 
however,  that  there  is  but  little  justification  for  the  claim  that 
Philippine  importations  are  injurious  to  American  producers. 
However,  Mr.  President,  under  certain  conditions  I  would  be 
willing  to  not  press  my  amendment.  If  I  can  secure  an  agree- 
ment that  the  question  of  Philippine  Independence  shall  be 
brought  to  the  Senate  for  determination  in  the  next  regular 
session  of  Congress,  and  a  vote  be  had  upon  the  question  after 
full  and  adequate  discussion,  then  I  might  be  willing  to  not  press 
my  amendment.  However,  if  there  is  any  possibility  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ivoulslana  being  adopted 
then  I  shall  insLst  upon  a  vote  on  my  substitute. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  the  Senator  yields  the  floor,  I  ask  for  the 
floor  for  a  moment  or  two. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  In  the  chair).  The 
Senator  from  Nebraska  is  reo^gnized. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
for  a  second? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  going  to  discuss  the  Philippine  amend- 
ment. 

Mr  BINGHAM.  Did  the  Senator  from  Utah  withdraw  his 
amendment? 

Mr.  KING.    No;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No;  it  is  the  pending  amendment.  I  realize 
the  strength  and  the  logic  of  the  proposition  that  we  should  not 
take  up  the  Philippine  independence  question  in  connection  with 
the  discussion  of  the  tariff  bill;  that  it  should  properly  come  up 
for  consideration  by  itself.  I  concede  that.  But  for  years  some 
of  us  have  wanted  to  have  that  question  considered.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Utah,  as  is  well  known,  for  years  has  had  before  the 
Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs  a  joint  resolution 
looking  to  that  end.  We  hare  never  been  able  to  get  it  before 
the  Senate.  If  the  matter  is  postponed  now  it  will  probably 
mean,  unless  we  can  have  some  gentleman's  understanding  about 
it,  that  more  years  will  elapse  before  we  pass  on  it. 

It  may  be  that  when  it  comes  to  a  vote  the  question  of  the 
Independence  of  the  Philippines  will  be  defeated ;  but  a  ques- 
tion of  tliat  importance  is  entitled  to  consideration  and  a  vote 
one  way  or  the  other. 

I  would  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  while  I 
would  be  glad  to  have  this  postponed  with  some  understanding 
agreed  uixm  that  the  joint  resolution  should  be  reported  and 
taken  up  and  considered,  unless  some  understanding  of  that 
kind  is  had,  if  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  withdraws  his 
amendment  I  shall  offer  it  myself. 

There  is  pending  now  an  amendment  to  the  tariff  Mil,  a  very 
proper  and  legitimate  amendment,  I  conceiie,  regarding  the 
Philippine  Islands  and  the  tariffs  which  shall  be  collected  on 


goods  coming  from  the  Philippine  Islands,  so  that  any  question 
pertaining  to  our  handling  of  the  Philippines  may  properly  be 
considered  in  connection  with  the  tariff  bill. 

An  amendment  providing  that  we  shall  give  independence  to 
the  Philippines  will  take  the  place  of  an  amendment  which  pro- 
poses to  levy  a  tariff  on  the  products  of  the  Philippine  Islands. 
So  that  it  can  not  be  said  that  this  is  Injected  here  w  Ithout  some 
reason.    It  relates  to  a  matter  In  the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  ylrid  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question. 
Is  there  no  doubt  in  the  mind  of  the  Senator  as  to  the  constitu- 
tional right  of  the  Congress  to  give  freedom  to  the  Philippines? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Is  there  any  doubt? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Yes. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  did  not  suppose  there  was  any  such  doubt. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  Is  there  no  doubt  in  the  Senator's  mind 
to  that  effect? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No;  I  have  no  doubt.  I  did  not  know  the 
question  had  been  rained. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Earlier  in  the  session  I  spoke  of  a  colloqtiy 
I  had  with  the  junior  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  SHOBTanKnt] 
some  years  ago  when  the  Isle  of  Pines  matter  was  under  con- 
sideration, and  he  inserted  Into  the  Rjbcobd  an  extenslTe  argu* 
ment  made  by  a  member  of  the  San  Francisco  bar,  with  liberal 
quotations  from  the  Constitution  and  court  decisions,  an  argu- 
ment which  has  raised  in  my  mind  a  very  serious  doubt  about 
our  right  to  alienate  our  sovereignty  over  the  Philippine  Islands. 
The  argument  is  that  when  we  took  over  the  Philippines,  that 
territory  became  incorporated  in  our  territory,  jtist  as  the  terri- 
tory of  the  original  thirteen  C<Honles  became  a  part  of  our 
territory. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  the  Supreme  Court  have  held  other- 
wise. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    That  is  a  very  Important  question. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    It  can  not  be  settled  In  a  minute. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     No. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  doubt  exceedingly  If  the  Senate  at  this 
time  is  prepared  to  consider  that  great  question.  Every  in- 
stinct of  my  feeling  makes  me  want  to  give  Independence  to  the 
Philippines. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  realize,  Mr.  President  that  it  is  imporUnt, 
and,  as  I  said  before.  It  ought  to  be  considered  by  itself,  but 
we  have  been  burying  it  for  years,  and  refusing  to  take  it  up, 
and  it  seems  to  be  impossible  to  get  it  up.  The  freedom  of  a 
people  Is  Involved  In  the  question.  Now  there  is  presented.  In 
connection  with  the  consideration  of  the  tariff  bill,  a  proposed 
amendment  and  it  has  the  backing  of  some  very  great  interests 
in  different  parts  of  the  United  States,  providing  that  we  shall 
levy  a  tariff  upcm  the  products  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  take 
away  from  them  a  right  whidi  ought  to  be  theirs  if,  as  the 
Senator  says,  they  are  a  part  of  the  United  States,  and  levy  a 
tariff  on  what  they  produce.  It  is  no  excuse  to  say  that  we 
turn  that  money  over  to  them  after  we  have  collected  it. 

It  seems  to  me  that  as  long  as  we  hold  the  Philippines  without 
their  consent  which  it  Is  conceded  we  are  now  doing,  then  they 
ought  to  have  absolutely  free  trade  with  the  United  States,  and 
we  ought  to  think  no  more  of  levying  a  tariff  upon  the  products 
of  the  Philippine  Islands  which  come  into  the  United  States 
than  we  would  of  levying  a  tariff  upon  the  products  of  the  State 
of  New  York. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  take  exactly  that  view. 
If  the  Philippines  have  been  incorporated  in  our  territory,  there 
is  no  right  on  the  part  of  Congress  to  treat  them  In  any  way 
different  from  that  in  which  the  State  of  New  York  is  treated. 
I  take  that  view  exactly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Even  if  technically  under  the  law  they  hare 
not  become  a  part  of  the  United  States  like  a  State  or  Terri- 
tory— and  probably  they  have  not  legally,  and  I  am  inclined  to 
think  they  have  not  and  I  think  the  Supreme  Court  has  so 
held — our  honor  as  a  government  is  at  stake  just  the  same,  as 
I  look  at  the  matter.  Should  we  say  to  these  people,  "We 
are  going  to  hold  you  against  your  will  without  your  consent 
and  pass  laws  to  govern  you,  and  levy  a  tax  on  the  products 
produced  in  your  country  coming  into  our  country,  while  we 
are  so  holding  you  "  ? 

We  ought  to  be  fair  enough,  I  think  we  ought  to  be  honorable 
enough,  regardless  of  the  money  that  is  involved,  regardless  of 
the  interests  iuTOlred  in-  the  question,  to  say  to  tlie  Philippines, 
"  If  we  tax  your  products  xwming  Into  this  country,  we  will 
give  you  your  independence,"  and  when  we  do  give  them  their 
independence,  then  I  concede  we  will  have  a  perfect  right  to  levy 
a  tariff  on  the  goods  sent  from  the  Philii^iues  to  the  United 
StatdL 
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There  are  a  jrreat  many  of  the  products  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  coming  in  competition  with  the  products  of  different 
parts  of  our  own  country,  notably  sntrar.  perhaps  the  greatest 
of  all,  and  there  is  a  demand  for  a  tariff  on  the  pert  of  a  great 
many  people  producing  su?car  In  this  country,  and  a  great  deal 
of  that  demand  comes  from  my  own  State.  The  claim  is  that 
the  Mugar  growers  here  have  to  compete  against  the  cheap  sugar 
of  the  Philippine  Islands,  and  they  want  protection  from  it.  In 
my  Judgment,  they  might  just  as  well  say,  "  We  demand  protec- 
tion agaioift  Louisiana,  or  Arixona,  or  New  Mexico." 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Or  Hawaii. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Or  Hawaii,  yes;  or  Porto  Rico.  I  think  we 
have  no  honorable  right,  regardless  of  legal  distinctions,  to 
levy  a  tariff  upi>n  any  of  the  protlucts  of  the  Philippine  Islands, 
and  we  ought  to  be  fair  enough  to  a  weak  people  whom  we  are 
holding  without  their  consent  to  say  so,  and  to  act  accordingly. 
Eren  though  it  may  be  a  bardi^hip,  even  though  it  may  interfere 
with  some  of  our  Interests  and  the  business  we  are  carrying  on, 
we  should,  if  we  insl.^t  on  levying  such  a  Ux,  say  to  the  Philip- 
pine Islands.  "  We  grant  you  freedom,"  which  they  have  been 
aiiklng  for  so  many  years,  and  there  are  no  two  aides  to  that 
propoiiitloa,  as  I  see  it 

When  we  are  confronted  with  an  amendment  to  levy  a  tax 
upoii  the  products  of  the  Philippine  Isiaud-s,  it  is  a  proper  time 
to  meet  that  matter  with  the  counterproposition,  to  give  them 
their  freedom  and  then  levy  the  tax.  If  independence  is  granted, 
I  will  vote  for  a  tax,  myself,  on  the  products  of  the  Philippine 
Islands.  Just  as  I  will  vote  for  a  tax  on  the  products  of  any 
other  country.  But  as  long  as  we  hold  them  in  a  form  of  sub- 
jection— and  if  we  thus  tax  them  it  will  be  a  form  of  economic 
slavery — to  meet  that  proposition  we  must  present  the  question 
of  the  independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  and  unless  we 
can  get  some  kind  of  an  underHtanding,  which  I  do  not  expect  to 
be  definite,  because  I  know  that  could  not  be  done,  that  we  are 
going  to  vote  on  the  projKwitlon  of  the  indei>endence  of  the  Phil- 
ippines, I  think  the  substitute  should  not  be  withdrawn,  much  as 
I  would  like  to  consider  the  question  independent  of  the  tariff 
bill. 

Mr.  BINOflAlL    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORBIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  In  order  that  there  may  be  no  further  de- 
lay in  debating  and  passing  the  tariff  bill,  and  all  the  schedules 
which  we  have  to  consider,  and  In  order  that  the  present  situa- 
tl(m  may  be  clarified,  as  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ter- 
ritories and  Insular  Affairs,  which  has  had  the  resolution  of- 
fered by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kinol  for  a  good  many 
years,  and  has  year  by  year  tabled  it,  I  shall  use  whatever 
tnfluence  I  may  have  with  the  committee  to  get  them  to  report 
that  resolution  at  the  next  regular  session  of  Congress,  in  order 
that  it  may  be  fully  debated  and  passed  upon  by  this  body. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    That  is  a  very  fair  proposition. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  hope  that  with  that  offer  the  Senator 
from  Utah  will  be  williiiig  to  withdraw  his  resolution.  How- 
ever, In  case,  as  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  stated,  the 
am«idment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  should  be 
adopted,  I  should  then  agree  with  him  that  it  would  be  only 
fair  for  him  to  offer  at  that  time,  as  an  amendment  to  the  bill, 
the  amendment  which  I  now  ask  him  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  a  question.  If  the  Senator,  In  committee, 
should  find  that  he  can  not  get  a  favorable  report,  win  he  assure 
us  that  he  will  endeavor  to  get  a  report  referring  the  matter 
to  the  Senate  without  prejudice? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  That  was  the  position  I  Intoided  to  take. 
I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  do  not  know  exactly  what  the 
rffbet  of  the  vote  on  the  matter  in  the  committee  may  be.  I 
-'^'mwglne  that  there  will  be  an  unfavorable  report ;  but  I  can 
-.^^  assure  the  Senator  that  if  the  matter  is  not  brought  up  In  con- 
nection with  the  tariff  bill.  In  order  that  we  may  get  the  tariff 
Mil  out  of  the  way  and  not  have  any  further  discussion  of 
this  imimrtant  point  now,  I  will  endeavor  to  see  to  it  that  the 
measure  la  reported  at  an  early  date  in  the  regolar  session  of 
CongresB,  rither  favorably  or  unfavorably. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  wish  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  tnm  Utah 
that  if  that  course  is  not  taken,  it  will  be  open  to  him  to  move 
that  the  committee  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of 
tlie  resolution,  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  consider  it. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  will  permit,  as 
I  understand  It,  the  Senator  from  Gonnectlait  himskf  woold 
make  that  motion. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Certainly;  in  all  good  consdaoe  I  coidd 
act  do  anytlilng  else. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  am  willing  to 
accept  that :  and  I  have  no  objection  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
amendment  I  think  with  that  statement  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs  we  can  safsly  go 
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on  the  theory  that  we  will  have  the  matter  up  before  the  next 
regular  session  shall  have  ended. 

Mr.  KING  obtained  the  fl(H>r. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRKSIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Bingham]  a  question.  It  seems  to  be 
understood  that  all  of  the  promises  are  sought  to  be  exacted 
from  the  Senator  from  Utah.  He  is  not  the  only  one  who  is 
interested  in  the  situation.  This  matter  was  initiated  by  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bbouss.uid].  There  are  some  of 
us  here  who  desire  a  separate  vote  if  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana presses  his  amendment.  I  am  desirous  of  voting  for  the 
independence  of  the  Philippines,  but  I  am  opposed  to  voting  for 
a  proposition  to  Impose  duties  against  Philippine  importations 
and  taking  the  amount  of  their  revenues  derived  in  that  way  and 
giving  them  back  to  the  Philippine  ))enple.  That  is  a  scheme 
that  may  sound  rea.sonable,  but  which  may  8t»»p  importations 
from  the  Philippines,  and  there  may  be  no  revenue  then  to  be 
given  back  to  the  Philippine  government.  Then,  too,  if  Importa- 
tions do  come  In,  the  American  taxpayer  will  then  pay  that 
much  tribute  to  the  sugar  lntere8t.s. 

I  am  very  much  interested  in  the  vegetable-oU  situation,  but 
It  seems  to  mo  nnwl.se  and  unfair  to  try  to  impose  a  duty  on  the 
importations  from  the  Philippines  under  the  pretense  that  we 
are  going  to  give  the  amount  of  that  duty  back  to  the  IMilllp- 
pine  government  when  perhaps  the  Philippine  sugar  growers 
can  not  then  compete  with  the  Cuban  sugar  producer  because  of 
the  differential  of  20  per  cent  on  Cuban  sugar;  and  then,  too, 
because  underlying  it  all  there  will  be  a  sub.sidy  of  that  amount 
to  the  sugar  Interests  of  the  country  as  well  as  others  that  are 
interested  in  importations  from  the  Philippines  into  this 
country. 

We  have  obligations  in  the  Philippines,  and'  they  must  bo 
observed. 

We  can  not  afford,  guardians  as  we  are  of  the  Philippine 
people,  to  alter  our  revenue  laws  in  such  a  policy  as  will  destroy 
the  iudu.stries  of  the  islands. 

Whatever  is  done  toward  their  Independence  must  be  done 
sanely  and  with  the  idea  of  giving  them  every  opportunity  and 
time  to  adjust  their  tiscal  policies  to  meet  our  altered  policies. 

And  so,  while  I  shall  vote  for  Philippine  independence,  I  shall 
vote  against  the  other  part  of  the  Senator's  amendment. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  a  few  minutes  ago  I  indicated  my 
position  in  regard  to  the  question  before  us,  but  a  number  of 
Senators  are  now  in  the  Chamber  wlio  were  not  here  when  I 
made  a  brief  statement.  I  shall  therefore  present  briefly  the 
points  heretofore  presented.  I  stated  that  it  had  not  bet-n  my 
intention  to  ask  Congress  in  the  special  session  to  couRlder  the 
question  of  I'hiUppine  independence,  notwithstanding  I  have 
been  trying  for  10  years  to  secure  favorable  action  upon  resolu- 
tions which  I  have  offered  from  time  to  time  which  calhxl  for 
the  withdrawal  of  United  States  sovereignty  over  the  Philip- 
pine Islands.  At  the  beginning  of  this  se^on  I  offered  a  meas- 
ure similar  to  which  I  have  presented  upon  various  occasions 
during  the  past  8  or  10  years.  The  resolution  is  before  the 
Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs,  and  it  was 
my  purpose  when  Congress  met  in  December  to  urge  the  com- 
mittee to  report  my  resolution  back  to  the  Senate,  so  that  it 
could  be  discu.ssed  and  considered  and  acte<l  upon.  I  further 
stated  that  I  believed  that  the  majority  parly  were  entitled  to 
pave  a  tariff  bill  considered  without  introducing  extraneous 
questions  or  is&ues,  and  also  that  they  were  entitled  to  have  a 
vote  upon  the  bill  after  reasonable  debate  and  after  full  and 
fair  discussion  of  the  various  provisions  of  the  bill.  I  am  not 
willing  to  interpose  any  obstacle  to  such  consideration  or  to  a 
final  vote  upon  the  bill. 

I  regretted  that  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  offered  an  amend- 
ment to  the  tariff  bill  calling  for  the  laying  of  duties  upon 
Philippine  products  brought  to  the  United  States.  I  believe  that 
the  i^nciple  involved  in  the  proposition  was  hostile  to  our  form 
of  govwmnent  and  to  the  spirit  of  our  institutions.  This  Repub- 
lic is  not  an  empire.  It  should  have  no  colonial  possessions  nor 
should  it  adopt  any  form  of  imperialism,  political  or  economic. 
I  know  that  there  are  some  Americans  who  would  like  to  hold 
the  Philippine  Islands  indefinitely,  not  as  American  territory 
but  as  a  colonial  dependency.  They  are  unwilling  to  incor- 
porate the  Philippine  Islands  within  the  United  States  and  give 
the  Filipinos  the  same  rights  as  are  enjoyed  by  American  citizens. 

They  want  the  flag  to  float  over  the  islands,  but  not  our  laws 
and  institutions,  and  the  principles  of  our  Constitution  to  be 
carried  to  or  enjoyed  by  the  Filipinos.  Their  view  is  that  the 
Philippine  Islands,  while  under  the  flag,  can  be  governed  out- 
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side  of  the  Constltotlon ;  that  is  to  say,  that  the  Filipinos  may 
not  have  constitutional  rights  or  any  form  of  government  other 
than  that  which  Congress  may  see  flt  to  give  to  that  far-off 
land.  That  view  Is  most  obnoxious  to  me.  If  the  Philippine 
Islands  are  to  be  held  under  the  flag,  I  have  insisted  that  the 
Filipinos  must  enjoy  all  of  the  privileges,  rights,  benefits,  and 
Immunities  that  are  enjoyed  by  American  citizens.  If  they  are 
to  remain  under  the  flag  they  must  remain  under  it,  not  as 
aliens  but  as  American  citizens,  entitled  to  all  of  the  privileges, 
immunities,  and  rights  enjoyed  by  other  American  citizens. 
The  thought  Is  repugnant  to  me  that  we  may  hold  an  alien 
people  without  their  consent  and  impose  upon  them  a  form  of 
government  which  they  do  not  desire  and  which  is  at  variance 
with  the  si)lrlt  and  policies  of  this  Republic  as  that  spirit  and 
those  policies  are  applied  in  continental  United  States.  I  can 
not  conceive  of  democrats — and  I  use  the  word  in  Its  broad 
sense — I  can  not  conceive  of  those  who  enjoy  the  protection  and 
beneflts  of  this  Republic,  who  are  recipients  of  the  privileges 
and  rights  enjoyed  by  the  people  of  sovereign  States,  being  will- 
ing to  impose  upon  an  alien  race  a  government  which  carries 
with  It  the  spirit,  if  not  the  letter,  of  economic  and  political 
imperialism.  I  have  therefore  been  desirous  of  aiding  the  Fili- 
pinos In  securing  the  freedom  which  they  desire.  They  are 
grateful  to  the  United  States  for  the  many  beneflts  which  it  has 
brought  to  the  Philippine  Islands,  but  the  Filipinos  believe  they 
are  entitled  to  a  government  of  their  own  choice  and  should  not 
be  restrained  by  a  powerful  nation  when  they  seek  to  set  up  a 
government  embodying  their  aspirations  and  their  uneradicable 
desires. 

The  Filipinos  earnestly  desire  Independence.  They  have  con- 
fidence In  their  capacity  to  set  up  a  liberal  and  progressive 
government  and  to  maintain  It  against  all  adversaries.  They 
are  willing  to  try  the  great  experiment  of  self-government. 
Who  shall  deny  them  the  longings  of  their  hearts  and  the 
noble  aspirations  by  which  they  are  animated?  However,  as  I 
Indicated  a  few  moments  ago,  I  hesitate  to  Interpose  any  ob- 
stacle to  the  consideration  of  the  tariff  bill.  If  I  believed  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bbotjb- 
sabd]  would  be  adopted,  I  would  be  unwilling  to  withdraw  the 
amendment  which  I  have  offered  as  a  substitute. 

Believing,  however,  that  It  will  be  defeated  and  relying  upon 
the  promise  made  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bing- 
ham], chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular 
Affairs,  I  am  dif^)osed  to  withdraw  my  amendment  The 
Senator  from  Connecticut  has  stated.  In  substance,  that  when 
Congress  meets  In  December  the  committee  of  which  he  Is  chair- 
man will  take  up  for  consideration  the  bill  which  I  have  before 
it,  and  that  after  due  and  proper  consideration  of  the  same 
a  report  will  be  made  to  the  Senate  and  the  bill  will  be  brought 
to  the  Senate,  where  It  may  be  acted  upon  after  full  oppor- 
tunity for  consideration  is  afforded.  I  understand  that  the 
promise  of  the  chairman  goes  further.  That  when  the  bill  is 
brought  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  he  will  aid  in  having  it 
considered  and  acted  upon  by  the  Senate.  Of  course,  I  can  net 
conceive  of  any  Senator,  in  view  of  the  promise  made  by  the 
Senator  and  the  concession  whi(*  I  am  willing  to  make.  Indulg- 
ing In  any  parllamentaiy  practices  that  would  prevent  consid- 
eration of  the  bill  and  a  final  vote  upon  the  same. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  I  had  never  thought  until 
the  Senator  from  Utah  suggested  it  that  there  was  a  possibility 
of  my  objecting  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  when  It  came 
up  on  the  cal«idar.  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  that  might  be 
done,  but  for  myself — and  I  can  speak  for  no  one  else — I  cer- 
tainly shall  not  object  to  it  coming  up.  In  fact,  it  Is  my  Inten- 
tion to  make  every  effort  to  see  that  the  matter  might  be  fully 
threshed  out  and  discussed  at  the  next  session  of  Congress.  I 
believe  that  it  is  to  the  interest  of  the  Philippine  Islands  and 
their  people  and  those  who  would  desire  to  Invest  money  In 
them  and  help  them  with  their  enterprises,  and  in  view  of  the 
great  need  of  capital  in  those  Islands,  that  the  matter  be  settled 
once  for  all  as  to  whether  they  are  to  be  Independent  or  not; 
and  If  so,  wh«i.  I  hope  the  matter  may  be  fully  discussed. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned  there  will  be  no  effort  on  my  part 
to  prevent  It  coming  up  any  more  than  there  would  be  any  effort 
on  my  part  as  chairman  of  the  committee  to  prevent  It  being 
promptly  reported  out  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  KING.  Will  the  Senator  go  further  and  aid  those  of 
us  who  desire  a  vote  upon  the  question  in  securing  an  oppor- 
tunltv  to  discuss  and  vote  upon  it? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Why.  certainly. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield. 


Mr.  WHEELER  Why  could  we  not  agree  at  this  time  upon 
a  time  to  take  up  the  matter?  I  desire  to  say  to  the  Senatw 
from  Utah  that  I  have  visited  the  Philippine  Islands.  Many  of 
the  farmers  Interested  In  the  raising  of  sugar  beets  In  my  State 
have  been  very  much  Interested  in  seeing  a  tariff  upon  sugar 
and  a  tariff  against  Philippine  sugar.  The  truth  of  it  is  that  in 
the  Philippine  Islands  they  do  produce  sugar  at  a  very  much 
lower  cost  than  it  is  possible  for  us  to  produce  sugar  in  this 
country.  The  men  over  there  work  something  like  12  to  14 
hours  a  day  and  are  paid  50  cents  a  day.  S(Hne  of  the  Spanish 
concerns  and  some  cf  the  American  concerns  are  going  further 
and  exploiting  that  labor. 

Mr.  KING.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to  interrupt  him  to 
say  that  I  think  the  last  statements  made  by  him — of  course, 
he  has  had  opportunity  denied  me  of  ascertaining  the  facts — 
are  not  quite  borne  out  by  the  testimony  before  the  committee. 
The  testimony  before  the  committees,  both  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  of  the  House  and  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
Senate,  is  to  the  effect  that  the  Spanish  Investments  there  are 
limited  and  consist  of  investments  and  ownership  that  existed 
prior  to  American  occupation. 

Mr  WHEELER.  I  think  that  is  true,  but  I  say  there  are 
Spanish  concerns  over  there  In  the  sugar  business.  There  is  no 
doubt  about  that  at  all,  because  I  visited  some  of  their  iriants  in 
the  i^nds.  They  are  employing  Filipino  people  there  and 
paying  them  50  cents  a  day— or  n  a  day,  which  is  not  quite  50 
cents— and  they  are  working  them  12  to  14  hours  a  day.  I  am 
not  In  favor  of  taxing  those  people  as  long  as  we  keep  the 
islands,  but  the  Filipino  people  want  their  independence,  and  it 
does  neem  to  me,  because  of  the  fact  that  their  economic  Interests 
and  their  whole  radal  tendencies  are  absolutely  and  diamet- 
rically opposed  to  those  of  the  United  States,  their  living  condi- 
tions being  different  from  ours,  that  when  they  want  their 
independence  they  should  have  it 

I  am  Interested,  first.  In  seeing  that  they  get  their  inde- 
pendence Itecause  of  the  fact  that  I  think  It  is  right  and  just 
that  they  should  have  it.  Secondly,  I  am  Interested  In  it  purely 
from  an  economic  standpoint  In  the  Interest  of  the  peoi>le  of  the 
United  States. 

I  fed  that  the  Senator  from  Utah,  hetare  he  withdraws  his 
amendment  ought  to  go  further  and  ought  to  get  some  definite 
time  fixed  when  we  can  take  a  vote  upon  this  very  Important 
question.  I  can  not  agree  with  some  of  the  Senators  who  have 
said  that  we  should  not  discnss  It  in  connection  with  the  tariff 
bill,  because  to  my  mind  It  is  perfectly  prop«-  and  is  pertinent 
to  the  tariff  question.  The  question  Is  whether  or  not  we  have 
the  right  to  protect  American  industry  and  American  labor,  and 
one  of  the  ways  In  which  we  can  do  It  Is  to  protect  the  sugar 
producers  in  my  State  and  in  the  Senator's  State  by  giving  the 
Philippines  their  Independence.  We  can  do  a  great  deal  for  the 
farmers  of  his  State  and  the  farmers  of  other  States  who  pro- 
duce sugar  by  giving  the  Philippines  their  independence.  It 
se«ns  to  me  it  is  perfectly  proper  and  pertinent  at  this  time 
that  we  should  discuss  the  question.  I  hope  the  Senator  will 
not  withdraw  his  amendment  until  some  definite  date  Is  fixed 
for  taking  up  and  getting  a  vote  on  the  Philippine  question. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  see  how  any  definite  date  can  be 
fixed  by  the  Senate.  The  matter  has  not  been  acted  upon  by 
the  committee  to  which  the  joint  resolution  of  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  has  been  referred.  Until  there  is  some  measure 
pending  before  the  Senate,  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  agree  upon 
a  definite  date  to  take  it  up  for  consideration. 

But  I  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  merdy  of  saying  that.  If 
the  Senator  from  Utah  will  permit  me  to  interrupt  him  to  the 
extent  of  the  time  that  I  desire  to  occupy,  I  will  accept  his 
courtesy ;  otherwise  I  will  wait  until  be  is  through. 

Mr.  KING.  If  the  Senator  desires  to  discuss  the  matter  be- 
fore us  prior  to  the  time  we  finally  act  upon  the  question  of 
withdrawing  the  amendment,  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  the 
floor  now. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  would  like  to  make  a  few  observations  In 
that  behalf. 

Mr.  KING.  With  the  Senator's  permission,  however,  I  would 
like  to  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Baors- 
sabd]  before  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  shall  be  very  glad  to  wait,  of  course. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  I  wanted  to  say  some- 
thing before  the  Senator  from  Utah  decided  what  to  do  with 
his  amendment.  It  has  been  said  that  the  Philippine  question 
does  not  belong  liere.    I  wlab  we  might  avoid  bringiug  it  here. 
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Tb«  Sefuitor  koowf  that  I  hsre  favored  lixtependenee  for  the 
PbilifiplnM  fn^n  th«  time  I  ainte  Into  the  Senate.  I  aerred  In 
the  l^llipplnea  und  rrer  alnce  1  bare  been  la  faror  of  ftrinc 
tb<?m  their  tntln>*^nden4v.  We  have  no  tiuwinaaa  boldlnc  the 
FhililHHae  iMlandit  any  longer.  We  are  TloUting  ertrj  pledfe 
evtr  made  to  thoae  pifople  and  to  the  workl.  Mjr  attention  wait 
flnit  call«d  to  the  ■itotttlon  when  the  Tariff  Conuniaaion  acted 
on  miM.  and  then  I  beiean  to  inveitticute.  It  ia  traceable  directly 
to  MH-tion  301  of  tlte  bill  now  niuier  conjiideratiun.  We  have 
trade  reUtiouH  «atabll»bed  under  the  tariff  bill  which  expoaex 
oor  pe«>ple  to  anjuot  competition  and  we  are  trjlxis  in  thia  bill 
to  safeKuard  tbt^m. 

Aa  the  Henator  knows,  and  baa  correctly  stated,  the  meaanre 
^4ntr<^daced  by  him  haa  been  pending  here,  and,  as  a  member 
of  the  committee  to  which  it  was  referred.  I  hare  been  willing 
to  aupport  it  all  the  time.  Is  this  question  to  be  kept  indefi- 
nitely in  the  committee?  On  the  first  day  of  the  aesaion  I 
offere«l  the  amendment  which  is  now  before  the  Senate,  and  it 
was  referred  to  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  but  we  have 
not  heard  anything  from  that  committee.  I  wlah  we  did  not 
have  to  (leal  with  the  question  of  tariff  rates  In  connection  with 
the  Philitipines.  Let  us  deal  with  the  question  of  Independence. 
We  ahuuld  not  continue  a  hurtful  policy  to  oaraelves  when  we 
can  force  Congress  to  act  upon  the  question  of  Philippine 
independence. 

I  am  as  mu<±  interested  asi  is  any  other  Senator  in  disposing 
of  the  pending  bill ;  I  am  as  much  interested  in  that  as  is  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut ;  I  am  willing  to  fix  to-morrow  or  the 
day  after  to-morrow  or  any  other  day  to  vote  on  the  amend- 
ments. Ererybody  knows  about  them.  Committeea  have  held 
hearings;  the  hearings  have  been  published,  and  everybody 
knows  what  we  are  trying  to  do.  We  are  simply  trying  to 
redeem  a  pledge  made  by  Congress  under  the  Jones  Act,  ami 
declared  by  Pre.'^ldent  Wilson  when  in  a  message  he  called 
aiK>n  the  Congress  to  carry  out  its  obligation  because  the  con- 
ditions for  Philippine  Independence  had  been  complied  with. 
Now  if  we  are  nut  going  to  act  upon  secti<Hi  301,  to  which  cer- 
tain Senators  are  opposed,  we  are  subjecting  our  own  people  at 
home  to  continued  unjust  discrimination  in  order  to  ccmiply  with 
some  unknown  policy  of  the  administratlcm  to  keep  a  hand  on 
the  PhiUppioes. 

I  think  this  is  the  time  to  force  a  vote  upon  this  que<!HoD ;  and 
if  we  do  not  do  It  we  will  not  get  a  vote  on  the  resolution.  We 
hare  been  trying  to  get  a  vote  for  a  long  time.  Why  were  we  not 
successful?  Let  us  insist  upon  action  now.  I  am  ready  to  with- 
draw my  amendment,  but  I  want  an  agreement  fixed  for  a  time 
when  we  can  take  up  the  other  matter  so  that  in  the  meantime 
Members  of  the  Senate  may  Inform  themselves  and  be  able  to 
ca.<H  an  intelligent  vote.  Let  us  have  some  agreement  as  to  a 
vote  on  thLs  question. 

I  was  forceil  to  add  the  other  amendment  which  provides  that 
pending  the  time  when  we  shall  give  Independence  to  the  Fili- 
pinos a  new  policy  shall  be  established.  Why?  Because  if  that 
policy  shall  be  established  the  policy  of  the  administration  to- 
ward the  Philippines  wlil  be  immediately  changed  and  independ- 
ence will  have  to  be  granted  to  the  islands.  That  is  why  I 
brought  it  up  In  this  way:  that  is  why  I  modified  the  amend- 
ment. In  order  to  couple  the  two  propositions.  I  say  frankly 
now  I  intend  to  divide  the  question  so  as  not  to  embarrass  any- 
btxly  who  believes  in  the  independence  of  the  Philippinea  and 
opposes  the  other  amendment.  If  we  can  fix  a  time  to  vote  upon 
the  question,  all  rl«^t ;  that  ia  all  I  am  asking  for ;  and  I  ask 
the  Soiator  not  to  withdraw  his  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Kiivo]  has  the  floor.  The  Chair  will  hereafter  hold  that  if  the 
Senator  holding  the  floor  yields  for  a  speech  ttie  Senator  to 
whom  he  yields  will  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  promised  to  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  Presid^t,  I  desire  to  submit  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  when  the  Senator  flrom  N(»th 
Carolina  rose  I  was  trying  to  get  the  attention  of  the  S^mtor 
from  Utah. 

Mr.  KINO.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President 

The  TICE  PRESIDES^.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
is  entitled  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  BINOHAM.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Omnecticnt  will 
atate  hla  parilamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  BLNOHAM.  Doea  the  Chair  hold  that  the  propoaltlan 
which  ia  aaade  by  the  aeaator  from  LovWAni  to  d^vida  his 
motion  is  In  order? 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  Chair  has  previously  an- 
nounced that  the  qtiextlon  being  one  to  strike  ont  and  insert 
la  not  dirlaible  nnd(>r  the  rule. 

Mr.  BROUSHAKD.    Mr.  Pniildcnt.  n  parliamentary  foquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  tk'nator  from  I>ouiirtana  will 
state  hia  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr  BROIHSAUD.  May  not  that  amendment  be  withdrawn 
and  offercl  an  two  amenMmentM? 

The  VICE  PREHIDENT.  The  Chair  will  pasu  upon  that 
question  when  it  shall  have  been  raited.  The  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  U  entitled  to  the  fl4^>or. 

Mr.  DUX.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words.  However,  if  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  desires  to  speak,  I  will  wait  until  ho 
has  concluded. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  desire  to  speak  only  for  a  few  moments,  to 
make  my  position  clear  about  this  matter. 

Mr.  Prerident,  I  think  no  one  in  this  iMxly  Is  more  In  sym- 
pathy with  the  proposition  according  to  the  people  of  the 
Philippine  Islands  their  independence  than  am  I.  The  second 
general  speech  that  I  made  after  I  came  to  the  Senate  many 
years  ago  was  made  In  behalf  of  rhilippine  Indepenflence. 
From  that  day  to  this  I  have  not  ceased  to  favor  giving  the 
mipinos  their  liberty  and  their  freedom.  I  am  willing  to 
cooperate  to  the  fullest  extent  to  accomplish  that  result. 

I  deplore,  however,  the  Injection  of  this  question  Into  the 
present  discussion,  because  I  think  it  is  probably  a  larger  ques- 
tion than  the  pa.ssage  of  the  pending  bill.  If  we  are  going  to 
take  up  the  question  of  Philippine  Independence  and  discuss  It 
and  act  upon  it,  I  think  it  will  necessarily  subordinate  the  pend- 
ing tariff  bill  to  that  question  not  only  in  the  Senate  but  in  the 
public  mind.  However,  I  do  not  feel  that  we  have  thrown  away 
the  time  that  has  been  spent  this  morning  in  discussing  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bboussard] 
and  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Kiifo].  It  has  brought  the  matter  acutely  to  the  atti'n- 
tion  of  the  Senate,  and  I  think  the  understandings  that  we  have 
had  will  be  helpful  in  securing  si)eedy  action. 

I  wish  to  say  further  that  this  question  has  been  han^^ng 
fire  long  enough.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bing- 
ham] has  stated  that  it  has  been  in  committee  now  for  many 
years.  For  myself  I  want  to  say  that  If  this  agreement  shall 
not  be  carried  out  and  that  measure  shall  not  be  brought  back 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  either  upon  an  adverse  or  a 
favorable  report  or  a  rep<irt  without  prejudice,  if  no  one  else 
sees  fit  to  do  so  I  myself  shall  assume  the  right  to  intro<luce 
and  submit  and  i^ess  a  resolution  to  discharge  the  committee 
from  further  cimsideration  of  the  subject  and,  if  that  shall  be 
agreed  to,  I  shall  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  ♦•onsid- 
eratlon  of  the  measure  now  pending  before  the  committee, 
action  upon  which  has  been  so  long  delayed. 

Mr.  President,  this  question  probably  is  before  tis  in  the 
form  set  out  in  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ixmislaoa 
because  of  certain  discussions  which  were  had  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  with  reference  to  it.  There  it  was  urged 
upon  the  cwnmittee  that,  in  order  to  meet  the  very  urgent  sit- 
uation growing  out  of  unequal  competition  between  the  Philip- 
[rines  and  this  country  in  the  matter  of  sugar  and  in  the  uiarter 
of  certain  oils,  we  ought  to  impose  some  tax  upon  those  par- 
ticular products  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  The  connnittee 
heard  vaiious  and  sundry  witnesses  and  advocates  f<»r  and 
against  that  proposition.  I  think  the  committee  reachetl  a  crys- 
tallisation of  sentiment — and  it  found  expression  on  the  part  of 
Individual  members  of  the  committee  although  no  definite  action 
was  taken — that  this  country  could  not  afford  and  would  not 
undertake  to  tax  the  products  of  the  Philippine  Islands  so  long 
as  we  kept  those  islands  under  our  control  and  denied  them 
Independence ;  that  that  would  be  a  rank  injustice ;  that  the 
faith  of  this  Govemm«tt  was  pledged  against  any  such  course 
aa  that.     That  was  made  very  clear  in  the  committee. 

Now  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  brings  this  matter  up  in 
another  foniv.  He  does  not  directly  i»t>pose  that  we  act  upon 
the  question  of  the  independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  but 
he  propoees  a  scheme  of  taxation  which,  in  the  estimation  of 
some  of  us,  would  be  tantamount  to  imposing  a  direct  tax  upon 
the  Philippine  people.  I  can  not  favor  that  proposition  and  I 
do  not  think  the  Senate  will  favor  it. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  I^nisiana? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  the  Senator  will  let  me  finish  this  branch 
of  the  discussion,  then  I  will  yield. 
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Mr.  BR01TH8ARD.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  la 
paMMing  the  point  to  which  I  wiwh  to  call  his  attention. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Very  well,  tlien  :  go  ahead. 

Mr  BROUSSARD.  The  Senator  stated  that  in  my  amend- 
ment I  did  not  propose  Philiitpine  independence. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  did  not  uiMlemiund  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment as  doing  ttiat. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  The  anrendment  does  do  that:  that  is 
why  1  have  interrnptad  the  Senator.  The  first  part  of  the 
amendment  pnnides  for  l'hili|>pine  independence,  and  that, 
pending  the  time  when  it  shall  l)e  granteil,  certain  dutie>«  shall 
be  impotied. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  may  be  that  I  have  misunderstood  the 
nature  of  the  Senator's  amendment,  but  whetiier  or  not  the 
Senator  proposes  Philippine  indejK'ndence.  the  anjcndment 
offeri'd  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  does  propose  It, 
and  the  question  is  thereby  directly  presented  to  the  Senate. 
Now.  I  understand  the  Senator  from  T'tah  withdraws  his  amend- 
ment, and  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norrib]  with- 
draws bis  notice  that  he  would  offer  another  in  that  event. 

Mr.  KING.  I  have  iudlcatetl  my  willingness  to  do  so,  but 
I  have  not  done  so. 

.Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has  not  done  so, 
but  has  lndicate<l  a  wIllingneAs  to  do  so;  and  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  has  indicated  privately  to  nie,  if  he  has  not  done  so 
upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  a  willinjrness  to  withdraw  the 
staten'ent  he  made  that  if  the  Senator  from  Utah  withdrew 
his  substitute  he  would  offer  another  in  place  of  It. 

I  repeat  that  the  time  has  not  l>een  wa.sled  this  morning; 
I  think  that  we  have  made  an  advance ;  and  I  tliint  what  has 
hiip))ened  here  to-day  gives  rea.sonuhle  assurance  that  we  are 
going  to  have  in  the  next  Congress  some  action  ujwn  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  we  are  going  longer  to  continue  to  bold  the 
i'hilipplne  Islands  in  subjection  or  are  going  to  give  them 
their  liberty.  I  hope,  however,  that  thLs  discussion  will  be 
confined  hereafter  not  to  the  question  of  Philippine  inde- 
{•endence  but  to  a  question  of  whether  we  are  going  to  irapo.s* 
a  tax  and  refund  that  tax  according  to  the  plan  outlined  In 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  ;  that  is,  if  the 
Senator  still  insists  upon  action  upon  that  part  of  his  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  To  which  part  of  my  amendment  does 
tlie  Senator  from  North  Carolina  refer? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I>oea  the  Senator  insist  upon  a  vote  upon 
his  amendment  providing  for  independence  of  the  Philippine 
Islands? 

Mr.  BROUSS.\RD.  That  is  embraced  in  the  amendment 
which  is  landing. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  But  the  Senator  said  he  was  going  to  divide 
the  two  propositions. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Yes;  I  shall  divide  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SIM.MONS.  The  Senator,  then,  proposes  to  insist  upon 
action  upon  that? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  do  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     The  Senator  intends  to  insist  upon  a  vote? 

.Mr.  BR(^USSARL).     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Verj-  well.  Then,  Mr.  President,  that  may 
bring  back  to  the  Senate  the  question  of  Philippine  independ- 
ence. If  we  are  going  to  discuss  that  question  liere  with  a 
view  to  elucidating  it  in  all  of  its  broad  aspects,  it  is  going 
to  take  a  long  time.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  if  the  Senator 
vill  divide  the  question,  I  am  willing  to  consent  that  we  have 
a  Tt>te  without  further  discussion ;  but  I  presume  other  Sen- 
ators will  not  agree  with  me  as  to  that.  I  want  to  get  rid  of 
the  question  of  Philippine  independence  and  go  on  with  the 
pending  bill. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Let  us  see  if  we  can  not  do  that. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  wish  at  this  time  that  we  should  be 
put  In  the  iKJsition  of  filibu.«<tering  upon  the  bill  by  spending  days 
and  weeks  in  discussing  the  question  of  Philippine  independence, 
especially  when  we  have  had  positive  a.ssurance  that  that  ques- 
tion will  come  before  Congress  later  when  we  can  discuss  it  ujion 
its  own  merits  without  relation  what.s<jever  to  the  tariff  question. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  The  Senator  states  that  he  is  ready  for  a 
vote  now.  So  am  I;  I  am  in  favor  of  giving  the  Philippines 
their  independence.  A  bill  was  passed  through  the  Houmc  In 
1916  for  that  purpose.     If  we  can  get  a  vote  on  It  to-day 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  But  the  Senator  knows  perfectly  well  that 
we  can  not  get  a  vote  on  it  to-day. 


Mr.  HIDFLIN,    Let  ua  pot  it  np  to  the  other  sfde  and 
whether  we  can  or  not 

Mr,  SIMMONS.  I  abtmld  like  to  have  aome  expreaalon  from 
the  other  side  of  tlie  (Chamber. 

Mr.  BINOHAM.    Mr.  Prenident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I>oes  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BINOHAM.  While  the  Senator  was  off  the  floor.  I  said 
that  I  was  sure  that  it  would  take  several  days,  if  not  several 
weeks,  properly  to  debate  this  question.  Furthermore,  it  is  a 
matter  upon  which  the  committee,  certainly  during  the  past  five 
years,  has  had  no  hearings  whatever.  It  is  a  matter  in  which 
a  very  grave  constitutional  question  has  been  raised,  and  that 
ought  to  be  debated  before  the  committee  In  the  hearings.  It 
is  a  matter  which,  if  it  must  be  debated  on  the  floor  instead  of 
in  the  committee,  will  take  a  very  long  period  of  time. 

It  was  In  order  to  avoid  any  temptation  to  filibuster  against 
this  bill  and  to  prolong  the  discussion  that  I  made  the  promise 
I  did  that  so  far  as  I  was  able,  as  chairman  of  the  committee, 
I  should  see  to  it  that  the  matter  was  promptly  consldere*!  by 
the  committee  and  pn^mptly  reported  out  after  hearings  duly 
held,  whether  favorably  or  unfavorably  of  course  no  one  can 
tell ;  and,  furthermore,  that  I  should  aid  the  Senator  from  Utah 
in  any  way  within  my  power  in  seeing  to  it  that  the  matter  was 
brought  before  the  Senate  for  discussion. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  I  rose.  I 
anticipated  that  we  were  not  rid  of  this  trouble  by  reason  of 
the  fact  of  the  Senator  fn)m  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  indicating  his 
willingness  to  withdraw  his  substitute,  and  the  Senator  from 
Nebra.ska  [Mr.  Norris]  indicating  his  willingness  to  refrain 
from  offering  a  substitute.  I  was  afraid  we  were  not  getting 
rid  of  it. 

My  .suggestion  is  this :  If  we  take  up  ttiese  questions  sepa- 
rately and  vote  upon  PIdlipirine  independence  separately  from 
the  question  of  taxation,  we  are  going  to  precipitate  a  debate 
here — it  can  not  be  avoided — that  is  going  to  last  for  days. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President.  wIU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Just  one  moment.  If,  however,  we  vote  upon 
the  whole  matter  as  one  proposition,  it  seems  to  me  that  each 
Senator  who  desires  to  do  so  might  explain  that  he  Is  in  favor 
of  Philippine  independence  and  would  vote  for  it  as  a  separate 
proposition,  but  that  In  voting  upon  this  question  he  is  voting 
npon  something  else  that  he  is  oj^iosed  to  and  will  content  him- 
self by  giving  a  negative  vote,  I  think  we  might  get  rid  of  the 
difficulty  in  that  way ;  and  that  is  the  only  way  I  see  in  which 
we  can  get  rid  of  it 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  vield  now? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield  to  the  -eenator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  desire  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bi  nib  hah]  repre- 
sents a  constituency  that  is  not  particularly  affected  by  imports 
from  the  Philippines  without  a  tariff;  but  there  are  others  In 
this  boily  whose  constltnents  are  very  greatly  affected  by  imports 
from  the  Philippines  without  a  tariff.  A  tariff  bill  that  leaves 
out  protection  against  Philippine  products,  to  that  extent  leaves 
out  protection  for  that  great  class  of  citizens  in  this  country 
whose  products  conje  in  competition  with  the  products  of  the 
Philippine  Islands. 

I  know  of  no  part  of  this  bill  that  is  of  more  importance  to 
the  dairy  industry  and  to  the  beet-sugar  industry  than  the  ques- 
tion of  Philippine  independence.  I  think  it  is  properly  here; 
and  I  want  to  say  now,  so  that  there  can  be  no  mistake  about 
this,  that  if  the  Senator  from  Utah  or  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  withdraw  their  amendments  I  shall  offer  one,  because 
this  is  the  proper  place  In  the  bill  to  consider  this  matter.  This 
is  the  place  to  protect  the  part  of  the  American  people  who 
protluce  products  in  competition  with  the  people  of  the  Philip- 
pine Islands. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  the  Senator 
from  Ixmlsiana  might  ask  for  a  vote  upon  the  second  proposition 
in  his  amendment  without  a.<!king  for  a  vote  upon  the  first  prop- 
osition? Notwithstanding  that  we  have  control  of  the  Philip- 
pines, if  the  Congress  desires  to  do  so  it  can  impose  a  tax  upon 
Philippine  products,  and  It  can  refund  that  tax  to  the  Philippine 
people.  I  am  willing  to  vote  upon  that  right  now,  without  any 
further  debate. 

Mr,  DILL.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have  no 
ot>jection  to  the  separation  of  those  questions;  but  I  do  Insist 
that  the  freedom  of  the  Philippines,  involving  as  it  does  tariff 
protection  on  the  oils  and  sugar  and  other  rrodncts  that  come 
from  the  Philippines  In  competition  with  the  products  of  our 
own  people.  Is  as  important  as  any  other  part  of  this  tariff  bili 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  there  Is  no  disagreement  b«r- 
tween  the  Senator  and  myself  on  that  subject.    I  feel  that  it  Is 
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very  important  to  the  sugar  growers  of  this  country  to  have  as 
macb  protection  against  Philippine  sugar  a»  they  have  against 
Cuban  sugar.  I  feel  that  It  is  very  Important  to  the  cotton 
growers  and  peanut  growers  of  this  country  to  have  protection 
against  the  coconut  oil  of  the  PhiUpi^ines,  which  is  displacing 
lu  the  niarlcet  the  use  of  cottonseed  and  peanut  and  other  vege- 
table oils.  They  are  very  important  questions — as  important 
to  my  constituency  as  they  are  to  the  constituency  of  the  Sena- 
tor f rtmi  Utah  or  the  constituency  of  tlie  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton. But.  Mr.  President,  Important  as  those  questions  are,  I 
am  not  gt^g  to  cast  a  vote  here  to  do  injustice  and  wrong  to  a 
great  people  like  the  Fillplnoe  In  order  that  some  good  naay  come 
to  industries  in  my  section  of  the  country. 

The  way  to  reach  that  question  is  to  give  the  Philippine 
Islands  their  Independence,  and  subject  them  to  the  same  taxa- 
tion upon  tlieLr  sugar  that  Wi*  impose  upon  all  other  foreign 
countries:  but  I  do  not  think  we  are  in  a  position  Just  at  this 
time,  in  the  consideration  of  a  tariff  bUl,  to  enter  into  a  discns- 
sloo  of  the  broiid  question  of  whether  or  not  we  will  now  give 
the  Filipinos  their  independence.  It  does  not  require  any  dis- 
cu.««ion  so  far  as  I  am  coacerned.  I  should  be  willing  to  vote 
without  any  debate  upon  the  question  of  giving  them  their 
independence;  but  I  know  that  we  have  to  face  facts.  I  know 
that  there  is  an  element  in  this  country  that  is  bitterly  opposed 
to  Phil^^Hiine  iDdependenee,  and  I  know  that  that  element  is 
going  to  find  voice  and  expression  in  the  Senate  Chamber,  and 
that  it  means  a  debate  of  quite  a  long  time  before  we  will  get 
a  vote. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Yes;  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washing 
ton. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator  says  he  does  not  care  to  debate  the 
matter.  I  have  no  desire  to  make  any  particular  speech  on  it 
My  stieecb  can  be  made  in  one  word,  and  tlrnt  word  is  "aye." 
If  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Binobam]  and  others  on 
the  other  side  want  to  delay  the  tariff  bill  by  long  discussion, 
they  will  have  to  take  the  respoaslbilty  for  that  I  think  that 
so  far  as  most  of  us  are  concerned  who  are  anxioos  to  press 
this  matter  to  a  vote^  a  vote  could  be  taken  to-morrow. 

I  have  no  desire  or  purpose  to  dekiy  a  vote.  In  fact,  I  am 
ready  to  rote  now.  I  do  insist,  however,  that  these  products 
coming  from  the  Philippines  to-day  form  the  worst  kind  of  com- 
petition with  the  products  of  great  sections  of  this  country; 
and  it  is  not  Cair,  when  this  question  can  be  decided  in  a  tariff 
bill,  to  put  it  off  to  some  future  time  when  it  is  not  connected 
with  the  tariff  at  all. 

Ml*.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  of  course  everybody  must 
recognize  that  the  question  of  Philippine  independence  is  a  big 
question.  It  Is  a  question  jthat  ha.s  engaged  pubUe  attention 
and  has  excited  discussion  by  the  best  minds  of  the  United 
States  for  30  years;  and  up  to  this  time  there  has  not  been 
any  crystal  lizaUoo  of  sentiment  one  way  or  the  other.  There 
is  the  same  division  of  sentiment  upon  that  question  to-day  that 
there  was  In  the  days  of  Roosevelt,  and  in  the  days  of  Taft  and 
Wilson,  and  we  may  not  expect  a  big  question  like  that  to  be 
discussed  here  upon  an  amendment  to  a  tariff  bill  within  a  few 
hours  or  even  a  few  days. 

The  opposition  probably  will  not  corae  ^om  this  side  of  the 
Chamber  This  side  of  the  Chamber  all  along  has  beea 
strongly  inclined  to  favor  Philippine  independence.  We  have, 
~  think,  in  our  platform  so  declared.  The  oppoeitioD  to  Philip- 
I^e  independence  has  come  from  another  source;  but  it  exists, 
and  it  is  just  as  strong  to-day  as  it  has  lieen  at  any  time.  In 
my  Judgment  We  can  not  hope  for  a  vote  upon  this  question 
la  the  Senate  until  both  sides  of  the  question  have  had  full 
ovfwrtnnity  to  discnas  it  in  all  of  its  phases  and  in  all  of  its 
features. 

Mr.  HAWE3.  Mr.  Preaidrat.  may  I  interrupt  the  Senator 
for  a  moment? 

The  \1CE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  tram  Horth  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Yes. 

Mr.  HA  WES.  1  want  to  say  to  the  Senates-  trom  North  Cart>- 
Una,  oar  leader  In  this  diseosaioa,  that  I  realine,  as  he  does,  that 
any  nnneceseary  delay  in  securing  a  final  vote  upon  the  tariff 
bill  would  be  a  mistake.  There  is  a  thing  that  we  call  the  high 
cost  of  uncertainty;  and  the  country  will  pay  the  bill  for  delay 
in  the  tariff  debate. 

I  do  imX  want  to  occupy  time;  but  it  does  seem  to  me  that 
the  Philippine  question  is  a  port  of  the  tariff  question,  and 
that  we  can  not  separate  It  from  the  tariff  question  without 
entirely  ckMiag  our  minds  to  the  facts. 

The  PhiUpftfaes  to-day  bring  into  competition  with  American 
labor  a  very  cheap  form  of  labor.  They  are  affecting  the  UrIff 
on  sugar,  on  oil.  on  lata,  and  on  rope.  II  there  is  anything 
In  tariff  discussion,  it  has  two  objects:  One,  to  provide  reyenue; 
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the  other,  to  afford  protection  to  the  American  manufacturer 
and  American  labor. 

How  can  we  avoid  a  discussion  ot  this  matter  at  this  time? 
We  know  that  Ajmeriean  capital  is  being  invited  into  the  Philip- 
I^es  to  do  something  that  we  will  not  permit  any  other  nation 
in  the  world  to  do.  We  know  that  it  in  being  encouraged  to 
go  there;  and,  as  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  has  shown,  all 
of  this  development  which  we  thought  would  be  for  the  general 
benefit  ot  the  PhiliK>ine  Islands  ban  been  at  the  expense  of 
the  United  States. 

They  have  not  developed  markets  in  the  East  in  China  or 
Japan,  or  the  other  eastern  countries*.  AU  of  this  development 
brings  into  competition  labor,  transportation  costs,  and  a  vti- 
rlety  of  things  with  the  American  people.  We  can  not  discuss 
the  question  of  sugar  without  discussing  the  question  of  the 
Philippines. 

I  agree  witli  our  leader — I  follow  him — that  there  should  not 
be  an  extended  debate.  It  la  not  necessary  to  prolong  It ;  but 
the  Philippine  question  is  part  of  the  tariff  question.  It  is  a 
big  part  of  it.  It  can  not  be  divorced  from  it  unless  we  abso- 
lutely shut  our  minds  to  the  practical  things  of  life. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  I'resldent,  I  have  already  said  that  I 
fully  appreciated  that;  and  I  go  a  step  further  and  say  that  if 
the  Filipinos  do  get  their  independence  in  a  short  time  it  will 
be  largely  on  account  of  the  very  things  the  Senator  has  said. 
When  the  Conunlttee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs  re- 
port this  bill — as  I  take  it  they  will,  under  the  understanding 
we  have — one  of  the  most  powerful  factors  that  will  contribute 
to  the  adoption  of  a  measure  providing  for  Philippine  inde- 
pendence will  be  the  very  facts  the  Senator  has  brought  out 
here ;  the  fact  that  we  are  obliged  now,  by  reason  of  our  forci- 
ble retention  of  political  control  of  those  people,  to  submit  to 
an  tmfair  and  an  unjust  competition,  forced  upon  us  by  a  con- 
dition which  we  have  brought  upon  ourselves,  and  which  we 
have  delayed  remedying  for  years,  and  which  now  cries  for 
remedy.  That  argument  Mr.  President  more  than  any  other 
argument  that  is  going  to  be  made,  will  win  for  the  Philippines 
their  independence,  and  I  hope  we  may  have  the  question  l)efore 
us,  and  I  hope  that  the  argiunent  the  Senator  makes  to-day  will 
be  made  in  favor  of  granting  them  that  right 

Mr.  BINGHAM  and  Mr.  BROUSSARD  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Before  I  yield  I  want  to  make  a  suggestlon. 
If  we  are  forced  to  have  this  discussion,  can  we  not  agree  to  a 
time  now  for  a  vote  upon  this  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  we  have  been  discussing  the 
amendment  now  for  two  hours  and  three-quarters.  It  does 
seem  to  me  that  if  we  are  going  to  get  through  with  the  tariff 
bill,  we  will  have  to  make  more  headway  than  we  have  been 
making. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  What  does  the  Senator  say  to  agreeing  by 
unanimous  consent  that  we  shall  vote  without  further  debate 
upon  the  amendment  to-morrow  at  4  o'clock? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  PresidMit  I  do  not  think  that  would  be 
fair  to  the  subject  with  aM  due  respect  to  the  Senator,  and  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  no  hearings  have  been  held  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Indejiendence  of  the  Philippines 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Then  change  It  to  a  later  date. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  That  would  only  postpone  the  discussion  on 
other  features  of  the  tariff  bill,  and  I  hope  the  Senator  will 
yield  to  me  to  make  a  motion  with  regard  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  in  order  to  bring  this  matter 
to  a  head. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  wish  to  yield  right  now.  I  think 
I  have  in  mind  the  motion  the  Senator  is  going  to  make.  I  want 
to  see  If  we  can  not  before  that  motion  is  made,  agree  to  a 
vote  upon  this  particular  amendment  at  not  later  than  a 
certain  hour.  We  could  discu.sa  other  things  in  the  meantime 
If  we  nm  out  of  debate  on  the  Philippine  question,  but  let  us 
fix  a  time,  say,  to-morrow,  or,  if  that  Is  too  early,  the  day  after 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President  as  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina,  I  think,  himself  said  earlier  In  tlie  debate,  this  is  a 
question  which  has  not  been  con.sidored  by  a  committee  of  the 
Senate,  no  hearings  have  been  had  on  it.  There  are  a  numb<'r 
of  Senators  whose  opinions  are  fixed  and  who  are  ready  to  vote 
on  It  now,  as  Just  stated,  but  there  may  be  other  Senators  who 
would  like  more  Information  on  the  ."ubject,  and  as  I  indicated 
previously.  It  is  my  intention,  as  chairman,  to  call  the  Com- 
mittee on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs  for  hearings  on  this 
matter  as  early  as  possible  at  the  next  regular  sossloti  of 
Congress. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  I  understand  the  Senator 
represents  that  element  In  the  Senate  who  do  not  believe  In  giv- 
ing the  Iillipinos  their  Independence  at  this  time.     Does  the 
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Senator  think  that  we  can  get  ready  to  vote  on  this  question  by 
Saturday  ? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     No,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     The  Senator  d.^es  not? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  No  hearings  could  be  held  In  that  time. 
There  will  probably  be  parties  In  tlie  Philippine  Islands  who 
would  like  to  come  on  to  be  present  at  the  hearings.  There  are 
a  large  number  of  people  in  the  Philippine  Islands  who  believe 
in  independence  for  the  Philippines.  There  are  a  large  number 
of  ix,'ople  there  who  do  not  l)elieve  in  independence  and  do  not 
desire  independence.  Botli  sides  should  be  heard.  The  Congress 
should  have  an  opportunity  to  hear  the  testimony  of  those 
people. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  assuming  now  there  is  no  report,  and 
we  are  confronted  with  the  question  of  voting  upon  a  proposition 
to  give  them  independence  In  the  Senate  right  now ;  and  we  will 
have  to  vote  pretty  soon  upon  that  propc»sItlon.  Is  the  other  side 
of  the  Chamber  willing  to  fix  some  definite  time  in  the  near 
future  for  a  vote? 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  does  that  mean  a  vote  to 
make  it  a  part  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  A  vote  upon  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  could  not  agree  upon  a  time  to 
vote  on  that  amendment. 

Mr.  SWAN.SON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  I  simply  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  and  other  Senators  to  the  reso- 
lution granting  independence  to  Cuba.  We  voted  for  certain 
provisions  protecting  the  rights  of  Americans  in  carrying  out  the 
obligations  the  United  States  made  with  Spain  when  the  SpaulKb 
possessions  were  transferred  to  the  United  States.  When  we 
gave  Cuba  her  independence,  after  having  occupied  it  a  year  or 
two.  we  adopted  the  Piatt  amendment,  containing  certain  con- 
ditions under  the  treaty  with  Spain  with  which  Cuba  had  to 
comply,  and  on  those  conditions  Cuban  independence  was  agreed 
upon. 

Now.  we  have  before  us  a  proposition  to  give  independence 
to  the  Philippine  Island.s,  without  any  conditions  attached  pro- 
viding that  the  inhabitants  of  those  islands  must  fulfill  all  of 
our  obligations  under  the  treaty  with  Spain,  nothing  with  regard 
to  [>eflce  being  maintained  in  American  possessions,  nothing 
guaranteeing  that  the  independence  of  the  islands  will  not  be 
violate«l.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons],  concurred  In  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Noaais]  and  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  King],  that  this  matter  ought  to  be  discussed  in  a  broader 
way,  in  a  more  far-reaching,  statesmanlike  way,  than  simply  as 
it  affects  the  tariff  on  oil  and  sugar,  is  a  wise  one. 

We  have  international  obligations.  There  are  10.000,000 
people  whose  fortunes  are  involved  In  our  action.  Yet  it  is 
argxied  that  this  matter  should  be  discussed  during  the  con- 
sideration of  a  few  Importations  from  the  Philippine  Islands, 
and  not  in  a  broad,  statesmanlike  way.  considering  the  obliga- 
tions we  have  nationally  and  Internationally.  It  seems  to  me 
the  best  course  to  pursue  is  to  carry  out  the  suggestion  made  by 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  and  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska, concurred  In  by  the  Senator  from  Utah,  t(»  get  an  assur- 
ance that  this  far-reaching,  important  matter,  involving  national 
and  International  obligations,  shall  be  considered  and  decided, 
not  under  the  shadow  of  the  di.scusslon  of  a  few  little  interests 
which  want  to  be  protected  from  imiwrtations  coming  from  the 
Philippine  Island.s.  but  in  a  broad  and  comprehensive  way. 

It  would  really  be  difficult  to  draw  a  resolution  In  a  week 
fixing  the  conditions  uimn  which  Independence  should  be  given 
to  the  Philippines.  When  Independence  was  given  to  Cuba,  the 
matter  w.is  deliated  at  length.  I  was  in  the  House  at  the  time 
it  was  discnssetl  and  the  debate  over  the  question  of  fixing  the 
conditions  upon  which  independence  should  be  given  lasted  for 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     It  was  debated  in  the  Senate,  too. 

Mr.  SWANSC^N.  The  Senate  and  the  House  debated  for 
weeks  the  principles  upon  which  independence  should  be  given 
Cuba.  Yet  we  are  asked  In  30  minutes  to  draw  a  measure  pro- 
viding for  Independence  for  the  Philippines  that  would  discharge 
all  our  national  and  International  obligations,  and  fix  a  policy 
for  10,0t)0,000  people,^  in  order  to  see  that  some  special  interest 
does  not  have  any  competition  from  the  Phllii>plne  Islands. 

Mr.  DILL  and  Mr.  BROUSSARD  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SWANSON.  No,  Mr.  President :  I  am  speaking  with  the 
courtesy  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 


I  want  to  say  this  before  I  take  my  seat,  that  I  am  opposed 
to  the  impositiim  of  tariff  duties  on  any  Imports  from  the 
Philippine  Islands  as  long  as  they  are  a  part  of  the  United 
States.  The  Revolutionary  War  was  precipitated  because  the 
British  Parliament  claimed  the  right  to  interfere  with  our  trade 
and  commerce,  to  treat  us  as  a  part  of  the  British  Empire,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  deprive  us  of  the  privileges  accruing  from 
being  a  part  of  the  Britiith  Empire.  I  hope  the  day  will  never 
come  when  colonial  exploitation,  started  by  Great  Britain  and 
since  abandoned,  shall  be  aw>roved  by  an  American  Congress. 

I  spoke  two  or  three  times  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
against  the  treaty  annexing  the  Philippine  Islands.  I  am  sorry 
we  ever  annexed  them.  I  wish  we  had  never  undertaken  that 
burden.  But  we  have  carried  that  burden  for  30  years,  and 
when  we  are  relieved  of  it,  when  our  obligations  are  fulfilled, 
our  action  should  be  broad  and  statesmanlike,  after  a  proper 
discussion  on  a  proper  resolution  fixing  the  independence  of  the 
Philippines,  requiring  them  to  fuIfiU  the  obligations  under  the 
treaty  with  Spain  by  which  we  obtained  those  islands.  They 
should  be  obliged  to  fulfill  all  the  international  obligations  in- 
curred under  the  treaty  of  peace  signed  at  Paris,  and  fulfill  the 
obligations  to  Americans  who  have  gone  to  the  Philippine  Is- 
lands. Then  we  should  have  some  assurance  that  a  war  will 
not  be  precipitated  on  account  of  some  nation  in  the  Orient 
depredating  iu  the  Philippines,  and  attempting  to  seize  them. 

I  think  the  view  entertained  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  is  the  correct  one,  and  I  hope  tho  Senate  will  pursue 
the  course  suggested  by  him. 

Mr.  DILL  and  Mr.  BINGHAM  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
Una  yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  know  the  Senator  from  C-onnecticut  wants  to 
make  a  motion  to  lay  this  amendment  on  the  table  and  cut  off 
debate,  and  I  am  not  surprised  at  that ;  but  I  want  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  "  little  Interests "  about  whom  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  has  spoken.  They  are  the  little  interests  of  the  beet- 
sugar  growers  of  America,  they  are  the  little  Interests  of  the 
dairy  producers  all  over  America,  they  are  the  little  interests 
of  the  great  farm-producing  masses  of  this  country,  for  the 
relief  of  whom  Congress  was  called  into  session  to  pass  a  bill. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  has 
yielded  to  me.  Before  the  motion  Is  made,  I  want  to  make  a 
statement  in  connection  with  the  observation  made  by  the  .Sen- 
ator from  Virginia  and  the  observation  made  by  the  Senator 
from  New  York.  Let  us  dear  up  the  legal  situation,  the  consti- 
tutional situation. 

The  Philippine  Islands  are  not  a  part  of  the  United  States. 
They  are  on  the  same  basis  as  Porto  Rico,  precisely  the  same. 
They  are  not  a  State,  they  are  not  a  Territory  of  the  I'nlted 
States.  They  are  what  the  Supreme  Court  calls  a  territory 
appurtenant  and  b^onging  to  the  United  States;  but  they  do 
not  become  a  part  of  the  United  States,  never  have  been,  and 
are  not  to-day  a  part  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  will  per- 
mit  • 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  We  have  a  perfect  right  under  the  Consti- 
tution to  Impose  any  tariff  duties  we  see  fit  to  impose. 

Mr    SIMMONS.     O  Mr.  President . 

Mr.  SW.\NSON.     If  the  .Senator  will  allow  me 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  wanted  to  mention  that,  and  then  sug- 
gest that  that  matter  has  been  thoroughly  .settled.  I  will  refer 
Just  for  a  moment  to  the  Supreme  Court  decision  in  the  case  of 
Downs  against  Bidweli,  decided  in  1901,  One  hundred  and  eighty- 
second  United  States  Reports,  page  244.  That  question  will  be 
found  decided  and  settled  in  that  case. 

As  to  the  status,  I  think  it  will  be  a  very  sorry  day  for  the 
Philippines  if  they  get  their  independence  in  the  near  future.  If 
It  should  immediately  come  it  would  be  the  blackest,  darkest 
moment  In  the  history  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  in  my  Judg- 
ment. That  does  not  mean  to  say  that  I  am  not  In  favor  of 
granting  them  independence.  I  believe  any  people  who  are 
capable  of  self-government  ought  to  have  their  own  government, 
whether  it  Is  good  or  bad.  I  do  mean  to  say.  however,  that  it  is 
not  in  the  Interest  of  the  Philippine  Islands  to  have  their  inde- 
pendence granted  to-day  by  the  United  States. 

What  has  taken  place  here  to-day  Is  a  pretty  clear  Indication 
of  what  it  would  mean.  If  the  Philippine  Islands  are  granted 
their  independence,  immediately  tariff  duties  will  be  imposed 
upon  practically  everything  they  produce,  and  their  market  la 
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the  United  States.  Duties  would  be  Imposed  on  sugar,  on  manila 
rope,  OB  various  other  products,  Jnst  the  mimite  Independence 
was  granted.  You  do  not  feel  as  if  you  can  do  tt  now,  because 
you  say  they  are  under  our  care,  and  It  Is  not  quite  good  moraU 
and  g'xid  principle  to  Impose  such  tariff  duties.  We  could  Im 
pose  the  duties  now.  If  you  mean  to  grant  them  independence 
for  the  purpose  of  Imposing  duties  on  their  products,  let  us  gc 
on  and  Impose  the  duties,  keep  the  islands  for  .the  present 
and  wttle  the  question  of  independence  a  little  later.  Let  us 
be  fair  about  the  matter. 

The  whole  purpotw  underlying  this  morement  to  declare  th( 
Independence  of  the  Philippines  Is  that  you  are  then  in  positi<NC 
to  impose  duties  upon  sugar,  upon  nmnila  rope,  and  np<>n  othei 
products  (if  the  Philippines.  That  will  not  be  a  bright  day  foi 
the  Philippine  Islands,  because  their  chief  market  is  the  Uni 
States. 

I  mention  that  in  this  connection,  but  that  is  not  saying  I  a 
not  in  favor  of  the  policy  of  granting  them  Independence, 
agree  with  the  Senator  frwn  North  CaroHna  and  the  Senatoi 
from  Virginia,  however,  that  that  Is  a  matter  it  will  take  us  soi 
time  to  thrash  out.  We  can  not  simply  pass  a  resolution  an 
say  "  We  are  done  with  this  business."  We  will  have  to  adjuv 
matters.  I  do  not  understand  the  amendment  of  the  Senatoi 
from  Louisiana  to  mean  that  we  are  at  once  to  declare  the  in 
dependence  of  the  islands.     His  amendment  reads: 

That  the  PrMldent  of  the  United  States  is  authorlied  and  reqae«te< 
to  iHTlte  the  Oovernmenta  of  Great  Brttaln,  Japan.  Italy,  and  Frano 
to  send  representatives  to  a  conference,  which  shall  be  charged  with  th< 
duty  of  putf-ring  Into  an  agreement  to  guarantee  the  Indepeudeuce  of  th( 
Philippine   Islands. 

That  looks  to  a  conference  hereafter  and  it  does  not  dispose 
of  the  question  now. 

Mr.  SWANSON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDEINT.    Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SWANSON.    In  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Flo/rida  abou ; 
the  Supreme  Ct^urt  deciding  that  the  Philippines  were  simpl/ 
an  appurtenance  of  the  United  States,  that  decision  was  ren- 
dered by  a  divided  court.     But  granting  it  is  true,  what  did  1 
mean?     It  meant  that  oar  Supreme  Court  had  established  the 
relations  of  the  Philippine  Islands  with  the  United  States  ex 
actly  on  a  basis  similar  to  what  Parliament  insisted  the  rel'a 
tlous  of  the  American  C<rionie8  were  to  England.    But  even  i 
that  is  true,  why  should  we  exercise  the  power  over  the  Philip 
pine  Islands  that  our  forefathers  contended  against  as  unjust, 
as  tyrannical,  as  an  outrage  at  the  time  of  the  Bevolutionar] 
War?    The  Sapreme  Court  has  simply  said  that  we  have  th4f 
right  technically  to  do  In  the  Philippine  Islands  what  the  Brit 
ii»h  Parliament  did  in  the  Col<xiies  which  precipitated  .our  inde 
pendence,  and  I  for  one  am  unwilling  to  do  that. 

Mr.  BROUSSAKD.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
Una  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr  SIMMONS     I  yield 

Mr'  BROUSSARI).     I   think   the  Senator  from  Yirgiiiia  i» 
uuneceasarily  alarmed.    It  is  not  proposed  to  do  anjrthing  witl 
which  the  Senator  disagrees.     We  do  not  propose  to  free  thi' 
Philippine  Islands  under  the  amendment  which  I  have  offered 
We  do  not  propose  to  fix  any  floancial  arrangements  with  them, 
If  the  Senator  will  Ipok  at  the  amendment  which  I  have  offered, 
he   will   find   tliat   everything   he  ha«  said  has  no  relevancy 
Here  is  the  amendment  and  I  want  to  read  it : 

That  tlie  President  of  the  United  States  is  authorised  and  requester 
to  iavltc  the  CtorernBaeats  of  Great  Britain,  Japan,  Italy,  and  Franc  i 
to  send  rcpresentativea  to  a  conference,  which  shall  be  charged  with  tb(> 
duty  of  entering  into  aa  agreement  to  guarantee  the  IndependeDce  o 
the  PhUlpplne   Islands.      Such   agreement   shall  be   reported   to   the  re 
spectlve  goTenunents  for  tbelr  approval. 

When  that  report  comes  to  the  Senate  for  Its  approval,  tha 
will  be  the  time  for  the   Senator  from  Virginia  to  make  th< 
speech  he  made  a  while  ago;  but  until  it  is  brought  back  hen' 
there  is  no  independence  granted  to  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  SWANSON.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BKOUSSARD.  Wait  a  minute.  I  do  not  yield  because 
the  Senator  would  not  yield  to  me  a  while  aga 

Mr.  SWANSON.  But  I  was  using  the  time  of  the  Senatoi 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  And  I  am  doing  that  same  thing  now 
It  is  a  similar  ease,  becauso  I  am  on  the  time  <^  the  Senatoi 
from  North  Carolina,  too. 

I  am  not  talking  about  a  release  of  the  Philippines  on  ccmdl 
tlons  to  be  determined  in  some  way  later.  Thia  is  a  methot 
which  we  have  adopted  In  all  of  the  agreements  that  we  hav( 


entered  into  for  disarmament  and  for  all  questions  including 
the  moral  question,  to  carry  out  the  ol>ligation  which  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  solemnly  declares  and  which  the 
President  of  the  United  States  declares  to  the  Congress  has  been 
carried  out.  I  merely  want  President  Hoover  to  be  requested  to 
consult  the  Pacific-pact  powers  to  find  out  if  they  can  agree  on 
some  method  of  guaranteeing  the  independence  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  upon  the  basis  of  such  promises  as  the  President  will 
recommend  here,  subject  to  the  approval  of  Congress. 

May  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  that  I  explained 
this  morning  that  thi.s  question  was  so  tied  up  with  .section  .'iOl 
of  the  tariff  bill  and  is  so  vital  to  the  farmers  of  our  country 
that  I  felt  compelled  to  join  my  two  amendments  together. 
Consideration  of  section  301  must  take  place  before  we  reach 
the  point  where  the  amendment  was  first  offered,  staining  the 
machinery  in  motion  to  give  the  Philippines  ultimately  their 
independence.  Being  requested  by  many  Senators  who  favor 
independence  for  the  Philippines  to  present  this  question  first,  I 
tried  yesterday  to  get  unanimous  consent  to  have  the  matter 
considered.  The  Chair  ruled  that  we  were  working  under  u 
unanimous-consent  agreement  and  therefore  It  could  not  be  done. 
In  order  to  get  around  that  parliamentary  situation  I  explained 
tills  morning  that  I  had  redriifte<l  my  amendments,  putting  both 
in  one  and  putting  the  indepewlence  question  first,  and  stated 
that  at  the  proper  time  I  would  ask  for  a  division  of  the  ques- 
tion. I  am  very  glad  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  is  so 
strongly  in  favor  of  granting  independence,  because  I  shall 
endeavor  to  have  him  given  the  opportunity  of  voting  for  It, 
which  does  not  interfere  at  all  with  those  matters  about  which 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  has  spoken. 

Mr  SI.MMONS.  Mr.  President,  if  Senators  will  allow  me  to 
have  a  moment  of  my  own  lime  now  I  would  like  to  make  just  a 
very  brief  statement.  I  asked  the  Senator  this  morning,  when 
I  first  rose,  if  his  amendment  did  not  provide  for  the  ultimate 
independence  of  the  Philippines,  and  he  answered  me  in  the 
affirmative.  I  think  while  his  amendment  does  not  in  terms 
declare  them  free  and  Independent,  yet  it  makes  a  declaration 
that  binds  this  Goverimient  to  give  tliem  their  independence. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  do  not  .so  construe  it 

Mr,  SIMMONS.  That  is  a  question  of  policy  which  I  say 
will  eventuate  In  a  very  great  deal  of  discussion. 

Mr.  BROUSSARI).  There  is  no  question  of  policy  announced 
here.     The  agencies  that  we  call  upon  to  move  in  this  matter 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Those  agencies  are  to  move  to  the  particular 
end  which  the  Senator  declares  to  be  independence. 

Mr.  BROUSS.AJtD.  The  President  is  authorised  and  requested 
to  do  this,  and  the  President,  I  hope,  will  carry  it  out ;  but  he 
would  return  here  with  sume  recommendation  to  the  Congress, 
and  then  we  would  discuss  those  things  which  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  mentioned  a  while  ago. 

Mr.  HA  WES.     Mr.  President 


Mr.  SWANSON.     Mr.  I'resident- 


The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  will  >ield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  My  remarks  were  addressed  to  the  amend- 
ment relating  to  independence.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana 
talked  about  his  resolution,  which  is  pending  before  the  For- 
eign Relations  Committee.  As  I  understand  that  resolution.  It 
is  an  effort  to  get  the  parties  to  the  4-power  pact,  all  of  whom 
agreed  to  respect  the  possessions  of  each  other  in  the  Pacific, 
to  extend  its  operation  to  the  Philippine  Islands. 

For  instance,  as  I  understand  tl)e  4-power  pact,  France, 
Japan,  and  Great  Britain  have  agreed  to  respect  all  posses- 
sions in  the  Philippine  Islands  so  far  as  they  are  concerned, 
and  we  have  agreed  to  respect  their  possessions  In  the  Pacific. 
The  Senator  is  now  trying  to  get  the  President  to  call  a  con- 
ference to  see  if  that  agreement  may  not  be  extended  if  the 
Philippine  Islands  become  indej^endent.  That  is  a  different 
proposition.  Giving  independeiice  on  a  mere  resolution,  with- 
out proper  reservations  to  protect  American  Interests  and  the 
obligations  undwtaken  in  the  treaty  of  Paris  and  various  oth^ 
International  obligations.  It  seems  to  me  would  be  a  very  dan- 
gerous venture. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  j-leid. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Virginia  has 
not  read  the  substitute  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Kino]  ;  otherwise  he  would  not  make  that  rtatement. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  No;  I  have  not  read  it.  but  I  would  like  to 
know  whether  it  is  ample  and  complete.  We  can  not  in  five 
minutes  or  even  in  one  day's  debate  fix  the  fortunes  of  10,000,000 
people  and  say  whether  every  obligation  is  covered  and  Included, 
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Mr.  WHEELER.  There  Is  no  trouble  about  It  If  the  Sena- 
tor would  read  the  substitute  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  he 
would  undoubtedly  find  that  we  could  properly  take  care  of 
American  Interests.  The  Senator  Is  a  member  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Relations  and  there  is  no  doubt  In  the  world  that 
he  could  so  amend  the  substitute  of  the  Senator  from  Utah, 
If  he  finds  it  necessary,  that  it  would  amply  take  care  of  and 
protect  American  interests. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  always 
favored  Philippine  independence  with  proper  assurances  that 
they  will  be  protected  and  will  fulfill  the  obligations  which  we 
hav-  undertaken  internationally  under  the  terms  of  the  Paris 
treaty.  But  I  would  like  to  have  those  things  considered  care- 
fully and  to  be  assured  abftut  them.  When  we  gave  Cuba  her 
Independence  we  were  here  a  long  time  discussing  the  Piatt 
amendment  and  fixing  the  conditions  under  which  her  inde- 
pendence was  granted. 

I  think  that  same  course  ought  to  be  pursued  In  connection 
with  the  Philippine  Islands.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  whether 
either  the  Senator's  resolution  or  the  amendment  which  has 
been  offered  Is  ample.  I  think  the  committee  ought  to  investi- 
gate and  see  whether  it  is  complete  and  covers  everything. 
After  it  is  once  completed  and  enacted  Into  law,  then  its  con- 
ditions are  the  only  conditions  upon  which  Independence  was 
granted,  and  no  future  conditions  could  be  proposed. 

Mr.  HAWES.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  fronr  Missouri? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  think  that  the  Senator  from  Virginia  is 
under  a  misapprehension  regarding  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana.  Either  he  has  wrongly  con- 
strued It  or  I  do  not  understand  it.  He  drew  an  analogy 
between  the  situation  of  the  Colonies  and  Great  Britain,  and 
the  present  situation.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  is  to  apply  any  tax  taken  from  Import  duties  from 
the  Philippines  and  send  it  back  for  the  benefit  of  the  Philip- 
pines. Never  In  our  Revolutionary  history  or  any  of  the  causes 
that  led  up  to  that  war  was  that  matter  presented  in  that  way 
to  the  Colonies.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
if  I  am  correct  about  that  nratter? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Absolutely. 

Mr.  HAWES.  So  we  are  not  taking  anything  from  the  Phil- 
ippines, but  I  will  tell  you,  Mr.  President,  what  we  are  doing. 
We  are  saying  to  prospective  investors  In  the  Philippines,  "  Be 
careful.  You  can  not  come  here  and  compete  with  American 
labor,  with  the  American  farmer,  and  the  American  manufac- 
turer, and  take  advantage  of  the  situation."  I  know,  of  course, 
that  the  great  moral  question  of  the  independence  of  the  Phil- 
ippines overshadows  any  question  of  tariff  and  I  am  in  entire 
harmony  with  the  suggestion  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nobkis]  and  others  that  the  question  of 
Philipi»Ine  Indei^endence  should  come  up  at  another  time  under 
other  circumstances  and  that  other  matters  should  be  consid- 
ered now.  But,  Mr.  I*resident,  we  cun  not  avoid  the  fact  that 
we  are  dismissing  the  tariff  and  pn)mislng  to  labor  that  the 
conditions  in  Europe  relating  to  wage  scale  and  living  condi- 
tions shall  be  considered  and  promising  the  manufacturers  that 
they  shall  be  considered,  and  we  find  that  one  of  our  dependen- 
cies or  one  of  our  a.'^sociates  or  one  of  our  wards,  if  you  please, 
is  the  greatest  violator  In  all  the  world,  doing  more  in  its  way 
than  any  nation  In  Europe  or  any  nation  in  Asia  In  breaking 
down  the  protection  of  labor,  the  manufacturers,  and  agricul- 
ture. Why  is  not  that  particular  pt>rtion  of  the  problem  then  a 
I)art  In  tlie  discussion  of  the  tariff? 

Of  course  the  question  of  the  independence  of  the  Philippines 
will  come  up  at  another  time.  There  are  other  things  that 
enter  into  It  besides  the  tariff,  but  the  exploiters  in  the  Philip- 
pines should  be  given  notice  now  that  their  conduct  can  not 
ciHitlnue,  and  I  hope  at  least  that  the  discussion  here  to-day 
will  put  them  upon  notice. 

Mr.  SWANSON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Scmator  from  North  Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Virginia? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  If  I  rwnember  my  history  correctly,  when 
the  taxes  in  the  Revolutionary  period  got  very  offensive  Great 
Britain  was  willing  to  allow  that  money  to  come  to  the  Colonies 
to  be  used  In  the  protection  of  the  Colonies. 

Mr.  HAWES.  That  is  a  portion  of  history  that  I  have  evi- 
dently overlooked. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  The  same  complaint  was  made  about  the 
manufacturers  of  England  being  hurt  by  importationa  from  the 


Colonies,  the  shipping  interests,  and  the  fishery  interests.  The 
speech  the  Senator  from  Missouri  made  to-day  would  have  been 
worthy  of  the  people  who  Imposed  the  taxes  on  the  American 
Colonies  at  the  time  of  the  Revolutionary  War.  I  prefer  to 
stand  by  Chatham  and  I  prefer  to  stand  by  Burke  and  the  men 
who  said  that  we  had  no  right  to  be  a  part  of  the  British 
Empire  and  get  none  of  Its  blessings  and  bear  all  of  its  bai^ 
dens.  I  would  like  to  have  the  Senator  read  the  spee<4ie8  of 
Burke  and  Chatham  in  reply  to  the  character  of  speech  he  has 
made  here  to-day. 

Mr.  HAWES.    I  have  read  all  those  speeches,  but  nowhere—— 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  yielded  the  floor, 
and  the  Senator  from  Missouri  has  not  asked  me  to  yield  to 
him.    If  he  desires  the  floor.  I  will  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  thought  the  Senator  had  had  the  floor  all 
afternoon  and  was  dividing  his  time  among  other  Senators  and 
that  he  ought  to  be  a  little  generous  at  this  time  to  me. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  shall  be  deUghted  to  yield  to  the  Senator 
if  he  desires  me  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HAWES.    Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  HAWES.  If  I  understand  American  history,  the  Colo- 
nists complained  because  they  were  taxed  and  the  money  sent 
to  England. 

The  amendment  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  is 
that  if  a  tax  shall  be  imposed  upon  Philippine  imports  the 
money  shall  be  returned  to  the  Philippines,  which  is  quite  an- 
other thing  and  not  at  all  comparable  with  the  cause  ot  war 
between  Great  Britain  and  the  Colonies. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  have  retained  the  floor  be- 
cause I  wanted  a  full  expression  from  this  side  of  the  Chamber, 
anyway,  before  a  motion  which  I  understood  would  be  made 
should  have  been  made.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Washington  [Mr.  Dnx],  who  a  little  while  ago  descanted  upon 
the  great  Interests  of  this  country  which  would  be  affected  by 
unequal  Philii^ine  competition,  that  I  do  not  attempt  to  mini- 
mize that  aspect  of  the  situation ;  I  realise  it  to  the  full  extent ; 
but  we  can  not  hold  those  people  in  bondage  and  say  to  them, 
"  You  shall  not  produce  sugar  because  we  are  producing  sugar ; 
you  shall  not  ix'oduce  coconuts  and  send  them  to  us  because  we 
have  some  oils  here  that  coconut  oil  would  displace."  If  we 
are  going  to  hold  them  in  political  bondage,  Mr.  President,  we 
must  at  least  allow  them  industrial  freedom ;  we  must  [lermlt 
them  to  develop  their  country,  and  to  produce  commodities; 
and  one  of  the  incidents  of  that  policy  is  that  we  have  to  sub- 
mit to  this  unfair  competition.  I  should  like  to  remedy  that 
condition,  but  I  want  to  remedy  it  in  a  way  that  Is  just  to  the 
Filipino  people,  and  In  a  way  that  will  not  bring  the  faith  and 
the  honor  of  the  United  States  into  disrepute  or  at  least  Into 
question  or  under  susi^clon  before  the  nations  of  the  world.  I 
feel  that  so  long  as  we  hold  the  Philippines  in  the  grip  of  our 
hands,  whether  they  be  a  part  of  the  United  States  or  an  ap- 
purtenance to  the  United  States,  they  are  under  our  control  and 
under  our  guardianship,  and  we  owe  them  the  high  duty  of  a 
trustee  who  has  assume<l  to  r^)resent  them  In  matters  of  tariff 
and  in  matters  of  government 

We  send  governors  to  the  Philippines  and  they  have  to  ap- 
prove the  legislative  acts  of  the  Philippine  Legislature.  We  do 
not  permit  the  Filipinos  to  adopt  tariffs  for  their  own  protec- 
tion without  our  consult.  While  we  hold  that  relationship  to- 
ward tliem,  we  are  bound,  In  honor  and  In  justice,  to  treat  them 
righteously,  and  I  would  not  treat  them  unrighteously  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  any  industry  in  this  country. 

The  remedy  against  that  condition  is  the  remedy  which  the 
Democratic  Party  has  for  20  years  advocated,  and  that  is  to  take 
our  hands  off  the  Philippines,  to  relieve  them  of  our  yoke,  and 
to  put  them  upon  their  own  responsibility.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Fletchik]  has  stated  that  that  would  be  the  worst 
thing  that  could  happen  to  thnn.  I  am  Inclined  to  agree  with 
him;  I  am  inclined  to  agree  that  our  guardianship,  exercised 
as  It  has  been  In  justice  and  in  righteousness,  has  been  greatly 
to  their  benefit  and  we  might  continue  it  greatly  to  their  beneflt ; 
but  Mr.  President  it  is  not  ours  to  choose ;  it  is  not  our  right  to 
say  whether  those  people  shall  be  free  or  not  free.  They  them- 
selves are  entitled  to  settle  that  question,  and  we  ought  to  give 
them  what  they  ask  If  they  demand  their  independence. 

It  may  not  be  the  best  thing  for  them,  but  I  think  it  is  the 
best  thing  for  us  to  do.  I  think  it  is  a  relationship  that  we 
ought  to  sever ;  not  that  we  ought  to  cease  to  be  the  friend  and 
the  helper  of  that  great  people — for  they  are  a  great  people.  I 
have  met  some  of  them,  and  I  have  heard  some  of  them  speak. 
One  of  them,  who  appeared  a  few  weeks  ago  before  the  Commit- 
tee on  Ftnance,  delivered  as  ^oqaent  and  as  powerful  a  speech 
as  I  have  heard  fall  trom  the  lipa  of  any  man  in  many  femn 
past 
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The  Filipinos  are  an  ambitious  people;  they  are  growing  lii 
cnltnre.  in  Indnstry,  and  In  all  the  essentials  that  lead  to  thi 
bonding  of  a  prt>at  nation.     The  trouble  is  that  that  brighd 
Intelligent,  intellectnal  people  has  through  all  history  been  held 
In  b«>ndagp  first  by  one  nation  and  then  by  anotiier;  they  hav< 
never  hud  the  right  to  exercise  their  initiative  and  to  develoii 
their  Intellectual  and  their  material  potentialities.     I  want  t< 
give  them  that  rijrht.    When   we  shall  have  given  them  tha 
rifrtit  then  we  shall  haye  remetlied  the  tariff  evil  of  which  th< 
Senator   from    Missouri    [Mr.    Hawes]    complains.     I   want    U> 
ren>edy  It,  but  I  want  to  remedy  it  rightly,  justly,  and  fairly 

One  of  the  great  ancients  said,  speaking,  I  think,  to  th< 
Athenian  Senate,  "What  Themistocles " — I  believe  it  was- 
"  recommends  would  be  greatly  to  our  Interest,  but  it  would  b  i 
nnjnst " ;  and  I  say  to  the  Senator  here  t<Miay  that  what  h(  ^ 
recommends  might  be  greatly  to  our  interest  but  under  all  tho 
circumstances  it  would  he  unjust.  We  can  accomfriish  the  pur- 
pone,  which,  I  say,  the  interest  of  certain  industries  in  thLi 
country  demands,  by  doing  a  righteotis  tiling,  by  giving  to  thi> 
Filipinos  that  right  of  liberty  for  which  our  own  forefather  i 
fought  and  died  and  which  Patrick  Henry  said  he  would  rathe- 
die  than  to  be  denied. 

Mr.  DILL  and  Mr.  BINGHAM  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nortl  i 
CaroUna  yield:  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  this  question  :  Does  h  > 
not  think  tliat  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Lonisianii 
[Mr.  RrocssardI,  even  though  he  Is  not  in  favor  of  placing  th> 
provision  for  Independence  In  the  bill,  is  a  very  proper  and 
appropriate  step  lo<Aing  toward  consideration  of  that  matter? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  should  say,  in  answer  to  that  questior, 
that  the  amendment  contains  a  definite  provision  for  Phllir- 
pine  independence,  and  I  have  said,  or,  at  least,  I  have  be<^ii 
trying  to  say  It  all  this  time,  that  that  raises  the  question  of 
policy  to  whi(^  we  would  commit  ourselves  If  we  adopt  th» 
amendment.  I  understand  there  Is  a  powerful  group  In  thM 
country,  representing  two  great  sections  of  the  country  an  1 
probably  permeating  the  whole  country  more  or  less,  whic  s 
does  not  believe  In  the  policy  to  which  we  would  necessariVr 
commit  ourselves  by  the  adoption  of  the  amendment.  I  hnv  ^ 
said  that  we  are  not  to  suppose  and  have  no  right  to  suppo<9( 
that  that  element  is  not  going  to  find  voice  here  through  th* 
representatives  of  those  who  do  not  approve  of  Phllippin(f 
Independence  and  who  do  not  want  to  see  this  Government 
commit  Itself  to  that  policy.  It  does  not  declare  directly  tha : 
they  shall  become  independent  immediately;  but  it  does  com- 
mit this  Government  to  the  policy  of  at  once  putting  Int* 
operation  the  madiinery  for  bringing  about  or  consummatlnr 
that  end,  and,  therefore.  Involves  the  whole  scope  of  the  coi^ 
troversy  which  has  l)een  raging  in  this  country  for  25  years 

Mr.  COPEIJ^ND.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nortli 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Sen.-jtor  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  COPEI-AND.  No;  just  a  moment;  I  wish  to  ask  thu 
S«iator  a  question.  I  have  been  greatly  moved  by  what  th<i 
Senator  has  stated.  All  the  instincts  of  my  nature  malie  n*» 
favor  the  Idea  of  Independence  for  the  Filipinos,  but  I  han? 
a  conviction  and  am  waiting  to  have  somebody  wipe  It  away-- 
that  we  can  not  relinquish  our  sovereignty  over  the  Philip- 
pines without  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution.  That  Is  Lh? 
thing  that  worries  me,  and  I  assume  that  the  Senator  who  hai 
spoken  so  feelingly 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  going  to  yield  the  floor  to  the  Senato- 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Borah],  who  can  answer  that  question  better 
than  can  I. 

Mr.  COPEI.AND.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  have  the  Senato  • 
from  Idaho  answer  It. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President^  I  do  not  want  that  task  imposes ! 
upon  me.  | 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President.  I  move  that  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  to  the  amenq- 
ment  of  the  Senat«>r  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bboubsabo] 

Mr.  BORAH.  Just  a  moment,  Mr.  President  Is  the  Senato^ 
from  Connectlcat  going  to  make  a  motion  to  lay  on  the  table? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     I  am. 

Mr  BORAH.    I  ask  the  Senator  not  to  do  that. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Does  th%>  Senator  wish  to  debate  tbe  qiwfl- 
tlon? 

Mr.  BORAH.    No,  but  I  object  to  the  practice  of  tbattlnf 
det'flte  by  oiovlng  to  isy  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  l^resident.  the  only  reason  why  I  ai 
RiHnti  to  make  the  moiton.  whK'h  U  ■  mfition  I  dMfke  to  ma 
ij<  that  the  qti4i«llon  %hirh  linn  been  ralaed  by  tbe  amendi 
offervl  by  the  Menator  frnm  Utah  is  the  vittra  Qocatloa 


Philippine  independence,  which  is  a  question  too  large  and  too 
important  to  the  10,000,000  people  of  the  Phllipirine  Islands  to 
be  settled  here  in  a  few  hours  or  a  few  days,  or  even  a  few 
weeks.  As  was  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
SwA^fsoN],  a  bill  granting  them  indei)endence,  if  it  should  pass 
the  Congress,  would  require  a  long  period  of  study,  and  It  is 
not  fair,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  are  here  attempting  to  put 
In  shape  and  to  pa.ss  a  taritT  bill,  that  this  question  should  be 
passed  upon  at  this  time.  Therefore,  Mr.  President,  in  order 
to  avoid  bringing  into  the  delate  tbe  question  of  whether  one 
is  in  favor  of  Philippine  independence  or  whether  one  is  op- 
pofWHl  to  it,  and  after  having  made  the  promise,  so  far  as  I 
can  make  it  as  chairman  of  the  conunittee,  that  the  matter 
will  be  brought  before  the  Senate  at  the  earliest  possible  moment 
at  the  next  session,  I  move  to  lay  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Utah 

Mr.  HAWES.     Mr.  President,  just  a  moment. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  what  amendment  is  the  Sen- 
ator moving  to  lay  on  the  table? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  amen«lment  offereil  by  the  Senator  frf>m 
Utiih  [Mr.  Kino],  which  has  been  oflfen^l  as  a  substitute  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  (Mr.  BsorsBABD], 
I  move  to  lay  the  amendment  offere«J  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  understood  that  the  Senator  from  Utah 
desires  to  withdraw  tbe  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  He  said  he  was  willing  to  do  so,  but  he  has 
not  withdrawn  it,  and  I  therefore  move  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  on  that  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

Mr.  BRATTON.     Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  state  the  ques- 
tion. The  Senator  from  Connecticut  moves  to  lay  on  the  table 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Ki:«6]  to  the  amenJment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  BBorssA&n].    The  que.stion  is  on  that  motion. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachni^setts.  I  ask  that  the  amendment  to 
the  amendment  may  be  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  ameiid- 
ment  to  the  amendment. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  the  amendm*eot. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  we  are  totally  un- 
able to  hear  the  reading  of  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senate  will  please  be  in 
order. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.«!sachusetts.  Will  the  clerk  begin  at  the 
beginning  «»f  the  amendment  and  read  it? 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  a  point  of  order.  I  think  there 
ought  to  be  a  quorum  her&  Can  we  not  have  a  quornm  liefore 
the  amendment  Is  read? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  any  Senator  makes  the 
point  of  no  quorum. 

Mr.  DILL.     I  make  the  point  of  no  quonira. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  sugjrest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  point  of  no  quorum  has 
been  made.    The  clerk  wUl  call  the  mil. 

The  legislative  derk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

Fletcher 

Asburet 

Frazler 

Barkley 

George 

Bingham 

GlaM 

Black 

Glean 

Blaine 

Goff 

Blease 

Golds  borough 

Borah 

Gould 

Bratton 

Greene 

Brock 

Hale 

Brookbart 

Harris 

Br«us8ard 

Harrison 

Capper 

Hastings 

Caraway 

Hatfleld 

Connjilly 

HawPM 

Copoland 

Hayden 
Hebert 

Couuna 

Cutting 

Heflin 

Dale 

Howell 

Dt-ncen 

Johnson 

Dill 

Jones 

Gdse 

Kean 

Kendriek 

Keyea 

King 

La  FoUette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

MoNary 

Moses 

Nor  beck 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

Patterson 

Pblpps 

Pine 

Pittman 

Ransdell 

Rpe<l 

RobiDJion,  Ark. 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Sackett 

Schall 

Bbeppard 


Shortridge 

Simmons 

Smith 

8nioot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Stephens 

l^wau8on 

Thomas,  Idabo 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydlnss 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Walsh.  Wont 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watscn 

Wheeler 


r, 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Ninety-one  Senators  hare  an- 
•wered  to  their  names.  A  quorum  Is  present  Tbe  clerk  will 
read  the  amendment  of  the  8«'nntor  from  T'tnh  [Mr.  Ki5ol, 
wblch  the  Senator  from  Cooucctk'Ut  [Mr.  Hinoham]  moyti*  to 
lay  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BR01J9flAllI>.    Mr.  Prewident.  a  parllnmentary  Inqalry. 

Tbe  PBSillDINO  OmCKA.  Th«  Meuator  will  BtnU:  hU  par- 
llameotary  Inqairj. 
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Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  desire  to  know  whether  the  tabling  of 
this  substitute  will  carry  my  amendment  with  it? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     It  will  not 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bbovssako]  this 
morning?    It  is  not  printed,  as  I  understand. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  embraces  both  of  the  amend- 
ments which  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  has  heretofore  offered. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  understood  that  the  Senator  from  C<Mi- 
necticut  had  moved  to  table  that  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  No;  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut has  movtKl  to  table  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kiivg]. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
alter  my  motion  so  as  to  have  it  aj^ly  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Ijouisiana  [Mr.  Broussabd]. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  object. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  ohject 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objection  is  made.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King], 
which  it  is  proposed  to  lay  on  the  table. 

The  Chiet  Ci.ekk.  As  modified,  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Utah  is  as  follows: 

On  page  2S3,  after  line  3,  insert  tbe  following : 

"  In  conformity  with  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  declare  the  purpose 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States  as  to  the  future  political  status  of 
the  people  of  the  Philippine  Islands  and  to  provide  a  more  autonomous 
governuicat  for  those  l.'lands,'  approved  .August  29,  1916,  the  Philippine 
Legislature  is  hereby  authorized  to  provide  for  a  general  election  of 
delegates  to  a  constitutional  convention,  which  shall  prepare  and 
formiilnte  a  constitution  for  an  independent  republican  government  for 
the  Philippine  Islands,  and  upon  the  ratification  and  promulgation  ot 
said  constitution  and  the  election  of  the  officers  therein  provided  for, 
and  as  soon  as  the  government  provided  for  under  said  constitution  Is 
orgaulz«>d  and  ready  to  function,  the  I'resident  of  the  United  States 
shall  recognize  and  proclaim  the  Independence  of  the  Philippine  govern- 
ment under  said  constitution  and  shall  notify  the  governments  with 
which  the  United  States  is  in  diplomatic  correspondence  thereof,  and 
shall  Invite  said  governments  to  recognize  the  independence  of  the 
Philippine  Islands,  and  the  President  is  directed  to  withdraw  the  mili- 
tary forces  of  the  United  States  from  said  Islands  within  six  months 
after  said  proclamation  recognizing  tbe  independence  of  said  Philip- 
pine government. 

"  The  debts  and  liabilities  of  the  Philippine  government.  Its  Prov- 
inces nnd  municipalities  and  Instrumentalities,  which  shall  be  valid  and 
subsisting  at  the  time  of  tbe  approval  of  the  proposed  constitution  shall 
be  assumed  by  the  government  established  thereunder." 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  withdraw  my 
motion  to  lay  this  amendment  on  the  table;  and  I  now  move  to 
lay  upon  the  table  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana   [Mr.  Bboussard]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut 
moves  to  lay  on  the  table  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  I  move  to  divide  the  ques- 
tion, and 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  motion  is  not  debatable. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that  I  shall  be 
forced  to  ask  for  a  separate  vote,  after  this 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  motion  is  not  debatable. 

Mr.  W.\LSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.     Mr.  Pre.sident 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator's  motion  is  not 
debatable. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Will  not  the  Senator  permit 
us  to  give  an  expression  in  favor  of  Philippiue  independence 
without  Involving  the  question  of  a  change  in  tariff  duties? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  wiU  have  to  adhere 
to  the  ruling  that  the  motion  is  not  debatable. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  a  point  of 
order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  merely  suggest  to  the  Chair 
that  tiie  pending  question  is  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  ;  and  until  that  is  disposed  of 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  other  proposition  is  pend- 
ing. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  If  I  may  state 
my  |>oint  of  order,  I  can  make  clear  the  parliamentary  situation. 

The  f>eiiding  question  is  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr,  Kim»],  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Bi.NOMAMl  moved  tn  lay  that  amendment  on  the  table  and  then 
withilrcw  that  motion,  whkh.  of  coiir^,  leaves  the  amendment 
ot  the  M4'naior  from  Utah  \i*'f«tr4'  the  Senate,  Until  that  amend* 
Dient  Is  dUiK)«ed  of  In  Mome  way,  It  remains  the  pending  qvea- 


tion ;  and  it  is  not  in  order  to  move  to  lay  other  am^sdments  on 
the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  I>oul8iana  [Mr.  Baors- 
sasd]  is  prading  before  the  Senate.  To  that  an  amendment  has 
been  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino].  The  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  in  order ;  and  that  will  carr>' 
with  it  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah.  So 
the  Chair  overrules  the  point  of  order  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas. 

The  question  now  Is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  Bingham]  to  lay  on  the  table  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  BmnTssARo]. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    Let  us  have  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  renew  my 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  that  he  divide  his 
motion  to  lay  on  the  table,  so  that  an  opportunity  will  be  given 
for  those  of  us  who  wish  to  express  a  view  In  favor  of  tlie 
indeitendence  of  the  Philippines  to  do  so  without  committing 
ourselves  to  the  question  of  a  change  in  tariff  duties. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  wiU  have  to  hold 
that  this  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  REK1>.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  REED.  Will  it  not  be  permissible  for  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  to  offer  his  other  amendment,  which  deals  solely 
with  the  question  of  Philippine  Independence,  after  the  pending 
amendment  shall  have  l)een  disposed  of? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  If  the  Chair  holds  Anally  as  he  ruled  at 
first,  I  have  the  amendment  In  my  hand  to  offer. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  v\ill  rule  on  that 
question  when  it  comes  up. 

The  question  now  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  BiNOHAu}  to  lay  on  the  table  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bboussabd]. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  (lh\et  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  HARRISON  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  vote 
I  am  paired  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Maiwachusetts  [Mr. 
GrtLETT],  who  is  absent.  Not  knowing  how  he  would  vote  If 
present,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bubton], 
who  is  absent.  I  do  not  know  how  he  would  vote;  and  as  I 
have  been  unable  to  get  a  pair,  I  withhold  my  vote.  If  per- 
mitted to  vote,  I  would  Yote  "  nay." 

Mr.  TYDINGS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
M»rrcALF],  who  is  ab.sent.  If  he  were  present,  I  understand  he 
would  vote  "  yea."  If  I  were  permitted  to  vote,  I  should  vote 
"  nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded- 

Mr.  SCHALL  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Shipstkad]  is  detained  from  the  Senate  by  illn<J8S. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  34,  nays  54,  as  follows : 

YEAS— 34 


Allen 

Gould 

Bingham 

Greene 

Copeiand 
Dale 

Hale 

Hastingg 
Hatfield 

Deneen 

Edge 

Hebert 

Fess 

HoweU 

Goff 

Kean 

Ooldsbo  rough 

Kendrick 

Asbunt 

Cutting 

Barkley 

Dill 

Black 

Fletcher 

Blaine 

Frazler 

Blease 

George 

Borah 

(ilass 

Bratton 

Glenn 

Brock 

Harris 

Brookhart 

llawes 

Broussard 

Hayden 
HefllB 

Capper 

Caraway 

Johnson 

Connally 

JonM 

Couseiu 

Klac 

Barton 

Haniaon 

ailtott 

Met  calf 

Keyes 
McNi 


Shortridge 

Smoot 

Steiwer 

lownsend 

Walcott 

Warren 

Wataon 


lary 
Mo^es 
Oddie 
Patterson 
Phipps 
Reed 

Robinson,  Ind. 
Sackett 

NATS— «4 

La  Follette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

Norbeck 

Norria 

Nye 

Overmaa 

Pine 

Pittman 

Kansdell 

Robinson,  Ark. 

SchaU 

Hbeppard 

Smltb 

NOT  VOTING— 7 
Shipatead 
fUmnoiM 

So  the  Senate  refused  to  lay  Mr.  BaorasABo's  amendment  on 
tbe  table. 

The  VICB  PRRftlDENT.  Tbe  qtiestlon  Is  on  tbe  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  Kiwu]  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute  for  tbe  ameodiMiit  ol  tbe  Senator  from  L^niisiana 
[Mr.  Bktumav]. 


steck 
Stephens 
Swanaon 
Thomas.  Idaho 
Thomas  Okla. 
Trammell 
Vandenlterg 
Wagner 
Walinh,  Maaa. 
Walsh,  Mont. 
Waterman 
Wheeler 


Tydings 


^ 


■  4>i 


? 


i 
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Mr.  ROBINSOX  of  Arkansaii    Mr.  President,  the  Chair  has 

just  statetl,  and  I  think  with  entire  correctness,  that  the  pending 
qiiebtiun  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr 
KiNO].  A  few  moments  ago,  when  another  occupant  was  in 
the  chair,  a  point  of  order  was  raiaed,  it  being  contended  that 
It  was  not  io  order  at  that  time,  with  the  amendmrat  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah  the  pending  qaestion,  to  move  to  lay  on  the 
table  the  amendment  of  tlie  Senator  from  Louisiana.  The 
Chair  orermled  that  point  of  order,  the  Senator  from  Washing 
ton  [Mr.  J0XE8]  then  occupying  the  chair.  Clearly,  to  me,  not 
witliatanding  the  fact  that  no  appeal  was  talten  from  the  de- 
eiiAoo  of  the  Ctiair,  the  roiing  can  not  stand  aa  a  precedent  of 
the  Senate. 

Rule  XXII  expressly  prorides  that  when  a  qneatlon  Is  pending 
no  motion  shall  be  received  except  certain  preferential  motions. 
Including  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table.  It  was  in  order  for 
the  Senstor  from  Contcxrtlcut  [Mr.  Binohax]  to  make  the 
motion  which  he  did  make,  namely,  to  lay  on  the  table  the 
amendment  that  was  pending,  being  the  amendment  of  the 
Se-iator  from  Utiih ;  but  while  that  amendment  was  pending  it 
citarly  was  not  in  order  to  move  to  lay  another  amendment  on 
the  table,  for  tlie  simple  reason  that  the  other  amendment  was 
not  the  pending  question. 

As  a  matter  of  law,  the  conclusion  inyolved  in  the  point  of 
order  is  so  clear  that  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  bring  it  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate.  If  the  rule  sought  to  be  established  by  the 
occupant  of  the  chair  when  the  point  of  order  was  overruled  is 
adhered  to  by  the  Senate,  we  will  have  this  condition :  When  one 
question  is  pending,  any  Senator  may  rise  and  move  to  lay  on 
the  table  any  other  amendment  which  may  have  been  offered 
during  the  consideration  of  the  bill.  Do  Senators  know  what 
that  would  mean  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate?  It  would 
mean  pandemoniom  and  confusion.  It  would  mean  that  Sena- 
tors who  are  absent  and  who  are  interetsed  in  an  amendment 
which  may  have  been  presented  at  one  time  during  the  proeeed- 
ings  may  find  themselves  under  diflBculty  in  finding  the  question 
disposed  of  when  it  was  not  before  the  Senate. 

When  the  Senator  from  Utah  offered  his  amendment,  it  was 
perfectly  relevant  in  parliamentary  proceedings  for  the  Senator 
rrom  Connecticut  or  any  other  Senator  to  move  to  lay  that 
amendment  on  the  table,  but  when  the  Senator  from  Connecti 
cut  withdrew  his  motion  with  the  consent  of  the  Senate,  clearly 
the  question  that  remained  before  the  Senate  was  the  amend 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  and  the  present  occupant  of 
the  chair  held,  when  he  stated  the  question,  that  the  pending 
question  was  and  still  is  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah. 

The  absurd  position  in  which  the  Senate  finds  itself  Is  that 
it  might  have  laid  on  the  table  an  amendment  that  was  not 
before  the  Senate,  in  the  sense  that  it  was  not  pending.  The 
Senate  had  the  good  sense  to  refuse  to  lay  the  amendment  on 
the  table.  Undoubtedly  that  vote  reflected  the  Judgment  of 
some  Senators  tliat  the  ruling  holding  that  an  amendment  which 
was  not  the  pending  question  could  be  laid  on  the  table  should 
not  be  adhered  to. 

I  bad  not  intended  to  discuss  at  this  time  the  merits  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah.  It  involves  an  Impor- 
tant Issue,  one  only  Indirectly  related  to  the  bill  now  under  con- 
sideration. For  30  years  the  political  organization  with  which 
I  am  allied  has  been  committed  to  the  policy  of  granting  the 
niipinoa  Independence.  Every  political  platform  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  has  adopted  since  the  close  of  the  war  with  Spain, 
beginning  with  th»  platform  of  1900.  has  expressed  the  principle 
that  It  is  the  obligation  of  the  United  States  to  grant  inde- 
pendence to  the  Philippine  people.  Some  of  those  platforms 
have  announced  one  condition,  the  condition  that  the  Filipinos 
■hould  demonstrate  their  ability  to  maintain  a  stable  govern- 
ment. The  last  platform,  that  of  1928,  declared  that  that  con- 
dition has  been  complied  with,  and  that  the  people  of  those 
Islands  have  proven  their  ability  to  provide  and  maintain  a 
stable  government 

I  had  hoped,  tliat  this  question  might  be  determined  In  the 
early  future  without  relationship  to  the  question  of  taxation, 
but  the  issue  having  be«i  presented.  I  can  not  find  it  con- 
sistent with  my  duty  and  my  obligation.  In  my  interpretation 
of  the  declarations  contained  in  the  platforms  to  which  I  have 
referred,  to  decline  to  avail  myself  of  the  opportunity  to  carry 
Into  effect  the  assumption  of  the  party  to  which  I  belong,  that 
the  time  has  arrived  when  Independence  of  the  Filipinos  ought 
to  become  an  established  fact. 

If  the  issue  is  persisted  in,  if  the  amendment  is  preaaed,  I 
shall  vote  for  it,  because  I  believe  it  sUtes  a  sound  political 
principle,  because  I  believe  it  effectuates  an  obligation  that  is 
on  the  Government  of  this  country,  one  that  has  never  been 
openly  controverted  by  any  poUtical  organisation. 


EECOED— SENATE 


OCTOBEE  9 


At  the  same  time,  it  must  be  recognized  that  such  an  issue 
is  apart  from  those  which  logically  arise  during  the  considera- 
tion of  a  tariff  bill.  It  must  be  recognized  that  debate  on  this 
subject  will  be  protracted  indefinitely.  While  I  have  never 
heard  it  asserted  on  the  floor  of  this  Chamber  that  as  an  ab- 
stract proposition  tlie  Filipinos  are  not  entitled  to  independence. 
it  Ls  clearly  the  policy  of  the  party  in  power  not  to  concede 
Independence  at  this  time. 

I  do  not  want  the  SenJite  to  be  committed  to  the  theory  that 
with  one  question  pending  before  the  Senate  any  Senator  who 
gets  the  floor  may  move  to  lay  on  the  table  some  other  ijuestion 
that  is  not  before  the  Senate.  The  Senate  has  the  right  to 
determine  the  issues  presented  to  it.  if  it  keeps  faith  with  Its 
own  rules,  it  will  not  determine  an  Issue  which  is  not  before  it. 
If  It  fails  to  keep  faith  with  tho^e  rules  and  adopts  the  policy 
Implied  In  the  ruling  of  the  previous  occupant  of  the  chair, 
namely,  that  when  one  question  is  pending  another  may  be  laid 
on  the  table,  a  doctrine  that  has  no  t-upport  in  reason  or  par- 
liamentary precedence,  it  will  reverse  every  regulation  which 
we  have  established  for  the  control  of  our  business. 

I  would  like  to  have  some  Senator,  e^^peciaily  the  Senator 
who  made  the  ruling,  attempt  a  vindication  of  the  principle 
underlying  his  decision.  I  would  like  for  him  now  or  at  his 
leisure  to  say  upon  what  theory  of  luw  or  reason  he  has  the 
confidence  to  move  to  lay  on  the  table  an  amendment  not  pend- 
ing before  the  Senate.  The  only  thing  the  Senate  can  deal  with, 
except  as  matters  of  privilege  or  precedent,  is  the  ques-tion  be- 
fore the  Senate.  As  stated  by  the  Vice  President  and  as  hus 
been  known  to  all  of  us,  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  having 
withdrawn  his  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  that  left  that  amendment  pending  before 
the  Senate,  and  before  the  original  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  should  be  further  dealt  with  some  disposition 
must  be  made  of  the  amendment  before  the  Senate,  the  pend- 
ing question. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  Senator  said  the  Brou.^.sard  amendment  was 
not  pending.  I  think  that  there  Is  the  point  on  which  we  would 
not  agree. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  present  occupant  of  the 
chair,  the  Vice  President,  held  that  the  i)ending  question  is  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah.  The  previous  occupant 
of  the  chair  necessarily  held  that  the  pendins:  question  was  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  had  presented  an  amendment 
in  the  nature  of  a  substitute. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  Senator  would  agree  that  the  Broussard 
amendment  was  pending? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  No ;  not  at  all.  I  do  not  agree 
that  the  pending  amendment  was  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana,  nor  will  the  Senator  from  Ohio  insist  that  the 
ameixlment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  was  the  pending 
question.  The  pending  question  was  the  substitute  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  FESS.    If  the  Senator  will  permit  me 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield;  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  wlU  yield  first  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  rules  are  certainly  clear  on  one  ques- 
tion, and  that  Is  that  when  a  substitute  is  offered  for  a  pending 
amendment  no  further  amendments  may  be  offered  to  the 
amendment  for  which  the  substitute  is  offered,  and  no  action 
may  be  taken  upon  tlie  original  amendment  for  which  th<'  sub- 
stitute is  offered  until  action  is  tak»i  on  the  substitute.  The 
rules  are  certainly  clear  that  the  vote  must  first  be  had  »»n  the 
substitute.  The  rule  is  certainly  clear  that  no  other  amenlment 
may  be  made  to  the  original  amendment  until  action  is  taken 
on  the  substitute. 

If  that  be  the  rule,  and  it  is  undisputed,  a  motion  by  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  to  vote  on  the  original  amendment 
first  Instead  of  the  substitute  would  not  be  In  order,  because 
our  rules  require  that  no  motion  may  be  entertained  until  the 
substitute  is  disposed  of,  and  by  Indirection  and  by  a  subter- 
fuge he  would  accomplish  by  his  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  the 
original  motion  a  vote  on  the  original  motion  when  the  rule 
requires  a  vote  first  on  the  substitute. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  was  before  the 
Senate,  but  the  question  before  the  Senate  under  our  rule  was 
a  determination  of  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  or  the 
substitute  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  BINOHAM.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  In  Just  a  moment  The  whole 
issue  revolves  around  the  question  as  to  what  constitutes  the 
pending  question.  The  pending  question  is  the  question  next 
to  be  voted  on.  The  question  next  to  be  voted  on,  as  stated 
by  the  Vice  President,  Is  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah.  There  can  be  no  doubt  about  it  The  pending  question 
Is  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  and  not  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana-  Any  other  ruling  would 
throw  the  business  of  the  Senate  into  confusion. 

I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  apparently  have  done  a  very  regrettable 
thing.  It  was  suggested  to  me  by  one  of  the  oldest  Senators  in 
this  body  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  and  I  did  It  at  his 
request 

However,  I  would  like  to  read  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
the  precedent  on  which  the  parliamentarian  made  the  decision 
to  which  the*  Senator  from  Arkansas  is  now  objecting ;  but  if  the 
Senator  prefers,  I  will  not  read  it  until  he  concludes. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkani^s.  I  think  the  Senator  may  well 
read  It  In  his  own  time.  There  is  no  criticism  attaching  to  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  for  submitting  his  motion.  I  have 
no  objection  to  his  making  any  motion  he  wants  to,  and  if  the 
Chair  entertains  it,  it  will  receive  the  consideration  of  the 
Senate.  The  point  I  am  making  is  that  the  point  of  order  hav- 
ing been  raised  and  the  pending  question  being  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  a  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  another 
amendment,  even  though  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah  related  to  the  other  amendment,  should  not  have  been 
entertained. 

Mr.  BINGHAM,  Mr.  BLACK,  and  Mr.  FESS  addressed  the 

Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tlie  Senator  from  Connecticut 
having  first  addressed  the  Chair,  he  is  recognized. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  In  order  to  show  that  the  former  occupant 
of  the  chair  w  as  correct  in  his  decision  and  was  following  a  well- 
established  precedent  decided  by  a  vote  of  the  Senate,  I  should 
like  to  refer  to  GUfrj's  Precedents,  page  50,  where  it  is  re- 
corded that  in  the  Fifty-first  Congress,  on  the  16th  of  January. 
1891,  an  exactly  similar  situation  arose: 

The  Senate  had  under  consideration,  aa  In  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
a  bill  to  amend  and  supplement  the  election  laws  of  the  United  States, 
etc. 

The  qiiestion  recurring  on  an  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Butler  to 
the  part  proposed  to  be  Inserted  by  the  amendment  of  the  committee — 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Harris  to  amend  the  amendment  by  adding  thereto 
certain  words,  after  debate  it  was  moved  by  Mr.  iloar  to  lay  the  amend- 
ment of  Mr.  Butler  on  the  table. 

Tliat  is  exactly  the  situation  which  Is  now  before  us, 
Mr.  Gorman  raised  the  point  of  order  which  was  raised  here 
by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas,  namely: 

That  the  qnustlon  pending  was  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr. 
Harris  to  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Butler  and  that  It  was  not  In  order  to 
lay  both  amendments  on  the  table  by  one  motion. 

The  Vice  I'resldent  (Mr.  Morton)  overroled  the  goestloa  of  order 
and  decided  that  the  motion  to  lay  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Butler  on  the 
table  carried  with  It  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  Mr. 
Harris  and  was  In  order. 

That  is  precisely  the  situation  which  confronts  the  Senate. 

From  the  decision  of  the  Chair  Mr.  Gorman  appealed  to  the  Senate, 
and  proceeded  to  debate  the  question  of  the  appeal,  when  Mr.  Bdmonrts 
made  the  point  of  order  that  the  original  motion  being  a  nondehatable 
motion,  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair  on  the  question  was 
also  Don  debatable. 

The  Vice  President  sustained  the  point  of  order  and  decided  that 
the  appeal  was  not  delMtable :  and  on  the  question.  Shall  the  decision 
of  the  Chair  on  the  question  of  order  raised  by  Mr.  Oorraan  stand 
as  the  Judgment  of  the  Senate?  It  was  determined  in  the  afSrmatire 
by  a  vote  of  31  to  15  and  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  was  sustained. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jonbs],  who  was  in  the 
chair  at  the  time  tlie  point  of  order  was  raised,  was  following 
the  precedent  established  by  vote  of  the  Senate  in  1891. 

Mr.  BLACK  obtained  tlie  floor. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr!  BLACK.  I  yield  for  a  very  short  statement  I  have 
been  trying  for  three  hours  to  get  the  floor  and  am  anxious  to 
proceed. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  wish  simply  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  there  Is  quite  a  distinction  between  an  amendment  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute  and  an  amendment  to  perfect  the  lan- 
guage of  an  existing  amendment  A  substitute  can  not  be 
amended;  it  can  not  be  changed.     It  becomes  what  its  name 


really  indicates,  a  substitute  amendment  and  it  has  such  con- 
nection with  the  original  amendment  until  action  has  been 
tak^i  upon  it 

Mr.  JONES.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  do  not  desire  to  shirk  any  responsibility.  I 
took  the  advice  of  the  best  parliamentarian  in  this  body.  Whllo 
I  have  very  great  respect  and  high  regard  for  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinsoiv],  I  am  still  of  opinion 
that  the  advice  given  to  me  and  which  I  followed  was  correct 

MUSCLE   SHOALS 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  at  this  time  to 
discuss  the  pending  question  of  Philippine  Independence, 
although  1  do  say  that  I  am  very  heartily  In  syurpathy  with  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  fron^  Washington  [Mr.  Jom»1  that 
the  matter  is  so  closely  connected  with  the  tariff  bill  that  we 
can  and  should  properly  take  it  up. 

I  desire,  however,  to  take  this  opiwrtunlty  while  there  are  so 
many  members  present  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  to  (all 
their  attention  to  an  alleged  recent  statement  of  the  chairman 
of  the  RepubUcan  National  Committee.  I  regret  particularly 
that  the  able  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  is  not  here. 
I  wish  that  he  might  be  here  while  this  matter  Is  l)elng 
discussed. 

A  few  days  ago  the'^e  occurred  at  Florence,  Ala.,  a  meeting 
of  citizens  with  reference  to  Muscle  Shoals.  A  report  was 
made  at  that  meeting  by  Mr.  C.  W.  Asbcraft,  a  responsible  and 
reputable  citixen  of  that  community.  His  report  was  read.  It 
concerned  his  recent  visit  to  Washington  in  connection  with 
Muscle  Shoals.  Particularly  did  he  refer  therein  to  a  conver- 
sation between  himself  and  Mr.  C.  H.  Huston,  chairman  of  the 
Republican  National  Committee.  Since  tliat  report  was  made 
in  writing  and  I  have  it  before  me  I  desire  to  read  briefly  from 
the  statement  which  Mr.  Asbcraft  said  was  made  to  him  by 
Mr.  Huston.    I  quote: 

I  called  upon  Mr.  Huston  and  stated  to  him  that  we  had  through 
the  years  followed,  with  confidence,  his  leadership  as  president  of  Ten- 
nessee River  Improvement  Association,  and  that  we  were  now  looking 
to  him  to  point  us  to  a  plan  of  action  whereby  we  might  hope  to 
speedily  secure  full  operation  at  Muscle  Shoals.  He  referred  me  to  bis 
circular  letter  of  April  29  as  bearing  his  signature,  and  he  emphati- 
cally indicated  his  opinion  of  the  Impossibility  of  any  Oovemmrnt- 
operntlon  plan  becoming  a  law,  and  assured  me  of  his  conviction  that  if 
this  district  should  devote  themselves  to  efforts  to  pass  such  legislation 
our  only  possit>le  accomplishment  would  be  to  further  delay  the  enact- 
ment of  any  legislation.  I  again  suggested  to  him  his  outlining  a  plao 
for  our  action  down  in  this  district.  He  suggested  that,  ILat  of  all, 
our  Senators  might  come  forward  and  take  an  active,  aggressive  stand 
for  the  passage  of  the  Madden  bill  and  that  we  of  this  district  might 
assure  them  of  our  earnest  desire  for  such  legislation  and  our  deter- 
mination to  support  them  in  securing  that  legislation. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  statement  has  been  made  by  a 
representative  and  r^mtable  citiaen  of  Alabama  that  Mr.  Hus- 
ton, chairman  of  the  Republican  National  Committee,  has 
publicly  said  that  the  majority  leaders  in  this  body  were 
earnestly  seeking  the  active  efforts  of  tte  Senators  from  Ala- 
bama in  behalf  of  Muscle  Shoals  legislation,  1  call  upon  those 
leaders  now,  if  this  statement  be  true,  to  say  when  they  have 
sought  our  cooperation  and  in  what  way?  I  pause  in  order  that 
if  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  majority  have  been  seeking 
the  cooperation  of  the  two  Senators  from  Aiabaum  in  that  re 
gard  tind  have  failed  to  obtain  it,  they  may  so  state  here  and 
now.  Since  they  do  not  do  that,  I  ask  the  leaders  of  the 
majority  if  they  have  at  any  time  requested  me  or  my  colleague 
to  cooperate  with  them  in  an  effort  to  obtain  Muscle  Shoals 
legislation  that  they  at  some  later  date  place  evidence  of  that 
fact  In  the  IUdcobd. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  President,  they  have  not  sought  our 
cooperation  with  reference  to  Muscle  Shoals  legislation:  as  a 
matter  of  fact   for   10  years,   with  the  Republican   Party   in 
power.  Muscle  Shoals  has  been  Idle,  and  its  power  has  been 
going  to  waste  except  for  a  small  portion  of  It  which  goes  to 
fill  the  coffers  of  the  treasury  of  the  Alabama  Power  Co. 
This  is  another  suggeetion  which  he  says  Mr.  Htiston  made: 
He  clearly  indicated  that  such  leadership  would  In  bis  judgment — 
That  is,  the  leadersliip  of  the  Senators  from  Alabama — 
have   the   active  and   aonpartisan   cooperatloii    of   the   leaders   of   the 
majority  to  the  end  that  this  great  enterprise  should  be  pat  in  motloa 
and  as  speedily  as  possible  brought  into  capacity  prodoctUm  for  the 
purpose  for  wtaidi  it  was  designed. 
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Mr.  PresWent.  when  the  Must-le  Shoals  bill  was  under  con- 
gldenition  we  eiideavorfd  to  invoke  the  doctrine  of  State 
courtesy  with  reference  to  the  taxation  of  the  power;  we  eu- 
deaviired  to  Invoke  tlie  di>ctrlne  of  State  courtesy  with  reference 
to  the  provisioD  in  the  bill  which  demanded  distribution  of 
power:  but  the  Senate  took  the  i>t>sition  that  Muscle  ShoaJs  was 
a  national  question  ;  that  no  questions  of  State  courtesy  were 
suflkrient  to  bring  at>out  le^slatitm  in  iine  with  any  plan  of  ours. 

So,  Mr.  President,  and  Senators,  I  have  brought  the  attention 
of  this  body  to  this  statement  coming  from  the  chairman  of  the 
R«pnbliean  National  Committee.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
chairman  had  the  authority  to  speak  for  the  Senators  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle  or  not:  I  can  not  know  that  unless  they 
shall  so  say;  but  certainly  they  have  not  been  to  me  in  an 
effort  to  obtain  cooperation  with  reference  to  Muscle  Shoals 
legislation. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  Just  two  or  three  other  matters  that 
I  desire  to  bring  up  very  brieiy,  because  last  Sunday's  Wash- 
ington Post — that  well-known  newspaper,  which  claims  to  be 
the  champion  of  the  masses  of  the  people;  that  well-known 
new*:piil)er  that  has  such  a  reputation  on  the  part  of  Itself  and 
its  owner  for  vera<ity  that  it  feels  itself  called  upon  to  question 
the  integrity  of  others — had  an  editorial  in  It  with  reference  to 
a  statement  I  had  made  in  connection  with  Muscle  Shoals. 
That  editorial  in  part  state*!  as  follows: 

A  renewed  demand  that  the  Government  enter  the  field  of  private 
indufitrj  by  operation  of  the  Muscle  Shoals*  plant  tias  been  made  by 
Senator  Bl.ack.  of  Alabama. 

That  is  the  first  sentence,  and  that  sentence  Is  not  true. 

He  asks  for  an  investigation  *'  to  determine  If  lobbyists  hare  delayed 
congressional  action  and  why  Americana  must  pay  such  high  prices  for 
this  necessity,"  referring  to  nitrate.  He  makes  a  dramatic  appeal  that 
"  something  ought  to  be  done  to  Muscle  Bhoais  in  order  to  relieve  the 
southern  farmers  from  servitude  to  the  foreign  control  of  nitrate  pro- 
duction." But  his  plea  falls  flat  when  facts,  with  which  the  Senator 
should  be  familiar,  are  considered. 

I  will  point  out  in  what  respect  the  Washington  Post  claims 
that  my  facts  are  not  correct  and  then  quote  from  statistics 
furnished  by  the  Department  of  Commerce  of  this  Nation,  and 
let  It  he  determined  what  is  correct — my  statement  or  those  in 
the  Washington  Poet,  inspired  by  the  National  Fertiliser  Associ- 
ation. 

The  United  States  was  formerly  dependent  on  Chile  for  most  of  its 
nitrate  of  soda. 

"The  United  States  was  formerly  dependent  on  Chile,"  they 
say ;  yet  last  year  we  imported  more  nitrate  of  soda  from  Chile 
than  we  ev^  had  done  before  in  oar  history. 

The  Importance  of  developing  a  domestic  supply  became  evident  dur- 
ing the  war,  since  nitrate  Is  essential  in  the  manufacture  of  munitions 
and  Is  widely  used  as  a  fertillier.  Since  that  time,  however,  private 
Industry  baa  (Men  rapidly  developing  nitrate  plants  in  this  country 
while  Congrc—  has  been  engaged  la  a  10-y«ar  dlapote  over  Muscle 
Shoal*. 

Note  that  the  Washington  Post  says  that  "private  industry 
has  been  rapidly  developing  nitrate  plants."  During  that  time 
Germany  has  developed  such  i^nts  to  the  extent  that  they  now 
produce  more  than  800,000  tons  a  year,  and  practically  every 
other  country  te  the  world  has  driven  Chile  nitrates  out  of  its 
boundaries. 

Ac-cording  to  reports  made  to  me  yesterday  by  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  and  by  the  Department  of  Commerce  the  total 
amount  of  synthetic  nitrogen  produced  in  America  in  1028  was 
26,000  tons.  We  imported  more  than  a  million  tons  from  Chile, 
yet  the  Washington  Post  states  that  "  private  Industry  has  been 
rapidly  developing  nitrate  plants."  It  took  us  10  yoars  to  readi 
a  capacity  of  26,000  tons ;  Oermany  during  the  same  period  has 
developed  Its  industry  to  a  point  where  it  produces  more  than 
800,000  tons. 

Let  us  see  the  next  statement  which  the  newspaper  makes: 

A  recent  statement  by  Charles  J.  Brand,  executive  secretary  of  the 
National  Fertiliser  ▲asoclation,  eatimated  tike  doraeetic  production  this 
year  at  230,000  tons — 

He  estimated  the  domestic  production  this  year  at  230,000 
tons.  In  other  words,  the  Wa^^hington  Post  takes  the  estimate 
of  the  secretary  of  the  National  Fertilizer  Association,  who  ap- 
peared before  a  committee  of  this  body  a  short  time  ago  seeing 
a  tariff  on  fertillier,  of  230,000  tons  to  be  produced,  when  as  a 
matter  of  fact  in  10  years'  development  we  hare  <mly  reached  a 
production  of  26,000  tons. 

The  editorial  continues — 
which  will  be  more  than  five  times  the  qmntlty  bopad  for  fron  opera- 
tloa  eC  the  Moaele  Bboals  plant  at  fall  capacity.     •     •     • 
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Senator  Black  points  out  that  Germany,  Franco,  and  other  Europoan 
( ountries  have  developed  supplies  of  their  own,  meaning  that  the  world 
I  upply  has  mattrially  increased.  This  very  fact  shonUi  bring  about  a 
I  eduction  in  tbe  price  of  nitrate  to  farmers. 

Mr.  President,  you  would  judge  from  that  that  the  price  of 
nitrates  to  the  farmer  has  been  redm-ed.     To-day  I  rei-eivetl  a 
1  eix)rt  from  the  I>epartment  of  Aprriculture  as  to  that.     Notice 
he  very  careful  manner  in  which  this  n<>wspaper  editorial  con- 
eys the  impression  of  a  re<liiction  in  the  price  of  fertilizer. 
'  'he  cost  of  standard-brand  fertilizers,  according  to  the  Agricul- 
lural  Department  in  a  statement  given  me  to-day.  for  the  year 
927  was  $.30.10  jier  ton.     That  I  miRht  say  is  the  wholesale 
lirice,  according  to  my  information.     In  19*J8  it  was  $3.3  and  in 
929  it  was  $3S.'>0. 

Although  the  Washington  Post  editorially  says  that  the  fact 
<f  an  increase  In  world  supply  will  necessjirily  bring  about  a 
1  eduction,  it  has  not  brought  about  a  reduction,'  and  to-day, 
uith  practically  every  other  civilized  country  in  the  world  hav- 
ing driven  Chilean  nitrates  from  its  borders  by  the  production 
cf  nitrogen  from  the  air,  this  country  alone  continues  to  pay  the 
tribute  of  the  farmer  into  the  pockets  of  the  Chilean  nitrate 
I  roducer. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  two  other  facts  in 
trannection  with  Mr.  Brand's  statement.  For  years  we  have 
I  card  it  said  that  the  cyanamide  process  is  obsolete.  There 
vrtre  imported  into  this  country  in  1928,  1.3.5,727  tons  of  cyana- 
rjide,  which  were  u.sed  by  the  fertilizer  mixers  of  this  Nation 
iind  sold  to  the  American  farmer.  The  product  of  this  process, 
V  hlch  it  has  been  claimed  is  obsolete,  is  being  Imported  into 
t  lis  country  to-day  and  mixed  chemically  as  a  fertilizer  and 
sold  to  the  American  farmer  at  an  exorbitant  price  because 
lluscle  Shoals  has  not  produced  it.  That  cyanamide  sold  in  this 
( ountry  for  $4,685,101.  Last  year  In  a  hearing  before  this  bo<ly 
]  Ir.  Brand  testified  that  he  would  not  now  say  the  cyanamide 
I  rocess  was  obsolete,  that  it  was  very  efficient,  and  that  the 
lertilizer  companies  are  using  it  to-day.  We  have  an  annual 
'onsumption  of  fertilizer  of  7.000,000  tons.  The  Mu.'^cle  Shoals 
I  lant,  according  to  Mr.  Brand  in  his  evidence  before  the  com- 
nlttee  of  the  House  last  year,  would  produce  2,fi00.000  tons,  or 
tlmoet  one-third  of  the  total  consumption,  which  would  nwes- 
sarily  then  compete  with  the  nitrogen  of  the  world. 

Mr.  Brand  in  his  evidence  before  the  House  committee  a  few 
rtonths  ago  testified,  in  an.swer  to  a  question,  that  the  fertilizer 
plants  of  to-<lay  are  not  equipped  to  mix  fertilizers  if  they  utilize 
nitrogen  fixed  from  the  air.  There  is  the  trouble.  The  fertilizer 
ctmpanies  of  this  Nation  have  not  equipped  their  machinery  to 
tise  synthetic  nitrogen  or  cyanamide.  It  would  cost  them  money 
t  >  do  so,  and  so  they  came  before  the  Committee  on  Finance  and 
asked  for  a  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  tax  on  fertilizer.  A  reply 
vas  made  to  that  by  a  fertilizer  company  of  this  country,  which 
Slid.  "You  can  not  permanently  keep  away  from  the  American 
people  the  advantages  of  the  development  of  chemical  science  in 
tjie  fixation  of  nitrogen  from  the  air:  you  may  put  a  tariff  upon 
il  for  a  time  and  keep  nitrogen  from  being  imported  from  Ger- 
laany,  but  you  can  not  permanently  blind  the  eyes  of  the  Ameri- 
can pet^le."  That  can  not  be  done  even  though  there  is  a 
snbseryient  press  not  only  in  one  city  but  in  many  that  is  always 
willing  to  take  the  side  of  special  privilege  and  pillage  and 
plunder.  It  can  not  be  done.  The  Issue  Ls  plain  and  clear-cut 
b?fore  the  American  people,  and  Congre-ss  and  the  Executive 
will  have  to  meet  it.  Every  civilized  country  in  the  world  ex- 
cept ours  is  producing  nitrogen  from  the  air.  If  a  war  should 
ojcur  to-day  every  country  in  the  world,  except  the  United 
States,  would  have  a  suflBcient  nitrogen  production  to  carry  on 
t  lat  war.  and  while  we  have  spent  our  money  for  battleships, 
s  »me  of  them  worse  than  useless  on  the  high  seas,  we  have  strNxl 
8  lently  by  and  listened  to  the  secret  agents  and  the  paid  propa- 
ginda  artists  who  have  assiduoui^ly  di-sseminated  the  idea  that 
n  >thing  can  be  done  in  America  although  it  is  done  in  other 
emntries.  They  have  asked  that  we  bow  down  to  the  fetish  of 
private  operation.  What  does  the  American  farmer  care  for  the 
nethod  of  operation  if  nitrogen  may  be  produced  which  will 
relieve  him  from  the  payment  of  exorbitant  prices?  If  we 
s  lould  unfortunately  be  plunged  Into  a  conflict  and  needed  nitro- 
g  Ml  for  explosives,  what  difference  would  it  then  make  whether 
8  ich  explosives  were  produced  by  private  industry  or  by  the 
Covemment  of  the  United  States?  There  would  be  no  qnestions 
a  sked ;  but  here  for  10  years  the  party  in  pt)wer  has  failed  to 
d)  its  plain  duty  to  the  American  farmer  and  to  the  American 
p>ople.  It  has  failed  to  utilize  the  machinery  which  the  Gov- 
ernment owns  and  for  which  it  has  spent  millions. 

I  want  to  read  just  one  statement  from  President  Hoover's 
Si  >eech.  and  then  I  am  through. 

The  statement  was  also  made  that  the  President,   at   this 
aieeting  in   Florence,   Ala.,   had   come   out   expressly   against 
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Government  operation.  I  dedrc  to  read  from  the  speech  of  the 
President,  made  when  he  w^s  a  candidate  for  the  Presidency. 
He  stated : 

There  are  local  InsUnces  where  the  Government  must  enter  the  busi- 
ness fleld  as  a  by-product  of  some  great  major  purpose,  such  as  im- 
provement In  navigation,  flood  control,  scientific  research,  or  national 
defense,  but  they  do  not  vitiate  the  general  policy  to  which  we  should 
adhere. 

When  asked  to  interpret  the  above  statement,  Mr.  Hoover 
said :  , 

You  may  say  that  means  Muscle  Shoals. 

Jn  a  subsequent  statement  he  amplified  his  position  still 
further  when  he  said  : 

There  is  no  question  of  Government  ownership  about  Muscle  Shoals, 
as  the  Government  already  owns  l)oth  the  i»wer  and  nitrate  plants. 
The  major  purposes  wMrh  were  ndvancod  for  its  construction  were 
navigation,  .scieutlflc  research,  and  national  defense.  The  Republican 
administration  has  recommended  that  It  be  dedicated  to  agriculture  for 
research  puriios'-s  and  development  of  fertilizers  in  addition  to  its 
national-defense  j'eserve. 

The  present  I»resident  of  the  United  States,  while  a  candidate, 
made  that  speech  when  he  was  closest  to  this  great  govern- 
mental project.  Muscle  Shoals.  It  was  to  l>e  expected  that  he 
would  say  souiethiug  that  would  give  the  people  an  idea  of  the 
position  that  he  would  assume  on  this  great  national  asset. 
Amplifying  his  statement,  the  President  said  that — 

The  Re|)ublicun  administration  has  recommended  that  it  be  dedicated 
to  agriculture  for  rem^arch  purposes  and  development  of  fertiliters  in 
additiun  to  Its  national-defense  reserve.  After  these  purposes  are 
satisfied  there  is  a  by-product  of  surplus  power.  That  by-product  should 
be  disposed  of  on  such  terms  and  conditions  as  will  safeguard  and  pro- 
tect all  public  Interests.     I  entirely  agree  with  these  proposals. 

Mr.  President,  this  has  l>et>u  a  fight  on  the  one  hand  on  the 
part  of  the  ixople  of  this  Government ;  on  the  other,  on  the  part 
of  the  great  power  companies  and  the  great  fertilizer  ct>mpaniee, 
which  are  using  obsolete  machinery.  In  every  effort  that  has 
been  made  we  have  been  blocked  by  the  power  companies  and  by 
the  fertilizer  oinipanies. 

The  iKJwer  companies  are  fearful  that  if  tliat  power  should 
be  sold  to  municipalities  at  a  reasonable  rate,  it  would  show  to 
the  people  of  this  country  tlie  exorbitant  rates  which  the  com- 
panies are  wringing  from  the  pockets  of  the  people  of  this 
Nation.  Therefore,  they  are  engaged  in  a  fight  to  the  death 
to  prjpvent  a  development  of  that  projec-t  in  such  a  way  that  the 
people  who  own  it  will  receive  the  benefit. 

Although  the  power  companies  do  not  own  the  Tennessee 
River,  although  they  have  no  vested,  God  given  privilege  in  the 
fiowing  stream  that  comes  down  from  Tennessee  through  Ala- 
bama, they  have  arrogated  to  them.selves  the  right  to  block  In 
Congress  any  movement  which  would  devote  that  power  to  the 
use  of  the  fanners  or  to  the  use  of  the  power  consumers.  They 
are  backe<l  by  the  fertilizer  companies  who  desire  to  continue 
to  fieece  and  milk  and  mulct  the  farmers  of  this  Nation.  Those 
two  Interests  have  consistently  opposed  every  movement  for  the 
fixation  of  nitrogen  from  the  air.  until  to-day  America  is  the 
]auKhingst<x'k  of  the  chemical  world  because  it  is  not  producing 
the  explosives  that  it  must  have  in  case  it  should  become  neces- 
sary to  n.se  explosives. 

Mr.  KENDRICK.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming? 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  vield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KENDKICK.  A  moment  ago  the  Senator  read  an  extract 
from  a  .speech  malle  by  the  I'resident  during  the  campaign  last 
fall.  I  believe. 

Mr.  BLACK.     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  KENDRICK.  Has  the  Senator  any  information  that 
would  indicate  that  the  President  has  <*anged  his  mind  on  this 
particular  question? 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  have  not.  Mr.  Ashcraft,  in  his  report,  stated 
that  he  asked  Mr.  Huston,  the  chairman  of  the  Republican 
National  C^jmmittee,  alM)ut  the  President's  attitude:  and  while 
Mr.  Huston  did  state  that  the  leaders  up  here  had  been  seek- 
ing the  cooperation  of  m.vself  and  my  colleague,  he  declined  to 
commit  himself  as  to  the  President,  but  he  referred  these  gen- 
tlemen to  the  President's  general  statement  that  he  was  op- 
posed to  private  operation.  I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that 
the  President  has  changed  his  position  or  his  viewpoint,  and  I 
assume  that  certainly  he  will  not. 

Mr.  KENDRICK.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming? 

Mr.  BLACK.    I  yield  to  tlie  Senator. 


Mr.  KENDRICK.  The  statement  made  here  Is  ao  clear  and 
convincing  as  to  the  President's  attitude  that  it  woald  seem 
impossible  that  he  could  have  changed  his  mind  on  that  ques- 
tion ;  and  I,  for  one,  do  not  believe  that  he  has. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Neither  do  I.  I  feel  sure  that  the  Bta'.ement 
made  by  Mr.  H<x>ver  was  made  after  careful  consideration. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  BIAOK.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  if  there  is  any  pro». 
pect  of  securing  private  operation  of  this  plant — the  shoals  and 
the  power  plant  there — for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing  fer- 
tilizer, or  research  work,  or  jwwer,  or  anything  else?  Is  there 
anj'  prospect  that  private  oi>erators  will  take  hold  of  it? 

Mr.  BLACK.  There  are  two  propositions  pending  before  Con- 
gress, both  of  which  were  rejected  by  the  Senate  committee  a 
sliort  time  ago.  One  is  that  of  the  Cyanamid  Co.  The  other  ia 
that  of  the  Farmers'  Federated  Fertilizer  Co. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Are  those  propositions  to  lease  the  plant, 
or  to  buy  It? 

Mr.  BLACK.  They  were  propositions  to  lease  it;  and  the 
committee  unanimously  rei)orted  the  bill  of  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Nokris],  which,  as  I  understand,  is  exactly  the 
same  measure  that  was  finally  passed  by  both  bodies  and  re- 
ceivetl  the  pocket  veto  of  Presidfent  Coolidge. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  I  remember  that.  Would  that  bill  acc<Mn- 
idish  what  the  President  outlined  as  a  proper  poUcy  in  con- 
nection with  Muscle  Shoals? 

Mr.  BLACK.  1  am  Inclined  to  think  that  probably  it  would 
be  a  little  short  of  what  the  President  said,  because  the  Presi- 
dent said  "a  complete  fertilizer."  That  bill,  by  reason  of  the 
actlon^of  the  House,  was  limited  to  the  fixation  of  nitrogen.  Aa 
I  react  the  President's  statement,  I  understood  it  to  mean,  and 
I  feel  sure  that  the  people  of  the  South  interested  in  Muscle 
Shoals  underHtoo<l  it  to  mean,  at  the  time  it  was  made,  tliat  he 
favore<l  the  manufacture  of  fertilizer  at  Muscle  Shoals. 

Mr.  ITiBTCHER.  The  President  used  the  word  "  research  " 
and  also  the  words  "development  of  fertilizer."  That  would 
seem  to  mean  that  he  was  in  favor  of  manufacturing  fertilizer; 
and  it  seems  to  nie  that  Is  the  principal  thing  we  want  to  get. 
We  want  to  use  that  great  resource  for  tlie  benefit  of  usrricul- 
ture ;  and  I  believe  we  can  not  benefit  agriculture  in  any  other 
way  quite  as  much  as  if  we  should  provide  a  less  expensive 
fertilizer. 

At  present  the  farmer  Is  In  the  hands  of  the  nitrate  people  and 
the  fertilizer  people,  and  he  has  to  pay  what  ia  demanded  of 
him ;  and  his  principal  expense  is  for  fertilizer.  Why  should  we 
not  use  this  plant  primarily  for  the  manufacture  of  fertiliaer 
and  the  manufacture  of  explosives,  If  we  need  It  for  that  puri)oee 
at  any  time,  so  as  to  be  Independent  of  any  foreign  country  for 
our  nitrates? 

Mr.  BLACK.  Here  is  the  reason  why  we  have  not  done  It, 
Mr.  President:  It  is  because  the  interests  fighting  against  the 
dedication  of  that  plant  to  the  American  farmer  have  been  too 
strong  and  too  powerful. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  remember  that  the  Senator  stated  that ; 
but  it  seems  to  me  we  ought  not  to  fall  to  do  our  duty  to  bring 
about  this  result  if  we  set  our  minds  to  accomplish  it.  As  I 
understand  the  Senator's  position,  that  is  what  he  desires  to  do. 

Mr.  BLACK.  My  position  is  this :  We  want  the  original  pur- 
potfe  carried  out.  When  the  original  act  was  passed  it  provided 
that  Muscle  Shoals  should  be  operated.  It  may  be  that  Sena- 
tors and  Members  of  the  House  have  grown  tired  of  bearing 
about  Muscle  Shoals;  but  during  the  time  they  have  grown 
wejiry  of  hearing  about  it  the  farmers  have*  been  absolutdy 
robbed  of  millions  of  dollars.  During  the  time  tlie  House  and 
the  Senate  may  have  become  weary  ot  hearing  about  Muscle 
Shoals  this  Nation  has  lagged  behind  every  other  nation  in  the 
world  in  the  production  of  nitrates. 

The  Senator  will  recall  that  the  trouble  this  country  hud  in 
the  beginning  of  the  World  War  was  that  it  did  not  have  ex- 
plosives. Nitrates  are  essential  to  explosives,  and  to-day  if  the 
call  to  war  should  unfortunately  he  sounded  In  this  land  we 
stiould  find  oursrives  still  producing  only  28,000  tons  of  nitrogen 
annually  from  the  air  and  imp<xling  1,008.000  tons  from  Chile, 
while  every  other  dvlliied  country  on  the  globe  has  advanced  bj 
leaps  and  bounds  In  the  fixation  of  atmospheric  nltrof«i. 

The  Fertilizer  Trust  now  nake  this  suggestion:  They  come 
before  Congress  and  say,  "  If  you  will  give  us  a  tariff  to  pre- 
vent Germany  from  shipping  in  nitrogen  flxi-d  from  the  air" — 
that  is  what  they  ask ;  I  have  the  hearings  right  here—"  if  you 
will  give  us  a  tariff  now  to  prevent  Germany  from  shipping  ia 
nitrogen  fixed  from  the  air,  we  can  compete  with  them."  Foe 
10  yean  they  have  been  aaying  that  they,  private  industry. 


^1 


I 


4 


4394 


CONGRESSIONAL  EEOORD— SENATE 


I 

f 


would  derelop  a  nitroiren  fixation  process  and  prodtice  nitrogen 
tor  the  fannerM.  Now  they  come  In  and  tell  ua  they  hare  not 
done  it  and  that  they  want  a  tariff  to  prevent  Germany,  which 
has  succeeded,  from  ezportlni;  nitrogen  to  this  country. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  Pre.>«ident 

'^  TJie  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  fronr  Florida? 

Mr.  BLACK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  The  Senator  uses  the  expression  "26.000 
tons  of  nitrogen."  I  take  it  that  we  can  not  measure  nltrr>f;en 
by  the  ton.  What  the  Senator  means  Is  nitrate,  la  It  not?  He 
does  not  mean  so  many  tons  of  nitrogen. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  requested  the  Department  of  Agricnlture 
and  the  Department  of  Commerce  to  furnish  me  wltl\  statistics 
showing  the  exact  amount  of  cyanamide  produced  In  the  United 
States  during  the  last  year.  They  replied,  "None."  I  asked 
them  in  the  same  list  of  questions  how  nrach  nitrogen  was  fixed 
from  the  air,  and  they  said  26,000  tons.  I  then  asked  how  much 
Chilean  nitrate  was  imported.  They  said  1.800,000  tons,  as  I 
recall.  That  was  the  question  I  asked ;  and  I  referred  to  nitro- 
gen fixed  from  the  air  by  the  synthetic  process,  which  is 
26.000  tons. 

In  bringing  this  matter  before  the  Senate  again  I  have  a 
twofold  pnrpo^.  First,  assuming,  as  I  am  bound  to  assume, 
that  the  clmlrman  of  the  Republican  National  Conunlttee  had 
authority  to  speak  when  he  said  that  the  leaders  on  the  other 
side  desire  to  cooperate  at  this  late  date  in  providing  for  the 
operation  of  Mascle  Shoals,  I  desire  to  Invite  that  cooperation. 
I  desire  to  request  that  they  cooperate  In  some  way.  Of  course, 
I  recall  a  statement  by  a  leader  In  the  other  House  that  he  was 
not  willing  to  contribute  one  dime  of  the  Government's  money 
to  Muscle  Shoals ;  that  the  plant  there  ought  to  be  thrown 
away.  I  recall  that  others  have  taken  the  position  th#t  the 
leas  they  can  hear  about  It,  the  t)etter.  We  intend,  however,  to 
keep  this  question  before  the  Senate  and  the  House.  We  intend 
to  let  the  people  know  that,  so  far  as  it  is  within  our  power, 
we  stand  for  an  operation  of  the  nitrate  plants  for  the  t)enefit 
of  American  agriculture,  and  we  are  irrevocably  and  unalter- 
ably opposed  to  turning  this  power  over  to  the  Alabama  Power 
Co.  or  any  other  private  power  comimny  for  exploitation  and 
their  own  profit. 

We  desire  to  have  this  power  used  as  it  was  Intended  that  it 
i^ould  be  used  when  the  original  bill  passed. 

If  it  Is  operated  for  the  use  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  private 
power  companies.  It  Is  a  gross  betrayal  of  the  promises  made 
to  the  farmers  of  this  Nation. 

Bearing  In  mind  that  the  President  has  said  that  Muscle 
Shoals  stands  by  itself,  that  it  is  on  a  different  bairis  from  other 
governmental  enterprises;  l>earing  In  mind  that  the  President 
has  said  that  he  and  the  Republican  Party  want  to  carry  out 
the  original  purposes — that  is,  fixing  nitrogen  and  developing 
ferilUzer — we  anticipate  that  In  his  message  to  the  next  regular 
session  the  President  will  recommend  the  carrying  out  of  that 
plan  which  he  told  the  people  of  Tennessee  was  In  his  mind 
when  he  addressed  than  during  his  race  for  President  of  the 
United  States. 

We  are  ready  to  back  any  measure  which  will  do  two  things : 
First,  a  measure  which  will  utilize  those  nitrate  iriants  for  the 
benefit  of  the  American  farmer  as  was  promised;  secondly, 
a  plan  which  will  not  turn  the  surplus  power  over  to  the  Ala- 
bama Power  Co.  or  any  other  private  power  company  for  their 
own  exploitation  and  their  own  gain. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  as  my  colleague  has  stated,  we 
have,  both  in  season  and  out,  urged  the  disposltltm  of  Muscle 
Shoals,  and  I  may  say  we  helped  to  pass  a  very  good  Muscle 
Shoals  measure  through  the  Senate,  and  we  stand  united  upon 
the  question  of  having  Congress  fulfill  its  original  obligation  to 
make  at  that  plant  fertilizer  for  the  farmer  in  time  of  peace 
and  nitrates  for  the  Government  in  time  of  war.  That  Ls  what 
the  Governmeut  promised  to  do  and  that  is  what  the  Govern- 
ment must  do. 

Congress  has  recently  appropriated  $500,000,000  for  a  revolv- 
ing fund  to  aid  in  selling  farm  products  at  profitable  prices  and 
assist  In  every  way  possible  distressed  agriculture.  The  Gov- 
ernment has  Invested  $160,000,000  at  Muscle  Shoals.  A  part  of 
that  mcHiey  could  and  should  be  used  to  make  cheap  fertilizer 
for  the  farmer,  and  joined  in  with  this  $500,000,000  fund  we 
have  appropriated  for  agriculture,  and  by  so  doing  accomplish 
something  for  the  farmers  of  America. 

Tliat  project  down  there  Is  Idle.  There  are  peojple  in  the 
country  who  want  to  exploit  It.  The  great  power  companies 
want  to  take  it  over.  They  do  not  want  any  fertilizer  made 
there.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  power  company  in  the  Nation 
that  wants  any  fertlliaer  made  at  Muscle  Snoals.  I  think  there 
la  an  understanding  between  them  to  prevent  tlie  making  of  fer- 
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llllter    there.     The    Fertilizer    Trust    is    working    with    them. 

here  is  unity  of  purpose  and  concert  of  action  on  this  matter. 

'hey  want  to  delay  and  dally  with  the  question  until  finally 

Congress  will  get  disgusted  and  dispose  of  It,  so  that  the  power 

ompanles  will  get  It.    That  Is  what  they  are  driving  at,  but 

hey  are  not  going  to  accomplish  It.    I  believe  there  are  enough 

aen  In  this  body  who  are  friends  of  the  farmer  when  they  get 

heir  eyes  open  to  see  that  the  contract  Is  kept,  that  at  least  a 

air  portion  of  the  power  developed  at  Mu.scle  Shoals  shall  be 

evoted  to  the  making  of  cheap  fertilizer  for  the  farmers  of  our 

ountry. 

As  I  pointed  out  here  the  other  day  when  my  colleague  made 

very  able  and  timely  speech  upon  the  subject,  that  the  fer- 

lizer  bill  in  my  State  last  year  was  $25,000,000.    Henry  Ford^s 

hief  engineer,  Mr.  Mayo,  said  their  organization  could  make 

ertilizer  there  for  half  price.    If  that  is  true,  with  Muscle  Shoals 

making  fertilizer  it  would  save  to  the  farmers  of  Alabama 

Klone  twelve  and  one-half  million  dollars  a  year.    That  amount 

iaved  by  the  farmers  of  my  State  would  greatly  benefit  them 

(ind   their   families.     I   believe  I   am   safe   in   saying  that  If 

Mu.scle  Shoals  Is  devoted  to  the  production  of  fertilizer,  we 

ian  save  to  the  farmers  of  the  cotton-growing  States  $80,000,- 

dOO  a  year  through  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  fertilizer,  and 

Ipie  low  price  of  fertilizer  there  would  help  to  lower  the  price  all 

4ver  the  country, 

Mr.  SMITH.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.   SMITH.     There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  controversy 

ind  a  great  deal  of  expression  of  conjecture  as  to  what  may 

•e  done,  but  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  fros:  Alabama  If,  under 

he  terms  of  the  law,  he  does  not  think  it  our  duty  to  carry  out 

n  good  faith  the  contract  we  entered  into  with  the  taxpayers 

I  >f  this  country,  to  try  out  and  demon.strate  beyond  a  doubc 

vhether  or  not  fertilizer  ingredients  can  be  made  at  Muscle 

Shoals  as  cheaply  as  they  are  made  now,  or  more  cheaply? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Certainly. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Is  it  not  our  duty  to  find  out,  and  not  to  take 
Homebody  else's  opinion? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    We  have  already  done  that  very  thing.     Fer- 

llizer  has  been  made  there.     We  have  made  several  tons  of 

1  litrates  there  tlirough  the  cyanamide  process.     Nitrates  made 

It  Muscle  Shoals  have  been  used  on  the  farms  around  Muscle 

ihoais.     One  farmer  down  there  used  fertilizer  made  at  Muscle 

{hoals  on  6  acres  alongside  of  5  acres  on  which  he  used  no 

ertilizer,  and  the  land  on  which  he  put  the  fertilizer  made  at 

'.  luscle  Shoals  produced  In  abundance,  two  or  three  times  as 

much  as  the  same  soil  alongside  of  It 

We   have   already    demonstrated   that    fertilizer    ingredients 

( an  be  made  at  Muscle  Shoals,  and  It  Is  high  time  that  we  were 

(  olng  what  the   Government  promised   to  do — make  fertilizer 

or  the  American  fanner  at  Mu.scle  Shoala     We  should  let  It 

1  le  known  to  those  who  are  dragging  this  thing  along  from  year 

o  year  that  they  are  not  going  to  defeat  our  purpose  and  get 

luscle  Shoals  at  any  time.    We  are  going  to  compel  the  manu- 

:  acture  of  fertilizer  there,   and   we  do  not  propose  that   any 

iower  company  shall  prevent  the  making  of  fertilizer  there  and 

take  the  power  produced  there  and  peddle  it  out  to  people  at 

I  igb  and  exorbitant  prices. 

Mr.  President,  If  power  can  be  produced  at  Muscle  Shoals 
cheaper  to  the  ctm-sumers  of  power  than  at  other  places,  obeaper 
man  the  prices  at  which  the  people  of  the  State  and  elsewhere 
1  re  buying  it  at  other  places,  then  certainly  the  people  should 
lave  the  benefit  of  the  low  prices.  The  consumers  would  at 
Ijast  have  an  opportunity  to  know  what  it  costs  to  produce 
1  ydroelectrlc  power  at  that  plant  for  light  and  heat  and  power 
I  urposes. 

Mr.  President,  as  my  colleague  has  suggested,  there  seems  to 
le  a  movement  on  down  In  Alabama  on  the  part  of  some  of 
niose  interests  to  lead  the  people  to  think  that  If  my  colleague 
1  nd  I  would  get  busy  here  on  Muscle  Shoals  legislati..n  the 
i  aiate  would  speedily  fall  In  line  and  follow  us  In  the  passage 
( f  most  any  measure ;  that  all  we  had  to  do  was  to  say.  "  We 
I  re  ready  to  act."  and  the  Senate  would  act.    That  Is  not  true. 

The  Senate  Is  divided  in  its  judgment  as  to  what  should  be 
c  one  with  Muscle  Shoala  We  are  trying  to  educate  and  Induce 
i  enators  to  think  right  on  the  subject  I  want  the  Senate,  when 
1 ;  acts  on  the  question,  to  act  right  and  keep  faith  with  the 
i  jnerican  farmer.  I  do  not  want  the  Senate  to  forget  the  Gov- 
c  rnment's  solemn  obligation  to  make  fertilizer  at  Muscle  Shoals 
«  nd  to  act  in  a  way  that  will  turn  this  great  project  down  there 
ever  to  the  power  companies  purely  for  power  purposes.  I  do 
I  ot  want  the  Fertilizer  Tru.st  to  have  their  way  about  It  There 
ii  a  fertilizer  trust  and  a  power  trust,  and  they  are  working 
land  in  hand  to  prevent  the  disposition  of  Muscle  Shoals  In  a 
iray  that  would  meet  the  provisions  of  the  act,  of  which  I  be- 
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lleve  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  wns  the  author,  that 
bound  this  Government  to  make  fertilizer  at  Muscle  Shoala  In 
time  of  peace,  and  nitrates  for  the  Government  In  time  of  war. 
My  colleague  has  called  attention  to  another  important  point. 
The  manufacturera  of  fertilizers  have  appeareil  at  hearings 
here  on  this  very  subject  from  time  to  time  and  have  told  us 
that  we  do  not  need  Muscle  Shoals,  that  they  would  soon  manu- 
facture all  the  fertilizer  needed  and  all  the  explosives  needed. 
Now  they  are  coming  here  to  the  Senate  and  telling  us  that  they 
can  not  do  it  in  competition  with  Germany,  which,  under  the 
present  situation,  leaves  us.  In  the  absence  of  fertlliaer  produo 
Uon.  at  Muscle  Shoals,  stiU  dependent  on  foreign  powers  for  our 

nitrates  and  explosives.  .      .  ^    ,.        ^  _*,„        * 

We  are  fighting  here  not  only  to  furnish  cheap  fertilizer  to 
the  American  farmer  but  to  free  our  Government  from  de- 
pendence on  foreign  countries  for  such  vital  national  necessi- 
ties We  are  fighting  for  the  Independence  of  our  Nation  along 
those  lines.  It  ought  to  be  independent  of  every  nation  on  the 
globe  when  It  comes  to  producing  food  suppUes  for  the  people 
at  home,  for  the  Army,  and  for  explosives  in  time  of  war. 
Think  of  a  great  Government  like  this  plunged  suddenly,  per- 
haps, into  war  dependent  upon  foreign  countries  for  the  fer- 
tilizer it  must  have  and  the  explosives  It  has  to  use  in  a  war 
with  foreign  powers.     It  is  simply  ridiculous. 

Think  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  professing  friend- 
ship for  our  farmers,  permitting  the  Muscle  Shouls  project 
where  $150,000,000  has  been  Invested  to  lie  Idle,  when  it  could 
be  used  to  free  our  country  from  dependence  on  foreign  coun- 
tries for  nitrates  and  make  fertilizer  at  a  price  that  would 
bless  and  benefit  millions  of  American  farmers.  Something 
most  be  done.  And  when  Congress  meets  In  regular  session  in 
December  1  am  going  to  insist  that  the  hydroelectric  power 
already  provided  at  Muscle  Shoals  shall  be  put  to  work  and 
that  the  measure  we  pass  shall  contain  a  clear,  simple,  and 
binding  provision  to  make  fertilizer  at  Muscle  Shoals. 

BBVISION  or  THE  TARIFF 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sl<leratlon  of  the  bill  (H.  R  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes.  ^    .      ,  ^ 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President  I  am  in  favor  of  the  Inde- 
pendence of  tlie  Philippine  Islands.  I  would  vote  to-day  to  free 
the  Philippine  Islands.  They  are  hanging  like  a  millstone  about 
the  necks  of  the  cotton  producers  and  the  peanut,  bean,  and 
corn  producers  of  tbe  United  States.  Let  us  give  them  their 
independence  and  get  rid  of  the  Philippine  Islands  now. 

I  know  that  there  are  certain  money  lords  in  the  East  who 
own  and  are  operating  farms  in  the  Philippine  Islands  to  the  in- 
jury of  the  American  farmers  that  I  have  just  mentioned.  They 
are  here  fighting  the  proposition  to  get  rid  of  them.  I  know 
they  have  their  millions  invested  out  there,  together  with  capi- 
talists from  foreign  countries,  and  they  are  all  hiding  behind  the 
fact  that  the  Philippines  are  a  part  of  our  possessions,  but  they 
are  shipping  certain  Inferior  goods  in  here  and  are  greatly  in- 
juring our  American  farmers.  You  talk  about  your  friendship 
for  the  American  farmer;  hwe  Is  the  place  to  show  It  I  am 
ready  to  vote  to  free  the  Philippine  Islands  R.nd  at  the  same 
time  to  free  our  American  farmers  from  the  unfair  and  destruc- 
tive competition  that  they  arc  subjected  to  in  order  to  make  a 
combinati(Hi  of  money  lords  in  New  York  and  foreign  countries 
rich  at  the  expense  and  poverty  of  our  American  farmers. 

I  am  particularly  interested  In  preventing  the  coming  in  of 
their  rtieap  and  Inferior  vegetable  oils  in  competition  with  our 
cottonseed  oil,  peanut  oil,  bean  and  corn  oil. 

The  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bboussabd]  was  mistaken 
In  one  statement  he  made  to-day.  I  knew  that  he  was  mistaken 
in  his  statement  this  morning,  but  I  wanted  to  get  the  latest 
Information  and  the  exact  figures  from  the  Government  on  the 
subject  before  I  challenge*!  his  statement.  He  said  that  cotton- 
seed oil  was  not  now  being  used  in  the  United  States  to  make 
oleomargarine.  The  Senator  was  mistaken.  It  is  being  used  In 
abundance.  Cottonseed  oil  is  a  fine  and  healthful  food.  I  asked 
one  of  the  Government's  tariff  experts  here  to  give  me  the  figures 
obtainetl  by  the  Tariff  Commission.  And  here  they  are:  The 
Tariff  Commission  figures  show  that  25,000,000  r»ounds  of  ct)tton- 
seed  oil  were  used  in  the  manufacture  of  oleomargarine  In  the 
fiscal  year  ending  Julyl,  1928.  I  am  sure  that  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  did  not  have  this  information  when  he  made  the 
statement  he  did  this  morning. 

We  are  certainly  entitled  to  prevent  eastern  adventurers  and 
foreigners  who  Invest  their  millions  in  the  Philippine  Islands 
from  taking  the  home  market  away  from  the  fanners  of  the 
United  SUtes. 


Mr.  President  cottonseed  oil  is  a  great  food;  it  Yieing  nse-l 
as  a  substitute  all  over  the  world  for  olive  oil.  Great  frames 
or  racks  are  used,  in  which  they  press  the  oil  out  of  olives, 
and  when  they  get  a  large  quantity  of  olives  In  the  olive  pret-s 
like  a  elder  press  and  wlien  tlie  oil  or  juice  is  pressed  out  of 
the  olives,  in  many  places  they  pour  cottonsee<l  oil  over  tlie 
mashed  and  pressed  olives,  and  that  is  squeezed  through 
and  it  gives  the  so-called  olive  oil  the  flavor  of  the  olive.  They 
should  not  Impose  uiwn  eottouseed  oil  In  that  fashion.  The 
cottonseed  oil  of  to-day  Is  better  oil  tlmn  olive  oil.  It  Is 
palatable,  clean,  pure,  and  healtliy. 

In  a  northern  hotel  three  or  four  years  ago  I  was  eatiu« 
some  sliced  tomatoes,  and  I  said,  "I  want  some  olive  oil." 
The  waiter  handed  me  a  bottle  with  a  handle  to  it,  and  wtien  I 
poured  the  oil  over  the  tomatoes  and  tasted  it  the  waiter  said, 
"  How  do  you  like  It?  "  I  said,  "  It  Is  fine."  It  was  produced 
down  In  the  cotton  fields  of  Alabama.  He  said,  "Well,  it's 
mighty  nice."  It  was  fine  cottonseed  oil  being  served  as  olive 
oil.  Cottonseed  oil  also  has  an  element  In  it  that  Is  a  sub- 
stitute for  glycerin  and  can  be  turned  into  a  powerful  explo- 
sive. .  . 

Down  In  my  State  a  negro  boy  who  was  said  to  have  tuber- 
culosis lived  not  a  great  way  from  a  cottonseed-oil  mill.  He 
went  down  there  wita  a  pint  bottle  and  asked  the  man  who 
owneii  the  mill  If  he  could  have  it  filled  with  hot  cottonseed  oiU 
The  owner  said,  "Sura  You  come  here  every  day  and  get 
what  you  want"  The  boy  would  go  there  with  a  pint  bottle 
and  get  it  filled  up.  The  oil  was  warm,  and  It  was  gravy  to 
the  negro  boy.  His  daddy  liad  a  big  potato  patdi,  and  this 
boy  would  take  a  baked  sweet  poUto  and  would  pour  his 
cottonseed  oU  out  In  a  plate  and  sop  it  up  for  gravy.  In  a 
few  months  he  gained  In  fiesh  25  pounds  or  more,  and  was 
cured  enUrely  of  his  lung  trouble.  And  it  U  said  that  he  la 
now  healthy  and  strong. 

Cottonseed  oil  has  come  to  be  a  great  part  of  the  food  supply 
of  the  world.  It  is  used  now  for  food  in  various  forms.  And 
yet  our  distressed  and  patriotic  farmers  are  subjected  to  the 
cheap  and  inferior  v^etable  oils  that  come  in  from  tbe  Philip- 
pines and  threaten  to  put  out  ot  business  the  cotton  farmers 
cottonseed  oil.  That  is  striking  at  the  very  people  we  claim 
we  are  trying  to  help — the  farmers  of  America. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  vote  on  the  question  now  and  go  on  record 
as  being  In  favor  of  freeing  the  Phillw)ine  peojjle,  giving  them 
their  independence,  and  hereafter  when  this  dieap  and  lnferl<« 
stuff  comes  In  to  swamp  our  American  farmers  we  can  pat  a 
tariff  on  it,  protect  their  interests,  and  preserve  the  home  market 
for  our  American  home  people. 

We  have  those  here  who  say  American  farmers  are  being  hurt 
and  we  would  like  to  see  a  substantial  tariff  on  these  things, 
but  they  say.  "  We  do  not  see  hardly  how  we  can  reach  It" 
Those  capitalists  In  Wall  Street  who  have  their  millions  Invested 
out  there  do  not  want  any  tariff  on  the  produeU ;  they  do  not 
want  the  Philippines  made  free,  because  they  are  making  money 
at  the  exiiense  of  tlie  American  farmer.  But  I  want  us  to  free 
the  Phllip^nes  so  that  we  can  put  a  tariff  on  the  things  that 
threaten  the  American  farmer.  I  want  the  Philippine  Islamis 
to  have  their  liberty.  Let  them  have  the  blessings  and  benefits 
of  lll)erty  over  there,  and  let  our  people  here  be  put  In  a  position 
to  protect  themselves  from  the  low  standards  of  living  and  wage 
scales  that  obtain  in  the  Philippine  Islands.  Let  every  true 
American  stand  for  America  first  That  Is  good  American  doc- 
trine, and  I  hope  the  minority  leader  [Mr.  Robixsok]  will  press 
for  a  vote  upon  the  Philippine  question  so  that  we  may  dispose 
of  It  now  and  clear  the  way  for  a  fair  deal  for  our  American 
farmera 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President,  unquestionably 
a  vote  must  be  taken  on  the  pending  question  unless  it  is  with- 
drawn.    I  have  been  advised  that  should  the  author  of  the  pend- 
ing question  withdraw  hl.s  amendment  other  similar  amendments 
will  be  presented.    Therefore  I  express  the  opinion  and  conclu- 
sion that  the  substance  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah  will  be  voted  on  at  some  time  during  tbe  consideration  of 
the  tariff  bill. 
Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Certainly. 
Mr.  KING.     In  the  light  of  the  statement  made  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs,  I  ex- 
pressed  a    willingness   to   withdraw   my  amendment   notwith- 
standing the  very  great  desire  which  I  have  for  a  vote  upon  it. 
Howe>er,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  I  have  been  assured  that  If  I 
should  withdraw  the  amendment  it  would  immediately  be  offered 
by  some  other  Senator,  I  have  felt  constrained  not  to  with- 
draw it 
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Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kan^a.s  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wa.shlngtun? 

Mr.  HOBINHON  of  Arkansas.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  am  the  Senator  who  made  the  statement  on  the 
floor  that  I  would  offer  a  Mlmilar  amendment  if  the  Senator 
from  T'tah  should  withdraw  his  amendment.  I  want  to  explain 
my  position.  I  do  not  want  anyone  to  get  the  impresKion  from 
my  argument  to-day  that  I  am  in  favor  of  t^ixing  Philipi^ne 
pnxluctA  so  long  as  we  keep  control  of  the  islands.  I  helieve 
that  protection  against  Philippine  products  is  one  of  the  most 
necessury  jiart^  of  the  bill,  but  I  l)eileve  the  only  way  to  secure 
thiit  protection  is  by  giving  the  Philii>pines  their  independence. 
Tlierefore  I  feel  Uiat  we  ought  to  have  a  vote  on  the  question. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkaosas.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  discuss 
for  JuMt  a  moment  a  point  which  I  deem  to  be  of  some  Impor- 
tance, namely,  the  decision  made  by  the  occupant  of  the  chair 
some  time  ago  that  when  one  question  is  pending  am»ther  ques- 
tion not  pending  may  be  laid  on  the  table.  That  Is  my  con- 
stnietioo  of  the  effect  of  that  decision.  No  appeal  was  taken 
from  the  deoi.sion.  I  stated  emphatically,  and  repeat  the  state- 
ment, that  notwithstanding  the  Chair  may  have  taken  such  ad- 
vice u>*  he  saw  flt  to  take  or  acted  uiM>n  his  own  understanding  of 
the  matter  without  advice,  the  ruling  is  wrong  and  will  interfere 
with  the  orderly  conduct  of  business  in  the  Senate.  If  it  were 
merely  a  technical  error  in  my  judgment,  J  would  not  claim  even 
a  moment's  time  of  the  Senate  to  discuss  the  matter  or  to  renew 
the  disiussion. 

The  exact  question  raised  in  the  point  of  order  which  I  made 
has  nevt»r  been  presented  to  tlie  Senate.  A  closely  related  point 
was  presented  to  the  Senate  wheti  the  force  bill  was  under  con- 
sideration, as  I  remember  it.  In  that  case  the  Chair  decided  that 
the  effect  of  a  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  an  original  amend- 
ment. If  carried,  was  to  take  to  the  table  with  it  the  amendment 
itself  and  ameridments  to  the  amendment. 

The  question  which  was  raised  and  wbich  I  assmne  was  not 
made  entirely  clear  is  that  when  one  question  is  pending,  except 
by  unanimous  consent  no  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  can  be  made 
with  respect  to  another  question. 

In  order  to  sustain  that  conclusion  one  does  not  have  to  go 
to  Glifry's  precetlents.  We  all  know  that  there  are  some  prece- 
dents on  t>oth  sides  of  nearly  every  question  of  parliamentary 
importance  that  has  ever  been  raised  in  the  Senate.  We  know, 
too.  that  In  times  of  heat  or  pressure  the  Senate  itself  is  dis- 
posed to  cut  through  what  may  be  called  technical  procedure 
and  decide  legal  questions  involving  the  rules  in  relation  to  the 
sui»posed  merits  of  the  problem  t)efOre  the  Senate. 

Tlie  language  of  the  Senate  rule  is  so  plain  and  so  clear  that 
no  Ingenuity,  no  advice,  however  well  taken,  can  avoid  the  con- 
clusion that  a  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  (Mr.  Bboussakd]  was  not  in  order  and 
should  not  have  been  received,  to  use  the  language  of  the  rule, 
when  it  was  made. 

liet  me  quote  Just  the  language  of  the  rule : 

Wbea  a  question  \a  pending  no  motion  sbali  be  received  but — 
Omitting  certain  other  matters — 
to  l»T  oa  tiie  table. 

That  does  not  mean  that  a  motion  to  lay  any  other  thing  on 
the  table  is  in  order  when  a  question  Is  pending.  We  could  not 
lay  on  the  table  the  tariff  bill  when  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  is  pending.  The  clear  implica- 
tion as  a  legal  construction  is  that  the  pending  question  may  be 
laid  on  the  table,  but  not  some  question  that  is  not  pending. 

Mr.  HEED.     Mr.  President,  may  I  interrupt  the  Senator? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Certainly. 

Mr.  REED.  It  seeme<l  to  uie  when  the  ruling  was  made  this 
afternoon  that  it  was  analog(»us  to  holding  that  a  motion  to  lay 
tlie  iteoding  business  on  the  table  may  be  put  while  an  amend- 
ment to  the  pending  business  is  the  pending  question.  Does 
n(»t  the  Senator  think  that  a  motion  to  lay  the  bill  itself  upon 
the  talde  can  be  put  at  any  time,  that  that  is  the  pending  busi- 
,-aeS.s  before  the  Senate? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  That  is  not  the  question  I  am 
di.scussing.  I  am  not  discussing  what  motion  may  or  may  not 
tH>  ntaile.  I  am  discussing  the  motion  that  was  made  and  the 
fact  that  it  was  inconsistent  with  the  parliamentary  situation 
to  entertain  or  receive  that  motion.  The  rule  defines  what  mo- 
tions may  be  made  when  a  question  is  pending.  First,  if  we 
determine,  as  the  Chair  ftnady  did  determine,  and  correctly 
determined,  that  the  pending  question  was  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  then  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  must 
apply  to  the  pending  question,  namely,  the  amendment  of  the 
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Senator  from  Utah.  As  to  whether  the  Chair  could  entertai»i  a 
notion  to  lay  the  pending  business  on  the  table  I  express  no  opin- 
on  at  this  time,  although  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the  lan- 
guage which  says  that  no  motion  shall  be  received  but  to  lay 
>n  the  table  means  that  it  must  be  applied  to  the  pending 
I  luestion. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  a  further 
nterruption? 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Certainly. 
Mr.  REED.     I  am  not  trying  so  much  to  contest  the  Senator's 
conclusion  as  to  seek  light  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     I  understand  that 
Mr.  REED.     It  occurs  to  me  tliat   it  is  always  in  order  to 
move  to  lay  on  the  table  a  prinuiry  question  before  the  Senate, 
tnd  if  that  is  done  it  carries  with  it  all  secondary  questions. 
Much  as  motions  to  amend. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  In  my  opinion  that  course  can 
lot  be  punsueil  under  the  Senate  rule,  if  objected  to.  Under 
reneral  parliamentary  law  some  motions  may  be  made  which 
he  Senator,  of  course,  understands  are  precluded  or  forbidden 
►y  the  Senate  rules.  The  object  of  the  Senate  rule  as  I  con- 
ceive it  was  to  prevent  just  what  occurred  thia  afternoon.  When 
I  subject  is  immediately  before  the  Senate,  as  is  the  case  when 
he  question  of  Filipino  independence  is  pending,  a  motion  to 
ay  on  the  table  the  tariff  bill  would  not  be  in  order.  A  motion 
o  lay  on  the  table  any  other  amendment  upon  the  i)ending 
uestion  would  not  be  in  order,  because  the  Senate  rule  ex- 
ressly  says  that  when  a  question  is  pending  no  motion  shall 
received  but  to  lay  on  the  table,  and  so  forth.  Of  course, 
otions  to  adjourn,  and  so  forth,  are  in  order,  but  I  am  speak- 
ng  now  with  dirtK:t  reference  to  the  subject  matter  of  this 
uestion. 

There  are  a  great  many  reasons  resting  in  sound  practice 

or  the  rule  as  I  seek  to  have  it  interpreted.     When  the  Lodge 

orce  bill  was  under  consideration.   Senator  Butler  offered  an 

imendment  and   Senator  Harris  offered  an  amendment   to  the 

unendment.    A  motion  was  made  to  lay  the  original  amendment 

m  the  table.    That  motion  carried,  and  the  Chair  held  that  the 

iction  of  the  Senate  in  laying  the  original  motion  on  the  table 

"arried  with  it  the  amendment  to  the  amendment 

Mr.  REED.     Is  not  that  what  the  Chair  held  to-day? 

Mr.   ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     No;   because   the   motion   to 

able  did  not  prevail.     The  question  was  not  whether  such  a 

QOtlcm  should  be  receivetl.  although  it  was  implieilly  Involved 

n  the  decision  of  the  Chair.     But  the  p<Mnt  of  the  matter  is 

I  hat  the  Senate  had  the  power  then,  as  it  has  now  if  it  chooses 

(o  do  so,  to  ignore  that  interpretation  of  the  plain  letter  of  its 

rule,  and  that  is  exactly  what  was  done  If  the  case  cited  by  the 

! Senator  from  Connecticut   [Mr.  Binoham]   is  given  the  appli- 

<atlon  which  he  seeks  to  give  it  and  which  might  be  given.    The 

<  Jhair  has  the  power  to  decide  a  ca.se  wrong  and  the  Senate  has 

I  he  power  to  sustain  him  even   though   he  is  wrong,   and   no 

(riticism  of  that  course  can  be  taken  if  the  question  is  a  close 

one.    But  where  the  language  of  the  rule  is  plain  and  express 

1  ve  ought  not  to  commit  ourselves  to  a  precedent.     No  matter  if 

in  error  has  been  committed,  no  matter  if  there  is  a  dispoai- 

lion  to  repeat  the  error,  we  ought  not  to  commit  ourselves  to  a 

1  precedent  that  does  not  find  support  either  in  the  rule  or  the 

1  ea.Hon  for  the  nUe. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  a  ques- 
llon? 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Certainly. 
Mr.  REED.     1  will  not  interrupt  the  Sraator  if  he  prefers 
that  I  should  not  do  so. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  object  at  all.  I  have 
I  bout  concluded  what  I  have  to  say. 

Mr.  REED.  My  view  that  the  primary  question  may  be 
labled  and  carry  with  It  all  secondary  questions  si'enis  to  me 
lo  be  borne  out  by  the  fact  that  we  have  a  rule  expressly  pro- 
viding that  the  tabling  of  a  sec<mdary  question  such  as  an 
i  mendnient  shall  not  affect  the  primary  question,  which  is  the 
Mil  itself.  We  have  provided  for  the  opposite  case  in  Rule  XVII, 
iirhhh  provides  that  the  tabling  of  an  amendment  shall  not 
J  ffe<t  the  pending  bill  to  which  the  amendment  is  ofEtred. 

Mr.  ROBINSON.    Oh,  yes ;  and  there  are  many 

Mr.  REED.  If  that  rule  were  nw;e.ssary  to  provide  that  the 
tabling  of  a  secondary  question  should  not  affet-t  the  primary 
( uestion,  how  much  strength  that  gives  to  the  position  of  the 
Chair  that  tabling  the  prinmry  question  carries  all  secondary 
r  lotions  with  it. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Undoubtedly  that  contention 
nay  have  support,  but  my  i»oint  is  that  the  motion  to  table  the 
primary  question  can  not  be  recelve<l  without  a  violation  of 
Hule  XXII  when  there  is  a  question  pending.  As  I  said  at  the 
teginning,  It  all  revolves  about  what  the  pending  question  is. 
Necessarily  to  rench  his  conclusion   the  Senator  from   Wash- 
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Ington  [Mr.  Jowes],  who  was  then  In  the  chair,  must  have  held 
that  the  pending  question  was  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bboussaro].  The  Vice  President,  I  think 
properly,  held  that  the  pending  qtjestion  was  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino].  If  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah  was  the  pending  question,  a  motion  to  lay 
on  the  table  any  other  question  cimld  not  be  received  without 
a  violation  of  Rule  XXII.  That  \s  the  conclusion  which  I  readi 
in  spite  of  all  that  has  occurred  and  in  spite  of  all  that  has  l>een 
said. 

It  is  an  important  decision,  too,  In  relation  to  its  effect  on 
the  practice  of  the  Senate.  Some  trivial,  unimportant  amend- 
ment may  1)6  pending.  A  Senator  may  be  discussing  either 
that  amendment  or  another  subject  not  directly  related  to  the 
primary  proposition.  Senators  leave  the  Chamber  and  go 
about  their  business,  A  motion  to  table  precludes  debate.  One 
desiring  to  take  advantage  of  that  situation  can  precipitate  a 
vote  without  the  probability  of  the  Senate  deliberating  upon 
the  issue  or  having  an  opportunity  to  Express  itself.  Senators 
being  absent.  In  other  words,  suppose  there  had  been  only 
two  Members  in  the  Senate  this  afternoon  and  the  motion  to 
table  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  had  been  with- 
drawn, and  a  motion  then  made  to  table  the  am^idment  of 
the  Senator  from  L«iuisiana,  the  absence  of  a  quorum  not  having 
been  suggestetl,  and  the  two  Senators  present  had  voted  for  the 
amendment,  we  would  have  had  Philippine  independence  and 
tariff  taxes  on  Philippine  goods  imported  into  the  United  States 
through  a  parliamentary  procedure  that  is  expressly  condemned 
by  the  rules  of  the  Senate. 

That  is  the  point  that  I  am  now  making.  Those  Senators 
who  are  In  charge  of  proceedings  here,  if  they  want  to  estab- 
lish that  rule,  must  take  their  medicine,  for  that  precedent 
will,  in  all  probability,  be  invoked  a  number  of  times  during 
this  proceeding.  The  construction  which  I  place  on  the  rule 
protects  the  Senate,  grives  re^;)ect  to  the  language  of  the  rule 
itself,  and  disregards  precedwits  which  have  neither  reason  nor 
law  to  support  them. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr,  President,  before  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  takes  his  seat,  will  he  allow  me  to  ask  him  a 
question  ? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Certainly. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  happened  to  be  called  from  the  Chamber 
and  did  not  hear  whether  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  answered 
the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  as  to 
the  propriety  of  making  a  motion  at  any  time  to  lay  on  the 
table  the  i>endlng  business. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  said  that  that  question  was 
hyiKHhetical,  and  that  I  did  not  think  under  the  rule  that 
motion  could  l>e  made  without  violating  the  rule,  as  I  had 
explained  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  The  rule  is  plain. 
It  provides  that  when  a  question  is  pending  only  certain  motions 
shall  be  received. 

It  must  first  be  determined,  if  it  be  desired  to  proceed  in  a 
logical  way,  what  is  the  pending  question.  Having  determined 
that,  a  motion  to  Uiy  on  the  table  any  other  question  than  the 
pending  question  can  not  be  made.  That  Is  the  object  of  the 
rule.  It  protects  the  procedure  of  the  Senate  against  such  prac- 
tices or  precedents  as  are  Involved  in  laying  on  the  table  some- 
thing that  is  not  actually  before  the  Senate. 

I  admit  that,  under  general  parliamentary  law,  the  rule  might 
in  some  cases  be  different,  and  so  might  have  a  different  appli- 
cation :  but.  under  the  language  of  the  Senate  rule.  If  that  rule 
be  given  effect,  if  we  are  nut  going  to  disregard  the  ];daiii, 
legal  interpretation  of  the  rule,  the  only  Interpretation  that 
Jhe  lan-^uage  will  permit  Ls  that  when  any  question  Is  pending 
the  Chair  can  not  receive  a  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  any  other 
question. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  mean  to  prolong  the  dis- 
cussion, but  I  do  not  like  to  let  the  question  pass  without  the 
briefest  possible  statement  of  an  opposing  view  to  that  just 
stated  by  the  Senator  from  Arkan.sas  [Mr.  Robinbon]. 

A  motion  to  table  is  the  last  weapon  in  legislative  self-defense. 
It  is  u.sed  to  protect  the  legislative  l)ody  from  trivialities  and 
matters  that  are  leading  to  u.seless  and  time-wasting  dl.scussion. 
That  Is  why  the  motion  is  tmed  so  sparingly ;  that  is  why  most 
of  us  hesitate  to  vote  for  a  motion  to  table,  because  we  realize 
that  it  is  a  gag  upon  the  expression  of  opinion :  that  it  prevents 
any  presentation  of  opposing  views.  But  such  a  motion  has 
been  necessary  In  every  legislative  body  in  the  world,  so  far  as  I 
know.  The  motion  to  table,  if  I  correctly  understand  parlia- 
mentary law,  here,  as  in  other  bodies,  lies  to  the  business  before 
the  Senate.  That  may  be  the  primary  business,  which  Is  the 
bill  under  discussion ;  It  may  be  an  amendment  which  is  offered 
to  it,  and  Is,  therefore,  a  secondary  question;  or  it  may  be  a 
proposed  amendment  to  an  amendment  or  an  am«idment  to  that; 
that  is,  an  amendment  iu  the  second  degree. 


Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Will  the  Senator  yield  there? 
Mr.  REED.  I  will  yield  in  just  a  moment  In  other  wonls, 
the  motion  may  lie  to  the  primary,  the  secondary,  the  tertiary, 
or  the  next  question  in  sequence;  it  may  He  to  any  one  of  the 
four  sequences  of  questions ;  it  must  be  to  one  of  the  four.  Now 
I  vield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.  Would  the  Senator  say  that 
all  of  thobc-  four  questions  are  pending  questions? 

Mr.  REED.  Yes;  in  a  logical  sense  they  are,  but  they  are 
pending  in  different  degrees. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Oh,  no;  I  do  not  think  tlie 
Senator,  great  lawyer  that  he  is,  and  parliamentarian  as  we 
know  him  to  be,  will  commit  himself  to  the  proposition  that 
there  can  be  four  questions  pending  before  the  Senate  at  one 
time.  If  he  does  commit  himself  to  that  proposition,  I  have  no 
further  argument  to  submit,  for  I  realize  that  his  vlewt>oint 
is  so  radically  different  from  that  which  I  understand  to  be 
occupied  by  most  students  of  parliamentary  law  and  practice 
that  I  can  not  answer  him. 

My  understanding  is  that  there  can  be  only  one  question 
pending  before  the  Senate  at  a  time,  and  that  the  language 
which  is  employed  in  the  rale  was  employed  for  the  expresw 
purpose  of  shutting  out  such  motions  as  the  Senator  has  d<»- 
scribed.  I  will  jiot  go  Into  the  matter  in  detail,  but  certainly 
his  position  is  a  logical  one  If  the  precedent  which  I  have  l>eew 
assailing  is  to  l)e  adhe»"ed  to.  I  do  not  believe,  however,  wh.»n 
the  Senator  reflects  upon  the  matter  he  will  say  that  within 
the  fair  interpretation  of  Rule  XXII  of  the  Senate  there  may 
be  four  questions  pending  before  the  Senate  at  one  time.  If 
he  does,  there  is  such  a  radical  difference  of  opinion  l>etween 
us  that  we  can  not  harmonize  it. 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course,  I  never  meant  to  say — and  I  know 
the  Senator  will  believe  my  assurance — that  there  were  four 
questions  at  one  Instant  calling  for  a  vote  of  the  Senate.  Of 
course,  they  must  be  taken  up  in  sequence;  but  it  is  indl.s- 
putable  logic  to  recognize  that  the  primary  questlcm  before 
us  is  the  bill  which  we  are  considering;  the  secondary  ques- 
tion is  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana; 
and  when  It  was  proposed  to  amend  that  the  amendment  to 
the  amendm^it  thus  offered  became  a  tertiary  question,  though, 
of  course,  it  had  to  be  disposed  of  first 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  In  that  state  of  the  matter, 
what  was  the  pending  question? 

Mr.  REED.  The  pending  question  to  be  put  to  the  Senate 
was  whether  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
should  be  amended,  and  while  that  was  the  pending  question  It 
was  entirely  proper  for  any  Senator  to  move  to  table  any  one  of 
the  three  matters  In  that  sequence— either  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  or  the  amendment  which  he 
wanted  to  amend  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  or  the 
bill  Itself.  At  this  moment,  I  take  It,  any  Senator  is  free  to 
rise  to  move  to  lay  upon  the  table  the  tariff  bill,  and  all  the 
amendments  that  go  with  it  and  that  motion,  if  adopted,  would 
carry  with  It  all  the  multitude  of  amendments  that  are  awaiting 
consideration,  not  because  several  questions  would  be  pending 
but  because  the  disposal  of  the  principal  business  would  carry 
all  the  secondary  matters  with  it. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  How  does  the  Senator  Inter- 
pret and  what  effect  does  he  give  to  the  plain,  unequivocal  lan- 
guage of  Rule  XXII,  that  "when  a  question  is  pending" — not 
when  a  bill  is  under  consideration  and  amendments  have  been 
offered  to  it,  but  "when  a  question  is  pending"?  lliat  has  a 
distinct  meaning  in  parliamentary  law,  as  everyone  knows  and 
understands. 

Mr.  REE]D.    I  recognise  that. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  That  means  when  there  is  a 
matter  before  the  Senate  for  consideration,  discussion,  and  dis- 
position no  motion  shall  be  recdved  except  the  motions  In 
their  order  which  are  mentiwied  in  the  rule,  including  the  mo- 
tion to  lay  on  the  table.  The  Senator  would  destroy  the  whole 
effect  of  that  limlUtion  by  holding  that  a  Senator  can  move  to 
lay  any  motion  on  tl»e  tal>le  that  has  relationship  to  the  blH 
under  consideration ;  that  he  can  move  to  lay  the  bill  itself  on 
the  table  or  an  orij^nal  amendment  to  the  bill  because,  as  he 
says,  in  a  sense  they  are  all  pending  questions.  I  can  not  f(4- 
low  the  rca>ioning  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  REED.  They  are  pending  questions  In  different  degrees, 
but  the  question  on  which  the  vote  Is  taken  is,  of  course,  the 
question  in  the  furthest  degree. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  a  ques- 
tion there? 

Mr.  REaCD.    Certainly. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  How  many  questions  may  be 
pending  before  the  Senate  at  a  given  time— an  Indeflnita 
number? 
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—       Mr.  REED.    In   the  sense  in   which  the   Senator   oseg   the 

ilr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Very  well.  Then  I  think  the 
ciniilnsion  which  I  have  awerted  is  Ineritable,  that  only  one 
qucHtlon  can  be  pending. 

ilr  REED.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  contrary  is  necessarily 
the  case,  and  tlmt  Rule  XVII,  which  provides  that  the  tablitiR 
of  a  st-condary  question  shall  not  carry  to  the  table  the  pri- 
mary question.  Is  an  expression  of  the  converse  of  the  rule. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Tennsylvanla  a  question? 

Mr.    REED.     Certainly. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  There  are  three  amendments  I  think  that 
have  been  offered  and  pa3se<l  over.  Could  any  Senator  arise 
in  his  place  and  take  one  of  th(»s€  three,  say,  the  first  one  or 
the  second  one  or  the  third  one,  and  move  to  lay  it  on  the 
tul>le  while  another  amendment  was  pending? 

Mr.  REED.  No;  of  course  not,  because  it  would  not  be 
before  the  Senate. 

LOUISVILLE  CONVENTION  OF  THE  AMERICAN  LEOION 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  to  change  the  subject  of  the 
"""■-^bate  for  a  moment,  I  returned  this  week  from  a  vi.sit  to  my 
home-4a  Louisville,  Ky.,  where  lias  Just  been  held  the  annu.'l 
national  convention  of  the  American  legion.  It  happened  that 
I  was  the  only  Member  of  the  Senate  who  was  able  to  be  away 
from  the  Senate  at  that  particular  time,  having  been  fortunate 
in  obtaiidni;  a  pair  on  tlie  pending  bill ;  and  I  thought  it  might 
be  interesting  to  the  Senate  if  I  said  just  a  word  as  to  what 
took  place  at  that  meeting. 

I  was  particularly  interested  in  the  meeting  myself  because 
about  six  months  ago  I  was  made  chairman  of  the  committee 
which  had  in  charge  the  raising  of  the  necessary  funds  for 
the  entertainment  of  this  large  number  of  men;  and  therefore 
I  followed  c-arefully  the  proceedings  and  the  arrangements  for 
the  entertainment  of  this  great  gathering. 

There  came  to  Louisville,  which  is  a  city  of  about  SfW.OOO, 
between  40,000  and  50,000  legionnaires.  Arrangements  were 
made  to  take  care  of  that  multitude  of  men,  not  only  the 
soldiers,  but  tlM>8e  thousands  also  who  came  in  attendanc-e.  I 
have  lieard  it  said  from  time  to  time,  when  a  city  proposed  to 
hold  a  convention  of  the  Legion,  that  it  would  leave  that  city 
a  wreck.  I  want  to  say  here  and  now  that  no  body  of  men 
ever  came  together  in  a  great  convention  that  were  better  be- 
have<l  and  better  received  by  an  entire  population  than  were 
the  men  who  came  to  the  annual  reunion  of  the  American 
Legion  at  I>oui(>vilIe  last  week. 

There  were  no  disturlwnces  whatsoever.  Tlie  legionnaires 
came  In  a  serious  spirit.  They  carried  on  a  convention  that  did 
a  great  deal  of  constructive,  serious  work  for  the  benefit  of  those 
wh(»  suffered  from  the  effects  of  the  World  War.  Some  came  in 
a  martial  spirit.  Some  of  them  came  In  a  sirfrit  of  fun.  They 
presented  themselves  in  a  great  parade  that  for  five  full  hours 
movHl  over  the  streets  of  that  city  accompanied  by  more  than 
160  bands  and  drum  and  bugle  corps.  It  was  a  wonderful  sight 
as  it  passed  between  the  lanes  of  the  people,  who  were  banked 
on  every  aide  to  see  it.  There  was  beautiful  weather,  and  the 
whole  countryside  turned  ont  to  see  the.se  marching  hosts. 

I  sat  on  the  reviewing  stand  near  the  front;  and  almost  in 
front  of  me  there  sat  a  man — a  handsome  young  fellow — with  no 
eyes.  He  had  been  blinded  in  the  war.  Next  to  him  sat  a  man 
who  had  lost  his  leg ;  and  beside  him,  again,  was  a  man  with  a 
shattered  arm— relics  of  that  great  struggle.  That  was  the  class 
of  UHUi  to  which  the  attetition  of  the  commander  of  the  Legion 
and  his  atdca  wan  directed  in  the  conrentlon  sesaioiis:  and  the 
work  they  hare  underUken  is  to  rehabilitate  those  terrible  cases 
of  the  loaaeii  of  the  war;  the  results  are  showtng  more  and 
more  as  tliey  cooperate  ^tth  those  bureaus  which  we  here  in 
Congress  have  set  op  for  the  purpose  of  making  amends,  as  far 
aa  poMdble,  to  those  who  hare  been  so  shattered  in  the  senrice  of 
their  country.  I  offer  my  testimony,  haring  been  present,  to  any 
city  that  Is  seeking  to  entertain  a  convention  of  the  American 
Legion  that  they  need  not  be  misled  by  any  dlsqtiieting  reports 
that  hare  eome  to  them.  The  people  of  LonisTille— its  entire 
population — welcomed  them  with  open  arms  and  would  be  proud 
to  receive  again  theee  men  who  made  such  sacrifices  for  thhi 
Nation. 
^^ —  LtmlsvlUe,  when  the  war  broke  out,  scarcely  knew  what  a 
Uidted  States  Army  uniform  looked  like.  It  happened  that  the 
War  DeparCsMot  placed  two  of  Its  great  training  camps  in  the 
Immediate  neighborhood.  It  converted  that  dty.  which  had 
never  had  any  experience  with  the  Army  or  the  Navy,  Into  a 
TiM  people  rose  to  those  soldiera,  made  tbem  their 
glad  and  proud  to  welcome  tbca  tedt  oo  tiria 
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(ccasion;  and  no  body  of  men  ever  responded  more  gratefully 
t  nd  graciously  to  hospitality  such  as  was  extended  to  them  in 
tpat  fair  city. 

REVISION   or  THE  TABITr 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
.•^deration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
lite  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
^ther  purposes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
o  the  amendment,  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute,  offered  by  the 
(enator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King],  as  ramlifled. 

Mr.  BINGH.\.M.  I  hope  we  may  get  a  vote  on  the  amendment 
)it  this  time. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  ab.sence  of  a 
(  uorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  tailed  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


i  Lllen 
i  iKhurat 
]  larkley 
1  lingham 
I  Hack 
1  tlaine 
1  tlease 
I  lomh 
1  tratton 
]  trock 
1  Irookhart 
]  troudMard 
( 'app«r 
( Jaraway 

<  'onnally 

<  lopeland 
( ^ousenti 
I  ;utting 
:)ale 

>eneen 

Mil 

Edge 


Fess 

Fie  teller 

Oeorgfc 

Glass 

Glenn 

Goff 

Goldsborougb 

Gould 

Greene 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hatfield 

Hawea 

Ilayden 

Hebort 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jonea 

Kean 

Kendrick 

Keyea 


Kinz 

La  Follette 


Rimmoni 

Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Htepbens 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Townscnd 

Trammt'll 

Tydings 

Vandenberf 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wheeler 


McKolIar 

McMaster 

McNary 

Moses 

Norbeck 

Norrla 

Nye 

Oddic 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phipps 

Pine 

Plttman 

Ranadell 

Reed 

Robinuon,  Ark. 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Snckttt 

Scball 

Sbeppard 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty  .six  Senators  having 
inswered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the  Senate 
^•oncludes  its  business  to-day  it  take  a  recess  until  11  o'clock 
o-morrow. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  DILL.     What  is  the  reque-st? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temimre.  That  when  the  Senate  con- 
•ludes  its  business  tt>-day  it  take  a  recess  until  11  o'clock 
o-morrow.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
s  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  in  case  the  substitute  of- 
ered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  is  not  agreed  to, 

propose  to  withdraw  my  amendment  and  to  offer  the  amend- 
oent  which  I  .send  to  the  des^k  and  ask  to  have  read.  It  leaves 
•ot  entirely  the  question  of  rates  and  submits  the  question  of 
ndependence. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  read  the 
iimendment  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  283,  after  line  3,  insert  the 
bllowing : 

That  the  President  of  the  United  States  Is  requested  to  Invite  sacb 

:ovemment8  as   be   may  deem   advisable  to  send   representatives  to  a 

onference   to  consider  an   agreement   to   respect   the  independence  and 

lerrltorUI   Integrity  of  the   Philippine   Islands.     Bach  agreement   shall 

«  reported  to  the  respective  governments  for  ttieir  approval. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  if  I  should  decide  to  with- 
raw  the  amendment  that  I  have  now  offered.  It  will  be  only 
or  the  purpot*e  of  dividing  the  quention.  It  involves  both  In- 
ndence  and  the  question  of  rates,  which  I  am  told  can  not 
done  under  the  tmanimous-consent  agreement ;  but  I  shall 
ist  upon  a  vote  upon  the  rates  in  cu.>4e  my  amendment  is  not 
dopted. 

Mr.  PITTliAN.  Mr.  President,  Just  a  word.  I  do  not  want 
y  vote  in  this  matter  to  be  mlsotiderstood. 
I  bare  voted  on  other  otxtisions  for  resolutions  similar  to  the 
ndment  now  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  Kino]. 
do  not  intend  to  vote  for  the  amendment  on  this  occasion 
use  after  it  is  dioposcd  of,  if  it  is  defeated,  I  intend  to 
ote  for  the  amendment  that  will  be  offered  by  the  Senator 
m  Louisiana  [Mr.  Beol'ssaroI,  which,  as  I  understand  now, 
lis  solely  with  the  question  of  the  independence  of  the  I*hilip- 
ine  Islands. 
I  think  a  great  many  things  that  bear  uixm  the  islands  have 
rred  since  1910.  In  the  first  place.  I  think  certain  treaties 
at  we  have  entered  into  affect  our  relations  with  the  Philip- 
Islanda,  and  alKect  the  independence  of  the  Philippine 
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fchinds  if  we  should  grant  them  independence.  I  am  heartily 
in  favor,  as  I  have  been  for  a  long  time,  of  granting  independ- 
ence to  the  Philippine  Islands. 

I  think,  however,  that  It  is  the  duty  of  Congress  to  advise  it- 
self of  the  conditions  that  now  exist  relative  to  such  action  as 
that  I  think  It  is  very  well  to  ask  certain  nations,  who  un- 
doubtedly arc  ijerfectly  willing  to  re-spect  the  Independence  and 
territorial  integrity  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  so  to  declare ;  and 
I  am  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular 
Possessions,  whose  chairman  has  promised  that  we  will  act  upon 
this  matter  early  in  December.  1  believe  then  we  will  have  an 
opf>ortunity  to  debate  it  and  act  intelligently. 

For  those  reasons  I  intend  to  vote  against  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing; 
to  the  amendment,  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute,  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King],  as  nioditied. 

Several  Senators  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  they  were 
ordered. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  the  amendment 
stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

Tbe  Lkgtslative  Ci^ebk.  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to 
be  inserted  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bboussabd]. 
on  page  2X3,  after  line  3,  the  Senator  from  Utah  proposes  to 
insert  the  following: 

In  conformity  with  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  declare  the  pttrpoae 
of  tbe  people  of  the  T'nlted  States  as  to  the  future  political  status  of 
the  people  of  tbe  Pbllippine  Islands  and  to  provide  a  more  autonomons 
government  for  those  islands."  approved  August  29,  1916,  the  Philippine 
Lrglslnture  is  hereby  authorlied  to  provide  for  a  general  election  of 
delegates  to  a  constitutional  convention,  which  shall  prepare  and 
formulate  a  constitution  for  an  independent  npnbllran  government  for 
tbe  Philippine  Islands,  and  upon  the  ratification  and  promulgation  of 
said  constitution  and  the  election  of  the  oflScers  therein  provided  for. 
and  ns  soon  as  the  government  provided  for  under  said  constitution  is 
organized  and  ready  to  function,  tbe  President  of  the  United  States 
■hall  recognize  and  proclaim  the  independence  of  the  Philippine  govern- 
ment under  said  constitution  and  shall  notify  the  governments  with 
which  the  United  States  is  In  diplomatic  correspondence  thereof,  and 
■hall  invite  said  governments  to  recognise  the  independence  of  the 
Philippine  Islands,  and  the  President  is  directed  to  withdraw  the  mili- 
tary forces  of  tbe  United  States  from  said  islands  within  six  montha 
after  8.Tid  proclamation  recognising  the  independence  of  said  Philippine 
government. 

The  debts  and  lialdlltles  of  tbe  Philippine  government.  Its  provinces 
and  municipalities  and  Inetrumontalities,  which  shall  be  valid  and  8ub- 
■Isting  at  the  time  of  the  approval  of  the  proposed  constitution  shall 
be  assumtxl  by  the  government  established  thereunder. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  take  any  time 
of  the  Senate  to  di!«uss  this  amendment,  since  the  Senate  is 
ready  to  vote.  I  just  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
we  are  to  have  a  vote  on  a  matter  which  a  few  hours  ago  we 
were  told  would  delay  us  for  days  or  weeks,  and  perhaps  destroy 
the  tariff  bill.    I  am  delighted  we  are  to  have  a  vote. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  yeas  and  nays  having 
been  ordered,  the  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr,  CARAWAY  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  junior  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  ShoktbidoeJ  on 
this  question.  I  have  been  unable  to  get  a  transfer  of  my  pair 
with  that  Senator,  and  therefore  withhold  my  vote.  If  per- 
mitied  to  vote,  I  would  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  HARRISON  (when  his  name  was  culled).  On  this  vote 
I  have  a  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
OiLLBTT],  who  is  absent.  If  permitted  to  vote,  I  would  vote 
**  yea." 

Mr.  JONES  (when  his  name  was  called).  The  senior  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swa.nbojc]  U  necessarily  alMsent  for  the 
rest  of  tbe  afterncxju.  I  promhted  ti>  take  care  of  him  during 
bis  abttence.  and  therefore  withhold  my  vote  on  this  question. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  nam*'  was  caillwl).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  Junior  SenaU^r  from  Ohio  (Mr.  IU:bton],  I  have  not 
been  able  to  get  a  transfer  of  my  pair,  and  therefore  withhold 
my  vote.    If  I  were  at  liberty  to  vote,  I  would  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  TYDINGS  (when  his  name  was  calletl).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
MrrcAUrl,  who  is  ab^ent.  I  do  not  know  how  he  would  vote 
If  present,  and  therefore  I  withhold  my  vote.  If  permitted  to 
▼ote,  I  would  vote  "  yea," 

The  roll  call  having  been  a>ncluded,  the  result  was  an- 
nounced—yeas 3C.  nays  45,  as  follows : 

YEAfr— 36 

Asnni-»t 
Barkley 
Black 


Glass 

Ijl  Follette 

Pine 

TboBiAs.  Okla. 

Harris 

McKellar 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Trammell 

Hawes 

Mc.M  aster 

Sbeppard 
Smith 

Wagner 
Walsh.  Maf<s. 

Havden 

Norris 

Heilln 

N.ve 

Steck 

Walsh.  Mont 

King 

Overman 

Stephens 

Wheeler 

NAYS— 45 

Allen 

Glenn 

McNary 

Smoot 

Hinpham 

Gotr 

Moses 

Steiwer 

Borah 

Goidsbo  rough 

Norbeck 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Brousaard 

Gould 

Oddie 

Townsend 

Capper 

Gietne 

Patterson 

VandentMjrg 

Cop«'land 

Hatfield 

Phipps 

Walcott 

Courens 

Hebert 

Pltiman 

Warren 

Cutting 

Howell 

RausdeU 

Waterman 

Dale 

Johnson 

Reed 

Watson 

Deneen 

Kean 

Knblnson,  Ind. 

Kdgc 

Kendrick 

Sackett 

Feas 

Keyea 

Scball 

NOT 

VOTING— 14 

Burton 

Hale 

Metcalf 

Swansoo 

Caraway 

Harrison 

Shipetead 

Tydings 

Frailer 

Hastings 

ShortridKe 

aillett 

Jones 

Simmons 

Blaine 

Brock 

Pill 

Blfawe 

Brookbart 

Fletcher 

Brattoa 

Conaslly 

George 

So  Mr.  Kino's  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  give  notice  to  the 
Senate  that  beginning  next  Monday  I  shall  ask  the  Senate  to 
remain  in  session  at  night. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    How  late? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  can  not  say.  I  would  not  want  to  be  un« 
rea.sonable  a&  to  the  time. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  May  I  a.sk  if  the  Senator  wants  to  bring  us 
together  at  11  o'clock  in  the  morning  and  kwp  us  In  session 
until  late  at  night? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  asked  me  that  question  a  moment 
ago  when  I  discussed  with  him  the  question  of  having  night 
se.<?sions^ 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  wordd  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  a  question. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Let  the  Senator  answer  my  question  first 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  have  the  sessions  be- 
gin at  12  o'clock  noon  if  we  can  continue  in  session  until  10 
o'clock  at  night.     I  want  to  begin  next  week. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  was  going  to  ask  the  Senator 
why  we  can  not  agree  to  meet  at  10  o'clock  In  the  morning  and 
run  until  5.30? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     We  are  making  no  headway  with  the  bill. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  If  we  started  in  at  10  o'clock,  aa  I  suggested, 
we  would  make  headway. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  Is  only  one  hour  earlier  than  the  time  of 
meeting  now. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  we  are  making  headway. 
The  Senator  from  Louisiana  \s  on  his  feet  to  offer  his  modified 
amendment,  on  which  we  can  vote  now. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  We  have  made  most  remarkable  headway 
this  afternoon. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  simply  give  the  notice. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe 
the  Senator  from  Utah  is  Justified,  without  connultation,  as  I 
understand  it,  with  anyone,  in  announcing  a  program  which,  in 
the  ordinary  procedure  of  the  Senate,  Is  based  upon  obstructive 
tactics  in  the  Senate.  There  is  not  the  slightest  diapobltiou  on 
this  side  of  the  Chamber,  and  there  hag  not  been,  to  obstruct  the 
final  disiK>sition  of  the  tariff  bill  and  of  all  matters  which  may 
be  brought  forward.  As  a  conclusive  illustration  of  that  fact 
we  have  just  taken  a  vote  on  an  amendment  which  did  not,  us 
every  Senator  here  knows,  poll  its  full  strength  for  the  simple 
reason  that  some  Senators  felt  this  to  be  an  inopportune  time 
to  (ry  to  settle  the  quexlion  of  Pliilippine  indei)endence.  Ordi- 
narily discussion  of  an  amendment  of  tliat  character  would  take 
several  days. 

Let  me  say,  by  way  of  parenthesia,  that,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerneil.  I  do  not  want  the  vote  of  the  King  amendment,  jost 
taken,  to  be  construed  by  anyone  who  has  comprehension  of 
the  problem  with  which  we  are  attempting  to  deal  as  a  final 
and  conclusive  announeempnt  of  the  Henale's  position  on  the 
sul)J«»ct  of  Philippine  indeiiemlence.  The  qut'stion  has  not  had 
a  fair  triaL  It  is  entltie<i  t(»  independent  consideration,  sepa- 
rate and  apart  from  rates  or  tariff  Mils.  It  is  a  problc>m  which 
involves  considerations  of  far-reaching  consequence  with  respect 
to  history  and  to  the  future, 

lA>t  no  one  imagine  that  a  yote  taken  on  an  amendmetit  of 
this  Importance,  after  two  hours'  d«4»ate.  Is  a  conrlnsion  of  the 
issue.  The  issue  will  be  brought  forward  in  the  regular  s<>t«Hion, 
and  in  all  probability  a  different  conclusion  from  that  exfiresMd 
by  the  Senate  just  a  few  moments  ago  will  be  reached. 

Ortainly  there  Is  no  jtistlflcation  now  for  announcing  the 
policy  of  night  sessions  In  the  Senate.  We  agreed  to  meet  st 
11  o'clock.  We  have  remained  in  seHsion  every  day  until  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  in  charge  of  the  {lending  bill,  has  moved  a 
recess.    There  has  been  only  one  adjournment  during  the  last 
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30  days.  The  Senator  knows  that  if  we  proceed  In  an  orderly 
manner  a  conclusion  touching  the  pending  bill  will  be  reached 
within  a  reasonable  length  of  time.  _,  u 

In  view  of  the  notice  given  by  the  Senator  from  Utah,  with- 
out consultation,  so  far  as  I  am  informed,  with  any  Senator, 
without  the  acquiescence  or  approval  of  a  single  Member  of  the 
Senate,  either  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  or  on  this  side, 
no  far  as  my  knowledge  goes,  I  give  notice  that  the  Senate 
always,  unless  It  otherwl.««e  commits  itself  by  unanimous-consent 
agiecment,  can  control  its  own  time. 

A  majority  of  the  Senate  can  adjourn  or  recess  when  it  has  the 
dinp<»*ltion  to  do  sa  What  does  the  Senator  from  Utah  think 
he  accimipllshes  in  the  face  of  the  proceedings  this  afternoon 
by  serving  this  notice  that  he  is  going  to  ask  the  Senate  to 
meet  at  11  or  12  o'clock  and  remain  in  session  until  10  o'clock 
at  night?  Is  he  Inviting  obstreperou."*  tactics  that  have  not 
heretofore  been  indulged  in?  Is  it  his  <lesire  to  bring  about 
a  condition  in  the  Senate  that  no  one  else  has  anticipated  and 
lash  those  who  are  contributing  In  every  po.ssible  way,  myself 
among  the  number,  to  a  fair  consideration  of  the  issues  involved 
In  this  bill  Into  a  state  of  mind  where  we  can  not  retain  our 
self-respect  and  go  along  with  him? 

Mr.  BORAH  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BORAH.  If  the  Senator  is  gcrfng  to  withdraw  his  notice 
I  will  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  simply  gave  notice,  but  It  is  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  Senate  whether  they  desire  to  carry  out  my  sug- 
gestion or  not.  I  have  not  charged  any  delay.  I  spoke  to  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmoss]  about  it,  and  the 
Senator  suggested  that  we  meet  at  12  o'clock  Instead  of  11.  It 
Is  true  that  the  Senator  was  not  in  the  Chamber 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  said  that  I  was  going  to 
oppose  any  night  seflai(»ns. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  that  Is  true.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
if  the  Senate  does  not  want  to  meet  at  night  I  am  perfectly 
willing  that  we  shall  not  do  so,  and  I  now  withdraw  even  the 
statement  that  I  made.  I  did  not  make  the  request.  I  merely 
gave  notice  that  that  Is  what  I  would  ask  the  Senate  to  do. 

I  will  let  the  matter  drift  on,  and  if  the  Senate  wants  to  meet 
as  we  have  l>een  doing,  quite  well  and  good.  I  only  had  in 
mind  hastening  the  consideration  of  the  bUl.  Of  course,  it  has 
taken  a  long  time  to  determine  the  few  questions  we  have  al- 
ready decided.  I  think  if  we  are  going  to  get  through  with  the 
bill  we  ought  to  take  more  time  each  day  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments and  the  bill  Its^f . 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  first,  I  desire  to  say  that  the 
rote  upon  the  amendment  which  was  just  taken  ought  not  to  be 
interpreted  as  the  view  of  this  ho6j  upon  that  question.  For 
myself  it  <mly  represented  the  fact  that  I  did  not  tlilnk  this  was 
an  appropriate  time  to  di^fose  of  it. 

Secondly,  I  do  not  want  to  see  the  question  of  night  sessions 
pressed.  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  the  subject  with  which  we 
are  dealing  or  to  the  Members  of  the  body  to  ask  them  to  stay 
here  from  11  o'clock  in  the  morning  until  10  o'clock  at  night 
We  have  dispoeed  of  a  good  many  Imprtrtant  queMoos  during 
the  time  we  have  been  in  session  in  the  last  few  weeks,  and 
there  has  been  not  the  slightest  indication  upon  the  part  of 
anyone  merely  to  coosame  time.  We  have  all  the  time  between 
DOW  and  December,  and  if  necessary  we  hare  some  more  time. 
So  long  as  we  are  deaUng  with  the  matter  ia  food  faith  and 
sincerely  trying  to  arrive  at  the  right  condnsiao  there  ought 
not  to  be  any  ^ort  to  press  as  and  through  dareas,  as  it  were, 
to  compel  OS  to  act  wlthont  proper  cooslderatloo  of  the  subject 
with  which  we  are  dealiuf.  _,  ^ 

I  am  not  gtrlaf  aay  notice,  but  I  do  not  think  tliei*  wHI  be 
any  night  sessions  for  a  long,  long  ttma 

Mr.  HIMMON8.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tlie  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 
loathe  SsMitor  from  North  CaroUna? 

Mr.  BORAH.    I  yiekL 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  what  trans- 
pired here  to-day  shows  that  Senators  on  both  sides  of  the 
Chamber  are  exceedingly  anxious  to  confine  themselyes  to  the 
conskleration  <rf  the  bill  and  to  expedite  the  legislation  as  modi 
as  practicable  and  possible? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  hope  that  we  are  going  to  get  the  bill  in  snch 
shape  that  I  shall  be  very  anxious  to  see  it  l>ecome  a  law. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  reafllrm  one  sUte- 
ment  made  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Rohkson]  in 
reference  to  the  ameodment  of  the  8«iator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Kino]  upon  whMi  we  just  voted.  I  think  it  quite  unfortunate 
that  a  proposal  of  such  extnuxdlnary  Importance  came  to  us 
In  the  fashion  that  it  did.  I  do  not,  of  course,  crltlciae  Its 
author  nor  its  presentation  at  this  time,  but  I  think  it  unfor- 
tunate that  it  will  go  out  aa  the  view  or  the  sentlnacnt  of  Uie 
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f  enate  or  that  the  vote  represents  an  opposition  to  Independence 
fi  f  the  Philippines.  I  do  not  want  to  be  put  in  any  such  position. 
I  am  not  prepared  to-day  to  vote  on  so  momentous  a  question 
after  so  brief  a  period  and  such  limited  consideration,  and 
although  I  voted  in  the  negative  uik)u  the  amendment  I  do  not 
vrish  it  to  be  interpreted  as  one  individual  sentiment  which 
X  Itimately  may  be  expres-sed  upon  this  question. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  of  course  I  do  not  find  fault  with 
t  le  Senator  from  California  or  with  any  Senator  who  felt  con- 
a  rrained  to  vote  against  the  amendment  which  I  offered.  The 
smendment  pre*>ented  by  the  Senator  from  LouLsiana  [Mr. 
Kroussam)]  sought  to  impose  taxes  upon  the  Filipinos  with- 
out their  c<Misent.  It  announced  a  policy  and  a  doctrine  which 
i  regarded  as  hostile  to  our  traditions  as  well  as  to  constitu- 
tional government  Confronted  with  the  alternative  of  this 
iisue  being  decided,  perhaps,  against  what  I  believed  to  be 
light,  I  thought  that  we  should  be  admonished  of  the  unwisdom 
i  nd  the  danger  involved  in  supporting  the  Senator's  amend- 
I  lent  and  so  offered  an  amendment  calling  for  the  independence 
<  f  the  Philippines. 

The  question  seems  to  be.  Shall  we  treat  the  Filipinos  as  a 
conquered  race — outside  the  Constitution  and  its  safeguards 
i  ud  i»rotection — or  shall  we  give  to  them  what  they  desire  and 
jire  entitled  to — political  Independence? 

The  S«iator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swanson]  said  in  effect  that 
ttie  Issue  was  much  the  same  as  that  arising  out  of  the  at- 
tempt of  Gi^eat  Britain  to  deny  to  the  Auiw-lcan  Colonies  the 
1  ights  of  British  citizens,  and  to  tax  them  without  their  consent. 
In  the  face  of  the  proposition  to  tax  the  Filipinos  and  treat 
»em  as  a  colonial  possession,  I  believe  tliat  it  was  opportune, 
Just  and  proper  to  raise  the  b«me  and  to  challenge  the  attention 
<if  the  Senate  and  the  country   to  the  fact  that  here  was  a 
naked,  bald,  ugly  i>ropo8ltion  to  treat  the  Filipinos  as  a  subject 
lace  which  could  be  governed  and  taxed  as  Congress  willed, 
1  egardless  of  their  interests  or  desires.    Therefore  I  offered  the 
( imendment,  which  in  various  forms  has  been  l)efore  the  Senate 
or  many  years.     I  think  the  discu-ssion  resulting  from  offering 
he  ammdment  has  served  a  useful  and  highly  beneficial  pur- 
ose.    It  has  challenged  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact 
hat  here  Is  an  issue  which  must  be  met     For  eight  or  nine 
ears  efforts  have  l»een  made  to  get  It  before  the  Senate,  but 
hose  of  us  who  have  so  struggled  have  been  blocked  by  forces 
tnd  influences  which  have  successfully  prevented  a  vote  in  the 
ieatite. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
io  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 
Mr.  KINO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     The  Senator  might  also  say 
hat  the  vote,  in  view  of  the  explanations  which  have  already 
followed  it  indicates  that  a  majority  of  the  Senate  Is  In  favor 
i>f  Philippine  Independence. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  think  so,  Mr.  President.  The  discussion  and 
itatements  of  Senators  since  the  vote  have  Indicated  that  an 
ssue  Is  before  us  which  will  be  decided  in  the  near  future 
'avorably  to  the  cause  of  freedom.  My  friend  from  Califomia 
Aid  that  the  question  has  not  been  considered.  I  think  he  is 
error — If  he  means  that  the  principle  involved  is  new— or 
been  but  recently  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
r  the  country.  The  question  of  Philippine  Independence  has 
before  the  House  committee  and  before  the  Senate  Com- 
ittee  on  Tmitorles  and  Insular  Affairs  over  and  over  again, 
[earings  have  been  bad.  Scores  of  witnesses  hare  been  exam- 
ned.    Bepreeentatives  of  the  Government  have  testified. 

It  has  been  an  Issue  and  has  been  prettented  to  Congress  for 
learly  or  quite  30  years.  The  discussion  to-day  has  been  pro- 
iuctive  of  good.  It  has  awakened  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that 
his  Important  question  must  be  determined ;  that  the  Filipinos, 
IS  w^l  as  the  American  peojrfe,  are  entitled  to  know  what  the 
liture  policy  of  our  Government  Is  to  l)e;  whether  the  I'hIIlp- 
rine  Islands  are  to  be  free  or  are  to  be  held  for  an  Indefinite 
lerlod  as  "  an  appurtenance  **  to  or  a  colonial  possesion  of  this 
iepubllc.  We  now  have  the  assurance  of  the  chairman  of  the 
mmmittee  that  the  matter  will  be  brought  to  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  at  the  coming  session  of  Congress  for  determination. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President  now  that  the  amendment 
o  my  amendment  has  been  defeated  It  leaves  my  amendment  In 
luch  a  situation  that  I  can  withdraw  it.  I  wish  to  withdraw 
he  pending  amendment  for  the  purpose  of  dividing  the  question. 
[  shall  offer  subsequently  an  amendment  dealing  with  tariff 
■ates  against  the  Philippines,  but  at  this  time  I  offer  the  amend- 
ment which  was  read  awhile  ago  and  which,  for  the  InfMina- 
jon  of  the  Senate.  I  ask  the  clerk  to  read  at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  read  the  amendment 
!or  the  Informatlmi  of  the  Senate. 


The  Ljooislativb  Clebx.  On  page  283,  after  line  3,  insert  the 
following : 

That  the  rresldent  of  the  United  States  is  requested  to  Invite  such 
governments  ns  he  may  deem  advisable  to  send  representatives  to  a 
conference  to  consider  an  agreement  to  respect  the  Independence  and 
territorial  integrity  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  Such  agreement  rfiall  be 
reported  to  the  respective  governments  for  their  approval 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana  with- 
draws his  previous  amendment  and  offers  the  amendment  Just 
reported. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  In  order  that  there  may  not 
be  any  misunderstanding  about  the  vote  just  had,  and  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  a  number  of  Senators  voted  with  me  against 
the  amendment  of  the  Swiator  from  Utah  although  they  believe 
In  Philippine  Independence,  but  voted  against  the  amendment 
because  tliey  did  not  believe  It  belonged  In  the  tariff  bill  and 
because  they  did  not  believe  that  It  should  be  considered  at 
this  time  and  becau.se  they  l)elieved  that  the  matter  would  be 
considered  at  the  next  session  of  Congress,  I  desire  to  say 
that  although  the  offer  I  made  was  conditioned  upon  the  motion 
being  withdrawn,  nevertheless,  as  early  as  possible  In  the  next 
session  of  Congress,  which  will  be  the  rejnilar  ses-^ion  in 
December,  hearings  will  be  held  on  the  question  of  iniiliK)!!!^ 
independence  and  the  joint  resolution  will  be  reported  from  the 
committee  with  the  hope  that  the  Senate  may  take  action  on  It 
Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  it  seems  to  me  that  we  ought 
not  to  be  inviting  nations  to  consider  this  proposition  until  we 
determine  upon  our  own  policy.  We  are  inviting  them  to  ex- 
pect Independence  of  the  Philippines,  but  we  have  not  de- 
terminetl  yet  that  we  are  going  to  give  the  Philippines  indo- 
Iiendence.  It  occurs  to  me  that  we  ought  not  to  invite  other 
nations  to  consider  a  policy  which  we  have  not  yet  determined. 
Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President  I  am  very  much  lutereste<l  in 
the  discussion  of  the  reasons  why  the  amendment  contemplat- 
ing Philippine  Independence  was  voted  down.  Of  course,  I  have 
no  criticism  of  ani'  Senator  for  any  reason  he  gives.  If  we 
have  succeeded  in  making  such  an  impression  upon  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs  that 
we  are  now  assured  the  matter  will  come  before  us  at  a  time 
that  Senators  think  Is  proper,  we  have  Indeed  made  some 
headway. 

For  my  part  It  seems  to  me  that  the  question  Is  a  highly 
proper  one  in  the  i>endlng  bill.  I  repeat  what  I  said  earlier 
In  the  day,  that  there  is  no  def«ise,  in  my  judgment,  for  enact- 
ing tariff  legislation  which  will  protect  the  industries  which  do 
not  compete  with  the  Philippine  Industries,  and  leaving  the 
Industries  which  do  compete  with  them  without  any  tariff  pro- 
tection practically  at  all. 

The  Senat«»r  from   Idaho    [Mr.  Bo&ah]   suggested  that  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana    [Mr.   BboussabdJ 
which  is  now  offered  is  not  appropriate.     Well,  iMrobably  not 
But  if  I  can  not  have  independence  for  the  Philippines,  then 
I  am  going  to  vote  for  something  that  looks  toward  in<lopeni1- 
ence.    I  think  the  principle  is  so  vital,  I  think  It  is  so  Important 
to  the  future  of  the  Filipino  people  as  well  as  to  the  future  of 
the  American  people,  that  we  can  not  afford  to  vote  agalPfet 
anything  which  looks  toward  giving  freedom  to  the  Philippines. 
If  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from   Utah    [Mr.   KingI 
had  been  adopted  I  should  still  have  believed  that  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  as  now  offered  should  be 
adopte<l,  because  the  principal  objection  which  has  been  made 
against  Philippine  independefice  has  been  that  once  the  Flll- 
plnfw   were   free   they   would   be   the   prey   of   any   designhig 
country  which   might  desire  to  selxe  them.     His  amendment 
looks  to  a»i  agreement  which  would  protect  that  Independence. 
I  regret  that  we  did  not  adopt  the  amendment  providing  for 
Independence  and  then  adopt  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  also.    Then  we  would  have  been  in  a  position 
to  My  to  (he  producing  masses  of  the  country  which  produce 
the  products  that  are  being  competed  with  by  the  products  of 
the  Philippine  Islands,  "  We  have  not  only  protected  the  manu- 
facturing industries  of  the  country  by  an  extremely  high  tariff 
wall  but  we  have  protected  you  from  the  greatest  possible  ccmu- 
petitlon  in  the  fonu  of  Philippine  products." 

I  shall  not  take  the  time  to  enlarge  upon  this  discussion  at 
this  time.  My  vote  in  behalf  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  Is  given  simply  because  I  can  not  get  the  other 
amendment  aim,  which  I  think  Is  donWy  Important  to  the 
future  of  the  country. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  first  I  want  to  suggefct  that 
the  real  question  at  Issue,  as  I  understood  the  situation  when 
we  were  vtHlng  on  the  annendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah, 
as  a  substitute  for  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana, was  whether  we  preferred  the  substitute  offered  by  the 


Senator  from  Utah  or  the  am«idment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

I  think  Senators  have  misconceived  the  real  question  upon 
whirfi  we  voted.  The  vote  shows  that  the  Senate  prefers  the 
am<>ndment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  to  the  substitute 
offere<l  by  the  Senator  from  Utah ;  I  think  as  a  parliamentary 
proposition  that  can  not  be  disputed :  but  It  Is  quite  evident 
that  some  Senators  were  voting  against  the  amendment  al- 
though they  were  In  favor  of  the  independence  of  the  Philip- 
pines, because  they  thought  the  question  should  be  acted  on  In 
a  more  regular  way. 

I  think,  as  I  previously  stated  this  afternoon,  a  great  deal 
can  be  said  in  support  of  that  position.  When  we  had  an  offer, 
practically  a  gentleman's  agieement  that  the  Philippine  ques- 
tion would  be  taken  up  and  decideil  in  the  regular  session, 
which  is  soon  to  commence,  It  seemed  to  me  that  was  a  propo- 
sition that  all  of  us  who  favored  Philippine  Independence  ought 
to  be  willing  to  accept 

Some  of  the  Senators,  however,  did  not  want  to  accept  that 
and  crowded  the  question  to  a  vote,  with  the  result  that  there 
will  be  perliap8_a  misconception  in  the  country  us  to  the  real 
meaning  of  the  rcrfl  call  that  has  just  been  taken.  Some  will 
say — and  taking  a  technical  view  will  be  justified  In  saying — 
that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  preferretl  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  which  provided  for  the  imp<»sl- 
tion  of  a  tariff  upon  the  products  of  the  Philippine  Islands, 
over  and  above  the  proposition  of  giving  the  Philippines  rheir 
independence. 

Mr.  President  upon  the  new  amendment  which  Is  now  pend- 
ing, which  has  been  offered  by  the  Senator  frcnn  Louisiana,  I 
want  the  careful  consideration  now  of  those  who,  like  me,  believe 
that  we  should  grant  Indei>endence  to  the  Philippine  Islands. 
Let  us  consider  It  from  our  viewpoint  for  Just  a  moment.  Can 
we  afford  to  vote  for  this  amendment,  which,  I  concede,  has  l>eeu 
offered  in  good  faith?  Suppose  It  becomes  a  law,  then  shall  we 
be  in  the  position  in  the  next  Congress  to  go  ahead  and  advocate 
a  declaration  that  will  give  independence  to  the  PhiliiM>iue 
Iieople?  Will  It  not  then  be  said  that  the  question  Is  now  under 
consideration  by  our  Government  and  several  foreign  govern- 
ments as  to  whether  this  ought  to  be  done,  and  will  we  not  be 
guilty  of  a  discourtesy  diplomatically  to  other  friendly  nations 
if  while  we  are  negotiating  with  them  to  get  them  to  agree  with 
us  to  respect  Phillpi)lne  Independence  we  shall  go  ahead,  without 
regard  to  the  decision  which  those  nations  may  reac^,  and  grant 
such  lndei)endence?  So  I  say  I  fear  that  If  the  amendment 
shall  go  Into  tl>e  bill  and  become  a  law  we  are  going  to  be  con- 
fronted in  the  next  Congress  with  that  situation,  which  may  be 
used  as  an  argument  against  action  by  the  Senate  at  that  time. 
Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  will  tlie  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KING.  Does  not  the  Senator  believe  that  If  Congress 
diould  request  the  President  to  call  a  conference  for  the  pur- 
pose at  n^otiating  a  treaty  for  the  protection  of  the  territorial 
Integrity  and  political  independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands, 
and  the  President  should  act  pursuant  to  that  request  and  begin 
negotiations  with  the  i^owers  of  the  Pacific  looking  to  that  end, 
when  we  came  to  consider  the  question  In  December  or  January 
next  the  very  fact  that  we  bad  authorisse<I  the  President  to 
undertake  snch  negotiations  would  be  a  compelling  argument  In 
favor  of  C<mgresH  carrying  Into  effect  what  this  amendment 
Implies  that  we  will  carry  into  effect,  namely,  the  granting  of 
independence  to  the  Philippine  Islands? 

I  think  if  we  should  adopt  this  amen^lment  It  would  be  a 
pledge,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  that  tliey  favored  the  independence  of  the  Philippine 
Islands,  and  that  they  had  authorized  the  Chief  Executive  to 
negotiate  with  other  nations,  so  that  when  the  islands  had  their 
independence  those  other  nations  would  not  look  with  greedy 
eyes  upon  them,  but  would  respect  their  territorial  integrity  and 
political  independence. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  in  my  Judgment  the  exact 
opposite  Is  trtie.  If  the  negotiations  were  completed  and  the 
other  nations  had  reached  an  agreement  and  report  had  been 
made  to  us,  then  what  the  Senator  from  Utah  says  would  be 
true ;  but  In  all  human  probability  such  will  not  be  the  case. 

Suppose  we  agree  to  this  amendment  to-day,  that  it  goes  into 
the  bill  and  becomes  law,  and  suppose  that  next  December  or 
next  January,  at  the  very  time  when  we  have  the  question  of 
Philippine  independence  before  us.  Great  Britain,  Japan, 
France,  and  perhaps  other  nations  whom  the  President  sees  fit 
to  invite  to  the  conference  are  engaging  In  considering  the  sub- 
ject    Let  us  say  a  meeting  has  been  called  for  a  month  in 
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advance  of  the  time  they  are  going  to  n^otiate.  Such  confer- 
enc«»  move  slowly ;  they  are  conducted  with  great  deliberation ; 
probably  after  negotiations  are  commenced  a  year  will  elapse 
before  final  action  is  taken  by  tbe  nations. 

In  those  circumstances  let  us  present  a  question  to  ourselves. 
If  we  adopt  an  amendment  to  the  pending  bill  authorizing  the 
President  to  negotiate  about  the  freedom  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  with  the  leading  natlMis  of  the  world,  and  that  negotia- 
tion Is  going  on — It  has  not  been  consummated,  perhaps  some  of 
the  nations  will  object  to  it ;  perhaps  they  will  have  nothing  to 
do  with  It,  at  least  it  will  be  undetermined— when  we  are  trying 
to  pass  on  the  question  of  independence  will  it  not  be  said  that 
proper  respect  to  those  nations  should  cause  us  to  wait  and  see 
what  they  suy?  Whether  we  follow  their  adrice  or  not  is  a 
different  thing.  We  have  asked  them  for  their  advice ;  we  have 
asked  them  for  their  cooperation,  but  before  they  have  a  chance 
to  answer  our  request  y/e  start  out  independently  and  declare 
the  Independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  I  concede  we  liave 
a  technk«l  right  in  a  legal  sense  to  make  that  declaration;  no 
other  nation  except  ours  is  involved ;  and  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned I  want  to  give  the  Philippines  their  independence  regard- 
less of  what  the  other  nations  of  the  world  may  think  about  it 

I  want  to  giTe  Independence  to  them  without  any  strings  or 
conditions  attached.  I  want  them  to  be  as  independent  as  we 
were  independent  after  the  fortunes  of  the  Revolutionary  War 
were  decided  in  our  favor.  I  do  not  want  to  couple  Philippine 
independence  with  negotiations  with  foreign  nations  which  will 
certainly  delay  it  and  will  certainly  be  used  as  an  argument 
against  the  action  when  we  undertake  to  glre  independmce  to 
the  Philippines. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  very  much  interested  in  the  argument 
of  the  Senator,  and  I  want  to  inquire  of  him  what  sort  of 
situation  the  adoption  of  this  amendment  will  leave  us  in? 
Docs  it  [Hresupp4>i<e  that  unless  the  other  nations  shall  agree  to 
respect  the  independence  of  the  Philipfrfne  Islands — a  thing 
which  now  does  not  exist — we  will  not  carry  out  the  purpose 
of  granting  that  independence? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  hardly  know. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  representatiTes  of  the  foreign  powers 
do  agree  in  conference  to  respect  something  that  does  not  exist 
and  go  back  home  and  report  to  their  governments  that  they 
have  agreed  solemnly  to  req;)ect  something  that  does  not  exist 
and  then  it  should  turn  out  that  it  will  never  exist  in  the  fu- 
ture, in  what  sort  of  a  situation  would  that  leave  the  treaty, 
if  there  is  to  be  a  treaty,  ratified  by  the  various  governments 
as  well  as  the  United  States?  What  is  the  situatl<ni  in  which 
we  would  find  ourselves  if  that  should  come  about? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  We  wonld  find  ourselves  in  a  difficult  situa- 
tion, an  embarrassing  sitnatlon  ;  and  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, with  his  usual  wisdom  and  foresight,  has  pointed  out  the 
thing  that  would  probably  happen  if  we  took  this  step.  Would 
It  not  be  an  insult  to  ask  any  dvilixed  nation  in  the  world. 
"  Will  you  re«ipect  the  independence  of  the  Philipi^ne  Islands 
if  we  surrender  our  sovereignty  over  them?"  Would  they  not 
say,  "  Of  course  we  will  respect  It "? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  wish  to  point  oat  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  with  the  permission  of  the  Senator  from 
Net>raska  who  has  the  floor,  that  the  last  sentence  in  this  amend- 
ment, in  my  Judgment,  strongly  supports  the  suggestion  that  the 
moral  effect  of  the  adoption  of  this  amendment  If  it  shall  be 
adopted  will  be  to  postpone  consideration  of  tbe  question  of 
Pliillppine  independence  until  after  the  conference  suggested 
by  the  amendment  simll  have  been  held  and  also  until  after 
such  agreement  as  may  be  entered  into  at  that  conference  or 
negotiated  at  that  conference  shall  ttave  been  reported  to  the 
respective  governments  for  th^r  approval  and  shall  have  been 
approved  by  them.  The  last  sentence,  to  which  I  have  Just  re- 
ferred. Is  this : 

Such  asreement  shall  be  reported  to  tbe  respective  goveminents  ftnr 
tbelr  approval. 

Clearly  that  is  not  an  exinress  declaration  that  tbe  United 
States  will  withhold  action  touching  independence  until  an 
agreement  respecting  neutrality  has  been  entered  into  by  other 
nations,  but  it  is  an  implication  that  independoice  Is  dependent 
upon  the  negotiation  and  ratification  of  such  an  agreement  or 
treaty.  I  do  not  think  that  we  s^ionld  entertain  the  belief  that 
the  next  session  of  the  CXmgress  will  neceasarUj  deal  with  tbe 
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subject  of  Philippine  independence  if  we  should  agree  to  this 
1  mendment.  If  we  agree  to  this  amendment  the  probability  is 
that  such  a  conference  may  be  called,  bat  If  It  shall  be  called  it 
1  aay  not  have  entered  Into  an  agreement  and  that  agreement,  If 
rntered  into,  may  not  have  been  ratified  prior  to  the  adjoum- 
1  aent  of  the  next  session  of  Congress.  The  effect  of  the  amend- 
ment is  to  promote  but  not  to  assure  Philippine  independence. 
Mr.  NORRIS.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  an 
nquiry  there? 

I  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  With  the  permission  of  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska,  who  has  the  floor,  I  will  be  glad  to 
<  o  so. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Suppose  we  adopt  this  amendment  and  the 
(Onference  meets  somewhere  out  in  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  breaks 
up  without  any  agreenieut ;  what  effect  will  that  have  upon 
he  policy  of  the  United  States  with  reference  to  the  Philippine 
slands,  we  having  implied  by  the  adoption  of  the  amendment 
hat  It  is  desirable  at  least  to  secure  an  agreement  in  advance 
fore  we  give  independence  to  the  Philippines? 
Mr.  NORRIS.  The  adoption  of  the  amendment  would  cer- 
Inly  imply  that  we  want  to  get  the  Judgment  and  opinion  of, 
nd  an  agreement  with,  other  nations,  and  yet  it  does  not  defl- 
itely  say  that  If  we  get  such  an  agreement  we  are  going  to 
ant  independence  to  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Is  it  not  clear  that  if  no  agreement  shall  be 
( 'Utered  into  it  may  have  a  very  widespread  effect  upon  the  ques- 
ion  of  whether  or  not  independence  shall  be  granted  to  the 
Philippines? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  think  it  would ;  at  least  it  w<»uld  be  used  as 
in  argument  why  independence  should  not  be  granted. 
Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

PTTUISKI   MEMORIAL 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  it  Is  not  intended 
:o  vote  upon  the  pending  question  to-night  and  we  are  about 
'eady  to  take  a  recess,  but  before  that  is  done  I  desire  to  make 
%  request  for  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
he  R£xx)BD  an  article  written  by  Anthony  F.  Zaleski,  chairman 
>f  the  Pulaski  Memorial  Committee  of  the  State  of  Nebraska, 
entitled  "  Hero  of  Two  Continents."  I  make  the  request  now, 
>ecause  under  a  joint  resolution  ailopted  by  Congress — I  do  not 
lave  a  copy  of  it  befwre  me  now,  although  I  think  the  Senator 
'rom  Indiana  tias  a  copy — a  memorial  commission  lias  been 
ippointed,  and  it  is  intende<i  under  the  authority  of  the  joint 
resolution  of  Congress  to  hold  memorial  services  for  Pulaski, 
the  Polish  hero,  some  time  during  the  present  month,  and  this 
magazine  article  is  at  this  time,  it  seems  to  me,  very  approi)riate. 

There  l>eing  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows : 

HEBO   or    TWO    CONTlJfBXTS 

Tbe  celebrated  Count  Cantmlr  Pnlaski,  better  known  to  us  in  America 
u  Brig.  Oen.  Caaimir  Pulaski  of  Revolutionary  fame,  was  born  in 
Winiary,  Poland,  on  March  4,  1748.  He  was  the  eldest  son  of  Count 
Josepb  Palaaki,  a  venerable  old  man  wbo  belooKed  to  tbe  Polish  nobility. 
The  father  was  tbe  chief  magistrate  of  Warecb  and  was  noted  for  his 
knowledge  of  Jurisprudence. 

Gen.  Caaimir  I>ulaskl  was  educated  for  the  bar  also  and  received  hla 
early  military  training  as  a  youth  in  the  guard  of  Charles,  Duke  of 
Courland.  He  was  In  the  castle  of  Mlttau  when  it  was  besieged  by 
15,000  Banian  soldiers. 

In  order  better  to  appreciate  tbe  spirit  which  animated  General 
Ehilaakl,  tbe  activity  and  seal  in  the  defense  of  Justice  and  human  liberty 
which  prompted  him  to  come  to  a  strange  land,  where  he  was  unknown, 
md  whose  customs  and  language  he  did  not  understand,  to  fight  for 
these  cherished  principle*  it  Is  fitting  for  us  to  refer  to  his  part  in  tbe 
struggle  for  liberty  in  bis  native  country. 

One  of  tbe  foulest  deeds  ever  recorded  in  history  was  the  violent  dis- 
memberment of  Poland  by  her  thn^e  trencberous  neighbors  between  1772 
ind  17&5.  A  nation  then  one-fifth  largvr  than  France  In  area  and  con- 
taining a  population  of  20,000,000  people  was  ruthlessly  torn  asunder. 
Its  people  subjugated  and  political!/  annihilated  under  a  sham  pretext 
>f  preserving  law  and  order  in  that  country.  This  catastrophe  did  not 
[■ome  about  all  at  once,  but  gradually,  through  Interual  diawnsious 
Fumented  by  Poland's  enemies  and  tbeir  interineddllng  in  the  internal 
ifCalrs  of  the  Polish  Government,  which  was  then  a  precocious  democ- 
racy surrounded  by  an  insidious  autocracy.  Poland's  system  of  electing 
dngs  and  her  famous  constitution  of  May  3,  1791,  of  which  Edmund 
Burke  said.  "  It  was  the  most  pure  •  •  *  public  good  which  tias 
•ver  been  conferred  on  mankind,"  were  indications  of  ber  liberal  and 
constructive  government  in  that  period. 

When  Stanislaus  Poniatowski,  the  puppet  of  Catherine  of  Russia,  was 
el*ct«td  t»/  tha  Polish  deputies  under  the  impending  threat  of  the  Russian 


Army,  wIk>  rarroaaded  t»i«  PoNsb  Diet  at  the  time  of  tbe  election,  an«  ' 
he  became  a  mere  tool  In  her  hands  for  the  execution  of  her  wHl  in 
Poland,  such  patriotic  and  galtant  Poles  as  Count  Joseph  Pulaski 
realised  that  it  was  time  to  arouse  tbe  spirit  o«  tbeir  countrymen  and 
to  do  the  only  honorable  thing  that  a  self-respecting  person  could  do 
under  the  circumstances — resort  to  force  to  resist  the  calamity  and 
bnmiliation  at  any  cost.  He  was  then  about  00  years  old,  and  be 
divulged  to  bis  three  sons  a  plan  conceived  by  himself  and  otber  nobles 
of  the  nation  to  forestall  the  enemies  of  bis  country  and  form  an  organi- 
sation to  effect  Its  rescue  from  the  inevitable  fate  that  It  was  heeded 
(or.  Such  an  organisation  was  created  in  the  town  of  Bara,  in  Podolia, 
about  20  miles  froaa  tbe  Turkish  border,  and  was  known  as  tbe  famous 
Confederation  of  the  Bar. 

Suffice  it  to  say  here  that  for  four  years,  under  the  most  trying  con- 
ditions and  the  greatest  adversity,  this  patriotic  organteatlon  fought 
against  overwhelming  odds  to  oust  the  oiemies  of  Poland,  chiefly  the 
Raseians,  from  tbeir  country.  But  all  their  efforts  proved  (ruitleas. 
The  nged  Pulaski  died  in  prison :  one  of  Oen«Til  Pulaski's  brothers  was 
killed  before  his  eyes,  as  he  himself  says,  by  the  enemy ;  the  youngest 
brother  was  takes  into  captivity;  and  many  of  bis  countrymen  were 
doomed  to  misery. 

Oen.  Casimir  Pulaski,  with  whom  we  are  concerned,  was  the  leading 
spirit  of  his  countrymen  In  this  unequal  struggle  to  preserve  his  nation 
intact.  He  fought  bravely,  tenaciously,  with  the  unremitting  seal  of 
a  young  man  then  but  26  years  old.  Heedless  of  bis  own  safety, 
always  leading  bis  men  into  sallies  against  the  enemy,  wbidi  was  much 
more  powerful  than  bis  poorly  equipped  army  and  much  larger  in  slae, 
he  made  repeated  stands  against  tbe  Russians,  especially  at  the  famous 
noonastery  of  Cwstochowa.  saved  it  on  several  occasions  from  prolonged 
sieges,  and  would  probably  have  succeeded  tbe  last  time  had  it  not  been 
for  the  assistance  given  the  Russians  by  Frederick  the  Great  of  Prussia. 
"  Never  was  there  a  warrior,"  says  the  historian  Ruhllerl,  "  who  pos- 
sessed greater  dexterity  in  every  kind  of  service.  Endowed  by  a  pe- 
culiar gift  of  nature,  strengthened  by  exercise,  be  was  always  tJie  first 
to  charge  in  person,  with  an  intrepidity  which  Inspired  bis  followers  to 
lailtate  his  example."  Benjamin  Franklin,  In  Introducing  him  to  Wash- 
ington, writes:  "Count  Pulaski,  who  was  a  general  of  the  confederates 
in  Poland,  and  who  is  to  Join  you.  Is  esteemed  one  of  the  greatest  officers 
iB  Europe." 

Casimir  Pulaski  not  only  lort  his  father  and  brothers  la  this  glorious 
attempt  to  save  Poland  from  the  first  of  ber  IguoTde  partitions,  but  his 
estates  were  eonflscated  and  he  was  proscribed  by  King  Stanislaus  and 
had  to  flee  to  Turkey.  Soon  thereafter  Russia,  Prussia,  and  Austria,  in 
their  seal  for  the  ostensible  good  of  Poland,  agreed  to  help  themselves  to 
large  portions  of  her  territory,  and  had  the  effrontery  to  convene  the 
Polish  Diet  and  under  duress  compel  It  to  sanction  the  beginning  of 
what  Henry  Wharton  called  "the  most  flagrant  violation  of  national 
Justice  and  International  law  which  has  occurred  since  Europe  emerged 
from  barbarism." 

Soon  thereafter.  In  1772,  Count  Casimir  Pulaski  Issued  his  memorable 
manifesto,  in  which  he  said,  in  part : 

"  I  am  not  astonished  that  the  enemies  of  my  country,  resolved  on 
ber  mln,  should  direct  their  shafts  against  those  who  most  firmly  resist 
their  Impetuosity,  and  that  they  should  regnrd  as  such  the  brave  Poles, 
whom  they  have  sacrificed  and  who  are  stUl  repelling  their  most  cruel 
attacks.  •  •  •  My  destiny  was  dear  when,  at  the  age  of  21,  far 
from  yielding  to  the  amuwments  of  youth,  I  regarded  every  moment  as 
lost  which  was  not  employed  In  repelling  the  enemies  of  my  country. 
•  •  •  I  have  endeavored  to  mark  my  course  by  an  invincible  forti- 
tude. Neither  the  l>lood  of  one  of  my  brothers,  which  was  shed  by  the 
enemy  before  my  eyes,  nor  the  cruel  servitude  of  another,  nor  the  sad 
fate  of  BO  many  of  my  relations  and  compatriots  has  shaken  my  patriot- 
ism. •  •  •  I  believe  I  have  proved,  by  four  years'  service,  that  I 
have  not  been  Influenced  by  Interest  or  a  false  point  of  honor.  •  •  • 
I  declare  before  God,  before  the  Republic  of  Poland,  and  before  all  the 
powers  of  Europe  tliat  my  heart  is  an  otter  stranger  to  crime.  It  has 
never  entered  my  Imagination  to  attempt  the  life  of  any  person  to  whom 
has  been  assigned,  in  any  manner  whatsoever,  the  government  of  the 
nation  or  to  avenge  the  wrongs  of  my  country  In  any  other  way  than 
tlwit  of  open  war." 

Perhaps  no  better  Insight  Into  the  sturdy  character  of  the  illnstrloTis 
Pulaski,  known  and  revered  In  both  Europe  and  America,  could  be  given 
than  the  alwve  excerpt  from  his  manifesto.  We  are  not  surprised  to 
hear  a  man  of  his  lofty  type  later  on.  In  August  of  1779,  state  to  the 
Continental  Congress  :  '*  I  could  not  submit  to  stoop  before  the  sovereigns 
of  Europe,  so  I  came  to  hazard  all  for  the  freedom  of  America  and  am 
desirous  of  passing  the  rest  of  my  life  In  a  country  truly  free  and  of 
settling  as  a  dtlxen  to  flght  for  liberty." 

From  Turkey  Pulaski  wended  his  way  to  Paris.  "Across  the  Atlantic," 
says  Henry  Williams,  Esq..  on  the  laying  of  the  comer  stone  of  the  mono- 
mpnt  to  his  memory  at  Savannah  on  October  11.  1853,  **  came  to  him 
the  tidings  that  the  people  of  another  hemisphere  had  bid  defiance  to 
oppression  and  were  arming  for  the  struggle.  The  sound  stirred  the 
heart  of  Pulaski  like  the  voice  of  a  battle  trumpet.  It  was  a  struggle 
for  liberty.  It  was  his  cause,  whoever  the  people  and  wherever  the  scene 
of  conflict.     Pate  forbade  him  to  achieve  the  Independence  of  his  own 


country,  and  true  to  the  noble  impulses  of  hla  soul  h«  came  to  aid  la 
establishing  that  of  America." 

**  He  saw,"  says  Jared  Sparks,  In  his  American  Biography,  "  a  new 
field  opened  for  vlndlcatiDg  with  his  sword  tbe  same  principles,  tbe  same 
rights  of  mankind,  the  same  unchangeable  laws  of  Justice  as  those  for 
which  be  bad  wielded  it  with  so  much  courage  and  slngieneas  of  pnrpoae 
in  his  own  country." 

Benjamin  rraaklln,  writing  from  Paris  to  Oeneral  Washington  on 
May  29.  1777.  says:  "Count  Pulaski,  of  Poland,  an  officer  famous 
throughout  Europe  for  his  bravery  and -conduct  in  defense  of  the  liberties 
of  his  country  against  the  three  great  Invading  powers  of  Rtisala, 
Austria,  and  Proasia,  will  have  the  honor  of  delivering  this  into  your 
exoellency's  banda." 

We  can  readily  see  and  understand  why  men  like  General  Pulaski  and 
his  famous  countrjrman,  General  Kosdusxko,  who  also  covered  himself 
with  undying  glory  in  the  Revolutionary  War,  were  not  soldiers  of 
fortune  nor  waifs  thrown  to  the  stirface  of  troubled  waters  by  tbe  lov« 
of  adventure  and  quest  of  money  or  emoltiment,  no  matter  what  tlio 
cause  might  be  that  they  were  fighting  for.  These  men  fought  long  and 
hard  to  establish' the  principles  of  Uberty  and  Justice  on  their  own  sdll ; 
they  were  intboed  with  this  spirit  in  tbeir  own  cause,  for  their  own 
country,  and  it  was  only  natural  that  when  they  had  given  their  best 
for  these  sacred  ideals  without  success  against  tyrants  and  Intriguing 
despoller*  of  humanity  they  should  hear  the  shot  fired  at  Lexington 
that  was  "  heard  round  tJie  world  "  with  an  eager  ear  and  should  be 
willing  to  come  to  a  foreign  strand,  although  they  neither  understood 
tbe  language  nor  were  familiar  with  the  customs  of  this  strange  peopla 
on  finotber  continent  The  principles  of  human  liberty  and  Justice  are 
essentially  the  same  in  every  clime,  and  they  were  eager  to  resist  a 
mighty  empire  that  was  trying  to  wrest  them  from  a  struggling  people, 
a  people  whose  slogan  was  "  Give  me  liberty  or  give  me  desth." 

Like  bis  famous  compatriot,  General  Kosdussko,  wbo  when  he  ap- 
peared before  Washington  and  was  asked  by  him  what  he  could  do,  an- 
swered in  a  quiet  way,  "  Try  me  and  see."  Pulaski  did  not  wait  for  any 
appointment  from  Congress,  but  on  heartng  tbat  the  enemy  was  attacking 
Washington's  forces,  hastened  to  Join  them  as  a  volunteer. 

On  August  25,  1777,  Pulaski  addressed  a  communication  to  John 
Hancock.  President  of  Congress,  which  is  his  flnt  letter  In  English. 
In  It  he  states: 

"  I  have  Dougbt  It  not  my  Duty  to  stay  here  any  longer.  In  as  much  ' 
as  I   have  hear:  that  his  Exy  Genl.  Wasfalnkton  is  gon  to  meet  the 
Enemy ;  wherefore  I  will  go  to  the  Army,  It  is.    I  can  not  do  much,  but 
Hover  I  will  shew  my  good  will." 

General  Pulaslri  landed  In  America  about  the  middle  of  July,  177T* 
and  after  presenting  his  letters  to  Washington  and  Congress,  waited  for 
Congress  to  take  action.  But  restless  and  eager  to  aid  our  cause  as  he 
was,  he  did  not  wait  for  official  cognisance.  Captain  Bentaloti,  an  able 
officer  who  fought  under  Pnlaski  until  he  died  and  was  wounded  along 
with  Pulaski  at  Savannah,  Ga.,  writes : 

"  The  Inherent  ardor  of  his  warlike  spirit,  his  bablts  of  activity,  and 
the  desire  of  efficiently  serving  the  cause  which  be  bad  so  warmly  em- 
braced did  not  permit  him  to  wait  for  the  decision  of  Congress  on  his 
applleatioD — but  he  immediately  Joined  tbe  Army." 

It  so  happened  that  General  Pulaski  and  his  friend,  tbe  Marquis  de 
Lafayette,  another  distinguished  officer,  struck  their  flnt  blows  for 
American  independence  at  the  Battle  of  Brandy  wine  on  September  11, 
1777.  Washington  was  bent  at  this  time  on  opposing  the  advance  of 
General  Howe's  army  northward  toward  Philadelphia.  At  Brandywlne 
Washington's  army  was  repulsed,  and  a  large  part  of  it  might  have  been 
captured  had  it  not  been  for  the  masterly  aid  given  by  Pulaski  at  the 
bead  of  a  cavalry  squad,  who  delayed  the  progren  of  the  British  and 
thus  enabled  the  army  of  Washington  to  retreat  In  an  orderly  way  and 
to  save  their  baggage. 

In  describing  Pulaski's  activities  at  this  battle  Jared  Sparks  statrs: 
"At  Brandywlne  Pnlaski,  as  well  as  Lafayette,  was  destined  to  strike 
his  first  blow  la  defense  of  American  Uberty.  Being  a  volunteer  and 
without  command,  be  was  stationed  near  General  Washington  till  toward 
the  dose  of  tbe  action,  when  he  asked  tbe  command  of  the  general's 
bodyguard,  about  80  horse,  and  advanced  rapidly  within  pistol  shot  of 
the  enemy,  and,  after  reconnoitering  tbeir  movements,  returned  and  re- 
ported that  they  were  endeavoring  to  cut  off  the  line  of  retreat,  and 
particularly  the  train  of  baggage.  He  was  then  authorised  to  collect 
as  many  of  the  scattered  troops  as  came  in  his  way  and  employ  them 
according  to  bis  discretion,  which  be  did  In  a  manner  so  prompt  and 
bold  as  to  effect  an  important  service  in  the  retreat  of  tbe  army,  fuUy 
sustaining  by  bis  conduct  and  courage  the  reputation  for  which  the 
world  had  given  him  credit.  Four  days  after  this  event  he  was  ap- 
pointed by  Congress  to  tbe  command  of  the  cavalry,  with  tbe  rank  of 
brigadier  general." 

Tbe  historian  Ramsay  says: 

"At  Brandywlne  Pulaski  was  a  thunderbolt  of  war,  and  always 
sought  the  post  of  danger  as  the  post  of  honor." 

When  Congress,  on  September  15.  1777,  elected  Pulaski  "Commander 
of  the  horse  with  tbe  rank  of  brigadier,"  he  became  the  highest  ranking 
officer  of  the  cavalry,  and  had  under  his  command  four  regiments  of 
cavalry,  under  the  Immediate  oommaads  of  Colonels  Elan,  Baylor,  Moy< 
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land,  and  SheWon.  It  mnat  be  Mid  that  daring  the  early  part  of  the 
Revolutionary  War  the  cavalry  did  not  take  much  of  a  part  in  the 
warfare,  that  tba  coloDlati  did  not  aeem  to  reall«  the  Importance  of  this 
unit,  ga'ld  to  be  the  "  eye  of  the  army,"  and  did  not  know  much  about 
opposing  cavalry  attacks  aucce«8fully.  L'ntil  the  advent  of  Pulaski 
the  bigheat  rank  the  cavalry  division  had  waa  that  of  colonel,  and  such 
regiments  as  did  exist  were  not  able  to  do  much,  for  the  reason  that 
thoy  were  often  scattered  on  detail  and  reconnoltering  work  for  the  gen- 
erals and  the  army ;  and  besides,  there  waa  not  so  much  open  warfare 
being  conducted. 

Pulaski  was  a  great  horseman;  be  believed  In  a  strong  cavalry,  and 
was  experienced  iu  cavalry  fighting  from  his  warfare  carried  on  in 
I'oland.  Dissatisflrd  with  what  he  considered  the  deplorable  condition 
of  the  American  cavalry,  which  prevented  him  from  doing  effective 
work  on  a  Urge  scale,  he  continually  urged  Washington  and  Congress 
to  strengthen  this  branch  of  the  Army.  He  drew  up  and  presented  to 
Washington  several  plans  for  iU  reorganisation,  made  various  estimates 
and  regulations,  and  was  strong  for  dlscipliiiiug  his  men  and  horses. 
Always  restless  and  acUve.  he  wanted  to  be  in  the  thick  of  the  battle  and 
produce  results.  ' 

In  his  memorial  to  Washington  of  December  19,  1777,  PulaaU  ad- 
vances a  cogent  argument  for  the  building  up  of  tb«  cavalry,  which 
must  appeal  to  every  thinking  person  : 

"The  advantages  that  would  arise  from  a  superiority  in  cavalry  are 
too  obvious  to  be  unnoticed.  It  may  be  further  observed  that  during 
this  war  the  country  will  dally  become  more  open  and  clear  of  woods  and 
fences,  consequently  better  adapted  to  the  maneuvers  and  service  of  the 
cavalry.  While  we  are  superior  in  cavalry  the  enemy  will  not  dare 
to  extend  their  force,  and,  notwithstanding  we  are  on  the  defensive,  we 
•ball  have  many  opportunities  of  attacking  and  destroying  the  enemy  by 
degrees,  whereas  If  they  have  it  in  their  power  to  augment  their 
cavalry,  and  we  suffer  ours  to  diminish  and  dwindle  away,  It  may  hap- 
pen that  the  lom  of  a  battle  will  terminate  in  our  total  defeat.  Our 
Army  unce  dispersed  and  porsoed  by  their  horse  will  never  be  able  to 
rally ;  thus  our  retreat  may  only  be  cut  off.  oar  baggage  lost,  and 
principal  ofllcers  taken,  and  many  other  events  occur  not  less  fatal. 

Your  excellency  may  be  assured  that  the  good  of  the  service  is  my 
constant  study,  but  the  weak  state  of  the  corps  I  command  renders  it 
impossible  to  perform  every  service  required.  Nay,  my  reputation  Is 
»  exposed,  as  being  an  entire  stranger  in  the  coantry  the  Isast  accident 
would  sufflre  to  injure  me.  but  notwithstanding,  I  can  not  avoid  hazard- 
ing everything  that's  valuable  in  life." 

After  the  Battle  of  Brandywine  General  Pulaski  saved  the  army  of 
Washington  from  a  sudden  surprise  that  might  have  proven  fatal  at 
Warren  Tavern,  on  September  16,  1777.  At  the  head  of  his  cavalry, 
while  recoonoUering.  be  came  apon  a  whole  army  of  the  British  near 
Warren  Tavern.  He  harassed  the  enemy,  thus  Impeding  their  progress, 
and  hastily  gave  the  information  to  Washington,  who  then  prepared  to 
meet  the  enemy.  He  also  waa  In  the  Battle  of  Oermantown.  and  spent 
the  winter  at  Trenton. 

Washington  spent  the  winter  with  the  army  at  Valley  Forge.  There 
was  a  great  scarcity  of  food  for  the  men  and  borage  for  the  horses,  and 
Washington  ordered  Oea.  Anthony  Wayne  and  Pulaski  to  go  to  Haddon- 
fleldt  near  Camden,  to  look  for  supplies  In  that  part  of  the  country. 
The  British  upon  learning  of  this  fact  sent  a  force  of  1.200  men  to 
capture  either  Wayne  or  PulaakL 

The  oppoaloc  forces  met  at  Haddonfkeld.  Pulaski  at  the  head  of  his 
little  troop  of  cavalry  was  everywhere  alert,  charging  the  enemy  with 
spirit  and  effect.  His  own  horse  was  shot  from  under  him.  and  be 
personally  took  seven  prisoners.  General  Wayne,  In  making  his  report 
of  the  battle,  praised  Pulaski  very  highly,  saying  that  he  "behaved 
vi'h  his  usual  bravery." 

However,  still  dissatisfied  with  the  condition  of  the  cavalry  of 
which  he  was  in  command,  and  with  the  fact  that  his  pleas  for  the 
reorganisation  sod  strengthening  of  the  same  were  apparently  unnoticed, 
and  feeling  the  lack  of  cooperation  from  his  officers,  who  did  not  like  to 
be  subjected  to  the  antborlty  of  a  foreigner,  Pulaski  resigned  his  com- 
mand in  the  early  part  of  March,  1778,  and  asked  Washington  and 
CongT«ss  to  give  him  leave  to  organise  an  independent  corps,  known  later 
as  the  famous  "  Pulaski  Legion."  Congress,  upon  the  recommendation 
of  Washington,  resolved  on  March  19  that  an  independent  corps  be 
established  by  Count  Pulaski,  consisting  of  68  horse  with  lances  and 
200  light  Infantry,  and  that  he  retain  the  rank  of  brigadier  general. 
By  October  of  that  year  be  had  recruited  330  men  for  his  legion. 
"  The  scheme  of  independent  legions,"  says  Sparks,  **  seems  to  have  been 
first  suggested  by  Pulaski ;  and  it  proved  of  the  greatest  importance  in 
the  subsequent  operations  of  the  war,  and  above  all  in  the  southern  cam- 
paigns.    Lee's  and  Armand's  legions  were  formed  upon  a  similar  plan." 

While  on  a  vUit  to  Bethlehem,  Fa.,  in  April  of  1778  Pulaski  asked  the 
Moravian  uuns  whose  ctmvent  was  located  there,  to  make  a  special  ban- 
ner for  his  legion  This  was  done,  and  the  banner  delivered  about  May, 
when  he  nealn  was  there.  Longfellow  has  Immortalised  the  making  and 
the  presentation  of  the  banner  In  hli  Hymn  of  the  Moravian  Nuns  at 
the  Consecration  of  Pulaski's  Banner,  but  according  to  information  re- 
ceived from  the  Pennsylvania  archives  (Pa.  in  Rev.,  II).  and  other 
sources,  the  tnnaaetioa  was  simply  a  boaineas  affair,  and  the  flag  waa 
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paid   for  by   Pulaski.      Subsequently  It  was  presented   to  the  Maryland 
Historical  Society. 

The  contention  that  it  wag  purchased  and  paid  for  by  P\ilaski  is 
supported  by  the  Information  that  be  «pent  his  own  money  to  help  equip 
his  legion.  In  his  address  to  Congress  on  September  17.  1778.  he  states : 
»  •  •  •  I  have  expended  $16,000  at  least  of  my  own."  And  again  in 
his  memorable  letter  of  August  19,  1779.  to  Congre.'*.  reproaching  Con- 
gress  for  its  lack  of  appreciation  for  his  services  and  efforts,  he 
gjjyg ;  "  •  •  •  yon  must  be  sensible  al«o,  that  1  did  not  come  to 
America  destitute  of  resources,  to  bo  a  burthen  on  you  ;  that  I  have  a 
letter  of  credit  on  Mr.  MorrLs ;  and  that  I  was  known  by  almost  every 
foreigner  of  character.'  It  Is  estimated  that  Pulaski  advanced  $50.(K)0 
of  his  own  money  in  forming  and  equipping  his  legion. 

The  Pulaski  Lt-glon  saw  action  at  Egg  Harbor,  N.  J.,  on  October  l^, 
1778,  where  it  repulsed  a  surprise  attack  on  the  infantry  uuder  the 
command  of  De  Rosen,  who  was  twtrayed  by  a  traitor  of  the  name  of 
Juliet,  and  also  at  Osbornsi  Island,  where  the  legion  drove  back  the  enemy 
in  confusion,  but  was  checked  after  a  bridge  had  been  destroyed  by  the 
retreating  foe. 

The  Pulaski  Legion  spent  the  winter  around  Minisink  in  New  Jersey, 
where  the  hostile  attitude  of  the  Tories  and  Indians  nqulred  their 
presence  for  the  protection  of  the  frontiers,  and  on  February  2,  1779, 
Congress  resolved  that  Count  Pulaski  march  with  bis  legion  to  South 
Carolina  to  Join  General  Lincoln,  then  in  command  of  the  southern 
campaign.     Congress  also  made  provision  for  enlarging  the  corps. 

In  pursuance  to  the  resolution  of  Congress  that  he  march  south. 
Pulaski  with  part  of  his  force  reached  Charleston  on  May  8.  Three  days 
later  the  remainder  of  the  legion  arrived.  On  his  way  to  Charleston 
Pulaski  heard  that  General  Provost,  of  the  British  forces,  was  coming 
up  from  Georgia.  On  the  11th  the  latter  crossed  the  Ashley  River  at 
the  head  of  900  men,  and  'scarcely  had  he  landed  when  Pulaski  made 
an  assault  upon  the  advance  lines.  He  kept  up  a  sharp  skirmish,  but 
was  finally  forced  to  retreat  on  account  of  the  superior  numbers  of 
the  enemy.  He  then  planned  on  drawing  the  enemy  into  an  am- 
buscade, but  his  infantry,  eager  to  get  into  action,  gave  his  strategy 
away.  Sparks  says,  "  His  coolness,  courage,  and  disregard  of  per- 
sonal danger  were  conspicuous  throughout  the  encounter,  and  the  ex- 
ample of  this  prompt  and  bold  attack  had  great  influence  In  raising 
the  spirits  of  the  people  and  inspiring  the  confidence  of  the  inex- 
perienced troops  then  assembled  In  the  city." 

Pulaski  by  appearing  before  the  governor  and  council  of  Charleston, 
who  were  ready  to  capitulate  and  surrender  the  city  to  the  British,  by 
bis  plea  and  advice,  ably  assisted  by  General  Moultrie  and  Colonel 
Laurens,  i)«r8uaded  them  to  reject  any  offer  of,  submission ;  and  tlie 
same  night  General  Provost,  who  had  heard  that  General  Lincoln  waa 
marching  to  Charleston  with  4.000  men,  retreated  across  the  river. 

Savannah.  Ga..  was  a  stronghold  of  the  British,  and  It  was  the  in- 
tention of  General  Lincoln  to  besiege  the  city  and  drive  the  enemy 
away.  On  the  3d  of  September  he  received  information  that  Count 
d'Estalng  was  off  the  coast  with  a  large  fleet  and  that  he  would  join 
General  Lincoln  in  an  attack  upon  the  city.  The  latter  left  Charles- 
ton with  his  army  for  Savannah,  and  Count  Pulaski  and  General  Mcin- 
tosh were  sent  ahead  of  the  main  army  to  attack  and  harass  the 
British  outposts.  Pulaski  dispersed  a  detachment  of  British  at  Ebe- 
nexer  with  bis  dragoons,  and  likewise  waa  sent  by  General  Lincoln  to 
attack  a  party  of  the  British  that  had  come  up  the  Ogechee  River  and 
landed  below  the  ferry.  He  suddenly  fell  upon  the  enemy,  forcing 
them  to  retreat  and  taking  a  number  of  prisoners. 

The  armies  of  the  French  under  D'KstaIng  and  the  American  forces 
came  together  at  Savannah  about  the  16th  of  September.  A  siege  was 
l>egnn,  but  the  enemy  was  strongly  intrenched  and  reiused  to  give 
ground.  Finally,  becoming  weary  of  the  prolonged  siege  and  fearing 
for  the  safety  of  his  vessels.  Count  d'Estalng  requested  that  the  city  be 
attacked  by  storm.  General  Lincoln  consented  to  this  plan  with  some 
hesitation,  believing  that  If  the  siege  were  kept  up  the  enemy  would 
be  forced  to  surrender  or  to  evacuate  the  city. 

On  October  9  the  order  was  given  out  that  the  ramparts  of  the 
British  were  to  be  taken  by  storm.  The  plan  of  the  as.sault  had  been 
carefully  gone  over,  and  orders  were  issued  as  to  the  manner  of 
attack  and  the  points  to  be  assailed.  "Fhe  cavalry  of  the  French  and 
Americans  was  under  the  command  of  Pulaski,  and  he  was  to  charge 
the  embattlements,  following  up  the  infantry,  who  were  to  storm  the 
right  of  the  British  lines. 

The  attack  was  made  as  planned  as  to  time  and  the  center  of 
attack,  but  a  soldier  who  deserted  the  Americauv  forces  after  t*\a 
scheme  and  order  were  given  out  informed  the  enemy,  who  massed 
their  troops  at  the  points  of  expected  attack,  and  by  a  deadly,  galling 
fire,  repulsed  the  aasatlants.  Count  d'Estalng,  ln.stead  of  taking  a 
circuitous  road  to  get  to  bis  point  of  attack,  endeavored  to  cross 
directly  over  a  swamp.  He  was  caught  between  a  deadly  cross  Are. 
and  havoc  was  wrought  among  his  men. 

Pulaski,  seeing  the  apparent  confusion  and  realising  that  all  was 
not  well,  drove  up  at  the  head  of  his  cavalry  to  where  the  French 
were,  to  reinforce  and  encourage  them,  thinking  that  be  might  be 
able  to  get  to  the  rear  of  the  enemy  through  some  opening.  Dashing 
madly  ahead  Into  a  withering  flame  of  shot  and  shell,  be  himself  <xra« 
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struck  In  the  groin  by  a  swivel  shot,  and  fell  from  his  horse  mortally 
wounded,  to  be  picked  up  later  and  carried  away.  Count  d'Estalng  waa 
also  wounded. 

Major  Rogowski,  one  of  Pulaski's  ofllcers  and  also  a  Pole,  who  was 
in  the  heroic  charge,  states  in  his  description  of  the  battle  : 

"  For  half  an  hour  the  guns  roared  and  blood  flowed  abundantly. 
•  •  •  Imploring  the  help  of  the  Almlghtly,  Pulaski  shouted  to  bis 
men  forward,  and  we,  200  strong,  rode  at  full  speed  after  him — the 
earth  resounding  under  the  hoofs  of  our  chargers.  For  the  first  two 
moments  all  went  wcU.  We  sped  like  knights  into  the  peril.  Ja5t, 
however,  as  we  passed  the  gap  between  the  two  batteries,  a  cross  fire, 
like  a  pouring  shower,  confused  our  ranks.  I  looked  around.  Oh ! 
sad  moment,  ever  to  be  remembered,  PuJaskl  lies  prostrate  on  the 
ground. " 

Pulaski  was  carried  away  by  his  soldiers  and  placed  on  the  American 
brig  Wasp,  and  put  under  the  care  of  skilled  French  surgeons,  who 
vainly  endeavored  to  remove  the  bullet  and  save  him.  Gangrene  had 
set  in,  and  as  the  ship  pulled  out  of  the  harbor  for  Charleston  Pulaski 
expired,  and  the  stench  from  his  wounds  was  bo  bad  that  he  was 
deposited  In  a  watery  grave  on  the  11th  day  of  October,  1779,  at  t»i«? 
age  of  31  years. 

When  the  Wa»p  pulled  Into  the  harbor  of  Charleston  with  her  flag 
flying  at  half-mast  and  It  became  known  that  the  gallant  Pulaski  was 
dead  the  city  took  on  an  aspect  of  general  mourning.  The  governor, 
the  council  of  the  State,  and  the  citizens  united  to  pay  tribute  to  their 
youthful  defender,  who  shortly  before  by  his  bravery  and  advice  had 
saved  tiicm  from  an  Ignominious  surrender.  Resolutions  were  passed, 
public  ceremonies  were  held,  and  a  day  was  designated  for  the  holding 
of  his  funeral  obsequies.  Three  French  and  three  .American  ofllcers  car- 
ried his  bier,  followed  by  the  horse  that  Pulaski  rode,  with  all  the  trap- 
pings, armor,  and  dress  that  he  wore.  The  procession  was  large  and 
imposing,  and  a  chaplain  of  the  Army  delivered  a  fervid  eulogy  over 
the  departed  officer.  Congress,  on  being  apprised  of  Pulaski's  death, 
resolved  "  that  a  monument  be  erected  to  the  memory  of  Brigadier  Count 
Pulaski." 

Thus  ended  the  brilliant  career  of  the  illustrious  and  gallant  officer, 
a  heroic  figure  on  two  continents,  who  had  written  to  Col.  B.  H.  Lee  on 
August  13,  1778 :  "  Honor  and  a  true  desire  of  distinguishing  myself 
in  defense  of  liberty  was  the  only  motive  which  fired  my  breast  for  the 
cause  of  the  United  States,"  and  who  had  written  to  Congress  on  Sep- 
tember 17,  1778 :  "  I  am  a  republican  whom  the  love  of  glory  and  the 
honor  of  supporting  the  liberty  of  the  Union  drew  hither." 

The  citlxens  of  Savannah,  Ga..  erected  a  monument  to  the  memory  of 
Pulaski  in  Monterey  Square,  which  was  completed  in  1854.  The  resolu- 
tion of  the  Continental  Congress  providing  that  a  monument  be  erected 
to  his  memory  was  not  carried  out  until  1910.  when  the  Fifty-seventh 
Congress  of  the  United  States  provided  for  the  erection  of  a  bronze 
equestrian  statue  In  Washington  at  a  cost  of  |50,000.  This  monument, 
together  with  one  erected  by  the  Polish  National  Alliance  of  America 
in  memory  of  Thaddeus  Kosclusmko,  was  unveiled  during  the  month  of 
May.  1910. 

The  Hon.  A.  L.  Brick,  who  appeared  before  the  committee  In  Con- 
gress urging  the  erection  of  the  monument  In  Washington,  said : 

**  Pulaski  died  as  he  had  lived,  a  noble  and  undaunted  warrior,  fight- 
ing the  battlos  of  liberty  and  of  the  Republic.  •  •  •  He  sacrificed 
himself,  all  the  years  of  his  young  life,  his  fortune,  his  ancestral  dig- 
nity, his  lofty  spirit,  his  splendid  genius,  and  all  his  earthly  hopes  for 
liberty,  justice,  and  humanity.  For  these  things  he  gave  all  he  had — 
bis  martyred  life." 

In  the  American  Military  Biography,  containing  the  lives  and  char- 
acters of  the  ofllcers  of  the  Revolution  who  distinguished  themselves  in 
achieving  our  national  Independence,  the  author  says:  "Perhaps  a 
braver  man  than  Pulaski  never  drew  a  sword,'"  and  in  describing  his 
death  at  Savannah. "  Thus  fell  in  a  most  bold  and  daring  achievement 
the  distinguished  Polish  patriot  and  hero  In  the  cause  of  American  Ub- 
erty.  His  memory  is  entitled  to  our  veneration,  as  bis  life  forms  an 
lt«"m  In  the  price  of  our  independence." 

It  is  only  proper  and  just  that  America  and  a  grateful  people  enjoy- 
ing the  blessings  of  liberty,  peace,  and  prosperity  should  on  October  11 
of  this  year  recall  the  life  of  this  great  man  and  pay  tribute  to  bis  valor 
and  chivalry  on  the  one  hundred  and  fiftieth  anniversary  of  his  un- 
timely death.  He  left  the  Old  World  and  came  to  this  continent  to 
help  establish,  as  the  Immortal  Lincoln  said,  "A  new  nation,  dedicated 
to  the  proposition  that  all  men  are  created  equal."  He  gave  his  last 
full  measure  of  devotion  to  that  cause,  and  4.000.000  of  his  countrymen 
residing  In  the  United  States  rejoice  with  the  American  Nation,  of 
which  they  are  a  part,  that  Pulaski  and  that  other  Illustrious  Polish 
patriot,  Thaddeus  Kosciuszko,  and  other  distinguished  men  of  Polish 
blood  stood  by  the  cradle  of  American  Independence  and  helped  to  lay 
the  foundrtion  for  a  new  government  In  the  New  World,  dedicated  to 
the  principles  of  human  liberty  and  Justice. 

8EBVICE    OF    SOUTH    CAROLINA    IN    WORLD    WAB 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanlruous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Bxcobd  a  letter  from  H.  C.  Curl,  Acting  Chief 


of  the  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Suigery,  Navy  Department,  and 
a  letter  from  "W.  C.  Nerllle,  Major  General  Commandant  United 
States  Marine  Corps,  containing  a  list  of  oflacers  and  men 
from  South  Carolina  who  served,  the  number  who  served 
overseas,  the  declarations  and  citations  awarded,  and  the  casual- 
ties suffered,  as  well  as  the  disposition  made  of  the  remains  of 
those  who  lost  their  lives  in  the  late  "World  War. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  obJectl<m,  It  is  so 
ordered. 

The  letters  and  lists  referred  to  are  as  follows : 

Dkpabtmekt  or  the  Navt, 
Bt;BEAD  OF  Medicinb  and  SnaOEKT, 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  t,  OtS. 
Hon.  COL»  L.  BiBASK, 

United  Btatet  8enate,  Waahington,  D.  C. 
Mt  Deab  Senatoh  :  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  referred  to  this 
office  your  letter  of  September  20  for  reply  to  that  portion  requesting 
a  list  of  names,  organizations,  and  places  of  burial  of  members  of  the 
United  States  Navy  of  the  World  War  from  the  State  of  South  Carolina 
whose  bodies  are  interred  In  the  cemeteries  of  Europe. 

The  list  of  members  of  the  United  States  Navy  and  United  States 
Naval  Reserve  Force  from  the  State  of  South  Carolina  complied  by  the 
Bureau  of  Navigation,  Navy  Department,  has  been  checked  against  this 
bureau's  list  of  those  who  in  the  Navy  or  Naval  Reserve  Force  lost 
their  lives  during  the  World  War  and  whose  remains  were  permanently 
interred  In  Europe,  and  it  is  found  that  there  Is  but  one  such  case  from 
the  State  of  South  Carolina,  namely  : 

Richardson  Miles  Hanckel,  quartermaster,  second  class.  United  States 
Naval  Reserve  Force,  whose  remains  are  Interred  In  the  North  Front 
Cemetery  at  Gibraltar. 
Sincerely  yourSf 

H.  C.  Cu«L, 
Acting  Chief  of  Bureau. 


HaADQCABTBBS    UKtrTBO    STATSB    MAKIMBS, 

Wathington,  October  7,  J»t». 

Hon.  COLK  L.  Blbasb, 

United  Btatet  Senate,  Waghington,  D.  O. 

Mt  Deab  Senatob  Blrase  :  Pursuant  to  your  request  contained  in 
your  letter  of  September  20,  1929,  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  I  desire  to  furnish  you  herewith  the  information  regarding  South 
Carolinians  who  served  in  the  Marine  Corps  during  the  World  War. 

The  attached  lists  contain  the  number  of  officers  and  men  who  served, 
the  number  who  served  overseas,  the  decorations  and  citations  awarded, 
and  the  casualties  suffered,  as  well  as  the  disposition  made  of  the 
remains  of  those  who  lost  their  lives. 

Trusting  that  the  information  furnished  vrill  fully  meet  with  your  re- 
quirements, I  am,  with  best  wishes. 
Sincerely  yotirs, 

W,   C.  NWVTLLB, 

Major  Oeneral  Commandant. 

Summary  of  grrvtcr  rendered  by  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  United 
States  Marine  Corps  from  the  State  of  South  Carolina  during  the 
World  War 

Total  number  of  officers  who  served W 

Total  number  of  enlisted  men  who  served —————— — -  218 

Total 273 

Number  of  officers  who  served  overseas  (Europe) 20 

Number  of  enlisted  men  who  served  overseax    (Europe) "5 

Tbtal 85 

DEC0KATI0N8    AND   CITATIONa    AWABDKD    TO    OmCBBS 

Distinguished  service  crosses — 6 

Navy    crosses « 

Foreign    decorations . JO 

CitaUons *^ 

Total 34 

DBCOIATIOHS   AND   CITATIONS    AWAKDK)   TO    ENLISTED   MEN 

Foreign    decorations 2 

Total '. 7 

CASUALTIES    (OVSaSEAS) 


Killed 

in 
action 

Died  of 
wounds 

Wounded 

in 

action 

Total 

battle 

casualties 

Died  of 
other 
causes 

Total 
caaoaltkes 

OffiCMTB 

Enlisted  men 

0 
3 

1 
2 

9 
17 

10 
22 

0 
3 

10 
34 

Total 

3 

a 

as 

S3 

i 

34 

. 
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DIKPO«ITIO!«  or  BODIBS   OF  OriBSSAS  DBAD 

Returnwl  to  the.  United   SUte« 5 

rrmittn»-ntl.T   borled   5n   France - 

tirare    uiilocated * 


Total 


DBATBS    IM    CXrrKD    STATES    AND    POSSKSSIOlfS 


Ofllfprs. 


Enllnted   mca — 


"j'JS_ 0 

Total 2 

DlCORATIOJeS  AKD  CITATIONS  AWAKDED  TO  OmCMS  AND  BNLISTBD  MEN 
FMOM  THE  STATE  OF  SOUTH  CABOLINA  FOB  COX8PICCOC8  SEBTICE  IS  THE 
IXITKD  STATES    MABINE   COKPS   DC  HI  NO   THE   WORLD   WAR 

Capt.  Janes  P.  Adams,  dlstlasulshed-wrrlce  cross,  Navy  cross,  two 
croIx  de  guerres  with  gilt  stars  (French).  Cited  In  Second  DiTislon 
gpn«^ral  orders  twice. 

First  Lieut.  Julius  C.  Cogswell,  dlstinguished-serrlce  cross.  Navy  cross. 
Cited  in  Second  Division  general  orders. 

First  Lieut.  Edward  B.  Hope,  distinguished-service  cross.  Navy  cross, 
croli  de  guerre  with  bronae  star  ( French  i.  Cited  In  S«cond  Division 
g«»Deral  orders. 

Second  Lieut.  George  W.  Hopke,  croix  de  guerre  with  sliver  star,  croIx 
de  guerre  with  gilt  star  (French).  Cited  in  American  Expeditionary 
Forces  general  orders  once  and  in  Second  Division  general  orders  twice. 

Capt.  Oaines  Moseley,  dlstlnffui^hed  service  cross,  Navy  croas,  Cheva- 
lier Order  de  Leopold  II  (Belgian).  croIx  de  guerre  with  silver  star, 
crolx  de  guerre  with  bronze  star  (French).  Cited  In  American  Eipedl- 
tlonary  Forces  general  orders  once  and  in  Second  Division  general  orders 

thrice. 

Flrat  Lieut.  Robert  O.  Williams,  two  crolx  de  guerres  with  stiver  stars 
(French).     Cited  in  Second  Division  general  orders  twice. 

First  Lieut.  (Jeorge  H.  Yarborough,  Jr..  dlstlngulshcd-servlce  cross. 
Navy  cross.     Cited  in  Second  Division  general  orders. 

First  Sergt.  John  T.  Burnett,  crolx  de  guerre  with  palm  (French). 
Cited  in  Second  Division  general  orders. 

Corpl.  Thomas  J.  Carraway.  croix  de  guerre  with  silver  star  (French). 
Cited  In  Second  Division  general  orders. 

Pvt.  (First  Class)  John  F.  Cordes,  cited  in  American  Expeditionary 
Forces  general  orders  and  in  Second  Division  general  orders. 

Pvt.  Herbert  P.  WUUams.  cited  in  Second  Division  general  orders. 

OFFICERS  AND  ENLISTED  IIE.N  FROM  THE  STATE  OF  SOCTH  CAROLINA  WHO 
LOST  THEIR  LIVES  WHILE  SBRVINO  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  MARINE  CORPS 
OCRINO  THE   WORLD   WAR 

Capt  John  R.  &Urtln,  First  Brigade,  died  December  14,  1917,  as  the 
result  of  an  automobile  accident  at  Port  au  I'rlnce.  Haiti.  Remains 
shipped  to  (jarnet  8.  C,  for  private  burial.  £\)rmer  residence :  Charles- 
ton, S.  C.  Next  of  kin  :  Mrs.  Mary  Ravenel,  mother,  147  Nodd  Street, 
Cbarleatoa.  S.  C. 

MaJ.  Bryan  C.  Murchison  died  of  disease  October  8,  ldl8,  at  Marine 
Barracks,  Vuantico,  Va.  Remains  shipped  to  Charleston,  S.  C,  for 
private  burlaL  Former  residence :  Charleston,  S.  C  Next  of  kin : 
LIlHan  M.  Murchison,  mother,  43  Montague  Street,  Charleston,  S.  C. 

First  Lieut.  George  H.  Yarborough,  Jr.,  Forty-flft))  Company.  Fifth 
Regiment,  died  of  wounds  June  26.  1918,  received  In  the  Chateau- 
Thierry  sector,  France.  Remains  returned  to  the  United  States  and 
shipped  to  Muilins.  8.  C,  for  private  burial.  Former  residence:  Mul- 
11ns,  S.  C.     Next  of  Un :  G.  H.  Yarborough.  father.  Mulllns,  S.  C. 

Pvt  Arthur  B.  Bell,  Seventy-eighth  Company.  Sixth  Regiment,  died 
of  disease  September  20.  1918,  in  France.  Remains  returned  to  the 
United  States  and  shipped  to  Mr.  Frank  D.  Bell,  father,  12  Orange 
Street  Charteiton.  8.  C.     Former  residence :  Charleston.  S.  C. 

First  Sergt.  John  T.  Burnett,  Flfty-flfth  Company.  Fifth  Regiment, 
killed  la  action  June  13.  1918,  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector,  France. 
The  grave  of  First  Sergeant  Burnett  has  not  been  located.  Former 
residence:  North  AugusU,  8.  C.  Next  of  kin:  Mr.  O.  O.  Burnett, 
brother,  Qrovetown,  Ga. 

l*rt.  Charles  D.  Graham.  Ninety-sixth  Company.  Sixth  Regiment,  acci- 
dentally killed  April  17,  1918,  in  the  Toulon  sector.  France.  Remains 
returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  M.  W.  Graham,  Manning, 
S.  C.  Former  residence:  Manning.  8.  C.  Next  of  kin:  Mrs.  Caroline 
M.  Graham,  mother,  Jordan.  S.  C. 

Corpl.  Stafford  Graham,  Eighty-second  Company,  Sixth  Regiment 
killed  in  action  October  7,  1918,  in  the  Meose-Argonne  (Champagne) 
offensive.  France.  Remains  returned  to  the  United  States  and  sliipped 
to  Lancaster.  S.  C,  for  private  burial.  Former  residence :  Lancaster, 
S.  C.  Next  of  kin  :  Mattle  Graham,  mother,  2118  Avenoe  F,  Ennsley, 
Ala. 

Pvt  Minio  Mathis,  Seventy-ninth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment  died  of 
wemida  Ssptaaskcr  15,  1918.  received  in  the  St.  Mihlel  offensiTe.  Re- 
natns  permanently  bnrled  in  grave  17,  block  "  C,"  row  16,  8t  Mlhiel 
Cemetery,  No.  1233,  Thiaucourt  France.  Former  residence :  Oreen- 
vill*>.  8.  C.     Next  of  kin :  Mrs.  Florence  Matbls,  wife,  OUnton,  Md. 

(\>rpL  J«ha  T.  Ring.  Ninety-seventh  Company.  Sixth  Beslment,  kUled  in 
actloB  July  19.  1»1S.  in  the  Aisne-Marne  (S<4awMa)  •CenMTe.     BemalM 
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returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Sanford  G.  Ring,  father, 
^rnersville.  N.  C.     Former  residence :  Columbia.  S.  C. 

Corpl.  Henry  J.  Smart  died  of  wounds  April  17,  1918,  in  the  Toulon 
Sector.  Verdun,  France.  Remains  permanently  burled  In  grave  34, 
bljck  "  G,"  row  31,  Mcuse-Argonne  Cemetery.  No.  1232,  Romagne.  France. 

)rmer  residence :  Plneville.  8.  C.  Next  of  kin  :  Annie  Smart,  mother, 
ifnevlUe,  8.  C. 

BB^^8I0N  OF  THE  TAKIfT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  tlie  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
h  te  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
tiles  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
ojher  purposes. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  Mr.  President,  I  present  a  concurrent  resolu- 
tion of  the  legislature  of  my  State  protesting  against  placing  a 
duty  on  Canadian  lumber  and  bhiugles.  I  ask  to  have  It  printed 
i9  the  Record  and  lie  on  the  table. 

I  also  present  a  resolution  from  several  farm  organizations 
Which  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  and  lie  on  the  table, 
aid  an  interview  published  in  the  Minneapolis  Tribune  which  I 
apk  to  have  printed  in  the  Rex^ord. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  concurrent  re.solution  of  the  State  of  Minnesota  was  or- 
dered to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
fallows : 

State  of  Minnesota. 

.  F.  No.  325,  forty-sixth  session ;  introduced  by  Mr.  Neuman.  January 
31.  1929;  referred  to  committee  on  markets  and  marketing 

(t>ncurrent    resolution    raemorisllzing    the    Congress    and    the    Secretary 

of   Agriculture   of   the    United    States   to    oppose    tariff   on   Canadian 

lumber  and  shingles 

Whereas  the  farmers  of  Minnesota  as  well  as  of  other  Northwestern 
^tatee,  as  a  result  of  seven  years  of  agricultural  depression,  to-day 
I  re  confronted  with  an  urgent  necopslty  for  a  general  reconstruction 
jnd  rehabilitation  of  their  farm  buildings ;  and 

Whereas  the  building  material  necessary  therefor  Is  to  a  very  large 
4xtent  imported  from  the  Dominion  of  Canada  ;  and 

Whereas  there  is  now  pending  In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 

bill  proposing  a  duty  of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  Canadian  cedar 
ihingles  and  lumber  and  a  spe<lflc  duty  of  $3  per  thousand  feet  on 
lumber  other  than  cedar,  products  largely  used  by  the  farmera  of 
I  his  and  other  States,  and  which  now  enter  this  country  duty  free ;  ;ind 

Whereas  imposition  of  a  tariff  on  Canadian  lumber  and  sbingl.'s 
undoubtedly  would  result  In  multiplying  this  added  cost  through 
logger,  manufacturer,  jobber,  and  retailer  to  the  farmers  and  other 
(onsumers,  who  would  thereby  be  forced  to  pay  this  unnecessary  and 
I  infalr  expense  ;  and 

Whereas  delegates  to  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Minnesota  Farm 
Itureau  Federation,  recently  a.ssembled  in  St.  Paul  from  every  county 
I  n  this  State,  voiced  a  vigorous  and  unanimous  protest  In  opposition 
I  o  this  proposed  Uriff :  Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Retolved  by  the- House  of  RepieacntaUvet  of  the  State  of  Minnetota 
the  Senate  concurrinff).  That  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
(f  the  United  States  be,  aud  they  are  hereby,  urged  to  oppose  the 
I  lacing  of  any  duty  upon  Canadian  lumber  and  shingles ;  and  be  It 
farther 

Reaolved,  That  the  chief  clerk  of  the  house  be  and  be  Is  hereby 
directed  to  forward  a  copy  of  this  memorial  and  resolution  to  eaoh 
]  fember  of  Congress  from  the  State  of  Minnesota  and  to  the  Secretary 
4t  Agriculture  at  Washington. 

The  resolutions  of  certain  farm  organizations  were  ordered 
o  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

St.  Paul.  Minn.,  Auffutt  Si,  J3S9. 
'o  All  Membert  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 
The  special  session  of  the  Congress  was  called  for  the  particular 
I  turpoee  of  granting  to  agriculture  tariff  equality  with  industry.  The 
Oonxress  thus  far  has  lost  sight  of  or  disregarded  this  fact.  It  has  so 
leadjosted  industrial  tariff  rates  as  to  make  the  inequality  oetween 
Industry  and  agriculture  greater  tlian  ever  before.  The  proposed  tariff 
4chedule8  are,  therefore,  absolutely  unsatisfactory  to  agriculture. 

We  demand  that  you  exercise  every  effort  to  limit  the  action  of  the 
<  'ongress  to  the  purpose  for  which  the  session  was  called  and  that, 
iinless  the  tariff  readjustments  made  by  the  Congress  are  confined  to 
I  grlcultnnU  products,  no  changes  be  made  In  the  present  tariff  schedules. 

The  Minnesota  Fabm  Bureau, 
By  A.  J.  Olson,  Prenident. 

Land  O'Lakes  Creameries  (Inc.), 
By  JoHM  Brandt,  President. 

Central  Cooperative  Associatioh, 
By  Chas.  Crandall.  President. 

Twin  Citt  Milk  Pboducers  Associatioii. 
Br  W.  8.  MoacRir,  PrssMewt 
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The  intenriew  from  the  Minneapolis  Tribune  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

SCHALL    EXPLAIMS    STAND 

"  I  voted  to-day  against  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff,"  Senator 
Thomas  D.  Schall  said  after  the  vote  on  that  provision  had  been 
taken.  "  because  I  believed  this  the  wisest  course  to  take  in  the  Interest 
of  the  fight  the  Northwest  has  been  making  to  secure  parity  between 
agriculture  and  industry. 

"  It  has  been  claimed  that  agriculture  has  been  the  chief  beneficiary 
of  the  operations  of  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  in  the  past,  and 
this  may  be  true.  Out  there  Is  the  future  to  anticipate.  Regardless  of 
the  attitude  which  President  Hoover  may  take  toward  agriculture,  no 
one  can  foresee  who  will  be  the  occupant  of  the  White  House  In  the 
future.  We  have  had  to  flght  bitterly  to  secure  gains  for  agriculture, 
and  all  that  may  be  accomplished  might  be  sacrificed  by  leaving  It  In  the 
power  of  an  Executive  whose  Identity  can  not  be  determined  to  respond 
to  the  greatest  pressure  that  might  be  brought  to  bear  upon  him  to 
change  rates  and  probably  to  increase  them. 

"In  the  event  the  eastern  industrialists  are  beaten  in  this  flght.  they 
will  regard  the  defeat  only  as  temporary  and  will  sert  to  repair  their 
position.  The  flexible  provision  makes  it  possible  to  renew  the  disparity 
between  agriculture  and  Industry,  once  It  is  approached,  should  an 
Executive  yield  to  pressure  that  might  conceivably  be  brought  to  bear 
upon  him.  I  assume  that  even  Presidents  are  human  and  in  estimating 
where  the  greatest  pressure  would  come  from  It  Is  well  to  realise  that 
the  present  tariff  bill  in  both  committees  has  been  written  by  men 
ItFlng  north  of  the  Ohio  River  and  east  of  the  Mississippi.  The  Hawley 
bill  was  rushed  through  because  the  more  populous  Industrial  States 
were  able  to  control  the  situation  as  against  the  more  scantily  popu- 
lated Western  States.  Political  pressure  is  represented  in  the  House, 
In  the  votes  in  a  party  convention,  and  In  the  Electoral  College.  The 
bulk  of  those  votes  are  east  of  the  Mississippi  and  north  of  the  Ohio 
Rivera.  Compare  the  relative  strength  In  any  of  these  situations  of 
Minnesota  aud  Pennsylvania. 

**  In  the  Senate  the  Constitution  provided  all  States  should  have  equal 
representation,  with  two  Sena  tore  each,  Minnesota  exercising  the  same 
degree  of  voting  strength  as  Pennsylvania  or  New  York.  Any  hope  of 
securing  parity  between  agriculture  and  Industry,  as  evidenced  in  what 
has  happened,  must  be  a  combination  based  upon  the  similar  economic 
intcrestB  of  the  agrlculturtl  States,  whether  they  be  in  the  Middle  West, 
the  far  West,  or  in  the  South. 

"Accordingly  the  combination  of  agricultural  States  lost  out  In  the 
House,  where  representation  is  twsed  on  population,  and  their  only 
chance  to  win  rests  with  the  Senate,  and  in  that  body  remains  the  last 
hope  of  agriculture  in  any  tariff  legislation. 

•*  If  agriculture's  chance  to  win  rests  with  the  Senate,  then  would  it 
not  be  the  height  of  folly  to  dispose  of  that  power  by  putting  tt  some- 
where else,  in  the  hands  of  an  Executive  whose  Identity  can  not  be 
anticipated  and  who  would  be  subjected  to  the  combined  pressure  of  the 
very  forces  which  are  now  seeking  to  force  the  Republican  Party  as 
representetl  In  Congress  to  violate  the  pledge  which  it  made  In  its  psrty 
platform  and  through  the  utterance  of  Its  candidate  to  give  agriculture 
parity  with  industry  In  the  tariff? 

"  The  very  fact  that  agriculture  has  benefited  from  the  operations  of 
the  flexible  provisions  of  the  tariff  in  the  past  would  be  used  as  an 
argument  why  the  beneflts  of  the  future  should  be  granted  to  industry. 
1  do  not  claim  infallibility  in  my  Judgments,  but  It  seems  evident  to  me 
that  It  Is  no  part  of  wisdom  to  risk  such  fruits  of  victory  as  we  may 
buTe  won  or  may  hope  for.  by  placing  it  somewliere  else  when  the 
repository  of  the  power  also  might  not  be  Infallible. 

-  Such  hope  of  success  as  the  northwestern  group  of  Republicans  may 
have  In  this  flght  rests  in  a  working  arrangement  on  an  economic  rather 
than  a  political  Issue  In  the  combination  with  the  Democrats.  The 
battle  still  Is  on.  That  sort  of  a  combination  demands  concessions  on 
both  sides.  Would  the  Northwest  hnsard  such  chances  as  It  may  have 
to  get  a  square  deal  in  the  tariff  by  standing  out  for  this  particular 
provision  against  the  very  forces  that  have  given  us  even  a  chance  to 
make  good  the  Republican  Party  pledge? 

"  Furthermore,  any  hope  of  winning  for  agriculture  depends  upon 
the  solidarity  of  the  mldwestem  group  which  has  fought  this  battle 
from  the  start.  It  would  have  been  the  height  of  unwisdom  to  disrupt 
the  solidarity  of  this  group,  hasarding  all  our  chances  of  improving 
the  bin  which  still  has  a  long  way  to  go  before  agriculture  will  have 
won  Its  flght.  That  solidarity  was  demonstrated.  The  minority  In  this 
flght  has  become  a  cemented  majority  which  it  will  be  harder  to  disrupt 
in  the  future. 

"All  this  Is  aside  from  the  wisdom  or  unwisdom  of  Congress  continu- 
ing to  divest  itself  of  Its  power  and  to  delegate  it  to  the  Executive. 

There  is  a  tendency  throughout  the  world  to  exalt  Individual  power 
iff  the  name  of  efficiency  and  economy  and  to  pUce  It  in  the  hands  of 


one  man.  The  very  essence  of  the  Constitntion  rests  In  the  division  of 
powera  in  the  three  branches  of  government 

"  The  natural  growth  of  population  and  wealth  has  increased  the 
powera  of  the  Executive  and  yearly  there  are  attempts  to  lessen  that  of 
Congress  and  increase  that  of  the  Executive. 

"  For  tlie  short  race  this  may  be  Justified,  but  for  the  long  one.  for  the 
future  of  a  country  with  such  diveraities  of  interests  and  people  as  the 
United  States  of  America,  I  can  conceive  of  no  more  menacing  trend  of 
events  than  the  aggrandisement  of  the  power  of  the  Executive  at  the 
expense  of  the  Congress.  The  Executive  of  to-day  will  not  be  the  Execu- 
tive of  future  years,  but  tlie  power  atUlned  to-day  by  the  Executive 
win  remain  in  the  Presidency.  Any  such  power  which  may  be  granted 
the  President  by  a  majority  vote  of  Congress  will  require  a  two-thirds 
vote  to  resume,  since  the  President,  through  his  veto,  exercises  one- 
third  of  the  power  of  Congress  and  it  takes  a  two-thirds  vote  to  over- 
turn the  presidential  negation. 

"  So  far  as  the  flexibility  of  the  tariff  is  concerned,  it  is  retained  la 
the  Simmons  amendment.  The  tariff  still  Is  flexible.  The  only  differ- 
ence there  has  been  was  as  to  who  should  exercise  the  power  contained 
in  this  provision,  and  the  Simmons  amendment  retains  it  in  the  bands 
of  Congress,  where  the  Constitution  placed  it,  and  not  In  the  bands 
of  the  President,  whose  power  the  Constitution  never  designed  to 
accentuate  by  giving  bim  taxing  power  whether  delegated  or  not." 

ixrmt  OP  SAM  K.  m'kelvix 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  on  October  4,  when  the  subject  of 
cotton  was  being  discussed  in  connection  with  wheat,  some  re- 
marks were  made  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Bir. 
Smith]  and  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler]  and 
myself.  I  have  here  a  statement  from  Mr.  McKelvie,  making  a 
slight  correction  in  some  matters  that  were  stated  on  the  floor ; 
and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  It  may  lie  on  the  table  and  be 
inserted  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  McKelvIe's  letter  is  as  follows : 

Federal  Farm  Board, 
Washington,  D.  C,  October  8,  t9». 
Hon.  Simeon  D.  Pass, 

United  States  Senate. 

Mt  Dear  Sbnatob  :  In  the  Congressional  Record  of  October  4,  page 
4219,  I  note  this  question  and  answer: 

"  Mr.  Wheeler.  What  about  the  representatlTe  the  wheat  growert 
have  on  the  Iward  to  represent  them,  and  also  the  representative  of  th« 
cotton  growers? 

"  Mr.  Smith.  I  do  not  want  to  lay  myself  liable  to  the  same  charge 
that  I  am  Indirectly  making  against  some  of  these  gentlemen.  I  do 
know  a  little  something  about  cotton,  but  I  do  not  know  much  about 
wheat  I  will  say,  however,  that  the  representatives  of  the  wheat 
growers  Impressed  me  as  being  in  Just  about  the  same  boat  as  the  cotton 
representative  impressed  me  he  was  in,  because,  as  I  recall,  tlie  wheat 
representative  said  it  would  be  about  five  years  before  we  could  look 
for  any  relief,  provided  the  wheat  grower  should  live  that  long." 

The  answer  of  Senator  Smith  Is  inaccurate.  The  record  of  hearings 
by  the  Agricultural  Committee,  In  which  the  writer  was  a  witness,  will 
show  that  I  said  repeatedly  that  the  board  proposed  to  have  a  national 
sales  agency  of  cooperatives  for  handling  at  least  40  per  cent  of  the 
wheat  set  up  and  going  in  time  to  handle  next  year's  crop,  and  that  if  it 
could  not  be  accomplished  in  that  way  in  that  length  of  time,  some  other 
means  of  doing  it  would  be  found.  There  was  no  case  in  which  I  men- 
tioned five  years  as  a  possible  or  probable  length  of  time  that  would  be 
required  to  handle  the  situation  with  reference  to  grain. 

I  am  giving  this  information  to  you  because  you  were  party  to  the 
debate  in  question  and  seemed  desirous  of  getting  at  the  facts.  I  shall 
appreciate  it  If  you  will  see  that  this  statement  is  given  the  same 
prominence  In  the  Conqressionai.  Record  that  was  given  to  the  state- 
ment of  Senator  Shith. 

Respectfully  youn,  8am  B.  McKslvis, 

Member  Federal  Farm  Board. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
one  or  two  Senators  who  are  interested  in  the  pending  question 
have  been  obliged  to  leave  the  Chamber,  including  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Borah],  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  will 
consent  to  let  this  matter  go  over  and  not  be  voted  upon 
to-night. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate,  In 
pursuance  of  the  order  heretofore  made,  take  a  recess  until 
11  o'clock  to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  33  minuter 
p.  m.)  the  Senate,  under  the  order  previously  entered,  took  a 
recess  until  to-morrow,  Thursday,  October  10,  1929.  at  11  o'clock 
a.  m. 
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TitvnmtAt^  Octobsr  10,  mO 
ir^fftMUiUrt  day  of  Wmday,  Htpfmhf.r  §0,  tH9) 

Ttw  n^tmiit  uhH  it  It  sfuSctk  •>  m„  ou  itw  n\)^t%tUm  «f  tfe* 

rmimm. 

mU  iOVMMU, 

Ur.  JOHM  Mr.  VrmtUl»ut,  I  •vk  nri«r)im^«i  couMvnt  ttiflt 
itM*  Jwrridl  f'>f  Tboniday,  ^>it"lMrr  8;  rriiiuf,  ()ctt>h*T  4;  H«tor- 
rliiy,  (>it'»l#r  »;  M«n4«r  Ck'to»i^  7;  Tnt*duy,  Odofm  8;  und 
WK1n«^l«y,  <)«'to»M*f  9,  may  tx»  H|>t>rovH- 

TJie  VICE  I'KKHinBXT.  W!fb«>ot  objwrtlon,  it  U  ■©  ordered- 
vi-siAr  IN  rcv)n  or  woup  wab  uolducu  nou  TKHKBtMUS 

[Mr.  IlKOCK  aitki>d  Hod  obtnined  leave  to  bave  printed  in  the 
Rb-ubo  a  liHt  Mfttiug  furtii  the  name«,  organ izationa,  and  placen 
of  hurlal  of  members  of  the  American  Expeditionary  Force*  who 
enlisted  from  the  State  of  Tennestfee  and  whoce  remains  are 
now  Interred  in  United  State*  cemeteries  in  Europe.  The  list 
was  printed  in  the  Rbcobo  of  June  19,  1929,  page  3358.] 

PBOPOSED  HAVAL  C05nSCNCB 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  hare  printed  in 
the  Recokd  the  text  of  the  note  of  tlie  British  GoTemment  to 
the  yarlous  powers,  inriting  them  to  the  proposed  naval  dis- 
armament conference,  and  also  the  joint  statement  given  oat 
by  Premier  MacDonald  and  President  Hoover  this  morning,  and 
two  editorials  published  in  the  Washington  Post,  one  yesterday 
and  one  this  morning,  relating  to  such  peace  conference.  Also 
a  statement  by  Premier  MacDonald  to  the  New  York  World  this 
morning  relative  to  the  freedom  of  the  seas. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

Following  U  the  text  of  a  note  deliver^  by  the  British  OoTemmeut  to 
Ambassador  Dawes  oa  Monday,  October  7,  1029,  signed  by  Arthur 
Ilenderaon.  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  : 

■'  Yora  ExcxLLi.NCT :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  to  your  excellency 
lierewith  copies  of  the  notes  which  I  am  to-day  addressing  to  the  French, 
Itallao,  and  Japanese  amlwssadors  in  London  inviting  the  E>encb, 
Italian,  and  Japanese  Governments  to  participate  in  a  5-power  con- 
ference to  deal  with  the  question  of  naval  disarmament,  which  it  Is 
proposed  to  hold  in  London  in  the  latter  part  of  January  next. 

••  Two.  As  I  anderst.ind  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
concur  in  the  terms  of  the  incloeed  notes.  I  shall  be  grateful  if  yonr 
excellency  will  be  so  good  as  to  conflrm  my  impression  that  they  will 
find  it  possible  to  participate  in  the  conference  at>ove  mentioned." 

Following  is  the  text  of  identic  notes,  signed  by  Arthur  Henderson, 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  delivered  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment to  the  French,  Italian,  and  Japanese  amtmssadors  in  London  on 
Monday : 

'■  Yor'B  GxcsixsitcT :  1  have  the  honor  to  Inform  your  excellency  that 
the  informai  conversations  on  the  subject  of  naval  disarmament  which 
have  been  proceeding  in  London  during  the  last  three  months  t>etween 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  ambassador  of  the  United  States  have  now 
reactied  a  stage  at  which  it  ia  posslbie  to  say  that  there  la  no  point  out- 
standing of  such  serious  impf>rtaoce  as  to  prevent  an  agreement. 

"  From  time  to  time  the  F>rime  Minister  has  notified  your  excellency 
of  the  progress  made  in  these  discussions,  and  I  now  have  the  honor  to 
state  that  provisional  and  informai  agreement  has  been  reached  on  the 
following  principles : 

"  1.  The  conversations  have  been  one  of  the  results  of  the  treaty  for 
the  renanciatioB  of  war  signed  at  Paris  in  1928  which  brought  at>ont  a 
r<^lgnnieBt  of  oar  national  attitudes  on  the  subject  of  security  In  con- 
sequence of  the  provision  that  war  abould  not  be  tised  as  an  tnstrument 
of  national  policy  in  the  relations  of  nations  one  to  another.  Therefore 
the  itcace  pact  haa  been  regarded  as  the  starting  point  of  agrecflMnt. 

"  2l  It  has  heal  agreed  to  adopt  the  principle  of  parity  in  cttcb  of  the 
several  categories  and  that  such  parity  shall  be  reached  by  December 
31,  1936.  ConsulUtlon  between  His  Majesty's  Government  In  the 
t'nited  Kingdom  and  His  Majesty's  Governments  in  the  Dominions  has 
taken  place,  and  it  is  contemplated  that  the  program  of  parity  on  the 
British  side  should  t>e  related  to  naval  forcij  of  all  parts  of  the  Empire. 

"  3.  The  question  of  battleship  strength  was  also  tooebsd  upon  dar- 
ing tke  conversations,  and  it  haa  been  agreed  In  these  eon  versa  tlooa  that 
subject  to  the  assent  of  other  signatory  powers  it  would  be  dsstrablc  to 
reconsider  the  battleship  replacement  prograaa  provided  for  In  the  Waah- 
ington  treaty  of  1923  with  the  view  of  diminishing  the  aiBMint  of 
replacement  eonstmctlon  Implied  nndsr  that  treaty. 

-  4.  Sines  both  tbs  Oovtmment  of  the  Unlrsd  SUtes  and  His  Majsety's 
GoveraBcnt  ta  tte  United  Kingdom  adb<.>re  to  the  attHode  that  they 
h«v«  pobUdy  adapted  la  regard  to  the  dMlrabiUty  of  seeorlag  the  toUl 
aboUtion  of  the  lataBannc.  this  matter  hardly  gave  rise  to  diaeasslon 
dnrtng  the  reerat  eonvenntlona.  They  recognise,  however,  that  so  Anal 
aettleient  en  this  Mihjsct  can  be  faaehed  cieept  la  eoafertace  with  the 
•(her  aaval 


It 

f» 

4x* 

irf 

WM 

araiMfil 

Hiaias 

at 

tbs 

la 


and 
are 

enc^, 


fa  yUm  0t  Ihs  •«»>•  fff  »ii«'«»  (\\in^**\rmn  \i^h  (\ttyHfnm*nit  «»f»st4rf 

dMlral/l"  thai  a  loniiftj'n  aiutHtd  U-  tuimtuitu^  i/t  rz/nalder  ilia 
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ka(  treslf,     |(  la  Msr  esrrMmt  hffpm  0««(  tlM   |i'Ui>li|   ifm»fnm*ut 

sgrse  Ut  tfce  4miir»Mhtf  u1  »m'U  a  routtftui,     Mis  NN>'s<y's  <1<'V' 

la  llM  tJMl(«4   Ktaff4«HN  awd   tlM  O'/vt^nsM'M  itt   tlMi   t'»M«'4 

•re  la  lumrti  that  aasti  a  touinfimn  «Im/<iI4  be  bald  la  \dtm4iin 

U»  l)«>flHRlf»g  of  itui  I  bird  wmk  ;(  Jitunnry.  iUM,  aad  li  ta  h^^Mtd 

tbm  IMankJ  govt-moMia  will  l>«  wlllliig  Ut  api>4^ut  rft>rfntmtin  If n* 

I  tuad  It, 

i  siBillar  InvitatloB  Is  beiag  addreassd  to  the  governuieniB  of  (Wankl 

the  United  gtatas,  and  ills  Majesty's  Oovernax-ots  to  the  I>otRtnt"WS 

being  asked  to  appoint  reprtnwnutlvtii  to  talu>  i>art  in  the  coufer' 

I  should  be  grateful  If  your  excellency   would  caus«   the  above 

invitation  to  be  addreaaed  to  the  (blank]  government. 

In  the  same  way  as  the  two  Governments  have  kept  your  excellency 
infirmally  au  courant  of  the  recent  diiK:us*ionB,  so  now  Ills  Majesty's 
Goientment  will  be  willint;.  In  the  Interval  before  the  proposed  confer- 
enci,  to  continue  informal  conversations  with  your  excellency  on  any 
polfta  which  may  require  elucidation.  The  importance  of  reviewing 
whole  naval  situation  at  an  early  date  is  so  vital  in  the  intereata 
general  disarmament  that  I  trust  that  your  excellency's  Government 
see  their  way  to  accept  this  invitation  and  that  the  date  proposed 
be  agreeable  to  them. 

His  Majesty'a  Government  in  the  United  Kingdom  propose  to  com- 
mnhicate  to  you  in  due  course  their  views  as  to  tbe  subjects  which  they 
ik  should  l>e  discussed  at  the  confenince,  and  will  be  glad  to  receive 
)rresponding  communication  from  the  [blank]  guvernment. 
It  is  hoped  that  at  thia  conference  the  principal  uavul  powers  may 
successful  in  reaching  agreement.     I   should  like  to  emphasise  that 
Majesty's  Government  have  discovered  no  Inclinatiou  in  any  quarter 
let  up  new  machinery  for  dealing  with  tbe  naval  armament  question; 
tbe  contrary,  it  is  hoped  tliat  by  this  means  a  text  can  l>e  elaborated 
wh  ch   will   facilitate    tbe  task   of   tbe    Lea^e  of   Nations   preparatory 
coqimlsaion  and  of  the  subsequent  general  disarmament  conference." 
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[From  the  Washington  Post,  October  9,  1929] 

THB  BRITISH   NOTX 

'  ?he  Britiah  Government's  note  Inviting  the  principal   naval  powers 
meet  in  conference  In  London  next  January  might  well  he  di-scribed 
a  plan   for  preventing  an  agre«'mpnt   upon   navnl   limitation.      Tn    its 
paragraph  it  virtually  declares  that  no  treaty  is  expected  to  result 
tbe  proposed   London   conference,   but  only  a  tentativ(>  agreement 
i^blch  will  facilitate  the  task  of  the   I.<eague  of  Nations  preparatory 
coipmission  and  of  the  subsequent  disarmamont  conf.Tence."     In  other 
,  naval  limitation  is  to  l>e  made  contingent  upon  tbe  acceptance  by 
Frince  and  other  nations  of  reduction  of  armies  and  air  forces  as  well 
sea  power. 

should  be  understood  at  once  that  Americnus  are  not  dlsposod  to 

the  construction  of  the  United  States  Navy  up  to  an  equality 

the  British  Navy  on  tbe  strength  of  a  contingent  and  revocable 

by  Great   Britain  that  it   will   agree  to   parity   whenever  the 

woHd  agrees  to  reduce  th*'  slxe  of  ita  armies,  air  forces,  and  fleets. 

he  people  of  the  United  States  bad  t>eeu  leii  to  expect  an  early 
which  would  result  in  a  genuine  parity  agreement  t>etw<-en 
United  States  and  Great  Britain.  The  people  are  now  advised  that 
parity  agreement  muat  depend  upon  thi*  preparatory  commi.«8ion  of 
League  of  Natiuua,  which  is  charged  with  drawing  up  a  program 
a  universal  disarmament  conference. 

British  note  of  invitation  observes  that  no  inclination  has  been 
dls^vered  in  any  quarter  to  aet  up  new  machinery  for  dealing  with  the 
naval   disarmament  question.     It  takes  the  position   that   naval   limita- 
must,  of  course,  k>e  dealt  with  by  the  League  of  Nations  machinery, 
the  principal  nations  are  at  this  moment  bound  by  a  naval  limits- 
treaty   made   in   Washington   quite   independent   of   the   League   of 
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:  f  the  principal  naval  powers  are  really  disposed  to  enter  Into  a 
lin  Itatlon  agreement,  they  are  aa  free  to  do  so  now  aa  they  were  la 
19:  2.  They  need  not  wait  upon  tbe  nncertain  and  improbable  consum- 
mation of  a  universal  disarmament  agreement  covering  armiea,  air  and 
forces. 

^be  fonrth  "principle"  of  the  British  note  of  invitation  reads  as 
follows; 

Since  both  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  Uis  Majesty's 
OoVenuaent  in  tbe  United  Kingdom  adhere  to  the  attitnde  that  they 
ha'  e  publicly  adopted  in  regard  to  the  desirability  of  securing  the  total 
ablution  of  the  sabmarioe^  this  matter  hardly  gave  rise  to  discussion 
doling  the  recent  con  versa  tiona.  They  recognise,  however,  that  no 
flniil  settleaMnt  on  this  subject  can  be  reached  except  iu  conference  with 
tlM  other  naval  powers." 

'  Ills  statcBent  would  nsk«  It  sppesr  that  the  United  Staffs  and 
Oriat  Britain  were  in  absolute  agreement  In  desiring  tbe  total  abolition 
of  rabauriaes.  This  Is  a  mlsrepreBentatlon  of  tbe  p<MltloD  of  the  United 
•t4Us  Qortnmtntf  which  has  aavsr  slgalfled  its  desire  to  sbolisb  sob- 
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RianaM  nn  ff«a  rtm^frf,  Mr  ffagttM,  h**d  ef  ttw  hwfrSmn  AxUhh' 
i\tm  St  tha  W««hln«('/f)  luniitf^ntit,  •lsf«'4  tlist  (Ha  UMlf«'d  Nlatas  had 
iMf'Htgfily  ftmmitU-rfA  ♦>•"  •««»»)•"»,  «»»4  w»»  g<fl/l*d  Ut  Ms  sflH»d«  hf  « 
sfMx^Ml  r#ji«ft  H  fh*  I'fwI'MM*  <«dvt«M»fy  mumttif0  itt  2i,  If*  (|«»«<*d 
tills  1'innwHim'H  ttptfft  •«  vimtttiuitHK  Amffi'nu  ptAirf,  The  f<^»'»ft 
Ml4; 

"Tl»  I  mi  \ttif  »nutm  "f  fsafnlalrifng  }'K*,>>/K)  ttma  u1  *tf\tm»rSnti*,  fwllf 
HnH'tfiS  and  rmit,  <•  •'">•«•  %'MKH*Htnttn,  V'>f  ih-  wmk  wttUU  will  l»« 
rM|otr«^  Iff  thmm  In  bh  «in«ri^N«'y  llils  '4mt  In  »aiBl|  wIm'H  tntunt  in 
"M,ri>'<tiofl  with  the  entire  Vsvjr.  Th#  rei' utt.n  itf  s  Urge  siibmsrtnB 
ton  I'  may  Bt  in>nn>  future  tlm#  resalt  in  lt>«'  I  Kited  Htsies  holding  its 
otirlying  po*«e»»ton«  If  tt>e«M>  eoloii|<>«  oD(«  fBH,  the  eKt»enditure  ot 
m<'n  n<'('i^Miry  to  r«'capture  then  will  Im*  trom<^id(iu<i.  and  may  result  In 
a  drawn  war,  wbl<  h  would  rinitly  be  a  Uiiif<-d  K(at*^  defeat.  The  United 
States  nseds  s  large  BUbnarlne  force  to  pro(i<ct  Its  iotere«its." 

Tbo  only  expression  that  could  be  construed  as  a  wtlllngnesa  on  the 
part  of  tbe  Uniti-d  States  to  abolish  submarines  was  contained  In  a  note 
by  Secretary  Kellogg,  In  which  be  rcnwrked  that  the  United  States 
would  I*  "  disposed  to  consider  "  the  subject  if  all  other  nations  wished 
to  abolish  Bubmarlmt*.  But  the  United  States  Government  stands  op- 
pom<d  i)y  law  to  the  atwiitlon  of  submarines.  It  has  never  committed 
itself  otherwise,  and  can  not  do  so  except  by  a  ratified  treaty. 

At  the  Washington  conference  both  France  and  Italy  stood  irrevocably 
opposed  to  the  abolition  of  submarines.  The  suggestion  in  the  British 
note  that  the  United  States  has  joined  tbe  British  Government  in  de- 
siring the  nlwlltion  of  submarines  is  unwarranted,  and  should  not  be 
accepted  by  France  or  Italy  as  a  true  ctatement  of  the  American 
position. 

HOOVra   AND   MACDONALD    IIAKK   JOINT    STATKHIJCT 

The  following  joint  statement  was  issued  yesterday  by  President 
Hoover  and  Prime  Minister  MacDonald  : 

"  During  the  last  few  days  we  have  bad  an  opportunity,  in  the  infor- 
mal talks  in  which  we  Ijave  engaged,  not  only  to  review  the  con- 
versations on  a  naval  agieemeut  which  have  been  carried  on  during  this 
summer  between  us,  but  also  to  discuss  some  of  the  more  important 
means  by  which  the  moral  force  of  our  countries  can  be  exerted  for 
peace. 

"  Wf  have  been  guided  by  the  double  hope  of  settling  our  own  differ- 
ences on  naval  matters  and  so  establishing  unclouded  good  will,  candor, 
and  confidence  between  us.  and  also  of  contrlbuftng  something  to  the 
solution  of  the  problem  of  peace  in  which  all  other  nations  are  inter- 
ested and  which  calls  for  their  cooperation. 

"  In  signing  tbe  Paris  peace  pact  56  nations  have  declared  tliat  war 
shall  not  be  used  as  an  instrument  of  national  policy.  We  tiave  agreed 
that  all  disputes  shall  be  settled  by  pacific  means.  Both  our  Govern- 
ments resolve  to  accept  the  peace  pact  not  only  as  a  declaration  of  good 
intentions  but  as  a  positive  obligation  to  direct  national  policy  in  accord 
ance  with  Its  pledge. 

"  The  part  of  each  of  our  Governments  in  the  promotion  of  world 
pence  will  be  different,  as  one  will  never  consent  to  become  entangled  in 
European  diplomacy  and  the  other  Is  resolved  to  pursue  a  policy  of 
active  cooperation  with  its  European  uelghlwrs,  but  each  of  our  Govern- 
ments will  direct  Its  thoughts  and  influence  toward  securing  and  main- 
taining the  peace  of  the  world. 

'•  Our  conversations  have  heen  largely  confined  to  the  mutual  rela- 
tions of  the  two  countries  iu  the  light  of  the  situation  created  by  the 
alguing  of  the  peace  pact.  Therefore  in  a  new  and  reenforced  sense  the 
two  Governments  not  only  declare  that  war  between  them  is  unthinkable 
but  that  distrusts  and  su.splcions  arising  from  doubts  and  fears  which 
may  have  been  Justiflc-d  before  the  peace  pact  must  now  cease  to  in- 
fluence national  policy.  We  approach  old  historical  problems  from  a  new 
angle  and  in  a  new  atmosphere.  On  the  assumption  that  war  between 
us  Is  banished  and  that  conflicts  between  our  mHltary  or  naval  forces 
can  not  take  place,  these  problems  have  changed  their  meaning  and 
character  and  their  solution  in  ways  saUsfactory  to  both  countries  has 
l>ecome  possible. 

'•  We  have  agreed  tliat  those  questions  sbotild  become  the  subject  of 
active  consideration  between  us.  They  involve  Important  technical  mat- 
ters r«H|ulring  detailed  study.  One  of  the  hopeful  results  of  the  visit 
which  is  now  terminating  officially  has  been  that  our  two  Governments 
will  begin  conversations  upon  them  following  the  same  method  as  that 
which  has  been  pursued  during  the  summer  in  London. 

'■  The  exchange  of  views  on  naval  reduction  has  brought  the  two 
nation-;  ho  close  to  agn-ement  that  the  obstacles  in  previous  conferences 
arising  aut  of  Anglo-American  disagreements  s<»em  now  substantially 
removed.  We  have  k«'pt  the  nations  which  took  part  in  the  Washington 
naval  conference  of  1»22  informed  of  the  progress  of  our  conversations, 
ami  we  have  now  proposed  to  them  that  we  should  all  meet  together  and 
try  to  come  to  a  common  agreement  which  would  justify  each  in  making 
substantial  nnval  reductions.  An  agreement  on  naval  armaments  can 
not  be  completed  without  tbe  cooperation  of  other  naval  powers,  and 
both  of  us  feel  sure  that  by  the  same  free  and  candid  discussion  of 
needs  which  has  characterised  oar  conversstlons  such  nnitnal  under- 
stiindlugs  will  be  reached  as  will  make  aaval  agreement  next  Jannary 


(foMrtM«'  sfid  llMiB  rt^mt  ihlB  Bi^lwMt  tfif*i»*U  •«  Ih*  |>r#»fr#«i  •/  wwfld 

"  ll<'fw«««n  htiw  sad  ftia  nweflrtg  at  tt»#  pfnpmfA  nmtm^nt*  In  inmutrf 
tntr  ti'tfftu*itful»  will  t'ntttunif  toitfff^iHUfftii  wUU  ilie  «»»l»*r  |»«fW»fs  ittO' 
c*'ftH'6  IM  ttfAff  it$  ffitHtff  as  mttttt  dlM'tlUlM  as  pMN»|t/l«  h¥t>tf>  IIm 
iHIMsl  and  f'rrmsl  n«'gwilBil<M»»  u\mn, 

"  la  view  «4  Hmt  tttufnrity  sfordad  tty  the  i^esea  pa^  we  hsrir  tt-*'n  »U*m 
Ut  fu4,  Wit  irtuH  iitfinf0f,  all  w/WfX'tltirB  Injlldlng  iH^wmm  ourm^vf 
Willi  (Imt  ritk  of  war  and  itea  wbbI"  of  pw)>Me  tnotwf  Invdred  by  ui.ff'iug 
to  s  parity  of  fl^'ls,  rBt.g/»rr  by  isugory 

"  MuecMM  St  (h«  fumlun  vitutffM-tt  will  rtmuU  In  a  Isrge  drntessv  la 
the  naval  equipment  of  the  world  and,  what  Is  «i«iusl|y  ImiwrUnt,  the 
reduciiou  of  prosiiet-livi*  program*  of  cunsf ru<-Muo  witU-U  would  other* 
wise  produce  rwropetHlv*-  buUding  to  an  liidffiuUe  amount. 

**  We  ho|>e  and  believe  that  the  ufp*  we  have  taken  will  Im-  warmly 
welcomed  by  the  people  whom  we  repreaent  as  a  wubMtnntial  contribu- 
tion to  the  efforts  universally  made  by  all  nations  to  gain  Becurlty  for 
pence — not  by  military  organiuiUon  but  by  peaceful  means  rooted  in 
public  opinion  and  enforced  by  a  sense  of  justice  In  tbe  civilised  world. 

[From  the  Washington  Post,  October  10,  1929] 

THE  JOINT  BTATEMKNT 

The  Joint  statement  issued  by  President  Hoover  and  Prime  Minister 
MacDonald  will  give  rise  to  much  discussion,  not  only  because  of  Its 
unique  character  and  sincere  mutual  avowal  of  peace  alms  but  because 
of  its  indefinite  phraseology.  The  inferences  that  may  be  reasonably 
drawn  from  this  remarkable  statement  cover  an  immense  range  of  pos- 
sibilities, which  may  Include  repercussions  in  foreign  countries  resulting 
from  the  apprehension  that  tbe  beads  of  the  British  and  United  Statea 
Governments  have  agreed  to  cooperate  in  compelling  other  nationa  to 
keep  the  peace. 

It  is  quite  possible  that  the  nations  may  interpret  this  statement  aa 
a  declaration  that  tbe  British  and  United  States  Governments  intend 
to  make  a  violation  of  the  Kellogg  pact  the  basis  of  such  concerted 
action  by  them  as  will  enforce  peace. 

If  this  interpretation  should  unfortunately  l>e  placed  upon  tbe  joint 
statement,  it  may  be  necessary  to  disabuse  the  mind  of  the  world  aa 
to  the  scope  of  American  foreign  policy.  The  American  people  have  not 
consented,  nor  will  they  consent,  to  any  arrangement  that  commits  the 
United  States  to  what  would  be  virtually  an  alliance  with  a  foreign 
power. 

On  one  point,  however,  the  Joint  atatement  is  specific.  This  point  Is 
that  "  an  agreement  on  naval  armaments  can  not  be  completed  without 
the  cooperation  of  other  naval  powers."  Thus  it  is  made  plain  that 
naval  equality  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  is  not  to 
be  looked  for  at  this  time,  but  only  if  and  when  the  principal  powers 
have  agreed  upon  a  program  resulting  from  a  general  disarmament  con- 
ference under  the  auspices  of  the  League  of  Nations.  The  London 
conference  Is  to  l)e  a  preliminary  preparatory  conference,  designed  to 
assist  the  labors  of  the  League  of  Nations  preparatory  commission  in 
devising  a  program  upon  walch  a  uuiveraal  disarmament  conference 
can  be  based. 

No  doubt  there  will  be  deep  disappointment  in  the  United  States  when 
the  fact  dawns  upon  the  put>llc  that  a  naval  parity  treaty  with  Great 
Britain  Is  postponed  to  the  indefinite  future.  The  people  have  taken  too 
literally  the  optimistic  assurances  emanating  from  London  and  Washing- 
ton. It  is  now  evident  that  the  proposed  parity  agreement  is  contingent 
upon  many  factors,  some  of  which  can  not  be  disposed  of  until  all  tbe 
nations  lielonglng  to  the  League  of  Nationa  have  agreed  to  limit  their 
armies,  navies,  and  air  forces. 

The  manner  in  which  tbe  submarine  question  waa  dealt  with  In  the 
British  note  of  invitation  makes  it  certain  that  France  and  lUly  will 
surround  their  acceptance  of  the  Invitation  with  such  reservations  as  to 
render  It  very  doubtful  that  an  agreement  will  be  reached  in  London. 
Failure  to  agree  will  mean,  of  course,  that  Anglo-American  naval  parity 
must  remain  an  unsettled  question,  notwithstanding  the  evident  desire 
of  Mr.  Hoover  and  Mr.  MacDonald  to  bring  it  down  to  concrete  form. 
Those  who  are  convinced  that  Great  Britain  does  not  Intend  to  relinqulah 
supremacy  of  the  seas  will  doubtless  adopt  the  idea  that  the  proposal  to 
al<olish  submarines  was  injected  for  the  purpose  of  making  an  agrecDaent 
Impossible.  But  no  one  can  question  Great  Britain's  sincere  desire  to 
bring  aliout  the  total  abolition  of  the  submarine. 

America's  position  on  the  submarlno  qnestion  aboald  be  kept  distinct 
from  the  British  position.  United  States  naval  policy  calls  for  sab- 
marines  as  a  part  of  the  national  defense.  This  is  the  declared  policy  of 
the  Government,  made  effective  by  law.  No  change  can  be  made  In  thia 
policy  except  by  law  or  treaty.  The  statement  in  the  British  note  to 
the  ettect  that  tbe  United  Statea  desires  tbe  total  abolition  of  aubmarlnes 
is  not  warranted  by  any  declaration  or  action  by  tbe  United  States 
Government, 

rancooif  or  aaaa  talk  suaraisRS  macdobald 
New  V'oBB,  October  10.— ▲  Washington  dispatch  to  the  New  ITark 
World  says ; 
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"From  an  nnlinp«ch«ble  •oorce  th«  World  learns  that  Pre«i«j€nt 
BooTer,  to  Premier  Mnervmald's  nurprlse.  raided  the  question  of  freedom 
of  the  teas.  Hoover  expUlned  his  fe»ri  of  adverse  Senate  action  on  a 
naral  treaty  and  the  neceaalty  of  deaUn«  with  problems  of  sea  Uw,  and 
OT«gestfd  the  invocation  of  the  World  Court.  MacDonald  explained  hla 
reasons  why  this  Is  dlfflcult  for  Britain,  but  promised  to  open  negotia- 
tions on  this  whole  quention  in  all  its  aspects." 

Mr.  Hoover,  according  to  this  authority,  discussed  British  naval  bases 
in  the  Caribbean  and  at  Halifax.  MacDouild  promised  to  discusa  this 
subject  at  OtUwa  next  week  and  raise  it  at  once  on  his  return  to 
London. 

PT7KCHASB  OT  FJJtM  LOAIV   BOintS  BY  TEDERAl.  LJJVD  BANKS 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  out  of  order  I  ask  unanl- 
inou«»  consent  to  Introduce  a  Joint  resolution  directing  the  Sec- 
retary of  tije  Treasury  to  buy  $100,000,000  of  Federal  land-bank 

The  Joint  resolution  \a  based  upon  this  situation:  Recent 
activities  In  the  stock  market  have  made  such  enormous  de- 
mands upon  the  surplus  credit  of  the  country  that  there  is  no 
money  to  boy  farm-loan  bonds.  Interest  rates  have  already 
been  advanced  one-half  of  1  per  cent  to  the  farmers  on  their 
Iwig-tlme  loans  as  a  result  of  this  situaUon.  The  banks  have 
been  sending  their  money  to  New  York  City  Instead  of  buying 
farm  loan  Iwnds.  The  Treasury  Department  bought  these  bonds 
ont-e  before  during  the  Wilson  administration  and  also  during 
the  Harding  administration  and  I  think  this  question  ought  to 
have  immediate  attention  and  consideration  by  the  Senate. 

The  Joint  resolution  (8.  J.  Res.  76)  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  purchase  farm-loan  bonds  issued  by  Federal 
land  banks  was  read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency. 

OONTSOL  or  CBIMK 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Recobo  an  article  by  Dr.  Charles  B.  Lewis 
in  reference  to  the  state  of  the  crime  situation  and  Its  controL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection.  It  la  so  ordered. 

The  article  is  as  follows : 
rLAs  or  p«ocH>c«a  voa  chabactbb  Btnu>n<a  m  wt>vcAnoiiAL  iifrrrru* 

TtONS    A!fD   AaaOCIATCD    OBOANtZATIONa    A»    A    CaiMI    PaBVajfTIVB   AMD   A 
DCVELOPKB    or    INTXLUGEXT,    CONSTBUCTlVa    LBAOBBSHIP 

(Visit  leading  tnatltutions  and  dtlsena — Gkt  reports  of  work  being 
done  and  ideas  for  improvement  of  present  methods.  Claaslfy  these 
reports  and  analyse  them — Formulate  a  practical  plan  of  action,  based 
on  these  findings — Call  a  convention  of  representative  men  and  submit 
this  plan  to  them  for  consideration  and  suggestion — Introduce  accepted 
methods  In  Oovemment  and  State  controlled  schools  and  nnhrersttles — 
Give  publicity  In  papers,  magasinea.  radio  broadcasting,  the  pulpit,  aad 
rostrum.) 

In  the  field  of  medleiae  the  trend  of  thought  and  effort  Is  toward  the 
prevention  of  dlse«se  rather  than  the  reconstruction  of  individuals 
partially  destroyed  by  the  ravages  of  destructive  processes. 

Sdentlflc  research  Is  concerned  with  the  natural  laws  governing 
physiological  and  pathological  processes.  A  knowledge  of  these  laws 
SBd  confoimlty  to  their  requirements  are  the  basis  of  all  boaaan  develop- 
ment. 

This  principle  Is  true  ia  the  economic  and  social  world  as  well  as  the 
physical.  The  Interrelationship  between  all  phases  of  existence  is  being 
recognised  more  and  more  as  scientific  investigation  reveals  the  cause, 
process,  and  result  of  the  natural  phenomena  which  surround  us. 

The  man  who  has  never  looked  through  a  microscope  knows  nothing 
of  the  vast  microscopic  world  and  Its  myriad  ramifications  and  charac- 
teristics. 

One  who  has  never  entered  the  field  of  chemistry  knows  nothing  of  the 
fsrces  at  work  and  the  eovntless  possibilities  of  comMnatloa  and  trans- 
formation of  these  forces  Into  active  agencies  markedly  affecting 
sranklnd. 

He  who  has  no  knowledge  of  the  definitive  meaning  of  words  can  not 
be  reached  by  the  language  of  Intelligence  and  trained  thought.  The 
words  conveying  any  meaning  to  him  are  so  few  that  they  are  totally 
Inadequate  to  clothe  the  thought  of  the  trained  and  developed  mind  when 
It  tries  to  impart  knowledge  to  him. 

The  ignorant  man  la  dogmatic,  self-satlafled,  and  utterly  unaware  of 
his  lack  of  ktMwledge. 

There  la  no  substitute  for  brains.  Edison,  Stelnmeti,  Iffinsterberg, 
Charles  Evans  Hughes  exemplify  the  highest  type  of  achievement  re- 
sultant from  hralaa  combined  with  education  and  training.  In  other 
words,  Intelligent  leaders  are  the  forces  which  are  ncesssary  In  human 
life,  for  the  majority  must  follow.  How  many  men  can  truthfully  say 
that  they  have  orlglaated  anything T  Edison  made  the  electric  ll^t. 
Bteinmets  developed  countless  new  forces  in  the  electrical  world. 
liOnsterberg  diseoveeed  many  new  fhcts  In  psychology.  Hughes  has 
proven  hUurtf  a  truly  graat  dtiaea  as  well  aa  lawyer.  Tbalr  work  has 
advajMtd  th«  raes  to  a  higher  plane  of  Ufa. 
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Tlie  abilities  of  countless  men  and  women  of  a  high  order  of  Intelll* 
gencf  and  training  are  needed  in  the  direction  of  the  masses  of  humanity 
If  pi  ogress  is  to  come  Instead  of  retrogression.  Most  of  us,  alas,  on 
accoint  of  our  limitations,  can  contribute  to  the  sum  total  of  human 
advincemcnt  only  as  we  are  InteUlgently  directed.  Kiwanls  will  be 
vita  and  fruitful  In  proportion  to  the  ability  of  its  leaders.  This  leads 
to  tie  conclusion  that  education  is  the  one  hope  for  the  race.  How 
imp<  rtant  then  is  the  need  for  careful  sdentlQc  btudy  of  our  great  edu- 
cational system.  The  policy  of  the  future  should  be  left  as  little  to 
chai  ce  as  possible.  The  brains  of  this  country  should  be  mobilised  and 
buili   into  a  unit  functioning  coordinally  and  efficiently. 

T  icre  are  natural  laws  and  man-made  laws.  Natural  laws  are  Inex- 
oratle,  unchangeable,  and  constantly  operative,  granting  their  advan- 
tage i  and  developmental  privileges  and  exacting  their  definite  penalties 
for  nonobservance.  For  mankind  they  may  be  divided  into  the  dlscov- 
ere<3  and  undiscovered  natural  Uws.  Both  are  equally  binding.  Man- 
mad?  laws  may  operate  or  not,  may  be  changed  or  modified,  may  bo  in 
acccrd  with  natural  laws,  or  controvert  them  in  intent.  Only  as  man- 
mads  laws  are  in  harmony  with  natural  Jaws  can  they  be  effective  and 
tmi'  constructive. 

It  behooves  mankind  to  discover  and  observe  all  natural  laws  possible. 
The  natural  law  of  growth  and  development  Is  the  true  one  and  should 
be  studied  and  applied  to  the  development  of  the  race.  The  giant  red- 
wool  tree  has  grown  from  the  tiny  seed  along  the  paths  outlined  by 
nati  re's  law.     8o  must  man  develop  If  he  vrishes  to  attain  the  best. 

T  le  building  of  professional  character  and  its  effect  on  national  con- 
ditidns  and  the  stability  of  our  Government  has  been  a  matter  of  deep 
interest  to  me  for  a  long  period  of  years.  Faith  in  humanity  and  its 
abll  ty  to  achieve  has  led  me  to  believe  in  a  constructive  philosophy  and 
an  <  ptimlstic  outlook.  The  following  analysis  will  convey  a  partial  idea 
of  I  ty  thought  on  the  above  subject : 

lutelllgence  Is  the  moving  force  behind  all  human  activity — good  or 
bad 

S  nowledge  is  the  equipment  of  facts  and  ideas  gained  through  expert- 
encii  and  technical  education. 

Character  is  the  habit  of  thought  developed  by  the  Inculatlon  of  the 
accepted  Ideas  of  what  is  constructive  and  l)eneaclal  as  opposed  to  the 
des  ructlve  and  Injurious. 

Intelligence  Is  the  power,  knowledge  the  machine,  character  the 
gov  trnor. 

These  three  acting  coordlnately  create  the  individual's  philosophy  of 
life  and  his  adjustment  to  his  environment. 

1  he  Importance  of  the  correct  development  of  these  three  attributes 
in    Klucation  Is  apparent. 

knowledge  put  Into  action  by  intelligence  may  result  In  progress,  if 
controlled  by  the  right  type  of  character,  or  in  crime  and  destruction 
if  ly  the  wrong  type  of  character. 

I  ducators.  If  desirable  results  are  to  be  secured,  must  Incorporate 
in  heir  plans  means  of  properly  developing  the  character  of  the  person 
as  tvell  as  furnishing  him  facts  which  his  native  intelligence  will  put 
int  I  active  use. 

1  he  human  race  baa  always  been  of  two  classes — leaders  and 
foil  owers. 

leaders  are  such  because  of  natural  talents  which  they  possess. 
( >ne  man  Is  6  feet  tall,  another  Is  5  feet  and  6  inches. 
(  ne  man  Is  a  mental  giant,  another  a  mental  pigmy. 
leaders  must  be  trained  correctly  or  they  will  lead  their  followers 
Into  the  ditch. 

1  he  professions — law,  medicine,  the  ministry,  and  those  In  the  realm 
of  identlflc  technology — occupy  a  prominent  place  In  the  leadership  of 
the  race. 

1  he  men  entering  these  professions  should  have  bullded  into  their 
education  the  habits  of  thought,  which  will  act  as  the  governor  in  their 
professional  philosophy  of  life  and  enable  them  to  apply  their  special 
km  wledge  for  the  benefit  of  mankind  and  not  Its  destruction. 

<!rime  Is  Intelligence  improperly  ntlllxing  knowledge.  Why  not 
correct  It  at  the  source? 

1  Yofesslonal  crime  Is  far  too  prevalent  and  encourages  other  crimi- 
nal ty. 

'.  'be  constructive  forces  In  our  country  are  In  the  vast  majority.  If 
pre  perly  coordinated  and  controlled  by  those  with  the  right  type  of 
ciM  racter,  they  will  do  much  to  wipe  out  crime  and  degradation  by 
sui  plying  worthwhile  things  to  take  their  place. 

1  Removing  crime  by  negation  will  never  succeed.  Healthful  and  bene- 
fld  kl  activities  must  be  provided  to  take  the  place  of  criminal  perver- 
slois.     Nature  at>hors  a  vacuum. 

:io  one  mind  can  compass  and  solve  the  problems  with  which  wc  ars 
coi  fronted. 


The  solution  will  be  gradual  and  mnat  start  from  a  proper  and  tma 
fot  ndatlon. 

( )rganliatlon  of  educational  Influences,  with  wise  direction  by  capable 
aid  ids,  backed  by  sofflclent  financial  resources,  can  accomplish  more  la 
tlM  soppresaloB  of  crime  la  the  future  than  any  type  of  restricttv* 
Icfl  Islstlon. 

'  rbe  neceasity  of  laws  governing  crime  is  not  to  be  onderestlmated, 
ho    they  are  only  temporary  meaaorea. 
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Progress  will  come  through  the  constructive  thought  and  action  of 
well-balanced  leaders. 

President  Hoover  has  Inaugurated  a  movement  to  study  crime.  No 
doubt  much  will  be  accompUshed.  The  work  should  not  be  considered 
In  the  light  of  its  immediate  results  alone.  True  principles  should  be 
enunciated  which  will  result  In  activities  beneficial  to  humanity,  sup- 
plying the  lack  which  at  present  leads  to  criminal  thought  and  action. 

Tho  building  of  sound  character  in  the  young  men  and  women  of  our 
profe8sh>nal  Bchools,  who  will  enter  largely  Into  future  leadership  of 
our  social  and  economic  life,  should  be  taken  care  of. 

A  survey  of  institutions  of  learning  and  their  allied  influences  should 
be  made  and  the  information  gained  used  In  the  development  of  a  plan 
acceptable  to  our  educators  and  leaders  of  thought. 

The  cooperation  and  Interest  of  the  right  persons  must  be  secured 
and  sufflciout  financial  support  and  authority  enlisted  to  put  this  vital 
force  Into  education.  The  force  of  carefully  bullded  chai-acter  in  educa- 
tion win  remove  from  our  Nation  the  danger  of  destruction  through 
uncontrolled  license  and  educated  Intelligence  wrongly  applied. 

A  code  of  human  conduct  based  on  discovered  natural  laws  should  be 
formulated  and  taught  In  our  homes,  schools,  and  universities. 

Popular  government  will  survive  or  perish  not  on  account  of  the 
possession  of  knowledge  or  the  lack  of  it  but  because  of  the  controlling 
factor  guiding  tho  intelligence  of  the  people. 

To  me  the  development  of  character  is  the  vital  thing  in  education 
which  will  make  the  lives  of  our  people  approach  more  nearly  the  per- 
fection while  a  divine  Providence  offers  if  wt-  but  know  how  to  receive. 

BBCOONITION   OF  BUSSIA 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Rbcord  an  editorial  from  the  Washington  Daily 
News  entitled  "  Reoopnize  Russia." 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  editorial  is  as  follows : 

[From  the  Washington  Daily  News,  Monday,  October  7,  1929] 

Russian  recognition  is  being  discussed  by  President  Hoover  and  Pre- 
mier MacDonald,  according  to  report.  It  Is  a  reasonable  report  because 
It  would  be  rather  difficult  for  those  statesmen  to  discuss  major  world 
problems  without  considering  one  of  the  largest  political  and  economic 
factors — Russia. 

The  President,  It  seems  to  us.  has  something  to  learn  from  the  Pre- 
mier In  this  matter.  For  on  Saturday  the  MacDonald  government 
announced  a  provisional  protocol  signed  with  Russia  for  the  resumption 
of  diplomatic  relations. 

MacDonald  has  progressed  from  the  emotional  attitude  which  blinded 
bis  Tory  predecessors  and  which  still  blinds  Washington,  to  a  realistic 
position.  It  is  not  that  MacDonald  loves  Moscow  more  than  Hoover 
does ;  Indeed  be  has  much  less  reason  to  do  so  than  Hoover,  for  Moscow 
has  Incessantly  cursed  MacDonald,  while  dealing  gently  with  Hoover. 

But  for  a  statesman  such  personalities  do  not  determine  govern- 
mental policy.     Foreign  policy  is  supposed  to  be  based  on  the  national 

Interest. 

And  It  Is  to  the  interest  of  Britain  to  Increase  foreign  trade.  She 
must  have  more  exports  to  keep  her  factories  running  and  provide 
Jobs  for  the  million  and  a  half  unemployed.  Therefore  she  is  re- 
establishing diplomatic  relations  as  a  basis  for  credits  and  more  trade 

with  Russia. 

That  was  MacDonalds  Idea  when  he  was  In  power  before.  But 
when  the  Tories  took  office  and  initiated  a  violently  antl- Russian 
policy,  Moscow  diverted  its  trade  to  the  United  States. 

We  have  thus  profited  by  a  rapid  Increase  of  sales  to  Moscow. 
Soviet-American  trade  for  the  fiscal  year  Just  ended  reached  the  record 
total  of  $149,000,000;  more  than  a  25  per  cent  Increase  in  one  year, 
and  almost  a  400  per  cent  increase  over  our  trade  with  csarlst  Russia. 

There  can  be  no  argument  about  the  Importance  of  this  trade  to  us. 
The  President  himself  declares  that  American  prosperity  depends  on 
maintaining  exports  which  account  for  10  per  cent  of  our  present  pro- 
duction and  employment. 

Russian  trade  will  grow  In  Importance,  because  that  country  la 
becoming  more  prosperous  and  a  better  world  customer;  for  Instance, 
during  the  last  year  she  turned  an  unfavorable  Into  a  favorable  trade 
balance  and  Increased  Industrial  production  24  per  cent. 

We  are  In  danger  of  losing  that  growing  trade.  It  waa  one  thing 
for  us  to  get  It  when  Moscow  and  London  were  quarreling.  The 
teak  will  not  be  so  simple  now  that  there  Is  a  Russo-Brltish  agreement. 

A  realistic  policy  would  result  In  Immediate  negotiations  with 
Russia  for  diplomatic  recognition.  Moscow  Is  willing  to  meet  reason- 
able conditions:  namely,  a  nonpropaganda  Interference  pledge,  funding 
of  the  Kerensky  debt,  and  submission  of  property  claims  and  counter- 
claims to  a  Joint  commission. 

Thus  far  we  have  perverted  the  meaning  and  purpose  of  diplomatic 
recognition.  Our  Idea  has  been  that  we  will  not  recognise  a  govern- 
ment we  disapprove  of.  But  this  Idea  la  completely  contrary  to  in- 
ternational Justice  and  law  and  to  American  tradition.  If  we  applied 
It  to  other  countries— aay.  to  the  Fascist  dictatorships  of  lUly.  Spain, 
Hungary,  Poland,  Veneiuda— we  would  have  to  break  reUtlona  with 
half  the  world. 


The  truth  is.  of  course,  that  the  kind  of  government  Russia  has  la  none 
of  our  business.  The  sooner  wf  get  this  Into  our  heads  the  better  It 
win  t>e  for  the  national  soul — and  pocketbook. 

CAIX  or  THE  BOLX 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Allen 

Ashurst 

Barkley 

Bln»;ham 

Bla^K 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Broussard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Copeland 

Couiena 

Cutting 

Dale 

Dencen 

Dill 

Edge 

FesB 


Fletcher 

Prazler 

George 

Oillett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Goff 

Goldsborough 

Oould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

HaydeQ 

Hebert 

Heflln 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 


Ken  d  rick 

Keyes 

King 

lA  Follette 

McKellar 

McM  aster 

McNary 

Moses 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddic 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phipps 

Pine 

Pittmnn 

Ransdell 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Si.ckett 

Schall 

Sheppard 


Shortridge 

Simmons 

Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomns,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

TycllngJi 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Wulcott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Warren 

Wuterman 

Watson 

Wheeltr 


Mr.  FESS.  The  Jimior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BubtowI  ia 
still  detained  from  the  Senate  by  illness.  I  ask  that  this  an- 
nouncement may  be  allowed  to  stand  for  t'le  day. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
SHIP8TEAD]  Is  al«ent  because  of  illness.  I  ask  that  this  an- 
uotmrenient  may  stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ninety-one  Senators  have  answered 
to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

BILLS  INTBODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and.  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  JONES: 

A  bill  (S.  1856)  extending  the  provisions  of  the  pension  laws 
relating  to  Indian  war  veterans  to  Capt  H.  M.  Ho<lgi8's  com- 
pany, and  for  other  purposes ; 

A  bill  (S.  1857)  granting  a  pension  to  Eunice  M.  Durant;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1858)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  E.  Clayton;  to 
the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

A  bill  (S.  1859)  extending  the  provlsiwis  of  an  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  'An  act  for  the  retirement  of 
employees  in  the  classified  civil  service,  and  for  other  purposes,' 
ai»proved  May  22,  1920,  and  acts  In  amendment  thereof,"  to 
John  E.  Gllmore ;  to  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service. 

A  bill  (S.  1860)  for  the  relief  of  William  Smith;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1861)  for  the  relief  of  Harry  H.  Thomas,  formerly 
first  lieutenant  and  captain,  United  States  Army ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

A  bill  (S.  1862)  granting  c<m)pensation  to  Charles  A.  Bus- 
fifl  I'd  "  n  nil 

A  bill  (S.  1863)  for  the  reUef  of  BeUe  Piper  Miller;  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

AMETVDMENTS  TO  THE  TABIFF   BIIX 

Mr.  CUTTING  and  Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana  each  submitted 
an  amendment  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  them,  respectively,  to 
House  bill  2667,  the  tarifi!  revision  bill,  which  were  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

KXTBNSIOS    or    COASTWISE   LAWS    TO   THE    PHUJypnfBS 

Mr.  VANDENBERG,  in  the  course  of  his  remarks  this  day  on 
the  Philippine  question,  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S. 
Res.  130),  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce: 

Whereas  the  United  States  Shipping  Board  on  January  SO.  1922.  ree- 
ommended  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  that  the  coastwise  ship- 
ping Uws  of  the  United  States  be  extended  to  the  Philippine  Islsnds,  as 
provided  In  section  21  of  the  merchant  marine  act  of  1920;  and 

Whereas  this  action  never  has  been  taken,  although  the  recommenda- 
tion never  has  been  withdrawn  ;  and 

Whereaa  the  fallnre  to  establish  this  maritime  etpiallty  for  all  terri- 
tory under  the  American  flag  resalta  la  a  heavy  transportation  differen- 
tial In  favor  of  commodities  coming  from  the  Philippine  Islands  to  the 
United  Statea:  Therefore  be  It 

Rt$olved,  That  the  Commerce  Committee  la  Instructed  to  Investigate 
the  premises  set  forth  In  this  resolatlon  and  report  to  the  Senate 
whether  It  la  sound  public  policy,  consistent  with  economic  Justice  for 
all  concerned,  to  extend  the  coastwise  laws  of  the  Untted  States  to  the 
Philippine  lalanda  pending  the  olthnate  Independence  of  these  lalajMla. 
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The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  K.  28(57)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreljfn  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  pending  question  being  on  the  am«idment 
of  Mr.  BaocssAKD,  on  page  283,  after  line  3,  to  insert : 

That  the  President  of  the  Unitrd  States  U  reqtie«t«d  to  Inrlte  such 
fovcrnmentii  as  he  m«y  deem  adrlsable  to  tend  representatives  to  a 
conference,  to  consldor  an  apr^ement  to  respect  the  Independence  and 
territorial  integrity  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  Such  agreement  shall 
be  reported  to  the  respective  governments  for  their  approval 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  ina.smuch  as  I  expect  to  vote 
agnln.«!t  the  pending  amendment,  I  desire  to  give  very  briefly 
my  rea.sons  for  doing  so. 

Mr.  President,  on  yesterday  I  votetl  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Krxo],  although 
I  doubted  then,  an  I  doubt  now,  the  propriety  of  injecting  that 
question  Into  the  midst  of  a  bill  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff.  But 
iuasmu<'h  ai*  consistency  is  said  to  be  the  hobgoblin  of  small 
minds.  I  gatheretl  together  my  little  family  of  hobgoblins  and 
T(»te<l  consistently  for  freedom  of  the  Philippines  because  I  did 
not  desdre  my  vote  to  be  misconstrued.  But  I  do  not  see  how 
the  Senate  can  intelligently  consider  the  question  of  Philippine 
hidejieiulence  In  counei-tlon  with  a  bill  to  raise  revenue  for  the 
United  States  by  tlie  imposition  of  tariff  duties. 

I  have  always  favored  independence  for  the  Philipi^e 
Islands,  but  when  I  vote  on  that  subject  I  desire  to  vote  cm  it 
on  its  own  merits  and  as  a  matter  of  principle.  I  do  not  desire 
to  t)e  driven  into  the  position  of  having  to  vote  to  give  the 
Philii)pii)e  Islands  freedom  in  order  that  we  may  tax  them  after 
they  have  obtained  their  independence. 

The  amendment  which  is  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisi- 
ana [Mr.  Broussard]  is  now  before  us.  I  regret  exceedingly 
not  to  coincide  with  his  views  on  the  subject  because  of  my  per- 
sonal affection  tor  him  and  my  high  opinion  of  his  ability,  his 
integrity,  and  his  statesmanship.  But  I  can  not  consistently 
vote  for  a  thing  that  k>oks  to  me  on  its  face  as  being  unwise. 

The  amendment  as  first  offered  requested  the  President  to 
invite  Great  Britain,  Japan,  Italy,  and  France  to  a  conference 
which  should  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  entering  into  an  agree- 
ment to  guarantee  the  independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands. 
The  amendment  has  been  changed  so  as  to  leave  it  to  the  Presi- 
dent to  Invite  any  country  that  he  may  think  advisable  to  have 
In  the  conference.  I  understand  that  change  was  made  because 
there  are  some  other  countries  whose  citizens  probably  have 
Invested  money  in  the  Philippines,  and  it  Is  not  desired  to  leave 
them  out  of  the  parley. 

What  is  the  object  of  the  proposed  conference,  Mr.  President, 
and  why  is  it  after  all  these  yeers,  when  we  have  debated  over 
and  over  again  the  question  of  Philippine  independence,  when 
we  have  regarded  It  as  a  question  for  the  United  States  of 
America  to  determine  for  herself  whether  independence  for 
the  Philippine  Islands  shall  be  granted  and  if  so  when  and 
mder  what  dreumstances,  that  we  are  now  asked  In  the  very 
middle  of  a  tariff  discussion  to  request  the  President  to  call  a 
conference  of  world  powers  to  meet  somewhere  in  the  Pacific 
Ocean  and  hold  a  town  meeting  on  the  question  of  whether  or 
not  the  United  States  shall  declare  the  independence  of  the 
Philippines;  and  if  so,  when? 

Except  probably  In  the  Jones  Act,  and  in  some  reiterations 
of  that  act,  we  have  not  yet  gone  to  the  extent  of  declaring 
that  we  will  at  any  given  time  or  under  any  given  circumstancea 
free  the  Philippine  Islands  except  In  the  vague  future  when 
we  consider  them  qualified  for  self-government;  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  there  is  a  considerable  portion  of  the  American 
people  who  will  never  consider  them  qualified  for  self-govern- 
ment ;  but  I  do  not  belong  to  that  contingent. 

However,  It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  President  as  rather  a  queer 
maneuver,  when  we  are  considering  a  tariff  bill  levying  duties 
upon  imports  into  the  United  States  that  Philippine  independ- 
ence has  snddanly  become  a  paramount  question,  so  that  we 
are,,a8ked  to  adopt  an  amendment  requesting  the  President  to 
_^.-^t^l  a  conference  of  nations  to  consltler  whether  they  will  re- 
spect the  independence  of  t lie  PhilippiAe  Islands,  when  we  have 
nut  even  yet  decided  that  we  will  give  independence  to  those 
islands.  What  nations  are  to  be  called  into  this  conference? 
What  nations  have  any  right  to  be  called  into  it,  so  far  as  the 
United  States  is  concerned?  If  we  propose  to  give  independence 
\  to  the  Philippine  Islantls,  let  us  do  it  as  a  matter  of  principle ; 
let  us  do  It  iH-cause  our  hearts  are  stirred  by  the  warmth  of 
friendshTp  and  by  the  divine  principles  that  actuated  us  to 
declare  our  own  Independence  and  to  enjoy  IL 
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I  do  not  want  to  vote  for  Philippine  Independence  simply  In 
oi  [ler  to  tax  them.  We  are  asked  to  free  thera  so  that  we  may 
w  th  good  consi^^lence  then  levy  a  tax  upon  them  and  upon  the 
in  ports  which  they  send  into  the  United  States.  If  and  when 
they  are  entitled  to  their  freedom,  let  us  grant  It  to  them  as  a 
mitter  of  right.  After  that,  we  can  determine  our  tariff 
pclicy  toward  them  as  toward  other  nations'. 

The  adoption  of  this  amendment  and  the  calling  of  this  con- 
ference by  the  President  presuppose  some  sort  of  obligation  on 
oi  r  part  as  a  result  of  that  conference.  Suppose  these  nations 
m?et;  suppose  they  agree  to  respect  the  independence  of  the 
Plilippine  Islands — which  Is  a  mere  fiction  at  this  time — sup- 
pose their  delegates  return  to  their  respective  countries  and 
re|x.»rt  that  they  have  enteretl  into  an  agreement  among  them- 
selves and  with  the  United  States ;  is  that  agreement  to  be 
ratified  in  the  form  of  a  solemn  treaty  or  will  they  be  only 
eipected  to  make  a  report  to  their  governments  that  they  have 
htkl  this  town  meeting  In  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  have  agreed 
aiiong  thenwelves  to  respect  the  independence,  if  it  shall  ever 
b€  secured,  of  the  Philippines?  Suppose  this  conference  is  held 
aid  the  delegates  from  every  country  whose  citizens  have  In- 
vented money  In  the  Philippines  decide  that  their  Investments 
w  11  be  safer  if  the  Philippines  remain  a  i)ossession  of  the 
U  dted  States,  and,  actuated  by  the  spirit  of  cupidity,  they  de- 
cl  ne  to  enter  into  an  agreement  to  resi)ect  the  independence  of 
thp  Philippine  Islands  and  return  home  and  make  a  report  of 
that  character.  In  what  sort  of  position  will  it  leave  the  United 
States?  Where  will  it  leave  the  Philippine  Islands?  Where 
w  11  It  leave  I'hllippine  independence? 

Mr.  President,  I  can  not  support  this  amendment  becau.se, 
in  the  first  place,  I  do  uot  tliink  it  has  any  business  in  a  tariff 
bil.  I  can  not  support  it  because  I  think  it  carries  with  it  an 
lE  ipllcation  to  carry  out  at  least  an  implied  pronii.se  to  grant 
P  lillpplne  Independence  if  all  the  nations  which  are  called  to- 
g<ther  by  the  President  shall  agree  to  resjioct  it.  I  can  not 
support  it  l)ecause  if  those  nations  do  not  agri>e  to  respt^rt  such 
ii  dependence,  then  it  may  be  a  serious  question  whether  the 
United  States,  in  good  faith  having  called  the  conference,  can 
even  afford  to' grant  independence  to  the  Philippine  Islands  with 
tliat  sort  of  international  situation  created  by  a  conference 
Ich  I  do  not  think  ought  to  be  called.  For  these  reasons.  I 
n  not  support  the  amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  in  my  view,  this 
endment  Is  entirely  unnecessary.  Practically  everything  that 
uld  be  accomplished  by  its  adoption  will  follow  as  a  matter  of 
urse  without  any  agreement  such  as  is  contemplated  by  the 
endment.  It  will  be  appreciated  at  once  that  the  language  of 
e  amendment  follows  substantially  that  of  Article  X  of  the 
venant  of  the  League  of  Nations.  If  the  United  States  should 
nt  independence  to  the  Philippine  Islands,  and  those  islands 
ould  establish  an  independent  government,  that  independent 
government  would  undoubtedly  become  a  member  of  the  League 
O:  Nations.  All  small  nations  have  hastened  to  join  that  league. 
Tiey  are  practically  all  attached  to  its  principles  and  11.^  pur- 
p<  ses.  They  are  the  most  ardent  supporters  of  the  organization. 
T  ley  feel  a  measure  of  safety  in  so  being  memljers  of  the  I^eague 
of  Nations. 

The  original  amendment  contemplated,  Mr.  President,  the  ex- 
tending of  invitations  to  the  Governments  of  Great  Britain, 
Ji  pan,  Italy,  and  France,  prestmiably  because  those  nations  have 
li  terests  in  that  part  of  the  world  In  which  are  situated  the 
P  illippine  Islands.  The  invitation  might  very  properly  have 
ir  eluded  China,  Holland,  and  Slam,  which  countries  are  llke- 
w  se  interested  in  that  locality.  All  of  those  nations  are  mcm- 
b<  rs  of  the  League  of  Nations,  and  each  member  of  the  League 
o;  Nations  has  undertaken  to  respect  the  independence  and  ter- 
ritorial integrity  of  every  other  member  of  the  League  of  Na- 
tl Jns;  so  that  If  the  Philippines  should  become  an  independent 
n  ition  and  should  join  the  league,  as  in  all  reasonable  prob- 
a  ►ility  they  would,  Great  Britain  Is  already  bound  to  respect 
tie  independence  and  territorial  Intefrrity  of  the  Philipf)ine  Is- 
liinds;  Japan  is  already  obligated  to  do  the  same  thins:  France 
la  already  obligated  to  do  the  same  thing,  as  are  likewise  Hol- 
li  nd.  China,  and  Siam.  So,  on  the  a.ssumption  that  the  Philip- 
p  nes  go  into  the  League  of  Nations,  we  have  already  everything 
tl  at  this  amendment.  If  adopted,  would  secure.  The  amendment 
If  agreed  to  would,  of  course,  reach  all  of  these  nations ;  so  that 
tl  ere  does  not  seem  to  be  any  occasion  for  the  calling  of  the 
c<  nference  for  the  purpose  of  securing  from  the  other  nations 
at  obligation  to  respect  the  independeuc-e  and  territorial  in- 
tegrity of  the  Philippine  Islands.  The  only  result  that  would  be 
ol  talned  would  be  that  we  would  be  bound.  Well,  we  actually  do 
n  >t  need  to  be  bound,  because  I  do  not  suppose  that  if  we  give 
Ii  dependence  to  the  Philipjpine  Islands  anybody  will  be  very 
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seriously  apprehensive  that  we  will  not  thereafter  respect  their 
Independence  and  territorial  Integrity. 

Mr.  President  this  is  only  a  mild  form,  as  I  view  it,  of  the 
idea  emlKMiied  in  the  original  amendment,  namely,  that  If  we 
grant  Independence  to  the  Philippine  Islands  we  should  guar- 
antee their  Independence,  which  means,  of  course,  that  if  some 
other  country  should  for  any  cause  Intervene  in  the  PhiiiK>ine 
Islands  and  endeavor  to  set  up  a  sovereignty  there  we  would 
be  obligated  to  go  to  the  aid  of  the  Philippines  in  order  to 
restore  their  independence.     I  am  against  that. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President,  may  I  interrupt  the  Senator? 
The  VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from   Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question. 
If  we  should  adopt  this  amendment  and  the  other  nations 
should  agree  to  respect  the  independence  of  the  Philippines, 
would  not  this  country,  by  adopting  such  a  provision,  impliedly 
at  least,  bind  itself  to  grant  lndep<^ndence  to  the  Philippines? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  should  think  that  that  would  be 
a  necessary  assumption  and  we  would  really  be  to-day  without 
further  discussion  committing  ourselves  to  the  independence  of 
the  Philippines,  provided  the  other  nations  should  enter  into 
the  agreement,  which  undoubtedly,  of  course,  they  would,  be- 
cause, as  I  have  said,  they  are  now  practically  obligated  by 
their  membership  in  the  League  of  Nations  to  do  just  exactly 
that  thing. 

I  think  that  it  would  be  singularly  unfortunate,  Mr.  President, 
if  the  G(»vemment  of  the  United  States  ever  undertook,  when 
the  Philippines  shall  attain  their  independence,  to  guarantee 
that  status  to  them.  I  think  it  would  l>e  singularly  unfortunate 
if  we  held  out  to  the  people  of  the  United  States  the  fear  that 
some  day  or  other,  possibly  at  least,  the  youth  of  this  country 
would  be  called  upon  to  cross  6,000  miles  of  sea  in  order  to  fight 
a  war  on  the  other  side  of  the  hemisphere.  I  do  not  believe  that 
we  are  under  any  obligation  whatever  to  assume  that  respon- 
eibility. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  agree  thoroughly  with  every  word  the  Sena- 
tor has  said.  I  was  wondering,  however.  If  there  was  any  move- 
ment upon  the  part  of  anyone  in  America  to  do  other  than  he 
has  stated  or  to  take  any  position  other  than  he  has  just  set 
forth. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  original  amendment  which  I 
have  before  me  reads  as  follows: 

That  the  President  of  the  United  States  is  authorised  and  requested 
to  invite  the  Governments  of  Great  Britain,  Japan,  Italy,  and  France 
to  send  representatives  to  a  conference,  which  shall  be  charged  with  the 
duty  of  entering  into  an  agreement  to  guarantee  the  independence  of  the 
Philippine  Islands.  Such  agreement  shall  be  reported  to  the  respective 
Governments  for  their  approval 

Mr,  BROUSSARD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  have  already  yielded  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  merely  wi."h  to  state  that  what  the 
Senator  has  read  Is  not  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  going  to  suggest  that  It  Is  not  the  pend- 
ing amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  from  Utah  asked  me 
if  there  was  anyone  in  this  country  who  advocated  such  a  course 
as  that  which  I  undertook  feebly  to  combat,  and  I  referred  to 
the  fact  that  somebody  must  have  that  idea  in  mind,  because 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  submitted  an  amendment  to  that 
effect  which,  although  It  has  been  withdrawn,  Indicates  that 
the  Idea  Is  not  without  some  support. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Even  under  the  pending  amendment  if  an 
agn'ement  should  be  entered  into  between  the  various  nations 
to  respect  the  territorial  Integrity  and  independence  of  the 
Philippine  Islands  and  later  independence  should  be  given  to 
them,  and  any  one  or  more  of  the  nations  entering  Into  that 
agreement  should  violate  the  agreement  to  respect  the  independ- 
ence of  the  PhiilK>ine  Islands,  would  we  not  by  implication  be 
bound,  then,  to  take  such  steps  as  might  make  It  necessary  for 
them  to  respect  Philippine  Independence,  which  might  lead  us 
Into  war  with  the  country  that  violated  the  treaty? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course,  there  is  a  difference 
between  respecting  the  integrity  of  another  country  and  guaran- 
teeing the  independence  of  another  country ;  that  is,  there  is  a 


difference  in  language  and  In  legal  effect;  but  whether  in  the 
estimation  of  the  world  we  would  not  be  under  some  measure 
of  obligation  to  resist  any  encroachment  upon  the  territorial 
integrity  of  the  Philippines  there  can  be  no  doubt. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  a  party  to  such  treaty  and  as  the  moral 
guarantor  of  the  Philippine  independence  and  territorial  In- 
tegrity, could  we  as  a  nation  afford  to  sit  idly  by  and  see  such 
an  agreement  violated  w^ithout  resisting  it  in  any  way  that  we 
thought  necessary  to  bring  al)out  its  observance? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  think  probably  the  nations  signa- 
tory to  the  covenant  of  the  league  do  not  regard  themselves 
obligated  by  the  mere  undertaking  to  respect  the  int^rity  of 
every  other  member  to  come  to  the  aid  of  every  other  member 
should  its  territory  be  invaded.  Of  course,  however,  the  United 
States  occupies  a  peculiar  position ;  and  the  implication  of  such 
a  duty,  I  should  thiuJk.  would,  in  the  estimation  of  the  world, 
be  stronger  in  the  case  of  the  United  States  than  it  would  in 
the  case  of  any  other  nation. 

So,  Mr.  President,  we  confront  in  a  rather  mild  form  the 
same  idea  of  an  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  to  undertake  to  guarantee  the  independence 
of  the  Philippines  whenever  their  independence  shall  be  at- 
tained. But,  however  that  may  be,  I  recur  to  the  original  idea 
that  it  is  entirely  unnecessary,  because  the  Philippines  have  an 
opportunity  at  least  to  go  into  the  League  of  Nations  and  thus 
to  get  all  the  advantage  that  would  ensue  from  an  agreement 
such  as  It  Is  coutemidated  shall  be  effected  through  the  confer- 
ence which  the  President  is  asked  to  call. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  as  Senators  know,  a  number  of 
years  ago  I  offered  a  joint  resolution  for  the  independence  of 
the  Philippine  Islands,  and  at  each  session  of  Congress  since 
have  offered  a  similar  measure.  Some  time  after  I  had  offered 
the  Joint  resolution  a  number  of  persons  who  favored  the  reso- 
lution indicated  to  me  that  they  believed  that  some  opposition 
to  the  bill  might  be  avoided  if  a  resolution  were  passed  by 
Congress  asking  the  President  to  negotiate  a  treaty  with  the 
governments  having  interests  in  the  region  of  the  Pacific,  under 
the  terms  of  which  the  signatories  to  the  treaty  would  respect 
the  political  independence  and  territorial  Integrity  of  the 
Philippine  state  after  it  had  been  established.  To  meet  the 
fears  or  wishes  of  such  persons  I  offered  a  resolution  reading  as 
follows : 

The  President  Is  hereby  requested  to  enter  Into  negotiations  with  tha 
powers  having  territorial  Interests  in  the  Pacific,  or  adjacent  thereto, 
for  the  purpose  of  concluding  a  treaty  or  treaties  whereby  said  powers 
agree  to  recognize  the  Philippine  Islands  as  an  Independent  state,  and 
covenant  to  respect  tl»e  political  Independence  and  territorial  Integrity 
of  such  Philippine  state  when  such  state  shall  have  been  established  ani 
declared  by  the  United  States. 

I  had  no  fear  that  Japan  or  China,  or  any  government  hav- 
ing Interests  In  the  Pacific — or,  for  that  matter,  elsewhere — 
would  seek  to  interfere  with  an  independent  Philippine  state. 
It  has  been  my  view,  and  still  Is,  that  if  the  Filipinos  set  up  a 
government  of  their  own  choice,  they  would  not  be  interfered 
with  by  other  nations,  nor  would  their  territory  be  coveted  by 
Japan  or  China  or  otlier  Pacific  powers.     I  was  willing,  how- 
ever, In  order  that  any  possible  opposition  to  the  resolution 
providing  for  the  independence  of  the  Philippines  might  be 
averted,  to  present  the  resolution  which  I  have  juat  read,  and 
endeavor   to   secure   favorable   action   thereon   at    the   proper 
time  and  when  the  Independence  reaolutlon  had  been  favorably 
acted  upon.    I  saw  no  Impropriety  In  our  Government,  after  we 
had  freed  the  Filipinos  from  American  control,  or  after  we  bad 
set  In  motion  the  machinery  that  would  accomplish  that  reault, 
in  negotiating  treaties  with  the  governments  Interested  in  the 
Pacific,  under  the  terms  of  which  such  governments  would,  in 
connection  with  the  United  States,  agree  to  respect  the  inde- . 
pendence  and  territorial  Integrity  of  the  new  Phlii{^lne  state. 
I  did  not  intend  to  press  this  resolution  until  after  Congress 
had  favorably  acted  upon  the  resolution  to  give  Independence  to 
the  Filipinos.     In  accordance  with  that  view,  though  I  have 
offered   a   number   of   resolutions   directing   the   President   to 
negotiate  a  treaty,  as  provided  in  the  resolution  which  I  have 
Just  read,  I  have  not  asked  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
to  which  the  resolutions  were  sent,  to  take  any  action  upon 
the  same.    I  have,  however,  earnestly  sought  favorable  action 
upon  the  resolutions  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Territories 
and  Insular  Pos-sesslons  providing  for  Philippine  independence. 
Mr.  Pi*esldent.  I  think  I  know  the  views  of  at  least  some  of 
the  principal   powers   having   Interests   in   the   region   of   the 
Pacific,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  there  would  be 
no  disposition  upon  their  part  to  Interfere  with  any  independ- 
ent Philippine  government.    Upon  the  contrary,  I  feel  sanguine 
tliat  they  would  extend  a  most  cordial  greeting  to  the  new  state 
and  cooperate  with  it  in  every  i^oper  way  for  its  development 
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umI  for  the  promotion  of  cordial  relations  between  it  and  all 
othor  Govemiuents  having  interests  in  and  adjacent  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean.  I  think  I  speak  with  some  knowledge  when  I 
say  that  Japan  has  no  designs  upon  the  PhUiK>ine  Islands. 
Several  hundred  years  ago,  as  I  have  had  occasion  heretofore 
to  state  in  the  Senate,  Japan  did  have  some  control  over  a 
portion.  If  not  all,  of  the  Philippine  Archipelago,  but  the  Japa- 
ne»»e  people  manifested  no  desire  to  colonize  the  Philippine 
Islands  and  the  Japanese  Government  abandoned  any  control 
which  it  had  in  or  over  any  Philippine  territory.  The  fact  is 
that  a  very  limited  number  of  Japanese  have  established  them- 
selves in  the  Philippine  Islands  and  the  number  residing  there 
now  is  limitetl  to  a  few  thou.'*and.  The  Chinese  have  evinced 
but  little  concern  in  the  Philippine  Islands  and  the  CThinese 
population  In  the  Philippine  Islands  is  likewise  limited  to  a 
few  thon.«iand.  The  fact  is  that  the  climate  of  the  Philippine 
Inlands  is  not  suitable  to  the  Japanese.  Japan  has  had  no 
Utile  difficulty  in  trying  to  colonize  FomKJsa.  an  island  of  some 
Importance,  which  belongs  to  Japan.  Japan  is  interested  in  the 
in<lastrial  development  of  her  own  territory.  She  does,  however, 
have  Interests  in  the  mainland  and  a  large  number  of  Japanese 
have  found  homes  in  Manchuria.  Japan's  expan.sion,  it  seems 
to  me.  will  be  to  the  west  and  upon  the  Asiatic  mainland. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Loui:<iana  (Mr.  BHorssABDj,  in  the  light  of  the  nonaction  by  our 
own  Government  lo<Aing  to  the  independence  of  the  Philippine 
Islands,  should  not,  In  my  opinion,  be  passed.  When  we  have 
enacted  a  measure  granting  independence  to  the  Filipinos,  we 
may  then,  as  I  have  stated,  with  propriety,  ask  other  nations 
to  Join  in  a  treaty  or  agreement  to  respect  the  independence 
and  territorial  Integrity  of  the  new  government.  It  might 
excite  some  rather  curious  comment  if  we  were  to  invite  other 
nations  to  enter  into  a  treaty  to  respect  the  territorial  Integrity 
and  the  political  Independence  of  a  Philippine  state  before  it 
wa.<<  established  and  before  the  United  States  had  indicated 
that  It  would  surrender  its  authority  and  control  now  being 
exercised  over  the  Philippine  Archipelago.  Other  nations  might 
question  our  sincerity  and  before  cou.«*enting  to  negotiate  a 
treaty  or  to  attend  a  ci.>nference  for  the  discassion  of  the  Inde- 
pendence of  the  Philippine  Islands  might  inquire  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  United  States  to  grant  independence  to 
the  Filipinos.  They  might  insist  that  our  Government  obligate 
itself  to  free  the  Filipinos  from  American  rule,  or  they  might  go 
further  and  insist,  as  a  coudltioi)  precedent  to  the  negotiation 
of  such  a  treaty  or  to  the  participation  In  a  conference,  that 
tile  United  States  evidence  its  bona  fides  in  the  matter  by  enact- 
ing the  necessary  legislation  for  the  creation  of  an  independent 
Ptiillppine  government 

Mr.  SI.MM(.)NS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  KING.     I  do. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  the  Senator  think  the  necessity  for 
that  will  arise  until  the  United  States  has  definitely  made  up  its 
mind  to  grant  the  Philippines  Independence? 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  stated  a  moment  ago  that  I 
thought  this  was  a  sort  of  corollary  to  the  other  measuret. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Yes ;  I  understand.  The  other  measure  pro- 
Tided  for  their  Independence. 

Mr.  KINO.    Tea. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Now,  that  has  been  defeated. 

Mr.  KING.    No;  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  say  "defeated." 

Mt.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator's  amendment  has  been  voted 
down. 

Mr.  KING.  Let  us  rather  say  that  it  has  been  held  in  sus- 
pension untU  next  session. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Well,  I  will  say  that,  because  I  think  a 
great  many  Senators  who  voted  against  the  amendment  did  so 
without  intending  to  pass  on  its  merits  at  all ;  and  I  think  that 
if  the  issue  had  been  put  before  the  Senate  on  Its  merits  as  a 
separate  propof;ition,  entirely  detached  from  anything  else,  it 
wouid  have  passed  the  Senate  by  a  substantial  vote. 

Mr.  KING.     I  think  so. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  But  for  the  present  that  proposition  Ixas  been 
voted  down.  The  question  that  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator,  and 
to  which  I  want  to  direct  his  mind,  is  this : 

Even  If  at  some  future  time,  when  we  have  made  up  our 
minds  definitely  to  give  the  Philippine  Islands  their  independ- 
ence, that  might  be  desirable  as  a  matter  of  precaution — I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  necessary  as  a  matter  of  precaution,  be- 
cause I  think  the  Senator  from  Montana  is  absolutely  right  in 
saying  that  it  is  all  provided  for  within  the  League  of  Nations— 
what  necessity  can  there  be  for  such  a  conference  to  decide  that 
question,  or  to  ascertain  those  facts  with  reference  to  the  atti- 
tude of  other  nations  in  the  Pacific,  until  the  United  States  has 
made  up  its  mind  to  gnuit  indepttidence  for  Vb»  Philippines  T 
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Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  I  think  it  would  be  unnecessary. 

;  will  be  time  enough  to  seek  a  conference  or  pass  a  resolu- 
t  on  asking  the  President  to  negotiate  a  treaty  with  a  view 
t  >  having  other  nations  agree  to  respect  the  territorial  in- 
t  fgrity,  and  so  forth,  of  an  independent  Philippine  government, 
V  h«i  we  have  done  our  part  and  passed  the  necessary  legisla- 
t  cm  under  which  the  Filipinos  may  form  a  constitution  suitable 
t  >  their  needs  and  are  ready  to  assume  their  place  among  the 
i:»dependent  nations  of  the  world.  If  and  when  this  is  done, 
or  after  our  Grovernment  has  taken  every  step  necess.iry  to 
bring  about  the  independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  we  may 
c  insider  the  wisdom  of  taking  up  with  other  nations  such 
proper  and  pertinent  questions  as  relate  to  the  new  state  and 
t  le  attitude  of  the  governments  toward  the  same. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  seems  to  me  that  such  a  resolution  should 
f)llow,  and  not  precede,  a  declaration  on  the  part  of  the 
I  nlted  States  that  it  is  going  to  give  independence  to  these 
p  eople. 

Mr.  KING.    Yes;  exactly. 

Mr.  President,  desiring  as  I  do  the  independence  of  the  Philip- 
p  ines,  I  feel  constrained  to  vote  agJiinst  the  amendment  offered 
bf  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  BroussardI  ;  and  if  my 
own  amendment  were  to  be  offere<l  I  should  feel  constrained 
t>  take  the  same  position  at  this  time.  I  want  to  know  what 
t  le  United  States  are  going  to  do  with  respect  to  the  Philip- 
p  ine  Islands  before  I  am  willing  to  ask  other  nations  to  Indl- 
cite  what  their  purp<^)se  will  be  with  respect  to  recognizing 
tpe  independence  and  the  territorial  integrity  of  the  islands,  after 

ey  shall  have  become  an  Independent  state. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Mr.  President,  I  dislike  very  much  to 

ingle  the  consideration  of  our  profound  political  and  moral 

spon  Sibil  it  lea  in  the  Philippine  Islands  with  a  consideration 

our   economic   necessities   at    home;    but.    inasmuch    as   the 

tlon  of  Philippine  independence  now  arises  in  connection 

th  the  tariff  bill,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  will  not  be  misunder- 

oo<l  If  one  very  Important  economic  exposure  be  pointed  out 
which  no  attention  thus  far  bus  been  paid.     I  am  siH>aking 

ut  of  the  experience  of  a  State  which  has  such  tremendous 
sugar  and  sugar-beet  Interests  that  we  know  to  our  very 

eflnite  sorrow  what  the  hazard  of  this  competitive  Philippine 

onomlc  situation  is.    It  Is  in  relation  to  a  practical  and  proi)er 

nd  effectual  treatment  of  this  challenge  that  I  want   briefly 
submit  this  view,  and  then  to  offer  a  resolution  which  for 
present  I  shall  ask  to  have  referred  to  the  Commerce  Com- 
Ailttee. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Broub- 
4akd)  has  rendered  a  very  splendid  service,  not  only  to  jmblic 

ought  in  our  own  country  but  to  the  ultimate  Independence 

if  the  Philippine  Islands,  by  the  action  he  has  taken  m  this 

oor  and  the  manner  in  which  he  has  at  last  preclpltatefl  this 

lallengiug  issue.     So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I   welcome  the 

nnuuncemeut  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bikguam), 
chairman   of   the   Committee  on   Territories   and   Insular 

ffairs,  that  this  committee,  of  which  I  have  the  honor  also  to 

a  member,  will  this  winter  undertake  a  definite  and  con- 

itructlve  and  resultful   suney.   which   I  hope   may  come  to  a 

nality  in  relation  to  this  Issue;  and  I  shall  contribute  every 
Sympathetic  consideration  to  that  effort,  l>ecanse  I  hope  for  the 
( ay  with  the  least  possible  delay  when  the  Philippine  Islands 
nay  have  their  Independence  on  a  safeguarded  basis  which 
involves  adequate  and  permanent  self-sufficiency.  We  .we  it 
to  them,  when  such  is  their  own  d**ire  and  their  own  develop- 
1  lent.  We  owe  It  to  ourselves,  because  otherwi.'ie  the  comiietltlve 
( conomlc  situation  will  grow  progressively  insufferable. 

Pending  that  time,  I  am  unable,  much  as  I  regret  it,  to  follow 
1  he  Senator  from  Loui.siana,  either  by  way  of  his  pending  and 
■remature  amendment  anticipating  Independence  or  by  way  of 

lis  proposal  to  put  a  tax  upon  Philippine  products.  I  am 
1  inable  to  proceed  with  him  In  relation  to  his  proposed  Interna- 

ional  conference,  becau.se  it  seems  to  me  to  be  wholly  a  para- 

<  ox  that  we  should  a-sk  the  rest  of  the  world  to  consider  the 
s  tatus  of  the  Philippine  Islands  in  futurity  before  we  detlde  for 

<  urselves  what  our  own  intention  and  prospectus  is  in  relation 
lo  their  ultimate  and  permanent  status.    It  is  and  mu.st  be  our 

<  wn  primary  ctmcem  and  responsibility.  We  can  not  take  an 
mtematlonal  referendum  on  suc'h  a  matter.  We  must  determine 
It  in  our  own  right  and  on  our  own  authority. 

I  am  unable.  In  the  second  place,  to  follow  him  into  a  tariff 

ax  upon  Philippine  imports,  becau.se  it  seems  to  me  ntterly 

nndamental,  no  matter  how  earnestly  It  Is  attempted  to  permit 

he  Filipinos  themselves   to  participate  In   the  fruits  of  that 

'  ax,  that  economic  equality  under  the  law  must  exist  as  an 

.  Lmerican  tradition  and  principle  wherever  territory  is  under 

he  American  flag. 

This  brings  me  to  the  specific  proposition  which  I  want  to 

1 1  ubmit  to  the  Senate.    At  the  present  time  In  one  Important 
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particular  the  Philippine  Islands  are  enjoying  more  than  an 
economic  equality,  and  it  is  at  that  point  that  it  seems  to  me 
we  have  a  perfectly  proper  moral  and  economic  right  to  restore 
equality  in  our  own  behalf.  We  do  not  owe  them  greater  eco- 
nomic privileges  than  we  retain  for  our  own  citizens  in  our 
own  continental  States  and  in  Porto  Rico,  Hawaii,  and  Alaska. 
I  am  referring  to  the  fact  that  the  Philippine  Islands  repre- 
sent the  only  territory  under  the  American  flag  which  does 
not  have  to  live  under  the  American  coastwise  shipping  laws 
and  thus  confine  its  free  trade  upon  the  seas  to  American  ships 
between  American  ports.  The  United  States  Shipping  Board 
passed  a  resolution  on  January  30,  1922,  reading  Jis  follows : 

Whereas  In  the  opinion  of  the  United  States  Shipping  Board  ade- 
quate steamship  service  at  reasonable  rates  to  accommodate  the  com- 
merce and  the  passenger  travel  of  the  PhlHppiues  has  been  established : 
Be  It 

Reaolved.  That  certification  be  made  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  that  such  adequate  service  as  set  forth  al)ove  does  exist,  and 
that  in  the  opinion  of  the  United  States  Shipping  Board  the  provisions 
of  section  21  of  the  merchant  marine  act  of  1920,  extending  the  coast- 
wise laws  of  the  United  States  to  the  Philippine  Islands,  should  now 
be  carried  Into  effect  In  the  manner  specified  therein. 

Although  the  Shipping  Board  took  that  action  in  1922,  no 
President  of  the  United  States  subsequently  has  acted  under  his 
authority  In  the  extension  of  these  coastwise  laws  to  the  Philii^ 
pine  Islands. 

In  consultation  with  the  Shipping  Board  recently  I  find  that 
this  (»|)inlon  of  the  board  never  has  been  changed,  never  has 
been  withdrawn,  and  stands  to-day  precisely  as  It  stood  origi- 
nally. The  board,  of  course,  is  thinking  In  terms  of  encourag- 
ing an  American  merchant  marine  upon  the  Pacific — a  vital 
objective  which  I  heartily  applaud.  But  there  is  something 
even  more  vital  and  fundamental  in  the  correction  of  this  exist- 
ing situation. 

Mr.  Pretsident,  what  is  the  result,  briefly  summarized,  of  the 
failure  to  extend  the  coastwise  laws  to  the  Philippine  Islands? 
This  Is  the  result:  Commodities  which  come  from  the  Philip- 
pines Into  the  United  States  duty  free  In  comj>etltlon  with 
American  products  have  the  favorable  differential  either  of 
lower  transportation  c-osts  in  foreign  ships,  which  do  not  have 
to  comply  with  American  standards,  or  of  a  transportation 
rate  In  American  ships  which  is  fixed  In  competition  with  for- 
eign transportation  rates,  and  inevitably  sinks  to  this  foreign 
standard. 

As  a  result,  the  freight  nite  on  sugnr,  for  Instance,  from  Ma- 
nila to  New  York,  a  distance  certainly  of  ten  or  twelve  thou- 
sand miles,  is  37  Vj  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  as  compared  with 
a  rate  of  58V4  cents  per  hundred  pounds  on  Michigan  sugar 
from  Menominee  to  New  York.  In  other  words,  because  of  the 
fact  that  the  Philippine  Island*?  enjoy  this  isolation  In  respect 
to  the  requirement  that  their  commodity  shall  travel  on  the 
basis  of  American  transportation  rates,  they  actually  have  an 
economic  advantage  in  competition  with  American  commotiities 
which  is  profound  and  emphatic  and  intensive  and  unfair  to 
domestic  industry  and  agriculture.  Contemplate  the  tragic  In- 
equity in  competition  between  a  transportation  rate  of  37% 
cents  between  Manila  and  New  York  and  a  rate  of  44  cents 
between  Detroit  and  New  York. 

Nor  is  that  all.  As  a  result  of  this  condition,  all  trantporta- 
tion  l»etween  Manila  and  New  York  seems  to  find  Itself  reduced 
to  a  rate  which  apparently  is  dictated  by  the  rates  fixed  on 
foreign  shipping.  The  United  States  Shipping  Board  operates 
two  lines  of  steamers  between  Manila  and  New  York.  Those 
are  the  American  Pioneer  Line,  actually  operated  by  the  Roose- 
velt Steamship  Co.,  and  the  American  Gulf  &  Orient  Line, 
actually  operated  by  the  Tampa  Steamship  Co.  Those  two 
lines,  operated,  in  effect,  by  the  American  Government,  are 
bringing  138.000  tons  of  Philippine  sugar  to  the  United  States 
this  year.  The  same  lines  are  operating  at  a  Government  loss 
of  $940,000.  This  is  the  loss  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1929. 

While  It  Is  Impossible  to  allocate  all  of  this  loss  to  the  sugar 
cargo,  because  there  Is  other  and  Incidental  cargo,  nevertheless, 
for  the  sake  of  the  argument,  if  it  could  be  so  allocated,  this 
would  represent  an  actual  subsidy  of  $7  per  ton  out  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  in  behalf  of  this  Philippine  sugar 
coming  Into  the  United  States. 

Whether  or  not  all  of  the  loss  is  properly  allocated  to  sugar, 
the  inevitable  conclusion  from  this  arithmetic  is  that,  so  long 
as  Philippine  commodities  can  be  brought  Into  the  United 
States  in  foreign  ships  on  a  free-trade  basis,  they  will  come 
under  so  substantial  a  transportation  differential  that  they 
will  enjoy  an  emphatic  economic  advantage  In  competition  with 
oar  own  products  at  home.    This  Os  an  advantage  which  we 


do  not  owe  the  Philippines  under  any  possible  moral  or  politi- 
cal or  economic  philosophy. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Swiator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 
Mr.  VANDBNBERG.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  What,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Seiiator,  is  the 
remedy? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  8cnat(»r  was  not  here  when  I 
made  my  initial  statemejit.  My  oplnlwi  Is  that  the  United 
States  ShiK)lng  Board  was  right  when,  on  January  80,  1922, 
It  passed  a  resolution  recommending  that  the  American  coast- 
wise shipping  laws  be  extended  to  the  Philippine  Islands,  pend- 
ing the  ultimate  Independence  of  these  Islands. 

Mr.  BORAH.  But  the  question  Is,  how  shall  we  put  it  into 
effect?    Does  the  Senator  propose  an  amendment? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  proposing  a  resolution,  which 
will  not  be  in  order  in  connection  with  the  tariff  bill  at  the 
present  time,  but  which  I  am  going  to  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  referred  to  the  Commerce  Committee;  asking  the 
Commerce  Committee  to  inquire  immediately  into  the  general 
challenge  which  this  tentative  picture  seems  to  create.  I  have 
tried  for  four  weeks,  in  consultation  with  the  Shii>ping  Board, 
to  get  an  answer  which  is  adequate  and  conclusive.  The  Ship- 
ping Board  is  extremely  sympathetic  with  the  Inquiry,  but  up 
to  date  we  have  not  been  able  to  pin  down  an  answer  to  this 
fundamental  question,  namely,  what  would  the  freight  rate 
have  to  be  from  Manila  to  New  York  in  order  to  permit  Amer- 
ican ships  to  operate  at  a  reasonable  profit?  When  we  can 
find  the  answer  to  that  question,  then  we  can  compare  that 
rate  with  the  37%  cents  per  hundred  rate  which  now  obtains 
from  Manila  to  New  York,  and  we  can  specifically  determine 
the  measure  of  the  legitimate  domej^ic  protection  which  would 
be  involved  in  the  extension  of  the  coastwise  shipping  laws  to 
the  Philippine  Islands,  pending  the  ultimate  independence  of 
these  islands. 

In  respect  to  PhUlpplne  sugar,  the  1928  crop  marketed  In  the 
United  States  through  Atlantic  ports  totaled  408,000  tons.  This 
was  transported  as  follows:  American  vessels,  200,000  tons', 
foreign  vessels.  208.000  tons.  Of  the  amount  transported  in 
American  bottoms,  138.000  tons  came  In  United  States  Shipping 
Boanl  vessels.  All  of  the  shipments  came  on  the  basis  of  trans- 
portation rates  fixed  by  the  foreign  ships.  Therefore  all  of  it 
might  just  as  well  have  come  In  foreign  ships,  so  far  as  rates  are 
concerned.  All  of  this  sugar,  for  example,  came  on  the  basis 
of  a  virtual  subsidy.  Part  of  the  subsidy  actually  came  out  of 
the  Public  Treasury.  The  rest  of  it  is  represented  by  the  dif- 
ferential which  we  permit  so  long  as  ve  grant  the  Philippines 
immunity  to  those  coastwise  maritime  laws  which  we  impose 
upon  all  other  free-trade  traffic  wholly  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  American  fiag.  If  we  consider  the  Philippines  as  Ameri- 
can terrltorv  for  the  purpose  of  granting  them  free  trade,  I 
submit  that  they  should  not  shed  this  character  for  the  purpose 
of  avoiding  our  coastwise  shlpiring  laws. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr  SACKBTT.  The  Senator  proposes  that  the  coastwise 
shilling  laws  be  applied  to  the  PhlMwine  Islands.  I  wanted 
to  ask  whether  that  would  have  the  effect  of  requiring  Philippine 
products  to  be  brought  to  this  country  only  in  American  ships? 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  would  be  the  effect,  precisely,  as 
all  American  products  which  pass  between  other  American 
ports,  and  thus  enjoy  free  trade,  have  to  travel  in  American 
bottoms.  So  long  as  the  Philippines  remain  American  territory 
we  have  no  tariff  right  to  protect  ourselves  against  low  Flllptoo 
costs  in  agriculture  and  industry.  But  after  we  assimilate  this 
heavy  differential  we  should  not  in  addition  be  asked  to  assimi- 
late a  transportatlcm  differential  which  is  wholly  a  special  and 
unwarranted  iwlvil^re. 

Having  made  this  statement — and  It  Is  all  I  care  to  say  at 
the  moment  on  the  subject— I  am  going  to  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  tWs  resolution  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce. 

I  simply  want  to  say  in  conclusion  that,  as  nearly  as  I  can 
discover  from  the  preliminary  Inquiries  I  have  made.  If  this 
pwfectly  moral  and  logical  and  practical  and  equitable  thing 
could  be  done.  It  might  succeed  In  substantially  meeting  the 
economic  problem  that  Is  involved  in  our  consideration  of  Phil- 
ippine competition.  It  is  an  extremely  seriotxs  problem  and 
one  whi<*  can  not  be  Ignored,  this  problem  of  necessarily 
equalising  Filipino  competition  while  still  recognlaing  the  just 
rights  of  these  Pacific  people  to  a  scrupulous  square  deal  so 
long  as  they  remain  under  the  American  flag. 

Mr.  President,  I  offer,  out  of  order,  the  following  resolution, 
whidi  I  will  read  mjself : 
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Whereas  the  United  States  Blitpptnc  Board  od  Jasoary  80,  1022, 
ncommended  to  the  Piesideot  of  the  United  State*  that  the  eoaatwlae 
■hl|i(>in»r  laws  of  the  United  State*  te  extended  to  the  Ftallipplne 
If  lands  at  prorlded  in  aectlon  21  of  the  fflercbant  nuu'lne  act  of  1920 ; 
and 

Wherpaa  thla  action  nerer  ha«  beea  takes,  althoofh  the  recommeada- 
tlon  aerer  baa  been  wltMrawB;  and 

Wber<Hi9  the  failure  to  establlah  thla  nuirltime  equality  for  all  terri- 
tory under  the  American  flag  remlta  In  a  heary  Iraoaportatlon  differ- 
ential In  favor  of  comntodltiea  coastng  tron  the  Pliiiipplne  lalanda  to 
the  United  States:  Therefore  he  it 

RMolvtd,  That  the  Commerce  Committee  la  Inatncted  to  Inrestlgate 
th«  prpmlMea  eet  forth  la  this  reaolutlon  and  report  to  the  Senate  whether 
It  ia  Bound  public  policy,  conalatent  with  economic  Joatice  for  all  con- 
cerned, to  extend  the  coaatwlae  law*  of  the  United  States  to  the  Philip- 
pine Islanda  pending  the  ultimate  Independence  of  those  lalaods. 

I  a^k  onanimous  consent  that  the  reeM>latioD  may  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  res<rfTition 
will  be  so  referred. 

Mr.  HRPLIN.  Mr.  Pre9dd»t,  I  am  not  In  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Swiator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bbous8axi>]. 
I  voted  yesterday  tor  a  straight-out  pmpoeitlon  to  give  independ- 
ence to  the  Philippine  Islands.  I  do  not  want  any  strings  tied 
to  our  action.  This  amendment  in  effect  provides  that  we  will 
have  conferences  with  other  nations,  and  If  they  agree  that  we 
may  give  freedom  to  the  islands,  we  will  then  do  so. 

I  do  not  want  our  Oovemment  to  consult  any  oth^  i)ower.  I 
think  I  know  what  this  country  should  do  in  this  matter.  I 
know  what  I  want  to  have  it  do;  that  is,  to  get  rid  of  the 
Philippine  Islands,  to  give  freedom  to  the  islands,  and  let  the 
Islands  become  a  separate  and  independent  people. 

We  talk  about  protecting  home  industries.  The  situatioo  now 
Is  that  wealthy  men  of  foreign  countries  come  over  into  the 
Phillppliie  Islands  and  set  op  their  establishments,  and  because 
the  Philippine  Islands  are  a  possojwlon  of  the  United  States, 
tbey  ship  their  goods  to  the  Vnitsd  States  free  of  doty.  They 
eoatd  mit  do  that  in  the  eovntries  from  which  they  came,  but 
tbey  discovered  that  it  was  a  IncratlTe  hnsineas  for  them  to 
come  orer  Into  the  Philippines  and  carry  on  their  enterprises 
there,  and  rcoder  as  hetpless  to  protect  and  preserre  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States  against  their  dangerous  oompetltfon. 
That  is  the  sltvatlon  we  have  there. 

The  question  is.  Do  we  think  enough  of  the  farmers  of  the 
United  States  to  protect  them  from  these  foreign  concerns 
which  have  gone  orer  and  estaUlshed  their  business  in  the 
Philippine  Islands?    That  is  one  phase  of  the  matter. 

Then  big  coocems  of  New  York  and  other  places  in  the  East, 
hare  gune  out  and  invested  money  in  the  Philippine  Islands, 
•ad  tfeCF  vre  sending  iMt>diictB  here  of  a  very  cheap  and  in- 
fsiiar  grade  tn  competition  with  the  produce  of  our  Am^can 
farBiers,  and  It  has  become  a  serious  question  with  them. 

Yesterday  the  Senate  took  a  f<x^ard  step  on  this  subject,  a 
very  important  step.  It  is  the  first  time  the  Senate  has  gone  on 
record  at  all  looking  to  the  independence  of  the  Philipi^e 
Islands. 

I  helped  to  pass  a  bill  through  the  House  in  1916  to  give  free- 
dom to  the  islands.  They  ought  to  have  been  freed  Icmg  ago,  but 
the  issue  has  slept  here  until  we  got  behind  the  Senator  from 
Utah's  (Mr.  Kino]  resoiation  and  brought  it  to  the  front,  and 
on  yesterday  the  parliamentary  situation  was  reached  in  this 
body  where  the  Senate  was  compelled  to  go  on  record  upon  the 
question  of  getting  rid  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  It  did  so  by 
a  vote  of  36  to  44,  voting  for  the  Independence  ot  the  islands. 
The  vote  for  freedom  of  the  islands  is  stronger  than  that  in 
this  body.  I  believe  on  the  clear-cut  question  we  have  a  majority 
in  this  body  that  will  vote  for  the  freedom  of  the  Philippines. 

SeoatttTS,  a  serious  question  confronts  us  and  we  have  got  to 
meet  it.  This  issue  will  be  an  outstanding  one  in  the  next  pies^ 
dential  campaign.  Mark  tiiat !  Tbie  people  of  the  West  and  the 
South  and  many  of  the  farmers  of  the  North  and  East  are  going 
to  ask  you  to  take  a  decisive  step  and  driver  them  out  of  the 
terrible  dilemma  in  which  they  have  been  thrust  by  the  compe- 
tition of  the  Philippine  Islands  and  by  the  coming  of  rich  for- 
eigners into  the  laland  to  manufacture  their  goods  and  send 
them  in  here  free  of  duty.  Ttiat  issue  will  be  squarely  put  up 
to  the  American  people. 

I  do  not  want  any  amendment  adopted  here  that  will  refer 
xm  to  other  countries  and  pat  us  into  a  conference  with  other 
people  as  to  whether  or  not  we  shall  give  Independ^ice  to  the 
FhUlpptne  Islands.  These  free  and  Independent  SUtes  ot 
America  are  big  enough,  have  sense  enough,  and  are  strong 
enou^  to  decide  for  thnnadves  what  they  will  do.  I  do  not 
want  to  have  to  aak  any  foreign  power  what  we  duOl  do  in  the 
premises.  The  necessity  is  here  to  get  rid  of  the  PhillK>ine 
Islands.    Soaatora  tell  as  now  that  that  Is  one  way  w«  can 
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handle  the  question.  Then  we  say  to  the  American  people  very 
piain^  that  they  can  be  handled  to  our  interest  by  freeing  the 
islands.  All  of  this  dumping  of  cheap  and  inferior  goods  in 
here  n  competition  with  the  products  of  the  American  farnrer 
can  le  eliminated  by  freeing  the  Philippine  Islands.  And  the 
famn  rs  of  the  country  are  going  to  call  on  you  in  1932  to  tell 
them  where  you  stand  on  the  question  of  getting  rid  of  the 
Philii^lne  Islands  immediately  after  the  preMdential  election 
if  it  1 '  not  done  before.  Itather  than  be  tied  up  with  tlie  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  if  the  Senate  will  not  act 
befor(>  that  time,  I  pref«"  to  take  this  question  to  the  bar  of 
American  public  opinion. 

Mr]  TYBINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  hold  iu  my  hand  a  short 
editotial  from  the  Baltimore  Sun  of  this  morning  which  I  a^k 
that    he  clerk  may  read. 

Th(  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  clerk  will 
read,  as  requested. 

Th4  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  Baltimore  Sun,  October  10,  1929] 

TABirr   NOT! 

Daring  the  next  few  weeJis  Old  Guard  Republicana  will  often  advise 
the  A  nericin  consum<>r  that  a  (?«»neral  upward  revision  of  the  tariff, 
■neb  I  a  that  before  the  Senate,  will  not  increase  the  cost  of  living. 
8enat<r  Sicoar  baa  already  blocked  oat  that  line  of  defense  for  the 
preaeat  bllL 

In  dealing  with  the  sophistry  that  increased  tariffs  merely  keep  for- 
eign irodacers  oat  of  the  American  market  without  Increaaing  the  cost 
of  living  in  thla  coantry.  the  eonaumer  ahoald  bear  in  mind  a  cogent  bit 
of  teailmony  presented  to  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  by  Mr.  A.  Q. 
Smith  of  the  V.  W.  Woolworth  Co. 

Befnrring  to  the  general  increase  In  tariff  latea  In  1922,  Senator 
Tbom  m  of  Oklahoma  aaked  Mr.  Smith  :  "  Did  you  abaorb  thoae  raiaca 
or  dU  yos  paaa  tliem  on  to  the  eonaamcr  7  " 

Mr.  SMITH.  We  conld  not  paaa  thtm  on  to  the  conaamer  because 
oar  pi  ice  la  limited. 

Scaitor  Thomas.  Do  yoa  mean  to  tell  the  committoe  that  the  V.  W. 
WooUrorth  Co.  ahaorbed  thoae  ralaea? 

Mr.  Smith.  No ;  we  ebeapeoed  the  qoality  of  the  article  or  reduced  It 
In  alsi )  or  qoailty. 

Mr  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  that  is  l>efore 
us  will  either  prove  to  be  a  mere  gesture  or  a  grave  interna- 
tional announcement.  If  we  have  not  decided  to  grant  inde- 
pendmice  to  the  Philippine  Islands,  our  action  will  be  nothing 
but  6  gesture  and  a  mischievous  gesture.  If  it  ia  not  a  mis- 
chlev»u8  gesture,  then  it  is  nothing  less  than  a  step,  an  Irrev- 
ocaW  f  step,  In  advance  for  the  early  if  not  Immediate  Inde- 
pendtnce  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  Are  we  ready  to  pass  upon 
that  iuestlon  now?  In  my  opinion,  it  should  not  be  passed  niwin 
as  an  incident  to  the  tariff  bill.  I  am  not  prepared  to  act  until 
we  ame  to  some  conclusion  as  to  what  shall  be  the  policy  of 
our  <}ovemment  respecting  the  Philippine  Islands  after  Inde- 
pend<  nee  is  granted. 

In  my  opinion,  thf!  Philippine  Islands  constitute  for  us  a 
potential  liability  of  the  greatest  magnitude,  a  liability  that  at 
some  time  may  have  to  be  liquidated  with  blood  and  treasure. 
But,  Idr.  President,  if  the  policy  of  the  Government  toward  the 
Filipinos  after  independence,  if  Indeiiendence  is  granted,  is  still 
to  involve  that  liability,  I  am  opposed  to  independence. 

We  have  not  gone  into  the  matter  of  such  policy ;  at  least.  It 
has  iif>t  been  discussed  for  some  time.  This  question  of  policy 
must  be  decided.  In  my  opinion,  before  we  take  any  other  action. 

What  attitude  are  we  to  maintain  toward  the  Filipinos  after 
Indepjudence?  Is  the  relation  to  be  the  same  that  now  exists 
between  the  United  States  and  Cuba,  where  we  hold  the  reins 
In  ca  »  of  trouble,  insurrection,  or  International  disturbances? 
Are  've  to  constitute  ourselves  a  bill  collector  for  American 
flnan<  ial  Interests  and  the  rest  of  the  world  following  inde- 
pendence? What  are  we  to  do  about  the  Moros?  What  la  to  be 
our  1  ttitude  respecting  the  island  of  Mindanao,  which  they 
largely  occupy? 

Th<re  seems  to  be,  as  It  appears  to  me,  a  belief  In  the  minds 
of  th(>  leaders  of  the  Filipinos  who  are  agitating  for  indepen- 
dence that  the  Philippine  Islands  can  enjoy  their  Independence 
and  8t  the  same  time  enjoy  practically  this  greatest  mjirket  in 
the  world  as  freely  as  they  do  to-day.  Tiiey  seem  to  have  tl»e 
notioi  that  American  financial  interests  in  the  Philippine 
Islam  a  will  have  sufficient  influence  to  maintain  that  sort  of 
relatl  >nship. 

We  have  not  passed  upon  this  question  of  our  policy  after 
indep  mdence ;  we  are  not  prepared  to  go  Into  the  matter  now, 
and  1  is  for  these  reasons  that  I  have  opposed  passing  upon  the 
quest  on  of  independence  as  an  incident  to  the  tariff  hill. 

MrJ  LA  FOLLETTEL  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  a  brief 
statement  prior  to  the  vote  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senai  »r  from  Louisiana.    I  have  been  an  ardent  advocate  of  the 
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Independence  and  the  freedom  of  the  Philippines  since  I  came 
to  this  body.  My  illustrious  predecessor  was  the  author  of  sev- 
eral bills  and  resolutions  to  bring  about  the  Independence  of  the 
PhllipiMues.  On  yesterday  I  voted  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  providing  for  the 
independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  I  shall  on  every  occa- 
sion that  presents  itself  register  my  vote  in  favor  of  giving  the 
islands  their  independence. 

I  welcome  the  one  outcome  of  the  debate  upon  the  various 
amendments,  and  that  is  the  a.ssurance  which  we  now  have  that 
the  question  of  Philippine  independence  will  be  presented  at  the 
regxilar  session  of  Congress  and  an  opportunity  given  for  a 
determination  of  the  question  upon  Ita  merits  unbeclouded  by 
any  of  the  considerations  which  prevailed  when  the  vote  was 
taken  upon  yesterday. 

In  my  judgment  the  pending  amendment  providing  for  an 
international  conference  looking  to  the  guaranteeing  of  the 
indei)endence  of  tJie  Philippine  Islands  confuses  the  issue.  As 
has  been  so  well  stated  by  both  the  senior  and  junior  Senators 
from  Nebraska  in  this  debate,  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  has  not  as  yet  determined  the  question  of  its  policy.  To 
call  upon  the  powers  to  enter  Into  an  agreement  before  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  has  determined  that  question 
is  in  my  judgment  illogical  and  would  place  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  in  a  ridiculous  po««Ition. 

It  seems  to  me  that  those  who  .sincerely  advocate  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Philippine  Islands  will  do  the  cause  of  their 
independence  a  disservice  in  voting  for  the  amendment.  To 
adopt  the  amendment  Is  to  take  the  position  that  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Philippine  Islands  hinges  upon  the  guaranty  by 
the  powers  of  their  neutrality  or  independence.  I  for  one  am 
not  willing  to  take  that  position.  The  i.sMue  of  the  indei)endence 
of  the  Philippine  Islands,  in  my  judgment,  should  be  decided  by 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  as  an  issue  which  is  solely 
within  the  province  of  that  Government  and  should  not  be  con- 
tingent upon  nor  confuseil  by  any  quention  of  the  guaranty  by 
the  powers  of  the  independence  of  the  islands. 

We  now  have  the  assurance  that  the  issue  of  the  independ- 
ence of  the  Philippine  Islands  will  be  squarely  met  by  the  Con- 
gress at  the  next  regular  scMsion.  I  therefore  shall  vote  against 
the  i»endlng  amendment  believing  that  the  question  will  be  con- 
sidered and  squarely  met  upon  its  merits  at  the  next  regular 
session  of  Congress.  If  the  vote  upon  yesterday  and  the  statc- 
ment.s  of  exi^a nation  which  followed  it  are  any  criterion,  it 
certainly  Is  an  Indication  that  a  majority  of  the  Members  of 
this  body  are  now  ready  to  decide  that  the  Philippine  Islands 
should  be  given  the  independence  which  has  been  promised  them 
so  long  by  this  Government. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  in  the  chair).  The 
question  Is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Bsoussabo]. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  offered  this 
amendment  or  the  other  amendment  which  will  follow  It  with- 
out being  fully  convinced  of  the  necessity  of  action  on  the  part 
of  the  Congress.  I  weighed  the  matter  very  carefully,  and  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  granting  of  independence  to  the 
Philippine  Islands  will  be  for  their  best  Interests,  and  that  to 
protect  us  against  involvement  In  the  future  some  such  an 
amendment  as  I  have  offered  Is  necessary. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino],  whose  amendment  was 
voted  upon  yesterday,  has  just  read  to  the  Senate  a  corollary 
amendment.  He  stated  that  If  his  amendment  had  been 
adopted,  it  was  his  Intention  to  offer  the  other  amendment  not 
for  the  purpose  of  declaring  the  Independence  of  the  Philippine 
Islands,  for  his  amendment  voted  upon  yesterday  dealt  with 
that  subject,  but  for  the  purpose  of  requesting  the  President 
to  do  preeisely  what  my  amendment  asks  him  to  do  in  the  first 
instance. 

I  realize,  Mr.  President,  that  the  objection  made  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  yesterday  by  a  number 
of  Senators,  principally  by  the  Seimtor  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
SwAJ^soN],  were  well  founded.  It  is  not  possible  in  a  single 
amendment  to  adjust  all  conditions  that  should  be  met  in  liber- 
ating the  Philippine  Islands.  It  Is  a  complicated  question. 
The  United  States  Is  Involvetl;  as  U  were,  we  are  the  under- 
writers and  the  cretlitors  of  the  Philippine  government  There- 
fore I  made  no  effort  to  try  to  Inject  that  question  here.  It  is 
one  that  can  not  be  solved  without  very  strlous  thought  and 
lengthy  discussion  and  after  due  deliberation.  I  realize  that, 
and  I  think  the  objections  leveled  on  yesterday  at  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  whose  purpose  I  thoroughly 
indorse,  were  well  founded. 

Mr.  President,  while  I  am  not  seeking  by  my  amendment  to 
give  independence  to  the  Philippine  Islands,  will  anyone  main- 
tain if  the  Senate  should  adopt  the  amendment  which  Is  now 
pending  that  we  had  in  mind  a  refusal  to  grant  independence 


to  the  Philippines?  The  very  assumption  arising  from  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  would  he  that  the  United  States  is 
ready  to  carry  out  its  pledge  to  the  people  of  the  Phllippiuefj. 
It  Is  said  that  the  amendment  Is  unueces.sary.  I  think  it  is 
necessary ;  I  have  come  to  that  conclusion ;  and  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah,  who  has  given  the  question  much  thought  and 
close  study  and  has  been  advocating  Philippine  lndei>endence 
all  the  time,  came  to  the  Identical  conclusion.  So  that  I,  having, 
expressed  an  intention  of  trffering  my  amendment,  after  the 
vote  on  his  amendment  the  Senator  from  Utah  did  not  offer 
a  further  amendment  which  is  precisely  the  same  a.s  mine,  but 
offered  an  amendment  to  grant  Phllii)pine  independence.  Mr. 
President,  waving  aside  other  objections,  which  I  think  are  well 
founded,  to  that  amendment,  I  think  It  would  be  dangerous  to 
ad(^t  It  without  our  having  some  knowledge  of  the  indebted- 
ness and  the  obligations  which  we  have  a.s.«!umed  on  the  part  of 
the  Philippines,  and  that  consideration  would  cause  me  to 
oppose  It  at  this  time. 

Now,  Mr,  President,  let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  the  fact  that  the  resolution  which  broupht  about  the  disarma- 
ment conference  between  the  United  States,  Great  Britain,  and 
other  nations  of  Eur(^>e  was  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  BoHAH]  on  the  floor  to  a  naval  appropriation  bill.  It  was 
then  contended  that  It  was  a  violation  of  the  rules  of  the  Senate 
to  offer  such  an  amendment  to  a  bill  of  that  character,  and  every- 
body who  Is  familiar  with  the  procedure  In  connection  with  ap- 
propriation bills  knows  that  It  was  subject  to  that  objection. 
Nevertheless  the  amendment  was  adolKed.  I  ask  what  is  the 
difference  between  an  amendment  providing  for  a  conference 
looking  to  a  limitation  of  armaments,  the  amendment  being 
offered  to  the  ver>'  bill  which  provides  for  increasing  the  fleet  of 
this  Nation,  and  an  amendment  such  as  I  have  offered  to  the 
Uriff  bill? 

I  came  to  the  conclnsion,  as  I  have  said,  that  it  was  abs<4atel7 
necessary  to  Inject  this  question  in  the  tariff  bill.  Others  have 
made  the  attempt  to  secure  action  k»oking  to  independence  for 
the  Philippine  Islands.  As  stated  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  FovuBm],  his  father  when  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  bad  offered  such  a  resolution,  and  since  I  have  been  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  the  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  Kiko]  has 
had  such  a  resolution  pending,  as  have  other  Senators.  But  all 
those  efforts  have  been  without  result,  and  we  have  reached  a 
stage  where  certain  ctmditions  affecting  the  trade  between  this 
country  and  the  Philippines,  in  my  judgment,  had  to  be  met. 
I  soui^t  to  bring  abont  a  situation  here  that  would  result  in  a 
solution  of  the  problem. 

If  this  amendment  shall  not  be  adopted,  I  am  perfectly  satis- 
fied with  the  knowledge  that  the  facts  which  it  is  so  necessary 
that  the  American  people  should  know  as  to  the  conditions  of 
unfair  competition  under  which  rest  the  largest  class  of  our 
people  have  been  brought  to  public  attention  and  are  being  con- 
sidered. If  I  have  accomj^lshed  that  much,  and  If  there  is  to 
be  a  measure  brought  forward  here  in  December,  looking  to 
Philippine  Independence,  I  think  we  have  not  wasted  these  two 
days  in  debating  this  question.  But,  Mr.  President,  so  thor- 
oughly convinced  am  I  that  we  need  to  take  this  step  that  I 
believe  the  Senate  may  well  adopt  my  amendment.  It  will  not 
interfere  wIUi  any  action  which  may  be  desired  to  be  taken  after 
consideration  of  the  financial  relations  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Philippine  Islands.  All  questions  of  that  kind 
may  be  considered  under  the  measure  to  he  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs.  As  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  has  said,  this  amendment  in  reality  is 
a  corollary  of  the  other  proposal,  and  had  we  adopted  the  amend- 
ment of  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  on  yesterday  I  am  sure 
there  would  not  be  a  Senator  on  this  floor  who  would  object  to 
the  amendment  which,  as  I  have  said,  is  in  the  nature  of  a 
corollary. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  said  that  this  is  an  improper  amendment 
to  be  offered  to  a  tariff  bill.  I  can  not,  however,  overlook  the 
fact  that  the  Philippines  are  still  competing  unfairly  with  pro- 
ducers In  this  country.  As  a  separate  proposal  the  resolution 
looking  to  the  independence  of  the  PhilIiH)ine  Islands  has  re- 
ceived no  consideration;  there  has  been  no  report  on  it  from 
any  committee,  although,  mind  you,  Mr.  President,  as  early  as 
1901  the  Senate  debated  a  resolution  proposing  to  grant  inde- 
pendence to  the  Philippine  Island.s.  It  has  been  further  said 
that  there  is  opposition  to  submitting  the  question  to  other 
nations. 

I  have  a  report  here  showing  that  the  Philippines  have  cost 
us.  according  to  ft  minimum  estimate,  $500,000,000. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Does  the  Senator  know  approximately  what 
they  cost  us  each  year?  For  instance,  does  the  Senator  know 
approximately  what  they  cost  us  last  year? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  have  not  that  information,  and  I  will 
say  to  the  Senator  that  it  is  Impossible  to  ascertain  the  dguties 


>  ■  »  r  t, 


t.4' 


il 


m 


4418 


CONGRESSIONAL  EECOKD-SENATE 


exactly  because  there  are  certain  dements  that  enter  Into  the 
calca.'Rtioi)  of  cost  whldi  would  be  Incurred  whether  we  held 
the  Philippines  or  not,  such  as  the  payment  of  oflacers  and  men 
In  the  Anuy  and  Nary,  It  does  cost  more,  however,  to  take  care 
of  them  in  the  Philippines  than  It  does  to  take  care  of  them  in 
the  Tnlted  States. 

I  have  indicated  what  it  cost  the  Government  to  retain  the 
PLilippine  Islands.  What  does  it  cost  the  American  farmer? 
In  the  case  of  the  farmer  the  cost  is  much  greater. 

We  mxint  not  disregard  the  result  of  these  expenditures  and 
permit  what  has  been  accompUsbed  to  be  destroyed  by  some 
nation  wishing  to  aggrandise  Itself. 

My  thought  was  since  we  have  entered  into  the  Pacific  power 
pact  that  it  wouki  be  well  to  consult  with  certain  other  nations 
as  to  whether  or  not  they  will  respect  the  independence  and 
territorial  int^rlty  of  the  Philippines.  Objection  has  been  made 
to  that  proposal  on  the  ground  that  Holland  and  other  nations 
have  interests  In  the  Pacific  So  it  was  that  I  agreed  to  change 
the  language  so  as  to  n^oae  In  the  President  the  power  of  calling 
into  conference  such  natlcms  as  he  may  feel  have  an  interest  in 
.  the  Pacific,  and  the  more  that  may  participate  in  such  a  oonfer- 
«)ce,  in  my  opinioa,  the  better  it  will  be. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  detain  the  Senate  longer,  bot  I 
wish  to  state  that  after  the  vote  on  the  pending  amendment  shaU 
have  been  taken,  if  the  amendment  shall  not  be  adopted,  I  shall 
ask  f«)r  a  vote  on  it  in  the  Senate,  and  then  I  shall  otter  my 
other  amendment  deftiing  with  the  duties  imposed  on  PhlllH^e 
commodities. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  agree  with  those 
who  feel  that  this  amendment  or  the  amendment  which  was 
drafted  by  tlie  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kuta]  would  In  any 
wiae  interfere  with  the  action  of  Congress  In  ultimatriy  grant- 
ing independence  to  the  Philippine  Islands.  The  amendment  of 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah,  which,  with  all  due  deference  to 
my  friend  from  Louisiana.  I  think  is  perhaps  a  little  bit  better 
worded  than  hia,  provides: 

That  the  President  is  henby  n>(|n««ted  to  enter  Into  necotiatloDfl  with 
tbs  powers  havlnc  territorial  Interests  in  the  Ptcittc,  or  ■djxrnt 
thereto,  for  the  parxmee  of  eoBCIadins  a  treaty  or  treaties  whereby  said 
powers  a^rce  to  roeocnlie  the  Philippine  lalaads  aa  an  lodependeat 
State,  and  eovnant  to  respect  the  political  Independence  and  territorial 
iatcsrlty  of  aueb  PhlUpptae  state,  when  aoch  state  shall  hav«  been 
sstabllshed  and  dedared  bj  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  about  two  years  ago  I  visited  the  Philippine 
Islands.  I  had  heard  so  much  propaganda  against  giving  the 
Philippines  their  independence  that  there  was  serious  doubt  in 
my  mind  as  to  whethw  or  not  it  would  t>e  a  good  thing  for  tliia 
country  to  grant  Philippine  independence  and  whether  or  not  it 
would  t>e  a  good  thing  for  the  Pidlippines  to  hare  their  inde- 
pendence. I  might  say  at  this  time  that  in  my  opinion  the 
classes  of  people  who  are  opposed  to  Philippine  Independoice 
could  be  divided  into  tliree  different  groups. 

First,  there  is  the  group  of  Americans  living  in  the  Philip- 
pine Islands  who  wlirii  to  remain  in  the  Philippine  Islands  them- 
selves and  to  nnirioy  the  cheap  labor  of  the  Philippine  people, 
and  to  ship  tlKdr  goods  back  to  the  United  States  in  competition 
with  goods  produced  in  tills  country,  and  to  do  it  under  the 
protection  ot  the  American  flag.  That  group  ts  headed  by  the 
Philippine  Chamber  of  Commerce ;  and  I  shall  never  forget  the 
things  that  took  place  on  that  trip  when  we  visited  the  Philip- 
pine Islands. 

The  first  thing  that  happened  was  that  representatives  of  the 
chamber  of  commerce  met  the  congressional  group  visiting  there 
and  asked  them  up  to  luncheon,  and  then  had  an  American 
lawyer  who  was  living  there  make  a  speech  to  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  His  whole  speech 
was  devoted  to  abuse  of  the  Philippine  people,  Intimating  and 
saying  that  the  Filipinos  were  not  capable  of  self-government; 
that  they  were  grafters  and  thieves  and  everjthing  of  the  sort 
That  speech,  I  am  told,  disgusted  practically  every  member  of 
the  congressional  delegation  that  was  present  The  members  of 
the  congressional  delegation  were  invited  at  a  later  date  to 
spend  an  afternoon,  as  we  suppo^,  as  the  guests  of  the  Vice 
Governor  of  the  Philii^ine  Islands.  We  attended  the  dinner, 
and  I  was  reliably  Informed  later  that  Instead  of  being  guests 
of  the  Vice  Governor  of  the  Philippine  Islands  members  of  the 
chaml>er  of  commerce  were  paying  for  the  entertainment,  and 
so  forth. 

After  the  dinner  was  over  tbej  called  the  congressional  dde- 
gatlon  aside,  dismissing  the  ladles,  and  said,  "We  want  to 
talk  to  you  now  as  Americans  to  Americans."  Then  an  Army 
officer  who  was  one  of  the  understudies  over  there  got  up  and 
said  to  the  deleieation,  "You  want  to  remember  this:  Some 
persons  speak  of  these  PlUpinos  as  being  peoples."  He  said, 
-They  are  not  peoples  at  aU;  they  are  Juat  a  lot  of  wild  tribes." 
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He  sa  d,  "  Spain  conquered  the  Filipinos.     We  licked   Spain, 
took  ower  the  Philippines,  and  then  paid  Spain  for  them."    He 
What  the  American  people  ought  to  do  Is  to  take  these 
and  keep  them  and  run   them   for  their  own   selfish 


that  to  you  because  of  the  fact  that  It  shows  the  attl- 
certain  groups  In  the  Philippine  Islands  who  are  con- 
saying  that  the  Philippine  people  should  not  be  giv^i 
their  ibdependence. 

I  virited  practically  all  the  main  islands  In  the  Philippine 
group.  I  went  from  the  Island  of  Luzon  to  the  Island  of 
NegToi,  where  the  great  sugar  plantations  are;  I  went  down 
into  Mindanao,  and  then  I  went  clear  down  to  Jolo;  and  men 
who  have  made  a  study  of  the  situation  for  many  years  past 
said  that  in  the  last  25  years  the  Pliilipplne  people  have  made 
the  greatest  progress  of  any  race  of  people  in  the  history  of 
the  w<  rid.  That  seemed  to  be  the  general  consensus  of  opinion. 
There  Is  not  any  question  at  all  but  that  the  Government  of 
the  Uilted  States  has  done  a  great  deal  for  the  Philippine 
people  They  have  helpe«l  them  In  a  great  many  ways.  They 
have  i^ped  them  In  establishing  schools;  they  have  helped 
th«n  0  build  roads;  and,  in  my  Judgment,  they  have  been 
extren  ely  beneficial  to  the  Philippine  people.  I  am  absolutely 
convinced,  however,  that  to-day  the  Philippine  people  are  just 
as  capable  of  governing  themselves  as  any  group  of  people 
locate<  in  any  of  the  oriental  countries,  and  Just  as  capable 
of  gov  ^mlng  themselves  as  many  of  the  peoples  of  Europe  are 
of  governing  themselves.  They  are  just  as  capable  of  govern- 
ing thi  Huselves  as  are  some  of  the  countries  to  the  south. 

The  trouble  is,  however,  when  Americans  visit  some  of  these 
count!  les  that  we  immediately  attempt  to  Judge  the  Philip- 
pine I  eople  according  to  American  standards.  We  say,  "  You 
do  not  live  In  accordance  with  our  particular  standard  of  living, 
and  tlerefore  we  think  that  you  are  not  capable  of  self-govern- 
ment.' In  other  words,  we  set  ourselves  up  as  examines,  and 
we  sa  r  that  our  standard  of  living  is  the  only  correct  standard 
of  liv  ng ;  our  religion  is  the  only  kind  of  religion  that  should 
be  ad4  pted  in  the  world ;  our  methods  and  manners  of  living  are 
the  o(  ly  kind  to  be  followed.  "  You  ought  to  eat  the  kind  of 
food  t  lat  we  eat ;  you  ought  to  dress  in  the  same  way  that  we 
dress'  ;  and,  of  course.  If  we  Judge  the  Philippine  Islands  ac- 
cordin  ;  to  AJtnerican  standards.  If  we  judge  the  Japanese  people 
accord  ing  to  Am^lcan  standards,  if  we  judge  the  Russian  people 
or  the  Italians,  or  a  great  many  other  people  througliout  the 
woiid  by  the  American  standard,  then  we  would  say  that 
acconlng  to  our  standard  they  were  not  capable  of  self- 
government 

I  w)  nt  to  say  to  you,  however,  that  the  Philippine  people  have 
establ  shed  schools.  Their  children  are  just  crying  for  a  chance 
to  get  an  education.  Instead  of  having  to  force  the  Philii^ine 
children  to  go  to  school,  as  a  matter  of  fact  they  told  us  that 
the  gi  eatest  punishment  that  could  be  Inflicted  upon  a  Philip- 
pine c  illd  was  to  ke^  it  out  of  school.  Wh^i  you  have  a  race 
of  pe<  pie  that  am  anxious  and  interested  and  seeking  to  get 
an  edi  ication,  and  are  getting  it  in  the  way  that  they  are,  I  say 
that  t  lose  people  are  capable  of  self-government 

YoQ  have  first  as  I  said  a  moment  ago,  a  group  of  pet^le  over 
there-  -Americans  and  some  British  and  some  Spanish — who  are 
interested  in  making  money  over  there,  in  exploiting  those 
pe<9ie,  and  doing  it  under  the  protection  of  the  American  flag. 
As  tlu  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bsovssabd]  pointed  out  a 
mome  it  ago,  it  costs  us  a  tremendous  amount  of  money  every 
year  o  keep  the  PhlUpi^es.  We  are  taking  It  out  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States,  the  money  belonging  to  the 
pec^le  of  the  United  States.  Secondly,  there  is  a  group  of  mili- 
tary ]  let^e  who,  of  course,  want  us  to  keep  the  Philippine 
Islan(B.  It  makes  a  nice  place  for  them  to  go  and  live.  They 
can  11  re  over  there  very  reasonably ;  they  can  employ  a  lot  of 
servants  and  live  like  kings  while  they  are  in  the  Philippine 
Island}.  Son>e  of  those  people  want  us  to  keep  the  Philippine 
Island}.  Then  some  will  tell  you  that  we  ought  to  keep  the 
Philippine  Islands  because  of  the  fact  that  it  is  necessary  for 
the  mUitary  or  naval  protection  of  the  United  States. 

In  me  first  place,  I  talked  with  some  of  the  leaders  of  the 
Philip  >ine  people,  and  they  told  us  that  if  the  Government  of 
the  U  lited  States  wanted  an  outpost  over  there  In  the  Phil- 
ippine Islands  they  would  be  only  too  glad  to  give  it  to  us;  but 
I  am  It  a  loss  to  understand  why  we  should  want  it  As  a 
mattei  of  fact,  I  think  most  military  experts  will  tell  you  that 
If  we  :ot  Into  war  with  Japan  there  would  not  be  any  question 
at  all  )ut  that  Japan  could  go  down  there  and  take  the  Philip- 
pine Islands,  and  that  we  could  not  possibly  keep  them  from 
doing  t  unless  we  not  only  spent  millions  upon  millions  of  dol- 
lars t  )  fortify  every  portion  of  those  islands,  but  we  would 
hi^ve    0  sgeudt  year  after  year,  many  millions  more  in  order 
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to  keep  up  those  fortifications.  I  do  not  believe  for  one  moment 
that  the  people  of  the  United  States  would  stand  for  the  huge 
expenditure  of  money  which  it  would  be  necessary  for  us  to 
make  In  order  to  fortify  the  islands  in  accordance  with  the 
views  of  some  of  these  military  experts. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  D<ies  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  do. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  desire  to  call  the  Senator's  attention, 
in  addition  to  that  to  the  fact  that  under  tlie  Pacific  i»wer 
treaty  we  can  not  improve  the  fortifications  in  the  Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes ;  I  am  glad  the  Senator  has  called  my 
attention  to  that. 

Then,  of  course,  there  are  other  people  who  say,  as  a  British 
subject  said  to  oie  over  there,  "  The  American  Government  can 
not  give  up  the  Philipirine  Islands."  I  said  to  him,  "  Why  can 
we  not  give  up  the  Philippine  Islands?  "  He  said,  "  If  you  give 
up  the  Philippine  Islands  some  other  government  will  come  over 
here  and  take  them  over." 

You  find  that  repeatedly  l)eing  said  in  the  Philippines.  They 
say,  "  Japan  will  take  them  over.  Great  Britain  will  tr.ke  them 
over." 

Of  course,  what  Is  underlying  the  British  thought  with  refer- 
ence to  the  PhiLipine  Islands  is  not  that  tboy  want  the  Untied 
States  Government  to  have  them,  not  that  they  particularly 
want  us  to  keep  them  because  of  the  fact  that  they  think  it  is 
necessary  for  us  to  keep  them  in  order  that  they  shall  be  civil- 
ized or  educated ;  but  they  want  us  to  keep  them  because  of  the 
fact  that  they  know  that  if  we  give  up  the  Philippine  Islands 
there  will  be  a  tremendous  movement  in  India  and  in  the  other 
British  postsessions  in  the  Orient  for  their  independence.  Some 
of  the  British  would  like  to  have  the  United  States  Government 
go  in  and  join  hands  with  them  to  take  over  China.  They  want 
to  keep  the  people  of  India  and  of  the  Orient  under  the  d(»mina- 
tion  of  the  British  Government  because  it  is  to  their  economic 
advantage  to  do  so.  I  do  not  think  the  pef^Ie  of  the  United 
States  are  interested  in  that  phase  of  the  matter  at  all ;  but 
they  are  carrying  on  this  propa.ifanda. 

One  of  the  reasons  why  I  think  It  is  important  to  adopt  this 
amendment  is  that  the  sooner  we  come  to  some  understanding 
with  Japan,  the  sooner  we  come  to  some  understanding  with 
England,  the  quicker  we  can  dispose  of  this  bugaboo  that  is 
raised  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  in  the  minds  of  some 
people  that  if  we  give  the  Philippines  their  independence  Japan 
will  immediately  go  over  and  take  possession  of  them,  or  that 
immediately  Great  Britain  or  some  other  country  will  take 
p«^)ssession  of  them. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes ;  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  foreign  nations 
would  wish  us  to  keep  the  PhilipiMnes  because  their  investments 
there  have  free  entry  into  this  country? 

Mr.  WHEEILER.  Of  course  they  would  be  glad  to  have  us 
keep  them,  because  of  the  fact  that  whenever  they  establish 
any  industries  over  there,  build  factories  over  there,  or  any- 
thing of  the  kind,  their  goods  can  come  into  the  United  States 
free.  That  is  just  another  reason  why  they  want  us  to  keep 
them.  But,  as  I  say,  one  reason  why  I  should  like  to  see  this 
amendment  adopted,  and  one  reason  why  I  should  like  to  see 
it  done  at  this  time,  or  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible,  is  so 
that  this  bugaboo  about  Japan  and  about  Great  Britain  and 
about  some  other  country  going  over  there  and  taking  over  the 
islands  shall  be  disposed  of. 

There  is  not  anybody  in  the  Senate  but  that  knows  that  If 
the  United  States  gave  the  Philippines  their  Independence,  and 
said  to  Japan,  "  Now,  you  keep  your  hands  off  the  PhlUwine 
Islands,"  she  is  going  to  keep  them  off,  l)ecause  Japan  would 
not  dare  do  anything  else.  Her  economic  position  is  such  that 
In  my  judgment  we  have  not  anything  to  fear  from  Japan. 
She  could  not  exist  if  she  did  not  sell  the  products  that  she 
sells  to  this  country;  and  by  reason  of  that  fact  she  does  not 
dare  have  any  difficulty  with  us,  in  my  Judgment,  even  if  she 
felt  inclined  to  do  so. 

As  far  as  the  British  Government  taking  over  the  Philippine 
Islands  is  ctmcerned,  that,  in  my  Judgment  is  equally  absurd. 

Mr.  BLACK.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield  to  the-Senator. 
Mr.  BLACK.    The  views  expressed  by  the  Senator  with  ref- 
erence  to   the   independence   of   the   Philippine    Islands   meet 
with  my  hearty  and  sincere  approvaL    I  believe  in  immediate. 


unequivocal  independence  for  the  Philippine  Islands.  My  fear 
with  reference  to  this  particular  amendment,  however,  is  that 
instead  of  i^)eeding  the  day  It  will  delay  it,  for  this  reason : 

I  believe  that  we  have  enough  votes  to  declare  the  Philippines 
independent  at  the  next  regular  session  of  Congress.  I  do  not 
anticipate  that  if  the  President  should  follow  this  suggestion 
and  appoint  the  necessary  conferees,  they  could  report  by  that 
time,  and  I  fear  that  that  would  be  used  by  some  as  a  very 
cogent  argument  against  immediate  action  by  this  body.  That 
Is  the  fear  I  have  about  the  passage  of  this  particular 
resolution. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  from  Alabama  Is  more  opti- 
mistic than  I  am  al>out  getting  a  resolution  pasRe<l  giving  in- 
d^)endence  to  the  Philippines  at  the  next  session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  meant  through  this  body.  I  do  not  know 
what  will  happen  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  but  that  we 
could  get  a  joint  resolution  or  a  bill  through  this  body  giving 
the  Phlllw>lnes  their  Independence,  but  I  seriously  doubt 
whether  it  would  be  possible  to  pass  it  through  the  House 
at  the  next  session  of  Congress.  For  that  reason  I  think.  In 
the  long  run.  It  would  speed  up  Philippine  Independence  If  the 
President  of  the  United  States  would  go  ahead  and  call  such 
a  conference  as  Is  proposed.  I  have  confidence.  If  a  resolution 
of  this  kind  should  be  passed,  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  would  immediately  take  action  along  the  lines  I  have 
suggested,  and  that  he  would  bring  It  to  as  speedy  a  conclusion 
as  he  po8.sibly  could,  so  that  he  could  report  progress  back  to 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SMITH.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH.  What  Is  the  necessity,  either  now  or  at  any 
other  time,  of  our  consulting  other  nations  In  reference  to  what 
we  propose  to  do  about  the  Independence  of  the  Philippine 
I.slands  ? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  think  It  Is  absolutely  necessary  to 
do  anything  of  the  sort  but  I  think  It  would  be  entirely  proper 
and,  perhaps,  the  practical  and  the  right  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  SMITH.  May  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  the  procedure 
suggested  would  commit  us  morally.  If  not  legally,  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  independence  of  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  think  it  would,  except  in  connec- 
tion with  other  nations. 

Mr.  SMITH.    That  is  the  point  I  am  making. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  we  had  a  treaty  with  Japan,  for  in- 
stance, and  had  a  treaty  with  Great  Britain,  that  they  would 
respect  the  independence  of  the  Philippines,  I  think  It  wotild  be 
very  helpful  to  the  Philippine  people  if  that  should  be  done,  and 
I  think  It  would  be  a  very  wise  and  statesmanlike  thing  for  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  do,  to  see  that  they  Iiad 
their  Independence  for  some  years  to  come. 

Mr.  SMITH.  If  we  entered  Into  any  such  agreement  as  a 
precedent  placing  that  as  the  condition  upon  which  we  did 
turn  them  loose,  then  we  would  have  morally  obligated  ourselves 
to  see  that  no  other  natlmi  did  interfwe.  I  think  the  Senator 
recalls  that  about  1914  certain  powers  had  an  agreement,  of  a 
sort  of  an  analogous  nature.  In  reference  to  Belgium.  I  do  not 
recall  that  It  was  so  religiously  observed. 

If  we  are  the  ones  who  initiate  the  conference  of  nations, 
owning  the  Philippines,  as  we  do,  the  nations  of  the  world  will 
naturally  sni4>o8e  that  we  make  that  a  condition;  In  other 
words,  we  Imply  In  our  negotiation  and  the  subsequent  fulfiill- 
ment  of  It,  If  it  goes  through,  that  we  propose,  against  all 
comers,  to  maintain  the  Independence  of  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  subscribe  to  the  theory  of  tlie 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  that  It  would  carry  us  that  far, 
but  I  am  perfectly  wllUng,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  to  see  the 
United  States  Govemmwit  enter  into  such  a  treaty  with  these 
other  countries  with  reference  to  the  Philippine  Islands. 

As  I  have  said,  looldng  at  it  from  a  practical  standpoint  the 
bugaboo  Is  always  raised  on  this  floor  and  elsewhere  that  we 
can  not  give  up  the  Phillwjlnes,  because  If  we  did.  Japan  would 
take  them.  We  would  Immediately  do  away  with  that  bugaboo. 
I  do  not  think  there  Is  anything  to  it.  I  think  it  is  purely 
absurd  pn^jaganda  that  is  being  circulated.  But  I  do  think 
the  action  should  be  taken.  # 

Mr.  SMITH.  SuK>ose  the  conference  should  be  called  and 
the  nations  signify  their  willingness  to  meet  and  discuss  the 
matter,  and  then  some  of  the  powers  absolutely  refused  to 
commit  themselves  to  the  proposal.    What  would  we  then  do? 

Mr.  WHEBLBR.  If  they  did  that,  let  nae  say  to  the  Senator 
frwn  South  Car(rfina,  I  do  not  tliink  we  would  have  very  much 
owwrtunity  of  getting  a  resolution  through  either  branch  of 
Congress  to  give  the  Philippines  their  independence. 
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Mr.  SlkllTH.  That  la  precisely  the  point.  Therefore,  as  I 
BDe^sted  in  my  first  question,  we  are  going  to  make  the  inde- 
peiidc»n<-e  of  tlie  Filipinos  dependent  upon  whether  the  nations 
which  have  the  power  and  the  opportunity  to  take  them  over 
sign  an  agreement,  enter  into  a  moral  obligation,  if  not  a  legal 
one.  that  they  will  not  attempt  to  take  over  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  WHEELER  The  Senator's  idea  is  that  they  might 
refuse  ? 

Mr.  SMITH.     Suppose  they  did? 

Mr.  WHEELER  If  the  Senator  wants  to  suppose  some- 
thing, he  <-an  suppose  most  anything.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
idea  ill  my  own  mind — I  may  be  wrong  alK>ut  it — but  that  they 
would  sign  such  an  agreement. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  only  suggested  that  to  bring  cot  the  idea 
suggested  by  the  Senator's  remark,  that  in  case  they  did,  there 
would  t)e  no  doubt  that  we  would  not  puss  a  resolution  giving 
them  their  in«iependeuce. 

Mr.  WHEELER     Yes. 

Mr.  .^MITH.  Therefore  the  Senator  afBrms  that  we  still 
would  maintain  our  overlonLship  in  so  far  as  not  letting  any- 
bcxiy  else  put  their  hands  on  the  Philippines  Is  concerned. 

Mr.  WHEELER  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  an  overlordship, 
but  1  do  thick  we  would  be  under  a  moral  obligatlcn  to  the 
Philippine  people  to  do  wimething  of  that  sort.  I  do  not  see 
bow  we  eau  escape  it.  We  have  taken  the  Philippine  Islands, 
we  have  kept  them  all  thetie  year*,  and  I  think  we  are  onder 
auoH'  moral  obligation  to  the  Filiplmis  at  least  to  see  that  they 
are  pruttt'ted  against  some  nation  that  might  want  to  take 
them,  nnill  they  are  in  such  a  condition  that  they  can  protect 
tlteiuMelves. 

Consider  the  Phillmrfne  IslandH  to-day.  The  FhlUpplne  people 
have  no  army  tiMlay,  they  have  no  navy  to-day,  and  nothing 
else  of  the  sort.  We  should  not  turn  them  lotme  to  the  wolves, 
abHolateiy,  unless  we  entered  Into  some  kind  of  a  treaty  with 
these  other  powers  saying  that  we  would  give  them  their  Inde- 
pendence, and  tlmt  their  lndei)endence  would  lie  protected  until 
such  time  as  they  were  in  condition  to  take  care  of  themselvee. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHRRLER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  There  Is  a  precedent  for  that.  We  entered 
Into  the  &-power  pact  We  undertook  to  guarantee  the  ter- 
ritory of  Japan,  and  we  certainly  ought  to  feel  as  much  interest 
In  the  Philippine  people. 

Mr.  WHEELER     Much  more  so. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    We  entered  into  that  pact. 

Mr.  WHEELER  The  Filipinos  are  very  much  more  nearly 
like  the  American  people  In  their  ways  and  their  customs  than 
are  the  Japanese,  in  my  judgment. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  We  maintained  a  considerable  miUtary 
f(Mt:e  down  In  Nicaragua,  because  it  was  said  our  people  had 
Bome  interests  down  there.  There  is  a  very  much  larger  United 
States  ftnancial  interest  and  a  great  many  more  of  our  people 
residing  in  the  Phiiipplne  Islands  than  in  all  Central  America. 

Mr.  WHEELER  As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  is  a  tremendous 
lot  of  American  capital  invested  there. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Would  it  not  be  the  safest  procedure,  in 
order  to  avoid  possible  international  complications,  to  have 
an  understanding,  everybody  agreeing  that  the  Philippines 
ahould  not  be  subject  to  conquest? 

Mr.  WHEELER  I  would  think  so,  and  I  can  not  for  the 
life  of  me  understand  any  reason  why  we  should  not  have  such 
an  understanding.  As  the  Senator  pointed  out,  if  Japan  or 
England,  for  instance,  after  we  had  given  the  Philippines  their 
Independence,  should  attempt  to  take  them,  there  is  no  question 
In  my  mind  but  that  Americans  having  their  money  Invested 
there  and  Americans  living  there  would  appeal  to  our  Oovem- 
ment.  and  that  the  United  States  would  go  over  there  and  do 
something. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  There  Is  so  mudi  sentiment  in  this  coun- 
try that  we  would  find  ourselves  at  once  on  the  brink  of  war 
with  any  nation  trying  to  make  any  conquest  on  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  WHEELER  Certainly.  Many  of  our  people  have  gone 
In  and  Invested  in  the  Philippine  Islands  with  the  view  that 
we  were  going  to  keep  the  PhillH>ine  Islands.  They  have  gone 
In  there  and  invested  thinking  that  we  were  going  to  kf^ep  those 
Islands,  and  we  can  not  Just  tnm  the  Islands  loose  to  the  wolves 
without  any  protection,  and  simply  say,  "  We  have  kept  you  all 
thew  years.  American  money  has  been  Invested  here,  but  we 
are  going  to  turn  you  loose."  I  would  not  be  in  favor  of  that, 
myself.  I  think  we  are  morally  bound  for  a  certain  period  of 
time  to  protect  Americans  living  there,  and  to  protect  the  native 
people.  If  vpe  ever  had  a  moral  oWlgatloo  to  any  people  In  the 
world,  we  ewe  one  to  the  Ftillippine  people.  We  do  not  owe 
any  moral  ot>llgation  to  the  Haitians.  We  do  not  owe  anv  par- 
tlenlar  moral  oMlgatloo  to  Nicaragua,  or  to  San  Salvador."  or  to 
any  such  country,  tat  w«  went  to  the  Phillppinea,  m  the  B«mi- 
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tor  m-om  Arkansas  [Mr.  Carawat]  has  suggested,  simply  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  somebody  protested  that  they  might  pos- 
sibly lose  gome  of  their  property  or  investments,  although  there 
was  no  evidence  to  that  effect   that   anything  had  been   lost. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Mr.  President 

Thj  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  i 

Mr,  WHEEILER.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  SMITH.  In  reply  to  the  Senator's  observations  alx)ut 
Invit  ng  these  other  nations,  it  might  be,  as  the  Senator  indi- 
cates the  giving  of  hostages,  in  a  way,  but  our  obligation, 
whet  ler  they  would  agree  or  not,  according  to  the  Senator's 
state  nent,  would  be  just  as  binding  whether  we  consulted  with 
thest^  powers  or  not,  just  as  binding  as  it  is  n«iw. 

I  1  rant  to  make  my  position  clear  here  and  now.  So' far  as 
the  1 'hllippine  Islands  are  concerned,  considering  the  history 
ot  mr  taking  control  of  them,  when  I  vote.  I  want  to  vote  to 
give  them  their  independence  solely  with  reference  to  our  re- 
lation to  them,  under  such  terms  as  will  affect  us  alone,  without 
Idv<A  ring  any  other  nation. 

I  Mrant  to  state  right  here,  if  the  Senator  will  allow  me — and 
I  do  not  know  that  I  will  take  any  more  time — I  think  it  most 
unfoitunate  that  the  question  of  Filipino  independence  should 
come  up  in  connection  with  the  consideration  of  a  tariff  bill. 
I  foi  one  do  not  want  to  be  put  under  the  implication  that  I 
amff)lng  to  vote  for  the  Indeiwndence  of  the  Philippines  on  the 
grouad  that  I  want  to  give  them  tlu-lr  Indei»«iu1ence  in  order  to 
get  fl  chance  to  tax  them  and  to  tax  them  under  a  tariff  law. 
As  tley  now  stand,  they  can  get  some  advantage  in  the  American 
marljet  without  the  imposition  of  the  tariff. 

Ifjwe  are  going  to  give  the  Flllplnoti  their  lnd<*pendence.  let 
us  shear  our  action  of  any  such  implication  atid  vote  on  that 
strawht  Issue  of  the  attitude  of  the  United  States  toward  the 
Philmplnes.  I  do  deplore  the  fact  that  the  discussion  of  that 
matoer  has  been  brought  up  in  conne<-tlon  with  the  consldera* 
tlonjof  a  tariff  bill;  and  no  matter  how  we  shall  vote,  if  it 
shall  pass,  leaving  the  implication  that  we  took  the  action 
pure  y  from  a  commercial  standpoint,  and  not  from  a  straight, 
hom  rable  standpoint  of  the  obligation  of  one  nation  to  another. 

M  •.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  T  am  very  glad  to  hear  the 
Sent  tor  express  his  high  Idealism  with  reference  to  the  Philip- 
pine Islands.  The  trouble  has  been  that  we  have  not  always 
deal  with  the  Philippine  Islands  from  the  same  high  moral 
stanApoint  the  Senator  has  expressed  upon  the  floor  Just  now. 

Ml .  SMITH.  Is  that  any  reason  why  we  should  not  deal  with 
then  on  the  proper  plane  now  ? 

Ml.  WHEELER.  No.  As  I  have  said,  I  thoroughly  agree 
with  the  Senator's  Idealism ;  but,  nevertheless,  he  Is  dealing 
not  >nly  with  idealism  but  he  Is  dealing  here  with  a  cold- 
bloo<  ed  economic  question ;  he  is  dealing  with  the  most  cold- 
blooded, selfish,  economic  question  that  has  ever  confntnted  a 
peop  e  in  the  history  of  the  world ;  that  is,  If  you  plea.se,  the 
prop  )aal  to  raise  tariff  rates  to  give  to  a  selfish  few  something 
take  1  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  rest  of  the  people. 

Ml.  SMITH.  Has  that  not  been  the  history  of  all  tariff 
legis  at  ion? 

Ml .  WHEELER  Of  course,  it  has  been  the  history  of  tariff 
legis  ation,  but  I  say  that  Is  the  question  we  are  dealing  with. 
We  (  xe  not  dealing  with  idealism  when  we  are  dealing  with  the 
taril '.  We  are  dealing  with  cold-blooded  selfishness,  and  that 
Is  tlie  basis  on  which  we  are  legislating  to-day.  Many  of  the 
Mew  l>ers  of  this  body  are  standing  here  and  saying,  "  I  want 
something  in  this  tariff  bill  that  will  affect  the  people  in  my 
Stat(>."  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bingham]  the 
othe  day  openly  expressed  himself  and  said  it  was  because  he 
warn  ed  to  protect  the  manufacturers  of  his  State. 

W  lat  he  said  openly  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  Is  the  same 
moU  re  that  actuates  a  great  many  other  Senators  in  the  con- 
sldeiEition  of  the  tariff  bill.  The  only  difference  between  the 
posit  on  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  and  that  of  a  lot  of 
other  8enat<»s  is  that  he  was  more  frank  than  a  great  many 
otheis  are. 

Mt.  SMITH.  Is  the  Senator  criticizing  my  lack  of  l^sla- 
tlve  ibllity  because  I  do  not  subscribe  to  these  mean,  low  prin- 
ciples in  the  form  of  fair  dealing? 

Ml.  WHEELER  Not  at  all.  I  am  not  criticizing  the  Sena- 
tor f  -om  South  Carolina  In  the  slightest  degree.  I  said  to  the 
Sena  or  that  I  approve  of  his  high  ideulism  and  I  agree  with 
him  |hat  It  la  the  basis  on  which  the  bill  ought  to  be  taken  up. 
I  the  roughly  agree  with  him  In  that  respect.  But  I  say,  never- 
thele  »,  that  we  are  dealing  with  a  cold-blooded  proposition  of 
selfls  iness  and  that  each  Senator  over  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle  la  looking  after  what?  He  is  looking  out  for  the  oppor- 
tunity- to  reach  in  and  grab  something  out  of  the  grab  bag  for  bis 
own  Indivldnal  State,  his  own  manufacturers,  or  whatever  they 
may  be.    Tkett  la  what  he  Is  looking  out  for. 
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The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  knows  perfectly  well,  and 
we  might  as  well  be  frank  about  It,  that  when  we  say  to  the 
people  of  the  country  that  we  are  going  to  give  certain  manu- 
facturers a  tariff  In  order  to  make  them  prosperous,  that  we 
are  going  to  taice  It  out  of  the  p«xkets  of  somebody  else.  As 
Mr.  McKelvie,  of  the  Farm  Boanl,  said,  "  We  want  to  get  the 
farmers  to  reduce  their  acreage  and  we  are  not  going  to  give 
them  any  of  the  benefits  of  the  tariff."  That  Is  In  substance 
what  his  statement  meant,  though  not  the  words.  If  that  is  to 
be  our  policy,  then  I  say  it  Is  not  fair  to  the  farmers  of  the 
country  who  are  producing  sugar  to  let  somebody  ship  in  here 
sugar  from  a  country  like  the  PhiliM>ine  Islands,  where  they 
have  such  cheap  labor  that  the  American  farmer  can  not  com- 
pete with  it.  IJ  we  are  going  to  have  the  tariff  at  all  It  Is  not 
fair,  because  we  are  placing  these  farmers  of  ours  on  an  equal 
footing  with  the  p<'ople  in  the  Philippine  Islands. 

The  Republicans  come  into  my  State  and  say  to  the  farmers. 
"  Why  do  you  not  put  on  a  tariff  and  shut  out  Filipino  sugar?  " 
That  Is  what  they  are  saying  out  in  Montana.  Idaho,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and  the  other  Western  States. 
"  Why  do  you  not  still  keep  the  Phllli»plnes  and  put  a  tariff 
on  them?"  I  have  said  that  I  would  not  be  a  party  to  it,  that 
I  would  not  be  a  party  to  keeping  the  Philippine  Islands  an<l 
taxing  them,  because  it  is  not  fair,  it  is  not  honest.  It  Is 
not  decent,  and  I  will  not  be  a  party  to  It.  But  I  do  say 
that  here  Is  a  great  people  asking  for  their  Indepemlence,  and. 
In  my  Judgment,  they  are  entitled  to  It.  They  ought  to  have 
Imu  given  their  Indeiiendence  be<auKe  of  the  fact  that  they  are 
caiwble  of  ruling  theniwelves.  But  some  of  our  Reimbllcan 
friends  want  to  keep  the  islands  and  at  the  same  time  want  to 
tax  them.  I  say  where  we  have  the  tariff  before  us  it  is  per- 
fectly isroper  to  put  that  question  Into  the  tariff  bill,  and  there 
can  be  no  reason  in  the  world  why  we  should  not  put  It  In  the 
tariff  bill  because  it  is  a  matter  that  affects  the  tariff. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
that,  if  I  follow  his  argument,  he  will  get  some  Republican 
votes  for  one  reason  and  some  high-Ideal  votes  for  another  rea- 
son, and  adding  the  two  together  he  may  get  Philippine 
Independence. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  think  probably  that  is  the  only  reason 
why  we  would  get  It  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  do  not  think  it  is  adding  anything  to  the 
honor  and  dignity  of  the  American  Nation  for  us  to  put  the 
argument  on  this  plane. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Does  the  Senator  think  we  ought  to  have  it 
on  a  different  plane  and  have  some  different  economic  principle 
hiding  behind  that  plane? 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  do  not  think  the  use  of  the  economic  plane 
has  a  thing  to  do  with  deceiving  a  people  that  have  no  way  to 
get  their  Independence  except  through  the  fair  dealing  of  the 
American  people.  We  have  no  business  bringing  that  questicHi 
in  here  now. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  Is  not 
very  fanriliar  with  history  If  he  thlnlLs  economic  problems  have 
not  always  governed  the  destinies  of  the  peoples  of  the  world. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  am  fully  aware  of  the  miserable  economic 
problems  that  have  baptized  the  world  in  blood.  We  have 
recently  come  out  of  a  struggle  that  grew  out  of  just  such 
questions  as  this  before  us  now,  the  selfish  greed  of  a  nation 
that  thought  It  was  ready  to  overrun  the  world  and  exact  trib- 
ute from  all  the  civilized  people,  and  we  paid  a  price  that  at 
least  ought  to  give  some  of  us  pause. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Do<*s  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 
Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  this  matter 
would  have  been  debated  now  unless  it  had  been  Injected  Into 
the  tariff  question? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Of  course  not,  and  not  only  that,  but  if  it 
had  not  been  injected  into  the  tariff  debate  there  would  not 
have  been  any  promise  that  we  would  get  it  up  and  have  a  vote 
on  It  during  the  next  session  of  Congress.  The  Senator  can  talk 
about  Idealism,  but  it  was  the  fact  that  it  was  injecte<l  Into  the 
tariff  debate  that  exacted  the  promise  made  upon  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  yesterday  to  the  effect  that  we  would  have  an  oK)or- 
tunlty  to  vote  on  It.  The  Senator  knows  that  perfectly  well. 
Not  only  that,  but  the  question  has  been  buried  In  the  Committee 
on  Territories  and  Insular  Possessions  for  how  many  years? 
I  think  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  said  four  or  eight 
years.  Not  a  thing  has  been  done  about  it  It  has  been  lying 
there  in  the  committee  and  we  could  not  dynamite  It  out  of  the 
committee.  It  was  only  when  It  was  brought  up  In  the  tariff 
debate  that  it  was  pt)S8lble  to  exact  a  promise  that  it  would  be 
brought  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  for  consideration.  If  it  had 
not  been  injected  here  In  the  tariff  bill,  it  would  very  likely 


have  remained  In  the  committee  for  another  four  years  unless 
the  complexion  of  the  Senate  had  been  changed. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
that  I  regard  his  philosophy  like  that  of  the  old  woman  in  the 

South 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  not  an  old  woman.  I  object  to  being 
likened  to  an  old  woman.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  C-^RAWAV  So  do  I,  for  tlie  woman's  sake.  [I.jiughter.] 
Mr.  SMITH.  The  old  woman  was  praying  for  somebody  who 
had  sent  her  a  meal  and  she  was  thanking  God  for  the  dinner. 
But  the  man  who  brought  it  said,  "  Hold  on  a  minute,  sister. 
I  brought  that  dinner."  Slie  said.  "That  is  all  right  God 
sent  It,  but  the  devil  brought  It."  So  I  presume  the  Senator  Is 
willing  to  take  Philippine  ludepMidence  even  though  it  is 
brought  under  the  auspices  or  conditions  that  now  exist. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes,  indeed;  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  ac- 
cept it  If  it  can  be  taken  up  even  though  It  was  brought  about 
under  the  auspices  and  conditions  to  which  the  Senator  has 
referred.  I  say  to  the  Senator  again  that  the  Phillpplnt:  ques- 
tion would  still  have  l>een  in  the  committee  if  it  had  not  been 
for  the  fact  that  we  did  bring  it  up  in  the  debate  on  the  tariff. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  and  Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts  addressed 
the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yiehl;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  WHEELER  I  yi(Hd  first  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  ver>'  much  inclined  to  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Montana.  What  hap|)ened  here  yesterday  un- 
d(»ubte<lly  has  ver>'  greatly  euhance<l  the  iwospect  of  Phllip|»lne 
independence.  What  happened  here  yesterday  would  not  liave 
hup|)ened  but  for  the  fact  that  the  Philippines  have  certainly 
become  very  sharp  ct»mpetltors  In  certain  very  large  cropa 
that  are  produced  In  this  country — sugar  and  oil  and  things  of 
that  sort.  It  Is  selflshuess,  very  largely,  that  brought  ab<  ut  the 
possibility  and  probability  of  speedy  action  upon  a  proposi- 
tion that  has  been  pending  now  for  20  years  as  to  whether  we 
are  going  to  give  the  Filipino  people  their  independence  or  not. 
I  thitik  it  Is  a  serious  indictment  upon  the  American  people, 

however 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  agree  with  the  Senator. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    That  we  come  to  the  question  of  granting 
justice  only  when  matters  of  selfishness  are  Injected  Into  the 
situation.    Nevertheless,  the  Senator  has  very  properly  described 
the  sitnatlon. 

I  was  not  present  when  the  Senator  was  making  his  Initial 
argument,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  discussing  the 
second  amendment  whidi  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  intenda 
to  present. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  was  discussing  more  the  second  amend- 
ment or  the  one  that  I  had  understood  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  King]  might  offer  later.  I  said  that  I  could  not  see  anj 
particular  harm  In  having  an  amendment  such  as  thhi  In  the  bilL 
I  realise  that  it  properly  should  come  perhaps  at  a  different 
time,  but  In  view  of  the  statements  which  I  have  made  and 
which  had  been  made  to  me  while  I  was  in  the  Orient.  I  felt 
that  the  sooner  we  got  something  moving  on  the  matter  iKrrhaiM 
the  better  It  would  be. 

Some  one  stated  that  It  was  thought  if  we  put  the  amendment 
In  the  bin  It  might  delay  matters.  I  do  not  think  it  would 
delay  matters  at  all.  I  think  the  President  would  probably 
call  Into  conference  the  powers  in  question,  and  if  be  called 
them  Into  conference  it  might  hasten  action.  It  was  suggested 
that  we  could  probably  get  a  vote  in  the  Senate  and  pass  a 
resolutl(Mi  through  the  Senate  at  the  next  session,  and  I  think 
that  is  true ;  but  I  doubt  very  much  whether  we  could  get  any 
such  legislation  through  the  House  of  Representatives.  I  re- 
Iieat  again,  one  of  the  bugaboos  that  they  always  call  up  when 
they  take  up  the  question  of  the  independence  of  the  Philippine 
Islands  is  that  Japan  or  England  will  go  over  there  and  take 
the  PhlUpi^es.  If  it  is  not  England  or  Japan  it  is  some  other 
country.  If  we  had  the  matter  definitely  settled  and  an  agree- 
ment with  the  powers  that  they  would  join  with  us  in  guarantee- 
ing the  Independence  of  the  PhiUppines,  then  that  argument 
could  not  be  advanced  when  the  Philippine  question  c<mie8  up 
for  discussion. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  asked  the  ques- 
tion. I  wanted  to  know  whether  the  Senator  had  addressed 
himself  to  the  amendment  that  is  now  pending.  I  have  been 
thinking  a  great  deal  about  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
LouLslana.  I  have  about  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  Sena- 
tor has  the  cart  before  the  horse  in  his  resolution,  and  that  If 
he  would  rather  reverse  the  provisions  of  his  resolution  It 
wc'Uld  become  a  good  proposition.  In  Its  present  form  I  do  not 
think  it  is  a  wise  proposal.  I  do  not  see  the  necessity  for  this 
Qoyemmeat  calling   together  the  Pacific-pact   powers  for  the 
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IMjrpr»«e  of  •  eooferenoe  to  determine  whether  they  wonld  re- 
spect the  Independence  of  the  Phllipf>ine  Islandg  In  case  the 
United  States  at  some  time  In  the  future  iww  fit  to  grant  that 
lnfk'r»cndence.  I  think  It  would  be  a  uselen  proceeding  and 
pn-lmMy  a  very  exceptional  Itlnd  of  proce«*dlng  for  the  QoTem- 
metit  to  take.  Mounding  out  nations  an  to  what  they  would  do 
if  Momcthing  in  the  future  were  done  by  this  Qovemment 

My  idm  is  that  we  on^ht  to  provide,  tint,  that  the  United 
Btates  will  grant  independence  to  the  Philippine  people,  and 
then  provide  contemporaneously  with  that  d«H'Iaratlon,  if  we  see 
fit.  for  a  conference  of  the  ijowers  having  Interests  in  the  Orient 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether,  when  the  Government 
takes  this  step,  those  nations  will  respect  the  Independence  of 
the  Philippine  Islands,  or  whether  it  is  necessary  for  us  for  the 
protK'tion  of  the  I*hllippine  pe«iple  who  have  been  our  wards 
for  such  a  long  time  to  go  a  step  further  and  do  what  we  did 
in  the  case  of  Cuba — guarantee  that  Independence,  so  as  to  safe- 
guard ti»e  Philippines  from  the  possible  greed  of  the  nations 
whi«h  snrrcrtind  them. 

Mr.  WHEELKR.  I  would  apree  with  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  entirely  excefting  that  I  feel,  possibly,  that  this  amend- 
ment wonld  hasten  Philippine  Independence,  and  if  we  definitely 
had  this  information  l)efore  we  took  a  vote  on  the  question 
of  independence  Congress  could  act  more  readily  and  more  in- 
telliKentiy. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  We  do  not  need  the  Information  unless  we 
intend  to  follow  It  up  by  granting  the  Filipinos  their  inde- 
pendence. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    That  would  be  true  as  a  matter  of  course. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Why  not  precetle  the  call  for  a  conference 
by  a  declaration  on  the  part  of  this  Government  that  it  is  now 
ready  to  grant  Independence  to  the  Filipino  people. 

Mr.  BROUSSARI).  Mr,  President,  may  I  say  a  word  to  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

The  VICE  PRESIDE.NT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROrsSARD.  I  have  invited  assistance  in  perfecting 
this  amendment,  and  if  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  will 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment  I  shall  be  glad  to  have 
an  expression  from  him. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  ifassachnsetts.  I  have  had  a  conference  with 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  and  other  Senators  In  this 
viclnit>'  with  an  Idea  of  preparing  an  amendment  which  would 
make  the  jwndlng  amradment  much  stronger  and  would  remove 
the  objei-tlon  that  is  l>eing  made  upon  ail  sides,  namely,  that 
any  conference  should  t>e  preceded  by  a  declaration  of  the 
United  States  Government  that  it  favored  Independence  for 
the  Philippine  Islands.  Therefore,  I  propose  an  amendment  to 
the  amendment,  and  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  will 
accept  It.  I  desire  to  move  to  strike  out  the  first  word  of  the 
amendment,  "That,"  and  to  Insert  the  following: 

WhcivaB  the  GoTemni<»nt  of  the  United  States  proposes  to  grant  In- 
dependence to  the  Philippine  Islands  in  the  Immediate  future. 

/That  language  should  be  inserted  Instead  of  the  word  "  That." 
Gt*ben  the  amendment  will  read: 

Whereas  the  GoTemment  of  the  United  States  proposes  to  grant 
independence  to  the  Philippine  Islands  In  the  immediate  future,  the 
President  of  the  United  States  is  requested  to  Invite  such  gorernments 
as  he  may  deem  adrisable  to  send  representatives  to  a  conference,  to 
constiler  an  agreement  to  respect  the  independence  and  territorlnl 
integrity  of  tlie  PtaiUppiBe  Islands.  Such  agreement  shall  be  reported 
to  the  respective  governments  for  their  ai^roval. 

That  brief  amendment  makes  the  declaration  of  an  intention 
to  grant  Independence  to  the  Philippines.  It  will  permit  every 
Senator  in  the  Chamber  who  is  in  favor  of  Philistine  Inde- 
pendence to  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  and  will  permit  those  who  favor  a  conference  also 
to  vote  for  the  amendment.  It  seems  to  me  that  such  an  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment  as  the  one  proposed  by  myself,  if  ac- 
cepted by  the  Senate^'  fnMn  Louisiana,  wonld  obtain  from  the 
S^iate  a  complete  and  full  declaration  on  the  part  of  all  Sen- 
ators who  really  favor  Philippine  ln<lei>endeuce.  I  should  like 
to  have  the  Judgment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  on  the 
ameodment  which  I  have  suggested  to  his  amendment 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor fronn  Massachusetts  and  to  other  Senators  who  are  present 
tbat  my  Intention  all  the  time  has  been  as  indicated  by  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Mn.ssachusetta.  I  have  main- 
tained, and  ao  stated  when  I  discussed  it  witii  tlie  Senator  from 
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N<  w  Tork  a  while  ago,  that  the  amendment  necessarily  assumes 
thiit  we  expect  to  grant  independence  to  the  Phlllpptnes.  Why 
sh  )uld  we  do  a  futile  thing?  If  the  majority  of  the  Senate  were 
op  Kised  to  granting  Independence  to  the  Philippines,  would  they 
an  :horlze  a  request  for  a  conference?  So  the  assumption  is  ex- 
ac  ly  embfKlIed  in  the  words  which  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
se  ts  has  suggested.  I  am,  therefore,  glad  to  accept  his  amend* 
UH  nt  to  my  amendment. 

Jr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  understand 
thi>  Senator  from  Louisiana  accepts  the  amendment  to  the 
an  endment  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  Louisiana  may 
miidlfy  his  amendment  before  it  shall  be  voted  upon. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yl<ld  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

dr.  WHEELER.    I  am  glud  to  yield  to  the  Senator. 

dr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  listening  to  the  debate  on  the 
qu  jbtion  of  Philippine  independence,  it  is  worthy  of  observation 
that  the  Jones  Act  provided  that  when  the  Filipino  people  were 
ca  »able  of  self-government  we  would  give  them  their  Independ- 
en  le.  In  all  the  dl-scussions  I  have  heard  off  the  floor  the 
op  K)nents  of  Philippine  independence  have  bailed  their  conten- 
tioa  on  the  ground  that  the  Filipinos  are  not  capable  of  govern- 
ing themselves,  and  the  fact  has  been  referred  to  that  Mrs. 
Miyo  wrote  a  book  entitled  "The  Isles  of  Fear,"  which,  it  wag 
ststed,  clearly  portrayetl  the  conditions  In  the  Philippine  Islands. 
It  s  rather  amusing  now  to  observe  that  the  question  of  whether 
th(  Filipino  people  are  able  or  not  able  to  govern  themselves 
ha?  been  entirely  lost  sight  of.  Now,  that  economic  advantage 
to  the  United  Stales  can  be  obtained  by  Philippine  independence, 
it  ippenrs  that  many  of  the  opi^onents  of  such  independence  who 
foimerly  used  the  idea  of  the  unfitness  of  the  Filipinos  to  gov- 
ern themselves  as  a  bar  to  Filipino  independence  have  surren- 
de  -ed  ahd  are  now  swayed  entirely  by  the  tariif  issue  which  is 
involved.  I  do  not  mean  that  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  who 
is  the  author  of  the  amendment,  has  been  swayed  by  that  con- 
sl(  eratlon,  but  many  others  who  now  seem  inclined  to  give  the 
Fi  ipino  people  independence  are  not  considering  whether  those 
pe)|»le  are  able  to  maintain  a  government  or  not,  but  are  willing 
to  grant  them  independence  solely  for  the  economic  advantage 
wl  ich  will  accrue  therefrom  to  the  United  States. 

dr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  the  Senator 
frcm  Maryland  was  in  the  Chamber  when  I  began  to  sj)eak. 
I  s  lid  then  that  I  had  taken  a  trip  to  the  Philippines  and  visited 
th«  principal  i.<!lands  of  the  Philippine  group,  going  clear  down 
to  the  very  southern  point.  I  went  there  for  the  purpose  of 
m<iking  somewhat  of  a  survey  to  determine  for  my  own  ."self 
wl  ether  or  not  the  Filipinos  were  capable  of  self-government. 

.  Ls  a  result  of  that  visit  there  is  no  question  in  my  mind  but 
wlat  the  Filipinos  are  just  as  capable  of  governing  themselves 
as  are  many  other  peoples  who  are  enjoying  self -government ; 
in  fact,  I  think  they  are  more  capable  of  governing  them.'^elve.s, 
foi  they  have  made  greater  strides  and  greater  progress  In  the 
last  25  years  than  almost  any  other  people  on  the  face  of  the 
ea  th.  So  the  Senator's  criticism  vith  reference  to  myself  can 
no  be  Justified,  because  I  have  always  favored  Philippine  inde- 
pendence, and  particularly  after  my  visit  there,  when  I  found 
thi  t  they  are  capable  of  self-government. 

agree  entirely  with  the  Senator  from  Maryland  that  there 
ban  been  a  change  in  the  minds  of  some  people  In  this  country 
wi  h  reference  to  Philippine  Independence  becau.se  of  the  fact 
thj  t  they  found  that  the  retention  of  the  Philippines  interfered 
wl  h  their  economic  Interests. 

Ir.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  had  no  reference  whatso- 
ev«  r  to  the  position  of  the  Senator  from  Montana ;  I  know  that 
he  has  been  an  advocate  of  indei)endence  fot  the  Philippines  for 
a  long  time;  but  I  did  have  reference  to  a  large  group  of  men 
In  both  branches  of  Congress  who,  whenever  this  question  has 
coi  le  up,  have  .stated  that  the  Filipino  people  were  not  capable 
of  foverning  themselves.  I  have  been  sitting  here  for  two  days 
llsi  E!ning  to  the  debate,  and  no  one  at  all  has  brought  forth 
thiit  observation.  The  whole  consideration  on  the  part  of  a 
nui  aber  of  those  who  formerly  were  opposed  to  Philippine  Inde- 
peidence  and  who  have  now  surrendered  that  position  is  that 
the  independence  of  the  Philippines  will  bring  more  money  into 
the  United  States.  I  think  that  is  a  pretty  severe  Indictment  of 
the  men  who  hold  in  their  hands  the  liberties  of  13,000.000 
pec  pie  living  far  off  in  the  Philippines. 

Mr.    BROUSSARD.    Mr.   President,   wiU   the   Senator   from 
Montana  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yiejd  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 

r.  WHEKTiKR     I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
LoAi*iana. 
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Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Permit  me  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  president  of  the  Philippine-American  Association,  which 
is  domiciled  In  New  York  City,  appeared  before  the  Finance 
Committee  and  stated,  as  will  be  found  from  his  testimony 
which  is  printed  in  the  hearings,  that  the  Filipinos  were  capable 
of  self-government  from  an  intellectuid,  moral,  and  almost 
every  other  standpoint,  but  nevertheless  they  had  not  reached 
such  an  economic  stage  that  their  independence  should  be 
granted  to  them. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Of  course,  if  we  base  opposition  to  Philip- 
pine indei)endence  on  the  ground  that  they  are  not  economically 
able  to  take  care  of  themselves,  we  would  not  recognize  a  great 
many  of  the  governments  which  to-day  are  independent;  in 
fact,  we  would  take  over  a  great  many  governments  t)ecause 
they  are  not  economically  capable  of  taking  care  of  themselves. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  further  to  the  Swiator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Speaking  of  political  conditions,  I  think  we 
might  clean  up  a  few  cities  In  the  United  States  and  make 
them  politically  able  to  run  their  own  affairs  before  we  go 
around  the  world  criticising  other  countries.  In  the  second 
largest  city  of  America  to-day  there  Is  a  deficit  of  $13,000,000 
in  the  city  treasury,  and  clerks,  school-teachers,  and  other  offi- 
cials who  are  needed  to  transact  public  business  have  had  to  be 
laid  off  because  of  the  bad  management  of  the  economic 
situation. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
that  one  of  the  arguments  used  by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
of  Manila  against  independence  for  the  Philippines  was  that 
the  Filipinos  are,  as  they  say.  grafters  and  crooks  and  not  to 
be  trusted  with  running  their  own  government.  I  said  to  a 
gentleman  who  made  such  a  remark  to  me  that  I  would  be 
Just  a  little  bit  surprised  if  I  came  to  the  Philippine  Islands 
and  found  that  there  was  not  any  graft  or  any  corruption  in 
their  government.  I  said  further  to  him — and  he  happened 
to  be  a  very  good  Republican — "  You  do  not  have  to  stop  here 
in  the  Philippines  to  find  such  a  condition;  you  can  come  back 
to  the  United  States  of  America  and  you  can  visit,  if  you  want 
to,  many  of  the  leading  cities  In  the  United  States;  you  can 
go  to  Chicago  where  you  will  find  men  being  shot  down  with 
machine  guns  while  they  are  fighting  over  the  spoils  growing 
out  of  corruption,  or  you  can  go  to  the  city  of  Philadelphia, 
where,  right  under  the  shadow  of  Independence  Hail,  you  will 
find  men  despoiling  the  ballot  box ;  and  you  need  not  stop  there, 
but  you  can  go  on  down  to  the  city  of  Washingfton,  and  right 
under  the  dome  of  the  Nation's  Capitol  you  can  find  Fall  and 
Daucherty  and  others  of  that  crowd  giving  away  the  public 
domain  and  reaching  their  hands  into  the  public  coffers." 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  but  the  Senator  neglects  to 
draw  the  distinction  which  many  of  the  advocates  of  retsilniug 
the  Philippines  make,  and  that  Is  when  an  Anglo-Saxon  has 
graft  In  his  government  it  has  a  certain  halo  of  righteousness 
about  it,  but  when  a  Latin  has  graft  In  his  government,  then 
it  is  compounded  evil.  Although  the  offense  is  the  same  in  both 
cases,  if  it  hni^iens  in  their  own  country  It  is  not  severe,  but 
if  It  happens  in  another  country  it  is  a  very  terrible  thing  and 
absolutely  unfits  that  country  any  longer  to  govern  itself. 

Mr.  WHEELER  That  seems  to  be  the  rule.  If  my  memory 
serves  me  aright.  I  recall  when  the  investigation  was  started 
into  the  Teapot  Dome  case  and  when  investigations  were  started 
into  the  Department  of  Justice  and  Into  the  Veterans'  Bureau  the 
Republican  press  of  the  country  denounced  everybody  who  was 
taking  part  as  trying  to  overthrow  their  Government,  and  that 
the  men  who  were  actually  doing  the  grafting  and  thieving  and 
were  guilty  of  the  corruption  were  patriots  and  heroes.  We  do 
not  hear  them  saying  .so  much  about  that  now. 

Mr.  President,  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Ivouisiana,  as  modified  by  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  will  be  adopted  by  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  Inquire  if  the  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana  modified  his  amendment  by  accepting  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  a(x?ept  the  amendment  suggested  by  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  and  desire  to  have  the  amendment 
read  as  modified. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana  modi- 
fies his  amendment.  The  amendment  as  modified  will  be  stated 
from  the  desk. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  the  amendment  as  modified. 
Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  absence  of  a  quorum  being 
suggested,  the  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 


Fletcher 

Kean 

Short  ridg* 

Frasier 

Kendrick 

Simmons 

George 

Keyos 

Smith 

Gillett 

King 

La  FoUctts 

Smoot 

GIMS 

Steck 

Glenn 

McKMIar 

Stciwer 

Ooff 

McMastvr 

Stephens 

Goldsborough 

McNary 

Swanaon 

Gould 

Nortjock 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Greene 

Norris 

Tlioniax,  Okla. 

Hale 

N.ve 

Townsend 

Harris 

Oddle 

Trammoll 

Harrison 

Overman 

Tyctlngs 

Ha.>-ting8 
Hatfield 

Patterson 

Vandenberg 

Phipps 

Wacner 

W'HWtt 

Hawes 

I'lne 

Uaydcn 
Hebert 

Raniidell 

WaiKh,  Mans. 

KobinstJQ,  Ark. 

WalKh.  Moiit. 

Hpflln 

RobiDson.  Ind. 

Warren 

Howell 

Racket t 

Waterman 

Johnson 

Schall 

Wheeler 

Jones 

Sheppard 

Tlie  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 

Allen 

Asburst 

Barklcy 

HIaok 

Blaine 

Bleaite 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Broussard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Copelflud 

Conzens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Deneen 

Dill 

Edge 

Fosg 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN*T.  Eighty-seven  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  question  is 
on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Baois- 
s.ABD],  as  modified,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chiet  Clkrk.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana,  as  modified,  reads  as  follows : 

Whereas  the  (Jovomment  of  the  United  States  proposes  to  grant  Inde- 
pendence to  the  Philippine  Islands  in  the  immediate  futurp,  the  Presl- 
dpnt  of  the  United  States  is  requested  to  Invite  such  government*  as  he 
may  doem  ad^'lsable  to  sond  representatives  to  a  conference  to  consider 
an  agreement  to  respect  the  ind«^peiidence  and  territorial  Integrity  of  the 
Philippine  Islands.  Such  agreement  shall  be  reported  to  the  respective 
governments  for  their  approval. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  we  have  spent  two  hours  and  a 
half  on  the  discussion  of  the  Senator's  amendment.  This  mfidl- 
ficatlon  of  the  amendraeut  has  now  been  agreed  to  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  I^uisiana.     I  can  not  see  that  there  is  any  difference. 

I  do  not  see  why  we  should  give  notice  to  any  government  or 
ask  any  government  what  we  are  going  to  do  with  the  Philip- 
pine Islands.  If  Congress  wants  to  grant  them  independence, 
well  and  good.  What  other  country  In  the  world  has  anything 
to  say  about  it?  Why  ask  them  to  take  a  hand  in  the  matter? 
It  Is  only  delaying  the  granting  of  independence,  even  if  Con- 
gress wanted  to  grant  it ;  and  I  rather  think  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  does  want  to  grant  it. 

I  can  not  see,  however,  why  an  amendment  of  this  kind,  as 
modified,  should  be  adopted  by  the  Senate.  In  my  opinion  it  is 
worse  than  the  original  amendment 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  I^esident,  may  I  be  permitted  to  say 
Just  two  or  three  words? 

The  Philippines  are  included  hn  the  Pacific  pact.  We  must 
necessarily  have  some  concern  for  the  attitude  of  other  nations 
having  an  Interest  in  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  with  whom  we  are 
now  in  treaty  relationship.  Aside  from  that.  I  assumed  ail  the 
time,  as  I  stated  when  I  accepted  the  modification,  that  my 
amendment  without  the  modification  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  assumed  that  very  fact.  What  Is  the  idea 
of  adopting  this  amendment  unless  the  Senate  Is  willing  to  pass 
upon  the  question  of  independence  at  the  very  first  opportunity? 
I  have  assumed  that  all  the  time,  and  I  have  stated  that  all  the 
time. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  reference  was  made  to  the  so-cajled  5-power  poet 
as  affording  a  precedent  for  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Bboussard]. 

We  entered  into  the  5-power  pact  simply  because  of  our 
sovereignty  over  the  Philippine  Islands.  I  <?an  not  conceive  that 
we  ever  would  have  entered  into  such  an  agreement  except  for 
the  liability  under  which  we  rested  In  consequence  of  our  sov- 
ereignty over  the  Philippine  Islands. 

The  essential  features  of  that  pact  are  comprised  in  Just  a 
few  brief  paragraphs,  which  I  read,  as  follows : 

The  high  contracting  parties  agree  as  between  themselves  to  respect 
their  rights  In  relation  to  their  Insular  possessions  and  Insular  domin- 
ions in  the  region  of  the  Pacific  Ocean. 

If  there  should  develop  between  any  of  the  blgh  contracting  parties 
a  controversy  arising  out  of  any  Pacific  question  and  InrolvlEg  their 
said  rights  which  is  not  satisf acto.  lly  settled  by  diplomacy  and  is 
likely  to  affect  the  harmonious  accord  now  happily  sulMlstlng  between 
them,  they  shall  Invite  the  other  high  contracting  parties  to  a  Joint 
conference,  to  which  th«  whole  subject  will  be  referred  for  consideration 
and  adjustment. 

If  the  Bald  rights  are  threatened  by  the  aisreaeive  action  of  any 
other  power,  the  hixh  contracting  parties  shall  communicate  with  one 
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another  fully  and  frankly  In  order  to  arrlre  at  an  understandlnf  a«  to 
-tfce  uo»t  rfllcifnt  measures  to  be  taken,  Jointly  or  aeparately,  to  meet 
the  exlKcaclefl  of  the  particular  sitaation. 

It  l«  perfectly  obvloua  that  that  has  reference  to  the  Philip- 
plue  Island*.  That  is  to  say,  by  reason  of  our  sovereignty  over 
the  Philippine  Isiuuds  we  were  obliKed.  in  a  measure,  to  enter 
into  that  Isind  of  an  arrangement ;  but  when  we  sever  our  r^n- 
nection  with  the  Philippine  Islands,  and  they  are  granted  their 
independence,  there  seems  to  i)e  no  occasion  whatever  for  our 
wuowing  That  tnaty  at  the  expiration  of  the  10-year  period 
through  which  it  is  to  run. 

Mr.  President,  when  we  are  at)ont  to  get  rid,  through  granting 
to  the  Philippine  Islands  their  independence,  of  whatevtx  moral 
oMig:ition  may  rest  upon  u.*»  by  reason  of  this  treaty,  why 
should  we  renew  whatever  obligation  tliere  is  in  it? 

I  regret  exc-eetlingly  that  the  friends  of  Philippine  independ- 
ence should  differ  concerning  the  methods  by  which  that  result 
!s  to  be  obtained :  but  I  can  not  help  but  think  that  the  adop- 
ti«in  of  an  ameiidm«'nt  of  the  character  that  is  offenMl  now  and 
before  the  Senate  for  consideration  will  operate  to  defer  action 
oo  a  ri!«4»lutlon  granting  indei>endence  to  the  Plulippines.  It 
iseenia  to  me  that  it  is  the  most  unadvised  course  upon  the  part 
of  the  friends  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  if  they  concur  in  this 
action,  to  take  it.  Among  them  I  have  no  hesitancy  in  nun'b<'r- 
ins  n.^self.  I  can  not  agree  that  that  is  the  wise  course  to 
tiike. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  the  anend- 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  BroussardI,  as 
amended  by  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Walsh],  is  much  more  acceptalUe  than  the  original  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Oh,  I  do,  of  course ;  but,  neverthe- 
■  less,  the  evil  that  I  see  in  the  amendment  is  not  by  any  manner 
of  means  removed. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  ill  is  not  my  purpose  to 
delay  a  vote  upon  this  amendment.  The  amendment  proposed 
by  the  Senator  from  Massiichusetts  [Mr.  Walsh  J  and  accepted 
by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  (Mr.  Bboussabo]  does  not  alter 
the  question  presented  by  the  adoption  of  this  amendment,  as  I 
view  it. 

If  Senators  who  desire  to  see  independwice  granted  to  the 
Philippine  Inlands  take  the  position  that  they  will  not  grant 
independence  to  those  islands  until  the  powers  of  the  world 
have  agreed  to  guarantee  and  pn)tect  that  independence,  then 
It  is  logicsil  for  them  to  vote  for  this  amendment.  As  an  advo- 
cate of  Philippine  independence,  I  am  not  ready  to  take  that 
position.  As  I  view  it  the  question  of  Philippine  Independence 
is  a  question  to  be  decided  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  I  am  In  favor  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
giving  the  Philippine  Lslands  their  independence,  and  I  am  in 
favor  of  their  taking  that  action  at  the  first  opportunity  regard- 
less of  the  attitude  of  the  other  powers  of  the  world.  There- 
fore. Mr.  President,  I  am  not  willing  to  put  myself  In  the  posi- 
tion ot  Raying  that  the  indei>endence  of  the  Philippine  Islands 
shall  be  determined,  not  by  tlie  Government  of  the  United  States 
alone,  but  by  the  action  of  other  powers  of  the  world.  I  am 
constrained  to  cast  my  vote  against  the  amendment  as  modified. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  having  been  absent  for  a  few 
moments.  I  would  like  to  have  the  amendment  read  as  modified. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the  amendment  as  modified  be 
again  reported. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

IMiereaa  the  Government  of  the  United  States  proposes  to  grant  Inde- 
pendence to  the  Philippine  Islands  In  the  immediate  future,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  is  requested  to  Invite  such  governments  as 
he  may  deem  advisable  to  send  representatives  to  a  conference  to  con- 
sider an  agreement  to  re.«peot  the  independence  and  territorial  iutegrity 
of  the  PblUpplne  Islands.  Such  agreement  shall  be  reported  to  the 
respectlTe  governments  for  their  approval. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  think  those  who  are  sincerely 
in  favor  of  the  independence  of  the  Philippines  would  do  well  to 
defer  action  in  regard  to  that  matter  until  the  tariff  bill  is  out 
of  the  way.  It  is  manifest  to  me  that  we  can  not  shape  a  tariff 
bill  to  conform  to  all  the  requisites  for  an  act  of  iiberatiou  for 
the  Phillppiue& 

We  went  into  the  Philippines  under  a  pledge  to  give  the  people 
of  those  islands  their  Independence.  We  have  always  main- 
tained that  we  were  going  to  give  them  their  independence;  I 
think  it  is  our  duty  to  give  them  their  independence,  and  I  am 
in  favor  of  doing  that.  Nevertheless,  it  is  not  an  easy  and 
simple  Uak  to  draft  a  measure  which  will  give  the  Philippines 
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their  independence,  and  especially  it  is  not  easy  to  do  so  and 
Incc  rporate  it  in  a  tariff  bill. 

\^  e  have  now  practically  an  understanding,  almost  a  pledge, 
thai  this  matter  shall  come  up  for  hearing  during  the  next 
regi  lar  session,  and  those  who  feel  that  the  Phllii^ine  policy 
should  result  in  their  independence  can  make  up  their  minds 
to  b  ring  it  to  a  conclusion  at  the  next  session. 

It  is  my  judcrment  that  If  the  Philippines  do  not  secure  their 
ind«pendence  within  a  very  .<ihort  time,  they  will  never  secure 
it.  American  capital  and  American  people  are  constantly  going 
to  t  le  Philippines,  and  will  become  more  and  more  dominant 
in  the  affairs  of  the  Philippines,  and  they  will  become  more  and 
mor?  an  American  colony.  We  will  .shortly,  if  we  have  not 
alreidy.  have  to  meet  the  proposition  of  pulling  down  the 
American  flag  over  American  capital  and  from  over  American 
citijens. 

\^  bile  I  am  In  favor  of  as  speedy  action  as  can  be  had  with 
reference  to  giving  the  Philippines  their  independence.  I  am 
not  ^'oing  to  vote  for  any  resolution  or  any  amendment  which 
announces  a  policy  or  announces  a  prograni  in  n^gard  to  that 
mat  er  so  far  as  this  bill  is  concerned. 

M  ■.  WALSH  of  Massachu.setts.  Mr.  President,  the  amend- 
men ;  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Broussabd]  was  not 
offeied  by  me.  but  it  Ls  here,  and  as  originally  presented  it 
called  for  a  conference  to  be  inaugurated  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 

Many  Senators  during  the  debate  have  said  they  thought 
that  was  putting  the  cart  before  the  horse,  and  that  the  proper 
couise  to  pursue  was  to  make  a  declaration  first  of  out  inten- 
tion and  purpose  to  recognize  the  Independence  of  the  Philip- 
pines. The  amendment  offered  by  me  and  accepted  by  the 
Seuiitor  from  Louisiana  provides,  first,  for  a  declaration  by 
our  Government  in  favor  of  the  independence  of  the  Philip- 
pines, and  then  the  cajling  of  a  conference  by  the  President.  I 
would  not  have  favoretl  the  amendment  as  originally  drawn 
becj  use  of  the  fact  that  it  seenietl  to  me  u.seless  to  call  a  con- 
fer* oce  to  consider  a  moot  question,  when  our  Government 
had  made  no  declaration  at  the  time  of  requesting  a  conference 
witi  1  respect  to  our  willingness  to  grant  independence. 

L 't  me  make  a  brief  statement  about  the  general  question  of 
the  independence  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  Ever  since  I  have 
beeii  in  the  Senate  this  question  has  been  from  time  to  time 
raisMl.  Five  years  ago  I  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Ten  itorles  and  Insular  Pos-sessions,  and  I  sat  in  the  meetings 
of  t  Kit  committee  and  actually  heard  all  the  members  of  the 
com  nittee  commit  themselves,  practically  unanimously.  In  favor 
of  i  idependence  for  the  Philippines.  The  only  dispute  in  that 
coin  [nittee  at  the  time  of  the  adjournment  of  that  session  of 
C<»n;ress  was  whether  we  should  incorporate  in  a  bill  to  be 
reiK  rted  to  the  Senate  a  provision  that  independence  .should  be 
granted  within  5  years  or  15  years.  There  was  absolute  agree- 
ment then  upon  granting  independence  at  a  fixed  time  in  the 
imn  ediate  future ;  that  nothing  has  been  done  since  then  is 
appi  irent  and  why  nothing  has  been  done  and  is  not  likely  to  be 
dou'  in  the  near  future  can  be  understood  by  those  who  are 
real  y  concerneil  and  interested  in  granting  independence. 
Dels  y  and  excuses  for  delay  are  the  weapons  always  of  the 
opp<  ^Itlon. 

M :.  President,  I  for  one  propose,  at  every  opportmiity  I  have, 
to  g  ive  heart  and  encouragement  to  the  Filipino  people.  I  do 
not  propose  to  obstruct  or  delay  or  postpone  public  declaration 
in  f  ivor  of  the  Independence  of  the  Filii>ino  petiple  bei-ause  of 
any  technicalities  rai.sed  as  to  what  is  the  proper  method  of 
procedure  or  as  to  ieglsiatlve  niceties.  I  l)elieve  the  Filipino 
peojle  ought  to  have  the  whole-hearted  support  on  every  pos- 
sibh  occasion  of  all  the  Meml>er8  of  the  Congress  who  really 
seek  and  desire  to  give  them  their  independence.  That  is  why 
I  .shall  vote  for  this  amradment.  I  appreciate  that  the  ulti- 
niatd  end  sought  in  legislatiiai  of  this  importance  often  requires 
favoring  indirect  and  substitutional  steps  in  order  to  eventually 
focui  public  attention  ui)on  the  real  issue  and  ultimate  goal  to 
be  r»ached. 

I  -egret  that  the  amendment  is  before  us  in  connection  with 
the  ariff  bill.  It  would  be  better  if  we  had  had  it  as  a  sep- 
arat'  issue,  but  it  is  here,  and  I  Intend  to  vote  my  true  senti- 
men  s  regardless  of  my  preference  that  it  come  before  us  in 
a  dl  ferent  form  and  with  the  real  issue  clearly  defined.  Who 
can  irfve  us  any  assurance  when  it  will  come  t)efore  us  in  the 
com  ct  and  proper  form?  This  question  for  years  has  been  sub- 
meri  ed  in  one  of  our  committees  and  has  never  been  presented 
for  J  vote  to  the  Senate.  Those  who  think  that  at  the  next  ses- 
sion of  Congress  we  are  likely  to  have  a  committee  report  have 
inon  confidence  in  the  elasticity  of  the  rules  and  the  procetlure 
In  t  lis  body  than  I  have.     I  have  been  here  long  enough  to 
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know  the  successful  devices  that  opponents  of  legislation  can 
resort  to  for  the  purpt»se  of  preventing  action. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  the  Jones  Act  passed,  I  think,  In  1916, 
we  pledged  to  the  Philippine  Islands  their  independence  at  some 
indefinite  day  in  the  future,  and  we  have  on  other  occasions 
reiterated  that  pledge.  What  additional  solemnity  does  the 
"whereas"  contained  In  the  pending  amendment  give  to  the 
assurances  of  independence  we  have  for  time  out  of  mind  been 
giving  to  the  Filipinos,  and  why  does  it  offer  any  greater  reason 
for  calling  a  conference  to  talk  about  it  befwe  we  have  actually 
kept  our  promise? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  say  frankly  to  the  Senator 
that  I  would  prefer  a  different  method  of  dealing  with  this 
question.  I  would  prefer  to  have  here  the  clear-cut  question  of 
d«'claring  tlie  Philippine  Islands  independent,  but  that  is  not 
here,  and  it  will  not  be  here,  and  has  not  been  here.  There  is 
here,  liowever,  an  opportunity  for  every  perstm  who  believes  in 
the  indei>endence  of  the  Philippines  to  say  so  on  this  day,  in 
this  year,  and  if  we  still  believe  in  the  independenc<^  of  those 
I)eople,  to  declare  ourselves  in  favor  of  their  immediate  Inde- 
pendence, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  thinks  It  would  be  helpful  to 
pass  another  resolution  and  another  whereas,  and,  based  upon 
that,  call  a  conference  with  other  countries,  and  talk  about 
whether  we  shall  keep  our  promise  in  the  future? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  personally  think  that  every 
voice  raised  in  this  Chamber  and  every  vote  cast  that  looks  and 
moves  in  the  direction  of  independence  for  the  Philippine 
Islands  is  helpful  to  that  cause.  Movements  to  secure  the  inde- 
pendence of  subject  people  are  not  accomplished  over  night. 
The  struggle  is  a  long  and  difficult  one,  and  every  conceivable 
barrier  will  be  raised  and  has  been  raised.  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky  knows  the  extent  to  which  capitalistic  American  inter- 
ests with  Investments  in  these  islands  are  opposed  to  the  inde- 
I)en«leuce  of  the  Philippine  l8land.s. 

Mr.  liARKLEY.  I  am  rather  firmly  convinced  that  the  hold- 
ing of  such  a  conference  as  that  provided  for  In  this  amendment 
will  offer  additional  barriers  rather  than  facilitate  the  consum- 
mation of  what  we  all  desire,  the  independence  of  the  Phil- 
ippines. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  It 
will  not,  because  I  shall  be  only  too  happy  and  too  jrfeased 
to  have  an  opportunity  to  vote  for  the  independence  of  the 
Philippines  without  any  conference  or  any  consideration.  But 
I  do  not  think  the  adoption  of  thl&  amendment  will  in  any  way 
delay  any  final  action  by  the  Senate.  Indeed,  the  fact  that  a 
conference  Is  to  be  held  to  protect  the  Independence  will  remove 
the  objections  of  those  that  pretend  to  oppose  independence 
because  these  islands,  if  given  Independence,  will  be  left 
unprotected. 

Mr.  President  I  have  said  all  I  care  to  say.  It  seems  to  me 
that  if  we  are  going  to  pass  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  In  any  form  It  is  better  to  have  It  pfrefacei!  by 
a  declaration  of  our  purpose,  and  that  is  what  the  change  in 
the  amendment  does  It  declares  our  purpose,  and  then  provides 
for  a  conference.  I  repeat  I  would  prefer  to  vote  for  Inde- 
pendence without  any  contingencies  such  as  the  holding  of  a 
conference. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Will  the  Senator  allow  another  question? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Certainly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Assuming  that  the  adoption  of  this  amend- 
ment would  not  delay  the  Committee  on  Territories  in  report- 
ing action  at  the  regular  session,  would  we  not  possibly  be  con- 
fronted with  this  situation  then :  If  the  committee  acted 
promptly  and  brought  In  a  resolution  recommending  the  In- 
dependence of  the  Philippines,  we  would  possibly  have  had  this 
conference,  and  therefore  we  might  have  cut  the  ground  out 
from  under  the  conference  by  being  asked  by  the  committee  to 
pass  a  bill  granting  independence  to  the  Philippines,  pending 
the  conference  that  we  asked  the  President  to  call  to  discuss 
the  question  of  Philippine  independence?  Will  we  not  get 
ourselves  Into  a  perfect  maze  of  confusion  and  conflicting 
maneuvers  which  may  result  in  nothing? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  Of  course,  there  is  the  pos- 
sibility the  Senator  speaks  of,  that  those  forces  which  are 
opposed  to  Philippine  lndei>endence  will  use  for  their  own  pur- 
poses the  adoption  of  this  resolution,  if  it  is  accepted  by  the 
House — and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  more  confident  of 
it  being  accepted  by  the  House  than  I. 

After  all,  it  is  really  a  declaration  by  the  Senate  as  to  its 
attitude  toward  the  general  question  of  Independence,  that  is 
the  way  I  interpret  this  amendment,  rather  than  an  expecta- 
tion that  it  will  be  ftaally  Incorporated  in  the  tariff  bill,  and 
that  it  will  result  in  a  conference  called  by  the  President    I 


say  frankly  I  have  not  that  hope  or  expectation,  but  I  do  say 
we  have  an  opportunity  here  and  now  to  express  ourselves  on 
this  pressing  and  important  question,  and  It  seems  to  me  a 
vote  for  the  amendment  would  be  of  some  assistance  in  secur- 
ing a  prompt  report  from  the  Committee  on  Territories  and 
Insular  Affairs  in  the  early  days  of  the  next  session  of  the 
Congress.  I  need  not  add  that  I  have  little  sympathy  with 
the  movement  to  grant  Independence  now  because  of  the  «»co- 
nomic  Interests  in  our  country  that  will  be  benefited.  Justice 
and  not  economic  benefits  t^hould  prompt  our  action  upon  ques- 
tions relating  to  the  right  of  freedom. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Mr.  President,  inasmuch  as  I  very  likely  will 
not  be  pernritted  to  vote  on  this  question  doe  to  the  absence  of 
the  Senator  with  whom  I  have  a  general  pair,  I  simply  want 
to  say  that  I  am  for  independence  for  the  I'hlllppines,  and  untU 
independence  is  accorded,  I  never  expect  to  vote  for  one  stiver 
of  tariff  taxation  upon  the  products  of  the  islands. 

I  think  the  greatest  mistake  made  during  the  Spanish- 
American  War  vras  the  seizure  of  the  Philippine  Islands.  I 
think  IX^wey  ought  to  have  sailed  out  of  M.mila  Bay  as  soon  as 
he  destroyed  the  Spani.sh  fleet.  Instead  of  paying  $20.0<X).0(X) 
for  the  pecnianent  possession  of  the  Phiiirtpiues.  in  order  that 
American  capitalists  might  exploit  them  to  their  own  advan- 
tage, we  would  better  have  paid  several  hundred  million  dollar* 
to  have  escaped  that  experienc-e,  because  we  have  expended 
many  more  than  several  hundred  million  dollars  on  the  Phil- 
ippines. 

I  voted  for  the  ainrendment  proposed  by  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Kmo],  not  because  I  thought  it  was  appro- 
priate, but  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  I  regarded  it  as  inappro- 
priate in  the  consideration  of  a  tariff  bill.  I  prefer  to  sit  here 
and  give  the  products  of  the  Philippine  Islands  free  entrance, 
Just  as  free  entrance  into  this  country  as  we  give  to  the  prod- 
ucts of  the  various  States  which  pas.s  In  interstate  commerce, 
and  I  shall  maintain  that  position  as  long  as  we  hold  the  Phil- 
ippine Islands.  But  I  voted  for  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Utah  because  I  did  not  want  my  attitude 
misunderstood.  I  feared  that  a  vote  against  it  would  be  mis- 
interpreted as  showing  opposition  to  Philippine  Independence. 

I  perhaps  shall  not  be  able  to  vote  on  either  one  of  these 
propositions.  If  I  were  permitted  to  vote,  I  should  vote  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  and  I  should 
vote  against  the  amendment  as  modified. 

Mr.  McKELLAB.  Mr.  President,  the  Democratic  Party  in  Its 
national  conventions  ever  since  1912  has  declared  in  favor  of  the 
Independence  of  the  Filipinos.  With  that  declaration  I  have 
been  heartily  In  accord  every  time  It  has  been  made.  I  am 
heartily  for  it  now.  I  desire  to  read  the  last  declaration  of  our 
party  on  that  question,  as  follows : 

The  Filipino  people  have  succeeded  In  maintaining  a  stable  govern- 
ment and  have  thus  fulfilled  the  only  condition  laid  down  by  the  Con- 
gress as  a  prerequisite  to  the  granting  of  independence.  We  declare 
that  it  is  now  our  duty  to  Iteep  our  promise  to  these  people  by  granting 
them  immediately  the  Independence  which  they  so  honorably  covet. 

I  think  in  all  honor  this  Nation  ought  to  grant  that  inde- 
pendence. I  expect  to  vote  for  any  resolution  or  any  amendment 
that  in  any  way  seeks  to  fulfill  that  promise.  This  amen<linent 
is  not  what  I  want  of  course,  but  it  is  in  the  right  direction. 
We  know  that  we  have  been  utterly  unable  to  get  any  bill 
passed  that  has  been  introduced  primarily  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  about  PhUippine  independence.  In  some  way  it  is  held 
up  in  the  committee,  It  is  delayed,  and  we  never  get  an  oppor- 
tunity to  vote  on  it.  The  only  way  we  are  g<jing  to  carry  out 
our  promise  to  the  Filipinos  is  through  the  medium  of  an 
amendment  upon  some  such  bill  as  is  now  before  us. 

Therefore,  as  an  honorable  man,  as  an  American  believing  In 
the  principles  of  our  own  Declaration  of  Indept-ndenc-e,  believing 
in  the  principles  of  free  government  believing  in  the  Govern- 
ment only  by  the  consent  of  the  governed,  believing  that  we 
should  give  to  those  people  in  the  Far  East  their  Independence, 
I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  amendment  and  I  shall  vote  for  any 
other  amendment  looking  to  the  granting  of  independence  to  the 
Filipino. 

Mr  COPELAND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr!  McKELLAR.    I  had  flnLshed,  but  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  would  not  wish  to  have  it  held  against 
my  standing  as  a  Democrat,  merely  because  of  certain  declara- 
tions in  platforms  from  time  to  time,  if  I  vote  against  hasty 
actiwi  upon  this  particular  matter.  There  is  in  my  mind  a 
very  serious  question  about  whether  Congress  has  the  consti- 
tutional right  to  relinquish  sovereignty  In  the  Philippines  with- 
out the  cons«it  of  our  own  people  and  without  a  constitutional 
amendment. 

In  view  of  that  fact  I  am  titterly  unwilling,  regardless  of 
what  party  declaration  may  have  been  made,  to  stultify  my 
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conwience  by  a  hasty  vote  In  favor  of  the  pending  amendmeiit 
or  of  the  amendmeot  which  was  offered  yesterday.  I  want  it 
nuderstood.  so  far  aa  I  am  concerned,  that  I  am  holdioip  in 
Hlieyaiuv  any  decision  which  I  may  malce  until  my  doubt  lias 
been  retiolved  regarding  the  const itntional  gtatua  involved.  For 
that  reason  I  shall  vote  against  the  amendment  offered  to-day 
as  I  voted  agaloMt  the  amendment  offered  yesterday. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  All  I  have  to  say  to  the  Senator  in  answer 
to  hit)  suggestion  Is  tluit  I  am  in  hearty  accord  and  have  always 
bwu  in  hearty  accord  with  those  provisions  of  our  several  plat- 
forms. It  has  l>een  a  tenet  of  the  Democratic  Party  to  give 
these  pet'ple  their  freedom  under  our  Constitution  and  onder  onr 
system  of  government  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  I  would 
moch  prefer  that  we  should  do  it  by  independent  legislation 
after  full  and  fair  discussion,  but  it  has  always  been  delayed 
to  such  an  extent  that  it  seems  to  me  we  will  never  be  able  to 
carry  oat  cmr  parpoae  unless  we  put  it  as  a  rider  on  a  measure 
of  thin  kind. 

Now,  »f  course,  as  to  the  Senator's  compliance  with  the  plat- 
form pledges  of  the  Democratic  Purty,  I  am  not  going  to  pass 
judgment  on  that  I  think  every  man  has  to  pass  upon  the 
CofiHtitution  of  the  United  States  from  his  own  standpoint. 
The  Senator  may  be  right  and  I  may  be  wrong,  but,  in  my  Judg- 
ment, if  the  Democratic  Party  ever  stood  for  anything  in  its 
history  it  is  for  the  independence  of  the  Philippine  people,  and 
for  that  reason  I  am  going  to  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  every  instinct  of  my  nature 
makes  me  desire  to  give  independence  to  the  Philippines,  re- 
gardless of  whether  my  party,  through  its  conventions,  resolves 
one  way  or  the  other.  That  is  the  way  I  feel  about  it  How- 
ever, there  is  involved  here  as  I  see  it  a  very  serious  constitu- 
tional qae(>tion.  I  tried  to  get  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  BiMMons]  to  answer  my  question  yesterday,  but  he  passed 
it  on  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobah],  who  attempted 
no  reply.  Until  that  question  is  answered  to  my  satisfaction 
I  can  not  tahe  any  other  position  in  conscience  than  the  one  I 
am  assuming  to-day  and  the  one  which  governed  my  action 
yesterday. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  amend- 
ment does  not  involve  any  constitutional  question?  It  merely 
expresses  the  Intention  to  grant  independence  to  the  Philip- 
pines. Of  conrae,  it  has  to  be  done  constitutionally,  but  the 
question  of  granting  it  is  not  here  now. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  certainly  seems  to  me  we  are  putting  the 
cart  before  the  horse  If  we  propose  a  conference  of  nations  to 
consider  the  question  of  the  integrity  of  Philippine  independ- 
ence before  we  have  resolved  as  a  nation  to  grant  that  inde- 
pendence. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENHT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  as  modified. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  BRATTON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rikd]. 
who  is  necessarily  absent.  If  I  were  permitted  to  vote,  I  would 
vote  "  yea."    Under  the  circumstances  I  withhold  my  vote, 

Mr.  KINO  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general  pair 
with  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bingham].  I  with- 
hold my  vote. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Jonior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Buston].  In 
his  absence  I  am  not  able  to  secure  a  transfer.  Therefore  I 
withhold  my  rote.  If  I  were  permitted  to  vote,  I  would  vote 
"  yea." 

Mr.  TTDINGS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
era!  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Metcalt].  I  understand  that  if  he  were  here  and  voting  he 
would  vote  **  nay."  If  I  were  permitted  to  vote,  I  should  vote 
•*  yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD  (after  having  voted  In  the  affirmative). 
I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
ahiie  [Mr.  Mosss],  who,  I  am  Just  now  informed,  is  necessarily 
absent  If  that  Senator  were  present,  he  would  vote  "nay." 
If  I  were  permitted  to  vote,  I  would  vote  "yea."  Under  the 
circumstances  I  am  obliged  to  withdraw  my  vote. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Shxp8tkaj>]  la  absent  on 
account  of  illneaa. 

The  resalt  was  announced— yeas  19,  nays  63,  as  follows: 
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OCTOBEB    10 


Alba  rat 
Can  raj 
Conn  Uly 
IMU 
Fletcher 


Allen 
Barker 
BUd 
BUi^e 
Bleai 
Bora  I 
Broel: 
Broo  [hart 
Capp  tr 
Cope  and 
Coam  ma 
C*attl  Bg 

Denefai 

Edc« 

Fe 


Binir  lam 
Brat  on 
Bron  taard 
Burt  »B 


Stepbena 
Thomiis.  Okla. 
Wal«b,  Maac. 
Wbet-ler 


Sackett 

Scball 

Bbortrldge 

Smoot 

Ht«>iwer 

8wan*on 

Thomaa.  Idaho 

Townarad 

Trfcimell 

Vandenberg 

WaiCDtT 

Walcott 
WaUh,  Mont. 
Wurr»'n 
Waterman 


Wataoa 


TEAS— 19 

Frailer  McMaater 

Harriion  Ransdell 

Ilawea  Sheppard 

Hayden  Smith 

McKellar  Stc>ck 

NAYS— 63 

George  Jones 

Gillett  Kean 

Glaaa  Kendrlck 

Glenn  Keyea 

Goff  I.a  FoUette 
Goldaboroofb  McNarjr 

Gould  Norbeck 

Greene  Norris 

Hale  Nye 

Harris  Oddle 

Haatlogs  Overman 

Hatfleki  Tatteraon 

Hebert  Pbippa 

Ueflin  Pine 

How<>ll  Robinson.  Ark. 

Johnson  Bobinson,  Ind. 

NOT    VOTING— 13 

King  Reed 

Metcalf  Sblpatead 

lfo«es  Simmons 

Pittman  Tydinga 

S<i  Mr.  BaoussABo's  ametidment  as  modlflod  was  rejected. 

M  '.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  give  notice  that 
I  shill  ask  for  a  separate  vote  on  this  amendment  In  the  Senate 
in  o  "der  that  it  and  my  other  amendment  may  have  an  oppor- 
tunl  :y  of  being  considered  in  the  Senate.  I  now  offer  the  other 
ame  idment  and  ask  to  have  it  read. 

Tl  le  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  announce  that  as 
the  amendment  has  been  rejected  a  separate  vote  can  not  be 
demanded  In  the  Senate,  but  the  Senator  will  be  at  liberty  to 
offer  the  amendment  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Very  well. 

Tl  le  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  amend- 
ment  which  is  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

T  le  Chief  Clerk.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana  projxwes  the 
folU  wing  amendment:  To  strike  out  section  301,  beginning  on 
pag(!  280,  line  3,  down  to  and  including  line  3  on  page  283,  and  to 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

8l  c.  301.  Pbilippine  Islands :  There  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and 
paid  apon  all  articles  coming  into  the  United  States  from  tbe  Philip- 
pine Islanda  the  rates  of  duty  which  are  required  to  be  levied,  collected, 
and  paid  upon  like  artlclea  imported  from  foreign  countries  :  Provided, 
That  until  such  time  as  the  Government  of  the  United  States  shall 
dlsct  arge  ita  promise  and  obligation  to  give  to  the  people  of  the  Philip- 
pine Islands  their  independence  tbe  duties  thus  collected  shall  be  paid 
into  the  treasury  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  to  be  used  and  expended 
for  ibe  government  and  benefit  of  said  islanda:  Provided  further.  That 
in  c<  nsideration  of  the  revenuea  thus  turned  over  to  tbe  government  of 
the  'hlllpplne  Islands,  all  articles,  the  growth,  product,  or  manufacture 
of  tl  le  United  States,  upon  which  no  drawback  of  customs  duties  baa 
been  allowed  therein,  shall  be  admitted  to  the  Philippine  Islands  from 
the  Dnlted  Statea  free  of  duty  :  And  provided  further.  That  the  free 
adm:  salon,  herein  provided,  of  such  articles,  the  growth,  product,  or  man- 
ufac  nre  of  the  United  Statea,  into  the  Philippine  Islands  shall  be  con- 
ditio aed  Qpon  the  direct  shipment  thereof,  under  a  tbruugh  bill  of  lad- 
ing, (rom  the  country  of  origin  to  the  country  of  destination  :  Provided, 
hotmver.  That  if  such  artlclea  become  unpacked  while  en  route  by 
accl<  ent,  wreck,  or  other  casualty,  or  so  damaged  as  to  necessitate 
tbeli  repacldng,  the  same  shall  be  admitted  free  of  duty  upon  aatiafactory 
proo '  that  the  anpacking  occurred  through  accident  or  necessity  and 
that  the  merchandiae  involved  is  the  identical  merchandise  originally 
ahipi  led  from  the  United  States,  and  that  its  condition  has  not  been 
chax  3;ed  except  for  sach  damage  as  may  have  been  sustained  :  And  pro- 
vide .  That  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  in  the  United  States 
upon  articles,  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  coming  into  the  United  States 
from  the  Philippine  Islands  a  tax  equal  to  the  internal-revenue  tax  im- 
poaei  I  In  the  United  Statea  upon  the  like  articles,  goods,  wares,  or 
mere  liandlae  of  domestic  manufacture ;  such  tax  to  be  paid  by  intemal- 
reveiine  stamp  or  stamps,  to  be  provided  by  the  Commissioner  of  In- 
ternil  Bevenne,  and  to  be  affixed  in  such  manner  and  under  stich  regu- 
latlo  sa  aa  he,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  shall 
prew  rlbe ;  and  snch  articles,  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  shipped  from 
said  islands  to  the  United  Statea  shall  be  exempt  from  the  payment 
of  a  ly  tax  imposed  by  the  internal  revenue  laws  of  the  Philippine 
lalanila:  Provided  further.  That  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid 
in  tie  Pbiilpplae  lalands,  apon  articles,  goods,  warea,  or  merchandise 
goini  into  the  Philippine  Islands  from  the  United  Statea,  a  tax  equal  to 
tbe  i  itemal-revenue  tax  Imposed  in  the  Philippine  Islands  upon  tbo  like 
artic  es,  gooda,  wares,  or  merchanditie  of  Pbilippine  Islands  manufac- 
tare  each  tax  to  be  paid  by  Internal-revenue  stamps  or  otherwise,  as 
provj  led  by  the  laws  of  the  Philippine  Islands :  and  such  articles,  goods, 
ware  i,  or  merchandiae  going  Into  the  Philippine  Islanda  from  the  I'nited 
States  shall  be  exempt  from  the  payment  of  any  tax  impoaed  by  the 
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iBtemal  rrrenue  laws  of  the  United  States:  Provided  further.  That  in 
addition  to  the  customs  taxes  impoaed  in  the  PhilipplDe  Islands  there 
■ball  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  therein  ujwn  articles,  gooda,  wares,  or 
merohandiKe  Imported  into  the  Philippine  lalands  from  countries  other 
than  the  United  States  the  Intemal-revenne  tax  Imposed  by  the  Philip- 
pine government  on  like  articles  manufactured  and  conaomed  in  the 
Philippine  lalanda  or  ahipped  thereto  for  consomption  therein  from 
tbe  United  States:  And  provided  further.  That  from  and  after  the  pas- 
sage of  this  act  all  Internal  revenuea  collected  In  or  for  account  of  the 
Philippine  lalanda  shall  accme  Intact  to  the  general  government  thereof 
and  be  paid  Into  the  instUar  treasury. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  desire  to  dis- 
cuss the  amendment  further.  It  has  been  dlsctissed  thoroughly, 
and  I  merely  aMk  for  a  vote. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana. 

The  amendment  was  rejected, 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  should  like  to  have  made  In  tbe  Rbc- 
oiio  an  entry  similar  to  the  one  I  made  as  to  the  last  amendment 
wltli  reference  to  offering  this  amendment  again  when  the  bill 
Khali  reach  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Monuna.  I  propose  the  amendment  which 
I  send  to  the  desk. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield, 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Will  the  Senator  from  Montana  withhold 
bis  amendment  for  just  a  second? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  will. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  a 
question.  There  is  an  amendment  that  has  been  pending  for 
three  days,  I  think  it  is,  as  to  which  I  do  not  thiiik  there  will 
be  any  more  dlsctission,  because  the  discussion  revolved  around 
It  for  a  day.  When  does  the  Senator  from  Utah  expect  the 
Senate  to  consider  and  vote  on  that  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  have  refer- 
ence to  section  516? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  soon  as  the  pending  amendment  shall  have 
been  disposed  of  I  am  willing  that  a  vote  shall  be  taken  on  that 
amendment 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  have  no  desire  to  delay  the  pending 
amendment,  but  I  do  think  the  other  amendment  ought  to  be 
voted  on  at  some  time,  while  it  is  fresh  in  the  minds  of  Senators. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  desires  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  from  Montana  and  the  Senator  from  Utah  for  a 
moment,  tinder  the  uuanlmous-consMit  agreement  the  amend- 
ments were  to  be  considered  section  by  section,  and  the  section 
to  which  the  Senator  from  Montana  proposes  to  offer  his  amend- 
ment has  not  as  yet  been  reached.  Are  tliere  any  further 
amendments  to  section  301?  If  not,  are  there  any  ammdments 
to  section  302? 

Mr.  KING.     A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  will  state  it 

Mr.  KING.  If  perchance  some  Senators,  not  being  apprised 
of  the  understanding  or  the  agreement,  should  not  be  ready 
to  tender  their  amendment  at  the  time  a  section  is  reached, 
and  we  pass  to  another  section,  would  that  inhibit  such  Sena- 
tors from  offering  an  amendment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  would  hold  that  a  Sena- 
tor had  a  right  to  tender  his  amendment  under  those  circum- 
stances, but  the  Chair  thought  it  was  best  to  call  attention  to 
the  agreement,  so  that  the  Senate  might  proceed  with  the  amend- 
ments in  their  order.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  know 
whether  or  not  there  is  a  pending  amendment  to  the  next 
section  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  of  the  amendments  to  that  section  have 
been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  had  understood  that  at  any  time  we  de- 
sired to  bring  up  the  amendment  to  which  I  have  referred  we 
conid  do  so  and  vote  on  It  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Utah, 
while  there  Is  a  full  Senate  present,  we  vote  now  on  the  amend- 
ment to  section  516,  which  proposes  to  strike  out  section  516. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  have  no  objection  to  that  Mr.  President. 

ScvEKAL  Senators.    Vote! 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  there  has  been  an  agreement 
with  respect  to  the  amendment  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  defw  offering  mine. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  There  was  such  an  agreement.  It  will  be 
recalled  that  the  amendment  was  debated  quite  at  length.  It 
Invt^ves  the  proposition  of  the  representatives  of  manufac- 
turers and  of  labor,  and  so  forth,  protesting  valuations.    The 


pending  modon  is  merely  to  strike  out  the  present  law  with 
reference  to  such  right  of  protest 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  motion  goes  further  than  striking  out  th« 
language  relative  to  the  manufacturers  protesting.  It  proposes 
to  strike  oat  the  whole  provision. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi?  The  Chair  bean  none,  and 
the  Secretary  wUl  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chut  Cuax.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  proposes  to 
strike  out,  as  amended,  section  516,  "Appeal  or  protest  by  Ameri- 
can producers,"  beginning  in  line  15,  on  page  411,  down  to 
and  including  line  24,  on  tiage  416. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  I  desire  to  inquire  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah  whether  the  pending  amendment  involves 
a  different  situation  from  that  on  which  we  voted  the  other  day? 
In  that  case,  as  I  understand,  the  Senate  atrudc  out  the  provi* 
sion  permitting  manufacturers,  producers,  wholesalers,  and 
labor  organizations  intervening  as  parties  in  interest  in  litiga- 
tion or  proceedings  affecting  valuation.  This  simply  authorises 
those  same  people  to  file  protests  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  after  appraisal  shall  have  been  made,  and  if,  after 
filing  such  protests,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  disagrees 
with  the  appraiser,  he  refers  it  back  with  Instructions  to  make 
another  and  further  inquiry  into  the  value  of  tbe  imported 
articles. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Perhaps  I  had  better  make  a  brief  statement 
as  to  the  difPerence.  The  sections  which  were  previously  stricken 
out  had  reference  to  the  importer  only.  Now  the  Senator  from 
Missiasippi  wants  to  take  away  from  the  manufacturer  the 
right  of  protesting  in  any  way.  If  the  Senate  will  bear  with 
me  for  a  few  moments,  I  will  make  an  explanation  of  the  whole 
section,  and  then  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  will  see  wherein 
the  difference  lies. 

Section  516  is  the  present  law  with  a  few  modifications  to 
which  I  will  call  attention. 

Section  516  of  the  1922  act  provides  means  whereby  American 
manufacturers,  producers,  or  wholesalers  may  question  the  val- 
uation or  classification  of  imported  merchandise  of  a  class  or 
kind  which  they  manufacture  or  produce  or  in  which  they  deaL 
Subdivision  (a)  of  the  section  relates  to  valuation  questions  and 
is  carried  into  the  House  bill  unchanged  in  substance,  except 
that  the  time  allowed  for  filing  an  anieal  is  extended  from  10 
to  30  da^s.  The  present  limitation  has  been  found  to  be  too 
strict,  particularly  in  cases  of  wide  geographical  separation. 
The  House  bill  amends  subdivisioa  (b)  relating  to  classification 
in  several  particulars.  Under  the  present  law,  the  manufacturer 
may  file  a  complaint  with  the  Secretary  of  tbe  Treasury  against 
the  classification  or  rate  of  duty  Imposed  upon  the  kind  at 
merchandise  in  which  he  is  interested.  If  the  Secretary  decides 
in  favor  of  his  contention,  the  new  classification  or  rate  of  duty 
is  assessed  upon  all  such  merchandise  imported  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse  after  30  days  after  notice  to  collectors  of  the 
Secretary's  decision.  If,  however,  the  Secretary  decides  against 
the  manufacturer,  the  manufacturer  may,  upon  request,  obtain 
information  from  the  Secretary  to  enable  him  to  file  a  protest 
against  the  classification  of  or  rate  of  duty  imposed  upon  the 
merchandise  at  any  port  of  entry. 

The  effect  of  this  provision  Is  to  give  the  American  manu- 
facturer the  right  to  protest  against  any  or  all  importations  by 
any  importei*  or  importers.  The  importers,  on  the  other  hand, 
have  no  notice  that  the  protest  may  be  made  as  to  their  im- 
portations until  after  their  merchandise  has  arrived  in  the 
United  States — has  been  entered  and  the  entry  liquidated.  The 
House  bill  provides  that,  as  in  the  case  of  favorable  action  by 
the  Secretary  upon  the  mantifactDrer's  complaint  30  days'  no- 
tice should  be  afforded  the  Importer  of  the  possibility  of  a  change 
in  the  classification  or  rate  as  a  result  of  the  dedsiou  of  the 
court  on  a  manufacturer's  protest.  It  is  provided  that  the 
decision  of  the  Secretary  shall  be  published,  together  with  a 
notice  that  the  classification  or  rate  of  duty  on  all  such  mer- 
chandise imported  after  the  expiration  of  30  days  following 
such  publication  will  be  subject  to  the  decision  of  the  court  in 
the  event  a  protest  is  filed ;  and  that  the  American  manufacturer 
may  obtain  information  as  under  the  present  law,  but  only  as  to 
merchandise  imported  after  the  30-day  period  above  referred  to, 
and  then  only  as  to  the  first  entry  liquidated  at  the  port  of 
entry  selected  by  him.  This  seems  only  fair  to  the  importer  who 
should  be  to  some  extent  protected  in  his  relying  upon  an  exist- 
ing practice  or  an  Interpretation  of  the  law  by  the  Government. 
The  Senate  committee  accordingly  concurred  in  all  of  tbe  Hou.se 
amendments  to  this  section.  In  addition,  of  course,  the  Senate 
committee  has  proposed  to  permit  American  labor  to  file  a  pro- 
test under  this  section,  a  matter  which  has  heretofore  been 
considered. 
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That  Loi  a  utatemeut  of  the  case,  coTcring  the  changes  made  by  | 
the  II"U.<ie  amendment  to  the  preMent  law  and  by  the  amendment 
reported  by  tlie  committee. 

Mr.  BAHKLEY.  Aa  I  understand  the  Senator,  thia  section 
does  not  involve  the  right  of  any  priyate  interest  to  intwvene 
In  a  law  suit  and  take  chaise  of  the  litigation  but  merely  per- 
mits a  protest  after  the  matter  has  reached  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  the  protest  to  be  filed  with  him.  and  if,  after  due 
c<>nsideration,  he  agrees  that  the  protest  is  well  talcen  he  refers 
it  back  to  the  appraiser  for  a  new  appraisal. 

Mr.  SXIOOT.  And  he  has  to  do  it  personally  under  this  provi- 
ftlon  as  under  existing  law. 

Mr.  BAKKLEY.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  manufacturer, 
the  wholesaler,  and  the  producer  have  for  a  number  of  years 
enjoycnl  this  privilege,  there  is  nothing  unfair :  in  fact,  there  Is 
everything  to  commend  a  proposal  allowing  lat)or  organizations 
similarly  involved  to  have  the  same  right 

Mr.  «MOOT.  The  amendment  reported  by  the  Senate  com- 
mittee merely  extends  the  time  to  30  days  instead  of  10  days. 
Ten  days  were  not  suflScient  in  many  cases  for  the  importers, 
who  asked  that  the  time  be  extended  to  30  days  so  that  an 
importer  who  might  he  interested  could  prepare  his  case. 
Furthermore,  perhaps  in  10  days  he  would  not  receive  the  notice. 
Such  a  thing  could  happen.  Therefore  the  10  days'  limitation 
was  extended  to  30  days. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Ha&- 
kison]. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  of  course  it  is  unfortunate 
that  day  before  yesterday,  after  we  had  discussed  this  matter 
for  three  or  four  hours,  when  it  was  clear  in  the  minds  of 
Senators,  it  could  not  have  been  acted  upon  then;  but  it  was 
not.  Now  we  must  refresh  the  minds  of  Senators  as  to  what 
has  t)een  done  and  what  is  attempted  to  be  done  and  what 
would  have  l>een  done  bad  it  not  been  for  the  majority  of  the 
Senate. 

This  amendment  !>eeks  to  strike  out  the  provision  of  the 
pre$ient  law  with  reference  to  the  right  of  manufacturers,  and 
now  of  labor  organizations,  to  protest  as  to  valuation  cht  classi- 
flcation.  May  I  Just  read  the  beginning  of  the  provision,  which 
draws  a  very  nice  picture  of  what  is  attempted  to  be  done? 
This  is  not  an  attempt  to  rednce  rates,  but  it  is  an  attempt  to 
Increase  rates.  The  Senator  from  Utah  shakes  his  head.  Let 
me  read  how  it  starts.    I  am  reading  from  page  411,  section  516 : 

WlMBerer  an  American  manafactur«r,  producer,  or  wholesaler  belleres 
that  the  appraised  ralne  of  any  Imported  mercbandise  of  a  dass  or 
kind  manufactured,  produced,  or  sold  at  wholesale  by  bim  is  too  low, 
be  may  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  a  complaint  setting 
forth  the  ralne  at  which  b«  bellevea  the  merchandise  should  be  appraised 
and  ttie  facts  upon  which  be  bases  his  Iwllef — 

And  so  forth. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  was  not  that  very  language 
used  in  the  act  of  1913? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  No;  it  was  not  used  in  that  act.  This 
provision  was  put  first  into  the  law  in  1922. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  say  that  the  act  of 
1913  gave  no  right  of  appeal? 

Mr,   HARRISON.    I  say  that  the  manufacturers 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  am  not  talking  about  the  manufacturers. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    That  is  what  I  am  talking  about  now. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  are  given  the  same  privilege  now  that 
the  importer  has,  or  that  the  individual  has. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Does  the  Senator  state  to  the  Senate  that 
section  516  of  the  present  law,  which  is  here  embraced,  is  the 
same  as  the  provision  in  the  Jaw  of  1913? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Oh,  no! 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Of  course  not. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  say,  with  the  changes  I  have  already  stated. 
Those  are  the  only  changes  that  have  been  made. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  What  was  done  In  1922  was  to  give  this 
right  to  the  manufacturers,  and  this  was  done  at  their  request. 
The  American  Tariff  League,  headed  by  Mr.  Grundy,  and  who 
was  represented  before  the  Finance  Committee  by  Mr.  Lerch, 
Asked  fur  it.  I  am  going  to  read  to  you  his  testimony.  That 
is  the  organisation  that  influenced  in  1922  the  adoption  of  this 
provision  giving  to  manufacturers  and  producers  and  whole- 
salers the  right,  through  their  representatives,  to  protest  that 
the  rate  was  too  low,  or  the  classification  made  by  appraisers, 
and  so  forth,  was  too  low ;  and  that  is  what  I  am  seeking  to 
strike  oat 

What  was  done  the  other  day  was  the  elimination  <rf  the 
provision  recommended  by  the  committee  that  gave  to  the 
representatives  of  the  manufacturers  the  right  to  pat  them- 
selves in  the  place  of  the  Clovemment,  and  appeal,  to  question 
witnesaea  and  conduct  the  trial  In  the  Court  of  Customs  Ai>- 
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peal!.    This  provision  applies  to  the  appraisers  and  the  ques- 
tion lof  classification  of  these  goods. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr,  Rgzd],  in  his  argument 
on  tils  proposition,  said  that  in  1922  this  section  was  the 
entei  ing  wedge,  and  that  now  they  sought  to  enlarge  what  was 
givei  I  in  1922.  I  say  to  the  Senate  that  in  my  opinion  the  manu- 
facttrers  of  the  country  have  no  more  right  to  come  in  and 
interfere  in  these  matters,  and  tie  them  up  in  the  courts,  and 
cau&»  unnecessary  expense  and  worry  and  trouble  and  delay 
to  the  importer  or  to  the  people  in  this  country  who  have  bought 
goods  abroad,  and  question  the  as.sessments  that  are  made  by 
theii  government  as  to  classification  and  as  to  value,  than  has 
a  taxpayer  in  America  the  right  to  protest  to  the  Treasury 
Dcpi  rtment  that  some  greaj:  corporation  is  not  paying  the 
amount  of  taxes  that  he  thinks  it  should  pay.  Indeed,  they 
have  not  any  more  right  to  do  this  than  some  citizen  in  my 
county  would  have  to  appear  and  protest  against  the  assess- 
men  of  my  property,  and  take  the  place  of  the  Government 
in  ai  I  effort  to  see  that  the  assessment  was  raised. 

Tie  wh:)le  attempt  is  to  increase  the  amount  of  taxes  the  im- 
port t  pays,  or  to  Increase  the  tariff  protection  so  as  to  lessen 
the    mportations  into  this  country. 

I  ivill  admit  that  the  Senator  and  the  majority  of  his  com- 
raitt»e  have  gotten  into  deep  water  upon  this  proposition.  You 
just  tried  to  bite  off  too  much.  You  tried  to  give  the  American 
Tariff  League  so  much  that  now  you  are  caught  with  the  goods 
in  yi>ur  liands ;  and  we  hope  to  strike  out  all  this  provision. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

T  le  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  HARRISON.     I  do. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  just  want  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  even  though  the  manufacturers  do  appear — and  I 
thit*  they  ought  to  be  allowed  to  appear — the  entire  question 
as  ^  whether  there  shall  be  an  Increase  in  the  value  of  the 
Is  is  decided  bv  the  court. 
Sir.  HARRISON.  Why.  of  coarse  it  is.  Did  the  Senator 
understand  me  to  say  anything  else? 

ifr.  SMOOT,  Yes;  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that  it 
wa^  left  entirely  to  the  manufacturer. 

HARRISON.  Oh,  no;  I  did  not  say  that  at  all,  and  I  do 
not  understand  how  the  Senator  from  Utah,  with  hi.s  usual 
acuteness  and  agility  of  mind,  could  possibly  have  understood  me 
to  »iy  that.  Why,  of  course  the  question  is  finally  to  be  decldeil 
by  me  court.  If  some  goods  come  in  and  u  manufacturer  goes 
before  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  protests  that  they 
shot  id  bear  a  higher  rate  of  duty,  that  they  are  not  placed  in 
the  >roper  classification,  then  that  is  the  question,  and  of  course 
it  n  ust  l)e  decided  ttnally  by  the  court,  but  what  tliese  people 
attempted  to  do  was  to  have  the  law  provide  that  after  the  pro- 
was  filed,  and  they  were  turned  down,  they  could  go  in  and 
the  place  of  the  Government  and  fight  the  case  on  through, 
kept  that  from  being  done. 
L;t  me  read  briefly  from  Mr.  I.^rch's  testimony,  a  few  high 
poll  ts  in  it,  to  see  at  what  they  are  aiming. 

M  r.  Lerch  is  a  very  smart  fellow,  or  he  would  not  be  employed 
by  '.  dr.  Grundy  and  his  group.  He  knows  his  business,  and  he 
kno  va  what  they  are  after.    He  says : 

But  answering  your  qaestion.  Senator  Rcao,  all  that  the  American 
man  ifacturer  can  do  when  the  importer  fllea  a  protest  Is  to  literally  sit 
at  t  le  coat  tall  of  the  A»8istant  Attorney  General  and  whisper  sweet 
notlilngs  into  his  ear.  That  Is  all  we  are  allowed  to  do,  although  the 
Assiitant  Attorney  General  can  not  prove  a  case  unless  he  proves  it 
with  the  cooperation  of  the  American  manufacturers.  He  calls  upon 
them  for  ssslstance.  but  they  have  no  standinf;  whatever  In  the  suit. 

8<  nator  Keeo.  Has  the  manufacturer  any  right  to  bring  suit  in  the 
Cosloms  Court? 

Mr.  Lkkch.  Under  section  516  of  the  present  law — 

T  lat  Is  what  we  are  discussing — 
we    in  given   that  right  under  certain  limitations  which   I   have  Just 
described. 

Tiat  is  Mr.  Lerch.  Further  on  he  talks  about  the  same 
matter  and  says: 

actual  operation  to-day  is  tbnt  we  prepare  the  witnesses  In  some 
,  In  those  in  which  we  are  Interested — not  all.  because,  of  course, 
attorney  General  is  charged  with  that  responsibility  and  is  efficient 
i  olng  so.  But  in  the  cases  in  which  we  cooperate  we  furnish  the 
,  we  acquaint  them  with  all  the  facts,  we  do  all  we  can  to 
acqiiaint  the  Asalstant  Attorney  General  and  his  assistants  with  the 
fact),  with  the  witnesses,  and  then  he  says,  "Good-bye." 

0  f  course,  he  has  not  faith  in  the  Government's  officials. 
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Mnator  SHomiDOS.  What  more  do  you  want  to  do? 
■Ittl  ig  Bide  by  aide  assisting  in  the  trial  of  the  case. 


Yon  arc  there 


Senator  Beed.  He  wants  to  be  allowed  to  speak. 

Mr.  Lkbch.  We  want  a  position  in  tliat  Utigatioa,  the  same  as  tha 
Importer  has  in  the  case  of  appeaL 

Senator  Shobtbidgs.  Don't  yoa  tit  there  alongside  of  the  attorney 
representing  the  Government,  and  do  you  not  suggest  to  bim  the  names 
of  witness<>8  and  the  facts  you  indicated? 

Mr.  Lehch.   Yea,  sir. 

Senator  Shobtsidgx.  What  more  do  you  want  to  do — make  a  speech 
to  the  judge?     What  more  do  you  want  to  do? 

•  •*•••• 

Mr.  L&BCH.  We  believe  that  we  should  hare  ^  a  right  la  our  own 
stauding,  separate  and  individually  distinct  from  the  Government  or 
the  Attorney  General,  the  same  as  is  now  given  us  in  section  £1&-A 

Seuator  Gbokoc  What  rights  are  you  going  to  assert? 

Mr.  Lkbch.  Our  rights  of  a  party  in  interest. 

Senator  Gbobob.  What  right  wookl  you  aasert?  Just  come  down  and 
talk  facts.  You  want  to  assert  tbe  taxing  power  of  the  United  States. 
You  want  to  take  charge  of  it? 

Mr.  Lebch.  Not  at  all. 

Senator  Gborob.  You  do  not? 

Mr.  Lebch.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Gbobge.  What  do  yoa  want  to  do? 

Senator  Suurtbidoe.  The  right  of  appeal,  probably. 

Mr.  Lebch.  Tbe  right  to  see  that  the  record  is  complete. 

Senator  Kino.   You  want  to  take  charge  of  the  litigation? 

Mr.  LSBCH.  No.  In  many  cases  there  wouldn't  ever  be  that;  In  ether 
caseB,  if  a  witness  were  not  properly  cross-examined  by  the  GrovertuBent, 
In  our  opinion,  we  would  cross-examine  bim. 

Senator  Gbubok.  In  other  words,  you  would  take  charge  of  the  litiga- 
tion and  take  it  out  of  tbe  hands  of  the  Government? 

Mr.  Lebch.  Not  at  alL 

Senator  Geobge.   You  would  have  tbe  right  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Lebch.  It  would  work  out  in  practice.  Senator,  Just  exactly  the 
way  it  works  oat  now  in  practice. 

Then,  further,  Mr.  Lerch  says: 

We  are  given  a  right  to  file  a  protest.  Now,  that  is  an  action  against 
the  Government,  isn't  it,  alleging  that  tbe  Government  haa  not  acted 
properly  in  assessing  this  merchandise  at  too  low  a  rate? 

Not  too  high  a  rate.  They  file  no  protest  when  it  is  too  high. 
They  are  not  interested  in  filing  a  protest  if  the  American  con- 
sumer must  pay  more  for  his  purchases  by  virtue  of  this  in- 
creased rate.  What  they  are  interested  in  is  in  case  the  rate 
the  Oovernmeot  is  charging  tbe  importer  is  too  low;  and  that 
is  what  they  are  seeking  to  increase. 

Mr.  McKELLAB,  Mr.  SMOOT,  and  Mr.  SACKETT  addressed 
the  (Jhair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tbe  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAB.  Then,  as  I  understand,  this  section  of  the 
bill  is  to  be  used  somewhat  as  a  Jimmy  to  break  in  and  raise 
the  price? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Yes;  either  that  or  a  bludgeon  on  the  con- 
sumer, I  do  not  luiow  which. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Qlbrn  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  to  the  Senator  fr(Hn  Utah? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Yes ;  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  feel  that  that  is  giring  the 
manufacturer  any  more  right  than  the  importer?  Tbe  importer 
does  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  trouble  about  the  distinguished  Sesia- 
tor  from  Utah  is  that  he  can  not  differentiate  between  an  im- 
porter and  a  wholesaler.  If  the  Seuator  will  just  sit  down  a 
moment,  there  is  a  great  deal  of  difference  between  the  two. 

An  Importer  has  property  rights  in  the  particular  imported 
article.  He  may  have  gone  over  there  and  purchased  it  abroad. 
He  may  be  a  merchant  in  this  country,  and  he  is  going  to  put 
the  article  upon  his  shelves,  and  he  is  going  to  sell  it.  He 
would  not  do  that  unless  the  public  in  this  country  wanted  to 
buy  it,  unless  there  was  a  demand  for  it.  He  has  paid  for  it. 
He  is  buying  It  It  is  his  property.  He  has  a  property  right  in 
It — just  the  same  property  right  that  a  corporation  has  in  its 
property  when  the  Government  goes  in  to  assess  a  tax  against 
it ;  jost  as  much  right  as  I  have  in  my  land  when  my  county 
or  my  State  comes  to  me  and  a.ssesses  a  value  upon  it.  I  have 
property  rights  in  it.  Why,  of  course  the  wholesaler  or  the 
man  who  works  in  manufacturing  some  product,  sold  probably 
In  cjnipetitlon  with  this,  has  an  indirect  interest  in  the  matter; 
but  not  any  more  so  than  every  other  taxpayer  In  America  might 
have.  One  is  interested  In  petting  a  thing  at  a  fair  price;  the 
other  is  interested  in  gouging  the  consumer,  and  trying  to  keep 
the  importer  from  bringing  it  into  this  country. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    Mr.  President 


The  PBE8IDINO  OFFICE<B.  Does  the  Seoator  from  Mla- 
sissippi  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arlcansas? 

Mr.  HABRISON.    I  yield  to  tbe  S^iator. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Is  it  not  strange  that  the  same  crowd  that 
are  pushing  this  proposal  were  so  much  opposed  to  looking  into 
income-tax  returns,  becauae  it  is  like  looking  through  a  keyhole? 

Mr.  HABRISON.  Oh,  yes;  they  are  violently  opposed  to 
that.  Ton  must  not  look  into  a  man's  business ;  you  will  disturb 
it.  You  will  break  down  the  whole  economic  strvcture  tipon 
which  that  businesB  rests.  But  here,  when  a  man  goes  abroad 
and  buys  something,  and  he  comes  to  the  customhouse  with  it, 
and  we  pay  these  Gov^nment  oflkials  to  fill  these  positions,  and 
they  are  supposed  to  know  the  law,  when  they  make  the  assess- 
ment, no;  that  must  not  be.  Some  manufacturers'  association, 
such  as  the  American  Tariff  League,  must  have  its  representa- 
tives there.  They  must  watch  and  scrutinlEe  everything,  and 
then  file  their  protests,  and  try  to  molest  and  harass  the  im- 
porter just  as  much  as  possible. 

The  sole  object  being  to  Impose  so  many  conditions  against 
importations,  or  to  make  it  a  most  hazardous  and  uncertain 
business.  You  would,  through  the  broadening  of  this  law,  hold 
up  the  liquidation  of  the  assessment  until  the  courts  finally 
pass  upon  it.  In  the  meanwhile  the  Imported  article  is  sold 
for  such  a  price  as  will  pay  the  Increased  duty. 

The  American  purchaser  will  peiiiaps  be  compelled  to  pay 
more,  and  the  Qovemment  perhaps  get  no  more.  Consequently, 
in  the  end  the  injury  inflicted  thereby  is  upon  the  American 
consumer. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President,  I  presume  that  was  the 
same  crowd  that  put  one  of  their  associates  into  the  committee 
room  ;  was  It  not? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  think  tliat  was  the  same  moving  grace 
that  got  the  secretary  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Asso- 
ciation into  the  committee  room ;  but  may  I  say  that  I  under- 
stiind  that  as  soon  as  the  chairman  of  the  committee  found  that 
he  was  in  there,  getting  into  all  the  secrets,  after  this  man  had 
been  there  for  several  days  he  did  say  that  he  would  not  stand 
for  it.  Of  course,  that  was  after  the  committee  bad  considered 
parts  of  the  bUL 

Mr.  KINO.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  tbe  Senator  fmn  Missla- 
s'W>I  J^eld  to  tbe  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KING.  I  think  perhaps  the  Senate  may  be  interested  in 
the  very  brief  Statement  which,  with  the  permission  of  the  Sena- 
tor, I  am  about  to  make. 

The  other  day,  when  this  matter  was  under  discussion,  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rexd]  Indicated  that  thei*e 
were  a  large  number  of  cases,  and  that  the  legal  help  given 
the  Government  seemed  to  be  Inadequate  to  try  the  casea  The 
record  disposed  that  there  were  14  or  16  lawyers  under  Mr. 
Lawrence  who  were  charged  with  the  responsibility  of  looking 
after  these  cases. 

I  Vent  down  to-day  and  conferred  with  the  Department  of 
Justice,  with  Mr.  Sisson,  w1m>  Is  the  personnel  <^llcer,  and  who 
knows  about  the  needs  of  the  Government  and  the  various 
attorneys  who  are  employed.  I  asked  him  if  there  was  any 
difficulty  whatever  in  Mr.  Lawrence  and  his  associates  handling 
the  cases  that  were  there.  He  said  "  No."  I  asked  him  if 
there  had  been  any  appeals  for  additional  help.  He  said  that 
only  recently  Mr.  Lawrence  had  Indicated  that  perhaps  he 
would  need  one  or  two  additional  men  for  the  coming  year,  and 
that  perhaps  that  request  would  be  made  to  Congress;  but  he 
has  been  able,  with  the  force  at  his  command,  of  able  lawyers, 
to  dispose  of  the  business  without  the  slightest  dlflOcuIty.  I  felt 
sure  that  the  Senate,  in  tbe  light  of  the  inference  deduclble 
from  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  would 
be  glad  to  know  the  facts. 

May  I  add  that  the  number  of  cases  which  come  before  the 
court  is  very  much  less?  I  have  a  statement  of  the  number, 
but  I  can  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  now  to  put  it  In  the 
Bbcoko.  The  number  is  very  much  less,  and  one  small  case, 
if  I  may  use  that  expression,  may  determine  three  or  four  or 
five  or  six  hundred.  One  Is  a  precedent  for  them  all.  One  man 
may  file  a  notice,  or  the  Government  may  file  a  notice  of  appeal, 
or  for  reconsideration,  and  the  court,  merely  as  a  matter  of 
precaution,  will  await  the  decision  of  some  one  question,  and 
when  that  is  decided  the  whole  flood  of  cases  goes  to  the  court, 
and  that  is  the  end  of  it 

Mr.  HABBI80N.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his 
statement  Of  course,  it  was  a  ruse  upon  the  part  of  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  and  others  to  even  say  that  the 
Department  of  Ju.stlce  did  not  have  enough  men  to  do  thl» 
woit.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  Smoot],  a  mem- 
ber at  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  would  have  seen  to  it 
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that  they  did  hare  •  snpplj  of  able  attorneys  up  there  to  look 
after  this  matter.  There  la  nothing  In  that.  It  ia  an  indlct- 
uient  aKaiuMt  the  competeucy  and  effldency  of  oar  Department 
of  Justke. 

I  submit  that  this  should  never  have  been  incorporated  in  the 
law  iu  lli22,  and  that  It  should  be  stricken  from  the  bilL  In 
order  to  save  time,  and  not  to  rehash  the  whole  matter,  I  am 
goiiii;  to  ask  for  a  rote.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  let  this 
matter  go  to  a  vote  without  a  word  or  two  of  protest  and  of 
explanation.  I  sat  in  the  Committee  on  Finance,  as  all  Sena- 
tors know.  Senators  may  talk  about  property  rights  of  the  im- 
porter, but  I  would  like  to  cite  against  those  property  rights 
the  rights  of  the  men  who  work  in  an  industry  to  see  that  it  la 
not  strangleil.  An  industry  that  has  been  protected  by  the 
policy  of  this  Oovemment  is  a  very  delicate  thing,  and  it  can  be 
strani^ed  by  a  wrong  decision  of  the  Treasury  Department 

That  may  not  be  a  property  right,  but  it  refers  not  to  one 
man's  owner^ltlp  of  a  business  but  to  men  who  owe  their  entire 
source  of  living  to  working  in  that  industry.  Those  are  the  men, 
through  their  representatives  of  labor,  whom  we  have  added 
by  this  committee  amendment  and  given  the  right  to  be  heard 
Ifi^tiourt  in  defense  of  their  means  of  living. 

Mr.  KINO.     Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  state  that  the  amend- 
ment is  the  one  now  dealing  with  labor?    This  is  an  attack 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  whole  amendment,  as  I  understand  it. 
If  this  goes  out,  that  goes  out.  I  just  want  to  give  my  real 
objection  to  eliminating  this  section,  tiecause  I  think  it  la  a 
very  important  matter. 

Mr.  UABRISON.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit 
me,  the  Senator  is  correct  in  saying  that  the  amendment  that 
was  put  in  here  referring  to  the  repres^atatlves  of  lat>or  many 
of  us  voted  for  with  the  understanding  that  we  were  going  to 
strike  the  whole  thing  out.  I  think  labor  ought  to  have  the 
same  privilege  as  the  manufacturer,  but  neither  of  them  ought 
to  be  given  the  privilege. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  A  great  many  of  us  did  not  put  that  in  with 
the  idea  that  we  were  going  to  strike  the  whole  thing  out. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  never  accused  the  Senator  of  that,  be- 
cauise  I  know  the  Senator  would  not  go  back  on  the  manufa(N 
turvrs. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  We  are  going  to  try  to  keep  the  whole  thing 
in,  for  the  reason  which  I  shall  state.  I  want  to  cite  two  in- 
stances. There  is  an  opportunity  under  this  section  for  the 
manufacturers  or  the  labor  organisationa  interested  in  a  par- 
ticular Industry  to  combat  a  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  on  an  anieal  from  the  appraiser.  First,  the  question 
la  whether  the  valuation  which  the  appraiser  has  put  on  an 
article  is  fair.  From  the  aK>ralser  it  goes  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  says  it  is  fair. 
Then  comes  this  right  of  court  action. 

In  the  Finance  Committee  an  instance  of  the  kind  was  dted. 
Hats  were  Imported  from  Italy,  a  kind  of  hat  that  was  not  sold 
I'D  Italy  at  all.  The  question  of  the  foreign  value  of  that  hat 
had  to  be  determioed.  There  was  no  export  value  available,  and 
no  foreign  value,  until  suddenly  it  ttimed  out  that  there  had 
been  a  nale  of  thoee  hats  made  in  Italy,  and  the  iffice  brought 
by  those  hats  became  the  foreign  value,  and  on  that  foreign 
value  our  import  duty  had  to  be  levied. 

As  a  mattw  of  fact,  it  turned  out,  as  I  recollect  the  testimony, 
that  the  sale  in  Italy  was  a  wash  sale,  as  we  call  it,  that  the 
manufacturcT,  in  order  to  establi^^h  a  foreign  value,  had  sold 
Uie  hats  to  a  friend ;  that  immediately  after  that  sale  was  made 
affd  registered  and  all  the  papers  were  iM^pared,  then  at  a  dis- 
eoont  of  less  than  1  per  cent  those  same  goods  went  back  to  the 
manufacturer,  were  sold  to  America,  and  the  same  goods  came 
through  o«r  eostomhoose  to  a  customer  in  America. 

Who  knows  whether  that  was  the  real  value?  The  appraise 
pats  that  value  on.  There  is  no  evidence  to  show  that  it  was 
not  the  real  value.  When  an  appeal  is  taken  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  there  Is  no  evidence  on  which  he  can  base  a 
reversal  of  his  apinraiser.  It  is  only  because  those  who  are 
making  hats  in  this  country,  and  who  feel  that  an  unfair  value 
was  used  whi<±  was  too  low,  and  not  the  actually  tme  value, 
can  go  to  Italy  and  do  their  own  detective  work  and  find  out 
the  facts  about  the  wash  sale,  that  you  can  ever  protect  that 
hat  industry  in  this  country,  and  the  hat  industry  here  employs 
thousands  of  workingmen  who  make  th^r  living  making 
thoee  hats. 

Mr.  HARBISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
doesttoaT 

Mr.  8A0KBTT.  In  Jvst  a  moment  That  is  the  ofiportanity 
that  is  Ktven  vnder  this  sectlcm  to  the  manufacturer,  and  the 
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laboilng  people,  to  come  in  and  contest  that  value,  and  it  is  an 
oppo  tunity  they  ought  to  have.  It  is  not  something  to  be 
light  y  taken  away  simply  to  defeat  this  bill  or  to  try  to  chas- 
tise 1  he  Republican  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  because 


are  trying  to  iwotect  American  IndustrT^  and  American 
workknen.  That  is  the  first  case.  I  shall  come  to,  the  second  in 
a  moment.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missis8ii\pi. 

Mi.  HARRISON.  What  was  done  to  protect  the  American 
manufacturer  before  this  provision  was  incorporated  in  the  act 
of  lflp2? 

Mil  SACKETT.  There  was  not  very  much  done  to  protect 
him. 

Mi,  HARRISON.    They  were  in  a  terribly  bad  shape. 

Mr,  SACKETT.  They  were,  but  the  importer,  the  man  who 
brings  in  these  goods,  and  against  whom  the  appraiser  rules  on 
the  c  nestion  of  value  and  cinssiiication,  was  given  the  right  as 
agaii  8t  the  American  citizens  to  prove  his  case. 

I  have  stated  the  case  as  to  valuation,  and  it  is  a  very  Impor- 
tant right  that  in  the  law  of  1922  we  gave  to  the  manufacturer 
to  protest  that  value,  and  prove  the  actual  value  on  which 
duties  should  be  levied. 

Ths  other  case  is  a  case  of  classiflcation.  I  can  cite  an 
instance  under  the  classification  clause  where  it  was  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  an  Industry  that  it  should  have  the 
same  right  of  protest. 

On )  case  was  that  of  the  broken  rice,  where  the  farmers  iH'o- 
tested  that  that  product  should  not  come  In  under  the  dnty  on 
brok<  n  rice,  but  should  be  under  a  different  classification  of 
rice  lit  a  higher  rate  of  duty.  Unfortunately,  they  were  not  able 
to  vaxke  their  case,  but  they  were  given  the  right  to  go  Into 
court  and  show  and  prove  their  case,  and  that  is  the  only  right 
we  a  ik  for  in  this  portion  of  the  IMll. 

Th»  other  case  was  where,  under  the  free  list,  It  was  provided 
that  "iporting  powder  should  come  into  this  country  free  of  duty. 
Then  smokeless  powder  was  made,  and  smokeless  powder  became 
a  mcBt  necessary  thing  for  public  defense.  It  was  of  the  great- 
est 1  iterest  that  we  should  have  our  powder  factories  able  and 
prepi  tred  to  produce  our  needs  of  smokeless  powder  for  national 
defei  ise. 

Th  i  manufacturer  went  to  the  mat  on  the  question  of  classifl- 
catioa  and  showed  that  under  section  31  of  the  bill  smokeless 
powc  er  was  pyroxylin,  and  being  a  finished  product  it  was  en- 
titlec  to  a  duty  of  60  i)er  cent.  When  that  got  into  court  the 
court  decided  that  it  was  pyroxylin  and  that  it  was  entitled  to 
a  du  y  of  60  per  cent,  and  that  classification  designated  by  the 
appn  ilser  and  approved  by  the  Secretary  was  changed,  and  the 
business  of  making  that  kind  of  powder  has  grown  up  in  this 
coun  ry  under  a  60  per  cent  protection  to  the  benefit  of  those 
who  :arry  on  that  Industry  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  workmen 
who  ire  engaged  in  it 

Ta  k  about  property  rights !  Where  do  they  compare  with  the 
right  of  a  man  to  earn  his  living  for  his  wife  and  children?  I 
will  not  sit  here  and  keep  silent  when  an  effort  is  made  to 
take  away  the  very  thing  we  have  given  to  the  American  peo- 
ple to  protect  their  business  rights,  without  having  my  views 
come  before  the  people  of  this  country.  If  you  take  out  this 
prov  sion  of  the  bill,  you  do  a  damage  to  American  industry- 
and  to  American  workmen  that  it  will  take  many  years  to  get 
over,  and  you  should  not  let  any  political  consideration,  any 
attempt  to  destroy  this  bill,  interfere  with  the  right  of  a  man 
to  earn  his  living. 

Ml .  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  In  days  gone  by  a  provision 
like  Jthis  In  a  bill  was  commonly  called  a  "  joker " ;  in  other 
words.  In  addition  to  the  high  rates  that  are  put  in  the  bill, 
then  Is  what  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Habkison]  calls 
a  bit  dgeon  to  boost  the  rates.  Others  have  called  It  a  "  jimmy," 
and  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  at  this  time  to  an 
artic  e  on  the  "  jimmy "  which  appeared  in  the  Washington 
Time  3  on  yesterday,  written  by  Herbert  Kaufman.  It  Is  headed 
"A  J  mmy.  Not  a  Tariff."    It  reads : 


Thd 


Tl  ey  do  not  even  call  the  act  a  tariff  act — 

Tl4  higher  cost  of  living  act.  alias  the  Hawley  tariff  bill,  won*t  be 
ixabie  by  the  time  it  becomes  a  statute. 

he  truth  were  told,  even  Resd  Smoot,  defender  of  the  faith,  will 
d^lglrted  if  the  greedy  proposal  emerges  from  debate  75  per  cent 
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tiigher  cost  of  living  act — 


other  words,  the  able  \»Titer  of  this  article  does  not  think 
the  leader  of  the  Republican  Party  thinks  there  is  neces- 
or  a  "  jimmy  "  of  this  kind  to  boost  values  in  this  way. 
further: 


resd 

Drifting  committees  always  present  their  recommendations  with 
tongue  in  cheek.  Experience  warns  'em  to  suggest  heavier  datles  than 
tbey  fxpect  in  finally  approved  schedalei. 
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Tailors  must  cot  more  cloth  than  the  actual  suit  rcqnlres,  and  erery 
special  interest  adds  a  political  trading  margin  to  its  protection  de- 
mands. Like  Cairene  baaaar  hagglers,  each  Indnstrial  group  asks  twice 
wJiat  It  hopes  to  secure,  then  statistically  rends  beard  and  gaberdine, 
predicts  breadlines,  and  cries  "discrimination,"  when  a  comparison  of 
padded  claims  and  income  statements  reveals  Intended  purse  snatching. 

Current  prosperity  and  corporation  reports  deny  the  necessity  for  a 
general  upward  revision. 

This  particular  provision  of  the  bill  just  adds  to  the  upward 
trend  of  the  revision. 

Production  records  deny  It.  Foreign  competitive  conditions  deny  it 
And  dividend  rates  deny  it. 

Company  earnings  and  reserves,  stock  positions,  and  market  absorp- 
tion bear  witness  that  business  is  making  peak  sales  and  profits — and 
lies  in  Its  throat  when  lobbying  spokesmen  Juggle  figures  to  the  contrary. 

Depend  upon  it,  neither  House  nor  Senate  dares  pass  the  Hawley 
measure  until  the  instrument  is  purged  of  rapacity  and  deprived  of 
pocket-picking  licenses. 

Here  is  the  Republican  Party  granting  pocket-picking  licenses. 
Here  is  that  party,  not  satisfied  with  the  tremendously  high 
rates  that  are  put  in  the  bill,  now  seeking  to  insert  these  joker 
provisions  to  raise  them  still  higher. 

Club  women,  housewives'  leagues,  and  farmer  organisations  are 
already  mobilizing  their  voting  strength  and  marching  in  counter- 
olTenbive. 

The  consuming  public,  better  Informed  than  in  preradlo  days,  Is 
pickling  rods  for  Washington  hired  men  who  consent  to  deliver  larders, 
wardrobes,  and  tool  sheds  to  price  boosters. 

Commerce  is  entitled  to  «afe  and  generous  returns  upon  Investment — 
entitled  to  leglslaUve  guarantees  that  bis  wage  levels,  overhead,  and 
litK-ralitles  of  management  shall  not  handicap  the  American  manufac- 
turer against  cheaper  processed  European  exports. 

But  wherever  scale  of  operation,  greater  efficiency,  and  control  of 
basic  products  enable  domestic  concerns  to  make  goods  for  less  than 
world  rivals,  and  whenever  stocltholder  reports  and  Federal  tax  pay- 
ments prove  that  these  concern*  are  flourishing,  expanding,  and  putting 
melons  on  ice,  their  presence  In  the  Oliver  Twist  line  can  only  be  Inter- 
preted as  a  profiteering  conspiracy. 

We  are  no  longer  Infant  *  industrialists.  Hundreds  of  our  group 
enterprises  have  passed  the  competitive  phase. 

In  certain  fields  America  enjoys  patent  monopolies  or  natural  advan- 
tag<s  with  which  even  pauper  wage  levels  can't  cope. 

To  subsidize  further  such  powerfully  entrenched  blocs,  or  similarly 
to  favor  a  host  of  lesser  (but  Just  as  dominant)  business  divisions, 
would  invite  the  suspiclun  that  Congress  is  paying  campaign  debts  at 
public  expense  or  wagging  tails  for  election  marrowbones  to  come. 

The  Republican  platform  promised  to  keep  wheels  spinning  and  smoke- 
stacks belching,  but  it  also  pledged  a  square  deal  to  the  man  behind 
the  plow,  the  girl  across  the  counter,  and  the  woman  before  the 
cockstove. 

Mr.  President,  this  Is  just  another  one  of  the  numerous 
schemes  for  lMX)stIng  tarifl"  rates  the  highest  that  have  ever 
been  proposed  in  an  American  Congress.  To  my  mind  "  jokers  " 
like  this  ought  to  be  stricken  out.  I  am  surprised  that  the 
Senator  from  Utah  is  willing  for  a  proposal  of  this  kind  giving 
the  fjpeclal  Interests,  the  favored  interests,  an  opportunity  to 
come  before  the  courts,  if  desired,  and  put  forth  reasons  why 
the  tariff  on  some  particular  article  should  be  raised.  It  ought 
not  to  be  permitted. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Glenn  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  It  is  turning  over  to  another  agency  really 
the  right  to  write  the  duties  and  it  does  not  tend  toward  uni- 
formity. They  can  pick  oat  the  importer  of  a  certain  article 
and  boosjt  the  rates  for  hlin  by  harassing  him  with  litigation, 
or  they  can  permit  others  to  go  unannoyed. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas  is  absolutely 
right.  Here,  for  instance,  is  an  Importer  buying  and  bringing 
a  bill  of  gtKKls  over  from  Europe.  Under  this  provision  a  manu- 
facturer having  no  interest  in  the  goods,  or  having  at  the  most 
only  the  Interest  of  competitor  or  rival,  could  Intervene  In  the 
case  and  go  before  the  court  and  In  that  way  endeavor  to  raise 
the  duty  on  the  other  man's  importation — another  man's  prop- 
erty. It  ought  not  to  be  allowed.  I  am  surprised  at  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah,  fair  and  just  as  he  ordinarily  is,  should  come 
before  the  Senate  and  seriously  argue  that  this  "  joker  "  should 
be  inserted  in  the  bill,  this  provision  which  means  a  possible 
inflatiun  of  prices  or  values  that  ought  never  to  be  made 

Mr.  SMOOT      Mr.  President 

The  I'RESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah?  , 


Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  manufacturer  has  nothing  to  do  with 
naming  the  rates  or  fixing  the  value  of  the  goods. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  He  has  a  right  to  go  before  the  court 
and  protest  that  the  rate  of  duty  is  too  low  and  to  jMrotest 
against  the  rate  of  duty  that  has  been  fixed, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  the  court  decides  whether  there  shall  be 
an  increase  or  a  different  classification.  It  is  not  the  manu- 
facturer who  does  it.  It  is  not  the  laboring  man  who  does  it. 
They  are  simply  there  to  testify  as  to  the  facts  in  the  case. 
The  Senator  is  perfectly  willing  that  the  importer  should  have 
that  right. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  importer.  The 
Senator  from  Utah  talks  about  the  importer  having  that  right. 
The  Importer  In  this  case  is  the  owner  of  the  gotnis.  He  bus 
paid  out  money  for  them.  They  are  his  proi)erty.  He  is  the 
only  one.  except,  of  course,  the  Government,  that  has  any  right 
in  connection  with  the  goods.  Why  in  the  world  should  the 
Government  permit  a  competitor  of  that  importer  to  mediHe  in 
his  affairs?  Why  should  the  Senator  from  Utah  ask  that  the 
competitor  of  that  Importer  or  wholesale  merchant  should  be 
given  the  right  to  meddle  In  his  affairs? 

Ah,  I  TMnember,  when  I  was  earnestly  beseeching  the  Senate 
to  let  us  have  some  degree  of  publicity  in  connection  with 
Income-tax  returns,  how  the  Senator  from  Utah  talked  about 
those  who  would  "  pry  "  Into  the  affairs  of  others.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  who  then  protested  against  that  sort  of  legisla- 
tion, "prying  legislation"  he  called  it,  but  legislation  that  we 
ought  to  have  had — legislation  that  we  did  have  over  the  pro- 
test and  vote  of  the  Senator  from  Utah.  Now  the  Senator  from 
Utah  wants  to  let  all  the  producers  and  all  the  wholesalers  and 
all  the  manufacturers  and  all  the  importers  come  into  court, 
when  a  man  imports  goods  into  this  country,  and  inquire  about 
the  value  of  those  goods  and  take  part  in  any  lawsuit  that  may 
ensue — to  be  just  as  a  party  in  interest,  if  you  please.  The 
Senator  from  Utah  wants  to  legislate  a  property  right  for  those 
outsiders  in  my  property  if  I  haK>en  to  be  the  importer. 

It  Is  inconceivable  that  the  Congress  would  permit  outsiders 
to  meddle  in  the  affairs  of  Importers  in  any  such  way.  It  ought 
not  to  be  done,  and  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  will  be  overwhelmingly  adopted  as  It  deserves  to  be. 
It  was  adopted  the  other  day  In  substance  as  to  one  class  of  our 
citizens  and  ought  to  be  adopte<l  to-day  as  to  all  classes  of  our 
dtisen.s.  The  provision  now  in  the  bill  is  contrary  to  the  spirit 
of  our  institutions  and  contrary  to  what  is  right  as  between  the 
business  men  of  the  country.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  ought  to  bo  adc^ted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Mississlpjrf. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  but  first  I 
make  the  point  of  no  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  point  of  no  quorum  hav- 
ing been  made,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 

Smith 

Sraoot 

Sterk 

gteiwer 

Stephens 

Sw:inson 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Ti/wusend 

Trammell 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Wal.sb,  Mass. 

Wnlsh,  Mont 

Warreu 

Watson 

Wheeler 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Klghty-two  Senators  have  answered 
to  their  names.  A  quorum  Is  present  Is  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  for  the  yeas  and  nays  seconded? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr    HEFLIN.     Let  us  have  the  amentlment  reported. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  amend- 
ment for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Ci^kkk.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Has- 
BisoN]  moves  to  strike  out  section  516,  beginning  on  pai^e  411, 
in  the  following  words : 

Sbc.  510.  Appeal  or  protest  by  American  producers :  (a)  TbIo«: 
Whenever  an  American  manatacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler  believeg 
that  the  appraised  value  of  any  Imported  merchandise  of  a  class  or 
kind  manofactarcd,  produced,  or  sold  at  wholesale  by  him  is  too  low. 


Allen 

Fletcher 

Kin§    . 

Ashurst 

Frasier 

La  Follette 

Barkley 

George 
Gilleit 

McKellar 

Black 

McMiiHter 

Blaine 
Bk-ase 

Glenn 
Goff 

McNary 

Norbeck 

Borah 

Goldsborough 

Norrls 

Brat ton 

Greene 

Nye 

Brock 

Hale 

Oddie 

Brookhart 

Harris 

Overman 

Broussard 

Harrison 

I'ntterson 

Capper 

Hastinga 

Pbippa 

Caraway 

Hatfield 

Pit  tman 

Connally 

Hayden 

Ransdell 

Cope!  and 

Hebert 

Robinsi^in,  Ark. 

Couwns 

Hefiin 

Kol>iu8on,  Ind. 

Cutting 

liowell 

Sackett 

Deneen 

Jonea 

Schall 

Dill 

Koan 

Sheppard 

Edge 
Fess 

Kendrick 

Kbortrldge 

Kcyes 

Simmons 

'^ 
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b«  niAy  flie  witk  the  Scinvtary  of  tbe  TreMnry  a  complaliit  aetting 
fortb  tbe  ralne  at  wbicb  be  bellevea  tbe  mercbandlae  aboald  be  ap- 
praised and  tb<>  farts  upon  wbicb  be  baaea  bis  belief.  Tbe  Secretary 
aball  tbereupoo  tranamit  a  ropy  of  socb  complaint  to  tbe  appralaer  at 
each  port  of  entry  wbere  tbe  mercbandlae  la  usually  Imported.  Until 
otbenrtae  directed  by  tbe  Secretary,  tbe  appraiser  aball  report  each 
anbsequent  Importation  of  tbe  mercbandlae  glrlng  tbe  entry  nomber, 
the  name  of  tbe  Importer,  tbe  appraised  ralue,  and  bis  reaaoaa  for  tbe 
appraisement.  If  the  Secretary  doea  not  agT<>e  witb  tbe  action  of  tbe 
appralaer,  he  aball  Inatmct  tbe  collector  to  file  an  appeal  for  a  re- 
appralaement  aa  provided  In  section  601  of  tbla  act,  and  such  mann- 
facturer,  producer  or  wholeaaler  sball  bare  tbe  rigbt  to  appear  and  to 
be  b*>nnl  aa  a  party  In  Interest  under  such  rules  as  tbe  United  Statea 
Customs  Court  may  preacrlbo.  Tbe  Secretary  shall  notify  sucb  manu- 
facturer, producer,  or  wholesaler  of  tbe  action  taken  by  sucb  appraiser, 
glTing  tbe  port  of  entry,  tbe  entry  number,  and  tbe  appralaed  value  of 
Bu<-h  mercbandlae  and  tbe  action  be  haa  taken  thereon.  If  tbe  ap- 
pralst-r  advances  tbe  entered  value  of  mercbandlae  upon  tbe  Informa- 
tion fnmlHbed  by  the  American  manufacturtT,  producer,  or  wholesaler, 
and  an  appeal  Is  taken  by  Che  consi^ee,  sucb  manufacturer,  pro- 
ducer, or  wholesaler  sball  have  tbe  rigbt  to  appear  and  to  be  beard 
as  a  party  in  interest,  under  such  rules  as  the  United  States  Customs 
Court  may  preacrlbe.  If  the  American  manufacturer,  producer,  or 
wholesaler  is  not  satiiifled  witb  the  action  of  the  Secretary,  or  tbe 
action  of  the  appraiser  thf-reon,  he  may  flIe  within  30  days  after  tbe 
dat»>  of  tbe  mailing  of  the  Secretary's  notice,  an  appeal  for  a  reap- 
pralsement  in  tbe  same  manner  and  witb  tbe  same  effect  as  an  appeal 
by  a  conaifrnee  under  the  pmvlsions  of  section  501  of  this  act. 

ib)   ClaMlflcation  :  The  Secretary   of  the  Treasury  shall,   upon   writ- 
ten   request    by    an    American    manufacturer,    producer,    or    wholesaler, 
furnish  the  classification  of  and  tbe  rate  of  duty,  if  any,  Imposed  upon 
designated  Imported  merchandise  of  a  class  or  kind  manufact  ired,  pro- 
duced, or  sold  at  wholesale  by   blm.     If  such  manufacturer,  producer, 
or  wholeaaler  believes  that  the  proper  rate  of  duty  Is  not  being  assessed, 
he   may    file   a    complaint    with   the    Secretary   of   the   Treasury    setting 
forth  a  description  of  tbe  merchandise,  the  classification,  and  tbe  rate  or 
rates  of  duty  he  believes  proper,  and  tlie  reasons  for  his  belief.     If  the 
Secretary    decides   that    tbe   classification   of  or   rate   of   duty   as^tesaed 
upon  tbe  merchandise  is   not  correct,   he  shall  notify  the  collectors  as 
to  the  proper  clasalflcation  and  rate  of  duty  and  sball  so  inform  sucb 
manufacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler,  and  such  rate  of  duty  shall  be 
as8>-ssed  upon  all  sucb  merchandise  Imported  or  withdrawn  from  ware- 
bou!»e   after  30  days  after   tbe  date   of   sucb   notice  to    tbe  collectors. 
If  the    Secretary   decides   that    the   daSHifieation   and   rate   of  duty   are 
correct,  he  shall  so  inform  such  manufacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler, 
and  shall,   under  such   regulations  as  he   may   prescribe,  cause  publica- 
tion to  be  made  of  bis  decision,  together  with  notice  that  the  classifi- 
cation of  and   tbe  rate  of  duty  on  all   sucb   merchandise  imported  or 
withdrawn  from  warehouse  after  the  expiration  of  30  days  after  such 
publication  will  be  subject  to  tbe  decision  of  the  United  Statea  Customs 
Court  In  tbe  event  that  a  protest  is  filed  under  the  provisions  of  this 
subdivision.      If   diasatiafleti   witb    tbe   decision    of   tbe  Secretary,    sucb 
caanufaeturer.  producer,  or  wholesaler  may  file  with  him  a  notice  that 
be  ihalres  to  protest  tbe  classification  or  the  rate  of  duty  Imposed  upon 
tbe   merchandise,   and   upon   receipt   of  sucb   notice   tbe  Secretary   shall 
furnlata  him  with  such  information  aa  to  the  entries  and  consignees  of 
such    mercbandlae.    entered   after   the   expiration   of   30   daya  after   the 
publication    of   the    decision    of    tbe    Secretary,    at    the    port    of  entry 
desUtnated  by  the  manufacturer,   produi-er.  or  wholesaler  in   his  notice 
of  desire  to  protest,  as  will  enable  him  to  protest  the  classification  of 
or   tbe  rate  of  duty   Impo.sed   upon   sucb  merchandise   when   liquidated 
at  such  port     The  Secretary   shall   direct    the  collector  at  sucb   port 
to  notify  such  manufacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler  immediately  upon 
the  liquidation  of  the  first  of  such  entries  to  be  liquidated.     Socb  manu- 
facturer, producer,  or  wholesaler  may  file,  within  30  days  after  tbe  date 
of  such  liqaidation,  with  the  collector  of  sucb  port  a  protest  In  writing 
setting   forth   a   description  of  tbe   merchandise   and    the   classification 
•nd  the  rate  of  duty  be  believes  proper.     Upon  tbe  filing  of  any  such 
protest   the  collector  shall   notify  tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Treasury  who 
aball   order  tbe  auspension,  pending  tbe  declalon  of  tbe  United  States 
CUMosas  Conrt  upon  aoch  protest,  of  tbe  liquidation,  at  all  ports,  of 
all    unUqoidated   entries   of  such    merchandise   imported   or   withdrawn 
from  warehouse  after  the  explratioo  of  30  days  after  tbe  publication  of 
tbe  Secretary's  dedston.     All  entries  of  such  mercbandlae  so  Imported 
or  witbdrawo   ahall  be   liquidated,   or  if  already    liquidated,    shall.   If 
necessary,   be  reilquidated,    in    conformity    witb   such    decision    of   the 
United  States  Customs  Conrt.     If,  upon  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Customs 
and  Patent  Appeals,  the  decision  of  tbe   United  States  Customs  Court 
la  reversed,  the  classification  of  tbe  merciiandise  and  tbe  rate  of  duty 
lii4K«ed  thereoB  ahall  be  in  accordance  with  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Customs  aad  Patent  Appeals,  and  any  necessary  rellqoldation  sball 
be   made.     Tbe  provisions  of   this  subdivision  shall  apply  only   In   the 
ease  of  complainu  filed  after  the  effective  date  of  thia  act. 

(c)  Hearing  and  determination  :  A  copy  of  every  appeal  and  every 
proteat  Bled  by  an  American  manufacturer,  producer,  or  wholesaler 
•Oder  the  prorlsloas  of  this  section  ahaU  be  mailed  bj  the  collector  to 
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tlie  consignee  or  bis  agent  wltbln  five  days  after  tbe  filing  thereof,  and 
siich  consignee  or  his  agent  ahall  have  tbe  right  to  appear  and  to  be 
biard  as  a  party  in  Interest  before  the  United  States  Customs  Court. 
T  lie  collector  shall  transmit  the  entry  and  all  papers  and  exhiblta  ac- 
companying or  connected  therewith  to  the  United  States  Customs  Court 
for  due  assignment  and  determination  of  tbe  proper  value  or  of  tbe 
P'oper  classification  and  rate  of  duty.  Tbe  declalon  of  tbe  United 
S»tes  Customs  Court  upon  any  sucb  appeal  or  protest  shall  be  final 
aid  coDcloalve  upon  all  parties  unless  an  appeal  la  taken  by  either 
piirty  to  the  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Appeals,  as  provided  in  sec- 
t4>ns  501  and  515  of  this  act. 

(d)  Inspection  of  documents:  In  proceedings  Instituted  under  the 
provisions  of  this  section  an  Amrrlcan  manufacturer,  producer,  or 
w  bolesaler  ahall  not  have  tbe  right  to  Inspect  any  documents  or  papers 
ol  tbe  consignee  or  importer  disclosing  any  information  which  the 
U  sited  States  Customs  Court  or  any  Judge  or  division  thereof  sball 
d^em  unneceasary  or  Improper  to  be  disclosed  to  him. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  caU  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  rail  the  roll. 

Mr.  BRATTON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Senator  from  Penn.sylvania  [Mr.  Rexd].  I 
have  been  unable  to  secure  a  transfer.  I  understand  that  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  if  present,  would  vote  "nay."  If  I 
w?re  permitted  to  vote,  I  should  vote  "yea."  I  withhold  my 
v^te. 

Mr.  TTDINGS  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  quos- 
tibn  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
[;ir.  MrrcAu].  If  he  were  present,  he  would  vote  "nay,"  and 
if]  I  were  permitted  to  vote  I  should  vote  "  yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bibton].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hawis]  and  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  FESS.     I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs: 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Binoham]  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Mose»]  with  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Broussard]. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Haweb]  is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate 
oil  official  business.  He  stands  pjiired  on  this  vote  with  the 
jijuior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bctiton]. 

The  result  was  announced— yeas  37.  nays  42,  as  follows : 

TEAS— 37 

Dlil  McKellar 

Metcher  McMaster 

Frazier  Norbeek 


.\j  hurst 
HI  ick 
Bliine 
Kinase 
B4  rah 
Bi  ock 
Ri  ookhart 
Ct  raway 
C<  noally 
Ci  itting 

Alen 
Hi  irkley 
<"J  pper 
C<  pel  and 
C<  uzens 
1>  neeu 
E<lge 


Simmons 

Smith 

Stephens 


George 
Harris 

Norris 

Swanson 

Nye 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Harrison 

Overman 

WaLsh,  Mont. 

Uayden 

Plttman 

WUeeLr 

Kendrick 

Kansdell 

King 

La  FoUette 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Sheppard 

NATS— 42 

Goldsborough 
Greene 

McNary 
Oddie 

Thomas,  Idaho 
Thomas.  Okla. 

Hale 

Patterson 

Tt>wn!<end 

Hastings 

Phipps 

Tranimeli 

Hatfield 

Hobin80U,  Ind. 

V'andenberg 

Hebert 

Sackett 

Wagner 

Ileflin 

Schall 

Walcott 

HoweU 

Shortridge 

Warren 

Jones 

Smoot 

Watson 

Kean 

Steck 

Keyes 

Steiwer 

NOT 

VOTING— 16 

Dale 

Johnson 

Reed 

G  I.I  89 

Metcalf 

Shipstead 

Gould 

Moses 

Tydings 
Waterman 

Uawea 

•     Pine 

(Jl  llett 

Gli'nn 

G<fr 


BI  ngham 
Biatton 
Bi ousaard 
Burton 

So  Mr.  Harbi8o:«'s  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr,  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  give  notice  that  I  shall 
as  k  for  a  vote  in  the  Senate  on  the  amendment  which  has  just 
b<en  rejected  as  in  Committee  of  tiie  Whole. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Are  there  any  amendments  to  sec- 
dm  302?    To  section  303?    To  section  304? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  offer  an  amendment  to  section  306  and  ask 
to  have  it  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  proposed  by  the 
S<Dator  from  New  Mexico  will  be  stated. 

The  CHirr  Clesk.  On  pa>;e  286,  beginning  In  line  10,  the 
S«  nator  from  New  Mexico  proposes  to  strike  out  section  305,  as 
f o  lows : 

S«c.  305.  Immoral  articles — Importation  prohibited:  (a)  Prohibition 
of  Importation:  All  persons  are  prohibited  from  importing  Into  the 
Ui  ited  States  from  any  foreign  country  any  book,  pamphlet,  paper,  wrlt- 
inK.  advertisement,  circular,  print,  picture,  or  drawing  conUinlng  any 
mt  iter  advocating  or  urging  treason,  Insnrrwtlon,  or  forcible  resistance 
to  any  law  of  the  United  Statea,  or  containing  any  threat  to  take  the 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  EECORD— SENATE 


4433 


life  of  or  Inflict  bodily  harm  upon  any  person  in  the  United  States,  or 
any  obscene  book,  pamphlet,  paper,  writing.  adverUsement,  circular, 
print,  picture,  drawing,  or  other  representation,  figure,  or  Image  on  or 
of  paper  or  other  material,  or  any  cast,  Instrument,  or  other  article, 
of  an  immoral  nature,  or  any  drug  or  medidne,  or  any  article  whatever 
for  (be  prevention  of  conception  or  for  cauaing  unlawful  abortion,  or  any 
lottery  ticket,  or  any  printed  paper  that  may  be  uaed  as  a  lottery  ticket, 
or  any  advertisement  of  any  lottery.  No  sucb  articles,  whether  im- 
ported separately  or  contained  la  packages  with  other  goods  entlUed  to 
entry,  shall  be  admitted  to  entry;  and  aU  such  articles  and,  unless  it 
appeara  to  tbe  satisfaction  of  tbe  collector  that  tbe  obscene  articles  con- 
tained In  the  package  were  Inclosed  therein  without  tbe  knowledge  or 
consent  of  tbe  importer,  owner,  agent,  or  consignee,  tbe  entire  contents 
of  the  package  in  which  such  articles  are  contained,  shnll  be  subject  to 
seliure  and  forfeiture  under  the  cuatoms  laws :  Propided,  That  the  drags 
hereinbefore  mentioned,  when  Imported  in  bulk  and  not  put  up  for  any 
of  tbe  purposes  hereinbefore  specified,  are  excepted  from  the  operation 
of  this  subdivtaion. 

(b)  Penalty  on  Government  ofllcers:  Any  officer,  agent,  or  employee 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  wbo  shall  knowingly  aid  or  abet 
any  person  engaged  in  any  violation  of  any  of  tbe  provisions  of  law 
problbttlng  importing,  advertising,  dealing  in,  exhibiting,  or  sending 
or  receiving  by  mall  obscene  or  Indecent  publications  or  representations, 
or  books,  pamphlets,  papers,  writings,  advertisements,  circulars,  prints, 
pictures,  or  drawlugs  containing  any  matter  advocating  or  urging  trea- 
son, insurrection,  or  forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the  United 
States,  or  containing  any  threat  to  take  tbe  life  of  or  inflict  bodily 
harm  upon  any  person  in  tbe  United  States,  or  means  for  preventing 
conception  or  procuring  abortion,  or  other  articles  of  indecent  or  im- 
moral use  or  tendency,  sball  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and 
shall  for  every  offense  be  punlahable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  |5,000, 
or  by  Imprisonment  at  hard  labor  for  not  more  than  10  years,  or  both. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  inquire  of  the  Senator 
fr^m  Utah  how  this  amendment  comes  up  now?  It  Is  not  a 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  are  still  on  the  administrative  provisions 
and  are  now  taking  up  the  sections  in  order.  All  of  the  amend- 
ments up  to  this  section  have  been  voted  on. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  state  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida  that  under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  after 
the  committee  amendments  have  been  agreed  to.  Titles  III  and 
IV  are  to  be  considered  section  by  section,  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  has  offered  an  amendment  to  Title  III. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  So  the  amendment  pertains  to  the  admin- 
istrative features  of  the  bill? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas,     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary 

inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas  will 
state  his  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Under  the  construction  which 
the  Chair  gives  to  the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  if  the 
Senate  passes  from  the  consideration  of  the  sections  under 
Titles  III  and  IV  to  the  consideration  of  the  rate  schedules,  will 
individual  amendments  then  be  precluded  to  the  part  of  the  bill 
now  under  consideration? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  should  hold  that  they 
would  be  in  order  if  proposed. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  They  would  be  In  order  at  any 
time  before  final  action? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    They  would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  Intend  to  detain 
the  Senate  any  longer  than  necessary  on  this  section,  but  I 
feel  that  inasmuch  as  it  is  a  part  of  the  tariff  bill  it  should 
be  given  the  attention  which  it  deserves.  In  the  opinion  of 
Bome  of  us  the  question  of  free  speech  and  free  thought  is  of 
Buch  great  importance  to  this  Republic  that  it  even  outweighs 
the  effect  of  the  tariff  bill  as  a  whole. 

It  is  difficult  for  some  who  disbelieve  in  censorship  as  a 
general  principle  to  debate  the  merits  of  a  particular  censor- 
ship provision,  yet  I  shall  try  to  confine  my  discussion  to  the 
particular  problem  involved,  namely,  the  question  of  censorship 
by  clerks  of  the  Bureau  of  Customs. 

The  first  law  which  was  ever  passed  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  giving  customs  clerks  the  right  of  censorship 
was  passed  in  1842.  The  Reimbllc  managed  to  survive  for  more 
than  half  a  century  without  any  censorship  by  the  Customs 
Bureau.    The  law  pa.ssed  in  1842  was  as  follows : 

Sec.  28.  That  the  importation  of  all  indecent  and  obscene  prints, 
paintings,  llthograpba,  engravings,  and  transparencies  is  hereby  pro- 
hibited. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  even  some  of  us  who  object  to 
censorship  as  a  general  governmental  function  might  admit 
that  that  particular  provision  la  rather  mild.     It  prohibited 


80-called  works  of  art   which   had  been   Inspired   by   nothing 
except  an  Indecent  and  a  pornographic  point  of  view. 

It  Is  quite  obvious  that  the  average  customs  clerk  could,  with 
comparative  ease,  decide  the  difference  between  a  decent  and 
an  Indecent  postcard,  drawing,  photograph,  or  any  other  so- 
called  work  of  art  which  would  present  itself  at  once  to  his 
sight  and  his  mental  vision  and  his  understanding.  It  is  en- 
tirely different  when  It  comes  to  the  question  of  literature, 
where  a  clerk,  in  ordw  to  make  a  correct  decision,  must  necen- 
sarily  read  a  book  as  a  whole. 

Many  books  of  highly  moral  tendency  would  be  excluded  if  a 
man's  attention  were  confined  to  one  page,  or  one  paragraph, 
or  one  sentence,  or  one  word. 

At  any  rate,  Mr.  President,  there  seems  to  have  been  no 
particular  objection  to  the  censorship  provision  of  the  tariff 
act  of  1842 ;  and  the  United  States  continued  to  survive  under 
that  section  for  another  half  century,  until  the  tariff  act  of 
1800. 

The  tariff  act  of  1890  provided  practically  the  present  law. 
It  has  gone  on  and  is  still  In  effect,  and  will  be  found.  If 
Senators  turn  to  their  comparative  print,  on  page  372,  iu  the 
right-hand  column,  with  the  exception  of  the  House  amendments. 

The  only  additional  provision  which  was  written  into  the  bill 
after  1890  was  tlie  clause  about  lottery  tickets  and  advertise- 
ments of  lotteries.  That  came  In  In  the  tariff  act  of  1894.  I 
do  not  know  why  that  particular  section  was  added;  but  I 
suppose  it  had  something  to  do  with  the  Louisiana  lottery  scan- 
dals, which  came  up  sometime  In  the  nineties. 

Mr.  President,  those  clauses  were  not  enforced  In  any  unrea- 
sonable way  until  about  1909  or  thereabouts.  At  that  time  a 
good  many  people  realized  that  the  tariff  law  of  1890.  as 
amended  in  18W,  could  be  construed  in  ways  which  would  bar 
out  various  pieces  of  art  and  literature  which  previously  had 
not  been  barred. 

In  1909  an  attempt  was  made  under  this  section  to  prevent 
the  Field  Museum,  In  Chicago,  from  importing  Chinese  pictures 
and  manuscripts,  very  Important  to  them,  on  the  ground  that 
those  pictures  and  manuscripts  were  obscene. 

In  1911  the  postal  authorities,  which  worked  under  a  similar 
provision  of  the  postal  law,  excluded  from  the  mails  the  oflBcIal 
vice  report  of  the  city  of  Chicago. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that  the  authori- 
ties attempted  to  keep  out  the  Chinese  pictures  and  manuscripta 
Did  they  succeed? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  think  not,  Mr.  President  So  far  as  the 
Federal  customs  ofiScials  were  concerned,  I  believe  the  effort 
would  have  succeeded. 

I^t  me  refer  to  the  penalty  clauses  In  the  law.  A  postal 
official  who  fails  to  exclude  an  obscene  or  indecent  picture  or 
book  is  liable  to  a  fine  of  $5,000  and  to  a  penitentiary  sentence 
of  10  years.  If  he  excludes  a  book  which  Is  later  determined  by 
the  courts  to  be  perfectly  proper,  he  Is  subject  to  no  penalty  of 
any  sort.  It  will  therefore  be  evident  that  it  is  to  the  interest 
of  the  customs  clerks  who  deal  with  this  particular  matter  to 
exclude,  so  far  as  possible,  anything  wlilch  they  think  may  by 
any  chance  be  called  indecent. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  suffer  an  inter- 
ruption? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield  to  the  Senatw. 

Mr.  KING.  I  ask  for  information,  because  this  has  been 
suggested  to  me. 

I  understood  the  Senator  to  state  that  under  existing  law  a 
postal  employee  who  does  not  exclude  from  the  malls  an  obscene 
picture  when  It  is  within  his  power  so  to  do  Is  snbject  to  the 
heavy  penalties  referred  to  by  tbe  Senator.  I  desire  to  ask,  for 
information.  Is  he  to  be  the  judge?  Suppose  that  after  weigh- 
ing the  matter  quite  carefully  he  concludes  that  it  may  approach 
the  line  but  does  not  transgress,  and  therefore  he  permits  It  to 
go  through  the  mail,  and  somebody — his  superior  or  some  acute 
and  meticulous  censor — reaches  a  different  conclusion;  is  tlie 
postal  employee  then  subject  to  those  penalties? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  I  am  trying  as  far  as  {Mseible 
to  confine  the  discussion  to  the  customs  censorship.  Of  course 
the  postal  censorship,  which  has  similar  provisions,  is  bound  to 
be  a  precedent  In  many  respects.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not 
that  case  has  ever  come  up  under  the  postal  censorship.  I  have 
studied  principally  the  cases  under  the  customs  censorship.  We 
are  now  considering  a  tariff  bill.  When  postal  legislation  comes 
up,  I  shall  try  to  deal  with  that  subject  at  the  proper  time. 
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Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me,  it 
Beems  to  me  that  it  is  only  pertinent  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
It  shows  the  evident  purpose  of  some  individuals  or  organiza- 
tions to  use  the  mails  in  an  oppressive  way  and  to  enact  legis- 
lation wtJch  may  prevent  the  transsmission  through  the  mails 
of  perfectly  legitimate  things,  and  to  establish  a  censorship  that 
will  be  oppressive  to  the  American  pe<^le  and  injurious  to  the 
cause  of  liberty  and  free  speech. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Oh,  I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator.  I  was 
trying  to  give  various  precedents  of  cases  which  had  come  up — 
some  of  them  under  the  postal  laws,  I  admit. 

A  copy  of  Ovid's  Metamorphoses,  sent  to  a  professor  of  Johns 
Hop!.ins  University,  was  stopped  in  the  malls. 

Catalogues  of  books  sold  by  booksellers  which  advertised  for 
sale  such  works  as  the  Decameron  and  Elmer  Gantry  were 
barred  from  the  malls. 

Works  of  Tolstoi  and  Swedenborg — books  which  have  been 
published  and  are  still  being  published  in  this  country,  and 
can  be  purchased  at  any  bookstore  and  can  be  read  in  any 
library — have  been  barred  from  the  mails ;  and  the  same  prece- 
dents, of  coarse,  apply  to  censorship  by  the  Customs  Bureau. 

The  reason  why  I  refer  to  those  cases  Is  that  this  difference 
of  opinion  between  the  Customs  Bureau  and  the  postal  censor- 
ship as  to  what  books  might  be  admitted  and  what  might  not, 
finally  brought  about  a  conference,  a  convention  of  the  experts 
of  the  two  departments,  men  who  had  been  reading  Indecent 
literature  all  their  lives,  and  felt  that  they  were  entitled  to  say 
what  was  or  was  not  indecent.  About  a  year  ago  these  various 
experts  met,  and  after  comparing  their  experiences  they  got  up 
a  black  list,  which  was  subsequently  added  to. 

This  black  list  dates  from  October  27,  1928.  On  April  16, 
1929,  some  further  works  were  added  to  this  terrible  roll. 

Mr.  President,  far  be  it  from  me  to  read  this  list  to  the 
United  States  Senate.  I  shall  not  even  introduce  it  In  the  R«c- 
OBO,  because  it  might  be  that  some  of  these  739  books — an 
official  list,  mind  you.  of  the  739  worst  books  in  the  world — 
might  come  to  the  attention  of  some  persons  who  had  never 
heard  of  them,  and  I  should  not  care  to  have  the  responsibility 
of  possibly  influencing  their  future  lives.  The  books  to  which 
I  am  going  to  refer  are  books  which  probably  all  of  us  have 
heard  of  before;  but  before  I  get  to  that  I  want  to  call  your 
attention  to  certain  Interesting  features  of  this  black  list. 

Upon  this  list  there  are  739  books. 

Of  those  739  more  than  half,  or  379,  are  books  written  in  the 
Spanish  language. 

Of  the  remaining  books  more  than  two-thirds,  231,  are  written 
in  the  French  langtoage. 

Five  are  books  in  the  ItaUan  language. 

Ten  are  books  in  the  German  language. 

That  leaves  only  114  immoral  books  l>arTed  by  the  ceosor 
which  are  written  in  the  EInglish  language. 

1  do  not  know  that  this  list  is  of  any  importance  in  itself.  I 
speak  of  it  principally  to  show  the  depths  of  absurdity  to  which 
bureoncratic  government  may  go.  Is  it  conceivable  that  there 
are  as  many  books  written  in  Spanish  as  in  all  other  languages 
put  together  which  might  corrupt  the  morals  of  any  of  our 
people,  when  we  consider  what  a  small  proportion  of  the  popula- 
tion are  able  to  read  books  written  in  Spanish?  Is  it  po&dble 
that  only  114  English  books  could  be  ruled  out  as  against  over 
600  written  in  other  languages? 

The  answer  can  not  be  merely  that  more  indecent  books  are 
writen  in  the  Spanish  and  FY«ich  languages  than  in  others,  for 
let  me  coll  yoor  attention  for  a  moment  to  certain  features  of 
this  black  list. 

A  great  French  classic  of  the  ninetenth  century.  Mademoiselle 
de  Maupin,  by  Oaatier,  is  allowed  by  the  censors  to  enter  the 
country  in  its  original  print ;  it  is  allowed  to  «iter  the  country 
1b  its  Engliah  transiatlMi ;  but  after  it  has  been  translated  into 
Spanish  it  bos  apparently  a  peculiarly  deleterious  effect  on  the 
morals  of  oar  pe<^e  and  we  have  got  to  keep  it  out. 

The  Memoirs  of  Brantdme,  an  invaluable  document  for  the 
history  of  the  sixteenth  century,  is  again  perfectly  proper  when 
written  in  the  original  French.  We  can  study  it  in  English. 
After  it  has  been  translated  into  Spanish  no  dtisen  of  the 
United  States  is  allowed  to  purchase  a  copy  of  that  book  if 
the  customs  censors  can  prevent  it  Of  course,  be  can  go  into 
the  nearest  bookstore  and  get  a  copy. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  find  the  Arabian  Nights,  supposed  to 
be  a  classic,  certainly  a  human  document  of  the  utmost  impor- 
tance in  the  history  of  literature.  We  do  not  bar  it  in  its 
miginal.  we  do  not  bar  it  in  the  literal  translati<nia  of  Payne 
and  of  Burton  in  English,  but  when  it  has  been  translated  into 
French  by  Mardrus  it  is  a  book  that  no  American  citizen  con 
without  danger  import  through  the  customs. 

The  great  humanist,  Pletro  Aretino.  who  wrote  a  bo(A  in 
Italian  in  the  sixteenth  coitury,  is  barred  from  imporUtl(ni  into 
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th  9  United  States  as  long  as  he  Is  translated  into  Spanish,  but 
w  lile  he  remains  in  his  original  language  or  is  translated  into 
Ehiglish  we  allow  him  the  freest  entrance  to  this  country. 

So  it  goes  on.  I  do  not  intend  to  go  through  thesp  things  in 
detail.  Boots  like  the  novels  of  Balzac,  like  the  Confessions  of 
Rousseau,  books  which  are  on  every  library  shelf,  have  bt^n 
deplared  ineligible  to  enter  the  country  under  this  provision  of 
th !  tariff  act. 

kfr.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
tfr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

DILL.     If  a   private  citizen   brings   in    a    l)Ook   he   has 

ght  abroad,  is  he  stopped  at  the  customs  office? 

r.  CUTTING.     Absolutely,  if  the  customs  officer  is  able  to 

the  book. 

r.  DILL.     This  applies  to  the  private  citizen,  as  well  as  to 
who  might  bring  books  In  for  sale? 

r.  CUTTING.    Absolutely.     If  you  bring  in  a  lottery  ticket 
Ich  is  discovered  on  your  person,  it  is  taken  away  from  you ; 

if  it  is  not.  the  customs  official  at  the  port  is  fined  $5,000  or 
se^t  to  the  penitentiary  for  10  years. 

dr.  DILL.  Willie  I  am  on  my  feet,  may  I  ask  when  the  list 
to  which  the  Senator  has  t)een  referring  was  prepared? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Most  of  it  was  prepared  ou  August  27.  1928, 
an  1  the  remainder  of  it  on  April  16,  1929. 

dr.  DILL.  I  read  somewhere  that  the  original  of  the  most 
remarkable  boolc,  I  think,  that  has  come  out  of  the  war.  All 
Qrlet  on  the  Western  Front,  was  forbidden  by  the  customs  offi- 
cials to  come  into  the  country.     Does  the  Senator  know  about 

thit?       

Mr,  CUTTING.  Yes,  Mr.  President;  I  know  that  it  was  for- 
blMra  to  come  hito  the  country  in  its  original  English  transla- 
tion. It  was  stated  in  the  press  at  the  time  that  the  English 
translation  had  30  or  40  pages  of  rather  unpleasant  mutter 
waich  had  been  left  out  of  the  American  translation,  and  for 
that  reason,  under  the  terms  of  this  act,  the  customs  officials 
excluded  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
wlether  a  strict  translation  from  English  to  French,  or  from 
Flench  to  Spanish,  in  some  of  the  cases  he  has  mentioned, 
w<'uld  not  show  that  substantial  changes  were  made  in  the 
Eiglish  translations.  The  name  may  be  the  same  and  the  sub- 
je<t  may  be  the  same,  but  are  there  not  inserted  in  the  transla- 
tion certain  intimations  at  least  that  fall  under  the  restrictions 
of  this  section? 

r.  CUTTING.     Mr.  President.  I  have  not  read  all  of  these 

books,  the  Senator  will  understand,  and  I  have  not  studied 
thi  translations  from  the  original  languages. 

Ir.  SMOOT.  I  thought  the  Senator  had  looked  into  each  one 
of  Ithem  to  find  out  whether  it  did  violate  the  law. 

r.  CUTTING.  No;  but  it  strikes  me  as  i)eculiar  that  half 
of  I  the  ol>scene  literature  of  the  world  should  be  written  in 
sdanish.    But  I  do  not  want  to  discuss  the  details. 

r.  SMOOT.  I  have  been  told  that  while  a  book  may  carry 
th4  same  name  and  be  tran.sluted  fi-om  English  into  Spanish, 
thi>re  are  certain  changes  made  in  the  wording  itself  meaning 
en  irely  a  different  thing,  and  it  is  upon  that  ground  that  they 
hajtre  been  excluded.     I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  so  or  not. 

ought  perhaps  the  Senator  had  read  the  books  himself  and 

d  give  us  the  information. 

r.  CUTTING.    No,  Mr.  President;  I  di.«clalra  all  authority 
on  an  original  reading  of  each  one  of  the  books. 

r.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  lejives  the 
thought  of  this  book  All  Quiet  on  the  Western  Front 

r.  CUTTING.  I  wish  the  Senator  would  discuss  that 
fu^her. 

r.  DILL.  'I  am  anxious  to  get  Information  in  regard  to  it, 
bemuse  It  is  such  a  remarkable  book  and  in  many  ways  the 
m<  St  striking  book  that  has  come  from  the  press  on  the  subject 
of  war  as  it  actually  is.  I  was  anxious  to  know  what  part  of 
thi  >  book  was  looked  upon  as  so  objectionable  ttiat  it  could  not  be 
admitted.  I  have  read  the  book  as  allowed  to  come  in — I  take 
it  that  it  was  the  one  that  was  allowed  to  come  in — and  I  am 
wcnderlng  what  Is  the  nature  of  the  matter  that  was  looked 
uppu  as  objectionable. 

r.  CUTTING.    Has  the  Senator  been  able  to  secure  a  copy 

e  book  in  the  edition  that  was  not  admitted? 

r.  DILL.    I  have  not. 

r.  CUTTING.    I  have  been  equally  unfortunate. 
.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Ir.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 

fr.  TTDINGS.  That  book  All  Quiet  on  the  Western  Front, 
to  my  mind,  as  a  man  who  was  in  the  .service  over  in  France, 
is  one  true  story  of  the  war  written  in  all  of  its  phases. 
It  tells  not  only  about  the  battles  where  men  were  killed  but 
tei  8  about  all  the  effects  and  results  of  warfare,  and  it  is  one 
of  the  greatest  documents  making  for  peace  and  the  develop. 
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ment  of  peace  psychology  T  have  read  for  a  long  time.  Over 
2,000,000  copies  of  it  have  been  sold.  I  happen  to  have  read  the 
European  edition,  which  I  have  in  my  possession,  if  any  S^iator 
would  like  to  read  it.  The  difference  betwe«i  the  two  books  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  we  are  looked  upon  as  In  the  klndairarten 
class.  There  is  nothing  immoral  in  the  book  at  all.  It  simidy 
tells  what  a  soldier  does,  and  it  tells  the  truth.  Because  it 
shows  war  up  in  all  its  various  phases  and  the  results  of  war 
on  the  minds  of  men.  it  makes  it  a  much  better  book  for  peace 
than  the  American  edition  is,  which  eliminates  practically  the 
indirect  side  of  a  soldier's  life  which  results  from  his  service 
in  the  trenches.  In  my  opinion,  it  is  a  great  shame  that  the 
American  people  can  not  get  this  book  in  its  real,  true  edition, 
so  that  they  may  Icnow  what  war  is,  because  it  is  only  through 
such  accounts  as  this  that  we  can  realize  what  a  problem  it  is. 
not  only  of  life  and  death  but  in  its  other  ramifications. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  information. 
I  am  informetl  that  since  the  English  translation  was  barred 
by  the  customs  officials  a  good  many  hundred  thousand  extra 
copies  have  been  scHd,  and  I  sometimes  wonder  whether  the 
whole  purpose  of  this  kind  of  legislation  is  not  to  advertise 
some  book  in  order  that  it  may  have  an  Increase*!  circulation. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield,  I 
can  see  no  reason  why  the  deleted  portitms  of  that  book  should 
not  be  printed  in  English.  The  parts  that  were  left  out,  as  I 
view  the  matter,  might  with  propriety  have  been  printed;  but, 
as  the  Senator  from  Maryland  has  suggested,  the  thought  is 
that  we  are  in  the  kindergarten  class.  I  do  not  know  why  we 
might  not  accept  facts  as  they  are,  truths  as  they  are.  and  ex- 
periences as  they  are.  and  certainly  when  so  high  a  motive  as 
was  back  of  this  book  was  the  impelling  motive.  I  think  It  was 
a  great  contribution  to  the  cause  of  peace,  and  I  think  the 
whole  book  might  have  been  printed.  I  read  it  in  Europe  dur- 
ing the  past  summer,  In  the  original  form,  and  I  could  see  no 
reason  why  it  might  not  have  been  given  to  the  American  people. 
Mr.  CUTTING.  I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  and  I  am  glad  he  has  taken  part  in  this  discussion,  be- 
cause I  want  to  call  to  his  attention,  as  a  member  of  the  medical 
profession,  the  fact  that  many  Important,  serious,  solemn  dis- 
cussions of  medical  questions,  such  as  the  works  of>Havelock 
Ellis  and  Krafft-Eblng  are  barred  by  the  Bureau  of  Customs. 
They  are  included  in  this  blacklist.  No  exceptions  are  made  In 
behalf  of  members  of  the  medical  profession  or  scientists,  or 
other  men  who  might  make  good  use  of  these  books.  All  of 
them  are  barred.  As  I  said  before,  the  customs  clerk  Is  re- 
quired by  law.  under  the  severest  penalty,  to  keep  them  out. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  might 
go  further  and  say  that  there  are  barred  from  mailing  in  the 
United  States  N>ok8  intended  for  the  instruction  and  the  widen- 
ing of  knowledge  of  the  medical  profession.  I  have  long  felt 
that  there  should  be  a  revision  of  our  laws  as  regards  those 
books,  because  very  much  important  material  is  now  denied 
those  who  should  properly  receive  It,  or  it  is  received  clandes- 
tinely, material  which  should  be  sent  to  members  of  the  profes- 
sion and  to  other  persons  who  might  appropriately  receive  the 
knowle<lge.  So  I  hope  the  Senator  will  go  further  even  than  he 
has  sought  to  do,  as  indicated  by  his  discussion,  and  i>oint  out 
the  significance  of  the  denial  of  the  mailing  of  those  books  to 
persons  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator.  I  am  trying, 
as  I  said  when  I  started  this  discussion,  to  confine  it  to  the 
particular  censorship  by  the  customs.  I  feel  that  when  the 
postal  regulations  come  before  us,  we  can  discuss  the  question 
which  the  Senator  has  raised,  and  quite  appropriately  raised. 

I  do  not  know  that  I  have  very  much  to  say  on  this  particular 
subject  of  the  black  list,  except  to  point  out  that  the  classics, 
the  Greek  and  Latin  writers,  who  have  managed  to  survive  for 
2,000  years  or  more,  and  have  been  passed  on  from  one  genera- 
tion of  school  children  to  another,  are  largely  barred  by  the 
regulations  laid  down  by  the  Bureau  of  Customs. 

Take  the  works  of  Aristophanes,  a  puritan,  an  austere  con- 
servative, who  wante<l  to  have  men  like  Euripides  and  Socrates 
exiletl  or  executed  because  he  thought  they  were  corrupting  the 
morals  of  youth.  The  works  of  that  man  are  now  2,000  years 
after  his  death  being  excluded  from  this  country,  but  not  be- 
cause they  contain  coarse  passages.  There  is  only  one  of  his 
works  which  is  on  the  particular  black  list  which  I  have  here 
In  my  hand,  and  that  is  the  Lysistrata,  the  first  and  most  pow- 
erful argument  on  the  futility  and  the  brutality  of  warfare.  I 
wonder  whether  the  exclusion  of  All  Quiet  on  the  Western 
Front  was  perhaps  induced  by  some  similar  motive  as  that 
which  bars  from  the  country  the  Lysistrata  of  Aristophanes. 

I  am  not  going  to  continue  on  this  line  any  further  except 
to  point  out  that  the  works  of  Ovid,  the  Daphnis  and  Chloe 
of  I><ingns,  that  charming  pastoral  of  the  third  century  before 
Christ;  The  Goldeu  Ass  of  Apulcius,  which  is  read  by  every- 


one In  Bcbool  and  college;  the  works  of  Boccaccio,  and  of  count- 
less more  modem  authors  are  excluded  from  the  country. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Is  It  the  Intention  of  the  Senator  to  move  to 
strike  out  the  entire  section — section  306?  1  understood  his 
amendmMit  prc^)09ed  to  do  that. 

Mr.  CUTTING.     Yea. 

Mr,  EDGE.  I  am  very  much  Interested  in  the  Senator's 
dl.scussion  of  the  so-called  obscene  or  immoral  publications. 
Does  he  also  proiwse  to  strike  out,  then,  that  part  of  the  section 
which  I  think  was  Inserted  by  the  House  and  is  not  in  existing 
law,  which  provides  that  such  matters  are  to  be  excluded  as 
contain  "  any  matter  advocating  or  urging  treason,  insurrection, 
or  forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the  United  States,  or  contain- 
ing any  threat  to  take  the  life  or  intiict  bodily  harm  upon  any 
person  In  the  United  States"?  In  other  words.  Is  his  amend- 
ment also  directed  to  the  expunging  of  that  pr«)hIbltion  ? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Oh.  yes,  Mr.  President ;  but  I  prefer  to  take 
that  up  when  I  get  to  that  part  of  the  bill.  I  am  trying  to  give 
a  historical  account  of  what  has  been  done  in  the  past  in  order 
that  from  that  we  may  Judge  what  is  apt  to  be  done  in  ♦he 
future. 

At  the  same  time  this  black  list  was  published  the  committee 
which  put  It  out  published  a  report  I  want  to  read  one  or  two 
sentences  from  their  report  so  that  the  Senate  may  be  aware  of 
the  principles  on  which  the  customs  clerks  are  expected  to  act: 

In  passing  upon  such  literature  the  Bureau  of  CuBtoms  baa  considered, 
primarily,  its  evil  influence  upon  the  Impreasionable  mlnda  of  those 
persona  the  statutes,  according  to  the  courts,  aim  to  protect — L  e.,  the 
young  and  inexperienced.  In  examining  the  text  it  is  sought  to  deter- 
mine If  the  psychological  effect  of  the  language  would  be  to  create  in 
the  mind  of  the  individual  libidinous  thoughts,  and  unduly  excite  the 
sexual  functions  or  arouse  the  animal  passions.  The  main  reason 
advanced  by  applicants  for  entry  of  the  objectionable  literature  Is  that 
certain  of  the  books  are  "  classics." 

A  "  classic "  should  be  defined  and  distinction  should  be  recognlaed 
as  between  the  Bible  and  the  bona  flde  literary  classics  (such  as  Shake- 
speare, Chaucer,  Pope,  Swift,  and  many  others)  on  the  one  hand, 
wherein  the  obscene  passages  are  incidental  to  the  voluminous  text 
of  the  superb  literature,  and  the  alleged  "  classics."  cleverly  conceived 
la  an  ancient  medieval  atmosphere,  wherein  obscenity  is  the  motif. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  entirely  grasp  that  distinction  my- 
self. Apparently,  from  reading  the  black  list,  books  printed  In 
English  In  those  periods  are  considered  as  genuine  classics  and 
those  which  were  originally  printed  in  other  languages  are  con- 
sidered as  "  alleged  classics,"  "  cleverly  ctmceived,"  and  so  forth. 

It  Is  very  difficult  for  me  personally  to  make  any  such  dis- 
tinction. I  think  It  Is  splitting  hairs  to  put,  say,  Boccaccio  on 
one  side  of  the  line  and  Chaucer  on  the  other,  or  Rabelais  on 
one  side  of  the  line  and  Swift  on  the  other.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  up  to  the  eighteenth  century  English  literature  was  Just 
as  plain-spoken — and  perhai>s  a  little  more  so — as  any  other 
literature  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  After  a  century  of  com- 
parative prudery  I  think  that  English  literature  is  beconring 
fairly  plain-spoken  again.  I  do  not  believe  we  can  make  any 
such  distinction  on  an  issue  of  language. 

But  I  should  like  to  point  out  that  the  report  of  these  experts 
does  make  a  distinction  in  favor  of  the  classics.  I  am  therefore 
surprised  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  a  letter  written 
to  me  on  May  22  of  this  year,  should  have  stated  that  there  is 
"  no  exception  in  favor  of  the  so-called  classics  or  of  the  wortc 
of  leading  writers  of  the  day.  and  such  are  not  admitted  to 
entry  without  reenrd  to  their  character." 

May  I  say  in  i>assing  that  this  is  a  particularly  good  Illustra- 
tion of  the  kind  of  results  we  get  by  turning  decisions  of  this 
kind  over  to  a  bureau  s^ch  as  the  Bureau  of  Customs?  What- 
ever we  may  think  of  the  present  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
there  is  no  question  that  he  is  a  highly  cultured  and  highly 
enlightened  man.  When  a  work  of  one  of  the  l<*ading  writers 
of  tlie  day,  sent  to  one  of  ray  constituents  in  New  Mexico,  was 
barred  at  the  port  I  appealed  to  Mr.  Mellon  as  an  IndlviduaL 
I  wrote  him  a  personal  letter,  hoping  that  he  might  be  able  to 
provide  me  with  some  legal  means  of  letting  the  book  come 
through.  It  was  a  book  incidentally — Heaven  forbid  that  I 
should  mention  its  name!  It  may  be  unknown  to  most  of  the 
people  In  this  country.  But  on  account  of  Its  exclusion  by  the 
board  of  censors  it  is  going  to  be  published  next  month  by  an 
American  publisher.  In  the  meantime  I  do  not  want  to  Injure 
the  morals  of  any  American  dtlzen  so  I  rfiall  conceal  the  name 
except  to  say  that  It  Is  a  work  of  a  well  known  British  author. 

The  letter  which  I  received  fronr  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury and  which  was  signed  by  him  is  a  letter  which,  of  course, 
was  written  by  the  subordinate  clerk  who  happens  to  have 
charge  of  this  particular  matter  of  censorship.    I  believe  there 
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is  one  clerk  in  the  Bureau  of  Cutttoms  who  reads  all  of  the«e 
workja.  I  do  not  know  whether  hLu  morals  have  been  injured 
or  not.  [LauKbter.]  Certainly  if  there  is  anything  in  the 
theory  on  which  this  law  is  l>aiied  he  ou^ht  to  be  the  most 
wicked  man  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  He  spends  his  whole 
time  in  reading  alleged  or  su^ipeCted  immoral,  indecent,  and 
obscene  literature  to  decide  whether  or  not  it  should  be  allowed 
to  circulate  among  people  less  Intelligent  or  less  enlightened 
than  himself. 

Mr.  DILX..    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
jield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  Does  the  Senator  know  wliat  kind  of  a  cItU- 
aervice  exiimination  that  clerk  had  to  pass?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  CUTTINO.  I  am  afraid  I  can  not  enlighten  the  Senator. 
What  I  au»  trying  to  bring  out  Is  the  fact  that  an  in  other 
questions  where  we  leave  the  con.struction  of  the  regulation.^ 
to  a  ^utrardinate  clerk  in  a  department,  we  are  gradually  build- 
ing up  a  number  of  precedents  possibly  altogether  contrary  to 
the  spirit  of  the  law  originally  enacted,  and  as  those  precedents 
are  built  up  we  get  a  code;  we  get  a  body  of  doctrine  which 
we  ourseJves,  who  are  supposed  to  be  the  legislative  body  of 
the  country,  are  powerless  to  cope  with. 

Have  we  any  hopes  from  the  courts  against  this  sort  of 
thing?  Apparently  not.  I  have  been  able  to  get  only  a  few  of 
the  decisions  of  the  Customs  Court  to  whom  appeal  is  made 
from  the  decisions  of  the  Treasury  Department.  The  case  of 
W.  A.  (losline.  Jr.,  of  Cleveland,  came  before  Chief  Justice 
Fischer.     Briefs  for  counsel  for  the  plaintiff  said  there  waa — 

BO  tntlmony  before  tb«  court  of  any  kind  tbat  the  books  in  qnestlon 
were  obecene. 

It  was  held  that  oral  testimony  was — 

anneceMnry,  ■•  a  mere  cnnory  glance  tbroagta  the  volume  in  erldenco 
waa  suffltlent  to  convince  anyone  Uiat  tbey  abound  in  obscenity  of 
the  vilest  character. 

The  court  stated  that  It — 

could  not  view  with  patience  the  claim  that  the  work  is  a  literary 
clasaic  and  that  if  anytliing  It  was  a  masterpiece  of  utter  degeneracy. 

This  particular  case  applied  to  tJie  Memoirs  of  Casanova, 
which,  aa  moat  Senators  are  aware,  are  fairly  important  his- 
torical documents  and  can  he  purchased  in  any  book  store  in 
the  city  or  read  in  the  Congressional  Library  establiahed  under 
the  laws  of  the  United  States. 

Chief  Justice  Fiacher  again  rendered  an  opinion  on  The 
Golden  Asa  of  Lucius  Apuleius.  The  court  found  from  an 
examination  of  the  volume  that  "  the  subject  matter  is  revolt- 
Ingly  obscene."  This  was  one  of  the  first  novels  ever  written, 
a  book  of  exquisite  fancy  and  Imagination,  a  book  which  may 
have  a  few  pages  in  it  which  are  repugnant  to  modem  ideas, 
but  which  could  not  possibly  injure  any  individual  living  at  the 
present  time. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  CLTTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  have  seen  it  stated  in  print  that  some  of 
the  boolcs  of  Voltaire  have  been  excluded.  Has  the  Senator 
any  facts  in  regard  to  that  matter? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Yes,  indeed.  Candide.  a  book  which  has 
been  read  in  moat  of  the  public  schools  of  this  cotmtry,  waa 
excluded  for  a  period  of  time  by  some  customs  clerk.  I  believe 
it  has  been  since  taken  off  the  black  list. 

I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  only  case  so 
ter  as  I  could  find  where  the  courts  have  reversed  the  decision 
of  the  customs  clerk  who  banished  the  volume.  That  was  in  the 
case  of  a  t>ook  entitled  "  The  Well  of  Loneliness,"  a  book  which 
I  have  not  read  and  about  which  I  do  not  care  to  express  an 
opinion.  What  I  want  to  speak  about  is  the  ground  on  which 
the  opinion  of  the  court  was  delivered.  The  book  was  pro- 
tested, and  the  protest  was  sustained  by  Chief  Justice  Fischer, 
^ying.  "  We  have  not  found  one  word,  phrase,  sentence,  or 
paragraph  which  could  truthfully  be  pointed  out  aa  offensive  to 
modesty  and  tlecency." 

In  other  words,  the  test  is  made  as  to  whether  the  book  con- 
tains certain  words  or  phrases  or  paragraphs — not  the  general 
tendency  of  the  book.  If  the  decision  of  Chief  Justice  Fischer 
in  that  case  is  any  precedent,  I  submit  that  the  most  dangerous 
bofric  in  the  English  language  is  the  dictionary,  t)ecau8e  it  con- 
tains not  only  one  or  two  indecent  words,  but  it  contains 
them  all. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yleldl 
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Mr.  CUTTING.    Certainly. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  might  point  out  that  not  only  the  diction- 
aijT  should  be  excluded,  but  the  Bible  Itself  would  not  he  per- 
m  tted  to  be  circulated  under  that  decision. 

Mr.  CUTTINO.  Oh,  certainly  not,  Mr.  President.  I  under- 
St  md  there  are  a  great  many  people  who  are  deliberately  en- 
gaged now  in  expurgating  the  Bible,  and  certainly  if  we  adopt 
the  verbal  test  It  is  very  difficult  to  see  what  works  of  litera- 
ture would  be  allowed  to  pass  the  customs  officials. 

Mr.  l*resident,  the  obscenity  law  has  lieen  dilTerently  Inter- 
preted in  other  countries.     When  Lord  Chief  Justice  Campt)ell 

roduced  the  act  of  1857  in  the  British  House  of  Parliament 
made  it  clear  in  introducing  the  bill  that  It  was  to  apiriy 
"Exclusively  to  works  written  for  the  single  purpose  of  cor- 
rupting the  morals  of  youth,  and  of  a  nature  calculated  to  shock 
thp  common  feelings  of  decency  In  any  well-regulated  mind." 
other  words,  he  did  not,  as  is  the  case  with  the  decisions  in 
this  country,  base  the  law  on  the  ix)ssible  effect  on  the  young 
and  inexperienced,  but  struck  a  normal  average  of  humanity 
and  allowed  the  intelligent  to  receive  literature  which  possibly 
might  be  Injurious  to  some  particular  individual. 

it  was  only  a  few  years  after  that  speech  of  Lord  Campbell 
In  introducing  his  own  act  that  that  particular  act  was  inter- 
pr  ?ted  in  an  entirely  different  way  by  I^ord  Chief  Justice  Cock- 
burn,  who  said — and  this  is  the  test  which  has  been  applied  by 
onr  own  courts — 

rhe  test  of  obscenity  Is  this,  whether  the  tendency  of  the  matter 
chiirg^J  as  obscenity  is  to  deprave  and  corrupt  those  whose  minds  are 
op  in  to  such  immoral  Influences. 

That,  Mr.  President,  brings  the  people  of  the  country  down  to 
the  level  of  the  lowest  or  most  immature  members  of  the  com- 
m  inity,  members  that,  some  of  us  feel,  can  be  properly  safe- 
gi  arded  only  by  their  own  fumilies  or  by  the  local  laws  of  their 
pt  rticnlar  communities. 

Let  me  read  you  a  French  decision  which  is  interesting  in  this 
ccnnection.  Flaubert's  novel,  Madame  Bovary,  was  haled  be- 
fore the  court  in  the  middle  of  the  nineteenth  century,  and  the 
ccurt  ruled  that,  although  there  were  certain  passages  which 
m  ght  offend  decency,  "  these  reprehensible  passages  are  few  in 
number  when  compared  with  the  extent  of  the  whole  work.  The 
k  does  not  appear,  like  .«!ome,  to  have  been  written  for  the  sole 

iTJOse  of  satisfying  sexual  desires  and  the  spirit  of  license  and 
d^auch." 

thinic,  Mr.  President,  that  Is  a  far  fairer  interpretation  of  a 
statute  of  this  kind  than  the  interpretation  which  has  been 
aaopted  by  tlie  Court  of  Customs  and  some  of  our  other  Ameri- 
cap  courts. 

n  June  21,  1922,  there  was  decided  in  the  Federal  court  of 
Ciicinnatl  the  case  of  the  United  States  against  Kidd,  involving 
CO  )ies  of  Boccaccio  and  Kabelals.    Judge  Peck  said  in  effect : 

rhere  Is  no  question  in  my  mind  but  that  most  of  the  people  who 
bar  the  so-called  classics  buy  them  for  the  filth  that  is  in  them  rather 
tbm  for  their  literary  value.  If  they  bought  them  for  their  literary 
value  alone  an  expurgated  edition  would  do  equally  as  well  as  an  un- 
ex  }urgated  edition.  The  fact  that  there  ia  an  expurgated  edition  would 
inilicate  there  is  something  in  the  unexpurgated  edition  that  is  not  fit 
for  the  average  person  to  read.  Congress  in  its  wisdom  has  not  seen 
fit  to  except  from  the  rule  of  section  211  (U.  S.  Criminal  Code)  the 
so  called  classics. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  vield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yi?ld  to  the  Senator  from  WaahingtMi? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.    The  Senator  referred  to  French  and  English  deci- 
si(ins.    Are  they  decisions  under  the  laws  of  those  countries  re-  ' 
ferring  to  obscene  or  objectionable  literature  or  are  they  deci- 
sis «s  referring  to  Customs  Court  action  such  as  the  Senator  is 
di  jcussing? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  No;  they  are  dealing  with  obscene  literature. 
T  le  last  decision  I  read  was  an  American  decision  of  the  United 
States  court  at  Cincinnati. 

Mr.  DILL.  But  what  I  am  trying  to  get  clear  is  this :  Do  the 
customs  laws  of  other  countries  contain  i>rovislons  of  this  kind 
thit  have  been  interpreted?     Does  the  Senator  know  as  to  that? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  have  never  heard  of  any  such  laws.  The 
la  ys  of  certain  foreign  countries  carry  heavy  penalties  for  people 
pcblishing  and  distributing  obscene  literature,  and,  of  course, 
fo-  sending  such  literature  through  the  mails,  but  I  do  not  know 
as  to  the  customs  laws  of  those  countries  on  tliis  subject. 

tfr.  BRATTON.    Mr.  President,  will  mj'  colleague  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yi(  ^Id  to  his  colleague? 

di.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  BRATTON.  The  test,  howerer,  would  be  the  same  In 
either  case,  the  only  difference  being  the  form  in  which  the 
question  was  presented. 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  believe  it  would  be  exactly  the  same. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 
Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  want  to  call  attention,  however,  to  this  differ- 
ence, that  if  the  proceedings  are  under  a  law  covering  the  gen- 
eral subject  the  decision  would  be  made  by  the  judges  of  the 
court  In  the  first  instance,  in  reality,  while  in  this  country  the 
decisions  are  made  by  customs  clerks  and  bureaucratic  officials. 
That  ia  the  difference. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Yes ;  that  Is  quite  true ;  but  there  is  an  ap- 
peal from  the  decision  of  the  bureaucratic  ofl^cials  to  the  courts. 
Howe/er,  except  in  the  one  case  to  which  I  have  referred,  I 
do  not  know  of  any  case  in  the  country  where  the  Customs  Court 
has  ever  been  overruled.  I  think  such  an  occurrence  will  be  very 
rare.  Of  course  Senators  must  realize  it  is  only  in  a  compara- 
tively small  number  of  these  cases  that  anycme  takes  the 
trouble  to  ai^ieal.  It  is  expensive  to  do  so;  the  value  of  the 
books  which  are  being  imi)orted  amounts  to  very  little,  and  it 
Is  only  in  a  few  instances  that  we  have  any  definite  decisions 
of  the  courts,  whether  tlie  Customs  Court  or  the  district  courts. 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President ' 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  should  like  to  Inquire  of  the 
Senator  if  there  is  any  review  whatever  of  the  action  of  the 
customs  officials  in  adjudicating  a  book  to  be  obscene? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Oh,  yes,  Mr.  President,  when  books  which 
are  imported  are  declared  to  be  obscene  by  customs  clerks  and 
are  seized,  confiscated,  and  forfeited,  from  that  decision  there 
is  an  api>eal  to  the  United  States  district  court.  If  the  amount 
involved  is  over  a  thousand  dollars,  as  I  understand,  the  ap- 
peal goes  to  the  district  court  automatically.  I  will  ask  the 
Si'nator  from  Utah  to  correct  me  if  I  am  in  error  as  to  that. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     An  appeal  does  lie. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Yes;  and  if  the  amount  involved  is  more 
than  a  thousand  dollars  the  appeal  is  aut(Huatic,  but  if  it  is 
under  a  thousand  dollars,  as  I  understand,  the  provision  of 
section  60S  of  tlie  present  law  will  allow  an  appeal. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  is  in  consequence  of  appeals  of 
that  character  that  the  opinions  were  rendered  to  which  the 
Senator  has  called  our  attention? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Yes;  so  far  as  the  district  courts  are  con- 
cerned. Moat  of  the  opinions  which  I  have  quoted  are  those  of 
the  Customs  Court. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  this  ques- 
tion: The  Senator  has  criticized,  and  I  think  with  entire  jus- 
tice, some  of  the  opinions,  but  we  must  reijose  somewhere,  must 
we  not,  the  power  to  determine  whether  a  book  is  actually 
obscene  or  not,  and  where  can  we  repose  it  except  in  the  courts? 
Mr.  CUTTING.  I  appreciate  the  force  of  what  the  Senator 
says,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  question  of  whetlter  a  book 
is  obs^-ene  or  not  might  well  be  considered  a  questlcKi  of  fact 
rather  than  a  question  of  law,  and  that,  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  events,  it  should  he  decided  by  a  jury. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  could  be  accomplished,  could 
it  not.  by  making  it  a  penal  offense  to  import  books  of  this 
character,  or  the  other  materials  described  In  the  particular 
se<:-tion,  and  providing  for  their  being  impounded  pending  deter- 
mination? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    That  is  probably  so. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  I 
was  curious  to  know  whether  the  real  solution  of  the  matter 
would  not  be  an  amendment  to  the  provision  rather  than  its 
excision,  so  that  the  question  as  to  whetlier  a  book  is  obscene 
or  is  not  obscene  would  be  determined  in  the  usual  way  by  a 
court  and  a  jury.  We  mu.*it  repose  that  power  somewhere, 
because  everybody  agrees  that  a  book  confessedly  obscene  ought 
not  to  be  admitted,  and  the  only  difficulty  about  the  situation 
is  that  at  the  present  time  the  power  of  determination  is  placed 
under  the  customs  officers,  whose  opinion  about  the  matter  may 
be  open  to  objection,  and  tliat  it  is  subject  to  review  by  a  court 
without  a  jury. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
,ield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 
Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  The  vice  of  the  law  is  that  70  cases  out  of 
100.  and,  perhaps,  80  cases  out  of  100,  never  get  beyond  the 
customs  clerks. 


Mr.  CUTTING 

courtSL 

Mr.    SMOOT. 
there. 

Mr.  BORAH. 

Mr.  SMOOT. 


Probably  96  cases  out  of  100  nerer  reach  the 
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I  do  not  think  so. 

If  a  question  of  dollars  and  cents  it  InTolTed, 
there  is  the  ri^t  to  appeal  to  the  Customs  Court;  and  then 
after  decision  by  that  court  an  appeal  lies  to  the  district  court 
and  the  litigant  does  have  a  jury  there. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Btit  a  person  bringing  in  a  book,  or  half  a 
dozen  books,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned,  will  not  go  to  the 
trouble,  or.  if  so,  it  will  be  done  very  rarriy,  of  appealing  to 
the  Customs  Court.  A  right  to  do  so  exists,  but  I  have  been 
informed  that  perhaps  in  80  per  cent  of  the  cases  where  the 
books  are  refused  entry  there  is  no  appeal  at  alL 

Mr.  CUTTING.  If  I  may  interpose  a  word  there,  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Utah  is  wrong  in  saying  that  an  appeal  lies  from 
the  Customs  Court  to  the  district  court  I  do  not  believe  there 
is  any  such  appeal  under  the  present  law.  A  person  can  go 
directly  into  the  district  court  mi  the  question  of  confiscation, 
but  if  he  goes  into  the  Customs  Court  the  only  appeal  from 
that  court  is  to  the  Customs  Court  of  Appeals.  I  do  not  think 
a  jury  is  used  at  any  time  in  the  whole  process. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  party  can  go  there,  I  suppose,  in  case  of 
forfeitnre. 

Mr.  CUTTING.    In  forfeiture  proceedings,  I  imagine  he  can. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  And  he  can  go  there  no  matter  what  the  value 
involved  may  be;  even  if  only  one  book  may  be  involved,  the 
party  can  talce  the  case  to  the  Customs  Court. 

Mr.  BORAH.  He  may.  as  I  understand,  have  the  right  of 
appeal  even  in  the  case  of  a  cheap  edition  of  one  volume;  but 
the  fact  is,  as  a  practical  inropositlon,  those  who  may  be  inter- 
ested do  not  do  that.  A  book  is  seized  and  confiscated,  then 
the  matter  is  dropped,  for  the  reason  that  the  expense  and 
delay  of  appealing  to  the  United  States  Cnstoms  Court  is  some- 
thing that  the  ordinary  citizen  will  not  undergo. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  may  be  the  case ;  but  the  party,  none  the 
less,  has  the  right  to  go  there. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  CUTTINO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  Has  the  Senatco',  in  iiis  study  of  this  question, 
found  any  cases  where  boolcs  of  this  kind  ever  were  taken  to  a 
district  coiu*t  of  the  United  States  and  a  jury  allowed  to  pass 
on  the  question  involved? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that  mie  last  case 
from  which  I  quoted  was  from  the  district  court  in  CindnnatL 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  passed  on  by  a  jury  or  not,  but  I 
rather  assume  not 

Mr.  DILL.  There  are  extremely  few  of  them  tliat  ever  would 
be  passed  on  by  a  jury. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Very  few,  because  It  Is  very  seldom  worth 
while  to  go  to  the  expense  and  trouble  of  appealing  to  the  dis- 
trict court. 

Mr.  WHEBLBR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Uetico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  After  all,  it  is  not  a  question,  as  I  see  it, 
as  to  whether  or  not  a  man  can  appeal  to  the  court ;  but  it  is  a 
question  whether  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  thinks  that 
the  morals  of  the  people  of  this  country  are  going  to  be  corrupted 
be<'ause  a  few  pieces  of  literature  come  in  that,  in  many  in- 
stances, are  classics.  If  the  morals  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  are  so  easily  corrupted,  then  surely  the  keeping  out  of 
a  few  volumes  of  classics  and  works  of  that  kind  is  not  going 
to  save  them. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  The  Senator  has  struck  the  keynote  of  tlie 
whole  situation. 

I  should  like  to  suggest  that  cases  of  this  kind,  cases  where 
books  are  kept  out  under  censorship,  are,  to  a  large  extoit, 
analogous  to  the  injunction  process  in  labor  disputes,  aa  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Montana  is  very  much  better  informed 
than  am  I.  The  primary  purpose  of  legislation  of  this  diaracter 
is  to  prevent  something  being  done  before  it  has  been  done. 
Practically  every  State  In  the  Union  has  an  antlobscenity  law. 
The  publication,  the  circulation,  or  the  sale  of  obscene  litera- 
ture can  be  punislied  under  our  laws  at  the  present  time,  just 
as  acts  of  violence  can  be  punished. 

This  type  of  legislation  tries  to  keep  cases  from  a  jury  by 
barring  them  in  advance,  by  preventing  people  from  doing  some- 
thing which  might  possibly,  imder  some  circumstances,  lead  to 
a  violation  of  the  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield  to  the  Senator, 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  desire  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  every  State  of  the  Union  has  laws  against  tlie  sale  of 
opiam.  Does  not  the  Senator  think,  notwithstanding  the  States 
have  laws  prohibiting  the  sale  of  opium,  that  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  should  also  exclude  it  from  entry  Into  the 
United  States? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Oh,  yes.  Mr.  President;  I  think  they  have 
absolute  authority  to  do  so ;  and  in  the  case  of  opium,  which  is 
a  substance  which  is  easily  traceable  and  discernible  and  can 
be  analyzed  and  tested,  the  United  States  certainly  should  help 
in  the  enforcement  of  the  law.  We  are  dealing  here  with 
something  which  is  entirely  indefinite.  Tliere  Is  no  authoritative 
test  of  obscenity.  There  is  no  definition  of  it  which  all  of  us 
sitting  here  in  this  Chamber  would  agree  to.  It  is  one  of  the 
vugiiest  words  in  the  English  language. 

Mr.  DILL,     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield  to  the  Swiator. 

Mr.  DILL.  In  connection  with  what  the  Senator  from  Utah 
suggests,  I  want  to  call  attentiwi  to  the  fact  that  the  Senator 
has  dfed  a  number  of  books  which  are  forbidden  entry  into  the 
country,  but  those  very  books  circulate  in  our  libraries,  and  are 
on  the  bookshelves,  and  are  in  the  stores,  and  can  be  purchased 
everywhere,  showing  that  under  the  laws  of  obscenity  they  are 
not  forbidden  but  under  the  mlee  of  some  customs  clerk  they 
are  forbidden. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  It  would  seem  to  be  equally  important  to 
detect  them  whether  they  are  circulated  internally  or  whether 
they  come  in  from  the  outside. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yhld  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  CITTTINO.     I  do. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  there  is 
any  provision  in  the  section  which  the  Senator  has  moved  to 
strike  out  providing  for  an  appeal  to  the  district  courts? 
Under  the  present  law  I  understand  there  is  such  a  provision ; 
but  that  was  stricken  out  in  the  House  and  left  out  by  the 
Senate  committee,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  CITTTINO.  My  impression,  Mr.  President,  Is  that  there 
is  still  an  appeal  to  the  district  courts  on  questions  of  for- 
feiture. I  am  not  a  lawyer,  and  I  find  it  dlfDcuit  to  discuss 
these  matters ;  but  If  the  Senator  will  read  sections  608  and  the 
following  sections,  1  think  be  will  see  tliat  that  covers  the 
matter. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Sections  608.  009,  and  610,  beflnnlng  at  the 
bottom  of  page  M2  and  going  over  to  page  464. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Yes;  that  is  quite  right.  That  Is  the  part 
of  the  bill  to  which  1  refer.  In  other  words.  If  the  value  is 
over  fl.OOO.  there  la  an  automatic  appeal  to  the  district  court. 
If  It  is  under  fl.OOU,  there  are  certain  processes  which  will 
bring  It  to  the  district  court.  I  think  there  is  always  that 
appeal,  but  it  la  one  that  from  the  nature  of  the  case  is  very 
seldom  indulged  In, 

Mr.  TYDINGS,     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TTDINGS.  In  the  case  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
Utah  the  facta  are  entirely  different 

In  the  first  place,  everybody  recognises  that  opium  is  a  thing 
ihkt  has  a  great  deal  of  evil  in  it,  a  great  deal  of  room  for  harm, 
and  the  experts  In  medicine  have  so  decreed. 

In  the  case  we  have  before  us  the  experts  should  be  learned 
men  who  know  when  literature  is  good  or  bad,  or  who.  for 
example,  are  able  to  read  the  Spanish  books  which  come  Into 
the  country ;  bat  there  the  decision  is  made  not  by  experts  but, 
as  the  Senator  says,  by  customs  clerks  who  prot>ably  know  noth- 
ing about  the  books,  and  are  not  in  position  to  Judge  well 
whether  they  are  or  are  not  obscene.  There  Is  no  connection 
at  all  between  opium  and  a  book. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  They  are  men  who  are  not  employed  as 
experts  in  this  liue  of  work. 

Mr.  BARKLBY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  do. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Are  there  not  expert  linguists  in  the  Cus- 
toms Service  who  can  read  these  Spanish  and  French  and 
Italian  books  to  determine  whether  or  not  they  are  obscene? 
Certainly  no  ignorant  person  would  be  put  on  as  inspector  of 
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Si  anish,  Italian,  or  French  books.    He  must  be  able  to  read  the 
be  ok  in  order  to  determine  something  about  its  character. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  I  am  afraid  I  can  not  guar- 
ai  tee  that  at  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  does  not  intend  to  leave  the 
iuipression  that  the  Government  has  a  lot  of  men  employed  in 
ths  Customs  Service  to  Inspect  these  books  printed  in  foreign 
languages  who  can  not  even  read  the  language,  does  he? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  did  not  mean  to  go  into  tliat  matter  at  all, 
bi  t  if  the  Senator  will  come  around  to  my  (>flk-e  I  can  show  liim 
a  great  many  copies  of  translations  made  by  various  bureaus 
fDm  the  Spanish  into  the  English  language  which  are  totally 
incorrect  from  start  to  finish. 

Mr.  BARKLICY.  Of  course,  I  should  have  to  take  the  Sen- 
ator's word  as  to  the  correctness  of  the  Spanish  translation.  I 
should  have  to  rely  entirely  on  the  Senator's  version. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  The  Senator  can  rely  on  the  dictionary,  so 
far  as  that  is  concerned.  I  do  not  want  to  guarantee  the  ac- 
curacy of  the  readers  in  the  Bureau  of  Custom.s  or  any  other 
b\:  reau  of  the  United  States  Government,  because  I  know  that 
in  many  cases  the  translations  are  absolutely  Inaccurate. 

Mr.  President,  I  did  not  intend  to  take  so  much  time  with  the 
diH^ussion  of  this  matter,  the  interpretation  of  the  obscenity 
la  V :  but  it  is  quite  obvious,  even  from  what  little  I  have  quoted 
ard  read,  that  there  are  two  entirely  incon^iiruous  Ideas  of  wliat 
coistitutes  obscenity.  One  is  the  idea  that  i^omething  is  o!)scene 
w  dch  has  the  capacity  to  shook  a  sensitive  mind ;  and  that  is 
thf  interpretation  which  is  carried  out  in  these  decisions  about 
wi>rds  and  phrases  and  sentences. 

The  other  Idea  of  obscenity  is  that  it  is  something  which  has 
a  Reneral  tendency  to  corrupt  public  morals.  I  submit  that  the 
tv  o  things  are  utterly  incongruous.  The  more  a  book  tends  to 
slock  an  individual,  the  less  apt  it  is  to  do  him  any  damage. 
II  It  shocks  him  enough,  he  will  throw  It  in  the  fire  or  the 
wistebasket,  and  It  will  not  damage  his  morals  at  all.  The 
btoks  which  are  apt  to  do  a  man  hann  are  books  which  do  not 
si  ock  him,  but  which  in  various  insidious  ways  may  tempt  him 
on  to  read  a  little  further  from  page  to  page,  and  in  the  long 
n  <n  may  undermine  the  whole  moral  flt)er  of  his  being. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  and  Mr.  NORRIS  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
lc>  yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  CUTTINXJ.     I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  may  not  the  effect  of  this 
deleterious  literature  be  somewhat  similar  to  the  effect  of 
ni  rcotic  drugs?  It  may  shock  the  reader  or  the  victim  at  first, 
bit  after  a  while  It  does  not  shock  him,  because  he  has  become 
so  accustomed  to  it  that  no  sort  of  injurious  literature  or  drug, 
el  her,  could  give  a  very  serious  shock  to  a  man  who  was  inter- 
es  :ed  either  in  reading  it  or  taking  it. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  claim  to  be  an 
ai  thorlty  on  that  subject.  Judging  from  the  decisions  of  the 
CTStoms  clerks  and  the  courts  which  are  apt  to  pass  on  those 
til  Ings.  I  think  they  are  getting  more  and  more  sensitive  as  time 
g^tes  on,  and  barring  out  more  and  more  books  of  this  sort. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
Ic)  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  do. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator,  in  his  answer, 
hi  8  really  made  the  suggestion  that  I  was  about  to  make.  A 
w  lile  ago  attention  was  called  to  the  fact  that  there  was  one 
cl'rk  down  here  who  never  read  anything  but  the  alleged 
ol  scene  literature.  If  the  theory  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky is  right,  that  man  would  let  everything  In  by  this  time. 
Ii  stead  of  that,  he  is  keeping  everything  out.  He  gets  worse 
inptead  of  better. 

He  is  still,  apparently,  a  healthy  member  of 


Mr.  CUTTING. 
8C  clety. 

Mr.  BARKT.EY. 

deleterious  matter 
d<  wn  he  pulls  up. 
Mr.  CUTTING. 


Perhaps  as  his  shockability  decreases,  the 
in  the  books  Increases,  so  that  as  It  pulls 


The  Senator  will  remember  that  they  are 
at  under  a  heavy  penalty  to  keep  out  anything  that  may  be 
d<  leterlous. 

Mr.  President,  the  fundamental  trouble  in  this  whole  thing 
is  that  we  can  not  say  what  is  decent  and  what  is  Indecent 
N)  human  being  is  infallible  in  those  respects.  Every  genera- 
tlm  and  every  century  changes  its  standards  of  decency,  and 
e\  en  of  morality. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  want  the  Senator's  statement  to  re- 
fl<  ct  upon  a  man  whom  I  know,  and  I  am  quite  sure  the  Senator 
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does  not  A  prominent  official  of  the  Treasury  Department 
passes  on  those  Inx^ks.  I  know  that  he  does  a  great  deal  of  other 
work  besides  pas.sing  on  obscene  books ;  and  I  did  not  want  the 
impres-sion  to  go  out  that  all  that  he  does  down  here  is  to 
deal  with  obscene  books,  because  if  I  want  any  information 
along  any  other  line  he  gives  it  to  me.  I  know  he  is  one  of 
the  very,  very  splendid  men  in  the  department,  and  this  work 
has  not  corrupted  him  perceptibly. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President  I  certainly  did  not  want  to 
reflect  on  the  gentleman  to  whom  the  Senator  refers;  but, 
really,  if  he  does  a  great  deal  more  besides  reading  739  immoral 
books  which  he  has  ruled  out  of  the  country — and  I  suppose 
he  reads  a  number  of  books  which  he  has  decided  were  perfectly 
fit  to  be  Introduced  into  this  country — I  think  he  must  be 
one  of  the  most  hard-working  officials  the  Government  has  ever 
seen.  I  did  not  mean  to  reflect  on  him,  Mr.  President  I  meant 
to  give  him  the  highest  encomium  for  his  industry  and  efficiency. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President— 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  D«jes  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  do. 

Mr.  NOIiRIS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
if  this  gentleman  reads  all  of  this  obscene  literature  and  still 
is  such  a  fine,  moral  gentleman  notwithstanding  that,  what  is 
the  use  of  keeping  out  the  stuff?  Why  not  let  everybody  have 
It,  and  then  we  will  all  be  good? 

Mr.  TYDINGS  and  Mr.  BARKLEY  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Docs  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom  ? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  inquire,  if 
some  one  here  can  give  me  the  information,  whether  this  gen- 
tleman needs  any  help  in  reading  these  books,  so  that  they  can 
be  properly  excluded? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Utah  can  enlighten 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  on  that  point 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  did  not  know  what  the  ques- 
tion was  asked  for.  When  the  Senator  began  it  I  was  wondering 
whether  he  was  going  to  seek  the  position  himself.  [Laughter.] 
But  I  can  not  say,  Mr.  President,  whether  this  Trea.sury  official 
needs  any  assistance  or  not.  The  books  that  he  does  read,  how- 
ever, I  want  to  say,  are  the  books  that  come  to  the  ports  and 
there  is  a  question  made  as  to  their  admissibility,  and  he  reads 
those  books  for  the  purpose  of  passing  upon  the  matter;  that 
is  all. 

Mr,  FESS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  CTTTTING.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  desire  to  suggest  to  the  J^entitor  from  New 
Mexico  that  it  may  not  be  necessary  to  read  an  entire  book  in 
order  to  find  that  it  is  an  unfit  book. 

That  reminds  me,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me.  of  what 
Walter  Page  did  when  he  was  editor  of  the  World's  Work.  He 
received  several  manuscripts  for  publication  from  an  individual. 
He  returned  them  from  time  to  time  saying.  "Thank  you  for 
your  manuscript,  but  it  is  not  quite  suitable  for  this  publication." 
So  the  lady  pasted  two  pages  together  and  sent  another  manu- 
script to  him  to  see  whether  or  not  he  really  would  read  it,  and 
when  the  manuscript  came  back  with  the  same  kind  of  letter  it 
offended  her.  and  she  wrote  to  Mr.  Page  taking  him  down  be- 
cause he  said  he  had  appreciated  the  manuscript  but  had  not 
read  it.  which  was  i)roved  by  his  not  having  separated  the  pages. 
Mf.  Page  wrote  back : 

DBAS  Madam  :  When  I  order  two  eggs  for  breakfast  I  do  not  have  to 
eat  both  of  them  to  find  that  thejr  are  bad. 

[laughter.] 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  I  appreciate  the  Senator's 
contribution  to  the  discussion ;  but  I  think,  in  the  case  of  a 
work  of  literature,  it  is  very  difficult  to  judge  any  work  by 
sentences  or  imragraphs  or  pages.  The  Senator  probably  will 
remember  the  man  who  endeavored  to  prove  from  the  Apostle's 
Creetl  that  "  Pontius  Pilate  was  crucified."  I  hope,  for  his  own 
sake,  that  the  gentleman  to  whom  the  Senator  from  Utah 
referred  has  not  read  the  whole  of  these  books,  but  only  a 
sentence  here  and  there  which  has  Induced  him  to  throw  them 
out;  but  that  is  hardly  a  fair  way  of  judging  the  literature 
whi<*  the  American  people  ought  to  be  entitled  to  read.  It  may 
be  a  fair  way  of  judging  manuscripts  for  publication. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  again? 

Mr.  (n'TTING.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  do  not  want  the  Senator  to  conclude,  from  the 
levity  of  the  illustration  I  gave,  that  I  am  depreciating  In  the 
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slightest  d^ree  the  strong  case  he  is  making.  I  am  impriased 
with  what  he  is  saying.  I  did  want  to  protect  this  gentle- 
man who  read  700  books.  It  might  not  have  been  necessary 
for  him  to  read  the  whole  of  a  book  in  order  to  find  that  thQ 
book  was  not  good, 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  appreciate  that.  I  am  making  no  attack 
on  this  gentleman. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President  If  the  Senator  will  yield,  am  I 
correct  in  inferring  that  what  the  Senator  is  insisting  on  la 
that  each  State  should  be  permitted  to  determine  foi'  itself 
what  books  its  people  might  read,  rather  than  have  that  deter- 
mined by  a  customs  collector? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Yes;  that  is  exactly  my  point- 
Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  jield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  was  going  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  would 
like  to  have  an  executive  session  this  evening.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  would  like  to  go  ahead  In  the  morning  or  finish  this 
evening. 

Mr.  CUTTING,     I  shall  not  be  able  to  finish  this  evening. 

Mr.  BORAH.     That  is  what  I  had  supposed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  that 
when  tlie  Senate  concludes  its  business  to-day  it  shall  take  a 
recess  until  11  o'clock  to-morrow. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

EXECtJnVK  SESSION 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consid- 
eration of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business  in  open  session. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Reports  of  committees  are  in  order. 

POST-OFFICE  IfOlCINATIOHS 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  From  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Poet 
Roads  I  report  favorably  certain  nominations  for  postmasters 
for  the  calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tliey  will  go  to  the  calendar.  Are 
there  further  reports  of  committees?  If  not,  the  calendar  is  in 
order. 

The  legislative  clerk  iN*oceeded  to  read  the  nominations  of 
sundry  postmasters. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  I  move  that  the  nominations  of  the  postmas- 
ters be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nominations 
will  be  confirmed  en  bloc  and  the  President  wiU  be  notified. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Is  Mr.  Guggenheim's  name  on  the  calendar? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    It  1b  on  the  calendar. 

THE   JVDICIABT 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Wilbiim  P. 
Hughes  to  be  United  States  attorney,  southern  district  of 
Florida. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objectioo.  the  nomination 
is  confirmed  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

ORDKB  OF  BUSINESS  ON   THE  CALENDAS 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Presidoit,  from  what  la 
the  clerk  reading? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     He  is  reading  from  the  calendar. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  would  like  to  inquire  if 
an^'one  knows  why  the  order  generally  pursued  in  the  printing 
of  the  calendar  has  been  departed  from?  Usoally  diplomatic 
nominations  and  judicial  nominations  precede  those  of  postmas- 
ters. I  suggest  that  whoever  has  charge  of  the  calendar  see  to  it 
that  that  order  is  adhered  to.  For  instance,  an  important 
diiriomatic  nomination,  that  of  ambassador  to  Cuba,  is  fooud 
at  the  foot  of  the  calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  is  advised  by  the  clerk 
that  that  is  done  because  the  reports  are  made  in  open  session, 
and  they  are  put  on  the  calendar  on  the  day  on  which  they  are 
received.  The  Chair  thinks  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  Is  a  good  one. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Certainly,  important  nomina- 
tions ought  to  be  in  a  reasonably  conspicuous  iriace  on  the 
calMidar. 

DIPLOMATIC   AND  FOBKIGN    SBBVIOB 

The  legislative  clerk  read  tlie  nomination  of  Harry  F.  Guggen- 
heim to  be  ambassador  extraordinary  and  plenipotentiary  to 
Cuba. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nomination 
is  confirmed  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 


i 


1 1 


z' 


4440 


CONGRESSIONAL  RE 


BBCPM 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  more  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until 
to-morrow  at  11  o'clock,  under  the  nnanlmous-consent  agree- 
ment. ,  ,    .        , 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  4  ododc  and 
60  minntes  p.  m.),  under  the  order  prevlonsly  entered,  took  a 
recess  on  til  to-morrow,  Friday,  October  11,  1929,  at  11  o'dock 
a.  m. 

CONTIRMATIONS 
Bxecutire  nomifuttiont  confirmed  by  the  Senate  October  10  (leg- 
islative day  of  September  SO),  1929 

AmBAS8AIM»  EXTKAOBDIKABT  AUD  PlXMIFOrXNUABT 

Harry  F.  Guggenheim  to  Cuba. 

UimxD  Statxs  ATToawrr 
Wilbum  P.  Hughes,  southern  district  of  Florida. 

POSTUASTKRS 
AKKANSA0 

Collis  E.  Key,  Fopema'i. 

CAurcaanA  . 
Susie  K.  Smith,  Mecca. 

FLOKIDA 

Milton  E.  Clark,  Pensacola. 

fiBOBOIA 

Sara  EL  Moeeley,  Lyons. 

HAWAII 

Jose  Gomes,  Hanapepe. 

JXUHOIB 

Peter  R.  Main,  Gibson  City. 
Wilbur  C.  Welty,  Hoopeston. 
Frank  W.  Harris,  Macomb. 
William  T.  Beekman.  Petersburg. 
William  A.  Denn,  Stewardson. 

IOWA 

Robert  O.  Knox,  Cherokee. 
Charles  B.  Comic,  Mount  Union. 
William  O.  Stephenson.  Pleasantville. 

KANSAS 

Frank  M.  Dieter.  Oak  HUL 

LOUISIANA 

Rnby  M.  Ivey,  Benton. 

Kada  McD.  Modisette,  Jennings. 

William  L.  Brown,  Lecompte. 

UICHIOAIT 

Myron  W.  Mills,  MarysvlUe. 

ifississrppi 

Jerry  M.  Reynolds,  Meadville 
Charley  D.  Bell,  Walnut. 

KISSOCXI 

John  A.  Mills,  Jonesbvrg. 
Herbert  L.  Raines.  Maryrille. 
Claude  R.  Sdway,  WiUiamstown. 

MONTAKA 

Artltor  O.  Kline,  Polytedinlc. 

KKW  jntSKT 

John  O.  DeBann,  Saddle  River. 

IfCW  KZXIOO 

Nettie  M.  Lodge,  Omarron. 
Mary  E.  Oberg,  Endno. 
Joee  D.  Roybal.  Penasca 
CliarleB  8.  Earickson.  Tererra 

raw  Towc 
William  Brown,  LIbertj. 

NOBTH  UAKOTA 

Naomi  N.  Prindlrille.  Rutland. 

OHIO 

John  J.  AsalUon,  DQlooTale. 

Jules  C.  Lnyten,  Indianola. 
Margaret  M.  CaUahan,  Qlen  MUla. 
Thmnas  J.  Devon.  Moyian. 
Sylvia  H.  dtrry.  Whitaker. 
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BOTTTH  DAKOTA 

Aijdrew  J.  Bakken,  Astoria. 
M  nnle  Wllliama,  Fort  Meade. 
M  try  E.  Rounds,  Interior. 
AKred  Christenaon,  Renner. 

TEXAS 

Lcuis  O.  Muenzler,  New  Ulm. 
Miiggie  Hannum,  Chriatoral. 
EHtuer  G.  Wright,  Kress. 
Ltcile  R.  Ryon,  Seadrift 

UTAH 

Jclin  L.  Sevy,  jr.,  Richfield. 

vmoiNiA 
Ghdys  Mitdiell,  Natural  Bridge. 

WEST  VIBGINIA 

Homer  W.  Bailey.  Ashland. 
M  iry  D.  Dye,  Cleiidenin. 
William  S.  Thomas,  Glen  Rogei-s. 
s^ncy  Ridenour,  Ridgeley. 

WISCONSIW 

Jciseph  O.  Goff,  BristoL 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thxjbsdat,  October  10,  1929 

-^  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order  by 
Clerk,  Hon.  William  Tyler  Page,  who  read  the  following 
compiunication  from  the  Speaker: 

OCTOBB  10,  1920. 
The  CunK  OF  thb  Houss  of  Repkesentatitss  : 

I  hereby  desisnate  the  Hon.  John  Q.  TitsoN  ab  Speaker  pro  tempore 

for  ihlt  day. 

Nicholas  Lonowosth, 
Bpeaker  Houae  of  Repre»«Htattve». 

&I  r.  TILSON  took  the  chair  as  Speaker  pro  tempore, 
T  le  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     The  Chaplain  will  offer  prayer. 
^  le  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
following  prayer: 


the 

^  L<nd,  our  God,  may  we  not  relax  the  firmness  and  tl»e  force 
of  0  ar  Immortal  souls ;  may  every  drcomstance  be  borne  in  tlie 
temjer  of  serene  mastery.  With  a  deep  recognition  of  our 
reltflon  to  Thee,  help  us  to  attain  the  consciousness  of  Thy 
glortous  presence  in  our  daily  lives.  Only  in  fellowship  with 
Thcfe  do  we  realize  the  dignity  and  the  power  which  defy  vids- 
sltndes.  O  Father  of  us  all,  in  this  solemn  stillness  as  we  pray 
do  fThou  forgive  us.  May  we  leave  this  Chamber  better  men; 
the*  our  prayer  will  have  been  answered  and  unto  Thee  will 
be  Raises  fmrever.    Amen. 

le  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  October  7,  1929, 
wn^  read  and  approved. 

ADJOrSNMCNT 

itr.  HADLEY.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 

adj  >um. 
1  he  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  accordingly  (at  12  o  clock  and 
minutes  p.  m.)   the  House,  under  House  Resolution  No.  54. 

adjourned  unUi  Monday,  October  14,  1929,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  BTTC. 
dnder  danse  2  of  Rule  XXIV.  executive  communications  were 
tak  m  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows : 

6).  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  transmitting  report 
froin  the  Chief  of  Engineers  on  preliminary  examination  and 
survey  of  Far  Creek,  N.  C,  from  Pamlico  Sound  to  Engelhard 
Doc.  No.  112)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors 
ordered  to  be  printed,  with  illnst rations. 
A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  report 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  on  preliminary  examination   of 
:laa  Bay,  Hyde  County,  N.  C. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers 
Hartxnrs. 

,  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  n'port 
tlie  Chief  of  Engineers  on  preliminary  examination  of  the 
ite  River,  La.,  above  the  mouth  of  Bayou  Manchac  to  its 
luence  with  the  Comite  River;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers 
Harbors, 
flh.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmitting 
drs  ft  of  a  proposed  hill  to  amend  section  1  of  the  act  of  Febru- 
ary 14,  1927,  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Na  Tf  to  accept  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  title  in  fee  simple 
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to  a  certain  strip  of  land  and  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across 
Archers  Creek  in  South  Carolina  " ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affair:!^. 

PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  rewlutions 
were  iiitro4luce<i  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

Ry  Mr.  CRAIL :  A  bill  (II.  R.  4574)  to  provide  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  two  additional  judges  of  the  District  Court  of  the 
Unite<l  States  for  the  Southern  District  of  California;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Ry  Mr.  IIICKEY  :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4575)  providing  for  the  prepa- 
ration and  distribution  of  a  pamphlet  commemorating  the  two 
hunilred  and  fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  landing  of  Rene  Robert 
Cavelier  Sieur  <le  Ia  Salle  on  the  soil  of  St.  Joseph  County, 
Ind. ;  to  the  ('ommlttee  on  the  Library. 

By  Mr.  HOUSTON  of  Hawaii:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4576)  to  amend 
the  Hawaiian  organic  act,  as  anjeude<i ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Territories. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII.  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  intro(luce<l  and  severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  AYRES:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4577)  granting  a  pension  to 
Eva  Yost ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BACHMAXN :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4578)  granting  a  pension 
to  Charles  E.  Conner:  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

ALSO,  a  bill  (H.  R  45791  granting  an  increiise  of  pension  to 
Jeannett  Fortney;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Alst».  a  bill  (H.  R.  4580)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Ella  P.  Long;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4581)  granting  an  increase  of  i)ension  to 
Sanih  J.  Courtney;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen.sions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4582)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Margaret  Nolan  ;  to  the  (Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4583)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Virginia  Riley ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  ( H.  R.  4584)  granting  a  pension  to  Edson  G.  Hine; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4585)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Julia  E.  Rogers ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4586)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  B.  Harris;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BOWMAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4587)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Marj-  A.  Shell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  BOYLAN:  A  bill  (H.  R  4588)  for  the  relief  of 
Charles  L.  Chaffee :  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  CAMPBELL  of  Penn.sylvania :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4589) 
granting  a  pension  to  Jane  Knapp;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CXXIHRAN  of  Missouri:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4590)  for  the 
relief  of  Arthur  W.  Adams;  U)  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affiiirs. 

By  Mr.  DOWELL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4591)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Julia  M.  Maun;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

AK'Jo.  a  hill  (H.  R.  4592)  granting  a  pension  to  Silas  Taft ;  to 
the  (-ommittee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4593)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Ida  LuUi  Boyd  Cornick ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Alst>.  a  bill  (H.  R.  4594)  granting  a  i)ension  to  Thomas  F. 
Conrad ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  EVANS  of  Montana :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4595)  for  the  relief 
of  Maurice  J.  OLeary ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  FITZOBRALD :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4596)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Florence  Larkins ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen.sions. 

By  Mr.  GREENWOOD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4597)  granting  an  in- 
crea.se  of  pension  to  Arthur  L.  Brown ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HADLKY :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4598)  for  tlie  relief  of  John 
W.  kuox;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HARDY:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4599)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Sarah  A.  Thompson ;  to  the  C^mimittee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HICKEY :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4600)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  t(»  Florence  A.  Warrington ;  to  tlie  Committee  on  In- 
valid Pen.sions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4601)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Maria  lioy :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JENKLNS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4602)  granting  a  pension  to 
Mamie  Lewis;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ALSO,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4603)  granting  an  increa.se  of  pension  to 
licvorah  Hawkins;  to  the  ('ommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LEAVITT :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4604)  to  provide  for  the 
recording  of  the  Indian  sign  language  through  the  Instrumen- 


tality of  Maj.  Gen.  Hugh  L.  Scott,  retired,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  McFADDEN :  A  bill  (H.  R  460fi)  for  the  relief  of 
Oliver  G.  Johnson ;  to  the  Coimnittee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MOREHBAD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4606)  granting  a  pension 
to  Pearl  Rounds ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensionj*. 

By  Mr.  PALMER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4607)  granting  a  pension  to 
Judea  Mercer;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr  ROMJUE:  A  bill  (H.  R  4608)  granting  a  pension  to 
George  W.  Dodson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

By  Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4009)  for  the 
relief  of  Marv  Kwiatkowski ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  SHORT  of  Missouri:  A  bill  (H.  R  4610)  granting  a 
pension  to  Nancy  L.  Little;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  THURSTON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4611)  granting  a  pension 
to  Harriet  A.  Clawson  ;  to  the  CcMumlttee  on  Invalid  Pen8i<ms. 

By  Mr.  VESTAL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4612)  granting  a  pension  to 
Banny  Asbury ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII.  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerks  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

747.  By  Mr.  FITZPATRICK :  Petition  signed  by  physicians, 
surgeons,  dentists,  and  lawyers  of  the  city  of  Mount  Vernon, 
N.  Y.,  requesting  Immediate  action  on  Senate  bills  477  and  476, 
increasing  pension  to  Spanish  and  Civil  War  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

748.  Also,  petition  signed  by  residents  of  Bronx  and  West- 
chester Counties,  N.  Y.,  favoring  an  Increase  In  pension  for  the 
veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  the  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

749.  By  Mr.  PALMER :  Petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Lincoln, 
Mo.,  favoring  Increase  of  jiensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  the 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


SENATE 

Friday,  October  11,  1929 

{Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  SO.  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

SERVICE  OF  SOUTH  CABOUSIAKB  IN  THB  WCALD  WAK 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  I  made  a  statement 
which  I  wanted  to  appear  In  the  Conobessional  Record.  I  was 
very  anxious  that  it  should  ai>pear  there.  I  was  also  very  anx- 
ious that  the  list  which  I  presented  and  a  short  history  con- 
nected with  it  should  appear  in  the  Recobo  also.  I  notice  this 
morning  that  neither  the  statement  nor  the  list  appears  in  the 
Record.  I  now  present  the  statement  as  I  made  it  on  yesterday, 
accompanied  by  the  list.  I  ask  that  the  statement  be  placed  in 
the  CoNOBESSiONAL  RECORD  of  to-day's  proceedings,  and  I  ask 
that  the  list  of  South  Carolina  soldiers  and  marines  who  died 
In  tlie  World  War  and  are  buried  in  Europe  be  likewise  pub- 
lished. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  state- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  will  be  printed  in  the 
Record.     The  Chair  hears  no  objection,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  on  yesterday  I  asked  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  certain  data  in  ref- 
erence to  men  and  officers  from  South  Carolina  who  8er\'ed  in 
the  Navy  and  Marine  Corps  during  the  World  War. 

I  now  reiiuest  permission  to  have  printed  in  the  Rexxwd  a 
letter  from  Hon.  James  W.  Good,  Secretary  of  War,  a  short 
article  headed  "  South  Carolina  in  the  World  War  " ;  an  article 
entitled  "  Key  to  Permanent  American  Cemeteries  in  Europe," 
and  a  ILst  of  deceased  service  men  from  South  Carolina  Interred 
in  permanent  cemeteries  in  Europe. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Wak  Depaktmemt, 
WathiHffton,  October  7,  19t$. 
Hob.  Cole  L.  Blkase, 

United  81ate»  BetMte. 
Dkak  Se.vatob  Blkask  :  With  reference  to  your  letters  of  September 
20,  1920,  and-  October  1,  1929,  I  am  Inclosing  a  list  vetting  forth  the 
names,  orKanlzationH,  and  places  of  barial  of  members  of  the  American 
forces  enliated  from  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  whose  remains  are 
now  interred  in  the  cemeteries  of  Europe,  together  with  a  brief  state- 
ment concerning  the  participation  of  South  Carolina  in  the  Army  dur- 
ing the  period  of  the  World  War. 
Sincerely  yours, 

James  W.  Good,  Secretary  vf  War. 
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■Omr  CABOUNA  T»  TH»  WOBI©  WA« 
Tbe  ant  ontanlMtlon  from  South  Carolina  to  entrr  the  Federal 
BfTTict  dBring  th«  World  War  was  the  First  Bonth  Carolina  iBfantrj. 
which  reported  for  aerrice  on  April  12.  1917.  Tbe  other  National  Guard 
nnlti  of  this  State  reported  for  service  on  July  25.  1917,  and  the  entire 
National  Guard  of  all  of  the  States  was  drafted  on  August  5,  1917. 

When  tbe  Thirtieth  Dlvlalon  was  organised  at  Camp  Sevier  the  First 
Regiment  of  Infantry.  Sooth  Carolina  National  Guard,  became  the  One 
hundred  and  eighteenth  Regiment  of  Infantry.  The  Second  Regiment 
of  Infantry,  South  Carolina  National  Guard,  was  broken  up  and  Its  ele- 
nents  formed  parts  of  the  One  hundred  and  fifth  Train  Headquarter! 
and  Military  PoUce,  One  hundred  and  fifth  Ammunition  Train,  One 
hundred  and  fifth  Supply  Train,  and  One  hundred  and  thirteenth  Ma- 
chine Gan  Battalion.  The  band  became  a  part  of  the  Three  hundred 
and  eighteenth  Field  Artillery.  Eighty-first  Division.  Troop  A.  Cavalry, 
South  Carolina  National  Guard,  became  the  Headquarters  Troop  of  the 
ThlrUeth  Division,  and  Field  Hospital  1.  South  Carolina  National  Guard, 
became  Field  UospiUl  119,  One  hundred  and  fifth  Sanitary  Train,  Tblr 
tleth  Division.  The  First  Battalion  of  Engineers  was  selected  as  South 
Carolina's  contribution  to  the  Forty-second  (Rainbow)  Division  and  it 
became  a  part  of  the  One  hundred  and  seventeenth  Regiment  of  En- 
gineers. The  five  Coast  Artillery  companies  of  the  South  Carolina 
National  Guard  became  the  Strth,  Seventh,  Eighth,  Ninth,  and  Tenth 
Companies.  Coast  Defenaea  of  Charleston.  A  number  of  these  meo  sub- 
sequently served  in  the  Slity-flrst  and  Seventy-fifth  Regiments  of  Const 
ArtUlery  Corps. 

When  the  first  call  for  men  waa  made  under  the  selective  service  law 
in  September,  1917,  the  quota  from  South  Carolina  was  sent  to  Camp 
Jackson,  where  the  Eighty-first  Division  was  organized  from  men  from 
North  Carolina.  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee. 

The  elements  of  the  Thirtieth  EHviaion  arrived  in  France  between 
May  23  and  June  22,  1918,  and  after  a  period  of  training  the  division, 
less  its  artUlery,  became  a  part  of  tbe  Second  United  States  Army 
Corps  and  served  with  the  British  Army  throughout  tbe  war. 

The  following  are  the  battle  credits  of  units  originally  organised 
from  tbe  Sooth  Carolina  National  Guard : 

One  hundred  and  eighteenth  Infantry:  Canal  sector  (Flanders).  July 
IS-AugUBt  18.  1918;  Ypres-Lys,  August  19-September  4.  1918;  Somme 
offeualve,  September  23-October  22.   1918. 

One  hundred  and  thirteenth  Machine  Gun  Battalion :  Canal  sector 
(Flanders).  July  le-August  18,  1918;  Ypres-Lys.  August  19-8eptember 
4,  1918 ;  Scmme  oflTenslve,  September  24-0<rtober  22.  1918. 

One  hundred  and  fifth  Ammunition  Train:  Locey  sector  (Lorraine), 
August  2e-8epteinber  11,  1918;  St.  Mlhlel.  September  12  to  15,  1918; 
Avocourt  sector  (Lorraine).  September  23-25.  1918;  Meuse-Argonne, 
September  26-October  8,  1918:  Troyon  sector  (Lorraine),  October  11- 
November  11,  1918. 

One  hundred  and  fifth  Sanitary  Train:  Canal  sector  (Flanders). 
August  18.  1918;  Ypres-Lys,  August  1»-September  4.  1918;  Somme 
ofleoalve,  September  24-October  22.  1918. 

Thirtieth  Dlvlalon  Headquart«s  Troop :  Canal  sector  (Flanders) , 
August  18.  1918;  Ypres-Lys,  August  19-September  4,  1918;  S<Hnme 
offensive.  September  24-October  22,  1918. 

One  hundred  and  fifth  Train  Headquarters  and  Military  PoUce :  Canal 
wetor  (Flandera),  August  18,  1918;  YpreB-Ly«,  August  19-8eptember  4, 
1918 ;  Sonme  ofltaalve.  September  24-October  22.  1918. 

One  hundred  and  BeveDteenth  Engineers.  Forty-second  (Rainbow) 
Division:  LnnevUle  (Lorraine),  February  22-March  21.  1918;  Baccarat 
(Lorraine),  Match  aO-Jane  19,  1918;  Bsperance-Souain  (Champagne), 
Joly  8-Jaly  14.  1918:  Champagne-Mame.  July  15-^nly  18,  1918;  Alane- 
Maroe,  July  2&-AagU8t  6,  1918 ;  St.  Mihiel,  September  12-September  le, 
1918;  BBsey-PanneB  (Lorraine).  September  17-September  30,  1918; 
Mewe-Argonne.  October  5-November  10,  1918. 

The  raghty-first  Division  participated  in  the  defesBe  of  the  St.  Die 
sector  from  September  20.  1918,  to  October  19,  1918,  and  in  the  Meose- 
▲rgonne  offensive  from  November  2,  1918.  to  November  11,  1918. 

The  re«onlB  of  this  office  show  that  57,188  individuals  served  in  tbe 
Aray  during  the  period  of  tbe  World  War  who  at  the  time  of  entry 
Into  tbe  service  stated  that  they  resided  in  the  State  of  South  OiroUna. 
There  were  466  battle  deaths  and  2.346  wounds  in  action  not  mortal. 
list  or  soldibks  axd  mabi!(ks  v«01f  south  cabolina  who  pkbisbbd  ix 
thk  wobu>  wab  axd  wb08b  bodiks  lib  bcbibd  in  bcbofs 
Kbt  to  Pbbmanbnt  Amesica:*  Cbuztkbics  in  Ecbofb 

rSAXCB 

No.  1232.  Meuse-Argonne  American  Cemetery,  Romagne-sous-Montfkn- 
con.  Meuse. 

No.  1764.  Aisne-Marae  American  Cemetery,  Belleau.  Alsne. 

Ha  84.  Sureanes  American  Cemetery,  Sureroes,  Seine  (near  ParlB). 

No.  636.  Somme  American  Ometery.  Bony,  Aisne. 

No.  608.  Oise-Alsne  American  Ometery.  Seringes-et-Nesles,  Alsne. 

Me.  1233.  St  MibM  American  Cemetery,  ThUoeourt,  Menrth«-et< 
Moselle. 

BKLOICM 

No.  1252.  Flanders  Field  American  Cemetery,  Waereghem.  Belgium. 


Nil, 
don]. 


FTBST  DfViaiOIf 


Monltie,  David  Eugene 

John  H.,  Jr 

.  Ralph  J 

Purdy.  Robert  O.,  Jr... 

Cely   Joseph  F 

Dennis.  Heywood 

in,  Clarence  F.. 

Reaidon,  John  E 

Scot;,  Willie 

HuzfOrd,  Harley  C 


WolB, 


Edward  L 

IBCOND  DIVISION 


Thotnpson,  Henry  L . . 

Jord  in.  Arthur -- 

Matlus,  Minlo 


Smart,  Henry  James. 


THIRD  DIVISION 

Trotter.  Aupjstus  M.. 

Reynolds,  John  8 

.\ll«n.  Landrum.. , 

Chflmey,  CokeT 

Cli*b,  Harry  E 


rOUBTB  DIVISIOS 

Wash,  Edmund  V 

Deletlaer,  Edmond... 


Ca  ildi' 
Ei<  son, 


ORD— SENATE 


OCTOBEE   11 


SHOLAlf^ 

107-K.  Brookwood   American   Cemetery,    Brookwood    (near    Lon- 
England. 
Dtceated  toldiert  from  South  OxroHna  fmried  in  etmeterUi  la  Europe 


Name 


Rank  and  organization 


ait  Co.  F,  IWhInf 

1  It  Co.  M,  18th  Inf. 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  K,  26th  Inf... 

2  It.  Co.  M,  28th  Inf. 

Pvt  Co.  F.  »th  Inf 

Pvt  Co.  E,  28th  Inf_ 

Pvt.  Co.  Q.  2Sth  Inf 

Mech.  Co.  E,  28th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I.  28th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  M.  a.  Bn.  2d 

Brigade. 
1  It.  Co.  C,  2d  M.  G.  Bn-. 


Capt.  IstBn.  23d  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B.  23d  Inf.... 
Pvt  79th  Co..  6th  Regt  U. 

SMC 
CpL  74th  Co.,  6th  Regt  U. 

8.  M.  C 


No. 


lit  Co.  A.  7th  Inf 

1  It.  Co.  H,  3Cth  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  38th  Inf 

Pvt  1  cl.  Bty.  A,  7«th  F.  A 
Sgt.  3d  Trench  Mortar  Bty 


niTH  nrviaioH 


Sai^ders,  Harley  R 

,  Ruber. 

Ho^ton,  Harry  C 

or,  William 

Austin  W 

MdKenzie,  Cleveland  W 

Ro  jerts,  Ben  C 

Wi  liama.  Jesse  M 

Wi^iamson,  Leonard  E. 

nxTB  DmsiOM 


2  It  88th  Inf 

Pvt  M.  Q.  Co.  S9th  Int. 


Pvt.  Co.  K,  6th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  G,  6th  InL 

2  It  Hq.  Co.,  11th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E.  nth  Ini._ 

Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  L,  60th  Inf.... 

do 

Pvt.  M.  O.  Co.,  eoth  Inf.... 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  L,  flOth  Inf.... 
Sgt.  5th  Trench  Mortar  Bty. 


Holder.  William  C 

Ho  mes,  Gordon  M 

Lat  ighridge.  SsvyJ 

Stjers,  Garland 

W(  odward,  John  A 

Pu  lella.  Leon 

Peiritt  Phillip  C 

»VB»TH  Drvnioii 

Johnson,  Richard  H 

'  HIBTraTH  DIVDIOM 

MiDoy.  William  A 

Fa-mer,  Robert  E 

Ogntt,  JoeS 

Joi  les,  Madison  W 

8t4  venson,  William  O. 

Al  man.  Cordis  W 

Di  venport,  Lewis  E  — 

Dt  vis.  Wlllord  H_ 

El  ans,  James  D 

Os  Bkins,  Frederick  O — 

0(  rdon,  Millodge  A 

Gikinger,  Ernest  M 

Oiavts,  Lenson  C 

Gi  Benway,  Clarence  E.. 

Gilner,  John  P 

Hi  una.  David  W 

J«  lords,  Jessie  J 

K(  arse,  Reuben  K. 

Ki  light.  Edward  W 

M  lion.  Christopher  J . . 

P(  well,  Ira 

Pi  Ice.  Walter  B 

St  liter,  William  O 

Sii  omons,  Anthony  B.. 

Siutii,  Zeb  V 

W  iDiams,  Colon  L 

W  jodward,  WiUtam  D. 

Bi  smer,  Herman  F 

F(rre6t  Samuel  P 

M  iMonlgle,  Harry  S... 

M  oDerrHoraee  H 

Wide,  Jamas  R.. 

Ri  tbinson,  Thomas  M .. 

Je  iD-ngs,  Philip  P 

L4ve,  .^ngus 

Alexander  Q 


Pvt  Co.  0, 53d  Inf. 

....do 

-do. 


Pvt.  Co.  F,  53d  Inf_ 

Pvt.  M.  G.  Co..  53d  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  53d  Inf_ 

Pvt.  1  d.  37th  Amb.  Co.,  6 
San.  Tm. 


lltCo.L««thInf. 


Isar, 

Biirber, 
JcEEsrs, 


Austin... 
Willli 


llt.Co.LllRthInf 

2lt.  Co.  K.  118th  Inf 

21tReg.  Hq..  ll«thlnf.... 

21t.  Hq.  Co.,  ll«th  InL 

2  It.  Co.  A.  118th  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  L  118th  Int... 
Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  118th  Inf..... 

Pvt.  Co.  C.  118th  Inf_ 

Pvt.  Co.  0, 118th  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  I,  U8th  Inf 

Sgt.  M.  O.  Co..  USth  Inf— 
Mech.  Co.  M.  I18th  Inf.... 

8gt.  Co.  1, 118th  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  listh  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  118th  Inf_ 

Pvt.  1  d.  Hq.  Co  ,  118th  InL 

Cpl.  Hq.  Co.,  118th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F.  USth  Inf. 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  K,  118th  InL. 

Cpli  Hq.  Co.,  USth  Inf 

Pvt.  I  d.  Co.  K,  USth  InL. 

Cpl.  Co.  D.  118th  Inf 

Pvt.  M.  O.  Co.,  USth  Int.. 

Pvt  Co.  O.  USth  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  K,  USth  InL 

Pvt  Co.  L,  U.?th  Inf 

Pvt  Co.  B,  USth  Inf 

Sgt  M.  G.  Co.,  119th  InL... 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  O,  l!9th  Inf... 

Cpl.  Co.  E,  laoth  Inf 

Isgt.  Co.  I.  120th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F.  120th  Inf 

Pvt  Bty.  E.  113th  F.  A 

Cpl.  Co.  E.  ia5th  Kngrs 

Pvt.  Co.  F.  ia5th  Engrs... 
Mech.  laoth  Fid.  Hos.  105th 

San.  Tm. 
Pvt  Co.  E,  105th  A  mm  Tr 
C^Co.   £.   105th   Amm. 


Grave 


1232 

1233 

608 

008 

636 

34 

1232 

606 

636 

636 

1232 


1232 
1232 
1233 

1232 


1764 
1232 
1764 
1232 

1764 


12S3 
1233 


34 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 


1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1232 


1233 


636 
636 
636 
636 
636 
636 
636 
636 
636 
636 
638 
636 
636 
636 
636 
636 
636 
636 
636 
638 
636 
638 
636 
636 
636 
608 
636 
636 
«36 
636 
636 
608 
636 
636 
608 

1233 
1233 


II 

31 
12 
10 

4 
19 

0 
26 

8 

7 

37 


36 
40 
17 

34 


68 

10 

1 

16 
14 


13 
12 


13 
25 
26 
30 

6 
29 

3 
23 
23 


34 

25 
20 
34 
2 
29 
40 


Row 


18 


2 

0 

8 

9 

1 
10 

3 

2 

9 

4 
12 
U 

6 

7 

9 
10 

4 
14 
10 
12 
10 

6 
11 

2 
11 
15 
30 
13 

6 

2 
12 

5 
20 
12 

6 

8 

27 
17 


10 
18 
17 
38 
25 
6 
22 
17 
17 
IS 

80 


16 
30 
16 

11 


6 
44 
10 
44 

4 


18 
18 


13 
12 

3 
36 
18 
13 
17 

2 
29 


26 
35 
10 
18 
6 
31 


Block 


10 

20 
17 
26 
20 
10 
16 
19 
29 

8 
U 
34 
14 
26 
13 
13 

7 
12 

5 

4 

8 
21 
28 

8 
13 
22 
18 
28 

7 
23 

6 
10 
38 
20 

17 
27 

2 
22 


B 
B 
A 
D 
A 
B 
B 
D 
G 
O 


F 
S 
O 


B 
A 
A 

B 

B 


C 
O 


A 

O 
D 
A 
H 
O 
A 
B 
D 


A 

D 
O 
D 
U 
D 
A 


D 


B 

A 

D 

A 

A 

A 

B 

B 

A 

O 

D 

B 

A 

A 

D 

A 

O 

B 

C 

D 

D 

D 

A 

C 

A 

D 

D 

B 

A 

A 

C 

D 

D 

A 

B 

D 

A 
B 
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CONGRESSIONAL  EECORD— SENATE 


4443 


Dtceated  soldifr$  from  South  CtroMna  Imried  In  eemeteriet  <n  Europe — Continued 


Name 


tHIKTIETH  DIVISOM— 

continued 


Mack.  RoUaP 

Peaioe,  Robert  R — 
Welling,  Arthur  L... 


THIBTT-SBCOin)  DIVI- 
SION 

Anderson,  Walter  H... 
Vogol.  Theodore  K.,  Jr.. 

THIBTV-THIRD  DIVI- 

aioif 
Matthew,  Douglas  R... 

THIBTT-eiXTH  Orfl- 
SIOM 

Oantt  OeorgB  K 


THIBTV-NniTH  DIVI- 
SION 

McNeeley.  Stejihen.. 
Robinson.  Edisard... 


rOBTT-SBCOND  DIVl- 
BKM 


BridgK.  Avery 

Harrison,  William  H. 

Howard.  John 

Austin.  William  8 

Logan,  r/illiam  J 


Rank  and  organieation 


Sgt    Co.    E,    105th    Anun. 

Train. 
Sgt.    Co.    G,    106th    Amm. 

Train. 
Sgt.  Ord.  Dpt.  106th  Amm. 

Train. 


Pvt.  Co.  C,  126th  Inf. 
2  It.  Co.  B.  128th  Inf. 


MQHTIBTH  DIVmOH 

Sanden.  Frank  B 


BioHTV-nB*r  nrvisiOK 

Edwards.  WUlie  B 

Slngletary,  Harry 

Cu"«ack.  Leonard  C 

Fickling,  VMnA  8 

Booth,  Allen  J 

Davis.  Grady  O 

Genoble,  Rufus  H 

Phillips,  C-olman 

Wall,  QroverC 

Haley.  Friendly  W 

Burgess.  William  J 

Anderson,  William  B.., 
Mocneyham,  Paul  B... 

Weetlall.  Lewis 

Wilson.  Orville  K 

Harrall.  Julian  W 

Coleman.  Henry  A 

KatlifT,  James  C 


HINBTT-SECOND  DIVI- 
SION 

Hammet.  Ben 

Graham,  Walter 


HIMETT-THIBD  DIVISION 

Anderson,  Lake 

Morrow.  Muiry , 

Williams,  Willfe 

Abney.  John  H 

Adair,  Rayford  T 

Allen,  Clevdand 

Allen,  Jackson 

Alston,  Boaz 

Aron,  Edward ..... 

Austin.  Jessie 

Benson.  Wilton 

Bowman.  Isaac 

Boyd,  Tom 

Brana.  Loyd 

Brennon,  James 

Brown,  Jack 

Byrd,  Porter 

Caldwell.  Luther. 

Campbell.  William  D.. 

Chappie,  William 

Clybum,  George  W 

C<AemaD,  Henry 

Cotliem.  Jamas 

Daniels,  Levi ... 

Davis,  Willie 

Dlnkln,  Felix 

Drayton,  Samuel 

Edwards,  William 

Ferguson.  James.. 

Foster,  Oscar  K 

Gee,  Ed 

Gervais.  Elliott 

Hampton,  Lucius 

Harrell.  Livingstone  E. 

Harris,  Charley 

Harrison.  Eddie 

Hayes,  Gordon 


Pvt  Bty.  F,  124th  F.  A. 


Pvt  Med.  Det.  143d  Inf. 


Pvt.  Co.  D.  156th  Inf 

Pvt  6th  Bty.  Repl.  Regt 
F.  A. 


Pvt.  Co.  C,  165th  Inf.... 
Pvt.  Co.  1,  167th  Inf.... 
Pvt  Co.  K.  167th  Inf... 
Pvt  Co.  A.  168th  Inf.... 
Pvt  Co.  B,  U7th  Engrs 


No. 


Grave 


1  It  320th  Inf... 


Pvt  Co.  B.  32l8t  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  I,  321st  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A.  322d  Inf 

1  Lt  M.  G.  Co..  323d  Inf... 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Hq.  Co.  323d  Inf.. 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  323d  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  D,  323d  Inf_ 

Pvt.  Co.  G.  323d  InL 

Cpl.  Hq.  Co.  323d  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  G,  324th  InL 

Cpl.  Co.  B,  316th  M.  G.  Bn. 

Pvt.  Bty.  D,  317th  F.  A 

Pvt.  1  cL  Bty.  B.  317th  F.  A. 
Pvt.  SUD.  Co.  317th  F.  A.... 
2lt(bandma^ter),318th  F.A. 

Pvt.  Bty.  C.  318th  F.  A 

Pvt.  I  d.  Co.  C,  306th  F.  8.  Bn. 
Pvt  Co.  E,  306th  Amm.  Tr. 


Pvt.  Bty.  A,35lst  F.  A..... 
Pvt.    Hq.    Co.,  826lh  FW. 
Sig.  Bn. 


Pvt.  Co.  B,  309th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co'cVimhini"".'.'.. 

Cpt  Co.  0, 37l8t  Inf 

Sgt.  Co.  C,  37l8t  Inf 

Pvt  1  d.  Co.  B.  371st  InL .. 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  37l5t  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F,37l8t  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  K,  37Ut  Inf.  .. 

Pvt  Co.  C,  371st  Inf 

CpL  Co.  C,  87l8t  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  37l8t  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  37l8t  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  G,  371st  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  371st  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H,a71stlnf 

Pvt.  Co.  D.  37l8t  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  87l8t  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E.  37l8t  Inf. 

Pvt  Id.  M.  O.  Co.,  37Ut  Inf. 
Wagoner,  Sup.  Co.,  37Ut  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  37l8t  Inf 

Pvt.  C^.  L  37Ut  Inf 

Pvt  Co.  K,  37l8t  In/ 

Pvt.  Co.  G.  371st  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  371st  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  37l8t  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  G,  S7l8t  Inf 

Sgt.  Co.  C,  37l8t  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  Q,  371st  Inf... 

Sgt.  Co.  G,  37l8t  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  37l8t  Inf. 

do 


Pvt.  Co.  F,  871jt  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  D,  371»t  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  37l8t  InL. 

Pvt  Co.  I,  87Ut  Inf 


1233 
1232 
1233 


1232 
1232 


1232 


1232 


1233 
34 


1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
606 


636 


1233 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1764 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 


34 
1233 


1232 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1232 
12Sa 
12S3 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1233 
1232 
12S3 
1332 
1233 
1232 
12S2 
1232 
1232 
1232 

un 
lan 

un 

1233 
1232 
1233 


13 

88 

2 


4 
84 


33 


24 


3 
34 


13 
21 
12 
33 
13 


Row 


Block 


20 
26 
15 
34 
29 
10 
37 
18 
21 
34 
3 
3 
13 
29 
32 
7 
39 
10 


27 
8 


31 
34 
16 
31 

ae 

27 

39 

26 

14 

18 

32 

24 

31 

36 

39 

23 

11 

2 

13 

19 

22 

30 

« 

30 

11 

10 

32 

29 

5 

7 

39 

8 

7 

33 

37 

3 

3 


2 

13 
20 


15 
16 


41 


30 


S 
12 


81 
41 
39 
30 
25 


32 


25 
23 
30 
35 
U 
20 
38 
23 
11 
1 
3 
9 
23 
41 
19 
29 
21 
41 


15 
32 


23 
3 

36 

36 

3 

37 
43 

6 

8 

88 
19 
31 

1 
81 

5 
38 

7 
11 

6 

ao 
11 

14 
6 
36 
19 
87 
81 
35 
31 
39 
82 
33 
89 
82 
38 
7 
3 


D 
E 
D 


H 
E 


A 
A 


C 

F 
E 
E 
B 


B 


D 
D 
H 
D 
B 
D 
D 
F 
H 
H 
D 
B 
A 
H 
D 
A 
D 
£ 


A 

O 


K 
C 
O 
E 
D 
F 
A 
O 
D 
H 
O 
F 
C 
O 
D 
A 
D 
F 
B 
D 
A 
O 
B 
B 
F 
A 
H 
E 
H 
O 
A 
F 
H 
O 
D 
D 
B 


i>«e«a««t  «oUier«/yt>iii  Sndh  CtroUna  bmrlti  in  eemeteritt  in  Emropt — Cootlnoed 


Name 


Rank  and  organisation 


HINBTT-THIBD  Dm- 

siON — continued 


Holmes,  Burton 

Holmes,  Henry 

Hook,  Humbert 

Uuggins,  Thomas.... 

Jenkins.  Hadcer 

Jones,  Malacfal 

Jordan,  Frampton 

Joseph,  William 

King,  BiUie 

McMillan,  John 

Mitchell,  Andrew 

Moseley.  Herbert 

Moses,  Vander 

Nealous,  Solomon 

Newton,  Isaac  M 

Norman,  Caesar 

Paul,  Walter 

Pegues,  Evans 

Pinkney,  Richard 

Reed,  Fred 

Sampson.  George 

Sanders,  Sam 

Smith,  TUlman 

Stevens,  Joe 

Stowere,  Freddie 

Sullivan.  Warren 

Thomas,  t>avld. 

Wheeler,  Samuel 

Whitner,  EUot 

Wise,  Willie 

Mitdiell,  Allen  B 


NONDIVISIONAL 

Bottom,  Davis  A... 
Garrett.  Claude  8.. 

Shaw,  Ervtn  D 

Stevens,  Henry  L.. 
Greenlee.  Willie.... 


Tennant,  Chalmers  M 

Sims,  Oscar  T 

Hewitt,  William  T 

Simpson,  Raymond  A. 


Brown.  Joseph. 
HaU,  Walter  D. 


Thomas,  Henry.. 
Newton,  Clifford. 


Herbert,  Thomas  C. 


Macfaa,  Charles  H. 

Turpln.  Floyd 

Dimcan.  Howard.. 
Jones,  Claude 


McCraw,  Carson  D 

Bomford,  George  New- 
man. 
Harper,  Isaac  Edward. 
Knight,  Ward  R 


Sparks,  Harry. 
Clinton,  Ernest  Love... 

Mlms,  Mathew  B 

Patterson,  William 
Grover. 

Smith,  John  W.  V 

HUton,  Ferman  B 

Eady.  Elliott 

Whelan,  William  J 


Chisbolm.  Robert  Jr.. 
Newton,  Moaas.. 


Patterson.  Walter... 
Green.  Richard 


Jackaon,  Presy 

Williams,  Robert... 

Biggs,  Albert  F 

Boyd,  OeorgB 

Burrows,  Nathan 

Chapman,  Lee 

CJolMns,  Ben.. 

McNeal,  William... 


Montgomery,  John. 
Moore,  PheUx 


«iguss,  Walter... 
ocriven,  Edmond. 


Thomas,  Albert 

WiUiamaon,  Bamsy.^ 


Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt 
Cpl. 
Pvt. 
Cpl. 
Pvt. 
Cpl. 
Pvt. 
Cpl. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt 
Sgt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Cpl. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Sgt. 
Pvt, 
Pvt 


Co.  C,  37l8t  Inf. 

Co.  G,  371st  Inf. 

Co.  L,  371st  Inf 

Co.  L  371st  Inf 

Co.  G.  37l8t  Inf 

Co.  L,  37l8t  Inf 

Co.  O,  37l8t  Inf 

Co.  M,  37l8t  Inf 

Hq.  Co.,  S7l5t  Inf. 

Co.  H,  371st  Inf 

Co.  H,  871st  Inf 

1  cL  Co.  M,  871st  InL. 

Co.  Q,  871at  Inf 

Co.  C,  37l8t  Inf 

Co.  E,  371st  Inf 

Co.  C,  871st  Inf. 

05.  G,37l8t  Inf 

Co.  K,  37lst  Inf 

Co.  L  371st  In/ 

Co.  F,  37l8t  Inf 

Co.  E,  37lst  Inf 

Co.  H,  37lst  In/ 

C!o.  C,  37l8t  Inf 

Co.  G,  37l8t  In/ 

Co.  C,371st  Inf , 

Co.  B,  371st  In/ 

Co.  K,  S7l8t  Inf 

Co.  H,371st  In/ 

Co.  B,37l8t  In/ 

Co.  K,  371st  InL 

Co.  L872dInL„ 


Fid.  Clk.  Hq 

1  H.  8th  Areo  Squadron. 

1  It.  48th  Aero  Squadron 

1  It.  SOth  Aero  Squadron 

Pvt  1  d,  306th  Aero  Squad- 
ron 

Pvt.  329th  Aero  Squadron... 

Pvt.  8tb  Construction  Co 

Pvt.  1  d.  SOth  Dep.  Serv.  Co. 

Pvt.  Ft.  Screvens  8.  A.  R.  D. 
No.  1. 

Pvt.  73d  Unit  Cp.  GreenleaL 

Pvt.  25th  Unit  Cp.  Wads- 
worth. 

Pvt.  73d  Unit,  Cp.  GreenleaL 

Sgt.  Med.  Det.  Spec.  Tm. 
Bn. 

1  It.  Sup.  Det.  No.  1, 
M.  T.  C. 

Cook  1st  Co.,  Tth  P.  O.  Det. 

Pvt.  Cas.  Co.  396 

Pvt.  Tr.  Co.,  ath  Cav 

Pvt.  Bty.  30^  Cp.  Jackson, 
A.  B.  D. 

Pvt.  F.  A.  Bty.  4,  Rep. 
Regt.  8.  A.  R.  D. 

Col.  Inf.  U.  8.  A 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  3d  Pioneer  In/.. 
Pvt.  Co.  B.  3d  Pioneer  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  F,  8d  Pioneer  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  I,  53d  Pioneer  Inf.. 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  68d  Ptonser  InL 
Pvt.  Co.  F,  S3d  Pioneer  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  53d  Pioneer  In/. 
Pvt.  Hq.Co.  55tb  Pioneer  InL 
Pvt.  Co.  G.  8G7th  Pioneer  InL 
Pvt.  1  d.  34l5t  Butch.  Co.. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  304th  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  810th  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 
.do 


Pvt.  Co.  C,  3aOth  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt  Co.  A.  331st  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  831st  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Capt.  Co.  C,  33Rh  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  330th  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  330th  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  A.  830th  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  O,  880tb  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  330th  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 

do 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  380th  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.C. 
do 


Pvt.  Co.  B,  saoth  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C, 
Pvt  Co.  D,  380th  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt  Co.  B,  380th  Lab.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  O. 


No. 


1383 
1283 
1282 
1233 
1282 
1282 
1232 
806 
1282 
1282 
1232 
1212 
1282 
1282 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1283 
1233 
1382 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1232 
U32 
1233 
1232 
17M 
1282 


34 

1233 

(«) 

1233 

107-E 

107-E 

107-E 

606 

107-E 

806 
808 

608 

608 

1283 

107-E 

107-E 

1283 

808 

84 

1333 

1283 
1232 
1232 
806 
1232 
1233 

1283 
1288 

aoe 

1238 

006 

806 

80ii 
1213 

34 

006 

1232 

806 

806 

806 

806 

006 

806 
806 

006 
806 

008 

006 


Grave 


31 
21 
14 

8 
81 
88 
86 
10 
81 
11 
M 
34 
31 
13 
18 
32 
30 
11 
34 
16 

8 
39 
10 
20 
40 
40 
30 
23 

2 

2 
83 


17 
9 

8 
16 
10 

9 

9 
26 

28 
17 

29 

18 

12 

U 

9 

22 

20 

36 
2 

89 
2 

31 

34 


19 
3 

30 

13 

a 

£3 
16 

86 

18 

19 

83 

1 

16 

84 

11 

17 

7 

30 
21 


Row  RIook 


'British  Military  (DemsUry,  Cooreslstta,  Somn»,  block  W. 


83 

81 
44 

7 
44 
87 
81 
18 
11 
37 
17 
36 

9 

3 
34 
43 
36 
22 

8 

33 
86 

8 
11 
11 
88 
XI 

ia 

81 
31 
12 
42 


10 
16 


27 
2 

6 

6 

23 

8 

81 
87 

30 
29 

17 

1 

8 

13 

29 

6 

22 

1 
20 

2 
11 
17 
21 

8 
8 

11 
3 

31 

16 

33 

7 


8 
34 

8 

21 

34 

40 

10 
36 

35 

26 

41 
40 


F 
A 
O 
O 
A 
O 
F 
D 
O 
A 
O 
O 
Q 

a 

H 

B 
F 
B 
A 
O 
H 
O 
A 
H 
F 
H 
D 
A 
H 
B 
K 


B 
D 


D 
D 

D 
D 
A 
D 

D 
D 

D 
B 

B 

D 
C 
D 
B 

A 

A 

D 

F 
H 
C 

K 
D 

A 

B 
G 

A 

D 

O 

B 
D 

B 

B 

r 

D 
D 
O 
D 
D 

O 

A 

A 
B 

D 

D 


l':!- 


i-'^ 


i,»i 


1    I 


:; 


\ 
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Dtented  »oldien  from  »mlk  Carolina  buried  In  cem€tMe$  in  JPwrope— Conttangd 


Name 


\ 


noxDi  TiaioN  AL— «on. 

Anderson,  Bert 

Barr.  David 

Benson.  Charley 


Boyd,  Cbmnoe. 
Wallaoe.  Ben... 


WiUiams.  WOlto™. 

Anderson,  Ricbard 

Bennett,  Elijah 

Cuitningbain,  Nathan- 
iel. 

DeTore,  Ernest 

Eofle,  John 

FfMJer   Clireooe 

Oreen,  Henry 

Jordan,  John 

LouHX,  Loranoa .. 

McF»id<lin,  Elijah 

Millinn.  Robert 

Morri.HOQ,  Boston 

Power*,  John  H 

Procto.-,  Wayman 

Raiford,  Oliver 

Smith,  Edward 

Crocker.  Ale&uidet.. 
U'oouhrie^,  Summio 

Btromin,  Caesar 

Thomas.  Henry..... 

Colont-l.  Krank.. ....... 

Lant-,  James  J. 
Brown,  Prank. 
Chaoey,  Jeste. 
JjK'luon,  Kd. 


Rank  and  organizatioD 


Pn.1  d.  Co.  B.  339th  Lab. 

Bn.  Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  A.  338th  Lab.  Ba 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  B.  339th  Ub.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C 

do 

Cpi.  Co.  A,  339th  LAb.  Bn. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  339th  Lab.  Ba. 

Q.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Co.  A.  S45th  Lab.  Bn. . 
Pvt.  Co.  D.  M5th  Lab.  Bn.. 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  345th  Lab.  Bn.. 

.do. 


CpL  Co.  B.  S45th  Lab.  Bn._ 
Pvt.  Co.  U,  34.Uh  Lab.  Bn.. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  345th  Lab.  Bn.. 
Pvt.  IcL  Co.  .\.  345th  Lab.  Bn 
Pvt  Co.  C,  34.-ith  Lab.  Bn.. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  MSth  Lab.  Bn.. 

...do 

Pvt.  Co.  A.  345th  Lab.  Bn.. 
Pvt.  Co.  C,  345th  Lab.  Bn.. 
Cook,  Co.  B,  34ith  Lab.  Bn. 
Pvt.  Co.  D.  345th  Lab.  Bn.. 
Pvt.  Co.  A.  »4Sth  Lab  Bn.. 
Pvt.  Co.  A.  34fltb  Ub.  Bq.. 

....do._ 

....do 

Pn.  Co.  C.  34Ath  Lab.  Bo.. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  M7th  L«b.  Bn.. 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co,  A.  304  Serv.  Bn. 

fHct.  Co.  A,  330  derv.  Bn 

Pvt.  30Ut  Lab.  Co.. 
Pvt.  3(Ba  Lab.  Cc 
do 


No. 


Bimmoa*  Wiltto 

Fryall.  William Prt.  30ttli  Lab.  Col. 

NIcboia,  urnle I do 

O'Nial.  Tbomaa 


1232 
1232 
1232 

008 

1232 

1233 

107-E 
107- E 
107-E 

107-E 
107- E 
107-E 
107-E 
1233 
107-E 
107-E 
107-E 

(^ 

1233 

107-E 

107-E 

107-E 

608 

008 

ew 
eoB 

flOH 

ton 

008 
008 


Grave 


. 


34 


WlUiama.  I>ovd.. 
Bouumn,  BJl 


GMton.  Joe.... 
Otover.  Amoa. 


Harris.  Early. 

Ileoderao.  Riciiard.. 


}oa*v  Marshall 

Rembert.  Fetmao 

Tosrnaead.  Jack 

Williams.  laaac ... 

Alston.  Edward 


De  Shields,  Archie 

Isaacs,  Ilenry 

Murray,  Richard 

lioaey.  Kroest  L 


Sqaire.  John  H _ 

Taylor,  Clyse 

YouDK,  De|)riest._ 

Cohen.  Sinipsoo 


Johnsoo,  Isiab 

Pelot.  Julius 

Btreatar,  Qeone  W.... 
gim merman,  Berkley. 


CblaoUn, 
Donaldson.  William.. 

Evans.  Garry,, 

Terfuaon.  Wesley 

IrbT,  Clifton 

Letnerwood,  Jim 

Micfaab,  Grow.. 

8mah.  Ben 

Wtse.  Dttinis 

Qilliard,  Henry..... 

Thomas,  John  M 


ALston,  I>ed 

Reilnab,  Walter.. 
-UuiriU.  Jamas  O.. 


Prt.  84.  30   Dal.  gqds.  * 

UbIU 

Pvt  4»4tbOav  Co.  Q.  M.C. 
Pvt.  C4.  L,  SOUt  Stevedore 

...T 

Pvt.  Oa  M.  30Ut  Stevedon 

KecL 

....do 

Pvt.   Co.  I.  301»t  Stevedore 

Rest. 
Cpl.  Co.  M.  301st  Stevedore 

Reft. 
Prt.  1  Co.  301st  Stevedore 

Rect. 
Pvt.  U  Ca,  301st  SUvedore 

R«Kt. 
Pvt  Co.  M.  301st  Stevedore 

Rett. 
Pvt.  Co.  A.  30ad  Stevedore 

Rest 

...do 

Pvt.  Co.  L  soad  Stevedore 

Regt. 
Pvt.  Co.  G,  soad  Stevedore 

Regt 
Pvt.  Ca  L.  SOSd  Stevedore 

Regt 

do : 

do 

do , 

Pvt.  ad   Oo.  Cp.  Haneock 

8.  R.  D. 
Pvt.  nth  Bty.  Cp.  JackMo 

S.  A.  R.  D. 
Pvt.  3d  Prov.  Co.  Cp.  Hai»- 

cock  8.  A.  R.  D. 
Pvt  1st   Co.  Cp.  Haneock 

M.  G.  S.  R.  D. 
Pvt  1st  Prov.  Co.  Cp.  Han- 
cock S.  A.  R.  D 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  SUtb  Knirs 

do 

Pvt.  Co,  A,  534th  Bngrs. 

Pvt.  Ca  O.  534th  Engn 

Pvt,  Co.  C,  534th  Bngrs 

Pvt.  1  d.  Ca  A.  5Mth  EoKTS. 

Cpl.  Co.C. 534th  Bnns 

Pvt.  Co.  D  5.^th  Engrs 

Pvt  Co.  B,  534th  Emirs 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  «34th  Engrs 

Sup  Sgt  3d  Bn.  Army  Cand. 

School 
Pvt.  Co.  A.  S27th  Tnk.  Cps. 
Pvt.  I  d.  825th  Co^Tm».Cpa. 
CpL  S34th  MoC  Tk.  Co.  M. 

T.  Sup.  Tr. 


34 
34 


83«l 
008 

34 

008 

008 
34 

008 

008 

008 
008 


008 

34 

34 

608 

008 
008 
008 
008 

34 

008 

008 

006 

12R3 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
1233 
008 
34 
1333 

107-E 

34 

008 


le 
11 


ao 

22 

7 

10 

3 

3 
0 

6 
18 
13 

0 
13 
15 


Row 


39 

M 

13 

II 
4 
7 
1 

37 

12 

38 

38 

18 

3» 

10 
M 
33 
U 

4 
30 

M 
U 

t 
13 

3B 

1 


18 

18 

31 
1 

10 

3 

3 
7 
9 

36 

M 


12 

S7 

17 
83 
13 
18 
32 
14 
15 
17 
30 
8 
U 

11 
22 
M 


10 

32 

30 

38 
30 

17 

b 
1 

8 

8 
1 
1 
4 
28 
1 
4 
1 


Block 


17 
5 
1 
0 
38 
10 
36 
43 
31 
U 
24 
36 
4 
3 
M 
« 
8 

14 
22 

18 

30 

as 
• 

21 

s 

81 

20 


40 
23 


88 

2S 
39 

n 

43 

16 
28 
2S 
80 

XI 

20 

as 

0 

i« 

n 

18 

25 

88 

2 

10 

« 

9 
8 


H 

r 
r 

D 
O 


o 

A 
D 

D 
G 
D 
D 
A 
A 
A 
A 


A 

B 

A 

O 

A 

D 

B 

D 

A 

B 

D 

B 

C 

O 

A 

A 

D 

A 

B 

A 

B 

B 
A 


B 
D 


D 
A 


A 
B 

D 
D 


O 

0 

D 

B 
A 
E 
B 
A 
B 
B 
A 
D 
A 
B 

D 
A 
D 


October  11 


La  Follette 

Smith 

McKellnr 

Smoot 

llcMaster 

Steck 

McNary 

Stelwer 

Metcalf 

Stpphons 

Moses 

Swanson 

Norbeck 

Thumas,  Idaho 

Norrls 

Thoma.s,  Okla. 

Oddie 

Town»end 

Overman 

Tramraell 

I'attersoa 

Tydinj» 

Phipps 

Vandenl)erg 

Pine 

Wapner 

Walcott 

intttnan 

Itausdell 

Walsh.  Maaa. 

Reod 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Warren 

RobinsoD,  Ind. 

Waterman 

Sackett 

Watson 

Schall 

Wheeler 

Sheppard 

Short  ridge 

Simmons 

AII^  I  Fletcher 

Ash  irrt  Frazler 

Earl  iley  George 

Bini  ham  GiUett 

Bln<  k  Glass 

Blalie  Glenn 

Bleji  se  Goff 

Kon  h  Goldsborough 

Bra  ton  Gould 

Bro(  k  Greene 

Bro(  khart  Hale 

Broi  isaard  Harrison 

Cap  »er  Hastings 

Can  way  Hawi's 

Con  lally  Haydtn 

C<ip  land  Heflin 

Cou  ;ena  Howell 

Cuti  ing  Johnson 

Dal(  Jones 

Den  ?en  Kean 

Dill  Kendrlck 

Bdg  >  Keyes 

Feas  King 

H  r.  TESS.  Tlie  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BrnTONl  !s 
stil  detained  from  the  Senate  on  account  of  Ulnesis.  I  will  a.xk 
tha  this  statement  may  be  permitted  to  stand  for  tiie  day. 
Ha<  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  been  present  on  yesterday 
he  '  rould  have  voted  against  the  Brou.ssard  amendment. 

\  r.  SCHALL.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Suipstead)  Is  absent  becau.se  of  illness.  I  ask  that  this  an- 
nou  acement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Tie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-nine  Senafbrs  having 
ans  vered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

"  BBIEF   FOB  THE  UNITn)    STATES   OF   AMERICA" 

1  he  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communlca- 
tloi  from  Wallace  Tea.*Klale  Randolph  Stnible,  of  lAm  Angeles, 
Calf.,  transmitting  copy   of  a   paper  entltknl   "  Brief  for   the 


Un 


ted  States  of  America/ 


•Svarton  Oemetarr,  Liverpool,  England. 

GALL  or  THE  SOU. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quomm. 
The  PRESIDENT  pn>  tempore.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 
Tho  legislative  clerk  called  the  toll,  and  the  foUowliig  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


which  was  referred  to  the  Cora- 
milltee  on  the  Judiciary. 

INVESTIGATIOII    OF    DISTRICT   OT   COLUMBIA   GOVMNMENT 

Jr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  to  Audit 
Control  the  Contingent  Expenneu  of  the  Senate  I  rei»ort 
badk  favorably  with  an  amendment  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  127) 
Kutmitted  by  Mr.  Blease  on  the  4th  instant,  and  I  ask  unani- 
mow  consent  for  its  imme^liate  consideration. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
reoiest  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the 
res  >Iution,  as  follows : 

D  'hereas  nnmerous  reports  and  newspaper  editorials  and  artlclca 
havJ  appeared  and  are  now  dally  appearing  In  reference  to  the  official 
conluct  of  those  in  charge  of  the  police  department,  the  detective 
depirtment,  the  district  attorney's  office,  and  the  District  Commlssioncra 
an<i  those  In  public  offices  connected  with  the  government  of  the  Dia- 
trl<  t  of  Columbia,  which  reports.  If  true,  show  Inefficiency  and  cornip- 
tloi  I  in  said  government,  and  which,  if  true,  should  cause  the  immediate 
disinissal  of  all  who  are  connected  with  the  control  of  these  d<p.irt- 
meiits,  and  which.  If  not  true,  should  be  as  early  as  possible  shown  to 
be    >xaggi(>rated :  Be  it 

1  e$oUed,  That  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  or  a  sub- 
con  mlttee  thereof  be,  and  are  hereby,  Instructed  to  Immediately  ninke 
a  thorough  investigation  of  such  charges  and  report  its  findings  ai 
ear  y  as  practicable ;  \>e  it  further 

1  esolved.  That  said  committee  or  subcommittee  is  hereby  authorized 
to  lummon  witnesses  and  to  punish  for  contempt  any  official  or  other 
per  ton  who  refuses  to  testify  before  them  when  duly  summoned  to  so 
do;    b«  It  further 

J  '.eaoiccd,  That  whereas  section  855  of  the  Code  of  Laws  of  the  Dls- 
tri(  t  of  Columbia  provides  for  the  carrying  of  weapons  concealed  about 
the  person  of  certain  parties  who  receive  permits  to  bo  do ;  that  said 
COD  imittee  make  inquiry  as  to  what  persons  during  the  year  1929  have 
bee  1  duly  authorized  to  carry  weapons  in  the  District  of  Columbia  by 
obt  lining  such  permits,  whom  they  obtained  the  said  permits  from, 
th«  circumstances  under  which  they  obtained  it,  and  the  reasons  there- 
for ;  the  names  of  parties  who  vouched  for  the  reputation  and  charac- 
ter of  the  person  obtaining  such  permit ;  whether  or  not  the  person 
obt  lining  such  permit  is  an  American-born  or  a  naturalized  citizen 
or  I  foreigner ;  the  color,  race,  and  place  of  residence  of  such  persona. 
Alio,  said  committee  shall  ascertain  what  persona  have  made  applica- 
tio  I  for  such  permits  and  have  been  refused,  and  the  reasons  for  such 
ref  isal,  during  the  year  1029 ;  be  it  further 

il€»olV€d,  That  said  committee  ascertain  from  the  district  attorney's 
ilMOce  and  the  records  of  the  grand  Jury  when  the  indictment  against 
th<  se  clurged  with  the  murder  of  Lee  King  was  found  by  the  grand  jury 
am  I  when  it  was  returned  to  the  office  of  the  district  attorney  and 
wfa  Kt  aasistant  district  attorney  handled  it  and  why  it  was  withheld 
from  the  court  and  from  the  public  until  the  final  day  of  the  term  of 
th(  gnuid  Jtirora  then  servlnx;  and  be  it  further 


1929 
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Rctolved,  That  the  said  committee  particularly  inquire  into  the  reason 
for  the  suspension  of  Robert  J.  Allen  from  the  police  department  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  why  it  was  nece8,sary  to  assault  the  said 
Robert  J.  Allen  when  taking  from  him  the  badge  of  bis  office ;  and  why 
be  has  not  been  restored  to  duty  since  the  grand  Jury  has  vindicated 
his  actions  and  as  was  promised  him  by  Assistant  Superintendent  of 
Police  Shelby  and  Superintendent  of  Police  l*ratt. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  Presddent,  what  standing  committee  is 
directed  to  conduct  the  inves-itigation  ? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  The  committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  no  exi>euse  is  involved  other  than  the  customary  25  cents 
per  hundred  words  for  the  stenographic  report. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  be 
reported. 

The  amendment  was,  on  page  2,  line  4.  after  the  word  "  do,"  to 
insert  a  semicolon  and  the  following  words :  "  to  send  for  per- 
sons, books,  and  papers;  to  administer  ouths,  and  to  employ  a 
8tenof.'raj>her,  at  a  cost  not  exceeding  25  cents  per  100  words; 
to  report  such  hearings  as  may  be  had  on  any  subject  before  said 
committee,  the  expense  thereof  not  to  exceed  $500,  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate;  and  that  the  com- 
mittee, or  any  subcommittee  thereof,  may  sit  during  any  session 
or  recess  of  the  Senate." 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

KBOXTLATlOli  OB*  AIB  CARRIEB8  IN  INTERSTATE  COMMEKCE 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu.setts.  Mr.  President,  out  of  ordw-, 
I  introduce  a  bill  to  regulate  interstate  commerce  by  air  car- 
riers operating  as  commim  carriers  of  persons  and  property, 
which  I  request  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
Commerce.  Accompanying  the  bill  I  have  prepared  a  brief 
explanatory  statement,   which   I   ask   may   be  printed   In   the 

Ke<  OKD. 

The  bill  (S.  1864)  to  regulate  Interstate  c«mimerce  by  air 
carriers  operating  as  common  carriers  of  persons  and  property 
was  read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  Commerce. 

Tlie  statement  of  Mr.  Walsh  of  Massachusetts  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  iu  the  Rkcobd,  as  follows : 

Tills  bin  is  similar  to  U.  R.  4286,  introduced  in  the  House  on  Sep- 
tember 26  by  Representative  Cabls,  of  Ohio,  and  provides  that  no  air 
transportation  company  may  operate  as  a  common  carrier  of  persons 
and  property  in  interstate  commerce  unless  it  first  obtains  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  from  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  Such  a  certificate  sliall  remain  in  effect  until  suspended 
or  revoked  for  good  cause  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
As  a  condition  to  the  issuance  of  the  certificate  the  commission  shall 
require  the  filing  of  bonds  to  guarantee  payment  of  final  Judgments  for 
damages  against  the  carrier  making  application. 

The  bill  further  provides  that  all  rates,  fares,  and  charges  must  be 
published  ;  that  tht  y  can  not  be  changed  without  proper  notice :  it  pro- 
hibits discrimination ;  and  it  provides  that  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  may.  on  complaint  or  on  its  own  initiative,  adjust  rates 
'  and  fari's,  If  the  same  are  unjust  and  unreasonable.  Bach  transporta- 
tion company  must  designate  an  agent  in  Washington  to  receive  service 
of  orders  and  notices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commlsslotf.  Viola- 
tions of  this  act  may  be  enjoined,  and  this  act  may  be  enforced  in  the 
Federal  district  court  within  whose  Jurisdiction  the  carrier  making 
application  Is  engaged  In  business.  Appropriation  of  sufficient  funds 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  act  is  authorized.  And,  finally,  the 
commission  is  empowered  to  make  regulations  for  the  administration 
of  this  act. 

BILLS   INTBODUCED 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  CAPPER: 

A  Itill  (S.  1865)  granting  a  pension  to  Lucinda  Olrazier  (with 
accompanying  pai>er8)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pulsions. 

By  Mr.  GREENE : 

A  liill  (S.  1866)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Alice 
Freeman :  to  the  Comiuittee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  DILL: 

A  bill  (S.  1867)  granting  an  increase  of  pensi<m  to  Nannie 
Kirby ; 

A  bill  (S.  1868)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Rhoda  A. 
League ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1869)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Lucy  L. 
Welton ;  to  the  Ct>mmittee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  NORBECK: 

A  bill  (S.  1870)  granting  a  pension  to  Emma  S.  Glass  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  1871)  granting  a  pensicm  to  Charles  Veo  (with  ac- 
companying papers)  ; 


A  Wll  (S.  1872)  granting  an  inn-ease  of  pension  to  James 
Alldridge  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1873)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Alice  M. 
KintlKh  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  TYDINGS: 

A  bill  (S.  1874)  for  the  relief  of  Morris  Binswanger  (with 
aceompttiiying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

AMENOMENT  TO  THE  TARIFF  BILL 

Mr.  BRATTON  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  House  bill  2867,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which 
was  ortiered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  ijrinted. 

PRINTING  ADDITIONAL  COriES  OF  HEASINOS  ON   UNEMPLOYMENT 

Mr.  METCALF  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res. 
131),  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Printing : 

£c«o<t'e<f.  That,  in  accordance  with  paragraph  8  of  section  2  of  the 
printing  act  approved  March  1,  1907,  the  Committee  on  Bducatton  and 
Labor  of  the  Si-nate  be.  and  is  hereby,  empowered  to  have  printed  for 
its  use  1,000  additional  copies  of  the  bearings  held  befon>  said  com- 
mittee on  unemployment  in  the  United  States,  Seventieth  Congress, 
second  session. 

BEVISION  OF  THE  TARIFF 

The  S^iate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
tries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  pending  question  t)eing  on  the  amendment 
of  Mr.  Cutting  to  strike  out  section  305,  beginning  on  page  286. 

Mt.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  an  aiucud- 
luent  to  the  pending  bill  which  I  ask  may  be  printed  and  lie 
on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered.  

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  on  yesterday  we  had  an  In- 
teresting general  tliscusKion  of  various  phases  of  the  practical 
workings  of  section  3t>5  as  it  hait  been  construed  by  customs 
clerks  and  by  the  courts.  The  standards  of  decency  and  moral- 
ity vary  from  generation  to  generation.  Of  all  the  claKsical 
authors  the  three  who  might  seem  least  likely  to  be  barred  by 
the  customs  censors  under  present  regulations  are  perhaps, 
Htmier,  Dante,  and  Sliakespeare.  I  shonlil  like  to  point  out 
to  the  Senate  that  each  one  of  those  authors  at  various  times 
has  been  branded  as  an  immoral  or  licentioas  author.  Plato 
in  his  Republic  Insisted  that  the  works  of  Homer,  as  well  as 
those  of  all  other  poets  of  the  classical  perlo<i,  should  be  barred 
as  the  writings  of  immoral  and  indecent  authors,  holding  up 
to  ridicule  the  religious  opinions  of  the  day. 

When  Savonarola  came  into  power  In  Florence  he  burned  in 
the  public  square  the  works  of  three  authors,  the  most  notori- 
ous, as  he  said,  for  licentiousness  and  indecency.  One  of  the 
three  was  Dante. 

The  plays  of  Shakeqjeare  were  banned  from  the  stage  within 
a  quarter  of  a  century  of  his  death  as  the  most  striking  ex- 
ample of  immorality  which  could  be  put  before  the  people  of 
England. 

The  same  thing  applies  in  many  ways  to  works  of  art.  It  was 
only  the  pr«nature  death  of  one  of  the  Popes  which  prevented 
him  from  carrying  out  his  plan  to  put  draperies  on  all  tlie 
figures  of  Michael  Angelo's  Last  Judgment. 

I  imagine  there  are  Senators  here  who  remember  the  time 
when  Power's  Greek  Slave,  in  the  Corcoran  Art  Gallery,  was 
placed  in  a  booth,  presumably  with  the  object  of  Insuring  that 
none  except  those  with  a  certificate  of  moral  excel  l«iee  should 
be  allowed  to  see  that  particular  work  of  art. 

On  this  general  subject,  Mr,  President,  I  claim  that  the 
barring  of  works  of  literature  as  obscene  is  both  unnecessary 
and  ineffective.  I  believe  it  is  unnecessary  because  I  can  not 
think  that  the  evil  rffect  of  works  of  literature  is  by  any  means 
as  far-reaching  as  the  proponents  of  this  sort  of  legislation 
seem  to  believe.  If  I  may  be  allowed  to  quote  from  some  one  as 
old-fashioned  as  John  Milton.  I  should  like  to  read  what  he  says 
about  bad  books  as  cMnpared  to  bad  physical  diet 

Bad  meats — 

He  says — 
will   scarce  breed  good  nourishment  In   the  healthiest  concoction,  but 
herein  the  difference  is  of  bad  books  that  they  to  a  discreet  and  jtidlclotis 
reader  serve  in  many  respects  to  discover,  to  confute,  to  forewarn,  and 
to  illustrate. 

Further  on  he  says: 

And  again,  If  it  be  true  that  a  wise  man,  like  a  good  refiner,  can 
gather  gold  out  of  the  diosslest  volume,  and  that  a  fool  will  be  a  fool 
with  the  best  book,  yea,  or  without  book,  there  is  no  reason  that  we 
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■bonld  d^prlTe  •  wise  man  of  any  advantage  to  hfs  wtodora,  while  we 
rn^k  to  restrain  from  a  fool  that  which  being  reBtralned  wUl  be  no 
blndmnce  to  hla  folly.  •  •  •  A  wise  man  will  make  better  nae  of 
an  Idle  pamphlet  than  a  fool  wUl  do  of  Sacred  8.^^  Ipture. 

Mr  iTesident,  if  that  was  true  in  Milton's  day,  how  mndi 
more  must  It  be  so  at  th.>  present  time  among  the  people  of  this 
fouiitT}?  There  has  never  been  a  nation  on  earth  which  had  so 
wid.>sprend  and  far-reaching  a  system  of  universal  education  as 
ha^  tbo  liiited  States,  with  its  public  schools,  colleges,  univer- 
sities, with  it«  libraries  and  night  schools  and  correspondence 
courses  Is  our  whole  educational  system  such  a  feeble  thiug 
that  it  can  not  ofl>«t  the  effect  of  an  occasional  bad  book  from 
abroad?  Is  the  foundation  of  the  Aniericau  Government  so 
fet-bie  that  It  can  not  withstand  subversive  opinions  ot  a  few 

foreijni  theorists?  .^  .    .     -,    «  « 

If  this  law  is  unnecessary,  I  claim  also  that  it  is  ineffective, 
beoau.-e  the  very  books  which  are  barred  by  the  censors,  the 
Uties  of  some  of  which  I  read  to  the  Senate  yesterday,  are  pro- 
tected by  copyright  in  this  country.  The  copyright  laws  them- 
Belve-^  are  very  stringent  against  indecent  or  obscene  or  immoral 
literature,  and  yet  these  very  books  which  we  allow  to  be  pub- 
ll^lHHl  which  can  be  had  in  our  own  Congressional  Library, 
which'  Clin  be  purchased  in  any  book  store  are  banned  from 
lnip<»rtation. 

I  realize.  Mr.  President,  that  there  are  many  difllcult  prob- 
lems involved  in  this  question.  There  are  Senators,  as  I  know 
well,  who  feel  sincerely  that  the  importation  of  certain  books 
might  be  corruptive  of  the  morals  of  youth.  The  question  of  the 
-youth  of  the  country,  the  adolescent  especially.  Is,  of  course,  a 
peculiar  problem  which  has  been  extensively  dealt  with  by 
psychological  experts,  I  do  not  care  to  discuss  it  at  this  time. 
All  I  want  to  say  is  that  when  one  thinks  of  the  influences  to 
which  youth  can  be  exposed,  it  seems  rather  far-fetched  to  be- 
lieve that  any  particuhir  difference  can  be  made  by  any  action  of 
the  Bureau  of  Customs. 

I   should  like  to  read  a  qtiotation  from  Macaulay  on  this 

subject : 

We  find  It  dUncuIt  to  beUeve  that  In  a  world  so  fnU  of  temptation 
aa  this,  any  gentleman,  whose  life  would  have  been  Tirtaoos  If  he  had 
not  read  Ari.«tophan«a  and  Juvenal,  wUl  be  made  vicious  by  reading 
them.  A  man  who,  exposed  to  all  the  Influences  of  such  a  state  of 
society  as  that  in  which  we  live,  is  yet  afraid  of  exposing  himself  to 
the  influence  of  a  few  Or^k  or  Latin  verses,  acta,  we  think,  much  like 
the  felon  who  begged  the  sheriff  to  let  him  have  an  umbrella  to  hold 
ov.  r  hi8  head  from  the  door  of  Newgate  to  the  gallows  because  It  was  a 
drltaling  morning  and  he  was  apt  to  take  cold. 

If  that  was  the  position  in  the  time  of  Macaulay,  what  can 
be  the  position  at  the  present  time  when  any  youth  or  any 
adolescent  can  take  up  a  copy  of  a  dally  newspaper  and  read 
all  the  details  of  the  Kip  Rhinelander  or  the  Peaches  Browning 
ea-sea  or  the  cases  which  are  being  reported  ha  the  daily  press 
here  at  the  present  time,  the  McPherson  case  and  the  OT)onnell 
case.  The  pn>tectlon  of  the  morals  of  the  youth  of  this  country, 
must,  I  believe,  be  left  in  all  common  sense  to  their  parents 
and  to  their  families  and  to  the  Uws  of  the  States  in  which 
they  reside. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  tried  to  point  out  as  briefly  as  possible 
the  workings  of  this  obscenity  law  so  far  as  it  is  concerned 
with  the  Bnrean  of  Customs.  I  now  wish  to  take  up  the 
subj««ct  of  the  amendment  for  the  first  time  offered  to  the  tariff 
law  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives and  which  has  been  acquiesced  In  by  the  Senate 
Committer  on  Ilnance.  I  shall  ask  Senators  to  notice  that  we 
are  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  this  country  including 
this  law  the  following  words: 

Any  book,  pamphlet,  paper,  writing,  advertisement,  drcolar,  print, 
picture,  or  drawing  conUlnlng  any  matter  advocating  or  urging  trcnson, 
insurrection,  or  fordhle  resistance  to  any  law  of  the  United  Statfs,  or 
containing  any  threat  to  take  the  life  or  Inflict  bodily  barm  upon  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

That  was  tl»e  Hotise  provision.  The  Senate  modified  that 
prt»vision  the  other  day  by  striking  out  the  words  "the  Presi- 
dent of "  and  inserting  the  words  "  any  person  ha  "  the  United 
States.  ^^^ 

Mr.  President,  when  we  deal  with  this  matter  of  seditions  and 
Insurrectionary  literature  we,  <rf  coarse,  are  not  treading  on 
quite  as  firm  ground  as  we  are  in  connection  with  the  question 
of  obscenity,  because  the  obecenlty  laws  have  been  tested  for  a 
long  time,  but  we  can  not,  of  course,  be  sure  jtist  how  the 
amendment  to  which  I  am  now  referring  might  work  if  it  were 
adopted. 

Mr.  WHEBLKR.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRWMDBNT  Doe»  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Soiator  fro&i  Montana! 


t.  CTTTTNO.     I  yield, 
i-r.  WHEELER.    At  the  present  time,  of  course,  we  have 
up<  n  the  statute  books  a  law  under  which  prosecutions  may  be 
ins  ituted  for  treason. 

llr.  CUTTING.  Yes;  but  may  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  that 
nolody  has  actually  been  convicted  of  treason  in  the  history  of 
tht  Unite«1  States? 

I  [r.  WHEEI.ER.  I  was  going  to  make  this  observation  :  Dur- 
ing the  war  I  was  prosecuting  attorney  and  I  had  occasion  to 
coEie  to  Washington  and  talk  with  the  Assistant  Attorney 
General,  who  handled  these  matters.  At  that  time  he  said  to 
me  "We  do  not  have  any  trouble  in  the  United  States  in 
geting  prosecutors  to  prosecute  cases;  the  great  trouble  we 
ha^  e  is  getting  prosecutors  who  will  go  out  and  make  a  charge 
of    reason  against  somebody  when  no  such  charge  exists." 

iu.st  think  of  what  we  are  doing  in  these  times!  We  are 
leating  it  up  to  some  clerk  in  a  department  to  say  whether  or 
nolj  some  individual  is  brinRing  in  a  treasouiil)le  article.  An 
inoividual  might  bring  in  a  paper  which  some  little  2  by  4 
cle  k  in  the  department  might  say  is  treasonable.  The  man 
wh3  brought  tlie  paper  in.  then,  would  l)e  branded  all  over  this 
comtry  as  one  who  liad  some  treasonable  literature  in  his 
pos  session. 

n  order  to  protect  himself  he  would  have  to  appeal  to  the 
coi  irts,  and  finally  have  it  de<lared  not  to  be  treasonable  litera- 
ture It  seems  to  me  it  is  absolutely  foolish  to  leave  the  de<i- 
slc  n  of  such  a  question  in  the  hands  of  some  clerk  and  give  such 
poiver  to  him  when  we  have  all  the  laws  upon  the  statute  book 
at  the  present  time  which  we  need. 

dr.  CUTTING.  Mr  President,  I  remember  a  case  In  my 
St  ite  where  a  verj*  vigon)Us  attempt  wais  made  to  have  some 
one  prosecuted  for  treason  because  he  threw  a  stone  at  a 
9C  loolhouse  window  over  which  the  American  flag  was  flying. 

tfr.  WHEELER.  Of  course  in  times  when  there  is  some 
hjsteria  sweeping  over  the  country  there  are  certain  groups  of 
people  who  are  always  trying  to  get  some  prosecutor  to  file 
charges  of  that  kind  of  the  most  serious  nature  when  they 
sht>uld  never  be  filed  at  all. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  the  House  provision  I  have 
reJd  to  the  Senate  and  I  wisli  to  speak  just  for  a  monn-nt  on 
th?  Senate  amendment  to  the  House  provision,  which  the  Senate 
a<  opted  a  few  days  ago  and  accepte<l  without  any  debate  and, 
I   Jiink.  without  due  consideration. 

rhe  House  pr«)vlsion  excludes  any  pamphlet,  and  so  forth, 
containing  any  threat  to  take  the  life  of  or  Inflict  bodily  harm 
uron  the  President.  As  I  understand,  there  was  a  gocnl  deal  of 
arpniment  before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  and  they 
decided  that  it  would  be  absolutely  unfair  to  protect  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  while  we  leave  our  di.stinguished 
fr  end,  the  Vice  President,  unprotected  by  law ;  and  the  argu- 
m  'nt  was  then  raiseti  that  the  Supreme  Court  judges  and  the 
members  of  the  Cabinet  and  ourselves  and  the  Members  of  the 
HfHise  were  equally  entitled  to  the  prot«-tioii  aff<»rded  by  any 
stch  provision;  and  on  further  argument  it  appeared  that  there 
WIS  no  reason  why  officials  should  be  granted  any  privileges 
w  lich  were  not  given  to  the  ordinary  citizen ;  and  the  Senate 
wimnittee  substituted  a  pro\ision  which  exclu<led  any  thn-at 
ai  Tiinst  the  bodily  welfare  of  any  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.      Does    the    Senator    from    New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 
Mr.  CUTTING.    I  do. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  Senator  overlooks  the  fact  that  we  did 
n«»t  ctmflne  the  provision  to  a  citizen,  but  it  incluiles  any  person 
Ir  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Yes;  I  apologize  to  tlie  Senator;  of  course, 
aiy  human  behig  who  exists  in  our  midst  is  equally  entitied  to 
tie  protection  of  our  laws.  But  the  absurdity  of  this  provision 
a  id  of  the  Senate  committee  ameiulraent  and  of  th<'  whole  sub- 
j<ct  is  that  we  are  giving  to  certain  clerks  in  the  Bureau  of 
Customs  the  power  to  decide  what  is  or  what  is  not  injurious 
t< '  the  bodily  welfare  of  any  citieen  of  the  Uniteii  States. 

I  am  sf>rry  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  CopilandI,  who 
t<ok  part  in  the  di.scussiou  yesterday  afternoon,  is  not  here  at 
present,  Ijecause  I  feel  that  this  Senate  ci*mmittee  amendii»ent 
is  particularly  dangerous  to  members  of  the  medical  profession. 
I '  we  leave  it  to  the  Customs  Court,  or  to  a  customs  official 
s  ibject  to  review  by  the  Customs  Court,  to  decide  what  is  or  is 
n>t  harmful  to  the  bodily  welfare  of  any  citizen  of  the  Uniteil 
S  bates,  we  are  running  up  against  medical  doctrines  of  tremen- 
dous tenacity. 

Mr.  COPKLAND  entered  the  Chamber. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
fi  ew  York  Is  invited  to  the  remarks  of  the  S^mtor  from  New 
1  exico. 
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Mr.  CUTTING.  I  was  speaking  about  the  effect  tltat  the 
Senate  committee  amendment  miglit  have  on  the  medical  profes- 
sion in  this  country.  The  Senate  committee  amendment,  in 
connection  with  the  House  provision,  excludes  from  the  country 
any  threat  to  inflict  bodily  harm  upon  any  person  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  friMu  New  York? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  do. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Will  the  Senator  refer  me  to  the  part  of 
the  bill  he  has  in  mind?    Is  it  on  page  286? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     It  is. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  tliank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  contend  that  under  this  provision  the 
customs  clerk  will  have  to  decide  whether  a  medical  argument 
for  or  against  chiro|>ractic  or  osteopatliy  or  homeopathy  or  any 
other  medical  doctrine  is  or  is  not  conducive  to  the  bodily 
injury  of  any  citizen  of  the  United  States ;  and  I  ask  the  Sena- 
tor to  remember  al.so  that  if  he  niake»  the  wrong  decisioii,  and 
allows  a  book  or  jKimphlet  or  treatise  to  enter,  and  it  is  after- 
wards dwided  that  the  doctrine  maintained  in  that  pamphlet 
wa.x  actually  injurious  to  the  welfare  of  any  citizen  of  tlie 
United  States,  the  clerk  can  be  sent  to  the  penitentiary  for  10 
years  or  fined  $5,(MK),  or  both. 

I  consider,  for  instance,  that  there  is  a  large  body  of  public 
opinion  In  this  country  which  is  opijosed  to  vaccination. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.   President,   will   the   Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  fnmi  Michigan? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  interprets  this  lan- 
guage in  the  same  way  that  the  committee.  I  think,  interpreted 
It.  This  refers  only  to  a  threat  to  do  bodily  harm,  and  does 
not  refer  to  any  recommendations  as  to  whether  or  not  vac- 
cination is  deiiirable.  I  think  this  language  says  that  the  book 
or  other  matter  must  ctmtain  a  threat  to  do  bodily  harm. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  a  pamphlet 
advocating  compulsory  vaccination  would  be  a  threat  to  the 
bodily  welfare  of  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  if  the  customs 
clerk  who  reviewed  that  S(>ctiou  thought  vaccination  was  a 
serious  danger? 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Tliat  is  not  my  interpretation  of  a  threat. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  It  might  not  be  my  interpretation  of  a 
threat,  either:  but  it  might  be  the  interpretation  of  a  threat 
by  the  clerk  who  took  cognizance  of  this  particular  provision  of 
the  law. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me  further,  I 
do  not  see  how  any  clerk  could  place  any  such  interpretation  on 
the  word  "  threat." 

Mr.  WHEELER.  But.  Mr.  President,  the  latter  part  of  this 
provision  does  not  use  the  word  "  threat."    The  provision  reads : 

All  perwins  are  prohibited  from  importing  Into  the  United  States 
from  any  foreign  country  any  l)ook.  pamphlet,  paper,  writing,  advertise- 
ment, circular,  print,  picture,  or  drawing  containing  any  matter  advo- 
cating or  urging  treason.  Insurrection,  or  forciblo  resistance  to  any  law 
of  the  United  States,  or  containing  any  threat  to  take  the  life  of  or  In- 
flict bodily  barm  upon  any  person  In  the  United  States,  or  any  obscene 
book,  pamphlet,  paper,  writing,  advertlsi'ment,  circular,  print,  picture, 
drawing,  or  other  representation,  figure,  or  Image  on  or  of  paper  or 
other  material,  or  any  cast.  Instrument,  or  other  article  of  an  Immoral 
nature,  or  any  drug  or  medicine,  or  any  article  whatever  for  the  pre- 
vention ^f  conception  or  for  causing  unlawful  atwrtlon. 

The  first  portion  of  it  only  refers  to  a  threat 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  Senator  from  Montana  in  dealUig  with 
another  feature  of  the  provision,  which  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  dealt  with  at  length  on  yesterday.  We  were  talking 
about  the  first  part,  which  dealt  with  threats.  As  to  that  part, 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  if  he  thinks 
that  a  medical  book  which  contains  a  recommendation  or  a 
suggestion  that  a  {terson  be  vaccinated  could  be  construed  as  a 
threat? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  I  frankly  say  that  I  think 
it  could  be  construetl  as  a  threat  by  the  tyi»e  of  people  who 
have  been  enforcing  the  provisions  of  this  law  in  the  post.  I 
do  not  say  that  I  personally  should  construe  it  as  a  threat 

Mr.  STEIWER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN^T.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  do. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  May  I  merely  say  to  the  Senator  that  the 
language  employed  con.sists  of  the  following  words? — 

Any  threat  to  take  the  life  of  or  Inflict  t>odily  harm. 


We  all  know  that  criminal  stattites  are  not  to  be  enlarged  bj 
construction.  It  would  seem  to  me  that  that  language  is  so 
clear — and  I  say  this  with  all  deference  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico — that  no  one  seriously  embarking  upon  the  mi.««slon 
of  construing  this  law  could  reascnmbly  argue  that  it  moans 
anything  other  than  stated  in  the  act.  and  that  it  means  and 
could  mean  only  the  communication  of  a  threat  in  the  article. 
The  mere  fact  that  there  might  be  s<miethliig  illo^^cal  or  scien- 
tifically unsound  In  an  article  would  not,  in  my  own  personal 
opinion,  even  commence  to  bring  it  witliin  the  iwundaries  of 
this  act. 

I  merely  wanted  to  suggest  that  to  the  Senator  now.  because 
I  am  quite  certain  that  if  he  will  refiect  carefully  upon  that 
language  he  will  be  bound  to  come  to  some  such  opinion  as  that 
as  to  the  construction  of  the  act.  ,^ 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  I  always  find  It  difficult  to 
deal  with  legal  subjects ;  but  I  should  have  said  that  the  danger 
in  that  particular  provisicm  was  the  definition  of  the  words 
"  Ijodily  harm."  Those  words  may  have  been  so  definitely  con- 
strued in  the  past  that  no  such  construction  as  I  have  .suggested 
could  he  urged  In  the  future. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  like  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  It 
seems  to  me  he  is  correct  when  he  says  that  an  article,  a  book, 
or  a  pamphlet  that  would  advocate,  for  instance,  that  all  people 
be  compulsorlly  vaccinated,  that  vaccination  be  made  ctimpulsory 
and  that  people  be  forced  to  submit  to  vaccination  and  that  their 
children  should  be  forced  to  submit  to  it,  would  constitute  a 
threat  in  the  estimation  of  some  people,  when  we  remember  that 
while  It  may  be  a  small  minority,  a  very  re«i)ectable  minority — 
respectable  not  in  slee.  perhaps,  but  in  quality — some  very  fine 
Individuals  think  that  the  worst  crime  that  can  be  committed  is 
to  vaccinate  a  child ;  and  they  would  defend  their  children  with 
a  gun  before  they  would  permit  it  to  be  done.  In  the  mind  of 
such  a  person,  it  seems  to  me.  this  would  be  the  worst  kind  of 
a  threat  that  could  be  made;  and  they  ai*e  conscientious  about  it. 
I  am  not  of  course,  arguing  that  I  think  they  are  right :  but  they 
are  Just  as  conscientious  as  we  are  In  any  action  that  we  take 
here. 

Suppose  that  a  high-minded,  conscientious  official,  a  graduate 
of  several  colleges,  and  having  a  lot  of  degrees  behind  his  name 
that  he  had  obtained  at  different  collegiate  institutions,  were  the 
person  who  had  to  pass  on  this  question. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Backed  up  by  an  equaUy  intelligent  judge  of 
the  Customs  Court 

Mr  NORRIS.  Yes.  We  know  what  he  would  say,  and  we 
know,  too,  that  he  would  be  perfectiy  honest  and  perfectly  con- 
scientious In  saying  It,  and  that  kind  of  literature  would  be 
barred  ;  and  that  is  only  a  sample.  We  could  take  up  some  other 
branch  of  human  propriety  or  morality,  when  some  equally  con- 
scientious. Intelligent  and  educated  person  might  have  definite 
Ideas  on  some  other  line,  and  what  would  the  decision  be7 

In  other  words,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  ought  to  remember  the 
words  of  Benjamin  Franklin.  I  wish  I  had  them  here.  I  have 
quoted  them  before,  but  I  do  not  happen  to  have  them  now.  In 
speaking  of  the  right  of  free  speech,  in  substance  he  said: 

It  is  argued  that  If  we  permit  free  speech  the  right  wIU  be  abased. 
Why,  of  course.  It  will  be  abused.  Everybody  knows  that  It  will  be 
abused ;  but  If  we  are  going  to  decide  what  Is  proper  In  free  speech,  some 
human  being  must  decide.  lie  must  be  the  Judge.  He  roast  pass  oa  It, 
and  bis  Idea  wUI  prevail  and  become  part  of  the  law  ;  and  It  may  b* 
entirely  different  from  the  idea  of  anybody  else. 

In  other  words,  we  have  reached  a  point  where  It  Is  beyond 
the  power,  ingenuity,  and  wisdom  of  man  to  define  Just  what 
should  be  on  this  side  of  the  Uoe  and  what  should  be  on  the 
other  side  of  the  line.  ' 

Mr.  CUTTING.  With  the  Senator's  permission,  may  I  quote 
those  words  from  Benjamin  Franklin? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  should  be  glnd  if  the  Senator  would. 

Mr.  CUTTING  (reading)  : 

Abases  of  the  freedom  of  speech  ought  to  be  repressed ;  bat  to  whom 
dare  we  commit  the  care  of  doing  it? 

I  think  that  is  the  passage  to  which  the  Senator  referred. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  EDGE  and  Mr.  STEIWER  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 

Mr.  EDOB.  Mr.  President  these  possibilities  are  very  inter- 
esting; but  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  he  sees  any 
possibility  of  misunderstanding  these  8  or  10  words?    As  I 
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read  U»em,  I  can  not  see  htm  there  is  any  po«!bUity  of  reading 
anjtiiiog  general  Into  tbe  paragraph.  It  prohibits  the  importa- 
tion of  matter  advocating  or  urging  of  treason — tliat  certainly 
is  dear — insurrection,  or  forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  tbe 
United  States,  or  containing  any  threat,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  WHEELEK.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  EDGE.  Just  a  moment,  please,  until  I  finish  my  question. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  this  question :  If  I  follow  the 
Senator's  argument,  he  crltlciaes  the  present  method  of  censor- 
ship: and  I  am  Inclined  to  the  opinion  that  there  is  a  Jostlflable 
criticism.  But  has  the  Senator  any  plan  to  suggest  for  another 
type  of  censorship  to  take  the  place  of  the  customs  officers ;  or 
are  we  to  understand,  through  his  amendment  to  strike  out  this 
Mitlre  section,  that  he  believes  that  there  should  not  be  any 
censorship  of  the  tyi>e  of  literature  which  provides  the  tilings 
I  have  lust  read? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  does  tbe  Senator  want  to 
answer  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  or  will  he  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  should  like  to  answer  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  first  In  answer  to  his  question  I  will  say  that  I 
feel  that  this  matter  Is  adequately  taken  care  of  by  State  law ; 
that  that  has  been  done  in  tbe  century  and  a  haif  since  this 
Bepubllc  was  instituted,  and  that  I  beUeve  that  situation  is 
adequate  for  the  future. 

Mr.  EDGE  rose. 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  the  Senator.  I  was 
very  much  interested  in  his  answer  to  my  question.  If  he  has 
completed  it,  if  I  understand  him  correctly  be  would  remove 
all  censorship  and  depend  entirely  upon  State  jurisdiction  to 
control  any  possible  distribution  of  literature  from  abroad  that 
endeavored  to  incite  treason  or  the  infliction  of  bodily  iniory. 

Mr.  STEIWER  rose. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  deal  with  that 
question  a  little  further  on  in  my  argument,  and  I  would  rather 
not  make  an  extended  reference  to  the  point  now.  I  was  par- 
ticularly referring  to  the  Senate  committee  amendment  changing 
the  protection  granted  to  the  President  of  tlie  United  States 
Into  a  general  protection  granted  every  citiaen.  and  I  think  the 
Scmator  from  Oregon  la  about  to  discuss  that  feature  of  tbe 
law. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  I  wanted  to  make  one  further 
suggestion  with  respect  to  the  interpretation  of  the  language 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  la  impossible  for  us  in  an  intelligent 
way  to  carry  forward  the  discussion  of  policy  in  regard  to  this 
matter  If  we  are  disagreed  as  to  what  it  is  the  measure  pro- 
hibits. I  do  not  care  at  this  time  to  engage  in  debate  with  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  with  respect  to  the  general  question 
involved ;  Indeed,  I  do  not  know  that  I  want  to  do  that  at  alL 
But  it  seems  to  me  very  clear  that  there  is  some  misunderstand- 
ing of  the  language.  The  thing  that  is  iuhibited  is  the  imptv- 
tation  of  a  certain  article.  AU  the  rest  of  the  paragraph  is 
in  the  nature  of  definition.  Inhibition  or  prohibition  against 
the  importation  of  these  certain  materials  is  defined  by  the 
language  commencng  in  line  15,  where  it  is  provided  that  the 
article  is  inhibited  if  it  contains  any  matter  advocating  or 
urging  certain  thlnga,  and  then  In  line  17,  "(x  containing  any 
threat  to  take  the  life  of  or  inflict  bodily  harm  upon  any 
person." 

It  would  seem  to  me,  as  I  listened  to  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska [Mr.  Nobis]  that  his  assumption  was  not  sound  when 
he  suggested  to  the  Senate  that  if  the  proposal  in  the  writing 
were  of  such  a  nature  that  it  constituted  a  threat,  or  of  such 
a  nature  that  It  might  be  said  by  some  person  at  least  to  con- 
stitute a  menace,  or  that  it  was  the  teaching  of  a  doctrine 
that  was  Injurious,  it  would  fall  within  the  iBhlbition  of  this 
proposed  act. 

Repeating  wluit  I  said  a  little  while  ago,  a  criminal  act  is  not 
so  broadly  constmedL  If  there  be  doubt,  lawyers  know  that  the 
criminal  act  will  not  be  enlarged,  and  if  we  are  to  disagree  here 
as  to  the  meaning  of  simple  language,  it  seems  very  certain  o 
me  that  no  court,  and  probably  no  agent  of  the  Treasury, 
would  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  the  mere  presence  in  the  writing 
of  the  actual  or  implied  tlireat  would  constitute  a  violation 
of  this  measure.  It  would  seem  to  me — ^and  I  say  it  with  all 
deference  to  the  views  of  others — that  it  is  perfectlj  clear  that 
the  thing  that  is  inhibited  is  the  importation  of  tbe  article 
which  contains  in  it  some  matter  which  is  a  threat  to  take  life 
~>-or.do  bodily  harm.  That  means  the  actual  making  of  the  threat 
by  the  person  who  formulated  the  writing,  and  it  can  not  mean 
that  there  la  in  the  doctrine  exhibited  in  the  writing  something 
which  some  of  us  might  consider  as  a  menace. 

I  Ikope  that  the  lawyers  ot  this  body  will  address  themselves 
to  that,  because  If  we  misread  or  misunderstand  the  meaning  of 
the  language  amplof  ed,  we  may  argue  here  at  large  and  at 
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ength  and  n«ver  come  to  a  propo:  conclusion  respecting  the 
irhole  matter. 

Mr.  BRATTON.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
CO  yield  to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr,  BRATTON.  The  point  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  ad- 
ranced  emphasises  the  soundness  of  the  theory  advanced  by  my 
colleague.  The  Senator  from  Oregon  suggests  that  the  lawyers 
)f  this  body  address  themselves  to  this  language  and  see  if 
:hey  can  arrive  at  a  conclusion.  If  it  is  so  doubtful  that  the 
awyers  here  listening  can  not  agree  upon  its  true  interpreta- 
Jon,  that  fact  aecentnates  the  soundness  of  the  argument  of 
ny  colleague  that  it  is  dangerous  to  leave  the  determination 
[>f  that  question  to  an  untrained  and  un.skilled  mind,  to  wit, 
to  some  customs  officer. 

If  we  can  not  agree — and  I  dare  say  if  the  lawyers  of  this 
oody  were  to  express  their  views  at  length,  there  would  be  a 
lozen  different  views  advanced  and  argued  here — I  think  that 
emphasizes  the  v«;ry  argument  of  my  colleague. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  Just  one 
further  question.  I  recognize  the  legal  ability  of  tbe  senior 
Senator  from  New  Mexico,  who  has  just  spoken,  and  I  am 
wondering  if  he  disagrees  with  me  in  the  proposition  that  the 
writing  must  contain  an  actual  threat  before  it  comes  within 
tlie  inbibititm  ot  tlds  law. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  am  not  disagreeing  with  the  Senator  about 
that 

Mr.  STEIWER.  May  I  ask  the  Senator,  before  he  leaves  that, 
whether  he  does  not  agree  with  that  as  a  legal  pn^jositlon  ? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  say  that  legal  minds  will  disagree  as  to 
whether  a  given  document  constitutes  a  threat. 

Bir.  STEIWER.  Oh,  yes,  Mr.  President ;  I  did  not  mean  to 
discuss  that  question  at  all.  I  am  talking  about  the  proper 
Interpretation  of  the  language  of  the  measure  itself,  and  trying 
to  determine  the  thing  that  is  Inhibited  or  prohibited  by  the 
laniniage.  I  am  still  wondering  whether  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  will  not  agree  with  me  that  the  inhibition  does  not  ap- 
ply unieifs  there  Is  an  actual  threat  contained  in  the  writing. 

Mr.  BRATTON.    That  is  my  view. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  So  we  are  not  in  disagreement  at  all;  wo 
are  agreed,  and  I  think  we  will  all  agree  if  we  study  this  lan- 
guage just  a  little. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  But  I  repeat  that  that  does  not  detract  from 
the  soundness  of  my  colleague's  argument,  because  the  docu- 
ment itself  is  not  so  important;  the  important  thing  Is  the 
interpretation  and  construction  to  be  placed  upon  It  My  col- 
league complains  against  placing  the  power  to  make  that  inter- 
pretation and  construction  in  the  hands  of  one  untrained, 
unskilled  mind.  With  my  colleague  I  am  in  full  accord  as  to 
that 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President  that  is  exactly  the  point  I 
have  been  trying  to  make. 

Mr.  COPELAND  and  Mr.  WHEELER  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  just  this:  That, 
so  far  as  the  last  statement  made  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  is  concerned,  I  am  disposed  to  agree  with  him  in  it 
I  do  not  want  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  the  clerks  of  the 
Treasury  should  have  the  authority  to  Interpret  language  upon 
which  lawyers  might  disagree,  and  I  think  the  Senator  is  quite 
right  about  that  It  was  only  as  to  the  interpretation  of  this 
language  that  I  was  addressing  myself,  and  I  stiU  feel  that  it 
does  not  inhibit  writings  merely  because  they  contain  material 
which  we  might  construe,  or  which  some  other  person  might 
construe,  as  a  menace  to  the  life  or  bodily  welfare  of  some  other 
person. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President  I  think  that  this  is  rather  an 
unimportant  sentence  In  the  bill,  and  I  am  not  desirous  of  over- 
stressing  this  particular  point.  I  should  be  glad  to  hasten  dis- 
cusdon  of  this  panicular  word  or  phrase.  But  I  yield  now  to 
the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  COPEUAND.  Mr.  President  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  am 
not  a  lawyer,  but  I  think  I  can  read  this  language,  and  perhaps 
I  am  tbe  sort  of  a  person  who  might  be  called  upon  to  determine 
whether  the  book  attempted  to  be  brought  in  was  obscene  or 
whether  a  threat  were  contained  in  it  The  language  in  line 
17  is  **or  containing  any  threat  to  take  the  life  of  or  inflict 
bodily  harm  upon  any  person  in  the  United  States."  I  think 
this  language  refers  to  anything  which  may  be  a  menace  to  the 
life  or  to  the  Inxlily  welfare  of  any  person  in  the  United  States. 
If  it  means  that  the  criticism  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska [Mr.  Noaais]  is  perfectly  valid.  There  are  lots  of  per- 
sons in  this  country  who  would  do  exactly  what  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  ha.s  said — defend  with  a  pistol,  if  need  be,  the 
I  rights  of  their  children  against  the  invasion  of  a  board  of  health 
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seeking  to  vaccinate  or  inoculate.  The  language  refers  to 
anything  that  may  be  a  menace  to  the  life  or  to  the  bodily 
welfare  of  any  person  in  the  United  States,  and  if  some  Gov- 
ernment ofliciul  tuices  the  view  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  regarding  vaccination  or  inoculation,  he  would  say 
that  any  advice  regarding  vaccination  or  inoculation  ia  some- 
thing that  is  a  menace  to  the  life  or  bodily  welfare  of  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States, 

While  I  have  the  greatest  sympathy  in  the  world  for  persons 
who  do  not  believe  in  vaccination  and  inoculation,  yet  I  feel 
that  nothing  in  science  has  been  better  established  than  the 
value  of  vaccination  and  Inoculation,  and  I  would  say  that  it 
was  pathetic,  lamentable,  and  a  tremendous  mistake  that  there 
should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  an  official  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  right  to  say  that  any  material  must  be  excluded 
because.  In  his  opinion.  It  was  a  menace  to  the  life  or  the  bodily 
welfare  of  a  citizen. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  something  else  has  occurred 
to  me  during  tbe  Senator's  remarks.  Suppose  the  customs  clerk 
were  an  advocate  of  the  orthodox  theory  of  medicine,  and  sup- 
pose a  book  came  before  him  which  urged  the  prohibition  of 
vaccination  by  any  citizen  of  the  United  States;  would  not  such 
a  book  be  apt  to  be  barred  by  the  customs  authorities  at  the 
port,  and  might  not  the  judge  who  afterwards  passed  on  the 
matter  agree  with  the  decision  of  the  customs  official? 

Mr.  WHEEL?]R.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  During  the  war  we  placed  upon  the  statute 
books  a  law  which  made  It  a  felony  for  anyone  to  threaten  to 
take  the  life  of  the  President  of  the  United  States.  It  teemed 
perfectly  plain  to  me  what  that  law  provided,  but  an  examina- 
tion of  the  decisions  of  the  Federal  district  courts  of  the  United 
States  will  show  that  they  were  not  all  agreed  as  to  what  a 
threat  to  take  the  life  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
was.  During  the  war  we  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  anybody 
who  threatened  the  life  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
should  be  punished  as  a  felon  under  the  sedition  act  Now,  in 
times  of  peace,  when  we  are  about  to  .sign  another  peace  treaty, 
we  say  that  not  only  should  we  prohibit  anybody  from  threaten- 
ing to  take  the  life  of  tbe  President  of  the  United  States  but 
should  prohibit  anybody  threatening  to  take  the  life  of  any  Mem- 
ber of  Congress  or  any  other  citizen  of  the  United  States ;  and 
we  ought  to  include  the  goats  and  the  .sheep  and  the  caitle  of 
the  United  States,  because  the  attempt  is  to  carry  it  to  the 
utmost  extreme. 

As  I  have  said,  we  find  that  the  district  courts  of  the  United 
States  disagreed  in  the  interpretation  of  the  sedition  act  one 
district  court  and  one  circuit  court  of  appeals  holding  that 
this  was  .sedition,  and  another  district  court  and  another  circuit 
court  of  appeals  holding  that  something  else  was  sedition. 

lyct  me  particularly  call  attention  to  this  language — and  I  do 
not  want  to  interrupt  the  Senator  unduly 

Mr.  CUTl'ING.    I  appreciate  the  Senator's  remarks. 

Mr.  WHEELER,  The  language  is,  "advocating  or  urging 
treason,  insurrection,  or  forcible  resistance."  Just  think  of  the 
latitude  that  would  give  to  one  of  these  petty  officials,  to  deter- 
mine what  is  a  book  or  other  writing  advocating  treason.  All 
we  have  to  do  Is  to  go  back  to  the  Adams  sedition  law. 

Under  that  law  we  find  that  the  Federal  courts  of  the  United 
States  pro8ecute<l  men  for  treason  for  the  most  trivial  things. 
The  truth  about  It  is  that  the  courts,  the  lower  courts  par- 
ticularly, have  decided  that  different  things  amounted  to  treason 
and  particularly  when  it  came  down  to  saying  what  amounted 
to  advocating  treason  and  what  amounted  to  advocating  forci- 
ble resistance.  There  is  the  widest  kind  of  latitude,  and  I 
challenge  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Steiwer]  to  get  any 
two  lawyers  in  the  Senate  who  could  |>ossibly  agree  as  to 
just  the  limit  to  which  we  could  confine  it 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CARAWAY,  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon  for  digressing 
Just  slightly  from  the  subject  of  his  discourse,  but  while 
Senators  have  been  talking  about  the  language  of  the  act 
itself  I  want  to  call  attention  to  It  in  one  particular.    It  reads: 

All  persons  are  prohibited  from  Importing  into  tbe  United  State* 
from  any  foreign  country — 

And  then  gives  the  names  of  the  things  that  are  prohibited. 
Those  who  are  Interested  in  the  language  of  the  statute  will 
obs<»rve  that  the  inhibition  is  against  "  importing  into  the 
United  States  from  a  foreign  country,"  The  United  States  is 
quite  well  defined  as  not  including  Porto  Rico  and  the  Pliilip- 


pine  Islands,  and  yet  if  one  wanted  to  import  those  things  he 
could  import  them  into  any  of  those  territories,  because  the 
law  does  not  Inhibit  the  Importation  Into  tho.se  territories,  and 
then  they  could  be  rcshipped  to  the  United  States,  because 
they  must  be  imported  from  some  foreign  country  before  they 
can  be  prohibited  from  entry  into  this  country.  While  we  were 
talking  about  language,  I  thought  it  well  to  call  the  Senatoi's 
attention  to  that  thought 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  suggestion. 

Mr,  CARAWAY,  The  provision  is  against  importing  into 
the  United  States  from  a  foreign  country.  It  would  be  u  very 
easy  matter  to  get  around  the  entire  censorship  in  the  way  I 
have  suggested. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  We  ought  to  protect  the  Filipinos  if  we 
are  going  to  protect  the  people  here  in  tbe  United  States, 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  It  would  seem  bo,  but  whoever  wrote  the 
law  evidently  did  not  think  so. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Porto  Rico  and  the  Philippine  Islands  can 
protect  their  own  citizens. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  do  not  care  to  take  any  further  time  on 
that  particular  detail  of  the  provision.  I  think  that  the  two 
documents  which  1  shall  offer  for  the  Recobo  at  the  present 
time  have  perhaps  already  been  printed  in  the  Recobd,  although 
I  am  not  at  all  sure.  One  is  a  statement  by  a  former  assistant 
attorney  general  of  the  United  States,  Alfred  Bettman,  of  Cin- 
cinnati. He  was  an  Assistant  Attorney  General  during  the 
Wilson  administration  and  had  a  great  deal  of  experience  In 
interpreting  laws  of  this  kind.  I  am  not  going  to  read  it  at 
length,  but  I  want  to  call  particular  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
this  statement: 

The  proposed  tariff  bill  proposes  to  place  tbe  interpretation  and  appli- 
cation of  tbe  section  In  the  hands  of  customs  officials  and  Customs 
Court,  and  we  know  by  experience  that  language  of  that  sort  la  inter- 
preted and  applied  by  admlnlstiatlTe  ofBclala  in  a  manner  most  danger- 
ous to  ciTil  liberties  and  contrary  to  fundamental  constitutional  con- 
ceptions. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  the  entire  statement  in  ths 
RfscoEo  at  this  point 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT      Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  statement  is  as  follows: 

Mr.  Bettuan'8  Staticmcki 

My  attention  has  l)een  called  to  section  305  of  the  proposed  tariff 
act  of  1929  88  reported  out  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the 
House  of  BepresentatlTes  and  the  Finance  Committee  of  tbe  Senate. 
This  section  forbids  the  importation  of  "  any  book,  pamphlet,  paper,  writ- 
ing, advertisement,  circular,  print,  picture,  or  drawing  containing  any 
matter  advocating  or  urging  treason,  insurrection,  or  forcible  resistance 
to  any  law  of  the  United  SUtes." 

If  this  really  means  what  it  says,  then  it  Is  useless.  For,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  nobody  writes  or  imports  any  book  or  writing  advocating 
or  urging  treason,  Insurrection,  or  forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the 
United  States. 

In  all  the  history  of  courts  in  tbe  United  States  there  has  never 
been  a  conviction  for  treason  :  and  Aaron  Burr  was  tbe  last  man  who 
advocated  Insurrection.  But  the  proposed  tariff  bill  proposes  to  place 
the  interpretation  and  application  of  the  section  In  the  bands  of  cnstoms 
officials  and  the  Customs  Court,  and  we  know  by  experience  that  lan- 
guage of  that  sort  is  Interpreted  and  applied  by  administrative  officials 
in  a  manner  most  dangerous  to  civil  liberties  and  contrary  to  funda- 
mental constitutional  conceptions. 

For  instance,  take  a  book  which  In  a  most  scientific.  Impersonal, 
and  philosophical  manner  dl.-»cuf»s»e8  violence  as  a  mode  of  political  activ- 
ity, for  Instance,  as  those  written  by  the  French  political  scientist, 
Sorel's  work  on  Violence,  or  a  book  which  discusses  the  ethics  of 
revolution  in  a  most  philosophic  and  detached  spirit.  The  author  might 
even  take  his  stand  against  the  nse  of  violence  under  any  circiimstauces 
but  include  within  bis  book,  for  purposes  of  discussion,  the  arguments 
of  his  opponents.  Such  discussions  occur  In  the  works  of  some  of  our 
most  Iwrned  political  scientists  and  constitutional  lawyers.  Such  books 
do  and  ought  form  part  of  the  reading  of  students  of  problems  of  law, 
government,  and  ethics,  and  it  Is  Just  such  books  which  adininlstrative 
officials,  not  equipped  with  the  necessary  philosophic  and  scholarly  out- 
look, are  apt  to  interpret  as  falling  within  a  provision  of  this  nature. 

WOHSE    THAN    TSELESS 

Certainly  In  peace  time  we  do  not  need  any  sedition  law.  What 
place  has  a  sedition  law  in  a  protective  tariff  bill?  As  Justice  Oliver 
Wendell  Holmes  has  pointed  out  In  his  latest  opinion,  freedom  of  thought 
and  discussion  is  the  vital  basic  freedom.  Without  it  democratic 
society  is  impossible.  We  have  no  sedition.  The  proposed  section  la 
worse  than  useless ;  it  is  miscbievons. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  Bettman  was  the  man  in  the  Wilson 
administration  who  at  one  time  at  least  had  diarge  of  practi- 
cally all  prosecutions  under  the  se<lition  act,  if  I  am  correctly 
inforiueU. 
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Mr.  mTTNn.    That  !«  <^»rr*ct. 

Mr.  WHKKLKU.  <»n«  of  the  TW9on»  whjr  th«  Wll«on  Admin- 
lutratlon  rtnally  ha<I  to  iieJect  «oinebo<ly  here  In  Waahlnifton 
wtN  f>»^"nu«e  of  th«»  fiict  that  th«  cotirti*  and  th«  dlatrUrt  attor- 
Dcr*  ail  over  the  United  8tateii  were  holding  different  rlewii  an 
to  what  the  real  meaning  and  Interpretation  of  the  atatnte 
onirht  to  he.  Thejr  tried  to  conflnt?  it  within  proper  llmlta,  and 
In  tl«^inK  M)  had  to  Nel<H>t  nouie  one  here  In  Waahlngton  to  guide 
the  variooN  illMtrl<'t  attorner*  ftnd  Federal  Judges  to  keep  them 
ftom  patting  a  wrong  Interpretation  upon  the  atatvte. 

Mr,  CUTTINO,  Mr.  PreaUMjt,  the  aecond  document  which 
I  Hva  tf'lng  la  a  moment  to  nvk  to  have  inaerted  in  the  IIk'obo 
Im  a  atatpnient  hy  I'rof.  Zei-linrlah  Cliafee,  jr.,  of  the  Harvard 
Ijiw  Hohool.  with  regard  t«  thU  particular  proviaion  In  thf 
lN>nding  hill.  I  think  that  statement  hnii  been  Introduced  Into 
the  Ubtokd  heretofore.  I  am  not  going  to  read  It  In  fall.  With 
great  dlfflkience  I  am  liicline<l  to  think  that  the  flrwt  statement 
m«d«  by  I»Tofe«ior  Chafj*.  namely,  that  "  the  power  to  det-lde 
wht'ther  Hueh  printed  material  xball  be  forfeited  la  given  to  the 
cuatoms  offli-lala  without  a  review  before  United  Statea  district 
JadKMi."  la  probably  Incorrect.  I  believe,  after  aome  study  of 
the  matter,  tiiat  there  Is  already  a  proper  channel  for  appeal  to 
Unltcfl  States  district  judges,  although  there  la  an  optional 
apfieal  to  the  Customs  Court  at  the  same  time. 

The  part  of  Professor  Chafee's  statement  In  which  I  am  par- 
ticularly Interested  Is  where  he  makes  It  dear  that  this  daose 
is  not  llmlte«l  to  books  and  pami*lets  which  speciflcally  refer 
to  revolutions  in  the  United  Statea.    He  states : 

The  clause  appears  to  Inclaiie  any  general  advocacy  of  revolution 
as  a  means  of  social  change,  since  such  a  doctrine  would  naturally 
extend  to  the  United  Statea  as  well  as  to  other  countries.  Borne  at 
leant  of  the  cuatoms  officials  to  whom  the  reading  of  the  hooks  Is 
Intrusted  would  be  sure  to  act  on  this  Interpretation  of  tl>e  law. 

In  other  words,  if  I  constme  Pnrfessor  Chafee's  interpreta- 
tion correctly,  the  words  "  treasiHi "  and  "  insurrection  "  do  not 
refer  to  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  "  forcible  resistance  "  is 
the  only  thing  which  Is  speciflcally  connected  with  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  under  the  plausible  interpretation  of  the 
{vovision. 

I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  that  the  entire  statonent  of  Pro- 
fessor Chafee  may  l>e  printetl  in  the  Rbcord. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  ia  so  ordered. 

The  statement  is  as  follows: 
aTATBUBTr  or   p«or.   kkchaeuh   CHAraa,  ju.,   or  thb  habvard   law 
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1.  The  iwwer  to  decide  whether  such  printed  material  shall  he  for- 
feited l8  given  to  the  customs  officials  without  a  review  before  United 
States  district  Judges. 

2.  It  aeema  almost  certain  that  thia  clause  la  not  limited  to  hooks 
and  pamphlets  which  speciflcally  refer  tu  revolution  in  the  United 
Statea.  The  clause  app<'arB  to  Include  any  general  advocacy  of  revolu- 
tion as  a  means  of  aocial  change,  since  such  a  doctrine  would  naturally 
extend  to  tiM  United  StatCM  as  well  as  to  other  coantrlea.  Some  at 
least  of  the  customs  officials  to  whom  the  reading  of  the  books  is 
iotrosted  would  be  sure  to  act  on  this  interpretation  of  the  law. 

S.  This  clause  creates  an  efft>ctive  censorship  over  foreign  literature. 
There  are  many  foreign  books  and  pamphlets  which  for  the  most  part 
contain  elaborate  discussions  of  social  and  economic  guestiona,  which  It 
Is  very  desirable  to  read.  Here  and  there  the  writer  Is  so  Impressed 
with  the  hopelessness  of  legal  change  in  the  present  system  that  ho 
advocates  resort  to  force  if  notJbing  else  serves.  That  alone  will  render 
importation  of  the  whole  book  impossible. 

4.  Many  of  the  dassici*  of  modern  economics  will  be  put  on  this  new 
index  expurgatorious.  The  law  will  prevent  a  loyal  dtisen  from  obtain- 
ing from  abroad  the  work  of  Marx.  Proudhou,  Bakunin.  or  Sttruer. 
■t€b  if  we  could  wisely  dispense  with  these  k-ft-wing  hooks,  much  less 
radical  pubUcatloos  will  be  excluded.  For  example,  one  of  the  sanest 
discussions  of  contemporary  thought  which  has  had  a  large  sale  In  th>s 
country  is  Bertrand  Uussell's  Proposed  Roads  to  Freedom.  The  further 
importation  of  this  book  would  be  forbidden  because  of  Its  extracts  from 
the  communist  manifesto  of  1848  and  from  anarchist  songs.  Of  coarse, 
any  antlsoclslistic  book  which  gives  an  adequate  historical  account  of 
Its  opponents  win  fall  under  the  same  condemnation. 

5.  One  particular  instance  will  show  the  evil  of  such  a  statute. 
Harvard  University  has  been  collecting  In  Its  library  books,  pamphlets. 
postiTR,  and  other  material  relating  to  the  Bussian  Revulatlon.  After 
the  French  Revolution  nothing  of  the  sort  was  attempted  for  many 
years,  and  in  consequence  all  collections  uf  documents  of  that  period 
are  very  Imperfect.  The  Harvard  library  Is  avoiding  such  a  loss  in  the 
case  of  the  Russian  K*>volution,  which  every))ody,  no  matter  what  his 
opinion  of  It  may  be,  recognises  as  one  of  tli«  Important  events  in  his- 
tory. The  proposed  Isw  would  necessitate  the  selsare  of  most  of  any 
farther  material  of  this  sort  oo  Its  arrival  from  Boasla.  No  exception 
la  mads  to  tba  bill  for  universities  or  other  Ubrariss.     ffivca  oMclala 
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can  Bot  lawfally  Import  revolutionary  lit^^rature,  and  aa  exception  In 
their  favor  would  be  an  insnlt  to  the  cltls4>r)s  of  the  United  States. 

0.  This  law  will  not  merely  prevent  the  importation  of  Important 
booka  prlntsd  abroad,  but  It  will  also  indirectly  stop  the  reprinting  of 
•nch  books  by  our  own  publishers,  since  they  will  bo  unable  to  obtain 
th«  neresssry  sheets  of  the  book  from  abroad  for  use  in  setting  up  tb« 
type  here, 

7.  Thla  law  la  a  kindergarten  measure  which  asstimcs  that  the  Ameri* 
caa  paopl*  are  so  stupid  and  so  untrustworthy  that  it  Is  unsafe  to  let 
them  read  anything  about  revolutions,  because  they  would  Immediately 
become  roaverted.  If  thla  lefffslatloii  Is  to  tw  enforced  with  any  tnpar* 
tlallty,  it  most  necessarily  cut  ns  off  from  the  economic  and  political 
tbongbt  of  Europe  and  the  rest  of  the  world  in  our  own  time. 

Mr,  FLETCHER.     Mr.  Prenldent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  LKn-a  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHER,  I  want  to  understand  Just  a  little  more 
clearly  the  Senator's  position.  As  I  understand,  the  Senator 
piDposes  to  strike  out  the  entire  provision  of  section  30G,  the 
whole  of  that  section  and  the  different  subdivisions,  without 
snbstitutlng^ anything  for  It.    Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  CL'TTING.  That  la  the  purpose  of  the  amendment  which 
I  am  discussing  at  this  time. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  IK)es  not  the  Senator  think  there  ought  to 
be  some  provision  on  the  subject  In  the  law?  Of  course,  we 
have  laws  with  reference  to  iK)stal  matters.  We  would  have 
no  provision,  if  this  sei-tion  be  stricken  out,  with  reference  to 
bringing  books,  and  so  forth,  in  through  the  customs  ports. 
Outside  of  the  Post  Office  Department  regulations,  ought  not 
there  to  be  something  covering  the  matter?  Does  not  the  Sena- 
tor intend  to  propose  a  substitute  for  the  provisions  which  he 
is  now  asking  to  have  stricken  out  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CITTING.  There  are  various  substitutes  which  have 
been  suggested,  but  I  think  they  ought  to  be  considered  on  their 
own  merits  when  they  come  up.  I  do  not  wish  to  discuss  the 
postal  laws,  because  we  are  dealing  now  with  the  tai-Iff  bill, 
and  I  do  not  want  to  be  in  the  position  of  bringing  extranet'US 
matters  before  the  Senate.  The  postal  laws  ought  to  come  up 
in  their  proper  place.  The  argument  in  favor  of  the  free  circu- 
lation of  literature  would,  of  course,  apply  to  the  postal  laws 
as  well  as  others.  There  may  be  other  portions  of  the  bill 
which  ought  to  be  retained.  I  think  the  section  as  a  whole  is 
absolutely  Indefensible,  and  I  have  submitted  the  amendment 
of  which  I  am  speaking  now  and  which  Is  a  proposal  to  strike 
out  the  entire  section. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  now  getting  down  to  the  base  of  the 
whole  discussion,  the  propriety  of  excluding  political  opinion 
which  may  hai^pen  to  differ  from  our  own.  I  think  It  will  be 
seen  by  anyone  who  studies  the  two  statements  which  I  have 
just  sent  to  the  desk  for  insertion  in  the  RrooRO  that  a  customs 
clerk  might  quite  plausibly  exclude  almost  any  work  of  ad- 
vanced political  thought  or  even  of  political  thought  which  hap- 
pened to  disagree  with  his  own  opinion.  That  Is  the  funda- 
mental difficulty  with  the  whole  censorship  matter.  There  is  no 
practical  appeal  in  an  ordinary  ca.so.  because  It  Is  not  worth 
a  man's  time  or  trouble  or  money  to  prosecute  an  appeal  In 
general  fi-om  a  decision  of  such  clerks. 

Professor  Chafee  makes  it  clear  that  the  works  of  political 
theorists  like  Carl  Marx.  Prondhon.  Baknnln.  or  Stlrner,  and 
even  Bertrand  Russell,  would  be  excluded  or  might  conceivably 
be  excluded  by  customs  dorks  under  the  provision  which  we  are 
talking  of  adopting.  I  will  go  further  than  that.  If  we  con- 
sider the  puri)ose  for  which  such  a  pro^^sion  was  obviously 
placed  In  the  bill  I  can  quite  conceive  that  any  i)ostal  clerk  could 
exclude  the  works  of  any  man  who  would  agitate  a  reform  of 
any  kind  or  any  man  who  argued  in  such  a  way  that  the  public 
spirit  of  nnre-st  might  be  arou.«»ed. 

After  all,  Is  there  any  vaguer  word  in  the  English  language 
than  the  word  "  Insurrection  "?  It  is  even  worse  than  the  word 
"  obscenity." 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  was  ju.««t  going  to  snggest  to  the  Sena- 
tor that  probably  the  Engli.sh  editions  of  Thomas  Jefferson's 
works  would  l»e  prohibited. 

Mr.  CUTl'INO.    Ye»;  of  course,  they  would  be  prolilblted. 

Mr,  WIIFIELKR.  Likewise  some  of  the  s|>eeche8  made  by 
Abraham  Lincoln  would  certjiluly  have  betn  excluded. 

Mr.  CUTl'ING.  The  Dtxrlaratlon  of  Independence  would  cer- 
tainly be  exchided  In  EnRllsh  editions.  If  there  ever  was  a 
ti^as4.nable  utterance  toward  the  government  which  wa.s  In 
powt-r  at  that  time  it  certainly  was  the  I>eclaratIon  of  Inde- 
pendence, and  If  treaison  means  not  treason  against  the  Govem- 
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ment  of  the  United  Statea  but  against  any  government  how 
could  we  admit  the  words  of  Tom  Paine  or  Patrick  Henry? 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Montana  for  hla  reference  to  Abra- 
ham Lincoln.  He  undoubtedly  remembera  what  Abraham  Lin- 
coln aald  In  hla  first  Inaugural  address,  which  I  quote : 

This  country  with  Its  tostltotlons  belongs  to  ths  people  who  labablt 
it.  Whenever  they  shall  grow  wsary  of  existing  government  they  can 
exercise  their  coustltHtional  right  of  amending  It  or  their  revolutionary 
right  to  dlsmsaibar  or  overthrow  it. 

If  those  worda  are  not  Uurarrectlonary,  I  can  not  conceive  of 
any  worda  that  might  be. 

If,  aa  Senatom  have  snggested,  the  Uw  might  be  Interpreted 
to  exclude  the  worka  of  Thomas  Jefferaon  and  Abraham  Lin- 
coln, It  would  certainly  exclude  moat  of  the  thlnkera  of  the 
preMent  day  and  most  of  the  thinkers  of  the  past  century. 

Mr,  WHEELER.  They  certainly  would  never  allow  to  enter 
into  the  United  States  some  of  Ramsay  MacDonald's  speeches 
made  In  England,  and  really  I  am  not  sure.  If  what  I  am  told 
is  correct  about  the  speech  he  made  the  other  day  before  rep- 
resentativea  of  the  foreign-press  association,  that  If  he  had 
made  that  speech  abroad  and  tried  to  send  it  into  the  United 
States,  it  would  have  been  barred  under  this  section  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  most  of  the  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee stood  up  and  applauded  him  when  be  spoke  the  other  day 
in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  I  ai^eclate  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Montana.  Evm7  Member  of  the 
Senate  was  profoundly  moved  by  the  words  of  the  British 
Prime  Minister,  certainly  one  of  the  most  eminent  of  living 
statesmen.  I  wondered  at  the  time — because  I  spent  a  good 
deal  of  time  in  England  during  the  war — how  many  Members  of 
this  body  were  stopping  to  think  of  the  fact  that  during  thoee 
years  Mr.  Ramsay  MacDonald  was  oetracieed  as  a  disloyal  citi- 
aen  in  his  own  country  and  was  occasionally  even  branded  as  a 
traitor.  Certainly  if  a  customs  clerk  were  to  study  his  written 
and  spoken  utterances  at  that  time  he  might  very  plausibly  be 
convinced  that  those  utterances  were  of  a  treasonable  character, 
because  after  all  his  country  was  at  war  when  he  uttered  them 
and  they  must  have  had  the  effect  of  giving  aid  and  comfort  to 
the  enemies  of  his  country.  I  disagreed  with  many  of  the 
opinions  which  he  uttet^  at  the  time  and  with  many  of  them  I 
am  still  In  disagreement,  but  I  think  that  anyone  who  listened  to 
•  that  man  at  the  tribune  of  the  Senate  the  other  day  and  heard 
his  sincere  and  straight forvrard  statement  would  be  convinced 
that  it  was  in  the  long  run  for  the  benefit  of  humanity  to  allow 
him  to  say  what  he  said  then  and  to  maintain  the  position  which 
he  has  consistently  malnttiine<i  at  that  and  at  other  times.  I 
thank  the  Senator  frcmi  Mcmtana  for  his  suggestion.  It  is  a 
striking  illustration  of  the  fact  that  public  opinion  changes 
with  startling  rapidity,  and  that  the  heresies  of  to-day  may 
easily  become  the  commonplaces  and  platitudes  of  to-morrow.  I 
believe  that  it  was  to  a  large  extent  Mr.  MacDcmald's  courage 
and  sincerity  in  advocating  the  d<x?trine8  in  which  he  believed 
which  has  made  him  for  the  second  time  the  foremost  citizen 
of  the  British  Empire. 

It  is  a  most  striking  thing,  Mr.  President;  it  la  one  of  the 
things  which  must  clearly  illustrate  the  danger  of  any  such 
provision  as  has  be«i  Incorporated  Into  this  bill,  to  think  that 
quite  possibly  every  statement  made  not  only  in  war  time  but  in 
the  years  after  the  war  by  Mr.  Ramsay  MacDonald  might  be 
excluded  from  this  country,  and  may  be  excluded  if  this  pro- 
posed legislation  shall  pass. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate 
to  elaborate  points  of  this  character,  but  I  wish  to  mentitm  one 
particular  thing.  One  of  the  movements  which  the  Amnican 
people  should  be  most  Intent  to  study  is  the  movement  now 
going  on  in  Russia.  Those  of  us  who  di!*»>elieve  in  it  ought  to 
study  it  even  more  carefully  and  with  greater  consideratitMi  than 
those  who  may  happen  to  l>elleve  in  some  of  its  doctrines.  It  is 
one  of  the  fundamwital  facts  of  world  history.  Under  thla  pro- 
vision of  the  pending  bill,  as  prop(»sed.  It  is  quite  conceivable 
that  all  books  dealing  with  the  soviet  system  of  gcrvemment 
would  be  kept  out  of  thla  country.  Is  that  really  what  we 
want?  Do  we  really  want  to  bury  our  heads  in  the  sand  like 
the  ostrich  and  say  that  we  are  going  ahead,  without  any 
knowledge  of  facts  of  utmost  importance  which  are  going  on 
around  us  in  the  world? 

It  has  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  people  of  thia 
country  that  several  universities,  including  Harvard  and  Le- 
land  Stanford,  are  at  preaent  engaged  in  an  extensive  collection 
of  all  documents  dealing  with  the  Russion  revolution.  Under  the 
terms  of  this  bill  none  of  them  could  be  imported.  That  ap- 
plies just  as  much  to  books  that  denounce  BolshevlMn  as  to 
books  which  uphold  It,  because,  of  course,  any  study  of  Bol- 
shevism, whether  favorable  or  unfavorable,  must  Include  th« 


statement  of  Its  principles  and  Its  slogans  and  manifestos, 
which  would  be  deemed  seditious  and  Insurrectionary  under  the 
Interpretation  of  the  average  clerk  In  the  Bureau  of  Customs. 
Those  collections  would  be  stopped. 

The  Congressional  Library  would,  I  presume,  have  to  throw 
out  several  hundred  booka  of  Ti^itaky.  Lenin,  and  their  fol- 
lowers, which  they  have  at  the  present  time,  and  which  any  on« 
of  our  citizens  can  go  tliere  and  read. 

By  tlie  way.  Mr.  President,  the  Congressional  Library  has  at 
all  times  been  one  of  the  chief  offeudera  against  the  obscenity 
statute  as  we  hare  it  on  our  books.  All  of  those  books  which 
we  bar  through  the  Bureau  of  Customs  we  admit  to  the  Con- 
gressional Library,  and  any  of  our  citizens  can  go  over  there 
and  read  them ;  there  la  no  ban  on  that.  I  Imagine  most  of  the 
879  S|ianUth  books  which  I  spoke  of  yesterday  can  be  obtained 
by  going  to  the  Congreaalonal  Library.  If  the  CongresMional 
Library  keepa  the  propoaed  law,  aa  other  Instltutlona  and  the 
citizens  of  the  United  SUtes  are  supposed  to  keep  any  law,  what 
Information  are  we  going  to  have  as  to  wliat  la  going  on  in  the 
w(wld? 

There  are  Senators  In  this  Chamber  who  are  making  a  col- 
lection of  books  concerning  the  Russian  Revolution,  Senators 
who  are  entirely  opposed  to  every  precept  and  every  principle 
which  Is  back  of  that  revolution.  Are  we  going  to  stop  them 
from  importing  works  which  will  help  th^n  In  their  histOTical 
studies? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  should  like  to  stiggest  that  there  would 
be  excluded  under  this  statute  most  of  the  historical  law  cases 
which  have  been  tried  in  the  French  courts,  many  of  the  law 
cases  which  have  been  tried  by  the  House  of  Lords,  criminal 
cases  and  cases  of  that  kind.  There  would  likewise  be  excluded 
cases  decided  by  some  of  our  own  courts  in  criminal  actions. 
I  have  in  mind  numerous  cases  which  we  had  to  study  when 
we  were  at  law  school*  and  citations  from  them.  They  would 
have  to  be  excluded  under  this  proposed  act.  If  It  were  strictly 
enforced. 

Mr.  BLACK.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Seuatw  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  be  absolutely  clear  as 
to  the  questions  propounded  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Fletchex].  As  I  understand,  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
has  moved  to  strike  out  the  entire  section  without  offering  a 
substitute ;  and.  as  I  understand  his  argument,  his  idea  ia  based 
upon  the  belief  that  the  Federal  Government  should  not  exercise 
the  power  of  censorship  at  the  porta ;  and  that  if  there  Is  any- 
thing wrong  with  these  documents  and  books,  which  are  so 
dri^terious  to  the  human  mind,  the  police  power  of  the  States 
is  adequate  to  cover  the  situation  and  protect  their  citizens? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    Yes ;  the  Senator  has  stated  my  position. 

Mr.  BLACK.  In  other  words,  recognizing  that  there  might 
be  a  distinction  in  what  New  Yortc  would  permit,  for  instance, 
and  what  California  and  Alabama  and  South  Carolina  would 
permit. 

Mr.  CUTTING.    Absolutely. 

Mr.  BLACK.  For  that  reason,  the  Senator  takes  the  position 
that  it  is  not  necessary  to  have  any  statute  at  all ;  in  other 
words,  that  we  have  no  business  with  a  censorship  of  the  read- 
ing of  the  people  by  the  United  States  Government  Is  thathls 
position? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    That  Is  correct 

Mr.  President  In  line  with  what  we  have  discussed  as  to  the 
possible  banning  of  certain  utterances  and  writings  by  some  of 
our  great  modem  statesmen,  hwe  [exhibiting]  Is  a  bo<*  which 
has  been  a  classic  for  sixty  or  seventy  years — John  Stuart  Mill 
on  Liberty — which  contains  thia  ahocking  sentence,  a  sentence 
which  would  come  under  the  ban  of  the  House  provision  of  the 
pending  Ull  even  before  It  was  modified  by  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Finance: 

There  ought  to  ezift  the  fullest  liberty  of  professing  and  discussing, 
as  a  matter  of  ethical  conviction,  any  doctrine,  however  Immoral  it 
may  be  conaldered.  It  would,  therefore,  be  Irrelevant  and  out  of  place 
to  examine  here  whether  the  doctrine  of  tyrannicide  deserves  that  title. 
I  shall  content  myself  with  saying  that  the  subject  has  been  at  all 
times  one  of  the  open  questions  of  morals ;  that  the  act  of  a  private 
cltiien  In  striking  down  a  crl^nal,  who,  by  raising  himself  above  the 
^v,  bas  placed  himself  beyond  the  reach  of  legal  punishment  or  con- 
trol, has  been  accounted  by  whole  nations,  and  by  some  of  the  best  and 
wiaeat  of  men,  not  a  crime,  but  an  act  of  exalted  virttie ;  and  that,  right 
or  wrong,  it  la  not  of  the  nature  of  assasaination,  but  of  civil  war. 
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How  could  a  book  which  contains  a  sentence  like  that  be 
permitted  to  come  into  the  United  States  under  the  provisions 
prop(»ed  by  the  House  and  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee? 

On  the  question  of  tyrannicide,  of  course.  Senators  will  re- 
member that  during  the  religious  wars  in  Europe  In  the  six- 
teenth and  seventeenth  centuries  that  doctrine  was  unanimously 
held  by  all  the  great  theoloKlans  on  either  side  of  the  discus- 
sii.ii,  each  oue  of  them  admitting  freely  that  the  man  who 
opposed  him  in  his  religious  beliefs  ought  to  be  persecuted  and 
executed  as  a  tyrant.  1  believe  there  was  scarcely  an  exception 
among  the  great  theological  writers  of  those  centuries.  Are 
we  going  to  exclude  all  those  theological  works  from  the  coun- 
try because  they  include  a  doctrine  of  violence  obviously  shock- 
ing to  those  who  propose  this  section  in  our  laws? 

The  truth  of  the  matter  is,  Mr.  President,  that  the  expression 
of  uniKjpnlar  views  is  highly  useful  to  the  community.  It  is  a 
valuable  safety  talve  for  the  individual.  If  that  sort  of  expres- 
sion Is  supi>rt»sse<l,  It  leads  more  surely  than  any  other  method 
which  can  be  adopted  to  dl-sct^ntent  and  in  the  long  run  to 
revt»lt.  That,  I  think,  is  one  of  the  do<trines  on  which  our 
Republic  was  founded. 

To  return  to  Thomas  Jefferson,  you  will  remember,  Mr. 
President,  what  he  said  in  his  inaufcTiral : 

If  th*re  bf  any  amon;;  us  who  would  wish  to  dlmolre  thia  Union  or 
chan^p  ita  republican  form,  let  them  stand  undisturbed  as  monumenta 
of  the  safety  with  which  error  of  opinion  may  be  tolerated  where 
rcaaoD  Is  left  free  to  combat  it. 

.\nd,  again  quoting  from  John  Stuart  Mill : 

Popolar  opinions  on  subjects  not  palpable  to  sense  are  ofte*  true  but 
•eldom  or  never  the  whole  truth.  Tbey  are  a  part  of  the  truth ;  some- 
times a  greater,  sometimes  a  smaller  part,  but  exaggerated,  distorted, 
and  dUjolnted  from  the  trutha  by  which  tbey  ought  to  be  accompanied 
and  limited.  Heretical  opinions,  on  the  other  hand,  are  generally  some 
of  these  suppressed  and  neglected  truths,  bursting  the  bonds  which  kept 
them  down,  and  either  se«^klng  reconciliation  with  the  truth  contained 
IB  Umj  common  opinion  or  fronting  It  as  enemtes  and  setting  themselves 
up  with  similar  exclusiTenewa  as  the  whole  truth. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  many  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
have  been  to  London,  and  have  gone  through  Hyde  Park  on  a 
Sunday  afternoon,  where  they  have  heard,  at  every  street  cor- 
ner, cheap  and  facile  orators — or  at  least  they  seem  so  to  us — 
argtiiiig  the  most  absurd  propositions,  or  propositions  which 
seem  absurd  to  us,  speaking  on  commnnism  or  atheism  or  what- 
not :  crowds  collect  around  them,  cheering  or  yelling,  without  the 
slightest  disturbance  rtf  the  peace,  without  any  violence.  The 
police  are  always  on  hand,  bo  that  if  any  overt  act  should  be 
committed  it  can  be  punished :  but  the  cases  in  which  any  overt 
act  of  violence  has  been  committed  are  extremely  few  and  far 
between.  I  have  often  wondered  whether  the  relative  absence 
of  crime  In  liondon,  as  compared  with  most  of  our  own  great 
cities,  may  not,  perhaps,  be  due,  in  large  part,  to  the  freedom 
of  discussion  and  to  the  chance  for  letting  off  steam  among 
these  extremists.  I  do  not  really  believe  that  they  have  any 
more  actual  Influence  on  the  course  of  affairs  in  public  life 
than  the  extremists  we  have  in  our  midst  and  whom  we  have 
usually  tried  to  suppress. 

The  men  whom  we  now  revere  as  the  great  men  of  the  past 
have  usually  been  men  who,  in  their  own  time,  have  been  re- 
garded as  agitators,  as  heretics,  as  corruptors  of  the  mwals  of 
youth,  like  Socrates,  or  as  blasphemers,  like  tlie  Founder  of  the 
Christian  rrfigion. 

In  the  consideration  of  public  policy  It  would  be  a  very  self- 
snffii-ient  man  who  could  stand  up  and  say,  "This  train  of 
thought  is  right  and  the  other  is  wrong."  It  can  not  be  done 
by  the  Treasury  Department.  It  can  not  be  done  by  the  Bureau 
of  Customs.  In  my  opinion,  the  only  policy  we  can  accept  in 
this  matter  is  the  belief  that  the  American  people  in  the  long 
run  can  be  trusted  to  take  care  of  their  own  moral  and  spiritual 
welfai-e:  that  no  bureaucratic  guardian  is  competent  to  decide 
for  them  what  they  shall  or  shall  not  read. 

I  aitmit  that  there  may  be  those  among  us  who  will  occasion- 
ally abuse  those  privileges ;  but  I  Insist  that  the  same  men  who 
would  abuse  those  privileges  would  abuse  the  privilege  of  the 
franchise.  If  a  man  is  not  capable  of  deciding  what  he  may  or 
may  not  read  without  injury  to  himself,  then  that  man  is  not 
fit  to  be  Intrusted  with  the  right  to  select  his  own  representa- 
tives in  the  Government.  All  democracy  is  based  on  the  theory 
that  popular  Judgment  on  the  average.  In  the  long  run,  is  more 
apt  to  bring  about  good  than  harm ;  that  the  men  who  are  un- 
fit to  handle  their  own  destinies  form  a  small  and  negligible 
proportion  of  the  population  of  this  country.  If  that  contention 
is  unsound,  then  our  whole  Government  goes  down ;  but.  if 
it  Is  sound,  we  have  no  right  to  censor  public  thought  or  public 
oplniMi.    The  doctxiite  of  cc^isorship  is  a  doctrine  characteristic 
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of  the  Fascist  government  of  Italy,  and  equally  characteristic 
of  the  Bolshevist  government  of  Russia.  It  has  nothing  to  do 
vlth  a  democracy.  A  democracy.  If  It  means  anything,  must 
>e  founded  on  the  fundamental  propositicm  that  its  citizens 
lave  a  right  to  hear  both  sides. 
Yon  remember  the  old  classical  statement  by  Milton : 
Though  all  the  winds  of  doctrine  were  let  loose  to  play  upon  the 
(•arth.  so  Truth  be  In  the  field,  we  do  Ingloriously,  by  licensing  and 
(rohlbltlng,  to  misdoubt  her  strength.  Let  her  and  Fai.«iehood  grapple: 
Vhoever  knew  Truth  pat  to  the  worse  in  a  free  and  open  encounter? 

And  Jefferson  said,  practically  e<  hoing  those  words : 

Truth  Is  great,  and  will  prevail  If  left  to  herself.     She  Is  the  proper 

and   sufficient   antagonist   of  error,   and   has   nothing   (o   fear    from   the 

(  onfllct  unless,  by  human  interposition,  disarmed  of  her  natural  weapons, 

*ee  argument  and  debate ;  errors  ceasing  to  be  dangerous  when   it  is 

permitted  freely  to  contradict  them. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  PBESIDINti  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hastings  in  the  chair). 
>)e8  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
daho? 

Mr.  CtTWING.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  do  not  tliink  I  can  quote  the  language  ex- 
ictly;  but  President  Wilson  once  said,  in  eCfect,  that  if  a  com- 
uunity  found  that  an  Individual  had  dangerous  ideas  or  foolish 
deas  the  best  tiling  to  do  was  to  rent  hiui  a  liall  and  let  him 
liscuss  them ;  that  tlie  people  would  take  care  of  him. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  believe  that  is  an  entirely  fundamental 
MTopueitlon  in  our  system  of  government. 

I  have  detained  the  Senate  for  a  long  time.  I  want  to  try 
to  concentrate  their  attention  on  one  thing,  because  this  one 
thing  is  common  to  an  obscenity  law  and  to  sttlitious  and  in- 
surrectionary laws:  Whether  the  pretext  by  which  we  exclude 
a  book  is  obscenity,  or  sedition,  or  any  other  reason,  the  fact 
remains  that  we  are  leaving  it  to  the  Judgment  of  individual 
clerks,  imtrained  in  this  particular  matter,  and  from  whose 
drt'isions,  for  practical  reasons,  there  is  hardly  ever  any  appeal. 

We  talked  yesterday  of  All  Quiet  on  the  Western  Front, 
and  of  Candide.  Both  of  those  books  were  excluded.  It  is 
very  doubtful  for  what  reason  why  they  were  excluded.  I 
believe  the  Commissioner  of  Customs  now  claims  that  the  Eng- 
ish  version  of  All  Quiet  on  the  Western  Front  was  excluded 
on  account  of  the  copyright  act.  Whether  it  was  on  account  of 
the  coiiyright  act,  or  on  acHX)unt  of  obscenity,  or  on  account  of 
insurrectionary  or  seditious  propaf:andu,  or  for  any  other  reason, 
the  fact  remains  that  we  are  giving  these  clerks,  uneducated 
men  for  the  most  i>art — at  least,  uneducated  in  the  particular 
matter  with  which  they  are  asked  to  deal — the  right  to  decide 
for  the  American  people  what  they  may  or  may  not  have  the 
right  to  read. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Will  the  Senator  turn  to  page  28«,  and  tell 
us  If  the  provision  would  be  more  agreeable  to  him,  or  more  in 
line  with  his  views,  if  the  words  on  line  16,  "  treason,  insurrec- 
tion, or"  were  eliminated? 

Mr.  CL'TTING.  Oh,  yes.  Mr.  President;  I  think  that  would 
help  the  Interpretation  of  the  law. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  reason  why  I  ask  that  question  is  be- 
cause I  am  very  much  in  favor  of  the  position  taken  by  the 
Senator,  and  agree  with  all  he  has  said  with  respect  to  every- 
thing except  the  urging  and  advocating  of  force.  I  believe 
that  is  not  c<3nsistent  with  our  ideas  of  democracy.  We  are 
tauidit  to  believe  in  discussion,  and  agitation,  and  ail  of  those 
things,  but  not  the  use  of  force;  and  I  should  be  glad  to  go 
along  with  the  Senator  on  everything  he  has  said,  both  as  to 
the  obscenity  provision  and  the  other  provision,  if  he  would  pro- 
vide against  the  urging  or  the  advocacy  of  force. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President.  I  am  just  as  hostile  as  the 
Senator  Is  to  the  use  of  force  rather  than  argument  in  {wliticul 
discussions;  but  if  we  adopted  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  Michigan. I  am  afraid  we  would  prevent  the  discussion 
of  the  possible  use  of  force,  which  is  a  i^llosopbical  discu.ssion, 
which  Is  a  discussion  which  ought  to  be  held,  on  which  both 
sides  ought  to  \>e  heard.  The  mere  prof>osition  that  force  should 
be  used  in  overthrowing  our  Government  is  one  which,  after 
being  discussed,  would  probably  be  rejected  by  the  average 
dtiten.  although,  as  I  pointed  out  a  while  ago,  it  was  sustained 
by  no  leas  a  person  than  Abraham  Lincoln. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  That  Is  dealing  with  a  different  matter,  so 
far  as  cor  internal  affairs  are  c<>nc«med.  Whether  it  is  dis- 
coMed  or  not  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  the  question.  It  is  a 
question  ot  advocating  and  urging  the  use  of  force. 
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If  the  Senator  will  pardon  a  personal  reference,  I  remember 
that  when  I  was  commissioner  of  polite  of  Detroit  "Big  Bill" 
Haywood  came  to  Detroit,  and  all  the  reactionaries  and  big  busi- 
ness Interests  and  the  clergy  opposed  his  being  permitted  to 
speak.  He  had  hired  a  hall,  and  advertised  broadly  a  speech  to 
be  made  on  a  Sunday  afternoon. 

I  went  down  to  the  hall  with  him,  and  took  20  police  officers 
with  me,  and  said  that  he  would  not  be  interfered  with  unless 
he  advocated  the  use  of  force.  He  could  advocate  any  theory 
he  liked,  any  form  of  government,  any  principle  he  chose,  as 
long  as  he  did  not  advocate  force.  I  sat  with  him  all  Sunday 
afternoon,  with  20  police  officers,  and  there  were  a  lot  of  other 
so-called  radicals  there  who  spoke,  but  none  of  them  advocated 
force;  and  the  meeting  went  off  in  an  orderly  fashion,  even  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  there  had  been  general  condemnation  of 
the  fact  that  he  was  permitted  to  speak  at  all. 

I  think  there  is  a  cleiir  distinction  tliere;  that  we  can  hardly 
permit  the  advocacy  of  force,  and  the  shooting  down  and  kill- 
ing of  people,  to  carry  out  some  ixtlitical  theory. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  I  also  think  there  is  a  clear 
distinction  there;  but  I  am  not  sure  that  I  should  place  it 
along  the  exact  lines  that  the  Senator  does.  I  think  that  a 
man  who  got  up  in  a  public  meeting  and  adv<x?ate<l  the  use  of 
force  might  prop<'rly  come  within  the  police  rules,  because  it 
might  obviously  lead  to  immediate  violence;  but  a  man  some- 
where in  Europe  who  writes  a  book  or  writes  a  letter  in  which 
he  discusses  the  use  of  violence  as  an  abstract  ptilitical  proposi- 
tion is  not,  in  my  conception,  sti  actively  and  necessarily  provok- 
ing imm€>diate  violence  as  tJie  man  to  whom  the  Senator  refers. 

I  do  not  see  any  reason  to  exclude  the  discussion  of  the 
poKsible  use  of  force  in  jwlltical  matters,  as  the  Senator  does; 
and  I  l)olieve  that  if  that  clause  were  retained,  even  though  the 
rest  of  the  law  was  struck  out.  it  might  be  very  difficult  to  im- 
port documents  dealing  historically  with,  say,  the  Russian 
revolution,  and  the  communist  manifestos,  and  the  various 
other  matters  of  which  I  believe  most  American  citizens  should 
be  ct)gnizant. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  Pre^^ident,  does  not  the  Senator  believe 
that  the  word  '*  threat "  mu-st  refer  to  something  to  be  exer- 
cised in  the  future,  and  that  the  mere  writing  of  history  and 
of  what  took  place  in  the  past  would  not  come  in  conflict  with 
that  iaw? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Oh,  yes;  but  the  books  would  contain  the 
threat.  They  would  contain  the  threat  made  by  the  various 
Ru.ssian  leaders. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICEIl.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  language  of  the  pror^osed  law  as  It  will 
read  as  sugjiested  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  would  pre- 
vent the  imi>ortation  of  any  bcK)k,  iiamphlets,  paper,  writing, 
and  so  forth,  urging  forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the  United 
States. 

The  Senator  has  Ju.st  said  that  he  did  not  see  why  an  article 
discussing  in  abstract  the  use  of  force  should  be  prevented  from 
coming  to  this  country,  and  I  think  we  will  all  agree  with  him. 
A  philosophical  discussion  of  the  use  of  force  or  a  philosophical 
discussion  of  tyrannicide  is  one  matter  which  is  not  endanger- 
ing the  life  of  the  United  States  or  inciting  to  riot ;  but  does 
the  Senator  mean  to  say  that  he  would  be  in  favor  of  the  intro- 
duction of  literature  urging  forcible  resistance  to  a  law  of  the 
United  States,  and  thereby  inciting  to  riot? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Perhaps  I  misunderstood  the  suggestion  of 
the  Senator  from  Michigan.  I  thought  It  included  the  threat  to 
Inflict  bodily  harm  upon  some  rftlzen  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  point  I  tried  to  make  to  the  Senator 
was  that  all  this  anticipated  some  act  in  the  future  and  that 
the  mere  writing  of  history  or  the  relating  of  incidents  that  took 
place  in  communist  Ru.<sia  could  not  possibly  be  construed  as 
advocating  or  urging  forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the 
United  States  or  as  threatening  the  life  of  or  the  infliction  of 
bodily  harm  uptm  a  person  within  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
and  I  are  very  far  apart  on  this  qm^stion.  Supi>ose.  however, 
some  Russian  leader  whose  opinions  were  of  world-wide  impor- 
tance should  advocate  forcible  resistance  to  some  law  of  the 
United  States.  Would  not  that  be  a  historical  fact  with  which 
the  i)eople  of  this  country  ought  to  be  familiar? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  If  he  is  advocating  it,  it  certaiidy  has  not 
happened.  I  mean.  If  he  quotes  what  was  advocated  in  Russia, 
what  may  have  Iwen  accomplished  in  Russia,  what  has  been 
done  in  Russia,  that  is  a  different  thing. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  But  supiH>se  some  Russian  leader  gets  up 
and  advocates  that  the  men  in  the  United  States  who  sympa- 


thize with  him  should  forcibly  resist  some  one  of  oar  lawSw 
Would  not  that  be  a  matter  which  we  ought  to  know  about? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  do  not  object  to  his  writing  about  what 
may  have  been  done  in  some  other  country ;  but  no  matter  In 
what  form  he  puts  it,  whether  it  is  a  discussion  cm  the  platform 
or  whether  it  Is  in  a  book,  to  urge  the  use  of  force,  the  shooting 
down  and  killing  of  pet^le  because  they  do  not  approve  of 
some  law.  Is  something  I  can  not  agree  with. 

I  do  not  care  what  they  advocate  under  our  general  under- 
standing of  a  democracy.  I  do  not  object  to  what  they  say.  I 
do  not  supix>8e  there  is  anybody  in  the  Senate  who  Is  more  lib- 
eral with  respect  to  those  matters  than  I  am.  But  I  can  not 
condone  the  suggestion  that  anybody,  Russian  or  otherwise,  can, 
through  book  or  tlirough  speech,  urge  upon  some  citizen  or  some 
other  i)er8on  in  the  United  States  the  use  of  force  to  obtain  his 
will  or  his  law. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  He  might  be  arguing  with  st^mebody  in 
Russia.  This  section,  as  I  read  It.  would  cover  the  case  of  a  man 
who  might  make  a  speech  in  Russia  advocating  resistance  to 
some  law  of  the  United  States.  The  Senator  would  exclude 
that  as  a  matter  about  which  our  people  should  not  know 
anything. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  would  only  prohibit  the  importation  of  the 
literature.  Of  course  it  is  obvious  we  can  not  restrain  a  man 
from  saying  what  he  chooses  in  Russia,  but  to  Import  that,  and 
to  urge  it  in  this  country,  is  foreign  to  my  conc^tion  of  our 
democracy. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Suppose  a  conservative  Russian  were  to  make 
a  sf)eech  denouncing  his  opponents  for  urging  forcible  resistance 
to  the  laws  of  the  Unite<l  States,  and  his  words  were  quoted; 
would  the  Senator  oppose  letting  that  In? 

Mr.  BORAH  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Certainly  I  would.  I  would  object  to  the 
use  of  any  means  whatever  to  urge  force,  or  to  recommend  the 
use  of  force.  In  opposition  to  any  laws  we  may  have.  So  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  if  I  did  approve  of  such  a  method,  I  would  urge 
the  use  of  force  against  the  prohibition  law  as  quickly  as  against 
any  law.  but  I  do  not  urge  force  against  the  prohibition  officers, 
although  oftentimes  internally  I  fert  it  is  Justified. 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  will  not  the  Senator  answer 
my  question  before  he  yields  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     Yes. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  asked  the  Senator  whether  he  objected  to 
a  law  which  would  prevent  the  importation  into  the  United 
States  of  any  book,  pamphlet,  or  paper  urging  forcible  resistance 
to  a  law  of  the  United  States,  in  other  words,  inciting  to  riot. 
I  am  not  discussing  academic  questions,  as  to  whether  somebody 
di.scussed  in  Russia  or  in  some  other  country  whether  It  would 
be  a  nice  thing  to  do  or  whether  it  would  not  be  fine  if  the  people 
of  the  United  States  rose  up  and  overthrew  their  Government, 
I  am  discussing  a  concrete  case  of  a  book  or  pampldet  distributed 
in  the  United  States  actually  inciting  to  riot,  and  actually  urging 
forcible  resistance  to  a  law  of  the  United  States, 

Mr.  BOHAH.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Does  the  Senator  object  to  that? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  will  answer  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
before  I  jrleld  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  seems  to  me  to  be  disrussing 
a  subject  which  has  no  relation  to  the  pending  provision.  This 
provision  attempts  to  exclude  "any  book,  pamphlet,  paper 
*     •     •    containing  any  matter" 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    "Advocating" 

Mr.  CUTTING,    "  Or  urging,"  and  so  on. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  "Or  urging  •  •  •  forcible  resistance." 
I  ask  the  Senator  whether  he  would  object  to  a  law  provi<llng 
for  the  exclusion  from  the  United  States  of  a  book,  pamphlet, 
or  paper  urging  forcible  resistance  to  a  law  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  The  Senator  (Hnlts  the  words  "  containing  any 
matter." 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Will  not  the  Senator  answer  my  question? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  am  trying  to  have  It  made  clear  whether 
the  Senator  is  discussing  the  p«idlng  bill,  or  some  hypothetical 
law  in  his  mind. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  am  reading  certain  words  in  the  pending 
bill  and  leaving  out  certain  others.  But  these  words  are  In 
the  bill. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  The  Senator  Is  leaving  out  words  controlling 
the  meaning  of  other  words. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  am  asking  whether  the  Senator  objects 
to  excluding  from  the  United  States  any  book,  pamphlet,  or 
paper  urging  forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the  United 
States.    That  is  part  of  the  section  the  Senator  would  strike 
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oot.    If  It  contained  only  those  words,  would  the  Senator  object 

Mr.  CUTTTNO.  My  objection  to  cengorship  U  so  fundamental 
that  i  should  find  It  hard  to  accept  any  provision  which  would 
deny  the  right  of  free  entry  to  discussion  of  matters  of  political 
opinion.  But  I  do  want  to  point  out  that  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  is  suggesting  something  which  Is  entirely  different 
from  anything  provide<l  in  this  measure. 

Mr.  r.INOHAM.     Oh,  no,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  CUTTING.    Because  he  has  omitted  certain  words. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    They  are  part  of  the  mea.<mre. 

Mr.  Cl'TTING.  I  beg  to  differ,  because  the  bill  contains  the 
words  "book,  pamphlet,  paper,  writing  •  •  •  containing 
any  matter  •  •  •  urging  treason."  and  so  on.  In  other 
words,  a  book  which  had  one  page  containing  a  speech  made  by 
some  soviet  leader  would  be  excluded,  whereas,  as  I  understand 
the  Senator,  he  is  talking  about  a  bo<>k  which  urges  as  its 
main  theme  forcible  resistance  to  some  law  of  the  United  States. 
I  think  there  Is  a  very  fundamental  distinction  there. 

I  yielfi  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  it  was  the  question  submitted 
by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  to  which  I  was  seeking  to 
address  myself. 

Of  course,  I  suppose  we  would  all  be  opposed  to  the  urging 
or  advocating  of  treason,  Insurrection,  or  forcible  resistance  to 
any  law  of  the  United  States,  if  we  had  a  proper  tribunal  to 
determine  what  was  treason  and  forcible  resistance,  and  then 
had  a  proper  definition  of  what  was  treaiwn  or  forcible  resist- 
ance, sedition,  and  so  forth.  But  what  we  are  objecting  to,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  is  that  there  is  submitted  a  list  of  some 
pamphlet.s,  books,  and  so  forth,  dealing  with  these  particular 
sulOects,  leaving  it  to  subordinate  clerks  in  the  Bureau  of  Cus- 
toms to  determine  whether  or  not  they  urge  treason,  Insurrec- 
tion, or  forcible  resistance.  A  tribunal  Is  erected  or  scheme 
devised  which  to  my  mind  la  wholly  incapable  of  passing  upon 
that  question. 

When  we  had  the  sedition  laws  in  this  country,  it  will  be 
remembered  that  It  was  regarded  as  sedition  for  a  man  to 
make  a  speech  upon  a  street  comer  In  opposition  to  some  view 
or  some  law  or  some  policy  of  the  administration,  and  when  we 
turn  oTer  to  a  btirean  to  determine  what  is  sedltioo,  or  what  Is 
treason,  or  what  is  forcible  resistance,  we  are  eatablisliing  a 
tribunal  which  Is  wholly  incapable  of  passing  upon  th«  question. 

Mr.  fX)UZENS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  state  to 
what  tribunal  he  refers? 

Mr.  BORAH.    I  refer  to  the  customs  oflicers. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Under  what  part  ot  the  messure  is  that 
tribunal  constituted? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Will  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to 
me  to  answer  the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZBNS.  Would  the  Senator  agree  to  that  provision 
tf  we  set  up  the  proper  tribunal? 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  first  I  would  want  a  definition 
in  the  laws  of  our  country  as  to  what  is  obscenity,  for  inns' 
tration,  and  then  let  the  question  be  determined  by  a  court  and 
Jury.  The  only  restraint  that  has  ever  l)een  effective  with  ref- 
erence to  vnjust  and  unfair  enforcement  of  this  kind  of  law  has 
been  the  Jury.  When  the  matter  Is  left  to  a  bureaucratic  In- 
stitution, or  to  a  tribcmal  which  has  no  response  to  make  to 
public  opinion,  and  no  means  by  which  to  gage  public  oi^nion 
In  the  administration  of  the  law,  it  has  always  resulted  In  such 
definitions  and  in  such  execution  of  the  taw  as  to  prohibit 
things  which  really  were  not  contemplated  by  the  law  at  alL 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  am  in  entire  accord  with  what  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  says.  What  I  am  tiring  to  get  at  is  the  method  of 
passing  upon  those  things.  I  am  perfectly  willing,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  to  leave  out  all  reference  to  the  obscenity  fea- 
tures and  deal  with  the  other  matters  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  has  referred.  I  am  perfectly  willing  that  such 
proper  tribunal  as  he  has  suggested  should  be  set  up  to  deal 
with  those  questions,  but  I  am  not  willing  to  have  the  United 
States  Senate  permit  the  entrance  of  all  of  the  things  enumer- 
ated witlH>ut  any  body  to  pass  upon  the  question,  because  it  Is 
obvioQs  that  the  States  have  no  authority  whatsoever  over  the 
Importation  of  things  into  this  country. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  can  not  find  in  the  measure  the  tribunal 
of  clerks  to  which  the  Senator  from  Idaho  refers. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Who  is  going  to  pass  on  the  question?  Who  is 
going  to  keep  the  matter  out? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  That  Is  what  I  would  like  to  know,  and  that 
is  why  I  aflked  the  Senator  where  he  found  the  reference  to  the 
trihonal  to  whldi  he  referred.     So  far  as  I  can  read  the  hill. 
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the  law  would  be  one  which  would  be  enforced  by  a  district 
attorney  before  a  di.'itrict  court. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Oh,  no.  Paragraph  (b)  provides  the  pen- 
alty, and  the  whole  matter  Is  referred  to  the  customs  authori- 
ties In  the  first  instance. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  collector  of  customs  will 
pass  up<in  the  sultject ;  and  at  any  time  an  appeal  can  be  taken 
to  the  Court  of  Customs  Appeals.  The  final  decision  Is  with 
that  court.  That  has  been  the  practice,  and  that  is  the  law, 
and  that  is  what  will  be  followed  unless  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  shall  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
will  pardon  me  just  a  moment,  this  provision  is : 

All  persons  are  prohibited  from  importing  into  the  United  States  from 
any  foreign  country  any  book,  pamiih'.et.  paper,  writing,  advertisement, 
circular,  print,  picture,  or  drawing  containing  any  matter  advocating  or 
urging  treason,  insurrection,  or  forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the 
United  States. 

These  clerks  In  these  different  customs  oQices  are  constituted 
the  tribunal  to  pass  upt)u  what  the  people  of  the  United  States 
shall  read  with  reference  to  treason,  and  with  reference  to  the 
use  of  force,  or  obscenity,  and  so  on.  Certainly  we  are  not  going 
to  limit  our  mental  conception  to  what  they  may  say  we  ought 
to  read. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  Is  true,  and  I  agree  with  the  Senator; 
but  If  he  will  turn  to  sections  514  and  615  of  this  bill,  referring 
to  protests  against  decisions  made  under  the  prior  sections,  he 
will  find  that  It  Is  iwovided  that  if  any  importer — I  care  not 
who  he  is — is  dissatisfied  with  a  collector's  decision,  he  can  ap- 
peal to  the  Court  of  Customs  Appeals,  and  that  is  where  the 
whole  cast'  will  finally  be  decided. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  but  I  will  say  before  I 
sit  down  that  that  would  be  a  very  impractical^  method  in  about 
ninety  cases  out  of  one  hundred. 

Mr.  SMO(/r.    That  ha.s  been  the  method  followed  in  the  past 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  CUTTING.  My  colleague  has  been  on  his  feet  for  some 
time,  and  I  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  BRATTO.N.  Mr.  President,  as  emphasizing  the  fallacy  of 
vesting  HUch  far-n*afhlng  power  In  an  admlni.-'tTatlve  of&cer, 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  and  my  c<Jlleague  can  not  agree 
between  themselves  as  to  what  the  language  prohibiting  the 
importation  uf  any  circular,  print,  picture,  drawing  containing 
any  matter  advocating  or  urging  treason,  insurrection,  or  for- 
cible resistance  means. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  seems  to  take  the  view  that 
that  language  is  restricted  to  a  document  In  which  the  author 
urges  upon  the  American  people  treason,  Insurrection,  or  forcible 
resistance  In  the  future.  My  colleague,  on  the  other  hand, 
adopts  the  view  that  the  language  is  broad  enough  to  strike 
down  material  In  which  an  historian,  for  Instance,  should  record 
the  fact  that  in  the  pa.st,  in  Russia  or  elsewhere,  some  one  advo- 
cated treason,  insurrection,  or  resistance. 

If  my  colleague  and  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  can  not 
agree  as  to  what  the  language  means,  is  it  safe  to  vest  the 
power  to  construe  the  language  In  some  administrative  ofQcet 
at  the  port  of  entry? 

Mr.  BORAH  and  Mr.  BINGHAM  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  was  going  to  say,  is  there  a  Senator  In  this 
Chamber  who  would  permit  these  clerks  to  select  his  library 
for  him? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BORAH.  Is  there  a  Senator  who  would  permit  these 
clerks  to  go  into  his  library  and  take  out  the  books  which  they 
thought  were  obscene  or  which  they  thought  were  teaching  doc- 
trines which  should  not  be  taught  to  the  American  people?  I 
have  a  book  here  in  my  desk  which  they  would,  I  have  no 
doubt,  universally  exclude,  and  it  is  a  part  of  my  library.  My 
books  are  my  friends,  my  associates.  I  do  not  propose  that 
anybody  shall  choose  my  friends  or  my  associates.  That  is  one 
frMdom  which  I  wish  to  be  absolute. 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  If  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
will  permit,  to  whom  he  would  leave  the  power  of  deciding? 
I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  a  while  aeo  that  It  would  be 
perfectly  proper  to  exclude  certain  things,  but  that  there  should 
be  some  tribunal,  responsible,  perhaps,  to  public  opinion,  that 
should  make  the  decision.    Whom  would  the  Senator  suggest? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  have  in  mind  statutes  and  laws  which 
define  sedition,  which  define  treason,  and  which  define  the  teach- 
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ing  of  such  thlrgs  and  the  administration  of  the  laws  of  our 
country  within  our  country.  I  would  never  erect  upon  the 
borders  of  my  country  any  scheme  to  determine  what  should 
come  in  of  that  nature. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  tmderstood  the  Senator  to 
say  a  while  ago  that  certain  doctiments  should  be  excluded. 
Perhaps  I  misunderstood  him. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Yes;  the  Senator  misunderstood  me. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  In  other  words,  the  Senator 
would  not  exclude  anything? 

Mr.  BORAH.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  would  accept  John 
Milton's  policy.  I  would  let  the  public  opinion  of  a  country 
determine  wliat  the  people  should  read.  It  would  be  perfectly 
safe,  in  my  judgment,  in  the  long  run,  to  permit  the  people  to 
do  so,  and  In  a  large  measure  that  Is  the  rule  which  has  been 
adopted  by  England  for  the  last  100  or  200  years. 

Mr.  ROBINSCtN  of  Indiana.  I  would  not  go  so  far  as  the 
Senator  from  Id  iho  goes.  I  thought  perhaps  he  and  I  were  In 
substantial  agre<'ment  on  the  one  question  that  I  suggested  a 
moment  ago.  There  is  no  doubt  In  the  world  that  literature — 
call  it  that  if  you  care  to — does  come  into  this  country  that  is 
revolutionary  and  that  in  my  judgment  ought  not  to  be  per- 
mitted to  enter  the  country  at  all.  I  assumed  the  Senator's 
views  were  the  same.  If  they  were  the  same  then  I  wondered 
what  sort  of  tribunal  he  would  erect  to  decide  what  should 
come  In.  But  I  find  that  our  views  are  entirely  different  on 
the  fundamental  proposition. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  I  have  now  held  the  floor 
for  nearly  five  hours.  I  have  been  glad  to  yield  and  I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield  to  all  Senators  for  questions  and  suggestions,  but 
I  have  very  little  more  to  add  to  the  discussion  and  should 
like  to  proceed. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  permit 
me  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     Very  weU ;  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKH.\RT.  Upon  the  proposition  to  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Indiana  directed  his  remarks,  let  us  say  there  should 
be  a  proper  statute  properly  defining  what  is  obscene  and  pre- 
scribing the  penalty,  and  then  let  the  courts  try  offenses  against 
that  statute  the  same  as  any  other  offense  If  that  statute  is 
violated.  Evidence  would  be  easy  to  obtain  and  the  customs 
officials  would  know  what  the  books  and  statements  were,  and 
the  question  ouf^t  to  be  decided  by  a  court  and  Jury  and  not 
by  some  tribunal  of  the  kind  now  In  existence. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  want  to  be  fair  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico,  who  has  been  so  kind  as  to  yield  to  roost 
everybodv.  and  I  apologize  for  interrupting  him  further. 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield  to  tft  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  It  seems  to  me  that  any  Fed- 
eral tribunal  would  be  represented  by  men  or  women  who  were 
appointed  to  the  position  or  positions  they  occupy  anyhow,  so 
that  they  would  be  probably  no  more  responsive  to  public 
opinion  than  the  sort  of  deciding  agency  that  has  been  set  up 
already.  In  other  words,  we  speak  of  clerks  as  if  they  amounted 
to  nothing.  My  judgment  Is  that  those  clerks  or  those  agents, 
whoever  they  may  be  in  the  Federal  service,  that  pass  on  this 
literature  do  the  best  they  know  how  and  are  in  any  event 
fairly  well  informed  and  perhaps  as  well  informed  as  some  of 
the  r^  of  us. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  concede  that.  There  Is  no  such  tri- 
bunal for  administering  the  law  that  can  mete  out  punitive 
punishment  for  violation  of  a  criminal  statute.  The  matter 
ought  to  go  to  the  courts,  the  same  as  any  other  offense  against 
the  United  States.  Let  the  Government  officials  collect  the 
evidence  and  submit  It  to  the  courts  as  they  do  in  other  cases. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  understand  the  Senator  to 
favor  this  clause  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  No ;  I  do  not  think  It  Is  a  proper  defini- 
tion of  the  offense.  I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  on  how  It  should  be  defined  rather  than  the  way  It  is  In 

the  bill. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  am  trying  to  get  through,  and  I  wish.  If 
possible,  the  Senator  would  confine  his  interruption  to  a  ques- 
tion.   I  yield. 

Mr,  BINGHAM.  I  do  not  Intend  to  make  a  speech  in  the 
Senator's  time.  The  Senator  yielded  to  hhs  colleague  a  few 
moments  ago,  who  made  some  reference  to  a  difference  of  opin- 
ion between  the  Senator  and  myself,  and  I  endeavored  to  get 
the  floor  at  that  time  to  say  that  he  was  mistaken  with  regard 
to  the  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  meaning  ol  the  act    Whit 
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I  endeavored  to  do  was  to  find  out  fmn  tt\e  Senator  from  New 
Mexico,  in  ease  the  law  Is  changed  by  the  striking  out  of  cer* 
tain  words  and  leaving  In  the  words  whic)^  I  read,  prohibiting 
the  importation  into  the  United  States  of  books  or  pamphlets 
urging  forcible  resiirtance  to  a  law  of  the  United  States,  whether 
he  would  be  In  favor  of  It  I  tmderstood  thu  Senator  to  say  that 
his  views  on  censorship  are  such  ttiat  he  would  not  favor  It 

There  was  no  difference  of  opinion  as  to  lnteri»retation.  I 
agree  with  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  that  the  language  as 
It  now  stands  Is  open  to  the  Interpretation  which  he  has  been 
giving  it  It  was  merely  that  I  hoped  th<>  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  would  not  disapprove  of  the  act  being  so  written  that  a 
writing  Intended  to  influwice  forcible  resistance  to  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  might  be  kept  out  by  a  proper  tribunal. 
Ttiere  is  nothing  in  the  act  about  a  tril)unal  of  that  class. 
There  is  merely  a  punishment  of  the  derk  if  he  does  not  pre- 
vent such  a  publication  from  coming  In,  I  hoped  the  Senator 
might  suggest  some  means  whereby  that  qnestion  might  be 
referred  to  the  proper  court  for  decision  and  not  to  a  clerk. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  make  any  contribu- 
tion to  the  discussion  except  to  offer  this  suggestion:  In  the 
discussion  here  it  seems  to  have  been  asstimed  that  If  a  par- 
ticular book  which  may  be  regarded  by  somebody  as  treason- 
able or  advocating  forcible  resistance  to  laws  or  some  other 
objectimiabie  literature  enters  tlie  country,  Its  mere  entry 
means  that  Its  distribution  and  publication  is  a  matter  ©f 
course.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  all  of  that  literature  must  then 
run  the  gauntlet  of  prohibitory  statutes  witliin  the  States. 

Mr,  CUTTING.     Why,  of  course. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  But  in  that  case  the  test  is  the  test  which 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Borah]  advocated  a  moment  ago. 
Before  anybody  can  be  convicted  of  distributing  the  obscene  lit- 
erature or  whatever  the  characterization  may  be.  It  must  be 
determined  that  It  is  obscene  by  a  jury  which  represents  the 
public  opinion,  the  current  opinion  and  the  moral  standard  of 
the  particular  community  which  then  selects  Its  literature. 
There  we  get  the  absolute  test  which  some  Senators  here  hare 
been  advocating. 

Mr,  CUTTING.  The  Senator  from  New  York  is  quite  correct 
and  I  agree  with  what  he  has  said  as  well  with  what  was 
said  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho.  The  main  dliBcnlty  with  the 
proposed  legislation  Is  that  it  further  extends  the  power  of 
bureaucracy  In  our  Government  to  make  decisions  which  may 
be  vital  to  the  American  people. 

We  all  know  in  our  daily  experience  here  that  this  Govern- 
ment In  its  practical  working  is  being  run  not  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  not  by  the  CaWnet,  nor  even  by  the  Presi- 
dent but  by  a  vast  system  of  petty  clerks,  each  one  creating  a 
precedent,  each  one  making  a  ruling  which  in  the  futun?  will 
influence  the  action  of  the  other  persons  in  the  same  department 
These  rulings  finaUy  become  promoted  to  departmental  policies, 
which  thereafter  balk  the  consideration  and  passage  of  bills 
which  the  two  Hotises  of  Congress  may  projjose.  When  such 
bills  are  sent  to  the  departments  we  get  an  adverse  report 
signed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  department  whidi  may  be  in- 
volved, but  actually  written  by  some  subordinate  who  has  made 
a  specialty  of  the  particular  matter  involved.  The  recommenda- 
tion comes  to  us  with  the  name  of  the  Secretary  of  the  depart- 
ment on  It,  and  In  the  average  case  his  prohibition,  if  It  be  a 
prohibition,  Is  final  It  prevents  that  particular  bill  from  even 
getting  out  of  the  committee  to  which  it  has  been  referred. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield 
further 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  S^at(»-  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  want  to  give  a  practical  illostration  of 
what  I  said  a  moment  ago.  When  I  had  the  honor  of  being  a 
judge  in  New  York  we  had  the  very  question  before  us  as  to 
whether  a  book,  which  I  tliink  the  Senator  mentioned  yesterday. 
Memoirs  of  Mademt^elle  de  Maupin.  was  an  obscene  book  and 
its  publication  should  be  suppressed.  Those  complaining,  of 
course,  to(A  a  few  isolated  passages  and,  read  by  themselves, 
of  course  the  ordinary  conclusion  would  be  that  if  the  entire 
book  was  of  that  character  it  was  obscene.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  the  entire  book  was  read  to  the  jury  in  that  particular  case 
and  the  jory  decided  that  it  was  not  obscene.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  they  stated  afterwards  that  they  regarded  it  as  it  is,  as 
one  of  our  classics  In  literature.  There  is  a  practical  illustra- 
tion that  the  test  can  be  made. 
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Mr.  CUTTING.  I  appreciate  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  New  York. 

I  am  trying  to  lay  before  the  Senate  this  question  as  a  matter 
of  national  policy  which  I  consider  of  great  importance.  I  do 
not  criticise  the  people  who  hare  propounded  laws  of  this  char- 
acter and  who  are  supporting  them  to-day.  Many  of  them  are 
actuated  by  the  most  sincere  motiyes.  They  believe  In  the 
principle  staged  by  Edmund  Burke  that  the  people  have  a  right 
to  be  protected  from  themselves  by  the  supwior  members  of 
the  community.  That  is  the  theory  which  is  adopted  by  the 
go%emment  of  MiLssolini  and  the  Government  of  the  Russian 
Soviet  at  the  present  time.  I  hope  that  It  will  not  be  adopted 
by  the  United  States  as  a  governmwitai  policy  for  the  future. 

Mr.  FES8.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  frwn  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  S^iator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  will  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  FE88.  I  want  to  preface  my  questicm  by  a  brief  state- 
ment. I  have  never  lo<*ed  with  any  favor  mi  legislation 
against  sedition  and  never  have  cared  anything  about  censor- 
ship, particularly  of  moving  irietures  or  otherwise,  but  I  am  dis- 
turbed about  the  possibilities  the  Senator  suggests.  I  take  it 
that  he  would  wipe  out  the  entire  section.  If  treason  is  com- 
mitted, the  punlslunent  is  swift  always. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  ask  the  Senator  if  he  can  give  any  exampie 
where  treaKon  has  been  punished  in  this  country? 

Mr.  FESS.  Often  during  Civil  War  times.  It  was  quite  a 
common  punishment  My  suggesticMi  Is,  if  we  pnni^  treason, 
should  we  look  with  no  regard  whatever  on  a  man  who  induces 
the  commitment  of  the  treason? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  can  answer  that 
questloo. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  As  a  matter  of  common  law  he  is  a 
party  to  the  treason  and  punishable  as  an  accessory  either 
before  or  after  the  fact,  so  that  is  taken  care  of  under  the 
law  now. 

Mr.  FESS.  If  the  Senator  can  show  that  the  writer  was 
partlceps  crimluls;  but  here  is  a  book  that  Is  written  which 
Incites  treason.  The  question  with  me  is  that  we  do  not 
hesitate  to  punish  treason,  but  we  are  hesitatinir  to  interfere 
with  thfe  man  who  IndiKes  it.  I  think  there  Is  a  field  that 
demands  some  consideration. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Does  the  Senator  agree  that  it  should 
be  tried  before  a  court  and  Jury  as  other  matters  are? 

Mr.  Fi:SS.    Cntalnly. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  That  is  the  Ng  question  back  of  all 
this  matter.  If  we  get  rid  of  this  special  tribunal,  I  think  we 
can  agree  on  a  definition  of  these  matters  and  the  punishment 
for  them,  and  then  we  win  have  the  regular  courts  as  the 
tribunal  to  take  care  of  them  in  the  regular  American  way. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  CUTTINO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  prompted  to  Interrupt  the  Senator  by  a 
statement  made  by  the  Senator  fr<Hn  Ohio  [Mr.  Fsss].  I  recol- 
lect but  one  case  of  treason,  at  least  of  any  magnitude,  in  the 
United  States,  and  that  was  the  case  against  Aaron  Burr.  Dur- 
ing the  Clril  War— and  the  Senator  alluded  to  it — Mr.  Linct^n 
issued  proclamatioDs  suspending  habeas  corpus.  Many  men  were 
arre»it^  under  military  orders  and  some  were  tried  by  military 
tribunals,  but  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Unitif^  States,  wh&a  the 
action  of  the  administration  and  the  military  tribunals  wa.s 
brought  to  Its  attratioo.  held  that  the  proceedings  were  Illegal. 
I  do  not  recall  that  there  was  a  case  ot  treason  brought  before 
the  dril  eomts  during  the  (Mvil  War. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  Senator  from  Utah  will  recall  the  case  of 
Yallandigham.  which  was  probably  the  outstanding,  case  where 
there  was  treasiHi  involved.  He  escaped  across  the  Canadian 
line.  Then,  Captain  Wirs  was  tried  for  treason.  There  were 
many  cases  of  treason  during  the  Civil  War.  I  think  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  appreciates  what  I  am  trying  to  get  at  If  we 
do  punish  for  treason,  there  o>nght  to  be  a  field  of  consideration 
where  the  OMUt  who  Induces  the  treason  should  not  go  entirely 
fre«.  At  least  we  ought  to  use  a  reasonable  effort  to  prevent 
it  I  say  that  because  I  have  a  good  deal  of  sympathy  with 
what  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  is  trying  to  do,  but  I  think 
he  Is  going  too  far. 

Mr.  COTCTINO.  Mr.  Presldait,  I  wonder  if  I  may  be  able  to 
be  allowed  to  conclude  my  remarks  without  further  interrup- 
tion, and  thereafter  let  other  Senators  who  desire  to  speak  do 
•o  ia  their  own  tima. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  de- 
c  ines  to  yield  further. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  As  I  said  a  moment  ago,  the  attempt  to  bar 
1:  terature  fnim  the  country  on  the  ground  of  the  opinions 
ecpressed  se«ns  to  me,  as  Professor  Chafee  says  In  his  state- 
nient,  to  be — 

A  kindergarten  measure  which  assumes  that  the  American  people 
a  "8  80  stupid  and  so  untrustworthy  that  it  Is  unsafe  to  let  them  read 
aiything  about  revolution  because  tbey  would  immediately  become 
c(  inverted. 

There  are  many  people  who  have  that  frame  of  mind,  who 
bjlieve  that  our  people  need  protection,  and  that  they  are  not 
cipable  of  looking  after  theuuselves.  It  is  from  people  of  that 
s)rt,    in    perfect    sincerity,   that   legislation    of   this    character 

0  riginates. 

I  can  understand  their  point  of  view,  in  a  way.  Life  Is  be- 
oming  increasingly  complex,  and  if  there  are  sincere  and  Intel- 
L  ?ent  persons  among  us  capable  of  charting  out  our  destinies  in 
aivauce,  capable  of  laying  out  a  high  road,  throwiug  out  the 
r  idlcal  literature  to  the  right  and  the  reactionary  literature  to 
t  le  left,  and  fencing  the  road  in  advance  so  that  no  man  can 
B  liss  the  way,  why  should  they  not  be  allowed  to  do  so?  Why 
s  lould  they  not  save  our  pec^le  the  trouble  of  finding  the  way 
f  >r  themselves? 

The  diflficulty  is,  Mr.  Pn^ident,  that  the  road  to  enlightenment 
l!   not  a  Federal  highway.     It  can  not  be  surveyed  in  advance. 

1  can  not  be  graded  or  surfaced.  It  is  not  properly  p<»lioed  or 
giarded.  It  leads  sometin)es  through  trackless  deserts  and  at 
o:her  times  over  the  roughest  mountain  trails.  There  are  no 
8  gnposts  on  it  Each  man  who  travels  on  that  road  has  got 
t  >  find  the  way  for  himself.  At  each  turning  and  at  each  cross- 
Dad  he  may  have  to  resume  that  age-long  grai>i»lc  which  Mil- 
t  »n  sp«*aks  of  between  truth  and  error  or  l)etweeu  two  opinions, 
e  aoh  one  of  which  believes  itself  to  be  the  truth. 

In  blazing  out  the  trail,  there  is  room  for  all  of  us,  the  con- 
s  ?r>-atlveH  and  the  radicals,  the  religious  fanatics  and  the  skep- 
t  i*s,  the  advanc*^  dreamers  and  the  practical  men  of  action. 
I  ut  before  we  set  out  on  that  road  let  us  be  sure  that  we  have 
c  nr  weai)ons  with  us ;  that  we  are  properly  eijuipped  to  take 
t  lat  Journey,  and  to  take  note  of  the  dangers  which  may  meet 
I  s  on  that  high  errand.  In  that  way  alone,  I  believe,  Mr.  Presl- 
c  ent,  will  we  aid  the  general  cause  of  public  advancement  in 
t  lis  country  and  elsewhere. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  the  present  situation  is  intolerable. 
I  do  not  see  that  the  law  as  it  stands  on  the  statute  books  to- 
t  ay  can  be  defended  in  any  intelligent  way,  and  I  think  the 
atnendments  which  have  been  suggested  by  the  Him.'***  committee 
a  ad  agreed  to  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  will  make 
n  latters  worse  than  they  are  at  present 

I  have  been  impressed  since  I  have  engaged  in  this  discus- 
8  on  with  the  possibility  that  some  compromise  might  be 
r  iached,  eliminating  the  censorship  on  work.s  of  literature  but 
E  maintaining  it  en  other  things  which  might,  in  the  judgment  of 
nany  Senators,  be  detrimental  to  the  people  of  the  country. 
So,  Mr.  President,  I  wisb  to  amend  the  amendment  which  I 
li  ave  offered  by  proposing  a  substitute. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  has  a  right  to  modify 
b  is  amendment 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  desire  to  modify  the  amendment  by  Insert- 
1:  ig  a  substitute,  and  I  ask  to  have  the  raodiflcation  read 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  the  Senator  wUl  send  his  modi- 
f  ed  amendment  to  the  desk,  it  will  be  read. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  It  occurs  to  me  that  If  we  are  to  vote  upon  that 
amendment  all  Senators  ought  to  be  advised  of  the  change 
suggested  in  it  by  the  8enat^)r.  and  I  was  about  to  ask  for  a 
d  aorum,  If  that  will  not  Interfere  with  the  Senator's  plan. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  KING.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 
illen 
J  shnrst 
larkley 
I  Ingham 
Hack 
Ilaiae 
ll«Me 
lorah 
1  ratton 
Irock 


Brookhart 

Dill 

Gould 

Bronsaard 

Fef« 

Greene 

Capper 

Fletcher 

Hale 

Sf  "".*.' 

Frasier 

llarrison 

Connally 

George 

Ilastingi 

Copf'Iand 

Gillett 

Hatfield 

Cousens 

Olaaa 

Hawps 

Cutting 

Glenn 

Hayden 

Dale 

Ooff 

Heflin 

Deneea 

Qoldsboroagh 

Howell 
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Johnson 

Norrii 

Sheppard 

Jones 

Oddle 

Bhort  ridge 

Kcan 

Overman 

Bimmons 

Kendrick 

Patterson 

Smith 

Keyes 

Phipps 

Smoot 

King 

La  Folletts 

Pine 

8teok 

Pittman 

etelwer 

McKellar 

Ransdell 

Stephens 

McMaster 

Reed 

Swauson 

Mc.Nary 

Robinson, 

Ark. 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Metcalf 

Robinson, 

Ind. 

Thomas,  t)kla. 

MoHes 

Sackett 

Town  send 

Norbeck 

8chaU 

Trammell 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walich.  Masa. 

Walsh.  Mont 

Warren 

Waterman 

Wataon 

Wheeler 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-nine  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present.  The  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  desires  to  have  read  his  perfected  am«idment 

Mr.  McKBLLAR.     Mr,  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  suggest  that  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  as  modified  be 
read  at  this  ix>int. 

Mr.  McKELL.\R.     Very  well. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  286,  l)eglnnlng  with  line  11,  It  is 
propo>«ed  to  strike  out  through  line  7  on  page  288,  and  in  lieu 
thereof  to  Insert  the  following: 

(a)  Prohibition  of  importation  :  The  Importation  of  all  Indecent  and 
obscene  prints,  paintings,  lithographs,  engravinga,  drawings,  post  cards, 
transpf.rencles,  photographs,  photographic  plates,  advertisements,  casts, 
instruments,  and  other  articles  of  an  immoral  nature,  and  of  ail  drugs 
or  medicines,  and  all  articles  whatever,  for  the  prevention  of  conception 
or  for  causing  unlawful  abortion,  and  all  lottery  tickets,  and  all  printed 
papers  that  may  be  used  as  lottery  tickets,  and  all  advertisements  of 
any  lottery  is  hereby  prohibited.  No  such  articles,  whether  Imported 
separately  or  contained  in  packages  with  other  goods  entitled  to  entry, 
ahall  be  admitted  to  entry ;  and  all  such  articles  and,  unleaa  it  appears 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  collector  that  the  obscene  articles  contained 
In  the  package  were  Inclosed  therein  without  the  knowledge  or  consent 
of  the  Importer,  owner,  agent,  or  consignee,  the  entire  contenta  of  the 
package  in  which  such  articles  arc  contained  shall  be  subject  to  seizure 
and  forfeiture  under  the  customs  laws :  Provided,  That  the  drugs  here- 
inbefore mentioned,  when  imported  in  bulk  and  not  put  up  for  any  of 
the  purposes  hereinbefore  specified,  are  excepted  from  the  operation  of 
this  subdivision. 

(b)  Penalty  on  Government  oflScers ;  Any  officer,  agent,  or  employee 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  who  ahall  knowingly  aid  or 
abet  any  person  engaged  in  any  violation  of  any  of  the  provisions  of 
law  prohibiting  importing,  advertising,  dealing  in,  exhibiting,  or  send- 
ing or  receiving  by  mail  indecent  or  obscene  prints,  paintings,  litho- 
graphs, engravings,  drawings,  post  cards,  transparencies,  pliotograpbs, 
photographic  plates,  advertisements,  casts,  instruments,  and  other  arti- 
cles of  an  immoral  nature,  or  drugs  or  medicines,  or  any  articles  what- 
ever, for  the  prevention  of  conception  or  for  causing  unlawful  abortion, 
or  lottery  tickets  or  printed  papers  that  may  be  used  as  lottery  tickets, 
or  advertisements  of  any  lottery  sliall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
And  shall  for  every  offense  be  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than 
|5,000  or  by  imprisonment  at  hard  labor  for  not  more  than  10  years, 
or  both. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  As  I  understand,  the  Senator  first  offered 
an  amendment  to  strike  out  section  305  entirely. 

Mr.  CUTTING.     Yes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  notice  here  on  the  desk  a  printed  amend- 
ment that  does  not  go  nearly  so  far  as  the  amendment  that  has 
Just  been  read  at  the  desk.  As  I  understand,  the  Senator  is  not 
going  to  offer  his  motion  to  strike  out,  but  offers  the  amend- 
ment as  read  from  the  desk  just  now  as  a  8ul)stltute  for  section 
S<J5.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  That  is  correct  May  I  state  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  Senator  that  the  substance  of  this  amendment  Is  to 
go  back  to  the  law  of  1842,  wliich  kept  out  of  the  country  the 
80H»IIed  works  of  art  of  an  Indecent  character,  which  I  believe 
could  be  quite  properly  and  adequately  judged  by  the  customs 
derk.  and  also  adds  "casts,  instruments,  and  other  articles  of 
an  immoral  nature,  drugs,  medicines,  or  any  article  whatever 
for  the  prevention  of  conception  or  causing  unlawful  abor- 
tion." In  other  words,  it  includes  everything  which  the  present 
law  Includes  except  works  of  literature. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  also  strikes  out 
the  provi-sion  in  regard  to  matter  advocating  or  urging  treason 
or  Insurrectitm. 

Mr.  CLOTTING.    The  amendment  excludes  all  that;  yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  other  words,  all  literature  is  eliminated  by 
the  Senators  amendment;  also,  matter  advocating  or  urging 
treason  or  Insurrection  or  forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the 
United  States,  or  containing  any  thn'at  to  take  the  life  of  or 
inflict  botlily  harm  upon  any  person  In  the  United  States. 
That   Is   all  out   of   the   Senator's   proposed    amendment 


Mr.  TRAMMELL.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yleW  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  do. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  correctly  construa 
the  amendment  which  is  proposed ;  but,  as  I  caught  the  lan- 
guage of  the  amendment,  It  prt>vide8  that  If  obscene  literature 
is  imported  into  this  country,  but  not  for  immoral  purposes.  It 
shall  be  admissible;  or,  if  other  articles  shall  be  brought  In,  if 
it  is  claimed  that  they  are  not  brouirht  in  for  Immoral  puri>ose8, 
then  It  shall  be  permissible  to  Import  them  into  this  country. 

In  other  words,  tliat  Is  a  license  to  the  party  bringing  In  the 
obscene  literature  or  other  matter.  The  amendment  does  not 
refer  to  seditions  literature  now,  I  believe;  but  in  the  case  of 
any  of  the  articles,  if  it  is  claimed  that  they  are  brtmpht  here 
for  moral  purposes,  they  may  be  admitted ;  and  there  are  plenty 
of  people  who  claim  that  obscene  literature  promotes  good 
morals.  While  I  think  a  great  majority  of  the  American  people 
feel  otherwise  about  it,  there  are  people  who  believe  that  obscene 
literature  promotes  good  morals.  Personally,  I  have  never  yet 
seen  how  it  did. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  do. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  just  want  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  that 
the  moment  literature  is  determined  to  be  obscene  it  l>ecomes 
immoral.  By  that  very  finding  It  l>ect>mes  immoral  Uteratiure, 
because  it  is  obscene,  because  it  does  impair  morals.  That  ia 
the  finding. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  I  say,  myself,  that  It  is  immoral  if  It  is 
obscene ;  but  I  am  siieaking  of  the  language  of  the  amendment. 
The  amendment  says  that  if  it  Is  not  brought  into  this  country 
for  imuioral  purposes,  then  it  shall  be  permissible  to  be  brought 
in.    That  is  what  the  amendment  we  are  consideiring  says. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Absolutely. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  understand  that  under  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment literature  which  might  come  Into  this  country  as  soon  as 
it  came  in,  of  course,  would  be  subject  to  all  the  laws  to  which 
literature  already  here  is  subject. 

Mr.  CUTTING.     Why,  of  course. 

Mr.  DILL.  And  we  would  not  have  the  ridiculous  condition 
of  an  individual  citizen  being  forbidden  to  bring  in  a  boolr 
which,  when  he  got  into  the  United  States,  he  c«>uld  go  to  a 
liookstore  and  buy  or  find  on  the  shelves  of  a  library  because 
the  courts  had  held  that  it  was  not  obscene. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  The  Senator  is  correct.  It  embraces  all  tha 
provisions  of  the  present  law,  almost  literally,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  literary  works. 

I  have  spoken  long  enough  on  thLs  subject  Mr.  President 
Bef(»«  S^iators  vote  on  the  amendment,  however,  I  ^onld  like 
to  read  two  passages.  The  first  one  is  from  a  dissenting  oitinion 
of  Mr.  Justice  Holmes,  delivered  a  few  weeks  ago: 

If  there  is  any  principle  of  the  Constltatton  that  more  imperatively 
calls  for  attachment  than  any  other.  It  is  the  principle  of  free 
thought — ^not  free  thought  for  those  who  agree  with  as.  but  freedom  for 
the  thoogbt  that  we  bate. 

The  other  passage  is  from  an  even  more  classic  source — the 
pcunphlet  of  John  Stuart  Mill  on  Liberty: 

If  all  mankind  catnna  one  were  of  oae  oplnioD,  and  only  one  person 
were  of  the  contrary  opinion,  mankind  wonld  be  no  more  Justified  in 
ailenciBg  that  one  person  than  he,  if  he  had  the  power,  would  be  justified 
in  tfleneing  mankind.  Were  aa  opinion  a  personal  poaaewton  of  no 
value  except  to  the  owner;  if  to  t>e  obstmeted  in  the  enjoyment  of  it 
were  simply  a  private  Injary,  it  would  make  aome  difference  whether 
•^Ke  Injnry  was  inflicted  only  on  a  few  persona  or  on  many.  But  tbe 
pecollar  evil  of  sllenciaa  tbe  expreagion  of  an  opinion  ia  that  it  is 
robbing  the  hnman  race — posterity  aa  well  as  tbe  existing  ^neratloB; 
those  who  dissent  from  the  opinion  still  more  than  those  who  hold  It. 
If  tbe  opinion  is  right  they  are  deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  exchanf- 
tac  error  for  troth;  if  wrong,  they  lose  what  is  almost  aa  great  a 
heneflt  the  clearer  perception  and  livelier  Impression  of  truth,  prodaced 
by  its  collision  with  error. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  evidently  many  of  the  Senators 
do  not  really  undeivtand  Just  what  the  present  provision  is. 
The  questions  that  have  been  asked  are  such  that  evidently 
they  have  not  studied  the  sittiation  and  the  existing  law. 

I  am  going  to  take  Just  a  short  time  to  explain  the  procedure 
frwn  the  time  the  literature  enters  the  United  States  until  the 
final  deciMcm  is  reached  as  to  whether  it  is  Immoral  or  otherwise. 
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The  amendments  Introduced  by  tJhe  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
hare  us  their  purpose  either  the  total  elimination  or  the  weaken- 
ing of  the  proTislons  of  section  305  erf  the  bill.  The  correapond- 
InK  section  of  the  1922  act  prohibits  the  importation  of  certain 
ub»ceue  article*  and  articles  of  immoral  use  or  tendency,  Inciud- 
inj?  lottery  tickets.  The  House  bill  extended  the  prohibition  to 
include  printed  or  written  matter  advocating  treason,  insnrrec- 
tion,  or  f<M^ible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the  United  States,  or 
containing  a  threat  to  take  the  life  of  or  inflict  bodily  harm  on 
the  {'resident  of  the  United  SUtes.  The  only  amendment  made 
by  the  Finance  Committee  was  to  enlarge  the  latter  provision 
to  include  a  threat  against  any  person  in  the  United  States. 
The  committee  did  this  because  it  felt  that  such  a  provision 
should  not  be  limited  to  the  President  alone  and  that  a  threat 
against  any  other  person  is  equally  obnoxious. 

Subdivision  (c)  of  section  305- of  the  1922  act  sets  out  the 
procedure  for  procuring  warrants  and  for  searches  and  seizures 
In  respect  of  the  articles  prohibited  by  that  section,  and  for 
their  condemnation  and  destruction.  All  these  proceedings  are 
required  to  be  had  before  United  States  district  Judges.  A 
strict  construction  of  the  provision  would  require  that  the 
customs  officers  procure  a  warrant  before  any  steps  at  all  are 
taken  for  the  legal  seizure  and  forfeiture  of  the  prohibited 
articles.  Moreover,  there  is  some  confusion  as  to  the  applica- 
tion to  such  cases  of  the  usual  rules  governing  customs  cases. 
It  was  for  this  reason  that  the  Finance  Committee  concurred 
In  the  action  of  the  House  In  striking  out  subdivision  (c),  leav- 
ing tiie  proceedings  to  be  covered  by  the  general  provisions 
governing  seizures  and  forfeitures  in  other  customs  cases. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  there? 

Mr.  SMCXyr.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  to  wait  until  I  get 
through.  I  should  like  to  finish  this  statnnent  before  I  answer 
any  questions,  because  I  want  to  present  the  matter  concisely, 
Just  exactly  as  the  case  is. 

This  action  was  not  intended  to  have,  nor  will  it  have,  the 
effect  of  taking  away  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  district  courts. 
Under  section  608  of  the  bill  the  claimant  may,  by  filing  a  cost 
bond,  demand  a  court  forfeiture  if  the  value  of  the  article  Is 
$1,000  or  less.  If  the  value  is  more  than  $1,000,  condemnation 
proceedings  must  be  had  in  the  district  courts.  In  such  cases, 
of  course,  a  Jury  trial  may  be  demanded.  So  that  even  though 
tlie  customs  proceedings  establish  that  the  article  Is  within  the 
prohibited  class;  It  may  not  be  forfeited  except  In  the  manner 
iudicatt^  above.  Elimination  of  the  provisions  of  the  1922  act 
referred  to  will  make  for  uniformity  in  procedure  and  remove 
from  the  law  provisions  now  productive  of  confusion. 

Returning  to  the  prohibitory  provisions  of  the  section,  the 
amendments  made  by  the  House  and  retained  by  the  Finance 
Committee  bring  the  customs  provisions  into  substantial  har- 
mony with  the  postal  laws.  This  seems  entirely  logical  and 
desirable.  It  is  scarcely  consistent  on  the  part  of  Congress  to 
prohibit  the  dissemination  of  this  matter  through  the  use  of 
the  mails  and  yet  allow  the  country  to  be  flooded  from  abroad. 
I  am  referring  now,  of  course,  particularly  to  the  provision 
prohibiting  the  Importation  of  articles  of  an  anarchistic  or 
seditions  character,  which  are  the  only  articles  comprised  In 
the  section  which  are  not  in  the  existing  law. 

But,  Mr.  President,  at  least  one  of  the  amendments  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  seeks  to  eliminate  the  entire  sec- 
tion. Including  provisions  long  known  to  our  customs  laws,  and 
as  to  which  I  for  one  have  not  heard  any  serious  complaint 

I  understand  now  that  the  Senator  will  not  offer  that  amend- 
ment, but  has  offered  a  new  amendment  entirely.  On  principle, 
Mr.  President,  without  regard  to  any  harmonising  with  other 
laws  either  In  substance  or  procedure,  I  am  in  favor  of  its  re- 
tention. I  hope  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  will  not 
serve  notice  to  the  world  that  the  bars  are  down,  so  far  as  our 
customs  laws  are  concent,  to  all  the  obscene,  imlecentt  and 
salacioos  matter  that  may  be  published  abroad.  I  know  It  Is 
said  that  moch  of  the  so-called  obscene  matter  Is  literature, 
classical  literature,  and  that  foreign  classics  die  along  with  the 
matter  immoral  in  purpose,  use.  and  tendency.  Well,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, let  the  dead  bury  the  dead.  It  were  better,  to  my  mind, 
that  a  few  classics  suffer  the  application  of  the  expurgating 
shears  than  that  this  country  be  flooded  with  the  books,  pam- 
ptilet.s,  pictures,  and  other  articles  that  are  wholly  indecent 
both  In  purpose  and  tendency,  and  that  we  know  all  too  well 
would  follow  the  repeal  of  this  provision. 

I  realize,  Mr.  President,  Just  as  does  the  SenatMr  from  New 
Mexico,  that  mature,  well-regulated  minds  may  not  be  sub- 
Terted  by  such  matter.  But  such  legislation  Ls  enacted  to  pre- 
vent such  matter  from  coming  into  the  hands  of  those  whose 
minds  are  open  to  Influence  and  whose  morals  are  likely  to  be 
corrupted,  and  I  am  thinking  particularly  ot  the  jomth  of  our 
country.  ' 
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I  think  the  provisions  of  the  bill  should  be  agreed  to,  Mr. 
President  If  I  felt  that  the  person  who  In  good  faith  desires 
t('  import  printed  matter — books,  for  Instance— did  not  have 
anple  oK>ortunity  for  final  determination  by  the  courts  of  th^ 
question  of  admissibility,  I  would  gladly  welcome  an  amend- 
ment. But  as  I  have  stateil  before,  the  importer  can  always 
hive  his  day  in  court.  It  Is  idle  to  say  that  it  is  not  practical 
ir  most  cases  for  the  Importer  to  avail  himself  of  the  lepal 
n  medy.  What  more  would  you  have?  If  we  are  to  have  the 
law  some  one  must  decide  upon  Its  Interpretation  and  applica- 
tian.  If  it  rests  finally  with  the  courts  no  injustice  should  be 
d(  me. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment  originally  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  and  the  amendment  just  offered  by 
b  m  will  be  defeated. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
t('  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  SMCM)T.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  want  to  point  ont  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah  that  when  one  Is  bringing  in  any  book  or  other  matter 
which  might  be  questionable,  what  really  happens  is  that  the 
citstoms  Inspectors  simply  confiscate  the  thing  then  and  there 
o\  I  the  spot.  There  is  no  warrant  Issued,  there  Is  no  Immediate 
c<  lurt  to  which  one  can  go,  but  your  goods  are  simply  taken  and 
tlat  ends  the  story,  just  the  same  as  If  It  were  liquor  or  any- 
thing else  brought  in. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  S(«ator  Is  mistaken ;  that  Is  not  the  end 
o '  the  story. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  have  had  that  experience. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Wherever  there  is  a  case,  of  course,  where  be- 
y  )nd  question  of  doubt  the  article  is  Immoral,  It  ought  to  end  It, 
a  id  In  a  case  of  that  sort  you  never  find  an  appeal  to  the  Court 
0 '  Customs  Appeals  or  to  the  district  courts.  If  the  value  is  a 
t  lousand  dollars  or  over,  because  of  the  fact  that  those  attempt- 
i  »g  to  bring  the  book  in  know  It  Is  ImmoraL  No  book  without 
an  Ininioral  reference  In  it  has  ever  been  questioned.  So  far  as 
I  ever  heard,  no  one  importing  a  book  that  was  immoral  beyond 
a  question  has  ever  taken  an  appeal,  or  sought  a  decision 
upon  it. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     The  Senator  is  thinking  only  of  Importers, 

V  ho  transact  business  on  a  large  scale.  I  am  talking  about  the 
arerage  tourist,  who  goes  abroad  and  buys  a  picture,  for  In- 
stance, of  the  statue  of  Venus  de  Milo,  one  of  the  most  beauti- 
ful and  most  treasured  objects  of  art  In  all  human  history,  and 
brings  it  into  this  country,  nothing  but  a  picture  of  a  marble 
s  atue.  It  Is  a  picture  of  a  woman  beautifully  proportioned. 
I  e  may  have  that  taken  from  his  trunk  without  any  warrant, 
y  Ithout  the  slightest  chance  of  a  hearing  at  all,  simply  because 
t  le  cu.stoniB  Inspector  tlilnks  It  is  immoral. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  says  "  may."  Has  there  ever  been 
a  case  like  that? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Plenty  of  cases.  I  am  not  talking  about 
ii  uporters ;  I  am  talking  about  American  tourists  who  go  abroad 
and  feast  their  eyes  on  these  beautiful  works  of  art,  and  then, 

V  hen  they  get  home,  can  not  bring  reprotluctions  of  them  Into 
t  te  United  States  of  America  t>ecause  some  customs  official  will 
prevent  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Many  copies  of  the  picture  referred  to  by  the 
Smator  have  been  brought  into  the  United  States,  and  I  have 
never  heard  of  a  protest  in  any  case  like  that  by  a  castoms 
ollector  at  any  port  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  to  prolong  the 
d  scusslon,  except  to  say  that  I  am  absolutely  in  sympathy  with 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
CuTTiNOj.  I  do  not  think  that  the  Senate  is  any  better  able,  or 
aoy  customs  inspector  Is  any  better  able,  to  say  what  is  rlg^t 
a  [id  what  Is  wrong  than  are  the  great  masses  of  the  American 
people.  This  thing  of  taking  one  or  two  men  and  placing  them 
u  jon  God's  altar,  where  they  can  decree  what  is  and  what  is 
n  >t  righteousness.  Is  certainly  contrary  to  every  decent  Instinct 
o  '  a  democratic  government. 

I  have  more  faith  in  the  American  people  than  to  believe  for 
one  instant  that  the  Importation  of  a  few  magazines  which 
nflght  be  questioned  is  going  to  drag  them  down  into  hell  and 

□mation.     I  do  not  think  we  are  running  a  Sunday  school 

ire ;  I  think  we  are  running  a  government,  and  religion  has  no 
lace  In  this  body,  directly  or  indirei-tly.    It  Is  something  which 

ich  man,  according  to  his  conscience,  should  decide  for  him- 
sfelf.  He  should  not  be  hamstrung  with  a  lot  ot  regulations 
apout  what  he  may  read  and  what  he  may  not  read. 

I  am  reminded  of  a  case  which  seems  very  much  In  point, 
the  organization  of  that  very  high  body  known  as  the  Knights 
o^  the  Garter.     Senators  will  recall  that  on  a  great  occasion 

titled  lady  came  into  the  tratUroom,  and  In  walking  across  the 
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floor  her  garter  became  unfastened  and  dropped  to  the  floor. 
Of  course,  she  was  very  much  humiliated,  and  those  who  wanted 
to  feast  In  scandal  and  in  filth  imme<iintely  had  mental  agita- 
tions along  tlmt  line,  until  some  gentleman  went  over  and,  pick- 
ing up  her  garter,  handed  It  to  her  with  the  remark,  "Evil 
to  him  who  evil  thinks." 

We  make  mountains  out  of  molehills.  Who  Is  the  man  who 
rvads  the  book  down  in  the  Treasury  Department?  Has  Al- 
mighty Oo<l  endowed  him  with  any  more  mind  than  many  other 
pe<!ple?  How  does  he  get,  in  this  democratic  Government,  the 
right  of  censorship? 

I  do  not  want  to  see  the  greatly  extreme  matters  broo^t 
Into  this  country,  but  I  know  that  the  cure  Is  worse  than  the 
disease;  that  under  the  guise  of  regulating  the  habits  and  the 
morals  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  many  works  of  real 
benefit,  which  can  make  real  constructive  contributiims  to  a 
broader  and  healthier  and  more  Intellectual  type  of  men,  are 
barri>d  from  entry  into  tills  country. 

As  pointed  out  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yesterday,  a 
professor  ot  literature  over  at  Jcrtuis  Hopkins  University,  wisb- 
Ing  to  bring  in  a  very  rare  book,  of  which  there  are  only  a  few 
in  print,  to  teach  to  his  class,  had  the  humiliation  of  having  a 
customs  inspector  bar  that  book  at  the  port  of  entry,  New  York. 
Does  the  man  who  said  that  book  was  immoral  have  any 
more  Intelligence  or  any  more  right  to  say  what  should  be  or 
should  not  be  taught  to  the  students  In  Johmt  Hopkins  Uni- 
versity than  has  the  professor  who  Is  charged  with  the  duty  of 
building  up  their  education,  telling  them  of  the  events  of  the 
past,  how  men  live,  what  the  weakness  of  other  govamruenta 
were,  and  other  governments'  strong  points? 

We  often  hear  men  right  In  this  body  say  that  the  decline 
of  Rome  was  due  to  thus  and  so.  How  In  the  world  are  we 
ever  to  know  what  tore  down  the  Roman  Empire,  which  lasted 
for  nearly  500  years,  without  men  reading  tlie  truth  about  it, 
and  having  the  truth,  being  In  a  posiUou  to  take  action  by 
this  Government  to  prevent  a  recurrence  here? 

We  are  like  a  bunch  of  dilldren  in  a  kindergarten.  I  believe 
the  human  mind  Is  so  constructed  by  Almighty  God  that  99.44 
per  cent  of  all  the  people  will  not  want  to  read  filthy  literature 
unless  It  is  dtnilared  to  be  such,  and  when  there  is  really  noth- 
ing in  it  that  is  immoral  at  all.  This  narrowness  makas  us  the 
laughing  stock  of  the  entire  civilized  world. 

Of  course,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  everything  should  be 
allowed  to  come  into  the  country,  but  I  mean  to  say  that  the 
Interpretation  of  what  is  moral  and  what  Is  immoral  should 
be  a  very  liberal  one  and  should  be  on  the  side  of  permitting 
fine  works  of  art,  art  objects  of  aU  kinds,  da&sics,  books  <rf 
writing,  whether  they  teach  socialism  or  communism  or  what 
not,  to  come  Into  this  country  in  order  that  the  American  people 
may  read  them  and  know  what  is  happening  In  other  countries, 
and  if  there  is  ajiy  good  there  let  us  adopt  it  in  this  countiy. 

I  am  not  afraid  to  change  this  form  of  government  If,  after 
the  people  have  all  the  facts,  they  find  that  they  think  another 
form  of  government  Is  better.  This  Idea  of  being  wedded  to 
precedents,  which  may  impret>:s  mankind  simply  because  they 
are  precedents,  does  not  appeal  to  me.  Intelligence  is  on  the 
other  side  of  the  argument. 

I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  will 
prevail.  I  hope  we  will  have  some  confidence  In  the  people  who 
send  us  here  and  not  set  ourselves  up  a.s  a  lot  of  supermoralists 
who  can  tell  the  dear  common  people  what  they  have  the 
mentality  to  absorb  and  what  they  have  not  the  mentality  to 
absorb. 

I  think  the  Hopkins  professor,  who  has  no  voice  in  the  mak- 
ing of  this  law.  Is  better  able  to  tell  whether  the  book  to  which 
I  have  just  referred  should  be  taught  in  Hopkins  and  admitted 
into  this  country  than  is  the  Senator  from  Utah,  who  probably 
has  never  read  it  and  Is  prejudiced  against  it  because  Jt  has 
been  held  up  by  some  one  man  down  In  the  Treasury  Departmwit. 
I  want  to  see  our  people  have  some  liberty.  I  want  indi- 
viduals to  have  the  right  to  express  their  opinions,  and  If  any- 
one wants  to  argue  communism  I  am  in  favor  of  giving  him 
police  protection  and  letting  him  go  down  on  the  comer  and 
have  his  say. 

I  have  enough  faith  in  the  American  people  to  believe  that  In 
the  long  run  they  will  decide  every  question  right,  no  matter 
whether  the  literature  is  good  or  bad  which  comes  into  our 
ports,  and  that  they  will  not  be  dragge  1  down  from  a  high  moral 
plane,  but,  on  the  contrary,  will  develop  moral  resistance  to  all 
the  Improprieties  the  books  may  contain. 

Mr.   SMOOT.     Mr.  President,   I  want  to  call   the  Senator's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  if  we  adopt  the  pending  amendment, 
the  Venus  de  Mllo  painting,  drawing,  or  engraving,  whatever 
it  may  be.  could  not  enter. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    Could  not? 


Mr.  SMOOT.  It  oould  not  enter  any  more  than  under  the 
present  law. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Then  what  objection  has  the  Senator? 
Mr.  SMOOT,  That  is  an  entlrdy  different  proposition.  I 
was  speaking  of  literature,  and  that  Is  what  is  taken  out  of 
this  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  MexlcxK  The  ob- 
scene paintings  and  lithographs  and  engravings  and  drawings 
and  post  cards  are  all  prohibited  un<ler  this  amendment,  to 
which  I  perfectly  agree,  but  I  want  literature  to  be  Inchided. 
That  Is  all  the  difference  there  Is  on  this  particular  para- 
graph (a)  between  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  and  myself. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  will  recaU  that  before  the 
days  of  the  printing  press  the  only  way  education  and  learn- 
ing were  kept  alive  was  through  the  medium  of  men  who  spent 
long  hours  transcribing  books,  and  those  books  to-day  are 
the  basis  of  all  present  knowledge,  except  In  the  field  of  me- 
chanics and  invention. 

According  to  the  Senator  all  of  that  history  would  be  lost, 
all  of  that  period  would  be  lost  to  the  schools  and  colleges  of 
America  If  one  of  those  hooks  contained  one  single  paragraph 
that  might  be  considered  by  some  censor  to  be  Immoral  or 
obscene.  Is  not  that  true? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Certainly  not 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  How  would  the  book  get  In  If  It  contained 
one  so-called  obscene  jwragraph? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  It  did  contain  one  obscene  paragraph.  It 
would  be  very  easy  to  take  out  that  paragraph  and  let  the  book 
come  hi  without  It 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  But  we  can  not  take  It  out  of  these  books 
that  are  old  and  rare. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  if  there  Is  any  of  the  obscene  matter 
In  it  It  ought  to  be  kept  out  and  never  permitted  to  go  to  the 
youth  of  the  land. 

Mr,  TYDINGS.  And  who  Is  the  great  overlord  of  morality 
who  Is  going  to  sit  In  such  high  authority  and  pass  on  It? 
Mr.  SMOOT.  The  courts  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  We  have  already  had  read  here  decisions 
of  the  courts  showing  their  interpretations  and  we  have  found 
the  courts  in  some  sections  of  tiie  country  deciding  a  question 
one  way  and  the  same  question  In  other  parts  of  the  country  is 
decided  in  otlier  ways,  so  the  locality  Is  penalised,  I  again 
express  the  hope  that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  Yr\l\  pre^Tiil. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  LA  POLLBTTE  and  Mr.  SMOOT  caOed  fbr  the  yeas 
and  nays,  and  they  were  ordered. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  Mr.  F^resldent,  as  I  construe  the  provision 
under  consideration.  It  would  prevent  the  importation  Into  this 
country  of  literature  in  advocacy  of  Insurrection  In  this  country 
and  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  by  force.  There  Is  noth- 
ing said  whatever  in  regard  to  that  in  the  amendment  which  is 
proposed.  Upon  that  ground  alone  it  seems  to  me  the  amend- 
ment should  be  defeated. 

Regardless  of  the  question  of  the  view  of  a  Senator  or  any- 
one else  In  regard  to  whether  or  not  obscenity  promotes  good 
morals  or  does  not  promote  good  morals,  I  differ  with  the  Idea 
that  obscene  literature  promotes  good  morals,  and  I  differ  with 
the  Idea  that  to  prohibit  obscene  literature  conflicts  with  a 
man's  Ifberty.  We  have  beard  questions  of  liberty  argued  and 
we  have  heard  arguments  presented  in  this  country  In  the  name 
of  liberty  against  every  effort  to  bring  about  any  character  of 
reform.  We  would  have  practically  no  reform  legislation  if  we 
listened  to  these  arguments  about  liberty.  I  am  for  liberty  in 
its  true  sense  as  vouched  safe  to  us  In  the  Constitution,  but  do 
not  want  to  adopt  the  definition  of  the  anarchlut  of  what  liberty 
means,  or  what  the  writer  of  obscene  and  indecent  literature 
may  call  liberty. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

The   VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does   the   Senator   from    Flm-ida 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 
Mr.  TRAMMELL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator  reallaes  that  the  dLssemlnstors  of 
any  literature  of  any  kind  imported  here  that  Is  dangerous  or 
obscene  or  objectionable  In  any  respect  can  Immediately  be 
brought  Into  court.  We  still  have  our  rights  as  a  people  under 
the  law.  Just  the  moment  anything  of  that  character  is  brought 
In  and  someone  begins  to  disseminate  It,  he  can  be  reache<l  under 
the  law,  because  we  still  have  our  rights  under  the  law. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  I  do  not  care  to  put  myseif  on  record  as 
Inviting  the  Importation  of  that  kind  of  literature  into  this 
country.  There  are  many  section*  of  the  country  where,  if  a 
man  g*ies  aromid  advocating  in«5urrectlon  or  advocating  the 
overthrow  of  the  Government  by  force,  the  law  does  not  have 
to  be  applied.    Iliere  are  many  commmiities  I  am  proud  to 
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Bay  in  my  own  State  where  they  would  Inyite  a  citiaM  of  that 
character  to  leave  the  community. 

I  (l«i  not  care  to  pot  myself  on  record  as  utlTocating  the  im- 
portation of  literature  which  adTocates  treasonable  conduct  on 
the  part  of  American  citizens.  If  we  adopt  the  pending  amend- 
ment, that  is  what  would  result.  Of  course  on  the  question  of 
moraiii  and  iuunorals,  obscene  literature,  what  Is  proper  and 
what  is  improper,  there  is  a  great  diversity  of  opinion  among 
the  periple  of  the  country.  I  have  never  yet  seen  a  case  where 
gi»od  mprals  were  promoted  by  anything  In  the  nature  of  obscene 
literature.  I  have  never  seen  a  case  where  good  government 
was  l»n)mott'd  by  the  advocacy  on  the  part  of  some  citisen  that 
we  overthrow  the  government  by  force. 

Mr.  Pre*4dent,  I  hoite  the  araeuclinent  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexic«)  v/ill  be  defeated. 

Mr.  LA  FOLI..ETTE.  Mr.  President,  nothing  can  be  added  to 
the  cultun*d  and  iwofound  address  made  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  upon  his  amendment.  I  do  wish  to  point  out 
again,  however,  that  the  G«jvernment  of  tlie  United  States  from 
tlie  tiine  of  its  inception  down  to  1842  survived  without  any  pro- 
hibition against  tlie  importation  of  either  obscene  literature,  so 
culled,  sediti<>u.s  literature,  s^o  called,  or  pictures  or  photographic 
prints  or  other  so-called  obscene  paraphernalia. 

In  1842  the  sal)stai»ce  of  the  substitute  amendment  now  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  was  adopted  relating  to  obscene 
prints,  lithographs,  engravings,  drawings,  post  cards,  transpar- 
encie*»,  photographs,  and  photographic  plates.  The  Government 
of  the  United  SUtes  from  that  time  down  to  1890  passed  through 
one  of  its  most  important  periods  of  development,  not  only  from 
the  pt>iiJt  of  view  of  its  materialistic  and  mecliauical  advancemeui 
but  also  in  so  far  as  its  Intollf^ctual  advancement  was  c*»ncerned. 
The  Government  was  not  shaken  to  its  foundations  when  there 
was  no  provision  for  some  clerk  in  every  one  of  the  ports  of 
the  ctiuntry  to  prevent  the  imitortatlon  of  literature  which  that 
clerk  might  declare  to  be  treasonable  or  obi>ceue.  In  1880  ob- 
scene literature  was  included  and  another  step  toward  censor- 
ship, toward  the  building  up  of  a  wall  of  exclusion  against 
knowledge,  was  taken  in  this  country. 

Now.  in  1929  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  and  the  Senate 
Fiiuiuce  Citnuuittee  propose  to  take  a  further  step  in  raising 
higher  this  wail  of  exclusion  against  knowledge.  They  pro- 
pose to  place  it  within  the  discretion  of  a  customs  official  in  the 
Tarions  ports  of  the  country  to  decide  whether  or  not  literature 
desired  to  be  imported  is  of  a  "  seditious "'  or  a  "  treasonable  " 
character. 

History  discloses,  Mr.  President,  down  through  the  ages  that 
tynmts  and  those  desiring  tyrannical  power  have  ever  been 
opposed  to  the  dissemination  of  knowledge  and  thej  have  ever 
taken  the  position  that  the  dissemination  of  knowledge  was 
detrimental  to  the  common  peopla  They  have  ever  taken  the 
poMition  that  the  rank  and  file  of  the  people  were  not  to  be 
tnisted  to  study  and  learn  from  the  classics,  from  the  literature 
and  tlie  knowledge  of  the  world.  The  reactionaries  have  always 
taken  the  ground  that  the  prohibition  which  they  desire  to  set 
up  against  the  dissemination  of  knowledge  was  taken  not  in  the 
interest  of  the  continuation  of  their  own  power,  but  to  i^rotect 
the  rank  and  file  of  the  people  from  gaining  knowledge  which 
would  be  harmful  to  them. 

Ha\'V  we  readied  the  point,  Mr.  President,  in  the  hi.story  of  this 
great  Republic  when  we  are  to  take  U>e  i>osition  that  no  longer 
can  ttte  people  of  the  country  tie  trusted  with  access  to  tlie 
knowledge  and  the  Information  and  the  advancement  which 
may  i>e  liad  in  the  world  outside  of  our  own  borders?  If  we 
have  readied  that  i>oint  then  let  us  be  frank  about  it.  Let  us 
admit  that  our  experiment  in  democracy  has  failed,  tiiat  we 
have  reached  tlu;  point  where  we  no  longer  trust  the  individual 
citixeu.  that  we  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Govern- 
ment founded  by  the  fathers  was  founded  upon  a  fallacy,  that 
it  rests  upon  a  misconception,  and  that  our  Government  is  a 
failure.  I  do  not  believe  tliat  Senators  are  ready  to  take  that 
pi>sition.  I  believe  that  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  there 
is  a  majority  who  still  believe  in  representative  government, 
who  still  believe  in  democracy,  and  wlto  still  have  ctMifldence  In 
the  ability  of  tlie  rank  and  file  of  the  citizens  of  the  Republic 
to  listen  to  the  arguments  upon  both  sides  of  every  imp<Mrtant 
question  and  to  make  a  decision  which  in  the  last  analysis  is 
sound. 

Mr,,President,  in  one  breath  Senators  prate  about  tlie  wisdom 
le  fathers,  about  the  great  advancement  which  this  form  of 
government  has  made,  the  firm  foundation  upon  which  It  rests, 
anil  then  in  the  next  breath  with  fear  and  trembling  they  take 
the  position  that  the  citizens  of  this  country  of  ours  are  not 
sotticiently  i&telligent  to  study  the  questions  of  great  human 
imiKtrtauce  mhich  are  abroad  in  the  world  and  to  decide  for 
themselves  which  of  those  movements  ia  sound  and  which  la 
unsound. 
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f  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee  Is  necessary 
ho  V  do  Senators  account  for  the  fact  that  from  the  Inception  of 
th<!  Government  down  to  the  year  1890  there  was  no  p<iwer 
pli  ced  in  the  hands  of  emi^oyees  in  the  Customs  Service  to  bar 
literature  which  In  their  judgment  was  seditious  or  ol)Scene? 
\V(?re  the  citizens  who  petipled  this  country  from  the  date  of  the 
in<  eptiou  of  the  Republic  down  to  1890  of  a  stronger  moral  tiber, 
wtre  they  more  intellifrent,  did  they  have  sounder  judgment 
than  those  who  inhabit  the  country  to-day?  I  tliink  any  Sen- 
at<  r  will  have  to  answer  that  question  in  the  negative. 

Ve  are  constantly  Improving  and  building  up  our  system  of 
ed  icatlon.  We  are  constantly  lowering  the'  percentage  of 
HI  terar>'-  With  the  inventions  which  have  come  in  the  way 
of  mechanical  progress  during  the  last  30  or  40  years  the  out- 
lo(k,  the  scope,  the  experience  of  every  citizen  in  the  United 
States  is  broader  to-day  than  it  was  in  the  period  between  the 
in<eption  of  the  Government  and  1890. 

t  is  not  my  purpo.se  to  question  the  motive  behind  the  pro- 
po»l  of  the  amendment  passed  through  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives and  approved  in  substance  by  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee,  but  I  say.  Mr.  President,  that  if  the  amendment  .shall 
be  adopted  then  we  have  taken  a  step  toward  the  censorship  of 
th« '  reading  matter  which  shall  be  brought  into  the  country  from 
abroad,  a  step  which  strikes  at  (he  very  principles  upon  which 
our  Government  was  founded. 

know  that  there  is  a  minority  in  the  United  States,  a  very 
w«  II  organized  and  very  articulate  minority,  that  goes  into  a 
st)  ite  of  hysteria  whenever  an  idea  is  proposed,  be  It  at  home  or 
abroad,  which  violates  any  of  the  precedents  or  the  concepts  of 
th  It  organized  minority.  But,  Mr.  President,  that  minority  has 
be?n  found  in  every  period  of  written  history.  They  have  been 
fo  md  organized  against  anything  which  made  for  lilierty  of  the 
co(nmon  people.  They  have  been  adamant  against  every  step  in 
thj  direction  of  human  progress.  I  do  not  believe  that  a 
m  ijorlty  of  the  representatives  of  the  people  of  the  United 
Slates  sitting  In  the  Senate  have  lost  faith  in  the  fundamental 
piinciples  of  democracy;  I  believe  when  the  roll  shall  be  called 
ujon  this  amendment  that  it  will  be  adopted,  and,  Mr.  President, 
I  sincerely  hof>e  that  that  will  be  the  outcome. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Mr.  Presldeht,  before  voting  against  the  pend- 
In  X  amendment,  I  wish  to  say  just  a  word  to  indicate  that  it  is 
nc  t  becan.se  I  am  not  In  full  sympathy  with  the  spirit  which 
ai  imates  the  author  of  the  amendment,  and  which  he  has  so 
fltely  exhibited  in  his  most  Interesting  speech,  that  I  take  the 
position  which  I  do. 

We  all,  I  think,  agree  that  the  suppression  of  speech  or  of 
literature  Is  dangerous.  The  many  instances  cited  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Mexico  of  classical  and  reverent  authorities 
ai)ng  that  line  must  Impress  everybody.  But  there  Is  one  pro- 
vldon  in  the  section  under  dlscu-ssion  which  the  Senator  by  his 
uiiendment  seeks  to  strike  out.  which.  In  my  opinion,  ought  to 
re  main  In  the  bill.  I  do  not  like  the  whole  .section  as  It  stands ; 
aid  I  am  not  sure  that  I  would  vote  for  it  in  Its  present  form; 
btt  I  refer  to  the  clause  which  provides  that  there  shall  be  no 
li  eruture  Impiorted  into  this  country  which  advocates  forcible 
r*  sistance  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States  and  which  advocates 
tr  SH.son  or  violence  to  persons.  It  seems  to  me  that  there  ought 
to  be  such  a  provision  in  the  law. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  CorzENs]  made,  I  thought, 
a  very  interesting  suggestion  when  he  said  that  when  Haywood 
wjnt  to  Detroit  he  allowed  him  to  .speak  on  the  express  coudl- 
tl  )n  that  he  should  not  advocate  force  or  violence.  We  would 
a  I,  I  think,  agree  as  to  the  wisdom  of  Imposing  such  a  restrlc- 
tl  »n ;  but  If  we  are  not  going  to  allow  an  American  citizen  to 
a<  vocate  force  and  violence,  why  should  we  allow  a  foreigner  to 
Iriport  In  documentary  form  exactly  that  same  kind  of  argu- 
iBpnt? 

It  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  deny  It  both  to  our  own  citizens 
and  to  the  foreigner,  and  not  allow  him  to  print  his  views  in  a 
bock  and  send  them  to  this  country.  We  ought  not  to  permit 
f(  reign  literature  advocating  violence  against  the  United  States 
or  violence  against  persons  to  be  admitted  Into  our  borders 
tl  rough  the  customs  house.  For  that  reasrm  I  can  not  approve 
tie  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  Inasmuch  as 
it  leaves  out  that  clause. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
a  nendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Cutting] 
a  I  modified,  on  which  the  yeas  and  nays  have  t)een  ordered. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  if  the  vote  Is 
t<  be  taken  upon  the  substitute  amendment  offered  by  the  Sena- 
t<ir  from  New  Mexico? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  liefore  the  Senate  Is 
t  le  amendment  upon  the  substitute  proposed  by  the  Senator 
f  om  New  Mexico  to  strike  out  section  305  and  in.serting  in  lieu 
i  t  lereof  a  substitute.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
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The  C^let  Ctert  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  (when  Mr.  Nye's  name  was  called).  My  col- 
league [Mr.  Ntk]  Is  absent  for  the  day.  On  this  question  he  Is 
paired  with  the  Jtmlor  Senator  from  Nev?  Jersey  [Mr.  KkanJ. 
If  my  colleague  were  present,  he  would  vote  "  yea,"  and  I  under- 
stand the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  if  present  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bxtrton].  I 
transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Ashukst] 
and  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massadiusetts  (when  his  name  was  called). 
I  am  paired  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Hebext].    If  I  were  free  to  vote,  I  should  vote  "  yea," 

The  roll  call  was  coacluded. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  On  this  vote  I  am  paired  with  the  senior 
Senator  frcmi  Delaware  [Mr.  Townsind]. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Bhipstead]  Is  detained  from  the  Senate  because  of  illness.  I 
ask  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  Senator  trom  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Edge]  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Hakris]. 

Mr.  SHBPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  AshxjbstI  and  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Swanson]  are  detained  on  oflBclal  business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  33,  nays  48,  as  follows : 


YEAS— 38 

Blaok 

Din 

King 

fiteek 

Blaine 

FMcbcr 

La  Follette 

TbomAB,  OUa. 

BleHM 

Prazler 

McKellar 

Tvdings 
Wagner 
Walsh.  Mont 

Borah 

George 

McMaster 

Brafton 

Hawes 

Norbeck 

Brookhart 

Hayden 

Norris 

Wheeler 

Caraway 

Howell 

Plttraan 

Cop(>lana 

Johnson 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Cutting 

Keodrick 

Simmons 
NAYB— 48 

Allen 

Glenn 

Metcalf 

Short  rld«« 

Barkley 

Goff 

Moses 

Smith 

Bingham 

Gold8t)orough          Oddie 

Smoot 

Brock 

OonM 

Overman 

Bteiwer 

Brousaard 

Green* 

Tatterson 

Stephens 

Capper 

Hale 

Phtpps 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Connally 

Hastines 
Batfleld 

Ransdell 

Trammell 

Couxens 

Beed 

Vandenberg 

Deneeo 

Heflln 

Bobinaon,  Ind. 

Walcott 

Fess 

Jones 

Sackett 

Warren 

Oillett 

Kerea 
IfcNary 

Sehall 

Waterman 

QUm 

8hf<p|M.rd 

Watson 

NOT  VOTING— 14 

AAin*t 

Harris 

Nye 

Fine 

Townsend 

Burton 

Harrison 

Walsh.  MaM. 

Dale 

Hel)ert 

Shipstead 

Kdge 

Keen 

Swanson 

So  Mr.  Cu'iTiJfG's  amendment  as  modified  was  rejected. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  offer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the 
desk. 

The  YICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  amendment  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  CuaK.  Beginning  In  line  11,  on  page  286,  It  Is 
proposed  to  strike  out  down  to  and  Including  line  7,  <m  page 
288,  and  to  insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

(a)  Prohibition  of  Importation :  The  Importation  of  all  Indecent  and 
olmcene  prints,  paintings,  lithographs,  engravings,  drawings,  post  cards, 
transparencies,  photographs,  photographic  plates,  advertisements,  casts, 
instrumonts,  and  other  articles  of  an  immoral  nature,  and  of  all  drugs 
or  medicines,  and  all  articles  whatever,  for  the  prevention  of  conception 
or  for  causing  unlawful  abortion,  and  any  book,  pamphlet,  paper,  writ- 
ing, advertisement,  circular,  print,  picture,  or  drawing  urging  forcible 
resistance  to  any  law  of  the  United  States,  and  all  lottery  tickets,  and 
all  printed  papers  that  may  be  used  as  lottery  tickets,  and  all  advertise- 
mentH  of  any  lottery  is  hereby  prohibited.  No  such  articles,  whether 
Imported  separately  or  contained  In  packages  with  other  goods  entitled 
to  entry,  shall  t>e  admitted  to  entry ;  and  all  such  artides  and,  unless 
It  appears  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  collector  that  the  obscene  ariloles 
contained  In  the  package  were  Inclosed  therein  without  the  knowledge 
or  consent  of  the  Importer,  owner,  agent,  or  consignee,  the  entire  eon- 
tents  of  the  package  in  which  such  articles  are  contained  shall  be  BQt>- 
ject  to  selsure  and  forfeiture  under  the  customs  laws:  Provided,  That 
the  drugs  hereinbefore  mentioned,  when  imported  In  bulk  and  not  put  up 
for  any  of  the  purposes  hereinbefore  specified,  are  excepted  from  tke 
operation  of  this  sutNlivisloD. 

(b)  Penalty  on  Government  officers:  Any  ofllcer,  ag»»nt,  or  employee 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  wfco  shall  knowlnsfly  aid  or -abet 
any  peroon  engaged  in  any  violatton  of  any  of  the  provlstona  of  law 
prohibiting  importing,  advertising,  deaHng  In,  exhibiting,  or  sending  or 
receiving  by  mall  Indecent  or  obseeoe  prints,  paintings,  lithographs,  en- 
graviairR,  drawings,  poet  cards,  transparencies,  photographs,  photo- 
graphic plates,  advertioemeota,  casts,  laotvoBMBta,  and  ottaM-  articles  of 
an  immoral  nature,  or  drugs  or  medicines,  or  any  artlclea  whatevoi,  tor 


the  prevention  ot  conception  or  for  canslnc  anlawful  atMrtloa,  or  lottery 
tickets  or  printed  papera  that  maj  be  ooed  aa  lottery  tickets  or  advvr- 
tisements  of  any  lottery  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and 
shall  for  every  offense  be  puniMh&ble  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $5,000 
or  bj  imprtoonnaeat  at  hard  labor  for  not  ooor*  than  10  yoars.  or  both. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  oflfi^red  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  I  have  just 
offered  has  l)een  prepared  in  order  to  meet  the  views  expressed 
by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  OotTzi^vs]  and  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Binoham].  It  Is  the  same  as  the  amend- 
ment on  which  we  have  just  voted,  except  that  it  Includes  books 
and  pamphlets  urging  forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the 
United  SUtes. 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

•Mr.  CUTTING.     I  do. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Why  .should  not  -the  Senator  also  Inclnde 
trea.son  and  Insurrection?  Should  not  that  be  prohibited  Just 
as  much  as  forclitle  resistance  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a  question  of  matter 
advocating  these  various  things.  I  have  tried  to  show  to-day 
that  when  we  come  to  define  matter  advocating  treason  or  In- 
surrection we  are  going  into  such  an  indefinite  fl^d  that  no  man 
could  decide  what  would  come  within  or  without  that  field. 
Professor  Chafee,  in  hia  statement  on  this  subject,  has  very 
clearly  shown  that  the  words  "treason  and  insurrection"  as 
c<Hitained  in  this  statement  do  not  mean  merely  treason  and 
Instirrectlon  as  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
but  treason  and  insurrection  as  against  any  government  any- 
where. I  bcdleve  that  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  ftxim 
Michigan  and  supported  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  la 
about  as  far  as  we  ought  to  go  In  the  way  of  exclusion  of  litera- 
ture of  this  kind. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana  ? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Allow  me  to  remark  that  it  occurs 
to  me  that  that  requirement  is  entirely  unnecessary.  Under 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  treason  consists  only  in 
levying  war  against  the  Government  or  adhering  to  Its  enemies, 
giving  them  aid  and  comfort  That  is  to  say,  treason  contem- 
plates that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  is  at  war ;  and, 
accordingly,  there  can  not  be  any  advocacy  of  treason  unless  the 
Government  is  at  war. 

Mr.  GILLETT.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
further  sield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  do. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Coidd  not  treason  exist  before  the  Govern- 
ment was  at  war?  That  ia,  there  might  be  an  effort  to  incite  a 
war. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    That  would  not  be  treason. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Aaron  Burr,  for  instance,  was  charged  with 
doing  that. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  was  exactly  the  p(^t.  Aar<m 
Burr  was  acquitted  because  undoubtedly  he  was  oideavoring  to 
start  a  war  against  the  United  States,  but  It  was  held  that  he 
had  not  actually  started  a  war,  and  therefore  he  was  acquitted. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  There  was  no  overt  act ;  but  It  would  be  poa- 
sible  to  advocate  that  overt  act 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  There  was  no  overt  act  of  n»i^k^"g 
war.  Aaron  Burr  was  in  corresixmdence  with  the  English 
minister  In  Washington,  looking  to  getting  him  to  aid  Burr  in 
starting  an  Insurrection  against  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  It  was  held  that  that  was  not  treason,  and  that  there 
could  be  no  treason  unless  there  w&b  actual  war.  If  there  is 
actual  war,  then,  as  a  matter  of  course,  everything  in  the  way 
of  commimlcatlCMi  with  the  enemy  or  advocacy  of  aid  to  the 
enemy  becomes  treas<m ;  and  anyone  who,  under  those  drcnm- 
stances,  Introduced  a  book  advocating  aid  to  the  enemies  of  the 
United  States  would  be  guilty  of  treason. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  do. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  was  about  to  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana  that,  as  he  knows  so  weU,  tlie  Goastltution  Itself 
defines  what  treason  is ;  and  the  Senator  is  quite  correct  in  the 
statement  be  has  just  made.  The  Constitution  says  that  trea- 
son ooBsists  in  tevytaig  war,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  merely  remark  that,  as  it  se^as 
to  me,  these  words  in  the  statute  would  be  simply  meaningless. 
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Mr  OUXBrr.  Bot  I  do  not  quite  see  why  It  would  not  be 
ponible  to  advocate  making  war,  for  instance,  and  thereby  be 
adrocatinK  treason. 

Mr.  BORAH.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  VAifDENBiSfl  In  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Idaho? 

Mr.  CCTTINO.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Did  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Montana 
to  contend  that  there  could  be  no  treason  unless  we  were  actu- 
ally ut  war  with  some  country? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    That  is  the  ruling  in  the  Burr 

Mr.  GILLETT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  me  a 

moment?  ^  *  ^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  CUTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  But  it  would  be  possible  to  advocate 
treason  when  no  treason  existed. 

Mr.  BORAH.    When  no  war  existed? 

Mr.  GILLEITT.  Yes ;  either  when  no  war  existed  or  when  no 
treason  exi.sted.  Why  would  \t  not  be  possible  to  advocate  it 
and  urge  it?  ' 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  snppose  that  could  be  done. 

Mr.  COT'ZENS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  CLTTING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZBNS.  As  I  understood  the  amendment  as  read,  the 
langnai;e  on  line  17,  page  286,  is  not  In  the  amendment : 

Or -eoBtainlnc  any  threat  to  take  the  life  of  or  iofllet  bodily  barm 
npoD  any  penon  In  the  United  Btatea. 

Mr.  CUTTING.    That  is  omitted. 

Mr.  COUZBNS.  Has  the  Senator  any  objection  to  putting 
that  In? 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Oh,  yes;  I  have,  Mr.  President.  I  argued 
that  matter  at  great  length  this  morning  I  think  that  Is 
something  which  it  would  be  so  difficult  to  define  that  I  cer- 
tainly would  not  trust  the  customs  clerk.s  with  a  duty  of  that 
character.  Certainly  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bing- 
ham] said  very  distinctly  this  morning  that  he  was  in  favor  of 
an  amendment  merely  prohibiting  pamphlets,  papers,  and  so 
forth,  urging  forcible  resistance  to  a  law  of  the  United  States. 
leaving  out  the  words  "  containing  any  matter  **  or  "  containing 
any  threjit."  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  jwovlslon  in  the  law  does  not  say  "  con- 
taining any  matter,"  but  refers  only  to  containing  a  threat 

Mr.  CUTTING.  On  that  particular  matter ;  but  it  says  "  con- 
taining any  matter  advocating  or  urging  treason.  Insurrection, 
or  forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  COUZENS.  When  I  discussed  the  matter  with  the 
Senator  this  morning  I  only  suggested  the  omission  of  the  words 
on  line  16,  "treason,  insurrection,  or."  I  did  not  make  that 
suggestion  with  any  thought  of  eliminating  the  words  "threat 
to  take  the  life  of  or  inflict  botllly  harm  upon  any  person  in  the 
United  States."  That  was  not  a  part  of  my  suggestion.  I 
hoped  that  the  Senator  would  feel  the  same  way  with  respect 
to  using  force  against  a  law  of  the  United  States  or  with 
respect  to  killing  or  l>odily  injuring  anybody  in  the  United 
States.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Stdwek]  made 
it  quite  plain  that  the  language  was  clear  as  to  what  might  be 
construed  as  a  threat  against  the  life  of  a  person  or  doing 
bodily  harm  to  a  person. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  all  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  made  clear  to  me  was  that  after  a  half  hour's  discussion 
between  various  lawyers  In  this  body  there  were  Just  about  two 
of  them  who  agreed  on  the  same  interpretation  of  that  section ; 
and  if  that  la  the  case,  I  certainly  do  not  think  we  could  afford 
to  leave  it  to  untrained  men,  as  the  present  proviaions  of  law 
are  left  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  IXies  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SHORTRIIXiE.  For  the  sake  of  the  record,  and  to 
refresh  the  recollection  of  Senators,  permit  me  to  read  section 
3  of  Article  III  of  the  Constitution : 

TrcaaoB  agataat  the  United  States  shall  ooneist  only  in  levying  war 
against  them,  or  in  adberins  to  their  enemies,  glTlng  them  aid  and 
coaafort.  No  person  shall  be  convicted  of  treason  anloss  on  the 
testimony  of  two  wltaeasM  t*  the  same  OTcrt  act,  or  ea  coafeasion 
la  oven  eowt. 
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The  Congress  shall  haye  power  to  declare  the  punishment  of  treason, 
bfjt  no  attainder  of  treason  shaU  work  corruption  of  blood  or  for- 
f^ture  except  during  the  life  of  the  person  attained. 

Mr.  CUTTING.     I  thank  the  Senator.     So  far  as  I  am  con- 
(jerned,  the  particular  objection  to  including  the  word  "  insur- 
rection" is  that  that  is  very  much  more  loose  than  the  word 
treason." 

My  position  is  Just  this :  I  am  in  favor  of  punishing  to  the 

it  any  overt  act  w^hich  controverts  the  laws  of  the  States 

,  the  Union  or  of  the  United  States.    I  thiulc  it  is  childish  to 

Attempt  to  punish  people  for  threats  which  may  never  in  the 

(ourse  of  human  events  have  any  result  in  definite  action.     I 

(ertainly  would  not  agree  to  including  in  tlds  amendment  the 

exclusion  of  any   threat,  especially  anything  which   might  be 

onstnied  by  somebody  as  a  threat  to  do  bodily  harm  to  any 

ndividual  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President.  I  ri.se  not  to  discns.s  this  matter, 
hut  to  put  into  the  Record  a  few  paragraphs  from  Milton's 
!  amous  Plea  for  the  Liberty  of  Unlicensed  Printing : 

•  ••♦••• 
Books   are   as   meats   and   viands   are — some  of   good,   some   of   evil 

iubstance;  and  yet  God,  In  that  unapocryphal  vision,  said  without 
4  xceptlon,  •*  Blse,  Peter,  kill  and  eat,"  leaving  the  choice  to  each  man's 
qiscretion. 

•  •••••• 

Bolomon  Informs  us  that  much  reading  Is  a  weariness  to  the  flesh  ; 

hut  neither  be  nor  other  Inspired  authors  tell  us  that  such  or  such 
!  eadlng  Is  unlawful ;   yet  certainly   had   God  thought   good   to   limit  us 

terein,  it  had  been   much  more  expedient  to   have  told  us  what   was 

intawful  tlian  what  was  wearisome. 

•  •••••• 

I  can   not  praise  a  fugitive  and   cloistered    virtue,   unexrrdsed  and 

inbreathed,  that  never  sallies  out  and  sees  her  sdversary,  but  slinks 
3ut  of  the  race,  where  that  Immortal  garland  la  to  be  run  for,  not 
nrithout  dust  and  heat. 

•  •••••• 

Since,  therefore,  the  knowledge  and  survey  of  vice  is  In   this  world 

BO  necessary  to  the  constituting  of  human  virtue,  and  the  scanning  of 
error  to  the  confirmation  of  truth,  how  can  we  more  wafely,  and  with 
less  danger,  scout  into  the  regions  of  sin  and  falsity  than  by  reading 
all  manner  of  tractates  and  hearing  all  manner  of  reason?  And  this 
is  the  benefit  which  may  be  had  of  b.ioks  promiscuously  read. 

Seeing,  therefore,  that  those  books,  and  those  in  groat  abundance, 
which  are  Ukellest  to  taint  both  life  and  doctrine,  can  not  be  suppressed 
without  the  fall  of  learning  and  of  all  ability  in  disputation,  and  that 
these  books  of  either  sort  are  most  and  soonest  catching  to  the  learned, 
from  whom  to  the  common  people  whatever  is  heretical  or  dissolute 
may  quickly  be  convtyed.  and  that  evil  manners  are  as  perfectly  learnt 
without  books  a  thousand  other  ways  which  can  not  be  stopped,  and 
evil  doctrine  not  with  books  can  propagate,  exct'pt  a  teacher  guide,  which 
he  might  also  do  without  writing,  and  bo  beyond  prohibiting,  I  am  not 
enabled  to  unfold,  how  this  cautelous  enterprise  of  licensing  can  be 
exempted  from  the  number  of  vain  and  Impossible  attempts. 

And  he  who  were  pleasantly  disposed  could  not  well  avoid  to  liken  It 
to  the  exploit  of  that  gallant  man  who  thought  to  pound  up  the  crows 
by  shutting  his  park  gate. 

Besides  another  Inconvenience,  If  learned  men  be  the  first  receivers 
out  of  books,  and  dlspreaders  both  of  vice  and  error,  how  shall  the 
licensers  themselves  be  confided  In,  unless  we  can  confer  upon  them, 
or  they  assume  to  themBelves  above  all  others  in  the  land,  the  grace  of 
infallibility  and  uncorruptednessT 

Who  shall  regulate  all  the  mixed  conversation  of  our  youth,  male 
and  female  together,  as  Is  the  fashion  of  this  country?  Who  shall  still 
appoint  what  shall  be  discoursed,  what  presumed,  and  no  further? 
Lastly,  who  shall  forbid  and  separate  all  idle  resort,  all  evil  cumpany? 
These  things  will  be,  and  must  be ;  but  how  they  shall  be  least  hurtful, 
bow  least  enticing,  herein  consists  the  grave  and  governing  wisdom  of  a 
state. 

What  If  the  author  shall  be  one  so  copious  of  fancy  as  to  have  many 
things  well  worthy  of  adding  come  Into  his  mind  after  licensing  while 
the  book  Is  yet  under  the  press?     •     •     • 

•  •••••• 

Truth  and  understanding  are  not  such  wares  as  to  be  monopolized 
and  traded  in  by  tickets  snd  statutes  and  standards.  We  must  not 
think  to  make  a  staple  commodity  of  all  the  knowledge  in  the  land,  to 
mark  and  license  it  like  our  brcadcloth  and  our  woolpacks.  What  is  It 
but  a  servitude  like  that  imposed  by  the  Philistines,  not  to  be  allowed 
the  sharpening  of  our  own  axes  and  colters,  but  we  must  repair  from 
sll  quarters  to  20  licensing  forges? 

Nor  is  It  to  the  common  people  less  than  a  reproach ;  for  If  we  be  so 
jealous  over  them  as  that  we  dare  not  trust  them  with  an  English 
pamphlet,  what  do  we  bat  censure  them  for  a  giddy,  vicious,  and  under- 
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grounded  people,  la  such  a  sick  and  weak  state  of  faith  and  discretion, 
as  to  be  able  to  take  nothing  down  but  through  the  pipe  of  a  licenser? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  intend 
to  detain  the  Senate  from  voting  on  this  question,  but  I  would 
lilie  to  propound  an  inquiry.    The  exact  lanjniage  of  the  bill  is : 

Any  matter  advocating  or  urging  treason,  insurrection,  or  forcible 
resistance  to  any  law  of  the  United  States,  or  containing  any  threat  to 
take  the  life  of  or  Inflict  bodily  harm  upon  any  person  in  the  United 
States. 

I  am  wondering  what  constructive  good  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States  could  possibly  come  from  the  Importation  of 
literature  advocating  the  talcing  of  the  life  of  anybody  in  the 
United  States? 

I  am  wondering  what  possible  good  to  the  people  of  this 
country  could  come  from  the  distribution  of  circular  matter, 
literature,  advocating  or  urging  treason,  insurrection,  or  forcible 
re.xistance  to  any  law  of  the  United  States? 

I  concede  that  I  am  confused  by  the  argument  made  against 
that  language.  If  any  possible  good  could  come  from  any  of 
the  things  set  forth,  then,  perhaps,  I  might  get  the  viewpoint  of 
the  other  side  of  the  controversy,  but  if  there  Is  any  possible 
good  that  can  come  to  this  country  from  literature  imiwrted  into 
tliis  country-  advocating  the  taking  of  the  life  of  anybody  in  the 
country  in  time  of  peace,  to  say  nothing  about  times  of  war, 
when  an  emergency  is  at  hand,  then  I  confess  I  can  not  see  It. 

So  far  as  regulating  what  may  be  said  and  done  in  this  con- 
nection is  concerned,  I  apprehend  that  even  Milton,  whom  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho  lias  Just  quoted,  wmld  not 
have  been  In  favor  of  the  Importation,  in  his  day,  of  literature 
into  England  8Uggesting  the  overthrow  of  the  English  Govern- 
ment, suggesting  or  adv<Katlng  the  assassination  of  the  King 
of  England,  or  of  the  Prime  Minister  of  that  country,  or  suggest- 
ing treason  against  Great  Britain.    In  other  words 

Mr.  CUTTING.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.     In  just  one  moment. 

i  am  at  a  loss  to  see  Just  what  constructive  good  there  is  in 
brining  Into  the  country  literature  of  that  kind,  and  if  no  good 
can  come  from  it,  why  not  prohibit  it? 

Congress  has  regulate<I  food  and  drink  in  this  country,  and 
the  people  of  the  United  States  in  amending  their  Constitution 
have  decided,  so  far  as  drink  is  concerned,  what  is  proper  and 
what  is  not  proper. 

I  understood  tlie  Senator  from  Idaho  to  say  a  while  ago  that 
nolxKly  can  tell  him  what  be  shall  read ;  but  the  United  States 
Government,  and  even  the  people  of  the  country,  have  under- 
taken to  tell  him  what  he  may  drink ;  and  I  see  no  objection  to 
that. 

I  submit,  if  there  is  any  good  reason  for  keeping  out  of  the 
country-  this  literature  advocating  the  overthrow  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, this  printed  matter  advocating  the  assassination  of 
people  connected  with  the  Government,  or  evMi  private  citizens, 
it  has  not  been  stated. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  I  did  not  want  to  discuss  the  matter  any 
further— I  have  talked  quite  long  enough — but  In  speaking  of 
Milton  I  hope  the  Senator  will  be  mindful  of  the  fact  that 
Milton  himself  was  one  of  the  political  advocates  of  regicide  in 
England,  and  took  a  very  prominent  part  in  the  execution  of  his 
King.  I  can  not  Imagine,  therefore,  that  Milton  would  have 
been  averse  to  importing  into  the  country  literature  which  har- 
monized exactly  with  his  own  view. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  still  think,  Mr.  President,  that 
Milton  himself  would  not  have  gone  as  far  as  the  Senator  from 
Ne^v  Mexico  has  gone. 

Mr.  BIACK.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  defend  the 
clause  which  has  been  attacked  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana, 
because  personally  I  do  not  anticipate  that  anybody  Is  going  to 
send  any  threats  against  human  life  by  importing  literature. 

I  desire  to  read  a  few  words  of  a  prominent  citizen,  a  great 
American,  a  great  l^emocrat,  who  came  from  the  State  of  In- 
diana, and  who  presided  over  this  body  for  some  time.  I  desire 
to  read  it  largely  In  connection  with  the  statement  read  by  the 
Senator  fn>m  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobah]. 

Ex-Vice  President  Marshall,  now  deceased,  In  his  memoirs 
said  this: 

I  have  been  led  to  conclude,  as  the  days  have  gone  by,  that  our 
English  forbears  were  wiser  than  we  in  their  knowledge  of  human 
nature.  Hepresslon  on  the  part  of  a  government  sooner  or  later  will 
result  in  such  an  accumulation  of  gas  as  will  inevitably  brin^  about 
the  destruction  of  the  government.  A  government  should  always  keep 
the  cork  out  of  the  bottle  of  Its  principles.     It  ahould  let  effervesce 


freely  and  unrestrained  the  gas  of  all  those  who  are  aot  aatl^kd  with 
what  the  government  is  doing.    The  meetings  at  Hyde  Park  and  Trafal* 

gar  Square,  in  which  the  discontented  get  off  of  their  chests  sll  that 
they  have  to  say  aboat  the  iniquity  of  the  British  Goverumeot.  have 
done  much  in  preserving  that  ancient  democracy.  If  I  had  It  to  do 
over  again,  with  my  recollections  of  two  great  wars  la  which  govern- 
ments sought,  if  not  to  control  free  speech  at  least  to  punish  the 
saying  of  anything  that  did  not  agree  with  the  policies  of  the  admin- 
istration, I  think  that  In  Justice  to  the  administration  and  'or  tlw 
preaervatlon  of  the  Republic  I  should  be  opposed  to  any  of  tb'^se  laws. 
After  all,  public  opinion  is  the  final  arbiter  of  the  policy,  whether  oC 
an  administration  or  of  a  people.  Let  your  man  opposed  to  the  policy 
of  the  government  get  on  a  soap  box  and  tell  all  he  thinks  about  It. 
There  will  be  some  level-headed  fellow  in  the  crowd  who  will  heckle 
him  with  questions  and  utterly  confuse  him  If  the  government  be  right, 
and,  of  course.  If  it  be  wrong  Its  policies  ought  never  to  prevalL 
Public  opinion,  which  so  often  is  nothing  more  than  public  prejudice, 
has  nevertheless  something  which  is  amenable  to  Justice,  to  reason,  and 
to  truth,  and  sooner  or  later  the  tmth  will  out.  If  the  man  who  haa 
been  assaulting  his  government  In  the  hour  of  war  is  wrong,  that 
public  opinion  will  dispose  of  him  In  a  far  more  satisfactory  way  thaa 
can  otherwise  be  done. 

•  •  «.«  •  •  • 

Martyrdom  ought  to  be  the  great  goal  sought  by  every  man  who  !«  la 
the  wrong.  Put  him  in  the  penitentiary  and  all  the  Idle,  discontented, 
unruly  souls  of  the  Republic  will  resent  his  Incarceration;  will  look 
upon  falm  as  a  man  set  apart  to  be  punished  by  a  cruel  and  dictatorial 
government.  But  let  him  get  out,  and  the  robe*  of  martyrdom  slip 
from  him  and  he  becomes  once  again  Just  a  plain,  everyday,  braln- 
dlsordered  agitator.  Don't  worry  about  the  overthrow  of  the  vital  prin- 
ciples upon  which  the  American  Government  rests.  So  long  ss  10,- 
000,000  Fords  are  driven  by  10,000.000  Americans,  God's  In  His  heaven, 
and  the  Government  at  Washington  will  continue  to  Mve. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  noake  an 
inquiry  as  to  whether  this  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
frtMD  New  Mexico  is  offered  as  a  substitute,  or  is  an  amendment 
which  may  be  amende<i. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  advised  that  it  la 
open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  would  like  to  offer  an  amendment,  to  add 
after  the  words  "  forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the  United 
States"  the  following  language:  "or  containing  any  threat  to 
take  the  life  of  or  inflict  bodily  harm  upon  any  person  in  the 
United  States." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Ls  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  to  tint 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  detain  the  Soiate  in 
a  detailed  discussion  of  this  matter,  but,  as  I  have  followed 
this  debate,  I  have  not  heard  either  the  view  advanced  or  th« 
conduaion  explained  why  we  ahould  permit  imp(»tation  Into 
this  country  of  things  which,  if  they  had  (»lginated  in  the 
United  States,  would  have  constituted  infraction  not  only  of  tho 
Federal  bat  of  the  State  laws. 

I  understood  the  distinguished  Senator  from  New  Mexico  to 
say  that  he  did  not  purport  to  leave  the  decision  of  such  intri- 
cate questions  to  the  untrained  min^  that  pass  upon  tJiem  at 
the  ports  of  entry.  That  is  the  first  intimation  I  have  ever 
heard  tluit  a  dedslou  or  a  determination  of  the  meaning  of 
words  Involved  In  a  law  nruat  be  final  at  the  first  instance  of 
Interpretation.  Suppose,  to  carry  out  the  attitude  which  I 
assume  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  must  take,  there  was  the 
greatest  possible  erroneous  ruling  made  at  the  port  of  entry; 
are  we  to  be  told  that  there  is  no  right  to  review  it,  that  tho 
courts  <^  this  country  can  not  pass  upon  it,  and  bring  to  bear 
up«in  a  determination  of  the  question  the  enlightenment  of  con- 
stitutional and  legalistic  reasoning?  Tbe  very  asking  of  the 
question  answers  itself. 

This  bill  says  that  you  can  not  urge  treason,  insurrection,  or 
forcible  resistance  to  any  law  of  the  United  States.  What  doeo 
urging  treason  mean?  In  the  light  of  our  law  and  onr  Constitn- 
tlon,  it  means  the  suggestion  and  the  urging  of  the  levying  of 
war  against  the  United  States,  m  giving  aid  or  comfort  to  its 

enemies. 

Some  one  in  the  United  States  can  urge  the  levying  of  war 
against  the  United  States,  aomebody  in  the  United  States  can 
orge  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the  judicially  determined  euenrieo 
of  the  United  States,  and  he  will  be  guilty  of  violating  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  and  the  laws  paaaed  to  execute 
those  provisions  of  the  Constitution. 

Then  to  say  that  you  can  Introduce  from  countries  tliat  do 
not  understand  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  would  not 
uphold  those  laws  even  if  they  did  understand  them,  literatim^ 
ideas,  and  suggestions  that  coold  not  emanate  within  the  con- 
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fines  of  this  coantTj,  seems  to  me  to  be  not  ouly  an  absnnllty. 
bat  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  disloyalty  to  tbe  spirit  and  the  yery 
letter  of  our  Constitnlion  and  oar  laws. 
The  provision  goes  on  and  says  furthermore: 

Or  containing  anjr  ttir^ats  to  take  tbe  life  or  Inflict  IkkUIj  harm  upon 
any  person  In  tbe  United  States. 

It  is  well  known  to  everyone  within  the  sound  of  my  voice 
that  to  make  a  threat  to  take  the  life  of  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  violates  the  laws  of  every  State  of  the  Union,  and  that 
the  person  so  making  that  threat  to  take  a  life  or  to  inflict 
bodily  harm  upon  anyone  is  subject  imiuediuteiy  to  arrest  and 
to  l>e  placed  under  bond  to  observe  and  keep  the  peace  of  the 
United  States — that  is,  not  again  to  repeat  that  threat  or  in  any 
way  to  attempt  to  carry  that  tlireat  into  execution. 

So  I  say  that  tlie  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  is  to  give  privilege  to  citizens  of  foreign  countries 
not  ouly  in  regard  to  the  institution  of  the  United  States,  but 
also  in  regard  to  the  laws  of  the  different  States  of  the  Union 
which  a  man  living  in  the  United  States  would  not  be  permit- 
ted to  exercise  or  to  enjoy.  Therefore,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  shall 
vote  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  as  I.  hafe  listened  to  the  discus- 
sion by  those  who  are  frightened  over  what  may  come  in  to  our 
borders  I  am  reminded  of  s>omething  I  read  somewhere  to  this 
effect :  "As  long  as  we  flee  from  ghosts,  ghosts  will  pursue  us." 
We  started  fleeing  from  ghosts  when  we  enacted  a  law  to  limit 
the  pictures  that  might  come  into  the  country,  and  then  a  little 
later  we  enacted  a  law  to  limit  the  kinds  of  books  that  might 
come  In,  books  that  were  said  to  be  obscene.  Now  we  are  toKJ, 
after  140  years  of  history,  during  which  we  have  grown  and 
thrived  and  prospered  and  curried  forward  our  principles  of 
government  as  no  other  nation  in  the  history  of  the  world  has 
ever  done,  that  we  are  in  great  danger  because  of  some  printed 
document  that  may  come  In  threatening  the  overthrow  of  our 
Government  or  advocating  its  violation  or  destruction. 

If  the  statutes  as  written  were  interpreted  as  they  are  inter- 
preted in  the  courts  of  the  land  that  would  be  one  thing.  But 
when  they  are  interpreted  as  they  are  by  clerks  at  the  custom- 
houses, placing  unjust  burdens  not  only  upon  importers  who 
might  be  hoping  to  make  money  oat  of  the  transaction,  but  upon 
private  cltixena  who  would  be  merely  coming  in  with  things 
they  had  secured  abroad,  that  is  another  situation.  As  It  is, 
those  clerks  by  rallngs  they  have  made  show  that  the  law  as 
applied  is  ridiculous.  A  citizen  comes  back  from  Europe  or  the 
Orient  having  ha  his  grip  a  book  that  he  has  purchased  abroad 
because  it  is  of  a  certain  edition  or  a  certain  kind  of  publica- 
tion that  be  particularly  desires.  The  clerk  says  that  he  can 
not  bring  it  in  because  it  is  obscene.  Tbe  court  of  appeals  says 
be  can  not  bring  it  in.  But  when  he  walks  down  the  streets  of 
the  dty  whose  port  he  has  entered,  be  finds  that  selfeame  book 
In  the  iKwkatores,  or  be  can  go  to  its  finest  library  and  find  it  on 
the  shelves  there,  because  the  coarts  of  the  State  have  foand 
that  the  book  is  not  obscene  or  objectionable. 

Havlni^  had  this  experience,  we  are  now  asked  to  enlarge  tbe 
law,  under  the  guise  of  threats  to  overthrow  tbe  Oovemment 
or  •  threat  to  kill  somebody,  and  tbe  real  underlying  result  will 
be  to  shot  oot  books  or  pnbUcatlons  which  advocate  new  ideas 
of  govemmeot.  I  am  wondering  wby  the  committee.  If  it  Is 
foing  to  mn  away  from  this  terrlt>le  thing  that  is  pressing  for 
entrance  at  our  gates,  did  not  think  about  the  new  method  of 
Informing  the  people  of  different  countries,  namely,  the  radio. 

Mr.  TRAMMBLLw    Mr.  President ■ 

The  PRESIDIlfO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wasb- 
iDfton  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  DILL.  In  Just  a  moment  I  want  to  complete  my  state- 
ment 

The  PHB8IDINO  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Washington 
declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  Over  In  Bnrope  the  Russian  Ckivemment  has  used 
the  radio  to  transmit  Its  Ideas  of  revolution,  and  the  govern- 
ments of  Ofee  couBtries  surrounding  Russia  have  been  com- 
pelled. In  order  to  destroy  the  ^ectlvenees,  as  they  thought,  of 
tbe  speeches  advocatiaf  rev(dution,  to  erect  radio  stations  and 
to  keep  men  on  guard  so  that  whenever  a  speech  advocating  a 
revolutiOB  Is  made  in  Polish,  for  instance,  the  Polish  station 
would  start  up  a  musical  program  on  that  particular  wave 
length  so  as  to  destroy  the  effect  of  the  speech.  If  the  apeedi 
were  made  In  Italian,  tbe  Italian  station  would  go  on  the  air 
and  destroy  the  effect  of  the  speech.  In  that  way  they  have 
attempted  to  counteract  the  advocacy  of  revohitloo  which 
threatens  In  t^at  way. 

It  seems  to  me  If  we  are  in  such  great  danger  from  outside 
Ideas,  if  with  all  our  weaknesses  our  people  are  so  stnceptible 
to  these  Incoming  Influences,  we  will  have  to  erect  radio  sta- 
tions on  every  border,  controlled  by  customs  clerks,  so  that  if  ' 
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sonebody  happens  to  bejrin  making  a  speech  in  Canada  or 
Ruiisia  or  Japan  or  somewhere  else  advocating  something 
which  that  clerk  believes  to  be  in  opposition  to  our  principles 
of  government,  he  can  turn  on  the  station  and  destroy  the 
effect! vene.ss  of  the  speech. 

I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  The  Senator  stated  that  the  adoption  of 
this  provision  would  probably  prohibit  the  importation  into  this 
cou  itry  of  matters  suggesting  new  forms  of  government.  I  do 
not  iKflieve  it  would  do  so ;  but  even  if  that  is  true,  does  not  the 
Senator  think  it  is  more  probable  that  it  would  prohibit  the 
admission  into  this  country  of  the  advocacy  of  anarchy? 

Mr.  DILL.  O  Mr.  President,  we  have  had  advocates  of 
amifc-chy  in  this  country  for  a  century  and  our  Government  has 
gro^n  stronger  and  stronger  every  year. 

r.    TRAMMELL.     Does   the    Senator   encourage   the    idea? 

he  believe  in  it? 
Ir.  DILL.     No ;  of  course  I  do  not 
r.  TRAMMELL.     I  do  not  either. 

r.  DILL.  I  do  not  believe  the  American  people  believe  In  It, 
andj  I  do  not  believe  the  American  people  are  so  weak  mentally 
tha  they  have  to  depend  upon  the  guanlianship  and  supervision 
of  «  clerk  in  the  customhouse  to  proU*ct  them  against  any  such 
thir  g.  I  think  the  strength  of  our  Government  the  strength  of 
our  democracy,  is  in  the  fact  that  our  people  are  familiar  with 
thwe  ideas  and  those  wild  delusions  of  government  and  that 
their  common  sense  leads  them  to  refute  them  and  deny  them 
und  keep  the  form  of  government  that  was  given  to  us  by  the 
fathers. 

\  r.  TRAMMELL.  In  the  main,  I  agree  with  the  Senator,  but 
we  lave  a  great  many  foreigners  that  come  into  the  country  In 
these  days.  There  has-been  a  period  of  unusual  immigration  to 
the  United  States  in  the  last  25  or  30  years.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  fi  very  good  idea  to  encourage  in  the  idea  of  anarchy  tliose 
fon  igners  who  have  not  yet  become  thoroughly  Americanized. 

&  r.  DILL.  Again  I  remind  the  Senator  that  when  the  great- 
est number  of  foreigners  was  coming  in,  at  the  rate  of  a  million 
a  y  jiir,  we  did  not  have  this  protection  to  which  he  now  refers. 
We  were  not  destroyed  then.  In  fact,  our  Govermnent  has 
gro»n  stronger.  Now  when  we  are  limiting  immigration,  why 
get  frightened  for  fear  some  of  those  ideas  might  become  l<xlged 
in  tbe  minds  of  a  few  foreigners  who  Lave  come  here  and  that 
the, '  will  destroy  the  Government  of  the  United  States? 

&  r.  COUZEN8.     Mr.  President 

T  le  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ingi  on  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan  ? 

»r.  DILL.     I  yield. 

Mt.  COUZENS.  Does  not  the  Senator  see  a  distincUon  be- 
tween the  proposal  made  respecting  the  use  of  force  and  the 
pro  (osal  made  respecting  the  use  of  ideas? 

Id  r.  DILL.  If  anybody  undertakes  the  advocacy  of  force  in 
the  country  to-day  we  have  laws  to  take  care  of  and  protect 
the  country  against  the  ^orts  of  such  people.  How  far  would 
a  p  opoeal  to  advocate  force  get  in  the  country  if  it  were  ad- 
mit ed  from  abroad  before  the  officials  of  the  law  would  take 
cha-ge  of  the  situation?  When  did  we  reach  the  condition  in 
this  country  that  the  oflldals  of  our  States  and  our  counties  and 
of  c  ur  cities  are  no  longer  able  to  protect  our  people  and  that 
we  nust  have  a  clerk  in  the  Customs  Bureau  to  do  it?  I  believe 
in  t  »e  matter  of  more  and  more  depending  upon  local  self-gov- 
ern sent  In  our  communities  and  less  and  less  upon  the  great 
central  or  bureaucratic  system  that  has  grown  up  in  the  depart- 
here  In  the  city  of  Washington. 
jr.  COUZENS.  The  Senator  does  not  differentiate  between 
impbrtation  and  expression  under  the  Stste  laws.  No  one  can 
t  the  importation  except  the  Federal  Government 
DILL.  Suppose  It  is  imported?  It  can  be  printed  even 
If  ii  is  not  imported.  It  is  not  the  importation  but  the  dis- 
ination  that  does  tbe  damage.  The  moment  a  man  begins 
iinate  it,  we  have  the  law  of  the  land  that  takes  care 
le  situation. 

COUZENS.  I  do  not  see,  however,  how  we  are  going  to 
the  States  by  permitting  the  importation  of  things  which 
thei  do  not  permit  to  be  disseminated.  The  Senator  was  a 
stro  ag  advocate  of  the  prevention  of  shipment  in  interstate  traffic 
of  II  rison-made  goods,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  a  State  could  not 
prei  ent  their  shipment  in  interstate  commerce.  It  seems  to  me 
this  is  an  analogous  case.  We  are  trying  to  help  the  States  in 
their  desire  to  prevent  this  sort  of  thing  by  preventing  Its  im- 
portation. It  is  almost  an  nnalogons  case  with  the  shipment  of 
pri»>n-mude  goods  in  interstate  commerce. 

Mir.  DILL.  There  is  nothing  analogous  in  the  Senator's  illus- 
tratton  except  the  name,  for  the  reason  that  once  the  prison- 
made  goods  cross  the  State  line  they  can  not  be  separated  and 
divl  led  from  the  goods  which  are  not  prison  made.  There  is  no 
law  to  prevent  their  being  soid.    But  once  these  ideas  and  pub- 
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lications  that  are  unlawful  are  admitted  into  any  State  and 
men  begin  to  dis>:eminato  thorn,  tl>e  law  applies  to  them  as  If 
they  were  printed  in  the  State.  There  was  nothing  analogous  in 
tbe  Senator's  suggestion  at  all. 

Mr.  COl'ZENS.  It  is  absolutely  analogous,  because  we  try  to 
prevent  them  from  going  into  interstate  commerce  when  we  stop 
them  at  our  borders.  That  is  what  we  do  with  prison-made 
goods. 

Mr.  DILL-  Once  the  prison-made  goods  get  into  the  State 
they  can  not  be  separated.  We  can  not  separate  goods  made 
elsewhere  from  the  prison-made  goods ;  but  we  can  prevent  the 
distribution  of  literature  whether  printed  in  the  State  or  abroad  ; 
we  can  stop  it  from  being  disseminated  if  it  is  believed  to  be 
dangerous  to  the  community.  My  friend,  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  WHEsajEK],  has  just  suggested  to  me  tliat  the 
criminal  law  applies  to  the  one  and  the  civil  law  applies  to  the 
other. 

I  can  not  help  feeling  that  the  Finance  Committee  have  un- 
duly emphasised  our  danger  in  this  matter ;  tliat  we  are  threat- 
ened by  our  imagination  rather  than  by  the  facts.  When  we 
were  a  weak  and  struggling  nation,  when  our  ideas  of  govern- 
ment were  new  to  the  world  and  we  were  trying  to  convince  our 
own  people  and  the  rising  generations  that  this  form  of  govern- 
ment should  be  maintained,  there  would  have  been  much  more 
reason  for  preventing  the  importation  of  publications  advocating 
changes  of  government  than  there  possibly  can  be  at  a  time 
when  the  Nation  has  reached  the  great  strength  and  power  that 
It  now  possesses.  I  can  not  help  feeling  that  we  have  come  to 
be  like  the  elephant  that  fears  a  mou-^^e — we  are  afraid  of  a 
ghost.  That  is  the  best  illustration  I  know  of.  The  ghosts  of 
little  things  that  we  magnify  Into  tremendous  proportions  have 
caused  us  to  set  up  a  system  which  enables  clerks,  small  men 
with  narrow  vision  and  arbitrary  attitude,  to  lay  down  rules 
and  regulations  that  become  positively  burdensome  to  the  citi- 
aeuiihlp  of  the  country. 

Mr.  IIEFLIN.  Mr.  Presldwit,  ti»e  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Dm.]  has  said  that  he  has  been  told  that  if  we  run  from 
ghasts,  the  ghosts  will  continue  to  pursue. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  should  have  finished  the  quotation,  which  is 
that  if  we  turn  and  start  toward  the  ghosts,  they  will  flee  away. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  It  reminds  me  of  the  story  that  Bishop 
Chandler,  of  Georgia,  used  to  tdL  He  said  that  some  friends 
calknl  in  the  late  afternoon  to  spend  a  night  vrith  a  brother 
of  his.  Mrs.  Chandler  told  a  negro  boy  working  on  the  place 
to  go  to  a  neighbor's  house  about  a  mile  away  and  get  some 
eggs,  millc,  ami  butter  to  help  supi^y  the  company  with  nice 
fresh  food.  The  boy  said,  "As  aoim  as  I  can  hitch  up  the  horse 
to  the  buggy  I  will  go  over  there."  Mrs.  Chandler  said,  "Oh, 
don't  hitch  up  the  horse  to  the  buggy.  Go  through  the  field. 
It  la  only  a  short  distance,"  "No,  ma'am,"  he  said,  "I  can't 
do  that  because  the  path  goes  right  through  the  graveyard." 
"  What  do  you  care  about  that  ?  Don't  you  know  that  no  ghost 
is  going  to  catch  you?"  He  said,  "  Yasum,  I  know  they  aint, 
but  I  don't  want  'em  running  of  me."     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  President,  we  have  more  than  ghosts  in  the  question 
before  us.  We  have  a  lot  of  treasonable  and  obscene  literature 
circulating  around  the  country  that  ought  to  be  suppressed — 
communistic  literature  carrying  doctrine  that  strikes  at  the 
very  foundation  of  our  Government 

The  home  is  the  bodrock  upon  which  tbe  Republic  rests. 
Here  is  communism  ramiwnt  in  our  country,  and  yet  some  do 
not  want  to  do  anything  to  nuppeeaa  it  It  is  true,  as  the  Sena- 
tor has  said,  we  have  grown  to  be  a  powerful  and  prosperous 
people;  but  it  has  been  the  history  of  every  great  nation  of 
the  earth  that  in  their  search  for  wealth  they  have  neglected 
tbe  search  for  idealism  and  have  lost  sight  of  right  principles  and 
spiritual  values.  Cults  of  various  kinds  spring  up ;  they  organ- 
ise; they  work  quietly;  and  when  trouble  Is  least  expected  It 
breaks  upon  us.  These  pernicious  doctrines  have  a  hold  In 
the  country  that  we  know  nothing  about  because  we  have  t>een 
too  busy  searching  after  dollars  and  dimes ;  too  busy  to  stop 
and  find  out  what  is  g<ring  on  in  the  dvlc  household  of  the 
Nation. 

I  am  told  that  down  in  North  Carolina  many  foreigners,  en- 
thusiastic advocates  of  communism,  are  coming  Into  the  State 
preaching  that  there  is  no  God  and  that  the  home  ought  to  be 
broken  up,  and  the  Government  destroyed.  Senators,  such  things 
are  dangerous.  Our  forefathers  struggled  heroically.  They  en- 
dured hardships  and  privations  to  establish  this  Beimblic,  and 
here  come  into  our  country,  wild-eyed  foreigners,  who,  chock  full 
of  this  deadly  communistic  poison,  go  about  tbe  Nation  preaching 
this  stuff  and  predicting  the  ovc^hrow  of  the  American  home 
and  the  overthrow  of  the  Government  itself. 

I  think  it  is  high  time  that  we  should  be  laying  our  hands 
upon  some  of  this  deadly  literature  and  suppressing  its  circu- 


lation. If  such  literature  is  to  come  in  from  abroad — we  have 
already  i)ermitted  immigrants  who  believe  in  that  doctrine  to 
come  in — we  stiall  have  two  destructive  agencies  hammering  at 
the  gates  of  constitutional  government  instwid  of  one, 

Mr.  President  it  is  high  time  that  this  great  Nation  should 
stop  and  look  and  listen  for  a  moment;  it  is  time  that  it  was 
taking  stock  of  Just  what  we  have  got  in  this  household  of 
America.  I  reminded  the  Senate  some  time  ago  of  conditions, 
but  nothing  whatever  has  been  done  by  tlie  party  in  power. 
Protestant  Italian  fathers  and  mothers  in  New  York  State  and 
elsewhere  are  protesting  against  the  black-shirt  agents  of 
Italy — Mussolini's  agents — going  around  and  organizing  the  boys 
of  those  Protestant  fathers  and  miithers  In  America  into  Junior 
orders  of  Fascist  associations.  These  American  fatliers  and 
mothers  want  the  Government  to  free  them  from  this  influence ; 
tiiey  want  those  agents  driven  out ;  they  want  their  l>oy8  reared 
at  the  altar  place  of  real  Americanism,  free  from  ontside  and 
foreign  influences,  but  nothing  has  been  done  to  suppress  them, 
and  that  kind  of  work  is  still  going  on  there  and  at  other  places 
in  the  country. 

Senators,  although  we  are  a  rich  and  powerful  people,  we 
shall  one  day  find  that  the  very  heart  of  lib<»rty  will  have  gone 
out  of  us.  Foreign  cults  will  have  taken  such  hold  in  the  coun- 
try, BO  nmny  different  isms  will  have  come  here,  that  there  will 
be  a  perfect  network  of  insidious  influences,  and  it  will  perhaps 
be  too  late  to  handle,  contrt>l,  and  suin>res6  them. 

I  think  we  ought  to  take  advantage  of  every  ojiportunity  that 
comes  along  to  put  a  quietus  upon  this  sort  of  thing.  Let  us 
meet  our  responsibilities  to<tay,  and  let  the  Christian,  intelU- 
gent  peojrfe  of  America  say  to  that  element  that  wants  to  spread 
all  kinds  of  literature  through  the  country,  pcmring  poison  Into 
the  minds  of  the  youth  of  the  land,  that  they  ^all  not  do  it 
I  am  ready  now  to  vote  to  supiM-ess  it  , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Co<OBrN8l  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  tl»e  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Cuttihg]. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  PresidMit  I  had  not  intended  to  say 
anything  at  all  with  reference  to  the  amendment,  but  I  appre- 
ciate how  easy  it  is  to  stand  on  the  floor  and  appeal  to  the 
prejudices  and  tlie  pasi^ons  of  the  American  people  relative  to 
an  issue  of  this  kind.  1  have  never  been  fe&rful,  however,  of 
meeting  that  issue,  either  in  this  body  or  upon  the  public  plat- 
form. I  feel  quite  keenly  about  it  because  <rt  the  fact  that  dur- 
ing the  war  I  saw  how  the  sedition  act  work<?d  and  I  saw  the 
abases  that  were  committed  by  prosecuting  attowfeys,  by  county 
attorneys,  by  city  attorneys,  even  by  district  judges.  In  some 
Instances  by  State  supreme  coarts,  and  in  s^me  instances  by 
Federal  courts. 

Among  other  things,  this  proposed  statute  provides : 

All  persona  are  prohibited  from  importing  into  tbe  United  States 
from  any  foreign  country  any  b»K)k,  pamphlet,  pa]>er,  writing,  adver- 
tiii«ment,  drcular,  print,  picture,  or  drawing  containing  any  matter  ad- 
vocating or  arging  treaaoo — 

There  is  not  any  Swiator  in  this  body  but  wishes  to  stop  the 
real  advocacy  of  treason ;  then^  is  not  anyone  but  would  prohibit 
the  urging  of  insurrection ;  bat  the  trouble  is  that  when  we  pat 
such  a  law  upon  the  statute  books  we  leave  It  in  the  first  in- 
stance to  some  clerk  to  interiniet  what  is  meant  by  tbe  word 
"  advocate "  and  the  word  "  urge."  This  language  Is  perfectly 
clear  to  Senators,  and  you  would  sa^'  that  tbe  statute  would 
not  permit  anyone  to  stop  books  which  are  historical  in  their 
nature  from  coming  into  the  country,  and  y^  I  am  satltfod 
that  is  exactly  what  would  be  done  if  we  are  to  judge  the  future 
by  the  past  Some  little  clerk  or  inspector  at  the  port  would 
put  his  construction  ap<m  this  statute  to  the  (tmbarrassment  of 
our  citizens,  as  was  done  by  some  prosecutors  during  the  war. 
I  will  venture  to  say  there  were  in  the  Uniteii  States  25  or  .% 
different  interpretations  as  to  what  was  meant  by  the  sedition 
law  which  was  passed  during  the  war.  £}ven  tbe  district  judges 
of  the  United  States  disagreed  as  to  its  meaning;  the  circuit 
court  of  appeals  disagreed  as  to  its  meaning ;  and  men  were  put 
in  jail  and  kept  in  jail  for  mouths  and  months  practically  with- 
out any  recourse  whatsoever.  They  were  put  there  because  of 
the  fact  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  had  Miacted  a 
law  and  left  its  interpretation,  as  it  had  to  do,  to  district  at- 
torneys and  to  judges  who  could  not  agree  as  to  tbe  correct 
construction  of  that  act  some  of  whom,  swayed  by  prejudice, 
wanted  to  appeal  to  the  hysteria  prevalent  in  some  sections 
during  the  war.  Finally  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  had  to  appoint  somebody  in  the  city  of  Washington  to 
supervise  strictly  the  acts  of  all  the  district  attorneys  through- 
out the  United  States. 

I  say  to  the  Senate  that  this  is  a  dangerous  piece  of  let^ 
latioQ.    Unlike  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  HonuN],  I  do 
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xiot  fear  foreigners  sending  literature  Into  this  country.  I  hare 
more  faith  in  the  American  per>ple  than  to  believe  that  they 
are  going  to  be  stampeded  by  any  of  Mussolini's  agents  in  this 
country,  as  he  would  have  us  believe ;  I  have  more  faith  in  the 
American  people  than  to  believe  that  they  are  going  to  be 
8tampc<leil  by  any  of  the  soviet  agents  in  this  country;  I  have 
more  faith  in  the  American  people  than  many  Senators  seem 
to  have,  because  I  do  not  believe  that  they  are  going  to  be 
stamiMHled  by  any  of  the  wild-eyeti  ideas  that  some  of  the 
Si'uators  have  tallKed  about  upon  the  fltx>r  of  the  Senate.  I  say 
to  you,  Mr.  President,  that  in  my  judgment,  if  the  facts  are 
given  to  the  peopie  of  this  country  with  reference  to  any  situa- 
tion I  am  perfectly  willing  to  trust  their  good  sense  and 
Judgment. 

During  the  World  War  we  had  in  the  United  States  far  more 
laws  upon  the  statute  books  for  tlie  purpose  x>t  suppressing 
se<liti(>n  and  seditious  literature  than  they  had  in  England.  As 
was  iK>inted  oat  a  few  moments  ago,  the  fact  of  the  matter  was 
that  in  England,  which  suffereil  a  great  deal  more  from  the 
war  than  did  the  United  States,  they  did  not  try  to  suppress 
everybody  who  criticized  the  Go\-ernment.  They  let  agitatM^ 
go  out  in  Hyde  I*arli  and  get  up  on  their  soap  boxes  and  talk 
to  their  heart's  content. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  WHEELEK     I  yield. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  the  British 
Army  was  being  det<troyed  because  it  did  not  have  sufficient 
ammunition,  particularly  high-powered  shells,  and  Lord  North- 
cllffe.  defying  a  rule  of  the  minLstry,  made  public  that  fact,  and 
chaugdl  the  whole  situation  at  the  fluting  front.  The  Senator 
and  I  recall  that. 

Mt.  WHEELER.    Exactly. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  The  censorship  required  that  there  should 
not  be  disclosed  what  the  Government  had  on  hand  in  the 
way  of  materlnls.  and  yet  Lord  Northclifle  defied  that  censor- 
ship and  saved  the  British  Army. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Exactly. 

Mr.  President,  because  I  was  prosecuting  attorney,  I  came  in 
contact  with  some  of  the  representatived  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment and  they  all  told  nie  the  same  story,  that  over  in  Great 
Britain  the  agitators  were  allowed  to  go  to  their  hearts'  con- 
tent in  denunciation  of  the  Government.  Policemen  and  de- 
te<-tive«  were  stationed  throughout  the  audience,  but  they  did 
not  try  to  throw  the  speakers  in  Jail  and  suppress  them.  The 
same  situation  prevailed  In  France;  but  here  in  the  United 
Sutex.  where  we  were  3.UU0  miles  away  from  the  actual  scene 
of  conflict,  we  wanted  to  throw  everybody  in  Jail  and  accuse 
everybody  of  being  pro-German,  and  there  was  more  hysteria 
here  in  the  United  States  than  there  was  in  England  or  aimoat 
any  of  the  other  allied  countries. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  gladly  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  mysdf.  In  Hyde  Park,  hare  heard  soap- 
box orators  condemn  the  a<^emment  and  damn  the  King, 
and  so  far  as  any  effect  was  concerned  upon  the  audience  It 
was  merely  to  amnae  them.  If  a  government  is  not  more  stably 
founded  to  the  hearts  of  its  people  than  we  seem  to  anticipate, 
we  are  to  be  pitied  Indeed.  I  do  not  helie^-e  that  the  stability 
of  thia  Ooremment  or  the  niorais  or  the  character  of  our 
people  will  be  adversely  alTerted  if  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  shall  be  adopted. 

Mr.  WHEEI^ER.  I  entirely  agree  with  the  Senator.  As 
we  pointed  oat  this  morning,  If  an  Individual  had  taken  some 
of  the  speeches  which  had  l>een  delivered  by  Abraham  Lincoln 
and  circulated  them  during  the  war  he  would  have  been  guilty 
of  sedition  As  one  district  Judge  told  me.  If  an  Individual  had 
taken  the  Declaration  of  Independence  and  circulated  it  during 
the  war  lie  would.  In  that  Judge's  opinion,  have  been  guilty 
of  sedition.  One  of  the  ablest  Federal  district  Judges  In  this 
country  made  that  assertion. 

Not  only  that  but,  as  I  c(jmmented  this  morning,  here  is 
Ramsay  MaclVxiald.  the  Premier  of  Great  Britain,  whom  we 
all  stood  up  and  applauded.  If  some  of  his  8i)eeches  had  come 
in  here  a  few  years  ago,  they  would  have  been  stopped  by  some 
little  petty  clerk  at  the  port  of  entrance.  A  few  days  ago  aU 
of  the  conservatives  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  st«x)d  up 
and  welcomed  him  and  applauded  him,  and  were  wining  and 
dining  him,  and 

Mr.  KING.     Not  wining. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    I  object     [Laughter.] 
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WHEELER.     I  take  that  back;  I  should  not  say  "wln- 

COPELAND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
le  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from   Montana 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
WHEELER.     I  do. 

COPELJ^ND.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  was  not  Ramsay 
Mac  Donald  sent  away  from  the  army  front  In  Europe  because 
thej  were  fearful  that  he  might  contaminate  the  soldiers  in 
som?  way? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  did  not  know  that  It  may  be  so.  But 
he«  is  the  spectacle,  if  you  please,  of  Ramsay  MacDonald  being 
denttunced  in  his  own  country  a  few  years  ago  by  every  con- 
servative, and  I  have  not  any  doubt  but  that  if  he  had  attempted 
to  cj>me  over  to  this  country  a  few  years  ago  he  would  have  been 
stop  3ed  in  New  York  and  wmdd  not  have  been  permitted  to 
com?  into  this  country.  To-day  he  is  Premier  of  Grt^it  Britain, 
and  the  same  ones  who  were  denouncing  him  then  stood  up  iu 
thei  •  places  and  applauded  him  as  one  of  the  great  men  of  the 
wor  d. 

Aip  to  a  great  many  books  some  people  would  probably  honestly 
say,  "  You  must  not  let  that  book  ome  into  this  country,  be- 
cause  if  you  do  it  will  tend  to  encourage  insurrection.  It  will 
tenc  to  encourage  treason."  On  the  other  hand,  such  a  rule 
won  d  have  kept  out,  of  course,  all  of  the  liteniture  during  the 
F'rench  Revolution.  It  would  have  kept  out  a  sreat  many  of  the 
speeches  tlmt  were  made  by  the  British  Labor  Party  because  of 
the  fact  that  some  little  bureaucrat  would  say.  "  That  must 
not  come  in,  because  it  tends  to  urge  treason.  That  might  l»e 
colli  idered  likely  to  contaminate  the  mind  of  some  simple- 
miniled  person  In  the  United  States."  The  same  thing  is  true 
of  literature  with  reference  to  what  has  gone  on  over  in  Russia. 
Tha  t  would  be  the  first  thing  they  would  Jump  on  and  say,  "  You 
muat  not  let  that  come  in,"  and  yet  how  are  we  going  to  find 
out  what  has  b<H»n  going  on  in  the  world  If  we  can  not  read 
histbry  and  current  literature? 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  should  like  to  see  the  whole 
matter  stricken  out,  because  we  already  have  upon  our  statute 
boo  IB  law  by  which  to  deal  with  the  matter. 

»  r.  BLACK.     Mr.  President 

le  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
WHEELER.  I  shall  be  gla<I  to  yield. 
BLACK.  The  Senator  said  we  already  have  laws  on  this 
t.  Immediately  after  those  b<K»ks  are  Imported,  when 
are  turned  loose  through  the  consignee,  they  become  subject 
to  the  laws  of  the  State  or  of  the  Federal  Government  do  they 
not! 

WHEELER.     Yes. 

BLACK.    Therefore,  If  they  violate  State  law,  the  man 
bf  arrested  and  tried  before  a  Jury? 
WHEELER.     Yes. 
r.  BLACK.    If  they  violate  Federal  law,  the  man  could  be 
ted  and  tried  before  a  Jury? 

WHEELER.  He  could, 
r.  BLACK.  Therefore,  the  only  differen<e  In  the  two 
ods  Is  that  under  the  method  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Mexico  the  man  who  had  the  book»  which  were  ulU>ged  to 
.•ene  or  alleged  to  be  contrary  to  gmxl  govertimeiit  w<»uld 
a  Jury  trial;  but  under  this  system  he  Is  flrst  tried  by  a 
der  L  and  then.  If  he  wants  to  appeal,  he  must  give  a  iiond  and 
go  hroufh  tlie  trouble  and  exrienae  of  getting  a  trial  In  that 
waj. 

i  r.  WHEELER.  Under  the  system  that  Is  urged  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Mexico,  as  I  understand  his  amendment,  if  a 
mail  imports  this  llteratnre,  and.  In  the  opinion  of  the  clerk 
wh<  looks  It  orer.  it  is  seditious,  he  turns  It  over  to  tlie  district 
attorney,  and  the  district  attorney  prose<^*ute«  the  man,  and  he 
has  the  right  of  trial  by  Jury  in  that  case.  Now,  candidly,  as 
I  SI  y.  as  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  would  rather  see  the  Senate 
ado  H  the  amendment  which  the  Senator  from  New  Mexiro  first 
offe  -ed,  striking  out  the  whole  matter ;  but  I  can  not  for  the  life 
of  lae  conceive  how  any  man,  no  matter  how  pure  or  patriotic 
his  motives  may  be,  can  possibly  object  to  the  amendment  as  It 
is  now  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  unless  he 
8im)ly  wants  to  stand  upon  this  fi(Mir  and  attempt  to  appeal  to 
the  prejudices  of  the  unthinking  people  of  the  country 

*  r.  CAR.\WAY.  Mr.  President  I  had  not  intended  to  dls- 
cusii  this  matter.  I  think  everything  that  could  be  said  wisely 
has  been  .said;  but  I  can  not  subscribe  to  a  doctrine  of  sup- 
pre(  sion  without  appealing  to  memories  that  rankle  with  every- 
bodr  who  recalls  the  incidents  of  our  Qethsemane  of  186.5  to 
1874. 

I  come  from  a  section  of  thhi  conhtry  that  suffered  from  a 
Government  gone  mad  on  this  idea  of  regulaUng  everybody  by 
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force.  In  the  connty  In  which  I  live  there  were  at  one  time 
only  seven  people  who  could  meet  the  requirements  prescribed 
to  hold  office,  and  one  Irishman  held  11  ofl^^es  becaose  all  others 
were  proscribed.  The  peoi>le  could  not  nieet  for  tlie  discus- 
sion of  any  matter  unless  some  armed  man  representing  the 
majesty  of  the  Government  was  present.  We  c«juld  not  hold 
an  election  without  being  repressed  by  the  mllitla;  we  could 
not  attend  church  or  school,  because  it  was  suspected  that 
we  might  not  be  favorable  to  the  party  in  power  and  did  not 
love  those  who  then  held  office.  ..    w  -.. 

We  have,  or  did  have,  in  my  State  a  law  on  our  statute  oootes 
that  went  a  little  bit  further  than  this  proposal.  It  was  called 
the  "peace  and  quietude  statute"  and  was  passed  to  prevent 
us  from  expressing  any  adverse  opinion  touching  people  who 
had  come  down  to  us  to  hold  office.  TTiat  statute  authorised 
the  putting  of  you  in  Jail  for  making  use  of  any  language  which 
iu  its  ordinary  acceptation  might  be  construed  to  have  a  ten- 
dency to  arouse  to  anger  or  cause  a  breach  of  the  peace,  so  that 
you  could  not  express  any  opinion  about  anybody  in  office  that 
he  could  construe  to  be  a  reflection  upon  him. 

That  was  so  abhorrent  to  tlie  spirit  of  our  people  that  I  aip 
astonl'shed  when  I  hear  anybody  from  the  South  advocate  a 
renewal  of  the  suppression  of  ideas;  in  other  words,  substitut- 
ing the  .sheriff  not  alone  for  the  enforcement  of  laws  that  guard 
people  In  their  personal  and  property  rights,  but  substituting 
the  sheriff  for  the  schoolmaster,  for  the  preacher,  for  the  lll^rary, 
and  for  every  avenue  of  information. 

If  it  is  true,  Mr.  President,  that  we  have  grown  so  immoral 
and  so  degenerate  and  are  such  weaklings  that  we  must  be 
guarded  against  imbibing  Ideas  and  Ideals  that  are  destructive 
of  our  own  liberty,  I  wonder  if  we  are  entitled  to  liberty  ! 

Mr.  President  I  am  conscious  that  no  such  great  evils  flow 
from  any  law  as  one  may  be  able  to  conjure  up  with  his  imagina- 
tlou.  It  is  not  that.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Cut- 
TTNO],  in  his  very  aWe  address,  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
most  of  these  objecticmable  books  are  written  either  in  the  French 
or  the  Spanish  language.  That  Is  censorship  enough  for  me, 
Mr.  President  (Laughter.]  If  I  bad  a  library  of  them,  and  the 
pictures  were  stricken  out— I  beliere  every  one  agrees  that  the 
pictures  must  be  blotte<l  out— I  never  would  get  from  thoee 
books  any  idea  that  would  be  hurtful  to  nie;  and  I  Imagine  that 
the  majority  of  the  people  that  this  law  undertakes  to  protect 
becau.«*e  they  are  such  weaklings  that  they  can  not  be  trusted 
are  Just  as  helpless  as  I  ara  to  ImWbe  hurtful  ideas  from  books 
written  In  foreign  languages. 

That  is  not  It,  Mr.  President  Here  Is  what  moves  me: 
The  founders  of  this  RepnWic  were  so  careful  to  preserve  the 
right  of  expression  of  one's  opinion  that  they  wrote  into  the 
ConsUtution  It.^elf  a  provision  that  Congress  could  make  no 
law  for  the  suppression  of  free  speech.  That  has  not  restrained 
the  Congress  from  doing  It ;  and  this  is  another  eridenee  of  that 
fact  If  the  Senators  who  are  now  so  perferrid  in  their  desire 
to  prftwrve  the  American  BepoWIc  shoold  read  the  Constitu- 
tion I  am  wondering  what  constmctloa  they  would  place  upon 
that  provlKlon  of  the  Constitution.  What  was  In  the  minds  of 
the  fathers  who  wrote  it  If  now  It  Is  necessary  to  violate  the 
Constitution  In  order  to  guard  the  public  morals  against  con- 
tamination by  reading  Uteratare  that  Is  harmful? 

I  do  not  know.  Mr.  President  We  had  a  bysterta  here  when 
the  war  came  on.  I  was  not  a  Member  of  this  body  at  that 
tine;  1  was  a  Member  of  the  Houae.  This  body  tiien,  in  its 
desire  to  put  down  sedition  and  hunt  oot  disloyal  people,  gnre 
Its  assent  to  a  bill  i)ermlttlnf  one  to  apply  to  aay  offlcer—lt 
did  not  re<iiilre  him  to  go  to  a  coart  of  record— to  any  offlcer 
who  hud  authority  under  a  State  law  to  issue  a  warrant  and 
state  under  belief  only,  that  a  aeareh  of  the  pcemisea  of  some- 
body'else,  whether  he  lived  in  that  SUte  or  another,  would  dl»- 
clos*^  that  he  was  disloyal;  and  a  warrant  could  be  issued 
authorizing  him  to  search  the  premises,  day  or  night  That 
bill  died  in  the  other  House.  I  helped  to  bring  aboat  its  death, 
although  at  that  time  some  people  thought  that  I  was  not  suffl 
ciently  mindful  of  the  necessity  of  protecting  Am^ca  and 
Americans  against  the  seditious  wiles  of  enemy  piopagauda. 

The  anseudment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
CouBBWS],  for  whom  I  have  a  very  high  regard,  seeks  to  pre- 
serve the  right  of  censorAlp  so  far  as  a  threat  to  kill  is  con- 
cerned Any  book  that  advocates  that  somebody  ought  to  be 
destroved  is  subject  to  censorship,  and  would  be  denied  entry 
Into  this  countrv.  Under  that,  Mr.  President,  if  what  our 
creed  used  to  teach  is  correct— 4ind  I  am  inclined  to  accept  it— 
that  the  devil  Is  a  perstmality.  if  somebody  advocated  the 
killing  of  the  devil  I  doubt  if  he  would  not  find  that  his  book 
was  subject  to  censorship. 

Mr  President  there  Is  no  danger  m  this  country  of  some- 
body'  overthrowing  our  Government  by  advocaUng  a  fooUah 
doctrine     He  can  become  for  the  time  being  an  important  per- 


sonality only  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  he  may  find  himself 
afoul  some  foolish  law  and  become  a  public  nwirtyr. 

There  was  a  time  not  so  long  ago  when  it  was  decreed  that 
if  you  did  not  accept  the  iw^escribed  religion  you  could  be 
punieihed  most  severely ;  and  Jefferson  fought  that,  and  his  an- 
tagtmism  to  it  was  one  of  the  things  he  wanted  placed  on  hia 
tomb.  My  good  frieud  the  Senator  from  Massn<husetts  (Mr. 
OnXETT]  in  advocating  the  retention  of  these  pi-oscrli^Uve  laws 
speaks  for  old  New  £^^ttd. 

In  New  ESn^And  there  used  to  be  a  law  against  anything 
one  wanted  to  do.  The  only  thing  not  pn>9crlbed  was  stime- 
thing  that  no  one  enjoyed.  Roger  Williams  fell  afoul  of  that 
q>lrit  and  was  driven  out  of  the  colony  of  Masnachusetts,  as 
was  Anne  Hutchinswi.  and  some  others  who  did  not  get  out 
were  roasted.  I  am  not  speaking  in  a  spirit  of  serioua  criticism 
of  New  England,  but  that  merely  represented  the  hlgh-wa.ter 
mark  of  that  type  of  mind  at  the  time.  Then  evwybodi  be- 
lieved that  there  ought  to  be  8<Mne  way  of  preserving  the  purity 
of  religion  by  statute.  There  is  a  record  over  here  in  Fairfax 
County,  Va.,  showing  that  George  Washington  sat  as  a  JuiJtice 
of  the  peace  and  fined  a  man  for  not  having  gone  to  church 
for  three  numfchs. 

No  one  believes  now  that  that  is  the  way  to  preserve  the 
purity  of  religion.  You  can  not  make  people  tldnk  the  way 
you  want  them  to  slmi^  becaose  you  have  a  statute  which  says, 
"  We  wUl  put  you  in  Jail  if  you  do  not  think  that  way."  There 
is  no  teaching  of  any  group  ot  people  which  seriously  threatens 
this  BepuUic,  if  the  public  have  the  ow)ortttnlty  of  examining 
the  doctrines  they  advocate.  If  they  are  permitted  to  develop 
their  theory,  when  they  have  done  so  evers'body  will  have  rightly 
determined  how  much  of  merit  and  how  Uttle  of  merit  there  is 
In  the  theory  advanced,  and  if  it  be  wild  and  fantastic  or 
against  good  morals  or  good  government  the  public  will  sup- 
press it.    No  law  is  needed  for  that 

I  suspect  a  statute  like  this  would  create  a  greater  market  for 
the  gooda  we  undertake  to  keep  out  than  anything  dae.  I  am 
Inclined  to  think  that  some  shrewd  adveriising  schemers  in  thia 
country  try  to  get  books  banned  by  the  censor,  so  that  every- 
body, instead  of  paying  90  cents  for  them,  will  pay  $5  per  vol- 
ume. I  understood  that  a  woman  who  wrote  a  book  and  got  It 
so  banned  made  $2,000,000  out  of  it ;  otherwise  slie  would  not 
have  gotten  $40. 
Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  CARAWAY.    I  yield. 

Mr,  BLACK.  The  Senator  mentioned  something  that  bap> 
pened  in  the  South.  The  Senator  of  course  recalls  that  an 
Alabama  Mahop,  during  reoonstmction  days,  was  seat  to  prison 
becaose  be  would  not  pray  aa  he  was  ordered  to  pray  by  the 
oommaoding  generaL 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Of  course.  There  was  not  a  conmiunity  In 
the  Senator^  State  or  tn  mine,  or  the  others  of  the  11  States 
that  Me  aonth  that  adhered  to  the  Confederacy,  that  was  not 
ridden  to  death  by  proscriptions  against  everything  P»»l»« 
thought  everything  that  had  been  k)ved  in  that  section.  That 
is  what  moved  me  to  aay  what  1  hare  said. 

I  can  hardly  concefre  support  of  surfi  a  measure  by  the  sons 
of  people  who  found  tbemsHvee  wor»  off  after  they  hod  laid 
down  their  arms  In  April,  1865,  than  they  bad  been  from  1S61 
to  1865,  by  reason  of  the  faet  that  everything  on  earth  for 
which  their  civilization  stood  was  proscribed.  You  could  not 
express  a  bof)e  tor  freedom  without  getting  into  Jail  for  it 
Your  very  clothes  were  prescribed.  Every  white  man  in  the 
country  had  every  voatfge  of  flrearms  taken  away  from  him 
bei-ause  he  might  be  dangerous  to  the  Government.  I  have 
sometimes  thought  that  perhaps  the  great  fA  of  earning 
pistrrls,  which  anrnng  up  In  the  South  after  that  period,  wu 
the  resuH  of  the  fact  that  those  people,  In  a  dealre  to  show 
that  they  were  free  men,  carried  pistols,  until  they  actually 
grew  sway-backed  and  bowlegfed  from  the  weight  of  their  fire- 
arms. 

That  Is  what  snch  a  thing  tends  to  do.  It  tends  to  make 
people  rebellious  agalm?t  the  attempt  to  control  what  they  shall 
do  or  what  they  shall  think,  when  that  of  itself  Is  not  harmfuL 
I  had  hoped,  at  least,  that  we  would  leave  to  the  States  the 
question  as  to  what  we  might  read  and  what  information  we 
might  have.  From  1865  to  1874  we  found  then  what  a  tyrant  the 
man  who  sought  to  compel  us  to  think  his  thoughts  and  accept 
his  Ideals  could  be. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  because  of  the  fact  that  there 
ha<  been  so  much  dlscu-ssion  relative  to  the  admission  of  litera- 
ture and  that  part  of  the  bill  has  been  very  much  emplmsized, 
I  want  to  make  it  perfectly  plain  that  I  do  not  desire  to  place 
any  restrictions  on  the  free  circulation  or  admission  of  literature 
of  aU  kinds  so  long  as  it  does  not  advocate  or  urge  the  use  of 
force. 
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Mt  frSen«1  tlJe  Sitiatc*  from  Arkansas   [Mr.  CarawatI   em-  [ 
nhasiwtl  the  free  distribution  of  literature  and  ideas,  with  all  | 
of  which  I  ttJiM'ur.     I  even  apt^ove  of  the  lobbyists  who  circu- 
late literature  aroong  the  M«>niU'rs  of  Conirret«  advocating  tanff 
or  no  tariff.    I  am  not  opiM*se<l  In  any  way  to  the  use  of  the  free 
dissemination  of  ideas  and  literature  advocating  anything  except 

'in'riow  of  the  fact  that  I  have  asked  to  have  the  amendment 
offered  to  the  i>n.|x>sal  of  the  St-nator  from  New  Mexico,  which 
coTt^rs  only  the  admission  of  literature  which  advocntes  force. 
I  thought  I  ought  to  make  it  plain  that  there  Is  no  difference 
hetxvt^fMj  the  Senator  from  Now  Mexico  and  myself  with  that 
pr»*viMe  eii-epthw.  be<:tnse  I  Iw^lieve  It  is  perfectly  safe  to  trnat 
the  American  peo|>le  with  llt»rature  covering  all  sorts  of  ideas; 
but  I  di»  not  believe  we  should  in  any  manner  permit  the  for- 
Hsner  to  do  what  we  do  n«»t  prnnit  our  own  people  to  do:  that 
is.  threaten  to  do  bodily  harm. 

Mr  HAWES.  Mr.  l»re««ident.  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
(Mr.  Crmjiol  ban  pt»rf<>rm«l  a  real  public  service  In  directing 
the  attention  of  the  ctmntry,  not  «>  ranch  to  the  articles  and  the 
Mtcrntur.-  dc.<»crib«Mj  In  this  bill  as  In  directing  attention  to  an 
pxreoj'lon  of  what  mij.'ht  be  ca'.Ie^l  the  pr>w»  of  Govemment 
burton  us.  The  time  was  In  our  ciKintry  when  GongreHS  wrote 
Its  law«,  when  pwple  could  un^lerstaod  them.  They  were  as 
rlmr  as  the  Ten  tTommandm.'nfs— ~Tboa  shaft  not,"  -Tbou 
Shalt  n»»t  " — and  we  onden»to<xl  what  was  meant  by  ttaem. 

I  b.4lerp  this  proimeed  law  is  one  of  thoee  extension*  oC  power 
that  will  give  to  some  tHerk  in  a  customs  olBce  the  right  to 
Ini«»rpret  llteratnre.  treason,  attempted  treason,  and  threat 
JViroe  man  In  the  poet  of  New  York  or  Hovtoo  or  Norfolk  or 
Kan  Kran<lsco  Is  to  pas*  upon  these  questlona.  That  la  my 
ohj«-tlon, 

Wc  know  haw  to  reach  lmproi»er  literature ;  we  know  how 
f o  imuUh  men  for  infractions  of  the  law ;  it  Is  written  in  <mr 
■tatnte  book*.  Bnt  now  we  are  to  give  to  mom»  clerk  In  some 
mstumhonse  the  right  to  gt>  through  our  papers  or  onr  pockets 
or  fmr  satchels  ami  s»*e  wl>ether  there  Iw  sofnethlng  whU-h,  In  his 
opln<on.  violates  the  sretlona  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  I»r«iklent.  we  are  gettinic  to  he  •  meddlesome  nation. 
meddling  In  everybody's  businens.  spying,  looking  Into  the  pri- 
vate things  of  life.  Now  we  are  going  to  extend  thl»  power, 
and  it  may  be  right  to  extend  it :  but  the  interpretation  of  this 
sM'tlon  sboQht  not  be  left  In  the  hands  of  a  costoma  ofllcial. 

Think  what  it  means.  Think  of  the  opportnnlty  for  annoy- 
ance and  the  of^MMrtnolty  to  poiiish  some  one.  When  a  man 
gcCs  back  home  frmn  abroad  and  reaches  the  port  of  entry 
he  will  hare  to  have  his  bagsaj»  examined,  and  then.  In  addi- 
tion to  that,  a  e«sti>mhonse  ofllcial  will  read  his  papers  and 
iv:»d  his  bodb^  and  then  Interpret  what  those  hooks  and  what 
th<v9e  papers  mean. 

it  is  a  great  etteoslon  of  the  power  of  burwiucracy.  We  are 
e<«tin«o«8ly  giving  to  sonie  deparrment  the  power  to  write  regn- 
latlonsL  TtKiee  refnodatioas  become  law.  »>  there  has  grown  up  a 
new  bodj  of  law  g«>ing  into  the  intimate  things  of  bnsineaa  and 
private  dfe.  not  written  by  the  OaogrwB  but  written  by  some 
clerk  in  sonae  department.  All  of  as  object  ti^  obscene  literature. 
All  oi  OS  ohj*«^  to  those  nasty  tlui«s  that  befotd  the  mind  and 
abork  the  coasricoee  and  we  want  them  stopped :  bat  the  inter- 
pretation ot  political  opiafcB  should  not  be  deposited  In  the 
hands  of  a  cvstomhoose  derk. 

I  believe  the  Senator  fn^m  New  Mexico  has  performed  a  fine 
pohlic  j»rrice  In  attracting  attention  to  this  extension  of  power. 
.  8oDie^  day  OMMnre««  will  take  «p  seriiHisiy  the  qoe^tion  and  wili 
try  to  j^parate  the  laws  written  by  0>ngre«i  and  tl»e  laws 
written  by  department  rterks.  They  will  try  to  separate  con- 
gteesskmal  laws  from  derk-writtea  laws  and  It  will  be  found 
there  Is  a  great  volnme  of  derk-wntten  laws  that  will  astooad 
the  people 

I  am  in  favor  of  the  qualifii-atioa  so^^gested  by  the  Senator 

from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  BLAt'K.  Mr.  PresKlent,  it  had  cot  been  my  pnrpose  to 
say  anjthir^g  with  reference  to  the  amendnsent.  bat  swme  thin^ 
have  heeti  said  which  cause  me  to  desire  to  make  my  pi^ition 
vlear  of  nxxwd. 

No  one  will  «]itr!3ti««  the  fact  that  freedom  of  si*e^-h  can  be 
•huswd.  No  iHie  will  qne^tit>a  the  fact  that  a  suflicient  abase 
of  the  fre*'don»  of  >4*er-h  shooM  b<'  punisbed.  I  am  <«>  firmly 
cteTiaccd.  however,  that  this  is  *we  «>f  the  ai  xa  sacred  pririlegw 
of  a  deosorfwcy  that  I  i^sii  not  vote  for  any  measare  i>r  any 
IdCfeilattes  which  teods  in  the  siishtesi  degree  to  restrict  its  in- 
Mtimahle  privUrce. 

As  I  have  heard  the  dk4eii««no«  my  mind  has  gone  hark  to  a 
O^y  ta  aid  Alexaadria  where  the  greatest  liltrary  of  the  wocM 
at  ttet  tiaw  kad  he«a  cvOlevied  together,  bot^s  coataininir  the 
law  ot  Ike  «se^  t^  ooUrowth  of  scientific  minds  and  scientific 
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ad  rancement  I  can  almost  see  tlie  niomirchs  as  they  go  tliere 
ami  lay  their  luinds  up*^»n  this  library  to  deprive  the  worid  of 
th<  kuowletlge  which  they  were  entitled  to  have.  Why  was  that 
done?  It  was  done  because  there  were  some  who  arrogated  uuto 
th<mselve8  the  high  and  mighty  power  of  determining  the 
standards  of  right  not  only  for  those  of  that  day  but  for  all 
poiterity. 

look  down  a  little  further  and  I  find  a  man  who  dares  to 
pe  r  into  the  sky  and  to  decide  for  hliaseii  that  the  world  in 
wtich  he  lived  is  not  flat,  but  round.  He  dares  to  assert  that 
l)rluci|>le.  and  again  those  wh*>  arrogate  to  thenK*«lves  the  high 
ani  mighty  privilege  of  determining  fur  the  remainder  of  the 
w<  rid  that  which  is  right  and  that  wldch  is  wrong  in  to  far  as 
tlt^  human  mind  is  eoucenied,  require  him  to  retract,  and  this 
mdu  who  has  advanced  a  theory  which  has  later  become  the 
abit>lute  knowledge  <»f  the  world  is  held  up  as  an  object  of 
rit  ii-ule  and  of  scorn. 

A  little  later  another  man  dares  to  translate  tlie  Bible  from 
on»  language  into  English.  He  performs  a  service  of  Ines- 
tiiiialjle  lienetlt  to  the  liiunau  raee  and  a;:ain  we  find  these  same 
peiple — not  the  same  iudividual.s  but  the  same  kliid  of  ptv>i»le — 
going  to  the  plaiv  where  hi.^  ashes  Iwvc  been  buried  In  the 
ground  and  takim:  them  therefn>m  and  scattering  them  to  the 
foi  IT  wliuls  of  heaven  as  a  punlshnient  for  having  translated  the 
Bi  >le  into  £ngli.'>'h. 

Ul  down  the  ages  there  has  been  this  conflict  between  thof»e 
wlo  lielieve  in  frveilom  of  human  thought  and  those  who  believe 
In  restricting  and  shackling  the  human  intellect.  Every  great 
scleutitlc  discoverer  of  the  ages.  ever>-  philt>*»j)lH*r  who  has  been 
giren  to  us  to  hand  down  to  future  generatloiis  the  beautiful 
ge  ns  of  truth  and  of  love  and  of  knowledge,  has  sooner  or  later 
iHisn  held  up  to  the  scorn  of  the  people  l»ecause  he  dared  to 
exi>re«s  views  i-ontrary  to  Uie  existing  sentiment. 

Wr.  CARAWAY.  Why  was  it  Uiey  crucified  J«>mus  Hirlst? 
Mr.  BLACK.  For  being  a  blasphemer.  This  Man  who  walked 
aid  talked  in  (iaiiiee.  who  ministered  to  tlie  sick,  wtto  helped 
tljt»  needy,  who  relieved  tlie  distresMed.  who  i-aused  the  lame  to 
widk  and  the  blind  to  see  dared  to  ast^rt  principles  tliat  were 
o4it  of  line  with  the  establislied  priesthiHMl  of  His  day.  After 
tliat  this  priesthood,  which  felt  that  it  was  so  flnuly  intrenched 
ai  )«i  fixed,  so  firm  that  none  ct»uld  remove  It.  crucified  Him  as  a 
blM(>hemer.  I>oubt2esM  if  thotie  in  authority  in  tiiat  day  had 
called  upixi  to  enact  customs  and  legislation  they  would 
h^ve  proceeded  to  prohibit  the  entry  of  any  books  or  writings 
taiuing  the  words  which  fell  like  precious  Jewels  from  the 
li^  of  this  Man  of  iiod  who  transformed  the  thought  of  the  world. 

Mr.  TRAMMKl.K     Mr.  President 

The  VICE   FRE81DC.\T.     Does  the  Senator  from    Alabama 
y^d  to  the  Senator  from  FlMida? 
Mr   BLACK.    1  yield. 

Mr.  T&AMMELL.  In  riew  <rf  the  fact  that  the  Senator  has 
b^uoght  Clirist  into  this  picture,  may  I  ask  him  if  Chri.>^t  did 
aot  give  to  His  apo«tles  the  power  to  punish  people  who  were 
o^  living  according  to  the  standards  He  had  set  up? 

Mr.  BLACK.  i>o  far  as  I  can  recalL  Christ  was  a  man  of 
p*aoe.  So  far  as  I  can  recall  from  the  teachings  which  I  have 
njad  in  ULs  blessed  book  He  said.  "If  thy  brother  offend  thee 
d  ►  not  piock  out  his  eye."  He  did  not  say.  "  Forgive  him  once." 
£  e  did  not  even  limit  it  to  seven  times.  He  said  "  seventy 
tines  seven." 

Mr.  TKAMMELL.  Who  was  it  that  prorided  the  strength 
fitr  David  to  ase  that  stone  »>  effectively? 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  understond  the  Senator  from  Florida  was 
aiidng  about  the  teachings  of  the  Master  who  walked  in 
Gtlile*^ 

Mr.  TRAMMELL-  Wlio  was  It  that  provided  that  certain 
pi>ople  should  be  toseed  up  and  consumed  when  they  were  cross- 
iic  the  Red  Sea? 

Mr.  BLACK  I  recall  the  doctrine  of  the  Old  Testament  I 
ncall  the  doctrine  of  an  eye  for  nn  eye  and  a  to«>th  for  a  tooth, 
hit.  thank  (rod.  when  Christ  came  into  the  world  He  said  such 
d  -a^c  principles  are  not  fit  to  be  observed  by  His  followers. 
I  is  was  the  e««>pel  of  love  an<l  of  kindness. 

Mr.  TYT>INUS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senates  from  Alal>ama 
vfe!d  TO  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 
Mr.  BLACK.     I  yield. 

Mr  TTDINC?  I  d<>  not  know  that  we  can  prove  much  by 
the  RiWe  because  perhaps  wf  can  find  verses  on  U»th  sides  of 
tie  arj»i«n«>nt.  But  there  is  one  verse  in  line  with  the  philosophy 
o  the  Senator  from  .Alabama  which  says.  "If  rightetnisness 
cmnc^  by  the  law.  then  Christ  is  dead  in  vain."  That  will  be 
f4«nd  in  PaaL 
Mr  BLACK.  The  principles  to  which  I  refer  and  the  re^ 
which  I  am  making  are  thos*^  which  grow  necessarily  in  a 
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democracy  if  human  liberty  is  to  be  preserved.  There  are  some 
fundamentals  which  must  not  be  overlooked  or  overstepped. 
One  frf  them  is  the  freedom  of  speech.  Going  hand  in  baud  with 
It  is  freedom  of  religion  and  freeilom  of  peaceable  assembly.  We 
can  not  s«^>arate  these. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PKESIDENT.  Docs  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yi^d  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  another  ques- 
tion. I  would  like  to  know  what  analogy  he  finds  between  the 
teachings  of  anarchy  and  the  teachings  of  Christ? 

Mr,  BLACK.  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  any  question  which 
the  Senator  asks  me  that  has  any  reference  to  anything  I  have 
said  or  anything  in  connection  with  the  i>eudli^g  amendment. 
I  do  not  know  Just  what  definition  the  Senator  gives  to  aiiardiy. 

I  recall  in  a  recent  reading  of  the  history  of  this  country  in 
colonial  days  that  Thomas  Jefferson  was  called  an  aimrchlst  in 
Englatul.  I  recall  that  Samuel  Adams  was  called  an  anarchist 
in  Enghind.  I  recall  that  a  price  was  put  upon  the  head  of  the 
£reat  patriots  who  first  dared  to  assert  the  principles  of  human 
liberty  iu  the  Colonies.  I  recall  that  their  writings  were  pro- 
scrlbefl,  and  I  recall  that  it  was  an  offense  against  the  laws  of 
the  mother  country  for  their  literature  to  be  distributed, 

I  am  no*  afraid  of  any  word  or  any  expre«si<Mi  if  it  comes  in 
conflict  with  this  fundamental  necessity  of  democracy,  and  that 
is  the  freedom  of  speech  and  of  ecticm.  If  we  take  away  from 
a  man  the  right  to  think — or  aUemiK  to  take  it  away,  because 
no  man  and  no  group  has  ever  In'en  able  to  do  it — we  take 
away  from  him  the  only  privilege  that  separates  the  citizen  of 
a  democracy  from  the  dtixea  ot  a  monarchy  and  absolute 
desi>otiNm. 

But  Uie  question  before  us  is,  How  far  shall  we  go  in  a  Q&v- 
ernmeiit  fouiMlcd  upon  <.-ertain  principles  of  human  liberty  to 
give  to  a  clerk  the  pri>ile«e  of  determining  what  sliall  be  read 
by  the  mimls  of  American  citizens?  I  do  not  complain  that  a 
man  sbull  be  arrestetl  and  tried  before  a  Jury  of  bis  peers,  but 
I  recall  In  the  same  history  of  England  that  they  fought  and 
worked  and  long  struggled  for  centuries  in  order  that  they 
might  obtain  the  privilege  of  being  tried  before  a  Jury  of  their 
peers  wlM'n  an  offense  was  comndtted.  I  recall  that  a  man  had 
his  tongue  slit  l>ecause  he  had  dared  to  utter  words  which  it 
was  claimed  by  some  were  contrary  to  the  principles  of  moral- 
ity and  right  I  recall  that  Voltaire  dared  to  condemn  the  exe- 
cution of  an  individual  because  that  individual  was  accused 
of  a  heinous  crime  of  knocking  over  a  wooden  Image  of  the 
Virgin  on  a  bridge,  and  this  contributed  to  his  subsequent  exile 
from  his  country. 

I  re<-all  that  down  in  Alabama,  as  I  said  a  few  moments  ago, 
during  the  horrible  tragic  era  of  reconstruction,  when  it  was 
against  the  law  for  a  man  to  think  out  loud,  that  a  bishop  of 
the  church  of  God  had  prescribed  for  him  the  prayer  which  he 
must  deliver  to  his  congregation  on  Sunday  morning — and  that 
was  said  to  be  a  prerogative  of  government 

Tlie  human  mentality  of  America  has  not  yet  sunk  so  low 
that  we  must  ner-essarily  set  up  at  tlie  ports. a  barrier  be.vond 
which  na  literature  shall  pass.  If  that  literature  is  contrary 
to  the  public  sentiment  of  the  States,  the  individual  who  brings 
it  into  that  State  can  be  tried  and  the  Jury  will  convict  him. 
I  have  no  hesitancy  iu  saying  that  the  jury  should  convict  him 
when  literature  is  so  obscene  as  to  be  contrary  to  good  morals 
and  decent  society.  I  do  say,  however,  that  until  he  stands  and 
faces  a  jury  of  his  peers  no  individual  servant  of  this  country 
ought  to  be  given  suflicient  power  to  take  away  a  single  leaf  or 
page  from  his  l)ook  nor  to  put  him  to  one  penny's  expense. 

This  is  a  more  far-reaching  subject  than  simply  dealing  with 
a  few  books.  It  gets  down  to  the  very  fundamental  principles 
of  government.  As  was  pointed  out  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Cuttinq]  on  yesterday,  it  is  a  little  bit  strange 
and  quite  a  coincidence  that  a  number  of  the  books  which  Imve 
been  prohibited  from  coming  into  this  country  have  been  those 
which  tend  to  point  out  to  the  people  the  evils  of  warfare.  It 
is  a  little  bit  peculiar  that  in  this  day,  when  there  are  some  who 
would  plunge  this  country  into  terrible  conflict  merely  for 
profiteering  through  the  building  of  ships  and  the  construction 
of  armaments,  this  Government  should  have  used  Its  vast 
power  to  censor  their  literature,  a  power  whicii  Its  citizens 
never  turned  over  to  the  Government.  It  is  a  little  hit  peculiar 
that  it  should  have  used  its  vast  power  to  bar  from  our  ports 
books  which  tend  to  bring  about  peace  and  to  condemn  war. 

Mr.  President,  it  had  not  been  my  intention  to  make  any 
remarks  wi  this  question,  but  the  issue  is  very  clear  cut.  It  is 
very  plain,  and  there  seems  to  have  been  some  effort  to  place 
those  who  will  vote  for  the  amendment  in  the  attitude  of  being 
in  favor  of  the  distribution  of  otMceoe  literature.  No  good 
American    is   in   favor  of   the   iudiscriniinate   distribution   of 


obscene  literature.  Such  literature  does  not  get  very  far  In  this 
country  anyway.  A  few  years  ago  a  magazine  started  In  this 
country ;  It  met  with  gef>eral  disfavor  in  certain  KKralities.  One 
section,  represented  here  by  able  men,  attempted  to  proscribe 
the  circulation  of  that  magazine  in  that  section  of  the  United 
States.  What  resulted?  Its  circMlatlon  grew  by  leaps  and 
bounds  overnight.  To-day  when  anyi)ne  wants  to  get  advertise- 
ment for  a  book  that  will  give  it  a  wide  distribution  and  sale 
he  seeks  In  some  w*ay  to  obtain  publicity  of  the  fact  that  there 
has  l)een  a  censorship  exercised  to  prevent  the  distribution  of 
that  book. 

Who  is  afraid  of  the  distribution  of  literature  Injuring  and 
breaking  down  the  morals  of  the  good,  solid,  substantial  citizen- 
ship of  America?  That  will  never  be  so  long  as  the  churches 
are  open ;  not  so  long  as  the  schools  continue  to  educate  the 
young  ihlnds  and  teach  those  minds  the  wjiy  of  truth  and  of 
light  Who  fears  that,  with  education  spreading  all  over  this 
land,  we  shall  by  admitting  a  few  small  lM>okB  at  the  pori  of 
entry  so  corrupt  those  minds  that  we  shall  destroy  American 
civilization?  Those  who  fear  It,  my  friends,  have  the  same  at- 
titude as  those  who  feared  the  ("Orruptlon  of  the  youth  of  Gn'ece 
by  Socrates,  that  great  philosopher  wlio,  perhaps,  came  more 
nearly  to  thinking  in  advance  the  thoughts  of  the  Christian  re- 
ligion than  did  any  other  philosopher  who  ever  sat  at  the  feet 
of  knowledge  and  of  understaiKllng. 

So  far  as  I  am  ooncemed,  I  prefer  to  follow  the  philosophy  of 
Thomas  Jefferson,  who  borrowed  largely  from  the  great  Eni^Ush 
writer,  John  Locke.  Only  two  days  ago  I  rend  a  treatise  on 
government  by  Jc^n  I^ocke  which  under  the  very  amendment 
whl(±  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  Is  fighting  would  be 
barred  at  the  port  of  entry  because  John  Locke  roaintnlned.  as 
did  other  great  philosophers,  the  right  of  the  people  to  use  force, 
if  necemuiry,  to  overturn  a  government  of  corruption  or  of 
tyranny.  Think  of  that!  Thomas  Jeffernon  followed  Locke; 
Adams  followed  him;  Hancock  followed  him:  Hamilton  fol- 
lowed him.  They  all  dared  to  aaaert  thst  there  came  times  la 
the  life  of  every  people  when  decency  demanded  that  the  form 
of  govemmeut  theretofore  holding  two  peoples  together  should 
be  dissolved ;  and  they  dissolved  that  union  by  force  and  not  by 
platitudes.  Through  the  courage  and  bravery  of  the  revolu- 
tionists of  the  Colonies  they  dissolved  it  at  Lexington ;  they  dis- 
solved it  at  Yorktown  when  Comwallls  surremlened  to  Wash- 
ington ;  they  dissolved  it  not  by  peace  but  by  foree. 

How  can  those  of  us  who  claim  to  Ijelif^ve  in  the  doctrine  of 
American  liberty,  those  glorious  prlndpies  in  which  this  Re* 
public  was  conceived,  in  which  It  was  born,  through  which  It 
has  come  on  down  the  years  of  Its  glorious  career,  say  that  the 
very  books  that  formed  the  basic  lAUosophy  on  whk^  Jrferson 
and  his  friends  acted  shall  l>e  barred  to-day  at  the  port  of  entry 
because  they  dare  U>  assert  the  Irrevocable  right  of  the  people 
to  their  own  liberty  and  to  assert  the  right  to  that  liberty  when- 
ever tyranny  and  oppression  lay  their  unholy  hands  upon  them. 

So  far  as  I  am  c<M»cemed.  I  stand  tx>-day  and  I  will  stand  In 
the  future,  against  any  legLslatlon  of  any  kind  that  would 
interfere  with  the  sacred  right  of  the  American  citiaen  to  think 
as  he  sees  fit  and  to  be  persuaded  In  no  way  except  by  logic 
and  reaH«>n.  I  am  unalterably  against  any  attempt  to  prevent 
the  distribution  of  literature  so  long  as  the  Juries  in  the  States, 
where  public  sentiment  Is  made,  have  it  within  their  power  to 
condemn  the  distribution  of  that  literature  as  being  deleterious 
to  the  morals  of  their  people. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  there  must  be  a  great  deal  of 
misunderstanding  regarding  the  question  before  the  Senate. 
No  one  is  undertaking  to  prevent  the  coming  In  of  the  Scripture. 
The  Sermon  on  the  Mount  will  not  be  barred  by  the  provision 
that  Is  hi  the  bill ;  the  teachings  of  the  lowly  Nazarene  as  He 
walkel  the  dusty  highways  of  Judea  preaching  the  go^el  of 
democracy  "  unto  the  least  of  these,  my  brethren,"  will  not  be 
disturbed  by  the  provision  that  Is  in  the  bill.  We  are  not 
seeking  to  keep  out  gooil  literature:  we  are  not  seeking  to  put  a 
ban  upon  decent  and  wbole*?orae  literature. 

I  am  for  the  provision  as  It  stands  in  the  bill.  The  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  will  permit  the  coming 
In  of  obscene  literature ;  it  will  permit  the  coming  in  of  harmful 
books;  and  certainly  the  Cwigress  ought  to  take  its  stand  on 
the  side  of  decent  literature  and  on  the  side  of  wholesome 
books.  I  do  not  propose  that  any  amendment  riiall  pass  If  I 
can  prevent  it  that  will  permit  this  country  to  become  the  dump- 
ing ground  of  all  the  unfit  literature  of  the  earth,  to  come  In 
here  to  be  studied  by  our  boys  and  our  girls,  to  give  them 
wrong  ideas  of  government,  to  exalt  In  their  minds  the  prin- 
ciples of  anarchism  and  of  communism.  I  want  to  protect  the 
young  men  and  the  young  women  of  America  from  floods  of 
literature  of  that  kind. 

We  know  now  of  Instances  where  boys,  after  seeing  moving: 
pictures  where  murders  are  ducted,  have  gone  out  from  thoao 
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My  friend  the  Senator  from  ArkanHas  [Mr.  Caraway]  em- 
nhsMlzed  the  free  distHbutlon  of  llu-ruture  and  idea*,  with  aU 
of  which  I  concur.  I  even  nvprove  of  the  lubbyluu  who  clrcii- 
Iflte  literature  amonic  the  MtTub<T»  of  ConRreHH  advocating  tarlTT 
or  no  tariff.  I  am  not  opixwed  in  any  way  to  the  use  of  the  free 
dissemination  of  Ideas  and  literature  advocating  anything  except 

force 

In  riow  of  the  fact  that  I  have  asked  to  have  the  amendment 
offered  to  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  which 
covers  <*n\y  the  admission  of  literature  which  advocates  force. 
I  thought 'l  ought  to  make  It  pUiln  that  there  Is  no  difference 
betw€>en  the  Henator  from  New  Mexico  and  myself  with  that 
possible  exception,  beciuse  I  lielleve  it  Is  perfectly  safe  to  trust 
the  American  people  with  llt«rature  covering  all  sorts  of  Ideas; 
but  I  do  not  believe  we  should  In  any  manner  permit  the  for- 
eigner to  do  what  we  do  not  pt'rmit  our  own  people  to  do ;  that 
Is,  threaten  to  do  bodily  harm. 

Mr.  HAWES.  Mr.  President,  the  Senatwr  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  (Tttino)  has  performed  a  real  public  service  in  directing 
the  attention  of  the  country,  not  so  much  to  the  articles  and  the 
Mteratur.'  described  In  this  bill  as  in  directing  attention  to  an 
extension  of  what  might  be  calle<l  the  power  of  Oovemment 
burenns.  The  time  was  in  our  country  when  Congrew  wrote 
Its  laws,  when  people  could  understand  them-  They  were  as 
clear  as  the  Ten  Commandments— " Thou  shalt  not,"  "Thou 
Shalt  not  "—and  we  understood  what  was  meant  by  them. 

I  b<'lleve  this  pro|x»sed  law  is  one  of  those  extensions  of  power 
that  will  give  to  some  clerk  In  a  customs  oflSce  the  right  to 
lnt*Trpret  Uteratnre,  treason,  attempted  treason,  and  threat 
Some  man  in  the  port  of  New  York  or  Boston  or  Norfolk  or 
San  Francisco  is  to  I>as8  upon  these  questions.  That  Is  my 
objei-tion. 

We  know  how  to  reach  improper  literature;  we  know  how 
to  punish  men  for  Infractions  of  the  law ;  it  is  written  in  our 
statute  books.  But  now  we  are  to  give  to  some  clerk  In  some 
customhouse  the  right  to  go  through  our  papers  or  our  pockets 
or  our  satchels  and  see  whether  there  Is  something  which,  in  his 
opinion,  violates  the  sections  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  getting  to  be  a  meddlesome  nation, 
mefldling  in  everybody's  business,  spying,  looking  into  the  pri- 
vate tilings  of  life.  Now  we  are  going  to  extend  this  power, 
and  It  may  be  right  to  extend  It ;  but  the  interpretation  of  tliis 
section  should  not  be  left  In  the  hands  of  a  customs  official. 

Think  what  it  means.  Think  of  the  opportunity  for  annoy- 
ance and  the  opportunity  to  punish  some  one.  When  a  man 
gets  back  home  from  abroad  and  reaches  the  port  of  entry 
he  will  have  to  have  hla  baggage  examined,  and  then.  In  addi- 
tion to  that,  a  customhouse  ofDclal  will  read  his  papers  and 
read  his  books,  and  then  interpret  what  those  books  and  what 
those  papers  mean. 

It  is  a  great  extension  of  the  power  of  bureaucracy.  We  are 
continnoosly  giving  to  some  department  the  power  to  write  regu- 
lations. Thoae  regulations  become  law,  so  there  has  grown  up  a 
new  l>ody  of  law  going  into  the  intimate  things  of  business  and 
private  ilfe,  not  written  by  the  Congress  but  written  by  some 
clerk  In  some  department  All  of  us  object  to  obscene  literature. 
All  of  us  object  to  those  nasty  things  that  befoul  the  mind  and 
shock  the  conscience  and  we  w  ant  them  stopped ;  but  the  inter- 
pretation at  political  oplnii^  should  not  be  deposited  in  the 
hands  of  a  customhouse  clerk. 

I  believe  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  performed  a  fine 
public  .service  in  attracting  attention  to  this  extension  of  power. 
Some  day  Congress  will  take  up  seriously  the  question  and  will 
try  to  separate  the  laws  written  by  Congress  and  the  laws 
written  by  department  clerks.  They  will  try  to  separate  eon- 
greeisional  laws  from  clerk-written  laws  and  It  will  be  found 
there  is  a  great  volume  of  clerk-written  laws  that  will  astound 
the  people; 

I  am  In  favor  of  the  qualification  suggested  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President  it  had  not  been  my  purpose  to 
say  anything  with  reference  to  the  amendment,  but  .some  things 
have  been  said  which  cause  me  to  desire  to  make  my  position 
clear  of  reci»rd. 

No  one  will  question  the  fact  that  freedom  of  speech  can  be 
abused.  No  one  will  question  the  fact  that  a  sufflciwit  abuse 
of  the  freedom  of  speech  .should  be  punished.  I  am  so  firmly 
convinced,  however,  that  this  is  one  of  the  most  sacred  privileges 
of  a  democmcy  that  1  can  not  vote  for  any  measure  or  any 
legislation  which  tends  in  the  slightest  degree  to  restrict  its  In- 
estimable privilege. 

As  I  have  heard  the  discussion  my  mind  has  gone  back  to  a 
day  In  old  Alexandria  where  the  greatest  library  of  the  workl 
at  that  time  had  l>een  collected  together,  books  containing  the 
law  of  the  ages,  the  outgrowth  of  aclentiflc  minds  and  scienciflc 
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advancement  I  can  almost  see  tJie  niouarchs  as  they  go  tliere 
au(i  lay  their  hands  upi»n  this  library  to  deprive  the  world  of 
the  knowledge  which  they  were  entitled  to  have.  Why  was  that 
done?  It  was  done  because  there  were  some  who  arrogated  unto 
thenselves  the  high  and  mighty  power  of  determining  the 
staiidai-ds  of  right  not  oidy  for  those  of  that  day  but  for  all 
pos  erity. 

I  look  down  a  little  further  and  I  find  a  man  who  dares  to 
peer  Into  the  sky  and  to  decide  for  hiiuseLf  that  the  world  in 
which  he  lived  is  not  flat,  but  round.  He  dares  to  assert  that 
pri  iciple,  and  again  those  who  arrogate  to  themselves  the  high 
am  mighty  privilege  of  determining  for  the  remainder  of  the 
wo  id  that  which  Is  right  and  that  which  is  wrong  In  bo  far  as 
the  human  mind  Is  coucerned,  re<iuire  him  to  retract,  and  this 
mail  who  has  advanced  a  theory  which  has  later  become  the 
absolute  knowledge  of  the  world  Is  held  up  as  an  object  of 
rid  cule  and  of  scorn. 

J  little  later  another  man  dares  to  translate  the  Bible  from 
ont  language  into  English.  He  performs  a  service  of  ines- 
timable l^euetit  to  tlie  human  race  and  asiain  we  find  these  same 
peo  Jle — not  the  same  individuals,  but  the  same  kind  of  peoide — • 
goi  ig  to  the  place  where  his  ashes  have  been  buried  in  the 
groind  and  taking  them  therefrom  and  scattering  them  to  the 
four  winds  of  heaveu  as  a  punishment  for  liaviug  translated  the 
Bible  into  English. 

J  U  down  the  ages  there  has  been  this  conflict  between  those 
wh  »  believe  in  freedom  of  human  thought  and  those  who  believe 
in  -etstricting  and  shackling  U»e  human  intellect.  Every  great 
scientific  discoverer  of  the  ages,  every  philosopher  who  has  bt-en 
givm  to  us  to  hand  down  to  future  generations  the  beautiful 
gen  Ls  of  truth  and  of  love  and  of  knowledge,  has  sooner  or  later 
been  held  up  to  the  scorn  of  the  people  because  he  dared  to 
exjress  views  contrary  to  the  existing  sentiment. 

]  Ir.  CARAWAY.  Why  was  it  they  crucified  Jesus  Christ? 
]  Ir.  BLACK.  For  being  a  blasphemer.  This  Man  w  ho  walked 
ani ,  talked  iu  Galilee,  who  ministered  to  the  sick,  who  helped 
tht  needy,  who  relieved  the  distressed,  who  caused  the  lame  to 
wa  k  and  the  blind  to  see  dared  to  as.sert  principles  tliat  were 
ou  uf  line  witli  tlie  established  priesthood  of  Uis  day.  After 
tlu  t  this  priesthood,  which  felt  that  it  was  so  firmly  Intrenched 
an  1  fixed,  so  firm  that  none  could  remove  it,  crucified  Him  as  a 
bl£  j^lieuier.  Doubtless  if  those  iu  authority  in  that  day  had 
be<iu  called  upon  to  enact  customs  and  legislation  they  would 
ha  re  iwoceeded  to  prohibit  the  entry  of  any  books  or  writings 
containing  the  words  which  fell  like  precious  jewels  from  the 
lip !  of  this  Man  of  God  who  transformed  the  thought  of  the  world. 

Ir.  TRAMMELL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Alabanm 
yi<  id  to  the  S^ia^or  from  Florida? 
At.  BLACK.    1  yield. 

<r.  TRAMMELL.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Senator  haa 
brought  Christ  into  this  picture,  may  I  ask  him  if  Chri.st  did 
no;  give  to  His  apostles  tiie  power  to  punish  people  who  were 
no    living  according  to  the  standards  He  had  set  up? 

Ir.  BLACK.  So  far  as  I  can  recall.  Christ  was  a  man  of 
pe  ice.  So  far  as  I  can  recall  from  the  teachings  which  I  have 
rend  in  His  blessed  book  He  said,  "If  thy  brother  i^end  thee 
do  not  pluck  out  his  eye."  He  did  not  say,  "  Forgive  him  ouce." 
H(  did  uot  even  limit  it  to  seven  times.  He  said  "  seventy 
tildes  seven." 

[r.  TRAMMELL.    Who  was  it  that  provided  the  streugtli 
David  to  use  that  stone  so  effectively? 

T.   BLACK.     I   understood   the   Senator  from   Florida   was 
ing   about    the   teachings   of    the    Master    who    walked    In 
Galilee. 

[r.  TRAMMELL.  Who  was  it  that  provided  that  certain 
pei»plp  should  be  tossed  up  and  consumed  when  they  were  cross- 
Ini    the  Red  Sea? 

Ar.  BLACK.  I  recall  the  dwtrlne  of  the  Old  Testament  I 
rei  all  the  doctrine  of  an  eye  for  an  eye  and  a  tooth  for  a  tooth, 
bur.  thank  God.  when  Christ  came  into  the  world  He  said  such 
drkstic  principles  are  not  fit  to  be  observed  by  His  foUowera. 
Hw  was  the  gospel  of  love  and  of  kindness. 

}lr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President 

•he  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yl^ld  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 
4r.  BLACK.     I  yield. 

dr.  TYDINGS.  I  do  not  know  that  we  can  prove  much  by 
th  ■  Bible  because  perhaps  we  can  find  verses  on  both  sides  of 
thi '  argument  But  there  is  one  verse  In  line  with  the  philosophy 
of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  which  says,  "  If  righteousness 
cones  by  the  law.  then  Christ  is  dead  in  vain."  That  will  be 
foi  ind  in  Paul. 

rfr.  BLACK.  The  principles  to  which  I  refer  and  the  re- 
mi  rks  which  I  am  making  are  those  which  grow  necettsarily  in  a 
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democracy  If  fanouin  liberty  li  to  be  preserved.  There  are  wme 
fundamentals  which  must  not  be  overlooked  or  overstepped. 
One  of  them  is  the  freedom  of  speech.  Going  hand  iu  hand  with 
It  is  freedom  of  religion  and  freedom  of  peaceable  assembly.  We 
can  not  separate  these. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.     Mr.  PrwAdent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  another  ques- 
tion. I  would  like  to  know  what  analogy  he  finds  between  the 
teachings  of  anarchy  and  the  teachings  of  Christ? 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  any  questiim  which 
the  Senator  asks  me  that  has  any  reference  to  anything  I  have 
said  or  anytiilng  in  connection  with  the  i>euding  amendment 
I  do  not  know  just  what  definition  the  Senator  gives  to  anarchy. 

I  recall  in  a  recent  reading  of  the  history  of  this  country  In 
colonial  days  that  Thomas  Jefferson  was  called  an  anarchist  iu 
Eluglaiid.  I  recall  that  Samuel  Adams  was  called  an  anarchist 
in  England.  I  recall  that  a  price  was  put  upon  the  head  of  the 
great  patriots  who  first  dared  to  assert  the  principles  of  human 
liberty  in  the  Colonies.  I  recall  that  their  writings  were  pro 
scribed,  and  I  recall  that  It  was  an  offense  against  the  laws  of 
the  mother  country  for  their  literature  to  be  distributed. 

I  am  not  afraid  of  any  word  or  any  expression  if  it  comes  in 
conflict  with  this  fundamental  necessity  ot  democracy,  and  that 
la  the  freedom  of  speech  and  of  action.  If  we  take  away  from 
a  man  the  right  to  think — or  attempt  to  take  it  away,  because 
no  man  and  no  group  itas  ever  been  able  to  do  it — we  take 
away  from  him  the  only  privilege  that  separates  the  citixen  of 
a  democracy  from  the  citizen  of  a  monarchy  and  absolute 
desiMttism. 

But  tlie  question  before  us  is,  How  far  shall  we  go  in  a  Gov- 
ernment founded  upon  certain  principles  of  human  liberty  to 
give  to  a  clerk  tiie  piivile^  of  determining  what  shall  be  read 
by  the  minds  ot  American  citizens?  I  do  not  complain  that  a 
man  gball  be  arrestetl  and  tried  befi>re  a  jury  of  his  peers,  but 
I  recall  in  the  same  history  of  England  that  they  fought  and 
worked  aud  ioug  struggled  for  centuries  in  order  that  they 
might  obtain  the  privilege  of  being  ti-ied  before  a  jury  of  their 
peers  when  an  offense  was  committed.  I  recall  tliat  a  man  had 
his  tongue  slit  because  he  had  dared  to  utter  words  which  it 
was  claimed  by  some  were  contrary  to  the  principles  of  moral- 
ity and  right  I  recall  that  Voltaire  dared  to  condemn  the  exe- 
cution of  an  individual  because  that  individual  was  accused 
of  a  heinous  crime  of  knocking  over  a  wooden  Image  of  the 
Virgin  on  a  bridge,  aud  this  contributed  to  his  subsequent  exile 
from  his  country. 

I  recall  that  down  iu  Alabama,  as  I  said  a  few  moments  ago, 
during  the  horrible  tragic  era  of  reconstruction,  when  it  was 
against  the  law  for  a  man  to  think  out  loud,  that  a  bishop  of 
the  church  of  God  had  prescribed  for  him  the  prayer  which  he 
must  deliver  to  his  congregation  on  Sunday  morning — and  that 
was  said  to  be  a  prerogative  of  government 

The  humau  mentality  of  America  has  not  yet  sunk  so  low 
that  we  must  necessarily  set  up  at  tlie  ports  a  barrier  beyond 
which  no  literature  shall  pass.  If  that  literature  is  contrary 
to  the  public  sentiment  of  the  States,  the  individual  who  brings 
it  Into  that  State  can  be  tried  aud  the  jury  will  convict  him. 
I  have  no  hesitancy  in  saying  that  the  jury  should  convict  him 
when  literature  is  so  obscene  as  to  be  contrary  to  good  morals 
and  decent  society.  I  do  say,  however,  that  until  he  stands  and 
faces  a  jury  of  his  peers  no  individual  servant  of  this  country 
ought  to  be  given  sufficient  iwwer  to  take  away  a  single  leaf  or 
page  from  his  book  nor  to  put  him  to  one  penny's  expense. 

This  is  a  more  far-reaching  subject  than  simply  dealing  with 
a  few  books.  It  gets  down  to  the  very  fundamental  principles 
of  government.  As  was  pointed  out  by  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  CirmNG]  on  yesterday,  It  Is  a  little  bit  strange 
and  quite  a  coincidence  that  a  number  of  the  Iwoks  which  have 
been  prohibited  from  coming  into  this  country  have  been  those 
which  tend  to  point  out  to  the  people  the  evils  of  warfare.  It 
is  a  little  bit  peculiar  that  in  this  day,  when  there  are  some  who 
would  plunge  this  country  into  terrible  conflict  merely  for 
profiteering  through  the  building  of  shipn  and  the  construction 
of  armaments,  this  Govermnent  should  have  used  Its  va.st 
power  to  censor  their  literature,  a  power  which  its  dtissens 
never  turned  over  to  the  Government.  It  is  a  little  bit  peculiar 
that  it  should  liave  used  its  vast  ix»wer  to  bar  from  our  pcnts 
books  which  tend  to  bring  about  peace  and  to  condemn  war. 

Mr.  President,  it  had  not  been  my  intention  to  make  any 
remarks  on  this  question,  but  the  issue  is  very  clear  cut.  It  is 
very  plain,  and  there  seems  to  have  been  some  effort  to  place 
those  who  will  vote  for  the  amendment  In  the  attitude  of  being 
in  favor  of  the  distribution  of  obsceoe  literature.  No  good 
American    is   in   favor   of   the   indiscriminate   distribution   of 


otMcene  lltemture.  Such  lUerature  6oen  not  gwt  very  far  In  this 
country  anyway.  A  few  years  ago  a  niaguElne  started  In  this 
country;  it  met  with  general  disfavor  in  certain  localities.  One 
section,  represented  here  by  able  men,  attempted  to  proscribe 
the  circulation  of  that  niagaisine  In  that  section  of  the  United 
States.  What  resulted?  Its  circulation  grew  by  leaps  and 
iKiunds  overnight.  To-day  when  anyone  wants  to  get  advertise- 
ment for  a  book  that  win  give  It  a  wide  distribution  and  sale 
he  seeks  In  some  way  to  obtain  publicity  of  the  fact  that  there 
has  l>een  a  censorship  exercised  to  prevent  the  distribution  of 
that  book. 

Who  is  afraid  of  the  distribution  of  literature  Injuring  and 
breaking  down  the  morals  of  the  good,  solid.  sul»stant1al  citizen- 
ship of  America?  That  will  never  be  so  long  as  the  churches 
are  open ;  not  so  long  as  the  schools  continue  to  educate  the 
young  ihinds  and  teach  those  minds  the  wny  of  truth  and  of 
light  Who  fears  that,  with  education  spreading  all  over  this 
land,  we  shall  by  admitting  a  few  small  books  at  tlie  port  of 
entry  so  corrupt  those  minds  that  we  shall  destroy  American 
civilisation?  llioae  who  fear  it,  my  friends,  have  the  same  at- 
titude as  those  who  feared  the  corruption  of  the  youth  of  Greece 
by  Socrates,  that  great  philosopher  who,  perhaps,  came  more 
nearly  to  thinking  in  advance  the  thoughts  of  the  Christian  re- 
ligion than  did  any  other  philosoidier  who  ever  sat  at  the  feet 
of  knowledge  and  of  understanding. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  prefer  to  follow  the  philosophy  of 
Thomas  Jefferson,  who  borrowed  largely  from  the  great  Englldi 
writer.  John  Locke.  Only  two  days  ago  I  read  a  treatise  on 
government  by  John  Locke  which  under  the  very  amendment 
which  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  Is  fighting  would  be 
barred  at  the  port  of  entry  because  John  Locke  maintained,  as 
did  other  great  lAilosophers,  the  right  of  the  people  to  use  force, 
If  necessary,  to  overturn  a  government  of  corruption  or  of 
tyranny.  Think  of  that!  Thomas  Jefferson  followed  Locke; 
Adams  followed  him ;  Hancock  followed  him ;  Hamilton  fol- 
lowed him.  They  all  dared  to  assert  that  there  canoe  times  la 
the  life  of  every  people  when  decency  demanded  that  the  form 
of  government  theretofore  holding  two  peoples  together  should 
be  dissolved ;  aud  tl»ey  dissolved  that  union  by  force  tuid  not  by 
platitudes.  Through  the  courage  and  bravery  of  the  revolu- 
tionists of  the  Colonies  they  disserved  it  at  Lexington ;  they  dis- 
solved it  at  Yorktown  when  Comwallls  surrendered  to  Warii- 
ingtou ;  they  dissolved  it  nrt;  by  pence  but  by  force. 

How  can  those  of  us  who  claim  to  believe  in  the  doctrine  of 
American  liberty,  those  glorious  principles  in  which  this  Re- 
public was  ctmeeived,  in  which  It  was  born,  through  which  it 
has  come  on  down  the  years  of  its  glorious  career,  say  that  the 
very  book-s  that  formed  the  basic  philosophy  on  which  Jrfferson 
and  his  friends  acted  shall  l»e  barred  to-day  at  the  port  of  entry 
because  they  dare  ti>  assert  the  Irrevocable  right  of  the  people 
to  their  own  liberty  and  to  assert  the  right  to  that  liberty  when- 
ever tyranny  and  oppression  lay  their  unholy  hands  upon  them. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  stand  to-day  and  I  will  stand  In 
the  future,  against  any  legislation  of  any  kind  that  would 
interfere  with  the  sacred  right  of  the  American  citlsen  to  think 
as  he  sees  fit  and  to  be  persuaded  In  no  way  except  by  logic 
and  reason.  I  am  unalterably  against  any  attempt  to  prevent 
the  distribution  of  literature  so  long  as  the  juries  In  the  States, 
where  public  sentiment  is  made,  have  It  within  their  power  to 
condemn  the  distribution  of  that  literature  as  being  deleterious 
to  the  morals  of  their  people. 

Mr.  HBFTLIN.  Mr.  President,  there  must  be  a  great  deal  of 
misunderstanding  regarding  the  question  before  the  Senate. 
No  one  Is  undertaking  to  prevent  the  coming  in  of  the  Scripture. 
The  Sermon  on  the  Mount  will  not  be  barred  by  the  provision 
that  is  in  the  bill;  tbf  teachings  of  the  lowly  Naaarene  as  He 
walked  the  dusty  highways  of  Judea  preaching  the  go^)el  of 
democracy  "  unto  the  least  of  these,  my  brethren,"  will  not  be 
disturbed  by  the  provision  that  is  in  the  bill.  We  are  not 
seekli»g  to  keep  out  goo<l  literature;  we  are  not  seeing  to  put  a 
ban  upon  decent  and  wholesome  literature. 

I  am  for  the  provision  as  it  stands  in  the  bill.  The  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  will  permit  the  cmning 
in  of  obscene  literature ;  It  will  permit  the  coming  in  of  harmful 
books;  and  certainly  the  Congress  ought  to  take  its  stand  on 
the  side  of  decent  literature  and  on  the  side  of  wholesome 
books.  I  do  not  propose  that  any  amendment  shall  pass  If  I 
can  prevent  It  that  will  permit  this  country  to  become  the  dump- 
ing ground  of  all  the  unfit  literature  of  the  earth,  to  come  In 
here  to  be  studied  by  our  boys  and  our  girls,  to  give  them 
wrong  Ideas  of  government,  to  exalt  in  their  minds  the  prin- 
ciples of  anarchism  and  of  communism.  I  want  to  protect  the 
young  men  and  the  young  women  of  America  from  floods  of 
literature  of  that  kind. 

We  know  now  of  Instances  where  boys,  after  seeing  moving 
pictures  where  murders  are  detected,  have  gone  out  from  thoao 
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ptftces  and  later  ctwamltted  murder  themselves.  The  purpoee  to 
mnrder  was  traced  to  the  liarmful  moving  picture.  Many  a 
man  and  many  a  woman,  too.  have  gone  down  to  death  In  the 
United  States  l)ecaiBBe  of  a  devULsh  book  read  by  gome  boy  that 
put  the  idfa  of  murder  in  Lis  mind.  I  want  to  protect  this 
yuuthful  crop  of  American  citizens  from  contamination  of  that 
kiml. 

We  have  a  law  that  prevents  the  coming-in  of  di^aaed  cattle ; 
we  enforce  a  quarantine  against  the  foot-and-mouth  diseiise. 
The  Congress  went  on  record  as  in  favor  of  throwing  the  arms 
of  protection  around  the  cattle  herds  of  America,  around  the 
muleM  and  the  horses.  Is  the  Senate  not  willing  to  throw  the 
armsi  of  protection  aruund  the  army  of  boys  and  girls  whu  must 
constitute  the  citizenship  of  our  country  a  little  later  on? 

Mr.  President,  we  are  doing  various  things  to  protect  plant 
life  in  America.  We  are  spending  money  to  destroy  the  t>olI 
weevil  that  has  come  here.  We  have  tried  to  keep  it  out.  I 
went  down  to  the  State  of  Texas  at  the  invitation  of  the  legisla- 
ture and  niade  a  speech  at  a  Joint  session.  I  asked  them  to  lay 
off  u  no-cotton  zone  50  miles  wide  along  the  Kio  Grande  River 
for  the  purpose  of  keeping  the  pink  boll  w^rm  from  getting  into 
the  CA)tUm  Belt  ot  the  United  States,  and  they  did  it  The  Con- 
gress appropriated  several  hundred  thousand  dollars  for  that 
pun»oee.  We  can  appropriate  money  to  keep  the  pink  cotton 
worm  out  of  the  cotton  fields  of  the  South,  but  we  can  not  rote 
to  keep  out  this  devilish  literature  of  the  anarchists  of  the  Old 
World ;  to  prevent  the  impure,  devilish,  niurderous  stuff  crossing 
thv  liorder  line  and  coming  into  our  country  to  be  read  and 
studied  in  dens  of  iniquity  by  men  who  then  come  out  threaten- 
ii>g  to  kill  public  men.  There  is  a  provision  in  the  pending  sec- 
tion that  prevents  the  importation  of  such  literature  as  that.  I 
am  for  that  provision  heart  and  soul. 

We  hare  heard  references  made  to  the  hardships  the  South 
endured.  Nobody  knows  more  about  that  than  do  I.  My  father 
waR  tried  before  a  carpetbag  judge.  Witnesses  appeared 
against  him  who  had  never  seen  him ;  he  was  persecuted ;  half 
of  the  Jury  were  negroes.  They  were  trying  to  railroad  him 
and  send  him  to  the  penitentiary  for  daring  to  stand  for  white 
supremacy  in  the  Southland.  The  Jury  caused  a  mistrial,  and 
that  is  all  that  saved  him.    Those  were  horrible  days. 

Mr.  Pretiident,  thftre  was  bitterness  on  both  sides.  That  was 
natural.  The  sections  had  been  at  sword's  points  for  fotir 
yeant,  brave  men  lueetiug  brave  men  on  the  battle  fle4d.  and 
It  was  a  natural  consequence  tliat  there  should  be  bitterness 
for  years,  and  there  was  bitterness  on  both  sides.  The  South 
suffered  during  that  period  greatly,  and  many  things  were  done 
that  were  inexcusable  and  indefensible. 

Mr.  President,  the  South  is  in  tiie  Union  to  stay.  It  is  part 
and  parcel  of  the  greatest  Government  in  all  the  world,  no 
longer  held  together  by  outwanl  force  and  barriers ;  but  bound 
together  by  the  ties  of  love  and  loyalty  and  the  cling  of  section 
to  se«-tlon.  We  are  one  people :  and  I  believe  the  day  will  come 
when  the  ()eipetuity  of  this  Repul>lic  will  rest  upon  the  .«thoulders 
of  rbe  South.  The  South  then.  a»  now,  will  ring  true  on  all  the 
questions  that  affect  the  life  and  well-being  of  this  Govern- 
ment :  and.  speaking  in  part  for  that  section  to-day,  I  am  for 
this  i»t»visiou  of  the  bill. 

I  do  not  want  any  literature  coming  in  here  that  advocates  the 
idea  of  killing  public  men.  I  note  that  there  Is  in  this  bill,  and 
a  line  has  been  struck  through  it — I  wish  it  had  been  left  in — 
a  provision  excluding  any  book  suggesting  the  murdering  of 
an  American  President.  Three  of  them  have  been  assassinated 
in  the  United  States.  Are  we  not  willing  now  to  go  upon  record 
on  this  subject  when,  immediately  after  the  last  election,  Mr. 
Hoover  wua  down  in  Florida  and.  two  anarchists  seeing  him, 
one  suggested  to  the  other,  "  Let's  blow  him  up ;  let's  kill  him  "  ? 
Are  we  not  ready  now,  with  the  experience  we  have  had  in  the 
past,  to  pot  on  the  statute  books  a  law  saying  that  those  things 
can  not  be  talked  around  in  this  Nation ;  that  books  containing 
sarh  things  can  not  come  here  and  be  circulated?  Who  is  it 
that  is  afraid  to  go  uo  record  as  voting  to  keep  out  literature 
like  that? 

There  is  also  a  provision  in  the  bill  that  immoral  literature 
in  txioks  or  otherwise  shall  not  come  in.  I  am  in  favor  of  that. 
I  do  not  care  what  anybody  says  about  my  trying  to  prescribe 
situations  and  prevent  books  from  circulating;  I  am  in  favor 
of  the  right  kind  of  tntolcs  being  circulated,  but  I  am  no  morv  in 
favor  of  this  sort  of  books  coming  in  here  than  I  would  permit 
the  flannel-mouthed  anarchist  himself  to  c*ome  and  cross  the 
line  and  advocate  the  deBtructioB  ei  my  Government. 

1  voted— and  1  think  1  have  materially  helped  in  the  twenty- 
odd  years  I  have  8er>ed  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress— to  stop 
the  onflt  horde  of  foreigners  that  formerly  poured  in  here,  a 
miUlon  strong,  every  year,  i  iielped  to  restrict  lmmlin«tlon,  to 
c«C  it  down  to  a  point  where  now  it  is  prob«blj  less  than  200,000 
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a  rear;  and  if  I  had  my  way  about  It  I  would  shut  them  all  out 
fo  ■  five  years  and  let  this  country  take  stock  and  see  who  is 
vr  \o  in  America.  I  have  voted  to  keep  America  from  l)ecoming 
th»  dumping  ground  for  these  unfit  foreigners,  and  I  am  polng 
to  vote  to-day  to  ke^p  America  from  becoming  the  dumping 
gr>und  of  the  obscene,  treasonable,  and  murderous  literature  of 
th '  anarchistic  foreigner. 

^r.  President,  let  us  do  our  duty.  A  great  physician  has  said 
th  it  the  time  to  treat  a  cancer  is  In  its  incipient  stage.  The 
tine  to  deal  with  this  ques'tion  is  now,  when  a  bill  is  up  here 
th  It  will  put  a  crimp  In  the  coming  In  of  this  character  of 
literature.  I  am  not  going  to  play  politics  on  a  question  like 
th|.<!.  My  party  does  not  stand  for  such  a  proposition.  The 
gr»at  Democratic  Party  does  not  believe  In  it.  The  Demo- 
cnitic  Party  stands  for  wholesome  literature.  The  Dem(K-ratic 
Pirty  does  not  believe  in  permitting  books  to  come  Into  the 
I'lilted  States  that  advocate  immoral  things — that  Is  what  this 
section  means — or  books  that  carry  treasonable  doctrine — there 
it  is,  right  In  the  l)ody  of  the  provision — or  murderous  plans. 
Tlere  it  is.  We  are  being  put  In  an  awful  situation.  For 
Democrats  to  support  an  amendment  that  strikes  out  that  pro- 
vliion  of  the  bill  puts  us  in  th^  attitude  of  favoring  the  whole- 
sale coming  of  this  sort  of  stuff  Ir^to  the  Unlte<l  States. 

I  believe  In  the  fullest  and  freest  expression  of  thought.  I 
believe  in  it  in  every  nook  and  comer  of  the  United  States, 
fo»  ever>'body  in  the  country  and  every  class ;  but  I  am  in  favor 
oflsaying  at  the  border  line,  "You  shall  not  enter  my  nation 
with  that  deadly  literature.    Stop  it!    Keop  It  out !  " 

Mr.  President,  I  think  it  Is  hl^  time  that  this  Govemment 
was  taking  a  stand.  We  vote  to  appropriate  money  to  kill  the 
gems  that  kills  the  hog.  We  have  ai>proi>riated  hundreds  of 
thwisands  ot  dollars  to  save  the  farmers'  hogs  of  America  from 
hot  cholera ;  and  I  helped  to  do  it.  Can  It  l)e  that  we  will  not 
voe,  when  it  does  not  cost  anything,  to  save  the  boys  and  girls 
of  America  from  this  deadly,  anarchistic,  treasonable,  mur- 
derous literature? 

In  the  case  of  foot-and-mouth  disease  of  horses  and  mules 
and  cows,  we  come  to  the  rescue;  we  grow  enthusiastic;  we 
appropriate  money  to  treat  the  animals  that  have  caught  the 
dliease  here  and  to  prevent  others  that  have  it  from  coming  In. 
Kilt  when  it  comes  to  the  fruits  of  thi.s  deadly  literature  that  is 
aii'eady  coming  In,  when  murdw  grows  out  of  it,  when  com- 
m  inistic  doctrines  are  spreading  over  the  land,  when  the  doc^ 
trne  of  the  Mack  shirts  of  Italy  is  spreading  over  the  land, 
when  various  "  I.«5ms  "  are  coming  in  that  one  day  will  rise  up 
to  hound  us  and  to  threaten  us  by  their  strength  In  this 
R<  public,  here  is  an  opportunity ;  the  hour  has  struck  when  we 
ca  1  put  a  stop  to  the  coming  in  of  literature  that  poLsons  the 
mi  nd  of  the  citizen  to  be  and  sows  dragon's  teeth  In  the  path 
of  the  Republic. 

rtr.  President,  I  shall  support  the  provision  of  the  bill.  It  is 
go)d  enongh  for  me  just  as  It  stands.  I  should  like  to  see  the 
amendment  withdrawn  and  the  vote  made  unanimous  to  pre- 
sei  ve  the  provision  just  as  It  Is. 

Ar.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  have  the  attention  of  the 
ab  e  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fess]? 

^  short  time  ago.  In  a  colloquy  between  the  Senator  and 
myself,  reference  was  made  to  arrests  and  trials  for  treason; 
ani  the  Senator  asserted,  as  I  understood  him,  that  in  the  days 
of  Mr.  Lincoln,  Vallandigham  and  others  were  tried  for  treason. 
I  made  the  statement  that  so  far  as  I  remembered  there  had 
hem  but  one  trial  of  any  Importance  to  the  United  States  for 
tr^son,  and  that  was  the  trial  of  Aaron  Burr. 

f  the  Senator  will  refresh  his  recollection,  he  will,  I  think, 
agree  with  me  that  Vallandigham  was  not  tried  for  treason. 
H^and  others  were  arre.»<te<l  by  the  military  authorities  pursu- 
ant to  a  proclamation  of  President  Lincoln,  and  many  were 
tr*d  by  military  tribunals.  Vallandigham  was  tried  by  a  mili- 
tary court,  not  by  a  civil  court,  for  alleged  treasonable  utter- 
an»s.  A  case  Involving  the  validity  of  the  action  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  and  the  military  procee<ling8  there- 
un  ler  reached  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and 
thiit  court  held  their  course  to  be  Invalid.  My  contention  is 
thiit  the  military  trials  were  not  trials  for  treason  within  the 
usiial  meaning  of  the  term. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  I»resldent.  Just  a  word. 
simply  want  to  say  to  the  Senate  that  books,  pamphlets, 
pa  >era,  writings,  and  circulars  are  not  Included  in  the  pending 
an  endment.  If  the  pending  amendment  Is  agreed  to,  all  ob- 
scene  books,  pamphlets,  papers,  writings,  and  circulars  can 
coue  into  the  country  freely. 

It.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  Mr.  President.  I  send  to  the 
deik  a  brief  letter  up<m  this  sabJect  from  leading  members  of 
tb<  faculty  of  Harvard  University,  which  I  ask  to  have  read 
fod  the  Information  of  the  Senate.    I  call  attention  to  the  fact 
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that  In  this  letter  there  Is  a  statement  that  during  the  past  year 
a  book  used  by  the  French  department  of  Harvard  University 
was  excluded  by  the  customs  authorities. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  reading 
of  the  letter?    The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Hasvabd  Univbkmtt. 
Cambridge,  Mats.,  September  tl,  WSt. 
The  Hon.  DAvro  I.  Walsh. 

United  Btatct  Benatc,  Waghington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Walsh  :  We.  the  undersigned,  are  strongly  opposed  to 
the  provision  in  tbe  pending  tariff  bill,  gection  305,  paragraph  <a), 
relating  to  the  importation  of  Immoral  articles,  which  would  extend 
further  the  application  of  the  present  law.  For  the  reasons  stated 
below  wc  object  particularly  to  the  proposed  amendment  authorising 
customs  officials  to  exclude  books  and  other  publications  which.  In  their 
opinion,  advocate  treason.  Insurrection,  etc.,  in  the  same  manner  as 
obscene  and  other  Indecent  publicntions. 

Experience  has  shown  that  customs  Inspectors  and  appraisers  of  mer- 
chandise are  ill-equipped  to  pass  Judgment  upon  the  character  of  such 
publications.  We  have  had  one  very  unsatisfactory  episode  here  this 
year,  when  a  book  used  by  the  French  department  was  excluded  by  the 
customs  officials,  and  we  anticipate  many  similar  episodes  if  the  censor- 
ship at  the  customhouses  is  extended  to  political  writings.  Few,  If  any, 
books  which  are  of  Interest  to  us  fall  clearly  within  the  provisions  of 
the  proposed  amendment  to  section  305,  but  there  are  many  valuable 
books  which,  we  fear,  may  be  excluded  by  untrained  officials,  ^spired 
by  honestly  patriotic  but  unintelligent  zeal,  If  this  provision  is  enacted 
into  law. 

We  believe  that  a  political  censorship  of  this  kind  by  administrative 
officials  at  tbe  customhouses  is  unsound  In  principle  and  likely  to  prove 
oppres.sive  in  practice.     We  urge  you  to  do  what  you  can  to  bring  about 
tbe  elimination  of  this  proposed  measure  from  the  tariif  bllL 
Respectfully  yours. 

F.  W.  Taussig.  Ralph  Barton  Pbrby. 

Arthur  N.  Holcombb.  Euwaud  A.  Whitnby. 

A.    M.    SCHLESINQER.  EARNEST    A.    HOOTOM. 

ElDwiN  F.  Gat.  Charles  Faibuan. 

Zechariah  Chafee,  Jr.  Karl  W.  Bigbix>w. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  also  send  to 
the  desk  two  other  letters  on  this  subject,  which  I  ask  to  have 
printed  in  the  Rexx>bo  without  reading. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  it  will  be  so 
ordered. 

The  letters  are  as  follows: 

Boston.  Mass.,  October  9.  19». 
Hon.  David  I.  Walsh, 

United  States  Senate,  Waahington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  Senator  Walsh  :  May  I  express  to  you  the  hope  that  you 
will  use  your  Influence  in  the  Senate  to  eliminate  from  the  proposed 
tariff  bill  section  305  which  contains  tbe  dangerous  and  absurd  "  sedi- 
tion Joker." 

I  am  very  sure  that  your  own  views  must  be  opposed  to  this  further 
extension  of  Government  intereference  In  the  affairs  of  its  citizens ;  a 
type  of  interference  essentially  undemocratic  and  particularly  dangerous 
at  a  time  when  public  opinion  is  so  rapidly  passing  Into  the  control 
of  powerful  interests.  If  the  groups  now  apparently  engaged  in  gaining 
control  of  the  press  and  other  means  of  publicity  in  this  country  were 
enabled  by  the  obvious  means  which  section  306  would  afford,  to  shut 
off  information  from  liberal  sources  abroad,  the  country  would  be  re- 
duced to  a  deplorable  situation. 

I  know  that  I  am  not  alone  here  in  Massachusetts  in  my  confidence 
that  you.  In  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government,  will  champion  the 
principles  of  free  speech  and  free  thought  as  vigorously  and  effectively  as 
they  have  been  championed  by  Juaticea  Holmes  and  Brandeis  in  the 
Bapreme  Court. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Fkancis  a.  Goodale. 

Boston,  Mass.,  October  i.  19S9.   . 
Senator  David  I.  Walsh, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Wathington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  Senator  Walsh  :  The  attention  of  the  executive  committee 
of  the  Fellowship  of  Reconciliation  has  Just  been  directed  to  section 
306,  paragraph  (a>,  of  the  pending  tariff  bill,  extending  the  application 
of  the  present  documentary  exclusion  provisions  to  certain  classes  of  lit- 
erature described  as  Immoral,  subversive,  or  revolutionary.  The  Fellow- 
ship wlsbes  to  protest  against  the  Inclusion  of  this  particular  passage  of 
the  paragraph  in  the  bill,  thus  adding  its  voice  to  the  voices  of  many  other 
organltations  which  have  already  expressed  similar  protests  (e.  g..  you 
hare  no  doubt  already  received  copies  of  the  petition  signed  by  several 
Harvard  professors,  led  by  Doctor  Taussig,  in  re  same). 

This  action  Is  not  to  be  taken  as  Indicating  an  approval  by  this  group 
of  any  undesirable  types  of  literature  but  merely  as  indicating  our  feel- 


ing that  such  a  provision,  once  incorporated  la  the  law.  would  be  cer- 
tain in  many  cases  to  be  misinterpreted,  to  result  In  the  exclusion  of 
books  having  a  real  educational  or  coltural  value  through  actioos  of 
uninformed  or  ignorant  customs  officials,  to  lead  to  an  undemocratic 
concentration  in  the  hands  of  a  few  of  complete  power  to  censor  all 
literary  works  imported  Into  this  country,  and  to  lead  to  other  mischief. 
Especialli'  obnoxious  Is  the  fact  that  under  the  present  wording  It  would 
generally  be  Impossible  to  appeal  from  tbe  decision  of  a  customs  official 
to  a  court  of  general  Jurisdiction. 

I  think  I  know  you  well  enough  to  be  Justified  in  the  belief  that  you 
will  naturally  oppose  this  provision,  and  I  think  that  In  your  case  the 
present  letter  is  probably  unnecessary ;  nevertheless,  it  will  do  no  harm 
to  make  known  our  most  emphatic  opposition   to  thla   step. 

With  best  i>ersonal  greetings,  I  am,  very  sincerely  youm, 

JAUES  H.  Sheldon.  Pretident. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Couzrusl  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Cihting]. 

Mr.  BRATTON.     On  that  I  call  for  the  yea.s  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  I  was  Just  about  to  accept 
the  modification  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  ot  my 
amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  may  modify  his 
amendment  in  that  regard  if  he  desires. 

Mr,  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  in  accepting  the  amendment 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  I  desire  to  make  it 
clear  that  for  my  own  part  I  do  not  think  the  amendment  Is 
necessary.  I  believe  it  will  add  nothing  particularly  to  the  law 
as  it  stands  at  present;  but  as  many  Senators  feel  otherwise, 
and  as  In  the  essence  of  the  matter  a  threat  to  do  violence  or 
bodily  harm  to  any  citizen  of  the  United  States  probably  would 
not  be  construed  in  any  unfair  way.  I  am  willing,  in  order  to 
get  a  vote  on  the  proposition  as  a  whole  and  prevent  unnecessary 
delay  in  its  discussion,  to  accept  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Then,  Mr.  President  the  vote  comes  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Cutting],  as 
modified  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN"r.  The  yeas  and  nays  having  been 
ordered,  the  Chair  thinks  the  amendment  can  be  modified  only 
by  unanimous  consent.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  ask  to  have  the  amendment  read  as  modi> 
fied. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  as  modified  will 
be  read. 

The  Chief  Cleric  read  as  follows : 

(a)  Probihltion  of  Importation  :  The  importation  of  all  Indecent  and 
obscene  prints,  paintings,  lithographs,  engravings,  drawings,  post  cards, 
transparencies,  pbotographa,  photographic  plates,  advertisements,  casts, 
instruments,  and  other  articles  of  an  Immoral  nature,  and  of  all  drugs 
or  medicines,  and  all  articles  whatever,  for  the  prevention  of  conception 
or  for  causing  unlawful  abortion,  and  any  book,  pamphlet,  paper,  writ- 
ing, advertisement,  circular,  print,  picture,  or  drawing  urging  forcible 
resistance  to  any  law  of  the  United  States,  or  containing  any  threat  to 
take  tbe  life  of  or  Inflict  bodily  barm  upon  any  person  in  the  United 
States,  and  all  lottery  tickets,  and  all  printed  papers  that  may  be  used 
as  lottery  tickets,  and  all  advertisements  of  any  lottery  Is  hereby  pro- 
hibited.  No  such  articles,  whether  imported  separately  or  contained  la 
packages  with  other  goods  entitled  to  entry,  shall  be  admitted  to  entry ; 
and  all  such  articles  and,  unless  It  appears  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
collector  that  the  obscene  articles  contained  In  the  jMckage  were  In- 
closed therein  without  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the  Importer,  owner, 
agent,  or  consignee,  tbe  entire  contents  of  the  package  In  which  such 
articles  are  contained  shall  t>e  subject  to  seizure  and  forfeiture  under 
the  customs  laws :  Provided,  That  the  drugs  hereint>efore  mentioned, 
when  imported  in  bulk  and  not  pot  up  for  any  of  the  purposes  herein- 
before specified,  are  excepted  from  the  operation  of  this  subdivision. 

(b)  Penalty  on  Government  officers :  Any  officer,  agent,  or  employee 
of  tbe  Government  of  the  United  States  who  shall  knowingly  aid  or 
abet  any  person  engaged  in  any  violation  of  any  of  the  provisions  of 
law  prohibiting  Importing,  advertising,  dealing  in,  exhibiting,  or  sending 
or  receiving  by  niitll  indecent  or  obscene  prints,  paintings,  lithographs, 
engravings,  drawings,  post  cards,  transparencies,  photographs,  photo- 
graphic plates,  advertisements,  casts,  instruments,  and  other  articles  of 
an  immoral  nature,  or  drugs  or  medicines,  or  any  articles  whatever,  for 
the  prevention  of  conception  or  for  causing  unlawful  abortion,  or  lot- 
tery tlclcets  or  printed  papers  that  may  be  used  as  lottery  tickets,  or 
advertisements  of  any  lottery  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  shall  for  every  offense  be  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than 
$5,000  or  by  imprlsonmeat  at  bard  labor  for  not  mott  than  10  years, 
or  both. 
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Mr  BAniCT^KT.     A  pnilfamentary  In<inlr7. 

The  VICK  PKKMII>ENT,    The  Henatur  will  wtate  hia  Inquiry. 

Mr.  BAUKLKY.  I*  the  ani^ndRieDt  JtiaC  rend  oflfered  aa  a 
aatwtltate  for  th<>  entire  laninuiKe  r>f  iMvtion  90G? 

Tlie  VICK  PKKHIDBNT.  That  1m  tlie  nndctvUndlog  of  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  RoniNSON  of  Indiana.  During  the  readinf  of  the 
aiiu^iulroeiit  I  trle<l  to  compare  it  with  the  pmiriaiona  in  the 
bill  \M  I  un<l«YMtan<l,  It  MtlU  omitM  aeveral  prohibltlona  that  1 
be  If^e  slxmid  be  Included.  I  Mhall  tberefirre  TOte  againat  the 
auiendiopnt  offered  by  the  i'ienfltor  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  8M(X)T.     Mr,  PreMtdeot 

The  VICE  PKE8IDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
jield  to  the  Henator  from  Utah? 

)lr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.     Yes;  I  yield. 

)tr.  8MOOT.  I  was  Jnst  goiug  to  aiuiwer  the  question  of  the 
Senator  from  Indiana.  If  he  is  satisfled,  however,  and  knows 
what  the  change  is,  I  tuiTc  nothing  to  say. 

>Ir.  BRATTON  called  for  the  yeaa  and  nays,  and  they  were 
ordered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  rOIL 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  can  the  roll. 

Mr.  WAGNER  (when  Mr.  Copela^nds  name  was  called).  My 
ct)lleapTie  [Mr.  C<jp«lan'd1  is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Sen- 
ate by  Illness  in  his  family. 

Mr.  JONES  (when  his  name  was  called).  The  senior  Senator 
frrmi  VirRfila  [Mr.  Swanpon]  is  compelled  to  be  absent,  and 
I  promiscKf  to  take  care  of  Llm  on  this  vote.  I  do  not  know  how 
he  would  TOte  If  present,  and  therefore  I  withhold  my  rote.  If 
I  u-ere  at  liberty  to  vote,  I  would  vote  **  nay." 

Mr.  FRAZIER  (when  Mr.  Nye's  name  was  called).  My  col- 
league [Mr.  Ntb)  is  paired  on  this  question  with  the  jnnior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Kean].  If  my  colleague  were 
present  and  permitted  to  vote,  he  would  vote  "yea,"  and  I 
understand  that  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  would  vote  **  nay." 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  my 
pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bttbton]  to  the 
senior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copelawd]  and  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  HASTINGS  (when  Mr.  Towksend's  name  was  called). 
My  colleague  [Mr.  Townsend]  is  paired  with  the  senior  Senator 
from  Miasisaippi  [Mr.  Hakuson]. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts  (when  his  name  was  called). 
On  this  question  I  have  a  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Uebcst].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  Arixooa  [Mr.  AshubstJ  and  vote  "  yoa." 

The  roll  call  was  ctMiciuded. 

Mr.  FESS.    I  desire  to  aiuioance  the  following  general  pairs : 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge]  with  the  Senator 
from  Geoqgia  [Mr.  Harkis]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Binoham]  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]. 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Vlrjrinia  [Mr.  GlassI,  the  Senator  from  Mi.<«i8slppl  [Mr. 
Stbphe«8],  and  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  KEXimicK] 
are  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate  on  official  business. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  (after  having  voted  in  the  nega- 
tive). Mr.  President,  I  have  had  throughout  the  session  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  MissLsslppi  [Mr. 
Stephens],  and  I  am  not  clear  whether  that  pair  continues  or 
not.  Assuming  it  does,  I  transfer  the  pair  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  Maine  [Mr  Gocu>l  and  allow  my  vote  to  stand. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  38,  nays  36,  as  follows ; 
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Bo  Mr.  Crmwo'a  amendment  was  agreed  to, 

Mr.  SMOOT,  Mr,  Pn-slilent,  I  r.>«erve  the  right  to  hare  a 
v<  te  uprMi  thbt  amendment  when  the  bill  reacheH  the  Senate. 

Mr,  BLEAHE.  Mr.  i're»ddent,  I  have  an  amendment  I  wish 
tc  offer  later,  and  I  desire  to  mil  It  to  the  attention  of  tha 
ct airman  of  the  connnltt«'e  et^M-clally, 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  aiiHudment  wlU  be  printed 
and  lie  on  the  table. 

EXnCtmVE   MEBSAOn 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
fr)m  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Latta.  one  of  hia 
serretariea. 

vcaoLvnojiB  on  meath  or  cen.  lawbekck  d.  ttsok 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  aKk  to  have  printed  in  th« 
Rdoobo  reHolutions  adopted  by  the  Military  Order  of  the  World 
War  in  reference  to  tlie  death  of  my  former  colleague.  Senator 

T  fSON. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolutions  were  ordered  to  be 
pi  inted  in  the  Recobd,  as  follows : 

National  HaADQUABTHKa 
Mn,iTART  Oboes  or  rna  Wohld  Was, 

WaaMngton,  D.  C. 

Wbereas  the  Sapreme  Commander  has  summoned  to  his  last  roward 
Ills  faithful  senrant,  Gen.  Lawrb.vcb  D.  Ttsox,  Fnlted  States  Senator 
from  Tennessee,  a  Taliant  soldier  and  eminent  statesman,  whose  eo- 
Ikltoofl  Interest  In  the  problems  of  dervice  men  was  so  ably  demon- 
stiated  by  hia  efforts  as  a  Member  of  the  United  States  Senate  and  as 
a  member  of  the  Military  AfTairs  Committee  of  that  body  to  better  the 
cpidltlons  whirti  beset  these  men  and  whose  unceasing  toll  was  an  In- 
spiration to  all  who  are  working  to  achieve  these  ends:  Therefore  be  it 

Retotved  hy  tht  Mititary  Order  of  the  World  War  in  annual  cotircn- 
tUn  ataembled  at  Vingara  PalU,  .V.  7.,  September  t^W,  19S9,  That  It 
express  its  profound  grief  in  the  loss  of  this  great  friend  of  both  soldier 
at  d  ex-aoldier,  whose  untimely  end  was  hastened  by  his  arduous  work 
in  the  serTice  of  bis  country  both  in  war  and  in  peace ;  and  be  it  further 

Reaotved,  That  this  reaolntlon  be  inscribed  on  the  minutes  of  this 
mM!ting  and  that  a  cflpy  thereof  be  forwarded  to  the  family  of  General 
T  'SON  with  expressions  of  our  deepest  sympathy  ;  and  be  it  further 

Reaolred,  That  a  copy  be  sent  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Tennessee 
w  tb  the  request  that  It  be  read  into  the  Conqkessional.  Record. 

INJtnrOTION  AGAI.NST  AHALGA^ATQ)  CLOTHrwo  WOBKES8 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  in  the  Recx)rd  an  editorial  from  the  Wash- 
ington Daily  News  of  this  date  on  the  opinion  of  Judge  Kirk- 
pi  trick  in  the  injunction  in  the  clothing  workers'  strike  in 
P  liladelphla. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Recobd,  as  follows: 

(Prom  the  Washington  Dally  News,  Friday,  October  11,  1929] 

A   BLOW    AT   LABOB 

The  proposed  Senate  Investigation  of  the  Kirkpatrick  injunctiona 
ajninst  the  Amalgamated  Clothing  Worlcors  should  be  materially  aided 
b.)  the  judge's  new  statement.  He  has  simplified  the  iiisue  by  bis  defense 
o(  Inion  before  the  court  of  appeals. 

Can  the  Sherman  antitrust  law  be  used  to  deny  unions  their  consti- 
tutional right  to  organize,  picket,  and  strike  by  peaceful  and  lawful 
methods?    That  Is  the  is.sue. 

If  the  Kirkpatrick  Injunction  stands,  the  unions  of  the  country  may 
JtBt  as  well  order  cr*pe,  for  the  right  of  collective  bargaining  is  dead. 

The  judge's  frank  opinion  states  : 

"It  will  be  noted  that  the  orders  are  broad  enough  to  restrain  the 
defendants  from  combining  to  bring  about  strikes  by  peaceful  persoa- 
sl(in  only,  and  they  were  so  intended  to  be."  No  attempt  is  made  to 
cr>ate  an  impression  that  the  quickness  and  sweeping  character  of  the 
Ln  iunctions  were  because  of  any  thr^ateneil  violence.  There  was  no 
tb  rcat  of  violence  in  Philadelphia,  and  the  judge  doesn't  pretend  that 
tfaore  was. 

The  Amalgamated  was  "apprehensive"  that  if  nononion  conditlona 
continued  in  Philadelphia,  New  York  would  "  l>e  compelled  to  go  back  to 
a  nonunion  basis  with  reduced  wages  to  ita  employees."  the  judge 
ex  ;>lalns. 

In  changing  these  conditions  the  Amalgamated  was  helping  to  destroy 
tbp  advantage  which  nonunion  manufacturers  had  over  the  union  mana- 
farturers  in  interstate  trade,  and  was  thereby  violating  both  the  com- 
m  >n  law  and  the  antitrust  provisions  of  the  Sherman  Act,  according  to 
Judge  Kirkpatrick. 

The  .\malgamated  is  to  be  congratulated  for  challenging  this  ruling 
In  the  higher  courts,  though  It  had  already  partly  succeeded  in  unionls- 
In  ;  the  Philadelphia  miirket. 

Judge  Klrkpatrick's  statement  Is  added  proof,  in  oor  judgment,  of 
Senator  La  Follktte's  charge  that  this  Injunction  perverts  the  Sher* 
m  in  Act  for  a  purpose  never  intended  by  Coagrew. 
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FLjsxmr.B  Faonflioifa  or  rms  tarut  bill — atobois  bt  aKNATOB 

BARK LET 

Mr,  TYDING8,  Mr,  President,  I  ask  unnnimous  connent  to 
hare  printed  in  the  IIkcoro  an  address  by  t^enalor  A.  W.  Hark- 
unr,  of  Kentucky,  over  the  radio  laxt  evening  on  the  flexible 
proviMlons  of  tin*  tariff. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address  wa»  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Uecobo,  as  follows: 

lid'Jii's  and  gentlemen  of  the  radio  audience.  In  discnsulng  the  impor- 
tant questions  Involved  in  the  flexible-tariff  provisions  of  the  peoding 
bill  It  is  dealrable  to  ascertain  what  !•  meant  by  the  flexible  tariff. 

It  is  a  proposal  to  grant  to  the  PreMident  the  power  to  raise  or  reduce 
tariff  rates  upon  Imported  artkles  of  commerce  to  the  extent  of  50  per 
cent  of  the  rates  flxed  by  law.  This  Is  the  proposal  of  the  Republican 
memlKi-s  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  and  It  is  contained  in 
the  bill  as  It  passed  the  House.  The  Senate,  after  long  debate,  has 
ellminatHl  this  proposal  and  substituted  the  plan  offered  by  Senator 
81UUON8,  ranking  IVmocratic  member  of  the  Finance  Committee,  which 
requires  that  the  reports  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  after  investigation, 
ahall  be  made  to  Congress,  and  that  Congress,  instead  of  the  President, 
shall  decide  whether  rates  shall  be  increased  or  decreased. 

This  question  involves  not  only  on  interpretation  of  the  Constitution 
but  it  Involves  the  question  of  the  wisdom  or  unwisdom  of  such  a  policy. 

When  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  met  in  rhiladoipbia  to  deter- 
mine the  character  of  the  new  government  they  were  about  to  set  up 
tbey  sought  to  divide  its  powers  Into  three  branches.  The  first  was  the 
legislative,  to  make  the  laws ;  the  second  was  the  executive,  to  enforce 
them;  and  the  third  was  the  judicial,  to  interpret  them. 

Those  men  remembered  that  the  Revolution  had  been  fought  over  the 
power  of  the  King  to  tax  the  people  without  giving  them  a  voice  in  the 
determination  of  the  question.  They  rememl)ered  that  the  Colonies  had 
suffered  from  the  effects  of  legislation  in  which  they  were  not  consulted. 

Therefore  they  wrote  Into  the  Constitution  this  language : 

"All  legislative  power  shall  be  vested  in  a  Congress,  composed  of  a 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives." 

What  did  they  mean  by  "  legislative  power"?  They  meant  the  power 
to  adopt  any  rule  or  law  by  which  th*  people  were  to  be  governed. 
They  meant  by  this  to  confer  upon  the  branch  of  the  Government  chosen 
by  and  responsible  to  the  people  the  exclusive  right  to  legislate  into 
existence  rules  of  art  ion  by  which  tbey  were  to  be  governed. 

The  levying  of  taxi-s  in  any  form  is  legislation,  and  is  so  recognized 
in  every  parliamentary  government  in  the  world  and  in  every  State  in 
the  American  Union. 

Not  only  does  the  Constitution  vest  all  legislative  power  in  the 
Congress,  but  It  was  even  more  particular  when  it  came  to  providing 
for  legislation  imposing  taxes  upon  the  people,  for  it  provides  that — 

"AH  bills  for  raising  revenue  shall  originate  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives." 

The  House  of  Representatives  was  then  and  for  more  than  a  century 
the  only  branch  of  Congress  or  the  Government  directly  chosen  by  the 
people.  For  this  reason  the  Constitution  provided,  and  still  provides, 
that  every  bill,  whatever  its  site  or  nature,  which  proposes  to  tax  the 
people  in  any  form,  shall  originate  in  the  body  which  the  people  them- 
selves directly  elect.  Notwithstanding  the  ptH)ple  now  elect  their  Sena- 
tors by  direct  vote,  this  provision  of  the  Constitution  has  never  been 
changed,  and  the  Senate  can  not  yet  originate  a  bill  levying  a  single 
dollar  in  taxes  upon  the  people  of  the  United  States.  But  Congress  as 
a  whole  has  been  asked  to  delegate  to  the  President  what  I  believe  to 
have  be«'n  the  exclusive  power  conferred  upon  it  by  the  Constitution, 
the  power  of  legislation  and  of  taxatiop. 

Not  only  did  our  forefathers  who  framed  the  Constitution  Intend  to 
give  to  Congress  the  exclusive  power  of  taxation  but  tbey  likewise  In- 
tended to  give  Congress  the  exclusive  power  to  expend  the  revenues 
raised  by  taxation.     The  Constitution  stipulates  that — 

"  No  money  shall  be  drawn  from  the  Treasury  but  in  consequence  of 
appropriations  made  by  law." 

By  reason  of  this  provision  neither  the  President  nor  any  other  execu- 
tive otHcer  can  expend  a  dollar  of  money  in  the  Treasury  except  by  the 
authority  of  an  appropriation  for  tliat  purpose  made  by  Congress. 

It  was  the  undoubted  purpose  of  the  framers  of  the  Constitution,  and 
ba.s  always  been  the  purpose  of  the  people,  to  retain  control  of  the 
purse  strings  of  the  Natiun  ;  to  retain  in  their  own  hands  the  power 
to  rnis<'  funds  by  taxation  and  to  expend  them  after  they  are  raised. 

Hence,  we  ask  oursolvos  and  the  country  the  question,  llow  can  | 
Congress  with  propriety  attempt  to  surrender  a  responsll>ility  which  i 
has  always  rested  upon  it  and  delegate  that  responsibility  to  the  bead 
of  the  Oovirnment,  or  any  subordinate  of  it?  How  can  the  chosen  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  seek  to  shirk  this  duty  by  attempting  to  shift 
It  to  other  shoulders?  And  If  they  bad  the  power  to  do  it,  why  ought 
they  be  permitted  to  do  it? 

In  objecting  to  Ibis  delegation  of  power  from  Congress  to  the  Presi- 
dent, we  stand  upon  the  broad  foundations  of  the  Constitution  under 
which  this  Nation  has  witnessed  the  most  remarkable  development  and 
expansion  which  has  occurred  In  the  history  of  mankind.     The  Constitu- 


tloa  has  been  changed  In  many  particulars  since  wrUten;  bat  It  haa 
never  been  changed  by  so  much  as  a  syllable  la  reaped  to  the  power 
and  respooNlMllty  of  C'>ngrr«ts  over  legislation  and  tnxation. 

In  olijecilng  to  thin  trnn«fcT  of  a  danger<nia  power,  we  do  not  aeHc 
to  destroy  or  hamper  the  Tariff  Commission.  The  Tariff  Comulatiloo 
was  created  by  the  Dnmorrallc  Party  under  the  act  of  lOlti.  It  w;ia 
created  as  a  fact-finding  body,  with  full  powers  of  invcatlgatloo.  and 
with  the  duty  to  report  to  (Umgrftm  it*  OiidlngH  of  fact  fur  um>  in  the 
writing  of  tariff  bills,  and  we  pp>(M>»e  to  pre«crve  it  in  that  rapacity. 

In  the  Fordnry-McCumber  Act  of  VJZ'J  the  law  was  so  changed  aa  10 
provide  for  filing  of  theae  reports  with  the  I'reirident,  whereupon  be  was 
gives  power  to  change  the  rates  as  alrendy  stated. 

Since  10::2  (be  President  bus  acted  on  some  37  report*,  and  in  almost 
all  of  them  except  S,  the  duty  has  been  raised  to  the  full  extent 
allowed  by  the  law,  wblle  the  five  instances  in  which  there  was  a  re- 
duction were  comparatively  inslgniflcant.  Among  the  five  decreases 
made  will  be  found  paintbrush  handles  and  lx>bwhite  quail ;  while 
among  the  iticreases  are  to  be  found  window  glass  for  the  home,  pig 
iron,  the  base  metal  for  farm  machinery,  structural  st(>el,  and  tools; 
and  straw  hats  of  the  cheaper  type  worn  by  those  unable  to  purchase 
the  higher  grades. 

Almost  on  the  day  when  the  President  raised  the  duty  on  pig  Iron 
under  the  flexible  law,  he  refused  to  reduce  the  duty  on  sugar,  although 
the  Tariff  Commission  recommended  such  a  reduction. 

Not  only  do  we  insist  that  Congress  has  no  right  to  confer  upon  the 
President  the  power  to  tax  the  people,  but  we  insist  that  It  is  unwise 
to  do  it,  no  matter  who  the  President  may  be  or  what  party  he  may 
belong  to.  This  fight  is  not  a  fight  over  personalities.  It  has  tio  more 
reference  to  Mr.  Hoover  than  to  Mr.  Coolidge  or  Mr.  Wilson,  or  any 
President  who  may  be  elected  in  the  future.  It  Is  no  answer  to  our 
objection  to  say  that  the  power  will  not  be  abused  by  any  particular 
President.  We  think  It  has  been  abused  in  several  instances  in  the 
past,  and  we  have  no  assurance  that  it  may  not  be  abused  at  some  time 
in  the  future. 

And  if  It  is  legal  and  wise  to  author ixe  the  Preeldent  (o  change  the 
tax  rates  50  per  cent,  why  not  go  the  whole  length  and  empower 
him  to  change  them  at  will?  And  if  we  can  delegate  to  him  the  power 
to  levy  or  to  change  tax  rates  in  a  tariff  bill,  why  nut  go  on  to  the 
logical  conclusion  of  the  proposition  and  authorize  bint  to  levy  all 
forms  of  taxes,  including  Income  taxes,  excise  taxes,  and  every  other 
form  of  tax?  In  other  words,  if  Congress  can  shirk  a  portion  of  its 
constitutional  duty  by  shifting  a  portion  of  the  taxing  power,  why  can 
it  not  shift  the  whole  responsibility  by  authoriaing  the  President  to 
levy  all  taxes?  And  If  we  can  thus  escape  the  burden  of  taxing  the 
people  who  elect  us  by  passing  It  on  to  the  President,  why,  then,  may 
we  not  violate  that  other  wholesome  provision  of  the  Constitution  which 
says  that  no  money  may  he  drawn  from  the  Treasury  except  In  con- 
sequence of  an  appropriation  made  by  law?  One  is  as  logical  as  the 
other.  One  is  aa  reasonable  as  the  otber.  One  is  as  righteous  as  the 
other. 

It  is  claimed  that  Congress  Is  slow  of  action,  and  that  It  can  not 
function  rapidly  enough  for  those  who  are  In  a  hurry. 

It  Is  also  claimed  that  In  the  nature  of  the  case.  Congress  can  not 
obtain  the  detailed  Information  on  thousands  of  items  In  a  tariff  bill 
with  sufficient  promptness  and  accuracy  to  enable  It  to  legislate  swiftly ; 
and  that,  therefore,  the  President,  who  can  be  swift  on  occasion,  ought 
to  be  clothed  with  the  power  to  act  in  a  hurry. 

The  President  has  no  more  time  for  personal  investigation  than  haa 
Congress.  W'ith  his  multitude  of  duties  he  can  not  make  the  Investiga- 
tions upun  which  he  acta.  The  Tariff  Commission  makes  the  Investiga. 
tions  in  either  case.  We  propose  that  the  Tariff  Commission  shall  n- 
port  its  facts  and  its  recommendations  to  Congress  through  the  Presi- 
dent, and  that  Congress  shall  determine  what  increases  or  redactions 
shall  be  made. 

I  contend  that  Congress  can  and  does  act  with  promptness  when  there 
is  emergent  occasion  for  It. 

In  1893  Congress  passed  a  tariff  MU  In  leas  than  six  months. 

In  1911  it  passed  a  tariff  bill  In  four  months. 

In  1911  it  passed  another  tariff  bill  dealing  with  wool  In  two  months. 

In  1911  it  passed  another  tariff  bill  dealing  with  cotton  in  less  than 
one  month. 

In  1921  It  passed  a  tariff  bill  in  less  than  two  months. 

In  1921  Congr(>K8  passed  anotb4>r  tariff  bill  in  less  than  six  weeks. 

It  has  become  fashionable  iu  some  quarters  to  denounce  Congress  and 
to  charge  It  with  Incompetence,  IntermtnaMe  delays,  and  with  log- 
rolling processes  in  the  making  of  tariff  bills. 

In  the  very  nature  of  popular  government,  legislative  bodies  are  fre- 
quently cumbersome  and  slow,  as  compareil  to  the  quick  deciaions  of 
men  dealing  with  their  private  business.  But  sliould  legislative  bodies 
be  abolished  or  belittled  because  they  Insist  that  important  matters 
affecting  the  people  shall  be  openly  discussed? 

There  is  not  a  single  governor  of  any  State  among  the  48  who  has 
the  power  to  tax  the  people  of  his  State.  That  power  belongs  to  the 
State  legislature.  Tbe  governor  can  not  change  tbe  rates  of  taxation. 
He  can   not  raise  or  tower  rates.     And  tbere  is  no  legislature  In  any 
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State  wMch  wonld  hf  witting  to  five  to  tb«  goremor  the  poirer  of  taxa- 
tion. That  power  the  people  have  always  retained  In  thetr  own  taanda 
throuKb  theJr  elected  repreaentatlTea. 

We  object,  therefore,  to  thia  tranafer  of  power  from  Coagnm  to  the 
Preaident — 

Because  It  la  In  violation  of  the  Constitntlon. 

Because  it  la  nnwiae  as  a  matter  of  policy. 

Because  taxes  leried  by  Conip-eaa  are  leried  In  the  open. 

Becaaae  taxea  leried  by  the  KzecntiTe  are  leried  In  tecret. 

Because  the  extenalon  of  thla  power,  even  If  In  part  legal  or  wise, 
would  lead  to  Its  illegal  and  nowise  ezpaoalon  in  the  fatore. 

Be<.-auae  the  people  are  entitled  to  the  opportanity  to  bold  tbeir 
chosen  representattrea  responsible  for  the  manner  in  whidi  they  levy 
taxen  apon  them  and  expend  the  money  after  It  la  levied.  Becanae  we 
believe  that  President  Hoover  waa  right  when,  in  the  campaign  last  year 
be  stated  In  a  speech  In  Boston  that — 

"  The  American  peoi^e  wlU  never  conaent  to  delegating  authority  over 
the  tariff  tu  any  commiasion,  whether  nonpartisan  or  bipartisan.  Our 
people  have  the  right  to  express  themselves  at  the  ballot  on  so  vital  a 
qoestlon  as  this. 

"  There  is  only  one  commlsalon  to  which  delegation  of  that  authority 
can  be  made.  That  la  the  great  commlasion  of  their  own  choosing,  the 
Congreaa  of  the  United  States  and  the  President.  It  la  the  only  com- 
miasiou  which  can  be  held  responsible  to  the  electorate.** 

It  is  for  this  sound,  fundamental,  well-stated  principle  that  we  are 
fighting.  We  are  seeking  to  maintain  the  fonndatlona  of  parliamentary 
government.  We  are  seeking  to  preserve  ti'.e  only  kind  of  taxation  that 
la  not  tyranny,  which  la  taxation  with  representation,  taxation  which 
la  Imposed  upon  the  people  by  their  chosen  agents  in  the  Congress 
which  tbey  have  establiabed  and  which  la  their  only  free  and  open 
forum. 

WUBXIMLM   PBtynSIOKS    or   THB   TAMOW   BUX — ADOmMam    BT    SBIATOK 

YANDCNBEBO 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr  President,  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the 
Rbookd  an  address  made  over  the  radio  last  evening  by  Senator 
VANDKirBnn,  of  Mitiiigan,  oo  the  flexible  provisions  of  the  tariff. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  RS0OI&,  as  follows: 

I  dlMuoa  the  flexible  tariff  from  the  viewpoint  of  tkose  BepoMieana 
who  agree  with  Preaident  Hsover  that  American  eomsMree  aad  agrlenl- 
tare  most  not  be  chaiaed  la  a  tarilf  strait-Jucket  aad  be  deoied  the 
chaaoe  to  me«t  new  emergenclea  with  new  economic  weapon*. 

We  start  with  the  propo«itk>n  that  there  caa  be  bo  Aaerteaa  proa- 
perity  without  adequate  RepubiieaD  protective  tariffa  wUch  offset  lower 
wage  and  living  ataadaida  In  competitive  foreign  laada.  Tkeae  differ- 
ences are  measured  In  general  tariff  laws  like  the  eaa  now  pendlag  In 
the  Senate,  CBabracing  486  prtftted  pagea  and  touehlM  Si.OOO  itcow. 
But  it  is  impossible  to  pass  such  a  bill  oftener  than  once  a  decade 
becanae  the  effort  SMnopoUaes  the  better  part  of  a  congfeaalonal  year. 
In  other  words.  It  ki  Imposatble  to  chants  tbeae  tmitffs  rnntresBtouallji 
daring  tbeae  laag  Intartadea,  a*  asattcr  kow  •coaoale  conditions  ebai«e 
or  how  vital  It  bacomea  to  meet  aew  condltiooa  with  Ugtaer  or  lower 
datlea.     We  arc  In  a  daageroaaly  rigid  tariff  viae. 

T^  maet  sach  emergeaciea  the  tariff  law  of  li>22  created  Sexlblllty, 
a  medium  through  wtiich  tariff  protectiOB  caa  int>greaa  with  the  tiakea. 
It  waa  a  recocaitlon  of  the  plaia  fact  tMmt  aothing  la  thto  aodern  w«rld 
la  static. 

Thla  fleodhUlt/  permita  the  PrealdeBt  to  mova  a  doty  ap  or  Aowa.  hot 
alwaya  withla  a  SO  per  cent  range  of  cfaaage,  whea  the  Bonparttaen 
Tariff  CoaimtaaiOB.  after  complete  Investigation,  recoanacads  that  proven 
dlffereaeea  la  prodaction  coata  at  hame  and  abroad  require  thaae  read- 
justmcnU.  It  permits  us  to  keep  pace  with  ch&nglng  time*.  It  la  a 
rul£  of  progresalve  eoaamon  senae. 

Since  1023  flexibility  has  operated  tblrty-aevea  tlBSca,  prodadng  32 
Increases  aad  5  rednctioaa.  In  these  daya  of  primary  concern  for  agri- 
culture it  ia  worth  remembering  that  this  flexibility  haa  produced  Uriff 
increaaes  In  behalf  of  the  farmer  on  wheat,  eggs,  butter,  ebarles.  oaioas. 
Bsilk,  cream,  and  flaxseed. 

To-day's  issue,  ralaed  primarily  by  the  Democratic  Party,  la  whether 
this  flpxibllity  shall  be  abandoned  In  behalf  of  an  expedient,  polltlral 
subterfngi>,  and  whether  oar  tariff  making  ahall  revert  to  the  Dark  Agea. 

IVrhaps  the  quickeat  way  to  Ulomiaate  the  iasne  la  to  aaalyie  the 
attitudes  of  flexibility's  foes  aa  they  inveigh  against  the  Hoover  recom- 
mendation and  the  majority  Bepabllcan  poaitioa. 

First.  They  charge  that  we  violate  the  Constirotioa  by  permitting  the 
Preaident  to  administer  Urtff  flexibility  within  limits  ordered  by  Con- 
gresH.  The  coaciustve  answer  la  that  the  Snpreaie  Coart  has  passed 
apon  this  spedflc  isaoe,  and  by  nnanimooa  decnioa  haa  deciarvd  thto 
flexibility  wholly  constltutloBaL  No  amoant  of  aoand  and  fary  In  the 
'Senate  foruoi  can  drown  out  this  mandate.  The  layman  takes  his  law 
from  ih«  Supreme  Court.  There  U  no  higher  aathortty.  When  we 
a»arch  with  a  ananlaoua  8upr«aa  Coart  we  amreh  with  the  Coastltn- 
tloa,  aad  ao  hoatUe  etoqueoee — however  aohly  mtdUated — caa  ambuah 
thla  condosioa. 
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■eeofid.  They   charge   that    this   Is   aa    onwarranrtable   delegatloB    of 

[ower.  On  the  contrary,  It  is  bat  a  delegation  of  mechanical  adminis- 
t-atk>n,  with  ultimate  control  remaiuing  always  in  the  Congress.  It 
I  mply  makes  the  aae  of  power  respomiive.  We  do  not  surrender  a 
frerogative.  We  merely  give  it  serial  vitality.  To  deny  aocb  a  prta- 
c  iple,  as  it  Is  belnK  denied  to-day  In  the  Senate,  ia  to  condemn  many 
I  ederal  agencies  without  which  modem,  complex  government  would 
t  il]  stajjnant.  To  force  American  proaperity  into  such  stagnation  ts 
s  licide. 

Third.  In  Undred  strain  they  charge  that  the  tariff  power  ia  a  taxing 
[iDwer  which  mtut  remain  with  CcnKretia.  The  answer  ia  that  the  power 
<i  oes  remain  with  Congress  when  the  President  can  act  only  within 
1  mits  which  Congress  Itaelf  prescrit>es,  and  when  even  this  narrow 
8  Iminiatrative  license  can  be  summarily  withdrawn  whenever  Congreaa 
V  Ills. 

Consider  an  analagous  situation.  Arc  not  transportation  charges  the 
most  persistent  of  all  the  taxes  that  we  pay?  Who  regulates  them? 
Congress?  No;  except  by  general  rule.  The  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
nii^sion  does  the  actual  Job.  Should  Congress  recapture  thia  authority 
and  attempt  to  write  all  the  time-tables  and  trade  rates?  No  sane 
pprson  would  suggest  such  premeditated  chaos.  The  principle  in  tariff 
flexibility  is  just  the  same.  It  can  not  be  a  virtuous  recourse  in  a  rail- 
r>ad  station  and  simultaneously  the  open  door  to  treason  at  a  custom- 
fa  Buse.  To  pretend  a  vital  difference  is  not  logic ;  it  is  sophistry.  In 
b)th  events  buainoas  is  not  static,  and  in  neither  event  can  it  survive  a 
s  atic  formula. 

Fourth.  They  charge  that  this  flexibility  is  unsafe  because  the  char- 
acter of  tariff  commissiona  and  Presidents  is  undepondable.  The 
ountry  will  smile  at  this — at  least  so  far  aa  President  Hoover  is  con- 
cerned, because  he,  like  his  illustrious  predecessor,  enjoys  a  common 
onfldence  which  is  a  benediction  on  the  Nation.  Indeed,  it  might  not 
bs  amiss  to  observe  that  it  waa  the  leadership  of  Mr.  Hoover  which  the 
c  )nntry  thought  It  was  choosing  last  November ;  and  nothing  indicatea 
tiat  the  country  has  changed  Ita  mind. 

But  let  UB  frankly  admit  that,  amid  other  and  splendid  services, 
t:iere  have  been  bad  spots  in  the  Tariff  Commission's  record.  What 
of  it?  Does  that  Justify  desertion  of  the  system?  Shall  we  do  away 
^ith  tanks  because  a  bank  occoaionally  falls? 

The  blacker  these  critics  paint  the  record  of  the  past  the  weaker 
teoomes  their  present  posture.  In  spite  of  this  record,  have  any  un- 
1  award  tariff  rates  resulted?  No  one  intimates  any  such  a  thing. 
i  hould  any  of  them  be  withdrawn  ?  No  such  proposal  Impends.  If  we 
lave  been  safe  under  the  conditions  that  are  alleged  to  have  obtained 
li  the  past,  there  certainly  is  no  hazard  for  the  future. 

The  wise  coarse  is  to  purge  and  improve  the  system — precisely  as  we 
low  are  attempting  to  do — rather  than  to  scuttle  the  whole  great  ad- 
venture. The  principle  is  vital.  If  its  administration  actually  haa 
teen  safe,  even  under  alleged  unhappy  auspices,  there  can  be  no  rational 
eccuse  for  its  abandonment  simply  because  one  disRents  from  these 
insplces.  Without  it  .American  Industry  and  agriculture  are  utterly 
insafe,  and — speakliig  through  a  vast  preponderance  of  spokesmen — 
lave  so  declared  themselves  in  powerful  terms. 

Having  made  these  four  basic  but  untenable  charges  against  us,  the 
opposition  then  pretends  to  offer  the  country  a  substitute.  It  would 
[rovlde  that  these  interim  tariff  changes  shall  come  back  to  the  pon- 
«ierous  Congress  for  flnal  action,  thus  substituting  Congress  for  the 
I  resident  as  the  flexing  agent.  But  like  most  substitutes,  it  is  a  poor 
iDltatlon  of  the  real  thing.  It  is  sham  and  delnslon.  It  Is  politics. 
Th«.  InOrmities  which  now  attach  to  general  tariff  making  would  re- 
attach to  this  perennial  submission  of  the  tariff  to  congressional 
s  nrgery. 

Bnt  thpy  say  we  shall  fti  it  so  that  when  the  Tariff  Commission  and 
t  le  President  recommend  a  changed  rate  to  Congress,  then  Congress 
must  confine  itself  to  this  one  item  or  matters  germane  thereto.  A 
pretty  fairy  tale!  This  Senate,  if  bent  on  political  mischief,  can  find 
aiything  "germane"  it  pleases.  We  might  start  with  innocent  little 
Sloe  strings,  discover  them  "  germane "  to  shoes,  shoes  to  leather, 
lather  to  hides,  hides  to  the  farm  problem,  the  farm  problem  to  the 
iiidostrial  problem,  and  toon  the  lowly  shoe  string  runs  Itself  Into  a 
g>neral  tariff  revision  and  Into  a  major  political  crisis. 

Thus  would  stntesmanshlp  keep  Itself  in  work  and  national  business 
ill  an  uproar.  If  ConRres.s,  Instead  of  the  President,  had  handl.d  the 
3  r  tariff  changes  that  have  occurred  since  1923— if  It  had  discussed  the 
t;  iriff  thirty-seven  times  in  six  years— It  would  have  done  nothing  else, 
aid  probably  would  not  have  finished  even  that,  if  running  true  to 
present  Senate  form. 

No ;  thia  substitute  Is  a  subterfuge.  It  does  not  make  either  for  the 
r-spouslve  speed  or  the  unpartisan  economics  whici.  we  require  in  our 
cimtlnuous  accommodation  to  the  tariff  needs  of  a  volatile  economic  era 
ill  which  uncertainties  abound  precisely  as  they  did  In  postwar  1»22  It 
U  a  longer  route.  It  is  a  political  highway.  It  is  a  treacherous 
f(rmula,  chiefly  caHmlated  to  Induce  hardening  of  the  tariff  artf-ries. 
And  what  could  be  more  parad<.ilcal  than  to  find  those  partisans  who 
emplani  the  loadest  against  errors  and  omissions  in  pending  tariff 
r  tes  also  fighting  the  harden  against  a  rational  flexibility  which  win 
p  trmit  these  errors  and  umiasions  to  be  cured  expeditiously  J 
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This,  then,  is  our  case.  Administrative  flexibility  in  tariff  law  Is 
approved  both  by  the  Constitution  and  by  common  sense.  Without  it 
the  country  ia  In  tariff  chains.  With  it  we  can  save  ourselves  in  the 
face  of  the  changing  conditions  in  a  changing  world.  Without  It  our 
prosperity  has  no  accident  InKiirance.  With  it  we  are  armed  to  sur- 
mount emergency.  President  Hoover  emphatically  recommends  It.  Ee- 
publicnn  majorities  in  House  and  Senate  approve  it.  although  It  should 
te  made  plain  that  the  majority  of  Senate  Itepubllcans  are  a  minority  of 
tt-e  Senate.  The  country  wants  it.  Our  common  economic  welfare 
needs  it.  I  do  not  quarrel  with  the  good  conscience  of  those  who  are 
opposed ;  but  I  submit  that  tbey  could  not  more  greatly  err  If  their 
counsels  were  solely  counsels  of  politics  or  folly. 

KEVISIOX   or  THE  TABinr 

The  Senate,  a.s  in  Cfunmittee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  lal>or,  and  for 
other  ptirposes. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  read,  and  ti>en  printed  in  the  Kecobd,  a  telegram  I  send  to 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
heurs  none,  and  the  cleric  will  read. 

The  Chief  Clerli  proceeded  to  rend  the  telegram. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  raise  a  point  of  order.  That  is 
an  attacl(  upon  the  senior  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  AshvkstI, 
who  Is  not  here,  by  the  way.  It  is  in  violation  of  the  rule,  and  I 
object  to  its  being  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Ol>jectlon  is  raised. 

Mr.  WATSON.     I  do  not  thinli 

Mr.  KING.     I  move  that  it  be  expunged  from  the  Recobd. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  move  that  it  be  excluded  and 
expunged  from  the  Record. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  did  not  read  It  very  carefully.  If  I  had 
thought  for  a  moment  it  was  an  attaclc  on  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona, I  would  not  have  aslied  to  have  it  read.  I  do  not  thinlt 
it  is  an  attaclc  on  him  at  all. 

Mr.  KING.     It  denounces  him. 

Mr.  WATSON.  It  is  a  comment  on  what  he  said  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KINO.     Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  WATSON.     If  the  Senator 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Just  a  moment.  I  have  the 
floor. 

Mr.  WATSON,    If  the  Senator  thinks  It  is  a  reflection 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    I  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  WATSON.    Then  I  will  withdraw  the  telegram. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  have  the  floor.  This  is  a 
most  unusual  and  extraordinary  proceeding,  and  I  am  greatly 
surprised  that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  would  present  such  a 
nies.'^age  to  the  Senate,  a  telegram  purporting  to  Incoriwrate  a 
resolution  adopted  by  a  foreign  a.ssembly  reflecting  upon  one  of 
his  colleagues  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WATSON.    It  is  not  a  foreign  assembly. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  mes.<'age  comes  from 
Toronto,  Ontario.  The  Senator  from  Indiana  has  had  the 
telegram  read  and  now  says  If  anyone  thinks  it  is  a  reflection 
on  the  Senator  from  Arizona  he  will  withdraw  it. 

The  Senator  from  Arizona  made  some  statements  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  a  few  days  ago.  No  action  was  taken  by  any 
Member  of  this  body  to  question  the  parliamentary  character  of 
the  language  or  proceedings.  If  the  Senate  is  to  open  its  doora 
In  this  way  to  attacks  from  external  agencies  on  Members  of 
the  Senate,  no  one  here  will  have  an  opportunity  for  defense. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  proceeding  of  such  a  character  that 
it  can  not  properly  be  characterized  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 
Language  suitable  to  designate  the  action  in  injecting  tltat 
message  into  the  record  of  the  United  States  Senate  can  not  be 
employed  here.  It  is  high  time  that  Senators  failing  or  unable 
to  answer  statements  or  arguments  made  in  this  tx>dy  should 
seek  to  employ  external  agencies  to  reflect  upon  fellow 
Members 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    When  they  are  absent 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Yes;  and  that,  too,  in  their 
absence. 
,  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  telegram  be  excluded  and  ex- 

punged from  the  Rbcord. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agi^eing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  WATSON.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     I  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No ;  I  have  the  floor. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas  was 
recognized  and  has  the  floor.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  to  expunge  from  the 
Record  the  telegram  in  question.  [Putting  the  question.]  The 
ayes  have  it.  and  the  motion  is  agreed  to. 

air.  SMOOT  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
to  yield  to  me  for  a  moment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  has  heretofore  held  that 
Senators  can  not  yield  to  other  Senators  for  speeches.  If  Sena- 
tors are  going  to  yield  for  speeches,  the  Chair  will  hold  that 
they  have  yielde«l  the  floor. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Then  I  desire  to  take  the  floor  In  my  own 
right. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
the  floor? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Very  well ;  I  yield. 

Mr.  WATSON*  The  telegram  in  question  was  handed  to  me 
to-day  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed],  to  whom 
it  was  a(Idres.sed.  I  looked  it  over  and  it  did  not  occur  to  me 
that  there  was  anything  in  it  like  an  attack  on  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  Abhttsst],  a  man  whom  I  regard  very 
highly,  and  certainly  as  one  of  my  real  friends  in  this  body.  It 
never  occurred  to  me  that  it  was  an  attack  on  him.  It  is  a 
telegram  really  from  the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  I 
thought  it  was  perfectly  harmless,  as  an  expression  of  their 
views  on  a  matter  which  had  taken  place  in  the  Senate,  to 
insert  it  in  the  Retoro. 

When  my  friend  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Bobinson] 
became  excited  about  it  and  thought  it  was  a  violation  of  the 
rules  and  of  courtesy,  of  course  I  was  entirely  willing  to  with- 
draw the  telegram,  and  I  have  withdrawn  it  or  would  have 
withdrawn  it  had  not  the  motion  to  expunge  it  been  made  and 
carried.  Of  coiu'se,  a  motion  to  expunge  something  that  has 
not  been  inserted  is  hardly  in  order,  the  telegram  not  having 
been  read.  Nevertheless,  whatever  the  situation,  inasmuch  as 
there  are  objections  to  it,  I  do  withdraw  the  telegram  and 
shall  not  ask  to  have  it  read  at  any  subseqnoit  meeting  of  the 
Senate. 

CITIZD^SHIP — ^ADDB^SS    BT    8ENAT0B    METCAUT 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  Metcau]  delivered  a  very  informative  address  in  Provi- 
dence, R.  I.,  on  October  9  on  the  subject  of  dtizensliip.  I  aak 
unanimous  consent  to  have  it  printed  in  the  Racobd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  address  is  as  follows : 

There  is  probably  nothing  which  raises  International  morale  so  moch 
as  open  conferences  among  the  nations  for  a  perpetual  peace,  the  doc- 
trines of  which  are  founded  upon  a  sound  premise. 

Since  our  experience  la  the  last  Great  War  we  have  witnessed  numer- 
ous spectacles  of  international  Import  which  had  for  their  purpose  the 
outlawry  or  the  elimination  of  war.  We  have  seen  numerous  confer- 
ences for  naval  parity,  and  we  have  seen  an  international  pact  for  the 
condemnation  of  war.  As  I  see  it,  the  development  of  this  phllosoi^y  of 
governments  for  the  past  11  years  has  led  to  one  thing,  and  that  is.  It 
has  prepared  the  world  for  the  adoption  of  a  sound  jwlicy  of  partial 
disarmament  and  arbitration. 

Only  two  days  ago  I  heard  the  Prime  Minister  of  Oreat  Britain 
address  the  Senate  on  the  subject  of  international  peace.  He  repeated 
that  a  war  between  Oreat  Britain  and  this  country  was  unthinkable. 
Such  a  war  is  unthinkable,  but  it  is  not  enough  for  us  to  know  that  war 
between  Oreat  Britain  and  the  United  States  Is  unthinkable.  We 
should  also  have  the  assurance  that  there  is  little  likelihood  of  armed 
hostility  between  any  countries  of  the  earth,  however  weak  or  small 
they  might  be.  The  creation  of  a  permanent  International  peace  is  not 
entirely  a  problem  of  diplomatic  Intercourse  between  the  olBdala  of  for- 
eign nations.  It  Is  rather  the  proper  discharge  of  the  reaponsibllitlefl 
of  dtlsenship  within  nations.  There  are  In  this  assembly  many  persons 
who  have  recently  become  citlaens  of  this  country.  There  are  others 
who  have  bad  the  voting  franchise  la  their  families  since  1776.  Begard- 
less  of  the  age  of  the  voting  privilege  of  any  individual  here,  the  degree 
of  his  responsibility  for  proper  government  Is  the  same.  In  my  Judg- 
ment, there  is  no  person  who  so  completely  neglects  his  duty  to  human- 
ity as  the  person  who  fails  to  discharge  his  obligations  of  dtlsenship. 
The  sovereign  power  of  the  United  States  is  vested  in  its  people.  The 
people  select  all  the  ofllcera  of  governmeat,  who  la  tarn  are  charged  with 
the  responsibility  of  interpreting  the  desires  of  the  people.  Law  and 
the  discbarge  of  law  is  not,  or  should  not  tie,  the  direct  obligation  of 
those  offlclala  of  government  who  write  laws  and  pot  tbem  Into  force. 
It  la  rather  your  responalbtllty  as  dtliena  of  this  country  to  see  that 
the  laws  which  are  adopted  are  thoae  which  you  believe  ex^na*  the 
desire  of  the  voting  power  of  the  country.  Ton  are  Indeed  false  betray- 
exs  of  the  faith  of  your  forefathen  If  you  fail  to  itudy  the  problems 
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which    confront   jroor   goTernai^at   aad    put   yoonelTes   oa   reeprd   as 
desliinc  a  certain  aolutlon  of  them. 

We  are  to-day  a  soTerelgn  power  under  obligation  to  no  nation  on 
tbe  face  of  the  earth.  Oar  country  waa  foacded  on  a  doctrine  of 
liberty.  Eyery  citizen  should  not  only  appreciate  tbe  many  advantage* 
which  are  the  heritage  of  an  American  bat  should  aa  well  feel  the  re- 
■ponaibility  which  he  haa  for  lielping  to  preaerre  those  priTlleges.  Toa 
can  do  so  by  studying  the  principlr-s  of  Americanism ;  by  abaorMng  the 
ideals  of  American  patriotism ;  and  by  votiug  your  conylctiona  In  the 
public  elections. 

You  can  help  your  public  officiala  by  expressing  to  them  yonr  riews 
on  subjects  of  national  importance.  It  la  no  small  task  for  a  leglalator 
to  accurately  determine  tbe  spirit  and  sentiment  of  a  nation  ao  large 
as  oars.  There  is  no  human  mind  endowed  with  a  capacity  to  under- 
stand the  problems  peculiar  to  all  sections  of  the  country.  We  in 
Rhode  Island  have  intricate  problems  which  are  entirely  foreign  to  the 
people  of  other  sections  of  this  Nation.  The  same  is  true  the  country 
over.  It  is  for  that  reason  that  you  were  given  representation  in  the 
Congress  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  i  know,  from  my 
experience  in  the  United  States  Senate,  that  that  body  Is  confronted 
with  hundreds  of  problems  of  a  strictly  sectional  nature.  Many  of 
them  are  of  ^treme  importance  to  the  groups  of  people  concerned.  It 
will  be  hnposslble  to  discuss  these  problems  in  my  short  time,  but  I  do 
hope  that  you  will  make  yourselves  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the 
interests  which  Rhode  Island  has  in  the  Federal  Government  and  also 
with  the  problems  which  are  Important  to  the  Nation  as  a  whole. 
Your  Senator  serves  as  the  interpreter  of  your  sectional  problems  In  the 
Senate,  and  to  him  the  remainder  of  the  Senate  looks  for  guidance  in 
passing  Judgment  npon  tben.  He  can  not  act  wisely  unless  the  peoplo 
who  elected  him  take  an  Interest  in  the  issues  of  the  day  and  make 
known,  both  at  the  polls  and  by  peraonal  contact,  tbelr  views  tn  rela- 
tion to  those  lasues. 

Tbe  proper  disefaartce  of  tbe  obligationa  of  citisenshlp  Involves  three 
distinct  things.  First.  It  involves  tbe  understanding  and  appredatlon 
of  tbe  tdeala  of  American  liberty  and  patriotism  ;  second,  a  consctentlons 
dtaeharga  of  CIm  voting  power  and  tke  eonaeqaent  election  of  pnblie 
oaclal»^^h«  are  booeat,  capable,  and  devoted  to  the  Interests  of  their 
covntry ;  tUrd,  a  collective  movement  toward  the  education  of  all 
people  to  a  thorough  understanding  of  American  proMems  and  Amerieao 
prtvUegea.  Tba  great  bnik  of  Anaerlcan  dtlsenry  Inelndes  people  of  all 
races  and  from  all  lands.  In  the  establishment  of  this  country  who 
iSemonstrated  a  greater  and  aaore  noseiash  patriotism  than  that  hero  of 
the  Polish  nation.  Count  Pulaski  7  This  great  pioneer  from  Poland  Laid 
down  his  life  for  a  new  country.  He  bad  no  loved  ones  to  protect  and 
no  home  or  property  in  danger.  He  gave  his  life  for  tbe  freedom  of  all 
men.  and  by  this  sacrifice  be  made  for  the  Polish  nation  a  place  in  the 
heart  of  America.  Some  of  the  best  minds  and  patriots  of  England 
drew  away  from  the  mother  country  and  established  for  themselves  new 
doctrines  of  freedom  in  this  country,  and  they,  too,  were  among  the 
leaders  of  tbe  Amerleaa  BevointloB.  They  biased  a  new  trail  tor  tbe 
establishment  of  American  freedom  and  American  lik>erty  for  an  Bngttsh 
people.  What  better  example  of  true  American  patriotism  do  those  in 
this  country  have  tiaaa  the  pe<^le  of  EngMsb  ancestry  who  made  aacrl- 
flces  for  American  freedom!  From  France  came  Lafayette,  followed 
by  tiMusands  of  soldiers  with  French  blood  in  their  veios.  Ttiey,  too. 
foagbt  for  the  new  American  principle  and  made  a  place  for  the  French 
blood  In  the  great  bulk  of  AaMrlcan  citlaenry.  What  better  claiss  to 
the  American  doctrlae  can  aay  people  have  than  the  mtan  of  Italy,  who 
gave  to  the  world  Christopher  Columboa,  the  first  to  make  known  to  the 
Old  Continent  the  existence  of  this  land  favored  of  OodT  After  all, 
America  ia  a  land  composed  of  ali  races  and  of  all  creeds,  who  aalte 
under  the  one  doctrine  of  pore  Americanism. 

Tbe  atory  la  told  that  a  Frenchman,  aa  Italian,  and  an  EogUt^hman, 
and  an  American  were  aitting  one  day  discusatng  elephants.  The 
Italian  with  his  esthetic  sool  was  dlscuaeing  the  KStlietic  qaaiitles  of 
the  elephant ;  the  Frenchman  dissertated  at  length  upon  the  great  tem- 
per of  the  elephant;  the  Englishman  dwelt  almost  entirely  upon  the 
stubbornness  of  the  elephant;  while  the  American,  after  waiting  until 
all  had  giveB  their  views  upon  this  gigantic  creature  of  the  Jangle, 
devoted  hla  conversation  entirely  to  the  discussion  of  bigger  and  better 
elephants.  Here  we  have  a  composite  picture  of  wkat  thla  eoantry 
means.  We  have  people  from  all  parts  of  tbe  world,  who  contrlbnte 
new  character^.stics  and  new  basic  foundations  of  human  nature  to  Ute 
great  mass  of  citiaenahip.  While  all  of  them  may  see  the  elepliant  from 
various  viewpoints,  yet,  collectively  aa  American  citiaena,  they  devote 
themselves  to  bigger  and  better  elephanta.  Let  os  aU,  Mgardless  of 
what  our  ancestry  may  have  been,  devote  ooraelve*  to  a  bigger  and 
better  America. 

As  United  States  Senator  fron  Kbode  IsUad.  I  hava  tried  to  rapr*. 
aent  you  to  the  best  of  my  abUity.  In  tbe  first  place.  I  b*Te  tried  to 
interpret  what  ia  heat  for  Rhode  laland  and  theo  watt  to  aceoapllah 
those  things.  In  the  second  place,  I  have  tried  to  Interporet  what  is 
best  for  the  Nation  aa  a  whole,  and  east  oa*  of  Rhode  Island's  vote* 
for  thoM  thiaga.  I  want  to  kaow  exactly  how  any  vote  aboald  he 
eaat  and.  aa  I  have  aald  htfere.  it  ia  iaipoHlble  for  oo*  aataid  to  he  able 
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to  accarately  determine  the  viewpoints  of  all  people.  If  you  have  an 
splnion  on  naval  disarmament,  on  world  peace,  on  tbe  protective  tariff, 
»n  tbe  appointment  of  public  officials,  or  upon  any  matter  which  con- 
cerns tbe  prerogative  of  a  United  States  Senator,  I  want  you  to  express 
~  t  to  me  rfther  personally  or  by  letter.  I  feel  that  the  appointment  of 
?'ederal  officials  should  be  made  without  regard  to  political  expediency. 
Ulen  In  public  office  should  first  be  honest ;  second,  they  should  be  loyal 
to  the  Interests  of  their  State,  ratber  than  to  a  political  party ;  and 
third,  they  should  be  capable  of  discharging  their  official  obligations  in 
in  intelligent  manner. 

niose  FedenQ  offlciaia  who  are  selected  by  appointment  are  to  a  large 

iXtent  tbe  prerogative  of  the  Senator,  and  as  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

thode  Island  may  rest  "assured  that  I  will  continue  to  try  to  place  in 

>fflce   those   men   best   suited   to   it  and   who    I    personally   know    to  be 

KNiest,  loyal,  intelligent,  and  capable.     Those  officials,  both  of  tbe  State 

ind  of  the  Nation,  who  are  selected  by  public  election,  are  one  of  the 

>bllgatlons  of  all  of  yon  as  American  citlxens.     You  should  try  to  fulfill 

Jiis  obligation  by  determining  whether  a  candidate  Is  honest,  loyal,  and 

capable  before  deciding  how  you   will  cast  your   vote.     By  all  means, 

>revent  yourself  from  drifting  into  that  category  of  undesirables  who 

<  \o  not  take  eaough  interest  in  their  State  or  in  their  country  to  cast  a 

rote  on  election  day.     You  should  take  great  pride  in  tbe  privilege  of 

I  egiatry  and  lu  the  privilege  of  voting.     It  is  your  inherent  right  and 

ran  not  be  taken  from  you,  and  a  privilege  which  should  be  treated  in 

accordance  with  ita  sacred  qoalities. 

In  dosing  I  should  like  to  make  one  plea — that  is  to  forget  these 
iibstract  barriers  of  race  and  creed  and  come  to  the  full  realization  that 
*re  are  all  American  citizens  with  the  same  obligations  to  our  State 
ind  to  our  country,  and  with  the  same  privileges  of  participating  in  tbe 
I  ;lorles  of  an  ideal  Government.  It  can  not  be  Ideal  without  your  help, 
I  nd  it  can  not  continue  to  be  democratic  without  the  Interest  of  every 
.Lmerlcaa  citizen.     I  thank  you. 

■nXKENCE  OF  EZKC'UTIVB  KESSAQES 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  refers  to  the  appropriate 
committees  sundry  execotlTc  messages  received  from  the  Presi- 
lent  of  the  United  States. 

KEMBEB8  OF  FABM   BOARD 

Mr.  McNABY.  I  asJc  unanimous  consent,  out  of  order,  as  In 
>pen  executive  session,  to  report  favorably  from  the  Committee 
)n  Agriculture  and  Forestry  the  nondnation  of  the  members  of 
he  Federal  Farm  Board,  and  I  ask  that  the  names  of  the  nomi- 
lees  go  to  the  Executive  (Calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

RECESS  TTNUL   MONDAY 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.-  President,  at  the  earnest  request  of  a  great 
lumber  of  Senators  I  intend  to  move  that  the  Senate  take  a 
•ecess  until  11  o'clock  on  Monday.     In  the  meantime  I  would 

!ike  to  say  that  it  is  my  desire  to  hold  a  conference  with  the 
eader  on  the  Democratic  side  at  some  time  to-morrow  to  see  if 
t  is  not  possible  to  arrange  some  kind  of  a  program  in  order 
'hat  we  may  make  some  headway  with  the  bill. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a  ques- 
ion? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
o  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Will  not  the  Senator  provide  in  his  motion 
;  or  a  recess,  If  we  are  not  going  to  meet  to-morrow,  that  we 
iihall  meet  at  10  o'clock  on  Monday  morning? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  want  to  bring  that  question  up  to-day, 
>ecause  I  have  not  discussed  it  with  the  leaders  on  the  other 
!  ide  ot  the  Chamber.  I  would  like  to  have  that  done,  but  I  am 
liot  going  to  ask  it  to-day. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President;  may  I  say  to 
he  Senator  from  Utah  that  In  conjunction  with  my  colleagues 
'rho  are  especially  interested  In  the  consideration  of  the  bill  I 
ihall  be  glad  to  adrise  and  confer  with  him  with  a  view  to 
leelng  whether  gome  arrangements  may  be  effected  for  facili- 
tating the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  now  move  that  the  Sen- 
iite  take  a  recess  until  Monday  next  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  5  o'clock  and 
)  minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  recess  until  Monday-,  October  14,  1929. 
I  it  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 
J:t€cutive  nominations  receit-^d  Ity  the  Senate  Octoher  11  (legit- 
lative  day  of  September  SO),  1929 
Ambassador  Extbaobmnaby  and  Plenipotentiaky 
Irwin  B.  Laoghlin.  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be  ambassador  ex- 
1  raordinary  and  plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of  America 
lo  Spain. 
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AssiSTAXT  SrrtOEON  n»  the  Px-blic  Health  Service 
Dr.  Frederick  W.  Kratz  to  be  assistant  surgeon  In  the  Public 
Health  Service,   to   take   effect   from   date  of  oath.      (Doctor 
Kratz  has  passed  the  examination  prescribed  by  law  and  the 
regulations  of  the  service.) 

Appoii»tme?it  in  the  Armt 

MEDICAL    administrative    CORPS 

To  be  $ei-ond  lieutenant 
Staff  Sergt.   Lewis  Miller  Gould,  Medical  Department,  with 
rank  from  October  5,  1929. 

Appointment,  by  Tbansfek,  in  the  Armt 
TO  chemical  warfare  service 
First  Ueiit.  Edwin  Clark  Maling,  Infantry,  with  rank  from 
October  9,  1924. 

PnOMOTIONS  IN  THE  ArMT 

To  be  colonels 
Lieut.  Col.  Henry  Joseph  McKenney,  Cavalry,  from  October 

3,  1929. 

Lit'ut.  Col.  Oscar  Alonzo  McGee,  Cavaln*.  from  October  8, 
1929. 

To  be  lieutenant  colonels 

Maj.  Ira  Longanecker,  Air  Corps,  from  OctobCT  3,  1929. 
Maj.  William  Robert  McCleary,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 
October  8,  1929. 

To  be  majors 

Capt.  Rinaldo  Louis  Coe,  Cavalry,  from  October  2.  1929. 
Capt.  John  Warren  Cotton,  Infantry,  from  October  3,  1929, 
Capt.  William  Clarke,  Field  Artillery,  from  October  8,  1929. 

DENTAL   CORPS 

To  be  majors 

Capt,  Rlcliard  Foster  Thompson,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4, 
1929. 

Capt.  Walter  Davis  Vail,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4,  1929. 

Capt.  Clement  John  Gaynor,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4, 
1929. 

Capt.  Walter  Andrew  Rose,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4, 
1929. 

Capt.  Eugene  Alonzo  Smith,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4, 
1929. 

Capt.  Alvln  Ellsworth  Anthony,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4, 
1929. 

Capt.  Fletcher  D.  Rhodes,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4,  1929. 

Capt.  William  Bums  Caldwell,  Dental  Corps,  subject  to  ex- 
amination required  by  law,  from  October  4,  1929. 

Capt.  Lewis  Walter  Maly,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4,  1929. 

Capt.  Glover  Johns,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4.  1929. 

Capt.  Le-slie  Dean  Baskin,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4,  1929. 

Capt.  Dell  Stuart  Gray,  Dental  Cx)rps,  from  October  4.  1929. 

Capt.  William  B.  Stewart,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4.  1929. 

Capt.  Roy  Raymond  Newman,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4, 
1929. 

Capt.  Boyd  Lee  Smith,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4,  1929, 

Capt.  Avery  Giles  Holmes,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4, 
1929. 

Capt.  George  Robert  Kennebeck,  Dental  Corps,  from  October 

4,  1929. 

Cai)t.  Horace  Ray  Finley,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4,  1929. 

Capt.  Jo«>eph  Lyon  Boyd.  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4,  1929. 

Capt.  Edwin  St.  Clair  Wren,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4, 
1929. 

Capt.  Richard  Curran  Hughes,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4, 
1929. 

Capt.  Ernest  Patton  Damaron,  Dental  Corps,  from  October  4, 
1929. 

Promotions  in  the  Navt 

Commander  George  S.  Bryan  to  be  a  captain  in  the  Navy  frtMn 
the  1st  day  of  October,  1929. 

Lieut.  Frank  L.  Worden  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  in  the 
Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1929. 

Lieut.  Conrad  L.  JacolKsen  to  l)e  a  lieutenant  commander  in 
the  Navy  from  the  16th  day  of  August,  1929. 

Lieut.  Kenneth  Floyd-Jones  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  in 
the  Navy  from  the  31st  day  of  August.  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Herschel  A.  Smith  to  be  a  lieutenant 
in  the  Navy  from  the  9th  day  of  April,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Howard  B.  Orwn  to  be  a  lieutenant  in 
the  Navy  from  the  16th  day  of  June,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  David  B.  Justice  to  be  a  lieutenant  in 
the  Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  July.  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Charles  O.  Humphreys  to  be  a  lieu- 
tenant In  the  Navy  from  the  6th  day  of  September,  1929. 


Ensign  Thomas  J.  McGeoy  to  be  a  lieutenant  (junior  grade) 
in  the  Navy  from  the  4th  day  of  June,  1928. 

The  following-named  ensigns  to  be  lieutenants  (junior  grade) 
in  the  Nuvy  from  the  3d  day  of  June,  1929 : 

Jtrfin  M.  Taylor.  Fondville  L.  Tedder. 

Rol)ert  B.  Goldman.  Hugh  D.  Black. 

Robert  R.  Johnson.  Nelson  M.  Parry. 

Medical  Inspector  Paul  R.  Stalnaker  to  be  a  medical  director 
in  the  Navy  with  the  rank  of  captain  from  the  Ist  day  of  July, 
1928. 

The  following-named  medical  inspectors  to  be  medical  di- 
rectors in  the  Navy  with  the  rank  of  captain  from  the  1st  day 
of  July,  1929: 

Herbert  L.  Kelley. 

Henry  L.  Doliard. 

Kent  C.  Mel  horn. 

Pay  Inspector  Fred  E.  McMIllen  to  be  a  pay  director  in  the 
Navy,  with  the  rank  of  captain,  from  the  Ist  day  of  July,  1929. 

Lieut  (Junior  Grade)  Lloyd  H.  Thomas  to  be  an  asutistant 
paymaster  in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  lieutenant  (junior 
grade),  from  the  5th  day  of  June,  1927. 

The  following-named  naval  constructors  to  be  naval  con- 
structors in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  captain,  from  the  1st 
day  of  July,  1928 : 

Herbert  S.  Howard. 

Lee  S.  Border. 

The  following-named  chief  boatswains  to  he  chief  boatswains 
in  the  Navy,  to  rank  with  but  after  ensign,  from  the  dates  indi- 
cated opposite  their  names,  to  correct  the  date  of  rank  as 
previously  nominated  and  confirmed : 

Fred  Michaells,  March  23,  1926. 

Kenneth  C.  Ingraham,  October  7,  1926. 

Henry  M.  Brun.  July  20,  1927. 

Chief  Gunner  William  M.  Coles  to  be  a  chief  gunner  In  the 
Navy,  to  rank  with  but  after  ensign,  from  the  4th  day  of 
August,  1927,  to  correct  the  date  of  rank  as  pre%'lously  nomi- 
nated and  confirmed. 

Chief  Pay  Clerk  Roderick  C.  Outten  to  be  a  chief  pay  clerk  in 
the  NaNT.  to  rank  with  but  after  ensign,  from  the  Hth  day  of 
May,  1923,  to  correct  the  date  of  rank  as  previously  nominated 
and  confirmed. 

Pay  CSerk  James  D.  Turnbull  to  be  a  chief  pay  clerk  in  the 
Navy,  to  rank  with  but  after  ensign,  from  the  3d  day  of  Decem- 
ber, 1927. 

The  following-named  pay  clerks  to  be  chief  pay  clerks  in  the 
Navy,  to  rank  with  but  after  ensign,  from  the  3d  day  of  June, 
1928: 

Albert  F.  Bily. 

Edwin  C.  Millard. 

Herman  Schub. 

Pay  Clerk  Andrew  L.  Frellnger  to  be  a  chief  pay  clerk  in  the 
Navy,  to  rank  with  but  after  ensign,  from  the  27th  day  of  April, 
1929. 

POSTMASTEBS 
ALABAMA 

M.  Lee  Hammond  to  be  postmaster  at  Whistler,  Ala.,  In  place 
of  H.  M.  Saunders,  retdgned. 

ASKAN6A8 

Charles  W.  Swihart  to  be  postmaster  at  LeachTiUe,  Ark.,  in 
place  of  S.  D.  Thoma^son,  removed. 

CALIFORNIA 

Antoinette  E.  Williams  to  be  postmaster  at  Merced  Falls, 
Calif.     Office  became  presidential  October  1,  1929. 

Hazel  Hooker  to  be  postmaster  at  Waterman,  Calif.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

FLORIDA 

Carter  T.  Daves  to  be  postmarter  at  Babson  Park,  Fla.,  In 
place  of  C.  T.  Daves.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Decem- 
ber 20,  1928. 

Jefferson  Gaines  to  be  postmaster  at  Bocagrande,  Fla.,  in 
place  of  Jefferson  Gaines.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  28,  1928. 

Adam  E.  Koehler  to  l)e  postmaster  at  Jacksonville  Beach. 
Fla.,  In  i^ce  of  A.  F..  Koehler.  Incumbent's  commissioD  ex- 
pired January  26,  1929. 

Charles  E.  Getchell  to  be  postmaster  at  Kelsey  City,  Fla.,  in 
place  of  F.  J.  Owens,  resigned. 

Robert  V.  Hedges  to  be  postmaster  at  La  Belle,  Fla.,  in  place 
of  F.  W.  Hall.     Incumbent's  commission  expired  Mardi  1,  1928. 

Nellie  P.  Perry  to  be  postmaster  at  Lake  Jovita,  Fla.,  in 
place  of  N.  P.  Perry.  Incumbents  commission  ezi^red  Decem- 
ber 20,  1928. 
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Fraocis  C.  LeavlDS  to  be  port  master  at  Ponce  de  Leon,  JTa., 
In  iriace  of  F.  C.  Leavins.  Iiicumt>ent's  commission  expired  De- 
cember 20,  1928. 

Homer  T.  Welch  to  be  postmaster  at  Sarasota,  Fla.,  in  i^ace 
of  H.  T.  Welch.  Incumbent's  commission  exiHred  January  8, 
1928. 

Amanda  H.  Richards  to  be  postmaster  at  Wewahitchka,  Fla. 
Office  became  presidential  July  1,  1928. 

Edward  O.  Sawyers  to  be  postmaster  at  Zolfo  Si»ings,  Fla., 
in  place  of  E.  O.  Sawyers.  Incumbent's  commission  expired 
May  14.  1928. 

IDAHO 

Edwin  M.  Whltzel  to  be  postmaster  at  Dubois.  Idaho,  in  place 
of  A.  W.  Gayle,  removed. 

ILLINOIS 

Louis  A.  Willman  to  be  postmaster  at  Metamora,  TIL,  in  place 
of  L.  A.  Willman.  Incumbent's  commission  exi^red  May  14, 
1928. 

INDlA?fA 

T>ols  J.  Gnstafson  to  be  postmaster  at  Chesterton,  Ind.,  in 
place  of  A.  R.  Gustafson,  deceased. 

OrylUe  D.  Evans  to  be  postmaster  at  Oolitic.  Ind.,  in  place  of 
Lillie  Robbins,  removed. 

IOWA 

Lucy  A.  Moon;  to  be  positmaster  at  Marble  Rock,  Iowa,  in  place 
of  E.  Y.  Walster.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  December 
10.  1928. 

Melvln  A.  Smith  to  be  postmaster  at  Meservey,  Iowa.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

KANSAS 

Allen  W.  Howland  to  be  postmaster  at  Ludell,  Eans.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1,  1920. 

KENTUCKY 

Bex  A.  O'Flynn  to  be  a  postmaster  at  Utica.  Ky.,  in  place  of 
R.  A.  O'Flynu.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  January  30, 
1929. 

IfAINI 

Marion  L.  Prefoott  to  be  po<;tmaster  at  Hollls  Center,  Me., 
In  phice  of  I.  J.  Bradbury,  resigned. 

Louis  S.  IsbeU  to  be  postmaster  at  North  Anson,  Me.,  in  place 
of  L.  S.  IsbeU.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  December  13, 
1928. 

XABTLAND 

Edgar  S.  Wootton  to  be  postmaster  at  Halethorpe,  Md.,  in 
place  of  C.  S.  Houghton,  removed. 

_^  MICHIGAN 

Aaron  E.  Davis  to  W  postmaster  at  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  in 
place  of  R.  G.  Hill,  deceased. 

MONTANA 

Joseph  Rf>rvik  to  be  postmaster  at  Circle,  Mont.,  in  place  of 
J.  J.  KendUr,  resigned. 

NEBKASKA 

Earl  S.  Brindle  to  be  postmaster  at  Belvidere,  Nebr^  in  i^ce 
of  W.  I.  Tripp,  resigned. 

Bertha  C.  Levenbnrg  to  be  postmaster  at  Madrid.  Nebr.,  in 
place  of  B.  L.  StraasM',  rcmored. 

George  Martin  to  be  postmastt^r  at  Stooeharbor,  N.  J.,  in 
place  of  O.  F.  Ferrec,  resigned. 

NEW   TOKK 

Fred  R.  Bennett  to  be  postmaster  at  Water  Mill,  N.  T.,  in 
place  of  Vernon  Vaughn,  removed. 

KOBTH   DAKOTA 

Frances  Meagher  to  be  postmaster  at  Velva,  N.  Dak.,  in  place 
of  J.  R.  Meagher,  deceased. 

OKIAHOMA 

John  C.  Ely  to  be  postmaster  at  Canute,  OkUu,  in  place  of 
E.  R.  Freels,  resigned. 

Joseph  A.  Godown  to  be  postmaster  at  Keyes,  Okla.  Office 
became  presidential  Jidy  1,  1929. 

PBNN8TLVAN1A 

Bertha  M.  Harter  to  be  postmaster  at  Mocanaqna,  Pa.  Office 
became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

Ella  J.  Dunlap  to  be  postmaster  at  West  Middlesex,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  8.  F.  Campman.  Incumbent's  cosamiaaioii  expired 
l|arch  14,  1929. 
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KHODE  ISLAND 

Kenneth  E.  Gardiner  to  be  postmaster  at  Warwick,  B.  I.,  In 
^ace  of  J.  A.  Hazard.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Decem- 
^r  16,  1028. 

TEXAS 

Lillian  L.  Hodieme  to  be  postmaster  at  Presidio,  Tex.,  in 
ilace  of  E.  L.  King,  resigned. 

Lee  R.  Grigsby  to  be  powtmaster  at  Sanderson,  Tex.,  in  place 
<^f  Tina  East,  removed. 

Mary  Featherhofif  to  be  postmaster  at  Velasco,  Tex.,  in  place 
4f  Mae  Woodruff,  resigned. 

WASHINGTON 

M.  Berta  Start  to  be  postmaster  at  Winslow,  Wash.  Office 
lecame  presidential  July  1.  1929. 


SENATE 

Monday,  October  U,  1929 

(^Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
<ece.ss. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roil,  and  the  following  Senators 
Answered  to  their  names: 

J  Hen  Frazier  Keye3  Sbortridge 

i  .shurst  Gpor^e  King  Simmnna 

]  larkley  Gillett  La  Kollette  Smith 

1  tingbam  Glass  MoKellar  Snioot 

Ulack  Glenn  MrMaster  Steck 

Haine  Goff  McNary  Steiwer 

lH<ase  Goldsborough  Metcalt  Siephi-ns 

lorah  Gould  Norbeok  Swunson 

trattoQ  Greene  Norria  Thomas,  Idaho 

Irock  Hale  Nye  Thomsis.  (Jkla. 

irookhart  Harris  Oddie  Trainraell 

:'apper  ,   Harrison  Overman  Tydiiigs 

araway  Hiistini^s  I'atterson  Vaiidt-nberg 

"onnally  Hatfield  I'lilpps  Wagner 

optland  Hiiwcs  I'liie  Walcott 

Jouzena  Haydcn  Pittmaa  Walsh,  Unsa. 

'iitting  Hefiln  Ransdell  Walsh.  Mont. 

)ale  Howell  Iteed  Warren 

>neen  Johnson  Robinson,  Ark.         Waternmn 

>111  Jones  Robinson,  lud.  Wntson 

!klge  Koan  Schall  Wheeler 

i'ess  Kendrlck  Sheppard 

Mr.  FESS.  My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
iUBTON]  is  still  detained  from  the  Senate  by  illness.  I  ask 
hat  this  statement  may  be  allowed  to  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SCHALJj.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
^hipstead]  is  absent  because  of  illness.  I  ask  that  this  an- 
tounceinent  may  stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-seven  Senators  have  an- 
iwered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

THE  pending  TAR1F»-  BIIX 

Mr.  BORAH  Mr.  President,  I  ask  permis.slon  to  have  printed 
n  the  Rbcobd  an  article  from  the  American  Monthly  for  October 
vith  respect  to  the  pending  tariff  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  article  is  as  follows : 

[Prom  the  American  Monthly,  October,  19291 

TBS  FCMDINQ   TABirr  BIIX 

By  Clifford  E.  Fix 
The  Hawlcy-Smoot  tariff  bill  as  pasmd  by  the  House,  and  now  pend- 
ilig  ia  the  Senate,  embodios  two  important  modlflcatlons  of  the  flexlble- 
(arltt  system  accepted  by  Cougresn  In  lOJi;  In  tho  Fordnry.McC umber 
till.  The  first  of  the  amendments  seeka  to  provide  a  leas  rlfid  method 
Ihan  that  now  In  use  by  tlie  Tariff  CoramiMlon  for  determining  whether 

<  r  not  particular  rates  of  duties  prescribed  by  Congress  are  Rubject  to 
1  evision  by  the  President.  The  second  proporics  a  reorganization  of  the 
'  'ariff  CommlsKlon  In  order  to  expedite  action  upon  cases  submitted  for 
investigation  under  the  flexible-tariff  plan. 

The  first  modification  presents  a  question  of  fundamental  importance 
dnd  is  being  and  will  be  most  vigorously  attacked.  While  the  storm 
I  ages    regarding    favoritism    and   discrimination    in    certain   duties,    the 

<  oDsideration  of  a  graver  question  affecting  the  foundations  of  the  Con- 
stitution can  not  be  overlooked. 

The  flexible  Uriff  was  originated  In  the  Senate  during  consideration 
^  the  Fordney-McCumber  bill.  While  giving  the  I^rt^ident  wide  discre- 
llonary  power  to  readju.st  tariff  rates.  Congress  stated  explicitly  In  th« 
l|ordney-McCumber  Act  that  this  power  should  be  used  only  to  carry  out 

policy  "equalizing"  fonHgn  and  American  costs  of  production.  It 
^as  the  intention  of  the  bill  that  the  process  of  equalization  should  be 
(siTled  out  aeientiflcally,  in  contrast  with  the  unsatiafactory  methoda 
vhlch  had  been  used  in  the  past.     It  was  tiiougbt  possible  that  tii* 
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differences  between  costs  of  production  In  the  United  States  and  in  the 
principal  competing  countries  could  be  established  accurately  after 
thorough  economic  investis&tion.  It  was  specified,  therefore,  in  the 
Fordney-McCnmber  bill,  that  no  proclamation  altering  a  rate  of  duty 
should  he  Issued  by  the  President  until  such  an  Investigation  had  been 
completed  by  the  Tariff  Commission.  The  President's  discretion  was 
further  limited  by  provisions  that  increases  or  decreases  were  not  to 
vary  more  than  50  per  cent  from  the  rate  prescribed  by  Congress ;  that 
commodities  could  not  be  transferred  from  the  free  list  to  the  dutiable 
list  or  vice  versa ;  and  that  the  President  could  make  no  change  from 
the  form  of  duty ;  that  is,  ad  valorem  to  specific.  If,  however,  the 
method  of  equalization  prescribed  by  the  act  should  for  any  reason 
prove  impracticable  for  any  particular  commodity,  the  President  was 
given  authority  to  base  ad  valorem  rates  of  duty  not,  aa  under  ordinary 
crcum.'itances,  upon  the  value  of  the  Imported  article  in  the  foreign 
country  exporting,  but  upon  the  "American  selling  price  "  for  a  similar 
commodity  produced  In  the  United  States. 

The  broad  outlines  of  this  plan  are  being  retained  by  the  Hawley- 
8mcK)t  bill.  They  abandon,  however,  the  strict  "  cost  of  production " 
formula  and  substitute  therefor  a  new  policy  of  equalizing  the  "  condi- 
tions of  competition  in  the  principal  market  or  markets  of  the  United 
States  between  domestic  articles  and  the  like  or  similar  competitive  im- 
ported articles."  This,  on  its  face,  allows  the  President  and  the  Tariff 
Commission  such  broad  and  unlimited  discretion  in  choosing  the  factors 
to  bo  taken  Into  consideration  In  measuring  the  inequalities  In  the  "  con- 
ditions of  competition  "  that  it  at  once  challenges  the  attention  of  the 
thinking  public. 

If  tills  provision  is  adopted  it  would  provide.  In  substance,  that  the 
President  may  determine  whether  there  Is  any  Inequality  in  conditions 
of  competition  as  between  foreign  and  domestic  producers ;  and  if  he 
feels  that  there  is  such  an  inequality,  he  is  further  authorized,  within 
his  discretion,  with  the  aid  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  to  raise,  lower,  or 
suspend  the  duties  to  equalize  the  conditions  of  competition  in  the  mar- 
kets of  the  country.  He  exercises,  in  effect,  the  prerogative  of  imposing 
taxes,  being  authorized  to  change  classifications  and  duties,  and  he  may 
change  the  method  of  valuation  by  adopting  the  American  market  price 
in  lieu  of  foreign  export  price.  It  is  not  an  exaggeration  to  say  that 
this  is  the  most  far-reaching  delegation  of  congressional  power  to  a 
President  that  has  ever  been  attempted. 

If  the  provision  la  adopted,  it  must  ultimately  be  passed  upon  by 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  What  action  they  will  take 
is  problematical  in  view  of  recent  opinions  of  that  august  body ;  and 
in  view  of  their  established  policy  of  resolving  all  doubts  in  favor  of  an 
act  of  Congress.  It  is  possible  that  they  may  even  find  it  constitutional 
out  of  respect  for  the  so-called  "  legislative  will." 

The  question  may  arise:  Has  not  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff 
already  received  the  sanction  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  is  there  4ny 
further  constitutional  question  involved?  There  is  a  distinct  difference 
between  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  1922  and  the  provision  now  under 
consideration. 

A  brief  r^sum^  of  the  Supreme  Court's  deciolons  to  date  will  be 
illuminating.  The  question  was  first  considered  under  the  McKlnley 
reciprocity  statute  in  the  case  of  Fields  v.  Clark  (143  U.  8.  649).  The 
effect  of  this  statute  was  to  give  the  President  the  power  to  Impose 
certain  duties  on  specified  products,  which  Congress  specifically  pre- 
•Atbed,  if  any  country  Imposed  duties  on  certain  products  from  the 
United  States  so  that  they  were  reciprocally  unequal  and  unreasonable. 

Although  there  was  a  question  as  to  the  amount  of  discretion  which 
the  ^'resident  might  exercise.  It  was  defensible  In  that  it  involved 
no  jelegatlon  of  power  whatever.  The  contingency,  the  passing  of  the 
f./reigu  law,  was  an  ascertainable  fact,  and  the  President  merely  dis- 
charged the  ministerial  duty  of  proclaiming  the  existence  of  that  fact 
and  liy  reason  thereof  a  4iew  duty  went  into  effect. 

In  Hampton  r.  The  United  States  (276  U.  8.  394),  in  which.  It  may 
be  said,  the  Supreme  Court  sanctioned  the  act  of  1922,  or  the  existing 
law,  there  arises  a  more  difficult  question  and  that  decision  has  not  been 
accepted  with  auanlmlty.  These  provisions  w«re,  in  effect,  that  if  the 
cost  of  production  of  an  article  manufactured  abroad  and  the  coat  of 
production  of  a  like  article  made  in  the  United  States  were  unequal, 
the  President  might  make  a  change  in  duty  of  not  more  than  50  per 
cent  from  the  prescribed  rate  In  order  to  adjust  the  inequality  of  the 
cost  of  production. 

It  is  only  possible  to  Justify  this  decision  when  one  considers  the  con- 
servative policy  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  accept,  if  at  all  possible,  any 
legislation  which  Congress  posses,  as  within  the  Constitution.  But  in 
rendering  this  decision,  the  Supreme  Court  must  necessarily  have  ac- 
cepted two  basic  facts  ;  otherwise  it  la  incredibly  that  such  a  decision 
could  be  handed  down.  They  must  first  have  accepted  aa  a  premise 
that  it  would  be  possible  to  ascertain,  mathematlcaily,  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction here  and  abroad,  and  they  must  have  accepted  as  a  premise 
that  it  would  be  possible  by  mathematical  computation  to  adjust  the 
duties  In  order  to  equalize  the  costs  of  production. 

The  experience  of  the  past  several  years  unfortunately  has  conclu- 
sively shown  that  it  is  impossible  in  many  cases  to  ascertain,  with  any 
degree  of  certainty,  the  coats  of  production  abroad,  or  to  make  any 


mathematical  computation  of  the  difference  between  costs  of  pro- 
duction. 

Why  has  It  been  impossible?  Why  has  the  flexible  provision  been  a 
failure  7 

Commissioner  Marvin,  chairman  of  the  Tariff  Commission  since  1922, 
attributed  the  failure  of  the  flexible  tariff  to  function  aatisfactorlly  to 
the  terms  of  the  law  itself.  The  requirement  that  coats  of  production 
be  ascertained,  he  felt,  made  the  system  unworkable.  Vice  Chairman 
Dennis,  on  the  other  hand,  held  that  the  terms  of  the  law  were  broad 
enough,  but  said  the  plan  had  been  "  miserably  administered."  Com- 
missioner Costlgan  asserted  that  the  difficulties  with  the  flexible  tariff 
could  be  traced  directly  to  the  White  House.  He  charged  that  the 
President  has  undermined  the  "  impartlalty  of  the  commission's  mem- 
bership and  the  commission's  Judicial  independence  "  through  the  selec- 
tion of  commissioners  and  the  transmission  of  suggestions  on  the 
procedure  to  be  followed  by  the  commission. 

But  let  us  look  at  some  of  the  economic  difficulties.  Thomas  Walker 
Page,  chairman  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  who  submitted  his  resignation 
to  the  President  soon  after  the  flexible  plan  had  been  adopted,  said  in 
1925: 

"  Equalizing  costs  of  production  had  long  been  a  popular  phrase,  and, 
as  not  many  Senators  are  trained  economists  or  cost  accountants  or 
have  given  much  attention  to  the  ascertainment  of  costs,  they  took  tha 
phrase  at  its  face  value,  presumed  that  it  was  practicable,  and  wrote 
It  into  the  law.  Efforts  to  apply  it  have  proved  what  experts  already 
knew,  that  such  a  law  is  absolutely  impracticable." 

The  Impossibility  of  discovering  the  elements  to  be  taken  Into  con- 
sideration has  also  been  pointed  out  by  F.  W.  Taussig,  the  first  chairman 
of  the  commission.  Before  the  act  creating  the  conimlssion  bad  paosod. 
Doctor  Taussig  asserted  that  neither  the  "  equalization  of  competition  " 
or  of  "  costs  of  production  "  could  be  reduced  to  a  scientific  basis,  for 
"  there  are  no  scientific  laws  applicabi**  to  economic  problems  in  the 
same  way  as  the  laws  of  physics  are  applicable  to  engineering  problems." 

It  is  admitted,  even  by  proponents  of  the  flexible  tariff,  that  the 
flexible  provision  of  the   Pordney  McCumber  Act   is  a  failure. 

The  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  in  the  House  recognized  that  the 
two  premises  of  the  Supreme  Court  were  unsound.  It  -^as  felt  by  the 
committee  that  the  only  way  it  could  be  satisfactory  was  to  give  even 
a  greater  degree  of  latitude  in  the  President's  and  commission's  une  of 
their  discr(>tion  and  so  substituted  in  the  Hawley-Smoot  bill  "  condi- 
tions of  competition  "  for  "  costs  of  production."  In  other  words,  the 
bill  says  not  tliat  there  shall  be  the  power  of  the  President  to  increase 
a  rate  of  duty  to  adjuat  an  inequality  in  the  cost  of  production,  which 
are  questions  of  fact,  however  difficult  they  may  be  to  ascertain,  but  that 
the  President  shall  ascertain  or  determine  inequalities  in  the  "  conditions 
of  competition  "  and  adjust  the  rates  accordingly.  What  are  those  In- 
equalities? They  may  be  anything — moral,  spiritual,  financial,  political, 
or  anything  which  the  discretion  or  caprice  of  the  President  may  find 
useful.     There  appears  to  be  no  definite  restriction  on  the  President. 

It  is  easy  to  see  the  distinction  between  the  law  as  It  is  now  and  the 
proposed  amendment  and  to  see  the  unconstitutional  delegation  of  un- 
limited power  which  can  only  be  the  logical  flkd.  One  has  but  to  keep  in 
mind  the  clear  and  undisputed  words  of  the  Constitution,  which  says 
that  the  legislative  powers  are  to  be  invested  in  a  Congress,  and  which 
also  specifically  provides  that  Congress  shall  impose  taxes,  and  that 
bills  to  raise  revenue  must  originate  in  the  House  of  Beprcsentatives,  to 
understand  why  constltutlonalista  are  alarnted  and  are  vigorously  attack- 
ing this  provision. 

It  will  be  interesting  to  observe  the  action  of  the  Supreme  Court  In 
the  event  this  proposal  should  become  a  law.  Will  tbey  further  abids 
by  the  "legislative  will,"  or  will  they  decide  that  tb«  limit  has  been 
reached  and  that  the  delegation  of  essential  legislative  powers  has  been 
carried  too  far? 

Jambs  M.  Bcck,  in  a  recent  speech  in  which  he  attacked  this  proposal, 
likened  the  Supreme  Court  to  Hamlet  foilowlog  the  fbost  of  his  father 
in  the  first  act  of  that  tragedy.  The  court  follows  that  ghostly  thing 
called  the  "will  of  Congress."  It  follows,  as  the  Prince  of  Dminark 
followed  the  gbost,  with  timidity  and  trembUng  because  it  never  knows 
bow  far  CongreM  is  going  or  into  what  abyss  of  onoonstitutlonalisin  the 
ghost  may  lead  It.  Bat  finally  there  comes  a  time  when  the  court  sees 
that  It  is  approaching  some  perilous  cliff  and  it  says :  **  Whither  wilt 
thou  lead  me?     Speak,  I'll  go  no  farther." 

THE  NATIONAI.  DEFCNSB 

The  VICE  PRESIPENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Wisconsin  State  conference  of  the  Daughters 
of  t-he  American  Revolution  at  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  favoring  the 
maintenance  of  an  adequate  national  defense,  particularly  as 
to  the  Navy,  which  was  ref^red  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs. 

BEPOBT  OF   THE   COMlflTTKE   ON    CXAIMS 

Mr.  CAPPER,  from  the  CtHumlttee  on  Claims,  to  which  was 
referred  the  bill  (S.  1250)  for  the  relief  of  the  Oharleetown 
Sand  &  Stone  Co.,  of  Elkton,  Md.,  reported  it  with  an  anaend- 
ment  and  submitted  a  report  (No.  40)  thereon. 
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BEPfMtT  OV   NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  In  open  executive  session,  from  the  Finance 
Committee  I  report  certain  nominations  for  tlie  calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nominations  will  be  placed  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 

Mr.  THIPPS,  as  In  open  executive  session,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Offices  and  Poet  Roads,  reported  sundry  postal 
nominations,  which  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Executive 
Calendar. 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  firi^t  Ume,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  COPEI.AND: 

A  bill  (S.  1875)  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  emergency 
offi<'ers'  retirement  act  of  May  24,  1928,  to  emergency  warrant 
officers;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bill  (S.  1876)  for  the  relief  of  the  Columbia  Casualty  Co.; 

A  biU  (S.  1877)  for  the  relief  of  A.  &  M.  Karagheuslan 
(Inc.)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1878)  for  the  relief  of  B.  Lindner  St  Bra  (Inc.)  ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  TYDINGS ; 

A  bill  (S.  1879)  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  employees'  com- 
penisatlou  act  of  September  7.  191G,  to  Lilliuu  A.  Stocher  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana ; 

A  bill  (S.  1881)  to  correct  the  military  record  of  Harley  O. 
Hacker;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bill  (S.  1882)  granting  an  incretise  of  pension  to  Martha  R. 
Brown  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

BBQXjiATiaa  or  joa  oomukrcb 

Mr.  BRATTON  introduced  a  bill  (8.  1880)  to  regulate  inter- 
state and  foreign  air  commeroe,  which  was  read  twice  l»y  Its 
titie. 

Ifr.  JONS8.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  Mil  may  He  on 
tl»e  table  until  to-morrow.  I  am  incline<1  to  think  tl»at  the 
bill  sboaid  go  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce  instead  of  the 
Conunittee  ob  Interstate  Commerce;  but  I  should  Uke  to  haTe 
an  opportunity  to  examine  it.  I  ask  that  it  may  lie  on  the 
table  antll  to-morrow  so  that  I  can  exanine  it. 

The  VICE  PRESiDBNT.  Witheot  objection,  that  coarse 
will  be  taken. 

Mr.  JONTSJ  and  Mr.  KING  each  submitted  an  amendment 
and  Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts  submitted  two  amendments 
Intended  to  be  proposed  by  them,  respectively,  to  House  bill 
2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which  were  severally  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

OORODVT   D1 


Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  on  the  3d  of  October  I  had 
placed  in  the  Rocokd  a  statement  by  Congressman  Emantth, 
Cnx^  relating  to  the  packers'  consent  decree.  Armour  &  Co. 
thouflit  that  it  was  an  unfair  statement  and  have  made  an 
appeal  to  me  to  place  In  the  Rxcobd  a  statement  by  Mr.  F.  Edson 
White,  pn-sident  of  Armour  &  Co.,  replying  to  Mr.  Cnxm'a  state- 
■lent.  In  the  interest  of  ftilmees  I  think  that  this  request  should 
be  granted,  so  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  statement  may 
be  printed  In  the  Rbtoso. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered 

Tlie  statonent  is  as  follows : 

RepretentatlTe  Eumxvml  CWLua  is  tke  aatbor  of  «  statamcBt  In  the 
Co.NOBXsaioMAL  RxcQao  of  October  8,  1920.  protestisg  agalast  modiflca- 
tlon  of  tta«  packers'  consent  decree,  oa  the  groond  that  in  jtmn  gone  by 
the  Federal  Trade  ConunlaaiM  accoaed  the  meat  packera  of  Tartoos  tIo- 
latioas  of  lav.  Poaslbly  RepreaentatiTe  Cbixeb  does  not  know  t2uit  Ut» 
commisaion's  ebargea  were  the  reauU  ot  an  ex  parte  hearlac.  and  Uint 
every  charge  wbich  resulted  in  a  compUiot  failed  to  atand  op  wbca 
bearlnss  famiahed  opportunity  to  present  facta.  All  of  tb«  cwiplainta 
were  dismiased,  and  in  all  cases  except  one,  the  dismissals  were  by  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Itself. 

B«preiienUtlTe  Cauaa'a  statement  has  aaany  other  «R«rs  tm  It— 
•rrors  which  natuntlly  lead  to  wroac  eoncfcialons.  ror  example,  be  co»- 
fuaes  the  Armoar  Qraia  Co.  with  Armour  A  Co.,  wberens  the  two  corpo- 
rations had  nothing  In  common,  other  than  the  sarname  ** Armoar.** 

However,  tbe  contzoverates  of  a  decade  or  a  generation  tt«o  are  not 
Important  In  thia  Instance.  What  la  paaaed  is  gone.  A  new  day  la  here, 
and  what  cooata  now  ia  whether  or  not  the  pabUc — tbe  liTeatock  pro- 
ducer on  the  one  hand  and  the  meat  consumer  on  the  other — la  entitled 
to  the  beat  aetrVse  that  can  be  rendered  at  the  loweat  poaalble  chaiges 
for  aneh  oerrke. 

Tbe  righta  and  tateteata  e«  tbe  public  are  at  stake  and  they  coate 
before  tbe  InteresU  et  ttoae  for  whom  ReprcnentatlTe  CsLLaa  la  attorney 


aid  with  whom  tbe  packers  would  have  tbe  right  to  compete  if  tbe 
decree  be  modified  in  accordance  with  tbe  petitions  now  on  file  in  tbe 
Sipreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

The  coaaeot  decree  was  entered  a  decade  ago  to  cover  an  alleged 
si  nation  not  covered  by  existing  laws.  Since  the  entry  of  the  decree 
C<agre«3  has  placed  eomprehensivo  and  all-embracing  laws  on  tbe  statate 
bdoks — laws  which  are  ample  to  guard  agninst  all  and  any  of  the  alleged 
evLle  which  seemed  to  furnish  Justiflcatlon  for  tbe  ver>  ann»ual  agree- 
mi  'nt  knowD  ss  tbe  conttont  decree. 

The  difference  between  the  decree  aod  the  law  (packers  and  stockyards 
act)  is  that  the  decree  seeks  to  prevent  abase  by  limiting  tbe  use  of 
miiat-packer  facilities,  whereau  the  law  which  followed  it  permits  legiti- 
mate use  while  prevoatlng  abuse.  The  is«u.'>  is  wbetbor  tbe  meat  packers 
may  use  if  they  do  not  abuse  or  whether  they  may  not  even  use  such 
faiUitiea  and  such  equipment  as  exists. 

It  is  well  established  that  there  are  advantages  in  diverniflcation, 
whether  it  Le  divorslflcation  In  agriculture,  in  invefitments,  or  in  buai- 
n«M.     Diversification  makes  for  stability  and  safety. 

Meat  packers  have  facilities  and  equipment  which  can  be  used  in  tbe 
dii  itrlbntlon  of  many  foodstuifB  other  tiian  meats.  The  four  packera 
CO  rered  by  the  consent  decrt>e  tiave  facilities  and  equipment  beyond  tbeir 
av  prasf  needs  on  account  of  their  traditioual  reapousibllity  for  maln- 
taning  a  cash  market  for  livestock  protiucers.  Tbey  most  be  geared 
fo;  peak  loads  which  come  at  irregular  intervals.  In  the  interim  they 
cai  not  use  all  of  their  equipment  or  all  of  ttieir  personnel  and  all  of 
thdr  facilities  to  best  advantage.  Tiiey  maiutaiu,  and  their  contention 
is  not  an  unreasonable  one.  that  they  might,  through  handling  products 
ot  ler  than  meats,  reduce  their,  average  distributive  diarges.  Such 
re  luction  would  result  in  savings. 

Producers  of  livestock  believe  that  if  savings  are  effected  in  dia- 
tr  butive  eliarses.  part  of  tbe  savings  will  go  to  livestock  producers  la 
tb  >.  form  of  bettt'r  prices  for  livestock.  Consumers  have  a  right  to 
be  leve  that  if  aaviags  are  effected  they  will  obtain  a  portion  of  thvm  in 
th  5  form  of  lower  prices  or  improved  service.  In  any  case  the  savings 
must  be  effected  before  they  can  be  distributed. 

The  real  issue,  then,  is  whether  or  not  savii^a  in  diatributive  charges 
ar;  to  t)e  effected  wherever  possible  and  whether  or  not  the  public  policy 
of  tbe  Nation  shall  be  to  prevent  full  use  of  efficient  distributive  ma- 
chinery in  order  to  obviate  a  possibility  of  abuse. 

As  the  matter  now  stands,  the  policy  behind  the  consent  decree  is 
simply  that  of  lopping  off  tbe  band  if  there  ia  reason  to  believe  that  a 
fin  ger  may  get  sore. 

Businesses  should  not  resent  laws  clearly  calculated  and  designed  to 
pr  >vent  abuse,  but  both  business  and  the  people  should  resent  tbe  llmi- 
ta  Ion  of  legitimate  use  of  facilities  such  as  results  from  the  so-called 
parkers'  consent  decree. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  Pre.'ddent,  in  the  same  connection  I 
that  a  letter  from  the  Oneonta  Grocery  Co.,  of  Oneonta, 
Y.,  and  a  letter  to  me  from  the  American  Wholesale  Grocers* 
Association,  bearing  on  the  packers'  consent  decree  may  be 
pclnted  in  the  Kbcdkd  also. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
The  letters  are  as  follows : 

Onkonta,  N.  T.,  October  9,  lSi$. 

H<m.    BOTAL    8.    COPBIAWD,  » 

United  81ate$  Senator,  WcuhlnfftoM,  D.  C. 

Dba«  Sik  :  Referring  to  the  Armour  and  Swift  petitions  to  modify  the 
coisent  decree,  we  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fullowiug : 

rhe  wholesale  grocery  Industry  did  not  request,  nor  did  it  obtain,  the 
packers'  consent  decree  or  any  decree  reKtrainlng  the  packers  or  anyone 
eh  e  from  engaging  in  tbe  grocery  bu8ine««s. 

(n  1«19,  after  tbe  Federal  Trade  Commission  made  its  report  to 
I*r»sident  Wilson  respecting  tbe  vast  growth  of  tbe  Big  Five  meat  pack- 
en  ,  inclnding  their  extensive  operation.-;  in  so-called  unrelated  lines,  the 
United  States  Government  had  under  consideration,  and  in  /act  pending, 
grind  jury  proceedings  for  the  consideration  of  some  of  these  matters, 
ffliortly  thereafter  the  packers  and  Attorney  General  Palmer  arrived  at 
a  settlement  to  which  the  packers  openly  consented  under  seal  of  the 
eoirt. 

The  decree  has  been  upheld  on  two  occasions  by  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  once  on  March  19.  1928,  In  the  proceeding  brought 
by  Armour  and  Swift  to  vacate  the  decree,  and  again  on  May  20.  1929, 
in  the  case  Involving  the  intervenUon  of  California  cooperative  can^ 
neries.  The  highest  coort  In  the  land  therefore  lias  held  this  decree 
la  rfal  in  all  respects.  Why  should  the  Government,  having  won  twice 
in  the  Supreme  Court  after  nine  years,  now  nullify  the  decree  by  con- 
se  >ting  to  tbe  present  plea  of  these  two  packers  who  have  thus  steadily 
fo  ight  the  Qovemment  7 

iy  entering  into  the  decree  tbe  packers  have  actually  enjoyed  every 
beieflt  which  they  could  hope  to  receive  therefrom — abandonment  of 
anr  other  proceedings  against  them  by  the  Department  of  Justice  or 
tb.  Federal  Trade  Commission;  favorable  decision  in  the  case  before 
tbs  Interstate  Commerce  Commission;  and  In  1921  favorable  amend- 
mi  nta  vt  the  packera  and  stockyards  bin.  When  this  law  was  pending 
to  CongreM  both  tte  Senate  and  the  House  made  certain  amendownta 
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because  of  provisions  which  are  contained  in  the  decree.     Congress  felt 
that  the  decree  would  be  permanent. 

Having  obtained  their  amendments  of  the  packers  and  stockyards  net 
and  a  favorable  decision  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  two 
of  the  packers,  Instead  of  observing  the  terms  of  the  decree  In  good 
faith,  have  /ought  It  in  one  way  or  another  for  nine  years.  After 
obtaining  a  number  of  extensions  of  time  to  dispose  of  their  Interests 
In  unrelated  linos,  the  Armour  defendants  finally  were  refused  any  fur- 
ther extension  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia  on 
February  21.   1924. 

Soon  after  entry  of  the  decree  certain  of  the  defendants  sought  to 
evade  it,  using  for  that  purpt)8e  the  California  Cooperative  Canneries, 
a  concern  mortgaged  to  Armour  &  Co.  The  attorney  representing  the 
California  Cooperative  Canneries,  having  failed  in  its  behalf,  now  repre- 
sents both  Armour  and   Swift  in   the  present  proceedings. 

Under  these  circumstances  it  is  decidedly  unfair  that  the  defendants 
who  have  observed  the  decree  and  who  have  enjoyed  the  above-mentioned 
benefits  from  it.  now  should  attempt  to  defeat  all  that  the  Government 
has  done,  and  virtually  to  destroy  all  of  the  Government's  expensive 
effort  in  successively  fighting  this  matter  through  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States. 

The  whole  purpose  of  the  packers'  consent  decree  was  In  the  interest 
of  tbe  public  and  of  independent  merchants  in  the  food  business. 

Modification  of  this  decree,  based  on  economic  conditions,  has  l)een 
consl«lered  on  two  occasions.  In  1921  It  was  considered  by  an  interde- 
partmental committee,  and  again  In  1925  by  the  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion pursuant  to  a  Senate  resolution.  The  Interdepartmental  committee 
concluded  that  the  Attorney  General  should  not  consent  to  modification, 
and  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  reported  that  the  decree  should  not 
be  modified. 

We  do  not  believe  It  would  be  your  attitude  to  open  the  floodgates 
for  additional  distributive  competition,  even  though  you  may  have 
expreiwed  your  sentiment  on  the  above. 

Will  you  kindly  give  this  matter  your  attention? 
Yours  truly, 

Thb  Onbowta  Gbocebt  Co.  (Inc.), 
W.  F.  BoALBSTOM,  PreMdrnt. 

Washington.  D.  C,  October  to,  1SS9. 
lion.  Royal  S.  Copxlani*, 

Vnited  Btatea  Senate,  Wa*hitiQton,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sib  :  I  am  tak  ng  tbe  liberty  of  Inclosing,  for  yoar  perusal, 
a  copy  of  the  meat  picker  consent  decree  of  February  27,  1920,  a 
document  with  the  Impo-t  of  which,  no  doubt,  yoti  are  already  familiar; 
also  copies  of  the  (jetiticns  of  Armour  A  Co.  and  Swift  *  Co.  and  others 
to  the  Supreme  Court  <f  the  District  of  Columbia  to  have  this  decree 
modified. 

In  this  connection,  permit  me  to  say  that  tbe  American  Wholesale 
Grocers'  Association  is  an  intervenor  in  this  decree  for  the  purpose  of 
having  It  protected.  We  are  opposed  to  Its  modification,  basing  our 
opposition  on  the  ground  that  it  would  not  he  In  the  public  Interest 
to  have  this  decree  mo<Mfled. 

1.  This  decree  Is  the  most  outstanding  example  of  the  Government's 
consent  decree  policy  of  enforcing  the  ShwTnun  and  Clayton  Acts. 
On  the  books  of  the  F<deral  courts  at  the  pre8«'nt  time  there  are  136 
decrees.  Of  these,  91  are  consent  decrees,  or  67  per  cent  of  the  total. 
To  abrogate  thia  decree  now  would  be  to  scrap  tbe  long-established 
consent  decree  of  the  Covernment. 

2.  Armour  ft  Co.  anil  Swift  ft  Co.  have  never  fully  complied  with 
the  requirements  of  this  decree  although  It  Is  9  years  old.  and  altbongh, 
by  Its  own  terms  and  by  the  consent  of  these  packers  it  should  have 
been  fully  complied  with  by  February  27,  1922.  These  packers  indi- 
cated to  the  court  on  July  24  that  It  would  take  at  least  a  year  of 
diligent  activity  now  to  comply  with  this  9-year-old  court  injunction. 
It  is  not  In  the  public  interest  for  a  decree  to  be  modified  before  the 
defendants  have  fully  complied  with  it.  That  is  also  against  the 
principles  of  equity. 

3.  A  committee  of  the  Senate  of  1890,  after  a  long  investigation, 
unanimously  reported  that  Armour  &  Co.  and  Swift  ft  Co.  and  other 
packers  were  refraining  from  competition  by  agreement.  In  1903  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  Issued  a  permanent  injunction 
against  Armour  ft  Co.,  Swift  ft  Co.,  and  other  packers.  This  did  not  seem 
effective,  so  that  In  1920  these  packera.  along  with  others,  had  to  be 
placed  under  the  more  stringent  Injunctions  of  the  consent  decree.  The 
con.oent  decree  arose  from  the  fact  that  President  Wilson  askod  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  in  1917  to  find  out  if  there  were  any  combi- 
nations In  restraint  of  trade  in  tbe  food  business.  In  1918  the  Federal 
Trade  CommlHslon  replied  there  were  such  restraints  and  that  Armour  ft 
Co.  and  Swift  ft  Co.  aid  three  others  of  the  large  meat  packers  were 
guilty  of  them.  The  Department  of  Justice  was  preparing  to  present  a 
criminal  Indictment  against  these  packers,  but  this  was  abandoned  and, 
by  consent,  this  decree  was  entered. 

4.  One  of  tbe  chief  purposes  of  the  decree  was  to  prevent  these  packers 
from  becoming  more  of  u  monopoly  than  they  already  were.     In  order  to 


accomplish  this  purpose  the  packers  were  enjoined  from  enterlns  tha 
retail  meat  business  and  from  handllog  groceries  unrelated  to  meat  and 
meat  products.  The  validity  of  this  consent  decree  has  l)een  fully  sus- 
tained by  the  Supreme  Court,  and  on  three  specific  points  that  court 
affirmed  the  lower  court's  action  in  baslnj?  the  legality  of  the  decree  on 
the  grounds  that  It  was  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  future  violations  of 
the  trust  laws.  It  is  not  In  the  public  interest  that  thl.«i  safeguard 
against  the  "  circumstances  of  danger,"  mentioned  In  Judge  Brandels's 
decision,  should  be  removed. 

5.  These  "  olrcumstances  of  danger  "  are  now  more  menacing  than  at 
the  time  of  the  consent  decree,  it  Is  the  belief  of  the  Intervening  whole- 
sale grocers,  represented  by  our  association,  that  If  the  restraints  of  this 
decree  are  removed  from  the  packers,  who  possess  many  branch  ware- 
houses and  the  peddler  system  of  refrigerator  cars,  permitting  them  to 
expedite  services  and  low  freight  rates,  very  soon  all  wholesale  grocera 
would  he  put  out  of  business  and  not  much  later  all  Independent  retail 
grocers,  leaving  the  entire  food  business  of  the  Nation  In  the  hands  of 
these  meat  packers  and  the  chain  grocery-store  systems,  with  the  almost 
inevitable  merging  or  affiliating  of  these  two  forces,  thus  bringing  about 
a  thorough-going  monopoly  of  the  food  business  of  the  Nation.  We  do 
not  believe  it  Is  In  the  public  interest  for  this  state  of  affairs  to  come 
about  or  to  be  made  possible  by  the  modification  of  this  decree. 

0.  The  chief  re.ison  that  the  packers  present  to  Ihe  court  in  their 
petitions  for  modifications  is  the  alleged  changes  in  economic  conditions, 
which  they  say  have  come  about  by  reason  of  the  growth  of  the  chain 
stores.  They  say  that  the  chain  stores  are  fast  dominating  tbe  grocery 
field  and  are  taking  on  both  the  packing  and  retail  distribution  of  meat. 
This  seems  to  be  a  case  of  one  monopoly  complaining  about  the  growth 
and  greedy  tactics  of  another  monopoly  or  what  the  packers  represent 
to  tbe  court  in  the  light  of  an  Imminent  monopoly.  It  is  not  in  tbe 
public  interest  for  one  monopoly  to  be  unshackled  to  fight  another.  If 
this  new  force  is  not  acting  in  tbe  public  interest  it  also  should  be 
shackled. 

7.  Wlien  the  packers  and  stockyards  act  of  1921  was  up  before  the 
Senate  for  discussion  there  was  a  strong  insistence  on  the  part  of  many 
Senators  that  thi»  act  be  more  stringent  than  It  was.  This  Insist- 
ence was  overcome  when  the  Senators  were  told  that  the  consent  decree 
covered  the  matters  they  wished  to  have  put  in  the  act.  If  this  decree 
Is  modified  now.  the  packers  will  go  free  both  of  the  decree  and  the 
regulatory  legislation  that  would  have  been  put  upon  them  except  for 
the  existence  of  the  decree.  We  do  not  believe  it  is  in  tbe  public  in- 
terest that  the  legislative  will  of  the  Senate  should  be  thus  thwarted,  as 
it  would  be  If  the  consent  decree  is  removed. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  considerations  we  nsk  your  support  of  the 
Nye  r^olution  now  pending  in  the  Senate,  which  would  refer  the  pres- 
ent status  of  this  decree,  tbe  present  petitions  of  these  packera,  the 
public  policies  Involved,  and  the  present  propaganda  which  the  packera 
are  putting  forth  in  the  public  prints  favorable  to  modification  to  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  for  Inrestlgation  and  report  back  to  tbe 
Senate. 

Eloapcctfnlly  yoan, 

AUKBICAK  WBOLCSALE  GBOCCBS'  ASSOCIATION, 

J.  H.  McliAUBiN,  Pre$ident. 
SUHMABT  or  TAJBIFF  RATEB    (S.  DOC.  NO.  33) 

Mr.  SW ANSON.  Mr.  President,  those  of  ns  who  are  opposed 
to  existing  tariff  rates  being  increased  as  proposed  in  the  pend- 
ing bill  have  always  insisted  that  increased  tariff  rates  in 
America  always  result  in  increased  tariff  rates  abroad  exceeding 
our  increases.  A  great  many  of  our  protective-tariff  friends 
think  that  under  the  protective  tariff  foreign  natimis  do  not 
have  that  right  and  that  it  can  not  be  done  without  tlieir  con- 
sent This  is  a  mistake.  Other  nations  always  retaliate.  I 
have  had  the  legislative  reference  service  of  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress prepare  for  me  a  summai-y  of  the  increases  in  tariff  rates 
in  the  various  countries  of  tlie  world  as  compared  with  the 
rates  under  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act,  which  carried  rates 
higher  than  ever  before  In  the  history  of  the  country.  I  ask 
permission  that  this  summary  may  be  printed  a.s  a  Senate 
document. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  It  Is  so  ordered. 

COMPARISON  or  TARirr  RA1T8    (8.  DOC.  NO.  32) 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Mr.  President,  to  show  the  rates  which 
we  propose  to  fix  in  the  pending  bill  as  compared  with  the 
rates  in  other  countries  on  an  ad  valorem  basis,  I  have  asked 
the  legislative  reference  service  of  the  Library  of  Congress  to 
prepare  a  statement  showing  the  ad  valorem  and  si)ecific  rates 
of  certain  European  countries  as  compared  with  rates  in  this 
country.  This  is  a  very  valuable  statement  and  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  it  may  be  printed  as  a  Senate  document. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.    Without  objecUou,  it  b  so  ordered. 
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JtJTEBXyrtXL  TABTTT  »ATB9  TO  BRITISH  COLOlflBB    (8.  DOC.  KO.   31) 

\  ..  SWANSON.  Mr.  President,  the  British  Empire  has  a 
very  curioos  and  remarkable  situation  in  connection  with  tariff 
rates.  Great  Britain  insists  ttiat  all  the  self-governing  colonies 
are  free  and  independent  to  make  their  own  tariff  rates,  and  yet 
under  a  treaty  with  as  made  many  years  ago  all  of  those  self- 
governing  coloules,  regardless  of  any  discrimination  they  may 
impose  upon  us,  have  the  most-favored-nation  clause  extended  to 
tliem  on  account  of  our  agreement  with  Great  Britain- 

I  have  asked  the  legislative  reference  service  of  the  Library 
of  Congress  to  prepare  for  me  a  statement  showing  the  prefer- 
ential rates  thus  given  to  those  British  self-governing  ctJonles. 
It  presents  a  most  remarkable  disc limi nation  against  us  in  a 
great  many  respects.  This  is  a  very  valuable  compilation. 
While  it  may  not  be  of  any  use  now  in  connection  with  the 
pending  tariff  bill,  though  we  can  not  tell  in  view  of  the  present 
situation  with  reference  to  the  disposition  of  this  phase  of  the  bill 
at  the  present  time,  yet  In  the  future  in  the  making  of  further 
treaties  with  Great  Britain  and  her  colonies  it  might  prove  to 
be  very  valuable.  It  is  a  summary  showing  the  situation  at 
the  commencement  and  the  extension  of  the  doctrine  of  giving 
preference  rates  to  the  various  self-governing  colonies  of  Great 
Britain.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  may  be  printed  as  a^ 
Senate  document. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

msAAec  TBoif  THE  Hoicsa — mxxLuat  joint  sEsoLimotf  Bionm 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives  by  Mr.  Chaffee, 
one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that  the  Speaker  had  affixed  his 
signature  to  the  enrolled  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  80)  author- 
izing the  pf>8tponoment  of  the  date  of  maturity  of  the  principal 
of  the  indebtedness  of  the  French  Republic  to  the  United  States 
in  respect  of  the  purchase  of  surplus  war  supplies,  and  it  was 
signed  by  the  Vice  President. 

raiAs,  or  AUBtr  a.  wall 

Mr.  HETUN.  Mr.  President,  I  feel  that  Mme  Member  of 
this  body  shookl  have  somethtng  to  say  aboot  the  HHUMigement 
of  the  Fail  case,  the  farcical  performance  that  Is  im>w  going  on 
at  the  coarttaouee  tn  this  city.  The  Wachington  Star  of  October 
10  contained  a  statement  with  reference  to  the  caae,  atid  I  tovlte 
attentloo  to  the  beadllaet  of  that  article.  The  mate  beadline 
reads: 

(MI  cam  mistrial  smb. 

The  Star  told  «s  in  thia  article  that  Mr.  FUl  bad  had  as 
attack  in  the  ooarthoose,  in  the  court  room,  all  this  occorrinf  in 
the  presence  ot  the  jury.  Tlie  caae  was  halted,  the  i^ooeedlngB 
stopped,  and  Mr.  Fall  returned  to  hla  hot^  The  trial  Jodce 
named  Dr.  Sterling  Roflln 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasachusetta    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maseachnaetts? 

Mr.  HEFUN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MaaMdineefta.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  par- 
don the  Intermption,  bat  I  am  wondering  if  the  Senator  has 
oooaldered  tbe  poaalMUty  of  anjrtliiac  that  mlKbt  be  eald  vpon 
tbe  Soar  of  tbe  Senate  belnf  a  grooad  for  the  crantiBg  of  m 
■ew  trUU? 

Mr.  HSFLIK.  I  do  BoC  tktak  ao.  If  thla  case  followa  tbe 
oooTM  wbkb  otbcra  have  followed.  It  will  not  make  anjr  diftor- 
ence  what  ie  aald  here  or  elaewbere. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MaeMchoaetta.  I  hope  the  Senator  wiU  have 
Is  mind  that  poealbllUj. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  The  covt  named  Dr.  Sterllaff  Bnlln  to  call 
«poa  this  nuui  Fall  to  examine  him  and  to  report  to  the  conrt 
bla  phyalcal  condition.  Evidently  the  court  thought  that  be 
was  able  to  go  to  trial,  and  named  a  physician  of  ontatandlng 
ability  and  lepvtatton,  one  of  the  greatest  doctors  in  the  conn- 
try,  te  examine  him.  Tbia  man  Fall,  this  man  who  helped  to 
steal  the  <^  reserves  of  the  United  States  while  a  Government 
oOkdal,  comes  to  tbe  Capital,  and  when  a  court  of  Justice  cmsti- 
tnted  by  the  law  of  the  land  to  try  criminals  names  a  physician 
to  represent  the  court  and  the  country  to  examine  this  criminal 
and  see  if  he  Is  aMe  to  stand  trial,  the  criminal,  speaking  from 
his  room  at  tbe  botd,  d^les  the  court  and  the  cotmtry,  and 
refuses  to  allow  the  physician — the  officer  of  the  court — to  come 
In  so  that  be  may  sobnlt  a  report  upon  Fall's  physical  condition. 

Mr.  President,  If  there  ever  was  a  criminal  in  thla  dty  who 
dcasrved  no  sympathy  and  no  consideration  at  tbe  bands  of 
honest  and  patriotic  dtiaena.  It  Is  this  man  Fall.  I  nctn,  as 
other  Senators  do,  when  the  then  mler  of  this  Und  was  stricken 
down,  soflMag  tn  aSBction  froor  which  he  never  recovered, 
battling  for  Us  life  opon  his  sick  bed  in  the  White  House,  that 
thla  man  FtU  got  bIflMelf  appointed  on  a  committee  to  go  to 
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e  White  House.  He  went  and  Invaded  the  sick  man's  room 
ti  find  out  for  himself,  not  through  a  physician,  the  condition 
o'  President  Wilson.  Let  me  read  to  the  Senate  what  the 
V  'ashington  Evening  Star  says  he  did  when  he  entered  the  room 
a  '  President  Wilson : 

When  Senator  Fall  approached  the  sick  President's  bed  he  palled  the 
c<  vera  from  Mr.  Wilson  to  as  to  see  for  himself  the  condition  of  th« 
President.  Doctor  Buffln,  who  was  present  on  the  occasion.  It  was 
stated,  protested  against  the  act. 

Think  of  that  Inhuman,  brutal,  and  dastardly  act !  I  have  no 
s;Tnpathy  for  this  man ;  I  have  a  contempt  for  him.  His  coarse 
and  crinrlnal  treatment  of  President  Wilson  was  not  only  inde- 
cint  and  outrageous,  but  it  was  fraught  with  grave  danger  to 
tie  life  of  the  President. 

Now  comes  this  hardened  old  criminal,  having  evaded  trial 
time  and  time  again,  backed  by  his  bandy  sleuths  from  Bums' 
Eetectlve  Agency  hounding  the  Juries,  comes  into  the  court 
Ti  om  and  during  the  trial  feigns  an  attack  and  pretends  to  faint. 
T  le  proceedings  are  stopped,  and  he  goes  back  to  his  hotel. 
Ipen  when  the  court,  thiiiking  perhaps  that  he  Is  about  to  pull 
off  another  stunt  and  bring  about  a  mistrial,  appoints  a  noted 
physician  to  call  upon  him,  he  deles  the  court,  rejects  the 
p  lysidan,  and  after  the  jury  is  affected  by  this  feigned  attack, 
a  kd  the  report  in  the  newspapers  that  probably  a  mistrial  will 
t>)  had,  the  Post  comes  out  this  morning  with  a  statement  that 
"  Fall  bribery  trial  moves  ahead  to-day."  And  another  grand- 
s^nd  play  is  made  and  the  papers  tell  us  that  Fall  demands  a 
tnal,  defies  his  doctors,  wants  to  prove  his  innocence. 
I  Mr.  President,  I  have  felt  that  some  one  In  this  Chamber 
should  say  something  about  this  disgusting  and  miserable  per- 
fdrmance.  My  God,  if  these  things  continue  at  the  Capital, 
1  criminals  can  go  free,  as  they  have  been  going  free,  and  mur- 
dit  continues  rampant  In  our  midst,  it  will  not  be  a  safe  place 
lit  which  to  live  very  much  longer.  We  have  got  a  terrible 
c  mdltion  of  criute  at  the  CapitaL  The  President  owes  it  to  the 
I  ation,  and  we  will  cooperate  with  him,  to  have  a  house  cleaning 
1  ere  In  Washington.     Some  of  the  courts  need  looking  Into. 

I  he  police  department  needs  investigation. 

Now,  we  have  this  morning  a  suggestion  from  an  old  man 
irboee  son,  a  bright,  line  policeman.  Scrivener,  was  murdered 

I I  this  city,  and  some  of  this  same  bunch  that  covers  up  crime 
fl  9  readily  said  he  committed  suicide.  His  old  father  comes  and 
f  sks  them  to  investigate  the  death  of  his  boy,  and  he  is  told  by 
t  le  same  group,  as  they  toid  this  fine  Policeman  Allen  and 
t  le  others  who  wanted  to  Investigate  the  McPherson  murder, 
t)  -forget  It."  It  will  be  recalled  that  the  Government's  de- 
tNrtlves  told  tbe  witnesses  who  heard  the  screams  of  Mrsi 
McPherson  on  the  night  that  she  was  murdered  to  forget  It; 
t  ley  were  ready  to  say  that  she  committed  suicide.  Now,  this 
jollceman  who  was  murdered — and  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
fontb  Carolina  (Mr.  Bixasb]  will  see  that  an  investigation 
i  I  had,  and  I  will  give  him  the  name  of  a  Oovemment  employee 
vbo  has  talked  to  me  about  tbe  matter — that  policeman  was 
<Dgaged  to  be  married,  and  would  in  two  or  three  days  have 
t  een  married  had  be  not  been  murdered.  They  said  they  found 
tim  shot,  and  they  said  he  killed  himself;  but  It  Is  said  that 
Is  bad  In  bis  hand  a  necktie  which  be  bad  palled  off  bis 
I  ssnitent 

Mr.  BLEA8E.    Mr.  President 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
]i€id  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
1  lat  I  do  not  think  anybody  doubts  that  Scrivener  was  mur- 
( ered  except  the  man  who  murdered  him,  and  I  think  thi^re 
ire  certain  people  connected  with  the  police  department  who 
ibsolutely  know  who  did  murder  him. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  And  it  is  even  hinted  that  the  man  who  did 
1 :  la  In  the  service. 

Mr.  BLEASE.    I  myself  think  so. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  There  have  been  three  murders  in  two  weeka 
la  this  great  city  of  ours,  and  to-day  the  climax  of  this  reign 
(f  crime  Is  reached  about  this  old  criminal.  Fall,  who  when 
Ii  p  was  a  Senator  walked  out  of  this  Chamber  down  to  the  White 
Monselnto  the  sick  room  of  the  stricken  President  and  pulled 
t  le  corers  off  of  him,  gazing  on  him  like  he  would  a  stricken 
inlmal.  a  beast.  He  said  around  the  corridors  of  tbe  Capitol 
I  Bfore  be  went,  **  I  will  be  one  of  three  to  go  down  and  pall 
t  Je  covers  <rtt  of  him  and  look  at  him  for  myself,"  and  be  did 
I  .  Doctor  RalBn  protested  against  such  action,  fearing  it  might 
lesalt  in  the  death  of  PresideBt  Wilson,  bat  tbe  protest  bad  no 
cflfect  upon  this  crlffllnaL 
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and  now  he  Is  engaged  in  his  horseplay  with  his  Burns  detec- 
tives around  him  and  his  shrewd  attorney  to  pull  off  these  sick- 
ening, revolting  stunts  in  the  courthouse,  and  then  go  back  to 
his  room  and  tell  the  court  to  go  to;  that  he  will  not  permit 
Doctor  Uuffin  to  come  to  examine  him  ;  and  he  did  not !  He  was 
guilty  of  contempt  of  court.  Now  he  comes  out  and  says  that 
he  is  going  to  defy  hli  doctors  and  proceed  to  trial. 

Mr.  President,  this  whole  thing  Is  disgusting  and  sickening. 
I  felt  lilie  saying  what  I  have  in  the  Senate,  for  I  feel  that  some- 
body In  the  Senate  s^iould  say  something  on  the  subject,  and  I 
want  the  country  to  know  that  there  are  those  of  us  here  who 
condemn  such  contemptible  and  criminal  procedure  and  practice 
that  Is  l>elng  permitted  In  the  so-called  trial  of  Albert  Fall. 

VISIT  OF  PREMIEB  MACnONALU 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
inserted  in  the  Kexk>bi>  two  editorials  from  the  New  York  World 
of  Saturday,  October  12.  one  entitled  "  Jingoism  at  Bay  "  and  the 
other  entitled  "  Mr.  MaeD<Hiald's  Visit." 

Tliere  being  no  objection,  the  editorials  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  tiie  Keoobd.  as  follows: 

[From  New  York  World  of  Saturday,  October  12,  1929] 

JINOOISU    AT    BAT 

On  the  Sunday  that  ilr.  MacDonald  talked  with  Mr.  Hoover  at  the 
Rapidan  camp  the  Chicago  Tribune  published  a  quarter-page  map  whl(^ 
It  h»»adllned  "  British  Islands  Which  Dominate  American  Coast."  For 
the  benefit  of  coastal  residents  who  are  not  aware  of  being  "  dominated  '' 
it  may  be  stated  that  they  are  Sable  Island,  Bermuda,  Nassau,  Anguilla, 
Barbados,  Trinidad,  and  Jamaica.  Tbe  Tribune  devoted  its  entire  edi- 
torial space  to  a  2,000-word  editorial  recounting  the  story  of  the  first 
Hay-Pauncefote  treaty,  dwelling  upon  the  view  that  "  Hay's  subservience 
to  Fauncefote  and  British  requirements "  had  caused  us  to  l>e  almost 
fatally  overreached  when  Piatt,  Hawley,  and  other  real  Americans 
bloclced  the  British  intrigue.  Tbe  news  columns  gave  prominence  to  a 
long  article  by  the  WashiogtoD  correspondent,  Arthur  Sears  Henning,  in 
this  vein  : 

"  The  British  are  alarmed  by  the  growth  of  American  aea  power. 
With  23  American  10,000-ton,  S-inch-gun  cruisers  building  and  pro- 
vided for,  Britain  perceives  the  scopter  of  Neptune  slipping  from  her 
grasp.  •  •  •  Hbe  wonid  be  compelled  to  accept  the  freedom  of  the 
seas.  So  Britain  lias  set  out  to  avert  this  consummation,  to  checic  our 
cruiaer-buildlng  program  as  she  checked  our  battleship-building  program 
at  the  Washington  Arms  Conference  in  1021-22  and  prevailed  upon  us 
to  accept  a  battlfsblp  inferiority  until  1942.  The  British  tactics  now 
are  tbe  same  as  they  were  then.  Tbey  are  playing  upon  pacifist  and 
pro-British  sentiment  in  the  United  States  not  only  to  support  but  to 
demand  a  policy  of  scuttling  tbe  American  cruiser  strength  under  tbe 
guise  of  establishing  parity  l)etween  tbe  two  navies." 

In  this  and  the  succoMlon  of  alarmist  news  stories  and  editorials 
which  have  followed  In  tbe  Tribune  this  past  week  there  is  rather  more 
than  meets  the  eye.  The  Tribune  is  really  not  so  childish  as  to  believe 
in  its  own  arguments,  though  it  counts  on  many  childish  readers  who 
will.  Its  editors  do  not  n-ally  tremble  in  their  boots  for  fear  that 
Bermuda,  Jamaica,  and  Barbados  will  "  dominate "  New  York,  New 
Orleans,  and  the  Panama  Canal.  Tbey  write  about  "  naval  bases " 
there,  but  they  know  that  such  bases  are  practically  nonexistent ;  that 
not  a  single  .British  Caribbean  base  is  equipped  to  dock  a  battleship  or 
battle  cmiser  or  is  fortified  in  any  real  sense  of  tbe  word.  Tbey  descant 
on  tbe  enormous  advantage  which  tbe  British  merchant  marine  gives  tbe 
English  Navy  and  argue  that  "any  consideration  of  parity  which  ignores 
the  factor  of  fast  m'rrtiant  ships  must  be  delosive,"  though  they  know 
that  for  an  island  nation  having  a  big  mercaotlle  marine  to  protect  In 
war  time  may  tie  a  factdy  of  weakoeaa,  not  strength.  Tbey  wilte  about 
tliat  sqoarest  and  most  open  of  diplomats.  Lord  Panncefote,  as  a 
Machiavellian  intriguer ;  Pauncefote,  of  whom  Booaeveit  said,  "  I  loved 
bim  for  bis  high  worth  as  a  man,"  and  who  John  Hay  said  was  "  the 
soul  of  honor  and  of  candor." 

It  is  fair  to  conjecture  that  tbe  Trlouoe  and  tbe  special  element  it 
represent*  are  not  greatly  worried  about  our  being  deprived  of  "  ade- 
quate defenses  "  or  our  yielding  to  efforts  "  to  pledge  us  to  sulwrdiaa- 
tlon,"  to  use  more  of  its  pbrasea.  Tbey  Imow  well  enough  tbat  Mr.  Mac- 
Donald  and  tbe  Labor  Party  leaders  are  fair-minded  and  humane  gentle- 
men Intent  on  ending  war  for  the  humble  working  masses  in  the  British 
Isles,  not  a  set  of  scoundrels  playing  a  skin  game.  They  know  tbat 
Mr.  Hoover  is  a  shrewd  and  reailstic  leader  who  bas  demonstrated  bla 
capacity  for  protecting  Amcrlcsn  interests  to  tbe  utmost.  Tbey  kaow 
tbat  120,000,000  Amerlcaos  will  not  be  pushed  into  a  position  of  subor- 
dination anywhere  or  at  any  time.  What  tbe  Chicago  Tribune  aod  tbe 
irreconcilable  sentlaient  it  represents  are  actually  worried  about  is  aome- 
thlog  else.  Tbey  fear  tbat  the  Ualted  State*  and  other  great  aatloaa 
will  be  led  by  rack  atatesmen  as  Mr.  MacDonald,  Mr.  Hoover, 
Monalcnr  BrUnd,  and  the  late  Heir  Strtaetnaaa  lato  a  posttloe  wbereta 
tbe  old  aatlonallat  cbaats  aad  ebaavlalat  aklbbotetba  tbat  tbe  tereooa- 
cilabla  crowd  kave  peared  forth  will  beeooM  palpably  worthlcas.  Tbey 
SM  tbdr   i^edal   brand  of  arregaat   toocfe-aothtag   aatlonallsB — the 


brand  which  recoiled  In  horror  from  the  league,  which  assailed  tbe 
Washington  conference,  which  regarded  the  Kellogg  pact  with  deep  sus- 
picion the  moment  anyone  assumed  It  really  meant  anything,  which  still 
denounces  the  World  Court  as  a  pitfall  leading  to  destruction — shown  up 
as  obviously  ridiculous. 

Every  step  toward  disarmament,  toward  tbe  real  outlawry  of  war, 
toward  cooperation  with  other  nations,  hrealra  down  this  type  of  nation- 
alism. Already  men  see  that  it  belongs  to  the  dead  past  and  not  the 
future,  and  the  Chicago  Tribune  element  are  uneasy  over  each  new  inter* 
national  development  lest  it  do  something  further  to  expose  it.  They 
know  that  naval  agreement  with  England  is  in  itself  a  good  thing,  and 
that  the  common-sense  masses  of  Iwth  countries  rise  to  approve  it ;  but 
tbey  fear  its  implications.  If  this  spirit  of  mutual  trust  between 
nations,  tliis  cooperation  in  promoting  world  peace,  go  on,  where  will 
they  end?  In  world  courts,  in  conferences  at  Geneva,  in  a  whole  set 
of  institutions  and  ideas  that  are  as  incompatible  with  the  old  frame  of 
mind  as  present-day  ideas  are  with  feudalism.  Hence  it  is  that  at  such 
a  meeting  as  Mr.  Hoover's  and  Mr.  MacDonald's  they  begin  clutching  at 
any  objections  within  reach.  They  see  bogles  behind  the  winter  play- 
grounds at  Bermuda  and  Nassau;  they  think  of  the  British  steamships 
that  steam  into  New  York  Hartrar  and  the  American  steamshipa  that 
enter  Southampton  as  agencies  of  war  instead  of  pledges  of  peace  ;  they 
talk  of  Ramsay  MacDonaid  as  if  he  were  Genghis  Khan. 

tn.    MACDONAt.D'S   VISIT 

Since,  as  Mr.  MacDonald  said  yesterday,  tbe  business  part  of  his  visit 
is  ended,  it  may  be  in  order  to  attempt  an  estimate  of  where  the  busi- 
ness now  stands.  Broadly  speaking  it  may  be  said,  we  believe,  that 
the  visit  confirmed  the  success  of  the  negotiations  which  have  been  in 
progress  since  June  as  to  the  concrete  meaning  of  naval  parity,  and 
that  it  inaugurated  a  new  set  of  negotiations  which  have  as  their  object 
the  clarification  of  the  respective  rfiles  of  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States  In  the  maintenance  of  peace  throughout  the  world. 

The  agreement  as  to  parity  had  been  reached  before  Mr.  M'acDonald 
sailed  from  England.  It  provides  for  "  a  parity  of  fleets,  category  by 
category,"  and  our  understanding  is  that  the  trifling  differences  which 
remained  unsettled  have  be«*n  left  open.  They  involve  only  a  few  ships, 
and  either  country  could  yield  to  the  other  or  could  accept  some  com- 
promise without  sacrificing  any  substantial  interest  and  without  loss 
of  prestige.  Tbe  fact  Is  tbat  the  two  Governments  have  reached  an 
understanding  as  to  what  exactly  they  will  choose  to  regard  as  naval 
parity  aod  tliat  this  understanding  tias  tbe  approval  of  tbe  Lords  of  tbe 
Admiralty  and  the  General  Board  of  tbe  Navy.  Tbe  unsettled  question 
is  not  what  shall  constitute  relative  parity  between  Britain  and  Amer- 
ica, but  at  what  absolute  standard  parity  shall  be  maintained.  This  it 
not  an  Anglo-American  question.  It  is  essentially  a  question  between 
Britain  and  the  three  other  sea  powers — France,  Italy,  and  Japan.  It 
is  settled  that  tbe  sixe  of  the  British  Navy  will  be  determined  by  what 
France  and  Italy  and  Japan  are  prepared  to  agree  to,  and  that  tlie  sice 
of  tbe  American  Navy  will  be  corollary  to  It. 

This  is  a  great  achievement.  It  eliminates  Anglo-Amertcan  naval 
competition.  It  provides  as  between  Britain  and  America  an  agreed 
and  objective  standard  for  their  respective  fleets.  The  effect  should  be 
to  put  an  end  to  the  wrangle  of  big-navy  and  little-navy  enthusiasts 
la  tbla  country,  and  tbos  to  the  poisonous  propaganda  wblcb  lavariobly 
attends  tbe  effort  to  persuade  Congress  to  vote  a  navy  bill.  It  should 
rationalise  tbe  naval  policy  of  this  country.  Aa  it  now  odsta  our 
naval  oflicials  base  tbeir  plana  not  upon  tbelr  beat  coocepttoa  of  a 
balanced  and  efllcient  fleet  but  oo  tbeir  aotlons  of  what  Coagreoa  can 
la  tbe  midst  at  great  adtemeat  he  persuaded  to  vote  for.  Tbis  is  oa 
nasonnd  naval  policy  aa  it  Is  dangerous  to  tbe  comity  of  nations.  With 
an  agreed  standard  of  conatructloB  as  betweea  Brltala  aad  Aa»rlca 
our  Navy  will  know  where  It  stands,  what  It  can  luve  and  what  It  coa 
not  have,  and  It  eon  make  Its  plans  with  an  eye  to  naval  efldency 
and  not  with  an  eye  to  propaganda,  lobbying,  and  coogreaolofial  votes. 

Thla  moeb,  as  we  have  aald,  bad  been  aceoMplisbed  before  Mr.  Mac- 
Donald arrived.  It  provided  an  excellent  >ase  from  wblcb  to  start 
explorinc  tbe  larger  qneatloBs  with  wblcb  both  coantrieo,  owing  to  tbeir 
size,  are  Inevitably  concerned.  It  is  possible,  we  brieve,  to  see  from  the 
statement  issued  by  tbe  Prime  Minister  and  tbe  Preoldent  what  tbl* 
region  is  which  they  have  started  to  explore.     They  say  that — 

"Tbe  part  of  each  of  our  Oovemosenta  la  tbe  promotion  of  world 
peace  will  be  dllfemt,  as  one  win  never  coooent  to  be  entangled  la 
European  diplomacy  and  tbe  other  la  reaolved  to  pursue  a  policy  of 
active  cooperation  with  ita  European  adgbbors;  but  each  of  oar  Oow- 
ernnenta  will  direct  Ita  tboogbt  and  Inflnence  toward  aecarlag  and 
maintaining  tbe  peaea  of  the  world." 

There  nadoobtedly  Is  tbe  key  to  tbe  eonvoroatlona  at  tbe  Sapldaa 
camp,  tbongb  no  doubt  It  Is  diflcult  for  aany  persona  to  believe  that  tbe 
PriflM  Minister  and  the  President  really  eoneerncd  tbenuieivea  with  saefe 
general  oonolderatloaa.  One  baa  only  to  oae  one's  laMglnatlon  a  little 
to  see  that  what  secnM  at  Ant  Uke  a  dtacaoilOB  of  mere  «eii«ralltiea  is 
In  fact  a  diocassioa  wMA  few  to  the  root  of  the  wortd  poller  of  tfeo 
two  OoveraoMats. 

Tbo  Brttiob  OoveraaMat.  It  ts  aoM.  ip  "  tm&twtA  to  vmnm  a  prtley  of 
active  epoperatloB  with  Its  Baropean  Maghfeenk"    What  dew  this  BMaa? 
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It  raa  not  mean  tint  Brttatn  propoces  to  make  European  alliances.  As 
far  aa  the  Labor  GoTeramcfnt  la  concerned,  and  in  ao  flir  as  the  Labor 
poller  la  BOW  BrltiKli  policy.  It  can  mean  only  cooperation  with  Btarope 
within  the  framework  of  the  corenant  and  through  the  agency  of  the 
League  of  Natlona.  Now  at  the  heart  of  this  form  of  cooperation  there 
Uea  a  conception  of  policy  which  has  never  been  clarified ;  it  is  the  con- 
ception of  "  aanctiona  "  through  blorkadea  and  military  force  against  the 
•*  aKjfreesor."  Brltain'a  Bnropean  nrlghbora  are  wedded  to  this  concep- 
tion, bnt  It  is  not  a  clear  conception.  There  la,  first  of  all,  the  almost 
tiuraperable  difllculty  In  specific  cases  of  determining  who  the  Aggressor 
ia,  and  there  is  the  difficulty  of  applying  "  sanctions "  without  the 
aasiKtance  of,  and  perhaps  against  the  wishes  of,  the  United  States. 

As  a  European  power,  therefore,  Britain  is  part  of  an  organized 
system  of  peace  which  in  spite  of  Its  many  Incidental  advantages  has 
certain  inherent  dlfllcultles.  The  United  States,  on  the  other  hand,  is 
sponsor  for  another  system  of  peace,  which  centers  not  upon  the  cove- 
nant but  upon  the  Kellogg  pact.  On  its  face  this  system  depends  merely 
upon  seif-denying  ordinances  not  to  go  to  war,  and  upon  the  public 
opinion  of  the  world.  But  In  fact  it  implies  more  than  that.  For  obvi- 
ouaiy,  if  the  Kellogg  pact  were  violated  and  if  the  public  opinion  which 
the  pact  envisages  actually  existed,  and  if  this  public  opinion  were 
turned  sliarply  against  the  violator,  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  United 
States  to  Insist  upon  supplying  tile  government  it  had  condemned  with 
munitions  of  war.  In  some  way  or  other,  therefore,  the  Kellogg  pact 
is  bound  to  involve  a  revision  of  the  old  American  doctrine  of  neutral 
rights. 

To  a  certain  extent,  therefore,  the  United  States,  approaching  the 
problem  from  the  basis  of  the  Kellogg  pact,  is  lx>und  to  come  nearer  to 
Europe,  which  approaches  the  problem  from  the  basis  of  the  sanctions 
of  tile  covenant,  and  it  has  been  suggested  frequently  In  recent  years 
tlut  the  two  views  could  be  luirmonized  by  an  agreement  that  neutral 
rights  of  commerce  should  not  be  enforced  in  favor  of  a  violator  of  tbf 
Kellogg  pact. 

This  formula,  attractive  as  it  is,  is  not,  however.  wboUy  satisfactory, 
because  of  the  inherent  difflculty  of  determining  in  concrete  cases  who 
has  actually  violated  the  pledge  not  to  start  a  war.  We  presume  that 
the  MacDonald-IIoover  conversations  must  have  lovolved  an  effort  to 
solve  this  dllBcultj.  If  it  were  solved  it  would  not  only  solve  the 
ancient  controversy  about  "the  freedom  of  the  seas "  but  it  would 
harmoulxe  the  pact  of  Taris  and  the  league,  and  brlo|p  the  American 
and  the  European  policies  for  maiataining  peace  into  barmonloua 
alignment. 

The  aitoation  plainly  calls  for  some  new  and  constructive  proposal 
which  will  meet  the  real  difflculty  that  experience  lias  revealed.  That 
difliculty  la  tlte  uncertainty  and  perhaps  impoaslbillty  both  under  the 
league  and  under  the  pact  of  Paris  of  determining  who  the  aggressor  is. 
Because  of  thla  uncertainty,  nations  find  themselves  facing  the  threat 
of  being  blockaded  and  starved  out  on  the  tkieory  that  they  are  the 
aggressors.  It  ia  felt  that  in  such  matters  the  contemporary  verdict 
may  not  be  the  verdict  of  history,  that  the  Judgaaents  of  governments 
and  of  peoples  in  criaes  may  not  be  disinterested.  Tlie  effect  la  to  in- 
crease the  desire  of  every  country  to  make  Itaelf  self-saffldent,  to  In- 
crease ita  armameata,  and  to  form  alliances,  because  there  is  no  threat 
so  terrible  as  the  threat  of  starvation.  Thla  threat  la  explicit  at  present 
in  the  covenant ;  it  is  Implicit  In  the  pact  of  Paris.  The  salutary  effect 
of  the  threat  In  compelling  good  l>ehavior  is  to  a  very  considerable  extent 
offaet  by  the  fears  it  «ngenders. 

Here  lies  a  region,  then,  which  calls  for  exploration  by  tbe  two  Gov- 
ernments which  Iwve  prq>onderant  fleets  and  the  power  of  blockade  and 
embargo.  How  can  they  at  one  and  the  same  time  avtrtd  aasistlng 
acgressora  by  selllac  them  monitions  sod  yet  assare  the  rest  of  the 
world  and  each  other  that  the  great  power  they  wield  will  not  be  used 
t«  threaten  the  Uves  af  aoncombatant  men,  women,  and  children  T  That 
ia  the  proUasa.  If  H  could  be  solved  It  would  increaae  aecnrlty  and, 
what  la  oMre  important.  It  would  increase  the  sense  of  aecnrlty.  It  la, 
perhapa,  not  aa  extravagant  hope  that  President  Hoover,  who  baa  a 
greater  experience  than  any  living  man  of  wlint  blockade  meana  in 
booHui  Uvea,  may  yet  find  a  solotlon  which  the  people  of  the  world  wlU 
with  entbi 


ssBVKs  nr  trs  it att  or  south  caboukians  duvzxo  woklo  wab 

Mr.  BLBA8S.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  permlsskm  to  here  printed 
In  tbe  BaooBD  a  letter  from  the  Gbief  of  the  Burean  of  Navli^- 
tk>ii  in  connection  with  letter*  piiblifi4ied  on  page  4617  of  the 
BacoBD  of  October  9  and  page  4680  of  the  Rbcobd  of  October  11. 
The  letter  haa  to  do  with  tbe  senrice  of  flk>ath  Canriinians  in  the 
Navy  (luring  the  World  War.  In  this  connectioa  I  should  like 
to  aak  the  Senator  from  Utah  a  question.  I  thinlc  pogaibty  he 
made  the  atatenent  some  time  ago  that  when  the  war  reiH>rdB 
ahall  hav«  been  completed  they  will  be  printed  aa  a  pnt»Ue  docu- 
ment or  aa  a  Senate  docvment.    Am  I  correct  in  that? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  undemtand  that  when  the  records  shaU  have 
been  completed  the  War  Department  as  well  as  the  Nary  I>epart- 
ment  will  hare  them  printed  as  a  governmental  document.  They 
coold  be  printed  as  a  pnbUe  document  by  aett<m  of  tbe  Senate, 
tant  I  am  quite  mn  that  they  wlU  be  printed  bj  tbe  War  Depart- 
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inent  and  by  the  Navy  Department  as  has  been  the  case  In  all 

other  wars. 

Mr.  BliEASE.     It  was  my  Intention  to  ask  that  the  names  of 

?outh  Car()linlan.s  who  served  in  the  Navy  during  tl»e  World 

War  be  printed  as  a  doonment,  but  if  the  printing  is  to  be  done 

generally,  of  course  I  shall  not  ask  for  the  exception. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,   the   letter  re- 

errefl  to  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  will  be  printed  In 

he  REcoan. 

The  letter  Is  as  follows: 

Navt  DaPABTMEJrr, 

BcRBAu  or  Navigation, 

WashinotoH,  D.  C,  October  11,  IMP. 

Ion.  Cols  L.  Blca.se, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dear  Sbxator  :  Your  letter  dated  September  20,  1929,  addressed 

o  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  been  referred  to  this  bureau  for  reply 

<  concerning  a  summary  of  the  service  of  South  CaroMna  mpnii)er8  of  the 

n'avy  in  the  World  War.     The  following  statistics  show  the  approximate 

iuml)er   of  offlcers   and   enlisted    men   of   the   United    States   Navy    and 

Jiilted    States    Naval    Reserve    Force    whose    World    War    service    was 

I  ccredited  to  the  State  of  South  Carolina  : 


8.  Navy 

8.  Naval  Reserve . 


Total. 


Enlisted 

Male 

Female 

Officers 

2,*82 

1 
143 

m 

4«1 

4,983 

144 

m 

Durins  the  year  1921  this  bureau  furnished  the  adjutant  general  of 
he  State  of  South  Carolina  with  a  transcript  of  the  war  service  of  tbe 
tfflcers  and  men  whose  servict;  was  accredited  to  tiuit  State,  and  it  ia 
relieved  that  official  can  furnish  further  information,  if  you  desire, 
relative  to  their  naval  service. 
Very  truly  yours, 

R.  n.  Leioh,  -Chief  of  Bureau. 

THE   IfAVAJO   IlfDIANS   OF    NEW    MEXICO 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  leave  to  have  printed 
n  the  Record  an  article  from  the  March,  1920,  number  of  Goc-d 
Housekeeping  entitled  "We  Still  Get  Robbed,"  relating  to  the 
Navajo  Indians  of  New  Mexico. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
|n  the  Record,  as  follows: 

"  We  Still  Get  Bobbed  " 

By  Vera  L.   Connolly 

All  day  we  had  been  rushing  by  motor  through  the  awful  grandeur 
of  the  New  Mexico  Desert.  Now,  at  sunset,  we  were  approaching  the 
Navajo  Reservation.  Overhead,  like  a  glittering  bowl,  arched  the  blue 
Iky.  .\galn8t  it  in  the  West  bung  incredible  masses  of  flaming  cloud. 
The  heavens  were  ablaze. 

Gradually   the  sunset   faded.      The   hush   of  twilight   descended.      In 

world  of  terrible,  still  beauty  we  were  the  only  moving  objects.  Yet 
>ne  had  no  sense  of  aloneness.  For  the  desert  was  peopled  with  strange 
ihapes.  They  thronged  about  us — Jagged,  precipitous  buttes  torttired 
Into  fantastic  forms  by  centuries  of  wind  and  sun. 

At  last  we  were  on  the  Navajo  Reservation.  We  began  to  come 
apon  evidences  of  human  life.  Flocks  of  sheep.  And  here  and  there 
I  solitary  Navajo  hut— "hogan" — made  of  logs  and  mud,  with  a  Are 
biasing  before  it. 

Presently  tbe  Navajos  commenced  to  pass  us  on  horseback.  In  twoa 
knd  threes,  fkmne  were  shouting  and  driving  their  sheep.  Others 
logged  along  wearily  with  bridles  clinking. 

The  men  wore  shabby,  soft-hued  blouses,  silver  l)elts,  long  turquoise 
garrtaga,  and  colored  banda  around  their  beads.  The  women  were  in 
Faded  velvet  basques  of  onee-brilllant  colors,  6-yard  cotton  skirts  of 
WDtnwtlng  hues,  and  many  strings  of  native  Jewelry.  Bisarre  as 
tTpsles  they  were,  yet  dignified,  as  only  Indians  are  dignified.  And 
rren  la  the  dusk  we  sensed  their  dejeetloa  and  their  want  Tbeir 
oaanBer  was  that  of  an  oppressed,  disheartened  people.  And  in  every 
troop  were  several  who  were  coughing,  coughing,  coughing.  On  the 
leaert  In  late  summer  I 

Tke  night  settled  more  firmly  down.  Stars  sprang  out,  like  the 
fyea  of  dead  IndUns  of  the  past  gazing  down  bitterly  on  the  sorrows 
rf  their  descendants.  On  the  white  man's  eternal,  abominable  game  of 
nobbing  his  red  brother  t 

For  a  hundred  and  fifty  years  we  have  been  about  it— this  slow,  deter- 
Bined  robbing  of  the  Americaa  Indian.  It  is  the  black  blot  on  our  rec- 
ord as  a  Nation.  And  It  is  a  crime  not  of  the  past  alone  but  of  the 
jwnediate  present !  There  are  still  225,000  restricted  Indians  in  this 
cototry,  and  they  are  being  looted.  It  is  said,  on  a  scale  undreamed  of 
la  tbe  past    Eoboes  to  this  effect  had  reached  n«  on  the  Atlaatle  sea- 


board ;  and  the  editor  of  Good  Housekeeping  had  sent  me  west,  to  six 
different  States,  to  talk  to  the  Indiana  themselves.  That  is  why  I  was 
on  the  Navajo  Reservation  that  night. 

Halting  some  of  the  homeward-bound  Navajos,  we  exchanged  chat 
with  tltem  there  in  the  early  desert  starlight,  one  of  our  party  acting 
aa  interpreter.     We  asked  them  bow  they  fared. 

They  made  discouraged  replies.  I  can  still  see  them  sitting  there, 
slouched  forward  on  their  ponies,  their  dark  facea  lined  with  patient 
endurance  turned  toward  us  eagerly. 

"  We  need  more  land,"  said  one.  "  We  have  not  enough  range  for 
our  sheep." 

"But.  first,  we  need  water  holes,"  urged  another.  "Our  lambs  are 
dying.     We  will  lose  many  lambs  this  year.     Water  we  must  hare." 

All  agreed  with  this.     There  was  a  chorus  of  "  Ho!  '  meaning  "yea." 

•*  Maybe,"  said  an  old  man,  "  the  Government  will  give  us  better 
stock  to  build  up  our  fiocks?  Our  sheep  are  not  good.  We  are  poor. 
It  is  hard  to  live."  (There  are  some  35,000  Navajos,  and  their  total 
earnings  amount  to  less  than  $100  a  year  a  person.) 

"  We  have  much  sickness.  We  need  doctors.  But  the  white  people 
do  not  care,"  said  a  young  man  bitterly  t)etween  coughs. 

We  assured  them  that  many  groat-hearted  American  men,  and  all 
women  who  had  beard  anything  about  the  Indian's  plight,  did  care. 

Leaving  this  hope  In  their  hearts,  we  pushed  on.  There  was  a  wrong 
being  done  the  Navajos,  greater  even  than  lack  of  water  or  neglect  of 
health,     it  was  this  we  had  come  to  bear  about. 

Turning  sharply  from  the  main  road  at  last,  we  drove  up  the  side 
of  a  hill,  through  a  grove  of  stunted  trees.  We  came  out  suddenly 
upon  a  little  clearing  where  two  bogans  stood  and  two  Navajo  families 
were  sojourning.  Tbe  Indians  were  moving  about  a  small  fire  and  in 
and  out  of  the  bogans.  On  a  rude  loom,  set  up  out  of  doors,  was  a 
half  finished  blanket.  By  the  light  of  the  fire  an  old  silversmith  sat 
hammering  out  silver  Jewelry  from  Mexican  dollars. 

In  our  party  was  one  who  knew  these  Navajo  families  well,  and  we 
were  ceremoniously  made  welcome.  Every  man,  woman,  and  child 
arose  and  solemnly  shook  tutnds  with  each  one  of  us.  Then  we  settled 
down  to  talk. 

.^s  we  did  so  tbe  moon  swam  up  over  the  hill.  And  two  young  men 
came  driving  the  sheep  home,  the  lambs  bleating  as  they  came.  These 
sheep  settled  down  beside  us  there  on  the  hillside,  with  many  stirrings 
and  nuzzllngs.  .\nd  the  two  men  Joined  us  at  the  fire.  One  of  them 
brought  a  bit  of  turquoise  matrix  and  a  homemade  drill  from  a  hogan. 
Squatting,  he  began  busily  to  drill.  He  and  his  grandfather  made 
silver  and  turquoise  Jewelry  to  sell  to  the  traders  miles  away. 

The  old  silversmith  did  most  of  the  talking.  He  told  us,  the  inter- 
preter said,  how  the  Navajos  had  been  robbed  and  defrauded  by  the 
white  man  for  almost  three-quarters  of  a  ^.entury.  He  spoke  despair- 
ingly, but  apparently  without  a  trace  of  venom. 

Wa    BUILD   AND   THKT    FAT 

Suddenly  the  young  man  with  the  drill  looked  up  in  deep,  quiet 
anger.  He  had  returned  from  compulsory  Government  boarding  school 
with  a  tubercular  Infection. 

"  We  still  get  roblted .'  "  he  said  in  broken  Bnglish.  "  Government 
build  bridge  acrosa  Colorado  River — Lees  Ferry  Bridge.  You  bear  about 
that?  Just  finish!  Bridge  for  white  people!  No  good  for  us.  Oor 
tribe  never  say,  '  Build.'  Government  go  ahead  anyhow.  Charge  half 
to  us.  Hundred  thousand  dollar!  They  know  we  going  get  some  oil 
royalty.  Jus'  'l>out  that  much.  We  never  had  any  oil  money  before. 
We  plan  to  dig  wells,  buy  sheep,  make  reservation  better  for  Navajoa. 
We  very  poor  right  now.  That  money,  she  would  help.  But  now,  we 
don't  can.     We  got  pay  for  that  bridge !  " 

At  that  all  the  Indians  around  the  camp  fire  began  to  discuss  the 
bridge  in  quiet  anger,  even  the  women  Joining  in.  And  I  learned  that 
other  bridges  and  highways,  to  a  toUl  of  $900,000,  have  been  charged 
against  tbe  Navajoa. 

Little  that  waa  said  came  as  a  surprise  to  me.  I  had  been  hearing 
of  all  thla  for  many  montha.  I  had  heard  particularly  of  the  Lees 
Ferry  Bridge  Friends  of  the  Indians  bad  been  denouncing  it  in  Con- 
greaa  and  out,  as  "  infamous,"  as  one  more  evidence  of  the  misnuuiage- 
ment  of  Indian  property  by  tlie  Indian  Burean,  which  for  70  years  has 
be<-n  the  Indians'  "guardian." 

As  I  sat  there  llatening.  I  recalled  how  certain  Senators  and  Congress- 
men had  hurled  themaelves  against  this  bridge  project  the  year  before 
in  Washington.  One  bad  pronounced  it  "  highway  robbery,"  another 
"Iniquitous,"  a  third  "a  swindle." 

Congressman  Fsbas,  of  Wisconsin,  especially,  had  protested  againat 
It,  testifying  that  he  had  visited  Lees  Ferry  himself;  that  no  Indian 
lived  within  25  miles  of  the  place ;  and  that  not  one  Indian  in  a  thou- 
sand would  ever  use  the  bridge.  It  was  intended  purely  for  white 
tourists  who  visited  the  canyon,  he  had  declared.  And  he  had  pointed 
to  the  poverty  of  the  individual  Navajos  and  their  dire  needs.  Prac- 
tically 7.000  of  them  were  without  school  facilities,  and  about  one-third 
were  suffering  from  trachoma.  Yet  tbe  Interior  Department,  instead  of 
spt-nding  Navajo  tril)al  funds  for  doctors  and  schools,  had  approved 
$100,000  for  a  tourist  bridge. 

As  we  said  good-night  to  our  Navajo  hosts  that  evening  and  drove 
down  tbe  hillside  and  out  across  the  moonlit  reservation,  I  thought  of 


that  other  notorious  bridge  scandal,  tbe  Phna  Bridge,  built  foor  years 
before,  ostensibly  for  the  Pima  Indians  but  sctually  for  white  tourists 
traveling  between  Phoenix  and  Tucson,  and  for  the  business  interests 
of  those  cities.  This  handsome  stone  and  concrete  structure,  cimost 
a  quarter  of  a  mile  long,  reaches  across  the  dry  bed  of  the  Oils  River, 
where  water  seldom  flows  and  the  river  bed  can  be  forded  with  autos 
almost  every  day  in  tbe  year. 

The  Pima  Indians  did  not  want  this  bridge.  They  did  not  consent  to 
it.  They  continue  to  cross  on  the  old  ford  they  have  used  for  centuriea. 
Their  chief  councilman  declares  that  in  the  tribal  council  meetinga  not 
one  hand  was  raised  in  favor  of  the  bridge.  Yet  it  was  built — at  a  cost 
of  a  third  of  a  million  dollara — and  wna  charged  against  the  tribal  funds 
of  the  Pimas,  who  are  very  poor,  living  on  land  so  arid  that  they  are 
barely  al>le  to  wrest  a  living  from  it.  After  this,  when  a  Pima  dies  and 
his  estate  Is  settled,  his  heirs  will  have  to  help  reimburse  tbe  Govern- 
ment for  a  showy  bridge  built  for  the  convenience  of  the  whites. 

Is  it  any  wonder  Charles  Lummis,  the  famous  author  and  student  of 
Indian  affairs,  exclaimed  bitterly  to  me  last  summer  in  Los  Angeles : 

"  The  Indians  must  be  taken  out  from  under  the  Interior  Depart- 
ment !  "     (The  Indian  Bureau  is  in  the  Interior  Department.) 

Whon  we  conquered  tbe  Indians  a  century  or  more  ago  we  seized  their 
fertile  lands  and  drove  them  relentlessly  back  into  desert  and  mountain 
fastnesses  we  considered  worthless.  There  we  exiled  them  on  "  reserva- 
tions." practically  as  prisoners  of  war.  And  there  225,000  of  their 
descendants  remain  still  virtually  prisonera  of  war. 

During  the  past  70  years  tremendous  changes  have  overtaken  Ameri- 
can life.  A  new  and  larger  civilization  has  been  born.  The  American 
negroes  have  l>een  given  their  full  liberty  and  have  enjoyed  it  for  60 
years.  Millions  of  European  Immlgranta  have  poured  into  the  United 
States  and  been  assimilated.  Our  country  is  known  tbrongbout  th? 
world  as  the  refuge  of  the  oppressed.  Yet  oil  this  time  our  own  cruel, 
oppressive  Indian  system  has  remained  unchanged.  Except  that  the 
Indian  Bureau  has  grown  to  vast  proportions  and  Incredible  power! 
To-day  fla  acta  are  immune  from  court  review  I 

OOB8  SLAVKST  STIU.  EX18TT 

Nearly  a  qoarter  of  a  millkm  Indiana,  pent  op  on  their  rcaervationa, 
are  still  denied  any  voice  in  tiie  management  of  their  property  or  tbe 
education  of  their  cblldreo ;  still  denied  tbe  right  to  live  where  and  aa 
they  pleaae;  stlU  denied  vlrtoaily  all  privileges  gaarantaed  onder  the 
ConstttuYion  ;  still  treated  like  savages  and  incompetenta  and  sabJecCed 
to  cruelty  and  injustice  probably  unequaled  in  any  civilized  land. 

In  defrauding  the  Indian  we  have  been  fairly  shrewd  on  the  whole. 
And  yet  there  haa  been  a  certain  grim  humor  in  the  altaation. 

Try  as  we  would  to  select  utterly  worthless  wastes  to  banish  the 
Indians  to,  the  Joice  has  frequently  turned  on  us.  Good  fsrm  lands  wa 
did  deny  them.  Yes.  The  descendanta  of  those  whom  we  exiled  to  the 
barren  lava  beds,  for  example,  are  to-day  existing  in  miserable  shelters 
made  of  sticks  and  rags  and  are  dying  of  starvation  and  despair.  Bven 
the  resourceful  Indian  could  no  nothing  with  lava !  And  there  are  many 
groups  in  the  various  States  aa  pitifully  situated.  The  majority  of  tbe 
ludians  to-day  are  desperately  poor ! 

On  the  whole,  we  accomplished  our  purpose.  Many  tribes  have  been 
ol)Iiterated.     Others  are  threatened  with  extinction. 

In  some  cases,  however,  our  Judgment  erred.  We  drove  a  number  of 
tribes  up  into  the  timbered  mountains.  Timber !  Later  It  proved  worth 
a  fortune!  And  we  did  not  foresee  coal.  Nor  did  it  occur  to  as  that 
deserts  might  possibly  spout  oil.  Or  that  the  Indians,  with  their  aaclent 
knowledge  of  irrigation,  could  make  even  a  wilderness  blossom — and 
show  us  what  valuable  water  power  we  had  thrown  away. 

As  it  gradually  became  evident  that  the  Great  Spirit  had  not  per- 
mitted all  bis  red  children  to  be  left  destitote,  as  the  value  of  thdr 
timber  soared,  as  their  water  power  became  predoua,  as  oil  began  to 
bubble  from  the  sand  of  their  desert  wastes,  the  cupidity  of  unserapoloas 
white  men  became  inflamed.  And  there  conunenced  in  this  oowitrjr  «. 
ruthless,  prolonged  raid  on  the  Indian  estate,  which  appears  to  be  at  Its 
climax  to-day.  Forty-cme  million  dollars  of  relmborsaMe  debts  have  bcea 
saddled  on  the  Indiana  for  roads,  bridges.  Irrigation  systenu,  and  other 
projects  of  benefit  chiefly  to  whites. 

Of  this  sum  the  patient  Indians  have  paid  already  some  eleven  adlilona. 
The  remainder  hangs  over  them. 

The  Indian  estate,  meantime,  haa  beea  shrinkiBg  steadily.  Tha 
dimlnatlon,  in  four  years,  throogh  lf>26,  was  4  per  cent  a  year,  totaling 
$122,000,000.  (This  statement  takes  no  account  of  tbe  estlfluited 
oil  and  mineral  values,  but  covers  all  tangible,  measurable,  known 
property,  both  tribal  and  individual — that  is,  lands,  bouses,  timber, 
cattle,  and  money.)  It  is  unnecessary  to  point  oat  that  tbe  dwindling 
of  any  estate  at  4  per  cent  a  year  means  complete  annibllatioB  In  25 
years.     Such  has  l>een  onr  record  as  "  guardian  **  of  the  Indian  people ! 

In  every  section  of  the  country  the  Indian  problem  to-day  is  different 
from  that  in  every  other.  There  are  Indians  who  are  in  desperate  want, 
having  been  denuded  by  the  white  race  of  ail  they  owned.  These  need 
our  immediate  care.  There  are  other  tril>e8  who,  though  heavily  robbed, 
still  possess  assets.  These  should  be  rescued  befort  their  residue  is 
gone.  There  are  still  others  whose  potential  wealth  in  oil  or  water 
power  Is  Just  being  goessed  at — just  attracting  tbe  attention  of  the 
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predatory  iDterestfl.    These  Indians  tbonld  be  g^ytn  tbe  otnost  ^otee- 
tlon  onr  clvlllutlon  can  afford. 

THB   WOMXS'S   CLCBS  TO  THI  XXSCm 

Ob«  bopeful  tlgn  on  tbe  borixon  is  tbe  awakfning  of  tbe  pobUc 
Interest.  EapedaUy  tbe  growing  indignation  of  American  women. 
It  waa  women — the  Federated  Women's  Clubs — wbo,  in  1921,  flrat 
launched  an  attack  on  tbe  maladministration  of  Indian  affairs.  Tbey 
fought  a  gorgeous  battle.  Tbey  made  blstory.  It  was  partly  due  to 
tbelr  unremitting  warfare,  under  tbe  leadership  of  Mrs.  Stella  M.  At- 
wood.  that  ttie  Bursum  and  Lenroot  bills  were  defeated.  These  bills 
would  have  deprived  tbe  Pueblo  Indians  of  tbe  land  necessary  to  main- 
tain their  continued  existence  and  have  banded  it  over  witbout  com- 
pensation to  white  settlers.  Tbe  Indian  Bureau  sponsored  and  promoted 
these  bills. 

The  women  helped,  too,  to  defeat  tbe  scandalous  "  Indian  oil  bill  " 
of  19::6.  which  would  have  destroyed  the  Indian  ownerabip  of  22.000.000 
acres  of  reserration  land.  This  bill,  indorsed  by  tbe  Indian  Bureau, 
would  bare  made  a  gift  of  37^  per  cent  of  tbe  Indian  oil  royalties 
from  this  entire  area  to  tbe  States  where  the  reservations  are  located. 
The  white  oil  lessors  would  have  escaped  witbout  any  taxation. 

Other  public-spirited  women  are  working  to-day  through  tbe  League 
of  Women  Voters.  In  several  States  this  organization  is  doing  a  won- 
derful Job.  Leagues  have  been  organized  on  some  reservations ;  and  tbe 
Indian  women  members  are  being  helped  to  battle  for  better  conditions 
for  tbelr  race.  |f 

"All  the  Wisconsin  Indians  are  '  plucked  clean,'  save  tbe  Menominees." 
is  tbe  sad.  yet  indignant  statement  of  Mrs.  O.  J.  Little,  of  Stone  Lake, 
Wi4.  Mrs.  Little  is  chairman  of  tbe  department  of  Indian  welfare  of 
the  Wisconsin  League  of  Women  Voters.  "And  now  tbe  Menominees  are 
making  tbe  flgbt  of  their  lives  to  keep  their  valuable  timberlands  from 
being  denuded,"  she  continued,  "  and  to  protect  tbelr  water-power  sites. 
But  in  spite  of  their  flgbt.  In  spite  of  the  assistance  givec  tbem  by  the 
club  women  of  tbe  State  and  Nation,  tbe  Indian  system  goes  right  on 
crushing  down  opposition  and  carrying  out  Its  own  plans. 

"  Tbe  work  of  that  archaic,  wasteful  system  costs  the  taxpayers  of  tbis 
eonntry  more  for  the  mlamaaagement  of  tbe  Indians  tban  tlie  expense  of 
tbe  entire  Federal  }odlclal  system.  When  we  as  taxpayers  realise  Just 
bow  aanch  that  statement  means,  we  shall  not  be  constdering  bow  to 
enlarge  the  Indian  Bnrean  or  to  Increaae  Its  power  over  tbe  uniiappy 
people  who  have  stmgsied  in  raia  to  free  tbemselTes  from  its  bondage. 
We  shall  be  considering  bow  to  relegate  it  to  tbe  same  place  tbat  tbe 
lYeednen's  Barean  waa  relegated  to  ^ben  it  was  Bbolisbed." 

All  over  tbe  United  States  to-day  greedy,  covetous  bands  are  reaching 
out  to  clutch  at  Indian  property — at  timber,  oil,  water  power,  grasing 
lands,  cattle  ranges,  irrigation  ayitenis,  and  wbat  not 

The  Pu^lo  Indiana  of  New  Mexico,  as  this  article  goes  to  preai,  are 
facing  a  deaperate  crisla.  Becaoae  of  a  contract  made  between  tbe  in- 
terior Departmeat  and  the  middle  Sio  Grande  conaerrancy  district,  these 
six  tribes  have  Jost  been  loaded  down  with  a  charge  of  9825,daS,  for 
•ood-eontrol  works  needed  by  tbe  dty  of  Albagoerque  and  other  towns  un 
the  Rio  Grinde.  but  of  no  advantage  to  the  PneltkM — tbe  payments  to 
begin  immHIiately  mgtm  co4a>pietion  of  the  project 

This  raid  is  regarded  as  so  outrageous  by  Louis  Marshall,  tbe  eminent 
constitutional  lawyer  of  New  York,  tbat  be  has  thrown  himself  into  tbe 
flght  against  It,  ooatrlbntiag  his  services. 

**  It  will  become  my  duty  to  see  that  tbis  matter  shall  not  be  railroaded 
tluough,"  he  has  recently  writt«ii  the  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs, 
**  even  if  U  becoines  acoesssry  to  seek  the  protection  that  tbs  Indians 
are  entitled  to  *  *  *  throagta  arousing  tbe  conscience  of  tbe  Amer- 
ican people." 

cowuiitnifT  utTHrTiaiTiON  .at  last 

Last  swnmer,  ss  a  representstlTe  of  Good  Housekeeptag,  tbe  writer  of 
this  article  vlsttsd  Indian  Jurisdictions  Is  Ariaona,  New  Mexico,  Colo- 
rado, Oregon,  Washington,  and  Wisconsin.  In  tbese  States  and  in  Call- 
fornla  she  beard,  tnm  the  Upa  of  Indians  and  prominent  white  men 
and  women,  snore  aeeonnts  of  maladralDistratlon  and  frand  than  several 
articles  the  length  of  tills  one  would  contain. 

Besides,  she  obtained  information  from  tbe  nnpnbttsbed  field  notes  of 
the  Institute  for  Govcmmeat  Research  InvrstigatorB,  and  from  tbe 
bearings  of  tbe  Senate  Investigating  committee,  comprised  of  Senators 
hxmt  J.  FnaxiKx,  of  North  Dakota;  W.  B.  Pimb,  of  Oklahoma;  Robbkt 
M.  La  FotxcTTB,  Jr.,  of  Wisconsin ;  Bitbtoh  K.  WHBBun.  of  Montana ; 
Bliumi  Thouas,  of  Oklahoma  ;  and  of  Louis  R.  Olavis,  chief  Inrestlgator. 
This  oomoilttce  has  Just  returned  from  the  West  with  a  mass  of  startllBg 
tcstlmoDy  given  on  oath  regarding  the  looting  of  the  ladlun  estate. 
Xhe  report  of  these  hearlnga,  tbe  writer  is  convinced,  will  horrify  tbe 
American  pahilc  and  shock  it  into  actfam. 

VrssB  Mrs.  Gertmde  fionnin,  a  dtstingolshed  Sioox  Indian,  the  writer 
kamad  of  tr«gle  eosidUlons  anMa«  tite  Middle  Western  tribes. 

On  the  larger  Sloax  Reservations  in  North  and  Sontb  DakoU,  she  said, 
ov«r  40.00e  bend  oC  cattle  belonglag  to  individual  Indiana  were  rounded 
op  and  shipped  hgr  ••dais  of  tbe  Oovcnuneut  wltfaont  the  consent  of  ths 
IndtajBs.    For  these  entile  the  Indiana  have  not  been  paid. 

On  ths  Oasaha  and  Wbinebago  Keaervation  in  Nebraska,  she  dc- 
ctexeC  IgiiM  IttBda,  h«U  in  trast  by  tbs  QovsraaseBt.  with  restrictions 
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I  gainst  alienation  by  the  Indian  owners,  are  nevertheless  taxed  and  are 
lapidly  being  sold  for  nonpayment  of  taxes.  The  Indians  are  helpless. 
I  s  tbelr  land  is  leased  through  tbe  Government  office  for  less  tban  the 
f  axes.  The  land  is  abaolately  under  tbe  control  of  the  United  States 
( k>vemment.  but  it  permits  tbe  lands  to  be  sold  for  taxes. 

On  the  Uintah  and  Ouray  Reservations  In  Utah — she  stated  next — 
i  he  Indians  owned  a  beautiful  valley.  Five  streams  bad  tbelr  headwaters 
irltbin  tbe  reservation,  so  tbey  owned  this  water.  In  190C  Congress 
J  Hotted  some  of  the  land  to  the  Indians,  throwing  op«Ti  the  bnlance  to 
erttiement  by  white  people  at  fl.25  an  acre.  Antoniatlcaily  the  State 
jot  control  of  tbe  water.  In  1906  Congress  passed  an  act  providing  for 
t  lie  construction  of  an  elaborate  Irrigation  system  at  a  cost  of  over  a 
niillon  dollars.  When  built,  this  destroyed  the  Indlsns'  old  canal  sys- 
tMnn,  which  had  adequately  met  their  needs,  and  the  whole  huge  cost  of 
1  t>e  new  system  was  saddled  as  a  debt  on  tbese  Indians  as  a  tribe. 
I  ater  it  became  a  lien  against  tbelr  individual  allotment  of  land. 

To-day  these  Indians  have  to  get  permission  each  time  they  want 
t'ater  from  these  ditches,  and  tbe  maintenance  charges  are  constantly 
arcnmulatlng  against  tbelr  land.  The  Indians'  land  will  thus  be  con- 
simed  In  time  and  they  will  become  homeless. 

OVK    INSTANCX    or   IKJC8TICB 

Mrs.  Stella  M.  Atwood,  whom  the  Indians  lovingly  call  "  Mother  "  In 
gratitude  for  all  she  has  done  for  them  through  12  years  of  consecrated 
e  fort,  told  me  In  California  last  summer  of  the  following  occurrences : 

"  One  di'y  the  Navajos  wired  me  to  come.  Come  on  tbe  next  train ! 
Ibey  needed  help.  Vast  tracts  of  land  belonging  to  tbem  bad  been 
Inased  to  a  white  cattleman  witbout  their  consent,  and  the  Indians' 
cittie  were  to  be  put  off  at  once.  When  I  got  there  I  found  tbat  the 
ciptain  at  Fort  Wingate  had  leased  11,000  acres  of  the  Navajo  grazing 
land  to  this  white  cattleman  for  a  dollar  a  year!  This  part  of  the 
reservation  had  been  taken  over  by  tbe  War  Department  during  the  war. 
It  was  still  a  military  reservation,  the  officer  claimed. 

"  He  bad  bad  no  right  to  take  such  a  step,  In  any  case,  witbout  com- 
tetltive  bids.  A  court-martial  was  possible.  I  kept  the  wires  to  Wasb- 
i  igton  hot.  Tbe  white  cattleman  had  himself  made  deputy  sheriff  and 
vaa  planning  to  put  the  Indians'  cattle  off  In  24  hours.     Tbe  Indians' 

<  istress  was  terrible !  This  land  bad  been  the  grazing  ground  of  the 
ITaraJos  for  generations.  There  was  no  place  for  them  to  go.  Some  of 
ihem  were  old  scouts,  on  pension  from  the  Government. 

"  They  came  streaming  down  Sunday  morning  to  confer  with  me,  and 
1  re  were  just  ready  to  open  council  meeting  wb(  u  an  Indian  came  gallop- 
iag  across  the  plain  waving  a  telegram.  It  was  from  the  War  Depart- 
nent.  A  reprieve!  'Suspend  all  operations  until  Investigation.'  It 
uas  tbe  result  of  my  wires,  as  chairman  of  the  Indian  welfare  diviaion 

<  f  the  Federated  Women's  Clubs.  The  white  cattleman  swung  up  on 
I  is  tiorse  and  rode  away.     He  was  never  beard  from  agabi." 

On  another  occasion,  In  1924,  just  after  the  Indians  had  been  made 
(itizens.  Mrs.  Atwood  was  summoned  In  desperate  haste  to  the  Crow 
1  leservatlon  in  Montana.  Tbe  Indians  informed  her  in  their  wires  that 
Ihe  county  antboritles  bad  come  In  without  tbojr  approval  and  arranged 
to  corral  all  the  horses  on  the  reservation  and  kill  them  and  skin  them 
ind  sell  tbe  hides  for  «5  cents  apiece  to  jMiy  the  Indians'  tuxes. 

"  I  happened  to  know,"  said  Mrs.  Atwood,  "  tbat  neither  a  trust  fund 
lor  anything  bought  with  trust  money  is  taxable,  and  I  also  knew  that 
tl»e  burden  of  proof  would  lie  with  the  county.  So  I  wired  to  tbe  In- 
c  ians  to  get  aa  attorney,  promising  I  would  come  at  once. 

"  What  I  got  to  the  Crow  Reservation  I  was  met  by  an  Indian  wbo 
fas  then  Republican  nominee  for  sheriff  of  Bis  Horn  County.  With  him 
las  Robert  Yellowtall,  a  brilliant,  educated  Indian  who  had  Just  been 
<:  efeated  by  a  very  few  votes  in  the  primaries  for  Congress.  Tbese  were 
ligfaly  intelligent  men,  educated  men,  able  to  fill  public  office.  They 
t  )ok  me  up  to  their  attorney.  He  said  he  had  not  a  donttt  In  the  world 
\at  that  an  Injuactlon  would  be  granted.  The  legal  action  was  pressed 
and  tbe  Indians'  horses  were  saved. 

"The  Indians  there  told  me  of  tbe  awful  tyranny  and  oppression 
under  which  tbey  were  living.  Tbey  described  how  tbey  had  tried  to 
jPt  a  petition  to  Wasblngton  asking  the  removal  of  the  superintendent. 
1  he  petition  bad,  of  course,  to  go  through  his  hands.  So  during  a  poUtl- 
c  il  meeting  ou  tbe  agency  grounds  the  Indians  called  the  superintendent 

0  at  and  presented  the  petition  to  him  In  the  presence  of  the  whole  meet- 

1  ig.  He  was  so  enraged  tbat  be  tore  It  up,  then  and  there,  and  trampled 
1    under  foot. 

"At  which  tbe  attorney  general  of  the  State  arose  in  deep  Indignation, 
protesting  stefniy  again.st  this  outrage. 

•'  •  I  could  scarcely  believe  my  eyes,"  he  said,  '  when  I  saw  the  superin- 
t  indent  of  the  reservaUon  insult  this  gathering  as  he  has  done  thla 
diy.  •  •  •  As  attorney  general,  one  of  the  chief  law  officers  of 
1  [ontana.  I  have  never  before  witnessed  such  conduct.  It  is  cases  of 
t  lis  kind — utter  defiance  of  the  rights  of  people — which  cultivate  vio- 
kince.  In  tearing  up  that  piece  of  paper,  that  petition  representing 
y  >ur  wiabes,  he  ignores  you.  The  right  of  petition  by  dependent  people 
t  IS  always  been  recognised.  It  was  used  by  our  forefathers  to  present 
tjeir  grievances.  Tbe  Government  teaches  the  right  of  petition.  He 
s  loukl  have  taken  your  petition,  as  be  is  your  representaUve,  and  sent 
li ,  witbout  comment,  to  Washington.'  " 
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.On  tbe  Bad  River  Reservation  at  Odanab,  Wla,  Rev.  E.  P.  Wheeler, 
a  white  missionary  who  grew  op  on  tbat  reservation  among  the  Cbij)- 
pewas,  told  me  briefly  how  tbe  Indians  there  had  been  stripped  of  tbelr 
timber. 

"  Tbe  lumber  companies,  through  connivance  of  tbe  Government  Indian 
authorities,  got  tbe  privilege  of  cutting  tbis  Indian  timber  as  fast  as 
their  big  pUnts  could  cut  It  and  giving  tbe  Indians  a  dole  which  did 
them  no  good  and  great  barm,  crippling  tbelr  Initiative  and  defeating 
the  purpose  of  the  reservation — tbe  industrial  education  of  the  Indian. 
1  have  seen  tbis  reservation  decline  from  wealth  to  pitiful  poverty. 
The  adult  Indians  have  lost  all  of  their  lumber.  Tbelr  money  for  It  is 
about  gone.  Soon  tbey  will  be  left  stranded.  Next  winter  some  of  these 
Indians  here  will  go  hungry." 

A   FKAUD   CONTBVPiaTZD 

"  One  of  the  most  outrageous  examples  of  official  robbery  of  the  Indian 
.estate,"  exclaimed  John  Collier,  of  tbe  American  Indian  Defense  Asso- 
ciation, when  the  writer  interviewed  him  in  the  Southwest  sevaral 
months  ago,  "  was  shoved  across  early  in  1925.  It  was  an  act  of  Con- 
gress, supported  by  the  bureau,  which  stripped  the  Flathead  Indians  of 
Montana  of  a  power  site  worth  at  least  |50,000,000,  a  500.000-borse- 
IMwer  site.  Tbe  Indian  Bureau,  I  will  repeat,  supported  this  act.  No 
royalties  were  to  be  granted  to  tbe  Indians,  no  compensation  was  to  be 
made  tbem.  Afterward,  however,  this  was  changed  to  read  tbat  30  per 
cent  of  the  royalties  were  to  go  to  the  Indians.  The  rest  was  to  b? 
ntilixed  to  supply  water  and  power  to  white  settlers.  Brentaally,  In 
1928,  Congress  rescinded  Its  confiscatory  action,  which  it  iMid  taken 
under  the  misleading  of  the  Indian  Bureau." 

At  Yakima,  in  the  State  of  Washington,  tbe  writer  of  this  article 
beard  from  a  spirited,  flasblng-eyed  young  white  woman,  now  the  wife 
of  a  prosperous  rancher  but  formerly  lease  clerk  at  tbe  Yakima  Indian 
Agency,  a  clear,  detailed  account  of  oppression  and  fraud  in  the  leasing 
of  Indian  lands  to  whites  in  large  quantities  and  at  a  low  figure,  certain 
Indians  being  compelled  to  acquiesce  eveu  when  tbey  wished  to  farm  tbe 
land  themselves.  In  one  case  irrigating  water  was  denied  an  Indian  to 
force  his  consent.     Other  methods  were  used. 

This  young  woman's  frank  dismay  at  tbe  conditions  around  ber  was 
reported  to  tbe  Indian  Bureau.  And  she  showed  me  a  letter  of  stem 
rebuke  which  accused  ber  of  patting  her  superiors  In  an  "  embarrassing 
position."  At  the  same  time  she  was  ordered  transferred  to  a  reserva- 
tion in  North  Dakota.  Instead  she  resigned  from  tbe  service.  Tbis 
young  woman  is  Mrs.  Dollle  F.  Wotidhouse.  As  soon  as  tbey  are 
printed,  obtain  the  Senate  hearings  and  read  her  account  In  full. 

At  Yakima,  too,  I  beard  a  pitiful  story  of  tbe  "  civilising "  of  one 
Takima  Indian.  This  account  was  given  to  me  by  Lucollus  V.  Mc- 
Whorter,  lifelong  student  of  tbe  Indian  problem.  He  has  written  ex- 
tensively on  the  Y'aldmas  and,  although  a  white  man,  enjoys  their 
coufidence. 

"  I.K>uis  Mann,  a  Yakima  now  deceased,"  be  said,  "  had  a  30-acre  field 
of  wheat,  a  truck  patch,  and  an  old  orchard  to  water.  The  orchard 
was  drying  up ;  some  of  the  trees  actually  dying.  He  took  me  to  bis 
lateral  bead  gate,  and  I  found  it  as  be  had  represented  it  to  me — under 
bolts  and  padlocked,  with  a  very  meager  flow  of  water  under  an  extremely 
low  prefwure.  Not  enough  for  10  acres  of  bis  wheat,  let  alone  his  truck 
patch  and  orchard.  Yet  I  noticed  that  Louis  had  somehow  succeeded  In 
maturing  a  good  crop !  After  dark  tbat  night  he  demonstrated  to  me 
bow  this  feat  was  accomplished. 

"  Proceeding  to  the  head  gate  in  question,  with  a  wrench  be  loosened 
the  bolts,  lifted  tbe  board,  permitting  the  water  free  Ingress  frwB  the 
main  canal,  and  then  banked  tbe  canal  with  an  extra  board,  which  filled 
bis  own  lateral  to  capacity.  Next  morning,  before  daylight,  I  weat  with 
him  and  saw  him  restore  the  gates  to  tbelr  former  state. 

"  When  I  protested,  Louis  declared  to  me  with  great  bitterness : 

" '  The  Indian  Bureau  wants  me  to  become  as  a  white  man.  You  see — 
tbey  are  succeeding !  My  children  must  not  starve  I  am  supposed  to 
provide  for  my  family.  How  else  am  I  to  do  it  but  turn  thief,  as  I  find 
most  white  men  do  In  dealing  with  us  Indians  T  They  compel  me  to  steal 
my  own  water,  and  I  must  do  it  In  darkness,  while  the  white  men  below 
me,  as  you  see,  are  given  all  the  water  they  want,  free  from  any  lock. 
I  am  becoming  dvlUzed  like ! ' 

"  When  I  called  tbe  reservation  reclamation  engineer's  attention  to 
Louis's  plight,  be  said  that  there  was  not  enough  water  to  furnish  him 
with  more.  I  asked  why  a  lock  bad  been  placed  on  bis  bead  gate,  and 
the  white  men  below  him  were  having  free  access  to  tbe  canal.  *We 
do  not  have  locks  enongh  for  all.'  was  his  stupid  and  heartless  reply." 

WB  MUST  PBOTBCT  OCB  WABOS 

In  the  State  of  Oregon,  located  between  a  chain  of  broad  lakes  on  the 
one  band,  and  on  tbe  other  timber-clad  peaks  that  bold  Crater  Lake 
like  a  deep  blue  Jewel  up  to  the  sky,  lies  one  of  tbe  most  beautifully 
situated  Indian  jurisdictions  In  the  country.  This  Is  the  Klamath  Res- 
ervation, harboring  some  1.200  Klamath  Indians. 

The  Klamaths  are  one  of  the  richest  groups  of  Indians  In  the  United 
States  to-day.  They  have  been  plundered,  but  tbe  tribe  is  still  worth 
some  forty  mnUons  In  property,  most  of  which  Is  timber. 


I  visited  tbe  Klamath  Reservation  late  last  soniner.  And,  as  s  guest 
of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Wade  Crawford,  highly  educated,  caltlvated  Klamath 
Indians,  heard  onofflcially  accounts  of  oppression,  injostlce,  and  mis- 
management of  a  big  estate,  which  no  American  could  listen  to  without 
deep  indignation. 

Shortly  after  my  brief  stay  at  Klamath  Reservation  the  Senate  inves- 
tigating committee  visited   that  Jurisdiction.     And  all   that  had  been 
ssld   to   me  unofficially,   and   vastly   more,   was   ststed   under  oath   by 
various  Klamath  Indians  durlug  the  Senate  bearings.     A  copy  of  those- 
bearings  lies  on  my  desk  as  I  write  tbis. 

Tbis  Senate  Investlgstion,  by  tbe  way,  Is  an  event  of  tremendous 
signiflcanoe  to  the  American  Indian.  He  is  following  it  eagerly,  hope- 
fully. Indian  councii  flres  are  burning  all  over  the  United  States  to-day. 
And  petitions  are  rising  to  the  Great  Spirit. 

But  to  return  to  Klamath.  Briefly,  the  conditions  are  these :  First, 
the  Klamaths,  who  have  always  been  great  cattle  breeders,  can  no 
longer  raise  cattle.  For  there  Is  no  range !  The  range  has  been  ruined. 
In  spite  of  the  protest  of  the  entire  tribe,  the  range  was  leased  to  white 
sheepmen  for  three  years.  And  it  has  been  "  eaten  out  by  sheep,  clean 
up  to  the  fences." 

Tbe  Klamaths  declare  that  protests,  whether  to  the  local  agency  or 
to  the  Indian  Bureau,  regarding  mismanagement  of  their  property 
invariably  prove  futile.  Several  years  ago  a  courteous  wire  was  sent 
by  three  of  tbem  to  the  Indian  Commissioner  protrdting  against  their 
timber  being  sold  at  about  |.'  a  thousend.  (The  timber  price  wM  then 
rising  and  la  now  $S.)  The  reply  came  to  the  superintendent's  nAce. 
H«  summoned  tbe  Indians  and  read  it  aloud,  as  follows  : 

"  You  people  have  no  voice  in  your  timber.  I  wlU  sell  tbe  timber  t« 
whom  I  please  at  any  price." 

OWB    IKJITSTICB    ABTKR    AKOTHSB 

J.  8.  Ball,  a  BHamatb  rancher,  told  the  investigating  Senators  of  many 
injustices.  One  was  tbe  permitted  destruction  of  much  timber  by  a 
t>eetle  pest.  "This  was  discovered  as  far  back  as  1918,  and  there  has 
never  been  any  effort  to  subdue  tbis  pest.  It  has  resulted  In  the  loss 
of  450,920,000  feet  in  five  years,"  he  said. 

Several  Indians  descriljed  a  vast  irrigation  project,  foisted  on  tbe 
Indians  despite  tbelr  protest,  which  was  supposed  to  irrigate  6,000  acres 
of  land  toot  Is  irrigating  less  tban  400.  Tbe  system  Is  defective ;  it 
ladn  drainage  canals ;  hence  the  water  stands  on  the  land  and  turns  tt 
alkaline.  Another  Irrigation  project,  built  wholly  out  of  Indian  tribal 
money,  serves  lands  owned  entirely  by  whites.  The  white  people  are  to 
repay  the  Klamath  Indians  at  86  cents  an  acre  over  a  period  of  20 
years.  Good  business  for  tbe  whites !  Bat  for  the  Indlsns  it  mesns  the 
lending  of  the  money — f  20,000 — witboat  Interest  for  20  years. 

Thomas  Lang  described,  next,  how  he  had  repeatedly  examined  trains 
of  logs  being  removed  from  the  reservation  to  tbe  sawmills,  and  found 
in  every  bunch  of  logs  fonr  or  five  big  logs  that  bad  not  lieen  scaled. 
Meaning  that  the  Indians  would  get  notMng  for  that  timber.  Iisug 
hurried  with  his  information  to  ti>e  snperintendent,  urging  him  to 
investigate. 

"  Those  are  rellabie  companies,  and  they  would  not  do  anything  like 
that,"  was  the  evasive  reply. 

Finally  Wade  Crawford,  a  college-trained  man  and  chairman  of  the 
business  committee  of  tbe  council,  stated  on  tbe  witness  stand  some  of 
the  Injustices  be  and  his  wife  had  told  me  of  in  their  home  a  few 
months  Iwfore.  He  told  of  the  building  of  an  unwanted,  unnecessary 
hospital  from  tribal  funds  against  the  protest  of  tbe  tribe.  He  cited 
the  hnUdlng  «f  nnoecessary  roads  at  Indian  expense.  He  eomplaUMi 
of  tbe  total  lack  of  any  law  enforcement  on  tbe  reservation,  altb« 
the  Klasnth  Indians  are  annually  paying  |4,500  for  law  enforce] 

At  Inst  he  pointed  to  tbe  extravagant,  steadily  Increasing  amount 
taken  fmsa  their  estate  every  year  merely  to  administer  their  agency. 
To  administer  tbe  aAairs  of  a  little  group  of  some  twelve  hundred 
Indians !  He  declared  it  was  impossible  to  obtain  from  the  local 
superintendent  or  from  the  Indian  Barean  at  Waflhtngton  two  esti- 
mates that  agreed  showing  how  tbe  euorssuoa  sum  appropriated  from 
their  tribal  funds  for  agency  expenses  was  used. 

"  In  1922,"  said  Crawford,  "  tbey  took  175,000  of  our  tribal  funds 
to  administer  the  agency;  in  1928  they  took  $75,000;  In  1924,  |100,000; 
in  1025,  1110,000;  in  1926,  f  149,000;  in  1927,  $164,000;  for  1928 
they  took  $164,000;  and  for  1929  the  appropriation  was  $185,000.  la 
addition,  8  per  cent  of  all  our  timber  sales  is  deducted  each  year  for 
timber  operations  and  maintenance  of  foresta.  In  1928  this  wss  about 
$80,000.  So  last  year  we  were  charged  $260,000  for  ninning  on 
reservation  !  " 

Crawford  pleaded  against  the  continned  existence  of  the  Indiaa 
Bureau.  "  The  Indians  realise  to-day  the  condition  their  estste  is  la. 
They  have  no  voice  In  the  management  of  tJMir  money  ;  and  it  is  beinc 
eaten  np  in  overhead  expenses  that  are  coiniag  ri|^t  oat  of  oar  prindpaL 
The  Indian  Bureau  is  taking  advantage  of  Its  wards.  A  thing  no  gov* 
emraent  should  permit  I  There  are  employees  la  tbe  service  of  tb* 
bureau  who  have  been  there  for  a  lifetime.  They  intend  to  perpetnat* 
the  bureaa  and  stajr  ia  tt.    They  don't  Intend  to  let  the  Indians  bava 
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■Djr  freedom.     They  don't  want  to  educate  them  or  put  responsibility 
on  them  or  teach  them  conservation  and  business  methods. 

"  Our  money  is  bt- ins  scattered.  I  think  the  Congressmen  and  Sena- 
tors do  not  realise  that  this  thing  is  going  on.  The  Indian  Bureau 
has  talcen  advantage  of  the  situation.  Talcen  advantage  of  these  help- 
less people,  the  restricted  Indians  and  their  children,  who  are  not  able 
to  protect  themselves." 

His  final  words  were :  "  I  want  to  thank  this  committee.  I  don't  know 
how  to  thank  them  too  much  for  giving  me  so  much  time  and  consider- 
ation here.  I  will  try  to  repay  it  in  some  way  at  some  time.  And  I 
wish  to  thank  you  in  the  name  of  the  tribe." 

Gratitude — gratitude  from  the  heart,  for  even  the  smallest  kindness! 
For  any  indication  that  the  all-powerful,  absorbed,  indifferent  white  race 
car»>8  even  a  little  alwut  the  Indians'  plight!  This  is  typical  of  Indian 
character,  as  I  know.  It  is  the  thing  that  has  touched  my  heart  most 
in  the  past  months  while  hearing  Indians'  recitals  of  wrongs.  It  is  the 
thing  that  would  touch  yours. 

I  have  found  them  the  gentlest  of  people.  And  they  are  ardent 
patriots.  They  love  their  flag.  Thousands  of  them  volunteered  during 
the  World  War.  After  all,  this  was  their  country  before  it  was  ours. 
Yet  they  have  seen  it  stolen  from  them  ruthlessly,  inch  by  inch. 

I  marvel  at  their  sweetness  of  spirit. 

IXDIA.H    PATRIOTISM    PKBSI3TS 

One  moving  spectacle  I  shall  never  forget.  It  was  a  roomful  of  thin, 
peaked,  half-clad,  undernourished  little  Indian  children  at  a  compulsory 
Ooverunient  boarding  school — a  school  which  has  recently  been  severely 
critic!at«d  for  its  atrocious  treatment  of  the  pupils — engaged  in  a  flag 
drill :  I  chanced  to  step  in  Just  a.-*  they  broke  into  The  Star  Spangled 
Banner,  waving  their  flags  as  th«-y  sang.  Such  eager  warmth  in  thin 
little  voices !  Such  a  glow  ou  small,  pinched  faces !  I  ran  from  the 
place. 

Re.xtraint.  Patience.  Uncomplnining  endurance.  Meekness.  If  the 
"meek  shall  Inherit  the  earth,"  surely  the  Indian  people  are  laying  up  a 
great  heritage  for  themselves. 

Here  U  a  picture  I  would  leave  with  you : 

One  biasing  hot  day  last  summer,  on  the  New  Mexico  desert,  I  ac- 
companied a  grave  young  Indian  to  the  spot  where  the  Government  had 
dug  an  artesian  well  fur  the  tribe.  This  bad  been  paid  for  out  of  a 
small  fund  the.<>e  Indians  bad  Just  received  for  lands  lost  to  them  in  the 
past  through  gross  Government  negligence. 

The  water  was  acutely,  desperately  needed.  But  so  was  the  careful 
expenditure  of  every  dollar  of  that  precious  little  hoard.  These  were 
very  poor  Indiana. 

When  we  reached  the  well  the  Indian  fell  silent.  And  we  stood  look- 
ing down  at  a  large  pipe  with  a  tiny  trickle  of  water  issuing  from  it 
futilely  ;  a  driblet  so  small  and  uiteless  as  irrigating  water  for  a  farm- 
ing region  that  It  amounted  to  a  sardonic  Joke. 

I  tarned  to  my  companion,  almost  expecting  invective.  Something 
harsh,  at  least.     Had  he  been  a  white  man  he  would  have  cursed. 

Instead  he  stood  there  in  quiet  despair,  his  young  shoulders  drooping, 
bis  face  care  lined. 

"  Much  promise.     Nothing  done."  he  said  huskily. 

Then,  as  though  he  feared  he  might  lose  his  Indian  composure,  he 
tarned  qolckly  and  led  the  way  back. 

urisiox  or  the  taxiff 

The  Senate,  as  in  Ck»mmittee  of  the  Whtrfe.  resumed  the  con- 
Bldt-tTitiou  of  the  bUl  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late cunimerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Blai.vbI.  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chid-  Clebk.  Iu  section  307,  page  290.  Une  16,  after  the 
word  "  labor,"  It  is  proposed  to  insert  "  or/and  forced  labor 
or/and  Indentured  labor  under  penal  section,"  and  at  the  end 
of  the  section.  In  line  20  of  the  same  page,  to  insert  " '  forced 
labor.'  as  herein  used,  shall  mean  all  work  or  service  which  is 
exacted  from  any  person  under  the  menace  of  any  penalty  for 
its  nonperformance  and  for  which  the  worker  does  not  offer 
himself  voluntarily,"  so  as  to  make  the  section  read : 

Stc.  307.  Convtct-made  goods — Importation  prohibited:  All  goods, 
wares,  articles,  and  merchandise  mined,  produced,  or  manufactured 
wholly  or  in  part  in  any  foreign  country  by  convict  labor  or/and  forcetl 
labor  or/and  indentured  labor  under  penal  sanctions  shall  not  he  en- 
title*!  to  entry  at  any  of  the  ports  of  the  United  States,  and  the  im- 
portation thereof  is  hereby  prohibited,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
Is  authorised  and  directed  to  prescribe  such  regnlatlons  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  enforcement  of  this  provision. 

"  Forced  labor,'*  as  herein  used,  shall  mean  all  work  or  service  which 
la  exacted  from  any  person  under  the  menace  of  any  penalty  for  its 
nonperformance  and  tor  which  the  worker  does  not  offer  himself 
voluntarily. 
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Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  briefly  to  explain  tlie 
I^rposes  of  this  proposed  amendment. 

The  language  used  is  the  language  in  paragraph  3  of  the  draft 
(Questionnaire  tending  to  the  adoption  of  a  convention  emlxjdied 
i »  an  official  publication  entitled  "  First  Discussion,  Interna- 
t  onal  Labor  Conference,  Twelfth  Session,  Geneva,  1929,  Forced 
I  abor.  Report  and  Draft  Questionnaire,  Item  III  on  the 
1  genda." 

The  labor  office  at  Geneva  had  brought  about  a  di8cus.sion  of 
t  le  question  of  forced  labor,  and  during  the  11  sessions  that 
t  le  committee  held  between  Jiuie  1  and  June  15^  1929,  it  adopted 
and  reported  to  the  conference  Item  III  in  its  draft  question- 
naire. 

The  language  i.s  well  understood  by  the  countries  holding 
olonies  and  mandatories,  and  such  language  has  a  very  definite 
and  specific  meaning. 

Forced  labor  is,  in  effect,  conscript  labor,  and  as  it  relates  to 
oar  domestic  problem  of  production  It  has  a  direct  l)earing  on 
a  jriculture  and  industry. 

A  large  portion  of  the  latwr  on  plantations  in  so-<-alled  tropl- 
cil  countries  is  forced  labor  or  indentured  labor.  Indentured 
Ij  bor  in  those  countries'  colonies,  possessions,  and  mandatories 
is  regarded  as  voluntary  employment,  but  the  indenture  con- 
ti  acts  embody  penal  sanctions,  which  effectually  destroy  free 
\i  bor.  Once  a  native  of  the  colony,  pos.«ession  or  raanclatory, 
t:  lough  illiterate  and  unlearned,  joins  in  the  contract,  even  some- 
t:  mes  a  verl>al  contract  as  well  as  written,  he  subjects  himself 
to  penalties,  and  the  contract  gives  sanctions  for  infliction  of 
p  inisbment. 

The  term  "convict  labor"  under  the  language  of  the  **ection 
d  )es  not  embrace  these  types  of  labor,  either  forced  labor  or 
ii  dentun*d  labor.  It  is  true  that  while  the  penalty  is  lieing  in- 
fl  cted  and  the  punishment  administered  it  may  be  regarded  by 
t'  le  Treasury  Department  as  '*  convict  labor  "  ;  but  that  does  not 
n  eet  the  problem.  Labor  and  agriculture  in  America,  a.side 
f  om  moral  ground.-*,  are  piimarily  conctrned  about  the  output 
o '  forced  labor  and  indentured  lal>or  before  the  penalty  or 
panishment  is  imposed  or  inflicted. 

My  attention  was  attracted  to  this  problem  when  I  b«'gan  an 
investigation  of  proposed  changes  in  the  tariff  on  tobacco,  prin- 
c  pally  Sumatra  and  Java  wrappers.  I  undertook  a  study  of 
t  le  cost  of  production  of  the  foreign  wrappers  and  the  domestic 
V  rappers,  and  I  had  not  pursued  the  investigation  very  far 
u  util  I  ran  into  this  problem  of  forced  and  indentured  labor  in 
t  le  countries  where  that  character  of  wrapper  is  grown. 

However,  tobacco  is  not  the  only  product  which  Is  the  output 

0  '  forced  labor  or  indentured  labor.  Especially  is  this  true  of 
indentured  labor;  and  the  coolie  contract  is  of  quite  universal 
a  ipliration  in  many  of  the  so-called  tropical  countries. 

There  have  been  libraries  of  books  written  upon  the  subject, 
and  I  have  not  had  tlie  time  to  Investigate  the  ramiflcations  of 
f  >rced  and  indentured  labor.  I  think,  however,  it  will  be  con- 
c  'ded  that  in  practically  all  of  the  colonies  and  mandatories  of 

1  olland,  Belgium.  France,  Italy,  and  Great  Britain,  and  in 
rsrts  of  South  America,  forced  labor,  and  especially  indentured 
liibor.  is  of  general  application.  The  fact  is  there  are  very  few 
f 'ee  workers  In  those  areas  among  the  native  population. 

Tlie  tendency  of  the  League  of  Nations,  according  to  the  draft 
q  aestionnaire,  is  not  for  the  purpose  of  outlawing  forced  and  In- 
d?nture<l  labor,  but  the  purpose  evidently  is  to  regulate  such 
enployments  and  thus  validate  and  legalize  forced  and  In- 
d?ntured  labor. 

Mr.  Kupers,  the  workers'  delegate  from  the  Netherlands,  In  an 
aldress  on  the  proposal  of  the  committee  of  the  league  before 
tie  International  Labor  Conference  at  its  twelfth  session  in 
C  eneva,  made  these  significant  observations : 

The  employers  and  also  other  interested  parties  apparently  place  the 
ptstiibility  of  making  virgin  territory  economically  productive  above  the 
p  ight  of  the  workers.  We  workers  also  consider  the  economic  enrich- 
ment of  the  world  of  great  importance,  but  we  do  not  want  to  see  it 
piid  for  at  the  price  of  the  poverty,  degeneration,  and  ill  treatment  of 
tie  socially  defenseless  native  worker.     That  price  is  too  high. 

I  propose  the  amendment  to  the  end  that  America  shall  not 
g  ve  aid  or  comfort  to  those  employers  and  planters  in  foreign 
countries  whose  forced  and  indentured  labor  is  brought  to  pov- 
ei  ty  and  degeneration,  with  the  attendant  inhuman  tretitment 
o  the  native  workers,  who  once  were  a  happy  people  under  their 
o  vn  order  of  things,  but  who  are  being  drawn  into  the  maelstrom 
o  '  industrialism,  which  means  their  destruction  as  a  people. 

Such  situationjs  of  poverty  and  degeneracy  involve  a   moral 
qiiesUon.    But,  aside  from  that,  American  agriculture  and  the 
A  oierican  worker,  from  the  standpoint  of  our  economic  security 
si  lould  not  be  placed  in  competition  with  forced  and  indentured 
U  bor,  wherever  it  may  be  found. 


Mr.  President,  this  ameDdment  Is  in  conformity  to  a  policy 
which  has  been  adopted  by  America  under  the  treaty-making 
power.  It  has  been  approved  by  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  on  two  occasions,  one  of  which  was  in  connection  with 
the  slavery  convention  ratified  by  the  Senate  not  long  since. 

Under  article  5  of  that  convention  we  find  this : 

The  high  contracting  parties  recognise  that  recourse  to  eompalsory 
or  forced  labor  may  have  grave  consequences  and  undertake,  each  in 
respect  of  the  territories  placed  under  its  sovereignty.  Jurisdiction,  pro- 
tection, sureralnty,  or  tutelage,  to  take  all  necessary  measures  to  pre- 
vent compulsory  or  forced  labor  from  developing  into  conditions 
analogous  to  slavery. 

It  Is  agreed  that : 

(1)  Subject  to  the  transitional  provisions  laid  down  In  paragraph 
(2)  below,  compulsory  or  forced  labor  may  only  be  exacted  for  public 
purposes. 

(2)  In  territories  In  which  compulsory  or  forced  labor  for  other  than 
public  purposes  still  survives,  the  high  contracting  parties  shall  endeavor 
progressively  and  as  soon  as  possible  to  put  an  end  to  the  practice.  So 
long  as  such  forced  or  compulsory  labor  exists  this  labor  shall  Invariably 
be  of  an  exceptional  character,  shall  always  receive  adequate  remunera- 
tion, and  shall  not  Involve  the  removal  of  the  laborers  from  their  usual 
place  of  residence. 

(3)  In  all  cases  the  respoDElbUlty  for  any  recourse  to  compulsory  or 
forced  labor  shall  rest  with  the  competent  central  authorities  of  the 
territory  concerned. 

Mr.  SIMMONS,  Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  KEAN,  and  Mr.  KINO 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Swiator  from  Wisconsin 
yield ;  and  If  so,  to  whom  ? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Just  let  me  finish  this  thought  But,  Mr. 
President,  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  took  a  much  broader 
view  of  this  proposition  than  the  slavery  convention  adopted ; 
and  in  the  ratification  of  this  convention — I  think  the  anumd- 
meut  was  offered  as  a  reservation  by  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobah] — the  Senate  used  these  words. 
I  will  read  the  portion  of  the  resolution  dealing  with  that 
matter. 

After  the  "  whereases "  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  de- 
clared as  follows: 

That  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  adhering  to  its  policy  of 
opposition  to  forced  or  compulsory  labor,  except  as  a  punishment  for 
crime  of  which  the  person  concerned  has  been  duly  convicted,  adhered 
to  the  convention  except  as  to  the  first  subdivision  of  the  second  para- 
graph of  ortlole  6. 

And  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  said  that  we  would  not 
adhere  excepting  upon  this  reservation.  We  contended  that 
compulsory  and  forced  labor  was  fundamentally  wrong  at  all 
times. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  BL.\INE.    I  yield, 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  section  which  the  Senator  would  amend 
prohibits  the  importation  of  the  products  of  labor  of  the  kind 
which  his  amendment  covers,  as  I  understand ;  or,  at  least,  he 
wishes  to  prohibit  the  imjwrtatlon  of  the  products  of  that  char- 
acter of  labor. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Exactly. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  if  he  means  by 
what  he  has  said  that  this  class  of  labor  is  employed  only  in 
the  production  of  agricultural  products? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  assume  that  it  largely  covers  agricultural 
products,  but  it  also  includes  some  other  products.  For  instance, 
I  have  no  doubt  but  that  a  very  large  portion  of  the  copper  that 
is  mined  In  Africa,  in  Peru,  In  Colombia,  and  in  South  America 
is  mined  either  by  forced  labor  or  by  indentured  labor  with 
penal  sanctions.  There  is,  of  course,  a  distinction  between 
forced  labor  and  indentured  labor  with  penal  sanctions. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  has  said  that  this  kind  of  labor 
is  employed  in  many  of  the  manufacturing  as  well  as  agricul- 
tural countries  of  Europe. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  that  be  true,  if  the  section  were  amended 
as  the  Senator's  amendment  provides,  would  it  not  give  the  de- 
partment an  opportunity  to  exclude  the  products  of  those  coun- 
tries upon  the  ground  that  they  were  made  to  some  extent  by 
forced  or  indentured  labor ;  and  might  not  that  authority  be  of 
such  a  broad  and  sweeping  character  as  to  give  them  the  right 
to  exclude  whatever  they  did  not  want  to  admit  to  our  shores? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  will  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  this  in- 
dentured labor  or  forced  labor  is  employed,  not  in  Europe,  but 
on  the  mandatories  or  possessions  or  colonies  of  European 
countries. 


Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  understood  the  Senator  a  little  while  ago 
to  say  that  It  was  employed  in  some  of  the  conntrlea  of  Europe. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Then  I  either  misunderstood  the  Senator's 
question,  or,  if  that  was  the  purport  of  his  question,  I  misstated 
my  position. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Then  the  Senator's  amendment  would  apply 
only  to  the  mandatory  countries  that  happen  to  be  located  ia 
Euroi)e  and  other  parts  of  the  world. 

Mr,  BLAINE.    It  applies  everywhere  if  forced  labor  exists. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Yes;  It  would  api^y  in  Germany,  it  would 
apply  in  Italy,  It  would  apply  in  Great  Britain,  If  there  was  any 
pretext  that  any  part  of  the  products  imported  Into  this  coun- 
try from  those  coimtries  were  produced  by  forced  or  Indentured 
labor? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    It  would,  certainly. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  would  give 
too  great  an  excuse  for  the  exclusion  of  such  things  as  It  might 
be  desired  from  some  sources  to  exclude  from  the  American 
market?  I  am  simply  suggesting  this  with  a  view  to  asking  the 
Senator  if  he  will  not  safeguard  the  situation  against  such  a 
possibility  as  that  by  some  additional  amendment. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  assuming  that  there  is  no 
forced  or  Indentured  labor  on  the  Continent  of  Europe,  In  the 
British  Isles.  I  understand  that  there  Is  no  forced  or  inden- 
tured labor  In  those  countries. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  a  ques- 
tion? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  BIJIINE.    I  do. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  rather  in  sympathy  with  the  Senator's 
object  in  this  matter,  but  on  examining  his  amendment  I  am 
wondering  whether  his  definition  of  "  forced  or  indentured 
labor"  would  not  Include  lal)or  performed  by  an  apprentice 
under  an  Indenture  of  apprenticeship.  Certainly  the  Senator 
does  not  mean  to  strike  at  that. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  My  answer  to  the  Senator  is  that  if  the  In- 
dentured contract  of  an  apprentice  is  enforceable  by  punish- 
ment or  has  penal  sanctions,  it  does  cover  It,  and  It  ought  to 
cover  it. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator's  definition  goes  further  than  that 
It  reads  "  all  work  or  service  wliich  is  exacted  from  any  person 
under  the  menace  of  any  penalty  for  Its  nonperformance."  That 
would  cover  tlie  ordinary  discipline  of  an  apprentice, 

Mr.  BLAINE.  That  discipline  is  not  regarded  as  a  penalty. 
The  language  of  indentured  contracts  with  penalty  sanction  is 
well  understood  in  the  countries  and  the  colonies  in  which  this 
is  applicable,  and  in  the  discussion  before  the  labor  committee 
It  was  very  well  understood  that  that  was  a  type  of  contract 
that  Involved  the  enforcement  of  the  contract  by  imposing  a 
penalty,  a  punishment,  by  incarceration. 

Mr.  REED.  The  definition  does  not  say  so.  Any  apprentice 
mechanic  is  subject  to  a  penalty  for  refusing  to  work,  but  the 
penalty  is  not  Incarceration. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    It  might  be  loss  of  pay. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  have  not  made  myself  clear,  I  see.  An  In- 
dentured contract  with  penal  sanctions  is  well  understood  in 
the  countries  where  it  obtains.  It  has  a  definite  and  specific 
meaning.  That  meaning  would  be  adopted,  of  course,  by  the 
Treasury  Department  in  the  enforcement  of  the  law.  It  is  of 
common  usage,  Just  the  same  as  a  phrase  or  a  sentence  or  a 
word  in  our  country  obtains  a  certain  sj^eclfic.  definite  meaning 
that  is  adoi)ted  by  the  courts  in  the  construction  of  a  statute. 
We  do  not  set  out  the  meaning  of  every  wt>rd  and  every  phrase 
when  we  pass  a  law.  Words  and  phrases  in  customary  use  are 
understood  by  everyone  to  mean  certain  things,  and  It  Is  the 
meaning  attaciied  to  them  commonly  that  Is  adopted  in  the 
courts  In  construing  a  statute.  So  tl>e  Treasury  Department  of 
the  United  States  In  passing  on  this  law  would  ascertain  what 
the  words  meant.  Ordinary  perusal  of  the  debates  before  the 
labor  conference  indicates  clearly  that  "indentured  contract 
with  penal  sanctions  "  means  a  contract  entered  into  by  an  em- 
ployee the  enforcement  of  which  can  be  accomplished  by  process 
or  penalties,  not  dismissal — because  then,  of  course,  there  would 
be  no  contract — not  in  the  cutting  of  the  wage,  but  penalties  as 
understood  according  to  the  usual  and  ordinary  understanding 
of  the  word  "  penalty." 

Mr.  REED.  I  see  the  Senator's  ptrfnt,  but  the  trouble  is  that 
he  does  not  leave  it  to  conunon  understanding  for  definition  of 
the  term.    He  puts  In  an  explicit  definition  of  his  own 

Mr.  BLAINE.     No. 

Mr.  RE:ED.  That  Is  broad  enough,  It  seems  to  me.  to  Include 
an  indenture  ot  apprenticeship  which  can  be  accompanied  by  a 
penalty  such  as  forfeiture  of  pay,  <jr  dlaulssal,  or  termination  of 
the  ai^prenticeshipi. 
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Mr.  BLAINE.  But  that  is  not  the  common,  ordinary  meaning 
of  the  phrase  as  ased  in  those  countries  and  colonies  where  that 
type  of  contract  prt- vaiis. 

Mr.  REED.  I  grant  that,  but  the  Senator  has  put  in  his  own 
definition,  and  it  is  the  definition  which  will  make  the  troubla 

Mr.  BLAINE.  No,  Mr.  President;  I  simply  used  the  language 
that  in  U!<ed  in  those  countries  in  characterizing  those  contracts. 
I  a.ssure  the  Senator  that  he  will  be  convinced  of  that  l)efore  I 
finish. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PliESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Is  there  not  a  difference  between  the  defi- 
nition of  "  forced  labor."  a.s  given  by  the  Senator  in  his  amend- 
ment, and  which  includes  the  words  objected  to  by  the  Senator 
from  Penu.sylvania,  and  the  definition  of  "indentured  labor 
under  penal  sanction.**."  which  has  a  ^)ecial  meaning  of  its  own? 
In  other  words,  "  imlentured  labor  under  penal  sanctions " 
would  include  labor  of  an  aj)prentice  who  could  be  penalized 
by  the  court.'j  for  failure  to  perform  the  work  called  for  in  his 
Indenture,  whereas  "  forced  labor,"  a^  used  herein.  Is  service 
for  which  the  worker  does  not  osffer  himself  voluntarily,  but 
which  service  "is  exacted  •  •  •  under  the  menace  of  any 
penalty."  In  other  word.*,  does  not  the  Senator  grant  that  the 
phrase  "  menace  of  any  penalty "  is  in  the  def  nition  of  the 
words  "  forced  labor."  rather  than  in  the  definition  of  the  words 
"  indentured  labor?  " 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  will  quote  from  the  draft  questionnaire  sub- 
mitte<l  by  the  lalwr  committee  of  tlie  league,  which  was  agreed 
to  by  the  committee  to  be  rejwrted  to  the  conference  for  adop- 
tion, and  then  In  turn  by  the  conference  to  the  League  of  Na- 
tion.s  for  It.s  aiH>roval.    ThLs  is  the  question  : 

No.  2.  I>o  you  ngrce  with  the  followiDg  definition  of  forced  or  com- 
polaorr  labor  for  the  purposes  of  auch  a  convention? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  But  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  indentured 
labor,  has  it? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Just  a  moment.    This  Is  the  definition: 

All  work  or  service  which  is  exacted  under  menace  of  any  penalty 
for  nonperformance  and  for  which  the  worker  concerned  doea  not  offer 
himself  voluntarily. 

It  Is  necessary.  In  this  amendment,  to  define  "  forced  labor," 
becau.se  forced  labor  is  defined  by  some  56  or  57  countries,  the 
number  that  bolong  to  the  League  of  Nations.  It  has  a  definite 
and  specific  meaning,  and  does  not  Include  a  contract  where  the 
pers<>n.  the  employee,  the  laborer,  offers  himself  voluntarily. 

Mr.  BINGH.\M.     That  is  what  1  endeavored  to  show. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  He  may  Join  in  a  forced  contract  which  pro- 
vides for  penal  sanctions;  that  is,  the  enforcement  of  the  con- 
tract by  the  imposition  of  a  penalty  as  we  understand  the  word 
"  penalty,"  criminal  process  against  the  employee.  But  if  he 
enters  into  a  contract  of  force<I  labor,  notwithstanding  it  pro- 
vides for  penal  sanctions,  it  is  still  permissible  under  the  d^oi- 
tion  as  set  down  by  the  conference. 

Illiterate,  unlettered  natives  of  some  countries  voluntarily 
join  In  those  contracts.  They  have  no  other  recourse.  They 
have  no  alternative.  They  join  in  those  contracts  notwithstand- 
ing the  fact  that  those  contracts  provide  for  the  punishment, 
through  criminal  procees,  of  the  employee  if  he  breaches  the 
ontract.  Therefore  it  becomes  necessary,  in  order  to  take  care 
of  that  situation,  to  have  the  additional  provision  of  Ind^itured 
contracts  with  iienal  sanctions  Included  in  the  amendment. 
Otherwise  the  ct^untries  which  permit  forced  labor  will  go  on 
very  happily  with  their  contracts  of  indentured  labor  by  reason 
of  the  fact  that  the  working  man  consents,  he  jc^s  in  the  con- 
tract, either  verbally  <»  In  a  written  contract,  and  if  he  does 
that,  thra  these  countries  do  not  regard  that  as  foroed  labor. 
The  distinction,  theretore,  between  "  forced  labor,"  as  defined 
by  this  conference,  and  "  indentured  labor  with  penal  sanc- 
tions," as  understood  in  those  conntriefl,  is  very  clear,  and  there 
are  two  distinct  classeti. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Sena^  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  Senator  will  realize  that  there  are  very 
few  countries  in  the  world  to-day  where  there  is  forced  labor, 
Invoktntary  labor,  a  kind  of  involuntary  servitude,  and  where 
that  does  occur  It  is  only,  generally,  for  a  very  short  period  of 
time,  usually  something  connected  with  the  Government's  own 
activities.  The  Senator  will  recognize  that  to  be  true.  Whereas 
there  are  a  great  many  countries  in  the  world  to-day,  nearly 
all  the  tropical  ci>nntries,  and  nearly  all  countries  wha«  there 
is  cootie  labor,  where  the  great  maj<»1ty  of  the  work  performed 
Is  done  under  contract  (w  an  indenture  with  penal  sanctions. 
Doe«  the  Senator  agree  to  that? 
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tfr.  BLAINE.  Not  wholly:  but  whatever  purpose  the  Sen- 
at  >r  has,  generally  .speaking,  I  would  accept. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  am  trying  to  distingnish  between  the  two 
CO  iditions ;  that  is,  the  condition  of  forced  labor  entered  into 
net  voluntarily,  and  the  condition  of  labor  entered  into  volun- 
ta  -ily  through  an  indentured  contract  with  penal  sanctions. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  May  I  8ay  that  the  Senator  and  I  do  not 
agree  as  to  the  definition  of  "forced  labor"?  I  am  speaking 
of  forced  labor  as  defined  by  the  convention.  He  is  speaking  of 
fo'ced  labor  which  may  involve  penal  sanctions.  They  are  both 
fo  'ced  labor,  but  they  are  distinct  classes.  There  is  a  great  deal 
of  forced  labor  prevailing  in  the  tropical  countries  when  we 
de  ine  forced  labor  not  only  as  the  convention  defines  it  but  as 
w<  11  forced  labor  through  indentured  contracts  with  penal  sane- 
tic  ns. 

tfr.  BINGHAM.  It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
StiQutor  is  confusing  forced  labor  with  Indentured  labor,  which 
is  entered  Into  usually  v(rfuntarily  by  people  in  the  crowded 
parts  of  the  world,  where  employment  Ls  difficult  to  secure,  and 
wliere,  by  entering  into  a  contract,  they  may  be  taken  to 
another  country,  and  may  be  used  there  on  rubber  plantations, 
or  sugar  plantations,  or  in  mines,  or  in  other  occupations,  and 
at  the  end  of  the  contract  returned  to  their  homes,  said  con- 
tri  cts  usually  containing  provisions  for  medical  care,  food,  hous- 
in, :.  and  so  forth,  and  said  contracts  also  nearly  always  con- 
ta  ning  some  penal  clause. 

^ot  to  interrupt  the  Senator  further,  what  I  desired  to  point 
on ;  was  that,  if  his  amendment  were  agreed  to,  It  would  mean 
thi  it  our  supply  of  rubber  as  now  received  in  the  United  States 
fr<>m  Brazil  and  from  the  East  Indies  would  be  stopped  at  the 
cu  rtomhouse  and  could  not  come  in,  for  nearly  all  the  rubber 
ra  sed  in  the  world  to-day  Is  raised  by  indentured  labor,  some- 
tines  called  coolie  lalx>r,  sometimes  called  contract  labor.  Fur- 
th 'rmore.  most  of  the  products  of  South  America  would  l>e  kept 
ont  of  our  ports,  because  under  the  domestic  polity  of  most 
Scath  American  countries*  indenture<l  contracts  with  penalty 
di  luses  attached  are  regarded  as  the  ordinary  means  of  procur- 
in  r  labor  for  any  definite  or  distinct  peiiod  of  time.  The  Sena- 
to  ""s  amendment  would  have  an  extrenjely  serious  effect  on  our 
commerce  with  South  America,  with  the  East  Indies,  and  with 
parts  of  Africa,  in  keeping  out  the  majority  of  the  products  of 
th)se  countries,  including  rubber,  sugar,  and  a  large  variety  of 
ot  ler  products,  including  those  of  the  mines. 

If  the  Senator  would  limit  his  amendment  to  forced  labor 
sn^h  as  that  secured  in  the  old  days  by  ships  that  went  to  the 
S«  uth  Sea  Islands  and  landed  an  armed  force  and  took  on  board 
three  or  four  hundred  lal>orers  forcibly,  and  carried  them  away 
to  the  coast  of  some  other  country  in  the  Pacific,  where  they 
w(  re  employed  on  plantations,  that  is  a  species  of  .slavery,  even 
th  >ugh  not  so  called,  which  is  abhorrent  to  all  of  us,  and  there 
w(  >uld  be  no  objection  to  such  an  amendment ;  but  when  the 
Senator  attempts  to  say  that  no  foreign  countr>'  .shall,  if  it 
depms  best  to  approve  of  ctmtracts  with  penalty  sanctions,  have 
thi  ability  to  trade  with  the  United  States  in  the  products  of 
8n:h  labor,  it  seems  to  me  he  is  Interfering  in  a  perfectly  stu- 
pendous way  with  the  commerce  of  the  United  States  with  all 
tropical  countries,  and  is,  furthermore,  attempting  to  dictate  to 
th  >se  countries  what  kind  of  labor  laws  they  shall  pass. 

tfr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator's  suggestion  is  that 
I  im  confu.sed  with  respect  to  the  use  of  the  terms  "  forced 
lal  >or  "  and  "  indentured  labor."  Let  me  suggest  that  there  is  no 
confusion  in  my  mind  whatever.  -  The  confusion  that  exists  is 
a  :;reature  of  the  lack  of  understanding  of  the  two  classes  of 
la  K>r  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  Forced  labor  Is  defined 
by  the  convention  of  the  nations  which  use  forced  labor  as  that 
laior  "  which  is  exacted  under  menace  of  any  penalty  for  its 
nonperformance  and  for  which  the  worker  concerned  does  not 
offcr  him.self  voluntarily."  They  say  a  worker  may  join  in  a 
contract  with  penal  sanctions  and  if  he  signs  that  contract  then 
hej  offers  himself  voluntarily,  of  course,  and  it  is  not  forced 
la  lor.    That  Is  one  type  of  forced  labor. 

lir.  REED.  But,  Mr.  President,  Is  that  correct?  Does  the 
Sejiator  agree  with  that  statement  that  If  a  worker  offers  him- 
sett  voluntarily  and  makes  a  contract  it  is  not  forced  labor 
wikhin  the  meaning  of  the  term  as  the  Senator  understands  it? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  do  not  agree  with  that  definition  of  forced 
lal  or.  That  definition  of  forced  labor  is  used  designedly  by 
countries  that  are  employing  forced  labor  In  order  that  they  may 
coitlnue  a  method  of  servitude  analogous  to  slavery.  I^et  me 
sa;  here  and  now  that  therein  lies  the  curse  of  and  the  objection 
to  the  League  of  NaUons.  It  was  set  up  for  the  purpose  of  legal- 
izi  ig  that  which  was  wrong  and  giving  those  things  character 
thi  ough  the  pretense  of  legalizing  this  tyite  of  labor. 

'  lie  definition  is  wrong.  We  will  take,  for  instance,  a  native 
in  any  of  the  tropical  countries.  He  has  been  in  his  tribal 
relations  under  the  government  of  a  chieT  and  council.    He  is 
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nnleamed.  He  is  illiterate.  He  does  not  know  a  single  figure  In 
the  multiplication  table.  He  does  not  recognize  a  single  letter 
In  Arabic  or  any  other  alphabet.  That  man  is  not  capable  of 
protecting  his  labor.  When  the  situation  is  presented  to  him 
that  he  must  sign  the  contract  on  the  dotted  line,  he  either 
signs  it  on  the  dotted  line  by  way  of  a  mark  or  some  character 
or  he  agrees  to  It  verbally.  That  type  of  labor,  of  course,  is 
voluntarily  rendered  under  the  definition  of  the  covenant,  but 
that  tyi)e  of  labor  is  enforced  labor.  The  pressure  put  up<m  the 
laborer  Is  such  that  he  can  not  escape  that  kind  of  contract. 

Mr.  REED.  I  understand  all  that.  If  that  is  the  Senator's 
position,  then  why  does  he  put  In  his  definition  the  words  "  and 
for  which  the  worker  does  not  offer  himself  voluntarily"?  It 
seems  to  me  that  his  definition  destroys  his  point. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  thought  I  had  made  that  clear. 

Mr.  REED.    Not  to  me,  by  any  means. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Forced  labor  as  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania would  have  us  understand  it  is  not  forced  labor  as  it  is 
regarded  by  the  countries  that  have  pt>s9ef«sion  of  the  manda- 
tories and  colonies  In  which  the  natives  reside.  They  regard 
forced  labor  according  to  the  definition  which  they  have  set 
forth.    This  is  not  my  definition. 

I  copied  the  phrase  word  for  word  from  the  definition  that 
they  give  of  forced  labor.  Therefore,  we  have  that  type  of 
forced  lal)or.  That  definition  may  not  be  in  general  ustige,  as 
we  understand  it.  There  is  another  tvpe  of  forced  labor — in- 
dentured labor  v  ith  penal  sanction  enforced  by  way  of  imposing 
criminal  penalties  In  case  of  violation  of  the  contract.  It  there- 
fore becomes  neces.sary,  if  we  are  to  enforce  a  policy  laid  down 
only  a  few  days  ago  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  for  us 
to  accej>t  the  definition  of  forced  labor  made  by  the  several  coun- 
tries employing  forced  labor  and  add  to  that  '^' indentured  labor 
with  penal  sanction." 

Mr.  REED.  Let  me  see  If  I  understand  the  situation.  The 
Senator  aims  his  amendment  at  two  things:  First,  forced  labor; 
and,  second,  Indentured  labor. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Forced  labor  as  defined  by  the  conference. 

Mr.  REED.     Then  he  puts  in  a  definition  of  forced  labor 

Mr.  BLAINE.  No ;  I  put  in  "  forced  labor  "  as  defined  by  the 
conference.     I  am  accepting  that  wortling. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  puts  in  the  definition  of  forced  labor 
which  Is  copied  from  the  definition  adopted  by  the  labor  con- 
ference of  the  League  of  Nations. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Exactly. 

Mr.  REED.  Then,  feeling  that  he  does  not  go  far  enough 
and  that  the  rule  of  voluntarily  offering  one's  self  Is  to  be  taken 
advantage  of.  he  puts  In  the  second  prohibition  against  in- 
denttiretl  labor  with  penal  sanction.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    That  is  connect 

Mr.  REED.  So  the  Senator  then  admits  that  the  prohibition 
of  forced  labor  coupled  with  the  League  of  Nations'  definition 
does  not  really  reach  the  evil? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  It  does  not  reach  the  evil  about  which  I  com- 
plain and  which  I  think  we  ought  to  rectify. 

Mr.  REED.  I  can  readily  say  for  myself  that  the  definition 
of  forced  labor  and  the  prohibition  of  forced  labor  products  as 
thus  defined  ought  to  be  acceptable  to  anyone,  because  it  is 
really  convict  labor  or  slave  labor,  inasmuch  as  the  worker  does 
not  offer  himself  voluntarily.  I  do  not  believe  that  anyone  in 
the  Senate  would  oppose  the  Senator's  suggestion  to  tH-ohibit 
the  entry  of  the  products  of  that  kind  of  forced  labor. 

Where  my  trf»uble  comes  Is  under  the  seci-tnd  prohibition  of  the 
entry  of  products  of  indentured  labor.  We  can  forget  the  defini- 
tion the  Senator  has  included  now  and  we  can  forget  all  refer- 
ence to  forced  labor.  The  Senator  would  prohibit  the  entry  of 
the  products  of  indentured  labor  under  penal  sanction.  "  Penal " 
means  punishment  or  related  to  punishment,  and  It  Is  broad 
efiough,  as  I  understand  the  word,  to  cover  any  kind  of  penalty, 
whether  imprisonment  or  chastlswnent  or  any  sort  of  bodily 
penalty  or  a  money  penalty  or  a  loss  of  property  or  property 
rights. 

Mr.  NORRI8.  Loss  of  property  or  property  rights  would  not 
be  penal. 

Mr.  REED.  Yes ;  it  is  penal.  "  Penal "  simply  means  relat- 
ing to  a  penalty,  and  the  penalty  may  be  physical  or  it  may  be 
monetary.  Every  apprentice  in  every  civilized  country  of  the 
globe  In  his  indenture  of  apprenticeship  covenants  to  serve  faith- 
fully and  agrees  to  certain  penalties  in  the  shape  of  loss  of 
wages  or  dismissal  from  employment  if  he  does  not  work 
obediently.  Otherwise  the  apprenticeship  is  valueless.  Every 
indenture  of  apprenticeship  has  such  a  provision.  Many  labor 
contracts  properly  and  intelligently  made  contain  the  penalty 
that  there  shall  be  a  forfeiture  in  case  they  are  broken  by  either 
one  side  or  the  other.  The  law  fumislies  a  penalty  in  the 
shape  of  damages,  bat  that  is  not  the  kind  of  penalty  I  am 
speaking  of. 


Let  me  put  my  question  now  and  then  I  will  sit  down  and 
listen  to  the  Senator's  answer.  Would  not  the  amendment  ns 
the  Senator  has  written  it  prohibit  the  importation  into  the 
United  States  of  a  pair  of  shoes  in  the  production  of  which  la 
Great  Britain  some  apprentice  had  Joined? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  think  not.  I  have  stated  my  reasons  why 
I  think  not  I  think  the  language  "  indentured  labor  undw 
penal  sanction  "  has  a  definite  siiedflc  meaning  in  the  countries 
where  it  is  employed  and  that  ttje  Treasury  Department  would 
adopt  that  meaning. 

Mr.  REED.  Why  not  define  it  right  here  in  the  amendment 
as  the  Senator  did  the  other  term? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  In  order  to  meet  the  suggestion  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania  and  quiet  his  fears  I  shall  perfect  my 
amendment  by  adding  after  the  word  "  sanction "  the  words 
"  enforceable  through  criminal  process."  I  will  add  that  phrase 
and  modify  my  amendment  accordingly. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  present  part  of  a  public  document  • 
of  the  League  of  Nations,  International  Labor  Conference, 
twelfth  session,  at  Geneva,  being  an  address  made  by  Mr. 
Kupers,  the  workers'  delegate  from  the  Netherlands.  I  shall 
not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  read  it  or  even  to  read 
excerpts  from  it,  but  I  ask  that  it  be  Inserted  at  this  point  as  a 
I)art  of  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  address  Is  as  follows : 

Mr.  KCTFBKS  (workers'  delegate,  Netherlanda).  Mr.  President,  ladiea, 
and  gentlemen,  the  problem  of  indentured  labor,  and  particularly  In- 
dentured labor  with  penal  sanctions,  In  case  of  infringement  of  agree- 
ment, is  to  many  delegates,  and  also  in  my  own  opinion,  at  least  of 
equal  importance  with  the  subject  of  forced  labor,  which  has  bf-en  under 
discussion  at  this  conference.  There  exists  a  close  relationship  l^etween 
these  two  problems  and  I  am  fully  in  agreement  with  the  pronouncement 
made  by  the  joint  committee  of  the  League  of  Nations  Union  and  the 
British  Antislavery  and  Aborigines  Protection  Boclety  appearing  in  the 
appendix  of  the  report  on  forced  labor.  This  pronouncement  reads  aa 
follows  :  "  In  our  opinion  the  two  classes  of  labor  which  to-day  load  to 
the  gravest  abuses  are  forced  labor  and  indentured  contract  labor." 

You  will  therefore  understand,  Mr.  President,  that  I  was  greatly  dis- 
appointed when  I  learned  from  the  report  that  the  problem  of  Indentured 
labor  could  not  be  discussed  at  this  conference,  and  that  no  undertrking 
could  be  given  as  to  the  time  when  the  international  labor  conference 
would  deal  with  this  problem.  In  view  of  this  tn.ct  I  submitted  before 
the  opening  of  the  conference  my  resolution,  and  I  was  very  pleased  to 
learn  that  a  similar  resolution  had  been  proposed  by  my  coIleagu<s,  the 
workers'  delegates,  and  adopted  in  the  committee  which  dealt  with  the 
subject  of  forced  labor.  In  order  to  convince  yon  of  the  necessity  for 
this  question  of  indentnred  labor  coming  up  for  discussion  at  an  early 
date.  I  should  like  to  draw  your  attention  to  two  points :  First  of  all,  to 
the  far-reaching  significance  of  indentured  labor  looked  upon  from  the 
I>oint  of  view  of  the  protection  of  native  lal>or;  and,  seeondly.  to  the 
close  connection  which  exists  between  this  problem  and  the  problem  of 
forced  labor  now  under  discussion. 

In  the  questionnaire  a  clear  distinction  is  made  between  forced  labor 
which  is  im[>08ed  on  the  workers  and  indentured  ial>or ;  that  is,  labor 
for  which  the  worker  binds  himself  voluntarily,  so-called  contract  labor. 
This  differentiation  would  be  acceptable  if  one  of  the  contracting  par- 
ties, the  worker,  did  not  belong  to  an  economically  weak  and  extremely 
defenseless  group.  The  worker  of  the  West  is  as  a  rule  conscious  of 
what  he  is  undertaking  when  he  signs  an  agreement,  and  what  Is  of 
particular  interest  in  such  cases  he  possesses  social  means  of  defense 
and  resistance.  He  may,  for  instance,  be  a  member  of  a  trade-union, 
and  bis  Interests  may  further  be  safeguarded  by  the  representatives  of 
the  workers  In  Parliament,  etc.  In  a  word,  be  has  means  at  his  dis- 
posal to  defend  his  rights  laid  down  in  a  contract  should  these  be 
infringed  by  the  employers.  But  how  totally  different,  how  grave  be- 
comes the  position  of  the  contract  worker,  and  particularly  of  the  con- 
tract worker  who  has  signed  a  long- term  contract  with  penal  claafes, 
when  the  worker  from  the  Tropics — to  nse  a  generally  accepted  term, 
the  native — is  the  second  party  to  buch  a  contract.  In  his  case  all  the 
protective  factors  which  would  safeguard  such  a  contract  of  a  normal 
character  disappear  almost  entirely.  Not  only  as  regards  social  position 
is  the  native  worker  by  far  the  weaker,  but,  furthermore,  as  a  native 
he  is  altogether  defenseless  against  a  white  party.  All  the  normal 
means  of  resi^-tance,  ail  the  normal  protective  factors  to  which  the 
worker  of  the  West  might  have  recourse,  which  strengthen  his  bands 
and  put  him  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  other  party,  the  man  of  the 
poor  and  subject  race  lacks  altogether,  and  as  a  consequence  nil  the  con- 
ditions which  might  tend  to  make  a  contract  with  penal  sanctions  a  nor- 
mal and  admissible  agreement  l>etiK'eeB  two  partleg  disappear  altogether. 

To  prove  my  contention  I  want  to  give  yon  some  examples  of  the 
application  of  penal  claoaes  in  so  far  aa  these  apply  to  the  Dutch  East 
Indies,  where  the  system  has  been  legally  sanctioned  since  1880.  On 
this  subject  there  exists  a  very  extensive  literature,  to  wblcb,  particu- 
larly In  recent  years,  valuable  contributions  have  been  added.  The 
labor  contract  with  penal  provlslona  has  been  inatituted  in  the  Dutch 


4492 


CONGEESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


East  ludin  for  tbe  so-caned  Outer  ProTiares,  and  the  penal  clausM  mnj 
be  applied  by  tbe  large  acrlcaltural  aad  iuduiitrial  enterprises.  Tbe 
greater  part  of  tbe  contract  workers  are  Jayaneae.  On  January  1,  1927, 
tb<-y  amounted  to  276,572.  or  78.6  per  cent  of  the  total.  The  coolie 
contract,  as  it  is  called  in  the  Dutch  East  Indies,  has  been  giTen  legal 
status  by  the  so-called  coolie  ordinance  of  1915,  which  is  applied  par- 
ticularly on  the  eastern  coast  of  Sumatra.  Tbe  east  coast  of  Sumatra 
la  by  far  tbe  most  Impoitant  district  for  tbe  application  of  tbe  coolie 
eoutract.  for  of  tbe  total  number  of  contract  coolies  who  were  employed 
during  the  year  1927  the  number  on  the  ea^it  coast  of  Sumatra  was  no 
less  than  63.4  per  cent  (230,876  out  of  263.979). 

By  thp  way,  I  may  add  that  besides  tbe  coolie  ordinances  there  exist 
still  other  legal  n^gulations  coverine  tbe  coolie  labor  contract  which 
pt-rmlt  tbe  conclusion  of  labor  contracts  for  short  periods  without 
penal  proTisiona  and  with  certain  obligatory  social  proTlsioaa  in  faror 
of  tbe  worker.  But  hitherto  Tery  little  use  baa  been  made  by  tbe  em- 
ployers of  this  latter  form  of  contract.  Out  of  a  total  of  351,930 
contract  co<ille8  there  were  on  January  1,  1927,  only  63,574  with  an 
agreement  which  did  not  contain  the  penal  clauses  (somewhat  more 
than  18  per  cent),  the  greater  part  of  which  were  employed  In  the 
mliieral-oil  Industry,  which  as  a  rule  only  employs  so-called  free  work- 
ers. Tbe  large  rubber,  tobacco,  and  similar  undertakings,  however, 
employ  very  few  free  workers. 

Tbe  coolie  ordinances  in  the  Dutch  Ga.«t  Indies  regulate  tbe  rights 
ami  duties  of  employers  and  employed,  but  in  addition  to  this,  there 
exirit!«  a  90-called  recruitment  ordinance  which  contains  rery  detailed 
provisions  relating  to  the  recruitment  of  contract  coolies.  The  problem 
of  penalties  can  not  be  sufficiently  elucidated  and  one  can  not  form 
an  opinion  upon  this  problem  without  showing  the  close  connection 
existing  between  the  contract  itself  and  tbe  manner  in  which  this  con- 
tract is  wnclnded.  The  evils  of  the  coolie  contract  may  be  found 
mainly  in  the  method  of  recruitment.  When  reading  the  coolie  and 
the  recruitment  ordinances,  with  the  many  official  illustrations,  inter- 
pTHations,  and  prescriptions,  one  is  bound  to  admit  that  legal  provisions 
protect  the  coolie  In  certain  respects  at  the  time  of  signing  the  contract 
and  afterwarda.  Certain  minimum  demands  are  made  as  regards  hous- 
ing, certain  limits  are  given  for  working  hours — 10  hours  per  day  aa 
a  maximum  and  overtime  pay  for  extra  hours — and  compulsory  medical 
attendance  Is  provided  for.  Moreover,  the  coolie  must  at  all  times 
have  an  opportunity  of  lodging  complaints  with  the  competent  authori- 
ties about  improper  treatment  by  tbe  employer  or  bis  agents.  Further, 
there  are  provisions  about  advances  on  and  deductions  from  wages, 
about  food,  and  exemption  from  work  of  female  contract  coolies  some 
time  before  and  after  childbirth.  Finally,  the  coolie  and  his  family 
must  be  sent  back  after  the  expiry  of  tbe  agreement  to  tbe  place  of 
his  recruitment  at  the  expense  of  the  employer. 

I  think  I  have  given  a  faithful  aaramary  of  the  main  social  provisions. 
There  exists  a  labor  Inspectorate  which  has  to  see  that  these  provisions 
are  properly  observed.  Anyone  not  belonging  to  the  so-called  subject 
races  may  be  very  much  surprised  that  the  system  of  penal  sanctions 
based  upon  a  voluntary  agreement  and  surrounded  by  such  minute 
^precautions  prescribed  by  the  authorities  on  behalf  of  the  worker,  haa 
be«>n  combated  so  vehemently  for  many  years  and  even  in  this  con- 
ference aa  a  most  serious  evil,  nay,  even  as  a  most  serious  danger. 
Still.  Mr.  Prestdent,  the  application  of  this  coolie  contract,  surrounded 
by  so  many  guaranties  for  the  worker,  has  given  rise  to  terrible  condi- 
tions. Almost  everything  that  has  been  written  about  tbe  application 
of  tbe  penal  provlaions  describes  tbe  bloody  conflicts  which  have  taken 
place  so  frequently  that  It  would  be  a  mistake  to  speak  of  Individual 
incidents;  one  Is  bound  to  speak  of  existing  conditions.  On  the  one 
hand  there  Is  most  cruel  ill-treatment  of  cooties ;  on  the  other,  and 
frequently  in  consequence  of  this  ill-treatment,  there  are  murderous 
attacka  on  tbe  supervising  European  agents. 

Mr.  W.  Mlddendorp.  s  member  of  th?  Volksraad  who  for  many  years 
has  been  a  Qoveminent  ofllcial  in  the  Dutch  East  Indies,  in  a  district 
where  tbe  pensl  system  is  applied,  says  in  a  little  book  which  he  bas 
is(iue<l  ttiat  on  tbe  east  coast  of  Sumatra  one  or  two  murders  of  so- 
called  nsslstanta  have  taken  place  annually  during  the  last  10  or  16 
yesrs.  sud  there  were  about  30  cases  of  manslsughter  of  white  superin- 
tendents. The  author  lays  stress  on  the  point  that  ouny  cases  are 
not  reported.  TboSe  who  are  employed  as  superintendents  in  these 
districts,  tbe  autbor  continues,  for  a  period  of  say  15  years  (there  are 
there  about  1.000  to  1.500  superintendents)  have  a  2  per  cent  chance 
of  being  murdered  by  the  workers  and  a  30  per  cent  chance  of  being 
attacked.  I  think  these  figures  prove  conclusively  that  most  serious 
abuse«  exist.  Tbe  explanation  of  these  abuses  must  in  my  opinion 
be  sought,  in  addition  to  the  difference  in  race  of  the  contracting 
parties.  In  two  other  dreoastances :  The  practices  followed  la  recruit- 
ing the  coolies  aad  the  practically  complete  binding  of  tbe  worker 
to  his  employer  tor  long  periods.  I  have  already  stated  that  the 
method  of  recroltntent  Is  tbe  principal  source  of  the  evil.  Those  who 
sign  the  contract  In  full  consciouitness  of  their  actions  belong  ss  a 
rule  to  the  least  desirable  elements  of  society.  The  great  majority 
however,  may  be  considered  as  those  who  are  misled.  These  Javanese 
iC«r    la    the    sain    only    Javmnew    are    concerned)    are    oasu^lcious. 
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crelulous.  and  easily  deceived.  The  men  who  ore  in  charge  of  recruit- 
ment as  a  rule  belong  to  the  worst  elements  of  European  or  Javanese 
Boc  ety.  Their  victims  can  easily  t>e  intimidated  because  tbey  belong 
to  the  poorest  of  the  poor  and  succumb  very  quickly  to  a  present  of 
mo  ley  and  they  are  only  too  eoaily — more  especially  the  women — de- 
cel  ed  by  specious  promises.  Before  appearing  before  the  authorities 
the  ;e  workers  by  ruse  and  deceit  are  gradually  pursiuided  to  sign  the 
agipement.  Tbe  efforts  of  the  state  officials  to  make  it  clear  to  thecoL 
to  what  they  are  legally  bindioK  themselves  prove  in  most  cases  fruitless. 

That  is  the  poaition.  It  is  the  position  also,  according  to  the  opinion 
of  be  present  governor  of  tbe  Molucca  Islands,  Mr.  Tideman,  who,  wh<>a 
he  (vas  engaged  as  assistant  resident  on  tbe  east  coast  of  Sumatra,  in  a 
center  where  penal  provi»>lon.s  wtre  applied,  wrote  as  follows  in  the 
per  odical  Colonies  Studies  in  August,  1918  :  "  There  is  no  denying  the 
fac:  that  the  coolies  who  sign  a  new  contract — tbe  great  majority,  if  not 
all  of  them,  do  so  In  absolute  ignorance  of  what  they  have  to  do  and 
of  vbat  they  have  to  expect."  Further,  he  writes  that  in  practice  tl»e 
cooiie  contract  is  nothing  less  than  a  trick  by  which  the  coolie,  either 
by  some  direct  advantage  or  l>y  specious  promises — often  by  ruse  and 
deo!it,  and  sometimes  by  force — binds  himself  for  years  to  do  m'ork  for 
whi  ch  he  is  often  altogether  uuflt.  That  is  the  real  substance  of  the 
sys  em,  and  when  Prof.  Nolst  Trt'nitt?,  of  tbe  Indologlcal  faculty  of  the 
University  of  Utrecht  (founded  on  the  initiative  and  with  the  moniy  of 
tbe  Indian  employers),  declared  in  tbe  forced  labor  committee  that  the 
coo:  le,  voluntarily  and  fully  conscious  of  his  actions,  Just  as  In  Europe, 
slgi  a  his  contract,  then  this  statement  is,  to  use  a  euphemistic  expres- 
sioi ,  not  exactly  in  harmony  with  tbe  facts  as  they  actually  exist. 
Wh  «n  Mr.  Nolst  Tri*nit6  tries  to  prove  bis  thesis  and  refers  to  the  many 
reel  igagements — about  70  per  cent— the  fact  should  not  be  lost  sight  of 
tha  :  about  the  time  the  first  contract  expiree  the  native  superintendents 
do  everything  they  can  to  get  tbe  men  into  debt  by  gambling,  so  tliat 
the  coolie  at  the  expiration  of  bis  first  term  is  really  no  longer  a  free 
man  and  is  compelled  to  sign  a  new  contract  in  order  to  pay  off  bis 
deb:.  This  Is  a  fully  recognized  abuse,  to  remedy  which  efforts  have 
been  made  every  year,  but,  alas,  without  results. 

I  am  referring  to  the  so-called  professional  recruitment  and  to  m 
me  bod  of  recruitment  which  is  analogous  to  this  method,  namely, 
recruitment  by  organizations  instituted  by  the  unions  of  the  eraployers 
which  have  to  compete  with  tbe  professional  recruiters.  In  addition, 
there  also  exist  tbe  so-called  "  laukebs,"  which  as  a  rule  are  men  who 
fornerly  worked  as  contract  coolies  and  whom  the  employers  ^end  to 
Java  in  order  to  induce  their  compatriots  in  the  villages  to  sign  coolie 
cot  tracts.  In  point  of  fact,  there  are  less  abuses  attaching  to  this 
"liukeh"  recruitment  than  to  the  other  methods,  and  In  comparison 
wtib  tbe  two  other  methods  it  is  as  yet  of  little  importance.  In  1926 
tbe  share  of  the  "  laukob  "  recruitment  only  amounted  to  7,858  out  of 
a  t>tal  of  83,204  coolies,  or  about  9.6  per  cent. 

'  here  also  exists  an  opportunity  of  recruiting  labor  on  shurt-time 
con  :racts  without  penal  provisions,  under  tbe  supervision  of  tbe  labor- 
ins  >ectlon  service,  which  opportunity  has  been  in  existence  since  1911. 
The  petroleum  industry  in  particular  utilises  this  method  of  recruiting, 
am  it  is  certainly  significant  that  here  there  are  not  abuses  of  a 
seri  ous  nature  to  record,  and,  moreover,  the  wages  are  considerably 
big  ler.  Not  only  are  the  wages  higher  and  periodic  increases  granted 
but  as  in  enterprises  covered  by  penal  provisions,  the  authorities  com- 
pel the  employers  to  provide  proper  bousing  and  medical  atte.idance, 
bes  des  which  the  employers  In  the  petroleum  industry  also  provide 
var  ous  attractions  for  the  worker,  who  has  more  leisure  time.  As 
a  onsequence,  conditions  there  are  much  better.  D-"sertion  hardly  ever 
occ  irs,  and  only  very  exceptionally  does  one  read  anything  about  bloody 
lab<r  conflicts.  It  has  consequently  been  conclusively  proved  that  tbe 
pos  libiUty  of  obtaining  free  labor  does  exist  in  the  imme<iiate  neighbor- 
boo  l  of  districts  where  penal  sanctions  prevail. 

There  are  some  other  examples.  In  the  Flandelsblad  of  March  29, 
192  >,  we  find  a  dc-scription  of  the  colonization  plans  of  the  Dutch- 
Am  rican  Plantation  Co.  On  the  tea  plantation  of  the  Haboko  Estate 
1,0<3  Javanese  coolies  are  employed,  800  of  whom  ore  housed  in  small 
2-fa  mlly  bouses.  Out  of  these  800,  there  are  420  so-called  free  workers, 
80  have  a  3-yenr  contract,  and  tbe  rest  are  reengagements.  What  strikes 
one  particularly  on  this  estate,  the  author  remarks,  is  the  Javanese 
cha  -acter  of  the  colonization.  Tbe  coolie  there  lives  in  bis  own  Java- 
nea(   milieu,  and  the  latter  fact  is  of  particularly  great  importance. 

A I  opposed  to  those  who  again  and  again  assert  that  the  abolition  of 
penal  provisions  In  Sumatra  is  an  Impoaslblllty,  I  would  like  to  point 
out  that  penal  provisions  do  not  exist  any  longer  In  British  India,  in 
the  Malay  Peninsula,  Molucca,  the  Straits  SettiemenU,  etc.  The  intro- 
dudion  of  free  labor  has  been  successful  and  there  is  no  lack  of  n 
sufflcient  Ubor  supply.  This  la  particularly  due  to  the  gwd  system 
of  recruitment.  The  expense  of  this  recruitment  is  being  defrayed  out 
of  in  emigration  fund  to  which  the  affiliated  planters  pay  a  certain 
amo  jnt  per  cooUe  employed  on  their  estate,  and  which  fund,  moreover, 
rece  ves  a  snljsidy  from  tbe  Government.  This  fund  is  managed  and 
the  recruitment  is  in  the  hands  of  a  Joint  committee  of  private  em- 
ploy  ITS  and  Government  officials.  There  exists  consequently  a  free- 
l»bor    contract.      All    the    same,    the    agricultural    undertakings— the 
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largest  employers — are  as  a  rule  opposed  to  these  free-labor  contracts, 
and  as  a  reanlt  thereof  tbe  coolie  contract  with  penal  provisions  and 
all  its  inevitable  evils  predominates. 

I  would  like  to  add  that  the  Government  of  the  Dutch  East  Indies 
has  been  devoting  sttention  lately  to  obtaining  a  better  system  of 
recruitment,  end  strongly  supported  an  attempt  recently  made  to 
recruit  free  labor. 

Tbe  other  evil  which  accentuates  the  system  of  penalties  is  tbe 
fact  that  the  coolie  la,  so  to  speak,  bound  hand  and  foot  for  a  long 
period.  Coolie  contracts  can  be  concluded  for  a  maximum  of  S 
years — the  usual  term — with  the  option  of  reengagement  for,  as  a  rule, 
a  period  of  13  months.  Dnring  this  period  tbe  coolie  is  bound  in 
every  respect.  If  be  leaves  tbe  undertakings  without  having  obtained 
perrai.<»8lon,  or  If  he  returns  late,  he  can  be  brought  back  forcibly,  not 
only  by  the  police,  but  also  on  behalf  of  the  police  by  agents  of  the 
employer  himself.  In  the  second  place,  a  deserter  can  not  find  shelter 
or  obtain  work  el.sewhere.  as  the  coollo  ordinance  provides  punishment 
for  anyone  who  encourages  tbe  nonobservation  of  tbe  agreement  or 
anyone  who  in  any  way  abets  this  nonobservation.  It  can  not  be 
difficult  for  yon  to  realise  that  in  view  of  the  conditions  Just  de- 
scribed a  contract  coolie  is,  literally  speaking,  bound  hand  and  foot 
to  bis  employer.  Dnring  tbe  period  of  bis  contract  he  really  lives  in 
a  condition  of  slavery.  This  term  may  not  sound  very  pleasing  to 
some  of  you,  but  the  facts  do  not  allow  of  any  other  conclusion 
being  drawn. 

All  these  circumstances  go  toward  creating  tense  relations  between 
workers  and  employerw,  and  this  tension  is  Increasing  because  the  areas 
under  cultivation  Increase  rapidly,  whereas  the  number  of  coolies 
remains  practically  stationary.  In  1919  the  number  of  coolies  on  the 
east  coast  of  Sumatra  was  239,307;  In  1927,  238,970;  but  in  the 
same  period,  the  area  of  land  under  cultivation  increased  from  182,- 
701  hectares  to  292,729  hectares.  As  a  consequence,  much  higher 
demands  are  made  on  the  coolies'  working  capacity.  It  is  evident 
that  this  brings  in  iti-  train  rough  handling  and  ill  treatment  of  the 
coolies  by  their  superiors. 

The  wages  are  also  laid  down  in  tbe  contract,  but  the  authorities 
are  not  concerned  with  the  rate  of  wages  paid.  According  to  the 
compilatloas  of  the  labor-inspection  services,  these  wages  do  not 
guarantee  the  coolie  more  than  the  possibility  of  remaining  In  exist- 
ence, and  the  absolute  minimum  for  anything  other  than  necessities. 

The  wages  in  the  first  contract  are  42  cents  (Ehitch  East  Indies 
currency),  or  8^4d.  per  day  for  men,  and  37  cents,  or  7»>4d.  for 
women,  which  rates  are  incrt^ased  in  case  of  reengagement  to  47  cents 
and  42  cents,  respectively.  As  a  rule,  the  coolie  receives,  provided  bis 
work  gives  satisfaction,  a  premium  of  1  guilder  (Dutch  East  Indies 
currency)  per  month,  or  Is.  8d.  No  increases  of  wages  are  granted. 
Considering  that  these  wages  are  not  excessive  and  that  in  the  majority 
of  cases  they  are  lower  than  the  rates  usually  paid  in  the  IsUind  of 
Java,  and  much  lower  than  the  wages  paid  In  the  district  itself  for 
free  labor,  It  is  not  difficult  to  realize  that  a  coolie  contract  with 
penal  provision  is  in  every  respect  an  evil.  I  am  quite  prepared  to 
admit  that  obligatory  medical  treatment  is  an  extenuating  feature 
for  the  coolie,  but  at  the  same  time  it  Is  a  very  good  guaranty  for 
the  employer,  who  has  every  Interest  in  maintaining  the  working  ca- 
pacity of  his  coolie,  for  whom  he  has  paid  a  high  recruitment  fee.  The 
advantages  to  the  coolie  are,  however,  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  dis- 
advantages which  I  have  enumerated. 

The  Dutch  East  Indies  government  on  more  than  one  occasion  has 
considered  the  abolition  of  penal  provisions.  In  1918  the  Governor  Gen- 
eral of  the  Dutch  East  Indies,  Mr.  van  Llmburg  Stirum,  made  an  effort 
to  bring  about  the  abolition  of  penal  provisions  within  a  period  ot 
six  years.  The  planters'  uutons  had  already  taken  the  necessary  prepara- 
tory measures  toward  this  end,  but  Mr.  Fock.  who  succeeded  Mr.  van 
Llmburg  Stirum,  reverted  to  the  old  system,  only  making  slight 
Improvements  here  and  there. 

The  Second  Chamber  of  tbe  States  General  In  Holland  decided,  how- 
ever, in  1924  that  every  five  years,  commencing  In  1030,  tbe  coolie  ordi- 
nance bad  to  be  revised,  with  the  express  intention  of  bringing  about 
gradually  Its  entire  abolition.  The  Government,  however,  only  partly 
carried  out  these  intentions.  It  Instituted  in  1925  s  committee  which 
would  have  to  advise  every  five  yesrs  as  to  -the  possibility  of  such 
revision.  Tlie  gradual  abolition  of  the  system  is  consequently  still  In 
abeyance,  though  it  bas  been  possible,  according  to  decisions  taken,  to 
aboHsb  it  since  1915.  Tbls  attitude  Is  all  tbe  more  to  be  deplored 
because  the  employers'  organisations  so  far  have  always  offered  stubborn 
resistance  to  abolltlou.  I  hope  that  the  Intervention  of  tbe  Interna- 
tional Labor  Office  will  strengthen  public  opinion  in  its  struggle  against 
tbls  great  evil  and  that  it  will  support  every  government  wbich  ear- 
nestly desires  to  progress  in  tbe  direction  of  complete  abolition  of  the 
system  of  penalties. 

I  will  not  enter  into  further  deUils.  The  methods  by  wbich  th« 
problem  csn  be  solved  are  not  under  discussion  at  the  moment.  My 
Intention  only  waa,  and  only  could  be,  to  convince  this  conference  that 
contiact  labor  in  general,  and  in  particular  contract  labor  enforced 
by  penalties,  when  applied  under  colonial  and  seaicolonial  condltlooflb 


is  Tef7  clowly  connected  with  forced  labor.  I  have  confined  myself  to 
depicting  conditions  in  the  Dutch  East  Indies,  not  because  I  am  of  tbe 
opinion  tliat  the  evil  presents  itself  there  in  its  most  virulent  form  but 
because  I  happened  to  have  details  about  the  conditions  in  that  country 
St  my  disposal.  Penal  provisions  exist  equally  in  oth^r  colonial  coun- 
tries. It  waa  even  Introduced  in  some  countries  not  very  long  ago,  and 
whoever  is  acquainted  with  the  facts  and  figures  about  conditions  In 
those  parts  of  the  world  will,  I  am  sure,  also  bti  forced  to  arrive  at 
unfavorable  conclusions  ss  to  the  working  of  the  system.  However 
serious  tbe  existing  abuses  in  tbe  Dutch  East  Indies  may  be,  I  must  in 
all  fairness  say  that  the  present  government  in  the  Dutch  East  Indies 
is  at  least  prepared  to  break  down  the  system  of  penalties  wherever 
possible.  The  director  of  the  International  Labor  C*'fflce  bas  been  able  to 
bear  testimony  to  this  in  bis  annual  report,  pages  248-259. 

I  have  tried  to  convince  you  that  the  system  of  penalties,  in  substance 
and  practice,  is  not  only  closely  related  to  forcc'd  labor  but  that  it 
also  leads  to  abuses  which  are  not  less  than  tbosie  of  which  we  have 
beard  during  the  discussions  of  tbe  problem  of  forced  labor.  The  em- 
ployers, and  also  other  interested  parties,  apparently  place  the  possi- 
bility of  making  virgin  territory  economically  productive  above  the 
plight  of  the  workers.  We  workers  also  conaidcr  the  economic  enrich- 
ment of  tbe  world  of  great  importance,  but  we  do  not  want  to  see  it 
paid  for  at  tbe  price  of  the  poverty,  degeneration,  and  ill  treatment  of  • 
tbe  socially  defenseless  native  worker.     That  price  is  too  uigh. 

I  am  convinced  that  you  will  realize  the  necessity  of  tbe  discussion 
of  tbe  problem  of  indentured  labor  at  an  early  moment,  and  trust 
therefore  that  this  conference  will  vote  unanimously  for  the  resolution 
submitted. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Then  following  that  In  consecutlTe  order 
there  waa  a  reply  made  by  the  employers'  delegate  from  the 
Netherlands,  Mr.  Tr4nlt4.  He  was  the  employers'  delegate. 
It  is  a  very  brief  statement  and  I  want  to  read  a  part 
of  It.  He  speaks  of  certain  Indentured  contracts  with  penal 
provisions : 

I  wish  merely  to  state  the  opinion  of  a  former  Inspector  general  of 
agriculture  in  Indo-Chlua,  who  in  1927  visited  tbe  Dutch  East  Indies 
and  made  a  report  on  labor  conditions  there. 

This  Is  a  statement  by  the  employers'  delegtite: 

He  examined  the  conditions  on  the  east  coast  of  Sumatra  and  con- 
cluded his  report  with  the  following  statement : 

"  The  system  of  contract  labor  and  In  particular  tbe  system  of  pen"' 
sanction  for  desertion  and  similar  offenses,  while  applied  with  gre:. . 
moderation,  bas  nevertheless  been  criticised  in  Holland.  It  has  been 
stated  that  It  is  s  kind  of  permanent  slavery." 

He  is  talidng  about  indentured  contacts  witii  penal  sanction. 
It  has  been  said  that  it  is  a  kind  of  permanent  slavery. 

All  other  conslderationa  put  aside,  however,  we  find  that  the  con- 
tracts are  really  tbe  sole  practical  guaranty  for  the  planters.  They 
tiave  been  an  Important  factor  In  the  development  of  Sumatra.  Tbey 
contain  mutual  guarantiee ;  the  control  is  rigid,  and  they  form  the 
basis  of  Improvemefit  of  labor  conditions.  Conditions  have  been  evolved 
which  have  resulted  in  a  system  by  which  labor  acquires  good  condi- 
tions and  good  reward  for  his  services. 

He  is  Justifying  indentured  contracts  under  penal  sanction. 

This  practical  success  deserves  consideration  and  must  be  OMnpered 
with  tbe  lamentable  state  of  tbe  population  wbich  is  without  labor. 

Then  the  delegate  went  on  and  admitted  that  this  labor  is  In 
general  usage  in  his  country,  throughout  the  colonies  and  the 
mandatories,  but  claims  it  is  for  the  benefit  of  the  worker. 
That  may  all  be  true.  I  have  no  doubt  that  all  through  history 
many  of  those  who  enslaved  human  beings  honestly  believed 
that  It  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  individuals  so  enslaved,  and 
that  is  exactly  the  argument  of  this  representative. 

The  del^ate  continued,  quoting  from  the  inspector,  as  follows : 

This  evidence  is  confirmed  in  my  eyes  by  a  visit  which  I  paid  last 
winter  to  the  east  coast  of  Sumatra.  I  met  there  a  magistrate  who 
was  In  charge  of  eases  arising  out  of  the  penal  clauses,  and  I  asked 
him  for  his  opinion  on  penal  sanction. 

There  is  no  misunderstanding  in  tbe  East  Indies  of  what  an 
indentured  contract  with  penal  sanction  means.  It  means  a 
contract  the  violation  of  which  can  be  enforced  through  criminal 
process. 

He  replied  that  when  be  came  to  tbe  esst  coast  he  was  strenuously 
opposed  to  tbe  penal  sanctions  but  now  ttiat  he  had  seen  them  working 
in  practice  be  had  become  an  admirer  of  the  system ;  through  It  the 
workers  became  used  to  labor.  It  Is  a  system  which  is  applied  In  mod- 
eration, and  Its  success  is  proved  by  the  fact  that  the  workers  reengage 
themselves  after  tbeir  period  of  service. 

He  coDclodes — 

These  remarks  show  the  opinion  of  competent  experts. 
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Exi>erta  of  the  Holland  G<»vemment  upon  their  own  admin- 
istration— 

Thi'7  .ir«>  opinions  wtklch  are  different  from  tbose  held  by  Mr.  Kapers 
and  htM  frtradfl  of  penal  Hanctions. 

I  di^mgree  with  the  delegnte  on  that,  because  Mr.  Kopers 
nieri'ly  advncateil  that  there  should  be  no  type  of  hnman  latwr 
ttmt  wua  analogous  to  bamun  slurery,  and  that  we  can  not  afford 
to  enrich  civilization  at  the  expen.se  of  degeneracy  and  the 
death  of  any  ptK>ple. 

I  ask  that  all  the  remarlcs  of  the  employers'  delegate  from 
the  Netherlands  be  lnc<»rporated  in  the  Rc(X)ro  at  this  point 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

Mr.  NOLST  TuftxiTft  (omployen*  delegate,  Netherlands)  :  The  dis- 
cu8!«ion  in  this  rouference  has  already  tnlcen  a  long  time,  but  I  must 
with  nil  my  force  protest  against  the  statements  made  by  my  feUow 
count  ryuan,  Mr.  Kupcrw.  I  think  in  the  first  place  that  this  resolu- 
tion is  unnecessary,  t>ecause  the  International  Labor  Office  has  already 
begun  the  study  of  the  question  of  contract  labor.  We  must  not 
risk  giving  any  premnttnre  decision  on  this  work.  Flowerer,  I  will  not 
trj-  to  correct  the  mlsstatcnieDt.s  of  Mr.  Kupers,  especially  those  in  con- 
nection with  tbe  Netberland  East  Indies,  but  I  must  Insist  that  the 
abuKe<4  to  which  he  has  alluded  have  no  fundamental  connection  with 
tbe  question  of  penal  sanctions,  for  abuses  of  a  similar  nature  arise  in 
oth«-r  di<itrict8  wberv  labor  is  free.  I  wish  merely  to  state  the  opinion 
of  a  former  Inspector  general  of  agriculture  in  Indo-Chlna,  who.  In 
1027,  viiiited  the  Dutch  Bast  Indies  and  made  a  report  on  labor  condi- 
tions there.  lie  examined  tbe  conditions  on  tbe  east  coast  of  Sumatra 
and  he  concluded  his  report  with  the  following  statement :  "  Tbe  system 
o(  contract  labor,  and  in  particular  the  system  of  penal  sanctions  for 
desertion  and  similar  offenses,  while  applied  with  great  moderation, 
has  nevertheless  been  criticised  in  Holland.  It  baa  been  stated  that  It 
Ih  a  kind  of  permanent  slavery.  All  other  conslderationa  put  aside, 
bowfver.  we  find  that  the  contracts  are  really  the  sole  practical  guaranty 
for  the  planters.  They  have  been  an  important  factor  In  the  develop- 
ment of  Sumatra.  Tbey  contain  mutual  guaranties ;  the  control  la 
rigid,  and  tbey  form  the  basis  of  improvement  of  labor  conditions.  Con- 
ditions bave  t>een  evolved  which  has  resulted  In  a  system  by  which  labor 
acquires  good  conditions  and  good  reward  for  its  servlees.  This  practi- 
cal tiuccess  deserves  consideration,  and  must  be  compared  with  tbe 
lamentable  state  of  the  population  which  is  wlthoat  labor." 

This  evidence  is  confirmed  in  my  eyes  by  a  visit  which  I  paid  last 
winter  to  tbe  east  coast  of  Sumatra.  I  met  there  a  magistrate  who 
was  In  charge  of  cases  arising  out  of  the  penal  clausea,  and  I  asked 
him  for  bis  opinion  on  penal  sanctions.  He  replied  that  when  he  came 
to  tbe  east  coast  he  was  strenuously  opposed  to  the  penal  sanctions 
but  now  that  he  had  seen  them  working  in  practice  be  had  become  an 
admirer  of  the  system :  throosb  it  tbe  workers  became  used  to  labor. 
It  is  a  system  which  is  applied  in  moderation,  and  its  succesa  ta  proved 
by  the  fact  that  tbe  workers  reengage  themselves  after  their  period  of 
service. 

These  remarks  show  the  opinion  of  competent  experts.  Tbey  are 
opinions  which  are  different  from  those  held  by  Mr.  Kupers  and  bis 
friends  of  peoal  sanctions.  I  think  if  Mr.  Kupers  could  see  the  condi- 
tions for  himself  he  would  be  conviuceU.  at  least  in  the  case  of  the 
Instances  which  be  mentioned,  that  this  system  Is  both  necessary,  and 
ia  carried  on  in  the  interests  of  the  workers. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield  right 
there? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  was  going  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  that 
perhaps  by  defining  the  real  iienalties  to  mean  something  which 
results  from  a  criminal  process,  perhaps  unwittingly  he  will 
limit  the  definition  so  as  to  make  it  practically  innocuous.  A 
penalty  of  Imprisonment  could  be  just  as  easily  Imposed  by  a 
cl\il  process.  So  the  countries  which  might  be  affected  would 
siibstltute  in  place  of  what  they  may  regard  as  imprisonment  by 
crimitml  process,  such  as  v.e  used  to  have  in  this  country  for 
indebtedness,  impri.sonmeut  under  a  civil  process. 

I  should  like  to  add  that  I  do  not  think  the  apiurehension  of 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  has  any  application  so  far  as 
this  country  is  concerned.  I  do  not  Icnow  of  aiul  never  heard 
in  recent  years  of  any  employment  contracts  which  provide  for 
a  penalty.  When  the  Senator  spoke  of  forfeiture  by  way  of 
damajres  for  breech  of  contract,  that  is  merely  damages  as  a 
method  of  compensating  the  individual  whose  contract  has  been 
broached.  We  impose  no  penalty  upon  a  laborer  who  violates 
his  4S>ntract  of  employment.  There  are  two  things  which  may 
Happen  T  either  he  loses  his  position  or  he  mav  be  sued  for 
damages;  bdt  such  damages  are  compensatory  and  not  by  way 
of  penalty. 
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Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  could  not  have  heard  my  sugges- 
ti>n,  if  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  permit  me  to  say  so. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  »)efore  yielding  to  the  Senator 
fiom  Pennsylvania,  I  wish  to  express  my  appreciation  of  the 
SI  ggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  New  York.  I  think  the 
ixint  is  rather  well  taken,  and  the  amendment  ought  to  be  per- 
fected to  avoid  the  very  situation  that  might  arise.  I  think  the 
pi  irase  "  indentured  contracts  with  penal  sanctions  "  is  broad 
ei  ough  and  sufficient  to  take  care  of  the  problem. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  was  going  to  suggest  that  I  think  the  defi- 
nition is  explicit  enough  as  it  is. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     That  is  my  own  opinion. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Seuator  from  Pennsvlvaniu? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HEED.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  from  New  York  could 
hi  ve  heard  exactly  what  I  said.  I  was  talking  about  contracts 
ol  apprenticeship,  indentures  of  apprenticesliip.  which  are  cus- 
tomarily accompanied  by  stipulated  i^enaltles.  Of  course.  I  was 
IK  t  talking  about  the  ordinary  contract  of  employment. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yi  ?ld  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

\ir.  WAGNER.  Can  tlie  Senator  enumerate  any  penalties  pro- 
vlled  in  apprenticeship  contracts  to-day  of  a  nature  such  h»  Is 
suggested  here  for  punishment  as  violation  of  the  contract? 

Sir.  REED.  Certainly.  Under  the  old  English  apprentice- 
ship contracts,  the  power 

Mr.  WAGNER.  If  I  may  interrupt  the  Senator,  I  had  in 
m  nd  modem  times. 

Mr.  REED.  Well,  in  modem  times  there  is  forfeiture  of  ac- 
cvmulated  wages,  which  is  a  penalty  in  every  sense,  and  not 
cG  mpensatory  damages  at  all. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  do  not  know  of  any  such  case. 

Mr.  KING.     There  is  the  forfeiture  of  insurance  also. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  but  I 
d<  >  not  yield  the  floor. 

Mr,  NORRIS.  I  may  be  entirely  wrong,  but  the  suggestion  by 
tie  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  would  not  have  any  application 
in  this  country,  at  least  When  a  contract  is  made  by  an  indi- 
vidual as  an  api^^entice  he  can  not  be  punished  in  the  way  sug- 
g«  sted ;  he  can  not  be  penalized.  If  he  quits  his  employment,  he 
m  ght  be  liable  for  diimages,  but  to  penalize  him  in  the  way  sug- 
g€  cted  by  the  Senator,  without  regard  to  the  damages  suffered 
bj  the  person  who  was  the  other  signatory  to  the  contract,  cer- 
ta  nly  would  not  be  enforce<l  in  any  of  our  courts ;  and  I  doubt 
w  lether  it  would  be  in  any  civilized  nation  in  the  world. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield,  I  am  not 
taking  about  modem  American  apprenticeship,  of  course,  but 
the  system  of  arorentlceshlp  that  prevails  throughout  Europe; 
aid  I  am  perfectly  certain  that  the  Seuator  from  Wisconsin  is 
net  aiming  at  that. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  REED.  I  understood  that  he  was  willing  to  accept  an 
amendment  which  will  exclude  that.  Now  we  are  all  agreed 
at  out  that,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  that  is  not  the  important 
question  here. 

[f  I  may  say  a  word  further,  then  I  will  not  interrupt  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  again.  I  think  we  are  agreed  that 
American  labor  ought  to  be  protected  from  the  compeUtion  of 
CO  irict-made  goods  or  slave-made  goods,  under  whatever  guise 
thit  penal  servitude  or  slavery  may  appear;  but  we  are  legis- 
la  ing  for  the  benefit  of  Americans  here.  Will  it  benefit  Amer- 
icns  to  exclude  from  importation  into  this  country  products 
wl  lich  we  do  not  make  and  can  not  make,  .'^uch  as  tea  and  coffee 
arid  rubber?  Will  it  help  Americans  for  us  In  our  zeal  to 
ab  Dlish  forced  labor  in  foreign  climes,  to  deny  to  all  Americans 
th»  use  of  such  articles  as  coffee,  tea,  and  rubber?  That  is  a 
pr  )blem  that  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  explain  to  u.s 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Piunsylvania  if  it  will  help  Americans  to  exclude  articles 
w  lich  are  made  abroad  and  which  are  not  produced  in  this 
cointry,  such  as  tea  and  coffee,  if  they  come  in  under  an 
Anerlcan  trade-mark?  We  adopted  a  trade-mark  provision 
w  lich  has  exactly  the  effect  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
goIdT  ^^^  ^^  ^^""^  '*"*  ^°  ^^^''''^  *^  forc-ed-labor-produced 
n«IS"«„^A^"  "  ^^^  Senator  had  suggested  that  as  an  ex- 
S  Jfmo^' weilJtTit '  "•'*  ^^^°'  '  ^"""^  ^'^^^  ^''''^  ^*^« 
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Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh,  no,  Mr.  President.  The  Senator  is  put- 
ling  himself  in  the  position  of  the  chief  exponent  of  American 
labor  in  this  body,  and  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  he  is  now  referring  to  excluding  tea — he  men- 
tioned that  commodity — which  can  not  come  in  under  a  trade- 
mark regi.<tered  in  the  United  States,  although  tea  is  not  made 
in  the  United  States  at  all ;  but  he  is  Invoking  exactly  the 
contrarj'  argument  when  prLson-made  goods  are  Involved. 

Mr.  REED.  Not  at  all,  Mr.  President.  The  subject  of  trade- 
marics  on  articles  not  made  in  this  coimtry  was  not  mentioned 
in  my  hearing  during  that  discassion;  bat  if  it  had  been  I 
would  have  recognized 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Oh.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  will  surely  permit  me  to  finish  the 
sentence. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  But  I  did  make  that  suggestion  in  my  argu- 
ment. The  Seuator  may  not  have  listened  to  me,  but  I  re- 
peated it  here  two  or  three  times. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  sorry  I  did  not  hear  it  If  I  had  heard  it 
I  would  have  acquiesced  in  the  suggestion  that  there  was  no 
reuMJU  for  applying  the  provision  to  such  articles,  I  under- 
stood the  opposition  from  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  to  relate 
to  the  whole  policy  and  the  whole  section.  We  will  not  have  the 
least  trouble  if  the  Senatcw*  will  suggest  that  amendment  when 
we  get  the  bill  into  the  Senate. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  will  suggest  it  again,  Mr.  President.  If 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  permit  me,  I  will  suggest  it 
with  reference  to  the  United  States  Sterf  Corporation  mining 
manganese  in  Russia  under  the  patent  provision.  If  we  reuUy 
waiit  to  protect  American  labor,  we  should  not  take  all  the 
duty  off  manganese  that  is  produced  in  30  American  States 
for  the  benefit  of  a  producer  like  the  United  States  Steel  Cor- 
poration, which  would  like  to  have  the  importation  come  In 
free. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  Prt>sldont,  will  the  Senator  kindly  explain 
to  a  waiting  country  what  in  the  world  the  mining  of  manga- 
nese has  to  do  with  either  trade-marks  or  patents?  There  is 
no  patent  or  trade-mark  question  involved  in  the  pending  ques- 
tion. If  the  Senator  wants  to  discuss  the  item  in  the  metal 
schedule  relating  to  the  tariff  on  manganese,  we  will  be  glad 
to  discuss  that  with  hitn  when  it  is  reached. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  But  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  is  the 
exiK)nent  of  American  labor,  and  he  said  that  it  would  not  do 
to  permit  expatriated  capital,  such  as  that  of  Mr.  Ford,  to  go 
abroad  and  establish  a  plant  in  Ireland  and  then  import  trac- 
tors ;  and  he  invoked  the  principle  of  the  protection  of  American 
labor.  Now  I  am  calling  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  ex- 
patriated capital  of  the  United  States  Steel  Co.  goes  abroad  and 
invests  in  mines  in  Soviet  Russia  and  displaces  American  labor 
in  30  American  States  that  might  have  produced  manganese  if 
the  tariff  duty  had  not  been  taken  off. 

Mr.  ItEED.    Labor  that  "might  "  have  produced  it? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     It  is  producing  it ;  it  is  being  produced. 

Mr.  REED.    The  tariff  duty  is  still  in  force. 

Mr,  GEORGE.  But,  Mr.  President  it  is  proposed  to  be  taken 
off  by  this  biU. 

Mr.  REED.    We  have  not  acted  on  that  amendment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    No ;  we  have  not  acted  on  it  as  yet. 

Mr.  REED.  I  will  be  glad  when  we  reach  that  point  to 
answer  the  Senator,  but  he  has  mixed  up  five  or  six  different 
subjects  in  one  question. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Oh,  no. 

Mr.  REED.  And  it  is  pretty  hard  to  answer  them  all,  in 
fairness  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  want  to  trespass  further  on  the  time 
of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr  BLAINE.  Mr.  I*resident  I  think  the  suggestions  of  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  are  very  pertinent  to  the  question  that 
he  was  di.'scussing,  and  perhaps  pertinent  by  way  of  argument 
to  this  question. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  in  tlie  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  do  not  wi&h  to  leave  unanswered  the  sug- 
gestion made  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsjlvania  a  while  ago, 
that  contracts  of  apprenticeship'  now  provide  absolutely  as  a 
penalty,  as  he  called  it,  for  breach  of  contract  of  apprenticeship 
the  forfeiture  of  accumulated  wages  under  the  contract.  The 
Senator  is  a  distinguished  lawyer,  though  perhaps  none  of  us 
know  it  all ;  but  no  court  in  this  country  ever  enforces  any 
provision  of  that  kind  as  a  penalty,  and  only  enforces  it  to  the 
extent  that  the  damages  called  for  under  the  contract  represent 
actual  compensation  to  the  employer. 


Mr,  REED.  Mr  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
will  yield  to  me  further,  I  should  like  to  call  to  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York  the  fact  that  we  are  not  talking 
about  the  courts  of  this  country ;  we  are  not  talking  about 
apprenticeships  in  this  country;  we  are  talking  about  appren- 
ticeships  in  countries  which  produce  the  g(K>ds  that  are  at- 
tempted to  be  imported  into  the  United  States.  I  fully  agree 
with  the  statement  of  the  Senator  as  to  the  American  law,  but 
that  has  no  l)earing  whatever  on  this  question. 

Mr  WAGNER.  Mr  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  one  more  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wi»- 
cmisin  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  whether  the  ap- 
prehensions of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  and  also  those 
expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  were  well  foundi-d, 
that  the  enforcement  of  this  humanitarian  provision  might  re- 
sult in  the  deprivation  to  us  of  rubber  ci>ming  from  African 
countries?  I  was  going  to  ask  the  Senator  whether  or  not  those 
particular  industries  would  be  willing  to  forfeit  a  market  repre- 
senting perhaps  80  per  cent  of  their  production  rather  than  to 
improve  their  laboring  conditions  and  put  them  upon  a  high» 
standard  s«)  as  still  to  retain  the  American  market? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  fear  has  been  expressed  that 
this  provision  would  bar  a  great  amount  of  raw  material  which 
Is  not  produced  in  America.  I  presume  that  it  will  bar  some  of 
that  materiaL  I  do  not  know  to  what  extent  It  will  bar  it.  It 
ought  to  be  burred  to  all  those  planters  and  Industrialists  who 
engage  In  the  form  of  slavery  which  obtains  under  indentured 
contracts  with  penal  sanctions.  There  are  countries  and  there 
are  planters  and  there  are  industries  engaged  in  the  producti<m 
and  manufacture  of  those  articles  with  free  labor  who  would 
enjoy  the  markets  of  America.  As  suggested  by  the  Senator 
from  New  York,  does  anyone  suppose  for  one  moment  that  the 
others  would  not  adjust  themselveti  to  a  condition  more  com- 
patible with  the  present  movement  of  the  world,  as  shown  by 
the  several  treaties  in  which  the  ctmntrles  have  engaged? 

I  desired  to  read  part  of  an  address  given  by  the  government 
delegate  from  India  at  the  international  labor  conference.  This 
is  part  of  the  official  record : 

I  only  wish  to  utter  an  emphatic  protest  against  the  statempots  about 
the  seemingly  Intolerable  conditions  made  by  my  friend,  Mr.  Das,  a  few 
days  ago.  lie  said  that  the  Indian  workers  are  vitally  Interested  in 
this  problem,  because  there  are  millions  of  workers  affected  by  it  in 
India,  In  the  Malay  States,  In  Ceylon,  and  in  South  Africa,  and  in  other 
parts  of  the  dominions,  where  their  conditions  of  work  are  not  human. 
I  do  wish  that  be  had  been  more  accurate  in  his  statements ;  for,  so  far 
as  Assam  and  South  Africa  are  concerned,  there  are  no  Indentures  at 
present,  and  penal  sanctions  have  been  abolished  for  several  years,  and 
in  fact  there  is  no  recruitment  now;  there  is  no  long-term  recrultmc^nt 
in  South  Africa  at  all.  In  the  case  of  Ceylon  and  Malaya  there  are  no 
indentures  under  penal  sanctions. 

The  articles  that  probably  would  be  prohibited  are  Sumatra 
wrappers  grown  by  the  planters  of  Sumatra  and  Java  whose 
workers  are  under  Indentured  contracts  with  penal  sanctions, 
and  who,  if  they  violate  those  contracts,  may  be  ImprlsouiKl, 
In  competition  with  the  agricultural  interests  of  the  Senator's 
own  State  of  Connecticut.  The  fanners  of  Connecticut  are 
compelled  to  grow  their  wraw)ers  under  a  high  cost  of  produc- 
tion as  against  the  labor  on  the  plantations  of  Sumatra,  whose 
condition  of  servitude  is  analogous  to  slavery.  That  would  bjir, 
it  is  true,  Sumatra  wrappers.  It  would  bar  sago  flour ;  it 
would  bar  tapioca,  it  is  true,  that  is  imported  from  Sumatra  or 
Java,  and  Is  produced  In  direct  competition  with  American  agri- 
culture. I  understand  that  there  are  Members  of  the  House 
who  are  solicitous  to-day,  and  no  doubt  are  soliciting  the  sup- 
port of  Members  of  the  Senate,  fw  an  increased  and  prohibitive 
tariff  on  tapioca,  a  starchy  8ut>stance  that  conies  in  competition 
with  large  quantities  of  food  products  produced  in  America. 
Yes;  it  would  prevent  that  sort  of  thing  from  l)eing  imported 
Into  the  United  States. 

There  are  copper  mines  in  Peru,  there  is  at  least  <Mie  cow)er 
mine  in  Colombia,  I  am  informed,  where  forced  labor  is  em- 
ployed— not  only  forced  labor  as  we  understand  it,  but  inden- 
tured labor  under  penal  sanctions,  as  Is  understood  generally 
by  the  countries  that  have  engaged  in  the  treaty  to  whidi  I 
have  made  reference.  That  copper  is  mined  and  produced,  not 
by  voluntary  labor  Imt  by  labor  of  natives  impressed  into  serv- 
ice under  either  a  written  or  a  verbal  contract  in  competiti(m 
with  American  labor  in  the  copper  mines  of  America. 

This  provision  would  not  exclude  all  copper.  It  would  permit 
copper  iHtKluced  by  free  labor  to  be  imported  into  this  country. 
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There  are  other  raw  products,  such  as  rubber,  which  would 
be  aflfecteil  to  some  extent  by  this  ameodmeDt  Yes;  some 
rutilMT  would  be  kept  out  of  America.  It  ought  to  be  kept  out 
of  America.  I  understand  that  in  Africa  the  concessions  that 
are  made  by  the  British  Government  have  a  prohibition  against 
forced  labor  or  indentured  labor  with  penal  sanctions :  and  the 
larger  portion  of  the  rubber  prt»dnction  of  the  world  is  in  Africa 
and  in  other  territories  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  British 
Government.  That  would  not  be  excluded,  if  my  information 
is  correct.  It  would  not  be  excluded  from  Brazil  if  that  rubber 
is  pro«luced  by  free  labor. 

Do  you  supiK)se,  if  this  amendment  were  agreed  to,  that  those 
countries  that  are  now  employing  this  slave  labor  in  the  produc- 
tion of  their  rubl>er  would  continue  to  employ  that  type  of 
labor?  On  the  contrary,  they  would  readjust  themselves  to 
meet  the  products  of  free  labor. 

I  assume — this  is  not  a  statement  of  the  fact — that  there  are 
certain  American  concessions  in  Central  America  and  in  South 
America  respecting  the  production  of  lumber.  Lumber  opera- 
tions In  those  territories  are  carried  on  by  a  system  of  labor 
such  as  peonage,  coolie  labor,  indenturetl  labor  with  penal  sanc- 
tions, and  force<l  labor,  Certainl.v  that  tyi>e  of  commodity 
W(»ald  be  denied  admission  into  the  Lnited  States,  and  it  ought 
to  be. 

Mr.  KEAN.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  BLAINE.     I  do. 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  should  like  to  ask  how  the  Senator  expects 
a  distinction  to  be  made  in  a  case  like  this:  Where  a  hundred 
pounds  of  rubber  is  made  by  slave  labor  and  a  hundred  pounds 
of  rubber  is  made  by  free  labor,  and  both  are  brought  into  the 
Unite<l  States,  how  are  you  going  to  distinguish  between  them? 
Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  be  discourte- 
ous ;  but,  really,  the  question  does  not  justify  an  answer.  No 
one  would  be  so  foolish  as  to  import  a  hundred  {tounds  of 
rubber  into  the  United  States  in  comp)etition  with  another  lot 
of  a  hundred  pounds.  Rubber  Is  not  pro<luced  in  such  quan- 
tities. Rubber  is  produced  in  large-scale  proportions.  There 
would  l)e  no  neces.sjty  to  determine  whethir  a  bag  full  of  rubber 
was  priKlnced  by  slave  labor  or  free  labor.  The  countries  pro- 
dming  rubber  are  well  known  to  the  State  Department  and  to 
the  Commertv  Department.  They  know  the  production  of  this 
commodity,  whether  it  is  protluoed  by  free  labor  or  slave  labor 
or  indentured  labor  or  forced  labor. 

Mr.  KEAN.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  BLAINE.     I  do. 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  simply  mentioned  a  hundred  pt>und8  for  pur- 
poses of  illustration.  It  might  be  2U  tons.  What  I  am  asking 
Is.  when  the  two  are  mixed  together,  how  anybody  c«)uld  tell 
tlie  difference,  whether  the  rubber  was  made  by  slave  labor  or 
whether  it  was  made  by  free  labor. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  question  answers  itself,  but  It  is  not  to 
the  point. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from   Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 
Mr.  BLAINE.     I  do. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  With  all  due  respect  to  the  Senator  frofti 
Wiwonsin,  if  he  were  a  little  more  familiar  with  conditions  on 
the  Amazon  and  the  rubber  market  at  Para  he  would  not  make 
the  kind  of  reply  that  he  has  just  made  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Canoes  come  down  the  Amazon  to  Manaos  laden  with  rubber. 
No  one  in  Manaos  knows  whether  that  rubber  comes  from  a 
plantation  where  entirely  voluntary  labor  is  employed,  or 
whether  indentured  lalxv  is  employed.  Furthermore,  when  it 
gets  down  into  the  Para  market,  and  is  bought  by  the  mer- 
chants of  the  world,  that  produced  by  slave  labor  and  that  pro- 
duce<l  by  free  labor  and  that  produced  by  contract  labor  are  so 
hopelessly  mixed  up  that  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  en- 
tirely lorrect  and  within  his  rights  in  asking  how  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  would  distingnisb  between  them ;  and  the 
answer  given  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  not  worthy  of 
him. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  the  discussion  by  the  Senator 
frt>m  Connecticut  is  indicative  of  his  unfamiliarity  with  the  con- 
ditions under  which  rubber  is  produced  in  Brazil.  I  presume  he 
has  penetrated  the  Amazon  River  for  several  hundred  miles. 
I  suppose  he  has  gone  back  Into  the  forest  and  the  jungles  of 
that  trt>[>ical  country.  I  .suppose  he  has  seen  the  chieftain  at 
the  hea<l  of  his  tribe  impressing  the  tribe  ijito  the  gathering  of 
crude  rubber.    I  suppose  that  he  has  observed  the  free  labor  in 
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i  hat  vast  territory.  I  assume,  from  his  assumption  of  facts,  that 
e  has  followed  the  products  of  the  various  producers  of  rubber 
own  the  Amazon  River  and  observed  its  mixture  at  the  dock 

I  <  r  upon  the  boat.  With  all  due  respect  for  the  Senator  from 
:!onjiecticut,  his  assumption — and  it  is  nothing  but  an  a.ssump- 
ion — is  not  worthy  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Couuectl- 

<  ut.  who  ordinarily  is  so  exact  in  his  statement  of  facts. 
Mr.  President,  those  who  think  free  labor  ought  to  come  into 

dompetition  with  slave  labor  can,  perhaps,  justify  their  position 
ID  their  own  minds  by  suggestions  of  dilficulty  in  administration. 
There  is  dlflSculty,  of  course,  in  the  administration  of  any  law. 
lio  law  is  simple  in  its  administration.  No  law  automatically 
enforces  itself,  nor  are  there  very  many  laws  which  are  enforced 

o  any  full  degree.  They  are  enforced  in  some  cases  as  best 
1  luman  ingenuity  can  enforce  them.     The  Government  of  the 

Jnited  States  has  its  diplomatic  agents  abroad.  It  has  its  agents 
i  Q  the  Commerce  Department.  It  has  all  the  ne<'essary  and 
(ssential  agents  to  ascertain  whether  commodities  are  produced 
1  y  prohibited  labor  or  free  labor,  exactly  as  well  equipped  as  to 
(  etermine  whether  or  not  the  commodities  are  produced  by 
convict  labor  or  free  labor. 

Every  opportunity  is  offered  for  a  perfect  administration  of 
t  lis  proposal.  Wherever  there  Is  any  appreciable  production  of 
t  le  commodities  to  which  I  refer,  the  Government  authorities 
t)-day  have  the  record  of  that  production;  they  know  by  what 
trpe  of  labor  it  has  been  produced  in  most  instances,  and  I 
{resume  anyone  can  obtain  the  information  from  the  depart- 
I  lents  here  at  Washington  without  going  abroad. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  call  attention  to  another  fact.  The 
Ireague  of  Nations  has  two  paragraphs  respecting  mandates: 

Mandate  B:  The  mandatory   (3)   shall  prohibit  all  forma  of  forced  or^ 
ompulsory  labor  except   for  essential   public   works   and   services,    and 
t  len  only  In  return  for  adequate  remuneration. 

Mandate  C  :  The  mandatory  shall  see  that  no  forced  labor  is  permitted 
( xcopt  for  essential  public  works  and  services,  and  then  only  in  return 
lar  adequate  remunenition. 

The  great  organization  of  nations,  under  the  League  of 
I'ation.s,  has  damned  force<l  labor  and  the  indentured  labor 
1  laving  penal  sanctions. 

Mr.  HAWES.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BLAINE.  We  offer  a  further  condemnation  in  our  reser- 
vation to  the  slavery  treaty.     In  the  treaty  respecting  trade  in 

<  ommodities.  as  to  trade  restrictions,  we  further  condemned 
]  orced  labor,  no  mutter  by  what  method  employed. 

By  this  amendment  I  propose  to  carry  out  the  conscience  of 
t  he  world  as  expres.sed  in  treaties.  I  propose  this  amendment  to 
letlect  the  spirit  of  the  men  and  women  who  have  sacrificeil  in 
( rder  that  slavery  might  Ix-  banished  from  the  world. 

The  form  of  labor  inhibited  by  this  proposed  amendment  is 
slavery,  nothing  short  of  slavery.  Are  we  at  this  moment  to 
letrace  our  steps?  Are  we  going  to  deny  that  which  we  have 
jrofessetl  in  the  past?  If  so,  we  would  better  charge  the 
J  <incoln  Monimient  with  dynamite,  tear  down  the  noblest  in- 
£  titutions  in  our  country,  and  destroy  the  spirit  of  freedom. 

If  there  is  any  opposition,  it  seems  to  me  the  opposition  can 
(ome  only  from  technical  objections.  I  can  see  no  reasonable, 
fundamental  objection  to  this  amendment. 

I  understand  that  we  might  suffer  some  economic  loss,  but 
^re  can  not  afford  any  economic  gain  at  the  sacrifice  of  the 
tegeneracy  and  death  of  the  natives  amounting  to  millions  of 

1  len  and  women,  who  should  be  mider  the  guidance  of  a  dvill- 

2  ition  that  will  give  them  an  opportunity  to  attain  the  heights 
tiey  may  attain  in  the  advancement  of  human  progress. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BLAINK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  As  bearing  on  the  sincerity  of  those  who  op- 
I  oee  the  Senator's  amendment  on  the  ground  that  there  might  be 
a  mixture  of  the  products  made  by  free  labor  and  those  made 
I  y  the  labor  he  would  prohibit,  and  therefore  that  it  might  be 
tifflcult  to  enforce  the  amendment  if  it  should  lie  agreed  to,  I 
v'ould  like  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  he 
I:  as  offered  his  amendment,  very  properly,  to  that  provision  in 
t  le  bill  which  prohibits  absolutely  the  importation  of  convict- 
made  goods.  The  language  used  in  the  bill  Ls.  "goods,  wares, 
articles,  and  merchandise  mined,  produced,  or  manufactured, 
w  holly  or  m  part,  in  any  foreign  country  by  convict  labor,  shall 
b  i  entitled  to  entry.'  and  so  forth.  If  those  who  object  to  the 
fcpnator's  amendment  are  basing  their  objection,  which  seems 
to  me  to  be  flimsy,  upon  the  ground  of  .sincerity,  then  their 
o  )jection  \*ill  apply  to  the  bill  itself,  which  has  the  same  weak- 
n?s8  the  Senators  amendment  would  have,  under  their  theory 
ill  other  words,  that  we  would  have  to  look  into  the  matter  to 
a  icertain  whether  the  goods  sought  to  be  imported  were  wholly 
o  •  in  part  produced  by  convict  labor  or  labor  such  as  the  Seiia- 
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tor  would  prohibit,  which  Is,  In  reality,  convict  labor,  just  the 
same  labor  producing  the  goods  the  importation  of  which  the 
bill  itself  would  prohibit. 

Mr.  HAWES.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  With  the  usual  keenness  of  mind  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nebraska,  he  points  out  very  clearly  the  inconsistency 
of  those  who  would  object  to  the  amendment  because  of  that 
particular  feature. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri? 

Mr.  BI..AINE.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  I  meant  to  yield 
to  him  before. 

Mr.  HAWES.  Mr.  Presid«it,  I  am  sorry  the  Senator  has 
pas-sed  over  that  portion  of  his  very  interesting  remarks  relat- 
ing to  our  international  relations  under  the  League  of  Nations. 
I  believe  the  Senator  is  trying  to  stop  the  importation  in  inter- 
state CMnmerce  of  something  which  we  are  now  prohibiting  in 
the  United  States.  I  happen  to  know  that  the  Customs  Bureau 
is  in  the  habit  of  ruling  in  a  very  technical  way  with  regard  to 
certain  mercliandise  cx)ming  from  abroad.  A  part  of  that  mer- 
chandise is  made  in  the  penitentiaries  by  the  lowest  order  of 
criminals,  who  are  not  paid  for  their  services,  and  then  it  is  sent 
by  the  penltentia-ies  to  factories  where  the  finishing  process  is 
put  upon  the  merchandise,  and  then  it  is  permitted  to  come  into 
the  United  States.  That  is  true  in  the  matter  of  pearl  butttms, 
it  is  true  in  the  matter  of  twine,  and  it  is  true  in  the  cases  of 
other  things. 

The  progressive  States  of  the  Union  are  now  taking  up  and 
discu.ssing  this  matter  with  regard  to  the  States,  and  we  have 
recently  passed  %  law  which,  in  the  course  of  five  years,  I  am 
cure  will  strengthen  the  States  which  desire  to  prohibit  that 
practice.  The  Senator  is  reaching  another  side  of  the  question, 
tlie  competition  of  prisoners  in  foreign  institutions.  All  he  is 
trying  to  do,  as  I  understand,  is  to  make  It  clear,  more  inclusive, 
more  certain,  and  to  remove  from  the  minds  of  the  customhouse 
officials  any  technical  thought  regarding  the  subject  so  that  they 
will  actually  and  positively  prohibit  convict-made  goods  from 
Europe  competing  with  American  labor  and  American  agricul- 
ture. 

I  came  into  the  Chamber  late,  but  I  understand  that  is  what 
the  Senator  is  trsing  to  do,  and  that  that  Is  all  he  is  trying  to  do. 

Mr,  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  for  the  information  of  the 
Senator,  my  proposal  is  to  add  to  the  prohibition  against  the 
Importation  of  products  of  convict  labor,  manufactured,  mined, 
and  so  forth,  the  prohibition  of  goods  and  merchandise  manu- 
factured, and  so  forth,  by  forced  labor  or  indentured  labor  with 
penal  sanctions.  It  very  greatly  broadens  the  prohibition  of  the 
section. 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  may  .say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  heartily  In 
sympathy  with  his  amendment. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  In  the  colloquy  with  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rou)],  just  at  first  blush,  it  appeared 
there  might  be  something  to  his  suggestion  in  reference  to  the 
possibility  of  "  indentured  labor  with  penal  sanctions  "  embracing 
the  labor  of  an  apprentice.  But  as  the  debate  has  developed  I 
return  to  my  original  thought  and  original  proposition,  tliat  the 
term  *'  Indentured  labor  with  penal  sanctions  "  is  so  well  defined 
in  the  countries  where  that  type  of  labor  is  employed,  and 
defined  as  excluding  apprenticeship  labor,  that  I  desire  to  per- 
fect the  amendment  now  by  striking  out  the  words  I  asked  to 
have  addeil  to  the  amendment  after  the  word  "  sanctions,"  and 
I  will  permit  the  amendment  to  stand  exactly  as  I  proposed  It. 

I  do  not  v.ant  to  involve  this  amendment  in  a  great  deal  of 
phraseology.  I  think  the  simpler  a  law  may  be  written  the 
easier  It  is  to  understand  It.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  there  Is 
no  question  but  that  the  phrase  "  indentured  contract  with 
penal  sanctions  "  applies  to  just  one  type  of  employment ;  that 
Ls,  where  the  worker  is  employed  under  a  contract  for  the  vio- 
lation of  which  he  may  be  punished  by  criminal  process. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  am  strongly  In  favor  of 
the  pending  amendment  and  hope  for  prompt  action  upon  It. 
However,  for  a  few  moments  I  wish  to  refer  to  the  flexible- 
tariff  proposition. 

From  accounts  In  the  morning  papers  there  Is  absolutely  no 
section  of  the  industrial  lobby  which  at  this  moment  needs  the 
attention  of  the  Investigating  committee  more  than  that  section 
which  is  trying  to  get  the  Senate  to  recede  from  its  position 
against  the  flexible  tariff.  Some  of  the  farm  leaders  thought- 
lessly or  designedly,  I  know  not  which,  joined  the  industrial 
crowd  In  a  demand  for  the  flexible-tariff  provision.  This  they 
did  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  in  seven  years  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission had  given  only  11  agricultural  advances,  and  most  of 
these  Ineffective;  also  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  commission 
is  now,  and  will  in  the  future  be,  entirely  controlled  by  the 
industrial  crowd  and  the  arch  enemies  of  agricultural  prosperity. 

The  farm  organizations  have  asked  me  to  offer  about  100 
om^idmeuts  to  the  agricoltural  schedules,  which  on  an  average 


are  equal  in  importance  to  the  average  of  the  11  little  changes 
made  by  the  Tariff  Commission  In  seven  years.  I  shall  offer 
these  amendments,  and  I  have  great  hopes  that  they  will  nearly 
aR  be  ad(^ted. 

However,  some  of  the  farm  cnrganizations  lose  sight  of  the  fact 
that  nearly  all  these  amendments  as  well  as  the  advances  made 
by  the  Tariff  Commission  are  ineffective  as  long  as  there  is  an 
exportable  surplus  of  the  various  commodities.  It  is  an  aca- 
demic and  foolish  proposition  to  enact  tariff  rates  either  by  the 
commission  or  by  the  Congress  that  are  ineffective  and  will  not 
protect.  The  farm  leaders  seem  to  lose  sight  of  the  very  impor- 
tant point  of  making  these  rates  effective.  This  we  propose  to 
do  by  debenture  to  the  Farm  Board  equal  to  at  least  one-half 
of  the  tariff  rate  and  on  cotton  to  a  ^)ecified  sum.  This  deben- 
ture will  be  Issued  to  the  Farm  Board  only  and  allotted  by  it 
to  the  stabilizing  corporations,  and  they  will  be  directed  to 
bid  the  iwlce  to  the  farmers  up  by  the  amount  of  the  debenture, 
and  also  to  buy  and  hold  the  surplus  and  Improve  the  world 
market  itself,  everything  tlie  equalization  fee  might  have  done. 

It  is  the  same  industrial  crowd  that  stands  for  the  flexible 
tariff  that  opposes  tlds  debenture  plan.  It  has  no  chance  except 
by  the  support  of  those  who  ^are  against  the  flexible  tariff ;  and 
still  some  farm  leaders  are  willing  to  sacrifice  all  of  this  enor- 
mous advantage  of  the  debenture  for  a  mess  of  pottage  ctUled 
the  flexible  tariff.  I  am  informed  that  the  Industrial  lobby  is 
shrew^dly  prompting  farm  organizations  to  pass  resolutions  in 
favor  of  the  flexible  tariff,  while  they  forget  the  big  and  im- 
portant proposition  of  the  debenture.  One  great  trouble  with 
farm  progress  is  that  farm  leadership  has  been  either  incom- 
petent or  grossly  misled  by  this  industrial  lobby.  The  time  Is 
now  at  hand  for  a  cleaning  up  of  this  situation,  and  it  is  high 
time  for  the  farm  leaders  to  join  in  this  fight  with  their  friends, 
and  not  with  their  enemies. 

Seven  years  ago  Congress  established  the  Tariff  Comml^Ion 
and  gave  Into  its  hands  the  custody  of  tariff  rates.  This  seven 
years  is  the  most  abject  failure  of  tariff  making  In  its  whole 
history.  From  the  standpoint  of  agriculture  Its  failure  is 
greatest  of  all.  Of  the  11  advances  for  agriculture,  all  are 
ineffective  but  two  or  three,  while  the  more  than  twice  as  many 
advances  for  industry  have  taken  from  agriculture  many  times 
what  the  commission  gave  to  it.  The  flexible  tariff  has  not  l>een 
worth  one  cent  to  the  farmers  of  Iowa  and  It  Is  high  time  Con- 
gress should  resume  Its  own  functions. 

It  must  be  noted  In  this  same  connection  that  the  press  of 
the  country,  supported  by  industrial  advertisements  and  taking 
Its  Income  and  Its  profits  at  the  expense  of  the  farmers,  is  also 
strongly  supporting  the  flexible  tariff  and  opposing  or  ignoring 
the  debenture.  During  all  this  seven  years  the  action  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  as  well  as  these  news-papers  has  always 
served  to  put  agriculture  Into  a  more  deplorable  condition,  w  hile 
vetoes  from  the  White  Hou.se  have  defeated  the  bills  passed  by 

Congress. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  during  the  remarks  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaine]  the  argument  was  ad- 
vanced by  the  Senator  frtim  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ress]  that  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  would  have 
the  effect  of  excluding  from  the  United  States  articles  and  mate- 
rials not  produced  In  the  United  States;  whereupon  1  invited 
his  attention  to  the  fact  that  under  the  sections  of  the  bill 
already  considered,  notably  the  section  dealing  vdth  American 
trade-marks  and  American  pat«it  notices,  precLsely  that  was 
accomplished  and  all  in  the  name  of  labor.  But  as  soon  as  an 
amendment  Is  crffered  here  which  really  will  b^ieflt  American 
labor  and  which  really  does  Intrench  upon  the  rights  of  the 
Industrial  groups  of  the  countrj',  then  the  tune  is  changed 
entirely. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  said  that  if  the  suggestion 
had  been  made  when  we  were  considering  the  American  trade- 
mark section  that  anything  would  be  excluded  by  that  section 
which  was  not  produced  in  the  United  States  he  would  have 
readily  accepted  an  amendment.  The  Senator  is  not  unaware 
of  the  real  argument  Uiat  has  been  made  not  only  on  this  floor 
but  In  the  country  at  large  on  the  section  to  which  he  referred. 
In  order  that  the  record  may  be  complete  I  am  going  to  put 
into  the  Rexx>iu>  at  this  point  a  protest  from  the  American  Manu- 
facturers Eipf»rt  Association — not  Importers;  this  Is  the 
Manufacturers  Export  Association.  Here  is  what  they  say  with 
reference  to  the  trade-mark  section,  or  section  528  of  the  tariff 
bill  which  wie  have  already  considered : 

The  directors  of  the  American  Mannfacturere  Export  Association, 
In  behalf  of  its  members,  wish  to  record  tbeir  stand  as  opposed  to  the 
enactment  of  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  section  526  of  H.  R.  2667 
as  amended  by  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate.  Tbey  request 
your  efforts  and  sopport  to  have  th«  bill  modlfled  so  tJuit  there  TlUl  bs 
DO  change  in  the  luresent  law. 
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There  are  other  raw  products,  such  as  rubber,  which  would 
be  uffeiteil  to  some  extent  by  this  ameodment.  Yes;  some 
rubber  would  be  kei)t  out  of  America.  It  ought  to  be  kept  out 
of  America.  I  understand  that  in  Africa  the  conces.sions  that 
are  made  by  the  British  OoTernment  have  a  prohibition  against 
forced  lalnir  or  indentured  labor  with  penal  sanctions;  and  the 
Urger  jwrtJon  of  the  rubber  production  of  the  world  is  in  Africa 
and  In  other  territories  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Briti.sh 
Government.  That  would  not  be  excluded,  if  my  information 
Is  correct.  It  would  not  be  excluded  from  Brazil  If  that  rubber 
Is  pro<lnced  by  free  labor. 

Do  you  .»*upi)o.**e.  if  this  amendment  were  agreed  to,  that  those 
countries  that  are  now  employing  this  slave  labor  in  the  produc- 
tion of  their  rubber  would  continue  to  employ  that  type  of 
labor?  On  the  contrary,  they  would  readjust  themselves  to 
meet  th»»  products  of  free  labor. 

I  assume — tliis  is  not  a  statement  of  the  fact — that  there  are 
certain  American  concessions  In  Central  America  and  In  South 
America  respecting  the  production  of  lumber.  Lumber  opera- 
tions in  those  territories  are  carried  on  by  a  system  of  labor 
such  as  peonajre.  coolie  labor,  indentured  labor  with  penal  sanc- 
tions, and  force<l  labor,  Certainly  that  tyi^e  of  commodity 
would  be  denied  admission  into  the  United  States,  and  it  ought 
to  be. 

Mr.  KEAN.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  do. 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  should  like  to  ask  how  the  Senator  exi)ects 
a  di.'itluction  to  be  made  in  a  case  like  this :  Where  a  hundred 
ponnds  of  rubber  is  made  by  slave  latxtr  and  a  hundred  pounds 
of  rubber  is  njade  by  free  labor,  and  both  are  brought  into  the 
Utiite<l  States,  how  are  you  going  to  distincruish  between  them? 

Mr.  BI..AINE.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  be  discourte- 
ous ;  but,  really,  the  question  does  not  justify  an  an.swer.  No 
one  would  be  so  foolish  as  to  import  a  liundred  t»ounds  of 
rubber  into  the  United  States  in  competition  with  another  lot 
of  a  hundred  pounds.  Rubber  is  not  profluced  in  such  quan- 
tities. Rubber  is  produced  in  large-scale  proiwrtions.  There 
would  l>e  no  necessity  to  determine  whether  a  bag  full  of  rubber 
was  pnxluced  by  slave  labor  or  free  labor.  The  countries  pro- 
dut-ing  rubber  are  well  known  lo  the  State  Department  and  to 
the  Commerce  Department.  They  know  the  pri>duction  of  this 
commodity,  whether  it  is  ppo<iuoed  by  free  labor  or  slave  labor 
or  iiMientured  labor  or  forced  latK)r. 

Mr.  KEAN,     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  do. 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  simply  mentioned  a  hundred  pounds  for  pur- 
poses of  illustration.  It  might  be  20  tons.  What  I  am  asking 
is.  when  the  two  are  mixed  together,  how  anybody  could  tell 
tlie  difference,  whether  the  rubber  was  made  by  slave  labor  or 
whether  it  was  made  by  free  labor. 

Mr.  BLAINEL  The  question  answers  itself,  but  it  is  not  to 
the  point. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    Mr  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin vield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  do. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  With  all  due  resi)ect  to  the  Senator  froftj 
Wi.sconsin,  if  he  were  a  little  more  familiar  with  conditions  on 
the  Amazon  and  the  rubber  market  at  Para  he  would  not  make 
the  kind  of  reply  that  he  has  Just  made  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Canoes  come  down  the  Amazon  to  Manaos  laden  with  rubber. 
No  one  in  Manaos  knows  whether  that  rubber  comes  from  a 
plantation  where  entirely  voluntary  labor  is  employed,  or 
whether  indentured  labor  is  employed.  Furthermore,  when  it 
gets  down  into  the  Para  market,  and  is  bought  by  the  mer- 
chants of  the  world,  that  produced  by  slave  labor  and  that  pro- 
dnc*'^!  by  free  labor  and  that  produced  by  contract  labor  are  so 
hopeletisly  mixeil  up  that  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  en- 
tirely correct  and  within  his  rights  in  asking  how  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  would  distinguish  between  them ;  and  the 
answer  given  by  the  Senator  from  Wi-sconsin  is  not  worthy  of 
him. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  the  dLscus.'?ion  by  the  Senator 
tTom  Connecticut  is  indicative  of  his  unfamiliarity  with  the  con- 
ditions under  which  rubber  is  produced  in  Brazil.  I  presume  he 
has  penetrated  the  Amazon  River  for  several  hundred  miles. 
I  suppose  he  has  gone  back  into  the  forest  and  the  Jungles  of 
that  trt>|)ical  country.  I  suppose  he  has  seen  the  chieftain  at 
the  head  of  his  tribe  impressing  the  tribe  into  the  gathering  of 
crude  rubber.    I  suppoae  that  he  has  observed  tlie  free  labor  in 


October  14 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  EECORD— SENATE 


3497 


th  It  vast  territory.  I  assume,  from  his  assumption  of  facts,  that 
he  has  followed  the  products  of  the  various  producers  of  rubl>er 
down  the  Amazon  River  and  observed  its  mixture  at  the  dock 
or  upon  the  boat.  With  all  due  respect  for  the  Senator  from 
C<]  onecticut.  his  assumption — and  it  is  nothing  but  an  assump- 
ticn — is  not  worthy  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Connectl- 
cu :,  who  ordinarily  is  so  exact  in  his  statement  of  facts. 

iJr.  President,  those  who  think  free  labor  ought  to  come  into 
CO  npetition  with  slave  labor  can,  perha{>8.  justify  their  position 
in  their  own  minds  by  suggestions  of  difficulty  in  administration. 
Tl  ere  is  difficulty,  of  course,  in  the  administration  of  any  law. 
N(  law  is  simple  in  its  administration.  No  law  automatically 
en  'orces  itself,  nor  are  there  very  many  laws  which  are  enforced 
to  any  full  degree.  They  are  enforced  in  some  cases  as  best 
human  ingenuity  can  enforce  them.  The  Government  of  the 
Ui  lited  States  has  its  dii)IomatJc  agents  abroad.  It  has  its  agents 
in  the  Commerce  Department.  It  has  all  the  ne<-es8ary  and 
essential  agents  to  ascertain  whether  commodities  are  produced 
by  prohibited  labor  or  free  lalK»r,  exactly  as  well  equipped  as  to 
de  ermine  whether  or  not  the  commodities  are  produced  by 
convict  labor  or  free  labor. 

Cvery  opportunity  is  offered  for  a  perfect  administration  of 
th  s  proposal.  Wherever  there  is  any  appreciable  production  of 
th(!  commodities  to  which  I  refer,  the  Government  authorities 
to-  [iay  have  the  record  of  that  production ;  they  know  by  what 
ty]  K?  of  labor  it  has  been  produced  in  most  instances,  and  I 
pr  'sume  anyone  can  obtain  the  information  from  the  depart- 
m«  nts  here  at  Washington  without  going  abroad. 

Jr.  President,  let  me  call  attention  to  another  fact.  The 
Lf  »gue  of  Nations  has  two  paragraphs  respecting  mandates: 

Jandate  B  :  The  mandatory  (3)  shall  prohibit  all  forms  of  forced  or 
coi  ipulsory  labor  except  for  essential  public  works  and  services,  and 
th(  n  only  in  return  for  adequate  remuneration. 

ilandate  C  :  The  mandatory  shall  see  that  no  forced  labor  in  permitted 
ex  ppt  for  essential  public  works  and  services,  and  then  only  In  return 
foi    adequate  remuneration. 

The  great  organizaticm  of  nations,  under  the  League  of 
Nation.s  has  damned  force<l  labor  and  the  indentured  lal)or 
hj  ving  penal  sanctions. 

VIr.  HAWES.     Mr.  President 

!ilr.  BLAINE.  We  offer  a  further  condemnation  in  our  re.'^r- 
vation  to  the  slavery  treaty.  In  the  treaty  respecting  trade  in 
commodities,  as  to  tradi'  restriction.s,  we  further  condemned 
forced  labor,  no  matter  by  what  method  employed. 

By  tliis  amendment  I  propose  to  carry  out  the  conscience  of 
ths  world  as  expressed  in  treaties.  I  propose  this  amendment  to 
re  iect  the  spirit  of  the  men  and  women  who  have  sacrificed  in 
or  ler  that  slavc-y  might  Ix'  banished  from  the  world. 

The  form  of  labor  inhibited  by  this  proposed  amendment  is 
slavery,  nothing  short  of  slavery.  Are  we  at  this  moment  to 
re:race  our  steps?  Are  we  going  to  deny  that  which  we  have 
professetl  in  the  past?  If  so,  we  would  better  charge  the 
Liucoln  Monument  with  dynamite,  tear  down  the  noblest  In- 
st tutions  in  our  country,  and  destroy  the  spirit  of  freedom. 

If  there  is  any  opposition,  it  seems  to  me  the  opposition  can 
come  only  from  technical  objections.  I  can  see  no  reasonable, 
fundamental  objection  to  this  amendment. 

[  understand  that  we  might  suffer  some  e<-onomic  loss,  but 
w(!  can  not  afford  any  economic  gain  at  the  sacrifice  of  the 
degeneracy  and  death  of  the  natives  amounting  to  millions  of 
mi>n  and  women,  who  should  be  under  the  guidance  of  a  civili- 
zation that  will  give  them  an  opportunity  to  attain  the  heights 
th  »y  may  attain  in  the  advancement  of  human  progress. 

«r.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

kir.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

tfr.  NORRIS.  As  bearing  on  the  sincerity  of  those  who  op- 
pose the  Senator's  amendment  on  the  ground  that  there  might  be 
a  mixture  of  the  products  made  by  free  labor  and  tho.se  made 
bj  the  labor  he  would  prohibit,  and  therefore  that  it  might  be 
difirult  to  enforce  the  amendment  if  it  should  lie  agreed  to,  I 
would  like  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  he 
h;js  offered  his  amendment,  very  properly,  to  that  provision  in 
th?  bill  which  prohibits  absolutely  the  importation  of  convlct- 
mi  ide  goods.  The  language  used  In  the  bill  is,  "  goods,  wares, 
arides,  and  merchandise  mined,  produced,  or  manufacturetl, 
wholly  or  in  part,  in  any  foreign  country  by  convict  labor,  shall 
l)e  entitled  to  entry,"  and  so  forth.  If  those  who  object  to  the 
Senator's  amendment  are  basing  their  objection,  which  seems 
to  me  to  be  flim.sy,  upon  the  ground  of  sincerity,  then  their 
oh  ection  will  apply  to  the  bill  itself,  which  has  the  same  weak- 
ne  58  the  Senator's  amendment  would  have,  under  their  theory, 
in  other  words,  that  we  would  have  to  look  into  the  matter  to 
as  ?ertain  whether  the  goods  sought  to  be  imported  were  wholly 
or  in  part  produced  by  convict  labor  or  labor  such  as  the  Sena- 


tor would  prohibit,  which  Is,  In  reality,  convict  labor,  Jnst  the 
Bame  labor  producing  the  goods  the  importation  of  which  the 
bill  Itself  would  prohibit. 

Mr.  HAWES.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  With  the  usual  keenness  of  mind  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nebraska,  he  points  out  very  clearly  the  inconsLstency 
of  those  who  would  object  to  the  amendment  because  of  that 
particular  feature. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  I  meant  to  yield 
to  him  before. 

Mr.  HAWES.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  the  Senator  has 
pas.sed  over  that  portion  of  his  very  interesting  remarks  relat- 
ing to  our  international  relations  under  the  League  of  Nations. 
I  believe  the  Senator  is  trying  to  stop  the  importation  in  Inter- 
state commerce  of  something  which  we  are  now  prohibiting  In 
the  United  States.  I  happen  to  know  that  the  Customs  Bureau 
is  in  the  habit  of  ruling  in  a  very  technical  way  with  regard  to 
certain  merchandise  coming  from  abroad.  A  part  of  that  mer- 
chandise is  made  in  the  penitentiaries  by  the  lowest  order  of 
criminals,  who  are  not  paid  for  their  services,  and  tiien  it  is  sent 
by  the  penitentiaries  to  factories  where  the  finishing  process  is 
put  upon  the  merchandise,  and  then  it  Is  permitted  to  come  into 
the  United  States.  That  is  true  in  the  matter  of  pearl  buttons, 
it  is  true  iu  the  matter  of  twine,  and  it  is  true  in  the  cases  of 
other  things. 

The  progressive  States  of  the  Union  are  now  taking  up  and 
discu.ssing  this  matter  with  regard  to  the  States,  and  we  have 
recently  pas.setl  a  law  which,  in  the  course  of  five  years,  I  am 
sure  will  strengthen  the  States  which  desire  to  prohibit  that 
practice.  The  Senator  is  reaching  another  side  of  the  question, 
tlie  competition  of  prisoners  In  foreign  institutions.  All  he  is 
trying  to  do,  as  I  understand,  is  to  make  it  clear,  more  inclusive, 
more  certain,  and  to  remove  from  the  minds  of  the  customhouse 
officials  any  technical  thought  regarding  the  subject  so  that  they 
will  actually  and  positively  proliibit  convict-made  goods  from 
Europe  competing  with  American  labor  and  American  agricul- 
ture. 

I  came  into  the  Chamber  late,  but  I  understand  that  is  what 
the  Senator  is  trjing  to  do,  and  that  that  is  all  he  Is  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  for  the  information  of  the 
Senator,  my  proposal  is  to  add  to  the  prohibition  against  the 
Importation  of  products  of  convict  labor,  manufactured,  mined, 
and  so  forth,  the  prohibition  of  goods  and  merchandise  manu- 
factured, and  so  forth,  by  forced  labor  or  indentured  labor  with 
penal  sanctions.  It  very  greatly  broadens  the  prohibition  of  the 
section. 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  heartily  in 
sympathy  with  his  amendment. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  in  the  colloquy  with  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed],  just  at  first  blush,  it  appeared 
there  might  be  something  to  his  suggestion  in  reference  to  the 
possibility  of  "  indentured  labor  with  penal  sanctions  "  embracing 
the  lal)or  of  an  api^-entice.  But  as  the  debate  has  developed  I 
return  to  my  orifiiual  thought  and  original  proposition,  that  the 
term  "  indentured  labor  with  penal  sanctions  "  is  so  well  defined 
in  the  countries  where  that  type  of  labor  is  employed,  and 
define<l  as  excluding  apprenticeship  labor,  that  I  desire  to  per- 
fect tlie  amendment  now  by  striking  out  the  words  I  asked  to 
have  adde«l  to  the  amendment  after  the  word  "  sanctions,"  and 
I  will  permit  the  amendment  to  stand  exactly  as  I  proposed  it. 

I  do  not  want  to  involve  this  amendment  in  a  great  deal  of 
phraseology.  I  think  the  simpler  a  law  may  be  written  the 
easier  it  is  to  understand  it.  1  am  of  the  opinion  that  there  is 
no  question  but  that  the  phrase  "  indentured  contract  with 
penal  sanctions  "  applies  to  ju.st  one  type  of  employment ;  that 
Is,  where  the  worker  is  employed  under  a  contract  for  the  vio- 
lation of  which  he  may  be  punished  by  criminal  process. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  am  strongly  in  favor  of 
the  pending  amendment  and  hope  for  prompt  action  upon  It. 
However,  for  a  few  moments  I  wish  to  refer  to  the  flexible- 
tariff  proposition. 

From  accounts  In  the  morning  papers  there  Is  absolutely  no 
section  of  the  Industrial  lobby  which  at  this  moment  needs  the 
attention  of  the  investigating  committee  more  than  that  section 
which  is  trvlng  to  get  the  Senate  to  recede  from  its  position 
against  the  "flexible  tariff.  Some  of  the  farm  leaders  thought- 
lessly or  designedly,  I  know  not  which.  Joined  the  industrial 
crowd  In  a  demand  for  the  flexible-tariff  provision.  This  they 
did  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  in  seven  years  the  Tariff  Com- 
inission  had  given  only  11  agricultural  advances,  and  most  of 
these  Ineffective;  also  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  commission 
is  now,  and  will  In  the  future  be,  entirely  controlled  by  the 
industrial  crowd  and  the  arch  enemies  of  agricultural  prosperity. 

The  farm  organizations  have  asked  me  to  offer  about  100 
amendmeuts  to  the  agricultural  schedules,  whicli  on  an  average 


are  equal  In  Importance  to  the  average  of  the  11  little  changes 
made  by  the  Tariff  CommLssion  In  seven  years.  I  shall  offer 
these  amendments,  and  I  have  great  hopes  that  they  will  nearly 
all  be  ad<H)ted. 

However,  some  of  the  farm  (Mrganizatlons  lose  sight  of  the  fact 
that  nearly  all  these  amendments  as  well  as  the  advances  made 
by  the  Tariff  Commission  are  ineffective  as  long  as  there  is  an 
exportable  surplus  of  the  various  commodities.  It  is  an  aca- 
demic and  fotrfish  proposition  to  enact  tariff  rates  either  by  the 
commission  or  by  the  Congress  that  are  ineffective  and  will  not 
protect.  The  farm  leaders  seem  to  lose  sight  of  the  very  impor- 
tant point  of  making  these  rates  effective.  This  we  propose  to 
do  by  debenture  to  the  Farm  Board  equal  to  at  least  one-half 
of  the  tariff  rate  and  on  cotton  to  a  jq)eclfied  sum.  This  deben- 
ture will  be  Issued  to  the  Farm  Board  only  and  allotted  by  It 
to  the  stabilizing  corporations,  and  they  will  be  directed  to 
bid  the  price  to  the  farmers  up  by  the  amount  of  the  debenture, 
and  also  to  buy  and  hold  the  surplus  and  improve  the  world 
market  itself,  everything  the  equalization  fee  might  have  done. 

It  is  the  same  industrial  ciowd  that  stands  for  the  flexible 
tariff  that  opposes  tlds  debenture  plan.  It  has  no  chance  except 
by  the  support  of  those  who  .are  against  the  flexible  tariff;  and 
stUl  some  farm  leaders  are  willing  to  sacrifice  all  of  this  enor- 
mous advantage  of  the  debenture  for  a  mess  of  pottage  called 
the  flexible  tariff.  I  am  informed  that  the  industrial  lobby  is 
shrewdly  prompting  farm  organizations  to  pass  resolutions  in 
favor  of  the  flexible  tariff,  while  they  forget  the  big  and  im- 
portant proposition  of  the  debenture.  One  great  trouble  with 
farm  progress  is  that  farm  leadership  has  be«^u  either  incom- 
petent or  grossly  misled  by  this  industrial  lobby.  The  time  is 
now  at  hand  for  a  cleaning  up  of  this  situation,  and  it  is  high 
time  for  the  farm  leaders  to  join  in  this  fight  with  their  friends, 
and  not  with  their  enemies. 

Seven  years  ago  Congress  established  the  Tariff  Commission 
and  gave  into  its  hands  the  custody  of  tariff  rates.  This  seven 
years  is  the  most  abject  failure  of  tariff  making  in  its  whole 
hlstorv.  From  the  standpoint  of  agriculture  its  failure  is 
great^t  of  all.  Of  the  11  advances  for  agriculture,  all  are 
Ineffective  but  two  or  three,  while  the  more  than  twice  as  many 
advances  for  industry  have  taken  from  agriculture  many  times 
what  the  commission  gave  to  It.  The  flexible  tariff  has  not  been 
worth  one  cent  to  the  farmers  of  Iowa  and  it  is  high  time  Con- 
gress should  resume  its  own  functions. 

It  must  be  noted  in  this  same  coimectlon  that  the  press  of 
the  country,  supported  by  Industrial  advertisements  and  taking 
its  income  and  its  profits  at  the  expense  of  the  farmers.  Is  also 
strongly  supporting  the  flexible  tariff  and  opposing  or  ignoring 
the  debenture.  During  all  this  seven  years  the  action  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  as  well  as  these  newspapers  has  always 
served  to  put  agriculture  into  a  more  deplorable  condition,  while 
vetoes  from  the  White  House  have  defeated  the  bills  passed  by 

Congress.  ,        -   ^i. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  during  the  remarks  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  BlaineI  the  argument  was  ad- 
vanced by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rexd]  that  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senat(tr  from  Wisconsin  would  have 
the  effect  of  excluding  from  the  United  States  articles  and  mate- 
rials not  produced  In  the  United  States;  whereupon  1  invited 
his  attention  to  the  fact  that  under  the  sections  of  the  bill 
already  considered,  notably  the  section  dealing  with  American 
trade-marks  and  American  patent  notices,  precisely  that  was 
accomidished  and  all  in  the  name  of  labor.  But  as  soon  as  an 
amendment  is  offered  here  which  really  will  benefit  American 
labor  and  which  really  does  intrench  upon  the  rights  of  the 
Industrial  groups  of  the  countrj',  then  tlie  tune  U  changed 
entirely. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  said  that  if  the  suggestion 
had  been  made  when  we  were  considering  the  American  trade- 
mark section  that  anything  would  be  excluded  by  that  se<!tion 
which  was  not  produced  in  the  United  States  he  would  have 
readily  accepted  an  amendment.  The  Senator  Is  not  unaware 
of  the  real  argument  tliat  has  been  made  not  only  on  this  floor 
but  In  the  country  at  large  on  the  section  to  which  he  referred. 
In  order  that  the  record  may  be  complete  I  am  going  to  put 
Into  the  Rbcobo  at  this  point  a  protest  from  the  American  Manu- 
facturers Export  Association— not  importers;  this  is  the 
Manufacturers  Export  Association.  Here  is  what  they  say  with 
reference  to  the  trade-mark  section,  or  section  526  of  the  tariff 
bill  which  we  have  already  considered : 

The  dlrectorts  of  the  American  Manofacturers  Export  Association, 
In  behalf  of  its  members,  wish  to  record  their  stand  as  opposed  to  the 
enactment  of  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  •ection  526  of  H,  K.  2667 
as  amended  by  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate.  They  request 
year  efforts  and  niivort  to  have  the  UU  modified  so  that  there  nUl  be 
no  change  in  the  present  law. 
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Tb«  directors  f«H  that  the  proposed  modiflcation  of  section  526  is  con- 
trary to  the  International  trade-mark  and  patent  convention  and  that 
It  is  anfair  and  nowise  to  enact  such  proposals  into  law. 

But  this  is  the  point: 

In  any  case,  the^  proposals  will  work  Irreparable  damage  to  owners 
of  American  trade-mark  and  patent  goods  which  can  not  be  produced 
In  the  rnited  States  and  yet  are  required  for  the  American  market. 
This  class  is  by  far  the  larger  portion  of  goods  produced  abroad  under 
American  patents  or  trade-marks. 

N(>t  ouly  are  some  goods  brought  in  from  abroad  bearing 
Amerif-an  trade-marks  or  patent  notices  which  can  not  now  be 
brought  in  if  the  provisions  of  the  bill  stand,  but  the  American 
manufacturers — not  importers,  not  tho.«je  peoi<le  who  would  de- 
stroy the  American  protective  system  erected  for  the  benefit  of 
American  labor,  am  the  chief  exponent  of  American  labor  upon 
this  ll«H)r  now  would  have  us  believe,  but  American  manufac- 
turers— say  that  the  larger  portion  of  goods  produced  abroad 
and  brought  in  under  American  patents  or  trade-marka  can  not 
be  produced  In  the  United  States. 

Yet  when  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  wishes  to  exclude 
prlvton-made  gootls,  or  to  class  as  rightfully  they  should  be 
classed,  goods  made  by  enforced  labor  of  any  kind,  the  question 
is  at  once  made,  *  You  are  about  to  exclude  some  goods  that  are 
not  produced  in  the  United  States  at  all." 

Then  the  Senator  from  Penn.sylvania  referred  to  tea.  That 
was  n  most  unfortunate  reference.  Here  is  a  brief  which  per- 
haps every  Senator  received  from  a  well-known  firm  of  patent 
and  trade-mark  lawyers — not  importt»rs.  but  patent  and  trade- 
mark lawyers.    Let  us  read  Just  briefly  from  this  document : 

Although  intended  to  protect  American  labor,,  the  bill  does  not  apply 
to  merchandise  In  competition  with  American  labor,  but  to  all  mer- 
chandise whether  it  is  produced  in  America  or  not. 

This  is,  of  course,  with  reference  to  the  trade-mark  iMrovi- 
sion. 

For  example.  It  means  that  Tetley's  tea  and  Lipton's  tea,  although 
bearing  a  United  States  registered  trade-mark,  could  be  freely  im- 
ported— 

BecaiiJM  those  teas  are  made  by  foreign  tea  processors — 
Whereas  White  Rose  tea  would  be  absolutely  barred.  The  prf>vision 
al»o  applies  to  hundreds  of  articles  wliicb  can  not  and  have  never  been 
made  in  the  I'nlted  States,  whether  they  be  raw  materials  or  finished 
merchandise,  provided  they  bear  a  registered  trade-mark.  A  curious 
result  of  the  law  is  that  merchandise  for  which  trade-marks  sold  by 
the  Alien  Property  Custodian  to  American  cititens  covering  foreign 
merchandise,  such  as  foreign  mineral  waters,  would  now  be  absolutely 
prohibited  importation  into  the  T'nited  States.  We  refer  to  such  a 
trade-mark  as  Uunyadl  Janos  for  mineral  water  sold  to  American  citi- 
lena.  Similarly  an  important  product  such  as  ^lalvarsan,  for  which  the 
trad«-mark  is  owned  in  the  United  States,  could  be  confiscated  if  manu- 
factured abroad. 

It  Is  understood  that  the  amendment  referring  to  merchandise  bear- 
ing a  patent  notice  wan  passed  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  American 
labor,  the  Senate  having  partly  in  mind  the  importation  of  Ford  tractors 
from  Ireland. 

May  I  state  right  here  that  perhaps  the  great  outcry  against 
Mr.  Ford  is  that  he  aent  an  agent  to  appear  before  the  Finance 
Committee  and  say  to  the  committee  what  was  plain  to  all,  that 
automobiles  did  not  nee<l  any  protection  at  all,  that  they  ought 
to  be  on  the  free  list.  That  atatenient  irritated  all  the  high  pro- 
tectiooista  In  the  country  and  tliey  have  been  driving  at  Mr. 
Ford  ever  since. 

It  is  plain  this  prortolon  would  not  protect  Amertcaa  labor  In  any 
aeaae  bacauae  tli«  saate  tractors  could  be  imported,  provided  the  patent 
notice  was  left  oC.  and  thU  could  be  amxed  later  without  contravening 
the  statute. 

Bnt  the  point  of  the  brief  la.  and  the  point  to  which  I  hare 
already  tarlted  attention  is,  that  the  trade-mark  prorlsion  is 
applicable  to  many  articles  not  produced  In  this  country.  Ac- 
cording to  the  American  manufacturers  the  vast  majority  of 
aTtlcles  brought  in  under  a  registered  trade>mark  or  a  patent 
notice  are  artldes  or  are  prodiK'ts  that  are  not  made  In  the 
I'nlted  States  at  all.  But  the  moment  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin offer*  the  very  first  amendment  that  really  is  designed 
to  help  American  labor,  the  plea  goes  up  on  the  other  aide  of 
the  Chamber,  "Oh,  you  are  ubout  to  exclude  something  that  is 
not  made  in  the  United  States  at  all." 

Then  the  rery  estimable  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Kban  ]  rose  and  said,  "  How  are  you  going  to  tell  whether 
some  enforced  labor  entered  into  the  merchandise  or  not?" 
when  under  this  rery  section  it  is  declared  to  be  the  policy  of 
the  C3ongTWM  that  If  any  part  of  the  goods  were  manufactured 
1^  eaorieC  labor,  no  part  shall  come  in;  and  under  other  sec- 


tie 


tionsj  of  the  bill  where  an  importer  commingles  merchandi.se 
that  can  not  be  imported  with  merchandise  bearing  different 
rates,  or  merchandise  upon  the  free  and  dutiable  list,  the  im- 
porter is  p^ialized  by  having  hia  imports  taxed  at  the  highest 
rate  |of  any  of  the  merchandise  in  the  ci>uimingled  mas.s. 

there  are  many  reasons  why  \io  real  provision  for  Ameri- 

abor  ought  to  he  written  in  the  bill,  many  reasons  that 

readily  to  the  lips  of  those  Senators  on  the  other  side 

aisle  who  have  assumed  to  speak  for  American  labor, 

have    Ijecorae    the    chief   exponents    of    American    lai)or, 

Won  ft  Ck). 

1  the  Senator  did  not  see  my  point  at  all  when  I  Inlvted 

^tention  to  manganese.     Let  me  see  just  what  the  Senator 

ijave  to  say  when  we  were  discussing  the  question  of  trade- 

I,  that  particular  provision  intended  to  aid  American  labor. 

moment  I  do  not  find  the  exact  language,  but  the  Senator 

that  we  niust  not  let  Ford  and  other  American  manufac- 

accumulate  their  money  here  and   take  it  abroad  and 

it  in  foreign  plants  and  import  their  goods  bearing  a 

trade-mark  into  the  United  States. 

Washington  Post,  frequently  referred  to  as  the  ofiScial 

of  the  administration,  simply  reiterated  the  same  thought 

fbllowing  morning — that  is,  after  the  vote  on  section  526 — 

'.  will  read  ttiat  because  it  is  precisely  what  was  in  the 
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<  ecreelng  that  goods  manufactured  in  foreign  factories  under  Amer- 

{atent  rights  and  American  trade-marks  may  not  be  imported  into 

country  the  Senate  has  struck  an  effective  blow  at  the  growing 

:if  migrating  industrialists.     If  an  American  manufacturer  wishes 

advantage  of  the  cheap  labor  of  Europe  and  .\8ia  he  is  at  liberty 

so,  but.  if  the  amendment  is  approved  by  the  House,  be  will  no 

be  able  to  ship  his  cheap-labor  goods  to  the  United  States.     The 

will  no  doubt  approve  of  this  additional  protection  to  American 
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practice  of  establishing  American  factories  abroad  is  of  compara- 

recent   development.      The    first    movement    seems    to    have    besn 

the  Canadian  border.     Manufacturers  near  the  international  line 

establl.shlnK    branches    in    Canada    to    avoid    payment    of   duties. 

the   expansion    of   American    industry    and    the    growth    of   export 

the  practice  grew  rapidly.     Some  Industrialists  found  that  trans- 

on   costs,    tariflTs,   etc.,   excluded   exports   from   this   country,   but 

I  :ood8   could  be   manufactured   abroad   with   American   capital   and 

metho  Is  at  a  profit. 

At  hl«  stage  there  was  no  opposition  to  foreign  branch  factories,  but 
it  wat  not  long  before  some  entrepreneurs  began  producing  abroad  with 
cheap  labor  for  the  American  market.  Organized  labor  immediately 
raised  the  cry  that  the  "  pauper  labor "  of  Europe  might  as  well  be 
allowei  to  migrate  here  as  to  permit  American  factories  abroad  to  send 
goods  to  this  country.  There  may  be  no  valid  argument  against  the 
brand  I  factory  which  operates  for  foreign  consumption  only,  but  there 
is  cer  ainly  a  sound  reason  why  the  products  of  such  factories  should 
be  ba:  red  from  the  United  States.  The  action  of  the  Senate  Is  con- 
sisten  :  with  the  fundamental  American  policy  of  protection  to  domestic 
industry  and  labor. 

The  Senate  amendment  will  not  completely  protect  American  Indus- 
try and  labor  from  the  products  of  emigre  factories.  Goods  manufac- 
tured in  American  plants  abroad  might  be  sent  Into  this  country  with- 
out tleir  trade-mark.  But  their  identity  as  American  products  would 
be  los  :,  and  American  patents  could  not  be  exploited  with  foreign  cheap 
labor  It  the  expense  of  home  producers.  Attempts  of  the  migrating  In- 
dustrlkUst*  to  secure  tariff  reduction  on  goods  they  wish  to  import  from 
American  factories  abroad  must  be  carefully  resisted. 

Thi>n  the  concluding  sentence  of  the  editorial  reads  as  follows: 

Th<  domestic  producer  must  be  protected  against  these  expatriated 
Amerl  mot  who  are  trying  to  evade  paying  the  American  wage  scale. 

Bu :   when   an   amendment   is   offered   that    really   will   help 
Ameilcan  laiwr,  the  ready  answer  comes  from  these  same  ex- 
ponents of  American  labor,  "  Oh,  you  are  al)out  to  exclude  some- 
that  is  not  made  in  America  at  all."     Yet  the  Senator 
Pennsylvania — I  am  sorry  he  Is  not  here — profesxed  to  be 
ignorant  of  the  purpose  I  had  in  mind  when  I  called  attentUm 
arguments  which  he  had  made  under  section  526,  the 
reverse  of  which  he  has  made  against   the  amendment 
by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.     He  seemed  to  Ijc  ob- 
of  the  point  that  I  made  wheu  I  directed  his  attention 
»rovision  of  the  pending  bill  which,  if  n<lopted,  would  give 
user  of  manganese  the  right  to  buy  manganese  anywhere 
world  that  it  could  be  found  and  to  import  It  free  of 
when  the  United   States  Steel  Corporation  is  taking  its 
.  which  has  been  made  in  this  country,  and  is  Investing 
nines  In  Soviet  Russia  and  is  using  the  proceeds  of  cheap 
in   Russia   against   manganese  producers   in   the   United 
It  makes  all  the  difference  whose  ox  is  gored.    That  ia 
is  toU. 
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Manganese  la  the  most  widdy  distributed  mineral  or  alloy 
perhaps  to  be  found  in  the  United  States.  It  is  stated  upou 
competent  authority  that  it  exists  in  commercial  quantities  in  30 
of  the  States  of  the  Union.  It  is  actually  being  mined  in  many 
of  the  States  of  the  Union  under  a  tariff  which  gives  it  a  little 
protection,  but  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation  wishes  it 
mined  in  Soviet  Russia;  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation 
has  its  mines  in  Soviet  Russia ;  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  has  its 
producing  properties  outside  of  the  United  States.  The  Car- 
negie Steel  Co.  since  the  pending  bill  has  been  under  consid- 
eration, BO  I  am  informed,  has  gone  into  South  America  and 
has  invested  in  manganese  In  South  American  territory.  Yet 
proponents  of  this  measure  propose  to  take  all  the  duty  off  man- 
ganese in  order  that  the  pauper-produced  mineral  may  come 
into  the  United  States  free  of  duty,  when  the  United  States 
Steel  Corporation  demands  it,  when  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co. 
demands  it,  when  the  Carnegie  Steel  Co.  demands  it,  when  spe- 
cial interests  demand  it;  and  yet  when  the  first  amendment  is 
offered  on  this  floor  in  behalf  of  American  labor  that  would  do 
American  labor  some  good  the  argument  is  advanced  that  those 
who  favor  it  are  about  to  exclude  something  that  is  not  even 
produced  in  the  United  States,  although  the  framers  of  this 
bill  propjse  to  do  exactly  the  same  thing  under  the  trade-mark 
provision,  under  the  patent-notice  provision.  They  propose  to 
do  exactiy  the  reverse  of  what  they  now  preach  and  what  they 
now  try  to  impress  upon  American  labor,  when  they  propose 
to  expose  American  labor  to  the  merciless  competition  of  Rus- 
Blan  labor  and  of  South  American  labor.  At  the  command  and 
demand  of  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation  the  franiers 
of  this  legislation  propose  to  allow  and  invite  the  expatriation 
of  American  capital,  to  leave  wholly  unprotected  the  owners  of 
manganese  In  30  States  of  this  Union,  where  literally  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  American  laborers  might  be  profitably  employed 
if  manganese  had  been  given  a  reasonable  protection  or  if  the 
protection  in  existing  law  had  been  continued. 

The  VICE  PRB81DENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment    proposed    by    the    Senator    from    Wisconsin    [Mr. 

BlaiheJ. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  suggest  the  ab^fence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  calletl  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Keyes 


Allen 

Aaburst 

Barliley 

Bingham 

BUck 

Blaine 

Bhasc 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhurt 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Copeland 

Couxens 

Catting 

Dale 

Den^-en 

Dill 

Edge 

Fern 


P'raxier 

George 

GilU'tt 

rJlass 

Qlcnn 

Goff 

Goldsboroiigb 

(Jonld 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Hnrrlson 

Hastings 

Uatfi«.'ld 

UUWOB 

Hsyden 

Heflin 

Howell 

.Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 


Kiug 

La  Fi.llette 


Short  ridge 

Simmons 

Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Thumaa,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Ukia. 

Trammell 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wheeler 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT. 


McKellar 
McMaster 
McN'ary 
Metcalf 
Norl)eck 
Norris 
Nye 
-   Oddle 
Overman 
Patterstn 
Fblpps 
rini- 
Pittman 
Ransdell 
Iteed 

Robinson,  Ark. 
Knbinson,  Ind. 
Scball 
Shippard 

Eighty-seven  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quorum  Is  present  The  question  is 
on  agreeing  to  the  ameiuiment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Bt>aiivc]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  is  Informed  that  the 
next  amendment  In  order  is  the  one  pr<»posed  by  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Capped],  which  the  Secretary  will  state. 

The  Chidt  Clmmk.  On  page  294.  beginning  with  line  23,  in 
lieu  of  the  paragraph  stricken  out.  It  is  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  to  insert  the  following: 

Ko  floor  manufartured.  procensed,  or  handled  In  a  bonded  manufac- 
tnrinff  warrhouse  from  wheat  nnd/or  flour  Imported  Into  tbo  United 
Btfltes  sbnil  be  withdrawn  from  such  wnrehou»«e  after  90  days  after  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  act  for  exportation  without  the  payment 
of  a  duty  on  such  Importe*!  wheat  and/or  flonr  equal  to  any  reduction  In 
duty  whifh  by  treaty  will  apply  in  renpect  of  ^nch  flour  in  the  country 
to  which  it  it  to  be  exported. 

ilr,  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
withdraw  that  amendment,  the  Senate  having  already  restored 
the  House  provision  of  the  bill,  which  la  substantially  the  same 
as  my  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  la  withdrawn. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  I'resident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  la  informed  that  the 
next  amendment  ia  to  section  311. 


Mr.  WAGNER    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inqairy. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  desire  to  inquire  what  section  is  now  befoM 
the  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Section  311  ia  now  before  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     That  has  been  reached  In  regular  order, 

has  it? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  has  been  reached  in  regular 
order. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  have  an  amend- 
meut  pending  which  is  applicable  to  section  310. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  was  advised  that  tlie 
amendnient  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  was  to  section  31 L 
The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  is  next  in  order, 
and  the  Secretary  will  state  tlie  amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  amendment  offered  by  me  ia 
to  that  portion  of  section  310  to  which  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  was  directed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Montana  will  be  stated. 

The  CHinr  Cleik.  On  page  286,  line  1,  after  the  word  "  of,'* 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  tlie  article  "a"  and  Insert  the 
article  *'  the,"  and  in  line  2  to  strike  out  all  after  the  word 
"wheat"  down  to  and  including  the  end  of  line  4,  as  follows: 
"  equal  to  any  reduction  In  duty  which  by  treaty  will  apply  in 
respect  of  such  flour  in  the  coiuitry  to  which  It  is  to  be 
pxr)oi*t©d, " 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  tlw 
absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


AUen 

Ashurst 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Copeland 

Conzens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Deneen 

Dill 

Edge 

Fess 


Frazler 

George 

GlUett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Goff 

Goldsborongh 

Goold 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Hatfleia 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 


Keyes 

King 

LaPollette 

McK^lar 

McMaster 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Nort>eck 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phipps 

Pine 

Pittman 

Ransdell 

Reed 

Robinaon,  Ark. 

Robinaon,  Ind. 

Bchall 

Sbeppard 


Shortrldge 

Simmons 

Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Stephens 

Swan  son 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Trammell 

Tydinga 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wheeler 


Mr.  SCHALL.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Shipstcad]  is  ilL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-seven  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.     A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  the  pending  amend- 
ment contemplates  the  withdrawal  of  the  privilejie  of  exemprion 
from  tlie  imyment  of  duty  on  wheat  imported  and  milled  in 

bond.  ,        .       .       . 

The  general  subject  had  very  careful  consideration  by  the 
Senate  in  connection  with  the  Senate  committee  amendment 
ajipearing  at  pages  294  and  295.  It  was  my  understanding  at 
the  time  that  the  principle  of  the  amendment  had  the  very 
general  approval  of  the  Senate;  and  I  dare  say,  If  presented 
at  that  time.  It  would  have  been  adopted  by  the  Senate  by  prac- 
tically the  same  vote  by  which  the  cwnmittee  amendment  was 

rejected. 

The  bill  as  it  remained  by  the  rejectl<m  of  the  Senate  com- 
mittee aroemlment  left  the  nitlUng-In-bond  provision  as  It  is  In 
the  present  law.  but  required  the  miller  who  milled  in  bond  and 
exported  to  pay  a  duty  e<iual  to  wliatever  amount  he  was 
exempted  from  paying  in  exporting  to  a  particular  country  by 
reaxon  of  a  treaty;  which  merely  meant  that  It. was  necesKary 
for  the  miller  to  pay  into  the  United  States  Treasury  a  duty 
u|K)n  the  wheat  u^ied  equal  to  whatever  advantages  he  got  In 
shipping  Into  the  ports  of  Cuba  by  reason  of  the  treaty  with 
Cuba.  That  amount,  we  were  told,  and  doubtless  accurately, 
to  about  35  cents  a  bushel,  which  really  amounU  to  about  9 
cents  per  bushel  of  wheat  used  in  the  manufacture  of  a  barrel 
of  flour.  In  other  words,  in  shilling  to  Cuba,  Instead  of  paying 
42  centa  for  the  flour  used,  the  miller  would  pay  but  9  cents. 

So,  Mr.  President,  the  naatter  of  the  shipment  of  flour  to 
Cuba  became  exceedingly  important  in  the  consideration  that 
the  subject  has  had  from  the  Senate  heretofore.  It  really  pre- 
sented itself  at  that  time  very  much  as  a  controversy  between 
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tbe  mills  aumnfactnrliig  at  Buffalo  and  the  mills  manafactTtrlng 
in  the  southwestern  part  of  the  conntry,  or  west  of  the  Miasis- 
sippi  River  in  the  Sonthwest.  Kansas  City,  and  milla  in  Okla- 
homa, and  8f»  forth,  the  Buffalo  mills  being  able  to  get  their 
wheat  frooT  Canada  at  yery  little  cost  for  transportation,  and 
thu!4  being  able  to  get  into  the  Cuban  market  without  any  par- 
ticnlar  trouble,  while  these  other  mills,  remote  from  the  Cana- 
dian bt»rder,  were  at  a  disadvantage,  and  were  thus  unable  to 
hold  thtlr  trade  aa  against  the  Buffalo  millers. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yIeUI  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  WAX.8H  of  Montana.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me  for 
a  moment,  that,  however,  is  a  matter  of  comparatlvdy  little 
consequence  to  the  producers  of  wheat  in  the  Northwest,  and 
partirularly  in  the  State  of  Montana,  where  the  very  highest 
grade  of  wheat  grown  in  this  country  is  produced.  When  I  say 
that,  1  mean  wheat  containing  the  very  highest  percentage  of 
protein. 

Toward  the  conclusion  of  the  discussion,  when  I  expres.'*ed  the 
view  that  it  was  the  pen!»e  of  the  Senate  that  the  milling-ln- 
bond  provision  should  be  withdrawn,  I  was  interrogated  by  the 
Senator  fronr  Washington  [Mr.  Diix]  as  to  whether  it  was  my 
idea  that  the  privilege  should  be  entirely  withdrawn.  '  I  then 
annminced  that  that  was  ray  idea,  and  that  at  the  proper  time 
I  (tltould  offer  an  amendment  to  that  effect ;  and  that  discloses 
the  real  difficulty  and  the  real  contention  here. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Diix]  represents  a  coast 
State  where  there  is  not  produced,  at  least  in  any  considerable 
quantity,  this  high-grade  protein  wheat.  I  come  from  a  State 
In  the  interior,  in  the  arid  section,  where  that  wheat  is  pro- 
duced. It  is  transported  from  the  Interior  to  the  coast,  and  is 
there  milled  in  the  coast  mills;  and  it  thus  becomes  a  con- 
troversy lietweeiwthe  coast  mills  on  the  one  side  and  the  farmer- 
producers  npon  the  other. 

This  is  the  way  the  thing  works : 

The  mills  In  Seattle,  for  instance,  are  able  to  get  wheat  from 
Canada  at  a  comparatively  low  price  as  against  the  Montana 
product ;  and  they  Import  it  under  this  provision,  mill  it  into 
fli>ur.  send  it  into  the  oriental  trade,  and  thus  displace  Just  so 
much  of  the  wheat  that  would  be  produced  in  Montana. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  Pres^ident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator  would  not  have  the  Senate  under- 
stand, however,  that  it  is  only  the  Pacific  coast  mills  that  are 
affected  by  his  amendment? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     No :  by  no  means. 

Mr.  DILL.  His  amendment  would  stop  all  milling  in  bond  in 
all  the  various  parts  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Exactly;  but  the  only  mills  that 
are  iiarticularly  interested  in  the  matter  are  tbe  Buffalo  mills 
and  the  mills  on  the  coast;  and  I  used  the  coast  mills  for  the 
purpose  of  clearly  illustrating  just  exactly  what  this  question 
means. 

The  wheat  is  shipped  from  the  Canadian  Provinces  to  Victoria 
ami  there  is  transported  to  the  mills  in  Seattle  at  comparatiTely 
Mttle  co6t,  and  is  there  milled  and  shipped  under  the  provisions 
liore  practically  without  any  duty  whatever  upon  the  wheat 
coming  in  from  Canada,  so  that  so  much  of  Montana  wheat  is 
displaced  in  the  Seattle  mills  by  whatever  amount  is  introduced 
from  Canada. 

It  L><  not  so  at  the  present  time,  but  ordinarily  and  under  all 
ordinary  conditions  the  price  of  this  high  character  of  wheat  is 
less  in  Canada  than  it  is  in  the  United  States.  But  the  Seattle 
mills  have  an  additional  advantage  in  the  lower  freight  rates 
upon  wheat  shipped  ftt>m  the  interior  of  Canada  to  the  coast. 
So  they  have  a  double  advantage  over  the  growers  of  wheat  in 
the  State  of  Montana  and  in  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  from 
which  some  wheat  is  shipped  to  the  coast. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator,  of  course,  does  not  overlook  the 
fact  that  there  Is  not  a  sufficient  amount  of  high-protein  wheat 
in  the  United  States  to  supply  the  demand  even  within  our  own 
borders. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  No;  we  have  had  that  matter 
nn<ler  con.<dderation  and  figures  were  given.  The  ordinary  im- 
iwrtations  of  wheat  under  the  milling-in-lH>nd  prorision  run 
about  eighteen  or  twenty  million  bushels.  One  year  they  went 
up  as  high  as  22,000,000  bus^ls.  That  produces  only  four 
million  and  odd  barrels  of  flour  out  of  possibly  seventy-five  or 
eighty  million  barrds  of  flour  manufactured  in  this  country, 
iihe  amount  that  Is  milled  in  bond  and  shipped  abroad  is  incon- 
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sideiable  in  comparison  with  the  total  amount  produced  In  this 
couE  try. 

lA  t  me  call  attention  to  the  advantage  the  const  miller  has  in 
the  mrchase  of  Canadian  wheat  over  the  purcliase  of  Mcmtana 
whe  it,  for  instance.  I  spoke  about  the  general  difference  arising 
by  reason  of  the  tariff  l)etween  the  price  of  wheat  in  Canada 
and  in  this  conntry,  but  in  addition  to  that  the  shipper,  for  in- 
stan  «,  from  Lewistown,  Mont,  to  Seattle,  Wash.,  pays  an  export 
freii  ht  rate  of  32  cents  a  hundred,  but  from  corresponding  sta- 
tloni  in  Canada,  from  Amisk,  Alberta,  or  from  Cardell,  Sas- 
katc  lewan,  the  freight  rate  is  only  24  cents,  a  difference  of  8 
cent!  I  per  hundred,  which  amounts  to  about  5  cents  a  bu.shel. 
Wheat  can  be  transported  more  cheaply  from  interior  Canada  to 
Victoria  than  from  interior  Montana  to  Seattle. 

Fiom  Great  Falls,  Mont.,  to  Seattle,  Wash.,  the  freight  rate 
is  32  cents  per  hundred,  while  from  Killem,  Vancouver,  an  equal 
dist*  nee  from  the  coast,  the  freight  rate  is  only  23  cents. 

Piom  Havre,  Mont.,  to  Seattle,  the  freiglit  rate  is  32  cents, 
and  from  Sedgewick,  Alberta,  a  corresponding  distance,  the 
freight  rate  is  23  cents. 

From  Helena,  Mont.,  my  home,  to  Seattle,  Wash.,  the  rate  is 
31.5  cents,  and  from  Wilson,  Alberta,  an  equal  distance  from 
Vaniouver,  the  freight  rate  is  22  cents,  a  difference  of  9Vi  cents 
a  hnadred,  the  equivalent  of  about  7  cents  a  bushel.  So  that  it 
will  be  observed  it  is  a  simple  business  propo.sition  for  the 
Seat  le  mills  to  buy  Canadian  wheat  rather  than  to  buy  Montana 
whei  t  for  such  as  they  need  of  the  high-grade  wheat  to  suiH>ly 
whai  they  desire  to  ship  to  foreign  ports. 

Ml .  WAGNER     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Ml.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Just  a  moment.  It  is  not  only 
that,  it  is  ndt  the  amount  of  wheat  that  is  shipped,  but  the 
mill<  r,  knowing  that  he  can  get  the  wheat  in  Canada  at  this 
lower  rate — and  the  cost  of  transportation  from  Vancouver  to 
Seat  le  is  a  comparative  trifle — knowing  he  can  get  it  in  Canada 
at  tt  is  lower  rate,  he  will  pay  no  more  for  the  Montana  product. 
alth<  ugh  he  ships  the  Montana  product  into  Seattle  in  order  to 
supF  [y  his  needs.  In  other  words,  the  Montana  farmer,  under 
this  provision,  is  obliged  to  accept  the  going  rate  In  Canada  for 
this  high-protein  wheat.      * 

I  ;  'ield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

M  '.  WAGNER.  I  do  not  waDt  to  interrupt  the  Senator  unless 
he  is  quite  willing  to  be  interrupted. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Indeed,  I  am. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  Senator's  figures  interest  me  somewhat, 
because  with  the  freight  rate  differential  and  the  difference  in 
the  ost  of  an  identical  quality  of  wheat  in  Canada  and  the 
Unit?d  States  the  average  cost  of  9  cents  per  bushel  would 
repri  sent  a  difference  of  56  cents  per  barrel  of  flour,  taking  into 
cons  deration  transportation  and  the  lower  price  of  wheat  in 
Cam  da  for  equal  quality.  I  wondered,  with  that  difference  in 
favor  of  the  Canadian  miller,  how,  if  we  do  away  with  milling 
in  tKud  and  compel  the  American  miller  to  use  our  equal  quality 
of  V'heat,  the  high-protein  wheat,  we  can  possibly  compete 
agai  ist  tbe  Canadian  miller  in  the  foreign  market,  and  the  Sena- 
tor ulU  concede  that  after  all  the  only  thing  we  are  consider- 
ing low  is  the  foreign  market,  because  milled-in-bond  flour  la 
exported  to  the  foreign  market. 

Ml .  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  that  helps  to  clarify 
the  situation,  and  that  is  just  exactly  the  proposition.  The 
Sena  tor  wants  to  know  how  the  Buffalo  miller  can  possibly  com- 
pete Iwith  the  Canadian  miller  if  he  is  obliged  to  pay  this  duty 
uponj  the  wheat  he  bnports  into  this  country.  I  do  not  know 
how  he  is  going  to  compete  with  him.  It  is  simply  a  question 
of  w  lether  we  will  decide  this  matter  in  favor  of  the  farmer  or 
in  fa  vor  of  the  miller. 

I  liave  not  the  slightest  apprehension  that  the  predictions  will 
come  true  that  if  these  changes  are  made,  either  as  tbe  condition 
exists  now,  or  as  I  would  have  it,  there  is  going  to  be  any  dis- 
rupt: on  of  the  milling  business  of  the  city  of  Buffalo. 

Ml.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President 

Ml .  WALSH  of  Montana.  Pardon  me  just  a  moment.  As  I 
poiui  ed  out  a  moment  ago,  the  amount  of  flour  that  is  made  . 
from  wheat  that  is  mille<l  in  bond  and  exported,  comimred  with 
the  ti>tal  amount  of  flour  produced  in  this  country,  is  compara- 
tive!/ trifling,  so  that  the  mills  in  Buffalo  will  continue  milling 
flour  to  supi^y  the  domestic  trade,  and,  so  far  as  ti»e  export 
trad<  is  concerned,  they  will  have  to  take  their  chances  in  that, 
just   he  same  as  many  other  lines  of  business  do. 

Mi.  President,  there  are  any  number  of  industrial  enterprises 
in  tbls  country  that  are  obllgetl  to  pay  a  duty  upon  their  raw 
material,  and  yet,  some  way  or  other,  they  manage  very  suc- 
cessfully to  compete  with  foreign  producers.  Let  me  instance 
the  <nse  of  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation.  If  it  should 
Import  any  pig  iron  into  this  country,  if  this  bill  should  become 
a  la»  r,  It  would  be  obliged  to  pay  a  dollar  and  a  half  per  ton  on 
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all  of  the  pljf  iron  it  introduced.  Yet,  as  everybody  knows,  it 
ships  unlimited  quantities  of  its  steel  products  to  foreign 
countries. 

Mr.  President,  every  particular  locality  has  its  own  advan- 
tages. If  the  mills  in  Buffalo  suffer  a  disadvantage  by  reason 
of  the  duty  upon  wheat,  I  apprehend  they  have  other  counter- 
Tailing  advantages,  as  no  doubt  the  mills  in  Seattle  have. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  want,  if  I  can,  to  get  really  the  Senator's 
reasoning  in  this  matter.  As  I  understand  the  Senator's  argu- 
ment, it  Is  that  the  Canadian  hard  wheat,  when  it  is  milled  to 
be  shifted  abroad,  is  regularly  mixed  with  a  certain  amount 
of  lower-grade  wheat. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Yes. 

Mr.  DILL.  And  that  if  tliis  mlUing-in-bond  provision  is  kept 
out,  then  the  high-grade  wheat  of  Montana  will  be  used  to  mix 
with  the  low-grade  wheat  that  is  now  used  to  mix  with  the 
Canadian  high-protein  wlieat. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Yes. 

Mr.  DILL.  And  that  therefore  there  will  be  a  demand  for 
the  high-protein  wheat  of  Montana  which  does  not  exist  to-day. 

Mr,  WALSH  ^>f  M<mtana.  Quite  so.  But  the  Senator  will 
bear  In  mind  tliat,  ev«i  If  they  do  buy  the  Montana  wheat, 
they  will  not  pay  any  more  for  It,  and  would  not  be  obliged  to 
pay  any  more  for  it,  than  they  would  pay  for  the  Canadian 
wheat,  so  that  although  they  may  buy  Montana  wheat,  they 
buy  It  at  a  Canadian  price. 

Mr.  DILI..  But  the  Senator  will  recogniie  that  there  is  not 
enough  high-protein  wheat  in  the  United  States  for  these  pur- 
poses. It  is  just  a  question  of  wliether  we  are  going  to  mill 
the  combination  on  our  side  of  the  line,  or  whether  it  is  going 
to  be  milled  on  the  Canadian  side  of  the  line. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Exactly ;  the  Senator  has  put  it 
correctly.  It  is  a  straight  question  as  to  whether  this  Con- 
gress, assembled  for  the  purpose  of  giving  relief  to  the  farmer, 
is  going  to  deny  relief  to  the  farmer  in  the  interest  of  the 
mJllers. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  want  to  get  clear,  If  I  can,  the  Senator's  reason- 
ing, namely,  that  If  we  will  eliminate  tlie  milling-in-bond  pro- 
vision, if  we  win  take  away  front  the  millers  and  the  American 
working  men  the  employment  that  comes  at  our  ports,  the 
work  which  comes  from  handling  4,000.t)00  barrels  of  flour  now, 
we  will  help  the  American  farmer,  because  there  will  be  a 
demand  for  high-protein  wheat  at  points  that  does  not  now 
exist.  There  Is  not  enough  here  to  supply  the  needs,  and  It  is 
a  question  of  whether  we  are  going  to  import  what  little  we 
have  to  have  from  Canada  direct,  or  whether  we  are  going  to 
import  it  as  we  do  now. 

Mr.    WALSH    of   Montana.     The    Senator   will    understand, 
however,  that  we  import  very  large  quantities  of  this  wheat 
from  Canada  that  does  not  come  in  in  bond  at  all. 
Mr.  DIIX.     Absolutely. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  comes  in  here  and  pays  the 
42-cent  duty  and  is  manufactured  into  flour  that  is  sold  in  the 
Americnn  market,  and  the  American  consumer  must  pay  for  it. 
Bifr.  DILL.  And  to  that  extent  it  will  increase  the  cost  of 
flour  to  the  American  consumer.  That  is  the  point  I  was  lead- 
ing to. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Exactly. 

Mr.  DILL.  So,  with  the  hope  of  giving  a  temporary  ad- 
vantage— and  it  would  be  only  a  temporary  advantage — to  the 
farmers  In  this  country,  we  will  increase  the  cost  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States  of  the  flour  that  is  manufactured. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course,  the  cost  of  living  is 
increased  every  time  a  tariff  Is  put  on  anything. 

Mr.  DILL.     But  the  milling  in  bond  does  not  increase  the 

cost. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Certainly  not,  becatise  that  is 
i-eally  free  trade,  so  far  as  it  goes. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansa.s.     Mr.  Presidoiit 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Waterman  in  the  diair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  was  very  much  Interested 
in  a  question  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Dill]  asked 
the  Senator  from  Montana,  iramoly.  If  this  amendment  did  not 
merely  involve  the  question  of  whether  this  milling  in  bond 
should  be  done  in  Canada  or  in  the  United  States.  If  this  is 
wheat  of  a  grade  that  does  not  come  in  competition  with 
American  wheat,  if  It  is  a  grade  of  wheat  or  a  kind  of  wheat 
of  which  we  do  not  produce  a  sufl^-ient  quantity,  I  can  not 
understand  how  giving  an  opportunity  to  mill  tbe  wheat  in  the 
United  States  will  oppress  the  American  farmer.  I  am  always 
in  sympathy  with  any  suggestion  the  Senator  from  Montana 


shall  make.  I  know  tie  is  rery  dear-minded,  and  he  Is  also  force- 
ful  in  his  statement  of  any  proposition ;  but  it  is  represented  to 
me,  first,  that  the  United  States  market  now  absorbs  all  the 
hl^-proteln  wheat  produced  in  the  United  States  at  a  premium 
price;  second,  that  the  domestic  demand  for  protein  wheat  in 
the  United  States  at  most  times  and  in  most  years  results  in 
prices  for  wheat  in  the  United  States  above  Canadian  prices 
for  the  same  grades  and  qualities ;  and  third,  that  exports  of 
flour  made  from  United  States  wheat  of  comparable  quality 
with  Canadian  wheat  can  not  be  sold  in  the  export  market. 

If  it  be  true  that  this  wheat  does  not  compete  with  American 
wheat,  and  can  not  compete  with  American  wheat,  it  looks  to 
me  as  if  we  are  standing  in  our  own  light  in  preventing  its 
being  mille<1  in  the  United  States.  I  confess  I  have  not  given 
that  study  to  the  subject  the  Senator  from  Montana  has  given 
to  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  will  try  to  make  that  dear  to  the 
Senator,  but  I  would  like  to  inquire,  first,  from  what  source  tlie 
information  came. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  It  is  a  memorandum  that  has 
been  furnished  me  In  the  course  of  my  study  of  the  subject.  I 
presume  it  is  furnished  by  representatives  of  the  millers.  Of 
course,  I  avail  myself  of  all  information  that  comes  from  any 
source  that  I  think  is  fair  to  be  considered.  I  would  like  to  have 
the  Senator  from  Montana  state  his  answer  to  th««e  propositions. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  inquired  because  I  had  a  call  thj 
other  day  from  Mr.  Sidney  Anderson,  formerly  a  representative 
from  tbe  State  of  Minnesota  and  more  recently  and  for  the  last 
three  or  four  years  known  to  be  the  lobbyist  for  the  milling  in- 
terests here  in  Washington. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  This  memonindtun  did  not 
come  from  Mr.  Sidney  Anderson.  It  came  from  a  Mr.  Plllsbury, 
who  I  understand  is  interested  in  milling  wheat  and  whose  mills 
In  the  Northwest  mill  wheat  in  bond,  as  mills  in  the  South  do 

not. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  Pillsbury  Is  one  of  the  Big  Four 
who  01NT1  mills  in  Minneapolis  as  well  as  In  Buffalo. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  What  difference  does  that  make 
if  the  proposition  he  states  is  correct,  namely,  that  tlie  wheat 
which  is  consumed  in  bond  does  not  come  in  c<mipetition  witli 
American-produced  wheat? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  does  not  make  the  slightest  dif- 
ference, but  the  answer  to  it  is  that  it  does  come  in  comiietition ; 
there  is  no  question  that  it  does,  and  nobody  can  contend  other- 
vrise  than  that  It  does  and  confine  himself  to  the  facts. 

Let  me  explain  to  the  SMiator.  There  is  <mly  a  relatively 
limited  quantity  of  high-protein  wheat  produced  in  the  United 
States.  It  is  essential  for  the  manufacture  of  the  highest  grade 
of  flour  for  bread-making  purposes.  That  wheat  is  grown  only 
in  the  northern  section  of  the  country,  in  the  States  of  Minnesota, 
North  Dakota,  and  Montana,  except  In  relatively  limited  quan- 
tities and  in  particularly  dry  years  in  the  Southwest.  For  in- 
stance, western  Kansas  and  western  Nebraska,  both  being  semi- 
arid  in  character,  produce  some  of  this  high-grade  protein  wheat. 
There  is  only  a  limited  quantity  of  that  and  not  enough  to  sup- 
ply the  demand  in  the  United  States  even  for  domestic  consump- 
tion, not  to  flpeak  about  the  exi)orts.  So  that  tbe  high-grade 
wheat  coming  in  from  Canada  does  not  as  a  matter  fact  come 
into  competition  with  the  great  bulk  of  soft  wheat  produced  in 
this  country,  but  it  does  come  into  competition  with  the  limited 
quantity  of  high-protein  wheat  that  is  grown  in  those  sections 
to  which  I  have  referred. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     And  which  is  not  sufficient  to 
supply  the  demand  in  the  United  States? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Exactly. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas  I  can  not  for  the  life  of  me 
understand  why  the  Senator  should  insist  uptm  denying  the  ad- 
mission of  Canadian  high-grade  wheat  under  those  conditions. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Becau.se  it  displaces  just  so  much 
of  that  high-grade  wheat  in  this  country.  In  other  words,  if 
it  does  not  di8i>lace  it,  it  compels  the  producer  of  that  high- 
grade  wheat  in  this  country  to  take  tor  it  just  exactly  tlie  price 
that  that  character  of  wheat  ct>fflmands  in  Canada. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Aritansas.  Manifestly  it  does  not  displace 
It  because  the  Senator  has  admitted  that  the  amount  produced 
in  the  United  States  is  insuffident  to  supply  the  domestic 
demand.  It  could  not  displace  the  domestically  produced  wheat 
under  those  conditions. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Let  us  put  It  the  other  way.  The 
domestic  producer  can  not  get  any  more  for  It  than  the  Cana- 
dian price,  notwithstanding  the  duty  on  it.  Does  that  seem 
clear  to  the  Senator?  Bear  In  mind  that  the  Canadian  price  is 
controlled,  among  other  factors,  by  the  reduced  rate  of  trans- 
portation In  Canada. 

Let  me  remark  that  while  I  nrfwred  to  the  Seattle  mills  It 
was  for  the  purpose  of  illustrating  the  situation,  because  ex- 
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•ctly  the  same  fact  is  true  when  the  wheat  goeei  east  to  Bnffalo. 
The  Buffalo  miller  will  pay  no  more  for  it  than  he  would  be 
obliged  to  pay  if  he  went  over  to  Canada  to  get  it,  t>ecaa8e 
all  be  has  to  do  is  to  go  over  to  Canada  and  bay  it  there,  so 
it  doeH  come  in  competition  with  the  Canadian  products. 

The  policy  may  be  an  unwise  one.  It  may  not  be  a  wise 
policy  to  give  the  American  farmer  this  advantage.  It  may 
be  that  there  are  disadvantages  that  ensue  to  other  classes  in 
this  country,  including  the  miller  and  including  the  manufac- 
turer in  the  mills  and  including  the  railroads  that  transport 
the  grain.  But  that  it  will  inure  to  the  benefit  ot  the  farmer 
there  I.h  no  opportunity  for  cavil  or  controversy. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  May  1  ask  the  Senator  when  there  wa.s  a 
recent  reduction  in  freight  rates  by  the  railroads  whether  that 
benefited  the  Montana  wheat  growers? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  did  not  quite  understand  the 
Senator's  question. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Recently  because  of  the  intervention  of 
President  Hoover  the  railroads  made  some  concessions  in  freight 
rate.s.  How  much,  if  any,  did  they  reduce  the  freight  rate 
on  wheat  between  Montana  and  Dnluth? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  My  recollection  is  that  it  did  not 
affect  or  reduce  ihe  rates  in  our  section  at  all. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  How  can  the  Buffalo  miUer  hope  to  com- 
pete with  the  Canadian  miller  in  the  same  territory  when  the 
transportation  rate  on  this  high-protein  wheat  from  Montana 
to  Duluth  is  44.5  cents  while  the  rate  from  Saskatchewan  and 
All>erta  to  the  lake  head  is  26  cents? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  trying  to  reduce  the  adverse 
conditions  under  which  he  competes. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  is  perfectly  apparent  to  me  that  since 
the  Buffalo  miller  must  go  to  the  Northwest,  either  in  the  United 
States  or  in  Canada,  for  high-protein  wheat,  he  can  not  possibly 
compete  with  the  Canadian  miller  if  the  tariff  rebate  is 
destroyed. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Again  the  Senator  Just  helps  to 
pat  the  proposition  before  the  Senate  that  this  is  a  controversy 
between  the  northwestern  farmer  on  the  one  .side  and  the  Buffalo 
and  Seattle  millers  ou  the  other. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Has  the  Senator  no  interest  at  all  in  the 
hundreds  of  people  who  are  employe<1  in  the  mills? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Why,  of  course  I  have. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Is  the  Senator  willing  to  have  those  mills 
go  over  to  Canada  to  operate,  bearing  in  mind  that  75  per  cent 
of  the  industries  of  Canada  are  now  operated  by  American  capi- 
tal?   Is  he  willing  to  send  over  there  another  ibdostry? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  In  the  first  place,  I  am  not  alarmed 
at  all  that  the  Buffalo  millers  are  going  to  go  out  of  business. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  This  Is  true,  I  am  sure,  that  the  Buffalo 
miller  can  not  benefit  the  Montana  wheat  grower  becanae  he 
can  t)ot  hope  to  compete  with  the  Canadian  miller  acroiw  the 
river,  and  that  is  b«vflUM  the  Cnondlao  miller 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  does  n^it,  as  It  seems 
to  uc,  apUMf  to  bv  rrry  well  Infurittad  about  tb«  matter.  Thera 
la  no  end  of  hlgbprotelD  wheat  that  comaa  loto  Buffalo  and  la 
mlllcil  th«T«, 

Mr.  COPELAND.  At  t>r«a4>ot.  ctrtaluly ;  but  tba  Hnflalu  mill- 
9r»  certainly  can  not  competa  lu  export  trad«  with  a  wbaat  which 
will  vifitt  him  18  or  20  cents  a  bunhal  more  than  it  coats  his 
Canadian  compatltor. 

Mr  WALHH  of  Montaua.  It  would  be  a  diaadfaiitaite  in  the 
couuHftition,  beyond  QueHtlon. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  would  be  not  only  a  dlaadvantage.  but 
it  would  be  abaolutelj  rulnoas. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  do  not  agree  to  that  at  all.  But 
all  this  serves  to  give  point  to  the  proposition  that  this  is  a 
controverny  between  the  farmers  of  the  Northwest  who  produce 
the  wheat  arid  the  millers  who  make  it  into  flour. 

Mr.  BLACK.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
taua yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     1  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  know  very  little  about  the  proposition  and  I 
au)  asking  for  information.  ^Vs  between  the  miller  and  the 
farmer,  if  I  am  called  u|X)n  to  vote,  I  sliall  vote  for  the  farmer. 
But  1  want  to  understand  the  situation  exactly.  Is  it  the  Sena- 
tor's point  that  by  reason  of  their  shipping  Canadian  wheat  into 
this  country  at  a  low  price,  that  thereby  they  fix  the  price  of 
Montana  wheat? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     It  does  fix  it 

Mr.  BLACK.  Does  that  apply  even  though  the  wheat  that 
comes  into  tlUa  countrj  for  milling  is  to  go  out  of  the  country  in 
floor? 
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M^.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  applies  only  in  that  case.  If  it 
Is  t(  remain  here  they  pay  the  entire  duty,  and  the  domestic 
pric*  can  be  raised  to  the  point  of  the  Canadian  price  plus  the 
duty  of  42  cent.''.  It  could  go  at  least  that  high.  But  with 
resp-ct  to  the  flour  they  export,  they  do  not  have  to  pay  any 
duty  at  all  except  1  per  cent.  With  respect  to  any  wheat 
which  they  buy  to  be  milled  in  bond,  all  they  are  required  to  pay 
is  tbe  Canadian  price,  and,  of  course,  if  all  they  are  required  to 
pay  Is  the  Canadian  price  they  will  not  pay  the  domestic  pro- 
duce :  any  higher  price.  That  is  the  whole  theory  of  the  pro- 
tect! fe  tariff,  that  it  forces  the  domestic  consumer  to  pay  a 
higher  price  for  the  product:  that  is  to  .say,  the  American  pn»- 
ducer  will  elevate  his  price  to  the  foreign  price  plus  the  amount 
of  tie  tariff. 

Ml  •.  BLACK.  Is  the  statement  correct  that  we  could  not  from 
this  country  supjily  to  the  millers  the  same  wheat  that  they 
now  purchase  from  Canada  and  ship  in  bond? 

M  '.  WALSH  of  Montana.  By  no  means.  We  can  .supply 
exac  ly  the  same  grade  of  wheat,  but  we  can  not  supply  all  of 
that  particular  kind  of  wheat  that  Is  necessary  for  flour  con- 
sum]  ►tion  in  the  dome.stic  trade  as  well  as  in  the  export  trade. 
Thej  would  be  obliged  to  import  some  from  Canada. 

Ml.  BLACK.  Does  the  Senator  think  we  could  supply  au 
appreciable  quantity  of  that  which  goes  into  the  export  flour? 

Ml.  WALSH  of  Montana.  My  recollection  Is  that  the  high- 
grade  protein  wheat  amounts  to  20  per  cvnt  of  the  entire  pro- 
duct on  of  this  country,  which  is  about  600.000,000  bushels. 

Mr.   SMOOT.     Mr.   President 

Tie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Muntana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Forty  per  cent  of  the  iniiwrted  Canadian  wheat 
goes  into  our  export  trade;  that  is,  all  of  the  flour  exported 
from  the  United  States.  Forty  per  cent  of  it  comes  from 
Cam  da. 

M  >.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  is  a  very  easy  thing  to  flgure  the 
tota  imports  from  Canada,  and  from  that  deduct  20.000,000  in 
rouid  figures.  The  balance  of  it  goes  into  flour  consumed  in 
the  United  States,  upon  which  the  entire  duty  of  42  cents  is 
paid 

Ml'.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

Tie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Ml.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  think  there  is  likely  to  he  confusion  from  the 
argument  here  for  the  reason  that  whether  the  hard  wheat  of 
Caniida  is  milled  in  American  mills  or  in  Canadian  mills  it  will 
be  nilled  and  shipped  abrojid.  We  have  not  the  hard  wheat  to 
supiily  to  the  foreign  markets  l>ecnuse  we  have  not  enough  hard 
wheit  for  our  own  market.  Whether  these  millions  of  bushels 
of  w  beat  that  are  brought  across  the  line  In  l)ond  and  milled  on 
this  side  of  the  line  with  a  little  of  our  low-grade  wheat  and 
then  shipped  on  out,  are  milled  on  this  side  of  the  line  or 
whe  her  they  are  milled  on  the  other  side  of  the  line,  that 
wheiit  is  going  to  be  shipped  abroad  regardlesN  of  where  It  is 
mllhd.  It  seems  to  me  the  coufuslon  arises  from  the  imt»res* 
slon  that  Canadian  hard  wheat  is  brought  over  here  for  our  own 
use,  fur  milling  in  l>ond,  wiien  it  i»  not  at  all  and  can  not  l)e  so 
us4n1  The  inlDiite  It  Is  un*^I  here  It  Is  no  lonuer  uillleil  In  bond. 
I  remind  the  Senator  nguln  that  by  no  possible  manipulation 
cau  ve  change  the  foreign  uiarki«t  by  milling  it  In  Canada.  It 
will  be  shipped  out  of  Canada  or  Nhipped  out  of  the  United 
Stat  a. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  do  not  controvert  that  proposi- 
tion at  ail.  The  foreign  market  will  absorb  so  much,  and  it 
does  not  make  any  difference  whether  it  comes  from  the  United 
Static  or  comes  from  Canada.  But  that  is  not  the  question  at 
all.  We  are  not  conceraed  about  the  foreign  markets.  We  are 
concerned  about  whether  the  miller  in  this  countr>'  will  buy 
upou  the  American  basis  or  will  buy  upon  the  Canadian  basis 
for  t  lat  part  of  hi.s  purchases  in  Canada  which  goe.s  abroad. 

Mr.  DILL.  If  he  buys  in  the  American  market  and  the  price 
is  raised,  he  can  not  compete  with  the  Canadian  miller  in  the 
forefen  market. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Whether  he  can  or  can  not  de- 
pends upon  many  considerations.  Seattle,  for  instance,  has 
very  valuable  water  power  just  at  its  doors.  It  is  utili/^ed  in 
vari<  us  industries  in  that  city.  I  do  not  know  whether  their 
costs  of  production  are  greater  or  less  than  those  in  Vancouver 
or  8<imewhore  else  in  the  East  where  Canadian  flour  is  manu- 
facti  red.  There  are  many  elemeuts  that  euter  into  these  corn- 
petit  ve  problems  other  than  the  mere  matter  of  tariff,  as  I 
liave  demonstrated  repeatedly,  but  that  is  a  matter  of  no  conse- 
quence at  all.  The  question  is.  Are  we  going  to  make  these 
milh  pay  the  American  price  for  this  high-protein  wheat  or  are 
we  I  oing  to  allow  them  to  get  it  at  the  Canadian  price? 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  in  1927  there 
were  21,299  bushehj  of  wheat  that  paid  a  duty  coming  into  the 
United  States.  In  1928  there  were  224,133  bushels.  Those  are 
the  figures  showing  the  amount  of  imported  wheat  into  the 
United  States  outside  of  that  which  paid  no  duty.  Of  course, 
wheat  that  came  here  in  bond  was  made  into  flour  and  shipped 
out  to  the  foreign  market  and  paid  no  duty. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  simply  means  this:  In  a 
season  like  this  there  is  a  superabundance,  if  one  may  use  the 
expression,  of  high-grade  protein  wheat.  This  has  been  a  dry  sea- 
son everywhere,  and  that  conduces  to  the  production  of  wheat 
containing  a  high  percentage  of  protein  ;  and  other  conditions  also 
combine  to  make  high-protein  wheat  particularly  abundant  tiiis 
year.  So  we  will  probably  import  comparatively  little  from 
Canada.  But  in  other  years,  in  wet  sea.sons  and  seasons  where 
other  conditions  obtain,  our  importations  are,  of  course,  very 
large,  not  only  of  wheat  that  goes  into  flour  for  the  export 
trade,  but  of  wheat  that  is  consumed  in  the  way  of  flour  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina. 

Mr.  SMITH.  If  I  catch  tlie  Senator's  point,  he  frankly  ad- 
mits that  by  charging  the  full  duty  on  the  importation  of 
Canadian  hard  wheat  the  American  miller  may  suffer  a  loss  of 
some  export  trrJ.-;  but  all  the  millers  of  this  country  being 
restricted  to  either  to  pay  the  duty  or  to  purchase  American 
wheat,  the  American  producers  of  hard  wheat,  the  farmers 
themselves,  can  then  be  in  a  position  to  get  the  advantage  of 
whatever  tariff  there  may  be  on  wheat? 

Mr.  WAI^SII  of  Montana.  The  Senator  has  ver>'  accurately 
stated  the  problem. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  M<»ntana.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Following  up  the  question  asked  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  I  should  like  to  know  if  to-day 
the  miller — I  am  not  speaking  of  the  miller  in  l)ond  but  the 
miller  who  mills  for  the  American  market — buys  and  consumes 
all  the  wheat  of  the  high-protein  tj'pe  now  produced  in  the 
United  States  and  then  does  not  get  enough  of  it,  how  possibly 
are  we  going  to  make  the  miller  buy  more  of  that  kind  of 
wheat  by  doing  away  with  the  milling  in  bond?  In  other  words, 
if  he  consumes  all  there  is  now,  how  can  we  possibly  increase 
that  consumption  by  doing  away  with  milling  in  bond? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  We  can  not  if  it  is  all  used ;  but 
the  point  is — and  I  am  sure  the  Senator  is  not  dull  enough  not 
to  appreciate  it 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  am  afraid  I  am. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  he  will  pay  for  the  Ameri- 
can product  so  far  as  it  goes  into  the  export  trade  only  the 
Canadian  price. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  He  will  pay  what?  I  did  not  quite  under- 
stand the  Senator. 

Mr.  WALHH  of  Montana.  He  will  pay  for  what  he  uses  of 
the  American  product  no  higher  price  than  he  could  get  similar 
wheat  for  in  Canada.     Here,  for  instance,  is  a  Buffalo  miller—— 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  admit  to  the  Senator  I  am  dull.  The  Sena- 
tor, however,  doeit  not  say  that  by  doing  away  with  milling  in 
bond  the  American  miller  is  going  to  get  the  Canadian  wheat 
at  the  world  price, 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Not  at  all :  that  is  Just  what  he  is 
not  going  to  get.  He  is  going  to  get  It  by  paying  the  duty  of 
42  cents  a  bushel;  that  is  all.  Let  me  state  the  situation  to 
the  Senator  in  this  way.  The  Buffalo  millers  require,  we  will 
say,  20,000,000  bushels  of  high-grade  protein  wheat  in  order 
to  carry  on  their  export  business.  They  can  buy  that  wheat  in 
Canada  or  they  can  buy  it  In  the  United  States,  whichever  they 
see  flt.  If  they  can  ship  it  in  the  export  trade  without  paying 
any  duty  other  than  1  per  cent,  they  will  buy  it  either  in  the 
United  States  or  they  will  buy  it  in  Canada ;  but  they  will  not 
pay  any  more  in  the  United  States  for  it  than  they  would  have 
to  pay  in  Canada.     Does  that  seem  quite  plain  to  the  Senator? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    May  I  interrupt  the  Senator? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana      Certainly. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  When  the  Senator  says  that  they  will  have 
to  pay  as  much  in  the  United  States  as  they  will  have  to  pay 
in  Canada,  Is  he  speaking  of  American  wheat? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  speaking  of  American  wheat. 
The  Buffalo  miller  can  buy  his  20.000.000  bushels  of  wheat  in 
the  United  States  or  he  can  buy  them  in  Canada.  He  can  get 
it  here  if  there  is  that  much  high-grade  protein  wheat  here; 
but  there  Is  very  much  more  than  that  in  Canada  ;  he  can  buy  it 
either  place ;  and,  of  course,  he  will  not  pay  any  more  for  it  in 
the  United  States  than  he  can  get  it  for  in  Canada. 


Mr.  WAGNER.    Plus  the  duty  that  he  would  have  to  pay. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Yes ;  but  he  does  not  now  have  to 
pay  a  duty ;  and  that  is  what  I  am  endeavoring  to  escape  from. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Let  me  see  if  I  can  understand  the  Senator, 
for  we  do  not  now  seem  to  understand  one  another.  Does  the 
Senator  say  that  an  American  miller  can  buy  wheat  in  Canada 
of  a  quality  equal  to  that  of  the  wheat  produced  in  this  country 
for  the  same  price  that  he  pays  for  domestic  wheat  in  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  He  can  buy  it  for  less  in  Canada 
than  he  can  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Of  course  he  cau;  that  Is  the  point  I  am 
making.  According  to  the  flgures  for  the  present  year,  he  can 
buy  it  for  at  least  9  cents  less  i>er  bushel  in  Canada  than  he  can 
buy  it  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Yea;  but  he  does  not  have  to  pay 
that  for  the  wheat  he  buys  for  the  export  trade.  He  can  buy  it 
in  Canada  for  9  cents  less,  on  the  average.  If  he  buys  it  there 
for  sale  in  the  United  States  he  must  pay  42  cents  duly  into  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States ;  but  if  it  is  going  into  the  export 
trade,  he  will  not  have  to  pay  that  42  cents.  Ail  he  will  have 
to  pay  is  the  Canadian  price  for  it. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Does  the  Senator  mean  under  the  present 
conditions  or  under  conditions  which  would  prevail  if  his  amend- 
ment should  l>e  adopted? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Under  present  conditions  with  the 
milIing-in-l>ond  provision  he  will  not  pay  any  more  to  the  Ameri- 
can producer  than  he  will  pay  to  the  Canadian  producer, 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  talking  about  conditions  if  the  Senator's 
amendment  were  adoi>ted  and  milling  in  bond  should  be  done 
away  with  alt(^ether. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Exactly.  Then  he  will  be  obliged 
to  pay  the  Canadian  price  plus  42  cents. 

Mr.  WAGNER  Exactly ;  that  is  what  I  am  saying.  I  think 
the  Senator  ought  to  tell  as  how  the  American  miller,  having  to 
pay  that  increased  price  for  an  equal  quality  of  wheat,  can  pos- 
sibly hold  his  foreign  market  as  against  the  miller  of  Canada. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  not  assuming  any  obligation 
of  that  kind.  I  am  talking  for  the  American  producer  of  high- 
grade  protein  wheat,  and  I  will  let  the  Senator  explain  the  other 
end  of  it. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  If  I  may  interject  one  further  word,  the 
American  producer  of  high-grade  wheat  now  sells  all  he  can  pro- 
duce in  the  domestic  market.  So  how  are  we  possibly  going  to 
Improve  his  condition? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  He  sells  it  in  the  American  market 
at  the  Canadian  price. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  No;  be  does  not.  The  Senator  himself  baa 
admitted  that  he  sells  it,  on  the  average,  for  at  least  9  cents — 
and  in  some  years  even  more  than  that — more  per  btuhd  than 
the  Canadian  wheat. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Tlie  average  price  in  Canada  as 
comimred  with  tiie  average  price  here  is  about  9  cents  cheaper ; 
and,  of  course,  if  he  can  buy  it  for  0  cents  cheaper  in  Canada, 
he  will  not  buy  it  here.  He  will  pay  for  the  American  wheat 
only  what  he  would  have  to  pay  in  Canada. 

Mr.  FBS8.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  FBSS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  somewhat  confused  as  to 
thh(  question.  As  I  understand,  every  bushel  of  wheat  milled 
in  bond  has  to  be  exported ;  it  can  not  be  sold  in  the  domestic 
market? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Quite  so. 

Mr.  FESS.  It  would  be  sold,  then,  at  a  price  that  would  be 
in  competition  with  that  of  the  Canadian  miller? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  should  have  qualified  my  answer 
by  saying,  assuming  that  it  does  go  into  the  export  trade. 

Mr.  FESS.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  American  miller  pays 
the  American  price  for  hard  wheat,  which  is  higher  than  the 
price  of  similar  wheat  Imported  from  Canada  without  duty, 
then  he  can  not  market  the  flour  made  out  of  that  wheat  in  the 
open  market  in  competition  with  Canada  becau.se  Canada  can 
produce  flour  from  a  cheaper-priced  wheat.  So  it  would  appear 
to  me — I  am  somewhat  confused — that  no  disadvantage  would 
result  from  permitting  the  Canadian  wheat  to  be  imported  here 
without  duty,  milled  into  flour,  and  sold  not  here  but  abroad. 
There  would  be  no  disadvantage  to  the  American  wheat  pro- 
ducer, because  when  made  into  flour  it  would  not  reach  the 
American  market  and  would  be  in  competition  with  the  cheaper 
wheat  h)  Canada.  If  that  is  true,  then  I  do  not  see  any  dis- 
advantage in  milling  in  bond. 

Ther?  is  another  feature  to  which  I  should  like  to  call  atten- 
tion. Over  80  per  cent  of  the  Canadian  product,  I  have  under- 
stood, is  exported.    If  we  prevent  it  being  made  into  flour  by 
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Amerii'an  mOIs,  It  will  evidently  be  made  Into  floar  by  Canadian 
mills,  because  It  has  to  be  exported.  If  there  Is  no  disadvantage 
to  our  producers.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  onght  to  permit  it  to 
come  here  and  thus  famish  employment  to  American  labor  in 
the  American  mills.  If  I  am  wrong  in  that,  I  should  like  to  be 
set  right. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to 
arfcne  this  matter  at  all  except  so  far  as  the  American  producer 
of  high-grade  protein  wheat  is  conwrne<l.  I  am  open  to  convic- 
tion from  anybody  that  he  will  get  ji»t  exactly  as  high  a  price 
for  hLs  wheat  if  the  American  miller  does  not  have  to  pay  the 
Import  duty  as  If  he  did  have  to  do  so.  Does  the  Senator  under- 
take to  convince  me  of  that? 

The  American  miller,  If  my  amendment  should  carry,  would 
be  obliged  to  pay  the  Canadian  price  and  42  cents  duty  on 
every  bushel  of  wheat  he  imports  Into  this  country,  whether  it 
is  for  domestic  consumption  or  for  export.  That  would  flx  the 
price  In  the  United  States ;  that  is,  the  price  the  American  pro- 
ducer could  ask  for  his  wheat.  Is  the  Senator  going  to  en- 
deavor to  convince  me  that  if  the  American  miller  can  ?o  over 
there  and  get  his  wheat  for  the  export  trade  without  paying 
any  duty  at  all  it  will  be  just  as  good  for  tbe  fanner? 

Mr.  FF:SS.  I»oes  not  the  Senator  conoe<le  if  the  American 
miller  has  no  right  under  tlie  mllllng-in-bond  provision  to  sell 
in  the  domestic  market  and  has  to  pfty  the  duty  in  order  to  sell 
in  the  foreign  market,  that  he  will  not  buy  wheat  from  Canada? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  He  will  be  obliged  to  buy  wheat 
in  Canada  when  the  American  production  does  not  equal  the 
American  demand. 

Mr.  FESS.  Would  the  American  miller  pay  42  cents  more  a 
bushel  111  order  to  comiiete  In  the  flour  market  of  Eurr>p«  >^ith 
the  Canadino  miller,  who  does  not  pay  42  cents  a  boshel  duty? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  Imagine  he  would  be  competing 
undikr  ratlter  severe  and  adverse  clrcumstHnces,  and  that  ts  Just 
exactly  the  point  I  am  making,  that  It  depends  tipon  whether 
one  considers  the  interest  of  the  miller  or  considers  the  intereec 
of  the  farmer  In  this  controversy  that  Is  before  vs. 

Mr.  KMDOT.    Mr,  l*resldent,  will  the  Senator  yiehlt 

Mr.  WAI^M  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr,  flM(M)T.  1  wish  to  consider  the  Interest  of  the  fanner 
In  this  wh<>l<»  (]Ut*stlon,  btit  1  think  If  tho  mtlllng'In-bond  prorl* 
slot)  Is  done  away  with,  the  4,3nfM)00  barrels  of  (lour  mllfud  In 
bond  and  shipped  to  foreign  countries  will  cenoe  to  he  milled  In 
the  Ignited  Rtatea  and  will  be  milled  In  Canada.  There  is  no 
question  of  d(»ubt  nlKHit  that;  I  have  no  more  doubt  about  It 
than  that  I  stand  here  on  this  floor ;  It  eonld  not  be  otherwise. 
The  mills  In  New  York  and  In  the  Aouth  can  not  buy  wheat  In 
Canada  and  pay  42  cents  a  bushel  and  mill  that  wheat  Into  flour 
and  ship  that  flo«r  to  foreign  countries  at  a  profit.  It  Is  an 
absolute  Inpoeetblllty.  If  It  be  desired  to  see  that  trade  In  the 
case  of  flour  which  has  gone  to  foreign  countries  In  the  past 
under  the  milUng-ln-bond  provision  of  the  United  States  law 
destroyed,  well  and  good ;  but  that  is  exactly  what  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Montana.  If  adopted,  wonld  do.  It 
would  not  btip  the  American  wheat  grower  one  cent.  In  my 
opinion. 

Mr.  SMITH.    Why  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Because  of  the  fact  that  no  miller  of  the 
country  would  buy  wheat  In  Canada  and  pay  42  cents  in  order 
to  export  It.  We  have  an  overproduction  of  soft  wheat  In  this 
country  anyway,  and  there  ts  not  enough  hard  wheat  raised  In 
the  United  States  to  make  floar  that  could  be  exported.  Of 
course,  the  American  hard  wheat  would  bring  about  the  same 
price  as  the  Canadian  hard  wheat  then,  because  there  would  be 
no  exportation  privilege.    It  could  not  be  e3:p<»^ed  at  alL 

That  is  the  situation  as  I  see  It. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  thankful 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah  for  his  advocacy  of  the  Interests  of 
the  farmer;  but  I  discover  that  none  of  the  oi^weltion  de- 
veloped on  the  floor  in  the  debate  thus  far  has  come  from  any- 
body representing  a  distinctly  wheat-growing  State,  particu- 
larly a  State  In  which  this  high-grade  protein  wheat  is  pro- 
duced: and,  of  eoniae,  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  entirely  con- 
sistent In  looking  after  tbe  Interests  of  the  manufacturer  always 
as  against  the  producer. 


Mr^^MOOT.    That  Is  uncalled  for. 
HrrCOPBLAND.     Mr.  President — 


Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  yield  now  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  shooM  like  to  say  In  the  first  place,  Mr. 
President,  that  while  my  State  does  not  iK-oduce  a  tremendous 
amount  of  wheat,  it  is  one  of  the  great  agriculttural  States. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  does  not  raise  any  of  the  char- 
acter of  wheat  In  cwitroversy  here. 

Mr.  OOFVLAMD.  1  want  to  set  myself  right,  however.  WHh 
ta*  exception  of  the  last  vote  on  the  farm  measure,  I  have  voted 


OCTOBEB    14 


for  e  rery  farm  measure  since  I  came  Into  the  Senate ;  so  I  am 
going  to  speak  as  a  friend  of  the  farmer.  Whether  the  Senator 
from  Montana  thinks  another  Senator  is  a  friend  of  the  farmer 
or  no  t,  I  contend  that  I  am. 

In  this  particular  matter,  the  Senator  has  stated  what  is  the 
fact- -that  there  is  no  exportable  surplus  of  high-protein  wheat 
lu  th<!  Unite«l  States.    That  is  true;  is  it  not? 

Mr   WALSH  of  Montana.     That  is  correct. 

Mr  COPELAND.  So  the  only  benefit  that  could  pos^slbly 
come  from  this  amendment,  if  it  were  to  work  as  the  Senator 
hopee  it  will,  is  that  the  price  of  the  high-protein  wheat  would 
be  ir  creased  because  of  the  lack  of  competition  from  the 
Canadian  market.    That  is  correct;  is  it  not? 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.    That  is  correct. 

Mr  COPELAND.  All  right.  If  the  miller  in  Buffalo  who 
now  [nakes  exportable  flour,  using  in  it  70  per  cent  of  bard 
whea  ,  which  he  buys  from  Canada,  is  forced  to  pay  42  cents  a 
busht  I  tariff  on  that  wheat,  he  can  not  compete ;  neither  can  be 
affoK  to  go  to  Montana  or  other  parts  of  the  Northwest  to  buy 
Amer  can  wheat,  because,  as  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fess] 
suggc  rted  a  moment  ago,  Canada  is  a  great  exporter  of  wheat. 
Tills  :  lard  wheat  which  is  now  u.«ed  in  Buffalo  in  making  export 
flotir  Kould  be  made  into  flour  in  Canada,  or  else  it  would  go  as 
hard  nrheat  to  Europe,  where  it  would  be  made  into  flour. 

So,  as  I  see  it,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator,  that  I  can  not  see 
how  tpe  farmer  who  now  raises  hard  whpat,  high-protein  wheat, 
be  benefited  If  the  Senator's  amendment  were  to  prevail, 
lid  not  create  a  greater  demand  for  the  northwo.«tern 
lean  wheat,  for  the  reason  that  the  miller  in  Buffalo  could 
y  a  higher  price  than  he  now  pays  and  compete  with  the 
Ian  miller.  So  what  would  happen  would  be  either  that 
lour  which  is  now  made  in  the  United  States  would  be 
made]  In  Canada,  or  else  that  the  wheat  from  which  such  flour 
1m  now  mntle  would  be  sent  abroad  and  nillle<l  there. 

Therefore  the  Senator's  amendment,  ai  I  m«^  It,  would  N>rve 
to  destroy  the  Buffalo  nilllcrs  withotit  beucfltlug  tho  north* 
westirn  American  fiirm4>rs. 

Mr  WALHU  of  Montana.  If  the  Senator  has  not  been  con* 
vincel  by  tho  argument  I  thus  fur  have  mnde,  I  despair  (if 
makljif  any  lmpn*ssIon  npou  htm,  tieuntuM*  1  can  only  reiM<at 
wbalil  bare  heretofore  said. 

Wub  respect  to  the  friendliness  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Yorklto  the  Interest  of  the  farmer,  I  do  not  thltik  any  Immuo  of 
that  rharaeter  eonld  possibly  arise  here.  The  Senator  hSH  lU  m- 
onstrkted  on  Innumerable  occrsIoiih  his  Iit)erallty  of  view  with 
respe:t  to  the  condition  of  the  agricultural  Interests  of  the 
country,  and  particularly  of  tbe  Middle  West  and  the  Northwest. 

Mr  COPELAND.    I  thank  tho  Senator. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  I  can  not,  of  course,  overlook 
the  liict  that  the  Senator  Is  a  representative  of  the  State  of 
New  Tork,  and  that,  as  I  view  the  motter,  this  Is  a  controversy 
l)etw(en  a  very  powerful  Interest  In  his  State  and  the  producer- 
farm^  of  the  Northwest ;  and  under  those  circumstances  I 
should  scarcely  expect  the  Senator  to  entertain  very  hosiritably 
the  liea  advanced. 

Mrj  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at 
that  boint? 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr  COPELAND.  It  will  be  of  interest  to  the  Senator  to 
know  that  not  one  single  approach  has  been  made  to  me, 
direc  ly  or  indirectly,  by  the  millers  of  Buffalo.  I  am  looking 
at  th  8  matter  wholly  from  the  standpoint  of  economics. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course  the  Senator  could  not 
poesl]  Ay  Imagine  that  I  had  any  such  idea  in  mind. 

Mr  COPELAND.    Oh,  no ;  of  course  not. 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  is  careful  to  look  after 
the  Interests  of  his  State  and  the  people  of  his  State  without 
any  joggestlon  whatever  from  them.  However,  a  representa- 
tive cf  these  great  interests  of  his  State  came  to  see  me  about 
the  na  atter,  as  I  have  heretofore  stateil. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 
This   vill  be  my  last  Interruption. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  hope  I  do  not  annoy  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Oh,  not  at  all. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  know  that  the  Senator  is  Interested  in 
bavin  r  all  the  facts  disclosed.  I  am  citing  now  from  records, 
and  n  at  giving  any  opinion  on  my  part. 

To  show  that  it  is  not  an  IHusion  that  Canada,  under  the 
circuT  istances  that  will  exist  If  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
is  ad<  pted,  will  capture  our  foreign  market,  the  history  of  our 
expor :  flour  business  shows  that  from  1919  to  1921  our  for- 
eign market  had  steadily  increased,  reaching  in  1921  the 
amonit  of  26,000,000  barrels.  From  1919  up  to  1928  it  has 
been  reduced  from  26,000,000  barrels  to  11,800.000  barrels. 
Foot  milli<Hi  barrels  of  that  is  export  floor  milled  in  bond ;  and 
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during  the  same  period  of  time  the  export-flour  business  into 
foreign  market.^*  of  the  Canadian  miller  has  increased  from 
6,000.(K)0  barrels  to  11,000,000  barrels.  So  even  under  present 
conditions  they  have  been  gradually  capturing  our  foreign 
markets;  and  If  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Montana 
Is  adojited  it  will  destroy  our  foreign  market  to  the  extent  of 
4,000,000  barrels  per  year  or  more. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  from  New  York  is 
perfectly  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  production  of  wheat  in 
Canada  has  been  Increasing  by  leaps  and  bounds  within  the 
laail  10  years;  and  it  is  the  most  natural  thing  in  the  world, 
imder  those  circumstances,  that  their  production  of  flour  should 
Increase,  and,  equally,  that  their  exiJorts  of  flour  should  iu- 
crea.se.  That  is  an  ordinary,  natural  development  that  we  have 
to  meet. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  Senator  Is  perfectly  right  about  that; 
but  with  this  increase  came  the  capturing  of  our  market,  show- 
ing the  difference  there  is  in  conditions  which  enabletl  them  to 
c-apture  our  market.  Now  the  Senator  wants  to  take  some 
more  of  the  market  away  from  us. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Even  under  existing  conditions, 
even  under  the  milling-in-bond  provision,  even  though  the 
American  miller  is  not  obligetl  to  pay  the  duty  upon  the  flour 
coming  in  from  (Canada — even  so,  they  are  able  to  compete 
with  us  in  the  foreign  markets,  and  for  some  of  the  considera- 
tions to  which  I  have  adverted,  namely,  that  their  freight 
rates  are  very  much  less  than  they  are  here,  and  therefore  the 
Canadian  miller  is  able  to  buy  his  flour  at  a  lower  price  than 
the  American  miller  in  bond. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  That  is  why  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand 
why  the  Senator  wants  to  take  away  whatever  is  left  of  the 
foreign  market  In  our  export  trade. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  not  eager  to  take  it  away  at 
ell.  I  regret  exceedingly  that  the  amendment  I  proiM>se  i«honld 
ImtKiNe  any  other  burden  up<»u  the  millers  In  Buffalo  or  In 
S<*attle;  btit  there  In  a  duty  uinmi  wheat  of  42  cents  a  bushel,  the 
beneflts  of  which  are  largely  Imaginary  by  reason  of  this  milling* 
ln-ltoiul  pr«»vhlnu. 

Mr.  WAGNKH.  Of  eoiirMo,  tho  Senator  knows  what  our  con- 
tention In — that  .voti  are  deptlvliig  the  millers  In  iKtiid  of  iiii 
export  huMlnoMM  th(>y  now  luiv<>  without  any  ('oriCNponding  beniflt 
to  the  farmers  of  this  country. 

Mr.  WALHII  of  MontuiiH.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hitter  state* 
nient,  nor  do  any  of  the  Senators  coming  from  the  States  where 
thiN  grade  of  wheat  Is  prtnluced  agree  with  the  Henotor  upon 
that  iHNue. 

I  merely  desire  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that  I  have  not  l)een 
able  to  give  my  approval  at  all  to  the  elevation  of  the  rates  on 
practically  everything  that  comes  Into  this  country  from  Canada. 
I  think  It  is  a  most  shortsighted  |K>licy.  I  should  like  to  see 
that  trade  developed  rather  than  checked.  Canada  Is  a  great 
consumer  of  our  products.  She  is  one  of  the  very  best  customers 
we  have;  but  the  situation  that  is  produced  here  is  due  to 
Canadian  policies  and  Canadian  legislation.  The  differences  In 
freight  rates  to  which  I  have  adverted  arise  by  reason  of  the 
way  Canada  treats  her  railroads.  Away  back,  restrictions  were 
placed  uix)n  those  railroads  in  respect  to  the  rates  which  they 
could  charge  for  the  transiKirtatlon  of  grain  from  the  Interior 
ptdnts  to  the  coast :  and  I'anada.  at  least  so  far  as  some  of  her 
railroads  are  c^Micerned.  Is  obliged  to  make  up  a  deficiency  in 
their  operation  every  year,  at  least  in  the  publicly  owned  roads. 
We  are  simply  endeavoring  to  overcome  in  part  the  disadvantage 
under  which  the  American  producer  labors  by  reason  of  the 
comjietition  from  Canadians  who  are  able  to  transpoi't  thrtr 
products  at  a  lower  price  than  Americans. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yieldjo  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  >1eld. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  1  think  the  Senator  puts  his  finger  on  the 
stire  ixdnt  when  he  tallo*  about  the  matter  of  transiwrtation. 
As  pointed  out  by  my  colleague  [Mr.  W.\o.\eb].  there  has  been 
an  increased  exportation  from  Canada :  and.  as  the  Senator  has 
said,  the  reason  for  it  is  l)ecause  of  the  tremendous  lncrea.se  in 
the  production  of  wheat  in  Canada. 

Twenty  years  ago  in  Canada  they  had  under  cultivation 
8,000,t»00  acres  c»f  wheat.  Now  they  have  2o,mKJ.0ti0  acres;  and 
where  our  number  of  acres  under  cultivation  in  wheat  20  years 
ago  was  45,00<».(K»0  it  is  only  50.0(K),000  fo-da.\.  We  liave  had 
practically  no  increase  in  acreage  in  America,  while  they  have 
trebled  their  acreage  in  Cana«l:i.  Why?  Because  the  nation- 
ally owne<l  rallntads  of  Canada  have  that  arrangement  pinned 
to  the  contract.  It  can  not  Ije  changed.  The  arrangement  is 
there  that  this  low  rate  will  l»e  made;  and  consequently,  as  I 
view  it  and  I  have  said  it  liefore.  and  I  say  it  with  regret.  I  do 
not  think  the  wheat  farmer  of  America  has  a  chance  in  the 


future,  because  iu  Canada  they  have  in  reserve  tens  of  millions 
of  acres  of  the  very  best  wlieat  land  in  the  world.  With  this 
low  rate  uix»n  the  railroads,  with  a  loss  of  $60,000,000  made  up 
out  of  the  national  treasury  a  year  or  two  ago,  nevertheless  the 
Canadian  wheat  fanner  gets  the  benefit  of  It. 

So,  as  I  view  it.  there  is  not  any  sort  of  change  that  can  be 
made  through  legislation  which  will  put  the  wheat  farmer  of 
the  United  States  on  a  plane  of  equality  with  tlte  Canadian 
wheat  farmer. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  might  be  quite  willing  to  agree 
with  the  Senator;  but  I  am  trying  to  do  a  little  to  reduce  the 
discrei^aucy  between  the  situation  In  which  the  American  farmer 
finds  himself  and  that  of  the  (^anadian  fai*mer. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  But,  as  I  see  it,  if  the  Senator  will  bear 
with  me,  he  is  proposing  a  plan  which  will  destroy  the  mills  of 
my  State  ^aithout  benefiting  the  high-protein  wheat  farmer  of 
Montana 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  will  agree  with  half  of  what  the 
Senator  says. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mem- 
tana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield  to  the  Senator, 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  tlie  Senator  from  Montana  and  the 
Senator  from  New  York  both  have  been  mistaken  iu  ooe  state- 
ment they  have  made,  or.  at  least,  that  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana has  made — that  the  Government  of  Canada  has  been  con- 
tributing in  any  recent  yeare  to  the  deficit  of  the  Government- 
owned  roads  on  account  of  losses  sustained  in  the  oijeratitai  of 
the  railroads.  It  is  not  true,  as  I  understand  it,  that  the 
Canadian  Government-<»wned  road,  since  the  (Government  has 
taken  it.  has  not  made  oiieratlng  expenses,  something  It  did  not 
make  liefore  the  Government  took  it  over.  The  profit  has  l)een 
Increasing,  as  I  understand  It,  every  year  since  tlie  Government 
has  taken  It  over. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Tho  fact  Is  that  qnlte  a  good  many 
years  ago,  when  some  concessions  were  made  to  tlte  Canadian 
I'ncltic  Railroad  Co.,  they  were  obliged  to  enter  Into  a  contract 
with  the  Canadian  Governnietit  limiting  the  prlc(*s  charged  for 
the  trntisiiortatlon  of  grnlns,  nnd  eonse<|uently  their  rates  have 
been  continuously  lower  than  the  American  rate,  and  tbe  com- 
IM'tlng  rallrcmd,  the  Canadian  National,  of  course  is  obliged  to 
meet  the  rates  of  tbe  ('aitadlan  Paclflc. 

Mr.  NOURIS.  That  Is  what  I  was  going  to  coll  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator.  The  rates  made  by  the  government-owned 
road  are  met  by  the  privately  owned  road ;  so  that  the  rates  on 
farm  products  over  the  two  systems,  which  control  pructlcolly 
all  the  roads  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  are  Just  the  same. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  was  my  understanding  that  the 
situation  was  reversed,  that  the  Canadian  Paclflc  is  limited  in 
the  rates  It  can  charge,  and,  of  course,  the  National  road  is 
obliged  to  meet  the  rates  of  the  Canadian  Paclflc. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Whichever  way  it  is,  there  is  one  road  that  la 
privately  owned  and  one  owned  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Yes. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    And  the  rates  are  Just  the  same. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Exactly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  They  are  both  making  money  right  now,  and 
have  been  for  several  years. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mcmtana.  The  Canadian  Paclflc  Is  one  of  the 
best  railroad  stocks  on  the  market. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes;  the  truth  is  that  as  to  the  other  rail- 
roads, as  with  some  of  our  railroads,  particularly  the  transcon- 
tinental lines,  there  was  a  great  deal  of  fraud  and  a  great  deal 
of  dishonesty  and  a  great  deal  of  chicanery  in  the  management 
and  manipulation  of  the  railroad.*;  the  Government  over  there, 
like  the  Government  over  here,  supplied  a  good  deal  of  the 
money,  private  peojrfe  also  supplying  money  and  getting  the 
flrst  mortgage  and  the  Government  the  second,  and  over  there 
the  Government,  in  order  to  save  anything  out  of  the  wreck,  took 
over  a  lot  of  the  roads  and  combined  them  Into  one  great  sys- 
tem, took  them  over,  I  think  It  is  conceded  by  everybody,  at 
fnbulous  prict^s.  and  much  more  than  they  were  worth,  had  to, 
in  fact,  l)ecause  of  the  private  Interests  having  prior  mortgages 
over  them. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
just  one  word? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COI»ELAND.     As  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  knows,  I 
am  not  disturbefl  at  all  by  the  question  of  Government  opera- 
tion,  but   in   fairness   to   the  pre!«ent  discussion   it   should   be. 
known  that  in  192.'> — I  have  the  figures  for  no  later  year — the 
deflcit  in  the  oijeratiou  of  these  Government  railroads  in  Canada 
I  amountetl   to  $6:1.630,127.     Of  course,   had   that   amount   been 
\  charged  against  the  shippers,  the  American  wheat  farmer  would 
'  not  be  in  such  distress  now,  because  of  Canadian  competition. 
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Tl>e  Canadian  woold  not  hare  that  very  farornble  rate  he  has 
aovr.  creating  a  tremendoaa  burden  to  the  American  wheat 
grower. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President.  I  merely  desire  to 
say  iu  conclusion  that  I  used  the  illustration  of  the  Seattle 
mills  merely  for  the  purpose  of  pointing  my  argument.  Of 
course,  I  should  r^ret  if  they  were  obliged  to  operate  under 
any  adverse  conditions.  One  of  the  largest  mills  there  is  owned 
and  operated  by  people  who  formerly  lived  in  Montana  and 
■tiU  have  interests  there.  They  are  personal  friends  of  mine. 
But,  as  I  said,  this  is  a  controyersy  between  the  producer  on 
the  one  hand  and  the  miller  on  the  other,  and  as  this  seasion  of 
Congress  was  called  for  the  purpose  of  granting  relief  to  the 
farmer.  I  alncerely  trust  that  this  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  desire  to  speak 
at  any  length  on  this  subject,  but  I  do  want  to  add  one  or  two 
word.<«. 

If  I  saw  in  this  amendment  a  means  of  materially  increasing 
the  .>uiles  of  American  wheat  aud  reducing  the  exportat>le  «nr- 
plu.s  of  American  wheat,  I  »>li<>uld  be  for  it ;  but  I  do  not  see 
that.  There  i«  a  d«^and  abroad  for  a  high-protein  flour, 
b«KUU!«e  every  bti.«<hel  of  hleh-protein  flour  will  make  about  10 
Inevt'M  more  bread  than  the  soft  wheat  flour.  The  bakers 
abroad  know  that,  and  they  are  bound  to  have  flour  made  from 
the  hii;h-protein  wheat. 

If  the  Buffalo  millers  are  compelled  to  pay  42  centa  duty  on 
every  bushel  of  high-pi'oteln  wheat  taken  Into  the  United 
States,  of  course  thos^  mills  can  not  compete  with  the  Canadian 
mills,  and  one  of  two  things  will  happen :  Either  the  Canadians 
will  mill  this  hi|^-protein  wheat,  in  which  event  we  will  lose 
the  30  per  cent  of  American  wheat  which  we  add  to  this  flour 
in  its  making,  or  else  this  high-protein  wheat  will  be  exported 
from  Canada  directly  to  foreign  countries  where  there  ia  a 
demand  tor  it.  8o  I  can  not  see  how  there  ia  any  possibility  of 
benefit  to  the  American  farmer  by  this  proposed  amendment, 
and  I-daJcnow  that  we  would  destroy  the  operations  of  great 
mills  in  this  country  now  employing  American  labor  at  high 
wages,  with  high  standards  of  living.  Therefore,  Mr.  President, 
I  am  compelled  to  vote  against  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  FBAZmSR.  Mr.  Presid^t,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roU,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  th^  names: 


Allen 

Fimsier 

Ashant 

0«orse 

BarkWy 

GiUett 

BiuKbam 

Glasa 

Black 

Glenn 

Blaim 

Ooff 

BleaM 

Ooldaborougb 

Borah 

Goald 

Bratton 

Ore«n« 

Brock 

Hale 

Brookbart 

Harris 

Capper 

Harrison 

Caraway 

Ha«tlng8 
Hatfleld 

CoDiifllly 

Cop^laod 

Hawes 

Couzeiw 

Harden 
Beflin 

Cut  ting 

Dale 

Howell 

Deneen 

Johnson 

Din 

Jorea 

Kdge 

Kean 

Few 

Kendriek 

Kcyet 

Btaortrldge 

Kins 

La  Follett« 

glnunona 

Bmith 

McKeUar 

Smoot 

MeMaster 

Steck 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Norbeck 

Swanson 

Norris 

Thomas,  IdnlM 

oldie 

TboBMs.  Okia. 

Trammell 

Orerman 

Tydings 

Patterson 

Vandenberg 

Phippa 

Wagner 
Walcott 

Pine 

Plttman 

Walsh,  Mass. 

RansdeU 

Walsb,  Mout. 

Reed 

Warren 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Waterman 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Watson 

S^ball 

Wheeler 

Sbeppard 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighiy-seven  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    There  is  a  quorum  present 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  intend  to  take  any  con- 
tdderable  time  to  discusw  this  subject.  I  want  only  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  situation  as  I  see  it,  even  taking  the  statements  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Montana  as  he  made  them. 

Ir  the  first  place,  there  is  a  shortage  of  the  high-protein 
wheat  in  the  United  States;  there  is  not  enough  for  our  own 
needs. 

In  the  second  place,  the  wheat  coming  in  here  in  bond  is 
mixed  with  our  low-grade  wheat,  and  to  that  extent  It  carries 
out  a  certain  amount  of  low-grade  surplus,  which  I  believe,  if 
the  milling-in-bond  provision  is  abandoned,  will  not  be  carried 
out.  Thirty  per  cent  of  the  high-grade  wheat  that  Is  milled  in 
bond  here  is  mixed  with  low-grade  wheat. 

In  the  third  place,  if  the  purpose  of  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana Is  accomplished — namely,  to  raise  the  price  of  high-protein 
American  wheat — the  mommt  the  American  miller  must  pay 
more  for  American  wheat  he  loses  his  ability  to  compete  in  the 
foreign  markets,  and  the  net  result  of  the  amendment  would  l>e 
that  we  would  not  hrtp  the  American  farmer,  but  we  would 
transfer  the  ndlUng  of  4,000.000  barrels  of  wheat  from  the 
Aneriean  to  tke  Canadian  aide  of  the  line. 
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Tiat  is  a  brief,  but  I  believe  an  absolutely  correct,  statement 
of  t  le  situation,  and  I  can  not  see  why  Congress  should  want  to 
tak<  away  from  the  American  millers  the  employment  of  men, 
money,  and  transportation  facilities  which  now  come  from  mill- 
ing these  4,000,000  barrels  of  wheat  in  bond,  when  in  the  end 
the  farmer  will  not  have  any  benefit. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  spoke  about  the  milling  of  4,000,000 
ban  els  of  wheat  I  think  he  misspoke  him.self.  It  is  20,000,000 
ban  els  of  wheat  to  4,000,000  barrels  of  flour — bushels,  I  mean. 

Mr.  DILL.    Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  in  my  effort  to  correct  the  Sen- 
ator I  fell  into  the  same  error.  I  should  have  said  the  milling 
of  I  bout  20.000,000  bushels  of  wheat  used  for  the  production 
of  a  >out  4,000.000  barrels  of  flour. 

Ii  my  own  State  of  Pennsylvania  no  hard  wheat  is  grown  to 
any  appreciable  extent  and  there  is  no  milling  In  bond.  The 
peojle  of  the  State  that  I  repre.«sent,  as  far  as  1  know,  have  no 
inte'est  in  either  side  of  this  controversy.  However,  we  gave 
greet  attention  to  it  in  the  Finance  Committee  and  our  condn- 
8lon  after  hearing  both  sides  of  the  ca.se  was  that  the  effect  of 
a  pi-ohlbitlon  of  mllling-in-bond  would  be,  first,  to  deprive  of 
a  market  the  American  growers  of  a  certain  amount  of  soft 
whe  It  or  low-protein  wheat  which  could  be  mixed  with  the 
har<  wheat. 

T  le  next  effect  would  be  to  compel  the  Bnffulo  millers  and 
the  millers  in  Seattle  to  establish  their  Industries  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Canadian  line.  The  upshot  of  It  would  be  not  to 
increase  the  market  for  American  hard  wheat  but  to  transfer 
the  industry  of  milling  It  from  the  United  States  to  Canada. 
We  thought  that  as  it  meant  nothing  but  Injury  to  American 
interests  there  was  no  Justification  for  changing  the  present 
pra(tlce  of  milling  in  bond. 

Mr.  FE8S.    Mr.  President 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
van  a  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

\  r.  REED.     I  yield. 

1  r.  FESS.  The  principle  that  Is  involved  here  has  been  in 
pra  ;tice  for  many  years,  has  it  not? 

y  r.  REED.     It  has. 

A  r.  FESS.  And  it  extends  to  many  other  items  than  agri- 
culture? 

\  r.  REED.  Yes;  it  extends  to  nonferrous  metals  and  a 
gre  it  many  other  things. 

\  r.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President.  I  rise  now  to  cor- 
rect a  misapprehension  which  might  obtain  in  the  minds  of 
son  e  with  respect  to  the  loss  of  the  market  for  so  much  of  the 
American  soft  wheat  as  is  commingled  with  the  high-grade  pro- 
teiE  wheat  goint;  into  export  trade.  There  Is  no  such  loss  there 
at  ill.  The  high-grade  flour  consists  of  i>erhap8  20  to  30  per 
cen  of  high-grade  wheat  and  the  remainder  of  soft  wheat.  The 
proluction  of  the  high-grade  flour  that  goes  into  export  trade 
doe  i  as  a  matter  of  fact  affoni  a  market  for  so  much  American 
sof  wheat.  But  if  the  result  obtains  that  is  indicate<l,  that 
the  le  mills  will  not  any  longer  produce  in  the  United  States 
but  the  milling  business  will  be  all  tran.sferre<i  to  Canada,  then 
the  soft  wheat  that  would  otherwise  go  into  that  flour  will,  of 
course,  have  to  be  expi»rted. 

I  will  be  coo.'?umed  either  by  the  American  mill  or  it  will  go 
int(  exxwrt.  Inasmuch  as  that  character  of  wheat  commands 
onl;  the  export  price  anyway,  which  is  all  regulated  at  Liver- 
poo  ,  l)eing  the  price  less  cost  of  tran.sportatlon  from  the  .Ameri- 
can initial  point  to  Liverpool,  it  is  a  matter  of  no  cons*Hiu»'nce 
to  he  American  producer  of  soft  wheat  whether  that  wheat 
goe  (  into  the  production  of  export  flour  or  whether  it  Is  ex- 
por  ed  as  wheat  or  as  soft-wheat  flour.  There  Is  no  loss  to  him 
at  ill.  His  wheat  finds  a  market  either  Iiere  or  abroa<i,  and 
find  3  it  exactly  at  tlie  same  price,  whether  manufactured  in  thi^ 
cou  itry  or  exported. 

A  r.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President  the  milling-in-bond  question 
Is  ai  very  vital  one  to  the  farmers  who  produce  the  same  grade 
of  wheat  that  is  shipped  in  from  Canada  in  bond  and  milled. 
It  las  been  said  that  there  is  a  shnrtage  of  the  hard  spring 
wheat  of  the  high-protein  quality  such  as  is  shipped  in  from 
Canada.  That  is  very  true.  But  In  the  face  of  the  fact  that 
theie  is  a  shortage,  iu  the  face  of  the  fact  that  we  do  not  exjwrt 
a  si  figie  bushel  of  our  hard  spring  wheat  that  we  produce  out 
in  t  le  central  northern  States,  and  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that 
we   lave  a  42-cent  tariff ;  yet  the  tariff  is  ineffective. 

T  le  reason  is  that  the  Canadian  wheat,  the  same  grade  of 
whe  nt  that  we  produce  in  the  central  northern  States  and  the 
onl;  kind  that  is  imported  into  the  United  States,  is  brouubt  in 
heri '.  milled  in  bond,  mixed  with  our  soft  winter  wheat,  and  is 
sup  Kised  to  be  shipped  out.  In  that  way  it  comes  in  direct 
con  (tetition  with  the  hard  spring  and  winter  wheat  produced 
in    he  United  States.    The  fact  that  we  have  no  surplus  of 


bard  spring  and  winter  wheat,  if  the  tariff  were  effective  at 
ail,  would  make  it  ineffective  on  that  kind  of  wheat.  It  is  not 
effective. 

For  instance,  at  the  present  time  the  price  at  Winnipeg,  Can- 
ada, is  a  little  higher  than  it  is  for  the  same  grade  of  wheat  at 
Minneapolis.  There  is  a  lower  freight  rate  in  Canada  that 
gives  them  a  little  advantage.  The  freight  rate  in  Canada  is 
about  60  per  cent  of  the  freight  rate  on  the  same  grade  of 
wheat  in  the  United  States,  generally  speaking.  It  gives  them 
a  bit  of  an  advantage.  It  gives  the  Buffalo  mills  especially  an 
advantage.  They  do  practically  all  of  the  milling  in  bond  in 
the  mills  at  Buffalo. 

If  the  Canadian  wheat  is  not  allowed  to  come  in  here  in  bond, 
it  w«uld  seem  that  the  same  grade  of  wheat  produced  in  North 
Dakota,  Montana,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota,  aud  Idaho  would 
command  a  higher  premium.  Under  the  Government  grain 
grading  act  we  do  not  get  the  price  for  our  hard  spring  wheat 
that  we  are  entitled  to  in  comparison  with  the  amount  and 
the  quality  of  flour  that  Is  made  from  it  as  compared  with 
the  so-called  hard  winter  wheat.  But  we  are  paid  a  little  pre- 
mium ordinarily.  This  fall  the  premium  has  gone  down  to 
nothing.  Ordinarily  on  a  wheat  that  contains  a  protein  quan- 
tity of  12  or  13  per  cent,  the  premium  runs  about  20  cents  a 
bushel,  and  sometimes  as  high  as  40  cents  a  bushel  for  a  higher 
protein  content.  If  the  Canadian  wheat  were  not  brought  in 
and  inllle<l  In  bond,  there  would  be  a  greater  demand  for  the 
hard  spring  and  winter  wheat  that  we  grow  in  North  Dakota 
and  the  other  States  I  have  mentioned. 

In  order  to  make  a  flrst-class  grade  of  flour  they  have  to  have, 
to  mix  with  the  soft  winter  wheat,  some  of  the  hard  wheat 
we  produce  In  North  Dakota,  Minnesota,  Montana,  and  the  other 
States  mentioned,  and  the  kind  that  Is  produced  in  Canada. 
That  is  why  the  millers  at  Buffalo  and  in  the  State  of  Washing- 
ton who  mill  this  wheat  are  so  anxious  to  have  the  mllling-in- 
bond  provision  retained. 

There  is  no  question  that  the  very  fact  that  we  have  a  short- 
age of  our  hard  winter  wheat  would  make  a  premium  that  would 
be  worth  while  to  tho.se  farmers — yes;  a  42-cent  premiimi,  the 
amount  of  the  tariff — if  It  were  not  for  the  mllling-in-bond 
privilege. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washing^ton? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator  realizes,  however,  that  the  moment 
the  American  miller  must  pay  the  increased  price  concerning 
which  he  I.**  now  talking,  the  price  of  his  flour  is  so  high  that  he 
can  not  compete  with  the  Canadian-produced  flour,  and  therefore 
the  price  is  ineffective. 

Mr.  FR.XZIER.  As  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh] 
said,  I  am  speaking  in  the  interest  of  the  farmer  who  grows  the 
hard  wheat  and  not  for  the  miller. 

Mr.  DILL.  But  the  millers  could  not  ship  out  the  wheat  and 
would  no  longer  have  any  use  for  it. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Our  hard  spring  and  winter  wheat  flour  we 
consume  at  home. 

Mr.  DILL.  But  none  of  the  hard  wheat  that  comes  from 
Canada  in  bond  is  consumed  here. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  am  not  so  sure  about  that,  I  will  come  to 
that  in  a  moment.  There  Is  no  question  in  my  opinion  that  no 
man  can  go  to  one  of  the  big  mills  that  is  bonded,  if  you  please, 
and  can  trace  that  Canadian  whejit  from  the  time  it  comes  In 
there  In  bond  and  is  unloaded  out  of  the  car  into  the  mill,  to  the 
time  It  comes  out  as  flour  to  be  exi)orted.  That  is  another 
reason  why  we  are  opposed  to  the  niiiling-in-bond  privilege. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator's  argument  now  is  against  enforce- 
ment of  the  mllling-in-bond  provLsion. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  say  it  Is  impo.s.-^ibie  to  enforce  it. 

Mr.  DILL.     I  disagree  with  the  Senator  on  that  proposition. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  When  we  were  discu.ssing  a  similar  provision 
in  the  bill  the  other  day,  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Walsh]  made  the  statement  that  in  the  case  of  the  freight  rate 
on  wheat  from  his  State  of  Montana  going  west,  it  was  proven 
in  some  ca.ses  that  the  wheat  had  not  been  exporte<l,  but  had 
taken  advantage  of  the  lower  freight  rate  to  the  Pacific  coast  and 
then  gone  into  home  consumption.  I  am  not  so  sure  but  what 
that  is  the  case  In  the  mllling-in-bond  proposition. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  FR.VZIER.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  COI'EL.\ND.  The  Senator  spoke  about  the  premium 
which  the  farmers  of  the  Northwest  would  receive  on  their  high- 
protein  wheat  If  the  amendment  prevailed.  Of  course,  there 
would  not  be  any  such  premium  unless  there  came  an  Increased 
demand  for  the  wheat. 


Mr.  FRAZIER.  Oh,  no  ;  we  have  the  demand  and  there  would 
be  a  great  deal  more  demand  if  it  were  not  for  the  Canadian 
wheat  brought  in  and  mixed  with  the  soft  wheat 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Will  the  Senator  show  how  there  would  be 
a  greater  demand? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Because  they  have  to  have  the  high-protein 
wiieat  in  order  to  mix  with  the  winter  wheat  to  make  a  good 
grade  of  flour. 

Mr.  COPELANT).  That  is  all  true ;  but  how  could  they  com- 
pete with  wheat  brought  in  to  a  point  opposite  Buffalo  over  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Canadian  line  at  a  price  18  or  20  cents  less 
than  it  could  come  to  Buffalo  from  the  State  so  ably  represented 
by  the  Senator?. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  If  the  Buffalo  mills  were  paying  the  42 
cents  duty  on  wheat  coming  from  Canada,  it  would  mean  that 
the  farmers  in  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Montana,  and 
Idaho  would  get  a  premium  of  42  cents  for  their  wheat. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  Senator  is  entirely  right,  if  the  Buffalo 
mills  should  continue  to  make  that  kind  of  flour;  but  they  in.slst 
tliey  could  not  t?ell  tlie  flour  t)ecausc  of  the  high  price  they  would 
have  to  charge  and  that  because  of  the  increased  cost  of  produc* 
tlon  they  could  not  make  it.  I  am  convinced  that  it  Is  utterly 
futile  to  assume  that  the  mills  are  going  to  contiuue  to  buy  high- 
protein  wheat  regardless  of  its  price.  They  will  not,  because 
the  Canadians  could  ship  their  wheat  directly  abroad  to  the 
mills  there  or  they  could  mill  it  and  sell  it  at  a  price  20  cents 
below  anything  the  American  millers  could  sell  for.  So  it  Is  not 
reasonable,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  to  argue  a^  he  does. 
The  argument  does  not  hold  that  to  adopt  the  amendment  would 
insure  the  farmers  of  the  Northwest  increased  sales  for  their 
wheat. 

Mr.  FR.\ZIER.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  Is  an  assured 
market  for  the  hard  spring  and  winter  wheat,  that  we  must 
have  it  to  make  the  quality  of  flour  the  American  consumer  is 
bound  to  have,  I  think  the  Senator  is  in  error.  The  American 
consumer  Is  bound  to  have  that  quality  of  flour.  There  is  no 
qtiestlon  about  it.  They  will  not  eat  the  other  flogr  made  from 
soft  wheat.  The  genial  doctor  from  New  York  would  not  eat  it 
himself. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  American  con- 
sumer. I  am  talking  about  wheat  which  is  to  be  exported  as 
wheat  or  flour.     That  is  what  we  are  discussing. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  export  trade.  I 
am  not  so  much  interested  in  that  as  I  am  in  the  farmers  who 
produce  this  kind  of  wheat  in  North  Dakota  and  adjoining 
States.  If  the  Buffalo  mills  have  to  buy  some  of  the  Canadian 
wheat  and  pay  42  cents  duty  on  it  In  order  to  supply  the  home 
demand  for  that  kind  of  flour,  it  Is  going  to  mean  an  increased 
premium  on  our  wheat  of  the  same  kind  up  in  North  Dakota. 
There  is  no  doubt  about  It  In  my  mind,  and  I  do  not  think  there 
is  in  the  mind  of  anyone  who  knows  the  conditions. 

Mr.  W^AGNER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota yield  to  the  junior  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this  fact  to  show 
that  it  is  not  a  mllllng-in-bond  proposition  alone.  In  1910  and 
1921  wheat  was  on  the  free  list  and  there  was  no  milling  in 
bond,  of  course.  In  1919  and  1921  our  foreign  trade  was  re- 
duced from  26,000,000  to  16,000,000  barrels  a  year. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President,  there  are  a  number  of  things 
that  enter  Into  that  situation.  Before  the  time  of  which  the 
Senator  speaks  they  did  not  have  the  big  mills  at  Buffalo  either ; 
they  were  satisfied  to  mill  In  the  West,  where  the  wheat  is 
grown,  and  they  milled  it  there;  but  after  the  milling-in-bond 
provision  went  into  effect  the  millers  went  to  Buffalo  because 
they  could  make  more  money  milling  wheat  at  Buffalo.  The 
same  millers  who  owned  mills  in  North  Dakota,  Minnesota,  and 
even  in  the  South,  In  Texas,  and  in  Kansas,  and  in  fact,  all 
over  the  country,  now  own  mills  in  Buffalo,  because  they  can 
make  more  money  milling  wheat  in  bond  there  than  they  could 
where  they  were  formerly  located. 

Mr.  WAGNER     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  again? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.    Yes. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  should  like  to  call  the  Senator's  attention 
to  the  fact  that  between  1921  and  1928  our  exp<rt't  trade,  al- 
though the  practice  of  milling  fiour  in  bond  was  being  carried 
on,  was  reduced  from  16,000,000  to  11,000,000  barrels  a  year,  and 
the  markets  which  we  lost  were  captured  by  Canada,  because 
during  that  same  period  the  Canadian  export  trade  of  fiour 
increased  from  6,000,000  barrels  a  year  to  11,(KX>,0C»0  barrels  • 
year  in  the  markets  which  we  had  previously  had. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President,  as  has  been  explained,  of 
course,  the  wheat  acreage  in  Canada  has  been  increasing  very 
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materially  daring  the  last  few  years,  and  the  milling  interests 
in  Canada  have  also  been  developing.  They  are  patting  ap 
more  mills  there;  they  are  grinding  more  of  their  own  wheat, 
and  exporting  more  flour,  and,  of  coarse,  in  that  way  it  comes 
Into  direct  competition  with  our  wheat. 

I  am  not  trying  to  argne.  Mr.  President,  that  the  4,000,000 
barrels  of  floar  which  are  milled  here  in  bond  and  exported 
are  not  an  a<!vantage  to  the  miller,  but  I  will  state  that  milUng 
In  bond  is  a  detriment  to  the  hard  spring  wheat  producers  of  the 
Northw^'stern  States,  and  that  If  the  tariff  is  to  be  effective  on 
wheat  the  only  way  in  which  it  can  be  made  effective  is  to 
eliminate  milling  in  bond  entirely.  So  long  as  wheat  may  be 
brought  iu  here  and  milleii  in  bond,  in  my  estimation,  what 
happens  is  this :  They  substitute  other  flour  for  the  high-grade 
floor,  and  ship  it  abroad ;  the  high  grade  flour  is  sold  right  here 
for  home  consumption,  and  comes  in  direct  competition  with 
the  flour  made  from  wheat  that  we  grow  in  my  section  of  the 
Uniteil  States. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota vield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     Yes. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator  has  repeatedly  stated  that  In  his 
estimation  such  a  thing  hapfvns.  Has  the  Senator  any  evi- 
dence that  that  sort  of  thing  has  happened? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Oh,  there  are  some  things  as  to  which  It  is 
jjretty  hard  to  get  any  evidence. 

Mr.  DILL.  It  would  seem  to  me.  If  what  the  Senator  says  Is 
going  on,  there  ought  to  be  evidence  somewhere  or  other  as  to 
the  fact. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  do  not  know  what  attempt  has  ever  been 
made  to  secure  any  evidence.  I  talked  with  one  of  the  head 
men  of  the  department  which  has  charge  of  this  matter.  He 
said  that  they  had  some  good  men  at  Buffalo,  he  thought.  He 
further  said.  "  I  was  there  rajrself  a  short  time  ago  and  spent 
an  hour  or  two  In  one  of  the  big  bonded  mills."  He  said  that 
It  looked  very  good.  I  asked  him,  "Would  you  be  willing  to 
swear  that  the  flour  that  was  going  out  from  that  mill  was  the 
same  flour  that  was  made  of  the  Canadian  wheat?"  He  re- 
ified, "  It  looked  all  right,  but  It  would  take  somebody  smarter 
than  I  am  to  follow  that  wheat  through  the  mill." 

Mr.  COPELaND.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  C0PEL.\ND.  There  Is  not  any  difficulty  about  check- 
ing up  on  the  amount  of  Canadian  wheat  brought  In,  is  there? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  No,  and  there  is  no  question  about  checking 
the  amount  of  flour  shipped  out,  either. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Very  welL  The  total  amount  ot  Cana- 
dian wheat  brought  in  is  20.000,000  bushels  or  aboat  that,  is 
It  not? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  It  is  something  like  that ;  a  little  less  than 
that.  I  think. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Part  of  It  would  go  abroad,  even  If  they 
are  cheating,  would  It  not? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.    Yes ;  a  part  of  it  would. 

Mr.  COPEL.\ND.  Then,  as  a  matter  of  fact.  If  they  are  a 
lot  of  erof>k3 — and  I  deny  that  they  are,  as  far  as  the  millers 
in  my  St^ite  are  concerned,  because  I  happen  to  know  they  are 
honorable  men 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  The  men  in  the  Senator's  State  who  are  in 
the  milling  business  came  from  the  Northwest. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Even  though  they  came  originally  from 
the  Northwest,  I  suppose  they  are  honest  now,  because  their 
fundamentals  were  good,  having  been  laid  in  that  section.  But 
8upp<.)se  they  are  "  cheaters,"  what  does  that  mean  so  far  as 
the  farmers  of  the  Senator's  section  are  concerned? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  It  means  that  20,000.000  bushels  of  wheat 
brought  in  here  from  Canada  coiue  in  direct  competition  with 
our  wheat;  that  is  what  It  means. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Suppose  they  are  seUing  10,000,000  bushels 
of  domestic  wheat,  does  that  rob  the  farmers  of  the  Nwthwest 
of  that  much? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  It. robs  us  of  42  cents  a  bushel  on  the  whole 
crop  which  we  raise  up  there. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Will  that  solve  the  farm  problem?  If  It 
will.  I  will  vote  with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  It  would  help  to  solve  It.  If  the  hard  spring 
wheat  producers,  for  instance,  in  North  Dakota,  who  sell  ordi- 
narily about  100,000,000  busltels  of  hard  spring  wheat  annually, 
could  have  the  42  cents  duty  made  effective  on  It,  It  would 
make  $42,000,000  a  year  on  that  wheat,  which  would  be  of 
ae  advantage  to  these  faxmeca. 
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Mr.  COPELAND.     If  the  millers  are  cheating  to  the  extent 

ot  ID.OOO.OOO  bushels.  42  cents  would  make  about  $4,000,000 

Ik  r.  FRAZIER.    That  would  help  some. 

1  r.  COPELAND.  Let  me  pee ;  we  appropriated  $.'500,000,000, 
did  we  not,  to  relieve  the  fanner?  What  is  $4,000,000  in  com- 
parson?  Of  course,  I  have  not  found  that  that  vast  sum  has 
afft  rded  relief  except  to  relieve  him  from  whatever  prosperity 
he  jad  left.  I  regret  to  say  I  can  see  no  hope  in  the  present 
adn  linistration  of  the  Farm  Board  of  having  any  other  kind 
of  lelief  than  the  miserable  sort  the  farmer  has  been  getting 
for  the  last  flve  years. 

i  r.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President,  there  has  been  a  great  deal 
sale .  especially  among  the  advocates  of  the  high  protective  tariff, 
to  t  ae  effect  that  the  tariff  on  agricultural  products  should  be 
ma(  e  effective.  There  is  not  a  Member  of  this  body  who  will 
try  to  argue  that  the  tariff  on  wheat  is  now  effective.  It  Is 
stated  that  we  have  an  exixirt  surplus  of  wheat  and  that  it  Is 
Impassible  to  make  the  tariff  effective;  but  the  only  wheat  that 
comfs  in  the  Uniteil  States  is  that  which  comes  from  Canada; 
thai  Is,  of  the  high-protein  quality,  and  of  that  we  have  no 
sun  ilus,  but  we  have  a  shortage.  Still  the  tariff  is  not  effective 
on  1  hat  kind  of  wheat.  My  contention  is  that  if  milling  in  bond 
sha  1  be  done  away  with  ard  the  Buffalo  mills  and  other  mills 
sha  1  be  compelled  to  pay  the  42  cents  tariff  on  the  wheat  which 
the:  buy,  it  will  cause  the  price  of  the  same  quality  of  wheat 
prrx  uced  in  the  United  States  to  rise  practically  the  42  cents. 
Of  (ourse,  a  difference  In  freight  rates  enters  Into  the  question; 
and  that,  of  course,  would  make  a  little  bit  of  difference  along 
the  border,  perhaps;  but  It  will  practically  make  the  tariff 
effe;tive;  and  if  that  Is  what  the  special  session  was  called 
for,  especially  the  tariff  end  of  It,  namely,  to  make  the  tariff 
effe'tlve  on  farm  products,  this  is  one  means,  Mr.  President, 
wh(reby  the  tariff  can  be  made  effective  in  the  case  of  hard 
spri  ig  wheat  by  eliminating  thi.s  milling-ln-bon<l  provision. 

1  le  Senator  from  New  York  is  very  solicitous  for  the  honor 
of  he  gentlemen  who  own  the  big  mills  in  Buffalo.  Tliey  are 
ver  '  flue  gentlemen,  because  most  of  them  came  from  Minne- 
apo  is.  Minneaix>llg,  of  course,  used  to  be  the  big  milling  wnter 
unt  1  the  millers  moved  to  Buffalo.  They  moved  to  Buffalo 
bee  luse,  I  suppose,  they  could  get  a  little  chejiper  power  there, 
and  perhaps  some  other  considerations  entered  into  the  change; 
but  the  opportunity  of  securing  Canadian  wheat  and  the  milliug- 
in-hf)nd  privilege  were  undoubtedly  the  potent  influences  in 
cau  Jing  the  transfer. 

"W  e  In  the  Northwest  have  had  considerable  experience  with 
those  millers,  to  whom  we  sold  wheat  for  years  au<l  year.s — in 
fact,  from  the  time  when  that  .section  of  the  country  was  settled 
and  began  to  raise  wheat.  In  the  early  days,  when  I  was  only  a 
you  igster,  they  had  what  they  called  the  Farmers'  Alliance,  the 
meiibers  of  which  wanted  to  get  a  better  price  for  their  wheat, 
and  through  their  organization  they  thought  they  could  get  a 
better  price  for  wheat  They  had  some  farmers'  elevators,  which 
holied  a  little  bit  along  the  line  of  securing  a  little  better  price 
by  i-utting  out  commissions,  and  so  forth,  by  getting  somewhat 
bett  er  grades,  and  by  not  being  robbed  on  the  grades  and  on  the 
doci  :age,  as  they  had  been  in  many  instances  in  the  past.  Then 
somf  of  them  conceived  the  idea  that  if  they  could  only  ship 
their  wheat  directly  to  the  mills  in  Minncapoli-s  they  would  get  a 
still  better  price  than  if  it  were  sold  to  the  regular  commission 
com  janies.  S^i  they  sent  a  committee  to  wait  on  the  millers  at 
Min  ieaix)lla  to  see  if  they  could  not  make  an  arrangement  to 
shif  their  hard  spring  wheat  and  sell  it  directly  to  the  millers 
and  cut  out  the  commissions,  the  handling  charges,  and  other 
exp  (Uses  that  enter  into  the  marketing  of  our  wheat.  The  com- 
miti  ee  waited  on  some  big  millers  there  and  explained  that  they 
should  like  to  ship  their  No.  1  hard  wheat,  as  we  called  it  at 
that  time,  direct  to  the  mills  from  the  fann.  The  millers  made 
som  i  excuses ;  they  said  they  handled  so  many  thousand  cnr- 
loac  B  a  year  and  they  could  not  bother  with  "  monkeying  "  with 
just  a  single  car  once  in  a  while  frc^m  a  farmer ;  that  it  would 
not  pay  them.  The  committee  told  the  millers  they  were  pre- 
par<d  to  ship  almost  any  amount  of  wheat  which  the  millers 
mlg  it  want,  because  they  were  getting  organized ;  they  repre- 
sent ?d  the  organization  and  they  could  ship  as  much  a.s  the 
millers  might  want  of  that  high-protein  wheat.  We  did  not  use 
the  vord  "  protein  "  then ;  nothing  was  known  about  It,  although, 
of  course,  protein  was  In  the  wheat,  but  we  did  not  get  any 
preii  dum  for  it,  although  we  did  get  a  little  better  price  for  No.  1 
har(  wheat.  The  millers  did  not  know  what  to  say,  but  they 
bacled  around  and  flnally  said.  "Oh,  but  that  wheat  might  be 
mor  gaged  by  the  farmers,"  and  they  would  not  know  as  to  that ; 
it  viould  not  be  safe  for  them  to  handle  It  In  that  way;  they 
won  d  rather  buy  their  wheat  through  the  regular  channels  from 
nga  Uur  commlaalon  companies.    So  the  farmer  was  turned  down 
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by  thjue  eminent  business  men  who  operated  the  mills  of  Minne- 
aiMjlis  and  now  operate  them  in  Buffalo. 

They  are  the  kind  of  men  who  have  always  made  an  ex- 
orbitant profit  out  of  the  farmer's  wheat ;  and.  Mr.  President,  it 
does  not  hurt  my  feelings  in  the  least  to  hear  anyone  call  those 
fellows  thieves  or  crottks  or  robbers,  because  they  have  robbed 
the  farmers  on  the  jwlce  of  their  wheat  ever  since  I  have  been 
old  enough  to  know  anything  about  the  situation ;  and  they 
are  still  doing  it. 

Under  the  United  States  grain  standards  act,  as  we  have  it  at 
the  present  time,  wheat  is  graded  in  the  interest  of  the  millers 
Instead  of  the  interest  of  the  farmers ;  there  is  no  question  about 
that ;  and  anyone  who  is  honest  alx)ut  the  matter,  and  knows 
the  farmer's  end  of  it,  will  admit  that  to  bo  a  fact.  The  De- 
partment of  Agriculture,  which  has  authority  to  enforce  the 
United  States  grain  standards  act,  has  the  right  under  the  law 
to  change  the  grades ;  in  other  words,  after  giving  notice  of  a 
certain  length  of  time  and  then  holding  a  hearing  it  can  so  ad- 
minister the  law  as  to  give  the  farmer  instead  of  the  miller  the 
benefit  of  it;  but  it  has  not  been  done  In  all  these  years,  and  the 
farnier  is  l)eing  robbed  thi.s  fall  worse  than  he  has  In  my  memory 
on  the  price  oif  his  wheat 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Why  does  not  the  Senator  use  his  Influence 
with  the  Republican  Party  to  get  this  law  corrected?  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  there  are  a  number  of  Senators  on  thLs  side 
of  the  Chamber  who  take  exactly  the  same  view  as  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota,  but  we  have  no  influence.  The  Senator, 
however,  is  an  influential  member  of  the  Republican  Party. 
Why  does  he  not  get  this  law  amended?  It  Is  an  outrageous 
law. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     Yes ;  I  think  It  Is. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  is  sending  out  of  this  country  for  export 
throu;rh  Montrt^l  and  other  Canadian  ports  about  50.000,000 
bushels  of  American  wheat.  That  is  what,  is  hapi)ening.  If 
the  Senator  will  get  busy  on  that  proposition,  he  will  be  able 
to  do  S4»mething  for  the  United  States  of  America;  but  I  think 
he  is  entirely  wrong  about  this  other  matter. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  It  is  not  only  sending  a  lot  of  our  wheat 
across  to  Canadian  markets  to  export  but  it  is  cutting  down  our 
e.vport  market  here  at  home  and  putting  our  wheat  on  a  lower 
level,  at  lea.st,  than  the  Canadian  wheat  because  of  those  grades. 
The  people  who  buy  wheat  over  in  the  European  countries  know 
what  the  Canadian  grades  are.  They  know  exactly  what  they 
are  going  to  get.  Under  our  United  States  grades  they  do  not 
know  what  they  are  going  tt>  get,  and  I  do  not  blame  them  at  all. 
Under  our  grading  system  it  is  an  imix)ssibility  for  them  to 
know  what  they  are  going  to  get;  and  so  they  buy  Canadian 
wheat  on  the  Canadian  grades  instead  of  buying  ours.  That  is 
one  reason  why  our  export  of  wheat  has  decreased  in  the  last 
few  years. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     Yes. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  go  ahead  with  that 
matter,  and  help  to  bring  about  a  change. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  am  going  ahead  with  it. 
'  Mr.  COPELAND.    The  Senator  can  use  hi.s  great  influence 
and  his  ability  there  to  the  adviintage  of  the  country;  and.  if  he 
will  permit  me  to  say  so,  I  think  it  will  be  more  profitable  than 
in  this  matter. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  We  are  just  making  a  start,  as  much  as  we 
can,  on  this  law.  We  are  starting  out  to  help  the  farmers  a 
little.  This  will  help  to  the  amount  of  some  20.000.000  bu.shels  a 
year,  the  amount  of  Canadian  wheat  that  comes  in  here  In  com- 
petition with  our  wheat,  and  undoubtedly  will  have  the  effect 
of  forcing  the  42-cent  tariff  to  be  effective  on  any  wheat  that  is 
brought  in  here. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  fur- 
ther? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     Yes;  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  am  really  surprist^d  that  the  Senator  is 
now  here  pleading  for  changes  in  a  bill  for  which  he  is  largely 
responsible.  I  am  surprised  that  a  man  who  takes  his  view 
shtmld  have  done  all  he  could  to  elect  the  present  administration. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  object  to  a  statement  of  that  kind,  because 
I  am  not  responsible  for  it. 

I  neglected  to  answer  a  part  of  the  Senator's  question  l)efore  as 
to  why  I  did  not  get  the  Republk>ang  to  do  something.  The 
Senator  undoubtedly  knows  that  some  of  us  on  this  side  of  the 
Chamber  have  been  put  in  a  little  lower  scale,  if  possible,  than 


those  in  power  here  put  the  Members  on  the  Democratic  sid^, 
although  we  have  been  elected  as  Republicans.  I  have  alwavg 
been  elected  as  a  Republican.  I  have  never  run  on  any  other 
ticket  than  the  Republican  ticket;  but  because  I  have  trlwl  to 
work  for  the  interest  of  the  farmer,  and  have  tried  to  get  legis- 
lation for  the  beneflt  of  the  farmer,  and  have  not  been  willing 
to  be  told  how  to  vote,  or  to  vote  a  certain  way.  because  the 
administration  wanted  us  to  vote  that  way.  I  have  been  on  the 
blacklist  a  lot  of  the  time,  as  the  Senator  knows. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    If  the  Senator  will  vield 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.    Yes;  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  Hoover  could  not  have  been  elected 
except  for  the  very  cordial  support  that  you  gentlemen  gave 
him ;  and  then  he  shaped  up  the  kind  of  a  bill  3'ou  wanted,  I 
as-sume.  This  special  ses-sion  was  called  to  help  the  farmer, 
and  the  Senator  always  8|K»aks  for  the  farmer ;  so  I  take  It  tliat 
this  bill  suits  him  rather  well. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Oh,  no;  the  Senator  will  remember  that 
when  the  farm  bill  was  under  discussion  it  was  the  so-called 
progressive  group  on  this  side  that  offered  the  amendment,  and 
voted  for  it  and  finally  got  it  passed,  to  incorporate  in  the  bill 
the  deljenture  plan,  which  was  not  approved  by  the  adminis- 
tration. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  Senator  will  not  forget,  will  he,  that 
as  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  voted  for  it? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  We  were  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator's 
vote,  and  he  generally  votes  with  us. 

Mr.  COPEI..AND.  I  am  trying  the  best  I  can  to  supiM>rt  the 
Senator  in  all  of  his  plans  for  the  benefit  of  the  farmer.  What 
I  am  asking  him  is.  Why  does  he  not  get  the  Republican  Party 
to  do  something  for  the  farmer?  I  can  see  no  evidence  that 
they  are  very  keen  to  do  anything  for  the  farmer. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  have  l>een  trying  for  a  long  time,  and  have 
not  succeeded  thus  far,  and  am  now  trying,  to  get  the  Demo- 
crats to  go  with  us  and  help  us  a  little  bit ;  and  even  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  York,  who  is  always  so  willing  to  vote  In 
the  interest  of  the  farmer,  is  apparently  going  back  on  us  now. 

Mr.  (COPELAND  and  Mr.  WAGNER  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRBSII)EN1\  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  jield ;  and  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  yield  first  to  the  senior  Senator  frt>m  New 
York. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Did  I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  York  was  going  back  on  the 
farmer?    I  did  not  quite  understand  what  the  Senator  said. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  said  that  the  Senator  apparently  now  Is 
going  back  on  what  we  are  trying  to  do  to  help  the  farmer. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  am  not  aware  of  how  I  am  going  back 
on  the  farmer.  If  the  Senator  means  that  the  pending  amend- 
ment is  going  to  help  the  farmer,  I  am  here  to  say  that  in  my 
opinion  it  will  not  help  him  one  single  penny's  worth. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  And  I  have  been  trying  to  convince  the  Sena- 
tor that  it  will,  and  show  him  how.  If  the  Senator  from  New 
York  will  just  lose  sight  for  a  minute  of  those  Buffalo  millers 
up  there  he  can  readily  see  how  this  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  will  help  the  farmers  who  produce 
the  hard  spring  wheat  that  has  this  high-protein  content. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     Yes. 

Mr.  WAGNEIl.  The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  CopKLANn] 
wanted  to  know  why  It  was  that  the  Republicans  are  not  helping 
the  farmer.  I  desire  to  suggest  that  past  experience  has  encour- 
aged them  in  their  nonaction,  and  that  all  they  have  to  do  to  gull 
the  farmers  is  to  make  them  promises  each  four  years  and  the 
votes  will  go  to  the  Republican  Party. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Of  course  we  have  had  Democratic  admin- 
istrations, as  the  Senator  knows,  and  the  farmers  did  not  get 
any  more  help  than  they  have  gotten  under  Repul)llcan  adminis- 
trations; and  in  the  Democratic  platforms  they  have  always 
pledged  themselves  in  recent  campaigns  to  beneflt  agriculture, 
to  put  agriculture  on  a  parity  with  business  inierests,  and  bo 
have  the  Republican  Party  in  their  platforms  ple<lged  the  same 
thing;  but  it  has  not  worked  out  thus  far.' 

Mr.  COPELAND,    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  fr(Hn  North 
Dakota  further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     Y«L 

Mr.  COPELAND.  #t>w  have  they  voted  after  they  got  here? 
Have  not  the  farmers  had  from  the  Democratic  side  a  very  mu(  h 
larger  proportion  of  support  than  the  farmt^s  liave  had  from  the 
liepublicao  side? 
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U't  an  \m  fair  tboot  thin.  1  think  th«  Senator  will  find  that 
on  tiicMtf  imHiMuruM  whU'ti  have  Imxii  pefxllns  th«re  has  tMwn  a 
lurKcr  proiNjrtioo  of  I>eiiin(Tatk'  votM  for  the  mcaMorw  than  the 
Kt'imbllcan*  linv#  produced. 

Mr.  BUOOKIIAUT.     Mr.  Prwldfnt 

Tlie  VICK  I'BK8IDENT.  D)>e«  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yiHd  to  the  Menator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  ritAZIEU.     Yre;  I  yield. 

Mr.  BUOOKHART.  On  that  proposition,  it  haa  always  seemed 
to  mc  that  when  we  got  about  ready  to  win  something,  enough 
E>(>m<MTats  Hllpped  away  so  that  we  lost. 

Mr  FUAZIEU.  I  am  not  so  Nure  iiboat  the  percentages,  trat  I 
think  without  any  qtiestlon  the  majority  of  the  Democratic 
Members  of  this  bo<ly  cf)me  from  what  might  be  termed  agri- 
cultural Htates:  and  by  all  fidds  they  shoald  represent  the  farm- 
ers of  their  Htates.  and  other  farmeri*  throughout  the  Nation. 

Mr,  COl'KLAND.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PREHIDKNT,  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  further  yi<'ld  to  the  Henutor  from  New  York? 

Mr.  rKAZlKK.    I  do. 

Mr,  COPELAND.    Hare  they  represented  the  farmer? 

Mr.  FRAZIKK.  In  a  lot  of  Instances,  yea.  Many  of  yoo 
have,  most  of  the  time. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    The  great  naajoHty? 

Mr.  FUAZIEK.  I  am  sorry  to  nee  some  of  you  trying  to 
break  away  en  thla  amendment,  which  will  undoubtedly  benefit 
the  farmer. 

Mr,  COPELAND.  If  it  had  not  been  for  the  veto  by  a  Re- 
pubiic-an  President  of  measures  helpful  to  the  farmer,  there 
mt^ht  hare  been  some  relief  by  rea.son  of  the  activity  of  the 
Democrats ;  but  because  a  Uepublican  President  lias  seen  fit 
to  veto  bills  which  were  promising,  the  farmer  la  in  his  present 
plight ;  but  be  continues  to  Tote  the  Republican  ticket,  which 
the  Senati^r  did  who  is  speaking  now. 

Mr.  FItAZIER.  That  Is  a  matter  of  opinion.  I  never  have 
known  any  particular  benefit  to  come  to  the  farmer  from  the 
New  York  and  Wall  Street  interests;  and  that  was  a  large 
reatfion  why  I  voted  the  Republican  ticket  in  the  last  campaign. 

Mr.  NORBE<'K.     Mr.  President 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  ttie  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  do. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  We  all  recognise  that  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Copelaitd]  has  on  many  occasions  been  helpful 
to  the  farmer 

Mr.  FRAZIEK.     He  certainly  has. 

Mr,  NOHEECK.  But  I  think  he  is  forgetful  of  the  fact  thr.t 
when  the  big  tight  was  made  here  for  an  equalization  fee,  his 
CHnilidate  for  President  announced  that  in  his  opinion  the 
Democratic  tariff  principles  did  not  permit  such  a  thing  as  an 
equalization  fee.  In  other  words,  be  threw  it  down  the  first 
crack,  and  it  left  us  nowhere  to  ga 

Mr.  COPELAND.  That  is  as  good  an  excuse  as  can  be 
offered,  but  it  is  really  an  excuse. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  think  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  is  very  correct. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  argued,  too,  that  if  we  make  the  tariff 
on  wheat  effective — and.  of  course,  otherwise  there  is  no  use 
of  having  a  tariff  there:  it  is  a  Joke  as  it  is  at  the  present 
time — if  we  make  it  effective,  and  give  the  farmer;  anything 
like  42  cents  a  bushel  on  the  hard  spring  wheat  more  than  he 
is  getting  now.  it  will  raL>e  the  cost  of  living  to  the  dear  people. 
Mr.  President,  the  price  of  wheat  may  go  up  a  lot  mOTe  than  42 
cents  a  bushel  and  not  raise  the  price  of  bread  to  the  consumer 
at  all.  That  has  been  proven  In  the  past  When  wheat  has 
been  more  than  42  cents  a  bushel  higher  than  the  present  price 
the  price  of  flour  has  remained  at  the  same  figure;  or,  rather, 
the  price  of  breed  has  remained  at  the  same  price  that  It  is 
now,  even  though  the  price  of  flour  generally  goes  up  a  little. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  FRAZIER     I  do. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  want  to  say,  speaking  now  for  a  con- 
suming public,  that  everybody  In  my  State,  so  far  as  I  know, 
realizes  that  there  can  be  no  prosperity  in  the  State  of  New 
York  unless  there  is  prosperity  on  the  farm. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.    They  should  recognize  It 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Unless  the  farmers  can  buy,  we  can  not 
sell.  We  have  in  New  Ytwrk  State  the  greatest  manufacturing 
State,  and  in  New  York  City  the  greatest  manufacturing  city. 
We  can  not  sell  our  products  unless  the  farmer  can  buy.  The 
Senator  need  not  plead  that  because  of  the  Increased  tariff  the 
price  of  bread  may  be  somewhat  Increased.  We  recognize  that. 
Xoa  can  not  have  a  tariff  upon  wheat  without  inoreaalng  the 
prica  at  bread,  or  the  price  of  any  product    It  la  aore  to  come. 
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Ba<  the  American  Federation  of  I.iabor,  and  so  far  as  I  know 
evei  thoNe  [j^'ople  living  down  in  the  M»-<'alled  idums  of  New 
Yolk.  recogniK*  that  there  rouMt  be  proMp<Tity  ui)on  ihe  farm 
to  lelieve  our  dixtretM;  and  so  far  as  that  1«  con<-emed  the  Hen- 
ato '  need  not  plead  for  a  moment.  But  when  he  nnyfi  that  the 
tar  ff  upf)n  wheat  or  the  tariff  ni)on  anythitig  else  will  not  in- 
cre  ise  its  price  that  is  mere  sophistry,  as  I  see  it,  because,  In 
the  very  nature  of  things,  it  must  increase  the  price  to  the 
con  lumer. 

1  r.  FRAZIER.  Of  course,  If  the  42-cent  tariff  were  effective, 
thej  bakers  might  use  that  as  an  oxcune  for  putting  up  the 
prim  of  tiread ;  but  I  made  the  statement  that  when  wheat  was 
more  than  42  cents  higher  than  the  present  price  the  bakers 
did]  not  raise  the  price  of  bread.  It  sold  for  0  cents  a  pound 
loaf  then,  and  it  still  sells  for  9  cents  a  pound  loaf;  and  It 
woyld  sell  for  that  even  if  wheat  were  lower. 

r,  NORBECK.    And  when  it  was  much  lower  they  did  not 

re  the  price  of  bread, 

r.  FRAZIER.    Oh,  no;  when  It  was  42  cents  lower  than  the 
t  price  they  did  not  reduce  the  price  of  bread. 

r.  President,  there  Is  no  question  but  that  then*  is  too  wide 
a  styread  l)etween  the  price  the  furnM-r  gets  for  his  pro<luct  and 
the  price  the  consumer  pays  for  the  finished  product ;  but  that 
docii  not  enter  into  this  dlscusKlon,  What  I  am  interested  in, 
ho^rever,  is  in  seeing  the  farmer  who  produces  hard  spring 
whi>at  of  high-protein  quality  get  the  prenduni  for  it  that  he 
is  ( entitled  to  as  compared  with  the  same  milling  value  and 
bre  id-making  value  of  the  so-called  soft  winter  wheat.  In 
ordPT  to  get  that  premium.  In  my  eetlmation,  we  shall  have  to 
ctft  out  this  milllng-in-bond  provisdon.  The  amendment  of  the 
Setator  from  Montana  will  cut  out  the  miUing-in-bond  pro- 
vision ;  and  I  trust  that  anyone  who  is  interested  in  the  wel' 
fart  of  the  farmer  will  vote  for  this  amendment, 

Mr.  WHEFLER.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  that  I  can 
ad<  anything  to  what  has  already  l>een  said ;  but  I  have  been 
Int  'rested  in  some  of  the  arguments  that  have  been  made  by 
the  Senators  from  New  York  against  this  provision,  and  I  have 
als )  been  Interested  in  the  statement  the  Senator  from  New  York 
ha!  made  with  reference  to  the  millers  in  the  State  of  New 
Yo'k  all  being  farmers.  Let  me  point  out,  however,  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  that  s<MT»e  one  has  said  that  figures  do 
no!  lie.  but  liars  do  figure. 

It  is  a  fact  that  can  not  be  controverted  that  in  the  United 
Sti  tes  to-day  we  do  not  produce  as  much  high-proteln  wheat  as 
we  consume.  We  have  a  tariff  of  42  cents  a  bushel  on  high- 
prc  tein  wheat,  and  to-day  the  farmers  in  Montana  are  shipping 
big i-protein  wheat  into  Canada  and  paying  a.l2-cent  duty  on 
it— I  think  it  is  a  10  or  12  cent  duty — and  getting  more  for 
their  wheat  than  they  do  in  Montana.  There  is  only  one  con- 
da  sion  to  which  you  can  come  from  that  state  of  facts,  and 
that  is,  of  course,  that  they  are  not  getting  the  benefit  of  this 
42-fent  tariff  upon  wheat ;  and  why  not? 

!'.  COPELAND.  That  is,  the  farmer  is  not? 
■.  WHEELER.  The  farmer  is  not.  Why  Is  not  the  farmer 
ag  the  benefit  of  that  42-cent  tariff  on  wheat?  I  say  to  the 
tor  that  those  facts  can  not  be  controverted.  I  do  not  care 
the  statistics  sliow  as  to  how  much  wheat  is  coming  in  here 
tiow  much  tariff  is  being  paid ;  the  cold  facts  are  as  I  have 
d  them,  and  they  can  not  be  controverted,  that  the  farmer 
t  getting  the  ben^t  of  the  42  cent  tariff,  notwithstanding 
act  that  he  does  not  produce  enough  for  home  consumption, 
ere  can  be  only  one  conclusion  you  can  come  to,  and  that 
at  the  Canadian  wheat  has  been  coming  into  the  United 
»  so  as  to  break  down  the  price  the  farmer  gets  in  the 
id  States. 
1  can  readily  understand  how  a  Democrat  who  Bajs,  "  I 
bel  eve  in  free  trade,"  should  say,  "  I  do  not  want  to  give  the 

far  ner  the  benefit  of  this  42-cent  tariff  " 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President 

BIr.  WHEELER.  But  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  any 
Rei  ►ublican  sitting  on  the  other  side  who  says,  "  I  am  in  favor 
of  a  tariff."  or  any  Democrat  who  sits  on  this  side  of  the 
Chjimber  and  says,  "I  am  in  favor  of  a  tariff,"  can  come  to 
anj  other  conclusion  than  that  if  we  are  going  to  put  a  tariff 
upcn  wheat  and  say  to  the  wheat  farmer  in  Montana  and  the 
oth  ?r  States  in  the  Northwest.  "  We  want  you  to  have  this  tariff 
on  wheat  because  it  Is  going  to  protect  you,"  can  fail  to  do 
sonething  to  see  to  it  that  the  farmer  gets  the  benefit  of  the 
tarff, 

I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  that  the  millers  are  cheating 
the  farmers,  but  I  do  say  that  you  can  hardly  come  to  any 
oth  »r  conclusion  under  the  circumstances  as  I  have  set  them 
forh  to  the  Senator, 

There  is  only  one  way  in  which  to  stop  it,  in  my  Judgment, 
anc  that  is  to  shut  out  this  milling  in  bond  altogether.  The 
Set  atwr  frwrn  New  York  would  say,  of  course,  "  But  they  will 
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inmediatHy  move  over  to  Canada."  I  do  not  think  that  Is 
true  at  all.  It  might  posMlbly  Nhut  out  some  of  our  export 
trade,  bat  they  would,  of  course,  still  continue  to  manufacture 
the  wheat  for  our  home  consumption. 

This  NesMlon  of  C/ongrcss,  as  has  been  pointed  out,  was  called 
espt'cially  for  the  relief  of  agriculture.  First,  we  were  to  give 
the  farmers  a  farm  bill,  and  then  we  were  to  give  them  a  tariff 
bill.  Now,  you  give  them  a  tariff,  and  you  do  not  make  it  effec- 
tive. You  met  a  few  years  ago  and  gave  them  a  42-cent  tariff 
on  wheat,  if  you  pleaae,  and  what  effect  did  it  have?  The  price 
of  wheat  in  the  United  Htates  immediately  went  down.  You 
have  Just  been  fooling  the  farmers  with  reference  to  a  tariff 
upon  whcot. 

Just  think  of  it;  Mr.  McKelvle,  who  was  appointe<l  as  the 
expert  wheat  man  on  the  Farm  Board,  the  other  day  came  before 
the  crnnmittee  and  sold.  "A  tariff  of  42  cents  on  wheat  is  a 
good  thing  for  the  farmer,"  I  said,  "  How  is  it  that  you  say 
tliat  a  42-cent  tariff  on  wheat  is  a  good  thing,  when  we  pnxlnce 
a  surplus  of  wheat  in  the  United  States?  "  He  said  it  would 
shut  out  the  surplus  that  they  have  in  (Canada  from  coming 
ovei-  into  the  United  States,  He  is  the  man  who  has  been  ap- 
pointed as  the  expert  on  the  Farm  Board  to  take  care  of  the 
wheat  interests  of  the  United  Htates, 

I  say  to  those  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  that  they  can  not 
fool  the  farmers  out  West  any  longer  by  saying  to  them,  first 
that  a  tariff  up(^»n  wheat  is  effective,  because  to-day  they  all  know 
differently.  There  is  only  one  grade  of  wheat  on  which  it  could 
po.s.slbly  be  effective,  and  that  is  this  high-protein  wheat,  of 
widch  we  do  not  ordinarily  produce  sufllcient  for  the  home 
consumption. 

Yet  to-day,  under  those  conditions,  the  Montana  farmers  are 
shipping  their  wheat  by  the  thousands  of  bushels,  hauling  it  as 
far  as  150  miles  by  truck,  across  the  Canadian  border,  and  sell- 
ing it  over  there  and  getting  more  for  it  in  Canada  to-day  than 
they  are  getting  in  the  United  States. 

If  some  of  these  experts  on  wheat  can  explain  that  situation, 
I  would  like  to  have  them  do  It.  The  representatives  of  the 
millers,  and  those  who  are  so  afraid  that  the  millers  of  this 
country  will  have  to  go  out  of  business  providing  we  do  away 
with  this  milling  In  bond.  I  would  like  to  have  explain  to  me 
hi»w  it  is  that  we  are  shipping  this  high-protein  wheat  into 
Canada  at  the  present  time  from  Montana,  and  getting  more  for 
it  in  Canada  than  we  are  iretting  in  the  United  States, 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  will  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  Senator  stated  that  the  protective  tariff 
dt>es  not  help  the  wheat  famrer.  Perhaps  it  does  not  as  much 
as  one  would  hope.  The  only  way  that  the  protective  tariff  can 
help  any  domestic  industry  is  in  the  domestic  market 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Of  course. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  You  can  not,  by  a  tariff  law.  of  course,  pro- 
tect any  exporter  of  commodities  produced  in  this  country.  Will 
the  Senator  tell  me  whether  there  is  any  of  the  high-protein 
wheat  of  Canada  that  comes  into  this  country  iu  competition 
with  our  protein  wheat? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Of  course  there  is. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Where? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  In  Montana.  But  it  does  not  make  any 
difference  whether  it  comes  into  the  State  of  Montana  or  into 
the  city  of  Buffalo.  I  Just  pointed  out  to  the  Senator  that  at 
the  pre.sent  time  we  are  shipping  across  the  Canadian  border 
high-protein  wheat.  We  are  shipping  it  and  .sending  it  into 
Canada,  and  the  farmers  are  getting  more  In  Canada  than  they 
can  get  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  if  that  is  true,  the  reason  for 
it  is  the  protective  tariff.  ' 

Mr,  WHEELER.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  What  I  am  asking  the  Senator  i.s,  What  wheat 
oonre-s  into  this  country  which  comes  into  competition  with  our 
high-protein  wheat? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  there  were  not  any  high-protein  wheat 
coming  into  this  country  to  be  used  by  the  millers  in  Buffalo, 
then  they  would  have  to  buy  and  pay  for  this  wheat  in  Mon- 
tana. Consequently,  the  farmers  in  Montana  would  be  getting 
the  benefit  of  the  tariff,  and  they  are  not  getting  It  to-day. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Just  wait  until  I  get  through  with  the 
Senator's  colleague. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  wheat  which  is  imported  and  which 
goes  to  the  Buffalo  mills  is  not  for  the  domestic  trade  at  all, 

Mr,  WHEELER.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  whether 
it  is  for  the  domestic  trade  or  what  it  is  for,  if  wheat  comes 
to  an  American  miller  In  competition  with  American  wheat,  it 
affects  the  price  of  wheat  all  over  this  country. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mav  I  ask  the  Senator  another  question? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Certainly. 


Mr,  WAGNER.  Does  the  Henator  contend  that  the  American 
miller  can  use  the  high  protein  wheat  at  the  price  which  ha 
has  to  pay  In  the  domestic  market,  mill  tliat  Into  flour,  and 
exiMirt  it  In  competition  with  the  wheat  of  equul  quality  in 
Canada,  coating,  at  the  world  price,  at  least  9  to  10  and  some- 
times 18  cents  less  than  the  American  wheat?  How  can  he? 
I/Ct  us  confine  ourselves  to  figures  rather  than  generailaations. 
How  is  comp4>tltion  pomdhle? 

Mr.  WHEELER,  If  the  Senator  were  familiar  with  what 
the  millers  of  the  Northwest  have  done  to  the  farmers  of  the 
Northwest,  lie  would  not  be  so  tender  about  the  milling  in- 
terests of  the  country,  I  say  without  fear  of  contradiction 
that  If  there  has  ever  been  a  crowd  of  people  who  Iiave  roW»ed 
the  fanners  of  this  country,  who  have  robbed  them  by  the 
grain-grading  methods  they  have  had,  if  there  has  ever  been  a 
crowd  of  people  in  this  country  who  have  exploited  the  Ameri- 
can farmer,  and,  at  the  anine  time,  have  not  given  the  producers 
of  the  East  the  t>eneflt  of  it,  it  has  been  the  milling  Interests, 
whose  represents  fives,  I  presume,  are  sitting  here  in  the  gal- 
leries at  this  moment  watching  the  %'ote  upon  this  amendment 
and  upon  the  bill, 

Mr,  CHDPBLAND.    Mr,  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr,  WHEELER.    Yes ;  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr,  WAGNER.  The  Senator  has  not  answered  my  question. 
I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  true  or  not 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  know  it  is  true. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  But  I  think  we  would  get  along  better  If, 
instead  of  eloquence,  we  would  use  logic. 

Mr,  WHEELER,  Very  well ;  let  us  use  8<mie  logic.  We  are 
called  into  special  session  at  this  very  time  for  the  puri)09e  of 
passing  relief  legislation  for  the  farmers  of  the  United  States. 
That  is  what  we  are  here  for.  That  is  what  the  President  of 
the  United  States  called  us  Into  special  session  for,  not  to  protect 
the  millers  of  the  country,  not  to  protect  somebody  else,  but  he 
said  to  protect  the  farmers  of  the  country.  That  1%  what  we 
were  called  here  for.  Now,  if  you  please,  gentlemen  rise  and 
bay,  "  We  must  protect  the  millers."  I  thought  the  millers  were 
able  to  take  care  of  themselves  and  that  it  was  the  farmers  who 
needed  protection ;  that  they  were  the  people  in  whom  we  were 
interested. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  But  it  seems  to  me  from  this  argument  that 
the  only  people  in  whom  we  are  interested  are  the  milling  inter- 
ests of  the  country  rather  than  the  farmers  of  the  country. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  De^vebr  in  the  chair).  To 
whom  does  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER  I  will  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  W.\oneb]. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  My  question  will  take  only  a  moment,  because 
it  is  following  up  what  I  have  asked  before. 

I  am  not  interested  in  protecting  anybody.  What  I  want  to 
find  out  is  whether  the  amendment  which  Lb  proposed  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  W^alsb]  will  help  the  wheat 
growers  of  the  country. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    There  Is  no  doubt  about  it  at  all. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  It  is  easy  enough  to  say  there  is  no  doubt 
about  it  but  I  have  offered  some  figures  and  asked  for  an 
answer. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  have  been  trying  to  answer  the  Senator 
for  the  last  15  minutes. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  Senator  has  not  said  a  word  about  the 
question. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  will  answer  the  Senator  right  now.  I 
say  that  we  do  not  produce  enough  wheat  In  this  country  for 
home  consumption.  There  is  a  42-cent  tariff  on  wheat  I  am 
speaking  of  high-protein  wheat,  of  course.  If  the  tariff  were 
effective  upon  that  wheat  as  it  should  be,  unless  there  was 
.something  radically  wrong  the  farmers  would  be  getting  the 
benefit  of  that  42-cent  tariff  upon  wheat  But  they  are  not  get- 
ting it.  Instead  of  that,  the  farmers  of  Montana  and  the  farm- 
ers of  North  Dakota  and  the  farmers  all  along  the  Canadian 
border  are  hauling  this  same  high-protein  wheat,  on  which  we 
are  supposed  to  be  protected  by  a  42-cent  tariff,  into  Canada 
and  getting  more  for  their  high-protein  wheat  over  there  than 
they  are  {retting  iu  the  United  States.  I  do  not  care  what  the 
statistics  or  the  figures  show. 

In  my  Judgment,  the  trouble  is  that  the  millers  in  Minnesota 
and  the  millers  in  Buffalo  are  bringing  in  this  hlgh-proteln 
wheat  under  the  guise  that  they  are  using  it  to  mix  with  other 
wheat,  and  to  ship  it  out  of  the  country,  but  Instead  of  that, 
they  are  not  using  it  If  that  were  the  only  wheat  that  was 
coming  in  here,  It  would  not  be  popsible,  in  my  Judgment,  for 
the  farmers  not  to  get  the  benefit  of  the  42-cent  tariff  on  wheat 

It  is  an  impossibility  to  trace  how  much  of  that  wheat  goes 
into  this  other  flour,  and  liow  much  of  it  has  to  be  exported, 
onleas  yon  get  some  man  and  keep  him  stationed  there  every 
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miuute  of  the  time  to  theek  op  on  Just  exactly  bow  moch  goes 
In  and  how  modi  goes  out 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  Presldeot,  the  Senator  said  that  the 
American  farmer  is  getting  no  protection  from  the  tariff.  I 
have  to  rely  upon  statistics,  however  the  Senator  may  complain, 
hecause  that  Is  ^ceCting  nearest  to  the  facts. 

Hr.  WHEELER.    It  is  not  getting  nearest  to  the  facts. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  have  the  flgnres  of  the  Federal  depart- 
ments. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  care  what  figures  the  Senator  has 
from  the  Federal  departments 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Will  not  the  Senator  permit  me  to  finish?  It 
was  conceded  by  the  Senator's  culleagne.  in  his  discussion  on  the 
floor,  that  for  the  high-protein  wheat  the  farmer  of  the  United 
States  in  the  domestic  market  gets  at  least  9  cents  more  than 
the  world  price  of  that  same  wheat 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  is  qaoting  my  colleague  to 
contradict  something  I  hare  said. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  No;  the  Senator  has  not  contradicted  it;  he 
is  ignoring  it. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  saying  to  the  Senator  that  the  farmer 
in  Montana  is  not  getting  the  world  price  for  this  high-quality 
wheat.  He  is  not  getting  1  cent  of  adrantage  on  his  high- 
prutein  wheat  by  reason  of  the  tariff,  and  the  Senator  can  quote 
all  the  statistics  he  wants  to.  There  used  to  be  a  judge  out  in 
my  State  who  said.  "  It  does  not  make  any  difference  if  a  wit- 
ness cumes  upon  the  witne8s  ntand  and  tells  you  that  he  saw 
an  elephant  climbioK  a  telephone  pole.  You  do  not  need  to  be- 
lieve it."  That  is  the  trouble  with  the  statistics.  The  fact 
remains  that  they  are  shipping  this  wheat  into  Canada,  and  they 
are  not  getting  1  cent  of  benefit  by  reason  of  the  tariff,  not- 
withstanding the  statistics  of  the  departments,  and  all  the 
statistics  of  the  departments. 

Mr.  COl'ELAND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  will  be  glad  to. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  do  not  believe  it  makes  a  bit  of  difference 
to  the  farmer  whether  the  tariff  is  40  cents  or  $4. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  They  are  giving  him  the  benefit  of  it,  pro- 
vided he  does  not  produce  a  surplus. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  Senator  a  little  while  ago  wanted  to 
know  why  I  thought  the  situation  that  exists  in  Montana  does 
exist.  I  honor  the  Senator  and  I  honor  his  colleague  for  doing 
all  they  can  to  protect  the  farmers  of  that  section. 

Wlien  I  discussed  the  furm  bill  I  said  and  I  repeat  now  that 
the  only  effective  thing  the  Farm  Board  can  do  is  to  provide 
storage  fat-ilities.  The  reason  why  the  Montana  farmer  has  to 
ship  his  wheat  to  Canada,  where  he  can  get  a  cash  market  for 
It.  Is  becanse  there  is  no  place  within  his  reach  in  the  United 
States  to  store  it  and  no  funds  for  him  to  use  to  tide  over  until 
complete  sale  is  made.  Until  storage  facilities  are  provided, 
the  farmers  of  Montana  and  Nortli  Dakota  are  going  to  have 
exactly  the  troubles  they  have  now.  In  the  problem  that  is 
before  us  the  amendment  suggested  by  the  Senator's  colleague 
will  not  give  the  farmer  of  the  Northwest  one  single  penny  of 
benefit,  and  I  am  perfectly  conscientious  in  making  that  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  but  what 
both  of  the  Senators  from  New  Tork  are  perfectly  conscientious 
in  the  statements  they  have  mada  There  is  not  the  slightest 
hit  of  doubt  about  that  But  when  the  Senator  says  that  what 
we  need  Is  storage  and  that  that  is  going  to  solve  the  farmer's 
problem.  I  am  quite  sure  that  while  that  might  have  helped 
thi^  year,  it  is  the  first  time  that  it  has  been  a  s«rk>us  problem 
notwithstanding  the  farmers  have  had  bad  conditions  pre- 
viously. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  is  this  year  the  Senatcx'  said  the  farm- 
ers are  sending  their  products  across  the  Uue^  It  is  in  this 
season  of  large  crops  that  they  are  doing  it 

Mr.  WB[££L£R.  The  Senator  is  eutirdy  wrong.  This  is 
not  the  season  of  large  crops. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Of  this  particular  type  of  wheat? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  No;  not  of  this  particular  type  of  wheat 
There  is  a  larger  crop  of  high-protein  wheat,  hot  it  is  not  the 
high-protein  wheat  that  fills  axul  stuffs  the  elevators  about  which 
the  Senator  told  us. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Is  not  the  crop  by  and  large  considerably 
larger  than  it  was? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Oh,  no ;  not  at  all.  We  have  a  smaller  crop 
this  year. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  There  is  more  than  the  Senator's  State  has 
need  fc*  in  home  consumption? 

3Ir.  WHK1CI«RR.    Does  the  Senator  mean  in  Montana Y 

Mr.  COPKLAND.    Tea. 

Mr.  WHEKIJCB.    Of  course,  we  always  havei 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  only  way  the  Senator  can  ever  have 
any  permanent  aolMion  of  the  farm  i^ohlem  is  to  have  a  place 
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of  itorage  for  the  surplus  wheat  and  funds  to  take  care  of  the 
farmer  until  complete  sale  is  made,  and  then  sell  out  the  sur- 
pla  I  as  the  country  needs  it  That  is  true,  certainly,  of  the 
hig  i-protein  wheat  because  there  is  no  more  than  we  need  for 
oui  domestic  consumption.  If  the  farmers  could  have  an  orderly 
ma 'keting  of  that  wheat  their  problem  would  disappear. 

][r.  WHEELER  Oh,  I  have  listened  to  this  talk  about 
orwrly  marketing  and  orderly  marketing  until  I  am  tired  and 
sic) :  of  It,  because  of  tlie  fact  that  when  we  come  down  to  ask 
wb  It  is  meant  by  orderly  marketing  as  we  asked  the  members 
of  he  Farm  Board  who  appeared  before  our  committee,  there  is 
not  one  of  them  who  could  tell  exactly  what  is  meant  by 
"orderly  marketing."  They  do  not  know  what  they  mean  by 
"  oi  derly  marketing."  There  was  not  a  member  of  the  board 
there  who  could  tell  us,  except  in  the  most  general  and  hazy 
wa:%  what  he  meant  by  orderly  marketing.  It  was  sometliiug 
the  r  were  holding  out  to  the  farmers  in  the  future,  about  which 
the  f  were  going  to  do  something  vague  and  inUefiuite. 

I  et  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  we  have  put  a  tariff  of  42  cents 
up(  n  wheat  We  produce  a  surplus  of  all  grades  of  wheat  in  the 
Un  ted  States  except  high-protein  wheat.  The  farmer  Is  not 
get  Ing  tlie  benefit  of  that  tariff  ui)ou  high-protein  wheat.  There 
is  I  o  reason  in  the  world  why  he  slK)old  not  pet  the  benefit  of  it 
if  he  wheat  was  not  coming  in  from  Canada  in  competition 
wit  1  his  wheat  or  coming  in  from  some  other  place,  because  the 
pri<  e  of  high-iwotein  wheat,  of  which  we  do  not  produt-e  a 
sur  >lus,  would  automatically  rise  to  the  American  farmer  unlesa 
sun  e  place  somewhere  there  was  a  leakage  and  the  high-protein 
wheat  was  coming  in  from  some  other  country.  We  know  it  is 
coning  in  from  Canada.  We  know  it  is  said  that  it  comes  in 
froi  n  Canada  and  is  immediately  shipped  out  again.  The  farmer 
say  i  it  is  not  being  done  that  way ;  that  he  is  being  "  gypped  " ; 
anq  that  is  the  reason  and  tlie  only  logical  reason  why  he  views 
situation  as  he  does.  Every  farmer  in  the  Nortliwest  is 
oughly  convinced  that  that  is  the  situation, 
r.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
be  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mou' 
talk  yield  to  the  Senator  fnxm  New  York? 

]  Ir.  WHEELER.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

:  Ir.  COPEL.\ND.  I  am  surprised  at  what  the  Senator  said 
ab  >ut  the  memtters  of  the  Farm  Board. 

:  ir.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  need  not  be  suri>ri8ed.  Let 
hill  read  the  record. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  does  not  take  any  great  amount  of  intelli- 
gence, as  I  view  it,  to  make  clear  that  if  we  raise  in  this  coun- 
try less  of  high-protein  wheat  than  the  domestic  demand,  and 
if  KC  can  hold  that  wheat  somewhere  until  It  can  be  sold  in 
an  orderly  fashion — and  I  noticed  that  the  Senator  was  a  little 
sai  castle  about  that  suggi'stion — sending  it  out  to  the  people 
as  they  need  it  and  not  rushing  it  on  the  market  in  a  bunch,  as 
uo<  loubtedly  happened  this  year,  tliey  could  have  any  price  for 
th«  ir  high-protein  wheat  that  they  cared  to  put  upon  it. 

:  Ir.  WHEELER.    Of  course. 

'.  Ir.  COPEL.\ND.  It  is  simply  a  question  of  providing  amfrie 
sto  rage  in  order  that  it  may  be  sent  out  as  the  people  need  it 

]  Ir.  WHEELER.  We  should  have  had  a  higher  price  for  the 
wli  ?at  this  year,  and  if  the  Farm  Board  had  simply  issued  a 
sta  ement  saying  to  the  An)erican  farmer,  to  the  farmers  of  the 
No  -thwest  "  We  are  going  to  see  to  it  that  the  farmers  get  a 
certain  price  for  their  wheat,"  the  American  farmer  would  not 
have  needed  any  storage  facilities  except  those  which  he  lias 
on  bis  own  farm.  He  would  have  held  it  there,  and  the  Farm 
Boird  could  have  justified  its  existence.  But,  instead  of  that 
it  did  not  do  it.  In  substance,  it  said,  "We  are  not  going  to 
do  anything  in  wheat,"  and  the  rt>sult  was,  of  course,  that 
th(  price  of  wheat  has  gone  down  so  the  American  farmer  is 
noi  getting  as  much  for  hi.s  wheat  as  the  world  market  is  paying 
for  wheat. 

Hr.  COPELAND.  Then  place  the  fault  at  the  door  of  the 
Fa  m  Board  and  not  on  the  shoulders  of  the  millers  of  BuiTalo, 
wh  »  have  nothing  to  do  with  it 

:[r.  WHEELER.     I  would  like  to  have  the  Senator  come 
out  to  Montana  and  try  to  convince  the  farmers  out  there  who 
hate  been  "gypped"  by  the  millers  so  many  times  that  those 
niil|erH  are  not  responsil>ie  for  a  large  part  of  their  troubles, 
r.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
r.  W^HEELER.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

r.  McKELLAR.  I  understand  from  what  the  Senator  has 
sail  that  he  does  not  believe  the  Farm  Board  ah  presently  con- 
stituted has  been  of  any  advantage  whatsoever  to  the  farmers 
of   he  West  or  anywhere  else  in  the  country. 

I  r.  WHEELER.  I  can  say  this  without  fear  of  sncceftsful 
contradiction,  and  I  will  not  give  it  as  my  own  statement,  but 
I  V  ill  take  the  statement  of  one  of  the  largest  farmers  in  the 
Un  ted  States  and,  indeed,  in  the  world.  "  Did  the  Farm  Board 
Fa  I?  "    This  article  does  not  appear  in  any  liberal  or  radical 
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farm  paper.  It  is  In  the  Business  Week,  and  the  article  is 
written,  if  you  please,  by  Thomas  D.  Campbell.  Mr.  Campbell 
is  one  of  the  most  conservative  Republicans  in  the  United  States. 
He  was  mentioned  for  a  position  in  the  Cabinet  of  President 
Coolidge.  He  was  mentioned  as  a  possible  member  of  the  Cabi- 
net of  Mr.  Hoover.  I  understand  that  with  the  idea  that  he  wiis 
to  be  placed  on  the  Farm  Board  he  was  called  back  from  Russia, 
where  he  went  at  the  instance  of  the  Russian  Government  He 
has  been  against  practically  every  farm  bill  that  has  ever  come 
before  the  Congress.  Here  is  what  is  said  in  tlie  article  to  which 
I  refer: 

Thomas  D.  Cimpboll,  one  of  the  grentest  wheat  growers  In  the 
United  Stntcs,  l.s  critical  of  the  grain  situation,  and,  by  implication, 
of  the  Farm  Board.     To  the  nusinc^^s  Week  he  said  : 

"  During  mj"  entire  farming  experunce  I  have  neror  known  of  a 
situation  as  unjust  and  unfair  to  the  farmer  as  the  grain-storage  situ- 
ation of  the  past  10  weoks.  What  lias  happened  emphasizes  more  than 
ever  how  much  we  need  n  form  board,  or  some  such  agency,  with  boih 
the  win  and  power  to  look  out  for  farmers'  interests.  And  such  a  t)oard 
must  he  ready  and  willing  to  act  promptly  and  take  great  responslblltles. 

"Our  wheat  crop  this  year  la  many  millions  shorter  thnn  In  years 
immediately  preceding.  We  have  had  storage  space  for  bumper  crops. 
Why,  tlien,  Is  storage  lacking  for  this  year's  smaller  one?  To  be  sure, 
good  weather  and  sp'»edler  harvesting  by  combines  have  hastened  the 
grain  to  market.  All  but  100,000,000  bushels  of  the  Northwest's  entire 
crop  was  marketed  before  the  end  of  August.  Elevators  In  Minneapolis, 
Duluth,  Knnsas  City,  and  Chicago  have  been  crowded  to  capacity,  I  ad- 
mit. But  wheat  there  is  not  farmers'  wheat.  Most  of  it  belongs  to 
cash  grain  men  who  control  the  lion's  share  of  elevator  space  at  the 
principal  grain  terminals.  For  weeks  high-grade  cash  wheat  has  been 
gelling  at  unheard  of  discounts.  The  last  week  or  two  in  August  any 
man  with  elevator  space  could  buy  cash  wheat  and  go  short  on  Sep- 
tember wheat  at  the  same  time,  and  make  a  clear  6  cents  or  8  cents 
profit  for  carrying  grain  only  a  few  days. 

"A  small  amount  of  assistance  by  the  Farm  Board  right  now  toward 
withholding  from  market  grain  still  In  fanners'  hands  would  send  the 
price  up  20  cents  a  bushel  or  more.  Considering  tfcnt  conditions  m 
Canada  have  never  been  so  serious  as  this  year,  wheat  should  sell  50 
cents  higher  l)efore  another  crop.  Reliable  experts  tell  me  that  the 
Oovemment  will  have  to  furnish  seed  next  spring  for  a  great  portion  of 
Saskatchewan. 

"  I  have  never  known  tic  farmers  of  the  Northwest  to  be  in  such  a 
spirit  of  revolt,  and  1  have  never  known  of  conditions  which  so  Justify 
It.  It  la  a  reprehensible  condition  when  producers  of  wheat  can  not 
buy  their  portion  of  available  storage  space,  etc." 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  this  Is  the  word  of  one  of  the 
largest  producers  of  wheat  in  the  United  States,  if  not  in  the 
world.  He  points  out  that  just  one  word  from  the  Farm  Board 
would  have  raised  the  i»rice  of  wheat  to  the  farmers  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Gladly. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  The  Farm  Board  did  say  a  word  to  some 
people — that  is.  that  the  bonds  held  by  certain  pef>ple  who  were 
doing  their  farming  in  Wall  Street  would  l»e  guaranteed  and 
paiti  when  they  were  presented,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes.  indeed. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     And  that  raised  the  price  of  those  bonds. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  It  immediately  raised  the  price  of  the  bonds 
In  Wall  Street  about  29  points  in  two  da.vs,  I  believe. 

Mr.  McKELL.\R.     Whose  bonds  were  they? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  They  were  the  Sun  Maid  Raisin  Co.  of 
Delaware,  a  coriMJration  engaged  in  selling  grapes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Who  are  the  owners  of  the  concern? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  concern  handling  the  bonds,  I  under- 
stand, was  Dillon,  Reed  &  Co.,  of  New  York. 

Mr.  SMITH.  As  1  remember  it.  a  member  of  the  Farm  Board 
al.*<o  hiid  something  to  say  about  the  price  of  another  commodity. 

Mr.  WHEEI..EH.     Yes ;  something  about  the  price  of  c-otton. 

Mr.  SMITH.     How  much  did  he  siiy? 

Mr.  C.\H.\WAY.  The  price  of  grapes  was  hel|»ed  most,  was  it 
not?  Between  their  saying  they  would  guarantee  the  price  of 
grapes  and  the  prohibition  enforcement  officers  saying  tha": 
|KH>ple  could  make  wine  without  violating  the  law,  they  all 
hel|x'd  the  price  of  grapes  In  that  way. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  They  agreed  that  would  help  the  price  of 
grapes,  and  it  did,  and  they  are  going  to  protect  them  in  the 
making  of  grape  juice  so  that  it  can  eventually  turn  Into  wine. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     If  they  have  the  time  to  wait. 

.Mr.  McKELLAR.  So  far  as  I  have  lieen  able  to  determine, 
the  southern  farmer  has  received  absolutely  no  benefit  fn»m  the 
Farm  Board  whatsoever ;  neither  has  that  board  been  of  any 
l)enefll  or  value  to  the  cotton  industry  of  the  South.  I  was 
wondering  whether  it  had  been  of  any  benefit  to  the  wheat 
Industry  and  to  the  corn  industry  of  the  West 


Mr.  WHEELER  It  certainly  has  not  been  one  particle  of 
help  to  the  wheat  growers  of  the  Northwest.  I  have  an  e^litorlal 
from  the  St.  Paul  Dispatch  of  recent  date  In  which  that  conserv- 
ative Republican  paper  of»  the  State  of  Minnesota  pointed  out 
that  no  good  had  come  from  the  Farm  Board,  that  they  could 
have  acted  and  could  have  done  some  good  for  the  farmer  if 
they  had  acted  promptly  in  the  matter. 

However,  1  did  not  intend  to  discuss  the  Farm  Board  to-day, 
because  of  the  fact  that  when  the  members  of  that  board  are 
reported  to  the  Senate  for  confirmation  I  expect  to  have  some- 
thing further  to  say  with  reference  to  the  man  who  has  been 
apiMrinted  to  look  after  the  wheat  Interests  of  the  Northwest ; 
but  to  show,  first,  that  he  Is  entirely  out  of  sympathy  with  the 
wheat  growers  of  the  Northwest,  let  me  state  now  that  he  said 
the  prime  object  of  the  law  was  to  try  to  get  the  farmers  of  the 
country  to  reduce  their  acreage;  that  that  was  the  way  he 
intended  to  help  them. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I>oes  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  further? 

Mr.  WHEELER     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  But  what  the  Senator  has  said  of  this  par- 
ticular member  of  the  board  applies  substantially  to  the  whole 
board,  does  it  not't  Do  they  not  all  think  tliat  prices  of  farm 
products  can  not  be  raised  in  this  way? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  We  obtained  so  many  answers  from  differ^ 
ent  members  of  the  board  that  it  was  difficult  for  some  of  us  to 
determine  just  what  they  did  think. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    May  I  ask  the  Senator  a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Yes. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  If  re<luclng  the  acreage — that  Is,  driving 
farmers  off  the  farms — is  the  purpose  of  the  administration, 
why  have  any  Federal  Farm  Board?  The  administration  was 
succeeding  rather  well  as  it  was. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  As  the  Senator  will  remember,  I  suggffited 
that  I  knew  of  no  reason  why  we  should  spend  $500,000,000  to 
get  the  farmers  to  reduce  acreage,  because  if  the  a<lmInIstratIon 
just  let  then?  go  on  the  way  administrations  in  the  past  have 
been  letting  them  go,  it  would  soon  reduce  pretty  nearly  all  the 
acreage  that  there  was  in  the  Northwest 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  As  I  understand  the  Senator— I  believe  he 
Is  on  the  committee? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Yes. 

Mr.  McKELLAIi.  He  said  that  the  only  relief  which  had  been 
given  bad  been  given  to  the  Sun  Maid  Raisin  Co.,  I  believe. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  How  much  of  the  $500,000,000  has  been 
loaned  out  by  the  Farm  Board? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  would  not  be  able  to  give  the  Senator 
those  figures  offhand. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Approximately  how  much? 

Mr.  WHEELER,  I  should  l)e  unable  to  state  even  approxl- 
matelv  how  much  has  been  loaned. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  may  be  able 
to  give  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  the  information  he  desires. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  The  board  has  allocated  and 
promised  approximately  $70,000,000. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  amount  has  merely  been  promised; 
it  has  not  been  loaned. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  And  what  proportion  of  It  was  allotted  to 
the  raisin  growers? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  remember  the  figures.  I  can  not 
tell  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Did  the  Senator  say  that  the  board  bad 
loaned  to  the  raisin  growers  on  their  bonds? 

Mr,  WHEELER.  No;  they  did  not  loan  them  any  money; 
they  gave  out  a  statement  to  the  effect,  as  I  recall — and  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  or  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
will  correct  me  If  I  am  wrong — they  gave  out  a  statement  to 
the  effect  that  they  were  going  to  see  to  it  that  the  bonds  were 
protected ;  that  there  was  going  to  be  no  foreclosure  of  the 
Son  Maid  Raisin  Co.  bonds,  as  I  recall,  which  were  selling 
somewhere  around  $50. 

Mr.  SMITH.    They  were  selling  at  about  $e0, 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Those  bonds  were  selling  somewhere 
around  $60.  They  went  up  In  two  days  something  like  29  or 
30  points.  That  was  the  effect  of  the  giving  out  of  the  state- 
ment of  the  Federal  Farm  Board  in  reference  to  the  bonds  of 
the  Sun  Maid  Raisin  Co. 

If  they  had  given  out  the  same  kind  of  a  statement  with  refer- 
ence to  wheat,  as  Mr.  Camirt)ell  points  out  the  price  of  wheat 
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would  undoubtedly  have  risen.  As  he  aid.  If  the  board  had 
simply  said,  "  We  are  going  to  see  that  the  farmers  get  a  good 
price  for  wheat, "  the  farmers  would  not  have  thrown  It  on  the 
market  when  the  elevators  were  dogged  but  would  have  kept 
It  on  the  farm  and  they  would  have  obtained  a  better  price  for 
their  wheat. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  frtMn  Montana 
yield  further? 

Mr.  W HEELER.    1  am  ^ad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  frwn 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Did  the  board  give  out  a  statement  in 
reference  to  any  other  farm  product  than  raifins?  If  not,  why 
did  they  confine  it  to  raisins? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  They  did  not  give  out  a  statement  as  to 
raisins,  as  I  recall  it.  It  was  merely  as  to  the  bonds  of  the 
Sun  Maid  Raisin  Co. 

Mr.  McKELIJ^R.  What  has  the  Federal  Farm  Board  got  to 
do  with  guaranteeing,  expressly  ami  impliedly,  the  bonds  of  any 
private  comi^any? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  They  contended,  as  I  recall,  as  to  the  Sun 
Maid  Raisin  Co. — which  is  not  a  strictly  cooperative  corpora- 
tion but  they  seemed  to  construe  it  as  being  in  the  nature  of 
a  cooperative  company— that  if  they  let  its  bonds  be  forecloeed 
It  would  put  out  of  burfuesa  this  buying  agency ;  and  that  if 
that  went  out  of  bosineaa  It  would  indirectly  affect  the  growers 
of  grapes  in  California. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  The  raisin  company  were  hard  pressed, 
and.  therefore,  the  board  wanted  to  protect  the  price  of  the 
product  by  guaranteeing  or  impliedly  guaranteeing  its  bonds? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     That  is  correct, 

Mr.  McKELLAR  It  seems  to  me  that  Is  an  unheard-of  pro- 
ceeding, and  a  very  doubtful  proceeding,  so  far  as  the  powers  of 
the  board  under  the  law  are  concerned.  As  I  understand,  this 
raisin  company  la  a  prlvute  corporation? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     It  Is  a  private  corporation. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  And  the  i»ivate  bonds  of  this  private  cor- 
poration, which  were  selling  at  |60,  by  reason  of  the  fact  that 
this  statement  wa«  given  out  by  the  Farm  Board  went  up? 
Why  was  that? 

Mr.  WHEELER    Of  course,  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  If  those  are  the  facts,  then,  it  seems  to 
me  the  board  has  acted  in  a  very  reprehensible  way. 

Mr.  WHEELER  I  do  not  know  who  made  money  on  the 
bonds.  However,  it  was  not  the  farmers  who  made  it.  because 
of  the  fact  that  the  farmers  did  not  have  the  money  with  which 
to  buy  the  bonds*..  Who  it  was  who  made  money,  I  do  not  know, 
and  the  record  does  not  disclose. 

Mr,  President,  I  wish  merely  to  say  In  conclusion  that  I  can 
not  conceive  of  how  anybody  ^^ho  favors  a  tariff  on  wheat,  and 
says  he  desires  to  help  the  farmers,  can  do  otherwise  than  vote 
for  this  amendment,  as  I  feel  sure,  if  adopted.  It  will  mate- 
rially help  the  growers  of  high-protein  wheat  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  WAGNER  Mr.  President,  I  will  not  detain  the  Senate 
lonR.  It  is  not  uiy  intention  further  to  speak  on  the  pending 
amendment  except  in  answer  to  a-ssertions  made  a  little  while 
ag«>  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]. 

To  array  class  against  class  is  a  wholly  profitless  occupation. 
It  certainly  does  not  advance  this  discussion.  Such  tactics 
may  appeal  to  the  demagogue,  but  they  certainly  do  not  appeal 
to  a  ria.sofiing  mind.  Simply  to  say,  "  This  is  a  fight  l)etween 
millers,  and  wheat  growers,  and,  being  on  the  side  of  the  wheat 
growers,  I  shall  vote  so  and  so,"  is  not  an  argument  which 
persuades  the  mind.  I  think  w^  ought  to  consider  the  question  on 
broader  and  more  intelligent  lines.  There  is  in  this  body  a  com- 
mon devotion  to  the  welfare  of  all,  millers  and  wlieat  producers 
alike.  We  ought  to  determine  by  a  prticess  of  reasoning,  after 
a  consideration  of  the  facts,  whether  the  amendment  iM^posed 
will  redound  to  the  l)eneflt  of  tlie  wheat  grower  in  the  slightest 
degree  by  increasing  his  price  to  any  extent  or  by  enabling  him 
to  sell  more  wheat,  or  whether  by  taking  the  action  pn>posed 
an  industry  will  be  destroyed  which  has  been  erected  under  the 
enct^mratfemeut  of  the  law  and  which  has  involved  a  very  large 
investment.  Shall  we  destroy  that  industry  and  turn  over  the 
business  which  it  has  been  conducting  in  our  borders  to  manu- 
facturers in  another  ctmntry? 

Perhaps  I  am  more  internationally  minded  than  many  men, 
but  I  would  not  do  anything  deliberately  to  hurt  the  industry 
of  any  other  country  unless  thereby  a  benefit  would  accrue  tc 
an  industry  of  my  own  country.  I  certainly  refnse  to  Join  in 
inflicting  an  Injury  upon  an  American  industry  for  the  sake  of 
couferrint;  a  boon  upon  a  foreign  industry.  la  this  particular 
case  if  one  will  confine  himself  to  a  study  of  tlie  facts  and  coa- 
aider  the  Justice  of  the  situation,  one  wiU  be  t>ound  to  ctxne  to 
the  coociuaion  that  by  agreeing  to  the  pending  amendment  this 
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mill  ng  Industry  will  be  transferred  from  the  United  State*  to 
Can  Ida. 

Ai  I  said  when  we  discussed  the  question  here  on  a  previous 
occasion,  I  do  not  rely  merely  upon  the  testimony  of  the  Amer- 
ican millers  who  are  interested  In  the  busine.»*s.  I  attach  great 
weight  to  the  testimony  of  the  Canadian  millers,  who  not  so 
verj  long  ago  petitioned  the  pi>rliament  of  the  Dominion  of 
Can;  Ida  to  Impose  an  export  tax  on  wheat  exported  from  Canada 
into  the  Unite^l  States  to  be  milled  In  bond.  The  Canadian 
milli  in  reasoned  in  their  petition  and  appeal  that  if  such  export 
dutj  were  imposed  and  thus  milling  in  bond  in  the  United  States 
elim  nated  they,  the  Canadian  miller-*,  would  secure  that  trade 
Tha  was  the  basis  <>f  their  appeal  aiid  upon  the  facts  disclosed 
thej  were  absolutely  right.  Stop  milling  ha  bond  and  the 
Canidlan  miller  increases  his  business. 

Mr.  BLACK.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
T  e  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
ylel    to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
M  ■.  WAGNER.     Yes. 
Mr.  BLACK.     Who  made  t'aat  request? 

M  r.  WAGNER.  The  mille.s  of  Canada  made  the  request  in  a 
peti  ion  in  which  they  presented  their  grievances  to  the  Ca- 
nad:  :in  Government. 
Mr.  BLACK.  What  action  was  taken  on  it? 
Ml-.  WAGNER.  The  petition  was  denied.  I  understood  it 
was  denied  because  it  was  felt  that  if  the  action  suggested  were 
takt  n  it  might  cause  some  friction  between  the  two  countries. 

May  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Montana  that  after  all  the 
diff*  rence  between  the  United  States  and  Canada  in  relation  to 
wheit  is  this;  In  the  United  States  none  of  the  high-protein 
wheat,  which  is  the  quality  of  wheat  we  are  discussing — and 
plea  se  let  us  not  forget  our  subject  and  talk  of  other  things,  for 
we  are  concerned  here  only  about  the  hii;h-protein  wheat — is 
exported  from  the  United  States. 

X  r.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
T  le  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yiel  1  to  the  Senator  from  Montana  ? 
\  r.  WAGNER.     Yes. 

:\  r.  WHEELER  I  am  perfectly  amazed  to  hear  the  Senator 
say  that  none  of  it  is  exported,  because  the  fact  is  that  we  are 
exp)rting  and  shipping  it  out. 

4:  r.  WAGNER.  I  am  relying  again  upon  statistics  and  upon 
hist  >ry.  There  may  be  isolated  instances  of  exportation.  Gen- 
eraly,  however,  such  wheat  is  not  exported.  In  fact.  It  was 
adnlitted  by  the  protagonist  of  this  amendment,  the  senior  Sena- 
torrrom  Montana,  that  all  of  the  high-protein  wheat  produced 
in  t  lis  country  is  ndlled  for  the  American  consumer.  The  reason 
for  that  is  plain.  It  brings  in  the  United  States  a  price  higher 
thai  the  world  price.  Is  not  that  a  complete  answer?  How 
con  d  it  possibly  bring  a  premium  in  the  American  market  if  it 
were  on  an  export  basis? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

T  le  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yiel  i  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
I  r.  WAGNER     I  yield. 

&  r.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  has  mi.sunderstood 
me.  High-protein  wheat  does  not  command  a  higher  price  in 
the  Unite*!  States  than  that  particular  high-protein  wheat 
con  mands  anywhere  else  so  far  as  it  goes  abroad. 

\  r.  WAGNER  The  information  I  have  comes  from  the 
Tar  ft  Commis*!ion.  The  Summary  of  Information  makes  the 
defiiite  statement  that  high-protein  wheat  i^oduced  In  the 
United  States  is  not  exported.  We  only  export  about  20  per 
cen  of  all  the  wheat  which  we  produce.  That  surplus  of  20 
per  cent  is  the  semisoft  wheat  and  the  durum  wheat,  which  is 
soU  at  the  world  price,  because  it  has  to  be  exported.  The 
wh<  at  which  we  do  not  have  to  export  and  which  is  consequently 
pro  ected  by  the  tariff,  of  course,  sells  at  the  price  prevailing 
in  1  tie  domestic  market.  According  to  the  figures  which  I  have 
bef(  re  me,  the  avernge  price  for  the  last  seven  years  of  Ameri- 
can wheat  comparable  in  qualitj-  to  Canadian  wheat  is  9  cents 
moi  e  than  that  of  the  Canadian  wheat. 

},  T.  WALSH  of  Montana.  What  I  wanted  to  say  to  the 
Seiator  Is  that  the  high-protein  wheat  will  command  a  premium 
over  the  ordinary  soft  wheat  wherever  it  is  sold,  whether  it  is 
sob    in  the  Unitt^  States  or  whether  it  is  sold  abroad. 

]i  r.  WAGNER.  Of  course,  that  is  so ;  the  higher  the  quality 
the  higher  the  price  anywhere  in  the  world.  The  Senator,  how- 
eve  •,  has  misunderst<x)d  me.  What  I  said  was  that  the  Canadian 
hig  i-protein  wheat  of  comiarable  quality  to  the  American  high- 
pro  :ein  wheat  sells  in  the  world  market  at  a  price  which  on  the 
avc  rage  is  9  cents  per  bushel  less  than  the  American  farmer 
obtiins  in  the  American  market.  The  reason  for  that  is  that 
the  American  farmer  is  protected  by  a  42-cent  tariff.  I  do  not 
think  anybody  will  dispute  that  fact,  because  the  official  sta- 
tistics and  economic  history  so  show. 
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Mr.  NORBECK.     Mr.  Presldent- 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Yes. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  In  that  statement  the  Senator  Is  ignoring 
the  fact  that  this  very  fall  the  Canadian  market  has  been  much 
better  than  the  American  market. 

Mr.  WAGNER  There  are  isolated  instances,  Mr.  President, 
when  a  short  Canadian  crop  is  accompanied  by  a  very  bountiful 
American  crop ;  but  those  instances  are  very  rare. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  There  has  never  been  a  shortage  of  crop 
In  Canada.     C^inada  has  an  exportable  surplus  this  year,  too. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  fact  is  that  Canada  normally  exports 
three-fourths  of  its  wheat.  It  can  only  consume  in  its  own 
market  one-fourth  of  its  wheat.  Therefore,  three-fourths  of 
that  wheat  must  find  its  way  into  the  world  markets  to  be 
sold  at  the  world  price. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Surely.  Therefore  there  is  no  shortage  In 
Canada  this  year,  either. 

Mr.  WAGNER  None  of  that  can  enter  this  country  to  com- 
pete with  the  domestic  high-protein  wheat  because  our  wheat 
Is  protected  by  a  tariff  of  42  cents  per  bushel ;  and  therefore. 
In  the  domestic  market,  the  American  wheat  grower  of  high- 
protein  wheat  gets  a  price  which  is  above  the  world  price. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     Only  he  does  not  get  It 

Mr.  WAGNER  The  statistics  show  that  he  does.  I  may 
say  to  the  Senator  that  I  wish  there  were  a  way  of  getting  more 
for  him.  I  am  not  attempting  to  obstruct  legislation  which 
might  give  him  a  higher  price.  I  wish  he  could  get  the  full 
protection  of  42  cents  per  bushel  for  his  wheat.  If  that  Is  needed 
to  enable  him  to  make  a  reasonable  profit  upon  his  Investment 
He  is  protected  from  any  competition  from  abroad  by  means 
of  the  tariff  wall ;  and  the  history  of  the  wheat  industry  shows, 
the  facts  are  right  here,  that  the  avernge  advantage  that  he 
enjoys  is  9  cents  per  bushel.  This  is  conceded  even  by  those 
who  have  been  advocating  this  amendment;  but  they  think  that, 
in  some  mysterious  way,  by  doing  away  with  milling  In  bond, 
the  price  of  wheat  can  be  lifted. 

I  have  appealed  to  the  protagonists  of  this  amendment  to 
refrain  from  making  demagogic  assaults  upon  an  industry,  to 
give  us  facts,  to  indulge  in  logic,  to  tell  us  how  the  adoption 
of  this  amendment  will  redound  to  the  b«ieflt  of  the  wheat 
grower ;  but  no  one  has  responded  except  with  hollow  generali- 
zations. 

It  Is  claimed  that  If  we  destroyed  milling  in  bond,  the  for- 
eign market  in  which  the  miller  in  bond  now  sells  would  be 
supplied  by  flour  made  from  our  domestic  high-protein  wheat 
at  a  higher  price.     History  contradicts  tlmt  assertion. 

Between  1920  and  1921  milling  in  bond  had  no  commercial 
existence.  It  was  authorized  by  statute,  but  wheat  was  on  the 
free  list ;  and  it  would  therefore  have  served  no  purpose  to  use 
the  bonding  privilege.  During  that  i)eriod  of  time  our  foreign 
exports  of  flour  declined  approximately  10,000,000  barrels.  We 
lost  our  foreign  market  although  tliere  was  no  milling  In  bond, 
because  other  countries  were  able  to  produce  an  equal  quality 
of  Hour  from  an  equal  quality  of  wheat  at  a  lower  price.  Who 
Invaded  this  foreign  market?  The  Canadian  miller.  Of  course, 
he  could  not  capture  the  market  In  its  entirety.  There  was  a 
reduction  in  the  per  capita  consumption  of  flour  throughout  the 
world.  The  world  became  more  prosperous;  and,  paradoxical 
as  It  may  seem,  as  our  pro8i)erity  Increases  the  individual  con- 
sumption of  flour  decreases.  The  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
shakes  his  head,  but  that  is  the  fact.  People  eat  more  bread 
when  they  have  less  money  to  buy  more  expensive  things  to 
eat  Part  of  the  decline  in  exports  was  caused  by  the  rehabili- 
tation of  the  European  countries  who  began  to  mill  for  their 
own  requirements.  These  factors  were  only  partially  respon- 
sible for  the  shrinkage. 

Who  secured  the  bulk  of  the  sales  in  the  foreign  market? 
Who  sold  the  flour  that  we  had  sold  In  these  other  years?  The 
Canadian  miller.  He  Increased  his  export  to  markets  formerly 
supplied  by  us  from  6,000,000  barrels  per  year  to  11,000,000 
barrels  per  year.  It  was  not  the  milling  In  bond  that  was 
responsible. 

Then  came  along  the  milling  In  bond;  It  came  to  save  our 
foreign  flour  trade.  Even  milling  In  bond  did  not  enlarge  our 
foreign  market,  but  It  did  help  to  stay  Its  rapid  dislntegratlon. 
By  taking  advantage  of  milling  in  bond  which  Is  given  under 
our  statute  American  millers  were  able  to  compete  with  Cana- 
dian millers  In  some  of  the  foreign  markets.  The  competition 
la  exceedingly  keen.  Step  by  step,  year  in,  year  out,  Canadian 
millers  are  successfully  invading  our  former  markets,  and  our 
foreign  sales  of  high-grade  flour  are  being  re<luced. 

The  fundamental  proposition  is  this:  How  can  you  increase 
the  price  of  domestic  wheat,  how  can  you  increase  the  consump- 


tion of  high-protein  domestic  wheat  if  all  that  can  be  produced 
Is  now  consumed  by  our  domestic  market? 

I  do  not  want  to  bore  the  Senate  any  longer.  If  we  will  lay 
aside  our  prejudices  for  a  moment,  this  simple  mathematical 
proposition  will  stare  us  In  the  face  as  InevltaUe. 

The  Canadian  miller  buys  his  wheat  for  at  least  10  centa, 
and  sometimes  18  cents,  less  than  the  miller  in  the  United 
States.  That  means  that  he  has  the  advantage  of  the  Ameri- 
can miller  to  the  amount  of  at  least  40  and  as  high  as  80  cents 
per  barrel  When  the  American  miller  has  diflSculty  now  In 
retaining  the  market  by  milling  in  bond,  how,  with  an  addi- 
tional disadvantage  of  between  40  and  80  cents  per  barrel,  can 
he  possibly  hold  it  against  an  article  of  comparable  quality 
produced  in  and  imported  from  another  countrj? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Swiator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Yes. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  l*e  Senator  frwn  New  York  has  figures 
from  the  department  to  show  that  on  the  average  In  the  past 
9  or  10  years  wheat  has  be«i  9  cents  higher  In  the  United 
States  than  it  has  In  Canada.  Tli&t  is,  the  dt^mestic  market 
has  been  that  much  higher  than  the  Canadian  market.  That 
is  in  view  of  a  42-cent  tariff.  If  we  had  thi«  milling-in-bond 
provision  cut  out  so  that  the  20,000,000  bushels  of  Canadian 
wheat  that  comes  in  here  in  direct  competition  could  not  come 
in,  does  not  the  Senator  think  that  more  than  9  cents  of  the 
42-cent  tariff  would  be  rffectlve? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President  I  can  not  agree  with  the  Sena- 
tor's premise — namely,  that  the  Canadian  wheat  comes  in  com- 
petition with  our  wheat — and  the  reason  why  It  does  not  come 
In  competition  is  because  it  is  not  sold  in  our  domestic  market 
at  all.  It  can  not  be  Imported  into  our  domestic  market  l)e- 
cause  of  the  high-tariff  wall.  Therefore,  none  of  that  wheat 
ever  gets  into  our  domestic  market  in  competition  with  our 
own  hlgh-porotein  wheat.  The  Senator's  syllogism  is  not  per- 
fect because  he  begins  with  an  erroneous  premise ;  and  there, 
fore  I  can  not  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  The  Senator  will  admit,  if  he  will  yield 
further,  that  undoubtedly  the  20  per  cent  of  our  total  wheat  that 
is  exported,  which  Is  semisoft  winter  wheat  as  he  stated,  has  a 
tendency  to  regulate  the  market  price  of  all  the  wheat  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  WAGNER    No;  I  deny  that. 

Mr,  FRAZIER.  All  the  economists  that  we  have  here  give 
that  as  the  basis  of  the  fact  tlmt  the  price  of  wheat  In  the 
United  States  is  so  low. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  It  Is  true  as  to  that  portion  of  the  wheat 
which  we  have  to  export  That  is  surplus.  Of  coarse,  we  have 
to  sell  that  at  the  world  price  In  the  world  markets,  and  such 
wheat  will  only  bring  the  world  price  in  this  country.  There 
is  no  doubt  about  that.  But  it  Is  not  true  as  to  the  wheat  of 
high-protein  content  which  Is  consumed  here,  of  which  there  is 
not  enough  produced  to  supply  the  domestic  market.  As  to  that 
there  Is  no  world  competition;  and  the  world  price  does  not 
affect  It  unless  the  premium  should  soar  above  42  cents  a  bushel 
which  is  the  protective-tariff  rate. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr,  President,  the  Senator  does  not  under- 
stand the  wheat  market  by  any  means  whMi  he  makes  a  state- 
ment of  that  kind.  When  we  have  a  surplus  of  wheat,  the 
surplus  sets  the  price  of  wheat  unless  it  can  b<»  kept  off  the 
market ;  and  it  has  not  been  kept  off  the  market. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  fact  that  this  high-protein  wheat  brings 
9  cents  more,  on  an  average,  and  sometimes  very  much  more, 
than  the  world  price,  shows  that  the  price  of  that  wheat  is  not 
regulated  by  the  world  price.  The  Senator  Is  at  liberty  to 
judge  my  understanding,  and  all  that;  but  that  does  not  mean 
very  much,  Mr.  President  I  am  stating  facts  and  statistics, 
which  to  me  are  more  convincing  than  unsupported  generaliza- 
tions. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  DakoU? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Yes. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  The  9  cents  is  not  the  difference  in  the  world 
market  It  is  the  difference  between  the  Canadian  market  and 
our  domestic  market ;  and  that  is  largely  due  to  the  difference 
in  the  freight  rates,  not  the  difference  in  the  tariff  wall. 

Mr,  WAGNER.  The  Canadian  sells  his  wheat  at  the  worid 
price  because  he  exports  three-fourths  of  It. 

Mr.  BLACK,  Mr.  BROOKHART.  and  Mr.  VANDENBBRG  ad- 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  frcmi  New  York 
yield;  and  if  so.  to  whom? 
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Mr.  WAGNER.  I  do  not  want  to  play  favorites.  I  will  yield 
first  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  Just  want  to  get  clear  in  my  mind  a  statanent 
made  by  the  Senator.  I  nnderatood  to-day  that  we  did  not  pro- 
dnce  enough  higli-protein  wheat  in  this  country  to  supply  our 
own  domestic  demand.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  shall  state  it  in  these  words:  All  of  the 
high-protein  wheat  is  consumed  in  the  domestic  market  at  a 
premiom,  at  a  higher  price  than  the  world  prlc-e. 

Mr.  BLACK.    Do  we  import  any  from  any  source? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    No. 

Mr.  BLACK.    Then  we  do  not  export  any,  either? 

Mr.  WAONEB.     No. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Then  the  theory  would  be  that  we  produce  just 
exactly  enough  each  year  to  supply  our  own  demand? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     The  hlRh-protein  wheat  is  not  exported. 

Mr.  BLACK.    And  Is  none  of  It  imported? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  None  of  it  is  exported.  It  is  all  consumed 
in  the  domestic  marltet,  and  brings  a  higtier  price  than  the  world 
price,  which  is  evidence  that  it  i» 

Mr.  ItLACK.  The  question  I  was  asking  is,  Do  we  import  any 
of  that  qa-'iiity  of  wheat  for  use  in  the  domestic  market? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  We  do  not.  There  may  be  an  isc^ted  in- 
stance here  and  there.  I  think  the  Senator  said  that  23,000 
bushels  were  imported  last  year. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.    Two  hundred  and  twenty-three  thousand. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     How  much  was  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Twenty-one  thousand  two  hundred  and  ninety- 
idne  bUHbels  in  1927. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Out  of  possibly  300.000,000  bushes  consumed. 

Mr.  BKOOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Yes. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  Senator  contends  that  we  do  not 
produce  enough  of  thl.s  high  protein  wheat  for  our  own  consump- 
tion in  the  United  States.  Since  we  have  to  import  part  of 
that  wheat,  if  we  will  cut  out  the  milling  in  bond  and  tell  the 
millers  to  pay  the  price  with  the  tariff  added,  that  will  make 
the  tariff  effective  on  all  that  kind  of  wheat ;  will  it  not? 

Mr.  W.\GNER.  The  difficulty  Is,  Mr.  President,  that  if  we 
do  that  the  miller  who  now  mills  in  bond  can  not  possibly 
compete  in  the  markets  of  the  world.  He  may  produce  for 
local  consumption,  but  he  can  not,  with  this  differential  of 
between  40  and  80  cents  per  barrel  against  him,  possibly 
compete. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  portion  the 
millers  in  the  United  States  export ;  I  am  talking  about  what 
they  grind  for  the  American  people,  to  be  con.sumed  here  at 
home.  According  to  the  figures  1  have,  only  about  9.8  cents  of 
this  tariff  has  been  effective,  or  alwut  $17,600,000  added  to  the 
price  of  our  farmers'  wht>at. 

Mr.  NORBRCK.    Where  does  the  Senator  get  his  figures? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     From  the  Fair  Tariff  League. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  can  yield  for  a  question 
only^  because  under  the  strict  construction  of  the  rules  by  the 
Chair  if  I  yield  for  a  speech  I  will  have  to  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  will  take  the  floor  in  my  own  right 
when  the  Senator  has  concluded. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  In  the  case  of  milling  in  bond  we  are  not 
concerned  with  the  domestic  market  at  all.  It  has  no  relation 
to  the  domestic  market,  because  the  flour  which  is  milled  in  bond 
is  exported  and  goes  into  the  foreign  market.  Under  the  law 
it  may  not  be  sold  in  domestic  trade  even  upon  payment  of  the 
duty. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  As  to  the  proposition  just  made  by  the 
Senator  from  New  York,  it  seems  to  me  that  if  the  wheat 
millers  in  the  United  States  were  required  to  buy  this  quality 
of  wheat,  this  extra  protein-content  wheat,  and  if  they  were 
not  permitted  to  bring  it  in  here  in  bond,  they  would  have 
to  pay  the  American  price  plus  the  tariff,  or  42  cents  more 
than  the  farmers  are  gettij^  at  this  time.  That  would  make 
the  whole  tariff  effective,  because  that  quality  of  wheat  is  not  on 
an  export  basis  but  is  on  an  import  basis,  and  we  all  concede 
that  the  tariff  becomes  effective  when  we  have  an  import 
basis.  But  we  open  up  this  big  leak,  this  hole,  for  milling  in 
bond,  and  this  wheat  comes  flooding  in  here  without  any  tariff 
whatever,  and  the  millers  up  in  Buffalo  can  buy  that  wheat 
without  paying  the  tariff. 

I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New  York  this :  Hielr  whole 
business  la  not  milling  this  wheat  for  bond  in  export,  is  it? 
That  is  only  a  small  fraction  of  the  grinding  they  do,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  WAGNER  'niat  is  aU  we  are  concerned  with  In  the 
discussion  of  this  amendment. 
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Mr.  BROOKHART.  That  Is  all  right;  but  the  millers  In 
Buffalo  are  grinding  wheat  for  the  American  people,  too,  that 
is  pot  exported,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    But  not  using  Canadian  wheat 
It.  BROOKHART.     But  they  are  pej  in^r  the  same  low  price 
fo    the  same  protein-content  wheat  that  is  used  in  the  United 
Stiites  as  they  are  to  the  Canadians,  which  is  only  benefited  to 
th<   extent  of  9  cents  under  the  tariff. 

Ir.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  the  simple  answer  to  the  Sen- 
at(  r  is  that  all  of  the  protein  wheat  now  produced  Is  bought  by 
th<i  American  miller,  and  it  is  milled  by  him  into  flour  for  the 
donestic  market.  There  is  no  surplus.  We  can  not  by  legisla- 
tion persuade  the  miller  to  buy  more  than  Is  protloced.  L(^gisla- 
tio  a  can  not  do  the  impossible. 

ilr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
ca  I.  Now.  upon  the  general  wheat  situation,  this  particular 
kind  of  wheat  is  the  only  kind  that  is  lower  in  Canada,  or  has 
be<  n  at  any  time,  than  it  has  been  in  the  United  States. 

'  festerday  I  had  a  letter  from  the  president  of  the  First 
N{  tional  Bank  of  Humboldt,  Iowa,  and  in  that  letter  he  said 
this: 

1  Blmply  wish  to  support  jonr  statement  some  time  eince  that  wheat 
is  '.'1  coats  more  in  Canada  than  in  this  country. 

1  have  some  land  near  Portal,  N.  Dak.,  and  we  sold  our  wheat  in 
No  th  Portal  for  21  cents  a  bushel  more  than  we  could  get  in  Portal, 
U.  3.  A.  We  had  to  pay  12  cents  duty,  so  that  we  were  only  9  cents  to 
the  good. 

'.  'hat  is  the  general  wheat  situation  along  the  Canadian  line. 
I  ;  im  in  favor  of  stopping  up  all  these  leaks  and  giving  the 
American  farmer  a  chance.  When  we  are  on  an  import  basis 
CTt  ps  like  this  must  be  on  the  free  list,  or,  like  hides,  witli  only 
a    0  per  cent  duty,  because  that  duty  will  be  effective. 

Vhen  we  come  to  wheat,  when  we  get  the  portion  of  wheat 
thi  it  is  on  the  import  basis,  not  the  export  basis,  then  it  is 
ar  cued  we  must  open  up  a  big  hole  and  let  it  in  to  the  mills 
fo  their  l)enefit,  so  that  they  can  buy  it  without  paying  any 
ta  iff  duty. 

f  the  industries  of  this  country  expect  protection  from  the 
G<vernment  so  that  they  can  pile  up  the  profits  they  are  taking 
fr<  m  the  people  of  the  United  States,  they  must  give  protection 
all  along  the  line  to  the  farmers  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  President.  If  the  speakers  have  been 
coirect  this  afternoon  in  their  statements  that  we  do  not  produce 
enough  high-protein  wheat  for  our  own  demands — and  I  think 
they  have  been  correct — then  somet)ody  has  failed  to  explain 
wl  y  ttiat  high-protein  wheat  does  not  sell  at  42  cent6  a  bushel 
mc  re  in  this  country. 

,  L  few  years  ago  the  Tariff  Commission  went  Into  the  matter 
of  comparative  costs  in  Canada  and  this  country,  and  they 
found  that  wheat  could  be  produced  for  42  cents  less  on 
th(»  other  side  of  the  border;  hence  the  42  cents  duty.  Why 
hare  we  not  been  geltting  the  benefit  of  the  42  cents  duty? 

Ve  do  not  believe  Canadian  wheat  is  smuggled  in  here  to  fill 
th>  gap.  We  believe  It  has  come  in  in  bon<l.  We  believe  this 
bo  id  provision  has  been  juggled  by  some  of  the  millers  in  such 
a    eay  as  to  deprive  us  of  the  greater  benefit  of  the  tariff. 

for  one  regret  voting  again.st  the  American  millers.  I  would 
ra  her  they  would  prosper,  I  would  rather  they  would  grind 
all  the  wheat  of  the  world,  rather  than  to  see  any  industry 
languish.  But  there  should  be  a  spirit  of  fairness  toward  the 
Ai  lerican  farmer.  The  loss  to  the  American  farmer  has  been 
ab^ut  33  cents  a  bushel  in  the  high-protein  wheat  that  has  been 
produced  in  this  country. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wat.sh], 
wlich  wiU  be  stated^ 

The  Chief  Clebk.  On  page  295,  line  1,  strike  out  the  word 
"I  "  and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "the";  and  strike 
oqt,  after  the  wonl  "  wheat "  in  line  2,  the  words  "  wheat  equal 

any  retioction  in  duty  which  by  treaty  will  apply  in  respect 

such  flour  in  the  country  to  which  it  is  to  be  exported,"  so 

to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

^o  flour,  manufactured  In  a  bonded  manufacturing  warehouse  from 
wleat  imported  after  90  days  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this 
ad ,  shaU  be  withdrawn  from  such  warehouse  for  exportation  without 
pa  rment  of  the  duty  on  such  Imported  wheat. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

[The  yeas  and  nays  were  orderetl.  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceMed  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  BRAl'TON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
wiLh  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rxed],  who  is  neces- 
sarily absent  from  the  Chamber.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the 
Ml  dor  Senator  from  Merada  [Mr.  PhtuaitJ  and  vote  "  yea." 
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If  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  were  present,  he  would  vote 
"  nay." 

Mr.  HALE  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  matter  I 
have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swan- 
80N|.     Not  kn(»winK  how  he  would  vote.  I  withhold  nry  vote. 

Mr.  KING  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  vote  I  am 
paired  with  the  Senior  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tydiwob]. 
In  his  absence  1  withhold  ray  vote. 

Mr.  McKELLAK  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  vote 
I  am  pjiired  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Town- 
BENuJ.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  FiJCTCHEKl  and  vote  "  yea." 

.Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BtTBTON].  In  his 
absence  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Masjsachusetts  (when  his  name  was  called). 
During  tlie  temp<irary  absence  from  the  Senate  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  HrbertI  I  have  a  pair  with 
him.  I  understand  on  this  question  he  would  vote  as  I  desire  to 
vote,  and  therefore  1  ask  to  be  recorded  as  voting  "nay." 

Tile  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  HOP.INSON  of  Indiana  (aft<T  having  voted  in  the  nega- 
tive). I  transfer  my  genera!  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi [Mr.  Stephens]  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Walcott]  and  allow  my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  FKSS.     I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs: 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses]  with  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana   [Mr.  Brousbard]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bingham]  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  ; 

The  Senator  f n  m  Oregon  [Mr.  McN.vby]  with  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Harkiso.n]  :  and 

The  Senator  fnun  California  [Mr.  Johnson]  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Rorinson]. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Sackktt].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona [Mr.  AsHURST]  and  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  SHB^PP.VRD.  I  wi.sh  to  announce  thnt  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  |Mr.  Pittman],  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Harris]. 
and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tydinos]  are  neces.sarily 
detained  on  ofilcial  business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  25.  nays  39,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 25 

Blaine  Frazler  Noibcck  Thomas.  Idaho 

Hleiise  llawes  Norris  Trnmmell 

Borah  Howell  Nye  Walsh,  Mont. 

Bratton  Kendrlck  Overman  Wheeler 

Biodkhart  La  Folhtte  Tine 

Caraway  MtKellar  Sheppard 

Cutting  McMaater  Smith 

NAYS — 39 

Allen  Edge  Ilayd.u  Smoot 

nmklHV  Fess  Jones  htecK 

I  IcJ  '^  Oillett  Kean  l^'-^T^^ 

Kro'k  Olenn  Keyes  Vendenberg 

raoDer  Goflf  Metcalf  Wagner 

CoiVnally  (Joldsborough  Paiterson  Walsh.  Mass. 

Copeland  (ionld  Phipps  S.^f'" 

rX'ns  (ireene  Run^s.Jell  Waterman 

Deneen  HaBtlngs  Rolilnson,  Ind.         Matwm 

Din  Hatfield  Schiill 

NOT   VOTING— 31 

Ashnrst  Hale  Mowea  Simmons 

BiKm  Harris  0<ldie  Stephen. 

Brou.sHard  Harrison  Pitt  man  Swanson 

Burton  Hel^rt  Reed  ^   _  Thomas.  Okla. 

J^L  iieflln  RobifiEon.  Ark.        Townsend 

Fletcher  Johnson  Backet  t  X?'!'"?! 

ihV,rge  KinK  Shipstead  Walcolt 

Glass  McNary  Shortridge 

So  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Walsh  of  Montana  was  rejected. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  i>resent  two 
amendments  to  be  offered  by  me  at  the  appropriate  time  to  the 
administrative  provisions  of  the  i^ending  bill.  I  ask  that  Uie 
amendments  may  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table.  With  respect 
to  <me  of  them  I  ask  that  a  brief  memorandum  exidauatory  be 

printed  in  the  Rexxird.  .  .  ^       .,  «  *v. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be  printed  and  lie  on  the 
table  and  the  explanatory  statement  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Kixjord,  as  follows: 

COMME.VT  BY  8ENATOB  WALSH  OF  MABSArHrSKTTS  ON  PROPOSH)  AMKND- 
Mfc.NT  (BEWBITING)  OF  BBCTIO.V  642— INVKSTIGATION  OF  METHODS  OF 
VALUATION 

The  terms  of  reference  of  section  642  of  the  House  blU  providing  for 
an  Investigation  of  the  subject  of  valuation  were  too  narrow  and  cir- 
cumscribed to  insure  the  making  of  an  Investigation  comprehensive 
enough  to  be  of  the  maximum  informative  service  to  the  Congress.  The 
House  provision  discards  any  study  of  the  experience  under  the  present 
basis  of  valuation  and  provides  for  no  Investigation  Into  the  advantages 
or  disadvantages  of  the  present  method  of  fixing  valuation.     In  fact,  the 


nature  of  the  Investigation  to  be  made  was  outlined  In  such  a  way  as  to 
direct  It  solely  toward  securing  Information  bearing  upon  a  proposed 
shift  either  to  a  reconstructed  "  United  States  value  "  biisls  of  valuation 
(as  In  sec.  402,  subdivision  (d),  of  the  House  bill)  ;  or  to  what  Is 
elsewhere  called  In  the  Senate  amendment  of  the  bill  (sec.  840)  the 
"  domestic  value "  basis,  which  is  something  wholly  new — since  the 
compromise  tariff  act  of  1833 ;  or  to  what  Is  technically  known  as  the 
"American  selling  price "  (of  comparable  domestic  articles)  basis  of 
valuation.  The  words  used  In  this  section  of  the  House  bill  were,  "a 
survey  to  be  made  particularly  with  a  view  to  determining  the  extent 
to  which  values  In  the  United  States  may  properly  be  used  as  a  basis  for 
the  assessment  of  customs  duties."  Surely  the  carrying  out  of  this  re- 
stricted mandate  would  not  afford  the  full  Information  respecting  the 
essential  features  of  the  subject  of  valuation.'  and  especially  the  facta 
as  to  the  alle.ced  undervaluation,  that  the  Congress  requires  for  Its 
guidance  In  untrammeled  and  unprejudged  legislation  respecting  valuation. 

Section  642,  as  written  In  the  House  bill,  has  been  rewritten  by  my 
amendment  and  made  at  the  same  time  more  comprehensive  and  more 
explicit.  It  provides  for  a  thorough  Investigation  into  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  valuation  basca  The  greater  part  of  the  work  of  making  the 
Investigation  provided  for  has  been  assigned  to  the  United  State* 
Tariff  Commission  as  the  evidently  best  prepared  and  best  equipped 
agency  of  the  Government  for  doing  the  work  ;  but,  for  reasons  that 
scarcely  call  for  explanation,  the  particular  task  of  investigation  and 
report  upon  the  Important  and  much  disputed  subject  of  undervaluation, 
together  with  recommendations  of  appropriate  remedial  legislation,  has 
been  assigned  to  the  Treasury  Department. 

It  is  considered  that  with  the  results  of  both  subdivisions  of  the 
investigation  proposed  In  this  revision  of  this  section  before  It.  the 
Congress  will  be  In  a  far  better  position  than  it  ever  has  been,  since  the 
rise  of  modern  complications  of  tariff  making  and  tariff  administration, 
not  only  to  withstand  misleading  proposals  for  changes  respecting  bases 
of  valuation  that  will  not  bring  needed  Improvement  and  Improvement 
in  the  public  interest  but  also  to  make  a  constructive  advance  in  legisla- 
tion that  will  be  of  far-reachlug  consequence  both  In  safeguarding  the 
revenue  and  In  m;iking  the  enforcement  of  the  tariff  laws  more  equitable 
and  less  obstructive  and  time  consuming.  It  Is  believed,  in  short,  that 
much  unnecessary  expense  Incurred  by  the  Government  In  collecting 
customs  taxes,  and  perhaps  some  preventable  failure  to  collect,  can  be 
eliminated  and  at  the  same  time  a  necessary  part  of  the  business  •» 
the  trading  community  be  expedited. 

TABLING  or  A»n:NnMENT8 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  a  few  days  ago  an  amendment 
was  pending  which  had  been  offered  to  the  tariff  bill  by  the  com- 
mittee. To  that  amendment  there  was  offered  another  amend- 
ment, which  amendment  was  directly  before  the  Senate.  A 
motion  was  made  to  lay  on  the  table  the  original  amendment. 
The  Chair  held  that  if  that  should  be  done  it  would  carry  with 
it  the  pending  amendment  proposed  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. There  was  considerable  discussion  with  reference  to  the 
matter.  One  precedent  was  cited  which  apparently  upheld  the 
rule.  By  retjuest,  the  parliamentarian  of  this  body  has  investi- 
gated to  see  whether  or  not  there  were  any  additional  precedents. 
I  have  a  statement  of  what  he  has  found.  I  ask  that  it  may  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcobd,  so  that  it  may  be  available  to  Presiding 
Officers  in  the  future. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  statement  is  as  follows: 

On  February  1,  1881.  the  Senate  had  under  consideration  H.  R.  6532, 
a  pension  bill,  which  had  been  reported  from  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  to  the  Senate,  and  the  pending  question  was  on  an  amendment 
proposed  by  Mr.  Hoar,  of  Massachusetts,  to  an  amendment  made  In  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  originally  proposed  by  Mr.  Plumb,  of  Kansas, 
upon  which  a  separate  vote  had  been  reserved  In  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Booth  moved  to  lay  on  the  table  the  amendment  made  In  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  which  Mr.  Hoars  amendment  had  been 
proposed. 

Mr.  Edmunds,  of  Vermont,  made  the  point  of  order  that  that  could 
not  be  done  with  an  amendment  made  In  The  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  Presiding  Ofllcer  (Mr.  Garland,  of  Arkansas)  held  that  It  was  an 
amendment  subject  to  aU  the  rule*  applying  to  amendmenta,  and  over- 
ruled the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  Edmunds,  stating  that  the  Chair  might  be  right,  took  an  appeal 
so  as  to  establish  a  precedent  on  the  Question. 

The  decision  of  the  Chair  was  sustaiocd  on  a  viva  voce  vote.  (Co«- 
GBESSiONAL  Rbcobd,  46th  Cong..  3d  sess.,  p.  1376.) 

On  May  8,  1906.  the  Senate  was  considering  the  blU  (H.  E.  12987) 
to  regulate  railroad  rates,  and  Jhe  pending  questiOQ  was  on  a  subatltute 
amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  McLaurin,  of  Mississippi,  to  an  amendment 
of  Mr.  Elkins,  of  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  Dryden,  of  New  Jersey,  proposed  an  amendment  to  perfect  the 
part  proposed  to  be  stricken  out. 

Pending  debate. 
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Mr.  Tlllnuui.  of  Booth  Carolina,  mored  "  to  lay  tl»e  pendiat;  amesd- 
■ent  [proposed  by  Mr.  Elkins]  and  all  amendmenta  thereto  ond  lab- 
fltltutm  therefor  on  the  table." 

Mr.  Culbenon,  of  Teiaa,  made  the  point  of  order  that  the  motion 
to  lay  all  of  the  ameodmenta  on  the  table  at  one  time  co«ld  not  be 
made  and  that  there  were  different  amendments  pending. 

The  Vice  President  (Mr.  Fairbanks)  submitted  to  the  Senate  the 
qacstion.  **  Is  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  (Mr. 
Tillman)   in  order?"  and 

it  was  determined  in  the  afflrtnative — yeaa  61,  nays  29. 

(Tlie  motion  to  lay  on  the  table.  howeTer,  was  rejected  by  a  vote 
•f  yeas  29.  nays  49.)  (CoNoaESSiosAL  Bscoao,  59tb  Cong.,  1st  aesa., 
pp.  6911.  6512.) 

On  March  17,  1920,  the  treaty  of  peace  with  Germany  was  under  con- 
sideration, the  question  being  on  an  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  aromas, 
of  Colorado,  to  an  amendment  of  Mr.  Shields,  of  Tenneaaee,  to  a  reserva- 
tion of  Mr.  Owen,  of  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  Kellogg,  of  MinnesoU,  moved  to  lay  the  reservation  prop>sed  by 
Mr.  Owen  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Ried,  of  Miwcuri,  made  the  following  point  of  order:  "I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  when  thore  is  a  motion  pending  followed  by  a 
motion  to  amend,  a  motion  can  not  be  made  to  lay  the  original  motion 
on  the  table ;  that  a  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  must  be  directed  to  the 
pending  motion,  which  Is  a  motion  to  amend." 

The  President  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Cummins,  of  Iowa)  said:  "The 
Ctialr  finds  upon  examination  of  the  precedents  upon  that  question 
that  the  Senate  has  ruled  that  a  motion  of  that  kind  can  be  made." 
(Citing  the  precedent  of  January  16,  1891.)  No  appeal  was  taken 
from  the  decUion.  (Coxgbkssional  Racoao,  66th  Cong.,  2d  aesa..  p. 
44 13.) 

On  January  31,  1922,  a  bill  (H.  B.  8762)  for  the  adjustment  for 
foreign  loans  was  under  consideration  under  a  unanimoos-conaent 
agreement  limiting  debate  by  a  Senator  on  any  amendment  to  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  SiMMO.ia  proposed  an  amendment,  to  which  an  amendment  was 
solMieqoentiy  proposed  by  Mr.  PiTTMaM. 

Pending  debate, 

Mr.  WATitoM  moved  to  lay  Mr.  Bimmows's  amendment  on  the  table. 

Mr.  AaHCKsr  made  a  point  of  order  tlut  the  unanimous-consent 
ggreemant  sperlflcally  ipve  svcry  Senator  10  mlootes  on  every  amend- 
Ment. 

The  point  of  order  was  debated,  during  which  reference  was  made  to 
the  precedent  of  the  S*>nate  on  May  8.  1906,  wherein  the  Senate  decided 
that  a  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  an  amendment  under  a  similar 
nnanimoos-consent  agreement  was  in  order. 

Mr.  Watson,  of  Indiana,  modified  his  motion  by  moving  to  lay  on  the 
table  Mr.  SiMMO!<8'8  proposed  amendment,  together  with  the  amendment 
proposed  thereto  by  Mr.  Pittman. 

No  point  of  order  waa  made  as  to  the  right  of  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana to  make  a  motion  to  lay  on  the  table,  bat  such  right  waa 
eonrede<l. 

The  Vice  President  (Calvin  CooUdge)  said:  "The  Chair  wUl  role 
In  accordance  with  the  former  decision  of  the  Senate,  that  it  is  not  a 
violation  of  the  onaniraona  conaent  agreement  to  make  a  motion  to  lay 
an  amendment  on  the  table." 

The  amendments  were  subsequently  laid  on  the  table.  {CQnaamm- 
aiONAL  Rxcoao.  67th  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  pp.  1972,  1973.) 

BtrUAL  IIV  EI7BOPE  OF  WOKLO  WAS  ILARTNKS  FBOM  TEXAS 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  present  for  incorporation 
in  tiie  RBLX)iu>  a  statement  prepared  at  my  request  by  Major 
General  Neville,  of  the  Marine  Corps,  giving  the  names  of  Texas 
members  of  the  Marine  Corps  who  lost  their  lives  overseas 
while  serving  during  the  World  War,  a  statement  as  to  the 
disposition  of  their  remains  and  where  buried  overseas,  the 
Inoatiou  of  the  burial  jdace,  and  a  list  of  the  oflBcers  and  enlisted 
meii  in  the  Marine  Corps,  including  the  total  number  of  oflOcers 
aud  enlisted  men,  niunber  of  those  who  served  overseas,  and 
the  names  of  those  who  were  decorated.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
cent that  the  lists  may  be  printed  in  the  Rexxhuii 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  lists  are  as  follows : 

omrsaa  aho  bmustsd  mkx  rmoii  tb>  stati  or  tsxas  who  lost  THaia 
Liras  ovnsKAs  wbilb  sekvino  tsi  thk  cnitcd  sTATms  UAwam  cuars 

Dt-U!««  m  WOSLO  WAS,   IXClUDIlfO  DiaPOSmOW  or  BEMAUia 

Thomas  R.  Brailsford.  Srst  Dentenant,  Nlnety-alzth  Company,  Sixth 
Beglment.  died  of  wounds  July  20.  1018,  received  In  Aisne-Mame 
(Soissons)  offensive.  BcBaias  permanently  bnrled  In  grave  30,  block  A. 
row  8.  Aiane-Mame  Cemetery.  No.  1794.  Bellean  Wood,  France.  Former 
residence:  Houston,  Tex.  Next  of  kin.:  Mrs.  Tbosaaa  R.  Brailsford, 
wife.  Apartment  4.  1202  Smith  and  Dallas,  Houston,  Tex. 

Bdmund  L.  Relsner.  first  lieutenant.  Seventy-ninth  Company,  Btxtb 
BcgiBcat,  killed  ta  action  Jum  14,  1918,  In  the  Chatoan  Thierry  sector. 
Remains  returned  to  Mr.  B.  A.  Relsner,  father.  61  Yoai«  Avcnoe,  Hoaa- 
tan,  Tex.     Former  residence :  Houston,  Tex. 
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:  lobert  E.  Acuff,  corporal.  Sixty-seventh  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
diel  of  wounds  June  10,  1918.  received  In  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector. 
Renains  returned  to  the  United  States  and  interred  in  grave  1304.  Euro- 
pein  section,  Arlington  National  Cemetery,  Fort  Myer,  Va.  Former  resi- 
dei  ice :  Houston,  Tex.  Next  of  kin  :  Mrs.  Blanche  Bcrner,  sister,  3401 
St(  newall  Street,  Hon^iton,  Tex. 

A'orman  D.  Acuff,  private,  Seventy-flfth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
die  a  of  wounds  November  20.  1918,  received  in  the  Meuse-.irgonne  of- 
fvislve.  Remains  returned  to  the  United  States  and  interred  in  grave 
13: 14,  European  section,  Arlington  National  Cemetery,  Fort  Myer,  Va. 
Fo  mer  residence :  Houston,  Tex.  Next  of  kin :  Mrs.  Blanche  Berner, 
slser.  3401  Stonewall  Street,  Houston,  Tex. 

rharles  C.  Allen,  corporal.  Seventy-fifth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  October  9,  1918,  in  the  Meuse-Argonne  (Champagne) 
8e<tor.  Remains  returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Mrs. 
A.  A.  Allen,  mother,  Bremond,  Tex.  Former  residence :  Bremond,  Tex. 
}lmon  D.  Baiber,  first  sergeant.  Seventy-ninth  Company,  Sixth  Regi- 
m«Bt,  died  of  wounds  June  27,  1918.  received  in  the  Chateau  Thierry 
se4  tor.  Remains  returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Kdgar 
F.  Barber,  father,  Aransas  Pass,  Tex.  Former  residence :  Houston,  Tex. 
:.awrence  H.  Bean,  private,  Headquarters  Company.  Thirteenth  Regi 
meat,  died  of  diaeiise  September  20,  1D18,  at  Brest,  France.  Remains 
relnmed  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Mrs.  Henry  T.  Bean, 
mc  ther,  Newport,  Vt.     Former  residence  :   KingsvlUe,  Tex. 

lolley  E.  Boggess.  private.  Seventy-eighth  Company.  Sixth  Regiment, 
klled  in  action  June  14,  1918,  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
returned  to  John  B.  Boggess,  father,  1516  Pecos  Street,  Dallas,  Tex. 
Fo:Tner  residence:  Dallas,  Tex. 

:arl  O.  Booth,  private.  Fifteenth  Company,  Sixth  Machine  Gun  Bat 
talion,  killed   in   action   October   4,    1918,  in    the   Champagne  offensive. 
Remains   returned   to   Samuel   I.   Booth,   father,   Eolian,   Tex.     Former 
retidence:  Eolian,  Tex. 

Toy  Boyd,  private.  Eighty-second  Company,  Sixth  Regiment,  died  of 
w<  unds  June  24,  1918,  received  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Re- 
mains returned  to  Mrs.  Lou  Boyd,  mother,  Abbott,  Tex.  Former  resi- 
de rice :  Abbott,  Tex. 

William  H.  Boyle,  private.  Seventy-sixth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
ki  led  In  action  June  2,  1918.  in  the  Alane  defensive.  Remains  returned 
to  Mrs.  J.  R.  Nicoll,  sister,  803  Boundry  Street,  Houston,  Tex.  Former 
re  lidcnee  :  Houston,  Tex. 

Ilogey  Brown,  private,  Seventeenth  Company.  Fifth  Regiment,  died 
of  wounds  June  16,  1918.  received  in  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
re  urned  to  Mrs.  Joe  Brown,  mother,  R.  F.  D.  No.  3,  box  198,  Waco, 
T«  I.     Foimer  residence  :  Itockcreek,  Tex. 

n'llliam  H.  Brown,  private,  killed  in  action  June  2.  1918,  in  Aisne 
defensive,  while  serving  with  Seventy-ninth  Company.  Sixth  Rfgiment. 
B<  mains  returned  to  Mrs.  May  T.  Ruenbuhl,  mother,  1102  Thirty-third 
St  reet,  Galveston,  Tex.     Former  residence  :  Galveston.  Tex. 

David  L.  Buford,  gunnery  sergeant,  Fifty-flfth  Company.  Fifth  Regi- 
ment, killed  in  action  June  13,  1918,  in  Chatiau-Tlilerry  sector  Re- 
milns  returned  to  Decatur  J.  Buford.  father,  Frankston,  Tex.     Former 


residence:  Franks  on,  Tex. 

Arthur  L.  Bullard.  sergeant,  Seventy-flfth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
klled  in  action  October  9.  1918,  in  Meu.«ie-.\rRonne  (Champagne) 
of  enslve.  Remains  interred  in  grave  No.  289f .  European  »*ctlon, 
A;  lington  National  C«notery,  Fort  Myer,  Va.  Former  residence  :  Mc- 
Oi  egor,  Tex.  Next  of  Un  :  Andrew  J.  Bullard,  father,  South  Bosque, 
T<x. 

Elomer  W.  Burkett  private,  Company  L.  Thirteenth  Regiment,  died 
of  disease  October  1,  1918,  at  Brest,  France.  Remains  returned  to  Mrs. 
Lt  ura  Burkett,  mother.  Nineteenth  and  Beach  Streets,  Abilene,  Tex. 
F(  rmer  residence :  Abilene.  Tex. 

Prank  P.  Burkhart,  private.  Company  B.  Thirteenth  Regiment,  died 
of  disease  October  4,  1918,  in  France.  Remains  returned  to  Mrs.  J.  J. 
Murbach.  mother.  1119  Patterson  Street,  Houston,  Tex.  Former  resi- 
de nee :  Houston,  Tex. 

Uyrtis  B.  Cargill,  private.  Seventy-fourth  Company.  Sixth  Reelment, 
di!d   of  wounds   April  24,   1918,   received   in   Toulon    sector.      Remains 


Interred  in  grave  No.  1,  block  F,  row  31,  Mcuse-.\rgonne  Cemetery  No. 
I'm  32,  Romagne,  France.  Former  residence :  Italy,  Tex.  Next  of  kin : 
EULT  C.  Cargill.  father,  lUly,  Tex. 

Joseph  B.  Caylor,  private,  Forty-seventh  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
ki  led  in  action  June  15,  1918,  in  (Thateau-Tbierry  sector.  Remains 
returned  to  Mrs.  Selina  Caylor,  mother,  route  No.  2,  box  331,  Houston, 
T(  X.     Former  residence :  Mount  Houston.  Tex. 

William  R.  Cherry,  private,  Ninety-seventh  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
dlKl  of  disease  February  13.  1919.  in  France.  Remains  returned  to 
M  -8.  Helen  Cherry,  mother,  Eagle  Lake,  Tex.  Former  residence  :  Bay 
City,  Tex. 

Victor  T.  Christian,  private.  Headquarters  Company,  Thirteenth  Regi- 
mi  »t,  died  of  disease  October  3.  1918.  in  France.  Remains  returned  to 
M  rs.  Sarah  Ctuistian.  mother.  La  Pryor,  Tex.  Former  residence  :  La 
Piyor,  T*x- 

Charles  I.  Coflhi,  Jr.,  private.  Headquarters  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
kl  led  In  action  July  19,  1918,  In  Aisne-Mame  offensive.  Remains  in- 
to Ted  iB  grave  No.  90,  biock  A,  row  1,  Aisiie-Marne  Cemetery  No.  1704, 


at    Bellean.    France.    Former    residence :  Itasca,    Tex.    Next   of   Un : 
Charles  I.  Coflln,  sr.,  father,  Itasca,  Tex. 

Amet  B.  Coleman,  private.  Twentieth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment,  died 
of  wounds  June  14,  1918,  received  In  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
returned  to  J.  H.  Coleman,  Mart,  Tex.  Former  residence:  Mart,  Tex. 
Next  of  kin  :  Lily  M.  Coleman,  mother,  R.  F.  D.  No.  1,  Astell,  Tex. 

Marion  M.  Collier,  corporal.  Eighty-third  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  In  action  June  6,  1918,  in  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains  in- 
terred in  grave  36,  block  A,  row  5,  Aisne-Mame  Cemetery  No.  1764,  at 
Belleau.  France.  Former  residence :  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  Next  of  kin : 
Boyd  T.  Collier,  brother,  1804  Austin  Street,  Houston,  Tex. 

Sandy  A.  Coor,  private,  Company  L,  Thirteenth  Regiment,  died  of  dis- 
ease Febroary  1,  1919,  in  France.  Remains  returned  to  Sandy  A.  Coor, 
father,  R.  F,  D.  No.  2,  Glendale,  Aria.     Former  residence :  Eola,  Tex. 

Walter  L.  Davis,  private.  Bighty-foorth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment,  died 
of  wounds  November  6.  1918,  received  in  the  Meuse-Argonne  offensive. 
Remains  permanently  bnrled  in  grave  5,  block  F,  row  28,  Meuse-Argonne 
Cemetery  No.  1282,  Romagne,  France.  Former  residence :  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.     Next  of  Mn  :  Mrs.  Anna  F.  Davis,  mother.  R.  R.  No.  3,  Munda,  Tex. 

Claude  M.  Dcy.  corporal.  Forty-ninth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment,  died 
of  wounda  June  16,  1918,  received  In  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Re- 
mains returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Mr.  Richard  H.  Dey, 
father,  R.  F.  D.  No.  4,  Youngstown,  Ohio.  Former  residence:  Aldlne, 
Tex. 

Justin  D.  Dorbandt,  private.  Fourth  Squadron,  First  Marine  Aviation 
Force,  died  of  disease  October  3,  1918,  at  Liverpool,  England.  Remains 
returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Mrs.  Daisy  D.  Dorbandt, 
wife,  Lampaaas,  Tex.     Former  residence :  Houston,  Tex. 

Baxter  C.  Duncan,  corporal.  Seventy-eighth  Company,  Sixth  Beglment. 
killed  in  action  September  15,  1918,  in  the  St.  Mlhlel  offensive.  Remains 
returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Mr.  Thomas  W.  Duncan, 
father,  Nacogdoches,  Tex.     Former  residence :  Nacogdoches,  Tex. 

Herbert  D.  Dunlavy,  private.  Ninety-sixth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  In  action  June  8,  1918,  In  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
returned  to  the  United  Btatea  and  Interred  in  grave  2723,  European 
section,  Arlington  National  Cemetery,  Fort  Myer,  Va.  Former  resi- 
dence: Houston.  Tex.  Next  of  kin:  Mrs.  Hattie  Ball,  oiotlier,  Goose 
Creek,  Tex. 

Houston  B.  Farmer,  corporal,  Seventeenth  Company,  FUtb  Begiment, 
killed  in  action  October  4,  1018,  in  the  Meuse-Argonne  (Champagne) 
offensive.  Remains  permanently  burled  In  grave  22,  block  B,  row  42, 
Meuse^rgonne  Cemetery  No.  1232,  Romagne,  France.  Former  resi- 
dence :  DalUs,  Tex.  Next  of  kla :  Mrs.  Maggie  M.  Weaver,  mother,  1208 
Cane  Street,  Dallaa,  Tex. 

Terry  L.  Fisher,  private.  Twentieth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment,  klUed 
In  action  April  22,  1918.  In  the  Toul  sector.  Remains  returned  to  the 
United  States  and  interred  in  grave  2129,  European  section,  Arlington 
National  Cemetery,  Fort  Myer,  Va.  Former  residence :  Royce  City,  Tex. 
Next  of  kin :  W,  J.  Fisher,  father,  Royce  City,  Tex. 

John  E.  Fllnn.  sergeant.  Forty-seventh  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  October  4,  1918,  in  the  Meuse-Argonne  (Champagne) 
sector.  Remains  returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  John  W. 
Fllnn,  father,  Taft,  Tex,     Former  residence :  Georgetown,  Tex. 

Tullie  Florence,  private.  Ninety-fifth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment,  died 
of  disease  February  16,  1919,  in  France.  Remaina  returned  tn  the 
United  States  and  ahlpped  to  Mr.  Major  Florence,  father,  R.  F.  D.  No.  8, 
Fate.  Tex.     Former  residence :  Hillsboro,  Tex. 

Louie  Floyd,  private.  Ninety-fifth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment,  died  of 
disease  September  23,  1918,  In  France.  Remains  returned  to  tJie  United 
States  and  ahlpped  to  Mrs.  Elizabeth  Floyd,  mother,  Kerrrllle,  Tex. 
Former  residence :   Houston,  Tex. 

WllUam  L.  Ford,  private.  Fifty-fifth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment,  kUled 
in  action  November  10,  1918,  in  the  Meuse-Argonne  offensive.  Remains 
returned  to  the  United  States  and  interred  In  the  national  cemetery. 
Ban  Antonio,  Tex.  Former  residence  :  Laredo,  Tex.  Next  of  kin :  Ade- 
laide Ford,  mother,  1212  Scott  Street,  Laredo,  Tex. 

Floyd  A.  Forse.  corporal.  Ninety-seventh  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
died  of  wounds  October  3,  1918,  received  in  the  Meuse-Argonne  (Cham- 
pagne) sector.  Remains  returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to 
Nacogdoches,  Tex.  Former  residence:  Newton,  Tex.  Next  of  Un: 
Thomas  B.  Berton.  brother.  Orange,  Tex. 

Tbomaa  E.  Garrett,  Jr..  private.  Ninety-sixth  Company,  Sixth  Regi- 
ment, Uiled  in  action  July  19.  1918,  In  the  Aisne-Mame  (Soissons) 
offensive.  Remains  returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Mrs. 
D.  A.  Garrett,  mother,  Teague,  Tex.     Former  residence:  Houston,  Tex. 

Kric  A.  Goldbeck.  private.  Sixty-seventh  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
Ulied  in  action  June  6.  1918.  In  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  O.  R.  Goldbeck,  father. 
Fort  Worth,  Tex.     Former  residence :  Galveston,  Tex. 

Bert  Gordon,  private.  Ninety-fifth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment,  died  of 
wounds  June  4,  1918.  received  in  the  Aisne  defensive.  Remains  were 
returned  to  the  United  States  and  interred  In  grave  1337,  section  G, 
national  cemetery,  San  Antonio,  Tex.  Former  residence :  Houston, 
Tex.    Next  of  kin :  B.  B.  Gord<m,  father,  B.  W.  D.  No.  1,  Joaquin,  '£a. 


Bdwln  M.  Gorman,  privat^  Flfty-flftli  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
UUed  in  action  July  18,  1918,  in  Aisne-Mame  offensive.  Remains  in- 
terred in  grave  86,  Mock  A,  row  15,  Oise-Aisne  Cemetery  No.  608,  at 
8erlnges-et-Ne«les,  Prance.  Former  residence:  Palestine,  Tex.  Next 
of  kin  :  William  C.  Gorman,  father,  Oakwood,  Tex. 

Roy  B.  Graham,  private.  Seventy-fifth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
died  of  wounds  July  19,  1918.  received  in  Aisne-Mame  offensive.  Re- 
mains Interred  in  grave  2,  block  C,  row  16,  Oise-Aisne  Cemetery  No. 
608,  at  Seringes-et-Nesles,  Franc*.  Former  residence:  Rogers.  Tex. 
Next  of  kin  :  Lucille  Graham,  mother,  Rogers,  Tex. 

John  W.  Gratehoose,  private.  Seventy-ninth  Company,  Sixth  Regi- 
ment, died  of  disease  September  30,  1918,  in  France.  Remains  re- 
turned to  J.  W.  Redman,  Humble,  Tex.  Next  of  kin  :  Mrs.  Jane  Grate- 
house,  mother,  Humble,  Tex.     Former  residence :  Humble,  Tex. 

Enoch  R.  Hale,  private.  Sixty-seventh  (Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  June  6,  1918,  in  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains  re- 
turned to  R.  O.  Hale,  father.  Dodge.  Tex.  Former  residence:  Corrigan. 
Tex. 

Alexander  Halpain,  private,  eightieth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  June  3,  1918.  in  Aisne  defensive.  Remains  interred  in 
national  cemetery,  San  Antonio,  Tex.  Former  residence :  Hamilton, 
Tex.  Next  of  kin :  W.  M.  Halpain,  father,  828  Bxpoaition  Avenue, 
Dallas,  Tex. 

James  C.  Hamrick,  private,  Klghty-rourth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  November  1.  1918,  in  Meuse-Argonne  offensive.  Remains 
returned  to  Louisa  Hamrick,  mother,  Barksdale,  Tex.  Former  resi- 
dence: Barksdale,  Tex. 

Joseph  J.  Harris,  private,  Elghty-oecond  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  June  12,  1918,  in  Clwteau-Tiilerry  sector.  Remains 
shipped  to  C.  H.  Carlisle,  care  of  Gulf  Refining  Co.,  Brenbam,  Tex.  Nest 
of  kin:  Moses  H.  Harris,  brother,  2512  Jackson  Street,  Houston,  Tex. 
Former  residence:  Houston,  Tex. 

William  O.  JamagiB,  private,  Company  D,  Thirteenth  Regiment,  died 
of  disease  September  21,  1918,  in  France.  Bemalns  shipped  to  William 
F.  Jamagin,  father,  Bridgeport,  Tex.     Former  residence :  Dallaa,  Tex. 

Lawrence  G.  Jensen,  private.  Eighty-third  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
UUed  in  action  Jane  4.  1918,  in  Aisne  defensive.  Remains  shipped  to 
Mrs.  Elsie  Jensen,  motlier.  3509  Clark  Street,  Houston.  Tex.  Former 
residence:  Houston,  Tex. 

Lemuel  L.  Johnston.  Jr..  private,  Forty-third  Company.  Fifth  Regi* 
ment.  died  of  woonds  September  16,  1918,  in  St.  Mlliiel  offensive.  Re- 
mains shipped  to  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  for  private  bnriaL  Next  of  Un: 
Mrs.  Reden  Johnston,  motlier.  Wallaee,  Tex.  Former  residence:  Wal- 
lace, Tex. 

Jack  H.  Jones,  private.  Seventy-fourth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment,  dicA 
of  wounda  October  8,  1918,  received  in  Meuse-Argonne  (Champagne) 
offensive.  Remains  shipped  to  William  F.  Jones,  father,  Moscow,  Tex. 
Former  residence:  Moscow,  Tex. 

Willie  G.  Jndkins,  private.  Company  G,  Thirteenth  Regiment,  died  of 
disease  September  27,  1918,  in  France.  Remains  shipped  to  the  national 
cemetery.  San  Antonio,  Tex.  Former  residence :  Waco,  Tex.  Next  of 
kin :  Mrs.  Laura  Y.  JudUns,  mottier,  rural  route  No.  6,  Waco,  Tex. 

John  8.  Kirk,  private,  Company  L,  Thirteenth  Regiment,  died  of 
diaeaae  November  11,  191 S,  in  France.  Remaina  ahipped  to  Mrs.  Parlee 
F.  Kirk,  mother,  6417  Bast  Side  Avenue,  Dallaa,  Tex.  Former  resi- 
dence:  Dallaa,  Tex. 

Sidney  E.  Koraegay,  private,  Ninety-iifth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
UUed  in  action  November  1,  1918,  in  the  Meuse-Argonne  offenaive.  Re- 
mains shipped  to  Mra.  Carry  F.  Komegay,  mother,  general  delivery. 
M&lone,  Tex.     Former  reaidence  :  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

Henry  N.  Lacy,  sergeant,  Seventy-aixth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  In  action  July  19,  1918,  in  the  Alsne-Marne  (Soissons)  offensive. 
Remains  returned  to  the  United  States  and  interred  in  grave  4620,  Euro- 
pean aecti<m,  Arlington  National  Cemetery,  Fort  Myer,  Va.  Former 
residence :  Lancaster,  Tex.  Next  of  Un :  Mrs.  Samuel  A.  Lacy,  mother, 
Lancaster,  Tex. 

Roy  B.  Lange,  private.  Forty-seventh  Company,  FHfth  Regiment,  died 
of  disease  October  12,  1918,  in  France,  Bemalns  shipped  to  Dorotliy  H. 
lisnge.  mother,  2500  Homon  Avenue,  Waco,  Tex.     Former  residence; 

Waco.  Tex. 

James  L.  Laster,  Jr.,  private.  Ninety-seventh  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
UUed  in  action  September  15,  1918,  in  the  St.  Mlhiel  offensive.  Re- 
mains permanently  buried  in  grave  6.  block  B,  row  19,  St.  Mlhiel 
Cemetery.  No.  1233,  Thiaucourt,  France.  Former  residence:  Waco,  Tex. 
Next  of  Icln :  James  L.  Laster,  father,  514  North  Eleventh  Street,  Waco, 

Tex. 

Valentine  Lawson,  private.  Eighteenth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
Ulled  in  action  June  11,  1918,  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
permanently  buried  in  grave  60,  block  B,  row  6,  Aisne-Mame  Cemetery, 
No.  1764,  Belleau  Wood,  France.  Former  residence :  Bianco,  Tex.  Next 
of  Un :  Henry  Lawson,  father,  Blanco,  Tex. 

Raymond  R.  Leonard,  private,  geventy-foorth  Company,  Sixth  Regi- 
ment, died  of  wounds  October  9,  1918,  received  in  the  Mense-Argonna 
(Champagne)  offensive.  Remains  retamed  to  the  United  States  and  in- 
terred in  grave  2014,  Son^ean  sectioa.  Arlington  National  Cemetery, 
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Fort  Mtjtr,   Va.     Fonaer  wrtdenre :  Fort  Worth,  Tex.     Next  <rf  Wn  : 
DelU  Leonard.  iBOtb«f ,  1630  Worth  Btrwt,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

Joe  W.  Lison.  private.  8lxty-BeTenth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
killed  In  action  June  6.  1918,  in  the  Ciiateau-Thlerry  aector.  Bemaina 
■hipped  to  Mrs.  Minty  Ligon.  mother,  Lorlng.  Tex.  Former  residence : 
Loving,  Tex. 

Clinton  a  Lindaey,  private,  Eighty-aecond  Company,  Sixth  Bfgiment, 
killed  In  action  June  8,  1918.  in  the  Chatean  Thierry  sector.  Remains 
■hipped  to  Felix  W.  Lindaey,  father.  San  Marcos,  Tex.  Former  resi- 
dence :  S«B  Hareoa,  Tex. 

Anstin  B.  Lowery,  corporal.  Eighty-second  Company.  Sixth  Regiment, 
died  of  wounds  July  19.  1918.  in  the  Aisne-Mame  (Solssona)  offenaive. 
KemainM  retarned  to  the  United  Stntes  and  Intorred  In  grave  1762, 
European  sectiun.  Arlington  National  Cemetery.  Fort  Myer,  Va.  For- 
mer residence :  Ban  Marcoa,  Tex.  Kext  of  kin :  Jenny  Lynch,  aunt.  San 
Marcos,  Tex. 

Padgett  A.  McBeth.  private,  Eighty-third  Company.  Sixth  Regiment, 
died  of  woonds  September  13,  1918,  In  the  St.  Mihiel  offensive.  Re- 
mains shipped  to  Mrs.  Marry  McBeth,  mother,  Gatetvlile.  Tex.  Former 
residence :  Harper,  Tex. 

William  L.  McWhirter,  private.  Twentieth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
died  of  wounds  Jnne  12,  1918,  received  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector. 
The  grave  of  Private  McWhirter  has  not  been  found.  Former  residence : 
Ban  Antonio,  Tex.  Next  of  kin  :  Emma  Uarbln.  sister,  rural  route  No. 
2,  Glen  Allen.  Ala. 

Robert  G.  Moffett.  private.  Forty-ninth  Company.  Fifth  Regiment, 
killed  In  action  November  2.  1918,  in  the  Meuse-Argonne  offensive. 
Remains  shipped  to  S.  L.  Randlett,  Lancaster,  Tex.  Former  residence : 
Dallas,  Tex.  Next  of  kin:  Robert  G.  Moffett,  father,  3215  Commerce 
Street.  Dallas,  Tex. 

John  W.  Moaeld.  corporal.  Seventy-sixth  Company.  Sixth  Regiment. 
kUhxl  In  action  June  13,  1918,  In  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
■hipped  to  Mrs.  Mary  Mofleld,  mother,  Hondo.  Tex.  Former  residence: 
Hondo,  Tex. 

Dnnlel  L,  Morrel.  private.  Seventy-sixth  Company.  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  In  action  July  19.  1918.  In  the  Aii^De-Mame  (Solsaons)  offensive. 
Remains  shipped  to  John  R.  Morrel,  fattier,  Milford.  Tex.  Former  resi- 
dence :  Milford.  Tex. 

John  W.  Murphy,  private.  Seventy-ninth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  In  action  October  T,  1918,  In  Mease-Argonne  (Champagne)  offen- 
sive. Remains  shipped  to  Mrs.  Tx>tta  M.  Allen,  mother.  1124  Latham 
Street.  Memphis.  Tenn.     Former  residence :  Houston.  Tex. 

Bmeat  A.  Neil,  corporal.  Fifteenth  Company,  Sixth  Machine  Oun  Bat- 
talion, killed  in  action  June  10,  1918,  in  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Re- 
mains ahipped  to  Mnnael  Neil,  mother,  727  Ringsby  Avenue,  San 
Antonio,  Tex.     Former  reaidecce :  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

Ansuatns  C.  OMver,  private.  Eightieth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment,  killed 
in  action  September  15,  1918,  in  St  Mihiel  offenstre.  Remains  shipped 
to  Eunice  Oliver,  mother,  Belton,  Tex.    Former  residence :  Belton,  Tex. 

Wallace  M.  O'Reilly,  private.  Seventy-ninth  Company.  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  July  17,  1918.  In  Alane-Mame  offensive.  Remains  shipped 
to  Kate  O'Reilly,  mother,  1528  Kane  Street,  Houston,  Tex.  Former  resi- 
dence :  Uenston,  Tex.  * 

J«Me  A.  PalMer,  prtrate.  Seventy-fourth  Company.  CHztb  Regiment, 
killed  la  action  July  19,  1018.  la  Alsne-Marae  offenalve.  Remaina  In- 
terred In  grave  7,  block  CL  row  28.  Oiae-Alanc  Coaetery  No.  608, 
Seringee  et-Naalea,  Fraace.  Former  reiitdeocv  :  Huntarilla.  Tex.  Next  of 
kin  :  Jcaale  Paliaer,  mother,  Huotarille,  Tex. 

Abaer  B.  Partaln,  private,  Compaay  A.  Thtrteentb  Begfarat,  died  of 
disease  BepCember  24,  1918.  in  France.  Remains  shipped  to  Slla  Par- 
tafn.  mother.  Ctiero,  Trx.     Former  residence :  Tide  Haven.  Tex. 

William  B.  Pennington,  private.  Eightieth  Company.  Sixth  Beglment, 
killed  in  action  September  15,  1918,  In  St.  Mihiel  offenaiTe.  Remaina 
ahipped  to  Allen  B.  Pennington,  father,  Gateavllle,  Tes.  Fonaer  resi- 
dence: GateaTille,  Tex. 

.  Dewey  L.  PIttmaa.  private.  Eighty-third  Company,  Sixth  Regiment. 
klUed  In  action  Jnty  19,  1918,  in  Aisne-Mame  offenstre.  Remains  In- 
terred in  national  cemetery.  Saa  Aatonio,  Tex.  Former  reaidence  -.  San 
Antonio,  Tex.  Next  of  kin:  Maode  Plttman,  mother,  2417  Wyoming 
Street,  San  Aatonio,  Tex. 

Natlian  L.  Plaer,  private.  Seventy-ninth  Company,  Sixth  Beglment, 
killed  In  action  June  8.  1918.  in  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
shipped  to  Sam  Plaer.  father.  111  Bryan  Street,  Houston,  Tex.  Former 
rcaideace :  Houston,  Tex. 

Boy  B.  Baynor,  aorgeaat,  Sevcaty-alxth  Company,  Sixth  Beglaient, 
killed  In  action  September  12,  1918,  In  St.  Mihiel  oflenaive.  Remains 
Interred  in  grave  2683.  Europeaa  section,  Arlington  National  Cemetery, 
Fort  Myer,  Va.  Fonaer  reaidence :  Houston,  Tex.  Nest  of  Un :  Sarah 
L.  Watta,  mother.  Bonaton.  Mo. 

^ate  Reedy,  private,  Seventy-foarth  Company,  Sixth  Begtment,  died  of 
wounds  July  22,  1918.  received  la  Aiane^Marae  offenalve.  Remaina  in- 
terred la  grave  8,  Mock  B.  row  1.  Saresnes  Cenictery  No.  84,  Sureaaea. 
Fiaaca.  Former  reaidence :  Crowley,  Tex.  Next  of  kla :  Butrioda 
Beedy.  swttei,  2620  Tiaven  Street,  Fort  Worth.  Tex. 


Walter  F.  Renter,  corporal.  Company  G,  Thirteenth  Regiment,  died 
of  disease  October  5,  1918,  In  France.  Remains  shipped  to  Cart  Renter, 
fa  ther,  Gonsales,  Tex.     Former  residence :  Gonzales,  Tex. 

Ben  H.  Rogers,  private,  Nlnety-flfth  Company.  Sixth  Regiment,  killed 
in  action  November  6,  1918,  In  Meuse-Argonne  offensive.  Remains  In- 
terred In  grave  No.  3473.  European  section,  Arlington  National  Ceme- 
te  ry.  Fort  Myer,  Va.  Former  residence :  Edna,  Tex.  Next  of  kin : 
Rifus  H.  Rogers,  father.  Edna,  Tex. 

Horace  E.  Rowoid,  corporal.  Sixty-sixth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
dlid  of  wounds  July  21,  1918,  received  In  Aisue-Mame  offensive.  Be- 
rn tins  shipped  to  Emil  H.  Rowoid,  father,  Wharton,  Tex.  Former  resi- 
de nee  :  Wharton.  Tex. 

Arthur  B.  Sawyer,  private.  Eighth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment,  killed 
in  action  June  8,  1918,  in  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains  shipped  to 
Lila  Sawyer,  mother,  326  Williams  Street,  Key  West,  Fla.  Former 
r<  Bldence  :   Houston,  Tex. 

Leslie  B.  Scott,  private.  Eightieth  Company,  Sixth  Beglment,  died  of 
wounds  September  16,  1918.  received  in  St.  Mihiel  offensive.  Remains 
st  ipped  to  Pearl  Scott,  mother.  League  City.  Tex.  Former  residence  : 
I^Ague  City,  Tex. 

George  B.  Sellars.  private.  Twentieth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment,  died 
ot  wounds  June  7,  1918.  received  In  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
interred  in  grave  No.  1338,  section  G,  national  cemetery,  San  Antonio. 
Ti  X.  Former  residence:  Moscow,  Tex.  Next  of  kin  :  George  W.  Sellara, 
father,  Moscow,  Tex. 

Gale  B.  Shauberger,  private.  Sixteenth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
kl  lied  In  action  November  2,  1918,  in  Meuse-Argonne  offensive.  Rt  mnins 
Itterred  In  grave  No.  3470,  European  section,  Arlington  National  Ceme- 
te  ry.  Fort  Myer,  Va.  Former  residence :  Walter,  Tex.  Next  of  kin : 
Rebecca  Shauberger.  mother,  Albion,  Pa. 

Clarence  E.  Smith,  private.  Eighth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment,  killed 
In  action  November  2.  1918,  In  Meuse-Argonne  offensive.  Remains  in- 
terred In  grave  2456,  European  section,  Arlington  National  Cemetery, 
F  >rt  Myer,  Va.  Former  residence :  Victoria,  Tex.  Next  of  kin :  H.  E. 
Smith,  father.  Victoria,  Tex. 

Jacob  W.  Spake,  private.  Ninety-sixth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment,  died 
o;  wounds  June  21,  1918,  received  In  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
ii  terred  in  grave  35,  block  B,  row  3,  Aisne-Mame  Cemetery  No.  1764, 
B  elieau  Wood,  France.  Former  residence :  Dallas,  Tex.  Next  of  kin : 
J  icob  W.  Spake,  4703  Bryan  Street,  Dallas,  Tex. 

William  L.  Speake.  sergeant,  NlnetyBfth  Company.  Sixth  Reclment, 
ded  of  wounds  September  12,  1918,  received  in  St.  Mihiel  offensive. 
Bemalns  Interred  In  grave  2185,  European  st^ctlon,  Arlington  National 
C  ?metery,  Fort  Myer,  Va.  Former  residence  :  Bowie,  Tex.  Next  of  kin  : 
V  UUam  H.  Speake,  father,  Bowie,  Tex. 

Malcolm  M.  Stagg,  private,  Nlnety-flfth  Company.  Sixth  Regiment, 
k  lied  In  action  September  13,  1918,  In  St.  Mihiel  offensive.  Remaina 
a  ilocated.  Next  of  kin :  Ola  Btagg,  mother,  Churchpolnt.  La.  Former 
r(  Mideoce  :  Palaclos.  Tex. 

Maurice  T.  Buttles,  private.  Eighty-fourth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
klled  la  action  June  0.  1918,  in  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
a  lipped  to  L.  D.  Thompaon,  Leona,  Tex.  Next  of  kin :  Thomas  B. 
8 littles,  father,  San  Marcoa,  Tex.  Former  residence:  San  Marcos,  Tex. 
James  I*.  Tharp,  private.  Eighteenth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment,  killed 
ill  action  Jane  9,  1918,  in  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains  Interred 
ill  grare  8475,  European  section,  Arlington  National  Cemetery,  Fort 
1  yer,  Va.  Fonaer  reaidence :  Eagle  Lake,  Tex.  Next  of  kin :  James  A. 
C  irroii,   uncle,   Walthall,   Miss. 

John  P.  8.  Thompson,  private,  Ninety-sixth  Company.  Sixth  Regiment, 
k  lied  In  actioa  Juae  8.  1918,  in  Alsne  defensive.  R<-mslna  sblpi>ed  to 
Jie  II.  Tboaapaoa,  brother,  1208  Clay  Avenue,  Houston,  Tex.  Former 
^  aldence  :  Houston.  Tex. 

Bobert  W.  Tompkins,  private,  Seventy-fifth  Company.  Sixth  Regiment, 
d  ed  of  woonda  September  14.  1918.  received  in  St.  Mihiel  offensive. 
Btmalna  interred  in  grave  1689,  European  section,  ArliuKton  National 
C  emetery.  Fort  Myer,  Va.  Former  residence :  Houston,  Tex.  Next  of 
k  n  :  Mrs.  A.  T.  Tompkins,  mother,  2315  Bagby  Street,  Houston,  Tex. 

Boy  A.  Trow,  private.  Seventy-ninth  Company,  Sixth  BeKiment,  died 
o!  wonnda  Juae  7,  1918,  received  in  Chateau -Thierry  sector.  Remains 
a  ripped  to  Edwin  Trow,  fkther.  Trinity,  Tex.  Former  residence : 
Irlnlty,  Tes. 

Anunon  Turnbow,  private.  Forty-ninth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
k  lied    In   action    November   2,    1918,    in    Meuse-Argonne    offensive.     Re- 

0  alna  shipped  to  Bam  Hendrix,  StephenvUle,  Tex.  Next  of  kin : 
Junes  T.  Turnbow,  father,  Stephenvllle.  Tex.  Former  residence: 
e  tephenvlile.  Tex. 

Benjamin  F.  Turacr,  conwral.  Sixteenth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
hilled  in  action  June  23,  1918,  in  Chateau-Tl^erry  sector.  Remains 
n  alocated.  Llnle  Turner,  nM>ther,  Waco,  Tex.  Former  reaidence : 
\raco,  Tex. 

Andrew  J.  Van  Cleve,  private.  Ninety-sixth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
tilled  in  action  October  2,  1918,  in  Meuse-Argoone  (Champagne)  offen- 
■  ve.     Benalna  shipped  te  Willie  Van  Cleve.  CryaUl  City,  Tex.     Next  of 

1  La :  Ullie  Cooner,  sister.  222  Dallas  Street,  Saa  Antonio,  Tex. 
I  omar  rsatdcnee :  Comets.  Tex. 
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.  Clyde  C.  Voorhlea,  private.  Eighty-second  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  June  6,  1918,  In  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains  in- 
terred In  grave  82,  block  A,  row  2,  Alsne-Marue  Cemetery,  Na  1764, 
Belleau  Wood,  France.  Yancy  D.  Voorhlea,  lather,  Midlothian,  Tex. 
Former  residence  :  Midlothian,  Tex. 

Tom  T.  Waugh,  private.  Seventy-third  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  October  8,  1918,  in  Meuse-Argonne  ((Champagne)  offen- 
sive. Remains  shipped  to  Annie  Bell  Waugh,  mother,  4309  WUmer 
Street,  Houston,  Tex.     Former  residence :  Houston,  Tex. 

Joe  C.  Weber,  sergeant.  Seventy-fourth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
died  of  disease  October  29,  1918,  in  France.  Remains  Interred  in  na- 
tional cemetery,  San  Antonio,  Tex.  Next  of  kin :  Arthur  Weber, 
brother,  1919  North  Main  Street,  Houston,  Tex.  Former  residence: 
San  Antonio,  Tex. 

Leonard  Weller,  corporal.  Ninety-fifth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
died  of  wounds  November  12,  1918,  received  in  Meuse-Argonne  offensive. 
Remains  Interred  in  grave  1290,  European  section,  Arlington  National 
Cemetery,  Fort  Myer,  Va.  Former  residence:  Handley,  Tex.  Next  of 
kin  :  Hattle  Weller,  mother,  Handley,  Tex. 

Asa  C.  York,  private.  Fifty-first  Company,  Fifth  Regiment,  died  of 
wounds  October  21,  1918,  received  in  Meuae-Argonne  (Champagne) 
offensive.  Remains  shipped  to  Mrs.  Annie  York,  mother,  Giddlngs, 
Tex.     Former  residence :  Giddlngs,  Tex. 

Dewey  O.  Young,  private.  Sixty-seventh  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  June  6,  1918,  in  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
nnlocated.  Next  of  kin :  Ellen  Young,  mother.  New  Castle,  Tex. 
Former  resld.ence :  Thurber,  Tex. 

SOLDIERS  TBOM  THB  8TATH  OF  THXA8  WHO  P1«D  I!*  THB  OmTED  STATES 
AND  FO8SK88I0N8  WHILX  SSRVINO  IV  THB  DNITXD  STATUS  UASINE  COHP8 
DCBINO  THB    WORLD   WAR,    IKCLUDIMO   DISPOSITION    OT   BBUAIMS 

Walter  F.  Caster,  private,  first  class.  Depot  of  Supplies,  United 
SUtes  Marine  Corps,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  died  of  disease  September  25, 
1918,  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.  Remains  interred  in  Mount  Moriah  Ceme- 
tery, Philadelphia,  Pa.  Former  reaidence  :  El  Paso,  Tex.  Next  of  kin : 
M:r8.  Laura  E.  Moran,  mother,  214  South  Stanton  Street,  Bl  Paso,  Tex. 

James  P.  Crandall,  private,  Marine  Barracks,  New  Orleans,  La.,  died 
of  disease  October  10,  1918,  at  New  Orleans,  La.  Remains  shipped  to 
William  P.  Crandall,  father,  Childress,  Tex.  Former  residence:  Kirk- 
land.  Tex. 

Johnie  E.  Davidson,  private.  Company  H,  Eleventh  Regiment,  Marine 
Barracks.  Qnantlco,  Va.,  died  of  disease  October  4,  1918,  at  Qnantlco, 
Va.  Remains  returned  to  Estella  B.  James,  mother,  Vernon,  Tex. 
Former  reaidence:  Vernon,  Tex. 

Calvin  J.  Edwards,  jr.,  private.  Marine  Barracks,  Norfolk,  Va.,  died 
of  disease  March  13,  1918,  at  Norfolk,  Va.  Bemalns  shipped  to  C.  J. 
Edwards,  sr.,  father,  Crawford,  Tex.     Former  residence :  Crawford,  Tex. 

Oran  Edwards,  private.  Marine  Barracks,  Qnantlco,  Va.,  died  of 
disease  October  5,  1918,  at  Qnantlco,  Va.  Bemalns  shipped  to  Mrs. 
West  Edwards,  mother,  Merkel.  Tex.     Former  residence:  Midland,  Tex. 

Willie  B.  Hall,  apprentice  musician.  Marine  Barracks,  Parrla  Island, 
S.  C,  died  September  8,  1918,  of  disease,  at  Parris  Island,  S.  C.  Be- 
malns shipped  to  Lou  Hall,  mother,  Houston  Harbor,  Houston,  Tex. 
Former  residence:  Houston,  Tex. 

Frederick  A.  Hammond,  private,  died  July  21,  1918,  while  serving  at 
Marine  Barracks,  Quantico,  Va.  Bemalns  shipped  to  Emma  Hammond, 
mother,  Medina,  Tex.     Former  residence :  Medina,  Tex. 

Tom  M.  Lynch,  private.  Company  O.  Eleventh  Beglment,  Marine  Bar- 
racks, Quantico,  Va.,  died  of  disease  October  7,  1918,  at  Qnantlco,  Va. 
Bemalns  shipped  to  Mrs.  Charlie  L.  l^nch,  wife,  4716  Boss  Avenue, 
Dallas,  Tex.,  and  Interred  at  Lake  Charles,  La.  Former  residence: 
Dallas,  Tex. 

Melvin  A.  Nesbitt,  private,  Marine  Barracks,  Quantico,  Va.,  died  of 
disease  November  8,  1918,  at  Quantico,  Vs.  Bemalns  shipped  to  Mrs. 
Kste  Reed,  mother-ln-Isw,  12  North  Harvey  Street,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  Next  of  kin:  Mrs.  M.  A.  Nesbitt,  wife,  same  address.  Former 
residence:  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

James  C.  Pickle,  private,  Company  A,  Elerenth  Regiment,  Marine 
Barracks,  Quantico,  Va.,  died  September  28,  1918,  of  disease,  at 
Quantico,  Vs.  Bemalns  shipped  to  Eden  Pickle,  mother,  432  Sunset 
Street,  Dallas,  Tex.     Former  residence :  Leander,  Tex. 

Boy  St.  V.  Plummer,  private,  Marine  Barracks,  Norfolk,  Vs.,  died 
October  15,  1918,  of  disease,  at  Norfolk,  Vs.  Bemalns  shipped  to 
Mrs.  James  C.  Plummer,  mother,  711  Anstin  Street,  Houston,  Tex, 
Former  residence :  Houston,  Tex. 

Carl  G.  Schmidt,  private,  Company  H,  Eleventh  Beglment,  Marine 
Barracks,  Quantico,  Va.,  died  October  8.  1918,  of  disease,  at  Quantico, 
Va.  Bemalns  shipped  to  Minnie  Schmidt,  mother,  Beaumont,  Tex. 
Former  residence :  Houston,  Tex. 

Ira  South,  sergeant,  Marine  Barracks,  Norfolk,  Vs.,  died  October  11, 
1918,  of  disease,  at  Norfolk,  Va.  Remains  shipped  to  Mrs.  H.  W. 
South,  mother,  3002  Travis.  Houston,  Tex.  Forratf  reaidence :  Houston, 
Tex. 

Charles  W.  Start,  private.  Marine  Barracks,  Parris  Island,  8.  C.  died 
October  30.  1918,  of  disease,  at  Parris  Island,  8.  C,  Bemalns  ahipped 
to  George  L.  Start,  father,  1814  Twenty-seventh  Street,  Oalveaton,  Tex. 
Former  residence :  Galveston,  Tex. 


Chester  V.  Stoddard,  private.  Marine  Barradte,  Parris  Island,  8.  C, 
died  November  4,  1918,  of  disease,  at  Parris  Island,  8.  C.  Remains 
shipped  to  Mra.  Ola  Stoddard,  mother,  Plalnvlew.  Tex.  Former  resi- 
dence: Plslnrlew,  Tex. 

James  L.  Wales,  private.  Company  H,  Eleyenth  Beglment,  Marine 
Barracks,  Quantico,  Vs.,  died  September  30,  1918,  of  disease,  st 
Quantico,  Va.  Remains  shipped  to  James  M.  Wales,  father.  Glen  Rose. 
Tex.,  and  interred  at  Walnut  Springs.  Tex.  Former  residence :  Gleu 
Rose,  Tex. 

Monroe  P.  Wilcox,  private.  Seventy-ninth  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
Marine  Barracks,  Quantico,  Va.,  died  December  30,  1917,  at  Coraicana, 
Tex.  Remains  burled  by  mother,  Nora  Wilcox,  R.  F.  D.  No.  8,  Coral- 
cana,  Tex.     Former  residence :  Coraicana,  Tex. 

James  K.  Winn,  private.  Marine  Barracks,  Qnantlco,  Va.,  died  Sep- 
tember 29,  1918,  of  disease,  at  Quantico,  Va.  Bemalns  shipped  to  Mrs. 
Martha  Winn,  mother,  Bocksprings,  Tex.,  and  buried  at  Uvelda,  Tex. 
Former  residence :  Bocksprings,  Tex. 

Texas  had  92  oflBcere  and  3,108  enlisted  men  In  the  United  States 
Marine  Corps  during  the  World  War,  of  whom  54  ofllcera  and  1,290 
enlisted  men  saw  service  In  France  during  the  war.  Twenty  of  the 
ofllcera  and  239  enlisted  men  were  decorated,  as  follows : 

OmCBRS    DBCOXATKD 

[C.  de  Q.,  crolx  de  guerre;  P., -palm;  B.  8.,  bronae  star;  a  8.,  sUver 

stir;  G.  S.,  gold  star] 

Ca,jt.  Clyde  N.  Bates,  Navy  cross. 

Capt.  Percy  D.  Cornell,  distinguished  service  cross :  NsTy  cross ;  C.  de 
Q.  (P.)  ;  dUUon  In  General  Order  No.  88;  citation  In  American  Ex- 
peditionary Forces,  fourrag6reu 

Capt.  Duraut  S.  Buchanan.  C.  de  O.  (B.  8.)  ;  C.  de  O.  (8.  8.)  ;  citation 
in  General  Order  No.  64  ;  fourragfrre. 

Flrat  Lieut.  Lee  Bowley  Cox,  C.  de  O.  (8.  8.)  ;  citation  In  General 
Order  No.  88 ;  citation  In  American  Expeditionary  Forces ;  foorragfere. 

Flrat  Lieut.  Edwin  J.  Davenport,  C.  de  Q.  (O.  8.)  ;  two  citaUons  in 
General  Order  No.  88;  two  citations  in  American  Expeditionary  Forces 
(General  Ordera  Nos.  1  and  7), 

Capt.  Walter  Scott  Fant,  Jr.,  C.  de  O.  (O.  8.)  ;  C.  de  Q.  (P.)  ;  three 
citations ;  also  fourrag^re. 

Capt.  Walter  T.  H.  Galliford,  Navy  cross;  meritoriooa  certificate 
American  Expeditionary  Forces ;  two  citations  in  General  Order  No.  88 ; 
fourragfere. 

Capt.  Max  D.  Gilfillan,  C.  de  O.  (S.  S.)  ;  citation  In  General  Order 
No.  35 ;  C.  de  Q.  (P.)  ;  citation  in  G«ieral  Order  No.  40. 

Flrat  Lieut.  Henry  M.  Qoode.  C.  de  G.  (8.  8.)  ;  citation  In  General 
Order  No.  88 ;  citation  In  General  Order  No.  64 ;  citation  In  American 
Expeditionary  Forces  No.  2. 

First  Lieut.  Joseph  C.  Grayson,  C.  de  G.  (8.  8.)  ;  citation  In  General 
Ordera  Nos.  40  and  88 ;  citation  In  American  Expeditionary  Forces  No. 
2  ;  fourragSre. 

Capt.  Jack  Sims  Hart,  distinguished  service  cross ;  Navy  cross ; 
C.  de  G.  (G.  S.)  ;  citation  in  General  Ordera,  64,  No.  53,  No.  88,  Second 
Division ;  citation  In  American  Expeditionary  Forces ;  fourrag^re. 

Capt.  Frederick  impy  Hicks,  fourragfere. 

Capt.  John  Laury  Hunt,  citation  in  General  Order  No.  88,  Second 
Division ;  fourragfere. 

Capt  Glllls  Augustas  Johnson,  distlngnlsbed  service  cross ;  Nsvy 
cross;  citation  in  General  Order  No.  64;  fourragfere 

Capt.  Louis  Estine  McDonald,  foorrayfere. 

Capt.  Hugh  McFarland,  C.  de  O.  (P.)  ;  citation  in  General  Order  No. 
68;  dUtion  in  American  Expeditionary  Forces,  General  Ordera  No.  8; 
fourragfrre. 

Capt.  Drinkard  B.  Milner,  citation  In  General  Ordera  No.  88,  Second 
Division ;  citation  In  American  Expeditionary  Forces,  General  Ordera 
No.  8 ;  fourragftre. 

Capt.  Pink  Holt  Stone,  citation  in  General  Order  No.  88,  Second 
Division. 

Capt  John  W.  Tbomason,  fourragfere. 

WHAwrao  mx 

Max  Leo  Ackerman  (private,  flrat  class),  fonrragfere. 

Norman  I>ouglas  Acuff  (private),  fourragta-e. 

Charles  Carroll  Allen  (corporal),  foorrag*re. 

Edward  Jefferies  Allgor  (corporal),  C,  de  O.  (O.  8.)  ;  dtstlon.  Gen- 
eral Order  No.  44 ;  fourrag^re. 

Erie  Win  Alpen  (private,  flret  dass),  dtation,  General  Order  No. 
44  ;  fourragfere. 

Mile  Henry  Anderson  (private),  fourrag*re. 

William  Olaf  Anderson  (private),  fourragfere. 

Robert  Woodvllle  Angell  (private,  first  class),  fourragfere. 

Bam  Otto  Aston  (private),  fOurrag^re. 

Amory  Earl  Anstin  (sergeant),  dtstlon.  General  Order  No.  44 ;  tovt- 
rag&re. 
Ernest  Lswrence  BacdneHI  (private),  fourragifrrs. 
Marcus  Aurelius  Bacher  (private),  fourrag^re. 
Simon  David  Barber  (first  sergesnt),  fonrragfere. 
Charlie  Hermann  Barnea  (sergeant),  fourrag^re. 
Thomas  Jeffersoa  Bairentins  (corporal),  fourragica. 
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William  Erwin  Barroa   (prlrate).  toumgkn. 

JuDW  Thomas  Battle  (private,  first  clasi),  foarng^re. 
"~^~^^  Wirt  LaXayette  Baucom   (corporal),  fourrag^re. 

Alfred  OroTer  Beyer  (private),  C.  de  Q.  (S.  8.);  dtatlon,  Qenerftl 
Order  No.  35. 

Frank  Hunter  Bickham   (prlrate),  fDarragfrr«. 

Qulley  BlanJUnsbip  (gunnery  sergeant),  foarrag<fere. 

Gordon  Lee  Bledaoe  (sergeant),  foorragifere. 

Sara  Myers  Buchanan  (corporal),  citation.  General  Order  Mo.  88; 
citation.  American  Elipedltlonary  Forces  1 ;  foorrag^re. 

Fred  John  Bowers  (private),  C.  de  Q.  (B.  S.)  ;  citaUon,  General  Order 
No.  40 :  fourragtee. 

Alexander  Hamilton  Bowman  (corporal),  Navy  cross. 

K«lph  Eugme  Boykln  (private,  first  class),  foarrag^re. 

Clarence  Dande  Bradford  (sergeant),  C.  de  O.  (B.  8.)  ;  citation,  Oen- 
eral  Order  No.  88;  citation,  American  Kipeditionary  Force  No.  8; 
fourragfere. 

Carl  Andrew  Brannen  (private,  first  class),  foorragfere. 

Wilson  Ross  Bridges   (private),  fourragfere. 

Charles  Siraes  Brooks  (private),  C.  de  O.  (B.  8.)  ;  dtatioa,  O^teral 
Order  No.  64  :  foarragifere. 

Irl  Webb  Brown  (private),  foarragfere. 

John  Henry  Bruggen   (cori>oraI),  fourrag^re. 

James  Richard  Brummett  (private),  distlngnisbed-serviee  cross; 
Navy  crosii ;  citation,  General  Order  No.  88 ;  foorragt^re. 

Ilarvie  Braton   (private),  foarra^fere. 

Fred  Theodore  Bucholi  (private),  foorrag^re. 

David  Lambert  Baford  (gunnery  sergeant),  distlngnlshed-serTlce 
cross:  Navy  cross;  C.  de  G.   (G.  8.)  ;  dtatlon.  General  Order  No.  44. 

reter  Joseph  John  Cady  (private),  feurragi^re. 

Henry  Harvey  Cameron  (private),  C.  de  Q.  (B.  8.)  ;  foorrag^re. 

Aldridge  Preston  Cantpbell  (corporal),  fonrragfere. 

Ha^h  Lester  Cantrell  (private),  foarrag^re. 

Henry  Ward  Carlton  i corporal),  C.  de  O.  (B.  8.)  ;  citation,  General 
Order  No.  04 ;  also  foarragi^re. 

James  Claud  Carpenter   (cotporal),  foarragftre. 

Jesse  Bordeaux  Carroll    (corporal),   fourragftre. 

8amuel  Hutchings  Carter   (sergeant),  foarrag&re. 

(Tarey  Tom  Caston  (private,  first  class),  fourragfere. 

Orederlck  Hodson  Cederbnrg   (private),  fonrragftre. 

Andrew  Champion  (private),  C.  de  G.  (G.  8.)  ;  citation.  General  Order 
"f<Q,  64  ;  foanragftre. 

John  Jay  Chaney  (private),  foarrag^re. 

Charlie  Morris  Chandler  (sergeant).  C.  de  G.  (8.  8.).  dtatlon,  <3eneral 
Order  No.  64 ;  fourrag^re. 

Ram.Hey  Battle  Chapman  (corporal),  fourrag^re. 

Grover  Mathises  Chatman  (private),  distingnlshed-serTice  cross ;  Navy 
:  C.  de  O.  (P.)  ;  dUtlon,  General  Order  No.  88;  Med.  Milttalre. 

William  Richard  Cherry  (private,  first  class),  fourragftre. 

Allen  McKeeo  Clapp  (gunnery  sergeant),  C.  de  G.  (8.  8.)  ;  dtatlon, 
(3eneral  Order  No.  53;  fourrag*re. 

John  Wesley  Clark  (gnnnery  sergeant),  foarrag^re. 

Norman  Valentine  Clark  (sergeant),  C.  de  G.  (2  with  B.  8. ;  1  with 
8.  8.)  ;  citation.  General  Order  No.  40  and  dtatlon,  Gener^  Order  No. 
04 ;  also  fonrrag^re. 

William  Murphy  Clutter  (sergeant),  fourragftre. 

Earl  Clybum  (sergeant),  foarragftre. 

Edward  Napolean  Coats  (corporal),  ftonrrag^re. 

James  Ridiard  <?obb   (private),  foorrag^re. 

Charles  Ignatius  Coffln,  Jr.   (private),  fourragftre. 

George  HQbert  CogdiU   (private),  foarra^ftre. 

Virgil  James  Conaway   (private),  fonrragftre. 

Ru8St^>ll  B.  Cope  (corporal),  foarragftre. 

Lewis  Oats  Cox   (corporal),  fourra^tee. 

William  Otto  (^uuitngham  (corporal),  C.  de  O.  (O.  8.)  ;  dtatlon.  Gen- 
eral Order  No.  88;  citation,  American  Expeditionary  Forces;  foar- 
rag*re. 

Harold  Bagene  Cnrtis  (first  aergeant).  C.  de  G.  (B.  8.)  (8.  8.)  ;  dta- 
tlon. General  Order  No.  40:  dUtlon,  General  Order  No.  88;  dtatlon, 
American  Expeditionary  Forces ;  foorragtoe. 

Theodore  Delieney  (private),  foarragire. 

Sam  Houston  Dirkerson   (private),  toarragftre. 

Cebe  Walter  Donold  (sergeant).  C.  de  G.  (B.  8.);  dtatlon,  (a«Beral 
Order  No.  40 ;  citation.  General  Order  No.  88 ;  also  foarrag*re. 

Frank  BUphalet  Drake  (sergeant),  foorragftre. 

Walter  I>adsiak  (private,  first  class),  fourragtoe. 

Herbert  Dilard  Dnnlavy  (private),  dlatingnlshed  service  cross;  Navy 
cross :  citation.  General  Order  No.  40. 

Henry  Marcua  Dyer  (sergeant),  fonrragftre. 

William  Laasdate  Dyaer  (corporal),  dtatioa,  Odober  3.  1918.  Blanc 
Mont,  General  Order  No.  04,  Second  Division. 

Frank  Alexander  EUls  (corporal),  C.  de  O.  (8.  8.)  ;  cttation,  Qcaeral 
Order  No.  44. 

Jesse  William  Emery  (private),  (oartag^re. 

Hooston   Bnrleaon   Fanner   (corporal),  (oorragtoa. 

iay  Bryan  Farr  i^vats),  foomclca. 
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Sogers  George  Farrow  (private,  first  da8s).C.  de  G.  (8.8.)  ;  dtatlon. 
Gel  eral  Order  Second  Dlvi.^ion,  No.  53 :  also  fourrag*re. 

^riiiiuii  Martin  Felgle  (sergeant),  distinguished-service  cross;  Navy 
cro(  s ;  C.  de  G.  (B.  8.)  ;  citation,  in  General  Order  No.  40 :  citation.  Gen- 
era  Order  No.  64;  citation  in  General  Order  No.  88;  fourragire. 

John  Evan  Flinn   (sergeant),  fourrag^re. 

^r'iUlam  Lawrence  Ford   (private  first  clasH),  fourragifere. 

James  Gaines  Forrest  (private  first  class),  fourragire. 

Iloyd  Arthur  Forse  (corporal),  fourrag*re. 

Diehard  Selkirk  Fowler  (private),  fourragCre. 

E  arris  Lester  Fox  (private),  fourragfere. 

\riUiam  Alexander  Francis  (private  first  class),  fourrag^re. 

Cpal  Morgan  Gandy   (private),  fourrag^re. 

^r'illiam  Hill  Gardner,  Jr.  (private,  first  class),  fourragfere. 

Francis  Edward  Gieaen  (private),  fourragfere. 

C  ary  Gillia  (corporal),  fourragire. 

lom  Girolamo  (private,  first  class),  fourragfrre. 

^delphas  Lee  (3oddard  (private),  fourrag^re. 

I -a  Jessie  Gothard  (corporal),  fonrragftre ;  citation  In  General  Order 
No.  64,  Second  Dlvlalon. 

Eddie  Steel  Gowen  (corporal),  f  ourrag^re ;  dtatlon  in  General  Order 
No.  44. 

Claude  Burion  Gray   (private),  fonrrag^re. 

J>bn  Griffln   (private,  first  class),  fourrag^re. 

Joseph  Gnyton  (corporal),  fourrag^re. 

Ctarles  Leonard  Haasis  (corporal),  citation  in  General  Order  No.  64, 
Seciind  Division.     Citation  in  American  Elxpeditionary  Forces. 

Arthur  Leonard   Hale    (corporal),  foarrag^re. 

Jsrry  Frank  Hale  (corporal),  C.  de  G.  (2)  (2  8.  8  )  ;  citation  in  Gen- 
eral  Order  No.  44 ;  dtatlon  in  Oenottl  Order  No.  53 ;  fourragfere. 

J>hn  Jerry  Hale  (corporal),  C.  de  G.  (S.  S.)  ;  citation  in  General 
Ord  ;r  No.  53,  Second  Division,  fourragdre. 

ilbert  Sidney  Hammack  (private),  3  C.  de  G.  (2  B.  8.  ft  1  8.  8.)  ; 
cita  tion  in  General  Order  No.  40 ;  fourragftre. 

Millie  Hampton  (sergeant),  fourrag^e :  C.  de  G.  (P.);  citation  in 
Gel  eral  Order  No.  88 ;  citation,  American  Expeditionary  Forces. 

\rillie  Walter  Uanz   (private),  fourrag^re. 

1  [aurlce  Stanley  Hardin  (corporal),  fourrag^re;  citation  in  General 
Ort  er  No.  88,  St'cond  Division ;  citation  In  American  Expeditionary 
Foi  »B,  General  Order  No.  2. 

Charles  Gus  Hawkins  (sergeant),  fourrag^re ;  dtatlon  in  American 
Exieditlonary  Forces. 

Cardlner  Hawkins  (private),  dtatlon  in  General  Order  No.  88 ;  C.  de 
G.     S.  8.). 

E  mmett  Thames  Hensley  (private),  fourrag^re. 

Alb»»rt  Ernest  Herxog  (corporal),  fourragfere. 

^^Uliam  Dooward  Hicks  (sergeant),  C.  de  O.  (S.  8.)  ;  citation  in  Gen- 
eral Order  No.  53 ;  fourragftre. 

Clyde  Powell  Higgins  (private),  2  dtstions  in  General  Order  No.  88; 
2  c  tatlons  in  American  Expeditionary  Forces ;  fourrag^re. 

I  arl  Travis  Hill  (private),  foarrag^re. 

Ilarry  Garvis  Hobbs  (private),  C.  de  G.  (B.  8.)  ;  dtatlon  in  General 
Ore  er  No.  40 ;  fonrragfere. 

James  Willla  Hobbs  (corporal),  fourragtre. 

I  obert  Lee  Hoecker  (corporal),  C.  de  G.  (B.  8.)  ;  dtatlon  in  General 
Ord  er  No.  53  ;  fourragftre. 

Ctbo  Clarence  Holland  (corporal).  C.  de  G.  (P.)  ;  citation  in  General 
Ord  er  No.  88 ;  dtatlon  in  American  Expeditionary  Forces ;  fonrragftre. 

E  OSS  Holloway   (private),  fourrag^re. 

Clenn  Hollingsworth   (sergeant),  fourrag^re. 

J>hn  Wiliianks  Hnfsmith   (private),  fourrag^re. 

V'arren  Richard  Jackson  (corporal),  C.  de  G.  (S.  8.)  ;  dtatlon  In  Gen- 
eral Order  88 ;  dtatlon  in  American  Expeditionary  Forces  General  Order 
No.  3 ;  (oorragftre. 

£  enry  Grady  James  (sergeant).  C.  de  O.  (8.  8.)  ;  dtatlon  in  General 
Ord  iT  No.  53  ;  fourragtoe. 

Vlllie  Ross  Jeffres  (sergeant),  dtatlon  In  General  Order  No.  40;  foor- 
rag^re. 

UTalter  WHliam  Johnson  (private),  first  class),  fourragfrre. 

I  emuel  Under  Johnston,  Jr.   ( private) ,  f ourrag^re. 

C  ral  Dotrage  Johnston  (private,  first  clas-s),  foarrag^re. 

I  taner  E>mest  Jones  (private,  first  class),  fourrag^re. 

Jack  Hodge  Jones   (private),  fourrag^re. 

Jack  Jordan  (sergeant),  distinguished  service  cross;  Navy  cross; 
C.  <  e  O.  (G.  8.)  ;  dtatlon  in  (General  Order  No.  64  ;  fourragftre. 

1  ravis  Hooston  Jossy    (corporal),  fourrag^re. 

llarvln  Gilford  Justice  (first  sergeant),  C.  de  G.  (G.  8.)  ;  C  de  O. 
(P.  ;  citation  in  Ueneral  Order  No.  44  ;  citation  in  General  Order  No. 
88 ;  dtatlon  in  General  Order  No.  64 ;  dtatlon  in  American  Expedition- 
ary Forces,  General  Order  No.  3 ;  fourrag*re. 

James  Ingram  Kaigler  (private,  first  class),  fourrag^re. 

Clarence  Hines  Kelly  (private),  fourragftre ;  C.  de  G.  (B.  8.<  ;  dta- 
tioa   in  General  Order  No.  64. 

Itoj  Dee  King  (private),  foorrag^re. 

leonard  William   Kirchman    (private),  fonrragferSb 

faauel  Byrne  Jeukina   (sergeant),  Xoorrac^re. 
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James  Lambert  (sergeant),  fourrag^re. 

Walter  Averillo  lAne  (private),  fonrragfere. 

Jefferson  Davis  Lauderdale  (private),  dtatlon  in  General  Onler  No.  44. 

William  Henderson  Lee  (sergeant),  distinguished  service  cross;  C.  de 
Q. ;  Navy  cross ;  also  fourragftre. 

Charles  Wilcox  Leigh   (private),  fonrragfere. 

Clinton   Steven  Llndsey    (private),   fonrragfrre. 

Wilbur  Tlcknor  Love  (private),  citation  in  General  Order  No.  88;  dta- 
tlon in  American  Expeditionary  Forces ;  fourrag^re. 

Bykes  Sanford  McClane   (corporal),  foarrag^re. 

James  Albert  Md'Ioskey    (private),   fonrragftre. 

Robert  Dewey  McMillan  (private,  first  class),  fourragfere. 

William   Sherman  McWhorter    (corporal),   fourragftre. 

Paul  Raymond  Mahan  (corporal),  citation  in  General  Order  No.  64; 
dtatlon  In  General  Order  No.  88;  dtatlon  in  American  Kipedltlonary 
Forces,  General  Order  No.  3. 

Jack  Harry  Marold   (corporal),  foarragfere. 

Robert  Evan  Martin  (private,  first  class),  fourragftre. 

lAwrenco  Arthur  Milllcan  (private,  first  class),  C.  de  G.  (B.  S.)  ; 
dtatlon  in  General  Order  No.  40 ;  fourragfere. 

Jesse  John  MIms  (private),  C.  de  G.  (8.  8.);  citation  In  General 
Order  No.  53. 

Thomas  Jeptha  Mitchell  (private,  first  class),  fourrag%re. 

Charlie  William  Mitchell  (sergeant).  C.  de  G.  (B.  8.)  ;  citation  in  Gen- 
eral Order  No.  40. 

James  Thornton  Murrell    (private),  fourragire. 

Robert  Z.   Necessary    (private),  fourragftre. 

Thomas  Burkett  Necessary    (private),  fourragfere. 

George  Elmer  O'Neill  (gunnery  sergeant),  C.  de  G.  (G.  8.)  ;  citation  in 
General  Order  No.  44  ;  fourragfere. 

WalUce  Michael  O'Reilly  (private),  C.  de  G.  (8.  8.)  ;  dtatlon  In  Gen- 
eral Order  No'  40. 

Thomas  Jefferson  Pace   (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Homer  Serai  Pankhurst    (private),  fourragftre. 

Pleas  Parker  (private),  citation  in  American  Expeditionary  Forces; 
fourragdre. 

Curtis  Henry  Parson  (private),  citation  in  General  Order  No.  44; 
fourrag^re. 

Floyd  Miller  Patterson    (private),   fourrng*re. 
"Lee  Patton  (corporal),  C.  de  G.  (G.  S.)  ;  citation  in  General  Order  No. 
44  ;  fonrragftre. 

Wayne  Dewey  Paul  (corporal),  fourragfere. 

Frank   Pavelka    fcorporal),    fourragftre. 

Dock  Peel  (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Leonard  Perkins  (private),  fourragftre. 

Daniel  Glind  Pinkston  (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Dewey  Lawrence  Pittman  (private),  fourragftre. 

Nathan  Louis  Piier  (private),  C  de  G.  (B.  8.)  ;  dtation,  General 
Order  No.  40. 

Dread  Dawson  Pressley  (private,  flrat  clasa),  fonrragtoe. 

Joseph  Austin  Presswood  (private),  fourragftre. 

Gilbert  Roland  Quinney  (private,  first  class),  C.  de  G.  (B.  8.)  ;  citation, 
General  Order  No.  88 ;  citation,  American  £]xpeditionary  Forces ;  four- 
ragftre. 

John  Boyd  Ralnbolt   (private),  fourragftre. 

Charlie  Hendrickson  Rankin  (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Ian  Madison  Ray  (private),  fourragftre. 

Alfred  Pmnklin  Bea   (private),  fourragftre. 

Nicholas  John  Retza  (private),  fourragftre. 

Herbert  John  Heuwer  (private),  fourragftre. 

Oby  Victor  Rboads  (coriwral),  fourragftre. 

Norval  Joshua  Rich  (private),  fourragftre. 

Jessie  Ray  Roark  (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Henry  Ector  Roberts  (private),  fourragftre. 

8amnel  Gurlle  Robinson  (private),  fourragftre. 

Ben  Hadden  Rogers  (private),  fourragftre. 

Charles  Rogoski  (private),  fourragftre. 

Winston  Rutledge  Roper  (sergeant),  C.  de  G.  (S.  8.)  ;  dtatlon,  General 
Order  No.  53  ;  fourragftre. 

Raymond  Ross  (private),  C.  de  O.  (G.  8.)  ;  dtatlon,  General  Order  No. 
40. 

Horace  Enns  Rowold.  Med.  Mllitalre ;  C.  de  G.   (P.)  ;  fourragftre. 

John  Edward  Ryan  (sergeant),  distinguished-service  cross;  Navy 
cross;  C.  de  G.  (G.  8.)  ;  citation  in  General  Order  No.  88;  fourragftre. 

Joe  Albert  Riha  (corporal),  citation,  General  Order  No.  44;  four- 
fa  gftre. 

Robert  Louis  Robertson,  Jr.   (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Max  Christian  Schilling  (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Dewey  Schmidt   (private),  fourragftre. 

John  Henry  Schmldta  (private),  fourragftre. 

Leslie  Bryan  Scott  (private),  fourragftre. 

Walter  Herbert  Scott  (corporal),  fourragftre. 

William  Scruggs   (sergeant),  fourragftre. 

John  SeselJa  (corporal),  fourragftre. 


Donald  Ransay  Sheaff  (sergeant),  distinguiahed-acrTice  eroas;  Navy 
cross ;  dtatlon,  (}kneral  Order  No.  40 ;  fonrragftre. 

John  T.  Sheffield  (gunnery  sergeant),  C.  de  G.  (G.  S.)  ;  dtatlon,  Gen- 
eral  Order  No.  64,  Second  Division ;  appointed  second  lieutenant,  MCB 
December  18,  1918. 

Charles  Dillon  Shepherd  (private),  fourragftre. 

Royal  Hamilton  C.  Shepherd  (corporal),  distinguished -service  cross; 
Navy  cross;  C.  de  G.  (B.  S.)  ;  citation.  General  Orders  Nos.  44  and  53; 
fourragftre. 

August  Slack  (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Charles  Rufus  Smith   (private,  flrat  dass),  fourragftre. 

F.  Griffln  Smith  (private),  fourragftre;  citation  la  General  Order  No. 
88)  ;  dtation  in  American  Expeditionary  Forces. 

Clyde  Douglas  Smith  (private),  C.  de  G.  (B.  S.)  ;  dtatlon  in  General 
Order  No.  64,  Second  Division ;  also  fourragftre. 

Jack  Allen  Snoed   (sergeant),  fourragftre. 

Edward  Richard  Spell  (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Leslie  Spindler  (corporal),  fourragftre;  dtatlon  In  Cteneral  Order  No. 
64,  Second  Division. 

Walter  Lee  Sprinkles  (private,  firat  class),  fourragftre. 

John  Francis  Stasky  (private),  C.  de  6.  (B.  8.)  ;  dtatlon  In  General 
Order  No.  44 ;  fourragftre. 

Guy  Jacob  Stroup  (corporal),  dtation  in  General  Order  No.  88;  four, 
ragftre. 

Earl  Vernon  Stubblefleld  (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Bishop  Taylor  (private),  fourragftre. 

Lawrence  Tedesco  (corporal),  fourragtev. 

Martin  Andrev  Teer  (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Randal]  A.  Tharp  (private),  C.  de  G. ;  dtatioa  in  Oeneral  Order  No. 
88 ;  dtatioa  In  American  Expeditionary  Force  General  Order  No.  4. 

Cortex  Loy  Thompson  (gunnery  sergeant),  dtatlon  in  (SenenI  Order 
No.  88;  fourragire. 

George  Thomas  Tipps  (private),  C.  de  O.  (8.  8.) ;  dtatkm  in  General 
Order  No.  58. 

Jessie  Glenn  ':cy>mpkins   (private),  fourragftn. 

Herberi  Hear}'  Townsend  (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Reagan  Tubb  (corporal),  fourra^re. 

James  Albert  Tucker  (corporal).  C.  de  O.  (8.  8.)  ;  dtatlon  in  Oeneral 
Order  No.  40,  Second  Dtvision ;  also  fourrag^ra. 

Ben  Tillman  Turner  (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Locke  Paul  Tittle  (private),  fourragftre. 

Andrew  Jackson  Van  Cleve  (private),  fourragftre. 

Charles  Jonas  Vanek   (private,  first  class),  fourragftre. 

Uaell  D.  Walker  (corporal),  fonrragftre. 

John  Luther  Wallace  (corporal),  fourragftre. 

Allen  Webster  (private,  first  class),  fbnrragftre. 

Leonard  Weil**  (corporal),  fonrragftre. 

Oscar  Weiss   'Corporal),  fourragftre. 

Fred  Wllllhmi    (private),  fonrragftre. 

Wilbur  Alexatder  Woods  (sergeant),  fourragftre;  dtatlon  in  Genera] 
Order  No.  88 ;  citation  in  American  Expeditionary  Forces. 

John  May  Worrell  (private),  diatlngoished-servlce  cross;  Navy  crosi; 
citation  in  General  Order  No.  40. 

Judson  Wyche   (private),  fourragftre. 

Catualtiet  tulfer^^d  hy  offlcerg  and  enlitted  men  from  the  Btate  of  Tetna 
vrhile  terving  in  the  United  Btatet  Marine  Corpt  during  the  Worl4 
War 
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DisrosinoH  or  ovaasRAs  dbad 

Returned  to  Unived  States 87 

Permanently  buried  in  Europe. _._^__-_ 14 

Unlocated 2 

CONDUCT  or  INDIAIf  AVTAIU 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President,  a  few  (lays  ago  the  jtmlor 
Senator  fi*om  J^Iontana  [Mr.  Wheelex]  made  a  speech  over  the 
radio  on  the  In«lian  question.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Montana 
is  a  member  of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Indian 
Affairs  that  lias  been  investigating  the  Indian  question.  I 
should  like  very  much  to  liave  an  article  from  the  Washingbm 
Star  containing  his  address  incorporated  in  the  Rboobd,  and  I 
ask  unanimous  ccmsent  to  that  end. 

The  VICE  PU£8ID£I<«1'.    Without  objection,  it  U  so  ordered. 
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The  vtddrtaB  is  u  follows : 
WtUBL^    Vrrvouta    Iirot*?*    T»batii»3»t — Bbsatoe    iji    Radio    Fobcm 
gpsacH  AMMkiavn  BrxBAU  ano  Conqbcss 

Skrereiy  srraigniDg  the  Indian  Bureau  and  Congreaa  for  their  trett- 
■leni  of  "  the  only  100  per  cent  Americana  in  the  United  States,"  Sena- 
tor Bdbtox  K.  WawMLMM,  Democrat  of  Montana,  made  ■  plea  for  an 
honest,  bamane,  and  boslaeMlike  superviaion  of  Indian  affairs  last  nisht 
In  the  National  Radio  Forum  sponaored  by  the  SUr  over  a  nation-wide 
hook-ap  of  Cofnmbia  Broadcasting  System  stations. 

Just  returned  from  an  extended  investigation  on  which  he  rlalted 
reservations  in  Ave  Western  States  In  his  capacity  as  a  member  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  Senator  Whxeucb  declared  tbat 
after  70  years  under  the  ttitelage  of  the  Indian  Bureau,  the  American 
Indian  has  paid  his  political  debts  "  to  his  moral,  physical,  and  economic 
ruin."  Tbe  National  Radio  Forum,  arranged  by  tlie  Evening  SUr.  is 
broadcaat  each  week  through  Station  WMAL. 

Senator  Wbolkb,  referring  to  a  report  that  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
Wilbur  bad  said  something  to  the  effect  that  tbe  Indians  should  be  given 
a  "  pickle,"  made  this  statement :  "  Tbe  trouble  Is  tbe  Indians  have  had 
too  many  pickles.  It  lan't  pickles  tbat  they  need,  but  an  honest,  efllclent, 
businesslike  admlatstration  of  their  affairs.  They  have  been  exploited 
and  plundered  by  Indian  traders,  luml>er  concerns,  oil  companies,  etc., 
until  they  have  little  of  their  resources  Intact." 

CBAaOCS   BBOKCM   PLCDOES 

Reviewing  the  broken  pledges  of  the  Government  and  his  treatment 
at  itn  hands  over  a  period  of  many  years.  Senator  Whixles  said  it  was 
apparent  that  the  Indian  Bureau  and  Congress  were  still  in  accord  with 
the  old  phraaa  that  "  the  only  good  Indian  is  a  dead  Indian." 

"  la  70  years  we  have  not  taogtat  tbe  Indian  to  be  self-supporting,"  he 
Ml<t    "  He  is  less  so  to-day  than  he  was  at  tbe  beginning." 

His  Invevtlgatlons  In  the  West.  Senator  Whiblex  pointed  out.  have 
led  htm  to  hope  tbat  tbe  new  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  would 
relegate  to  the  "political  scrap  heap"  many  of  tbe  incompetent  super- 
intendents of  reaervationa,  and  tbat  in  their  place  and  stead  "  we  will 
have  m««  who  are  not  just  seeking  a  ]ob,  but  who  are  anxious  and 
willing  to  render  a  service  to  the  Indians  and  to  all  mankind  as  well." 

As  a  reaaedy  for  many  of  tbe  conditions  which  he  declared  have  made 
the  Indian  to-day  "  hungry  and  slek  and  poor,"  Senator  Whiblkb  recom- 
mended that  the  Indiana  be  given  a  voice  in  the  leasing  of  trust  property 
as  well  as  bis  tribal  property. 

lUKEa  PLEA  PCS  HOSPITALISATION 

"  Tht-y  are  anxious  for  an  education,  and  should  be  given  it,"  he  said. 
**  I  am  convinced  that  tbe  education  should  be  turned  over  to  tbe  several 
States.     They  should  attend  public  schools." 

"  I*roper  hospitalisation  should  be  provided  aU  tribes,"  he  urged,  in 
dtlng  the  fact  tbat  tuberculosis  Is  rampant  and  uncared  for  on  the  Indian 
reserratlons.  In  consideration  of  the  fact  tbat  tbe  worth  of  property 
belonging  to  approximately  225,000  Indian  wards.  Senator  Whsbuw 
declared  that  a  boalnesallke  accounting  aystem  should  be  eatabUabed 
and  the  Indiana  rendered  an  itemised  quarterly  statement  of  their  per- 
sonal and  tribal  funds  In  tbe  bands  of  the  Indian  Olllcc.  something 
which,  he  stressed,  has  never  been  rendered  them. 

Senator  WHBiLsn'B  speech.  In  full,  follows : 

TKST  OP  WHSBiai  BPBWn 

"  Ladles  and  lentleaen  of  tbe  radio  andleaee.  I  am  glad  to  say  a 
word  to  yon  this  evening  regarding  tbe  plight  of  the  American  Indian, 
the  only  100  per  etnt  American  In  tbe  United  States,  but  who  seldom 
parades  tbe  tact  either  In  private  or  public  gatherings. 

"  There  la  a  saying  with  which  some  of  you  are  familiar,  namely, 
'  The  only  good  Indian  Is  a  dead  Indian.'  This  phraae  was  coined 
when  the  Indians  were  still  a  menace. 

"  I  aa  quite  ante  that  when  I  have  flnisbed  this  evening  yon  will  feel 
that  the  Indian  Bureau,  and  perhaps  Congress,  is  In  thorough  sccord 
with  the  aentlment  expreaaed  in  the  foregoing  statement. 

"  I  shall,  in  the  Halted  time  at  my  command,  deal  with  the  problens 
of  tbe  Indiana  at  the  present  time  and  endeavor  to  point  oat  what  I 
deem  to  be  sooie  of  the  things  that  should  be  done  to  correct,  aa  far  as 
possible,  the  mlBtakea  which  have  been  auMie  In  tbe  past. 

"  First,  let  OS  fbr  a  BMDcnt  go  back  to  the  period  beginning  1824  and 
ending  about  1874.  It  was  during  tbe  adainlatration  of  Ftealdent 
Pierce  tbat  we  entered  into  treaties  with  many  of  the  nations  or  tribes 
•f  tbe  Aaaerlcan  Indians.  We  had  driven  the  Indians  from  the  Atlantic 
coaat.  and  thcnee  tt«m  the  fertUe  flelda  of  the  Ohio  and  Mlasisalppi 
Valleya,  until  they  were  now  located  In  the  far  Weet. 

aaunossHip  or  thust  cbbath> 
**  Thef  resisted  aa  beat  they  conld  at  every  step.  Oar  ways  of  living 
were  not  theln.  nsey  knew  nothing  of  manufaetaring  and  little  of 
farming.  They  Uved  mincipally  by  fishing  and  hunting,  and  tbe  forest 
the  stream,  and  the  plains,  with  the  rsvlng  bnffalo  herds,  famished 
them  their  food.  This  very  briefly  was  the  life  the  Indians  led  when 
we  eartered  Into  treaties  with  them,  by  tbe  terms  of  whleh  the  Chief 
Kxectttlvee  of  this  Nattw  and  tbe  Cengreases  of  the  United  States  sol- 
•asnly  pledged  that  they  would  protect  tbem  in  tbeix  person  and  their 
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property.     They  were  to  be  our  wards,  we  their  guardians.     A  relaMon- 
of  trust  was  created  not  only  as  to  their  property  but  as  to  their 
one. 

We  prohibited  the  sale  or  giving  of  liquor  to  them  or  the  Introdoc- 
of  the  same  onto  their  reservations.     These  reservations  were  pet 
ie  for  their  sole  and  exclusive  l)eneflt.     We  were  to  exclude  unde- 
sirable persons  from  entering  upon  tbe  same.     We  were  to  guard  their 
property  as  faithfully  as  tbe  father  or  guardian  protects  bis  son's  or 
ward's. 

Realizing  bis  limitations,  bis  lack  of  training,  his  unfitness  for  farm- 
we  In  some  instances  gave  bim  tbe  exclusive  right  to  bunt  large 
of  forest  lands.  The  land  on  the  reservation  was  bis,  to  be  held 
trust  by  the  Oovernment  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of  the  Indian 
The  treaty  was  as  solemnly  entered  Into  as  was  tbe  treaty 
Belgium  and  Germany,  and  Just  as  unceremoniously  broken, 
once,  not  twice,  but  many  times,  and  by  the  Congresses  of  the  United 
Stites  and  by  the  Chief  Executives  of  the  United  States.  Not  by  one 
Pr^ldent  or  by  one  Congress,  but  by  successive  Presidents  and  by  suc- 
ve  Congresses,  and  when  the  Indian  came  to  Congress  and  com- 
plifned  and  asked  that  be  be  permitted  to  go  into  court  and  sue  the 
Go  remment  for  violation  of  his  treaties,  he  was  told,  in  some  Instances 
least,  tbat  it  was  agaUist  tbe  '  economy  progrnm  '  of  the  administra- 
And  this  in  face  of  the  fact  that  be  was  not  seeking  to  go  into 
Indian  court,  but  into  tbe  white  man's  court  and  seeking  to  recover 
r  what  tbe  white  man':*  ctjort  might  adjudge  was  Justly  due  and 
owfng  to  him. 

riNALLT  OBANTCD    PRIVILSCa 

After  .vears  of  agitation  the  Indian,  in  most  instances,  ha3  at  last 
granted   this   privilege.      But    the    Indian   Bureau    fought   against 
grt^nting  his  request  for  years. 

What  have  we  done  for  the  Indian?    How  have  we  fulfilled  our  obll- 

n   to  him?     Whose  fault  has  It   been   and  can  we  de  anything  to 

tbe  wrong,  if  wrongs  have  t>een  committed?    These  are  the  ques- 

yon  ask  and  want  to  have  answered.     I   can  not  answer  all  of 

th^m,  but  I  will  try  to  answer  some. 

As  a  member  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Indian  Affairs  I  have  been 
mdklng  a  survey  of  conditions  upon  tbe  Indian  reservations  of  this 
country.  We  have  listened  to  tbe  Indians,  to  tbe  superintendents,  and 
to  other  employees.  I  am  not  going  to  relate  to  you  anything  told  us 
by  Indians,  unless  the  same  has  been  corroborated  by  white  people. 
M<et  of  tbe  statements  are  from  testimony  of  whites  and  matters  of 
re<ord. 

'  There  are  approximately  225,000  Indians  In  tbe  United  States  under 
tbi>  domination  of  the  Indian  Bureau,  and  tbe  bureau  has  under  its 
coitrol  over  11,000.000,000  of  Indian  property. 

*  Health  conditions :  The  health  conditions  among  tbe  Indians  are 
ex  remely  bad.  Almost  without  exception  we  found  tbat  25  per  cent  of 
th  >  Indians  were  affected  with  tuberculosla.  On  one  reservation  we  were 
to  d  that  50  per  cent  of  them  were  affected.  This  means  that,  on  an 
average,  more  than  one  person  in  every  family  is  affected.  Tbe  family 
Inrariably  lived  In  a  1-room  shack.  There  would  be  little.  If  any. 
veatllatlon  and  little,  if  any.  beat  in  vrinter.  Tbe  large  percentage  of 
tu  >erculoels  among  the  Indians  is  caused  by  malnutrition  and  improper 
hopslng  conditions. 

POOR  sXBvicB  BxrrDniD  Indians 

"  Without  going  Into  the  detalla.  we  found  no  proper  facilities  for  tbe 
t^Atlnent  of  this  dread  disease  on  tbe  Indian  rcservatleus  and  generally 
no  attempt  being  made  to  treat  patients  affected  with  it.  Tbe  doctors 
on  tbe  reservations  are  underpaid,  and  there  are  entirely-  too  few  of 
tbi>m,  and  tbe  service  rendered  to  the  Indian  is  poor. 

"  Tbere  are  exceptions  to  tbe  rule.  Some  doctors  and  nurses,  where 
tbi  y  have  them,  are  doing  good  work,  although  they  lack  equipment. 

'  Trachoma  la  rampant  among  tbe  Indians.  Some  headway  is  being 
m4de  by  tbe  Indian  Bureau  in  eradicating  this  disease. 

Social  diseases  are  spreading  rapidly  among  them,  particularly  on 
thtee  reservations  tbat  are  situated  near  white  settlements.  Very  little, 
If  anything,  is  being  done  cither  to  prevent  or  to  cure  coadltlous. 

"Tbe  superintendents  admit  health  conditions  as  I  have  described 
th  >m,  but  claim  they  are  helpless.  They  claim  tbat  they  have  ai^-aled 
to  tbe  bureau  in  Washington,  but  were  told  they  could  get  du  help 
be^uae  of  lack  of  funds. 

"  In  any  event,  It  is  a  disgrace  tu  thluk  tbat  thl«,  tbo  wealthiest  of  all 
gcremments.  should  permit  such  a  sordid  conditions  as  this  to  exist 
aifong  oar  wards. 

The  economic  condition  :  Time  does  not  permit  me  to  tell  of  the 
wiy  Indian  tribal  funds  bave  been  squandered  by  gross  carelessness  and 
in>fflciency.  Many  of  tbe  reservations  look  as  if  they  were  b«'lng  man- 
asMl  by  some  aged  widow  who  could  not  make  the  simplest  kind  of 
re  ?alrs  and  who  was  tco  poor  or  too  parsimonious  to  hire  some  one 
to  make  them. 

Practically  all  of  tbe  Indians  of  tbe  Middle  Weat  and  Northwest  are 
v*y  poor.  They  formerly  bad  tribal  herds  of  cattle.  These  bave  been 
dludpated,  not  through  any  fault  of  tbe  Indians  but  through  the  gross 
in^mpetence  of  the  white  men  who  have  been  Intrusted  with  them.  No 
Indian  knows  what  became  of  bis  tribal  herd  excepting  tbat  it  was  dis- 
pifKd  of  h>  the  Government.     He  does  not  know  bow  much  tbe  cattle 
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brought  or  whether  they  were  sold  at  a  profit  or  loas  or  how  much  of  the 
money  was  placed  to  bis  credit.  Strange  as  it  may  seem,  no  Itemised  ac- 
eonnt  baa  ever  been  rendered  to  any  Indian  tribe,  ao  far  as  any  Indian 
aaperlntendent  knew  or  could  find  out. 

KSma  WBBS  GIVBM  BTATKMINTS 

"  For  70  years  or  more  the  Government  has  been  handling  the  moneys 
of  tbe  Indian  tribes  derived  from  the  leases  and  tbe  sales  of  land,  from 
tbe  sale  of  valuable  timber,  oils,  and  other  minerals,  from  tbe  sale  of 
tribal  cattle,  and  yet  this  guardian  has  never  givoi  bis  wards  an  itemised 
statement  showing  how  much  be  received  or  bow  much  was  paid  out 
or  what  for.  Not  only  that,  but  no  itemized  statement  has  ever  been 
rendered  any  individual  Indian  showing  how  bis  account  stood.  If 
there  are  cases  where  it  has  been  done  no  superintendent  knew  of  tbe 
same. 

**  Tbe  bureau  says  they  can  come  to  tbe  office  and  they  will  tell  them 
if  they  want  to  know.  Tbe  Indian  says,  '  Wlien  we  go  to  the  office  we 
can't  get  In  or  we  are  told  to  get  out'     This  Is  bureaucracy  run  mad. 

"Tbe  Indian  is  not  a  farmer  and  we  have  made  little  progress  in 
teaching  bim  bow  to  farm.  We  have  not  established  schools  whore 
farming  has  been  taught  in  a  systematic  way.  On  tbe  contrary  we 
have  allotted  him  land,  and  expected  bim  to  make  a  living  on  It  while 
tbe  best-equipped  farmers  of  our  land  are  unable  to  do  so. 

"  We  have  in  m*Cny  Instances  taken  bis  land  in  violation  of  his  tf<>aty 
rights.  One  example  of  this  will  suffice.  In  1S55  tbe  Government 
entered  Into  a  treaty  with  the  Flathead  and  other  tribes  of  Indians.  By 
the  terms  of  this  treaty  they  were  to  give  up  all  their  rights,  title,  and 
Interest  to  one  of  tbe  most  fertile  valleys  in  Montana,  known  as  the 
Bitter  Boot  Valley.  In  return  for  tbat  we  declared  they  should  have 
all  the  lands  embraced  in  what  became  known  as  the  Flathead  Indian 
Reservation,  that  the  Government  would  hold  tbe  tlMe  to  Che  same  in 
trust  for  them,  tbat  we  would  protect  them  in  their  lands,  and  tbat  we 
would  establish  schools. 

LOST  WATSa  BIGHTS 

"  In  the  year  1904,  by  an  act  of  Congress,  this  reservation  was  thrown 
open  to  settlement  by  tbe  whites.  They  were  permitted  to  buy  tbe 
Indian  land  at  a  small  price,  not  agreed  to  by  the  Indians,  but  fixed 
arbitrarily  by  the  Government.  Also  Congress  passed  an  act  creating 
a  redamatlon  project  on  tbe  reservation.  By  the  terms  of  the  act  It 
took  away  from  the  In^ans  valuable  water  rights.  It  appropriated 
their  land  for  the  building  of  hundreds  of  miles  of  Irrigation  ditches, 
and  it  took  large  areas  of  their  land  for  reservoir  sites. 

**  The  Indians  were  not  consulted,  nor  were  they  paid  for  tbe  land 
BO  taken  by  tbe  Reclamation  Service.  Tbe  Government  then  spent 
millions  of  dollars  building  this  project  and  every  Indian  who  had 
been  allotted  lands  on  this  reservation,  which  tbe  Reclamation  Service 
said  could  be  irrigated,  was  charged  for  a  share  of  the  construction 
of  this  project  and  for  maintenance  and  operations.  In  some  Instances 
this  amounted  to  as  much  as  fl25  per  acre,  and  this  regardless  of 
whether  the  Indians  land  was  suitable  for  Irrigation  or  whether  he 
wanted  his  land  to  be  Irrigated,  and  be  has  been  charged  with  the 
maintenance  and  operation  whether  he  wanted  tbe  water  or  used  it 
These  sums  bave  been  made  a  Hen  upon  bis  property. 

"  It  was  a  plain  violation  of  the  treaty — It  was  a  plain  violation  of 
every  rule  of  decent  conduct  among  men  and  would  not  be  tolerated 
among  natlona. 

"  Education :  We  have  Government  boarding  schools  on  many  of  the 
reser\-ation8.  We  give  the  children  a  sixth-grade  education,  which,  I 
would  say,  in  most  instances  is  comparable  to  tbe  fourth  grade  in  our 
public  schools. 

"After  receiving  this  schooling  a  few  are  aent  away  to  schools  of 
higher  learning,  but  this  number  Is  Inconsequential.  We  bave  not  Uught 
tbe  IndtBDs  to  farm  and  bave  not  attempted  to  do  ao,  notwithstanding 
the  claims  of  tbe  Indisn  Bureau.  We  bave  so-called  farmers  on  tbeae 
reaervationa,  bat  none  attempts  to  show  tbe  Indian  bow  to  plant  or 
ralae  bis  crop.  They  are  acting  as  lease  clerks,  subagenta.  and  as  ofllcers 
to  suppreas  tbe  liquor  trmfflc.  In  70  years  we  have  not  Unght  the  Indian 
to  be  aeU-sapportlng. 

LASIinMS    IS   ■KCOrBAOSO 

"  He  is  less  so  to-dsy  than  he  was  st  the  beginning.  We  have  not 
taufbt  him  to  work  as  a  mechanic.  We  are  encouraging  him  to  be  lasy 
and  sblftleas  rather  than  a  self-sustaining,  sdf-respecting  dttaen. 

"  The  boarding  schools  should  be  done  away  with  and  tbe  education  of 
the  Indians  should  be  tamed  over  to  tbe  States.  Where  Indians  have 
attended  our  public  schools  they  have  come  out  better  prepared  to  meet 
tbe  present-day  problems  of  our  civilisation.  Where  they  have  attended 
boarding  schools  they  have  come  out  with  little  edncatlon  and  no  knowl- 
edge of  tbe  ways  of  the  white  man.  They  are  anxious  for  an  education 
and  should  be  given  it.  I  am  convinced  tbat  the  education  should  be 
turned  over  to  the  several  States.    They  should  sttend  public  schools. 

••  Several  years  ago  1  Introduced  Into  Congress  a  bill  providing  that  the 
education  of  tbe  Indians  In  Montana  should  be  under  tbe  supervision 
of  the  State.  The  citizens  of  Montana  are  interested  in  tbe  Indians  and 
the  legislature  passed  a  law  agreeing  to  assume  tbe  responsibility. 

"  For  over  70  years  the  Indians  bave  been  under  the  tutelage  of  the 
Indian  Bureau.     When  we  took  them  over  we  said  to  them,  'Yoa  are 


uneiTfliced ;  we  are  civlUxed.'  There  waa  Uttte,  If  any,  ertme  among  the 
Indisna;  dlvoreea  were  unheard  of;  they  were  happy  and  had  plenty  of 
food.     To-day  they  are  hungry  and  sick  and  poor. 

"  Most  Indians  are  not  farmers.  Many  of  theai  are  mechanically  in* 
dined.  They  should  be  given  a  vocational  education  on  tbe  reservation 
and  taught  to  follow  some  useful  occupation. 

**  Tbe  school  system  Is  archaic  The  schools  are  <dd  fire  traps,  plamb- 
ing  poor,  ventilation  poor,  and  until  recently  corporal  ponishment  waa 
inflicted — and  it  was  corporal  punishment. 

"  The  superintendent  on  one  reservation  admitted  he  took  six  glrla, 
ages  ranging  around  16  to  18  years,  made  tbem  bend  over  a  chair  while 
be  held  tbeir  dretaes  tightly  around  their  bodies  and  beat  tbem  with  a 
strap — tbe  Indlann  said  it  was  a  piece  of  a  harness  tug.  One  boy,  so  bis 
parents  said,  was  tieaten  acrosc;  his  bare  back  until  it  bled. 

"The  tales  off  brutality  tol<l  by  the  Indians,  and  in  some  instances 
admitted  by  tbe  at;enta,  resembled  the  stories  of  the  dark  days  of  slavery. 
Many  of  these  school-teachers  and  agents  asked  tbe  question,  '  What  are 
you  going  to  do  with  tbem  when  they  won't  mind.  If  wc  can't  inflict 
corporal  punistuneat?' 

"  That's  tbe  same  question  some  slave  owners  asked.  That's  the  sams 
question  husbands  ask  when  charged  with  assault  upon  their  wives. 
But  our  present  enlightened  cavllbutlon  believes  tbere  Is  a  better  way 
than  brute  force.  But  many  Indian  agents  don't  t)elong  to  our  present 
civlltzation.  They  are  living  in  a  dvUisatlon  tbat  is  passed.  They  are 
politidans,  most  of  tbem,  who  bold  their  Jobs  through  tbe  Influence  of 
some  Senator  or  Representative.  They  are  appointed  lo  pay  some  politi- 
cal debt.  The  Indian  has  paid  political  debts  for,  lo.  these  many  years. 
He  has  paid  tbem  to  his  sorrow  and  to  hia  moral,  physical,  and  economle 
rain. 

**  Secretary  Wllhor  was  quoted  In  the  newspapers  as  saying  aometblng 
to  the  effect  that  the  Indians  should  be  given  a  '  picklt.'  The  trouble  Is. 
Mr.  Secretary,  that  the  Indians  have  had  too  many  pickles.  It  isn't 
pickles  they  need  but  an  honest  eflldent  businesslike  administration  of 
tbeir  affairs.  They  bave  been  exploited  and  plundered  by  Indian  traders, 
lumber  concerns,  oil  companies,  etc,  ontU  they  have  little  of  their 
resonrcea  intact 

USTB   BKCOMUnitDATIONS 

"Rations:  Ton  bave  heard  how  the  Indian  Bureau  fed  the  old 
indigent  Indians.  Well,  they  bave  given  tbem  rations — 11.0«  every  two 
we^s.  They  have  fed  some  of  tbem  borse  meat  and  randd  pork  until 
one  old  Indian  said  he  bad  eaten  horse  meat  until  !«  whinnied  in  his 
sle^. 

"  Conclusions. — The  old  end  indigent  Indians  should  be  eared  for  by 
the  Government 

"  Proper  hospitals  shoold  be  estsbllsbed  to  care  for  tnbercnlosis 
victims. 

"  The  young  should  receive  an  education  that  would  make  useful  dti- 
sena  out  of  tbem.  and,  in  my  judgment,  it  should  be  bandied  by  tbe 
SUte. 

"  A  businesslike  accounting  ayatem  should  be  estaUlsbed  and  tlte  Iq> 
dlans  rendered  an  itemised  quarterly  statement  of  their  personal  and 
tribal  funds  in  the  bands  of  tbe  Indian  Office. 

"  Tbe  Indians  should  be  given  a  voice  in  tbe  leafing  of  this  trust 
property  as  well  as  bis  tribal  properlry. 

"We  have  a  new  Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  a  new  Assistant 
Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs,  and  it  is  tbe  hope  of  those  Interested 
In  the  Indians  tbat  many  of  tbe  Incompetent  superintendents  will  be 
relegated  to  tbe  political  scrap  heap  and  in  their  pLtce  and  stead  ws 
will  have  men  who  are  not  Just  seeking  a  Job,  bat  who  are  aaxloas  and 
willing  to  render  a  service  to  the  Indians  and  to  all  mankind  as  weH." 

BBePM 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  reoem  nntll  11 
o'clock  to-morroW  moming. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (itt  6  o'clock  and 
ff  minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  rececw  xuitll  to-morrow,  Tuesday,  October 
IB,  1929.  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTAT.TVES 
MowDAT,  October  1^  1929 

Tbe  Hoiue  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  waa  called  to  order  bj 
the  Speaker. 

Tbe  Chaplain.  Ber.  James  Sttera  iiontgomety,  D.  D.,  offered 
the  following  praytf : 

Hear  na,  oor  Father,  we  pray.  We  thank  Thee  that  tLe 
quality  of  Thy  mercy  to  not  strained.  Aa  tbti  ]igbt  from  tbe 
skies  and  the  rain  from  the  heaTens,  it  Is  like  the  finest  of  tbe 
wheat  and  the  honey  out  of  the  rock.  Prejiare  na,  blensed 
Heavenly  Father,  for  oar  work.  There  la  no  b!gher  attainment 
than  service,  there  is  no  more  dertraMe  gift  than  power  couched 
in  love,  and  no  better  prayer  than  **  Thy  will  be  done."  Take 
oor  wills  and  make  them  Thine.  Stimolate  tisem  with  a  con- 
Biunlng  desire  to  be  our  nebtest  and  to  do  oor  best  in  return  for 
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the  unmerited  lore  of  aoi  Sarior  and  for  the  honor  our  ooontrx 
baa  bestowed  opon  as.    In  the  name  ot  the  Master.    Amen. 

The  Journal  <^  Thorsday,  October  10,  1929,  was  read  and 
aM>roved. 

IfBBSAGB  FBOM  THB  SBNATV 

A  mes»Age  from  the  Senate  hj  Mr.  CraTcn,  ita  prindpal  clerk, 
aniioonced  that  tbe  Senate  had  passed  the  following  resolutions: 

Senate  Resolution  116  (passed  September  12.  1929) 

Resolved.  That  the  8«iate  baa  heard  with  deep  regret  of  tbe  annoooce- 
ment  of  tbe  death  of  O.  J.  Ktalb,  late  a  R^resentatiTe  from  tbe  State 
of  Minnesota. 

Reaoived,  That  a  committee  of  aix  Senators  be  appointed  by  the  Vice 
PreHidt^nt  to  attend  the  fnneral  of  Mr.  Ktali.  , 

Retolted.  That  the  Secretary  commuDicnte  these  resolutions  to  the 
House  of  Representatlres  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of 
the  deceased. 

Reaolxtd,  That  as  a  farther  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  tbe  late 
O.  J.  KvALB  the  Senate  do  now  stand  in  recess  until  Friday,  September 
13,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Senate  Resolution  122  (posiied  September  23,  1020) 

Revived.  That  tbe  Senate  has  heard  with  profound  sorrow  of  the 
dtratb  of  the  Hon.  Lawbcncs  D.  Ttson,  late  a  Senator  from  the  State 
of  Tenneaaee. 

Retolved,  That  as  a  mark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  the  deceased 
the  business  of  the  Senate  be  now  suspended  to  enable  ilia  associates  to 
pay  tribute  to  his  blgh  character  and  distinguished  public  serrice. 

RettAved,  That  the  Secretary  communicate  these  resolutions  to  tbe 
House  of  Representatlres  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  tbe  family  of 
tbe  deceased. 

8WKAUH0  IN  or  UMMWIMH 

The  SPEAKER.  Mnnbers  desiring  to  take  the  oath  of  ofBce 
will  kindly  appear  in  the  well  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Nolan  and  Mr.  Montbt  appeared  before  tbe  Speaker's 
rostrum. 

Mr.  8ANDLIN.  Mr.  MoirrBr,  of  Loai!<iaua,  is  here.  He  takes 
the  ptuce  of  the  late  Mr.  Martin. 

The  oath  waa  adminiiitered  by  the  Speaker  to  Mr.  W.  I. 
NoLAR,  of  the  fifth  coogressional  district  of  MinneMota,  and  to 
Mr.  NuMA  F.  Monnr.  of  the  tliird  cougresssional  district  of 
Louitdana. 

■IfaOI.ua>  BILLS   SIOND 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  of  Penntiylrunia,  from  the  (Committee  on  Bn- 
roiletl  B1II8,  reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and 
found  truly  enrolled  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  Uou«e  of  the  fol- 
lowing title,  which  was  thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker : 

H.  J.  Kes.  80.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  postponement  of 
tiM  date  of  maturity  of  tbe  principal  of  the  indebtedness  of  tbe 
Fn^ndi  Republic  to  the  United  States  in  respect  of  the  purcliase 
of  surplus  war  stippUea. 

ISHABUC  FABM  PBOOCCTB 


Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  onani- 
movs  consent  to  address  the  House  for  fire  minutes  in  order  to 
ask  a  few  questions. 

The  SPSAKBR.  Is  there  objection  to  tbe  reQuast  of  the 
gentleman  from  Washington? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  hare  dls- 
cu.sM.'d  with  the  leadership  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  at  different 
time;}  certain  farm  bills  which  concern  growers  of  fmlts  and 
regetables  in  erery  State  in  the  Union.  The  subject  iuTolres 
about  $2,000,000,000  worth  of  agricultural  products.  One  biU 
was  introdooBd  in  the  House  by  myself  and  the  other  la  a  com- 
panion bUl  Introduced  in  the  Senate  by  Senator  Bokah,  of  Idaho. 
They  affect  fmits  and  Tegetables  moved  in  interstate  (md  foreign 
cmnmerce. 

The  Hoose  bill  has  been  considered  more  or  less  by  tbe 
Houne  Committee  on  Afrlcniture.  The  Senate  bin  was  reported 
favorably  by  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  of  the  Senate  and 
passed  the  8enat«  in  tbe  early  part  of  last  Jane. 

The  need  of  this  leglSlntion  was  referred  to — I  do  not  mean 
to  say  by  specific  bill  ntmiber— by  the  President  In  his  special 
message  last  spring.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  his  testi- 
mony before  the  Senate  Committee  on  AgricnltaVv  and  the 
House  Committee  on  Africulture  specifically  referred  to  the 
Bccesslty  of  simA  legislation.  8o  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
learn  in  the  coarse  of  several  months,  throogh  wide  corre- 
spondence, there  la  no  objection  to  it  of  any  conaeqneoce  any^ 
where  in  the  Ualted  States.  On  the  other  hand,  there  is  aa 
iiMlstent  demand  that  we  paas  this  legMatioe. 

It  providee  a  pkm  siasUar  to  what  was  in  effect  daring  the 
war,  wbieh  handtete  of  perlahaMe  farm  prodncts  agree  gave 
them  tlM  nMMt  aatiitfaetory  amusements  they  ever  hnd  and 
practlenlljr  dtaOnaleil  frmad.    The  MU  pioviden  fior  a  UcoMlaf 
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peilod  of  six  months  after  the  bill  is  enacted  before  it  goes  into 
effi  !Ct ;  so  if  it  is  enacted  at  this  special  session  tbe  six  months' 
lio  using  period  will  be  nmning  during  the  winter  and  the  law 
woild  l)e  in  full  effect  during  the  1930  marketing  season.  Al- 
mo»t  positive  assurance  daring  the  regular  session  last  spring 
was  given  that  the  bill  would  be  considered  during  the  special 
sea  liion ;  that  is,  we  had  assurance  fnmi  memt>ers  of  tlie  Com- 
mi  tee  on  Agriculture  that  it  was  to  be  included  in  the  farm 
rel  ef  program.  If  it  goes  over  until  the  regular  session  it 
wiB  probably  not  be  reached  on  the  calendar  till  next  spring, 
an(  we  shall  have  lost  12  months  ot  opportunity  of  serving  the 
pn  ducers  of  ^,000.000.000  worth  of  agricultural  products. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  tbe  Hou.se  is  doing  nottdng  now 
except  adjourning  from  time  to  time,  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  bill  has  passed  tbe  Senate  and  i.s  not  contested.  I  ask 
tha  t  it  be  taken  up  soon.  I  have  seen  requests  from  a  tew  con- 
ceris  H.sking  that  the  scope  of  the  bill  l)e  made  broader  and 
that  it  include  more  commodities.  The  Deportment  of  Agricnl- 
turs  has  considered  the  matter  for  months,  and  they  believe 
it  test  to  enact  the  bill  in  its  present  form,  and  if  it  should 
appear  desirable  a  little  later  on.  then  to  include  other  com- 
modities. 

le  bill  in  its  present  form  is  practically  without  (^position. 
Ho^'ever,  it  does  concern  hundreds  of  thousand:!,  yes,  a  million 

lie  on  the  farms;  and  many  have  written  to  me  that  tUs 
legislation  means  more  to  them  than  any  farm  relief  bill  that 
yoq  are  going  to  enact. 

le  purpose  of  the  bill  I  am  di-scussing — H  R.  2 — is  well 
set  out  in  the  title,  "An  act  to  suppress  unfair  and  fraudu- 
len  practices  in  the  marketing  of  perishable  agricultural  com- 
mo  titles  In  Interstate  and  foreign  commerce."  The  meat  of  the 
bill  is  found  in  the  definition  of — 

DNrAIB  CONDCCT 

a  BC.  3.  It  sball  be  unlawful— 

(I)  For  any  commission  mercbant  or  broker  to  make  any  fraudulent 
cba  rge  in  respect  of  any  peristiable  agricultural  commodity  received  in 
int<  rstate  or  foreign  commerce. 

(1)  For  any  dealer  to  reject  or  fall  to  deliver  in  accordance  with  the 
ten  IS  of  tbe  contract  without  reasonable  cause  any  perishable  agricui- 
tun  J  commodity  bought  or  sold  or  contracted  to  l>e  bought  or  sold  in 
interstate  or  foreign  conunerce  by  such  dealer. 

)    For  any  commission  mercbant  to  dlNcard,  dump,  or  destroy  with- 
reasoiiable  cause  any  perishable  agricultural  commodity  received  by 
commission  merchant  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce. 

(|l)  For  auy  commission  mercbant,  dealer,  or  broker  to  make,  for  a 
fra<  idulent  purpose,  any  falae  or  misleading  statement  concerning  the 
conUtloD.  quality,  quantity,  or  disposition  of.  or  the  condition  of  the 
mai  ket  for,  any  perishable  agricultural  commodity  which  is  received  in 
lnt<  rstate  or  foreign  commerce  by  such  commission  merchant,  or  bought 
or  lold  or  contracted  to  be  bought  or  sold  in  such  commerce  by  such 
dea  er ;  or  the  purchase  or  sale  of  which  in  such  commerce  is  negotiated 
by  such  broker ;  or  to  fall  oi  refuse  truly  and  correctly  to  account 
pro  nptiy  in  respect  of  sny  such  transaction  in  any  such  commodity  to 
tbe  person  with  whom  such  transaction  Is  bad. 

(>f  course,  fraudulent  losses  are  reflected  back  to  the  place 
fropi  which  the  car  started  and  are  indirectly  reflected  back  to 

producer  of  the  product 

he  SPEAKER.    The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Wa.shing- 

has  exfrired. 

r.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.     Mr.   Speaker,  I  a)^  unani- 

s  consent  to  proceed  for  two  more  minutes. 

he  SPEAKER.     Without  ol)jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

here  was  no  objection. 

r.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.  I  desire  to  ask  the  floor  lead- 
ersion  both  sides  of  the  House — there  is  no  politics  in  this  meas- 
ure— if  we  can  not  have  some  couioideratlon  of  this  measure  and 
some  arrangement  made  to  pass  this  bill  during  the  special  ses- 
sioi  I.  I  do  not  care  what  time  in  the  Hpec*lal  sessicni,  but  I  do 
fee  it  should  be  macted  so  that  the  six  months'  period  will  be 
mining  during  the  winter  Instead  of  consuming  all  of  next 
sunimer. 

r.  TIL80N.     Mr.    Speaker,   considering   the   comparatively 

U  attendance  of  the  House,  I  do  not  think  the  gentleman 
Washington  should  press  the  matter  to-day. 

r.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.     I  can  make  the  ptrfnt  of  order 

o  quorum,  and  that  may  result  in  bringing  in  more  Members. 

r.  TILSOX.  That  will  probably  not  bring  a  Quorum,  be- 
the  gentleman  understands  that  by  agreement  we  have 
bein  adjourning  for  three  days  at  a  time  and  it  was  not  expected 
thit  we  should  meet  in  dally  seMslon  for  at  least  two  weeks 
kMger.  A  notice  to  this  effect  has  l)een  sent  out  to  Members 
ani  I  they  are  not  here.  Doubtless  the  gentlenuin  luis  brought  up 
a  y  ery  important  bill,  a  bill  that  ought  to  be  considered  and  will 

considered  as  soon  as  the  membership  have  returned  and  the 
OonmUtee  on  Agricnltore,  which  la  already  formed,  begins  to 
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function.  I  assure  the  pentlcman  that  I  shall  aid  him  in  any 
way  I  can  to  bring  his  Mil  to  early  consideration.  I  am  not 
saying  anything  about  the  merits  of  the  bill,  but  it  is  probably 
a  bill  that  should  receive  consideration. 

Mr.  GREENWOOD.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  jrleld? 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.     Yes. 

Mr.  GREENWOOD.  I  would  like  to  ask  whether  the  bill  has 
been  referred  to  the  Agilcultural  Committee  and  reported  by 
that  committee  for  consitleration  by  the  House? 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.  It  has  been  before  that  com- 
mittee for  months.  It  was  before  the  committee  during  the 
regular  sessicm. 

Mr.  GREENWOOD.  And  the  proposition  Is  to  consider  it 
after  the  comiuittee  reports  on  it?    Is  that  the  idea? 

Mr.  TILSON.     It  has  not  been  reported  by  the  committee  as 

yet 

Mr.  GARNER.  If  the  gentleman  will  permit,  why  does  not 
the  gentleman  press  his  query  not  so  much  as  to  the  passage 
of  this  bill  at  the  special  session  but  as  to  getting  the  as- 
surance of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  that  he  will  give 
him  early  consideration  of  that  bill  either  through  the  steering 
ct>mmittee  or  the  Rules  Committee  if  the  bill  is  favorably  re- 
ported by  the  Agricultural  Committee?  In  that  way  tlie  gentle- 
man will  get  early  action  on  his  bill,  whereas  if  he  does  not  get 
that  kind  of  a  promise  now  he  may  not  get  It  at  all. 

Mr.  RAMSP:YEH.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SI  MMEltS  of  Washington.    Yes. 

Mr.  RAMSEYER.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  Just  understand 
the  status  of  this  proi>osed  legislatitMi.  Do  I  understand  the 
gentleman  to  .say  that  the  Agricultural  C<Hnmittee  of  the  House 
has  held  hearings  on  the  bill? 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.  They  have  considered  the 
bill  two  or  three  times  but  adjourned  before  taking  final  ac- 
tion, except  that  during  the  ckwing  days  of  the  regular  session 
in  executive  meeting — and  this  report  came  to  me — It  was 
agreed  around  the  table  that  it  would  be  made  a  part  of  the 
farm-relief  program. 

Mr.  RAMSEYER.  That  is  what  table?  The  Agricultural 
Comiuittee  table? 

Mr.  SIMMERS  of  Washington.     Yea. 

Mr.  RAMSEYER.  But  the  Agricultural  Committee  has  taken 
no  action  on  it. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.  No;  they  have  taken  no 
final  action  on  It,  but  the  bill  has  passed  the  Senate.  The 
House  committee  will  probably  take  no  action  while  we  are  in 
recess  unless  it  becomes  a  part  of  the  House  program. 

Mr,  RAMSEYER,  I  was  Just  coming  to  that  When  was 
the  Senate  bill  messaged  over  to  the  House? 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.    The  4th  of  June- 
Mr.  RAMSEYER.    And  was  it  referred  to  the  Agricultural 
Committee? 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.  It  was  held  on  the  Speaker's 
table  because  of  the  difficulty  we  were  having  in  getting  the 
siniiiar  bill  out  of  the  ccmimlttee. 

Mr.  RAMS?]YER.  The  gentleman  is  hardly  in  a  position  to 
press  the  bill  until  the  Agricultural  Committee  makes  a  rqwrt 
I  have  heard  of  the  bill  but  I  have  never  read  it.  However,  I 
have  no  doubt  it  is  a  good  bill  and  has  provisions  which  will 
aid  the  marketing  of  agricultural  products,  but  a  bill  of  such 
far-reachhig  consequences,  involving  $2,000,000,000  worth  of 
farm  products  should  not  in  the  Interest  of  orderly  procedure, 
be  considered  until  acted  upon  by  the  House  Agricultural  Com- 
mittee. We  are  not  in  a  position  to  undertake  tbe  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  on  the  floor  of  the  House  until  the  Agricultural 
Committee  has  made  a  report.  I  think  the  tiling  the  gentlraian 
should  seek  now  is  to  get  the  Agricultural  Committee  together 
and  get  a  report  from  the  Agricultural  Committee  so  we  will 
have  the  bill  before  ua  and  the  benefit  of  tlie  Judgment  of  the 
Agricultural  Committee.  Then  those  who  are  in  favor  of  the 
bill — and  probably  everybody  will  be — can  press  for  its  con- 
eideratlon. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  ot  the  gentleman  from  Waahlng- 
ton  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Waahlngton.  Mr.  Speaker,  again  I  ask 
for  two  additional  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Without  objection,  it  will  be  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.  Mr,  Speaker,  I  am  bringing 
this  up  for  the  purpose  of  seeking  eoroe  sort  of  an  understand- 
ing before  »e  continue  the  S-day  adjournments,  a  majority  of 
the  Members  remaining  out  of  the  city,  with  no  possibility  of 
getting  the  Agricultural  Committee  together,  I  do  not  know 
w^hat  my  flfwr  leader  means,  whether  he  la  going  to  give  my 
request  earnest  consideration  and  try  to  get  action  on  this  bill 
during  the  special  session  on  the  basis  of  my  statement  I  am 
willing  to  hare  it  considered  cm  its  merits,  bat  I  do  not  like  to 


have  it  held  back  and  strangled  in  coimnittee  wbtm  it  Is  Just 
as  important  and  even  more  important  to  many  farmers  than 
the  legislation  we  have  already  enacted. 

Mr.  RAMSEYER.  Of  course,  the  last  remarks  ai'e  addressed 
to  the  floor  leader,  and  I  am  not  answering  for  him  but  it  does 
seem  to  me,  as  one  interested  in  farm  legislation,  thtit  the  actl(m 
which  should  be  obtained  first  Is  from  the  Conunittee  on  Agri- 
culture The  House  Is  in  session  and  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture can  convene  at  any  time  to  consider  this  iM:t)posed 
legislation. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washingtwi.  If  we  agree  upon  two  weeks 
or  30  days'  more  of  recessing,  except  for  ccMuing  together  In  a 
perfunctory  way  every  three  days,  and  adjourning,  certainly 
that  will  be  a  loss  of  the  next  30  days. 

Mr.  RAMSEYER.  That  will  not  prevent  the  C<»mmittee  on 
Agriculture  from  meeting.  The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  is 
organised  and  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  could  convene 
now  and  h<rid  heftrings  and  could  make  a  report  on  any  day 
that  tbe  House  is  in  session.  Of  course,  if  the  uuderstanding 
goes  on,  as  we  have  had  It  since  September  23,  wo  would  not 
consider  a  report  from  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  or  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  until  the  House  decides  to  meet  regu- 
larly' for  business. 

The  SPEAKER  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Washlng- 
t(m  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  RAMSEYER.  The  thing  to  do  is  to  get  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  in  8es.sion  to  consider  and  to  report  out  this  bill. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.  I  am  hoping  the  floor  lender 
will  give  us  some  definite  assurance  in  regard  to  this  matter. 

Mr.  TILSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  If  I  may  proceed  for  «5ne  minute, 
of  course  tbe  gentleman  from  Iowa  Is  entirely  right.  We  should 
not  proceed  to  give  assurances  or  anything  else  wltfc  respect  to 
the  consideration  of  a  bill  before  It  is  reported  by  one  of  our 
commit  teesw 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.  What  I  have  stated  was  said 
with  reference  to  the  reporting  of  the  bill  by  the  committee,  as 
well  as  its  consideratiMi. 

Mr.  TILSON.  When  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  meets  and 
reports  this  Mil  to  the  House,  then  if  it  appears  that  it  should 
be  considered,  it  will  receive  consideration.  As  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Garnix]  has  suggested,  if  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  exercises  a  little  bit  of  pressure  it  will  undoubtedly 
have  its  weight  with  the  memt)ership  of  the  House  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  gentleman  will  have  reasonably  early  con- 
sideration of  his  Mil  when  the  Committee  on  A^culture  has 
reported  It. 

00MKI80IAL  AXm  TmAIfSPtMerATIOir 

Mr.  CABLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the  27th  of  last  month  I  In- 
troduced a  bill  providing  for  the  issuance  of  certiflca':es  of  con- 
venience and  necessity  to  commercial  air  tran^wrtntion  c<Hn- 
panles.  Senator  Walsh  of  Mn^^sachusetts  has  introduced  a 
similar  bill  in  the  Senate.  A  few  days  ago  I  received  a  brief  on 
the  subject  written  by  Thomas  H.  Kennedy,  and  I  iisk  uoaci- 
mous  consent  to  insert  that  brief  In  the  Bbcoko. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  requt^st  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CABLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  leave  to  extend  my  ranarks 
in  the  Recobo  I  Include  the  following  brief  on  the  subject  of  the 
issuance  of  certificates  of  convenience  and  necessity  to  com- 
mercial air  transportation  companies,  written  by  Thomas  H. 
Kennedy. 

The  brief  is  as  f(4Iows : 

Thb  CuTiriCATc  or  CoHVSsnNca  aim  NacassRT  ArrLno  lo  An 

TSAMSPOBTAIIOH 
I. — INrKODGCnOM 

Air  transportation  *  in  tbe  United  States  bas  grown  from  notbinc  to  a 
system  flying  over  fiO,000  miles  daily  within  tbe  last  decade.  Tbe  le«al 
aspects  of  this  new  development  have  received  considerable  tbougbt. 
Soon  after  tbe  war  a  committee  of  tlie  American  Bar  AMoclatlon  under- 
took tbe  study  of  proper  air  legislation.  Poll  consideratioa  over  a 
period  of  years  convinced  tbe  committee  on  aviation  law  tbat  it  woald 
be  uoDccrasarj  to  amend  tbe  Federal  Oonstltation  in  order  to  give  tbe 
Oeneral  Uovemment  power  to  regolaU  flying.  Tbe  commerce  clause,  to- 
getber  with  the  treaty-making  power,  were  believed  sulBeieot  antborlty 

*Alr  transports  tioo  to  beie  med  to  identify  air  operatloBS  by  cstab- 
llsbed  coocerna  flyinc  on  regalar  scbedale  between  flxed  termini  otvs  an 
annoonced  roote.  Ais  article  does  not  parport  to  treat  of  tbe  other 
great  elaas  of  air  operations,  vis,  aerial-service  operators.  Tbto  last 
class,  consistiog  of  flying  sebool.  air  taxi,  and  air<pDotognpfaie  eerriees, 
fnclodes  by  tax  tbe  largest  Bomber  of  oaed  aircraft.  Beeorda  ot  tbe 
Department  of  Commerce  for  1927  show  128  airplanes  in  air  transpor- 
tation service  and  8.100  planes  is  either  private  or  aerlal-eerrice  use. 
For  1928,  8,820  planes  are  listed  not  of  air  transportation  dassiflcation. 
Possibly  less  tbao  500  are  now  in  air-transportatioD  work.  Sec  Do- 
mestic Air  Mews,  Departmmt  e(  Commerce,  Wa^lagton,  Mo.  BO,  Apr.  u, 
1929. 
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on  which  to  groond  IccltlatloB  controlling  not  merely  Intentate  and 
tor^iga  air  commerce  bat  all  flying  within  the  United  States.  In  May, 
1926.  "  the  air  commerce  act  ot  1926  "  ■  was  approved.  This  statute, 
now  in  force,  proTldea  for  the  regulation  of  aircraft  and  airmen  engaged 
In  interstate  and  foreign  commerce,  and,  according  to  a  declaration  by 
Assiatant  Secretary  of  Commerce  MacCracken,  who  la  charged  with  air 
affairs  under  the  act,  the  air-trafflc  rules  promulgated  under  the  act 
apply  to  all  fliylng  within  the  United  States,  regardless  of  whether  the 
operation  is  Intrastate,  interstate,  or  foreign,  and  it  Is  said  by  this 
ofllclal  that  these  regulations  are  exclusive  In  character,  prohibiting  any 
air  traflic  laws  from  being  enacted  by  a  State.* 

The  soundness  of  this  sweeping  contention  may  be  questioned,  and  It 
Is  doubtful  it  the  courts  will  uphold  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  Federal 
officials  to  regulate  a  flight  wholly  within  one  State  where  the  aircraft 
In  question  has  no  possibility  of  contact  with  other  craft  flying  In  inter- 
state commerce.  It  is  thought  by  some  that  before  long  the  skies  will 
be  so  saturated  with  aircraft  operating  in  Interstate  commerce  that  the 
courts  will  find  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  all  flying  does  affect  interstate 
commerce,  and  so  exciusive  Federal  regulation  will  be  sustained. 

Air-mail  operators  under  the  Kelly  law  *  fly  in  38  States,  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  to  several  foreign  countries.  Althongli  air-passenger 
aerviee  is  rapidly  coming  into  its  own,  carrying  the  air  mail  forms  the 
bsckbone  of  American  commerce,  and  any  consideration  of  air  law 
problems  must  be  concerned  to  a  gn-at  extent  with  conditions  eDCoun- 
tered  by  the  sir-mail  carriers.  With  one  or  two  unimportant  exceptions 
the  air-mall  operators  engage  In  either  interstate  or  foreign  flying.  Of 
the  strictly  psssenger  lines  some  operate  wholly  In  intrastate  commerce, 
or  at  least  particular  divisions  of  their  operatiuns  are  confined  to  one 
State.  Callfomis  has  been  the  scene  of  such  a  development  Between 
Los  Angeles  and  San  Francisco  there  are  at  this  writing  four  strictly 
passenger-carrying  air  lines.  The  air-mail  operator  carries  passengers 
Incidentally  in  one  dlrertiun.  Two  of  the  strictly  passenger  lines  are 
divisions  of  interstate  carriers,  using  terminal  airports  in  common  with 
Interstate  air  lines.  The  air-mail  operator  carries  the  mall  between 
these  two  polata  aa  a  part  of  an  Interstate  operation.  As  to  strictly 
Intrastate  bostness  undoubtedly  the  State  possesses  some  regulatory 
authority  even  over  interstate  air  lines  or  lines  connecting  with  inter- 
State  carriers  "  in  the  absence  of  Federsl  legislation  "  on  the  subject* 
However,  with  the  expansion  of  the  air-transport  business  Interstate 
bosiDesa  becoons  mon  and  more  Important  and  the  r6le  of  the  strictly 
intrastate  operator  less  commanding.  Federal  occnpation  of  the  field  of 
regulation  may  be  expected  at  any  time,  and  with  the  assertive  action  of 
the  dominant  authority  much  of  tiie  rejpilntory  power  of  the  States  will 
pass  oat  of  exlatance.  We  may  Justifiably  concern  ourselves  mostly  with 
considers tloBs  of  Federal  Jurisdiction  in  this  inquiry. 

Lawyers  whose  task  it  may  be  to  construct  the  regulatory  law  of  the 
air  may  be  thankful  that  the  motor-surfaoe  carrier  has  Just  emerged 
from  a  stage  of  evolvement  and  that  It  has  caused  to  be  solved  many 
interesting  legal  questions.  Motor  stage  law  should  serve  aa  an  excel- 
lent model  for  the  shaping  of  air  transport  law.  The  law  of  carriers 
generally  will  no  doubt  be  drawn  on  greatly  by  the  courts  In  their 
efforts  to  fix  liability  for  damage  caused  by  air  operations.  However, 
the  law  of  regulation  worked  out  for  the  railroads,  based  on  social  and 
economic  conditions  of  half  a  century  or  more  past,  may  be  found  only 
partially  adequate  as  a  guide  to  present-day  needs  of  public  control  over 
air  transport,  the  regulatory  principles  developed  for  the  motor  stsge 
within  the  last  10  years  may  prove  to  be  much  better  salted  to  adoption 
for  the  air  carrier.  It  behooves  ua  then  to  attend  some  of  these  recently 
announced  roles. 

As  to  motor  surtsos  carriers  It  has  been  held  that  the  denial  by  a 
■tate  of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  *  to  an  exclusively 
teteratate  carrier  is  an  undue  and  unreasonable  harden  on  Interstate 
commerce,  and  as  such  is  unconstitutionsl.'  However,  States  may  re- 
quire an  interstate  operator  to  procure  a  certificate  covering  Intrastate 

*44  Stat.  L.  5«8:  IT.  8.  C,  tme  49.  eh.  «;  WilUams.  Vtierml  Leglala- 
tk>n  CoBoemlng  Crvtl  Aeronautics,  University  of  Pennsylvania  Law 
Bevlew.  May7l528,  p.  798. 

•Ariatloa  MagaxJne  (New  York),  Mar.  14.  1927,  Mr.  MacOraeken  is 
quoted  as  toOsws :  "  *  *  *  The  alr-traSc  rules  bromohrated  pursoant 
to  authority  eoBtalncd  in  the  air  oomnkercs  act  of  1926  (reference  is 
here  made  to  Air  Commerce  Regulationa,  Department  of  Commerce,  Dec. 
31.  19M.  as  amended  Mar.  22,  1927.  and  June  1,  1928)  "apply 
equaUy  to  all  air  navigation,  both  civil  and  military,  eoBBMsclal  and 
noncooaaierdial,  and  therefore  there  is  no  Jorisdlction  in  any  State  or 
local  authority  to  enact  any  air-traiBc  mles." 

*  Contract  air  aseil  act.  Feb.  2.  1925 ;  amended  Jane  3,  1926,  and  May 
17.  1M8.  43  Slat.  L.  806 ;  44  SUt  L.  692;  part  1.  Stat  U.  S..  idtk 
Cotkf^  1st  aeea..  p.  694 ;  U.  S.  C.  title  39,  ch.  13. 

•Morris  r.  Daby  (1927).  274  b.  S.  13^.  47  S.  <X  548. 

*  The  nature  of  the  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  is  discussed 
later  in  this  artlelei 

^  D.  K.  LOlenthal  and  L  S.  Rosenbanm.  Motor  Carrier  Bccnlatkm,  36 
Tale  Law  Journal  163  179.  and  cases  cited.  This  article  treats  the 
reguhitory  proU^as  of  stage  operators  and  aa  the  material  can  so 
eaaily  be  applied  to  the  very  similar  problems  of  air  transport  companies 
all  Interested  la  air  tiannort  regulation  are  -urged  to  study  It  with  care. 
D.  X.  LUleathal  aad  I.  9.  RoeenbauBi.  Motor  Ctrrter  Regulation  hi  IDl- 
BUla,  22  nUiMla  Law  Bevlew  47.  Qnatavus  H.  BoMaso^  The  Inter- 
acMag  Area  of  Regnlatoiy  Authority  in  Public  UtUltlca,  University  of 
Pewaayivaaia  Law  Hevlev.  February,  1928,  894.  March,  1928,  p.  M& 
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operations  unless  such  a  requirement  amounts  to  an  unreasonable  burden 
upon  interstate  commerce.*  There  Is  little  reason  to  believe  that  these 
rulings  will  not  be  applied  to  air  transport.  An  aircraft  operated  from 
point  to  point,  carrying  passengers  or  goods  is  certainly  engaged  in  the 
same  business  as  a  motor  stage  running  along  the  highways  between  the 
same  or  similar  points  carrying  similar  cargo.  It  is  inconceivable  that 
different  sets  of  rules  of  liability  snd  regulation  will  be  set  up  for  the 
air  line  than  for  the  stage  line  merely  because  a  different  instrumentality 
is  used  in  carrying  out  the  purpose  of  the  business.  In  fact  to  regulat« 
one  form  of  transportation  and  to  leave  untouched  a  rival  raises  the  very 
Interesting  constitutional  question  of  equal  protection  under  the  law.* 

II. THE    .VATLRK   OF   THE   CEBTiriCAn 

The  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  was  unknown  to  the 
common  law.  It  is  purely  a  statutory  creation.  **  In  the  meager  light 
which  the  courts  have  shed  upon  the  legal  position  of  the  certificate 
*  *  it  seems  to  be  revealed  as  sui  generis  standing  somewhere 
between  a  franchise  on  the  one  extreme  and  a  mere  license  on  the 
other."  V  As  a  statutory  creation  the  certificate  in  form  and  effect 
varies  with  each  statute.  An  interesting  observation  in  this  connection 
Is  that  a  regulatory  statute  worded  to  give  a  commission  or  ufllcor 
power  to  do  certain  specified  things  by  means  of  a  certificate  can  not  be 
considered  authority  for  giving  the  regulatory  authority  any  other 
power  than  that  expressly  stated  within  the  statute.  To  illustrate :  If 
I  statute  gave  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  power  to  restrict 
irompetition  between  interstate  air  carriers  and  required  all  such  carriers 
to  obtain  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  before  engaging  in 
interstate  air  commerce,  by  no  possible  auttiority  could  the  commission 
control  the  involved  carriers  in  any  other  manner,  as,  for  example,  by 
'equlring  them  to  procure  a  certificate  before  issuing  securities."  The 
law  of  most  Jurisdictions  creating  regulatory  commissions  provides  for 
rontrol  by  the  commiKSion  over  public  utilities  by  means  of  a  certificate 
jf  convenience  and  necessity."  The  certificate  In  its  most  prominent 
Torm  is  an  order  permitting  the  construction,  operation,  or  discontinue 
aace  of  a  public  utility.  There  are  various  other  matters  which  the 
regulator  may  control  by  the  certificate  or  by  order.  For  example,  issu- 
ance of  securities,  compelling  the  construction  of  facilities,  or  the 
Dperatlon  of  certain  services. 

III. H18TOKT 

Msssachusetts  was  the  first  State  to  adopt  a  public  utility  act.  The 
puriwae  of  the  statute  waa  to  control  public  utilities  and  to  protect 
the  public  from  the  evils  of  competition  and  monopoly.'* 

In  Idaho  Power  ft  Light  Co.  r.  Blomquist  >*  the  court  traces  the  de- 
velopment of  certification  in  the  following  languai^e : 

••  The  first  general  steps  taken  by  the  legislatures  in  their  attempts 
to  correct  existing  difficulties  between  public-service  companies  and  the 
communitie*  which  they  served  were  to  provide  for  rate  regulation  in 
order  that  the  consumer  might  be  protected  in  cases  where  there  wss 
DO  competition.  Competition  was  looked  upon  as  a  regulator  and  rate 
regulation  was  accepted  as  a  protection  to  the  public.  Competition 
between  public-utility  corporations  led  to  rate  wars  in  which  each  com- 
pany tried  to  get  the  advantage  or  destroy  the  other  and  usually  re- 


Stats.  1903,  p.  125,  ch. 


•Motor  (Carrier  Regulation,  p.  18«,  see  note  7  supra.  This  rule  ob- 
tains in  the  absence  of  Federal  occupation  of  the  field.  See  note  5  supra 
ud  Napier  r.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  Railroad  (1926)    47  8.  Ct  207. 

*  For  the  tendency  of  the  courts  to  Include  within  the  scope  of  regula- 
tion all  possible  types  of  carriers,  see  Western  Assedstion  of  Short  Line 
ftailroada  v.  The  Railroad  Commission  of  California  (1916),  173  Calif. 
302.  At  page  806  the  court  says :  "  And  moreover  it  is  not  only  a 
natter  of  common  knowledge,  but  it  is  presented  in  these  cases  that 
n  many  Instances  these  unregulsted  companies  interfere  seriously  with 
the  revenues  of  controlled  public  utilities,  a   percentage  of  whose  reve- 

>ea  goes  by  way  of  taxes  to  the  suoport  of  the  State." 

M  Motor  Carrier  Regulation,  p.  169 ;  see  note  7.  supra. 

"See  note  35.  infra. 

» Collier,  Public  Service  Companies  (1918),  p.  462. 

^  Rev.  Laws  Mass.,  ch.  121,  sec.  33,  amending  Stats 
164. 

Knowlton,  C.  J. :  "  Our  ststutes  are  founded  on  the  assumption 
that  to  have  two  or  more  competing  companies  running  lines  of  gas  pipe 
ind  conduits  for  electric  win>8  through  the  same  streets  would  often 
(teatly  increase  the  necessary  cost  of  furnishing  light,  as  well  as  cause 
preat  Inconvenience  to  the  public  and  to  individuals  from  the  unneoes- 
larv  digging  up  of  the  streets  from  time  to  time  and  the  interference 
vlth  pavements,  street-railwav  tracks,  water  pipes,  and  other  structures." 
(Weld  V.  Uas  and  E3ectric  light  Commissioners  (1908).  197  Mass.  556. 
M  N.  E.  101.) 

Hofanest  J.:  "The  legislature  may  think  that  a  business  like  that  of 
ransmitting  electricity  through  the  streets  of  a  city  necessitate  trsns- 
iction  of  that  business  by  a  regulated  monopoly  and  that  free  competi- 
lon  between  as  many  companies  and  persons  as  may  be  minded  to  put 
ip  wires  In  the  street  and  try  their  luck  is  impractical."  (Attorney 
General  r.  Walworth  Light  4  Power  Co.  (1892).  157  Mass.  87,  31 
i.  E.  482.) 

'•  Kxperience  proved  that   business   rivalry  in   the  pablic-utlllty  field 

vas  bad  both  for  the  companies  and  the  public,  so  the  policy  of  dis- 

inuraging   rather   than   encouraging   competition   between    public-service 

ompanies  was  adopted."     (Spurr,  Guiding  Principles  of  Public  Service 

tegulation   (1924),  p.  31.) 

»*(1914)  26  Idaho  222,  141,  p.  1083.  "That  case  was  decided  in 
837.  Then  '  competition  Is  the  life  of  trade '  was  accepted  as  a  guiding 
aazlm  of  economics.  That  maxim  has  long  since  been  rejected  so  fsr  as 
1 1  applies  to  public  utilities.  Uncontrolled  competition  is  now  regarded 
IS  destructive  of  such  utilities.''  (Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Ca  v. 
Umd  Cooimisaion  of  West  Virginia  (1927).  104  W.  Va.  188.) 
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suited  in  the  destruction  of  one  of  the  competing  corporations  or  a  divi- 
sion of  the  territory  between  them  (or)  In  the  consolidation  of  such 
corporations.  Statutes  to  prevent  such  consolidations  and  to  prevent 
the  division  of  the  territory  have  been  enacted  •  •  •  and  experi- 
ence shows  thot  there  can  never  be  competition  in  matters  of  this  kind." 

Some  authorities  on  public  utility  law  have  attempted  to  make  a 
distinction  between  public  utilities  which  are  "  natural  monopoliee " 
and  those  not  "  naturally  monopolistic."  For  the  first  class  they 
advocate  public  regulation  limiting  competition  while  for  the  last 
class  they  hold  that  public  convenience  and  necessity  does  not  require 
service  by  one  or  a  few  operators  but  rather  that  the  open  field  Is 
desirable.  The  line  of  demarcation  between  the  so-called  natural 
monopolies  and  their  antithesis  Is  not  altogether  clear.  Perhaps 
physical  characteristics  of  the  utilities  to  be  classified  determine  their 
status.  If  a  telephone  company  is  involved  it  is  a  "  natural  monopoly  " 
because  it  must  have  a  large  and  easily  recognised  physical  plant  in 
the  form  of  pole  lines  and  cables  in  the  streets.  A  railroad  would  be 
a  **  natural  monopoly  "  because  of  its  right  of  way,  rails,  buildings,  etc. 
The  physical  plant  is  great  and  the  public  convenience  and  necessity 
will  not  permit  of  its  needless  duplication.  However  the  adherents  of 
the  natural-unnatural  division  say  that  tugboats  are  not  of  the  natural- 
monopoly  class.  The  reason  supposedly  Is  because  no  large  capital 
outlay  is  represented  in  fixed  plant  of  a  tugboat  system.  Following 
this  "  what  appears  to  the  eye  "  test  a  telegraph  company  would  be 
classed  as  "  natural  monopoly  "  while  a  radio  operator  paralleling  the 
telegraph  company  and  rendering  exactly  the  same  kind  of  service 
would  very  probably  be  classified  as  "  unnatural  monopoly."  The 
wire  company  would  be  protected  from  competition  by  other  tele- 
graph companies  but  not  from  identical  competition  from  one  or  many 
radio  companies.  The  radio  carrier  would  receive  no  protection  from 
competition  from  the  few  or  single  telegraph  companies  nor  from  all 
radio  operators  choosing  to  enter  the  field.  The  air-transport  operator 
likewise  would  fail  to  receive  public  protection  from  competition  be- 
cause no  examining  board  would  be  able  to  see  a  very  great  fixed 
plant.  However  the  railroad  from  which  the  paralleling  air  operator 
was  drawing  considerable  business  would  be  protected  from  undue 
rail  competition  but  not  from  air  competition.  The  fallacy  behind  the 
"  natural-unnatural  monopoly "  theory  is  the  assumption  that  the 
public  has  an  Interest  in  its  own  protection  from  the  evUs  of  duplics- 
tion  of  facilities  of  public  utilities  when  the  facilites  are  composed 
greatly  of  quickly  dlscemable  fixed  physical  plant  and  it  has  no 
interest  In  its  own  protection  from  the  evils  of  duplication  when  the 
plant  is  not  extensive,  apparent,  or  immoTable.  Surely  the  public  must 
pay  for  the  waste  attendant  on  duplication  of  a  comparatively  small 
$1,000,000  radio  apparatus.  Just  as  much  as  it  must  pay  for  waste 
accruing  from  the  duplication  of  a  rambling,  comparatively  large  street 
railway  valued  at  $1,000,000.  If  the  public  has  an  interest  in  elimi- 
nating competitive  waste  in  businesses  affected  with  a  public  Interest 
then  actually  it  matters  not  what  kind  of  a  physical  plant  the  business 
employs. 

The  theory  underlying  limiting  of  competition  between  public  utilities 
is  that  competition  results  in  duplication  of  investment,  which  in  turn 
is  transmitted  to  the  public  in  the  form  of  higher  rates.  In  order  to 
secure  to  the  public  minimum  rates  and  to  provide  a  stabiliaed  public 
service  public  policy  has  dictated  luonopoly  or  quasi  monopoly  regulated 
by  the  State.  Regulation  of  the  respondent  industries  is  carried  out 
by  the  regulating  authority  by  means  of  the  certificate  of  convenience 
and  necessity,  as  well  as  by  other  forms  of  orders. 

"Although  common  enough  in  State  public-utility  leglalation.  until 
the  transportation  act,  1920,  amending  the  interstate  commerce  act, 
this  expedient  (the  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity)  had  ap- 
parently not  been  employed  In  the  regulation  of  Interstate  commerce. 
By  paragraphs  18,  19,  and  20  of  section  1  of  that  act  Congress  required 
all  carriers  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  set  to  secure  such  a  certificate 
before  extending  their  old  lines  or  constructing  new  ones,  or  before 
acquiring  or  operating  a  railroad  or  extension ;  the  same  requirement 
was  laid  down  before  any  carrier  might  abandon  any  part  of  its 
line."» 

The  air  commerce  act  of  1926  *•  requires  no  certificate'  of  convenience 
and  necessity  for  operation  over  a  Federal  airway,  but  on  the  other  hand 
specifically  provides  :  "  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  shall  grant  no  exclu- 
sive right  for  the  use  of  any  dvil  airway,  airport,  emergency  landing 
field,  or  other  air-navigation  facility  under  his  Jurisdiction." "     This 

"  Motor  Carrier  Regulation,  p.  167,  see  note  7,  supra.  "  Certificates 
of  convenience  and  necessltv  were  required  In  the  case  of  railroads 
before  the  necessity  of  providing  against  competition  was  sppreclated. 
The  commissions  were  supposed  to  grant  the  certificate  if  certain  re- 
quirements with  respect  to  safety  of  operation  and  sufficiency  of  equip- 
ment were  complied  with  *  *  *.  The  present  commissions  may 
refuse  certificates  if  they  conclude  that  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  do  not  require  the  new  enterprises.  They  msy  grant  them 
if  they  determine  that  the  public  will  t>e  benefited  by  such  sction." 
Onidlng  Principles  of  Public  Service  Regulation,  p.  84,  see  note  18. 
supra. 

^  See  note  2,  supra. 

n  44  Stats,  at  L..  568.  sec  6  (d). 


provision  seems  to  state  the  policy  of  the  Federal  (Jovcmment  In  the 
case  of  air  navigation  as  directly  opposed  to  Its  policy  toward  inter- 
state railroads,  and  the  general  poUcy  of  the  States  with  regard  to  pub- 
lic utilities  and  some  other  businesses  subject  to  monopoly  enforcing  regu- 
lation. As  to  air  transportation  competition  is  to  be  encouraged,  while 
as  to  other  regulated  enterpriser  competition  is  either  restricted  or 
banned  In  toto.  The  reason  Congress  made  this  exception  to  the  general 
rule  is  evident,  vis,  its  desire  to  give  free  rein  to  the  development  of 
this  new  industry.  However,  once  air  transportation  is  securely  estab- 
lished there  la  every  reason  to  believe  that  the  National  Legislature  will 
reverse  itself  and  fix  for  air  transportation  the  general  rule  applied  to 
regulated  business,  the  rule  of  controlled  monopoly  or  quasi  monopoly. 
It  is  admittedly  the  policy  of  the  United  States  to  encourage  aviation, 
and  if  history  can  be  trusted  to  repeat  Itself,  it  will  soon  become  evi- 
dent that  by  permitting  ruinous  competition  between  air-transport  com- 
panies aviation  is  not  being  encouraged  but  is  rather  being  devitalised 
and  stunted  in  growth.** 

IT. — UtODLATIMO    AIB    TBaNSFOVT    BT    THE    CBBTIFICATa 

The  prevent  policy  of  American  governments  tends  to  restrict  UU" 
limited  competition  between  public  utUitles."  If  the  air  transportation 
business  is  a  public  utility,  it  can  be  reosonably  supposed  that  sooner  or 
later  the  restrictive  force  of  government  will  be  exercised  to  limit  the 
number  of  air  lines  and  reduce  to  s^^tne  extent  competition  in  this  field 
of  endeavor.  If  such  regulation  is  inevitable — and  for  the  sake  of 
argument  it  will  be  assumed  so — ^what  kind  of  regulation  will  beet  serve 
tbe  public,  which  also  asks  the  question,  What  kind  of  regulation  will 
best  serve  the  industry,  for  the  public  wants  a  strong  and  flourishing 
aeronautical  industry  T 

Is  the  air  transportation  business  a  public  utility  and  subject  to  regu- 
lation as  such?  In  the  case  of  carriers,  if  the  carrier  holds  itself  out 
to  accept  for  transport  all  comers  to  the  limit  of  Its  facilities,  then  it  is 
classified  a  common  carrier,**  the  most  easily  recognized  public  utility, 
and  is  subject  to  the  most  rigorous  forms  of  regulation. 

Air-mail  operators  are,  of  course,  subject  to  regulation  by  the  Federal 
Government  under  the  constitutional  authority  of  Congress  to  establish 
post  offices  and  post  roads.  As  a  practical  matter,  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment can  and  does  regulate  air-mail  contractors  by  the  terms  of  the 
contract  The  air-transport  operators  engaged  in  Interstate  commerce 
have  been  regulated  by  the  air  commerce  act,*^  and  this  regulation  is 
Imposed  upon  Uie  theory  that  they  are  engaged  in  an  operation  compre- 
hended by  tbe  commerce  clause  of  the  Constitution.** 

However,  if  tbe  businefls  is  in  fact  that  of  a  private  carrier  the 
legislature  can  not  by  mere  declaration  nor  definition  transform  the  pri- 
vate carrier  into  a  common  carrier;  and  it  is  settled  law  that  a  private 
carrier  can  not  be  regulated  aa  a  public  utility  by  the  States,  for  to  do 
80  would  amount  to  a  transposition  of  the  private  carrier  into  the  class 
of  common  carriers,  amounting  to  a  violation  of  the  fourteenth  amend- 

**  One  of  the  first  examples  of  direct  competition  in  American  air 
transportation  is  that  on  the  airway  t)etween  S&a  Francisco  and  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  During  the  summer  season  of  1929  there  were  in  opera- 
tion over  this  route  one  mail,  passenger,  and  express  operator  and  four 
passenger  operators ;  five  operators  siving  almost  identical  service. 
The  tendency  to  undercut  each  others  rates  early  became  manifest 
During  the  summer  season  of  1928  the  1-way  fare  between  San  Fran- 
cisco and  Los  Angeles  ranged  from  $45  to  $50.  During  the  summer  sea- 
son of  1929  the  air  fare  between  these  two  points  ranged  from  $22  to 
$32.50.  During  1928  and  1929  some  interests  proposed  SUte  legis- 
lation, giving  the  Railroad  Commission  of  California  authority  to  require 
certificates  of  convenience  and  necessltv  for  air  common  carriers  operat- 
ing on  fixed  schedules  over  establisheo  routes.  On  account  of  tbe  vig- 
orous protests  against  such  legislation  on  the  part  of  some  of  the 
interested  carriers  the  proposal  wss  dropped.  The  railroad  eommiasion 
now  has  anthoritv  to  regulate  rates  of  **  railroads  and  other  transpor- 
tation companies  by  a  constitutional  provision.  Calif omla  coustitu- 
tlon.  art.  12,  sees.  20-22. 

Sneaking  of  proposed  Federal  legislation  seeking  to  regalate  motor 
surface  transportation,  Attorney  Examiner  Leo  J.  Flynn,  for  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission,  says  :  "  The  public  Interest  and  national 
welfare  are  fundamental  in  legislation  affecting  transportation.  In  the 
administration  of  regulatory  laws  when  there  m  confilct  between  public 
Interest  and  private  interest,  the  former  Is  paramount  and  the  latter 
must  give  way.  Railroads  have  no  more  economic  right  to  any  traffic 
than  had  canals  and  stage  coaches  which  opposed  tbe  construction  of 
railways  on  the  ground  tost  they  would  tske  traffic  already  being  car- 
ried on  the  canals  and  highways.  But  economically  uxuteful  rivalricM 
%thich  marked  the  past  ahould  he  avoided,  tor,  in  the  end,  the  pnbUo 
mnet  pay."  (Italics  ours.)  Examiner's  Report  on  Motor  Transpoirt,  84 
Railway  Age,  269,  274   rJan  28,  1928). 

"  Thomaa  P.  Hardman,  "  The  Changing  Law  of  Competition  In  Public 
Service  " ;  W.  Va.  Law  Quarterly,  April,  1927,  p.  219. 

*»  Civil  Code  of  California,  sec.  2168 ;  Michigan  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission V.  Duke  (1925),  266  U.  S.  570.  45  Supreme  Court,  191  (see  Note 
23,  infra)  :  Terminal  Taxicab  Co.  v.  Kutx  (1915).  241  U.  8.  282;  Wolit 
V.  Industrial  Court  (1922).  262  D.  8.  522;  "The  Publlc-UtOity  Concept 
in  American  Law."  Gustavus  H.  Robinson,  Harvard  Law  Review,  Jan- 
uary, 1927,  p.  277. 

■>  See  note  2,  supra. 

** "  The  iMwer  of  Congreas  to  regulate  the  InstrameBtalities  or  agen- 
cies  of  transporiation  grows  out  of  its  power  to  regulate  commerce  and 
is  not  limited  to  commerce  by  a  common  carrier,  private  carrier,  or  by  an 
indivldaal  for  his  own  purpose,"  Szamlner's  Report  on  Motor  Transport, 
p.  276,  sapra,  note  18. 
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mrnt  of  th«  United  S^tatet  Conatltntlon  as  a  taking  of  prirate  jxvperty 
without  due  procesa  of  law.* 

Neither  can  the  Federal  Oorernment  bj  legialatire  ilat  convert  a 
prlTate  carrier  into  a  common  carrier  witboat  Tiolating  the  dne-procesa 
ciaoae  of  the  fifth  amendment.**     Tlierefore  an   air  Hue  operating  in 

"Siicbigan  PubUc  Utilities  CoromiasioD  v.  Duke  (1925).  266  U.  S. 
670  ■  45  Sap.  Ct.  191.  See  note  20.  supra.  The  ptaintiff  was  engaged 
In  the  operation  of  motor  trucks  between  DetroiC  3Uch.,  and  Toledo. 
^  Ohio.  He  had  three  contracts  to  haul  automobile  bodies  twtween  the 
two  cities.  He  did  not  accent  any  other  shipments  from  any  other 
abippera,  conflntnK  his  business  entirely  to  that  derived  from  the  three 
contracts.  The  Michican  statute  aoaght  to  define  such  an  operator  a 
common  carrier  and  to  subject  bim  to  the  authority  of  the  Michigan 
Public  Dtilities  Commission.  The  United  States  Supreme  Court  held 
the  act  Told.  Butler.  J. :  "  Plaintiir  is  a  private  carrier.  •  •  •  He 
does  Pot  undertake  to  carry  for  the  public  and  does  not  devote  his 
property  to  any  public  use.  (The  act)  would  mnke  him  a  common  car- 
rier and  8ubj*^t  him  to  all  the  duties  and  burdens  of  that  calling  and 
would  require  him  to  furnish  bond  for  (that  purpose).  *  *  *  It  is 
beyond  the  power  of  the  State  by  legislative  flat  to  convert  property 
uxed  exclusively  in  the  business  of  a  private  carrier  into  a  public  utility, 
or  to  make  the  owner  a  public  carrier,  for  that  would  be  taking  property 
fur  the  public  nae  without  Just  compensation,  which  no  State  can  do 
consistently  with  the  doe-process  dauae  of  the  fourteenth  amendment." 

In  DVost  r.  R.  R.  CommlMlon  (1926).  271  U.  8.  583 ;  46  Sup.  Ct.  605. 
610,  the  Soprenae  Court  of  the  United  States  reversed  the  holding  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  California.  The  State  court  had  held  that  all  of 
the  coodltioas  precedent  to  operation  imposed  upon  common  carriers 
might  also  be  Impowd  upon  private  carriers.  Such  an  imposition  was 
held  by  the  court  of  laat  resort  to  be  merely  one  way  of  converting 
private  carriers  into  public  utilities. 

in  Motor  Carrier  Hegulation.  pp.  176,  177,  178.  supra,  note  7.  the 
autbora  point  out  that  although  the  declsiona  in  the  Ehike  and  Frost 
cases  prohibit  tbe  States  from  Imposing  all  of  the  regulations  of 
public  utilities  upon  private  carriers,  still  there  is  no  holding  that  a 
requirement  of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  a  private 
carrier  would  of  Itself  amount  to  a  conversion  of  a  private  carrier  into 
a  common  carrier.  It  is  argued  that  if  a  certificate  of  convenience  and 
necessity  were  required  of  private  carrit-rs  In  order  that  the  highways 
might  be  kept  clear  of  irresponsible  machines  and  drivers,  such  a  re- 
quirement would  be  a  valid  exercise  of  the  State  police  power  and 
could  not  do  violence  to  the  fourteenth  amendment.  However  if  the 
reason  for  the  imposition  of  certification  were  to  protect  eatahUabed 
common  carriers  in  tbelr  business,  to  guard  them  from  unregulated 
competition.  It  Is  to  be  doubted  that  such  regulation  would  be  sus- 
tained. The  State  can  go  far  In  protecting  the  public's  safety  and 
health,  but  when  it  aeeks  to  impose  regulation  upon  a  baslneas  purely 
to  protect  another  business,  or  the  public,  from  competitive  evils. 
Its  regulatory  authority  is  deflnitf'ly  llmitea  and  it  must  confine  Its 
prf^ibTti^nn  to  buslnesaes  quasi  public  in  nature  or  at  least  affected 
with  a  public  interest.  Private  carriers  are  not  of  this  group.  See  also 
Washington  v.  Koykeodall  a9::7>.  273  U.  8.  207;  48  Sup.  Ct.  41;  and 
Hayms  r.  MacParlane  (1929),  78  Calif.  Dec.  02. 

»»ln  the  Pipe  Line  eases  (1914),  2S4  V.  8.  548:  34  Sop.  Ct.  956;  58 
L.  ed.  1409 ;  eap.  U.  8.  v.  Uncle  Sam  Oil  Co..  the  oil  company  had  a 
refinery  In  Kansas  and  oil  wells  in  Oklahoma  with  a  pipe  line  con- 
necting the  two  which  it  used  to  the  exclusion  of  all  others.  Holmes, 
J. :  "By  act  of  Congress  of  June  29,  1906,  c.  .'tSfll,  84  Stat.  584.  the 
act  to  regulate  commerce  waa  amended  so  that  the  first  section  reads 
in  part  as  follows :  '  That  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  apply  to  any 
corporation  or  any  person  engaged  In  the  transportation  of  oil  or 
other  commodities  except  water  and  except  natural  or  artificial  gas 
by  means  of  pipe  lines  or  partly  by  pipe  lines  and  partly  by  railroads 
or  partlv  by  pipe  lines  and  partly  by  water,  who  sliall  be  considered 
and  bela  to  be  common  cariiers  within  the  meaning  and  purpose  of 
this  act'  Thereafter  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  issued  an 
order  requiring  the  appeilees  •  •  •  being  parties  in  control  of 
pipe  linea.  to  file  with  the  commission,  schedules  of  their  rates  and 
charges  for  the  transportation  of  oil." 

The  court,  speaking  through  the  same  justice,  held :  "  The  control  of 
Congresa  over  commerce  among  the  States  can  not  be  made  a  means  of 
ezerclalng  powers  not  intrusted  to  it  by  the  Constitution.  •  •  •  It 
would  be  a  perversion  of  language  considering  the  senae  In  which  It  !a 
used  In  the  statute,  to  say  that  a  man  was  engaged  In  the  transportation 
of  water  whenever  he  pumped  a  pail  of  water  from  bis  well  to  his  house. 
So  as  to  oil.  When,  as  in  this  case,  a  company  is  simply  drawing  oil 
from  Its  own  wells  across  a  State  Une  to  its  own  refinery  for  its  own 
use  and  that  is  all ;  we  do  not  regard  It  aa  falling  within  tne  deacriptlon 
of  the  act.  the  transportation  b«ag  merely  an  incident  to  its  use  at  the 
end."  The  Chief  Jostice  in  a  concurring  opinion  states  his  views  on  the 
subject  as  follows :  "  The  view  which  leads  the  court  to  exclude — the 
Uncle  Sam  Oil  Co.  from  tl>e  operation  of  the  act — is  that  the  company 
was  not  encaged  in  transportation  under  the  statute,  a  conclualon  to 
which  I  do  not  assent.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  businesa  carried  on  is 
transportntloa  In  interstate  commerce  within  the  statute.  But  despite 
this.  I  think  the  company  is  not  embraced  by  the  statute  heeauae  It  would 
be  impossible  to  make  the  statute  applicable  to  it  without  violating  the 
due  proceaa  claose  of  the  fifth  amendment,  since  to  apply  it  would  amount 
to  a  taking  of  the  property  of  the  company  without  compensation." 

In  the  Tap  Une  Cases  (1914).  234  U.  8.  1  ;  58  L.  ed.  1185.  the  ques- 
tion of  the  right  of  tbe  Federal  Government  to  regulate  certain  rail- 
roads was  raised.  The  teat  laid  down  by  the  Supreme  Court  was :  Are 
fhe  roads  common  carriers?    If  so,  regulation  was  proper;  otherwise  not. 

In  United  SUtes  v.  Union  Stock  Tarda  (1912),  229  U.  8.  286,  the 
Chicago  Union  Stockyvda  wen  held  subject  to  regulation  bccauae  they 
were  apart  of  a  ayatem  of  common  carriers. 

In  Wolff  Packing  Co.  v.  Court  of  Industrial  Relations  (192S),  262 
U.  8.  522 ;  67  L.  ed.  756:  43  Sup.  Ct.  6.30,  the  Supreme  Court  «>eaklng 
through  Chief  Justice  Taft.  laid  down  the  general  rale :  "  The  mere 
declaration  by  a  leglalature  that  a  businesa  is  affected  with  a  public 
iatereat  la  not  conclusive  of  the  question  whether  its  attempted  regula- 
tion Is  justlfled." 

In  cases  cited  in  note  23.  supra,  and  In  other  cases,  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  haa  held  that  States  are  limited  by  the  fourteenth  amend- 
ment from  converting  a  private  carrier  into  a  common  carrier,  and  as 
the  fifth  aBsendasent  la  a  simriar  reatrtctioo  on  the  Federal  Oevemment 
as  to  doe  proceaa  of  taw.  It  is  only  logical  to  aasaaoe  that  a  similar 
lUnltatton  wfll  he  held  to  control  Congreaa  whenever  a  teat  cam  artaeai 

Attorney  Caamlaer  Ftyna  latrodncaa  the  intereattng  term  "  eantraet 
carrlera  "  as  a  companion  of  common  carriers  and  private  carrlera  in  his 
very  able  report  to  the  Interstate  Coaunerc*  Commnaloa  on  motor  trana- 
nort  r^giilattoB,  Scnalaer'a  Scvort  on  Motor  Transport.  Mpn.  noU 


In  erstate  commerce.  If  it   restricts  its  business  to   that  of  a  private 
ca  Tier,  may  not  be  regulated  to  the  extent  of  a  common  carrier. 

There  is.  however,  some  reason  to  believe  that  a  strictly  speaking  non- 
pu  t>lic  utility  may  be  regulated*  by  a  certificate  similar  to  one  of  con- 
venience and  necessity.  For  example,  a  bank  commimioner  mny  pro- 
hibit the  opening  of  a  t>ank  by  withholding  hia  approval  if  be  believes 
public  convenience  and  advantage  will  not  be  served  by  such  open- 
"  The  business  of  banldng  may  be  distinguished  from  that  of 
private  carrier  as  to  its  public  aspects,  however,  for  banking  affects  the 
ness  structure  ot  the  whole  community,'^  while  that  of  private  car- 
does  not  of  necessity. 
[f  a  community  should  become  so  dependent  upon  the  operations  of 
•rivate  carrier  that  irregular  operations  or  abandonment  of  its  serv- 
would  work  serious  harm  en  the  public  welfare,  it  might  be  held 
the  carrier  was  so  affectevi  with  a  public  lntore«t  as  to  be  subject 
some  kind  of  regulation,  at  .east  as  to  sufllciency  of  service.  Such 
larrier  would  be  put  to  it  to  maintain  that  its  character  was  "  pri- 
rather  than  public,  however.  The  regulation  of  insurance  com- 
■*  and  grain  elevators  ■*  while  not  public  utilities  in  the  strict 
has  received  judicial  sanction. 
'  There  is  no  case  to  be  found  holding  that  a  carrier  otherwise  private 
public  or  a  common  carrier  by  operating  under  a  contract  with 
United  States  Government  to  carry  the  malls.  In  fact.  In  A.  T. 
F.  By.  9.  United  States  (1911),  225  U.  S.  640  at  649,  it  is  held 
a  carrier  of  mails  la  not,  as  sucb,  a  common  carrier  but  is  "  an 
of  the  Government " 
n  view  of  Michigan  Public  Utilities  C^ommission  v.  Duke*  and 
V.  Guram  "  It  may  easily  be  held  that  an  air  mail  contractor 
in  no  other  type  of  carriage,  confining  bla  activities  entirely 
carrying  the  mails,  is  a  private  carrier.  Such  an  operator  would 
for  one  party  only  and  could  in  no  way  meet  the  test  of  a  common 
via,  one  holding  himself  out  to  carry  for  all  comers  to  the 
extjent  of  his  capacity. 

Once  established  as  a  common  carrier,  the  operator's  obligations  are 

■reaching.     Earnings  above  a  fixed  rate  of  return  may  be  impounded 

the  Government."     Once  the  obligation  to  serve  all  is  incurred,  it  is 

to  l>e  given  up  at  will,  but  the  service  entered  into  may  be  restricted. 
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"  Congress  has  the  power  to  regulate  Interstate  commerce  by  private 
cairier  or  contract  carrier."  Examiners  Report  on  Motor  Tiansport  page 
27< .  supra,  note  18.  and  see  note  22.  supra,  as  the  basis  for  this  state- 
mept.  The  point  may  be  coucedeil  that  Congress  bas  this  power  but 
extent  of  this  power  is  not  unlimited.  Regarding  varying  degri'es 
regulation  permissible,  see  Wolff  Packing  Co.  v.  Court  of  fndu.strlal 
tions.  not  22,  supra.  Tyson  v.  Banton  (1926)  27:i  U.  S.  4.U.  and 
nent  thereon  in  Morris  F'^nkelsteln.  From  Munn  r.  Illinois  to 
Ty4on  t?.  Banton.  Columbia  Law  Review  (NovemIi«T,  1!)'_'7.  p.  76ft)  In 
late  case  of  Liggett  v.  Balrtrich  (1928)  49  Sup.  Ct.  .57.  the  United 
Supreme  Court  held  that  a  statute  of  Pennsylvania  requiring 
iership  In  pburmaciea  not  already  established  to  be  vested  in  Iiceu8i>d 
phJ  rmades  was  void  as  an  unwarranted  invasion  of  property  rij;ht8 
guaranteed  by  the  fourteenth  amendment.  Holmes  and  Brandeis,  J.  J., 
dissented. 

tate  statute  regulating  the  price  of  gasoline  Is  invalid.     WUliama 
Standard  Oil  Co.    (1928)   49  Sup.  Ct.   115;  Falrmount  r.   Minnesota 
11|26).  274  U.  S.  1. 

n   Bilmik   c.   McBride    (1928).   277   U.  S.  350.   a   majority  held   that 
legislation  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey  providing  for  regulation  of  fees 
pe  charged  by  an  employment  agent  was  uneonstitution«l. 

employment  agent  was  held  to  be  a  broker  and  as  In  the  case  of 
V.  Banton  (1926),  273  U.  8.  43.  the  court  had  held  a  ticket  broker 
from  rate  regulation,  the  same  rule  was  applied  here.  In  his 
ut  Mr.  Justice  Stone  laid  down  his  idea  of  the  true  test  of  a 
hbaineae  affected  with  a  public  Interest, '  page  .160.  "  Sucb  regulation 
irithin  a  State's  power  whenever  any  combination  of  circumstances 
ser  ously  curtails  the  regulative  force  of  competition  so  that  buyers  or 
sel  ers  are  placed  at  such  a  disadvantage  in  the  bargaining  struggle  that 
eglslature  might  reasonablv  anticipate  serious  consequences  to  the 
coiununity  aa  a  whole.'*  Holmes  and  Brandeis,  J.  J.,  concur  in  this 
dissent 

Bank  of  Itoly  v.  Johnson  (1927).  200  Cal.  1 ;  251  Pac.  784. 
"  Tbe  business  of  banking  is  a  proper  subject  of  regulation   under 
police  power  of  the  State  because  of  its  nature  and  the  relation  it 
s  to  the  fiscal  affairs  of  the  people  and  tbe  revenue.-*  of  the  State 
the  police  power  of  a  State  extends  ev<>n  to  the  prohibiting  of  engag- 
In  tne  business  of  banking  except  upon  such  conditions  as  tbe  Slate 
prescribe."     7  Corpus  Juris.  4!<0 ;  ace.  Noble  State  Bank  v.  Haskell 
1),  219  U.  S.  104:  31  Sup.  Ct.  186;  55  L.  ed.  112. 
In  Merchants  Mutual  Liability  Insurance  Co.  v.  Smart   (1925)    267 
3.  126;  68  L.  ed.  538.  It  was  held  that  a  State  could  regulate  I'nsur- 
companies'at    least   so   far   as   to   prevent    them    from   committing 
gs  or  injustices  in  the  exercise  of  their   corporate  functions.      See 
(ierman  Alliance  Insurance  Co.  v.  Kansas,  233  U.   8.  89,  and  com- 
.  thereon  in  Tyson  v.  B.mton.  supra,  note  25. 

Munn  V.  lUinois  (1876),  94  U.  ^  113;  24  L.  ed.  77:  Budd  r  New 
Yofk  (1892).  143  U.  8.  517;  Brass  v.  North  Dakota  (1894),  153  U  8. 
391. 

See  note  23.  supra. 

Hlasem  v.  Onram  (1925).  112  Ohio  State  59;  146  N.  E.  808.     An 
statute  defined  as  common  carriers  all  operators  of  motor  vehicles 
public  highways  who  transported   persons  or  projierty  or  both  as 
bfasineaa.     The  defendants  were  regular  operators  of  motor  trucks  over 
eer  aln  roates.  carrying  dairy  products  destined  to  certain  dairies,  con- 
signed  by    regular   shippers.     These   operations   were    based    on    certain 
with  the  dairy  companies  and  no  other  busines-H  was  handled. 
operators  did  not  hold  themselves  out  to  haul  for  all  comers.     The 
■eld  the  operators  were  private  carriers  and  tliat  they  could  not 
:egntated  by  the  State  as  common  carriers. 

''Control  of  a   buaiaeaa  'affected   with  a  public  use'  msr   include 

•     •     control  by  '  recapturing '  excess  earnings."     Robert  Hale-Non- 

Standarda    in    Rate-making.   36    Yale    Law    Journal,    66 ;    Dayton- 

Godaecreek  Bj.  Co.  v.  United  SUtes  (1923),  263  U.  S.  450 ;  44  Sup.  Ct. 
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extended,  or  abolished  bj  the  State.  Alp«ian  contractor*  vtao  have  not 
alreadj  subjected  tberaaelvea  to  comprehensive  regulation  may  well  con- 
sider if  it  would  not  be  to  their  advantage  to  limit  their  businesa  to 
flying  tbe  mails  under  their  Government  contract,  thereby  laying  the 
foundation  of  a  classification  as  a  private  carrier,  which,  in  turn,  would 
■ecnre  for  them  tbe  probabilities  ot  minimum  regnlatlon.  Engaging  in 
general  frel^t,  expreaa.  or  passenger  bosineas  apart  from  or  In  con- 
JojKtion  with  mall  carrying  will  constitute  tbe  carrier  a  public  utlHty  if 
paaaengers  and  goods  are  accepted  Indiacrlminately.  Operating  onder  a 
contract  with  an  express  company  would  undoubtedly  be  taken  Igr  the 
courts  as  evidence  of  a  service  similar  to  that  rendered  where  only  a 
mail  contract  was  employed. 

Aaraming  that  most  air-transport  operators  hare  already  committed 
tbemaelvca  to  common  carriage,  what  type  <tf  regulation  by  means  of  tbe 
certificate  should  be  imposed  t  As  the  policy  of  the  Government  appears 
to  dtacoomgc  competition  between  public  utilitlea,  Oie  first  step  might 
bs  taken  In  tbe  direction  of  limiting  or  prohibiting  tbe  direct  paralleling 
9t  air  hnes.* 

To  date  there  la  no  Federal  legislation  limiting  competition  between  air 
carriers  by  certification  or  by  any  other  means.**  There  is  no  authority 
for  a  regulatory  eonuntssion  to  regulate  beyond  the  expressed  provisions 
of  statute.*  The  Federal  rule  is  enunciated  with  regard  to  tbe  acope  of 
the  power  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Conunlasion.  That  body  haa  no 
right  to  control  any  enterprise  not  expressly  and  constitutionally  placed 
onder  its  administration  by  statute.  And  in  controlling  such  de<«ignated 
callings  Its  regulation  must  be  strictly  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  statute.* 

The  Interests  of  the  air-transport  owners  would  be  adequately  pro- 
tected, and  no  dotibt  enhanced,  by  the  enactment  of  a  at&tute  giving  the 
Federal  Government,  through  some  administrative  body,  auUiority  to 
lasue  to  some  common  carrier  interstate  air  line  a  certificate  of  con- 
venience and  necesaity  for  exclusive  operatloB  over  a  given  route.  If 
tbe  statute  were  cxirefuUy  framed,  the  regulatory  power  could  not 
legally  extend  Its  control  in  any  other  manner  over  the  certlfled  (or  non- 
cert  Ifled)  concerns.  With  this  protection,  the  estabUsbed  and  govern- 
mentally  protected  linea  would  be  permitted  to  freely  develop  without 
ruinous  inroads  being  made  upon  their  resources  by  oncontr^led  com- 
petitors, which  unhappy  condition  may  be  expected  if  the  present  policy 
of  laisses  tulrt  Is  conttnned. 

It  may  be  said  confidently  that  the  public  Interest  demands  regnla- 
tlon of  air  transportation  seeking  to  eliminate  wasteful  competition. 
Speaking  of  the  similar  suhject  of  regulating  motor-surface  transport. 
Attorney  Examiner  Flynn  says: 

**  It  Is  not  a  question  of  whether  any  particular  transportation  agency 
shall  prevail  or  be  given  advantage.  Ruthless,  Inexorable  economic  laws 
will  eventually  determine  that,  no  matter  what  attempts  may  be  made 
to  Impede  or  Interfere  with  natural  progress.  The  readjustment  or 
readaptatlon  of  transportation  faculties  should  be  made  with  the  leaat 
possible  economic  waste.  Regulatory  legislation  and  administration 
ahoold  have  the  single  purpose  of  Improving  transportation."  * 

"The  legislature  of  a  Jurisdiction  has  the  authority  necessary  to  re- 
strict competition  between  corporations  clothed  with  nghta,  powers,  and 
franchises  to  serve  tlie  pnbUc  Sullivan.  J. :  "All  property  is  oeld  suhjiect 
to  tbe  power  of  the  Stafc  to  regulate  or  control  its  use  in  order  to  secure 
the  general  safety,  health,  and  public  welfare  of  tbe  people.  There  is 
nothing  In  tbe  eonatitiition  (of  Idaho)  that  prohibits  the  legislature  ^m 
enactii^  laws  Drohibiting  competition  between  pnblic  utility  corpora- 
tions." Idaho  Power  ft  Ligbt  Co.  v.  Blomqulst,  see  note  14.  supra — "  the 
power  of  the  legtslatnre  to  regulate  the  services  of  puMlc  utilities  may 
be  exerdaed  through  a  oommfaarion,  although  tbe  constitution  is  silent  on 
tbe  subject"  People  v.  Colorado  TlUe  ft  Trust  Co.  (1918)  (OoJo.). 
178  Pac  6 :  Pnr.  1918-A,  p.  546. 

*  See  note  17,  supra. 

Recently  several  States  have  exerdsed  regulatory  powers  over  com- 
mon carriers  by  air,  among  which  are  Nevada,  Arisonu.  and  I'ennsyl- 
vania.  The  California  Railroad  Commisalon  has  authority  to  regulate 
rates  of  air  transport  common  carriers  by  constitutional  grant.     Art. 

12,  aeca.  20.  22,  constitution  of  (California.  The  Ililnois  Commerce 
Commission  act  givea  that  body  antboritv  to  regulate  operators  of 
"  property  used  for  or  In  connection  with  the  transportation  of  persons 
or  property."  Commerce  commission  act  of  June  29,  1U21.  See  David 
K  Llllentahl  and  I.  8>.  Bosenbaom,  Motor  Carrier  Regulation  in  Illl- 
nola.  22  111.  L.  Rev.  47,  52 ;  see  note  7,  supra. 

*  Guiding  Principles  of  Public  Service  Regulation,  p.  17,  supra,  note 

13,  at  p.  18  :  "  If  a  commission  is  given  Jurisdiction  over  common  car- 
riers, tnis  does  not  mean  It  may  regulate  all  common-law  carriers  but 
only  those  lines  of  business  (oonstitntionally)  designated  common  car- 
riers in  the  statute  creating  tbe  commisalon. 

*In  American  Sugar  Refining  Co.  c.  Delaware,  etc..  R.  R.  Co.  (1913), 
207  F.  733,  the  court  said  :  "  Bo  far  as  carriers  are  subjected  by  tl>e 
(interstate  commerce)  act  to  tbe  administrative  authority  of  the  (Inter- 
state Conuntfce)  Commission,  which  it  establishes,  that  authority  muat 
be  strictly  pursued.  In  other  words,  acts  of  the  commission  in  exerdae 
of  Its  aihnlnistratlve  functions  must,  in  order  to  be  effective,  be  strictly 
(in  accordance  with)  those  provisions  and  reanirements  of  the  act  by 
which  its  authority  is  prescribed  and  defined.  Ace  :  Hoover  «.  D.  B. 
and  G.  W.  R.  R.  (1927),  17  F.  (2)  881 ;  N.  Y.  C.  R.  R.  v.  United  States 
(1925),  13  F.  (2)  200.  (Rever««d  on  other  grounds  by  U.  8.  v.  N.  Y.  C. 
(1926).  272  U.  8.  451.) 

"  The  attorney-examiner  clones  his  consideration  with  tbe  following 
gencraUzation  :  ^  There  should  be  a  wise  and  far-sighted  coordination 
of  all  existing  transportation  agencies — land,  water,  and  air.  The 
Nation's  transportation  machine  must  be  kept  at  Ita  highest  efficiency 
so  as  to  advance  the  prosperity  of  tbe  country  and  promote  tbe  tiappi- 
ness  and  welfare  of  its  citizens  in  peac&  in  order  that  it  may  be  pre- 
pared to  respond  as  a  trunendooa  factor  in  tbe  national  defense  in  nm« 
of  war."     (P.  27«.)     Sea  nota  18  


Tlie  lateratate  Conuneroe  Commlaaion  Is  nodoubtedly  In  ••  good  • 
position  as  any  arm  of  the  GoTcmment  to  administer  control  over  inter- 
state air  lines.  However,  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  the  lodgment  «i 
this  authority  in  any  other  Federal  agency. 

TBDiua  H.  KsimaoT. 


08MS  or  BD8IKBB8 

Mr.  TILSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  the  following  rcsohitloa 
and  ask  for  its  Immediate  consideration. 

The  SPKAKBB.  Tbe  gentleman  from  Oonnecticat  ftien  a 
resolution,  whi<±  tihe  Clerk  will  rep<xt. 

Tbe  Clerk  read  a«  follows: 

Home  Resolntlon  60 
iea«o)«etf.  That  after  October  14,  1S29,  the  Hooae  shall  meet  only  on 
Mondays  and  Thursdaya  of  each  week  until  November  11,  19S8 :  Fr^ 
viied,  That  If  In  the  discretion  of  the  Speaker  leglalative  expediency 
shall  warrant  It,  he  may  designate  a  date  prior  to  November  11,  1020, 
on  wliich  the  busineas  of  the  House  shall  be  resumed,  in  which  ease  be 
shall  cauae  the  Clerk  of  the  Houae  to  issae  notice  to  Menbera  of  the 
House  not  later  than  one  week  prior  to  the  date  set  by  him. 

Mr.  TILSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall  only  state  that  the  reso- 
Intion  jnst  read  is  precis^y  the  same  resdntion,  the  dates 
being  dlianged,  as  the  original  recess  restdation  passed  l^  the 
Hoase  last  Jnna 

Mr.  GARNER    Will  tbe  gentleman  yidd  for  a  qnestlon? 

Mr.  TTLSON.    Yes. 

Mr.  GARNER  I  think  it  would  be  well  for  the  gentleman  to 
explain,  for  the  ben^t  of  the  absent  Members  as  well  as  the 
gentlemen  who  are  here,  his  program  with  reference  to  the 
balance  of  this  session;  and  let  me  see  tf  I  und^rtsand  ft  as 
the  gentleman  has  explained  it  to  me.  For  the  balance  of  this 
session  of  Congress,  as  I  understand,  no  business  wHl  be 
transacted  except  such  consideration  as  may  be  necessary  on 
the  tariff  MIU  including  senditig  the  bill  to  conference ;  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  TILSON.  The  gentleman  states  the  situation  properly, 
so  far  as  legislation  is  concerned,  tmleas  some  emergency  may 
arise  that  he  would  agi'ee  with  me  was  a  matter  that  should 
be  attended  to. 

Mr.  GARNER  Then  the  absent  Members,  as  well  as  the 
Members  who  are  here,  can  understand  that  it  is  not  the  purxnse 
of  the  majority  party  to  do  anything  other  than  to  consider  the 
tariff  bill  when  it  passes  the  Senate,  and  Uiat  they  need  not 
CMne  back  here  nnta  that  time,  except  for  the  purpose  of  send- 
ing the  tariff  bill  to  conference? 

Mr.  TIIjSON.  I  think  the  ^>eaker  would  so  interpret  the 
"expediency"  referred  to  in  the  resolution. 

Mr.  GARNER  Suppose  we  get  back  here  on  the  11th  of 
Novemt)er  and  the  tariff  bill  has  not  passed  the  Senate — and  it 
does  not  look  like  it  is  going  to  pass  the  Senate  during  this 
session — is  it  the  gentleman's  purpose  to  do  any  other  business 
except  to  adjourn? 

Mr.  TILSON.  I  now  know  of  no  business  on  the  legislatiye 
program. 

Mr.  RAMSEYER    Will  the  gentleman  yldd? 

Mr.  TILSON.    Yes. 

Mr.  RAMSEYER  I  do  not  know  Just  what  right  we  have  to 
enter  into  agreements  now  beyond  the  life  of  the  resolution  now 
pending  before  the  House. 

Mr.  TILSON.  We  are  not  The  gentleman  is  simply  a^- 
ing  what  we  have  in  mind  in  the  way  of  a  program. 

Mr.  RAMSEYER  Wlien  we  reconrene  on  November  11  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  may  be  here  and  may  have  tbe  Mil  of 
the  g»itleman  from  Washington  [Mr.  Si7icmib8]  ready  for 
consideration. 

Mr.  TILSON.  Tlie  Committee  on  Agriculture  may  hare  some- 
thing further  in  the  way  of  farm  reUef ;  no  one  knows;  and 
I  suppose  that  would  come  under  the  original  agreement  or  the 
original  purpose  for  which  we  met — to  enact  agricultural  relief 
legislation,  among  other  things ;  but  nothing  of  this  kind  is  now 
on  the  program. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  TILSON.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  the  statement  the  gentleman  has  made 
preclude  the  possibility  of  the  oi^anlsatlon  cl  the  Committee  on 
Appr(^>ria  tions? 

Mr.  TILSON.    No;  it  does  not  preclude  that 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Or  prerent  that  committee  fmn  going  into 
action  if  it  wants  to? 

Mr.  TILSON.  That  committee  has  usually  met  whether  it 
was  organised  or  not  and  has  gone  on  with  its  work  and  has 
had  its  work  ready  when  we  met  in  December.  I  hope  the 
same  thing  will  be  done  now  wliether  the  committee  is  organised 
or  not 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  rrasoa  I  asked  the  question  is  that  I 
aoi  nnder  the  impreasioQ  that  posbibly  the  Committee  on  Appro* 
priations  might  begin  to  function  on  several  ot  its  Ulls  during 
the  siJ«x*iiil  peswion. 

Mr.  TILSON.  1  doubt  whether  the  regular  approjxintlon 
bills  should  come  up  for  consideration  before  tlie  regular  sessi<m 
and  the  receipt  of  the  President's  message. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  ot  Washington.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  floor 
leader  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  TILSON.    Yes. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.  Since  we  were  called  in  ses- 
sion to  enact  farm  relief  legislation,  and  the  Presld«it  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  three- 
fourths  of  the  members  of  the  Cknnmittee  on  Agriculture — at 
least  those  three  agencies — are  agreed  that  this  proposed  legis- 
lation comes  under  that  category,  and  we  now  hare  the  time, 
why  should  we  not  before  this  special  session  closes  rather 
strongly  encourage  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  to  take  action 
on  this  bill  and  give  us  a  chance  to  pass  on  it  one  way  or 
the  other. 

Mr.  TILSON.  The  bill  of  the  gentleman  from  Washington 
is  not  precluded  from  consideration  under  the  original  farm- 
relief  program. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washlngt(m.  But  the  floor  leader  on  the 
Democratic  side  has  suggested  that  we  are  not  going  to  consider 
anything  but  the  tariff,  and  that  would  predude  it 

Mr.  TILSON.  The  gentleman  from  Texas  was  speaking  of 
the  program  of  the  organization.  The  gentleman  well  under- 
stands that  farm  relief  is  a  part  of  the  program  for  the  special 
session,  and  this  bill  might  come  under  the  head  of  farm  reli^. 

Mr.  GARNER.  I  tried  to  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from 
Wa.Hhingtou  a  moment  ago  that  the  quickest  way  to  get  the 
legislation  which  he  desires—and  I  am  frank  to  say  that  I  am 
in  favor  o<  it  for  it  will  be  in  the  interest  of  the  fruit  growers — 
the  thing  to  do  is  to  get  a  promise  out  of  the  majority  floor 
leader  that  he  will  give  consideration  to  the  Mil  when  the  report 
from  the  Agricultural  Committee  comes  in. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.  The  gentleman  from  Texas 
knows  the  elasticity  of  the  word  "consideration.'*  He  said 
he  would  "give  it  consideration." 

Mr.  GARNER.  Sometimes  when  a  f&Uow  wants  to  create  a 
rough  hiHise  to  get  a  pfx>mlse  he  can  do  it ;  it  is  a  qtiesdon  how 
far  the  gentleman  wants  to  go  in  the  effort  to  get  such  a  promise. 

Mr.  DOWELL.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut if  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  majority  to  <»ganiae  the 
committees  at  this  special  session  before  we  adjourn? 

Mr.  TILSON.  I  will  say  that  the  original  intentioo  was  that 
we  might  make  selection  of  the  committees  at  the  end  of  this 
session,  bat  even  that  was  not  agreed  upon. 

Mr.  DOWELL.  That  is  one  of  the  things  that  may  come  up 
when  we  meet  on  Nov^nber  11. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  is  on  the  resotatioa  offered  by 
the  gratleman  from  Oonnecticnt. 
The  res(4ution  was  agreed  ta 


▲PPOtNTMBTT  or  SFBAXIB  PBO 

Mr.  TILSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a  further  resolaUon. 
Tlie  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

House  R««K>latioB  60 
K09«ivt4,  That  the  Speaker  may  at  any  time  during  the  mootlu  of 
October  and  November  deaicnate  any  Member  to  perform  the  duties  ot 
tbe  Chair,  notwlthatandlnc  the  provlaicos  of  clause  7  of  Rule  L 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

OKATH  or  SBNiLTOB  •LAWnmSfCK  DAVIS  TYSON 

Mr.  GARNER.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  the  following  resolution. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

House  Reeolutloo  61 

Rnolved,  That  the  Ilooae  haa  heard  with  profoand  sorrow  of  the 
death  of  Hon.  L^wkbkcb  Dans  Ttson,  a  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Tennessee. 

Rraolrt^.  That  the  Clerk  communicate  these  resolutions  to  the  Senate 
and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the  deceased. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

DiEATU  or  THE  LATE  KEPBESEXTATIVE  LCSUE  JASPIS  SmiJB 

Mr.  TARVER.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  offw  the  ft^owiug  te^olution. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

House  ResohitioB  62 
ftr««>lreti.  That  the  House  has  heard   with  profound  sorrow  of  the 
death  of  Hon.  Lasua  Jaspbr  Stmue,  a  Represenuttre  from  the  3UU  of 
Oeorcia. 

Xeaolvetf,  Tliat  the  Clerk  coautunlcata  these  reaolutioos  to  the  Senate 
and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  th*  deceased. 
The  reeolotion  was  agreed  to. 


OCTOBEE    14 


DEATH  or  THE  I^TB  8D>BE8EirrATrVE  O.  J.  KVAUB 

Mr.  NOLAN.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  the  following  resolution. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

House  Resolution  63 

Retoivtd,  That  the  House  has  beard  with  profound  sorrow  of  the  death 
I  if  Hon.  O.  J.  Ktalb,  a  Representatire  from  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

Retolrtd,  That  the  Clerk  communicate  these  resolutions  to  the  Smat* 
and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the  deceased. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

ADJOrKNMEITT 

Mr.  TILSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  for 
he  deceased  Senator  and  late  Members  of  the  House,  I  move 
hat  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and  28 
oinutes  p.  m.)  the  House,  under  the  terms  of  House  Resolution 
9,  adjourned  until  Thursday,  October  17,  1929,  at  12  o'clock 
noon. 


EXECLT7VE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  Rule  XXIV,  executive  communications  were 
1  Lken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows : 

64.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  report 
1  rom  the  Chief  of  Engineers  on  preliminary  examination  of 
(poiorado  River,  Tex. :  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

65.  A  let:er  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  transmitting 
draft  of  a  proposed  Joint  resolution  for  the  relief  of  C.  N.  Hil- 
(  reth,  Jr.,  former  collector  of  customs  for  District  No.  18 ;  to 
t  tie  Committee  on  Claims. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
^ere  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  ALLEN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4613),  granting  a  pension  to 
i  LUstin  Mondon ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4614)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
4  Lgnes  Blakeley ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
I  Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4615)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Jennie  P.  McCIanahan  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.- 
I  Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4616)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  tQ 
iimanda  E.  Tate;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  ^' 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4617)  granting  a  pen.sion  to  Milton  Frits; 
t  J  the  Conunittee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ARNOLD:  A  bill  (H.  R  4618)  granUng  a  pension  to 
1  Lichard  Clinton  Shultz ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R,  4619)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  F.  Besly ; 
t)  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4620)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
]  Jlvira  Poeton ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4621)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
]  fancy  J.  Jtrfinsoo ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BACON :  A  bill  ( H.  R.  4622)  granting  a  pension  to 
,  oseiriiine  Connell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BOWMAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4623)  granting  a  pension  to 
ITora  Amanda  Combs;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

By  Mr.  BRAND  of  Ohio:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4624)  granting  an  In- 
crease of  pension  to  Phena  Knaggs;  to  the  Committee  on 
lavalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4^5)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  J.  Coulson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4626)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
I  jma  B.  Mill^ ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4627)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Rattle  L.  Maley ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4628)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Ifouisa  A,  Ballinger;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CANFIELD:  A  bill  (H.  R  4629)  granting  a  pension 
t^  Mitchell  Day ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4630)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  F. 
S^tewart ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (II.  R.  4631)  granting  a  pension  to  Robert  Long; 
t^  the  C-ommittt»e  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  EATON  of  Colorado:  A  bill  (H.  R  4632)  granting  a 
p^slon  to  Bessie  M.  Segerstrom ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R.  4633)  granting  a  pension  to  Harriet 
If  Carter;  to  the  C<mimittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ELLIOTT:  A  bill   (H.  R.  4634)   granting  a  pension 

Robert  McQueen;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4635)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  B.  Ride- 
n^ur:  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  EVANS  of  Montana:  A  bill  (H.  R  4636)  granting  an 
idcrease  of  pension  to  Edward  L.  Schniedemann ;  to  the  Com- 
n|ittee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FITZGERALD:  A  bill  (H.  R  4637)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  William  E.  Goasett ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen>sions. 
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Also,  a  iMll  (H.  R  4638)  granting  a  pension  to  Isaiah  Light- 
foot  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FREAR:  A  bill  (H.  R  4639)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Wllhelmlne  Ulrich;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  GAMBRILL:  A  bill  (H.  R  4640)  granting  a  pension 
to  Olive  B.  Beall ;  to  the  Committee  on  I'wisions. 

By  Mr.  GREENWOOD:  A  biU  (H.  R  4641)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  David  Edgar  Ellis;  to  the  C<»nmittee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN:  A  bill  (H.  R  4642)  granting  a  pension 
to  Jennie  L.  Cranmer ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JAMES:  A  biU  (H.  R  4ft43)  for  the  relief  of  Louis 
Vauthier  and  Francis  Dohs;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  JENKINS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4644)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Mar>-  A.  Barnes;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  PALMER:  A  bill  (H.  R  4645)  granting  a  pension  to 
Cannie  Reavis ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SHORT  of  Missouri:  A  Mil  (H.  R  4646)  granting  a 
pension  to  Pieas  (Pleasant)  Godall;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
valid Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SOMERS  of  New  York:  A  bill  (H,  R  4647)  grant- 
ing an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary  F.  Perrin ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON:  A  biU  (H.  R  4648)  granting  a  pension 
to  Mary  Trumbull ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  UNDERWOOD:  A  biU  (H.  R  4^9)  granting  an 
Increase  of  pen.sion  to  Leva  Raymond;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4650)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Frances  Irene  Fowler ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WALKER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4661)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Louisa  Squires;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4652)  granting  a  pension  to  Montra 
Sanders;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4653)  grnuiing  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Martha  E.  Gaines ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII.  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

750.  By  Mr.  HADLEY:  Petition  of  residents  of  Everett, 
Wash.,  ui^ing  Increases  of  pension  for  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


SENATE 
Tuesday,  October  15,  1929 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Rarkley 

George 

Keyes 

Shortrldge 

Bingham 

Gillett 

King 

Simmons 

iihick 

Glass 

La  Pellet  te 

Smith 

Please 

Glenn 

McKellar 

Bmoot 

Borah 

Gotr 

McMaster 

Stelwer 

Bratton 

Goldsbo  rough 

McNary 

Stephens 

Brock 

Gould 

Metcaif 

Swanson 

Bmokhart 

Greene 

Norbeck 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Capp<»r 

Hale 

Norris 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Connally 

Harris 

O^die 

Townsend 

Copfland 

Harrison 

Trammell 

Courens 

Hastings 
Hatfield 

Overman 

Tydings 

Cutting 

Pnttrrson 

Vandenberg 

Dale 

Haydeu 

Phtpps 

Wagner 

Deneeo 

Hebitt 

Pine 

Walcott 

Dill 

HoweU 

Pittman 

Walsij,  Mass. 

Edfte 

Johnson 

Ransdell 

Warren 

Fees 

Jones 

Reed 

Waterman 

Fletcher 

Keen 

SchaU 

Watson 

Frailer 

Kendrick 

Sheppard 

Wheeler 

Mr.  FESS.     My  colleague  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.* 
Burton]    is  still   detained  from  the  Senate  by  illness.     I  ask 
that  this  statement  may  be  allowed  to  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  BOliAH.  I  desire  to  announce  the  necessary  absence  ot 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  (Mr.  Carawat],  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  (Mr.  Robinson],  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Blaine],  and  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  WalshJ,  who 
are  engaged  in  committee  work. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Shipstead]  is  absent  because  of  illness.  I  ask  that  thia  an- 
nouncement may  stand  for  the  day. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty  Senators  have  answered  to 
th^r  names.    A  quorum  is  present 

PETinOH 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  supple- 
mental petition  of  the  Immigrants'  Legal  Aid  Society  (Inc.), 
of  Chicago,  111.,  signed  by  its  president  and  general  couns^ 
praying  an  investigation  of  certain  alleged  corrupt  or  criminal 
activities  and  conditions  in  the  city  of  Chicago  and  Cook 
County,  IlL,  which  was  referred  to  the  Conunittee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

BILLS  irrrHooiracD 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  tinanlmona 
consent,  tl)e  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  REED: 

A  bill  (S.  1883)  to  amend  the  national  defense  act  of  June  3, 
1916,  as  amended ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  METCALF : 

A  bill  (S.  1884)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Mary  M. 
Thompson  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

AlCENDUKNTS  TO  THK  TAKIIT  BILL 

Mr.  GOFF,  Mr.  GEORGE,  and  Mr.  BROOKHART  each  sub- 
mitted an  amendment  and  Mr.  WALSH  ot  Massadiusetts  sub- 
mitted two  amendments.  Intended  to  be  i>ropo«ed  by  them, 
respectively,  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revisiun  bill,  which 
were  severally  ordered  to  He  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

JAIOES   H.   DAVIS 

Mr.  JONES  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Rea.  133). 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the 
(DouUngent  Expenses  of  the  Senate: 

Re90h>ed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  herehy  is  anthorfied  and 
directed  to  pay  ont  of  the  appropriation  for  miscellaneous  items,  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate,  fiscal  year  1029,  to  James  H.  Davls^ 
widower  of  Lulu  F.  Davis,  late  an  aasistant  clerk  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce  of  the  Senate,  a  inm  equal  to  slz  nontfaa'  compensation  at 
the  rate  she  was  receiving  by  law  at  the  time  of  her  death,  eaid  sum 
to  be  considered  Inclusiye  of  funeral  expenses  and  all  other  allowance*. 

MESSAGE  PBOM  THK  HOUSB 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives  by  Mr.  Chaffee, 
one  of  its  clerks,  communicated  to  the  Senate  the  resolutions  of 
the  House  adopted  as  a  tribute  to  the  memory  of  Hon.  Lawbkhcb 
Davis  Ttson,  late  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

The  message  also  communicated  to  the  Senate  the  resolutions 
of  the  House  adopted  as  a  tribute  to  the  memory  of  Hon.  O.  J. 
KvALK,  late  a  R^re.sentative  from  the  State  of  Miimesota. 

The  message  further  commimicated  to  the  Senate  the  Intelli- 
gence of  the  death  of  Hon.  Lesue  Jaspdi  Steele,  late  a  Repre- 
sentative from  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  transmitted  the  reso- 
lutions of  the  House  thereon. 

AODKEBS  BT   SENATCtt   HA  WES  EirTITUCD  "  AllEBIOANS  PBOnCBT  THII 

JEWISH   UASSACBES" 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  inserted  in  the  Conokcssioral  Rboobd  a 
very  able  and  eloquent  speech  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Hawes]  entitled  "Americans  Protest  the  Jewish 
Massaci-es,"  delivered  In  St  Louis  on  September  8. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  here  printed,  as  follows : 

No  better  day  ttian  the  ChrlBtian  Sabbath  coold  have  been  selected 
for  tills  meeting  of  sympathy  and  protest. 

Casper  8.  Yost,  In  his  new  but  lasting  work,  the  Quest  of  God,  ex- 
presses the  spirit  that  should  guide  our  deliberations  here,  when  be 
said: 

"  The  golden  linger  of  divinity  readies  out  and  toncbes  me ;  it 
reaches  out  and  touches  you ;  I  clasp  your  hand  and  the  circle  la 
complete. 

"  Herein  is  expressed  the  relations  between  man  and  man,  and  b^ 
tween  man  and  God. 

"  Ton  are  my  brother ;  I  am  yours ;  He  is  our  Father. 

"  In  the  recognition  of  these  facts  lies  the  essentials  of  rellgloB. 

"  When  one  of  the  Scribes  came  to  Jesus  and  asked  which  Is  the 
first  commandment  of  all,  Jesus  answoed :  '  The  first  of  aU  the  com- 
mandments Is,  "  Hear,  O  Israel ;  the  Lord  our  God  is  one  Lord.  Aod 
thou  ehalt  love  the  Lord  thy  God  with  all  thy  heart  and  with  all  thy 
soul  and  with  all  thy  mind  and  with  all  thy  strength."  Thla  Is  Um 
first  commandment. 

"  'And  the  second  is  like,  namely,  "  Thou  shalt  love  thy  neighbor  as 
thyself."     There  Is  none  other  commandment  greater  than  these.'  " 

Palestine,  a  land  of  three  faiths,  is  known  as  the  Holy  Land.  It  Is 
"  the  Holy  Land  "  for  the  Jew,  "  the  Holy  Land  "  for  the  Christian,  and 
"  the  Holy  Land  "  for  the  Moslem.  For  thousands  of  years  pious  pU- 
grlDiB  have  knelt  before  the  sacred  shrines  of  these  three  fkltbs. 
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A»  an  AmeticaB,  I  am  eoncemed  ia  the  maasacre  of  he4>l«M,  anaimcd. 
pracvful  cltiiena  of  tke  H0I7  Land.  As  an  American  Protestant,  I  can 
not  inKl.1t  ttiat  the  Proteatant  and  the  Catholic  maf  worship  at  the 
Holy  8«>pulcber  If  I  fail  to  demand  the  same  rlxbt  for  the  Jew.  For  that 
matter  I  can  not  conalatently  oppose  the  Arab  worshiping  at  hia  shrine. 

Ther>>fore,  as  an  Aaterlcan  oltlsea,  I  can  not  divest  myself  of  the 
rMponHlbilitr  of  maklac  protest  In  the  present  Instance  u  a  feneral 
p.-iDciple.  on  the  basis  of  fandameotal  rlcht  and  the  tenets  of  sound 

democracy  ' 

Biffbt  years  ago,  as  a  Member  of  Congrsas,  In  the  Hoasa  of  Rspresent- 
atlvea.  I  said : 

"  The  American  Catholic,  the  American  Protestant,  and  the  American 
Jrw  muHt  atand  united  In  firm  opposition  to  any  Intolerant  movement 
wblrh  depriv<>s  any  creed  of  the  fullest  freedom  and  equal  rifhts  under 
the  law,  or  curtails  personal  liberty  of  conseleoce  or  rellgloo.     •    •     • 

"  It  becomes  the  particular  duty  of  those  In  a  majority  to  Inalst  tipon 
the  prMenratlon  of  the  rights  of  tbs  minority,  and  the  flght  against 
rftigtoos  intolerancs  should  b«  made  by  the  Protsatant  for  the  Catholic 
and  by  the  Catholic  for  the  I'roteatant,  and.  because  of  numerical  weak' 
seas,  by  both  Protestant  and  Catholic  for  tb*  religious  rights  of  the 
Jew.     •     •    • 

'*A  people  so  persevering  In  Its  fight  for  civil  liberty  should  nerer 
pause  or  hesitate  in  Its  opposition  to  religious  Intolerance,     e     •     • 

"  While  tba  iuadamental  principle  of  a  democracy  is  tbs  rula  of  the 
majority,  this  must  carry  with  It  not  only  reeognltloB  but  respect  for 
the  rights  of  the  minortty." 

The  Jewish  psyaladOB  of  the  world  Is  approzlaiately  16.000.000;  the 
Moslem,  200.000,000;  tbe  ChristUn,  600.000,000. 

If  we  are  to  remain  true  to  the  brat  traditlona  of  the  founders  of  the 
Bepublie  we  most  respect  the  rights  of  minorities  as  written  Into  our 
Constitution  in  the  American  Bill  of  Rights,  especially  as  the  right  of 
the  Jew  to  peaceful  worship  was  guaranteed  in  aolenn  conference  In  all 
bat  three  of  the  great  nations  of  the  earth,  and  I  believe  that  ttieae 
three  will  now  approve  the  Jewish  aspiration.  In  addition  (which  con- 
cerns us  most)  tbe  President  of  the  United  SUtes  at  that  time,  Woodrow 
Wilson,  took  pai-t  In  these  world  conferences  and  in  this  agreement. 

That  was  a  critical  period  In  tbe  world's  history.  It  waa  at  a  time 
when  tbe  Turk,  well  organised  and  well  drilled,  bad  risked  tbe  fortunes 
of  the  Moslem  with  Germany  snd  Austria.  Tbe  destruction  of  the  Snes 
Canal  was  threatened ;  battles  were  raging  and  the  outeooM  was  In 
doubt.  Tbe  sgreement,  therefore,  became  binding  not  only  in  a  moral 
eenae  but  In  a  material  way ;  it  became  a  contract  based  upon  vital 
eonsldcratioBa  of  life,  property,  and  military  ascendancy. 

Lord  Kotbschild  conducted  the  negotiations  for  the  Zioalats  with 
Lord  Balfour,  resulting,  on  November  2.  1917,  in  what  has  since  become 
known  historically  as  the  Balfour  declaration.     It  reads : 

"Bis  Majeaty's  Qovemment  view  with  fkvor  tbe  esUbUsbment  in 
Paleetlae  of  a  national  home  for  tbe  Jewish  people,  and  will  use  their 
best  endeavors  to  facUiUte  achievement  of  tbU  object.  It  being  clearly 
understood  that  nothing  shall  be  done  wtilch  may  prejudice  the  civil  and 
rellirlotia  rights  of  existing  non-Jewlnh  commanitlee  in  Palestine  or  the 
rights  or  political  statns  enjoyed  by  Jews  In  any  other  country." 

There  was  difference  ot  opinion,  even  at  the  Mase.  among  Zloulsts  as 
to  tbe  object  of  thia  "  home "  for  the  Jew.  Some  went  so  far  as  to 
demand  the  reestabllshment  of  a  Jewish  nation.  Tbe  majority  appar- 
ently seemed  not  only  content  with  but  approved  tbe  thought  of  the 
"  home  " — the  actual  suggestion  contained  In  th«  Balfour  declaration. 

Tbe  declaration  was  followed  by  the  appointment  of  a  high  commis- 
sioner snd  an  attempt  to  create  a  commission,  but  it  was  agreed  that 
no  order  could  be  promulgated  by  tbe  high  commissioner  unless  and 
until  be  had  consulted  the  cobucII.  The  council.  It  may  be  said,  has 
never  been  created.  A  declaration,  however,  of  this  principle,  similar 
to  that  which  we  find  in  our  own  bill  of  rights,  was  to  the  effect  that 
"  there  shall  be  no  restriction  of  conscience  and  worship  nor  discrimina- 
tion In  any  way  between  the  inhabitants  of  the  country  on  the  ground 
of  race,  reilgk>B.  or  language,  or  be  in  any  way  repugnant  to  or  incon- 
sistent with  tbe  provisions  of  tbe  mandate  given  to  Great  Britain  by 
tbe  allied  and  associated  powers." 

Whether  we  will  or  net,  America  was  at  least  indirectly  a  party  to 
this  agreement. 

Our  Supreme  Court  Justice,  Louis  D.  Brandeis.  was  known  to  have 
appealed  to  Prcaident  Wilson,  and  when  President  Wilson  took  part  In 
the  deliberations  we  became  in  this  way  a  party  to  the  undertaking.  It 
may  be  merely  a  moral  part,  but  certainly  we  participated  In  the  pre- 
liminary conferencea  and  approved  tbe  program. 

I  believe  that  Great  BriUla.  under  the  mandate  and  by  her  expreaa 
declaration,  will  attempt  to  preserve  order  and  protect  life  and  property. 
Her  position  was  well  stated  by  the  war  corre^wndent,  Mr.  Philip 
Graves,  of  tbe  London  Times,  who  said : 

"  By  abandoning  Palestine  altogetber  we  (Great  Britain]  ahall  cause 
an  international  scandal.  We  shall  go  down  to  hiatory  as  tbe  people 
who.  to  save  a  otUliOB  or  so  a  year  for  a  few  years,  broke  all  our 
promlaes  and  allowed  the  Holy  Land,  barely  redeemed  from  un  incom- 
petent tyranny,  to  fall  back  into  a  worse  disorder  than  even  the  Turks 
created.  We  sbaU  discover  too  Ute  that  aa  aeMiomy  ta  the  baad  la  not 
alwaya  worth  a  war  la  tha  buah." 
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These  are  the  words  of  an  Intelligent  and  patriotic  Englishman,  and  I 
b4li«ve  be  expresses  tbe  real  thought  of  England  to-day.  Responding 
to  appeals  from  the  civillxed  world — and  especially  from  the  United 
Si  ates — I  believe  lasting  and  permanent  Hafety  of  Jewish  rights  and 
liiierties  in  Palestine  will  be  obtained  and  maintained. 

It  may  be  true  that  the  present  atrocities  may  be  in  a  way  the  very 
development  necessary  to  focus  tbe  world's  attention  upon  the  Palestine 
pioblem  and  bring  about  its  permanent  solution. 

We  can  not  but  sympathise  with  the  aspirations  of  the  Jew  when 
w»  consider  that  our  own  Nation  Is  150  years  old,  and  tiiat  Palestlaa 
WIS  possessed  by  tbe  Jews  for  a  period  of  1,500  years — ton  times  the 
111  e  of  our  nationality  !  When  thi«  fact  Is  impressed  tipon  us  we  begin 
ta  understand  the  racial  feelings  on  this  subject. 

I  would  not  bs  misunderstood.  At  different  periods  the  ancient  capl- 
tc  I  was  held  alternately  by  Jews,  Romans,  Oreeka,  Moslems,  and  Turks. 
Ti*  history  of  chivalry  was  writtsa  in  Its  recapture  by  the  Crusaders 
w  lo  wsut  from  Kurope  and  held  It  for  nearly  100  yearit ;  It  was  re- 
giined  by  tbe  Musl*>ms,  controlled  by  the  Tnrtiirs,  again  liy  tbe  Turks; 
ai  U  eaaia  under  tba  dirsctloa  of  tbe  British  Empire  during  tbe  World 
Wir. 

If  any  of  these  had  there  a  sncred  nhrine,  I  would  glee  to  them  the 
riitht  to  worship  at  It  unmolestsd.  whether  It  be  tbe  Turk,  the  Moslem, 
tti »  Christian,  or  the  Jew  I 

In  Palastlne  the  Moslem  outnumbers  the  Jew  10  to  1.  If  there  be 
a  ebauga  lo  its  administration  and  should  the  British  withdraw.  Pales, 
tile  would  be  turned  back  to  a  regime  of  carnage,  which  was  tbe  very 
tb  Ing  which  tbe  postwar  agrsemsnt  sought  to  end. 

Tbe  powers  that  entered  Into  this  solemn  agreement  at  a  eritleal 
period  in  the  world's  affairs,  in  my  Judgment,  will  not  permit  this. 
We  Americans  could  not  approve,  and  ahould  protest  such  course. 

The  immediate  cause  of  the  present  outbreak  seems  to  have  beea 
occasioned  by  tbe  efforts  of  tbe  Jews  to  continue,  uninterruptedly,  as 
tley  bad  ia  the  past,  la  their  devotions  at  what  is  caDed  tbe  Walling 
W  all,  which  was  part  of  the  western  wall  of  the  old  Temple  of  Solomon 
b(  t  which  later  became  a  sacred  place  to  the  Moslem.  He  pointed  to 
tlie  imprint  of  the  feet  of  a  horse  said  to  have  carried  the  Prophet 
Mohammed,  and  surmounted  the  spot  by  a  sacred  temple,  tbe  Mosque 
ol  Omar. 

For  many  thousands  of  yeara  the  Jews  have  had  the  right  of  worship. 
T  ley  possessed  it  even  under  the  Turks,  and  were  protected  in  it  by  the 
Tirka. 

So  fftr  as  r  have  been  abk  to  ascertain,  the  new  Zionist  movement 
hi  8  not  attempted  to  set  up  a  Jewish  kingdom  or  a  separate  government. 
Tliey  have  not  attempted  to  interfere  with  the  religious  rights  of  the 
MMlem,  but  seem  to  have  been  contented  with  the  rejuvenation  of 
P)  Jestine  under  the  guardianship  of  Great  Britain,  which  is  carrying  out 
the  mandate  of  tbe  allied  powers. 

Sir  Herbert  Samuel,  tbe  Bngiish  commissioner,  hlmaeif  a  Jew,  se- 
en red  an  Interpretation  of  tbe  Balfour  declaration,  which  was  to  the 
ell  ect  that  Palestine  as  a  whole  was  not  to  be  converted  Into  a  Jewish 
ni  tlonal  home:  a  Jewish  national  home  mu,  merely  to  be  founded  in 
Pi  lestlne.  It  was  to  be  made  a  place  where  Jews  might  come  from 
al  parts  of  the  earth  and  should  not  be  discriminated  against  because 
of  their  religion. 

But  the  Arab  has  never  submitted  to  or  recognised  the  Balfour 
declaration. 

The  Walling  Wall  is  part  of  a  relic  of  Solomon's  Temple,  a  Jewish 
hcly  place,  and  tbe  Mosque  of  Omar  connected  with  the  wall  is  a 
M>8lem  holy  spot.  This,  therefore,  is  the  point  of  contact  which 
ccnsions  conflict  and  riot,  and  which  may  be  avoided  if  tbe  rights  of 
both  parties  are  proclaimed  and  explained. 

The  Balfour  declaration  has  been  Improperly  interpreted  by  tbe  Arab 
and  by  some  Zloniuts,  and  to  this  improper  interpretation — which 
chimed  Jewish  domination  and  control  in  government  affairs — there  baa 
be>n  added  suspicion,  fanned  by  dishonest  and  misleading  propaganda. 

rhose  Jews  who  have  gone  into  Palestine  have  worked  wonders  in  an 
impoverished  land.  Zionism  has  helped  sanitation;  built  modern  hos- 
pli  ais ;  Introduced  efficient  and  civilising  methods.  They  have  Increased 
lai  Id  values  and  general  prosperity  through  the  millions  of  dollars  that 
flow  annually  from  [latrlotic  Jews  throughout  tbe  world. 

rhe  general  effect  of  the  Zionist  movement  has  unquestionably  been 
go>d  both  for  Arab  and  Jew.  It  has  cut  the  death  rate  for  both. 
Bl-ctric  light  and  power  have  been  introduced;  schools  of  all  kinds, 
bob  agricultural  and  technical,  and  great  universities,  have  appeared. 
And  let  us  remember  that  tbe  lands  upon  which  all  these  structures  and 
works  have  been  built  were  secured  not  by  concession,  not  by  grant. 
ho'   by  purchase  made  by  the  Jew. 

^e  Americans  contribute  money  and  make  endowments  for  foreign 
ml  isions.  We  send  our  ministers  and  priests  to  pagan  lands  to  found 
churches  and  schools  In  tbe  very  beari  of  teeming  millions  of  pagans 
wbo  are  oppoaed  to  our  religions  philosophy.  These  missionaries  have 
accomplished  commendable  results,  but  tbe  point  is  that  when  they  ara 
Ini  »rfered  with  we  back  tbem  with  oar  war  ships,  with  our  cannons, 
wi  h  our  marinea.  When  they  are  assailed  we  demaad  and  secure 
dai  oagea  and  Indamaltles  and  reparation. 
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The  Jew  does  not  proselyte ;  all  be  asks  is  that  be  may  have  a  place 
to  meet  at  the  old  home  of  his  ancestors,  at  the  holy  shrine  of  his 
religion,  and  that  be  may  be  permitted  to  conduct  his  services  in 
safety. 

To-night  we  play  our  part  In  a  movement  to  secure  united  expres- 
sion on  thia  subject.  Let  us  at  the  outset  see  that  this  expression  be 
temperate.  Let  It  be  based  on  simple  Justice,  and  stated  in  terms  of 
moderation.     This  will  Insure  Its  power  and  its  consideration. 

We  can  with  propriety  insist  that  the  civilised  world  view  Palestine 
as  a  place  separate  and  distinct  from  any  other  spot  in  the  world. 

We  can  ask  our  own  Government  to  extend  its  own  proper  influence. 

We  can  voice  our  support  of  the  Balfour  declaration  insuring  pro- 
tection and  Justice  for  tbe  Jew. 

Wc  may  very  properly  ask  for  a  clear  and  definite  statement  of 
Great  Britain's  position  and  future  policy. 

We  can  urge  tbe  restoration  of  law,  aad  the  lecnrlty  of  both  life 
and  property ;  we  can  ask  for  the  arrest  and  punishment  of  those 
guilty  of  SHsaults ;  tbe  payment  of  adequate  damages ;  the  removal 
of  possibly  unsympathetic  ofDciuls,  and  in  the  future  a  vigorous  en- 
foroMuent  uf  the  law  and  order  now  to  be  established  In  Palestine. 

These  things  we  should  do  but,  to  be  effective,  a  protest  must  rest 
U[Hin  knowledge  and  be  founded  on  Justice.  Destiny  seems  to  have 
rcs(>rve4l  for  our  Nation  tbe  duty  of  securing  civil  and  religious  liberty, 
for  each  of  our  citlaens  and,  by  its  example,  to  spread  this  principle  of 
liberty  throughout  the  world. 

I  hove  always  contended — It  Is  for  me  an  Inherited  creed — that  real 
liberty,  whether  dvll  or  religious,  can  not  be  preserved  in  any  country 
which  does  not  rid  itself  of  religious  intolerance. 

If  civil  llberiy  is  to  be  preserved,  intolerance  must  be  eliminated,  and 
our  people  who  have  been  so  persevering  in  their  flght  for  civil  liberty 
should  never  pause  or  hesitate  In  expressing  their  opposition  to  religious 
and  racial  intolerance  wherever  it  may  be  found. 

We  do  not,  It  is  true,  come  with  entirely  clean  hands.  During  tbe 
World  War,  when  so-called  German-Americans  bad  their  heartstrings 
wrung  by  the  contending  forces  of  Wood  ties  and  patriotism  to  the 
land  of  their  adoption  ;  when  they  were  serving  in  our  Army  and  in 
our  Navy,  or  giving  their  lives  or  property  in  our  cause,  racial  In- 
tolerants  pointed  the  finger  at  them. 

But  right  ultimately  triumphs !  These  Intolerant  things  are  passing 
away,  and  I  think  that  we  can  say  to  the  world  that  we  are  united  In 
the  opinion  that  Justice  must  be  done ;  that  the  world  is  under  a  moral 
contract  to  protect  the  right  of  the  Jew  in  Palestine;  that  it  is  under 
an  international  agreement  to  do  so,  and  that  tbe  moral  forces  of 
America   support   this  agreement. 

Those  who  have  read  our  history  understand,  and  Americans  know — 
as-  the  world  should  know — that  the  greatest  appeal  to  the  American 
citlsen  is  the  appeal  of  humanity  in  distress;  that  always  we  have 
answered  this  sppeal — sometimes  with  arms. 

When  the  original  thirteen  Colonies  wavered  in  uncertainty,  it  was 
tbe  massacre  in  Massachusetts  that  united  them  In  their  Declaration 
of  Independence. 

In  1812,  though  embarrassed  and  suffering  financial  loss,  it  was  not 
until  American  seamen  were  b'-utually  impressed  and  taken  from  Amer- 
ican   itaips  that  the  Nation  was  again  united  for  war. 

When  "  Old  Hickory  "  marched  bis  riflemen  in  1812,  it  waa  the  result 
of  a  humane  appeal ;  it  was  l>ecause  of  the  belief  on  the  frontier  that 
the  Indian  massacres  were  inspired  by  our  enemy.  It  was  a  humane 
motive ;  it  was  the  cry  of  humanity  that  took  old  Andy  down  to 
New  Orleans,  where  be  shot  red  into  the  whites  of  the  eye. 

Again,  when  our  statesmen  quibbled  and  quarreled  over  tbe  political 
posslbiilties  of  annexing  Texas,  it  was  tbe  massacre  at  the  Alamo  by 
Santa  Anna  that  lined  up  the  bayonets  along  the  border  ;  and  took  our 
own  Colonel  Doniphan  from  Missouri  on  tbe  long  march  to  the  cactus 
with  1,000  Mistiourians  at  his  back.  It  was  a  cry  of  humanity  that 
ushered  us  actually  into  the  Mexican  War. 

Again  it  was  the  cry  of  humanity  that  largely  domliuted  and  di- 
rected the  causes  that  brought  on  tbe  Civil  War. 

Finally,  we  all  remember — because  It  came  in  our  time — that  it  was 
tbe  butcheries  in  Cuba  that  took  the  United  States  into  tbe  war  with 
Spain. 

We  need  not  be  reminded  that,  until  the  sinking  of  neutrsi  ships, 
which  aroused  the  humane  sentiment  of  our  people,  we  remained  out 
of  the  World  War. 

So  that  back  of  all  our  wars  there  Is  ever  present  tbe  philosophy  of 
humanity— -a  philosophy  which  has  been  taught  by  tbe  Protestant,  by 
the  Catholic,  by  the  Jew! 

The  cry  of  humanity  has  an  irresistible  appeal  that  will  not  be 
denied,  and  the  world  knows  tbe  force  of  thld  appeal  upon  public  sent!- 
m«nt  In  America  !  The  people  of  the  United  States  will  ask  for  tbe 
Jew  in  Palestine  that  protection,  safety,  and  fair  treatment  which 
decency,  democracy,  aad  humanity  demand. 


SPEBICH    OF   BRITISH    PBIKS    UINISTCB   BBTOBC  OOCNOIL   OF   FORSI0?r 

BCLA-nONS 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  the  address  of  Mr,  J.  Ramsay 
MacDonnld  in  New  York  on  Friday  night  has  been  widely  dis- 
seminated, but  it  ought  to  be  made  a  matter  of  official  record. 
I  ask  unnnlmons  consent  that  it  l»e  printed  in  the  Rbcobd. 

The  VICE  PKESIDENT.    Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  here  printed,  as  follows : 

[From   the   Evening   Star,   Washington,   D.   C.   Saturday,   October   12, 

1920] 

N«w  YoBK,  October  12.— The  stenographic  report  of  the  speech  of 
Prime  Minister  J.  Ramiiay  MacDonald  last  night  before  tbe  Council  of 
Foreign  Relations  at  a  dinner  at  tbe  Rits-Carlton  Hotel  follows: 

"  It  was  a  very  kindly  thought  of  those  responsible  for  the  arrange- 
ment of  these  dinners  to  invite  me  to  como  and  break  bread  with  yuu 
at  your  table. 

"  Tou  were  certainly  not  unknown  to  me,  because  for  some  time  now 
I  have  read  a  mugnslue  for  which  you  ars  responsible,  both  with 
pleasure  and  with  profit.  I  refer  to  Foreign  Affairs.  And  when  I  beard 
that  tbe  chairman,  who  Is  by  my  side  at  the  present  moment,  Mr.  Root, 
was  to  take  tbe  chair  tbe  honor  that  you  bad  done  me  by  sending  ma 
your  invitation  was  Indeed  crowned  with  a  glorious  pleasure. 

"  Only  for  tbe  first  time  have  1  met  Mr.  Boot  in  tbe  flesh.  It  Is  a 
very,  very  long  time  ago  since  I  learned  to  respect  blm  as  one  of  the 
conspicuous  workers  in  the  cause  of  international  peace. 

"And  to-night  when  I  met  him  again  sitting  so  bravely  under  his 
heavy  load  of  years,  what  comes  to  my  mind  is  '  Simeon  waiting  on  tbe 
steps  of  the  temple  for  the  Messiah  appearance.'  My  hope  and  my 
prayer,  sir,  is  that  you  may  feel  In  these  days,  when  the  cruse  of  peace 
has  been  so  substantially  advanced,  some  of  those  feelings  that  must 
have  animated  Simeon  on  that  great  occasion.  To-night  I  am  speaking 
to  you,  and  I  see  you ;  but  outside  from  one  end  of  America  to  the 
other — and  also.  I  am  told,  across  the  Atlantic  itself — I  am  addressing 
an  unseen  audience  who  hear  a  voice,  but  see  no  man. 

NO    OKOCND    rOB    SUSPICION 

"  I  have  a  feeling,  sir,  that  that  audience  has  already  been  addressed 
from  the  columns  of  innumerable  newspapers  that  have  recorded  the 
heartening  transactions  of  the  last  week.  They  have  ft^owed  the  course 
of  the  negotiations  day  by  day,  and  every  time  that  your  President  and 
myself  have  been  able  to  renew  the  hope,  to  give  them  greater  satisfac- 
tion as  people  watching  for  peace,  tbey  have  cheered  and  cheered,  and 
tbey  have  upheld  us  in  our  efforts. 

"There  has  been  an  odd  voice  or  two,  as  you  said,  sir,  wbo  la  out  of 
harmony  with  the  general  feelings  of  tbe  world.  I  find  there  is  still 
that  old  leaven  of  diplomacy  left  in  some  quarters,  mostly  remote  be- 
yond the  seas,  that  if  two  statesmen  get  together,  talking  together, 
arranging  things  together,  come  to  ogreements  together,  that  there  must 
be  something  sinister  In  their  hearts.  The  only  remark  that  I  make 
to  those  i>eople  is  this :  That  they  are  very  much  out  of  date. 

"  Their  suspicions  do  not  arise  because  they  know,  tbey  arise  because 
tbey  are  old-fashioned.  They  arise  because  they  had  no  conception  of 
the  new  spirit  that  is  making  up  its  mind  to  govern  and  dominate  the 
world.  Tbe  spirit  of  an  open  diplomacy,  the  spirit  of  men  coming  to- 
gether, not  for  the  purpose  of  dividing  the  world  Into  alliances  and 
groups,  but  for  the  purpose  of  their  own  agreements,  helping  the  world 
to  come  to  a  general  agreement  that  will  be  universal  and  not  me- 
ticulous. That  was  the  spirit  that  made  Mr.  Hoover  and  myself  meet 
together  and  talk  over  affairs  of  mutual  interest  to  our  country. 

"  I  want  to  say  quite  definitely  and  clearly,  I  want  the  whole  world 
to  know  It,  and  I  say  it  without  any  reserve  and  any  withholding  of 
any  kind  whatever,  that  during  the  entire  course  of  our  conversations 
there  has  never  been  any  idea  whatever  of  an  exclusive  understanding 
between  Great  Britian  and  the  United  States.  There  has  been  nothing 
discussed  which  the  two  Governments  would  not  be  happy  to  see  dis- 
cussed on  the  same  basis  with  all  the  powers  in  the  world.  The  under- 
standing we  have  been  trying  to  establish  will  always  be  Incomplete 
and  unsatisfactory  until  it  has  become  the  common  possession  of  all  the 
nations  on  the  face  of  the  earth. 

DBALtNOS   IN   OPBN 

"  That  fact,  Mr.  Chairman,  was  very  well  illustrated  by  the  circum- 
stances under  which  these  conversations  were  Inaugurated.  When  you 
sent  General  Dawes  to  London  to  represent  you  he  hurried  up  in  tbe  full 
light  of  day  to  meet  me  in  my  Highland  fastness.  We  met.  We  sat 
at  a  table  together,  cheek  by  Jowl,  as  we  say  in  Scotland,  and  an  open 
window  was  at  our  shoulder.  The  sun  shone  in  upon  us.  Crowds  of 
reporters  were  in  tbe  yards  photograpbing  us  through  the  glass,  behold- 
ing our  various  transactions,  noting  our  smiles,  and  no  doubt  noting  our 
perplexities ;  everything  conducted  in  the  glass  house,  with  no  secrecy, 
no  curtains,  no  blinds ;  and  from  that  day  to  this  our  negotiations  have 
been  conducted  by  men  wbo  wish  to  live  tbe  open  life  and  have  no  desire 
to  pursue  tbe  secret  ona. 
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"  We  b»rp  not  «»■»«  tof«th*r  tor  the  parpo»e  of  enthronlBf  peace  ortr 
the  Atlantic.  We  haTc  come  together  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to 
enthrone  peace  all  over  the  world. 

"  In  your  reference  to  the  workingmen  of  Lancaahire,  air,  yoa  remind 
a«  that  In  those  daya  of  great  trial  In  the  United  States  those  working- 
men,  bent  down  under  poverty,  their  lives  darkened  by  privation,  felt  the 
Ideal  of  liberty,  felt  the  ideal  of  Jaatlce  so  keenly  that  they  were  pre- 
pared to  go  into  a  still  deeper  darkness  In  order  that  they  might  have 
no  art  or  part  In  favor  of  a  struggle  which  they  regard^  as  one  for 
human  liberty  and  hnman  righteoanness  In  the  world. 

"  I  have  met  the  same  thing  since  these  negotiations  begnn.  When 
the  Oovemmont  of  which  I  am  the  head  decided  to  postpone  the  balldlng 
of  two  cruisers,  becaoM  we  declined  to  enter  into  a  ahlpbailding  program 
of  competition  with  other  nationa,  it  meant,  onfortnnately,  that  the 
work  was  open  for  some  men  and  was  closed  to  them. 

"  I  don't  know  bow  many  of  yoa  anderstand  what  that  m^aas.  I 
don't  knew  how  many  of  you  understand  what  the  stopping  of  a  coaple 
of  pounds  a  week  or  of  two  pounds  ten  a  week  means — not  the  difference 
between  pocket  money  that  may  be  lavishly  spent,  but  between  an  income 
that  enables  a  family  to  be  kept  without  the  fear  of  incurring  debt  and 
who  have  nothing  at  all  except  what  Insurance  they  get  from  unemploy- 
ment funds.  Bat  those  men  faced  that  and,  while  they  appealed  to  as 
to  find  them  fresh  work,  they  passed  resolutions  begging  us  and  praying 
us  to  go  on  with  our  work  of  disarmament. 

IIOKAL    DISABXAUBXT    USOXD 

"The  chairman  was  perfectly  right  when  be  said  that  what  we  bad 
In  mind  was  to  effect  moral  disarmament  flrst  of  all.  We  shall  never  be 
able  to  effect  physical  disarmament  until  we  have  succeeded  in  effecting 
moral  disarmament. 

"And  I  venture  to  hope  that  the  statement  that  was  Issued  the  other 
day  on  behalf  of  your  President  and  myself  In  the  opening  paragraph 
has  proclaimed  between  us  a  state  of  moral  disarmament. 

"  Tbis  is  the  problem  of  statesmanship.  On  the  one  band  yoa  get 
your  moral  disarmament.  Sentiment  is  with  yon.  piety  Is  with  you, 
resolutions  that  read  fair  and  sound  well,  that  are  carried  unanimously. 
But  the  moment  you  start  to  apply  them  for  the  purpose  of  transferring 
the  mentalities  of  the  peoples  from  a  mentality  of  military  sei^nrity  to  a 
mentality  of  political  security,  then  the  poor  statesman  Is  he«et  by  a 
thousand  and  one  exceedingly  Intricate  problems. 

"  Now  the  task  that  lies  in  front  of  us  is  to  go  through  tJiat  condition 
here.  We  have  declared  no  war  can  take  place  between  us.  We  have 
declared  more :  That  we  do  not  conceive,  we  can  not  conceive,  any 
circumstances  under  which  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  and 
of  Great  Britain  can  come  into  conflict.     So  far,  so  good. 

"  But  we  have  declared  something  which  I  hope  will  protect  us  against 
the  spread  of  that  fear  and  that  suspicion.  We  have  said  to  each  other, 
so  far  as  our  navies  are  concerned — the  subject  that  we  have  been  dis- 
cussing in  particular — so  far  as  our  navies  are  concerned,  there  shall  be 
parity  between  us,  so  that  neither  of  us  will  have  any  advantage  over 
the  other,  so  that  we  are  in  a  state  of  absolute  equilibrium. 

"What  Is  the  effect  of  that?  The  chairman  referred  to  why  people 
fight.  He  was  perfectly  right.  People  don't  flght  for  the  reanons  that 
they  give  for  it  after  they  have  got  Into  war.  People  flght  because  some- 
tblni;  has  happened,  because  a  train  of  drcumstances  has  happened 
which  puts  their  nerves  on  edge,  which  makes  them  unhappy  In  their 
suspicions,  which  makes  them  feel  unsafe  and  Insecure,  until,  by  a  con- 
tinuation of  that  mentality,  they  come  to  the  conclusion — for  Ood's  sake, 
let  as  end  It,  whatever  the  price  or  the  result  may  be — and  before  we 
know  where  ws  are  w«  are  at  war. 

"There  Is  no  better  way  of  preventing  the  development  of  that 
national  frame  of  mind  than  to  prevent  competition  in  armaments, 
because  by  competing  in  armaments  every  nation  knows  that  It  has 
failed  to  get  security.  And  when  it  has  spent  its  nation's  Income,  when 
It  bas  frayed  Its  nerves,  then  It  knows  that  war  Is  absolutely  Inevitable 
and  that  there  is  no  cure  for  the  conditions  under  wblcb  they  have 
landed  themselves  except  the  conflict  of  arms. 

>OB    UOTCAL  CONnoCNCn 

**  Limit  the  development  of  arms,  then  what  do  you  do?  Tou  compel 
yonr  statesmen,  you  compel  yourselrps  to  trust  to  political  security,  the 
security  of  Justice,  the  security  of  frdr  play,  the  security  of  rlcbtnesB  of 
position,  the  securing  of  arbitration,  and  every  agreement  made  between 
nations  consequently  to  stop  threatening  each  other  by  competitive  de- 
^Telopm^t  of  arma  means  that  those  nations  are  driven  more  and  mor« 
into  the  Judicial  frame  of  mind,  into  the  frame  of  mind  which  finds 
security  In  mutual  eonfldenee  and  In  mutual  good  wiU. 

"The  mind,  however,  la  fomiabed  always  with  old  furnitwe  that  It 
is  very  diOcTlIt  for  you  to  turn  out  of  your  mind.  You  have  the  asaamp- 
tlons  and  fears  that  you  have  Inherited  and  furnished  it  afresh  with,  as 
700  ^o-yonr  own  rooms  and  yonr  own  houses.  For  instance,  la  mu 
ease,  our  navy  la  the  ▼«!  life  of  our  nation.  We  have  roaunce  sur- 
rounding  It.  We  are  a  people  of  the  sea.  We  are  a  small  IslaBd. 
Burope  Is  at  our  doors  for  good  or  for  Ul.  The  Uons  of  our  Bmpire 
bare  been  tbiown  all  ever  the  face  of  the  earth.     We  have  to  import 
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food.     A  month's  blockade,   effectively  carried  out,   wonld  starve 


[jreat  powers  on  the  Continent  trust  to  their  land  forces.  Our  land 
mast  always  be  a  secondary  force  In  the  event  of  any  conflict. 
Gre4t  Britain's  navy  is  Great  BriUln  Itself. 

.Ls  I  said,  w«  are  a  people  of  the  sea,  and  the  sea  Is  our  recnrlty 

our  safety. 

.Lh,  my  American  friends,  I  hope  that  your  imagination  will  enable 
you  to  see  the  affection,  the  real  understandable  human  affection,  that 
is  gitbered  around  our  ships  of  the  sea  when  we  look  into  the  future 
and  bow  bard  It  is  to  get  the  British  people  to  feel  security  If  the  naval 
arm  is  limited  in  any  way  whatever. 

I  put  that  In  front  of  yoa,  not  as  a  final  word  but  as  a  plea  for 
and  >r standing,  a  plea  for  patience,  a  plea  for  good  will.     In  that  way 

rery  fact  that  you  show  that  patience  and  that  good  will  will  enable 

o  change  that  part  of  the  furniture  of  our  mind  and  put  In  its 
more  modern,  fairer,  more  comfortable,  and  more  sulMtautial 
furniture  for  future  use. 

OTHEB   DimCULTT    TO   TACU 

There  Is  another  difficulty  that  yon  and  we  have  to  face  in  common. 

know  In  this  world  there  is  the  wise  man.     As  a  rule  he  is  a  very 

man.     And  a  very  chsracterlstic  type  of  wise  man  is  he  who 

tbst  as  you  have  never  accomplished  anything  in  certain   direc- 

so  yon  never  will.     He  is  the  sort  of  man  who  an  hour  before 

flew    the    Channel    would    declare    the   Channel    could    never    be 

,  because  at  various  times  it  bad  been  unsuccessfully  attempti<l,  and 

type  of  man  comes  in  to  bother  us  at  the  present  time.     He  knows 

bit  about  history,  he  tells  us.     He  tells  us  that  In   1815   the 

■Ailiance  was  formed  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  world  forever 

l|eace.     And  then  he  tells  you  little  gossipy  tales  about  this  nation 

that. 

Be  tells  yoa  how  the  Holy  Alliance  came  to  an  end.    He  tells  you  how 

of  armies  vanishing  armies  grew.     He  tells  you  how  even  the 

Alliance  itself  instead  of  securing  peace  paved  the  way  for  war. 

he  shakes  his  head  and  be  says  to  Mr.  Boot  and  myself,  'Ah,  yoa 

and  unreliable  idealists.' 
If  the  Holy  Alliance  does  not  satisfy  yoa  and  initiate  your  faith,  he 
will  tell  you  delightful  stories  of  the  liberal  dreams  of  democracy  in  the 
reg:  on  of  1848.  He  will  tell  you.  as  one  told  me  the  other  day,  how 
Bot  ert  Owen  came  to  the  United  States  in  1945  and  called  a  convention, 
and  these  are  the  words  used — '  called  a  world  convention  to  emancipate 
the  human  race  from  ignorance,  poverty,  division,  sin,  and  misery.'  And 
he  vill  continue  the  story  down,  down,  down  Into  an  ever-deepening 
darkness  of  failures,  and  then  the  light  of  self-satisfaction  will  illuml- 
nat '  his  face  and  he  will  turn  to  you  and  say  :  '  Have  I  not  proved  an 
eternal  positive  by  a  finite  negative?' 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is.  If  you  take  any  great  hnman  cause  that 
has  triumphed  for  the  benefit  of  the  world,  you  will  find  that  originally 
it  cames  down  from  the  clear  blue  sky  of  idealism,  down,  down,  down 
tbDugh  experiment  after  experiment  that  has  failed,  until  at  last  It 
tonihes  the  earth,  and  as  soon  as  it  touches  the  esrth,  by  almost  a 
mai  ical  transformation  of  its  creative  power,  it  begins  to  grow  ap  and 
)y  physical  means  and  by  successive  additions  until  at  last  it  estab- 
itself  as  one  ot  the  great  achievements  of  the  intelligent  human 


vrLQBiu  vathebs'  muiUTvm 
It  was  one  of  the  Pilgrim  Fathers  who  said,  '  Let  the  government  be 
I  oaterials  he.'     That  Is  what  we  have  been  trying  to  remember  daring 
last  seven  days.     We  have  been  trying  to  amnlf^mate  the  two  in- 
ents,  real  creative  action  and  an  idea  wblcb  is  Just  and  Inspiriag 
practical  experience  that  enables  us  to  apply  that  Idea  like  practl- 
buslness  men.     There   has  never  been  anything  done  worth  doing 
tiasB't  been  dreamed  flrst  of  all. 
I  am  told  I  am  addressing  some  very  snccessful  business  men.     I 
not  a  business  man  in  that  sense,  but  I  venture  to  say  that  your 
p^rience  is  mine — no  one  has  ever  established  a  successful  business 
witpout  dreaming  about  it  at  the  beginning. 

Never  has  there  been  a  good  boose  built,  never  has  there  been  a 
gloitoua  cathedral  built,  but  an  architect  came  first  of  all  and  conceived 
outlines  of  its  beauties  and  put  them  in  place.     The  nuson,  the  man 
has  been  doing  what  your  President  and  I  have  been  trying  to  de 
we  met,  iHiild  things  up  so  that  in   material   things   we   might 
our  architectural  ideas.     I  said  the  builder  of  material  things 
after  the  architect,  and  without  the  architect  he  can  build  nothing 
Is  worthy.     Our  dreams  of  peace,  our  conceptions  of  human  Justice 
human  wisdom,  based  upon  the  assumption  that  nations  sooner  or 
must  discover  how  their  competition  is  to  l>e  competition  of  mind, 
con|;>etltIon  of  spirit,  competition   of  soul :  how  can  we  contend  with 
other?     We  are  not  to  build  walls  that  exclude  each  other,  but  In 
Tarious  crafts.  In   our  rarioas  countries,   build   temples  that  will 
eacb  other.     Not  until  we  discover  how  democracy,  how  national 
start   from   great  flaring  experiments,    successfully   con- 
ducted In  good  government,  not  nntll  then  are  we  going  to  have  peace 
^a^th  and  good  will  toward  men.     And  only  when  we  apply  those 
are  we  building  up  on  the  earth  the  eondiUons  of  peace. 
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"That  problem  remains  to  the  statesnun  to  devise  In  detail  a  set  of 
political  relations  for  the  specific  purpose  of  realising  the  moral  condi- 
tion which  we  call  peace.  The  problem  is  how  to  coordinate  harmoni- 
ously and  not  In  a  discordant  way  the  different  Interests  of  the  dif- 
ferent nations.  Wisdom,  practicality  in  politics,  consists  in  having  the 
vision  and  knowing  how  to  apply  it.  and  I  hope,  sir,  you  will  flnd  some 
evidence  that  that  kind  of  wisdom  has  been  occupying  us  in  the  docu- 
ment which  was  published  two  days  ago. 

woBKiKa  IX  iraopK 

"At  the  same  time  I  am  not  going  to  leave  It  for  you  In  that  condi- 
tion. We  have  been  working  in  Europe,  and  I  think  we  have  beej 
working  with  n  considerable  amount  of  success.  We  have  been  seeing 
to  this,  and  tbis  is  of  fundamental  importance.  The  public  opinion  Is 
demanding  that  those  responsible  for  governments  should  not  only  take 
the  risk  of  war  which  they  take  when  they  begin  to  build  competitive 
armaments  but  they  should  take  the  risk  of  4>eace. 

"  Public  opinion  in  Burope  to-day  tells  its  political  leaders  that  it 
knows  there  are  risks  In  peace ;  that  it  knows  that  assumptions  made 
between  one  nation  and  others  that  they  ore  to  conduct  their  affairs 
in  sincerity  and  in  Justice  do  lay  the  believing  nation  open  to  a  certain 
amount  of  risk.     1  will  take  it.     I  will  take  It. 

"  I  refuse  to  tske  that  risk  where  I  have  to  turn  my  eyes  across  the 
Atlantic  to  your  building  (as  I  have  not  done  and  declined  to  do). 
Where  I  have  to  build  ship  after  ship  in  response  to  your  building, 
what  risk  would  I  be  taking?  The  risk  that  I  should  be  taking  would 
be  this :  That  the  American  people  would  at  some  point  or  other  in  the 
evolution  of  that  program  of  unlimited  building  call  a  halt     The  risk  I 

I  would  be  taking  Is  the  risk  of  war. 

"  If.  on  the  other  hand,  I  take  the  risk  of  believing  in  your  word, 

II  take  the  risk  of  believing  In  your  continaed  friendship,  I  take  the 
risk  of  assuming  that  you  are  men  of  your  word,  that  you  are  a  nation 
of  honor,  and  that  your  honor  consists  largely  in  fulfilling  your  obliga- 
tion, what  risk  am  I  taking?  I  am  taking  the  risk  of  peace  which  is 
temporary  and  In  the  end  I  will  get  peace,  security,  certainty,  and  a 
continuing  peace  to  boot. 

"  There  is  another  event  that  has  happened  during  the  last  year  or 
so  which  is  a  great  ontstanding  event,  one  of  those  foundation  events 
upon  which  great  structures  of  constitutions  and  institutions  can  be 
bnilt.  That  is  the  signing  of  the  pact  of  peace  in  Paris  a  little  over  a 
year  ago.  You  signed  tbnt ;  we  signed  that,  and  those  people  who  are 
always  telling  us  that  there  are  certain  things  that  must  be  withheld 
from  srbitratlon,  place  their  finger  upon  the  foremost  of  those  things 
when  they  say  '  national  honor.' 

KKLIBS  ON   NATIONAL   BONOB 

"  I  agree.  National  honor  is  a  sort  of  thing  that  is  not  of  the  nature 
of  an  arbitral  affair.  I  agree.  But  we  have  both  signed  that  pact. 
Now,  is  there  any  peace  in  national  honor?  Is  there  any  conduct  that 
is  more  essentially  an  example  of  national  honor  than  that  when  you 
and  we  sign  a  document  declaring  that  certain  things  will  happen  that 
we  should  carry  it  out  over  our  signature?  How  can  anyone  talk  about 
national  honor  and  yet  contemplate  the  canceling  of  their  signature  to 
a  pact  Just  when  it  suits  their  purpose? 

"  National  hooor  prevents  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and 
the  other  50  nations  that  have  signed  it ;  national  honor  prevents  them 
from  forever  contemplating  arms  as  an  element  in  their  national  policy. 

"  1  suppose  so  long  as  we  are  in  ofllce — I  only  limit  it  that  way  be- 
cause I  can  not  speak  for  other  parties,  but  I  know  perfectly  well  that 
as  regards  other  parties  the  same  feeling  Is  there — so  long  as  this 
Government  Is  In  office  it  will  always  regard  its  signature,  the  signature 
of  Its  nation,  to  the  pnct  of  peace  as  a  precious  and  sacred  part  of  our 
national  honor  and  will  observe  it. 

"There  Is  another  step  that  has  been  taken  In  Burope  which  is  of 
the  greatest  encoursgement  to  those  of  us  who  ore  not  only  peace  lovers 
but   peacemakers. 

"At  Geneva  the  other  day  Oreat  Britain  and  its  dominions  signed 
whst  Is  known  as  the  optional  clause.  We  hove  pledged  ourself  to  refer 
oil  these  questions  that  have  hitherto  developed  into  wars,  to  refer  them 
to  o  Judicial  court  sitting  at  The  Hague.  We  have  nothing  to  fear. 
If  we  are  right  we  will  win  our  case.  If  we  are  wrong  we  don't  deserve 
to  win  our  case.  When  people  talk  about  little,  pettifogging  things,  that 
nuw  and  again  the  most  Judicial  of  benches  make  mistakes,  I  know  that 
that  is  true.  I  believe  that  if  we  were  to  arbitrate  or  send  to  arbitra- 
tion national  causes  for  the  next  hundred  years  there  would  be  mistakes  . 
made ;  but  balance  the  mistakes  on  the  one  hand  and  put  against  them 
the  losses,  the  destruction,  the  criminality  of  wsr,  and  where  does  the 
balance  lie?  Human  mistakes  may  be  hard  to  bear  by  the  victim  of  the 
mistake,  but  the  sort  of  thing  that  has  been  going  on,  generation  after 
generation,  century  after  century,  under  the  false  Impression  that  any 
nation  can  get  sectirity  from  military  force,  altogether  outbalances  the 
evils  of  human  mistakes,  and  if  God  makes  us  imperfect,  as  apparently 
he  bos  done,  1  accept  the  Imporfectlon  of  human  good  will  rather  than 
the  certain  destruction  and  criminality  of  humaa  malice  and  wickedness 
as  expressed  in  war. 


PAILir   IN  JANTTAIT 

"And  BO  those  thoughts  being  in  mind,  we  have  Ukea  the  very  best 
steps  to  protect  ourselves  by  proclaiming  an  enduring  peace  between  us. 
but,  my  friends,  two  nations  can  not  make  the  peace  of  the  world,  and 
so  next  January,  as  the  results  of  our  conversations  and  agreements 
so  far.  we  are  summoning  a  5-power  conference,  which  will  be  repre- 
seutatlve  of  every  large  naval  power,  and  we  hope  that  the  5-power 
conference  wUl  eaable  ua  to  make  complete  agreements,  not  between 
ourselves  but  between  ourselves  and  them,  and  then  we  shall  have 
widened  out  the  area  of  agreement,  we  shall  hove  limited  the  srea  of 
competitive  building,  we  shall  band  over  the  results  to  the  preparatory 
commission  sitting  at  Geneva,  the  commission  that  is  preparing  the 
agreements  and  the  agenda  for  the  general  conference  in  disarmament — 
at  last,  the  general  conference  and  disarmament,  I  hope,  will  be  held 
with  very  fine  prospects  of  a  complete  success. 

"  Can,  then,  two  nations  engage  In  a  better  and  a  more  laudable  work 
than  that?  And  that  Is  the  work  that  you  and  we  have  been  engaged 
in  during  the  summer  and  the  recent  weeks. 

"  Now,  sir,  there  is  something  else  that  I  should  like  to  refer  to,  but, 
again,  it  is  essential  for  the  keeping  of  peace.  I  am  sure  that  everybody 
who  is  interested  in  foreign  relations,  at  any  rate  occasionally,  reads 
his  Macaulay.  and  I  am  sure,  therefore,  that  some  of  you  will  recognise 
a  psHoage  I  am  going  to  remind  you  of.  You  will  remember  what  he 
writes  about.  Hardy  represented  Great  BriUln,  or  England.  Count 
Kounits  represented  the  Empire.  '  The  chief  business  of  Hardy  and 
Kounita,'  says  Lord  Macaulay.  '  was  to  watch  each  other't  legs.  Neither 
of  them  thought  it  consistent  with  the  dignity  of  the  Crown  which  he 
served  to  advance  toward  the  other  ^faster  than  the  other  advanced 
toward  him.' 

"  If,  therefore,  one  of  them  inadvertently  stepped  forward  too  quick, 
he  went  back  to  the  door  and  the  stately  minuet  began  again.  That  is 
the  old  diplomagy.  Needless  to  say,  neither  your  President  nor  myself 
engaged  In  minuets.  We  did  not  try  to  maneuver  each  other  into  posi- 
tion or  out  of  position.  We  tried,  as  I  sold,  for  no  alliances  and  no 
balances  of  power.  W^e  did  not  sit  down  to  play  a  creeping  and  a 
waiting  game.  We  did  not  watch  each  other  as  swordsmen  watch  eadi 
other  or  as  prise  fighters  study  the  faces  of  each  other.  We  did  not 
begin  by  offering  little  things,  trjrlng  to  best  each  other  and  then  ad- 
vance, step  by  step  and  stage  by  stage,  as  each  one  forced  the  other. 

**  We  didn't  examine  statements  meticulously  In  order  to  discover  how 
we  could  put  something  over  the  other  without  bis  knowing  It.  The 
method  was  altogether  different.  We  knew  what  we  were  out  for.  We 
stated  the  difficulties  of  our  respective  eountriee.  He  told  me  his.  I. 
eqmlly  frank,  told  him  mine.  He  told  me  what  he  thought  be  could 
do ;  I  told  him  what  I  thought  I  could  do.  He  toM  me  what  public 
opinion  demanded  of  him,  and  I  told  him  what  public  opinion  demanded 
of  me. 

"  In  that  sincerity,  In  that  Rlmpllcity,  in  that  Infomallty.  we  con- 
ducted our  negotiations,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  in  four  brief  days 
we  came  to  conchisions  that  under  the  old  diplomacy  vrould  have  taken 
at  least  as  many  months  to  have  achieved. 

"  Sir.  that  is  the  prospect  before  us.  There  are  the  problems  that  we 
have  to  face.  That  is  the  road  we  have  to  walk.  Neither  of  us  can 
act  alone.  We  mtist  have  enligbtened  public  opinion  behind  us ;  we 
must  have  champions— champions  Ifi  both  countries.  We  mast  have  men 
and  women  who,  at  this  moment,  vrill  not  allow  themsehres  to  be  led 
up  side  alleys  that  lead  nowhere  but  end  In  oool  descents.  We  most 
have  public  opinion  which  selects  the  essential  from  the  unessential, 
which  sees  that  at  the  moment  the  great  cause  snd  problem  in  front  of 
us  Is  the  cause  of  peace,  made  flrst  of  all  as  a  political  declaration,  and 
then  the  cause  of  peace  turned  into  a  practice,  program  of  agreementa 
and  details,  and  I  believe  we  are  going  to  get  it  on  both  sides  of  the 
Atlantic. 

".Vnd  so  when  I  look  ahead  I  think.  Mr.  Chairman,  both  of  us  are 
Justified  In  seeing  the  shining  feet  of  the  coming  peacemakers  coming 
over  the  horizon  to  gladden  our  hearts  and  to  make  us  feel  that  all  our 
long  efforts  for  peace  have  not  been  in  vain. 

"  If  I  might,  throwing  myself  on  yonr  generosity,  appeal  to  you.  It 
would  be  that  from  now  onward,  until  the  work  is  done,  you  will  stand 
steadfastly  by  those  statesmen  who  are  to  have  the  very  difficult  Job  of 
disentangling  the  detailed  problem  of  peacemaking,  giving  ns  patience, 
giving  UK  confidence,  refusing  to  be  influenced  by  those  who  take,  maybe, 
tennporary  failures  as  a  proof  that  success  is  impossible,  cheering  us  so 
that  again  and  again  and  again  we  will  return  to  our  work,  because 
in  the  end  It  is  bound  to  be  successful. 

"  Thank  you  so  much  for  Ustoning  so  patiently  to  me  and  giving  me 
the  opportunity  of  coming  and  spending  such  a  pleasant  and  profitable 
evening  with  you." 

PBOFOSKD  PILVCl)  TBEATT 

Mr.  MoKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanunous  consent 
to  have  printed  in  the  Rbcoho  Meveral  short  articles  ou  the  pro- 
posed peace  treaty. 

Thera  beiiiK  no  objection,  the  artidai  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcobo,  as  foliows: 
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[From  the  Wt«htnftoB  Star] 


knoLo-rnrm  Statm  Natal  Pool  to  Ba«  Wa»— Hootm-MacDohald 
AoMBMXNT  la  Sawf  As  Wiloinq  abmadas  to  Kbet  Fbaoi 

v^  By  Darld  Lawrence 

TBreat  Britain  and  the  United  States  hare  In  effect  afreed  to  pool 
their  navipa  to  mnlntaln  the  peace  of  tbe  world. 

This  Interpretation,  itartllnK  aa  It  may  seem,  eren  thongta  no  under- 
•undlDff  or  aUiane*  of  a  ipeelfle  character  haa  been  made.  It  none 
the  1«B  dt-rired  from  th*;  fact  that  Preaident  Hooter  and  Primo  Minister 
MacDonald  in  their  joint  sutement  announced  to  Um  world  that  eadi 
of  tbe  two  BngUah-apealdns  Ooremmeots  **  will  direct  its  thooi^ta 
and  iafloence  toward  aecurinff  and  maintaining  tbe  peace  of  the  world." 

Tbe  ose  of  the  words  "securing  and  maintaining'*  it  the  moat  sig- 
nificant in  tbe  tbooaand-word  statement  issoed  Jointly  by  the  President 
and  tbe  British  prime  mlo later.  Although  there  has  been  mnch  dia- 
casslOB  In  tbe  Senate  to  the  effect  that  the  BriaDd-Kellogg  treaty  did 
not  obUge  tbe  United  States  to  ose  force  to  maintain  peace,  the  new 
declaration  la  so  pointed  in  expressing  the  obllgatloa  of  both  the 
United  SUtes  and  Great  Britain  that  no  other  meaning  now  wlU  he 
artribnted  to  the  antiwar  pact. 

CATITAI/S   BRSATH   TAKB*   A  WAT 

With  apparently  oalTeraal  approbation  of  tbe  Hoorer-MacDonald  eon- 
ferences.  tbe  two  beads  of  Ooremments  hare  taken  a  step  which  Is  so 
unprecedented  la  American  history  that  Washington  lias  had  Its  breath 
taken  away.  It  might  well  he  asked :  Where  are  the  IrrecoBsUables  of 
yesterday?  Any  inch  atatement  ot  the  kind  jnst  mads  eoold  not  hare 
been  even  hinted  at  10  jeara  ago  without  ralaing  tbe  cry  of  entangling 
alliances  and  meddling  In  Boropeaa  politics.  It  was  aa  argument  of 
this  sort  which  defeated  the  coTenant  of  tbe  League  of  Natioaa  and  it 
waa  tbs  sntl-British  feeling  which  constantly  reminded  Ameriean  aodl- 
ences  of  the  6-to-l  voting  strength  of  tbe  British  Smpire  la  the  QeaeTS 
league. 

BBBD  IS  IK  ratTATS  Lors 

Oradaally,  bowsrtr,  the  Irreconellablea  hare  dlmlolshcd  in  nambtf. 
Jaaws  Bced.  the  fiery  Senator  from  Mlssoori,  is  in  priTSte  UfS :  Senator 
BoaAH,  as  chair«*a  sf  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  has  aeqnlesced 
In  the  gcotfal  porposs  of  the  MacDonald  Tlalt.  It  is  hardly  ts  be  ex- 
pected, oa  the  other  hand,  that  white  Prims  Minister  MacDoaald  is  la 
this  country  tbe  oppodtloa  wlU  gather.  It  will  be  recalled  that  the  first 
~^-tBpze«l4iB  of  the  League  of  Natlona  was  favorable  and  it  waa  only  whsa 
IrfMoadlables  b^aa  to  dissect  tbe  meaning  of  the  coTsaant  aad  drive 
It  boms  to  Amerkaa  aodlsncss  that  they  rsally  made  headway. 

The  spsll  of  Mr.  MacDoaald's  rialt  still  rests  apoa  oOklal  Wsshlag- 
toB.  The  British  Prims  Minister  hss  something  of  the  romance  and 
Msallsm  of  Woodrow  WUsoa.  who  also  was  haUed  at  oas  tisM  by  Sntope 
as  a  draamer,  bat  wbsa  It  earns  to  ths  practical  appUcatloa  of  his  doe- 
trlaes,  noaMroas  ohstadea 


AMOU>-aAxoir  woats  Btn.B  vaAa 

The  Hofver-MacDoaald  statement  is  worded  with  das  deference  to 
ths  ether  naval  powers  of  tbe  world,  bat  tbe  anaooncemeat  of  Anglo- 
Aaiericaa  leaderahlp,  self-assumed  aad  definite,  wiU  be  accepted  by 
coatlneatal  ■lalismi  u  aa  BManing  an  alliance  as  well  as  a  balance  of 
power.  Ftera  at  aa  Anglo-Saxon  domination  of  the  world  Inevitably 
will  be  expressed  aad  the  question  of  whether  Anglo-American  coopera- 
tion can  impose  Ita  views  opon  the  rest  of  the  world  will  develop  at  ths 
forthconslag  aaval  coaferaaoe  la  London. 

Utterly  nalike  any  international  conference  since  the  days  of  tbe 
World  War,  tha  London  parley  wiU  begin  with  Britain  and  America 
rang^  on  one  side,  firmly  committed  to  a  program  of  cooperation  and 
d«>flnitely  requiring  all  of  those  who  dissent  to  face  not  merdy  the 
opposition  of  one  country,  but  a  combination  between  the  two  greatest 
naval  powers  of  the  whole  world. 

In  other  words,  of  what  avail  would  It  be  to  France  alone,  or  Italy 
alone,  or  Japan  alone,  to  argue  for  an  Increase  in  their  respective  anna- 
men  tsT  AsRoming  that  all  three  nations  were  to  combine  their  navies, 
tbey  still  woald  be  inferior  in  strength  to  the  Anglo-Saxon  pool  of  bat- 
tleahips,  cruisers,  aad  auxiliary  craft. 

scBMAuwa  IS  Hau>  cBtrz 

Thia  leaves  the  snbmartne  as  the  crux  of  the  world's  naval  problem. 
America  and  Oreat  Britain  wisb  to  see  it  abolished  in  tbelr  own  Inter- 
est as  a  weapon  of  warfare,  while  the  other  naval  powers  will  be  more 
eager  than  ever  in  their  interest  to  retain  the  submarine.  Tbe  recol- 
lection of  what  Germany  did,  with  her  navies  landlocked,  and  yet  with 
submarine  raiden  scouring  the  aeas  and  destroying  comn^erce  on  every 
side.  Is  fresh  in  tlte  memories  of  all  aaval  experts  and  already  the  eon- 
tlaental  press  has  given  warning  that  the  submarine  not  only  will  be 
retained  but  that  there  wUl  he  dcaftaads  for  an  iacreasa  in  aahmartae 
strength. 

The  Hoover-MacDoaald  stateacat  wUl  go  dowa  in  Ustaey  as  a  tam- 
ing point  la  ABMtleaa  torclga  policy.    Motbiag  la  it  laqolrea  ratlflca- 
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tlon  lb  the  Senate.  It  is  like  the  Monroe  doctrine,  an  Executive  declara- 
tion, which  will  be  regarded  as  committing  tbe  United  States  to  a  defi- 
nite turn  in  foreign  policy.  It  will  not,  however,  prevent  the  whole  sub- 
ject irom  being  thoroughly  canvassed  again  if  there  should  be  any 
treatl  es  or  agreement  developed  at  the  London  conference,  or  tbereafter, 
to  ap  Ay  the  principle  of  tbe  new  understanding  in  the  future. 


[From  the  WaHhlngton  Post  of  October  12.  10291 

STIM^Olf    BZPLAINS    JOIKT    STATBMBJJT— ALUA.^CB    OM    «AVT    POOLUM 
IS   ^Aft»n   TOTAL    MISCONCBFTIOM — PBl.^TSD   kKPOBT    IS    HIT 
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By  Carlisle  Bargeron 

Secretary  of  State  Stlmson  yesterday  took  cognixancs  of  the  imprea- 
sion,  at  rather  the  apprebennion.  In  some  qnarterH  tbat  tbe  joint  stiite- 
ment  Issued  by  President  Hoover  and  Premier  Ilamsay  MacDonald  on 
the  ere  of  the  latter's  departure  Implied  an  alliance  of  tiie  two  coun- 
tries :o  enforce  the  peace  of  the  world. 

No  enforcement  of  the  peace  is  in  mind  at  all,  he  said  in  effect.  In- 
stead it  is  an  understanding  that  the  two  countries  shall  exert  their 
mora]   Influence  to  this  eid. 

Bsf  ardlng  pobliahed  reports  tbat  the  joint  statement  meant  a  pooling 
of  th(  navies  of  the  two  countries  to  enforce  peace,  tbe  Secretary  in  a 
fomu  1  statement  said  : 

V  Dthing  could  have  been  further  away  from  the  truth  than  to  ma- 
pcct  hat  we  contemplated  any  joinder  or  ^>ooling  of  our  navies.  No 
such   dea  was  even  broached  or  discussed." 

At  tbe  same  time  the  Secretary  confirmed  the  opinion  already  b^ 
tbat  the  forthcoming  parley  in  London  Is  to  be  an  entity  unto  Itself 
withoDt  any  relation  to  the  preparatory  commissloa  of  the  League  of 
Nstioia.  The  statemeot  In  tbe  British  conference  Invitations  that  ths 
purpc  M  of  the  London  conference  waa  to  formulate  a  "  text "  to  facili- 
tate he  work  of  the  commission  meant  tbat  naturally  any  agreement 
reach  Ml  by  the  London  conference  would  prove  inspirstlonal  to  the 
preps  rstory  commission,  it  was  explained. 

Tbtre  has  been  a  widespread  misinterpretatloB  of  this  phraseology 
deslg  led  to  ward  off  French  and  Italian  objections  to  the  London  parley, 
aad  lo  a  lesser  extent  there  had  been  the  apprehension  lest  the  joint 
statefient  be  taken  as  implying  an  alliance  between  tbe  two  countries, 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  preparation  of  this  joint  statement  was  one 
ootstsndlng  "  problems "  that  Hoover  and  MacDonald  had  to 
<rith.  It  was  desired  to  make  it  aa  impressive  ss  possible,  a  docu- 
that  would  go  far  in  bringing  the  two  coontries  In  tune  with 
peace  aims,  to  give  a  fitting  climax,  so  to  speak,  to  tbe  cnprece- 
manner  in  which  tbe  leaders  of  the  two  countries  bad  met  and 
and  yet  not  go  so  far  as  to  leave  the  impression  that  there  was 


b1  lance. 

Tb  s  latter  waa  ths  most  ticklish  phase,  la  fact,  of  the  Premier's 
visit,  snd  both  he  and  American  officials  took  every  opportunity  to 
dlssl]  ate  the  idea.  The  effort  to  make  the  statement  impressive,  how- 
ever, Is  believed  to  explain  the  reference  to  the  "  problems  "  which  ths 
two  governments  are  now  to  find  easy  of  solution  In  tbe  light  of 
Hoot  ?r's  and  MacDonald's  talks,  wben.  aa  a  matter  of  fact,  there  are  no 
such  problems  existing,  save  that  of  naval  parity  and  freedom  of  the 


Tbs  Secretary's  formal  statement  denying  an  alliance  to  enforce  ths 
peac«  foUowa : 

"In  reading  comments  upon  the  Prime  Minister's  visit  and  tne  joint 
state  nent  which  was  issued  on  his  departure,  I  have  noticed  a  state- 
ment which  so  completely  misconceives  and  misrepresents  the  actual 
facts  and  the  spirit  of  our  conference  that  I  can  not  let  it  pass  without 
corre  :tioa. 

"  >  [r.  David  Lawrence  ssys  thst  Great  Britain  and  tbe  United  SUtes 
have  in  effect  agreed  to  pool  their  navies  to  maintain  tbe  peace  of  tbe 
work .  During  tbe  whole  of  our  conversation  there  was  not  a  syllable 
of  s«  ch  a  suggestion.  Tbe  tenor  of  tbe  conversations  was  exactly  the 
rever  is  and  I  believe  that  tbe  joint  statement  makes  that  perfectly  clear. 
The  1  nderstanding  wblcb  we  aimed  at  was  a  moral  understanding.  Tbe 
influ«ace  which  we  are  seeking  to  exert  Is  a  moral  Influence  and  not  a 
militi  xy  one.  The  basis  of  our  discussions  was  the  Kellogg-Brland  pact 
of  peice  which  alms  at  outlawing  war-aad  all  forcible  means  of  com- 
polsi*  n  of  nations  and  which  relies  wholly  upon  tbe  public  opinion  of 
the  T  orld  as  Its  sole  sanction. 

**  lids  breathes  tbrooghout  the  entire  joint  statement  made  yesterday 
from  ithe  beginniag,  where  we  say  that  we  discussed  some  of  tbe  '  moans 
by  wnich  the  moral  force  of  our  countries  can  be  exerted  for  i>eace, 
dowa  to  the  final  sentence  where  we  said  that  we  were  endeavoring  to 
take  iteps  which  would  be  a  contributioB  toward  efforts  for  peace  not 
by  m  lltary  organisation  but  by  peaceful  means  rooted  in  public  opinion 
and  t  Dforeed  by  a  sense  of  justice  in  the  civilised  world.' 

"  I<  othlng  could  have  been  farther  awsy  from  the  truth  than  to  sus- 
pect chat  we  contcmdatsd  any  Jidader  or  pooling  of  our  navies.  No 
sach  idea  waa  evea  broached  or  discussed." 
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[From  the  Washington  Post,  October  12,  1929] 
No  Aluancb  Sought.  Nxootiation-s  Fxank.  MacDonald  Dbclarbs — 
MsBTiNo  With  Uoovbb  Should  Arousb  No  Sispicions,  IIb  Sais — 
SiuiLK  Is  Emplovko  to  EIxplain  Situation — Calls  Pkksidbnt  and 
SsLr  Two  Woodcuttbbs  Who  Wobk  Toobtuxb — Pbbsonal  Fbblinqs 
Kbvbalbd  IX  Spcbch — Pbbhibb  Discards  Rbsbkvb  in  Intimatb  Talk 
TO  New  Yobkkbs 

New  York,  October  11  (A.  P.). — An  eloquent  plea  to  tbe  American 
people  to  show  patience  while  the  British  change  tbe  furniture  of  their 
minds  on  sea  armament  was  made  here  to-night  by  Prime  Minister 
Ramsay   MacDonald. 

He  spoke  before  tbe  council  on  foreign  relations,  but  his  words  were 
carried  by  radio  over  the  United  States  and  across  tbe  seas  to  bis  own 
homeland. 

Declaring  that  Great  Britain's  navy  Is  Oreat  Britain  Itself,  Mac- 
Donald said  the  sea  was  Britain's  security  and  its  safety. 

"  So  you  will  undersUnd  bow  hard  It  Is  to  get  tbe  people  to  feel 
security  if  the  naval  arm  is  limited  In  any  way."  be  added.  "  I  put 
that  before  you  not  as  tbe  last  word.  I  put  that  before  you  as  a  plea 
for  patience ;  a  plea  for  good  will.  Aa  you  wili  show  that  patience, 
so  you  will  contribute  to  good  will  until  we  can  change  tbe  furniture 
of  our  mind." 

OBN'IBS  THODOHT  of  ALLIANCa 

In  this  addresti,  as  well  as  in  two  others  during  the  afternoon,  tbe 
British  statesman  declared  for  disarmament  and  a  new  understanding 
among  the  peoples  of  the  earth.  He  wanted  the  whole  world  to  know 
that  during  the  entire  course  of  the  conversations  between  himself  and 
Preaident  Hoover  there  never  bad  been  a  word  or  a  thought  of  any  ex- 
clusive understanding  between  Great  BrlUln  and  tbe  United  States. 

After  being  presented  to  his  night  audience  by  tbe  veteran  American 
statesman,  Elihu  Root,  MacDonald.  turning  then  to  those  who  have  been 
sufipictous  of  the  conferences  at  Washington,  said  they  were  very  much 
out  of  date. 

"  Their  suspicions  do  not  arise  because  they  know ;  they  arise  because 
they  have  no  conception  of  tbe  new  spirit  that  is  making  up  its  mind  to 
rule  the  world,"  be  said. 

WOBLD    AOBKBMKNT    SOCOHT 

"  The  spirit  of  man  is  coming  together  not  to  divide  tbe  world  into 
groups  but  helping  tbe  world  to  come  to  a  general  agreement. 

"  I  want  tbe  whole  world  to  know,  and  I  say  It  without  resecve, 
during  the  entire  course  of  the  conversations  there  has  never  been  any 
idea  of  any  exclusive  understanding  between  Great  Britain  sod  the 
United  States." 

Asserting  tbat  public  opinion  is  beginning  to  demand  tbat  political 
leaders  take  the  risk  of  peace,  the  Prime  Minister  said  this  did  lay  tbe 
leaders  open  to  a  certain  amount  of  risk. 

"I'll  take  it,"  he  declared,  as  bis  audience  burst  into  prolonged 
applause. 

takbs  united  statbs  at  its  wobd 

"If  I  build  ship  sfter  ship  I  would  be  tsklng  the  risk  of  war.  I 
take  the  risk  of  assuming  you  are  men  of  your  word.  I  am  taking  the 
risk  of  peace  which  is  temporary  and  in  tbe  end  I  will  get  a  permanent 
peace." 

As  the  British  Premier  spoke  to-night  be  stood  between  huge  American 
and  British  flags  hanging  from  tbe  top  of  tbe  ceiling  down  behind  the 
speakerM'  stand.  At  tbe  table  with  him  and  the  scores  of  small  tables 
grouptHi  in  front  In  tbe  Rlts-Csrlton  ballroom  were  men  famed  as  states- 
men, leaders,  and  business  men,  not  alone  from  New  York  but  from 
several  other  States. 

Describing  bis  conference  with  President  Hoover.  Prime  Minister  Mac- 
Donald said  he  and  Mr.  Hoover  did  not  "  play  a  creeping  game." 

no  rsTNTiNo  indulged  in 

"  We  did  not  watch  each  other  as  swordsmen  watch  each  other,  as 
prize  fighters  watch  each  other,"  be  said.  "  We  did  not  offer  little 
things  and  then  advance  step  by  step  as  tbe  one  forced  tbe  other.  We 
didn't  undertake  to  put  something  over  on  tbe  other  without  him 
knowing  It. 

"  The  process  was  altogether  different.  We  stated  the  difllcultles  of 
each  country.  He  frankly  told  me  his.  I  told  him  mine.  He  told  me 
what  public  opinion  demanded  of  him.  I  told  him  what  public  opinion 
demanded  of  me. 

••  III  that  sincerity,  in  that  informality,  we  conducted  our  negotiations, 
and  that  is  why  in  four  days  we  came  to  conclusions  tbat  in  the  old 
ways  of  diplomacy  It  would  have  taken  four  months. 

"  Neither  of  us  can  act  alone.  We  must  have  an  enlightened  public 
opinion  behind  us.  We  must  have  champions — men  and  women  who 
will  not  be  led  up  side  alleys.  We  need  to  have  public  opinion  tbat 
selects  tbe  essential  from  the  unessential." 

Then  be  concluded  with  an  appeal  for  the  people  to  stand  steadfastly 
by  those  statesmen  who  are  seeking  to  untangle  the  very  difllcult  tangle 
of  peacemaking. 

oivaM  votb  or  thanks 

On  motion  by  John  W.  Davis,  former  ambassador  to  Oreat  Britala, 
the  Council  of  Foreign  Relations  gave  a  rising  vote  of  thanks  to  tbe 


premier  for  bis  talk,  and  In  his  turn  Mr.  MacDonald  said  he  would 
take  away  pleasant  memories  of  this  his  last  public  sppearance  in 
the  United  States  on  this  trip. 

Speaking  before  tbe  Foreign  Policy  Association  earlier  In  the  day. 
Prime  Minister  MacDonald  painted  himself  and  President  Hoover  as 
two  men  who  bad  come  together  as  eacb,  singiebanded,  waa  biasing  a 
trail  toward  peace,  and  joined  forces. 

"  It  was  like  this."  be  said.  "  President  Hoover  came  into  ofllce  la 
March.  I  came  into  office  in  June.  As  soon  as  I  csme  into  ofllce  I 
took  down  an  old  ax  that  I  had  been  trying  to  wield  In  1924,  and 
with  that  ax  In  my  band  I  went  to  tbe  end  of  the  short  trail  that  haa 
up  to  now  been  biased  and  cut,  along  which  the  peoples  of  the  world 
will  have  to  march  to  peace. 

"  As  soon  ss  I  got  there  I  found  s  msn  working  in  front  of  me  with 
his  coat  off.  I  said,  'Hello,  what  are  you  doing?'  He  said,  'I  am 
biasing  a  trail  for  peace ; '  and  I  said,  '  That  is  what  I  am  here  for ; 
who  are  you  ?  ' 

'"He  said,  '  My  name  is  Hoover ;  who  are  you  1 '  '  Oh,'  I  said,  '  my 
name  is  MacDonald.' 

DBCIDB  to  CITT  TOOBTHBa 

"  We  spoke  together  and  said,  '  Have  you  any  objections  to  using 
your  ax  along  with  mine,  not  that  we  may  enrich  our  own  woodpiles, 
but  tbat  we  mig^t  work  together,  because  tbe  proverb  says  tbat  two 
are  always  better  than  one.  We  might  cut  together  so  that  the  trail 
might  be  a  little  bit  broader  and  so  that  more  people  and  more  nations, 
on  account  of  our  being  side  by  side,  will  find  It  easier  to  pursue  th« 
path  that  we  are  devoted  to  opening  up.' 

"  Is  there  any  wrong  In  that  7  Is  there  anjrthlng  in  that  against  the 
historical  and  wise  American  policy  of  declining  to  make  alliances? 
Is  there  any  threat  in  tbat  to  any  nation  upon  the  face  of  the  earth 
unless  it  be  a  nation  of  wrongdoers?  Is  there  anything  in  that  which 
ought  to  make  them  bsrbor  a  single  suspicion  of  the  motives  that  tiave 
brought  me  here  and  that  have  made  your  President  receive  me  and 
talk  matters  over  ?  " 

TBLLS    or  PBBSONAL    rCBLINQS 

He  also  told  bis  audience  of  some  of  his  personal  reactions  and 
contacts. 

It  seemed  to  those  who  knew  him  that  for  those  few  moments  he 
let  down  the  bars  of  reserve,  and  showed  bis  hesrt  and  mind  as  It 
would  be  Impossible  to  do  at  a  more  formal  function.  Selected  remarks 
from  bis  talk  follow : 

Of  bis  wife  and  daughter : 

"  When  a  good  many  of  you  passed  before  me  tbla  afternoon  I  recog- 
nised among  your  faces  very  old  friends.  To  you.  wben  we  were  both 
younger,  I  brought  my  wife ;  to  many  of  you  whom  I  have  never  had 
the  pleasure  or  honor  of  seeing  before,  the  younger  generation.  I  bring 
my  daughter." 

AMBASSAOOB    DAWKS    LAUOCD 

Of  former  Vice  President  (now  smbassador)  Dawes: 

"  During  the  summer  there  came  to  us  that  delightfdl  personality, 
that  thoroughly  genial  personality,  that  extraordinary  example  of  fine 
human  nature  whom  you  have  sent  over  to  London  as  your  ambassador ; 
a  man  who  has  met  me  in  the  depths  of  gloom,  and  as  soon  aa  bis  coun- 
tenance came  across  my  open  door  I  felt  that  the  spt.ngtlme  had  come 
and  the  winter  of  my  gloom  was  dispelled.  A  great  smbasssdor,  a 
great  representative,  a  pledge  that  the  American  spirit  is  a  spirit  not  of 
gloomy  pessimism  but  of  tbe  most  genial  representation  of  peacefulness 
and  cooperation." 

Of  war  and  war  dead : 

"  The  other  day  I  went  out  to  Arlington,  and  I  saw  those  solemn 
acres  where  your  military  dead  lie.  I  saw  the  care  bestowed  upon 
them.  Before  I  was  there  I  had  been  at  some  of  tbe  graveyards  on  the 
Continent  of  Europe,  and  there  I  saw  just  as  I  saw  here  now  how  tbe 
dead  were  being  kept  in  reverent  honor,  and  the  recollection  of  the 
romance  of  sacrifice  was  their  custodian." 

"Ah,  my  friends,  we  know  the  stress,  we  know  the  pain,  we  know  the 
losses,  we  know  tbe  privation,  and  therefore  we  are  moved  in  our  hearts 
by  the  romance  of  sacrifice.  But  a  young  generation  is  growing  up 
round  about  us  whose  eyes  were  never  moistened  by  the  tears  of  sorrow 
on  account  of  war.  And  tbe  reverence  that  we  show  to  our  dead  runs 
the  grave  danger  of  becoming  not  tbe  romance  of  sacrifice  but  the 
romance  of  war  itself." 

Of  President  Hoover  and  the  method  of  their  coaferenee : 

"  We  threw  aalde  all  the  old  rectitudes  of  mid-Victorian  and  still  more 
ancient  clothes ;  we  never  beat  about  tbe  bush.  We  never  employed  the 
methods  and  the  language  of  circumlocution.  We  went  straight  at  It. 
We  were  informal. 

"  May  I  confess  to  you  and  whisper  to  you  we  were  Irregular?  When 
I  tell  you  that  we  were  Irregular,  those  of  you  who  hsve  the  great 
pleasure  and  great  advantage  of  knowing  General  DaTres  can  Imagine 
the  langosge  that  he  occasionally  uses  In  order  to  convey  to  me  without 
any  misunderstanding  tbe  thoughts,  the  resctioas,  the  repulsions,  aad 
ths  affections  that  repose  in  bis  diplomatic  mind. 


II 


4540 


CONGRESSIONAL  RIICOED— SENATE 


r 


CAITOOX    IB    BEICXHBXSSD 

"Bat  It  WM  this  Informality,  this  Ujlng  all  oor  cards  upon  th« 
table,  this  coining  cloae  up  to  each  other  and  talking  as  man  to  man, 
expressing  our  responalbUitles  to  each  other,  metaphorically,  turning  a 
log  such  as  was  portrayed  and  drawn  by  one  of  your  cartoonists — a  log 
hi  the  midst  of  smiling  natnre,  prattling  brooks,  and  autumn- tin  ted  trees 
Into  a  common  seat  of  authority,  I  holding  your  President  from  falling 
to,  he  holding  me  from  falling  over,  symbolising  the  relatlonahlp  that 
we  were  trying  to  establish  and  to  keep  on  political  matters. 

"  There  Is  more  grace  in  that,  there  Is  more  hope  and  more  prospects 
In  that  than  coming  in  solemnly,  seriously,  with  assumed  dignity. 
There  is  more  prospects  in  informality  than  In  formality,  that  coming 
to  an  agreement  between  two  great  democratic  nations,  who  at  last 
are  beginning  to  feel  that  they  are  going  to  be  ruled  in  accordance  with 
the  Tiews  of  the  masses  of  the  people,  and  not  la  accordance  with  old- 
fashioned,  sofsplcious,  and  timorous  tradition." 

Nrw  YoaK.  October  11  (A.  P.)  .—With  spoken  word  and  eloquent  gesture 
Prime  Minister  Ramaay  IfacDonald  carried  forward  to^y  his  mission 
to  draw  tighter  the  ties  that  bind  the  British  and  American  peoples. 

To  thousands  In  three  audiences  In  this  gateway  to  America  and  to 
countleas  others  In  homes  on  both  sides  of  the  Atlantic  his  pleasing 
voice  carried  messages  of  peace  and  of  gooo  will. 

The  British  statesman  spoke  first  at  a  luncheon  under  the  auspices 
of  St.  Andrew's.  St.  Georges,  and  St.  Davids  Socletiea  and  the  EngUsh 
Speaking  Union  of  the  United  States,  next  at  a  reception  given  in  his 
honor  by  the  Foreign  Policy  Assolcatioo,  and  his  last  speech  was  for 
delivery  before  the  CooncU  of  Foreign  Relations  at  a  dinner  at  the  Bits- 
CarltoQ   Hotel. 

Before  beginning  this  round  of  speaking  MacDonald  recelTed  a  dele- 
gation of  American  Jews  beaded  by  Felix  M.  Warburg,  chairman  of  the 
admin Istrat ire  committee  of  the  Jewish  Agency,  for  a  discussion  of  the 
Palestine  situation,  and  also  a  group  of  Socialist  leaders,  including  Nor- 
man Thomas,  Morris  Hillquit,  and  B.  C.  Vladeck. 

TaaOITIONS  BmBKOTBEN  Tia 

Speaking  directly  to  descendants  of  the  British  people  at  the  noonday 
luncheon,  the  Prime  Minister  said  it  was  "all  nonsense"  to  challenge 
such  American  citisens  because  in  a  new  country  they  sometimes  remem- 
ber the  past. 

If  any  traditions  bare  come  to  the  shores  of  America  from  the  British 
Isles,  he  said,  "  these  traditions  only  go  to  strengthen  the  allegiance  to 
the  new." 

"  Yon  take  from  beyond  the  seaa  the  memories  of  great  struggles  for 
democracy,  for  liberty,  for  self-determination,  for  continuity  of  political 
policy  and  evolution  for  law  and  order,"  he  asserted.  "  Your  loyalty  to 
America  is  but  strengthened  by  the  recollections  of  the  history  of  your 
own  peoples." 

Recalling  that  Great  Britain  had  its  "  Oregon  TraU,"  only  it  was  10 
centuries  ago,  the  British  statesman  declared  there  never  could  be  a 
great  nation  made  up  from  one  strain. 

6i«aT  IN  ocB  Dimsm 

"  We  glory  U  the  diversity  of  our  origin,"  he  said,  "  we  bring  that 
diversity  to  the  feet  of  America  and  we  make  It  part  of  our  tribute  to 
Its  greatness,  part  of  our  pledge  to  help  to  make  that  greatness  still 
greater  and  finer  In  quality  than  it  has  hitherto  been.  We  make  it  part 
of  the  contribution  that  we  make  to  the  great  American  people,  working 
out  an  historical  American  civilixation." 

Describing  himself  as  an  "  internationalist."  MacDonald  said  bis  In- 
ternationalism and  the  internationalism  of  most  people  was  not  built 
■pon  indifference  to  tradition  and  history,  but  rather  upon  a  broad  con- 
sideration for  the  other  peoples  of  the  world. 

John  W.  DaTls,  president  of  the  XngUsh  Speaking  Union  and  former 
ambassador  to  Great  Britain,  presented  MacDonald  to  an  audience  of 
6,000  in  the  ballroom  of  the  Astor  Hotel  amid  a  colorful  setting.  As 
be  proposed  a  toaat  to  the  President  tke  strains  of  the  Star-Spangled 
Banner  came  from  the  pipes  of  a  hidden  organ,  the  llghta  were 
dimmed  and  a  spotttght  illuminated  a  small  American  flag  fluttering 
ia  the  bresae  of  an  eleetrie  fan. 

maaxawa  Ata  aacarvao 

After  this  toast  one  was  drunk  to  the  King  and  this  time  the  organ 
played  God  Save  the  King  and  the  spotU^t  rested  on  the  British 
flag  at  the  other  end  of  the  room. 

Messages  of  felicitation  upon  the  occasion  of  the  laneh  were  recefred 
from  Lord  Balfour,  president  of  the  Ehiglish  Speaking  Union  aeroes  the 
ocean ;  from  Ambassador  Charles  O.  Dawes,  who  is  in  aild-Atlantic 
homeward  bound  on  leave ;  and  Henry  L.  Stlmson,  Secretary  of  State. 

Ambassador  Dawes  said  that  as  an  Iraml>le  intermediary  in  the  naval 
limitation  negotiations  between  the  President  and  the  Priate  Minister 
he  could  "  properly  bear  witneas  to  their  eoorage,  ability,  and  siacere 
high  purpose." 

Secretary  Stimaea  congratulated  thoae  assembled  "la  belBC  able  to 
meet  this  dletlngirished  statesman  aot  only  on  aceoont  of  hia  own  Ugh 
posltioa.  hat  as  a  mlaMer  of  good  vUl  trimi  a  great  aad  frtendlj 
natloa.'* 


OCTOBEB    15 


[From  the  Washington  Post,  October  12,   1020] 
Tarr  or  Paa  Mini's   PiAca   Pact  Plba 
Naw  YOBK,  October  11  (A.  P.). — The  stenographic  report  of  the  speech 
of  Prime  Minister  J.  Ramsay  MacDonald  to-night  before  the  Council  of 
F<relgn  Relations  at  a  dinner  at  the  Rltt-Carlton   Hotel  follows: 

•*  It  was  a  very  kindly  thought  of  those  responsible  for  the  arrange- 
mi>nt  of  these  dinners  to  invite  me  to  come  and  break  bread  with  you 
at  your  table. 

"  Yoo  were  certainly  not  unknown  to  me,  because  for  some  time  now 

I  lave  read  a  magaxine,  for  which  you  are  responsible,  both  with  ple«s- 
uiB  and  with  profit.  I  refer  to  Foreign  Affairs.  And  when  I  heard 
that  the  chairman,  who  Is  by  my  side  at  the  present  moment.  Mr.  Root, 
wiijs  to  take  the  chair  the  honor  that  you  had  done  me  by  sending  me 
your  invitation  was  indeed  crowned  with  a  glorious  pleasure. 

"  Only  for  the  first  time  have  I  met  Mr.  Root  In  the  flesh.  It  is  a  very, 
v«ry  long  time  ago  since  I  learned  to  respect  blm  as  one  of  the  con- 
spicuous workers  in  the  cause  of  International  peace. 

"  And  to-night,  when  I  met  him  again  sitting  so  bravely  under  his 
h<  avy  load  of  years,  what  comes  to  my  mind  is  '  Simeon  waiting  on  the 
stitps  of  the  temple  for  the  Messiah  appearance.'  My  hope  and  my 
piiyer,  sir,  is  that  you  may  feel  In  these  days,  when  the  cause  of  peace 
has  been  so  substantially  advanced,  some  of  those  feelings  that  must 
huve  animated  Simeon  on  that  great  occasion.  To-nlgbt  I  am  speaking 
to  you,  and  I  see  yon,  but  outside  from  one  end  of  America  to  the 
ot  ler — and  also  I  am  told  across  the  Atlantic,  itself — I  am  addressing 
ai   unseen  audience  who  bear  a  voice  but  see  no  man. 

DBPLOKKS    BPlaiT  OF   SDBFICIOIf 

"  I  have  a  feeling,  sir,  that  that  audience  has  already  been  addressed 
fr»m  the  columns  of  innumerable  newspapers  that  have  recorded  the 
heartening  transactions  of  the  last  week.  They  have  followed  the 
ccnrse  of  the  negotiations  day  by  day,  and  every  time  that  your  Presi- 
dent and  myself  have  been  able  to  renew  the  hope,  to  give  them  greater 
satisfaction  as  people  watching  for  peace,  they  have  cheered  and  cheered, 
ai  d  they  have  upheld  us  in  our  efforts. 

"  There  has  been  an  odd  voice  or  two,  as  you  said,  sir,  who  is  out  of 
hi.rmony  with  the  general  feelings  of  the  world.  I  find  there  is  still 
ttat  old  leaven  of  diplomacy  left  In  some  quarters,  mostly  remote  be- 
y(nd  the  seas,  that  if  two  statesmen  get  togetber,  talking  together,  ar- 
ranging things  together,  come  to  agreements  togetber,  that  there  must 
tx  something  sinister  In  their  hearts.  The  only  remark  that  I  make  to 
tt  08C  people  is  this :  That  they  are  very  much  out  of  date. 

"  Their  suspicions  do  not  arise  because  they  know,  they  arise  t>ecauBe 
tt  ey  are  old-fashioned.  They  arise  because  they  had  no  conception  of 
tie  new  spirit  that  is  making  up  its  mind  to  govern  and  dominate  the 
wsrld.  The  spirit  of  an  open  diplomacy,  the  spirit  of  men  coming  to- 
ff tber,  not  for  the  purpose  of  dividing  the  world  into  alliances  and 
gioupa,  but  for  the  purpose  of  their  own  agreements,  helping  the  world 
U  come  to  a  general  agreement  that  will  be  universal  and  not  metlcu- 
Icas.  That  was  the  spirit  that  made  Mr.  Hoover  and  myself  meet 
t4  gether  and  talk  over  affairs  of  mutual  interest  to  our  country. 

"  I  want  to  say  quite  definitely  and  clearly,  I  want  the  whole  world 
t4i  know  it,  and  I  say  It  without  any  reserve  and  any  withholding  of 
aiy  kind  whatever,  that  during  the  entire  course  of  our  conversations 
tl  lere  has  never  l)een  any  idea  whatever  of  an  exclusive  understanding 
bitween  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States.  There  has  been  nothing 
d  scusaed  which  the  two  governments  would  not  be  happy  to  see  dis- 
cussed on  the  same  iMisis  with  all  the  powers  In  the  world.  The  under- 
SI  aadlng  we  have  been  trying  to  establish  will  always  be  Incomplete 
a  id  unsatisfactory  until  tt  has  become  the  common  possession  of  all  the 
nitions  on  the  face  of  the  earth. 

"  That  fact,  Mr.  Ctiairman,  was  very  well  Illustrated  by  the  clrcum- 
slances  under  which  these  conversations  were  Inaugurated.  Wheo 
jm  sent  General  Dawes  to  London  to  represent  you,  he  hurried  up  In 
tl  e  fan  light  of  day  to  meet  me  in  my  Highland  fastness.  We  met.  We 
s£  t  at  a  table  together,  cheek  by  jowl,  as  we  say  in  Scotland,  and  an 
o|  «n  window  was  at  our  shoulder.  The  sun  shone  In  upon  us.  Crowds 
01  reporters  were  in  the  yards  photographing  us  through  the  glass, 
b<  holding  our  various  transactions,  noting  our  smiles;  and,  no  doubt, 
niiting  our  perplexities;  everything  conducted  In  the  glass  hou.se,  with 
n<  I  secrecy,  no  curtains,  no  blinds ;  and  from  that  day  to  this  our 
ni  gotlatlons  have  been  conducted  by  men  who  wish  to  live  the  open 

II  e  and  have  no  desire  to  pursue  the  secret  one. 

CALLS   tOB    WORLO-WIDa   PBACa 

"  We  have  not  come  together  for  the  purpose  of  enthroning  peace  over 
tte  Atlantic.  We  have  come  together  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to 
ei  throne  peace  all  over  the  world. 

"  In  your  reference  to  the  workingmen  of  Lancashire,  sir,  you  re- 
in nd  as  that  in  those  days  of  great  trial  in  the  United  States,  those 
wirklngmen  bent  down  under  poverty,  their  lives  darkened  by  privation, 
felt  the  ideal  of  liberty,  felt  the  ideal  of  Justice  so  keenly,  that  they 
Wire  prepared  to  go  Into  a  still  deeper  darkness  in  order  that  they 
mi^t  have  no  art  or  part  in  favor  of  a  struggle  which  they  regarded 
ai   one  for  human  liberty  and  human  righteousness  In  the  world. 

"I  have  met  the  same  thing  since  these  negotiations  began.  When 
tls  Governmoit  of  which  I  am  the  head  decided  to  pos^ne  the  building 
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of  two  cruisers,  because  we  declined  to  enter  into  a  shipbuilding  program 
of  competition  with  other  nations.  It  meant  unfortunately  that  the 
work  was  open  for  some  men  and  was  closed  to  them. 

"  I  don't  know  how  many  of  you  understand  what  that  means.  I 
don't  know  bow  many  of  you  understand  what  the  stopfdng  of  a  couple 
of  pounds  a  week  or  of  two-pound  ten  a  week  means — not  the  difference 
between  pocket  money  that  may  be  lavishly  spent  but  between  an  lucerne 
♦.hat  enables  a  family  to  be  kept  without  the  fear  of  Incurring  debt  and 
who  have  nothing  at  all  except  what  Insurance  they  get  from  unemploy- 
ment funds.  But  those  men  faced  that  and  while  they  appealed  to  us 
to  find  them  fresh  work,  they  passt'd  resolutions  begging  us  and  praying 
us  to  go  on  with  our  work  of  disarmament 

ASKS   rOB   MOBAL  DISABMAMBNT 

"The  chairman  was  perfectly  right  when  he  said  that  what  we  had 
in  mind  was  to  effect  moral  disarmament  first  of  all.  We  shall  never 
be  able  to  effect  physical  disarmament  until  we  have  succeeded  In  effect- 
ing moral  disarmament 

"And  I  venture  to  hope  that  the  statement  that  was  Issued  the  other 
day  on  behalf  of  your  President  and  myself  In  the  opening  paragraph 
has  proclaimed  between  us  a  state  of  moral  disarmament. 

"  This  is  the  problem  of  statesmanship.  On  the  one  hand  you  get 
your  moral  disarmament.  Sentiment  is  with  you,  piety  Is  with  you,  reso- 
lutions that  read  fair  and  sound  well  that  are  carried  unanimously.  But 
the  moment  you  start  to  apply  them  for  the  purpose  of  transferring  the 
mentalities  of  the  peoples  from  a  mentality  of  military  security  to  a 
mentality  of  political  security,  then  the  poor  6tatesman  is  be&at  by  a 
thousand  and  one  exceedingly  intricate  problems. 

"  Now,  the  task  that  lies  in  front  of  us  Is  to  go  through  that  condition 
here.  We  have  decided  no  war  can  take  place  between  us.  We  have 
declared  more  that  we  do  not  conceive,  we  can  not  conceive  any  clrcum- 
staiio's  under  which  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  and  of  Great 
Britain  can  come  Into  conflict.     So  far,  so  good. 

CITES    AOBBBllBXT    ON    PABITT 

"  But  we  have  declared  something  which  1  hope  will  protect  us  against 
the  spread  of  that  fear  and  that  suspicion.  We  have  said  to  each  other, 
so  far  as  our  navies  are  concerned — the  subject  that  we  have  t)een  dis- 
cussing In  particular — so  far  as  our  navies  are  concerned  there  shall  be 
parity  between  us,  so  that  neither  of  us  will  have  any  advantage  over  the 
other,  so  that  we  are  in  a  state  of  absolute  equilibrium. 

"What  is  the  effect  of  that?  The  chairman  referred  to  why  people 
fight.  He  was  perfectly  right  People  don't  fight  for  the  reasons  that 
they  give  for  It  after  they  have  got  Into  war.  People  fight  because  some- 
thing has  happened ;  because  a  train  of  circumstances  has  happened 
which  puts  their  nerves  on  edge,  which  makes  them  unhappy  in  their 
suspicions,  which  makes  them  feel  unsafe  and  insecure,  until,  by  a  con- 
tinuation of  that  mentality,  they  come  to  the  conclusion — for  God's 
sake,  let  use  end  It,  whatever  the  price  or  the  result  may  be — and  before 
we  know  where  we  are  we  are  at  war. 

"  There  is  no  better  way  of  preventing  the  development  of  that  na- 
tional frame  of  mind  than  to  prevent  competition  In  armaments,  because 
by  competing  in  armaments  every  nation  knows  that  it  has  failed  to  get 
security.  And  when  it  has  spent  Its  nation's  Income,  when  It  has  frayed 
its  nerves,  then  it  knows  that  war  is  absolutely  inevitable  and  that 
there  Is  no  cure  for  the  conditions  under  which  they  have  landed  them- 
selves except  the  confiict  of  arms. 

DKMANDS    MCTCAL   CONnDBNCB 

"Limit  the  development  of  arms,  then  what  do  you  doT  You  compel 
your  statesmen,  you  compel  yourselves  to  trust  to  political  security,  the 
security  of  justice,  the  security  of  fair  play,  the  security  of  rlghtness  of 
position,  the  securing  of  arbitration,  and  every  agreement  made  between 
nations  consequently  to  stop  threatening  each  other  by  competitive  de- 
velopment of  arms,  means  that  those  nations  are  driven  more  and  more 
Into  tbf  judicial  frame  of  mind.  Into  the  frame  of  mind  which  finds 
security  in  mutual  confidence  and  In  mutual  good  will. 

"  The  mind,  however,  is  furnished  always  with  old  furniture  that  It  Is 
very  difficult  for  you  to  turn  out  of  your  mind.  You  have  the  assump- 
tions and  fears  that  you  have  inherited  and  furnished  it  afresh  with, 
as  yon  do  your  own  rooms  and  your  own  houses.  For  Instance,  In  our 
case,  our  navy  Is  the  very  life  of  our  nation.  We  have  romance  sur- 
rounding it.  We  are  a  people  of  the  sea.  We  are  a  small  Island. 
Europe  is  at  our  doors  for  good  or  for  ill.  The  lions  of  our  empire  have 
been  thrown  all  over  the  face  of  the  earth.  We  have  to  import  our 
food.     A  month's  blockade,  effectively  carried  out,  would  starve  us  all. 

"  Great  powers  on  the  continent  trust  to  their  land  forces.  Our  land 
forces  must  always  be  a  secondary  force  In  the  event  of  any  conflict. 
Great  Britain's  navy  Is  Great  Britain  itself. 

"As  I  said,  we  are  a  people  of  the  sea,  and  the  sea  Is  our  security  snd 
our  »ifety. 

OnTLIirBS    BBITISH    ATTITCDB 

"Ah,  my  American  friends,  I  hope  that  your  Imagination  will  enable 
you  to  see  the  affection,  the  real  understandable,  human  affection  that  is 
gathered  around  our  ships  of  the  sea  when  we  look  into  the  future  and 
how  hard  it  is  to  get  the  British  people  to  feel  security  if  the  naval 
arm  is  limited  in  any  way  whatever. 


"  I  pat  that  in  front  of  you.  not  as  a  final  word  but  as  a  plea  for 
understanding,  a  plea  for  patience,  a  plea  for  good  will.  In  that  way, 
the  vor.v  fact  that  you  show  that  patience  and  that  good  will  enable 
us  to  change  that  part  of  the  furniture  of  our  mind  and  put  in  its  place 
more  mudern.  fairer,  more  comfortable,  and  more  substantial  furniture 
for  future  use. 

"  There  Is  another  dlfllculty  that  you  and  we  have  to  face  fn  com- 
mon. You  know  in  this  world  there  is  the  wise  man.  As  a  rule  be  is 
a  very  unwise  man.  And  a  very  cbaracteriiitic  type  of  wise  man  is  he 
who  says  that  as  you  have  never  accomplished  anything  In  certain 
directions,  so  you  never  will.  He  Is  the  sort  of  man  who  an  hour 
before  Blerlot  flew  the  Channel  would  declare  the  Channel  couSd  never 
be  fiown  because  at  various  times  it  had  been  unsuccessfully  attempted, 
and  that  type  of  man  comes  in  to  bother  us  at  the  present  time.  He 
knows  8  little  bit  about  history,  he  tells  us.  He  tells  us  that  in  181.5 
the  Holy  Alliance  was  formed  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  world 
fbrever  in  peace.  And  then  be  tells  you  little  gossipy  tales  about  this 
nation  and  that 

ABMIBS  OBBW   XJVDta.  ALUANO 

"  He  tells  you  how  the  Holy  Alliance  came  to  an  end.  He  tells  you 
how  instead  of  armies  vanishing,  armieti  grew.  He  tells  yoa  how  even 
the  Holy  Alliance  itself  instead  of  securing  peace  paved  the  way  for 
war.  And  he  shakes  his  head  and  he  says  to  Mr.  Root  sad  myself.  'Ah, 
you  young  unreliable  idealists.' 

"  If  the  Holy  Alliance  does  not  satiafy  you  and  initiate  your  faith, 
be  will  tell  you  delightful  stories  of  the  liberal  dreams  of  democracy  ia 
the  region  of  1846.  He  will  toll  you,  as  one  told  me  the  other  day, 
how  Robert  Owen  came  to  the  United  States  in  1845  and  called  a  con- 
vention, and  these  are  the  words  used — '  called  a  world  convention  to 
emancipate  the  human  race  from  ignorance,  poverty,  division,  sin,  and 
misery.'  And  he  will  continue  the  story  down,  down,  down  Into  an 
ever-deepening  darkness  of  failures,  and  then  the  light  of  self-satlsfac- 
tiOQ  will  Illuminate  his  face  and  he  will  turn  to  you  and  say,  '  Have  I 
not  proved  an  eternal  positive  by  a  finite  negative?' 

"  The  fact  of  the  matter  is,  if  yoo  take  any  great  human  cause  that 
has  triumphed  for  the  benefit  of  the  world,  you  will  find  that  originally 
it  comes  down  from  the  clear  blue  sky  of  Idealism,  down,  down,  down 
through  experiment  after  experiment  that  has  failed,  until  at  last  It 
touches  the  earth,  and  as  soon  as  it  touches  the  earth,  by  almost  a 
magical  transformation  of  Its  creative  power  it  begins  to  grow  up  and  up 
by  physical  means  and  by  successive  additions  until  at  last  it  estsblishes 
itself  as  one  of  the  great  achievements  of  the  intelligent  human  will. 

"  It  was  one  of  the  Pilgrim  fathers  who  said,  '  Let  the  government 
l>e  as  materials  be.'  That  is  what  we  have  been  trying  to  remember 
during  the  last  seven  days.  We  have  been  trying  to  amalgamate  the 
two  Ingredients :  Real  creative  action  and  an  idea  which  Is  just  and 
inspiring  with  practical  experience  that  enables  us  to  apply  that  idea 
like  practical  business  men.  There  has  never  been  anything  done  worth 
doing  that  hasn't  been  dreamed  first  of  all. 

"  I  am  told  I  am  addressing  some  very  saccessful  business  men.  I 
am  not  a  business  man  in  that  sense,  but  I  venture  to  say  that  your 
experience  is  mine — no  one  has  ever  established  a  successful  business 
without  dreaming  about  It  at  the  beginning. 

"  Never  has  there  been  a  good  bouse  built,  never  has  there  been  a 
glorious  cathedral  built,  but  an  architect  came  first  of  all  and  con- 
ceived the  outlines  of  its  beauties  and  put  them  la  place.  The  mason, 
the  man  who  has  been  doing  what  your  President  and  I  have  been 
trying  to  do  since  we  met,  build  things  up  so  that  in  material  things 
we  might  fashion  our  architectural  ideas.  I  said  the  builder  of  ma- 
terial things  comes  after  the  architect  and  without  the  architect  he 
can  build  nothing  that  is  worthy.  Our  dreams  of  peace,  our  con- 
ceptions of  human  Justice  and  human  wisdom,  based  upon  the  assump- 
tion that  nations  sooner  or  later  must  discover  how  their  competition 
Is  to  be  competition  of  mind,  competition  of  spirit,  competition  of  soal ; 
how  can  we  contend  with  each  other?  We  are  aot  to  baild  walls  that 
exclude  each  other,  but  In  our  various  crafts.  In  our  various  countries, 
build  temples  that  will  attract  each  other.  Not  antU  we  discover  how 
democracy,  how  national  enlightenment,  start  from  great  flaring  cx- 
perimMits,  successfully  conducted  in  good  government,  not  until  then 
are  we  going  to  have  peace  on  earth  and  good  will  toward  men.  And 
only  when  we  apply  those  ideas  are  we  building  up  on  the  earth  the 
conditions  of  peace. 

WILL  TAKK  BISK  Or  PKACB 

"  That  problem  remains  to  the  statesman  to  devise  in  detail  a  set  of 
political  relations  for  the  specific  purpose  of  realising  the  moral  con- 
dition which  we  call  peace.  The  problem  is  how  to  coordinate  har- 
moniously and  not  In  a  discordant  way  the  different  interests  of  the 
different  nations.  Wisdom,  practicality  in  politics,  consists  In  having 
the  vision  and  knowing  how  to  apply  it,  and  I  hope,  sir,  you  will  find 
soiiK>  evidence  that  that  kind  of  wisdom  has  been  occupying  os  in  the 
document  which  was  published  two  da^s  ago. 

"At  the  same  time  I  am  not  going  to  leave  it  for  you  in  that  con- 
dition. We  have  been  working  In  Europe,  and  I  think  we  have  been 
working  with  a  eonriderable  amount  of  success.  We  have  t>een  seeing 
to  this,  and  this  la  of  fundamental  importance.     The  public  opinion  is 
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drinati<1tnf  that  th«4«  rM|>onirn)1e  for  govemmenta  abonld  not  only  not 
take  tbe  riak  of  war  which  they  take  when  they  besln  to  halld  eotn- 
petltlT*"  armampnta,  hot  they  aboald  take  the  riak  of  peace. 

••  PuhHc  opinion  in  Europe  to-day  tells  Ita  political  leadna  that  It 
knowa  there  are  rtaka  io  peace;  that  it  knows  that  aasomptlonfl  made 
hetween  one  nation  and  otbera  that  they  are  to  conduct  their  aflalra  In 
tincerlty  and  in  Justice  do  lay  the  believing  nation  open  to  «  certain 
amount  of  riak.     I  will  take  It     I  wlU  take  it. 

IS   sen  THAT    PSACa   WILL  COM! 

"  I  reftiae  to  take  that  risk  where  I  have  to  tnm  my  eyes  acrosa  the 
Atlantic  to  your  building — a^  I  hare  not  done  and  declined  to  do — where 
I  have  to  build  ablp  after  ship  in  reaponse  to  your  building;  what  riak 
wonld  I  be  taking?  Tbe  riak  that  I  abonld  be  taking  would  be  this: 
That  tbe  American  people  would  at  some  point  or  other  in  the  evolution 
of  that  program  uf  unlimited  building  call  a  halt.  Tbe  riak  I  would  be 
taking  la  the  riak  of  war. 

"  It  on  the  other  hand,  I  take  the  riak  of  believing  in  your  word,  I 
takt>  the  risk  of  believing  in  your  continued  frlendabip,  I  take  tbe  riak  of 
assumiug  tliat  you  are  men  of  your  word  ;  that  you  are  a  nation  of 
honor ;  and  that  your  boaor  eonaiats  largely  In  fulfilling  your  obligation, 
what  riak  am  I  taking?  I  am  taking  the  riak  of  peace  which  la  tem- 
porary,  and  In  the  end  I  will  get  peace — security,  certainly,  and  a 
continalng  peace  to  boot. 

'•  There  la  another  event  that  baa  happened  during  th«  last  year  or 
so  which  is  a  great  outaUnding  event,  one  of  those  foundation  eventa 
upon  which  great  atructures  of  eonatitutlons  and  institntlons  can  be 
bailt.  That  la  the  signing  of  the  pact  of  peace  in  Paris  a  little  over  a 
year  ago.  You  signed  that ;  we  signed  that ;  and  those  people  who  are 
always  telling  as  that  there  are  certain  things  that  must  be  withheld 
frvm  arbtlration  place  their  finger  npoa  the  foremost  of  those  things 
when  they  say  *  national  honor.' 

BBUB8    OH    JfATtONAL    BONOB 

"  I  agree.  National  honor  la  a  sort  of  thing  that  la  not  of  the  nature 
of  an  arbitral  affair.  I  agree.  But  we  have  both  signed  that  pact. 
Now,  la  there  any  peace  in  national  honor?  la  there  any  conduct  that 
la  more  essentially  an  example  of  national  honor  than  that  when  yon 
and  we  sign  a  document  declaring  that  certain  things  will  happen  that 
we  abonld  carry  It  out  over  our  signature?  How  can  anyone  talk 
about  national  honor  and  yet  contemplate  tbe  canceling  of  their  signa- 
ture to  a  pact  Juat  when  it  sulta  their  purpose? 

"  Natlooai  honor  preventa  the  United  Statea  and  Great  Britain  and 
the  other  50  nations  that  have  signed  it,  national  honor  preventa  them 
forever  contemplating  arms  as  an  element  in  their  national  policy. 

"  1  suppose  so  long  aa  we  are  In  ofllce — I  only  limit  It  that  way  be- 
cause I  can  not  apeak  for  other  partiea,  but  I  know  perfectly  well  that 
aa  regards  other  partk^a  the  same  feeling  la  there— so  long  as  this  Gov- 
ernment is  In  ofllce  it  will  always  regard  Ita  signature,  the  signature 
of  its  nation,  to  the  pact  of  peace  aa  a  precious  aud  sacred  part  of  our 
national  honor  and  will  observe  it. 

'•  There  is  another  step  that  has  be*n  taken  in  Europe  which  Is  of  the 
greatest  encouragement  to  those  of  ua  who  are  not  only  peace  lovers  but 
peacemakers. 

"At  Geneva  the  other  day  Great  Britain  and  its  Dominions  signed 
what  is  known  as  the  optional  clause.  We  have  pledged  ourselves  to 
reftr  all  these  questions  that  have  hitherto  developed  Into  wars,  to  refer 
them  to  a  Judicial  court  sitting  at  The  Hague.  We  have  nothing  to 
fear.  If  we  are  right,  we  will  win  our  case.  If  we  are  wrong,  we  don't 
deserve  to  win  our  case.  When  people  talk  about  little,  pettifogging 
things,  that  now  and  again  the  most  Judicial  of  benches  make  mis- 
takes. I  know  that  that  la  true.  I  believe  that  if  we  were  to  arbitrate 
or  send  to  arldtration  national  causes  for  tbe  next  hundred  years  there 
would  be  mistakes  made ;  but  balance  the  mifitakes  on  the  one  hand, 
and  put  against  them  the  losses,  the  destruction,  the  criminality  of  war, 
and  where  does  the  balance  He?  Human  mistakes  may  be  hard  to  hear 
by  the  victim  of  the  mistake,  but  the  sort  of  thing  that  has  been  going 
on,  generation  after  generation,  century  after  century,  under  the  false 
Impression  that  any  nation  can  get  security  from  military  force,  alto- 
gether outbalances  the  evils  of  human  mistakes,  and  if  God  makes  us 
imperfect,  as  apparently  he  has  done,  I  accept  the  imperfection  of  hu- 
man good  will  rather  than  the  certain  destruction  and  criminality  of 
human  malice  and  wickedness  aa  expressed  in  war. 
nvB-FOWsa  paelxt  in  jancabt 

".Vnd  so  those  thoughta  being  in  mind,  we  have  taken  the  very  best 
steps  to  protect  ourselves  by  proclaiming  an  enduring  peace  between  us ; 
but,  my  friends,  two  nations  can  not  make  tbe  peace  of  the  world,  and 
BO  next  January,  as  the  results  of  our  conversatlona  and  agreementa 
so  far,  we  are  summoning  a  5-power  conference  which  wQl  be  repre- 
sentative of  every  large  naval  power  and  we  hope  that  the  5-power 
conference  will  enable  as  to  make  complete  agreements,  not  between 
onndves,  tat  between  ourselves  and  them,  and  then  ve  shall  have 
widened  out  the  area  of  agreement,  we  ahall  have  limited  the  area  of 
competitive  building,  we  ahall  band  over  the  results  to  the  preparatory 
c«mmiasloB  slttias  at  Qeaeva,  the  oomalssloa   that  Is  preparing  tha 


agreempnta 
at  last, 
with 


than 
In 


and  the  agenda  for  the  general  conference  In  disarmament — 
the  general   conference  and  disarmament    I   hope  will   be   held 

fine  prospects  of  a  complete  success, 
then  two  nations  engage  in  a  better  and  a  more  laudable  work 
?    And  that  is  the  work  that  you  and  we  have  N'cn  engaged 
dnring  the  snmmer  and  the  recent  weeks. 


v>ry 


Cai 


tiatl 


"  In 
ducted 


October  15 


DID    NOT    PLAT    CBBBFINO    GAM! 


"  No  w,  sir,  there  is  something  else  that  I  ahould  like  to  refer  to,  but 
again  U  la  essential  for  the  keeping  of  peace.  I  am  sure  that  everyliody 
who  is  Interested  in  foreign  relations,  at  any  rate  occasionally,  n>arts  his 
Mac&ulny,  and  I  am  sure,  therefore,  that  some  of  you  will  recognise  a 
passagd  I  am  going  to  remind  you  of.  You  will  remember  what  be 
writes  about  it.  It  hardly  represented  Great  Britain,  of  England. 
Count  Kounitz  repreaented  the  empire.  '  The  chief  business  of  Hardy 
and  Konnlts,'  says  Lord  Macaulay,  'was  to  watch  each  other's  legs. 
Nelthei  of  them  thought  it  consistent  with  the  dignity  of  the  Crown 
which  he  served  to  advance  toward  the  other  faster  than  the  other 
advanc>d  toward  him.' 

**  If,  therefore,  one  of  them  inadvertently  stepped  forward  too  quick, 
he  went  back  to  the  door  and  the  stately  minuet  began  again.  That  la 
the  old  diplomacy.  Needless  to  say,  neither  your  President  nor  myself 
engageil  in  minuets.  We  did  not  try  to  maneuver  each  other  into  posi- 
tion 01  out  of  position.  We  tried,  as  I  said,  for  no  allinnces  and  no 
balanc<B  of  power.  We  did  not  sit  down  to  play  a  creeping  and  a  wait- 
ing ga  ne.  We  did  not  watch  each  other  as  swordsmen  watch  each 
other  (r  as  priie  fighters  study  the  faces  of  each  other.  We  did  not 
begin  »y  offering  little  things,  trying  to  best  each  other  and  then 
advanc  ?,  step  by  step,  and  stage  by  stage,  as  each  one  forced  the  other. 

*'  W«  didn't  examine  statements  meticulously  in  order  to  discover 
how  W!  could  put  something  over  the  other  without  his  knowing  it. 
The  mi  thod  was  altogether  different.  We  knew  what  we  were  out  for. 
We  ststed  the  difflcultles  of  our  respective  countries.  He  told  me  his. 
I  equally  frankly  told,  him  mine.  He  told  me  what  he  thought  he  could 
do ;  I  told  him  what  I  thought  I  could  do.  He  told  me  what  public 
opinloi  demanded  of  him,  and  I  told  him  what  public  opinion  demanded 
of  me. 

that  sincerity,  In  that  simplicity,  In  that  Informality,  we  con- 
our  negotiations,  and  that  la  the  reason  why  in  four  brief  days 
we  canie  to  conclusions  that  under  tbe  old  diplomacy  would  have  taken 
at  leas  t  as  many  months  to  have  achieved. 

"  8ii ,  that  is  the  prospect  before  us.  There  are  tbe  problems  that  we 
have  t<i  face:  That  is  the  road  we  have  to  walk.  Neither  of  us  can  act 
alone.  We  mnat  have  enlightened  pablic  opinion  behind  us ;  we  must 
have  cl  tampions — champions  In  both  countries.  We  must  have  men  and 
women  who  at  this  moment  will  not  aDow  themselvea  to  be  led  up  side 
alleys  '  bat  lead  nowhere  bnt  end  in  cool  deacenta.  We  must  have  public 
opinion  which  selects  the  essential  from  the  unessential,  which  sees  that 
at  the  moment  the  great  cause  and  problem  In  front  of  ua  la  the  cause 
of  pea(  e,  made  first  of  all  as  a  political  declaration,  and  then  the  cause 
of  pea<e  turned  into  a  practice,  program  of  agreements  and  details,  and 
I  believe  we  are  going  to  get  it  on  both  sides  of  tbe  Atlantic. 

"And  so  when  I  look  ahead  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  both  of  ua  are 
Jnstiflefl  in  seeing  the  shining  feet  of  the  coming  peacemakers  coming 
over  tlje  horizon  to  glad<len  our  hearts  and  to  make  us  feel  that  all  oar 
long  e(  orts  for  peace  hn  \  •  not  been  in  vain. 

I  might,  throwing  myself  on  your  generosity,  appeal  to  yon,  it 
)e  that  from  now  onward,  until  the  work  Is  done,  ynu  will  stand 
steadftatly  by  those  statesmen  who  are  to  have  the  very  difficult  Job  of 
dlsenUDgllng  the  detailed  problem  of  peaepmaking,  giving  us  patience, 
as  confidence,  refusing  to  be  Influenced  by  those  who  take,  maybe, 
temper  try  failures  as  a  proof  that  success  Is  Impossible,  cheering  us  so 
that  a{  aln  and  again  and  again  we  will  return  to  our  woi^,  beeaose  in 
the  em    it  is  bound  to  be  successful. 

Think  you  so  much  for  listening  so  patiently  to  me  and  glvinfr  me 
the  op  wrtunity  of  coming  and  spending  such  a  pleasant  and  profitable 
evenlnf  with  you." 

[From  the  Washington  Post.  October  12,  1029] 

TH«    LI8TB!»INO   POST 

By  Carlisle   Bargeron 

The  boestlOB  arises  as  to  Just  why  Secretary  Stimson  saw  fit  yesterday 
to  single  out  one  particular  newspaper  man  in  denying  the  suggestion  or 
Impresflon  that  President  Hoover  and  Premier  MacDonald  bad  entered 
alliance  to  enforce  the  peace, 
course,  the  Secretary  had  a  statement  coming  to  him  on  the  matter, 
most  Important,  in  fact,  that  he  or  some  one  else  In  authority — 
was  the  better  fitted — make  a  declaration  to  clear  up  any  mls- 
pprefa^nsion  that  might  exist  in  foreign  countries,  or,  for  that  matter. 
United  States. 

quarrel  Is  not  with  his  Issnance  of  the  statement  The  question 
did  he  single  out  one  man  by  name — and  in  such  a  formal  way 
name  would  have  t«  he  used — to  make  the  goatt 
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Because  Mr.  Lawrence  did  not  have  a  monopoly  on  the  view  that  the 
Joint  statement  implied  an  alliance  between  tbe  two  coiuitriea.  The 
joint  statement  was  not  so  interpreted  by  this  reporter,  but  then  it  was 
In  many  quarters.     Ttie  Impression,  in  fact,  was  rather  widespread. 

There  is  a  suggestion  about  the  whole  procedure  that  Lawrence  does 
«ot  happen  to  be  one  of  the  fair-haired  boys.  He  spoke,  so  to  speak,  out 
•of  turn. 

And  rightly  or  wrongly,  the  Secretary's  action  will  be  Interpreted  by 
many  as  being  In  pursuance  of  a  tendency  heretofore  shown  by  the  new 
administration  to  strike  viciously  at  those  of  the  newspaper  fraternity 
who  do  not  play  ball. 

There  was  a  rather  general  apprehension  among  newspaper  men  when 
Mr.  Hoover  took  ofllce  that  they  were  in  for  a  hot  time  if  they  wrote 
critical  stories.  And  there  were  some  Incldenta  of  the  campaign — the 
bitter  heat  of  it— to  Justify  their  feeling. 

But  in  all  fairness  to  Mr.  Hoover  himself,  none  of  the  two  or  three 
unpleasant  incidents  that  has  happened  since  he  took  office  can  be  traced 
to  him.  Instead,  it  has  been  some  one  of  those  around  him  who  was 
responsible  In  each  Instance. 

Mr.  Hoover  himself  has  picked  bis  favorites  among  the  fraternity  and 
granted  them  favors.  But  they  were  his  favorites  before  he  was  elected 
President  and,  besides,  the  business  of  whom  he  makes  his  favorites  is 
bis  own.  And  Mr.  Hoover  has  not  been  very  considerate  of  those  as- 
signed to  cover  him.  His  attitude  about  wbst  is  the  public's  business 
and  what  is  his  own  has  made  their  lot  an  unhappy  one. 

Bnt,  of  course,  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  tbe  feeling  of  some  of  his 
sobordinates  that  all  bad  boys,  as  they  are  known,  should  be  punished. 
There  Is  the  suggestion  that  this  Is  what  Secretary  Stimson  intended  to 
do.  The  Secretary  of  State  must  not  know  that  the  war  is  over.  Well, 
It  is. 

[From  the  Washington  Post,  October  11,  1929] 

AN    ALUAMCir 

After  President  Hoover  and  Prime  Minister  MacDonald  had  issoed 
their  fateful  Joint  statement  a  separate  communication  to  the  press  was 
made  by  Mr.  MacDonald.  This  communication,  taken  in  connection  with 
tbe  Joint  statement,  is  very  likely  to  be  accepted  in  Great  Britain  and 
Kurope  as  an  snnouncement  that  the  United  Statea  and  Great  Britain 
have  resolved  to  act  in  conc^Tt  hereafter  against  any  nation  that  violates 
tbe  Kellogg  treaty. 

The  Joint  statement  and  Mr.  MacDonald's  dedaration  contain  allu- 
sions that  fairly  warrant  the  presumption  that  a  new  policy  has  been 
agreed  upon,  providing  for  common  action.  Tbe  Joint  statement  refers 
to  "  means  by  which  the  moral  force  of  our  countries  can  be  exerted  for 
peace,"  aud  declares  that  "  each  of  our  Governments  will  direct  ita 
thought  and  influence  toward  securing  aud  maintaining  the  peace  of  tbe 
world."  Mr.  MacDonald  emphasises  the  importance  of  a  "  common 
pronouncement  "  concerning  "Anglo-American  policy,"  and  adds  that  this 
Joint  statement  is  a  pronouncement  that  the  two  nations  are  determined 
to  apply  the  Kellogg  treaty  "  in  our  practical  policy." 

Both  tbe  Joint  statement  and  Mr.  MacDonald's  announcement  make  It 
clear  that  the  two  Governmente  are  about  to  approach  old  problems 
from  a  new  angle.  Tbey  intend  to  use  the  Kellogg  pact,  says  Mr. 
MacDonald,  as  the  basis  for  an  agreement  "  upon  subjecta  which  have 
defied  agreemmt  up  to  now." 

Tbe  only  vital  subject  upon  which  Great  Britain  and  tbe  United  States 
disagree  is  that  of  freedom  of  the  seas.  If  it  be  true  that  the  two 
Governments  now  propose  to  cooperate  in  maintaining  peace  against  a 
violator  of  the  Kellogg  pact,  it  follows  that  the  United  States  would 
not  be  a  neutral  in  case  of  war,  but  a  cobelllgerent.  Hence,  no  question 
of  aggression  against  American  commerce  wonld  arise. 

Astounding  as  it  may  seem  to  Americans,  there  can  be  little  doubt 
that  Mr.  MacDonald's  pronouncement,  fortified  by  the  Joint  statement, 
will  be  accepted  in  Great  Britain  and  throughout  Europe  as  a  declara- 
tion that  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  have  formed  an  alliance. 

The  mischief  that  may  flow  from  such  a  misunderstanding  is  in- 
calculable. It  may  destroy  all  the  good  effects  of  recent  efforts  to  bring, 
about  an  Anglo-American  understanding  on  naval  parity.  The  United 
States  owes  it  ta  other  nations  to  moke  the  fact  clear  beyond  possibility 
of  mistake  that  it  has  not  entered  into  any  special  understanding  with 
Great  Britain  calling  for  common  action  in  any  emergency  whatever 
or  at  all. 

When  the  Kellogg  treaty  was  pending  in  the  Senate  the  debate  re- 
vealed that  American  policy  is  firmly  opposed  to  any  commitment  re- 
quiring it  to  take  action  against  a  violator  of  the  treaty.  Secretary 
Kellogg  had  already  formally  declared  that  the  only  effect  of  violaUoo 
would  be  to  release  tbe  parties  to  the  treaty.  The  Senate  committee  on 
foreign  relations  gave  this  Interpretation  : 

"  The  committee  further  understands  the  treaty  does  not  provide 
sanctions,  express  or  implied.  Should  any  signatory  to  the  treaty  or 
any  nation  adhering  to  the  treaty  violate  the  terms  of  the  same,  there 
Is  no  obligation  or  commitment,  express  or  implied,  upon  the  psrt  of 
any  of  the  other  signers  of  tbe  treaty  to  engage  in  punitive  or  coardvs 
measures  as  against  the  nation  violating  the  treatjr." 


The  United  States  can  not  avoid  entangfementa  In  foreign  polities  if 
it  makes  any  agreement  express  or  Implied,  to  proceed  sgainst  an 
alleged  violator  of  the  Kellogg  pact  It  must  be  Ita  own  Judge  of  such 
circumstances  and  must  be  free  to  act  Independently.  It  might  con- 
clude that  an  alleged  violator  was  really  fighting  In  self-defense,  while 
the  League  of  Nations  might  hold  a  contrary  ofrinlon.  In  case  the 
league  should  proceed  to  apply  penalties,  tbe  United  States  would  not  be 
bound  to  recognise  such  measures.  It  would  endeavor  to  remain  neutral 
during  foreign  wars  and  It  would  expect  all  ita  nentral  righta  to  be 
respected,  including  ita  right  to  tbe  freedom  of  the  seas. 

Kor  this  reason  the  United  States  is  building  up  Its  Navy.  The  coun- 
try is  disappointed  in  the  failure  of  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States 
to  reach  a  formal  agreement  providing  for  equal  naval  strength.  A 
vague  pronouncement  has  gone  forth,  easily  susceptible  of  being  in- 
terpreted as  a  declaration  of  an  alliance,  but  the  real  business  before 
the  two  countries,  that  of  making  a  parity  treaty,  has  become  involved 
In  tedious  and  uncertain  negotiations  of  a  preparatory  and  tentative 
character,  to  be  submitted  to  some  future  world  disarmament  conference. 

Mr.  MacDonald  may  be  constrained  to  lay  great  stress  upon  his 
special  understanding  wltb  America  In  his  forthcoming  struggle  for 
survival  as  head  of  the  British  Government.  The  British  public  will 
make  a  mistake  If  It  assumes  that  the  United  Statea  has  formed  an 
entente  or  alliance  with  Great  Britain.  What  Americans  desire  Is 
prompt  agreement  fixing  the  equality  of  tbe  two  navies.  Beyond  that 
they  will  not  go. 


(FVom  the  Washington  Post,  October  12.  1029] 

ANQLO-AMUUCAN   BSLATIOMS 

The  Secretary  of  State  has  undertaken  to  explain  tbe  true  neanlng 
of  tbe  Joint  statement  recently  Issued  by  President  Hoover  and  Prime 
Minister  MscDonald.  It  Is  well  that  he  recognises  that  the  Joint  state- 
ment ritould  be  clarified,  so  that  American  and  foreign  peoples  will  know 
more  definitely  what  was  in  tlie  minds  of  tbe  two  beads  of  government, 
and  Just  how  far  they  have  mutually  committed  their  Governments. 
The  Joint  statement  is  variously  interpreted,  here  aad  abroad.  On  one 
hand  there  is  a  cynical  surmise  thst  the  statement  was  purposely  made 
amblgnons  In  order  to  conceal  the  fact  that  no  practical  understanding 
was  reached.  On  the  other  hand,  it  Is  presumed  that  a  far-reaching 
accord  has  been  reached,  amounting  substantially  to  an  alliance,  to 
operate  in  a  positive  manner  for  the  suppAssloa  of  any  war  started  by 
a  vlolstor  of  the  Kellogg  pact 

But  the  Secretary  of  State's  explanation  Itself  needs  to  be  explained. 
In  view  of  the  binding  force  of  any  "  moral  understanding "  to  which 
the  United  Statea  may  be  a  party.  It  will  be  recalled  that  tbe  late 
President  Wilson,  in  his  discussion  with  Senators  concerning  the  cove- 
nant of  the  League  of  Nations,  Isld  stress  upon  the  saggestlon  that 
the  United  States  was  to  undertake  only  a  "  moral  obligation,"  and 
that,  when  pressed,  he  admitted  that  a  moral  obligation  had  all  the 
binding  force  of  a  legal  obligation.  The  Secretary  of  State  now  says 
that  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  are  seeking  to  exert  only 
a  moral  influence,  and  not  a  military  one.  The  question  that  will  be 
asked,  of  course,  Is,  What  would  happen  If  a  violator  of  the  Kellogg 
Treaty  should  fail  to  yield  to  the  combined  moral  Influence  of  Great 
Britain  and  the  United  States.  Would  the  moral  obligation  end  there, 
or  would  it  call  for  more  detennlned  concerted  action  In  behalf  of 
peace?* 

Whatever  the  new  relationship  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain  is  intended  to  be.  It  should  be  clearly  understood  on 
both  sides  of  the  Atlantic,  and  the  understanding  of  the  relationship 
should  be  the  same  in  Great  Britain  as  it  Is  in  America.  It  is  also 
necessary  that  European  nations  should  not  be  mystified  as  to  the  true 
nature  of  the  relationship. 

The  danger  of  a  misunderstanding  In  Great  Britain  regarding  the 
true  nature  of  Anglo-Araertcaa  relations  Is  enhanced  by  the  odd  wording 
of  Mr.  MacDonald's  statement  to  British  Joumallsta  upon  the  eve  of 
his  departure  from  Washington.  He  said,  "  I  have  achieved  more 
than  I  hoped,"  and  he  made  several  allusions  to  ** Anglo- Ame/lcan 
policy,"  which  to  the  llteral-mlnded  peoples  on  tbe  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic  are  applied  to  practl<9ll  ententes  aad  alliances.  Mr.  Mac- 
Donald told  the  Senate  that  an  alliance  was  not  to  be  thought  of,  and 
it  would  be  unfortunate  if  the  Joint  statement  and  his  own  statement 
to  British  Joumalista  should  give  rise  to  misundefstandlng  on  that 
point 

Tbe  exigencies  of  British  domestic  politics  ai«  soeh  ss  to  auke  it 
probable  that  Mr.  MacDonald  will  be  questioned  regarding  tbe  scope 
of  the  Anglo-American  Joint  statement.  If  tbe  British  public  beUeves 
that  be  has  achieved  what  amounts  to  an  alUance,  eallinc  for  tbe 
exercise  of  mutual  moral  pressure  upon  other  nations,  bis  political 
prestige  will  no  doubt  be  augmented ;  while  on  this  side  of  the  water 
an  attempt  to  form  an  alliance  wltb  any  country,  no  matter  what 
ita  high  pnrpoae  might  be,  woold  be  a  disastrous  nndartaklag. 

For  the  sake  of  a  thorough  understanding  among  the  peoples  iiere 
aad  abroad,  tbe  ambiguities  of  tbe  Joint  statement  sbonld  be  removed. 
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[PttMB  the  Chattanooga  Times,  October  IS,  1929) 
FocB  Ttnouma  o»  jyUcDonAU*  Visit  OmtRBO — Oii»  Gtoup  THraxs 
HooTu   AND   MacDonalo   Fokmkd   Alluncb — Othcb   Thikks    8c*- 

BKMDBB     MaOI     to     NATIONS      LSAGTB — HaBD     ExPLODKS      ALL     THBSB 

Thbobibs  bt  Crrmo  Past  DmBAxcxs  of  tbb  PBCsionn  Bkabinq 
CroM  Thbm 

Bj  William  Hard 

Washihotow,  October  12. — The  rlslt  of  James  Ramsay  MacDonald 
contlnaea  to  dominate  the  main  thought  of  Washington.  The  incidents 
of  that  Tisit  hare  gone  by,  but  its  ultimate  meaning  keeps  on  fascinat- 
ing every  mind  tn  the  Capital  City.  Four  main  positlTe  theories  about 
them  are  annoanced  and  defended  and  attacked  and  ridicoled. 

Theory  No.  1 :  Mr.  Hoover  and  Mr.  MacDonald  have  established  an 
'alUance"  between  Oreat  Britain  and  the  United  States  whereby  they 
will  act  as  a  combined  and  irresistible  unit  in  world  affairs  for  the 
maintenance  of  peace. 

Theory  No.  2 :  Mr.  Hoover  and  Mr.  MacDonald  have  settled  the  prob- 
lem of  "  the  freedom  of  the  seas  "  and  have  reached  an  agreement  upon 
It  whereby  the  United  States  surrender  some  part  of  its  andent  tradi- 
tional conception  of  "  the  freedom  of  the  teas,"  in  wartime  whenever 
the  war  in  qaestlon  has  originated  from  a  manifest  violation  of  the 
Keilogg-Brland  i>eace  pa^t. 

Theory  No.  S:  Mr.  Hoover  and  Mr.  MacDonald  have  rcftdisd  an  an> 
ders  landing  whereby  the  Heets  of  both  coantries  would  be  hurled  against 
any  violator  of  the  Kellogg- Briand  peace  pact. 

Theory  No.  4  :  Mr.  Hoover  and  Mr.  MacDonald  have  decided  to  refer 
the  floal  arbltranient  and  adjadicatlon  of  the  problem  of  disarmament  to 
the  League  of  Nations,  and  thus  the  United  States  has  recognised  the 
supreme  Jurisdiction  of  the  League  of  Nations  authorities. 

It  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  every  one  of  these  theories  is  a  para- 
lysing surprise  and  shock  to  the  chief  iilgh  officials  of  the  United  States 
GovcmsBOit.  It  is  also  not  too  much  to  say  that  this  ssnsatloo  of 
shock  is  most  particularly  experienced  by  President  Hoover  himself. 

HOOTBB    eUABOCO   A0AIX8T   IMPBBSSIO?! 

As  for  an  "  alUancc,"  Mr.  Hoover  was  under  the  pleasant  impression 
that  he  had  carefully  and  soccessfully  guarded  himself  against  all  such 
misconstructions  by  Inserting  into  his  Joint  statement  with  Mr. 
MacDonald  a  saving  and  exonerating  set  of  words  to  the  effect  that  the 
United  States  **  wUI  never  consent  to  become  entangled  in  European 
diplomacy."  He  supposed  that  those  word.s  would  declare  and  prove 
his  innocence  and  hia  rectitude  and  his  faithfulness  to  the  admonitions 
of  George  Washington  and  of  Thomas  Jefferson  against  "  alliances." 
He  swms  to  have  underestimated  the  Ingenuity  of  his  Interpreters  on 
both  sides  of  the  Atlantic.  It  may,  therefore,  perhaps,  properly  here 
bs  stated  out  of  long  observation  of  Herbert  Hoover  and  out  of  almost 
innumerable  conversations  with  his  oldest  and  closest  friends  and 
■ffocUte*.  that  probably  no  President  that  we  have  ever  had  has  been 
more  incurably  Indisposed  toward  "  alliances "  than  Mr.  Hoover.  On 
one  occasion  before  he  became  President  be  expressed  the  heart  of  bis 
prospective  foreign  policy  in  a  sentence  which  has  become  current  tn 
many  parts  of  Washington  and  which  now  Is  aptly  in  point.  He  said 
that  oor  foreign  policy  should  be  marked  by  the  following  rules: 

"  Words  of  political  commitment  to  no  country ;  acts  of  positive 
friendship  toward  aU." 

The  theory,  then,  that  the  President  has  attempted  to  initiate  an 
"alliance"  with  Mr.  MacDonald's  government  can  be  wholly  dismissed. 

A  similar  dlamissal  must  be  given  to  the  theory  that  he  has  In  any 
way  abated  or  minimized  the  ancient  demands  of  the  United  States  In 
reference  to  trade  upon  the  high  seas  in  time  of  war.  Tlie  truth  is. 
as  this  writer  well  knows  from  several  secure  British  sources,  that  the 
■nggestlons  aaade  by  the  Pretideat  on  the  point  "  of  the  freedom  of  the 
seas "  went  so  Tar  toward  expanding  and  increasing  that  "  freedom " 
that  Mr.  MacDonald,  in  view  of  the  commitments  of  Great  Britain  to 
the  League  of  Nations  and  to  participation  in  blockade  authorised  and 
<irdered  by  the  League  of  Natlona,  was  unable  to  accept  tbem  and  was 
vnwUllng  cren  to  have  tlmn  mentioned  in  the  joint  stateneot  which 
be  and  Mr.  Hoover  togetha  issued. 


IL 


■OTHUW  iraccATBa  avtMMmvmi  or  ska  bights 
It  can  be  absohitcly  aafaly  stated  thaf  Mr.  Hoover  has  aet  sarrendered 
sue  Jot  nor  title  of  an  aadent  Amerlcan-elalmed  sea  rights  in  the  face 
of  •mr  blockads  enacted  by  the  League  of  Nations  or  in  the  ftaee  of  any 
war  dedared  la  vtoiattoB  of  the  Kellogg- ftrland  peace  pact,  or  la  the  fkce 
of  any  other  eventuality. 

As  for  eoBbiaiag  the  Britiali  and  Asacrleaa  fleets  in  ebastlseraent 
of  a  violator  of  the  KeUogg-Briand  peace  pact,  the  President  abandSBtly 
realises  that  the  power  to  declare  war  aad  to  pat  oor  fleet  iato  action 
rcsti  not  with  him  bat  with  Congrees.  He  aaade  no  effort  la  his  coa- 
▼eraatloos  with  Mr.  MacDonald  to  osarp  the  powers  of  the  Congress. 
Thie  writer  knows  of  a  certainty  that  tike  Uaited  States  sUnds  now  Just 
ae  OBcoBsaUtted  la  Ito  policy  toward  a  vl<dator  of  the  Kdlogg-Briand 
peace  pact  as  tt  etood  at  the  ■smcat  when  Mr.  MacDonald  landed  on 
these  aboiw. 

riaalljr.  •■  for  the  theory  that  the  United  States  has  banded  the 
pioblem  op  to  the  eoondl  and  assembly  and  multitudinous 
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coiimlttees  of  the  Leagae  of  Nstions,  with  the  Implication  that  we  under- 
tale  beforehand  to  accept  their  decision  upon  it.  there  is  no  slightest 
wairant  for  giving  any  a  moment's  consideration.  Tbe  President,  though 
a  lielicver  in  the  World  Court  at  Tbe  Hague,  has  pledged  himself  over 
am  1  over  again  to  keeping  this  country  outside  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Ledgue  of  Nstiona  at  Geneva,  and  to  put  the  matter  at  its  lowest  level. 
Ths  President's  Intimates  in  public  office  in  W  ishlngton  are  all  of  tbem 
fully  aware  that  the  President  has  no  intention  of  committing  political 
suicide  by  disregarding  that  pledge. 

SSTABUSHXD  BASKS   fOB   MCTTTAL  rBrCXDEHTP 

Vliat,  then,  can  be  said  to  be  the  actual  results  of  Mr.  MacDonald's 
vis  It  7  This  writer,  having  done  nothing  else  for  some  time  but  try  to 
flni  I  and  grasp  them,  ventures  to  state  them  as  follows  : 

They  are  in  the  field  not  of  commitment  but  of  conference.  They 
have  to  do  with  an  agreement  of  documentg,  but  with  an  undertaking 
of  alms  and  purpoRes.  They  do  not  mean  a  merger  between  the  two 
coi  ntries.  They  do  most  emphatically  mean  tbat  competitive  incidents 
t>e(trcen  the  two  countries  will  be  examined  now  In  the  light  of  a  new 
mil  tnal,  but  still  entirely  independent,  cordiality. 

:  Ir.  MacDonald  will  report  to  Britain  that  the  American  Government 
is  leaded  by  a  man  in  whose  international  sincerity  and  integrity  the 
British  people  can  have  a  confidence  numarred  by  suspicion.  Mr 
IIo>ver  and  hjs  administration  reciprocate  that  confidence  toward  Mr. 
MacDonald's  moral  character.  For  tbe  first  time  in  history  the  chief 
rul»  of  the  American  people  and  tbe  chief  ruler  of  the  British  people 
an  personal  friends,  with  a  fast  appreciation  of  each  other's  political 
ne<  esaltles,  and  each  other's  aspirations  in  the  affairs  of  war  and 
pe«ce. 

'  lie  American  Government  will  now  watch  the  British  Government  in 
its  policies  in  tbe  Elastein  Hemisphere  with  more  faith.  The  British 
Uo  rernment  will  now  watch  the  American  Government  in  Its  policies  in 
La  in  America  and  In  the  Far  E^st  with  more  good  wilL  There  has 
be«Q  established  in  each  Government  a  certain  presumption  that  the 
otler  will  behave  decently. 

Out  of  that  i»eaumption  there  might  ultimately  proceed,  though  not 
alliance,*'  a  great  cooperation.     The  prospect  of  it,  however,  remains 

drospect,  a  possibility,  a  chance.     What  has  been  accomplished,  in  sum, 
the  mere  laying  of  a  paychologlcal  foundation  on  which  in  the  future 
th<  re  may  be,  or  may  not  be,  a  substantial  edifice. 


[From  the  Washington  Post,  October  15,  1929] 

NCBD   rOB   CLABiriCATION 

:  'resident  Hoover  and  Premier  MacDonald  will  be  spared  needless 
em  Mirraasment  and  will  greatly  Improve  the  preliminary  atmosphere  of 
tb4  coming  disarmament  conference  if  they  will  permit  their  recent 
Joljkt  statement  to  be  clarified  and  put  in  such  language  that  suspicious 
foreign  governments  can  better  understand  its  scope  and  meaning-  At 
th«  same  time  the  ambiguities  should  be  eliminated  from  the  British 
invitation  to  the  conference  tn  order  to  check  tbe  development  of  an 
uanvorable  atmosphere  at   the  outset. 

!  fo  one  can  fairly  expect  a  detailed  account  of  tbe  informal  dlscu»' 
slofis  which  Mr.  Hoover  and  his  distinguished  guest  indulged  in  at  the 
Babldan  camp.  The  value  of  such  a  discussion  would  have  been  lost 
if  I  verbatim  report  for  public  scrutiny  bad  been  made  while  it  was  in 
progress.  Neither  tbe  President  nor  the  Prime  Minister  would  bsve 
be4  n  free  to  exchange  views  or  discuss  commitments  before  a  world 
aailience.  Privacy  or  secrecy  in  its  legitimate  sense  was  obviously 
ne«  easary  to  permit  the  informal  discussions  to  proceed  at  all. 

tut  now  that  President  Hoover  and  Mr.  MacDonald  have  exchanged 
views  and  reached  certain  understandings  designed  to  affect  the  Jestinies 
of  the  American  and  British  people  as  well  as  France,  Italy,  and  the 
rei  t  of  the  world,  there  is  a  natural  desire  on  the  part  of  those  whose 
deitlnlea  are  Involved  to  know  more  thsn  can  be  found  in  tbe  Joint 
ststement.  There  is  a  growing  and  persistent  demand  for  clarification, 
aa  I  there  are  forebodings  of  mischief  if  further  light  is  not  fbed  on 
tlM  real  significance  and  purport  of  the  understandings  or  commitments, 
if  lay,  that  have  been  made. 

'  'he  phrase  In  the  Joint  statement  most  likely  to  cause  trouble  Is  the 
on<  which  refers  to  active  Anglo-American  cooperation  and  adds : 
**  I  ach  of  oar  Oovemments  will  direct  its  thouRhts  and  Intloence  toward 
securing  and  maintaining  tbe  peace  of  the  world." 

]  n  so  far  as  this  suggests  Joint  Anglo-American  action  to  secure  and 
ma  ntaln  peace  it  necessarily  embodies  the  snggestion  of  an  entente — 
no<  to  use  tbe  word  alliance — between  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
Stitee  to  at  least  pool  their  moral  forces  In  support  of  each  other 
wb  merer  a  peace  problem  presents  Itself.  And  as  every  International 
Intlgue  or  threatened  controversy,  every  danger  of  nprising,  whether 
from  India,  SSgypt,  China,  or  elsewhere,  constitutes  s  problem  of  pre- 
serring  peace,  it  requires  little  Imagination  to  see  how  important  such 
aa  Anglo-AmerlcaB  entente  to  preserve  peace  might  appear  to  the 
Brf  tista.  There  Is  aa  lounediato  temptation  to  claim  that  this  pooling 
of  moral  forces  la  tbe  interest  of  peace  aligns  Great  Britain  and 
America  as  coworkera  In  the  carrying  oat  of  aa  iatematlonal  policy 
of  [athomless  poteatiallUes. 
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There  are  already  signs  of  this  Interpretation.  The  editor  of  the 
Sunday  Observer,  in  London,  writes  that  Mr.  Hoover  and  Mr.  Mac- 
Donald have  worked  out  "  a  solid  Anglo- American  agreement  "  which 
he  regards  aa  "  the  sheet  anchor  of  civiilzatiou." 

Efforts  to  counteract  this  impression  are  proving  difficult  in  the 
absence  of  more  Ugbt  of  the  Uoover-MacDonald  conference.  The  Lon- 
don Post  correspondent  here  reflects  the  opinion  of  some  of  tbe  diplo- 
mats when  he  states : 

"American  susceptibilities  are  satisfied  by  its  noncommital  character 
and  lack  of  anything  of  a  concrete  nature,  while  the  British  are  able 
to  read  into  It  a  number  of  implications,  etc." 

Why  should  the  British  be  encouraged  to  read  into  the  statement 
implications  of  an  entente  or  alliance  if  no  such  implications  are 
warranted? 

The  London  Times  refers  to  the  danger  of  an  unfavorable  atmosphere 
for  the  naval  conference  as  a  result  of  the  lack  of  proper  understanding 
of  what  has  really  taken  place.     The  Times  says : 

"  Despite  the  scrupulous  care  of  President  Hoover  and  Mr.  Mac- 
Donald to  emphasize  the  contingent  nature  of  their  proposals,  despite 
repeated  denials  of  any  attempt  to  present  other  nations  with  a  fait 
accompli  or  any  suggestion  or  hint  of  any  alliance  or  entente  France 
and  Italy  persist  in  harboring  suspicions  as  to  the  scope  and  Intention 
of  the  Anglo-American  discussions." 

Meanwhile  the  French  foreign  office  has  expressed  surprise  at  reporis 
froqi  Washington  that  the  coming  London  conference  is  to  have  immedi- 
ate and  separate  validity  and  to  make  binding  agreements  Independent 
of  the  preparatory  commission  of  the  League  of  Nations.  The  French 
Interpret  the  British  Invitation  to  state  Just  the  opposite.  Both  the 
French  and  Italian  ambassadors  called  on  the  Secretary  of  State  yester- 
day. Reports  from  Paris  and  Rome  pay  the  meaning  of  the  British 
Invitation  must  be  clarified  before  it  can  be  replied  to.  The  desire 
for  clarification  is  prsctically  unanimous. 

[From  the  Washington  Daily  News] 

Naval  Tonnaqb  Gain   Sebn  As   Rbsult  or  London   CoNrEaxNCB — In- 
crease Held  Cebtain  roB  Five  Lbadinq  Nations  at  Mbbtino  Schsd- 

DLBO   rOB    JAMDABT 

By  William  PbUip  Simms 

An  increase  in  the  size  of  the  world's  leading  navies,  not  a  reduction, 
will  almost  surely  follow  the  5-i>ower  naval  conference  scheduled  to 
meet  at  London   next  January. 

Tbe  tonnage  of  capital  ships  and  aircraft  carriers  having  been  fixed 
at  the  Washington  conference  of  1921,  the  London  conference  will  de- 
vote Itself  largely  to  the  problem  of  limiting  auxiliary  vessels,  mainly 
cruisers  and  submarines. 

That  this  will  be  no  easy  Job  is  already  a  foregone  conclusion. 
France  and  Italy  are  determined  to  maintain  considerable  fleets  of 
undei'sea  boats,  and  even  Premier  MacDonald,  eager  though  he  is  to 
bring  alHtut  limitation  of  all  armaments  on  land  and  sea,  admits  that 
Britain  necessarily  will  have  to  take  into  account  tbe  naval  ebtablish- 
meuts  of  the  two  continental  powers. 

Some  idea  of  what  France  and  Italy  will  demand  in  the  way  of 
auxiliary  cruft  may  be  gained  by  a  study  of  their  position  at  Washing- 
ton. At  that  time  France  flatly  refused  a  quota  of  lees  than  330,000 
tons  of  cruisers,  destroyers,  etc.,  and  not  lees  thsn  90,000  tons  of  sob- 
marines.  And  Italy,  offering  no  objection  to  these  figures,  apparently 
tacitly  accepted  tbem  for  herself,  her  ratio  and  France's  ratio  being 
identical. 

If  these  two  countries  repeat  their  stand  at  London,  and  should 
Britain  and  the  United  States  build  up  to  their  allotted  ratio  of  5  tons 
to  every  1.75  tons  of  Italy  and  France,  each  would  have  approximately 
257,000  tons  of  U-boats,  or  far  beyond  what  either  country  now  pos- 
sesses or  cares  to  build. 

MUSSOUNI    plans   rOB   EMBBOBNCT 

It  seems  difficult  to  believe  that  France  or  Italy  will  Insist  on  such 
enormous  tonnages,  yet  the  very  man  who  was  France's  chief  delegate 
to  the  Washington  conference,  Aristide  Briand,  is  now  Prime  Minister. 

And  Italy,  in  1921  under  Premier  Bonomi,  an  anything  but  a  warlike 
figure,  has  undergone  a  complete  transformation  though  the  Fascist 
coup  d'etat  of  1922  and  tbe  appearance  on  the  scene  of  the  2-flsted 
dictator,  Mussolini.  II  Duce  makes  uo  secret  of  his  intention  to  Increase 
the  flghting  strength  of  his  army,  navy,  and  air  force  so  as  to  be  ready 
for  any  emergency — what  emergency  he  does  not  say — ^by  1936. 

Thus  the  Italian  delegates  to  London  will  hardly  be  found  leading 
any  battle  royal  for  naval  reduction.  Instead,  Italy  as  well  as  France 
probably  will  Insist  on  a  tonnage  far  in  excess  of  that  allowed  by  the 
present  treaty  ratio. 

'  On  the  other  side  of  the  world  Jspan  is  said  to  be  determined  like- 
wise to  demand  greater  auxiliary  fleets  than  permitted  under  her  ratio 
of  3  to  Britain  and  America's  5.  She  will  ask  for  a  minimum  of  70,000 
tons  of  U-boats,  according  to  report,  a  figure  which  would  mean  further 
submarine  building  by  both  America  and  Britain  under  existiag  con- 
ditions. 


VVmV   8TATK8    KrST   BPtLO   CBnSBBS 

Certainly  when  it  comes  to  cruisers  It  is  already  practically  certain 
that  America  will  have  to  build  considerably  if  she  Is  to  keep  up  her 
end  of  the  treaty  bargain.  At  tbe  lowest  estimate  thus  far  mentioned 
she  at  least  will  have  to  complete  her  present  program  calling  for  a 
total  of  33  cruisers  of  305,000  tons,  while  the  chances  are  she  will  have 
to  build  still  more  or  give  Britain  the  lead  in  this  type  ship. 

Even  as  things  now  stand,  Britain,  Japan,  France,  and  Itoly  all  have 
cruiser  fleets,  built  and  building,  considerably  tn  excess  of  oars,  as  cal- 
culated on  the  existing  treaty  basis. 

The  only  scrapping  of  warships  likely  to  be  indulged  in,  therefore, 
will  be  by  the  United  States,  which  has  more  destroyers  than  it  knows 
what  to  do  with. 

But  whatever  happens  the  chances  now  are  that  navies  will  be 
bigger,  rather  than  smaller,  after  the  London  gathering  of  the  powers. 

BBOULATIOX   OF  AIB   COMMEBCB 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jones]. 

On  yesterday  I  introduced  a  bill  having  to  do  with  the  regu- 
lation of  interstate  air  commerce.  The  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington asked  that  instead  of  tbe  bill  being  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  it  Ue  on  the  table,  In  order 
that  be  might  examine  it  last  evening,  I  wonder  If  the  Senator 
from  Washington  now  objects  to  the  bill  being  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce? 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  obtain  a  copy  of  the 
bill  until  just  about  a  quarter  to  11  o'clock  this  morning. 
I  have  looked  over  It  only  hurriedly,  and  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  to  allow  the  bill  to  remain  on  tbe  table  until 
later  in  the  afternoon. 

Mr.  BRATTON.     Very  well. 

VATIOTXAL  BANK  OF  irEWBEXRT,  S.  C. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President.  I  have  a  resolution  which  I 
wish  to  offer  in  reference  to  the  handling  of  the  affaire  of  a 
national  bank  of  Newberry,  S.  C.  There  is  a  legal  question  in- 
volved in  the  matter  upon  which  I  wish  to  get  the  opinion 
c'  the  Attorney  General  I  ask  that  the  resolution  and  the 
accompanying  petition  and  papers  which  I  now  present  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  Instead  of  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Currency,  and  also  be  published  in  tiie 
Reco&o,  omitting  the  names  of  the  petitioners. 

Tbe  legal  question  involved  is  very  important  to  our  people. 
We  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  national  bank  examiners,  either 
willfully  or  ignorantly,  for  seven  years  or  longer  certified  this 
bank  to  be  in  good  condition  when  they  absolutely  knew  it  was 
bankrupt.  We  want  to  ascertain  who  is  to  blame — the  men  who 
handled  the  money  or  the  bank  examiners.  We  wish  to  ascer- 
tain who  may  be  at  fault. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  request  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  will  be  complied  with. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  132)  was  read,  as  follows,  and,  wlt:i 
the  accompanying  papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary : 

Retolved,  That  the  Department  of  Justice  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  re- 
quested to  investigate  the  affairs  of  the  National  Bank  of  Newberry, 
B.  C,  to  ascertain,  flrat,  if  there  has  been  any  criminal  action  on  the 
part  of  any  person  connected  therewith  which  brought  about  or  which 
helped  to  bring  abont  the  delinquency  and  failure  of  said  bank ;  aad, 
second,  whether  or  aot  the  negligence,  lacooapetency,  or  wiUfulnees  of 
the  national-bank  examiners  who  have  examined  the  said  bank  and  the 
conditions  thereof  since  the  year  1010,  or  of  any  of  tbem,  caused  the  loss 
to  depositors  of  the  said  bank  by  making  erroneoos  or  false  reporto  as 
to  the  conditions  thereof. 

Retolved  further.  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  he  forthwith  pre- 
sented by  tbe  Secretary  of  the  Bcaato  to  the  Attorney  Oeneral  of  tbe 
United  States  of  America. 

The  papers  accompanying  the  resolution,  which,  on  request  of 
Mr.  BiXASE,  were  ordered  to  l>e  printed  in  the  Rbcobd,  are  as 
follows : 

Washimotox,  d.  C,  Auffutt  1$,  on. 
In  re  National  Bank  of  Newberry,  8.  C 
The  Cohptbollbb  of  the  Ccerknct^ 

Treatury  Department,  "Wathtngton,  D.  C. 

DsAB  Sib  :  We  have  recently.  In  my  home  town  of  Newberry,  8.  C, 
had  the  failure  of  a  bank  which  was  organised,  I  understand,  in  1843. 

A  few  years  ago  this  bank  had  very  serious  trouble.  Its  president 
was  indicted  in  the  United  States  court.  There  was  a  long  trial,  laatlng 
a  week  or  longer,  and  he  was  convicted  on  three  of  the  counts  of  tbe 
indictment. 

Since  that  time  the  bank  has  been  passed  up  time  and  time  again  by 
the  national  examiners. 

It  is  now  reported  thaf  this  hank  Itas  not  been  la  good  coodltioa 
since  that  time,  and  that  for  the  past  year  baa  been  absolutely  ia- 
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•olTent.     In  tb«  neaotliBe  It  baa  alwart  been  certlfled  hj  th«  national- 
buik  examincn  and  allowed  to  contlnae  to  ran  on  and  on. 

I  write  In  jostice  to  the  people  who  have  loat  tbeir  money  in  thla 
bank — widows  and  orpbans  and  otbera. 

WiU  yoo  pleaae  glTt  me  a  report  aa  to  tbe  lyatem  osed  In  tbe  cbecking 
of  tbia  bank,  and  wby  it  was  certified  to  be  solrent,  eapeelallj  laat 
Norember,  1928,  wben  it  is  now  aaid  tbat  it  waa  abaolutelj  with  its 
back  to  tbe  wall,  and  It  continued  to  ran  until  a  few  weeks  ago.  I 
would  also  be  pleased  to  know  If  any  of  tbe  departmenta  of  tbia  OoTom- 
Dcnt  knew  of  tbe  true  conditions  at  tbis  bank,  eapeciaUr  tba  Federal 
reserrc. 

I  am  maUnf  tbia  personal  request  instead  ot  introduetng  a  resolution 
in  tbe  Senate,  boplng  if  iwsslbie  not  to  sire  too  much  poltllclty  to  tiie 
matter,  and  not  to  do  anyone  connected  witb  tbe  GoTemment  or  tbe 
bank  any  Injustice. 

Very  reapcetfuliy, 

COLB  L.  BLBAsa. 

Tbbascbt  DwrAXtumm, 

Wa^Unffton.  Amgmtt  ii,  /SM. 
Bob.  Ooli  L.  BuAaa, 

United  atmt«*  Senate.  WaehinoUm.  D.  0. 

If  T  Dbab  Sa.f  AToa :  I  am  )n  receipt  of  yonr  letter  of  Augost  10  inqulr- 
1  as  as  to  tbe  failure  and  prerioas  condition  of  tbe  Matloaal  Bank  of 
Newberry,  Newberry.  &  C  Tou  state  tliat  a  lew  years  ago  tba  presi- 
dent of  tills  tiank  waa  indicted  la  a  Federal  court  and  stood  a  long  trial 
lasting  a  week  er  more,  aad  tbat  be  was  eonricted  on  tbree  oounta  of 
tbe  indictment.  Tou  state  further  tbat  tbe  bank  has  slaee  that  time 
been  is  a  very  bad  condition  and  been  absolute  inaolTent  for  a  year 
PMt:  that  thla  condition  haa  been  paased  np  by  the  Batlonal-bank 
examiners,  and  you  wish  to  know  whether  tbe  departmants  of  the 
Ooremment  knew  of  tlie  true  condition  of  the  hank. 

Tbe  reeorda  of  tbia  ofBce  contain  no  information  whataoerer  of  any 
isdictment  of  the  president  of  this  bank;  bowerer,  it  doca  appear  tliat 
1.  Pope  Matthews,  who  Is  bcllered  to  be  a  distant  relatire  of  B.  C.  Mat- 
thews, formar  prealdeat  of  the  bank  is  question,  was  indicted  at  one 
time.  Pope  Matthews  waa  prealdent  of  the  Palmetto  National  Bank  of 
Columbia,  8.  C,  and  latar  preddeat  of  a  State  bank  In  that  nam  dty, 
both  of  which  banks  are  now  oat  of  exlatence. 

The  Comptroller  of  the  Cnrreoey  most,  of  course,  depend  upon  the 
reports  of  bla  examiners  aa  to  the  conditions  of  national  banks.  The 
National  Bank  of  Newberry  waa  examined  orer  a  period  of  tome  years 
before  ita  fkUore  by  several  different  examiners,  ah  of  whom  are  con- 
sidered competent  While  tbe  condition  of  the  bank  was  reported  as 
Tery  bad,  the  examiners  were  unwilling  to  certify  that  the  hank  waa 
aetnally  InaolTent  The  questioa  of  the  sotrency  of  a  bank  la  by  no 
means  always  of  easy  determination.  Many  loans  that  would  seem  of 
oq]^  doubtful  TsJne  In  a  going  bank  are  uncollectible  after  a  bank  haa 
closed.  It  la  bdiered  that  tbe  flies  of  this  offlce  win  show  that  every- 
thing waa  done  to  avert  failure  that  lay  within  the  power  of  the  comp- 
troller. The  powers  conferred  npon  the  comptroller  by  tbe  national 
bank  act  are  much  greater  after  a  bank  has  become  insolvent  than 
before.  One  of  the  efaieC  reaaons  that  the  examiners  were  unwilling  to 
certify  to  the  actual  laaotreney  of  the  bank  was  that  a  large  proportion 
of  its  loana  were  secured  by  real  estate.  This  real  estate  tbe  examlneni 
XktMvnA  to  be  of  estreoMly  doubtful  value  and  a  very  limited.  If  any. 
market  The  oAects  and  the  directors  of  the  bank,  however,  main- 
tained stoutly  that  there  was  value  in  thla  security,  and  the  examiners 
hcsiteted  to  say  that  aoeh  security  waa  ntteriy  wortblcaa. 

After  this  bank  had  been  examined  In  the  fall  of  1928  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  Items  listed  aa  leaa  were  reaMved  by  the  oiBeers  and  directors 
of  the  bank  for  caah.  The  capital  appeared  to  be  intact  and  the  condi- 
tion of  the  bank  appeared  to  be  aomewhat  improved.  A  little  later  on 
this  oSce  received  information  that  a  new  county  treasurer  had  been 
elected  for  Newberry  County  and  would  take  office  tbe  let  of  July,  1929. 
Tba  board  of  dlreetora  of  the  bank  was  warned  that  from  the  Informa- 
tiott  received  by  this  oOce  It  waa  ftared  that  the  new  treaanrer  might 
withdraw  tbe  public  funds  on  deposit  witb  the  hank,  and  that  prepara- 
tion should  be  made  to  meet  tbia  withdrawal.  To  tills  the  directors 
replied  that  the  new  county  treasurer  waa  not  unfriendly  to  the  bank 
and  tbat  they  tiad  every  reason  to  believe  tiwt  be  would  so  adjust  the 
depoalt  of  county  funds  that  tbe  bank  would  still  retain  a  considerable 
portion  of  them.  They  stated  further  tbat  they  believed  that  tbey 
could  meet  withdrawal  of  whatever  portion  of  funda  should  be  with- 
drawn without  embarrassment  tg  tbe  bank.  However,  the  event  proved 
that  tbe  prediction  of  this  office  waa  substantially  correct.  Wben  the 
new  treasurer  took  office  he  immediately  demanded  that  if  the  county 
funds  were  left  on  deposit  witb  the  bank  tbey  should  be  folly  secured. 
This  was  a  demand  which  waa  seemingly  unexpected  by  the  hank  and 
ime  which,  even  a  atdvoit  bank  might  find  it  difficult  to  meet  on  short 
notice.  As  the  dlreetora  were  not  able  to  comply  with  ttie  demand  of 
the  treasurer  the  bank  was  closed. 

I  hope  that  the  facts  contained  la  thla  letter  will  give  you  the  infor- 
mation that  you  reqneat 

Very  tnOy  youra,  j.  w.  Pol%  CemptnUmr. 


;ORD— SENATE 


OCTOBEB    15 


WAs^nfOTOX,  D.  C.  Amffuet  ts,  sa. 
Hob   J.  W.  Pols, 

Comptroller  of  the  Currmcv,  WatiMnaton,  D.  C. 

D  EAa  Ml.  PoLB :  Tours  of  the  21st  in  reply  to  my  letter  of  the  16th 
instint  received. 

I  l>eg  to  can  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  I  did  not  state,  as  quoted 
in  y  Dur  letter,  "  that  tbe  bank  baa  since  tbat  time  t>een  In  a  very  bad 
con<  ition,  etc."  If  you  will  note  my  letter,  I  stated  **  it  la  now  re- 
port »d,"  etc. 

I  notice  you  also  state  "  tbe  records  of  tbis  office  contain  no  infor- 
mal on  whatsoever  of  any  indictment  of  tbe  president  of  this  bank." 

I  was  the  defendant's  counsel  in  that  case.  It  was  tried  in  Oreenvllle, 
S.  ( ..  In  the  fall  of  1910.  Tbe  president  referred  to  was  Milton  A. 
CarlLale,  now  deceased.  I  had  no  reference  whatever  to  J.  Pope 
Matthews,  of  Columbia,  8.  C.  I  happened,  however,  to  be  Mr.  Mat- 
theirs's  attorney  wben  he  was  indicted  in  Columbia,  8.  C. 

I  note  you  say  in  your  letter  "it  is  believed  tbat  the  flies  of  this 
offle;  wHl  show  tbat  everytbtng  waa  done  to  avert  failure  tbat  lay 
wlttin  the  power  of  the  comptroller."  That  may  be  very  true,  Imt  it 
seens  to  me  that  there  was  some  consideration  due  those  who  were 
dail;  >  depositing  tbeir  funds  there,  not  only  old  customers  but  new  ones, 
and  that  they  abonld  have  had  some  hint  at  least  of  the  condition  of 
tbe  bank  in  order  tbat  tbey  might  safeguard  themselves  against  loss. 
esp«  cially  in  view  of  your  farther  statement  "  this  was  a  demand  which 
was  seemingly  unexpected  by  tbe  bank  and  one  which  even  a  solvent 
ban:  I,"  etc.  Is  not  tbis  a  quasi  admission  tbat  your  office  knew  tbat 
fbls  bank  was  not  a  "  solvent  bank  "  1 

'  There  are  some  other  matters  mentioned  in  your  letter  which  I  might 
malm  reply  to,  but  for  the  present  I  deem  it  not  necessary  to  give 
pubBClty  to  some  matters  which  may  be  later  brought  to  the  attention 
of  tpe  proper  authorities. 

•till  must  believe  though,  Mr.  Comptroller,  that  your  ezamlnert 
wer4  either  incompetent  or  swayed  by  some  power  to  do  great  injustica 
to  the  depositors  of  tbis  bank  and  tbe  financial  Interests  of  the  com- 
mui  Ity  in  which  it  was  located.  Of  this  I  feel  sure  you  and  tbe  public 
Willi  be  fully  convinced  aa  future  investigations  disclose  matters. 
Very  respectfully, 

COLB  Lb  BLSASa. 


[Fi»m  the  Newberry  (8.  C.)  Herald  and  News  of  September  24,  1029] 

BAI  X  BTATlMEIfTB  An  COM PAEKD — LOAWa  DBCLINI  SlIOHTLT  111  PATIKO 

8  lAaoM — Sbmatob  Coui  L.  BLBAaa  Aasa  CoMrraoLxaa  Whz  Natiomaii 

WAS  OlVBM   CLBAN   ShBICT  LABT  FaLL 


ask  ng 


Sfnator  Coui  L.  Bliabb's  Inquiry  to  the  Comptroller  of  tbe  Currency 
to  be  informed  why  a  nattonal-bank  examiner  last  fall  certified 
national  bank's  solvency  when  recent  revelations  have  shown  tbat 
he  time  it  bad  its  "  back  to  tbe  wall "  suggests  a  look  at  statementa 
prior  to  and  immediately  after  its  closing.     The  following  is  a 
conbensed  statement  as  of  October  8,  192S  : 


to 
at 
jusi 


Ibe 


and  discounts .i_~ 

BaiUdng  bouse,  etc . . . 

8to*  Federal  reserve 

Dni  ted  States  Oovemment  bonds 

Oth  sr  public  obligations  and  securities 

Cai  li  on  band  and  due  from  banks  and  United  Statea 
T  reasurer 


Dei 
B 


RXS0CBCK8 


__  »1,  266,  151.  61 

119, 055.  50 

4,  950.  00 

100.  OOO.  00 

130.  4&1>.  08 


94,  873.  98 


Total 1,  715,  493.  03 

UABILITIBS 

Cadtal  stock 100,  OOO.  00 

Sur  ?lua  and  undivided  profits 94,  822.  51 

Cin  nlation 100,  000. 00 

Dlvtdenda  unpaid 114.31 

sits 1..^41,664.  71 

•counts  and  billa  payable 108,81(1.49 

Total 1.  715,  493.  02 


ec  li 


FfoUowing  is  tbe  condensed  statements  aa  of  December  31.  1928 

KBSOt'BCBS 


Loaas 
Barking 


and    discounts $1,070,755.48 

bouse,  etc 118,945.79 

Sto4k  Federal  reserve 4,950.00 

Uni:ed  SUtes  Government  bonds 100,000.  00 

Othir  stocks,  bonds,  and  securities 167,181.45 

Cas  I  on  band  and  due  from  banks  and  United  States 

T  reasurer 154,  243.  08 


Total 1,  616,  075.  75 


LUBILITIK8 

Capital   stock 

Sur  dvm  and  undivided  profits —...»_ — .. 

Cir<alatlon 

Div;  dends  unpaid 

Dap  »sit8 


100.  000.  00 

64,  32M.  45 

99,  990  00 

144.  .II 

1.  351,  647.  99 


Total 


1,  616,  075.  76 


1929 
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Following  is  the  condensed  statement  as  of  March  27,  1929 : 

BBS0DBCE8 

Ixtans  and  discounts $1,  063.  905.  54 

BankiuK  house,  etc 115,  .S«3.  57 

Stock  Federal  reserve «  4,  950.  00 

Unltwi  States  Oovernment  bonds 100,  000.  00 

Liberty  twDds  and  other  stocks  and  securities 111,593.02 

Ca.sb   on   band  and  due  from   banks  and   United   States 

Treasurer ll,  677.  20 


Total. 


1,  614,  489.  83 


LIABILITIBS 

Capital   stock 

Surplus   and   undivided   profits 

(Mrnihition 

Dividrnds  unpaid 

HedlKcuuutii  Federal  reserve  bank. 


100,  000.  00 

65,  260.  46 

100,  000.  00 

100.  97 

43,  706.  53 

Deposits 1,  205,  421.  37 

Total 1,  514,  489.  38 

Following  is  a  statement  of  the  condition  of  tbe  bank  on  tbe  date  of 

its  closing  July  1,  1929,  as  given  out  by  W.  P.  Andrews,  receiver : 

Asarrs 

Bills  receivable |1,  072,  966.  73 

Other  asBots 267.  462.  64 

Cash  In  the  bank 2,137.94 


Total. 


1,  842.  266.  21 


LIABILITIBS 

Liabilities    unsecured 1,  027.  630.  76 

Socured  deposits * 80,  682.  46 

Kt-diacounts 84, 117.  77 

Total 1, 192,  430.  98 

COMMITTBB   ON   CoMlfBBCB   ANO   MAVCrACTOBEB, 

NeKberry,  8.  O.,  September  rt,  tm. 
Hon.  CoLB  L.  Blbabb, 

United  States  Senate,  Waehtnffton,  D.  0. 

Mr  Dbab  Sbnatob  :  It  Is,  indeed,  a  pleasure  to  read  your  correspond- 
ence witb  reference  National  Bank  of  Newberry,  8,  C.  I  tnist  you  will 
Iw  able  to  do  Bometbing  tbat  will  give  tbe  people  of  this  community  a 
bftter  understanding  as  to  bow  a  national  bank  conld  have  continued 
to  operate  witb  proper  supervision  and  yet,  when  tbe  doors  closed  bad 
something  like  $2,000  in  rasb.  AlthonKb  a  coudensed  statement  of  this 
Institution  as  published  In  local  papers  on  April  2,  1929,  showed  re- 
sources as  follows:  loans  and  discounts,  $1,003,905.64;  banking  bouse 
and  other  real  estate,  $115,363.57;  stock  Federal  reserve  bank,  $4,950; 
United  States  Government  bonds,  $100,000;  Liberty  bonds  and  other 
stocks  and  securities,  $111,593.02;  cash  on  hand  and  due  from  banks 
and  United  8tute«  Treasurer,  $118,677.20;  total  resources,  $1,514,489.33. 

If  you  have  read  tbe  report  of  the  county  audit  as  published  in 
looiti  papers  on  September  13,  wtiat  legal  explanation  can  be  given  in 
handling  a  Newberry  County  item  of  $24,874.37?  There  have  been 
other  ■'  so-called  "  irregularities  reported  as  having  taken  place  between 
tbe  bank  authorities  here  and  foreign  companies ;  tbat  is,  the  bank 
failed  to  remit  money  on  drafts  after  the  bill  of  lading  had  been  properly 
lifted.     These  things  are  causing  much  comment. 

The  people  are  beginning  to  get  angry  and  aroused.  All  they  need 
at  this  moment  is  a  leader.  Tbey  feel  that  something  is  being  "  put 
over  "  on  them  and  they  want  to  know  more  about  It.  What  tbe  con- 
seqaences  will  be  can  only  be  imagined.  It  is  common  talk  tbat  tbey 
want  the  complete  audit  of  tbe  bank's  business  for  the  last  five  or  six 
years. 

The  Comptroller  General  intimates  that  tbe  reaaon  tbe  bank  cloaed 
was  due  to  certain  demands  by  our  present  treasurer.  If  this  gentle- 
man  bad  taken  tbe  pains  to  investigate  why  tbe  treasurer  made  certain 
requests  he  would  have  realized  that  Newberry  County  could  not  have 
bad  a  treasurer  to  carry  on  unless  demands  of  tbe  company  who  gave 
the  bond  were  complied  with. 

Tbe  mere  fact  that  no  bonding  company  would  write  a  bond  for  the 
present  treasurer  unless  certain  specific  requests  were  complied  witb 
liroves.  in  my  mind,  that  the  bonding  companies  Icnew  what  they  were 
about.  Again,  It  seems  tbe  comptroller  would  have  taken  into  con- 
sideration that  If  tbe  bank  bad  been  as  it  should  have  been,  complying 
strictly  with  good  banking  laws,  tbis  tnstitution  would  have  been  in  a 
position  to  meet  tbe  request.  Besides  the  facilities  of  the  bank  should 
have  been  sultservient  to  the  wishes  of  tbe  county  as  a  depositor,  rather 
than  to  tbe  contrary.  The  county  had  on  deposit  at  tbia  bank  wben 
it  rIo«<ed  $250,209.28,  while  there  was  only  $82,237.56  in  all  of  the 
other  banks  In  the  county.  It  is  as  you  say,  be  has  admitted  tbat  the 
bank  was  In  a  "  bad  way." 

Thanking  you  for  tbe  interest  you  tiave  manifested  and  trusting  you 
will  continue  to  be  on  tbe  watch  in  tbis  matter  and  ever  enjoy  the 
blessings  of  success  and  health,  1  am. 
Tours  witb  esteem, 

Tabob  L.  Hill,  Btmte  Benator. 


Nbwbbbbt,  S.  C.  September  a,  a». 
Hon.  COLi  L.  Blbasb. 

Waehington,  D.  C. 

Dbab  Sib:  After  carefully  reading  your  correspondence  with  tha 
Comptroller  of  tbe  Currency,  we  wish  to  write  you  regarding  same. 

As  to  what  the  new  treasurer  of  Newberry  County,  Mr.  C.  H.  Cannon, 
did,  was  tbis:  Mr.  Cannon  says  most  positively  he  never  made  any 
demand  on  the  bank  for  money,  but  on  tbe  19th  of  June  be  showed 
President  Matthews  a  copy  of  a  letter  he  had  received  from  the  bonding 
company  requiring  him  to  require  security  from  all  banks  holding 
county's  funds.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  records  of  Mr.  Cannon's  office 
show  that  tbe  county's  funds  deposited  in  the  different  banks  were  not 
turned  over  to  him  until  July  5. 

Another  matter  connected  with  the  bank  the  people  can  not  under- 
stand is  the  fact  that  many  notes  held  by  national  bank  have  been 
sold  to  tbe  Federal  reserve  bank,  and  they  ai-e  being  paid  as  far  aa  we 
can  get  information  ahead  of  all  claims.  We  would  very  much  like  to 
get  some  information  on  this  as  soon  as  possible. 

The  people  of  the  county  feel  tbat  their  money  was  in  the  bank ;  the 
Oovernment  did  not  have  a  dime  in  it,  but  the  Oovemment  atepa  in 
and  takes  fall  charge. 

Refeiring  again  to  the  present  treasurer,  Mr.  Cannon,  he  has  copies 
of  all  letters  to  all  tbe  other  banks  and  aays  be  will  be  glad  to  aend 
them  to  you  If  you  should  desire  them. 
Tours  very  truly, 

P.  D.  JORNSOM, 
Foreman  Orend  Jmy. 

Washinotdh,  D.  C.,  September  ta,  1M9. 
Mr.  P.  D.  JoHNBOir, 

ISO  Ma^  Street,  Newberry,  8.  C. 
Dbab  Duncan  :  Tours  of  the  19th  received.  I  win  take  the  nmtter 
up  about  which  you  write  and  get  all  Information  for  you  that  I  can. 
Of  course,  you  understand  It  Is  awfully  bard  to  get  inside  Information 
about  any  bank,  but  tbat  is  one  bank  tbat  I  would  like  to  see  all  of  the 
facts  given  to  the  public,  not  only  for  the  sake  of  the  living  but  for  tbe 
benefit  of  the  memory  of  those  who  are  dead. 

Win  let  you  hear  from  me  as  soon  as  I  have  anything  further. 
Beet  wishes,  as  ever. 

Cols  L.  BLBAaa 

WASBrNOTON,  D.  C,  September  tS,  iSfl*. 
Hon.  Andbcw  W.  Mbllon, 

Seoretary  of  the  Treaaury,  Washinaton,  D.  O. 
Dbab  Mb.  Sbcbbtabt  :  I  have  a  letter  from  the  foreman  of  the  grand 
Jury  of  Newberry  County,  8.  C,  in  reference  to  tbe  recent  failure  of 
the  national  bank  of  that  city. 
One  sentence  reads  as  follows : 

"Another  matter  connected  witb  the  bank  the  people  can  not  under- 
stand is  the  fact  that  many  notes  held  by  national  bank  have  been  acid 
to  the  Federal  reserve  bank  and  tbey  are  being  paid,  as  far  as  we  can 
get  information,  ahead  of  all  claims.  We  would  very  much  like  to  get 
some  Information  on  tbis  as  soon  as  possible." 

If  you  can  answer  this  question  for  him  I  will  appreciate  it  very 
much. 

With  my  kindeat  regards.  I  am,  very  respectfully, 

colb  l.  blba8& 

Tbbascbt  Dbpabtmbitt, 

OrricB  or  thb  Sbcbbtabt, 

Waaktntiton,  September  tt,  an. 
Hon.  CoLB  L.  BiAASB, 

United  Statea  Senate,  Waehinffton,  D.  O. 

Mt  Dbab  Sbnatob  :  I  have  your  letter  of  September  28,  advialng  that 
yon  are  in  receipt  of  a  communication  from  the  foreman  of  tbe  grand 
jury  of  tbe  county  of  Newberry,  S.  C,  in  reference  to  tbe  National  Bank 
of  Newberry,  Insolvent,  from  which  communication  you  quote  a  aentence, 
as  follows : 

"Another  matter  connected  with  the  bank  tbe  people  can  not  under- 
stand Is  the  fact  tbat  many  notes  held  by  national  bank  have  been  sold 
to  tbe  Federal  reserve  bank  and  they  are  being  paid,  as  far  as  we  can 
get  information,  ahead  of  all  clalma.  We  would  very  much  like  to  get 
some  information  on  this  as  soon  as  possiUe." 

I  can  readily  understand  tbe  confusion  of  facts  in  the  minds  of 
creditors  of  an  insolvent  national  bank  and  their  deep  concern  where 
such  bank  baa  outstanding  a  large  amount  of  its  bills  receivable  under 
redlsoouit  secu|«d  by  the  pledge  of  an  additional  amount  of  its  receiv- 
ables as  collateral  and  I  will  endeavor  to  answer  tbeir  inquiry  as  to  the 
status  of  these  liabilities  as  best  I  can. 

At  the  time  of  tbe  enactment  of  tbe  Federal  reserve  act  every  national 
bank  in  the  United  States  became  a  member  of  the  Federal  reserve 
system.  As  such  members  each  is  entitled  to  the  privilege  of  rediscount- 
ing  such  of  its  hills  receivable  as  are  eligible  for  dlsoount  under  the  law, 
the  reserve  bank  takiag  these  notea  at  a  amall  discount  and  placing  tha 
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pro«HHls  to  th*  cr*dlt  of  the  member  bank.  The  neceiwlty  of  osing  the 
facilities  of  the  Federal  reserve  bank  by  a  member  bank  often  arisea  in 
the  course  of  business,  especially  in  a  rural  commanlty,  where  in  the 
spring  of  the  ye«r  and  aummer  it  la  necessary  for  the  member  bank  to 
pruvlde  sufficient  funds  for  the  use  of  its  customers  In  planting  and 
harvesting  crops.     This  evidently  is  what  baa  occurred  at  Newberry. 

Evidently  ti>e  reserve  bank  is  now  endeavoring  to  collect  from  the 
makers  of  the  notes  it  holds  under  rediscount  and  as  collateral  to  re- 
imburse itself  for  the  soma  heretofore  advanced  by  it  to  the  Newberry 
bank,  now  insolvent  The  receiver  of  this  bank  has  no  further  claims  on 
the  notes  under  rediscount  other  than  the  equity  that  may  arise  from 
the  collection  of  soch  rediseounted  ootes.  together  with  the  collections 
from  the  collateral  thereon  which  may  in  due  course  exceed  the  total 
amount  due  ttie  Federal  reserve  bank.  In  which  event  the  excess  would 
be  returned  to  his  tnwt.  His  further  concern  is  that  in  event  the 
collections  from  the  notes  under  rediscount  and  from  the  collateral 
thereon  should  be  iosuAdent  to  pay  the  original  amount  with  interest 
advanced  by  the  reserve  bank  his  trust  would  be  liable  as  indorser 
on  such  rediscounts  and  dividends  would  have  to  be  paid  at  the  same 
rate  p«ld  to  other  creditors  to  the  extent  necessary  to  meet  the 
deficiency. 

There  la  nethlng  unusual  la  this  state  of  aifairs  and,  in  my  opinion, 
no  law  of  the  United  States  has  been  in  any  way  violated  \fj  reason 
of  these  transactions. 

I  trust  that  I  have  been  able  to  give  yon  the  infonnaUon  that  is 
being  sought  throngh  the  letter  you  refer  to,  and  that  I  have  made 
dear  the  procedure. 

Yours  very  truly,  A.  W.  Mellon. 

Becretary  of  the  Trvo««iry. 

Nbwbcbbt,  8.  C.  October  ».  Oti. 
Bon.  CoLi  L.  BLBasa, 

United  8tot€*  Senator,  Wathinffton,  D.  O. 
Dbab  Sia:  Id  agreement  with  a  resolution  paased  at  a  meeting  of 
depositors  of  the  National  Bank  of  Newberry,  8.  C,  I  am  transmitting 
to  you  the  petition  in  question,  with  the  request  that  you  present  same 
to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  with  whatsoever  action  you  may 
deem  proper  in  the  premises. 
Yours  respectfully, 

JAifU  M.  KiRLiB,  Chairman. 
P.  ■• — Copy  of  the  petition  has  been  furnished  to  the  comptroller. 

NswBCBXT,  8.  C^  OctoJter  9,  ms. 
Bon.  J.  W.  Pols, 

Comptroller  of  the  Cwrrencw,  Washinifton,  D.  0. 

D&ia  Si*  :  At  a  recent  meeting  of  the  depositors  of  the  National  Bank 
of  Newberry.  Newberry,  8.  C,  the  following  resolution  wa«  passed: 

That  a  committee  of  three  be  appointed  by  the  chairman  of  the  meeting 
to  present  a  petition  to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  through  United 
States  Senator  Colc  L.  Blbasb,  said  petition  to  be  signed  by  the  deposi- 
tors, imploring  said  comptroller  to  use  his  good  oOfeea  in  an  effort  to 
bring  about  a  Joat  settlement  of  the  business  of  the  said  National  Bank 
of  Newberry,  to  the  extent  that  if  irregularities  in  banking  or  violation 
of  any  Federal  law  in  the  conduct  of  said  bank  should  be  found  to  have 
existed  the  proper  authorities  of  this  department  or  the  Department  of 
Justice  be  aaked  to  instltate  prosecution  against  such  ralaconduet;  that 
the  adviser  or  pro«ecutor  cooperate  with  the  recover.  Mr.  W.  P. 
Andrews,  who  now  has  charge  of  the  bank,  and  also  with  this  committee, 
representing  the  depoaiton. 

Herewith  attached  you  will  find  a  list  of  some  of  the  depositors  who 
were  at  the  meeting  and  a  con  ^t  their  signatures  to  the  petition. 

Thanking  you  in  advance  for  all  courtesies  yoa  may  extend  us, 
we  are, 

Yowa  MMM  Mspactfolly,  Jajms  M.  Kiblm,  Chairman 

R.  D.   Smitb.  Jr., 

J.  W.  BUaBABOT, 

<Cop7  of  petition  aent  Comptroller  of  the  Currency.) 
KarrsKMf  or  thd  taxot 

The  Senate,  as  in  Conunittee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
Bideratlon  of  the  bill  (R  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tri«?8  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  clerk  to  report 
the  amendment  which  I  have  submitted  at  this  point  in  the 
bill.  The  first  part  of  the  amendment  is  In  order  now,  hot  the 
latter  part  of  the  amendment  as  I  have  offered  it  and  had  it 
printed  will  only  apply  In  case  the  first  part  of  the  amendment 
shall  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  first  part  of  the  amendment  is  what  the 
Senator  from  Florida  desires  to  have  acted  upon  at  this 
time?         

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Precisely.  I  should  like  to  have  the 
clerk  state  that  portion  <^  the  amendment.  ' 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  amend- 
ment which  is  now  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

The  CHnEF  Clerk.  In  section  316,  on  page  305,  line  23,  It  is 
jroposed  to  strike  out  the  period  and  to  insert  "except  in  so 
fir  as  said  act  of  Congress  permits  or  authorizes  the  importa- 
t  on  into  the  United  States  of  avocados,  known  also  as  alligator 
p  Bars,  and  mangoes  free  of  duty  and  as  to  these  commodities 
t  lis  act  shall  govern,"  so  as  to  make  the  section  read  : 

Sac.  316.  Cuban  reciprocity  treaty  not  affected  :  Nothing  in  this  act 
8  lall  be  construed  to  abrogate  or  in  any  mannT  impair  or  affect  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  of  commercial  reciprocity  concluded  between  the 
Inited  States  and  the  Republic  of  Cuba  on  December  11,  1902,  or  the 
provisions  of  the  act  of  December  17,  1903,  chapter  1,  except  in  so 
fir  as  said  act  of  Congress  permits  or  authorizes  the  importation  Into 
t  le  United  States  of  avocados,  known  also  as  alligator  pears,  and  man- 
g>es  free  of  duty  and  as  to  these  commodities  this  act  shall  govern. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  the  necessity  for  this 
amendment  arises  by  reason  of  the  reciprocity  agreement  we 
liave  with  Cuba.    The  agreement  was  put  into  effect  by  the  act 

0  r  Congress  of  December  17,  1903.  The  agreement  Itself  was 
e  itered  into  in  1902.  The  agreement  provides  that  all  products 
0 '.  the  soil  of  the  island  of  Cuba  that  were  at  tl»e  time  on  the 
f -ee  lL««t  or  admitte«l  free  of  duty  into  the  United  States  shall  be 
ontinued  on  the  free  list  and  under  the  act,  which  is  in  fact 
t  le  tariff  act  of  1897,  it  was  held  by  the  Treasury  Department 
t  lat  the  avocados  or  alligator  pears  were  not  included  within 
t  le  general  term  "  pears "  meiitioned  in  that  act  and  made 
datlable  at  25  cents  a  bushel,  and  that  that  kind  of  pears, 
atrocados  or  alligator  pears,  what  we  commonly  call  pears, 
V  ould  be  admitted  from  Cuba  un<ler  tlie  pw-iprocity  agreement 
f -ee  of  duty.  In  pursuance  of  that  holding,  tliese  pears  have 
bsen  admitted  from  Cuba  free  of  duty. 

The  Cuban  produc-er  can  produce  the  fruit  with  scarcely  any 
expense  at  all.  Those  pears  grow  wild  in  Cuba;  they  require  no 
c  iltivation  ;  they  do  not  nee<l  to  be  fertilized.  The  trees  are  not 
6  )rayed  and  the  fruit  Is  gathered  and  shipped  to  market  in  the 

1  nited  States  at  about  the  same  cost  for  transportation  as  the 
f  -uit  Is  gathered  and  shipped  from  Miami,  Fla.,  say.  Therefore, 
t  le  Cuban  producer  Is  able  to  .sell  the  avocado  pears  in  Hahana 
a :  about  li^  cents  a  pound.  The  grower  does  not  get  much  out 
o '  it ;  the  returns  to  the  growers  of  such  pears  In  Cuba  are  very 
snail.  One  and  a  half  cents  a  pound  for  avocados  means  but 
v  ?r>'  little  to  the  grower.  The  pears  are  bought  by  dealers  or  by 
importers  or  by  spectdators  and  are  shipped  by  water  from 
I  abana  to  New  York.  Those  pears  can  be  laid  down  in  New 
\ork  at  a  cost  to  the  wholesaler  of  something  like  4  cents  a 
p  >und,  but  they  can  not  be  produced  in  the  United  States  for  leas 
tl  lan  from  20  to  25  cents  a  pouml. 

There  are  in  the  United  States,  mainly  in  Florida  and  Cali- 
fi  ►mia,  something  like  15,000  acres  of  avocados  now  in  bearing. 
Ihere  are  other  enterprises  on  foot;  new  groves  of  avocados 
a  re  being  pat  out  and  planted ;  and  the  Unite<J  States,  beyond 
any  question,  can  sam>ly  the  entire  domestic  demand  for 
a  rocados. 

This  is  not  a  hobby  or  a  matter  of  scarcely  any  consequence. 
I ;  ought  to  he  treated  rather  seriously,  because  we  are  dealing 
h?re  with  a  valuable  food  product.  One  pound  of  avoeadfis  is 
ejual  to  1  pound  of  beefsteak  In  nutriment  and  In  food  value. 
1  hat  has  been  demonstrated.  We  can  produce  In  Dade  County, 
Fla.,  almost  as  much  as  our  demand  is  at  present,  and  tlie  de^ 
niand  is  growing  all  the  while,  as  the  fruit  becomes  better  known. 

There  are  at  least  30,000  acres  of  very  fine  valuable  land  In 
I>ade  County  that  are  available  now  for  the  growing  of  avoca- 
d  3S.  There  are  some  10,000  acres  of  avocados  already  In  bear- 
ing In  that  county.  The  tree  will  not  grow  where  the  weather 
I  cold ;  it  must  be  induced  below  the  frost  line,  as  we  express 
li .  It  is  very  sensitive  to  cold,  and  there  are  only  limitixl  por- 
t  ons  even  In  the  State  of  Florida,  where  avocados  and  mangoes 
Clin  be  produced.  That  strip  extends  along  the  Gulf,  so  I  pre- 
sume Texas,  Arizona,  the  Rio  Gran<le  Valley,  certainly  can 
p-oduce  this  fruit,  and  California  is  a  large  producer.  There  Ls 
sufficient  area  and  plenty  of  opportunity  to  produce  all  the 
CKintry  needs. 

Cuba  is  the  main  competitor.  We  get  some  of  this  fruit  from 
Sin  Domingo,  some  from  the  Bahama.s,  some  from  Colombia, 
f  1  om  Brazil,  Guatemala,  and  other  Central  American  countries 
a  id  from  Mexico.  Mexico  has  to  ship  her  avocados  without  the 
9t  eds.  It  is  not  a  difficult  process  to  take  a  seed  out.  The  seed 
Is  one  large  seed  in  the  center  of  the  fruit,  and  they  cut  it  open 
a  Id  take  the  seed  out  We  will  not  permit  the  Mexican  seed  to 
c<  >me  Into  the  United  States  because  of  the  apiM-ehensiou  that  it 
is  diseased.  So  the  Mexican  product  comes  in  seedless.  But  our 
n  ain  competitor  Is  Cutm. 

Cuba  ships  something  like  5,000,000  pounds  a  year  of  avo- 
o  idoa.    Their  market  begins  in  September  and  continues  during 
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October  and  November,  and  then  the  shipments  from  Cuba 
begin  to  drop  off.  That,  however.  Is  the  same  time  that  the 
product  of  Florida  is  ready  to  ship.  The  Florida  avocado 
groves  were  well  loaded  this  year,  and  they  were  ready  to  ship 
in  September,  but  the  avocados  came  in  from  Cuba  by  the  ship- 
load to  New  York  and  completely  took  the  market  away  from 
the  Florida  fruit.  They  can  ship  the  fruit  frcmi  Uabana  to 
New  York  nearly  as  cheaply  by  water  as  we  can  ship  it  from 
Miami  to  New  York.  Dealers  and  speculators  buy  the  fruit  on 
the  docks  at  Habana  at  a  cost  that  does  not  approach  the  cost 
of  production  in  Florida.  It  costs  us  over  20  cents  a  pound  and 
they  sell  It  at  a  cent  and  a  half  a  pound  in  Habana.  The  Cuban 
fruit  took  the  American  market  in  September  so  that  the  fruit 
stayed  on  the  trees  In  Florida  until  we  had  the  hurricane  on 
September  29  and  30  and  blew  it  away.  That  fruit  could 
have  moved  to  New  York  In  September  very  largely  If  there  had 
been  any  market,  but  the  market  was  tiikeu  away  from  us  be- 
cause the  Cuban  fruit  coming  in  by  the  shipload  into  New  York, 
free  of  duty,  could  be  sold  at  a  great  deal  less  than  it  cost  us 
to  produce  it.  That  Is  the  situation ;  that  is  our  experience 
under  the  reciprocity  agreement  to  which  I  have  referred,  un- 
der which  avocados  and  mangoes — and  I  am  speaking  now  par- 
ticularly with  reference  to  avocados,  because  that  is  the  main 
product — come  into  the  United  States  free  of  duty.  In  other 
words,  we  are  bound  here  to-day  iu  1929  by  a  tariff  act  32  years 
old,  for  the  tariff  act  of  1897  i.'*  the  controlling  act  under  the 
reclpr(K-lty  agreement. 

In  1897.  In  1902.  and  in  1903  the  industry  was  not  established 
in  the  United  Stattis  at  all ;  we  did  not  know  anything  about 
the  avocado  except  as  a  sort  of  rare  kind  of  fruit.  It  is  only 
within  the  last  10  or  12  years  that  the  growing  of  avocados 
has  been  undertaken  commercially.  It  Is  now  a  prosperous  In- 
du.stry.  It  is  estimated  that  there  are  $100,000,000  invested  in 
the  United  Stiites  In  this  industry. 

It  costs  quite  a  little  to  pre}>are  a  grove.  It  is  necessary  to 
fertilize  it ;  it  is  necessary  to  spray  it ;  it  Is  necessary  to  culti- 
vate It;  It  is  necessary  to  treat  It  as  one  would  treat  a  citrus 
grove  If  he  desired  to  protluce  a  fine  fruit.  The  Cuban  fruit, 
looks,  apparently,  almost  the  same  <mi  the  outside.  I  do  not 
want  to  minimize  the  importance  of  or  criticize  the  Cuban 
fruit;  It  is  a  good  fruit,  but  it  is  not  at  all  equal  to  the  fruit 
that  is  produced  in  the  United  States  under  cultivation.  The 
difference  is  the  same  as  betwe«i  an  apple  whidi  grows  wild 
in  the  woods  or  In  the  fields  and  an  apple  that  Is  cultivated. 

We  cultivate  our  fruit,  and  we  have  to  go  to  enormous  ex- 
pense to  fertilize  and  spray  It  and  get  rid  of  the  insects.  In 
that  way  we  produce  the  finest  kind  of  fruit,  but  if  one  will 
take  an  avocado  coming  from  Cuba  and  place  it  along  side  of  an 
avocado  produced  In  California  or  Florida  the  average  purchaser 
does  not  know  that  dIstlnctlcMi :  he  does  not  know  what  is  on 
the  Inside;  he  does  not  know  how  thick  the  meat  is  or  what  the 
color  of  it  is  on  the  Inside.  He  sees  It  from  the  outside,  and  the 
two  look  almost  alike.  One  is  somewhat  smaller  than  the  other ; 
the  Cuban  product  is  not  so  large,  and  is  not  so  fine;  It  has  not 
the  same  amount  of  substance  In  It.  The  average  buyer,  how- 
ever, seeing  an  avocado  offered  at  20  cents  will  take  that  in 
preference  to  one  at  40  cents,  although  he  might  have  made  a 
better  bargain  and  obtained  more  for  his  money  if  he  had  paid 
40  cents.    However,  he  does  not  do  that. 

Mr.  President,  what  I  am  proposing  to  do  here  is  not  to  modify 
the  reciprocity  agreement  directly  and  not  to  denounce  the 
agreement.  We  have  the  right  to  do  that  upon  one  year's  notice 
uniler  the  express  terms  of  the  agreement ;  but  I  am  proposing 
to  am^id  an  act  of  Congress.  I  see  no  t^bjection  to  that.  Wlien 
we  had  the  hearing  before  the  subcommittee  of  which  my  friend 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  was  chairman  we 
brought  up  this  subject.  The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
CoNJfAixY]  there  observed  that,  whereas  Congress  can  modify 
a  treaty  or  an  agreement,  the  question  of  good  faith  Is  involved 
in  an  attempt  to  modify  or  amend  the  treaty,  as  we  sometimes 
call  this  agreement,  and  the  question  was  raistnl  whether  we 
had  not  better  get  rid  of  the  whole  thing.  There  is  objection 
to  doing  that,  and  he  raised  that  question.  So  I  thought  the 
matter  over,  and  I  prepared  this  amendment  after  the  meeting 
of  the  committee.  I  presume  the  committee  has  not  had  occa- 
sion to  meet  since  to  consider  it. 

What  I  am  proposing  here  is  not  to  modify  the  treaty  or  the 
agreement,  but  to  amend  an  act  of  Congress.  This  really  is  not 
a  treaty.  This  is  not  an  Instrument  that  was  negotiated  by  the 
President  and  ratified  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  the  Senate.  It 
does  not  stand  upon  the  same  footing  as  a  treaty.  It  has  not 
the  dignity  of  a  treaty.  It  Is  a  commercial  agreement.  It  Is 
what  we  call  a  reciprocity  convention  with  Cuba;  and  it  was 
ratified,  not  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  the  Senate,  but  by  an  act 
of  Congress.  A  majority  of  votes  cast  in  the  House  and  in 
the  Senate  ratified   this  commercial   agreement    That   act  of 


Congress  was  passed  in  1903.  I  am  proposing  to  amend  that 
act  of  Congress  by  the  language  that  we  confirm  this  treaty,  as 
we  have  been  doing  in  every  tariff  act  since  then,  "  except  In  so 
far  as  said  act  of  Congress  permits  or  authorizes  the  importa- 
tion into  the  United  States  of  avocados,  known  also  as  alligator 
pears,  and  mangoes  free  of  duty,  and  as  to  these  commodities 
this  act  " — the  present  act — "  shall  govern." 

Then  I  propose  to  go  on  and  ask  for  a  duty  of  16  centa  a 
pound  on  avocados ;  so  that  this  act  would  govern,  and  the  act 
of  1903  as  amended  by  adding  the  words  "  except  in  so  far  aa 
said  act  of  Congress  permits  or  authorizes  the  importation  Into 
the  United  States  "  of  these  products. 

I  say,  then,  this  is  not  a  treaty  in  the  ordinary  acceptatlMi 
of  that  term.  It  does  not  stiind  upon  the  same  footing.  It  has 
not  the  same  dignity  and  Impi^tance  as  a  treaty.  It  Is  a  com- 
meicial  agre«nent  and  It  was  put  in  force  by  an  act  of  Con- 
gress; and  I  am  now  prcqtosing  that  we  amend  that  act  of 
Congress. 

I  do  not  see  any  objection  to  that ;  and  certainly  the  Senate, 
it  seems  to  me.  can  not  perpetuate  this  condition  of  things,  tie 
us  to  the  body  of  this  death  for  all  time  to  come,  bind  us  to  a 
tariff  act  of  1897  from  which  we  never  can  escape.  This  in- 
dustry,  as  I  say,  was  not  known  in  1897.  It  was  not  knot^-n 
in  1902  or  1903.  It  has  been  developed  recently.  It  has  great 
pn»8pect8,  unlimited  i>ossibllities,  in  this  cotintry.  It  Is  an  Im- 
portant Industry,  because,  as  I  say,  It  Involves  the  production  of 
a  very  valuable  food  product;  and  it  will  be  abandoned  in  the 
United  States,  It  will  not  survive,  unless  we  Impose  a  duty  upon 
the  Cuban  product  that  now  comes  into  the  United  States  aliso- 
lutely  free  of  duty  under  this  arrangement  made  In  1903. 

I  can  produce  any  amotmt  of  evidence  to  that  effect.  The 
other  day  I  received  a  letter  which.  If  you  will  permit  me,  I 
will  refer  to  very  briefiy,  from  a  very  important  grower  at 
Homestead,  Fla.,  about  30  miles  south  of  Miami. 

HoMMTBAD,  n^,  October  4,  an. 
Mr,  Duncan  C  Plbtchb*, 

Washington.  D.  O. 

D«AB  Sir  :  As  you  no  doubt  are  aware,  the  hurricane  of  last  week  did 
much  damage  to  our  groves  of  avocados. 

The  loss  In  fruit  is  100  per  cent,  and  at  least  60  per  cent  of  the 
trees  are  down. 

We  co«ld  have  moved  a  large  part  of  our  crop  during  the  past  80  days 
if  we  could  have  secured  a  market  for  our  product. 

The  Cuban  shipments  have  filled  the  markets,  and  we  have  been 
unable  to  sell  our  product  at  a  price  sufflciently  high  to  warrant  ua  to 
pack  and  ship  our  fruit. 

The  question  before  us  at  this  time  is  this : 

Will  it  pay  us  to  rebuUd  our  groves? 

This  cost  will  be  heavy;  and  if  the  Importation  of  Cuban  avocados 
continues,  as  In  the  past  two  years.  I  am  sure  that  our  cost  of  reclaim- 
ing these  trees  would  be  a  waste  of  money. 

Would  it  not  be  a  better  proposition  to  move  to  Cuba,  and  produce 
fruit  there,  and  sell  It  in  this  country,  rather  than  try  to  build  up  the 
avocado  industry  again  in  Florida) 

I  have  about  200  acres  In  my  charge   ■ 

This  is  not  a  small  enterprise.  It  is  estimatiBd  ttiat  a  man 
who  plants  an  avocado  grove,  by  the  time  it  begins  to  bear,  will 
have  Inrested  at  least  $1,000  an  acre  in  that  property.  Here  is 
a  man  with  200  acres.  A  thousand  dollars  an  acre  is  his  invest- 
ment.   It  is  juat  beginning  to  bear— 

I  have  about  200  acres  In  my  charge,  and  the  cost  of  rebuilding  these 
groves  will  be  heavy;  and  an  expression  from  you  as  to  whether  you 
think  it  wise  to  put  any  more  money  in  this  ln<lBstry  will  govern  my 
moves  In  regard  to  rebuilding  these  groves. 

That  puts  me  in  a  very  embarrassing  position.  I  do  not  want 
anybody  to  risk  a  lot  of  money  on  my  advice  about  this  matter. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  Senate  or  the  Congress  is  going  to  do. 
I  know  what  they  ought  to  do.  It  is  perfectly  plain  to  roe  that 
we  do  not  want  to  drive  American  citizens  out  of  this  country 
into  Cuba  to  produce  avocados.  It  is  perfectly  plain  to  me  that 
we  ought  to  take  care  of  an  important  industry  like  thia,  and 
not  have  It  go  down  In  the  face  of  such  a  condition  as  we  have 
been  under  here  for  thirty-odd  years. 

The  avocado  grower  in  this  section  is  without  moitey  and  sees  no 
future  for  avocados  under  the  present  conditions.  Many  have  made 
no  attempt  to  save  their  trees,  as  they  have  not  been  able  to  make  a 
living  from  their  grovea 

If  we  are  to  have  no  changes  In  the  present  tariff  reg^ilations  covering 
avocados,  I  suggest  we  pocket  our  loss  and  move  out. 

I  BhaU  thank  you  for  a  reply,  as  this  patient  needs  attention  if  he  is 
going  to  survive. 

A  favorable  reply  would  mean  mudi  to  this  section,  as  their  faith 
In  this  district  would  be  revived,  and  I  am  sure  that  they  would  make 
one  more  attempt 
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As  an  oflMal  of  tlie  Ilotida  Arocado  Growen*  Ezeliance,  and  httag 
In  toach  with  all  the  growen.  I  am  son  I  am  trprta^aig  tbelr  aeotl- 
D^nta  in  thia  matter. 
Toon  tral7, 

H.  B.  BCHAfT, 

B.  F.  D.,  Hvmmtmd.  jna. 

That  letter,  dear,  frank,  and  Intrfllgent,  waa  written  on 
October  4,  1929.  That  is  the  actual  conditicm.  The  letter  is 
signed  by  one  of  our  most  responsible  citizens,  a  man  largdy 
interested  in  this  industry,  Mr.  H.  E.  Scliaff. 

The  tariff  act  of  1897  c<mtains  this  provision : 

Sac.  282.  Apples,  peaetaes,  qaineea,  etaerries,  plums,  and  pears,  green 
or  ripe,  25  centa  per  baatael. 

My  idea  at  first  was  that  the  Treasury  Department  was  wrong 
in  construing  this  word  "  pears  "  not  to  include  alligator  pears 
or  avocado  pears.  It  seemed  to  me,  really,  that  the  word 
**  pears "  was  sufficiently  comprehensive  and  broad  to  Include 
alligator  pears.  I  went  to  some  trouble  to  get  an  expression 
of  the  views  of  the  people  engaged  in  the  industry  down  there 
respecting  this  designation  of  the  avocado  or  alligator  pear  as  a 
pear.  I  have  a  number  of  letters,  statements,  telegrams,  and 
BO  forth,  all  to  the  effect  that  they  are  generally  known  as  pears. 
I  will  not  bother  to  read  them.  I  ask  permission  to  have  them 
printed  in  the  Rkcosd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEINT.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

The  communications  are  as  follow;. : 

lIiAUi,  Fi^,  Auffuat  tl.  J9C9. 
Senator  DcirCAif  U.  FLsrcBaa, 

t'nittd  Stales  Senate  OlUce  Building,  WasMngton,  D.  0. 

T>UAM  Sbmatos  Flstchib  :  I  am  incloslDg  herewith  eight  statements 
regarding  the  Identity  of  "  avocado,"  "  alligator  pear,"  and  "  pear  "  in 
this  part  of  the  eoantry.  Besides  these,  there  have  been  or  will  be 
within  the  next  24  hours  several  more  mailed  direct  to  yon. 

Mr.  William  A.  Taylor,  secretary.  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  tJnited 
Btates  Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.  C,  can  glye  you 
official  confirmation  of  the  fact  tliat  the  three  terms  are  synonymoua  in 
Florida  and  as  regards  the  products  of  Cuba.  His  verdict  should  leave 
BO  doubt  in  the  minds  of  the  Senators  comprising  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee. 

I  also  refer  to  you  the  Encyclopedia  Americana  of  1924,  as  follows : 

Volume  1,  page  422.     "Alligator  pear  or  avocado." 

Volume  2,  page  680.  "Avocado  pear ;  see  Alligator  pear." 

Volume  21,  page  452.  "  Pear.  •  •  •  It  Is  distinctly  a  cool  cli- 
mate tree     •     •     •." 

This  last  reference  proves  that  the  common  pear  tree  does  not  thrive 
tn  this  or  in  Cuba's  climate. 

Encyclopedia  Brltannica,  volumes  3  and  4,  page  M.  "Avocado  pear 
also  alligator  pear." 

In  Volumes  21  and  22,  on  pages  23  and  24,  under  tbe  general  bead- 
ing "  Pear,"  we  find  a  subheading.  "  alligator  or  avocado  pear     •     •     •." 

This  should  be  enough  evidence  to  convince  anyone  that  tbe  word 
"  pears "   in  the  tariff  act  of  1897,  when  speaking  of  Cuban  Imports, 
means  "  avocados."    If  there  is  anything  further  that  I  can  do  to  assist 
you  in  this  matter.  Just  let  me  know. 
Very  truly  yoon, 

W.  K.  W&LTOif  Avocado  Qaovaa  (lac), 
L.  D.  BaacKBiruoGB.  Vice  Prg»ident. 

Cm  Natioral  Bank  ih  Mumi, 

Miami,  Flo..  Aufftut  19.  Mf. 
Beaator  DtntCAV  U.  FLvrcBaa, 

WoMhiitfton,  D.  O. 
Mr  DBAS  Sbnatob  Flbtcubb:  I  have  been  asked  to  write  yoa  eon- 
ecrnlng  the  term  by  which  avocado  pears  are  known  generally  In  this 
Tlcintty  and  in  Cuba.  From  my  own  observation,  which  Is  eonllnned 
by  recent  eonver«atton,  the  svocado  is  most  commonly  referred  to  as 
"alligator  pear."  It  la,  la  fact,  called  pear  only  when  referred  to  by 
tboM  Interested  ia  this  industry,  In  view  of  the  tact  that  no  other  paar 
Is  prodoced. 

Tbe  writer  la  alao  interested,  and  has  spent  a  great  deal  of  tlmt  la 
the  Mlddi*  West,  and  np  to  two  or  threo  years  ago  the  term  "  avocado  " 
was  aot  known,  tbe  fmlt  being  caltod  almost  entirely  "alUgator  pear." 
Very  truly  yonra, 

K.  H.  Bcaa,  Viet  FrttUmU, 

BAinc  or  Bat  BiacATna, 
MiawU,  Fkk^  Amputt »,  am. 
Mr.  L.  D.  Baacaaaanw, 

Ftoe  Presiacnt  W.  K.  Walton  AvtomMt  Orooes  (fne.), 

a  as.  Bationd  Avemma,  Mimml,  FU. 
Dbab  Bib:  In  response  to  your  inquiry  wish  to  advise  that  I  bave 
leatded  la  Mlaal  tut  ttaa  paat  le  years  aad  hava  alvaya  — rteratood 


tJata  t  tbe  c<Mnmon  name  for  the  avocado  is  alligator  pear,  or  commonly 
cal  ed  "  pear,"  and  I  am  sure  that  the  general  public  In  this  vicinity 
use  I  tbe  term  of  alligator  pear  in  describing  tbe  avocado. 
1  'rosting  this  is  the  information  you  wish. 
1  am,  very  truly  youra, 

R.  K.  MixsoN, 
Auistant  Viae  Prtaident. 


October  15 


Miami,  Fx^,  AuffuH  to, 
Hof.  DONCAK  U.  Flbtchkb, 

United  State*  Senate,  Washinoton.  D.  O. 
OfeAB   Mb.   FLarcHEB:  There   baa   been    some  discussion   recently    in 
Mlj  mi  and  this  vicinity  regarding  the  avocado  and  tbe  various  names 
by   nhXch  it  is  known. 

1  be  writer  has  t>een  a  resident  of  Dade  County,  which,  as  you  know, 
is  be  bome  of  tbe  avocado  in  the  United  States,  for  more  than  15 
years.  It  was  not  until  a  few  years  ago  that  he  ever  tieard  this 
fru  t  referred  to  locally  as  the  avocado,  the  usual  term  among  Floridi- 
ans  aa  well  as  among  people  of  tbe  northern  cities,  being  "pear  or 
allipitor  pear."  Since  there  is  no  other  variety  of  pear  grown  in  the 
Tropics  or  subtroplcs  it  is  evident  that  any  reference  made  to  "  pears  "  or 
ai  ligator  pears  "  must  necessarily  designate  tbe  avocado. 
Respectfully  yours. 

Looms,  Bbvis  A  Hall  (Inc.), 
C.  B.   Uall.  Pretident. 

VoLK'B  (Inc.), 
Miami,  Flo..  August  19.  19t9. 
SenKtor  Duncan  U.  Flbtchkb, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
HoNORABLB  SiB :  We  understand  there  is  a  discussion  in  legislative 
circ  es  as  to  the  name  "  alligator  pear  "  and  "  avocado."  It  has  always 
beei  I  tbe  writer's  opinion  that  these  names  were  synonymous.  The 
frul  t  originally  on  menus  and  commercially  popularly  bore  tbe  name 
alligator  pear,"  though  in  late  years  tbe  tendency  has  been  to  dlgni/y 
and  aborten  tbe  fruit's  name  to  "  avocado." 

Ii  California,  Florida,  and  Texas   (where  its  cultivation  was  also  at- 
tenpted)  tbe  writer  knew  it  popularly  as  an  "alligator  pear." 

I  inowing  you  will  realise  tbe  protection  necessary  for  this  growing 
Indpstry,  I  beg  to  remain. 
Faithfully  yours, 

C.   L.   VOLKHAUSBN. 

Dadb  Cocntt,  Fla.,  August  to,  19t9. 
Sei^ator  Duncan  U.  Flbtcbbb, 

United  States  Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Mr  Dbab  Senator  Fletcheh  :   I   have  lived  in   Florida   for  21   years 
am!  during  that  time  I  bave  always  known  of  "  avocados  "  as  "  alligator 
peafTs,"  or  more  commonly  as  "  peara" 

is  only  tn  the  last  few  years  that  the  name  "  avocado  "  has  become 
prek^alent. 

I  artlett  pears  and  tbe  kindred  varieties  do  not  grow  either  here  in 
Da^e  County  or  in  C^ba,  to  my  knowledge. 
Very  truly  yon  re. 

Jambs  8.  Holland, 
Loud  Clearing  and  Scarifying  Contractor. 

Dadb  Cotntt,  Fla.,  August  to,  t9t9. 
Bei^tor  Duncan  U.  Flbtchbb, 

United  Siatee  Senate  Office  BuHding,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dbab  Sbnatob  Flbtchbb  :  I  have  lived  in  Florida  for  17  years 
am!  during  that  time  I  have  always  known  of  "  avocados  "  as  "  alliga- 
tor pears,**  or  more  commonly  as  "  pears." 

I :  Is  only  In  the  last  few  years  that  the  name  "  avocado  "  has  become 
pre  'Blent. 

I  artlett  pears  and  tbe  kindred  varieties  do  not  grow  either  here  la 
Da4o  County  or  in  Cuba,  to  my  knowledge. 
▼ery  trnly  yoon, 

W.  K.  Walton, 
Orove  Owner  and  Nurseryman. 

Daob  Countt,  Fla.,  August  to,  t9t$. 
San^tor  DuxcAir  U.  FbircHaB, 

United  States  Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
IIt  Dbab  Sbnatob  Fldtcher  :  I   have  lived  in   Florida  for  14  years 
uUi  dorinc  that  time  I  have  always  known  of  "  avocados  "  as  "  alliga- 
tor pears,"  or  more  commonly  as  "  pears." 

I ;  la  only  ia  the  last  few  years  that  tbe  name  "  avocado  "  bas  become 
prv  alent. 

I  artlett  pears  and  the  kindred  varlettes  do  not  grow  either  here  in 
Da4«  County  or  la  Cnba,  to  my  knowledge. 
Yeiy  truly  joan, 

M.  P.  LivaaMoaa 
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Dadb  Countt,  I>la.,  August  to,  BtO. 
Senator  Duncan  U.  Furchbb, 

UnUed  States  Senate  Office  Building,  WasMnaton,  D.  C. 
Mt  Ljbab  Sb.natob  Flbtchhb  :  I  have  lived  In  Florida  for  17  years, 
and  during  that  time  I  have  always  known  of  **  avocados  "  as  "  alligator 
pears."  or  more  commonly  as  "  pears." 

It  is  only  in  the  last  few  years  that  tbe  name  **  avocado  "  bas  become 
prevalent. 

Barttett  pears  end  the  kindred  varieties  do  not  grow  either  here  In 
Dade  County  or  in  Cuba,  to  my  knowledge. 
Very  truly  yours, 

h.  w.  johkstcw. 

Thb  First  National  Bank, 

if^omi.  Fla.,  August  tO,  Ittt. 
Senator  Duncan  U.  Flbtcitkb, 

United  States  Senate  Office  Building,  Washineten.  D.  C. 
Dbab  Sbnatob  Flbtchbb  :  It  Is  known  to  me  personally  that  avocados 
have   been   known   locally   In   Dade  County  for  a   nBmt>er  of  years  as 
either   "  slligator  p<'ar8  "  or  "  peara." 

Very  truly  youra,  E.  c  Romtb. 

S.  B.  DocoLAa  Co., 
Miami,  Fla..  Aug%ut  tO,  ttt9. 
flon.  Duncan  U.  Flbtchbb, 

United  States  Senator.  Washistoton,  D.  O. 
Mt  Dbab  Sbnatob  :  There  seems  to  be  some  question  in  tbe  minds  of 
the    tariff    committee    as    to    the    classification    of    alligator    pears    or 
avocado  pears. 

Over  a  period  of  more  than  30  years  of  my  experience  in  south 
Florida  it  has  been  the  custom  of  tbe  people  to  speak  of  this  fruit  as 
alligator  peiirs,  but  tbe  proper  botanical  name  that  they  are  trying  to 
classify  them  under  at  present,  I  believe,  is  avocado.  The  idea  of  tbis 
letter  is  to  inform  tbe  committee  that  this  is  one  and  tbe  same  fruit. 

Thanking  you   in   advance   for  any   cooperation   you    may   give  as   In 
protecting  our  bome  products  for  the  benefit  of  south  Florida,  I  am. 
Sincerely  yours, 

E.  B.  DonoLAs. 

Miami,  Fla.,  August  to,  19t9. 
Senator  Duncan  U.  Flbtchkb, 

United  States  Senator,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senatob  :  I  understand  that  an  effort  will  be  made  to  place  a 
tariff  upon  avocado  pears  and  that  some  question  has  arisen  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  avocado  or  alligator  pear  is  in  fact  a  "  pear." 

I  have  lived  in  Miami  for  27  years,  and  know  that  the  word  "  avo- 
cado "  and  "  alligator  pear  "  have  always  been  used  synonymously.  As 
no  other  pear  is  grown  In  south  Florida,  they  are  more  generally  referred 
to  simply  as  "  pears." 

Dade  County  is  now  planting  many  groves  In  these  pears  and  there 
are  many  groves  commencing  to  bear,  and  some  day  will  be  one  of  the 
principal  products  of  Florida,  and  by  all  means  should  be  protected. 

I  am  of  tbe  opinion  that  tbe  Democratic  Party  should  change  Its  posi- 
tion on  the  tariff  and  come  out  strong  for  tariff  for  tbe  protection  of  tbe 
products  of  the  soil.  It  could  take  any  poidtion  it  saw  i>roper  upon 
manufactured  goods  and  other  products,  but  the  people  of  Florida  are 
almost  unanimously  in  favor  of  protective  tariff  upon  all  products  pro- 
duced in  tbis  State. 

With  best  personal  regards,  I  am  very  truly  yours, 

Mitchell  D.  Pbicb. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Th««e  communications  are  to  the  effect 
that  in  the  trade,  in  the  market  places,  in  the  industry  every- 
where, people  allude  to  these  alligator  pears  or  avocados  as 
"  pears."  Tbey  do  not  say  "  avocado  peers  "  ;  they  do  not  say 
"  alligator  pears  "  ;  tbey  say  "  pears."  If  yon  meet  a  man  on  tbe 
street,  he  will  ask  you,  **  How  are  your  pears  thia  year?  What 
kind  of  a  crop  of  pears  will  you  have?"  The  growers  come 
Into  town  and  goes  to  the  market  and  says,  "  What  are  you  pay- 
ing for  peara  this  year?  What  is  the  price  of  pears?  "  Every- 
body alludes  to  them  as  pears.  The  term  "  avocados  "  is  a  sort 
of  fancy  name  that  has  been  brought  into  use  on  special  occa- 
sions lately.  In  California  they  call  them  "  callvados."  They 
have  a  new  pet  name  in  Florida  now,  calling  them  "  florivados," 
or  something  like  that,  and  "avocados" — ivmi  some  sort  of  a 
name  to  attract  people's  attention ;  but  in  the  world  generally, 
almost  universally,  people  allude  to  this  fruit  aa  "  pears." 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  where  this  fruit  grows  no  otlier  kind  of 
pear  grows.  The  other  pears  we  produce  in  this  country  are 
produced  In  the  Temperate  Zone.  This  fruit  must  grow  in  the 
TropicH,  the  semitropicul,  or  subtropical  regions.  I  aa  told  that 
in  Cuba  no  other  kind  of  pears  at  all  is  produced  but  these 
pears.  The  aeckel  pear,  tbe  Leconte  pear,  the  Bartlett  pear, 
and  that  kind  of  pear  that  we  know  in  this  country  are  not 
produced   in   Cuba.    They   do  not  know   anything   about  any 


pears  except  these  pears;  and  tbey  call  them.  In  Cuba,  "pears." 
We  call  them,  where  they  are  known  and  grown,  "pesirs."  We 
do  not  call  them  "  avocado  peers  "  or  "  alligator  pears  " ;  we 
call  them  "pears." 

The  tariff  act  of  1897  imiKtses  a  duty  of  25  oeiits  a  bushel  on 
pears.  I  do  not  see  why  these  avocado  pears  oar  alligator  pears 
really  are  not  dutiable  under  that  act.  If  they  are  on  the 
dutiable  list  under  the  act  of  1897,  of  course  Congress  has  power 
to  increaee  or  decrease  those  duties  as  it  sees  fit,  without  any 
restrictions  by  reason  of  the  agreement.  If  they  are  on  the  free 
list,  however,  under  the  act  of  18&7  then  the  tnaty  agreement 
comes  in  and  says  they  must  be  admitted  free  of  duty  to  the 
United  States  for  all  time  to  come,  or  so  lung  as  this  aj;reemeut 
exlifts. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yi^d  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  FLETCHER     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  have  the  greatest  sympathy  with  the 
Senator's  position,  and  I  hope  some  way  will  bt*  found  to  help 
the  growers  of  Florida  in  raising  this  fruit,  as  well  as  the 
growers  in  other  parts  of  tlie  United  States;  but  the  Senator 
has  ju.st  referred  to  the  treaty  agre«nent  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  whether  the  treaty  to  whit*  he  refers,  and  which 
Is  referred  to  in  the  bill  now  before  us  as  the  treaty  of  com- 
mercial reciprocity  concluded  between  the  United  States  and 
Cuba  on  December  11,  1902,  and  which  was  sent  to  the  Senate 
by  Pre.^ident  Roosevelt  on  December  16,  1902,  was  ever  ratified 
by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Nothing  was  done  except  to  pass  this  act 
of  1903. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  treaty,  then,  never  was  ratified  by  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  No;  I  do  not  think  it  was  a  treaty,  I  will 
say  to  the  Senator.  I  think  it  is  a  reciprocity  agreement  or 
ccMivention,  a  commercial  agreement.  It  is  n«>t  a  treaty.  It 
never  was  a  treaty. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  It  is  referred  to  in  the  act  before  us,  how- 
ever, as  a  treaty,  and  has  be«»  so  referred  to  for  a  long  time. 

Mr.  FLETCHER     Yes. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  But  a  treaty,  in  order  to  have  the  force  of 
law,  must  be  ratified  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  This  one  never  was.  Here  is  the  act  I 
have  the  original  act  In  my  hand. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  For  the  information  of  the  Senate,  will  not 
the  Setiator  bave  that  act  read  at  the  desk? 

Mr.  FLETCHER  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  do  so.  It  is  en- 
titled "An  act  to  carry  into  effect  a  convention  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Republic  of  Cuba,  signed  on  the  11th  day 
of  December,  in  the  year  1902." 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  point  I 
am  endeavoring  to  bring  out  is  the  fact  that  this  convention — 
which,  In  order  to  have  the  force  of  law,  must  have  been 
ratified  by  the  Senate — never  was  ratified  by  the  Senate,  al- 
thouRh  President  Roowvelt  requested  the  Senate  to  ratify  it, 
and  to  ratify  It  iMt>mptly ;  and  in  his  message  sent  to  the  Senate 
on  December  16,  1902,  he  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  tlie 
time  within  which  the  ratification  of  the  convention  may  take 
place  is,  by  its  terms,  limited  to  January  31,  19ai.  So  far  as 
any  evidence  I  have  been  able  to  find  is  concerned,  there  never 
was  any  ratification,  and  never  were  any  exchanges  of  ratifica- 
tion, and  therefore,  although  It  Is  referred  to  in  our  bill  as  a 
treaty,  it  is  not  actually  a  treaty. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  think  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  As  to  the  act  of  Congress  which  was  passed 
to  carry  into  effect  the  convention  which  was  made,  I  hope  the 
Senator  will  ask  that  that  may  be  read  at  the  de«k  at  this  time 
in  order  that  we  may  have  before  us  exactly  what  the  Senator  is 
endeavoring  to  diange. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  have  that  read.  It 
ia  not  very  long. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  desire  that  the 
prodamation  be  reed? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  would  like  to  have  the  prodemation  reed 
following  the  reading  of  the  act. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Preeident.  wUl  tbe  Senator  from 
Florida  yield? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Is  thia  a  part  of  the  fllihoater  that  ia  going 
to  be  conducted  by  the  majority  party  here,  taking  op  the  time 
for  an  hour  in  the  reading  of  an  agreement  which  any  Senator 
can  read  if  be  wants  to  do  so  ? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  am  not  asking  for  the  reading,  but  I 
have  no  otUectloa  to  its  being  read. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  has  left  the 
Chamber.  I  was  going  to  ask  him  to  have  It  printed  in  the 
Recobd,  If  that  would  be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  have  no  objection  to  haying  it  printed  in 
the  Recobo. 

The  VICE  PRESIPP:NT.  Without  objectioo,  the  document 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  document  referred  to  in  as  follows : 

VirrT-HUHTH  COKOBBSS  OF  TUB  DNITBD  8TATK8  Of  AWtlCA ;  AT  THB 
■Cl'Oin>  8XS8ION,  BBODN  AMD  BILO  AT  THB  CITX  OV  WAaHINOTON  ON 
MONOAX,  THB   7TH    DAT   OW  DEOIMBBB,    190S 

[Public— No.  1] 

An  act  to  carry  Into  effect  a  convention  between  the  United  States  and 

the  Republic  of  Cuba,  signed  on  tbe  11  tb  day  of  December,  1902 

Be  U  enacted,  etc..  That  wbenerer  the  President  of  the  United  States 
shall  receive  satisfactory  evidence  that  the  Republic  of  Cuba  has  made 
provision  to  give  full  effect  to  the  articles  of  tbe  convention  between 
the  United  States  and  tbe  Republic  of  Cuba,  signed  on  the  11th  day  of 
December,  lo  the  year  1902.  he  is  hereby  authorised  to  issue  his  procla- 
muciou  (kH-laring  that  be  has  received  such  evidence,  and  thereupon  on 
the  tenth  day  after  exchange  of  ratifications  of  such  convention  between 
the  United  States  and  tbe  Republic  of  Cuba,  and  so  long  as  tbe  said 
convention  shall  remain  in  force,  all  articles  of  merchandise  being  tbe 
product  of  tbe  soil  or  industry  uf  the  Republic  of  Cuba,  which  are  now 
lrap<>rted  into  the  United  States  free  of  duty,  shall  continue  to  be  so 
adniitte<l  free  of  duty,  and  all  other  articles  of  merchandise  being  tbe 
product  of  tbe  soil  or  Industry  of  the  Republic  of  Cuba  imported  Into 
tbe  I'nited  States  shall  be  admitted  at  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent  of 
tbe  rates  of  duty  thereon,  as  provided  by  the  tariff  act  of  the  United 
States,  approved  July  24,  ISDT,  or  as  may  be  provided  by  any  tariff 
law  of  the  United  States  subsequently  enacted.  The  rates  of  duty 
herein  granted  by  the  T'nited  States  to  the  RopubUc  of  Cuba  are  and 
shall  continue  during  tbe  term  of  said  convention  preferential  In  re- 
spe<-t  to  all  like  Imports  from  other  countries  :  Provided,  That  while  said 
convention  is  In  force  no  sugar  imported  from  tbe  Republic  of  Cuba, 
and  being  tbe  product  of  tbe  soil  or  industry  of  tbe  Republic  of  Cuba, 
shall  be  admitted  Into  tbe  United  States  at  a  reduction  of  duty  greater 
than  20  per  cent  of  tbe  rates  of  duty  thereon,  as  provided  by  the  tariff 
act  of  tbe  United  States,  approved  July  24,  1S97,  and  no  sugar  the 
product  of  any  other  foreign  country  shall  be  admitted  by  treaty  or 
convention  Into  the  United  Stutis  while  this  convention  is  in  force  at  a 
lower  rate  of  duty  than  that  provlde<l  by  the  tariff  act  of  the  United 
States,  approved  July  24.  1897  :  And  provided  further.  That  nothing 
herein  cuntaiucd  itbal)  l)e  held  or  couMtnied  as  an  admission  on  the 
part  of  tbe  House  of  Representatives  that  customs  duties  can  be  changed 
otberwlse  than  by  an  net  of  Congress,  originating  in  said  House. 

Hbc.  2.  That  so  long  as  said  convention  slwll  remain  in  force,  tbe 
law*  and  regulatioDs  adopted,  or  that  may  be  adopted  by  the  United 
8tsti*s  to  protect  tbe  revenui>s  and  prevent  fraud  in  the  declarations 
anti  |>i-o<^fs.  that  th«  articles  of  merchandise  to  which  snUl  convention 
may  apply  are  tbe  product  or  manufacture  of  tbe  Bepubllc  of  Cuba, 
■ball  not  Impoae  any  additional  cbargo  or  fees  therefor  on  the  articles 
Importeil,  excepting  the  consular  fees  establUbed,  or  which  muy  be 
•stablUhed,  by  the  United  Butea  for  Issuing  shipping  documeots,  which 
fs«>s  shall  not  be  higher  than  those  cbarge«l  on  the  shipments  of  similar 
nerchandlse  from  any  other  nation  whatsoever ;  that  articles  of  the 
Republic  of  Cutm  shall  receive,  on  their  Importation  into  ttK*  ports  of 
the  United  States,  treatment  egual  to  that  which  similar  srtlcles  of  the 
United  States  shall  receive  on  their  importation  Into  the  ports  of  the 
Republic  of  Cuba :  that  any  tax  or  charge  that  may  be  Imposed  by  the 
national  or  local  authorities  of  tbe  United  States  upon  the  articles  of 
morcbandise  of  the  Republic  of  Cuba,  embraced  in  the  provisions  of 
said  convention,  subsequent  to  importation  aud  prior  to  their  entering 
into  consumption  into  the  United  States,  shall  be  Impoaed  and  collected 
without  diacrlmlnatlon  upon  like  articles  wheocesoever  Imported. 

J.    O.    Can  NOB, 
Bpeaker  of  the  House  of  Repretentatieet. 
Wm.  p.  Fbib, 
Fretident  of  the  Senate  pro  tempore. 

Approved.  December  17,  1903. 

Thbddokb  Boosbvblt. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  want  to  refer  to  the  exact  language  in 
the  act.  I  read  a  moment  ago  the  title  of  the  act.  This  is  the 
language  that  is  pertinent : 

.\nd  thereupon  on  the  tenth  day  after  exchange  of  ratifications  of  such 
convention  between  tbe  United  States  and  tbe  Republic  of  Cuba,  and  so 
long  as  tiie  said  convention  shall  remain  in  force,  all  articles  of  mer- 
cban4i8e  b»»lng  the  product  of  tbe  soil  or  Industry  of  the  Republic  of 
Cuba  which  are  now  imported  into  the  United  States  free  of  duty  shaU 
continue  to  be  so  admitted  free  of  duty,  and  all  other  articles  of  mer- 
chandise being  tbe  product  of  the  soil  or  industry  of  the  Republic  of 
Cuba  imported  Into  the  United  States  shall  be  admitted  at  a  reduction 
of  20  per  cent  of  the  rates  of  duty  thereon,  as  provided  by  the  tariff  act 
of  the  United  States  approved  July  24,  1897. 
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That  is  the  Important  part.  I  was  proceeding  to  say  that  I 
tijied  to  convince  the  committee  that  the  term  "  pears "  was 
b  oad  enough  and  comprehensive  enough  to  include  avocado  and 
alligator  pears  and  that  it  included  those  pears. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  a  great  deal  of  sympathy 
wSth  the  Senator's  contention,  and  if  conditions  were  other  than 
tley  are  I  would  gladly  vote  for  a  rate  of  duty  on  avocado 
p<  (ars ;  but  that  question  has  been  settled.  In  1899  they  were  on 
tie  free  list.  Alligator  pears  imported  from  Cuba  have  been 
h  fid  entitled  to  free  entry  by  virtue  of  section  320.  That  has 
a  ready  been  decided. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     By  a  Treasury  decision. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  a  Treasury  decision. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  will  get  to  that  in  a  moment  I  am 
going  to  put  that  into  the  Record.  I  admit  that.  I  was  trying 
tf  convince  the  committee  that  the  term  "  pears "  was  broad 
enough  to  include  the  avocado  and  alligator  pears,  but  I  found 
upon  investigation  that  the  Treasury  Department  had  rendered 

decision  to  the  eflfect  that  they  were  not  included  under  that 
definition  and  that  they  were  to  be  admitted  free  of  duty  from 
Ciba  under  the  reciprocity  agreement.  That  has  been  decided. 
I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Rbcord  a  communication  from  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  on  that  subject. 

The  VK^E  PRBSIDEiNT.     Is  there  objection? 

There  l)eing  no  objection,  the  communication  was  ordered  to 
b^  printed  in  the  Recobd,  as  follows : 

Sbptcmbeb  4,  1929. 
H^n.  Duncan  U.  Fi^tchbr, 

United  States  Senate. 

Mt  Dbab  Sbnator  :  R»  celpt  is  acknowledged  of  your  letter  of  August 
2t .  1929,  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  referred  to 
this  bureau  for  reply,  requesting  a  copy  of  tJeneral  Appraisers'  Decision 
No.  4807,  Treasury  Decision  No.  22«0.H. 

A  copy  of  the  said  decision  is  inclosed  and  also  a  copy  of  General 
Appraisers'  Decision  No.  4510. 

Very  truly  yours,  J.  D.  Nbvios, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

(21468— Q.  A.  4510) 

Pbicklt  Pkabs 

I*rickly  pears  not  dutiable  as  pears,  but  free  under  the  provision  of 
paragraph  559,  act  of  July  24.   1897,  for  fruits,  green  or  ripe. 

Before  the  United  States  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  31, 
1$99. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  40027  b-109G,  of  B.  Macnluso,  against 
tlie  d.-clsion  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  Orleans.  La.,  as  to  the 
rite  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  merdiaudise,  imported 
p^r  Bolivia,  and  entered  October  27,  1898. 

OPINION    BT    WIt.KINBON,    OKNBRAL    APPBAISBR 

The  goods  consist  of  .H08  half  boxes  of  prickly  penrs  In  their  natural 
slate,  They  wi-re  asaessi-d  for  duty  as  pears  at  25  cents  per  l)UHhel 
u  ider  paragmph  202,  act  of  July,  1807,  and  ore  clHlmed  to  be  entitled 
t<    free  admission  under  paragmph  559. 

There  la  no  general  provision  which  eovrrs  fruits  In  their  natural 
cindltlon.  Paragraph  2rt2  names  appj.-s.  peaches,  quinces,  cherries, 
p  ums.  pears,  and  berries.  Paru«rnph  205  enumerates  grapes;  para- 
giaph  2U0,  oranges,  lemons,  limes,  grapefruit,  and  shaddocks;  and 
piragraph  208.  pineapples.  Other  fruits  of  like  character  fall  under 
p  inigraphs  509  of  the  free  list,  which  reads : 

"  Fruits  or  berries,  green,  ripe,  or  dried,  and  fruits  in  brine,  not 
s|  lecially  provided  for  in  this  act." 

The  pear  is  a  well-known  fruit,  and  1h  described  by  the  Standard 
E  Ictlonary  as  "  the  fleshy  fruit  or  p<ime  of  a  tree  of  the  rose  family." 
T  le  botanical  name  of  tbe  tree  is  Pyrus. 

The  prickly  pear  is  the  fruit  of  an  evergreen  shrub  of  the  cactus 
fiimily,  known  as  Opuntia  vulgaris,  and  is  dintinct  from  the  fruit  known, 
wherever  English  is  spoken,  as  the  pear. 

We  find  that  the  goods  are  not  pears,  and  the  protest  is  sustained 
a^ordingly. 

(2260»— O.  A.  4807) 
Avocado  ok  Allioatok   Pkaks 

Avocado  or  aUlgator  pears,  being  entirely  distinct  from  the  common 
p«r,  are  not  dutiable  under  tbe  provision  for  pears  in  paragraph  262, 
at  of  July  24,  1897,  but  are  free  of  duty  under  the  provision  in  para- 
g-aph  559  of  said  act  for  fruits,  green,  ripe,  or  dried,  not  specially 
p 'ovided  for. 

Before  the  United  States  General  Appraisers  at  New  York  November 
t,  1900. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest  57149  f-274,  of  J.  A.  Lightboum.  against 
tl  le  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  as  to  tbe 
pite  and  amount  of  tluties  chargeable  on  certain  merchandise,  imported 
p  T  Niagara,  aad  entered  September  22,  1887. 
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OPINIO!*  BT  HOWBIX,  UBNUIAL  APPBAISSB 

The  goods  subject  of  this  protest  are  Invoiced  as  "  five  cratea  avocado 
pears."  They  were  assessed  with  doty  at  25  cents  per  bushel,  under 
paragraph  262  of  the  tariff  act  of  July  24,  1897,  which  enumerates 
"  apples,  peaches,  quinces,  cherries,  plums,  and  pears,  green  or  ripe." 
They  are  claimed  to  be  free  of  duty  under  paragraph  559  of  said  act, 
which  is  as  follows : 

"  Prults  or  berries,  green,  ripe,  or  dried,  and  fruits  in  brine,  not 
Bpecially  provided  for  In  this  act." 

In  a  special  report  the  appraiser  states : 

"  The  merchandise  consists  of  the  avocado  pear,  also  called  the 
alligator  pear,  which  Is  the  fruit  of  the  Persea  gratisslma.  a  tree 
embraced  In  the  genus  Lauracets,  which  genus  covers  about  400  species. 
The  *  pear  •  of  ordinary  use  Is  the  Pyrus  communis.  The  term  '  pear,' 
as  used  in  the  tariff,  is  construed  to  cover  any  fruit  generally  bo 
denominated.  The  avocado  Is  called  a  pear  evidently  in  all  Ehigllsh- 
speaking  countries.  Its  tree  does  not  belong  to  tbe  true  pear  family, 
but  tbe  general  daeignation  of  tbe  fruit,  both  in  domestic  and  trade 
circles,  as  a  pear  is  deemed  sufllclent  to  establish  its  otherwise  un- 
certain place.  The  merchandise  was,  therefore,  returned  for  duty  as 
pears.  25  cents  per  bushel,  under  paragraph  262,  N.  T." 

The  Century  Dictionary  describes  the  pear  as  "  The  fruit  of  the 
pear  tree ;  the  tree  Pyrus  commonis."  The  same  authority  describes 
the  avocado,  or  alligator  pear,  as — 

"  The  fmit  Persea  gratisslma,  natural  order  Lauracew ;  a  tree  com- 
mon in  tropical  America  e.nd  tbe  West  Indies.  It  Is  from  1  to  2  pounds 
in  weight,  is  pear-shaped,  of  a  brownish-green  or  purple  color,  and  la 
highly  esteemed — though  rather  as  a  vegetable  than  as  a  fruit.  The 
pulp  is  Arm  and  marrow-like,  whence  the  fruit  is  sometimes  known  as 
vegetable  marrow  or  midshipmen's  butter.  Tbe  oil  is  said  to  be  equal 
to  palm  oil  for  soap.  The  tree  Is  an  evergreen,  growing  to  the  hei^t 
of  30  feet." 

It  appears  from  the  foregoing,  and  we  so  find,  that  the  avocado,  or 
alligator  pear,  is  the  fruit  of  a  tree  of  a  botanical  family  quite  distinct 
from  the  true  pear  tree. 

We  further  And  from  a  report  received  by  tbe  l>oard  from  the  acting 
pomologist  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  that  tbe  name  "  pear,"  as 
applied  to  this  fruit,  is  based  entirely  upon  its  similarity  in  form  to  the 
common  pear,  the  two  fruits  having  no  other  points  of  close  similarity 
In  common,  either  in  botanical  character  or  the  uses  to  which  they  are 
•rdinarlly  put,  and  that  the  alligator  pear  Is  considered  entirely  distinct 
from  the  common  pear  by  both  producers  and  consumers. 

In  view  of  these  findings  we  sustain  the  protest  and  reverse  the  deci- 
sion of  the  collector  with  instructions  to  reliquidate  the  entry  accord- 
ingly.     (Note  O.  A.  4610.) 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  The  thought  has  been  in  my  mind  whether 
or  not  Congretts  could  not  say  now,  in  this  act,  that  the  Ian- 
guage  In  the  act  of  1897,  wherein  "  pears  "  are  made  dutiable, 
was  Intended  to  aud  did  Include  alligator  iK>ars  or  avocado 
pears.  I  am  not  so  sure  but  that  Congress  can  do  that.  I 
tliouglit  it  would  be  an  expression  from  Congress  that  would 
control  the  Treasury  Department,  ami  that  they  would  revise 
their  views,  if  now  Congress  should  say  that  in  the  act  of  1897, 
wlien  we  said  pears  are  to  be  dutiable,  we  meant  these  pears. 
Ou  the  other  hand,  that  presents  some  difficulty,  because  I  do 
not  know  about  one  Congress  declaring  tiie  intention  of  a  pre- 
vious Congress  as  to  certain  legislation.  There  might  be  a 
question  raised  about  that.  The  Treasury  Department  might 
■ay,  "  You  can  not  do  It,  and  we  will  not  pay  any  attention 
to  it." 

I  proposed  that  thought  to  the  committee  and  offered  an 
amendment  to  the  effect  that  Congress  now  in  this  act  declare 
that  in  the  act  of  1^7,  when  pears  were  made  dutiable,  we 
meant  to  include  and  do  now  include  and  declare  to  be  included 
alligator  pears  or  avocado  pears. 

I  thought  about  that  further,  but  there  is  a  difficulty  there. 
8o,  in  order  to  reach  the  matter  more  clearly  and  more  defi- 
nitely, and  I  think  with  less  difficulty,  I  have  proposed  this 
amendment,  an  amendment  of  the  act,  not  an  amendment  of  the 
BO-called  treaty,  not  an  amendment  of  the  convention,  but  an 
amendment  of  the  act  of  Congress,  and  we  certainly  can  am«id 
an  act  of  Congress  any  time  we  please.  We  can  r^)eal  it  if  we 
want  to.  We  can  modify  it  or  amend  it  So  I  propose  to 
amend  the  act  of  Congress  of  1903  so  that  we  shall  say  that 
we  ratify  this  treaty  except  as  to  avocado  pears  and  mangoes. 
Why  can  we  not  do  that? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  question  arose  a  moment  ago  as  to 
whether  Congress  had  approved  of  the  xjonventlon.  Congress 
did  approve  of  the  convention. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Yes ;  Congress  did  by  this  act.  The  ques- 
tion was  whether  the  Senate  ever  ratified  the  convention,  or 
something  of  that  kind.  I  do  not  think  we  ever  ratified  it  in 
the  sense  that  we  ratify  a  treaty. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  This  Is  the  history  of  It  I  will  not  read  aU 
the  whereases,  but  I  do  read  this  one: 

And  whereas  by  its  resolution  of  March  19,  1903,  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  added  at  the  end  of  article  11  of  the  said  convention  of 
Decemt>er  11,  1902,  the  following  amendment : 

"  This  convention  shall  not  take  effect  until  the  same  shall  have  been 
approved  by  the  Congress." 

And  whereas  the  Congress  gave  its  approval  to  the  said  convcntloo ' 
by   an   act   approved   December   17,   1903.    entitled   "An    act    to    carry 
into  effect  a  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the  Republic 
of  Cuba,  signed  on  the  11th  day  of  Deceuiber,  in  the  year  1902,  which 
act  la  word  for  word  as  follows. 

Then  follows  the  act  itself. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Yes.  That  Is  the  proclamation  putting  it 
Into  effect, 

Mr.  SMOOT.    And  Congress  agreed  to  it 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  It  passed  this  act  I  admit  What  else 
did  we  ever  do  in  regard  to  the  matter? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  this  convention  was  agreed  to  by  Congress, 
I  think  notice  ought  to  be  given  at  least  to  Cuba,  and  that  both 
sides  should  be  heard  on  the  question.  This  would  change  the 
terms  of  the  convention,  and  at  the  time  of  the  convention  It 
had  already  been  decided  that  avocado  pears  caoe  into  the 
country  free  of  duty,  and  that  is  why  they  have  come  In  free 
of  duty  ever  since.  There  we'^e  four  or  five  deoisi<.>ns  before  that 
time  to  the  effect  that  they  were  not  like  common  pears,  that 
they  were  not  intended  by  Congress  to  be  included  in  the  duti- 
able list,  but  to  come  in  free  of  duty. 

If  I  felt  that  there  was  any  way  in  the  world,  in  justice  to 
both  parties,  to  change  the  law  as  the  Senator  suggests,  I 
would  not  oppose  his  proposal  at  all,  and  I  would  put  a  duty 
on  avocado  pears,  but  I  do  not  believe  it  is  the  proper  way  to 
proceed. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
a  moment? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Utah  en- 
tirely in  his  wish  to  be  fair  with  our  sister  Republic,  and  I  had 
always  supposed  that  this  matter  referred  to  was  really  a 
treaty  agreed  to  in  proper  form,  and  tlierefore  in  the  connnlttee 
I  was  not  in  favor  of  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Florida, 
because  it  seemed  to  me  that  it  was  contrary  to  the  terms  of 
tlie  treaty.  But  on  looking  at  the  treaty  this  morning  I  find 
in  Article  XI  the  statement: 

The  present  convention — 

That  Is,  this  commercial  reciprocity  treaty  referred  to— 

The  present  convention  shall  be  ratified  by  the  appropriate  autborltlefl 
of  the  respective  countries,  and  the  ratifications  shall  be  exchanged— 

And  so  forth.  It  is  obvious  from  the  message  sent  by  tbe 
President  transmittlDg  this  convention  to  the  Senate,  In  which 
he  says,  "  I  transmit  herewith,  with  a  view  to  obtaining  tlie 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  to  Its  ratification,  a  commorclal 
convention  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  Cuba," 
that  he  supposed  that  Article  XI  referred  to  ratification  by  the 
Senate,  which  is,  under  tbe  Constitution,  the  body  which  ratifies 
treaties  and  not  the  Congress. 

The  Soiate  did  not  ratify.  Under  Article  XI  tbe  treaty  should 
have  been  ratified  before  the  Slst  day  of  January,  1003.  No 
action  was  taken  before  the  Slst  day  of  January,  1903.  I^atcr, 
in  December  of  that  year,  by  act  of  Congress,  certain  statements 
were  made  and  a  certain  law  was  passed  which  the  Senator  is 
now  ^ideavorlng  to  have  changed,  not  based  upon  a  treaty 
properly  ratified  but  referring  to  a  convention. 

It  has  been  brought  to  my  attention  that  conventions  some- 
times require  action  by  the  Congress  to  put  them  into  effect,  but 
it  seemed  to  me  perfectly  obvious,  from  the  language  of  Article 
XI,  that  It  was  Intenderl  that  this  should  be  ratifle<l  by  the 
Senate,  and  the  PresidMit  of  the  United  States  so  states  in  his 
message.  The  Senate  not  having  ratified,  it  has  not  the  force 
of  a  treaty,  and  therefore  the  only  force  which  the  law  has  is 
the  force  of  any  other  law  of  the  United  States,  in  accordance 
with  the  position  taken  by  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  That  is  entirely  correct,  and  that  is  what 
I  have  been  trying  to  Insist  on. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  call  attwitlon  to  the 
act  of  Congress,  On  March  19,  1903,  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  added  to  the  end  of  Article  XI  of  said  convention  of 
December  11,  1902,  the  following  amendment: 

This  treaty  shall  not  take  effect  until  the  aame  ihall  have  been 
approved  by  the  Congress. 

In  Other  words,  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  not  only  in- 
sisted upon  that  being  approved  t^  tbe  Senate,  bot  tz  also 
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insisted  npon  its  bflnK  approved  by  tlie  House  of  Representatives 
before  it  could  talce  effect,  and  that  was  done. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  SHORTKIDGE,  and  Mr.  SWANSON 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yidd;  ami  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticat. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  May  I  ask  tlie  Senator  from  Utah,  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  it  was  stated  in  the  convention  that  the  rati- 
fications should  be  exchanged  before  the  31st  day  of  January, 
1903,  and  the  attention  of  the  Senate  was  called  to  that  fact 
by  the  President,  and  by  the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
John  Hay.  on  December  16,  that  the  exchange  of  ratifications 
must  be  effected  before  January  31,  1903;  and  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  those  ratifications  were  not  exchanged  before  January 
31,  li»r«,  and  that  the  treaty  was  not  ratified,  what  effect  can 
this  paragraph  to  which  the  Senator  has  just  referred  possibly 
have? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  At  least  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  took 
action  after  January  31,  19(Xi.  and  at  least  that  was  accepted 
by  Cuba,  and  it  has  been  enforced  from  tliat  time  until  the 
present  time.  No  question  has  ever  been  submitted  denying  the 
fact  that  It  was  binding  upon  both  countries. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Has  the  matter  ever  been  decided  by  a 
court? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  this  is  the  first  time  the  question  has 
ever  arisen. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    No ;  there  are  no  court  decisions  on  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  has  not  been  a  court  decision  on  it. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  No;  no  court  decision.  What  happened 
was  this,  that  instead  of  proceeding  along  with  the  ratification 
idea,  in  December  Congress  passed  an  act,  and  the  present 
convention  stands  only  upon  that  act  of  Congress.  I  am  simply 
saying  that  that  act  of  Congress  can  be  amended  by  a  subse- 
quent act.  I  am  not  saying  it  is  not  the  law;  I  am  not  ques- 
tioning but  that  the  Treasury  i)eople.  for  iuHtance.  may  be  right, 
— -—OLLthough  I  doubt  their  conclusions  when  they  say  that  the  term 
"pears"  does  not  include  alligator  pean*.  But  I  am  not  ques- 
tioning the  law.  I  am  simply  saying  that  this  whole  sitnation 
reflts  upon  an  act  of  Congress  of  1903,  and  we  have  a  right  to 
amend  that  act. 

Mr.  SWANSON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I>oes  the  Senator  from  Florida 
^eid  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr,  FLETCHER.     Certainly. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  If  I  understand  the  situation— and  I  would 
like  to  be  corrected  if  I  do  not — there  was  a  convention  Involv- 
ing customs  duties.  The  House  of  Representatives  has  always 
Insisted,  and  I  believe  rightfully,  that  any  treaty  affecting  cus- 
toms duties  which  must  under  the  Constitution  originate  in  the 
House  of  Representatives,  must  be  ratified  by  an  act  of  Con- 
gress. We  can  ratify  a  treaty  if  it  is  entirely  within  the  func- 
tion of  the  Senate  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  the  Senate;  but  if 
it  reqvires  an  act  of  Congress  to  become  effective  because  it 
involves  appropriations  or  customs  duties,  then  it  must  be 
passed  upon  by  the  House  of  Representatives  as  well  as  by  the 
Senate,  and  that  is  done  by  means  of  an  act  of  Congress.  The 
convention  In  qtiestion  involved  customs  duties  and  the  Senate 
had  no  right  to  ratify  the  convention  except  by  an  act  of  Con- 
gress, because  otherwise  the  Senate  would  infringe  upon  the 
right  of  the  House  to  originate  and  concur  in  customs  duties. 

When  we  attempted  to  enter  into  a  treaty  with  the  Republic 
of  Texas  providing  that  Texas  should  become  a  part  of  the 
United  States,  It  was  impossible  to  get  two-thirds  of  the  Senate 
to  ratify  the  treaty,  so  Polk  and  those  who  wanted  the  annexa- 
tion of  Texas  brought  it  about  through  the  means  of  an  act  of 
Congress.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  repeat- 
e«lly  decided  that  a  treaty  is  on  equal  terms  with  an  act  of  Con- 
gress. Congress  can  repeal  any  treaty  by  an  act  that  would 
nullify  It.  Our  cfmunerdal  treaty  with  Russia  was  repealed  by 
an  act  of  CcmgrMs  on  account  of  their  discrimination  against 
Jews. 

It  seems  to  me  the  effect  of  this  proposal  is  that  if  we  change 
the  convention,  Cuba  would  have  a  right  to  change  it,  too.  The 
issue  is  one  that  involves  the  great  interests  that  we  have  in 
our  commercial  treaty  with  CuIml  If  we  modify  the  convention 
they  have  a  right  likewise  to  modify  it.  If  we  were  to  amend  it 
in  any  particular,  it  would  amount  to  a  repeal  of  the  entire 
treaty.  We  can  not  repeal  a  part  of  it  and  hold  them  to  the 
rest  of  it.  Consequently  the  Issue  Is  whether  the  convention 
shall  be  nullified,  as  It  would  be,  as  it  seems  to  me,  by  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  MisslaBipplT 

Mr.  IXSTTCHEB.    I  yield. 
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dr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  will  recall,  too,  that  the 
Canadian  reciprocity  treaty  first  went  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives and  they  acted  upon  it,  and  then  It  came  to  the 
Se  late. 

At.  SWANSON.  It  has  always  been  and  should  be  the  prac- 
tic  ?,  where  customs  duties  are  Involved,  that  the  Senate  should 
re  uire  the  c<incurrence  of  the  House  upon  whom  the  duty  of 
co;  itrol  of  custtoms  duties  has  been  laid  under  the  Constitution. 

dr.  FLETCHER.  I  do  not  raise  any  question  as  to  the  posl- 
tk  n  of  the  Senator  at  all  except  that  I  deny  that  by  amending 
th(  act  of  Congress  in  question  we  destroy  the  entire  convention. 
I  do  not  think  that  follows  at  all.  We  can  modify  the  treaty 
as  one  of  the  two  parties  to  It.  If  the  other  party  should 
ins  ist  that  abrogates  or  violates  the  whole  agreement  and  objects 
to  the  modification  or  refuses  to  recognize  it,  negotiations  may 
be  opened  up  and  may  result  In  other  changes.  I  am  confident 
otAer  Interests  are  too  Important  for  a  modification  of  this  kLind 
toTmeet  with  the  slightest  obstruction  or  objection. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Through  diplomatic  chann'els  we  might  be 
ab  e  to  agree  with  Cuba  that  the  desired  Interpretation  should 
be  given  to  the  treaty  and  alligator  pears  excluded;  but  how 
can  we  make  our  own  Individual  Interpretation  of  the  treaty  and 
th(m  Insist  that  the  treaty  must  continue  if  the  other  party  to 
thr  treaty  Insists  that  our  action  is  a  violation  of  It?  It  seems 
to  me  the  firoper  way  to  conduct  the  matter  would  be  by 
diiiomatlc  negotiation. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  That  might  be.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
gr  mt  to  Cuba  the  right  to  adopt  such  modification  of  the  conven- 
tk  D.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  grant  her  the  right  to  change  the 
tnaty  if  she  wants  to  do  so.  She  is  not  likely  to  do  It.  She 
lil(  es  this  treaty  as  it  is  or  this  convention  as  It  Is.  It  Is  to  her 
Inierest  to  perpetuate  It  W^e  are  the  ones  who  might  have  some 
reison  for  abrogating  it  or  denouncing  it  But  I  am  perfectly 
sure  that  Cuba  does  not  care  three  cents  at>out  the  proposed 
modification.  I  happen  to  know  that,  though  I  can  not  state 
mi  authority  for  it  What  Cuba  is  interested  in  to-day  is  sugar. 
Tie  gro8«  income  to  her  people  from  all  the  avocados  produced 
in  Cutm  would  not  amount  to  over  |2U0,U00  a  year.  What  is 
thit  to  Cuba? 

«r.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President 

rhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  yield. 

dr.  TYDINGS.  I  think,  like  the  Senator  from  Florida,  that 
th ;  treaty  can  be  modified,  but  I  believe  the  Senator  will  find 
It  to  be  good  law  that  where  an  agreement  Is  made  between  two 
people  or  two  nations,  if  that  agreement  is  disregarded  in  part 
bj  one  party  or  by  one  nation  the  whole  agreement  falls,  just 
as  two  parties  may  disregard  a  certain  stipulation  In  a  contract. 
It  seems  to  me  if  this  is  to  be  revised,  the  correct  way  is  to 
hs  ve  the  agreement  first  and  then  have  Congress  take  action 
ui  on  It  by  legislation.  If  an  agreement  has  been  entered  Into 
between  the  two  nations,  and  our  GovertMnent  without  consulta- 
tion with  Cuba  disregards  a  part  of  the  agreement  Cuba  is  re- 
leiised  from  the  whole  of  the  agreement  and  so  Is  our  own 
nation,  notwithstanding  we  have  enacted  a  statute  of  revision. 
Btit  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  treaty  is  amended  through  diplo- 
matic (Aannels  and  then  an  act  of  Congress  is  passed  covering 
the  amendment  that  would  be  all  right.  According  to  the 
proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Florida,  he  would  disregard  a 
part  of  the  treaty  which  now  does  not  suit  him,  and  that  would 
automatically  wipe  out  the  whole  agreement  unless  Cuba  ac- 
qvieeced  in  the  change. 

tfr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yli  Id  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Hr.  FLETCHER.     I  yield. 

Ilr.  BINGHAM.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia [Mr.  SwAifsoN],  with  the  permission  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida,  whether  he  knows  that  a  treaty  may  be  ratified  by  a 
mi  1  jority  vote  of  both  Houses  of  Congress  instead  of  being  rati- 
flei  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  SWANSON.  The  Supreme  Court  has  held  that  treaties 
and  acts  of  Congress  and  the  Constitution  comprise  the  supreme 
lau  of  the  land.  If  we  by  an  act  make  a  treaty,  that  treaty 
be^-omes  an  act  of  Congress.  I  suppose  the  Cuban  Government 
ha  J  provided  the  same  thing.  Here  Is  an  agreement  like  the 
Plutt  amendment  which  is  the  law  of  both  Cuba  and  the  United 
Stites.  We  required  the  Piatt  amendment  to  be  put  in  their 
constitution  and  also  in  their  statutes.  Consequently,  we  havo 
Joint  action  by  Cuba. and  ourselves  that  amounts  to  a  conven- 
tk  a  upon  matters  which  the  House  of  Representatives  must 
In  tlate.  We  can  repeal  it  at  any  time.  There  is  nothing 
sa  rred  about  any  treaty  in  that  respect.  We  can  not  make  any 
klitd  of  a  treaty  that  the  Congress  can  not  repeal.  The  Con- 
gr  »s  has  repealed  treaties  repeatedly. 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-SENATE 


4555 


The  only  quesHon  fa  that  if  we  repeal  the  act  in  tinestlon, 
we  have  changed  the  conditions  upon  which  Cuba  gave  her  con- 
sent She  would  say  her  treaty  and  arrangements  have  all 
been  violated  and  that  she  would  have  the  right  to  give  her  own 
interpretation  and  that  we  could  give  our  interpretation.  If  it 
is  simply  a  matter  of  interpretation  of  the  treaty  It  would  not 
require  an  act  of  Congress. 

If  the  Senator  from  Florida  could  get  the  State  Department 
to  persuade  the  Cuban  Government  to  say  that  alligator  pears 
shall  be  excluded  or  that  the  treaty  shall  have  the  Interpreta- 
tion which  he  desires,  it  would  not  require  an  act  of  Congress. 
But  by  this  method,  in  the  nature  of  a  modification  of  the  treaty 
without  the  consent  of  the  other  party  to  It,  It  would  require 
an  act  of  Congress  as  it  affects  customs  duties,  and  legislation 
relating  to  them  must  under  the  Constitution  originate  In  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  Senator  takes  the  position  that  Con- 
gress by  a  mnj'^rity  vote  of  both  Houses  can  ratify  a  treaty? 

Mr.  SWANSON.  They  did  that  In  annexing  Texas,  and  their 
right  to  do  It  has  never  been  disputed.  They  could  not  get  a 
two-thirds  vote  In  the  Senate  to  ratify  the  treaty  with  Texas 
to  make  it  a  part  of  the  United  States ;  consequently  they  intro- 
duced a  bill  which  became  an  act  of  Congress  that  made  the 
treaty  operative. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  under  the 
Constitution  if  at  any  time  a  majority  of  the  Senate  and  House 
desired  to  make  a  treaty  to  Join  the  League  of  Nations,  for 
instance,  they  could  do  it? 

Mr.  SWANSON.  I  have  an  idea  they  could  do  it  If  we  had 
had  a  majority  in  the  House  of  Representatives  I  might  have 
advocated  that  proceeding. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    I  am  glad  the  Senator  did  not. 

Mr.  SWANSON.    That  Is  what  I  was  contending  for. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  asking  to  de- 
nounce the  whole  convention  or  to  annul  the  whole  arrang^ement. 
I  am  simply  asking  for  a  modification  or  an  amendment  of  the 
act  of  Congress  which  put  Into  effect  this  ctMiventlon  with  re- 
spect to  cerialn  commodities  mentioned.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  grant  to  Cuba  the  right  to  accept  it  or  suggest  any  further 
modification  she  sees  fit  to  offer.  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that 
Cuba  does  not  care  anything  about  it  really. 

We  are  here  trying  to  take  care  of  a  very  Important  industry 
of  the  Uclted  States.  California  and  Florida  ei^>eclally  are 
Interested  In  this  great  food-producing  enterprise.  It  is  going 
to  be  abandoned  and  it  can  not  survive  unless  we  get  away 
from  the  situation  which  has  been  tied  to  us  for  some  thirty-odd 
years.  The  Industry  has  grown  up  and  developed  since  then. 
It  has  come  to  be  a  commercial  proposition  of  tremendous  magni- 
tude and  has  unlimited  possibilities  In  the  future.  Are  we  to  sit 
by  and  see  It  go  down,  see  our  people  move  away  from  the 
United  States  and  go  to  Cuba  for  the  purpose  of  producing 
avocado  pears  and  bringing  them  into  the  United  States  free  of 
duty,  as  they  can  do,  bringing  them  to  our  market  Just  as 
cheaply  as  we  can  get  our  own  pears  to  the  market?  Are  we 
to  do  that  simply  because  of  a  technical  objection  to  the  form 
of  remedying  it?  It  might  be  that  we  could  take  it  up  with  the 
State  Department,  but  the  State  Department  has  a  good  deal 
to  do.  and  I  imagine  It  Is  not  Interested  very  much  In  this  one 
subject  If  the  State  Department  took  up  the  question  of  a 
reclpnxJlty  conventlwi  with  Cuba,  there  might  be  a  long  array 
of  questions  raised  and  modifications  here  and  there  desired 
in  which  we  do  not  want  to  become  Involved. 

This  is  a  very  simple  matter.  The  present  provision  on  page 
306  of  the  bill,  section  316,  is  that  the  Cuban  reciprocity  treaty 
shall  not  be  affected.    This  is  the  language  in  the  bill : 

Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  constraed  to  abrogate  or  In  any  manner 
Impair  or  affect  the  provlsiona  of  the  treaty  of  commercial  reciprocity 
concluded  hetwecn  the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of  Cuba  on 
December  11,  1902,  or  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  December  17,  1903, 
chapter  1 — 

And  tills  is  what  I  want  to  add — 

« 

except  in  «o  far  as  said  act  of  Congress  permits  or  anthoriaes  the  Im- 
portation Into  the  United  States  of  avocado  pears,  sometimes  known 
also  as  alligator  p^an,  and  mangoes,  free  of  duty,  and  as  to  thow 
commodities  this  act  shall  govern. 

That  is  all  I  propose,  and  it  soems  to  me  it  is  perfectly  un- 
objectionable. Of  course,  It  might  be  gotten  at  in  a  more  direct 
way  by  negotiations  through  the  State  Department,  but  it  would 
probably  take  three  or  four  or  five  years  to  do  it  in  that  way. 
The  amendment  which  I  have  proposed  would  accomplish  the 
desired  result  and  I  may  say  it  would  bring  no  serious  objection 
on  the  part  of  Cuba  at  all,  and  it  would  save  our  Industry. 

I  have  here  a  communication  from  the  Tariff  Commission 
dated  September  3,  1929,  reading,  in  part,  as  follows: 


Alligator  pear*  were  held  by  the  Treaaary  Departaicat  to  be  dutUbl* 
as  pears  nnder  paragraph  262  of  the  act  of  1897,  but  the  Board  of 
General  Ai^raisars  (now  Customs  Court)  held  avocados  or  alligator 
pears  not  to  be  pears  within  the  meaning  of  that  paragraph  and  to  come 
within  paragraph  659  of  that  act,  exempting  from  duty  fruits,  green, 
ripe,  or  dried,  not  specially  provided  for.  Section  41  of  the  tariff  act  of 
1909  repealed  sections  1  to  4  of  the  tariif  act  of  1887,  which  Included 
the  dutiable  and  the  free  list 

We  have  be«i  modifying  the  act  of  1897  firom  time  to  time. 
They  conclude  the  letter  as  follows : 

Kxpress  abrogation  of  ao  moch  of  the  treaty  which  exempts  from 
doty  avocados  or  alligator  pears  and  mangoes  appears  to  be  the  surest 
way  of  accomplishing  the  purpose  in  view.  Next  to  that  apparently 
comes  your  proposed  amendment  to  section  310  of  the  hllL 

The  Tariff  Commission  seems  to  think  that  it  is  perfectly 
proper  and  right  and  will  accomplish  the  result  I  ask  that  the 
letter  may  be  inserted  in  the  Rzjcobo. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  In  the  chair).  With- 
out obJectI(Mi.  It  Is  so  ordered. 

The  letter  is  as  follows : 

Unitxo  Statbs  TABirr  Commission, 

Washington,  September  S,  1919. 
Hon.  Duncan  u.  Fubtcbbb, 

United  Btatet  Senate,  Waahington,  D.  O. 
Mr  Dkab  Senatob  Fletchcb  :  Receipt  is  acknowledged  of  yoor  letter 
of  August  30,  1929,  and  copy  of  a  proiwsed  amendment  to  the  bill  H.  B. 
2667  regarding  avocados  or  alligator  pears  and  manfoes  Imported  from 
Cuba. 

Article  I  of  the  treaty  of  commercial  reciprocity  with  Cabs  provides 
in  part  that  "  all  articles  of  merchandise  being  the  product  of  the  soil 
or  indostry  of  the  BepabUc  of  Cuba  which  are  now  imported  into  the 
United  States  free  of  duty,  shall  contlnne  to  be  s<>  admitted  by  the 
respective  conntries  free  of  doty."  The  tariff  act  of  1897  was  in  force 
when  the  treaty  became  effective.  The  sobaeqoeat  tariff  acts  of  1909, 
1913.  and  1922  contained  provisions  similar  to  that  lii  seetloB  316  of  the 
bill  H.  B.  2667.  On  December  18.  1922.  the  Treasuiy  Department  held 
that  articles  which  were  on  the  free  list  of  the  tariff  act  of  1807  eoo- 
tinned  entitled  to  free  entry  when  the  product  of  the  soil  or  industry  of 
the  Republic  of  Cuba,  notwithstanding  the  artldes  mlgfat  be  on  tbs 
dvtlable  list  of  the  tariff  act  of  1022.     (T.  D.  89S62.) 

Alligator  peara  were  held  by  the  Treasury  Department  to  be  dutiable 
as  pears  under  paragraph  262  of  the  act  of  1897  (T.  D.  18670).  but  tlie 
Board  of  Ocneral  Appraisers  (now  Customs  Court)  held  avocados  or 
alligator  pears  not  to  be  pears  within  the  meaning  of  that  paragraph 
and  to  come  within  paragraph  659  of  that  act,  exempting  from  duty 
fruits,  green,  ripe,  or  dried,  not  specially  provided  for.  (T.  D.  22603, 
G.  A.  4807,  of  1900;  T.  D.  30447,  Ab.  22919,  of  1910.)  Section  41  of 
the  tariff  act  of  1909  repealed  sections  1  to  4  of  the  tariff  act  of  1697, 
which  Inclnded  the  dutiable  and  the  free  list. 

It  therefore  appears  to  be.  by  virtue  of  the  provtwion  above  quoted 
from  Artide  I  of  the  Cuban  treaty  and  the  act  of  1903  carrying  It  into 
effect,  that  articles  in  dutiable  schedules  of  the  act  of  1922  are  exempt 
from  duty  when  Imported  into  the  United  States  if  products  of  the  soil 
or  industry  of  Cuba.  If  paragraph  559  of  the  act  of  1807  tiad  been  con- 
tinued in  force,  a  precedent  for  inserting  a  provision  in  paragraph  750 
of  the  bill  H.  B.  2667.  to  the  effect  that  paragraph  C59  of  the  act  of 
1897  does  not  Include  avocados  or  alligator  pears  and  mangoes,  might 
be  found  in  section  708  of  the  revenue  act  of  1928,  which  provides  that 
the  term  "  motor  boat "  as  used  in  the  act  of  September  21,  1922. 
Includes  a  yacht  or  pleasure  boat,  regardless  of  length  or  tonnage, 
whether  sail,  steam,  or  motor  propelled,  owned  by  a  resident  of  the 
United  States  or  brought  Into  the  United  States  for  sale  or  charter  to 
a  resident  thereof,  whether  or  not  such  yacht  or  boat  is  brought  Into 
the  United  States  under  its  own  power,  but  does  not  itidode  a  yacht  or 
boat  used  or  Intended  to  be  used  in  trade  or  commerce,  nor  a  yacht  or 
boat  built,  or  for  the  building  of  which  a  contract  was  entered  into  prior 
to  December  1,  1927. 

Express  abrogation  of  so  much  of  the  treaty  which  exempts  from  duty 
avocados  or  alligator  pears  and  mangoes  apt)ears  to  In»  the  surest  way 
of  accomplishing  the  purpose  in  view.     Next  to  that  apparently  comes 
yonr  proposed  amendment  to  section  316  of  the  bill. 
Very  troly  yours, 

Chas.  B.  KcNabb, 
ChieJ,  Legal  lH»i*Um. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield  to  the  St^nator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  I  understand  the  Senator,  the  trouble  in 
his  way  is  a  Treasury  decision  which  was  rendered  many  years 
ago,  in  which  the  de];>artment  held  that  the  avocado  was  not  a 
pear  and  therefore  was  not  ^titled  to  the  bene^St  of  the  daty 
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prestrilx^  against  pears  coming  Into  this  country.    Am  I  cor- 
rect In  that  statement? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Yes;  that  la  the  situation.  I  hare  just 
read  from  a  letter  ctating  that  the  Treasury  Department  held 
that  aTocados  were  not  pears.  At  first  the  customs  officers  did 
hold  that  they  were  pears,  and  then  the  general  appraiser,  stand- 
ing in  the  place  now  occupied  by  the  Court  of  Customs  Appeals, 
rerersed  that  decision. 

-  Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  was  going  to  ask  the  Senator  if  he  has 
Investigated  the  question  as  to  whether  the  parties  interested 
may  again,  notwittistandiug  the  Treasury  decision  to  which  he 
has  referred,  revive  the  question  and  invoke  another  decision 
upon  this  very  matter.  A  Treasury  decision  with  reference  to 
a  tariff  matter  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  absolutely  conclusive; 
that  is.  it  may  be  again  reviewed  upon  application,  probably  by 
any  party  in  interest,  allying  tliat  tlie  former  declaion  was  an 
Incorrect  interpretation  of  the  law.  Has  the  Senator  from 
Florida  investiguted  the  question  of  whether  the  objection  may 
not  be  again  raised?  The  Senator  has  convinced  me  that  the 
avocado  in  a  pear  and  that  it  was  emiiraced  in  the  language  of 
the  original  act  imposing  a  duty  ot  26  centM  a  bushel  upon 
lieam.  I  think  tbo  Memitor  haa  mado  It  clear  that  that  dcciwion 
In  wrong.  1  am  not  familiar  with  tne  matter  and  I  am  asldug 
lh«»  question  only  for  Information. 

Mr  .SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Henator  that  the  decision  re- 
ferrtHl  to  was  not  one  of  the  Treaxury  Department. 

Mr.  HIMMONH.  I  omIerNtood  the  Senator  from  Florida  to 
say  that  It  whs  a  decision  of  the  Treasury  Department. 

Mr.  8M<X>T.    The  Senator  is  wrong  in  that  statement. 

Mr,  FI>RT(;HRR.  I  an\  basing  my  statement  on  a  report  of 
the  Tariff  CommlMslon  to  me,  I  have  Jnst  put  into  the  Bacoao 
the  letter  which  referred  to  it  as  a  Treasury  decision. 

Mr.  MMOOT.  The  decision  was  rendered  by  the  general  tfh 
praiser.  The  general  appraiser  at  thut  time  occupied  the  sanM 
position  as  does  the  Custoais  Court  to-day.  The  question  was 
appealed  to  hln  froB  the  Treasury  decision,  and  the  general 
appraiser  made  this  flnal  dedsloo.  He  was  the  flnal  arbiter  on 
that  question  at  that  time.  Now,  however,  as  the  Senator 
knows,  we  have  the  CnsCons  Court  of  Appeals.  At  that  time, 
thouglt.  th«*  general  appraiser  occupied  the  same  poeitloB  mm  out 
Coatens  Court  of  Appeals  now  doca. 

Mr.  MIMMONH.  The  Senator  from  Florida  referred  to  It  as 
a  Treasory  deeieloa. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Bat  it  was  a  decision  by  the  general  appraiser. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  onderstand  the  Senator  from  Utah  now 
to  aajr  that  It  waa  not  a  Treasury  decision,  but  waa  a  decision, 
first,  by  the  appraiser  and  then  it  went  up  to  the  highest  court, 
and  was  alBrmed  by  that  court? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  dedalon  waa  afllrmed  by  the  court. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Bat  sappoae  that  is  true 

Mr.  FLETCHEB.  At  first  the  decision  waa  made  by  the 
Treasury  Department,  and  then  it  went  to  the  general  appraiser. 
The  docnmenta  inserted  in  the  Bboobo  will  show  the  procedure 
and  the  record. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  question,  then,  arises  whether  that  de- 
cision shall  stand  forever  or  whether  it  may  tie  reviewed  In  an- 
other case  presenting  the  same  question.  I  do  not  know  al>out 
that ;  I  have  never  investigated  it ;  but  I  should  think 

Mr.  FLETCHEB.  I  will  say  that  I  took  up  this  matter 
with  the  Treasury  Department  I  have  been  trying  to  see  if 
'there  were  not  some  way  to  have  the  case  reopened  and  recon- 
sidered, with  a  view  of  arriving  at  a  different  conclusion,  but 
the  department  seems  to  hold  that  it  is  t>ound  by  the  action 
which  haci  i^eviously  been  taken. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  a  dedalon  rendered  years  ago  can  not 
be  reviewed? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  can  be  reviewed.  Why  does  not  some  fruit 
grower  in  Florida  now  initiate  a  case?  He  could  take  it  right 
through  all  the  courts,  if  he  desired  to  do  so.  If  I  lived  in 
Florida  and  I  had  the  interest  in  the  matter  which  the  Senator 
has,  I  would  recommend  that  course  to  the  avocado  growers  in 
Florida, 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  That,  of  course,  would  be  an  expensive 
and  long-drawn-out  prooes-s.  Here  we  have  the  matter  right  be- 
fore us  in  Congress,  and  can  now  take  action  on  It 

Mr.  HARRISON.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  frtwa  Florida  a 
question  ? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yi^d  to  the  Senator  from  Mississipiri? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that  what 
was  desired  was  to  have  alligator  pears  or  avocados  classified  as 
pears,  so  that  they  would  be  subject  to  a  duty  of  25  cents  a 
bushel.  The  Senator's  proposed  amendment  seeks  to  impose 
a  duty  of  more  than  2S  cents  a  bushel.  Perhaps,  if  he  could  get 
a  favormble  Uitcffpretetlon  from  the  Customs  Court  of  Appeals 
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or  the  Treasury  ofllcials  so  that  a  duty  of  25  cents  a  bushel 
coqld  be  applied,  it  would  not  give  very  much  relief,  would  it? 

r.  FLETCHER.     No.     The  point  is,  though,  that  if  the  word 
rs  "  includes  alligator  pears,  and  as  such  they  are  on  tlie 

able  list,  then  there  is  no  possible  objection  to  Congress 

ing  the  duty  whatever  it  sees  fit.    The  difficulty  is  that  if 
are  on  the  free  list  we  can  not  help  ourselves. 

r.  HARRISON.  If,  uuder  the  agreement  we  could  raise  the 
du^y  on  these  pears  from  2  cents  to  3  cents,  why  would  we 

have  the  right  to  take  them  off  the  free  list  and  put  a  duty 

them? 

r.  FLETC^HER.    We  could  not  do  so  because  the  agreement 
des  that  we  uiay  not. 

r.  HARRISON.    Does  it  provide  that  we  may  not  increa.«ie 

duty  and  as  well  may  not  take  an  article  fn>m  the  free  list 

put  it  on  the  dutiable  list? 

r,    FLETCHER.     It   provides   that    whatever   ogrlcultural 

net  may  be  on  the  free  list  must  continue  on  the  free  list. 

t  was  the  provision  of  the  act  of  1008, 

r.  HAURIKON.    Is  it  the  constructiou  of  the  Senator,  then, 
there  is  nothing  in  the  agreement  that  would  prevent  our 
rtiiflng  the  raU*? 

r.  FLETCHER.  We  can  not  raise  the  rate  at  all  unless 
wel enact  this  legislation  which  would  except  avocado*  from  the 
fr4  list 

r,  IIARRIKON.    In  other  words,  we  would  then  l)e  doing  in* 
tly  what  we  arc  prohibited  from  doing  directly? 

r.  FLETCHER,    if  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  pending  amend- 

t,  I  profKme  then  to  follow  it  with  an  amendment  iniiKwing 

nty  ir(  19  cents  per  imund  on  avocados.    If  we  should  agree 

bis  ameftduM'nt,  it  would  open  tJie  way  to  imposing  a  proper 
At  present  we  can  not  impose  any  daty  as  to  Cuba  unleM« 
wejoan  modify  the  agreement. 

r.  CONNALLY,     Mr,  President 

PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
to  the  Senator  from  Tezaa? 

r,  FLETCHER.    I  yield. 

r,  CONNALLY.    I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  In  sympathy  with 

position  of  the  Senator  from  Florida  and  should  like  to 

M'me  relief  afforded  in  the  situation  which  he  portrays,  bot 
we  adopt  this  aniendinont  as  be  propoweM  and  snpposv 
shoold  say,  "  We  can  not  accept  that :  we  agreed  not  to 
dolthat";  where  would  we  be?    What  would  be  the  attitude? 
W^old  It  be  a  law  or  would  it  not  be  a  law? 

r.  FLETCHER.  I  am  perftetly  willing  for  Cuba  to  Uke 
su^b  action  as  she  may  see  fit,  but  I  have  not  the  remoteet  idea 
thi  t  Cuba  would  say  one  word  about  it  or  have  any  feeling 
ab^ut  it 

r.  CONNALLY.    That  Is  not  the  question  that  worries  me. 

r.  FLETCHER.    What  could  she  do? 

r.  CONNALLY.  I  am  not  responeilrie  for  what  Cuba  may 
doj  hut  I  am  respomdble  for  wtiat  I  do. 

r.  FLETCHER.    Precisely ;  the  Senator  is  right  as  to  that ; 

we  passed  an  act  of  Congress  in  1903.  Are  we  going  to  say 
(hit  law.  like  the  laws  of  the  Medes  and  the  Persians,  is  abso- 
lutely unchangeable  and  irrevocable  forever? 

r.  CONNALLY.  It  is  so  far  as  the  honor  of  this  country 
is  jconcemed  unless  the  treaty  is  denounced  as  provided  by  its 
teims,  or  unless  the  United  States  just  breaks  its  obligation. 
Til  at  is  the  way  I  look  at  it. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Congress  can  modify  it.  The  Senator,  I 
think,  will  agree  to  that 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  No;  I  do  not  agree  to  that.  I  do  not  agree 
thit  the  United  States  can  modify  any  treaty  unless  the  other 
contracting  party  agrees  to  such  mcHliflcation. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Texas 
will  pardon  me,  I  think  he  is  prot>ably  wrong.  There  are  two 
methods  by  which  we  deal  with  the  foreign  governments.  One 
is  Ithrough  a  treaty  ratified  by  the  Senate.  That  treaty  can  be 
de  lounced  by  one  country,  provided  there  is  no  stipulation  that 
ceitain  conditions  shall  take  place  precedent  to  such  denounce- 
ment. The  other  method  of  dealing  with  foreign  cf»unt?-ies  is 
by  contemporaneous  legislative  enactment.  The  minds  of  the 
leiislative  authorities  of  the  two  countries  come  together;  they 
ar  (  brought  together  by  negotiation,  by  agreements  and  nnder- 
stindiugs,  and  they  both  contemporaneously,  or  practically  so, 
en  let  legislation  providing  a  working  arningement  In  each  coun- 
try .  Such  a  law,  like  every  other  act  of  legislation,  can  be 
chi  inged  by  a  subsequent  Congress.  If  we  should  change  It,  or 
if  Cuba  should  change  its  law,  that  would  l)e  a  legislative  de- 
no  incement  of  that  understanding  and  agreement,  unless  the 
otl  ler  party  ac<iuiesced  in  the  modification.  I  do  not  think  there 
ca  I  be  any  question  about  that. 

At.  FLETCHER.    I  am  perfectij-  willing  that  Cuba  should  be 
heird  on  the  subject 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  we  were  to  adopt  this  provision  in  part 
modifying  the  contract,  Cuba  could  say,  "That  abrogates  the 
whole  contract "  and  proceed  to  repeal  all  of  its  legislation ;  or 
Cul>a  could  say,  "  We  concur  in  that  action  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States."  If  the  Senator  is  right  about  it  probably 
action  by  Congress  would  not  provoke  any  hostile  action  on  the 
part  of  Cuba,  or  it  might,  and  I  tliink  that  ought  to  be  taken 
into  consideration. 

Getting  back  to  my  first  proposition,  I  do  not  think  there  is 
anything  sacrosanct  in  the  decision  to  which  the  Senator  has 
referred,  even  though  it  may  have  had  the  sanction  of  the  court. 
In  ordinary  proceedings,  although  a  case  may  be  taken  to  the 
supreme  court  of  a  State  and  decidetl  to  be  constitutional  under 
the  law,  that  does  not  prevent  another  citizen  from  bringing 
a  suit  involving  the  same  question  and  carrying  it  back  to  the 
court  for  reconsideration  and  review.  So  in  this  case,  despite 
the  sanction  of  the  Customs  Court  the  decision  may  be  subse- 
quently reviewed.  UrK>n  proceedings  Instituted  by  any  citizen 
raising  the  question,  the  c<mrt  can  say  when  it  comes  up.  "  We 
have  already  decided  that  caae  and  disposed  of  it  per  curiam," 
or  the  court  can  say,  "A  doubt  Is  raised  and.  therefore,  we  will 
reconidder  our  former  decision  with  re^pe<'t  to  this  matter."  It 
seems  to  me  that  that  would  bo  the  most  expeditious  way  for 
the  Senate  to  reach  the  difficulty. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Of  course,  that  is  possible.  We  can  insti- 
tnte  litigation,  and  iierhaps  some  of  us  may  live  long  enough  to 
see  it  ended  and  the  question  decided  In  that  way :  but  we  have 
the  subject  here  now  before  us ;  Cimgress  has  the  authority  and 
the  power  to  deal  with  it  and  If  it  should  deal  with  it,  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  acting  In  bad  faith  toward  Cuba.  I  think 
such  action  as  I  pr<;pose  means  the  preservation  of  this  indus- 
try ;  the  life  of  the  industry  is  at  stake.  Congress  has  the 
power  to  act  and  I  am  merely  asking  that  the  stAtute  of  1900 
be  modified  by  this  amendment. 

Mr,  NORRIS.    Mr.  President . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  yield.  . 

Mr.  NOBRIH.  I  wish  to  preface  my  suggestion  by  aaying  that 
I  am  in  entire  sympathy  with  what  the  Senator  wants  to  do. 
I  do.  not  know  anything  al>out  the  conditions,  but  I  myself  can 
not  nnderntand  why  a  certain  kind  of  a  pear  is  not  a  pear, 
and  It  seems  to  me  It  ought  to  be  treated  as  such.  Nevertbeleaa, 
in  my  opinhm,  we  are  up  against  the  proposition  of  changing  a 
treaty  without  the  consent  of  the  other  party  to  the  treaty. 
While  technically  we  can  nullify  it  by  simply  refusing  to  carry 
out  its  provisions,  nobody  wants  to  do  that 

I  wish  to  read  to  the  Senator  a  part  of  Article  X  of  the 
treaty  to  show  him  the  effect  or  what  it  seems  to  me,  would 
be  the  effect,  of  our  agreeing  to  his  amendment  if  it  should 
become  a  part  of  the  law.    Article  X  reads: 

It  is  hereby  understood  snd  agreed  tbat  Is  case  of  changes  in  the 
tariff  of  either  country  which  deprive  the  other  of  the  advantage  wliicb 
Is  represonted  by  the  percentages  herein  agreed  opon,  on  the  actual 
rates  of  the  tariffs  now  in  force,  the  country  so  deprived  of  this  protec- 
tion reserves  the  right  to  terminate  its  obligations  under  this  conven- 
tlou  after  six  months'  notice  to  the  other  of  its  intention  to  arrest  the 
operations  thereof. 

As  I  take  it  while  we  could  do  what  the  Senator  suggests — it 
is  really  contemplated  undw"  the  treaty — if  we  do  It,  we  take  the 
risk  of  nullifying  the  entire  treaty.  Personally  I  should  not 
feel  very  sorry  if  it  were  nullified.  I  never  believed  that  It 
was  right  for  us  to  give  Cuba  a  differential  of  20  per  cent  on 
any  of  her  products.  It  was  not  right,  either,  for  us  to  ask  of 
Cuba  that  we  be  given  a  differential  of  20  per  cent  over  other 
countries.  So,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  should  not  care.  I 
would  just  as  soon  nullify  this  treaty  as  not.  In  fact  I  would 
rather ;  but  it  strikes  me  that  that  is  not  the  honorable  way  to 
do  it. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  It  is  the  way  contemplated  by  the  parties 
at  the  tima  The  Senator  will  find  that  Is  the  express  provision. 
I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  Cuba  would  have  the  right  to  give 
aix  months'  notice  and  say,  "  We  are  through  with  this  wh<^e 
business."  If  she  wants  to  do  that,  let  her  do  it.  I  am  per- 
fectly willing.  I  do  not  think  this  country  would  raise  any  dis- 
turbance at  all  about  it.  I  am  quite  sure,  however,  that  Cut>a 
will  not  attempt  or  presume  to  do  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  NOHRIS.  Even  if  she  should  not  let  me  say  to  the 
Senator,  if  1  felt  that  Cuba  would  not  feel  offended  at  our  way 
of  nullifying  tlie  treaty  I  think  I  should  favor  the  Senator's 
amendment,  because  it  would  nullify  a  treaty  that  to  my  mind  is 
unjust  and  unfair,  and  that  we  never  ought  to  have  entered 
into.  I  think  we  ought  not  to  give  to  any  country  the  pref- 
erential duty  in  our  tariff  schedules  that  we  are  giving  to 
Cuba,  which,  of  course,  applies  principally  to  sugar,  as  every- 


body knows,  the  beiefits  of  which  go  to  a  lot  of  rich  importers 
in  the  city  of  New  York.  If  I  had  my  way  alx>ut  it,  I  should 
like  to  nullify  and  do  away  with  it;  but  I  would  do  it  by  a 
direct  act.  If  Cuba  did  not  do  this,  we  would  be  commencing 
to  pick  little  fiaws  in  the  existing  law,  to  make  little  changes. 
She  would  make  some,  and  we  would  make  some  more.  In 
other  words,  we  would  be  starting  oa  a  method  of  changing 
this  treaty,  and  giving  to  either  one  of  the  paries,  if  Cuba 
made  a  change  such  as  the  Senator  proposes  that  we  shall  make, 
the  right  to  declare  It  all  null  and  void.  It  Ls  not  the  right  way 
to  do  It. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  The  Senator  will  admit  that  the  act 
itself,  the  language  he  read  there,  contemplates  Just  this  sort 
of  thing. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  It  says  that  in  case  either  country  makes 
changes  in  the  tariff  law  that  the  other  country  does  not  ap- 
prove it  has  a  right  to  give  six  months*  notice  and  quit — nullify 
the  treaty, 

Mr.  NORRIS.    It  can  nullify  the  treaty ;  yes. 

Mr,  FLETCHEB,  That  was  contemplated  orirlnally.  This 
is  not  any  brand-new  Idea  at  all.  It  was  contemplated,  when 
the  agreement  was  entered  into,  that  there  might  be  changes ;  and 
in  this  very  act  and  In  every  tariff  act  we  have  passed  since 
1807  we  have  changed  duties  and  that  sort  of  thing;  and  it  is 
only  this  prorialon,  section  810,  that  preserves  that  convention. 

Mr,  NOBBIS.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  If 
he  will  couple  his  amendment  with  an  amendmint  that  will 
include  sugar,  include  e\'ery thing,  and  do  away  with  this  pref- 
erential duty  entirely,  I  will  support  him  and  vote  for  bis 
amendment ;  and  I  think  every  otner  Senator  will  do  the  some 
thing, 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  feel  perfectly  friendly  to  Cuba  in  every 
way.  She  is  very  close  to  us,  and  we  can  almost  step  over 
there. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Oh,  I  do  not  want  the  Senator  to  get  the  Idea 
tbat  I  would  do  that  in  any  qrlrit  of  unfriend! tncasi  to  Cuba.  I 
feel  friendly  to  Canada ;  I  feri  friendly  to  Mexico;  but  we  hare 
no  such  preferential  duty  with  either  one  of  those  countries. 

Mr,  FLETCHER.  I  miderstand.  What  I  am  aayiof  la,  this 
is  not  a  drive  at  the  whole  convention.  It  is  not;  Intended  to 
mflle  the  feelings  of  Cuba  at  all ;  bat  it  is  intended  to  save  an 
important  industry  in  the  United  States,  and  to  prevent  Ameri- 
can citizens  from  going  off  to  Cuba  and  growing  arocadoa  in 
Cuba  and  shipping  them  to  our  own  market  here,  free  of  doty, 
as  they  will  do  unless  this  change  is  made.  It  is  intended  to 
meet  a  situation  whlc4i  has  developed  since  the  tariff  act  of 
1897,  since  the  convention  of  1902,  and  since  the  act  of  Congreaa 
of  1903. 

Is  it  possible  that  we  can  have  no  new  industries  at  all  In 
the  United  States  that  might  in  any  wise  conflict  with  the 
free  list  of  1897?  We  knew  nothing  about  this  industry  in 
1908.     We  do  know  about  it  now. 

There  are  other  fruits  and  vegetables  and  that  sort  of 
thing  grown  in  Cuba  that  have  become  important  to  this 
country  in  the  last  few  years.  Are  we  to  be  tied  hand  and 
foot  to  a  tariff  act  of  thirty-odd  years  ago?  But  aside  from 
that,  this  item  is  incomparatively  unimportant  to  Cuba,  in 
the  first  place.  Cuban  growers  of  avocados  get  a  cent  and  a 
half  a  pound  for  them.  That  leaves  practically  nothing  for 
the  grower,  or  very  little — probably  $200,000  a  year  for  the 
whole  industry.  Five  million  pounds  of  avocados  are  s]iipi)ed 
out  of  Cuba  to  the  United  States  every  year,  taking  our  market 
away  from  us,  and  the  grower  does  not  get  the  benefit  of  it 
The  speculators,  the  dealers,  and  what  not  manage  to  get  the 
product  at  that  price,  and  then  they  make  the  profit  out  of  It 
The  difference  between  a  cent  and  a  half  a  pound  and  the 
freight  and  what  the  consumer  pays  goes  into  other  people's 
pockets,  not  into  Cubans'  pockets.  Cuba  is  not  concerned  at>out 
this  industry  to  any  extent.  Therefore,  I  am  satisfied  that  she 
would  not  hesitate  a  minute.  If  it  were  necessary  for  her  to 
agree  to  it  in  express  terms,  she  would  do  It  but  she  is  not 
going  to  raise  any  disturbance  about  it 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Mr.  President  has  the  Senator  any  infor- 
mation as  to  who  took  the  appeal  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment's decision  to  the  Court  of  Customs  Appeals?  Somebody 
did  it.    Was  it  Cuba,  or  somebody  interested  in  Cuba? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  have  put  it  in  the  Rbcobd.  The  docu- 
ment is  there.  It  gives  that  information.  This  statement  from 
the  Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs  says  that  on  December 
27,  1903,  the  tariff  act  of  1897  was  still  In  effect;  and  as  avo- 
cados had  been  decided  by  the  Board  of  United  States  General 
Appraisers,  now  the  United  States  Customs  Court,  to  he  free 
of  duty  under  paragraph  589  of  that  act  as  fruits,  green  or 
'  ripe,  not  specially  provided  for,  they  have  continued  to  be 
admitted  free  of  du^  under  succeeding  tariff  acts,  though  but 
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for  th<?  provisions  of  Article  I  they  might  hare  been  dutiable 
under  Hnch  succeeding  acts.  Then  the  statement  cites  section 
320  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922: 

That  notbtng  in  this  act  shall  be  conftnied  to  abrogate  or  in  aaj 
manner  Impair  or  affect  the  proTlBions  of  the  treaty  of  commercial 
reciprocity  concladed  between  the  United  State*  and  the  Republic  of 
Cuba  on  December  11,  1902,  or  the  proTialons  of  the  act  of  December 
17,  1903.  chapter  1. 

That  history,  however,  is^ven  more  in  detail  in  the  decision 
which  I  have  sent  to  the  desk  to  be  printed  in  the  Recobd;  but 
I  do  not  remember  who  took  the  appeal. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  A  party  by  the  name  of  J.  A.  Lightboum.  That 
was  in  1897. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  And  where  did  the  question  arise  there? 
Does  the  Senator  know? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  New  York.  The  collector  of  customs  at  New 
York  made  the  decision  on  Septemi>er  22,  1897. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  do  not  care  about  that.  That  is  a  good 
long  time  ago.  This  Industry  really  was  not  a  commercial  en- 
terprifte  at  tliat  time.    It  is  just  a  recent  development. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  do. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  At  the  time  of  the  wiginal  agreement  or 
treaty,  when  it  was  provided  that  a  duty  of  25  cents  a  bushel 
ghould  be  Imposed  upon  pears,  but  that  no  duty  should  there- 
after be  imposed  upon  any  Cuban  article  which  was  then  upon 
the  free  list,  if  I  understand  the  Senator,  Cuba  did  not  pro- 
duce, and  does  not  now  inroduce,  any  pear  exc^>t  tiila  avocado 
pear. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  That  is  my  information.  That  is  the  only 
pear  they  know. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  under  that  act  pears  were  on  the  duti- 
able list  at  25  cents  a  bushel. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  we  should  now  impose  a  duty  upon  avo- 
cado pears,  it  seems  to  me  that  Cuba  would  find  very  great 
diflculty  in  making  any  trouble  about  it 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  think:  so. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Because  at  the  time  of  the  agreement  she 
was  raising  only  one  pear,  and  that  was  the  avocado. 

■^gf   FLETCHER      Yes 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  we  provided  In  the  act  of  1887  that 
there  should  be  a  duty  upon  pears  of  25  cents  a  bushel. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  That  is  true.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  what 
he  would  think  about  a  provision  like  this — that  Congress  hereby 
declares  the  intention  of  the  act  of  1897  and  our  present  inten- 
tion to  be  that  "  pears  "  shall  include  alligator  pears? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  I  think  if  we  act  upon  the  matter  at 
all  we  ought  to  proceed  upon  the  idea  that  under  the  original 
act  pears  were  on  the  dutiable  list,  and  we  can  inrescribe  a  duty 
for  avocado  pears  just  as  we  would  for  seckel  pears,  and  so 
forth,  without  referring  specifically  to  anything. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  am  willing  to  do  that,  too;  but  we  would 
not  get  anywhere  with  that,  or  at  least  we  would  have  to  fight 
it  out  in  the  courts,  because  the  Treasury  Department  would 
hold  tliat  notwithst^uidlng  any  duty  we  impose  here,  under  the 
convention 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Treasury  Department  could  not  say  that 
Congre.>«s,  if  It  wants  to  change  the  existing  legislation  as  to 
pears,  has  not  the  authority  to  do  it.  They  could  not  question 
our  authority  to  change  the  law. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Unless  we  provide,  as  I  do  here,  that  this 
section  316  shall  be  modified.  For  instance,  we  have  in  the  act 
now,  "  Nothing  In  this  act  shall  be  con.otrued  to  abrogate  or  in 
any  manner  Impair,"  and  so  forth.  Suppose  we  put  a  duty  on 
alligator  pears  In  this  act,  and  pass  this  as  we  have  it  Then 
we  nullify  the  duty  as  to  Cuba.  I  am  trying  to  avoid  that  by 
modifying  this  provision  so  as  to  except  from  the  act  of  1903 
avocado  pears,  and  then  a  duty  can  be  put  on  them  which  would 
extend  to  Cuba.     Cuba  is  our  chief  competitor. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
>ield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SHOBTRIDGE.  Following  the  thought  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina,  if,  as  he  suggests,  this  particular  fruit, 
the  avocado,  was  known  as  a  pear,  and  if.  in  the  earlier  con- 
vention or  agreement  it  was  to  bear  a  certain  rate  of  duty, 
and  if  we  now  think  it  wi.««  to  increase  that  duty,  may  we  not 
increase  it  now  by  direct  legi.slatioo? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Undoubtedly. 


Mr.  SHORTRIDGEL  If  we  see  fit  to  impose  a  hlfijier  rate 
oi  duty,  of  course  the  act  would  be  constitutional,  and  of  course 
tie  Treasury  Department  must  carry  out  the  law. 

Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to  add?  I  am  more  or  less 
fi  miliar  with  the  subject  matter.  The  necessity  for  a  tariff 
oa  avocados  can  not  now  be  seriously  questioned.  The  Senator 
fjom  Florida  has  stated  the  case  so  fully  and  so  conclusively 
tlat  it  Is  not  necessary  for  me  to  supplement  his  remarks.  I 
d  >  not  think  we  are  forced  to  the  pasition  that  the  legislation 
u  ider  review  has  amounted  to  a  treaty,  In  the  sense  that  we 
n.  ust,  out  of  respect  for  our  own  reputation,  proceed  to 
d(!noimce  it  or  bring  about  its  modification  by  negotiations. 

Without  elaborating  my  views,  agreeing  with  the  Senator,  I 
tl  ink  we  may  now,  without  violating  any  existing  treaty  between 
uii  and  Cuba — using  the  word  "treaty"  in  its  proper  8en.se  and 
meaning — prtx-eed  to  fix  a  rate  of  duty  on  this  particular  article ; 
niimely,  avocado,  or  alligator  pear,  or  pear.  1  think,  therefore, 
without  dishonor,  without  any  disrespect  for  Cuba,  but  out  of 
a  due  regard  for  our  own  peoi>le  and  our  own  industry,  we  may 
fi  t  such  a  rate  of  duty  on  that  article  coming  from  Cuba  and 
fi  M0  other  countries  as  we  deem  necessary  for  our  own  welfare. 

I  hope  the  Senator,  if  he  has  not  already  done  so,  will  have 
it  appear,  as  I  now  suggest,  that  the  fruit  known  as  alligator 
p<  ars,  or  avocado  pears — and  It  bears  other  names — comes 
from  other  countries  than  from  Cuba.  True,  we  are  immedi- 
aiely  concerned,  and  some  are  more  or  less  embarrassed  by  our 
relations  with  Cuba,  but  a  bill  fixing  certain  rates  of  duty  on 
tt  is  article,  however  described,  would  of  course  be  pei^ectly 
vj  lid  as  to  suc-h  article  coming  from  other  countries  than  Cuba. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Precisely. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  We  would  only  be  embarrassed,  if  at 
all,  by  the  question  of  whether  or  no  we  were  violating  a  treaty 
h(  norabb'  entered  into.  I  suggest,  therefore,  first,  the  neces- 
si  :y  for  this  legislation ;  second,  that  it  is  not  in  violation  of  an 
e:  :isting  treaty ;  third,  that  it  is  but  a  modification  of  a  former 
art  of  Congress,  and  therefore  that  we  may  proceed  without 
a  iy  embarrassment  or  any  Just  criticlMn  or  censure  from  any 
q  larter  to  l^islate  in  such  manner  as  we  think  will  be  bene- 
fl'lal  to  our  people. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
n  entloned  the  fact  that  we  can,  of  course.  Impose  a  duty  on 
a  rocados  that  would  be  effective  as  to  all  other  countries  except 
Caba,  and  continue  this  language  in  section  316,  that  nothing 
h  this  act  shall  be  held  to  abrogate  the  convention  with  Cuba. 
T  bat  would  leave  us  without  any  protection  so  far  as  Cuba  is 
cmcerned,  unless  we  modified  this,  as  I  have  proposed  in  this 
a  nendment.  If  we  modify  the  language  here  as  I  propose  In 
t;  le  amendment,  then  the  duty  Imposed  on  avocados  would  be 
e  fectlve  as  to  Cuba  as  well  as  to  all  other  countries. 

I  am  glad  the  Swiator  from  California  interrupted,  and  In 
tliat  connection  I  want  to  put  Into  the  Record  a  communication 
f  om  the  California  Avacado  Association  bearing  on  thl.s  .'iubject 

There  being  no  objection,  the  communication  was  ordered  to 
b  i  printed  in  the  Rbc<»d,  as  follows : 

Los  Anoklbs,  Calif.,  June  H,  19t9. 
E  on.  DcNCAN  U.  Flttchkr, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Dear  Mk.  PLrrcHEa :  Referring  to  previous  correspondence  on  the 
subject  of  specific  duty  of  15  cents  per  pound  on  avocadoa  requestr'd  by 
tl  le  growers  of  Florida  and  California,  there  seems  to  be  considerable 
ci  infusion  arising  out  of  the  fact  that  the  bulk  of  the  present  Imports 
Clime  from  Cuba  and  that  the  reciprocity  treaty  with  that  country  pro- 
vdes  for  their  free  entry.  It  seems  to  me  that  for  the  present  the 
li  iportatlons  from  Cuba  and  the  treaty  may  be  left  out  of  consideration 
a  together  in  so  far  as  tariff  protection  la  concerned.  Avocados  are  pro- 
duced in  a  great  many  other  foreign  countries,  among  them  Colombia, 
P?ru,  Guatemala,  Costa  Rica.  Honduras.  Mexico.  South  Africa.  Bermuda, 
Tihlti,  Cuba,  Dominican  Republic,  British  West  Indies,  Jamaica,  Haiti, 
and  Bahamas.  They  are  at  present  being  Imported  from  some  of  these 
countries,  and  in  other  countries  where  the  production  is  very  heavy 
tlie  movement  is  prevented  by  quarantines  existing  at  present.  How- 
ever, these  quarantines  may  at  any  time  be  removed,  in  which  event  a 
h«vy  flood  of  foreign  avocados  would  descend  upon  the  markets  of  the 
L'nlted  States  to  the  detriment  of  the  domestic  growers.  Our  thought 
la  that  at  least  a  foundation  looking  toward  protection  of  the  domestic 
glower  should  be  laid  at  this  time.  This  could  be  done  by  placing  the 
81  leclflc  duty  requested  on  importations  from  all  foreign  countries.  The 
nciproclty  treaty  with  Cuba  would  automatically  take  care  of  that  coun- 
tiy  and  this  it  a  matter  that  could  t>e  bandied  separately.  The  thing 
t<  do.  as  we  see  it.  is  to  get  the  avocado  on  the  protected  list  as  a 
f<uadation  from  which  to  work.  As  importations,  aside  from  Cuba,  are 
VI  ay  sauil  In  the  past,  there  would,  therefore,  be  little  objection  to  the 
pi'opoeed  duty.  Certainly  there  could  never  be  a  more  favorable  time 
t(r  laying  a  foundation  for  protection  to  the  home  industry. 
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Following  are  a  few  additional  points  supplementing  the  information 
.fiven  to  you  prevloos : 

In  California  the  avocado  la  an  all-yea r-around  indnstry,  whfle  the 
foreign  fruit  cornea  on  to  our  markets  in  heavy  quantitlea  during  certain 
•easona,  resulting  in  shutting  the  California  grower  out  of  tboee  mar- 
kets, as  the  foreign  fruit  Is  sold  for  less  than  the  cost  of  transportation 
from  California  to  the  Skist. 

The  United  States  avocado  growers  can  supply  all  the  present  demand 
and  It  Is  necessary  for  them  to  conduct  expensive  advertising  campaigns 
In  order  to  foster  a  demand  for  the  rapidly  increasing  production. 

There  is  no  better  way  to  foster  the  growth  of  the  home  Industry 
than  to  afford  it  protection  against  the  cheaply  produced  foreign  fruit 

The  avocado  is  a  food  product  of  unique  value  and  the  Industry  is 
attracting  the  very  highest  type  of  settlers.  The  production,  packing, 
transportation,  and  marketing  of  the  home-grown  avocados  gives  em- 
ployment to  a  great  many  of  our  own  people  and  adds  to  the  prosperity 
of  the  Nation,  which  Is  not  the  case  with  the  foreign-produced  product. 

A  duty  of  15  cents  per  pound  requested  b.v  the  Florida  and  California 
avocado  growers  Is  more  than  justitied  by  the  difference  In  cost  of  pro- 
duction between  California  and  foreign  countries  as  shown  by  figures 
In  the  brief  submitted. 

We  feel  that  the  present  Congress  has  a  mandate  from  the  people  to 
aid  the  American  producer  of  soil  products  and  that  if  there  ever  was 
a  case  where  protection  was  Justified  it  Is  In  that  of  the  American- 
produced  avocado. 

Sincerely  yours,  CAuroRMA  Avocado  AssociATioif, 

By  K.  C.'Ddtton,  Preaid^nt. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question  ? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  O^TIRMAN.  Without  taking  this  legislaUve  action,  why 
can  we  not  put  a  tariff  on  these  alligator  iiears,  naming  them, 
and  thus  get  the  matter  before  the  court,  without  questioning 
the  bona  fides?  Let  us  put  a  tariff  on  them,  and  then  the  ques- 
tion will  come  before  the  court.  We  have  three  fine  judges  on 
the  customs  court  now,  and  they  can  decide  the  question.  That 
Is  the  way  to  arrive  at  it,  it  seems  to  me. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  We  want  to  do  that  anyhow.  We  want  to 
put  a  duty  on  avocados  anyhow 

Mr.  OVERMAN.     I  think  so. 

Mr.  FT>ETCHER.  And  ral.se  the  question;  but  It  is  a  long, 
drawn-out  process  to  wait  for  a  court  decislwi. 

Mr.  OVEItMAN.  I  am  in  hearty  sympjithy  with  the  Senator, 
and  would  like  to  vote  for  any  tariff  he  wants  imposed  to  pro- 
tect American  pears,  but  I  dl.<»like  to  vote  for  an  amendment  to 
this  measure  which  would  raise  the  question  of  bona  fides.  1 
think  I  would  have  to  vote  against  the  Senator's  amendment. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Utah 
made  some  comment  upon  the  Importations  prior  to  1897.  I 
have  a  c<tmmunicatlcm  from  the  chairman  of  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion, who  says : 

Upon  careful  search  of  import  statistics,  it  Is  found  that  the  impor- 
tations of  avocados  and  the  duty  assessed  or  collected  on  these  importa- 
tions for  the  periods  mentioned  above — 

That  Is,   prior  to  the  tariff  act  of  1897,   and  prior  to  the 
reciprocity  treaty  of  1903 — 
were  not  reported  separately. 

I  do  not  see  that  we  have  any  figures  on  that  to  show  what 
the  importations  were.  I  ask  to  have  that  communication  in- 
serted in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  communication  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Rxc(»d,  as  follows : 

Umtcd  Statks  Tariff  Commission, 

WasMnffton,  September  U,  tSt». 
Hon.  DcMCAa  U.  Fl«tch«s, 

United  States  Senate,  WaaMnifton,  D.  O. 
Mt  Dsab  Senator  Flbtcher  :  Receipt  is  acknowledged  of  your  letter 
of  August   29   with    reference   to   Importations  of  avocados   from    Cuba 
prior  to  the  tariff  act  of  1897  and  prior  to  the  reciprocity  treaty  of  1903. 
Upon  careful  search  of  import  statistics,  it  Is  found  that  the  impor- 
tations of  avocados  and   the  duty   assessed  or  collected  on   these  im- 
portations for  the  periods  mentioned  above  were  not  reported  separately. 
Treasury  Decisions  18570,  of  November  12,  1897,  and  22603,  of  No- 
Tember  12,  1900,  Indicate  there  were  importations  of  avocados  previous 
to  these  dates.     However,  the  reports  of  these  decisions  do  not  show  the 
source  of  the  imports  and,  therefore,  these  decisions  can  not  be  taken 
aa  a  direct  evidence  In  themselves  that  there  were  imports  of  avocados 
from  Ctiba  prior  to  the  above-mentioned  dates. 
Yours  aincerely, 

Thomas  O.  Marvin,  Chairman. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  Mr.  President,  I  have  another  communica- 
tion from  Frank  Dow,  the  Commis-sioner  of  Customs,  which  I 
ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Recobd,  and  a  statement  of  the  actual 


facts,  costs  of  production,  and  conditions,  which  I  ask  to  have 
printed. 

There  being  no  objectiwi,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Bxcomt,  as  follows: 

Trkascrt  Dbpartmknt, 

Bureau  or  CrsTOMS, 

Watkinfftvn,  May  US,  m$. 
Hon.  Dc.vCAif  U.  Plktcher, 

United  State*  Senate. 

Mt  Dbar  Sbnator  :  The  bureau  Is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  May  24, 
1929,  requesting  Information  as  to  the  prt'sent  duty  on  avocados  im- 
ported from  Cub*. 

Article  I  of  the  convention  (reciprocity  agreement)  between  the 
United  States  and  Cuba,  operative  December  27,  1903,  provides  as 
follows : 

"  During  the  term  of  this  convention  all  articles  of  merchandise 
being  the  product  of  the  soil  or  Industry  of  the  United  Statos  which  are 
now  imported  into  the  Republic  of  Cuba  free  of  duty,  and  all  articles 
of  merchandise  being  the  product  of  the  soil  or  industry  of  the  R»>pahlic 
of  Cuba  which  are  now  Imported  Into  the  United  States  free  of  duty, 
skall  continue  to  be  so  admitted  by  the  respective  countries  free  of 
duty." 

On  December  27,  1903,  the  tariff  act  of  1897  was  still  in  effect  and 
as  avocados  bad  been  decided  by  the  Board  of  United  States  Oeneral 
Appraisers  (now  the  United  States  Customs  Court)  to  be  free  of  duty 
onder  paragraph  669  of  that  act  as  fruits,  green  or  ripe,  not  specially 
provided  for,  they  have  continued  to  be  admitted  free  of  duty  under 
succeeding  tariff  acts  though  but  for  the  provisions  of  Article  I  they 
might  have  been  dutiable  under  such  succeeding  acta. 

Section  320  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922  reads  aa  follows : 

"  That  nottiing  in  thla  act  shall  be  construed  to  abrogate  or  In  any 
manner  impair  or  affect  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  of  commercial 
reciprocity  concluded  between  the  Unlt«»d  States  and  the  Republic  of 
Cuba  on  December  11,  1902,  or  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  December 
17,  1903,  chapter  1." 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  avocados  Imported  from  Cuba  are  admitted 
Into  the  United  States  free  of  duty. 

In  this  connection  I  am  inclosing  a  copj;  of  T.  D.  89362,  relating 
to  Cuban  reciprocity. 

Very  truly  yoors,  Frank  Dow, 

Acting  Commitaioner  of  Ctutow%». 

AVOCADOS 

Total  United  States  acreage  in  Florida  and  California,  15,000  acrea 

Estimated  value  of  investment,  1100,000,000. 

Annual  per  acre  maintenance  for  fertiliser,  labor,  and  material : 
Florida,  $250  to  $327  per  acre.     California.  $300  to  $406.23  per  acre. 

Per  pound  production  cost :  California,  $0.0.")5 ;  Florida,  $0,099. 

Packing,  hauling,  sorting,  slelng,  stamping,  sales,  advertising,  and 
transporUtlon  costs:  California,  $0.15  per  pound;  Florida,  $0.16  per 
pound. 

Shown  in  detail  as  follows  for  Florida :  Picking,  hauling,  $0.01  ;  sort- 
ing, sizing,  stamping,  washing,  packing,  crate  material,  packing-house 
labor,  $0.0526  per  pound  ;  management  and  packing-house  sales,  $0.0375 
per  pound  ;  advertl.<;lng  and  sales  promotion,  $0.01  per  pound ;  average 
express  rates,  $0.05  per  pound. 

Total  Florida  cost  per  pound,  without  interest  on  investment,  $0,269 
per  pound. 

Total  California  cost  per  pound,  without  interest  on  Inveetment, 
$0,205  per  pound. 

The  maximum  price,  sale,  $0,255  per  pound. 

The  minimum  price,  sale,  $0.06  per  pound. 

The  average  price,  sale,  over  period  of  six  years,  $0.1170  per  pound, 
which  shows  a  minimum  tariff  requirement  of  $0.15  per  pound  for  bal- 
ance cost  without  any  allowance  for  Insurance  or  Interert  on  investment. 

Ninety-nine  per  cent  foreign  imports  are  Inferior,  uncultivated  va- 
rieties. The  average  f.  o.  b.  packing-house  costs  for  such  foreign-grown 
products  are  $0.01  per  pound ;  transportation  from  Coba,  per  100  pounds, 
$0.90 — or  $0,009  per  pocnd ;  Cuba  being  the  source  of  most  of  the 
imports ;  Cuban  packing-house  charges,  approximately,  $0.01  per  pound, 
making  a  total  coat,  per  pound,  for  foreign  imports,  $0.03.  The  best 
available  current  Jobbing  prices  in  American  markets  vary  from  $0.01 
to  $0.06  per  pound,  with  an  average  lew  than  $0.04  per  poond.  Cuban 
supply  in  excess  of  American  market  requirements ;  henceforih  Florida 
and  California  can  supply  all  the  American  requirements.  Protection  of 
$0.15  per  pound  Is  the  minimum  in  Juatlce  and  equity  tkat  will  save 
the  industry.  If  protection  is  given  this  Industry  will  exceed  In  valne 
the  grapefruit  industry ;  If  not  protected,  it  will  paaa  out. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  with  that  I  submU  th« 
matter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  [111. 
Fletcheb]. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered- 
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Mr.  TBAMMELL    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 

quorum. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 
The  Chief  Cleric  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  names : 

Keyes 


Barklpy 

Bin^baiD 

Itlack 

Blaine 

Bl*a.«e 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Capper 

Cariiway 

Connally 

Copflsnd 

Cousens 

Cotting 

l>eiieen 

Dill 

K»lice 

Fesa 

BMetcher 


Frailer 

Georgft 

Glllett 

Gliiss 

Glenn 

Gofl 

Qoltlftborongl) 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harrla 

Harriaon 

Hastini^ 

Hatfield 

Hajden 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kendrlck 


King 


Sbortrtdge 

Simmons 

Smith 

Smoot 

Stephens 

Bwanaon 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomaa,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydtngs 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


The   VICE   PRESIDENT. 


La  Folletts 

MeKellar 

McMaster 

McNarr 

Metcalf 

Norbeck 

Norria 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

Patterson 

Pbippa 

Pine 

Ransdell 

Beed 

Robinson,  Ind. 

SohaU 

gbeppard 

Seventy-nine  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  question  is 
on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Florida,  on 
which  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  at  the  suggestion  of  S«ia- 
tors  about  me,  I  desire  to  modify  the  amendment  proposed  so  as 
to  eliminate  mangoes  and  confine  it  entirely  to  avocado  pears. 
As  modified,  the  amendment  will  read : 

On  pajte  305.  line  23,  strike  oat  the  period  and  insert  "  Except  In  so 
far  as  said  act  of  Congress  permits  or  authorises  the  Importation  Into 
the  United  States  of  sTooado  pears,  sometimes  known  also  as  alligator 
pears,  free  of  dnty,  and  as  to  that  commodity  this  act  shall  govern." 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  Mr.  President,  we  are  very  earnestly  Inter- 
este<l  in  having  the  law  amended  as  proposed  by  the  amendment 
offered  by  my  colleague.  In  Florida  we  have  been  building  up 
the  avocado-pear  industry  for  a  number  of  years.  Whatever 
market  there  is  in  the  United  States  for  that  product  was  built 
up  through  the  enterprise  and  the  capital  of  people  in  Florida 
and  more  recently  of  people  in  California  and  Florida.  Since 
the  market  for  these  pears  has  been  well  developed  in  this  coun- 
try importers  have  gone  down  into  Cuba  and  begun  to  ship  in 
Cuban  pears  free  of  dnty. 

I  think  we  might  well  consider  in  dealing  with  the  question, 
as  far  as  any  agreement  with  Cuba  is  concerned,  that  it  has 
heretofore  been  a  controversial  question  as  to  whether  it  was 
ever  intended  to  allow  avocado  peers  to  come  In  free  of  duty. 
Many  .«io  understood  at  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  the  18&7  law 
and  since  have  construed  that  the  general  term  "  pears"  as  used 
in  that  act  includes  this  particular  character  of  pear.  Even 
representatives  of  the  United  States  Government,  the  customs 
officials,  so  construed  it  and  so  applied  it  for  a  considerable 
length  of  time,  and  that  de<>ision  was  only  reversed  by  what  is 
now  known  as  the  Customs  Court. 

We  need  this  protection.  We  are  asking  for  relief.  The  way 
that  has  been  proposed  in  the  amendment  of  my  colleague  Is  the 
only  way  by  which  we  may  obtain  the  much-needed  relief  expe- 
ditiously. It  can  not  be  obtained  by  going  through  other 
proct^ses,  because  it  would  take,  perhaps,  3,  4,  or  5  years.  If 
we  are  denied  the  relief  we  now  seek  and  have  to  undertake 
some  other  method,  the  Industry  will  have  been  entirely  de- 
stroyed by  the  Cuban  competition  before  anything  could  be  done. 
I  very  much  hope  the  amendment  of  my  colleague  will  be 
adopted  as  proposed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  qtiestlon  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  ot  the  senior  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Fletchex] 
as  miNlified.  on  which  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered. 
The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  caU  the  roll. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral {lair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bukton],  In 
his  absence  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachnsetts  (when  his  name  was  called). 
I  have  a  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Hebevt]  daring  his  teinptjrary  abc^ence.  I  understand,  how- 
ever, that  if  he  were  present  he  would  vote  as  I  intend  to  vote 
on  the  pending  amendment.    Therefore  I  vote.     I  vote  "  nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded 

Mr.  HLEASE.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Sackett].  Not  knowing  how  he  would  vote  on  the  pending 
amendment,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Buotjss.xrd]  Is  necessarily  detained  on 
official  business.  He  ha'^  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses). 


I  also  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[klr.  Robinson]  has  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Kan- 
s^  [Mr.  Allen]. 

I  wish  also  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
^sHmwr],  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  PrrTMAN],  the  Senator 
from  Missoarl  [Mr.  Hawks],  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
SJtbck]  are  necessarily  detained  on  official  business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  33,  nays  43,  as  follows: 


B  ngham 

B  ack 

B  -ookhart 

C ipper 

Dill 

F  etcher 

F-aaier 

G  llett 

G>fr 


B  irkley 
Baine 
B  ratton 
Brock 
C  iraway 
C  >nually 
C  >peland 
C  >uzens 
C  itting 
I)?neea 
EJge 


Allen 
A  iburst 
H  lease 
Bjrah 
B  roiissard 


Goldsborough 

Goald 

Hale 

Hatfield 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

McMaster 


YEAS— 33 

McNary 

Norbeck 

Nye 

Oddie 

Pine 

Ransdell 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Schall 

Sbortridge 


NAYS— 43 


Fern 

George 

Glass 

Glenn 

Greene 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hai^tings 

Hayden 

Keudrick. 

Keye3 


King 

La  Follette 

MeKellar 

Metcalf 

Norris 

Overman 

I'atterson 

Phipps 

Reed 

Sheppard 

Smith 


Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Vandenberg 

Walcott 


Smoot 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Tydings 

Vt'aniwT 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


NOT  VOTING— 19 

Bnrton  Moses 

Dale  Pltfman 

Hawes  Robinson,  Ark. 

Ilebert  Sackett 

Kcan  Shipstead 


Simmons 
Steck 
Stelwer 
Watson 


So  Mr.  Fi-eicheb's  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  amendment  is  one  pro- 
pped by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Giix>BUE],  which  will 
bf;  ^ated. 

The  Chixt  Clerk.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  offers  the  fol- 
li)wing  amendment :  After  the  word  "  office,"  in  line  9,  page  308, 
8 action  330  (a),  relative  to  the  membership  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, strike  out  the  period  and  insert  a  comma  and  the  lan- 
guage following :  "  provided  his  successor  Ls  aiqiointed  and  takes 
(jjffice  within  30  days  after  the  effective  date  of  this  act." 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may  have  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  for  a  few  moments  I  will  explain  that  section  330 
ct  the  tariff  bill  provides  for  the  reorganization  of  the  Tariff 
Commission.  Under  that  section  as  it  now  stands  with  the 
I'inance  Committee  amendment  adopted  the  President  is  given 
t  le  power  to  appoint  the  six  members  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 
1  here  is  no  requirement  that  he  shall  appoint  the  members  of 
t  le  commission  within  any  given  time,  but  under  the  language 
cf  the  bill  as  it  is  framed  the  President  could  continue  in  office 
sny  member  of  the  present  comrai-ssion  until  that  member's 
t  ?rm  of  office  expires.  In  other  words,  the  President  if  he  were 
i  r>  minded  could  continue  in  office  all  members  of  the  present 
Tariff  Commission  until  the  termination  of  their  respective 
tpnns  of  office. 

The  terms  of  office  of  some  of  the  members  of  the  commission 
Have  a  number  of  years  yet  to  run.  The  President  has  the 
{ower  to  reappoint  in  the  organization  of  the  commission  any 
cr  all  of  the  meml)er8  of  the  present  commission.  My  amend- 
nent  would  not  interfere  with  that  power;  it  does  not  seek  to 
tike  it  away  from  the  President.  It  merely  requires  that  each 
commissioner  now  in  office  shall  continue  to  serve  until  his  suc- 
cessor as  designated  by  the  President  at  the  time  of  the  noml- 
ration  shall  take  office,  "provided  his  successor  is  appointed 
and  takes  office  within  30  days  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
act."  In  other  words,  within  30  days  after  the  final  approval 
cf  the  bill,  if  it  becomes  law,  the  President  will  be  required  to 
8  jnd  to  the  Senate  for  consideration  by  the  Senate  the  nomina- 
tions of  members  of  the  commission. 

The  whole  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to  prevent  the  I'resi- 
dent — and  I  say  it  frankly — from  doing  what  he  may  now  do 
ii  the  case  of  the  appointment  of  his  Cabinet.  If  he  be  so 
minded  he  may  continue  a  Cabinet  member  without  submitting 
1  is  name  to  the  Senate.  I  do  not  know  that  the  President  is 
c  isposed  nor  do  I  anticipate  that  the  President  will  be  dispo*»ed 
t)  continue  the  present  members  of  the  commission  in  office 
y  rithoQt  resubmitting  their  names  to  the  Senate,  but  the  amend- 
ment is  merely  to  make  certain  that  the  President  will,  witliin 
9[)me  reasonable  time  after  the  act  becomes  effective,  submit  the 
r  ames  of  the  meml)ers  of  the  commission  to  the  Senate  for  con- 
qrmation  or  rejection. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
j^eld  to  me? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 
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Mr.  EDGE.  As  I  understand,  the  effect  of  the  Soiator'a 
amendment  would  be  this:  If  the  President  did  not  name  a 
successor  to  any  one  of  the  commissioners  now  in  office  within 
80  days,  the  commissioner  now  in  office  would  automatically  be 
relieved  of  his  position. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  He  would  automatically  go  out  of  office  in 
80  days? 

Mr.  EDGE.  He  would  automatically  cease  to  be  a  mernb^  of 
the  conjimssion  at  the  aid  of  that  time? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes;  so  that  the  President  may  reappoint  any 
member  of  the  present  commission  if  he  desires  to  do  so,  or  all 
members  of  the  present  commission  If  he  chooses  to  do  so. 

The  whole  object  of  the  amendment  Is  to  prevent  by  Inaction 
the  continuance  in  office  of  the  present  commissioners  without 
the  power  of  the  Senate  to  express  its  views  upon  those  conr- 
missioners  and  to  require  an  affirmative  act  on  the  part  of  the 
President  if  he  wishes  to  continue  the  present  commission  in 
whole  or  In  part. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  in  entire  sympathy  with  the  amendment; 
Indeed,  I  should  go  much  further;  but  I  would  suggest  to  the 
Senator  that,  in  view  of  the  present  duties  resting  upon  the 
President  following  the  adjournment  of  the  special  session  and 
the  beginning  of  the  regular  session  of  Congress,  the  President 
ought  to  have  a  little  longer  time  than  30  days ;  and  I  should  be 
very  glad  If  the  Senator  would  modify  his  amendment  by 
making  the  time  60  days  Instead  of  30  days. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  merely  rose  to  say  that  I  was  going  to 
raise  the  same  question  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  has 
raised.  If  the  Senator  from  Georgia  would  modify  his  amend- 
ment In  line  with  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  I 
would  be  very  glad  to  support  it,  for  I  am  whole-heartedly  in 
synrpathy  with  the  principle  involved. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT,  I  could  not  entirely  hear  all  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  stated,  but  I  really  think  that  the  time  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  (Jeorgia  in  his  amendment  should  l>e  90  days. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  strike  out  the  word 
**  thirty  "  and  to  insert  the  word  "  ninety  "  in  the  amendment, 
so  as  to  give  the  President  ample  time.  The  amendment  is  not 
IM«*licated  upon  the  theory  that  the  President  does  not  desire 
to  reappoint  the  commission  and  to  reorganize  it  as  we  require 
him  to  do;  and  the  amendment  certainly  has  back  of  It  no 
purpose  to  embarrass  the  President  by  forcing  upon  him  speedy 
action.  I  am,  therefore,  glad  to  accept  the  suggestion  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  Utah  and  will  modify  the  amendment  by 
the  insertion  of  the  word  *'  ninety  "  where  the  word  "  thirty  " 
cow  appears  in  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  so  modified. 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia,  as  modified. 

The  amendment,  as  modified,  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  printed  amendment  is  the 
one  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKclak]. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  offer  that 
amendment  at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  withdrawn 
for  the  present. 

The  next  amendment  is  one  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Gboboe],  which  will  be  stated. 

The  CHra"  Clekk.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  offers  the  fol- 
lowing amendment :  Insert  at  the  proi>er  place 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Jlr.  President,  I  should  like  to  perfect  the 
amendment  which  I  have  offered  by  proposing  a  substitute 
changing  its  verbiage,  and  I  will  ask  the  clerk  to  state  the 
amendment  I  now  send  to  the  desk  in  place  of  the  one  which  has 
been  pending. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  amend- 
ment 

The  Cnncr  Cuxx.  The  Senator  from  Ge<M^  offers  the  fol- 
lowing amendment : 

Section  341 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  number  of  the  section  should  be  cbaneed 
to  330  (a). 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  section  has  not  been  reached 
In  the  consideration  of  the  bilL 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  la  trde.  Therefore  I  will  merely  stiggest 
that  I  am  offering  the  amendment  to  section  330  (a). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the  Senator  withhold  hia 
amendment  until  that  section  shall  be  reached? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  withhold  the  amend- 
ment if  there  are  other  amendments  which  Senators  desire  to 
press.  If  there  are  no  other  such  amendments,  I  hope  my 
amendment  may  t>e  considered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  amendment  is  one  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  McMastix], 
which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chikf  Clkek,  In  section  332,  on  page  314,  line  24,  after 
the  word  "year,"  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mo- 
liASTEB]  proposes  to  insert: 

Provided  fwrther.  That  when  Congress  shall  have  under  considera- 
tion a  tariff  measure  the  Tariff  Commission,  npon  request  of  any  Mem- 
ber of  Congress,  shall  furnish  to  such  Member  all  Information  at  its 
command  pertaining  to  the  cost  of  production  of  any  article  under 
consideration. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President  the  object  of  this  amend- 
ment is  to  obtain  from  the  Tariff  Commission  all  the  informa- 
tion it  may  have  collected  pertaining  to  any  schedule  or  item 
under  consideration  in  a  tariff  bill.  That  information  at  pres- 
ent is  denied  to  Members  of  Congress. 

What  was  the  object  of  establishing  the  Tariff  Commission 
and  appropriating  millions  of  dollars  to  that  commission  for 
the  purpose  of  performing  the  work  of  investigation?  Most 
assuredly,  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information  per- 
taining to  costs  of  production  and  other  collateral  information 
which  would  he  useful  and  helpful  in  passing  up<Mi  schedules 
in  an3'  tariff  bill.  Manifestly  after  obtaining  such  information 
it  can  be  of  no  particular  value  unless  the  Meml>ers  of  Con- 
gress have  access  to  such  information. 

The  Tariff  Commission  collects  information.  For  example,  it 
collects  information  pertaining  to  the  cost  of  inroduction ;  it  col- 
lects that  information  in  secret;  it  retains  that  information  in 
secret ;  and  out  of  a  secret  cliaml)er  it  issues  a  sweeping  con- 
clusion as  to  the  weighted  average  cost  of  iH*oduction,  without 
giving  any  of  the  information  or  the  data  upon  which  that 
sweeping  conclusion  was  based. 

A  few  days  ago  I  submitted  to  the  Senate  a  resolution  calling 
for  that  informaticm  pertaining  to  the  present  tariff  bill.  There 
were  many  Senators  at  that  time  who  rather  hesitated  to  vote 
for  the  resolution  because  of  tlie  fact  that  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion had  obtained  that  information  under  a  promise  of  confi- 
dence and  secrecy  from  those  from  whom  the  information  was 
obtained.  I  agree  that  there  is  merit  in  that  contention ;  but  I 
wish  to  make  the  statement  that  there  was  never  any  justifica- 
tion or  excuse  for  the  Tariff  Commission  obtaining  such  infor- 
mation tmder  a  promise  of  confidence.  Let  me  read  the  pro- 
posed law  upon  that  subject  In  .section  333  of  the  pending 
bill  there  is  contained  this  provision,  which  also  is  the  existing 
law: 

(a)  Antliority  to  obtain  information  :  For  the  porpoees  of  carrying 
Part  II  of  this  title  Into  effect  the  commission  or  its  duly  authorised 
agent  or  agents  sball  hav«  access  to  and  the  right  to  copy  any  document, 
paper,  or  record  pertinent  to  the  subject  matter  under  investigation  la 
the  possession  of  any  person,  firm,  copartnership,  corporation,  or  asso- 
ciation engaged  in  the  production.  Importation,  or  distribution  of  any 
article  under  investigation,  and  shall  have  power  to  summon  witnesses, 
talce  testimony,  administer  oattis,  and  to  require  any  person,  flna, 
copartnership,  corporation,  or  association  to  produce  books  or  papers 
relating  to  any  matter  pertaining  to  such  investigation. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  face  of  that  law  the  Tariff  Commission 
sent  out  the  following  statement  in  connection  with  the  ques- 
tionnaires which  were  transmitted  to  industrial  corporations  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  cost  of  production : 

(Confidential) 

UKfTKD  SiATxa  TABurr  CoMinssiow, 

Washimotom,  D.  O. 
Form  for  sabaalttlag  cost  data  for  the  production  of  edlMe  gelatin. 

But  that  applies  to  all  manufactured  articles;  and  the  same 
statement  Is  sent  out  in  connection  therewith.  This  is  what  the 
Tariff  Commission  says  in  this  statement: 

It  is  understood  that  the  costs  of  individual  firms  will  be  beld  strictly 
confidential  and  are  for  the  exclusive  use  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 
They  will  be  pnbUsbad  or  revealed  only  in  the  form  of  averages,  so  as 
not  to  reveal  the  operations  of  the  indlvidoal  manufacturers. 

Yet,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  law  gives  them  the  power 
to  ot>tain  that  information,  to  lnq>ect  the  books  and  records 
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of  industrial  corporations,  to  subpoena  witnesses,  and  to  obtain 
complete  and  full  information,  the  Tariff  Otmmissiou  sends  out 
tJila  statfuient  for  the  purpose  of-»-what?  For  the  purpose  of 
Ingeniduslj  making  the  effort  to  conceal  the  Information  so 
that  If  Congress  should  ask  for  It  they  would  not  have  to  divulge 
it  because  they  obtained  it  under  a  promise  of  confldeuce,  and 
It  would  be  a  violation  of  national  honor  to  reveal  the  informa- 
tion. There  was  no  excuse  or  Justiflcation  whatsoever  for 
sending  out  a  statement  of  that  kind. 

I  wish  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that  there  are  circumsUnces 
nnder  which  the  industrial  corporations  have  no  hesitancy  in 
revealing  costs  of  production.  When  an  industrial  corporation 
goes  before  the  Treaisury  Department  and  asks  for  a  rebate  of 
toxes  and  appeals  from  the  decision  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment that  case  must  be  taken  to  the  Oourt  of  Tax  Appeals. 
Many  of  those  cases  involve  all  of  the  elements  of  the  cost  of 
production,  and  all  of  the  costs  of  production  must  be  bared 
before  that  court,  a  public  record  made  thereof,  and  that  rec- 
ord is  open  to  the  Inspection  of  every  citizen  of  the  land.  There 
we  have  an  industrial  corporation  seeking  a  tax  rebate  divulg- 
ing all  of  the  costs  of  production ;  but  when  going  before  the 
representatives  of  the  people  asking  for  a  special  privilege 
Involving  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  of  benefit,  they  deny 
to  the  representatives  of  the  peoi^e  the  infcrmation  upon  which 
the  ptivilege  is  to  be  granted. 

Mr.  President,  when  a  great  railway  system  flies  an  applica- 
tion for  increased  rates  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion, and  that  application  for  increased  rates  is  contested,  many 
of  those  oases  involve  all  of  the  costs  of  tran.Mp<^>rtation,  and  all 
of  the  costs  of  transportation  in  Huch  cases  must  be  revealed 
to  the  minutest  detail,  and  a  public  record  Is  made  thereof, 
which  Is  open  to  the  inspection  of  the  citizens  of  the  land. 

In  the  case  of  an  electric-power  company  going  before  a  State 
public-utility  commission  asking  for  increased  rates,  all  of  the 
costs  of  production  and  the  costs  of  power  must  be  revealed  to 
that  commission ;  a  public  record  is  made  thereof,  which  is  open 
to  the  inspection  of  all  citizens;  and  the  same  thing  applies  to 
gas  companies,  to  street-railway  companies,  to  all  other  public 
utilities  or  any  special  class  which  is  asking  for  a  special  iN*ivi- 
lege  which  must  be  paid  for  by  the  masses. 

Mr.  President,  what  do  the  costs  if  given  to  Congress  actually 
reveal?  There  are  several  elements  entering  into  the  cost  of 
production.  There  is  the  cost  of  labor,  the  cost  of  raw  mate- 
rials, the  cost  of  business  administration,  and  so  forth.  When 
the  costs  of  labor  are  revealed  by  an  individual  or  corporation, 
those  costs  do  not  reveal  the  secret  chamber  wherein  Is  located 
a  secret  machine  or  a  secret  process.  Those  labor  costs  do  not 
reveal  a  chemical  laboratiiry  wherein  is  employed  some  secret 
chemical  formula ;  and  if  the  costs  of  business  administration 
of  one  concern  are  lower  than  those  of  their  competitors,  those 
costs  do  not  reveal  the  secrets  of  that  business  administration, 
the  splendid  bn^ess  executive  management,  or  the  efficient 
methods  employed ;  but  all  of  that  information  is  absolutely 
essential  to  Members  of  Congress  If  they  are  to  pass  Intelli- 
gently upon  these  schedules. 

Mr.  President,  a  hearing  before  the  Tariff  Commission  Is  only 
a  hollow  mockery.  This  scene  takes  place  time  and  time  again 
there :  There  is  upon  the  stand  a  witness  from  an  industrial  cor- 
poration. The  counsel  for  either  side  are  presmt ;  and  one  of 
the  counsel  asks  the  witness  some  question  that  Is  Impi>rtant 
pertaining  to  the  costs  of  production  of  his  factory.  The  wit- 
ness refuses  to  answer,  and  the  objection  is  sustained  by  the 
chairman  of  the  commission ;  and  then  the  witness  takes  from 
his  pocket  a  secret  document  and  hands  it  to  the  chairman  of 
the  commission,  and  then  whispers  into  the  ears  of  these  wise 
and  solemn  Judges. 

The  counsel  may  ask  the  witness  sMne  question  as  to  sharp 
practices  indulged  In  by  bis  company.  He  refiises  to  answer 
the  question.  He  again  whispers  into  the  ears  of  the  Judges,  and 
hands  to  them  some  secret  document.  Or  the  counsel  may  ask 
the  witness  some  question  as  to  why  it  Is  that  his  company, 
which  formerly  was  in  a  very  prosperous  condition,  can  not 
now  earn  dividends  upon  the  stO(^.  The  witness  refuses  to 
answer  the  question  ;  but  he  whispers  into  the  ears  of  the  Judges 
that  hia  company  represents  a  consolidadon  of  three  companies 
which  formerly  were  very  prosperous,  but  they  watered  the 
stock  at  the  ratio  of  3  to  1,  and  they  can  not  earn  dividends 
upon  that  watered  stock,  and  therefore  they  desire  an  increased 
tariff  for  the  purpose  of  earning  dividends  upon  that  stot^. 

All  of  that  information  is  whispered  in  secret  Into  the  ears 
of  those  judges,  or  those  secret  documents  are  handed  to  those 
Judges;  and  all  of  that  Information  pertains  to  the  cost  of 
production.  Then  the  Judges,  the  members  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
missloQ.  retire  to  a  secret  chamber,  pass  upon  that  secret  testl- 
moAy,  and  out  of  that  secret  chamber  they  issue  this  sweeping 
conclusloa  as  to  the  weighted  average  cost  of  production ;  and 
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th;y  ask  the  American  people  to  accept  It  as  a  wise  and  a  Just 
verdict 

dr.  President,  when  Industrial  corporations  go  before  the 
m,  sses  of  the  people  they  must  not  consider  that  the  masses  are 
mifre  beasts  of  burden,  that  they  can  lay  further  burdens  upon 
thJse  masses,  and  then,  when  the  mas-^^es  turn  and  ask  the 
reison  why.  the  Industrial  corporations  an.swer  and  say,  "It  Is 
yo  ur  business  to  bear  these  burdens ;  and  If  heavier  burdens  are 
la  d  upon  you,  you  should  not  stop  to  reason  or  ask  the  ques- 
ti<n  why." 

Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Federal  Oovem- 
mnnt  and  the  State  governments  have  established  the  policy 
thit  whenever  a  public  utility,  a  rnilroiid.  an  electric-light  com- 
peny,  a  gas  company,  or  a  street-railway  company  goes  before 
the  masses  asking  for  a  special  piivllege  of  increased  rates  It 
m  1st  produce  before  the  commission  full  evidence  In  reference 
thereto,  and  a  public  record  is  made  of  that  hearing,  which  Is 
Of  en  to  the  in-^pection  of  all  of  the  citizens  of  this  country,  it 
se?ms  to  me  that  there  is  no  excuse  or  justiflcation  for  the 
Ti  riff  Commission  collecting  this  Information  without  giving  it 
to  the  Members  of  Congress,  because  the  Members  of  Congress 
can  not  pass  intelligently  upon  these  schedules  unless  those  costs 
of  production  are  given  to  us  relative  to  the  individual  factories. 

l<"1irthermore.  Mr.  President,  I  repeat  that  the  law  which  we 
hii  ve  passed  gives  to  the  commission  the  right  to  obtain  that 
In  brmation  without  any  promise  of  confidence. 

[  hope,  therefore,  that  this  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

VIr.  SMOOT  obtained  the  floor. 

VI  r.  EDGE.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  names: 

Bii  rkley  George  King 

Bi  iKham  Gillett  La  Follette 

BUck  Glass  MtKellar 

BUlne  Gicnn  McMawter 

Bijase  Goff  McNary 

B<  ratt  Goldsborougb  Me(calf 

Biatton  Gould  Norbeck 

Bi  ock  Greene  Norris 

Bi  ookbart  Hale  Nye 

Ci  pper  Harris  Oddle 

Ci  raway  Harrison  Oyennan 

Cuanally  Hastings  Patterson 

Copeland  Hatfield  Phlpps 

C(  uzens  Hawes  Pine 

Cutting  Hayden  Plttman 

Dile  Heflin  Ransdell 

D  >neeD  Howell  Kced 

D II  Jobnson  Robinson,  Ind. 

El  Igp  Jones  Scball 

V'  «a  Kean  Sbeppard 

F  etcher  Keiidrick  Sbortridge 

F  azier  Keyes  Simmons 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-flve  Senators  have  answered 
t(  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  Senator  from  Utah 
his  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Utah  allow 
ne  to  ask  a  question  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield  for  that  pun>ose. 

nmCBAL  VARU  BOAU) 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  the  chairman  of 
tie  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  when  he  contem- 
pates  taking  up  the  question  of  the  confirmation  of  members 
o;'  the  Federal  Farm  Board. 

The  reason  why  I  ask  the  question  is  that  It  will  be  necessary 
for  me  to  be  absent  from  the  Chamber  for  perhaps  the  latter 
p  irt  of  this  week  and  the  first  day  of  next  week :  and  I  do  not 
want  to  be  absent— I  can  not  afford  to  be  absent — when  those 
nominations  come  up.  I  desire  to  knuw  what  is  the  purixwe 
of  the  chairman. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  If  It  conforms  to  the  conven- 
ience of  the  Agricultural  Committee,  I  hope  to  bring  the  question 
of  the  confirmation  of  the  members  of  the  Farm  Board  before 
tie  Senate  for  consideration  to-morrow  at  11  o'clock,  or  there- 
abouts ;  and  at  that  time,  may  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  South 

irolina,  the  testimony  will  be  printed  in  pamphlet  form  and 

^ady  for  circuUition  among  the  Senators. 

Mr.  SMITH.  May  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  I  do  not 
tfink  It  likely  that  we  can  finish  the  consideration  of  these 
nbminations  within  one  day;  and  I  am  very  anxious  to  keep  the 
appointments  I  have  made,  one  of  which  is  the  seventy-fifth 
aiiniversary  of  my  alma  mater.  I  certainly  want  to  be  present 
at  that  anniversary.  I  do  not  think  It  will  be  possible  to  finish 
t|e  consideration  of  these  nominations  to-morrow;  and  if  It 
^ouid  be  agreeable  to  the  Senator  I  should  like  to  have  the 
natter  postponed  until  to-day  a  week,  at  which  time  I  can  be 
present 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  knows  that  I 
^ould  go  a  long  way  to  do  anything  in  my  power  to  meet  his 
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convenience.  The  Senator  has  taken  an  active  interest  in  this 
matter,  and  attended  the  hearings.  Is  splendidly  versed  on  the 
question  of  cotton  growing  and  marketing,  and  should  be  present 
when  the  question  of  the  qualifications  of  the  nominees  for  the 
Farm  Board  come  up  for  considenition  by  the  Senate.  However, 
the  matter  has  been  deferred  for  a  long  while  ;  the  hearings  were 
postponed  a  considerable  time  to  meet  the  convenience  not  only 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  but  of  some  other  Senators. 
It  has  been  the  purpose  of  the  chairman  to  accommodate  the 
committee  to  the  fullest. 

I  think  that  if  we  may  meet  at  11  o'clock  to-morrow — and  we 
probably  will — and  get  started  at  that  hour  in  the  consideration 
of  the  matter,  the  flve  or  six  hours  left  during  the  remainder  of 
the  day  will  be  ample  properly  and  fully  to  consider  the  quali- 
fications of  those  nominated  as  members  of  the  board. 

I  need  not  remind  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  that  there 
are  only  three  members  on  the  board  whose  qualifications  were 
drawn  into  question.  I  presume  probably  the  argument  and 
discussion  will  be  limited  to  those  three,  or  probably  two.  I 
think  the  Senator  has  disclosed  to  the  country  his  probable 
questioning  of  the  qualifications  of  one  member.  I  feel  certain 
that  the  able  Senator  from  South  Carolina  can  present  his  views 
clearly  within  a  short  time,  say  35  or  40  minutes. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  will  allow  me.  I 
do  not  propose  to  take  up  any  considerable  time  myself,  but 
from  general  indications  I  was  afraid  that  the  matter  could 
not  be  closed  within  a  day.  However,  if  we  can  take  the 
matter  up  to-morrow  without  any  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate,  I  am  perfectly  willing  for  the  names  to  come  up  at  that 
time,  but  I  hope  I  will  be  present  when  final  action  is  taken, 
because  I  want  to  express  myself  by  vote,  in  part,  and  by  my 
exiiression  otherwise,  as  to  this  board. 

Mr.  SMOOT.'  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
that  perhaps  it  would  be  well  to  hold  a  night  session  to-night 
and  dispo.se  of  the  nominations  In  that  way. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a  matter  of  such  im- 
portance that  I  do  not  want  to  start  by  having  a  bad  taste  in 
the  mouths  of  Senators,  to  ask  them  to  come  here  to  confirm 
this  board  as  a  sort  of  a  side  issue.  I  do  not  believe  that  there 
is  a  memt)er  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
who  is  going  to  discuss  the  candidacy  of  any  one  of  these  men 
except  from  the  standpoint  of  what  was  revealed  In  the  in- 
vestigation of  the  men.  and  to  lay  before  the  Senate  what  they 
think  of  the  qualifications  of  the  appointees  as  evidenced  by  the 
testimony  of  each  one  of  them. 

I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  have  a  night  session  and  Just  run 
through  the  thing  in  a  pro  forma  way.  I  believe  we  ought  to 
have  a  discussion  of  the  matter.  It  is  more  important  to  the 
agricultural  interests  of  this  country  than  the  tariff  bill. 
Nothing  is  of  the  same  importance  as  for  us  to  get  this  farm 
relief  In  as  near  a  practical  form  as  possible,  and  It  Is  not  a 
matter  which  can  be  Just  set  aside  at  will. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  let  me  comfort  my  friend  from 
South  Carolina  by  saying  that  I  shall  not  move  for  a  night 
session.  I  realize  the  Importance  of  thi.s  matter,  and  the  con- 
venience of  the  Members  of  the  Senate,  and  I  shall  move  to- 
morrow at  11  o'clock  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consid- 
eration In  open  executive  session  of  the  nominations  of  members 
of  the  Farm  Board.  base<l  upon  a  favorable  report  of  the  Senate 
Conmilttee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Temiessee?    ^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.    For  a  question. 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  think  probably  I  have  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  yield  to 
me  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Oregon  a  question. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  When  will  the  hearings  be  printed  ?  If  we 
are  to  go  Into  the  matter  to-morrow,  I  hope  we  may  have  copies 
so  that  those  of  us  who  are  not  on  the  committee  may  look  into 
the  report  of  the  hearings  before  to-morrow. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  stated,  as  a  preliminary  observation,  that 
they  would  be  ready  this  afternoon.  They  have  all  been  printed 
in  separate  panrphlets.  They  will  be  bound  in  a  volume  ready 
for  distribution  this  afternoon,  and  will  be  on  Senators'  desks 
to-morrow  at  11  o'clock. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  We  would  like  to  have  copies  before  that 
time  if  we  can. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Senators  may  have  them  before  that. 


Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    For  a  question  only. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  from  Oregon  suggested  that 
he  is  going  to  move  to  take  up  the  nominations  so  that  they 
might  be  confirmed.  Is  the  Senator  from  Utah  golny  to  afree 
to  that  motion? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  I  think  the  Senator  will  ask  tmanimons 
consent 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  the  Senator  asks  unanimous  consent,  it 
can  not  be  granted  if  the  Senator  from  Utah  objects. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Let  us  decide  that  when  we  reach  it 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  S«iator  from  Utah  yield 
further  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No,  Mr.  President;  I  want  to  proceed  and 
discuss  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr   HARRISON.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  declines 
to  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  want  to  proceed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has  the 
floor. 

BTNISIOn    OF  THI  TABIFT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purpo.ses,  the  pending  question  being  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  McMastix]. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of 
Senators  to  the  amendment  now  before  the  Senate.  It  reads  as 
follows : 

Provided  further.  That  when  Congress  shall  have  under  consideration 
a  tariff  measure  the  Tariff  Commission,  upon  request  of  any  Member  of 
Congress,  shall  furnish  to  such  Member  all  information  at  its  command 
pertaining  to  the  coat  of  pt-oduction  of  any  article  under  consideration. 

The  Tariff  Commission  to-day  on  request  gives  all  the  Infor- 
mation except  that  which  is  prohibited  by  section  708  as  to  giving 
confidential  information. 

I  call  attention  to  section  706,    It  provides  as  follows: 

Sbc.  708.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  member  of  the  United  Sutes 
Tariff  Commission,  or  for  any  employee,  agent,  or  clerk  of  said  commis- 
sion, or  any  other  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States,  to  divulge, 
or  to  make  known  In  any  manner  whaterer  not  provided  for  by  law,  to 
any  person,  tbe  trade  secrets  or  processes  of  any  person,  firm,  ..copartner- 
ship, corporation,  or  association  embraced  In  any  examination  or  investi- 
gatiou  conducted  by  said  commUsiou,  or  by  order  of  said  commission,  or 
by  order  of  any  member  thereof.  Any  offense  against  tbe  provisions  of 
this  section  shall  l>e  a  misdemeanor  and  be  punished  by  a  fine  not 
exceeding  $1,000  or  by  Imprisonment  not  exceeding  one  year,  or  both. 
In  tbe  discretion  of  the  court,  and  such  offender  shall  also  be  dismissed 
from  office  or  discharged  from  employment.  Tbe  commission  aball  have 
power  to  investigate  the  Paris  economy  pact  and  similar  organizations 
and  arrangements  in  Europe. 

Mr.  President,  the  Tariff  Commission  furnishes  us  all  informa- 
tion which  is  not  given  to  it  v^th  the  distinct  understanding 
that  it  is  confidential. 

Mr.  McMASTER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield? 

Mr.  McMASTBR  I  just  want  to  question  the  statement  the 
Senator  made. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  can  question  It  after  I  get  through. 
I  am  stating  exactly  what  is  the  practice  of  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion. 

Mr.  McMASTEB.  The  Senator  is  conveying  misunderstand- 
ings all  the  while  to  the  8«iate.  I  merely  wanted  to  dear 
that  up. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Then  let  the  Senator  point  it  out  now. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  That  is  Just  what  I  wanted  to  do.  In  the 
flrst  place,  the  law  which  the  Senator  quotes  In  reference  to 
divulging  even  confidential  information  plainly  states  "unless 
otherwise  provided."  The  amendment  which  I  am  proposing 
to  attach  to  the  hill  Is  the  "  otherwise  provided,"  so  that  answers 
that  part  of  the  objection. 

Mr.  President,  in  regard  to  the  confidential  information 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  can  answer  that  in 
his  own  time.  He  has  already  talked  about  It.  Let  me  get 
through,  and  then  he  can  answer  me  all  at  once. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  declines  to 
yield. 
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lit.  SMOOT.  I  repeat,  Mr.  President,  the  Tarllt  Oominiaslon 
has  never  refused  InXormation  that  has  not  been  giren  to  it  in 
confldenee.  How  on  earth  woold  the  meml)er*  of  the  commia- 
sion  oTer  get  the  costs  of  goods  abroad  without  aaauring  the 
manufacturers  abroad  that  the  information  giren  to  them  would 
uot  be  dirolged  to  anyone  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  NORBIS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  jrield  for  a  qnestlon. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  the  law  which 
he  read  would  be  in  any  way  vic^ted  by  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota?  It  seems  to  me  that  the  am^d- 
mt'nt  of  the  Senator  does  not  conflict  with  the  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  me  read  the  amendment  again,  and  then 
the  Senator  will  see  that  it  does  conflict. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  think  that  would  be  a  good  idea. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  reads : 

That  when  Congress  sbaU  hare  under  conalderatloo  a  tariff  meaanirs, 
the  Tariff  Commission,  apon  request  of  any  Member  of  Congress,  shall 
furnish  to  surb  Member  all  information  at  its  command  pertaining  to 
tbe  cost  of  production  of  any  article  under  considermtioa. 

Mr.  NORBIS.  "  Pertaining  to  the  cost  of  production."  Now 
read  the  law  which  they  must  not  violate,  and  the  Senator 
will  find  what  they  are  prohibited  from  telling. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  How  can  they  ever  get  the  information  as  to 
cost  of  production  unless  they  go  Into  every  detail?  The  Tariff 
(Commission  was  created  to  find  out  the  cost  of  goods  in  a 
foreign  country.  If  they  can  not  find  it  out,  they  can  iive  no 
satii^factory  information  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
From  the  testimony  of  the  members  of  the  commission,  and  from 
other  statements  made  before  the  committee,  there  is  not  a 
doubt  but  that  if  it  were  understood  and  known  abroad  that 
the  Information  sought  was  to  be  made  public  here  to  all  their 
competitors,  the  members  of  the  commission  could  not  get  the 
information. 

Take  a  manufacturer  in  the  United  States  having  what  he 
considers  to  be  the  most  up-to-date  mode  of  manufacture, 
perhaps  not  known  to  others.  Is  it  po&sible  to  think  that  we 
ought  to  have  that  information  broadcast  throughout  the  coun- 
try? If  that  were  the  plan  adopted,  we  would  get  no  more 
information  out  of  a  concern  of  that  sort  than  was  absolutely 
dragged  out  of  it 

I  am  informed  by  the  Tariff  Commission  that  with  perhaps 
the  exception  of  one  or  two  foreign  countries  the  commission 
has  been  given  the  information  they  asked  for,  but  with  the 
distinct  understanding  that  it  would  be  confidential.  In  sum- 
ming up  that  information  they  make  their  report,  and  the 
reports  ks  a  whole,  not  in  detail,  are  not  only  given  lo  Con- 
gre.s8  but  given  to  the  country  at  large.  Without  the  assurance 
of  secrecy,  I  do  not  believe  any  sensible  business  man  would 
invite  any  member  of  the  Tariff  Commission  into  his  office  and 
into  his  plant  and  go  into  the  details  as  to  why  he  can  make 
his  goods  a  little  cheaper  than  somebody  else.  BusLaess  men 
would  not  do  that 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  just  a  moment  Under  the  present  condi- 
tions, brought  about  by  a  distinct  understanding  between  the 
repreeentatlves  of  the  Tariff  Commission  and  the  foreign  manu- 
facturers, the  commission  is  getting  now  at  the  cost  of  goods 
which  it  was  never  thought  could  be  obtained.  I  understand 
that  within  tbe  last  few  days  France  has  withdrawn  her  ob- 
jection to  oor  customs  attadi^  making  Investigation  Into  the 
cost  of  manufacture  of  goods  in  France,  but  France  would  not 
allow  It  for  years  past  simply  because  it  was  said  that  the 
information  which  was  given  could  be  used  againat  mamifac- 
tnrers  of  goods  of  a  similar  character  not  oaij  in  tills  country, 
but  other  countries  of  the  world. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  aa  not  finding  fbult  with  the  proposition  the 
Senator  lays  down  now.  but  I  wanted  to  direct  his  attention 
to  what  seems  to  me  to  be  the  fact  I  have  not  read  either  tbe 
law  or  tbe  amendment  except  as  the  Senator  stated  It,  hot  it 
seems  to  me  that  between  tbe  law  and  tbe  amendment  there  is 
no  conflict.  It  may  be  that  the  adoption  of  the  amendment 
would  make  it  necessary  for  the  Tariff  Cominlaaion  to  change 
Its  policy,  but  tbe  law  which  prohibits  it  and  its  employees 
from  giving  out  the  information  is  not  what  tbe  Senator's 
amendment  would  affect,  as  I  understand  it  It  may  be  that 
the  Tariff  Commission  gets  information  by  making  promises 
which  the  law  does  not  justify  its  members  in  making. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  there  is  no  limitation  on  the  information  because  it  says, 
**  fnrnlsb  to  such  Member  all  information." 
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Mr.  NORRIS.    All  information  as  to  what? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     "  At  its  conunand." 
Mr.  NORRIS.    Go  ahead ;  read  the  rest  of  it 
Mr.  SMOOT.     "Pertaining  to  the  cost  of  production  of  any 
Article  under  consideration." 

Mr.  NORRIS.  "  Pertaining  to  the  cost  of  production."  That 
ioes  not  mean  that  they  must  furnish  information  as  to  a  secret 
;  ormula  or  furnish  the  formula  itself. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  involved  in  the  cost  of  production. 
Mr.  NORRIS.    It  does  not  mean  anything  of  the  kind. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     How  conld  they  ever  arrive  at  the  cost  of  pro- 
uction  if  they  did  not  have  that  information? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     Suppose  the  cost  of  pro<luction  of  some  article 
as  50  cents,  they  would  say  the  cost  of  production  is  50  cents ; 
ut  suppose  the  manufacturers  liad  a  secret  formula  by  which 
hey  made  that  protluct  tliey  would  not  have  to  tell  tbe  Tariff 
ommission  what  the  secret  formula  was,  as  I  understand  it. 
may  be  wrong. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President  the  Senator  is  wrong.     If  that 

were  all  that  is  involved  in  finding  the  cost  of  proiluction,  there 

vould  be  nothing  to  it.     We  might  as  well  write  a  letter  and 

et  It  go  at  that.     But  the  representatives  of  the  Tariff  Com- 

oission  do  not  take  the  word  of  the  manufacturer  that  it  costs 

I  o  much,  whether  in  this  country  or  abroad.    They  go  directly 

o  the  books  of  the  company  and  check  the  cost  of  the  material 

hat  goes  into  the  article.    They  check  the  wages  paid  by  that 

nstitution  in  the  manufacture  of  the  article.     They  take  into 

onsideration  the  taxes  that  are  paid.     They   take  into   con- 

lideratlon  everything  that  is  involved  in  arriving  at  the  cost 

of  the  production  of  the  article.    If  there  is  a  secret  formula 

or  if  it  is  a  patented  article  that  is  made,  which  would  not 

(iffect  the  matter  very  much  here,  they  take  into  consideration 

I  (very  item  affecting  the  cost  of  production.     But  the  amend- 

nent  provides  that  they  shall  furnish  "  all "  information,  and 

iiat  is  the  most  important  information  of  all. 

Mr.  McMASTER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 

0  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  will  yield  for  a  question  only. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  We  slK)uld  straighten  out  the  matter  of 
just  what  the  cost  of  production  actually  reveals.  The  funda- 
mental elements  in  the  cost  of  production  are  labor  costs,  costs 
Df  raw  material,  overhead  or  business  management  expense, 
depreciation,  and  Interest  Thoee  are  the  principal  Items  of 
cost  Suppose  we  have  six  factories  engaged  in  the  same  line 
Df  Industry  and  one  of  the  factories  shows  lower  costs  than  Its 
competitors.  I  will  say  tliat  I  am  talking  now  about  the  ele- 
ment of  labor.  One  factory  sliows  lower  labor  costs  due  to  the 
fact  that  that  factory  has  a  secret  machine  in  a  secret  chamber 
which  saves  labor.  The  Tariff  Commission  know  no  more  about 
that  machine  than  does  tlie  Senator  from  Utah  or  I,  but  they 
do  know  what  the  cost  of  labor  is  in  that  factory  and  it  is 
easily  obtainable,  but  the  secret  process  is  not  divulged  nor  is 
the  secret  chemical  formula  divulged.  There  is  no  occasion  for 
divulging  either,  and  tbe  Tariff  C/ommission  know  no  more 
about  the  secret  process  or  the  secret  machine  or  the  secret 
chemical  formula  than  does  any  Member  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  they  do  know,  if  the  truth  is  told,  what 
saving  there  is.  and  that  saving  enters  into  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction. 

Mr.  McMASTER.    It  is  reflected  in  the  labor  cost ;  that  is  all. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  appears  to  the  investigators  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  and  if  that  information  is  made  public  then  the 
nstitution  itself  is  discriminated  against  by  the  giving  out  of 
hat  information.  If  it  is  to  be  made  public,  they  will  never 
ire  It  in  the  future. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  O  Mr.  President  in  the  first  place  that 
nformation  does  not  reveal  the  secret  procef*ses.  In  the  second 
lace  the  law  compels  them  to  give  the  Information.  It  compels 
be  factories  to  submit  themselves  to  the  insiiection  of  records 
ind  documents.  Tliey  mu«t  produce  any  evidence  they  have. 
The  Tariff  Commission  has  the  power  to  summon  witnesses. 
The  law  gives  It  the  power  to  obtain  the  information  and  it  Is 
not  within  tbe  power  of  the  manufacturing  concern  to  deny  tbe 
Information. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  of  any  law  enacted  by  the  Con- 
P'ess  of  the  United  States  which  would  compel  a  manufacturer 
in  France  or  in  any  foreign  country  to  divulge  such  infor- 
mation. 

Mr.  McMASTER.    O  Mr.  President 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  will  let  the  Senator  answer  in  his  own  time. 

1  do  not  want  to  take  any  further  time  of  the  Senate.  I  am 
nearly  through  with  what  I  desired  to  say  and  then  the  Senator 
can  take  tbe  floor  in  bis  own  right  and  reply.    Does  the  Senator 
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say  that  any  law  of  the  United  States  can  compel  a  manufac- 
turer in  France  to  divulge  information? 

Mr.  McMASTER.    The  Senator  from  Utah 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Will  the  Senator  answer  yes  or  no? 
Mr.  McMASTER.    I  am  going  to  answer  the  Senator. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes  or  no? 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Let  me  answer  that  question.  I  want  to 
show  how  ridiculous  is  the  manner  in  which  the  Senator  has 
presented  the  subject. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Then  the  Senator  can  do  it  in  his  own  time. 

I  decline  to  yield  any  further.     I  will  yield  for  an  answer  to  my 

question,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  yield  for  a  speech  in  my  time. 

Mr.  McMASTER.    I  will  answer  the  Senator  when  he  gets 

through. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  not  any  objection  to  the  Senator  doing 
that.  When  the  Senator  stands  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
and  says  that  we  can  enact  a  law  requiring  foreigners  to 

Mr.  McMASTER.  O  Mr.  President,  no  one  e^'er  made  such 
a  statement  as  that.  This  amendment  will  pertain  only  to 
American  industries. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  And  to  foreign  industries  as  welL  The  great 
question  is  to  find  out  what  the  cost  of  goods  In  a  foreign 
country  may  l)e  so  we  can  collect  duties  upon  them  when  they 
come  into  the  United  States  and  in  the  making  of  the  tariff 
to  know  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  between  the 
foreign  country  and  this  country.  That  Is  what  the  law  is 
for.  We  can  not  enact  a  law  here  that  will  compel  a  foreign 
manufacturer  to  tell  just  exactly  how  he  makes  his  goods,  the 
secret  processes  and  the  cost  of  producing  them,  if  he  defines 
to  divulge  that  information. 

Mr.  Pn^dent  I  have  not  any  objection 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Edob  in  the  chair).    Does 
the  Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
Mr.  HEFLIN.     May  I  ask  the  Senator  a  question? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  understand  it  is  not  the  puriwse  of  any 
Senator  to  make  anybody  expose  his  trade  secrets. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  that  la  not  the  amendment  I  am  speak- 
ing to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  But  my  understanding  Is  that  we  can  and 
must  ascertain  as  nearly  as  possible  about  what  it  cos^  to 
produce  a  given  article  We  can  not  go  into  the  secrets  ot  the 
production  and  take  away  any  of  the  trade  secrets  of  the 
manufacturer. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  statement  just  made 
by  the  Senator.  That  Is  what  the  Tariff  Commission  is  doing 
at  the  present  time.  But  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  that  Ls  before  the  Senate  provides  that  the  com- 
mission "shall  furnish  to  such  Member  all  Information  at  its 
command  pertaining  to  the  cost  of  production  of  any  article 
under  consideration."  In  other  words,  it  is  proposed  to  say  to 
the  Tariff  Commission,  "  If  you  have  any  secret  information  as 
to  goods  manufactured  in  any  foreign  country  or  in  the  United 
States  you  must  give  it  to  the  Members  of  Congress  when  they 
ask  for  it" 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Does  the  Senator  understand  it  to  mean  that 
the  manufacturer  would  have  to  give  up  his  trade  secrets? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  amendment  snys  "  all  Information,"  and 
that  Is  one  of  the  most  important  bits  of  information  the  Tariff 
Commission  collects  in  many  cases. 

Mr.  HEFI..IN.     I  am  in  favor  of  getting  the  Information  as  to 
the  cost  of  production. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    So  am  L 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  would  not  have  the  manufacturer  give  bis 
trade  secrets,  however. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Neither  would  I.  I  have  not  any  objection, 
nor  has  the  Tariff  Commission,  to  proceeding  as  far  as  section 
708  will  allow  them  to  go.  But  if  we  adopt  tlie  amendment  we 
would  be  able  to  ask  for  something  to  which  we  are  not  properly 
entitled.  If  the  provisions  of  the  amendment  were  enforced  and 
tlie  information  collected  up  to  date,  which  was  given  to  the 
commission  in  confidence,  was  divulged  to  any  Member  of  Con- 
gress, then  from  that  moment  on  we  would  never  get  any  more 
information.  I  am  sure  of  It  I  say  that  for  the  very  reason 
that  if  I  were  a  manufacturer  I  would  not  give  any  information 
under  those  circumstances. 

If  I  lived  in  a  foreign  country  and  the  Congress  of  tbe  United 
States  should  undertake  to  compel  me  to  give  all  information  as 
to  what  it  cost  me  to  manufacture  my  goods  and  how  and  when, 
and  what  they  consisted  of,  and  so  forth,  I  would  not  do  It ;  nor 
will  the  foreigners  do  It  anywhere  outside  of  the  United  States. 
We  can  compel  the  manufacturers  here  to  do  it  I  have  not  any 
doubt  that  If  the  bill  should  pass  we  could  compel  them  to  give 
the  Infwmation,  but  we  can  not  compel  the  foreign  manufac- 
turer to  do  it    The  American  manufacturer  is  in  competition 


with  the  for^gner,  and  if  we  can  not  secure  the  same  Infor- 
mation from  both  sources  it  will  not  do  us  any  good  to  get  the 
information  from  one  source  only. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President  first  I  wld)  to  say  that  tbe 
present  system  of  secrecy  is  simply  an  ingenious  system  that 
has  been  built  up  for  the  purpose  of  befuddling  the  minds  of  tlie 
public  and  of  ascertaining  the  information  in  secret  so  that  the 
public  will  be  in  the  dark  as  to  what  tbe  actual  inrestlgatlona 
revealed. 

In  reference  to  foreign  manufacturers,  the  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee  has  stated  the  case  correctly.  There  have 
been  only  two  or  three  cases  where  we  hare  been  able  to  Inspect 
the  books  of  foreigners  as  to  costs  of  production.  The  most 
notable  case  was  that  of  the  inspection  of  the  l>ook8  of  foreign 
manufacturers  of  plate  glass  in  Belgium.  That  is  the  most 
notable  instance  where  full  information  has  been  given  by  for- 
eigners in  reference  to  the  costs  of  production  In  their  factories. 
I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  I  have  in  my  posses- 
sion a  tdegram  which  represents  the  views  of  all  of  the  manu- 
facturers of  plate  glass  in  Belgium,  in  which  they  say  they  are 
perfectly  willing  that  Members  of  Congress  shall  have  all  the 
information  which  has  been  divulged  by  them  to  the  members 
of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Now,  in  reference  to  the  amendment  which  I  hare  offered.  If 
tbe  Senator  from  Utah  feels  that  It  does  encompass  foreign 
manufacturers,  which  was  not  Intended  by  me.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  limit  It  to  American  manufacturers.  The  Senator 
from  Utah  has  stated  time  and  time  again  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  that  we  have  been  unable  to  obtain  information  from 
foreign  manufacturers,  but  had  to  take  the  invoices  in  New 
York  in  order  to  determine  the  cost  of  production.  If  that  is 
true,  then  we  can  get  the  cost  of  the  American  manufacturers 
and  that  will  be  helpful  to  us.  However,  at  his  suggestion,  I 
am  perfectly  willing  to  Incorporate  a  modification  In  the 
amendment  limiting  the  securing  of  information  to  that  which 
may  be  obtained  from  American  manufacturers. 

Mr.  President  as  I  have  said  before  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  when  they  obtain  the  labor  costs  of  production,  no 
matter  whether  they  are  small  or  whether  they  are  large,  they 
do  not  reveal  any  secret  processes,  nor  how  those  labor  costs 
were  obtained.  If  the  overhead  management  and  the  business 
administration  expenses  are  lower  than  those  of  any  other  fac- 
tory, that  does  not  reveal  the  secrets  of  that  business  adminis- 
tration. Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  perfect  the  amend- 
ment with  the  words  which  I  suggested  a  moment  ago,  and  I 
hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to  say  now  that 
not  even  domestic  business  men  will  consent  to  reveal  to  their 
competitors  detailed  confidential  Information;  and  I  do  not 
think  they  ought  to  be  compelled  to  do  so  to  anyone  outside  the 
Tariff  Commission.  The  commission  obtains  information  as  to 
the  great  mass  of  production  from  all  sections  of  the  country 
with  all  manner  of  conditions  surrounding  the  manufacture  of 
particular  commodities  and  gives  it  as  the  commission  may 
decide  to  any  committee  of  Congress.  I  think  that  is  amply 
suflJcient 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to 
inquire  of  the  S«iator  from  Utah  whether  manufacturers  are 
not  required  to  reveal  their  costs  when  they  come  before  com- 
mittees of  Congress. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wiU  say  to  tbe  Senator  that  I  know  of  no 
committee  that  has  ever  pressed  the  matter.  They  have  not 
gone  into  detail. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  supposed  that  the  rule  was  for 
them  to  give  tbe  cost  of  production,  and  I  do  not  know  bow  we 
could  find  the  cost  of  production  without  the  Information. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  So  far  as  I  know,  the  committee  since  1909  has 
not  gone  into  detailed  costs  of  production.  We  take  that  from 
tbe  Tariff  Commission ;  the  Tariff  Commission  does  that.  They 
report  back  to  tbe  committee,  and  that  la  where  tbe  committee 
gets  tbe  information. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  We  never  had  a  tariff  commls- 
alon  before  19KI, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  know ;  bat  before  that  In  1909.  tbe  commit- 
tee simply  weighed  the  testimony  that  was  before  it 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  is  news  to  me  that  we  are  en- 
deavoring to  enact  tariff  l^slation  on  the  basis  of  tbe  differ- 
ence in  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad,  and  yet  we  do 
not  have  any  Information  from  the  domestic  manufacturer  even 
as  to  the  cost  of  such  production. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  we  obtain  that  Information  through  the 
Tariff  Commission.  The  members  of  the  committee  have  never 
made  such  an  investigation  either  before  the  creation  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  or  since.  Sometimes  when  the  question 
arose  tbe  committee  would  demand  information,  and  they  would 
fet  it  from  some  particular  company  which  had  asked  for  an 
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Increase  of  tariff.    That  has  been  done  In  iDdiridoal  casesv  bat 
not  as  to  a  whole  industry  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  with  my  present  views  I  shall 
8iipiK>rt  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Sonth 
Dakota  [Mr.  MoMastex].  The  Repablican  Party  has  announced 
at  various  times  that  it  has  adopted  as  a  formula  in  levying 
tariff  duties  the  differ«ice  <rf  cost  at  h(»ne  and  abroad.  The 
Democratic  Party  has  insisted  upon  a  competitive  tariff,  one 
that  will  not  give  a  monopoly  to  the  domestic  producer  but  will 
preserve  c<HDpetition,  whether  resulting  from  domestic  produc- 
tion or  from  imporU*.  In  order  that  this  formula  may  be  effec- 
tive the  domestic  costs  must  be  ascertained  and,  so  far  as  pos- 
sible, foreign  costs  of  competing  commodities.  My  inquiries 
have  led  me  to  the  conclusion  that  there  is  as  much  difficulty 
in  finding  domestic  costs  as  in  obtaining  data  conceraing  for- 
eign costs.  I  have  been  told  by  one  of  the  most  competent  rep- 
reiientatives  of  the  Treasury  Department,  who  spent  a  number 
of  years  in  Ehirope  in  the  interest  of  the  Oovernment,  that  he 
experlraced  Irat  little,  if  any.  difficulty  in  ascertaining  costs  of 
production. 

In  Germany  there  are  many  avenues  for  obtaining  informa- 
tion as  to  coBts.  The  various  indnstrial  organizations  have 
available  costs  of  production  and  the  Government  itself  has 
checks  by  which  to  determine  production  costs.  There  have 
been  a  number  of  instances  where  representatives  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  have  not  been  successful  in  getting  manufacturers' 
costs  hi  foreign  countries,  but  my  information  i.s  that  in  some 
instances  at  least  the  foreign  manufacturers  were  not  at  fault. 
An  examination  of  some  of  the  reports  made  by  the  Tariff 
CommisMioo  as  to  domestic  costs  furnish  no  convincing  evidence 
of  the  acrunic7  or  value  of  the  same. 

The  cost  of  investigations  under  the  flexible-tariff  provisions 
can  not  be  regarded  as  satisfactory.  It  has  lieen  shown  that 
costs  involved  in  the  production  of  commodities  cov^ed  a  wide 
range  of  difference;  that  is  to  say,  the  tost  of  manufacturing 
and  producing  the  same  commodity  presents  most  astounding 
extremes.  This  situation  is  found  in  the  cost  of  agrtculturul 
products  as  well  as  manufactured  products.  The. inefficient  and 
the  marginal  producer  show  cost  sheets  that  reveal  the  difficulty, 
if  not  the  impossibiiity,  of  the  producers  continuing  in  business. 
Investigation  showed  that  in  many  industries  and  lines  of  pro- 
duction commodities  were  produced  at  a  loss,  and  a  considerable 
number,  or  a  limited  number,  produced  commodities  at  prices 
very  much  lower  an<l  at  a  very  large  profit.  My  information  is 
that  the  Tariff  Commission,  for  the  purpose  of  as(*ertaining 
domestic  costs,  sent  questionnaires  to  manufacturers  and  pro- 
ducers of  various  articles.  Without  in  any  way  impugning  the 
motives  of  those  returning  the  questionnaires,  I  tliink  it  may 
be  said  that  such  returns  are  not  an  accurate  basis  for  the 
determination  of  domestic  costs. 

I  do  not  think  that  Congress  has  been  furnished  with  evidence 
of  the  cost  of  production  of  thou.sands  of  commodities  embraced 
within  tariff  schedules.  Usually  in  the  preparation  of  tariff 
bills  interested  persons,  largely  manufacturers  and  producers 
of  raw  and  semifinished  products,  appear  and  make  requests 
for  tariff  rates.  They  appear  before  the  Wajs  and  Means  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  and  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate 
and  make  representations  as  to  the  importance  of  tariff  duties. 
It  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  their  requests  are  not  always 
moderate.  Indeed,  an  examination  of  tariff  hearings  reveals 
that  many  of  those  appearing  l)efore  these  committees  demand 
rates  so  high  that.  If  granted,  an  embargo  would  result.  Tariff 
rates  with  respect  to  many  items  have  been  so  high  that  imports 
linve  been  prohibited.  I  have  examined  the  testimony  of  many 
witnesses  who  appeared  when  tariff  bills  were  under  considera- 
tion, and  I  do  not  recall  that  In  the  con^ deration  c^  any  sched- 
ule a  full  and  cMnpIete  statement  was  made  as  to  the  cost  of 
production  and  the  various  factors  which  should  be  taken  into 
account  when  laying  tariff  duties. 

It  may  be  that  the  Tariff  Commission  may  have  difficulty 
in  obtaining  accurate  costs  of  production  here  and  abroad,  but 
it  seems  to  me  that  whatever  information  is  obtained  Congress 
is  entitled  to  it  when  it  is  called  upon  to  enact  tariff  legisla- 
tion. Certainly  American  industries  which  seek  tariff  duties 
should  be  willing  to  make  a  full  disclosure  to  Congress  of  their 
costs  of  production.  They  base  their  demands  for  tariff  duties 
upon  the  alleged  differences  of  costs  at  home  and  aturoad  and 
should  therefore  be  williag  to  make  prof ert  of  their  costs.  I 
recall  an  instance  where  an  InvesrigMtion  was  conducted  by 
the  Tariff  Commlasion  under  the  flexible  provisions  of  the  tariff 
act  and  the  applicant  for  increased  duties  insisted  that  the  cost 
of  production  was  such  as  to  require  additional  duties.  The 
organisation  opposing  the  increase  sought  to  learn  what  the 
costs  were,  and,  as  I  am  advised,  the  commission  refnsed  to  dis- 
close its  ooet  data,  or  at  least  the  factors  employed  in  determin- 
ing such  costSL    The  opponent  of  the  Increase  was  thua  pre- 
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ented  from  meeting  the  claim  of  the  applicant  for  the  increase. 
':  "hereupon  an  application  was  made  for  a  writ  of  mandamus  to 
(ompei  the  commission  to  disclose  the  facts  which  it  claimed 
1 0  have  as  to  the  cost  of  production  of  the  domestic  commodity, 
'he  court  interpreting  the  present  law  denied  the  writ.  The 
lesult  was,  of  course,  that  the  opponent  was  unable  to  meet  the 
<  laim  of  the  applicant  that  his  costs  were  so  high  as  to  require 
Additional  duty. 

1  think  that  the  law  should  be  amended  so  as  to  reqtiire  a  full 
disclosure  of  the  costs  of  production  in  order  that  the  facts 
nay  be  known  and  that  the  commission,  the  courts,  and  Con- 
i  ress  itself  should  be  advised  as  to  the  c<^>8ts  when  it  comes  to 
1  ling  tariff  rates.  The  costs,  Mr.  President,  are  not  trade 
.«ecrets,  but,  as  I  understand,  the  view  is  taken  by  those  oppos- 
iag  the  amendment  that  they  are.  The  amendment  does  not 
feek  information  concerning  trade  secrets  but  merely  Informa- 
tion as  to  cost  of  production. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  we  will  again  have  a 
1  'ariff  Commission  that  will  properly  function  and  be  of  service 
t )  Congress  and  to  the  country.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  we  will 
lave  a  commission  that  will  be  a  real,  genuine  fact-finding  or- 
ganization, an  organization  that  will  without  fear  or  favor 
c  Etrry  out  the  law  and  bring  to  Congress  accurate  information — 
f  lets  and  data — upon  which  it  may,  with  confidence,  rely,  when 
1    undertakes  tariff  legislation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  upon  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
II^cMastkb]  as  modified. 

Mr.  Mc.MA.STER.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  absence  of  a  quorum  being 
t^ggested,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
Answer  to  their  names : 

Smith 

Hmoot 

Sleek 

Stelwer 

Stephenn 

Hwanson 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Town«»^nd 

Trammel! 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Masa. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wheeler 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-one  Senators  havinj 
inswered  to  their  names,  there  is  a  quorum  present.  The  ques- 
lon  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South 
>akota  [Mr.  McMASTca]  as  modified,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chicf  Clerk.    On  page  814,  at  the  end  of  line  24,  under 
"Reports  to  President  and  Congress,"  after  the  word  "year" 
ind  before  the  period,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  a  colon  and  the 
ol lowing  proviso: 

Provided  further.  That  when  Congreas  shall  hare  under  consideration 
)  tariff  measure,  the  Tariff  Commission,  upon  request  of  any  Member  of 
Congress,  shall  furnish  to  such  Member  all  informatioa  at  Its  command 
|«rtaining  to  the  coat  of  production  of  any  article  under  consideration 
1  aanufactured  In  the  United  States. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
o  the  amendment  as  modified. 

Several  Senators  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  hear  all  of  the  amend- 
ment as  the  clerk  read  it.    May  I  ask  that  it  be  read  again? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  restate  the 
4iuendment,  as  modified. 

The  am^idiuent,  as  modified,  was  restated. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  I»resldent,  when  the  Senator  from  South 
;  )akota  [Mr.  McMastexI  submitted  an  independent  resolution 
iomewhat  similar  to  this,  an  amendment  was  suggested  by  the 
Itenator  from  Nel>raska  [Mr.  Norris]  to  protect  such  information 
rs  had  been  received  by  the  Tariff  Commission  under  a  pledge 
j  (f  secrecy,  or  an  agreement  that  It  should  remain  confidential, 
t  seems  to  me  that  the  same  question  Is  raised  by  the  pending 
tmendment.  A  very  large  amount  of  highly  confidential  in- 
1  ormation  has  been  given  to  the  Tariff  Commission  by  Ameri- 
<an  manufacturers,  who  could  not  be  conipt>lied  to  give  that 
ioformation  by  any  process  of  law.  I  know  that  because  I  re- 
I  nember  one  case  in  which  the  Tariff  Commission 

&Ir.  McM ASTER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  vleld? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  fr^  Penn- 
lylvania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 


J 

shurst 

Fletohrr 

Keyea 

I 

arkley 

Frazier 

King 

La  Follette 

1 

Ingham 

George 

lack 

OiUett 

McKellar 

lalna 

Glass 

McMaster 

lease 

Glenn 

McNary 
Metcalf 

;orah 

Goff 

iratton 

Ooldstmrongh 

Nortwck 

irock 

Greene 

Norris 

Irookhart 

Hale 

Nye 

apper 

Harris 

Oddie 

araway 

Harrison 

Orerman 

'onnally 

Hastings 

Patterson 

bpeland 

Hatfield 

Phipps 

ousens 

Hawes 

Pittman 

utting 

Hayden 
Hrflin 

Ransdell 

>ale 

Reed 

>«iaen 

Johnson 

Robinson,  Ind 

mi 

Jones 

Schall 

Wga 

Kean 

Sheppard 

'eaa 

Kendrlck 

Simmons 
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-  Mr.  REED.  In  a  moment.  As  I  say,  I  remember  one  case  in 
which  the  Tariff  Commission  endeavored  to  compk  the  produc- 
tion of  the  cost  sheets  of  a  manufacturer  of  an  American  prod- 
uct :  and  the  United  States  district  court  held  that  that  could 
not  be  compelled  by  the  Tariff  Commission  without  a  violation 
of  the  constitutional  amendment  relating  to  unreasonable  search 
and  seizure. 

I  now  ylrfd  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  McMASTBR.  May  I  c-aU  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  to  section  233?  I  shall  not  ask  him  now  to 
stop  to  read  the  whole  section;  but,  in  effect,  it  gives  to  the 
Tariff  Commission  power  to  inspect  the  books  and  records  and 
documents  of  all  manufacturing  corporations,  to  subpoena  wit- 
nesses, and  to  obtain  any  other  Information  pertaining  to  the 
costs  of  that  industry  as  related  to  the  cost  of  production. 
That  is  what  the  law  says  that  the  Senator  has  here,  which  he 
is  going  to  vote  for ;  and  what  does  that  law  mean  if  it  does  not 
mean  what  it  says? 

Mr.  REED,  In  the  first  place,  the  law  might  mean  it,  but  if 
It  required  an  unreasonable  search  the  law  would  not  be  valid. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Then  this  law  that  we  are  passing  is  uncon- 
stitutiojal? 

Mr.  REED.  No ;  not  at  all :  because  It  must  be  read  In  con- 
nection with  section  335,  which  makes  unlawful  the  disclosure 
of  the  trade  secrets  of  any  person  or  corporation.  The  two  sec- 
tions were  adopted  at  the  same  time  and  must  be  construed 
together. 

Mr.  McMASTER  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  my  amend- 
ment does  not  propose  to  reveal  any  trade  secret  or  secret  process 
or  secret  chemical  formula,  or  any  other  secret. 

Mr.  REED.  But  the  cost  statements  of  a  manufacturer  are 
trade  secrets,  and  have  been  so  held  within  the  meaning  of  this 
se<'tion. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  They  were  so  held  only  in  this  way,  Mr. 
President :  That  private  parties  In  the  United  States  applied  to 
the  Trade  Commission  for  certain  costs  of  production,  and  the 
matter  was  taken  to  the  court,  and  it  was  overruled  ;  but  the  law 
itself  was  not  called  In  question  In  reference  to  that  decision,  or 
an  amendment  similar  to  the  one  I  am  proposing  here.  I  admit 
that  under  the  law  as  It  exists  a  private  individual  can  not  go 
to  the  Tariff  Commission  and  obtain  any  information  which 
they  consider  confidential ;  but  In  my  amendment  we  have  elimi- 
nated all  confidential  Information. 

Mr.  REED.  If  the  Senator  has  eliminated  all  confidential 
information,  I  should  have  no  objection  whatever  to  his  amend- 
ment ;  but  I  do  not  see  that  he  has  done  it.  Will  the  Senator 
point  out  how  that  is  done? 

Mr.  McMASTER  First,  Mr.  President,  the  law  Itself  gives 
to  the  Tariff  Commission  the  right  to  investigate  the  books, 
documents,  and  records  of  these  concerns  in  reference  to  the 
cost  of  production.  It  does  not  say  that  the  commission  shall 
have  the  right  to  investigate  their  trade  secrets,  their  secret 
processes,  or  any  other  secrets  they  may  have  in  connection 
with  their  business ;  but  It  does  give  them  the  power  to  investi- 
gate the  costs  of  production.  My  amendment  calls  for  that  in- 
formation which  the  Tariff  Commission  have  been  empowered 
under  the  law  to  obtain. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pwinsyl- 
vanla  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Would  not  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  be  read  in  ccmnection  with  section  335,  just  as  the 
other  provision  to  which  the  Senator  has  referred  is  read  in 
connection  with  that  section? 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  it  would.  I  am  not  so  sure  of  it  as  I 
would  be  if  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
had  been  adopted  by  the  same  Congress,  and  at  the  same  time ; 
but  after  all,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  differ- 
ence between  any  of  us.  All  that  I  would  propose  in  the  way 
of  a  modification  of  the  amendment  now  pending  is  a  provision 
that  no  Information  should  be  thus  furnished  if  the  divulging 
of  It  was  a  breach  of  good  faith.  Surely  the  Senator  does  not 
want  any  Information  the  production  of  which  would  be  a 
breach  of  the  national  good  faith. 

Mr  McMASTER.  The  difficulty  with  the  proposition  sub- 
mitted by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  is,  as  I  pointed  out  on 
the  floor  this  afternoon,  that  the  law  gives  the  Tariff  Ccwnmis- 
slon  the  power  to  obtain  this  Information ;  and  then  the  Tariff 
Commission,  in  the  face  of  that  law,  sends  out  the  following 
statement  In  connection  with  all  of  its  questionnaires  to  every 
manufacturing  concern  in  the  United  States : 

It  Is  understood  that  the  costs  of  individual  firms  will  be  held  strictly 
confidential  and  are  for  the  exclusive  use  of  the  Tariff  CommiiMlou. 


Tbey  will  be  puhllshed  or  revealed  oaly  in  the  form  of  averagw,  or  so 

as  not  to  reveal  the  operations  of  individual  manufacturers. 

They  have  sent  out  that  statement  in  connection  with  every 
questionnaire  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  law  has  empowered 
them  to  obtain  that  information ;  and  then,  by  sending  out  this 
statement  with  their  questionnaire,  of  course  they  have  obtained 
all  of  their  information  pertaining  to  the  cost  of  production 
under  a  promise  of  secrecy.  The  object  ot  my  amendment  is  to 
prevent  the  Tariff  Commission  from  sending  out  statements  of 
that  nature  and  obtaining  that  information  under  a  promise  ot 
secrecy  when  there  is  no  occasion  or  need  for  it 

Mr.  REED.  Very  well.  Then  would  the  Senator  be  willing 
to  limit  his  amendment  to  information  hereafter  obtained? 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Yes;  I  am  perfectly  wlUiug  to  do  that, 
because  I  realized  after  introducing  the  resolution  the  other  day 
to  obtain  information  now  in  the  possession  of  the  Tariff  Coht- 
mission  that  there  were  many  Senators  who  would  not  care  to 
vote  for  that  resolution  because,  as  a  result  of  sending  out  this 
statement,  that  information  had  been  obtained  under  a  promise 
of  confidence :  and,  of  course,  there  is  merit  In  that  wmtentlon. 
What  I  am  trying  to  do  is  to  do  away  with  the  possibility  of 
the  Tariff  Commission  obtaining  information  under  this  sort  of 
a  promise  when  there  is  no  ijecesslty  for  It.  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing to  provide  in  the  amendment  that  it  shall  apply  only  to 
information  which  is  obtained  in  the  future. 

Mr.  REED.  Then  would  the  Senator  be  willing  to  Insert  the 
words  "  hereafter  obtained  "  after  the  word  "  information  "? 

Mr.  BORAH.  Is  that  necessary,  Mr.  President?  There  is  no 
objection  to  it:  but  this  could  not  apply  to  anything  except 
what  Is  obtained  after  this  law  is  passed. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  so  regard  it.  Tlie  Tariff  Commission 
has  In  its  files  to-day  information  obtained  under  this  promise 
of  secrecy.  Under  this  amendment.  If  it  become  law,  any  Sena- 
tor might  call  for  information  going  right  back  to  the  beginning 
of  the  Tariff  Commission's  files. 

Mr.  BORAH.    This  can  not  beconre  law  until  the  bill  is  passed 
and  signed  by  the  President,  of  course. 
Mr.  REED.    That  is  correct 

Mr.  BORAH.  So  far  as  this  measure  Is  concerned,  we  can 
get  no  Information  under  this  amendment  We  can  only  get  It 
in  the  future,  when  we  are  legislating  with  reference  to  future 
tariffe. 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  correct 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from   Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 
Mr.  REED.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  FESS.  If  the  confidential  provision  Is  Inserted,  so  as  to 
protect  tliat  sort  of  information,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  ought 
not  to  limit  it  to  American  manufacturers,  because  we  are  con- 
sidering the  difference  In  the  coat  of  production  when  we  con- 
sider tariff  measures ;  and  of  what  use  would  the  cost  of  Amer- 
ican production  be  to  us  If  we  did  not  have  the  cost  of  foreign 
production? 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  of  very  much  use; 
but  I  was  going  to  i>oint  that  out  later  as  an  additional  objec- 
tion to  the  amendment  even  if  It  is  modified  as  I  have  sug- 
gested. 

Mr.  FESS.  When  I  read  the  amendment  first  I  thought  there 
was  no  objection  to  it.  I  thought  I  should  probably  vote  for  It ; 
but  I  should  like  to  have  a  certain  type  of  Information  pro- 
tected. Otherwise,  we  would  not  get  It ;  and  then  I  should  like, 
of  course,  to  extend  k  to  European  mannfacturei's. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  just  made 
it  plain  that  he  is  not  willing  that  the  Tariff  Commission  in  the 
future  shall  obtain  information  under  a  pledge  of  secrecy. 
Mr.  McMASTER.  Pertaining  to  the  costs  of  production. 
Mr.  REED.  I  accept  that  as  a  statement  of  his  attitude ;  but 
I  do  not  like  It  myself,  because  it  means  that  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion will  get  next  to  nothing  in  the  way  of  accurate  information 
In  the  future.  Every  manufacturer  of  any  consequence  who 
knows  that  his  cost  sheets  are  going  to  be  laid  before  Congress 
on  request  of  any  Senator  or  Representative  Ig  going  to  decline 
to  furnish  them  until  the  courts  have  forced  him  to  do  so.  He 
is  going  to  plead  the  protection  of  the  bill  of  rights  against  what 
he  will  call  an  unreasimable  search,  and  I  think  in  most  canes  be 
will  succeed  in  preventing  the  compulsory  production  of  that 
information. 

Senators  have  only  to  look  at  this  case  of  the  P^slc  Products 
Co.  against  Tlie  United  States.  I  do  not  remember  the  volume 
of  the  Federal  Reporter  In  which  it  Is  reported,  but  It  was  a 
case  in  the  United  States  district  court  In  Pennsylvania ;  and  It 
was  held  there,  without  appeal  by  the  Government,  that  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  could  not  force  the  production  of 
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the  coeit  sheets  of  a  certain  chemical  that  the  Nary  Department 
was  usin;;. 

Mr.  BORAH.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRB8IDBNT.  Doea  the  Senator  from  Pennayl- 
ranla  further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  We  do  not  desire,  of  conrae,  to  aecnre  Informa- 
tion which  ia  protected  by  the  Constitntlon  of  the  United  Statea 
under  the  search-and-aelsure  dauae.  prorided  the  parties  do  not 
desire  to  give  It  np.  If  they  voluntarily  give  It  njf,  it  might  be 
very  nsefnl  to  hare,  but  we  might  not  want  it 

Mr.  REED.    They  might  not  voluntarily  give  it  np. 

Mr.  BORAH.  We  could  not,  under  thia  amendment,  force 
them  to  give  np  that  informati<xi. 

Mr.  REED.  Thia  amendment  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
action  of  the  Tariff  Commission  In  getting  the  information  from 
the  manufacturer.  This  amendment  would  compel  the  Tariff 
Commission  to  give  the  information  to  as  after  It  had  gotten 
it  from  the  manufacturer. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Precis^;  but  they,  knowing  what  the  law 
was,  if  this  amendment  were  agreed  to,  would  exercise  their 
discretion  as  to  whether  or  not  they  would  give  the  information 
to  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  REED.  Absolutely:  and  that  is  why  I  find  fault  with 
the  amendment,  because  the  Tariff  Commission  will  not  in  the 
future  be  able  to  get  the  information  which  it  has  been  getting 
in  the  past.  . 

Mr.  BORAH.  If  the  Tariff  Commission  sends  out  for  reports 
as  it  has  done,  and  acquires  all  the  information,  practically, 
under  a  pledge  of  secrecy,  we  would  not  be  able  to  get  any  in- 
formation at  all,  probably. 

Mr.  REED.  We  have  to  trust  somebody.  If  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission gets  the  most  intimate  information  from  each  manu- 
facturer, iu  composite  report  to  us  is  accurate,  and  we  all  trust 
it  I  think  we  are  all  agreed  that  th«e  must  not  be  any  viola- 
tion of  the  national  good  faith  in  this.  No  Senator  could  dis- 
agree with  that  sUtement  I  am  perfectly  agreed  with  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota ;  he  does  not  want  to  violate  that 
national  promise  and  natl<Mial  good  faith,  and  so  he  ia  willing 
to  limit  the  amendment  to  the  future.  But  I  say  that  even  if 
we  do  that  we  are  going  to  dry  up  those  sources  of  information 
which  we  need  in  legislating  Intelligently. 

Mr.  McMASTER.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yieLi? 

Mr.  REEU).  I  yidd  for  a  question  or  a  short  statement  but 
I  do  not  want  to  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  McMASTER    I  am  not  going  to  ask  the  Senator  to  yield 

It  is  very  easy  to  draw  a  word  picture  of  the  conditiOD  which 
will  prevail  if  this  ami^dment  shall  be  agreed  to,  namely, 
that  the  industrlea  of  the  country  will  refuse  to  divulge  any 
of  thia  information,  even  though  the  able  attorney  from  Penn- 
sylvania does  lisve  a  law  which  gives  them  the  power  to  do  so. 

I  recall  that  a  few  days  ago  in  the  Senate  these  same  Senators 
told  us  how  Impossible  it  was  to  obtain  any  information  from 
foreign  producers,  and  that  if  that  information  were  to  be 
divulged  to  the  Members  of  the  Senate  It  would  be  a  violation 
of  national  honor,  all  of  which  la  true.  They  drew  a  wonderful 
wonl  picture  of  that  situation. 

The  mi»<n  industry  of  a  foreign  country  whid»  has  been  in- 
vestigated by  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  whose  books  have 
been  open  to  the  Tariff  Commission,  is  the  plate-glaaa  Industry 
of  Belgium;  and,  as  was  said,  the  information  obtained  from 
those  manufacturers  was  obtained  under  aj?romise  of  confldence 
and  secrecy,  and  it  waa  stated  that  they  would  absolntelj  resent 
it  being  divulged  to  the  Membos  of  the  Senate. 
--  I  thought  I  would  investigate  that  matter,  and  I  have  within 
my  po0se88i<m  a  cablegram  which  represents  all  of  the  plate- 
glass  manufacturers  of  Belgium,  wherrin  it  is  stated  that  they 
are  willing  to  reveal  to  the  Members  of  Congress  all  of  the 
costa  of  production  which  have  been  revealed  to  the  Tariff 
Commission,  and  all  other  confidential  information  which  they 
have  imparted  to  the  Tariff  Commission-  So,  after  all,  when  a 
great  industry  is  going  before  the  masses  of  the  people  asking 
for  a  special  privilege  which  Involves  many  millions  of  dollars, 
they  are  going  to  be  perfectly  willing  to  divulge  such  infor- 
mation. 

As  r  stated  a  few  moments  ago  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
when  any  one  of  these  industrial  corporations  desires  to  obtain 
a  tax  rebate  they  go  before  the  Treasury  Department  and.  If 
the  decision  is  against  them,  they  take  an  appeal  from  the 
decision  and  It  must  be  taken  before  the  Court  of  Tax  Appeals. 
Many  of  those  caaea  involve  all  of  the  costs  of  prodacticn,  and 
in  sQch  a  caae  aU  of  those  costa  must  be  revealed  before  the 
Court  of  Tax  Appeala,  a  public  record  is  made,  and  it  la  open 
to  tbe  Inspection  of  every  dtiaen  in  the  land.    Circomatancea 
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cha  Bge  wonderfully  the  attitude  of  a  company  toward  revealing 
ita  costs  of  production. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr,  President,  may  I  answer  those  two  state- 
meits?  rirst  in  the  plate-glass  investigation,  the  action  of 
the  Tariff  Commission  was  delayed  about  two  years  because  of 
the  flat  r^'osal  of  any  Belgian  manufacturer  to  give  that  Infor- 
mation. They  absolutely  declined  to  give  the  costs  of  prodne- 
in  any  factory  in  Belgium.  It  was  only  after  years  of 
that  one  factory  rtjowed  a  willingness  to  do  it  and  that 
ry  produced  for  much  leas,  as  I  recall  It  than  the  average 
.Hginm,  and  because  the  others  thought  it  was  going  to  hurt 
their  interests  to  have  that  factory  taken  as  typical.  It  waa 
onlV  then  that  they  (^lened  up  and  gave  us  the  information  on 
thei  others. 

r.  McMASTER.    Mr.  President  may  I  make  Just  an  obser- 
va4on  at  that  point? 
r.  REED.    Certainly. 

r.  McMASTER.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  states 
case  correctly.  Naturally,  when  an  American  agency  goes 
to  Belgium,  or  to  some  other  foreign  country,  desiring  to 
t  their  books,  they  would  have  a  hesitancy  to  allow  it; 
after  they  began  to  understand  and  comprehend  the  fact 
what  the  Tariff  Commission  wanted  was  facts,  and  prob- 
if  they  were  given  those  facts  it  might  redound  as  much 
e  benefit  of  the  Belgian  manufatiurers  as  to  the  American 
manufacturers,  they  all  agreed  to  divulge  the  costs.  Then  they 
agreed  to  do  it  only  under  the  promise  of  secrecy  so  far  as 
the  Tariff  CcHnmission  is  concerned,  but  after  they  have  gotten 
t>et:er  acquainted  with  Americans  and  American  conditions 
thajt  have  more  faith  in  the  purpose  for  which  the  information  la 
red,  they  have  gone  the  full  measure  and  are  willing  to 
ge  all  of  that  information,  both  confidential  and  otherwise, 
is  simply  the  natural  history  of  the  development  of  that 
of  a  thing.  Other  foreign  manufacturers,  when  they  begin 
derstand  that  what  America  wants  is  actual  facts,  I  think 
he  future  less  and  less  will  we  have  trouble  in  regard  to 
obtaining  the  information  pertaining  to  the  costs  of  production 
abroad,  and  that  they  In  the  end  will  be  perfectly  willing  to 
dhulge  that  information  to  the  Members  of  Congress  for  the 
pu  iKwe  of  aiding  them  In  legislating. 

:  Ir.  REED.  Mr.  President  the  best  answer  to  that  Is  to 
reiiember  the  great  number  of  cases  In  which  the  Tariff  Com- 
mi»ion  was  absolutely  unable  to  get  any  information  of  the 
fo]  elgn  costs  and  was  driven  to  the  use  of  foreign  Invoice  values 
as  circumstantial  evidence  of  the  foreign  cost  of  production. 
Tlat  led  to  a  long  dispute,  settled  only,  finally,  by  an  Attorney 
Goierars  opinion  that  It  was  permissible  to  take  invoice  values 
asTcircumstautial  evidence  of  costs. 

It  is  true  that  the  plate-glass  manufacturers  of  Belgltmi,  after, 
ye  irs  of  education,  found  that  It  was  probably  to  their  interest 
to  make  a  frank  disclosure,  but  they  are  almost  unique  In  the 
gr  at  throng  of  foreign  manufacturers  who  are  shipping  to  this 
CO  mtry.  I  recall,  for  examine,  the  French  cast-iron  pipe  found- 
ri(  s.  They  met  us  very  frankly  and  fairly  and  did  give  us  mudi 
in:  ormation. 

}*n  some  cases  the  Tariff  Commission  has  been  able  to  get  the 
ormation  under  a  pledge  of  secrecy,  and  this  amendment  of 
coiirse,  would  not  affect  that,  because  It  relates  only  to  the 
Ai  lerican  production.  But  I  venture  the  statement  that  the 
eflclency  and  usefulness  of  the  Tariff  Commission  will  be  cut 
In  half  If  It  ceases  to  be  possible  for  them  to  get  Information 
in  confidence  on  their  pledge  that  they  will  not  disclose  it  The 
amendment  will  make  that  impossible,  and  It  means  that  In 
m<ire  than  half  the  cases  the  manufacturer  will  decline  to  fnr- 
nli  ih  that  comprehensive  information  until  and  unless  the  courts 
fo:  ce  him  to  do  so. 

It  is  all  well  enough  to  say  that  Information  Is  given  In 
Infmne-tax  returns,  and  that  they  are  frequently  made  public 

contests  before  the  Board  of  Tax  Appeals  or  with  the  Bureau 

Internal  Revenue.  The  Senate  will  see,  when  It  gets  the 
Information  from  these  Income-tax  returns,  that  It  Is  the  most 
miager  evidence  Imaginable  of  production  costs.  The  Senate 
w  11  see,  when.  In  response  to  Its  resolution.  It  gets  the  Informa- 
ti<o  from  the  Treasury  about  these  concerns  which  have  been 
named,  that  It  La  {tactically  Impossible  to  learn  from  them  the 
CO  it  of  production  of  any  article  in  the  United  States.  So  that 
thi  statement  that  their  fiscal  affairs  are  made  public  in  tax 
contests,  while  It  is  true  as  far  as  It  goes  Is,  nevertheless,  not 
at  all  InciHisistent  with  my  statement  that  the  cost  information, 
w  lich  Is  so  vital  to  us.  Is  not  made  public  in  that  way. 

iir.  McMASTER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

!kfr.  REBH).  I  will  yield  the  floor  in  a  moment.  Has  the 
Senator  a  question  he  wants  to  ask? 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  would  like  to  correct  a  statement  the 
a<  nator  has  made ;  that  is  all 
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Mr.  RBED.    Let  me  finish ;  I  am  almost  through 

Mr.  McMASTER.    Very  well. 

Mr.  REED.  To  sum  It  up,  then,  Mr.  President,  I  think  there 
are  three  reasons  why  this  amendment  should  not  be  adopted  • 

First,  it  is  a  violation  of  the  national  honor  in  the  form  In 
which  It  stands,  because  It  compels  the  disclosure  of  information 
which  our  Government  has  gotten  from  its  citieens  under  the 
governmental  pledge  of  nondisclosure. 

Second,  if  adopted  it  will  dry  up  to  a  large  extent  the  sources 
of  information  for  the  Tariff  Commission  In  the  future  and 
whether  we  have  a  fiexible  tariff  or  not.  whether  the  duty  of 
the  Tariff  Commission  will  be  to  advise  C()ngres8  only,  or 
whether  it  Is  to  have  these  other  duties,  is  of  no  moment  •  the 
very  existence  and  value  of  the  Tariff  Commission  depends  on 
the  accuracy  of  Its  information,  and  whether  we  be  Republican 
or  I>emocrat,  we  ought  to  want  to  have  that  information  as 
accmate  as  possible,  and  this  amendment  strikes  a  blow  directly 
at  its  accuracy. 

Finally,  for  a  third  reason.  It  Is  wholly  unfair  and  almost 
useless  to  require  the  production  of  the  cast  accounts  of  Ameri- 
can concerns  and  deny  us  corresiwnding  Information  relating  to 
foreign  concerns,  and  that  Is  what  this  amendment  does. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,     I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question. 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  for  that  purpose,  then. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  the  Investigations  which  have  thus  far 
been  made  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  to  what  extent  has  it  been 
necessary  for  them  to  withhold  the  Information  which  they  have 
obtained? 

Mr.  REED.  In  practically  every  case  they  have  these  Item- 
ized cost  accounts  from  each  American  producer.  They  make 
a  compf»slte  account  from  the  mass  of  them,  and  publish  that 
for  our  use  and  for  the  President's  use,  but  they  do  not  make 
public  in  any  case  the  accounts  of  particular  concerns. 

Mr.  BARKI..EY.  To  what  extent  has  It  been  necessary  for 
them  to  withhold  Information  obtained  from  foreign  manufac- 
turers of  articles  which  they  have  Investigated? 

Mr.  REED.    They  have  followed  the  same  procedure  there. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  how  many  cases  have  they  withheld 
Information? 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  I  would  be  safe  In  saying  In  huudretls  of 
cases.  They  have  made  123  comparative  studies.  I  should 
say  that  In  practically  every  one  of  those  they  have  obtained 
confidential  information  both  here  and  abroad,  at  least  here  In 
every  case  and  abroad  In  many  cases. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  the  Senator  contend  that  that  confi- 
dential Information  can  not  be  obtained  In  the  United  States,  or 
is  he  limiting  that  statement  to  competitors  in  Europe  when  he 
says  they  will  not  furnish  the  Information  If  It  Is  not  to  be 
regarded  as  confidential? 

Mr.  REED.  If  it  is  not  to  be  regarded  as  confidential  nobody 
will  fumlKh  It  without  a  fight  We  can  not  compel  it  abroad  at 
all.  and  it  is  questionable  whether,  under  the  bill  of  rights,  It 
can  be  com|)eIled  here. 

Mr  BORAH.  The  first  objection  which  the  Senator  has  to 
the  amendment — that  It  would  be  calling  for  information  which 
has  heretofore  been  secured — could  be  easily  remedied,  and  I 
dare  say  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  would  be  willing  to 
accept  an  amendment  by  Inserting  the  words  "hereafter 
obtained." 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accept  such  an 
amendment. 

Mr.  REED.  Why  does  not  the  Senator  perfect  his  amend- 
ment, then? 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
will  yield  a  moment  I"  order  to  perfect  the  amendment  pending, 
I  win  Include  In  It  the  words  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
Idaho. 

Mr.  BORAH.  In  line  5.  after  the  word  "  information,"  insert 
the  words  "  hereafter  obtained." 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the 
amendment  as  It  would  read  If  so  modified. 

The  Chid-  Cusk.  The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  modifies 
his  amendment  to  read  as  follows:  On  page  314,  line  24,  after 
the  word  "  year."  Insert  : 

Provided  furtKer,  That  when  CongrAw  shall  have  andor  consideration 
«  tariff  meaaure,  the  Tariff  Commission,  upon  request  of  any  Memlter 
of  Congress,  shall  furnish  to  such  Member  all  information  hereafter 
obtained  at  its  command  pertaining  to  the  cost  of  production  of  any 
article  under  consideration  manufactured  in  the  United  Statea. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  just  a  few  words  more  and  I 
shall  have  finished.  There  is  a  fourth  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment which  had  not  occurred  to  me  until  this  moment,  and 


that  Is  that  It  Is  utterly  nnneoessarf.  I  have  Jnst  been  look- 
ing at  the  report  of  the  commlssiou  (»n  linseed  oil  and  I  think  It 
is  typical  of  all  their  reports  of  this  character.  On  page  67 
of  that  report  they  give  the  cost  of  production  of  the  separate 
mills  in  the  United  States.  They  give  every  element  of  infor- 
mation that  the  Senator's  amendment  would  call  for  but  they 
suitress  the  identity  of  the  different  mills  and  distinguish  them 
by  number. 

Mr.  McMASTER.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  RERD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  In  the  Investigation  of  the  plate-glass  In- 
dustry by  the  Tariff  Commission  and  In  their  report  thereon 
they  revealed  only  what  tl>ey  calied  the  weighte<l  average  cost 
of  production.  I  personally  requested  from  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion the  costs  of  the  Individual  factories.  That  information  was 
denied  me.  Then  I  made  the  statement  that  If  the  factories 
should  be  numbered  or  lettered  and  the  costs  given  In  reference 
thereto.  It  would  be  satisfactory.  That  information  in  regard 
to  plate  glass  is  denied  the  Members  of  Congress.  In  Just  one 
reiMJrt  have  they  given  that  detail.  If  It  Is  not  necessary  to 
apply  the  amendment  If  it  should  become  the  lew.  that  is  aU 
well  and  good ;  but  in  the  majority  of  cases  It  will  be  neces-sary 
to  invoke  the  provision  In  order  to  get  the  information. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  anticipated  what  I  was  just  about 
to  say.  There  are  some  Industries  in  which  the  number  of 
pro<lucer8  Is  small.  There  are  some  reports  in  which  there  are 
only  three  iM-oducers  involved.  The  commission  there  has  fur- 
nished a  composite  statement  or  weighted  average  statement: 
that  is  true.  In  tbe  matter  of  plate  glass  I  think  the  Senator 
is  wrong.  If  the  Senator  will  look  at  page  48  of  the  commis- 
sion's report  on  plate  glass  he  will  find  13  American  factories 
whose  costs  are  separately  given  and  they  are  identified  by 
initials  only ;  that  is.  by  the  letters  A.  B,  C,  D,  and  so  on.  The 
Senator  will  find  that  on  page  48  of  the  conunission's  report 
on  Plate  glass. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  'ttie  kind  of  Information  given  In  that 
report  Is  absolutely  valueless  In  so  far  as  anv  Member  of  the 
Senate  Intelligently  considering  the  plate-glass'  schedule  Is  con- 
cerned. There  Is  no  question  about  It  I  do  not  wish  to  take 
the  time  of  the  Senator,  but  I  think  I  could  ask  50  questions 
pertaining  to  the  plate-glass  Industry  which  ought  to  be  re- 
vealed In  the  report,  and  from  that  reiwrt  the  Senatw  could 
not  answer  a  single  one  of  the  questions. 

Mr.  REED.  I  can  find  from  that  report,  just  on  the  two 
pages  where  I  am  looking,  the  individual  separate  costs  of 
13  American  factories,  and  I  can 

Mr.  McMASTER.    Oh,  yes,  Mr.  President  but  the  Senator 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  am  willing  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  at  the  end  of  each  and  everi- 
sentence,  but  not  in  the  middle  of  each  sentence. 

I  can  find  from  this  report  the  Individual  factory  costs,  labor, 
materials,  power,  and  so  on,  of  13  American  factories,  and  the 
similar  costs  of  8  Belgian  factories— all  that  Congress  could 
possibly  ask  for  Intelligent  legislation  on  the  subject.  Any- 
thing more  than  timt  Is  merely  singling  out  the  factories  by 
name  to  give  Information  to  their  competitors  In  this  country 
and  abroad,  information  which  no  man  has  the  right  to  ask 
from  his  Government  about  his  competitor.  It  is  an  abuse  of 
the  processes  of  government  when  we  get  to  using  It  to  Inform 
one  c(Hnpetitor  about  his  adversary's  private  business.  When 
Congress  knows  that  Factory  A  can  produce  plate  glass  for 
39.66  cents  per  square  foot,  Congress  knows  all  it  needs  to 
know. 

Mr.  McMASTER.    Oh,  no,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  REED.  And  It  does  not  need  to  know  whether  that 
factory  happens  to  be  controlled  by  Mr.  Mellon,  or  any  other 
gossip  that  has  really  no  bearing  upon  the  Justice  of  the  tariff. 

Mr,  McMASTER.  Mr,  President  In  regard  to  the  Senator's 
statement  that  the  cost  of  production  of  plate  glass  In  a  par- 
ticular factory  Is  39.50  cents  a  square  foot  and  that  Is  all  that 
any  Member  of  the  Senate  ought  to  know  about  the  subject,  I 
wish  to  say  that  as  one  Individual  Member  of  the  Senate'  I 
would  like  to  know  why  ihose  costs  are  39.56  cents  per  square 
foot  I  want  to  know  if  excessive  salaries  are  paid  to  the 
officials  of  that  company  which  bring  up  the  weighted  cost 

I  want  to  know  further  than  that  if  the  factory  has  reftised 
to  Install  some  of  the  latest  labor-saving  devices  that  would 
greatly  reduce  the  cost  of  production.  There  Is  a  great  deal  of 
Information  that  I  as  an  Individual  would  like  to  have  and  to 
know,  although  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  may  not  care 
to  ascertain  any  of  that  Information  and  would  be  perfectly 
willing  to  accept  the  statements  that  are  made  without  even 
questioning  any  of  thent. 
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Mr.  REED.    Mr.  Pretldent 

The   VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does   the    Senator   from    South 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Petmsylrania? 
Mr.  McMASTER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  If  the  Senator  will  look  at  page  48,  he  will  find 
that  the  labor  costs  in  factory  A  are  7.06  cents  and  that  the 
salaries,  which,  of  coarse,  are  included  in  general  of&ce  OTer- 
head,  amount  to  1.5  cents. 

Mr.  McMASTER,  It  is  very  easy  to  read  those  fignresi  But 
first  we  do  not  know  the  aize  of  the  factory  and  we  do  not 
know  the  number  of  square  feet  of  plate  glass  the  factory  is 
producing.  We  have  to  have  all  of  that  information  in  order 
to  read  intelligently  the  statement  the  Senator  Is  reading  to  ns 
now.  It  is  very  easy  to  quote  tlieae  statements,  but  when  we 
get  down  to  definite  information,  so  we  can  hare  an  intelligent 
couceptioD  of  the  industry  as  a  whole  and  individually,  there  is 
nothing  In  the  report  that  conveys  that  information. 

Mr.  REED.  On  the  other  hand,  it  gives  us  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction of  13  different  American  factories.  If  we  fix  the  tariff 
so  as  to  protect  the  lowest  cost  producer,  so  as  to  protect  only 
that  one  which  is  most  effici^it,  then  we  have  done  our  duty  to 
the  industry. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  When  we  can  get  the  information  we  can 
determine  for  ourselves  the  kind  of  schedule  that  we  are  going 
to  write  and  who  It  is  going  to  protect ;  but  we  want  the  infor* 
mation  in  regard  to  the  individual  companies  which  is  not 
contained  in  the  statement  to  which  the  Scstator  has  referred. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  McMASTER.    I  yield. 

~Mr.  EDGE.  I  assume  the  same  yardstick  will  be  followed 
when  we  consider  the  agricultural  schedules,  as  to  whether  a 
farmer  is  a  good  fanner  or  a  bad  farmer? 

Mr.  REED.    No ;  I  asaore  the  Senator  it  will  not  be  followed. 
Mr.  McMASTER.    There  will  not  be  much  attention  paid  to 
agricultural  questions  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  or  the 
Senator  from  PennsylTania. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  had  known  whereof 
he  speaks  he  would  have  learned  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  has  developed  a  lers  large  amount  of  conscientious  and 
intelligent  appUcatlon  to  that  problem  and  that  he  was  one  of 
those  who  worked  hardest  on  those  questions  in  the  Finance 
Committee. 
--Hr.  EDGE.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  REED.  He  made  up  for  prerioos  inexperl^iee  In  farm- 
ing by  a  devotion  to  the  subject  Uiis  summer  that  I  think  did 
him  high  credit. 
Mr.  EDGE.  X  again  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  REED.  If  Senators  will  think  but  a  moment  about  the 
Information  now  available  to  them,  they  will  realise  that  In- 
efficiency in  production,  obsolete  methods,  high  salaries,  and  all 
the  other  elements  the  Senat(Hr  from  South  Dakota  has  men- 
tioned operate  to  increase  costs  and  furnish  an  American  cost 
of  i>roduction  that  does  not  deserve  ixt>tection.  We  will  all 
admit  that ;  but  when«we  protect  only  the  most  efficient  Amer^ 
lean  producer  as  shown  by  the  separate  costs  that  are  giren  we 
allow  the  inefficient  to  carry  the  burden  <A  his  inefficiency  and 
we  are  not  protecting  him. 

It  does  not  matter  in  the  least  to  me,  however  much  it  may 
to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota,  whether  the  most  efficient 
producer  that  we  are  protecting  is  John  Smith  ft  Co.  or  John 
Jones  ft  Co.  I  do  not  care.  Whichever  one  is  least  effideot  is 
not  protected  against  his  inefficiency.  That  is  all  I  am  ocm- 
cemed  about,  that  we  are  protecting  the  best  of  American  In- 
dustry and  not  the  worst 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  would  the 
Smator  from  South  Dakota  be  willing  to  accept  an  amendm^it 
to  bis  amendment  which  I  am  now  about  to  lurc^pose?  I  do  not 
know,  but  it  may  destroy  the  purpose  the  Senator  has  in  mind 
in  asking  for  the  information  desired.  I  suggest  that  at  the 
■end  of  his  amendment  the  following  language  be  added: 

PrufHded,  Tbst  mcb  InfonaatlMi  do«a  not  diadose  tb*  costs  of 
IndlTidaal  maoittactartrs  or  producers. 

Mr.  McMASTER.    No,  Mr.  President ;  I  could  not  accept  that 
amendment. 
Mr.  WAU9H  of  Massachusetts.    Then  I  shall  not  press  it 
Mr.  BORAH.    Mr.  President,  the  amendment  is  now  in  such 
form  that  it  calls  for  such  information  as  is  hereafter  acquired. 
Then  it  calls  for  such  information  concerning  any  particular 
coounodlty  which  is  under  consideration  at  any  particular  time 
in  CongreiM.    I  hare  this  In  mind  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  when 
I  am  casting  my  TOte:  If  the  manufacturers  come  to  the  Con- 
gress addng  for  protection  or  for  duties  or  for  increased  duties 
upon  the  comraodlties  which  they  produce,  there  is  rerj  little 
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InfM- mation  whi<*  they  ought  to  Withbold  from  the  Congress 
unde'  such  circumstances.  They  are  in  the  attitude  of  seeking 
from  CoDgresm,  as  It  were,  iHotection  or  favor,  and  Congress 
must  act  upon  the  fuUest  information  in  order  to  arrire  at  a 
prop<  ir  conclusion  as  to  what  is  ren.eonable  protection. 

TfaRt  being  true,  what  can  the  manufacturer  in  good  con- 
scieoM  withhold?  There  may  be  on  occasion  a  particularly 
secret  method  or  device  which  he  would  not  want  his  competi- 
tors ;o  know,  but  that  is  a  rare  Instance  and  perhaps  would  be 
prott  cted  wadex  tlie  Constitution  and  perhaps  such  a  thing  would 
not  I  e  sought  seriously  by  Congress  itself.  But  generally  speak- 
ing, lealing  with  thi.s  and  that  commodity  where  the  manufac- 
tura  is  before  us  asking  for  protection,  ornst  he  not  In  good 
faith  disclose  his  full  hand?  Must  he  not  give  us  all  the  infor- 
matim  that  he  lias?  It  seems  to  me  upon  that  theory  that  the 
manufacturer  can  hardly  say  that  he  is  being  harassed  or  in 
any  pvay  mistreated  when  he  is  simply  asked  for  the  informa- 
tion upon  which  he  requests  Congress  to  give  protection. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amei  dment  of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  MoMastee], 
as  modified. 

Ml .  SMOOT.    Let  us  have  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Tt  e  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  proceeded 
to  ci  11  the  roll. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BuktonI.  I 
traniifer  that  pair  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Baoc  K]  and  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts  (when  his  name  was  called). 
I  an  paired  with  the  junior  .Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Hm  BT],  and  therefwe  am  not  free  to  vote.  If  I  were  at  Uberty 
to  v(  ite,  I  should  vote  "  yea." 

Tie  roll  call  was  concluded. 

M  '.  PESS.    I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs: 

Tlie  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Allen]  with  the  Senator  from 
ArlQinsas   [Mr.   Robinson]; 

Tlie  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moecs]  with  the 
Senitor  from  Louisiana  (Mr.  Bboussaro]  ;  and 

Tie  Senator  frwn  Kentn<4Ey  [Mr.  Sacxttt]  with  the  Senator 
fro4  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Blcasi:]. 

Mt.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator 
fro4  New  Yotk   [Mr.  Waonb],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 


[Mr 
the 


TiiOMAs],  the  Senator  from  Missouri   [Mr  Hawks],  and 
Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  StbckJ  are  necessarily  absent  on 
offlc  al  business. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  the 
Juni>r   Senator  from  Tennessee    [Mr.   Bbock]    is  detained   on 
offlc  al  business. 
T  le  result  was  announced — yeas  47,  nays  20,  as  follows : 
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Fletcher 

ITraxler 

George 

Glan 

Glenn 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hayden 
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Johnaon 

Jones 
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Kendrlck 

King 

La  FoUetts 

McKellar 

McMnstpr 

McNary 

Norbeclc 

Norrls 

Nye 

Overman 

Pittmao 

Ransdell 
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Qoldslwrougli 

Greene 

Hale 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Kean 

Keyes 

Metcalf 


Oddie 

Patterson 

Phipps 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Smoot 

Stelwer 

Townsend 


.\Bhi  rst 
Barllcy 
Blaci 
BUi  le 
Bonb 
Bral  ton 
Brodcbart 
Capi  ler 
Can  way 
Oon)  tally 
Coui  ens 
Cntt  tng 


Bini  tiam 
Copi  land 
Dal( 
Deo  ten 
Edg! 

F(»8I 

QUiftt 
Gofl 


Allea 
Bleise 
Bnx* 
Bro  issard 
Bur  :on 

s|o  Mr.  McMasteb's  amendment,  as  modified,  was  agreed  to. 

i  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  amendment  is  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Sim- 
MOf  s],  which  will  be  stated. 

»  CHJUor  CuDtK.  In  section  330,  on  page  325,  after  line  16, 
it  ik  proposed  to  insert  the  following : 

(  I)  Definition  of  costs  of  transportation :  Costs  of  transport ntl on  for 
tbe  purposes  of  this  section  sbsll  be  held  to  Include,  in  so  far  as  appli- 
cab  e,  freight  charges  and  all  other  charges  Incident  to  transportation, 
iaclndiog  transit  insurance,  costs  of  landing  and  unloading,  and  port 
charges  and  landing  charges.  These  costs  shall  be  computed  to  such 
piii  dpal  market  or  markets  of  the  United  States  as  may  most  nearly 
I  Inst  ire  equal  competitive  opportanity  to  domestic  articles  and  like  or 
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Goald  Pine 

Haves  RoMitson,  Ark. 

Hebert  Sackett 

Howell  8bip«tead 

Moms  Sbortrldge 


Schall 

Sheppard 

Simmons 

Smith 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Trammel! 

Tydlngn 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Wheeler 


Fandenberg 

Walcott 
Warren 
Waterman 
Watson 


Steek 

Thomas,  Okla. 
Wagner 
Walsh,  Mass. 
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similar  fljreign  articles  In  the  principal  consuming  region  or  regions  of 
the  United  States.  If  this  purpose  may  be  best  accomplished  thereby, 
such  costs  on  domestic  articles  and  on  like  or  similar  foreign  articles 
shall  be  computed  to  different  principal  markets  of  tbe  United  States. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  it  wUl  be  recalled  that  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons] 
a.s  a  .substitute  to  the  part  of  the  bill  affected  was  adopted  after 
a  very  hard  fight,  and  in  laying  down  the  rule  for  the  guidance 
of  the  Tjiriflf  Commission  In  equalizing  the  difTorence  in  cost  of 
production  here  and  abroad  it  was  provided  that  the  cost  of 
transportation  should  be  taken  into  consideration.  It  will  also 
be  recalled  that  when  the  bill  came  out  of  the  committee  the 
majority  of  the  committee  recommended  that  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion In  equalizing  the  differences  as  to  conii>etitive  conditions 
should  take  into  conpideratlon  the  cost  of  transportation  to  the 
port  of  Imimrtation,  which  was  objected  to. 

Ever  since  the  Tariff  Commission  has  had  authority  under 
the  flexible  provision  to  raise  duties  50  per  cent  over  the  duties 
expressed  in  the  law  the  question  of  transportation  has  been 
most  Important.  It  Is  one  over  which  the  commissioners  have 
divided  more  frequently  perhaps  than  over  any  other  question 
before  them.  At  first  some  of  the  commissioners,  in  attempting 
to  equalize  the  difference  between  the  cost  here  and  abroad  took 
the  position  that  the  cost  of  trans|)ortation  should  not  be  taken 
into  consideration  at  all.  It  was  only  after  the  Attorney  (Jen- 
eral,  following  the  submi.ssion  to  him  by  the  Tariff  Commission 
of  a  communication  seeking  his  opinion  with  reference  to  trans- 
portation costs,  had  advised  that  in  considering  the  difference 
between  the  cost  here  and  the  cost  abroad  the  question  of  trans- 
portation should  be  con.sldered  that  the  commissioners  began 
to  consider  that  phase  of  the  subject,  and  when  they  did  so,  in 
their  recommendations  in  every  case  perhaps,  or  In  almost  every 
case  at  any  rate,  they  divided  as  to  what  the  transportation 
costs  should  be. 

In  the  celebrated  log  case,  for  Instance,  Involving  the  competi- 
tion of  Canadian  logs  with  the  logs  of  the  Northwest,  there 
was  a  division  in  the  commission,  some  of  them  h(»lding  that  the 
transportation  on  Canadian  logs  down  to  Bellingham — I  believe 
that  was  the  point — should  be  reckoned  so  that  American  logs 
should  l>e  given  the  benefit  of  transpoii^ation  costs  to  Bellingham 
on  Pupet  Sound,  althouKh  In  that  case  it  was  shown  that  very 
few  American  logs  went  that  far.  When  the  commission  placed 
on  the  American  log  the  additional  cost  of  transportation  to  that 
point  It  naturally  gave  that  much  more  protection,  but  they 
finally  agreed  upon  that,  with  some  niodiflcatlons. 

This  amendment  changes  the  rule  that  was  recommended  by 
the  C-ommlttee  on  Finance.  As  I  have  stated,  in  reckoning  the 
cost  of  the  foreign  article  the  majority  of  the  committee  wanted 
to  Include  the  cost  of  transportation  to  the  point  of  Importation. 
Mr.  Pre.sldent,  you  can  see  the  Injustice  of  that.  For  instance, 
in  the  case  of  peanuts  which  we  import  from  China  the  port 
of  Importation  is  Seattle  or  San  Francisco.  In  reckoning  the 
difference  in  the  cost  of  production  of  those  peanuts  under  that 
definition  there  would  he  taken  into  consideration  the  cost  of 
transportation  from  China  to  Seattle  or  San  Francisco,  when 
as  a  matter  of  fact  the  competing  market,  the  port  of  entry,  is 
Chicago.  So  It  is  apparent  that  when  there  is  given  to  the 
domestic  peanut  producers,  say,  of  North  Carolina,  a  transpor- 
tation cost  from  North  Carolina  to  Seattle  or  San  Francisco  it 
really  adds  to  the  cost  of  the  domestic  article;  but  when  the 
cost  of  the  transportation  of  the  foreign  peanut  is  reckoned  from 
China  tp  the  port  of  Importation  at  Seattle  the  cost  of  production 
is  re<luce<l  greatly.  So  this  amendment  would  straighten  that 
out,  because  It  lays  down  the  rule — not  rigid  in  itself,  because 
it  is  to  be  used  in  the  discretion  and  good  Judgment  of  the  com- 
mission Itself — that  in  computing  these  costs  they — 

Shall  be  computed  to  such  principal  market  or  markets  of  the  United 
States  as  may  most  nearly  insure  equal  competitive  opportanity  to 
domestic  artlrleB  and  like  or  similar  foreign  articles  in  the  principal 
consuming  region  or  regions  of  the  United  States. 

Let  us  take,  for  Instance,  the  case  of  plate  glass  coming  in 
from  Belgium,  which  was  before  the  commission.  The  great 
consuming  area  is  In  Ohio  and  Michigan  and  that  section  of 
the  country.  The  great  point  at  which  it  is  consumed  is  De- 
troit, In  the  automobile  Industry;  and  the  commission,  in  con- 
sidering the  matter,  divided.  One  set  of  commissioners  wanted 
to  put  on  the  foreign  article  the  cost  of  transportation  from 
Belgium  to  New  York  and  from  New  York  to  Detroit ;  but  they 
found  that  that  was  not  exactly  the  center  of  consumption, 
although  the  prlnclpjil  point  of  consumption,  and  another  lot 
of  commissioners  took  the  view  that  Columbus,  Ohio,  would 
probiibly  be  the  more  equitable  place  from  which  and  to  which 
transportation  costs  should  be  reckoned.  The  plate  glass  made 
In  this  country,  of  course,  is  produced  in  the  great  Pittsburgh 
area ;  and  the  Pittsburgh  people,  under  that  definition  laid  down 


by  the  coiAmission,  got  the  cost  of  transportation  from  Pittsburgh 
to  Columbus,  Ohio. 

If  the  recommendation  of  the  Finance  Committee  on  plate 
glass  had  prevailed,  the  cost  would  have  been  borne  on  the 
foreign  article  from  Belgium  to  New  York,  and  on  the  domestic 
article  from  Pittsburgh  to  New  York — in  other  words,  greatly 
to  the  benefit  in  that  instance  of  the  domestic  plate-glass  people. 
Under  the  definition  that  we  have  proposed  it  would  be,  on  plate 
glass,  .such  a  figure  "  as  may  most  nearly  insure  equal  competi- 
tive opportunity  to  domestic  articles  and  like  or  similar  foreign 
articles  In  the  principal  consuming  region  or  regions  of  the 
United  States."  So  perhaps  in  that  case  the  wise  course  would 
have  t>een  that  followed  by  one  group  of  commissioners  of 
putting  it  upon  the  domestic  article  from  Pittsburgh,  the  place 
of  production  to,  say,  Columbus,  Ohio,  or  perhaps  several  pJaces 
out  in  that  consuming  area. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question  to  see  if 
I  understand  his  interpretation  of  the  amendment. 

Using  the  illustration  he  has  u-sed,  plate  glass,  if  Belgian  plate 
glass  were  Imported  to  New  York,  the  port  of  entry,  and  the 
Tariff  Commissicm,  in  addition  to  the  transportation  expense  to 
New  York,  added  the  transportation  expense  to  the  principal 
market,  assuming  that  to  be  Detroit,  in  that  event  the  Tariff 
Commission  would  add  the  cost  of  transportation  to  Detroit  in 
addition  to  commissicm,  freight,  and  so  forth.  That  is  correct, 
is  It  not? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  that  were  the  place  that  they  picked  out ; 
If  that  were  the  great  consuming  area. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  am  assuming  that  to  be  the  point  of  greatest 
consumption.  Then  that  additional  cost  of  transportation  all 
the  way  from  the  jwrt  of  entry,  New  York,  to  Detroit,  iK'lng 
added  to  the  total  cost,  would  necessarily  and  naturally  re<luce 
the  duty  to  that  extent,  would  It  not? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  That  Ls,  it  would  increase  the  cost  of  the 
foreign  article  to  that  extent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    The  same  thing. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Present  It  In  your  own  way ;  but  the  same  re- 
suits  are  obtained.  Now,  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard  or  along 
the  Pacific  seaboard — we  are  discussing  now  an  Importation 
from  Belgium,  so  we  will  make  the  Illustration  apply  to  the 
Atlantic  seaboard,  but  precisely  the  same  condition  would  apply 
on  the  Pacific  in  the  case  of  goods  coming  from  the  Orient— any 
plate-glass  producers  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard  would  then 
necessarily  be  at  the  disadvantage,  so  far  as  duty  is  concerned, 
that  would  be  represented  by  the  added  cost  of  transportatloa 
from  New  York  to  Detroit.    Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  the  Senator  has  left  out  the 
fact  that  in  the  case  of  the  domestic  article  there  is  taken  into 
consideration  the  cost  of  transportation,  say,  from  Pittsburgh, 
which  is  the  principal  place  of  production,  to  the  particular 
point  of  consumption. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  do  not  mean  to  leave  that  out  at  all.  I  realise 
the  amendment  also  contemplates  that  balancing  or  that  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Yes. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Nevertheless,  even  with  that  balancing.  If  I 
correctly  understand  the  intent  of  the  amendment,  the  pro- 
duce- along  either  one  of  the  seaboards,  when  the  point  of 
principal  distribution  is  In  the  Interior,  would  necessarily  be 
at  a  disadvantage  represented  by  the  difference  between  those 
costs. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  He  perhaps  would  not  be  at  as  great  an 
advantage  in  that  particular  area  as  he  would  be  in  the  other. 
If  we  should  make  it  the  cost  of  transportation  of  the  foreign 
article  to  New  York,  for  instance,  of  course  the  domestic  pro- 
ducer in  Pittsburgh  would  have  Just  that  much  greater  degree 
of  protection  and  would  have  a  complete  monopoly,  so  far  as 
transportation  is  concerned,  on  all  places  and  in  the  full  area 
west  of  Pittsburgh. 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator  as  to  that. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  is  bound  to  admit  that  if  one 
is  true,  the  other  is  true.  The  Pittsburgh  producer  would  have 
more  of  an  advantage  west  than  he  would  have  east. 

Mr.  EE>GE.  Under  the  present  system,  without  considering 
the  cost  of  transportation,  there  is  not  any  doubt  in  the  w<frld 
that  in  the  case  of  heavy  articles  imported  from  any  point  of 
production  across  the  sea  the  duty  protects  the  seaboard  and 
in  no  way  interferes  with  inland  producers. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  think  that  is  largely  true  in  many  in- 
stances. 
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Mr.  EDGE.    In  many  instances,  becanse  of  the  high  freii^t 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  think  that  is  true.  In  the  case  of 
cement,  plf  iron,  brick,  and  so  fortli,  the  area  right  along  the 
coast,  of  course,  is  the  point  that  is  protected. 

Mr.  EDGE.  In  otlker  words,  the  high  transportation  rates 
nndoobtedly  constitute  jost  tiiat  moefa  additional  protection; 
but.  on  the  other  hand,  the  Inland  prodncer  is  not  adversely 
alfected.  as  tie  has  tlte  same  tarifC  protection  glrea  to  the  manu- 
facturer on  tlie  seaboard. 

I  can  not  see  how  merely  balancing  or  attempting  to  balance 
the  domestic  frei^t  rates  from  Pittsbitrgh,  for  instance,  to  New 
York  or  any  other  vtAat  will  in  any  way  relieve  the  situation 
I  liave  described  at  the  manofacturing  conc«Ti  producing  plate 
glass  or  any  other  commodity  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard  when 
it  Is  compelled  to  meet  the  additional  coat  of  transportation 
caused  by  the  fact  that  that  expaise  is  included  in  computing 
or  reducing  the  duty. 

Through  this  amendment  you  practically  put  out  of  business 
the  manufacturing  interests  on  either  one  of  the  coasts,  espe- 
cially If  the  coofimodity  is  produced  anywhere  in  the  interior 
nearer  the  point  of  greatest  consumption. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  We  do  not  put  them  out  of  business  at  all. 
They  have  not  the  great  advantage  in  that  particolar  area  that 
they  might  hare  Inland ;  but  under  the  definition  of  the  cost  of 
transp(»tat40Q  as  laid  down  by  the  majority  of  the  committee 
on  all  inland  territory  American  industries  would  have  a  com- 
plete monopoly  of  the  situation. 

For  instance,  under  the  definition  laid  down  by  the  com- 
mittee, let  us  take  the  case  of  sugar.  Of  course,  we  are  bound 
to  admit  that  the  port  of  importation  is  New  York  in  the  case 
of  Cuban  sugar. 

The  great  consuming  area,  say,  for  sugar  produced  from  sugar 
beets  raised  out  in  Colorado  and  Utah  and  those  States  is  In 
the  Chicago  area  or  the  limit  of  the  area,  perhaps.  Just  east  of 
Chicago.  That  is  the  consuming  area  in  that  case.  Under  tlie 
definition  laid  down  by  the  committee  of  the  cost  of  producti<A 
of  Cuban  sugar  you  would  reckon  the  cost  of  transportation 
from  Cuba  to  the  port  of  New  York.  Then  when  you  undertook 
to  balance  the  cost  of  production  of  the  sugar  raised  from  su^r 
beets  in  the  West,  you  would  take  it  from  Utah  all  the  way 
across  the  country  to  New  York,  when  it  would  never  peach 
there  at  all,  because  no  one  who  understands  the  sugar-beet 
industry  will  contend  that  the  sugar  from  sugar  beets  ever  gets 
much  farther  east  than  Chicago.  But  the  fair  proposition  on 
that,  and  the  rule  laid  down  here,  would  be  that  when  you 
reckon  the  cost  of  transportation  on  the  domestic  article,  you 
take  it  from  the  principal  production  area  to  the  consuming 
area,  which  probably  would  be  Chicago  in  tlie  case  <^  domestic 
sugar,  and  figure  that  in. 

Then  there  would  be  a  competing  area  between  New  York  and 
Chicago  about  which  the  Cuban  sugar  and  the  beet  sugar  would 
fight :  but  it  would  be  a  fair  fight,  and  it  is  the  only  rule  that 
it  is  reasonable  to  lay  down.  If  you  lay  it  down  to  the  port 
of  importation  it  will  work  inequitably  in  many  instances;  and 
this  does  not  bind  the  commission  to  the  proposition. 
Mr.  EDGE.    That  is  very  fortiuiate. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  Is  not  a  rigid  rule;  but  it  points  out 
that  that  is  the  principle  upon  which  the  cost  of  production 
should  be  worked  out. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Will  the  Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  HARRISON.  Yes ;  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  EDGE.  The  Senator  can  see  very  plainly  that  I  am  dis- 
cussing this  matter  with  him  with  the  idea  of  bringing  out  the 
actual  Intent  of  the  amendmmt  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
amendment  would  act  as  a  distinct  hardship  on  the  manufactur- 
ing interests  on  either  coast  line  in  a  double  capacity ;  in  other 
words,  especially  00  these  heavy  commodities,  such  as  plate 
glasR,  cement,  and  so  forth.  As  it  is  now  they  can  only  dispose 
of  their  products  In  a  limited  area.  The  Senator  will  admit 
that.  In  other  words,  taking  cement  as  an  illustration,  they 
can  not  transport  cement  to  the  Middle  West  because  of  the 
tranj«portation  rates. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  On  all  heavy  goods  such  as  that  there 
must  be  a  limited  area. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Precisely.  Under  existing  conditions  they  have 
that  handicap.  In  other  words,  their  market  is  limited  to  the 
coast  simply  because  of  transportation  conditions  and  rates. 

Now.  you  prtipose  to  add  to  their  burden  another  handicap, 
that  when  anyone  imports  from  Belgium  or  any  other  country 
the  duty  will  be  reduced  to  that  additional  extent,  representing, 
as  I  have  already  stated,  the  cost  of  transportation  to  the  main 

distributing  point,  be  It  Detroit,  Chicago,  or  whatever  It  is 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Only  Detroit. 

Mr.  BDQB.  Adding  to  the  producers  along  the  coast  line  the 
additional  burden  of  having  that  much  less  tariff,  so  that  they 
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caij  not  compete  even  locally.    In  other  words,  they  can  not 
compete  at  ail. 

r.  HARRISON,    Does  not  the  Senator  adnrlt  that  Detroit, 
instance,  is  a  great  constiming  point  for  plate  glass? 
EDGE.    Oh,  I  used  that  only  as  an  illustration. 
HARRISON.    I  understand. 

EDGE.     I  am  not  sure.     I  really  should  imagine  that 
De^it  was,  with  all  its  motor  industry. 

HARBISON.    Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  if  that  la 

great  point  of  consumption,  if  some  plate  glass  coiues  in 

Belgium,  that  is  the  point  of  competition  between   the 

erican  plate-glass  producer  and  the  foreign  producer?    That 

point  of  competition  if  that  is  the  great  consumpticm 

t  there. 

r.  I<DGE.    I  admit  that ;  yes. 

r.  REED.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  there? 
r.  HARRISON.    If  that  be  true,  is  it  not  fair  to  enable 
Belgian  iK"oducer  who   sends  his   products  there  to  have 
red  the  cost  of  transportation  to  that  particular  place? 
r.  REED.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  an  In- 
ption? 
he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yie^d  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 
r.  HARRISON.    Just  a  minute, 
r.  REED.    Let  me  clear  up  the  assumption. 

HARRISON.  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  from 
Nejkv  Jersey  answer  my  question.  I  have  all  the  faith  in  the 
world  in  the  ability  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  but  I 
thiak  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  qualified  to  answer  my 
qu<  «tion. 
Mr.  REED.  Let  me  clear  up  the  Senator's  assumption,  first 
Mr.  HARRISON.  I  would  rather  have  the  Senat^>r  from  New 
Je:  sey  answer  my  question. 

Jr.  REED.  Detroit  is  the  principal  point  of  consumption, 
bu :  New  York  is  the  principal  market.  The  consumption  is 
m<  stly  of  plate  glass  made  by  Detroit  industries  for  themselves. 
Tie  principal  market  is  Brooklyn  and  New  York. 

Jr.  EDGE.    My  point,  when  interrupted  by  the  Senator  from 
Pe  ansylvanla,  is  that  now,  through  your  new  method  of  comput- 
ing the  duty,  you  take  away  the  market  in  New  York  from  the 
board  proilucer  of  plate  glass. 
r.  HARRISON.    No ;  we  do  not. 

r.  EDGE.  Oh,  yes ;  you  turn  it  over  to  Belgium  by  adding 
thi  difference  in  transportation  rates,  which,  of  course,  wIU  be 
deoucted  from  the  amount  of  duty  or  the  spread  between  the 
coft  of  production  at  home  and  abroad. 

r.  HARRISON.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  on  a  great 
ny  things  that  are  very  heavy  and  very  bulky  the  port  of 
imlportation  may  be  the  chief  competitive  point — ^for  instance, 
on  cement.  There  may  be  several  ports  of  importation  that 
w<uld  be  the  main  market  there.  In  the  case  of  pig  iron,  I 
sh>uld  say  the  port  of  importation  might  be  the  chief  point  of 
coisumption,  because  it  can  not  be  shipped  very  far  inland,  and 
so  on.  But  undM*  this  other  definition  you  g^ve  too  great  nn 
advantage  to  the  American  producer ;  and  we  ought  not  to  want 
to  get  anytliing  but  just  the  facts  to  equalise  competitive  differ- 
eni'es  In  this  country. 

While  there  Is  a  market,  may  I  say  to  the  Senator,  in  New 
Y<  rk  and  Brooidyn  for  plate  glass,  the  larger  amount,  manufac- 
tured here  and  imported  from  abroad,  is  consumed  or  used  in 
th  i  construction  of  automobiles  in  Detroit.  That  is  the  point 
of  competition,  and  from  that  point  trausportaticMi  costs  on  plate 
gli  iss  should  be  reckoned. 

\lr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Townsend  in  the  chair). 
IX  es  the  Senator  from  MiiiSissippi  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky? 

tfr.  HARRISON.    I  yield. 

kir.  BARKLEY.  Assuming  that  the  city  of  New  York  is  the 
pr  nclpal  market  for  plate  glass  competing  with  Belgian  plate 
gli  iss,  would  not  that  still  come  within  the  terms  of  the  amend- 
ment? 

r.  HARRISON.    Absolutely. 

r.  BARKLEY.  Becau.se  the  araendraent  provides  that  In- 
ad  of  being  the  port  of  entry,  it  shall  be  the  principal  mar- 
,  not  the  point  of  consumption  necessarily. 
o  that  the  Senator's  amendment  covers  the  situation  In  New 
Y4rk  and  Brooklyn  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  it  is  the  principal 
m  irket,  if  It  Is,  and  in  that  case  transportation  will  be  per- 
ra  tted  to  the  principal  market  from  the  factory,  or  wherever  the 
p<  Int  of  distribution  may  be,  and  that  equalizes  the  transpor- 
ts lion  on  the  imported  article  from  Belgium.  But  If  the  prin- 
d  »1  market  should  be  some  point  in  the  Middle  West  instead 
ol  New  York,  the  American  manufacturers  should  not  count 
fr  tight  charges  from  the  factory  to  New  York,  when  the  prod- 
» t  new  goes  there,  and  at  the  same  time  allow  the  importer 
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credit  only  to  the  port  of  entry,  which  may  not  be  the  principal 
market. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  is  absolutely  right.  Right  ii: 
line  with  what  the  Senator  has  stated,  let  me  take  the  case  of 
onions.  Undoubtedly  the  principal  consuming  region  for  onloni- 
is  the  Atlantic  seaboard,  been  use  the  onions  we  import  from 
Spain,  for  instance,  go  to  the  great  foreign  populations  up 
along  the  Atlantic  seaboard,  in  New  York  and  other  points,  and 
that  would  be  the  principal  p>ort  of  importation  to  which  we 
would  figure  the  co«t  of  transportation  from  Spain  and  from 
the  place  where  the  onions  are  raised  in  this  country. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  u-sing  an  illustration,  as  far 
as  1  am  concerned,  that  is  close  to  home,  let  us  take  fiuorspar, 
produced  in  Kentucky  and  across  the  river  in  Illinois.  The 
point  of  consumption  and  the  chief  market  also  is  chiefly  in 
Pittsburgh,  in  the  steel  mills,  because  fluorspar  is  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  steel.  That  fluorspar  that  is  mined  in  Kentucky 
and  Illinois  rarely  finds  its  way  to  New  York  or  to  any  other 
port  of  entry.  It  finds  its  way  to  the  steel  mills  in  Pittsburgh. 
Why  should  the  producers  of  that  product  be  allowed  to  count 
transportation  from  western  Kentucky  and  southern  Illinois 
to  New  York  or  New  Orleans  or  any  other  port  on  the  seaboard, 
when  the  market  and  the  point  of  consumption  of  that  imxluct 
is  In  western  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  HAKRISOX.    Such  a  theory  is  untenable  and  indefensible. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  In  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  the 
amendment  does  not  apply  at  all,  so  far  as  any  local  producer 
being  at  any  disadvantage  is  concerned  with  any  commotlity 
produced  in  the  interior  of  the  country,  such  as  fluorspar, 
mined  In  Kentucky  and  Illinois.  As  far  as  I  know,  no  fluor- 
spar is  produced  along  the  Atlantic  or  the  Pacific  coast.  I  am 
discussing  the  application  of  this  new  method  of  adding  inland 
trau8i)ortat.ion  costs  when  an  article  comes  in  competition  with 
articles  produced  or  manufactured  in  the  seaboard  area,  that 
is  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  is  aware  that  there  have  been 
members  of  the  Tariff  Commission  who  have  insisted — it 
brtiught  about  a  very  sharp  division  in  the  commission — ^that 
there  should  be  theoretical  or  constructive  freight  transporta- 
tion allowed  from  the  point  of  manufacture  to  the  port  of 
entry,  notwithstanding  that  probably  not  one  one-hundredth  of  1 
per  cent  of  that  product  ever  reached  the  port  of  entry,  or  ever 
came  In  competition  there  with  the  imported  article. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  in  entire  agreement  with 
the  idea  and  determination — whether  it  is  brought  about  by 
ctmrt  decision  or  is  simply  an  inspiration  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission— that  the  cost  of  transportation  from  points  of  im- 
portation or  entry  should  be  computed,  but  when  it  is  going  to 
be  computed  as  I  have  attempted  to  illustrate,  so  as  to  place 
the  se<tion  along  our  two  coasts,  absolutely  unprotect«l  so  far 
as  the  differential  representing  the  cost  of  transportatio^n  inland 
is  concerned,  I  think  then  we  are  simply  destroying  the  funda- 
mental principle  of  a  protective  tariff;  and  when  it  is  ai^lied 
at  all  it  must  be  applied  with  a  very  careful  balanciuK  process. 
I  am  afraid  it  will  be  a  mighty  difiicult  process  to  apply. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  where  the  port  of  entry  is 
the  point  of  manufacture  and  distribution  of  a  domestic  prod- 
uct, and,  at  the  same  time,  the  point  of  distribution  of  an  im- 
ported product,  the  dlfliculty  is  not  so  great,  because,  of  course, 
there  you  count  the  transportation  of  the  imported  article  to 
tile  port  of  entry,  and,  of  course,  the  transportation  of  the  do- 
mestic article  begins  at  the  port  of  entry,  so  that  there  is  no 
trouble  in  that  case. 

Mr.  EDGE.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  difficulty  arises  where  you  undertake 
to  allow  the  Importer  credit  for  transportation  only  to  the  port 
of  entry,  but  in  order  to  bring  his  commodity  in  competition 
with  the  domestic  article  he  must  ship  it  halfway  across  the 
United  States,  and  it  is  Indefensible  not  to  allow  transportation 
charges  in  that  instance,  and,  at  the  same  time,  allow  the  do- 
mestic manufacturer  a  sort  of  theoretical,  constructive  trans- 
p<jrtation  charge  on  shipments  east  or  west,  as  the  case  may  be, 
to  a  port  of  entry,  which  is  not  the  point  of  competition,  and 
not  the  chief  competitive  market. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mlssissii^I 
permit  a  question? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  I  would  like  to  have  the  Senator  tell  me,  for 
information,  what  in  the  world  is  the  use  of  this  amendment? 
The  Senate  has  stricken  out  the  fiexible-tariff  provision  entirely. 
If  that  action  stands,  any  future  changes  of  tariff  must  be 
made  by  Congress.    What  is  the  use  of  our  trying  now,  by  this 


I  amendment  now  pending,  to  tie  the  hands  of  a  future  Congress 
in  legislating  in  the  next  tariff  bill?  That  future  Congress 
will  not  pay  the  slightest  attention  to  this. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  to  the  Senator, 
I  do  not  bt^ieve  this  amendntent  Is  as  important  at  this  time 
as  it  would  have  been  if  we  had  not  been  able  to  have  inserted 
in  the  pending  bill  a  provision  to  strike  out  the  flexible  pro- 
\isiou  of  the  law,  because  under  that  the  commission  would 
have  been  able  to  fix  the  cost  of  transportation  upon  some 
definition,  whether  it  was  the  one  recommended  by  the  com- 
mittee or  not,  and  the  rates  would  have  gone  into  effect  when 
the  President's  proclamation  was  issued. 

Mr.  REED.    Exactly. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Now,  it  is  quite  true  that  by  grace  of  the 
action  of  the  Senate  the  Tariff  Commission  will  Ite  a  fact- 
finding commission ;  they  will  go  out  and  make  investigations, 
and  the  Congress  will  then  consider  their  finding^  and  they  will 
ascertain  upon  what  basis  the  conuuission  fixed  the  cost  of 
transportation,  whether  It  was  to  the  port  of  importation  or 
whether  it  was  to  the  principal  point  of  competition  in  the 
consuming  area.  Congress  will  know  before  tbey  pass  upon 
the  rates  Just  what  process  was  emi^o.ved  in  order  to  ascertain 
the  cost  of  transportation.  But  this  rule,  not  rigid  in  itself,  is 
merely  a  principle  upon  which  they  can  aiH^^rtain  and  calculate 
the  costs  of  transportation  In  equalizing  the  difference  in  costs 
of '  protluction  here  and  abroad.  It  does  seem  to  us  that  it  is  a 
fairer  way  to  the  consumers  and  to  the  Industries  in  this  coun- 
try and  to  all  concerned  that  we  base  it  upon  a  competitive 
point,  in  a  consuming  area,  rather  than  the  theory  of  Just 
figuring  the  cost  up  to  the  port  of  importation  and  from  the 
place  of  production  in  the  United  States  to  the  port  of  impor- 
tation. 

&Ir.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  there? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Assuming  that  the  Tariff  Commission  is 
going  to  make  intelligent  reports  to  Congress  upon  which  it 
will  act  in  any  given  case  of  recommendation  of  an  increase  or 
decrease  in  tlie  tariff,  is  it  not  as  important  that  Congress 
know  the  basis  of  the  recommendation  as  it  Is  that  the  Presi- 
dent shall  know  the  basis  of  it? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  power  to  act  is  only  transferred  from 
the  White  House  to  the  CapitoL 

Mr.  REED.  That  Is  true;  and,  of  course,  before  we  act  we 
want  to  get  the  cost  of  transportation  to  the  principal  ];>ort 
and  also  to  the  principal  consuming  point  and  also  to  the  prin- 
cipal market.  Those  might  be  three  different  points,  and  Con- 
gress ought  to  know  all  about  eadi  of  them,  and  doubtless 
would  get  that  information  before  it  did  act.  But  what  is  the 
sense  of  our  undertaking  now  to  lay  down  a  principle  to  guide, 
not  a  legislative  agent,  not  an  administrative  body,  but  that 
can  only  be  operative,  if  it  Is  operative  at  all,  to  guide  the 
action  of  a  futiu'e  Congress?  Are  we  not  Just  wasting  our  time 
when  we  try  to  establish  here  and  now  a  tariff  policy  for  the 
next  Congress  that  will  act  on  a  tariff  bill? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Congress  would  not  be  bound  to  levy  a  tariff 
based  upon  Items  of  transportation,  but  the  information  might 
be  persuasive  with  any  Congress  in  determining  what  rates 
ought  to  be  fixed. 

Mr.  H-\RRISON.  It  is  only  one  of  the  items  that  enters  into 
it,  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  himself,  who  is  well 
versed  in  what  they  have  done  at  the  Tariff  Conunlssitm,  knows 
very  well  that  one  of  the  controversial  points  always  has  been 
the  definition  of  cost  of  transportation,  where  you  will  apply  It, 
and  what  are  the  basic  points  in  this  country. 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  we  adopt  a  congressional  principle  upon 
which  they  are  to  a.scertain  the  facts  and  to  apply  their  recom- 
mendations, so  far  as  the  costs  of  transi)ortatIon  are  concerned, 
it  seems  to  me  that  could  be  very  well  done. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  wish  to  get  into  this  discussion, 
except  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  that  the 
amendment  which  we  adopted  as  a  substitute  for  the  fiexible- 
tariff  provision  provides  for  an  investigation  by  the  Tariff  Com* 
mission,  either  upon  its  own  Initiative  or  upon  application  of 
any  Interested  party. 

Then  the  substitute  which  was  adopted  proceeds  to  direct 
the  commission  as  to  the  rules  which  are  to  govern  it  In  ascer- 
taining costs  of  production,  and  this  language  is  used : 

(c)  Id*  ascertaining  tbo  differences  in  costs  of  production  nnder  tbts 
section,  tbe  commisslOD  shall  take  into  consideration.  In  so  tar  as  It 
finds  it  practlcabls — 
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(1)  l%e  4lffereneefl  In  conditions  of  production,  tacladins  wages, 
costs  of  materials,  sJid  other  Items  In  oost  of  prodnction  of  like  or 
similar  articles  In  the  Uaited  States  and  In  competing  foreign  countries ; 

(2)  Costs  of  transportation. 

There  Is  no  deflnltiwi  of  what  the  term  "  costs  of  transporta- 
tion "  zoeans,  and  this  amendment  Is  offered  In  order  to  furnish 
the  commission,  in  pursuing  these  inveetisations,  with  a  rule 
by  which  they  are  to  measure  differences  in  cost  of  transporta- 
tion. I  Just  wished  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  that  I  do 
not  care  to  get  Into  the  discussion. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  with  the  indulgence  of  the  Senator 
from  Mississli^  does  not  the  Senator  tlilnk  that  Congress 
ought  to  haye  the  costs  of  transportation  to  all  iwlnts,  including 
the  principal  i>ort,  the  principal  market,  and  the  principal 
district  of  consumption.  Should  we  not.  In  our  effort  to  legis- 
late intelligently,  bare  all  of  that  Information?  Should  we,  by 
this  amendment  now  pending,  limit  the  Tariff  Commission  to  a 
■ingle  i>oint? 

We  need  not  stop  to  argue  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the 
philosoiAy  of  the  amendment  That  will  be  argued  by  the 
future  Congress  which  cornea  to  fix  the  duties.  It  seems  to  me 
that  all  of  us,  whaterer  be  our  philosophy  of  protection,  ou^ht 
to  want  all  the  informatl<»  bearing  on  both  Uieories,  whether 
we  are  to  protect  at  the  seaboard  or  protect  at  the  great  con- 
suming ix>ints  inland. 

Mr  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President  but  a  majority  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Finance  had  reported  the  bill  with  an  amendment 
defining  the  coat  of  transportation. 
Mr.  REEn>.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  amendment  defined  cost  of  transporta- 
tion so  far  as  the  importer  of  an  article  was  concerned  to  the 
seaboard.  It  included  the  cost  of  transportation  upcm  the 
domestic  article  to  the  point  of  Importation. 

That  was  thought  to  be  not  quite  a  fair  definition.  This  Is  a 
substitute.  If  the  Senator  feels  that  the  amendment  is  not 
■ufBciently  comprehenslTe  It  la  the  privilege  of  the  Senator  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  it;  but  It  certainly  Is  a  fairer  method 
of  ascertaining  coats  of  production  for  the  puipose  of  comparing 
the  domestic  with  the  foreign  article  than  the  rule  laid  down 
by  the  majority  members  of  the  committee.  It  may  not  be 
ft  perfect  definition.  It  may  be  that  It  would  be  well  to  amend 
It  If  the  Senator  has  any  amendment  he  would  like  to  offer 
I  think  we  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  would  be  glad  to 
consider  it. 

Mr.  REED.  The  amendment  that  we  incorporated  In  section 
820  of  course  expresses  the  contrary  phllosoj^y  to  the  amend- 
ment now  pending.  Both  of  them  would  have  been  enormously 
Important  had  my  friends  upon  the  other  side  of  the  Chamt>er 
lost  In  thrfr  effort  to  strike  out  the  fiexible  tariff  proTlslon. 
But  If  there  was  not  going  to  be  any  flexible  tariff  I  do  not 
think  we  would  have  offered  any  definition  of  costs  of  transporta- 
tion. The  reason  why  we  put  it  in  was  that  It  ml^t  be  used 
as  a  gtiide  for  the  Tariff  Commission  and  the  President  in  fixing 
duties  under  the  flexible  tariff.  But  now  that  is  all  gone  and 
neither  our  amendment  nor  the  pending  amendment  is  of  any 
Importance  any  longer. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  understand  the  Senator.  We  have 
stricken  out  the  flexible-tariff  provision,  but  we  have  continued 
the  Tariff  Commission  with  all  the  functions  that  they  enjoyed 

before  1922 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  true. 

Mr,  SIMMONS.  And  we  have  rather  enlarged  their  ijowers. 
Then  we  have  prepared  an  amendment  by  which,  whenever  they 
do  make  a  report  tipon  a  proceeding  that  has  been  instituted 
before  them,  either  upon  their  own  initiative  or  upon  the  initia- 
tive of  a  taxpayer,  they  shall  report  to  the  Congress.  We  have 
tried  to  remove  any  obstacle  that  might  heretofore  have  existed, 
growing  out  of  the  drastic  rules  of  the  two  Houses,  to  immediate 
consideration  and  action  by  the  Congress  upon  that  report  The 
functions  of  the  Tariff  Commission  are  certainly  of  very  great 
importance.  In  prosecuting  the  investigations  which  they  are 
authorized  and  required  to  make  they  are  entitled  to  have  the 
Congress  direct  them  by  furnishing  them  the  rules  upon  which 
they  are  to  proceed  in  ascertaining  the  costs  of  production,  and 
costs  of  transportation  is  a  very  material  element  In  costs  of 
production. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  want  to  prolong  the  dlscusBlon  with  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina,  because  I  realise  he  is  not  feeling 
his  best  to-day ;  but  this  is  the  way  it  occurs  to  me :  If  the  next 
Congress  to  which  the  commission  makes  Its  rqwrt  be  a  Demo- 
cratic Congress  undoubtedly  It  will  follow  the  rule  laid  down 
In  the  amendment  no  matter  what  the  Tariff  Commission  says 
If  it  be  a  Republican  Coogren  it  wiU  follow  the  contrary  rule 
In  all  likelihood.  Thnefore,  In  my  oirinlon,  nothing  that  we  do 
to-day  in  this  aoatter  makes  any  practical  difference.  If  the 
next  C<Migreas  ia  overwhelmingly  Democratic  my  friends  on  the 
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ottjer  side  of  the  Chamber  will  have  charge  of  a  tariff  bill  then. 
Uidoubtedly  they  will  insist  that  it  be  written  according  to  the 
tlieory  of  the  pending  amendment  and  we  wiil  protest,  but  it  vrill 
b*  ineffective;  whereas  if  we,  or  our  survivors,  have  control  at 
tl:at  time,  we  undoubtedly  will  insist  that  tlie  philosophy  of  the 
majority  of  the  Finance  Committee  sliall  be  applied.  So  what 
is  the  good  of  our  spending  time  now  trying  to  control  that 
ftture  action?  I  wish  the  Senator  would  give  us  his  thought 
oil  that  question. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Does  the  Senator  commit  his  party  to  the 
d«  flnition  that  was  recommended  by  tiie  majority  of  the  Finance 
0)mmittee  of  the  costs  of  transportation? 

Mr.  REED.    I  am  not  the  spokesman  of  my  party. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  know,  but  the  Senator  went  quite  far 
w  len  he  laid  down  the  rule  that  If  the  Republicans  should  con- 
tiol  the  next  Congress  and  we  should  have  a  tariff  bill  up  for 
ctmsideration  and  the  Tariff  Commission  .should  make  a  report 
it  would  be  on  the  theory  laid  down  in  the  definition  reported  by 
tl^e  majority  of  the  Conunittee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  REED.    Surely. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  On  the  contrary,  if  we  Democrats  slionld 
oitain  control  of  Congress,  which,  of  course,  everybody  believes 
ttat  we  will,  thMi  in  that  case  the  Tariff  Commission  wduld 
report  upon  the  theory  laid  down  in  the  amendment  now 
iMfore  us. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  evidently  expects  to  carry  Texas  in 
tie  next  campaign? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  certainly  does.  Texas  can 
n<  It  be  fooled  twice  in  the  same  generation. 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course,  if  we  are  In  control  I  a.saume  we  will 
k(  «p  our  pledges  to  the  States  along  the  seaboard  of  the  Atlantic 
and  the  Pacific,  and  we  will  try  to  protect  the  industries  there 
ai»in.st  cempetitlon  from  abroad  at  those  places.  That  Is  why  I 
ni  ike  an  assumption  of  that  kind,  speaking  ex  cathedra  for  my 
pjirty. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  But  the  Senator,  of  course,  realizes  that 
under  this  definition  In  the  case  of  very  heavy  go<xl.s  probably 
tie  port  of  importation  would  be  the  chief  consuming  area  and 
tl  ey  would  probably  in  many  instances  reckon  the  cost  of  the 
dmestic  article  to  the  port  of  importation  and  of  the  foreign 
ai  tide  to  the  port  of  importation. 

Mr.  REED.     I  should  not  think  so. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     On  many  of  them  it  might  be  true. 

Mr.  REED.  With  the  continuing  growth  of  the  center  of  the 
ctuntry,  more  and  more  we  find  the  principal  points  of  con- 
st mption  moving  westward. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  that  be  true,  then  we  ous?ht  not  to 
tikhten  the  grip  of  the  industries  of  the  country  that  have  com- 
pfete  control  of  the  situation  by  giving  to  them  the  additional 
advantage  of  allowing  the  foreign  producer  freiglit  on  his  im- 
p<>rted  article  to  the  port  of  Importation  when  he  might  reach 
tl;e  great  consuming  growing  public  of  the  Middle  West,  as  the 
S>nator  has  described  it  and  who  needs  this  business  In  the 
ctmpetitive  area  wherein  the  contest  takes  place  between  the 
p^ncer  in  Plttslmrgh,  say,  and  the  producer  somewhere  else. 

Mr.  REED.  Does  not  the  Senator  see  that  that  makes  my 
piint  for  me?  Here  we  are  starting  on  the  discussion  of  the 
b^gest  question  in  all  tariff  legislation. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  think  it  Is  a  very  big  question, 

Mr.  REED.  The  line  at  which  protection  is  to  be  established 
id  a  big  question.  Where  are  we  to  build  our  trenches  in  the 
a  mpetitive  battle  betwe«i  home  industry  and  foreign  Industry? 
U  is  the  biggest  question  in  the  tariff,  and  the  next  Congress 
tl  at  acta  on  the  Urifl  question  is  going  to  debate  It  and  decide 
it  for  Itself,  and  it  is  not  going  to  give  tuppence  worth  of  notice 
tc  anything  we  do  about  it  in  this  amendment.  That  Is  why 
I  think  we  are  wasting  our  time. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator,  because  he  Las 
stiadled  this  question.  The  definition  laid  down  by  the  Senator 
aiid  hia  colleagues  in  the  majority  of  the  Finance  Committee 
iuis  a  bearing  on  sugar,  for  instance.  Under  that  definition  the 
Senator  would  reckon  the  duty  on  Cuban  sugar  Incluiling  the 
flight  to  the  port  of  New  York. 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Would  he  reckon  the  cost  of  sugar  from 
tl^e  beet-sugar  region  in  the  far  West  to  New  York? 

Mr.  REED.    I  do  not  think  I  would. 

Mr.  H-\RRISON.     Not  under  the  Senator's  definition? 

Mr.  REED.     It  does  not  ordinarily  travel  that  course. 

Mr,  HARRISON.  Let  me  read  the  definition  that  was  re- 
ported by  the  majority  of  the  committee : 

(7)  The  term  "costs  of  transportation  "  means— (a)  In  the  case  of 
SI  1  Imported  article,  the  cost  of  transporting  eacli  article  from  the 
aieas  of  suttstantlal  production  In  the  principal  competing  conntrjr  to 
tt  e  principal  port  of  Importation  of  such  article  Into  the  United  States ; 
•1  d  (b)  In  the  case  of  a  domestic  article,  the  cost  of  transporting  such 


article  from  the  areas  of  substantial  production  that  can  reasonably 
be  expected  to  ship  the  article  to  the  principal  port  of  importation  Into 
the  United  SUtes  of  the  like  or  similar  competitive  article. 

Mr.  REED.  Is  not  that  the  answer?  The  Utah  field,  where 
beet  sugar  Is  produced,  can  not  reasonably  expect  to  ship  to 
New  York.    They  never  have  and  never  will. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  make  that  statement  and  to  see  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  nod  his  head  in  approval.  Then  if  this 
matter  should  go  before  the  commission  we  would  not  have  that 
Interpretation  placed  upon  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  never  has  be«i  and  never  would  be. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Let  us  take  lemons  imported  frwn  Sicily. 
The  port  of  importation  from  Sicily  would  be  New  York. 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Our  area  of  production  is  in  California. 

Mr.  REED.     Principally  in  Florida  for  the  New  York  market. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  There  is  quite  a  production  of  lemons  in 
California.  Where  would  the  Senator  fix  the  application  of  the 
definition  in  that  case? 

Mr.  REED.  I  would  immediately  look  at  the  market  record 
to  see  where  the  lemons  come  from  that  go  to  New  York  from 
American  groves.  If  I  found  any  substantial  amount  fiowing 
from  California  to  New  York.  I  would  add  that  to  make  a 
weighted  average  l»etween  Florida  and  California.  But  I  would 
let  the  market  answer  the  question.  I  would  not  try  to  answer 
It  myself. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  thinks  that  Is  much  better 
than  to  take  some  point  or  points  in  the  great  consuming  area 
where  the  domestic  article  and  the  foreign  article  would  come 
into  competition? 

Mr.  REED.  Yes,  I  do;  but  I  do  not  want  to  explain  my  belief 
In  the  Senator's  time.  What  is  the  practical  good  of  our  wast- 
ing our  time  in  this  way? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  practical  good  is  to  show  that  the 
Senator  and  his  fellow  members  in  the  majority  on  the  Finance 
Committee  made  a  recommendation  laying  down  a  certain  defi- 
nition  

Mr.  REED.  But  we  have  stricken  that  out. 
Mr.  HARRISON.  And  we  thought  that  was  unfair,-  that  it  is 
Indefensible.  The  Senator  is  the  only  one  who  now  defends  that 
particular  definition  of  the  costs  of  transportation.  We  did 
strike  out  the  provI.«<ion  granting  the  right  of  the  President  to 
put  these  rates  into  effect  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  but  we  have  clothed  him  with  authority  to  ascer- 
tain the  facts  with  reference  to  the  difference  in  the  cost  of 
production  here  and  abroad  and  to  report  the  facts  to  Congress, 
to  give  us  the  facts  and  make  recomuiendation  as  to  whether 
or  not  a  rate  should  be  increased  or  should  be  lowered.  Indeed, 
we  have  broadened  the  provisions  because  previously  an  article 
could  not  be  taken  from  the  free  list  and  put  upon  the  dutiable 
list.  We  have  given  the  commi.ssion  authority  even  to  make 
that  reconiiuendatlon  to  the  Congress. 

That  being  true  and  we  wanting  to  give  some  force  and  effect 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  it  seems  to 
me  that  we  ought  to  lay  down  some  principle  of  the  costs  of 
transportation  so  that  they  could  make  their  calculations  and 
give  the  result  to  Congress. 

Mr.  REED.  If  the  fiexible  tariff  is  going  out  then  neither 
OUT  definition  nor  the  Senator's  definition  ought  to  go  In.  We 
ou^ht  to  have  information  on  both  lines.  I  would  not  urge  that 
our  definition  of  transportation  costs  be  put  in  the  bill  without 
the  flexible  tariff.  If  the  commission  Is  going  to  report  to  Con- 
gress, we  ought  to  get  the  Information  both  on  the  Senator's 
theory  and  on  our  theory. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Townsend  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  ? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Would  the  Senator  for  himself  be  willing  to 
have  the  Tariff  Commission  find  the  alternative  freight  costs? 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  the  comparative  freight 
costs  to  both  the  port  of  importation  and  the  principal  market. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Applying  both  principles? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  any  hard  and 
fast  rule  for  computing  freight  costs  can  be  laid  down  in  justice 
in  every  case? 

Mr.  REED.     1  think  It  is  very  difficult 

Mr.  HARRISON.  May  I  suggest  to  the  Sraator  that  In  order 
for  us  to  get  together  and  get  both  of  the  viewpoints,  it  might 
be  well  if  we  should  accept  the  amendment  which  the  Senator 
from  North  ('arolinn  has  offered  and  alsti  the  alternative,  direct- 
ing the  Tariff  Commission  to  report  on  both  policies,  as  laid 


down  In  the  Senator's  definition  and  as  laid  down  in  our  own 
definition? 
Mr.  REED.    That  is  certainly  fair. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  is  what  I  meant  a  little  while  ago 
when  I  said  to  the  Senator  that  If  he  had  any  amendment  to 
offer  we  would  be  very  glad  to  consider  it.  I  think  that  Is  a 
very  good  settlement  of  a  very  much  mooted  question. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the 
Senator  frtim  Pennsylvania  a  question? 
Mr.  REED.    The  Senator  from  MLsslssU^pI  Itas  the  floor. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Will  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi yield  to  enable  me  to  make  an  inquiry  of  the  Senator 
from  I'ennsylvania  ? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  glad  to  yield  for  that  purpose. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  been  interested  In  the 
argument  made  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  If  my 
recollection  is  correct,  this  Is  the  flrst  time  in  the  discussion  of 
a  tariff  bill  In  Congress  that  costs  of  transportation  have  been 
considered  in  fixing  a  rate  of  tariff  protection.    Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  afraid  I  have  not  the  information  whldi 
would  warrant  a  confident  answer.  It  Is  the  first  time  that  I 
remember  of  It  being  dlscus.«ed  at  such  length. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  in  the  1922 
act  the  Tariff  Commission  was  required  and  authorized  to  take 
into  consideration  costs  of  transportation  In  ascertaining  the 
difference  in  cost  of  production. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  understand  that  under  the 
flexible  provision  we  authorized  the  Tariff  Commls.slon  and  the 
President  to  do  it.  But  I  am  inquiring  as  to  the  extent  Congress 
considered  transportation  costs  in  fixing  rates  of  duty.  I  never 
heard  during  the  debate  of  1922  any  dl-scusslon  as  to  the  cost  of 
transportation  in  determining  and  fixing  rates  in  the  bill  of  that 
year.    Am  I  correct  as  to  that? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  point  I  desire  to  make 
Is  this :  If  it  is,  as  the  Senator  from  Penn.<»ylvania  says,  one  of 
the  most  important  elements  to  consider  in  fixing  tariff  duties, 
why  have  not  the  majority  party  made  out  a  case  here  for  in- 
creasing every  rate  in  this  bill?  There  is  now  being  presented 
a  new  element  for  consideration  In  levying  duties,  namely,  trans- 
portation costs.  If  we  have  not  considered  heretofore  but  are 
now  going  to  consider  the  cost  of  transportation,  it  seems  to  me 
it  justifies  an  increase  of  the  rate  on  every  Item  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Subsequent  to  the  passage  of  the  act  of  1922 
the  Attorney  Gteneral"  ruled  that  the  Tariff  Commission  must 
take  into  consideration  the  cost  of  transportation  In  order  to 
arrive  at  the  cost  of  production. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.  But  that  was  not  In  the  bill. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  I  said  It  was  not  In  the  bill,  but  subsequent 
to  the  passage  of  the  act  of  1922  the  Attorney  General  decided 
that  the  cost  of  transportation  was  to  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion in  arriving  at  the  cost  of  production. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Congress  has  never  so  pro- 
vided as  a  matter  of  fact;  is  not  that  correct?    For  the  flrst 
time  we  are  discussing  here  transportation  cost  as  an  e'ement 
in  arriving  at  the  cost  of  production, 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  so  stated. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  may  I  answer  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 
Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED,  I  think  that  the  consideration  of  transporta- 
tion costs  as  an  additional  element  In  arriving  at  the  cost  of 
producing  an  article  for  the  market  here  would  mean  sometimes 
a  change  upward  and  sometimes  a  change  downward,  because 
in  some  cases  foreign  factories  or  producers  can  get  a  lower 
freight  cost  to  New  York  or  Boston  than  can  the  American 
producer,  while  in  other  cases  just  the  contrarj-  condition  pre- 
vails. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  In  most  cases,  It  would  seem 
to  me.  It  would  tend  to  increase  the  rate  of  tariff  protection. 
Does  not  the  Senator  think  ap? 

Mr.  REED.  No :  not  where  a  long  haul  was  involved  In  this 
country. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     It  would  In  every  Instance  If  It  should  be 
taken  as  a  basis  for  estimating  competitive  conditions  at  the 
port  of  Importation. 
Mr.  WAI>SH  of  Massachusetts.    It  certainly  would. 
Mr.  HARRISON,    That  Is  what  at  least  some  Senators  on 
the  other  side  want. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts,  Is  It  not  true  that  a  great 
many  of  the  recommendations  of  the  Tariff  Commission  under 
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tbe  flexible  prorlrion  of  the  tarilT  were  baaed  upon  a  coMider«- 
tlon  of  transportation  rates  at  the  port  of  entry?  ^^ 

Mr  HARRISON.  Yes ;  and  in  erery  Instance  thare  nas  oeen 
a  division  about  It  Mr.  Marvin  and  his  adherents  tried  to  use 
transportoUon  costs  as  a  means  to  Jacli  up  rates  tbat  much 
hiaher  in  their  recommendations. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  call  the  •ttftntlon  of 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  to  these  wordsln  »ca«n  316, 
whiih  is  the  flexible^arlff  prorlsion,  of  the  tariff  act  of  ivze. 

And  otlier  »*r«Jita«e«  or  dindvutasefl  in  competition. 

It  was  upon  those  words  that  the  Attorney  General  based  his 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  familiar  with  that  sec^ 
tion  «>f  the  law  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  since  1922  the  Tariff 
Commission  have  been  considering  In  their  recommendations  to 
the  President  the  item  of  cost  of  transportaUon ;  but  I  wanted  to 
develop  the  thought  that  this  is  the  first  time  I  have  ever  heard 
It  discussed  on  the  floor  of  either  House  of  Congress  in  connection 
with  shaping  and  framing  a  tariff  biU  and  adjusting  the  duties 
in  »uch  bill.    Am  I  not  correct  as  to  that? 

Mr  HARRISON.  The  Senator  is  absolutely  correct.  It^as 
not  mentioned  in  1922,  and  It  was  not  mentioned  in  the  begin- 
ning by  the  Tariff  Commission.  They  became  Involved  in  a 
controversy  and  called  upon  the  Attorney  General  for  an  opinion. 
He  held  that  under  the  provision  of  the  law  which  has  just  been 
read  by  the  Senator  frova  Utah  the  commission  should  take  IntQ 
conslderaUon  transportation  costs.  Since  then  they  have  taken 
into  consideration  such  costs,  but  they  have  been  divided  In 
every  instance. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  If  my  memory  serves  me  cor- 
rectly. Congress  had  eliminated  cost  of  transportation  as  one 
of  the  factors  to  be  taken  into  conrideraticm  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, but  the  Attorney  General  interpreted  it  into  the  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  I  remember  correctly,  the  question  of  the 
cost  of  transportation  was  never  discussed  on  the  floor  of  the 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  thought  it  was  discussed  for 
the  purpose  of  presenting  one  of  the  factors  for  the  Tariff  Cwm- 
mlssion  to  consider  In  levying  duties  under  the  flexible  tariff 
provision.  A  good  deal  of  criUciam  against  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General  was  due  to  the  fact  that  he  was  readii«  into 
a  dau.se  of  the  law  an  element  that  liad  been  eliminated  by  the 
Congress  In  its  deUberations  here.  I  tliink  the  Senator  from 
Utah  lilmself  was  one  of  those  opposed  to  considering  the  cost 
of  transportation  as  a  factor  for  the  Tariff  Commission  to 
consider. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  not  positive  as  to  that,  but  I  do  not  re- 
member taking  such  a  position,  nor  do  I  remember  the  ques- 
tion being  discussed  In  1922. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  of  course,  some  members  of 
the  Tariff  Commission  after  they  have  ascertained  differences 
In  cost  try  to  employ  them,  as  was  stated,  as  a  means  of  afford- 
ing additional  inrotection.  I  may  say  to  the  Swiator  from  Mas- 
8achu.<etts  that  in  tlie  case  of  logs,  for  instance,  in  trying  to 
equalixe  the  diffarence  In  the  cost  of  production  In  Canada  and 
the  United  States,  Mr.  Marvin,  as  one  member  of  the  commis- 
sion, did  not  want  to  give  to  the  Canadian  log  producer  the 
advantage  of  Including  the  export  duty  which  Canada  Imposes, 
because  he  knew  that  it  would  increase  the  cost  of  iwwluction 
of  the  Canadian  log;  and  In  appearing  before  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means  when  the  pending  bill  was  under  con- 
sideration Mr.  Marvin,  representins  the  Tariff  Commission, 
recommended  that  export  taxes  Ifvied  by  other  countries  be 
not  considexed  in  equalizing  the  difference  In  cost  of  produc- 
tion here  and  abroad.  The  whole  scheme  is  to  give  the  greatest 
amount  of  protection  possible,  and  the  commission  have  con- 
sidered every  litUe  factor,  including  transportation  costs,  export 
taxes,  and  everything  that  may  be  imagined  in  order  to  do 
that. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusett.i.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to 
me.  If  the  Senator  from  Mi.«  I.  slppl  vdll  permit  me  to  interrupt 
him  further,  that  one  of  the  strong  arguments  in  favor  of  pre- 
scribing a  deflnition  relating  to  the  cost  of  transportation  is  the 
fact  that  it  Is  apptirent  to  all  who  are  familiar  with  the 
activities  of  the  Tariff  Commission  that  there  has  been  a  wide 
variance,  an  extensive  difference  of  opinion  in  almost  every 
case  as  to  how  far  they  should  go  in  determining  what  points 
gr^ocations  to  consider  in  fixing  the  cost  of  transportation. 
Mr.    HARRISON.    Mr.    President,    In    order    that    we   may 

speed  along 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  me 

to  interrupt  him?         

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Cartdina? 
Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield. 
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1  r  SIMMONS.  As  I  understand,  one  of  the  controversies 
tha  have  been  disturbing  the  peace  and  harmony  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  for  some  time  has  grown  out  of  a  difference  with 
reffrence  to  the  basis  of  ascertaining  cost  of  production.  The 
Attorney  General  had  written  into  the  law,  as  the  Senator 
froi  0  Massachusetts  says,  by  construction  cost  of  transpOTtation 
as  in  element  in  ascertaining  cost  of  production.  The  Senate 
hasTadopted  an  amendment  by  which  It  writes  it  into  the  law 
which  Is  to  govern  the  Tariff  Commission  in  its  future  inves- 
tigstions;  but  the  Attorney  General  did  not  define  what  la 
memt  by  cost  of  transportation.  The  amendment  which  we 
have  heretofore  adopted  does  not  define  cost  of  transportation 
under  this  proposed  new  law.  This  amendm«it  is  offered  tor 
the  purpose  of  removing  from  the  field  of  controversy  the 
question  of  the  cost  of  transportation,  so  that  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission hereafter  may  have  a  definite  and  a  certain  rule  by 
wh  ch  they  may  estimate  the  cost  of  transportation.  That  la 
the  only  purpose  of  the  amendment,  and  It  seems,  to  me  It  is 
jus;  as  necessary  since  the  flexible-tariff  jM-ovlsion  wns  dis- 
pla  *d  by  the  amendment  which  we  adopted  the  other  day  as  it 
woidd  be  if  the  present  flexible-tariff  provisions  should  remain 
in  force.  Investigaaons  iuive  got  to  be  made,  if  applications 
are  presented  to  the  commission,  in  order  that  they  may  find 
the  cost  of  production,  and,  certainly,  in  view  of  the  trouble 
wh  ch  they  have  had  about  this  question  ami  the  dlflBculty  they 
hai  e  experienced  in  agreeing  upon  a  proper  basis  for  estimating 
the  cost  of  transportation,  it  is  very  pertinent  and  very  impor- 
tant that  we  should  adopt  some  rule  by  which  the  commisBion 
ma  IT  be  governed. 

'  "here  are  two  rules  suggested  here.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
thf  t  both  may  be  iucorporate<I  In  the  bill  so  that  the  com- 
ml  ision  may  select  one  or  the  other,  as  the  eilReucles  •  f  the 
sit  latlon  may  require.  I  can  very  well  see  that  one  condition 
mi  jht  possibly  adapt  Itself  to  one  requirement,  wliile  a  dlfferoit 
sit  lation  might  adapt  itself  to  the  other  re<iuirement.  So  I  am 
pel  fectly  willing  to  put  it  in  the  alternative  and  leave  it  to  the 
co;  amission  to  select  the  one  which  it  thinks  will  more  nearly 
br  ng  about  justice  in  the  ascertainment  of  the  costs  of  trans- 
portatlon  for  the  purpose  of  comparing  the  domestic  cost  of 
pDduction  with  the  foreign  cost  of  production. 

ilr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vaiia  has  an  amendment  which  puts  them  in  the  alternative, 
so  [that  the  commission  may  report  upon  both,  and  I  think  that 
is  perfectly  agreeable. 

Mr.  REED.    Then.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask 
tojhave  the  clerk  read  a  substitute  for  the  pending  amendment, 
r.  SIMMONS.    If  the  Senator  would  offer  an  amendment,  I 
w(juld  be  glad  to  accept  It. 

r.  REED.  I  am  offering  an  amendment  In  the  nature  of  a 
substitute.  If  the  Senator  prefers  I  should  not  do  that,  I  shall 
oqer  separate  amendments. 

_r.  SIMMONS.    J  would  prefer  If  the  Senator  would  offer 

arate  amendments  to  my  amendment 

-dr.  REED.    Very  well;  then  I  withdraw  the  substitute  and 

I  nove.  In  line  3  of  the  amendment,  to  strike  out  the  semicolon, 

insert  a  colon,  commence  a  new  paragraph,   and   put   in   the 

w(  >rd  "  First,"  so  as  to  read : 

First.  Freight  charges. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Towttskto  In  the  "hair). 
Without  objection,  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  is 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  REED.  Then,  Mr.  President,  I  move  further  to  amend 
tl  e  amendment  by  striking  out  the  word  "  landing,"  In  line  5, 
and  inserting  "loading." 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  word  should  be  **  loading."  It  Is  merely 
a  clerical  mistake,  and  I  Intended  to  call  attention  to  It. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clejuc.  In  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina,  in  line  5,  It  Is  proposed  to  strike  ont  the  word 
**  andlng  "  and  Insert  the  word  "  loading  "  in  Ueu  thereof. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  REED.  At  the  end  of  the  amendment,  I  move  an  aniend- 
a  ent  to  begin  with  tbe  word  *'  Second  "  and  to  be  followed  by 
tl  e  words  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chdcp  Clerk.  It  Is  proposed  to  amend  the  amendment 
a'  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  at  the  end  of  the  amend- 
n  ent  by  Inserting  the  following : 

Second,  (a)  In  tbe  case  of  an  Imported  article,  the  cost  of  trana- 
p>rting  such  article  from  tbe  areas  of  aabstantial  production  in  th« 
principal  competing  country  to  the  principal  port  of  Importation  of 
B  ich  article  In  the  United  States;  and  (b)  in  the  case  of  a  domestic 
article,  tbe  cost  of  transporting  such  article   from   the  areas  of  sob- 
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■tantial  production  tbat  can  reasonably  be  expected  to  ship  tbe  article 
thereto,  to  the  principal  port  of  importation  into  tbe  United  States 
of  tbe  like  or  similar  competitive  article. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  under  this  amendment  as 
amended,  the  commission.  In  making  up  Its  estimate  of  cost 
covering  transportation,  would  report  In  the  alternative;  would 
it  not?  That  is,  it  would  report  Its  cost  under  the  one  principle 
and  then  under  the  other? 

Mr.  REED.  Exactly.  It  would  report  the  amount  of  duty 
necessary,  in  Its  opinion,  to  protect  the  American  producer  at 
the  port  of  Importation,  and,  as  an  alternative,  the  amount  of 
duty  neces.sary  to  protect  the  American  producer  In  the  principal 
consuming  n'gions. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  So  that  the  recommendations  of  the  commis- 
sion bnsfKi  upon  the  two  principles  would  be  l)efore  the  Congress? 

Mr.  REED.     Exactly;  and  Congress  could  take  Its  choice. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed] 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Simmons]. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  now  is  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons], 
as  amended. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  before  the 
debate  upon  this  amendment  Is  concluded  I  desire  to  call  atten- 
tion to  tlie  debate  that  took  place  In  the  Senate  when  the  act 
of  1922  was  under  consideration,  and  the  fact  that  the  record 
of  that  debat.'  shows  that  the  question  of  including  costs  of 
transportation  as  one  of  the  factors  for  the  Tariff  Commission 
to  consider  was  under  consideration,  and  was  eliminated.  In 
that  debate  Senators  I^enroot,  Goodinft,  Walsh  of  Montana, 
and  the  then  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  Mr.  Mc- 
Cumber,  especially  participated,  several  of  them  favoring  the 
removal  of  the  Item  of  transportation  as  one  of  the  factors  to 
be  Included  in  the  flexible  provisions  of  the  tariff  as  Impractical 
and  Impossible  to  determine  equitably. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Sim- 
mons], as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  there  is  one  other  question  in 
connection  with  the  Tariff  Comml.'<sion.  I  understand  that  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  has  an  amendment 
that  he  desires  to  offer. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  have  an  amendment  to  page  335,  which  I 
offer  and  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clebk.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  offers 
the  following  amendment :  On  page  335,  strike  out  lines  5  to  10, 
inclusive,  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

Sec.  339.  Effect  of  reenactment  of  existing  law :  Notwithstanding  tbe 
repeal  by  section  648  (a)  of  the  laws  relating  to  tbe  United  States  Tariff 
Commission  and  their  reenactment  in  sections  330  to  338,  inclusive, 
with  modifications,  the  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  available 
for  tbe  commission  at  the  time  this  act  takes  effect  st>ali  remain  avail- 
able for  (he  commission  in  tbe  administration  of  its  fnnctions  nnder 
this  act :  and  such  repeal  and  reenactment  shall  not  operate  to  change 
the  status  of  tbe  officers  and  employees  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  tbe 
commission  at  tbe  time  this  act  takes  effect.  No  investigation  or  other 
proce<>dlng  pending  before  the  commission  at  such  time  (other  than 
proceedings  under  section  315  of  tbe  tariff  act  of  1922)  shall  abate  by 
reason  of  such  repeal  and  reenactment,  but  shall  continue  under  tbe 
provisions  of  this  act. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  simply  desire  to  express  the 
opinion  that  the  amendment  is  absolutely  unnecessary,  but  I  am 
not  going  to  object  to  Its  adoption. 

The  appropriations  were  made  for  specific  purposes.  There  is 
no  question  in  the  world  In  my  mind  but  that  the  appropriations 
will  be  carried  clear  through  to  the  end  of  the  year;  but,  of 
course,  the  amendment  can  not  do  any  harm,  and  it  may  perhaps 
quiet  the  fears  of  some  of  the  employees.  Therefore  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  is  not  in- 
tended merely  to  quiet  the  fears  of  the  employees.  It  is  Intended 
to  make  available,  notwithstanding  the  change  In  the  law.  the 
appropriations  that  have  already  been  made.  If  the  House  shall 
concur  in  the  amendment  adopted  by  the  Senate.  It  Is  also 
intended  to  prevent  any  lai>se  In  any  proceedings  that  are  now 
pending  before  the  old  commission. 

The  amendment  may  not  be  necessary,  but  I  think  it  is  a  wise 
precaution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Simmons]. 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  Is  one 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  that  amend- 
ment deals  with  the  flexible-tariff  provlsUms  of  the  bill.  It 
embodies  practically  all  the  principles  that  were  included  in  tbe 
amendment  adopted  by  the  Senate,  presented  by  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons).  As  It  is  practically  Iden- 
tical  with  the  amendment  already  adopted,  I  do  not  care  to  press 
the  amendment ;  and  I  therefore  withdraw  It. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Tbe  amendment  is  withdrawn. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President.  1  send  to  the  desk  a  telegram 
and  a  letter,  in  the  nature  of  petitions,  which  I  ask  to  have 
read  and  lie  on  the  table. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram  and  letter  were  read 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  as  follows : 

Phokmx.  Abiz..  October  IS,  J9S9. 
Senator  Hknby  F.  AsBuaaT, 

Wanhington,  D.  C: 
Cotton  growers  of  Arizona  are  selling  their  product  to-day  at  loss  than 
cost  of  production.  This  will  put  us  ont  of  business  or  break  us  unleaa 
we  receive  help.  Have  read  Senator  Smith's  speech  on  cotton  in  Con- 
GBBsstONAL  RECORD  and  be  tells  the  story  of  every  cotton  grower. 
Unless  immediate  aid  is  given  the  bulk  of  the  crop  will  be  in  tbe  brokeri' 
bands  within  two  months  and  tbe  fanner  will  receive  no  benefit  from 
action  by  either  Congress  or  the  Federal  Farm  Board.  Would  ask  tliat 
you  do  whatever  is  possible  to  assist  ii  remedying  the  present  situation. 
I  am  handling  8,000  acreii  of  cotton  personally,  so  know  what  we  ar« 
up  against.  You  can  not  overestimate  tbe  appreciation  wbicb  will  b« 
shown  for  any  effort  on  your  part. 

Cassv  Abbott. 


Univbbsitt  of  Abisona, 

Tucaon,  October  7,  i9». 
Hon.  Hbnbt  F.  Ashobst, 

United  8tmte»  Benate,  Washington,  D.  O. 
Dbab  Ssnatob  :  From  the  standpoint  of  agriculture  tbe  Hawley-Smoot 
tariff  bill  is  a  crime.  Instead  of  aiding  tbe  farmer  tbe  effect  of  this 
bill,  should  it  t>ecome  a  law,  will  be  to  Increoae  tbe  cost  of  farming  to 
such  an  extent  that  tbe  industry  will  be  further  crippled.  I  see  as  a 
result  of  this  a  vast  Increase  in  abandoned  farms  and  a  swelling  in  num- 
bers of  those  now  constituting  tbe  heglra  from  (arm  t«  dty.  Wbnt 
tbe  country  needs  at  the  present  time  is  a  revision  downward  in  tariff 
rates,  excepting  agricultural  products.  My  work  takes  me  out  among 
people  to  a  considerable  extent  and  I  find  that  tbe  greater  number  of 
persons  with  whom  I  talk  are  of  my  opinion.  I  trust  tbat  you  will 
exert  your  Influence  against  the  Hawley-Smoot  bill,  and  that  a«  a  result 
the  bin  will  meet  defeat. 
Sincerely, 

J.  O.  Bbown,  Ph.  D., 
Profeasor  of  Plant  Pathoioov,  CoUege  of  Agrienltmrt. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  pending  tariff  bill  calling  for  a  statement  of  the  total  profits 
of  protected  industries.  This  is  the  most  radical  measure  I 
have  ever  offered  in  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  printed 
and  lie  on  the  table. 

Thfe  next  amendments  are  two  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  which  the  Chair  understands  he  desires  to 
have  passed  over. 

The  next  amendment  on  the  desk  is  one  offered  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Florida  [Mr.  Fletcher],  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chiit  Clduc.  On  page  367,  line  3,  after  the  word  "  for- 
feited," It  Is  proposed  to  insert  a  colon  and  the  following: 

Provided,  That  if  the  owner  or  master  of  such  vessel  makes  applica- 
tion under  section  3116  be  may  give  a  tiond  in  double  tbe  amount  of 
tbe  cost  of  such  repairs  or  equipment,  conditioned  upon  the  payment  of 
tbe  duty  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  decides  tbat  any  duties  are 
payable,  and  upon  tbe  giving  of  such  bond  tbe  collection  of  tbe  dutieB 
shall  l>e  suspended  pending  the  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury. Upon  the  ascertainment  of  the  amount  of  duty,  if  any,  which 
should  be  collected  such  amount  shall  be  promptly  paid  and  the  bond 
canceled. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  the  object  of  tbe  amend- 
ment is  simply  this:  Under  the  present  practice,  as  I  under- 
stand, where  repairs  are  made  in  foreign  ports  a  duty  of  60 
per  cent  is  levied  at  once,  and  the  ship  must  pay  that  50  per 
cent  duty.  Then,  afterwards,  if  the  owner  of  the  ship  feels  that 
the  tax  ought  not  to  have  been  levied — that  the  repairs  were 
made  necessary  by  reason  of  an  emergency,  or  to  make  the  ship 
seaworthy,  and  were  necessary  for  the  safety  of  life  and  prop- 
«ty — the  tax  will  be  refunded.    The  vessel  now  must  pay  the 
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monev  firrt  and  make  claim  afterwards,  and,  on  a  proper  show- 
log  under  the  law,  may  have  It  refunded.  ».._,„.  *«, 
I  think  that  is  rather  a  hardship  on  American  shipping,  for 
the  reason  that  very  often  the  tax  is  Improperly  imposed,  and 
the  Treasury  recognizes  that  fact  and  refunds  the  amount :  but 
It  involves  the  payment  in  the  first  Instance,  the  loss  of  inter»t 
on  the  amount  paid,  and  the  expense  and  trouble  of  putting  In 
a  claim  and  having  it  allowed. 

The  Government  is  amply  protected  under  this  amendm^t,  i 
think.  If  the  owner  of  the  vessel  is  allowed  to  put  up  a  bond 
with  good  and  sufficient  security  for  the  amount  of  the  tax,  and 
then  have  the  matter  threshed  out  with  the  Treasury  as  to 
whether  or  not  he  ought  to  be  taxed  at  all.  If  he  is  taxed,  it 
the  tax  is  proper,  the  bond  is  there,  and  he  must  pay.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  Treasury  finds  that  the  tax  ought  not  to 
have  been  imposed  under  the  law,  then  the  adjustment  is  made, 
and  the  b<^)nd  is  canceled. 

I  can  not  see  any  reason  on  the  part  of  the  Government  why 
the  present  practice  should  continue;  and  I  do  gee  a  hardship 
lmpc>se<i  on  the  shipowners  by  the  practice  of  requiring  the 
money  to  be  paid  into  the  Treasury. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  that  practice  has  been  entirely 
abandoned.  The  new  regulation  of  the  department  reads  as 
follows : 

CoUectora  «re  instrocted,  in  cases  where  such  application  are  made, 
to  suspend  collection  of  the  duties  pending  the  departmenta  decision  aa 
to  whether  the  duties  may  be  remitted  under  said  s<^rtion  466. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  that  reculatlon  has  been 
promulgated  and  is  in  force  to-day.  The  duties  are  suspended 
until  after  the  decision  Is  made. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Is  it  mandatory  or  optional  with  the  col- 
lector to  suspend  the  collection? 

Mr.  SMO<Xr.  This  is  a  regulation  that  Is  promulgated  to  all 
of  the  collectors: 

Collectors  are  Instructed,  in  cases  where  such  applications  are  made, 
to  suspend  collection  of  the  dutlea  pending  the  department's  decision 
as  to  whether  the  dntles  maj  be  remitted  under  said  section  466. 

Mr  FLETCHER.  I  did  not  know  of  that  regulation,  I  con- 
fe».  It  is  a  late  one,  I  think,  because  I  had  these  complaints 
from  shipping  interests  that  tliey  were  required  to  pay  the  tax 
and  then  had  to  put  in  a  claim  to  get  the  money  refunded ;  and 
L  thought,  if  they  gave  a  bond  with  good  and  sufficient  security 
for  the  tax,  that  would  protect  the  Government.  Of  course,  if 
the  collectors  are  instructed  to  suspend  the  collection  of  the  tax 
pending  the  adjustment  and  decision  of  the  department,  that 
will  take  care  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  I  say,  the  collectors  are  Instructed  to  do 
what  I  have  just  read;  so  there  Is  not  any  question  about  It. 
Mr.  McKEXLAR.  Mr.  President,  if  it  is  the  same  thing— if 
the  regulation  is  exactly  the  same  as  the  amendment— why  not 
put  it  in  the  law,  and  have  it  determined  In  that  way?  Why 
should  we  yield  to  the  Treasury  Department  the  power  to  make 
regulations  contrary,  or  apparently  contrary,  to  the  law?  It 
seems  to  me  we  ought  to  put  it  in  the  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  there  ought  to  be  s<Hne 
power  vested  somewhere  in  case  there  appeared  on  the  face  of 
the  claim,  or  some  evidence  had  been  submitted  to  show  that 
the  claim  made  was  not  altogether  right,  that  there  was  a  doubt. 
The  authorities  are  instructed,  in  cases  where  such  applications 
are  made,  to  suspend  collection.  I  think  they  have  gone  just  as 
far  as  they  ought  to  go. 

Mr.  McKKLLAB.  Probably  they  have  gone  too  far.  It  seems 
to  me  it  would  be  better  to  adopt  the  provision  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Florida, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  ask  the  Senator  to  permit  this  amendment 
to  go  over  until  to-morrow,  and  If  he  Is  not  satisfied  with  the 
regulations  of  the  department  as  I  have  called  attention  to  them, 
we  can  take  It  up  again.  If  not»  let  us  consider  the  question 
as  having  been  settled. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  willing  to  have  it 
go  over.  When  I  drew  the  amendment,  I  had  some  very  strong 
protests  by  shipping  people  with  reference  to  the  alleged  hard- 
ship on  shipping  in  requiring  them  to  pay  the  money  into  the 
Treasury  and  then  set  up  a  dalin  afterwards  and  be  put  to  the 
trouble  and  expense  of  getting  the  money  refunded.  I  thought 
the  way  to  protect  the  Government,  and  serve  all  interests,  was 
to  require  a  bond  to  be  given  by  the  shipowner,  with  good  and 
sufficient  security. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  now,  rather  than  put 
it  into  the  law,  to  let  it  go  over  until  to-morrow,  and  if  he  is 
not  satisfied  with  the  instructions  which  have  been  given,  we 
can  take  it  up  again. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGfi.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  an  in- 
quiry. Does  anyone  question  the  power  of  the  Secretary  to 
make  the  recnlatiou  which  has  just  been  quotedl 


October  16 

I  should  not  think  there 


r.  SMOOT.    I  do  not  think  so. 
woild  be  any  question. 

Mr     SHORTRIDGE.     My   views,   and   possibly   my   vote,    if 

necessary,   would   turn    upon   whether   the   Secretary  had    the 

pox  rer  under  the  law  as  it  now  is  to  make  the  regulation  which 

haj  been  called  to  our  attention.  ^     ^  .      ^      *».    i 

r.  SMOOT.    I  have  not  the  least  doubt  that  under  the  law 

[Bs  that  power. 

FLETCHER,    I  think  he  has  the  power, 
r    SHORTRIDGE.     But  perhaps   it   would   safeguard   the 
t  of  the  shipowners  if  the  amendment  were  adopted, 
r.  FLETCHER.     I  think  it  would. 

e  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  the  amendment 
be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

e  next   amendment   is   that  of   the  junior   Senator   from 
Tgia  [Mr.  Geobgk].  .,„       .     .  ^ 

Jr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  taKe 
upTmy  amendment  now,  but  I  would  not  want  to  have  U  taken 
udI  without  calling  for  a  quorum. 

r.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
r.  GEORGE.    I  yield.  .         «      ^ 

«r.  SMOOT.  I  understand  the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Hawus]  desires  to  bring  up  a  resolution  at  this  time  for 
ac  Ion  before  the  Senate  takes  a  recess. 

DBATH    OF    HMPHESCKTATIVIC   LBSLIB   J.    8TKELB,    OT  OBOBOTA 

kfr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  Vice  Pres^ldent 
la; '  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  on  his  table  from  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate 
rewlutlons  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  which  will  be 
re  id. 

rhe  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolutions,  as  follows : 

Bouse  Resolution  62 

IM  THB  House  or  RKPH»aENTATiT»3. 

October  H,  OSO. 

Resolved,  That  the  House  has  heard  with  profound  sorrow  of  the 
dtatta  of  Hon.  Lcslib  Jaspcb  Stxilk,  a  Represent atlve  from  the  State 
oq  Georgia. 

Retolved.  That  the  Clerk  communicate  these  resolutions  to  the  Senate 
a|d  ti^nsmlt  a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the  deceased. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  the  resolutions  I  send 
t4  the  desk  and  ask  for  their  Immediate  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  resolutions  will  be  read. 

The  resolutions  (S.  Res.  134)  were  read,  considered  by  unani- 
njotis  consent,  and  unanimously  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Reaolved,  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with  profound  sorrow  the  an- 
nmncement  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Lisuc  Jaspis  Stsklb,  late  a  Repre- 
t^ntatlve  from  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Retolved.  That  the  Secretary  commualcate  these  resolutions  to  th-i 
Eouse  of  Representatives  and  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  family 
o:    the  deceased. 


BECESS 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that,  as  a  further  mark 
of  respect  to  the  memory  of  the  deceased  Representative  the 
$enate  do  now  take  a  recess  until  11  o'clock  to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  unanimously  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at. 
_  o'clock  and  50  minutes  p.  m. )  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow, 
MTednesday,  October  16,  1929,  at  11  o'chxrk  a.  m. 


SENATE 

Wednesday,  October  16,  1929 

(Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929} 

Then  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
ijecess. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
uorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


^.Uen 
.  Lsburst 
1  (arkley 

tlngham 

Slack 
:  tiease 

torak 

J  rock 

trookbart 

iroQSsard 
tapper 
Oonnally 
I  Topcland 

roosens 

Cutting 


Deneea 

Dill 

Edj» 

Fess 

Fletcher 

Frazier 

Oeoree 

Gillett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Goft 

Goldslwrough 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 


Harris 

Harrison 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Behert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Kondrick 

Keyes 

King 

La  Follette 


llcKellar 
McMaster 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Ny.. 

Oyermsn 

Patterson 

I'hipps 

IHne 

RauMlell 

Heed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Sackett 
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Schall 

Phoppard 
Short  ridge 
Simmons 
Smith 
Bmoot 


CONGRESSIONAL  EECOED— SENATE 


4579 


Stelwer 
Stephens 
Swan  son 
Thomas,  Idaho 
Thomas.  Okla. 
Townsend 


Trammell 

Tydinpi 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 


Warren 
Watermaa 
Watson 
Wheeler 


Mr.  NORRIS.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Caraway],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr, 
Robinson],  the  Senator  from  Wiscon.sin  [Mr.  Blaine],  and  the 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr,  Walsh]  are  engaged  on  official 
busine-ss  of  the  Senate  and  are  absent  for  that  reason. 

Mr,  FESS.  The  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BtJBTON]  is 
still  detained  from  the  Senate  by  illness.  I  ask  that  this 
announcement  may  be  allowed  to  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Shipstead]  is  absent  because  of  illness.  I  ask  that  this  an- 
nouncement may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  I  wish  to  announce  the  necessary  absence 
of  my  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Hastings],  who  is  attending  a  funeral.  I  ask  that  this  an- 
nouncement may  stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-two  Senators  have  answered 
to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

COMMtJWIST  PROPAGANDA  IN  THB  SOUTH 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  doubt  whether  the  people 
of  the  country  appreciate  the  great  menace  that  communism  is 
to  cur  country.  I  have  a  short  article  from  the  New  York 
Times,  being  an  account  of  a  .si>eech  made  by  the  nominee  of  the 
Communist  Party  for  President  in  the  last  two  campaigns.  I 
espeiially  invite  the  attention  of  southern  Senators  to  the  article. 
I  ask  that  the  article  may  be  read  at  the  desk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  clerk  will 
rend,  as  requested. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  article,  as  follows : 

(From  the  New  York  Times,  October  18,   1929] 
Eqialitt    or    RACES    Is    Ukoeo   by    Fobtib— CoMMrNisx    Leadbb    Ai>- 

VOCATB8  "  Os»   Bio   U?f  ioh  "  in   Address  to   Sodthbbm   Wobkbbs — 

CoLoBCD  Spbakbb   Heabd— Soi,  Habpbb's   Recbption  Is  Pbaisbd  at 

CUABLOTm  AS  TUXTIIJt   MILL   HAIOW    COKVBNE 

Chablottb,  N.  C,  October  12. — Race  equality  "  to  the  full  limit"  was 
advocated  at  the  conference  of  the  National  Textile  Workers'  Union, 
a  communist  organisation,  which  convened  here  this  afternoon,  with  300 
delegates  purporting  to  represent  150  cotton  mills  from  five  States  in 
attendance. 

Ttie  speakers  who  stressed  the  race-equality  principle,  a  point  much 
emphasized  by  the  communists  In  their  agitation  among  the  cotton 
workers  of  the  South,  were  William  Z.  Foster,  communist  candidate  for 
President  at  the  last  presidential  election  and  head  of  the  Trade  Union 
Education  League,  a  communist  organisation,  and  Sol  Harper,  a  New 
York  negro.     Harper  U  a  member  of  the  "  Ubor  Jury"  attending  the 

Gastonla  trial. 

Foster,  who  has  recently  succeeded  the  expelled  Jay  Loveatone  as 
leader  of'  the  American  Communist  Party,  following  orders  received  from 
Moscow,  made  his  plea  for  race  equality  after  a  brief  address  delivered 
by  Harper,  In  which  he  called  upon  the  white  workers  in  the  mills  to 
cooperate  with  their  ne«ro  associates  in  the  buUdlng  of  "one  big 
anion." 

rOB  rtTLL  KACIAL  CQCALITT 

"  You  have  Just  listened  to  a  negro  speaker,"  Foster  told  the  delegates, 
who  are  assembled  here  for  a  2-day  conference,  at  which  pUns  for  a 
series  of  new  strikes  In  textile  mills  are  to  be  discussed.  "  It  Is  a  sign 
of  new  times  in  the  South  when  a  negro  speaker  is  given  such  a  splendid 
reception  by  white  workers.  The  white  workers  of  the  South  must  learn 
a  new  lesson,  but  I  think  It  will  be  learned  sooner  than  anyone  reaUies. 
We  must  have  all  workers  In  one  union,  white  and  black,  and  not  have  a 
policy  of  arraying  workers  against  each  other." 

Ridiculing  the  Idea  of  the  purity  of  races,  Foster  In  an  interview  fol- 
lowing his  address  declared  that  "the  Anglo-Saxon  race  Is  a  mixture 
made  up  of  30  races." 

"  When  I  say  full  political  and  social  equality  I  mean  aU  that  these 
terms  Imply,"  Foster  declared. 

Referring  to  the  remarks  made  at  the  conference  by  Klmer  McDonald, 
a  12-year-old  Gastonla  boy  and  a  member  of  the  Communist  Pioneer 
Youth  Organisation,  who  has  Just  returned  from  a  visit  to  Soviet  Rus- 
sia Foster  declared  that  what  the  boy  saw  in  Soviet  Russia  was  "  the 
last  step"  of  what  the  communists  were  trying  to  accomplish  in 
America. 

ATTACKS  FaDKBATIOM  0»  LABOR 

"  In  Soviet  Russia  the  workers  have  overturned  the  capitalist  govern- 
ment and  obtained  control  of  the  government  themselves,"  Foster  aaid. 
"  la  the  South  you  are  now  witnessing  the  first  step." 

A  large  porUon  of  Foster's  address,  like  the  addresses  of  other  apeak- 
ers  was  devoted  to  an  attack  on  the  American  Federation  of  Labor, 
whom  aU  the   speakers  characterised  as  the  "union  of   the  boaaes." 


"  The  offlclal  policy  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  Is  the  stretch- 
out system,"  Foster  said. 

"The  American  Federation  of  Labor  and  the  United  Textile  Workers 
of  America  are  not  unions."  Reld  declared.  "  They  fight  for  the  boasea. 
They  don't  fight  for  better  conditions,  bat  they  use  their  preatlge  for 
fooling  the  workers." 

Among  the  things  that  pleased  Elmer  In  Soviet  Russia,  he  told  the 
conference,  was  that  "  if  the  teacher  doesn't  act  according  to  the  rulea 
the  children  kick  him  out  of  the  •chool." 

Mr.  OVERMAN.    I  ask  that  another  aitlcle  which  I  send  to 
th'?  desk  may  be  printed  in  the  Rbomo. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

[From  the  Raleigh  News  and  Obaerverl 
CoMMinriST  Chief  Cites  Soviet  Rule  as  Aim  rou  Labor — Fosira 
ALSO  Advocates  ik  CHABLomt  Speech  Fdll  Racial  Eqcaljtt — 
CoLOBBo  Speakeb  Is  Locdlt  Applauded — Oboanibation  Planb  or 
National  Textile  Wobkbbs'  Union  on  Labob  Scale  Annodnced, 
But  With  Vaopeness  as  to  Details;  Gastonu  Box  Recounts 
Sxpbbibncb  in  Russia 

By  R.  B.  WiUlaow 
CHABLorrE,  October  12.— With  a  negro  speaker  loodly  applauded  by 
an  audience  of  800,  composed  largely  of  North  Carolina  cotton-mill 
workers,  and  with  William  Z.  Foster,  communist  candidate  for  Presi- 
dent In  1924  and  1928  and  an  advocate  of  fuU  racial  equality,  atress- 
Ing  the  necessity  for  political  action  and  holding  up  the  Soviet  UD;on 
of  Russia  as  an  example  of  the  last  step  to  be  taken  by  the  workers 
of  the  South,  the  southern  conference  of  the  National  Textile  Workers' 
Union  opened  here  to-day. 

THBBATEN   STBIKBS 

Organisation  plans,  which  they  predict  will  result  In  strikes  over  a 
wide  area  unless  concessions  including  the  8-hour  day  are  made  were 
discussed  at  a  session  behind  closed  doors  to-night,  but  questions  of 
communism  and  racial  equality  had  a  large  ptace  In  the  public  mass 
meeting  this  afternoon. 

Praise  of  the  Soviet  Union  of  Russia  was  given  emphasis  by  the  ap- 
pearance as  one  of  the  speakers  of  Elmer  McDonald.  11-year-old  Gas- 
tonla youth,  who  recently  returned  from  a  trip  to  Rnasla  and  who, 
dressed  In  the  pioneer  youth  uniform  of  Russia,  to-day  recounted  Uls 
experiences. 

Mr.  Foster,  whose  speech  followed  that  of  Sol  Harper,  of  New  York, 
one  of  the  two  negro  members  of  the  "  labor  Jury  "  sent  here  to  observe 
the  AderhoMt  murder  trial  now  In  progreas  here,  touched  upon  his  views 
of  racial  equality  in  his  speech  and  subsequently  elaborated  thoee  views 
in  a  talh  with  newspaper  men.~ 

The  Aderholdt  trial  "  by  the  mUl  bosses  and  their  courU  "  came  in 
for  much  comment  from  the  speakers  who  demanded  release  of  the 
•even  prisoners  now  on  trial. 

"  We  must  have  better  conditions  in  Industry  and  better  political 
conditions  as  well,"  declared  Mr.  Foster  In  his  speech. 

DBTINXS   SLAVKBT 

"  When  workers  have  to  accept  conditions  about  which  they  have 
nothing  to  say.  It  Is  nothing  more  nor  leas  than  slavery,  the  modern 
form  of  slavery,  which  Is  wage  slavery. 

"  Here  In  the  South  yoa  are  Just  taking  the  first  step  with  the  or- 
ganisation of  trade-unlona.  This  boy  has  Just  been  to  Soviet  Russia 
where  they  have  taken  the  last  step,  where  the  workers  have  over- 
turned the  capitalistic  government  and  taken  charge  of  the  government 
themselves." 

Referring  to  the  negro  question,  the  speaker  said : 

"  When  a  negro  speaker  Is  given  ench  a  splendid  reception  as  this 
speaker  has  Just  been  given  It  is  the  sign  of  a  new  time  in  the  South. 

rOB   ALL-BMBBACINO    UNION 

"  Southern  workers  must  learn  a  new  lesson  on  this  question,  but  I 
think  It  will  be  learned  sooner  than  most  people  realLse.  We  must 
have  all  workers  In  one  union  and  we  must  not  have  one  group  of  work- 
ers arrayed  against  another." 

Asked  after  his  speech  if  In  advocating  social  equality  for  the  racea 
he  Included  Intermarriage,  Mr.  Foster  first  launched  upon  a  discourse 
to  the  effect  that  there  Is  no  such  thing  as  pure  race  and  the  boasted 
Anglo-Saxon  race  Is  made  up  of  30  different  races. 

When  the  question  was  repeated,  Mr.  Foster  replied; 

"  I  believe  In  full  social  and  political  equality  for  the  Negroes,  with 
all  that  those  terms  Imply." 

WOULD   OO    THB   LIUIT 

When  asked  the  same  question  as  to  Intermarriage  of  races,  James  P. 
Reld,  president  of  the  National  TtxtUe  Workers'  Union,  who  also  spoke 
to-dsy,  replied: 

"  I  believe  In  going  the  full  limit." 

Mr.  Reld  added  :  "  I  don't  mean  that  is  my  personal  view,  bat  I  be- 
lieve that  if  any  membera  of  the  races  want  to  marry  tliey  ought  to 
be  allowed  to  do  so." 
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rutim  BtrlkM.  wkleh  the  eommantat  leaden  In  command  My  win  be 
■taged  on  a  large  icale.  were  dlKOMed  at  the  aecpet  meeting  to-night, 
tbe  word  be4af  pawed  oot  that  there  were  287  acciwllted  dele«atea 
present  i»pre«ent««>«  150  "^l^*  '°  ^  towna  In  5  States.  Howerer.  repre- 
■eatatkm  from  Virginia,  Georgia,  and  Tenneaaee  was  only  nominal  and 
most  of  those  expected  from  South  Carolina  had  not  arrlTed  to-night. 

BUXS   IICTBODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  tmanlmous 
consent,  the  8e<-ond  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  KBNDRICK:  _^  ^_^^^ 

A  Mil  (8.  1885)  prantlnjr  a  pension  to  Benford  Skinner  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  and 

A  biU  (S.  1886)  grantinf;  a  pension  to  Brfle  Smith  (wltn  an 
accompaDylnf  papa)  ;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Pensiona. 

By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana: 

A  bill  (S.  1887)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Alonzo 
Baker  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (8.  1888)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Orover  C. 
Oberle  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  (iwunlttee  oo  Pen- 
sions. 

Uy  Mr.  «HORTRIDOB: 

A  bill  (».  IflW)  grantlnf  six  months'  pay  to  Annl«  Bmoe;  to 
th#  Oramlttafi  on  Naval  Affalra. 

B;   Mr  HAHKIH:  .  . 

A  bill  (11.  18IW)  to  |>roiida  for  paymimt  of  f\%  montlm*  pay  to 
Noll  R.  Nwarts,  widow  of  William  H.  H.  Nwaita.  lata  ni4d 
rti^k,  gyNrtaraMsCar  (!orpa,  Ufiltad  itataa  Arm/)  to  th«  Cob- 
mtttaa  on  Mtlitarr  Affalra. 

Ily  Mr,  JOIINHON; 

A  Mil  (M.  IMOl)  irnnttng  a  pmalon  to  Maud  M.  iayra;  and 

A  Mil  (H.  \mi)  graatlug  a  paoititio  to  Any  rrybargwr;  to  tha 
Coismittaa  oyx  PmuiloiM, 

A  bill  (8.  1M»)  for  tbo  rtllef  of  HanriaCU  Baymoor,  widow 
of  Josapfa  H.  Seymour,  deceased ;  to  the  Commlttaa  on  Military 
Affairs. 

▲MSMOMKllTa  TO  TBI  TAkllT  BILL 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  datk  an 
amendment  to  tbo  pending  tariff  bill  to  be  proposed  later.  I  ask 
that  It  be  printad  in  the  Racoao  and  alao  that  it  be  printed  and 
lie  on  tbe  table. 

Tbei«  being  no  objection,  the  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  and  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Rdooid,  as 
foUowa: 


SCOKJ>-SENATB 


OCTOBEB    16 


On  page  306,  strike  otit  Unes  IT  to  23,  mclnslye,  and  insert  to  Men 
thereof  the  following : 

"  Ssc.  31«.  Cnban  reciprocity  treaty :  Notwithstanding  the  provisions 
of  tlie  treaty  of  commercial  reciprocity  concluded  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Republic  of  Cuba  on  December  11,  1902,  and  the  provi- 
sions of  the  act  of  December  IT,  1903  (88  SUt.  L.,  Pt.  I,  p.  3),  all 
articles  of  merchandise  the  prodnct  of  the  soil  or  indostry  of  the  Repub- 
lic of  Cuba  imported  Into  the  United  States  shall  be  subject  to  the  same 
rates  of  duty  as  are  Imposed  by  this  act  or  any  other  tariH  law  upon 
like  articles  of  merctuuwUse  Imported  from  other  foreign  coantries." 

Mr.  BROOKHART,  Mr.  CUTTING,  and  Mr.  HARRIS  each 
submitted  an  amendmmt  intended  to  be  proposed  by  them,  re- 
speetlT^y,  to  Hoose  bill  2687,  the  tariff  revision  biU.  which  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  tbe  table  and  to  be  printed. 

BXBCT7TTTC  8IS8ION 

Mr.  McNART.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business  in  open  sessicHi. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con- 
sider execntive  business. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  There  are  no  communications  to  be 
laid  before  the  Senata    Are  there  any  reports  of  c(»nmittees? 

Mr.  PHIPPS,  from  the  Committee  on  Poet  Offices  and  Post 
Roads,  r^wrted  sundry  postal  nominations,  which  were  ordered 
to  be  placed  on  tbe  Execntive  Calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  calendar  is  In  order. 

Mr.  McNABT.  I  ask  unanimous  coD£ent  that  we  may  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  the  names  on  the  Executive  Cal- 
endar following  the  list  of  the  members  of  the  Farm  Board, 
and  that  those  ncMuinations  may  be  disposed  of  before  taking  up 
for  consideration  the  nominations  of  members  of  the  Farm 
Board. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  see  how  a  Senator 
can  be  expected  to  rend  the  hearings  on  the  confirmation  of 
members  of  the  Farm  Board  in  about  half  a  minute.  I  have 
had  no  opportunity  to  read  the  hearings,  which  are  comprised 
in  a  volume  of  large  proportions.  South  Carolina  is  a  cotton- 
growing  State,  and  the  people  of  that  State  are  Interested  In 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Carl  Williams  to  represent  the  cotton 
growers  on  the  Farm  Board.  I  shonld  like  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  look  over  the  testimony.  Personally  I  do  not  know 
anything  about  the  matter.    For  that  reason,  I  shall  have  to 


object     As  I  have  said,  the  people  of  my  State  are  greatly  Inter- 
ei  ted  In  the  question. 

Mr.  MoNART.  Mr.  President,  I  may  sUte  to  the  Senator 
from  South  CJarolina  that  I  think  the  objection  comes  too  late. 
I  owever,  I  do  not  want  to  take  an  advantage  of  any  S«iator 

0  I  account  of  the  parliamentary  situation. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  The  Senator  asked  unanimous  consent,  and 
b  »fore  it  was  granted  I  objected.  ,.  ^  * 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Unanlmou.«?  consent  was  asked  to 
onslder  first  the  nominations  following  those  of  members  of  the 
federal  Farm  Board,  being  nominations  for  postmasters  and 
f  ►r  the  Public  Health  Service. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  say  I  object  to  the  request  for  ananimons 
c  jnsent  as  to  the  Farm  Board  until  we  have  had  an  opportunity 
t>  lo<A  over  the  bearings. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No  request  for  unanimous  consent 
been  made  as  to  the  members  of  the  Farm  Board. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  what  became  of  the  unnnl- 
B  lous-consent  request  made  by  me  to  consider  the  remainder  of 
tie  nominations  on  the  calendar  other  tban  members  of  the 

1  arm  Board?  ...       .     .w  ^a 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  la  there  objection  to  the  consld- 
e  ration  nf  the  nomlnatlous  oo  the  calendar  following  those  for 

t^e  Farm  Hoard? 
Mr,  D  LEA  HE,    I  object.    I  object  to  any  of  th«n. 
Mr,  MuNARY.    Very  well. 

nOMBUL  FARM   HOARD 

The  VICIB  Plll5l»iniDNT,  The  cl«»rk  will  atnta  the  flrwt  nooU 
liationii  im  the  calendar. 

Tlw  CMiier  CiJcaK.  Federal  Farm  B^wrrt.  Alexatider  I^gar 
<f  Illinois,  for  a  term  of  one  yar  from  June  10,  iua«. 

Mr  Mt-NAltV.  Mr,  I'resldfiU,  I  do  not  want  the  Benatof 
rom' South  Can»llna  to  be  mlnled  by  the  p«rUamentary  sltua- 
lon.  I  ttsliad  nnanlmooa  consent  to  cou*ldiT  tinrt  the  nomlna- 
lona  following  thoae  of  member*  of  the  Farm  Board.    That  re- 

Iuest  baring  been  objected  to,  tbe  nominations  of  members  of 
be  Farm  Board  auti^mntlcally  come  up  first  on  the  calendar, 
Mr.  BLEASE,  I  did  not  so  umlerfltand.  and  I  objected  to  con- 
Idering  the  nominations  for  the  Farm  IkMird, 
Mr  McNART.  I  assume  the  Senator  did  not  understand  the 
Ituatlon.  I  want  the  Senator  to  know  the  situation.  I  am 
repared  now  to  proceed  in  accordance  with  the  decision  of  the 

Mr  BLEASE.  I  object  to  considering  the  nominations  of 
nembers  of  the  Farm  Board  untU  I  have  had  time  to  read  the 
learlngs  and  because  of  the  size  of  the  volume  I  think  that 
*lll  take  some  time.  I  will  have  a  right  to  make  a  speech  on 
t,  and  I  can  read  the  hearings  In  doing  so. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  simply  want  the  Senator  to  know  that  I  am 
now  about  to  proceed  with  the  discussion  of  the  subject  matter. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  To  which  I  certainly  obj^-ct.  If  the  Senator 
wants  to  go  on  L  sbaU  be  forced  to  stand  here  and  read  the 
testimony,  because,  as  I  have  said,  the  people  of  my  State  are 
Interested  in  the  app<>intmeDt  of  Mr.  Williams.  As  I  read  the 
testimony  I  shall  comment  on  it,  and  if  there  shall  be  any 
delay  the  fault  will  certainly  not  be  mine. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  permit  an  Inquiry? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  McNART.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  The  parliamentary  situation,  I  under- 
stand, is  that  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  made  a  motion  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consid- 
eration of  executive  business  in  open  session  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  up  the  nominations  of  members  of  the  Farm  Board 
That  motion  was  carried. 

Mr.  McNARY.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  Then,  following  that,  the  Senator  asked 
that  unanimous  consent  be  granted  to  consider  other  nomina- 
tions which,  as  I  notice  them  on  the  calendar,  are  practically 
IKWt-offlce  appointments  exclusively.  The  objection  was  really 
made  to  the  unanimous  consent  with  regard  to  confirming  post- 
oflflce  appointees.    That  Is  the  parliamentary  situation,  is  It  not? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think 
that  Is  quite  the  pnrliamentary  situation.  I  myself  have  no 
objection  to  the  consideration  of  these  nominations.  The  Sen- 
ator's motion  was  to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  executive 
business  as  In  open  executive  session,  and  that  motion  pre- 
vailed. The  ordinary  course  of  prooeilure  would  be  reports  of 
committees,  and  then  the  consideration  of  the  calendar.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  asked  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  calendar,  and  first  to  consider  other 
names  than  thoee  of  members  selecte*!  for  the  Federal  Farm 
Board,  leaving  them  to  be  considered  following  the  disposition 
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of  the  other  nominationa:  At  my  suggestion  the  calendar  is 
now  printetl  with  the  more  impi>rtaut  n(Mninations  aiHX'aring 
first  on  the  calendar.  That  Is  for  the  convenience  of  the 
Senate.  The  Senate,  in  the  regular  course  of  its  business, 
would  proceetl  to  the  call  of  the  calendar  after  reports  of  com- 
mittees had  been  made  and  any  other  business  transacted 
which  might  be  In  order." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Reports  of  committees  were  called 
for,  but  there  were  no  refwrts. 

Mr.  ROKINSON  of  Arkansas.  Then,  of  course,  the  call  of 
the  calendar  is  in  order.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
has  indicated  a  desire  to  study  the  testimony  and  make  an 
examination  of  it.  It  might  conserve  time  to  afford  him  that 
opiKirtunity  rather  than  to  proct^d  to  the  con.sideratiou  of  the 
nominations  at  once.  I  myself,  however,  do  not  make  any  re- 
quest for  delay. 

Mr.   McNARY.     Mr.   President,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 

has  correctly   stated   the   parliamentary   situation.     The   only 

reason  I  asked  that  we  defer  for  a  moment  tbe  consideration 

of   Farm    Hoard   nominations   was   In   order   to   clean    op   the 

Bxwnitlve  Calendar,   because  we   have  not   had   an   exe<'Utlve 

section   for  Houie  time.     It   is  a  matter  vit  Indifference  to  tne. 

The  Hennlor  fnmi  Mouth  Carolina  objected  to  the  re«iupMt  whi<'h 

1   mitde,     I   think   If  the  Henator   from   H<iuth   (Carolina   will 

llMteti  to  tho  dehrte  this  art4<rnoon  pr('l>at>ly  ha  will  not  need 

In  niid  lh««  teailmotjy,     1  do  not  wnnt  to  deny  anyone  a  fu'.l 

oppMrtunlfy  to  Nfndy  th«»  mntfer,  which  1«  nn  lmtH»rtniit  one. 

and  Is  now  lirought  uft  for  con^idi«rntlon,     I  think  we  might 

m'(K'«mhI  during  the  )ifi«'rn<KMi,  and  prolmbly  the  Ki'nwtor  will 

luvt*   MU(t1c|i«iit    time   to   re^'lew    the   t(«i»llmony   after   llstenlnf 

o  the  del'Hie  and  will  Ik*  able  fully  to  Infonn  hlntself  ko  that 

le  may  wUely  dra'Ide  what  courNo  ho  wants  to  pursue. 

Mr.  HAUKLEY,     Mr,  Pre*ident 

The  VICE  PRKHIDKNT,  Does  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  McNARY,  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  fr«wj 
Kentucky, 

Mr.  H.^RKLEY.  I  Inquire  if  the  nominations  of  members  of 
the  Farm  Board  will  be  taken  up  In  the  order  in  which  they 
appear  on  the  calendar? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  the  rule. 
Mr.  BAHKLEY.  The  name  of  Mr.  Williams  happens  to  be 
the  last  on  the  list,  and  If  the  rejrular  procedure  were  followed 
there  would  be  afforded  more  opportunity  for  anyone  interested 
in  him  «'si»e<ially  to  look  Into  the  hearings  before  his  name 
shall  lie  reached. 

Mr.  McNARY.     That  Is  true. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question? 

The   VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does   the   Senator   from   Oregon 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florkla? 
Mr.  McN.VRY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  objects  to  any  of  the  nominations  for  post- 
masters. If  that  is  true,  it  seems  to  me  we  might  first  dispose 
of  the  postal  nominations  on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  know  that  I  am  going 
to  vote  against  Mr.  Williams;  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
to  fully  Inform  myself  about  his  nomination,  but  I  never 
heard  of  a  volume  like  this  [exhibiting]  being  placed  on  the 
desks  of  Senators  at  11  o'clock,  and  then  Immediately  Hsking 
them  to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  nominations  in 
question.  There  is  not  a  court  outside  of  hell  that  would 
permit  any  such  procedure.  Why  sliould  we  in  the  United 
States  Senate  permit  It?  There  certainly  ought  to  be  some 
fairness  in  this  body.  I  saw  business  passed  over  here  on 
account  of  a  baseball  game  last  Saturday  as  a  courtesy  to 
certain  Senators. 

I  have  seen  the  Senate  adjourn  to  enable  some  Senators  to 
go  to  horse  races ;  I  have  seen  measures  go  over  when  a  .Senator 
paid  he  was  not  prepared  to  make  a  speech.  I  liave  heard  Sena- 
tor after  Senator  state,  "  I  am  going  to  ask  to  have  a  certain 
matter  go  over  for  the  day,  because  I  am  not  ready  to  speak 
on  it  now  " ;  but  when  this  book  Is  laid  before  us  as  late  as  this 
morning  and  a  Senator  makes  a  simple  request  that  as  his  State 
is  a  cottcm-growing  State,  he  is  interested  in  the  matter  and 
should  like  therefore  to  have  an  opportunity  to  look  over  the 
hearings,  a  technical  parliamentary  situation  is  appealed  to  In 
order  to  prevent  that  fairness  being  shown  which  should  be 
show  n  to  a  Member  of  this  body.  I  resent  It.  Are  we  expected 
to  rt^d  437  pages  of  hearings  In  a  few  minutes?  That  kind  of 
parliamentary  practice  may  be  employed  here  to-day,  but  the 
Senate  wUl  pay  for  it.  If  I  am  to  be  insulted  in  the  matter,  I 
will  remember  it,  and  no  one  need  have  any  doubt  about  that 


Mr.  MoNABY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  complaining  of  the 
attitude  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  South  Carolina.    He 

can  fully  inform  himself  of  these  matters 

Mr.  BLEASE.  How  can  a  Senator  inform  himself  when  he 
has  had  the  testimony  for  less  than  an  hour? 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  ai^nreciate  that,  and  It  Is  not  the  purpose  of 
the  chairuian  of  the  committee  to  crowd  this  matter  through ; 
that  is  not  his  usual  attitude  In  public  matters.  I  said  yester- 
day that  I  would  call  this  matta:  up  to-day.  The  hearings  have 
been  printed  for  a  week.  The  appointees  on  the  Federal  Farm 
Board  are  now  serving  under  an  uncertain  tenure ;  the  farmers 
of  the  country  want  to  know  whether  they  are  going  to  func- 
tion fully  100  per  cent  or  not ;  and  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Senate,  as  speedily  as  possible,  to  attend  to  this  business.  I  con- 
sider It  business  of  great  importance.  After  we  proceed  to-day, 
if  the  matters  involved  are  not  fully  preeented  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  or  any  other  Senator  or 
group  of  Senators.  I  shall  be  glad.  Indeed,  to  defer  final  action 
until  every  Member  of  the  Smate  may  be  Informed.  At  this 
time,  however,  I  insist  on  going  for^'ard  as  far  as  we  may. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  Prealdeut,  I  nhould  like  to  Inquire  of  the 
Senator  which,  in  his  opinion,  Is  the  more  Important,  a  tariff 
bill  or  the  cotiflrmatlon  of  tho»«e  nomlm>eii? 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  think  the  proper  admlnlMtratlon  of  the  Farm 
Board  Is  far  more  important  tbau  Ww  tariff  bill. 

Mr,  BLKAME.  I  nm  glad  to  Lear  tlM>  Bcnttor  Nay  that.  bo> 
rauw*  I  myself  think  so,  If  w«  can  make  sura  that  tha  prop<'ff 
tm«n  ure  oit  the  Farm  llonrd. 

Mr,  McNAUY,    Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ba  axcoedlngly  fair, 

and  If  Ute  Henatur  from  Moutlt  Carolina  is  disposed  hm  am  I, 

there  uwhI  be  MO  nitxHi  for  any  dlffiTcnce  betweon  us  about  it. 

Mr,  BLEAMK,    I  sliall  pay  absolutely  no  atteoUou  to  it,  for  I 

resent  the  procedure,  as  X  consider  It  yery  unfair. 

Mr.  McNAUY.     Very  well, 

Mr,  BLEASE,  And  I  hope  to  have  an  opportunity  some  time 
to  repay  whoever  may  be  responsible  for  it 

Mr,  McNARY.  I  feel  certain  before  the  afternoon  shall  be 
over  that  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  will  view  this  matter 
from  a  different  standpoint. 

Mr,  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The   VICE   PRESIDENT.    Does   the   Senator   from   Oregon 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 
Mr.  McNARY.     I  yield. 

Mr,  SIMMONS.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
how  long  this  document  entitled  "  Confirmation  of  Federal  Farm 
Board  "  has  been  available  to  Senators?  I  found  it  here  on 
my  desk  this  morning.  Possibly  it  was  available  to  me  before 
this  morning,  but  I  want  to  find  out  when  it  was  available. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Is  the  Senator  asking  me  as  to  the  number 
of  pages  in  the  hearings? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  I  asked  the  Senator  how  long  thla 
document  has  been  available  to  Senators. 

Mr.  McNARY.  It  was  printed  completely  about  four  days 
ago  and  was  put  in  bound  form  as  it  now  appears  yesterday 
and  distributed  generally  to-day.  It  contains  437  pages  of 
hearings  which  comprise  the  two  weeks'  time  of  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  So  that  to-day  is  the  first  opportunity  Sena- 
tors have  had  to  examine  the  testimony  as  it  is  set  forth  In  this 
document? 

Mr.  McNARY.  No;  that  is  not  what  I  said.  The  testimony 
was  printed  in  pamphlet  form  to  start  with  about  five  or  six 
days  ago.  The  hearings  were  completely  printed  and  bound 
In  the  present  form  yesterday  and  were  ready  for  distribution. 
I  do  not  w^ant  to  be  technical  in  the  matter.  I  say  if  we  may 
proceed  this  afternoon,  and  any  Member  of  the  Senate  believes 
that  he  has  not  had  an  opportunity  fully  to  consider  the  testi- 
many  and  study  it,  I  shall  not  press  for  final  action.  That 
ought  to  be  considered  fair. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr,  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question  ? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  does  not  understand  me  as 
objecting  to  iwoceedlng  now?  I  think  as  we  go  on  that  we  may 
examine  the  testimony.  I  think  the  discussion  will  be  some- 
what prolonged,  and  Senators  will  have  an  opportunity  to 
glance  over  the  testlmMiy  with  reference  to  each  individual 
member  of  the  board.  I  am  not  making  any  point  about  the 
matter. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  If 
It  Is  not  true  that  this  docimient,  "Confirmation  of  Federal 
Farm  Board,"  laid  on  the  desk  of  Senators  this  morning  Is  a 
mere  compilation  of  the  hearings  which  have  been  printed 
for  some  days  and  have  been  available  to  Senators?  Is  not  that 
Uue? 
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Mr.  MoNABT.  I  •ttemptefl  to  make  that  statement,  I  wlU 
MT  to  the  Senator  fpom  Florfda. 

Mr  Presldeut.  I  think  It  might  not  be  amias.  as  dwinoan  of 
the  committee,  for  me  briefly  to  discuaa  the  report  of  the  Senate 
Committee  oi>  Ajnicnlture  and  roreatry  recommending  favor- 
ably the  couflrmatlon  of  the  member*  of  the  Tarm  Board.  The 
marketing  act,  known  as  the  farm-reiief  measure,  was  PU^ 
by  OonKieaa  on  the  16th  day  of  June  of  the  present  year.  On 
the  15Ch  day  of  July  the  Prealdent  appointed  Ave  of  the  eight 
member*,  the  laat  membei'  being  appointed  on  the  2d  dayof 
Anawt.  The  committee  to  which  the  nominations  were  referred 
commenced  hoarlngs  on  Toewlay,  September  24,  and  «mtinu^ 
them  for  two  weeka.  Bach  member  of  the  board  appeared  oe- 
fore  the  committee.  I  commend  the  personnel  of  the  committee 
for  being  present  at  all  the  hearings  sare  two  members  who 

had  TaUd  excnaes  for  not  being  present  

The  courtesy  of  the  committee  was  extended  to  every  Member 
<A  the  Senate.  The  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Bbookhastj 
avaUed  himself  of  that  courtesy,  as  did  the  ^enatorfrom  Teras 
[Mr.  CJoitjfALLTj.  and  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr 
Nt«1.  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  BaooKHAW]  attending  all  of 

the  hearings.  ^ 

There  was  nothing  hidden  In  the  rffort  of  the  committee 
fully  to  pass  upon  the  qualifications  of  the  members.  As  "^ted 
a  moment  ago  in  answer  to  the  Senator  from  North  CJaroUna, 
there  are  437  printed  pages  of  hearings.  Every  ooncelvaNe 
matter  bearing  on  the  qualifications  of  these  members  was  pre- 
sented and  studied.  It  Is  true  that  In  some  Instances  Uie 
answers  to  the  questions  propounded  probaNy  were  not  satis- 
factory to  all  the  members  <rf  the  committee;  but  when  the 
matter  was  presented  to  the  committee  in  executive  session 
a  report  was  made  favorable  to  the  cohflrmatlon  of  all  the 
members  of  the  board.  Three  mCTobers  of  the  board  recelTed 
adverse  votes,  a  few  in  number ;  but  the  committee  has  reported 
very  largely  favorably  to  all  the  mwnbers. 

I  know  that  the  Members  of  this  body  have  been  so  thor- 
oughly engrossed  in  the  study  of  the  tariff  Wll  that  many  of 
them  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  give  any  study  to  the 
background  of  the  various  members  of  the  board ;  and  I  shall 
In  a  few  words  present  their  names,  and  the  commodities  which 
they  were  appointed  to  represent  and  of  their  general  acUvities. 
Mr.  Alexander  Legge  lives  at  Hinsdale,  111.  He  was  ap- 
pointed chairman  of  the  board  on  the  28th  day  (rf  June.  He 
is  connected  with  the  International  Harvester  Ck>.  He  has 
been  connected  with  that  organization  for  a  period  <rf  38  years, 
and  for  the  last  7  years  has  been  its  president.  Prior  to  that 
time  Mr.  Lc«ge  was  engaged  in  the  livestock  business  and 
farming  In  Colfax  County,  Nebr.  Mr.  Legge  testified  c<Mn- 
pletely  and  fully  in  answer  to  every  question  propounded  to 
him,  and  I  think  impressed  an  ovw"whelmlng  majority  of  the 
committee  with  his  fitness  for  this  positicm  as  chairman  of 
the  board.  ^  „^     _ 

Mr.  Charles  C.  Teagne  resides  at  Santa  Paula,  Calif.  He  was 
appointed  to  the  Federal  Farm  Board  to  represent  fruits  and 
vegetaUes-  He  was  appointed  on  the  2d  day  of  July  of  the 
present  year.  He  has  lived  for  the  past  35  years  in  California, 
has  been  engaged  all  his  life  in  fruit  growing,  and  for  the 
past  Ifi  years  has  been  intimately  associated  with  the  walnut 
industry  and  the  dtms-frult  industry  of  California,  acting 
in  various  capacities  In  their  cooperative  organizations. 

Mr.  William  F.  Schilling,  from  Hutchinson,  Minn.,  was  ap- 
pointed to  the  board  on  July  9  of  this  year.  He  represents 
the  dairy  industry.  Mr.  Schilling  is  engaged  in  farming  at 
Morthfleld,  Minn.,  and  assisted  In  cx^anlzing  the  first  coopera- 
tive creamery  prior  to  his  appointment  on  the  board.  He  is 
president  of  the  Twin  City  Milk  Producers'  AssoclaUon,  which 
sunpUes  about  98  per  cent  of  the  xnilk  used  in  St.  Paul  and 
Minneapolis.  I  think  he  deeply  Impressed  the  committee  with 
his  fitness  for  the  position  to  which  he  has  been  appointed. 

Mr.  Samuel  R.  McKelvie  is  from  Lincoln,  Nebr.  He  was 
appointed  to  the  Federal  Farm  Board  on  July  30, 1929.  He  was 
awKilnted  to  represent  grains,  all  of  the  cereals-  He  was  for- 
merly Ck)vemor  of  Nebraska  and  Is  now  engaged  in  publishing 
and  editing  the  Nebraska  Farmer,  a  paper  having  wide  circula- 
tion In  that  section  of  the  country.  He  has  been  engaged  In  the 
farm  business,  was  raised  on  a  farm,  and  now  Is  associated  with 
an  organization  that  owns  farm  properties. 

Mr.  C.  B.  Denman  is  from  Farmington,  Mo.  He  was  appointed 
to  the  board  on  the  28th  day  <rf  June.  He  represents  livestock 
and  has  been  in  the  livestock  business  all  his  life.  He  is  ac- 
tively connected  with  the  Natitmal  Livestock  Producers'  Asso- 
datloa,  which  Is  cooperative  in  character,  and  has  been  its 
preddent  for  a  number  of  years. 

Mr.  Charles  8.  Wilson  is  from  Hall,  N.  T.  He  was  appointed 
to  the  board  on  July  12.  He  represents  apples.  He  is  associated 
with  hla  brother  in  the  ai^e  business  in  New  York  State.    At 
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<  ne  time  he  was  connected  with  the  department  of  agriculture 
^  the  State  of  New  York. 
Mr.  James  C  Stone,  of  Lexington,  Ky.,  was  appointed  to  the 
rd  on  June  28.     He  represents  tobacco,  and  has  been  in  the 

icco  business,  warehousins  and  marketing  the  product,  for  a 

umber  of  years  and  is  a  successful  business  man  of  exi)erlence. 

Mr.  Carl  Williams,  of  Oklaliomu  City,  was  appointed  to  the 

rd  on  Jane  28.     He  represents  cotton.     He  is  editor  of  a 

per   known    as    the   Oklahoma    Farmer-Stockman,    has   been 

—necU-d  with  farming  for  some  time  in  Colorado,  and  Intterly 

vith  the  American  Cotton  Growers'  Exchange.     Mr.  WlUlama 

8  not  a  cotton  grower,  but  he  has  had  great  familiarity  with 

he  marketing  end  of  the  cotton  industry  throughout  the  Cotton 

ielt. 

That  briefly  iwesents  to  the  Senate  the  names  and  the  general 
mtline  of  the  members  appointed  to  the  board.  In  answer  to 
he  question  the  response  was  given  that  none  of  them  is  now 
'ugaged  in  a  business  that  would  in  any  way  conflict  with  his 
luties  as  a  member  fA  the  board. 

As  chairman  of  the  committee,  and  I  think  representing,  and, 
ndeed,  knowing  that  my  statement  represents  the  majority 
)plnion  of  the  committee,  I  think  they  were  deeply  Impressed 
irtth  the  general  fitness  of  the  members  of  the  board.  Of  course, 
t  must  be  understood  that  the  destiny  of  the  board  will  be  con- 
rolled  by  the  composite  Judgment  of  its  members.  Naturally, 
i»ere  may  be  some  that  do  not  appeal  to  different  members  of 
Jae  committee,  but  as  a  group  they  represent,  I  think,  in  a 
treat  measure,  the  ideas  expressed  in  the  farm  marketing  act. 
There  was  a  sympathetic  answer,  and  an  effort  apparently  is 
)eing  made  by  the  members  of  the  board  to  respond  to  what 
Ik>iQgre86  Intended  in  enacting  the  law. 

I  may  say  with  the  utmost  frankness  that  some  of  the  men*- 
bers  of  the  board  are  not  as  well  prepared  upon  the  great  eco- 
nomic farm  problem  as  the  members  of  the  committee  who  have 
been  studying  it  for  years.  Frankly,  I  ma-^t  say,  with  this 
criticism,  tliat  I  believe  the  board  probably  should  have  func- 
tioned from  the  start  more  aggressively  than  it  did.  I  may  be 
wrong.  The  board  may  be  right  I  think  all  the  members  of 
the  committee  impressed  the  board  with  the  idea  that  we  believe 
they  should  organize  stabilization  corporations  in  order  to  carry 
into  effect  the  main  purpos^es  of  the  act;  and  in  my  judKment 
the  contact  between  the  board  and  the  committee  was  most 
helpful  in  enlightening  the  board  as  to  the  attitude  of  Congress 
and  the  intent  of  the  authors  of  the  act  I  think  the  comnrittee 
closed  its  hearings  in  the  belief  that  the  board,  as  such,  would 
function  and  would  in  every  way  attempt  to  administer  the  law 
In  the  way  Congress  Intended  that  it  sliould  be  administered. 

With  that  brief  statement  I  submit  to  the  Senate  the  report 
of  the  committee,  which  Is  favorable  to  the  confirmation  of  the 
various  members. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The   VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does  the   Senator  from   Oregon 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
Mr.  McNARY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  here  a  statement,  coming  I  suppose 
from  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  giving  the  indorsements 
of  all  these  appointees,  unless  it  be  two;  perhaps  only  one.  I 
notice  that  there  have  been  sent  to  the  committee  In  this  docu- 
ment no  indorsements  for  Mr.  McKelvie.  Did  the  committee  get 
his  indorsements?  Have  the  indorsements  been  filed  with  the 
committee? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  the  committee  did  not  receive, 
nor  did  the  committee  ask,  from  the  President  any  indorsements 
that  came  to  the  White  Hoiise.  That  probably  answers  the 
question ;  but  the  chairman  of  the  committee  received  a  great 
many  telegrams  from  cooperatives  indorsing  the  various  mem- 
bers. My  files  would  show ;  and  if  the  Senator  desires,  I  shall 
be  very  happy  to  have  the  files  brought  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Probably  I  have  not  made  myself  clear.  I 
have  In  my  hand  a  statement  coming,  I  take  It,  from  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture.  It  is  a  mimeographed  document.  The 
heading  is,  "  Statement  Regarding  Procedure  Followed  In  the 
Selection  of  Members  of  the  Federal  Farm  Board."  Among 
other  things,  the  statement  gives  the  Indorsements  that  each 
one  of  these  appointees  had.  There  is  a  list,  for  Instance,  of  the 
indorsements  of  one  of  the  members,  starting  with  Mr.  Taber, 
master  of  the  National  Grange,  and  Including  the  master  of  the 
Iowa  State  Grange,  the  president  of  the  Indiana  Farm  Bureau, 
the  Missouri  State  Farm  Bureau,  and  so  forth ;  but  there  is  not 
anything  here  in  regard  to  the  indorsements  of  Mr.  McKdvle. 
I  take  it,  of  course,  that  he  had  some  indorsements. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  at  all  familiar  with 
the  document  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska.  Prob- 
ably that  Is  due  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  McKelvie  was  not  ap- 
pointed tmtil  away  after  the  issuance  of  the  document  contain- 
ing  those  indorsements. 
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Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  think  In  that  case  there  would  be 
all  the  more  Indorsements,  because  the  farmera  who  were  so 
anxious  to  have  him  appointed  would  have  more  time  to  rush  in 
and  show  how  enthusiastic  they  were  for  his  ai^Mlntment 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  Senator  knows  that  the  chairman  of  the 
I  committee  is  not  familiar  with  all  the  indorsements  received  by 
the  various  Members.  However,  I  am  certain,  from  the  knowl- 
edge I  possess,  that  Mr.  McKelvie  did  receive  indorsements 
from  a  great  many  farm  groups  throughout  the  country ;  and  I 
shall  l)e  glad.  Indeed,  to  have  the  record  searched  for  the 
benefit  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NOKU18,    I  wish  the  Senator  would. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  McNAHY,    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  hold  In  my  hand  a  copy  of  the  Lincoln 
Sunday  Star,  published  at  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  which  I  imagine  was 
sent  to  all  the  Members  of  the  Senate.  In  that  paper  It  is  set 
forth  that  the  Farmers*  Union  of  Saunders  County,  Nebr., 
passed  resolutions  absolutely  against  Mr.  McKelvie,  saying 
that  he  was  not  at  all  in  sympathy  with  the  farmers  of 
Nebraska  or  of  the  Northwest. 

Of  course,  the  Senator  knows  that  one  of  the  biggest  organi- 
zations handling  wheat  throughout  the  United  States  Is.  the 
Farmers'  Union.  I  not  only  have  received  this  resolution,  but 
I  have  received  protests  similar  to  this  from  other  farm  groups 
in  the  Northwest  protesting  against  Mr.  McKelvie's  appoint- 
ment 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  surprised  at  that; 
neither  Is  the  Senator  from  Montana.  In  the  years  that  we 
have  studied  the  problem  together  we  have  found  it  very  diffi- 
cult to  get  any  great  number  of  farm  groups  to  agree  upon  any 
particular  plan ;  and  naturally  these  different  groups  or  organi- 
zations could  not  agree  on  one  particular  individual  to  repre- 
sent them  on  the  board. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  But  the  strange  part  of  It  Is,  let  me  say  to 
the  Senator,  that  the  only  protest  I  have  received  from  the 
Northwest,  from  the  wheat-growing  section,  is  against  Mr. 
McKelvie. 

Mr.  SHEPP-\RD.    Mr.  President ■ 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  McNARY.     I  do.     I  am  about  to  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Is  the  rejwrt  of  the  committee  a  unani- 
mous one? 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  think  I  am  at  full  liberty  io  answer  that 
question  by  saying  that  there  was  1  vote  against  Mr.  Legge's 
confirmation,  3  against  Mr.  McKelvie,  and  3  against  Mr. 
Williams,  as  I  recall.  The  cf>mmittee  was  unanimous  as  to  the 
others.  I  do  not  care  to  specify ;  it  would  not  be  of  any  Interest 
to  indicate  who  the  Senators  were,  of  course. 

I  ylehl  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  the  first  name: 
Shall  the  Senate  advise  and  consent  to  the  confirmation  of 
Mr.  Legge? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  take  up  much 
of  the  time  of  the  Senate  on  these  names.  I  do  not  know  that 
I  can  enlighten  the  Senate,  but  I  desire  to  offer  a  few  observa- 
tions of  a  rather  general  nature;  and  I  might  as  well  do  it 
In  the  case  of  Mr.  Legge  as  any  other  name. 

I  understand  that  Mr.  Legge  Is  the  head  of  the  International 
Harvester  Co..  sometimes  known  as  the  Agricultural  Implement 
Trust,  one  of  the  largest  corporations  in  the  United  States,  and 
one  of  the  largest  corporations  In  the  world.  It  has  a  wonder- 
ful amount  of  business,  all  with  fanners,  as  I  understand  it. 
These  men  have  grown,  and  grown  fat,  have  become  million- 
aires, all  from  the  money  they  have  received  from  the  farmers 
of  America,  while  the  farmers,  burdened  with  toll,  burdened 
with  the  d€*ts  they  have  had  to  pay  the  corporations,  this  one 
in  particular,  have  been  going  down  and  down  and  down, 
going  through  bankruptcy;  mortgage  foreclosures  have  taken 
their  homes  all  over  the  United  States,  and  particularly  in  the 
great  Middle  West.  One  of  the  things  that  has  brought  that 
about  has  been  the  enormous  price  they  have  been  compelled 
to  pay  for  farm  implements. 

Mr.  IvCgge  has  grown  to  be  a  very  wealthy  man,  I  suppose  a 
good  many  times  a  millionaire.  He  was  getting  a  very  large 
salary,  a  hundred  thousand  dollars  a  year,  I  believe  it  was 
said  to  be,  which  he  sacrificed  in  order  to  take  charge  of  this 
board  to  help  the  farmers.  Since  he  has  made  these  millions 
out  of  the  farmers,  since,  by  the  sacrifice  of  the  farmer,  he 
has  been  able  to  put  this  great  trust  together,  and  get  a 
monopoly  in  the  farm-Implement  business,  he  probably  felt  a 
conscientious  conviction  tliat,  since  this  contribution  had  been 


made  for  his  b^ieflt  and  the  benefit  of  his  great  corporation,  he 
ought  to  do  something  to  help  the  farmers.  So  It  was  an- 
nounced through  the  daily  press  that  this  great  man,  the  head 
of  this  great  corporation,  after  mature  deliberation,  had  finally 
consented  to  sacrifice  this  great  salary,  and  devote  his  ener- 
gies, at  the  request  of  President  Hoover,  to  stricken  agricul- 
ture; and  here  he  is. 

He  knows  a  good  deal  about  the  difficulties  and  the  trials 
and  the  tribulations  of  the  farmers,  because  he  has  been  dealing 
with  them  all  his  business  life,  and  therefore  he  may  be  able 
to  do  the  farmer  a  great  deal  of  good.  Because  he  has  been 
on  the  other  side  of  the  feuce  all  the  time,  It  does  not  follow 
conclusively  that  he  will  not  do  his  best  Xo  help  the  farmer 
rather  than  to  help  the  cori>oratlon  he  represents,  which  deals 
directly  with  the  fanner.  In  fact,  I  tliink  the  farmer  will 
realize  that  he  has  to  be  helped  by  somebody,  or  he  can  not 
make  any  more  contributi(Mis  to  this  International  Implement 
Trust,  and  so  this  man  will  prol>ably  be  interested  In  seeing 
that  the  farm^  does  get  some  help. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.    Mr.  President,  >»ill  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  In  regard  to  making  great  contributions  to 
the  International  Harvester  Co.,  I  want  to  say  Just  a  word 
about  the  tactics  that  have  been  used  during  the  last  two  or 
three  years. 

Combines  have  been  introduced  In  the  Northwest  and  West 
very  extensivrfy  during  the  last  few  years.  The  argument  that 
has  been  used  by  the  machine  men  who  sell  them,  the  Interna- 
tional men,  as  well  as  other  machine  company  men,  is  that 
there  is  a  great  saving  in  the  use  of  the  combine.  They  save 
the  twine  and  they  save  the  shockers,  and  they  save  a  lot  of 
expense  that  goes  with  the  old  kind  of  harvesting  and  threshing 
machinery,  and  they  figure  out  to  the  farmer  the  amount  that 
can  be  saved  each  year.  On  an  ordinary  half-section  farm  It 
amounts  to  between  five  and  eight  hundred  dollars  a  year  that 
the  farmer  saves  by  the  use  of  the  combine,  and  in  three  or 
four  or  five  years'  time  tlie  combine  will  pay  for  itself,  accx)rd- 
ing  to  the  figures,  put  out.  In  thousands  of  instances  those 
salesmen  have  convinced  the  farmer  that  that  is  the  case,  and 
the  farmers  have  left  their  binders  and  their  threshing  ma- 
chines standing  idle  in  the  sheds,  and  bought  the  combines, 
on  the  strength  of  the  statements  made.  Of  course,  if  they 
have  a  good  crop  and  get  a  good  price,  they  probably  would  save 
enough  to  pay  for  the  combine  in  four  or  five  years,  but  the 
trouble  is  they  do  not  always  have  a  good  crop,  and  they  do 
not  always  get  a  good  price,  and  many  farmers  are  going  broke 
because  they  bonght  combines,  just  the  same  as  they  have  done 
in  the  past.  The  agents  of  the  International  Harvester  Co. 
always  have  a  plausible  story  to  tell  why  the  farmer  should  buy 
this  machinery  and  can  afford  to  buy  it. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  of  course,  this  nominee  knows 
all  about  that,  and  being  so  sympathetic  as  to  surrender  a 
great  salary  In  order  to  help  the  farmers,  I  have  no  doubt  that 
he  win  immediately  put  out  the  necessary  literature  to  convince 
the  fanner  that  the  propaganda  distributed  by  the  International 
Harvester  Co.,  making  believe  that  he  can  pull  himself  over 
the  fence  by  his  boot  straps,  is  all  poi^ycock,  and  he  will  say 
to  the  farmer,  "  Don't  pay  any  more  attention  to  these  agents 
of  the  International  Harvester  Co.  Listen  to  me."  That  may 
work;  he  may  do  that.  He  would  accomplish  a  great  good  if 
he  did,  and  I  am  not  saying  that  he  is  not  going  to. 

I  have  in  mind  now,  Mr.  President,  a  city  away  out  on  the 
western  frontier  which  25  years  ago  was  one  of  the  toughest 
places  in  America.  It  was  right  where  civilization  and  the 
frontier  met.  It  was  a  great  rendezvous  for  cowboys  and 
gamblers,  all  kinds  of  fellows  of  that  sort 

One  of  the  leaders  among  the  toughest  element  In  that  west- 
ern city,  a  well-known  gambler,  a  man  who  had  a  good  many 
notches  on  the  handle  of  his  guu,  was  appointe«l  chief  of  p<jllce 
by  a  ne\^y  elected  mayor,  a  man  who  had  been  elected  on  a 
reform  ticket.  He  knew  all  the  Ins  and  the  outs  of  the  fellows 
he  was  appointed  to  clean  up,  and  he  cleaned  them  up.  He 
made  the  best  chief  of  police  the  town  had  ever  had.  He  put 
the  town  on  a  good  moral  basis.  He  filled  the  jails  with  the 
criminals  and  the  outlaws,  those  he  did  not  kill,  and  he  made  a 
good  moral  town  out  of  that  place;  he  put  it  on  a  first-class 
social  and  society  basis.  He  could  not  have  been  so  successful 
if  it  had  not  been  that  he  knew  the  fellows  he  had  to  go  after. 
He  knew  their  habits,  he  knew  just  how  to  meet  them  and  Just 
how  to  get  them,  and  he  got  them. 

That  may  be  the  way  with  Mr.  I>egge.  He  knows  the  dif- 
ferent things  that  have  transpired  in  the  past,  and  he  may 
rectify  them  and  make  a  wonderful  record.    I  hope  he  will. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  selecting  this  board,  if  I  had  had  the 
selectiou,  I  would  have  chosen  men  whose  past  Ufe  had  shown 
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more  gympathy  with  the  conmtion  of  agriculture.  I  may  be 
eutirelv  wrong  about  that,  and  I  am  not  going  to  oppose  the 
continuation  of  any  of  these  men  on  the  ground  that  I  do  not 
airree  with  them.  One  reason  is  that  the  law  under  which  they 
are  appointed  is  a  law  that  was  passed  through  Congress  just 
as  Pre^ident  Hoover  wanted  it.  It  was  not  my  law.  it  was  not 
the  law  that  Congress  had  passed  several  Umes  and  would  have 
passe<l  again  to  bring  relief  to  agriculture.  We  were  defeated, 
and  Mr.  Hoover  had  his  way. 

The  President  went  on  the  theory,  and  Congress  flnally  went 
on  the  theory,  when  they  pas.sed  the  law,  that  the  President 
ought  to  have  his  way.  and  that  they  would  pass  the  law  just  as 
he  wanted  it.  I  think  that  being  true,  he  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  a  great  extent  to  select  the  men  to  administer  the  law,  so 
that  there  can  be  no  possible  charge  ever  made  in  the  future 
that  he  has  bet-n  unduly  handicapped  in  administering  a  law 
that  was  passed  at  his  behest. 

We  have  on  this  board  one  man  from  my  State.  I  was  try- 
ing to  get  from  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculttire 
his  recommendations.  I  would  like  to  see  them.  It  would  be 
worth  something  to  spread  them  on  the  rectird,  and  let  the 
country  see  them.  He  is  a  man  of  considerable  ability.  I  do 
not  believe  he  has  ever  had  a  sympathetic  viewpoint  with  the 
American  farmer.  I  do  not  believe  he  understantls  the  prob- 
lem-s  and  the  troubles  of  the  American  farmer.  But  he  may 
be  a  gt»od  man  notwithstanding  thai,  because  there  are  lots  of 
good  meu  who  do  not  understand  the  diflBculties  that  confront 
agriculture,  and  those  who  understand  them,  and  who  have 
studied  them,  do  not  always  agree  as  to  what  the  remedy  should 
be.  He  has  gMie  on  the  theory  that  the  farmer  ought  to  be 
let  alone,  that  we  could  not  pass  any  legislation  that  would  do 
him  any  good.  He  was  always  with  the  President.  He  always 
will  be  with  the  President.  He  has  been  famous  for  that.  He 
has  been  regular  in  every  way.  While  he  does  not  know  much 
about  farming,  he  does  know  how  to  play  the  political  game  as 
the  regulars  would  have  it  played. 

Mr.  President^  he  may  not  be  posted  on  the  needs  of  agricul- 
ture, but  I  understand  he  plays  a  wonderfully  good  game  of 
golf.  He  knows  all  the  rules  of  si>ciety,  and  will  be  found 
doing  his  duty  in  that  respect  according  to  Hoyle,  and  according 
to  the  latest  deiision  which  may  come  down  from  the  social 
throne.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  wonderfully  courageous  flght 
made  by  Mrs.  Gann  to  retain  her  place  at  the  dinner  table  has 
received  and  continues  to  receive  his  enthusiastic  approval  and 
approbation. 

One  of  tlie  things  that  all  these  officials  have  to  do  is  to  look 
after  society  in  Washington.  That  seems  to  be  part  of  the 
duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  It  is  even  taken  notice  of 
internationally,  and  I  commend  Mr.  McKelvie  in  that  respect 
at  least.  If  he  does  not  know  what  ought  to  be  done  for  the 
fanner,  he  at  least  knows  how  to  aeat  the  people  around  the 
dinner  table,  and  knows  what  they  ought  to  eat  and  what  they 
ought  to  drink. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  board  has  a  difficult 
task  to  perform.  In  my  judgment,  under  the  law  they  can  not 
bring  success  to  American  agriculture.  I  think  the  law  we 
passed  omits  one  thing  that  Is  essential.  We  have  not  any  law 
taking  care  of  the  question  of  sunHus  production  of  any  product, 
and  until  we  do,  I  do  not  believe  we  can  expect  a  board  to  bring 
prosperity  to  agriculture.  I  think  they  can  do  some  good,  but 
they  will  have  to  operate,  not  on  a  domestic-price  level  but  on 
a  world-price  level,  because  the  law  does  not  permit  them  to 
"^operate  on  anything  else.  So,  if  they  fail,  as  I  expect  to  see 
them  do  to  a  great  extent,  it  will  be  a  failure  coming  perhaps 
more  from  the  law  than  from  anything  else. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  in  the  chair).    Etoes 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 
Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  However  they  may  fail  as  a  farm  board, 
the  Senator  is  convinced  that  as  society  men  they  will  be  suc- 
cessful, and  aid  official  Washl»>gton  very  much  in  social  mat- 
ters, as  I  understand  his  statement? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  At  least  one  of  them  will.  I  do  not  know 
how  the  others  are  equipped  along  that  line. 

It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  the  President  really  having 
gotten  this  law  just  as  he  wantetl  it.  Congress  should  not  un- 
duly Interfere  with  its  administration,  but  should  within  rea- 
sonable limits,  let  the  President  have  his  way  and  permit  him 
to  make  a  great  success  of  it  if  he  possibly  can ;  and  God  knows 
I  hope  he  can,  and  will. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  confidence  In  the 
po^bility  of  the  board  under  the  present  law  solving  the 
problems  of  the  farmer.  In  my  opinion,  as  time  goes  on  the 
funds  approprijkted  will  gradually  disappear.  They  will  be  dis- 
sipated luless  there  is  some  means  of  repletiishment,  as  was 
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provided  for  in  the  original  bills  and  was  attempted  in  the 
Seiate  by  an  amendment  to  the  latest  bill.  However,  the  bill 
wail  passed  and  it  is  now  tlie  problem  of  the  President.  He  has 
sel<  icted  his  board,  and  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  shall  vote  for 
the  confirmation  of  all  the  members  of  the  board. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  telegram,  which  I  wish  to  have  read  at 
the  desk,  sent  to  me  from  the  president  of  the  Dair>men's 
Leiigue  Cooperative  Association.  This,  in  my  opinion,  is  the 
most  successful  cooperative  in  tlie  United  States,  perhaps  in 
th€  world.  It  is  comix>sed  of  men  who  are  dairy  farmers.  They 
ha -e  succeeded  in  building  up  a  tremendous  business  and  have 
organized  the  milk  industry  of  my  State  and  that  section  of 
oui  country.  It  is  an  organization  of  about  75,000  members 
and  has  actually  accomplished  in  the  c<x)perative  field  what  we 
ha'  e  hoped  might  be  accomplished  in  other  fields  of  agricultural 
en«  eavor. 

'  'he  organization  was  not  at  all  enthusiastic  about  the  farm 
bil  as  it  became  a  law.  However,  its  president  has  sent  the 
tel  'gram,  which  represents  apparently  the  views  of  that  organi- 
zation regarding  Mr.  Williams  in  particular.  I  ask  that  the 
clerk  may  be  permitted  to  read  the  telegram. 

'Tie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  clerk 
wi  1  read,  as  requested. 

'  Tie  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows : 

Nbw  York,  N.  Y..  October  It.  »». 

Hoi.    ROTAL    8.    CorXULSD, 

Senate  Office  Building: 
^(Te  feel  conwmpd  alK.ut  rumor  Senate  may  decline  to  confirm  Carl 
Wi  llams  as  member  Federal  Farm  Board.  Our  long  acquaintance  with 
his  agricultural  actiTlties  convince  u«  be  la  admirably  equipjied  to  per- 
form dutie.s  of  member  of  board,  both  because  of  his  ability  and  his 
demotion  to  work.     Trust  you  can   see  your  way   clear  to  vote  for   his 

coi  firmatloQ. 

PP.ED  n.  PEXArKn, 
Preaident  Dairymen'B  Leatjue  Cooperative  Asuociation  {.Inc.). 

dr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  «lo  not  feel  coinp«*tent  to 
pais  any  professional  judgment  upon  the  men  recommeiidi-d  by 
President  Hoover,  but  to  my  mind  the  indorsement  of  a  great 
cooperative  farm  organization  like  the  Dairymen's  I^eague 
should  bear  great  weight  with  this  body.  As  I  have  sai<i,  the 
mi'n  in  control  of  the  organization  are  farmers.  They  are  sin- 
cerely interested  in  farm  problems.  Even  though  they  have  not 
great  confidence  in  the  bill  as  it  is  passed,  they  have  expresse<l 
ctiufidence  in  Mr.  Williams.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  the  In- 
dcrsement  of  this  organization  is  .suflicieut  and  induces  me  to 
ca  St  my  vote  for  him  and,  as  I  .'<aid,  I  shall  likewi.«e  vote  for  the 
confirmation  of  all  the  nominees  of  the  President  for  member- 
slip  on  the  board. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Y)rk  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  COPELAND.     Certainly. 

Mr.  KING.  I  would  like  to  a.sk  the  Senator  from  New  York, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  has  presented  a  telegram  from  the 
dJiIry  organization  of  his  State,  what  knowletige  they  have  of 
Mt.  Carl  Williams,  who  has  been  selected  as  a  cotton  expert,  a 
gentleman  who  lives  in  Oklahoma  and  edits  a  little  newspaper 
tlere? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  may  say  that  there  is  a  community  of 
lEterest  and  knowledge  throughout  the  farm  sections  regarding 
all  the  problems  which  are  sougtit  to  be  solve<l  by  the  btjard. 
Bd  r.  Williams  has  made  himself  well  known  to  agriculturists  in 
a  1  lines.  I  am  confident  that  the  Dairymen's  League  would  not 
s]ieak  as  they  have  of  this  proposed  official  unless  they  had 
k  lowledge  of  the  real  capacity  of  Mr.  Williams. 

Mr.  KING.  I  wuuld  have  been  di.sjMjsed  to  have  given  the 
telegram  some  cTedence  and  some  wMght  if  it  had  referred  to 
tie  man  who  had  been  named  to  represent  the  dairy  interests 
oi'  to  some  person  who  lived  in  the  vicinity  of  tlie  Dairymen's 
League;  but  coming  from  New  York  State,  frmn  the  dairy  or- 
g.  Lnization,  without  any  knowledge  on  their  part  of  the  problems 
o '  cotton  and  the  cotton  industry,  their  telegram  has  no  weight 
w  hatever  with  me. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  can  quite  believe  that  the  Senator  from 
I  tab,  a  great  lawyer,  who  may  have  devoted  his  professioiml 
life  to  corporation  law,  would  be  familiar  in  a  general  way  with 
t  le  talents  and  capacities  of  men  who  are  spei'ializing  in  some 
o  her  branch  of  law,  in  municipal  law  or  patent  law  or  admiralty 
1)  w,  and  .so  I  would  certainly  be  iufiuenced  if  I  had  from  such 
a  distinguished  attorney  a  recommendation  for  some  member  of 
t  »e  l^al  profession  for  memljership  on  this  particular  Ixmrd. 
Therefore  I  feel  that  we  may  l)elleve  that  a  recommendation 
f  "om  the  Dairymen's  League  for  Mr.  Williams  would  have  some 
value  even  though  he  is  put  on  the  board  to  represent  another 
branch  of  the  industry. 
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Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  my  purpose  is 
to  make  only  a  brief  statement.  Probably  all  Senators  have 
received  communications,  some  appealing  to  them  for  confirma- 
tion of  the  nominees  and  others  urging  the  rejection  of  some  of 
the  members  selected  by  the  President  to  serve  on  the  Federal 
Farm  Board.  I  desire  to  make  clear  In  this  public  statement 
my  personal  attitude  respecting  these  nominations.  In  order  to 
do  that  let  me  suggest  that  the  bill  which  the  CMigress  passed  Is 
in  its  nature  largely  experimental.  It  does  not  incorporate 
some  of  the  most  important  provisions  which  were  favored  by 
most  of  us  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  and  by  many  on  the 
other  side. 

The  debates  and  other  proceedings  in  the  Senate  during  the 
consideration  of  the  farm  bill,  which  recently  became  effective 
and  which  authorizes  the  President  to  select  a  board  of  eight 
members,  are  fresh  In  the  memory  of  all  Senators.  It  is  uni- 
versally known  that  we  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  and  several 
on  the  other  side  insisted  upon  material  amendments  and  addi- 
tions to  the  bill  which  were  not  incorporated  in  the  measure  as 
it  was  flually  passed.  One  of  those  provisions,  that  relating  to 
the  issuance  of  debentures,  was  approved  by  the  Senate  on  two 
separate  o<'ca.sJons,  when  practically  every  vote  in  the  Senate 
was  cast.  It  was  eliminated  In  conference  after  the  body  at  the 
other  end  of  the  Capitol  had  declined  expressly  to  accept  the 
debenture  plan  as  a  part  of  the  scheme  for  farm  relief. 

I  thought  and  still  think  that  the  power  to  issue  debentures  in 
connection  with  the  disposal  of  surplus  farm  products  is  essen- 
tial to  an  adequate  and  complete  remedy.  The  del)eoture  plan 
as  advanced  contemplated  its  use  when  other  remedies  pro- 
vided in  the  bill  should  have  been  found  abortive.  Notwith- 
standing tills  attitude  on  the  part  of  many  Democrats  and  also 
of  many  Republicans,  urging  the  incorporation  of  the  provi- 
sions which  met  with  firm  objection  by  the  Presidwit,  it  ap- 
pears to  me  sound  policy  to  grant  the  Executive  full  freedom  In 
the  selection  of  the  officers  and  other  instrumentalities  which  he 
deems  necessary  to  the  rffectlve  and  successful  administration 
of  the  new  law. 

Fear  of  its  failure  is  entertained  by  many  who  voted  for  the 
law.  Many  who  are  genuinely  in  sympathy  with  the  purposes 
of  the  law  think  that  nothing  which  has  occurred  indicates  that 
It  is  likely  to  iM:t)ve  of  great  advantage  in  affording  relief  to 
those  phases  of  agricultural  conditions  which  most  require 
remedy.  I  do  not  propose  to  contribute  to  an  alibi  for  those 
who  are  responsible  for  the  form  which  the  legislation  took.  I 
am  entirely  content,  the  issue  having  been  made,  that  they  shall 
assume  full  resixmslbility  for  the  method  in  which  the  law  is 
administered.  Anyone  can  see  that  by  refusing  to  give  the 
President  the  agents  whom  he  has  selected,  those  of  us  who 
are  not  In  sympathy  with  the  form  which  the  bill  finally  took 
may  be  said  to  have  hampered  and  restrained  the  Executive  in 
the  administration  of  the  law.  For  that  reason  it  seems  to  me 
sound  policy  to  grant  the  Exet^utlve  full  freedom  in  the  choice 
of  agencies,  since  otherwise  delay  or  breakdown  In  the  enjoy- 
ment of  such  remedies  as  the  law  includes  may  be  attrll^uted 
to  the  refusal  of  the  Senate  to  confirm  for  membership  on  the 
board  the  nominees  of  the  President. 

The  i-esponsibility  for  the  application  of  the  statute  must  rest 
where  it  belongs.  Under  the  Constitution  it  devolves  upon  the 
President.  There  will  be  no  muddying  of  the  waters  on  my 
part  If  the  law  proves  ineffective,  the  public  Is  entitled  to 
know  to  whom  to  attribute  the  failure,  where  to  find  the  cause 
either  as  to  the  inadequacy  or  the  inefficiency  or  lack  of  sym- 
pathy of  those  chosen  to  administer  it. 

With  these  thoughts  in  mind,  I  shall  vote  to  confirm  the 
choice  of  the  I'resident,  in  the  firm  belief  that  every  member 
selected  is  a  man  of  honor  and  of  broad  experience,  and  with 
the  full  understanding  that  it  is  not  possible  for  me  to  select 
in  the  first  instance  the  members  to  compose  this  important 
board. 

Something  has  been  said  in  the  press,  and  in  the  hearings, 
I  believe,  touching  the  lack  of  familiarity  of  some  members  on 
the  board  with  the  particular  commodities  which  they  are 
chosen  esjiecially  to  rejMVsent.  NO  assurance  Is  given  that  If 
a  nominee  should  be  rejected  some  one  else  would  be  chosen 
possessing  different  qualifications  in  that  respect.  We  must 
also  bear  iii  mind  after  all,  that  this  must  not  degenerate,  if 
true  relief  shall  be  afforded  Into  a  contest  for  favor  or  benefits 
to  particular  commodities  or  to  the  farmers  who  are  engaged 
in  producing  those  commodities.  After  all,  the  problem  is  a 
national  problem,  and  it  is  our  duty  to  perform  the  function 
devolving  upon  us  according  to  the  best  of  our  ability, 

I  have  no  Intention  of  attempting  to  influence  the  conclusion 
of  any  other  Senator  with  respect  to  these  nominations.  I 
have  tried  in  these  few  remarks  to  make  clear  my  (pinion  that, 
since  no  question  of  integrity  or,  for  that  matter,  of  ability 
has  been  raised  touching  any  nominee,  and  since  the  choice 


tinder  the  Constitution  falls  upon  the  President  In  the  first 
instance,  and  it  is  necessary  and  desirable  that  he  be  glvoi 
a  free  hand,  so  that  it  may  not  be  said  that  the  Senate  refused 
to  permit  him  to  apply  and  interpret  the  law  as  he  should  and 
would  apply  and  uiterpret  it.  It  is  my  purpose  to  yote  for  the 
confirmation  of  these  uomineea 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  have  listened  with  interest 
and  symijathy  to  what  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  has  said, 
and  as  perhaps  one  of  the  oldest  members  of  the  Agriculture 
Committee,  and  one  who  has  devoted  his  public  life,  and  the 
major  part  of  his  adult  private  life,  to  the  study  of  the  agricul- 
tural problem,  especially  as  it  affects  cotton  I  want  to  state 
frankly  to  the  Senate  that  after  the  law  crejiting  the  Federal 
l"^rm  Board  had  passed,  and  the  President  had  made  his  selec- 
tions, I  was  disposed,  and  am  now  disposed,  to  take  the  view 
expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas.  I  was  on  the  con- 
ference committee  that  decided  by  compromise  the  ultimate  form 
which  the  law  as  passed  by  the  House  and  as  modified  by  the 
Senate  should  take. 

In  the  interrelation  of  the  witnesses  before  the  committee, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  I  did  not  have  the  knowledge  of  certain 
products  that  I  have  of  the  one  that  pertains  to  my  section ; 
and  I  am  going  to  state  frankly  that  sometimes  I  feel  that  I 
wish  I  had  not  interrogated  the  gentleman  who  was  selected  to 
represent  cotton.  I  join  with  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  and 
with  other  Senators  In  stating  that  the  law  is  not  one  from 
which  we  may  expect  full  relief,  but  when  a  meml)er  of  the 
board  is  selected  to  represent  a  commodity  and  In  the  earnest 
and  honest  interrogation  of  the  members  of  the  committee  he 
shows  that  he  is  not  even  in  sympathy  with  going  as  far  as  the 
law  itself  would  permit  him  to  go,  and.  not  only  that,  but  shows 
a  total  ignorance  of  the  elements  that  make  up  the  problems  of 
the  cotton  growa*,  I  feel  that,  though  the  greater  responsibility 
is  upon  the  President  and  upon  those  who  sponsored  the  law, 
yet  I  am  not  justified  in  casting  my  vote  for  one  who  not  only 
did  not  express,  under  interrogation,  a  sympathy  with  the  relief 
that  the  law  might  give  but  really  advocated  a  continuance 
of  the  conditions  which  now  exist  and  to  relieve  which  the 
extraordinary  session  of  Congress  was  called. 

Personally  I  have  no  feeling  again.st  Mr.  WillianLs.  I  thought 
wh«i  I  first  read  of  his  appointment  that  he  had  not  the  knowl- 
edge of  the  question  which  was  so  essential  to  carrying  out 
even  the  purposes  of  the  law,  but  I  was  perfc»ctly  willing  to 
hold  that  objection  in  al)eyance  until  such  time  as  I  had  opfwr- 
tunity  to  interrogate  hinr  and  ascertain  what  his  attitude  was 
toward  the  solution  of  the  problem. 

The  press  carried  the  statement  that  an  attempt  would  be 
made  by  me  to  organize  an  opposition  to  iir.  Williams.  I  have 
not  spoken  to  a  single  colleague  In  this  body  asking  hlra  to  vote 
against  Mr.  Williams.  However,  I  have  a  responsibility  to  dis- 
charge, I  have  a  duty  to  perform  for  which  I  am  responsible. 
In  the  aanilnistratlon  of  what  we  might  call  a  bad  law  I  am 
not  called  upon  to  vote  for  a  man  who  I  believe  is  totally  Incon*- 
petent  even  to  try  to  remedy  the  bad  law ;  in  other  words,  who 
is  an  inefficient  man  to  administer  an  inefficient  law.  I  do  not 
think  I  am  called  upon  to  do  that 

Mr.  McKELLAR    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Sooth 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  SMITH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  From  a  very  hasty  examination  of  the 
testimony  of  Mr.  Willlam.s,  apparently  he  believes  that  the  cotton 
industry  is  In  a  fine  condition,  and,  being  in  a  fine  cohdition, 
does  not  need  any  help  or,  at  any  rate,  does  not  need  any  help 
from  the  Federal  Farm  Board.  I  am  wondering  if  that  was  the 
same  view  that  the  Senator  from  Sooth  Carolina  got  from  the 
examination  of  Mr.  Williams  personally  Itefore  the  committee? 
I  did  not  hear  his  testimony. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  the  trouble  about  this  situation 
is  the  area  of  America  is  so  far-flung,  tlie  geographical  sectltms 
where  certain  of  our  staple  crops  are  grown  is  so  far  removed 
from  the  homes  of  many  Senators,  that  when  some  of  their  col- 
leagues make  statements  they  simply  take  them  as  mere  state- 
ments without  their  being  in  a  position  to  verify  them.  In 
other  words,  a  majority  of  Senators  know  nothing  about  the 
production,  manufacture,  and  sale  of  cotton.  It  is  true  that  a 
large  percentage  also  do  not  know  anything  about  the  grain 
problems.  We  have,  therefore,  got  to  rely  on  Senators  coming 
frt)m  the  grain-producing  section. 

I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  S<mate  to  the  fact  that  I 
went  before  the  committee  believing  that  Mr.  Williams  hud  not 
and  could  not  have  all  the  personal  experience  from  the  farm- 
ers' viewpoint  which  would  be  desirable,  but  that  if  he  were  In 
sympathy  with  the  effort  to  relieve  their  condition  he  would 
manifest  It  He  was  on  the  witness  stand  for  two  days  and  had 
the  ftillest  possible  opportunity  to  egress  before  the  committee 
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What  was  the  objective  In  his  mind.  I  would  much  P^«f  Jr^ 
Song  with  what^eems  to  be  the  senUment  that  w«  wiU  throw 
Se  fe^nsrbllity  on  the  President  and  leave  him.  with  the 
board,  to  wurk  out  the  problem. 

Mr   SIMMONS.     Mr.  President a     *u 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Sooth 
Can»lina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 
Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  says  he  is  willing  to  go  ?  "iig 
with  the  Senators  who  are  willing  to  throw  the  responsibility 
Son  the  President  and  to  assume  no  part  of  that  responsibility. 
Mr  SMITH.  I  said  I  would  much  prefer  to  do  that. 
Mr  SIMMONS.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  how  can  ne  dls- 
tliSuixh  the  measure  of  our  responsibility  in  confirming  these 
noi^naUons  from  any  other  nomination.,  that  the  Presid^t  may 
send  to  us  to  provide  for  the  execution  of  any  other  law. 
whether  we  have  opposed  It  or  whether  we  »^ave  favored  it. 

Mr  SMITH.  I,  for  one,  am  not  going  to  shirk  my  respon- 
BiblUty  In  respect  to  that  commodity  which  Is  the  currency  of 
my  sition  and  which  spells  the  flnandal  Ufe  or  death  of  the 
people  who  are  dependent  upon  It.  ,,.^j     4.^™„^,i 

I  have  examlne<I  this  man  In  respect  to  his  attitude  toward 
relieving  present  conditions  and  I  am  going  to  take  the  time  of 
the  Senate  to  call  attention  to  some  of  the  questions  which  I 
asked  him  and  some  of  his  answers.  I  am  going  to  read  from 
the  testimony.    It  was  short  and  to  the  point 

1  wish  to  reiterate,  in  order  to  make  my  position  clear,  that 

I  am  not  responsible  for  what  any  other  Senator  here  may  do, 
but  I  am  responsible  for  the  conscienUous  discharge  of  my  duty 
ws  it  may  affect  the  most  tragic  condition  which  ever  faced 
agriculture  in  the  history  of  the  country. 

What  did  the  President  call  the  extraordinary  8«wlon  of  Con- 
gress for?    For  the  reUef  of  agriculture?    Wh^t  kind  of  relief  ? 
Relief  from  the  terrible  flnanaal  condition  under  which  agrt- 
culture  is  suffering  as  compared  with  Industry.    The  very  bill 
SiderwhlS^he  members  of  the  Farm  Board  have  been  ajH 
SSlnted  sets  out  In  section  1  that  the  object  and  policy  of  the 
Kwai  To  bring  ab.mt  economic  equality  between  agriculture 
and  industry;  in  other  words,  to  find  a  means  of  bringing  the 
n-turiis  derived  from  products  of  agriculture  up  to  a  parity  with 
the  returns  derived  from  industry.    That  is  what  the  extraordi- 
nary session  was  called  for.    As  a  slight  digression,  let  me  say 
that  it  looks  to  me  as  If  we  have  set  aside  what  some  thought 
wa.s  a  means  of  relieving  agriculture  and  engaged  ourselves  in 
the  busine.ss  of  making  provision  so  that  the  Profits  of  ^ridn^rj 
^jnay  be  still  further  piled  up  and  the  present  condition  perpetn- 
iSd.     However,  the  object  for  which  the  Pre*.ident  ostensibly 
caUedThe  extraordinary  session  was  to  relieve  the  depressed 
condition  of  agriculture. 

A  Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives  came  to  me  and 
iiald    "  I  had  a  conference  with  Mr.  Williams,  and  he  said,  to 
my  'astonishment,   that  he  thinks   about  a   cent   more  on  the 
we^ent  price  of  cotton  Is  enough."     I  had  not  at  that  time 
Kterrogated  Mr.  WllUams.     Subsequently  a  ^Senator  came  to 
me  and  said.  "I  went  to  Mr.  Williams  and  asked  him  what  he 
thought  about  the  present  price  of  cotton,  and  Mr.  Williams 
said  he  thought  it  should  be  about  a  cent  and  a  quarter  higher. 
One  of  my  informers  was  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  the  other  was  a  Senator.     So  to  the  very  opening  of 
my  Interrogation  of  Mr.  Williams  I  asked  him  some  quesUons 
which  I  will  read.    They  are  aU  here  in  the  reconl. 
Mr   McNARY.    Will  the  Senator  please  give  the  page? 
Mr'.  SMITH,     I  shall  now  quote  from  page  204  of  the  hear- 
ings: 

Senator  SurrH.  Mr.  WllllamB.  are  too  correctly  qooted  as  ««yln« 
that  the  present  prtt-e  of  cotton  waa  about  all  that  It  wa»  worth?  Or 
about  aW  that  condition*  juatlfled  Ita  bringing? 

Mr.  WiLUAMS.  Wb«r«  have  I  been  quoted  to  that  effect? 
Senator  SMrrH.  A  Congreaaman  ga^e  out  a  statement  to  that  effect, 
•ad  1   hare  been   Informed   that  you   lUted   to   a   Senator   that   maybe 
1  cent  above  the  preaent  price  would  be  about  all.     I  Juit   want   to 
know  If  that  waa  your  eipreerton. 

Mr.  WiiiUMS.  Have  you  got  a  copy  of  the  atatement  given  out  by 

the  CongreKBman  ?  w  *v       . 

Senator  SMrrm.  I  think  I  have.  I  have  a  copy,  btit  whether  I 
haTe  got  It  right  wHh  me  or  not 

Mr.   William*.  Never  mind.  Senator.     May  I  produce  It  myaelf? 

Senator  Smith.  I  Jnat  would  like  for  yon  to  anawer  thla  question. 
What  U  your  opinion  of  the  present  price,  as  to  the  worth  of  cotton 
and  Its  relation  to  the  farmer,  as  to  htm  making  a  profit  f 

Now.  that  was  definite  and  specific. 

Mr.  WiLLJAMa.  My  opinion  of  the  present  price  Is  thst  It  U  from 
a  cent  to  a  cent  and  a  quarter  too  low  on  a  baala  of  the  present  known 
nrry-over  sad  the  September  report  of  the  Bureau  of  Crop  Bsthnats^ 


De- 


SeLator  Smith.  All  right,  A  cent  and  a  quarter  then  would  pot 
it  a1  about  18%  cents  to  the  farmer  at  the  local  markets.  It  U  now 
about  n%  cent8.  That  would  put  It  at  18%  or  19  cents  a  pound; 
la  ttat  about  right?  ^        _^     , 

Mr  Williams.  It  would  put  it  higher  than  that.  Yesterdays 
mar  :et— I  saw  the  New  York  quotations  of  yesterday— I  do  not  know 
wha     the  New  Orieans  spota  were— yesterday's  New   York  was  about 

18.7  I  for  December.  „  „,    «        ^    i. 

Senator   Smith.  Well,   the  spot   were  around   18.85   New  Yorit. 
duct   the  freight  and  you  would  have  about  1785  to  the  farmer. 

Mr.  WU.LUM8.  On  the  basis  of  my  calculations  it  would  put  New 
Orkms  spots  at  about  \9\i,  ln.>*te3d  of  the  present  price. 

anator  Smith.  All  right;  deduct  the  freight  and  yon  would  have 
about  18  >4  to  the  farmer. 

Mr.   WiLLLiMS.  Correct. 

Senator  Smith.  All  right.  Now.  that  In  your  opinion  as  a  member 
of  t  le  board  is  about  all  that  would  be  justifled  in  giving  the  producer 

of  otton?  ^         -  ^.  . 

h  r.  WiLLUMS.  Not  at  all.  It  is  my  opinion  as  a  member  of  this 
boa  d  that  that  U  approximately  the  price  which  cotton  should  bring 
on  I  basis  of  present  supply-and  demand  conditions.  I  am  for  giving 
the  farmer  all  that  he  can  get  for  It. 

1  btice  the  two  statements :  That  is  aU  that  he  could  get  upon 
the  basis  of  supply  and  demand. 

I    shall   not   read   further   from   that   collo<iuy   between   Mr. 

Wi  Hams  and  myself;  but  I  immediately  called  his  attention,  as 

he  had  invoked  the  law  of  supply  and  demand,  to  the  question 

of  actual  supply  and  demand.     I  asked  hlin  what  the  average 

cor  sumption  of  American  cotton  had  been  f<»r  the  last  10  years. 

He  did  not  seem  to  be  informed.    Now.  mark  you.  he  had  invoked 

th«  law  of  supply  and  demand  to  determine  the  value  of  ct)tton. 

I  called  his  attention  to  the  Agricultural  Statistical  Bureaus 

fig  ires,  that  the  average  consumption  of  American  cotton  from 

1910  to  1929  was  13.194,000  bales  annually.    That  was  the  aver- 

ag!  consumption  of  American  cotton,  and  the  average  supply 

w«s  12.«»H.217  bales.     Those   were  the  official   figures   of   the 

de)artment.      In    other   words,    the    consumption    of    AmericJiu 

CO  ton  was  running  ahead  of  production  something  like  54X»,000 

bales  annually. 

The  Senator  from  Tenness«ee  [Mr.  McKellarI  asks  how  that 
CO  aid  be.     It  was  on  account  of  a  carry-over  that  had  accumu- 
la  ed  just  prior  to  that  time,  during  certain  years  of  the  war. 
Mr.  MrNARY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRKSIDING  0FFK:^R.    Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 
Mr.  SMITH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  The  Senator  has  read  accurately  and  stated 
frirly  his  interpretation  of  the  testimony.  However,  would  It 
nrt  l)e  pertinent  to  the  discussion  of  the  problem  If  the  Senator 
a(  this  point  should  refer  to  a  subsequent  statement  made  by 
M  r.  Williams,  appearing  on  page  2«;^  of  the  record? 

Mr.  SMITH.  Does  the  Senator  mean  the  statement  he  made 
a  ter  he  had  left  the  committee  room? 

Mr.  McNAUY.     Yes.  ^        ,  .. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  am  coming  to  that  right  now. 
I  want  to  state  frankly  here  and  now  that  had  Mr.  Williams, 
when  he  was  l)eing  Interrogated  by  Members  of  the  Senate, 
shown  that  his  intent  and  purpose  was  what  is  expressed  in  the 
SI  ibsequent  statement  that  he  made  after  he  had  left  the  com- 
nlttee  room,  no  such  c<)lloquy  as  occurred  between  him  and 
ne  would  have  l>een  possible.  If  the  unprejudiced  attitude  of 
h  s  mind  had  been  such,  if  he  had  come  into  the  committee 
room  with  the  intent  and  purpo.se  of  showing  the  members  of 
tie  committee  that  he  intended  to  get  every  i)enny  f«»r  the 
fi  inner  that  cotton  was  intrinsically  worth,  and  go  as  far  as  the 
a:t  would  let  him  go,  and,  if  ne<-essary.  advise  ('onj:res.s  of  the 
Inadequacy  of  the  act  to  meet  the  situation,  as  he  tried  to  do  in 
h  8  subsetiuent  statement,  we  would  have  had  no  such  colhxiuy 
a  I  we  have  here.  I  read  the  statement.  It  was  made  after- 
V  ards. 

Now.  I  want  the  Senate  to  listen  carefully.  Remember,  Mr. 
^  nillams  said  that  18%  cents  was  about  all  that  we  might  ex- 
ject  under  the  law  of  supply  and  demand.  I  showed  that  the 
1  iw  of  .supply  and  demand  was  operating  for  much  hi^rher 
(rices,  because  we  were  running  .TOO.CXX)  bales  Ijehlnd  consump- 
t  on,  I  asked  him — now.  this  Is  the  crux  of  the  matter— what 
lad  been  the  average  price  of  cotton  from  the  close  «»f  the  war 
1 3  date.  It  was  li2V(j  cents  a  pound,  basis  middling,  on  the  New 
'  ork  and  New  Orleans  markets. 

Deducting  a  cent  a  pound,  we  would   have  had  21%  cents 

(ID  the  average  for  the  10  years;  and  the  21%  cents  had  been 

lo  disastrous  that  bankruptcy  and  ruin  was  universal  in  the 

( lotton  region.     Then  how  in  the  name  of  common  sense  and 

ogle   could   we   expect   the  condition    to   be   relieved   at   lH»/j 

WDtM,  which  was  from  fifteen  to  twenty  dollars  a  bale  less  than 


1929 


COT^GBESSIONAL  RECORD— SET^ATB 


4587 


the  average  price  under  which  there  had  been  bankruptcy  and 
failure? 

Mr.  Wlllhims'H  reply  was  to  the  effect  that  we  could  not 
expect  a  temporary  overfiroduction  to  sell  for  as  much  as  one 
that  was  not  an  overproduction.  In  other  words,  a  crop  of 
16,000,000  bales  woidd  indicate  about  a  million  bales  more 
than  the  world  was  consuming,  and  therefore  the  price  ought  to 
go  down.  I  a.sked  him  if  that  was  not  the  very  object  and 
the  verbiage  of  this  law,  to  take  care  of  temporary  suriUuses. 
spread  them  over  the  years  in  which  there  was  no  surplus,  and 
gage  the  price  so  that  a  uniformly  profitable  price  might  be 
obtained  In  spite  of  a  temporary  oversupply.  Now,  let  me  read 
you  some  figures  here  and  show  you  that  the  problem  that  con- 
fronts the  farmer  grows  out  of  this  very  fact. 

Turn  to  page  210  and  look  at  the  production  of  American 
cotton. 

In  1920  we  produced  11,000,000  bales,  in  round  numbers ;  and 
I  shall  Just  call  the  millions. 

In  1921,  13.000,000  bales. 

In  1922,  7,000,000  bales. 

In  19213,  9,000.000  bales. 

In  1924,  10.tHM),000  bales. 

In  1925,  13,000,000  bales. 

In  1926,  16,000,000  bales. 

In  1927,  17,000,000  bales. 

In  1928,  12.aX).000  bales. 

In  1929,  14,000,000  bales. 

That  Is  the  crop  of  1928-29.  Those  figures  might  confuse 
some  persons,  but  they  run  up  to  August  1.  They  include  the 
crop  of  1928  and  the  coubumption  in  the  two  yeai-s  1928  and 
1929  from  August  1  of  one  year  to  August  1  of  the  next  year, 
making  an  average  {Ktxluction  of  12,689,000  bales. 

Any  man  will  see  that  when  in  one  year  we  produced  only 
7,000,000  bales  we  had  to  consume  practically  all  the  surplus 
that  had  been  carried  over  from  previou.s  years.  The  same 
thing  was  true  of  the  year  when  we  made  9,000,000  bales ;  but 
the  average  production  over  a  period  of  10  years  was  12,600,000 
bales.  The  average  consumption  for  the  same  period  was 
13,194.000  bales.  The  problem  that  confronted  us  and  that 
confronts  the  wheat  grower  and  all  the  staple-crop  growers  is 
how  to  carry  the  yearly  production  in  such  a  manner  as  to  meet 
the  perennial  consumption. 

There  Is  no  arbitrary  division  of  consumption.  The  mills 
run  on  regardless  of  the  years  and  the  months.  The  consump- 
tion goes  on  without  any  division,  but  the  producti(m  is  sea- 
sonal. In  some  sessions  it  is  greater,  in  some  less.  What  is 
the  average?  Less  than  consumption.  Consumption  is  going 
on ;  and  yet  1  was  told  by  this  man  that  the  farmer  had  to  put 
himself  or  had  to  remain  in  a  position  where,  when  he  made 
a  seasmial  surplus,  his  price  must  break  to  a  point  where  it 
reflected  that  temporary  surplus! 

That  is  in  the  record.  I  called  Mr.  Williams's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  cotton,  being  indestructible  by  fire  and  water  if 
properly  protected  and  kq?t  out  of  the  weather,  was  a  com- 
modity the  life  of  which  was  practically  illimitaUe,  and  there- 
fore it  was  very  easy  to  finance ;  and  I  said  that  I  thought  the 
board  might  decide  what  would  be  a  reasonable  return  to  the 
farmer,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  22%  cents  a  pound  had 
spelled  disaster  they  should  start  somewhere  above  that  figure, 
and  begin  to  retire  this  cotton  until  the  price  approximated 
that.  "  Why,"  he  said.  "  if  you  should  go  on  the  market  and 
attempt  to  raise  the  price,  fix  It,  It  would  take  from  ten  to 
twenty  billions  of  dollars."  I  replied,  "The  whole  cotton  crop 
Is  not  worth  more  than  $1,500,000,000";  and  yet  he  reiterated 
his  statement. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  no  animosity  whatever  toward  Mr. 
Williams.  I  consider  him  a  man  of  character  and  a  man  of 
ability ;  but  I  do  question  a  man's  attitude  when  he  is  willing 
to  aa<4ume  a  position  where  he  manifestly  does  not  understand 
the  conditions. 

1  repeat  that  here  are  the  hearings,  and  I  have  quoted  from 
thorn.  I  want  to  ask  this  Ixxly  of  men,  who  are  charged  with 
the  responsibility  of  legislating,  what  effect  do  you  suppose  Mr. 
Williams's  statement  made  on  the  mark^  when  he  said  that 
the  present  price  was  sufficient,  or  that  tne  present  price  was 
all  that  the  law  of  supirfy  and  demand  would  justify?  What 
would  be  the  effect  upon  the  sensitive  market,  reflecting  every 
hour  every  sentiment  that  is  worthy  of  consideration,  and  how 
much  more  a  sentiment  coming  fn)m  a  representative  of  the 
United  States  Government,  backed  by  an  appropriation  of  half 
a  million  dollars?  WTiat  has  been  the  result?  That  cotton 
has  steadily  declined,  that  to-day  it  Is  worth  a  cent  less  than 
the  day  I  queried  Mr.  Williams,  In  fact,  nearly  2  cenL«»  less, 
and  that  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  since  Mr.  Williams  was  before 
the  committee,  a  storm  has  occurred  that  has  practically  wiped 
oat  a  million  bales  of  cotton,  so  far  as  the  market  is  concerned. 


What  am  I  called  upon  to  do?  Should  I  sit  here  and  vote 
for  a  man  who  says.  "  In  spite  of  the  fact  iliat  the  section  that 
Senator  Smith,  from  South  Carolina,  represents  in  port  Is  in 
bankruptcy  and  financial  ruin,  on  the  l>asi8  of  22%  cents,  It 
must  be  content  with  $20  a  bale  less  because  I  brieve  " — as  he 
says  he  believes—"  that  that  is  about  all  that  the  law  of  supply, 
in  the  present  condition,  will  justify"? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  lieoator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  if  Mr.  WUliams  does 
not  come  from  a  section  of  the  oott on-growing  belt,  where  cotton 
is  grown  without  the  use  of  any  fertilizer  at  all  ? 

Mr.  SMITH.  He  does.  He  comes  from  the  extreme  north- 
west comer  of  cotton  production  In  America. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  In  the  balance  of  the  cotton  States^  taking 
out  about  three,  possibly — Texas,  Oklahoma,  and  perhaps  Lonisi- 
ana,  although  I  can  not  say  as  to  the  latter — we  have  to  use 
large  quantities  of  fertilizer.  By  using  thesi*  large  quantities  of 
fertilizer,  while  people  make  an  average  jiroductlon  in  Texas 
and  in  Oklahoma  without  using  fertiliser,  we  probably  would 
not  make  more  than  two-thirds  as  much  per  acre. 

Mr.  SMITH.     We  would  not  make  that  much. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  'Rjerefore,  if  18  cents  a  pound  wonld  allow 
a  reasonable  profit  In  the  sections  where  the  farmers  grow  cot- 
ton without  fertilizer.  It  would  not  mean  that  18  cents  would 
allow  even  the  cost  of  production  in  a  section  where  we  have 
to  use  all  the  way  from  six  to  el^t  hundred  potmds  of  fertiliser 
to  the  acre, 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  do  not  believe  there  Is  a  man  in  the  South- 
eastern States,  part  of  Alabama,  all  ^  Oeoiigia,  all  of  South 
Carolina,  all  of  North  Carolina,  and  perhaps  some  of  the  hill 
parts  of  Texas,  who  can,  under  present  conditions,  raise  a  ponnd 
of  cotton  for  less  than  from  18  to  19  c«its  a  pound,  on  the 
average. 

The  Senate  must  remember,  as  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina points  out,  that  the  cost  ot  fertilization  per  acre  on  the  At- 
lantic seaboard.  In  the  eastern  part  of  the  belt,  will  run  as  high 
as  $10  per  acre,  if  the  cotton  is  fertiliaed  iM-operly.  I  would  say 
that  the  average  cost  would  be  $7  an  acre. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     And  that  is  inadequate  fertlUzer. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Yes ;  Inadequate.  I  say  the  average  wonld  be 
about  $7  an  acre.  In  addition  to  that,  since  the  advent  of  the 
weevil.  It  takes  from  $7  to  $8  an  acre  to  poisfm  and  fight  the 
weevil  on  his  first  emergence  and  during  the  period  Just  preced- 
ing his  migration.  When  he  begins  to  migrate,  then  one  need 
not  poison  at  all,  but  up  to  that  time  It  will  cost  about  $8  per 
acre.  Mark  you,  you  have  more  than  doubled  your  expense, 
when  the  best  production  you  can  hope  for  in  an  average  year 
is  less  than  half  what  the  production  was  before  the  weevil 
came;  In  other  words,  in  a  75-«cre  field,  which  ordinarily  would 
produce,  say,  50  bales,  now  If  you  double  the  cost  It  will  not 
produce,  under  the  best  conditions,  more  than  from  20  to  25 
bales.  So  the  cost  has  been  doubled  and  the  production  is  less 
than  half. 

With  all  of  that  added  expense,  the  prevailing  i^ice  of  cotton 
has  spelled  ruin.  I  did  not  expect  this  man  to  have  that 
intimate  knowledge  of  the  cotton  growing  that  some  have  who 
have  grown  it,  ginned  it,  marketed  it,  bought  it,  and  sold  it. 
He  frankly  admitted  that  he  had  never  made  a  bale  of  cotton 
in  his  life,  never  planted  any,  never  owned  any  cotton  laud,  or 
produced  any  cotton.  That  Is  in  the  testimony.  I  think  he 
testified  that  he  never  saw  cotton  grown  and  was  not  associated 
with  it  until  1913.  But  I  could  have  passed  all  that  tip  if  his 
attitude  in  the  committee  had  been  sympathetic  with  reference 
to  the  cotton  grower  getting  a  better  return  regardless  of  what 
was  displayed  In  the  so-called  statistics  as  to  the  law  of  supply 
and  demand. 

To  show  that  I  for  one  have  had  no  feeling  against  Mr.  Wil- 
liams, and  have  none  now,  when  Mr.  Schilling  came  before  the 
committee,  the  attitude  of  the  committee  was  exactly  the  same 
as  it  had  been  toward  all  the  nominees.  I  do  not  l»elieve  there 
is  a  member  of  that  committee  but  who  went  away  thoroughly 
convinced  that  Mr.  Schilling  know  the  farmer's  problem  ss  it 
was  affected  by  the  production  of  dairy  prorlucts.  He  a&M  that 
from  childhood  he  had  milked  cows,  he  had  bn*d  the  cattle,  he 
knew  what  it  cost  In  human  effort  and  in  human  hope  to  pro- 
duce those  necessary  articles  of  human  consumption,  and  he 
had  organized  the  producers  to  the  iioint  where  he  had  gotton 
them  where  his  organizutioii  controlled  the  price  of  their 
products. 

In  a  conversation  with  roe  in  my  office  Mr.  Schilling  said  his 
objective  was  to  see  to  it  that  the  producers  of  farm  products 
generally  should  be  encouraged  to  get  ever>'  penny  their  prod- 
ucts were  intrinsically  worth,  and  ultimately  so  financially  to 
aid  them  that  their  organizations  would  be  farm  owned  and 
farm  controlled,  oa  his  was.    There  was  not  a  man  on  the  com- 
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mlttee  who  did  not  go  awaj  committed  to  Mr.  SchiUlng.  Not  a 
single  man  questioned  the  fact  that  the  dairy  interests  were 
abfw.lutely  safe  in  his  hands,  and  that  he  not  only  had  a 
knowledge  of  the  business,  but  a  knowledge  of  the  process  oT 
organization    that   spelled   perpetual    prosperity    to    the    dairy 

Mr.  NORBECK.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield.  ^,      „  ^,,,.     . 

Mr    NOItBECK.     Is  it  not  also  a  fact  that  Mr.   Schilling's 
organization  has  already  brought  about  orderly  marketing   and 
had  their  bu>iness  in  very  good  shape  prior  to  any  legislation? 
Ml.  SMITH.    That  Is  tnie. 

Mr  XOKBECK.  I  was  not  able  to  attend  all  of  the  meetings 
of  the  lummittee  on  account  of  illness.  May  I  ask  the  Senator 
frooT  South  Carolina  whether  Mr.  Schilling  iiulic-ated  in  what 
wav  this  farm  legislation  would  be  helpful  to  his  organization.' 
Mr  SMITH.  My  impression  from  Mr.  Schilling's  testimony 
was  to  the  effect  that  this  legislation  could  be  used  to  bring 
about  what  he  had  already  accomplished. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     Exactly.  ,  .    , 

Mr  SMITH  My  inference  was  that  he  did  not  need  any  help 
now  but  that  with  the  he.p  of  this  Farm  Board,  properly  di- 
rectetl,  others  could  be  put  in  shape  to  do  what  he  was  doing. 
When  we  were  confronted  with  the  representative  of  the  prod- 
uct on  which  I  am  dependent,  and  on  which  my  section  is  de- 
pendent, he  said  that  the  present  machinery  and  present 
conditions  and  present  circumstances  were  all  we  might  expect, 
and  that  if  we  wanted  to  raise  the  price  it  would  take  from  ten 
to  twenty  billion  dollars  to  do  it. 

In  such  a  situation,  what  is  my  responsibUity?  It  would  be 
perfectly  all  right,  if  I  were  indifferent,  to  say.  "All  right,  go 
ahead,"  and  to  throw  the  responsibility  on  the  President;  but 
I  can  not  do  that.    The  responsibility  is  on  me. 

I  see  some  mean  insinuations  in  some  of  the  press  comments 
to  the  effect  that  if  I  can  not  be  rect>gnized  as  the  principal 
cotton  factor  in  the  Senate  I  will  not  let  anybody  else  be.     I 
have  not  a  colleague  who  would  impute  any  such  feeling  to  me. 
I  have  not  tried  to  influence  a  vote,  my  prime  idea  being  that 
the  testimonv  is  now  printed,  the  facts  are  before  the  Senate, 
and  each  Senator  has  to  shouliler  his  own  personal  responsibility. 
I  have  not  indicated  a  single  preferenc-e  for  the  appointment 
of  anvoue  to  this  board  or  suggested  a  name.     I  can  not  bring 
myself  to  indorse  a  man  whose  statement  at  least  justifies  this 
ungodly  raid  on  the  cotton  market.    It  is  in  keeping  with  what 
he  says  is  the  result  of  the  (^leration  of  the  natural  and  inevit- 
able law  of  supp  y  and  demand,  and  I  have  proven  the  contrary. 
But  he  has  ratified  to-day  what  is  breaking  and  bankrupting 
the  farmers  of  the  South,  and  am  I  called  upon,  simply  for 
poUticai  reasons,  or  because  I  want  to  shift  the  responsibility 
to  where  it  belongs,  to  keep  silent?    The  responsibility  for  ap- 
proving the  man  who  represents  the  thing  which  means  so  much 
to  mv  country  rests  on  me. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yirfd .' 
Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Has  tlie  Senator  ever  seen  the  indorsements 
of  this  man  Williams,  where  they  come  from,  and  how  he  came 
to  I*  aw>ointed  to  represent  the  South? 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  have  not  seen  them,  but  I  understand  that  the 
cotton  cooperatives,  including  those  of  my  State,  have  indorsed 
Mr.  Wiliiams.  I  believe  they  did  it  In  good  faith.  But  I  do 
not  believe  any  genuine  member  of  a  cooperative  organization 
in  my  State,  or  of  any  State,  had  he  sat  in  the  conunittee  and 
found  out  Mr.  Williams's  attitude  and  heard  his  replies,  would 
have  taken  any  position  other  than  that  I  am  taking. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  knows,  too,  that 
the  ctwperatlves  in  his  State  and  in  mine,  in  fact,  all  thiough 
the  Cotton  Belt,  do  not  constitute  10  per  cent  of  the  cotton 
IKXMlucers. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield.  I 
think  the  ctitton  growers  of  my  State  probably  did  not  recom- 
mend Mr.  Williams,  because  they  had  a  candidate,  but  my 
understanding  has  been  that  Mr.  Williams  was  very  largely 
recommended  by  the  cotton  cooperative  associatiwis  of  the  dif- 
ferent States,  prol>ably  more  largely  than  any  other  candidate. 
Mr.  SMITH.     I  think  so. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  But  that  was  due  probably  to  the  fact  that 
he  was  connected  with  a  co«q)erative  association  that  had  proved 
very  successful  in  his  State. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  anything  about 
what  r^uccese  he  had  in  Oklahoma,  but  there  is  not  a  man  here 
who  has  sense  enough  to  be  a  citizen,  much  less  a  Senator,  but 
who  knows  that  you  can  not  improve  the  price  of  cotton  in  one 
State  without  likewise  improving  it  in  every  State.  You  might 
negatively  cut  down  some  expense,  but  the  price  current  for 
American  cotton  is  made  in  Liverpool,  it  is  cabled  across  the 
ocean  and  repeated  in  New  York  and  New  Orleans,  and  that  is 


tlie  universal,  standard  price  tliroughout  the  United  States.    He 


wuld  no  more  raise  the  price  of  cotton  in  Oklahoma,  the  ordi- 
nary upland  short-staple  cotton,  than  I  could  depress  a  certain 
pjirt  of  the  ocean  while  the  rest  of  it  stayed  at  its  normal  level. 
T  lere  is  no  use  bringing  in  that  kind  of  thing.  It  is  an  impos- 
sfcility.  A  man  would  be  a  fool  to  go  Into  Oklahoma  and  buy 
Ciitton  of  a  certain  grade  and  staple  at  a  price  when  he  could 
walk  across  the  line  into  Arkansas  and  get  it  at  a  better  price. 
I    is  silly  to  talk  about  it. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     May  I  ask  the  Senator  if  it  is  not  a  matter 

0  '  fact  that  cotton  has  ranged  in  this  country,  except  during  a 
f (  w  years,  at  much  less  than  17  and  18  <ents? 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  average  price  fur  the  last  10  years  has 
b?eti  22^^  rents. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  not  the  Senator  believe  that  in  the  10 
d  stinctively  Southern  cotton-growing  States  if  the  price  of 
c  ►tton  was  fixed  at  18  cents  a  pound  there  would  be  n  c<»mpara- 
tvcly  small  amount  of  cotton  grown  in  that  section  of  the 
c  juntry? 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  do.    If  the  price  of  cotton  were  fixetl  t(vday  at 

1  i  cents  a  pound,  with  no  hope  of  it  going  any  higher,  50  per 
c?nt  of  the  cotton  fields  would  be  abandoned. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Then  I  will  aak  the  Senator  if  it  Is  not  a 
natter  of  fact  that  practically  one-half  of  our  exportations  are 
e  ther  cotton  or  cotton  manufactures? 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  asked  me  that  question. 
I  sent  to  the  department  to  get  the  figures.  The  total  vnlne  of 
t  »e  exports  of  agricultural  products,  of  every  agricultural  prod- 
let  exported  from  the  United  States  for  1926,  1927,  an<l  102« 
\ras  $1,871,000,000.  The  total  value  of  the  exports  of  raw  cot- 
t>n  alone,  which  was  inclu(le<l  in  that  figure,  was  $8<i8.3?>4,CH)0. 
In  other  words,  raw  cotton  alone  amounted  to  nearly  one-half 
cf  the  value  of  all  the  agricultural  exports  from  America,  in- 
( luding  everything. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  the  Senator  has  the  figures,  will  ho  put 
(hem  In  the  Rejcow)  as  to  raw  cotton  and  the  products  of  raw 
(otton? 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  have  not  all  those  figures.  I  presume  when 
ve  take  exports  of  cotton  manufactures  and  raw  cotton,  too, 
hey  would  be  the  predominant  export  article  of  America.  It 
3  needless  for  me  to  repeat.  As  I  .said  we  have  no  comi>etitor 
n  the  markets  of  the  world  for  the  character  of  cotton  produce<l 
n  America.     We  have  a  practical  monopoly  In  that  regard. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  exactly  and  I  appreciate  fully  just 
vhat  I  am  doing.  I  am  laying  myself  liable  to  the  charge  that 
:  am  impeding  and  obstructing  the  organization  and  operation 
)f  this  board.  I  am  doing  nothing  of  the  kind.  If  the  posi- 
ion  I  take  results  in  that  happening,  it  will  have  to  result  in 
t.  What  I  am  doing  is  being  faithful  to  those  who  sent  me 
lere  and  discharging  my  duty  as  I  see  It.  I  would  be  the  hap- 
>iest  man  on  this  floor,  temporarily  at  least,  if  I  could  join  with 
ny  good  friends  and  give  my  sanction  to  this  representative 
on  the  board.  I  do  not  know  that  I  shall  have  any  more  to 
say  on  the  question.  I  repeat,  1  have  not  tried  to  influence  a 
single  vote  in  reference  to  this  man. 

Mr.  NORBECK.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 
Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  believe  there  are  many  Senators  here  who 
might  be  interested  if  the  Senator  would  go  into  some  other 
matter  that  came  up  before  the  committee,  for  instance,  the 
tobacco  situation,  the  record  of  the  cooperatives,  the  result  of 
their  efforts,  what  some  of  their  problems  are  and  their  experi- 
ences, pointing  to  results  which  may  be  exi)ected  under  the 
Farm  Board. 
Mr.  SMITH.    I  will  state  in  all  frankness  that  I  think  the 

man  who  was  awx>inted 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  leaves  the 
cotton  subject  may  I  interrupt  him  further? 
Mr.  SMITH.    Certainly. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  recognize  that  there  is  a  responsibility 
upon  each  individual  Senator  in  connection  with  these  con- 
firmations. I  want'to  distfharge  my  resiwnsibility  in  an  intel- 
ligent way.  I  under.stand  the  Senator  to  say  he  thinks  Mr. 
Williams  is  a  very  able  man,  that  he  thinks  he  has  ample  capac- 
ity, but  the  Senator  thinks  that  he  does  not  understand  the  cot- 
ton situation  as  it  exists  in  at  least  nine  of  the  cotton-growing 
States. 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  Senator  might  as  well  say  all  of  thcui. 
because  where  we  are  rid  of  one  evil  another  takes  its  place. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  when  he  be- 
comes thoroughly  familiar  with  cotton  growing  in  all  sections 
of  the  Cotton  Belt,  as  I  think  he  will  if  he  is  a  man  who  is  con- 
adeutious  in  the  disdiarge  of  his  duties,  this  gentleman  is  sufli- 
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dently  broad-minded  and  fair-minded  to  do  full  Justice  to  the 
cotton  interests  of  the  country? 

Mr.  SMITH.  In  all  charity  and  in  all  hope  I  would  have 
taken  that  view  If  he  had  not  stated  that  for  five  or  six  years 
he  had  been  connected  with  the  head  of  the  cotton  operatives  In 
What  I  believe  Is  known  as  the  American  Cotton  Growers'  Ex- 
Hiange  in  Texas.  If  for  that  length  of  time  he  was  intimately 
assfxriated  with  those  who  were  supi)osed  to  do  the  marketing 
for  the  farmer,  then  surely  he  could  not  have  knowingly  voiced 
the  sentiment  that  he  did  voice  before  the  committee  that  under 
the  law  of  supply  and  demand,  atH>ut  which  for  some  reason  or 
other  he  seems  not  to  be  advised,  the  present  level  of  prices  was 
sufficient  and  that  if  we  were  to  attempt,  as  he  stated  It,  to 
peg  the  prices  upward,  it  would  take  from  ten  to  twenty  bilUcms 
of  dollars. 

I  have  not  gone  into  details  of  the  matter  sufficiently  for 
Senators  to  get  a  full  understanding  as  they  would  if  they 
would  read  the  questions  propounded  not  only  by  myself  but 
by  others,  and  the  answers  this  man  gave.  It  would  take  all 
afternoon  for  me  to  put  the  record  before  the  Senate  so  Sena- 
tors could  get  his  viewpoint  on  the  very  elements  of  the  farm 
relief  act,  meager  though  they  are,  uitou  which  some  hang  a 
hope  for  farm  relief.  I  know  tliat  after  the  hearings  were 
closed  he  sent  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee  a  supple- 
mentary statement.  If  he  had  made  that  statement  the  cardi- 
nal principle  of  his  testimony  before  the  committee,  I  would  not 
have  been  here  on  the  fl«>or  of  the  Senate  talking  as  I  am,  nor 
would  I  have  said  one  word,  because  in  spite  of  his  disclosing 
the  fact  that  he  had  mistaken  certain  things  or  was  not  prop- 
erly informed,  if  his  attitude  had  been,  "  1  know  they  are  in  a 
de^'perate  condition,  and  I,  for  one,  am  going  to  do  all  in  my 
power  to  aid  them  to  raise  the  price,  to  get  a  just  return, 
especially  in  view  of  the  fact  that  they  are  not  producing  the 
amount  the  world  needs,"  I  would  not  have  said  a  word  about 
the  matter. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Did  any  of  the  other  members  of  the  Farm 
Board  assert  that  their  purpose  was  to  try  to  bring  about  that 
better  price  which  would  restore  the  purchasing  power  of  the 
dollar? 

Mr,  SMITH.  I  do  not  believe  there  was  one.  The  nearest 
that  came  to  it  at  all  was  Mr.  Schilling  when  he  told  what 
had  been  ac*couiplished  under  cooperation. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     Prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  law? 

Mr.  SMITH.    Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  But  the  Senator  did  understand  him  to  in- 
timate or  say  what  was  tantamount  to  an  intimation  that  18 
cents  was  as  much  as  we  are  entitled  to,  and  that  if  we  had 
been  getting  22  cents  we  had-  been  getting  4  cents  a  pound  more 
than  we  ought  to  have  received  according  to  the  law  of  BUH>iT 
and  demand? 

Mr.  SMITH.  According  to  the  law  of  supply  and  demand. 
That  is  the  way  he  put  it.  He  said  according  to  the  law  of  sup- 
ply and  demand  the  present  supply,  taking  tlie  carry-over  plus 
Indicated  yield,  was  about  all  we  ought  to  expect  to  market.  If 
we  were  to  carry  the  normal  carryover  or  normal  stock  or  tlie 
amount  that  is  necessary  to  guarantee  manufacturers  a  supi^ 
iu  view  of  the  uncertainty  of  the  succeeding  market,  then  he 
said  tlmt  under  present  conditions  it  was  all  that  we  should 
expect.  That  is  what  led  me  to  show  hlra  what  present  condi- 
tions are.  The  whole  trade  recognizes  that  with  the  carryover 
we  have,  if  it  be  true  that  we  have  in  the  neighborhood  of 
8,000,000  bales  plus  the  pn»spective  yield  this  year,  we  will  not 
be  able  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  world's  spindles. 

In  this  emergency,  Mr.  President,  I  shall  exercise  what  I 
conceive  to  be  my  responsibility.  I  know  the  idea  went  out 
that  when  I  took  the  floor  to  explain  my  position  I  was  going 
to  try  to  organize  opp^^sition  to  this  man's  conflrmatlon.  I  might 
have  gotten  somewhere  if  I  had  tried  to  do  it.  However,  Mr. 
President,  I  have  contented  myself  with  carrying  my  own  re- 
sponsibility. I  have  not  spoken  to  a  Senator  and  I  have  not 
tried  to  influenc-e  a  vote.  I  shall  discharge  my  duty  regardless 
of  the  criticism  that  has  already  been  made  and  may  hereafter 
be  made,  but  which  is  unworthy  of  me  and  imworthy  of  th<» 
loathsome  ones  that  make  it 

Mr.  President.  I  fully  appreciate  what  the  Senator  ffom 
Arkan.<as  [Mr.  Robinson]  said.  If  it  were  a  mere  matter  of 
politics  I  would  be  ha;^y  to  join  him,  but  this  is  the  last  effort 
that  is  going  to  be  made  to  relieve  the  farmers  of  the  country. 
Meager  as  it  is  and  Ineffective  as  I  believe  it  will  be.  It  is  the 
lust  effort  that  will  be  made  in  the  history  of  those  of  us  who 
are  siieaking  now  here — that  is,  from  a  legislative  standpoint. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  The  Senator  referred  to  a  previous  fann 
relief  bill.  He  will  recall  very  distinctly  the  splendid  coopera- 
tion on  both  sides  of  the  Chamber  in  favor  of  that  farm  relief 
bill,  an<l  he  will  also  recall  some  six  years  ago  when  some  other 
farm  legislation  was  pending,  the  intermediate  credit  bill,  how 


enthusiastically  the  leaders  on  both  sides  supporte<^  it  mud  how 
little  it  amounted  to. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Yes ;  and,  Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  take  tb« 
position  which  our  duty  here  demands. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  There  is  no  trouble  within  the  parties  on 
farm  legislation  if  we  pass  sMuethiug  that  does  not  amount  to 
much. 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  Senator  is  right;  he  has  expressed  the 
situation  exactly. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  a  paradox  existing.  We  are  told  that 
we  must  not  do  a  single  thing  to  disturb  the  splendid  prosperity 
that  is  milversal  throughout  the  country,  and  yet  the  President 
of  the  Nation,  in  the  midst  of  that  ^lendid  prosperity'  calls  an 
extraordinary  session  of  Congress  in  order  to  relieve  the  distress 
and  the  ruin  of  30.000,000  people.  The  deduction  from  that 
evidently  is  that  we  must  look  upon  those  farmers  as  an  incident 
and  not  a  part  of  the  Nation ;  that  we  must  dole  out  to  them 
something,  but  that  they  are  not  a  part  of  the  great  body  of 
Americans, 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  concludes,  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  a  question  for  Information. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South  Canv 
Una  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  have  read  a  portion  of  the  hearinics  and 
sketched  through  the  residue.  A  number  of  years  ago,  in  mak- 
ing some  investigations  Into  the  cooperatives,  so  called — some 
were  pfteudocooperatives  and  some  were  genuine — I  discovered 
that  banks  and  capitalists  had  control  of  some  organizations 
which  were  promoting  agricultural  interests.  I  see  in  the 
Retobd  something  is  stated  about  the  raisin  industry  of  CaU- 
fomia,  and  considerable  reference  is  made  to  an  organization 
incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Delaware  which 
had  issued  tK>nds  whidi  were  underwritten  by  Dillon,  Read  ft 
Oo.  What  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  is, 
In  the  investigation  was  it  disclosed  that  the  farmers  and  the 
agriculturists  and  the  horticulturists  had  been  and  were  being 
exploited  by  cfjrporations  under  the  guise  of  cooperative  organi- 
zations or  whether  large  capitalistic  interests  were  investing  In 
those  cooperatives  or  in  agricultural  organizations,  not  for  the 
purpose  iinmediatdy  of  promoting  agriculture  but  for  the  pur- 
pose of  reai^ng  the  rewards  which  might  flow  froiw  the  buying 
and  selling  of  bonds  and  stocks  and  from  the  selling  of  the 
products  of  the  farm  ?  In  other  words,  how  free  are  the  cooper^ 
atlves  and  the  agricultural  interests  from  the  control  of  capital- 
istic interests,  of  banks  and  of  bond  houses,  and  to  what  extent 
do  the  latter  Influence  or  contrd  co<^)eratIve8? 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  do  not  think  it  was  brought  out  that  any  of 
the  cooperative  organizatk)ns  were  very  greatly  involved  with 
banks  and  investment  houses,  but  this  remarkable  situation  was 
disclosed  in  the  hearings:  It  seems  a  California  raisin  and 
grape  growing  organization.  In  order  to  tide  themselves  over 
some  tight  place,  I  presume,  had  issued  bonds  to  the  amount  of 
about  $5,000,000.  Those  bonds  were  taken  over  by  certain  bank- 
ing institutions — I  believe  that  was  the  evidence.  The  condition 
did  not  very  greatly  improve  and  the  price  of  the  bonds  sunk  to 
something  like  $65.  Soon  after  the  meeting  of  the  Federal  Famr 
Board,  however,  that  board,  according  to  the  testimony,  issued 
a  statement  to  the  effect  that  they  did  not  ix-opose  to  see  those 
bonds  sacrificed  nor  that  organization  go  into  the  hands  of  a 
receiver;  and  in  a  very  few  days  thereafter  the  price  of  those 
bonds  was  back  to  $90  and  the  price  of  the  grapes  and  raisins 
also  had  advanced  to  something  like,  I  believe,  a  cent  plus  a 
pound.  Upon  inquiry  by  certain  members  of  the  committee  it 
was  ascertained  that  the  Farm  Board  had  not  loaned  one  dol- 
lar, but  had  simply  Issued  a  statement  as  to  what  they  proposed 
to  do.  The  action  of  the  board  had  a  psychological  effect,  if 
we  may  call  it  that,  on  the  state  of  mind  of  those  who  owned 
the  bonds  and  owned  the  grapes,  and  the  result  was  that  the 
bonds  went  back  almost  to  par  and  the  price  of  the  commodity 
on  whidi  the  bonds  were  based  was  also  increased. 

It  was  on  the  basis  of  that  development  that  I  asked  the 
question,  "  If  a  statement  of  that  character  had  been  made  In 
reference  to  the  great  staple  crops;  if  the  board  had  made  a 
statement  that  they  proposed  to  use  thrfr  organization,  the 
backing  of  the  Government,  and  the  $500,000,000  revolving  fund, 
plus  whatever  the  growers  might  get  from  other  sources,  to  see 
that  the  producers  did  not  stay  in  the  hands  of  the  immemorial 
receiver,  poverty,  as  they  had,  would  it  not  have  had  the  same 
effect  on  the  products  of  that  Industry?"  I  was  then  met  with 
the  statement  that  it  would  take  from  ten  billion  to  twenty 
billion  dollars  to  do  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  that,  so  far  as  the  product  with 
which  I  am  familiar  is  concerned,  I  can  not  vote  for  Its  repre- 
sentative on  the  board,  for  the  reasons  that  I  liave  tried  to  set 
forth,    r  do  not  know  as  to  the  qoallflcations  of  the  other 
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nieoibers  of  the  board.  There  are  some  others  who  seemed  to 
mTuTLve  about  the  same  attitude  toward  and  mayt«  the 
Snie  kJiowIedge  of  the  commodity  which  they  were  supposed  to 
m°^s«  t  afhad  Mr.  Williams  toward  cotton,  but  I  can  not 
lu  ^e^ase  I  am  not  familiar  with  those  commodities,  and 
I  shaU  leave  with  them  the  responsibUity  as  to  how  they  shaU 

I  retfpect  Mr.  WUliams  as  a  man  of  character  and  aj'^jty . 
I  will  accept  all  his  friends  have  said  aln^ut  him;  but  I  feel, 
Mr  President,  if  a  member  of  my  family  were  desperately 
ill  and  a  skilled  physician  who  everyone  believed  could  reUeye 
that  member  of  my  family  were  the  worst  enemy  !'>»«/" 
the  uorld,  and  the  best  friend  I  had  was  also  a  physician, 
but  totaUy  incompetent  to  combat  the  disease,  I  would  be  un- 
worthy of  the  name  of  man  if  I  did  not  lay  aside  persMialities 
and  employ  the  physician  whom  I  believed  could  afford  relief 
and  ignore  tl>e  one,  even  though  a  friend,  who  I  thought  might 
bring  disaster  to  those  dependent  on  me.  Applying  that  same 
test  here  now,  God  helping  me.  I  will  not  support  the  nomina- 
ti<.n  as  member  of  the  Federal  Farm  Board  of  one  who  In 
tills  crucial  hour  of  farm  suffering  seemed  not  to  be  in  sym- 
pathy with  and  not  to  have  the  knowledge  of  the  problem  which 

vexes  us.  ,.      ».        *  ^Kto 

Mr  McNARY  Mr.  President.  I  think  every  Member  of  this 
b«idv  appreciates  the  splendid  knowledge  that  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  possesses  of  the  cotton  indtistry 
in  all  its  complexities  and  of  the  cotton  problem.  I  wish  to 
say  as  chairman  of  the  committee  that  I  do  not  believe  the 
Senator  in  any  way  proselyted  against  the  confirmation  of  ^l""- 
Williams  or  any  other  member  of  the  Federal  Farm  Board.  1 
am  plea.«^ed  to  make  that  statement  on  account  of  the  Senators 
well  known  fairness  in  the  presentation  of  any  subject. 

WTiile  the  Senator  was  discussing  the  qualifications  of  Mr. 
Williams  I  referred  to  a  subsequent  statement  which  be  made 
and  which  is  found  on  i»age  263  of  the  hearings.     I  thiBk  it 
would  be  fair  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  hims»-lf  and  , 
to  Mr   Williams  that  that  subsequent  statement  be  printed  in  I 
the  Kecobd  following  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Soutn 
Carolina     I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  that  may  be  d<»e. 
Mr.  SMITH.    Mr.  President,  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  the  letter 

^"^Mr^  WUliams  said  in  his  subsequent  statement  that  after 
having  read  the  testimony  he  was  convinced  that  we  had  mis- 
taken his  attitude.  I  repeat  now  tiiat  if  that  had  been  Mr. 
WilUams's  attitude  he  could  have  no  more  suppressed  it  before 
the  committee  than  Mr.  Schilling  could  suppr^  his  earnent 
zeal  for  the  principles  which  he  advocated.  The  ideas  whu* 
Mr  Williams  expressed  were  so  at  variance  with  his  ftibse- 
nuent  statement  that  I  could  not  get  myself  to  the  point  of 
accepting  tiie  latter  as  Indicating  his  real  attitude.  However. 
Ui  «H  fairness  to  him.  I  hope  and  trust  that  that  is  now  the 
gt.vennag  principle  of  Mr.  WlUiams  and  tiiat  he  wUl  so  try  to 

influence  the  board,  ^       ^      ^         ^ 

Mr  OVERMAN  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
will  vield  to  me  for  a  moment,  I  should  ratiier  have  the  Senator 
jHve'an  epitome  of  the  statement  than  to  have  the  reading  at 
the  desk.  C^n  the  Senator  tell  us  why  Mr.  Williams  sent  in 
the  subsequent  statement  and  what  it  sets  forth? 

Mr  McNARY.  I  will  make  Just  this  one  observation,  that 
when  Mr  Williams  was  before  the  committee  he  said,  as  re- 
latMl  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  that  probably  1 
cent  over  the  market  price  would  be  all  the  law  of  supply  and 
demand  would  Justify  for  cotton,  which  would  make  it  about 
18  V.  cents  a  pound.  Some  controversy  existed  as  to  whether 
that  was  his  opinion  as  to  what  should  be  the  maximum  price 
for  cotton  It  was  accurately  recorded  in  the  press,  comment 
was  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  in  order  to  clarify 
the  situation  Mr,  WUliams  wrote  the  chairman  of  tiie  committee 
a  Utter  explaining  what  he  meant  by  the  answers  given  to 
Quest  ions  propounded  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 
The  letter  is  brief,  and  I  think  it  would  be  well,  for  the  infor- 
mation of  members  of  the  Senate  present,  to  have  it  read  at 
the  tiesk  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  clerk  may  read 
the  statement  made  to  the  chalnnan  of  the  committee  as  found 
on  viige  263  of  the  printed  hearings. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  read,  as  requested. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  foUows: 
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8TATSMRNT  BT   CASL   WILLUMS 

1  would  Hke  to  have  Inserted  In  tbe  record  the  followlsg  obaerra- 
tlon.s  concerning  the  mass  of  questions  asked  by  varlOM  southern 
Senators  concerning  cotton   price*  and  my  repllea   thereto : 

I  »tated  that,  on  a  basia  of  the  known  carry-over  and  a  supply  of 
tkis  year's  growth,  aa  Indicated  by  the  September  report  of  the  Bureau 
of  Crop  Estimates,  cotton  abonld  be  selling  at  a  price  of  from  1  to 
IH  cents  above  any  recent  4aota.tlons.     Is  other  wocda,  at  from  10  V6 


to  19%  cents  free  on  board  the  New  Orleans  market,  basis  middling  %. 
Tl  at  is  the  immediate  price  which  the  world  demand  would  Justify  on 
a   Jasls  of  past  performance. 

niat  statement  does  not  in  any  sense  mean  that  I  think  the  price 
quoted  is  all  that  the  farmers  should  rtnieive.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
ths  price  should  be  much  higher  than  that,  higher  even  than  20  cents 
to  the  farmer  on   the  farm,   to  bring  any   fair  degree  of  prosperity  to 

ths  South.  „       J     u     ,.» 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  tJTorts  of  the  Federal  Farm  Board  should 
b«  directed  toward  helping  the  southern  farmer  to  get  the  highest 
p(s8ible  price  for  his  cotton  that  the  world  will  pay.  without  any 
ill  ait  whatsoever  as  to  the  number  of  cents  per  pound. 

There  may  be  some  difference  of  t.piniou  between  the  southern  Sen- 
aOrs  and  myself  concerning  the  methods  which  the  Farm  Board  can 
m>8t  successfully  use  to  accomplish  this  purpose  on  a  permanent  basis, 
bit  there  can  be  no  difference  of  opinion  between  us  as  to  our  belief 
tlat  the  Job  should  be  done  and  that  the  Qovemment  Is  the  proper 
arency  to  direct  it. 

Mr  WALCOTT.  Mr.  President.  I  think  we  sometimes  lose 
s  ght  of  the  fact  tiiat  farming,  agriculture,  is  perhaps  the  old- 
e  t  occupation  of  human  beings,  but  one  of  the  newest  busi- 
n^ses  We  find  ourselves  confronted  with  an  increasing  num- 
b'r  of  so-called  smaU  fanners.  One-nmle  crops  are  raised  in  the 
5[)Uthmore  than  any  other  kind  of  crop.  The  so-called  small 
t  nant-farmer  Is  evervwhtrt^  thrmigh  the  South.  He  has  not 
b?come  what  we  could  call  a  business  man  to-day.  In  many 
cises  he  does  not  know  the  first  principles  of  business,  and  he 
n  lUSt  be  taught  It  is  goinj?  to  take  a  long  time,  it  is  a  process 
0'  education,  requiring  a  great  deal  of  patience  and  a  gr^t 
*al  of  intelligence  to  bring  him  to  a  realization  of  what  he 

4ust  do :  and  two  factors  enter  into  that :  First,  his  credit- 

Mr.  WHEEI.ER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALCOTT.     I  yield. 

Mr.    WHEELER     W^hen    the   Senator   Intimated    that   these 

f  irmers  did  not  have  very  much  intelligence  and  educaticm 

Mr.  WALCOTT.     I  did  not  say  that.  Mr.  President 

Mr     WHEELER.     I    misunderstood    the    Senator,    then.     I 

uought  he  said  it  would  take  a  great  deal  of  intelligence  and 

idueation  on  the  part  of   the  farmer,   and   I   was  wondering 

he  referred  to  the  fsirmei-s  in  Montana  or  whether  he  referred 

the  farmers  in  South  Carolina :  iKH-ause,  If  the  Senator  refers 

the  farmers  in  Montana,  I  certainly  should  have  to  disagree 

Ith  him.  .        ,     .    J  ,  »  „, 

Mr    WAIX-OTT.     No;  I  did  not  say  that  they  lacked  Intelll- 

ence,  Mr.  President.     S.wne  of  them  are  the  shrewde.st  men  I 

ave  ever  known;  but  in  many  aises  they  are  not  versed  in 

dodem  business  methotls,  and  these  methods  must  be  brought 

«)  them.    The  two  princiiJfll  factors  that  the  farmer  needs  to- 

,  lay— I  am  speaking  now  of  the  smaU  farmers — are  capital  and 

>rderly    marketing   of   his   crop.     One   leads   naturally   to   the 

i)ther.  ,  , 

In  the  case  of  Mr.  Williams.  I  can  not  in  any  material  sense 
iisagree  with  the  able  Senator  fr<«n  South  CaroUna  (Mr. 
"iMiTHJ.  His  questions  were  adi-oit;  they  indicated  a  keen 
Knowledge  of  the  farming  business  as  related  to  cotton ;  and 
le  drew  forth  from  Mr.  Williams  some  statements  which  to 
ny  mind  were  exceetUngly  ill-advi-sed,  to  say  the  least.  WheUier 
Mr.  Williams  made  these  statements  from  pique  or  from  lack 
[>f  knowledge,  or  why  he  mado  them,  I  can  not  say ;  but  I  do 
not  quarrel  at  all  with  the  Senator  frf)m  South  CaroUna  in 
his  question*  I  do  have  serious  objections  to  some  of  Mr. 
Williams's  answers.  However,  It  seems  to  me  that  the  meat 
uf  the  whole  subject  has  been  covered  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  (Mr.  RobinsonI,  who  is  willing  to  place  the  full 
responsibility  upon  the  President  that  he  may  have  the  men  of 
his  own  selection  to  cany  out  an  act  which  no  one  claims  Is 
perfect,  but  w^hlch  Is  a  starting  point,  and  which,  I  think,  we 
ill  hope  may  have  some  beneficial  results  In  the  relief  of  the 
farmer;  and  heaven  knows  be  needs  reUef, 

In  order  to  make  it  a  matter  of  record,  I  should  like  to  read 
the  list  of  some  of  the  ori?anizations  that  have  strongly  and  in 
an  unqualified  way  Indorsed-  Mr.  Williams,  of  Oklahoma,  as  a 
member  of  the  Farm  Board,  chiefly  because  of  his  service  and 
experience  in  farmer-controlle<l  cooperatives  and  cooperative 
mariceting.     The  list  is  not  a  long  one,  and  I  will  read  it  myself : 

CaroUna  Cotton  Growers"  Cooperative  .\B8oclatlon,  Columbia.   8.  C. 

Washington  Cooperative  Egg  and  Poultry  Association,  Seattle.  Wash. 

A.  J.  Scott,  secretary  North  Dakota  Montana  Wheat  Growers'  Associa- 
tion, Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak. 

Frederick  Shangle,  vice  pretiident  Interstate  &lilk  Producers'  Associa- 
tion. Trenton.  N.  J. 

Secretary  Iowa  Creamery  Secretaries  and  Managers'  Association, 
Waterloo,  Iowa. 

Danish  Creamery  Association.  Fresno.  Calif. 

New  Sncland  Milk  Producers'  Association,  Boston,  Man. 
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C.  K.  Hough.  Connecticut  Milk  Producers'  Association,  Hartford,  Conn. 

The  Miami  Valley  Cooperative  Milk  Producers'  Association,  Glenn  V. 
Knns,  secretary,  I>ayton,  Ohio. 

Milwaukee  Cooperative  Milk  Producers,  Charles  Dlneen,  secretary,  MU- 
waukee.  Wis. 

Challenge  Cream  and  Butter  Association,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Central  Dairy  Producers  Council,  C.  W.  Lawrence,  secretary  and 
treasurer,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

Des  Moines  Cooperative  Dairy  Marketing  Association,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa. 

Ohio  Farmers'  Cooperative  Milk  Association,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

Cedar  Uapids  Cooperative  Dairy  Co.,  Harold  O.  Smyth,  manager,  Cedax 
Rapids,  Iowa. 

Interstate  Milk  Producers'  Association  (Inc.),  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

The  following  are  the  cotton  cooperatives  and  producing 
associations : 

Sam.  L.  Morley.  general  manager  Oklahoma  Cotton  Growers'  Associ- 
ation, Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

L.  J.  Taber,  national  master  the  National  Grange,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

B.  A.  Ward,  Pacific  Cooperative  Wool  Growers,  Portland,  Oreg, 

Walter   Colbert,   Ardmore,   Okla. 

Harry  B.  Cordell,  president  the  State  board  of  agriculture,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla. 

Alabama  Farm  Bureau  Cotton  Association,  Edward  A.  O'Neal,  presi- 
dent, and  Allen  Northlngton,  secretary,  Montgomery,  Ala. 

American  Cotton  Growers  Exchange,  C.  O.  Moser,  president,  Dallas, 
Tex. 

W.  B.  Squires,  general  manager  Southwestern  Irrigated  Cotton  Grow- 
ers' Association,  El  Paso,  Tex. 

Texas  Farm  Bureau  Cotton  Association,  Harry  Williams,  general  man- 
ager, Dallas,  Tex. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  WALCOTT.     I  do, 

Mr.  FESS.  The  Senator  has  named  four  different  associa- 
tions in  Ohio.  I  may  say  to  him  that  I  could  increase  the  list 
quite  a  great  deal  from  communications  that  have  come  to  my 
office. 

Mr.  WALCOTT.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

I  merely  put  this  list  in  the  Rescord,  Mr.  President,  to  show 
that  there  is  a  country-wide  support  of  Mr.  Williams ;  and  I,  for 
one,  feel  quite  strongly  that  we  should  confirm  his  nomination  to 
this  board,  primarily  because  he  has  been  supported  by  many 
of  the  most  inii>ortant  cooperative  associations  in  the  country ; 
secondly,  because  he  is  the  choice  of  the  President  on  a  board 
which  carries  the  President's  responsibility  to  see  that  the 
farm  act  that  has  been  proposed  be  made  a  success. 

Mr,  KING  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum, 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  do 
that. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  declines  to  yield  for 
tliat  purpose, 

Mr.  KING,  Mr.  President  If  I  understand  the  Senator  who 
has  just  .spoken,  he  announces  a  doctrine  that  I  n'gard  as  un- 
sound and  unwise.  It  is.  that  if  a  law  is  psissed,  regardless  of 
Its  merits  or  demerits,  the  Senate  should  accept  the  persons 
named  by  the  President  to  execute  the  law  regardless  of  the 
qualifications  or  attributes  of  such  persons.  As  I  understand 
this  d«»ctriue,  it  means  that  if  a  law  is  bad  or  injudicious  but 
is  espou.-«^  by  the  President  and  is  enacted  because  of  his  In- 
fluence, then  the  responsibility  shifts  entirely  to  him,  and  the 
Senate  should  acquiesce  in  his  selection  of  the  necessary  in- 
Btrumentalities  and  persons  to  carry  the  law  into  effect  I  dis- 
sent emphatically  from  that  view.  1  do  not  think  the  Senate 
can  escape  duties  and  oldigations  placed  upon  it  by  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  The  President  has  his  constitu- 
tional responsibilities  and  the  Senate  has  resiwnsibilities  which 
it  can  not  in  honor  disregard.  The  oflice  of  President  is  an 
explted  one  and  is  esteemed  and  respectecl  by  the  pec^le.  The 
occupant  of  this  high  exe<utive  position,  whether  he  be  a  Demo- 
crat or  a  Republican,  is  held  in  respect  by  the  people. 

There  should  be  a  spirit  of  cooperation  between  the  depart- 
ments of  the  Government  where.  In  the  discliarge  of  the  duties 
pertaining  to  such  departments,  contacts  and  association  are 
proper.  But  each  department  of  the  Government  must  be  inde- 
pendent and  must  and  should  not  abdicate  its  functions  or 
shirk  from  the  discharge  of  the  duties  resting  upon  it  The 
con.soiidation  of  all  governmental  authority  in  one  department 
would,  of  course,  destroy  our  form  of  government.  There  can 
not  be  In  this  Republic  a  union  of  the  executive,  legi.slative,  and 
Judicial  departments.  They  are  separate  and  distinct  and  must 
so  remain  if  constitutional  government  is  to  be  preserved.    The 


President  may  not  encroach  upon  the  lejrlslatlve  department  nor 
the  legislative  branch  of  the  Govemuient  trespass  upon  the 
rights  and  prerogatives  of  the  executive  or  the  Judiciary.  If 
the  balance  and  equilibrium  sought  by  our  fathers  and  provided 
In  the  Constitution  should  be  destroyed,  then  this  Oovemment 
would  cease  to  be  what  It  was  designed  to  be  by  the  fathers. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  always  sought  since  being  a  Membn 
of  this  body,  to  support  the  President  In  his  policies  whenever 
I  could  conscientiously  do  so.  I  have  been  particularly  desirous 
of  upholding  the  hands  of  the  President  in  dealing  with  for- 
eign affairs.  I  have  believed  that  If  there  is  partisanship  It 
should  end  whenever  foreign  relations  are  involved.  The  l*re8i- 
deut  under  the  Constitution,  is  charged  with  the  responsibility 
of  negotiating  treaties  and  conducting  forrtgn  affairs,  and  when 
he  acts  in  ctmfonnlty  with  the  Constitution  and  for  the  good 
of  the  country  he  should  have  the  cordial  support  of  all  Sena- 
tors and  of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  However,  the 
Senate  is  not  free  from  responsibility  in  umny  matters  con- 
nected with  our  foreign  relations.  Treaties  must  be  ratified 
by  the  Senate  before  they  have  any  validity.  If  the  President 
negotiates  a  treaty  which  may  carry  out  his  wishes  or  the 
wishes  of  his  party,  and  it  is  not  for  the  best  Interests  of  the 
pet^le,  or  for  other  reasons  should  not  be  ratified,  it  Is  the 
duty  of  the  Senate  to  defeat  Its  ratification.  It  Is  not  a  sufll- 
cient  argument  in  favor  of  a  treaty  that  it  represents  the 
views  of  the  President  or  any  particular  organization  or  party. 
There  is  a  more  important  and  vital  question  involved,  namely, 
Is  the  treaty  for  the  best  interests  of  our  c«mntry?  Is  it  la 
harmony  with  the  ideals  of  this  Republic  and  will  it  promote 
its  welfare  and  conduce  to  the  peace  of  the  world,  A  desire 
to  be  in  harmony  with  the  President  should  not  Influence  Sena- 
tors in  the  votes  which  they  cast  upon  questions  Involving  their 
constitutional  responsibilities.  As  I  have  had  occasion  to  state 
upon  former  occasions,  the  President  of  the  United  States  exer- 
cises enormous  power.  The  Constitution  gives  him  greater 
authority  than  that  enjoyed  by  any  ruler  in  the  world.  The 
patronage  of  the  President  gives  to  him  power  and  influence 
which,  if  improperly  or  unjustiy  exercised,  may  disturb  that 
equilibrium  and  balance,  the  maintenance  of  which  is  essential 
to  the  pres^-vation  of  our  democratic  government.  As  Com- 
mander in  Chief  of  tiie  Army  and  the  Navy,  vast  p«jwer  is 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  President.  He  names  a  great  army  of 
Federal  appointees,  and  under  a  recent  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  has  the  authority  to  remove  them; 
thi.s  gives  to  the  President  powerful  Influence  in  all  matters 
relating  to  the  Government, 

Unfortunately  there  Is  a  tendency  to  increase  the  authority 
and  the  power  of  the  President  and  to  strengthen  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  The  creation  of  new  d^artments 
and  new  bureaus  and  Federal  agencies  and  instrumentalities 
results  in  augmenting  the  power  of  the  President  and,  of 
course.  In  strengthening  the  executive  department  of  tiie  Gov- 
ernment. The  melancholy  sp)ectacle  Is  often  presented  of  indi- 
viduals, communities,  and  States  prostrating  themselves  before 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Federal  Government  for  the  pur- 
pose of  securing  favors  or  benefits,  the  granting  of  which,  in 
many  instances,  results  in  weakening  the  States  and  diluting 
the  fine  spirit  of  individuality  essential  to  the  maintenance  of 
liberty  and  democratic  institutions.  There  are  evidences  of 
the  States  becoming  ansemic  and  devitalized.  State  lines  are 
being  obliterated  and  a  powerful  movem^it  is  apparent  look- 
ing to  the  ccaupounding  of  the  States  and  the  consolidation  of 
tile  48  States  and  their  governments  and  institutions  into  one 
huge  Federal  mass.  This  movement  is  largely  responsible  for 
the  doctrine  that  the  power  of  the  President  must  he  extended 
and  the  activities  and  authority  of  the  executive  department 
greatiy    augmented. 

Many  leading  statesmen  In  the  early  days  of  this  Republic 
were  apprehensive  of  the  executive  department,  fearing  that 
it  might  be  so  magnified  as  to  overshadow  the  legislative 
branch  and  assume  functions  and  authority  which  In  letter 
and  spirit  belong,  under  the  Constitution,  to  the  legislative 
branch  of  the  Government  Mr.  President,  history  is  replete 
with  examples  of  the  loss  of  liberty  by  executive  aggressions 
and  usurpations ;  and  often  the  power  of  tiie  executive  so 
strengthened  is  not  always  by  the  will  of  the  executive  but 
because  of  the  Intlifference  and  Incapacity  of  the  pe<H>le.  One 
of  the  results  of  a  concentrated  authority  is  a  weakening  of 
the  democratic  spirit  Strong  local  governmental  tmits  ctm- 
tribute  to  the  preservation  of  democracy.  Now,  more  than 
ever,  the  spirit  of  individualism  must  be  asserted  and  the 
rights  of  local  communities  and  the  States  defended.  The 
Federal  Government  is  becoming  top-heavy;  it  Is  assuming  re- 
sponsibilities and  burdens  which  will  unbalance  our  Federal 
system  and  seriously  affect  the  fundamentals  of  a  democratic 
republic 
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Coming  to  the  Immediate  question  before  us,  I  *PPW»<*Jt 
with  a  desire  to  support  the  nominees  of  the  President  {w  posi- 
Sfs  n^Vthe  ninTBoani.  I  was  not  satisfied  that  the  leg^ 
lation  provldlnjr  for  the  board  was  wise  or  would  S^t^^neflt 
aiicnlture.  Huwerer.  the  farm  biU,  as  it  was  called,  became  a 
Isrw  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  what  I  can,  in  a  proper  way  to  make 
the  law  effective  in  the  inter«.t8  of  agriculture.  But  I  do  not 
conceive  It  to  be  my  duty  to  approve  of  every  person  named  by 
the  President  for  a  position  upon  the  Farm  Board.  It  would  De 
Improper  for  rae  to  act  in  a  capricious  and  arbitrary  way  and 
interpose  opposition  to  tiie  President's  appointees  merely  be- 
cause  of  their  political  affiliations  or  because  of  some  improper 
or  partisan  or  unworthy  motive.  I  thinlc  that  some  of  the  ap- 
pointments were  unwise;  that  certain  .sections  of  the  country 
have  not  been  properly  considered,  and  that  some  of  the  ap- 
pointees are  personal  and  political  and  wiU  add  no  particular 
strength  to  the  board.  I  believe  It  is  a  responsibiUty  which  I 
must  assume  of  considering  fairly  and  dispassionately  the  nomi- 
nees before  us.  with  a  view  to  reaching  a  just  and  honest  judg- 
ment as  to  their  competency  and  fitness  to  fiU  the  posiUons  for 
which  they  are  named.  I  am  not  Justified  in  voting  against  the 
nominees  because  they  do  not  meet  all  the  standards  which  1 
might  believe  should  be  applie<l,  nor  should  I  vote  for  them 
merely  because  the  President  desires  their  ctmfirmatlon.  and  I 
should  not  vote  for  them  for  the  reasons  indicated  by  the  Sena- 
tor who  has  just  spoken. 

It  is  true  the  President  desired  the  passage  of  the  so-called  farm 
relief  bill,  and  the  passage  of  the  bill  was  undoubtedly  due,  at 
least  in  very  large  measure,  to  the  influence  ()f  the  President    He 
convened  Congress  to  pass  the  bill.     He  urged  the  passage  of  a 
farm  relief  bill,  but  If  It  be  conceded  that  the  bill  became  a  law 
because  of  the  fM>werful  influence  of  the  President.  Senators  are 
not  relieved  from  the  responsibility  of  carefully  considering  the 
qualifications  of  those  named  by  the  President  to  execute  the 
law.    It  is  not  sufficient  for  Senators  to  say  the  law  is  unsatis- 
factory, that  it  fails  to  meet  the  agricultural  situation,  but  be- 
cause the  President  desired  It,  we  should  place  the  entire  re- 
sponsibility upon  him  of  putting  it  into  effect.     Under  the  Con- 
stitution the  Senate  must  pass  upon  the  names  submitted  by  the 
President     This  body  Is  to  decide  whether  they  should  be  con- 
firmed.   A  desire  to  support  the  President,  or  the  feeling  that 
the  law  is  unsound  and  that  the  President  is  responsible  for  It, 
and  that  he  should  therefore  be  given  unlimited  authority  to 
name  members  of  the  board  to  execute  the  law,  will  not  justify 
Senators  In  renouncing  or  abdicating  their  responsibilities.     I 
feel  that  the  duty  rests  upon  me  to  examine  the  recoM  before 
OS  and   to  consider,   In   the  light   of  all  the  facts  presented, 
whether  the  appointees  of  the  President  should  receive  my  af- 
flrmatiye  vote.     I  can  not  relieve  myself  of  my  constitutional 
duty  by  uaylng  that  the  farm  reUef  art  is  the  Preaident's  crea- 
tion and  that  he  should  have  the  right  to  appoint  whom  he 
iriMses  and  take  whatever  etepa  be  may  desire  to  carry  the  law 
into  effect 

Accordindy.  I  shall  listen  to  the  statemenu  of  the  committee 
who  have  had  the  matter  under  lnve«tlipitlon.  I  shall  farther 
exaailne  the  beuriDgs,  altbooirh  I  hare  read  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  same,  and  then  I  shall  set  accordinff  to  the  light 
which  I  bare  and  aocordlnff  to  my  best  Jndanaent. 

Under  a  Democratic  President  and  a  Democratic  •dmlnlS' 
tratlon  I  roCad  against  the  conflrmstlon  of  a  number  of  persons 
wbose  namee  bad  been  sent  to  tbe  Meoate  by  President  Wilson, 
X  regarded  btm  wltb  deep  affection,  bat  my  regard  for  blm 
and  for  my  party,  which  was  In  power,  did  ruri  tmtrf  me  from 
what  I  felt  to  be  my  daty,  and  after  a  fall  examination  of  the 
HMMirds  of  a  nrnnber  of  persons  named  fnr  positions  I  felt  can- 
strained  to  rote  against  tbeir  conttrmatliW, 

Mr.  Prsaldent,  In  tbe  i-ooMlderatlon  of  tba  nominees  of  ttae 
President  I  shall  act  wltboat  any  rsgard  to  tbe  pirfltlcs  of 
those  wbrae  names  ara  before  ns.  As  s  matter  of  fact,  I  have 
not  Inquired  and  do  not  know  the  polltlcat  affiliations  of  but 
one  member  of  the  Perm  Board.  After  the  discussion  Is  ended, 
and  I  bare  racelred  all  tbe  Information  that  I  can  obtain.  I 
shall  cast  my  rote  for  or  against  the  confirmation  of  tbe  named 
members  of  the  Perm  Board  solely  upon  the  frnet*  presented  end 
,Jhe  record  before  tbe  Senate, 

Mr.  MoKSLLAR.  Mr.  President.  I  bare  read  tbe  testimony 
of  Mr.  WlUlamii.  tbe  coWm  member  of  the  board,  and  I  do  not 
see  bow  It  is  poeslble  to  vote  for  him  after  examining  his  testi- 
OMMiy.  Mr.  Williams  takes  the  attitude  from  tbe  rery  beginning 
that  Is  always  taken  by  those  who  are  opposed  to  farmers  gen- 
erally. He  has  no  sympathy  whatsoever  with  the  fanner  or 
tbe  parpoees  of  the  farm  relief  bill,  apparently.  Certainly  he 
has  DO  sympathy  with  the  cotton  farmers. 

His  attitude  throughout  his  entire  testimony,  with  one  ex- 
ception, which  I  will  pohat  out  In  a  minute,  which  I  think 
aggravates  the  Bltoation  rather  than  helps  it,  la  that  cotton  is 
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hinging  a  good  enough  price  now,  and  that  the  cotton  people 

to  be  satisfied  with  It.    He  says  that  he  thinks  It  Is  worth 

about  a  cent  or  a  cent  and  a  quarter  more  than  the  farmer  is 

vlng  for  It.  .  ,.„ 

Mr  CARAWAY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield.  .    .  u     ,   .     a^ 

Mr    CARAWAY.     I  think,  in  onler  to  get  what  he  Intended 

say,  one  would  have  to  read  all  he  said.     He  said  that  even 

»r  present  conditions,  without  organization,  the  world  mar- 

Mtri.  would  justify  and  demand  that  the  farmer  ought  to  have 

g  otten  from  a  cent  to  a  t^nt  and  a  quarter  more  than  he  is  now 

receiving      He   thought   that   under   organization    the   farmers 

(•  >uld  get  more  than  that,  but  he  thought  that  even  now,  under 

t  resent  conditions,  the  market  ought  to  be  a  cent  or  a  cent  and 

quarter  higher,  not  Uiat  tliat  wa.s  just  or  right,  that  that  was 

much  as  the  farmers  ought  to  get,  but  that  he  believed  that 

with  the  unorganized  condition  of  the  industry,  they  ought 

get  that  much.  ,  ,  . 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  will  read  from  the  testimony.     I  read 

4*om  page  205  of  the  record. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  It  would  put  It  higher  thas  that  Yesterday's  mar- 
-I  saw  the  New  York  quoUtlons  of  yesterday — I  do  not  know  what 
New   Orleans  spots   were— yesterdays   New    York   was   about    18.73 

December. 
Senator  Smith.  Well,  the  spots  were  around  18.85  New  York.     Deduct 

freight  and  yoo  would  have  about  17.85  to  the  farmer. 
Mr.   WiLUAMS.  On   the  basis  of   my   calculations   It    would   put   New 
(irleans  spots  at  about  19%  Instead  of  the  present  price. 

Senator  Smfth.  All  right;  deduct   the  freight,  and  you  would  have 
jjbout  18%  for  the  fanner. 
Mr.  WiLLUUS.  Correct. 

About  18»/i  to  the  farmer.  Take  Mr.  Williams's  entire  testl- 
iDony,  and  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  and  to 
other  Senators  that  I  base  the  view  that  Mr.  Williams's  attitude 
^as  wholly  opposed  to  the  cotton  f armor  uiwn  the  testimony  of 
Hr  WlUiams  himself,  which  I  will  point  out  In  a  moment.  Let 
18  take  his  testimony  before  the  committee.  It  was  so  un- 
avorable  to  the  cotton  farmers  that  Mr.  WilUams  thereafter, 
n   a   statement,  certainly   luferentially   admitted   that   it   was 

infavorable.  ,^„.     ,    ^         .   »  j  i,       . 

I  call  attention  to  pages  263  and  264  of  the  printed  hearings 
jefore  tiie  committee.  Mr.  Williams  testified  at  length.  His 
ittitude  was  wholly  antagonistic  to  the  Government  lending 
any  help  to  the  cotton  farmer.    I  find  this  in  the  record : 

After  the  conclusion  of  the  preceding  hearing — 

I  do  not  know  how  long  that  was  after  Mr.  Williams's  testi- 
mony was  given.    Could  the  chairman  of  the  committee  tell  us? 

Mr.  McNARY.    I  think  the  record  indicates  the  date. 

Mr.  McKI':iXAR.  Yes ;  the  record  Indicates  October  1.  When 
did  the  hearings  conclude? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Probably  about  the  iMth  of  September.  Tha 
hearings  concluded  al>otit  that  time. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    This  is  dated  Octolxr  1. 

Mr.  McNARY,    That  Is  the  statement  made  by  the  chairman 

of  the  <»mmlttee?  ...       .      .     .^ 

Mr,  McKELLAR.  No;  that  Is  the  date  of  the  liearlng  In  the 
committee.  The  testimony  of  Mr.  Williams  was  glren  on 
October  L 
Mr,  McNARY.  It  was  n  few  days  later, 
Mr,  McKKIXAR.  A  few  dsyN  later  thlM  Is  whst  hoppraed; 
He  hod  gone  Info  e^fry  «JetaU,  fr«Fm  page  llW  to  imgtt  JWw,  soma 
m  imges  of  ti^tlmony.  He  had  ruvlewed,  upon  tareful  exami- 
nation and  iToss-examlnatlon,  every  feature  of  fh»  vftttnu  sltua* 
tlon,    On  page  2U3  we  And  the  f<>ll<»wlfig  In  imrentb«*Mls : 

AtUt  tht  eonelwien  of  th«  prM«(lliig  bMirlng  ibe  cbslroMn  ot  tbe 
g«nat«  CoBiislttm  »n  Agri<tiltiir«  asd  l^orMtry  ri'islvMl  ■  lett«r  from 
Mr,  WlUlsnw,  U04i»t  Osu  of  Oct<>b«r  b— 

That  gives  the  exact  date,  five  days  afterwards— 

wblrh  cosutn^d  tiM  following  psragrspli. 

This  Is  a 


1  want  to  call  espM'lal  attention  to  this  paragraph, 
statement  by  Mr.  Williams: 

Id  reading  tb«  tiwtimony  I  am  lDclln«l  to  bHIero  that  my  actual 
tboogbt  Is  tb«  matter  of  cotton  prlrea  baa  been  aom^what  obscured  hy 
the  Urgs  number  of  qneattona  of  a  detail  character  aaked  by  aoatbera 
Senatori  and  my  detailed  repIlM  thereto. 

That  Is  a  euphemistic  way  of  saying  that  "  I  find  upon  read- 
ing my  testimony  that  I  have  not  put  in  there  what  I  ought  to 
have  put  In  there,  for  some  reason."  So  he  says  it  was  some- 
what obscured  by  the  questions  and  his  replies  thereto. 

In  Tiew  of  that  belief — 

That  Is  Williams's  Iwlief ;  not  my  belief,  not  somebody  else's 
b^ef ,  but  the  belief  of  the  witness  himself.    He  says : 
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In  view  of  that  belief — 

His  heUet  that  the  questions  and  his  own  answers  to  them 
had  put  him  In  an  attitude  In  which  he  did  not  want  to  be  put, 
I  read: 

In  view  of  that  belief,  I  am  attaching  hereto  a  brief  aapplemental 
statement  which,  If  It  is  permisalhle  under  your  rulea,  I  would  be  glad  to 
haye  Inserted  in  the  record. 

(The  statement  to  which  Mr.  Williams  refers,  and  which  ia  inaerted 
in  compliance  with  his  request,  follows:) 

BTATBMKST  BT   CAUL  WILLIAMS 

Five  days  afterward:*.    Listen  to  this : 

I  would  like  to  have  Inserted  In  the  record  the  following  obserra- 
tlons  concerning  the  mass  of  quei^tions  asked  by  various  southern  Sena- 
tors concerning  cotton  prices  and  my  replies  thereto. 

I  stated  that  on  a  basis  of  the  known  carry-over  and  a  supply  of  this 
year's  growth,  as  indicated  by  the  September  report  of  the  Bureau  of 
Crop  Ehtimates,  cotton  should  he  selling  at  a  price  of  from  1  to  1^ 
cents  above  any  recent  quotations.  In  other  words,  at  from  19V4  to 
19%  cents  free  on  board  the  New  Orlnans  market,  basis  middling  seven- 
eighths.  That  is  tbe  immediate  price  which  tbe  world  demand  would 
Justify  on  a  basis  of  past  performance. 

That  Is  the  price  It  would  have  justified.    In  other  words,  the 
only  price  which  could  be  justified  was  17%  cents  to  the  farmer. 
Then  he  goes  on  to  say : 

That  statement  does  not  in  any  sense  mean  that  I  think  tbe  price 
quoted  la  all  that  the  farmers  should  receive.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
price  should  be  much  higher  than  that,  higher  even  than  20  cents  to  the 
farmex  on  the  farm,  to  bring  any  fair  degree  of  prosperity  to  the  South. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  efforts  of  the  Federal  Farm  Board  should 
be  directed  toward  helping  the  southern  farmer  to  get  the  highest  poa- 
Bible  price  for  his  cotton  that  the  world  will  pay,  wilhout  any  limit 
whatsoever  as  to  tbe  number  oi  cents  per  pound. 

There  may  be  some  difference  of  opinion  between  tbe  southern  Sena- 
tors and  myaelf  concerning  tbe  methods  which  the  Farm  Board  can 
most  successfully  use  to  accomplish  this  purpose  on  a  permanent  tMisis, 
but  there  can  be  no  difference  of  opinion  between  us  as  to  our  belief 
that  the  Job  should  be  done  and  that  tbe  Government  la  tbe  proper 
agency  to  direct  it. 

Mr.  President,  what  do  we  find  h^e  in  this  statement?  The 
way  I  read  the  statement  It  means  this,  that  after  testifying 
for  probably  two  days — I  think  it  was  quite  two  days — and 
finding,  after  reading  It  over,  that  his  whole  attitude  was  op- 
posed to  the  cotton  farmer,  that  his  whole  attitude  was  against 
Increasing  the  price  except  by  the  small  amount  of  a  cent  and 
a  half,  which  he  sought  to  Justify,  and  then  only  by  the  law  of 
supply  and  demand,  he  turned  right  around,  upon  being  advised 
that  that  sort  of  testimony  was  going  to  hurt  him  and  might 
prevent  his  confirmation,  and  dlwvowed  every  word  he  had 
spoken  before  that  time. 

I  say  Huch  a  man  should  not  be  put  on  the  Farm  Board ;  he 
should  not  be  put  on  any  bonrd.  If  he  did  not  have  sense 
encuKh  to  know  what  he  was  testifying  to  when  be  was  brought 
before  the  committee,  and  had  to  explain  afterwards  why  he  thus 
teMtifle<l  against  cotton  when  he  ought  to  have  fiiptK)rtcd  It,  he 
ought  not  to  tw  on  this  board.  I  do  not  know  Mr.  Williams, 
never  hi4trd  of  him,  so  far  as  I  can  recall,  before  be  was  ap- 
pointed on  this  l>oard ;  I  do  not  know  a  thing  in  tbe  wr>rld 
about  him.  Ho  may  bo  one  of  the  nioest  men  In  the  world,  but 
he  certolnly  I'Kjk  two  nt>«M)luteIy  contradictory  fllfltades  In  bis 
testlmmiy.  One  waN  that  be  was  nitiHimsi  to  the  fann  bill  pro- 
posal so  far  as  cotton  was  coticerned.  In  the  flrst  instance;  and 
after  tindifying  eliiborati>ly,  going  ovttr  (bo  wbolo  matter,  he 
come  along  and  flicd  a  statement  with  ihe  chairman  of  the 
commitloe  In  which  be  trU'd  to  abrogate  evt'ry  line  ttt  testimony 
be  bad  theret<>f(/re  given  on  tbe  subject  of  this  bill's  relation  to 
tbe  farmers, 

Mr,  NOIIBKCK,    Mr,  Pi^di^nt 

The  PUKHII>1N0  OKFICEli  (Mr,  Fcas  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Henator  from  Teuuossee  yieUI  to  tbe  Senator  from  Booth 
Dakota? 

Mr,  McKELLAR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NOKBKCK.  Is  there  not  another  way  of  stating  it; 
that  is,  that  his  attitude  improved  as  the  result  of  his  attend- 
ing bearings  l)efore  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry? 

Mr,  McKELLAR.  It  may  have  been.  I  had  not  seen  the 
testimony  In  the  record  before  the  Senator  from  Oregon  called 
my  attention  to  it,  and  said  It  was  fair  to  this  appointee  that 
that  should  be  nad  with  the  other  statement.  He  took  two  atti- 
tudes. This  man,  five  days  after  he  had  testlfle<l  in  full  to  one 
the<^>ry,  virtually  rei>udlating  any  sentiment  in  brfialf  of  the 
southern  cotton  farmers,  reversed  himself  and  said,  "  I  am  for 
the  highest  price  he  can  get.  The  sky  Is  the  limit."  How  are 
you  going  to  rely  on  that  sort  of  a  man?    I  do  not  rely  on  hUa 


at  alL    I  fear  the  farmers,  the  cotton  farmers,  have  little  to 
hope  for  in  him. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  I  think  If  the  Senator  had 
followed  the  hearings  closely  he  would  have  found  that  they 
had  the  same  effect  on  other  membeors  of  the  btoard.  Possibly 
they  assumed  that  the  newspaper  idea  was  correct,  that  this 
farm  problem  was  a  kind  of  a  joke  anyway,  and  was  a  kind  of 
a  football  to  be  kicked  around ;  but  when  they  came  l>efore  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  they  found  that  there  were  Memt>«-s 
ot  the  Senate  who  took  the  problem  serionsly. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  was  very  greatly  surprised  to  find  that 
<Hie  member  of  the  board,  reputed  to  be  a  man  of  great  ability, 
said  he  had  read  the  bill  twenty  times,  and  did  not  have  the 
slightest  notion  what  it  meant;  and  this  after  he  had  been, 
studying  It  for  three  months.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Republicans, 
who  put  this  partictilar  bill  over  on  us,  that  I  do  not  know 
whether  you  have  a  good  man  to  carry  out  this  farm  bill  or  not. 
I  never  saw  an  executive  get  anywhere  who  was  afraid  he  was 
going  to  make  a  mistake  every  move  he  made.  I  do  not  think 
the  farmers  can  expect  much  ot  such  a  man  on  the  board. 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yield  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  know  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  is  giving 
accurately  his  Impression  of  the  testimony.  He  always  desires 
to  be  fair. 

Mr.  McKELLAH.     Yes;  I  do. 

Mr,  McNARY.  The  Senator  has  read  part  of  the  testimony. 
I  ask  the  Senator  to  refer  to  page  206. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Very  well. 

Mr.  McNARY.  And  I  ask  that  he  read  the  question  by 
Senator  Smith  and  the  answer  by  Mr.  Williams.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  this  part  of  the  record  be  read  t^  the  clerk 
at  the  desk. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     What  part  of  It? 

Mr.  McNARY.  On  page  206,  the  question  I  have  Indicated. 
Let  the  clerk  rend  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  will  be  very  happy  to  have  tbe  clerk 
read  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  wiU  read,  as  re- 
quested. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senator  Smith.  All  right.  Now  that  In  your  opinion  as  a  member 
of  the  board  is  about  all  that  would  be  joattSed  in  giving  tlie  producer 
of  cotton? 

Mr.  WnxiAiis.  Not  at  all.  It  is  my  opinion  aa  a  memtier  of  this 
board  that  that  la  approximately  the  price  which  cotton  should  bring 
on  a  basis  of  present  supply-and-demand  conditions.  I  am  for  giving 
the  farmer  all  that  he  can  get  for  it 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  say  that  that  conforms  precisely  to  the  sub- 
sequent statement  made  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee.  Mr. 
Williams  was  discussing  nn  economic  situation,  and  what  price 
cotton  probably  would  bring  under  the  law  of  supply  and  de- 
mand at  the  particular  time,  but  In  his  heart  resided  the  hope 
that  the  farmer  might  get  more  for  bis  cotton,  so  that  he  might 
profitably  harvest  his  cn^p. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Oh,  ftm,  Mr.  President;  bat  tbe  trouble 
about  It  is  that  Mr.  Williams  explains  in  other  parts  of  bis 
testimony  tlist  It  Is  not  his  purpose,  ami  it  Is  not  the  purpose  of 
the  board,  to  Interfere  with  tbe  law  o1  supfHy  and  demand  In 
tbe  sllgtatest  waj.  He  confirmed  snd  rntlfled  that  rlew  and 
restated  his  belief  In  the  law  of  sufitily  and  demand,  lie  wild 
that  under  that  law  cotton  sbfnild  bring  aliout  17>/^  cetits  to  tha 
farmer  on  tbe  fam,  after  deducting  tbe  freight  charge.  Tbat 
Ut  bis  sutement.  It  Is  not  on  a  technical  matter,  lie  sstd  that 
cotton  sbrmld  tiring  to  tbe  cotton  farmer  in  tbe  Mouth  sh<nit 
17 >/^  cents.  If  that  is  all  It  could  bring,  then  tbe  farm  legisUi* 
tlon  as  applied  to  tbe  cotttm  farmer  would  be  of  absolutely  no 
▼slue  wbtttit')evcr, 

Mr,  BKOOKHABT.    Mr,  President 

Tbe  PRKSlUINa  OFFICEIt.  Does  tbe  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  URiXJKHART.  While  I  Uke  the  same  view  as  tba 
chairman  of  the  committee  as  to  Mr,  Williams's  personal  at' 
titude  in  tbe  matter,  yet  I  agree  with  wliat  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  has  just  said.  Mr,  Williams  went  furttier.  lie 
pointed  out  that  cotton  was  1^  cents  below  what  it  ought  to  be 
according  to  the  drastic  law  of  supply  and  demand. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    He  went  into  detail  about  it 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  To  my  mind  the  great  trouble  is  that 
the  Farm  Board  has  done  nothing  to  correct  even  that  matter. 
The  Farm  Board  has  done  nothing  to  get  that  1)4  cents  for  the 
farmer  even  under  that  rule. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  And  Mr.  Williams  does  not  suggest  any 
way  by  which  it  can  be  done    I  judge  be  is  in  entire  sympatliy;, 
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with  the  chairman  of  the  board.  Mr.  Legge.  who  says  something 
of  that  sort  ought  to  be  done ;  bat  he  does  not  see  that  anythhng 
can  he  done  for  the  farmers  except  to  lend  them  mwe  money. 

Mr  I5ROOKHART.  I  Uiink  Mr.  Williams  was  in  favor  of 
petting  more  for  tlie  farmer  if  he  could,  but  he  felt  he  could  not 
do  it  betniuse  of  the  law  of  supply  and  demand,  and  then  he 
has  not  done  anything  even  to  bring  it  np  to  the  basis  of  the 
law  of  snpply  and  demand. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  No.  Of  course,  we  all  know  the  law  was 
passed  to  help  this  year's  crop  as  well  as  succeeding  years' 
crops.  So  far  as  I  hare  been  able  to  determine,  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Farm  Board  has  not  interfered  with  or  affected 
the  price  of  cotton  in  the  slightest.  I  believe  It  w«it  down 
perhaps  once  or  twice  since  the  l)oanl  was  appointed.  I  do  not 
believe  this  board  will  help  the  farmers. 

In  so  far  as  Mr.  WilUams  is  concerned,  I  expect  to  vote 
against  him.  I  would  nM  be  fair  or  just  to  myself  if  I  did 
otlierwise.  I  think  I  shall  vote  against  Mr.  Legge  and  Mr. 
McKelvie  also.  Mr.  McKelvie,  of  course,  under  the  evidence, 
should  not  be  <m  the  board,  and  as  Mr.  Legge  testifies  he  has  not 
yet  learned  what  he  can  do  under  the  act,  I  am  atnid  he  has 
no  desire  to  learn.  Evidently  he  has  no  heart  for  this  work. 
His  life  has  been  spent  in  other  activities,  and  probably  he  has 
passed  the  age  when  he  could  become  interested  in  another 
work.  I  am  trying  to  influence  no  one's  vote  or  (pinion.  In 
my  opinion.  I  would  not  be  fair  and  just  to  the  cotton  farmers 
of  my  State  and  my  locality,  in  whom  I  am  greatly  interested, 
if  I  should  vote  for  a  man  like  Mr.  Williams,  whose  whole 
attitude,  as  disclosed  by  his  testimony,  is  one  of  antipathy  to  tlie 
farmers.  His  testimony  shows  his  real  attitude.  It  shows 
his  real  opinion.  The  statement  he  made  afterwards  was  just 
as  much  as  to  say.  "  I  understand  some  Senators  may  vote 
acainst  me  because  of  my  testimony,  which  gave  my  real  views, 
and  I  am  going  to  make  a  different  statement  now  to  catch 
them."  That  Is  the  inference  I  draw  from  the  subsequMit  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Williams.  I  think  he  did  himself  great  discredit  by 
making  the  •uppiementary  statement.  If  he  does  not  believe 
the  act  can  help  the  fanrers.  if  he  does  not  think  he  can 
help  the  farmers,  he  ought  to  have  said  so  frankly,  and  stuck 
to  it.     I  would  have  had  more  respect  for  him. 

For  these  reasons.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  vote  against  his  con- 
firmation, and  I  think  also  against  Mr,  Legge.  Of  course,  I 
shall  vote  against  Mr.  McKelvie. 

Mr.  HARRIS.     Mr.  President,  It  is  never  an  agreeable  duty  to 
oi^>9e  the  confirmation  of  a  nomination  which  the  President 
sends  to  the  Senate,  and  I  had  hoped  to  be  able  to  vote  for  all 
the  Farm  Board  members,  but  under  the  Constitution  it  is  our 
responsibility  and  we  can  not  get  away  from  it.    I  understand 
that  Mr.  Williams  is  a  man  of  the  highest  character  and  ability, 
and  I  mean  no  reflection  on  him,  but  the  most  dangerous  man 
In  public  life  In  this  country,  and  particularly  In  a  position  like 
this,  is  the  man   who  has  (^laracter  and  ability  but  has  not 
the  ri^t  viewpoint     If  this  man  had  at  heart  the  interests 
of  the  cotton  grower  as  he  should  have,  as  he  is  put  on  the 
board  to  represent,  he  would  show  to  the  members  of  the  board 
the  neceBsity  for  an  increase  in  the  price  of  cotton  which  Is 
now  selling  below  the  cost  of  production,  and  the  board  would 
not  allow  a  statranent  to  go  oat  to  the  country  that  cotton  was 
high  enough  at  18  cents  without  denying  it.    There  is  no  doubt 
in  the  world  that  the  low  price  of  cotton  has  been  influenced 
by  reason  of  the  fact  that  this  Farm  Board  has  not  dmie  any- 
thing to  prevent  or  even  show   any  sympathy  or  interest   in 
the  price  of  cotton  advancing  instead  of  going  down.     Except 
for  that  fact  cotton  would  be  bringing  5  or  6  cents  more  per 
pound  than  the  present  price.     It  would  have  been  far  better 
for  the  cotton  farmer  if  there  had  been  no  Farm  Board.    When 
the  cotton  tntde  realised  that  this  Farm  Board  would  do  noth- 
ing to  hold  cotton  at  a  fair  price  they  liegan  to  depress  the 
price. 

In  this  morning's  Washington  Post  is  an  editorial  about  addi- 
tional nsea  for  cotton  and  cotton  goods.  It  is  based  on  a  state- 
ment issued  by  the  Department  of  Commerce  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture.  I  happen  to  have  been  the  author  of  the 
original  provision  making  appropriation  for  the  work  to  find 
additional  uses  for  cotton  and  cotton  goods  to  whkh  the  edi- 
torial refers.  I  want  to  give  full  credit  to  the  then  Secretary 
of  Commerce,  Mr.  Hoover,  with  whom  I  conferred  several  times 
and  always  found  him  sympathetic  and  helpful,  and  Secretary 
Jardine,  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  also  cooperated 
every  way  possible.  They  deserve  great  credit  for  what  they 
did,  as  well  as  their  assistants,  whom  they  appointed  to  take 
charge  of  this  work.  They  found  additional  uses  for  20  per 
coit  more  of  certain  cotton  goods  within  the  past  seven  months, 
besides  additional  uses  for  cotton  and  cotton  goods  that  will 
a.se  hundreds  of  thousands  of  bales  yearly.  This  will  increase 
the  price  by  reducing  the  suri^as. 
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V.  carry-over  is  not  as  much  as  it  usually  is  at  this  time 
the  crop  is  much  poorer  than  the  people  generally  believe, 
is  true  ail  over  the  cotton-growing  States.  There  is  every 
yO  why  cotton  should  bring  a  better  price  than  it  is  to-day, 
I  believe  Mr.  Williams's  failure  to  impress  his  board  with 
rravity  of  the  situation,  so  far  as  the  cotton  farmers  are 
c?med,  has  been  a  great  loss  to  the  cotton  growers. 

one  reason  which,  In  my  judpment,  controls  my  vote 
f«,v  Mr.  Williams  is  that  he  did  not  impress  the  b<iard  with 
necessity  for  cotton  bringing  a  higher  price  in  order  for 
farmers  to  get  at  least  the  cost  of  production  and  a  fair 
t,  which  they  are  entitled  to. 

•    President,  our  country  owes  the  cotton  growers  of  the 

ji  a  debt  of  gratitude.     Except  for  the  gold  brought  into 

country  for  the  cotton  we  export  our  Government's  gold 

would  not  amount  to  half  as  much  as  it  does  to-day,  and 

•o  a  great  deal  to  us. 

President   I  ask  that  there  be  inserte<l  in  the  Rextord 

editorial  in  this  mornings  Post  to  which  I  have  referred. 

n 'bites  to  a  splendid  work  that  is  being  done  by  the  Depart- 

of  Commerce  and  Agriculture  under  the  appropriation 

4.     The  Senatiw-  from  Oregon    [Mr.   McNaby]   and  the 

fr<Hn  Washington  [Mr.  JowKs],  from  the  beginning  of 

'fforts,  when  we  were  discouraged  by  the  House  voting  down 
iW>ropriation,  cooperated  with  me  fully  and  we  are  greatly 
)ted  to  them  for  their  assistance.     1  wish  also  to  give  due 
t  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connaixy],  then 
Mbmber  of  the  House,  because  of  his  great  fight  in  the  House 
this  appropriation,   which   was   defeated   by   only   2  votes, 
made  a  splendid  argument  one  that  would  cause  anyone 
lealize  and  appreciate  the  neces.«<lty  for  the  appropriation. 
very  glad  to  get   the  appropriation  which   I   had   been 
..g  to  get  several  weeks  before  that  time.    The  Senator 
W^ashington    [Mr.   Jones]    and  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
NoNaby]  were  sympathetic  to  the  cotton  growei-s  and  mj 
B  to  help  them,  and  in  that  way  we  got  the  appropriation, 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  additional  baU*s  of  cotton  are 
and  will  be  used  because  of  this  work.     This  will  greatly 
.^^»  the  surplus  of  cotton  and  will  Increase  the  price. 
ask  that  the  editorial  may  be  printed  In  the  Recobo  at  this 
poi4t-  ,    . 

Tie   PRESIDING    OFFICER.     Without   objection.    It    is    so 
ord<  red. 
Ipe  editorial  is  as  follows : 

[From  the  WashluKton  PoBt,  October  16,  1929) 

HOPE  FOB  COTTOW 

N^s  emanating  from  the  textile  Indaatry  in  recent  moDtha  baa  b<>«n 
gloony.  For  the  p«et  aeTeral  yearn  development  of  the  Induatry  haa 
been  held  In  check  largely  because'  people  have  not  b*en  cunsuming  aa 
muc  1  cotton  goodrf  aa  the  factories  were  capable  of  manufacturing. 
Thli  condition  reached  a  crisia  in  the  South  and  the  current  labor  dlfB- 
cult  ea  there  are  an  indirect  reault. 

Tirough  thla  picture  there  appear.**,  however,  a  ray  of  light.  A  com- 
miti  ee  compoaed  of  representatives  of  the  Departmenta  of  Commerce 
and  Agriculture  and  the  textile  Induatry  haa  been  diligently  atudyicg 
new  uses  for  cotton.  It  Is  now  in  a  poaitlon  to  report  that  the  flrat 
8ev4n  months  of  this  year  witnessed  an  increase  of  20  per  cent  in  the 
com  umption  of  finished  cotton  goods.  Members  of  the  committee  be- 
llev !  this  reflects  a  new  Interest  in  cotton  apparel  for  women.  They 
hav!  likewise  surveyed  the  field  of  men's  clothing  and  found  encourag- 
ing evidence  that  the  consumption  in  this  field  nLso  can  be  increastd. 
Th€  attack  of  the  committee  In  19.'^0  will  be  aimed  at  the  male,  whuse 
con  lumption  of  cotton  goods  is  not  deemed  satisfactory. 

I  is  not  generally  known  that  the  Washington  traffic  department  la 
con  rlbuting  to  the  relief  of  the  textile  industry.  That  contribution 
com  lists  of  experimentation  with  cotton  for  street  markers  In  place 
of  >alnt.  The  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  is  doing  its  bit  by 
eip  >rfmentlng  with  cotton  bags  for  shipment  of  foodatntTs.  The  Bureau 
of  iome  ICconomlcs  la  studying  ironing  processes  to  enable  laundries 
and  houaewlves  to  put  an  excellent  finish  on  cotton  textiles.  The 
Buieau  of  Chemistry  and  Soils  is  trying  to  devise  means  of  making 
coti  on  more  reaistant  to  fire,  water,  and  weather.  Finally,  the  Bureau 
of  Standards  Is  working  on  such  prol>lem8  as  draping  qualities  and 
heat  conductivity  of  cotton.  With  such  an  array  of  talent  it  would 
t>e    lurprialng  If  something  were  not  done  for  the  industry. 

1  he  textile  Induatry  Is  badly  in  need  of  such  a  stimulus.  Continued 
str  mg  demand  for  cotton  goods  would  be  certain  to  have  an  effect 
on  the  difllcultie«  of  the  southern  mills.  But  what  effect  will  It  have 
on  Iwool  and  silk  consumption?  Theee  lndustri>*s  will  not  yield  to  the 
galas  of  cotton  without  a  struggle.  Vigorous  campaigns  to  extend  the 
ua«  of  an  fabrtca  are  to  be  expected. 

dr.  WHEFiLER.  Mr.  Presi<lent,  some  years  ago  I  was  called 
in  as  special  prosecutor  to  prosecute  a  lot  of  bootlegging  cases 
in  II  county  outside  of  my  home  county  in  eastern  Montana.  I 
flail  myself  to-day  in  a  somewhat  similar  position  to  that  In 
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which  I  found  myself  then.  I  find  that  a  great  many  Swiators 
have  their  minds  apparently  made  up  as  to  how  they  are  going 
to  vote  regardless  of  what  the  facts  are  In  the  case,  because  of 
the  mere  fact  that  the  President  has  sent  these  names  to  the 
Senate. 

When  I  was  examining  the  jury  in  that  case  I  found  that 
one  of  tlie  chief  bootleggers  in  the  county  had  been  called  as 
a  member  of  the  panel.  I  asked  him  whether  or  not  he  favored 
prohibition.  He  said  he  did.  I  asked  him  if  it  was  not  a 
fact  that  he  had  subecrlbed  to  a  fund  to  defeat  prohibition  In 
my  State.  He  said  that  he  had.  I  asked  him  if  it  was  not  a 
fact  tliat  he  personally  had  been  very  much  opposed  to  it  and 
had  kept  a  saloon.  He  said  that  he  had.  I  then  said,  "  I  am 
Interested  to  know  when  you  became  In  favor  of  prohibition." 
He  said,  "  I  became  In  favor  of  it  the  day  after  it  was  enacted." 
He  was  chosen  as  a  member  of  the  Jury  because  his  name  was 
the  last  one  drawn  and  I  was  unable  to  challenge  him  except- 
ing for  cause,  and  so  he  sat  upon  the  jury  to  try  the  case 
notwlth.standlng  the  fact  that  he  was  a  well-knovni  bootlegger 
in  that  community. 

In  arguing  the  case  to  the  jury  I  said  to  them  that  ordinarily 
a  la>vyer  gets  up  before  the  jury  and  tells  them  that  he  be- 
lieves if  he  presents  certain  facts  to  them,  they  will  find  the 
defendant  guilty,  according  to  the  facts  presented.  But  I  said, 
•*  In  this  particular  case  I  do  not  expect  that  you  are  going 
i  to  And  the  defendant  guilty,  notwithstanding  that  I  shall  prove 
I  him  guilty  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt,  because  of  the  fact  that 
there  are  men  sitting  upon  the  jury  who  have  already  made 
up  their  minds  and  no  amount  of  evidence  or  facts  can  convince 
them  otherwise." 

I  regret  exceedingly  that  the  Democratic  leader,  for  whom  I 
have  the  greatest  respect,  sliould  have  taken  the  attitude  he 
did  with  reference  to  the.se  nominees.  I  regret  exceedingly  that 
I  am  unable  to  agree  with  him.  When  I  started  out  to  examine 
these  men  I  felt  exactly  as  he  felt,  that  what  I  wanted  to  do 
was  to  have  the  men  confirmed  provided  it  was  within  the 
range  of  possibility  that  they  were  men  who  would  be  at  all 
fair  to  agriculture  or  who  would  attempt  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  the  law.  As  to  most  of  the  men  upon  the  board 
who  were  api)olnted  by  President  Hoover,  in  all  fairness  I  think 
It  should  be  said  they  are  men  of  that  kind.  But  I  think  that 
everyone  who  listened  to  the  testimony  of  one  man  who  was 
nppf'Inted  came  to  the  same  conclusion,  and  that  was  that  the 
appointment  of  Mr,  McKelvie,  of  Nebraska,  was  unfortunate. 
They  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  not  only  unfortunate 
but  that  he  did  not  know  anything  about  the  wheat  situation 
which  he  was  supposed  to  represent.  They  also  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  he  knew  nothing  of  the  economics  entering  into 
the  wheat  situation  as  it  affects  the  farmers  of  the  United 
States. 

I  expect  before  I  conclude  to  show  to  anyone  who  has  an 
unbiased  mind  that  it  is  not  only  the  right  of  the  Senate  but 
it  is  the  duty  of  every  member  of  the  Senate,  regardless  of 
whether  he  Is  a  Democrat  or  a  Republican  or  a  Progressive,  to 
vote  agnln.st  the  man  who  has  been  placed  upon  that  board  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  represent  the  wheat 
Industry,  who  is  entirely  out  of  sympathy  with  the  purposes  of 
the  act'ltself. 

I  am  going  to  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senate  first  to  a 
letter  which  has  been  sent  to  me  by  a  gentleman  in  Nebraska. 
Let  me  say  at  the  outset  that  I  never  met  Governor  McKel- 
vie— as  a  matter  of  fact  I  never  saw  him  until  he  came  oefore 
the  committee.  As  a  matter  of  fact  I  never  heard  of  him  until 
he  was  appointed  upon  the  board  by  President  Hoover.  But 
here  is  a  letter  which  he  wrote  at  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  on  June  7, 
ll>2fl.  He  wrote  It  to  Mr.  J.  Boyd  Allen,  of  Elm  Creek,  Nebr. 
Among  other  things,  he  said: 

After  eliminating  the  personal  references  In  your  letter,  we  shall  be 
glad  to  publish  the  balance  in  an  early  issue.  I  refer  to  your  last 
letter.     The  other  correspondence  will  be  treated  aa  confidential. 

Mr.  McKelvie  says: 

Perhaps  my  attitude  of  mind  toward  agriculture — 
Mind   you,  here  is  his   "attitude  of   mind    toward   agricul- 
ture "— 

can  be.st  be  defined  as  that  of  a  fundamentalist.  In  other  words.  I  have 
an  abiding  confidence  In  the  parable  of  "the  aower.  I  think  that  the  law 
of  cause  and  effect  Is  as  immutable  as  time,  and  that  whoever  vlolatea 
It  will  Buffer  accordingly.  This  is  a  hard  law.  In  the  last  analysis  it 
means  the  rorvlval  of  the  fittest.  It  does  not  yield  to  aentiment. 
prejudice,  or  artificial  tinkering  Apropos  of  its  operatlona,  I  conld 
give  you  some  personal  Information  regarding  the  teilure  of  farmers 
that  is  well-nigh  heartbreaking,  but  when  I  try  to  reason  the  whole 
thing  out  I  find  myself  confronted  with  the  almple  fact  that  men  uaually 
reap  in  proportion  as  tbey  sow. 


Now,  I  would  just  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr, 
McNaky],  with  whom  I  dislike  to  disagree,  if  he  thinks  that 
the  man  whose  views  are  thus  expressed  in  this  letter  is  In 
sympathy  with  the  purposes  of  the  farm  relief  law  and  if  hto 
views  coincide  with  the  views  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
with  reference  to  the  situation  of  the  farmer?  I  should  like 
to  have  an  answer  from  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Walcott],  who  spoke  in  favor  of  the  Farm  Board,  and  frt«n 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Townsend]  as  to  whether 
or  not  they  Ijellevfe  In  the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  distin- 
guished man  whom  the  Presidt^t  has  ai^ointed  upon  the 
Feileral  Farm  Board?  I  should  like  to  have  the  junior  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Pattkbson]  inform  me  whether  or  not  he 
thinks  that  a  man  who  has  expressed  such  views  with  refer- 
ence to  the  relief  of  the  farmers  of  the  cotintry  is  a  fit  or 
proper  man  to  be  placed  upon  the  Federal  Farm  Board  to 
carry  out  the  policies  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and 
to  r^resent  the  great  mass  of  wheat  producers  of  the  country? 
I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vandkr- 
Bn»],  who  I  see  standing  over  there,  tell  me  whether  or  not 
he  thinks  that  a  man  who  makes  the  statement  that  as  to  agri- 
culture he  believes  in  the  law  of  the  survival  of  the  fittest  is 
a  proper  man  to  be  appointed  on  the  board.  I  should  like  to 
have  the  Senator  from  Illijois  [Mr.  Deneek]  tell  me  whether 
he  feels  that  that  is  his  view  and  whether  he  thinks  that  a 
man  of  that  character  sliould  be  put  upon  the  Fe<leral  Farm 
Board  ?  I  should  like  also  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  Keyeb]  whether  he  believes  that  the  law  of  the 
survival  ot  the  fittest  should  apply  to  the  farmers  of  this  coun- 
try? I  should  particularly  like  to  have  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Smoot],  who  has  charge  of  the  pending  tariff  bill,  tell  me 
whether  or  not  he  agrees  with  the  appointee  of  the  President 
on  this  board,  Mr.  McKelvie,  who  has  stated  that  the  law  of 
the  survival  of  the  fittest  should  govern  the  farmers  of  thfa 
country?  Will  the  Senator  from  Utah  please  tell  me  if  he 
believes  that  that  rule  should  apply  to  the  farmers? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  same  rule  applies  to  the  farmer  that 
apices  to  everyone  else. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Am  I  to  understaod  the  Senator  from  Utah 
to  say  that  the  rule  should  apply  only  to  farmers? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No;  I  stated  that  the  same  rule  should  ikpply  to 

farmers  as  applies  to  every  other  class  of  people  in  the  coootry. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Does  the  Senator  think  that  the  law  of  the 

survival  of  the  fittest  should  apply  to  the  farmers?    Is  that 

what  I  am  to  understand  the  Senator  to  say? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  not  disctissing  the  letter  which  the  Sena- 
tcMT  haa  been  reading,  and  I  am  not  discussing  the  question.  If 
I  have  anything  to  say  about  it  I  will  say  it  in  my  own  time. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  was  interested  to  get  the  view  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah  because  of  the  fact  that  we  have  before  as 
at  the  present  time  a  tariff  bill  giving  special  privileges  to 
manufacturers,  and  I  am  just  wondering  where  the  manufac- 
turers would  be  if  we  left  them  to  the  law  of  the  survival  of 
the  fittest.  I  am  just  wondering  if  the  Senator  from  Utah  and 
the  other  Republican  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber 
would  like  to  leave  the  manufactnrers'  Interests — would  they  like 
to  leave,  for  instance,  aluminum,  would  tbey  like  to  leave  pot- 
tery, would  they  like  to  leave  glassware  to  the  law  of  the  sur- 
vival of  the  fittest? 

Mr.  SMITH.    And  how  about  sugar? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes.  I  might  ask,  as  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  has  suggested,  what  would  happen  to  sugar  If 
we  left  It  to  the  law  of  the  survival  of  the  fittest?  What  would 
happen  to  aluminum ;  what  would  happen  to  pottery ;  and  what 
would  happen  to  glassware  should  they  be  left  to  the  law  of  the 
survival  of  the  fittest? 

I  should  like  to  ask  a  question  of  Senators  on  the  other  side 
of  the  body  who  went  out  among  the  farmers  of  the  Northwest 
and  stated,  "If  you  elect  Mr.  Hoover  President,  he  will  take 
care  of  the  1929  farm  crop."  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Beookhart]  If  he  had  known  there  was  going 
to  be  placed  on  the  Federal  Farm  Board  a  man  who  said  that 
he  believed  that  the  law  of  the  survival  of  the  fittest  should  be 
applied  to  farmers,  would  he  have  made  the  same  speedies  that 
he  made  during  the  last  rampaign,  in  which  he  stated  that  Mr. 
Hoover,  if  elected  President,  would  call  us  into  ^leclal  stisslon 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  care  of  the  1929  farm  crop? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  No;  I  would  not  make  that  speech; 
and  i  shall  not  vote  for  that  man  as  a  member  of  the  Federal 
Farm  Board,  either. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  not  only  does  Mr.  McKelvie 
say  that  but,  referring  further  to  farm  legislation,  he  said ; 

By  reading  my  editorial  discuaaiona  regarding  farm  legialation.  yoa 
will  underatand  quite  clearly  my  reaaoua  for  opposing  any  legUUtlon 
that  tends  to  fix  prices  on  agricultural  producta  or  give  tlie  Govern- 
ment control  over  the  farmers'  affain. 
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I  resard  these  subject*  as  o€  such  fundamental  Importance  that  I 
hare  not  been  able  to  bring  myself  to  an  Indorsement  of  them,  much 
u  1  have  desired  that  anything  of  a  subaUntlal  nature  be  done  for 
agriculture. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Blr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana vield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
Mr,'  WHEELER.     I  am  glad   to  yield  to  the   Senator  from 

Mr  NORRIS.  I  am  wondering  if  the  Senator  is  going  to 
show'  partiality.  He  compelled  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
SMOorl  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Bbookhabt]  to  an- 
swer Why  does  be  not  pu.sh  the  other  Senators  whose  naines 
he  ha!«  mentioned  Into  the  comer  and  make  them  amjwer  his 

qnestion  also?  ^         ^i.     a 

Mr  WHEELER.  I  woold  particularly  like  to  have  the  Sena- 
tor from  tJonnecticnt  [Mr.  Walcott]  tell  me  if  he  belleres  In 
the  law  of  the  frarriral  of  the  tlttest  either  for  the  fanners  of 
this  wuntry  or  for  the  mannfactnrers  ot  Connecticut. 

»fr  WALTOTT.  Mr  President,  it  would  take  a  long  time 
to  answer  that  question;   It  inrolves  a  great  many  consldera- 

Mr  WHEELER.  Mr.  President.  I  should  Uke,  complying 
with  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  to  have  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Pattebsow]  tell  me  whether 
he  thinks  the  farmers  of  Missouri  should  be  left  to  the  law  of 
the  survival  of  the  fittest.  It  would  be  interesting,  I  am  sure^ 
to  f»btain  his  views,  and  the  farmers  In  his  State  would  be 
Interested  to  know  whether  or  not  he  thinks  a  man  who  holds 
such  views  should  be  placed  upon  the  Farm  Board.  As  the 
Senator  does  not  answer,  I  take  it  he  is  in  entire  accord,  per- 
haps, with  the  views  of  Mr.  McKelvie. 

Rir.  President,  Jast  see  what  position  that  would  place  us  in. 
I  did  not  vote  for  the  farm  relief  bill,  l)ecause  of  the  fact  that 
I  was  afraid  that  what  is  happening  at  the  present  time  would 
happen  and  that  we  would  get  a  board  composed  of  men  such  as 
some  of  those  who  have  been  appointetl. 

Mr  Pre**ident,  there  were  a  great  many  men  who  were  sincere 
and  h<»nest  in  their  belief  that  the  farm  relief  bill  would  be  of 
some  benefit,  and  they  went  out  on  the  stump  and  on  the 
hustings  and  told  the  wheat  farmers  of  the  Nation  that  men 
would  be  appointed  upon  the  Farm  Board  to  take  care  of  the 

1929  crop.  .        .^  ,  . 

Now  Mr  President  let  me  call  attention,  If  you  please,  to 
an  editorial  in  the  St.  Paul  Pioneer  Press  of  September  24, 
1929.  The  St.  Paul  Pioneer  Press  was  one  of  the  most  ardent 
supporters  of  Mr.  Hoover  in  his  contest  for  election  as  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States.  Here  is  what  it  says  with  reference 
to  the  relief  which  the  Farm  Board  has  be«i  giving  to  the 
fanners  of  the  country : 

8TSAX0X    rAEM    BXLIi:* 

The  poUcy  of  the  Federal  Farm  Board  la  to  treat  agriculture  for  Its 
chronic  ailments  and  to  let  emergencies  take  care  of  themselves. 
Whether  the  hoard  has  discovered  the  cure  for  farming's  fundamental 
disorders  remalua  to  be  demonstrated.  Meanwhile,  the  diaastrous  re- 
aulia  of  trying  to  deal  with  immediate  crises  as  though  they  did  not 
exist  are  becoming  apparent. 

On  August  22  the  Iloneer  IVess  called  the  attention  of  the  board 
to  the  fact  that  farmers  of  the  Northwest  were  finding  it  Impoaaible  to 
foUow  the  advice  of  holding  grain  back  from  the  market  and  that  there 
was  need  of  prompt  measures  to  avoid  a  condition  of  distress.  To  this 
telegram  the  board  replied  on  August  23. 

The  subetance  of  this  reply  was  that  "  the  worst  of  the  situation  is 
«ve«." 

"  The  worst  of  the  situation  Is  over ! " 

The  board  had  been  advised,  it  said,  that  there  was  available  "a 
Bubotantial  amount "  of  storage  space  in  bonded  warehouses  of  the 
Northwest  in  which  farmers  could  put  their  grain  if  they  were  so 
minded. 

The  board  advise«l  the  St.  Paul  Pioneer  Press  that  there  was 
a  substantial  amount  of  storage  in  the  bonded  warehouses  of 
the  country,  and  yet.  Mr.  President,  when  they  came  before  the 
ccmmlttt  e  they  said  the  reason  why  they  had  not  done  anything 
for  the  wheat  farmers  was  because  of  the  fact  that  there  was 
not  sufficient  storage  space.  Of  course,  after  the  farmers'  grain 
had  all  been  harvested,  after  the  speculators  in  St.  Paul  and 
Chicago  had  bought  up  all  the  space,  then  there  was  not  space 
available;  but  i>n  August  23  they  said  there  was  space  available 
in  the  bonded  warehouses. 

Further,  *'  information  In  possession  of  the  board  "  was  to  the  effect 
that  **  the  wheat  export  market  Is  just  opening  up." 

The  optimism  of  the  board  unfortunately  was  not  well  based.  Termi- 
nals and  local  elerators  are  now  hopelessly  congested.  Parmers,  con>- 
peUcd  for  want  of  flnaaclng  to  realise  cash  on  their  crop,  are  doaiping 
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enormous  quantities  of  wheat  on  a  sagging  market.  There  is  some 
mcvement  of  grain  out  of  terminals  to  supply  current  domestic  milllnB 
ne-ds  but  foreign  buying  U  practically  nonexistent.  Fur  from  having 
opsne'd  up,  the  export  market  Is  closed  tight.  The  Minneapolis  price 
for  September  wheat,  which  was  |1.44%  on  July  15,  the  day  when 
thi(  Farm  Board  assembled  for  its  first  meeting,  closed  on  Monday. 
September  23,  at  |1.31%,  a  decrease  of  about  13  cents,  a  total  shrink- 
age in  value  of  about  $21,000,000  on  the  estimated  spring  wheat  crop 
of  Minnesota,  North  and  South  Dakota,  and  Montana. 

The  fair  prices  of  mid  July  have  slipped  out  of  the  farmer's  grasp 
while  the  Federal  Farm  Board  has  been  confining  itself  to  long-time 
pr>grama  of  marketing  reorganization.  Miracles  were  not  expected  of 
th!  Farm  Board.  Indeed,  none  were  promised.  But  It  would  seem 
a  rea^nable  expectation  that  the  farmer's  market  would  not  be  per- 
m  tted  to  go  to  pieces  before  the  eyes  of  the  members. 

Mr.  President,  you  can  easily  understand  why  wheat  was  not 
pioperly  taken  care  of  when  you  realize  that  there  was  placed 
u  »on  the  Federal  Farm  Board  as  the  expert  to  take  care  of 
w  leat  a  man  who  says  that  he  l>elieves  that  the  wheat  farmers 
ol  the  country  should  be  governed  by  the  law  of  the  survival  of 
a  e  fittest ;  in  other  worda,  by  the  law  of  the  Jungle. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question? 

Mr.  WHEELER     Yes. 

Mr.  CARAWAY,  The  same  member  ot  the  board  said  that  if 
It  was  expecte*!  of  him  to  try  to  stabilize  the  price  for  the 
fjrmers'  wheat  above  the  world  price,  then  his  nomination 
01  ight  not  to  be  confirmed  by  the  Senate ;  that  he  would  not  do 
tJat.    Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Exactly;  that  is  my  recollection  of  the 
t<stlmony;  he  not  only  said  that,  but  before  the  committee  he 
si  id  that  the  prime  object  of  the  farm  relief  law  was  to  get  the 
farmers  of  the  country  to  reduce,  if  you  please,  their  acreage. 
Jist  think  of  that!  Just  think  of  a  man  who  says  that  the 
p  -ime  object  of  the  farm  relief  law  and  the  appointment  of  the 
Farm  Board,  as  provided  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
V  as  to  get  the  farmers  of  the  country  to  reduce  their  acreage  I 
A  That  would  happen  to  the  people  in  the  East  if  the  farmers 
r  ?duced  their  acreage  and  then  there  was  a  world  shortage  or 
s  shortage  in  the  United  States? 

Again,  if  you  please,  before  the  committee  what  did  he  say? 
I  ie  said  that  we  needed  a  tariff  upon  wheat,  notwithstanding 
t  le  fact  that  we  had  a  surplus  of  wheat,  to  keep  Canada  from 
a  lipping  her  surplus  of  wheat  into  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
i:a.  Can  you  imagine  a  man  being  placed  on  a  board  to  take 
care  of  wheat  who  says  that  we  need  a  tariff,  when  we  have  a 
surplus  of  wheat  in  this  country,  to  keep  Canada  from  ship- 
ling  a  surplus  of  wheat  in  here,  and  that  in  the  face  of  the 
lact  that  at  the  present  time  American  farmers  are  shipping 
their  wheat  to  Canada,  hauling  it  150  miles  by  truck,  and 
Jetting  more  for  their  wheat  in  Canada  than  they  are  getting 
i  a  the  United  States  of  America  after  paying  a  tariff  upon  that 
wheat? 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  And  in  view  of  the  fact,  also.  If  the  Senator 
kUl  permit  me,  that  Canada  has  about  a  6  per  cent  better 
reight  rate  to  Europe  than  we  have. 

Mr.  WHEEI.£R.  Yes;  all  of  6  per  cent.  As  a  matter  of  fact. 
It  amounts  in  some  instances  to  8  and  10  per  cent  lower  trans- 
tortation  rate  from  Canada  to  London  and  to  other  parts  of 
Surope  than  we  get  in  the  United  States;  and  Mr.  McKelvie 
ays,  notwith-standing  that  fact,  that  we  need  a  tariff  to  pro- 
ect  us  from  having  the  surplus  wheat  of  Canada  shipped  over 
nto  this  country. 

Talk  about  incompetence!    Talk  about  not  knowing  the  aub- 
,  ect  with  which  you  are  supposed  to  deal !     And  then  some- 
body stands  up  here  in  the  Senate  and  says,  "  Because  of  the 
act  that  President  Hoover  ha.s  apix>inted  this  man  I  am  going 

0  vote  for  him  !  " 
Mr.  President,  I  do  not  subscribe  to  that  idea  at  all ;  and  as 

ong  as  I  remain  in  this  body  it  does  not  make  any  difference 
vho  apr>oints  a  man,  whether  he  is  a  Democratic  President  or 

1  Republican  President,  I  shall  not  fail  to  do  my  duty  becau.se 
)f  the  fact  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  may  have 
jeen  fit  to  send  in  some  man's  name  here.  I  presume,  if  you 
)lease,  that  that  is  the  reason  why  Harry  Dau^herty  was  np- 
X)inted  Attorney  General  and  confirmed  by  the  Senate  of  the 
Jnited  States — because  somebody  did  not  want  to  vote  against 
lis  confirmation  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  President  had  sent 
lis  name  in  here. 

Mr.  NORBECK.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
^leld  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  gladly. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  suggest  that  the  only  tariff  question  In- 
rolved  is  the  rate  that  the  Candinn  Government  charges  on 
Mrheat  to  the  North  Dakota  farmers  and  the  Montana  farmers 
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who  haul  their  wheat  to  the  Canadian  market  The  farmers  of 
this  country  are  paying  a  tariff  on  wheat  now,  instead  of  get- 
ting the  benefit  of  It 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Of  course. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  It  is  equivalent  to  paying  them  an  export 
bounty;  is  it  not? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Of  course,  it  Is  equivalent  to  joying  an 
export  bounty  of  from  6  to  10  per  cent,  depending  upon  the 
location  of  the  farmers  in  the  Northwest ;  and  yet  whon  we  come 
here  before  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  the  debenture  plan,  we  find  what?  We  find  Senators 
standing  up  here  and  saying,  '*  You  can  not  put  on  a  debenture 
plan  because  it  Is  a  bounty."  When  we  appeal  to  the  railroads 
of  the  Northwest,  and  say  to  them,  "  You  ought  to  reduce  your 
freight  rates  in  accordance  with  the  Canadian  freight  rates," 
they  say,  "  But  we  can  not  do  it  because  of  the  fact  that  the 
Canadian  Government  gives  a  subsidy  to  the  Canadian  rail- 
roads." 

Are  we  going  to  place  the  farmers  of  this  country  at  a  dis- 
advantage compared  to  the  farmers  living  across  the  line  in 
Canada?  That  Ls  what  it  means;  and  then,  as  I  say,  it  is 
proposed  to  place  upon  this  board  a  man  who  has  absolutely 
shown  by  his  testimony  before  the  committee,  and  shown  by 
letters  written  to  his  own  people  out  there,  that  he  is  not  at 
all  In  sympathy  with  doing  anything  for  the  farmers  of  this 
country. 

I  Just  want  some  of  the  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Chamber  to  go  out  and  answer  to  the  farm  populations  of  their 
States,  and  see  what  they  say  to  them  when  tl)ey  read  in  the 
Rexx>ro  that  they  voted  for  a  man  who  says,  "  I  believe  in  the 
law  of  the  survival  of  the  fittest"  and  then  see  their  vote  In 
favor  of  a  tariff  upon  aluminum,  a  tariff  upon  glass,  a  tariff 
upon  pottery,  a  tariff  upon  woolen  manufactures,  a  tariff,  if 
you  please,  upon  cotton  manufactures,  and  an  increased  tariff, 
if  you  please,  on  mushrooms  in  favor  of  the  Mashroom  Trust 
up  in  Phiiadelirtiia. 

Mr.  SMITH.     And  a  tariff  upon  alligator  pears. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  And,  as  the  Senator  suggests,  a  tariff  on 
alligator  pears. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    There  ought  to  be  such  a  tariff,  but  there 

is  not 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  I  could  stand  here 
in  this  Ixxly  and  say  of  Mr.  McKelvie.  as  I  am  glad  to  say  of 
Mr.  Schilling,  who  was  appointed  by  the  I*resident  of  the 
United  States  to  take  care  of  dairy  products,  tliat  1  think  he  is 
a  competent,  earnest,  sincere  man,  who  is  going  to  accomplish 
sctinething  for  tlie  people  of  this  country.  I  wish  I  could  stand 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  say  something  In  favor  of 
Mr.  McKelvie,  as  I  am  glad  to  say  it  in  favor  of  Mr.  Teague, 
of  California,  who  is  looking  after  the  fruit  interests.  I  wish 
I  could  stand  here  and  say  as  to  Mr.  McKelvie  that  I  felt 
that  he  knew  what  he  was  talking  about ;  that  he  knew  some- 
thing of  the  problems  of  the  people  he  was  supposed  to  look 
after  upon  the  Farm  Boanl.  I  want  to  say,  however,  that 
there  Is  not  a  Member  of  the  Senate  who  will  rise  In  his  place 
on  this  .side  or  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  and  say  that 
Mr.  McKelvie  demonstrated,  either  by  his  testimony  or  by  his 
previous  record,  that  he  knows  anything  about  the  wheat  prob- 
lems of  the  farmers  of  the  Northwest  or  anything  about  the 
economics  of  the  situation  confi^nting  the  farmers  of  the  North- 
west There  is  not  one  of  you  that  will  stand  up  here  and 
say  that;  and  yet  you  are  going  to  vote  for  his  confirmation 
bet-ause  the  President  of  the  United  States  has  sent  his  name 
in  here  and  asked  you  to  do  it ! 

Are  you  discharging  yotu*  duty  toward  your  constitu^ts 
when  you  sit  here  and  idly  permit  that  to  happen? 

Let  us  see  what  the  farm  bureau  out  in  tlie  State  of  Nebraska 
says  alxiut  this  matter: 

Wahoo,  Nbbb.,  September  21. — The  Baunders  County  Farmers'  Union 
held  its  annual  meeting  at  the  courthouse  here  last  evening.  The  Farm 
Relief  Board  recently  appointed  by  President  Hoover  came  up  for  con- 
siderable discussion,  and  former  Governor  McKelvie,  one  of  the  ap- 
pointees, was  the  subject  of  much  unfavorable  comment  and  opposition, 
after  which   the  following  resolution  was  unanimously   adopted  by  the 

meeting : 

'*  Whereas  ex-Governor  McKelvie.  of  Nebraska,  has  recently  been 
appointed  as  a  meml>er  of  the  Farm  Relief  Board  ;  and 

"Whereas  the  Farmers'  Union  of  Saunders  County,  Nebr.,  does  not 
feel  that  Mr.  MeKelvle  sympathetically  represents  the  views,  alma,  and 
purposes  of  the  farmers  of  the  Middle  West,  and  Is  not  fully  in  accord 
with  the  farmers'  cooperative  movement  so  ably  advocated  hy  ex- 
Governor  McMullen.  who  truly  represented  the  farmers'  cooperative 
movement  throughout  the  great  farm  belt  of  the  Northwest  and  Middle 
West ;   and 

•  Whereas  snld  Farmers'  Union  believes  that  the  relief  sought  would 
be  the   more   readily   secured   under  a   leadership  which   would  whole- 


heartedly present,  advocate,  and  light  for  the  alms  and  purooses  of 
farm  relief  so  well  understood  at  this  time  and  so  nnlTersally  demanded 
by  the  farmers  of  our  country :  Therefore,  be  It 

"Resolved,  That  we  protest  the  selection  and  final  appointment  of  e«- 
Governor  McKelvie  as  a  memt>er  of  said  Farm  Relief  Board,  and  respect- 
fully ask  that  a  man  more  nearly  representative  of  the  farm  movement 
and  more  in  sympathy  therewith  be  appointed  to  that  position." 

Not  only  that  but  1  have  Imiunierabie  telegrama  and  letters 
from  the  State  of  Nebraska  on  this  subject 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  Agricultural  Com- 
mittee what  resolutions  he  has  from  any  farm  bureau  indorsing 
Mr.  McKelvie. 

air.  McNARY.     Mr.  I'resident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  WHEELER     I  do. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  do  not  recall  whether  numerous  telegrams 
or  any  telegrams  have  reached  the  chainiran  of  the  committee 
indorsing  Mr.  McKelvie.  Doubtless  my  files  would  indicate 
that ;  but  I  take  advantage  of  this  opportunity  to  pUice  in  the 
RccoBO,  in  compliance  with  the  promi.se  I  made  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  (Mr.  Nobkib],  the  recommendatiwis  made  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  upon  the  occasion  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  McKelvie.  If  tbe  Senator  will  be  lenient  with 
me 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MoNARY.  I  ask,  at  this  time,  permission  to  insert  this 
list  of  indorsers  in  the  Rexx}bd,  and  have  it  read  by  the  clerk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  clerk  wiU 
read,  as  rt^ue^^t^'d. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 
[Telephone   information    from    Mr.    George    Akerson,    Secretary    to    the 

President,  White  House] 

Indorsements  of  Mr.  Samuel  McKelvie:  W.  H.  Settle,  president 
Indiana  Farm  Bureau ;  W.  B.  Hanley,  Oklahoma  State  Grange ;  James 
R.  Moore,  editor  Hoosler  Fanner ;  Wyoming  State  Farm  Board  ;  John 
F.  Case,  president  Missouri  State  Board  of  Agriculture;  A.  J.  Weaver, 
of  Nebraska ;  and  W.  A.  Cochell,  editor  Rural  Kansas  City  Star. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  It  would  be  extremely  interesting  to  know 
if  Mr.  Settle,  of  Indiana,  and  these  other  gentlemen  who  have 
recommended  Mr.  McKelvie,  are  in  acctird  with  his  views  when 
he  says  that  he  believes  that  the  farmer  should  be  left  to  the 
law  of  the  survival  of  the  fittest 

Here  is  a  telegram,  if  you  please,  from  a  gentleman  whom  I 
do  not  know  in  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Probably  the  Senators  from 
Nebraska  will  know  him ; 

Hope  you  will  succeed  in  preventing  the  confirmation  of  McKelvie  to 
Farm  Board.  Have  known  him  all  bis  life.  Has  a  farm  paper,  but  is 
not  farm  minded,  not  in  sympathy,  and  does  not  grasp  the  economic 
problems  confronting  the  wheat  producers.  Tour  efforts  will  be  appre- 
ciated by  tbe  farmers  and  their  friends  in  Nebraska  and  the  big 
Northwest 

F.  A.  Thompboh. 

I  also  have  in  my  possession  a  letter  that  came  in  to-day 
from  John  A.  Plerson,  wholesale  and  retail  dealer  in  fruit 
and  ornamental  trees  and  grapevines.  Auburn,  Nebr.  I  am  not 
going  to  read  all  that  he  says  with  reference  to  Mr.  McKelvie, 
because  some  of  it  would  hardly  bear  printing  in  the  Coi?obi»- 
sioNAL  Rex)obd  ;  but  in  this  letter  he  says,  in  part : 

But  I  note  with  gratification  the  position  you  assume  r^arding  the 
confirmation  of  our  ex-govemor,  McKelvie. 

I  hope  most  sincerely  you  will  continue  this  opposition  vigorously, 
and  defeat  him  for  this  position. 

Friday  last,  while  talking  with  one  of  our  farmers  on  the  street  here 
In  Auburn,  the  "  Hoover  prosperity  "  was  mentioned ;  and  he  Immedi- 
ately expressed  himself  about  like  this : 

"  Yes ;  and  Hoover  has  appointed  that  McKelvie  on  our  Farm  Board." 

I  will  omit  the  rest  of  what  he  said. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  object  to  the  Senator  not  reading  it  alL 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  WHEELER  (reading)  : 

Expressions  In  numerous  numbers  have  come  to  me  of  this  nature 
for  several  years  about  Mr.  McKelvie.  The«e  expressions  have  not 
been  few,  either,  but  many,  and  not  confined  to  Democrats.  Why 
Mr.  Hoover  appointed  him  on  this  board,  I  can  not  understand,  ex- 
cept that  he  might  have  been  railroaded  through  by  political  manipu- 
lation. 

Certainly,  In  my  opinion,  he  is  totally  unfit  for  the  place,  for  I 
t)elleve  he  has  no  interests  at  heart  for  the  good  of  the  farmers,  but 
simply  to  be  in  a  position  of  power  and  influence. 

The  large  majority  of  our  Nebraska  farmers  are  having  an  extremely 
hard  pull  to  gain  any  competence;  many  are  making  bat  a  bare  Itring; 
some  fairly  prosperous,  and  many  losing  their  farms  gradually.     Even 
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tho«*  wbo  aw  itTOKpertng  to  a  raaall  *xt«nt  owe  It  more  to  preTloM 
labeiitancf  than  to  the  coodltions  preraillng  alnce  the  World  War. 

If  the  Republican  Party  does  not  awake  to  this  altuatlon  In  a 
■hort  time,  there  will  anrely  be  a  tivniendoaa  tornoTer  with  farmen 
In  the  westMH  country  at  the  next  prealdentlal  election. 

Of  course,  I  can  not  entirely  agree  with  the  last  sentiment, 
becaufte  It  does  seem  to  roe  that  regardless  of  what  the  Repabll- 
can  Party  does  to  the  farmers  of  the  Northweat,  they  gtlll  vote 
the  RepaWk-an  ticket,  particularly  when  some  of  our  progrea- 
alve  friends  come  out  there  and  gay  to  them,  as  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Bbookhabt]  did,  "  Elect  President  Hoover,  and 
we  will  take  care  of  your  1929  crop."     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  I*resi(lent.  I  desire  also  to  call  attention  to  another  edi- 
torial in  the  St.  Paul  Pioneer  Press  of  October  10,  1929: 

rr  SKKS  TBI  LIGHT 
Too  late  to  be  of  much  benefit  to  farmers  this  year,  the  rerersal  of 
Feileral  t'arm  Board  policy  which  Chairman  Legge  baa  announced 
ia  nevertbeleaa  welcome.  What  Mr.  Legge  now  for  the  first  time 
r«-ognl»es  is  that  emergencies  which  beset  agriculture  from  time  to 
time  demand  direct  action  which  the  Pioneer  Press  urged  upon  the 
board  two  months  ago  when  the  wheat  crisis  developed  in  the  North- 
west. 

What  good  does  it  do  for  the  Pioneer  Press,  what  good  does 
it  do  for  any  of  the  great  Republican  papers  which  are  inter- 
ested in  wheat  in  the  Northwest,  to  demand  something  of  a  man 
apfx^lnted  up<^»n  the  board  to  look  after  the  wheat  interests  who, 
first  of  all.  is  not  In  sympathy  with  them,  and.  secondly,  does 
not  know  anything  about  the  situation  that  confronts  the 
farmer?    The  editorial  proceeds: 

Heretofore  the  board  has  proceeded  on  the  theory  that  its  business 
was  to  get  a  national  cooperative  marketing  system  going  and  let  the 
emergencies  take  care  of  themselves.  It  was  purely  a  long-time  pro- 
gram that  sought  to  Ignore  realities. 

There  is  no  doubt  about  that  at  all.  The  Pioneer  Press  is 
exactly  correct,  that  that  was  the  statement  made  by  some  of 
the  members  of  the  bt»anl  when  they  came  before  the  committee. 
It  was  tlie  statement,  if  you  please,  or  the  substance  of  the 
testimony  given  bv  McKelvie  when  he  said  that  the  prime  pur- 
pose of  the  bill  was  to  get  the  farmers  of  the  country  to  decrease 
their  acreage. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Mr.  Williams,  too. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  wa.s  not  there  when  Mr.  Williams  testi- 
fied, but  I  understood  that  that  was  his  testimony  also.  When 
a  man  says  that  the  prime  object  of  the  bill  is  to  ;,'et  the 
wheat  farmers  of  the  country  to  reduce  acreage,  it  shows  clearly 
to  anvbofly  who  knows  anything  about  the  wheat  situation  in 
this  country  or  in  the  world  at  large  that  he  does  not  know 
anything  at>out  the  economic  problems  confronting  the  iteople 
of  this  wuntry. 

President  Hoover,  when  he  was  down  South  a  short  time  ago, 
made  what  I  felt  was  a  very  statesaranlike  utterance.  He 
said,  in  substance,  as  I  recall  It,  something  to  the  effect  that 
the  lifeblood  of  the  people  of  any  nation  depended  upon  ex- 
ports. Just  think  what  would  happen  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  what  would  haw)en  to  the  great  manufacturing  centers 
of  this  country.  Frequently  there  is  a  world  shortage  in  wheat, 
frequently  there  is  a  shortage  in  the  United  States,  regardless 
of  whether  the  farmers  cut  down  their  acreage  or  not.  If  you 
go  out  and  get  all  the  farmers  to  cut  down  their  acreage  in 
the  first  place,  it  might  mean  the  ruination  of  this  Nation  in 
tlnies  of  world  shortage  and,  secondly,  let  me  say  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  that  the  wheat  farmers  of  this  country  in  most 
Instances  are  not  able  to  cut  down  their  acreage.  What  they 
have  to  do  is  to  put  in  every  bit  of  acreage  they  possibly  can 
in  an  effort  to  make  a  living. 

The  puri»o8e  of  the  Farm  Board  is  to  try  to  raise  the  price 
of  wheat.  If  that  is  not  the  purpose,  then  there  was  not  any 
pui-pose  at  aU  in  Congress  pastdug  the  bUl  establishing  that 
board.  ^     ,  , 

Secondly,  you  can  not  go  out  and  say  to  the  farmers  in  one 
brvath  that  we  are  going  to  raise  the  price  of  wheat,  and  in 
the  next  breath  "You  should  cut  down  your  acreage  next 
year." 

I  am  not  willing  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  read  this 
testimony  or  extended  portions  of  the  testimony  this  afternoon, 
but  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  this  portion 
of  it : 

Sf  aator  Wheblbb.  Then  joa  Intend  to  have  the  farmer  reduce  acreage 
In  wbcAt  In  the  United  States.  That  Is  one  of  the  principal  things  that 
you  think  the  board  aboold  do.  Is  it  not? 

Mr.  McKBLVia.  That  Is  the  primary  thiol,  becaiue  yoa  caa  not  grow 
a  crop  until  y«u  pUat  It. 
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;  do  not  know  what  he  meant  by  the  last  portion  of  hla 
an  iwer ;  but  I  want  to  say  this,  that  his  whole  testimony  was 
eh  Idish,  talking  Hbont  putting  a  tariff  on  a  product  when 
th<re  is  a  surplus  in  this  country  to  protect  us  against  a  surplu.s 
of  Canada,  when  Canada  has  a  cheaper  freight  rate  to  European 

m^kots  than  we  have.  .  .^. 

r.  McNARY.     Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
r    IVHEELER      I  yield. 

^r,  McNARY.     I  know  the  Senator  wants  accurately  to  re- 
t  the  testimony  taken  at  the  hearing.s,  v 

r.  WHEELER.     Yes.  ,  ,     ^ 

_.r.  McNARY.  The  Senator  has  done  so  when  he  used  the 
eitression  "the  primary  purpose  is  to  reduce  acreage";  but  did 
no;  Governor  McKelvie  later  say  that  that  was  one  of  the  fao- 
tois  Involved  in  the  administration  of  the  bill,  and  that  there 
wtre  other  factors  that  would  brlnK  benefit,  but  the  board 
wanted  to  keep  in  mind  acreage  reduction? 

kir.  WHEELER.     When  I  further  questioned  him  he  said : 

Senator  Whetlkr.  Then  you  intend  to  have  the  farmer  reduce  the 
acieagp  in  wheat  In  the  United  States  That  Is  one  of  the  prindpnl 
thi  ags  that  you  think  the  board  should  do,  is  it  not  ? 

rlr.  McKelvie.  That  is  the  primary  thing,  because  you  can  not  grow 
{  rop  until  you  plant  it. 

[f  my  recollection  serves  me  right,  further  on  In  his  testl- 
m<  ny  he  Mnpha-^ized  that  it  was  one  of  tlio  prime  objects  of  the 
hi  1.  but  that  of  course  tliere  were  other  objects  of  the  bill. 

The  point  I  am  making  is  that  he  said  at  first  that  the  prime 
object  was  to  get  the  farmers  to  re<luce  their  crops.  I  asked 
hi;  n  how  he  intended  to  do  it,  and  he  said  that  it  was  a  part  of  the 
or  lerly  marketing  to  get  the  farmt>rs  to  reduce  their  crops.  He 
was  not  quite  clear,  when  he  talketi  about  orderly  marketing, 
jujt  what  he  meant. 

[t  was  when  I  was  questioning  him  as  to  what  he  meant  by 
or  lerly  marketing  that  he  state<l  that  the  Important  thing  was 
to  get  the  farmers  to  reduce  their  acreage,  that  that  was  one 
ol  the  primary  things. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Did  he  go  as  far  as  Mr.  Williams,  the 
cctton  member  of  the  board,  who  said  of  cotton  that  it  was 
biinging  substantially  what  it  ought  to  bring  now?  Did  he  fix 
ar  y  price  on  wheat,  or  say  what  he  thought  would  be  a  reason- 
alle  price? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  No ;  I  do  not  think  he  made  any  statement 
w  th   reference   to   the   price   of   wheat,   or    what   he   thought 

alout  it. 

Returning  to  the  editorial  In  the  Pioneer  Press,  it  says : 

Wheat  and  cotton  growers  have  been  exporipncing  such  an  emergency 
ttls  season.  The  grain  terminals  are  clogged,  foreign  buyers  are  on  a 
strike  awaiting  a  collapse  of  the  market,  the  crop  is  backed  up  to  the 
farms,  and  extreme  conditions  of  glut  have  developed.  The  visible 
stpply  of  wheat  now  on  hand  is  well  boyond  200.000.000  bushels,  which 
Is  some  50.000,000  bushels  more  than  ever  existe«l  before  at  any  time 
o)  the  year.  The  farmer,  unable  to  hold  his  crop  for  want  of  ca<<h  or 
storage  space,  has  been  compelled  to  dump  his  Rrain  on  a  weakened 
market  from  10  to  12  cents  a  bushel  under  the  prlc-es  prevailing  before 
tie  new  harvest  flood  struck  the  terminals.  In  this  situation  a  vigor- 
ous policy  of  stabilizing  the  market  might  have  meant  about  ^20.000,000 
the  wheat  growers  of  this  area. 


t4 

I  want  particularly  to  call  the  attention  of  the  chairman  of 
tl  le  Committee  on  Agriculture  to  what  was  said,  because  this 
ii  an  editorial  in  one  of  the  leading  Republican  papers  in  the 
J  orthwest,  and  this  is  the  interpretation  it  places  upon  the  bill. 
Ihey  were  vitally  interested  in  doing  something  for  the  farmer. 

The  agricultural  marketing  act  under  which  the  board  Is  functioning 
nas  represented  to  the  farmers  of  the  country  .is  a  plan  to  stabilise 
t  lelr  prices.  The  earlier  McNary-Haugen  bill  wa.s  opposed  and  twice 
V  Jtoed  In  no  small  part  on  the  grounds  that  it  was  "  price  fixing."  In 
pace    of    that    the    farmers    accepted    and    thought    they    were    getting 

price  BtablUzetlon." 

If  the  word  "  stablllxation "  has  any  monnlng  whatsoever.  It  cer- 
tllnly  has  applied  to  the  situation  that  has  prevailed  throughout  the 
present  marketing  system.  The  Farm  Board,  however,  did  not  see  it 
t  lis  way  up  till  last  Tuesday.  The  board  betjan  by  assuming  that  its 
fmctlon  was  to  proceed  with  the  permanent  reorganization  of  the 
f  irmers*  marketing  system  on  a  cooperative  basis  nnd  remained  largely 
1  idlfferent  to  the  Immediate  emergency.  The  hflp  of  Government  was 
confined  to  some  Innocuous  advice  that  farmeri<  should  hold  their  wheat 
I  nd  to  the  extenalon  of  a  few  driblet  loans  in  supplement  to  advances 
I  Iready  made  by  the  Federal  intermedia to-creillt  bunks  on  stored  grain. 
The  board  has  now  wisely  perceived  thnt  there  are  two  kinds  of 
I  urketing  problems  before  it— 
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Some  of  the  members  of  the  board  have.  I  am  sure  Mc- 
Kelvle  haa  not,  and  never  will  have — 

The  board  has  now  wisely  perceived  that  there  are  two  kinds  of 
marketing  proMems  before  It — 

It  would  be  Interesting  to  note,  however,  that  Mr.  Legge  did 
make  some  such  statement  after  he  had  be»i  quizzed  by  the 
committee,  but  it  is  also  interesting  to  note  that  most  of  the 
great  eastern  papers,  which  represent  the  industrialists  of  the 
East,  came  out  with  big  headlines  stating  that  Mr.  Legge  did 
not  believe  in  price  fixing  or  in  price  stabilization.  The  Pioneer 
Press  tells  the  farmers  that  he  brieves  in  one  thing,  and  the 
eastern  press  tells  them  that  he  does  not  believe  in  it  I  con- 
tinue the  reading: 

There  is  the  normal  class,  which  an  effective  cooperative  system  can 
solve.     The  second  class  includes  such  emergencies  ns  the  present. 

Chairman  Logge  announces  that  In  future  when  these  crises  develop 
the  board,  acting  through  cooperatives,  will  buy  up  and  carry  a  consid- 
erable part  of  the  surplus,  enough  to  keep  the  price  "  stabilised." 
Losses  will  be  supported  from  the  board's  revolving  fund,  although  it  Is 
hoped  that  there  will  be  no  losses.  It  Is  Inten-sting  to  see  how  closely 
the  plan  to  which  the  Farm  Board  has  come  resembles  the  old  McNary- 
Uaugen  idea. 

I  wish  I  could  believe  IL 

The  only  imiwrtant  difference  is  not  one  of  principle  but  one  of 
method,  the  absence  of  any  so-called  equalisation  fee  by  which  the 
farmers  them.selves  would  have  stood  any  possible  losses. 

The  McNary-Haugen  bills  were  denounced  In  many  quarters  as 
economically  unsound,  but  here  is  the  Farm  Board,  after  less  than  four 
months'  groping  for  the  light,  deciding  that  there  is  no  other  way  and 
the  Government  must  lift  the  surplus  off  the  market. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  any  child  that  has  studied  the 
economics  of  the  farm  problem  as  it  affects  wheat  knows  that 
one  of  two  things  is  true.  He  knows  that  there  are  only  two 
ways  in  which  the  farmer  of  this  country  can  get  the  benefit  of 
the  tariff  if  he  raises  a  surplus  of  the  pnxiuct.  One  of  the 
ways  is  for  the  Government,  either  directly  itself  or  through  co- 
operatives, to  loan  to  cooperatives  enough  money  to  take  the 
product  off  the  market  and  hold  it,  and  the  other  Ls,  as  was 
outlined  In  the  McNary-Haugen  bill,  for  the  farmers  to  do  it. 

It  can  not  be  done  in  any  otiier  way.  Yet  the  man,  I  repeat, 
who  has  been  arewinted  upon  the  Farm  Board  to  take  care  of 
the  interests  of  the  wheat  growers  of  this  country,  says  that 
we  must  leave  the  farmers  to  the  law  of  the  jungle. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  feel  sure  the  Senator  did  not  intend  to  leave 
out  a  method  by  which  the  farmers  couid  reasonably  get  the 
benefit  of  the  tariff;  namely,  the  export  del)enture  plan. 

Mr.  WHEELER  Of  course,  I  think  that  would  help  them 
to  some  extent,  but  I  am  frank  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  while 
I  think  it  would  materially  help  the  farmer,  it  would  not  help 
him  to  the  extent  these  other  methods  would  help  him.  I 
favored  the  del>entnre  plan  because  of  the  fact  that  I  felt  that 
it  was  much  lH*tter  than  not  doing  anything  at  all. 

I  wish  I  had  tlie  time  this  afternoon  to  point  out  to  some  of 
my  good  Reiniblii-an  friends  on  the  other  side  some  of  the 
thiug.s  that  one  of  the  farmers  out  there  in  Nebraska  said  to 
Mr.  McKelvie.     He  said,  among  other  things : 

W(  fnrmers  know  that  we  have  many  handicaps,  economic  as  well  as 
political,  but  nil  are  minor,  and  all  together  do  not  equal  in  their  bUgbt- 
ing  and  disastrous  effects  upon  us  the  one  great  injustice  and  curse  of 
national  prote<tlve  tariff  and  restrictive  immigration  laws  for  the  benefit 
of  industry  alone.  We  Iraow,  and  Mr.  McKelvie  knows,  that  In  the 
matter  of  distance  alone  It  costs  the  Nebraska  farmer  nearly  50  cents  a 
bushel  to  lay  his  wheat  down  In  the  consuming  markets  of  Europe 
before  he  can  commence  to  compete  with  the  European  peasant  farmer. 
He  knows,  too,  that  this  same  element  of  distance  from  his  market  In 
America  is  a  similar  handicap  to  the  foreign  industrial  producer  and 
gives  our  home  industrialist  this  similar  great  advantage.  Mr.  McKeMc 
worships  at  the  shrine  of  eastern  Industry  and  goes  about  proclaiming 
to  the  world  the  laziness,  incompetence,  and  InefBciency  of  the  farmer 
with  very  few  sptcial  exceptions  where  they  have  followed  his  advice, 
to  imitate  and  do  like  Henry  Ford  and  are,  therefore,  well  on  the  way 
to  plutocracy.  I  feel  sure  that  a  sober,  unbiased  Judgment  on  the 
above  facts,  of  an  ordinary  intellect,  would  say  that  the  Nebraska 
farmer,  by  his  ability  to  survive  even,  under  such  handlcapa,  is  the 
most  efficient  agricultural  producer  in  the  world,  and  that  eastern  In- 
dustry, contrary  to  the  common  boast,  is  the  least  efficient  of  any  In- 
dustrial producer  in  the  world.  It  must  be  so  for  they  come  from  the 
remotest  corners  of  the  eartli  and  undersell  him  in  his  own  market.  If 
It  is  not  so,  then  it  is  the  unholy  excess  profits  that  he  demands  as  he 
comes  crying  and  whining  to  Washington  to  compel  us  farmers  and 
people  of  the  agricultural  sections  to  protect  and  subsidise  him. 

Tliey  tell  ns  it  is  good  for  us.  Mr.  McKelvie  reechoes  It  is  good  for 
ua— that  sacred  protective-tarifl  cow  with  Meesrg.  Coolidge,  Hoover,  and 


Mellon  working  the  milking  machine,  the  separator,  and  even  the  cheese 
factory,  to  extract  what  Uttle  Is  left  in  the  skim  milk  for  their  eastern 
friends,  while  Mr.  McKelvie  carries  out  with  alacrity  the  whey  to  his 
farmer  bucket  calves. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  farmers  are  willing  to  match  our  brains  and 
capacity  to  do  a  hard  day's  work  against  the  world  for  a  living  and  sink 
or  swim,  live  or  die,  in  the  struggle  and  ask  no  help  or  aid  from  any- 
one, but  when  on  every  hand  we  find  great,  all-powerful  Uncle  Sam 
standing  back  of  the  man  with  whom  we  have  to  do  business  to  procure 
the  things  we  need  to  buy,  commanding  and  compelling  us  to  pay  to  blm 
two  dollars  for  an  article  we  Van  buy  elsewhere  for  one,  then  we  simply 
must  throw  up  our  bands  in  despair  and  give  op  the  unequal  struggle. 
We  have  submitted  to  it  these  years  unending  and  even  aided  In  the 
establishment  of  the  pernicious  system  in  early  years  in  charity  and 
sympathy  for  onr  Infant  industries.  But  is  It  never  to  cease?  What  a 
chivalrous  class  we  farmers  must  be  regarded  by  these  eastern  financiers 
and  Industrialists.  It  is  very  true  that  we  do  have  great  consideration 
for  the  physical  wt-akness  of  our  women  folks  and  children,  but  we  still 
have  an  aptness  to  figure  sometimes  the  profit  and  loss  account  of  those 
dependent  upon  us. 

This  farmer  is  not  a  Democrat  but  a  R^ubllcan.  He  goen 
on  to  answer  Mr.  McKelvie's  statement  that  the  farmers  of  the 
ct>un try. should  be  left  to  the  law  of  survival  of  the  fittest.  He 
concludes  by  saying  that  "  we  farmers  are  willing  to  live  by  the 
law  of  the  survival  of  the  fittest,  provided  the  manufacturers 
of  the  East  are  put  upon  the  same  basis."  What  manufacturer 
is  thew  in  the  country  who  would  want  to  be  placed  uptm  that 
basis?  Would  the  cotton  manufacturers  and  the  woolen  manu- 
facturers of  Rho<le  Island  and  of  Massachusetts  consent  to  it? 
Not  at  all.  They  could  not  live,  they  tell  us,  in  competition 
with  European  manufacturers.  And  yet,  my  friends,  when  the 
fanners  come  knocking  at  the  doors  of  Congress  and  a  bill  is 
finally  passed  because  it  has  been  promised  them  during  the 
campaign,  because  they  have  been  told  if  they  will  go  out  and 
vote  the  Republican  ticket  a  special  session  of  Congress  will  be 
called  to  give  them  relief,  then  when  the  Congress  passes  that 
bill  there  is  named  to  membership  on  the  board  a  man  who  has 
been  fighting  tlie  farmers  all  these  many  years,  who  says  they 
are  lazy,  that  they  are  Ineflicient.  and  that  they  should  live 
according  to  the  law  of  the  jungle !  Go  back  to  them  now,  you 
Republicans,  and  answer  to  your  farmers  for  your  vote  upon 
this  occasion.  Go  back  home  to  the  farmers  and  tell  them  that 
you  voted  to  put  a  tariff  uiwn  aluminum,  that  you  voted  to  put 
a  tariff  upon  glass,  that  you  voted  to  put  a  tariff  upon  mush- 
rooms, that  you  voted  to  put  a  tariff  on  woolen  goods  and  manu- 
factured goods  and  leather,  and  that  you  also  voted  to  put  upon 
the  Farm  Board  a  man  who  says  that  the  farmer  is  lazy,  ineffi- 
cient, and  that  he  .should  live  according  to  the  law  of  the 
jungle.  I  dare  Republican  Senators  to  vote  for  him  and  then 
go  back  to  their  constituents  and  explain  why  they  did  so. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  notwithstanding  what  the  able 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler]  has  said  respecting  Mr. 
McKelvie,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  Mr.  McKelvie  was 
opposed  to  tlie  McNary-Haugen  bill  in  the  several  forms  in 
which  it  appeared  before  Congress  and  as  finally  passed,  not- 
withstanding Mr.  McKelvie  believes  that  the  farmer  Phonld  be 
left  to  his  own  devices,  that  it  is  up  to  him  to  work  out  his  own 
salvation ;  notwithstanding  all  these  facts,  I  believe,  considering 
the  situation  from  every  point  of  view,  that  it  is  better  that  the 
Farm  Board  be  aw>roved  as  sent  to  the  Senate,  Including  Mr. 
McKelvie.  Further,  I  say  this  notwithstanding  I  was  not  con- 
sulted in  connection  with  his  appointment — but  that  is  not 
strange. 

I  was  resentful  of  Mr.  McKelvie's  action  In  bolting  the  instruc- 
tions of  his  State  in  the  last  Republican  National  Convention. 
We  have  a  general  primary  law  in  Nebraska  providing  for  a 
presidential,  primary-preference  vote,  which  is  regarded  In  our 
State  as  an  instruction,  at  least  to  the  delegates  at  large,  in  the 
convention  for  which  they  are  chosen.  In  1028  my  colleague,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Nebraska  (Mr.  NMais],  received  this 
primary-preference  vote.  The  delegates  were  instructed  to  vote 
for  him  for  President  in  the  Republican  National  Convention  at 
Kansas  City.  Among  the  candidates  for  delegates  at  large  were 
Mr.  McKrfvie  and  Mr.  Reavis.  Mr.  Reavis  was  an  ex-Congress- 
man. He  served  as  a  Member  of  Congress  from  the  first  dis- 
trict of  Nebraska  some  four  or  five  terms  and  finally  resigned. 
He  never  met  with  defeat  in  the  State,  so  far  as  I  know,  prior 
to  this  primary.  He  was  opposed  to  Senator  Noaais  as  a  candi- 
date for  the  Presidency  and  although  he  wanted  to  be  a  delegate 
at  large  he  announced  that  If  he  were  elected  a  delegate,  not- 
withstanding any  Instructions  from  the  electorate  of  Nebraska, 
he  would  not  vote  for  Senator  NMiais  in  the  convention.  Mr. 
Reavis  was  defeated.  Mr.  McKelvie  remained  .silent  and  was 
Reeled.    Notwithstanding  these  facta,  he  bolted  his  instructions, 
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neconded  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Hoover,  and  failed  to  cast  one 
vote  for  Senator  Nokris  In  that  convention. 

It  will  be  reialletl  tliut  not  two  years  ago  an  appointee  of 
Pre«4i<lent  Coolldge  to  tiie  i»Hition  of  United  States  Judge  in 
the  State  of  Oregon  was  denied  confirmation  because  he  had 
N-en  guilty  of  an  identical  act,  It  being  deemed  by  the  Senate 
that  such  an  offense  was  not  compatible  with  the  high  char- 
acter of  a  high  judicial  otflccr  of  the  Nation.  But  that  was  in 
the  eve  of  a  Judge.  However  we  may  feel  resi)ectlng  such  an 
tifTense.  the  ImiM.rtance  of  the  farm  problem  is  so  tremendous 
that  I  l>elieve  we  should  overlook  the  Incident,  inawnuch  as  the 
farm  relief  act  waM  dictated  by  I'renldent  Hoover.  He  was  not 
only  the  Executive  in  wmnection  with  this  legislation,  but  also 
the  leglMlntor  himself.  He  is  now  reaponsible  for  farm  relief, 
for  the  H'Mtilts  under  the  law.  In  my  opinion,  he  should  be 
allowed  to  have  for  the  Farm  Board  those  men  whom  he  »ee»  fit 

to  wleot 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESII>ENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  tlie  Senator  fn)tn  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  HOWELL.    I  yield.  ^       ^ 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Would  the  Senator  then  favor  a  con- 
stitutional amendment  to  take  away  from  the  Senate  the  power 
to  confirm  Executive  nonrinatlons?  '     

Mr.  HOWELL.  Circumstances  arise  in  connection  with  legis- 
lation that  sometimes  render  it  necessary  for  a  Senator  acting 
in  behalf  of  his  constituents  to  choose  a  course  that  might  be 
open  to  some  criticism.  I  agree  that  we  should  exercise  our 
JudgmeJit.  We  did  so  with  reference  to  farm  relief,  and  our 
Judgment  was  spurned.  The  Judgment  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  was  accepted.  But  I  do  not  believe  the  Senate 
and  the  House  should  abdicate  their  legislative  power  because 
of  this  one  act.  I  do  not  agree  that  we  are  abdicating  our 
powers  and  judgment  in  the  matter  of  appointees  if  we  confirm 

this  board  in  toto. ^  .,.    ^     „      .      _i  t  j 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  Presldwit,  will  the  Senator  yield 

further? 

Mr.  HOWELL.    Certainly. 

Mr  LA  FOLLETTE.  Then  it  seems  to  me  the  Senator  Is 
taking  the  position  that  whenever  the  Executive  has  succeeded 
In  having  legislation  enacted  which  meets  with  his  approval 
and  with  which  he  is  in  hearty  accord,  the  Senate  should  then 
abdicate  and  abrogate  its  constitutional  responsibility  concern- 
ing the  confirmation  of  all  appointees  who  are  nominated  to 
carry  out  the  legislation  thus  enacted  which  nreets  the  approval 
of  tlie  Executive.  If  that  be  the  Senator's  position,  then  I 
would  say  that  he  might  as  well  abrogate  his  authority  and 
duty  under  the  Constitution  to  confirm  nominations  of  the 
Executive.  ^,     ,  ^,  . 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  the  hypothetical  case  which 
has  l)een  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  not  on  all 
fours  with  the  present  situation.  The  President  of  the  UnittHl 
States  was  not  merely  in  favor  of  this  legislation  ;  he  dictated  It. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  O  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will 
permit  me  further,  that  is  a  growing  habit  on  the  pert  of  the 
Executives  of  this  ctmntry.  We  now  have  transmitted  to  Con- 
gres^s  appropriation  bills  which  are  practically  completely  drawn  ; 
we  have  all  sorts  of  legislation  dealing  with  a  variety  of  8ul>- 
jects  which,  as  everjone  In  the  Congress  knows,  is  dictated  or 
the  authorship  is  sponsored  by  some  one  who  is  in  close  con- 
sultation with  the  Executive,  and  which  represent*  the  point 
of  view  of  the  occupant  of  the  White  House. 

The  Senator  has  stated  that  I  am  setting  up  a  hypothetical 
case.  Mr.  President,  If  I  am  setting  up  a  hypothetical  case. 
It  is  because  the  Senator  from  Nel>ra»ka  Is  announcing  a  policy 
In  connection  with  these  particular  nominations  which  If  car- 
ried to  its  logical  conclusion  will  mean  ultimately  that  the 
Senate  upon  all  Important  nominations  will  abdicate  and  fall 
to  dlsdiarge  its  ctmstitutional  responsibility  concerning  con- 
firmation of  appointees  of  the  Executive. 

Mr.  HOWELL,  Mr.  President  sometimes  In  case  of  Illness 
those  who  believe  In  allopathic  medicine  and  treatment  will 
call  In  a  homeopethist,  who  will  prescribe  "like  for  like."  and 
in  this  case  may  we  not  have  a  situation  demanding  similar 
treatment  ? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
further? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebra.ska 
yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  do  not  wish  to  trespass  further  upon 
the  time  of  the  Senator,  but  would  the  Senator  call  In  for  a 
sick  and  dear  friend  a  doctor  who  had  denounced  that  friend 
and  said  that  be  ooght  to  die? 

Mr.  HOWELL,  lir.  President,  I  have  a  keen  sympathy  for 
an  Executive.    I  feel  that  the  President  haa  upon  hla  doorstep, 
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In  wnnection  with  farm  relief,  a  re<;ponsIbility  which  I  am  con- 
fidifut  he  will  not  be  able  to  discharge  to  the  satisfaction  of 
th<  farmers  of  the  country.  I  wish  him  well  in  his  efforts, 
an  I  I  know  that  the  best  chance  for  success  Is  to  give  him  a 
fr^  hand. 

■.  LA  FOLLETTE.     That  Is  what  was  done  when  Presl- 
delt  Harding  appointed  hla  first  Cabinet. 

ilr.  HOWKLL.  And  therefore,  notwithstanding  I  have  not 
ag-»>e<l  with  Mr.  McKelvie  In  his  views  respecting  agricultural 
pnblems  and  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  I  have  not  agreed 
wl  h  the  President  so  far  as  the  present  law  is  concerned, 
1>€<  ause  he  Is  the  Executive,  upon  whom  devolves  the  execution 
of  thin  law.  I  l)elleve  the  least  we  can  do  for  bim  and  for  our 
people  is  to  let  him  have  those  he  sees  fit  to  api»oInt  as  mem- 
be  s  of  the  Farm  Board. 

At.  HEFLIN,  Mr.  President.  I  shall  not  detain  the  Senate 
vei  y  long  in  what  I  have  to  say.  When  Mr.  Wllllnms  wan  ap- 
rx)  nted  as  the  cotton  man  on  the  Farm  Board  to  represent  the 
col  ton  producers  I  wis  favorable  to  him.  When  he  came  before 
thr  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  of  which  I  am  a 
member,  I  whs  very  much  in  hopes  that  he  would  satisfy  me  and 
th<  other  members  of  the  committee  from  the  cotton-growing 
States  that  he  understood  the  cottcm  problem  and  that  he  was 
in  thorough  symiiathy  with  the  cotton  producers'  side  of  the 
col  ton  business.  But  I  must  confess  that  hLs  statements  before 
thi  committer  in  rehiponae  to  questions  that  I  asked  liiiu  and  that 
w€  re  asked  him  by  Senator  Smith,  of  South  Carolina,  were  not 
sa  isfactory.  My  attitude  toward  him  was  changed  by  reason  of 
wl  at  appeared  to  be  his  attitude  toward  and  his  statements  to 
th<i  committee  on  the  most  important  phases  of  the  cotton 
faixners'  problem. 

Ir.  President,  It  is  a  serious  question  that  we  have  before  us 

to  lay  in  the  cotton-growing  States.     Senators,  you  know  that 

CO  ton  is  the  money  crop  of  the  farmers  of  our  section.     Mr. 

W  lliams,  as  has  already  been  said,  is  an  honest  man,  a  capable 

mi  lU,  an  able  man.    I  concur  in  all  that    But,  as  the  senior 

Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Hakbis]  has  said,  the  man  who  is 

he  nest  and  able  but  has  the  wrong  viewpoint  is  not  as  desirable 

in  a  position  of  this  kind  as  a  man  who  has  not  quite  so  much 

alility  but  who  has  the  proper  viewpoint    The  latter  type  of 

min  would  be  worth  Infinitely  more  to  the  cotton  producers  than 

the  type  of  man  who  hsis  the  wrong  viewpoint  and  more  ability 

This  Fe<leral  Farm  Board  has  a  great  deal  of  work  to  do, 

and  I  think  it  can  do  much  for  the  farmer.    I  am  exiJectIng  It 

t(  do  a  great  deal.    It  was  my  purjKJse  In  voting  for  the  farm 

b:  11  to  have  a  farm  board  that  would  devote  itself  purely  and 

\v  lolly  to  the  interests  of  agriculture,  a  board  tliat  would  act 

ir  dependently  of  every  other  influence  in  the  Government  itself 

ai  id  work  out  a  positive  and  definite  plan  for  aid  to  the  farmers 

o    the  Nation.    That  is  the  purpose  for  which  we  created  the 

b  lard.     It  was  not  my  purpose  to  vote  to  create  a  board  that 

wiiuld  merely  in  a   perfunctory  sort  of  way  go  through   the 

pTformance  of  its  duties  and  draw  its  salaries.     I  intended 

ttat  the  board  should  be  earnestly,  a<tlvely,  and  intelligently 

ei  igaged  in  the  bu.siness  of  helping  the  farmer  to  make  a  success 

o: '  his  burliness. 

I  think  that  the  President  should  have  appointed  a  man  from 
ny  section  down  in  the  C\)tton  Belt,  but  he  api>)intetl  Mr.  Wil- 
li ims,  from  Oklahoma.  The  trouble  with  Mr.  Williams  is  that 
h  ?  does  not  understand  the  cotton  problem  In  three-fourths  of 
tJ  le  cotton-growing  States.  Whatever  he  has  ieame<l  about 
c»tton  since  he  has  lived  in  the  South  he  learned  it  from  the 
S  .ate  of  Oklahoma. 

And,  Mr.  President,  the  cotton  situation  in  Oklahoma  is 
d  fferent  from  that  of  all  the  other  cotton-producing  States  in 
tl  le  Union.  I  feel  that  it  is  unfortunate  for  us  Umt  we  are  to 
hive  a  man  who  learned  what  he  knows  about  our  cottou 
problem  in  a  State  that  is  favorably  situated  with  regard  to 
cotton  production.  Oklahoma  is  a  new  State  with  virgin  soil. 
^  o  fertilizer  or  very  little  fertilizer  is  used  in  Oklahoma,  so 
tie  c*ost  of  cotton  production  is  much  les.«i  in  Oklahoma  tliau 
h  I  the  other  cottoo-growlug  States.  Mr.  Williams  got  his  view- 
piint  and  his  knowledge  about  cotton  from  conditions  that 
e:cist  in  Oklahoma,  and  we  are  hurt  by  that  fact. 

Oklahoma  can  and  does  produce  cotton  cheaper  than  any 
o:her  State  in  the  Union.  In  this  day  and  generation,  with  the 
c  >tton  situation  as  It  is,  the  cost  of  production  mounting  higher 
and  higher  and  the  cost  of  living  going  along  with  it  to  sug- 
gest that  a  price  for  cotton  below  2tJ  cents  a  pound  is  enough 
f  )r  our  producers  is  simply  absurd  and  ridiculous. 

Unfortunately.  Mr.  Williams  made  a  statement  containing 
finch  a  suggestion  before  the  committee.  He  said  it  in  sul)- 
» :ance  to  me  l)efore  we  que.<tioned  him  on  the  subject  I  am 
t  \e  Senator  to  whom  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
£  MTTHj  referred  this  morning  in  his  8i)eech. 
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I  was  still  hoping  that  Mr.  Williams  would  measure  up  to 
the  requirements  of  the  position  he  held.  I  said,  "  You  are 
quoted  as  having  said  that  cotton  Is  just  a  little  below  the  price 
that  it  ought  now  to  be  bringing."  He  said,  "  Yes ;  about  a 
cent  below  what  It  should  bring."  On  the  witness  stand  he 
said  a  cent  or  a  cent  and  a  quarter.  I  was  disappointed  and 
astounded.  His  figures  were  far  too  low.  I  asked  what  it  cost 
to  pick  cotton  in  Oklahoma.  That  is  what  we  call  "  gathering  " 
or  "  harvesting  "  it.  He  said  $1.00  a  hundred.  It  would  take 
1,000  pounds  of  seed  cotton  to  make  a  bale  of  lint  cotton,  so  it 
would  cost  $22.60  for  the  picking  or  gathering  of  a  bale.  It 
would  cost  about  $6  or  $7  for  bagging  and  ties  and  ginning,  so 
there  wouhl  be  $28  before  the  farmer  started  to  the  market 
place  with  his  bale  of  cotton.  When  he  sells  It  be  has  recdvcil 
for  It,  outside  of  the  co.st  of  picking  and  ginning  and  putting 
bagging  and  ties  on  it  less  than  $00,  which  is  about  11  c-ents  a 
pound. 

The  cotton  farmer  Is  entitled  to  a  price  that  will  give  him  a 
fair  profit,  and  according  to  Mr.  Williams's  statemetit,  what  he 
regardi4  as  a  fair  price  for  cotton  will  not  give  the  farmer  any 
profit  at  all. 

Senators,  conditions  In  the  cotton-producing  States  are  not 
only  unsatisfactory  but  they  are  distressing.  If  this  thing  keeps 
up,  if  low  prices  for  cotton  continue,  the  i)eople  who  produce 
cotton  will  be  reduced  to  a  state  of  agricultural  slavery.  We 
can  not  afford  to  sell  cottou  under  20  c-ents  a  pound.  The  coun- 
try must  wake  up  to  that  fact  But  here  Is  a  man  who  is  sup- 
posed to  represent,  he  is  appointed  to  represent  and  is  going  to 
be  clothed  with  autliority  to  represent,  the  cotton-producing 
States  of  the  Union,  who  says  that  a  cent  higher  than  the  pres- 
ent price  of  cotton  is  enough.  That  would  leave  it  below  20 
cents  a  jiound.  This  is  a  serious  question  and  means  much  to 
the  cotton  producers  of  the  country. 

Mr.  WHEELF:R.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  presume  that  Mr.  Williams  is  a  news- 
paper man,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  UKFLIN.    Yes. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  A  newspaper  man  has  been  appointed  to 
represent  cotton  and  a  newspaper  man  has  been  appointed  to  rep- 
resent wheat. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Evidently  it  was  the  purpose  to  give  plenty  of 
publicity  to  whatever  program  might  be  laid  out,  but  what  we 
want  is  financial  aid  for  the  farmer. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  In  the  case  of  the  two  great  staple  products 
of  tlie  country — cotton  and  wheat — It  was  felt  that  probably 
they  could  not  do  anything  or  they  did  not  want  to  do  any- 
thing, and  so  they  decided  to  give  them  publicity  and  nothing 

else. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  do  not  know  ju.st  what  they  decided  to  do, 
but  I  was  so  disappointed  in  some  of  the  statements  of  "Mr. 
Williams  before  our  committee,  after  having  been  so  desirous 
of  having  him  show  liimself  familiar  with  and  in  sympathy 
with  the  cotton'  farmer  and  his  problems,  I  felt  impelled  to  tell 
a  .story  that  came  into  my  mind  which  illustrated  what  I  feared 
was  the  predicament  of  the  cottou  farmer  in  the  light  of  Mr. 
Williams's  expressed  views  on  tlie  cotton  problem.  The  story 
Is  in  the  hearings. 

I  sai«l,  ".V  Virginia  farmer  who  had  been  sick  for  six  months. 
The  negroes  on  the  place  had  not  seen  him  during  his  illness. 
He  was  a  large  iK»rtly  man.  as  they  saiil,  and  clean  shaven. 
He  had  lost  W  pounds  while  he  was  111;  his  whiskers  had 
grown  oirt.  and  his  hair  was  long.  When  he  got  so  he  could 
walk  a  little  he  said  he  believe<l  he  would  take  a  horseback 
ride.  Two  negn»es  were  working  down  below  the  house  on 
the  nmdslde.  digging  with  picks.  One  of  them  looked  up  the 
road  and  said.  '  I  believe  that  is  Marse  John  coming  yonder 
on  that  horse.'  The  other  looked  up  and  lie  said,  'Oh,  no;  that 
ain't  Marse  .John  :  Marse  John  is  a  po'tly  man  ;  and  clean  shaved, 
and  that  man  has  got  whiskers  and  long  hair  and  he  is  pore.' 
The  other  said,  '  Well  that  sho  is  his  saddle  hor.se.'  He  came 
claM-r.  One  of  the  negroes  said.  '  Yes.  that  is  Marse  John.' 
'  Don't  he  hK»k  bail;  lie  sho  do  hxik  bad,  don't  he?'  The  other 
saiil.  '  Yes ;  he  do.'  Marse  John  rode  up  alongside  of  them  and 
one  of  the  negn>es  said.  '  How  do  you  do,  Marse  John?  How  is 
you?'  Marse  .Tohn  .said,  'Oh,  I  am  statu  quo.'  The  negroes 
said.  '  Yas.  sir.  yas  sir.  dat's  right.'  Marse  Johii  rode  on  down 
the  road,  and  tlie  two  negroes  dug  away  with  their  picks  for  a 
m<»inent.  Then  one  of  them  said,  '  Sam,  what  do  you  reckon 
he  means  by  dat  statu  quo? '  Then  Sam  replied.  *  I  don't  know; 
but  I  think  he  means  he  is  in  a  hell  of  a  fix.'  "     [I>aughter.l 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  feared  that  in  view  of  our  cotton  man's 
statements  that  the  cotton  farmer  was  "statu  quo."     [Laugh- 


ter.] I  submitted  some  pertinent  facts  to  the  committee  and 
to  Mr.  Williams  In  the  hearings.  I  showed  that  the  ordinary 
bale  of  cotton  made  Into  cotton  handkerchiefs  s«>ld  for  $750; 
made  into  men's  hose,  at  25  cents  a  pair,  It  brought  $850;  and 
that  a  Frenchman  took  an  American  bale  of  cotton  and  made  it 
into  hard  laces  and  sold  them  for  $1,004;  yet  the  cotton  pro- 
ducer of  the  United  Slates  Is  forced  to  sell  his  wltoa  at  low 
and  unprofitable  prices.  And  here  we  have  a  man  from  Okla- 
homa— a  very  clever  and  an  able  man — to  speak  for  the  Cotton 
Belt,  to  represent  the  cotton  States  on  the  Farm  Board  and  who 
I  fear  is  lacking  In  the  knowledge  necessary  to  make  him  such 
a  representative  of  the  cotton  Interests  that  I  feel  we  should 
have  on  this  Farm  Board. 

I  repeat,  Mr.  President,  that  It  Is  unfortunate  for  us  that  he 
does  not  have  the  viewpoint  that  he  should  have,  based  upon 
the  fatis  that  actually  exist  in  nine-tenths  of  the  cotton-growing 
States.  Why,  Mr.  President,  we  can  not  afford  to  produce  cot- 
ton at  a  price  which  1  cent  more  per  ixmnd  would  yield.  It 
would  ruin  the  cotton  producers  to  have  to  accept  such  a  price 
year  in  and  year  out.  I  took  the  iwsition  before  the  com- 
mittee, as  did  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  SuithI 
and  other  Senators  from  the  cotton-growing  States,  that  we 
could  not  afford  to  sell  cotton  for  less  tlian  20  cents;  and  I  do 
not  mean  that  20  cents  is  enough ;  it  is  not  enough.  Cotton 
ought  to  be  bringing  to-day,  under  the  law  of  supply  and  de- 
mand, between  23  and  25  cents  a  pound  at  least ;  and  the  price 
of  cotton  goods  to-day  throughout  the  United  States  justifies 
the  fanner  in  asking  40  cents  a  pound  or  more.  So  I  fear  that 
with  a  man  on  the  Federal  Farm  Board  who  does  not  have  the 
right  viewpoint  will  put  the  cotton  farmer  "statu  quo." 
[Laughter.] 

Our  member  of  this  board  should  be  thoroughly  familiar  with 
conditions  all  over  the  cotton-producing  States.  The  business 
of  producing  c*otton  has  greatly  changetl  in  the  last  few  years. 
It  costs  more  to  produce  cotton  now  than  ever  before.  It  costs 
a  lot  of  money  now  to  buy  poison  with  wliich  to  destroy  the  boll 
weevil;  It  costs  a  lot  of  money  to  buy  fertilizer,  to  piA  the 
cotton,  and  to  gin  it  and  more  to  put  the  bagging  and  ties  on 
it  tlian  It  used  to  cost.  I  regret  that  Mr.  Williams  did  not 
seem  to  know  and  fully  appreciate  these  things  when  he  ap- 
peared before  our  committee.  A  different  situation  exists  in 
Oklahoma.  Two  farmers  up  in  Ohio  were  talking  about  the 
tariff  bill,  and  one  of  them  said,  "I  remember  very  well  that 
when  wom^i  wore  more  clothes  and  longer  dresses  It  took  two 
sheei)  365  days  In  the  year,  working  all  the  time,  to  grow  enouigh 
wool  for  one  woman's  wardrobe,  but  now,"  he  says,  "  in  this 
flapper  age  twx)  silkworms  working  Sunday  afternoon  can  do  tie 
job."     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  President  the  Bible  says,  "  By  their  fruits  ye  shall  know 
them."  Mr.  Williams  has  been  on  this  Farm  Board  for  several 
weeks.  It  is  his  business  to  talk  cotton,  to  work  for  cotton,  to 
boost  c«otton,  to  do  everything  that  he  can  to  help  the  price  of 
cotton.  It  is  his  duty  to  bring  things  to  the  attention  of  the 
l)oard  that  will  In  any  way  make  for  better  prices  for  cotton, 
and  the  other  members  should  Join  in  with  him  to  help  do  what- 
ever Is  necessary  to  aid  cotton.  I  believe  the  other  meml>ers 
will  do  that  I  a^ed  them  questions  about  their  attitude  as  to 
cotton,  and  they  said  they  were  ready  to  cooperate,  to  do  every- 
tliing  in  their  power  to  see  that  cotton  brought  a  profitable 
price.  That  is  all  right ;  that  is  pn^per ;  but  it  is  Mr.  Williams's 
business  to  lead,  to  speak  out,  and  to  point  the  way  to  profitable 
prices. 

I  do  not  mean  that  he  should  have  the  power  to  predict  what 
cotton  pric-es  will  be,  but  he  can  and  he  should  attack  and  an- 
swer false  and  misleading  reports  abont  cotton.  He  can  and  he 
should  say,  when  the  facts  justify  it  that  cotton  is  selling  at 
unprofitable  prices.  It  is  his  business  to  attack  anything  that 
injuriously  affects  the  price  of  cotton.  About  three  weeks  ago 
the  Census  Bureau  made  a  mistake  of  300.000  bales  of  cotton  in 
the  ginning  report,  and  the  mistake  broke  the  price  of  cottou 
two  or  three  dollars  a  bale  on  that  day.  We  complained  of  that 
mistake,  and  the  Senate  adopted  my  resolution  calling  on  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census  to  give  us  Information  about  It.-  The 
bureau  answered,  acknowledging  that  they  had  made  the  mis- 
take, but  Mr.  Williams  never  said  a  word  or  gave  out  a  state- 
ment on  the  subject.  He  ought  to  have  come  out — ^he  was  ap- 
pointed to  represent  cottou — and  have  complained  tliat  the  error 
was  made  and  that  it  had  injured  the  cotton  farmer ;  but  he 
did  not  say  anything. 

I  will  give  another  instance  which  shows  that  the  cotton 
farmer  seems  to  be  statu  quo.  [Laughter.]  The  chairman  of 
tlie  crop-estimating  board  of  the  United  States  is  a  native  of 
Canada  and  formerly  was  a  subject  of  Great  Britain.  A  few 
years  ago  he  came  down  into  the  United  States,  then  drifted 
over  to  Washington,  got  into  the  Agricultural  Department,  and 
somehow  he  Is  now  at  the  head  of  the  most  Important  bureau  of 
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that  department— the  btireflu  In  charge  of  estimating  the  United 
States  Litton  crop.  He  could  save,  if  he  were  disposed  to  do  so, 
to  Great  Britain  every  year  millions  of  dollars  by  the  exercise 
of  the  power  that  is  his  to  estimate  the  size  of  the  cotton  crop 
of  the  United  States  and  at  the  same  time  lose  to  our  cotttw 
farmers  millions  of  dollars  every  year. 

Mr.  President,  he  overestimated  the  cotton  crop  the  other  day 
more  than  half  a  million  bales,  but  Mr.  Williams  made  no 
statement  about  it  The  report  from  the  New  York  Cotton 
Exchange  the  very  next  day  after  the  cotton  estimate  was 
made  here  and  pnblLshed  came  out  with  a  statement  saying  that 
the  cotton  crop  estimate  was  much  larger  than  the  trade  ex- 
pected. That  showed  that  the  speculators  and  dealers  in  cotton 
all  over  the  country  were  astounded  by  the  large  estimate  made 
in  the  face  of  the  facts  that  they  knew  to  exi^  which  justified 
them  in  expecting  a  smaller  estimate  of  the  cotton  crop. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President ; 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alaboma 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  HEFT-IN.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McKELULR.  Can  the  Senator  tell  us  whether  this  man 
Is  a  naturalised  dtlxen  or  is  he  still  a  British  subject? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  obtained  the  information 
that  he  was  bom  in  Canada  when  we  had  him  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture,  and  there  he  is  at  the  head  of  the  cotton- 
estimating  board.  Great  Britain  buys  more  American  cotton 
~^ — —than  does  any  other  country  beyond  the  seas,  and  here  Is  this 
man  at  the  head  of  the  cotton-crop-estimating  board.  Does  it 
not  look  strange  that  a  former  British  subject  should  come  down 
to  WashlngtcMQ,  get  in  the  department,  and  sit  at  the  head  of 
this  pttrticular  bureau,  where  he  can  estimate  the  cotton  crop 
and  put  the  price  up  or  down?  His  crop  estimate  the  other  day 
broke  the  price  of  cotton  from  two  to  four  dollars  a  bale;  and 
then  the  cotton  exchange  report  says  that  the  spinners  stepped 
in  and  Increased  their  supply  of  raw  cotton. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KING.  I  know  my  fri«id  from  Alabama,  who  wants  to 
be  fair  and  is  always  fair,  would  not  desire  to  do  any  injustice 
to  the  gentlranan  who  came  frcwn  Canada.  I  do  not  know  the 
gentleman,  but  I  have  such  confidence  In  the  Integrity  of  those 
In  the  Agriculture  Dei)artment,  whether  they  be  bom  in  the 
United  States  or  in  Canada  or  elsewhere,  that  I  feel  sure  that 
they  are  discharging  their  duties  as  best  they  can,  with  fidelity. 
We  have  some  splendid  people  in  the  United  States  from  Canada 
and  other  countries. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Certainly  we  have;  but,  Mr.  President,  I  can 
not  yield  to  the  Senator  to  make  a  J5)eech  In  my  time. 

Mr.  KING.    I  did  not  want  any  injustice  to  be  done  or  any 
inferences  to  be  drawn  that  might  be  regarded  as  injurious  to 
^Hbe  gentleman  to  whom  the  Senator  refers. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  It  is  mighty  good  of  the  Senator  from  Utah 
to  be  alert  and  on  guard  locking  after  this  gentleman  from 
Canada  when  the  cotton  farmer  In  the  United  States  is  l)eing 
deprived  of  profitable  prices  for  his  cotton. 

Mr.  President,  I  repeat  it  looks  strange.  Indeed,  to  me  that  a 
Canadian,  a  former  subject  of  Great  Britain,  the  greatest  cotton- 
spinning  country  In  the  Old  World,  should  drift  down  into  the 
United  States  and  then  come  over  to  the  seat  of  government 
here  at  Washington  and  get  into  the  Agriculture  Department 
and  then  become  the  head  of  a  great  bureau  where  he  could,  if 
be  desired  to  do  so,  be  worth  millions  of  dollars  to  Great  Britain 
every  year.  His  name  Is  Callander.  He  on^t  to  be  out  of  the 
depariment;  I  am  inaugurating  a  fight  to  get  him  out,  and  I 
want  Mr.  Williams's  aid  if  he  is  going  to  be  on  the  Farm  Board. 
I  do  not  want  to  do  anybody  an  Injustice,  but  whenever  I  see 
the  fruits  of  strange  and  curious  doings  I  have  a  right  to  ex- 
pretw  my  opinion  about  them.  I  do  not  care  how  clever  Mr. 
Callander  Is,  but  I  do  not  want  a  Canadian  who  was  a  subject 
of  Great  Britain — and  no  doubt  he  was  a  very  loyal  subject  of 
that  'great  country,  and  I  am  not  reflecting  on  Canadians  or 
Englishmen — I  do  not  want  a  Canadian  or  anyone  from  across 
the  water  to  come  over  here  and  get  Into  the  Agriculture  De- 
parim«)t  and  be  put  at  the  head  of  a  bureau  where  he  can  be 
worth  millions  to  the  spinners  of  Great  Britahi  and  can  hurt 
the  producers  In  the  Unitetl  States  to  the  extoit  of  millions  of 
dollars. 

Mr.  SMITH.    There  la  also  a  man  from  Russia  there. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Yes;  they  have  got  one  on  this  board  from 
Russia.  The  Senator  and  I  objected  to  the  presence  of  these  two 
men  when  Mr.  Coolldge  was  President 

How  do  these  foreigners  get  Into  these  places?  Have  cer- 
tain interests  a  certain  Idnd  <rf  wotk  they  want  done?    Well, 
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the  BlWe  tells  us  to  "watch  as  well  as  pray,"  and  it  also 
says.  "  By  their  fruits  ye  shall  know  them." 

This  same  man  Callander,  from  Canada,  about  whom  the 
S<nator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  manifests  such  serious  concern, 
oi  erestimated  the  crop  last  year,  and  I  challenged  it,  and  the 
Aral  figures  showed  that  I  was  right — he  overestimated  it  more 
than  200,000  bales.  Now,  up  to  his  old  trick.s,  he  comes  along 
in  the  face  of  storm  and  flood  In  the  Cotton  Belt  and  over- 
ea  :imates  it  again.  He  never  makes  a  mistake  on  the  side  of 
the  producer.  All  of  the  mistakes  that  he  has  made  are 
w>rth  money  to  Great  Britain.  Facts  are  facts,  and  I  dare  to 
piesent  them. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yi;ld  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  What  experience  has  this  man  had  in  cot- 
toa  growing?  What  actual  knowledge  has  he  of  cotton  produc- 
ts (u?  Has  he  ever  been  on  the  farm?  Did  the  Senator  ask 
hin  while  he  was  before  the  committee  what  qualilicatlons  he 
hsd  for  a  positicm  of  that  kind? 

We  all  know  that  cotton  Is  not  raised  In  Canada.  How  in  the 
world  did  a  man  without  3xperience,  if  he  did  not  have  expe- 
rience, get  this  position? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  That  is  the  Uiing  that  puzzles  me.  How  did 
h€  get  on  the  crop-estimating  board?  What  influence  was  be- 
hiid  him,  pushing  him  along  toward  Washington,  and  then 
ptshing  him  over  to  the  Agricultural  Department,  and  then  steer- 
In  r  him  around  to  the  crop-estimating  board,  and  then  finally 
ch  >thlng  him  with  authority  and  setting  him  down  at  the  head 
of  the  table  robed  and  ready  to  make  an  estimate  of  the  cotton 
cr>p  of  the  United  States? 

Those  are  the  things  that  arouse  my  suspicion  and  give  me 
grave  concern  on  this  questltni.  Experience  in  producing  cotton? 
Why,  I  am  satisfied  that  Callander  from  Canada  would  not 
kiiow  a  cotton  blossom  from  a  jlmson-weed  bloom.  [Laughter.] 
T  ley  produce  no  cotton  In  Canada.  I  am  convinced  that  he  was 
n  >t  put  there  for  the  purpose  of  helping  the  producer,  and  he 
oi  ight  to  be  out  of  there. 

If  necessary,  I  Intend  to  take  the  matter  up  with  President 
Eoover.  While  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  putting  Callander  In 
hi  can  render  a  great  service  to  tlie  cotton  producers  of  the 
United  States  in  getting  him  out 

Then,  Mr.  President,  I  feel  It  to  be  my  duty  and  candor 
compels  me  to  say  that  there  ai'e  men  In  the  Census  Bureau, 
men  who  are  on  the  gin-reporting  board,  who  have  lost  the 
c^tiflilenee  of  the  cotton  producers  and  the  day  of  their  u.seful- 
n  »8S  is  over.  They  must  get  out.  Those  of  us  who  come  from 
tlie  cotton-growing  States  owe  It  to  our  people  to  see  that  a 
house  cleaning  Is  had  in  that  department.  We  should  take  up 
with  the  President,  If  necessary,  the  matter  of  getting  these 
pK>ple  out  of  the  positions  where  they  have  made  "mistakes" 
tine  and  time  again,  always  against  the  cotton  proilucer.  If 
tfey  should  make  a  few  mistakes  on  the  side  of  the  pnxlucer  it 

Ight  appear  that  these  costly  erroneous  figures  really  were 

Istakes;  but  when  they  make  them  always  on  the  other  side 
tley  look  like  they  are  made  according  to  Instructions — by 
somebody. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  ylel<l? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 

eld  to  the  Senator  from  Tennes-see? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    Certainly, 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Perhaps  this  man  was  put  In  this  place  to 
bHng  about  what  Is  now  c-ommonly  termed  "  a  lietter  under- 
standing," "  a  greater  community  of  spirit"  "  a  kindlier  feeling." 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  hope  the  Senator  does  not  mean  to  say  that 
hfe  was  even  pretending  to  promote  peace  through  the  Im- 
poverishment of  the  cotton  farmers  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Perhaps  he  was  trying  to  promote  jieace. 
Who  knows? 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  I*resldent,  will  the  Senator  from  Alabama 

eld? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
y|eld  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MoNARY.     It  Is  not  fair  to  assume  that  the  individual 

x>ut  whom  the  Senator  speaks  was  before  the  Senate  Com- 
n  ittee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  in  connection  with  the  ex- 
a  nination  of  members  of  the  Farm  Board.  That  was  the  ques- 
ton  propounded  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Mo- 
^JBXAS].     SecMidly,  may  I  ask  the  Senator,  Is  this  individual 

member  of  the  marketing  division  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
ctiltnre,  or  is  he  in  the  Bureau  of  the  Census,  a  branch  of  the 
I  epartinent  of  Commerce? 
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Mr.  HEFLIN.  He  la  In  the  Agricultural  Department  He  is 
chairman  of  the  crop-estimating  board. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Does  not  the  Senator  realize  that  those  gen- 
tlemen come  up  from  lowly  positions  in  the  depariment  and  earn 
their  (^airmanships  or  their  positions  by  faithfulness  and  ac- 
curacy? Does  not  the  Senator  also  know  that  it  is  impossible 
accurately  to  estimate  every  crop?  Some  years  the  estimate  is 
high  and  some  years  it  is  low. 

Does  not  the  Senator  also  know,  in  fairness  to  this  gentle- 
man, that  his  estimates  are  i>ased  not  upon  surveys  made  by 
him  entirely,  but  uptm  statistics  and  data  supplied  to  him  by 
numerous  agents  tliroughout  the  country?  And  there  could  be 
no  purpose  In  his  mind  in  any  way,  whatever  feeling  he  may 
have  for  the  country  of  his  birth,  to  make  a  false  estimate. 
The  estimates  are  aU  ba.sed  up*>n  information,  not  that  he  has 
gathered,  but  that  has  been  sui:^lied  by  him  by  others  faithful  in 
their  work. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    No;  I  do  not  agree  to  that — ^not  at  all 

Mr.  MoNARY.  I  am  not  concerned  whether  the  Senator  does 
or  not. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  But  I  d«iy  that  the  Senator's  contention  is 
correct  This  man  gets  ii'fomiation  about  crop  conditions  to 
some  extent,  and  the  sources  from  which  the  information  comes 
are  not  present  when  he  figures  it  up.  and  totals  It,  and  gives  it 
out  There  Is  nobody  from  the  States  tliere  who  knows  how  he 
does  It  He  can  say  what  he  pleases  within  certain  limits  and 
give  out  the  estimate  that  suits  him.  Why,  the  cotton  trade 
In  the  Unite<l  States — always  keenly  alert  to  know  exactly  what 
the  cotton  situation  Is,  as  my  friend  fnwn  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Smith]  knows — are  right  on  the  job  with  their  agents  every- 
where :  and  when  this  astounding  estimate  came  out  they  threw 
up  their  hands  and  said,  "  It  Is  much  larger  than  the  trade 
was  looking  for,"  which  meant,  "  The  estimate  is  too  large." 
That  Is  exactly  what  It  meant 

Why.  when  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  asked  if  they 
took  into  consideration  the  damage  done  by  the  floods  in  South 
Carolina  and  Georgia  and  in  a  section  of  my  State,  somebody 
up  there  told  the  Senator  from  South  Carcdina,  "  Oh,  we  knew 
they  had  had  some  rains  down  tliere."  "  Did  you  consider  them 
in  this  reix>rt?"  And  the  man  Indicated  by  his  answer  that  he 
did  not.    Ju.st  think  of  that 

We  suffered  from  that  estimate,  and  the  price  of  cotton  broke 
a  cent  a  pt)und,  $5  a  bale,  by  rea.son  of  that  report ;  and  what 
I  am  talking  aL>out  is  that  Mr.  Williams,  mi  the  board,  the 
only  mouthpiece  we  have  spociflcally  designated  to  spetik  for 
cotton,  was  as  silent  as  the  tomb,  and  he  has  not  spoken  yet. 
When  that  gin  report  was  made,  and  300,000  bales  were  added, 
ho  never  sixike  then.  I  hope  he  has  not  lost  his  power  of 
8ix?<'ch.  He  Impressed  me  as  an  able  man,  but  a  man  has  to 
have  the  proper  viewpoint  and  the  ability  and  courage  to  do 
what  he  ouj:ht  to  do.  I  think  it  was  his  business  to  say  some- 
thing al)Out  that  mistake  made  In  the  gin  report 

We  have  takon  action  In  the  Senate  upon  my  resolution,  and 
still  he  has  not  said  anything;  and  then  when  we  pointed  out 
the  mistake  and  tried  to  check  the  evil — that  is,  we  made  them 
correct  that  report,  but  the  correction  did  not  come  out  until 
after  it  had  damaged  the  cotton  farmer  by  breaking  the  price 
of  c<»tton  $2  a  bale;  and  on  a  14,000. 000-bale  croi)  you  can  see 
what  the  farmer  lost  on  that  day— $28,000,0(K)  by  that  ginners* 
report  mistake,  and  nothing  done  by  Mr.  Williams.  Mr.  Wil- 
liams did  not  say  anything;  and  then  this  crop-estimating 
board  seemed  to  take  offense  at  our  interest  and  activity  in  the 
matter,  in  calling  att»^ntlon  to  it  and  making  them  come  out  and 
ntlmit  it,  and  so  the  crop-estimating  board  came  along  and 
seemed  to  say.  "  Well,  it  will  not  do  you  any  good ;  wait  for 
our  crop  estimate " ;  and  when  they  rolled  It  forth  upon  the 
country  the  cotton  trade  stood  with  uplifted  hands  and  said, 
"  My  !  It  is  vefry  much  bigger  than  we  were  looking  for  " ;  and 
the  chairman  of  the  board  was  bom  in  Canada,  was  formerly 
a  .subje<t  of  Great  Britain,  which  buys  a  great  deal  of  American 
c<itton.  and  the  exchange  report  says  that  when  it  broke  the 
price  the  spinners  came  in  and  Inci^eased  their  supply-  "  By 
th(  ir  fruits  ye  shall  know  them." 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  McNart]  says  that  this  man 
came  up  through  the  Agricultural  Department ;  that  he  worked 
his  way  up  and  was  promoted  along  to  the  chairmanship  of 
this  board.  That  is  what  I  am  talking  about.  He  went  Into 
the  Agricultural  Department  In  order  to  get  at  the  head  of  this 
particular  board,  whether  it  took  2  years  or  5  years  or  10 
years ;  and  he  is  there  now,  sitting  at  the  head  of  that  pow- 
erful board.  He  is  the  most  iwwerful  man  In  the  Government 
when  the  cotton-selling  season  Is  on ;  and  there  are  cotton 
gamblers  in  New  York  and  Chicago  and  New  Orleans  who 
would  give  him  $100,000  any  day  to  increase  the  crop  esti- 
mate 200,000  bales.    There  Is  not  any  question  about  that. 


Mr.  President  1  want  a  square  deal  for  our  cotton  farmers, 
and  I  am  going  to  have  it.  Mr.  Williams's  business  is  to  talk 
about  these  things,  and  he  has  not  said  anything.  He  is  a 
member  of  the  board,  to  all  intents  and  purposes.  He  has  been 
on  the  board  now  for  weeks  and  weeks. 

It  is  his  business  to  give  out  statements.     When  he  sees  that 
they  have  done  Injury  to  the  cotton  producer,  he,  as  the  cottwii 
representative  on  the  board,  ou^t  to  speak  out  to  the  Nation ; 
but  he  has  been  as  silent  as  the  tomb.     When  the  gin  report 
c>ame  out  with  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  million  bales  morej 
than  the  Government's  figures  justified,  he  was  as  silent  as  the, 
tomb;  and  when  this  estimate  came  out  from  Mr.  Callander's' 
board  he  was  again  as  silent  as  the  tomb. 

I  am  disappointed  in  Mr.  Williams,  Mr.  President  He  may 
be  confirmed.  I  am  going  to  vote  against  him.  I  can  not  sup- ' 
port,  him,  with  my  Impression  and  knowledge  of  his  position  on 
this  subject  and  be  fair  to  the  cotton  producers  of  mi'  country. 
If  he  is  put  upon  this  board,  I  hope  and  trust  that  he  will  so 
conduct  himself  that  after  a  while  I  will  say,  "  I  am  glad  he  is 
a  member  of  the  board."  If  he  does  well  I  will  praise  him,  but 
if  he  does  not  do  his  duty  by  the  cotton  producers  of  the 
United  States  as  I  think  he  should  I  will  l!rom  time  to  time 
criticize  him  on  the  flow:  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FRAZIEll.  Mr.  President  I  had  hofied  that  after  the 
farm  bill  was  passed  a  board  would  be  appointetl  in  which  the 
farmers  of  the  United  States  would  have  confidence;  that  a 
board  would  be  appointed  that  the  farmers  would  realize  were 
honestly  intereste<l  in  working  out  some  plan  for  the  benefit 
of  agriculture  and  what  the  farmers  were  interested  in,  iind 
that  results  would  be  accomplishe<l.  I  still  hope  that  results 
finally  will  be  accomplished;  but  I  am  very  much  disappointed 
in  the  lack  of  action  by  the  Farm  Board. 

Most  of  the  members  of  this  board  were  appointed  in  July. 
It  was  expected  when  the  bill  was  pa.ssed,  and  I  think  when 
the  board  was  appointed,  that  the  crop  of  1929  would  be  taken 
care  of  during  this  fall  by  the  Farm  Board ;  at  least,  that  they 
would  help  some.  So  far  as  I  know,  the  only  assistance  they 
have  given  that  has  been  of  any  material  1)enefit  was  to  the 
raisin  growers  of  California.  I  think  they  have  hriped  some 
there.  I  think  they  could  have  helped  cotton ;  I  think  they 
could  have  helped  the  wheat  market  in  the  crisis  of  this  year; 
but  they  failed  to  do  so. 

About  the  time  spring  wheat  began  to  come  on  the  market, 
the  newspapers  carried  a  rejx>rt  that  the  Farm  Board  were  not 
going  to  take  any  action  on  wheat  this  year  because  they  were 
too  late,  and  the  necessary  machinery  could  not  be  set  up,  and 
so  forth.  Some  of  the  members  of  the  Fsrm  Board  denied 
giving  out  any  such  statement;  but,  nevertheess.  the  statement 
was  made.  ^Tiether  they  authorized  the  statement  or  not.  the 
statement  was  made  and  circulated,  both  as^  to  wheat  and  as 
to  cotton.  The  result  was  that  the  manipulators  of  the  market 
took  It  for  granted  that  the  Farm  Board  were  not  going  to  do 
anything  with  regard  to  the  marketing  of  wheat  or  the  market- 
ing of  cotton  this  fall,  and  the  manipulators  of  both  the  grain 
and  the  cotton  exchanges  have  gone  the  limit  In  spring  wheat 
especially,  I  think  the  market  has  been  mflnipulate<1  more  to 
the  disadvantage  of  the  farmers  this  fall  tlian  it  has  at  any 
time  in  my  memory.  In  my  estimation,  every  farmer  who  has 
sold  a  bushel  of  spring  wheat  this  fall  has  lost  anywhere  up 
to  40  or  50  cents  a  bushel  on  every  bushel  he  has  sold  because 
of  the  manipulations  of  the  market,  in  my  estimation  largely 
due  to  the  fact  that  the  Farm  Board  allowed  the  reports  to 
go  broadcast  that  they  were  not  going  to  take  any  action  in 
regard  to  this  year's  crop. 

Mr.  NORBECK.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yi^AI 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORBEX^K.  The  S«iator  is  an  old-time  resident  of  the 
State  of  North  Dakota,  having  been  bom  there,  if  I  recall.  I 
just  want  to  ask  him  whether  he  has  at  any  time  known  such 
a  bad  condition  in  the  wheat  market  as  at  thLs  time? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  No;  I  have  never  known  as  bad  a  wheat 
market. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  There  never  has  been  such  a  spread  between 
the  cash  market  and  the  futu're  market  as  at  this  time. 

Mr,  FRAZIER.    Not  that  I  remember  of. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  There  has  never  been  a  time  when  the  Ca. 
nadian  ma''ket  was  as  much  higher  than  the  American  market 
fls  this  .vear. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  No;  I  think  not  There  has  never  been  a 
time,  so  far  as  I  recall,  either,  when  it  was  jH^ctlcally  imjjos- 
sible  for  the  farmer  to  take  his  wheat  to  a  local  elevator  and 
get  a  storage  ticket  for  it.  There  have  l>een  times  when  the 
local  levators  were  filled  up  to  their  capacity,  and,  of  course, 
could  not  take  either  stored  wheat  or  cash  wheat;  but  in  the 
Northwest  it  has  been  the  general  practice  this  fall  to  deny  the 
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farmers  the  rigfat  to  store  their  wheat,  on  the  groond  that  the 
storage  facilities  in  the  terminal  market  were  taken  up. 
Whether  that  Is  true  or  not  I  do  not  know,  but  I  can  not  under- 
stand how  they  posslWy  can  be  filled  up  to  the  ext^it  dalmed. 
be<au9e  years'wiieu  we  have  had  a  bumper  crop  they  have  had 
room  to  take  care  of  our  grain.  This  year  tbey  claim  the 
storage  spare  Is  taken  up. 

Mr.  President,  the  fact  that  the  Farm  Board  foiled  to  take 
any  action  on  the  grain  market  this  fall  has  resulted  in  a  loss 
to  the  farmers  who  have  had  to  sell  their  wheat,  and  the  wheat 
farmers  who  really  noed  assistance  are  those  who  are  com- 
pelled to  sell  their  wheat  in  the  fall  as  soon  as  they  get  it 
threshe<l.  They  are  the  ones  who  need  the  money ;  they  are  the 
ones  who  are  hard  up.  Those  who  can  afford  to  hold  their 
wheat  are  In  a  better  position.  Th€>y  do  not  need  the  aid  as 
much  as  do  those  who  are  forced  to  sell.  Those  who  really 
need  the  assistance,  need  farm  relief,  ate  the  ones  who  have 
been  penalixed  this  fall  40  or  50  cents  a  bushel,  I  am  satisfied, 
by  the  manipulation  of  the  market  and  the  failure  of  the  Farm 
Board  to  function. 

The  result  has  been  that  the  farmers  in  the  sprlng^wheat 
area,  in  my  estimation,  have  lost  what  little  confldtfV«  they  had 
in  the  Farm  Board.  They  had  hoped  that  the  Farm  Board  was 
going  to  do  sometlilng  for  them.  We  had  told  them  when  the 
farm  Mil  was  under  consideration,  although  it  was  not  what  I 
wanted  and  what  many  other?  from  our  section  of  the  country 
wanted,  that  It  was  a  start  in  the  right  direction,  a  start  for 
farm  legislation.  It  was  the  bill  the  President  wanted  and  the 
bill  by  whl<^  the  President  had  ivomised  to  give  aid  to  the 
farmers,  and  they  had  hoped  something  would  be  done.  Tbey 
had  been  told  they  would  get  relief  in  regard  to  this  year's  crop. 
They  have  not  gotten  that  relief.  In  fact  it  has  worked  the 
other  way.  Some  one  wrote  an  article  for  one  of  the  newspapers 
beaded  "  Farm  Belief  in  BeTerse  Gear,"  and  that  is  about  wtiat 
the  situation  Is  this  faU. 

As  I  said,  some  of  the  members  of  the  Farm  Board  are,  I 
think,  ezceptioiially  good  men.  but  there  are  some  few  of  them 
who,  in  my  estimation,  do  not  have  the  rlKht  attitude^— at  least, 
have  not  shown  it  yet>-<«nd.  I  am  afraid,  are  not  going  to  satisfy 
the  farmers  or  get  the  confidence  of  tlie  farmers. 

When  a  man  la  named  on  the  Farm  Board  to  pot  Into  opera- 
tion a  farm-relief  measure  who  has  been  the  head  of  a  soccesHful 
bosinesB  inatitation,  who,  according  to  his  own  testimony,  haii 
made  millioos  by  soling  the  products  of  that  great  institution 
to  the  farmers  at  exorbitant  prices,  or  the  busineas  institution 
would  not  have  made  its  millions,  you  can  not  expect  the  farmers 
to  have  much  confldenoe  in  a  board  headed  by  a  man  of  that 
kind. 

Newspaper  men  have  been  put  on  the  board.  I  have  nothing 
against  newspaper  men,  but  there  have  been  put  on  the  board 
the  editors  and  publishers  of  farm  papers,  not  farmers  but  men 
with  no  practical  experience  in  farming.  They  are  the  pub- 
lishers of  farm  papers,  who  depend  for  their  profits,  not  on  the 
farmers  who  subscribe  for  their  papers — oh.  no;  they  do  not 
make  their  profits  that  way  in  the  newspaper  game;  they  depend 
on  the  advertisers  in  the  papers  to  make  their  profits. 

The  advertisers  in  the  farm  papers,  as  a  rule,  are  the  ones 
who  make  their  money  through  dealing  in  farmers'  products, 
either  buying  the  farmers'  iHt}ducts  and  handling  them  and 
selling  them,  or  selling  their  products  to  the  farmers.  So  the 
editor  of  a  farm  pap^-  gets  his  viewpoint  largriy  not  from  the 
farmers  but  from  the  advertisers,  who  make  their  money  out  of 
the  farmers. 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  especially  out  of  place  for  the  editor 
of  a  farm  paper  to  be  appointed  on  the  board  as  the  member 
to  represent  wheat  and  the  member  who  is  supposed  to  repre- 
sent cotton. 

I  have  felt  that  inasmuch  as  the  bill  was  the  President's 
bill,  the  one  he  advocated,  and  the  board  is  the  board  he  advo- 
cates, it  was  only  right  to  put  the  bill  into  operation  and  try 
It  out.  hoping  that  before  another  crop  comes  around  the  board 
would  be  fully  organised  and  could  take  care  of  the  situation. 
I  have  felt  inclined  not  to  vote  against  the  confirmation  of  any 
of  these  men. 

I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  the  right  attitude  or  not  I 
am  frank  to  admit  that  I  am  rather  in  a  quandary  as  to  whether 
to  vote  against  them  or  not.  They  are  not  my  choice  by  any 
mean>:.  Neither  was  the  bill  my  choice,  although  I  voted  for 
the  bill,  as  I  felt  it  was  a  step  In  the  right  direction.  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  I  am  willing  to  give  these  men  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt  hoping  that  they  will  get  in  shape  for  the 
next  year's  crop  and  be  of  some  benefit,  and  that  if  they  find 
that  they  have  not  power  enough  under  the  present  law  to  do 
what  they  want  to  do,  to  do  something  that  will  really  benefit 
the  marketing  conditions  of  the  farmers,  they  will  come  to 
CoQgresia  and  ask  for  legislation  that  will  give  them  amhority 
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in  pat  into  operation  any  method  they  want  to  work  out  any 
cheme  they  can  work  out  to  better  the  farnaei;*'  condition. 

I  am  inclined  to  think,  Mr.  President  that  I  will  vote  for 

he  confirmation  of  these  men,  although  I  am  frank  to  admit 

hat  some  of  them  are  not  my  choice  by  any  means,  and  I  do 

lot  blame  the  farmers  for  losing  confidence  in  the  Farm  Board 

irith  men  of  that  type  on  the  board. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  President  I  am  not  disposed  to  delay  or 
revent  the  confirmation  of  any  member  appointed  to  this 
"ederal  Farm  Board.  It  will  serve  no  purpose.  I  did  not  vote 
r  the  so-called  farm  relief  legislation  passed  by  Couin'ess 
June.  I  protested  as  vigorously  as  I  could.  I  did  the 
e  three  years  previous,  when  the  States  with  large  industrial 
evelopment  and  very  small  farm  population  tried  to  force  this 
ailed  farm  relief  bill  upon  u.s.  We  defeated  it  at  that 
^ime,  but  we  were  unable  to  defeat  it  last  June. 
My  criticisms  of  the  bill  are  twofold : 

First  That  it  h<rfds  out  the  hope  of  a  higher  price  by  the  sug- 
i^tion  of  stabilization,  which  can  not  be  carried  out  under  this 
law. 

Second.  It  does  not  propose  to  stabilize  the  dcmiestic  market 
IS  to  wheat,  prrains,  cotton,  or  pork.  But  it  hints  at  stabilizing 
me  world  market,  which  Is  a  hundred  times  more  difflcult 

I  had  hoped  that  our  farmers  could  escape  this.  I  felt  it  was 
not  a  step  in  the  right  direction,  but  a  step  in  the  wrong  direc- 
^on,  to  urge  the  farmer  to  borrow  more  money  and  get  deeper 

debt  It  suggests  an  impossible  si-heme  of  cooperative  organi- 
tion,  the  lending  of  money  to  such  organization  for  the  purpose 

f  bucking  a  speculative  market.  But  I  realize  that  nothing  can 
done  in  a  legislative  way  to  bring  about  economic  Justice  for 

gricnlture  until  we  have  gone  through  with  this  experiment 
aving  started  on  this  impossible  scheme  of  helping  the  farmer 

y  lending  more  money  and  suggesting  impossible  plans  of  eoop- 
ation  by  which  "  all  the  farmers  shall  come  Into  one  big  tent" 
e  must  await  the  final  result.  We  know  what  it  is  going  to  be, 
t  it  may  take  a  year  or  two  or  three  before  the  American 

uMic  come  to  realize  that  agriculture  can  not  prosper  when 
mpelled  to  buy  in  a  highly  protected  American  market  and 

II  its  products  in  the  free-trade  markets  of  the  world  in  com- 
tition  with  the  cheap  labor  and  cheap  land  of  other  countries. 
I  have  done  everything  I  could  to  keep  agriculture  out  of  this 

xperimental  whim,  but  I  see  nothing  gained  by  trying  to  prevent 
he  confirmation  of  the  members  nominated  for  the  Federal 
arm  Board.  The  sooner  they  are  confirmed  the  sooner  they 
n  go  ahead  and  demonstrate  their  uselessness,  while  their 
ictivities  are  limited  to  the  present  law. 

DAIKT    IICnERSSTS 

I  do  not  want  to  be  unjustly  critical  of  the  nominees.  Some 
)f  the  men  appointed  are  the  best  available  for  the  purpose. 
Outstanding  among  them  is  Hon.  William  F.  Schilling,  of  Min- 
lesota,  for  many  years  connected  with  a  successful  dairy  organi- 
catlon  that  has  been  founded  upon  a  sound  basLs  and  has  grown 
iteadily.  They  have  secured  98  per  cent  control  of  the  Twin 
;:!ity  milk  market  and  exacted  fair  prices  for  the  producer, 
rhey  have  improved  the  quality  of  their  butter  and  found  new 
customers;  they  are  getting  the  top  prices.  They  have  not 
ittempted  to  stabilize  by  asking  an  excessively  high  price  that 
would  react  against  them.  Their  policy  seems  to  have  been 
sensible.  The  association  has  three-fourths  of  a  million  dollars 
ash  reserve  to  meet  emergencies,  with  a  membership  of  7,600. 

A  careful  reading  of  all  the  testimony  given  by  the  Farm 
3oard  members  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
'ails  to  disclose  where  the  "  farm  relief  "  law  is  to  be  of  any 
)eneflt  to  the  dairjmen.  Mr.  Schilling  and  his  associates  have 
"ully  demonstrated  that  no  Federal  Farm  Board  or  farm  relief 
aw  was  necessary  to  accomplish  the  purpose  at  which  they 
limed.  The  important  legislation  to  the  dairy  Interests  was 
;he  oleomargarine  law  enacted  by  Congress  a  generation  ago, 
md  the  high  tarlCC  provision  of  the  law  of  1922,  which  provision 
s  only  partially  but  substantially  effective,  especially  at  certain 
reasons  of  the  year.  Taken  on  an  average  the  tariff  gives  a 
protection  of  some  10  or  15  per  cent.  While  this  is  in  shurp 
K}ntrast  with  industrial  schedules  that  carry  much  higher  rates 
t  has  nevertheless  been  helpful  to  the  butter  proilucers.  The 
>henomenal  growth  of  the  dairy  basiuess  in  the  Northwest  dur- 
ng  the  last  10  years  Is,  of  course,  due  to  another  cause.  It  Is 
lot  due  to  the  fact  that  the  dairy  business  has  been  so  profit- 
iWe.  It  Is  due  to  the  fact  that  other  lines  of  agriculture  have 
)een  much  more  unprofitable. 

MK.    8CHILMKO 

Mr.  William  F.  Schilling  is  not  only  a  successful  organizer  of 
cooperative  organizations  but  also  a  successful  business  man. 
What  Is  more,  he  Is  a  successful  fanner.  He  lives  f.n  and  oper- 
ates a  farm  of  about  400  acre*  He  built  the  first  silo  In  his  com- 
munity and  has  been  a  leader  in  many  respects.    He  has  a  fam- 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-SENATE 


4605 


fly  of  eight  children,  which  is  a  great  help  to  a  farmer.  While 
he  published  a  newspaper  in  town,  he  drove  home  in  the  after- 
noon and  always  took  a  load  of  manure  \\-ith  him,  to  the  merri- 
ment of  the  lookers-on.  I  cite  this  to  show  his  very  unusual 
thrift  He  says  his  investment  is  $80,000,  that  it  earns  a  profit 
of  $3,000,  or  3%  per  cent  on  the  investment  that  no  salaries  are 
being  taken  out  except  for  the  hired  help,  but  that  the  family 
gets  its  living  off  the  farm.  When  we  consider  the  fact  that  no 
salaries  are  taken  out  this  Is  a  very  niixlest  return,  and  when 
we  consider  two  other  facts,  first,  that  the  dalryltig  Interest  Is 
the  most  profitable  line  of  agriculture  in  the  Northwest  at  the 
present  time,  and,  second,  that  Mr.  Schilling  is  a  man  out  of  a 
thousand,  you  truly  get  a  pretty  good  line  on  the  problem  of  the 
Northwest  farmer.  But  Mr.  Schilling  has  been  an  outstanding 
success  in  his  community  and  is  proud  of  his  success  as  a 
farmer. 

OKOSSLT    MAaKKTINQ 

We  have  been  advised  by  the  advocates  of  this  farm  bill  that 
what  the  farmer  needs  is  orderly  marketing.  The  strongest 
advocates  of  the  scheme  do  not  know  what  it  is  about,  nor  what 
the  words  mean.  It  is  just  an  echo  and  e  reecho  of  a  propa- 
ganda in  oi^;>ositlon  to  the  farmer's  demand  for  economic  jus- 
tice. I  take  it  orderly  marketing  of  wheat  means  the  ability 
to  sell  for  cash  six  days  of  each  week  and  to  get  the  world  price, 
less  transportation  and  reasonable  charges  for  handling.  If 
that  is  what  it  means,  we  have  had  orderly  marketing  for  a 
generation,  thanks  to  the  farmers'  cooperative  grain  elevator 
organizations,  that  so  materially  reduced  the  middleman's 
protit. 

No  serious  disorder  had  come  into  the  wheat  market  until 
after  the  enactment  of  the  farm  relief  bill  and  the  appointment 
of  the  Farm  Board.  We  have  had  the  worst  marketing  situa- 
tion this  fall  M'ithin  memory  of  the  oldest  citizen  of  my  State. 
The  prices  were  good  for  "  future  delivery  "  a  few  months  in 
advance,  but  the  farmers  sold  their  wheat  at  low  prices.  In 
other  words,  the  quotations  on  the  "  board  "  were  good,  but  the 
actual  sales  for  cash  were  low.  The  spread  has  never  been  so 
large.  We  are  informed  that  the  Farm  Board  is  making  a  sur- 
vey to  determine  the  causes.  It  was  suggested  that  part  of  it 
was  due  to  the  earlier  marketing  on  account  of  the  new  type  of 
harvesting  machinery  used ;  this  may  he  a  correct  assumption 
if  applied  only  to  the  early  summer  situation,  but  does  not  ex- 
plain the  large  disparity  of  prices  later  In  the  season. 

It  is  claimed  that  we  had  a  larger  carry-over  of  wheat  than 
usual  from  the  previous  year,  but  the  shortage  in  this  year's 
crop  is  equal  to  that,  so  this  explanation  explains  nothing. 

I  do  not  laiow  bow-much  of  our  trouble  is  due  to  the  fact  that 
It  Is  difllcult  for  certain  Euro{)ean  countries  to  buy  from  us  be- 
cause under  our  high  tariff  we  do  not  buy  much  from  them.  It 
would  be  quite  natural  for  these  countries  to  buy  their  wheat 
from  those  who  recipri>cate. 

I  am  not  certain  of  Its  connection,  but  think  it  well  to  quote 
the  following  from  Mr.  McKelvie's  testimony  before  the  com- 
mittee, as  contained  in  the  printed  hearings  on  page  280 : 

Thia  year  Canadl&n  wheat  haa  commaoded  a  premium  of  about  30 
centf  a  boahel  in  London  over  wheat  from  the  United  States  of  the 
name  frrade.  In  other  wordx,  Canada  has  a  market  in  London  that  Is 
commanding  a  l>etter  price  than  our  wheat  to  the  extent  of  alwut  30 
cents  a  buibel. 

I  presume  It  is  these  lower  prices  paid  for  our  wheat  that 
have  led  to  such  large  sales  to  England. 

I  believe  the  early  marketing  also  reflects  a  distressed  eco- 
nomic condition  of  the  farmer.  He  sells  early,  not  because  he 
wants  to,  but  l)ecause  he  has  to.  A  large  percentage  have  been 
operating  at  a  loss  and  pledged  their  crop  to  creditors  The 
collecting  agent,  representing  the  mortgage  holder,  decides  when 
the  wheat  shall  be  sold ;  the  farmer  has  nothing  to  say  about 
it  He  may  believe  that  Chairman  Legge,  formerly  a  high  oflS- 
dal  of  the  International  Harvester  Co.,  gave  very  good  advice 
when  he  urged  the  holding  of  wheat  for  higher  prices  ;  but  when 
there  are  two  or  three  collectors  at  each  threshing  machine 
the  farmer  has  no  voice  in  the  matter.  The  collecting  agents 
of  the  International  Harvester  Co.,  and  not  Mr.  Legge,  de^'ide 
when  this  wheat  shall  be  sold. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  In  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  ? 

Mr.  NORBECK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  If  he  do«js  not 
think  that  Mr.  Legge,  the  chairman  of  the  board,  will  call  those 
collectors  off?  He  is  president  of  the  International  Harvester 
Co.,  and  he  will  want  to  perform  his  duty  and  do  sometting 
for  the  farmer,  and  so  he  will  tell  the  International  Harvester 


Co.,  this  great  trust,  not  to  send  their  legions  out  to  the  thresh- 
ing machines  to  bore  the  farmers  but  to  wait 

Mr.  NORBECK.  If  he  did  that  the  Mollne  or  the  John  Deere 
collectors  would  probably  reach  the  farmer  first  and  grt  the 
money,  so  it  woiild  not  make  much  difference  to  the  farmer 
which  collector  crowded  him. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  International  Harvester  outfit  controls  all 
of  those  people.  Assume,  now,  that  Mr.  Legge  is  going  to  be 
the  philanthropist  that  it  was  announced  he  was  going  to  be ; 
that  he  is  going  to  give  up  his  evil  ways  and  big  salary  and 
is  going  to  become  chairman  of  this  board  In  order  to  help  the 
poor  farmer,  whose  sacrifices  have  made  him  and  his  corporation 
what  he  is  and  what  it  is 

Mr.  NORHKCK.  He  may  feel  that  having  relinquished  that 
$100,000  salary  and  accepted  a  $12,000  salary,  he  has  gone  a  long 
way  toward  helping  the  farmw-. 

However,  I  was  discussing  orderly  marketing.  A  great  deal 
can  be  said  on  orderly  marketing,  for  every  commo<lity  has  Its 
own  problem.  Sometimes,  It  is  purely  a  local  situation,  like 
vegetables.  Sometimes  it  is  a  nation-wide  problem,  as  with  cer- 
tain fruits.  Again  we  find  that  with  our  more  important  agri- 
cultural staples  we  are  dealing  with  the  world  situation.  While 
the  American  consumer  takes  most  of  our  products,  it  Is  the  Eu- 
ropean consumer  of  our  surplus  who  determines  the  price  tor 
which  the  entire  product  is  sold. 

IfB.    M'KKLTIB  AND  HIS  VIKWS 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORBECK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  he  has 
the  same  idea  as  to  what  the  farm  relief  law  means  that  Mr. 
McKelvie  has? 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  do  not  know  what  Mr.  McKelvie  thinks  the 
law  means.  I  do  not  think  It  means  anything,  and  Chairman 
Legge  says  he  has  read  it  twenty  tioes  and  can  not  under- 
stand it. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  would  like  to  read  to  the  Senator  some 
of  the  testimony,  just  a  few  questions  and  answers  during 
McKelvie's  testimony. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  A  Senator  from  a  seaboard  State  told  me, 
when  the  farm  bill  was  pending,  that  he  was  going  to  vote  for 
it  because  there  was  nothing  to  it — except  a  chance  for  the 
Government  to  lose  some  money,  and  he  thought  they  could 
afford  that 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me  for  a  mo- 
ment I  will  read  from  the  testimony  of  Mr.  McKelvie : 

Mr.  McKcLvia.  The  chairman  of  the  board  very  clearly  stated  from 
this  very  chair  that  a  study  of  this  matter  had  been  started;  and  I 
know  of  its  having  been  started  two  weeks  ago,  at  least,  to  find  out 
what  the  facts  are  as  nearly  as  we  possibly  can. 

Senator  Whsxlb*.  Of  course,  if  your  contention  is  correct  that  the 
42-cent  tariff  on  wheat  helps  the  farmer  when  we  have  a  surplua  In 
this  country,  then  you  are  not  going  to  do  ansrtbing  to  try  and  buy 
up  that  surplus  so  as  to  take  it  off  the  market,  are  you,  and  to  give  the 
farmer  the  benefit? 

Mr.  McKsLViB.  I  have  stated  that  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  board  to 
enable  the  farmers  to  handle  their  surplus. 

Senator  Wheblsb.  In  what  way?     How  are  tbey  going  to  do  it? 

Mr.  McKsLvn.  By  their  cooperative  efforts. 

Senator  Whbblwl  Tell  us  what  tbey  are  going  to  do  in  the  way  of 
cooperative  effort  to  bring  that  about. 

Mr.  McKaLvn.  The  marketing  act  provides  that  this  aurplos  shall 
be  prevented 

Senator  Whbeueb  (interposing).  How  are  tbey  going  to  prevent  it? 

Mr.  McKklvib.  Control  is  the  Oxft  factor  and  orderly  marketing  is 
the  next  thing. 

Senator  Whbkleb.  How  are  they  going  to  control  it? 

Mr.  McKsLviB.  I  assume  tbat 

Senator  Whkbubr  (interposing).  It  is  aU  right  to  aay  that  they  are 
going  to  control  it.  iHit  this  committee  wants  to  know  bow  you  propose 
to  control  it. 

Mr.  McKkltie.  By  the  acreage  that  Is  planted. 

Senator  Whekleb.  AU  right,  let  us  now  get  down  to  that.  What 
you  intend  to  do  by  way  of  controlling  the  surplus  in  wheat  is  to  urge 
the  farmers  to  get  the  wheat  growers  scattered  all  over  this  country  to 
reduce  their  acreage. 

Mr.  McKklvie.  That  the  farmers  themselves  shall  urge  themselvea 
to  do  it. 

Senator  Whekleb.  What  was  that? 

Mr.  McKelvie.  Tbat  the  farmers  themselves  shall  urge  tbemselves 
to  do  It. 

Senator  Wheeleb.  In  otlier  words,  the  farmer  is  going  to  talk  to 
himself,  and  say  to  himself,  "  Tou  (meaning  himself)  must  do  it." 

That  is  the  way  Mr.  McKelvie,  of  the  board,  proposed  to 
handle  the  problem. 
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Mr.  NORBECK.  That  Is  the  equivalent  of  telling  thouBands 
of  our  fanners  they  ■hould  go  Jump  In  the  well,  or  otherwlae 
dispose  of  themselreB,  In  order  that  the  remainder  mi^t  ror- 
Tive.  There  Is  no  occasion  for  crop  reduction,  as  I  shall  attempt 
to  show  later. 

We  still  have  some  people  who  fall  to  recognize  that  the  farm- 
er^ trouble  Is  due  to  the  Increased  cost  of  operation,  higher 
freight  rates,  higher  wages,  higher  prices  on  supplies,  and 
higher  taxes.  Some  still  pretend  to  believe  that  his  trouble  is 
due  to  an  increase  in  the  quantity  of  his  production.  Most  of 
these  pei>ple  who  fall  to  understand  the  situation  live  In  Penn- 
sylvania and  farther  east,  and  may  be  excused  for  their  igno- 
ranee.  A  few  live  ou  the  western  prairies,  and  some  are  actually 
publi.shing  farm  Journals. 

Hon.  Samuel  R.  McKelvle  was  a  former  Oov«pnor  of  the  State 
of  Nebraska,  and  is  the  publisher  of  a  farm  paper.  At>out  half 
the  time  he  lives  In  the  Black  Hills  of  South  Dakota.  He  ha.s 
found  It  a  pleasant  place  for  the  summer,  and  I  don't  want  to 
deal  unkindly  with  a  neighbor  of  mine.  I  knew  him  quite  well 
while  he  was  governor.  He  had  good  standing,  or  he  would  not 
have  been  chosen  for  this  high  position,  and  apparently  the 
people  liketl  h'm,  because  at  the  end  of  two  years  he  was  given 
a  second  term. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  another 
interruption? 

Mr.  NORBECK.    CJertalnly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  have  the  figures  here,  but  I  wish  the 
Senator  would  amplify  that  last  statement  about  his  reelection. 
When  he  was  rejected  I  think  It  was  in  the  Harding  landslide. 
The  Reitublican  ticket  carried  the  State  of  Nebraska  by  an 
ov<'rwhelniing  majority,  something  over  100.000.  McKelvie  was 
on  the  ticket  and  he  was  reelected. 

Mr.  NORBErK.    Yes ;  I  recall  that  his  majority  was  small. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    He  came  very  near  getting  beaten. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     I  recall  that. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  This  Is  to  be  said  as  a  matter  of  liistory,  and 
it  ought  to  be  said,  too,  that  he  appreciated  the  compliment  so 
much  that  the  day  after  election  he  Issued  a  public  statement 
in  which  he  thanked  the  people  of  Nebraska  for  his  wonderful 
achievement 

Mr.  NORBECK.    It  may  have  been  better  than  he  hoped  for. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Possibly. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  do  not  believe  in  his  economic  philosophy. 
I, can  not  share  the  views  he  expre&ses  in  a  letter  he  wrote  in 
1026,  as  follows: 

Perhaps  mjr  attltnde  of  mind  toward  agriculture  can  best  b«  defin<>d 
aa  that  of  a  fundamentallHt.  In  otber  words,  I  bare  an  abiding  confi- 
dence in  the  "  parable  of  tbe  sower."  I  tbink  that  the  law  of  cause 
and  effect  Is  as  Immutable  aa  time,  and  that  whoever  violates  It  will 
suffer  accordingly.  This  Is  a  bard  law.  In  the  last  analysis.  It  means 
tbe  survlral  of  the  fittest. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  tbe  law  of  the  Jungle.  Tbe  farmer  will 
not  have  serloos  dlfflculty  living  under  such  a  mle  if  it  is  applied 
universally  to  all  classes.  Mr.  McKelvle  would  give  him  neither 
shield  nor  sword,  nor  throw  a  protecting  cloak  around  him.  He 
would  leave  him  to  himself;  but  he  does  not  seem  willing  to  give 
him  a  fair  chance  after  he  has  done  so,  for  It  Is  well  known  that 
Mr.  McKelvie  Is  a  high  protectionist,  and  he  proposes  to  put  the 
armor  of  protection  around  the  manufacturer  who  may  collect 
toll  fnim  the  farmer,  I  am  not  saying  that  In  an  unkind  way. 
1  am  referring  to  It  because  It  Is  McKelvie's  philosophy,  so 
clearly  expressed  by  himself.  I  am  sure  It  does  not  grow  out 
of  any  contempt  or  hatred  for  the  farmer ;  It  is  jtist  a  school  of 
thought. 

He  has  been  opposed  to  the  bills  before  Congress  providing 
for  "compulsory  cooperation,"  and  now  he  relies  on  v<rfuntary 
cooperation.  McKelvie's  statement  to  the  committee  adds  to 
my  confusion.  On  page  285  of  the  printed  hearing  he  makes 
it  very  dear  that  the  wheat  acreage  should  be  reduced  for  the 
purpose  of  reducing  the  surjrfus.  He  does  not  define  the  word 
"  surplus,"  and  leaves  us  all  in  the  dark. 

On  page  307  of  the  same  hearings  we  find  the  following  ques- 
tion asked  by  Senator  Nt«: 

Is  it  not  true,  Governor,  that  effective  over  a  long  average  of  years — 
5,  10,  or  20  yean'  average — there  has  been  no  surplus  production? 

To  which  Mr.  McKelvie  replied,  "  Yes ;  I  think  that  is  true." 
I  agree  with  Mr.  McKelvie  that  this  last  answer  Is  true  and 
correct.  Therefore  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  precedes. 
The  Department  of  Agriculture  has  In  Its  official  report  in- 
formed us  from  year  to  year  that  the  average  purchasing  power 
of  the  fanner's  dollar  continues  below  normal,  but  they  have 
also  informed  us  with  equal  clearness  that  the  production  of 
the  American  farms  has  not  kept  pace  with  the  Increase  in 
poindatiMi,  and  that  therefore  our  exportable  Borplos  has  been 


rkluced  from  year  to  year.     Note  tbe  Agricultural  Yearbook  for 

1^  or  1928.  Go  back  20  or  30  years  If  y<m  like.  The  evidence 
convincing,  that  the  surplus  is  being  reduced,  notwithstanding 
the  propaganda  that  goes  out  to  the  contrary. 
I  feel  Mr.  McKelvie  could  render  no  greater  service,  as  the 
resentatlve  of  the  wheat  interests  on  the  Farm  Board,  than 
bring  the  truth  before  the  public.  Congress  has  been  mls- 
,  the  new^ipers  have  been  misled,  the  general  public  has 
n  misled.    The  first  solution  of  the  farm  problem  is  to  let 

tite  truth  be  known.     McKelvle  can  earn  his  salary  if  he  will 

ofily  do  thia. 

TOBACCO  GKOWISS 

Hon.  James  C.  Stone  was  appointed  as  a  member  of  the  Farm 
l^rd  to  represent  the  tobacco  interessts.  He  is  well  recom- 
mended by  many  as  a  successful  advocate  and  organizer  of  coop- 
erative marketing  associations,  which  attempted  to  stabilize  the 
price  of  tobacco  at  higher  levels  but  failed.  The  temporary  suc- 
cess of  his  work  is  best  stated  in  his  own  testimony  before  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture — page  130  of  the  printed  hearings — 
a  i  follows : 

We  started  out  with  no  money,  wltb  no  capital,  and  with  no  prop- 
el-ty.  During  the  6-year  period  we  bandied  988,000,000  pounds  of  to- 
bicco.  We  distributed  approximately  $200,000,000  in  cash  to  tbe 
growers.  We  maintained  an  average  price  level  for  Burley  tobacco  of 
a  jproxlmately  20  centa  a  pound  over  a  period  of  6  years.  We  do  not 
0  ve  anybody  any  money.  We  sold  all  of  the  commodity  during  tbt 
ontract  period.  We  bad  acquired  around  f 0.000,000  worth  of  prop- 
ety,  which  was  turned  over  to  the  growers  in  fee  simple,  with  practt- 
ciUy  no  debt  on  It.  And  we  will  have  around  |100,000  In  cash,  which 
Kill  be  Invested  In  Government  bonds,  and  the  proceeds  of  these  bonds 
V  111  be  used  to  pay  clerk  hire — a  man  to  look  after  tbe  records  for  tbe 
itembers.  That  Is  about  the  condition  of  the  Burley  association  at 
t  le  present  time. 

They  started  with  a  "  signup  "  of  85  per  cent  of  the  crop. 

That  was  a  wonderful  start,  but  the  association  has  gone  to 
ieces.  The  warehouses  are  empty ;  the  former  members  are 
iscouragetl;  they  will  not  take  hold  of  the  matter;  but  Mr. 
tone  furnishes  the  explanation  in  his  own  words  as  follows,  on 

ge  103  of  the  printed  hearings: 

*     *     The  member  of  tbe  association  became  very  much  dlssatls- 
led  because,  through  his  own  efforts  and  his  own  organisation,  he  had 

Ised  the  price  of  this  neighbor's  tobacco,  and  tbe  nt-igbbor  bad  gotten 
la  money  all  at  once  without   doing  anything   to   help   the   situation 

.mself,  so  tbe  member  made  bis  mind  up  that  he  was  not  going  to 
arry    him   any    longer.      1    had    hundreds   of    tbem   come    in    and    teU 
that. 

Mr.  Stone  says  that  their  failure  was  due  to  the  fact  that  a 
ew  producers  remained  outside  of  the  association,  Ignored  its 
lans  and  its  purposes. 

It  Is  the  old,  did  story,  the  necessity  of  compuls<^»ry  coopera- 
ion  whi(4i  would  restore  the  purchasing  power  of  the  farmer's 
ollar.  Such  a  measure  has  twice  passed  Congress  and  twice 
as  been  veto«>d  by  the  President.  I  refer,  of  course,  to  the 
nuch  misrepresented  and  much  ml«ouderHto4)d  McNury-IIaugen 
)iil.  The  experience  and  the  failure  of  Mr.  Stone's  undertaking 
will  be  of  some  value  to  the  Farm  Board. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
kota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  NORBECK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  Is  quite  correct 
n  saying  that  he  failed.  '  He  did  not  fail,  because  of  the  fact 
that  he  unloadeil  on  the  cooperatives,  of  whifh  he  was  president, 
B  lot  of  warehouses  that  he  owned  at  an  IncTeased  value  over 
whHt  he  paid  for  them. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     But  the  cooperative  movement  failed. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     But  he  did  not  fall. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  I'resident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South  Da- 
ota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  NORBECK.     1  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  hardly  think  it  is  fair  to  Mr.  Stone,  Judg- 
ing from  the  testimony  before  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry,  to  say  that  he  "  unloaded  a  lot  of  warehouses."  It  is 
true  that  Mr.  Stone  and  his  partner  owned  some  warehou.'^es 
which  the  cooperative  marketing  association  bought,  but  they 
were  bought  by  a  committee  of  the  cooperative  marketing  asso- 
ciation and  for  less  money  than  they  figured  they  were  worth 
at  the  time  they  took  them  over. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  liave  never  charged  Mr.  Stone  with  any 
sharp  practices,  but  I  am  glad  to  have  the  information. 

MR.   LBGGK 

Mr.  President,  I  think  Hon.  Alexander  Legge,  the  chairman, 
supervises  the  board  and  speaks  for  It    He  Is  a  man  of  much 
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knowledge  and  understanding.  He  has  great  capacity  and  much 
experienc«.  I  believe  he  might  be  classed  as  a  master  mind  in 
business. 

Certalidy  he  is  powerful,  almost  a  dominating  personality. 
He  seems  to  be  a  natural  leader.  He  strikes  me  as  Just  the 
kind  of  a  man  that  might  be  able  to  place  agriculture  on  the  right 
basis,  If  this  had  been  the  plan  and  purpose  of  the  farm  "  relief  " 
law  which  he  is  trying  to  put  into  operation.  Great  tasks 
require  great  men,  especially  fitted  for  such  work ;  but  there  is 
nothing  In  the  farm  law  that  makes  It  possible  for  the  American 
farmer  to  get  a  domestic  price  in  the  American  market,  and  Mr. 
Legge  holds  out  no  hope  for  this. 

Mr.  Legge  made  many  interesting  statements  before  tbe  com- 
mittee. Among  others,  he  said  that  farming  has  never  had  an 
oi)erntiug  profit.  He  said,  "never."  That  means  we  did  not 
even  have  It  In  the  pre-war  days,  that  golden  period  in  farming 
which  we  have  considered  normal,  that  period  which  we  have 
been  struggling  so  hard  to  get  back  to,  that  period  when  the 
average  farmer's  Income,  according  to  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, was  $600,  of  which  $200  was  cash,  and  $400  covered 
the  advantages  of  living  on  a  farm — free  house  rent,  free  water, 
supplies  from  his  own  garden,  poultry  houses,  and  so  forth.  He 
held  out  no  hope  that  we  could  get  back  to  this  condition. 

I  know  it  is  said  in  defense  of  M/.  Legge  that  he  is  a  sound 
business  man,  that  it  is  safe  to  trust  him  with  Government 
money,  and  that  we  will  not  lose  much  in  these  transactions. 
With  that  statement  I  can  agree ;  and  furthermore,  I  hope  that 
it  is  correct.  I  should  hate  to  see  bad  loans  made  by  the  board 
and  lo.'».»jes  incurred  to  the  Treasury,  and  the  farmers  blamed  for 
the  wrongful  experiment. 

I  have  always  feared  that  might  be  one  of  the  worst  results 
of  this  farm  legislation,  and  I  have  .so  stated  on  previous  occa- 
sions. But  I  do  not  think  that  is  any  particular  recommenda- 
tion for  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Legge.  This  money  was 
perfectly  safe  before  Mr.  Legge  got  his  hands  on  it.  Previous 
to  that  time  it  was  In  the  Treasury  in  the  care  of  "Andy" 
Mi'llon,  and  he  was  taking  good  care  of  It  We  did  not  need  any 
other  trustees  for  that  money. 

We  must  not  complain  too  much  about  Mr.  Legge,  for  he  has 
stated  his  position  more  clearly  than  other  members  of  the 
board.  I  have  reference  to  a  letter  to  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, Mr.  McNabt,  as  contained  In  the  printed  hearings,  on 
page  431.  He  speaks  of  two  methods  of  stabilization.  He  calls 
the  first  one  "  normal  operations  " ;  this  implies  that  a  better 
and  a  more  efficient  method  of  marketing  will  be  helpful  to  the 
farmers.  He  wisely  refrains  from  Indicating  how  much  It  will 
he*p— whether  it  will  be  a  half  cent,  a  cent,  or  larger  figures. 
He  does,  however,  make  reference  to  the  Canadian  pool,  whose 
representative  testified  before  the  committee  that  savings  of 
from  1  %  to  2  cents  were  effected. 

He  si>eaks  of  the  second  form  of  stabilization,  which  he  calls 
"extraordinary" — that  of  withholding  from  the  market  any 
surplus  for  which  there  Is  not  a  demand.  This  Is  sensible  and 
not  so  very  extraordinary.  If  you  were  dealing  with  a  domestic 
market  It  might  even  be  effective.  When  applied  to  the  world 
market  It  Is  "  hope  deferred."  Both  plans  are  sensible  and 
both  may  be  effective  to  a  small  degree,  if  the  proposed  scheme 
of  (H»operatlve  organizations  were  possible.  But  It  Is  about  all 
the  farm  law  will  let  the  board  do,  so  there  should  be  no  criti- 
cism of  Chairman  Legge.  However,  "Justice  delayed  Is  Justice 
denied." 

COTTOK 

Hon.  Carl  Williams,  of  Oklahoma,  is  the  member  of  the  Farm 
Board  who  is  to  represent  cotton.  He  has  had  much  experience 
In  organizing  cotton  cooperatives.  He  speaks  with  knowledge 
and  understanding.  A  careful  reading  of  the  testimony  leaves 
one  in  doubt  as  to  whether  he  coiLsiders  his  own  record  a  success 
or  a  failure,  hut  he  seems  to  have  made  an  honest  effort,  learned 
much,  and  sacrificed  much.  The  most  Important  part  of  his 
testimony  Ls  his  statement  that  It  will  take  five  years  to  get  one- 
fourth  of  the  cotton  growers  organized.  He  does  not  give  us 
any  e.-'tlmate  how  long  It  will  take  to  get  the  other  three-fourths. 

This  Is  a  very  significant  statement,  especially  when  taken  In 
connection  with  Mr.  Stone's  experience,  who  found  his  tobacco 
organization  ruined  by  Just  a  small  percentage  of  the  farmers, 
who  remained  outside  the  association  on  account  of  the  advan- 
tage so  gained,  and  this  helped  to  discourage  the  members  and 
break  the  association. 

Furthermore,  what  Mr.  Williams  says  Is  very  significant  when 
taken  In  connection  with  the  statement  of  Mr.  Schilling,  who 
tells  about  the  20  years  of  successful  work  to  get  the  dairymen 
Interested,  and  wlio  emphasized  the  importance  of  a  complete 
control  of  the  production. 

MH.    WrLSON 

Hon.  Charles  S.  Wilson,  of  New  York  State,  represwts  the 
apple  interests  especially.    He  talked  in  an  optimistic  v^  of 


tlie  farm  problem,  but  he  was  careful  in  his  BXiSwen ;  when  in- 
quiries were  made  by  members  of  the  committee  he  reminded 
them  of  the  law.  He  did  not  say  the  limitations  of  the  law,  but 
he  gave  them  a  very  good  hint. 

ua.  TCAOca 
Hon.  Charles  C.  Teague,  of  California,  has  a  fine  record  In 
organizing  fruit  growers  and  marketing  their  products.  He 
seems  to  have  been  as  successful  In  the  fruit  line  as  Mr.  Sdiilling 
has  been  in  the  dairy  line.  But  much  of  the  success  of  the 
California  fruit  grower  Is  also  due  to  a  high  protective  tariff. 
The  supply  is  often  limited,  so  there  is  almost  a  complete  control 
of  the  crop.  The  superiority  of  the  products  is  well  known  and 
well  advertised,  but  the  great  task  has  been  to  standardize  pro- 
duction and  find  markets  in  the  populous  section  of  our  country 
several  thou-sand  miles  away.  The  difficulties  have  been  great 
and  their  success  merits  admiration.  All  this  was  done  before 
there  was  any  "  farm  relief  "  law. 

TABlFr  AND   AGBICCLTtntB 

Our  hopes  have  been  raised  that  through  some  hocus-pocus 
arrangement  of  the  tariff,  agriculture  can  be  materially  benefited. 
We  are  reminded  of  the  fa^-t  that  our  agricultural  imi)orts  are 
nearly  two  and  one-half  billion  dollars,  and  It  Is  suggest;?d  that 
the  American  farmer  should  have  the  benefit  of  this.  They  do 
not  say  "  farm  products,"  because  the  figures  would  be  less  Im- 
pressive. The  inclusion  of  forest  products,  composed  principally 
of  lumber  and  shingles,  mnke  the  total  misleading. 

The  agricultural  Imports  are  classified  on  page  1018,  Agricul- 
tural Yearbook.  1928.  as  follows: 

Forest  products 1215.  766.  OOO 

Vpcptable  products 1,  4S5.  656,  000 

Aninials  and  animal  products 736.748,000 

Total 2,  408, 170,  000 

Let  US  first  deal  with  the  hope  that  the  American  farmer  can 
supply  these  vegetable  products.  Our  first  disappointment  Is  in 
the  fact  that  the  largest  item  is  rubber,  more  than  $312,000,000, 
and  the  second  largest  is  coffee,  nearly  $300,000,000— both  prod- 
ucts of  a  tropical  climate.  The  third  largest  is  sugar,  molasses, 
and  sirups,  and  on  our  mainland  we  produce  only  one-fifth  of  the 
sugar  used.    This  accounts  for  about  70  per  cent 

Only  30  per  cent  remains  to  be  considered,  but  the  large  Item 
of  fruit  is  $54,504,000.  Oar  disappointment  comes  when  we 
notice  that  most  of  this  Is  tropical  and  82  per  cent  ot  it  la 
bananas. 

Our  Importations  of  chocolate  and  cocoa  are  still  more  valu- 
able than  those  of  fruit  but  not  within  the  reach  of  the  Ameri- 
can farmer  to  supply. 

There  are  Just  a  few  vegetable  products  on  which  the  tariff 
is  effective,  or  partly  so.  The  rate  may  be  high,  but  the  benefits 
are  small  and  oft^i  nil.  But  the  item  of  animals  and  animal 
products,  three-fourths  of  a  billion  dollars,  looks  tempting  to  the 
farmer  until  he  finds  that  over  one-half  of  it  refers  to  unmanu- 
factured silk,  which  is  an  animal  product  and  lias  no  reference 
to  cattle  or  hogs.  Tbe  next  largest  item  in  this  list  is  hides 
and  skins,  over  $146,000,000,  and  we  produce  all  we  can.  We 
can  not  raise  the  hide  without  raising  the  animaL 

To  those  who  believe  that  an  increase  in  the  tariff  rates  dn 
agricultural  products  will  be  of  any  material  help  to  the  farmer 
I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  total  value  of  our  agricul- 
tural products  in  1»28  was  $9,726,822,000— nearly  $10,000,- 
000,000.  Seventy  per  cent  of  this  total  falls  within  six  classi- 
fications, which  constitute  our  six  largest  agricultural  produc- 
tions, and  are  as  follows: 

1    Com      $2,341,000,000 

2.  Cotton  products t  »»».  000.  000 

3    Hay  _     1,182.000.000 

4'  Wheat WO,  000.  000 

5.  Otits 697,000.000 

6.  Forest  prodacts,  lumber,  etc .  811, 000,  000 

We  have  a  large  exportable  surplus  of  cotton,  oats,  and 
com  products — ^therefore,  the  present  tariff  is  not  effective. 
The  tariff  on  hay  is  a  joke,  and  the  farmer  wants  free  trade 
on  forest  products. 

There  has  been  much  debate  in  Congress  as  to  whether  the 
wheat  farmer  receives  a  benefit  from  the  tariff  on  wheat  It  is 
generally  held  that  It  "  helps  some "  on  certain  grades  of  high- 
protein  wheat  but  no  one  disputes  the  fact  that  this  year  the 
American  farmers  along  the  Canadian  line  are  hauling  their 
high-protein  wheat  into  Canada,  paying  a  10  or  12  cent  tariff 
on  same,  and  getting  more  net  than  if  they  sold  It  in  the  United 
States.  It  is  the  Canadian  tariff  and  not  the  American  tariff 
that  interests  the  American  wheat  farmer  now. 

The  Government  of  Canada  has  taken  a  sincere  interest  In 
the  problem  of  their  Northwest  grain  producers,  and  has  ar- 
ranged a  favored  freight  rate  for  them,  which  accounts  for  some 
of  the  advantages  enjoyed  by  our  friends  across  the  border. 
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The  fact  of  the  matter  Is  that  75  per  cent  of  the  American 
aicriciilttiral  products  are  aoW  In  competition  with  the  dbeap 
labor  and  more  fertile  lands  of  other  countries.  The  tariff  ap- 
plies to  ar>ont  25  per  cent,  and  that  very  effectively ;  In  fact,  a 
tariff  expert  has  figured  the  tariff  bt^neflts  enjoyed  by  the  Ameri- 
can farmer  amount  to  about  1  per  cent  the  value  of  our  agricul- 
tural products,  while  the  manufacturer  enjoys  a  tariff  benefit 
of  thirty  times  as  much,  because  most  of  the  tariff  rates  that 
apply  to  him  are  effective.  The  farmer  must  buy  in  a  highly 
protected  market  and  sell  most  of  his  staples  in  competition 
with  the  cheap  land  and  cheap  labor  of  the  world.  Not  only 
that,  but  in  addition  he  must  pay  high  transportation  charges. 
This  does  not  only  apply  to  his  exportable  surplus  but  the  price 
he  gets  for  the  exportable  surplus  determines  the  domestic  price 
also. 

The  law  has  in  effect  declared  that  Americans  shall  have  a 
higher  standard  of  living  than  the  rest  of  the  world,  but  that 
the  farmer  shall  not  participate  in  this  advantage,  unless  he 
happens  to  be  a  producer  of  a  few  products  which  receive  the 
benefit  of  ao  effective  tariff,  like  daliy  products,  wool,  olive  oil, 
peanuts,  and  a  few  others.  I  repeat,  the  tariff  is  ineffective  as 
to  the  larger  part  of  the  farm  products. 

DivxaairiCATioiT 

This  is  a  word  that  has  fascinated  many  editorial  writers, 
even  misled  a  few  Congreesmen,  and  confused  a  few  farmers. 
It  is  pointed  out  that  we  export  wheat  and  imp<H't  other  agri- 
cultural jffoducts.  In  other  words,  we  raise  too  much  wheat 
and  too  few  bananas.  It  is  ea^sy  to  recommend  diversification ; 
but  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  while  advice  that  we 
should  reduce  our  acreage  on  certain  products  has  been  pro- 
fuse, no  one  has  yet  suggested  what  should  be  raised  in  their 
place. 

KlfCOtrSAQS    MAMDrACnmNO 

The  plea  is  often  made  that  the  farmer  can  increase  the  sale 
of  his  own  products  by  encouraging  the  development  of  manu- 
facturing, for  the  worklngman  will  in  turn  buy  the  farmer's 
goods.  Would  It  not  be  equally  proper  to  turn  the  rule  around 
and  say  that,  whereas  the  farmer  buys  the  goods  from  the  fac- 
tory, the  manufacturer  should  encourage  the  farmer,  who  is  the 
customer. 

The  American  manufacturer  now  supplies  97  per  cent  of  the 
American  market.  Still  he  protests  against  3  per  cent  of  the 
importationa  He  wants  an  embargo  rather  than  a  high  tarifL 
Many  manufacturers  want  to  get  away  from  compc>tlti(xi  so 
they  can  charge  higher  prices. 

We  all  glory  iu  the  wonderful  industrial  development  of  this 
land,  but  when  you  tell  the  farmer  that  the  American  factory 
gives  him  a  better  market  for  his  wheat,  you  are  telling  him 
that  which  is  not  so.  Some  of  the  wheat  from  the  western 
prairies  is  consumed  in  Chicago,  Pittsburgh,  and  New  York; 
some  of  It  goes  to  IJverpooL  But  the  farmer  gets  the  same 
price  for  all  of  it.  From  a  standpoint  of  mon^r  returned  to 
him.  it  matters  not  whether  the  larger  consumers  of  wheat  live 
in  Liverpool  or  live  in  Pittsburgh,  and  the  fiirmer  is  wise  to  the 
fallacy  of  the  argument.  If  you  want  the  farmer  to  continue 
to  vote  upon  himself  an  increased  tax  on  account  of  the  high 
iSrotective  tariff,  then  be  sure  to  give  him  an  American  market 
for  that  part  of  his  products  which  are  consumed  in  this 
country,  so  you  can  prove  to  him  that  he  is  sharing  to  some 
extent  in  the  prosperity — otherwise,  he  will  not  be  interested  in 
you. 

TBB  nOHT  VO>  iiGBICVLTUBAL  BQDAUTT 

There  were  a  couple  of  remarks  made  by  the  Farm  Board 
chairman  to  the  committee  that  I  felt  were  unfair.  One  was 
to  the  effect  that  "  It  has  taken  you  eight  years  to  pass  the 
law."  The  fact  of  the  matter  Is  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agrt- 
culture  and  Forestry  has  been  protesting  for  Just  eight  years 
against  such  a  law.  The  committee  has  favored  legislation 
that  would  carry  out  the  majority  party  pledges  to  place  agri- 
culture on  an  equality  with  industry  and  labor.  Such  bills 
faile<l  to  become  law  on  account  of  opposition  from  industrial 
.'sections  whose  representatives  bellevetl.  or  pretended  to  believe, 
that  a  higher  price  for  wheat  would  add  to  the  cost  of  living 
on  the  part  of  the  consumer.  They  ignore<l  the  well-established 
raeord  that  there  have  been  large  fluctuations  in  the  price  of 
wheat,  but  it  has  not  affected  the  {>rice  of  bread.  The  middle- 
man has  been  in  control,  and  prices  seem  to  be  based  upon  the 
ability  of  the  consumer  to  pay.  The  middleman  charges  all  the 
traffic  will  bear;  he  can  charge  no  more. 

This  contest  is  not  between  the  farmer  on  one  band  and  the 
consumer  on  the  other.  It  is  the  processor  and  the  middleman 
who  stand  in  tbe  way  of  the  farmer  getting  a  square  deal 

Mr.  President,  not  only  has  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
protested  against  this  kind  of  legislation  for  eight  years,  but 
will  coatintte  to  protest,  unless  this  committee  is  packed  with 
Indnstrlalista,  to  the  exclusion  of  those  who  reiireflent  agricul- 
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ural  States.  There  has  been  a  struggle  for  equality.  The  fight 
las  not  been  won.  We  are  still  on  the  firing  line  and  the  big 
Rattle  is  still  to  take  place. 

THE    WAGE    KAKNKB   AND   TBS   rAEUnt 

If  the  American  farmer  Is  to  discontinue  his  production,  what 
9  he  going  to  do?    The  farmer  has  already  reached  the  point 
khere  he  constitutes  30  per  cent  of  the  p<^ulation,  and  he  gets 
1  auch  less  than  10  per  cent  of  the  national  income.     If  he  pro- 
duces less  he  must  seek  other  employment 

Mr.  Green,  president  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor, 
Appeared  before  the  Agricultural  Committee  and  expressed  the 
hope  that  better  prices  could  be  accorded  the  fanners  for  the 
iood  they  produced,  even  though  it  would  raise  the  cost  of  living 
io  the  workingman.  His  reasoning  was  sound.  He  said  he 
wanted  the  farmer  to  stay  on  the  farm,  so  that  he  would  not 
mme  to  the  city  and  take  the  jobs  away  from  the  wage  earner. 

CANADIAN    WHEAT    POOL 

The  so-called  Canadian  wheat  pool  has  been  held  up  as  a 
nodel,  a  beacon  light,  a  hope  for  the  American  farmer.  He  is 
1  Hi  to  believe  that  it  has  restoretl  agriculture  to  "  normalcy  " 
t  irough  practical  cooperation  among  farmers,  tliat  It  has  been 
iccompllshed  in  one  year,  and  that  similar  results  can  be 
t  ecured  here  by  a  wave  of  the  vrand. 

The  tragic  thing  Is  that  the  truth  do€^  not  conform  to  their 
leautiful  dreams.  Last  April  there  appeared  before  the  Senate 
(iommlttee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Mr.  MacPhail,  presl- 
tent  of  the  .<'o-calletl  Canadian  wheat  pool.  He  was  a  sincere 
Eian  and  careful  In  his  statements.  He  impressed  the  committee 
\ery  favorably.  He  told  us  something  about  the  20-year-old 
8  ruggle  to  organize  the  Canadian  farmers  in  order  to  better 
t  lelr  conditions,  by  securing  a  more  favorable  market  for  their 
iroducts.  He  stated  frankly  that  the  greatest  benefit  so  far 
s  ?cured  was  the  cooperative  spirit  that  had  developed  among 
t  le  members.  He  told  us  with  equal  frankness  that  he  had  only 
e  ecured  a  membership  of  about  half  of  the  producersi,  that  part 
cf  them  remained  out  because  they  were  not  able  to  come  In, 
t  lelr  crops  being  mortgaged.  Others  remained  outside  of  the 
I  ool  because  they  felt  they  were  better  off  on  the  outside.  Bvl- 
( ently  those  outside  could  sell  first  and  get  the  top  price  and  all 
( ash.    They  carried  no  part  of  the  burden.    The  members  did. 

It  reminds  one  of  the  very  graphic  statement  made  by  Mr. 
i  tone  as  to  the  failure  of  the  tobacco  pool,  referred  to. 

TUB  PLAM   or  THE  FARM   BO  ABO 

I  could  sum  the  matter  up  briefly  by  saying  that  all  the  mem- 
ters  of  the  Farm  Board  appeared  before  the  Senate  Committee 
en  Agriculttire  and  Forestry  and  submitted  theuLselves  to  ex- 
imination  as  to  their  experience,  their  qualiflcations,  and  their 
[lans.  Mr.  Legge  stated  frankly  that  their  first  aim  was  to  bring 
■  ail  the  farmers  into  one  big  tent."  This  is  to  be  the  pre- 
1  niinary  step  to  cooperative  marketing.  The  board  can  only 
1  md  money  and  give  advice. 

The  8ac*ce8sful  cooi)eratives,  such  as  the  dairymen,  do  not 
I  eed  either.  It  seems  to  be  generally  accepted  that  the  dairy 
i  aterests,  the  western  fruit  growers,  as  well  as  the  eastern  apple 
i  rown-s,  have  their  marketing  problem  well  in  hand  through 
( rganizations  that  already  exiist  They  expect  no  particular  aid 
from  the  Farm  Board. 

Neither  Mr.  Legge  nor  any  other  member  of  the  board  held 
cat  any  hope  of  equality  or  substantial  gains  to  the  producers 
c  f  such  agricultural  staples  as  wheat,  corn,  oats,  c^)ttitn,  or  pork. 

We  are  left  mufh  in  d«iubt  as  to  what,  if  anything,  can  be 
(  one  for  the  tobacco  grower. 

If  there  is  any  one  thing  on  which  the  members  of  the  board 
i  liriy  well  agree,  it  is  on  the  importance  of  having  something 
1  ke  the  complete  control  of  the  crop,  which  is  to  be  handletl 
mrough  cooperative  organizations.  The  experience  of  S«hilling, 
i  tone,  Williams,  and  others  »<hows  clearly  the  necessity  of  this- 

What  are  their  prospects  of  getting  "  ail  the  farmers  into  one 
lig  tent"?  Mr.  Stone,  of  the  tobacco  growers,  has  told  of  his 
cad  experience.  The  experience  of  Mr.  Williams  with  cotton 
1  ras  UKicitly  •'  experience,"  and  he  states  frankly  that  it  will  take 
t  ve  years  to  get  one-fourth  of  the  cotton  growers  into  the  as-so- 
dlation — that  is,  '*  into  the  big  tent" 

Mr.  Schilling  is  the  only  one  who  holds  out  any  hope  of  solu- 
t  on  of  the  wheat  grower's  problem.  He  says  the  thistle  i>est  is 
in^^ressing  at  the  rate  of  20  miles  a  year,  and  he  believes  it 
^  rill  solve  tbe  wheat  problem.  He  evidently  thinks  it  will  reduce 
cur  production  so  there  will  be  nrt  exi)ortable  surplus,  and 
iiaybe  no  domestic  supply  either.  That  may  solve  the  wheat 
iroblem  but  it  is  not  a  cheerful  message  to  bring  back  home. 

Mr.  Legge  gives  us  the  unpleasant  information  that  because 
t  lie  International  Harvester  Co.  finds  their  factories  in  foreign 
Unds  more  profitable  than  in  this  country,  they  will  in  the  future 
sell  cheaper  t<)  foreign  fanners  than  American  fanners.     Our 

<  ompetitors  will  be  able  to  buy  the  American  type  of  farm  ma- 

<  hlnery  at  a  lower  price  than  we  can. 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


4609 


In  conclusion,  I  can  only  repeat  for  the  purpose  of  emi)hasls, 
that  I  hope  the  Farm  Board  will  proceed  carefully  and  not  in- 
volve farm  organizations  in  ^^eeulative  undertakings  where  the 
fund  provided  by  the  Government  will  he  lost.  The  newspapers 
would  soon  play  up  the  whole  effort  as  a  joke  and  it  would  oper- 
ate to  the  detriment  of  the  farmer. 

There  seems  to  be  only  one  answer  to  the  question.  The  an- 
swer is  "  compulsory  cooperation  "  through  an  equalization  fee, 
and  that  matter  has  been  before  the  Senate  several  times  before, 
but  is  not  pending  at  the  present  time,  so  I  will  not  discus*  that 
any  further.  The  best  we  can  hope  for  now  is  some  mild  form 
of  export  debenture  that  will  tend  to  relieve  those  who  are  most 
heavily  burdened. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  make  an  Inqulrj'  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Howetx],  if  he  is  here. 
[A  pause.]  I  regret  that  he  is  not  here.  I  understood  him  to 
make  a  statement  during  his  address  this  aftern{x>n — and  1 
was  called  out  of  the  Chamber  before  he  concluded — that  Mr. 
McKelvle  had  been  Instructed  by  his  party  to  support  Senator 
NoBRis  for  the  Presidency ;  that  under  the  primary  system 
those  instructions  were  permissible;  and  that  In  violation  of 
■that  instruction  be  gave  his  suMwrt  to  some  other  candidate. 

Mr.  President,  a  number  of  years  ago  we  refused  to  confirm 
a  nominee  for  a  high  judicial  position  because  he  had  been 
Instructed  in  the  primaries  of  his  State  to  supix)rt  a  given  can- 
didate for  President  of  the  United  States  and  subseciuently 
refused  to  do  so.  I  voted  against  the  confirmation  of  a  distin- 
guished nf»minee  from  North  Carolina  who  had  been  instructed 
in  the  primary  to  vote  for  Senator  Johnson,  of  California, 
for  the  Presidency  but  who  failed  to  carry  out  that  primary 
Instruction.  It  seemed  to  me  that  was  such  a  breach  of  faith, 
such  a  t>etrayal  of  the  wishes  of  his  con.stituents,  that  I  felt  con- 
strained to  vote  against  him.  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
Mr.  McKelvle  was  instructed  by  his  party  to  vote  for  Senator 
NoRRis  for  the  presidential  nomination. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  I-^ess  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  My  colleague  Ls  not  here,  and,  while  I  would 
rather  he  would  answer  the  question,  I  suppose  it  will  remain 
unanswered  unless  I  am  able  to  an.swer  it,  as  naturally,  in  the 
absence  of  my  colleague,  I  am  the  only  one  here  perhaps  who 
is  familiar  with  Nebraska  law. 

I  hope  I  may  not  be  misunderstood  in  this  matter.  I  myself 
am  not  charging  anything  or  holding  any  grudge  or  111  will 
against  Mr.  McKelvie  on  account  of  what  he  did  In  the  last 
Republican  National  Convention. 

There  is  a  law  In  the  State  of  Nebraska  which  provides  for 
the  ele<*tlon  of  delegates  to  the  national  conventions,  four  of 
whom  are  elected  at  large. 

There  Is  a  law  which  provides  for  voting  for  candidates  for 
the  presidential  office  to  be  nominated  at  those  conventions. 
That  is  a  part  of  our  primary  law,  and  its  operation  is  super- 
vistHi  by  regular  h^al  authorities.  As  I  i-emember  the  statute, 
there  is  nothing  said  as  to  whether  a  delegate  shall  be  bound  by 
the  result  of  the  i>rimary  vote  for  President ;  but  I  think  it  has 
been  generally  understood,  on  a  theory  which.  In  my  opinion,  can 
not  well  be  questioned,  that  particularly  delegates  at  large,  who 
are  voted  for  all  over  the  State,  are  morally  bound  by  the 
preferential  vote. 

In  the  primary  Mr.  McKelvie  was  elected  as  a  delegate.  My 
colleague  told  the  Senate  this  morning  that  Mr.  McKelvie  re- 
mained silent  as  to  what  he  would  do  in  case  he  was  elected. 
That  is  the  only  evidence  of  which  I  know ;  I  have  not  looked 
It  up ;  I  have  never  given  It  any  attention. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLEITE.  I  .should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  If  It  is  not  a  fact  that  former  Congressman  Reavis, 
who  was  also  a  candidate  for  delegate  at  large,  made  the  state- 
ment that  if  the  preferential  primary  was  carried  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Nebraska  he  W(»uld  not  abide  by  it? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  And  Mr.  McKelvle,  under  those  circum- 
stances, remained  silent? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  is  what  my  colleague  said.  I  do  not 
remember  anj'thing  about  it;  I  was  not  in  the  State  when  it 
happened,  and  I  paid  no  attention  to  the  campaign.  It  is  true 
that  Mr.  Reavis  announced  that  he  would  not  pay  any  attention 
to  the  preferential  vote,  and  he  was  defeated. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me, 
what  is  the  use  of  a  preferential  primary  and  what  was  the 
object  of  the  people  of  Nebraska  in  enacting  that  law  if  it  was 


not  for  the  purpose  of  sending  delegates  to  the  R^ublican  or  to 
the  Democratic  National  Convention,  as  the  case  might  be,  to 
carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  people  as  expressed  at  the  primary? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  is  the  object  of  the  law ;  I  do  not  think 
there  can  be  any  doubt  about  that 

Mr,  KING.  And  the  senior  Senator  from  Nebraska  received 
a  majority  vote  for  the  nomination  for  the  Presidency  in  the 
Republican  primary? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes ;  that  is  true. 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator  vield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield  to  the  SenatcM-  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  GLENN.  I  appreciate  the  enormity  of  the  offense  com- 
mitted by  Governor  McKelvie,  but  I  wonder  if  he  might  not  be 
somewliat  justified  in  case  it  should  develop  that  he  learned  that 
Nebraska's  candidate  for  the  Presidency  himself  would  bolt  the 
Republican  convention. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  let  me  answer  that  if  I  may.  I 
think  If  the  pec^le  of  Nebraska  had  confidence  in  Senator 
NoRRis  and  in  the  R^ublican  primary  he  was  their  choice,  it 
was  the  duty  of  every  delegate  who  went  to  the  convention 
elected  by  the  Republicans  to  vote  for  Senator  Norsis,  and  I 
regard  it  as  a  breach  of  faith  upon  the  part  of  Mr.  McKelvie 
or  any  other  Republican  who  went  to  that  convention  and  did 
not  cast  his  vote  for  Senator  NoRKis. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield  the  floor, 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  had  not  intended  to  say  any- 
thing further;  but  I  think,  in  view  of  the  remark  which  has 
been  Injected  Into  the  discussion  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  GuENN]  that  I  can  not  well  abstain  from  adding  a  few 
words.  I  am  not  going  into  the  question  of  my  support  of  the 
Democratic  candidate  for  President,  except  to  say  that  I  am 
willing  to  go  into  it  at  any  time  at  any  place,  either  here  or 
elsewhere.  I  only  say  that  I  have  no  apology  to  make  for  my 
action.  I  would  do  again  what  I  then  did  under  the  same  cir- 
cumstances. History  .slnc?e  the  election  has  Justified  me  in  my 
Judgment  that  I  was  right,  and  that  the  reasons  which  I  gave 
for  refusing  to  support  Mr,  Hcxiver  were  Justified.  They  have 
been  justified  by  every  action  the  Senate  has  taken  as  to  farm 
legislation  and  as  to  water-power  legislation,  and  have  been 
justified  by  the  position  which  has  since  been  taken  by  two 
prominent  Senators,  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Bbookhabt] 
and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobah],  who  took  the  other 
side.  Undoubtedly,  they  honestly  believed,  or  were  induced  to 
believe,  that  the  R^mbHcan  candidate  for  President  was  going 
to  do  justice  to  stricken  agriculture,  and  the  American  people 
were  induced  to  believe  that  he  would. 

They  thought,  or  were  made  to  believe,  that  he  had  some 
secret  formula  up  his  sleeve.  If  I  had  known  this  debate  was 
going  to  take  place,  I  would  have  brought  some  evidencje  here, 
and  since  the  question  has  been  raised  I  will  probably  take 
occasion  to  bring  It  here  on  a  future  occasion  and  show  how 
unfounded  was  the  criticism  made  of  me  by  honest  Republicans, 
who  felt  that  although  Mr.  Hoover  had  not  said  anything 
definitely,  yet  because  they  recognized  his  ability  and  his  honesty 
and  because,  in  general  terms,  he  had  stated  he  was  going  to 
place  agriculture  on  an  eqtiality  with  industry,  it  was  my  duty 
to  take  his  word  for  it  without  asking  him  why  or  how. 
When  I  refused  to  take  his  word  for  It,  when  I  demanded  a 
bin  of  particulars,  and  stated  that  must  come  or  I  couid  not 
support  him  on  glittering  generalities,  I  was  dwiounced,  and  the 
insinuation  has  been  made  here  this  afternoon  that  perhaps 
McKelvie  could  look  with  his  all-seeing  eye  into  the  future  and 
discover  that  that  was  what  I  was  going  to  do.  Perhaps  he 
did.  I  do  not  blame  Mr.  McKelvle  for  not  suiq>orting  me.  I 
want  Senators  to  get  that  clearly  in  their  minds.  If  I  wanted 
to  avail  myself  of  a  privilege  that  Is  sometimes  extended  to 
Senators  of  objecting  to  the  nomination  on  personal  grounds, 
I  would  be  entitled  to  have  this  man  rejtH?ted ;  but  I  have  been 
one  who  has  said  in  the  past  that  I  do  not  believe  we  ought 
to  reject  a  nominee  because  of  personal  grounds  unless  the 
Senator  objecting  states  the  grounds  and  we  consider  them 
sufficient. 

I  want  to  be  judged  by  the  same  doctrine  that  I  have  applied 
to  others ;  and  I  have  not  asked  for  that.  I  never  would  have 
mentioned  it  if  my  colleague  [Mr.  Howell]  had  not  referred  to 
it  and  I  do  not  ask  it  now;  and  I  hoiie  no  Senator  will  vote 
against  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  McKelvie  on  the  ground  that 
he  feels  that  Mr.  McKelvie  has  not  been  honorable  in  his  treat- 
ment of  me.  I  am  not  making  that  charge.  I  do  not  care  any- 
thing about  that ;  but  I  want  it  distinctly  understood  that  if  he 
saw  into  the  future  and  knew  better  than  I  did  at  that  time 


>l» 


\:      i 


••i 


4610 


CONGRESSIONAL  LECORD— SENATE 


r:i 


I 


\i 


^ 


¥ 


ft 


^11 


H 


[-^ 


.1 


what  my  future  course  was  going  to  be,  if  he  had  the  prophetic 
eye  that  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Glenzt]  would  impute 
to  him  in  the  question  he  has  asked  and  knew  what  I  was 
going  to  do,  then  perhaps  from  his  standpoint  he  was  justified. 
In  my  judgment,  he  had  a  right  to  do  it  anyway,  \^ithout  giying 
any  reason,  although  I  l)eileve  it  was  a  square  violation  of  the 
fair  intent  of  our  law ;  but  If  he  wants  to  take  that  responsi- 
bility, he  can  do  It  I  never  did  such  a  thing.  I  never  violated 
snch  a  trust.  I  never  will ;  and,  of  course,  I  am  just  an  ordinary 
p«)litical  renegade.  He  is  a  regular.  He  can  bolt  any  time  he 
pleases.  He  bolted  In  this  case  to  help  Htx>ver,  and  Hoover  is 
helping  him. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.    Did  he  make  a  i^jeech  for  Hoover? 

Mr.  NOKRIS.  Yes;  I  think  he  did.  He  made  a  nominating 
sjieech. 

I  think  that  is  perfectly  proper.  I  do  not  find  fault  with  it, 
and  I  do  not  want  any  Senator  to  be  influenced  In  his  vote  by 
my  feeing  in  the  matter.  I  do  not  think  it  is  right  that  he 
should  be  influenced.  I  hope  It  will  not  be  so.  I  have  not  any 
wimity  or  personal  feeling  against  this  man.  We  have  never 
had  any  personal  falling  out,  or  anything  of  that  kind.  He 
has  one  Idea  of  government,  and  I  have  another.  He  Is  per- 
fectly capable  of  talcing  care  of  himself  under  all  circumstances. 

While  I  have  the  floor  I  am  going  to  make  a  request. 

Under  the  record  as  I  know  it,  and  as  disclosed  by  what  has 
been  read  into  the  Congbessional  Record  to-day.  In  my  judg- 
ment Mr.  McKelvie  Is  not  entitled  to  a  place  on  this  bourd.  He 
believes  that  what  ought  to  be  done,  and  what  he  thinks  the 
board  Is  going  to  do,  is  to  get  the  farmers  to  agree  not  to 
plant  so  much  wheat,  and  reduce  the  surplus  by  cutting  down 
the  acreage.  Any  eighth-grade  boy  who  has  studied  the  farm 
quewtion  for  13  minutes  knows  that  that  Is  simply  poppy-cock ; 
It  simpl>'  shows  Ignorance  ot  the  farm  situation.  We  can  not 
get  them  to  do  it  in  the  first  place.  It  is  an  impossibility.  We 
would  not  have  any  assurance,  if  we  should  get  them  to  do  it, 
or  should  have  It  done  by  law,  if  such  a  law  were  constitu- 
tional, that  it  would  accomplish  the  desired  object.  The 
farmer,  when  he  sows  his  wheat,  takes  a  chance  against  wet 
weather,  dry  weather,  grasshoppers,  hurricanes,  hall,  and  chinch- 
bogs.  He  may  put  out  a  thousand  acres  of  wheat  and  not  pro- 
duce a  bushel.  He  may  put  out  1  acre  of  wheat  and  produce  50 
bushels.  Limitation  of  acreage  will  not  do  it,  even  if  it  could 
be  brought  about;  and  that  is  a  physical  Impossibility,  as  any 
man  will  have  to  conclude  if  he  studies  the  subject. 

Since  this  matter  has  been  brought  up,  however;  since  refer- 
ence has  been  made  to  me  personally,  and  my  relationship  with 
Mr.  McKelvle,  I  do  not  want  to  be  misunderstood ;  and  I  do  not 
want  anyone  to  get  the  Idea,  which  they  probably  would — soine 
of  them  who  are  going  to  be  unjust  or  unfair — that  If  I  voted 
against  Mr.  McKelvle  I  was  moved  by  perscmal  reasons.  Noth- 
ing is  further  from  my  mind.  Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  upon  the  vote,  as  far  as  the  confirma- 
tion of  Mr.  McKdlvle  is  concerned,  I  be  excused  from  voting. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska?    The  Chair  hears  none. 

The  question  is  upon  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Legge. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  SMITH.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  wUl  state  it 

Mr.  SMITH.  Are  we  going  to  vote  now  upon  the  confirma- 
tion of  each  nominee  separately,  and  not  en  bloc? 

Mr.  HEFUN.    Each  one. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Each  nominee. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  And  the  first  one  is  the  chairman  of  the 
board. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  that  there  is  no 
occasioo  for  a  roll  call  on  all  the  different  members.  There  is 
no  opposition  to  scHue  of  them. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  make 
a  speech ;  but  the  chairman  of  the  committee  having  accorded 
to  me  the  privilege  of  appearing  before  the  committee  and 
conducting  a  part  of  the  examination  of  the  nominees,  I  desire 
to  say  that  in  my  Judgment  Mr.  Teague,  Mr.  Schilling,  Mr. 
Denman,  and  Mr.  Wilson  are  real  cooperators  who  will  support 
the  cooperative  movement  In  a  genuine  way ;  and  I  shall  vote 
for  their  conflrmatioo. 

I  am  not  going  to  speat  against  the  others  and  then  vote 
for  them.     I  shall  vote  against  the  others. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  con- 
firmation of  Mr.  Legge.  The  yeas  and  nays  have  been  de- 
manded and  ordered.    The  derk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  c«ll  the  nii. 
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Mr.  REED  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  Senator  from  New  Jlexico  [Mr.  Bbatton].  I 
transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Hast- 
ings] and  will  vote,    I  vote  '  yea." 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bcttton]  ; 
but  I  am  assured  that  if  that  Senator  were  present  he  would 
vote  upon  this  nomination  as  I  shall  vote.  I  therefore  wish  to 
be  recorded.    I  vote  "  yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Shipstkad]   is  111. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general 
pairs: 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses]  with  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bboussabd]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Gillett]  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Haiuuson]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bingham]  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]. 

I  also  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Oim>ie]  Is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  67,  nays  12,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 67 


illea 

OoQld 

Metcalf 

Steck 

Ushunrt 

Oreen» 

Norbeek 

Btelwer 

Urkley 

Hale 

Nye 

Stephens 

}orah 

Hatfield 

Overman 

Swanson 

:!apper 

Hawes 

Patterson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

:op«land 

Hayden 

Phipps 

Thomas,  Okla. 

::ouscna 

Hebert 

Pine 

Townsend 

Tntting 

Ileflin 

Ransdell 

Trammell 

[)f'Deen 

Howell 

Reed 

Tydiiigs 

Bdjfe 

Johnson 

Robinson,  Ark. 

V'andenl>ei;g 

Fts» 

Jones 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Wagner 

5^etcher 

Kean 

8ackett 

Walcott 

?*ratler 

Kendrlck 

Schall 

Walsh.  Mass. 

3eorge 

Koyes 

Sbortridge 

Walsh,  MonC 

llenn 

Kina 
McMaster 

Slmmona 

Warren 

3off 

Smith 

Watson 

Qoklaboroagh 

McXary 

Smoot 
NAYS— 12 

Black 

Brookhart 

Harris 

Norrls 

3lAln« 

Connally 

La  Follette 

Sheppard 

Slease 

Dill 

McKellar 

Wheeler 

NOT  VOTING— 1« 

3  Ingham 
Iratton 

Burton 

Glass 

Oddie 

Caraway 

Harrison 

IMttman 

}rock 

Dale 

Hastings 

ShipatcAd 

^rooaaard 

GUIett 

Moses 

Waterman. 

So  the  Senate  advised  and  consented  to  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
>gge. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  nomination  Is  confirmed, 
ind  the  President  will  be  notified. 

The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  nomination  of  Charles  C. 
Feagne,  of  California,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Farm 
Board  for  a  term  of  one  year  from  June  15,  1929.  The  question 
s  on  confirming  the  nomination. 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senate  advises  and  con- 
aents  to  the  nomination,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  be  recorded  as 
voting  "  no  "  on  this  last  nomination. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Senator  will  be  so  re- 
corded. 

The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  nomination  of  William 
F.  Schilling,  of  Minnesota,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  F^rm 
Board  for  a  term  of  two  years  from  June  15,  1929. 

The  nomination  was  cwiflrmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senate  advises  and  con- 
sents to  the  nomination,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  nomination  of  Samuel 
Roy  McKelvie,  of  Nebraska,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal 
Farm  Board  for  a  term  of  two  years  from  June  15,  1929.  The 
question  is  on  confirming  the  nomination. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  and  Mr.  BORAH  asked  for  the  yeas  and 
inays. 

The  yejis  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  REED  (when  his  name  was  called).  Making  the  same 
announcement  as  to  my  pair  and  its  transfer  as  on  the  last  roll 
call,  vote  ••  yea." 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  my 
pair  with  the  junior  Senator  fnuu  Ohio  (Mr.  Bikton]  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  Tenno««!4«^  [Mr.  Bbock]  and  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concladed. 
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Mr.  JONES.  I  desire  to  announce  the  f (blowing  general 
pairs: 

The  Senator  from  Mas.<iachnRetts  [Mr.  Gilubtt]  with  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  |Mr.  Harrihon]  ; 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Mosbs]  with  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana   [Mr.  Broussabd]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bingham]  with  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]. 

I  also  desire  to  announce  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Oddie]  is  detained  from  the  Senate  on  official 
bu.«iiness.     If  present,  he  would  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  STEPHENS.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Habrison]  is  necessarily  absent.  If 
present,  he  would  vote  "  yea  "  on  these  nominations. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  50,  nays  27,  as  follows : 

YEAS— 50 

Patterson 


Allen 

Capper 

Copt'land 

Courenfs 

Deneen 

EdKe 

Fess 

Fletcher 

Frailer 

Glenn 

Goff 

Goldsbo  rough 

Gould 


Ashurst 

Barkley 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Brookhart 


Bincham 

Bratton 

Brock 

BrouBsard 

Burton 


Greene 

Hale 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Hebert 

Howell 

Kean 

Krndrick 

Kejes 

McNary 

M.tcalf 

Korbeck 

ay 


Connally 

Cutting 

Dill 

(Jeorjfe 

Harris 

Hayden 

Johnson 


Phlpps 

Pine 

Ran.sdell 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Sackett 

Schall 

Sbortridge 

Smoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

NAYS— 27 

Jones 

King 

La  Follette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

Overman 

Sheppard 


NOT  VOTING — 18 
Caraway  Hastings 

Dale  Ueflin 

Gillett  Moses 

Glass  Norrls 

Harrison  Oddie 


Stephens 

Swanson 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Ukla. 

Town  send 

TrammiU 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Warren 

Watson 


Simmons 
Smith 
Tydlngs 
Walsh.  Mass. 
Wiilsh.  Mont. 
Wheeler 


Plttman 

Shipstead 

Waterman 


So  the  Senate  advised  and  consented  to  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  McKelvle. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  nomination  is  confirmed, 
and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  nomination  of  C.  B. 
Deuman,  of  Missouri,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Farm 
B(»ard  for  a  term  of  three  years  from  June  15,  1929. 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  President  will  be  notified. 

The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  nomination  of  Charles 
S.  Wilson,  of  New  York,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Farm 
Board  for  a  term  of  four  years  from  June  15,  1929. 

The  nomination  was  cimflrmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  President  will  be  notified. 

The  Chairs  lays  before  the  Senate  the  nomination  of  James 
C.  Stone,  of  Kentucky,  to  be  a  meml)er  of  the  Federal  Farm 
Board  for  a  term  of  five  years  from  June  15,  1929. 

The  nomination  was  confirmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  President  will  be  notified. 

The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  the  nomination  of  Carl 
Williams,  of  Oklahoma,  to  be  a  member  of  the  Federal  Farm 
Board  for  a  term  of  six  years  from  June  15,  1929.  The  question 
is  on  the  confirmation. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  REED  (when  his  name  was  called).  Making  the  same 
announcement  as  before,  I  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  my 
pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bcbton]  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Bbock]  and  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general 
pairs :  

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Onxrrr]  with  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Habkison]  ; 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses]  with  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Bboussabd]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bikoham]  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  [Mr,  Glass]. 

I  also  desire  to  announce  that  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  OddibI  is  detained  from  the  Senate  on  oflSclal  business. 
If  present,  he  would  vote  "  yea," 

Mr.  STEPHENS.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  [Mr.  HAKWsoif]  is  necessarily  absent.  If 
prenent,  he  would  vote  "  yea  "  on  these  nominationa. 


The  result  was  announced — yeas  57,  nays  20,  as  follows: 


YEAS— 57 


Allen 

Ashurst 

Barkl.y 

Capper 

Cope  land 

Couzens 

Cutting 

Deneen 

Edge 

Fess 

Fletcher 

<;ienn 

Goff 

(ioldsborongb 

Gould 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Brookhart 


Bingham 

Bratton 

Brock 

Broussard 

Burton 


Greene 

Hale 

Hatfield 

Hawos 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Howell 

•Tones 

Kean 

Kendrick 

Ke.ves 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Norbeek 

Nye 

Connally 

Dill 

George 

Harris 

Uefiin 

Caraway 

Dale 

Fraxler 

GlUett 

Glass 


Overman 
Patterson 
*        I'hipps 
Pine 
Ransdell 
Reed 

Robinson,  Ark. 
Robinson,  Ind. 
Sackett 
Schall 
Shortridge 
Siuoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Stephens 

NAYS— 20 
King 

La  Follette 
McKellar 
McMaster 
Norrls 

NOT  VOTINCr— 18 

Harrison 

Hastings 

.Tohn^on 

Moses 

Oddie 


Swanson 
Thomas,  Idaho 
Thomas,  Okla. 
Town  send 
Trn  mmell 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh,  Mass. 
Walsh.  Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 


Sheppard 

Simmons 

Smith 

Tydlngs 

Wheeler 


Plttman 

Shipjtead 

Waterman 


So  the  Senate  ad\ise(l  and  consented  to  the  nomination  of 
Mr.  Williams. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  nomination  is  confirmed, 
and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

PUBUC    HEALTH    SERVICE 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  lays  before  the  Sen- 
ate the  nominations  of  James  R.  Ryon  to  be  passetf  assistant 
surgeon  and  of  Frederick  W.  Kratz  to  be  assistant  surgecm 
in  the  Public  Health  Service. 

Without  objection,  the  nominations  will  be  confirmed,  and 
the  l*resident  will  be  notified. 

STATE  DEPAKTMENT 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  report  favorably  from  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  sundry  nominations  for  ap- 
pointments and  promotions  in  the  Diplomatic  Service,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate  con.sideration  of  the 
nomiuations. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none. 

Ttie  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Irwin  B.  Laughlin 
to  be  amba.ssador  extraordinary  and  plenipotentiary  to  Spain. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation Is  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  the  nomi- 
nations of  sundry  persons  to  be  Foreijjn  Service  officers. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation will  be  confirmed,  and  the  President  notified. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Leland  Harrlswi,  of 
Illinois,  to  be  envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipotentiary 
to  Uruguay. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation will  be  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notifie<l. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Samuel  Reber,  Jr^ 
of  New  York,  to  be  secretary  in  the  Diplomatic  Service. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation will  l)e  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  sundry 
other  nominations  for  appointments  in  the  Foreign  Service. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  nominations  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations will  be  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

POSTlfASTCBS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  S«iate  the  nomi- 
nations of  sundry  postmasters. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  I  ask  tliat  these  nominations  be  confirmed  en 
bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tions will  be  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  resume  legislative 
session. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

UKWUBKCE  D.   TTSOIf 

Mr.  McKELLAK.  Mr,  President.  I  send  to  the  desk  a  resolu- 
tion entitled  "  Besolntion  Adopted  by  Jack  Bernard  Camp, 
United  Spanish  War  Veterans,  October  4,  1928,"  with  reference 
to  my  late  colleagne.  Senator  Ttson,  which  I  ask  to  have 
printed  in  the  Bcooan. 
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Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  have  examined  the  regu- 
lation whidi  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  was  good 
enough  to  point  out.     It  contains  instructions  to  collectors  to  sua- 
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There  bdnjr  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Rexx«d,  as  follows: 

Resolotlon  adopted  by  Jack  Bernard  Camp.  United  Spanish  War  Vet- 
erans. October  4,  1929 
Whereat  we  haTe  recently  lost  one  of  the  most  distinguished  members 
of  this  camp.  Gen.  Lawbe?ic«  D.  Ttsos,  we  the  members  of  Jack 
Bernard  Camp  No.  1.  United  Spanish  War  Veterans,  of  Knoxrllle,  de- 
siring to  honor  his  memory,  do  resolve  : 

First  That  Comrade  Ttsok  was  a  brave  and  distinguished  soldier  not 
only  of  the  war  with  Spain  but  of  the  great  World  War— in  each  ably 
and  eflJciently  leading  Tennessee  volunteers. 

Sfcond.  That  aa  a  member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  he  was 
the  friend  of  his  former  comrades  in  arms,  supporting  all  leglsUtlon 
looking  to  their  asslatanre  and  relief. 

Third.  That  the  personal  a-oslstance  given  by  him  to  this  camp,  finan- 
cially and  otherwise,  deserve*  our  grateful  appreciation. 

Fourth.  That  we  deeply  feel  onr  great  loss  resulting  from  the  passing 
of  onr  comrade  In  arma 

Fifth.  That  this  memorial  and  resolution  be  given  a  separate  page  in 
oor  minutes,  and  a  copy  thereof  furnished  to  Mrs.  Tyson,  thus  ex- 
pressing to  her  and  to  our  comrades  family  and  relatives  our  sorrow. 

Sixth.  The  unblemished  record  left  behind  by  our  brave  comrade  weU 
merits  these  lines  from  the  pen  of  Sir  Walter  Scott : 
"Soldier,  rest!     Thy  warfare  o'er. 
Dream  of  fighting  fields  no  more ; 
Sleep  the  sleep  that  knows  not  breaking. 
Mom  of  toil  nor  night  of  waking." 

W.  T.  Kennsblt, 
D.  S.  Chasdlbb, 
BOST.  O.  Raosdalb, 

Committee. 

BBCOBD  VH   THK  CASE  OF  FRANK   HAYS.   rNUCINSED  FIXOT 

Mr.  McKETLT^AR  submitted  the  following  L-esolntlon  (S.  Res. 
135),  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table: 

Whereas  on  the  6th  day  of  September,  19'J9,  one  Frank  Hays,  an 
unlicensed  pilot,  at  a  field  near  M«>mphis,  Tenn..  was  allowed  and  did 
take  up  In  an  airplane.  Ucenaed  by  the  Department  of  Commerce, 
under  Ucense  C  9986,  and  carried  two  passengers,  lErnest  M.  Douglass. 
Jr.,  and  Kuth  Greer,  and  that  said  plane  fell  and  both  passengers  were 

kill»-d  ;   and 

Whereas  by  act  of  Congress  approved  May  20.  1926,  it  la  provided 
that  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  "to  inveaU- 
gate,  record,  and  make  public  the  causes  of  accidents  In  civil  air 
navigation   In  the   United  States "  ;  and 

Whereas  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  has  made  such  investigation 
and  recorded  the  same,  but  refutes  to  make  the  cauae  of  such  accident 
public,  or  even  to  give  a  copy  of  the  record  to  a  Senator  of  the  United 
Stales  upon  request :  Therefore  be  it 

R^ul%>«d,  That  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  be,  and  be  is  hereby, 
directed  to  fumJah  to  the  Senate  a  copy  of  the  record  Ip  the  said 
ease  (or  the  oae  of  the  Senate. 

BECBSS 

Mr.  SMOOT.    As  in  legislative  session,  I  move  that  the  Sen- 
ate talie  a  recess  until  11  o'clock  to-morrow. 
'     The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Senate  (at  6  o'clock  p.  m.) 
to6k  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Thursday,  October  17,  1929,  at 
U  o'clock  a.  m.  

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nomtnation$  confirmed  by  the  Senate  October  16  (leff- 
iatative  day  of  Septem her  SO),  1929 

AMBA88ADOS    EXTKAOBWNAST     AND    PLBlflPOnrKZrTLABT 

Irwin  B.  Laaghlin  to  Spain. 

Envot  EIrnuoBOixAKT  and  Mittistik  Pixnipotentlabt 
Leland  Harrison  to  Umgnay. 

COHBULA 


OCTOBEE    16 


William  H.  Beach. 
Culver  B.  Chaml^erlain. 
Saiunel  G.  Ebling. 
Samuel  Green. 
William  F.  Nason. 
J.  Hall  Paxton. 


C.  Warwick  Periclns,  Jr. 
John  S.  Richardson,  Jr. 
Robert  B.  Streepet. 
Arthur  F.  Tower. 
Richard  R.  WUIey. 
Whitney  Yoimg. 


Tics  Coksxtls  of  Cabsxk 

ElTin  SeU)ert. 
Edward  T.  WalleB. 
John  C.  Sbillook.  Jr. 
J.  Lanraice  Pond. 


James  W.  Gantenb^n. 
Claude  H.  Hall.  jr. 
Sidney  A.  Belov^. 


StXrarTARIES   IN   THE  DIPLOMATIC   SeKVICK 

Flavins  J.  Chapman,  3d. 
Julius  C  Holmes. 
Alfred  W.  Kliefoth, 
Samuel  Reber,  Jr. 

FouaoN  SiavicE  OincEEa, 

CLASS    1 


Ray  Atherton. 
Edwin  L.  Neville. 

James  Clement  Dunn. 
Wesley  Frost. 

F.  Lammot  Bel  in. 
Thomas  H.  Bevan. 

WiUiam  C.  Burdett 
Monnett  B.  Davis. 


Harry  E.  Carlson, 
John  G.  Erhardt. 
Clement  S.  Edwards. 

Philip  Adams. 
John  L.  Bouchal. 
William  P.  George. 

Charles  H.  Derry. 
Peter  H.  A.  Flood. 
Charles  W.  Lewis,  jr. 
Horatio  Mooers. 
James  E.  McKenna. 

William  H.  Beach. 
Culver  B.  Chamberlain. 
Samuel  G.  Ebling. 
Samuel  Green. 
William  F.  Nason. 
J.  Hall  Paxtou. 


CLASS  a 


CLASS    3 


CLASS   4 

John  Farr  Simmons. 
George  Wadsworth. 

CLASS   s 

Charles  Roy  Nnsmith. 
Harold  L.  Williamson. 

CLASS  6 

Augustin  W.  Ferrin. 
James  J.  Murphy,  jr. 
Alexander  K.  Sloan. 

CXA88   7 

Alfred  T.  Nester. 
Christian  M.  Ravndal. 
Conger  Reynolds. 
Francis  H.  Styles. 

CLASS  8 

C.  Warwick  Perkins,  Jr. 
John  S.  Richanl-jon,  jr. 
Robert  B.  Sireeper. 
Arthur  F.  Tower. 
Richard  R.  Willey. 
Whitney  Young. 

tm  CLASSIFIED 

James  W.  Gai»t«ibeln. 
Claude  H.  Hall,  jr. 
Sidney  A.  Belovsky. 


Elvin  Seibert. 
Edward  T.  Wailes. 
John  C.  Shiilock,  Jr. 
J.  Laurence  Pond. 

Me:mbes8  or  thh  Federal  Farm  Board 
Alexander  Legge.  C.  B.  Denman. 

Charles  C.  Teague.  Charles  S.  Wilson. 

William  F.  Schilling.  James  C.  Stone 

Samuel  Roy  McKeivie.  Carl  Williams. 

PfBLic  Health  Service 
James  B.  Ryon  to  be  passed  assistant  surgeon. 
Frederick  W.  Krati  to  be  assistant  surgeon. 

Postmasters 
arkansas 
Charles  W.  Swihart,  Leachville. 

rLORTOA 

Thomas  G.  Ozmer,  Femandina. 
Emmons  B.  Groff,  St.  Augustine. 

IDAHO 

Edwin  M.  Whltzel,  Dubois. 

MICHIGAN 

Aaron  E.  Davis,  Grand  Rapids. 

MI.»JNE80TA 

ToUy  P.  Anderson,  Thief  River  Falls. 

NEW  TOKK 

Fred  B.  Bennett,  Water  MilL 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Byron  W.  Graham,  Wing. 

RHODE  ISLAIfD 

James  A.  Greenhali^,  Alton. 

WISCONSIN 

Glenn  A.  Johnson.  Almond. 
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Thursday,  October  17,  1929 

{Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

THE  JOURNAL 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Journal  for  the  calendar  days  of  Thursday,  October  10, 
Friday,  Octol>er  11,  Monday,  October  14,  Tuesday,  October  15, 
and  Wetlnesday,  October  16,  1929.  may  be  approved. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

CALL   or   THE   ROLL 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Eean 

Kendrlck 

Keyes 

KiuK 

La  FoUette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McNary 

M.'tralf 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Kye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Pliippa 

Pine 

Pittman 

RansdoU 

Reod 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Sackett 


Schall 

Sbeppard 

Short  ridge 

Simmons 

S-nith 

Smoot 

Sti»iwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Towns«'nd 

Trammell 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Waguer 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wheeler 


Allen  Frazler 

Ashnrst  George 

Barkljy  GiUett 

Bingham  Glass 

Black  Glenn 

Blense  Goff 

Borah  Goldsborough 

Bratton  Gould 

Brock  Greene 

Brookhnrt  Hale 

Broiissard  Harris 

Capiier  Harrison 

Connally  Hastines 

Copeland  Ilatflola 

Couzons  Hawes 

Cutting  Hayden 

Deneen  Hebert 

DIU  Hfflln 

Kdge  Howell 

Kess  Johnson 

Fletcher  Jones 

Mr.  FESS.  The  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Burton]  is 
Btiil  detained  from  the  Senate  by  illness.  I  ask  that  this  state- 
ment may  be  allowed  to  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Carawat],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robin- 
son], the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaine],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  are  absent  on  official  business 
of  the  Sentite,  being  engaged  in  conducting  a  hearing  as  a  sub- 
committee of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Shipstead]  is  absent  because  of  Uhiess.  I  ask  that  this  an- 
nouncement may  stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Ei^ty-four  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

PETITIONS 

Mr.  JONES  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citliens  of  Sumas, 
Wash.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  the  so-called  Brookhart  bill, 
providing  for  the  immediate  payment  of  compensation  to  ex- 
service  men,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

He  also  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of  Spokane  and 
Stevens  County,  in  the  State  of  Washington,  praying  for  the 
pas.sage  of  legislation  granting  increased  pensions  to  Civil  War 
veterans  and  their  widows,  which  were  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Pensions. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  intn>duced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  TRAMMELL:  .     .       ^  .      * 

A  bill  (8  1894)  authorizing  an  appropriation  for  repairs  to 
Old  Fort  San  Carlos,  Fla..  and  for  the  procurement  and  erec- 
Uon  of  a  tablet  or  marker  thereon ;  to  the  Committee  on  MUitary 
Affairs. 

By  Mr  COPELAND : 

A  1)111  (8.  1895)  for  the  relief  of  Caroline  M.  Hyde;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  TARWT  BILL 

Mr  BARKLEY  and  Mr.  JONES  each  submitted  an  amend- 
ment'intended  to  be  proposed  by  them  to  House  biU  2667.  the 
tariff  revision  bUl,  which  were  ordered  to  Ue  on  the  table  and 
to  be  printed. 

EE>1SI0N  or  THE  TARITT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  SVTioIe,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bin  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  industries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other 

^°The*^^icE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  passed  over  with- 
out prejudice  is  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  FlbtcherJ. 


Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  have  examined  the  regu- 
lation which  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  was  good 
enough  to  point  out.  It  contains  instructions  to  collectors  to  sus- 
pend collection  of  the  tax  until  the  matter  of  the  claims,  set-offs, 
or  adju.stments  can  be  decided.  That  was  the  main  purpose  I 
sought  to  accomplish  by  the  amendment  which  I  proposed. 

I  had  been  informed— and  I  think  it  was  the  practice  origi- 
nally— that  the  department  exacted  payment  of  the  50  per  cent 
tax  on  all  repairs  made  on  American  vessels  in  foreign  ports, 
and  then  if  under  the  law  the  shipowners  were  entitled  to  some 
refund  of  the  tax  they  had  to  set  up  their  claim  and  establish 
it.  That  pnKreeding  was  expensive  and  they  were  out  the  inter- 
est on  their  money  as  well.  Even  if  the  claim  was  allowed  they 
still  had  to  endure  certain  hardships.  I  thought  it  was  fair  to 
the  Government  to  propose  that  the  shipowners  be  allowed  to 
give  their  bond  in  double  the  amount  of  the  tax,  with  good  and 
sufficient  security,  and  then  have  the  rights  and  interests  of  the 
parties  adjusted  under  the  law  and  a  final  settlement  reached, 
at  which  time  the  amount  required  would  t>e  paid  and  the  bond 
canceled. 

The  regulation,  which  se«ns  to  be  rather  new — at  least  it  is 
new  to  me — seems  to  cover  the  point  and  to  relieve  the  American 
shipowners  of  the  hardship,  because  it  authorizes  and  directs  the 
collectors  to  suspend  collection  of  the  tax  until  an  adjustment 
is  reached.  That  is  all  I  think  the  shipowners  could  ask.  and 
therefore  I  withdraw  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  is  withdrawn. 
The  next  amendment  is  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  George],  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chiet  Clkkk.  On  page  337,  after  line  11,  insert  a  new 
section  to  read  as  follows: 

Sbc.  341.  Consumers'  counsel :  (a)  There  shall  be  an  offlce  in  the 
legiiJatiTe  branch  of  the  Government  to  be  known  as  the  office  of  the 
consumers'  counsel  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission.  The  offlce 
shall  be  in  charge  of  a  counsel  to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  No  person  shall  be  ellgrlble 
for  appointment  as  counsel  if  such  person  has  at  any  time  acted  In 
tariflr  matters,  before  Congress  or  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission, 
either  on  his  own  behalf  or  as  attorney  at  law  or  in  fact  or  as  legislative 
agent.  The  counsel  shall  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  four  years  and 
shall  receive  a  salary  of  $12,000  a  year.  The  counsel  shaU  not  actively 
engage  in  any  other  business,  vocation,  or  employment  than  that  of 
serving  as  counsel. 

(b)  It  Hhall  be  the  duty  of  the  counsel  to  appear  In  the  interest  of  the 
consuming  public  in  any  proceeding  before  the  commission,  and  to  con- 
duct such  independent  investigation  of  matters  relative  to  the  tariff  laws 
of  the  United  States  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  enable  him  properly 
to  represent  the  consuming  public  In  any  proceeding  before  the  commis- 
sion. In  any  proceeding  before  the  commission  in  which  the  counsel  has 
entered  an  appearance,  the  counsel  shall  have  the  right  to  offer  any  rele- 
vant testimony  and  argument,  oral  or  written,  and  to  examine  and  cross- 
examine  witnesses  and  parties  to  the  proceeding,  and  shall  have  the  right 
to  have  subpoena  or  other  process  of  the  commission  Issue  In  his  behalf. 
W^henever  the  counsel  finds  that  it  Is  In  the  Interest  of  the  consuming 
public  to  have  the  commission  furnish  any  information  at  Its  command 
or  conduct  any  Investigation  as  to  differences  In  costs  of  production  or 
other  nmtters  within  its  authority,  then  the  counsel  shall  so  certify  to 
the  commission,  specifying  in  the  certificate  the  InformaUon  or  Investiga- 
tion desired.  Thereupon  the  commission  shall  promptly  famish  to  the 
counsel  the  Information  or  promptly  conduct  the  investigation  and  place 
the  r«>sult8  thereof  at  the  disposal  of  the  counsel. 

(c)  Within  the  limitations  of  such  appropriations  as  the  Congreea 
may  from  time  to  time  provide,  the  counsel  is  authorized  (subject  to  the 
dvil  service  laws  and  the  classification  act  of  1923.  as  smended)  to 
aiH>oint  and  fix  the  salaries  of  such  assisUnU  and  clerks,  and  is 
authorized  to  make  such  expenditure,  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  per- 
fonnance  of  the  dvtles  vested  in  him. 

Mr.  GEORGE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BLEA8E.     Mr.  President ^     __. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  GeorgU 
vield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield.  ^     „       .        ^^.        u 

Mr  BLEA8E.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator,  before  he 
starts  his  argument,  why  this  officer  should  be  appointed  by  the 
President?  Aa  the  President  appoints  the  commLssion  and  ia 
given  the  right  to  make  changes  to  suit  himself,  it  seems  to 
me  tluit  the  appointment  of  a  lawjer  to  represent  the  Interesta 
of  the  people  certainly  should  come  fr«n  some  other  source  than 
that  which  ai)points  the  commission.  It  seems  to  me  for  this 
officer  to  be  so  appointed  would  not  be  just  to  the  consumer 
and  might  not  afford  him  the  opportunity  properly  to  prepare 
and  present  his  case.  ^  «     .. 

Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  will  permit  me,  I  shall  try  to  cover  the  suggestion 
which  he  makes.    If  I  may  beg  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate 
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for  a  limited  Hmc,  I  should  like  to  say  that  the  amendment 
which  I  have  proposed  has  been  under  consideration  by  other 
Senators,  and  two  other  Senators  at  least  hare  made  sug- 
gestions relative  to  it.  Many  of  those  suggestions  have  be«i 
Incorporated  in  the  amendment  which  the  clerk  has  just  read. 
So  far  as  mere  details  are  concerned,  I  am  not  disposed  to 
raise  any  serious  question.  The  important  thing,  as  I  see  it, 
is  to  establish  the  ofllce  of  consumers'  counsel  in  the  Tariff 
Commission.  If  that  be  done,  I  think  we  shall  have  accom- 
pUshed  something  worth  while  in  the  consideration  of  the 
pendlQg  measure. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  read  by  the  clerk  iwt)pose8  to 
create  the  ofBce  of  consumers'  counsel  in  the  legislative  branch 
of  the  Government;  that  is,  to  create  the  ofBce  of  counsel  in 
the  Tariff  Commission. 

I  digress  to  say,  In  answer  to  the  question  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  that  it  would  be  quite  competent  for  the 
Congress  to  elect  the  consumers'  counsel ;  indeed,  it  would  be 
competent  for  Congress  to  elect  the  commission  itself,  because 
its  members  are  now.  under  an  amendment  which  has  been 
adopted,  ofBcers  in  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government. 
As  a  matter  of  convenience,  however,  it  seemed  wise,  to  me  at 
least,  as  it  did  to  those  who  had  charg*  of  the  amendment 
(3-eating  the  cwnmission  as  an  agency  in  the  legislative  branch 
of  the  Government,  to  leave  the  appointment  of  the  cMnmission 
with  the  President,  and  I  think,  therefore,  the  appointment  of 
the  consumers'  counsel  should  also  be  left  with  the  President.  Of 
cotirse,  the  commissioners  and  counsel,  if  counsel  be  authorised 
under  the  pending  amendment,  would  be  subject  to  confirmation 
by  the  Senate. 

I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  tlie  Senate  to  the  fact 
that  if  the  consumers'  counsel  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Com- 
mission shall  be  created — that  is  to  say,  if  that  office  be  estab- 
lished In  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government — certain 
results  would  follow.  The  Congress  might  elect  the  counsel 
and  the  Congress  might  prescribe  conditions  under  which  coxm- 
sel  could  be  removed.  Congress  might  elect  the  commissioners 
themselves  and  it  might  prescribe  the  conditions  upon  which 
the  commissioners  could  be  removed.  Unless  the  Congress 
should  prescribe  the  conditions  under  which  the  counsel  might 
be  removed  from  his  office,  perhaps  the  President  might  remove 
him  under  the  general  authority  given  him  by  the  Constitution, 
as  interpreted  in  the  case  of  The  United  States  against  Myers. 

The  office  of  consumers'  counsel  would  be  an  independent 
office  created  in  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government,  just 
as  is  the  commission.  It  is,  therefore,  quite  competent  now 
and  will  be  competent  hereafter  for  the  Congress  Itself  to  pro- 
vide for  the  election  of  this  officer,  and  also  to  provide  the 
conditions  under  which  the  officer  might  be  removed;  but  for 
the  time  being,  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  expedient 
to  leave  the  appointment  of  the  counsel  to  the  President,  by 
and  with  th«  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  Just  as  is  done 
in  the  case  of  the  commi^oners  themselves. 

Mr.  OVBUMAN.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE   PRESIDENT.    Does  the   Sraator  from   Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  froaa  North  Carolina? 
Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  I  am  indined  to  agree  with  the  Senator ;  I 
think  his  amendment  would  be  a  very  wise  iHrovision,  except 
that  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  explain  the  last  clause 
of  the  amendment,  which  looks  to  me  as  though  it  would  pro- 
vide for  the  bailding  up  of  a  separate  bureau  in  the  commission. 
The  amendment  provides  for  employing  assistants  and  clerks 
under  the  civil  service.  Why  should  the  proposed  consumers' 
counsel  need  a  corps  of  clerks,  chiefs  of  bureaus,  and  so  forth? 
I  think  if  the  counsel  is  the  proper  kind  of  a  man  the  commis- 
sion ought  to  furnish  him  necessary  information.  Why  should 
we  provide  for  a  separate  bureau  in  the  commission  in  order 
to  furnish  him  information? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  will  be  glad  to  answer  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina,  although  I  should  prefer  to  pro- 
ceed with  a  general  statement  with  reference  to  the  amendment. 
However,  I  shall  digress  at  this  point  and  say  to  the  Senator 
that  the  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to  create  an  independent 
officer  in  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government,  an  officer 
independent  of  the  commission,  not  dependent  for  his  tenure  of 
office  upon  the  commission,  so  that  he  may  pr<^)erly  represent 
the  general  public  as  distinguished  from  the  parties  litigant 
who  may  ai>pear  before  the  commission  or  the  parties  In  Inter- 
est who  may  come  askUig  either  for  an  increaae  or  a  reduction 
in  tariff  rates. 

The  amendment  provides  that  the  counsel  himself  may  ap- 
point his  assistants,  may  select  his  experts,  and  may  take  care 
of  his  ofBce  expenses,  of  course,  subject  to  congressional  limita- 
tion and  under  the  dvtl  service  act  and  reelassiflcatlon  act,  as 
amended.    Tlie  porpoee  of  the  unendment  la  to  glTe  to  hia  the 
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utmost  freedom  of  action  and  to  take  him  out  from  under  the 
influence  and  restraint  of  the  commission  itself.  If  the  commis- 
sion should  be  disposed  to  control  his  activities  by  limiting  and 
circumscribing  the  force  with  which  he  would  have  to  work. 
[  do  not  anticipate  that  the  commission  would  assume  that 
attitude  toward  the  counsel  if  the  counsel  should  be  created, 
but  it  seems  to  me  to  be  highly  desirable  to  leave  him  entirely 
independent  of  the  conmiLssion  in  order  that  he  may  be  perfectly 
free  to  perform  the  functions  which  we  hope  he  may  perform. 
Upon  the  point  raised  by  the  Senator,  I  should  not  be  greatly 
concerned. 

If  it  is  the  judgment  of  the  Senate  that  the  counsel's  office 
and  his  clerical  help  and  his  assistants  ought  to  be  fumlshetl 
upon  his  request  by  the  commission  and  paid  by  the  commission, 
I  say  I  should  not  be  greatly  concerned,  because  if  the  commis- 
sion were  disposed  to  control  the  activities  of  the  counsel,  the 
legislative  branch  of  the  Government  would  have  the  power  at 
any  time  in  the  future  to  correct  whatever  disposition  in  that 
direction  might  be  developed  by  the  commission.  But,  for  the 
time  being,  the  amendment  proposes  the  creation  of  a  counsel, 
gives  to  the  President  the  power  to  appoint  him,  by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  and  gives  to  the  counsel 
when  created  the  power  to  select,  under  the  limitations  stated, 
of  course,  his  own  clerical  help  and  his  own  expert  assistants 
or  advisers. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  seeks  to  create  a  consumers* 
counsel  for  the  purpose  of  having  the  counsel  represent  the  trcn- 
eral  public,  the  consumers,  in  all  Investigations  carried  on  by 
the  Tariff  Commission ;  but  it  seeks  more  than  that — and  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  this  fact— it  seeks  to  give  to  the 
counsel  the  power  to  initiate  a  proceeding  before  the  commission 
whenever  he  deems  it  to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  public  to  do  so. 
In  other  words,  it  gives  him  the  ixiwer  to  initiate  a  proceeding 
with  respect  to  rates  or  reclassification  of  any  of  the  articles 
covered  by  the  tariff  act.  It  gives  him  the  power  to  have  com- 
pul.sory  process;  that  is  to  say,  he  may  call  upon  the  commission 
to  have  produced  for  his  consideration  any  testimony  or  any 
evidence  or  any  facts  whether  in  the  possession  of  exporters, 
producers  of  raw  materials  or  producers  of  finished  articles. 
Without  such  power  of  initiation  and  without  the  power  of  com- 
pulsory process  through  the  commission,  it  is  obvious  the  counsel 
would  be  handicapped  from  the  beginning. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President — - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  in  the  chair).    Does 
the  Senator  from  Geortria  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr.  GEORGE.     I  will  yield  for  a  question  at  this  time,  and 
later  for  any  observations, 

Mr,  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  wish  to  interrupt  the  Senator 
except  to  ask  him  a  question. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  notice  the  last  paragraph  of  the  amend- 
ment provides  that  the  people's  counsel  shall  be  permitted  to 
select  such  assistants  as  he  may  need  subject  to  the  civil  service 
laws  and  the  classification  act.  Does  the  Senator  think  that 
the  people's  counsel  ought  to  be  required  to  go  through  the  proc- 
esses of  the  civil  service  in  selecting  his  assistant  counsel?  I 
can  understand  why  that  requirement  ought  to  a]K>Iy  to  clerks 
under  him,  but  is  it  not  essential,  if  the  people's  counsel  Is  to 
be  of  any  value,  that  he  shall  not  only  himself  be  in  sympathy 
with  the  people's  side  of  any  controversy  of  this  character,  but 
that  his  assistants  shall  likewise  be  in  such  sympathy,  and  will 
we  always  be  sure  of  that  if  he  has  to  go  through  the  civil-serv- 
ice route  In  order  to  get  lawyers  to  assist  him  In  the  performance 
of  his  duties? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  a  matter  about  whldi  Senators  may 
differ.  Personally,  I  think  that  all  of  the  personnel  of  the 
office  of  the  counsel  onght  to  come  under  the  civU  service  law, 
and  I  think  that  he  would  be  left  in  a  position  in  which  he  could 
very  well  protect  him*'lf  under  the  provisions  of  the  amend- 
ment as  It  has  been  proposed.  But,  as  I  have  said.  Senators 
may  differ  about  that.  There  are  St'nators  who  do  not  believe 
that  an  officer  of  this  character,  if  one  Is  to  be  created,  .should 
be  hampered  by  civil-service  restrictitms.  I  took  the  contrary 
view,  but  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  that  particular  yh&se  of  the 
amendment  is  not  the  important  thing  in  the  amendment  as  I 
see  it,  although  it  is,  of  course,  important  within  itself. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  .somewhat  sympathetic  with  the  sug- 
gestion made  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  BakkuttI.  I 
think  it  will  be  necessary  for  the  counsel  to  have  assistant  coun- 
sel, and  I  think  the  Senate  onght  to  make  that  an  exception, 
that  the  amendment  should  provide  that  all  other  employeea 
shall  be  selected  according  to  civil-service  rules,  but  the  assist- 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


4615 


ant  counsel.  In  my  judgment,  ought  not  to  be  subject  to  that 
requirement.  The  Senator  might  very  easily  provide  for  that 
by  saying  "  exc^t  the  assistant  counsri."  I  merely  make  that 
as  a  suggestion. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  for 
his  suggestion,  and  during  ,the  pendency  of  the  amendment  I 
Shall  be  glad  to  give  further  consideration  to  the  suggestion. 
Of  course,  if  the  as.sistant  coun.sol  is  to  he  appointed  by  the  coun- 
sel without  regard  to  the  civil  service  law,  then  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  fix  his  salary  in  this  act,  because  otherwise  he  would 
receive  no  aid  from  the  cla.S8ifii:^tion  or  civil  service  law. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  perfectly  obvious  that  in  all  tariff  making, 
whether  tariff  rates  be  made  by  the  Congress  or  by  the  commis- 
sion, the  parties  who  usually  and  generally  appear  are.  first,  the 
producers  of  finished  articles  or  of  raw  materials,  and,  second. 
Importers,  those  who  desire  a  reduction  In  duty.  The  producer 
of  flnLslu^  articles  or  the  pnxiucer  of  raw  materials,  of  course, 
is  interested  generally  in  an  incTease  in  duties.  It  is  simply 
stating  the  obvious  to  say  that  the  producer  of  finished  articles 
or  the  producer  of  raw  material  has  a  commercial  interest  in 
the  matter  which  he  presents  to  the  commission ;  he  has  a  com- 
mercial, a  direct  financial  interest  in  the  results  of  the  commis- 
sion's decision. 

Likewise,  the  importer  has  a  commercial  Interest  equally  as 
direct.  He  has  a  direct  financial  interest  in  the  result  of  the 
commission's  ruling  or  finding,  and  in  all  tariff  making  the  par- 
ties who  usually  appear  in  person,  by  agents,  through  lobbies, 
or  otherwise,  represent  the  producers  of  raw  materials,  of  fin- 
ished articles,  and  those  who  are  intfrosted  in  a  reduced  rate  of 
duty,  as  in'  the  case  of  Importers.  The  commercial  interest  of 
all  three  classes  to  which  I  have  referrerl  Is,  of  course,  obvious, 
and  no  criticism  is  intended,  becau.se  they  have  a  legitimate 
interest  and  right  to  api)ear. 

The  consumer  is  invisible.  He  is  inarticulate  for  the  most 
part.  It  is  true  that  he  may  appear  and  be  heard  before  the 
committees  of  the  Congress.  He  may  appear  and  be  heard 
upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  through  individual  Menil>ers  of  the 
Senate.  When  tariff  making  is  before  the  commission  he  may 
appear  and  be  hesird  by  the  commission ;  but  under  the  present 
law  he  has  very  limited  rights  in  making  his  appearance  before 
the  commission,  as  I  understand  the  practice  under  the  rules 
establisheil  by  the  commission.  But,  at  any  rate,  he  is  not  a 
direct  party  in  interest  He  has  not  the  standing  of  other  direct 
parties  in  interest  He  has  not  the  standing  of  the  manufac- 
turer. He  has  not  the  standing  of  the  producer  of  the  raw 
material.  He  has  not  the  standing  <»f  the  im[>orter  in  a  case 
where  the  importer  has  asked  for  a  retluction  of  duty. 

It  may  be  said,  and  of  course  it  will  be  said,  that  the  Senate 
Itself  represents  the  consumer.  So  the  Senate  does  represent 
the  consumer.  The  House  represents  the  consumer.  The  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  and  tlie  Finance  Committee  represent  the 
consumer;  but  I  am  stating  another  obvious  fact  when  I  say 
that  the  Members  of  the  House  and  the  Meml)ers  of  the  Senate 
nee<l  Information  in  order  properly  to  represent  the  consumer, 
in  order  properly  to  represent  and  to  present  the  interests  of 
the  general  consumer  in  tariff  legi.sIatIon.  The  consumer  may 
not  always  be  Interested  in  an  increase  In  a  rate  of  duty,  nor 
may  he  always  be  intereste<l  in  a  reduction  in  a  rate  of  duty; 
but  whatever  his  true  interest  may  be,  the  Congress  itself,  If  it 
is  properly  to  represent  the  consumer,  should  have  accurate 
information  gatliered  upon  the  initiative  of  the  consumer 
himself. 

Mr.  President,  It  \\ill,  of  course,  be  said  that  the  commission 
is  to  represent  the  consumer.  I  grant  you  that  the  commission 
is  to  represent  the  consumer;  that  the  commission  is  to  take 
care  of  the  public  interest.  I  do  not  dispute  that  fact,  but  J  ask 
Senators  to  consider  this  amendment  upon  its  merits. 

We  have  but  one  light  by  which  to  guide  our  feet,  and  that  is 
the  lamp  of  experience,  now  as  In  the  past.  The  Tariff  Com- 
mis-sion  was  created  In  1922.  Since  1922.  508  appllcaUons  have 
been  made  to  the  commission.  Those  598  applications  covered 
3"»2  commodities.  Very  well.  Ix>t  us  assume  that  the  Tariff 
CommLsslon  will  represent  the  consumer,  will  represent  the  pub- 
lic interest.  Since  1922  the  commission  has  had  before  it  invi- 
tations to  make  Investigations  only  into  3.'52  commodities. 

The  commission  has  ordered  investigations  in  wily  82  cases 
filed  with  it  I  am  assuming  that  the  commission  has  worked 
with  as  much  rapidity  and  expedition  as  possible.  I  am  assum- 
ing that  it  has  been  duly  diligent  In  all  respects.  But  necessarily 
the  commission  has  devoted  Its  attention  to  the  requests  made 
by  intere.st«'d  parties,  because,  on  the  face  of  the  record,  the 
commTs.sIon  has  not  yet  been  aWe  to  dispose  of  the  352  com- 
modities brought  to  its  attention  by  petition.  It  has  ordered 
Investigations  in  82  cases  only ;  and  there  yet  remains  upon  its 
desk  many  petitions,  all  of  which  hare  been  filed  by  the  pro- 


ducer  of  the  flniabed  article  or  the  producer  of  raw  material 
or  the  importer,  all  of  which  are  being  pressed  upon  the  com- 
mission by  interests  having  direct  commercial  or  financial  in- 
terests in  the  outcome. 

Ijet  us  assume  that  the  commission  is  operating  under  the 
legislative  fiexible  provision  of  the  act  as  it  now  stands,  or  la 
operating  under  the  provision  of  present  section  316.  Take 
either  case.  It  is  perfectly  obvl<ms  that  the  commission  will 
spend  Its  time,  and  it  will  be  required  to  sqx'nd  Its  time.  In 
investigating  cases  brought  to  it  by  manufacturers,  and  in  some 
Instances  by  producers  of  raw  material,  and  in  other  instances, 
let  us  say,  by  the  importers  of  the  raw  or  finished  products. 
The  point  is  that  it  will  spend  its  time,  and  It  must  necessarily 
spend  its  time,  in  the  investigation  of  cases  brought  to  it  by 
interested  jiarties,  by  people  having  special  interests  to  serve. 
Three  hundred  and  fifty-two  commodities  have  been  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  commission  through  petition.  Five  hun- 
dred and  ninety-eight  petitions  in  all  have  been  filed  with  it, 
but  referring  to  only  362  commodities.  Literally,  there  are 
thousands  of  commo<lities  and  of  articles  in  which  the  general 
consumer  is  interested.  In  which  he  ha.v.  a  vital  stake.  If  there 
be  no  one  who  is  empowered  to  represent  him ;  if  there  be  no 
ontf  charged  with  the  e^>ecial  duty  of  appearing  before  the  com- 
mission and  asking  an  investigation  into  those  rates,  those 
duties  in  which  he  has  a  special  interest  the  commission  will 
exhaust  its  energies,  will  spend  its  time — because  here  is  a 
recofrd;  there  is  no  occasion  to  argue  about  it — without  giving 
consideration  to  the  consumer,  except  as  his  Interest  is  involved 
or  may  be  involved  and  it  is  involved  in  the  698  petitions  which 
have  been  filed  with  the  commission. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Mr.  President  vidU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Speaking  with  entire  sympathy  with 
the  Senator's  objective,  may  I  ask  his  view  on  this  phase  of 
the  amendment:  He  identifies  the  Interest  of  the  consuming 
public  as  being  a  specific  and  particular  interest,  apart  by 
itself.  I  am  wondering  whether,  in  his  judgment,  that  carries 
the  implication  that  the  consuming  public's  sole  interest  might 
be  in  preventing  an  increase  in  price  levels. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh.  no;  I  thought  I  made  myself  clear  on 
that  point  The  consuming  public's  interest  may  be  segregated, 
so  to  speak,  in  the  amendment ;  but  it  is  only  because  I  wish  to 
make  certain  that  that  interest  will  be  represented  before  the 
Tariff  Commission.  The  consuming  public  possibly  may  be 
interested  in  an  increase  in  duty  as  well  as  in  a  reduction  in 
duty.  I  do  not  take  the  view  that  the  true  interest  of  the  con- 
suming public  in  every  instance  is  oi^KKSed  to  tne  mceresi  ot  tne 
producer  of  finished  articles,  or  of  the  producer  of  raw  nratcrials, 
or  in  every  instance  that  the  consuming  public's  Interest  is 
identical  with  that  of  the  importer — ^by  no  means.  That  is  not 
the  position  I  desire  to  take  in  offering  this  amendment. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDI.NG  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the  Senator  fr<Mn  Michigan? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  do. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Will  the  Senator  give  us  an  illnstration  of 
how  a  consumer  might  be  interested  in  an  increase  in  the  rate? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  that 
subject  right  now.  When  we  reach  the  rate  schedules  I  am 
going  to  try  to  convince  some  of  my  friends  across  the  aisle  that 
there  are  some  consumers  down  my  way  who  would  be  interested 
in  some  increases  in  rates ;  but  that  will  lead  me  too  far  afield 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  If  we  are  to  pass  upon  this  amendment  now, 
should  we  not  have  an  illustration  of  how  a  consumer  before 
the  Tariff  C-ommission  might  be  advocating  an  increa.se  in  the 
rate?     In  other  words.  It  seems  to  me  It  Is  one-sided  otherwise. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  generally  speaking,  of  course 
the  consumer  is  interestefJ  in  reasonable  rates ;  but  it  would  by 
no  means  follow  that  the  consumer's  best  interest  would  be 
served  by  a  reductimi  in  rates  beyond  a  point  which  might  react 
unfavorably  upon  the  whole  mass  of  our  population,  including 
the  consumer  as  well  as  the  producer  of  the  manufactured 
product  or  of  raw  materials. 

Let  me  proceed  just  a  little  further. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  recognized,  and  I  desire  to  recognize, 
the  fact  that  in  tariff  making  the  Congress  directly,  and  through 
Its  agency,  the  Tariff  Commission,  will  seek,  of  course,  to  pro- 
tect the  Interest  of  the  consumer.  But  the  consumers  are  not 
organized— that  is,  generally  speaking,  they  are  not  Even 
where  they  are  organhsed,  the  interest  of  the  consumer  Is  so 
infinitesimal,  considered  as  an  inflivldual,  that  he  doc^  not  feel 
warranted,  and  he  is  not  warranted.  In  appearing  either  before 
the  comnrittees  of  the  Congress  or  before  the  Tariff  Commission. 
C<«8amers  as  a  dasa  are  widdy  scattered.    The  interest  of 
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any  one  partlmlar  conanmer  simply  doe«  not  Jiwtlfy  the  appear- 
ance ot  the  Gonsamer  lu  tariff  battles. 

Mr.  8IMM0N8.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Geofiria 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Seiator. 

Mr'  SIMMONS.  If  the  interest  of  any  particolar  consumer 
were  80  srreat  as  to  jtistlfy  his  appearance,  is  there  anything 
In  the  present  law  that  would  permit  him  to  employ  counsel 
and  intervene,  as  the  Senators  amendment  pn^wees  hereafter 

to  permit  him  to  do?  ^  .        ^    4     »,#- 

Mr  GEORGE,  There  Is  nothing  tn  the  present  law  to  Justify 
him  in  doing  so.  I  think ;  and  if  fie  were  permitted  to  appear 
and  even  to  Interrogate  witnesses  It  would  be  by  the  grace,  at 
least  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

But,  Mr.  President,  the  applicant  for  an  increase  in  rate, 
whatever  the  interest  of  the  consumer,  the  applicant  for  a  reduc- 
tion in  rate,  whatever  the  true  interest  of  the  consumer  in  that 
application,  are  both  represented  in  every  instance  by  special 
counsel  or  agent.  That  is  to  say.  some  special  representaUve 
appears  for  the  manufacturer,  appears  for  the  producer  of 
dairy  products  or  of  fruits  or  of  vegetables :  and  likewise  some 
special  representative  appears  for  the  importer.  Those  spwrial 
representatives,  of  course,  are  able  to  make  special  preiiaration, 
and  are  able  to  present  all  of  the  facts  to  the  commission. 
They  are  able  to  urge  with  great  force  their  views  upon  the 
commission.  Assuming  that  they  present  nothing  but  the  facts, 
nevertheless  the  interest  of  the  consumer  in  that  investigation 
is  not  directly  represented.  It  is  not  specially  represented. 
The  point  tliat  I  seek  to  make,  however,  is  that  the  number  of 
cases  brought  by  manufacturers  or  producers  or  Importei-s  is 
necessarily  limited,  and  the  commission  will  necessarily  give 
it.s  entire  time  to  cases  pending  before  It;  and  none  will  be 
brought  in  behalf  of  the  great  body  of  the  consumers  unless 
there  is  special  counsel  charged  with  the  special  responsibility 
and  jluty  of  presenting  the  consumer's  view  with  respect  to  otlier 
commodities  than  those  covered  in  the  apiHications  of  manu- 
facturers,   producers,    or    importers   pending    before   the   com- 

mis.sioi».  J  ,^. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  misspoke  himself  when  he 
said  there  was  nothing  in  tUe  existing  law  that  would" authorize 
any  consumer  to  api>ear  in  any  of  the  hearings.  I  call  the 
Senator's  attention  to  paragraph  (e),  "Investigations  by  com- 
mission." I  am  now  referring  to  the  existing  law,  to  which  the 
Senator  referred.    It  reads  as  follows : 

The  commission  shall  give  reasonable  pnblic  notice  of  lt»  hearings, 
and  aball  give  r«««onable  opportnnlty  to  partiea  interested  to  be  present, 
to  produce  evidence,  and  to  be  tieard. 

That  Is  the  existing  law, 

Mr.  GEORGE,    I  understand, 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  may  have  misunderstood  the  Senator. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  may  be  in  error,  but  I  do  not  believe  the 
commission  has  recogni«e<l  the  general  consumer  as  a  party  in 
interest. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Under  the  law  the  general  consumer  has  the 
right,  as  I  have  already  shown  by  reading  the  law,  to  be 
present. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  the  commission 
has  recognized  that  the  general  consumer,  In  no  way  interested 
in  the  pro<luction  or  in  no  way  interested  in  the  importation 
of  a  particular  article,  is  a  party  in  interest.  Even  if  he  were, 
the  general  consumer  will  not,  and  he  can  not  as  a  matter  of 
economy,  because  his  interest  is  so  negligible,  emj^oy  special 
c«>unsel  to  make  appearance  before  the  ct^mmission  and  to 
present  his  case. 

Mr.  President.  I  come  now  to  what  is  much  more  fundamental 
in  this  amendment  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  consumer  has  been 
invisible  in  all  of  the  hearings  before  the  commission  during 
the  past  seven  years,  I  do  not  want  to  go  over  that.  The 
ie<-ord  has  been  spread  before  the  Senate.  In  the  37  cases  in 
which  the  commission  has  recommended  increases  or  decreases, 
32  of  them  have  called  for  increases  in  duty.  Let  us  assume 
that,  perhaps,  the  consumers*  interest  was  not  adversely  affected 
in  each  instance  in  which  the  rates  of  duty  was  increased ;  the 
fact  remains,  nevertheless,  that  in  five  cases  only,  wh«i  I  ob- 
tained my  figures  from  the  commission,  had  the  conunission 
recommended  a  reduction  in  duty. 

TheHtruth  Is  that  the  general  consumer,  not  occupying  the 
status  of  a  producer  as  well,  or  an  importer,  has  been  invisible 
In  the  Tariff  Commission  for  seven  years;  he  has  simply  been 
nonexistent 

Mr.  VANBENBKBO  and  Mr.  HASTINGS  ^dressed  the  Chair. 
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n  e  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Doea  the  S«iator  from  OeorgU 
yleU  ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

M  '.  GEORGE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 
M-  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator  now  is  back  to  the  point 
of  uy  original  question,  and  if  he  wUl  permit,  I  would  like  to 
pure  ue  it  just  a  moment  In  each  one  of  those  instances,  is  It 
not  a  matter  of  argument  as  to  what  Uie  interest  of  the  cobP' 
sum  ng  public  is? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  have  conceded  that, 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Who,  under  the  Senator's  amendment, 
won  (1  determine  the  interest  of  the  consuming  public?     Would 
it  b<(  the  legislative  counsel? 
Mr.  GEORGE.     I  think  so. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Suppose  the  tariff  on  hides  were  under 
con.H  deration ;  what  would  be  the  consuming  public?  Would  it 
be  t  e  leather  market  which  buys  the  hiiles  to  make  into  leather, 
or  M  ould  it  be  the  shoe  market  which  uses  the  l««ather  made  from 
the  lides?  Is  it  the  final  consunUng  public  that  would  in  e«ch 
Insb  nee  govern  the  action  of  counsel  ? 

M  r.  GE<3RGE.  Mr.  Presldwit  that  is  my  conception  of  it.  I 
do  t  ot  mean  to  say  that  intermediate  consumers  or  processors 
may  not  have  an  interest  which  shouUl  be  regarded;  I  have 
conf  eded  that  But  I  do  not  want  to  debate  the  question.  My 
conception  of  it  is  that  the  ultimate  consumer  is  the  man  who 
ueei  s  protection,  is  now  unreprt'sented,  and  has  sucli  a  ueKligihle 
inte  est  in  each  pending  controversy  as  to  make  it  impracticable 
for  lim  to  appear  by  counsel,  even  if,  under  existing  law,  he 
has  that  right  ,        ,      , 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  think  the  Senator's  basic  point  is  well 
tak<n,  but  it  occurs  to  me  that  the  phrase  "  cun.surain;,'  public" 
is  s<  I  loose  that  his  further  discussion  to  identify  it  will  be  help- 
ful n  the  event  that  Uie  position  is  established. 
Mr.  GEORGE.  Now,  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware. 
M  r.  HASTINGS.  Mr.  President  I  wanted  to  inquire  whether 
thelrariff  Commission  is  not,  in  a  sense,  similar  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  and  whether  it  has  ever  been  suggested 
tha  liefore  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis.slon  there  be  a  con- 
sun  ers'  counsel. 

\  r.  GEORGE.  No,  Mr.  President ;  but  every  Senator  who 
has  .served  here  any  length  of  time  I  think  is  prepared  to  ac- 
cep  the  statement  that  if  in  the  beginning  a  people's  counsel 
had  been  appointetl  to  represent  the  interests  of  the  general 
com  lumer.  whose  individual  interest  was  su  ueglitdble  as  to  make 
it  ij  convenient  if  not  impossible,  for  him  to  appear,  and  present 
his  L-aus^  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  it  would 
have  been  much  better.  If  tlie  Senator  will  permit  me,  I  will 
get  to  that  pf>int  in  the  discussion. 

The  essential  basis  of  the  amwidraent  is  not  that  the  commis- 
sioi  will  be  in  every  instance  partisan,  that  it  will  be  unfair, 
tha ;  it  will  close  its  eyes  to  the  public  interest  That  is  not  the 
has  s  of  this  amendment 

I  have  said  that  we  have  but  one  light  by  which  to  guide  our 
f ee  ,  and  that  is  the  lamp  of  experience,  and  I  invite  any  im- 
paitial  man  to  scrutinize  the  history  of  our  Tariff  Commission. 
Th(?  amendment  does  not  pr«.»ceed  upon  the  a.ssumption  that  the 
commission  will  represent  only  special  interests,  whether  the 
pre  [lijcer  of  finished  articles  or  of  raw  materials,  the  farmer,  if 
yoi   please,  or  the  importer. 

I  :ow,  I  come  to  what  I  want  to  say  finally  on  this  amendment 
In  the  insertion  of  the  legislative  flexible-tariff  provision,  now 
in  the  bill,  the  one  essential  step  has  been  taken  toward  the 
taking  of  the  tariff  out  of  politics,  or  politics  out  of  tariff  mak- 
ing. I  do  not  say  that  the  two  will  l>e  completely  divorced,  by 
no  means,  but  under  the  present  U'gislative  flexible  provision  it 
Is  i  or  the  first  time  possible  to  begin  the  separation  of  these  two  ; 
thi  t  is,  the  separation  of  scientific  tariff  making  from  the  loflu- 
en<e  and  control  of  politics. 

'.  do  not  care  to  rei)eat  the  arguments  heretofore  made,  but 
as  ong  as  the  Tariff  Commission  must  neeesj^ariiy  i-epreseut  the 
vie  ws  of  the  Executive,  and  as  long  as  its  report  Is  made  to  the 
Executive,  and  must  have  the  Executive's  approval  only,  we 
wi  1  have  a  partisan  conclusion  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  or  a 
coi  elusion  that  will  represent  one  view  of  the  great  economic 
pr<hlem  involved  in  protective-tariff  making. 

Jnder  the  l^lslative  flexible  provision  the  findings  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  must  come  t)ack  to  Congress.  The  commis- 
sidD  will  make  its  findings  and  its  conclusions  with  full  knowl- 
edi  :e  that  they  must  hrfve  the  support  of  facts,  because  in  the 
Co  igress  at  any  time  there  will  be  enough  independent  men  to 
8e<  that  the  report  of  the  commission,  founded  upon  a  one-sided, 
a  wrtial,  a  biased,  view  of  the  question,  would  be  rejected,  to 
th(  (  hurt  of  the  interests  that  sought  to  infiuence  that  conclusion. 
It.  HASTINGS.  Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  yield  fur- 
th  <r? 

ir.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 


Mr.  HASTINGS.  If  that  be  true,  does  not  that  make  the  leg- 
islative counsel  unnecessary? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh,  no,  Mr.  President;  but  will  the  Senator 
let  me  reach  that  Just  a  little  later  on  ? 

Under  the  legislative  flexible  provision,  p<riitic8,  as  I  have  said, 
will  not  be  banished  altogether,  because  the  commission  will  send 
its  report  to  the  Congress,  but  the  report  must  be  based  and 
gmunded  upon  facts,  upon  facts  which  may  be  considered  in  the 
light  of  day,  fairly  and  Justly  weighed  in  the  important  matter 
of  tariff  making,  or  else  the  findings  and  conclusions  of  the  com- 
mission will  be  exposed  to  the  pitiless  gaze  of  the  country,  and 
will  be  condemned,  as  they  ought  to  be  condemned. 

We  have  taken  the  first  step  toward  the  elimination  of  politics 
from  tariff  making  in  the  adoption  of  the  legislative  flexible 
provision  in  the  tariff  bill.  It  is  the  one  lil)eral  idea  thus  far 
adopted  by  the  Senate  of  primary  importance  and  consequence 
in  tlie  considenition  of  this  bill. 

If  the  administration  is  far  visioned  enough — and  I  measure 
my  words — to  accept  it,  the  day  will  come  when  my  statement 
will  be  justified,  in  that  politics  will  play  but  little  part  in  the 
findings  of  the  commi.ssion,  which  must  submit  its  report  to 
pitiless  debate  in  this  open  iorum  and  in  the  other  branch  of  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  President  this  is  the  basis  upon  which  I  ask  the  Senate 
to  accept  the  amendment,  let  me  rei)eat,  not  that  I  suspect  the 
commission,  not  because  I  think  it  will  be  biased  and  prejudiced, 
not  because  I  think  it  will  represent  and  reflect  only  the  inter- 
ests of  producer  or  of  the  Importer,  as  the  case  nray  be,  with- 
out regard  to  the  interests  of  the  general  consumer,  not  for 
those  reasons,  though  they  obviously  play  some  part  in  any 
legitimate  discussion  of  the  amendment,  but  because  out  of  the 
great  multitude  of  cases  the  commission  will  be  called  upon  to 
Investigate  it  never  will  be  able  to  consider  cases  that  are  not 
presented  upon  petition,  that  are  not  brought  directly  to  its 
attention.  Its  history  demonstrates  it,  its  record  discloses  it, 
the  commission's  calendar  demonstrates  It  beyond  any  possible 
peradventure  of  doubt 

Therefore,  if  the  consumer  is  to  have  any  real  reprefsentation, 
if  anybody  is  to  look  through  the  thousands  and  thousands  of 
articles  and  commodities  that  are  being  brought  into  this  coun- 
try and  made  in  the  country  with  an  eye  single  to  the  Interest 
of  the  itublic  welfare,  of  the  general  consumers'  interest,  some 
one  must  be  designated  for  that  purpose,  because  the  ctmimis- 
sion  will  be  swamped,  as  it  has  been  swamped,  with  applications 
of  petitioners  having  a  8i)ecial  interest  in  the  outcome  of  the 
commission's  recommendations  or  findings. 

Mr.  HASTINGS  and  Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware  first 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  The  Senator  is  a  member  of  the  Finance 
Committee.  Hearings  were  had  before  that  committee  all  simi- 
mer  relative  to  the  tariff.  I  wanted  to  inquire  whether  there 
had  been  before  the  committee  any  representative  of  the  con- 
suming public. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  I  am  compelled  to  say  to  the 
Senator  that,  so  far  as  I  now  recall,  no  one  appeared  before  the 
subconmalttee  of  which  I  was  a  member  except  the  manufacturer 
or  the  producer  or  the  importer.  I  would  not  make  that  state- 
ment quite  so  broad  with  reference  to  the  general  committee 
sitting  for  the  consideration  of  certain  of  the  special  or  adminis- 
trative provisions  of  the  biil.  Some  one  may  have  appeared 
there  representing  exclusively  the  views  and  interests  of  the 
general  consumer. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  Does  not  the  Senator  believe  that  the  sub- 
committee on  which  he  served  got  all  of  the  facts  with  refer- 
ence to  the  subject  matter?  Are  they  now  before  the  Senate 
and  available  to  any  Senator?  If  that  be  true,  would  not  the 
same  plan  work  with  the  Tariff  Commission  if  it  were  as  fair 
as  the  subcommittee  no  doubt  has  been? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  can  speak  primarily  for  myself  and  I  think 
I  can  say  with  some  degree  of  certainty  that  I  did  not  get  all 
of  the  facts.  I  got  no  facts  except  the  facts  which  tlie  producer 
or  the  importer  brought  to  me,  and  in  many  instances  the 
Importer  himself  was  heard  with  great  Impatience — on  occa- 
sion at  least  I  will  say.  But  be  that  as  it  may,  I  got  no  facts 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  general  consumer  and  I  believe 
that  the  majority  of  the  committee,  if  they  were  polled  at  this 
time,  would  verify  the  statement  I  have  made. 

Where  the  Tariff  Commission  tias  made  Its  report  we  have 
had  .some  very  valuable  information  upon  which  we  could  act 
and  I  am  assximing  that  that  information  embraces  the  interests 
of  the  general  consumer  equally  with  the  Interests  of  the  pro- 
ducer or  the  importer  as  the  case  might  be.  But  the  Tariff 
1  Commission  has,  of  course,  confined  its  investigation  to  those 
1  cases  brought  by  the  manufacturer,  the  producer,  or  the  Im- 


porter. The  great  field  of  articles  and  products  In  the  United 
States  In  which  the  public  may  have  had  a  very  keen  and 
very  vital  interest  were  not  considered  by  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion and  will  not  be  considered  by  it  under  the  existing  legis- 
lative flexible  provisions  because  the  commisson,  of  course,  will 
follow  the  rule  of  giving  first  consideration  to  those  matters 
pressed  upon  it  by  parties  directly  interested  and  represented 
before  it 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Doea  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr,  GEORGE,     Certainly. 

Mr,  I>A  FOLLETTE.  I  do  not  wish  to  divert  the  Senator 
from  the  thread  of  his  very  able  argument  in  support  of  the 
amendment  There  is  one  suggestion,  however,  that  I  would 
like  to  emphasize  in  connection  with  it  One  of  the  critielsnis 
which  has  been  most  frequently  urged  by  con8er\'ative8  against 
the  independent  commission  created  by  Congress  has  been  that 
where  the  commission  Initiated  certain  cases  or  pnx'eedings  it 
thereby  lost  Its  semi  or  quasi  Judicial  attitude  and  became,  so 
to  speak,  for  the  moment,  the  Initiator  or  prosecutor  of  a  par^ 
ticular  case. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  suggestion.  I 
was  just  about  to  discuss  it     • 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  amendment 
should  appeal  to  every  lawyer  in  the  Senate  because  If  the 
Senator's  amendment  should  prevail  then  in  the  future  tlie  re- 
sponsibility for  the  initiation  of  cases  will  rest  most  largely 
upon  the  counsel  for  the  consumer  and  that  vrtll  then  leave  the 
members  of  the  commission  In  a  quasi  Judicial  attitude  and 
enable  them  to  sit  more  ns  a  court  would  sit  upon  the  proceed- 
ings than  is  possible  without  the  application  of  the  principle 
involved  in  the  Senator's  amendment 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  suggestion.  I 
was  about  to  advance  that  particular  thought  as  the  real  founda- 
tion of  the  amendment. 

The  courts  of  the  country  administer  the  law.  They  are 
charged  with  the  admlni.stration  of  justice,  of  course,  in  ordinary 
legal  proceedings.  But  if  the  court  should  become  the  advocate 
of  one  party  to  the  cause,  It  would  soon  lose  Its  standing  and 
Its  character  as  a  court  It  would  forfeit  its  right  to  public 
confidence  and  to  public  esteem  and  to  public  respect,  though  the 
court  might  be  moved  by  the  very  highest  motives.  The  c<iurt, 
of  course,  does  not  willingly  and  openly  wink  at  an  injustice. 
The  court  will  Interpose  Its  power  to  prevent  injustice.  But  If 
the  court  Is  called  upon  to  assume  the  attitude  of  advocate  in 
every  case  then  the  court  is  doomed,  because  no  court  under  our 
system  of  p(^ular  government  could  retain  the  respect  of  the 
people  if  it  were  compelled  to  become  a  partisan  In  each  case. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr,  OVERMAN.  As  I  said,  I  see  no  necessity  for  appointing 
a  different  sort  of  bureau  composed  of  clerks,  agents,  stenog- 
raphers, and  experts  to  do  the  work.  The  commission  is  taking 
the  testimony  on  both  sides  and  it  has  its  experts,  so  that  the 
Senator  is  proposing  a  duplication  and  would  have  one  bureau 
contending  against  another  bureau.  My  idea  is  that  counsel 
ought  to  be  employed  to  appear  and  take  the  testimony  and 
make  his  argument  ui>on  the  te.stimony  taken  before  the  com- 
mission. As  I  understand  it,  the  experts  of  the  commission  get 
all  the  facts.  Why  have  another  fact-finding  bureau  that  may 
expand  as  other  bureaus  have  done?  We  know  how  these  gov- 
emmMital  bureaus  grow.  It  may  cost  the  Government  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  dollars  just  to  have  a  different  sort  of  bnreau 
so  that  It  may  contend  against  another  already  existing  bureau. 
My  idea  is  that  we  ought  to  have  a  good  counsel  to  apr>ear  for 
the  consumer  upon  the  facts  found  by  the  commission,  but  we 
do  not  want  another  fact-finding  commission  than  the  existing 
commission  itself. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  counsel,  which  the  amendment  proposes  to 
create,  will  appear  before  the  commission.  It  will  be  his  duty 
to  appear  before  the  commission.  It  will  he  his  duty  to  examine 
witnesses.  It  will  be  his  duty  to  make  arguments.  But  if  he 
does  not  know  some  facts  which  he  has  found  through  independ- 
ent investigation  and  upon  an  indeiiendent  and  unbiased  invea- 
tlgation  of  facts  prior  to  the  time  he  goes  before  the  commission, 
he  will  simply  be  taking  the  testimony  offered  by  the  manufac- 
turer on  the  one  hand  or  the  Importer  on  the  other  hand,  as  the 
case  may  be. 

There  is  no  bureau  created,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina.  There  is  nothing  created  but  the  office  of  the 
people's  counsel,  whose  duty  it  will  be  to  do  precisely  the  things 
which  the  Senator  has  enumerated,  but  he  is  given  an  oflice  in 
which  to  do  his  work,  and  he  must  of  course,  have  certain  deri- 
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cal  Ijelp  in  order  to  enable  him  to  do  that  work.  If  he  does  It 
efficiently  he  must  have  an  assistant  and  an  expert  who  doee 
not  derive  his  pay  nor  take  his  slant  or  bias  of  opinion  from 
the  couimissioiis  experts,  who  may  be  likewise  working  upon 

Mr  OVERMAN.  Would  the  Senator  say  that  the  commission 
is  not  an  Impartial  commission,  that  it  does  not  pet  the  true 
facts  in  taking  the  testimony,  that  It  does  not  give  the  facts 
regarding  the  particular  contest  before  it,  and  that  its  experts 
do  not  report  all  the  facts  to  it? 

Mr  GEORGE.  I  have  tried  to  make  my  position  clear.  1 
will  sav  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  that  the  commis- 
sion entertains  the  petition  filed  before  it  The  peUtion  is  filed 
by  a  manufacturer  or  a  protlucer  or  an  importer.  Then  In  that 
particular  case  the  commission  undertakes  Its  own  investiga- 
tion I  have  assumed  that  the  commission  must  hear  all  of  the 
facts  but  I  have  argued  and  I  have  asked  the  Senator  to  con- 
sider' that  out  of  llteraUy  over  a  million  articles  of  commerce, 
as  I  believe  It  is  now  stated  exist,  the  petitions  filed  before  the 
commission  in  the  last  seven  years  related  to  only  352  commodi- 
ties, and  those  are  commo<Utles  In  which  manufacturera  or  im- 
p«>rter8  are  primarily  Interested  and  as  to  which  they  beUeve 
-Ihey  could  get  what  they  wanted;  that  la,  an  increase  or  de- 

crea.4e  In  rates.  .     .  „  ^u  * 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  tell  roe  that 
when  a  petition  is  flle«l  the  commission  dot's  not  take  the  facts 
ou  both  sides  of  the  matter  and  look  at  them  Impartially  and 
try  to  make  up  its  conclusions  fri«n  the  facts  as  obtained  from 
the  experts  and  clerks  who  have  gone  out  to  investigate  the 
facts? 

Mr.  OEORGR  I  am  not  arguing  the  amendment  upon  that 
basis.  I  am  seeking  to  get  It  above  that  consideration.  But  let 
us  grant  that  Is  true.  When  the  commission  In  seven  years, 
looking  to  the  petlUons  actually  filed  with  It.  has  noticed  only 
So2  commotUties.  or  only  a  portion  of  that  limited  number,  why 
should  not  the  general  consumer  have  miue  counsel  charged 
with  the  responsibility  and  duty  of  presenting  petitions  with 
respect  to  other  commodities  In  which  the  general  consuming 
public  has  a  primary  Interest? 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  The  consumer  ought  to  be  represented  by 
connseL  I  am  In  favor  ot  that  being  done.  He  should,  of 
course,  be  able  counsel.  He  ought  to  have  an  assistant,  too. 
But  why  should  he  have  experts  to  find  different  facts?  The 
facts  are  before  the  commission  on  both  sides  of  the  question. 
An  Impartial  review  of  all  the  facts  has  been  taken  and  tiled 
with  the  commission.  Then  let  the  counsel  come  In  like  he 
would  in  a  court,  and  upon  the  petition  and  the  facts  found 
argue  the  question  for  the  consumer,  without  setting  up  a  great 
bureau  on  the  other  side  to  come  In  and  contest  with  the 
commission. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes ;  In  the  cases  acttially  brou^it  before  It 
by  the  manufacturer  or  the  Importer.  But  there  Is  no  bureau 
set  up  by  my  amendment.  There  Is  only  one  counsel  with  such 
actual  necessary  assistance  as  he  may  need  to  enable  him  to 
present  the  consumer's  case  to  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.    I  did  not  gather  that  from  the  reading  of 
the  amendment  at  the  desk. 
Mr.  GEORGE.    That  is  the  intent  of  it. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  The  last  provision  of  it  led  me  to  believe 
that  we  are  being  asked  to  build  up  a  great  bureau  to  come  In 
opposition  and  contest  with  a  bureau  which  we  ahready  hare. 
Mr.  GEORGE.  That  Is  not  the  intent  of  the  amendment  at  alL 
Mr.  OVERMAN.  My  idea  is  that  the  Tariff  Commission 
should  get  all  the  facts  and  have  proceedings  like  a  court,  and 
then  we  shoold  have  counsel  there  to  argue  the  case  upon  the 
facts  as  found. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  senior  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 
Mr.  GEORGE.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  think  my  colleague  is  laboring  tmder  a 
misapprehension  with  reference  to  the  functions  of  the  counsel 
which  the  an^ndment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  seeks  to 
provide.  His  office  Is  not  to  find  the  facts.  His  office  is  to 
represent  one  of  the  parties  to  the  controversy.  One  of  the 
parties  initiating  the  controversy,  as  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
has  said,  is  either  a  mannfactnrer  or  a  producer  or  an  Importer. 
Each  of  tlK)8e  parties  is  entitled  to  have  counsel,  not  in  order 
that  they  may  instruct  the  commission  as  to  what  the  facts 
are  or  in  order  that  they  may  find  the  facts  upon  which  the 
commission  is  to  act,  but  they  are  there  for  the  purpose  of 
presenting  the  evidence  In  behalf  of  the  contention  of  the  manu- 
facturer if  the  case  has  been  Instituted  by  a  manufacturer. 
If  It  Is  Instituted  by  an  importer,  then  the  counsel  for  the  Im- 
porter doca  not  find  the  factSt  but  he  simply  presents  the  evi- 
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denc<!  In  favor  of  the  contention  of  his  client,  the  Importer. 
He  r  resents  that  evidence  to  the  commission  and  argues  his 
contention,  but  the  commission  finds  the  facts. 

The  Senator  said  that  the  consumer  is  an  interested  party  In 
the  1  iroceedlng  and  that  he  ought  to  be  permitted  to  Intervene 
whea  he  sees  fit,  jast  as  the  manufacturer  or  Importer  may 
inteifrene  and  employ  counsel,  but  not  to  find  facts.  The  counsel 
can  fiot  find  the  facts.  The  counsel  the  Senator  is  seeking  to 
set  t«)  can  not  find  the  facts.    It  has  no  power  to  find  the  facts. 


but 
help 


present  that  testimony  to  the  commission  In  order  to  enlighten 


the 
has 


(^mmission  In  finding  the  facts.     So  I  think  my  colleague 
:ot  the  matter  a  little  confused  in  his  mind. 
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t  does,  like  an  attorney  representing  his  client  In  court, 
to  secure  the  testimony,  to  develop  the  testimony,  and  to 


M  .  KING.     Mr.  President 

Tl  e  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yleU    to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mi.  GEORGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KING,  I  think  It  is  always  Improper  to  Internipt  a 
Senator  who  is  making  a  logical  argument,  but  I  am  somewhat 
in  83  mpathv  with  the  position  taken  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Caro  ina  [Mr.  Onauf  an]  ;  that  Is  to  say.  I  am  afraid  that  the 
language  offered  by  ray  friend  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gkoboe] 
may  be  interpreted  as  giving  to  the  wnsumers'  counsel  au- 
thor ty  to  set  up  a  separate  and  independent  Investigating 
orga  »lzation.  Take,  for  Instance,  this  language,  which  is  found 
In  tt  e  am^dment : 


It  ihall  be  the  duty  of  the  counsel  to  appear  In  the  intcrert  of 

(onsuming  public  in  any  proceeding  before  the  commlraton,  and  to 

such    indepfTjd«>nt    inventtgatlon    of    matters    relatlre    to    the 

laws  of  the  United  States  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  ona»»le  him 

to  represent  the  consuming  public  In  any  proceeding  before  the 


p(  rly 
comn  ilsslon. 

If  my  friend  from  Georgia  will  pardon  me,  I  would  be  very 
glat ,  before  he  concludes,  to  have  him  discuss  what  seems  to 
me   8  perhaps  a  weakness  in  this  very  Important  amendment. 

Mr,  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

M  r.  KING.    Let  me  conclude.what  I  wa.s  about  to  say. 

Tials  consumers.'  counsel  is  authorize*!  "to  conduct  such  inde- 
penaent  Investigation  of  matters  relative  to  the  tariif  laws,"  and 
so  itrth.  That  may  mean — he  may  so  construe  it,  and  I  might 
so  onstrue  it— that  he  would  be  authorized  to  have  experts,  for 
the  Tariff  Commi.ssion  has  experts.  It  sends  cost  experts  into 
the  various  manufacturing  plants  for  the  purpose  of  a.sccrtaln- 
Ing  the  cost  of  production.  The  legislative  counsel  might  con- 
ceive, for  a  proper  discharge  of  his  duties,  that  he  slumld  have 
expjrts  examine  the  cost  of  production,  or  he  might  not  be 
satisfied  with  the  expert  testimony  of  the  persons  .seeking  an 
increase  in  tariff  rates  or  of  the  representatives  of  the  Tariff 
CoEimlSBlon  and,  In  order  to  act  as  he  believes  it  would  oe  his 
dut  r  to  act  independently  in  representing  the  consuming  public, 
he  might  feel  constrained  to  employ  experts  or  feel  that  he 
shoild  have  experts  and  witnesses  and  Investigators  In  order 
to  { et  the  facts  to  enable  him  to  make  a  proper  defense. 

llcan  understand  how  an  able  lawyer  might  feel.  Here  Is  the 
Importer  upon  one  side ;  here  is  a  manufacturer  upon  the  other 
sid€  ;  they  are  Interested  In  their  own  particular  claims  and 
con  entions,  and  the  consuming  public  are  not  to  be  considered. 
Sue  1  a  lawyer  might  feel  that  neither  of  those  contesting  parties 
sho  ad  be  absolutely  relied  upon ;  he  might  feel  that  it  was  Ids 
dut;r  to  employ  experts  to  make  an  Independent  Investigation 
in  ►rder  that  he  might  properly  defend  the  Interests  of  the 
pub  ic.  So  I  am  afraid,  unless  there  shall  be  some  limiting 
lani  uage  Inserted  in  the  amendment,  we  will  be,  In  effect, 
sett  ing  up  another  bureau  for  Investigation  and  for  the  ascer- 
tali  ment  of  facts  In  order  that  litigation  that  Is  going  on  before 
the  cwnmlssion  may  be  triangular  In  form  at  least  rather  than 
meiely  dual  in  form,  representing  three  parties  instead  of  two. 

a  r.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Utah  was 
notlpresent  when  I  began  my  remarks.  I  said  in  the  beginning 
thai  It  was  not  absolutely  essential  that  the  consumers'  counsel 
be  Kiven  the  right  to  wnploy  his  own  oflSce  help  and  his  owu 
expsrts,  but  that  if  he  wanted  a  man  to  represent  the  interest 
of  be  people  we  had  better  make  him  free  of  the  control  of 
the  commission  itself.  The  Senator  from  Utah,  however,  has 
overlooked  tlie  language  that  subject  always  to  c*ongressioual 
apE  mpriation,  the  consumers'  counsel  Ls  to  have  the  limited 
rig:  t  to  employ  his  assistants  and  his  experts. 

B  r.  President,  on  that  point  I  desire  to  say  that  any  man 
wh(  I  has  ever  appeared  in  any  case  as  lawyer  or  as  agent  and 
has  depended  upon  the  evidence  submitted  by  the  other  side  or 
the  two  sides  of  the  controversy,  if  he  represent  a  separate 
Inb  ^rest,  knows  very  well  what  has  happened  to  him.  He  must 
ma  Le  some  preparation ;  he  must  make  some  investigation.  For 
thei  main  purpose  of  my  amendment  It  will  not  make  a  great 
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deal  of  difference  whether  the  counsel  is  to  make  that  Investi- 
gation through  an  assistant  and  an  expert  of  his  own  choosing — 
which  obviously  would  be  the  more  desirable  course — or  whether 
he  must  go  to  the  commission  and  say,  "  Furnish  m*»  one  of 
your  experts  in  order  to  provide  me  with  the  necessary  infor- 
matiou  to  present  In  the  case."  There  is,  however,  ik)  purpose 
in  the  amendment  to  build  up  another  bureau. 

Mr.  KBNDRICK.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  will  yield  In  just  a  moment.  The  only  pur- 
pose is  to  give  the  counsel  an  opportunity  to  present  the*  facts 
in  behalf  of  the  general  public;  and  before  he  can  do  that  be 
has  got  to  know  the  facts  and  he  must  have  means  ot  obtaining 
the  facts.    I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  KENDRICK.  Does  the  Senator  not  believe.  If  this  !q>oke8- 
man  for  the  consumer  should  be  provided,  that  the  Interested 
parties  would  ftimlsh  the  Information  required  in  protecting 
and  safeguarding  their  own  interests? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  In  large  measure,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator, 
I  agree  with  the  Senator  and  the  amendment  does  not  con- 
template the  creation  of  any  large  force  at  the  command  of  the 
consumers'  counsel. 

Mr.  KE.NDIilCK.  It  would  seem  obvious  when  those  con- 
sumers who  are  Interested  In  the  various  questions  before  the 
commission  have  a  spokesman  to  present  thrtr  case  they  will 
furnish  the  necessary  Information  without  expense  to  the 
Government. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  the  Senator  Is  quite  right.  However, 
there  might  be  special  Instances  where  partlcnlar  scientific  In- 
yestlgatlon  had  to  be  made  which  could  not  be  In  every  instance 
furnished  by  the  gwieral  consumers. 

Mr.  KENDRICK.  Of  course  at  this  time,  Mr.  President,  it  is 
an  Impossdble  thing  for  an  Individual  to  appear  and  to  defend 
an  Individual  Interest. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    That  is  quite  true. 

Mr.  KENDRICK.  When,  however,  Indl\iduals  might  be  rep- 
resented as  a  body,  without  expense  to  themselves,  It  would 
follow  without  question  that  they  would  appear  and  would  fur- 
nish necessary  Information. 

Mr.  GEX)RGE.  I  quite  agree,  generally,  with  what  the  Sttia- 
tor  says,  and  my  view  all  the  time  has  been  that  the  important 
thing  was  the  creation  of  the  consumers'  counsel.  As  I  said 
to  the  Senate  In  the  beginning,  It  is  not  a  matter  of  great  Im- 
portance whether  whatever  clerical  assistance  or  help  he  may 
need  shall  be  furnished  him  by  the  Commission  or  whether  he 
shall  have  the  Independent  right  to  secure  it.  In  order  to  make 
him  perfectly  Independent  of  the  commission,  I  believe  that  the 
provision  of  the  amendment  as  it  now  stands  Is  perhaps  the 
wiser  provision;  but  the  material  thing,  as  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  points  out.  Is  the  creation  of  the  counsel,  and  in  prac- 
tically all  instances  the  necessary  information  will  be  furnished 
when  there  is  a  representative  provided. 

Mr.  HA  WES.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri? 

Mr.  GE<3RGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HAWES.  Mr.  PreMdent,  I  did  not  hear  the  first  part  of 
the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  I  am  Interested, 
however,  to  know  whether  he  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  the  fact  that  in  the  States  and  In  practically  all  of  our  great 
municipalities  there  is  an  officer  similar  to  the  one  he  now  de- 
sires to  create.  I  know  that  we  have  such  ofl^cer  in  my  State, 
and  that  is  true  also  of  other  States.  It  is  quite  obvious  why 
there  should  be  such  officers.  I  had  an  analysis  made  of  all 
the  communications  whldi  I  have  received  on  the  subject  of 
the  tariff.  From  that  analysis  I  discovered  that  the  ratio  was 
about  60  to  40 — that  is,  the  dlscu.sslon  and  opinions  coming  from 
manufacturers  or  miners,  on  the  one  side,  and  Importers  on  the 
other  were  in  about  that  ratio;  but  I  had  no  commimicatlons 
from  the  great  body  of  the  people  who  pay  the  tax.  As  I  under- 
stand, the  Senator  now  wants  to  have  some  official  represent 
the  people  who  ultimately  pay  the  bill.  On  the  theory  that  what 
is  everybody's  business  Is  nobody's  business,  he  wants  to  create 
an  officer  who  will  speak  for  that  class. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Exactly. 

Mr.  HAWES.  Has  the  Senator  called  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  fact  that  our  States  and  municipalities,  after  the 
experience  which  they  have  had.  have  rrf>rided  similar  officers 
to  the  one  the  Senator  now  is  proposing  to  create? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  have  not  specifically  called  attention  to  that 
fact. 

Mr.  HAWES.     It  Is  a  fact. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes;  and  I  am  glad  to  have  the  Senator  men- 
tion it.  It  is.  of  course,  a  fact  that  In  practically  every  State 
there  is  a  counsel  who  is  designated  as  the  public-relations  coun- 


sel or  the  people's  counsel  who  represents  preciaely  the  general 
Interest  of  the  public  In  all  matters  of  Importance  coming  before 
State  tribunals  or  State  comml.s8lon& 

Mr,  KBNDRICK.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  KENDRICK.  Does  the  Senator  not  believe  that  a  com- 
mission under  which  every  party  In  interest  has  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  be  heard  will  more  certainly  command  the 
confidence  of  the  country  and  also  render  the  work  of  legi» 
lators  easier  and  very  much  more  accurate  in  the  final  result 
than  under  the  present  system? 

Mr.  GE0R(;E.  I  do.  Mr.  President.  I  am  convinced  that 
precisely  what  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  says  will  be  the  case. 
The  great  difficulty  In  writing  or  framing  tariff  laws  is  to 
secure  accurate,  definite,  dependable  information  upon  the  sub- 
ject In  hand.  If  It  happens  that  a  particular  question  has  been 
Investigated  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  we  are  able  to  consider 
the  matter  practically  with  no  delay  so  far  as  the  work  of  the 
commltte  is  concerned.  If  It  has  not  been  considered  by  the 
Tariff  Commls-sion  and  a  tariff  inTestigntion  has  not  been 
made,  we  must  depend  very  largely  upon  the  viewpoint  of  the 
producer  or  of  the  Importer,  for,  generally,  they  and  they  only 
appear  before  the  committee.  We  draw  upon  our  general 
information  and  our  general  knowledge,  but  our  knowledge  is 
more  or  less  limited ;  and  when  we  consider  the  vast  number  of 
items  that  are  covered  in  a  tariff  bill— and  I  have  just  said 
that  It  Is  now  stated  there  are  more  than  1,000,000  articles  ia 
the  commerce  of  the  world — all  of  which  fall  under  the  dutiable 
or  the  free  list  of  our  own  tariff  act — the  work  of  the  IndtTidual 
Senator,  the  work  of  Congress,  Is  rendered  well-nigh  impossible 
if  the  Congress  itself  must  gather  for  itself  all  of  the  informa- 
tion upon  which  it  is  to  act  The  Tariff  Commission,  it  may  be 
conceded — and  I  have  conceded  It  for  the  sake  of  this  argu- 
ment— may  be  depended  upon  to  submit  a  fair  picture  of  the 
cases  actually  presented,  but  If  they  are  limited  as  to  the  number 
of  cases  they  may  Investigate,  then  the  great  number  of  cases  in 
which  the  people  have  a  primary  Interest  may  go  wholly-  onln- 

Mr.  KBNDRICK.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KENDRICK.  Is  It  not  the  conviction  of  the  Senator 
that  in  a  great  majority  of  cases  the  public  will  accept  the 
findings  of  the  Tariff  Commission  without  any  protest  whatever? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  think  there  Is  any  question  about 
that,  and  that  was  the  point  that  I  was  stressing  when  I  was 
last  interrupted,  and  ^th  which  I  wish  to  dose.  The  legislative 
flexible-tariff  provision  is  a  distinct  step  forward  that  makes 
possible  the  elimination  of  politics  from  the  tariff,  to  the  de- 
gree that  we  can  ever  hope  to  eliminate  It;  but  the  value  of 
the  Tariff  Otmimission  depends  entirely  upon  public  confidence 
in  the  commissi(Hi. 

The  distinguished  Soiator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nobris] 
sought  to  make  of  the  Tariff  Commission  a  judicial  or  quasi 
judicial  body  by  an  amendment  which  was  offered  and  whidi 
was  accepted ;  but  if  the  commission  must  raise  an  issue  with 
every  importer  and  with  every  manufacturer  and  with  every 
farmer  who  comes  before  it,  and  say,  "  You  are  trying  to  tres- 
pass upon  the  rights  of  the  great  consuming  public."  the  com- 
mission will  at  once  forfeit  public  confidence,  public  esteem, 
and  its  findings  wUl  not  be  accepted,  and  it  is  just  a  matter  of 
time  before  the  Congress  will  abolish  it.  But  If  the  commis.sion 
is  permitted  to  exist  and  to  exercise  authority  under  the  legisla- 
tive flexible  provision,  and  if  a  pec^le's  counsel  is  supplied,  if  a 
consumer's  counsel  Is  provided  to  present  the  case  of  the  con- 
sumer as  the  counsel  for  the  Importer  presents  the  importer's 
case  and  as  the  counsel  for  the  producer  presents  his  case, 
then  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  In  the  course  of  a  rela- 
tively short  time  the  commission  will  assume  a  Judicial  char- 
acter and  strength,  and  a  judicial  respectabUity — If  I  may  use 
the  word  without  offense  to  the  commission — ^and  that  the  pub- 
lic will  do  precisely  what  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Kettobick]  suggests:  It  will  come  to  have  more  and  more  c-on- 
fidence  in  the  findings  of  the  commission,  more  and  more  con- 
fidence in  its  judgment;  and  that  is  the  one  indispensable  step 
to  the  removal  of  tariff  maldng  from  the  maelstrom  of  politics. 

Mr.  President,  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  Senate  will  take  the 
view  that  this  irablic-relatlons  counsel,  or  people's  counsel,  or 
consumers'  counsel  shotild  be  created;  that  the  President  will 
be  allowed  to  appoint  him.  because  that  Is  the  one  ct>nvenlent 
way  of  selecting  him — ^it  is  not  the  only  way — that  hLs  salary  be 
adequate;  and  I  have  suggested  the  salary  drawn  by  each 
member  of  the  commission  itself.  If  that  salary  be  changed,  of 
course  the  counsel's  salary  should  be  changed ;  and  that  this 
counsel  should  not  only  appear  before  the  commission  in  coses 
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bn^ueht  by  other -interested  parties,  but  that  he  should  have  the 
riifbt  and  should  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  presenting  a  case 
in  which  he  believed  the  ultimate  consumers,  the  general  con- 
sumers of  the  country,  had  a  peculiar  and  a  apectal  Interest. 

Mr.  iiKOOKHABT.    Mr.  President *u  *  .*  u 

Mr  OKOROB.  I  have  said,  and  I  wish  to  repeat,  that  U  it 
be  the  Judgment  of  the  conunisaion  that  the  counsel  should  not 
upix.int  his  awistant  or  have  the  power  to  select  an  expert  or 
even  a  stenographer.  I  urn  perfecUy  wUling— Indeed,  it  was  in 
my  original  amendment— that  he  should  have  the  right  to  aall 
upon  the  commi.ssilon  to  provide  him  with  aseisUnts.  The 
mat»'riul  point,  the  material  thing  which  I  seek  to  do  by  the 
ainendmeut  is  to  create  this  counsel  for  the  Urger  purpose  that 
I  have  trieil  to  indicate,  the  building  up  of  the  commission  in 
public  ctHifldente  and  esteem ;  and  that  can  not  be  accomplished 
unless  the  great  masa  of  consumers  in  this  country  have  confi- 
dence lu  the  fluduigs  and  conclusions  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  COUZENJi.     Mr.  Pretadent 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Micldgan? 

Mr   GEORGE.    I  yiekl  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr  COUZENS.  I  was  wondering  if  the  Senator  would  agree 
to  an  amendment  to  his  amendment  to  provide  for  a  Uxpayers' 
cuuntsel  In  the  Bureau  of  lutf  mal  Revenue. 

The  Senator  knows,  of  course,  that  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars— In  fact,  amounts  aggregating  a  billion  of  dollars— have 
been  refunded  wlth«»ut  any  contest  between  the  taxpayer  and 
the  Government.  In  other  words,  the  gMieral  taxpayer  has  not 
in  any  sense  been  represented.  When  the  Government  agrees 
with  the  contention  of  the  taxpayer,  the  same  as  the  Tariff 
Commission  might  agree  with  a  manufacturer  who  applied  for 
a  raise  in  the  tariff,  that  matter  \»  settled ;  and  the  general  tax- 
payer who  is  interested  In  the  level  of  income-tax  rates  Is  In  no 
sense  represented,  any  more  than  the  consumer  is.  perhaps,  lu 
the  case  that  the  Soaator  has  just  been  arguing. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  the  Senator  is  quite  ri^t  I  do  not 
know  that  I  should  be  willing  to  accept  an  amendmoit  of  that 
kind.  be<-au9e  I  do  not  want  to  embarrass  my  amendment  by 
the  injection  Into  It  of  the  very  Important  provision  to  which 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  ref^s;  but  I  certainly  should  sup- 
port an  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  tor 
that  purpose.  I  want  to  say  again  that  I  regard  it  as  an  omis- 
sion of  consequwice  that  in  the  creation  of  the  Interstate  CJom- 
merce  Commission  there  was  not  created  a  people's  counsd  to 
represent  small  shippers,  uninfluentlal  communities,  and  small 
cities  and  towns  that  even  until  this  day  have  had  very  little 
consideration  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  I  hope, 
however,  that  the  Senator  will  not  ask  jae  to  accept  such  an 
amendment,  because  I  should  be  embarrassed  to  reject  it,  for 
I  am  fully  prepared  to  agree  with  the  Senator's  reason  and  logic 
in  making  the  suggeetion. 

--  Mr.  COUZENS.  In  othw-  words,  the  Senator  agrees  that  the 
principle  is  practically  the  same  In  the  case  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Bureau  as  It  is  In  the  case  of  the  Tariff  Commission? 

Mr.  OBORGfi.     I  do  agree  to  that ;  yes. 

Mr.  McKBLLAR.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GBORGB.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  I  am  very  much  interested  in  what  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  has  just  said  about  a  taxpayers'  coun- 
sel to  represent  the  people  bef<Mre  the  Internal  Revenue  Bureau 
In  the  matter  of  these  refunds.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  prepare 
such  an  amendment;  and  I  want  to  say  to  him  that  anything 
in  the  world  that  I  can  do  to  help  put  such  an  amendment  in  the 
bill  L  shall  be  very  happy  to  do.  I  think  It  Is  just  aa  important 
and  probably  in  dollars  and  cents  a  great  deal  more  important 
than  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  which  I  also 
favor  very  heartily. 

If  the  Senator  from  Michigan  will  prepare  an  amendment  of 
that  kind.  I  shall  be  delighted  to  h^p  In  every  way  I  can  to 
bring  about  Its  adoption. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  luwa? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  desire  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  principle  he  is  urging  has  already  had  a  long 
trial  in  many  of  the  SUtes.  In  the  State  of  Iowa  perhaps  20 
years  ago — 15  years  ago,  anyhow — a  commerce  counsel  was 
created  to  take  care  of  the  railroad-rate  proposition,  something 
in  the  manner  that  the  Senator  has  suggested  that  it  should 

be  done  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.    That  officer 

has  appeared  on  bdiaU  of  the  rate  payers — ^whlch  is  the  same 

thing  as  the  consumws — in  many  cases,  and  has  been  of  very 

great  value  to  the  State:  and  I  think  it  Is  one  of  the  things 

that  are  ftraly  estabUsdied  in  the  policy  of  the  Sute  now. 
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Mr.  GEORGE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Iowa.  The  Seuu- 
torjfrom  Missouri  called  attention  to  the  same  fact 

Mc.  President,  I  have  occupied  the  time  of  the  Senate  much 
lonjw  than  I  expected  to,  but,  of  course.  Senators  will  recog- 
niK  that  that  has  been  due  to  the  Interruptions,  which  I  have 

well  lomed. 

L^t  me  say  in  closing  that  I  do  not  regard  it  as  vitally  Im- 
porant  that  the  salary  of  the  counsel  be  fixed  at  the  precise 
atw  unt  sUted  in  this  amendment.  There  are  men  who  will  dis- 
cha  "ge  this  great  public  service,  if  intrusted  witli  It,  without 
regi  rd  to  salary— at  least,  without  primary  regard  to  salary. 
Out  of  deference  to  the  suggestion  made  by  the  dijstinguished 
Senitor  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  OvekmanJ  and  others,  I  do 
not  regard  it  as  essential  or  indispensable  that  the  provision 
be  letaiued  authorizing  the  counsel  himself  to  appoint  his  as- 
sist ints.  It  would  give  him  a  freer  hand ;  but  I  think  we  might 
wel  depend  upon  a  .sympathetic  consideration  by  the  Congress 
of  J  ny  complaint  made  by  the  con.-umers'  counsel  that  the  com- 
mistion  was  dealing  niggardly  with  him  In  providing  him  with 
an  Bfllce,  with  cleriail  help,  and  with  such  expert  assistance 
as  le  might  from  time  to  time  require.  Those  are  matters  of 
moie  or  less  importance;  but  the  vital  thing  Is  the  establish- 
mei  t  of  the  coun.sel  himself  as  an  officer  In  the  legislative  branch 
of  (he  Government 

Mr.  KBNDRICK.     Mr.  President 

le  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
vlel^l  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming? 
r.  GEORGE.     I  do. 

r.  KENDKICK.     It  would  seem  In  this  case  that  the  salary 
is  counsel  should  be  sufficient  to  induce  the  very  best  talent 
je  country  to  accept  the  position, 
r.  GEORGE.    That  is  the  view  I  have  taken, 
r.  KBNDRICK.     And  he  ought,  in  so  far  as  his  salary  goes, 
y  event,  to  be  placed  at  least  on  a  par  with  the  salaries 
paiil  the  commission. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     And  the  amount  inswrted  in  the  amendment  is 
th  Jsame  as  the  salaries  paid  the  members  of  the  commission. 

[r.  ALLEN.     Mr.  President 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
ji^d  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas? 
Mr.  GEORGE.  I  yield.  I  was  about  to  yield  the  floor, 
;  ir.  ALLEN.  Having  recently  voted  to  delete  the  powers  and 
eff  sctlveness  of  the  Tariff  Commission  with  respect  to  the  flex- 
ibl»  tariff,  and  this  being  a  movement  to  strengthen  that  arm 
of  the  services,  does  the  Senator  c<mtemplate  a  restoration  of 
sone  of  the  strength  we  have  recently  taken  away  from  the 
Tariff  Commission? 

:  Ir.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  perhaps  was  not  in  the  Cham- 
ber; but  I  said  that  in  my  opinion  we  have  taken  the  one 
eaaential  step  to  the  strengthening  of  the  commission.  I  think 
thi  t  as  long  as  the  commission  remains  a  commission  diarged 
wi  h  the  duty  of  reporting  to  the  Chief  Executive  only,  who  has 
th<  power  to  approve  or  disapprove  its  findings,  the  commission 
wi  1  be  partisan,  necessarily  partisan,  and  it  can  not  have  the 
coi  ifldence  and  respect  of  the  great  body  of  the  i>eople ;  and  I 
be  leve  that  we  have  taken  the  first  forward  step  In  the  crea- 
tlcn  of  the  legislative  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff — a  pro- 
vision imder  which  the  commission  will  be  obliged  to  find 
facts  that  can  stand  up  on  their  own  feet  In  tills  body  and 
In  the  other  body  of  the  Congress,  and  justify  themselves  be- 
fdi  e  the  public  under  the  scrutiny  and  under  the  heat  of  the 
de  >ate  to  which  they  will  be  subjected.  Then  If  we  will  remove 
fn  m  the  commisjslon  the  necessity  of  becoming  a  partisan  for  a 
mi  inufacturer.  a  producer  of  raw  materials,  an  importer,  or 
evn  the  general  public,  we  wld  have  laid  the  foundation  for 
an  Impartial  commission,  and  the  pettjile  will  accept  Its  findings, 
Its  recommendations  to  the  Congress,  and  we  will  be  able  really 
to  write  a  tariff  bill  without  so  much  reganl  to  political  con- 
sit  eratlons. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  what  he  has  in  mind  to 
sp-ead  about  this  new  bureau  of  government  the  esteem  and 
confidence  which  the  other  bureaus  have  lacked?  In  what  way 
do  js  he  expect  to  perform  the  miracle  of  giving  esteem  and  con- 
fix ?nce  to  any  appointee  of  the  President? 

^r.  GEORGE.  If  I  am  seeking  to  create  a  bureau,  tlien  I 
ar  I  utterly  incapable  of  expressing  my  thought.  There  is  no 
bt  reau  created ;  simply  the  office  of  the  pec)ple's  ctmnsel,  whf)se 
dtty  it  is  to  appear  before  the  comtuission,  with  power  to  lultl- 
at*  causes  before  the  c*ommi.sslon. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  To  appoint  and  fix  the  salaries  of  such  assist- 
aits  and  clerks  as  are  authorized,  and  to  make  expenditures  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  such  assistants  and  clerks. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  I  wanted  to  make  the  counsel, 
as  a  counsel  In  any  litigation,  lndepend«  nt  of  the  court  before 
wiom  he  was  to  a(>pear;  that  Ls  all.  I  have  said  repesitedly, 
h<wever,  that  the  first  amendment  that  I  drew  simply  made 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  EECORD— SENATE 


4621 


him  dependent  upon  the  commission  itself  for  his  office  space 
and  suo4)  clerical  help  and  such  expert  assistance  as  he  desired, 
and  that  I  did  not  regard  that  provision  In  the  amendment  as 
lndl8i)ensably  necessary  to  the  scheme  which  I  have  proposed. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  The  source  of  his  authority  is  the  same  as  the 
source  of  the  authority  of  the  commission. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Exactly. 

Mr.  ALLEN.    And  he  is  aK>olnted  In  the  same  way. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     ExacUy. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  And  he  Is  subjected  to  the  same  specific  polite 
leal,  partisan  attack  as  that  which  is  visited  regularly  upon  the 
commission. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh,  no,  Mr.  President ;  I  do  not  think  so.  I 
do  not  think  that  is  true  at  alL  I  do  not  want  to  repeat  all  that 
I  have  said.  I  have  endeavored  to  point  out  why  I  did  not  think 
that  was  the  case. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  see  no  reason  for  the  adoption 
of  this  amendment.  The  existing  law  has  alwajTi  given  the  con- 
sumer or  any  Interested  party  the  right  to  appear  before  the 
Tariff  Commission  in  any  case  before  It  Let  me  read  the  appli- 
cable portion  of  the  law : 

The  commission  shall  give  reasonable  pnblic  notice  of  its  hearings 
and  sball  (rive  reasonable  opportanity  to  parties  Interested  to  be  pres- 
ent, to  pnjduce  evidence,  and  to  be  heard.  The  commission  is  antborized 
to  adopt  such  reasonable  procedure,  rules,  and  regulations  as  may  be 
necessary. 

I  could  stand  here  for  an  hour  and  recite  cases  in  which  the 
consumer,  not  only  in  this  country  but  the  manufacturer  and 
those  who  are  interested  in  the  particular  article  in  foreign 
lands,  have  appeared  in  person  l)efore  the  Tariff  Commlssicm 
and  have  been  heard. 

Is  it  possible  that  we  want  now  to  add  another  agency,  with 
no  result  as  I  can  see  It  other  than  building  up  in  our  Gov- 
ernment another  agency  that  will  employ  assistants  and  will 
have  counsel,  and  will  ultimately  grow  into  a  bureau,  just  the 
same,  perhaps,  as  the  Tariff  Commission  is  at  the  present 
moment? 

I  can  not  tell  how  much  a  year  it  is  going  to  cost  but  the 
cost  is  a  little  thing  compared  with  the  injection  into  the  tariff 
bill  of  a  provision  that  Is  absolutely  unnecessary,  because  of  the 
fact  that  all  the  consumers  of  the  country  may  now  appear,  not 
only  In  one  case  but  In  all  the  cases  which  come  before  the 
Tariff  Commis.sion. 

Let  us  take  the  cases  of  bent-wood  chairs,  casein,  sodium 
nitrate,  sugar,  where  representatives  of  the  Fair  Tariff  League, 
the  People's  Legislative  Service,  and  individuals  appeared. 
There  has  been  no  case  before  the  Tariff  Commission  where  an 
application  of  an  Individual  to  be  heard  has  been  denied. 

Mr.  PresMent,  as  I  have  said.  Individuals  from  foreign  coun- 
tries have  appeared  representing  their  own  interests.  The 
rei)resentatives  of  foreign  interests  In  this  cotmtry  have  ap- 
peared when  any  item  in  which  their  counti-y  is  interested 
lias  iH^n  up  for  consideration  before  the  Tariff  Commission. 
They  have  always  had  an  opportunity  to  say  whatever  tliey 
wanted  to  say,  the  same  as  an  American  citizen  who  is  inter- 
ested not  only  as  a  consumer  but  ks  a  manufacturer.  Foreign 
manufacturers  are  granted  the  same  right.  I  have  not  heard 
of  a  single  instance  where  they  have  been  refused,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  there  has  not  been  one,  because  I  am  informed  by  the 
Tariff  Commission  that  that  is  the  case. 

Mr.  OVTi^HMAN.  Mr.  President,  would  the  Senator  object  to 
having  some  al>le  lawyer  represent  the  consumers,  along  the  line 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  if  he  would  leave  out 
the  idea  of  ha\ing  a  separate  bureau? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  have  in  the  Tariff  Commission  experts 
acquainted  with  every  item. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  I  am  not  talking  about  expwts;  I  am  talk- 
ing about  a  counsel  to  represent  the  consumers,  the  pet^le. 
They  have  no  representative;  tliey  can  not  employ  anyone;  they 
are  not  in  a  position  to  employ  counsel.  Does  the  Senator  object 
to  employing  somebfKly  to  represent  the  people? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  is  the  situation.  The  Peoples  Legislative 
Service,  we  will  say,  have  appeared  before  the  commission 
with  their  counsel.  Mr.  John  E.  Walker  has  appeared  there. 
He  was  an  official  of  the  Government  in  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment. He  has  never  been  prevented  from  going  before  the 
Tariff  Commission,  and  he  has  appeared  before  that  commis- 
sion. Not  only  that,  but  John  B.  Gordon,  of  Washington,  has 
appeared.  Attorneys  representing  foreign  countries  have  ap- 
peared before  the  commission. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  representative  of  the  Netherlands  Ivegation 
appeared  before  the  commission  when  the  question  of  linseed 
oil  was  before  the  commission.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Idaho. 


Mr.  BORAH.  The  merit  of  the  amendment  it  seems  to  me, 
is  in  fact  to  have  some  one  whose  business  it  is  to  a^iear  for 
the  consumer  and  not  wait  for  some  one  to  employ  a  particular 
individual  when  he  has  a  particular  axe  to  grind. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Fair  Tariff  League  coUect  money  frtmi  aU 
over  the  United  States;  they  are  supposed  to  represent  the 
people,  and  they  have  ai^)eared  before  the  Tariff  Commission. 
There  is  the  Peoples  Lc^lative  Senice.  They  are  always 
allowed  to  go  before  the  conunission  in  any  case,  it  matters  not 
what  it  may  be.  There  is  no  limitation,  as  far  as  that  is  coo- 
cemed,  against  reiuresaitatlves  coming  before  the  commission 
and  presenting  whatever  argument  they  desire  to  make. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  I  have  on  my  desk  a  report  of 
the  Tariff  Commission  of  Australia,  which  is  a  very  exertional 
report.  One  of  the  things  they  stress  Is  the  tendency  of  the 
Tariff  Ccmunisslon  constantly  to  Increase  rates  by  reason  of  tiie 
fact  that  they  have  only  the  evidence  of  those  who  are  inter- 
ested In  any  particular  controversy  before  them. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Our  Tariff  CommLsslon,  Mr.  President  when- 
ever a  question  arises,  sends  experts  all  over  the  world.  We 
have  representatives  of  the  Tariff  Commission  making  investi- 
gations all  tlie  time,  and  that  takes  some  time,  and  must  neces- 
sarily take  some  time.  Not  only  that,  but  whenever  a  case  Is 
brought  before  the  commission,  the  repn»f  jntatives  of  the  com- 
mission go  into  every  detail  of  it  not  only  what  the  particular 
article  costs  in  this  country  to  manufacture  but  what  it  costs 
abroad.  They  have  their  representatives  go  and  get  every 
particle  of  information  it  is  possible  to  get  from  any  source, 
wherever  the  article  may  be  produced.  I  take  it  for  granted 
that,  the  Tariff  Commission,  being  nonpartisan,  it  looks  at  every 
question  from  both  sides  to  determine  whether  a  rate  is  too 
high  or  whether  It  Is  too  low,  and  that  is  the  purpo^  for  which 
the  commission  was  created.  I  can  not  see  why  we  should 
undertake  to  build  up  In  the  commission  another  agency  to 
pass  upon  what  the  ex];>ert8  find  and  determine  and  report  to 
the  commission  itself. 

Mr.  ALLEN.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  remember  the 
provision  In  the  Democratic  platform  of  last  year  against  the 
multiplication  of  bureaus  of  the  Government  and  the  pledge 
that  the  activities  of  the  party  would  take  the  opposite  direction? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  I  remember  that  and  I  also  remember 
that  it  was  a  plank  in  the  Republican  platform.  I  am  in  full 
accord  and  sympathy  with  that,  and  this  would  be  going  a  step 
backward,  instead  of  keeping  that  pledge 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  the  question  here  Is  not  that 
of  creating  a  separate  bureau.  We  have  created  a  commission, 
we  have  the  commission,  and  we  are  going  to  contlmie  the  com- 
mis.sion. The  question  is  whether  or  not  the  coraniisslon  is  in 
need  of  the  presentation  of  another  side  of  any  controversy 
brought  before  it.  It  is  not  proposed  to  create  a  new  bureau. 
We  have  the  commission.  Now,  the  quesiion  Is,  Can  It  be  made 
to  work  so  that  it  will  effectuate  the  interests  of  the  public  as 
well  as  private  interests? 

Mr.  SWANSON.    Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Does  the  Senator  know  of  any  case  where 
any  special  Interest  has  applied  for  an  increase  of  tariff  duty 
at  which  representatives  of  tl^  general  public  have  be^i  pres- 
ent to  protest  except  In  the  case  of  some  Individual  whose 
special  business  would  be  hurt  by  the  in<.'rease? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Certainly.  I  have  calle^l  attention  to  some  of 
the  cases. 

Mr.  SWANSON*.  I  heard  those,  but  I  did  not  hear  the  Sen- 
ator state  any  case  where  there  was  any  effort  made  on  behalf 
of  the  general  public.    Oan  he  state  one  snch  case? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  could  refer  to  several  cases.  Take  the  case 
of  sugar,  for  instance.  The  People's  legislative  Service  ap- 
peared before  the  commission,  and  the  I'alr  Tariff  League  ap- 
peared. Mr,  Shattuck  appeared  before  the  commission,  and 
Mr.  M.  Doran  appeared  there,  and  was  given  every  chance  to 
testify;  and  that  appears  in  the  hearlnpj. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  They  wctc  mostly  people  represenUng 
candy,  and  things  like  that 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  Manly  appeared  there. 

Mr,  SWANSON.  I  can  understand,  when  sugar  Is  involved, 
that  the  candy  Interests  would  be  there  to  see  that  It  was  made 
possible  for  them  to  get  sugar  as  cheaply  as  they  could,  but  I 
want  to  know  when  representatives  of  the  general  public, 
120,000,000  people,  have  ever  appeared. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    They  have,  Mr.  Presldeat  through  their  rep- 

Mr.  SWANSON.  What  Is  the  objection  to  having  their  ca.se 
presented  by  them? 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  It  has  been  presented,  and  that  la  one  thing 
the  Tariff  Commission  do.  They  not  only  represent  the  masan- 
fuctunx  but  they  represent  the  people  themselves.  That  Is 
wha*^  they  were  createtl  for,  and  I  think  the  evidence  shows 
that  that  is  what  they  have  done. 
Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Sir.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

ilr.  WAGNER.  I  ask  the  Senator  whether  it  is  his  opinion 
that  in  those  instances  In  which  a  disinterestetl  person  api>eared 
representing  presumably  the  public,  it  was  an  advantageous; 
thing  for  the  public  to  have  such  representation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  1  did  not  hear  what  the  testimony  was,  and 
I  can  not  say,  but  I  sliould  judge  that,  if  the  testimony  were 
such  that  it  Would  be  an  advantage,  of  course  the  Tariff  Com- 
misHlon  would  have  taken  it  into  consideration. 

Mr.  WAGNER  The  point  I  wanted  to  make  is  that  If  It 
was  an  advantage  in  these  isolated  in.'<tames.  is  not  that  a  very 
strong  argument  in  favor  of  having  such  a  representation  at  all 
hearings? 

Mr.  HMOOT.  In  all  cases  they  could  have  appeared. 
Mr.  HWANSON.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  this  amend- 
ment. If  any  case  Is  pending  before  the  Tariff  Commission 
which  affects  the  general  poblic,  the  vast  majority  of  the  people, 
it  Is  intended  to  permit  the  pe«'ple  to  be  represented  before  the 
oommiMsitm  and  have  their  phase  of  the  matter  prettented  to  the 
Tariff  CommlsAion.  I  can  see  no  objwtion  to  that  The  Interest 
of  the  great  majority  cmght  to  preruU  in  a  republic. 

Mr.  HMUOT,  I  bare  no  objection  at  all  to  any  information 
beiiiK  secared  tnnu  any  wmrce  wbaterer,  but  It  is  vlniply  lo- 
j«Nilii«  Into  tb«  Tariff  ('ommi«»lon  another  ngencT  wblcb,  in  my 
upiuion,  will  n«^or  rMUlt  in  uny  benefit  to  the  masttMi  of  tbe 
pvot>U>.  or  reeolt  in  their  inti'reNts  being  guarded  more  tban 
tfaey  are  guarded  with  the  pre«Mtt  Tariff  CommiMaiou.  No  one 
who  wanted  to  be  beard  baa  ever  been  denied  tbe  opportauity. 
n4ir  will  anyone  ever  be  denied. 

Mr.  BLACK.     Mr.  President,  will  tbe  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  The  railroad  fare  from  Alabama  to  Wa^lngton 
is  about  <50.  Snpfum  there  are  a  number  of  people  down  In 
Alabama  who  want  to  protest  to  the  commission  and  to  be  beard 
in  respect  of  an  increase,  for  instance,  in  the  tariff  upon 
leather.  Some  have  claimed  that  an  Increase  will  result  in 
raising  tbe  price  of  a  pair  of  shoes  a  dollar.  Has  the  Senator 
any  record  to  sbow  that  any  individual  has  aiH)eared  before  the 
commission  to  object  to  raising  the  price,  for  instance,  of  a 
pair  of  shoes? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  course,  a  case  before  the  commission  has  to 
come  up  in  its  regular  order.    The  protest  has  to  be  filed. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Tbe  Senator  was  talking  about  those  who  bad 
appeared.  I  have  bad  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  letters  in  the 
last  few  weeks  protesting  against  an  increase  in  the  tariff  on 
sugar  and  leather.  Have  any  of  the  Individuals  In  this  country 
interested  in  those  matters  appeared  before  the  commission  to 
protest? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  no  doubt  that  they  have. 
Mr.  BLACK.  The  Senator  thinks  they  have  appeared.  Does 
not  tbe  Senator  think  that  the  Individual,  for  Instance,  in  Ala- 
bama, who  would  have  to  pay  the  railroad  fare  from  Alabama 
and  back,  to  the  am<»nnt,  perhaps,  of  $100,  and  his  personal  ex- 
penses here,  Is  prohibited  from  being  heard  before  that  com- 
mi8.sion,  whether  be  wants  to  be  or  not,  by  the  plain,  practical 
situation  InvolTed? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  course,  I  can  not  say  as  to  the  practical 
situation,  or  whether  we  could  pay  his  fare  here  or  not.  but  be 
has  a  perfect  right  to  appear  before  the  commission. 

Mr.  BLACK.  We  do  not  ask  that  his  far«  be  paid,  but  there 
are  several  million  |)eople  down  in  Alabama  who  are  int^-rested 
in  that  tariff  rate.  Why  should  not  they  have  a  representative 
paid  this  small  amount  by  the  Government?  It  is  too  expensive 
for  them  to  come  here  as  individuals. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  exactly  what  the  Tariff  Commission  is 
organised  to  do.  The  members  of  that  commission  are  tbere  to 
decide  the  question  whether  the  rate  is  right  or  whether  it  Is 
wrong,  whether  it  should  be  increased  or  whether  it  should  be 
decreased.  Anyone  who  desires  to  be  heard  before  it  on  any 
oii'aition  can  be  heanl. 

The  criticism  directed  against  the  conuuission  has  rather  been 
upon  tbe  ground  that  it  has  been  too  unduly  careful  In  Its 
investigations  and  has  consumed  too  much  time  in  the  comple- 
tion of  its  inquiries.  In  all  investigatlcms  ordered  by  the  com- 
mission, the  staff,  whose  scientific  value  baa  never  been  ques- 
tionetl,  endeavors  to  get  complete  data  for  domestic  and  foreign 
articles,  according  to  carefully  developed  plans  of  investigation. 
After  tbe  facts  have  been  gathered  they  are  summarised  in  a 
report  known  as  tbe  preliminary  statement  of  Information, 
which  sets  fortb  all  the  important  data  for  tbe  domestic  industry 
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and  for  the  foreign  industry,  and  which  generally  contains  a 
list  of  questions  directed  to  focus  attention  upon  the  most 
imp  >rtant  problems  raised  in  a  particular  investigation. 

Tils  preliminary  statement  of  information  is  usually  issued 
30  (  ays  l)ef«ire  the  public  hearing  is  held.  At  the  public  hear- 
ings all  interested  parties  have  an  opportunity  to  be  present, 
to  iroduce  evidence,  and  to  be  heard.  At  these  hearings  pro- 
due  Ts  and  importers  appear,  and  In  a  number  of  investigations 
even  foreign  producers  and  representatives  of  foreign  govern- 
ments have  appeared  and  participated  in  the  commission's  dellb- 
erat  ioiis.  Ample  opportunity  has  been  afforded  at  the.se  hearings 
for  all  parties  interested  to  present  evidence,  and  in  a  number 
of  nvestigations  users  or  consumers  of  the  foreign  products 
hav  2  presented  statements  or  have  aweareil  through  representa- 
tive 3  or  in  person. 

T  le  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  confuses,  I 
feai ,  con.sumers  of  products  in  small  quantities  at  retail  with 
thoiie  purchasers  who  buy  in  wholesale  quantities.  Purchasers 
of  Imiiorted  merchandise  In  wholesale  quantities  Invariably 
par  Icipate  in  the  Tariff  Commi.sslons  deliberations.  Pur- 
cha»ers  of  commodities  In  retail  quantities,  those  ordinarily 
ref<  rred  to  as  consumers,  are  not  usually  so  represcntwi.  To 
mai  ;e  provision  for  representation  of  consumers  of  commodities 
In  letall  quantities  Is  to  Inject  Into  tariff  dcliberntlonH  <(»mpll- 
catid  questions  involving  retail  trade.  Tariff  considerations 
conf'ern  wholesale  or  primary  distribution  of  commodities, 
whether  of  domestic  or  forelgit  <jrigln.  Irrespj-ctlve  of  the  prices 
pali  fw  commodltU-s  of  foreign  ongln  pnrchn>*e<l  in  wholenale 
qiuntltie«,  wles  made  at  retail  are  at  the  highest  pri(-<Hi  the 
ma'ket  will  command.  Oftentimes  the  spread  Iwtween  the 
wholesale  and  retail  price  is  IndefenNlble,  and  I  think  I  can 
say  will  \>e  shown  to  l»e  »»o  before  tbe  debate  Ik  concludefl, 

Tlie  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  (Jeorgia  would  Involve 
tbe  consideration  of  tbe  factors  governing  retail  trade.  The 
consideration  of  retail  or  secondary  distribution  of  c<»mraodl- 
tlefl  Involve*!  In  the  amendment  wonhl  tend  to  confuse  tbe 
already  complex  issues  Involved  In  Tariff  CommlsHlon  delibera- 
tlois.  The  creation  of  a  i>eople's  counsel  with  an  adequate 
star,  for  which  the  Senator  from  CJIeorgia  provides  in  his 
amindment.  would  tend  to  produce  an  agency  for  further  delay- 
ing the  proceedings  of  the  commission  and  Inject  ct)nsiderable 
exfaneous  matter  Into  economic  problems  which  are  already 
Bufflciently  complicated. 

Furthermore,  the  adoption  by  the  Senate  of  the  Simmons 
ami'ndment  with  respect  to  the  flexible  provisions  would  seem 
to  (»bvlate  the  necessity  for  such  a  coun.««el  as  the  Senator  pro- 
vide for  In  his  amendment.  There  might  be  some  excuse  for  a 
consumer's  counsel,  although  I  doubt  It.  If  the  President  were 
em  )owered  to  raise  or  lower  duties,  but  that  power  has  been 
tal^n  from  him. 

r.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  \he  Senator  from  Georgia? 
r.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 
]  Ir.  GEORGE.    Will  the  Senator  answer  this  question?    I  am 
sui  e  he  will.    The  commission  has  to  do  precisely  the  same  thing 
th8 1  it  had  to  do  under  section  315.    It  is  charged  with  exactly 
the  same  responsibilities  and  precisely  the  same  Investigations. 
Thit  Is  true.  Is  It  not? 
]  Ir.  SMOOT.    That  Is  true. 

;  Ir.  GEORGE.  And  the  retail  consumer  Is  interested,  after 
all   in  tariff  rates,  is  he  not? 

]  Ir.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  Indirectly.    There  is  no  doubt  about  that. 
Mr.  GEORGEL     The  wholesale  selling  price  i.s  the  basis  on 
wmch  the  tariff  rate  Is  exacted. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  the  law  fixes  that  It  Is  the  wholesale 
aeUlng  price  on  which  the  rate  is  based. 

dr.  GEORGE.  But  the  retail  consumer  Is  actually  Inter- 
est ?d — the  man  who  actually  finally  consumes  the  product — is 
he  not? 

dr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  but  the  wholesale  price  has  cut  very  little 
fig  ire  In  many  cases  as  to  what  the  retail  price  will  be. 
rlr.  GEORGE.  I  grant  the  Senator  is  right  on  that  point. 
Jr.  SMOOT.  In  1922  we  had  this  Chamber  filled  with  artl- 
clt  3  and  the  percentages  of  profit  made  by  the  retailer  in  this 
CO  mtry  selling  those  articles  dlreit  to  the  consumer  was  shown 
to  range  all  the  way  from  300  to  nearly  2,0(X)  per  cent.  The 
Tariff  Commission  can  not  touch  that  condition.  That  Is  the 
situation  to-day,  I  am  quite  sure,  and  it  can  be  demonstrated 
fu  ly. 

Hr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
rhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Mis:sL«isirT)l? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  From  what  memorandum  Is  the  Senator 
reiding? 
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Mr.  SMOOT.    With  the  Tariff  Commission  reporting  the  basic 
facts 


Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President- 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No ;  I  do  not  j-ield. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  dedlnes 
to  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  With  the  Tariff  Commission  reporting  the  basic 
facts  to  the  Congress  and  the  Congress  acting  upon  them,  there 
would  seem  little  nee<l  for  such  an  agency  in  view  of  the  many 
protectors  of  tbe  consumers'  intensts  in  this  Chamber. 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion  I  am  opposed  to  the  George 
amendment  because,  first,  It  will  further  delay  the  deliberations 
of  the  Tariff  Commission ;  second,  It  will  confuse  the  record 
and  inject  factors  which  are  related  primarily  to  retail  distri- 
bution rather  than  distribution  in  wliolesalo  quantities  with 
which  tariff  matters  are  primarily  concemed  ;  and  third,  the 
agency  provided  by  the  George  amendment  is  unnecessary  in 
view  of  the  adoption  of  the  Simmons  amendment  with  respect 
to  the  flexible  provisions. 

Mr.  I»reHident,  It  dnen  seenr  to  me  that  If  we  adopt  the  amend- 
ment of  tbe  Senator  from  Georgia  it  will  only  inject  into  con- 
sideration of  these  questions  by  tbe  Tariff  C<tnuul»sIon  another 
agency  which  will  n(»t  bring  about  any  r<?«ult  whatever  other 
tban  delay  In  the  final  dednlon  of  the  Tariff  Commission, 

Mr,  HASTINGS.  Mr.  PrcKMenf,  the  amendment  proposed  by 
tbe  S4nat<'r  from  Qvoraia  I*  MUi'p<mwl  to  be  In  tbe  Interest  of 
tbe  eonwuinlng  public,  Tlie  consuming  puWIc  is  100  per  cent  of 
tbe  people  of  America.  I  have  Mome  Mympotby  with  a  proposal 
tliat  In  lends  to  give  to  an  organization  or  to  a  public  that  Is 
not  organized  sous?  right  to  be  heard.  When  It  was  first  sug- 
gested that  an  amimdment  would  be  offered  aptK>lnting  counsel 
for  the  confuming  public  It  o<rurred  to  me  that  be  might  be  of 
some  assistance  to  the  Congress  and  of  some  assistance  to  tbe 
commission  Itself.  I  think  if  It  Wi're  the  right  kind  of  a  com- 
mUslon,  It  could  do  what  tlie  average  counsel  could  do,  and 
therefore  the  appointment  of  counsel  would  be  an  unnecessary 
expense. 

If  the  amendment  provided  only  for  a  coun.eel  and  the  neces- 
sary expense  tlmt  went  with  It  I  would  not  seriously  object  to 
it.  But  I  Invite  the  attention  of  tbe  Senate  to  the  particularly 
difficult  job  which  would  fall  to  the  lot  of  the  nian  appointed  to 
the  po.sltlon.  I  want  to  know  who  It  Is  that  can  determine 
when  the  consuming  public  Is  Interested  and  when  the  con- 
suming public  Is  affected  by  any  port  of  the  tariff  law.  If  we 
consider  It  from  one  point  of  view  only  It  would  be  said  that  the 
consuming  public  was  interested  in  free  trade  entirely,  because 
it  is  admitted  that  the  tariff  increa.ses  somewhat  the  price  of 
the  commodity  to  the  consuming  public. 

If  we  look  at  it  solely  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  price  the 
consuming  public  may  have  to  pay  for  what  it  uses,  the  pro- 
posed coun.«<el  may  conclude  that  it  is  his  duty  as  counsel  for 
the  consiunlng  public  to  protest  against  any  increa.'*e  In  tariff 
under  any  circumstances  whatever.  Is  that  what  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  wants?  Is  that  what  the  Senator  means  by  his 
amendment?  Does  he  expect  the  counsel  to  take  that  position, 
or  shall  the  counsel  representing  the  consuming  public  take  the 
position  of  trying  to  find  out  how  much  protection  is  needed  for 
a  certain  Industry  In  order  that  that  industry  may  prosper  and 
that  the  people  In  Its  community  may  prosiier? 

A  large  latitude  Is  given  the  prop«.)sed  consumers'  counsel.  A 
dIflScult  Job  Is  given  him,  a  job  that  suggests  that  the  man 
occupying  the  position  would  be  afraid  to  come  and  sit  in  tbe 
gallery  and  hear  what  might  be  said  about  him  a  year  after  be 
was  awx^Inted.  ,  ... 

It  Is  provided  that  he  shall  r^resent  the  consuming  public 
In  any  proceeding  before  the  commission.  But  then  he  must 
determine  this  situation : 

Whenever  the  counwl  finds  that  it  ia  ip  the  Interest  of  tbe  conBumlng 
public  to  have  the  commission  furnish  any  Information  at  its  command 
or  conduct  any  investigation  as  to  differences  in  cost  of  production  or 
other  matters  within  its  authority,  then  the  counsel  shall  so  certify  to 
the  commission,  specifying  In  the  certificate  the  luformatlon  or  Investi- 
gation desired.  Thereupon  the  commission  shall  promptly  furnish  to  the 
counsel  the  information  or  promptly  conduct  the  investigation  and  place 
the  results  thereof  at  the  disposal  of  the  counsel. 

In  other  words,  if  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Black], 
who  has  a  complaint  about  sugar  and  about  leather,  goes  to  the 
consumers'  coun.'^'l  and  makes  complaint  and  urges  him  to  ap- 
pear before  the  commission,  what  Is  that  counsel  first  to  do? 
Shall  he  undertake  to  determine  whether  there  are  any  facts 
that  justify  such  acUon.  having  In  mind  the  duty  of  the  commis- 
sion itself,  or  shall  he  be  compelled,  In  order  that  he  may  re- 
spond to  the  cUents  whom  be  represents,  in  order  that  he  may 


re«=ipond  to  the  people  who  have  employed  him,  the  people  who 
pay  him,  namely,  a  part  of  the  people  of  Alabama,  to  go  promptly 
before  the  commission  and  demand  an  investigation  uptm  this 
article,  without  any  authority,  without  anybody  l>elng  over  him, 
vrithout  the  commission  having  anything  to  do  with  it,  without 
the  President  having  anything  to  do  It.  without  the  Con- 
gress having  anything  to  do  with  It?  This  >ne  individual  may 
monopolize  the  entire  time  of  the  commission  by  the  complaints 
he  may  present  on  account  of  the  consuming  public.  Is  not 
that  true?  And  if  that  be  true,  is  not  that  a  dangerous  thing 
to  do? 

There  are  on  the  commission  six  members,  and  it  is  necessary 
that  a  majority,  or  two-thirds  of  them,  to  wit,  four,  should 
concur  before  any  action  can  be  taken  at  all ;  but  In  this  Instance 
It  would  not  be  necessary  to  get  the  consent  of  anybody  but  that 
of  this  one  individual  man.  I  assume  If  the  Senator  himself 
occupied  that  position,  upon  the  demand  of  the  consuming  public 
in  any  particular  community,  he  would  ft»el  compelled  to  pro- 
ceed.    I  submit  those  are  dangerous  features  of  the  amendment. 

The  last  clause  In  the  amendment,  which  the  Senator  admits 
that  he  is  perfectly  willing  shall  be  modified,  provides  •*  within 
the  limitations  of  such  appropriations,"  the  consumers'  counsel 
shall  employ  assistants  to  do,  just  as  has  been  poInte<l  out,  what 
the  commission  Itwlf  Is  supposed  to  do  and  Is  appointed  to  do. 
I  do  not  think  the  consumers'  counsel  otu;bt  to  have  any  such 
power  as  that.  If  the  amendment  provlde<l.  as  mtmt  of  us  would 
sui>po>ie  It  would  pro'lde  If  we  had  not  carefully  read  the  amend- 
ment Itself.  ff»r  It  would  be  natural  so  to  provide  In  an  amend- 
ment of  this  kind,  for  counsel  to  sit  at  tbe  bearing  and  crows- 
examine  witnesses  who  may  be  brought  there  !»y  some  manufac- 
turing concern  which  wants  a  tariff  rote  increased — ^tf  stich 
language  alone  were  in  the  amendment,  and  that  was  the  limita- 
tion of  tbe  c(»ims<?rK  authf>rity.  together  with  firovlslon  for  ^ufl^ 
dent  help  to  gather  necessary  facts  on  which  to  propound  ques- 
tions to  vritnesses,  although  I  doubt  tbe  necessity  for  It,  1  would 
not  at  all  hesitate  about  voting  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  one 
question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Does  tlie  Senator  imagine  that  counsel  for 
any  manufacturers  in  this  country  would  petition  for  an  in- 
crease In  a  rate  when  they  knew  they  were  not  entitled  to  tbe 
rate  which  they  then  had  on  a  given  commodity? 

Mr.  HASTINGS.    Do  I  imagine  that  they  would  do  so? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes;  does  tl»e  Senator  conceive  that  counsel 
for  a  concern  manufacturing  a  particular  commodity,  knowing 
that  such  c<mimodity  enjoyed  a  rate  of  duty  higher  than  was 
justified,  would  ever  ask  for  an  increase? 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     Oh,  yes;  I  can  readily  conceive  of  that, 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  the  manufacturer  himself  would  go  and 
ask  for  an  increase? 

Mr.  HASTINGS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Knowing  that  he  would  get  a  decrease  in 
duties? 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  He  might  not  know  what  he  was  going  to 
get.    I  do  not  suppose  he  would  know. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  cited  a  case  where  a  manufacturer  had  a 
rate  that  he  knew  he  could  not  justify;  can  the  Senator  con- 
ceive of  that  manufacturer  doing  anything  but  remaining  quiet 
under  the  circumstances? 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  Of  course,  under  those  circumstances,  I 
would  not  suppose  it  to  be  a  sensible  thing  for  him  to  ask  for  an 

Mr,  GEORGE.  Then,  the  Senator  wants  counsel  to  sit  up  and 
ask  a  few  Irrelevant  questions  in  ca.ses  where  the  manufacturers 
themselves  can  justify  an  increase,  but  we  want  a  counsel  who 
can  initiate  a  proceeding  before  the  cH)mmisslon  when  he  believes 
that  the  facts  justify  some  reduction  in  rates  as  to  which  the 
manufacturers  are  perfectly  quiet. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  all  the 
counsel  ought  to  be  permitted  to  do  would  be  to  pre!«ent  his 
petition  to  the  commission  Itself,  giving  the  commission  some- 
thing to  do? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     That  Is  all  that  is  proposed  he  shall  do 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     Oh  no. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Except  that  he  shaU  have  power  to  Initiate 
a  proceeding  with  resr»ect  to  a  rate  that  has  not  be<n  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  commission.  The  work  is  done  by  the 
commission,  the  findings  are  all  made  by  the  commission.  It 
simply  becomes  a  case  on  the  counsels  initiation. 

The  Senator  has  stressed  the  words  "  Whenever  the  counsel 
finds  "  and  so  forth,  which  mean  nothing  more  in  this  particu- 
lar than  when  in  the  judgment  of  the  counsel  upon  information 
brought  to  him  be  thinks  that  be  should  file  a  petition  he  may 
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Initiate  pcoceediiifpB  before  the  commlMdon,  Juat  as  the  manti- 
factnrer  does  when  he  tbinkH  that  he  is  entitled  to  an  Increafle 
or  the  importer  does  when  he  thinks  that  he  \b  entitled  to  a 
decrease :  but  there  are  many  article*  which  the  manufacturer 
Is  obliged  to  concede  are  not  entitled  to  an  Increase  In  the  rate 
of  duty  and  there  are  manj  articles  which  the  Importer  knows 
full  well  can  not  rece*re  a  decrease  In  the  rate  of  duty,  and 
they  are  never  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  commission.  The 
conNuroers'  counsel  will  have  the  power  to  institute  a  proceeding 
Id  a  c-ase  of  that  kind  when  neither  ooe  of  the  directly  Inter- 
eHted  parties,  no  to  opoak.  is  willing  to  bring  the  case  at  all* 
but  where  the  counsel  himself  determine*  that  it  is  a  matter 
that  ought  to  be  submitted  to  the  commission. 

Mr,  IIAUTINOII.  1  would  have  no  objection  to  makhiff  the 
conitnuM'rN'  counsel  a  part  of  the  coromiMsion  to  look  after  the 
c^mKUiik'rs'  Interests  If  It  were  provid*^  that  no  action  should 
be  tnkt^  upon  ht*  request  unless  he  could  oooTlooe  the  commlS' 
slon  Itself  that  there  was  si»me  Justlfl^atlon  for  It.  I  am  not 
v/Ullng  that  a  lone  Individual  Mhull  losd  the  Tariff  Commission 
with  MUch  a  great  quantity  of  inquiries  that  complaints  may 
be  made  in  the  next  Congress  that  the  Tariff  Commission  arc 
not  fuUlHiiig  their  obligation  to  the  Congress  and  furnishing 
nece«t«ary  information. 

Mr  VANDENBEUO.  Mr.  President,  may  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  to  the  iuipllcation  in  the  word 
-  promptly  ••  as  used  in  both  lines  2  and  8  on  page  3  of  the 
amendment?  It  seems  to  me  that  that  word  might  permit  the 
c«rti»uu»er8'  counsel  to  interrupt  the  orderly  procedure  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  and  even  to  monopolize  the  time  and  the 
proKTara  of  the  commission.  I  am  very  sure  the  Senator  has 
no  r'uch  cunteuiplation  in  mind,  and  I  want  to  ask  him  If  he 
would  not  be  willing  to  ti^e  some  ttuch  phrase  as  "as  soon  as 
practU-al)le "  instead  of  the  word  "promptly"? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  be  quite  wllllDg  to  do 
so.  Tlie  word  "  promptly "  might  permit  the  construction  to 
which  the  !!^enator  from  MIchlKan  alludes.  1  would  be  quite 
willing  to  say  "as  soon  as  practicable,"  or  "  consistent  with  Its 
other  dnties."  so  that  no  question  of  the  kind  the  Senator  sug-^ 
gests  might  arise.  ---i^. 

KLKcnon  ow  irpBxscifTikmrs  lit  mifivasoTA 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachuxetts  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  TYDINGH.     Mr.  President 

Th«»  VICE  PRB8IDUNT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chuKetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  Prenldeiit,  there  has  Just  been  held  a 
congreHslonal  election  in  the  State  of  Mlnne»*ota.  There  wt»re 
two  candidates — one  on  the  Republican  ticket  and  one  on  the 
Democrii  tic-fusion  ticket.  I  understand  the  issue  was  the  flex- 
ible provision  of  the  pending  tariff  bill;  that  the  Republican 
cai:didate  took  a  position  in  favor  of  having  the  power  under 
the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  act  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Preitident,  and  that  the  Democratic-fusion  candidate  took  the 
opposite  position.  That  was  the  dominant  issue  in  the  cam- 
puign  In  that  district.  The  Democratic-fusion  candidate  has 
Just  l>een  elected  in  Republican  Minnesota  by  a  majority  of^ 
45,000. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
to  uie? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  yielded  a  moment  ago 
and  a  political  speech  was  made,  and  the  Chair  could  have  taken 
the  fltior  away  from  me.  If  the  Senator  desires  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion. I  wUl  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  No;  I  desire  to  submit  a  request  for 
nnnnimous  consent 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yi^d  for  that  purpose. 

BECOBD  19  THE  CABK  OT  FBAKK  HATS,  U!f LICET:  SD  PILOT 

Mr.  McKEXLAR.  Mr.  President,  on  yesterday  I  HTered  a 
reMolntlon  directing  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  to  furnish  cer- 
tain information  to  the  Senate.  I  will  n>ad  the  resolution,  as 
it  will  take  Just  a  moment  to  do  so.    It  is  as  follows : 

W^cnu  on  the  atb  day  of  8t^rmt>«r,  1020,  out  Rraak  Bays,  an 
unHcnued  plloc,  at  s  field  near  Menpbts.  Tens.,  was  sllowed  and  did 
taluf  ap  In  an  airpUne,  licensed  by  tb«  Departoient  of  Comacree,  under 
HceoM  So.  C.  99ta,  and  carrUMl  two  pawienser*.  Eanis  M.  Douglass.  Jr., 
and  Bath  Oreer,  and  tbat  said  plans  fell  sod  both  passsagers  were 
killed:  and 

Wber.esa  by  act  of  Congress  approved  May  20,  1026,  It  Is  prorldMl  tbat 
It  abAll  be  tbe  doty  of  tbe  Seerttary  of  Conuncrc«  "to  lavcatlgate, 
record,  and  aaks  p«ri>lle  tbe  eaoses  of  accidents  in  civil  air  navigation 
In  the  L'aited  SUtcs":  and 

Wher«M  tb*  Bsevetary  of  Conmeroe  bas  made  sacb  inTestlgatlon  aad 
rseoraad  th«  nasM  bat  reCoses  to  nake  tbe  eanss  of  aocb  aeddsnt  public 


or  e  ren  to  give  a  copy  of  tbe  record  to  a  Senator  of  tbe  United  SUtes 
upoc    rH]aest :  Therefore  be  it 

Awoired,  That  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  be,  and  be  la  bereby,  di- 
rect(  d  to  famlab  to  the  Senate  «  copy  of  tbe  record  lo  the  aaJd  caae  for 
tbe  use  of  tbe  Senate. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  resolution  may  be  Immedl' 
atelf  conaldered  and  I  hope  it  may  be  agreed  to. 

T  le  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

1  r.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  will  ask  that  the  resolution  fo 
ore '  until  to-morrow  so  that  I  may  look  into  it  a  little-  I  may 
hav  9  no  (^Je<-tton  to  it  at  that  time. 

T  je  VICE  PUEHIDENT,    The  resolution  will  go  over  under 

ob>  (lion. 

nectrnw  mbssaom 

0  mdry  meiMNiCes  In  writing  were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
froii  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of 
his  secretaries. 

KXBcvnw  uwMJMtm  urmMD 

T  JO  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  Chair  refers  to  the  appropri- 
ate committees  sundry  mwages  received  from  the  Presidtfut  of 
the  United  States. 

RCnsiOIf  ow  THE  TABinr 

T  le  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con* 
sld«  ration  of  the  bill  (IL  R.  2067)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
trie i  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
oth<T  purposes. 

1  r.  WALSH  of  MasMchosetts.  Mr,  President,  I  am  in  s>'m- 
pat  ly  with  the  general  purpose  of  the  amendment  which  has 
bee  I  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  (Mr.  GeoboeI.  I  rise, 
hovever,  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  name  reasons  that  occur  to  me  for  the  presence  of  this  umend- 
mei  ,t  Why  is  such  an  amendment  here?  Why  is  it  here  when 
it  1 1  the  business  of  every  commission  to  safeguard  the  consum- 
ers and  all  aspects  of  the  ptiblic  interest  of  the  country?  It  is 
herp  becatise  we  are  proposing  to  give  authority  In  this  bill  to 
different  groups  to  protest,  to  intervene,  and  theretjy  are  giving 
the  lawmaking  jwwer  In  part  to  others  than  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Executive  jwwer  in  part  to  others  be- 
sidw  the  regular  executive  oflkrers  of  the  Government  There- 
for ►,  in  a  desire  to  protect  the  one  unorganized  group,  the 
Inatlculate  group,  the  largely  defenseless  group,  the  Senat«>r 
fro  a  Georgia,  responsive  to  the  real  needs  of  this  situation,  pro- 
pos  "s  this  amendment,  which  I  ctmunend, 

I  wonder  if  we  realize  In  what  direction  we  are  moving.  Is 
the  -e  any  Senator  on  this  floor,  in  view  of  the  experience  during 
the  last  six  or  eight  months  since  the  pending  tariff  bill  came 
bef)re  us,  who  for  one  moment  seriously  doubts  that  in  the 
fuMre  if  the  power  under  the  flexible-tariff  provision  to  revise 
rat  w  be  vested  in  the  President,  any  President,  be  he  Democrat 
or  lepublican.  will  ever  permit  a  general  revision  of  the  Uiriff? 
An  I  ev«i  if  this  present  bill  shall  be  defeated,  who  can  deny 
the  same  conclusion,  inasmuch  as  he  already  has  such  power 
ves  ted  in  him  under  existing  law,  as  long  as  it  shall  not  be  re- 
pesled? 

Jlr.  President,  do  you  not  think  every  Democratic  President 
ant  every  Republican  President  who  may  be  elected  In  the 
futire  will  say,  "I  will  handle  tariff  matters  myself;  I  have 
the  power.  I  will  safeguard  my  party's  interest  and  my  own 
wii  h  respect  to  the  tariff ;  it  is  in  my  own  control.  Let  us  not 
ha  e  any  further  trouble  with  Conjfrcss ;  let  us  have  no  more 
divisions  in  our  party;  let  us  avoid  the  turmoil  and  long  dls- 
cuj  slon  and  debate  that  is  certain  to  happen  if  the  tariff  goes 
bel  ure  the  Congress ;  leave  it  to  me  "  ? 

]  t  is  the  end  of  lawmaking  by  the  legislative  branch  of  the 
Government  so  far  as  tlie  tariff  is  concerned.  I  do  not  believe 
anything  can  stop  It  I  think  that  even  If  we  should  succeed  In 
ell  uinating  the  flexible  provisions  In  tbe  pending  bill  the  Presi- 
dent will  veto  the  bill  as  a  whole  In  order  to  retain  that  en- 
hanced executive  jKJwer  nnm-  lodged  in  his  hands. 

1  wish  to  call  espe<'lal  attention  Just  now  to  the  power  the 
Pr>sldent  Is  retaining  under  existing  law  it  continued.  Is  it 
primarily  to  benefit  small  business  with  small  manufacturing 
Interests?  No.  Is  it  to  benefit  small  prfnlucers  generally?  No. 
It  is  to  benefit  the  great,  gigantic,  highly  protwted  indus- 
trl  "s  of  this  country.  A  i>ower  to  Increane  tariff  ad  valorem 
du  ies  SO  per  cent.  If  the  rate  were  only  10  or  even  20  per  cent, 
would  be  an  insignificant  power;  but  when  this  power  is  exer- 
cised with  respect  to  the  existing  law,  40  iwr  cent,  (X)  iter  cent, 
80  per  cent,  and  even  more  ad  valorem  rates  of  duty,  whl<-h  tbe 
hl|  hly  protected  big  interests  enjoy,  then  the  power  to  increase 
so  ^h  ad  valorem  rates  50  per  cent  Is  tremendous. 

I  >De  of  the  strongest  arguments  uguinst  the  flexible  provision 
Is  :hat  It  can  have  no  application  or  l>eiiefit  for  those  pro4lucers 
anl  manufacturers  whose  conunodlties  are  on  the  free  list; 
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also,  it  is  of  small  benefit  to  those  producers  who  have  only  an 
Inconsiderable  degree  of  i)rotection ;  but  the  flexible-tariff  proTi- 
sion  of  this  bill  is  of  undoubt«'d  benefit  chiefly  and  foremost  to 
the  bis  trusts,  and  the  larger  and  more  ix)litically  powerful 
Interests  generally,  which  now  have  excessive  protection,  or  at 
least  protection  so  ample  that  they  do  not  need  any  more.  This 
Is  the  inevitable  mathematical  result  of  the  working  of  a  power 
to  increase  duties  50  per  cent,  operating  upon  rates  of  duty 
politically  determined,  and  therefr»re  by  furor,  large  or  small. 

8o  much  for  the  flexible  provision.  Now  for  its  twin,  W« 
have  incorporated  In  this  bill  a  povier  and  a  right,  not  before 
the  Tariff  fomndssion  but  before  the  courts — courts  of  law — 
of  repn'sentatlves  of  matnifodurers  and  r«itr<tM»ntatlve«  of 
lat>or  organi/^ations  to  apiM*ar  and  seelc  an  Interpretation  of  the 
tariff  law  that  nu«etj<  with  their  private  a|>i>rovaI  awl  further! 
their  private  interests;  a  i)ower  and  n  right  to  push  aside  the 
public  prosecuting  attorney  and  to  carry  on  the  promvut Ion  of 
altege<l  violations  of  the  provisions  of  the  law.  In  this  amajsitig 
situation  is  it  not  time  for  somebody  to  asl(,  and  to  asic  with 
tnixU-nty,  that  the  great  constitnlng  public  be  repriMieiited,  nttt 
In  the  courts — although  now  others  are  pushing  out  the  Tnlted 
Htates  attorney — but  l«*fore  the  Tariff  Com  mission?  And  espe- 
cially can  not  this  demand  bo  reasonably  made  when  the  Tariff 
CofnmlMslon  is  to  \>e  the  agent  of  the  President  In  malting  ree- 
omnu-ndiitbins  under  tlie  flexible  provision,  with  the  enormous 
power  of  one  man,  the  tremendous  power  of  one  man  making  a 
law  by  alteration  to  extort  millions  of  dollars  in  behalf  of  pow- 
erful and  organized  interests  from  the  unorganized  consumers 
of  the  country  by  the  slmjMe  act  of  attaching  his  signature  to  a 
recommendation  of  the  Tariff  Commlxslon? 

I  regret  the  necessity  of  being  obliged  to  create  another  ofllce; 
but  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  shown  vision,  farsightedness, 
ability,  and  true  and  needed  concern  for  the  public  Interest.  He 
has  undoubtedly  been  influenced  in  this  move  by  the  things 
that  are  already  happening  in  connection  with  the  flexible-tariff 
provision  and  these  other  provisions  of  existing  law.  And,  there- 
fore. I  hope  an  amendment  will  be  adopted  supplementary  to  his 
amendment  permitting  thin  b-glHlatlve  comi.sel,  or  consumers' 
counsel,  to  intervene  side  by  side  with  the  representatives  of 
the  manufacturers  and  the  representatives  of  labor  organiza- 
tions In  the  courts  as  well  as  to  participate  in  the  deliberations 
of  the  Tariff  Commission, 

Mr.  rresldcnt,  I  rose  for  the  purpose  of  suggesting  an  amnid- 
ment ;  and  I  should  like  especially  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia,  because  I  desire  to  strengthen  this  measure  of 
his  if  I  can.  I  want  to  make  this  new  officer  he  proposes  a 
representative  in  our  absence  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  l>efore  the  Tariff  Commission,  I  want  to  have  him  make 
a  report  once  a  year  to  us — not  a  report  to  the  President,  not  a 
report  to  the  Tariff  Commission,  but  a  report  to  the  Congress. 
He  Is  given  certain  duties  to  perform.  He  has  the  right  to  em- 
ploy assistants.  He  will  have  control  of  certain  moneys.  There 
appt'ars  to  be  no  provision  in  this  amendment  for  a  report,  and 
I  am  going  to  suggest  another  subdivision  of  his  amendment  as 
drawn,  If  the  Senator  approves  It.  I  am  suggesting  It  only  for 
the  purpose  of  being  ht-lpful,  not  for  the  purpose  of  being  In 
any  way  critical;  and  if  he  thinks  it  would  jeopardize  his 
amendment  I  should  be  most  willing  not  to  press  It  I  realize 
that  a  step  of  this  kind  is  important  and  valuable,  and  I  cer- 
tainly do  not  want  to  embarrass  the  amendment  to  the  extent 
of  bringing  about  the  risk  of  its  defeat  I  would  surest  another 
subdivision,  to  be  called  subdivision  (d),  to  read  as  follows: 

The  coansel  appointed  under  this  section  shall  report  to  Congress  on 
the  first  Monday  of  December  of  each  year  hereafter,  fummarlzlng  his 
work  during  the  year,  together  with  a  statement  of  the  method*  adopted 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  section,  and  aU  expenses  incurred. 

The  Idea  I  hare  In  mind  Is  that  he  should  be  independent  o< 
the  corami.Mslon.  not  have  to  make  a  report  to  them  or  through 
them,  but  make  a  report  directly  to  Congress,  from  whom  he 
receives  his  money  and  by  whom  this  authority  is  given.  We 
should  have  a  direct  and  uninfluenced  contact  with  him  and  be 
able  to  find  out  through  him  whether  the  other  officials  created 
by  tills  bill  were  really  performing  a  useful  public  service;  that 
they  were  even  decently  observant  of  the  obligation  of  their  oath 

I  sb'nild  like  to  hare  the  Senator's  reaction  to  that  stiggestlon. 

Mr.  GEOUGE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  accept 
the  Senator's  amentlment  I  had  contemplated  a  change  of  the 
provision  in  subsection  (c)  In  deference  to  some  of  the  rlewa 
expressed  upon  the  floor,  even  although  I  do  not  think  the  fears 
expressed  ahoold  be  wholly  controlling  In  the  matter.  But  I 
think,  in  any  event,  I  should  have  no  objection  to  the  Senator's 

What  I  meant  to  say,  however,  was  this :  If  the  provision  of 
•ubeectlon  (c)  should  be  so  changed  as  to  give  to  the  couiwel 


such  assistants  and  experts  as  might  be  supplied  by  the  com- 
mission from  its  staff,  and  such  office  equipment  and  suiipllea 
as  the  commission  might  sun>ly,  all  salaries  and  expenses  of 
the  office  of  the  counsel  to  be  paid  out  of  the  appropriation  for 
the  Tariff  Commission  Itself  In  the  same  manner  as  the  other 
expenditures  are  paid,  then  perhaps  the  Senator's  amendment 
might  not  be  necessary;  but  It  would  still  be  quite  appropriate, 
it  seems  to  me,  to  hare  the  counsel  make  his  report  to  the  Om- 
gresN,  and  I  should  have  no  objection  to  the  Senator's  amend- 
roent  in  either  event.    I  shall  be  glad  to  accept  It. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  assumed  that  the  Senator 
would  not  object  to  the  amendment.  I  have  tried  to  follow 
the  languaffe  In  wbi'^h  similar  reqnir<>mentN  are  lmpoMe<l  on  all 
officials  whose  positions  arc  creati'd  by  act  of  (Vingreiui ;  and  th« 
very  fact  that  we  are  creating  this  office  hj  an  act  of  CfMigrewi, 
it  seems  to  me,  should  require  a  like  report  to  be  mado. 

I  move,  then,  Mr.  President,  that  the  pending  amendment  b« 
ami'nded  by  inserting  another  sutsiection  (d),  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

Tb«  coansel  appointed  and«r  this  section  shall  report  to  Congress 
on  tbc  first  Monday  of  Decetnbrr  of  each  yc«r  hereafter,  summsrlsinff 
bis  work  daring  ttie  year,  together  with  a  statement  ot  tbc  ow-tbods 
adopted  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  section,  and  all  expenses 
Incurred. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the  practice,  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  has  a  right  to  modify  his  amendment.  The  Chair 
suggests  tliat  the  Senator  send  his  amendment  either  to  the  desk 
or  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  be  glad  to  accept  the 
amendment  and  offer  It  at  the  proper  time.  If  the  change  I 
have  Indicated  is  made  in  subsection  (c),  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment should  be  further  modifled  by  eliminating  the  reference  to 
expense.  That  is  to  mj,  if  the  consumers'  counsel  is  not  him- 
self to  have  the  authority  to  incur  expense  and  pay  out  moneys, 
but  it  all  expenses  are  to  be  cared  for  by  the  commlMslon  as  a 
part  of  its  r^nlar  expenses,  then,  of  course,  there  would  be  no 
purpose  in  calling  on  the  coansel  to  give  a  detailed,  it^^mized 
statement  of  his  expenses. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts,  Then,  in  order  that  the  rec<jrd 
may  be  clear,  I  understand  that  the  Senator  from  f}e*»rida  will 
accept  the  amendment,  subject  to  the  modification  which  we  may 
agree  upon  later?  I  will  prepare  some  slight  changes  in  the 
language  of  my  amendment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Subject  to  the  necessary  modification. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  of  the  Senrt- 
tor  from  Georgia  If  he  has  determined  upon  an  amendment  to 
subsection  (c)?  It  seems  to  me  the  power  given  there  to  the 
counsel  to  appoint  and  fix  the  salaries  of  such  assistants  and 
clerks  as  he  may  see  fit  Is  a  very  extraordinary  power.  It  puts 
in  the  hands  of  one  man  the  i)ower  to  incur  expenses  and  obli- 
gations, and  to  select  assistants  and  clerks,  without  any  limit  at 
all  on  him  except  the  appropriations  of  Congress. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  And  the  classified  civil  service  law.  The 
Senator  Is  quite  right  about  that;  and  yet  the  same  power  Is 
given  to  1-man  commissions  and  agencies  In  the  Government  at 
this  time.  It  Is  a  power  generally  given  to  a  bureau,  of  course, 
or  to  an  agency  of  government ;  but  usually  the  agency  consists 
of  more  than  one  man.  I  thought,  if  the  Senator  will  permit 
me,  that  it  would  be  wise — the  suggestion  was  made  by  more 
than  one  Senator — that  subsection  (c)  should  be  stricken  out 
and  the  following  substituted ;  and  I  will  read  and  offer  it  at 
this  time,  if  I  may  have  the  floor  for  that  purpose. 

Mr,  rLET(;HER.    That  is  the  purpose  of  my  inquiry. 

Mr.  GEORGE  (reading) : 

The  commission — 

That  Is  to  say,  the  Tariff  Commission,  not  the  coansel — 

The  commission  shall  supply  the  counsel,  within  reasonable  limits, 
with  assistants  and  experts  from  its  staff — 

Manifestly,  he  needs  some  assistants.    Then  reading  farther — 

and  shall  prorlde  such  counsel  with  the  necessary  offlce  accommodations, 
ofllce  supplies,  and  clerical  assistance;  and  all  the  salaries  and  *-xpen»«a 
<tf  the  ofllce  of  such  consumers'  counsel  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  appro- 
priation for  sach  Tariff  Commission  In  the  same  manner  as  its  other 
expeoditares  are  paid. 

Mr.  FLBTCHEB.    I  think  that  would  be  better. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.    That  is  aU  right. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  desire  to  say  that  in  offering  this  amend- 
ment I  am  taking  the  lll)erty  of  adopting  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nouis]  in  an  amendment 
which  he  had  prepared,  but  which  he  had  not  proposed.  I 
think  the  amendment  improves  the  amendment  which  I  have 
offered ;  and  I  am  pleased  to  say  this: 
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The  Tariff  Commlsstion  has  some  very  capable  experts  on  its 
gtaff  It  has  many  rery  flue  men  who  are  very  capable  and 
who  have  very  tine  records.  I  think,  therefore,  that  the  Con- 
gresj*  might  well  depend  upon  the  commission  to  supply  the 
counsel  with  such  necessary  assistants  and  experts  as  he  may 
require  without  danger  of  unduly  hampering  the  counsel.  That 
is  the  only  thing  that  I  wished  to  avoid  by  the  amendment  in 
the  form  in  which  I  first  offered  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

ilr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  had  intended,  as  I  advised  the  Senator 
from  Georgia,  to  offer  an  amendment  to  subsection  (c),  as  origi- 
nally drawn,  providing  that  tliis  peoples  counsel  might  select, 
without  reference  to  the  civil  service  or  classiftcation  act,  such 
as.«;istant  l^al  counsel  as  he  might  be  authorized  to  appoint,  for 
the  reason  that  I  do  not  think  a  civil-senice  examination  can 
always,  if  ever,  reveal  the  greatest  legal  qualification.s  of  a  man 
who  Is  to  be  called  on  to  assist  counsel  in  the  capacity  of  a 
representative  of  the  people. 

With  the  modified  amendment  of  the  Senator,  does  he  think 
that  idea  Is  protected?  If  this  man  who  is  to  be  appointed  Is 
to  represent  the  people  as  a  lawyer  and  as  an  advocate,  it  is 
conceivable  that  he  may  need  legal  assistance,  not  only  for  coun- 
sel but  for  appearance  before  the  commission,  and  probably  at 
the  taking  of  testimony.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  such 
legal  assistance  as  the  consumers'  counsel  may  require  ought  ta 
be  selected  without  regard  to  any  dvil  service  or  cla.sslfication 
act.  and  that  he  ought  not  even  to  be  limited  to  such  men  as 
might  be  assigned  to  him  by  the  commission  ?  If  he  should  need 
a  regular  assistant  counsel,  he  ought  to  be  a  good  lawyer.  Does 
not  the  Senator  think  he  ought  to  have  the  authority  to  appoint 
one? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  has  asked  me  a  question,  and  I 
have  UD  disposition  to  evade  it.  I  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  there  are  two  views  upon  that  subject.  Perhaps  the  counsel 
should  have  the  right  to  select  his  assistant  without  regard  to 
civil-service  requirements ;  but  we  can  not  lose  sight  of  the  larger 
Interest  Involved  in  civil  ser\ice,  and  it  seems  to  me  wise  to 
preserve  our  civil-service  regulations,  and  to  require  the  counsel 
here  to  take  his  assistants  from  among  those  who  have  come  in 
under  the  civil  service  law. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Attorney  General  and  the  legal  advisers 
In  the  departments  are  not  required  always  to  select  their  a.s- 
sistants  from  the  civil-service  list.  This  oflQce  that  we  are  creat- 
ing Is  one  which  it  seems  to  me,  of  all  oflSces,  ought  to  be  wholly 
independent,  in  the  selection  of  Its  legal  assLstants,  from  the 
commission  or  board  with  which  it  must  probably  sometimes  be 
In  opposition. 

It  may  be 'occasionally  that  the  position  taken  by  the  com- 
mission may  not  be  one  which  the  people's  counsd  could  sup- 
port. It  might  be  that  in  the  performance  of  his  duty  as  repre- 
senting the  consumers  he  might  find  himsc4f  in  a  iK>sition 
diametrically  opposed  to  that  of  the  commission  Itself;  and  In 
&ut'h  cases  ought  he  not  to  have,  as  his  legal  advises  and 
assistants  men  who  were  equally  independent  with  him? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  he  undoubtedly  should,  Mr.  President ; 
but  I  did  not  care  to  raise  the  issue  which  would  have  been 
raised  by  the  snggestion  of  taking  any  part  of  the  oflUce  force  or 
the  assistants  to  the  counsel  out  of  the  dvU  service ;  and  I  want 
to  say  to  the  Sraator  that  in  the  Tariff  Commission  he  will  find 
many  experts,  many  men  most  capable. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  no  doubt  about  that.  I  have  had 
some  contact  with  these  experts,  and  I  have  the  very  highest 
regard  for  their  ability  and  their  disinterestedness ;  but  they  are 
not  always  lawyers. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  quite  true;  but  my  own  view  is  that 
it  is  better  to  take  the  amendment.  If  we  can  get  It,  with  this 
provision  in  It,  and  If  this  people's  counsel  or  consumers'  counsel 
justifies  himself  we  might  rely  upon  Congress  to  free  his  hands 
if  it  did  appeor  that  he  was  hampered  either  by  dvil-serrice 
restrictions  or  by  the  disposition  of  the  commission  to  tie  his 
hands.  For  that  reason,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator,  it  seems  to 
be  liest  to  leave  the  amendment  In  this  form,  althongta  I  am  in 
general  agreement  with  the  observations  made  by  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  out  of  deference  to  the  Sena- 
tor who  Is  the  author  of  the  amendment,  I  shall  probaMy  desist 
from  offering  the  amendment  which  I  had  prepared,  bat  I  am 
not  satisfied  In  my  own  mind  to  leave  it  that  way. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  a  qaestion.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  lawyers 
who  are  really  competent  to  handle  a  position  like  the  one  pro- 
vided for  would  go  through  a  civil-service  examination  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  one  of  these  positions ;  and  even  if  one  such 
lawyer  did,  la  it  not  a  fact  that  tliere  are  questions  aaked  in 


eivri-service  examinations,  ju&t  as  In  bar  examinations,  which 
the  {ablest  lawyer  in  this  country  possibly  might  not  be  able  to 
answer? 

1  r.  BARKLEY.  That  is  undoubtedly  true.  In  addition  to 
tha  .  it  Is  entirely  possible  that  some  lawyer  who  takes  the 
exa  nination  with  a  view  to  securing  a  position  might  show  up 
at  t  le  head  of  the  list,  or  among  the  three  highest,  and  it  might 
be  lecessary  to  appoint  one  who  was  wholly  out  of  symiwthy 
wit  I  the  object  of  this  amendment  and  the  appointment  of  this 
peo  )le's  counsel  in  the  beginning. 

A  r.  BLEASE.     That  is  my  idea,  exactly,  Mr.  President. 

A  r.  SWANSON.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  astonislied  at  the 
opp)sition  to  this  amendment  from  a  Republican  source.  The 
one  great  reason  why  this  amendment  should  be  agreed  to  would 
be  (hat  If  the  flexible  provision  was  retained  and  the  President 
woi  Id  have  the  power  to  fix  rates  irre«<pective  of  the  wishes  of 
Con  gress,  the  consumers  should  certainly  l>e  representetl. 

T  le  opposition  convinces  me  that  there  is  an  intention  to 
Insist  upon  a  flexible  provision  in  the  tariff,  and  those  in  favor 
of  hat  do  not  want  this  amendment,  because  if  the  flexible 
pro  ision  in  the  tariff  bill  Is  finally  retained  in  the  bill  as  passed 
it  will  be  very  beneficial  to  the  masses  of  the  people  to  have  such 
a  provision  as  this  against  having  the  President  fix  rates  bene- 
flclj  I  to  certain  special  Interests. 

T  lis  amendment  could  only  be  effective  and  valuable  in  case 
the  Sexible  provision  is  retained  in  the  tariff  bill,  becau.se  If  it  is 
not  retained  the  commission  will  simply  furnish  Information,  and 
the  opposition  to  the  amendment  can  only  come  from  the  idea 
tha  it  might  be  embarrassing  to  a  President  to  have  somebody 
stai  d   in   the   commission   and   represent   tlie   Interests   of   the 

peo  ►le. 

&  r.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

\  r.  SW ANSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  only  objection  I  see  to  the  amendment  is 
tha  it  is  offered  on  the  assumption  that  the  public  has  no  rep- 
res*  ntatlve  before  the  commission.  It  strikes  me  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  is  more  a  representative  of  the  public  than 
anything  else.  I  think  the  Senator  tries  to  be  a  representative 
of  ihe  public. 

li  r.  SW  ANSON.  If  the  Senator  will  permit,  I  will  answer 
tha  now.  In  the  flexible  provl.sion  the  Congress  gives  to  the 
Pre  sldent  the  power  to  fix  tariff  rates  on  the  recommendarlon 
of  he  Tariff  Commission,  and  Congress  has  nothing  whatever 
to  I  ay  about  the  matter ;  Congress  has  abdicatetl  Its  p«iwer  and 
givin  to  the  President  the  power  to  fix  the  rates.  Should  the 
flexible  iMTovlsion  become  law,  It  would  be  of  the  utmost  Im- 
por  tance  for  the  public  to  be  representeil  before  the  commission, 
since  Senators  and  Representatives  would  have  abjectly  sur- 
ren  lered  their  power  to  represent  their  constituencies. 

J  :r.  FESS.     Is  not  the  public  represented? 

Il[r.  SWANSON.  This  is  Intended  to  permit  the  public,  the 
con  mmers,  to  be  represented,  and  I  contend  that  in  Congress 
the  7  are  represented.  Ours  is  a  representative  government,  a 
poj  ular  representative  government,  and  taxes  should  not  be  Im- 
po«?d  except  by  the  will  of  the  i)eople.  When  you  vote  for  the 
fleiible  provision,  you  vote  to  abdicate  our  system  of  govern- 
ment, and  let  the  President,  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Tariff 
Coi  imisslon,  exercise  the  function  of  imposing  taxes. 

Mr,  FESS.  Mr.  President.  In  the  Department  of  Justice, 
does  not  the  Attorney  General  represent  the  Government,  and 
dO€B  not  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  represent  the 
pul  lie?  Does  not  any  independent  commission  appointed  by  the 
Go"emment  represent  the  public? 

Mr.  SWANSON.  No ;  this  is  the  difference  In  the  case  of  the 
Tariff  Commission.  The  Tariff  Commission  ought  to  represent 
Congress,  because  It  Is  Congress  which  deputizes  a  comniLssion 
to  make  recommendations.  Congress  gives  the  power  to  the 
President,  the  President  names  the  commissioners,  and  the 
Pr<  sident  names  men  of  his  own  type  and  character  and  views 
to  nake  recommendations  to  him.  All  we  ask  in  this  araend- 
me  It  is  that  the  public  shall  be  represented  before  the  com- 
mission. 

r.  FESS.  Who  Is  to  appoint  this  public  counsel? 
r.  SWANSON.  The  President  will  appoint  him.  but  even 
If  be  does  appoint  him,  the  counsel  is  to  stand  as  the  repre- 
senjtatlve  of  the  public,  absolutely  and  completely.  Congress 
no  power  to  appoint  him,  under  our  Constitution,  but  Ct)n- 
grdss  can  prescribe  his  qualifications,  with  the  idea  that  the 
President  will  select  a  man  with  those  qualifications  to  carry 
ou^  the  purposes  of  the  Congress. 

r.  FESS.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  he  is  leading  to  a 
plate  where  we  will  want  a  public  counsel  to  represent  the 
public  against  Congress? 

r.  SWANSON.  There  is  piibllc  counsel  to  represent  the 
public  if  $1,000  worth  of  land  is  sought  to  be  taken  from  it. 
Ye,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  special  tariff  Interests  enrich 
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themselves  at  the  expense  of  the  people,  and  might  take  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  dollars  from  the  public,  it  is  contended 
the  people  should  not  be  represented. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 
Mr.  SWANSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  curious  to  know,  from  the 
Intimations  given  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  who  does  represent 
the  consuming  public  in  an  application  before  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission. 

Mr.  FESS.  It  Is  just  the  same  as  the  public  Is  represented 
before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Who  does  represent  the  consum- 
ing public  before  the  Tariff  Commission? 

Mr.  FESS.  The  commission,  just  the  same  as  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  represents  the  public. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Who  does  represent  the  public  be- 
fore the  Tariff  Commission? 

Mr.  FESS.     The  Tariff  Commission  itself. 
Mr.    WALSH   of   Montana.    The   Tariff   Commission    Itself; 
exactly.     The  Tariff  C<^)mmLssion  determines  whether  the  rates 
shall  be  raised  or  shall  not  be  raised,  does  it  not? 
Mr.  FESS.    That  is  a  fact. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  is,  it  makes  a  recommenda- 
tion. 

Mr.  FESS.     It  Is  a  fact-finding  commission. 
Mr.   WALSH   of   Montana.    The   manufacturer   or   producer 
asking  for  a  raise  is  represented  before  the  commission  by  his 
counsel 

Mr.  FESS.  And  the  Senator  from  Montana  can  represent  the 
public  on  the  other  side  of  the  cMitroversy. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  applicant  for  the  raise  Is  rep- 
resented before  the  commission  by  his  counsel  and  his  witnesses, 
and  they  seek  to  establish  before  the  commission,  as  judges,  their 
case.  WTio,  before  the  commission,  puts  the  other  side  of  the 
question  ? 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Mr.  President,  if  the  vSenator  will  permit 
me  to  add  to  what  the  Senator  from  Montana  has  said,  what  is 
the  position  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio?  He  says  the  members 
of  this  commission  are  judges  to  hear  the  merits  and  demerits 
of  an  application  for  increase  or  decrease.  They  sit  as  judges, 
to  do  what  they  consider  right,  as  a  judge  In  a  court  does.  Yet 
If  a  thousand  dollars'  worth  of  property  of  the  United  States  Is 
Involved.  If  there  Is  a  plaintiff  trying  to  get  the  property,  there 
Is  an  attorney  to  represent  the  United  States  Government.  Yet 
it  Is  contended  here  that  120,000,000  people  are  to  have  to  pay 
higher  prices  through  tariff  rates  in  the  amount  of  millions  and 
millions  of  dollars,  but  shall  have  no  representative  before  the 
court ;  that  the  court  itself  shall  make  itself  an  active  body  to 
prevent  the  increases. 

Mr.  President,  what  I  say  is  that  in  the  court,  if  It  Is  a  court, 
like  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  like  other  commis- 
sions, the  people  who  are  the  victims  of  extortion  through  exces- 
sive tariff  rates  ought  to  have  a  representative. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  who  represents  the  public  before 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission? 

Mr.  SWANSON.  There  appear  before  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  chambers  of  commerce,  farm  organizations, 
and  various  Individuals,  because  the  action  of  the  commission 
is  a  far-reaching  thing.  Yet  you  come  here  and  say  one  man 
who  might  pay  25  cents  more  for  his  slioes  on  account  of  leather 
being  taxed  shall  pay  the  expense  of  going  before  the  commis- 
sion and  presenting  his  case. 

Mr.  FESS.  Are  not  the  public  represented  before  the  Tariff 
Commission,  just  as  the  Senator  says  they  are  before  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission? 

Mr.  SWANSON.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  public  has  been 
ably  represented  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
or  not.  when  we  consider  the  excessive  Incnja-ses  of  rates,  which 
are  nearly  double  what  they  formerly  were.  But  the  time 
has  come,  If  Congress  Is  going  to  give  Its  power  to  these  com- 
missions, to  have  somebody  before  the  commission  to  represent 
Congress,  to  represent  the  masses  of  the  people,  to  make  a 
defen.se  of  popular  rights. 

Mr.  FESS.  Does  not  the  Senator  believe  that  the  Senator 
himself  could  appear  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion or  before  the  Tariff  Commission  and  plead  the  case  of  the 
public?    Is  he  foreclosed  from  doing  that? 

Mr.  SWANSON.  I  do  not  know  the  ca.ses  that  are  pending 
there.  I  take  a  position  different  from  that  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio;  I  am  ready  to  let  the  power  to  fix  tariff  duties 
remain  In  the  Senate  and  In  the  House,  as  the  Constitution  pro- 
vides ;  but  the  Senator  is  willing  to  give  the  power  over  to  a 
commls.slon,  and  let  us  sit  here  In  perpetual  session  to  defend 
the  rights  of  the  people  and  refuse  to  have  a  counsel  to  de- 


fend the  rights  of  the  masses  of  the  people  in  regard  to  matten 
that  might  be  pending  before  the  Tariff  Ccxnmission. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  yield  further? 

Mr.  SWANSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  want  to  call  the  attention  trf  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  to  the  fact  that  the  case  Is  altogether  dif- 
ferent. Tlie  Tariff  Commission  stands  In  an  entirely  different 
situation  from  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Mr.  FESS.    In  what  way? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mcmtana.  Let  any  railroad  company  or  com- 
bination of  railroad  companies  apply  for  an  Increase  in  rates, 
and  Immediately  there  is  a  response  from  every  organization  of 
shippers,  from  local  chambers  of  commerce,  from  all  manner  of 
civic  organizations,  which  appear  and  fight  the  application  for 
the  Increase. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  a  State  railroad  commission  In  the 
State  of  Montana.  Let  an  application  be  made  for  an  Increase, 
as  has  been  made  for  an  Increase  of  the  ratep  npon  grain  ship- 
ments from  Montana  points  to  the  terminals  at  Minneai)oIls  and 
St.  Paul,  and  if  the  Montana  Railroad  Commission  did  not 
appear  and  fight  that  application  they  would  be  dismissed  sum- 
marily from  the  places  they  hold. 

Provision  has  been  made  in  our  sjTrtem  for  fighting  applica- 
tions for  increases  In  railroad  rates  before  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  but  no  provision  has  been  made  for  fighting 
applications  for  increases  in  the  tariff  before  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission. There  have  not  been  appearances  there  by  any  great 
organization  In  opposition  to  applications  for  Increases  of  rates. 

Mr.  FESS.  Will  the  Senator  from  Montana  tell  the  Senate 
who  represents  the  public  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission ? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  parties  who  are  directly  In- 
terested In  the  Increases  in  rates  are  always  represented. 

Mr.  FESS.    It  Is  the  same  before  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Let  me  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  rival  railroad  companies  are  ordinarily  there  fighting  ap- 
plications for  Increases  In  rates  or  applications  for  decreases 
of  rates,  as  the  case  may  be. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  same  thing  can  be  said  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, if  the  parties  are  interested. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course,  that  is  a  fftct,  but  they 
are  not.  There  are  no  such  organizations  that  do  appear  before 
the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  FESS.  Why,  Mr.  President,  I  myself  have  been  appealed 
to  from  different  sources  to  use  my  Influence  before  the  Tariff 
Commission  against  the  raising  of  rates.  The  Consumers* 
League  has  its  representative  there.  To  state  that  we  should 
have  an  official  here  to  be  denominated  the  consumers'  counsel 
is  an  assumption  that  the  public  Is  not  represented  except  where 
some  particular  organization  like  this  is  created.  I  insist  that 
the  Senator  who  Is  occupying  the  floor  is  a  representative  of 
the  public,  although  he  is  a  Member  of  the  Senate.  If  he  were 
on  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  he  would  represent 
the  public,  becau.se  he  was  appointed  by  tlie  Government  as  a 
representative  of  the  public.  The  same  thing  Is  true  of  the 
Tariff  Commission,  and  yet  the  Senator  Is  going  on  the  assump- 
tion that  If  he  is  a  member  of  any  commission  appointed  by  the 
Government,  he  does  not  represent  the  public. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  What  Is  the  position  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio?    The  Judge  of  a  court  represents  the  public. 

Mr.  FESS.    Certainly  he  does. 

Mr.  SWANSON,  The  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States  and 
every  judge  In  the  United  States  represents  the  public,  and 
yet  the  Senator  from  Ohio  would  have  no  Attorney  General 
and  would  have  no  prosecuting  attorney,  and  would  have  no- 
body except  the  defendant  to  appear  before  the  court. 

Mr,  FESS.  Oh,  no!  The  Attorney  General  represents  the 
public. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  The  object  of  the  con.'^umers'  counsel  is  to 
furnish  information,  to  make  examination,  to  get  the  facts,  so 
that  the  public  is  represented;  to  aid  the  court,  to  reply  to 
counsel  on  the  other  side.  Every  judge  represents  the  public, 
yet  would  the  Senator  from  Ohio  abolish  district  attorneys  and 
prosecuting  attorneys  to  represent  the  interests  of  the  Govern- 
ment before  the  court  that  was  so  appointed?  Why  Is  the 
Tariff  Commission  so  sacred?  Why  Is  an  Increase  in  tariff  rates 
so  sacred  that  the  public  can  not  be  represented?  Why  is  the 
right  of  monopoly  to  collect  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  from 
the  public  so  sacred  that  nobody  is  to  be  permitted  to  represent 
the  public  and  get  the  facts  and  say  It  is  an  outrage  on  the 
public  to  have  the  jwoposed  increase  in  rates? 

Mr.  President,  this  means  that  the  opposition  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Chaml)er  are  determined  to  make  a  fight  for  the 
flexible  provision,  which  they  hope  to  get  incorporated  In  the 
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bill  before  it  is  Anally  passed.  We  want  to  haye  this  provision 
so  that  if  the  bill  becomes  operadve  the  people  shall  have  a 
counsel  to  present  their  case  to  the  commiseion,  to  present  their 
cuae  to  the  President,  like  other  cases  of  the  peoj^  are  pre- 
sented to  the  courts.  Not  to  provide  for  the  iwoposed  coansel 
tiimply  makes  the  Tariff  Oommission  sacred  above  everything 
else. 

What  is  the  purpose  as  now  developed  here?  It  is  to  make 
another  fight  to  strike  out  the  flexible-tariff  provision  when  that 
matter  comes  before  us  again  after  the  bill  is  reported  to  the 
Senate.  I  have  an  idea  that  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle  will  make  certain  concessions  in  order  to  obtain  enough 
rotes  to  include  the  flexible-tariff  provision  in  tlie  bill  when  it  is 
finally  parsed.  When  the  bill  goes  to  the  House  they  will  make 
a  fight  there  to  have  the  flexible  iMrorision  included  in  the  biU. 
The  intimation  is  made  that  if  it  is  not  done  the  President  will 
veto  the  bill  because  under  the  existing  law  he  can  fix  rates  to 
suit  himself  within  a  range  of  50  per  cent  of  the  existing  rates. 
Ck>uce88ious  may  be  made  in  opposition  to  the  will  of  the  Presi- 
dent as  to  the  ultimate  right  and  wisdom  of  rates.  If  the  flex- 
ible i^ovteion  is  incorporated  in  the  bill  these  concessions  can 
then  be  nullified  by  the  President  lilmself  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  commission. 

It  iseems  to  me  if  the  flexible  provision  is  to  prevail,  if  it  is  to 
continue  in  the  bill  and  the  Pre«idtot  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  Tariff  Commission  can  place  burdens  upon  the  people  5f/ 
per  cent  higher  than  the  Congrei^  in  its  wisdom  determined  to 
impure,  then  the  public  is  entitled  to  have  its  case  presented 
and  the  evidence  obtained  for  the  commissiou,  and  its  recom- 
mendations and  views  presented  to  the  commission.  It  seems 
to  me  that  it  has  been  determined  that  Congress  shall  abjectly 
surrender  its  power  to  tax  the  people. 

When  it  creates  a  commission  and  surrenders  its  power  to 
the  President  it  is  doing  away  with  its  guaranty  to  protect  the 
I)eople  who  pay  the  taxes.  It  seems  to  me  the  amendment  ought 
to  be  adopted  without  objection  from  any  source.  The  objection 
is  all  technical  and  is  all  based  on  the  idea  that  whereas  the 
special  interests  have  a  right  to  be  represented  before  the  com- 
missiou, the  public  does  not  have  that  right  Of  course  that  is 
the  wrong  theory,  and  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  should  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  it  is  not  strange  to  those  of 
us  who  know  the  feelings  of  certain  Senators  who  are  now  in 
contn^  of  the  organization  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber 
that  they  should  at  this  particular  time  rise  and  speak  at  length 
and  apparently  most  earnestly.  Throughout  the  debate,  which 
has  now  lasted  some  flve  or  six  weeks,  the  order  from  higher  up 
evidently  has  gone  down  the  line,  "  Keep  quiet,  sit  still,  say 
nothing.  Do  not  be  provoked  into  controversy.  Let  us  Just 
Jam  the  bill  through  without  explanation  or  debate."  To  those 
of  us  who  know  their  workings  I  say  it  Is  not  strange,  when 
we  now  attempt  to  set  up  an  organization  so  that  the  consumers 
of  the  country  may  be  represented  before  the  Tariff  Commission, 
that  new  Memb«^  fling  themselves  into  the  breach  and  become 
mont  aggressive. 

One  of  the  Senators  in  his  speech  about  an  hour  ago  emj^oyed 
this  phrase :  "  Will  not  some  one  tell  me  when  Uie  consumers  of 
the  country  are  interested?"  He  was  sincere  in  that  question. 
He  has  not  any  idea  himself  when  the  consumers  of  the  country 
are  interested  because  be  and  those  who  believed  as  be  does  are 
bo  calloused  against  the  wishes  and  feelings  of  the  consumers 
of  the  country,  have  been  so  long  tied  to  certain  special  interests 
and  are  so  much  on  guard  to  serve  them  and  do  their  bidding, 
that  it  Is  not  strange  nor  peculiar  that  be  should  ask,  "Will  not 
8<^>meone  tell  me  when  the  constimers  of  the  country  are  inter- 
ested?" 

Why  do  these  Senators  now  rise  and  speak  who  have  been 
kee{>ing  silence  In  the  past?  I  am  going  to  tell  the  Senate  why 
and  I  am  going  to  tell  the  country  why.  There  is  nothing 
mysterious  about  it.  It  has  been  published  in  the  papers.  All 
we  have  to  do  is  to  analyze  the  situation  and  we  can  understand 
the  reason  for  their  sfudden  activity. 

Mr.  President,  the  only  Senator  who  has  dared  speak  in  de- 
fense of  the  bill  has  been  my  good  friend  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot] 
who  has  read  memoranda  here,  and  to-day,  not  knovring  whether 
he  was  speaking  from  a  memorandum  prepared  for  him  by  the 
Tariff  Commis-oion  or  from  a  speech  that  he  himself  had 
dictated,  when  I  asked  him  in  perfect  good  faith  he  refused  to 
answer. 

Of  course.  I  imagine  that  he  thought  my  question  carried 
with  it  the  suggestion  that  it  was  prepared  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission. I  must  admit  that  it  did  sound  somewhat  that  way, 
but  I  would  not  have  my  good  friend  from  Utah  think  even 
that.  I  took  it  for  granted  that  he  prepared  the  memorandum 
himself  and  that  It  was  the  product  of  his  own  fertile  imagina- 
tion. 
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T  le  Senator  from  Utah  has  spolcen  In  the  six  weeks  past, 
when  he  was  driven  to  make  a  reply  to  some  argument  or 
que)  tion  and  then  his  remarks  have  been  very  brief.  Then 
coming  to  his  rescue  at  times  was  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed].  He  has  spoken  a  few  times. 
Those  two  Senators  have  defended  the  bill.  But  to-day  new 
Senators  rise  to  defend  the  blii  or  to  oppose  an  amendment 
whlrh  would  have  the  consumers  represented  before  the  Tariff 
Con  mission. 

Tie  other  day  I  read  a  very  interesting  article  in  the  Public 
Led  cer.  published  in  the  City  of  Brotherly  Love,  in  the  State 
of  ny  friend  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rexd].  The 
Public  Ledger  is  friendly  to  him,  as  most  of  the  daily  papers  are 
up  I  here,  and  the  correspondents  are  quite  friendly  to  him,  too. 
I  d)  not  know  from  what  source  Mr.  Warren  W.  Wheaton, 
corr  ^pondent  of  the  i*ublic  Ledger,  got  all  his  information ;  but 
he  (  epicts  the  situation,  and  it  eiiHains  the  reason  why  these 
new  Senators  to-day  are  speaking  in  opposition  to  the  amend* 
menJL    The  article  is  headed 

RicD  Dpbraids  party  aides  on  tariff  apathy.     Threatens  to  quit  figbt  \ 
nnlefs  assured  of  better  support. 

Tlie  article  reads: 

Tired  of  standing  alone  and  unaided  the  brunt  of  the  Deroocratic- 
insuigent  attack  on  the  tariff  bill.  Senator  Keed,  of  I'ennsylvania,  to-day 
bitterly  arraigned  his  party  leadership  for  Its  apathy. 

Calling  together  his  colleagues  on  the  Finance  Committee,  he  gave 
them  the  ultimatum  they  must  stand  up  and  fight  for  the  bill  or  bow 
to  d(  feat.  Keed's  action  was  little. short  of  sensational.  Not  only  did 
he  r<ad  the  riot  act  to  his  own  party  men  but  he  threatened,  virtually, 
to  al  «ndon  hia  own  efforts  for  the  bill  unless  assured  of  a  more  hearty 
■upp  >rt. 

Republican  dejection  has  lieen  apparent  the  last  week  or  two. 

Tliat  is  what  the ''correspondent  of  a  great  Republican  paper 
said 

B4 publican  dejection   has  l>eeB  apparent   the  last  week  or  two. 
He  then  continued 

Tl  eir  side  of  the  Senate  aisle  has  reflected  face  after  face  of  Re- 
publ:  cans  which  were  adorned  not  with  the  smllea  of  hope,  but  rather 
the  langdog  appearuace  of  the  man  who  has  given  up  every  vestige 
of  it 

io  not  know  what  "  hangdog "  means,  but  that  is  what  the 
writer  said. 

Ttey  have  sat  there.  Immobile,  mute.  They  have  been  subjected  to 
licking  after  licking  by  the  coalition  and  they  took  it  meekly.  They 
left  he  entire  fight  against  the  combined  forces  of  superior  strength  in 
the  lands  of  the  wiry,  comlMtive  Pennsylvanian.  But  no  man.  Reed 
wanted  his  colleagues,  can  be  expected  to  stand  up  alone  "and  take 
It  "    lay  after  day. 

RiED's  outburst  was  a  sequel  to  many  despairing  events  of  the  last 
forti  igbt  for  the  regular  Republicans.  Constantly  outvoted  by  the 
Demi  tcratlc-lnsurgeDt  Republican  combination,  not  a  few  of  the  usually 
stanch  party  men  have  been  ready  in  the  past  day  or  two  to  "throw 
up  tiie  sponge,"  adjourn  the  Senate,  admit  defeat  of  the  tariff  revision, 
and  irge  responsibility  for  the  bill's  failure  be  placed  upon  the  doorstep 
of  tl  e  coalition. 

Tie  explosive  Pennsylvanian  did  not  take  tbf"  Republicans  to  task  in 
publl  c.  He  swung  his  whiplash  in  the  secrecy  of  the  Finance  Committee 
room ,  and  he  did  it  so  effectively  and  left  so  many  smarting  wounds 
the  <  etails  leaked  out  during  the  day. 
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CALLS    LHADEItSHIP   "  DISORACE  " 

is  asserted  Rexd  left  nothing  unsaid  in  his  criticism  of  Republicnn 

lie  is  said  to  have  declar«>d  the  leadership  of  his  party  was  a 

that  those  most  Interested  in  the  bill  are  doing  nothing  to 

impending  disaster  and  that  he  and  Senator  Smoot  have  been 

to  fight  alpne. 

,  the  Senator  from  Utah  deserves  that  compliment. 

was  particularly  incensed  by  the  unquestioned  growing  attitude 

of  the  Republicans  to  quit  the  battle.     His  mind  was  made  up 

his  colleagues  needed  a  thorough  chastising  when  he  was  made  the 

of  a  most  bitter  parti8an  m^l4e  yesterday  over  the  amendment 

labor  the  right  to  intervene   in   customs  appraisals  and   not   a 

who  suMMrted  the  amendment  in  the  Finance  Committee  rose 
him  in  defense  of  it. 

himself  was  subjected  to  a  scathing  personal  attack.  His  sin- 
was  challenged.  So  was  bis  Republicanism.  Ills  shield  was 
with  the  spent  arrows  of  his  opponents  and  none  of  bis  friends 
to  his  assistance  during  the  onslaught. 


MEASUBI    IN    CHAOS 

It  Is  regarded  as  small  wonder  that  Reed  finally  determined  to  crack 
the  'rhip^ 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


4639 


This  correspondent  farther  snys: 

Smoot  has  been  of  little  assistance  to  bim  in  the  defensiTe  stand  the 
Republicans  hare  bad  to  take  for  the  tariff  bill. 

I  deny  that.  No  man  could  have  fought  more  valiantly  than 
has  the  Senator  from  Utah.  He  stayed  up  at  night  studying 
this  bill ;  he  has  worn  himself  almost  to  a  frazzle  in  defense  of 
its  nefarious  provisions.  He  has  done  what  others  have  refused 
to  do— he  has  defended  this  legislative  mon-strosity,  and  the 
Senator  from  Utah  deserves  better  treatment  at  the  hands  of 
the  Republican  press  than  to  have  its  members  writing  and  pub- 
lishing to  the  world  that  he  has  been  of  little  use  in  this  tarifC 
fight. 

Yet  he  is  the  only  one  on  his  side  of  the  Chamber  who  eren  has 
attempted  to  give  Rrid  at  least  a  pat  on  the  back  In  the  terrific  straggle. 

Weli,  I  have  not  seen  it,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  any  of 
my  colleagues  have  seen  the  Senator  from  Utah  going  over  pat- 
ting the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  on  the  back,  but  no  doubt 
he  has  poured  into  his  ears  honeyed  words  of  ai^reciation  in 
secret  conference  in  the  cloakroom  or  somewhere  else. 

Bbid's  action  alone  might  be  construed  as  showing  the  helplessness 
of  the  tariff  situation.  But  there  were  other  things  which  transpired 
to-day  to  accentuate  the  chaos  into  which  the  measure  has  been  plunged. 

The  Pennsylvanlan's  chiding  of  his  colleagues  was  not  without  effect. 
Senator  Smoot,  obrlously  smarting  under  Reed's  criticism,  suggested 
night  sessions  be  held  to  speed  up  con8ldcration  of  the  bill.  But  his 
suggestion  was  only  half-hearted — 

Says  this  Republican  newspaper — 
and  he  was  compelled  to  retreat  In  the  face  of  violent  objections  from 
Democrats  and  Insurgents. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  since  all  these  new  distinguished  Sena- 
tors have  come  to  the  rescue  of  the  predatory  interests  of  the 
country  in  fighting  and  opposing  the  plan  to  give  the  consumers 
a  representative  before  the  TariflF  Commission,  I  want  to  have 
read  from  the  desk  an  editorial  that  appeared  in  the  Baltimore 
Sun  the  day  following  the  defeat  of  an  amendment  here  that 
sought  to  take  out  of  the  law  the  right  of  manufacturers 
through  their  representatives  and  of  labor  through  its  repre- 
sentatives to  go  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  harass 
the  imp«irter  and  delay  importations  into  this  country  and  raise 
the  question  of  undervaluation  or  wrong  classification.  This 
editorial  is  very  much  to  the  point;  It  speaks  in  behalf  of  the 
consumers.  There  is  a  note  with  the  editorial  which  states  tliat 
the  conversation  related  actually  occurred.  The  representative 
of  the  newspaper  called  up  the  Tariff  Commission  and  here 
states  the  conversation  that  ensued  over  the  telephone.  I  ask 
that  the  article  may  be  read. 

The  VICE  PRESUDENT.  Without  objection,  the  clerk  will 
read,  as  requested. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

BOW   ABOUT  THE   CONSUMEB? 

"  Hello!  Tariff  Commission?  Would  you  please  explain  that  arrange- 
ment voted  by  the  Senate  yesterday  to  let  manufacturers,  wholesalers, 
producers,  and  representatives  of  organised  labor  appeal  to  the  Treasury 
to  raise  the  valuation  of  goods  being  Imported?  Where  does  the 
consumer  come  In  ?  " 

"  One  moment,  please.    Our  legal  division  will  explain  that." 

••  Hello !  Legal  division  ?  If  •  consumer  went  to  the  Treasury  to 
protest  against  increasing  the  vahiation  on  imported  goods,  and  hence 
the  duty,  would  he  bo  heard?  " 

"  No ;  he  would  not  be  heard.  But  you  must  remember  that  we  live  In 
a  repreaentatlve  Eepubllc.  The  men  of  the  country  and  the  ladles — I 
should  not  forget  to  mention  the  ladles — elect  the  heads  of  the  Federal 
Oovemment,  and  they,  in  tarn,  appoint  a  special  Assistant  Attorney 
(General  and  a  staff  of  assistants  to  represent  the  public  in  regard  to 
the  valuation  of  Imports.  They  are  the  direct  representatives  of  the 
public." 

"  Surely ;  but  the  manufacturers  and  the  wholesaler*  and  the  repre- 
sentatives of  organised  labor  are  members  of  the  public,  too.  Why  are 
they  given  a  special  dispensation  to  be  beard  on  a  question  In  which  the 
consumer  has  a  vital  interest  when  the  consumer  hlmc^lf  la  kept  out? 
Why  can't  this  apeclal  Attorney  General  and  his  staff  look  out  for 
him,  too  ?  " 

"  I  am  afraid  that  I  did  not  make  myself  clear.  As  '^  said,  thU  Is  a 
representative  Republic,  and  a  special  staff  of  attorn-ys  " 

"  Exactly  ;  but.  then,  why  are  not  consumers  who  have  an  Important 
stake  In  the  matter  allowed  special  representation  at  Import-valuation 
controversies  along  with  manufarturers,  wholesalers,  and  representatives 
of  organlEed  labor?" 

"  I  am  afraid  that  I  do  not  understand  the  question.     Good-bye." 

(Note. — It  actually  happened.) 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  the  easiest  kind  of  a  bill  to  fili- 
buster on  is  a  tariff  bill.    Any  half  dozen  Senators  can  filibuster 


a  tariff  bill  Indefinitely.  There  has  been  some  question  in 
people's  minds  about  why  this  bill  was  not  getting  along  faster, 
and  I  notice  in  this  morning's  Herald  Tribune  a  statement  by 
Mr.  Jouett  Shouse  in  which  he  denies  in  detail  that  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  tariff  bill  are  obstructing  Its  passage.  I  think 
what  we  have  just  seen  gives  a  conclusive  answer  to  Mr. 
Shouse's  observation.  When  it  is  necessary  in  the  con.sideration 
of  an  amendment  regarding  counsel  before  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion for  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Habsison]  to  read  at 
length  and  comment  on  a  stale  newspaper  article  of  several 
days  ago,  which  has  no  relevance  whatever  to  the  amendment 
now  being  considered,  I  think  it  is  pretty  evident  why  the  tariff 
bill  Is  not  making  faster  progress,  and  it  is  just  as  evident  who 
Is  to  blame  for  the  delay. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gtobge]. 

Mr.  EZING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  Inquire  whether  if  the 
amendment  now  before  the  Senate  shall  be  adopted  an  amend- 
ment to  It  thereafter  will  be  in  order?  If  not,  I  desire  to  offer 
an  amendment  now. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  thinks  the  amendment 
should  be  proposed  at  this  time. 

Mr.  KING.  Then  I  move  to  strike  out  the  figures  "  $12,000," 
providing  the  salary  for  the  consumers'  counsel,  and  Insert  in 
Her.  thereof  the  figures  "  $10,000." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  my  colleague 
that  the  consumers'  counsel  should  not  have  any  more  than  the 
commissioners  themselves.  The  commissioners  now  receive 
$9,000,  and  I  do  not  think  that  the  consumers'  counsel  ought  to 
get  more  than  the  commissioners  themselves  receive. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  agree  with  my  colleague,  and 
if  he  and  those  supporting  this  bill  on  the  other  side  will  agree 
to  reduce  the  salaries  of  the  commissioners  from  $12,000,  the 
amount  proposed  in  the  bill,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  make  the 
figure  In  my  amendment  $9,000  Instead  of  $10,000;  but  I  have 
a  rather  strong  conviction  that  they  will  contest  any  effort  to 
reduce  the  compensation  of  the  tariff  commissioners  from  $12,000 
to  $10,000.  However,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  have  not 
addressed  ourselves  to  the  question  of  reducing  the  proposed 
salaries  of  the  commissioners,  I  shall  tender  my  amendment  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gicorge]. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  suggest  to 
the  Senator  from  Utah  that  I  think,  while  the  present  salary  of 
the  tariff  commissioners  is  $9,000,  the  pending  bill  provides  that 
they  shall  receive  a  salary  of  $12,000. 

Mr.  KING.    BxacUy;  that  is  what  I  said. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  As  I  understood,  the  Chair  has  ruled  that 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  will  not  be  in  order  after  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  shall  have  been  adopted. 

Mr.  KING.     The  Chair  so  ruled. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  wotild  be  in  order,  however,  I  think — 
and  I  ask  the  Chair  if  I  am  not  correct  about  that — ^when  the 
bill  gets  Into  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KING.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Then,  my  suggestion  would  be  this:  If  the 
provision  fixing  $12,000  as  the  ctMnpensation  of  the  commissioners 
shall  be  retained,  the  consumws'  counsel  ought  to  be  entitled 
to  $12,000,  but  if  the  salary  of  the  commissioners  shall  be  re- 
duced to  $10,000,  then  the  salary  of  the  counsel  ought  to  be 
reduced  to  that  amount.  That  could  be  accomirtlshed  by  amend- 
ment whra  the  bill  gets  into  the  Senate. 

Mr.  KING.     I  regret  I  am  not  in  accord  with  my  friend, 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  was  merely  making  a  suggestion  to  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion  the  consumers' 
counsel,  provided  for  In  the  pending  amendment,  Important 
as  the  position  is,  should  not  receive  a  salary  in  excess  of 
$10,000.  In  "creating  new  oflJces,  and  in  providing  for  their 
compensation,  cognizance  should  be  taken  of  the  salaries  paid 
to  other  oflScers  and  employees  of  the  Government,  particularly 
those  whose  work  is  comparable  to  that  to  be  performed  by 
newly  created  officials.  There  are  lawyers  of  ability  and  high 
character  performing  Important  duties  In  the  various  depart- 
ments and  Federal  agencies,  and  the  responsibilities  resting 
upon  some,  indeed,  upon  many  of  them,  are  heavy  and  call  for 
able  officials.  If  the  compensation  of  yie  consumers'  counsel 
Is  to  be  fixed  at  $12,000,  demands  will  be  made  from  almost 
every  department  and  Federal  agency  for  an  Increase  in  salaries, 
particularly  in  behalf  of  those  who  fill  responsible  posititxia  or 
are  required  to  advise  in  legal  matters. 

Unfortunately  Congress  has  in  the  past  proceeded  in  a  sort 
of  stejiadder  way  to  fix  the  salaries  of  Federal  employees. 
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Emphasis  has  been  laid  upon  the  importance  of  a  particular 
offlct?.  and  Consress,  too  often  acting  under  the  spur  of  the 
moment,  and  occaalonally  under  some  form  of  hysteria,  provides 
ct»uipeu8ation  much  higher  than  that  paid  to  other  employees 
ut  the  Government  whose  services  are  equally  as  important  and 
valuable.  When  this  is  done  the  disparity  thus  created  in  salar- 
ies leads  to  demands  for  further  increases,  and  the  friends  of 
some  pjirticular  official  or  group  of  officials  press  for  an  increase 
in  salaries,  citing  the  disparity,  and  in  an  attempt  to  establish 
an  equilibrium  increases  are  provided  for.  This  does  not  end 
the  chapter,  and  other  individuals  or  groups  seek  an  increase  in 
salaries  and  the  stepijidder  proccfis  of  flxin«  salaries  is  further 
resorted  to.  Senators  Isnow  that  there  are  criticisms  of  the  dif- 
ferences provided  by  law  for  employees,  and  investigations  have 
often  revealed  that  injustices  have  been  done  by  this  capricious 
manner  of  providing  compensation  for  Government  employees. 
Many  employees  get  far  more  than  they  are  worth  and  far  more 
than  the  importance  which  the  positions  which  they  fill  Justify. 
Other  employees  are  not  sufficiently  compensated  for  the  services 
nndered.  I  know  that  it  is  difficult  to  provide  standards  and 
categories  for  the  fixing  of  salaries  for  uU  Government  em- 
ployees, but  it  is  certain  that  the  course  pursued  by  Congress  in 
fixing  salaries  and  in  adjusting  the  different  rates  has  resuite<l 
ill  iiifqualities,  and  not  infrequently  in  grave  injustices.  If  the 
lawyer  who  Ls  to  be  the  consumers'  counsel  is  to  receive  112,000, 
then  lawyers  in  the  Department  of  Justice  and  in  other  impi>r- 
tant  branches  of  the  Government  service  will  demand  larger 
salaries.  Comparisons  will  be  instituted  between  the  importance 
of  the  services  to  be  reiidered  by  the  consumers'  counsel  and  the 
work  performed  by  attorneys  and  other  officials  in  various 
branches  of  the  Government,  and.  drawing  deductions  from  such 
comparisons,  insistent  demands  will  be  made  for  an  enormous 
number   of   increases   In    many   branches   of   the   Government 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  should  like  to  inquire  of 
the  Senator  if  my  memory  serves  me  correctly  when  I  state  that 
Assistant  Attorneys  General,  who  have  scores  of  attorneys  under 
them  and  who  handle  very  imixirtant  matters  In  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  receive  only  $7,500  a  year? 

Mr.  KINO.  I  think  the  Senator  is  correct  I  might  add,  bow- 
ever,  that  there  are  many  scores,  if  not  hundreds,  of  lawyers 
in  the  service  of  the  Government  whose  compensation  is  |5,000 
a  year  or  less.  Many  of  the  district  attorneys  have  important 
litigation  to  handle.  Millions  of  dollars  are  involved  in  some 
cases  which  are  handled  by  attorneys  for  the  Government.  The 
resiionsibilities  resting  upon  the  Department  of  Justice  are  not 
fully  appreciated.  That  department  is  the  legal  advisor  to  all 
executive  departments  and  agencies.  Constitutional  questions 
of  the  highest  importance  must  be  passed  upon  by  officials  of 
that  department  and  questions  involving  property  and  property 
rights  of  the  value  of  tens  of  millions  of  dollars  are  dealt  with 
by  it.  Important  though  the  position  of  consumers'  counsel 
will  be^  I  do  not  believe  the  incumbent  should  receive  a  salary 
so  much  higher  than  that  paid  to  other  legal  advisors  in  the 
Government  service  and  to  <^cials  holding  important  executive 
positions. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  do. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Why  should  we  pay  a  consumers'  counsel 
more  than  we  pay  United  States  Senators?  It  looks  to  me  as  if 
we  liave  just  gotten  in  the  habit  of  increasing  salaries.  Sena- 
tors receive  $10,000  a  year,  and  so  long  as  they  receive  only 
$10,000  a  year  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  pay  other  officers 
salaries  which  are  in  excess  of  that  amount 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  has  asked  me  a  ques- 
tion I  feel  incompetent  to  answer,  because  I  can  not  appraise 
the  value,  great  or  small,  of  those  who  serve  in  this  body. 

Mr.  BLEASE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  KING.     I  do. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  if  be  does  not 
think  Senators  are  entitled  to  more  than  $10,000. 

Mr.  KING.  I  voted  against  the  bill  increasing  the  Senators' 
salaries  from  $7,500  to  $10,0lK),  and  if  an  effort  were  made  to 
increase  the  salaries  I  should  oppose  it.  W^hile  it  may  not  be 
germane  to  tlie  matter  under  discussion,  I  think  it  is  not  im- 
proper to  call  attention  to  the  malady  nation-wide  which  mani- 
fests itself  in  insistent  demands  for  higher  salaries  for  all  Gov- 
ernment, State,  and  municipal  employees.  The  burdens  resting 
upon  the  peoi^e  growing  out  of  heavy  taxes  are  larg^y  due  to 
the  vast  army  of  officials  with  their  increa»ing  demands  for 
higher  salaries.  For  every  position  in  the  F'ederal  and  State 
Govenunents  there  are  many  applicants.    Quite  recently  when 
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a  coumiission  was  created  by  the  President,  and  it  was  to  be  a 
tem  aorary  commission,  a  few  iwsitions  were  to  be  filled.  Upon 
in«l  lirv  of  the  secretary  of  the  commission  I  learned  that  there 
weie  something  like  12,000  applicants  for  something  less  than 
20  »ositions.  The  scramble  for  iKJsitions  in  cities,  counties,  and 
Sta  es  Indicates  that  the  salaries  paid  are  greater  than  can  be 
obti  ined  in  private  employment,  or  that  the  work  to  be  per- 
fon  aed  is  less  onerous  than  that  exacted  in  private  employment. 
Senators  know  of  the  pressure  that  is  brouijht  by  i>eople  from 
all  larts  of  the  United  States  for  positions  in  the  Government 
sen  ice. 

Swn  after  the  inauguration  of  President  Hoover  a  perfect 
avalanche  of  demands  came  from  those  seeking  Federal  jobs. 
\  Euml>er  of  Senators  belonging  to  the  majority  party  told  mo 
tha  they  were  literally  driven  from  their  offices  because  of  the 
den  ands  and  the  pressure  to  which  they  were  subjected.  Some 
tim?  ago  a  farmer  advised  me  that  his  son  was  in  the  Govern- 
meiit  service  and  was  seeking  a  higher  salary.  He  was  receiv- 
ing] as  I  recall,  $2,500  a  year.  The  father  stated  that  the  work 
of  lis  son  was  easy;  that  he  worketl  less  than  8  hours  a  day 
and  had  30  days'  sick  leave  and  30  days'  annual  leave,  and,  In 
aditiun.  was  entitled  to  retirement  privileges  after  the  re- 
quli  ed  years  of  .service.  The  father  further  added  that  he 
wot  Ijed  more  than  12  hours  each  day ;  that  his  earnings  were 
less  than  $1,000  a  year;  that  he  had  no  holidays  and  no  retire- 
mert  privileges,  and  that  when  he  received  .«2,.">00  a  year  as  his 
compensation  and  had  the  advantages  which  his  son  enjoyed 
he    irould  not  be  adverse  to  Increasing  the  salary  of  his  son. 

\t.  President,  I  do  not  wish  to  disparage  the  ability  of  those 
wh<  have  served  upon  the  Tariff  Commission,  nor  the  ability  of 
the  present  incumbents,  but  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  but  twc 
or  1  hree  of  them  received  as  much  as  $10,000  a  year  for  their 
services  when  in  private  life. 

President  Wilson  had  no  difficulty  in  se<'uring  highly  com- 
petent men  to  fill  these  iwsitions.  when  the  salary,  as  I  remem- 
l)er,  was  but  $7,500.  When  the  Tariff  Commission  was  created 
thee  was,  I  repeat,  no  difficulty  in  finding  men  of  outstanding 
abtity — such  as  Doctor  Taussig.  Mr.  Cuibertson,  and  Mr. 
Paj  e — to  act  as  commissioners.  There  is  no  difficulty  in  find- 
ing eminent  lawyers  who  are  willing  to  leave  their  profession 
Huq  serve  in  judicial  and  other  governmental  positions,  though 
in  accepting  these  positions  they  frequently  make  financial  sac- 
riflies.  Some  of  the  greatest  judges  who  have  ornamentefl  the 
Fe<jeral  bench  accepted  appointments  when  the  salary  was  but 
$5.( 

r.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President- 

le  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yiald 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

»  r.  KING.     I  yield. 

^  r.  COPELAND.  Is  there  not  quite  a  difference,  however, 
bet  veen  the  glory  and  honor  and  distinction  that  come  to  a 
lawyer  going  upon  the  bench,  and  the  distinction  that  comes  to 
one  who  takes  this  position?  Would  not  the  first  man  gain  in 
prestige  and  honor  much  that  would  be  more  tlian  equivalent 
to  I  loney  ? 

A  y  own  feeling  about  this  particular  office  Is  that  If  we  are 
to  pave  a  people's  counsel  we  ought  to  have  the  very  best 
lawer  we  can  find ;  and  money  should  not  be  a  consideration, 
as  I  view  it. 

J  r.  KING.  May  I  say  to  my  friend  that  Government  posl- 
tioi  s  always  prove  alluring  regardless  of  the  salary.  Many 
persons  believe  that  opportunities  for  real  public  service  are 
aff<rdetl.  and  so  seek  or  accept  public  office.  In  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  there  are  able  lawyers  who  are  making  sacri- 
fice! financially  in  accepting  the  positions  that  they  fill.  L>oubt 
lesi  they  feel  some  pride  in  holding  these  imiH)rtant  offices,  and 
bel  eve  that  there  is  something  more  in  life  than  money,  and 
tha;  they  can  render  a  genuine  service  to  their  country.  It  is 
not  only  an  honor  to  serve  in  important  Government  positions, 
but  it  often  proves  of  advantage  in  many  ways  after  retiring 
from  official  |K>8itions.  Because  of  the  experience  gained  and 
bee  luse  of  the  prestige,  as  well  as  for  other  feasons.  thousands 
of  )er8ons  are  willing  and  desirous  of  securing  official  |)osi- 
tioi  s,  though  in  some  cases  they  will  be  i)aid  less  compensation 
tha  1  they  would  receive  in  private  life. 

I  [r.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  bear 
wit  1  me  a  moment,  here  is  a  position  where,  if  a  man  does 
his  duty,  he  is  going  to  incur  the  enmity  and  Hi  will  of  great 
int<  rests  in  this  country.  Personally,  I  am  not  sure  that 
$12 ,000  or  $10,000,  whatever  the  Senator  may  have  in  mind,  is 
the  sum  necessary  to  attract  the  right  sort  of  man.  This 
ma  1,  however,  is  going  to  face  professional  ostracism  when  he 
lea  res  this  office.  He  is  not  going  to  make  any  friends.  He 
is  tot  going  to  put  himself  in  position  to  gain  a  fine  partner- 
shi }  when  he  leaves  office. 


Mr.  KING.  I  am  not  In  agreement  with  the  statement  made 
by  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McKKLLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  entirrfy  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Utah  in  what  he  is  saying,  that  the  salary  of  $10.0(K)  will  be 
ample  to  attract  the  very  best  kind  of  talent;  and  I  will  tell 
the  Senator  why, 

I  know  of  a  position — I  think  I  may  frankly  state  it — on  the 
Court  of  Claims,  the  salary  of  which,  as  I  recall,  is  now 
$10,U(.M).  It  has  not  been  paying  that  much  heretofore;  and 
some  one  who  said  he  knew  the  facts  stated  to  me  the  other 
day  that  there  were  130  applicants.  distinguishe<l  gentlemen 
ail  over  the  country,  for  that  place,  which  paid  only  $10,000. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  there  will  be  no  difficulty  what- 
ever. Let  me  elalK>rate  a  little  my  reply  to  my  friend  from 
New  York.  He  indicated  that  the  position  of  public  counsel  will 
be  undesirable  be<*au8e  it  will  provoke  animosities.  I  feel  sure 
that  the  Senator  is  in  error.  If  the  person  api>ointed  discharges 
his  duty  with  fidelity,  as  I  am  sure  he  will,  he  will  make  a 
thousand  friends  where  he  makes  one  enemy.  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  manufacturers  of  the  United  States  are  so  narrow,  so 
materialistic,  .so  unfair,  that  they  would  visit  their  di-spicasure 
upon  a  representative  of  the  people  who  was  trying  to  protect 
the  public,  even  though  lie  was  in  opposition  to  the  claims  of 
the  industrialists. 

In  my  practire  of  the  law  I  did  not  find  that  those  against 
whom  I  api)eared  carried  their  animosities  into  social  or  into 
private  life.  I  think  the  people  love  a  fair  and  courageous 
fighter,  whether  he  is  a  legislator  or  a  lawyer.  I  think  it  will 
be  the  testiuiouy  of  every  man  who  has  practiced  law  that  he 
made  more  friends  by  fighting  than  by  yielding;  and  not  infre- 
quently, when  he  defeated  a  litigant,  the  latter  employed  him 
to  try  the  next  case  he  had  before  the  court. 

If  the  consumers'  counsel  performs  his  duty  and  the  public 
are  represented  as  they  should  be.  he  will  have  a  veritable  army 
of  friends  in  all  parts  of  the  United  States.  When  he  is  battling 
for  the  consumers"  rights  against  the  avarice  and  the  rapacity 
of  the  so-called  predatory  interests  he  will  lose  no  prestige  or 
friends.  I  am  not  now  by  using  these  adjectives  attempting  to 
convey  ray  own  feeling  as  to  whether  there  are  predatory  inter- 
ests or  not.  Doubtless  there  are  some  manufacturers,  some  per- 
sons engaged  in  industrj',  who  are  not  concerned  in  the  welfare 
of  the  public;  but,  taking  it  by  and  large,  I  think  the  manu- 
facturers of  tlie  United  States  are  men  of  integrity  and  honor. 
Some  of  them,  of  course,  are  selfish,  as  we  all  are ;  amd  some  de- 
sire prohibitive  tariff  and  freedom  from  competition.  They  have, 
however,  a  iierfect  right  to  present  their  views  here,  before 
tariff  commi.ssions,  in  the  courts,  and  elsewhere;  and  they  will 
not  visit  their  displeasure  upon  those  who  discharge  their  duty 
In  representing  the  consuming  public  of  the  United  Statea 

Mr.  President,  ju.st  a  word.  I  think — and  I  am  repeating — 
there  is  a  dispo.siticm  to  increase  salaries  beyond  the  bounds  of 
reas(»n.  My  recollection  is  that  the  salary  bill  of  the  Federal 
Government  for  the  year  1928  amounteil  to  more  than  $700,- 
000,000.  It  is  incrt>asing  at  a  rapid  rate  and  will  in  the  not  dis- 
tant future  approach  the  billion-dollar  mark.  There  are  those 
who  believe  tJiat  this  is  the  most  expensive  Government  in  the 
world.  It  is  the  greatest  bureaucracy  in  the  world.  Soon  we 
.shall  have  in  the  United  States  more  than  a  million  men  hold- 
ing official  positions.  What  Is  neeiled  is  a  consolidation  of  polit- 
ical subdivisions,  and  a  reduction  in  the  expenses  of  our  State 
governments. 

Recently  I  received  a  communication  from  a  farmer  and  he 
aske<l,  "  llow  can  we  prosper  with  the  enormous  taxes  which 
we  have  to  i>fly?"  He  referred  to  his  total  earnings  as  being 
but  a  little  over  $500,  and  his  taxes  amountefl  to  over  $200. 
How  can  tlie  farmers  prosper,  how  can  the  great  rank  and  file 
of  the  people  prosper,  with  these  enormous  taxes,  which  are 
annually  increasing? 

Mr.  President,  only  a  few  years  ago  the  expenses  of  the 
Federal  Government  were  less  than  a  billion  dollars.  They  are 
now  nearly  five  billions,  and  before  Congress  adjourns  in  June 
aripropriation  bills  will  be  passed  carrying  more  than  $5,000,- 
OtX),000  to  meet  the  expenditures  of  the  Federal  Government 
for  the  next  fi.scal  year.  But  that  is  not  all :  The  municipalities, 
the  school  districts,  the  States,  the  counties,  and  all  of  the 
political  subdivisions  in  the  various  States,  will  Impose  taxes 
that  will  aggregate  between  six  and  eight  billion  dollars;  so 
that  there  will  be  resting  upon  the  people  a  burden  of  taxation 
of  more  than  $12,000,000,000.  That  means,  Mr.  President  be- 
tween 13  and  18  per  cent  of  all  the  earnings  of  all  the  people  of 
the  United  States. 


Talk  about  a  tax-burdened  i>eople!  This  may  truthfully  be 
said  of  the  American  people.  In  the  Senate  do  we  not  respond 
to  every  demand  for  higher  salaries  and  for  more  bureaus  and 
Federal  employees?  It  is  popular  to  increase  salaries  and 
multiply  offices.  If  we  vote  for  higher  salaries  we  will  have  a 
cioud  of  witnesses  to  testify  to  our  devotion  to  the  public 
interest. 

Mr.  I»resident.  a  salary  of  $10,000  is  adequate;  and  I  can  as- 
sure the  Senator  from  New  York  that  there  will  be  no  difficulty 
in  securing  an  able  lawyer  and  executive  for  that  salary. 

Mr.  ALLEN.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Kan.sas? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield  to  my  friend. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  merely  desire  to  express  my  warm  approval 
of  the  Senator's  very  eloquent  plea  for  economy,  and  to  explain 
to  him  that  it  is  not  often  that  I  have  had  the  opportunity  to  do 
it.  I  am  going  to  vote  not  only  to  save  the  $2,000  for  which 
he  pleads,  but  I  am  going  to  vote  to  save  the  $12,000  and  the 
many  other  thou.sands  that  will  attend  the  organization  of  this 
new  bureau. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  May  I  say  that  the  country  fully  expected  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  to  vote  exactly  as  he  forecasts  that  he  will 
vote. 

Is  the  Senator  through? 

Mr.  KINt;.  I  have  no  comment  to  make  upon  the  statement 
of  my  friend  from  Kansas.  I  can  understand  that  he  feHs  that 
this  is  an  unwise  amendment  I  am  speaking  now  of  the  origi- 
nal amendment.  I  have  no  complaint  to  make  of  any  Senator 
because  of  his  vote. 

Mr.  ALLEN.    The  Senator  misses  my  point. 

Mr.  KING.  No;  I  did  not  miss  the  Senator's  point  The 
Senator  is  with  me,  of  course,  in  my  effort  to  reduce  the  com- 
pensation of  the  counsel  $2,000,  but  he  is  so  anxious  for  further 
reductions  in  the  burden  of  taxation  that  he  desires  to  go  the 
whole  way  and  to  strike  out  the  entire  provision.  I  sliall  not 
follow  him  quite  that  far.  Much  as  I  love  economy,  I  am  not 
so  great  an  economist  when  an  effort  is  being  made  to  protect 
the  public  as  my  friend  from  Kansas. 

I  yield  the  floor, 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  the  salary  provision  in  this 
amendment  is  not  the  most  important  one ;  but  the  bill  reported 
by  the  Republican  Finance  Committee,  and  which  I  presume 
will  have  the  support  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Kansas 
(Mr.  Allen],  provides  salaries  of  $12,000  for  six  members  of 
the  Tariff  Commission.  I  place  this  salary  at  the  precise  fig- 
ure at  which  the  majority  members  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  have  fixed  the  salary  of  members  of  the  commission. 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  is  perfectly  willing  that  American 
manufacturers  may  pres«it  their  case  before  six  men,  receiving 
from  the  public  funds  salaries  of  $12,000  a  year;  but  he  rises 
here  to  register  a  protest  when  we  wish  to  create  one  counsel  to 
represent  the  great  American  consimiing  public.  That  is  pre- 
cisely the  attitude  that  I  should  expect  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  to  take. 

Indeed.  I  can  well  appreciate  the  fact  that  he  wanted  the  six 
men  with  salaries  of  $12,000,  and  then  he  wanted  the  President 
to  have  the  power  to  act  upon  their  recommendation,  without 
any  control  by  the  Congress ;  but  he  can  not  vote  for  a  salary  of 
$12,000  for  one  man  to  represent  the  public  interest  in  a  matter 
so  vital  as  the  regulation  of  the  tariff  rates. 

Mr,  ALLEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  merely  wanted  to  observe  that  that  was  not 
the  point  of  my  objection.  The  point  of  my  objection  is  that 
the  Senator  is  proposing  to  create  a  new  bureau,  headed  by  a 
$12.000-a-year  man,  to  be  appointed  in  exactly  the  same  way 
the  members  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  of  whom  the  Senator 
complains,  are  appointed,  and  he  is  taking  the  position  that  the 
creation  of  this  new  bureau,  merely  because  it  is  a  new  bureau, 
throws  over  the  entire  effort  a  new  shroud  of  honesty  and  a 
new  shroud  of  security  to  the  people.  The  situation  is  not 
different  particularly  from  that  which  confrontetl  us  a  few 
days  ago  when  most  of  the  Senators  on  the  other  side  voted 
to  disallow  labor  the  right  to  have  a  special  representative 
appearing  for  them   in   matters  concerning   which   they   were 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  raise  any  issue 
with  the  Senator.  I  never  predicated  my  argument  for  this 
amendment — and  if  the  Senator  would  do  me  tlie  courtesy  to 
remain  liere  he  would  know  that  I  am  now  speaking  the  literal 
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truth — apon  any  violation  of  faltb  upon  the  part  of  the  Tariff 
Ccmitni^sion.  I  predicated  It  upon  the  broader  ground  that  If 
the  Tariff  Commission,  either  as  an  executive  commission,  under 
the  flexible  provision,  or  as  a  legrislatlve  commission,  Is  ever 
to  amount  to  anything  in  this  country,  It  must  be  put  in  a 
pofdtlon  where  it  will  not  be  compelled  to  become  partisan,  or 
the  advocate  of  a  cause,  whether  of  the  manufacturer  or  of  the 
importer.  That  Is  the  basis  on  which  I  have  urged  the  adop- 
tion of  this  amendment  But  the  Senator,  bubbling  over  and 
oozing  at  every  pore  the  blind  partisanship  which  he  has  dis- 
played from  the  moment  he  came  in  the  door  of  the  Senate 
Chamber,  thought  that  no  one  on  this  side  could  be  actuated 
by  any  other  than  a  partisan  motive. 

Yet  the  partisan  motive  to  which  he  refers  Is  the  payment  of 
a  salary  of  $12,000  to  have  some  one  represent  the  great  inarticu- 
late masses  of  America  when  the  tarMf  is  not  before  the  Con- 
gress, but  when  it  Is  before  a  legislative  agency,  heretofore  an 
executive  agency,  the  Tariff  Commission. 

He  is  perfectly  willing  to  vote  a  like  salary  to  the  six  men, 
with  all  of  their  agents  and  all  of  their  servants  and  all  of  their 
experts  and  all  of  their  employees,  and  the  men  who  demand 
that  that  commission  be  continued  with  the  power  In  the  Presi- 
dent are  not  the  great,  inarticulate  masses  of  America,  but  it  is 
the  men  who  come  before  the  commission  with  the  hope  that  they 
will  be  able  to  get  increases  or  decrea.ses  in  rates  of  duty  that 
will  inure  to  their  personal  pecuniary  benefit. 

Now,  just  a  word  about  the  salaries  and  the  thought  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  the  Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  King)  has  sug- 
gested. I  appreciate  the  fact  that  he  is  friendly  to  the  amend- 
ment. I  would  not  have  placed  the  salary  of  this  counsel  in  the 
amendment  at  $12,000,  perhaps,  If  It  had  not  been  that  the 
salaries  of  the  commissioners  thnn^^ves  were  fixed  at  $12,000. 
If  this  man  is  to  be  worth  his  salt,  he  should  at  least  stand  on 
a  parity  vdth  the  members  of  the  commission  before  which  he 
is  to  ai^pear.  For  that  reason  I  think  the  salary  ought  not  to 
be  less  than  the  salarleB  of  the  commIs.sioners.  If  the  Senate 
reduces  the  salaries  of  the  commlssionerai,  I  shall  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  salary  of  the  counsel  be  cut  down  to  the  figure 
fixed  for  the  salaries  of  the  members  of  the  commission. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  May  I  Invite  the  attention  of  my  friend  from 
Georgia  to  the  fact  that  I  do  not  think  he  will  find  in  any  com- 
mission or  Federal  agency,  whether  It  be  a  department,  or  a 
b«Rt«u,  or  a  commission,  such  as  the  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion, where  the  legal  representative,  no  matter  how  Important 
his  duties  may  be.  rec^vee  the  same  compensation  at  that  paid 
the  members  of  the  agency  or  Instrumentality? 

I  invite  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Utah  pro- 
ceeded originally  and  initially  on  the  theory  that  I  was  provid- 
ing here  for  the  appointment  of  a  lawyer.  Exactly  the  contrary 
is  the  case.  The  counsel  may  be  a  lawyer,  but  I  should  hope 
he  would  be  very  much  more  than  a  lawyer,  to  be  perfectly 
candid,  unless  he  happened  to  be  a  lawyer  who  had  a  special 
opportunity  and  special  training  for  this  work.  There  are  no 
positive  reqtrireaaents  fixed  in  the  amendment.  There  Lb  an  inhi- 
Mtion  in  the  amendment,  but  there  are  no  [wsitive  requirements. 
I  conceive  of  a  people's  counsel  cm:  a  consumers'  counsel  not 
nece&sarily  as  a  lawyer,  but  perhaps  as  some  great  outstanding 
econMnist  who  would  be  able  to  grasp  the  questions  ivesented 
to  him  and  to  furnish  to  ns  and  to  the  commission  before  it 
makes  up  its  final  judgment  real  informatlcm  that  would  be 
most  helpful  to  the  commissioD  and  to  Congress. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  appreciate  the  positloii  of  my 
friend,  and  there  is  very  much  to  be  said  in  favor  of  It.  Yet  the 
counsel  wid  be  regarded  as  a  lawyer,  and  every  lawyer  in  the 
Government  »nrioe  occupying  an  important  position  will  feel  an 
urge  to  demand  the  same  compensation.  I  was  about  to  rag- 
gest  to  my  friend  that  in  the  Federal  Trade  Coounisalon  there 
is  a  legal  rrprescntatlve.  He  is  more  than  a  legal  repceaenta- 
tlve:  be  has  charge  more  or  lest  of  the  Inveatiffationa  of  the 
various  complaints  whldi  are  made  with  a  view  to  determining 
whether  they  are  Talid.  and  whether  those  invesdgatioiui  shoold 
culminate  in  a  bearing.  He  really  weed*  ont  all  the  complaints 
wlileh  are  made.  He  determines,  largely,  whether  ao  inveetiga' 
tion  shall  be  initiated,  and  then,  if  the  Inveetlgatioo  is  ordcrud, 
be  is  tlie  one  wlio  obtains  the  evidence  and  preaenta  the  facts. 
His  functions  and  duties  are  really  more  important  than  are 
the  functions  of  the  members  of  the  commission,  and  hia  respon- 
sibilitim,  in  my  opinion,  are  greater.  Yet  it  was  not  conceived 
proper  to  give  him  the  same  compensation  that  is  given  to  tlie 


▲a  I  leeall,  there  Is  a  legal  representative  on  the  Badio  Gom- 
and  there  are  legal  representatives  on  various  commis- 


sioris.  The  Senator,  as  a  lawyer  and  as  an  eminent  Judge,  knows 
thaf  oftentimes  the  work  of  the  district  attorney  with  respect 
to  4  particular  case  may  be  just  aa  important  as  that  of  the 
judge,  or  more  so.  We  have  not  felt  that  the  lawyers,  no  matter 
hoi(^  eminent  they  were,  no  matter  how  important  their  responsi- 
bili  y,  were  entitled  to  the  same  compensation  as  that  of  the 
mer  ibers  of  the  commissions,  though  perhaps  the  commission,  in 
the  main,  had  men  of  less  capacity  on  it  than  the  one  having 
cha-ge  of  handling  the  legal  questitms  involved. 

I  am  only  interested  in  trying  to  preserve  the  proper  equilib- 
riuii  among  the  various  officers  of  the  Government,  to  have 
som  e  sort  of  relation  between  the  salaries  which  are  paid  to  the 
var  ous  emiHoyees  of  the  Government,  and  it  is  as  certain  as  that 
the  bight  follows  the  day  that  if  we  give  to  this  office,  important 
as  it  is,  a  ten  or  twelve  thousand  dollar  salary,  there  will  be 
Insijitent  demands  from  the  attorneys  in  the  State  Department 
and  in  other  various  departments  of  the  Government,  the  district 
attcmeys  and  assistant  district  attorneys,  and  other  legal  offl- 
cen,  for  similar  compensation. 

r.  GEORGE.  Let  me  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  this 
facll  that  all  he  says  can  be  said  with  reference  to  the  Tariff 
Commission  itself. 

IrTKING.     I  grant  that 

GEORGE.  I  have  said  that  If  the  tariff  commissioners' 
salfiiries  should  be  reduced,  I  would  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  palary  of  this  counsrt  may  be  reduced. 

Mr.  KING.  The  difference  between  ray  friend  and  myself  Is 
thu  ,  Important  as  this  office  is,  I  would  not  feel,  in  view  of  the 
pre<edents,  that  the  same  compensation  should  be  given  to  this 
representative  of  the  people,  so  called,  as  that  paid  the  mem- 
ben  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

AJr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Utah 
ylell? 

1  r.  KING.     I  yield. 

'S  r.  BLACK.  Without  leaving  the  Inference  that  I  am  ap- 
pro 'ing  this  particular  salary,  my  recollection  is — and  If  I 
am  incorrect,  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  can  correct  me — 
tha ;  the  attorney  for  the  Shipping  Board  receives  $15,000  a 
yea  r,  and  members  of  the  Sliipping  Board  receive  but  $12,000. 
Tint  is  my  recollection  of  the  facts  in  connection  with  the 
Shi  )ping  Board. 

A  r.  KING,  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  to  my  friend  that  the 
Shi  >ping  Board  has  been  a  fly  in  the  ointment  of  our  legls- 
lativ^e  experience  for  many,  many  years.  There  has  been  more 
criticism  lodged  against  the  Shipping  Board  than  against  any 
oth^r  agency  of  the  Government.  They  had  at  one  time  80  or 
90  lawyers,  paying  them  enormous  salaries,  and  only  by  the 
per  (latent  efforts  of  a  few  Senators,  including  the  distinguished 
sen  or  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKcllab],  who  labored 
val  antly  for  the  taxpayers  of  the  Uniteil  States,  were  we  able 
to  )are  down  the  enormous  appropriation  year  after  year  that 
wa  given  the  Shipping  Board  for  the  great  army  of  employees, 
fron  oflice  boys  up  to  those  high-priced  men  who  were  called 
experts  and  specialists  in  the  operation  of  the  organization. 

S  r.  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  the  exact  argument  which  the 
Set  ator  has  made  with  reference  to  this  particular  salary  I 
male  with  reference  to  the  salary  of  the  attorney  for  the 
Shi  >plng  Board,  as  the  Senator  will  doubtless  recall. 

\  r.  KING.     The  Senator  remembers  that  I  was  with  him. 

B  r.  BLACK.  The  Senator  was  with  me ;  and  I  agree  with 
all  the  Senator  has  said  about  the  unnecessary  niunber  of 
attorneys  who  have  been  lining  the  halls  of  the  Shipping  Board 
Bulding,  but  I  was  simply  calling  the  Senator's  attention  to 
thei  fact  that  the  Senate  had  permitted  the  establishment  of 
a  irecedent,  when  the  attorney  not  only  gets  as  much  as  the 
mei  ibers  of  the  commission,  but  more. 

1  r.  KING.  That  was  the  exception,  but  the  Senator  will 
ren ember  that  the  spe<ial;8ts  and  others  received  as  much  as 
$80  000  a  year  salary.  $25,000  or  $35,000,  and  I  am  not  so  sure 
but  that  one  of  them  received  $40,000. 

3r.  McKELI^R.  No ;  $35.0fX)  was  the  maximum, 
r.  SIINO.  Thirty-five  thousand  dollars  was  the  maximum. 
Senator  from  Tennessee  tells  me. 
Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield,  as 
I  li  ire  already  stated.  I  agree  with  the  Seiuitor  and  am  going 
to  'Ote  for  his  amendment ;  but  I  want  to  cull  his  attention  to 
thii  fact:  I  think  his  argtmient  is  not  warranted  by  the  very 
woiding  of  the  amendment  The  amendment  provides  for  a 
coviisel,  and  that  counsel  Is  not  to  be  ai)p(>inted  by  tbe  lH>ard. 
Tb4^  Senator  seems  to  lay  great  stress  upon  bis  having  a  lower 
■aliiry  than  the  salary  of  the  members  of  tbe  board  Itself.  I 
thliik  tbe  Senator's  argnnMnt  would  be  correct  if  the  board 
we]  e  to  appoint  the  attorney  and  the  attorney  were  to  be  under 
the  supervision  of  the  board ;  but  under  the  terms  of  the  amend- 
ment the  coonsd  la  to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  and  in 


^ 


my  judgment  he  will  be  really  a  more  important  man  on  the 
commission  than  any  other  man  on  it. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  tlie  Senators  argument  may  be 
valid,  but  I  am  not  quite  sure  that  I  accept  it  in  all  of  its  im- 
plications. I  know,  of  course,  that  the  counsel  is  to  be  named 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate,  That  is  true  of  district  attorneys 
who  operate  under  the  Attorney  General.  They  are  named  by 
the  President  of  the  United  Stdtes  and  are  confirmed  by  the 
Senate. 

I  have  been  constrained  to  offer  the  amendment  because  I 
envisage  a  demand  when  we  meet  in  Decemlier  to  increase  the 
salaries  of  every  legal  adviser  occupying  an  important  position 
In  the  Government  service.  If  we  respond  to  their  demauiis  we 
will  add  millions  of  dollars  to  the  burdens  of  the  taxpayers. 

Tile  PRESIDING  OFF'ICER  (Mr.  I-^ss  iu  the  chair).  Has 
the  Senator  formally  offered  the  amendment  to  the  amendment? 

Mr.  KING.     I  offered  It. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  Is  on  the  amend- 
ment offere<l  by  the  Senator  from  UUih  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Georgia. 
.   The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gbobob]  as 
amende*  I. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  ask  for  a  .separate  vote 
in  the  Senate  on  the  question  of  salary.  I  shaU  not  take  the 
time  to  do  ho  now.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah, 
however,  that  if  the  amendment  were  prop«.tsing  to  create  a 
mere  counsel  for  the  Tariff  Commission  I  would  not  waste  a 
moment's  time  on  It  I  am  trying  to  set  up  a  man  tliere  who,  If 
the  flexible-tariff  provision  as  contained  iu  section  315  of  the 
present  law  comes  back  to  us,  will  really  be  the  safeguard  of 
the  American  people.  I  am  trying  to  set  up  there  some  man 
who.  if  the  present  flexible  provision  is  retainetl,  will  give  the 
commission  the  c^>portunlty  to  acquire  a  judicial  character  and 
tbe  confidence  and  the  public  esteem  that  will  really  make  It 
worth  while.  He  Is  not  counsel  for  the  commissitm.  He  Is  the 
representative  of  the  ccnisumers,  and  It  would  be  his  duty  merely 
to  present  the  cause  of  the  people  before  this  existing  agency. 

However,  If  the  salary  of  the  commissioners  is  reduced  to 
$10,000  a  year,  I  shall  concur  in  the  amendment  just  adopted ; 
but  if  that  amendment  Is  unfavorably  acted  upon  I  shall  ask 
for  a  separate  vote  in  the  Senate  upon  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT,     May  we  not  have  a  vote  now? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  very  anxious  to  have  a  vote.  I  had 
risen  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  the  amendment  had  been  per- 
fected by  the  amendment  previously  proposed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  had  accepted  the 
amendments,  had  he  not? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Yes ;  they  have  been  formally  accepted. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question,  then,  is  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  as  amended. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Will  not  tbe  Senator  ask  for  a  reconsideration, 
by  unanimous  consent,  of  the  vote  just  taken?  When  it  comes 
Into  the  Senate,  if  the  Senator  asks  it  then,  all  this  discussion 
will  have  to  be  gone  over  again. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  think  the  amendment  should  have 
been  urged  at  this  time,  but  my  colleagues  preferred  to  do  it. 
I  would  lose  Interest  in  it  from  the  very  moment  the  peojrfe's 
counsel  started  out  as  an  underling  of  the  commission.  I  want 
to  say  that  I  shall  ask  unanimous  consent  when  the  bill  is  in 
the  Senate  that  we  shall  vote  separately  upon  the  salary  ques- 
tion, but  if  tbe  salary  of  the  commissioners  is  to  be  fixed  at 
$10,000,  then  I  fully  agree  that  the  salary  of  the  counsel  ought 
not  to  exceed  $10,000.  I  can  not  anticipate  what  the  Senate 
will  do  on  that  question.  If  I  knew  I  should  be  very  glad  to 
proceed  at  this  time. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  ITesident,  I  regret  that  the  consideration 
of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  (Mr.  GiqoboeI 
has  arou.sed  any  ijarty  spirit  or  party  division.  It  is  another 
iUuHtratlon,  It  seems  to  me.  that  In  this  great  iMxly,  which  Sena- 
tors are  often  constrained  to  call  the  greatest  legislative  body 
on  ciirth,  some  party  spirit  will  crop  out  here  and  there  to  bias 
the  judgment  of  men  who  are  supposed  to  l)e  statesmen  on  a 
question  that  has  no  partisunship  In  it  In  any  degree  what- 
soever. 

I  had  no  idea  of  precipitating  any  party  question,  and  to 
prove  that  I  will  say  to  my  coUwigues  that  several  weeks  ago 
I  prepared  an  amendment  on  the  same  subjwt.  making  prml- 
sion  for  a  consumers'  counsel  very  much  in  the  way  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  has  done  In  his  amendment.  After  I  had  carried 
it  around  In  my  pocket  a  day  or  two  I  learned  that  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  had  prepared  such  an  amendment.  I  found  that 
It  had  l)eeu  printe<l.  I  looked  it  up  and  saw  that  It  was  carry- 
ing out  the  same  idea,  and  instead  of  Introducing  my  amendment 


I  simply  sent  what  I  had  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia  and  as^ed 
him  to  consider  it  in  connection  with  a  possil>Ie  change  in  one 
or  two  respects  iu  his  amendment  which  he  kindly  consented 
to  do. 

Prol)abIy  I  made  a  mistake.  If  I  had  known  this  was  a  party 
question  and  that  by  having  the  Senator  from  Georgia  introduce 
it  we  would  lose  all  the  votes  of  the  statesmen  over  on  thLs 
side  of  the  Chamber.  I  would  perhaps  have  taken  a  different 
course,  realizing  that  on  account  of  my  long  reguhirity  and  high 
standing  in  the  party  on  this  side  of  the  Chaml>er,  all  of  the 
Senators  over  here  would  have  rushe<l  pell-mell  to  the  support 
of  the  amendment  had  I  introduce<l  it  instead  of  having  it  intro- 
duced by  a  Democrat. 

Mr.  McKKLLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  IHh^s  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Teune.si«e? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  want  to  a.sk  the  Senator  whether  his 
party  as  a  party  is  oppo.sed  to  the  consuming  public  of  the 
country? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Oh.  I  think  not 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  was  inclined  to  think  so  from  statemmts 
made  over  on  the  Senator's  side  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Oh.  I  think  not.  Of  course,  if  I  had  conceived 
that  this  was  a  party  question,  my  usual  and  customary  follow- 
ing of  party  leadership  would  have  induced  me  to  consult  my 
party  leaders  before  I  prepared  the  amendment.  But  it  never 
occurred  to  me  that  I  was  doing  something  which  was  evil  in 
the  minds  of  Republicans  if  I  should  favor  such  a  proiK>sitlou  as 
this. 

We  have  liefor*  ua  now  a  proposition  to  provide  for  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  consumers  of  the  United  States  to  a|»|iear  before, 
the  Tariff  Commission.  Is  there  any  partisanship  in  that  pro- 
posal? We  may  disagree  as  to  whether  it  is  a  go<Ml  thing,  but 
can  we  divide  along  party  lines  on  such  a  question  as  that? 
I  realize  that  I  may  be  iu  error,  but  to  my  mind  this  is  a  very 
important  amendment.  It  is  one  that  ongbt  to  appeal  to  all  who 
are  fair-minded — and  all  honest  and  educated  people  are  fair- 
minded.    There  may  be  some  exceptions  to  that  statement. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    Do  not  look  in  tills  direction !     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  looking  at  tbe  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  CouzENS]  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ram], 
because  smiles  seem  to  come  from  that  direction,  as  though  I 
were  mistaken  In  my  ."Statement. 

Outside  of  selfish  interests  that  creep  Into  everything — and 
more  or  less  In  every  individual's  heart  there  is  some  selfishness 
on  s<Mne  line — the  great  bulk  of  the  pe<^le  regardless  of  their 
politics  want  to  do  what  Is  right.  They  want  good  law.  They 
want  proper  administration  of  the  law.  Here  we  have  a  Tariff 
Commission,  one  of  the  most  important  commissions  that  we 
have  In  our  Government.  It  deals  with  matters  which  affect 
the  cost  of  living  of  every  individual.  It  has  to  do  with  things 
that  go  to  every  fireside  and  into  every  home  in  the  land.  It 
affects  the  hairiness  of  all  of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 

All  honest  people  must  admit  tiiat  protection  carried  to  the 
extreme,  with  a  high  wall  that  becomes  an  embargo,  enables 
those  who  are  protected  by  such  a  tariff  on  this  side  of  the  tariff 
wall  to  create  monopolies  in  the  guise  of  a  protective  tariff 
that  will  make  up  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  here 
and  abroad.  If  the  proper  facts  are  not  develojied,  if  the  proper 
evidence  Is  not  presented,  if  the  truth  is  not  known,  they  may 
become  monopolies  that  will  bear  down  upon  the  people  of  the 
country  and  cause  hardship  along  all  lines.  We  all  know  it 
to  be  true  that  a  tariff  wall  must  not  be  so  high  or  so  great 
as  to  enable  monopolies  to  be  fostered  and  grow  up  behind  the 
wall  which  the  protective  tariff  builds  up. 

Mr.  ALLEN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  should  like  to  rote  for  the  amendment  My 
objection  to  it  has  not  been  partisan.  The  S«iator  from  Vir- 
ginia (Mr.  SwAifsoiT]  voiced  the  real  feeling  I  have  when  he 
said  that  unless  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  bill  were 
restored  the  creation  of  a  connsel  for  the  Tariff  Gommiaston 
would  be  unneceaiary.  I  agree  with  him.  and  I  am  Immediately 
convinced  tliat  those  who  struck  down  the  flexible  fftorialoa  of 
the  tariff  do  not  intend  in  tills  body  to  restore  it  Therefore 
my  objection  is  that  which  I  would  have  to  an  expensive  sev- 
enth wheel  for  an  already  badly  crippled  vehicle,  crippled  by 
the  gentleman  who  now  attempts  to  have  the  seventh  wheel. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  glad  to  get  the  Senator's  idea,  and  I  am 
going  to  take  up  presently  the  real  objection  that  he  makes. 
I  am  going  to  admit  when  I  take  it  up.  that  there  is  something 
in  the  objection.  But  I  do  not  think  It  insurmountable.  I  do 
not  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swamsom]  or 
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the  Senator  from  Kanau  TMr.  Aixnr]  in  the  idea  that  the 
counsel  should  not  be  created  if  the  provision  in  regaril  to  the 
flexible  tariff  remains  as  we  have  it  now.  I  think  we  onght  to 
hare  snob  a  coansel,  anyway.  But  it  is  still  a  two-sided  qnes- 
tlon,  and  I  am  not  finding  fault  with  those  who  say  we  should 
not  have  it. 

When  I  was  Interrupted  by  the  Senator  from  Kansas  I  was 
about  to  reach  the  point  where  it  neems  to  me  we  are  able  to 
say  that  the  counsel  Is  necessary  in  order  to  do  Justice  to  the 
petiple  of  the  United  States.  I  had  just  called  attention  to  the 
fact  tliat  all  the  people  are  interested  in  it,  that  every  man, 
woman,  an<l  child  has  an  interest  in  the  woric  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  because  it  is  from  the  Tariff  Commission  that  we 
must  get  our  information  upon  which  tariffs  <ire  based. 

Now  we  come  to  the  proposition,  should  tlie  people  at  larupe, 
the  consumers,  t>e  represented  by  an  ofllclat  before  that  com- 
mission? I  think  the  people  ought  to  be  represented  before 
almost  all  our  commissions.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  State 
railroad  commission  in  the  Union  but  what  would  be  more 
effloient  and  would  do  better  work  If  there  was  some  one  there 
_jto  represent  the  ultimate  conwimers,  the  people  at  large,  who 
after  all  pay  the  bill  in  the  way  of  taxation  for  aU  these 
commissions. 

But  what  liappens?  The  special  interests  always  try  to  con- 
jtrol  the  eommiasions.  If  they  could  control  them  directly  by 
selecting  the  men  who  aie  going  to  do  their  bidding,  of  course, 
that  would  be  a  direct  control.  It  very  seldom  happens  that 
way.  Commissions  State  and  national  as  a  rule  are  honest. 
They  are  efficient.  They  try  to  do  their  duty.  But  let  us  see 
what  they  are  confronted  with.  Suppose  a  railroad  commission 
is  asked  to  pass  upon  electric-light  rates.  Most  railroad  com- 
missions have  jurisdiction  of  questions  of  that  kind.  They  are 
confronted  on  the  one  side  by  experts  and  attorneys  devoting 
all  their  time  to  the  interests  of  the  Power  Trust  or  the  electric- 
light  company.  IMio  is  on  the  other  side?  Perhaps  an  attorney 
general  elected  or  appointed,  not  because  of  his  knowledge  of 
that  partlfmlar  subject  but  perhaps,  for  political  reasons.  He 
stays  in  office  two  years  or  four  years  and  goes  out.  When  the 
litigation  in  which  the  people  are  directly  interested  is  half 
through  he  goes  out  of  office  and  another  man  takes  his  place 
who  does  not  know  anything  about  it  Regardless  of  his  ability 
and  regardless  of  his  honesty  he  can  not  do  justice  to  the 
subject. 

What  happens?  The  commissioners,  let  us  say  for  argu- 
ment's sake — and  it  will  be  true  as  to  most  of  them,  I  think — 
want  to  do  what  is  right  Day  after  day,  month,  after  month, 
and  year  after  year  they  listen  to  the  arguments,  the  figures, 
and  the  statistics — ^frequently,  perhaps,  manipulated — presented 
by  experts  who  are  pounding  their  minds  every  day  with  their 
arguments,  but  on  the  other  side,  in  the  main,  there  is  nobody ; 
the  great  bulk  of  the  people  are  not  represented.  It  is  the 
same  to  a  great  extent  with  the  Tariff  Commission.  Elrery 
time  there  Is  an  argument,  ev«ry  time  there  is  a  hearing,  the 
corporations,  the  monopolies,  the  protected  interests — it  is  per- 
fectly natural;  I  am  not  complaining  about  It — ^have  the  best 
experts  they  can  get,  and  those  exiierts  are  there  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  everything  they  can  out  of  the  commission.  It 
may  be  that  as  to  some  items,  in  themselves  amounting  to  but 
Uttle,  it  would  Dot  pay  the  consumers  to  come  before  the  com- 
iBlsKlon. 

A  maft  came  to  me  the  other  day  from  my  hmne  State  and 
wanted  me  to  favor  an  increase  of  the  duty  on  sugar.  When 
I  declined  to  do  it  he  said  it  would  not  cost  much;  he  had 
figured  out  bow  much  each  family  would  have  to  pay,  and  under 
the  tariff  that  he  wanted  me  to  support  of  8  cents  a  pound 
they  would  be  able  to  get  sugar,  he  thought  at  7  cents  a  pound. 
He  told  me  just  how  much  each  family  In  the  United  States 
would  have  to  pay.  **  That  Is  a  small  sura.'*  he  said ;  "  that  is 
not  much;  the  families  can  afford  that  in  order  to  keep  this 
Industry  going."  That  was  true;  it  would  not  be  mu<^;  they 
could  afford  It;  they  could  live  through  It.  "But,"  I  said  to 
the  man — and  that  applies  to  every  rate  which  comes  before 
the  Tariff  Commiasioo — "  here  is  something  else  on  which  an 
Increased  tariff  is  desired,  and  they  figure  out  it  will  only  cost 
so  much  for  each  family;  it  is  just  a  little  bit.  but  when  we 
go  on  through  the  thousands  of  items,  adding  just  a  little  In 
each  Inatance,  In  the  aggregate  we  have  made  up  the  coat  of 
living  to  the  American  people,  and  it  is  something  stupendous." 

So  there  is  no  one  in  any  -of  these  cases  to  represent  tlie 
people,  and  the  oommiasion,  honest  though  they  may  be,  are 
listening  really  to  a  lawsuit  where  only  one  side  la  reprewoted ; 
and  every  man  who  has  ever  had  any  experience  in  judicial  pro- 
cedure knows  that  it  is  an  easy  thing  and  a  usual  thing  to  get 
ssaMthlng  that  is  not  fair  where  onlj  one  aida  la  repreaented  in 
uataUfOik 
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Now.  I  ask  Senators  to  put  themselves  In  the  place  of  the 
ta  riff  commissioners.  Suppose  a  Senator  were  a  member  of  the 
ommisslon;  would  he  not  like  to  have  the  aid  of  an  expert 
re  )resenting  the  people?  Would  It  not  make  his  work  easier? 
H  i  knows  that  it  would.  He  knows,  if  he  has  ever  had  any 
ex  perience  on  the  bench  or  on  any  commI.«>slon,  that  when  there 

somebody  to  represent  the  real  party  In  interest,  who  ott>er- 
wise  Is  unrepresented,  he  feels  better ;  he  can  do  his  work  a 
liqtle  better;  he  can  be  a  little  bit  more  unprejudiced,  perhaps; 

can  conduct  himself  a  little  more  as  a  judge;  he  can  act  a 
litjtle  more  in  a  judicial  way,  because  everybody  in  interest  Is 
fairly  and  honestly  represented. 

Now  I  come  to  the  objection  of  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
[1  r.  Allen]  that  this  proposed  legislation.  If  adopted,  will  cost 
so  ne  money,  and  It  will,  Mr.  President ;  there  is  no  denying 
tbit 

Mr.  ALLEN.    Mr.  President 

rhe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
briska  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas? 

^fr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Hr.  ALLEN.  I  wish  the  Senator  would  address  himself  to^- 
ansther  point  as  well,  because  I  may  have  entirely  misconceived 
thi(  character  of  the  work  of  the  Tariff  Comrai.sslon.  I  have 
su  jposed  that  a  tariff  commissioner  was  not  a  judge  but  was  an 
administrative  officer,  and  that  when  one  came  l)efore  a  tariff 
commissioner  to  urge  an  Increase  in  rates  or  a  reduction  In 
ra  es  he  could  presume  that,  through  the  expert  sources  of 
In:  ormation  of  that  tariff  commissioner,  he  had  before  him  both 
8i<  es  of  the  problem ;  and  that  he  was  not  sitting  up«^)n  the  case 
as  a  judge  but  as  an  admini.etrator  of  facts.  That  being  my 
conception  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  as  being  an  administra- 
tive body,  I  look  upon  this  proposed  con.sumers'  counsel  merely 
as  an  addition  to  that  fact-ilnding  body.  If,  however,  we  are 
se  ting  up  now  a  new  kind  of  Tariff  Commission,  or  If  that 
CO  nmission  is.  In  fact  a  judicial  body,  then  I  agree  fully  that 
a  ludicial  body  of  that  kind  should  have  a  counsel.  I  should 
llle,  however,  to  have  the  Senator  explain — and  I  am  asking 
fo-  information — the  respect  In  which  the  Tariff  Cximniission  Is 
ar  administrative  body,  a  fact-finding  body,  and  the  respect  in 
w  ilch  it  is  a  judicial  body. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  interruption,  and 
I  will  try  to  do  what  he  has  sujrgested,  or,  at  least,  I  shall  be 

0  id  to  give  the  Senator  my  Idea  on  the  subject. 

I  think  the  Tariff  Commission  is  a  semijudicial  body,  but  it 
is  also  an  administrative  body;  it  has  the  attributes  of  both. 
yie  have  already  attached  to  the  pending  bill  an  amendment 
w  lich  provides  that  whenever  the  Tariff  Commission  shall  act 

01  icially  it  shall  do  so  judicially.    We  have  asked  them  to  be 
a  judicial  body  in  the  very  bill  which  is  now  before  the  Senate 

It  is  true  that  they  have  other  duties  to  perform.  If  the 
Sdiator  will  think  about  U,  he  must  n^ch  the  conclusion,  it 
scpms  to  me.  that  an  official  who  has  both  a  judicial  function 
and  an  administrative  function  often  finds  It  embarrassing  to 
d<  his  duty  fully  and  fearlessly.  When  he  Is  working  on  the 
si  le  of  the  administrative  he  has  to  make  inquiry ;  he  nas  to 
d(  Ive  Into  facts  and  he  has  to  a.sk  questions ;  he  has  to  summon 
w  tnesses,  probably,  and  put  them  on  the  stand.  Then,  on  the 
ot  jer  hand,  when  he  is  supposed  to  act  judicially  and  to  pass  as 
a  fudge  on  what  he  himself  produces  It  is  embarrassing  for  any 
mm  to  do  that  It  is  a  difficult  thing  to  do  it  and  to  do  It 
rl  ;ht  A  man  must  be  broadminded.  Indeed,  fully  to  comply 
w  th  the  qualifications  of  such  an  office.  But  If  he  has  before 
hi  n  an  expert  official — he  might  call  him  an  attorney — who  rep- 
re  lents  the  unrepresented  people,  he  can  act  more  in  a  judicial 
wiiy  than  he  otherwise  could. 

Mr.  ALLEN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kan.««i«. 

Mr,  ALLEN.  I  am  at  a  loss  again  to  know  just  the  preroga- 
tl  ^es  the  Tariff  Commission,  If  made  a  Judicial  body,  would 
hi  ve.  Under  the  bill  as  It  has  been  del»te<l  recently,  am  I 
m  stoken,  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  In  my  con- 
cl  ision  that  all  Its  powers  now  relate  to  Its  fact-flndln«  and 
fart-reporting  prerogatives?  If  that  is  the  case,  then  why  do 
w  •  need  a  seventh  member  of  a  fact-finding  commisshm,  travel- 
in  ;  under  a  different  name  and  with  a  separate  organization, 
to  help  find  and  report  to  us  facts  as  to  which  they  have  no 
judicial  ijrerogatives? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  Us  con.'tlder  the  fact-finding  aspect  of  the 
Ttrlff  Commission's  work.  That  Is  a  judicial  operation.  Its 
ftct-flnding  function  is  disassociated  from  its  administrative 
ft  nctions,  from  the  duty  of  a  prosecuting  attorney,  so  to  »»peak. 
w  10  necessarily  appears  more  or  less  as  an  advocate  of  one  side 
01  of  the  other.  We  put  our  Tariff  Commission  In  the  attitude 
of  doing  that  But  they  want  to  find  a  fact.  Tliey  ought  to 
tu  t  jndklalljr  in  doing  that    They  want  to  find  what  the  cost 


of  production  of  a  certain  article  is,  and  they  go  out  and  get 
evidence,  and  then  sit  as  judges  to  pass  on  it,  and  find  out  how 
much  it  cost  to  produce  It.  They  will  have  an  exi)ert  attorney 
before  them,  if  we  shall  adopt  this  am^idment.  who  will  be 
able  to  l)e  of  great  assistance  to  them  in  gathering  the  facts 
together,  in  submitting  them  to  the  commission,  and  periiaps  in 
making  an  argument. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  will  be  another  expert,  who  will 
gather  all  the  facts  he  can  and  draw  the  eonclusiuus  that  he 
wants  to  draw  in  order  to  show  a  different  result.  The  com- 
mission will  have  the  assistance  of  some  one  representing  the 
people  who  are  otherwise  unrepresented  In  the  contest 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  ALLEN.    Ju.st  a  moment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
/      braska  yield:  and  If  po,  to  whom? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
a  further  question.  It  still,  In  his  judgment,  remains  the  duty 
of  the  Tariff  Commission,  Independent  of  the  proposed  new 
official  to  go  out  and  get  the  facts  themselves?  They  are  not 
merely  to  sit  in  solemn  conclave  as  a  judicial  body,  their  dig- 
nity having  been  added  to  by  this  additional  expense  and  this 
additional  officer,  but  are  still  to  go  out  and  secure  the  facts 
themselves.    Do  I  understand  the  Senator  correctly? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  They  can  do  that;  It  will  probably  be  their 
duty  in  certain  cases  to  send  their  experts  out  to  make  any 
Investigation  they  may  deem  necessary;  but  when  that  has 
been  done,  this  expert  will  make  his  Investigation,  and  then 
those  who  want  to  obtain  a  greater  tariff  rate  or  those,  per- 
haps, who  want  to  get  a  lower  tariff  rate — perhaps  some  im- 
porters— win  make  an  investigation  with  their  exports,  and 
eventually  they  will  all  come  together,  and  the  commission 
must  sit  In  judgment  and  pass  on  the  result.  Would  they  not 
feel  better  If  in  passing  on  the  question — whether  they  decided 
against  the  importer  or  against  the  manufacturer  who  wanted 
a  high  duty,  let  us  say — they  could  have  the  substantial  assist- 
ance of  an  expert  who  represents  the  people? 

Mr.  ALLEN.  If  the  Senator  is  a.><king  me  that  question,  let 
me  say  that  it  appears  to  me  that  the  atmosphere  of  impartiality 
and  neutral  eagerness  for  facts  might  be  somewhat  Interfered 
with  If  the  champion  of  some  other  angle  of  the  situation  were 
emix)wered  to  come  and  thus  Interrupt  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  called  attention  this  morning  to  a  report  by 
the  Australian  Tariff  Commission,  written  by  some  five  dis- 
tinguished professors  and  experts  who  have  been  mwnbers  of 
that  commission  for  some  time.  All  the  way  through  their 
report  runs  the  .suggestion  that  the  Australian  Tariff  Commis- 
sion is  embarrasseil  by  not  having  the  aid  of  some  one  to  repre- 
sent particularly  the  con.sumers;  that  the  parties  in  Interest 
tho.-se  who  desire  an  Increase  of  tariff  rates  or  those  who  may 
not.  present  their  cause;  but  there  is  no  preeentallon  of  facts 
as  to  what  effect  the  changes  in  tariff  rates  will  have  upon  the 
general  public.  I  win  only  read  a  line  or  two  from  the  report, 
but  It  Indicates  wliat  they  have  In  mind  and  the  line  of  their 
argument : 

The  dutlea  laid  upon  the  board  have  not  been  carried  out,  and  In 
particular  certain  duties  to  aafoguard  the  Interest  of  tl»e  conaumera. 
The  lack  of  Independent  Information  has  led  to  undue  reliance  upon 
evidence  offered  by  the  partlea  Intereated. 

Even  if  the  Tariff  Commission  is  purely  an  administrative 
body  gathering  facts,  there  Is  a  vast  range  of  facts  outside  of  the 
facts  which  are  presented  or  which  can  very  easily  be  ascer- 
talned  from  the  parties  who  are  directly  Interested  In  the  par- 
ticular commodity  or  in  the  duty  under  investigation. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  In  connection  with  that  particular  subject,  may 
I  ask.  can  wven  men  gather  the  facts  then  better  than  six? 

Mr.  BORAH  They  can  If  the  seventh  man's  particular  busi- 
ness* Is  to  gather  facts  with  reference  to  a  particular  line  of 
activity  whl<'h  Is  not  under  the  partlc-ular  or  special  jurisdic- 
tion or  obligation  of  the  other  six. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Let  me  say  that  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Idahf»  bus  given  a  very  goo<l  answer  to  the  question  of  the 
Senator  from  Kansas. 

I  want  to  amplify  that  just  a  little  bit  The  Senator  evidently 
Is  of  the  opinion,  judging  from  the  question  he  has  asked,  that 
by  putting  this  additional  man  on  the  pay  roll  we  are  not 
lncr«»a«lng  the  efficiency  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  ALLEN.     Exactly.  ^     ,^_,«  ^         ._, 

Mr.  NORKIS.  If  he  were  put  on  the  Tariff  Commission,  I 
think  that  argument  would  be  perfectly  logical,  assuming  that 


the  Tariff  Commission  was  large  enough  before.  This  man, 
however,  is  put  on  with  certain  duties  defined  In  the  law.  It 
Is  his  duty  to  repre«sent  the  i)eople  who  are  not  there.  It  is  hla 
duty  always,  at  all  times,  on  all  matters  coming  before  the  com- 
mission, to  represent  the  consuming  pul^c  If  he  finds  that 
the  evidence  ^ich  has  been  brought  forth  here  for  selfish  pur- 
poses, from  interested  parties  on  this  side  and  on  that  side,  la 
unfair  to  the  consumers,  if  he  believes  that  it  is  not  right,  that 
it  is  unfair,  he  will  appear  then — it  will  l)e  his  duty  to  appear — 
and  argue,  and  offer  evidence.  If  necessary,  before  the  commis- 
sion, tending  to  show  that  this  evidence  is  not  right  or  that  that 
evidence  is  not  right,  and  that  these  are  the  facts,  and  try  to 
induce  the  commission  to  take  his  viewpoint 

Mr.  ALLEN.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  Would  the  creation  of  this  seventh  office  reduce 
In  any  sense  the  responsibility  of  the  other  six  men  to  be  fair 
and  meticulous  and  regardful  of  the  interests  of  the  community? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No;  I  do  not  think  it  would  change  their 
responsibility,  but  It  would  give  thnn  an  oiqwrtuuity  that  they 
otherwise  would  not  have  and  could  not  have. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  Would  he  be  possessed  of  any  machinery  for 
impartially  getting  at  the  facts  that  would  be  better  than  the 
machinery  possessed  by  the  other  six? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No ;  perhaps  not ;  but  the  other  six  are  going 
after  a  different  kind  of  evidence.  This  man  really  is  an  advo- 
cate for  the  people.  He  is  going  out  in  order  to  protect  his 
clients,  let  us  say.  The  commission  are  going  out  to  get  facts 
regardless  of  anything  and  everything  and  everybody. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  Is  not  the  commission  commanded  to  go  out 
and  get  all  the  facts,  without  reference  to  anybody's  interests? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes ;  I  think  so. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  Are  not  the  members  of  the  commission  our 
servants,  acting  in  fidelity  to  the  interests  of  truth? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes ;  but  from  the  very  nature  of  their  duties 
we  have  handicapped  them  to  some  extent,  or  at  least  I  think 
we  have.  From  the  very  nature  of  their  duties  they  are  neces- 
sarily handicai^)ed,  and  I  think  this  step  will  relieve  them.  If 
I  were  a  member  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  If  I  were  a  member 
of  a  railroad  commission  or  a  rate-fixing  commission  or  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  nothing  would  please  me  bet- 
ter in  performing  the  duties  of  my  office  than  to  have  somebody 
there  always  representing  the  unrepresented  taxpayers  and  con- 
sumers of  the  country. 

Mr.  HA  WES  and  Mr.  SW  ANSON  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 
Then  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  HAWES.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Kansas  In- 
quired, as  I  understood  him,  what  angle  would  be  represented 
by  this  consumers'  counsel.  It  seems  to  me — I  should  like  to 
be  corrected  by  the  Senator  if  I  am  in  error — that  there  are  three 
angles,  and  they  are  very  distinct  angles :  One  is  the  importer, 
another  is  the  manufacturer,  and  the  third  is  the  constuner. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Who  is  not  there. 

Mr.  HAWES.  Who  is  not  there.  It  is  the  angle  from  which 
everybody's  business  is  nobody's  business ;  and  now  the  Govern- 
ment Is  going  to  have  counsel  for  the  angle  that  heretofore  has 
not  been  represented.    Is  that  the  case? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  think  that  Is  right 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have  had  a 
very  careful  analysis  made  of  all  the  communications  on  the 
tariff  that  have  come  to  my  office;  and  all  of  them,  without 
exception,  come  from  two  classes  of  people :  One  Is  the  Importer, 
and  the  other  is  the  manufacturer  or  the  miner.  They  do  not 
come  from  the  class  of  people  who  pay  the  taxes.  This  angle 
Is  the  angle  of  the  peofie  who  do  pay  the  taxes,  and  who  have  no 
particular  interest  in  the  subject  excepting  the  question  of  taxes 
and  the  burden  on  the  consumer.  So  this  is  a  people's  advocate, 
for  the  consumer  and  for  the  taxpayer.    Is  that  correct  or  not? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    It  Is. 

Mr.  HAWES.  So  I  think  the  Senator  could  have  answered 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  that  the  angle  this  man  would  rep- 
re««nt  is  the  angle  of  the  consumer,  who  has  no  particular  inter- 
est In  the  controversy  between  the  Importer  and  the  manu- 
facturer. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  thsnk  the  Senator. 

Mr.  President.  I  yield  the  fioor. 

Mr.  SW  ANSON.  Mr.  President.  I  would  not  have  Inter- 
rupted the  Senator  from  Nebraska  to  ask  a  question  except  that 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Allen]  had  seen  fit  to  allude  to 
something  I  said  recently. 

The  position  I  took  on  this  matter— and  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  will  listen— was  that  this  Is  not  such  an  Important 
matter  in  the  case  «f  a  fact-finding  commission  as  it  would  be 
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In  the  case  of  a  fBct-flnding  commission  whose  report  had  to  be 
sent  to  the  President  to  make  it  operatiye,  which  really  would 
make  two  bodies  impose  the  taxes. 

I  tb«n  stated  that  if  that  were  dcHie,  if  the  President  had  the 
power  to  impose  taxes  on  the  people  nnder  the  recommendations 
of  this  commission,  which  was  the  power  of  Congress,  it  became 
a  very  far-reaching  and  a  very  important  matter  to  have  the 
people  and  the  consumers  represented. 

I  ttien  took  occasion  to  point  ont  that  only  by  adopting  this 
amendment  was  it  possible  to  have  that  done  nnder  this  bill.  I 
8tate<i  that  the  flexible  pro\isIon,  empowering  the  President  to 
Impose  these  rates  on  the  recommendation  of  this  commission, 
came  to  us  from  the  House.  The  Senate  has  struck  it  out  by 
an  amendment.  If  it  goes  to  conference,  unless  this  amendment 
is  in  conference  it  can  not  be  put  on  in  case  the  Senate  should 
offer  to  concur  in  a  House  amendment  In  connection  with  the 
flexible-tarifr  provision.  So  if  a  man  is  in  favor  of  the  people 
being  represented.  If  this  power  is  given  to  the  President 
through  the  Senate  concurring  in  the  House  amendment,  the 
only  way  in  which  this  power  could  be  given,  the  only  way  in 
which  the  Senate  could  act  on  it  and  make  it  possible,  is  to  put 
thi.s  amendment  on  this  provision  and  thus  put  the  matter  in 
conference. 

If  the  Senator  I3  apprehen.slve  that  the  flexible  provision 
might  become  law,  that  the  Senate  might  vote  for  it,  and  he 
thinks  the  people  ought  to  be  n^resented,  the  only  possible  way 
of  getting  that  representation,  under  the  procedure  between  the 
two  Houses  and  under  parliamentary  law,  Is  to  vote  for  this 
amendment. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas,  if  he  wishes  to  reply. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  that  we  are  not  so  far  apart,  except  that  I  still  hold 
to  the  program  of  voting  against  the  measure  for  the  moment ; 
but  if  I  could  have  any  guaranty  that  those  of  you  on  that  side 
who  killed  the  flexible-tariff  proTision  would  let  the  law  go 
through  with  the  flexible  prorision  in  it.  I  should  be  glad  then 
to  have  a  counselor  for  the  consumers  presenting  their 
situation. 

Mr.  SW ANSON.  Mr.  President,  I  was  opposed  to  the  flexible 
provision  when  flrst  offered.  I  am  opposed  to  It  now.  I  think 
It  is  an  abject  surrender  of  the  power  given  to  Congress  by 
the  fathers  under  our  scheme  of  government.  They  were  so 
Jealous  of  the  right  to  impose  taxation  that  they  required  bills 
imposiog  taxation  to  originate  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
electeil  every  two  years  by  the  jteople;  and  yet  we  come  here 
and  allow  a  tax  bill  to  originate  in  a  Tariff  Commission,  and 
make  it  effective  by  the  approval  of  the  President ! 

I  am  not  willing  to  vote  for  a  tariff  bill  with  a  flexible  pro- 
Tision in  it  giving  the  President  this  power,  even  with  this  fur- 
ther provision  in  it  If  we  are  going  to  give  that  jjower  to  the 
President,  if  the  President  and  this  commission  can  increase 
rates  50  per  cent,  it  is  a  power  of  bestowing  favors  as  much  as 
It  is  a  power  of  taxation.  When  the  President  has  power  to  fix 
taxes  and  give  monopoly,  he  has  a  power  to  bestow  favors.  He 
has  a  power  to  make  men  rich,  or  to  withdraw  the  power  to 
make  njen  rich.  It  Is  precisely  the  same  old  favoritism  that 
was  exercised  by  kings  who  used  to  give  to  their  favorites 
monopolies,  and  the  right  of  taxation.  The  President  would 
have  the  same  power  that  was  revoked  when  monarchy  was 
restrained  by  limitations  in  all  the  avllized  governments  of  the 
wt»rld- 

What  I  insist  upon  Is  that  If  this  power  is  given  to  the  Presi- 
dent, if  the  Senate  should  yield  and  give  him  this  power,  if  it 
•hould  abjectly  abdicate  its  power  and  confer  It  on  this  com- 
mis.«*ion,  the  people  ought  to  be  represented;  and  the  people 
can  not  have  representation  unless  this  amendment  goes  on  the 
tariff  bill  as  it  passes  the  St>nate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  McNabt  in  the  chair) .  The 
question  is  oo  the  amendnient  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
GBCHtQcl,  as  amended. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  absence  of  a  quorum  la 
suggested.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Soiaton 
answered  to  their  names : 

Aura 

Athant 

Barkley 

Black 

Blaiae 

BI<>'a8« 

Bormh 

Biattoa 

BTMk 
BtMkkMXt 


Broastard 

Few 

Harris 

Capp«r 

Fletcher 

HanlsOB 

Caraway 

Frasler 

Haatlna 
HatMd 

ConaallT 

Gcdrge 

Copeland 

Gillett 

Hawes 

Coosraa 

Ooff 

Harden 

CnttiBs 

Ooldaboroosh 

Heliert 

Dale 

Ooald 

H^tta 

Din 

Greene 

Howell 

Sdci 

Hal* 

Johaaoa 
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NorrU 

Sackett 

Trammel! 

Nye 

Scball 

Ty  dings 

Oddie 

Bbeppard 

Vandenberg 

Orerman 

Simmona 

Wagner 

rhippB 

Smith 

Walnh.  Mass. 

Pine 

Smoot 

Wnlsh.  Mont 

Plttman 

Steiwer 

Warren 

RanadeU 

Stephens 

Waterman 

Reed 

Swanson 

Wheeler 

Robinson, 

Ark. 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Robinson, 

Ind. 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Jones 
I  lean 
1  ;endrick 
i:eye« 

ring 

I  [cKellar 

1  [cMaster 
)  [cNarj 
S  [etcalf 
S  [oseg 
r  brbeck 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-two  Senators  have  an- 
strered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  expect  to  vote  in  favor  of  this 
amendment,  but,  in  Justice  to  myself,  I  must  explain  the  vote 
tefore  I  cast  it 

I  do  not  believe  I  have  cast  many  cynical  votes  since  I  came 
t)  the  Senate,  but  this  is  going  to  be  one,  because  I  believe 
t  lat  this  amendment,  however  well  intentioned  its  sponsor  may 
I  ?,  offers  a  plan  which  is  entirely  useless  and  unjustified.  I  do 
E  ot  see  any  more  use  in  having  a  pe«>ple's  counsel  with  the  Tariff 
Commission  than  in  having  a  people's  counsel  or  a  consumers' 
c  )unsel  with  the  Bureau  of  Standards. 

The  Tariff  Commission  is  designed  to  ascertain  a  definite  fact 
b  F  scientific  methods — that  is,  the  definite  fact  of  the  difference 
i  I  the  costs  of  production  of  a  partitnilar  article  here  and 
a  jroad — and  there  is  no  more  need  of  having  a  consumers'  coun- 
sij  to  assist  in  that  operation  than  there  is  in  having  a  con- 
suners'  counsel  In  the  Bureau  of  Standards  when  they  are 
tiying  to  determine  the  conductivity  of  some  metal.  It  is  a 
definite  fact  that  is  to  be  found.  It  is  not  the  adoption  of  a 
p  jlicy. 

There  is  no  more  reason  for  having  a  consumers'  coun.<?el  In 
tlie  Tariff  Commission  than  there  is  for  having  a  counsel  for 
liibor  to  represent  the  men  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
article,  or  in  having  an  importers'  counsel  to  represent  the 
Eeople  who  actually  pay  the  duty  in  the  first  place,  or  in  having 
a  manufacturers'  counsel  to  represent  the  people  who  make  the 
product  here. 

It  is  very  true  that  the  manufacturers  in  the  particular  indus- 
try  are  usually  represented  in  the  proce*>ding8  before  the  Tariff 
Commission,  but  so  are  the  importers.  The  selfish  interests  of 
t  le  two  classes  clash  there ;  the  one  works  for  the  higher  duty, 
t  le  other  works  for  the  lower  duty ;  and,  in  so  far  as  the  decision 
c  Q  the  question  of  fact  is  concerned,  both  sides  of  the  contro- 
versy have  their  representation.  All  of  which  leads  me  to  think 
t  lat  this  is  a  scheme  which  is  wholly  umiecessary,  and  that  if  it 
€  rentually  went  into  the  law  would  be  tantamount  to  a  waste 
cf  that  much  money. 

Mr.  President,  this  will  go  forth  to  the  country  as  a  vote  for 
or  against  the  interests  of  the  consumers  and  I  am  not  willing 
t  >  be  pictured  as  an  opponent  of  the  interests  of  the  consumers 
of  America.  So,  wholly  cynically,  with  the  hope  that  If  it  be- 
comes law  it  may  possibly  be  found  to  be  of  some  scintilla  of  use, 
but  with  the  firm  confidence  that  that  will  not  be  the  case,  I 
eipect  to  vote  for  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendmrat  c^'Tered  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gcorob], 
as  amoided. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk  pro- 
cjeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  HA  WES  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
vlth  the  Jimlor  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Patterson].  If 
permitted  to  vote,  I  would  vote  "yea."  I  understand  that  if  the 
J  inior  Senator  from  Missouri  were  present  and  permitted   to 

V  Dte  he  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  BLACK  (when  Mr.  Hetun's  name  was  called).  My  col- 
li-ague  the  senior  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Uoion]  is  com- 
pelled to  be  out  of  the  Chamber.  If  present,  he  would  vote 
"  yea." 

Mr.  KING  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pdr  for  the  day  and  for  part  of  to-morrow  with  the  junior 
Senator  from  Connecticut    [Mr.   WalcottI.    In   his  absence   I 

V  ithhold  my  vote.     If  permitted  to  vote,  I  would  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  McKELLAR  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
vlth  the  Junior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Townsend],  who 
ii  absent  I  was  authorized  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama [Mr.  Hetun]  to  transfer  my  pair  to  hira,  and  I  therefore 
d  0  so.    I  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  my 
general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bukton] 
t)  the  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  FoixirrnEl  and 

V  ote  "  yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
(  HiPSiiiAD]  is  ill  and  unable  to  be  ia  attendance. 


Mr.  FESS.  I  desire  to  announce  the  general  pair  of  the 
Senator  from  (Connecticut  [Mr.  Binohax]  with  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Deitekn],  which  I  transfer  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Stkck],  and  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SMITH  (after  having  voted  in  the  aflSrmatlve).  I 
have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Wat- 
Boif],  but  I  understand  he  would  vote  on  this  question  as  I 
have  voted,  and  I  therefore  let  my  vote  stand. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  68,  nays  11,  as  follows: 


YEAS— 68 

Ashnrst 

Fletcher 

Keyes 

Scball 

Barkley 

Frazier 

McKellar 

Shoppard 

Black 

George 

McMaster 

Himmons 

Blaine 

Gillett 

McNary 
Metcttlf 

Smith 

Blease 

Goff 

Steiwer 

Borah 

Gould 

Norbock 

Stepliens 

Brat  ton 

Greene 

Norris 

Swanson 

Brock 

Hale 

Nye 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Broukhnrt 

Harris 

Oddle 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Broussard 

Harrison 

Overman 

Trammell 

Capper 

Hntflcld 

rine 

Tydlngs 

Caraway 

Haydcn 

Plttman 

Vandenberg 

Connally 

Howell 

RanadeU 

Wagner 

Copeland 

Johnson 

Reed 

Wa  8h,  Mass. 

Coiizens 

Jones 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Cutting 

Kean 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Waterman 

DIU 

Keudrick 

] 

Sackett 
NAYS— 11 

Wheeler 

Allen 

Feas 

Hebert 

Smoot 

Dale 

Goldsborougb 

Moses 

Warren 

Edge 

Hastings 

Phipps 

NOT 

VOTING— 16 

Blnghnm 

Glenn 

La  Follette 

Steck 

Burton 

Hawes 

I'attorson 

Townsend 

Deneen 

Heflln 

Sbipstead 

Walcott 

Glass 

King 

Sbortrlclge 

Watson 

So  Mr. 

Gboboe's  amendment  as  amended 

was  agreed  to, 

follows : 

On  page  337,  after  line  11,  Insert  a  new  section  to  read  as  follows : 

"  Sac.  841.  Consumers'  counsel:  (a)  There  sball  be  an  office  in  the 
legislative  branch  of  the  Oovemnient  to  be  known  as  the  office  of  the 
consum«>r8'  coune^el  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission.  The  office 
shall  be  in  charge  of  a  counsel  to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  No  person  sball  be  eligible 
for  appointment  as  counsel  if  such  person  has  at  any  time  acted  in 
tariff  matters  before  Congress  or  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission 
either  on  his  own  behalf  or  as  attorney  at  law  or  in  fact  or  as  legisla- 
tive agent.  The  counsel  shall  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  four  years 
and  shall  receive  a  salary  of  |10,000  a  year.  The  counsel  shall  not 
actively  engage  in  any  other  business,  vocation,  or  employment  than 
that  of  serving  as  counsel. 

"(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  counsel  to  appear  in  the  interest  of 
the  consuming  public  in  any  proceeding  before  the  commission,  and  to 
conduct  such  independent  Investigation  of  matters  relative  to  the  tariff 
laws  of  the  United  States  as  be  may  deem  necessary  to  enable  bim 
properly  to  represent  the  consuming  public  in  any  proceeding  before  the 
commission.  In  any  proceeding  before  tbe  commission  in  which  the 
counsel  has  entered  an  appearance,  the  counsel  shall  have  the  right  to 
offer  any  relevant  tesllmony  and  argument,  oral  or  written,  and  to 
examine  and  cross-examine  witnesses  and  parties  to  tbe  proceeding,  and 
shall  have  the  right  to  have  sabpcena  or  other  process  of  the  commia- 
sion  issue  in  his  behalf.  WHienever  the  counsel  finds  that  it  is  in  tbe 
Interest  of  the  consuming  public  to  have  the  commission  furnish  any 
Information  at  its  command  or  conduct  any  investigation  as  to  differ- 
ences in  costs  of  production  or  other  matters  within  its  authority,  then 
the  counsel  shall  so  certify  to  the  commission,  specifying  in  the  certlfl- 
calc  the  Information  or  Investigation  desired.  Thereupon  the  commia- 
siou  shall  as  soon  as  prarticable  furnish  to  the  counsel  the  information 
or  as  soon  as  practicable  conduct  tbe  Investigation  and  place  tbe  results 
thereof  at  tbe  disposal  of  the  counsel. 

"(c)  The  commission  shall  supply  the  counsel,  within  reasonable  lim- 
its, with  assistants  and  experts  from  its  staff,  and  shall  provide  such 
counsel  with  the  necessary  office  accommodations,  office  supplies,  and 
clerical  assistance,  and  all  the  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  office  of  such 
consumers'  counsel  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  appropriation  for  such 
Tariff  Commission  in  the  same  manner  as  its  other  expenditures  are 
paid. 

"(d)  The  counsel  appointed  under  this  section  shall  make  to  Congress 
on  the  flrst  Monday  of  December  of  each  year  hereafter  a  report  sum- 
marising bis  activities  during  the  year,  together  with  a  statement  of 
the  procedure  adopted  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  section." 

Mr.  SMOOT,  Mr.  President,  the  consideration  of  this  amend- 
ment has  taken  Just  Ave  hours.  I  think  the  time  has  arrived 
when  it  would  be  better  to  hold  night  sessions. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  me? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr,  JOHNSON.  I  am  interested  in  passing  a  tariff  bill.  The 
Senator  is  correct  in  saying  that  the  consideration  of  this  amend- 


ment has  taken  Ave  hours.  Whose  fault  Is  It?  It  is  the  fault 
of  those  who  are  managing  the  Mil,  because  they  knew  at  11 
o'clock  this  morning  just  as  much  as  they  know  now,  at  4  o'clodc 
this  afternoon,  what  they  were  going  to  do  with  the  amendment, 
and  they  could  have  accepted  it  at  11  o'clock  this  morning. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  may  have  known  that  but  at  that 
time  I  did  not  know  it.  The  committee  had  r^)orted  a  certain 
provision  and  the  Senate  had  a  perfect  right  to  deal  with  It 
in  any  way  they  saw  fit.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia that  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  took  only  about  15  min- 
utes on  the  amendnient. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  am  not  complaining  of  the  time  the  Senator 
has  taken,  but  here  were  five  hours  as  he  said,  spent  on  the 
amendment.  The  arrangement  was,  as  I  was  told  an  hour  ago, 
to  take  a  yea-aud-nay  vote  without  a  division  and  without  a 
questi<iu.  Whether  that  was  so  or  not  I  do  not  know.  I  heard 
one  of  the  Senators  in  charge  of  the  bill  within  15  minutes  say 
that  he  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment.  He  doubtless  kneW 
whether  he  was  or  not  at  11  o'clock  this  moraing  when  we  con- 
vened. If  he  wanted  to  save  the  day,  he  could  have  saved  the 
day  at  11  o'clock  this  moniing  by  accepting  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  was  only  a  quarter  of  4  when  I  took  up  the 
question  with  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gdoroe],  and  at 
that  time  lie  said  he  wanted  a  yea-and-nay  vote.  He  was  entitled 
to  it.     I  did  not  object  at  all  to  his  having  it 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OEORCiB.  Since  the  matter  has  l)een  brought  up  I  will 
say  that  I  asked  the  chairman  of  the  committee  if  he  would 
not  accept  the  amendment  with  an  expianatt^y  statement  of 
just  a  few  words.  I  made  the  inquiry  of  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  yesterday  or  the  day  l)efore  as  well  as  tliLs  momhig. 
But  late  to-day,  after  the  amendment  had  been  debated  three  or 
four  hours,  then  I  did  ask  for  a  yea-and-nay  vote.  I  thought 
I  was  entitled  to  have  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  about  to  say,  if  the  SenatDr  had  not 
interrupced,  that  I  had  no  right  and  had  no  authority  to  say 
this  morning  that  we  would  accept  his  amendment.  I  would 
not  have  assiuned  that  authority  without  at  least  an  expression 
from  other  members  of  the  committee. 

But  it  makes  no  difference  whether  it  is  on  this  amendment 
or  any  other  amendment,  we  have  gone  along  and  spent  four  or 
five  hours  on  other  amendments  in  exactly  the  same  way.  Of 
course,  if  the  Senate  does  not  want  to  hold  night  sessions  It  is 
in  the  power  of  the  Senate  to  refuse  to  do  so,  but  the  time  has 
come  when  I  am  g(^g  to  ask  that  we  do  hold  night  sessions. 
If  there  is  a  majority  of  the  Senate  that  does  not  want  to  do  so, 
well  and  good;  then  I  am  not  going  to  insist  upon  it;  but  as 
long  as  the  resiwnsibility  Is  upon  me  to  secure  the  passage  of  the 
bill  I  am  going  to  do  what  I  can  to  have  it  passed.  If  the 
Senate  does  not  want  to  have  it  passed,  that  is  all  right,  and 
I  shall  have  no  complaint  to  make. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
further  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  would  be  very  glad.  If  it  were  necessary 
to  pass  the  bill  in  Its  usual  course,  to  hold  night  sessions  or 
any  other  kind  of  sessions.  But  I  shall  not  vote  to  hold  night 
sessions  \vith  such  spectacles  as  we  have  witnessed  to-day  in 
connection  with  the  amendment  just  adopted.  If  I  were  to  sit 
in  Judgment  upon  what  has  transpired  to-day,  I  would  say  that 
those  in  charge  of  the  bill,  omitting  the  Senator  from  Utah,  were 
trying  to  filibuster  against  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Those  in  charge  of  the  bill  have  not  taken  very 
much  time  to-day,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator.  However,  we  can 
proceed  now  with  the  next  amendment. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  concluded,  I  will 
take  the  floor  in  my  own  right. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Before  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
proceeds  the  Chair  will  lay  before  the  Senate  the  next  amend- 
ment which  will  be  stated. 

The  LEGisLAxn-E  C^ebk.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
BaATTON]  offers  the  following  amendment: 

On  page  329,  line  7,  add  the  following  proviao :  "  Provided,  That  no 
such  article  shall  be  so  excluded  until  tbe  domestic  manufacturer  or 
producer,  on  whose  complaint  such  action  is  taken,  or  whose  rights  it  is 
contended  or  asserted  are  Injured,  shall  furnish  bond.  In  anch  sum  as 
the  Tariff  CommiSHlon  may  find  to  be  reasonable,  conditioned  to  answer 
for  and  pay  all  damages  and  costs  suffered  in  the  event  it  is  determined 
in  a  suit  on  said  bond  as  herein  authorised  that  such  complaint  was 
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anfoanded.  Sttch  bond  ihall  be  In  Che  form  prescribed  by  tlw  Tariff 
Commiaslon  and  aball  be  filed  with  aaid  commi«alon.  Suit  for  the  re- 
covery upon  BiKh  bond  may  be  maintaiood  in  the  district  courts  of  the 
United  States  by  anyone  who  sustains  damages  as  the  result  of  such 
ezclusion." 

Mr.  NORMS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  It  ought  to  be  said,  at 
least  I  feel  like  saying  It,  that  I  have  a  great  deal  of  sympathy 
with  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot].  I  think  he  has  been 
exceedingly  fair  In  the  management  of  the  bill,  and  while  I  do 
not  agree  with  him  at  all  on  the  bill,  or  at  leost  I  have  not  thns  far, 
I  do  nut  want  to  find  fault  with  him,  and  I  am  not  going  to  find 
fault  with  him.  It  may  be  that  under  the  circumstances  he  is 
Stifled  In  asking  for  night  sessions.  I  should  dislike  to  hare 
themi^ut^I  would  not  seriously  object. 

I  ssiy  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  been  exceedingly  fair  in  his 
management  of  the  bill,  but  I  believe  that  he  is  mistaken  when 
he  bemoans  the  fact  that  we  have  spent  this  afternoon  on  one 
amendment.  It  was  a  very  ImjMrtant  amendment.  It  will  have 
an  important  bearing.  If  it  remains  in  the  bill,  upon  the  consid- 
eration of  tarlif  schedules  by  the  Tariff  Commission. 

But  there  Is  another  reason  why  the  time  has  been  well  spent. 
We  have  converted  to  the  side  of  righteousness  one  of  the  lead- 
ers of  the  ow>ositlon.  We  have  now  the  eloquent  and  able 
statesman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rm»]  on  our  side,  and  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  Is  standing  alone  in  defense  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yidd  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator  should  not  or 
ou^ht  not  to  forget,  however,  that  the  converted  leader  is 
cynicaL 

Mr.  NORRia    Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  He  declared  that  the  amend- 
ment is  wrong  and  ought  not  to  be  adopted,  but  that  he  was 
going  to  vote  for  It. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  Is  embarrassing  for  one  converted  to  a 
cause  to  come  over  all  at  once.  He  has  come  across  far  enough 
so  that  he  votes  with  us.  I  confess,  so  far  as  my  vote  was 
concerned,  that  I  was  in  great  doubt  about  what  ,to  do,  and 
I  am  not  sure  yet  just  what  I  ought  to  have  done.  When  I 
found  my  two  leaders  opposing  each  other,  Mr.  President,  I 
wa.s  faced  with  a  dilemma  similar  to  the  one  that  is  spoken 
of  in  the  Good  Book,  "  Choose  ye  this  day  whom  ye  will  serve." 
[Laughter.]  I  chose,  Mr.  President,  to  serve  the  Senator  frwn 
Pennsylvania.  I  am  In  doubt  now  whether  I  have  chosen  the 
right  leader  or  not  [Laughter.]  If  we  can  have  another  day's 
debute  on  another  amendment  we  shall  probably  convert  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  and  from  that  tlmo  on  we  will  have  easy 
sailing  and  we  will  l>e  able  to  give  to  the  people  the  best  tariff 
bill  that  has  ever  been  passed  through  the  Congress. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  very 
briefly  to  state  some  views  I  hold  with  reference  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  tariff  bill  is  being  considered  and  particularly 
with  reference  to  the  criticism  tending  to  find  fault  \*ith  the 
Senate  for  delay.  One  would  think  from  the  public  fault  find- 
ing that  we  are  dealing  here  with  a  bill  to  construct  a  bridge 
across  a  navigable  stream  or  a  bill  to  build  a  post  office  in  some 
remote  locality,  or  to  dig  oat  the  creek  at  Podunk.  The  bill 
now  before  us  is  of  tremendous  Importance.  It  Is  not  one  bill 
It  is  a  consolidation  of  two  thousand  or  more  measures  or  bills 
affecting  vast  property  rights,  and  millions  of  producers,  affect- 
ing vast  capital  invested  in  every  line  of  business,  affecting  the 
rights  of  110,000,000  American  consumers,  involving  our  inter- 
national commercial  relations  with  every  country  in  the  world. 

I  fur  one  protest  against  an  attempt  to  hasten  and  expedite 
unreaK>nably  the  passage  of  legislation  of  such  vital  importance 
to  our  own  people  and  the  peoples  of  the  world.  It  is  not  an 
ordinary  individual  biU.  It  is  an  extraordinary  measure.  We 
ought,  if  necessary,  to  take  days  and  weeks  and  months  to 
debate  it  We  should  not  consume  unreasonable  time  in  the 
debate  and  we  should  not  prolong  it  unnecessarily,  but  I  think 
that  the  bill  Is  entitled  to  careful,  d^iberate  study,  thought, 
and  consideration. 

Whatever  becomes  of  the  bill  finally,  the  fact  that  It  has 
bet^n  fully  debated  will  be  a  helpful  contribution  to  the  In- 
formation of  the  American  pec^e  with  respect  to  the  tariff. 
Those  who  want  to  know  the  attitude  of  this  branch  of  the 
legislative  body  of  the  United  States  on  the  various  aiq>ects  of 
the  tariff  will  have  ample  opportunity  to  do  so  by  a  full  debate 
and  roll  calls  upon  all  controversial  questions. 

I  want  to  challenge  again  the  idea  that  this  is  an  ordinary 
MUoT  leclslatlTe  measure.  It  is  a  compilation  of  innumerable 
rtfhtaand  privileges  reaching  into  every  aveoue  of  life  and 
»«»«>«•.    I  for  one  want  to  do  any  part  in  helping  to  expedite 
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he  passage  of  the  bill,  but  I  insist  that  every  day  and  every 
veek  and  every  month  that  may  be  necessary  for  full  and  com- 
pete deliberation  upon  every  section  of  the  measure  shall  be 
itillzed  for  that  purpose.  It  is  a  mass  of  lawmaking  as  im- 
tortant  as  any  other  legislation  we  have  had  here  since  1022. 
iJvery  section  Is  fraught  with  the  enlargement  or  the  curtail- 
nent  of  vital  and  important  rights  of  the  American  people  and 
heir  indiLstries. 

Let  us  have  an  end  of  the  talk  about  rolling  this  bill  through 
imd  pushing  it  out  of  the  way  as  if  we  were  a  legislative  ma- 
chine rather  than  a  great  open  forum  of  independent  powers 
<xercij;ed  with  deliberation.  I  repeat,  there  are  sections  in  the 
»ill  that  ought  to  be  debated  for  days  and  weeks,  if  necessary, 
;  egardless  of  the  judgment  of  individuals  here  or  elsewhere, 
D  order  that  the  people  interested  shall  know  that  they  have 
had  a  hearing  and  tliat  their  petitions  have  been  respectfully 
(onsidered.  I  demand  the  actual  observance  of  the  great  and 
1  undamental  right  of  petition. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
( husetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia  ? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 
Mr.  GEORGE.  Let  me  suggest  this  to  the  Senator:  Hereto- 
fore it  has  been  the  habit  of  Congress  to  consider  the  rate  pro- 
lisiMis  of  a  tariff  bill  until  the  Members  of  Congress  have 
1  terally  worn  themselves  out  before  taking  up  the  administra- 
t  ve  and  special  sections  of  the  bill.  As  a  result  the  admiuistra- 
t  ve  and  special  provisions  of  the  tariff  have  now  become  a  great 
volume  of  law  of  far-reaching  importanee  which  have  hitherto 
lad  little  real  consideration  by  the  Congress.  I  remind  tne 
Senator  of  this  fact,  that  until  Doctor  Taussig  became  chair- 
I  lan  of  the  Tariff  Board  about  1913,  sr)me  time  before  the  crea- 
t  on  of  the  present  Tariff  Commission,  there  had  been  no  sys- 
t  >matic  study  of  the  so-called  special  provisions  or  administra- 
t  ve  features  of  the  tariff  law,  pnictically  from  the  beginning 
c  f  government  So  in  my  judgment  the  Congress  of  the  United 
i  tates  could  well  spend  two  months  on  the  administrative  pro- 
^  isions  alone,  because  it  is  not  alone  in  the  rates  or  in  the 
(  uties  upon  articles  that  embargoes  are  found. 

More  embargoes  are  found  and  more  restrictions  are  found 
I  nd  more  needless  overlapping  of  administrative  provisions  of 
t  ae  law  are  found  In  this  portion  of  the  bill  than  in  any  other 
I  art  of  It.  Our  attention  has  been  drawn  now  to  matters  that 
leretofore  have  been  passed  over  without  any  very  extensive 
ctudy  or  consideration. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts  The  Senator  has  amplified 
f  dmlrably  what  I  intended  to  say,  and  I  ai)preciate  his  contri- 
lutlon  to  my  observations. 

I  know  of  only  three  reasons  for  haste — soUrftude  for  onr 
(wn  comfort,  shrinking  from  criticism,  and  the  fears  of  those 
1  iterested  in  particular  features  of  the  bill  that  can  not  stand 
t  le  test  of  scrutiny  and  debate.  What  industries  are  suffering 
t  lat  have  not  suffered  for  seven  years  with  the  fiexible  provl- 
filon  in  the  tariff  law  that  gave  them  an  opportunity  to  appear 
tefope  the  Tariff  Commission  and  get  relief  by  presidential 
ection?  Why  this  constant  criticism  of  delay  and  demand  for 
laste?  Is  it  because  Senators  in  charge  of  the  bill  dare  not 
lave  the  light  of  day  penetrate  every  Itenr  and  section  of  the 
till?  Is  our  discomfort  a  valid  reason  for  haste?  This  long 
irocedure  is  distasteful  to  all  of  us,  but  Is  It  not  our  duty  to 
stay  hwe  early  and  late  as  long  as  Is  necessary  to  do  the  job 
\rell?  '  ■' 

Let  us  go  on  with  the  debate  and  take  such  time  as  may  be 
required  for  a  reasonable  dlscu.ssion  and  then  vote  on  the 
various  amendments  with  as  full  understanding  as  nmy  be. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  the  pending  amendment 
oBfered  by  me  is  to  paragraph  (e)  of  section  337,  entitled 
"  Unfair  practices  in  import  trade."  The  effect  of  the  amend- 
ment, if  adopted,  will  be  to  withhold  the  right  to  place  an 
embargo  against  the  Importation  of  a  commodity  unless  and 
t  ntil  the  domestic  manufacturer  or  producer  on  whose  appllca- 
t  on  the  proposed  order  of  exclusion  is  based  shall  give  a  bond 
t)  protect  the  importer  In  question  in  the  event  It  shall  ther(>- 
after  be  determined  that  the  ct>raplaint  was  unfounded.  The 
amendment.  In  my  opinion,  is  so  sound  and  so  just  and  conforms 
s )  analogously  to  ordinary  judicial  procedure  affecting  propiTty 
r  ghts  that  I  have  indulged  the  hope  that  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  might  ac-cept  It  without  debate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  read  this  amendment. 
I  nd  I  see  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  accepted.  It  simply 
F  ropoees  to  require  the  filing  of  an  indemnity  bond 

Mr.  BRATTON.    That  Is  the  effect  of  the  amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  all  there  is  to  it.  If  the  Senator  does 
tot  care  to  discuss  the  amendment,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
accept  it. 


Mr.  BRATTON.  I  do  not  care  to  dificuss  it ;  what  I  seek  is  to 
have  it  incorporated  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  \s111  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
permit  a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  In  behalf  of  our  progressive  group,  I  want  to 
make  tiie  suggestion  that  the  amendment  would  be  pretty 
nearly  meaningless  if  It  should  be  inserted  at  the  place  sug- 
gested. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    If  that  be  true,  it  would  be  perfectly  harmless. 

Mr.  REED.  It  would  be  perfectly  harmless,  but  here  's  how 
It  would  work  out :  The  decision  of  the  President  with  regard 
to  unfair  methods  which  this  section  is  aimed  at  is  final.  That 
is  providetl  for  in  lines  6  and  7  on  page  329.  Anybody  could  file 
a  bond  with  Impunity,  liecause  the  President's  decision  being 
final,  the  suit  on  the  bond  must  result  In  favor  of  the  defendant. 
If  there  Is  an  exclusion,  the  President  must  first  have  decided 
thai  unfair  methods  are  nned,  and  that  decision  being  final,  any- 
one could  give  a  bond  recklessly  without  caring,  because  there 
could  not  possibly  be  a  recovery  on  the  bond.  That  is  sug- 
gestion No.  1.  I  have  a  still  more  progressive  suggestion  to 
make. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  has  pending  an 
amendment  which,  If  adopted,  would  entirely  take  away  from  the 
President  the  power  ctmferred  in  section  337 ;  it  would  '•emove 
entirely  his  power  to  exclude  because  of  unfair  methods  or 
unfair  comjierltlon.  If  that  amendment  is  going  to  be  adopted, 
there  Is  no  use  of  our  spending  any -time  whatsoever  over  the 
pending  amendment,  because  it  will  be  wholly  ineffective. 

I  suggest  that  the  shipshape  way  of  going  at  it  would  be 
first  to  take  up  the  amendment  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  King]  and  consider  that,  and  if  that  shall  be  carried, 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  will  then 
be<-ome  immaterial ;  if  it  shall  not  be  carried,  then  we  logically 
woultl  take  up  this  amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BR.\TTON.    I  yield  to  the  .senior  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  was  the  plan  I  thought  was  going  to  be 
followed,  that  the  amendment  of  my  colleague  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.^  Kino]  would  be  first  considered  and  then 
tlio  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Bratton] 
would  be  offered,  but  I  judge  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
offering  his  amendment  at  this  time  that  the  program  has  been 
changed. 

Ml-.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  should  like  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah  that  I  liave  two  amendments  which  I  desire  to  offer  to  this 
section  at  the  appropriate  time. 

•Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  the  fact  that  the  pending 
anietidment  is  offered  prior  to  the  pressentatlon  of  the  amend- 
ment of  tlie  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  presents  no 
ditticnlty.  In^cause  if  his  amendment  shall  be  adopted  and  the 
entire  section  shall  be  stricken,  this  amendment  also  will  go; 
so  there  is  no  complication  In  that  respect. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  t(»  meV 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  desired  that  Senators  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Chamber  might  be  familiar  with  tlie  amend- 
ment which  I  offered,  and  which  I  regard  as  very  important. 
So  I  went  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rebd]  a  few 
moiiieuts  ago,  fearing  that  he  had  not  seen  the  amendment,  and 
gave  him  a  copy  of  It  and  asked  him  to  examine  it,  with  a  view 
to  a>certaiiiiiig  whether  it  might  not  be  accepted  by  Senators 
upoJi  the  other  side.  I  am  not  asking  them  to  accept  it  now. 
I  said  to  the  Senator  then  that  if  he  would  accept  it  I  should 
not  debate  it.  I  have  no  desire  to  consume  time  at  all,  but  I 
hoiK'  that  uiM»n  a  full  and  fair  examination  of  the  amendment 
the  ie;iders  uimju  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber,  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  the  other  able  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee  will  consent  to  ac-cept  my  amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  I*resident,  I  understand  the  amendment 
proposed  by  my  colleague,  if  adopted,  would  virtually  remove 
the  embargo  p<jwer  of  the  President? 

Mr.  KING.     It  would  change  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  would  take  that  power  away  from  the 
President. 

Mr.  KlN(i.  It  would  prevent  the  President  from  becoming  a 
court  and  trying  patent  cases.  That  would  be  one  effect  of  the 
ameudment 


Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  annonncf^nent 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  tliat  he  sees  no  reason  why 
this  amendment  should  not  be  accepted,  I  shall  content  myself 
with  answering  the  question  propounded  by  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed]  and  then  not  transgress  further  upon 
the  time  of  the  Senate. 

I  do  not  concur  in  the  view  expressed  by  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania.  It  is  true  that  the  bill  now  provides  that  the  de- 
cision of  the  President  as  to  whether  an  embargo  shall  be  plai-ed 
shall  be  final ;  but  If  the  amendment  shall  be  adopted  the  deci- 
sion of  the  President  will  not  be  conclusive  as  to  the  right  of 
recovery  upon  the  bond  in  the  manner  authorized  by  the  amend- 
ment. The  amendment  expressly  authorizes  recovery  ujwn  the 
bond  If  it  is  determined  in  a  suit  filed  under  the  provisions  of 
the  amendment  that  the  petition  for  exclusion  was  unfounded 
and  hence  that  the  embargo  was  wrongfully  placed.  The  deci- 
sion of  the  President  would  in  no  sense  be  conclusive  in  an  action 
instituted  In  court  mider  the  authority  of  the  amendment. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  see  no  inconsistency  whatever  between 
the  language  now  in  the  bill,  and  that  ct»ntained  in  the  proviso. 

This  further  brief  word  of  explanation:  The  amendment 
merely  gives  to  an  imix>rter  a  similar  right  to  that  ac-corded 
anyone  against  whom  an  ordinary  Injunction  is  sought ;  now  a 
party  may  not  go  before  the  President  and  through  an  ex  parte 
proceeding  secure  an  order  of  embargo,  which  Is  tantamount  to 
an  injunction,  exdudhig  the  Importation  of  goods,  without  giving 
the  importer  or  anyone  else  whose  rights  are  affected  any  mo<le 
of  securing  redress.  This  amendment  provides  for  giving  a  bond 
in  such  sum  as  the  Tariff  Commission  may  find  to  be  reasonable 
and  in  the  form  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  with 
provision  that  recovery  may  be  had  niton  the  bond  If  it  is  deter- 
mined that  the  aiH>lIcatIon  for  the  order  of  exclusion  was  not 
well  founded.     It  is  a  i)rovision  in  the  nature  of  indemnity. 

Mr.    EDGE.     Mr.    President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Under  existing  law  what  is  the  method  which 
the  importer  would  be  compelled  to  pursue  in  order  to  secure 
any  damages  which  mr.y  have  accrued? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Under  present  methods  he  has  no  remedy 
whatsoever,  no  redress,  no  recourse.  Under  present  law  the 
President,  upon  an  ex  parte  ai^lication,  may  lay  an  embargo 
against  the  importation  of  a  given  commodity,  and  the  im- 
porter or  owner  has  no  redress  whatever. 

Mr.  EDGE.  And  the  idea  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
is  that  a  bond  shall  be  given  in  order  to  make  up  for  that 
apparent  deficiency? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  The  amendment  provides  a  method  by  which 
redress  may  be  afforded. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
>1eld  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  have  been  only  6  complaints  upon  which 
investigations  have  been  ordered  by  the  Treasury  D^iartment, 
and  17  complaints  which  have  been  dismissed  without  i^-ejudiee. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  But  nevertheless,  the  oj^wrtuulty  for  the 
Injury  I  have  outlined  exists. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Bbatton]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  amendment  is  that  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  while  the  amendment  to  which 
the  Chair  has  just  made  reference  has  been  before  the  Senate 
for  some  time,  I  am  afraid  that  it  has  not  been  understood  and 
perhaps  not  been  read  by  my  friends  upon  the  other  side  and 
many  upon  this  side.  In  the  hope  that  we  may  pretermit  any 
prolonged  discussion,  I  shall  not  ask  for  the  consideration  of  the 
amendment  this  afternotm,  hoping  that  during  the  night  it  may 
be  read  by  Senators  and  that  it  will  be  accepted.  If  not,  then 
to-morrow  when  the  Senate  shall  meet  I  will  be  glad  to  have  it 
taken  up  and  considered. 

Mr.  McKELI-AR  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  from  Utah  per- 
mit me  to  ask  him  a  question? 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  trespassing  now,  I  understand,  upon  the 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Teimessee,  but  if  he  will  permit  me 
to  yield  for  a  question  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  I  may  clarify  the  issue  a  little.  The 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  as  I  have  read  it  takes 
from  the  President  the  power  to  put  an  emltargo  on  articles 
which  he  finds  may  involve  unfair  competition  or  the  sale  of 
which  may  be  promoted  by  unfair  methods.    As  I  understand 
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tb«  Senator's  amendmeDt,  the  Tariff  Commission  la  anthorired 
to  investigate  such  cases  and  then,  having  investigated  them, 
submit  its  report  to  the  Congress,  to  the  Attorney  General,  and 
to  the  Federal  Trade  Commission.  The  only  one  of  those  bodies 
that  could  actually  exclude  such  articles  from  importation 
would  be  the  Congress.  The  Attorney  General  has  no  authority 
under  the  amendment  or  elsewhere  to  exclude  articles  from  the 
country;  the  Trade  Commission  has  no  such  authority;  so  the 
only  recourse  of  an  American  manufacturer  who  finds  his  busi- 
uetis  being  injured  by  such  method  would  be  to  come  to  Con- 
gress and  ask  for  the  enactment  of  a  special  bill  placing  an 
embargo  upon  the  offending  article.  I  am  afraid  his  business 
would  be  pretty  far  gone  Into  decline  before  he  would  get  the 
Congress  to  act. 

Mr.  KING.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  what  remedy  has  the 
domestic  manufacttirer,  producer,  or  vendor  of  goods  for  unfair 
practices  to-day?  He  goes  into  court  or  he  goes  before  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  and  seeks  a  remedy  there  against 
the  alleged  offender.  As  soon  as  the  Imported  goods  enter  into 
Interstate  commerce,  or,  in  fact,  under  the  law,  when  they  come 
into  the  United  States,  they  are  subjected  to  the  same  law  and 
to  the  same  control  because  they  are  in  interstate  commerce  as 
are  articles  or  commodities  mantifactured,  sold,  and  transported 
in  the  United  States. 

ilr.  REED.  If  either  the  Importer  or  the  American  manufac- 
turer has  ground  for  a  bill  in  equity  to  enjoin  methods  of  tmfair 
competition,  he  may  do  so.  That  is  the  remedy  which  he  now 
has. 

Mr.  KING.  And  the  same  remedy  would  be  pemaltted  under 
the  measure  which  I  have  suggested,  if  it  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  SM(X)T.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
district  court  does  not  extend  to  the  exclusion  of  merchandise 
imported  Into  the  United  States.  It  is  my  understanding  that 
their  jurisdiction  does  not  extend  to  such  cases. 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  not  agree  with  my  friend.  As  soon  as  com- 
mo<Iities  come  to  the  United  States — and.  by  the  way,  the  Federal 
conimis.'iion  act  contains  the  word.s  "  foreign  commerce,"  though 
I  am  not  clear,  I  will  say  very  frankly,  Just  how  far  that  would 
go — and  are  withdraw-n  from  the  fustoms  control  they  enter  into 
Interstate  commerce  and  any  attempt  to  sell  them  would,  of 
course,  subject  the  goods  or  those  who  were  handling  them  to 
the  same  pn-cewses  of  the  court  as  any  person  engaged  in  Inter- 
state c«)mnjerce  would  bo  subjected  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  protest  may  be  made  before  erer  the  goods 
enter  into  the  United  States.  Until  they  enter  into  the  United 
SJates,  the  di.«»trict  court**  have  no  Juri>«diction. 

Mr.  McKELI^\R.  Mr.  President,  I  am  afraid  the  two  Sena- 
tors fronr  Utah  are  not  going  to  agree  about  their  matter,  so  I 
will  proceed. 

I  listened  with  great  Interest,  as  I  suppose  erery  other  Sena- 
tor here  did.  to  the  remarkable  disagreement  Just  a  few  moments 
ago  between  one  distinguished  leader  of  the  Old  Guard,  Mr. 
Smoot,  and  another  distinguished  leader  of  the  Old  Guard,  Mr. 
Rni>.  EridetJtly  the  old  guard  is  having  trouble.  Where  they 
are  going,  with  all  their  differences,  we  do  not  know.  They  are 
accusing  each  other,  and  then  they  sometimes  accuse  us  on  this 
side  of  delay,  but,  of  course,  whaterer  delay  there  is  is  the  ordi- 
nary delay  which  always  occurs  in  the  making  of  tariff  Mils, 
and  no  faction  is  to  blame. 

I  should  not  for  a  moment  think  of  adrlsing  my  friends  on  the 
other  side.  I  think  probably  it  would  be  out  of  place  for  me, 
as  a  Democrat,  to  undertake  to  adrise  R*>publicans,  and  espe- 
cially Old  Guard  Republicans,  at  this  time.  But,  Mr.  President, 
there  is  a  string  of  newspapers  In  this  country  that  hare  under- 
taken in  the  last  day  or  two  to  advise  the  Republican  Old  Guard 
what  to  do  in  this  dilemma ;  and  that  line  of  newspapers  is  what 
are  known  as  the  Sorlpps-Howard  papers.  I  am  going  to  give 
you  that  adrtce  as  taken  from  an  editorial  in  the  Washington 
News,  one  of  the  Scripps-Homird  papers,  published  day  before 
yesterday. 

That  adrlce  is  principally  to  "stand  by  your  President." 
The  Scrlpps-Howard  peo^de  very  strongly  supported  President 
Hoorer  in  the  last  campaign,  and  the  only  difficulty  about  this 
advice  is  to  Snd  out  what  their  President  stands  for  in  this  tariff 
fight.  The  writer  of  this  editorial,  perhaps  siieaking  for  the 
President,  or,  if  not,  speaking  as  the  friend  of  the  President, 
had  this  to  say.    I  read  from  the  editorial : 

Roovn  MUST  nam 
PmMeat  Hoover  baa  beea  diiven  lato  a  corner  Ij  the  BepnblicsB 
Old  Onatd.     It  tea  e*ptar«il  tbe  extra  scasioB  ot  Congrvaa,  overthrown 
Ma  fn^imm  tor  United  tsrUI  rertaUm,  and  blodwd  tariC  tasisiatloo  by 


Insfcting  on  viciously  high  rate  iBcreases  for  already  pruaperooa  pro- 
tected industries. 

Tbia  aituation,  which  be^n  with  the  calling  of  the  ipedal  aesaion, 
ha«  gone  from  bad  to  worse.  First  the  House,  under  complete  control 
of  he  Old  Guard,  passed  the  "worst  tariff  bill  in  history."  That  did 
not  cause  much  excitement  because  it  was  supptised  the  President  would 
hate  more  influence  with  his  party  in  the  Senate.  Such  was  not  tte 
cao*.     The  Smoot  Senate  bill  is  little  better. 

(•nly  six  weeks  of  the  special  session  remain. 

'  be  time  has  come  when  the  President  must  take  sides.  His  silence 
doibtless  unintentionally  Is  helping  the  Old  Guard  meajnire. 

1  [itherto  the  Democratic-Progressive  bloc  have  fought  for  the  Hoover 
Ur  .ff  policy.  Only  their  fight  has  prevented  the  Old  Guard  from  repeat- 
ing in  the  Senate  it.s  House  victory. 

'  "he  President  Is  thus  In  the  embarrassing  position  of  depending  upon 
ott  ers  to  fight  his  battles  against  the  majority  leaders  of  his  own  party. 
Friends  of  Mr.  Hoover  have  Justified  tills  by  the  explanation  that  the 
President  "Should  not  interfere  with  Congress.  Since  that  explanation 
wai  made,  however,  the  President  has  been  moved  to  intervene  formally 
In  the  flexible-tariff  provlalon  dispute,  as  he  Intervened  earlier  against 
the    farm  equalization  fee. 

1  f  the  President  can  intervene  In  other  dlsputfs,  he  can  Intervene  In 
th<   major  issue  of  extortionate  tariff  rat<>8. 

'  'his  Is  a  Hoover  battle.  It  was  he  who  pledged  during  the  campaign 
thi  t  there  would  be  no  general  upward  tariff  revision.  It  was  he  who 
called  the  special  session  speHflcally  to  aid  the  farmers  and  adjust  rates 
only  for  industries  In  distress. 

]  Either  the  President  must  disavow  the  Old  Guard  Hawley-Smoot  bill 
or  the  public  will  assume  that  he  no  longer  opposes  such  a  tariff  steal. 

The  public  can  understand  the  President's  reported  desire  not  to  split 
his  party.  But  the  split  has  already  taken  place.  The  same  Old  Guard 
tbi  t  ruled  the  Harding  and  Coolidge  administrations  and  fought  against 
thr  Hoover  nomination  has  now  openly  set  out  to  run  tbe  Hoover 
ad  ainist  ration. 

father  tbe  Old  Guard  or  the  President  is  going  to  lead.  The  tariff 
ba  tie  la  tbe  test. 

VIr.  President,  if  that  is  the  test,  and  if  this  editor  Is  writing 
as  the  President's  friend  and  spokesman,  as  perhaps  he  may 
be  then  it  looks  as  though  that  test  has  been  met  this  after- 
neon,  and  the  matter  virtually  settled;  for  it  appears  here 
th  It  the  President's  friends  have  won  on  one  of  the  most  Ira- 
portant  provLsious  In  thi.s  bill,  probably  the  second  most  Im- 
portant provision  In  the  bill  I  take  it  that  the  flexible  tariff 
provision  is  the  most  Important;  and  this  provision,  giving  the 
coisumers  the  right  to  have  counsel  before  the  Tariff  Comnils- 
si<in,  is  perhaps  the  next  most  Imjiortant  provision  of  the  whole 
bl  I.  If  such  Is  the  case,  then  It  seems  that  the  friends  of  the 
Piesident  as  dest-ribed  by  the  News  have  won,  and  the  Old 
Guard  are  out,  because  they  could  mn.ster  but  11  votes  as 
ae  ainst  this  progressive  amendment,  offered  by  the  Senator 
fr  )m  Oeorpla  [Mr.  George],  which  was  adopted  this  afternoon. 
A  ter  this  vote  there  ought  not  to  be  much  difficulty  In  the 
Wi  ly  of  the  Democratic-Progressive  coalition  passing  a  tariff 
bl  1  in  the  Interest  of  the  farmers. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment  to 
se-tion  337  of  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
desire  to  have  the  amendment  considered  now,  or  does  he  wl.sh 
to  have  It  prlnte<l  and  He  on  the  table? 

Sir.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  anxious  to  have  it  considered 
at  this  time;  but  I  should  irEe  to  have  It  read  at  the  desk 
and  prlnte<l. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  read  for 
ths  Information  of  the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  amendment,  as  follows: 

On  page  327.  line  25,  after  the  word  "  findings,"  strike  out  tbe 
to  lowing :  "upon  a  question  or  questions  of  law  only." 

Uso,  on  page  328,  lines  12  and  13,  strike  out  the  words  "  •■  to  tbe 
fai  ta." 

^Iso,  on  page  328,  lines  14  and  15,  strike  out  the  words  "  upon  a 
qoestlon  or  qoestloni  of  law  only." 

rhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  printed 
aid  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BARKLEY'.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  Inquire  of 
th  ?  Senator  from  Utah  how  long  he  intends  to  pro<-eed  to-night? 

Mr.  SMOOT,  The  Senator  from  Utah  has  very  little  to  say 
all  out  It.  1  intended  to  ask  the  Senate  to  run  until  5  o'clock,  if 
it  is  willing  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  still  recognize  the  Senator's  authority. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  I  noticed  that.  I  hope  the  Senate  will 
remain  in  session  and  consider  the  bill  until  6  o'clock.  If  the 
84  nator  desires  to  move  a  recess,  he  can  do  so. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  much  has  been  said  about 
tl  e  vote  that  was  Just  taken ;  but  I  can  see  in  it  a  silver  lining. 


It  sliows  that  the  coalition  is  getting  larger,  and  it  would  seem 
that  the  del)ate  that  t<K>k  place  to-day  was  quite  fruitful 

I  noticed  in  the  roll  call,  as  the  names  of  c*ertain  Senators 
were  called,  a  decided  change  of  front  upon  the  part  of  certain 
Senators,  especially  members  of  the  Old  Guard.  Senators  of 
that  jH^rsuasion  who  have  consistently  voted  to  iucrejise  rates, 
or  for  administrative  features  that  would  jack  up  ratt-s.  have 
suddenly  changed  over  aud  voted  on  the  consumer's  side. 
Notable  in  that  list  are  distiujjulshetl  members  of  the  Old  Guard 
who  come  up  for  reelection  next  year. 

The  Senator  from  West  Vir;,inla  [Mr.  C.orv]  voted  "yea"  for 
about  the  ftrst  time  during;  this  tariff  controversy.  He  is  c.»m- 
ing  up  for  reelection  next  year. 

The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  (Mr.  Metc.m-f].  recently 
chairman  of  the  Republican  senatorial  campaign  committee, 
voted  "  yeji  *  for  about  the  tirst  time.  He  is  ciimluj;  up  for 
reeU'ction  next  year. 

The  Senator  from  Mus.«8achu8etts  [Mr.  Gili-ettI  votiil  "yea" 
for  about  the  hrst  time.  He  is  couiiny:  up  for  reelectlou  next 
year. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  S-vckkitI  voted  "yea"  for 
about  the  first  time.    He  is  conilnji  uj)  for  reelection  next  year. 

So  we  could  take  the  list  down  tJie  line.  Of  course,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Colorado  [Mr.  WATEaMANl  does  not  come  up  for 
reelection  next  year,  but  he  did  v(»te  "yea."  So  the  coalitiou 
really  is  petting  quite  large. 

I  was  interested  the  other  day  in  reading  a  dispatch  from 
Providence,  R.  I.  It  was  an  Interview  given  by  a  very  dlstin- 
gulsh«'d  Republican  leader  in  this  body,  a  man  who  f«'<'ls  com- 
plimented when  it  is  said  that  he  is  a  member  of  the  Old  Guard. 
He  has  l)een  honored  by  his  colleagues  on  the  other  side  by 
belntr  made  chairman  of  the  Republican  st^natorial  campaign 
ct»mmltte<'.  He  is  close  to  the  powers  that  be,  here  and  up  at 
the  White  Hou.se. 

This  article,  which  appeared  in  the  New  York  papers  of  Octo- 
l>er  10,  from  Providence,  R.  I.,  reads  as  follows : 

Adjournment  of  the  Senate- would  l>e  preferable  to  passage  of  a  tariff 
bill  m«>etlng  the  views  of  the  l>eniocrat  antladmiulstnrtlon  coalition. 
Senator  Mbtcalf,  of  Rhode  Island,  said  to-day  Just  prior  to  his  return 
to  Wa><hington. 

StUHtor  MKTCAiJr  called  the  action  of  Republican  Senators  who  voted 
against  I'resldent  Hoover's  desires  on  the  flexible  tariff  "  akin  to  treach- 
ery." 

"  I  can  not  understand  how  Republican  Senators  from  States  which 
gave  Hoover  big  majorities,  some  of  whom  were  elected  upon  the  same 
ticket,  can  now  go  against  him,"  he  nald. 

So  this  distinguished  Senator  has  now  Joined  the  coalition 
forces,  and  we  are  getting  quite  large  hi  this  body. 

Mr  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  a  few  minutes  ago,  while  the 
amendment  I  offered  on  page  329  was  under  consideration,  the 
Senator  from  PennsylTauia  [Mr.  RekdJ  expressed  some  doubt 
as  to  the  efftrtiveness  of  the  amendment,  because  It  might  con- 
flict with  the  last  sentence  in  the  paragraph  as  reported  by  the 
committee,  the  sentence  being  in  this  language: 

The  decision  of  the  President  shall  be  conclusive. 

Upon  reflection,  I  am  doubtful  whether  there  may  be  some  in- 
consistency there.  In  order  to  make  the  amendment  effwtlve 
and  remove  all  doubt  I  think  that  language  should  be  stricken. 

Therefore,  Mr  President,  I  m<.ve  that  the  language  beginning 
In  line  «.  page  329.  to  wit,  "  The  decision  of  the  President  shaU 
be  conclusive,"  be  stricken  out. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  There  Is  an  amendment  i)endlnK. 
Without  objection  the  amendment  could  be  temiK)rarlly  passed 
orer,  and  action  Uken  on  the  amentlment  offered  by  the  Senator 

from  New  Mexico.  ^  »u  ^  t  «„« 

Mr  SMOOT  Mr.  I»resldent,  Just  a  moment,  so  that  I  can 
understand  what  the  amendment  Is.  Do  I  under>tand  that  the 
proiH»slllon  of  the  Senator  is  to  ameml  his  own  amendment  / 

Mr    BRATTON.     No.  Mr.  President.     I  wlU  ask  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  to  turn  to  pajje  329.  beginning  at  line  6. 
Mr    SMOOT.     Yes ;  there  is  an  inconsistency  there 
Mr'  BRATTON      I  ask,  theref«»re,  that  the  i»endiug  amend- 
ment' l>e  temiK.rurlly  laid  aside  in  order  that  I  may  more  to 
strike  that  hmguage  from  tbe  bill.  , ,    ^,     ,    «,».«    n»,.i- 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT?.     Is    there    objection?    The    Chair 

^^^'Jlr  "brAITON  Mr.  President,  I  now  move  to  strike  from 
page  329  beginning  in  line  6,  U.e  words  "The  decision  of  the 
President  shall  be  conclusive." 

Mr    SMOOT.     I  have  no  objection  to  that  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  questl«.n  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

The  amendment  was  agree<l  to.  .„»»,„  „,„«nH 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  now  is  on  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  KinqJ. 


Mr.  KING.  Mr,  President.  I  ask  that  the  amendment  may 
go  over  until  to-morrow,  in  view  of  what  1  stated  to  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Is  the  Senator  ready  to  take  up  the  next 
amendment  iiassed  over;  tliat  is,  section  341,  "Interference  with 
functi(»as  of  commission  "  ? 

Mr.  KING.     Yes ;  I  am  willing  to  take  that  up. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  pending 
amendment  will  be  temporarily  pu.sse<i  over. 

Mr.  KING.     I  offer  an  amendment,  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Secretary  will  report. 

The  Lemislati\'e  Ci.e»k.  On  page  337.  between  lines  11  aud  12, 
insert  tlie  following  new  section: 

Sec.  841.  Interference  with  functions  of  commission:  (a)  Interfering 
with  or  Influeiicins  the  commission  or  its  employees  ;  It  shall  be  uulaw- 
ful  for  any  person  (1)  to  prevent  or  attempt  to  prevent,  by  force.  Intimi- 
dation, tlinat.  or  In  any  other  manner,  any  meml)er  or  employee  of  the 
commission  from  exenifing  the  functions  imposed  upon  the  commission 
by  thb^  title,  or  (2)  to  induce,  or  attempt  to  Induce,  by  like  moans  any 
such  member  or  employee  to  make  any  decision  or  order,  or  to  take  any 
action,  with  respect  to  any  matter  within  the  authority  of  the  com- 
mission. 

(b)  Penalty  :  Any  i>er»on  who  violates  any  of  the  provisions  of  tbis 
section  shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000  or 
imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  ytar,  or  both. 

(c)  Definition:  As  used  In  this  section  the  term  "  persftn  "  Includes  an 
individual,  corporation,  association,  partnership,  or  any  other  orgauita- 
tion  or  group  of  individuals. 

Mr.  KING.  I  hope  the  chairman  of  the  committee  will  accept 
that  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  So  far  us  I  am  concerned  I  have  no  objcxrtion 
to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  since  we  are  passing  amend- 
ments bv  unanimous  consent,  I  ask  the  Senator  from  T^tah  if  he 
would  have  any  objection  to  accepting  the  debenture  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     If  the  Senator  expects  to  have  it  agreed  to 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  expect  to  have  it  agreed  to.  I  did  not  want 
to  offer  it  now,  because  1  understood  that  some  of  these  other 
amendments  ought  to  be  offered  first,  but  since  they  are  being 
put  through  wholesale,  by  luianimous  consent,  I  am  willing  t«» 
offer  it,  aud  I  shall  not  Ulk  about  it,  so  we  can  save  a  lot  of 

time,  .     ,, 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  want  to  save  time  that  badly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  thought  the  Senator  did. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  there  seems  to  be  somewhat  of  a 
misunderstanding  as  to  what  is  the  desire  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah  about  a  night  session.  Is  he  going  to  move  for  a  night 
session,  or  did  he  simply  announce  that  he  desired  that  we 
might  have  a  night  session?  .    ,    , 

Mr.  SM<K)T.  I  will  not  make  the  motion  to-night,  but  I 
think  I  shall  move  to-morrow  for  a  night  session. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the  agreement  the  amend- 
ments are  to  be  considered  section  by  section,  and  the  next 
amendment  after  the  one  passed  over  would  be  the  aroendmeiit 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  BabkijcyJ.  if  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  desires  to  go  on  with  the  considera- 
tion of  the  amendments.  „...„*  .k„*  *i.« 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
amen'dmetit  offered  by  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr,  Kino] 
has  gone  over.  I  think  it  appropriate  that  my  amendment  should 
go  over  alHo.  because  if  his  amendment  b»  adopted,  it  may  n<»t  be 
nece.Hsary  to  press  my  amendment.    Otherwise  I  shall  want  to 

Insist  upon  It.  ..     ^^     ^,  » 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  call  attentUm  now  to 
an  amendment  which  I  think  Is  absolutely  nei-essary  and  to 
whicli  I  do  not  believe  there  will  l>e  any  <.l)je(  tion.  I  offer  It  in 
behalf  of  the  committee,  and  ask  that  It  be  retid. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  Is  understood  that  the  other 
amendments  are  passeil  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes,  _    .,  ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  StH-retury  will  report  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]. 

The  LLisLATnx  Cuoik.  On  page  358,  line  U  after  the  period 
Insert  the  following: 

At  the  request  of  the  master,  owner,  or  agent  of  any  yetmel,  tbe  col- 
lector Khali  assign  customs  officers  and  employees  to  duty  at  night  or 
on  Sunday  or  a  holiday  In  connection  with  the  entering  or  clearing  of 
such  vessel,  or  tbe  issuing  and  recording  of  Its  marine  documents,  bills 
of  sale,  mortgages,  or  other  Instruments  of  title,  but  only  If  the  master, 
owner  or  agent  gives  a  bond  in  a  penal  sum  to  be  fixed  by  the  collec- 
tor  conditioned  to  pay  the  compensation  and  expenses  of  such  custom, 
ofllcers  and  employees,  who  shall  be  entitled  to  rates  of  compensat  on 
fixed  on  the  same  basis  and  payable  In  the  same  manner  and  upon  the 
same  terms  and  conditions  as  in  the  case  of  customs  ofllcers  and  em- 
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plo7ee«  aasigiMd  to  tfoty  In  conD«:tlon  with  lading  or  anladbig  at  night 
or  on  Sonday  or  a  holiday. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  amendment  would  simply  pat  the  em- 
ployees referred  to  In  the  same  position  with  other  employees 
at  the  ports  of  entry.  It  will  not  cost  the  Government  anything 
whatever,  and  I  think  it  is  a  very  just  amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  inquire  of  the  Sena- 
tor whether  there  will  be  any  opposition  to  the  amendment  I 
have  proposed.  If  there  is  any  oijpositlon,  and  If  it  Is  going  to 
lead  to  any  debate,  I  would  much  p.-efer  to  wait  until  to-morrow 
before  taking  it  up. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  think  it  will  lead  to  some  little  debate. 

Mr  NYE.  In  that  case.  I  much  prefer  that  it  shall  go  over 
until  to-morrow,  without  prejudice. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  go  over  with- 
out prejudice. 

RETESS 

Mr.  SilOOT.  Evidently  there  is  nothing  more  we  can  do  to- 
night within  the  10  minutes  left  before  5  o'clock,  so  I  shall  be 
compelled  at  this  time  to  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until 
11  o'clock  to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Senate  ( at  4  o'clock  and  50 
minutes  p.  m. )  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Friday,  October  18, 
1029,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nornhMtionn  received  by  the  Senate  October  17  (legis- 
lative day  of  Scpletnber  30),  1929 

JlTDOBB  or  THE  CoVWt  Of  CUklMB 

Thomati  S.  WlUlams.  of  Illinois,  to  be  Judge  of  the  Court  of 
CialniM,  vice  Nicholas  J.  Slnnott,  deceased. 

lienjamln  H.  Littleton,  of  Tennewwee,  to  be  judge  of  the  Court 
of  ClaimM.  vice  McKenzie  Moms,  deceased. 

UimsD  Statm  Judok 

Richard  J.  Hopkins,  of  Kansas,  to  be  United  States  judge, 
dl-Mtrict  of  Kansas,  vice  George  T.  McDermott,  appointed  circuit 
judge. 

SBcavrAKT  or  tbc  TnotrroBT  or  Hawaii 

Raymond  C.  Brown,  of  Hawaii,  to  be  jiecretary  of  the  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii,  effective  December  16.  1929.    Reappointment. 

Sbcbctakt  in  tot  DirLoii  atio  Hancs 
Landreth  M.  Harrison,  of  Minnesota,  now  a  Foreign  Service 
officer,  am-lasHifled,  and  a  vice  consul  of  career,  to  be  also  a 
secretary  in  tbe  Dipiomatic  Service  uf  the  United  States  of 
Aui'fica. 

ArrOll<TME?(T  M   THB  ASMT 


VTAL  txmen 
To  be  flrnt  Heutenant 

First  lieut.  Clarence  Price  Canby,  Denul  Corps  Beserre,  with 
rank  from  October  5.  1929. 

Appoiktmext,  bt  TBASsrta,  iw  the  Armt 

TO  CHEMICAL  WASTAKE  SERVICE 

MaJ.  Stuart  Adams  Hamilton,  Coast  Artillery  Corps  ( assigned 
to  duty  with  Cltemlcftl  Warfare  Service),  with  rank  from  Au- 
gust 1,  1928. 

PaoMonoNS  in  the  Abht 
To  be  colonel 
Lieut    Col.    Oliver    Perry    Morton    Hazzard,    Cavahry,    from 
October  13,  1929. 

To  be  lieutenant  colonel 

Maj.  Robert  Blaine,  Cavalry,  from  October  13,  1929. 

To  be  major 
Capt.  Ira  Benjamin  HUl,  Coast  ArtUIery  Corps,  from  October 
13.  1929. 

MEDICAL  COBPS 

To  be  colon  el4 

Lieut.  Col.  Craig  Ricliard  Snyder,  Medical  Corps,  from  Oc- 
tolter  13,  1929. 

Lieut.  Col.  James  Downie  Heyslnger,  Medical  Corps  from 
October  13,  1929. 

Lieut.  Col.  Uoyd  Llewellyn  Smith,  Medical  Corps,  from  Octo- 
ber 13,  1929. 

Lieut.  CtA.  John  Braiden  Huggins,  Medical  Corps,  from  October 
13.  19(29. 


ICORD— HOUSE 


October  17, 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECOED— HOUSE 


4643 


IJeut.  Col.  Winiam  Henry  TefTt,  Medical  Corps,  from  October 
13,  1929. 
AfI^ihtment  in  the  Ofticebs'  Reserve  Coups  or  the  Abmt 

GENERAL  omCEB 

To  be  major  general,  reserve 

'  ^Uliam  Graham  Everson,  Chief  of  the  Militia  Bureau,  from 
October  10,  1929. 

Pbomotions  in  the  Navy 

,ieut.  Gale  A.  Polndexter  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  In 
Navy  from  the  26th  day  of  March,  192U. 

'he  following-named  ensigns  to  be  lieutenants  (junior  grade) 
le  Navv  from  the  3d  day  of  June,  1929 : 

(nhn  J.  Morony.  r.umhain  C.  McCaCfree. 

:harles  N.  Day.  Thomas  R.  Langley. 

-.lie  following-named  ensigns  to  be  assistant  naval  construc- 
tois  in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  ensign,  from  the  3d  day  of 
Juae,  1926: 

Villiam  W.  Anderson,  jr.  Francis  X.  Forest 

ames  H.  Rodgers.  George  C.  Weaver. 

)8car  Stle^rler.  ,».«*». 

*ay  Clerk  Fre<lerick  J.  Scheel  to  be  a  chief  pay  clerk  in  the 
Ni  vy,  to  rank  with  but  after  ensign,  from  the  3d  day  of  June, 
19^. 

MAKI.'VE  CORPS 

Haj.  Gen.  (Temporary)  Smedley  D.  Butler  to  be  a  major 
geieral  In  the  Marine  Corps  from  the  12th  day  of  November, 

19  !9 

Jiig.  Gen.  Logan  Felaud  to  be  a  major  general  (temporary) 
In  [the  Marine  Corps  from  the  12th  day  of  Noveml)er.  1929. 

ol.  Robert  H.  Dunlap  to  be  a  brigadier  general  in  the  Marine 
C^rps  from  the  12th  day  of  November,  1929. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday,  October  17,  1929 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Clerk.  Hon.  William  Tyler  Page,  who  read  the  follow- 
ing communication  from  the  Speaker: 

OCTOBCB  17.  1929. 
Tte  Clkrk  or  the  Hot  se  op  RerBSBrxTATiTrs : 

I  hereby  dcalgiuite  tbt;  Uou.   Biciuiu>  8.   Alobich  u  Speaker  pro 

tempore  for  this  day. 

Nicholas  Loxowortu, 

Mpeaker  Houv  of  Repre»cntativ«$. 

Mr  ALDKICH  took  the  chair  as  Speaker  pro  tempore. 

The  HPKAKEB  pro  tempore.    The  Chaplain  will  offer  prayer. 

Tbe  Chaplain.  Rev,  James  Bbera  Montgomery,  D.  V.,  offered 
til  e  following  prayer : 

0  Thou,  In  whose  hands  are  all  things— power  to  make  evil 
gnod,  the  sinful  pure,  the  selfish  generous,  and  the  base  noWe— 
CO  rue  nigh  us.  Take  our  weaknesi*  and  mold  it  Into  strength — 
St  -ength  that  is  manifested  In  the  conquest  of  evil,  in  the 
tr  umi^  of  virtue,  and  In  the  flue  achievements  of  our  moral 
b*  Ings.  O  help  us  to  take  heed  lest  we  fail  through  Indifference 
or  unbelief.  Bless  us  with  love  and  peace  In  our  hearts.  Lead 
us  to  pray,  to  meditate;  thus  we  shall  ponder  the  depths  and 
loA  Into  the  heights,  and  the  fatigue  of  life  shall  be  no  more. 
Ir  the  name  of  our  Heavenly  Father.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  October  14,  1929, 
wi  IS  read  and  approved. 

JOIRT  RESOLimON    PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  CAMI'BELL  of  Pennsylvania,  from  the  Committee  on 
Enrolled  Bills,  reported  that  that  committee  did,  on  October  16, 
18  29,  prcsetit  to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  a  Joint  resolu- 
tl<  n  of  the  House  of  the  following  title : 

p.  J.  Res.  80.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  postponement  of 
th  s  date  of  maturity  of  the  principal  of  the  indebtedness  of  the 
Fi  ench  Repui>lic  to  the  United  States  In  respect  of  the  purchase 
of]  surplus  war  supplies. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HADLEY.  Mr.  Si>eaker,  I  move  that  the  Hou.««e  do  now 
at  Journ. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock 
aid  4  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House,  under  House  Resolution  59, 
a<  joumed  until  Monday.  October  21,  1929,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
66.  Under  clause  2  of  Rule  XXIV,  a  letter  frwu  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  transmitting  draft  of  a  proi)08ed  bill  to  provide 
for  the  purchase  of  a  bronze  bust  of  the  late  Lieut.  James  Mel- 
ville Gilllss,  United  States  Navy,  to  be  presented  to  the  Chilean 
National  Observatory,  was  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions  were 
Introduced  and  .«*verally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4654)  granting 
lncrea.sc  of  pen'^ion  under  the  general  law  to  soldiers  and  sailors 
of  the  Regular  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps,  their  dependents, 
and  for  other  purposes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BLAND:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4655)  appropriating  money  for 
Improvements  upon  the  Government  owned  land  at  Wakefield, 
Westmoreland  County.  Va.,  the  birthplace  of  George  Wash- 
ington :  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

By  Mr.  HOUSTON  of  Hawaii:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4656)  to  amend 
the  Hawaiian  organic  act,  as  amended ;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Territories. 

By  Mr.  JAMES  (by  request  of  the  War  Department)  :  A  bill 
(H.  R.  4657)  to  amend  the  national  defense  act  of  June  3,  1916, 
as  amendetl ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MOORE  of  Virginia:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4658)  providing 
for  the  erection  of  a  monument  at  the  birthplace  of  President 
James  Monroe ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

Alfao,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4669)  providing  for  the  erection  of  a  monu- 
ment at  the  birthplace  of  President  Zachary  Taylor;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Library. 

By  Mr.  WATSON :  A  blU  (H.  R.  4660)  to  authorize  the  Presi- 
dent to  appoint  Capt,  Charles  H.  Harlow  a  commodore  on  the 
retired  list ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  PORTER:  Joint  resolution  (U.  J.  Res.  122)  amend- 
ing section  1  of  the  joint  resolution  entitled  "Joint  resolution  to 
prohibit  the  exportation  of  arms  or  munitions  of  war  from  the 
United  States  to  certain  countries,  and  for  other  purposes,"  ap- 
proved January  31,  1922;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BACHMANN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4661)  for  the  relief  of 
Anna  Powell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Oalms. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4662)  granting  a  pension  to  Catherine  J. 
Ingram ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H,  R.  4663)  granting  an  iiK-rease  of  pension  to 
Caroline  E.  Friend ;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  B.  4664)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
BsrlMira  Mercer;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  B.  4666)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Bosina  M.  Armbruster;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

By  Mr.  BACON:  A  bUl  (H.  B.  4666)  granting  an  IntTease  of 
pension  to  Amina  M.  Braden;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BOWMAN:  A  bill  (H.  B.  4667)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Elizabeth  Tasker;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 

Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  B.  4668)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  V.  McDonald ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BUCKBEE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4660)  granting  a  pension 
to  Adda  Austin;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CLARKE  of  New  York:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4670)  granting 
an  increase  of  pension  to  Eliza  A.  Grant ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ELLIOTT:  A  bi'^  (H.  R.  4671)  granting  a  pension 
to  Mary  L,  Ogborn ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4672)  granting  a  pension  to  George  W. 
Hillard;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr,  TARVER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4673)  granting  a  pension  to 
Mrs.  Millard  Tow ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  GREENWOOD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4674)  for  the  relief  of 
John  P.  Leonard ;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HALSEY :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4675)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Mrs.  W.  J.  Riley;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4676)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  E.  Ell^ert ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HANCOCK:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4677)  srantlng  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Catherine  Weaver ;  to  the  Commltte©  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 


By  Mr.  JENKINS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4678)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Eliza  Vance  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  KEARNS :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4679)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Jennie  Whitman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R,  4680)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  J.  Clare ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LAMPERT:  A  biU  (H.  R.  4681)  granting  a  pension  to 
Charles  J.  Hunter ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4682)  granting  a  pension  to  Dudley  Q. 
Allen ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4683)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Oscar  G.  Rottman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4684)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Margaret  Beck ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pension& 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4685)  granting  an  increase  of  p^islMi  to 
Jane  A.  Brill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LEA  of  California:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4686)  granting  an 
increase  of  pension  to  Hattie  McGouegal ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LOZIER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4687)  granting  an  increase  of 
pen.sion  to  Emma  E.  Merrill;  to  the  Committe<j  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4688)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Emma  Howsmon ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4689)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Emma  Wise ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  McREYNOLDS:  A  bill  (H.  B.  4690)  for  the  relief  of 
Bessie  McAllster  McGulrk ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  PALMER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4691)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Anna  Woodruff;  to  the  Committee  ovl  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr,  ROMJTE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4602)  granting  a  pension  to 
Mary  J.  Waddill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ROWBOTTOM:  A  bill  (H.  B.  4693)  granting  an  In- 
crease of  pension  to  Hannah  Holly ;  to  tbe  Ommlttee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SHORT  of  Missouri:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4694)  granting  an 
increase  of  pension  to  Sarah  E.  Vlning;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  West  Virginia :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4695)  for  the 
relief  of  Barbara  Wooton ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affaira 

By  Mr.  TARVER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4696)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Robert  L  Bates ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4697)  granting  a  iwnslon  to  Minnie  Hol- 
land ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions, 

AhK),  a  bill  (H,  B.  4608)  granting  an  Increase  oi  pension  to 
Ingabow  Falls ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  THATCHER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4699)  for  the  relief  of 
William  H,  Henry ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 

By  Mr.  VESTAL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4700)  granting  an  Inrrease  of 

pension  to  Phebe  WIncel ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey:  A  bill   (H.  R,  4701) 

granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Mary  E.  McMeclien;  to  tb« 

Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4702)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Harriett  L.  AlUnson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Abw,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4703)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Susan  E.  Wootters ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4704)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Kate  Bakeley ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  B.  4706)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Jennie  B.  Hayes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4706)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Marian  W.  Hubbard;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

751.  By  Mr.  BOHN:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Munising,  Mich.,  to 
appoint  a  commission  to  formulate  plans  for  a  centennial  cele- 
bration In  1937  of  Horace  Mann's  acceptance  of  the  secretaryship 
of  the  Massachusetts  State  Board  of  Education ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Education. 

752.  By  Mr.  CRAMTON:  Petition  signed  by  Mary  Middaugh 
and  65  other  residents  of  Caro,  Mich.,  urging  Increase  in  pension 
for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

753  By  Mr.  STRONG  of  Kansas :  Petition  of  voters  of  Man- 
hattan and  Junction  City,  Kans.,  urging  enactment  of  legisla- 
tion to  increase  the  pensions  of  Chll  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
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SENATE 
Fbidat,  October  18,  1929 
(Leffislative  day  of  ifondav,  September  SO,  1929) 
The  Senate  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 

Mr.    8MOOT.    Mr.   President,   I   roggest   the  absence  of   a 

quo  nun. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 
The  legialatire  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  names: 


Aib>a 

AiihurHt 

I{ln»:bain 

Black 

Bl«aM 

Borah 

Brat  too 

Brock 

Brookbart 

BmuaMfd 

Capper 

Connally 

Cop*  land 

Couzena 

Cutting 

L>al« 

Iviieen 

IMII 

Kdga 

Feaa 


Fruicr 

George 

Glllett 

GUm 

Glenn 

Goff 

Gould 

Greena 

Hale 

Harrlj 

Harriaon 

IlartiDKi 

liattteld 

HaTden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Joaea 

Keao 

Kendrick 


Kejtn 

KiDf 

LaFoIletta 
McKellar 
llcMaater 
IfcNarr 

Metealf 
Moaes 

Norbeck 
Korrta 

O^dle 

Overman 

Fatteraon 

Ptaippa 

Pine 

Plttman 

Keed 

Koblnaon,  Ark. 

Sackett 


SbeMiard 

8bort  ridge 

Stmmona 

Smoot 

Btetwer 

Btcpbeoa 

Swanaoa 

Thooiaa,  Idaho 

Tbomaa.  Okla. 

Towoeeo4 

Trammell 

Tiding* 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

WaSb.l 

Warren 

Watcmaa 

WateoB 

Wbeeler 


Mr.  NORRI8.  I  deal  re  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  CAaAWAT],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
RoBinsoK],  the  Senator  from  WL«oonsin  [Mr.  Blaink],  and 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  are  absent  from  the 
Senate  on  oflkrial  business  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  JONES.  1  wi.'h  to  annoance  that  the  Senator  from 
California  [Mr.  Johnson],  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
FLTrcHial,  and  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  RAHSoni] 
are  abwnt  attending  a  committee  meeting. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Btjbton] 
Is  still  detained  from  the  Senate  on  account  of  Illness.  I  ask 
that  this  statement  may  be  allowed  to  stand  for  the  day. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Seventy-nine  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  preset 

BILLS   INTRODUCO) 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  f<Hlows: 
By  Mr.  McNARY : 
A  bill   (S.  1896)   for  the  relief  of  William  Gladstone  Sterf; 

and 

A  bill  (S.  1S»7)  granting  compensaUon  to  Qeoi^e  Walthers; 
to  the  Ccwnmittee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  CUTTING: 

A  bill  (8.  1898)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  L.  Chaffee  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Bv  Mr.  TRAMMELL: 

a' bill  (S.  18U9)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Martin 
Padgett ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  GREENE : 

A  bill  (S.  1900)  granting  a  pension  to  Jennie  Harrington;  to 
the  Committee  on  Pensions 

By  Mr.  WATSON : 

A  bill  (S.  1901)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Sarah  E. 
Homey  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Ciunmittee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HAYDEN : 

A  bill  (S.  1902)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Allen;  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BLAINE: 

A  bill  (S.  1903)  for  the  {Hroteetion  of  holders  of  industrial 
insurance  policies  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;  to  the  Conunittee 
on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

AMEKDHEITTS  TO  TBS  TASmr  BILL 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  COPELAND,  and  Mr.  STEIWER  each 
submitted  an  amendment,  and  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho  sub- 
mitted three  amendments,  lnt«ided  to  be  iH^)po9ed  by  them, 
resi)e<'tively,  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which 
were  severally  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 
BAnrr  ik  nvnusraT — audbesb  by  sekatob  WAomoa 
Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimoas  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Rkcokd  an  address  by  my  colleague  tlie  junior 
Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Waonex]  at  the  convention  of 
the  International  Association  of  Industrial  Accident  Boards  and 
Commissions,  held  In  conjunotion  with  the  Safety  Congress  of 
the  Department  of  Lalwr  of  New  York,  on  Wednesday,  October 
».  19!2d. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  address  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
iji  the  Rnx«D,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Cbairman,  ladiea,  and  grentlpmen.  before  addresalng  you  on  the 
Jfibject  acbeduled  for  thla  afternoon's  seaaion  of  your  convention  I  desire 
t>  expreaa  to  yon  my  appreciation  of  your  kindness  In  asking  me  to  Join 
jiMi  at  thla  meeting.  There  la  oatially  a  reaaon  for  lUTltlng  a  layman 
t)  a  convention  of  ezperta.  In  my  caae  It  may  be  that  tlie  iovlUtlon 
1  as  prompted  by  the  recollection  that  not  ao  many  years  ago  I  partici- 
pated rather  lealooaly  In  the  cauae  for  the  furtbemnce  of  which  this 
organlzaUon  haa  been  estabUabed.  If  that  be  the  reason  for  my  being 
lere  to^ay,  I  am  Indeed  grateful.  It  la  no  secret  that  there  are  few 
I  ubjecu  which  are  cloeer  to  my  heart.  There  is  no  period  of  time  dur- 
lig  the  many  years  that  I  have  apent  In  public  service  to  which  I  look 
lack  with  greater  satisfaction  than  to  that  In  which  the  New  York 
I  ute  Factory  Commlaalon  laid  the  foundation  of  the  program  which 
I  nwde  the  Bute  of  New  York  foremoat  in  the  humanizatlon  of  Jndus- 
iry.  That  waa  a  project  to  which  I  am  proud  to  have  contributed  a 
modeat  part.  I  am  happy  that  the  State  of  New  York  baa  found  In 
lis*  Frances  Perkins,  your  prt-stdent.  an  Induatrial  commlaaloner  who  ia 
•rrylng  on  that  work  with  such  exceptional  capacity. 

For  the  past  two  decades  the  doctrine  haa  been  preached  that  the 
tromotlon  of  industrial  saft-ty  is  a  fun-  tl..n  of  Koverfim.'nt.  Basically 
hat  doctrine  reata  on  an  article  of  faith— the  firm  belief  that  tha 
o-called  haxards  of  Induatry  can  be  eliminated.  Upon  thla  conviction 
raa  erected  a  moral  precept :  That  Industry  has  a  right  to  the  labor  but 
lot  to  the  Uvea  of  those  who  are  employed  In  It. 

In  leaa  than  a  generation  both  the  doctrine  and  its  moral  have  becoma 
ixe  accepted  principle*  of  the  economic  world.  To-day  they  seem  ao 
)bvloualy  right,  so  compellingly  sound,  that  It  la  dlfflcult  to  Imagine 
Lbat  they  have  only  recently  suppUnted  the  heartlesaly  cruel  notion  that 
?ach  Industry  had  Its  risks  which  thoue  who  entered  It  assumed  and 
»re;  that  If  they  loat  in  the  gamble  and  brought  misery  upon  tbem- 
lelves  and  destitution  to  those  who  depended  upon  them,  only  the  fatea 
wrere  to  be  blamed. 

Those  who  first  rebelled  agalnat  the  complacent  pessimism  of  tbe  belief 
In  tbe  InevlUble  risks  of  induatrial  occupation  bad  little  evidence  to 
support  tlie  new  faith.  There  were  no  records,  no  statistics,  few  ob- 
rvatlona.  and  fewer  experimenta.  We  did  not  know  how  to  make  in- 
dustry safe.  We  did  not  know  what  it  would  cost  to  make  induatry 
safe.  We  could  not  measure  tbe  effect  of  the  compel itlon  of  those  who 
would  refuse  to  Join  in  the  enterprise.  Tbe  only  force  which  motivated 
US  waa  the  violent  reaction  against  the  useless  maimini;  and  killing  of 
which  the  factory  was  guilty  with  Increasing  frequt-ncy.  Out  of  that 
spirit  of  rebellion  were  precipitated  the  two  specific  remedies  which  ar« 
to-day  coming  to  be  universally  api>IUMl.  The  first,  workmen's  com- 
pensation, rests  on  the  proposition  that  If  there  be  an  Industrial  risk 
It*  burden  should  be  distributed  by  Insurance  and  not  be  permitted  to  He 
where  It  falls.  The  second,  industrial  safety,  Is  devoted  to  tbe  task  of 
reducing  the  risk  by  eliminating  the  danger. 

The  safety  movement  has  jrone  far  beyond  Its  first  stage.  It  has 
gradually  built  up  a  body  of  Information.  It  has  devlsfd  for  Its  uae  a 
statistical  method.  Thousands  of  safety  mechanisms  have  been  con- 
trived and  hundreds  of  salutary  statutes  have  been  placed  upon  the  law 
books  of  the  country.  All  this,  however,  is  only  secondary  to  Its  true 
accomplishment  which  Is  hidden  In  the  unrecorded  number  of  Uvea 
saved,  of  .iccldents  prevented,  or  families  shielded  from  the  occurrence  of 
that  terrible  day  when  the  bread-winner  falls  to  return. 

None  can  now  deny  that  the  faith  and  the  hope  upon  which  we  built 
have  been  Justified  beyond  the  most  sanguine  expectations.  Now,  then, 
ia  the  time  to  pause  to  take  Inventory  of  our  problems,  to  find  our  bear- 
ings, reset  our  compass  and  fix  a  more  distant  objective  for  our  Journey. 
Already  many  of  the  laws  that  have  been  written  legislate  against  a 
past  which  is  no  more.  As  such  they  constitute  a  barnacle  which  la 
possibly  harmles.s  but  certainly  useless.  Meanwhile,  new  Industries, 
new  processes,  new  methods  and  practices  are  developing  at  a  pace  at 
which  the  law  has  not  yet  learned  to  follow.  The  methods  of  Industrial 
supervision  have  been  somewhat  slug^sh.  It  has  not  interceded  until 
the  price  of  delay  has  been  paid  In  broken  lives.  In  thla  speeding  cen- 
tury safety  administration  must  keep  pace  with  the  Industry  It  is 
designed  to  regulate. 

My  point  Is  that  safety  legislation  must  continuously  reorient  itself 
to  the  new  and  ever-changing  industrial  environment  In  which  It  is 
meant  to  operate.  Tbe  law  must  be  such  as  will  not  binder  Industrial 
progress ;  the  progress  mu.«tt  be  such  as  will  not  Jeopardise  life. 

To  Illustrate  my  proposition,  let  me  cite  two  Instances,  each  rcpre- 
aentlng  a  type  of  change  wblch  calls  for  adjustments  in  the  handling  of 
the  safety  problem. 

When  we  first  started  to  civilise  the  factory  It  waa  with  ao-called 
big  bnsinesa  that  we  had  to  contend.  The  opposition  was  orKunixed 
agalnat  what  waa  termed  tbe  Intrusion  of  government  Into  the  private 
management  of  business.  Now,  however,  our  concern  la  no  lunger 
with  the  large  enterprise.  Large-scaled  business  has  definitely  mastered 
the  lesson  that  industrial  safety  and  health  pay  in  terms  of  increased 
production,  In  terms  of  waste  elimination.  In  terms  of  fewer  sleepless 
and   fretful   nights   for  employer   and   employee   alike.      Corporate    In- 
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duatry  baa  come  to  realize  that  tbe  same  energy  and  application  which 
are  devoted  to  the  Improvement  of  production  and  the  Increase  of 
dlvldenda  must  likewise  be  devoted  to  the  reduction  of  hazards  and 
tbe  promotion  of  safety.  In  innumerable  cases  tbe  large  plants  have 
gone  far  beyond  tbe  minimum  requirements  of  law. 

The  legislator  or  Industrial  coaimixaioner  la  now  confronted  wltb  a 
new  kind  of  resistance  to  the  safety  program.  He  Is  now  met  by  tbe 
Indifference  of  tbe  small-plant  operator  who  combine*  within  himself 
the  functions  of  owner,  financier,  production  director,  and  sales  man- 
ager. He  literally  has  no  time  to  think  of  -safety.  He  can  not  devote 
to  It  tbe  constant  tboaght  and  diligence  which  It  demands.  Payment 
of  an  insurance  premium.  In  bis  case,  serves  only  to  eliminate  th« 
apprehension  of  possible  legal  liability. 

ComparisonH  recently  made  between  tbe  small  and  tbe  large  plant 
have  shown  that  the  former  la  the  more  serious  offender  against  the 
safety  code.  To  be  specific.  In  machine-tool  factories  It  was  shown 
that  one  large  plant  bad  an  accident  frequency  of  12.8.  whereas  11 
small  plants  together  employing  as  many  operatives  as  the  one  large 
plant,  had  an  accident  frequency  of  34.15.  In  paper  milling  one  large 
plant  i<bowed  an  accident  frequency  of  4.82,  while  10  small  plants 
together  employing  as  many  as  the  one  large  one.  had  a  combined 
roccrd  of  03.18.  In  automobile  mannfacturing  11  plants  showed  a 
frequency  of  36.12.  when  one  large  plant  had  succeeded  in  reducing  Its 
accident  frequency  to  0.4. 

In  spit*  of  tbe  apparent  trend  toward  large-scale  production,  it  is 
neverthelesa  true  that  a  tremendous  portion  of  our  manufacturing  is 
done  In  plants  of  moderate  siae.  The  problem  of  the  small  plant  will, 
therefore,  have  to  be  solved  if  the  record  of  Improvement  In  safety 
and  accident  prevention  is  to  be  continued. 

Another  change  concerning  which  industrial  legislation  and  adminla- 
tiation  must  bestir  themselves  is  the  Increasing  importance  of  chemUtry 
in  industry.  We  have  always  had  some  occupatioual  disi-ases  but 
never  l>efore  have  they  come  upon  us  with  such  plaguelike  rapidity,  and 
variety.  The  new  uses  of  chemical  energy  and  chemical  processes  have 
let  loo.«e  a  flock  of  new  poisons  frequently  mysterious  In  origin  and 
always  Insidious  In  attack.  In  combating  this  menace  the  Govern- 
ment mu»t  become  more  alert  to  the  dangers  and  exhibit  greater 
celerity  In  forewarning  and  forearming  those  who  will  be  exposed  to 
them. 

What  I  urge  Is  that  tbe  Government  be  one  step  ahead  of  Industry 
in  its  acquaintance  with  Industrial  chemistry.  The  Government  ought 
not  to  wait  until  it  is  called  to  action  by  some  dreadful  calamity.  If 
radioactive  substances  are  to  be  employed  In  Industry  their  utilization 
should  be  rendered  harmless  before  wage-earning  men  and  women  are 
Invited  to  use  them.  If  caissons  are  to  be  used  in  bridge  construction 
it  Is  the  province  of  government  to  Insure  their  safety  before  workmen 
are  invited  to  work  In  them.  If  a  spray  gun  Is  to  be  employed  In 
pain'Ing.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  ascertain  In  advance 
that  it  may  be  done  without  danger  to  health. 

I  do  not  want  to  shackle  the  adventurous  spirit  of  Invention,  but  I 
believe  that  we  are  moving  forward  fast  enough  to  afford  the  short 
pause  necessary  to  make  certain  of  safety  for  the  sake  of  the  health 
and  welfare  of  our  working  i)eople  and  the  resultant  well-being  of  our 
entire  population. 

In  the  sphere  of  Industrial  lawmaking  the  SUtes  are,  of  course, 
tlie  primary  jurisdictions.  Since  I  have  been  In  Washington,  however, 
I  have  interested  myself  In  the  assLstance  which  tbe  Federal  Govern- 
ment might  render  toward  the  accomplishment  of  the  objectives  of 
the  health  and  safety  movement.  The  Federal  Government  has  three 
divisions  conci^rned  with  these  problems — the  Bureau  of  Labor  Sta- 
tistic, tbe  Inlted  States  Public  Health  Service,  and  the  Bureau  of 
Minos.  Each  has  to  its  credit  many  major  accomplishments.  There 
Is  one  unique  service,  however,  which  the  Federal  Government  might 
have  performed  but  It  has  failed  to  take  advantage  of  Its  opportunity. 
I  refer  to  the  fact  that  the  Federal  Government  is  in  Its  own  right 
prolwbly  the  largest  employer  of  labor  in  the  world.  Contrary  to 
common  belief,  tbe  men  and  women  which  It  employs  are  by  no  means 
all  enu'aged  in  clerical  work.  Several  departments  operate  plants  In 
which  the  conditions  of  work  are  comparable  to  conditions  which  pre- 
vail in  private  enterprises.  The  Navy  Department  employs  over  40,000 
men  in  Its  yards.  The  War  Department  has  similarly  over  40,000 
employees  on  Its  pay  rolls  engaged  In  industrial  pursuits.  These 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  had  it  In  their  power  to  teach  a 
mighty  lesson  In  safety  by  example  rather  than  by  precept.  The  Fed- 
eral (rovemment  should  have  established  the  standard  to  which  private 
Industry  might  aspire.  That  opportunity  tbe  Federal  Govenunent  has 
not  seized. 

There  Is  particular  reason  for  dissatisfaction  with  the  record  of  the 
War  department.  In  1926  the  Navy  reported  an  accident  frequency 
of  17.62  per  million  hours  of  exposure.  The  War  Department  accident 
frequency  was  during  the  same  year  43.82.  That  Is  considerably  in 
excess  pf  the  average  accident  frequency  for  all  industry  during  that 
year,  which  was  27.7. 

In  1925  the  record  of  the  War  Department  was  even  worse.  Its 
accident  frequency  during  that  year  was  twice  as  high  as  the  average 


for  all  industries  and  almost  four  times  tiie  acdtffent  frequency  reported 
by  the  Navy  Department. 

I  am  authoriutlvely  advised  that  the  work  of  tbe  Navy  Department 
and  War  Department  is  comparable.  Why,  then.  Is  there  so  marked  a 
difference  In  their  records  7  I  assure  yoo  that  ui>on  my  return  to 
Washington  I  shall  take  tbe  necessary  legislative  atept  not  only  to 
discover  tbe  reason  but  to  provide  the  remedy. 

Let  me  name  another  deflolte  direction  In  which  the  Federal  Oovem- 
ment  might  nsefuUy  have  taken  the  lead.  Tbe  Budget  of  tbe  Federal 
Government  yearly  includes  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  for  con- 
struction. It  spends  in  that  manner  more  than  any  other  siagle 
agency.  Of  all  our  industries  construction  reports  the  greatest  relative 
number  of  accidents.  The  Government  does  not  directly  act  ss  employer 
In  Its  constmctloD  work.  The  projects  are  asoally  ezecoted  under  con- 
tract. But  tbe  Federal  Government  might  have  written  into  these 
contracts  a  safety  code  which  wonld  have  been  a  practical  piece  e( 
Inatmction  to  the  bollding  industry  of  tbe  country.  That  It  has  failed 
to  do. 

In  tbe  short  history  of  the  safety  movement  we  first  passed  through 
a  period  of  emotionalism.  At  the  present  time  we  are  In  the  midst  of 
developing  tbe  technique  of  safety,  its  mles  and  mechanics.  These 
have  been  vital  influences  in  reducing  tbe  risk  of  factory  work.  We 
still  report,  however,  3,000,000  accidents  a  year,  of  which  24,000  are 
fatal.  It  must  be  apparent  to  ua  all  that  we  can  not  achieve  the  final 
goal  of  industrial  welfare  by  a  mixture  of  ballyboo  and  mechanics  alone. 
Tbe  realization  is  gradually  growing  upon  us  that  safety  can  not  be 
Isolated  as  an  Individual  objective;  that  it  is  the  product  of  perfect 
coordination  In  induatry  in  all  Its  phases;  that  it  is  a  necessary  aiipeet 
of  civilised  business  wherein  men  respect  themselves  and  reopect  each 
other,  where  life  is  highly  regarded,  where  man  is  master  of  tbe 
machine  and  not  Its  servant. 

There  are  thus  brought  into  the  scope  of  those  who  promote  industrial 
health  and  safety  a  host  of  correlated  problems  which  concern  hours 
of  labor,  adequacy  of  wages,  satisfactory  bousing,  opportunities  for  self- 
expression  and  self-Improvement  on  tbe  part  of  tbe  worker.  The  safety 
movement  must  consciously  recognize  that  It  both  contributes  to  and  is 
dependent  upon  tbe  general  advance  of  Industrial  security. 

BISHOP   DENNT   OM   BBLIOIOM   AKD    POUTICS 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  to 
have  iwinted  in  the  Rjdcobd  an  address  appearing  In  the.  Rich- 
mond Times-Dispatch  of  this  date  by  Bishop  I>enny,  of  the 
Methodsit  Episcopal  Church  South.  Bein^  a  Methodist,  I  am 
so  proud  to  have  one  bishop  who  agrees  with  my  views  that  I 
want  to  let  them  be  known  to  the  world. 

There   I>eing  no   objection,    the   address   was   ordered   to  be 
printed  in  the  Rccoan,  as  follows : 
Bishop  Dknnt  Sats  Poutics  Hurts  Wobk  or  Chcbch — Comxbk!«c« 

Heabs  Stibrino  Plka  That  Ministers  Dbvoti  Theib  Effobts  to 

SocL   Saving — Old  Broad  Stbbet  Chcbch  Thboxged — Cohobts  of 

Methodism    Gather   in    Ikcbeasbo   Nuubbr;   Name   Delegates   to 

Genebal  Boot 

"  Tbe  bare  fact  that  a  moral  question  ia  involved  in  politics  does  not 
give  you  the  right  to  go  Into  partisan  politics,  and  if  you  do  so  you 
go  at  the  danger  to  your  spiritual  Influence,"  Bishop  Collins  Denny 
told  the  class  for  admission  into  full  connection  in  tbe  church  at  the 
one  hundred  and  forty-seventh  session  of  the  Virginia  annual  confer- 
ence of  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church  South  at  Broad  Street  Church 
yesterday. 
I  Bishop  Denny  addressed  the  class  on  Are  You  Resolved  to  Devote 
I  Yourself  Wholly  to  God  and  His  Work?  In  cautioning  the  membera 
against  any  participation  in  politics,  he  said : 

'•  You  don't  belong  to  the  world  of  men  outside.  You  are  aet  apart — 
not  as  other  men.  You  are  separated  by  God,  not  only  from  tbe  bulk 
of  other  men  but  to  be  peculiar  instruments  of  God  In  spreading  tbe 
gospel.     This  has  been  eclipsed  In  our  day,  I  don't  know  why. 

ARE   SET  APABT 

"  The  church  In  Its  church  capacity  has  nothing  to  do  with  politics, 
and  this  conference  in  its  conference  capacity  haa  nothing  to  do  with 
politics. 

"  Don't  tell  me  some  men  have  done  otherwise !  I  know  It.  I  am 
having  diflSculty  in  appointing  men  in  this  conference  because  they 
wouldn't  keep  out  of  politics. 

*'  Remember  this  Is  a  voluntary  organization.  We  have  filled  up  many 
other  churches  that  would  have  died  had  it  not  been  for  the  Methodists. 
I  believe  we  would  be  ten  thousand  tlmea  better  off  with  half  the  people 
we  have  if  that  half  were  devoted  to  the  law  of  the  living  Ood. 

MC8T  SET  GOOD  EXAUPLE 

"  We  will  not  choose  the  laws  we  are  going  to  adhere  to.  We  must 
set  a  good  example.  You  may  tell  your  people  that  tbey  must  obey  the 
laws  of  the  State  and  the  General  Government.  I've  done  that  myself, 
not  that  I'm  holding  myself  up  as  an  example.  You  can  tell  them  that 
'  no  drunkard  shall  inherit  the  kingdom  of  God  and  that  no  adulterers 
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ihall  Inherit  the  klng«!oni  of  God,'  bot  when  r>a  get  Into  the  realm  of 
partisan  politics  you  are  going  to  hurt  your  Inflaence  as  spirt tnal  leader. 

"  We  occupy  different  relatlonshlpa  In  Ufe.  Morals  are  built  on  per- 
sonal relationships.  You  have  relations  as  a  father  that  you  don't  bare 
as  a  neighbor.  You  may  punish  your  own  children,  but  that  right  does 
not  ertend  to  your  neighbor's  children. 

"  Htre  is  a  closer  example  r  A  man  goes  home,  goes  Into  his  own 
front  door  without  knocking— that  is  all  right.  He  goes  upstairs  and 
Into  his  wife's  room  and  kisses  her.  That  l»  all  right.  Suppose  he  goes 
across  the  street  " — here  the  bishop  paused  for  his  point  to  sink  in, 
while  a  ripple  of  laughter  swept  the  floor  of  the  conference. 

KNOAMOma   INFLCENCB 

"The  bare  fact  that  a  moral  qaestion  is  luTolred  in  politics  does  not 
gtre  you  tb«  right  to  go  into  partisan  politics,  and  If  you  do  so  you  go 
at  the  danger  to  your  spiritual  iafluence. 

**  Yoo  look  through  the  history  of  the  church.  There  neTer  was  a  bmu 
wl»o  went  into  poUtlcs  in  tbe  history  of  the  church  who  did  not  damage 
Us  Influence." 

The  cases  ©f  John  Wealey  and  others  who  bad  entered  into  partisan 
politics  were  dted  'jy  Bishop  Denny  to  illustrate  his  point. 

"  John  Wesley  In  his  Methodist  tract,  published  wl»en  the  qaestion  of 
taxation  was  agitatiog  the  American  colonies,  said  that  it  was  all  right 
to  tax  the  American  people.  As  a  result  of  the  publication  of  that  tract 
•very  single  missionary  that  John  Wesley  had  In  America  was  driven 
o»t  of  the  country.  Ministers  were  put  In  JalL  Bishop  Asbury  was 
fined  and  driven  into  the  swamps. 

••  He  said  that  treason  was  a  moral  question.  Well,  I  don't  know  how 
yon  feel  about  It,  bat  as  for  me  I'd  have  marched  with  Morgan's 
Vlrsrlnians. 

"  I'm  not  so  dull  as  some  of  you  seem  to  think,"  Bishop  Denny  «ld, 
looking  about  him  over  the  crowded  church.  "I  know  many  of  you 
don't  approve  of  .what  1  am  saying.  However,  I  am  cooYlnoed  that  a 
minister  should  devote  himself  wholly  to  Ood.  You  make  your  own 
Interpretation  and  decision,"  he  added,  turning  to  tbe  class  of  young 
ministers  standing  before  him. 

SOCL  SAODBNCD  BT  LBTTCBS 

"  My  soul  has  been  saddened  by  a  multitude  of  letters  that  have  come 
to  me  from  all  over  this  territory,  saying  '  If  this  thing  is  not  stf^ped 
w  arp  going  to  leave  the  chareh.'     Brethren,  we  have  none  to  lose." 

Bishop  Denny  said  as  he  began  the  examination  of  tbe  class  with  the 
<|ue«tioii,  ••  Have  you  faith  in  Christ?" 

"  Tbe  church  does  believe  in  It."  be  declared  emphatically.  "  When 
you  answer  this  question  yon  are  answering  that.  Some  say  that  it  is 
a  matt<^r  of  no  Importance.     How  do  they  get  that? 

**  If  I  did  not  believe  what  tbe  church  laid  down  as  its  doctrine,  Ood 
forbid  that  I  should  stand  up  in  church  and  say  the  creed,  denying  it 
in  my  heart. 

"  If  I  couldn't  stay  in  our  church  and  adhere  to  what  it  has  stood  for 
from  the  beginning  I'd  get  out  like  a  man.     There  la  room  outside. 

"  I  don't  agree  with  many  of  my  brethren.  I  think  we  ought  to  re- 
turn to  the  discipline.  We  are  afraid  !  I'd  keep  the  church  pure !  There 
may  be  an  honesty  that  allows  a  man  to  stay  In  the  Methodist  Church 
and  deny  what  the  church  has  stood  for  from  the  beginning,  but  it  is 
an  iMnesty  that  I  don't  understand." 

"  Treat  the  Bibie  as  well  as  you  treat  Homer,  Tacitus,  and  Cicero," 
Bishop  Denny  begged,  saying  that  thoagh  the  Bible  was  more  surely 
authenticated  than  many  of  the  works  of  the  ancients,  they  were  ac- 
cepted as  autlientic,  while  the  Bible  is  disputed. 

He  urged  any  members  of  the  dass  who  did  not  believe  in  the  Bible, 
the  virgin  birth,  and  the  resurrection  to  sit  down. 

"  I  want  to  speak  to  yon  about  one  of  the  subtlest  poisons  being  In- 
troduced into  the  world  to-dsy.  Plutarch  say  that  In  his  day  men  were 
accustomed  to  soften  things  by  using  terms  tliat  expressed  something 
milder.  They  are  doing  It  to-day.  They  call  themselves  modernists. 
They  remind  me  of  Unitarians.  If  they  have  any  message  to  the  world, 
why  dont  they  deliver  ItT  There  are  not  over  60,000  of  them  after  all 
the  work  th«y  have  tried  to  do. 

"  You  can't  cliange  a  thing  by  changing  its  name.  There  is  an  old 
word — concubinage;  to-day  it  Is  called  companionate  marriage.  It  Is 
Ju.«t  adultery  by  another  name ;  that  is  all,  and  you  can't  make  any- 
thing else  of  It." 

BEVI8I0N   OF   THE  TAKUT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  tbe  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R  2667)  to  prorlde  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  Am^can  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
B*aKLEY]  lias  two  amendments  which  I  would  be  glad  to  have 
passed  upon  to  perfect  the  text  of  the  bill  as  reported  by  the 
Finance  Committee  before  I  present  my  amendment  to  strike 
out  the  entire  section  as  perfected  and  to  substitute  another 
prarlaioa. 
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The  PRESrDBINT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Chair  understand 
the  Senator  from  Utah  to  offer  the  amendments  In  behalf  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentuclcy? 

Mr.  KINO.     I  dislike  to  do  so. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  statement  made  by  my  col- 
league Is  correct.  The  amendments  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky ought  to  be  acted  upon  before  the  Senator  from  Utah 
proposes  his  amendment. 

Mr.  KING.  May  I  ask  my  colleague,  who  has  been  so  cour- 
teous all  the  way  through,  if  he  could  take  up  some  other  amend- 
ment until  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  returns?  I  shall  be 
very  much  obliged  if  my  colleague  will  accede  to  that  request. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Verj'  well.  The  next  amendment  Is  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Wamh].  Is 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  ready  to  proceed  with  his 
amendment  ? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am.  I  offer  the  amend- 
ment, which  is  upon  the  clerk's  desk. 

The  PRE:SIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  be 
read.  ^    ,       _^ 

The  Chief  Curk.  In  section  485,  page  382,  line  10,  insert 
after  the  word  "  duties  "  a  comma  and  the  follov\ing :  "  nor  for 
any  and  all  other  obligations  or  liability  stipulated  In  any  bond 
given  at  time  of  entry  " ;  on  page  38*2,  line  14,  after  tlie  word 
"declaration,"  strike  out  the  remainder  of  the  sentence  and 
Insert  the  following :  "  and  supplemental  bond  of  such  owner 
I  conditioned  that  he  will  pay  all  additional  and  increa.sed  duties, 
and  will  be  further  liable  for  any  and  all  other  oliligations 
stipulated  in  the  conditions  of  said  bond,  umler  such  regulations 
as  tiie  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  prescribe,"  so  as  to  make 
the  subdivision  read : 

(d)  A  consignee  shall  not  be  liable  for  any  additional  or  Increased 
duties,  nor  for  any  and  all  other  obligations  or  liability  stlpulnted  in 
any  bond  given  at  time  of  entry.  If  (1)  he  declares  at  the  time  of 
entry  that  he  is  not  the  actual  owner  of  tbe  merchandise,  (2)  he 
furnishes  the  name  and  address  of  such  owner,  and  (3)  within  90 
days  from  the  date  of  entry  he  produces  a  declaration  and  supple- 
mental bond  of  such  owner  conditioned  that  be  will  pay  all  additional 
and  increased  duties,  and  will  be  further  Uable  for  any  and  ail  other 
obligations  stipulated  in  the  conditions  of  said  bond,  under  such  regu- 
lations as  the  SecreUry  of  the  Treasury  may  prescribe. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  entered  the  Chamber. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  I'resideut,  the  amend- 
ment is  offered  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  customs  broker 
from  being  held  liable  when  he  Is  in  a  position  to  substitute  the 
liability  of  the  real  owner  of  the  imported  goods.  Under  the 
present  law  section  483,  subdivision  (1) — 

All  merchandise  Imported  into  the  United  SUtes  is  held  to  be  the 
property  of  the  person  to  whom  the  same  is  consigned  ;  and  the  holder 
of  a  bill  of  lading  duly  indorsed  by  the  consignee  therein  named,  or,  if 
consigned  to  order,  by  the  consignor,  shall  be  deemed  the  consignee 
thereof. 

This  language  makes  the  customs  brokers  consignees  once 
removed  from  the  consignees  of  the  first  instance,  because  it  is 
the  practice  of  the  original  consignees  to  indorse  the  bill  of 
lading  to  their  customs  brokers  In  order  to  have  them  at  the 
port  of  entry,  make  the  necessary  entries,  pay  the  duties  levied", 
and  expedite  the  removal  of  the  imported  merchandise  from  tlie 
custody  of  the  Grovernment.  a 

Such  a  customs  broker,  entering  the  merchandise  In  his  own 
name  and  under  the  exlstiug  law  being  considered  the  con- 
signee, must  give  a  bond  in  his  own  name  wi^h  sufficient  sure- 
ties to  the  Government  guaranteeing  his  liability  for  tlie  pay- 
ment of  any  extra  duties  that  may  be  levied  and  other  charges 
that  may  be  imposed  by  the  Gov«-nment  in  connection  with  tlie 
merchandise  which  is  being  entered.  In  a  word,  the  Govern- 
ment looks  to  the  customs  broker  as  deputized  consignee  and 
requires  him  to  give  bond,  which  is  as  if  he  were  the  real  owner 
of  the  imported  merchandise  and  not  acting  as  his  agent 

Now,  let  us  go  a  step  furtlier.  Under  the  present  law  subdivi- 
sion (d),  section  485,  provides  for  releasing  the  customs  broker 
in  part  if  he  complies  with  certain  conditions,  one  t>eing  that  he 
file  within  60  days  of  the  date  of  entry  a  declaration  of  the 
actual  owner  conditioned  that  he  will  pay  all  additional  and 
Increased  duties,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  may  prescribe.  This  procedure  releases  the  deputy 
consignee  or  broker  from  personal  liability  to  sureties  for  addi- 
tional duties  that  may  be  levied,  but  stops  there,  as  the  Govern- 
ment still  holds  the  broker  imder  obligation  of  his  bond,  and 
beyond  him  to  his  sureties. 

The  brokers  or  deputy  consignees  believe  that  the  law  should 
be  amended  so  as  to  permit  them  to  be  released  from  all  other 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  EECORD— SENATE 


4647 


obligations  under  their  bond,  provided  that  when  th^  ffle 
wittUxi  90  days  of  the  date  of  entrj-  a  declaration  of  the  real 
owner;  that  they  also  file  a  supplementary  t)ond  of  the  real 
owner,  conditioned  that  he  will  pay  all  additional  and  increased 
duties,  and  will  be  further  liable  for  any  and  all  obligations 
stipulated  in  conditions  of  said  bond  under  8U(Hi  regulations  as 
tbe  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  nmy  prescribe. 

In  other  words,  the  broker  by  this  amendment  would  be 
released  from  all  obligations  to  the  Government  by  having  a 
supplementary  l>ODd  of  the  real  owner  filed,  securing  the  Gov- 
ernment frtHu  all  obligations  tluit  might  arise.  The  only  pos- 
sible objection  to  this  arrangwnent  would  be  with  respect  to  the 
rare  instance  tliat  might  occur  when  the  Goverumeut  officials 
bad  approved  sureties  that  are  not  as  financially  liable  as  the 
sureties  of  the  brokers'  origiual  bond. 

The  brokers  urge  the  proposed  amendment  of  existing  law 
because  at  no  time  in  the  whole  transaction  of  entering  and 
clearing  imported  goods  does  the  equity  in  the  goods  pass  to  his 
possession,  he  being  boimd  by  law  to  deliver  the  Imported  mer- 
chandise to  the  actual  owner.  The  broker  is  merely  tbe  agent 
of  the  owner,  employed  for  the  purpose  of  expediting  the 
entrance  of  the  consigned  goods,  and  accordingly  asks  to  be 
released  from  liability  properly  borne  by  the  real  owner,  who  Is 
the  principal,  upon  presentation  within  90  days  of  a  suitable 
bond  from  the  real  owner. 

I  assume  there  will  be  no  objection  to  the  amendment.  Its 
purpose  is  to  do  Justice  by  the  broker  and  remove  his  liability 
wtien  he  has  established  and  fixed  tlie  liability  upon  the  actual 
owner  of  the  imported  goods  and  done  so  in  ways  satisfactory 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  All  they  ask  for  is  that 
when  they  present  in  substitution  for  their  bond  the  bond  of  the 
real  owner  that  they  may  be  released  and  the  real  owner  may 
be  sul)stituted  in  all  matters  of  liability  that  may  arise  between 
the  Government  and  the  party  who  has  actual  possession  of  the 
Imported  article. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  WAI.SH  of  Massachusetts.  Certainly. 
Mr.  KING.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  whether  the 
consignee,  after  the  goods  have  l)een  delivered  to  him  by  the 
broker  and  he  gives  a  i)ond,  has,  under  the  terms  of  the  bond, 
the  same  liability  that  the  broker  has? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  Exactly.  In  some  cases  the 
real  owner  takes  the  goods,  takes  pos9es.sion  of  them,  and  files 
liis  bond,  and  nobody  else  is  in  touch  with  the  transaction  so  far 
as  the  Government  is  concerned,  but,  for  the  sake  of  convenience, 
brokers  often  act  as  the  agents  of  the  real  owners,  enter  the 
goods  in  their  own  name,  and  are  therefore  called  consignees. 
Under  the  law  they  have  imposed  on  them  all  the  liability  of 
consignees  and  they  file  bonds  so  as  at  one  time  to  safeguard 
the  (Jovemment  and  expedite  the  dispatch  of  the  goods.  They 
pay  the  customs  duties,  and  in  the  bond  which  they  file  they 
say,  "If  the  classiflcatloii  shall  be  wrong,  if  more  duties  shall 
be  assessed  later,  we  will  stand  responsible,  and  for  whatever 
violations  there  may  be  of  any  of  the  laws  relating  to  impor- 
tation of  goods  we  will  be  responsible."  The  bond  is  approved 
and  the  sureties  are  approveti  by  the  oflicial-s. 

Under  the  present  law.  if  in  90  days  he  goes  down  to  the 
customs  oflfice  and  says,  "Mr.  Official.  I  have  a  memorandum 
from  the  real  owner  declaring  he  Is  the  owner  and  he  assumes 
liability,"  then  under  this  law  the  broker  is  Immediately  relieved 
from  any  liability  for  additional  assessed  duties,  but  he  is  not 
relieved — and  that  is  a  mere  technicality — ^from  other  conditions 
of  his  bond.  What  I  propose  is  that  when  the  broker  furnishes 
not  a  memorandum  but  the  bond  of  the  real  owner,  which  must 
be  approved  by  a  Government  official,  the  real  owner  shall 
assume  all  the  liability  and  the  broker  shall  pass  otit  of  the 
picture. 

Mr.  KING.    The  Senator  means  that  ft  Involves  the  substi- 
tution of  the  bond  of  the  owner  for  the  bond  given  by  the  agent? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachtisetts.     Exactly. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  I  was  going  to  ask  the  Senator 
of  what  penalties  he  wants  to  relieve  the  importer? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  There  are  several  penalties. 
One  Is  the  penalty  that  arises  under  the  pure  food  law ;  another 
is  the  penalty  under  the  marking  provision  of  the  law,  and  the 
tea  law.  There  may  be  others,  such  as  reexamination.  Under 
the  present  law  there  have  been  cases — and  that  is  what 
prompted  me  to  carry  out  the  suggestion  which  the  brokers  made 
to  me— where  a  broker,  after  he  thought  he  was  all  through  with 
the  transaction  and  had  been  relieved  from  the  payment  of  any 
increased  duties,  discovered  that  there  was  a  question  raised  as 
to  his  liability  because  of  improper  marking.    If  there  should 


be  any  other  conditions  in  tbe  bond,  what  would  be  flie  harm  in 
r^ierlng  him  of  them? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  that  the  Importer  would  be  relieved  of 
all  penalties  under  the  Senator's  amendment.  I  do  not  think 
there  can  be  any  question  about  that. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  That  is  tbe  intent,  I  will  nj 
to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  intent  of  tbe  amendment? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Exactly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tlie  House  would  not  ev«Q  give  them  what  tbe 
Finance  Committee  gave  them  when  we  libentliaed  the  present 
law  by  relieviiig  them  ok  certain  restrictions  that  have  kteen  im- 
posed in  the  past. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  think,  possibly,  the  Senator 
and  the  members  of  tbe  Finance  Committee  tbooght  that  reliev- 
ing them  of  the  payment  of  duties  that  may  be  assessed  in  the 
future  wotild  relieve  tliem  completely.  It  turns  out  that  that 
does  not  relieve  them  completely. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  aware  of  the  tact  that  it  does  not  relieve 
them  comi^etely,  but  the  amendment  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Finance  did  go  further  than  the  House  provision. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  think  that  is  true. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  - 1  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  is  in 
my  mind  a  question  as  to  whethor  they  ought  to  be  relieved 
entirely  of  all  other  penalties. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  suggest  that  the  am«idment 
be  accepted  and  let  it  go  to  conference^  where  it  may  be  ad- 
Justed,  if  necessary. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  going  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  und« 
the  circumstances  and  conditions  I  will  acc^t  the  amoidment, 
with  the  understanding  that  we  will  do  the  best  we  can  in  con- 
ference ;  but  I  feel,  from  the  hearings  held  before  the  committee 
and  the  action  of  the  committee  of  the  House,  that  tliey  believed 
tbey  had  gone  as  far  as  it  was  well  to  go.  But,  with  tbe  tinder- 
standlng  stated,  I  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senator  knows  me  well 
enough  to  be  sure  that  I  would  not  consciously  propose  anything 
that  would  relieve  the  Government  from  exacting  every  condi- 
tion of  the  bond  of  tbe  real  owner  or  the  broker. 

Mr.  HAWES.  Mr.  President,  I  favor  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  but  I  would  not  bo  pro- 
tecting the  interests  of  my  dty  If  I  did  not  at  this  time  call 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  and  of  tbe  Finance  Committee  to  a 
very  unjust  custom  which  has  grown  up  in  tills  country.  A 
Canadian  may  have  goods  shipped  to  him  In  bond  to  any  inland 
city  in  Canada  without  paying  brokers'  fees  at  the  port  of 
entry ;  but  to-day  tbe  consignee  of  goods  sent  in  bond  to  Louis- 
ville, Ky.,  or  to  Denver,  Colo.,  or  to  Salt  Lake  City,  <»•  to  SL 
Louis,  or  to  any  other  inland  city  is  compelled  to  pay  a  broker- 
age fee  at  the  point  of  entrance  and  then  an  additional  brokers' 
fee  at  the  point  of  destination.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a 
practice  that  should  be  abolished.  When  goods  are  sent  in 
bond  to  inland  cities  they  should  be  sent  there  Viithout  paying 
two  sets  of  brokers — one  in  New  York  or  Boston  or  San  Fran- 
cisco and  then  another  in  the  customhouse  of  Louisville  or 
Denver  or  Salt  Lake  City  or  St.  Louis,  or  some  other  place.  I 
propose  to  bring  this  matter  up  at  some  later  time,  but  I  want 
to  enter  my  protest  now  against  the  double  brokerage  charge 
Imposed  on  the  Inland  cities  of  the  country. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
tbe  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.   BARKLEY   obtained   the  floor. 

Mr.   SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  an  amendment  I  desire  to  offer.  It  is 
simply  a  clerical  amendment  to  harmonize  this  section  with 
other  sections  of  ttie  blU.  In  section  501,  on  page  887,  in  line 
15,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  word  "  dutiable."  It  Is  necessary 
that  tbat  amendment  should  be  made  In  order  that  that  section 
may  be  harmonized  with  action  already  taken  by  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  tbe  amendmeiit 
offered  by  tbe  Senator  from  Utah. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  BARKUBY.    I  now  offer  tbe  amendment  which  I  ask  the 

derk  to  read. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Tbe  amendment  win  be  stated. 

The  Chikt  Cucmc.  In  section  337,  on  page  827,  line  25,  after 
tbe  word  "ftndli>gs,"  it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  words 
"upon  a  qnestlcm  or  questioos  of  law  only,**  so  tbat  it  wIU 
read: 

An  Appeal  may  be  taken  from  said  flndln^i  to  the  Tnlted  States 
Cotut  of  Customs  and   Patent  Appeals. 
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Mr.    SMOOT.    Mr.   President 

Mr.   BARKLEY.     Mr.   I'resideiit,   I   will  say  that  there  are 
three  amendmentB  of  the  same  character. 
Mr.   SMOOT.     I  recognize  that. 

Mr    BARKLEY.    And  they  bear  en  the  same  subject. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  merely  want  to  check  up  my  book  for  just  a 
moment. 
Mr.  BABKLEY.     I  will  suspend  for  a  moment. 
Mr    8ACKETT.    Mr.  Prf«ldent,  what  is  the  amendment? 
Mr.  BARKLET.    While  the  8enat(/r  from  Utah  la  looking  up 
his  notes  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  the 
amendment  is  simply  this:  It  is  provided  in  section  837  that 
the  President  may  under  certain  drtumstances  Issue  a  procla- 
roaiion  prohibiting  the  importation  of  any  articlea  where  the 
Tariff  Ck>mmi8sion  after  investigation  has  found  that  an  unfair 
practice  has  been  engaged  in  in  the  importation  or  in  the  at- 
tempted iujportatlon  of  the  article.    The  question  as  to  whethefr 
there  ha.s  been  an  unfair  practice  is  a  matter  of  fact ;  it  i«  not 
a  question  of  law.     I  can  hardly  conceive  how  a  question  of 
technical  construction  of  a  law  could  enter  into  this  slttiation, 
betause  whether  there  is  an  unfair  practice  or  whether  some 
American  Importer  has  undertak^i  to  take  advantage  unfairly 
of  an   American   manufacturer   or   producer   for   the   purpose 
either  of  destroying  an  Industry  or  preventing  the  establish- 
ment of  an  industry,  is  a  matter  of  fact 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  Preaident.  will  the  Senator  yirid? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Briefly,  I  gather  from  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment that  Its  object  is  this:  The  bill  now  limits  appeals  to 
questions  of  law. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     And  should  the  amendment  which  the  Sena- 
tor proposes  to  the  section  be  adopted,  an  appeal  will  lie  in 
the  cn.se  ot  questions  of  fact  a.s  well  as  of  law? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  Is  right. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment 
The  VICE   PRESIDENT.     The  question   is  on   agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  fi-om  K«itucky. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
-.   The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  next  amendment  off»ed  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  will  be  stated. 

The  Chikt  Clixk.  In  section  337,  on  page  328,  In  lines  12 
and  13,  It  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  words  "  as  to  the  facts," 
and  on  the  same  page,  in  line  14,  It  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
the  words  "upon  a  question  or  questions  of  law  only." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
an:endment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  Inquire  If  my  colleague  Is  now 
ready  to  ^t«eed? 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  stated  yesterday  that  I  would 
Irvlte  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  section  337,  appearing  on 
page  326  of  the  pending  bill.  This  section  is,  as  I  recall, 
textuaily  the  same  as  the  present  law,  the  provisicm  appearing 
for  the  first  time  in  the  act  of  1922.  In  my  opinion  the  pro- 
vision is  objectionable  from  every  standpoint  and  particularly 
because  of  the  nnlintiited  delegation  of  legislative  authority  to, 
and  the  attempt  to  confer  judicial  power  upon,  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  It  is  quite  likely  that  the  purpose  in- 
spiring the  legislation  was  not  unworthy,  but  the  means  em- 
ployed to  accomplish  that  purpose  were,  in  my  opinion,  un- 
jutitlflable  and  quite  incompatible  with  our  theory  of  govern- 
ment. The  purixtee  probably  was  to  prevent  unfair  practices 
by  exporters,  but  the  law  designed  to  accomj^ish  that  end  is 
so  uncertain  and  ambiguous,  so  sweeping  in  its  generalities, 
and  stTlkr-reaching  in  its  possibilities  that  it  should  constitute 
a  challenge  to  Congress  to  repeal  a  measure  that  never  should 
have  been  passed.  The  bill  before  us  simply  continues  this 
un\«ise  and  impr(q)er  law.  That  there  should  be  appropriate 
legislation  to  prevent  unfair  practices  in  trade  and  commerce, 
an<l  to  prohibit  cmnblnations  and  monopolies,  I  concede;  in- 
deed, I  have  from  time  to  time  attempted  to  secure  legislation 
strengthening  the  Sherman  antitrust  law  and  other  measures 
for  the  protection  of  legitimate  business  against  unfair  prac- 
tices and  monopolistic  controL  However,  the  present  statutes 
are  comprehensive  and  if  properly  mforced  would  prevent 
many  of  the  evlla  resulting  from  monopoly,  combinations  In 
restraint  of  trade,  and  unfair  practices.  The  Federal  Trade 
Commission  was  created  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  legiti- 
mate business  from  piratical  conduct,  unfair  competition,  and 
generally  practices  injurious  and  imethlcal.  But  no  ctwdltlons 
existed  that  had  been  regarded  as  warranting  legislation  such 
as  ti«t  tooBd  In  section  337,  and  none  existed  in  1922  to  justify 
the  Mme.    There  were  no  appealing  reasons  for  such  l^lsla- 
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tlou  when  it  was  enacted  In  1022,  and  there  are  no  sufficient 
reaaana  now  for  reenactlug  tlie  measure  in  question. 

I  have  offered  a  substitute  for  it  and  think  that  it  sliould 
commend  itself  to  the  judgment  of  the  Senate.  Perhaps  it 
should  be  somewhat  enlarged  and  broadened.  To  that  I  shall 
not  object  if  the  general  purpose  of  my  amendment  is  not  de- 
parted from. 

F  rst,  let  me  read  to  the  Senate  tlie  provision  for  which  I  have 
offe  ed  a  substitute. 

Unfair  method!  of  competition  and  unfair  «ctB  in  the  Importation  of 
arthlet  Into  the  United  States,  or  In  their  aale  by  the  owner,  Importer, 
conx  f nee,  or  agent  of  either,  the  effect  or  tendency  of  which  U  to 
deat  t>y  or  tubatantlally  Injure  an  Industry,  efflclently  nnd  economically 
opetited.  iB  the  United  8tatea.  or  to  prevent  the  entablUhment  of  aucH 
an  Industry,  or  to  restrain  or  monopoHie  trade  and  commerce  In  the 
Uoli  ed  States,  are  hereby  declared  unlawful,  and  when  found  by  the 
Preildent  to  exist  aball  be  dealt  with,  in  addition  to  any  other  pro- 
Tlal<  na  of  law,  as  hereinafter  prorided. 

Senators  will  observe  the  extraordinary  provisions  contained 
in  his  section.  It  does  not  define  unfair  methods  of  competl- 
tioi  or  what  acts  are  to  be  construed  as  unfair  acts,  but  the 
most  remarkable  feature  of  this  provision  is  in  the  conference 
upoa  the  President  of  judicial  and  legislative  power.  He  is  to 
dec  de  what  are  unfair  methods  of  competition  nnd  what  acts 
are  unfair.  He  is  to  determine  whether  such  acts  or  omis.*ilon3 
ha^e  a  "tendency  to  destroy"  or  to  "substantially  injure  an 
indistry,"  "efficiently  and  economically  operated."  There  Is 
not  ling  to  indicate  what  acta  or  omLssinns  will  "substantially 
inji  ire  an  industry  "  or  "  destroy  "  it,  nor  is  there  any  standard 
ind  cated  by  which  to  determine  whether  an  industry  is  effl- 
ciei  lUy  and  economically  operated.  The  President  is  to  be  the 
coi  rt  to  determine  these  questions  and  is  to  set  up  such  stand- 
arc  9  as  he  may  determine  In  his  own  mind  as  a  basis  for  the 
ju^Kment  or  decision  which  he  announces.  The  discretion  which 
is  given  to  him  is  most  extraordinary  and  unusual.  The  power 
givjn  him  Is  to  do  something  more  than  to  a.scertaln  a  fact. 
He  is  given  legislative  authority,  and,  as  I  have  stated,  judicial 
pcsrers.  He  is  also  to  judge  whether  acts  or  omissions  or  eon- 
du<t  tend  to  prevent  the  establishment  of  an  industry  or  to  re- 
striln  and  monopolize  commerce.  As  8tate<i,  there  are  no 
crl  eria  or  guides  to  aid  the  President  in  deciding  the  lepisln- 
tivc  and  judicial  questions  submitted  to  him.  What  acts  of 
om  ssion  will  "substantially"  injure  an  industry?  That  calls 
for  a  judicial  determination  after  facts  have  been  presented. 
Wl  at  facts  shall  be  the  standard  as  to  whether  un  Industry 
is  'eflBcienUy"  operated?  It  is  a  judicial  function  to  decide 
th€  questions  involved. 

]Jo  one  objects  to  providing  by  legislation  against  business 
prtiCtlces  that  are  unfair  or  that  monopolize  trade  and  com- 
merce, but  it  is  for  Congress  to  define  what  sliall  constitute 
un  air  methods  of  competition  or  unfair  acts  of  Importation. 
Anl  If  it  is  necessary  to  define  the  acts  or  omissions  that  will 
res  ult  In  "  substantially  "  injuring  an  industry,  it  is  for  Con- 
grcss  to  fix  some  standards  by  which  to  measure  or  determine 
wl  ether  a  business  is  efficiently  and  economically  operated. 

'  'his  section  confers,  I  repeat,  judicial  powers  upon  the  Presi- 
de) it  But  that  is  not  the  only  objection  to  section  337.  The 
President  may  issue  an  embargo  excluding  from  entry  into  the 
United  States  any  commodity  whenever  lie  finds  the  existenc-e 
of  any  unfair  practice  as  described  in  the  provision  which  I 
ha' re  read.  He  may  Lssue  a  proclamation  prohibiting  Importa- 
tions without  any  hearing,  or  without  any  information  whatever 
beiog  imparted  to  the  importer  of  the  proposed  Executive  act. 
M(  rchandise  in  the  customhouses  or  u[M>n  tiie  high  seas  may  l>e 
em  }argoed  and  the  Importers  subjected  to  financial  losses,  which 
uu  y  in  some  cases  result  In  bankruptcy. 

I  ubsectlon  (f)  of  the  section  under  consideration  provides 
tlu  t  whenever  the  President  has  reason  to  believe  that  any 
article  is  offered  or  is  sought  to  be  offered  for  entry  into  the 
Ub  ited  States  in  contravention  of  the  provisions  which  I  have 
juit  read,  and  if  in  contravention  of  his  determination  as  con- 
strued by  the  President,  he  may  forbid  the  entry  thereof,  even 
the  ugh  he  does  not  have  sufficient  information  to  satisfy  him  that 
th*  article  Is  offered  in  violation  of  section  337  and  as  he  may 
iutsrpret  the  section.  The  embargo  may  issue  though  the  Presi- 
dent does  not  have  suflieient  satisfactory  information,  and  it 
shill  continue  until  an  Investigation  is  made  by  the  President. 
Senators  will  perceive  that  the  power  given  to  the  President 
mil  y  be  destructive  of  legitimate  business.  An  imiK)rter,  acting 
in  good  faith,  without  being  conscious  of  any  wrong  or  any 
un  ethical  practice,  may  have  his  goods  locked  up  at  the  custom- 
hoise  for  an  indefinite  period,  or  may  have  merchandise  which 
is  ipon  the  high  seas  seized  upon  its  being  landetl  at  an  Ameri- 
can port  and  held  by  the  Government  for  an  Indefinite  periotl. 
Ths  President  may  exercise  this  tremendous  power  upon  the 
coiii^alnt  of  any  individual  or  when  he  has  any  information 


which  satisfies  him  that  the  provisions  of  section  337  have  not 
been  complied  with. 

An  Importer  has  no  chance  to  negative  any  Information  which 
the  President  may  receive  or  to  answer  any  charge  which  may 
be  preferred  or  to  answer  any  complaint  that  may  be  made  to 
the  President.  As  I  have  indicated,  the  President  may,  out  of  a 
clear  sky,  launch  an  Executive  injunction  which  will  seize  and 
Impotud,  perhaps  for  years,  merchandise  or  commodities  im- 
ported into  the  United  States.  And  this  may  be  done  without 
any  security  being  given  to  the  importer.  His  property  Is 
seized  and  Impoundc>d  with  no  chance  whatever  of  redress  In  the 
event  that  the  procedlngs  of  the  President  are  without  warrant. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Delaware? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield  to  the  Senator, 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     Just  where  In  the  section  Is  that  found? 

Mr.  KING.  On  page  326,  may  I  say  to  my  friend  from  Dela- 
ware. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  But  on  page  327  In  section  (c),  the  bill  pro- 
vides for  a  hearing  and  review  by  the  Customs  Court ;  and  then 
under  section  (e)  the  President  merely  makes  a  proclamation 
in  accordance  with  those  findings.    Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  is  correct  in  stating  that  the 
Customs  Court,  if  certain  matters  are  brought  to  Its  attention, 
may  review  the  findings  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  If  the  Sena- 
tor assumes  that  provision  (c),  found  on  page  327,  requires  an 
Investigation  by  the  Tariff  Coiumlssion  before  the  President  can 
act  and  launch  an  Injunction  decree,  then  the  Senator,  in  my 
opinion,  is  in  error.  As  I  Interpret  the  law  and  the  provisions 
of  the  bill,  there  Is  no  obligation  whatever  upon  the  part  of  the 
President  to  remit  a  matter  to  the  Tariff  Commission  before  he 
can  act  and  exclude  imix)rtations.  The  law,  as  I  read  it,  is  that 
the  President  can  act  without  invoking  the  aid  of  the  Tariff 
Commission. 

The  Tariff  Commission,  when  requested  by  the  President,  may 
assist  him  by  making  an  investigation  as  to  whether  or  not  im- 
porters are  guilty  of  unfair  methods  of  competition  and  unfair 
acts  la  the  Importation  of  articles  into  tiie  United  States.  If 
the  President  desires  he  may  ajik  the  Tariff  CommissicHi  to  In- 
vestigate any  matters  that  arise  under  section  337,  but  he  is  not 
required  to  secure  the  aid  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  if  the 
Tariff  Commission  should  make  an  investigation  pursuant  to  the 
request  of  the  President,  there  is  no  obligation  whatever  upon 
his  part  to  follow  the  findings  or  recommendations  of  the  Tariff 
Commission. 

And  further.  If  the  Tariff  Commission  should  make  findings 
and  an  appeal  should  be  taken  from  their  findings  or  decisions 
of  the  United  States  Customs  Court,  and  that  tribunal  should 
affirm  or  reverse  the  findings  or  decision  of  the  Tariff  Ccmmis- 
slou,  the  President  would  not  be  bound  to  take  cognizance  of 
the  decision  of  the  court,  but  he  would  be  just  as  free  to  act 
as  If  the  matter  had  never  been  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  Tariff  Commission  or  the  court.  In  other  words,  the  Presi- 
dent has  supreme  authority,  unlimited  and  uncontrolled,  to  deal 
with  the  questions  involved.  He  can  act  upon  his  own  initia- 
tive ;  he  can  act  upon  information  little  or  much ;  he  can  issue 
his  injimctiou  proclamations  at  any  time  and  under  any  cir- 
cumstances when  he  believes  the  provisions  of  section  337  have 
been  violated,  and  he  is  to  detennine  what  acts  or  omissions 
may  constitute  violations  of  the  provisions  of  the  act 

Mr.  NORRIS  and  Mr.  EDGE  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield ; 
and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  KING.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska.  Then 
I  will  yield  to  my  friend  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  it  would  be  Interesting  to  get  infor- 
mation— I  should  like  to  have  it;  perhaps  other  Senators  know 
all  al>out  it,  but  I  confess  I  do  not — as  to  how  often  and  in 
what  instances  the  particular  section  the  Senator  Is  talking 
about  has  been  brought  Into  force.  How  often  has  the  Presi- 
dent acted  under  this  authority? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  am  advised  that  six  cases  have 
been  acted  upon 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yidd? 

Mr.  KING.  I  will  yield  in  just  a  moment— and  a  number 
of  them  have  been  cases  involving  alleged  infringement  of 
patent  rights. 

I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  frwn  New  Jersey,  because  he  first 
asked  me  to  yield.  Then  I  will  yield  to  my  friend  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Referring  to  the  question  as  to  whether  the  Tariff 
Commission  must  first  investigate,  as  the  Senator  from  Utah 
views  the  matter,  as  I  understand  him,  the  President  can  act 


without  stich  investigation.  Is  not  the  language  of  paragraph 
(b),  lines  4  and  5,  conclusive  on  that  point?  That  language 
reads: 

To  assist  the  President  in  making  any  declalODS  under  this  section  tiie 
commlaalon  is  hereby  authorised  to  Investigate  any  alleged  vioUtloa 
hereof  on  complaint  under  oath  or  upon  its  initlatlre. 

That  is  the  language.  If  any  complaint  were  made  under 
oath,  would  they  not  be  compelled,  then,  to  Investigate  b^ore 
the  President  acted? 

Mr.  KINO.  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  proper  interpretation 
of  the  law.  The  Tariff  Commission,  as  I  read  the  act,  may 
assist  the  President  That  means,  of  course,  when  the  President 
requests  it  to  make  an  investigation.  I  think  its  jurisdiction  or 
authority  would  only  be  called  into  existence  when  the  Execu- 
tive asked  it  to  make  an  Investigation.  If  it  made  an  investiga- 
tion upon  a  request  of  some  indi\idual  it  might  be  acting  ultra 
vires  and  might  be  enjoined  by  the  courts  frcmi  attempting  to 
exercise  authority  not  conferred  upon  it 

Mr.  EDGE.  If  the  complaint  has  been  made  under  oath  to 
the  Tariff  Commission,  does  the  Senator  still  hold  that  view? 

Mr.  KING.  If  complaints  were  made  to  the  Tariff  Ccmunis- 
slon  charging  Infracti(xis  of  section  337,  the  Tariff  Commisslcm 
might  call  the  attention  of  the  President  to  such  comi>laints.  I 
do  not  think  there  would  be  any  obligation  up<Hi  the  part  of  the 
commission  to  do  so.  Bnt  if  complaints  ware  made  under  oath 
and  the  ccnnmission  challenged  the  attention  of  the  President  to 
the  same  and  he  did  not  request  the  commission  to  make  an 
investigation  to  aid  him  in  reaching  conclusions,  then,  as  I  inter- 
pret the  law,  it  would  have  no  authority  to  act,  and,  of  course, 
the  President  would  be  under  no  obligation  whatever  to  pay  the 
slightest  attention  to  Its  decisions  or  findings.. 

Mr.  E£>GE.  I  would  agree  with  the  Senator  that  It  does 
not  compel  the  President  to  accept  their  findings ;  but  the  way 
I  read  the  paragraph  I  think  it  does  compel  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, if  complaint  under  oath  has  been  made,  to  make  the 
investigation. 

Mr.  KING.  I  have  great  respect  for  the  views  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  Jersey;  and  although  we  are  often  in  agree- 
ment, upon  this  occasion  I  am  not  in  accord  with  him.  The 
provision  which  the  Senator  relies  upon  authorizes  the  com- 
mission to  investigate  any  alleged  vl(Hation  of  the  act  on  com- 
plaint under  oath,  but  the  investigation  is  to  be  made  "  to 
assist  the  President  in  making  decisions  under  this  section." 
As  I  construe  the  language,  it  means  that  if  the  President 
wishes  the  commission  to  "assist"  him,  then,  upon  request, 
it  will  make  an  investigation. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  frmn  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield  to  my  friend  from  Pwmsylvania. 

Mr.  REED.  In  answer  to  the  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Noasis],  I  desire  to  state  that  this  section  has 
frequentiy  been  resorted  to  by  complainants  who  have  filed 
protests  with  the  commission. 

In  17  cases  the  protests  filed  with  the  ccmimlsslon  were  dis- 
missed by  the  commission  itself,  and  no  further  action  was 
taken. 

In  one  case,  where  an  appeal  to  the  Customs  Court  was  taken 
from  the  commission,  a  temporary  order  of  exdusion  was  put 
into  force  by  the  President  pending  that  decision. 

In  two  cases  the  cotnmission,  after  a  study  of  the  facts,  rec- 
ommended to  the  President  that  no  order  be  made,  and  the 
President  aK>roved  that  recommendation. 

In  the  seven  years  that  this  law  has  been  In  effect,  in  only 
three  cases  has  a  permanent  order  of  exclusion  been  made  by 
the  President ;  and  in  each  case  that  was  done  after  a  lengthy 
examination  by  the  Tariff  Commission. 

I  shall  discuss  those  cases  more  in  detail  later.  I  would 
rather  not  do  It  in  the  Senator's  time. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield  to  my  friend  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  feel  quite  an  interest  in  this  section,  and  I 
hope  no  Ktq?«»  will  be  taken  which  vdll  prevent  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  frtMtn  explaining,  I  h(^?e  in  some  detail,  those  three 
cases  In  which  a  permanent  order  of  exclusion  has  been  Issued. 
It  Is  really  an  injunction  issued  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  S^iator  from  Utah  a  question  in  this 
connection;  and  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  will 
remember  this  question  and,  perhaps,  go  into  it  when  he  takes  up 
those  cases. 
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Tbe  law  that  b  to  be  enforced  by  all  thl»  machinery  la  rather 
^--br\ef.    It  la  all  in  BtibdlTlaion  (a),  as  I  understand: 

I'nfair  mettaoda  of  competition  and  unfair  acta  In  the  importation  of 
articlea  Into  tlie  United  Statea.  or  In  their  aale  by  the  owner,  Importer, 
ronslgner,  or  agent  of  either,  the  effect  or  tendency  of  which  la  to 
dt^troy  or  substantially  Injure  an  Industry,  efllclently  and  economically 
operuted.  in  the  United  States,  or  to  preTent  the  eatabllahment  of  auch 
an  industry,  or  to  reatraln  or  monopolise  trade  and  commeroe  in  tbe 
United  States,  are  hereby  declared  unlawful. 

That  Is  the  inhibition  that  is  in  the  bill.  All  the  rest  of  the 
section  la  the  machinery  by  which  that  can  be  put  into  force 
and  effect.  It  seems  to  me — and  that  is  the  reason  why  I  am 
a*lcinK  the  question,  entirely,  of  course,  for  Information — that 
at  least  a  large  portion  of  the  Illegal  acts  thus  desc^bed  are 
prr>hibited  and  Jurisdiction  given  to  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
missi* >n. 

Mr.  KINO.    That  is  the  view  I  entertain. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  is  an  entirely  different  law  from  this. 
I  confess  I  dislike  to  make  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
a  court  of  this  kind,  or  a  «emicourt,  if  I  can  avoid  it.  I  should 
like  to  Icnow.  too — not  necessarily  now,  but  when  we  take  up 
this  matter — by  what  kind  of  acts  this  law  has  lieen  violated. 
In  concrete  form,  what  did  they  do;  and  were  the  acts  such 
that  the  FVJeral  Trade  Commission,  under  existing  law,  does 
not  already  have  juriadiction  ?  If  so,  what,  really,  la  the  use 
of  putting  this  kind  of  a  statute  in  a  tariff  act? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  what  I  have  said  I 
Hhall  not  now  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  make  the  ex- 
planation that  I  otherwise  would  be  glad  to  make.  That  is  one 
reaM)n  why,  upon  further  consideration,  I  have  believed  that 
the  substitute  offered  should  be  somewhat  modified  and  en- 
larged. 

I  am  not  sure  Just  what  is  meant  by  "  unfair  competition," 
whether  it  is  limited  to  the  alleged  acts  or  omissions  which 
might  be  inferred  from  the  language  of  section  337,  or  whethtf 
this  iiection  harks  hack  to  section  801  of  the  "act  to  increase 
the  revenues,  and  for  other  purposes,  approved  September  S, 
191ft."  creating  the  Tariff  Commission,  or  whether  there  may 
be  imported  into  the  law  the  provisions  relating  to  unfair 
practices  described  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  act 

Section  801  of  the  act  creating  the  Tariff  Commission  jhto- 
vldes: 

That  it  ahall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  importing  or  asalstlng 
in  Importing  any  articlea  from  any  foreign  country  Into  tbe  United 
States,  commonly  and  systematically  to  Import,  sell,  or  canse  to  be 
Imported  or  apid  such  article*  within  the  United  States  at  a  price  sub- 
stantially leas  than  the  actual  market  value  or  wholesale  price  of  such 
articles,  at  the  time  of  exportation  to  tbe  United  Statea,  In  tbe  principal 
markets  of  tbe  country  of  their  production,  or  of  other  foreign  coun- 
tries to  which  tbey  are  commonly  t;xported,  after  adding  to  such 
market  value  or  wholesale  price,  freight,  duty,  and  other  cttarges  and 
ezpensea  neceaaarily  iacident  to  the  Importation  and  sale  thereof  la  tbe 
United  Statea :  ProvUed,  That  such  act  or  acts  be  done  with  tbe  intent 
of  destroying  or  Injoriag  an  Industry  In  tbe  Unit(>d  States,  or  of  pre- 
venting tbe  establiabment  of  an  Industry  in  tbe  United  States,  or  of 
restraining  or  monopolising  any  part  of  trade  and  commerce  In  auch 
articles  In  tbe  United  States. 

Any  person  who  violates  or  comblnea  or  conspires  with  any  other 
person  to  violate  this  section  is  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and,  on 
convlctloB  thereof,  shall  be  punlabed  by  a  fine  not  exceeding  $5,000, 
or  imprlaonment  not  exceeding  one  year,  or  both.  In  the  dlaeretlon  of 
tbe  court. 

Any  person  Injured  la  bla  business  or  property  by  reason  of  any  vl<ria- 
tlon  of,  or  combination  or  conspiracy  to  violate,  this  section,  may  sue 
therefor  In  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  tbe  district  In 
which  tbe  defendant  resides  or  Is  found  or  has  an  agent,  without  respect 
to  tbe  amount  la  controversy,  and  shall  recover  threefold  tbe  damages 
sustained,  and  the  cost  of  tbe  suit.  Including  a  reasonable  attorney's  fee. 

Senators  will  perceive  in  the  section  Just  read  that  certain 
acts  are  declared  to  be  unlawful.  Are  these  provisions  to  be 
considered  by  the  President  when  acting  under  section  337  of 
the  pending  bill,  which  provisions  are  a  part  of  the  act  of  1022? 
That  question  should  be  considered  in  amending  the  section 
before  us.  Furthermore,  as  Senators  know,  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  act  defines,  with  sr>me  particularity,  certain  acts 
which  It  characterizes  as  unfair  practices.  It  Is  Imporunt  to 
determine  whether  tbe  provisions  of  that  act  are  to  be  a  futde 
to  th«  President  when  b«  attempts  to  proceed  under  section  887. 

It  would  seem  that  the  three  acts,  in  part  at  least,  dapllotte 
each  other  or  cover  the  same  grotitid.  It  Is  not  certain,  how- 
ever, whether  tbe  act  of  11123,  being  section  887  ot  tbt  pending 
H»l,  inrorperatee  wWbHi  It  the  prmSmimm  nt  tbe  other  fi»  re- 
femi  im,pn%UFn\mt^  ihom  pttt^MUrm  &im\\nu  with  nitfilr  prnr- 
llMt  Mi  ttw  iNTWiv  ef  the  IfmMmi  le  ««t  tbereiiMler*    It 
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won  d  seem  that  the  1922  act  attempts  to  duplicate  the  provi- 
slonii  of  the  acts  referred  to,  but  as  stated,  it  is  not  clear 
whe  iier  the  provisions  of  the  tariff  act  and  tlie  Federal  trade 
law  are  imported  into  the  1922  act  or  whether  the  President,  lu 
proceeding  under  section  337,  can  also  rely  upon  the  tariff  law 
and  the  Federal  trade  act  to  execute  the  authority  given  him 
und(  r  the  act  of  1922. 

All  I  have  stated,  the  measure  before  us  confers  upon  the 
Pre!  ident  the  power  to  use  injunctions  to  decide  what  are 
unfiir  practices  and  wliether  any  person  has  been  guilty-  of 
unfj  ir  practices. 

t^.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

^S-.  KING.    I  yield. 

^fc•.  NORRIS.  As  I  understand  the  Senator,  if  we  put  this 
provision  into  the  law  It  will  be  on  the  statute  books  three 
tim^s,  in  effect? 

iir.  KING.     In  effect 

JV*  r.  NORRIS.  Once  in  a  general  way.  as  to  the  Federal 
Tra  le  Commission,  once  as  to  the  Tariff  Commission,  in  which 
this  language,  as  I  have  listened  to  the  reading  of  it  by  the 
Sen  itor.  Is  w^ied  verbatim,  to  a  great  extent,  except  that  in 
thai  ca.se  the  offense  is  made  a  crime. 

\  r.  KING.     Yes. 

\  r.  NORRIS.    Then  the  person  could  be  indicted  and  tried. 

\  r.  KING.     Yes. 

2k  r.  NORRIS.  In  this  case  there  is  a  sort  of  injunctive  proc- 
ess put  Into  the  hands  of  the  President,  and  he  may  use  his  re- 
stri  Ining  order  and  prevent   the  goods   from   being  imported. 

\  r.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  to  the  Senator  that 
a  s  'rious  objection  to  the  law  is  that  the  President  is  given 
aut  lority  to  try  patent  cases.  He  is  to  decide  whether  there 
hav;  been  infringements  of  patents,  and  that  may  require  a 
dec  slon  as  to  conflicting  patents.  The  Senator  asked  about  the 
nun  iber  of  cases  that  have  arisen  under  this  act.  There  have 
been  a  number,  but  I  shall  mention  but  one  at  this  time.  The 
case  I  have  In  mind  is  known  as  the  Bakelite  case.  A  product 
was  imported,  and  out  of  a  clear  sky  came  an  injunction — that 
is,  un  embargo  by  the  President — under  which  the  goods  were 
den  ed  delivery  to  the  purchaser  and  impounded  by  the  Govern- 
ment. The  presidential  embargo  was  based  upon  the  alleged 
infmngement  of  a  patent.  The  cose  went  to  the  courts,  and,  as 
I  uaderstand.  Is  still  in  the  courts.  The  goods  were  tied  up  and 
may  be  so  held  for  an  indefinite  period.  Few  persons  would 
be  faclined  to  give  bonds  for  the  relea.se  of  goods  so  embargoed. 
To  sell  them  when  uncertainty,  like  the  sword  of  Damocles, 
haiKS  over  their  heads  would  be  a  risk  that  many  would  not 
wll9ngly  take. 

r.  HA  WES,  Mr.  WAGNER,  and  Mr.  BLACK  addre8.>*ed  the 

r. 

le  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield ; 

if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  KING.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  as  he 
has  been  seeking  recognition  for  some  time. 

l^r.  HAWES.  I  do  not  desire  to  divert  the  Senator's  atten- 
tion from  the  immediate  subject  now  before  the  Senate,  but  a 
few  moments  ago  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  [Mr. 
8m(Ot]  was  out  of  the  Chamber,  and  as  we  are  on  the  subject 
of  [  orts  of  entry  and  brokerage,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
whj  it  is  that  while  we  have  inland  poits,  in  his  city  and  in 
my  city,  for  instance,  and  in  Cleveland  and  other  cities,  where 
theie  are  customs  officials,  when  merchandise  Is  sent  In  there  in 
bonll  from  Europe  and  Asia,  where  they  pay  the  usual  customs 
fees!  in  those  cities,  they  are  all  compelled  to  pay  a  brokerage  fee 
at  tne  original  port  of  entry  In  addition  to  the  fee  they  jiay  at 
the  Snal  port  of  arrival?  I  can  not  understand  why  citizens  of 
Inla  id  cities  should  be  punL^hed  and  forced  to  pay  brokers'  fees 
twke,  while  in  the  coast  cities  they  pay  the  brokerage  fee  only 
onoi^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  has  made  a  state- 
meE  t  that  is  fair,  and  in  reply  I  will  say  to  him  that  the  amend- 
ment  offered  by  Senator  Waxsh,  which  has  l)een  agreed  to  and 
is  li  the  bill,  provides  against  the  very  thing  the  Senator  has 
meiKioned.  The  Senator  has  read  the  Wabh  amendment,  has 
he  lot,  which  has  already  been  agreed  to? 

Mr.  HAWES,    Not  very  carefully. 

AQr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  will  read  that  amendment  I 
he  will  find  that  the  discrimination  is  tiiken  care  of  by  It. 
HAWES.  I  have  read  It  and  It  doefi  not  M>em  to  me  that 
era  the  situation.  It  relates  to  the  bond  of  the  broker. 
I  am  talking  abont  Is  something  elne.  Let  me  five  a  con- 
Ulost  ration. 

"der  something  from  Paris,  imr.  to  \yt>  mtit  In  bond  to  the 

f  nt,  Lonls,    When  It  nrrSntm  thM-e,  we  pay  tbe  cnstomM 

'»  fees  lor  \U  tUmrHW*.     In  MiMltloti  to  tbnt,  broken* 

mii«l  be  emptMred  «t  the  sei«M;rt.  so  wi«  \mf  hfnM*fif  feex  twUv 
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the  goods  may  arrive,  and  we  pay  one  in  St.  Louis.  In  other 
words,  it  looks  to  me  as  if  it  is  g  small  graft  for  the  brokers, 
and  ought  to  be  abolished.  The  interior  ports  of  this  country 
ought  to  be  just  as  free  as  are  the  seaports.  If  we  are  going 
to  send  anything  through  in  bond,  it  is  wrong  that  the  people 
of  my  city  should  pay  brokerage  fees  in  that  city,  and  pay 
brokerage  fees  at  the  port  of  entry,  but  that  is  what  is  done. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  takes  the  position,  then,  that  all 
brokerage  fees  ought  to  be  paid  at  the  port  of  entry ;  In  other 
words,  if  the  goods  be  bought  in  Parts  were  to  be  sent  to  St. 
Louis,  the  port  of  entry  being  St.  Louis,  the  Senator  feels  that 
the  brokerage  fee  on^t  to  be  diarged  only  when  they  arrive  at 
New  York? 

Mr.  HAWES.  No;  I  do  not  think  any  brokerage  fee  ought 
to  be  paid  on  the  goods  in  New  York,  but  that  the  fee  should 
be  paid  In  St.  Louis. 

Mr.  SMOOT,  Let  us  say  the  destination  of  the  goods  is 
Salt  Lake  City.  I  doubt  very  much  whether  the  customs 
officials  there  could  pass  upon  the  classifications,  with  the  in- 
formation tliey  have  at  their  command.  I  do  feel,  however, 
that  perhaps  it  would  be  well  to  have  the  goods  classified  at 
the  port  of  entry  of  the  goods  into  the  United  States,  and  then 
forwarded  to  St  Louis.  I  have  always  thought  that  was  the 
I^an  in  ojieration. 

Mr.  HAWP:S.  No;  it  Is  not.  Let  us  take  a  city  right  across 
the  line,  right  across  the  Canadian  border. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  the  trouble,  the  Canadian  border. 

Mr.  HAWES.  Goods  may  be  sent  In  bond  from  any  portion 
of  the  world  to  an  inland  port  in  Canada,  and  but  one  brokerage 
fee  is  paid.  But  I  can  not  get  $15  worth  of  goods  frcnn  Parts 
without  paying  a  broker  in  New  York  to  get  the  goods  Into  the 
United  States,  and  then  I  have  to  pay  another  broker  when  tbe 
goods  are  entered  in  the  city  of  St  Louis.  It  seems  to  me  It  Is 
a  custom  which  ought  to  be  abolished,  either  by  law  or  by  Gov- 
ernment regulation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  knows  that  the  (Jov- 
ernment  does  not  charge  any  brokerage  fee.  As  I  understand  it, 
when  goods  assigned  to  St.  Louis  in  bond  arrive  at  the  port  of 
entry,  New  York,  or  Boston,  or  San  Francisco,  or  any  other 
port  of  entry,  the  practice  Is  for  a  broker  to  charge  the  small 
fee  of  wWch  the  Senator  speaks. 

Mr.  HAWES.     That  is  correct 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  Is  not  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
that  chaires  the  fee,  it  is  the  broker  who  charges  the  fee. 

Mr.  HAWES.  Why  can  not  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  send  an  article  from  Paris,  we  will  say,  to  St.  Louis, 
without  putting  tlie  burden  of  clearance  upon  tbe  owner  at  the 
port  of  arrival  when  we  have  created  a  port  of  entry  In  the 
city  of  St  Louis? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dot's  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  KING.  I  yield ;  but  I  would  like  to  say  that  this  colloquy 
relates  to  matter  not  now  before  us,  and  I  hope  in  the  Rbcoed 
It  will  folltm'  the  discussion  which  ensued  In  regard  to  my 
amendment 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  query  1  wanted  to  propound  was  why  a 
bmker  enters  Into  the  transaction?  Why  Is  it  necessary  to  have 
a  bn)ker.  either  in  New  York  or  St.  Louis? 

Mr.  HAWES.  Why  should  a  man  In  St.  Loufs  have  his  goods 
examined  twice? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  broker,  as  I  understand,  is  a  private  party ; 
he  is  not  a  Government  official.  A  Govemnaent  official  collects 
the  duty.  Why  Is  there  any  broker  concerned?  How  does  he 
get  into  the  matter? 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  do  not  know,  but  he  does  get  In.  If  I  bought 
a  piece  of  statuary  in  Paris  and  sent  it  to  St.  Louis  In  bond,  it 
would  not  l>e  cleared  at  the  seaport  unless  a  rppre««»ntative  of 
mine  were  there  to  have  It  cleared.  So  somebody  living  in  St 
Louis  must  pay  a  man  In  New  York  to  secure  the  entry  of  the 
goods  Into  the  United  States.  The  Government  of  tbe  United 
States  does  not  do  that. 

Mr.  NOHHIS.  >^Tiere  does  the  second  brokerage  fee.  In  St. 
Louis,  come  In?  When  you  get  your  goods,  you  do  not  have  to 
have  a  broker  there,  do  you? 

Mr.  HAWI?8.    Tes. 

31  r,  NORRIS.    Why  hare  a  broker?    Why  ntrt  do  It  yourself? 

Mr,  HAWHS,    Why  do  we  have  one  In  New  Y'ork? 

Mr.  NOHHIS,  I  do  not  know;  that  te  what  1  era  tryinf  to 
8nd  out. 

Mr.  flAWKII,  Tbey  do  not  heve  that  prectloe  in  Oeneda,  er 
anywhere  Hw,  ^  „      .    . 

Mr  NORHia  The  only  etnwe  I  hate  beerd  lot  H  Is  Wbat 
the  mttnttfr  fftm  Worfli  imbotii  bM  Just  sngKeMted  to  me  In  «fl 
fleMe,  "  fUm  At*  ftm  trnponm  ffmm  l^'Aera  iwr  fotfig  to  lite 
atilemi  we  iMire  ui*Ai  Un  iiieifi} " 


Mr.  HAWBS.  It  seems  to  me  tliat  lom^ody  is  providing  a 
Job  fbr  them,  for  two  sets  of  than,  as  a  matter  of  fact 

Mr,  SMOOT,     Mr,  President 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  tbe  Jwiior  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  KINa  I  yield;  but  I  ibould  like  to  conclude  my  r». 
marks. 

Mr,  SMOOT.  I  would  like  to  have  the  Senator  get  throvgh, 
too;  and  I  interrupt  only  for  the  ptn-pose  et  answering  tibe 
questions  which  have  been  asked. 

There  Is  a  brokerage  fee  charged  at  the  port  of  entry. 

Mr.  HAWB&    Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Somebody  has  to  get  the  goods  off  the  ship. 
somebody  has  to  transfer  the  goods,  somebody  has  to  take  them 
cA  the  ship  and  transfer  them  to  wherever  they  hare  to  go, 
either  put  la  the  man,  or,  in  the  case  of  hearvy-weight  goods, 
have  them  frighted.  That  is  why  a  charge  Is  made  in  New 
York. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  But  suppose  I  send  something  from  Paris  by 
freight  to  St,  Lonis.  If  it  were  not  for  the  coHectlon  of  a 
tariff,  or  an  examinatiOB  of  the  goods  to  see  whether  there 
ought  to  be  the  coUeetion  of  a  tariff  doty,  tiiere  would  not  be 
any  third  party  to  traasfer  the  goods. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Somebody  would  have  to  take  them  away  from 
the  dock,  and  that  is  what  the  brokerage  fee  is  for. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  common  carriers  attend  to  that ;  that  is 
part  of  their  bo-siness.  Assxmiiag  that  Is  true,  that  la  order 
to  get  them  from  the  ship  on  the  train,  and  on  the  way  to  St 
Louis,  somebody  representing  the  purchaser  must  be  there,  the 
Senator  says  when  the  goods  get  to  St  Louis  he  most  have 
antAher  broker. 

Mr.  HAWES.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  It  is  necessary  to  have  8omebo<ly  to  repr^ 
s«it  him,  which  is  the  reason  for  the  broker,  it  certainly  does 
not  apply  to  St  Louis  where  the  Senator  hims^  is  located. 

Mr.  HAWES.  But  it  does.  It  Is  worked  out  very  well  In 
Canada.  Shipments  are  sent  directly  through  without  an  ex- 
amination at  the  port  of  entry.  Tbe  shipment  is  delivered 
from  the  steamship  to  the  railroad  company  right  straight 
through  and  then  It  is  cleared  at  destination  through  the 
appraisers'  office  and  the  customs  office.  But  where  we  are 
supposed  to  have  a  port  of  entry  hi  St.  Louis,  as  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackktt]  has  one  in  Loul8%'Ille,  we  must 
pay  a  man  to  be  on  the  spot,  not  a  trans9)ortatioo  man. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Where? 

Mr.  HAWES.     In  New  York  or  Bosttm  or  any  ix>rt  of  entry. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  must  hold  that  if  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Utah  yields  for  this  kind  of  discussion 
he  yields  the  floor.  A  Senator  Is  supposed  to  yIeM  only  for 
a  question  and  not  for  the  purpose  of  prolonged  discussion 
of  some  other  subject  that  may  be  brou^t  up. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  1  will  yield  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  yields 
the  floor. 

Mr.  KING.  I  yield  the  flora*  because  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri is  discusslBg  an  Iiuportant  subject,  and  I  feel  that  he  is 
entitled  to  conclude  bis  remarks,  though  in  so  doing  the  matter 
before  the  Senate  is  being  displaced. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  yields  tbe 
floor,  and  the  Senator  from  Missouri  is  recognized. 

Mr.  SACKJETT.     Mr.  Prerfdeat 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  frtnn  Missoitrl 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentu(*y? 

Mr.  HAWES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SACKEHT,  The  Senates  bos  had  articles  come  throagb 
from  Europe  by  American  Express,  directed  straight  through 
to  him;  that  is,  the  forwarding  company  which  sends  the  arti- 
cles straight  throogb  to  St  Louis.  He  has  then  received  a 
notice  from  New  York,  from  some  broker  there,  that  be  will 
have  to  pay  certain  charges  In  New  York. 

Mr,  HAWES.    Yes ;  that  ie  correct 

Mr.  SACKETT.  There  Is  no  provisloo  in  the  taiUT  bill  that 
permits  anybmly  to  Interfere  with  that  shipment  at  tbe  port 
of  New  York. 

Mr.  HAWBS.    It  docs  not  come  through  without  it 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Somebody  has  broken  lato  tbe  cbala  that 
the  law  arranges  to  carry  that  article  tbroogb  to  tbe  Senator'n 
port  of  entry,  and  he  can  not  get  It  tmlesi  be  pays  that  MIL 

Mr,  HAWES.  Yes.  I  either  have  to  be  there  myself  to  take 
It  from  tbe  ehtp  and  pot  It  on  tbe  rallrond  train,  or  I  bare  to 
pay  eomebod/  to  do  H  for  me. 

Ut.  MACKSTT.    Cren  when  tlwri  la  a  coBpleta  earrlad* 
tteeanili  to  m.  Lecia  bf  one  eoMpaart 
Mr,  tlAWfSM.    Tea,  ^   ^  ^.^  ^ 

Mr  I^Mrnvn,  Itea  tha  Hanator  m  aaaodMaat  wl»leli  %§ 
OiMw  wilt  alaiillMP  praatlav^ 
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Mr.  HA  WES.  T  »m  calling  it  to  tlte  attratioo  of  the  chair- 
man  of  tbe  Finance  Comniittee  at  this  time,  because  I  expect 
to  biiug  tile  finbject  up  later  for  full  discoiwioii.  I  do  not 
want  to  go  into  it  fnrttier  at  this  time,  bat  wliile  we  were  on 
tbe  MubJ<vt  of  port-of-eutry  fees  and  brokerage  feea.  and  00 
forth,  I  tlmoght  the  matter  ought  to  be  called  to  the  attention 
of  tbe  Senate^ 

Mr.  8ACKETT.  I  thinlt  there  ought  to  be  a  concrete  sugges- 
tion to  cover  the  case. 

Mr.  HA  WES.    I  agree  with  tbe  Senator. 

51  r.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

The  VIC^  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mlmouri 
jield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  HA  WES.    Certainly. 

Mr.  HMOOT.  Tlie  question  at  to  entry  in  New  Tortc  which 
has  been  presi-nted  bj  the  Senator  from  Misfloorl  has  l>een  up 
for  years  and  years.  It  tias  been  imptissible  tip  to  date  to 
And  a  way  to  tmndle  the  goods  other  than  as  tliey  are  belag 
liandled  at  the  present  time.  When  the  goods  enter  St.  Loots. 
Hhl<'h  is  tlie  consumption  entry,  they,  of  course,  would  have  to 
t>e  imitMed  upon  by  somebody  there  to  determine  ttie  amount  of 
duty  to  be  paid  upon  the  goods.  If  the  Senator  can  find  some 
way  to  get  around  a  charge  at  tlie  port  of  entry  I  would  be 
gUid  to  examine  his  amendment  to  that  effect  and  see  wtut 
can  be  done  with  it. 

I  icnow  tltat  in  erery  tariff  bill  we  have  liad  before  the  Senate 
since  I  liare  been  a  Meml)er,  tbe  same  question  has  come  up  and 
has  lieen  discussed.  The  question  has  been  considered  by  the 
Trefl.Hury  time  and  time  again.  How  are  we  going  to  get  rid  of 
it?  Who  will  take  the  goods  and  transfer  them  from  the  boat  to 
the  railroad?  The  Government  can  not  do  It.  Somebody  has  to 
do  it.  That  la  why  the  charse  is  made  of  which  the  Senator 
has  (ipoken.  If  tbe  Senator  will  suggest  some  way  to  get  around 
it  I  should  be  glad  to  take  it  up  with  him  and  see  if  we  can  not 
arrive  at  sumte  successful  solution  of  the  question. 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so;  but  I  thought  it 
should  be  called  to  the  attrition  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee now.  because  there  is  very  general  complaint  against  the 
present  practfce. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  would  like  to  suggest  to  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  that  tie  ask  the  experts  to  prepare  a  proper 
amendment  to  cover  the  situation,  so  that  goods  carried  throngii 
to  an  interior  point  shall  t>e  delivervd  at  that  point,  and  the 
practice  of  turning  the  goods  over  to  a  brok«'  in  New  York  by 
the  customhouse  shall  be  stopped. 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  shall  be  very  grateful  to  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  and  the  Senator  fmm  Kentucky  if  the  matter  may  be 
taken  up  in  that  way.    Tliey  are  both  experts  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  ask  the  Treasury  Department,  as  has 
been  done  in  tlie  past,  if  tliey  can  suggest  any  way  to  meet  the 
situation. 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  know  that  the  Department  of  Ck)mmerce 
would  like  to  have  it  done. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  when  I  was  interrupted  by  the 
discussion  which  has  talwn  place  between  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Hawbs].  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot], 
and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  SACKrrr],  I  had  been 
requested  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  WAOifn)  to 
yield  to  bim.  I  yielded  the  floor  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
because  tbe  matter  he  introduced  was  of  importance  and  related 
to  a  provision  which  a  short  time  ago  was  before  the  8«iate. 
I  shall  be  glad  now  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York  if  be 
de?<irea  to  hare  me  do  fo. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  desire  to  have  a  matter  cleared  np  In  my 
mind  in  connection  with  tbe  question  tlie  Senator  was  discuss- 
ing. The  Senator  has  proposed  an  amendment  which  provides 
for  an  appeal  from  tbe  flndings  of  the  commission  to  the  Court 
of  Customs  Appeals.  In  another  provision  apparently  the 
President  has  absolute  power,  irrespective  of  the  determination 
of  ttiat  appeal  by  tbe  Costoms  Court  or  even  contrary  to  tbe 
conclusions  of  that  court,  to  issue  an  injunction  restraining 
what  he  believes  to  be  unfkir  competition.    Is  that  tbe  situation  ? 

Mr.  KING.  Undoubtedly.  In  view  of  what  I  said  a  few 
moments  ago,  and  after  further  conference  with  the  (^lairman 
of  the  committee  and  my  friend  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Red], 
I  aball  not  press  ODiy  amendment  at  this  time,  hoping  that  we 
may  agree  upon  a  proper  amendmoit  to  the  existing  law  that 
will  meet  tbe  situation  and  the  wishes  of  Senators  on  both 
slde«<  of  tbe  Chamber. 

The  VICE  PRiaSIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  t>e  passed  over  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  KING.  If  we  can  not  agree  upon  a  satitrfactory  amend- 
ment. I  shall  then  ask  for  the  consideration  of  my  amendment, 
as  I  shall  nio^fy  It 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has  an- 
atber  amendment.    Does  he  desire  to  present  it  at  tbia  time? 
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MK  KINO.    No;  I  think  It  may  be  passed  for  the  present. 

Tie  VICE  PIIESIDENT.  Without  objection,  it  will  be  passed 
over  without  prejudice. 

M '.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  before  tlie  amendment  is 
pass  ?d  over  I  should  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
wha  movi'd  the  committee  to  strike  out  the  provision  found  on 
pnge  328.  beginning  in  line  16,  granting  to  tbe  ^Supreme  Court 
<yt  tie  United  States  the  right  to  review  cases  when  brought  to 
that  court  by  certiorari? 

M '.  SMOOT.  The  information  which  came  to  the  committee 
was  that  it  was  not  a  constitutional  provHion. 

M-.  BRATTON.  Has  It  been  so  held  by  the  Supreme  Court 
of  tl  le  United  States? 

M  '.  SMOOT.  I  can  not  say.  Really  I  am  not  aware  whether 
it  hi  s  come  tiefore  the  SuiMvme  Court. 

M  '.  REED.     Mr.  Preshh-nt,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me 

M'.  BRATTON.    Certainly. 

M  '.  REED,  There  has  never  been  any  decision  to  that  effect, 
bat  nasmoch  as  ttie  opinion  which  the  court  would  render  and 
the  ndgment  which  It  would  review  were  merely  advlnory  to 
the  *re«ident  and  not  enforcei>i»le  by  judicial  proi-ess,  it  seemed 
to  some  of  the  judges  individually  and  to  the  committee  itfelf 
that  it  was  of  dubious  constitutionality  to  ask  the  United  States 
Supieme  C^urt  ty  give  an  advlHory  opinion  to  the  PreHideut 
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Mr.  BRATTON.     I  am  very  much  impressed  with  the  sugges- 


I  wonder  if  it  has  ever  been  employed — that  Is  to  say,  has  a  case 
ever  been  carried  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  by 
certiorari? 

M  '.  REED.  So  far  as  I  know,  no  such  cat^  has  gone  to  that 
cour  . 

Ml'.  KING.  My  information  is  that  in  the  Bakelite  ciise  it 
was  attempted  to  obtain  a  writ  of  certiorari  from  the  Supreme 
Couit,  but  I  may  be  in  error. 

M:  ■.  REED.  At  any  rate,  they  did  not  get  It.  There  has  been 
no  0  ?portunlty  for  a  decision  on  the  jurisdiction  of  that  court. 

Mf.  KING.     The  Senator  is  right 
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REED.     Mr.  President  as  in  open  executive  session,  I 
manimous  consent  to  present  certain  nominutions  from  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  all  of  them  strictly  routine. 

ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     The  reix>rt  of  the  committee  is 
unai^imous? 

REED.     It  is.    I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  their  imme- 
con«deration. 

VICE*  PRESIDENT.     Is    there    objection?     The    Chair 
none,  and  the  nominations  are  confirmed  and  the  Presi- 
wiU  be  notified. 

nominations  confirmed  ai4)ear  at  the  end  of  to-day's 
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was  the  reason  for  striking;  it  out 


myself.    That  provision  was  contained  in  the  act  of  1922. 


CONFIKMATIO:?    Or   EXB3CTJTTVX   APPOINTMENTS 


BXPOVTS   OW   EXBCirnVK    NOMI5ATTOICS 


BINGHAM,  from  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  In- 
Affairs,  reported  the  nomination  of  Raymond  C.  Brown, 
dawaii,  to  be  secretary  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  effective 
Dec(ml>er  18,  1929  (reappointment),  which  was  ordered  to  be 
I^c<d  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

M '.  NYE,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys, 

repofted  the  nomination  of  Peter  Michael  Lanton.  of  Minnesota, 

registrar  of  the  land  ofllce  at  Cass  Lake,  Minn.,   vice 

R.  Waters,  deceased,  which  was  ordered  to  t>e  placed  on 

Executive  Calendar. 


BCCDBDS  Ilf  AlkPI^KB  FATAUTini 


M '.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  it  will  be  recalled  that  yes- 
terd  ly  I  called  up  Senate  Resolution  135  and  asked  unanimous 
consmt  for  its  immediate  consideration.  At  that  time  the 
8en4tor  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jones]  objecte<l.  The  Senator 
Washington  to-day  tells  me  that  he  would  prefer  that 
resolution  should  go  before  the  Committee  on  Commerce, 
ys  that  that  committee  will  be  called  togettier  on  Monday, 
early  next  week,  for  the  consideration  of  the  lest^u- 
and  I  am  perfectly  willing  that  that  course  shall  be  taken, 
unanimous  consent  that  an  order  referring  the  resolution 
Committee  on  Commerce  be  now  entered. 
BRATTON.     Before  that  order  is  made,  I  prop^ise  an 

to  the  resolution,  which  I  ask  may  be  read. 
PRESIDING  OFFICER   (Mr.  Fess  in  the  chair).     The 
pr(^>06ed  by  the  Scniator  from   New   Mexico   will 
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Tlie  Chief  Clerk  read  Mr.  BaArroN's  amendment  which  was 
si  rike  out,  after  the  first  paragraph  of  Mr.  McKellak'b  reso- 
Intic  n,  and  iu.sert  three  wh^eases  and  a  resolve,  so  as  to  make 
^solution  read: 
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Wbcrm  OB  the  6tta  day  of  Bepteaber,  1929,  one  Frank  Hays,  an 
anlirensed  pUot,  at  a  field  near  Hempbia,  Tenn.,  wa«  allowed  and  did 
take  up  in  an  airplane,  licenaed  by  the  Department  of  Coaunercc, 
under  license  No.  C  9985,  and  carried  two  paMeDgers,  Ennis  U.  Doag- 
laaa,  jr.,  and  Butb  Orcer,  and  that  said  pUne  feU  and  both  paaaengera 
were  killed  ;  and 

Wbereaa  the  airplane  City  of  Ban  FnncUeQ,  owned  tqr  the  Trans- 
continenUl  Air  Transport  (Inc.),  while  engased  in  interstate  air  com- 
merce, was  wrecked  near  Moant  Taylor,  in  tbe  State  of  New  Mexico, 
September  3.  1929.  resulting  in  the  death  of  eigbt  persons ;  and 

Whereat  by  the  act  of  Congreaa  approved  May  20,  1926,  It  la  pro- 
vided that  it  shall  be  the  doty  of  tbe  Secretary  of  Commerce  "to 
inveatlgate,  record,  and  make  public  tbe  causes  of  acddeata  in  civil  air 
oavlxatlon  in  the  United  SUtes  " ;  and 

Wherraa  the  'Secretary  of  Commerce  has  made  such  investigation 
and  recorded  the  same  In  each  of  the  above  named  ease*,  but  refuses  to 
BialM  the  causes  of  socta  accidents  public,  or  to  fnmisb  copies  of  the 
record  to  Senators  of  tbe  United  SUtes  apon  request,  except  la  cooft- 
dence :  Therefore  be  it 

Jtraulved,  That  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  be,  and  he  hereby  la, 
directed  to  furnish  to  tbe  Senate  a  copy  of  tbe  record  In  each  of  the  said 
cases  for  tbe  use  of  tbe  Senate. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  accept  the  amendment 
proiwsed  by  tbe  Senator  from  New  Mexico  and  perfect  Senate 
Resolution  136  In  that  way. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Senate  Resolution  135,  as  modi- 
fled,  will  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

REVISIOlf   or  THE  TABIFF 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regulate 
commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Industries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  According  to  the  amendments  on 
the  desk,  the  next  one  is,  on  page  466,  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  FlttchkbI. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  one  preceding  that  on  page  435,  which 
I  believe  is  the  next  amendment,  being  an  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Nye]. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chid-  Clebk.  The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Nye]  offers  the  following  amendments:  On  page  435,  line  13, 
after  the  word  "years,"  insert  "(or  six  months  in  the  case  of 
grain)";  on  page  435.  line  25,  after  the  word  "years,"  insert 
"(or  six  months  in  the  case  of  grain)";  on  page  436,  line  6, 
after  the  word  "  years,"  insert  *'  ( or  six  mouths  in  the  case  of 
grain)";  on  page  437,  line  11,  after  the  word  "years,"  Insert 
"(or  six  months  In  the  case  of  grain)";  on  page  437,  line  20, 
after  the  word  "years,"  insert  "(or  six  months  in  the  case  of 
grain)";  on  page  441,  line  11,  after  the  word  "years,"  insert 
"(or  six  months  in  the  case  of  grain)";  on  page  442,  line  14, 
after  the  word  "years,"  insert  "(or  six  months  in  the  case  of 
grain)." 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President  I  think  on  la.st  evening  the  Senator 
from  Utah  informed  the  Senate  that  these  amendments  might 
lead  to  considerable  debate.  Am  I  to  understand  from  that 
<itatement  that  the  Senator  is  not  prepared  to  accept  the 
amendments? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  no  authority  from  the  committee  to 
accept  them. 

Mr.  NYE.  The  reason  why  I  ask  Is  merely  that  if  it  is  going 
to  occasion  any  detiate  it  is  going  to  occasion  It  at  some  time 
thhi  afternoon.  On  the  other  hand,  I  should  like  to  avoid  all 
of  that  if  possible,  in  the  interest  of  the  time  we  are  seeking  to 
save  here. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  suppose  the  Senator  is  more  interested  in 
wheat  than  anything  else.  To-day  wheat  may  be  withdrawn  at 
any  time  within  three  years.  The  Senator's  amendment  would 
strike  out  three  years  and  insert  six  mtmths  in  the  case  of  grain. 
That  same  amendment  applies  to  five  other  places  in  tbe  MIL 

Mr.  NYE.  To  seven  other  places.  There  are  two  more  on 
the  back  of  the  printed  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Oh,  yes;  I  see  them  now. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Is  this  in  relation  to  what  is 
known  as  milling  in  bond? 

Mr.  NYE.  No;  it  is  not.  It  relates  only  to  grain  brought  in 
primarily  from  Canada  to  store  in  bonded  warehouses,  to  be 
exported  as  grain  at  the  will  of  the  owner  of  the  grain. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  It  has  no  relation  to  milling 
in  Ixmd? 

Mr.  NYE.    No ;  it  has  no  relation  to  milling  in  bond. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 


Mr.  NTE.    Certainly. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Does  tbe  Senator  feel  confident  that  be  is 
correct  in  bis  statement  that  his  amendments  have  no  ration 
to  milling  in  bond? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  did  not  say  that 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Tbe  Senator  from  North  DakoU  made  tbe 
assertion  in  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Ailcansas  that  bis 
amendment  bad  no  relation  to  milling  in  bond. 

Mr.  NYE.  Oh,  it  does  in  that  grain  may  be  held  for  milling* 
in-bond  purposes  for  only  six  months  instead  of  three  years. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  I  remember  the  practice,  though  I  may  be 
mistaken  as  to  tbe  number  of  months,  the  grain  that  is  shipped 
in  from  Canada  for  milling  in  bond  is  generally  shipped  here  in 
October  and  May.  During  those  months  they  ship  in,  I  suppose, 
about  all  tbe  grain  that  they  anticipate  tbey  will  use  within 
tbe  succeeding  six  months.  Tbey  may  not  use  it  during  tbe  first 
six  months,  and  it  may  go  over  into  tbe  next  six  months,  but  if 
the  Senator's  amendment  providing  a  six  months'  limitation 
shall  be  adopted,  if  all  of  tbe  grain  that  has  been  shipped  in 
October  should  not  be  exported  from  the  country  in  tbe  shape 
of  flour  within  that  period,  the  milling-in-bond  provision  would 
fall :  in  other  words,  the  Importers  of  the  wheat  would  be  com- 
pelled to  pay  tbe  duty  upon  that  grain. 
Mr.  NYE.  They  would. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  substance  of  the  amendment 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.      Does    the    Senator    from    North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  NYE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  we  had  a  long  discussion 
here  on  the  question  of  milling  in  bond,  and  by  a  very  pro- 
nounced majority  those  of  us  who  contended  that  the  provision 
should  be  continued  won  the  battle.  Now  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  has  submitted  an  amendment  which,  if  adopted, 
would  absolutely  destroy  the  millers  in  their  nndertaldng  to 
mill  wheat  and  ship  it  within  a  reastmable  time.  For  instance, 
the  millers  at  Buffalo,  In  my  State,  find  it  necessary  to  bring 
wheat  down  in  the  early  fall ;  they  can  not  take  a  chance  on 
early  freezing  of  the  Great  Lakes.  The  wlieat  they  intend  to 
mill  the  next  spring  or  sunmier  is  brought  down  by  ship  in  the 
fall  from  the  lake  head  to  Buffalo.  If  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  were  to  prevail,  those  mills  would 
be  pat  out  of  business. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have  stood  with  him  in 
all  of  his  efforts  for  farm  relief;  I  know  how  interested  the 
Senator  is  and  how  devoted  he  is  to  that  cause.  One  of  the 
things  that  we  have  contended  for  in  connection  with  farm 
relief  is  that  storage  space  should  be  provided  in  order  that  the 
farmers  might  sell  their  crisis  in  an  orderly  way;  that  is,  that 
they  might  sell  It  when  there  is  demand  for  it.  My  feeing  Is 
that  it  is  not  right  for  those  of  us  who  are  seeking  to  help  the 
farmer  to  hold  his  crop,  and  to  sell  it  when  the  demand  is  good, 
to  take  that  position,  and  then  to  take  the  position  that  the 
miller  can  not  have  the  same  privilege. 

It  stands  to  reason — if  the  Senator  will  bear  with  me  for 
just  one  moment  Icmger — that  the  crop  is  not  going  to  stay  in- 
definitely in  bond,  because  carrying  charges  and  interest  on 
Uivestment  are  too  great  to  permit  that  being  done.  So  I  beg 
the  Senator  that  he  will  not  press  his  amendment  but  that  he 
will  consrat  to  let  the  matter  rest  where  we  left  it  the  other  day. 
Mr.  NYE.  I  ask  the  Senator  from  New  York  to  appreciate, 
first  of  all,  that  it  is  not  the  Intent  of  this  amendment  to  alter 
in  any  degree  or  in  any  wise  the  milling-in-bond  privilege  as  It 
stands  now  in  the  law.  The  sole  and  the  whole  purpose  of  tbe 
amendment  is  to  afford  to  tbe  American  producers  of  wheat 
storage  capacity  that  is  available  to  them  and  would  be  avail- 
able to  them  but  for  tbe  fact  that  it  is  now  possible  for  Ca- 
nadian wheat  to  be  brought  into  America  and  to  glut  our 
eastern  terminals.  The  design  of  the  amendment  is  to  furnish 
an  opportunity  to  the  American  farmer  to  store  his  grain  during 
such  seasons  as  the  present  one. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  wiU  tbe  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  fr«n  North  Da- 
kota yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  NYB.  I  yield  to  tbe  Smator  from  Utah. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wish  to  caU  attention  also  to  the  fact  that 
should  this  amendment  be  agreed  to  it  would  affect  the  ship- 
ment of  grain  from  Canada  for  reshipment  to  foreign  cotmtries ; 
and  that  is  the  purpose  for  which  those  elevators  have  been 
built 

I  wish  also  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  the  year  1927 
108,938,000  bushels  of  Canadian  grain  came  through  the  ware- 
houses at  Boston  and  New  York  for  shipment  abroad.  That  is 
equal  to  100,(XX)  carloads.    Ail  of  that  business  will  be  destroyed. 
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I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  If  his  amendment 
shall  be  agreed  to,  becaase  of  the  fact  that  there  are  only  cer- 
tain seasons  of  the  year  when  bottoms  can  t>e  obtained  in  which 
to  ship  that  wheat  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  dates  of  sale  of 
surh  wheat,  but  we  know  how  much  Canadian  wheat  passing 
through  the  ports  of  New  York  and  Boston  and  Portland  is  sold 
abroad,  and  it  amounts,  as  I  have  stated,  to  108.936,000  bushels. 
If  this  amendment  should  be  adopted,  of  course,  that  trade 
would  be  destroyed. 

Mr.  SACKETT,  And  that  would  affect  many  American  work- 
ingmen. 

Mr.  NYE.    To  what  year  did  the  Senator  from  Utah  refer? 

Air.  SMOOT,  The  year  1927  is  the  last  year  given  in  the 
summary-  tables  of  foreign  commerce,  on  page  677. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copkj^nd]  to  the  fact  that 
Done  of  these  amendments  apply  to  the  milling-in-bond  section 
of  the  tariff  act. 

.Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  NYE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

.Mr.  COPELAND.  These  bonded  warehouses  are  set  aside  for 
the  specific  purpose  of  holding  such  grain,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  NYE.     They  are. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  That  grain  is  brought  in.  and  it  might,  as 
the  Senator  has  snggestetl,  be  ultimately  exported  for  wheat  and 
not  be  milled,  bat  what  would  be  the  object  of  bringing  wheat  in 
from  Canada  in  any  quantities  to  export  ultimately  to  Europe 
with  all  the  added  costs? 

Mr.  NTE.  When  wheat  is  brought  in  from  Canada  it  is 
designated  whether  or  not  it  is  for  milling  in  bond  or  for 
export. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Yes;  but  it  is  possible,  is  it  not,  to  have 
the  decision  changed  by  the  Treasury  Department?  If  it  is 
found  necessary  ultimately  to  use  it  for  milling  purposes  that 
ciin  be  done.    That  is  only  a  clerical  matter. 

Mr.  NYE.     I  really  think  It  can. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  So  that,  as  a  practical  fact,  wheat  such 
as  we  are  discussing  now.  which  is  brought  into  Boffialo,  is  to 
be  milled,  and  so  if  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  were  to  pre- 
rail  the  millers  would  be  defeated  utterly  in  their  undertaking 
to  mill  that  wheat  into  flour. 

I  hope  nobody  will  forget  that  in  the  milling  of  high-protein 
wheat  from  Canada  there  is  always  an  addition  of  30  per  cent 
of  domestic  soft  wheat;  so  the  business  which  we  can  retain 
within  the  United  States  by  milling  in  bond  means  the  promo- 
tion of  the  sale  of  American  wheat.  We  went  orer  that  so 
thin'ougbly  the  other  day  that  it  seems  too  bad  to  have  to  go  Into 
It  again.  Onee  more  I  appeal  to  the  Senator  to  let  the  matter 
lie  over.  I  wUl  be  glad  to  talk  with  him,  if  need  be,  to  see  how 
much  wheat  actually  is  brought  in  and  shipped  out  as  wheat. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  urge  the  Senator  at  this  time  tu  appreciate  just 
what  the  situation  is  at  Buffalo  and  what  a  comparatively  small 
part  of  the  Canadian  wheat  brought  in  here  in  bond  in  one 
form  or  another  is  intended  for  milling  in  bond.  On  September 
16  of  this  year  in  bonded  warehouses  grain  stored  in  Buffalo 
wan  as  follows: 

Bushels 

ranadtan    wheat 7.900,000 

Ail  Camadian  grain  combined,  outside  of  wheat 1,  350.  000 

Of  that  total  of  approximately  10,000,000  bushels  of  Canadian 
grain  only  1.215,000  bushels  were  being  held  for  the  purpose  of 
milling  in  bond.  The  remainder  was  designed  for  export.  I 
am  .sure,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me  at  this  stage  to  proceed, 
I  can  sihow  him  that  he  really  should  support  the  amendments 
which  are  before  the  Senate  at  this  time. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield 
for  a  moment  further,  I  hope  he  is  aware  of  the  fact  that  the 
favorable  freight  rates  in  Canada  over  the  nationally-owned 
railroads  makes  It  possible  for  them  to  handle  much  American 
wheat  and  to  ship  it  abroad  through  Canadian  ports.  Added 
t<»  that  is  the  fact,  brought  out  so  strongly  the  other  day  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Fkazieb],  that  our  grain 
grading  law  is  such  that  there  is  an  inducement  to  ship  through 
Canadian  ports.  The  Senator  is  proposing  a  thing  which  will 
make  it  impossible  for  American  exporters  to  send  abroad  such 
wheat  as  we  are  talking  about  as  is  held  for  the  time  being 
In  Buffalo.  We  have  our  great  barge  canal  In  New  York  State, 
which  we  are  striving  to  keep  going  In  order  that  It  may  help 
the  people  of  the  West  as  well  as  ourselves. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  may  suggest  that  the  barge  canal  was  not  per- 
mitted to  operate  this  year  because  of  tlie  glut  in  the  eastern 
terminals  occasioned  by  Canadian  grain  held  over  from  last 
year'*  harvest. 


Bir.  COPELAND.  That  may  be  one  reason ;  I  think  it  un- 
dou>tedly  is,  and  that  is  an  abundant  reason  why  we  ought  to 
mil  rge  the  canal  and  make  it  possible  to  do  more  work  Hith 
It;  but  that  is  another  question.  However,  the  Senator  Is 
pro]>oelng  a  thing  which  is  damaging  to  the  American  millers 
of  iy  State,  to  the  transportation  lines  of  mj'  State,  to  those 
gr^t  industries  on  the  seaboard  not  alone  In  New  York,  but 
In  Boston,  In  Baltimore,  Philadelphia,  and  all  along  the  coast. 
He  is  seeking  to  keep  out  of  Americii  great  cargoes  which  go 
to  help  American  industry,  which  mean  employment  and  all  that 
sort  of  thing  for  American  workmen. 

Mr.  NYE.  The  contrary  is  true;  I  would  not  deprive  Amer- 
icai  industry  of  the  bu-siness  that  accrues  from  shipping  abroad 
Canadian  wheat,  but  what  occasion  is  there  for  holding  that 
Canadian  wheat  intended  to  be  sent  <ibroad  for  Inore  than  six 
mortbs  as  is  provided  in  these  amendments? 

Mr.  COPPHjAND.  Mr.  President,  we  have  already  brought 
out  one  reason,  and  that  is  the  .shipping  conditions  on  tlie  Cireat 
Lakps.  The  Great  Lakes  will  freeze  sometimes  a.H  early  as 
Nov  ?mber  and  they  may  not  be  open  until  the  1st  of  May.  How 
many  months  is  that?  It  is  nearly  six  months.  Is  it  not?  That 
is  oie  reason. 

Mr.  NYE.  Yes;  but  the  Senator  is  counting  on  a  freeze-up 
in  the  Great  Lakes,  that  excludes  Canadian  grain  from  our 
tern  inals  and  our  storage  facilities  to-day  as  a  reason  why  it 
must  be  held  longer.  It  has  to  come  earlier  in  order  that  it 
may  be  ready  for  market  or  for  transportation  through  Amer- 
ican ports. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  How,  then,  does  the  Senator  account  for 
the  great  store  of  last  year's  Canadian  grain  crop  in  the  east- 
em  American  terminals  in  the  months  of  September  and  Oc- 
tober? 

Mr.  NYE.  Let  me  usk  if  there  was  not  a  tremendous  hold- 
ovei  of  all  kinds  of  wheat  in  America?  Was  there  not  a  hold- 
ovei  of  soft  wheat? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    There  was. 

Mr.  NYE.  Why  should  there  have  been  an  unusual  hold- 
ovei  of  Canadian  grain? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  should  like  to  answer  that  at  consid- 
eralle  length  if  time  permitted.  We  have  to  face  the  fact  that 
all  <>f  our  American  wheat  growers  are  bound  to  feel  the  effect 
of  «  orld  conditions  in  the  case  of  wheat,  but  the  small  amount 
of  M  heat  which  is  held  in  storage  in  bonded  warehouses  of  New 
Yorl :  certainly  Is  not  going  to  influence  the  price  and  the  pros- 
perl  y  of  the  American  farmer.  If  I  felt  that  it  would  solve  the 
problem,  I  would  be  very  glad  to  vote  for  the  pending  amend- 
men . 

M  -.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  in  a  nutshell  here  is  the  situation. 
We  are  seeking  a  remedy;  I  am  ready  to  admit  that  under 
nontai  circumstances  there  perhaps  would  not  be  occasion  for 
concsm  over  the  privil^e  that  now  accrues  to  the  shippers  to 
stor )  Canadian  grain  for  a  period  of  three  years  in  America ; 
but  this  year  we  had  an  unusual  situation.  As  has  been  so 
often  repeated,  there  is  general  agreement  that  storage  is  the 
iwotlem  that  confronts  the  American  farmer  to-day.  I  think 
we  lire  pretty  well  agreed  that  that  is  a  very  material  factor. 

Bit  see  what  happened  in  this  particular  year.  When  the 
farr  ler  in  the  Northwest,  harvesting  his  hard  spring  wheat  as 
he  ( id  in  August  and  September,  went  Into  market,  as  Is  his 
cust>m,  with  his  load  of  grain  from  the  threshing  machine  to 
the  ocal  elevator  in  the  town,  he  drove  up  on  to  the  scale,  bis 
load  was  weighed,  and  the  grain  was  dumped;  and  then  the 
farater,  the  owner  of  that  grain,  was  advised  that  the  usual 
cu8t)m  of  other  years  could  not  prevail  this  year;  in  other 
won  Is,  that  the  elevator  could  not  issue  a  storage  certificate  to 
that  farmer ;  and  he  was  told  that  they  would  not  accept  his 
grai  1  for  storage,  because  there  was  want  of  storage  facilities. 
The; '  could  not  do  it.  The  only  conditions  under  which  they 
won  d  take  that  grain  off  the  farmer's  hands  was  on  an  outright 
cast] -sale  deal;  and  the  farmer  either  had  to  sell  at  the  de- 
pressed price  or  he  had  to  cart  that  grain  back  home,  where, 
as  I  general  thing,  he  did  not  have  storage  facilities  to  take 
care  of  It.  The  farmer  was  told  that  this  condition  prevailed 
bees  use  our  ordinary  western  terminal  and  storage  facilities, 
whi<  h  had  been  maintained  for  the  hard-spring-wheat  belt,  were 
glut  ed.  01utte<l  with  what?  Glutted  with  the  winter  wheat 
for  ( outhwestern  Europe,  delivered  into  Duluth  and  Minneapolis 
this  year  in  quantities  never  before  known.  Those  terminals 
wer(  ■  glutted  with  that  winter  wheat.  The  usual  facilities  which 
weri  >  intended  for  the  spring-wheat  people  were  used  by  the 
Winer-wheat  producers.  Then  the  question  arises.  Why  did 
they  not  get  rid  of  that  earlier  harvest  of  southwestern  wheat 
by  slipping  it  to  the  eastern  terminals?  Imme<liately  we  were 
told  that  the  eastern  terminals  also  were  glutted.  Glutted  with 
wha;?     With   the  southwestern   wheat?     No,    Mr.    President; 


glutted  with  last  year's  Canadian  wheat  that  has  been  held  all 
of  these  months  in  our  bonded  warehouses. 

I  want  particularly  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  New  York 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  Just  for 
a  question?  Why  not  make  this  one  year  Instead  of  three 
years? 

Mr.  NORRI8.     Let  the  Senator  finish  his  argiiment, 

Mr.  NYE.  I  should  like  to  be  permitted  to  finish  my  argu- 
ment. Then  I  think  there  can  be  a  better  appreciation  of  what 
we  are  endeavoring  to  accomplish. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fbsrs  in  the  chair).  The 
Senator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  NY'E.  I  have  told  you  how  the  western  terminals  were 
glutted  with  southwestern  wheat.  I  want  to  show  to  what 
degree  they  were  glutted. 

Last  year,  in  the  period  between  August  1  and  August  31, 
one  m«>nth,  there  were  delivered  in  Allnneapolis  only  2,500,000 
bushels  of  southwestern  winter  wheat,  whereas  in  Minneapolis 
in  the  same  period  of  this  year  there  were  receipts  of  winter 
wheat  to  the  amount  of  9.773,000  bushels.  Last  year  there  were 
only  a  little  over  2,000,000  bushels  of  winter  wheat  delivered  in 
the  Duluth  terminals  In  that  particular  month,  whereas  in  the 
corresponding  month  of  this  year  there  was  four  times  as  much 
delivered  there,  or  8.325.000  bushels  of  hard  winter  wheat,  all 
of  this  taking  up  the  space  that  ordinarily  was  filled  with  and 
occupied  by  and  saved  for  the  storage  of  northern  spring  wheat. 
This  year  the  eastern  terminals  were  glutted.  They  could  not 
move  that  winter  wheat  on  over  the  Lakes,  through  the  lake 
channels,  to  the  eastern  terminals. 

Mr.  WAGNER     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  declined  to  yield 
a  moment  ago.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  NYE.  Will  not  the  Senator  permit  me  to  finish  this 
argument? 

Mr.  WAGN'ER.  I  merely  wanted  to  a.sk  the  Senator  whether 
the  wheat  that  he  is  discussing  now  as  being  deposited  in  these 
warehouses  is  domestic  wheat  or  Canadian  wheat? 

Mr.  NYE.  This  is  domestic  wheat  from  the  southwestern 
winter-wheat-pro<luclng  States  that  ordinarily  do  not  ship 
through  the  northwest  terminals. 

The  eastern  terminals  wore  gluttetl.  they  said,  and  they  could 
not  move  the  grain  on  over  the  Great  Lakes.  The  Lakes  were 
wide  open  during  those  months,  but  they  were  not  moving 
the  grain.  It  was  not  moving  as  It  has  mov«i  in  other  years 
at  all.  The  eastern  storage  facilities  and  terminals  were  glut- 
ted. Glutted  vrith  what?  Why,  Mr.  President,  glutted,  as  I 
have  said,  with  last  year's  Canadian  wheat,  which  has  been 
held  there  under  the  law  which  permits  the  holding  of  that 
wheat  in  our  bonded  warehou.se8  for  a  matter  of  three  years; 
and  I  want  to  demonstrate  Just  how  completely  the  Canadian 
wheat  has  taken  up  these  ea.stem  facilities. 

On  September  14.  1929.  Canadian  grain  In  store  in  bond  in  the 
United  States,  according  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Econom- 
ics, totaled  22,280.000  bushels,  as  compared  with  3.486,000  bushels 
In  the  corresponding  week  of  a  year  ago,  showing  how  unusual  is 
the  condition  this  year.  The  facts  are  that  la.st  year  the  Cana- 
dians brought  their  wheat  down  here  during  the  i»eriod  when 
prices  were  declining  to  a  level  that  has  not  been  known  in  the 
last  20  years.  They  made  up  their  minds  that  they  did  not  want 
to  sell  on  that  declining  level ;  and  they  had  the  jMlvilege  of  buy- 
ing this  storage  space  and  continuing  to  hold  that  grain  in  these 
eastern  terminals.  They  did  it — did  It  to  a  point  where,  when 
we  needed  the  space  this  year  for  our  own  domestic  production 
of  wheat,  the  space  was  not  available  to  us  at  alt  because  there 
was  held  In  these  facilities  this  Canadian  wheat  in  such  quan- 
tities as  have  not  been  known  in  other  years. 

About  September  1  of  this  year.  In  Baltimore,  domestic  wheat 
held  there  in  store  was  5,289,000  bushels;  bcmded  wheat  was 
3,382,000  bushels. 

In  Philadelphia  the  domestic  grain  in  store  <m  September  1 
was  1,228,000  bushels,  whereas  the  Canadian  bonded  grain  in 
store  was  3,252,000  bushels. 

In  New  York  on  September  1  domestic  grain  In  store  was 
667.000  bushels,  whereas  bonded  Canadian  grain  In  store  was 
4,859,000  bushels. 

In  Buffalo  there  were  15,701,000  busheLs  of  domestic  grain  in 
store  on  that  date,  and  9,678,000  bushels  of  bonded  Canadian 
grain  In  store. 

These  figures,  Mr.  President,  show  how  the  eastern  elevators 
have  been  virtually  monopolized  by  this  Canadian  grain,  at  the 
expense  of  the  American  producer  of  the  same  kind  of  grain. 

Mr.  WAGNER     Mr.  President 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 


Mr.  WAGNER  I  was  gc^ng  to  ask  whether  there  is  any 
complaint  that  there  have  not  been  sufficient  storage  facilities 
at  either  Buffalo,  New  York,  Philadelphia,  or  Baltimore  for  any 
grain  that  may  be  offered  there.  Is  it  complained  that  there  is 
a  lack  of  storage  facilities  in  these  places? 

The  Senator  has  enumerated  the  amount  of  domestic  grain 
and  the  amount  of  Canadian  grain  that  was  stored  in  these 
respective  cities;  but  there  have  always  been  available  snfli- 
cient  facilities  to  store  any  grain  that  reach  those  particular 
communities;  have  there  not? 

Mr.  NYE.  No,  Mr.  President.  This  year,  I  understand, 
there  have  been  far  from  ample  facilities  to  accommodate  it. 

Mr.  WAGNER  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  wish  he 
would  get  some  definite  information  rather  than  a  conjecture, 
because  my  information  is  very  direct  that  there  has  been  no 
shortage  of  storage  facilities.  It  may  be  complained  that  there 
is  more  Canadian  wheat  in  store  than  there  should  be ;  but  that 
is  an  Inexorable  economic  condition  that  we  can  not  change.  So 
far  as  facilities  are  concerned,  however,  I  hoped  the  Senator 
might  have  some  very  definite  evidence  that  there  has  been 
wheat  offered  for  storage,  and  no  space  available,  in  the  particu- 
lar communities  that  I  mentioned  a  moment  ago. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  in  the  statement  from  which  I  am 
reading  here  there  is  a  clear  demonstration  of  how  very  near  to 
occupying  the  full  resources  of  storage  facilities  In  the  East  the 
crop  was  on  September  1 ;  and  I  am  told  tliat  since  September  1 
whatever  balance  might  have  then  been  still  available  was  more 
than  utilized,  every  bit  of  it. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER     Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  NYE.     I  do. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    May  I  ask  the  Senator  what  is  the  amount 
of  Canadian  wheat  now  in  our  storehouses?    How  many  bushela 
are  now  in  storage? 
Mr.  NYE.     In  any  particular  city? 
Mr.  COPELAND.     No ;  in  the  United  States. 
Mr.  NYE.     I  have  not  that  information  here;  but  the  hear- 
ings conducted  by  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
contain  a  statement  offered  for  the  record  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana   [Mr.  Whceucb]   which  does  contain  that  full  infor- 
mation. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  is  very  interesting,  if  the  Senator  will 
bear  with  me.  These  are  the  figures  of  the  bonded  grain  ware- 
houses of  the  United  States : 

I  find  that  in  November  and  December  of  1927,  and  the  early 
part  of  1928,  the  amount  of  wheat  in  these  bonded  warehouses 
was  about  as  follows:  In  November.  24,000,000  bushels;  in 
December,  32,000,000  bushels ;  on  December  10,  36,000,000  bush- 
els; and  so  on.  Then  It  became  as  high  as  32,000,000  bushels 
on  January  7.  In  the  siMingtime  of  1928,  howevw,  it  dropped 
away  down—to  9,000,000,  8,000,000,  9,000,000,  and  In  September 
to  5,000,000  bushels,  and  still  later  in  September  to  4,000.000 
bushels.  Then  in  December,  1928 — last  December — it  Jumped 
again  to  41,000,000  bushels  when  the  new  crop  came  in,  and 
then  dropped  off  to  39,000.000  bushels. 

I  have  not  the  figures  for  1929,  but  I  assume  that  exactly  the 
same  thing  hai^iened  in  that  year,  that  in  the  springtime  this 
wheat  went  out ;  but  I  agree  fully  with  the  Senator  that  one  of 
the  great  problems  of  the  American  wheat  farmer  is  the  prob- 
lem of  storage.  No  more  Canadian  wheat  Is  being  stored  now, 
however,  than  is  the  average  of  the  past  several  years,  or  at 
least  not  very  much  more. 

Mr.  NYE.  O  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  far  more  ia 
being  stored. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Then  give  us  the  figures  of  how  much. 
How  much  have  we  now,  according  to  the  latest  figures? 

Mr.  NYE.    The  total  bonded  Canadian  wheat  about  Septem- 
ber 1,  in  the  four  eastern  bonded  terminals  of  Baltimore.  Phila- 
delphia,   New    York,    and    Buffalo,    was    about    21,000,000    or 
22,000,000  bushels. 
Mr.  NORBIS.    How  much  was  It  a  year  ago? 
Mr.  NYE.    The  Senator  Just  read  the  figure. 
Mr.  COPELAND.     Twenty-fotir  million  bushels;  practically 
the  same.     What  is  tliat  as  compared  with  our  total  wheat 
crop?    We  have  an  exportable  surplus,  have  we  not,  of  how 
much? 

Mr.  NYE.  Why.  Mr.  President,  a  matter  of  twenty  or  thirty 
million  bushes  of  capacity  means  a  tremendous  lot  In  the 
marketing  season. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  does  of  certain  wheat;  but  the  hlgh- 
inrotein  wheat  raised  in  the  Senator's  country  is  sold  domesti- 
cally. That  wheat  is  not  sent  abroad.  The  statement  was  made 
here  repeatedly  the  other  day  by  the  Senator  from  Montana 
that  there  is  not  enough  high-protein  wheat  produced  in  the 
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United  States  to  sapply  tbe  domestic  demand ;  so  the  Senator 
is  propoeing  to  do  away  with  the  great  industry  of  milling  and 
of  exporting,  with  the  tliooaanda  opon  thousands  of  persons  who 
are  engaged  in  thoae  industries  in  tlie  United  States,  in  order 
that  possibly  a  small  remnant  of  American  wlieat  may  he 
accommodated. 

That  is  not  fair  of  the  Senator,  if  he  will  permit  me  to  aay  it 
I  will  join  with  hira.  as  I  have  year  after  year  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  to  appropriate  fnnds  and  oiact  prorisions  to  make 
it  possibfe  to  provide  all  the  means  of  farm  relief,  including 
storage;  but  at  this  late  day,  after  these  many  years  of  use 
of  these  bonded  warehouses  for  this  legitimate  enterprise,  it 
Is  not  fair  to  propose  to  destroy  at  one  fell  swoop  the  whcde 
industry  in  that  section  of  the  country. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  find  It  exceedingly  difBcnlt  to 
understand  the  figures  which  the  Senator  has  giren  here; 
because  under  date  of  September  16  of  this  year  the  Bureau 
of  Agricultural  Economics  of  the  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture  issued  this  bulletin  disclosing  that  in  the  week 
of  Septemt>er  14  of  this  year  there  was  in  store  in  the  United 
States,  of  b«>nded  Canadian  wheat,  22,280.000  bushels,  whereas 
in  the  corresponding  week  a  year  ago  there  was  in  store  only 
3,486,(XX)  bushels. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    What  date  was  that? 

Mr.  NTE.     September  18.  1929. 

Mr.  CX)PELAND.  The  figures  I  have  wen-  furnished  me  by 
the  official  sitting  by  the  side  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Smoot],  and  I  assume  they  are  the  official  figures  com- 
piled by  the  United  States  Department  of  Commerce. 

It  must  be  admitted  at  once  that  the  figures  in  1&29  show 
an  early  glutting  of  the  market;  hot,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  on 
the  corresponding  date  of  last  year,  instead  of  being  3,000,000 
bushels,  tbe  amount  in  storage  was  6,000,000  bushels;  while 
the  following  week  it  became  10,000,000,  and  then  went  up  to 
26,000,0«X),  29,000.000,  and  ultimately  to  41,000,000.  So  I  would 
say  that  the  Senator  has  been  misled,  and  I  am  not  surprised 
that  be  has  been,  in  riew  of  the  figures  of  the  aln^e  month 
the  Senator  has.  He  has  been  misled  as  to  the  coDditimis 
which  prevail  from  year  to  year. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  erery  year  in  October,  November,  and 
December  the  bonded  warriiouses  have  received  larger  quan- 
tities; last  year  to  the  extent  of  41,000,000,  on  December  IS, 
and  the  year  before  to  as  much  as  37,000,000.  So  there  is 
nothing  unusual  about  that 

I  know  how  fair  the  Senator  is,  and  the  iKiint  I  want  to 
emphasize  is  that  he  is  proposing  something  which  would  be 
positively  detrimental  and  destructive  to  a  great  industry  in 
the  East,  without  hoping  to  solve  in  any  material  way  the 
problem  of  the  western  wheat  fanner. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  we  can  not  help  solving,  in  a  ma- 
terial way,  the  problem  of  the  western  former,  if  we  make 
available  to  him,  at  the  season  when  he  most  needs  them,  the 
storage  facilities  that  are  available  here  in  the  United  States, 
bat  which  in  times  past  have  been  by  law  given  to  Caaadians 
to  use  to  their  own  advantage,  and  more  particularly  in  a  case 
sm^  as  that  confronting  us  this  year. 

This  carry-over,  this  amount  of  bonded  grain,  bonded  wheat, 
in  the  United  States  on  September  14,  1929,  is  very  materially 
all  a  carry-over  from  last  year's  cto^k  Why  should  we  tot  a  year 
or  for  two  years  or  for  three  years  privilege  the  Canadians  to 
c(HBe  In  and  to  take  advantage  of  our  storage  fadlitlfla,  when 
we  need  th&a  so  badly  ourselvea,  giving  them  the  advantage  that 
accrues  through  th^r  ability  to  hold  ti>elr  Canadian  grain  for 
higher  prices  and  tor  better  markets?  Why  will  we  not  mate- 
rially help  the  American  farmer  if  we  limit  the  time  in  whidi 
that  grain  can  be  stored  in  bonded  warehouses? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
farther? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  know  how  anxious  the  Senator  is  to 
guard  against  the  possibility  of  the  glutting  of  our  storehouaes 
with  Canadian  wheat  when  the  American  wheat  farmer  is 
suffering.  Now  the  Senator  has  proposed  to  cut  the  time  down 
frmn  3  years  to  6  montha  I  can  not  see  for  the  life  oi  me  why 
it  should  be  quite  3  years.    Let  us  make  it  18  months  and  stop 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  to  limit  it  at  anything  short  of  nine 
months  would  not  accomplish  the  purpose  at  aH.  Let  us  take 
the  situation  existing  right  now.  What  would  18  months  mean 
to  the  American  farmer?  It  woiild  mean  absolutely  »«*'*^*"g  to 
him,  with  last  year's  Canadian  grain  stored  in  American  ware- 
houses at  a  time  when  we  so  badly  need  thoae  fadlitieB  ouraelvea 

I  hope  tbe  aiMCiwliaent  providing  for  a  limit  of  atx  months 
may  ba  accepted  by  the  Senate  and  may  he  approved,  too^  by  tbe 
tawtors  from  New  York. 

Mr.  WAQNBR.    Mr.  PrefAdent,  haa  the  Senator  condodedT 


Mr.  [NYS.  I  have  concluded  for  the  presoit  I  will  yield  the 
floor,   f  the  Senator  wishes. 

Mr.  WAGNEK.    I  want  to  make  an  inquiry  of  tiie  Senator. 

Mr.  NYE.     I  shall  be  happy  to  answer  it. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  asking  the  question  becau%  I  wondered 
wheth  *r  the  Senator  had  taken  the  entire  economic  situation  in 
New  1  ork  into  consideration.  We  must  not  confuse  this  matter 
with  t  ae  controversy  that  existed  a  few  days  ago  as  to  whether 
we  cot  Ud  not  devise  some  system  for  the  use  of  more  American 
wheat  at  a  higher  price  than  that  of  Canadian  wheat. 

The  question  we  have  before  us  now  Is  only  a  question  of 
storage  facilities,  whethw  or  not  our  American  wheat  growers 
have  tfce  storage  facilities  which  they  need,  so  as  not  to  be  com- 
pelled to  throw  their  wheat  upon  the  market  at  very  inappro- 
priate timea 

I  sympathize  with  the  Senator  In  his  efforts  to  secure  more 
storage  facilities,  because,  as  I  recall  the  debate  which  we  had 
here  v  pon  the  effc^s  made  in  the  matter  of  farm  relief,  one  of 
the  CO  isiderations  was  the  lack  of  storage  facilities,  and,  indeed, 
in  the  law  it  is  larovided  that  the  Farm  Board  may  loan  money 
to  coot)erative6  in  order  to  improve  storage  facilities. 

Tha ;  remedy  being  open  to  the  Senator,  if,  in  thes*  western 
localit  es  to  which  he  has  adverted,  there  are  not  sufficient  stor- 
age ficilities,  would  it  not  be  a  more  appropriate  method  to 
make  fipplicati<m  for  money  to  increase  the  storage  facilities  in 
the  pa  rticular  sections  the  Senator  mentions? 

I  wiint  to  assure  the  Senator  that  no  such  problem  confronts 
the  St  ite  of  New  York ;  and  I  aay  this  in  spite  of  the  assertion 
which  the  Senator  has  made.  I  do  not  think  he  will  find  any 
actual  instance  where  any  wheat  grower,  either  domestic  or 
Canadian,  has  bad  any  difficulty  in  storing  his  wheat  in  the 
State  rf  New  York.  I  do  not  think  in  late  years  we  have  ever 
reached  the  limit  ot  our  capacity  of  storage  facilities. 

The  Senator,  in  the  first  place,  uninteutionallj  is  seeking  to 
accom>lish  indirectly  what  the  Senate  has  declined  to  do  di- 
rectly by  iKt)hibitlng  the  millers  in  bond  from  being  able  to 
keep  1  beir  wheat  for  a  period  of  more  than  six  months.  It  may 
seriously  crii^le  that  industry,  as  my  distinguished  colleague 
pointe  i  out  only  a  little  while  ago.  Becau.se  of  the  winter  freeir 
ing  of  the  Lakes,  frequently  wheat  must  be  shipped  at  an  earlier 
time  tikan  would  be  necessary  if  transit  facilities  were  available 
all  the  year  round.  Therefore  at  times  it  may  be  necessary 
for  th^  millers  in  bond — and  it  happens  only  about  10  per  cent 
of  the  time — are  required  to  keep  their  wheat  for  a  period  of 
nwre  han  six  months. 

It  :  lurts  nobody,  I  assure  the  Senator,  because  while  that 
wheal  is  kept  in  storage  there  are  ample  facilities  for  anyone 
who  I  lay  apply. 

Let  us  see  the  other  thing  which  the  Senator  may  uninten* 
tiooal  y  accomidish.  The  milling  in  bond,  as  the  Senator  has 
said,  I  lifects  only  a  small  part  of  tbe  wheat  which  goes  through 
tbe  S  ate  of  New  Y(»k.  Over  143,000,000  bushels  of  grain,  all 
told,  1  o  through  the  State  of  New  Ywk  in  bond  for  export  That 
goes  hrough  oar  barge  canal  during  the  time  when  the  barge 
canal  la  available;  that  is,  during  the  time  it  is  not  frosen. 
WitlHUt  that  our  barge  canal  would  be  in  a  serious  situation, 
becau  le  most  of  whatever  earnings  they  make  comes  from  these 
shipm  »t8.  When  the  barge  canal  is  not  available,  that  grain 
goes  t  irough  our  State  by  mean.s  of  railroad  transportation,  and 
altogether  it  means  about  140,000,000  bushels  divided  between 
the  t^fo  methods  of  transportation. 

Cat  the  Senator  Imagine  what  a  serious  thing  it  wotild  be  if 
we  loit  practically  all  of  that  for  our  railroads,  for  our  barge 
canal,  and  for  our  storage  warehoiises,  when  what  we  are  doing 
harts  nobody  but  is  greatly  helping  the  State  of  New  York 
eeono:  nically? 

I  olII  this  to  the  attention  of  the  Senator  because  I  do  not 
think  he  would  want  to  cause  that  serious  injury  to  our  trans- 
porta  ion  system,  as  wdl  as  our  storage  faciUtiea,  unless  he 
were  (oing  to  accomplish  something  by  it 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  appreciate  fully  tlie  Senator's 
viewp  lint  in  this  matter ;  yet  I  think  be  labors  under  some  mis- 
appre  tension  and  some  misunderstandings  and  a  lack  of  Infor* 
matlo  1  as  to  just  what  situation  has  prevailed  this  year. 

Son  le  weeks  agov  when  the  storage  problem  was  becoming  so 
very  i  tfioua  to  the  grain  producers  of  the  country,  I  instigated 
somet  ling  of  a  study,  and  turned  over  a  good  many  of  the 
condi  aloiia  I  bad  received  and  a  great  deal  of  the  information 
I  had  obtained  to  the  Farm  Board,  which  tias  been  making  a 
study  Into  this  matter.  Through  publicity  that  was  given  to 
the  siBdy  that  was  being  made,  there  came  a  great  many  inter- 
eatini  rcsponaes  by  letter  and  by  telegram.  Not  the  least  iuter- 
estini  of  all  of  these  was  from  the  Canal  Carriers'  Associa- 
tion <  f  New  York  City,  people  who  are  interested  in  the  very 
thing  the  Senator  who  has  Just  spoken  has  made  us  convinced 
he,  t0  9,  ia  interested  in.    I  want  to  read  this  t^egram,  showing 
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Just  how  the  Canadians  have  taken  advantage  of  the  situation 
which  we  have  created  by  law,  have  taken  advantage  of  that 
to  the  disadvantage  of  the  grain  Interests  there  in  New  York, 
as  well  as  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  American  producers  of 
wheat.     This  telegram  is  dated  September  10.  1929.  and  reads: 

New  Yobk,  N.  Y.,  BepteMber  10,  190. 
UDit«d  States  Senator  Geh^ld  P.  Nyk, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
Reference  newspaper  articles  dealing  grain  situation.  Do  you  know 
that  at  the  present  moment  there  are  24,000,000  bushels  grain  in  the 
elevators  at  Buffalo,  and  at  the  same  time  there  are  120  canal  barges, 
capacity  over  2,000.000  bushels,  unable  to  secure  grain  for  movement 
to  tidewater  from  that  place.  The  storage  space  in  the  elevators  In 
New  York  la  entirely  filled  and  also  praftlcaUy  all  available  harbor 
boat  equipment  Tbe  New  York  State  elevator  capacity,  about  2,000.000, 
bum  |»  fltore  1.313.000  bushels  Canadian  grain  and  only  392,000  bushels 
American.  Buyers  of  American  wheat  at  New  York  can  not  find  space 
at  present  to  store  same,  due  to  most  available  space  being  occupied 
fcy  Canadian  grain.  Understand  same  condition  prevails  other  Atlantic 
ports.  Canal  vessels  have  practically  entire  summer  been  bringing 
grain  from  Buffalo  to  tidewater  as  low  as  3  cents  a  bushel,  while  rail 
rate  7  cents,  and  with  24.000.600  bushels  In  the  Buffalo  elevators  at 
present  can  not  secure  affreightments  at  that  price  or  even  lower.  As 
the  barge  canal  season  will  be  practically  over,  with  the  last  boats 
leaving  Buffalo  around  November  15,  it  can  be  appreciated  that  this 
condition  is  causing  terrific  losses,  both  to  the  operating  companies 
and  to  the  owners  at  the  grain. 

Caxal   Carhiers'   association, 
J.  M.  Miller,  Jr.. 

5  Xataau  Street,  New  York  CUv- 

Mr.    COPELAND.     Mr.   President 

The    VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does    the    Senator    from    North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  NYE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  As  I  said,  nothhig  could  be  more  dis- 
tressing or  destructive  to  the  welfare  of  om*  country  than  to 
bring  about  any  sectional  differences. 

Will  the  Senator  pardon  me  If  I  speak  a  moment  or  two 
further? 

Mr.  NYE.  I  will  yield  the  floor  if  the  Senator  wishes. 
Mr.  COPELAND.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
We  have  everything  in  common.  There  can  be  no  prosperity 
In  New  York  City  or  New  York  State  unless  there  is  pros- 
perity In  North  Dakota  and  Montana  and  every  section  of 
the  coimtry.  And  yet  it  always  strikes  me  that  when  a  matter 
comes  up  which  Involves  tlie  Interests  of  one  State  or  one 
section  there  Is  a  tendency  on  the  part  of  the  rest  of  the 
country  to  array  Itself  against  that  section  or  that  State.  In 
this  matter  I  want  the  Senator  to  be  just  as  fair  with  tis  as 
he  knows  we  have  been  fair  with  him. 

What  is  the  fact  about  the  exportation  of  wheat?  We  have 
provided  for  a  Farm  Board.  We  have  given  it  an  enormous 
amoimt  of  money.  But  what  has  it  done?  It  has  done  noth- 
ing. While  it  should  have  been  active  it  was  permitting  Chile 
to  put  wheat  into  LIverpooL  Liverpool  la  flooded  with  wheat 
from  Chile  as  well  as  from  Canada. 

It  is  just  as  certain  as  that  the  day  will  follow  the  night 
that  the  wheat  farmers  of  America  will  suffer  because  they 
have  no  place  to  sell  their  export  wheat  It  is  the  fault  of 
the  system  which  has  prevailed  and  which,  so  far  as  I  see, 
continues  to  prevail  In  this  country.  It  was  the  business  of 
the  Farm  Board  to  take  the  wheat  that  was  raised  In  America 
and  put  it  into  the  Liverpool  market  to  take  advantage  at 
once  of  the  world  demand.  But  that  has  not  been  done.  As 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  truly  said,  becau.se  of  that  fail- 
ure or  l»ecau8€  of  a  c-ondltion  which  I  attribute  to  that  failure, 
the  storage  .spaces  are  filled  and  there  will  be  demand  for 
storage  space  which  will  necessitate  piling  the  wheat  in  vacant 
lots  in  tbe  Northwest. 

Mr.  NYE.  Will  the  Senator  now  explain  with  what  the 
storage  facilities  are  filled? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  storage  facilities  in  my  section  are 
filled  with  the  enormous  quantity  of  21,000,000  bushrfs  of 
Canadian  wheat.  ^Vhat  would  all  of  that  storage  space 
amount  to  in  the  face  of  500,000.000  or  600,000.000  bushels  of 
exportable  wheat?  It  would  not  be  a  drop  In  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  I  beg  of  the  Senator  to  recall  that  to  open  storage 
spaces  in  New  York  would  not  help  the  farmers  of  the  North- 
west. The  transportation  charge  is  too  great  to  take  that 
wheat  from  away  out  In  our  western  country  to  the  Atlantic 
seaboard;  and  so  long  as  there  is  that  difference  between  the 
freight  rates  from  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan  to  the  Atlantic 
seaboard  and  the  rates  from  Montana  and  North  Dakota  to 
the  Atlantic  seaboard,  the  conditions  spoken  of  by  the  Senator 
will  continue  to  operate  against  the  American  farmer. 


I  believe  these  are  problnns  whi<A  could  be  solved  by  the 
Farm  Board  if  it  was  alert  but  one  of  the  things  the  Farm 
Board  should  do  Is  to  provide  in  the  Northwest  and  to  provide 
in  the  West  an  abundance  of  storage  space  so  that  under  condi* 
tions  such  as  prevail  to-day  the  surplus  wheat  may  be  taken  care 
of  imtll  it  can  be  shipped. 

But  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  that  merely 
to  take  a  bludgetm  and  kill  the  milling  industry  of  New  York 
and  to  put  another  spoke  in  the  wheel  of  the  barge  canal  and 
to  make  another  attack  upon  the  exporters  of  wheat  from  the 
Atlantic  seal><>ard  will  not  help  the  farmers  of  the  Northwest 
one  single  penny's  worth.  I  beg  the  Senator  in  fairness,  in  fair- 
ness to  the  section  represented  here  by  those  of  us  who  live  on 
the  Atlantic  seaboard,  do  not  do  something  to  damage  us  when 
at  the  same  time  doing  it  will  not  advantage  him.  I  plead  with 
the  Senator.  I  will  gladly  consent  to  make  the  time  18  months. 
I  will  ^adly  meet  him  in  that  way,  but  to  make  it  six  months 
would  ruin  several  of  the  great  interests  in  our  section  of  the 
country.  I  plead  with  the  Senator  to  accept  the  amendment 
which  I  have  proposed. 

Mr.  NYE.     Would  the  Senator  accept  a  nine  months*  limit? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     No ;  I  would  not. 

Mr.  NYE.  Can  not  the  Senator  see  that  what  we  are  striving 
to  accomplish  can  not  be  accomplished  if  there  is  an  overlapi^g 
of  a  matter  of  11  or  12  months? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  thing  the  Senator  wants  to  accom- 
plish win  not  matter  whether  we  make  it  6  months  or  GO  months 
or  1  month.  I  am  sincere  in  saying  it  I  believe  it  sincerely. 
The  Senator's  section  of  the  country  Is  not  going  to  be  benefited 
by  this  pr(^X)sal,  but  to  make  it  6  months  or  9  mouths  or  even 
1  year  may  destroy  or  seriously  damage  the  industry  In  my 
section. 

Mr.  NYE.  With  due  respect  to  the  sincerity  of  purpose  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York,  I  can  not  for  tlie  life  of  me  gather 
his  vlewix)lnt  and  understand  why  he  fears  for  the  life  of  in- 
dustries in  his  State  which,  under  a  situation  such  as  prevails 
now,  finds  his  own  industries  suffering  by  virtue  of  the  tie-up 
that  has  t)een  brought  about. 

Mr.  WAGNER  rose. 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield  to  the  junior  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  whether  any  of  the 
northwestern  wheat  ever  gets  to  New  York  any  way? 

Mr.  Nl'E.     I  understand  that  It  does  in  great  quantities. 

Mr.  WAGNER,  I  made  Inqtdry  of  the  Tariff  Commission  and 
they  say  it  never  gets  there  because  it  is  a  character  of  wheat 
which  is  of  high-protein  content  which  Is  sold  in  our  domestic 
market,  so  that  ncme  of  it  Is  exported. 

Mr.  NYE.  No ;  but  the  Senator  did  not  get  the  point  I  sought 
to  make  earlier  in  the  debate;  that  this  year  otu*  northwestern 
terminals  at  Duluth  and  Minneapolis  were  flooded  with  the  win- 
ter wheat  brought  up  there  from  the  Southwestern  States  before 
our  harvest  was  ready.  It  was  intended  that  that  should  be 
k^t  moving  down  the  Lakes,  but  instead  it  lies  there  in  the 
elevators  foreclosing  any  chance  for  northwestern  producers  to 
occupy  those  facilities  that  are  ordinarily  available  to  them. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  if  it  is  not  his  object 
to  secure  more  storage  facilities?  Is  not  that  really  what  he  la 
seeking? 

Mr.  NYE.  My  object  Is  to  make  available  to  the  American 
wheat  producer  whatever  stcnrage  facilities  are  available  in  this 
<:ountry  to-day. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  If  in  any  particular  locality  there  are  not 
enotigh  storage  facilities  available  to  transact  business,  then  is 
not  the  businesslike  thing  to  do  to  increase  the  storage 
facilities? 

Mr.  NYE.  We  are  all  hoping  and  contemplating  and  fully 
expecting  that  we  are  going  to  have  additional  facilities. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Is  not  that  the  thing  the  Senator  ought  to 
prosecute  now  instead  of  a  restrictive  jwovision  which  might 
seriously  crii^e  an  industry  in  a  State  that  he  does  not  in- 
tend to  crij^le? 

Mr.  NYE.  What  would  a  doubling  of  the  present  storage 
facilities  mean  to  the  American  producer  If  the  Canadian  pro- 
ducers are  privileged  to  come  in  and  fill  up  those  facilities  for 
two  or  three  years  at  a  time? 

Mr.  WAGNER  I  do  not  want  continually  to  reiterate,  bat 
we  have  no  sudi  problem  in  our  State. 

Mr.  NYE.  No;  but  the  Senator  has  a  problem  in  his  State 
where.  If  he  will  admit  it,  these  terminal  facilities  are  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  public  utility,  and  by  virtue  of  the 
export  trade  carried  on  through  New  York,  other  sections  of 
the  country,  my  own  included,  are  in  no  small  degree  dependent 
upon  the  availability  of  those  facilities.  If  he  understood  that, 
he  ml^t  better  an;>reciate  the  position  we  are  in. 
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Mr.  WAGNER.  I  do,  bvt  (be  answer  tbat  I  hmt^  wutde  am- 
end timea  to  the  Senator  ia  that  oar  facilities  are  apiiareBt^ 
snffieient  to  meet  all  the  reqalremoita  ai  both  the  export  trade 
and  the  domestic  trade;  that  is,  oar  storage  fadlltieB  are  saffi- 
cicnt.  The  ooly  erideoce  to  the  contrary  is  the  tdegram  which 
the  Senator  has  read,  whifh  comes  from  the  owner  of  a  barge. 

Mr.  NYE.    It  is  from  the  A^isoeiatlun  of  Canal  Carriers. 

Mr  WAGNER  Their  complaint  is  that  more  grain  haa  not 
bees  shipped  apon  their  bailees  through  the  canal. 

Mr.  NTE.  And  they  explain  why.  They  explain  that  the 
eastern  termlimts  hare  been  glutted  with  Canadian  wlieat  of 
last  year's  harvest  and  there  is  no  chance  to  keep  it  moring. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Has  the  Senator  the  eomplaint  of  any  wheat 
grower  wlu>  aj^ied  for  space  In  New  York  and  was  anabie  to 
get  it? 

Mr.  NYE.  The  fannws  poll  Into  an  elevator  In  the  North- 
west with  their  loads  of  grain  and  are  being  told  that  rery 
tbiag— that  the  first  oceasion  for  the  inability  to  take  their 
grain  for  storage  is  the  glnt  that  Is  occasioned  by  the  storage 
of  sonthwestern  wheat  in  the  northwetJtem  terminals  and  the 
IntiMlity  to  move  tbat  wheat  eastward  because  ot  the  glut  of 
Canadian  jcrrain  in  the  eastern  terminals  at  Buffalo,  New  York, 
Philadelphia,  and  Baltimore. 

Mr.  WAGNEB.  Has  the  Senator  any  statistics  to  establish 
that  northwestern  wheat  gets  into  the  Buffalo  storage  ware- 
hoiu«s  or  the  New  York  atorape  warehouses? 

Mr.  NTE.  We  know  that  this  year  if  the  space  had  been 
arailable  a  great  deal  of  wheat — not  necessarily  northwestern 
wheat,  but  a  great  deal  of  wheat — would  have  been  shipped 
f^om  the  northwest  terminals  to  Buffalo,  wheat  that  eventually 
is  going  to  get  there. 

Mr.  WAGNER  I  made  Inquiry  of  all  that  seemed  to  have 
available  tbat  sort  of  information,  and  my  information  Is  that 
there  was  never  a  time  when  the  l)onded  storage  houses  or 
other  storage  houses  available  were  filled  to  their  maximum, 
but  that  this  difficulty  exists  In  the  territory  whidi  the  Senator 
8o  ably  i-epresents.  It  seems  to  me  his  remedy  ia  to  secure 
greater  storage  facilities. 

Mr.  NYE.  It  is.  Mr.  President,  and  we  are  all  ready  to  admit 
It ;  but  until  such  further  storage  facilities  are  available  we 
want  to  make  sure  that  those  which  we  already  have  are  going 
to  be  made  available  to  American  producers  in  prefterence  to 
the  Canadian  trade. 

Mr.  COPEIANT).     Mr.  President 

The  TICK  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senutor  from  New  York? 

Mr.  NTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  reason  why  the  situation  exists,  as 
I  understand  the  Senator,  is  because  the  storage  houses  of  the 
Northwest  are  flUed  with  wheat  from  the  Southwest?  Is  that 
correct  ? 

Mr.  NTE.    That  is  one  of  the  main  contributing  causes. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Then,  if  there  were  increased  storage  space 
in  the  Northwest  or  if  there  were  storage  space  In  the  South- 
west, the  condition  of  which  the  Senator  complains  would  not 
exist;  so,  tn  the  last  analysis,  it  Is  exactly  what  I  h^re  said 
time  and  time  again.  It  is  a  question  of  increasing  storage 
space  where  the  wheat  is  grown ;  and  unless  the  Federal  Farm 
Board  proceeds  to  provide  elevators  and  warehou.«;es  th^  will 
ftOl  to  do  their  duty,  as  I  see  it.  So  the  Senator— If  he  will 
permit  me  to  say  it — should  be  moving  heaven  and  earth  to 
increase  the  storage  houses  in  the  Northwest  and  is  the  South- 
west in  order  fhat  the  local  crop  may  be  taken  care  of  and  not 
be  proceeding  to  solve  his  temporary  proMem  by  mining  an 
indastry  tn  my  State. 

Mr.  NYE.  We  are  going  to  have  those  further  facilities,  Mr. 
President ;  bat  if  we  assume  the  attitude  at  the  Senator  from 
New  York,  what  assurance  are  we  going  to  have  that  those 
added  faciUtieB  will  be  made  available  to  the  American  rather 
than  to  the  Canadian  prodaccr  of  wheat? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield  to 
nie  further? 

Mr.  NYB.    I  yield  to  tte  Senator. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  would  Join  with  the  Senator  in  the 
method  be  has  suggested  U  a  sitimtion  should  develop  or 
promistxl  to  develop  which  would  prevent  taking  care  of  oar 
own  wheat  in  aoy  other  way ;  but  I  am  unwilliag  to  liave  loi^- 
established  industries,  such  as  the  milling  aad  export  indna- 
tries  of  my  State,  and  the  barge  canal  of  my  State,  damaged 
aad  perhaps  rained  in  order  to  accomplish  for  the  time  being 
relief  for  a  section  which  ought  to  have  permanent  reUef  by  the 
building  of  ample  storage  space. 

Mr.^TYE.  Sorely  the  Senator  appreciates  the  fact  that  the 
bcttar  Bsmrketiag  sitaatioo  which  seems  to  prevail  In  Canada 
BOW  ia  In  no  staall  way  attributable  to  the  fact  that  Canada 
baa  more  ample  storage  facilities  than  we  have  down  here? 


Mrl  COPELAND.  Yes ;  I  think  the  Canadian  wheat  pool  bas 
been  rery  active,  and  I  thiak  they  have  shown  better  ^judgment. 
They  also  have  two  other  things  to  help  them,  if  I  may  say  so 
to  tlx  f  Senator.  In  the  first  place,  they  have  a  cheaper  export 
railrc  Kd  rate,  and  in  the  next  place  "  blood  is  thicker  than 
watei ."  The  English  will  buy  from  Canadians  before  they  will 
boy  from  us. 
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NYE.    And  they  liave  a  better  grading  system.     Let  us 


COPELAND.     I  will  Join  the  Senator  In  the  statement 


NTE,     But,  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  from  New 
understand  that  the  Canadians  are  making  available  to 


the  Doited  States  any  material  amoimt  of  storage  facilities? 

Mr.  COPEILANT).  All  I  know  is  what  the  junior  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  WHEixEa]  said  the  other  day.  He  stated 
that  here  was  a  stream  of  wagons  going  acros.s  the  Canadian 
line  jrom  Montana  into  Canadian  territory.  I  do  not  luiuw 
what  became  of  the  wheat  they  carried. 

Mr.  NYE.  We  know  what  became  of  the  wheat,  but  cer- 
talxxlj  we  must  appreciate  that  Canada  in  affordiitg.  as  it  has, 
amplt— I  say  "ample";  I  will  correct  that  and  .say  nearly 
ample -HStorage  facilities  for  Canadian  wheat  lias  provided  a 
bettei  market  for  the  Canadian  farmer. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Absolutely. 

Mr.  NTE.  A  better  price  prevails  in  Canada,  whereas  down 
here  n  our  own  "good  old  C.  S.  A.,"  whatever  facilities  are 
avaih  ble  we  are  turning  over,  in  large  measure,  to  be  utilized 
by  th  >se  who  are  buying  and  dealing  in  Canadian  grain  and 
storin  {  it  for  one,  two,  and  tliree  years  if  they  will.  They  are 
storir  ?  Canadian  grain  in  this  space  that  is  so  essential  to  our 
welfa:  e  here  in  America. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Now,  in  the  interest  of  fairness.  If  the 
Senatir  will  yield  to  rae 


VICE    PRESIDENT.      Does    the    Senator   from    North 


Dako  a  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York  ? 


NYE.    Yes. 

COPELAND.  This  Is  not  a  ne\v  thing;  It  is  not  some- 
that  has  not  been  occurring  right  alonpr.  It  is  just  be- 
of  the  8tre.ss  and  strain  and  pres.sure  placed  upon  the 
farmers  of  the  West,  tbat  the  sitnatlon  has  become  more 
and  It  has  become  more  apparent  that  there  Is  a  problem; 
but,  8*)  far  as  this  particular  element  is  concerned.  It  Is  not  new. 
Exaci  ly  the  same  storage  facilities  and  the  same  storage  con- 
dition b  have  existed  and  have  been  used  year  after  year.  We 
are  rot  dealing  with  a  new  problem;  we  are  not  receiving 
American  wheat;  we  just  simply  have  greater  demand  in 
our  own  country  for  storage  space;  and  I  will  join  with  the 
Senatjor,  as  I  always  have,  in  seeldng  to  provide  that  siwce  in 
that  the  "good  old  U.  S.  A."— to  quote  the  language  of 
the  Senator — may  prosper  as  it  has  not  done. 

Mr.  NYE.     Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment  may  prevail. 
Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  Presiclent,  I  move  to  amend  tfie  amend- 
ment 3y  fixing  the  time  limit  at  18  months  in.stead  of  6  months 
Th*  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Yorlj  [.Mr.  Cope- 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 

EDGE.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
VICE  PRI^IDENT.    The  absence  of  a  quorum  being 
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suggerted,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Th<   Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  S^iatora 
answ^d  to  their  names; 

-Vllfn 
.4»tmr^ 
Darkle  r 


BiBtctaia 

Klack 

BlaFne 

Kl«>«8« 

Borah 
Brattoli 
Brock 
BrookUart 
Broasi  ud 
CappK.'! 
Conna]  fy 
Copets  id 
Co«x<>ii » 
Cuttioi ; 
Dale 

DID 

Edge 

Fen 

The 


FVtphpr 

Frari«>r 

G«orsre 

Uiii*>tt 

GIOM 

Glpnn 

6off 

Goldsborough 

(iouid 

Grr^ne 

Male 

tiarria 

lianiaon 

Hastinsn 

Hatflpid 

HawBfl 

Haydeo 

Hebert 

HefliB 

J<MKa 

Ke&u 

Kpndrlck 


K«yes 

Kins; 

Iji  Foll«>tte 

MvKf^iiar 

Mt-yaster 
Mi'Nnry 

Murii  9 

Norlh'ck 

Norrfs 

Nye 

Oddi« 

Overman 

Pattoi-gon 

Phtpps 

Plttman 
Ranadell 
Rp«^ 

Itol>insoa,  Ark. 
Uobinsuo,  lud. 
Sackett 


Shpppard 
Short -ictge 
Siainuoa 

8llM>Ot 

Sttiwer 
Stpphons 
Swan  son 
TiMMuaa.  Idaho 
Tbornae,  Okla. 

ToWDRTd 

Traumcll 

TyiMaK" 

Vaad»'iiberg 

Wakita.  MaM. 

Wwrren 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheffer 


VICE   PRESIDENT.    Eighty-five   Senators  having  an- 
swereA  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Tork  to  amend  my  amenilnient  by  providing  a  limitation 
of  IS  nontha  rather  than  6  months,  as  is  provided  In  my  amend- 
ment, would.  If  adopted,  kffl  the  utility  and  purpose  of  the 
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amendment.  If  the  period  withlu  which  storage  may  be  allowed 
should  be  extended  to  10  months  or  11  months  or  12  months  the 
whole  purpose  of  the  amendment  would  be  destroyed.  I  hope 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  will  not  prevail, 
but  in  the  event  of  its  defeat  I  would  not  hesitate  to  vote  for 
and  would  not  discourage  a  proposal  to  e.\tend  from  6  months 
to  9  months  the  time  within  which  grain  may  be  held  in  bonded 
warehouses. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  particularly  anxious  to 
have  the  attention  of  the  Senators  from  New  York.  I  listened 
to  their  objections  to  this  amendment,  and  I  am  in  sympathy 
with  the  principle  that  they  seek  to  Invoke  here ;  but  when  they 
go  so  far  as  to  insist  that  the  amendm«it  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  shall  be  modified  to  an  extent  that  I  think  quite 
obviously  would  make  it  absolutely  ineffective  and  useless,  it 
Beems  to  me  they  are  going  further  than  necessary  to  protect 
the  business  tbat  this  amendment  would  affect  In  their  State. 

I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  true  or  not ;  I  am  taking  the  word 
of  experts;  but  we  found  this  condition  existing  in  the  wheat 
market : 

Tile  Senator  from  North  Dakota  read  a  letter  here,  in  the 
prior  debate  on  the  milling-in-bond  proposition,  in  which  it  was 
shown  that  an  American  farmer  had  taken  a  sample  of  wheat 
to  two  or  three  dealers  on  the  American  side  and  two  or  three 
dealers  on  the  Canadian  side  of  the  line.  He  had  produced  his 
wheat  on  land  that  was  adjacent  to  any  of  these  markets.  Wo 
all  remember  what  the  result  was.  He  gave  us  the  bids  that 
were  made  by  the  dealers  on  both  sides  of  the  line ;  and  there 
was  such  a  big  difference,  the  Canadian  bid  was  so  much  higher 
than  the  American  bid  that  this  farmer  was  enabled  to  take 
across  the  line  the  whe«t  which  he  had  raised  in  the  United 
States,  sell  it  in  Canada,  pay  a  tariff  of  12  cents  a  bushel,  and 
make  a  net  profit  on  the  transaction  of  somewhere  in  the  neigh- 
bo  rhotnl  of  20  cent*!. 

Mr.  NYE.     Twenty-two  cents. 

Mr.  NORHIS.  Twenty -two  cents,  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  tells  me. 

Sometimes  when  we  talk  about  the  price  of  wheat  being 
higher  on  this  side  or  on  that  side,  we  are  met  with  the  argu- 
ment, "  Oh.  it  is  a  different  kind  of  wheat.  The  grading  of 
wheat  is  different,  and  you  can  not  compare  them."  That  argu- 
ment can  not  be  made  in  this  case.  Here  is  a  concrete  illus- 
tration demonstrating  that  in  the  case  of  the  same  wheat  bids 
made  on  a  sample  on  the  Canadian  side  were  al>out,  in  round 
numl)ers.  .30  cents  higher  than  on  the  .\merican  side. 

Mr.  IX^PELAND.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     Let  me  finish  this,  please. 
Mr.  COPEI^ND.     I  ju.st  want  to  ask  a  question. 
Mr.   NORRIS.     I  will  yield   to  the  Senator,  but  I  want  to 
finish  this  argument     I  noticed  when  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  was  making  his  argument  that  he  was  continually  in- 
terrupted :  and  he  never  got  tlin>ugh  with  one  argument  before 
he  got  to  di.scusNing  another  one,  on  account  of  the  int^rupticms. 
Mr.  COPELAND.     I  apologize  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  NORRIS.     The  Senator  neetl  not  apologize.     I  shall  be 
glad  to  yield  to  him  when  I  finish  this  argument 

What  accounts  for  that  difference?  That  is  the  proposition. 
In  the  first  place,  I  think  it  is  ctmceded  that  freight  rates 
are  lower  over  on  the  Canadian  side  than  they  are  on  the 
American  side:  but  that  does  not  account  for  air  of  the  dif- 
ference. That  is  conc-eded  al.so.  The  difference  in  freight  rates, 
depending  uiK)n  the  distance  from  the  market,  varies  from  a  few 
cents  to  as  high  as  10  or  12  (ents. 
Mr.  NYE.     As  high  as  25  cents. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  says  as  high  as  25  cents  some- 
times. Now,  there  must  be  something  eise.  I  am  going  to  give 
you  the  reason  given  by  American  experts.  I  did  not  know  what 
it  was :  but  recently,  when  we  commenced  to  Investigate.  I 
could  see  at  once  that  the  difference  in  freight  did  not  account 
for  all  of  it.  They  tell  us  that  the  difference  is  on  account  of 
the  storage  «-apacity,  elevator  ro^uu.  in  the  United  States  being 
all  taken  up.  so  that  the  American  producer  was  comiwlled  to 
sell  his  wheat  on  a  cash  basis.  He  was  at  the  mercy  of  the 
wheat  dealer,  and  had  to  take  his  price.  Wlxether  that  con- 
dition was  brought  about  by  manipulation  or  whether  it  came 
al)out  innocently,  it  is  there,  and  the  American  producer  of 
wheat  suffers  on  account  of  it  , 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  seeks  to  relieve  that  situa- 
tion by  this  amendment  If  the  exi>erts  are  right,  his  amend- 
ment, if  enacted  into  law,  will  reliev*-  the  situation,  excepting, 
of  c<iurse.  as  to  difference  «»f  freight.  That  difference  will  still 
exist ;  but  it  would  not  be.  on  an  average,  more  than  a  third  of 
what  the  difference  is  now. 


EvldMitly,  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senators  frtMn  New  York,  if  we 
are  to  get  any  relief  from  that  condition,  the  right  of  storage 
must  be  less  than  a  year.  At  least.  It  must  not  exceed  a  year. 
We  must  compel  one  crop  to  get  out  of  the  way  before  the  other 
one  comes  on;  so  that  an  amwidment  to  limit  the  right  of 
storage  to  18  months  will  not  give  relief. 

Now  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Yorlt,  who  desired  to 
interrupt  a  while  ago. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  is  very  kind. 
I  simply  wished  to  ask  him  where  the  farmer  lived  to  whom  he 
referred  ?  ^ 

Mr.  NORRIS.    He  lived  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     But  where  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    In  North  Dakota,  near  the  line. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Would  opening  the  storage  spaces  at 
Buffalo  help  him? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    That  is  what  our  experts  tell  us. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  say  that  all 
the  storage  space  in  the  United  States  is  taken  up  by  Canadian 
wheat? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No ;  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  and  I  have 
not  said  that. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Does  the  Senator  contend  for  a  moment 
that  releasing  storage  space  for  a  maximum  of  41,000,000 
bushels— and  the  Senator  has  talked  about  31,000,000  bushels- 
would  help  the  American  farmer  materially? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Oh,  I  think  so ;  but  let  me  call  the  Senator's 
attention  again  to  the  fact,  as  I  said  in  the  beginning,  that  I 
am  not  making  this  argument  I  am  giving  the  reasons.  There 
must  be  a  reason  for  this  condition.  I  do  not  claim,  I  did 
not  claim,  to  know.  I  am  not  giving  my  testimony.  I  am 
giving  the  Senator  the  Judgment  of  the  experts  that  we  have 
called  on  and  asked  to  explain  this  difference.  Why  is  it? 
If  that  judgment  is  not  correct  I  wish  the  Senator  from  New 
York  would  tell  us  what  the  fact  is.  If  our  experts  are  wrong, 
then,  perhaps,  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota would  not  accomplish  anything.  I  am  not  claiming  to 
icnow. 

I  confess  that  when  I  first  learned  of  this  condition  I  was 
dumbfounded.  I  could  not  understand  It  I  made  no  attempt 
to  explain  it.  I  do  not  now.  We  called  on  men  who  are  sup- 
posed to  know;  and  I  understand  that  right  now  the  new 
Farm  Board  has  been  for  some  time  engaged  in  a  very  ex- 
haustive examination  of  conditions  with  a  view  either  of  prov- 
ing or  disproving  that  statement  If  it  is  not  right,  let  us 
have  a  better  reason.  If  we  should  not  pay  any  attention  to 
these  experts,  then  I  admit  our  argument  must  fall  to  the 
ground. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Bir.  WAGNER  First,  on  the  question  of  wheat  of  comparable 
quality,  as  the  Senator  asserted,  bringing  a  higher  price  in 
Canada  than  the  American  price,  I  Imow  the  Senator  will  con- 
cede that  that  does  not  rei»esent  a  normal  situation,  because 
it  is  a  fact  which  we  can  not  avoid  that  the  Canadian  wheat, 
wherever  it  is  sold,  is  sold  at  the  world  price,  since  they  con- 
sume only  about  one-quarter  of  all  that  is  produced;  whereas 
the  American  wheat  of  comparable  type,  the  high-protein  wheat, 
brings  the  domestic  price,  because  it  is  not  on  an  exportable 
basis  In  the  United  States  at  all.  So  the  instance  which  the 
Senator  gives  must  be  an  exception  to  the  general  economic 
rule  that  prevails 

The  Senator  asks,  "What  shall  we  do?"  Does  not  the  Sena- 
tor  think  rather  than  taking  the  gamble  of  injuring  an  In- 
dustry that  it  is  not  intended  should  he  injured  by  this  am«id- 
ment  that  the  remedy  would  be  to  supply  more  storage 
facilities?  *" 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  concede  that  that  would  be  a  remedy:  but 
it  is  too  late  to  do  that  now. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  It  is  never  too  i&te  to  provide  greater 
storage  facilities. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Oh,  if  we  started  In  to  get  storage  facilities 
now  it  would  be  two  or  three  years  before  we  could  get  them 

Mr.  WAGNER.  The  Senator  spoke  of  New  York.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  records  show  that  the  northwestern  wheat 
never  reaches  either  Minneapolis  or  New  York.  It  never  gets 
to  those  markets.  The  storage  facilities  in  New  York  and 
vicinity,  the  other  cities,  amount  to  72,000.000  bushebi  capacity. 
The  maximum  of  Canadian  wheat  that  has  ever  been  stored 
there  has  l)ecn  23,000,000  bu.«<hels.  and  that  only  on  an  excep- 
tional o<-casion. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Neteaaka 
jMd  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  NORRI8.    I  do. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  ahonld  like  to  ask  if  I  correctly  mider- 
■tood  the  Senator  from  New  York  to  say  that  the  northwestern 
wheat   never  reaches  the  Minneapolis  market? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  So  I  am  informed — that  the  northwestern 
wheat  does  not  reach  the  Minneapolis  market. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  it  does  not  reach  the  Minneapolis 
market,  then  it  does  not  go  anywhere;  tliey  keep  it  on  the 
farm.    That  Is  ttie  very  place  where  it  does  go. 

Mr.  WAGNER  subseqoently  said:  Mr.  Presidoit,  I  should 
like  to  correct  a  statement  I  made  inadvertently  when  the 
Senator  from  Montana  asked  me  whether  or  not  north  western 
wbt'at  ever  got  to  Minneapolis,  and  I  said  do.  When  I  sjjoke 
of  northwestern  wheat  I  meant  Canadian  northwestern  wheat 
I  want  tlie  Rboobd  to  show  ttiat  what  I  Intended  to  refer  to 
was  Canadian  northwestern  wheat  I  think  it  is  conceded  that 
that  does  not  get  to  Minneapolis. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  If  the  northwestern  wheat  does  not  get  to 
New  York  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Saiator  where  they  get  the 
wheat  out  of  which  they  make  good  bread  in  New  Yoik  City? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     It  all  comes  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  Then  a  part  at  least  of  the  northwestern 
wheat  must  get  to  New  York. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  in  entire  sympathy  with 
the  announcement  made  by  the  Chair  that  we  ou^t  not  to 
interrupt  and  make  speeches.  I  have  not  any  objection  to 
Senators  doing  that,  but  I  do  not  tliink  that  will  Ivlng  about 
orderly  debate.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  be  Interrupted,  but 
1  hope  Senators  will  not  interrupt  me  for  speeches.  I  shall 
not  consume  very  much  of  the  Senate's  time  if  I  may  be 
allowed  to  proceed.  I  the  meantime  I  am  not  objecting  to 
interruptions,  dther,  because  I  am  just  as  anxious  as  anybody 
to  get  the  truth  of  this  matter  and  hare  the  protrifem  solred 
correctly. 

I  think  the  Senators  from  New  York  are  orersealoas  in  the 
attitude  they  have  assumed  here.  It  is  laudable  of  them,  of 
course,  to  protect  the  basinets  <^  th^r  State,  and  for  one  I  do 
not  want  to  injure  it.  If  this  amendment  were  modified,  eape> 
dally  .so  as  to  make  it  9  or  10  months,  I  do  not  beUere  we 
would  injure  the  business  of  their  State  a  partide. 

The  statistics  that  have  been  offered  here  show  that  in  Sep- 
tember of  this  year,  I  think  on  the  10th  of  September,  there 
were  something  over  22,000.000  bushels  of  Canadian  wheat 
stored  in  the  United  States,  and  that  on  the  corresponding  date 
last  year  there  were  somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  only 
3.000,000  bo»hel8  stored  in  the  United  States,  showing  that  this 
is  an  exceptional  conditi<xi  this  year.  I  think  this  vast  dis- 
parity in  price  has  never  existed  before.  The  ^planation  is 
made  by  our  experts,  as  I  said,  that  the  reason  for  it  is  on 
account  of  the  vast  amount  of  Canadian  wheat  stored  in  ^e- 
Tators  on  the  United  States  side  of  the  line;  and  the  statistics 
seem  to  bear  out  that  statement.  A  year  ago  on  that  date  in 
September  there  were  only  3,000,000  bushels  in  store  and  on 
the  same  date  in  September  of  tills  year  there  were  oyer 
2%000,000  bushels  in  store.  It  is  not  an  answer.  It  seems  to 
me,  to  say,  as  the  senior  Senator  from  New  York  showed,  that 
later  on  last  year,  up  in  December,  th»%  were  something  over 
21,000,000  bushels  in  store.  That  was  about  the  doee  of  the 
seas(MD  over  the  Lakes.  Naturally  it  would  get  up  that  high 
every  year,  probably,  at  that  time.  But  earlier  in  the  season, 
when  the  cn^  was  c<Mnlng  in,  and  when  the  American  farmers 
were  trying  to  sell  their  wheat,  when  many  of  them  were  com- 
pelled to  sell  it  they  were  confronted  with  the  proposition 
that  they  could  not  get  a  price  within  30  cents  of  the  irlce 
-'that  was  paid  over  in  Canada. 

If  this  explanation  is  wrong,  then  of  course  I  am  wrong.  I 
think  the  arguments  made  show  that  the  amendment  ought  to 
be  modified,  and  I  am  basing  my  attitude  entirely  on  the 
opinions  of  the  experts.  I  confess  I  do  not  know,  but  It  seems 
to  me  that  if  we  deny  that  opinion,  if  we  say  it  is  not  accurate, 
then  it  is  up  to  us,  if  we  can,  to  tell  the  Senate  and  the  country 
just  the  reason  tat  this  disparity. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yidd? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  latter  ptrint  is  the  one  I  wanted  to  call  to  the 
Senator's  attention.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  wants  to  be 
understood  as  saying  that  it  is  claimed  by  the  experts  that  the 
entire  disparity  is  due  to  that  fact 

Mr.  NORRIS.    No;  I  did  not  claim  that 

Mr.  DILL.  Because  a  considerable  part  of  It  Is  due  to 
fveigfat  rates. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes;  I  said  that  probably  before  the  Senator 
came  Into  the  Chamber.  A  good  part  of  it  is  doe  to  frei^t 
tatM»  I  think  It  to  ctnceded.  and  that  will  be  true  every  year; 
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hat  t  lis  other  disparity  lias  not  existed,  as  I  understand  it, 
bef <Nni    this  year. 

It  B  claimed  by  some  that  this  condition  as  to  storage  has 
been  nanipulated  by  the  grain  dealers,  and  if  it  is  true,  they 
have  'bund  it  immensely  profitable,  even  though  they  never  did 
it  bef  >re.  If  they  have  done  it  this  year  and  have  been  suc- 
cessftl,  and  have  made  the  millions  and  millions  made  ont  of 
the  Auaerican  farmer  on  account  of  the  depression  of  his  price 
on  w  teat  we  can  expect  it  every  year,  although  it  has  not 
occuned  as  a  yearly  thing  before. 

It  I  lay  be  that  it  is  jast  a  coincidence  that  this  condition  has 
come  about,  but  for  some  reason  the  storage  capacity  in  the 
Unite  1  States  has  been  utilized  this  year  more  than  in  any 
other  year.  I  presume,  without  any  doubt,  at  the  time  in  the 
season  when  the  American  crop  was  Just  getting  into  the  market. 

It  teems  to  me,  Mr.  President,  that  we  could  well  protect  the 
produ^r  of  wheat  in  thLs  country  if  the  time  were  longer  than 
six  n  onths.  If  we  could  fix  a  time  so  that  one  year's  crop 
woulc  not  be  held  over  to  affect  the  next  year's  crop,  I  think 
we  w  mid  meet  the  enrergency  as  far  as  the  producer  of  wheat 
is  coicemed,  and  it  seems  to  me  for  the  very  same  reason  we 
woulc!  be  in  no  danger  of  injuring  the  millers  and  the  dealers 
in  Bu  falo,  and  other  places  situated  as  Buffalo  is. 

It  { eems  to  me,  therefore,  that  we  ought  to  get  together  on 
this  t  ling,  and  not  injure  either  side,  and  make  the  time,  say, 
10  mo  [iths,  so  as  to  make  it  less  than  a  year. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  v'oaais],  who  Is  always  eminently  fair,  and  whose  advice 
on  mi  my  matters  I  follow,  has  made  some  statements  to-day 
which  I  think,  are  not  quite  accurate,  if  he  will  permit  me 
to  saj  so. 

The  Senator  talked  about  New  York  City  elevators  being 
gluttel  with  wheat.  Doee  the  Senator  know  what  the  total 
capac  ty  of  the  New  Ywk  City  elevators  Is? 

Mr.  NORHIS.  I  do  not  think  I  said  New  York  City ;  I  said 
New  fork.  I  was  thinking  particularly  of  Buffalo,  although  I 
do  no ;  know  where  the  elevators  are  located.  I  do  not  think  it 
makei   any  difference. 

Mr,  COPELAND.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Senator  from 
Nortl  Dakota — I  will  tran.«!fer  my  kindly  criticism  to  him — 
spoke  about  the  barge  canal,  saying  that  they  could  not  take 
our  s  uff  because  the  elevators  in  New  York  City  were  glutted. 
Is  thi  t  what  the  telegram  said? 

Mr.  NYE.     Yes. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  elevators  in  New  Ywrk  City  have  a 
toUl  »pacity  of  only  7.000,000  bushels. 

Mr.  NYE.     Seven  million  and  a  half. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Seven  million  six  hundred  thousand,  to  be 
exact. 

Mr,  NYE.  That  does  not  take  into  consideration  the  capadty 
at  Ba  itimore  and  the  capacity  at  Philadelphia. 

Mr  COPEXAND.  Oh,  no;  it  does  not;  but  in  spite  of  the 
fact  1  hat  we  have  storage  capadty  in  this  country — in  Minne- 
apolii  of  66,000,000,  in  Chicago  of  53.000,0<X),  in  Duluth  of  43,- 
000,0(0,  in  Buffalo  of  41,000,000,  in  Kansas  City  of  41.000,000, 
in  St  Louis  of  11.000,0<W,  in  New  Orleans  of  5.000,000.  in  Balti- 
more [)f  12.000,000.  in  Council  Bluffs  of  15,000.000,  in  Milwaukee 
of  11,  )00,000 — in  spite  of  that  enormous  elevator  space,  the  fact 
remai  as  that  we  have  never  had,  so  far  as  any  fltnires  I  have 
seen  ro,  in  excess  of  41.056,000  bushels  of  Canadian  wheat  in 
the  e  evators.    That  is  the  very  highest  figure. 

TlM  Senator  from  North  Dakota  said  that  at  the  present  time 
the  f  gures  showed  that  there  were  in  the  elevators  of  this 
count -y  22,000,000  bushels  of  Canadian  wiieat.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  the  high-water  mark,  as  I  find  it  was  on  the  15th  of 
Decei  iber.  1928,  when  we  had  41.000.000  bushels. 

Th<  point  I  am  trying  to  make  is  this,  that  if  we  were  to 
exclude  every  bit  of  Canadian  wheat,  if  we  were  to  put  an 
Mnbargo  on  it  and  not  permit  any  elevator  in  the  United  States 
to  store  any  Canadian  wheat,  it  would  not  help  the  farmers  of 
the  Northwest  one  lota. 

I  latncerely  brieve  that.  If  I  believed  that  by  pladng  an 
emba  go  upon  Canadian  wheat  the  wheat  farmers  of  America 
woulc  have  prosperity,  I  think  I  should  vote  for  it,  because  I 
can  n  >t  conceive  of  any  greater  blessing  that  could  come  to  my 
State  of  New  York  than  to  have  prosperity  on  the  farm,  because 
erf  th«  increased  buying  powers  of  the  farmers  themselves. 

It  irould  not  help  the  wheat  farmer  of  America,  it  would  not 
help  oae  wheat  farmer  of  North  Dakota,  or  of  Montana,  to  have 
the  elevators  in  New  York  City  pt^rmitted  to  store  only  Ameri- 
can «i^eat.  It  would  not  help  them  much,  if  any,  if  the  elevators 
in  B«  fak)  were  permitted  to  store  only  American  wheat. 

We  have  conditions  which  make  It  impossible  for  the  Ameri- 
can •%  heat  farmer  to  prosper  in  competition  with  Canada.    We 
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the  figures  to  find  out  what  is  going  on  in  Canada  and  contrast 
conditions  there  with  c^mditions  In  the  United  States. 

Twenty  years  ngo  in  Canada  8,000.000  acres  were  planted  to 
wheat.  ToKlay  25,000,aX)  acn^s  in  Canada  are  planted  to  wheat 
Three  times  a.s  much  acreage  in  Canada  is  planted  to  wheat 
to-day  ns  wms  planted  ro  wheat  20  years  ago.  In  the  United 
States  the  acreage  planted  to  wheat  to-day  is  almost  identical 
with  wliat  It  wa.>4  20  years  ago. 

Why  can  they  do  that  in  Canada?  Becau.se,  in  the  first  place, 
with  all  due  deference  to  North  Dakota,  they  have  a  better 
soil  in  Canada,  a  richer  .soil.  Of  course,  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  will  shake  his  head  at  that.  The  Canadian  .soil  Is  virgin 
soil.  I  can  remember  my  boyhood  on  the  farm,  when  we  could 
raise  40  or  50  bushels  of  wheat  to  the  acre  in  a  favorable  year. 
You  can  nf»t  do  it  to-day.  You  can  not  get  over  20  or  25  in  the 
best  of  years.  The  soil  has  run  out.  The  soil  of  Canada  is 
rich,  virgin  soil,  and  there  is  unlimited  acreage  yet  undeveloped. 

In  the  ne.vt  place,  labor  costs  in  Canada  are  less.  On  my 
farm  to-day  I  pay  $3.30  for  day  labor.  I  do  not  suppose  those 
conditions  prevail  in  the  West  but  when  you  contrast  labor 
wages  in  the  United  States  with  those  in  Canada,  you  find  at 
once  that  the  Canadian  has  an  advantage  over  the  American 
farmer. 

Then,  further,  the  fact  that  you  can  take  Canadian  wheat 
from  the  Canadian  northwest  to  the  lake  head  for  18  cents  less 
than  American  wheat  can  be  taken  Is  a  factor,  and  then,  as  has 
been  brought  out  by  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  the  grain 
grading  In  the  United  States  Is  working  against  the  American 
farmer. 

The  problem  of  the  American  wheat  grower  is  not  going  to 
be  solved  by  c!o«ing  tlie  doors  of  the  elevators  of  New  York 
State  to  the  admi.sslon  of  Canadian  wheat. 

Once  in  a  while  you  come  and  beg  me  to  do  something  for 
you.  Once  In  a  while  you  come  ar(»und  to  see  how  I  am  going 
to  vote  on  a  farm  bill.  That  is  a  thing  which  ou^t  to  work 
both  ways.  If  I  could  help  you  by  voting  against  the  dtlzens 
of  my  State  in  this  matter,  if  I  could  materially  help  the  wheat 
farmer,  I  would  be  glad  to  do  it  But  I  am  not  going  to  help 
you  by  voting  tliat  way,  nor  are  you  going  to  help  the  wheat 
fanner  by  putting  a  bludgeon  on  the  head  of  the  wheat  Industry 
of  the  State  of  New  York  and  of  the  Atlantic  seaboard. 

I  plead  with  Senator.s  not  to  adopt  this  amendment.  I  can 
see  how  It  might  be  modified,  how  the  time  might  be  shortened, 
tt  is  possible  that  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska to  make  the  time  10  months  Is  not  so  bad.  The  time 
when  the  crowding  of  the  American  elevators  with  Canadian 
wheat  begins  Is  about  the  1st  of  December.  The  time  when 
there  Is  the  minimum  amount  of  wheat  In  the  American  ele- 
vators is  about  the  middle  of  September.  10  months  later.  After 
all,  there  are  sometimes  abnormal  condition.<4.  There  might  be 
a  year  when  it  would  be  very  important,  indeed,  for  the  farmers 
not  to  export  their  wheat  by  reason  of  an  excessive  crop  in  Chile, 
or  In  the  Balkans,  or  In  Russia,  or  somewhere  else ;  for  instance, 
this  year  there  Is  a  tremendous  crop  of  wheat  in  France.  We  do 
not  think  about  France  as  a  wheat  country,  but  they  have  an 
enormous  crop  there  this  year.  There  might  come  a  time  when 
it  might  not  be  possible  for  the  wheat  dealers  of  my  State  or  of 
the  Atlantic  seaboard  profitably  or  wisely  to  export  the  wheat 
which  they  have  In  bond.  It  might  be  necessary  to  c*arry  It  over. 
They  ought  to  have  the  same  opportunity  and  the  same  advan- 
tage of  storage  that  is  being  asked  for  the  other  American  wheat 
grower.     This  is  another  Industry  that  needs  to  be  protected. 

Therefore  1  think  I  ought  to  plead  with  Senators.  I  will  go 
to  the  point  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Utah,  who  is  some- 
times right  in  these  matters,  and  probably  is  this  time,  and  I  will 
say  a  year ;  but  let  us  not  make  it  shorter. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President  in  order  to  get  the  storage 
room  for  next  year's  crop.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  time  should 
not  be  extended  longer  than  nine  months.  As  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  C<h>ii.and]  has  Just  stated,  the  time  when  the 
wlieat  gets  to  the  ejistern  terminals,  like  Buffalo,  is  about  the 
Ist  of  December.  The  time  when  the  new  crop  begins  to  come 
on  from  the  Northwest  is  the  Ist  of  September.  The  Senator 
misspoke  himself  in  saying  that  it  was  10  months.  It  is  9 
months  Instead  of  10  from  the  1st  of  December  to  the  1st  of 
8eptemi>er. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Watebman  in  the  chair) 
Does  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  frcun 
New  York? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  think  I  said  the  1st  of  November,  did 
I  not? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Possibly  so.  The  argument  that  is  used  that 
the  20.000.000  or  30,000.000  bushels  of  storage  room  in  the  east- 
ern tarminals  would  make  no  dlilerenoe  to  the  grain  market  of 


the  Northwest  is  rather  erroneous.  When  the  ilrst  r^iorts  came 
to  me  that  there  was  trouble  in  getting  storage  room  in  the  local 
elevators  for  the  farmers'  wheat  in  North  Dakota  I  took  it  up 
with  the  division  of  grain  futures  in  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture. Their  excuse  was  that  the  storage  capacity  had  been 
taken  up  in  Minneapolis  and  Duluth. 

When  the  members  of  the  Farm  Board  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  for  the  consideration  of 
their  nominations  by  that  committee  we  asked  tliem  why  they 
did  not  take  the  surplus  wheat  off  the  market.  They  said  that 
they  could  not  buy  It  and  take  it  off  the  market  because  there 
was  no  place  to  put  it  If  there  had  been  available  storage 
room  in  Buffalo  or  New  York  City  or  elsewhere  in  the  East 
there  would  have  been  a  place  to  put  that  surplus  wheat,  but  the 
storage  capadty  was  filled  up. 

It  seems  to  me  that  nine  months'  time  would  give  the  storage 
c<Hnpany  or  anyone  who  has  wheat  stored  there  ample  oK>or- 
tunity  to  ship  out  tlieir  wheat  I  believe  that  the  present  fall 
is  the  first  time  It  has  ever  haw»ened  that  there  has  been  a 
great  amotmt  of  Canadian  wheat  carried  over  in  the  American 
storage  terminals,  and  probably  It  may  not  hai^ien  again  for  a 
long  dme.  But  we  want  to  try  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  the 
situation  which  we  have  this  fall  by  limiting  that  storage 
period  to  not  exceeding  nine  months  instead  of  three  years,  as 
it  is  now. 

I  wish  that  the  Senator  from  New  York  would  withdraw  his 
amendment  and  accept  the  amendment  of  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Nye]  making  it  nine  nionth.s  instead  of  three  years. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  upon  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copb- 
LANn]  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Ntt]. 
The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  now  upon  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  Inquire  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York  if  he  would  accept  an  amendment  mak- 
ing the  limit  nine  months? 

Mr.    COPELANT).     How  long   would   it    take   to    move    the 
wheat?    When  Is  the  wheat  brought  in? 
Mr,  NYE.     Our  domestic  wheat? 
Mr.  COPELAND.     Yes. 

Mr.  NYE.  The  winter  wTieat  starts  in  from  the  southwestern 
States  \XL  July  and  August  the  northw«>stem  wheat  about  the 
1st  of  September. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  can  not  speak  for  anybody  but  myself, 
but  I  do  not  think  I  misspoke  myself  when  I  mentioned  the 
figures  previously.     The  elevators  begin  to  be  crowded  or  the 
demand  begins  to  be  made  upon  them  about  the  1st  of  No- 
vember.    It   really  comes  earlier;   it   is  about   the  middle   of 
October.    They  are  not  emptied  until  the  1st  of  the  following 
September,  so  it  is  10  months  between  the  first  large  demand 
upon    the   elevators    and    the    time   when    they   get    to    their 
minimum. 
Mr.  FRAZIER.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yidd? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 
Mr.  COPELAND.    Certainly. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  want  to  state  that  the  shipments  on  the 
Great  Lakes  continue  until  about  the  1st  of  December. 

Mr,  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  I  move  to  amend  by  mak- 
ing the  time  10  mcmths  Instead  of  9  months.  That  gives  two 
months,  from  the  last  of  August  until  November  1,  for  the 
admission  of  the  grain. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr,  President,  it  sfems  to  me  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  has  iH*oposed  a  fair  compromise.  So  far 
as  I  am  concerned  I  think  we  ought  to  accept  the  comprcmiiae 
proposal. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  Is  on  the  amrad- 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Ncwth  Dakota. 
The  amendmMit  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  the  same 
amendment  to  the  amendment  will  be  considered  as  having  been 
adopted  to  each  of  the  remaining  amendments  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota,  and  the  amendments  as  amended  will  be 
agreed  to  en  bloa    The  Chair  hears  no  objection,  and  it  is  so 
ordered.    The  next  amendment  wl^i  be  stated. 

The  Chiet  Clekk.  The  next  amendment  Is  by  Vb»  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  in  section  641. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    Mr,  Presidmt  there  is  one  other  amendment 

before  we  reach  that  one.    There  is  an  amendment  proposed  by 

the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Bixasb]  on  page  466^ 

line  16. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICES.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 
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The  Cr:TBr  CLbk.    The  Senator  from  Sontb  CaroUna  [Mr. 

Blilvsi:]  propows  the  following  amendment 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President,  I  think  we  had  better  bare 
a  qaomm  before  the  amendment  ia  stated.    I  suggest  the  ah- 
aence  of  a  qoornm. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  poR 
The  Chief  Oerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  foUowing  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Kendrlck 

Keyea 

King 

La  Foilette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

IfcNary 

Metcalf 

Muses 

Norbecfc 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddle 

Orenaaa 

Patterson 

Pbipps 

Pine 

Plttman 

Ransclell 

Reed 

Roiiinsoa,  Ark. 

Robiiiston,  lod. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino] 
is  nec-esnarily  detained  on  official  business  at  the  Department 
of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  8CHALL.  I  wish  to  annonnee  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
ShipsteadI  Is  absent  because  of  illness.  I  ask  that  this  an- 
nouncement may  stand  for  the  day. 

Tile  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eiglity-seven  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  namesw  A  quorum  is  present.  The  next  amend- 
ment will  be  stated. 

Tiie  (*HiEK  Clhik.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Bi.e-vse]  proposes  the  following  amendment: 

On  page  456,  line  16.  Insert  the  following  additional  paragraph  to 
aeetion  5U5 : 

"(c>  And  for  the  purposes  of  this  act  all  smoking  opium  and  other 
narcotic  druKS  denonnwd  by  the  Harrison  Narcotic  Act  and  other  stat- 
utes of  the  United  States  not  possessed  by  a  person,  partnership,  or 
corporation  retri^tered  aad  lawfully  authorized  to  possess  the  same  in 
conformity  with  said  act  shall  be  considered  excisable  merchandise  upon 
which  the  duties  have  not  been  paid,  or  which  has  been  brought  into 
tbe  United  States  contrary  to  law." 

Mr.  SiI(X)T.  Mr.  ITosident,  I  notice  on  this  subject  the  fol- 
lowing provision  in  existing  law : 

If  any  person  fraudulently  or  knowingly  Imports  or  brings  any  nar- 
cotic drug  Into  the  United  States  or  any  territory  under  its  control  or 
Jurisdiction,  contrary  to  law,  or  assists  In  so  doing,  or  receires,  conceals, 
tmys,  sells,  or  in  any  manner  facilitates  the  transportation,  conceal- 
ment, or  sale  of  any  such  narcotic  drug  after  being  imported  or  brought 
In,  knowing  the  same  to  have  been  Imported  contrary  to  law,  such  per- 
son shall  upon  conviction  be  fined  not  more  than  |5,000  and  imprisoned 
(or  not  more  than  10  years. 

Then  a  subsequent  act  upon  the  same  question  provides : 

Presamptlon  and  harden  of  proof  as  to  importation  of  smoUng  optom. 
Ail  smoking  opium  or  opium  prepared  for  smoking  found  within  the 
Uatted  States  shall  be  presamed  to  have  been  imported  contrary  to  law, 
aad  the  harden  of  proof  shall  be  on  the  claimant  or  the  accused  to  rebut 
•iK-h  presumption. 

Mr.  President,  my  opinion  is  tliat  the  amendment  is  virtually 
the  same  as  existing  law.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Blease]  thinks  perhaps  there  may  be  some  difference  In 
the  construction  of  the  law,  and  he  advl.*?es  me  that  the  depart- 
ment itaelf  pretiared  the  amendment  I  have  no  objection  to 
accepting  the  amendment,  with  the  understanding  ttrnt  if,  after 
a  thnT\>ugh  examination.  It  proves  to  be  the  same  as  existing 
law,  I  shall  notify  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  and  then 
In  conference  yield  the  p<rtnt. 

Mr.  BLEASE.    That  is  perfectly  satisfactory,  Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carc^na. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.  The  next  ameodment  on  the  desk  la 
an  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maasachuaetts 
IMr.  WM.8H1,  which  wUl  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Qumx..  In  section  642,  on  page  476,  It  la  iiropoaed 
br  the  Senator  from  Massachnsetta  to  strike  out  lines  6  to  19. 
ladnBiTe,  and  to  inacvt  the  following : 

<a)  Vka  ITaltad  Itataa  Tariff  CoKmlasion  ts  hereby  directed  to  make 
•  atody  and  lavestigattoa  of  the  methods  or  bases  of  valuation  of  te- 
deaUBt  vltk  tb«  aohject,  trst,  la  Its  brMd  aa»ect 
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tta«  desiraMUty  and  feasibility  of  change  from  the  general 

of  ascertaining   the  dutiable   value  of   imported   merchandlae   aa 

Ine   In   the   country   of   its   production    to    the    general   plan    of 

the  dutiable  valne  of  Imported  merchandise  as  the  value 

United  States,  the  country  of  its  distribution ;  and,  second.  In 

aspects  of  Its  detailw.  namely,   the  existing  customs  practice,    the 

difficulties  met   with    (either   through  limitations   of  the  stat- 

jr   otherwise),   and    the    Indicated    remedies,    with    respect    to    the 

bases  of  valuation  as  enumerated  and  defined  in  the  different 

of  section  402  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  together  »lth  the 

definition   of  the  application   of  this   basis   of   valuation 

American  selling  price  "  basis)  to  conl-tar  products  in  paragraphs 

28  of  Title  I  of  the  tariff  act  of  1022. 

dealing  with  the  detailed  aspect  of  the  subject  of  the  investlga- 

conslderation  shall  be  given  In  particular  to  the  theor«>t1cal  ad- 

s  and  disadvantages,   and   probable   results  In   practice,   of  that 

method    of    ascertaining   dutLible    value    which    is    defined    in 

340  of  this  act.  together  with  like  information  with   respect  to 

(^ther  method  or  methods  for  finding;  dutiable  value,   including  any 

of  valuation  with  respect  to  which   the  definition  of  the  tariff 

1922  Is  changed  in  this  act. 

eommisBlnn  shall  submit  to  the  Congress,  at  the  earliest  practl- 
date  consistent  with  reasonable  thoroughness,  a   report  upon  the 
of   this   study    and    Investipation,    together    with    such    recom- 
for  legislation  as  the  commission  deems  advisable,  including 
'ormalap  as  the  commission   may   propose  for  adjusting  the  rates 
imposed  by  this  act  to  conform  to  any  change  in  the  ba^iis  or 
of  valuation  It  may  recommend.     There  are  hereby  authorised  to 
P  iropriated  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out   the  pro- 
of this  subdivision  of  this  section. 

The  Treasury  Department  Is  hereby  requested  to  make  an  Investi- 

of  the  facts  with  respect  to  undrrvalnation,  attempted  or  con- 

,  occurring  under  the  provisions  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  since 

of  its  enactment,  and  to  organise  a  statement  of  such  facts, 

with  critical  comment.      It   is  further  requested  that   :n   such 

on  of  facts  respecting  undervaluation  there  shall  be  brought 

e  relative   significance   of   the   cases   of   undervaluation    of  every 

as    compared    with    the    total    numlier    of    administrative    acta    of 

of  Importations,   and   the   number  of  instances   where  under- 

was  attempted  with  the  intent  to  defraud  the  Government. 

Treasury  Department  shall  submit  to  the  Congress,  at  the  earliest 

able  date,   a   report   upon    the   results   of   this    Investigat'on,    to- 

wlth   such    recommendations    for    legislation    a-s   the   deportment 

advisable.     There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  such 

IS  may  be  neceasary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  subdivision 

section. 


this 

Th ;  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amenrlment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Ma-ssjichrLsetts.  Mr.  President,  the  amend- 
ment seems  to  cover  considenible  ground  but  it  is  really  a  very 
simpl?  one.  Turning  to  set-tlon  042,  which  the  Senate  voted 
to  realn.  It  will  be  seen  the  House  provided  for  an  investiga- 
tion ind  survey  to  be  Inaugurated  by  the  President,  as  follows: 

The  President  Is  requested  (1)  to  cause  a  survey  to  be  made,  by 
such  ngency  or  agencies  as  he  may  designate  or  appoint,  of  bases  for 
the  vi.Iuation  of  Imported  merchandise  for  the  as.se8.>--ment  of  customs 
duties  particularly  with  a  view  to  determining  the  extent  to  which 
valuei  in  the  United  States  may  properly  be  used  as  a  basis  for  th* 
asitessinpnt  of  customs  duties;  and  (2)  to  submit  to  the  Congress,  at 
the  eirtiest  practicable  date,  a  report  thereon,  with  such  recommenda- 
tions  for  legislation  as  he  may  deem  advisable. 


is   to   be  noted   that   the   House   provision   restricts   and 
narrxws  the  investigation   which   is   to  be  made   l>y  direction 
of  th^  President     It  practically  limits  the  investigation  to  an 
into  domestic  valuation  as  a  ba.sis  of  future  valuation 
levying  of  duties.     My  amendment,  briefly  stated,  pro- 
for  an   investigation   into   the   entire  field   of  valuation, 
the  amendment  an  investigation  is  to  be  conducted  by 
a  riff  C<»nmission  Into  the  present  methods  of  valuation 
d^ermine  in  what  resiiect  they  have  l)een  deficient,  and  In 
mannw  they  have  failed  to  function  to  the  best  interests 
country.     I  propose  tliat  the  investigation  into  the  field 
vdluation  be  conducted  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  which  Is, 
ourses,   more  familiar   with   every   pha.««   of   valuation    in 
connection  with  imports  than  is  any  other  Government  depart- 
ment 

Dcrinff  the  debate  there  has  been  much  said  about  under- 
vahn  tion,  and  one  of  the  princlp^d  arguments  which  has  been 
advanced  for  substituting  an  entirely  new  l>asis  of  valuation, 
nam<  ly,  domestic  value,  ha.s  been  that  there  is  under  the  pres- 
ent iaw  a  good  deal  of  undervaluation  of  imported  articles. 
So  lay  amendment  provides  that  the  Treasury  Department 
shall  make  an  investigation  into  the  extent  of  undervaluation 
and  diall  report  to  Congress.  I  ask  that  the  Treasury  Depart- 
nieo4  and»take  that  iuTestlgation.  because  it  has  all  the  ma«' 
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cAinery  and  all  the  Information  at  Its  command.  If  any  com- 
mission were  Instructed  or  authorized  to  make  such  an  Inves- 
tlgntion.  It  would  have  immediately  to  turn  to  the  Treasury 
Dejiartment  in  order  to  secure  the  information. 

So,  briefly  stated,  my  amendment  proposes  striking  out  the 
House  provision  which  we  have  already  voted  to  retain  In  the 
Dill  and  substituting  an  investigation  to  be  made  by  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission  and  a  report  within  two  vears  on 
the  whole  field  of  valuation,  wherein  the  pres«it  method  of 
valuation  has  been  Inadequate,  and  what,  if  anything,  ought 
to  be  substituted  for  it;  and,  second,  an  Inquiry  into  the 
question  of  undervaluation. 

The  Senate  will  recall  that  an  amendment  recommended  by 
the  Finance  Committee  has  already  been  adopted  in  an  earlier 
paragraph  providing  for  the  Tariff  Commission  to  report  to  the 
Senate  in  two  years  rates  based  upon  a  new  svstem  of  valua- 
tl«»n   namely,  the  "  domestic  value."    I  then  raised  the  question 
of  the  necessity  of  a  broad  and  comprehensive  Investigation  Into 
the  whole  subject  of  valuation,  because  the  amendment  which 
was  adopted  providing  for  a  new  schedule  of  rates  based  upon 
domestic  valuation  t-ould  be  based  only  upon  the  theory  that 
there  was  some  dissatisfaction  with  the  present  basis  of  valua- 
tion and  that  another  was  preferred.    Among  the  reasons  ex- 
pressed for  dissatisfaction  of  the  present  valuation  was  that 
there  had  been  some  undervaluation  of  Imports.     The  House 
provision,  which  was  restored  at  that  time,  while  providing  for 
an  Investigation,  Is  objectionable.  In  that  It  provides  for  an 
Investigation  of  the  subject  of  valuation  along  narrow  and  cir- 
cumscribed lines.     The  House  provision— section  642— <liscards 
any  study  of  experience  under  present  basis  of  valuation  and 
prorides  no  Investigation  of  the  advantages  or  disadvantages  of 
the  present  methods  of  fixing  valuation.    In  fact,  the  nature  of 
the  Investigation  to  be  made  was  outlined  in  such  a  way  as  to 
direct   it  solely  toward  securing  information   bearing  upon  a 
pro[X)sed  shift  either  to  a  reconstructed  '*  United  States  value  " 
basLs  of  valuation  or  to  a  "domestic  value"  basis,  which  was 
aomething  wholly  new.     It  seems  to  me  this  restricted  mandate 
cr>utaiued  in  the  Hoa.se  provision  would  not  afford  full  Infor- 
maUon  re^^)ecting  the  essential  features  of  the  subject  of  valua- 
tion, and  especially  tlie  facts  as  to  the  alleged  undervaluaUon. 
that  the  Congress  requires  for  its  guidance  in  establishing  any 
change  in  the  present  system  of  valuation. 

My  amendment  rewrites  secticHi  642  and  makes  the  investi- 
gation more  comprehensive  and  more  explicit. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  I*resident  I  think  the  amendment  is  con- 
aistent  with  the  action  taken  by  the  Senate  heretofore,  and  I 
have  no  objection  to  it 

The  PRESIDING   OFFICER    (Mr.   Steiwkb  in   the   chair) 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts. 
The  amendnu>Mt  was  agreed  to. 

Tl»e  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  Informed  that  the 
next  amendment  in  order  is  that  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  Bbookhabt],  which  the  clerk  wiU  state. 

The  LEGiftLATivE  CuKKK.  On  page  482,  between  lines  6  and  7, 
It  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following  as  a  new  section : 

Sec.  647^4.  Licensing  of  corporations  marketing  protected  artldea : 
(a)  Licensing:  On  and  after  90  days  from  the  date  of  approval  of  this 
act  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  corporation  or  person  engaged  in 
marketing  or  dlstrlbutlDg,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  Interstate  or  foreign 
comnserce  any  article  like  or  similar  to  or  competitive  with  any  Im- 
ported article  dutiable  under  the  provisions  of  this  act,  or  any  amend- 
atory act,  to  market  or  distribute  such  article  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  without  first  having  obtained  a  license  therefor  from  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission.  Each  applicant  for  a  license  shall  be 
enUtled  thereto  upon  filing  with  the  commission  a  statement  of  the 
capital  inveetment  of  the  corporation,  the  transactions  of  the  corpora 
tlon  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  the  gross  and  the  net  ^rnings 
of  tlie  corporation,  and  the  salaries  of  the  aianaging  officers  of  the 
corporation.  Application  for  such  licenses  shall  be  made,  and  the 
licenses  sliall  be  Issued  in  such  manner  as  the  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion shall  prescribe.  Licenses  kssued  under  the  provialona  of  this 
section  shall  contain  such  terms  and  conditions  as  tha^  commlsiilou 
shall  presTlbe  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  section,  mall  be  effec- 
tive from  the  date  specified  therein,  and  shall  continue  in  effect  until 
suspended  or  revoked.  The  commission  shall  hare  power  by  order  to 
Bospend  or  revoke  a  licenae  for  failure  to  comply  with  any  provision 
of  this  section,  or  any  role,  regulatioa.  or  order  of  the  commisi^ion 
made   thereunder. 

<b>  Reports:  Any  CMiMration  opo-atlng  under  a  license  aa  herein 
provided  shall  make  periodical  or  special  reports  to  the  Federal  Trade 
Commi8!>]on,  which  shall  show,  in  such  detail  as  the  commission  may 
require,  the  capitaJ  Investment  of  the  corporation,  the  transactions  of 
«uch  eorporation  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  the  gross  and  the 
net   earnings   of   such   corporation   for   each    calendar  year   or   portion 
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thereof,  tke  salarlos  of  all  managhig  offleera  of  the  corporation,  and 
such  other  matters  as  the  commission  may  deem  Decenary  tot  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  aeetion. 

(c)    Dividends  and  excess  profits:  Any   corporaMon  operating  under 
a  Ucense  as  herein  provided  shall  be  entitled  to  distribute  as  dlvldeiHls 
to  its  stockholders  oat  of  Its   net  earnings  for   any  calendar  year  a 
total  amount  not  exceeding  S  per  cent  of  the  capital  tnveatMent  of  the 
corporation  and   shaU  only  pay  sach  reasonable  salaries   to   managing 
oflicers   as   the   commission    shaU   approve.      The   net   earnings   of   the 
corporation    for   each    calendar    year    in    excess    of    the    toUl    amount 
herein  authoriaed   to   be  distributed  as  dividends    (hereinafter    referred 
to  as  "excess  profits")   shaU  be  paid  annually  by  the  corporation  to 
the  United  States;  excq>t  that  whenever  a  majority  of  the  directors 
of  the  corpwaUoa  is  of  opinion  that  It  Is  necessary  to  retain  all  or 
any  part  of  such  excess  profits  for  the  porpoae  of  expanding  the  boal- 
ness  of  the  corporation,  the  corporation  may  retain  such  excess  profits 
or  part  thereof  upon  the  Issnancc  to  the  United  States  of  stock  divi- 
dends in  an  amount  eqnal  to  the  amount  of  the  excess  profits  so  re- 
tained.    If  the  net  earnings  of  the  corporation   for  any  calendar  year 
are  insufllclent  to  pay  the  total  amonnt  herein  aathoriaed  to  be  dis- 
tributed as  dividends  for  that  year,   there  shall   be   pjild   to  the  cor- 
porstlon  fOr  dlstrtbatioB  as  dividends  from  any  sums  tn  the  guaranty 
fund  hereinafter  provided  for,  an  amount  equal  to  the  difference  be- 
tween auch  total  amount  and  the  amount  available  to  the  corporatloa 
for  distribution  as  dividends.     No  such  payment  out  of  tJie  guaranty 
fund  shall  be  made  unless  the  request  therefor  Is  accompanied  by  an 
order  of  the  Federal  Trade  Cnumisslon  approving  sach  payaient. 

(d)  Guaranty  fund  :  There  shall  be  established  In  the  Treasury  at 
the  United  States  a  separate  ftrad  for  eaeh  corporation  snbjeet  to  the 
provtstons  of  this  seeHon,  to  be  known  as  the  "  excess  profits  guaranty 
fund  ••  of  the  corporation.  The  excess  profits  received  by  the  United 
States  from  each  such  corporation  shall  be  paid  into  such  guaranty 
fand  until  the  amounts  so  paid  In  shall  eqoal  60  per  cent  of  the  origi- 
nal capital  Investment  of  the  corporation.  Bach  fund  shall  be  BuiiD- 
tained  for  the  purposes  provided  In  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 
Any  amounts  received  by  the  United  SUtes  from  any  such  corporation 
In  excess  of  the  amounts  required  to  be  paid  into  the  guaranty  fund 
shall  be  covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts. 

(e)  Penalty;  Any  corporation  subject  to  this  act,  or  any  ofllcer. 
director,  agent,  or  employee  thereof  that  willfully  violates  any  prol 
vision  of  this  secUon  or  any  rule  or  regulatioa  promulgated  thereunder 
shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be  fined  not  more  than  1 10,000  or 
imprisoned  for  not  more  than  five  years,  or  both. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  abewioe  ot  a 
quorum.    The  Senator  from  Iowa  is  not  In  the  Chamber 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  absence  of  a  quorum  is 
suggested.    The  derk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

Asburst 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

BrousKard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Copcland 

Cousens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Oeneen 

Dill 

SSdge 

Fess 


Fletcha 

Frailer 

George 

Gillett 

Glass 

Glena 

Goff 

Goldsborougb 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Hawps 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Johnson 

Jones 

Keaa 

Kendrlck 


Keyea 

King 

La  Foilette 

McKeUar 

McMasier 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Moses 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overmaa 

Patterson 

Phi  pus 

line 

Pittman 

Ransdell 

Beed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

koblnsou,  Ind. 

Sackett 

Schall 


Sheppard 

Sbortridge 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Steiwer 

Stephms 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thoma.s.  Okla. 

Towusend 

Trammell 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Warren 

Watennaa 

Watson 

\^Tievler 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-nine  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present  The  question  is 
on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
BaooKHAjrr]. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  as  I  stated,  this  Is  tlie 
most  radical  proposition  I  have  made  in  the  United  States 
Senate.  It  is  based  ui>on  the  theory  that  since  industries  come 
to  the  Government  and  ask  the  l>olshevik  protection  of  the 
(Jovemment  by  tariffs  and  other  legislation  of  that  kind,  there- 
fore the  Government  has  the  right  to  say  to  those  protected 
industries  what  profits  they  shall  charge  the  people  of  the 
country. 

Having  figured  out  that  the  average  wealth  induction  of  the 
United  States  is  about  5%  per  cent  a  year,  and  having  further 
figured  out  that  capital  Is  not  entitled  to  quite  all  of  the  new 
wealth  in  our  country,  I  have  provided  in  this  amendment 
that  these  protected  Indostries  that  get  tbeir  protection  from 
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tbe  Oovenun^nt  shall  turn  back  to  the  OoTemnient  all  of  their 
earnings  over  and  above  5  per  cent  net 

I  hiive  a  provision  in  the  amendnietit  that  they  can  keep  these 
earnings  in  the  business  if  they  want  to  develop  the  business, 
but  that  they  shall  declare  stock  dividends  to  the  Government 
for  these  earnings.  I  have  further  provided  that  the  Govern- 
ment shall  hold  of  these  dividends  enough,  mounting  up  to  60 
per  cent  of  the  original  investment,  to  guarantee  their  5  per 
cent  earnings.  For  instance,  if  they  should  earn  only  3  per 
cent  in  some  years,  that  would  be  made  up  out  of  this  guarantee 
or  Hurplos  fund  that  would  be  acciunulated  from  time  to  time, 
but  in  the  flnal  accounting  they  shall  get  only  the  5  per  cent. 

I  am  sorry  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Km>] 
is  not  here.  He  J<rined  the  bolsheviks  yesterday,  and  he  has 
been  talking  to  me  some  about  the  rates  that  we  insurgents  de- 
sire, and  saying  that  we  ought  to  get  together  upon  the  steel 
rates  and  some  others.  I  have  made  the  counterproposition  to 
him  that  if  be  will  accept  this  amendment  and  turn  back  into 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  the  earnings  of  the  Steel 
Tm^  ovvT  and  above  5  per  cent  I  will  not  argue  with  him  any 
further  al>out  rates.  I  am  not  particular  if  we  can  get  the 
profits  back  into  the  Treasury  for  the  people  of  the  United 
States;  and  I  have  some  hope  that  the  Senator  frcmi  Penn- 
sylvania will  ct^ntlnne  in  his  revoltirg  state  of  mind  and 
accept  this  amendment 

Therefore,  for  the  jMresent,  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the 
amendment  be  passed  over,  and  I  shall  not  urge  it  for  further 
consideration  at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
will  be  passe<i  over  without  (Nrejudlce.  The  next  amendment 
will  be  stated  by  the  cierlc 

The  LoBiSLATrvB  Clduc.  Amendment  by  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Watisman]  :  On  page  306,  strike  out  lines  17 
to  23.  Uiclusive.  and  in.sert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

8sc.  316.  Ctib«n  redproeity  treaty :  Notwithstanding  the  prorteions 
of~the  treaty  of  commereial  reciprocity  concladed  between  the  United 
States  and  tbe  Republic  of  Cuba  on  December  11,  1902,  and  the  provi- 
sions of  the  act  of  December  17,  lfH)3  (33  Stat.  L.,  Pt.  I,  p.  3),  all 
articles  of  merchandise  tbe  product  of  the  soil  or  industry  of  tbe  Be- 
public  of  Cuba  Imported  Into  the  United  States  shall  be  subject  to  tbe 
same  rates  of  duty  as  are  Imposed  by  this  act  or  any  other  tariff  law 
upon  like  articles  of  merchandise  imported  from  other  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  Sir.  President  for  the  purpose  of  perfect- 
ing the  proposal  already  made  I  send  to  the  desk  a  modifica- 
tion, and  ask  attention  to  it  as  read  at  the  dessk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  modification  will  be  read. 

The  Leoislattvk  C^jekk.  Add  to  the  amendment  already  read 
the  following: 

Notice  of  the   provisions  of   ttiis   section   shall   forthwith,   open  the 

pas.«aKe  of  this  act,  Ite  officially   given   the  Bepublic  of  Cuba   by  the 

Secretary  of  State;  and  one  year  after  tbe  giving  of  said  notice  the 
provLsions  of  this  section  shall  be  put  into  effect. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  propose  to  ask 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  for  any  great  length  of  time  upon 
this  proposition.  The  proposition,  however,  is  important  as  well 
as  far-reaching.  The  proposal  is  to  abrogate  the  so-called  recip- 
rocal treaty  with  Cuba,  irto  which  engagement  we  entered  late 
In  the  year  1908.  It  is  denominated  in  various  places  the  Cuban 
reciprocity  treaty. 

In  the  first  place,  Mr.  President  it  is  not  a  treaty  at  all.  It 
has  none  of  the  sacred  charact2^>4tic8  of  a  treaty  entered  into 
in  good  faith  between  the  two  different  countries.  It  is  merely 
a  sort  oX-eonrention,  for  the  want  of  a  better  name,  which  was 
ratified  and  confirmed,  not  as  a  treaty  by  the  Senate  <^  the 
United  States  but  by  a  special  act  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

For  the  purpose  of  develoi^ng  the  idea  that  this  is  not  a 
treaty,  and  is  not  entitled  to  the  sort  of  respect  to  which  a 
treaty  is  entitled,  I  desire  to  go  back  and  call  tbe  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  a  minority  report  filed  In  the  Senate  on  the  27th 
day  of  February.  1883,  in  connection  with  the  so-called  reci- 
procity agreement  with  Hawaii. 

It  was  proposed  at  that  time  that  that  so-called  treaty  or 
cony«ition  be  set  aside.  Constitutional  questions  perraded  the 
discassion  in  the  United  States  Senate  of  these  different  conven- 
tions. The  question  arose  as  to  whether  or  not  the  President 
and  the  Senate  ot  the  United  States  could  repeal,  by  treaty,  an 
act  of  Congress  relating  to  the  raising  of  revenue.  The  question 
arose  in  connectlOD  with  tbe  adoption  of  this  engagement,  and 
was  discussed  at  length. 

The  people  of  my  State  have  been  consistently  opposed  to  ea- 
gagements  of  thia  aott,  and  particularly  this  one.  The  immortal 
geaatof  TeUer  foo^t  upon  this  floor  tor  se?eral  days  against 
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engagement  when  it  was  entered  into.     He  discussed  it  In 


connection  with  Its  constitutional  aspects,  and  he  discus.sed  It 


prophetically  in  c<mneetion   with  it.s   relation  to  the  then 


exisi  ing  conditiou.s  and  the  conditions  that  were  likely  to  be 
dove  oped  in  the  years  to  follow.  His  prophecy  has  proved 
abso  utely  accurate. 

I  I  lay  it  is  not  a  treaty,  in  the  first  place ;  and  I  advert  to  a 
mlncrity  report  in  connection  with  the  Hawaiian  treaty  signed 
by  nj  less  eminent  gentlemen  than  Justin  S.  Morrill,  Daniel  W. 
Vooihees,  and  Nelson  W.  Aldrich. 

I  :  iray  say  here  that  it  ha-s  come  to  my  ears  that  this  amend- 
men  is  highly  proper,  highly  di'slrable,  but  that  it  ought  not  to 
be  a  1  attachment  to  a.  tariff  bill.  The  whole  question  Involved 
relates  to  tariff.  It  involves  also  the  question  as  to  whether 
bills  for  tariff  or  revenue  raising  must  not  originate  in  the 
Houiie.     ThLs  jwovision  mu.*!t  necesarily  be  attached  to  a  tariff 
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The  Senate  can  not  propose  a  bill  for  this  puiT)ose, 
originate  in  the  House. 

Wfe  have  here  a  bill  relating  to  tariff  which  also,  by  its  very 
expr^  terms,  relates  to  this  so-called  Cuban  treaty ;  and  there- 
I  say,  relating  and  being  germane  to  the  provisions  of  the 
pending  bill,  it  Is  proper  to  be  attached  here,  in  order  that  the 
tarif  of  the  United  States  may  not  be  given  away  for  the 
bene  it  of  other  people.  I  say  it  is  a  bounty,  luul  I  shall  address 
mystlf  to  that  proiK)3ition  before  I  get  through. 

Tils  was  a  report  of  the  committee  ou  the  bill  or  joint  reso- 
lution then  pending,  whatever  it  may  have  bi»en,  to  terminate 
the  reciprocity  treaty  with  Hawaii.  The  three  Senators  to 
whoii  I  have  referred  agreed  with  the  general  r*'port,  which 
was  ananimous,  except  that  they  filed  a  minority  report  cover- 
ing 9  r)me  questions  that  were  involved  in  the  matter  now  under 
disci]  ssion. 

The  undersigned  agree  to  the  report  of  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mitter on  Finance,  and  for  the  following  additional  reasons  not  con- 
currei  I  in  by  other  members  of  the  committee  : 

Wlen  our  Constitution  was  framed  no  compact  t>etween  two  different 
natlojis  such  as  a  reciprocity  treaty  was  known  or  ever  exixted,  and  the 
of  the  President.  "  with  tbe  advice  aud  consent  of  tbe  Senate,  to 
treatiea,  provided  two-thirds  of  tbe  Senate  concur,"  must  be 
accepted  as  a  limitation  of  tbe  power  to  Just  what  was  then  known  and 
undeiBtood  to  be  comprehended  by  the  wordn  "to  make  treaties."  The 
Constitution  can  not  be  changed  by  any  modern  diplomatic  inventions, 
true  that  Cromwell,  in  1654.  made  a  treaty  with  Portugal,  by 
English  woolens  were  to  be  admitted  into  I'ortugal  at  a  lower 
duty  than  from  other  countries,  and  the  wlnen  of  Portugal  were 
charged,  when  brought  to  England,  with  a  less  rate  of  duty  than 
imported  from  France  or  elsewhere;  but  this,  although  a  com- 
1  treaty,  was  not  a  reciprocity  treaty,  and  Adam  Smith  conclu- 
proved  that  even  this  much-vaunted  treaty  was  disadvantageous 


Constitution   does   not   lack   harmony,   and   all   of  its   provisions 
that   It   was   never   Intended   that    the   Pn^sld^'nt    and   the   Senate 
have  even  the  initiative  in  regulating  trado  or  commerce.     That 
is  given  up  wholly  to  "  Congress  to  regulate  foreign  and  domestic 
m^rce  and  with  the  Indian  tribes  "  ;  and  the  President  can  not  call 
aid  any  foreign  power,  even  with   the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
,  to  regulate  commerce,  whether  foreign  or  domestic. 
^11  greater  inhibition  of  this  modem  shape  of  the  treaty  power  Is 
in  another  provision  of  the  Constitution,  which  provides  that — 
bills   for  raising   revenue   shall    originate    In    the    House   of   Rep- 
but  the  Senate  may  propose  or  concur  with  amendments 
other  bills." 

reciprocity  treaty  could  be  made  that  would  not  be  a  direct  in- 
of  this  provision  of  the  Constitution,  an  all  such  treaties  must 
curtail  the  boundaries  within  which  revenues  are  or  can  be 
If  such  a  treaty  could  be  made  with  one  nation,  it  would  be 
possilAe  to  make  like  treaties  with  all,  and  thus  tbe  power  of  tbe  House 
Representatives  to  originate  revenue  bills  would  be  suspended  and 
away.  It  does  not  help  the  main  question  in  the  least  to 
the  coDsent  of  an  ezlsing  House  of  Representatives  to  pass  a  law 
cohformlty  with  or  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  such  a  treaty. 
l|ower  of  the  House  to  originate  revenue  bills  Inheres  forever,  and 
House  can  exercise  that  power  so  as  to  deprive  a  succeeding 
of  any  of  its  proper  constitutional  functions. 
Agiln,  the  •*  most-favored-natlon  "  clause.  In  the  larger  part  of  our 
treatlM  with  other  nations,  is  a  perpetual  suggestion  of  the  most  serious 
compUcations  always  lying  in  wait  for  all  reciprocity  treaties.  Should 
any  of  these  nations  tender  the  same  or  equal  terms,  we  most,  of  course, 
accori  I  tbe  same  and  equal  favors,  and  any  reciprocity  treaty  might  be 
suddenly  and  wonderfully  expanded;  or  we  might  have  the  alternative 
of  a  <  onfllct  with  many  nations  with  whom  peaceful  relations  are  moat 
desin  ble. 

In  tbe  determination  of  this  question  our  experience  ought  to  have 
some  weigbt;  and  tbat  experience  shows,  in  every  Instance  wher*  a 
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reciprocity  treaty  has  been  tried,  that  Immense  American  Interests  have 
been  sacrificed.     Not  one  bas  resulted  to  our  advantage. 

When  we  came  to  pass  the  tariff  bill  approved  October  3, 1913, 
in  section  4  it  was  provided : 

(a)  Tliat  for  tbe  purpose  of  readjusting  the  present  duties  on  Im- 
portations Into  the  United  States  and  at  the  same  time  to  encourage 
the  export  trade  of  this  country,  the  President  of  the  United  States  is 
authorised  and  empowered  to  negotiate  trade  agreements  wltb  foreign 
nations  wherein  mutual  conceaalons  are  made  looking  toward  free  trade 
relations  and  fnrtber  reciprocal  expansion  of  trade  and  commerce : 
Provided,  however,  That  said  trade  agreements  l)efore  t>ecoming  oper- 
ative shall  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  for 
ratification  or  rejection. 

So  I  say,  Mr.  President,  that  the  Congress,  and  every  d^)art- 
ment  of  the  Government,  was  committed  to  the  proposition  that 
the  President  and  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  can  not 
initiate  or  pass  or  make  effective  tariff  laws.  That  rests  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.  *ills  for  that  purpose  must 
originate  in  the  lower  House.  They  must  come  to  the  Senate, 
and  there  is  no  method  by  which  we  can  treat  with  this  so-called 
treaty  with  Cuba  except  by  meeting  it  with  an  amendment,  as  I 
now  propose  to  do  in  this  particular  Instance. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  With  regard  to  the  last  statement  the  Senator 
has  made,  I  prestime  he  means  there  is  no  other  method  by 
which  the  Congress  can  deal  with  it? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  I  mean  that ;  yes.  That  is  what  was  done 
in  this  case,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator.  I  might  as  well  advert 
to  that  proposition  now. 

The  discussion  shows,  I  think,  that  the  question  not  only 
arose,  but  was  determined  at  the  time  the  so-called  Cuban 
treaty  was  taken  up. 

I  find  In  connection  with  that  the  following  inserted  bodily 
into  the  treaty  by  the  action  of  the  Senate,  as  I  understand.  At 
any  rate,  it  Is  there: 

This  convention — 

It  will  be  noticed  they  do  not  call  it  a  treaty — 

This  convention  shall  not  take  effect  until  the  same  shall  have  been 
approved  by  tbe  Congresa. 

That  is  what  was  done,  and  it  was  recognized  that  It  was 
not  a  treaty.  It  has  none  of  the  sacred  character  of  a  treaty. 
It  is  merely  a  sort  of  compact  or  agreement  between  these  two 
Governments,  passed  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and 
within  Its  terms  there  is  provision,  and  the  amendment  is  for 
the  purpose  of  following  the  provisions  of  the  convention,  so 
that  there  may  be  no  question  about  the  good  faith  on  the  part 
of  this  Government,  if  it  adopts  this  provision. 

Article  XI  provides: 

The  present  convention  shall  be  ratified  by  the  appropriate  authori- 
ties of  the  respective  countries,  and  the  ratifications  shall  foe  ex- 
changed at  Washington,  D.  C,  United  States  of  America,  as  aoon  as 
may  be  before  the  31st  day  of  January,  1903,  and  tbe  convention  shall 
go  Into  effect  on  the  tenth  day  after  the  exchange  of  ratifications,  and 
shall  continue  in  force  for  the  term  of  five  years  from  date  of  going 
Into  effect,  and  from  year  to  year  thereafter  until  the  expiration  of 
one  year  from  the  day  when  either  of  the  contracting  parties  shall 
give  notice  to  the  other  of  its  intention  to  terminate  the  same. 

There  Is  no  question  of  good  faith  about  it 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  contends  that 
the  arrangement  we  have  with  Cuba  is  a  convention  and  not 
a  treaty.  I  ask  him  whether  that  places  us  under  less  of  a 
moral  obligation  to  carry  out  the  understanding  we  have  with 
Cuba? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  The  answer  to  that  question,  I  think,  I 
have  already  given.  A  treaty  is  a  compact  entered  Into  between 
nations  relating  to  matters  other  than  commerce.  It  relates  to 
the  enfranementa  of  the  nations  among  themselves  or  between 
those  entering  Into  the  ct)ntract.  It  is  negotiated  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  and  it  is  ratified  and  confirmed,  if  at 
all,  by  two-thirds  of  the  votes  of  this  body.  The  intenentlon 
of  the  House  Is  not  called  for;  it  is  not  only  not  called  for, 
but  it  has  no  place  in  connection  with  the  making  of  a  treaty. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  pro- 
vides that  all  bills  for  raising  revenue  siiall  originate  in  the 
House.     Therefore  a   reciprocal   treaty   relating  to  commerce 


between  the  nations  can  not  exist  except  by  action  of  the  Con- 
gress itself.  This  body  and  the  President  of  the  United  States 
can  not  raise  taxes  or  determine  how  much  we  shall  pay  as 
revenue  for  bringing  goods  into  the  United  States  or  exporting 
from  tliis  country  to  other  countries.  That  Is  the  answer  to 
that  question. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Just  one  more  question.  If  I  haay  present  It. 
Does  this  offer  any  excuse  or  reason  for  an  attempt  to  modify 
the  arrangement?  The  Senator's  contention  Is  that  we  may  with 
propriety,  through  this  tariff  WIl,  by  an  amendment  change  the 
arrangement  and  modify  any  previous  understanding  we  have 
with  Cuba.    That  is  the  point  of  the  Senator's  contention. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  The  point  I  am  trying  to  make  at  the 
outset  is  that  this  convention,  or  agreement,  or  compact — what- 
ever it  may  be  called— is  a  bargain  entered  into  between  these 
two  countries,  in  which  it  is  provided  that  after  the  lapse  of 
five  years  either  Government  may  rescind  the  contract  or  agree- 
ment upon  giving  notice  of  one  year,  and  therefore  this  particu- 
lar amendment  Is  predicated  upon  the  language  of  the  compact, 
is  offered  in  good  faith,  and  if  both  Houses  of  Congress  approve 
the  amendment  and  the  President  of  the  United  States  signs  the 
bin  It  will  become  operative,  and  nobody  can  say  we  have  vio- 
lated in  any  way  the  compact,  or  any  provision  thereof,  but  have 
stood  Justly  upon  our  legal  rights.  That  is  what  I  am  trying 
to  get  at 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  perhaps  the  Senator  in  the 
earlier  part  of  his  remarks  referred  to  what  I  am  about  to  ask. 

Tills  treaty  or  ccmipact,  whatever  it  may  be  termed,  was  wi- 
tered  into  by  the  Pre^dent,  representing  the  execmtlve  depart- 
ment, and  by  the  Cuban  Government,  and  it  was  sent  to  the 
Senate  for  confirmation. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  think  that  Is  correct. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  was  confirmed.  I  know  it  was,  because 
I  was  a  Member  of  the  Senate  and  I  made  a  speech  in  behalf 
of  it. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    Yes ;  the  Senator  was  here  at  the  time. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  not  sure  as  to  what  happened  with 
reference  to  the  provision  in  the  treaty  respecting  preferential 
rates. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  ask  a  question  for 
Information;  I  am  much  intwested.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
that  the  President  sent  that  agreement  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  and  that  it  was  ratified  by  a  two-thirds  Yotel 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Yes ;  that  is  what  I  mean. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     It  was  not  ratified. 

Mr.  WATSON.  My  recollection  is  different  from  that  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  may  be  mistaken.  I  know  it  was  sent  to 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  for  ratification. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  think  that  is  true. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  it  was  discussed,  and  probably  the  very 
point  the  Senator  is  now  making  was  made  at  that  time. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    It  was. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  it  was  concluded  finally  that  before  It 
could  become  effective  it  had  to  be  ratified  by  both  branches  of 
the  Congress. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  And  the  Senate  put  In  the  clause  that  I 
read  a  few  moments  ago.  Then  everybody  backed  up,  and  the 
bill  was  Introduced  In  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  making 
effectual  this  particular  compact,  as  I  will  call  it  That  House 
bill  was  the  bill  that  was  under  discussion  when  the  Senator 
debated  the  question.  It  was  passed  by  both  Houses,  but  the 
treaty,  if  It  may  be  called  a  treaty,  was  never  ratified  as  a 
treaty  by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  My  memory  may  not  be  correct,  and  I  think 
It  probably  is  not  correct  as  to  whether  we  acted  upon  it  at 
that  time  or  not  I  think  the  Senator  probably  is  right  that  we 
did  not  act  upon  it;  but  it  came  to  the  Senate  and  the  Senate 
considered  It  as  a  treaty. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    I  think  that  is  true. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  is  probably  true  that  after  discussion  it 
was  determined  that  it  was  necessary  that  there  should  be 
concurrent  action  upon  the  part  of  the  two  Houses  and  it  waa 
never  prosecuted  to  a  final  ratification. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  The  Senate  inserted  in  the  so-called 
treaty  aa  it  came  to  it  the  provision  which  I  read.  Perhaps 
the  Senator  did  not  hear  it,  bnt  it  Is  as  follows : 

This  convention  shall  not  take  effect  until  tbe  same  shall  have  been 
approved  by  tbe  Congress. 

Then  the  House  bill  was  i>  aoduced  and  was  passed  by  both 
Houses.    That  is  the  history  )t  the  situation. 

Mr.  BLACK.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
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Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  anderstcKtd  also  that  the  conrention  itself  or 
the  bill  which  was  passed  coDtaiaed  within  its  provisions  the 
right  of  rescission  upon  one  year's  notice. 
Mr.  WATERMAN.     It  did. 

Mr.  BLACK.     Is  that  in  the  convention  as  it  came  or  In  the 
act  as  it  passed? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  It  Is  in  the  convention  and  In  the  act 
also. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  New  York' 
Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  yield. 
.      Mr.  COPELAND.     I  want  to  be  fair  about  this  and  I  thank 
the  Senator  for  his  patience.     As  I  understand  It  there  is  no 
treaty  between  Cuba  and  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  I  gay  there  is  not.  I  think  under  the  law 
there  is  not. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  That  Is  a  convention,  as  the  Senator 
terms  it? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  COPEL-\ND.    And  our   relationship,  whatever  it  Is,  is 
founded  on  an  act  of  C«>ugrees? 
Mr.  WATERMAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  And  therefore,  as  the  Senator  contends, 
by  an  act  of  Con^o^ss  that  relationship  could  be  changed  so  far 
as  we  are  concemetl? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  I  have  discussed  this,  as  a  preliminary 
step  in  the  arg:ument,  merely  for  tfie  purpose  of  showing  that 
there  is  no  breach  of  good  faith  on  the  part  of  this  Government 
If  it  adopts  the  propose<l  amendment  and  puts  it  In  the  pending 
bin.  That  Is  what  I  am  trying  to  bring  out  now^.  I  want  to 
bring  out  the  further  proposition  that  it  must  come,  if  it  comes 
at  all,  through  the  voice  of  this  body  by  an  amendment  to  a 
tariff  bill  which  originates  In  the  House,  or  a  bill  that  origi- 
nates in  the  Hoose  which  is  for  the  sole  and  exclusive  purpose 
of  abrogating  the  treaty,  one  or  the  other.  That  is  my  point. 
Now  I  come  to  tlie  uext  proposition,  and  tl»at  is  reciprocity. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 
Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BI^AINE.  But  section  316  on  this  proposition  Is  already 
In  the  bill. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     Yes ;  in  the  pending  bill. 
Mr.  BLAINE.     Therefore  this  proposal  is  primarily  germane 
to  the  very  bill  we  are  discussing. 

M^  WATERMAN.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  suggestion. 
I  think  that  is  true,  because  .section  316  as  it  stands  now  goes 
to  the  proposition  that  there  Is  nothing  in  the  act  to  be  con- 
stnied  as  affecting  that  treaty,  aiwl  I  propose*  to  strike  It  out  and 
put  something  in  that  ibsolutely  abrogates  the  treaty  Itself. 

Now  I  come  to  the  question  of  reciprocity.  There  la  nothing 
reciprocal  about  the  agreement.  It  has  none  of  the  characteris- 
tics of  a  reciprocal  agreement.  I  tliink  as  far  as  the  Repub- 
lican Party  Is  concerned  a  reciprocal  arrangement  for  trade  be- 
tween different  countries  means  this  and  nothing  more,  to  wit. 
that  country  A  may  send  into  country  B  free  of  duty  Its  goods 
and  products  which  shall  be  of  a  kind  that  country  B  does  not 
produce,  and  that  country  B  may  send  into  country  A  its  goods 
and  products  of  a  character  that  country  A  does  not  produce. 
That  Is  reciprocity. 
Mr.  BORAH.  That  was  not  the  reciprocity  with  Canada. 
Mr.  WATERMAN.  I  understand  It  was  not;  bat  I  am 
talking  about  the  theory  of  reciprocity.  I  want  to  say  to  the 
Members  of  this  body  who  represent  that  portion  of  the  country 
known  as  the  great  West  and  the  South  that  If  they  can  find 
in  this  Instrnm^it  any  reciprocity  In  connection  with  the 
things  they  produce  I  would  like  to  have  It  pointed  out. 

I  .said  that  I  wonld  refer  to  bounties.  The  provision  In  the 
bill  which  I  am  attempting  to  destroy  provides  not  for  n»!ci- 
prority  but  a  deliberate  and  actual  paymMit  as  a  gift  to  Cuba 
of  20  per  cent  of  duties  that  are  levied  against  other  coontrlea 
Therefore  It  Is  a  bounty. 

8enat(.rs  from  the  South  and  the  West  whose  products  are 
competed  with  and  being  driven  fn>m  the  markets  in  this  coun- 
try by  goods  from  Cub»»  are  in  a  position  of  not  <«ly  paying 
the  bounty  but  taking  the  effects  of  a  bounty-fed  compeHtioa. 
If  they  desire  to  continue  that  sort  of  thing.  I  do  not  As  I 
said  a  moment  ago.  my  State  has  stood  steadfastly  and  con- 
sistently against  that  sort  of  thing.  I  can  not  Imagine  how 
tlie  pe«>ple  of  the  South  who  are  competed  with  by  the  iXY>dact8 
of  the  soil  of  Cuba  or  the  people  of  the  great  West  whoee  prod- 
ucts ar»  competed  with  by  this  bounty-fed  competiti(»  can 
stand  for  this  sort  of  thing  any  looser. 
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Ml.  HA  WES.     Mr.  President 

Th|e  VICE  PRESIDEN-T.     Does  the  Senator  froi 


Colonido 
to  the  Senator  from  MLssouri? 
WATERMAN.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 
HAWES.     Will  the  Senator  please  explain  the  difference 


betw»en  his  present  position  in  relation  to  Cuba  and  the  posi- 
tion he  took  last  we^  in  regard  tc  the  Philippines  involving 
Idenqicaliy  the  same  subject?  As  I  recollect  it,  the  Senator 
vote*  twice,  wlien  we  had  that  subject  before  the  Senate,  from 
the  0  ;>po8ite  of  the  position  he  now  takes,  and  I  have  wondered 
what  is  the  difference  between  the  Cuban  situation  and  the 
Phili  >pine  situation. 

Mr  WATERMAN.  The  difference,  may  it  please  the  Sena- 
tor.  s  that  Cuba  is  an  Independent  Republic.  We  treat  with 
her  a.s  .<»nch.  The  nations  of  the  world  treat  with  her  as  .»<uch. 
The  ^Philippines  are  subject  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  and  to  Its  flag.  They  are  not  independent.  They  say 
they  want  Independence,  and,  by  the  Eternal,  if  this  In.sular 
prop<sitiMi  is  kept  up  to  rob  the  American  producers  of  the 
Ameilean  market,  I  may  fin^  myself  driven  to  the  belief  that 
the  rhilippines  must  go. 

Mr  HAWES.  The  Senator  does  not  contend,  1  assume,  that 
Cuba  Is  entirely  independent  of  the  United  States?  We  do 
re.sere  a  measure  of  .sovereignty  over  Cuba  that  we  do  not 
exerc  se  over  any  other  nation. 

Mr  WATERMAN.  We  have  no  relation  whatever  with 
Cuba  We  owe  It  no  debt  or  obllpitlon  other  than  what  we 
owe  !t  under  this  compact,  which  w^as  a  compact  entered  Into 
in  go*Kl  faith  undoubtedly  and  which  was  supposed  to  be  "give 
and  take,"  but  has  resulted  in  being  purely  a  "give." 

Mr  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr    WATERMAN.     Certainly. 

Mr  COPELAND.  We  reserve  the  right  of  intervention  in 
Cuba  under  certain  conditions,  do  we  not? 

Mr   WATERMAN.     Possibly  so.     I  said  under  any  compact. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Does  the  Senator  regard  Cuba  and  our 
•relati  onship  to  Cuba  in  exactly  the  same  category  that  he  does 
our  lelationship  to  France  or  Germany  or  England?  Is  there 
not  I  rt>lati(inship  between  us,  a  relationship  of  mother  and 
daughter,  or  father  and  son?  Is  there  not  a  relationship  which 
places  ui)on  as  at  lea.st  an  emotional  and  sentimental  and  per- 
haps a  moral  obligation  to  deal  differently  with  Cuba  than  we 
woul<  deal  with  a  country  which  in  everv  sense  is  foreign  to 
the  T  nited  States? 

Mr  WATERMAN.  I  will  agree  with  the  Senator  that  the 
situa  Ion  in  the  United  States  Is  purely  an  emotional  and 
sentii  Dental  proptisition.    There  is  nothing  else  in  it. 

Mr    (30PEI.u\ND.     No  moral  obligation? 

Mr  WATERMAN.    Absolutely  none  whatsoever. 

Sir  COPELAND.  I  suppose  that  is  where  we  part  company, 
but  t  lat  is  a  matter  of  no  concern. 

Mr  WATERMAN.  On  that  point  I  might  say  that  an  appeal 
went  forth  when  this  compact  was  entere<l  Into  which  was 
fathered  and  protected  and  extended  by  none  other  than  the 
Oovemor  General  of  Cuba,  an  emi.ssary  of  the  Army  of  the 
Unite  i  States.  The  plea  was  put  forth  and  broadcast  through- 
out tie  country  that  Cuba  could  not  live  unless  we  did  these 
thing!  .  The  sentiment  and  the  emotion  of  America  were  ap- 
pealei  I  to,  and  whenever  the  sentiment  and  emotion  of  America 
are  appealed  to  in  good  faith  there  usually  is  an  answer  if 
there  is  any  basis  upon  which  to  give  It.  So  that  whole  com- 
pact, under  which  we  have  labored  and  suffered  now  for  nigh 
onto  ;  0  years,  is  a  pro<luct  of  sentiment,  a  product  of  American 
emotijn  brought  about  by  Wall  Street  in  New  York  and  the 
peopl(  >  who  own  the  greater  part  of  Cuba  to-day.  I  shall  advert 
to  thit  sooner  or  later. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  am  not  here  to  defend  Wall  Street 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    I  know  the  Senator  is  not. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  But  it  does  seem  to  me  that  we  have  rest- 
ing u  K)n  us.  In  the  first  place,  a  moral  obligation  to  maintain 
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and- 


WATERMAN.     How  to  maintain  it? 

COPELAND.    To  give  it  economic  independence. 

WATERMAN.  In  other  words,  to  di.sembowel  the  pro- 
duceri  of  America  that  the  people  who  own  itroperty  in  Cuba 
may  t  tirive? 

Mr.I  COPELAND.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  Just  as 
well  aatisfied  to  pay  a  bounty  to  one  sugar  c-ountry  as  to  an- 
other.! I  will  join  with  the  Senator  any  time  in  obtaining  a 
bonntr  for  beet  sugar  in  his  State  or  any  otiier  State,  but 
there  is  involved  a  larger  question  than  disemboweling  the 
Unlte<    States  through  an  economic  preference. 


Mr. 


we  w4>uld  be. 


WATERMAN.    After  it  was  done  I  do  not  know  where 
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Mr.  COPELAND.  There  Is  the  question  of  maintaining  the 
Independence  of  Cuba  for  national  defense.  Of  course,  we  do 
not  have  an  enemy  to-day,  because  we  are  living  at  peace  with 
all  the  world,  but  it  would  be  very  disadvantageous  to  us  to 
have  some  unfriendly  nation  In  pos-session  of  Cuba.  Cuba  could 
Tiot  maintain  Its  Independent  status  except  for  what  the  Senator 
Is  pleased  to  call  a  bounty  which  it  gets  by  reason  of  this  eco- 
nomic preference.  But,  as  I  see  it,  we  have  In  the  first  place  a 
moral  obligation  re.sting  upon  us  to  make  it  possible 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  Upon  what  is  this  moral  obligation  predi- 
cated ? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  Is  predicated  upon  the  whole  background 
of  the  history  of  the  Spanish  War,  of  our  intervention,  of  our 
preserviag  the  Integrity  of  Cuba,  of  our  promise  at  the  time 
that  we  would  not  keep  Cuba  but  would  tturu  it  back  to  the 
0«ban  people.  I  am  sure  that  in  the  heart  of  the  average 
American  is  the  belief  that  -we  are  under  moral  obligation  to 
maintain  the  integrity  of  Cuba.  I  rec^ipnlze,  by  reason  of  cer- 
tain conipetiti<ra  which  Cuhu  offers.  Uiat  there  are  sections  of 
our  country  whicfi  feel  that  they  are  bein^,'  imposed  upon,  but  I 
am  frank  to  say  that,  in  my  judgmeat,  the  average  American 
cibzeu  believes  that  fbr  every  reason,  beginning  with  the  moral 
argument  and  coming  down  to  tlie  que.stion  of  national  defenew. 
It  is  important  for  us  to  maintain  the  integrity  and  independ- 
ence of  Cuba.  ^^ 

Mr.  WATERMAJV.  The  Senator  Is  assuming  In  that  state- 
ment that  the  abrogatioa  of  this  contract  is  going  to  destroy  all 
those  things.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  question.  I  will  he 
diverted  for  the  purpo.se  of  meeting  it.  Who  gets  the  benefit  of 
this  20  i)er  cent  differential  which  Is  supposed  to  go  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Integrity  of  Cuba,  the  support  of  her  people, 
and  the  aiaintenaiioe  of  this  so-called  moral  ohiigation?  Who 
gets  it? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  will  yield 
for  the  anewK.  I  will  say  that  I  have  no  doubt  that  seiflsh 
inrerests.  probably  hi  my  city,  benefit,  but  bev<«id  that  Is  this 
fact:  'il»ere  are  uix>n  the  island  of  Cuba  thousands  of  strag- 
gling human  beings,  and  if  it  were  not  for  the  sugar  industry 
and  the  other  fi»od  developing  industries  of  that  island  those 
people,  so  far  as  I  know,  would  go  back  into  the  same  kind  of 
servitude  which  they  endured  under  Spanish  rule  I  do  not 
care  if  the  National  City  Bank^and  oat  of  It  I  do  not  suppose 
I  ever  get  a  vote— I  do  not  care  if  the  National  City  Bank  and 
other  Wall  Street  interests  do  profit  to  some  extent;  I  am  here 
to  «ay  that,  hi  my  judgment,  in  tl»e  interest  of  InnBanlty,  in  the 
interest  of  a  neighbor,  it  Is  our  duty  to  maintain  the  integrity 
of  Cuba.  ^ 

I  remember  very  well  that  when  the  cries  of  the  OAan 
people  arose  they  were  heard  and  responded  to  In  a  noble  way 
by  the  people  of  the  United  Stat^^s,  and  tliat  is  the  reason  ^^'hy 
they  have  their  liberty  to-day.    I  want  to  see  it  maintained. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  That  is  also  trae  as  tt>  the  people  of  Rus- 
ria  and  of  Palestine;  but  the  Seruit(»r  from  New  York  is  draw- 
ing nie  mvay  from  what  I  was  intending  to  say;  a«d  I  must 
say  these  tliinjcs. 

The  question  of  sugar  has  now  been  positively  and  directly 
injected  Into  the  argument.  The  differential  existing  upon 
fwgnr  under  the  present  taw  is  44  cents  a  hundred  x>ounds, 
or  about  tiiat.  Does  the  Senator  know — if  he  <loes  not,  he  can 
readily  ascertain— that  neither  the  entire  44  cents  differential 
nor  any  part  of  It  ever  passes  to  the  poor,  ^islaved  people 
of  Cuba,  but  it  psisses  as  a  benefit  to  the  i^eopie  who  own  the 
sugar  plantations  and  who  Hve  In  Am«ica.  They  ase  It  on  the 
one  hand  as  a  doubie-edged  sword  not  only  to  slay  the  poor 
Oabans  In  C^ba  but  to  destroy  the  sugar  industry  of  this  coun- 
try. That  is  what  is  d«>ne ;  that  Is  what  the  record  discloses ; 
that  is  what  appears  on  the  face  of  it.  Tliev  take  the  44  ce«ts 
diff(>rential  away  from  the  people  of  Cuba,  who  can  not  roanu- 
tecture  ^agar  as  cheaply  as  can  the  sugar  refiners  of  Wall 
Street.  The  Cubans  get  no  benefit  of  the  differential,  because 
they  are  forced  by  the  Wall  Street  iieople  to  sell  their  sugar  in 
America  for  less  than  cost,  and  they  who  <^b  manufacture  it 
below  the  cost  to  the  Cubans  themselves  ship  it  in  tiere  to  break 
the  aaarket  for  the  sole  and  express  parpose  and  delilierately 
to  destroy  the  sugar  industry  of  Auicrim,  nptm  which  we  must 
deiieod  in  time  of  war. 

1  am  opposed  deliberately,  purposefully  to  the  continuance  of 
that  sort  of  scheme.  If  the  agricultural  interests  of  the  West 
«Dd  the  South  want  to  protect  themselves  and  their  fruits  and 
their  product.-*  and  their  sugar  and  what  not,  they  will  abrogate 
this  treaty  bow  that  they  have  a  chance  and  pot  us  upon  a  scale 
where  we  shall  have  a  benefit,  at  least  agriculturally,  to  the 
amount  of  the  differeotial. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  Prf>sldent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Seoator  txam  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 


Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  yleW. 

Mr.  BORAH.  The  Senator  has  just  stated  that  we  shoaM 
abrogate  this  treaty.  I  am  in  full  sympathy  with  what  the 
Senator  wishes  to  accomplish ;  but,  as  this  is  a  treaty,  does  not 
the  Senator  think  that  we  ougirt  to  Uke  np  the  qaesdon  of  its 
abrogation  directly  with  Cuba  through  the  ordinary  channete 
provided  in  the  case  of  treaties?  We  nuide  a  treaty  with  Cuba 
as  an  independent  nation;  she  granted  us  certain  concession."! 
and  we  granted  her  certain  concessions;  there  has  been  no 
notification  to  Cuba  that  it  is  our  intention  to  abrogate  the 
treaty.  The  question  with  me  Is  whether  It  Is  proper  to  deal 
with  the  subject  on  a  tariff  bill. 

I  repeat,  I  am  in  full  sympathy  with  what  the  Senator  wishes 
to  accomplish.  I  do  not  think  that  the  Cuban  bounty  Is  any 
different  from  any  oliier  bounty,  and  we  are,  in  fact,  paying  a 
bounty  to  the  sugar  raisers  of  Cuba  that  Is  being  utilised  for 
the  purpose  of  destroying  onr  own  beet-.sugar  industry.  I 
ivouM  not  hesitate  a  moment  to  support  any  movement  which 
I  thought  was  proper  to  bring  about  an  abrogation  of  that 
trt>aty;  but  I  think  if  we  should  undertake  to  abrogate  the 
treaty  in  this  way  it  would  lead  to  a  situation  with  reference 
to  Cuban  affairs  which  might  be  something  that  we  would  not 
want.  I  will  assist  the  Senator  In  any  step  which  Is  proper 
to  weconiplish  his  purpose.  Let  us  take  up  this  matter  in  what 
seems  to  me  not  only  a  propw  hot  efTective  wav. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    I  am  not  skiHed,  Mr.  President,  In  the 
wiles  of  diplomacy. 
Mr.  BORAH.    Nor  am  I.     fLaaghter.] 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  Bnt  I  hove  always  been  In  the  haWt  dur- 
ing my  life  when  I  saw  somethiag  1  wanted  to  hit  to  hit  IL 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  tome? 

The  VICE  PBESII^NT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senat)or  from  Nebraska? 
Mr.  WATERMAN.     Certainly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Does  the  Senator  ftrom  Oolorado  have  this 
ao-callea  treaty  with  Cnha  on  his  de*?  I  had  It  here  the  other 
day,  but  I  do  not  now  find  It  on  my  desk.  I  think  If  there  is  an 
answer  to  the  svgsestinn  made  by  the  Senator  fr«n  Idaho  [Mr. 
Borah]  it  is  to  be  fouad  la  tl»e  treaty  itselt  The  treaty  coo- 
templates  just  such  a  tliic«  as  is  suggested  hy  the  Senator  from 
Colorado. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  I  was  going  to  refer  te  that ;  and  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  to  Article  XI  of  the 
so-called  treaty.    I  will  read  It  again: 

AJtmcLa  XI 
The  pnaent  conyeatian  Bha«  be  ratl6e«  by  the  appropriate  aatborittv 
of  the  respeetive  eouoMes,  and  the  rattflcatioua  shall  be  ^xcbao^ed  at 
WasbinrtoD,  D.  C,  tTnited  States  of  America,  as  ttooa  as  may  he  befora 
the  81«  dny  of  Jaraary,  1»08,  aad  the  coDTeatloii  shall  go  Into  effect 
on  the  tenth  day  after  the  exchange  of  ratiflcadons,  and  aiuiB  conHnae 
In  foroe  for  the  term  of  Ave  yean  from  date  of  {oiog  lato  effect, 
aad  from  yaar  to  year  thereafter  mnXil  the  expiration  o*  one  year  froai 
the  day  when  either  of  the  contracting  parties  ahaU  give  notice  to  the 
othrr  o*  Ita  iatentloa  to  terminate  the  saiae. 

Does  the  Senator  want  to  undertake  diplomatic  negotiations 
for  the  purpose  of  relieving  himself  of  the  contract  when  there 
is  an  expressed  provision  with  reference  to  the  method  of  deter- 
mining It?    What  is  the  necessity  of  so  doing? 

Mr.  BORAH.  That  provision  of  the  treaty  is  no  different 
from  similar  provisions  in  a  multitude  of  treatieiF«,  but  it  is  con- 
templated that  the  notice  provided  for  shall  be  given  through  the 
ordinary  diannels  and  shall  come  from  the  pr<»per  sources  whirti 
make  treaties.  T*e  provision  is,  as  I  have  said,  no  different 
from  like  provisions  in  other  treaties,  but  the  notice  contem- 
plated Is  one  coming  from  the  Executive  or  from  the  treaty- 
making  power. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  It  Is  not  a  treaty,  Mr.  Prertdent,  If  the 
Senator  please. 

Mr.  BORAH.  There  Is  where  I  differ  with  the  Senator.  The 
Senator  has  been  discussing  it  as  a  treaty;  we  ratified  It  as  a 
treaty.        

Mr.  WATERMAN.  No;  I  am  not  fflseusslng  It  as  a  treaty 
at  all. 

Mr.  BORAH.     That  Is  what  the  record  shows  it  to  be. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     No;  the  recwd  does  not  ewen  show  that. 

Mr.  BORAH.    The  record  which  I  have  so  shows. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  both 
Seaat<irs  to  tlie  fart  tiiat  the  particular  portinii  of  the  treaty 
to  which  I  had  reference  when  I  interrupted  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  was  not  the  one  which  he  has  read.    There  is  another 
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pro%-isloo,  as  I  remember  the  treaty,  which  has  a  bearing  <m  the 
subject. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  What  the  Senator  has  in  mind.  I  think, 
is  in  the  act  of  Congress. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Acconling  to  the  record  I  have  here  it  is  dia- 
dosed: 

RatiflcmtJon  adrlsed  by  the  Senate  March  19.  1903. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  But  It  was  not  ratified  as  a  treaty;  it 
never  was  ratified  by  the  Senate ;  it  was  confirmed  or  authorised 
by  a  $tpecial  act  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  which 
originated  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  BORAH.  The  bill  to  which  the  Senator  referred  and  the 
record,  in  my  Judgment,  are  no  different  so  far  as  the  pending 
question  Is  concerned  from  the  bill  and  the  record  with  refer- 
ence to  legislation  which  was  necessary,  for  instance,  under  the 
Jay  treaty.  It  is  true  there  was  legislation  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  Into  effect  the  treaty,  and  tliat  legislation 
was  enacted,  but  the  basic  foundation  of  the  legislation  was 
the  treaty  itself. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  But.  in  the  first  place,  no  treaty  of  this 
kind  could  be  made  by  the  President  and  tiie  Senate.  That  has 
been  determined  beyond  all  doubt  This  is  merely  an  act 
founded  upon  a  atipulation,  if  you  please.  It  la  like  an  order  of 
court  made  upon  a  stipulation  of  the  parties  in  interest.  It  was 
utterly  and  abttolutely  without  use  as  a  stipulation  or  an  engage- 
ment until  Congress  itself  c^'nflrmed  it, 

Mr.  8HOBTRIDOE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    Yes. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  book  which  con- 
tains what  purports  to  be  a  true  copy  of  the  agreement  or 
onderstanding,  whatever  It  may  be  called,  between  our  Oorem- 
ment  and  Cuba.  I  wish  to  understand  tlie  Senator's  position. 
Does  the  record  show  that  this  agreement,  this  reciprocal  under- 
standing, was  ever  ratified  by  two-tliirds  vote  of  the  S«uite  of 
the  United  States? 

Mr,  WATERMAN.  For  the  Senator's  information  I  will  say 
that  I  can  not  find  It  was  ever  ratified  by  the  Senate  at  all,  but 
my  invfwtlgatlon  shows  that  It  was  not. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  The  SenatOT  from  Idaho  called  attention 
to  the  fact,  and  It  Is  here  stated,  that  it  was  "  advised  by  the 
Senate  in  March.  1903." 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  When  it  came  to  the  Senate  from  the 
Executive  Office  for  the  purpose  of  ratification  the  Senate  wrote 
into  it  that  it  must  be  confirmed  by  an  act  of  the  Congress,  and 
it  used  similar  language  to  that  which  was  used  in  the  act  of 
October  3*  IMS,  when  we  declared  that  all  agreements  with 
reference  to  commercial  matters  must  be  ratified  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Then,  Mr.  President,  that  was  with  refereiK« 
to  the  method  by  which  our  own  Oovemment  dealt  with  it,  but, 
so  far  as  the  Cub«n  Oovemment  is  concerned,  we  negotiated 
with  them  a  treaty.  They  were  not  concerned  as  to  the  par- 
ticular method  by  which  we  should  ratify  it  or  carry  it  out,  but 
whatever  we  did,  we  confirmed  and  accepted  and  relied  upon 
the  treaty  which  we  made  with  Cuba,  and  Cuba  was  at  the 
other  end  of  that  treaty. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  The  Senator  is  going  back  to  a  question 
that  was  threshed  out  here  and  has  l)een  threshed  out  on  this 
floor  several  different  times  during  the  history  of  this  country. 
I  take  the  position — and  I  am  backed  by  authority  of  this 
body — that  a  treaty,  if  this  be  called  a  treaty,  of  tlds  kind  can 
not  be  made  a  positive  engagement  by  recommendation  of  the 
President  or  by  negotiation  of  the  President  and  the  ratification 
of  two-thirds  majority  of  the  Senate.  It  is  not  a  proposition 
within  the  power  of  the  President  and  the  Senate  to  aathenti- 
cate.  I  say  that  because  if  it  is,  then,  by  the  action  of  the 
President  and  the  action  of  twu-thirds  of  the  Senate,  every  tariff 
bill  or  tariff  provision  upon  the  face  of  the  statutes  of  this 
country  can  be  wiped  out  by  two  bodies  of  this  Government, 
and  that,  in  my  Judgment,  is  impossible. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    Tea ;  I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  suggested  a  while  ago  that  there  was  another 
article  in  tills  treaty  which  I  thought  made  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment proper,  at  least  in  a  tedinical  sense.  The  Senator  read 
Article  XI.  I  have  the  treaty  in  my  hand  now,  and,  with  the 
Senator's  permiasion,  I  diould  like  to  read  the  first  paragraph 
of  Artide  X.  I  think  that  is  the  artide  ot  the  treaty  whldi 
prowldeB  aathority  for  the  atie^  which  the  Senator  iffopoeea. 
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Whether  It  is  wise  to  do  so  or  not,  I  think  he  is  tedinically 
righ^  under  that  provision,  which  reads  as  follows: 

ABTICLB   Z 

It  is  her«b7  andcratood  and  agreed  that  In  case  of  changes  In  the 
tariif  of  either  country  which  deprive  the  other  of  the  advantage  which 
is  r«  presented  by  the  percentages  herein  agreed  upon,  on  the  actual 
rates  of  the  tariffs  now  In  force,  the  country  so  deprived  of  this  pro- 
tection reserves  the  right  to  terminate  its  obUgations  under  this  con- 
vention after  six  months'  notice  to  the  other  of  its  intention  to  arrest 
the  <peratlon8  thereof. 

M  r.  WATERMAN.  That  is  where  there  is  a  default  on  one 
side  or  the  other. 

M ".  FLETCHER.     No ;  where  there  is  any  change  in  the  law. 

M  '.  SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yielt   to  the  Senator  from  California? 

M  '.  WATERMAN.     I  da 

M '.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  merely  wish  to  understand  the  posi- 
tion ot  the  Senator,  for  I  did  not  have  the  benefit  of  hearing 
him  until  a  few  moments  ago. 

I  inderstand,  then,  the  poisition  of  the  Senator  to  be  that  this 
is  m  t  a  treaty. 

M  ■.  WATERMAN.    That  Is  my  position,  flatly. 

M  '.  SHORTRIDGE.  That  it  amounts  at  most  to  a  legislative 
act,  nrhich,  of  course,  may  be  amended  from  time  to  time. 

M  ■.  WATERMAN.  Which  within  its  terms  provides  for  Its 
abro  pition. 

M '.  SHORTRIDGE.    In  other  words,  it  is  not  a  treaty? 

M  r.  WATERMAN.     It  Is  not,  in  my  Judgment 

Mr,  BORAH.    Mr.  President 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

M  r.  WATERMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  The  reading  of  the  document  discloses  that  it 
is  not  a  legislative  act,  because  we  could  not  by  legislation  im- 
pose upon  Cuba  the  obligation  of  granting  ns  concessions  and 
granting  us  favors  and  granting  us  advantages  for  importations 
into  Cuba ;  and  this  instrument  obligates  Cuba  to  give  us  certain 
advintages  and  certain  favors.  Certainly  we  could  not  by 
legislation  impose  that  upon  Cuba. 

M: '.  WATERMAN.     Ex  parte  we  could  not. 

M  '.  BORAH.  No ;  and  we  could  not  by  her  con.sent,  unless  it 
was  in  the  form  of  a  treaty. 

W  lat  we  did  was  this :  We  made  a  treaty  with  Cuba.  It  was 
desij  nated  as  a  treaty.  It  was  negotiated  by  the  treaty-making 
pow(  T.    It  was  accepted  by  Cuba  as  a  treaty. 

Tl  e  particular  method  of  our  ratifying  it,  whether  we  deemed 
it  n<ce88ary  under  our  form  of  government  to  have  the  action 
of  tae  House  or  not,  was  not  a  matter  of  concern  to  Cuba,  nor 
would  it  in  any  sense  be  a  matter  of  interest  to  her.  She  made 
the  ireaty  with  us.  She  relied  upon  it.  We  afterwards  ratified 
it  OB  confirmed  it  or  affirmed  it  by  resolution  of  the  Senate  or 
by  Joint  resolution  of  the  Congress;  it  was  immaterial  as  to 
that  For  all  these  years  it  lias  been  in  existence  as  a  treaty. 
CulMi  has  treated  it  and  regarded  it  as  a  treaty,  and  granted  us 
the  ( ^ncession  which  we  could  not  have  had  except  by  a  treaty. 
Now,  what  I  say  is  that  the  mere  fact  that  we  might  have 
tech  ilr:  illy  been  without  the  power  to  negotiate  this  kind  of  a 
trea  y  without  the  support  of  the  House  was  not  a  matter  which 
inva  idated  it  or  affected  it  in  any  way  so  far  as  Cuba  is  con- 
cern xL 

M",  WATERMAN.  Upon  that  point,  I  say  to  the  Senator 
that  everybody  who  deals  with  the  special  agents  of  this  Oov- 
ernnient  is  bound  to  know  the  limitations  of  their  power,  and 
to  know  whether  or  not  the  compact  into  which  they  enter  is 
autborized  and  binding. 

M  -.  BORAH.  But  we  have  represented  to  Cuba  that  it  was 
within  our  power.  We  were  not  exceeding  our  power,  but 
exer  rising  it  in  a  particular  way. 

M-.  WATERMAN.  I  do  not  know  whether  we  did  or  not. 
Thei  e  is  nothing  in  this  record  that  shows  that 

M  •.  BORAH.  Certainly  we  have  been  living  under  the  treaty 
for  50  years,  accepting  its  favors  and  ret^pouding  to  its  obliga- 
tions;. 

M  '.  WATERMAN.     No ;  we  have  not  accepted  any  favors. 

M-.  BORAH.  We  have  been  exporting  goods  there  under  a 
spec  al  rate  given  by  the  treaty. 

M  ■.  WATERMAN.  Yes,  a  few ;  but  upon  that  iMroi)08itIon  I 
stani  firmly. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
Just  a  moment? 

T]  e  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yieU   to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

M  -.  WATERMAN.    I  do. 
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Mr.  FLETCHER.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  insists  that  this 
Is  a  treaty.  Some  people  call  it  a  treaty  at  times;  but  the 
official  documents  show,  and  that  is  all  set  forth  In  the  procla- 
mation by  the  President,  that  it  is  entitled  "  Text  of  the  Reci- 
procity Convention  Between  the  United  States  and  Cul)a." 

Then  the  President  said  : 

Whereas  a  convention  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the 
Republic  of  Cuba  to  facilitate  their  commercial  Intercourse  by  improv- 
ing the  conditions  of  trade  between  the  two  countries — 

And  so  forth.  It  is  a  commercial  convention,  an  agreement 
entered  into. 

Mr.  BORAH.  What  Is  the  difference  between  a  commercial 
convention  and  a  commercial  treaty? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  think  there  is  a  very  considerable  differ- 
ence. One  occupies  a  status  of  dignity  that  the  other  does  not 
occupy. 

Mr.  BOR.\H.  What  difference  Is  there  in  dignity?  Both  of 
them  must  be  negotiated;  both  of  them  must  be  ratified;  and 
both  of  them  are  equally  binding. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  This  convention  was  never  ratified  by  a 
two- thirds  vote  of  the  Senate,  as  the  Record  shows.  The 
Senate,  when  It  began  to  deal  with  It,  passed  this  resolution, 
as  this  proclamation  recites: 

And  whereas  by  the  terms  of  the  said  convention  it  is  provided  that 
the  ratiflcatioaa  thereof  should  be  exchanged  at  the  city  of  Wash- 
ingtoc — 

And  so  forth. 

And  whereas  by  its  resolution  of  March  19.  1903,  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  added  at  the  end  of  Article  XI  of  the  said  convention 
of  December  11.  1902,  the  foUowiog  amendment: 

"  This  convention  ihall  not  talie  effect  antfl  the  same  shall  have 
been  approved  by  the  CongreM." 

Following  that  was  the  act  of  December  17,  1903,  which  ap- 
proved this  convention.     Following  that  this  appears: 

And  whereas  the  Congress  gave  its  approval  to  the  said  convention 
by  an  act  approved  December  17,  1903,  entitled  "An  act  to  carry  into 
effect  a  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of  Cuba, 
signed  on  the  11th  day  of  December  " 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  particular  thing  I  wanted  to  ask  the 
Senator  about  was  the  reference  there  to  the  amendment  in  this 
treaty  or  convention,  whatever  it  may  be  called,  made  by  the 
Senate,  It  seems. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Yes;  made  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  So  the  Senate  must  have  had  It  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  It  evidently  had  it  under  consideration, 
and  then  added  this  amendment. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  understand  that.  Now,  If  the  Senate  acted 
In  its  treaty-making  capacity.  In  order  to  be  effective  it  had 
to  pass  it  by  a  two-thirds  vote,  under  our  Constitution.  Is 
there  not  any  record  of  what  the  Senate  did?    . 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  do  not  see  any  record  of  that  Then  fol- 
lows the  act  of  Congress ;  and  then,  following  that,  the  Presi- 
dent, in  his  proclamation,  continues : 

And  whereas  satisfactory  evidence  has  been  received  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  that  the  Republic  of  Cuba  has  made  provi- 
sion to  give  full  effect  to  the  articles  of  the  said  convention :  Now, 
therefore,  be  It  known — 

And  so  forth.  The  President  isstied  his  proclamation  on  the 
17tJi  of  December,  1903. 

Then  follows  after  that  something  that  might  be  regarded 
as  a  kind  of  reservation  on  the  part  of  Cuba,  I  presume — 
"  Cuban  regulations  of  December  19,  1903."  Cuba  issued  some 
regulations  with  respect  to  this  convention.  Nothing  appears 
as  to  whether  those  regulations  were  ever  approved  by  us  or 
accepted  by  us  or  not.  So  far  as  I  can  see,  the  regulations 
adopted  by  Cube  might  be  or  might  not  be  consistent  with  the 
reservation  we  adopted. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  mentioned  Article  X,  whidi 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  Important  article  in  this  connection ; 
and  that  contemplates  that  either  Cuba  or  the  United  ^ates 
might  change  the&e  tariff  provisions  as  set  forth  in  this  agree- 
ment 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senat(M:  from  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  do. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  That  is,  if  the  change  is  made  here,  then 
the  other  country  has  six  months  in  which  to  decide  whether 
that  abrogates  the  whole  treaty  or  not  That  la  provided  for 
in  the  oompact 


Mr.  BORAH.  That  is  not  an  uncommon  provision  in  u. 
treaty;  but  this  says  "this  treaty."    Article  XI  says: 

This  treaty  shall  not  take  effect  until  the  same  shall  have  been 
approved  by  the  Congress. 

Nobody  doubted  its  being  a  treaty  at  the  time,  and  nobody 
has  doubted  it  since. 

Mr.  CONNAIXY.     Mr.   President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colwado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    I  do. 

Mr.  CONN  ALLY.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  a  question. 

SuMwse  the  United  States  made  a  treaty  with  a  foreign 
government  to  pay  it  a  sum  of  money.  The  President  and  the 
Senate  could  make  such  a  treaty,  could  they  not? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  We  might  make  a  treaty,  and  Congress 
might  refu.se  to  pay  the  money.    I  think  that  would  end  it 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Certainly ;  but  It  would  stiU  be  a  treaty, 
nevertholes.s,  would  It  not? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    Exactly. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Why  could  not  the  President  and  the 
Senate  ratify  a  treaty  with  a  foreign  government  to  fix  tariff 
rates?  Would  It  not  be  the  same  proiwsition  ?  Congress  then 
could  either  fix  the  rates  or  refuse  to  fix  them,  as  the  case 
might  be.    Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  WATERMAN  I  will  say  to  the  Seantor  that  In  my 
Judgment  this  whole  situation  is  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
a  little  tempest  in  a  teapot.  The  fact  of  the  matter  Is,  if  we 
go  back  to  the  discussion  when  this  particular  engagement  was 
before  the  Senate,  that  It  was  demonstrated  beyond  peradven- 
ture  of  a  doubt — at  any  rate.  It  was  demonstrated  enough  so 
that  the  S«iate  backed  up,  and  did  not  ratify  It  as  a  treaty. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  this  question: 
Since  the  revenue  Is  under  the  control  of  the  Congress,  and  the 
Congress  did  pass  this  act  In  the  exercise  of  its  sovereignty  in 
that  respect  and  passed  It  upon  an  understanding  with  Cuba 
that  Cuba  would  adopt  similar  regulations,  do  not  those  cir- 
cumstances make  it  Just  as  much  an  agreement  as  if  we  called 
It  a  treaty,  or  by  whatever  name  we  call  it;  and  is  not  the 
Natitm's  faith  Just  as  soI«nnly  pledged  as  though  we  made  a 
treaty  with  a  dozen  dangling  seals  and  half  a  doien  ratifi- 
cations? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  Mr.  President  the  discussion  indicates 
that  some  able  Senators  in  this  body,  whose  opinion  I  greatly 
respect,  seem  to  think  that  there  is  a  difference  between  an 
engagement  or  contract  or  agreement  and  a  treaty.  There 
certainly  Is  a  difference  between  those  things  in  this  respect 
at  least,  to  wit,  the  method  by  which  they  are  entered  Into. 

Under  the  Constitution  a  treaty  can  be  entered  Into  in  but 
one  way.  It  ?s  negotiated  by  the  President  ratified  by  two- 
thirds  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  and  then  it  becomes 
a  treaty.  But  a  ctmtract  or  compact  founded  upon  a  stipula- 
tion or  engagement  between  the  nations  is  a  matter  for  the 
Congress  to  affirm,  and  Is  nothing  more  than  the  terms  them- 
selves indicate;  and  if  the  terms  indicate  that  It  can  be  abro- 
gated, what  is  the  use  in  going  outside  and  speculating  as  to 
whether  we  are  violating  something  that  would  be  violated  in 
connection  with  a  treaty  when  we  do  not  have  a  treaty  at  all? 
In  other  words,  an  engagement  of  treaty  making  is  one  thing 
and  an  engagement  of  the  kind  we  have  here  is  distinctly 
another. 

Mr.  BLAINE,    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 
Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  do. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  think  this  matter  can  be  cleared  up  from 
the  record. 

I  have  here  the  United  States  Statutes  at  Large,  Fifty-eighth 
Congress,  volume  33,  part  2,  and  on  page  2136  of  this  volume  I 
find  this: 

Commercial  convention  between  the  United  States  and  Cuba.  Signed 
at  Havana  December  11,  1902 

Mr.    WATERMAN.    What  sectlcn  is   that  may   I   ask   the 
Senator?    I  will  get  the  book. 
Mr.  BLAINE.     I  am  reading  the  preliminary  statement: 

Signed  at  Havana  December  11,  1902 ;  ratification  with  amendments 
advised  by  the  Senate  March  19.  1908;  ratified  by  the  President 
March  30,  1903;  ratified  by  Cuba  March  80,  1903;  ratifications  ex- 
ctianged  at  Washington  March  31,  1903;  proclaimed  December  17, 
1903. 

Mr.  President  this  was  done  in  executive  session.  Those  rec> 
ords,  of  coarse,  are  now  hedged  about  by  secrecy;  but  we  have 
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the  records  of  the  executive  cl«rk  as  they  were  on  that  date. 
If  the  Senate  will  remore  the  cloak  of  secrecy,  we  shall  be  aWe 
to  det«rmiiie  exactly  what  was  done  with  reference  to  this 
treaty. 

Mr.  WATERMAN,     Possibly  there  is  something  In  that. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimons  consent  that, 
so  far  as  this  particular  record  is  concerned,  the  injunction  of 
secrecy  be  removed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hennt  none,  and  It  is  so  ordered. 

»Ir.  BLAINE.  I  simply  did  not  want  to  be  subjected  to  criti- 
cism.   I  rend  from  page  58  of  the  Executive  Journal. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  if  it 
does  not  appear  frtwn  the  document  from  which  he  was  reading 
a  while  ago  that  the  ban  of  secrecy  was  removed  at  that  time? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  do  not  know.  Whoever  edited  the  statutes 
at  least  had  the  information  contained  In  the  Executive  Journal. 
On  page  58  the  resolution  is  recorded  as  follows : 

Rtttoivea  (two-thUrds  of  the  Benatorw  present  concitrrinff  iKerein),  That 
the  Senate  adTlse  aod  conwnt  to  the  ratiflcation  of  a  commercial  conven- 
tion between  the  United  SUtea  and  the  Republic  of  Cuba,  signed  at  the 
city  of  HaTana  on  December  11,  1902,  with  the  following  amendments — 

Ttien  the  amendments  are  specified.  Then,  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution,  and  the 
question  was  agreed  to  upon  a  roll  calL  Then  came  the  vote 
upon  the  ratifies ticm.  and  It  Is  stated : 

So  the  reeolation  was  agreed  to,  two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present 
having  Toted  in  the  afflrmatiTe. 

That  is  contained  on  page  50.  So  this  Is  technically  a  treaty 
which  has  been  ratified  by  both  Governments  and  proclaimed. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     With  certain  amendments. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    With  certain  amendments ;  y*. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nortli  Carolina? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  simply  wanted  to  cull  attention  to  the 
fact  that  it  appears  from  the  record  that  the  amendment  made 
by  the  Senate  was  rep<M-ted  January  15,  1903 ;  January  19, 
1908,  the  injunction  of  secrecy  was  removed  from  the  conven- 
tion and  the  committee  amendments  thereto,  and  it  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

I  thought  I  was  correct  about  the  fact  that  the  Senate  did 
act  upon  this  so-called  treaty  In  some  way  or  other.  I  would 
like  to  cull  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  terms  of  the  act  of 
Congress  dated  March  17,  1903.  signed  by  J.  O.  CanntMi,  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representative:*,  and  William  P.  Frye,  Presi- 
dent pru  tempore  of  the  Senate.     It  reads  as  follows: 

That  wtienever  the  President  of  the  United  States  shall  receive  satis- 
factorj  evidence  that  the  RepabUc  of  Cuba  has  made  provision  to  give 
fail  effect  to  the  artlcte*  of  tlie  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Repablic  of  Cuba,  signed  on  the  lltb  day  of  December,  in 
the  year  1902,  be  is  hereby  authorized  to  issue  his  proclamaticm  de- 
claring that  he  has  received  such  evidonoe,  and  thereupon  on  the  tenth 
day  after  exchange  of  ratifications  of  such  convention  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Rqmblic  of  Cut».  and  so  long  as  the  said  con- 
vention ahall  remain  in  force,  all  articles  of  merchandise  being  the 
product  of  the  soil  or  industry  of  the  Republic  of  Cuba,  which  are 
now  imported  Into  the  United  States  free  of  duty,  shall  continue — 

And  so  forth. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  Then  followed  the  act  of  December  7, 
1908,  entitled  "An  act  to  carry  into  effect  the  convention  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of  Cuba  signed  on 
the  11th  day  of  December  in  the  year  19U2."  This  was  the 
concluding  act. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  What  I  desired  to  say  to  the  Senator  was 
that  1  think  I  was  correct  in  the  original  statemoit  I  made  to 
the  effect  that  the  Senate  did  ratify. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     I  could  not  find  that. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  think  it  appears  from  the  documents  that 
the  Senate  did  ratify  the  agreement  or  the  convention,  and 
ratified  it  with  an  amendment- 
Mr.  WATERMAN.  That  was  provided  by  the  act  of  Gcm- 
gresa. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  amendment  provided  that  subsequent 
action  by  Congress  should  be  taken  with  reference  to  these 
matters  of  trade  relations. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
for  a  moment? 

Mr.  WATERMAN.     Yea. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Returning  to  the  practical  end  of  the 
matter,  of  the  abrosatioa  of  this  treaty,  the  Senator  made  tba 


rema  "k  a  while  ago.  as  I  remember  it  that  this  was  entere<l 

argely  as  a  genuine  question  of  "  give "  or  "  take "  with 

but  that  it  turned  out  to  be  entirely  "give."     I  wanted 

the  Senator,  in  view  of  that  statement.  If  he  has  the 

of  the  export  and  Import  trade  of  this  coimtry  with 

for  the  last  your  or  two? 

.  WATERMAN.     I  think  I  have. 

,  SACKETT.    I  would  like  to  get  at  what  the  "  give  "  and 

the  "  take  "  is.  .so  to  speak. 

WATERMAN.     I  have  the  figures  here.     The  total  ex- 

from   Cuba   in   the  calendar   year   1904   were   $89,000,000 

The  total  Cuban  exports  in  the  calendar  year  1928  were 

XIO.OOO  plus. 

SACKETT.    That  is.  the  exports  from  Cuba  to  the  United 
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WATERMAN.     Yes.     The  exports  to  the  United   States 
Cuba  in  1928  were  $211,000,000  plu.s.     Tliat  is  the  total 
The  exports  from    the   United    States    to   Cuba   were 
.000.     These    figures    the    Department    of    Commerce 
me. 
SACKETT.     In  this  statistical  table  the  last  year  given 
year  1925,  and  of  the  articles  that  take  the  preferential 
between   the   two  countries,   eliminating   the   free  entry 
each  country,  there  were  brought  into  the  United  States 
Cuba  In  that  year  $251,000,000  worth,  and  there  were  taken 
uba  from  the  United  States  $ir3.000,000  worth. 
WATERMAN.     For  what  year  was  that? 
SACKETT.     The  last  year  they  give  here  is  the  year 
December  31.  1925.    That  is  the  end  of  these  tables. 
WATERMAN.     In  that  was  charged  against  us  every- 
that  came  into  the  United   States,  milled  in   bond  and 

and  that  went  on  through. 
SACKETT.    These  figures  show  that  it  Is  not  all  "  give." 
Is  a  gootl  deal  of  "  take "  to  it.     I  call  the  Senator's 
to  the  fact  that  what  we  are  exporting  to  Cuba  r^re- 
about  8  per  cent  of  our  total  foreign  trade. 
WATERMAN.     In  that  year. 

SACKETT.    In  that  year,  and  that  if  we  were  to  eliral- 

the  preferential   duty   we   would   very   largely   eliminate 

8  per  cent  of  our  foreign  trade,  becau.se  we  would  then  be 

free  trade  ba.sis  in  Cuba  with  the  other  nations  of  the 

and   we   would    be  competing   with    their    low   costs  of 
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W  liie  It  is  true  that  there  was  a  somewhat  larger  amount  of 
imports  from  Cuba,  that  amount  of  goods  which  we  manufac- 
ture and  send  down  to  Cuba  is  a  big  source  of  revenue  and 
empl)yment  for  the  people  of  this  country,  and  It  ought  not  to 
be  li  ^tly  set  aside.  I  appreciate  what  the  Senator  says  about 
the  c  )mpetition  with  our  industries  here,  but,  on  the  other  side, 
ther«  are  industries  in  this  country  which  thrive  largely  upon 
the  preferential  duty  with  Cuba.  I  wanted  to  call  that  to  the 
Sena  cr's  attention,  liecause  I  do  not  think  it  is  wholly  a  one- 
sided question. 

Ml.  WATERMAN.  I  would  not  want  to  say  it  is  wholly 
that,  but  it  Is  mostly  "  give." 

Ml .  SACKETT.     It  Is  69  per  cent  "  take." 

Mi  WATERMAN.  The  fact  is  that  even  on  the  basis  the 
Sena  :or  uses,  the  Atlantic  seaboard  gets  the  advantage  at  both 
ends  of  the  game,  both  In  exports  and  Iraporta,  and  the  people 
who  raLse  tobacco  and  the  people  who  rai.se  corn  and  who  raise 
fruit  and  who  raise  sugar  in  this  country  get  nothing.  In  other 
won  s.  the  agricultural  interests  of  the  United  States  do  not  gain 
any  )eneflt  at  all  fDm  the  exports  which  go  to  Cuba  from  this 
coun  ry 

Ml.  SACKETT.  We  furnish  practically  all  the  fiour  con- 
sumed in  Cuba,  which  Is  made  out  of  the  wheat  grown  in  this 


a  Is 


WATERMAN.    I  thought  we  learned  here  the  other  day 

most  of  the  fiour  we  sent  to  Cuba  went  through  here  in 

and  that  they  got  the  l)eneflt  of  the  preferential  duty. 

SACKETT.     Did  not  the  Senator  see  us  in  our  amendment 

bill,  take  the  preferential  duty  off  of  Canadian  wheat 

went  into  Cuban  exports? 

WATEIRMAN.    Yes;  and  I  want  this  taken  off,  too.     I 

them  all  to  go  down.     I  voted  that  way. 

SACKETT.     If  that  carries  through  the  way  we  amended 

bijl  the  other  day,  practically  the  entire  wheat  consumption 

Ciba  will  be  furnished  by  the  farmers  of  the  United  States. 

WATERMAN.    I  hope  %o,  if  this  thing  remains  in  exist- 
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President,  I  still   say  that  within   the  purview  of  the 

of  the  great  men  who  have  «at  in  this  ho6y  in  years 

gonefby,  when  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  was  adopted, 

not  in  the  minds  of  the  framers  of  the  Oonstitutiou  or 
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the  peoirie  of  this  coimtry  that  they  were  dealing,  when  they 
provided  for  the  making  of  treaties,  with  commercial  treaties  of 
this  kind.  That  seems  to  t>e  the  theory  which  runs  through  all 
of  the  argument  I  have  been  able  to  get  hold  of  in  the  discus- 
sion ;  and  I  take  tliat  position  because  I  think  it  is  fundamentally 
right. 

Now,  we  c«jme  to  the  proposition  of  reciprocity,  and  I  have 
suggested  what  my  position  is  on  that,  but  I  want  to  go  a  step 
further.  I  have  heard  some  able  discussion  here  upon  this  fioor 
with  reference  to  the  protective  tariff.  I  am  a  high  protection- 
ist, and  any  product  of  the  United  States,  of  the  soil  or  of 
industry,  which  needs  any  protection  whatever  In  order  to  go 
on  and  live,  I  am  ready  to  grant  the  benefits  of  protection,  no 
matter  how  high  the  rate  may  be.  But  I  want  to  see  that  so 
distributed  that  every  rank  in  the  social  strata  of  America  may 
get  the  benefit  of  it  equally. 

Agriculture  does  not  get  the  benefit,  and  we  all  know  it. 
Industry  at  this  time,  It  seems  to  me,  is  very  nearly  at  the  peak 
of  success,  and  I  do  not  personally  believe  that  it  needs  protec- 
tion very  much  more;  but  the  agricultural  industry  of  this 
country  does. 

Take,  for  instance,  the  production  of  alcohol.  There  was  a 
time  not  so  long  ago.  in  1916,  I  think,  when  this  country  was 
utilizing  something  like  35,000,000  bushels  of  corn  In  making 
alcohol.  I  am  not  much  in  favor  of  making  alcohol,  either  from 
corn  or  from  blackstrap,  but  the  people  of  this  country  insist 
upon  making  alcohol,  and  they  seem  Inclined  to  proceed  and 
continue  to  make  it.  We  have  gone  from  the  utilization  of  some 
35.000,000  bushels  of  corn  In  the  production  of  alcohol  down  to 
practically  nothing,  and  It  has  been  supplanted  by  the  black- 
strap from  Cuba,  which  comes  in  duty  free.  The  price  in  1920 
was  about  2^4  cents,  as  I  remember,  and  last  spring  It  was  12V^ 
cents.  In  other  words,  the  Cuban  blackstrap  people,  who  con- 
trol sugar  also  In  New  York,  and  the  English  people,  who  control 
sugar  In  the  making  of  sirup  In  the  Philippines  and  in  other 
places,  have  broken  <lown  the  manufacture  of  alcohol  In  this 
country  for  the  purposes  for  which  we  considered  it  useful,  and 
it  Is  supplied  now  by  the  free  Imports  of  Cuban  molasses. 

If  the  people  of  the  West  want  to  keep  that  up,  very  well ; 
all  they  have  to  do  Is  to  vote  my  amendment  down.  If  the 
people  of  the  country  want  to  give  up  44  cents  on  every  hundred 
pounds  of  sugar  to  the  people  down  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard  to 
the  end  that  they  may  rob  Cuba  and  (^q>ress  lier  people  and 
break  down  the  sugar  interests  of  this  country,  we  will  go  on 
with  that  situation.  If  the  people  of  the  South  and  of  California 
want  tht'ir  fruits  competed  with  by  the  free  entry  of  fruits  from 
Cuba,  very  well,  we  will  go  on  with  that  situation.  But  so 
long  as  I  remain  in  this  body  I  am  going  to  maintain  the  posi- 
tion which  I  have  attempted  to  assume  to-day  and  say  that  I 
am  for  the  protection  of  agricultural  industry  of  this  country 
and  that  I  am  for  the  protection  of  it  by  every  possible  move- 
ment that  I  can  make.  .  Here  is  a  movement  that  will  really 
benefit  agriculture  in  many  of  its  departments,  that  will  benefit 
California  and  the  States  along  the  southern  border  of  the 
country.  I  ask  the  Senate,  when  we  come  to  vote  upon  the 
proposition,  to  abrogate  this  treaty  and  in  a  gentlemanly  way 
notify  Cuba  that  the  abrogation  will  take  effect  a  year  later. 

I  said  I  am  for  protection.  I  said  I  had  listened  to  some  very 
able  arguments  here.  I  concluded  from  arguments  on  this  .side 
of  the  Chamber  that  we  had  cut  away  from  our  moorings  com- 
pletely and  that  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  had  sunk  their 
anchor.  I  can  not  relieve  myself  from  that  situation.  I  believe 
In  a  protective  tariff. 

The  Republicans  in  1908  said  what  they  believed  as  to  a  pro- 
tective tariff,  and  they  have  departed  from  it.  They  said  they 
wanted  a  tariff  that  measured  the  difference  between  the  cost 
of  production  at  home  and  abroad  plus  a  reasonable  profit  to 
the  producer.  That  Is  the  protective  tariff  upon  which  I  stand. 
The  Republican  Party  has  abandoned  It,  has  gone  out  Into  the 
storm,  and  the  Democrats  have  been  found  along  In  their  wake. 
They.  too.  have  departed  from  their  principle,  and  where  either 
of  them  Is  to-day  I  am  unable  to  ascertain  at  this  time.  I  want 
a  protective  tariff  for  the  benefit  of  agriculture  as  well  as  any- 
thing else.  I  propose  to  vote  along  that  line.  But  I  do  ask, 
in  view  of  the  length  of  time  I  have  given  to  the  matter,  that 
the  Senate  put  itself  upon  record  in  connection  with  the  sort 
of  proposition  under  which  we  are  laboring,  the  unfortunate 
conditions  under  which  we  labor,  and  abrogate  and  set  aside 
this  treaty  in  a  decent  and  respectable  way.  I  shall  ask  at  the 
proper  time  that  the  yeas  and  nays  be  taken  upon  my  amend- 
ment. 

Mr,  HARRISON.    I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  upon  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  as  modified.  The 
yeas  and  nays  are  demanded. 


Mr.  SACKETT.    Let  us  have  the  amendment  read. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  before  we  proceed  further  I 
want  to  say  Just  a  few  words.  Speaking,  I  think,  from  a  logical 
fundamental  basis,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  United  States  can 
fairly  perform  Its  duty  among  the  nations  of  the  world  and 
make  discriminations  between  those  nations.  Regardless  of  the 
effect  upon  our  people,  upon  our  Government,  upon  Cubai,  or 
upon  the  world,  it  seems  to  me  that  when  we  established  the 
independence  of  Cuba  and  set  her  up  among  the  other  nations 
of  the  world  as  a  free  and  independent  nation  we  ought  not  to 
discriminate  either  for  or  against  her  or  her  peoi^e  in  our 
laws  in  a  way  that  would  give  her  an  advantage  over  any  other 
nation  or  her  peoi^e  an  advantage  over  the  people  of  any  other 
nation. 

We  provided  by  this  treaty  that  a  favored  lower  duty  should 
be  collected  against  most  of  the  imports  from  Cuba  into  this 
country,  and  certain  concessions  were  made  in  regard  to  the 
exports  of  this  country  going  Into  Cuba.  The  principal  one  of 
these,  as  everybody  knows,  is  sugar.  W'lthout  having  ltx>ked  up 
statistics  recently  and  without  having  them  before  me,  I  think 
It  can  be  fairly  said  that  outside  of  the  sugar  produced  in  con- 
tinental United  States,  in  Porto  Ric-o,  in  the  Philippines,  and  in 
the  Hawaiian  Islands,  Cuba  supplies  practically  all  of  the  im- 
portations of  sugar  to  this  country.  Sugar  coming  from  the 
places  I  have  noted  comes  in  free,  of  course.  Cuba  has  a  reduc- 
tion of  20  per  cent  on  sugar  that  she  brings  into  this  country. 

What  Is  the  effect  of  that  reduction?  It  was  ^ranted  in  the 
beginning,  as  is  maintained  now  by  a  great  many  people.  In  the 
perfectly  honest  belief  that  we  weie  doing  something  for  strug- 
gling Cuba.  But  what  actually  happened?  The  Cuban  sugar 
lands  and  the  Cuban  sugar  factories,  such  as  there  are  of  them, 
are  practically  owned  by  rich  Americans  living  In  New  York 
City.  They  bring  the  sugar  in  here  and  pay  only  80  per  cent 
of  the  duty  that  ail  other  sugar  must  pay  coming  in  from 
foreign  countries.  They  raise  the  price  of  sugar  when  they  get 
it  In  here  to  the  height  of  the  tariff  wall,  of  course.  I  am  not 
speaking  of  that  in  any  fault-finding  sense.  That  Is  wliat  I 
would  do  if  I  were  bringing  Cuban  sugar  in  here  under  the 
circumstances,  and  that  is  what  other  Senators  would  do,  and 
that  Is  what  we  would  have  a  ri^^t  to  do  under  the  treaty  we 
have  with  Cuba. 

The  lmix>rters  of  Cuban  sugar  have  an  advantage  of  20  per 
cent  over  all  the  other  nations  of  the  world,  and  yet  none  of 
those  nations  can  bring  in  sugar  unless  they  can  pay  a  tariff 
25  per  cent  higher  than  the  Cuban  sugar  pays,  with  the  result 
that  the  owner  of  the  Cuban  sugar  raises  his  price  to  the  top 
of  the  tariff  wall,  while  he  only  pays  a  tariff  of  80  per  cent  the 
height  of  that  wall,  thus  giving  him  an  advantage  In  pure  cash 
of  20  i)er  cent  of  the  amount  of  the  tariff  that  would  be  collected 
if  he  paid  the  same  tariff  on  sugar  that  is  paid  on  sugar  from 
the  other  foreign  countries.  They  get  that  money.  If  they  did 
not  get  It  they  would  sell  the  sugar  at  the  same  price  at  which 
they  now  sell  it  and  at  which  they  would  sell  it  if  they  had  to 
pay  100  per  cent  of  the  tarifL  Everybody  knows  that,  and  there 
is  no  secret  about  It.  The  consumer  of  sugar  In  the  Ignited 
States  gets  no  benefit  whatever.  He  has  to  pay  the  price  meas- 
ured by  the  height  of  the  tariff  wall,  aod  we  let  their  sugar 
come  in  under  those  couditlMis. 

If  the  Cuban  importer  or  the  New  Yorker  who  is  Importing 
Cuban  sugar  would  have  to  pay  the  full  amount  of  the  tariff, 
he  would  pay  It  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States.  But  he 
pays  to  the  Treasury  only  80  per  cent  of  the  tariff.  We  have 
found  that  the  consumer  gets  no  benefit  and  now  we  find  that 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  suffers  a  loss.  The  legal 
effect  of  this  operation  is  that  the  New  Yorkers  who  own  the 
sugar  plantations  in  Cuba  are  paid  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  20  per  cent  of  the  tariff  that  otherwise  would  be 
paid  on  all  sugar  that  comes  from  Cuba.  In  other  words,  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  and  the  taxpayers  of  America 
lose  that  money.  If  it  were  not  for  this  preferential  that  much 
more  money  would  be  paid  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States,  so  that  our  taxpayers  pay  It  in  effect.  It  Is  a  I>onuK  to 
the  New  Ywk  owners  of  sugar  plantations  in  Cuba.  The  con- 
sumer gets  no  ben^t,  because  that  sugar  is  sold  as  high  as  the 
tariff  wall  will  permit.  The  poor  Cuban  gets  no  benefit.  The 
entire  benefit  goes  to  the  millionaire  owners  of  the  Cuban  sugar 
lands,  those  owners  living  In  the  United  States  under  the  pro- 
tection of  the  American  flag. 

Therefore  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  hollow  mockery  and  a 
shame  that  we  should  still  continue  to  allow  this  20  i)er  cent 
preferential.  I  concede  that  If  I  had  my  way  about  repealing  It 
I  would  not  go  at  It  in  this  way,  although  I  think  It  is  technically 
correct.  It  would  probably  be  better  If  It  were  done  by  a  sepa- 
rate res<^ution  asking  the  President  to  give  the  notice  provided 
for  in  the  treaty.    I  do  not  want  to  violate  a  treaty.    1  will 
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suffer  a  wrong  nitber  than  do  that.  If  this  method  is  right  or 
in  order  as  a  matter  of  law,  it  Is  tieoaase  of  the  first  paragrai^ 
of  Section  X  of  the  treaty  with  Cuba,  which  I  read  earlier  in 
the  debate.  That  contemplates  that  either  party  may  change  the 
tariff  laws  of  its  country  and  iNrorides  that  if  they  do  the  other 
I^arty  has  a  right  to  nnllify  the  ratire  treaty  upon  six  months' 
notice. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  beUere  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  WatixmanI  ought  to 
prevail,  first,  because  in  our  convention  or  treaty  with  Cuba  we 
entered  into  an  agreement  that  she  should  have  a  ixvferential 
rate  oi  20  per  cent  upon  sugar  and  ttiat  her  free  products  should 
continue  to  be  free.  In  that  convention  we  provided  that  those 
preferential  rates  should  continue  us  long  as  the  convention 
existed.  In  the  act  of  Congress  imposing  or  ratifying  the  rate 
agrt^ed  upon  in  the  convention  it  is  expressly  stipulated  that 
there  shall  be  no  change  in  the  preferential  rates  allowed  Cuba 
in  the  treaty  so  long  as  that  convention  remains  in  force.  That 
convention  is  to-day  in  foree.  That  convention  can  not,  accord- 
ing to  my  best  Judgment  in  the  matter,  be  denounced  by  this 
Government  except  in  the  regular  way  provided  by  precedents 
and  by  the  unbroken  jM'actice  of  the  country  without  violating 
our  faith  with  the  Cuban  Government. 

It  may  be  that  we  have  the  power  to  enact  the  legislation  pro- 
posed in  this  amendment,  but  if  we  should  enact  it  we  would 
violate  a  solemn  agreement  with  the  Cuban  Government  without 
taking  the  steps  that  are  open  to  us,  if  we  desire  to  take  them, 
to  abrogate  that  treaty.  For  that  reason  I  think  the  amendment 
ought  not  to  prevaiL 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Noms]  was  some- 
what in  error  in  the  observation  which  he  noade  a  little  while 
aga  I  do  not  think  it  is  contended — at  least  I  have  never  heard 
it  contended — that  the  price  of  sugar  in  this  country  was  ad- 
vanced to  the  full  amount  of  the  duty  that  we  imposed  upon  the 
sugar  product  of  the  world.  I  have  understood  that  our  (mly 
importation  of  sugar  into  this  country  was  from  Cuba ;  that  the 
duty  upon  that  sugar  was  20  per  cent  under  the  noncal  rate 
imposed  upon  the  sugar ;  and  that  the  producers  in  this  country 
took  advantage  not  of  the  normal  rate  but  of  the  Cuban  rate 
and  raised  the  price  of  the  domestic  product  to  the  full  measure 
of  the  Cuban  price  plus  the  duty  paid  at  the  customhouse  upon 
C^ban  importations.  So  I  think  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
was  in  error  when  tie  assumed  that  the  American  people  now  are 
paying  for  the  domestic  product  the  full  measure  of  the  normal 
duty  imposed  upon  the  sugars  of  the  world. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  me  there? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Tee;  I  yield. 

Mr.  NOKKIS.  I  am  not  an  expert  at  all  on  the  sugar  ques- 
tion, I  will  say  to  the  Senator,  but  it  is  true  that  I  have 
assumed,  as  I  still  assume,  that  the  importers  of  sugar  would 
have  the  right  and  the  ability  under  the  law  to  do  Just  what  I 
outlined,  and  I  assume  that  they  would  do  it.  That  is  what  I 
would  do  if  I  were  importing  ("uban  sugar,  unless  I  were  vn- 
gaged  in  something  worse  than  that.  If  I  were  a  sugar  pro- 
ducer in  Cuba  and  wanted  to  drive  out  competition  in  America, 
I  might  do  as  big  business  often  docs,  cut  the  price  away  down 
to  drive  everybody  out  of  the  market.  I  can  see  how  that  might 
be  d<ine,  and  I  think  there  have  been  times  when  that  has 
occurred,  where  the  importing  interests  cut  prices  away  down 
in  order  to  defeat  the  expansion  of  the  beet-sugar  industry. 
I  do  not  think  as  a  general  thing  that  kind  of  thing  is  going  on, 
but  I  think  that  could  happen.  I  am  not  sure  that  it  is  hap- 
pening, or  that  it  has  happened  for  a  good  many  years,  but  I 
rememt>er  quite  a  number  of  years  ago,  so<m  after  we  had 
reciprocity  with  Cuba,  that  it  was  claimed,  and,  as  I  now  re- 
member, not  denied,  that  there  was  a  bitter  war  t>etween  the 
sugar  producers  of  Cut>a  and  the  beet-sugar  producers  of 
America,  and  that  tlie  Cuban  sugar  interests  were  cutting  the 
price  even  below  the  cost  of  production  in  order  to  drive  the 
beet -sugar  producers  off  the  market  I  do  not  know  whether  or 
not  that  was  true. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  may  have  been  true,  but  what  I  have 
stated  is  also  true;  that  the  price  of  sugar  in  this  country  to- 
day— and  I  think  it  has  been  so  at  all  times  since  the  negotia- 
tion of  the  Cuban  treaty — has  Xne&a  the  price  charged  by  the 
Cuban  producer  or  exporter  plus  the  duty  paid  on  the  Cuban 
sugar.  I  think  that  has  t)een  the  prevailing  price  of  sugar  in 
this  country. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  shaU  yield  in  Just  a  moment  If  we 
remove  tiie  preferential  and  raise  the  duty  that  Cuba  would 
have  to  pay  on  its  sugar  imported  into  this  country  to  the 


normal  inty  that  other  sugar-producing  countries  or  their  sub- 
jects would  have  to  pay,  instead  of  getting  our  sugar  upon  the 
basis  of  80  per  cent  we  would  get  it  upon  the  basis  of  100  per 
cent. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolinal  yield  there? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  Is  to  say,  if  we  should  remove  the  20 
per  cent  differential  upon  Cuban  sugar,  it  would  add  20  per 
cent  to  he  price  that  the  domestic  consumer  of  sugar  in  this 
country  would  have  to  pay ;  so  that  the  Senator  from  Nel)ra8ka, 
I  think,  is  wrong  in  his  conclusion  that  the  American  pro- 
ducer nc  w  derives  no  benefit  at  alL 

Mr.  N3RRIS.  Assuming  now  that  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  is  correct  when  he  states  that  the  Cuban  sugar  pro- 
ducer d4  es  not  take  advantage  of  our  full  tarifl^  but  merely 
adds  to  lis  price  the  tariff  that  he  pays,  then  all  the  Senator 
has  said  would  follow ;  I  concede  that ;  but  I  have  proceeded  on 
the  theo]  y  that  the  millionaire  su^ar  men  of  New  York  City  who 
are  the  >wners  of  almost  entirely  all  the  sugar  plantations  in 
Cuba,  a:e  not  philanthropists;  that  they  do  not  hesitate  to 
charge  1 11  that  the  traflSc  will  bear ;  and  I  say  that  without 
criticism  too.  They  could  do  Just  what  I  have  outlined ;  and 
if  they  8  lould  not  do  it,  it  would  be  because  for  some  temporary 
reason  or  temporary  purpose  they  would  think  it  would  be  to 
th^r  fini  ncial  advantage  not  to  do  it. 

Mr.  S  lOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North 
Car(dina  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  S]  MMONS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SI  OOT.  In  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  I  wish 
to  say  one  may  take  the  price  of  world  sugar  and  the  price  at 
which  Ciba  has  sold  her  sugar  for  the  last  20  years,  with  the 
except loi  1  of  the  time  since  we  began  the  dis^Tission  of  this 
tariff  bn ,  and  it  will  be  found  that  at  no  time  have  the  imjMrt- 
ers  of  a  agar  charged  the  44  cents  per  hundred  preferential 
which  tley  are  granted. 

I  also  wish  to  say  that  some  three  or  four  years  ago  there 
was — I  w^as  going  to  say  an  absolute  understanding,  and  I 
think  I  would  be  perfectly  safe  in  saying  that — at  any  rate, 
an  unde  "Standing  between  those  who  control  Cuban  sr<;ar  to 
cut  the  1  ffice  of  sugar  so  low  as  to  destroy  the  domestic  indus- 
try, and  then  as  soon  as  that  industry  was  destroyed  they 
would  tf  ke  advantage  of  every  cent  of  the  44  cents  a  hundred 
iweferen  ial.  They  have  not  done  It  in  the  past,  I  can  cite 
the  quotitions  daily  for  years  past  which  show  that  there  has 
been  onl/  10  cents  difference  instead  of  44  cents;  but  I  know 
that  the  f  have  said  time  and  again  that  after  they  had  de- 
stroyed :he  local  American  industry  Cuba  would  have  the 
whole  tl  ing  in  her  hands  and  would  charge  whatever  she 
wanted  lo  charge  for  sugar. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  will  yield  further,  I  take  It  from  what  the  Senator 
from  Utih  has  said  that  the  sugar  men,  ordinarily  know^n  as 
the  Sugir  Trust — or  a  part  of  the  Sugar  Trust,  at  any  rate — 
are  so  si  iscei>tlble  to  the  niceties  of  business  ethics,  so  careful, 
so  model  t,  that  while  they  could  raise  the  price  of  sugar  and 
get  the  till  benefit  of  the  tariff  they  do  not  do  so  out  of  con- 
sideratloi  for  the  American  consumer.  They  are  very  remark- 
able peo)le;  we  ought  to  have  their  pictures  taken;  we  ought 
to  ptft  t  lem  in  a  class  by  themselves.  Here  are  a  number  of 
mUIlonai  res  owning  the  sugar  lands  In  Cuba,  who  are  able  to 
charge  4  cents  more  a  hundred  for  sugar,  but  they  do  not  do  It 
out  of  til  e  kindness  of  their  hearts. 

The  S<«ator  from  Utah  says,  however,  that  as  soon  as  these 
modest  men,  these  Christian  gentlemen,  these  fair-haired  fel- 
lows who  are  so  considerate  of  the  rights  of  everyone  else,  get 
the  beet' sugar  Industry  out  of  the  way.  they  are  going  to  be 
transfon  ned  into  demons ;  they  are  going  to  pounce  down  upon 
the  AmCican  consumer,  and  raise  the  price  dear  up  to  the  top 
of  the  tariff  walL  Those  men  are  going  to  be  transformed 
from  m<de8t  philanthropists  to  greedy  corporation  magnates 
when  th  It  instant  comes.  That  may  all  be  true,  but  I  do  not 
believe  i  . 

Mr.  S  [MMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  discu&sing  the 
question  of  the  greed  or  the  philanthropy  of  the  men  who  raise 
sugar  In  Cuba,  whether  they  be  natives  or  foreigners.  The  prop- 
osition I  am  laying  down  is — and  I  think  it  is  conceded  gen- 
erally— tpat  the  price  of  sugar  in  this  country — that  is,  the 
price  wt  Ich  the  consumer  of  domestic  sugar  pays  la  this  coun- 
try— is  he  price  charged  by  Cuba  for  Cuban  sugar  plus  the 
duty  im  wsed  upon  that  sugar  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  That  price  may  be  low  or  it  may  be  high ;  it  may  be 
manipuU  ted  in  Cuba — I  do  not  know  as  to  that — but,  however 
high  tha  ;  pKioe  may  go  la  Cuba,  It  is  going  to  that  same  height 
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in  the  domestic  markets  of  the  United  States,  and  the  duty  will 
be  added  to  it  whether  the  price  be  high  or  whether  it  be  low. 

If  we  should  remove  this  pi-eferential  allowed  Cuba  and  im 
pose  ui>on  Cuba  the  full  tax  provided  for  sugar  from  other 
countries  of  the  world,  then  the  American  consumers  of  sugar, 
whether  the  sugar  came  from  Cuba  or  was  produced  here,  would 
have  to  pay  20  per  cent  more  for  it  That  20  per  cent  reduc- 
tion. Just  as  the  reduction  of  any  tariff  rate  that  may  he  im- 
posed in  this  bill,  inures  to  tlie  benefit  of  the  consumer  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  frankly  state  now  that  I  can  not  vote  tm  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  (Mr.  Waste- 
MAN]  to  the  pending  bill.  I  think  the  proper  thing  to  do,  if 
we  are  going  to  withdraw  from  the  present  arrangem^t  with 
Cuba,  is  to  give  notice  us  provided  in  the  agreement ;  we  should 
proceed  in  the  proper  way,  and  not  seek  to  bring  about  the 
reralt  by  an  amendment  upon  a  tariff  bill  with  no  notice  what- 
ever being  given  to  Cuba.  No  matter  what  advantage  might 
accrue  to  an  industry  of  my  own  State,  I  could  not  vote  for 
such  an  amendment  offered  in  tills  form. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  we  never  have,  so  far  as  my 
recollection  goes,  undertaken  by  legislation  of  this  charactet 
to  disregard  the  conditions  of  a  solemn  obligation  agreed  upon 
by  this  country  and  another  country.  We  have  always  pro- 
ceeded in  the  usual  way,  by  denouncing  the  treaty  or  agre^nent 
according  to  the  terms  <rf  the  instrument  itself. 

Mr.  HA  WES.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Misswurl. 

Mr.  HAWES.  In  line  with  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina,  let  me  say  that  I  a.^ked  an  expert  a  few  mo- 
ments ago  exactly  what  he  thought  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment. If  it  finally  became  a  part  of  the  law,  would  cost  the 
American  people.  Reduced  to  dollars  and  cents,  he  informed 
me  it  would  add  to  the  sugar  bill  of  the  householders  of 
America  approximately  $30,000,000  a  year. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  think  that  i.s  a  moderate  estimate. 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  think  It  Is  a  moderate  estimate,  but  hav- 
ing in  mind  the  Senator's  line  of  argument  I  asked  the  expert 
the  question.  So  It  appears  that  when  we  vote  for  this  amend- 
ment we  vote  a  sugar  tax  of  $30,000,000  upon  the  people  of 
America. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  We  practically  vote  to  add  20  per  cent  to 
tixe  duty  we  now  pay  upon  our  sugar? 

Mr.  HAWES.     That  Is  right. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  this  Is  an  interesting  discus- 
sion. 

I  want  to  remind  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Haweb] 
and  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  .Simmons],  who  are 
trying  to  protect  the  consumers  of  America  from  this  $30,- 
000.000  addition,  that  when  in  the  consideration  of  this  bill  we 
get  to  the  tariff  on  sugar  I  shall  have  something  to  say.  I  shall 
call  attention  to  their  theory ;  and,  if  their  theory  is  right,  l)e- 
fore  we  finish  this  bill  they  will  get  behind  a  movement  instead 
of  increasing  the  tariff  on  sugar,  to  cut  it  down  20  per  cent  to 
where  the  tariff  now  is  on  Cuban  sugar.  If  their  argument  is 
logical.  If  their  conclusions  deduced  about  the  benefit  to  the 
American  consumer  are  true,  then  It  will  follow  that  without 
any  injury  whatever  to  Cuba  or  Cuban  sugar,  and  without 
letting  in  anything  from  other  countries,  we  can  cut  down  by 
20  per  cent  the  rate  on  sugar  In  the  tariff  bill,  Cuba  getting  her 
preferential  Just  the  same.  We  can  cut  it  20  per  cent  below 
that.  Then  she  can  do  what  she  can  do  now,  and  what  the 
Senators  say  she  does  not  do — raise  the  price  of  sugar  to  the 
tariff  wall,  sell  It  for  the  same  price  for  which  she  sells  it  now, 
make  no  change  whatever,  and  save  this  $30,000,000  to  the 
American  people. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  What  I  said  was  that  the  American  pro- 
ducer of  sugar  raised  the  price  of  his  product  to  the  Ameri- 
can people  to  the  tariff  wall. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes.  Cuba  can  do  that.  So,  If  that  is  true, 
we  do  not  need  the  preswit  tariff  on  sugar.  We  can  cut  it 
down  20  per  cent.  If  that  argument  is  good,  and  leave  every- 
body in  statu  quo.  Just  as  they  are  now. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me,  I  think  this 
matter  has  been  before  the  Tariff  Commission.  I  think  the 
Tariff  Commission  have  made  a  very  thorough  investigation 
of  this  matter. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes;  I  think  they  have. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  the  Tariff  Commission  found  that  $1.23 
a  hundred  was  sutflclent  to  measure  the  difference  between  the 
cost  of  production  of  sugar  in  this  country  and  In  Cuba.  That 
Is  something  like  53  points  less  than  the  present  tarilL 


Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  remember  tlie  difference;  but  It  was 
a  recommendation  to  the  President  to  cut  down  the  tariff  on 
sugar  under  the  power  in  the  flexible  clause  of  the  tariff  act; 
and  the  President  pigeonholed  that  finding,  and  did  not  do  It 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  He  pigeonholed  that  finding.  The  present 
duty  on  Cuban  sugar  la  $1.76. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  commission  recommended,  as  ampl/ 
sufficient  to  measure  the  difference  in  the  coat  of  production  of 
sugar  here  and  abroad,  $1.23. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is,  three  members  of  the  commissiiMi  did. 

Mr.  SIMl^IONS.     WeU,  three  members  did. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Three  membera. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Then  there  was  not  an  agreemoit  They 
reported  to  the  President  How  did  the  matter  get  to  the  Presi- 
dent if  there  was  not  an  agreement? 

Mr.  NORRIS-  It  was  a  majority  vote  of  the  Tariff  Own- 
mission. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    A  majority  of  those  who  voted. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  was  a  majority  of  those  qualified  to  vote; 
and  that  was  a  legal  majority.  It  was  the  l^al  action  of  the 
commission. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    It  was  the  legal  action  of  the  commission. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Of  course  It  was. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    And  the  report  went  to  the  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Exactly. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    As  the  action  of  the  commission? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  was  the  action  of  the  commission.  Thwe 
is  not  any  doubt  about  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  did  not  say  it  was  not  I  said  tliere  were 
three  members  of  the  commission  who  made  that  report,  and 
there  was  a  minority  report  It  having  been  declared  that  one 
of  the  commission  could  not  sit  upon  the  case. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    That  was  Mr.  Ghissle. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  was  Mr.  Glasaie.  Then  the  other  two 
members  did  not  sign  that  report 

Mr.  NORRIS.    There  is  not  any  dispute 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    One  at  a  time,  please. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  me  occupy  a  minute  of  the  time  myself. 
There  is  not  any  dispute  as  to  what  the  facts  are. 

There  were  six  members  of  this  commission.  One  of  them 
was  disqualified.  We  disqualified  him  by  our  act  in  refusing  to 
appropriate  for  his  salary,  because  it  had  to  come  to  us  from 
the  report  of  the  special  committee,  in  an  investigation  we  had 
made  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  that  one  member  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  was  so  regardless  of  the  ethics  of  the  situation, 
without  paying  any  attention  to  what  would  move  ordinary  men 
on  similar  tribunals,  that  he  insisted  on  passing  upon  tariffs  in 
which  his  family  were  financially  interested.  He  was  disquali- 
fied, and  hmce  there  were  only  five  members  left.  Of  that 
five,  a  majority  was  three;  and  three  memben^  recommended  a 
reduction  in  the  tariff  on  sugar.  Nobody  contends  but  tliat  it 
was  legal.  It  was  the  actiqu  of  the  commission,  done  in  a  legal 
way ;  and  If  we  wanted  to  argue  the  niceties  of  the  question  we 
would  be  able  to  show  that  those  two  wh6  were  on  the  other 
side  were  in  fact,  and  had  been,  lobbyists.  They  were  as  much 
disqualified,  as  a  matter  of  fact.  If  you  get  down  to  real  facts 
and  honesty,  as  was  Glassie. 

Here  wsh  one  man  who  is  now  a  lobbyist  In  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington for  the  pottery  interests.  He  was  ai^Minted  when  be  had 
been  for  years  a  lobbyist  here  before  the  committees  of  Congress. 
He  was  put  on  the  ccHumlssion.  I  do  not  think  anybody  who 
understood  him  and  knew  what  he  was,  and  what  his  life  busi- 
ness had  been,  paid  any  attention  to  his  judgment  as  to  what 
the  tariff  ought  to  be  on  sugar  or  anything  else.  So  we  did  have, 
I  think,  a  fair  and  an  honest  Judgment  of  the  ctnnmlssion,  a 
majority  of  the  commission,  In  favor  of  a  reduction  In  tlie  tariff 
on  sugar. 

I  do  not  think  tliat  lias  any  particular  bearing  upon  the  ques- 
tion now  before  the  Senate,  Mr.  President;  but  it  is  claimed 
here  that  while  Cuban  sugar  Interests  would  have  and  do  have, 
under  tlie  law,  the  right  and  the  power  to  raise  the  iwice  of 
their  sugar  up  to  the  height  of  the  tariff  wall,  they  do  not  do  It 
and  that  if  we  pass  this  law  taldng  away  the  preferential  rate, 
then  the  sugar  interests  here,  whether  the  sugar  comes  from 
Cuba  or  whether  it  is  raised  here,  will  raise  the  {rice  up  to  the 
height  of  the  tariff  wall.  In  other  words,  the  people  who  are 
philanthropists  now  will  cease  to  be  philanthn^lsts  if  we  pa^ 
this  law. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  gone  on  the  theory,  Mr.  President,  that 
these  people  who  have  the  power  to  raise  the  price  of  sugar 
would  do  it  and  they  will  unless  temporarily  or  for  some  tern* 
poraiy  cause  they  think  it  is  to  their  financial  interest  cot  to 
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do  It;  and  if  it  Is  tme  tliat  Cnlw  is  selling  lier  sogar  here 
wlthont  adding  anytiiing  except  the  80  per  cent  of  the  tariff 
v^hidb  she  pay»,  then  we  can  safely  reduce  the  tariff  on  sugar 
20  per  cent,  and  she  will  sell  it  at  the  same  price  by  otilixlng  the 
power  that  the  preferential  rate  gives  her. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
jield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  have  been  endeavoring  to  follow 
the  Senator  in  his  dlscnssion  of  this  matter;  but  I  ftnd  it 
impoti*iibIe  to  miderstand  the  expression  that  "  the  Cuban  pro- 
ducer will  be  able  to  raise  his  price  to  the  level  of  the  tariff." 

I  can  understand  how  the  domestic  producer  could  raise  his 
price  to  the  level  of  the  price  of  the  Cuban  sugar  at  the  poart, 
with  the  duty  added ;  but  I  do  not  quite  understand  the  expres- 
sion or  the  idea  to  be  conveyed  by  the  statement  that  the 
Cuban  pnKiucer  can  elevate  his  price  to  the  level  of  the  tariff 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  hare  never  before  heard  anybody  daim 
that  be  could  not  do  that  very  thing.  What  have  we  given  him 
a  preferential  duty  for?  We  go  on  the  theory  that  it  is  giving 
the  Cuttans  an  advantage.  We  pass  a  tariff  bill  that  says, 
**  The  tariff  on  sugar  shall  be  a  certain  rate,  but  this  man  can 
bring  hLs  sugar  in  at  80  per  cent  of  that  rate."  We  cut  20  per 
cent  off  it.  Now,  when  he  gets  his  sugar  in  here,  why  can  he 
not  raijie  the  price  up  to  the  level  of  the  tariff  wall?  Other 
sugar  can  not  come  in,  and  there  is  not  enough  jtroduced  in 
the  United  States  to  eut  it  down ;  so  there  Is  nothing  to  hinder 
him  from  adding  100  per  cent  of  the  tariff  instead  of  the  80 
per  cent  which  he  pays  to  get  his  sugar  in  here. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  must  confess  that  I  do  not 
follow  the  argument  of  the  Senator.  I  wish  I  might  I  can 
very  readily  understand  that  the  importer,  the  Cuban  producer, 
will  ask  for  his  sugar  whatever  the  domestic  producer  asks  for 
It ;  and  the  dtmiestie  producer  will  ask  for  It  whatever  the  Cuban 
producer  gets  at  the  port,  plus  the  duty. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  What  Is  to  hinder  these  pe<^1e— ^e  Cuban 
producer  or  the  domestic  protlucer,  either  one — from  raising 
tl>e  price  of  sugar  up  to  the  height  of  the  tariff  wall?  There 
can  not  any  come  in.  If  there  were  enough  sugar  on  this  side 
of  the  tariff  wall  to  compete  and  cut  it  down,  I  concede  that  the 
argimieTit  would  be  good. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  "Certainly;  if  the  domestic  pro- 
ducer and  the  Cuban  producw  should  enter  into  an  agreement 
about  tlie  matter,  of  course,  they  could  put  the  price  anywhere 
they  saw  fit;  but  I  suppose  there  is  competition  between  the 
domestic  producer  and  the  Cuban  producer,  as  well  as  competi- 
tion between  Cul>an  producers  among  themselves  and  domestic 
producers  among  themselves ;  and  I  suppose  that  that  competi- 
tion has  some  effect  upon  the  yrUx. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  TT»en,  if  the  Senator  Is  right,  a  tariff  on  any- 
thing else  will  not  necessarily  be  raised  by  the  producers  In 
this  country  up  to  the  height  of  the  tariff  wail,  because  compe- 
tition here  will  cut  it  down.  Now,  the  Senator  la  making  the 
argument  that  used  to  be  made,  years  ago,  by  those  who  stood 
for  a  very  algh  tariff,  and  wanted  to  protect  Infant  industries. 
They  said,  "  Let  us  pot  a  tariff  on  this  article.  We  will  start 
the  industries  here  in  the  United  States;  they  will  compete 
among  themselves,  and  they  will  cut  the  price  away  down." 
The  Senator  is  assuming  that  the  sugar  interests  are  gMng  to 
do  that  when  they  are  protected  by  a  tariff  wall  that  will 
permit  them  to  raise  the  price  up  to  the  height  of  that  wall. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  simply  endeavoring  to  under- 
stand the  argument  that  is  "made.  I  do  not  care  either  to  agree 
to  it  or  to  confute  It :  but  I  simply  want  to  un<lerstand  what  is 
meant  by  the  Cuban  producer  elevating  his  price  to  the  level  of 
tiie  tariff  wall. 

I  can  very  readily  understand  how  the  domestic  producer  can 
do  that,  and  I  can  very  readily  understand  how  the  Cuban 
producer  will  not  sell  for  anything  substantially  less  than  the 
domestic  producer  asks  for  his  product;  and,  of  course,  if  the 
domestic  producer  asks  for  his  product,  as  he  will,  what  the 
Cuban  producer  sells  for  at  the  port,  with  the  duty  added,  things 
that  are  equal  to  the  same  thing  are  equal  to  each  other. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  President,  the  doaiestic  product  plus  the  Cuban  product 
equals  the  amount  of  American  consumption,  in  round  numbers, 
tm  I  understand.  Put  the  two  together,  and  you  have  oar  consump- 
tion of  sugar.  Our  comitry  affoni.s  a  market  for  the  production 
of  Cuba  and  for  our  domestic  production.  We  have  a  tariff  wall, 
we  will  say  for  illustratitm,  of  10  cents  a  pound.  The  Senator 
thinks  that  the  domestic  producer  and  the  Cuban  producer  will 
compete.  If  they  had  more  of  the  product  than  the  market 
wouhl  consume,  they  vodovbtedly  wotrid  compete.  Thej  do  not 
have,  however. 
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The  Jljnerican  producer,  let  us  say,  offers  his  sugar  for  10 
cents  a  pound.  The  Cuban  sugar  man  wants  to  get  12  cents 
a  pounl.  He  knows  that  after  we  have  consumed  all  of  the 
Ameriem  product  he  will  still  have  a  market  here  for  all  of 
his  product;  and  why  should  he  not  put  the  price  up  to  the 
top  of  the  tariff  wall  that  we  have  put  around  the  country, 
and  sa;%  "I  win  not  go  below  that;  I  will  add  the  10  cents 
a  pouu  I  tariff,  although  yon  charpe  me  only  5,  because  all 
the  ba  ance  of  the  world  is  kept  out."  You  have  let  me  in 
througli  a  loofdiole.  I  get  in  cheaper  by  paying  less  money, 
but  you  have  to  get  my  sugar.  Yen  have  not  enough  of  your 
own,  aJ  id  hence  I  will  raise  my  price  up  to  the  top  of  the  tariff 
wall." 

Mr.  HAWES.  Mr.  President,  getting  away  from  the  price 
of  tsvgtr  and  the  cost  to  tlie  con.<«mer,  I  persomilly  feel  very 
gratefm  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Bi.ArNr]  for  pro- 
ducing the  records  of  the  Senate,  which  show  conclusively  that 
this  in  a  treaty  with  Cuba  and  not  an  act  of  Congress,  and 
we  shoild  not  try  to  abandon  a  treaty  by  an  act  of  Congress, 
which    his  amendment  would  do. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  have  always  noticed 
during  my  lifetime  that  many  people  when  they  are  opposed 
to  a  th  ng  say,  **  Though  we  may  want  to  do  it.  we  do  not  want 
to  do  ii  In  the  way  the  others  want  to  do  it."  Let  us  see  about 
this. 

I  want  to  can  attention  to  Article  XI  of  this  thing  that  Is 
called  II  treaty  Let  Senators  call  it  a  treaty  If  they  want  to. 
It  says  that  it  shall  persist  for  five  years  from  the  day  of  going 
into  eflect,  and  from  year  to  year  thereafter  until  the  expira- 
tion of  one  year  from  the  da.v  when  either  of  the  contracting 
periiee  shall  give  notice  to  the  other  of  its  intention  to  ter- 
minate the  same. 

Wha  more  do  we  want  than  this  at  the  foot  of  thla 
amendi  sent : 

Notlc  of  the   provialons   of  this   aectlon    shall    forthwith,   upon  th© 

pasKRKe  of  this   act,   be   ofBctally   given    the   Republic   of   Cuba   by  the 

Secretaiy  of  State;  aod  one  year  after  the  giving  of  said  notice  the 
proTlsioii  of  this  aectlon  shall  be  put  Into  effect 

Wtia :  more  do  Senators  want  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  t© 
the  aaiendaoent  offered   by   the   Senator   from   Colorado    i.Mr. 

W.<TBat*ANl. 

Mr.    ¥ATERMAN.     I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nay& 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  SDGE  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  special 
pair  for  the  balance  of  the  day  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
Maryland  (Mr.  Tydinos].  I  withhold  my  vote.  If  peraoltted  to 
vote,  I  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  ^IMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).     I  transfer  my 
genera 
to  the 
"  nay." 
would 

Mr. 


pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BirrroNj 
senior  Senator  from  New  York  (Mr.  Copeland]  and  vote 
If  the  senior  Senator  from  New  York  were  present,  he 
lote  "  nay." 

IfcNARY  (when  Mr.  Stdweb's  name  was  called).  My 
coUeagie  [Mr.  Steiwer]  has  a  pair  with  the  junior  Senator 
from  Pew  York  [Mr.  WxeNntl.  If  my  colleague  were  present 
and  Kt  paired,  he  would  vote  "yea,"  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Yjrk  [Mr.  Wagxch]  would  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  WATSON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  tie  senior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Sumi],  who 
Is  absc  it  I  do  not  know  how  he  would  vote  if  present,  and  I 
wlthho  d  my  vote. 

The  poll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.    HESS.     I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs : 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Golosb<wouoh]  with  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Stbck]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dbwoen]  with  the  Senator 
from  I  rknnsas  [Mr.  CabawayI. 

Mr.  tfOSES.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator 
from  loulslana  [Mr.  Brofssakd].  In  his  absence,  not  knowing 
how  h<  would  vote,  I  withhold  my  vote.  If  permitted  to  vote,. I 
would  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
West  Tirglnia  [Mr.  Qoft].  Not  knowing  how  he  would  vote.  I 
withlnad  my  vote. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  (after  having  vote<l  In  the  neea- 
tive).J  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Mlssi!^>4ippl 
[Mr.  Stephens],  which  I  transfer  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  (liJCTwl,  and  let  my  vote  stand. 

Mr.  KTNO  (after  having  voted  In  the  negative).  I  have  a 
pair  w  th  the  junior  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  WAi.cxyrrl, 
who  Is  absent.  I  transfer  my  absentee  pair  to  the  absentee  pair 
of  the  St-nator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge],  allowing  the  Sena- 
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YEAS— 14 

Kendrick 

Nye 

Warren 

MoNarr 
Norbeck 

Ransdell 

Waterman 

Sbortridge 

NorrU 

Thomas,  Idaho 
NAYS— 60 

Edge 

Heflin 

Reed 

Kess 

Howell 

KoblnBon,  Ark. 

Fletcher 

Jones 

Robinson,  Ind. 

George 

Kean 

Sackett 

Glllett 

Keyes 

Schall 

Glass 

King 

La  Follette 

Sheppard 

Gould 

Simmona 

Greene 

McKellar 

Smoot 

Hale 

McMaster 

Swanson 

Harris 

Metcalf 

TowDsend 

Harrison 

Oddie 

Trammel! 

Hastings 

Overman 

Vandenberg 

Howes 

Patterson 

Walsh,  Maus. 

Havden 
Uebert 

Phipps 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Pine 

Wheeler 

NOT 

VOTING— 21 

Glenn 

Smith 

Wagner 
Walcott 

Goff 

Steck 

Goldsbo  rough 

Steiwer 

Watson 

MoseB 

Stepbeus 

littman 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Shipstead 

Tydlngs 

tor  trotn  New  Jersey  and  mys^  to  vote,  and  I  allow  my  vote  to 
stand. 

Mr.  EDGE.  As  the  announcement  just  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Utah  releases  me  from  m^'  pair  with  the  senior  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Ttdiros],  and  permits  me  to  vote,  I  vote 
"  nay." 

Mr,  FESS.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  the  junior 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bubton],  if  present,  would  vote  "  nay." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  14,  nays  60,  as  follows : 


Brookhart 
Frailer 
Hatfield 
Johnson 


Alton 

Asburst 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Borah 

Brat ton 

Brock 

Capper 

Connally 

roueens 

Cutting 

Dalo 

Dill 


Bleasc 

BroQssard 

Burton 

Caraway 

Copeland 

Deneen 

So  Mr.  Watexman's  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  an  amendment 
and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  Chief  Clekk.  On  page  482,  after  line  6,  the  Senator  from 
Utah  proposes  to  insert  the  following  new  section : 

Skc.  — .  Appointment  of  deputy  commissioner  of  customs  :  The  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  appoint,  in  accordance  with  the 
ciril  service  laws,  a  deputy  commissioner  in  the  Bureau  of  Customs  in 
addition  to  the  deputy  commissioners  now  authorized  by  law. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  have  an  explana- 
tion as  to  the  necessity  for  the  propo.sed  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  state  the  reason  very  briefly.  In  the 
Bureau  of  Customs  there  are  three  divisions.  Those  divisions 
handle  subdivisions  of  the  work,  the  legal,  the  investigative, 
and  the  administrative.  To-day  there  are  only  two  men  ap- 
pointed for  the  administration  of  the  three  divisions,  and  as  the 
work  has  increased  so  greatly,  and  the  arrangement  has  never 
been  jiltogether  satisfactory,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  commissioner  have  asked  that  there  be  another  position 
created  for  the  purpose  of  having  the  occupant  of  that  posi- 
tion take  over  the  administrative  division  of  the  Customs 
Service. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr,  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  R(>BINSON  of  Arkansas.  Did  I  understand  the  Senator 
correctly  when  I  thought  he  said  that  there  are  three  divisions 
but  only  two  heads  of  divisions?    . 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  So  the  two  heads  of  divisions 
are  supervising  three  divisions? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  correct,  and  this  amendment  simply 
provides  for  the  creation  of  another  position,  the  occupant  of 
which  sliall  be  the  hend  of  the  administrative  division. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Preaident,  this  is  a  Washington  ap- 
pointment In  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  In 
Washington? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  Is.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  as  well  as  the  commissioner,  sent  a  letter, 
but  I  did  not  want  to  take  the  time  to  read  those  letters. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr,  Fess  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  my  colleague  that  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  under  the  conditions  existing  to-day. 

Mr.  KING.  I-«t  me  ask  my  colleague  whether  under  the 
present  law  authority  does  not  exist  to  name  an  assistant 
commissioner  to  look  after  the  administrative  features? 


Mr.  SMOOT.  In  the  appropriation  bill  it  is  not  provided  for. 
This  will  give  the  authorization. 

Mr.  KING.    This  would  make  it  permanent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  If  there  is  no  appropriation  made  for  it 
it  would  be  just  the  same  as  any  other  appointment  that  is 
made  when  there  is  no  appn^riation  following  the  appointment. 

Mr.  KING.  Why  has  there  not  been  a  third  nuiu  selected  for 
the  position? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  that  the  organic  law  provided  only 
for  the  two,  but  since  that  time  the  work  has  developed  to 
such  an  extent  that  it  can  not  be  done  by  the  two  men,  and  now 
that  they  liave  the  three  divisions  with  only  two  men  to  preside 
over  them,  they  do  not  think  the  best  service  is  being  rendered. 

Mr.  KING.  I  appreciate  the  fact  that  it  is  important  with 
the  large  collections  in  the  Treasury  Department  to  have  ade- 
quate help,  but  I  feel  that  the  very  large  aj^opriations  which 
have  been  passed  to  the  Treasury  Department  have  been  too 
large.  I  recall  that  some  $30,000,000  or  flO.OOO.OOO  was  given 
to  the  Treasury  Department  for  the  collection  of  taxes.  Indeed, 
expenses  are  larger  now  than  when  we  were  collecting  during 
the  war  very  much  larger  revenues.  However,  as  it  apparently 
seems  to  l>e  very  neces.sary.  I  shall  offer  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  C3ialr  has  been  reading  the 
amendments  as  they  appear  on  his  desk.  My  understanding  is 
that  the  debenture  amendment  is  to  follow.  I  now  offer  that 
amendment  formally. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  read  the  next 
amendment. 

The  Chief  Cuxk.  The  next  amendment  is  that  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nonus],  which  is,  on  i>age  307, 
after  line  24,  to  insert : 

Export  debentures:  (a)  Whenever  the  board  provided  for  In  the  agri- 
cultural marketing  act  approved  June  15,  1929,  finds  It  advisable,  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  policy  declared  in  section  1  of  uaid  agricultural 
marketing  act,  with  respect  to  any  agricultural  commodity,  to  iwce  ex- 
port debentures  with  respect  to  such  commodity,  said  board  shall  give 
notice  of  such  finding  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treagury.  Upon  the  receipt 
of  such  notice  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  com- 
mencing and  terminating  at  such  time  as  the  board  shall  preticribe,  to 
issue  export  debentures  to  any  farmer,  cooperative  association,  stablllaa- 
tlon  corjxjration,  or  other  person  with  respect  to  such  quantity  of  the 
commodity  or  any  manufactured  food  product  thereof  or  any  product 
manufactured  from  cotton  or  tobacco,  if  the  cotton  or  tobac<»  out  of  which 
it  Is  manufactured  if  exported  in  the  raw  material  would  have  been  en- 
titled to  receive  a  det)enture  therefor,  as  such  person  may  from  time  to 
time  export  from  the  United  States  to  any  foreign  country.  The  export 
df-l)enture  shall  be  in  an  amount  to  be  computed  under  the  direction  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  In  accordance  with  such  regulations  as 
he  -nay  prescribe,  at  the  deljenture  rate  for  the  commodity  or  product 
that  is  in  effect  at  the  time  of  exportation.  Any  such  computation 
shall  l>e  final. 

(b)  In  order  to  procure  the  lasuance  of  an  export  d«-beuture,  the 
farmer,  cooperative  association,  stabilisation  corporation,  or  other  per- 
son shall,  in  accordance  with  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  may  prescribe,  make  application  for  such  debenture  and  sub- 
mit satisfactory  proofs  either  (1)  that  the  commodity  to  be  exported 
was  produced  in  the  United  States  and  has  not  previously  been  exported 
therefrom,  or  (2)  that  the  commodity  used  in  making  the  manufactured 
food  product  or  any  product  manutactored  from  cotton  or  tobacco,  if  the 
cotton  or  tobacco  out  of  which  it  Is  manufactured  if  exported  in  the 
raw  material  would  have  been  entitled  to  receive  a  debenture  therefor, 
to  be  exported  was  produced  in  the  United  States  and  the  agricultural 
commodity  and  the  manufactured  food  product  or  any  product  maoii< 
factured  from  cotton  or  tobacco  if  the  cotton  or  tobacco  out  of  which 
it  is  manufactured  if  exported  in  the  raw  material  would  have  been 
entitled  to  receive  a  debenture  thereior,  have  not  previou!<]y  been  ex- 
ported therefrom. 

(c)  An  export  debenture,  when  presented  by  the  bearer  thereof 
within  one  year  from  the  date  of  issuance,  shall  be  receivable  at  its 
face  value  by  any  collector  of  customs,  or  deputy  collector  of  customs, 
or  other  person  anthorlxed  by  law  or  by  regulation  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  perform  the  duties  of  collector  of  customs.  In  payment 
of  duties  collectible  against  article*  imported  by  the  bearer.  TMtle  to 
any  export  debenture  shall  be  transferable  by  delivery.  In  order  to 
prevent  any  undue  speculation  in  the  handling  of  such  export  del)entTirefl, 
the  Secretary  of  the  TTeasary  is  authorised  and  directed,  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  redemp- 
tion of  such  export  debentures  from  any  money  in  the  Treasury  de- 
rived from  the  payment  of  duties  collectible  against  articles  imported 
into  the  United  States  at  a  rate  of  not  lesa  than  98  per  cent  of  the 
face  value  of  such  export  debentures. 
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(d)  Debenture  rates  ia  effect  at  aay  time  with  respect  to  any  asri- 
cultoral  commodity  shall  be  one-half  the  rate  of  duty  in  effect  at  rach 
tlm«  with  respect  to  Imports  of  sach  commodity,  except  that  so  long  as 
no  import  daty  is  imposed  on  cotton  the  debenture  rate  thereon  shall 
be  2  cents  per  pound.  The  debentare  rate  io  effect  at  any  tlmt  with 
resipect  to  any  manofactured  food  product  of  any  agrlcultorml  com- 
modity or  any  product  manufactured  from  cotton  or  tohaeeo  if  the 
cotton  or  tobacco  out  of  which  it  is  manufactured  if  exi>orted  in  the 
raw  material  would  hare  been  entitled  to  receiye  a  debenture  therefor, 
shall  be  an  amount  sufficient,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  to  equal  the  de- 
benture that  would  be  Issuable  upon  the  exportation  of  the  quantity 
of  the  agrlculturi^  commodity  consumed  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
exported  manufactured  food  product,  or  any  product  manufactured  from 
cotton  or  tobacco  if  the  cotton  or  tobacco  out  of  which  it  is  manufac- 
tured if  exported  in  the  raw  material  would  have  been  entitled  to  re- 
oetre  a  debenture  therefor,  as  prescribed  and  promulgated  from  time  to 
time  by  said  board. 

(e)  Regulations  requiring  that  metal  tagfl  or  other  appropriate  mark- 
ings be  placed  on  all  bales  of  cotton  produced  in  foreign  countries  and 
allowed  transit  through  the  United  States  for  exportation,  may  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Erery  person  who  vlolatea 
any  such  regulation  of  said  board  shall  be  liable  to  a  chrll  penalty  of 
llOO  for  each  such  offense.  Such  pooalty  may  be  recorered  In  a  ctril 
suit  brought  by  said  board  in  the  name  of  the  United  States. 

(f)  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  prepare  and  Issue  all  export 
debentures.  Export  debentures  issued  under  authority  of  this  act  shall 
be  obligations  of  the  United  States  within  the  definition  in  section  147 
of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  codify,  rerlae,  and  amend  the  penal  laws 
of  the  United  States."  approved  March  4,  1909,  as  amended  (U.  8.  C« 
title  18.  sec.  261). 

(g)  Any  person  who  shall  make  any  false  statement  for  the  purpose 
of  fraudulently  procuring,  or  shall  attempt  in  any  manner  fraudulently 
to  procure,  the  issuance  or  acceptance  of  any  export  debenture,  whether 
for  the  benefit  of  such  person  or  of  any  other  person,  shall  be  fined  not 
more  than  12.000  or  Imprisoned  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both. 

(h)  In  order  to  prevent  undue  stimulation  in  the  production  of  any 
debenturable  agricultural  commodity,  whenever  said  board  finds  that 
the  production  of  any  debenturable  agricultural  commodity  during  any 
crop  year  has  exceeded  the  average  annual  production  of  such  debentur- 
able agricultural  commodity  for  the  preceding  five  years  said  board  shall 
by  proclamation  prescribe  that  during  the  next  succeeding  year  the 
export  debenture  rates  for  such  commodity  shall  be  reduced  by  the 
percentage  hereinafter  fixed.  Such  reductions  shall  become  effective  on 
the  date  fixed  in  such  proclamation,  not  less  than  60  days  from  the 
date  of  the  issuance  thereof,  and  shall  remain  in  effect  throughout  such 
succeeding  crop  year.  The  term  "  crop  year,"  as  used  In  this  section, 
means  a  12  months'  period  beginning  at  a  time  designated  by  said 
board. 

Reductions  in  debenture  rates  under  this  section  shall  he  made  in 
accordance  with  the  following  percentages  : 

(1)  For  an  Increase  in  production  of  less  than  20  per  cent,  there 
shall  be  no  reduction. 

(2)  For  sn  increase  in  production  of  20  per  cent  hut  less  than  40 
per  cent,  there  shall  be  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent. 

(3)  For  an  Increase  in  production  of  40  per  cent  but  less  than  60 
per  cent,  there  shall  be  a  reduction  of  50  per  cent. 

(4)  For  an  increase  In  production  of  60  per  cent  but  less  than  90 
per  cent,  there  shall  be  a  reduction  of  75  per  cent. 

<5)  For  an  increase  in  production  of  90  per  cent  or  more,  there 
shall  be  a  reduction  of  99  per  cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment  is  practically 
the  same  proposition  that  was  voted  upon  by  the  Senate  when 
we  considered  the  farm  relief  blJl.  There  may  be  slight  changes 
in  It,  but  they  are  very  sli^t  indeed.  I  feel  that  if  it  were  poe- 
sitJle  to  come  to  some  agreemoit  as  to  a  time  to  vote  upon  the 
amendment  it  would  be  very  mudi  better  and  perhaps  save  a 
great  deal  of  time.  I  know  every  Senator  in  the  Chamber  has 
beard  the  amendment  discussed  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkaoaaa.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  think  we  can  agree  to  vote 
at  1  o'clock  to-morrow  afternoon. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  about  to  ask  unanimous  consent  for  such 
an  agreement. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  that  is  to  be  done,  the  Senate  ous^t  to 
meet  at  10  o'clock  In  the  morning. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  going  to  ask  the  Senate  to  meet  at  10 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  too,  and  that  we  vote  upon  the  Norris 
amendment  and  all  amendments  to  it,  if  any  be  offered,  at  not 
later  than  1  o'clock  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  object  to  stating  it  "at  not  later  than." 
I  want  to  have  the  hoor  fixed  when  the  voting  shall  begin. 
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Mr.  I  MOOT.  Then,  we  will  make  it  at  1  o'clock.  If  that 
be  gran  ed,  I  shall  also  ask  that  we  meet  to-morrow  morning  at 
10  o'cio  k. 

The  ] 'RESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest oJ  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  vote  on  the  priding  amend- 
ment at  1  o'clock  to-morrow  afternoon? 

Mr.  ((ONNALLT.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  inquire  of  the 
Senator  why  it  is  desired  to  fix  a  time  limit  on  an  amendment 
which  L>  of  so  great  importance,  when  we  have  spt'nt  so  much 
time  on  little  amendments  in  other  parts  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  KOBINSON  of  Arkansas.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Texas  t  lat  the  identical  amendment  has  been  fully  discassed 
heretofcre.  It  was  considered  at  great  length  during  the  delib- 
eration.q  of  the  Senate  on  the  fann  relief  bill,  and  tho«se  of  us 
who  support  the  amendment  feel  that  we  can  take  a  vote  on  it 
without  protracting  the  debate.  We  think  that  every  Senator 
knows  lis  attitude  on  the  subject  and  that  very  little  is  to  be 
accompl  shed  by  prolonged  debate. 

Mr.  >  ORRIS.  I  would  like  to  suggest  that  the  interruption 
of  the  i  enator  f^om  Texas  reminds  me  that  it  probably  would 
be  well  to  couple  with  the  unanimous-oon.sent  request  a  limita- 
tion as  t5  the  time  each  S«iator  shall  ot-cupy.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  grants  to  discuss  the  amendment.  He  does  not  want  to 
take  much  time.  Probably  some  other  Senators  would  like 
to  dLsctiss  It  briefly,  too,  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Utah 
ought  n»t  to  Incinde  in  his  request  a  provision  that  no  S^iator 
shall  ta  k  more  than  20  minutes? 

Mr.  I  OBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  have  no  objection  to  that 
llmitati(  n. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  I  ask  that  there  be  incorporated  in  the 
request  a  provision  that  no  Senator  shall  speak  longer  than 
20  minu  :es  upon  the  amendment  or  longer  than  10  minutes  upon 
any  ani<  ndment  that  may  be  ofTered  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  B  OBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Let  the  limitation  apply  only 
to  the  auendment — that  no  Senator  shall  speak  more  than  once 
or  longer  than  20  minutes  on  the  pending  amendment  and  all 
amendments  thereto. 

Mr.  S  tf OOT.    That  Is  perfectly  satisfactory  to  me. 

Mr.  ^  ORRIS.  I  would  like  to  have  it  miidifled  so  that  It 
would  nat  provide  that  no  Senator  shall  speak  more  than  once. 
If  a  Senator  takes  only  10  minutes,  it  may  be  necessary,  at 
least  for  some  who  are  favoring  the  amendment,  to  make  a 
brief  reply. 

Mr.  HOBINSON  of  Arkansas.  And  there  might  be  amend- 
ments t<i  the  amendment  which  would  deserve  consideration. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  it  be  provided  that  the  time  limit  shall  be 
20  miniEes. 

Mr.  HIMMONS.    Mr.  President,  before  that  is  agreed  to  I 
want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connaixy],  who.  I 
know,  b^s  studied  the  question  very  thoroughly  and  who  made 
ie  strongest  speeches  rxipon  the  subject  while  we  were 
ng  the  farm  relief  bill,  if  he  will  desire  more  than  20 
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NNALLY.     No;  I  do  not  think  I  shall  require  more 
minutes.     I  will  abide  by  whatever  limit  is  fixed  by  the 


thinks    20   minutes    will    be 


The    Senator 
sufllcienk  for  his  purpose? 

Mr.  C  3NNALLY.     Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  S  MMONS.  The  Senator  has  taken  such  a  keen  Interest 
in  the  s  ibject  that  I  want  him  to  have  all  the  time  he  desires. 

Mr.  CONN  ALLY.    Twenty  minutes  will  be  sufficient. 

The  I  RESIDING  OFFICER,  The  Senator  from  Utah  asks 
unanlmcus  consent  that  debate  be  limited  to  20  minutes  on  the 
amendment,  and  that  the  vote  be  taken  at  1  o'clock  to-mormw 
aftemoo  a. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  I  would  suggest  that  the  re- 
quest h(  modified  to  the  extent  of  allowing  20  minutes  upon 
the  amendment  or  any  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     That  is  the  proposal 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes ;  that  is  my  request. 

ANSON.    Twenty  minutes  altogether  is  the  limit? 


Si 


Mr. 

Mr.  SJIOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  \4atSON.     It  also  includes  an  agreement  to  recess  until 
to-morrow  morning? 
RESIDING  OFFICER.     Not  as  the  Chair  understood 


10  o'cl 

The 
it 

Mr.  S^OOT.     Yes;  that  is  coupled  with  my  reqtiest. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  did  not  fully  under- 
stand tl;  e  request,  then. 

Mr.  I  OWELL.  Mr.  President  I  hardly  feel  like  granting 
unanim<us  consent  to  vote  at  1  o'dock  on  Saturday  under 
these  circumstances.    I  suggest  that  the  agreement  be  that  each 
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Senator  shall  be  allowed  to  speak  20  minutes  upon  the  amend- 
ment or  any  amendment  to  the  amendment,  and  when  thev  arc 
thn)ugh  then  let  us  vote. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Without  naming  a  time  for  the  vote? 
Mr.  HOWELL  Yes ;  without  fixing  the  hour  to  vote 
Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  I»re8ident,  that  would  be  objectionable, 
btH-nuse  there  are  some  Senators  who  may  not  be  here  before  1 
o'clock  to-morrow,  and  I  think  it  is  very  much  better  to  have  a 
time  certain  fixed.  Then  we  can  be  reasonably  assured  that 
ail  Senators  who  are  in  the  city  will  be  here  at  that  particular 
time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  wiU  report  the  re- 
quest for  unanimous  consent,  including  both  the  time  for  meet- 
ing to-morrow  and  the  time  proposed  to  be  fixed  for  the  vote 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows  : 

DNANIMorS-CuNSE.VT    AOUFBIIENT 

Ordered,  That  when  the  Senate  concludes  its  business  to-day  it  take 
a  rec«'88  until  lO  oclocli  on  to-morrow;  that  at  1  o'clock  p.  m.  on  to- 
morrow the  Senate  proceed  to  vote,  without  further  debate,  upon  the 
ponding  amendment  (the  debenture  provision)  to  House  bill  2067,  the 
tariff  revision  bill,  and  upon  any  amendment  that  may  be  proposed 
thereto;  and  that  no  Senator  may  speak  lonper  than  20  minutes  upon 
the  said  amendment  and  amendments  proposed  thereto. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska will  not  object  to  the  agreement  in  its  present  form 

Mr.  MOSES.     Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire will  .state  his  point  of  order. 

Mr.  MOSES.  It  will  require  a  call  of  the  roll  before  the 
request  for  uuaniraou.s  con.sent  may  be  granted,  will  it  not' 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  MOSKS.     We  are  fixing  a  time  for  a  vote. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  But  it  is  not  a  final  vote  on 
a  bill  or  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  MOSES.  Nevertheless  I  think  the  point  of  order  is 
well  taken. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  have  to  over- 
rule  the  iwint  of  order.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  for 
unanimous  consent  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr^  HOWELL.  Mr.  President  I  shrwld  like  to  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  if  it  does  not  seem  ab^surd  to  allow  20  minutes 
for  a  six«ech  upon  the  amendment  and  any  amendment  to 
the  amendment  and  then  provide  for  a  vote  at  1  o'clock  to- 
morrow? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  it  does  not  mean  that  all  Sen- 
ators will  occupy  20  minutes ;  hut  20  minutes  is  the  aggregate 
1  do  not  think  Senators  are  going  to  take  that  much  time.  I 
believe  there  will  be  ample  <>piK>rtunity  to  discuss  the  amend- 
ment. The  question  it  involves  has  been  di.scussed  often  in 
the  Chaml»er.  If  it  had  not  been,  I  would  not  have  made  the 
re(iu(^t  for  unanimous  consent.  I  believe  it  will  hasten  mat- 
ters if  we  grant  unanimous  consent  in  this  instance. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  If  the  iM-oposed  agreement  is  modified  so 
as  to  provide  for  a  vote  at  1  o'cUxk  on  Monday,  I  will  not 
object. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  should  object  to  that  Mr 
President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quf-st  for  unanimous  consent  submited  by  the  Senator  from 
Utah?    The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  "ordered. 

KECESS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until 
to-morrow  morning  at  10  oclock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  18  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  t<x>k  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Saturday. 
October  19,  191»,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 
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CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  narnhiatiann  confirmed  by  the  Senate  October  18  (legis- 
lative day  of  September  SO),  1929 

Appolntmests  i.v  tub  Abmt 

ifedical  administxatrve  corps 

To  be  second  lieutenant 

Staff  Sergt.  Lewis  Miller  Gould. 

DENTAL  CORPS 

To  be  first  lieutenant 
First  Lieut  Clarence  Price  Canby. 


Appointments,  by  Transfer,  in  the  Armt 
to  adjutant  oenqiai.'s  department 
Maj.  Frederic  Vinton  Hemenway. 

TO  JUDGE  ADVOCATE  GENISAL'S  IMBPARTMENT 

Capt.  Edward  Chambers  Bctts. 

TO  ORDNANCE  MBPARTMENT 

First  Ueut.  William  Field  Sadtler. 
First  Lieut.  Leslie  Seckell  Fletdier. 

TO  CHEMICAL  M  AJKFARE  SlSVICa 

Maj.  Stuart  Adams  Hamilton. 

Capt.  Henry  Liu.sert. 

First  Lieut.  Ralph  Cobb  Benner. 

First  Lieut.  Edwin  Clark  Maling. 

Second  Lieut  William  Murlin  Creasy,  jr. 

Promotions  in  the  Army 
To  be  colonels 
Ben  Lear,  jr..  Cavalry. 
George  Parker  Tyner,  Field  ArtUlery. 
Morris  Melville  Keck,  Infantry. 
Henry  Joseph  McKenney,  Cavalry. 
Oscar  Alonzo  McGee,  Cavalry. 
Oliver  PeiTy  Morton  Hazzard,  Cavalry. 


Lieut  Col. 
Lieut.  G<^. 
Lieut.  Col. 
Lieut  Col. 
Lieut  Col. 
Lieut.  Col. 


To  be  lieutenant  colonels 
Maj.  Torrey  Borden  IVfagbee,  Infantry. 
Maj.  William  Whitehead  West  jr.,  Cavalry. 
Maj.  Rui>ert  Algernon  Dunford,  Infantry. 
Maj.  Frederick  Willis  Manley.  Infantry. 
Maj.  Edward  Jos^A  Cullen,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 
Maj.  Henry  Roland  Smalley,  Quartermaster  Corps. 
Maj.  Ira  Longiinecker,  Air  Corps. 
Maj.  William  Robert  McCleary,  Coast  Artillery  Corp^ 
Maj.  Robert  Blaine,  Cavalry. 

To  be  m-ajort 

Capt   Vincent  Nicolas  Diaz,   Infantry. 

Capt.  Andres  Lopez,  Infantry. 

Capt.  Modesto  Enrique  Rodriguez.  Infantry. 

f'apt.  John  Warlick  McDonald,  Cavalry. 

Capt  Stuart  Randall  Carswell,  Infantry. 

Capt.  David  Hazen  Blakelock.  Cavalry. 

Capt.  John  Oliver  Hoskins,  Field  Artillery 

Capt.  RInaldo  Louis  Coe,  Cavalry. 

Capt.  John  Warren  Cotton,  Infantry 

Capt.  William  Clarke.  Field  Artillery. 

Capt.  Ira  Benjamin  Hill,  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

MJCDICKL  CORPS 

To  be  colonelt 

Lieut  Col.  Harry  Selby  Purnell. 
Lieut  Col.  Craig  Richard  Snyder. 
Lieut  Col.  James  Downie  Heysinger. 
Lieut  Col.  Lloyd  Llewellyn  Smith. 
Lieut.  Col.  John  Braiden  Huggins. 
Lieut.  Col.  William  Henry  Tefft 

DENTAL  CORPS 

To  be  majors 

Capt.  Richard  Foster  Thompson. 
Capt.  Walter  Davis  Vail. 
Capt  Clement  John  Gaynor. 
Capt  Walter  Andrew  Rose. 
Capt.  Eugene  Alonzo  Smith. 
Capt.  Alvin  Ellsworth  Anthony. 
Capt.  Fletcher  D.  Rhodes. 
Capt.  William  Burns  CaldwelL 
Capt  Lewis  Walter  Maly. 
Capt.  Glover  Johns. 
Capt.  Leslie  Dean  Baskin. 
Capt.  Dell  Stuart  Gray. 
Capt.  William  B.  Stewart. 
Capt.  Roy  Raymond  Newman. 
Capt.  Bo.vd  Lee  Smith. 
Capt  Avery  Giles  Holmes. 
Capt.  George  Robert  Kennebeck. 
Capt.  Horace  Ray  Finley. 
Capt.  Joseph  Lyon  Boyd. 
Capt.  Edwin  St  Clair  Wren. 
Capt.  Richard  Curran  Hughes; 
Capt.  Ernest  Patton  Dameron. 
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Chaplain 
Chaplain 
Chaplain 
Chaplain 
Chaplain 
Chaplain 
Chaplain 
Chaplain 
Chaplain 
Chaplain 
Chaplain 
Chaplain 
Chaplain 
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CHAPUaNS 

To  be  mafor$ 
Edward  Larose  Branhara. 
J<«hu  Thomas  DeBardeleben. 
Samuel  Johnson  Miller. 
John  Thomas  Axton,  jr. 
Earl  Dodley  Weed. 
William  Loren  Fisher. 
Emerson  Etherage  Swanson. 
Charles  Frederic  Graeser. 
Thomas  Edward  Swan. 
Clifford  Paynter  Fntchec 
Frank  Hallie  Hayes. 
Aristeo  Vincent  SimonL 
Peter  Joseph  Kilkenny. 


To  he  cnptaim 
Cliaplaln  John  Harold  McCann. 

pBOMorroNs  ij«  thu  PHiLrpTTNB  Scouts 

To  he  lieutenant  colond 
l^aj.  Fred  Damman. 

To  be  mafor 
C^pt.  Roy  Walton  Heard. 

AppoiWTMEirr  IN  THE  OmcEBs'  Reserve  CoB>i 
To  be  major  general,  reserve 
William  Graham  Everson,  Chief  of  the  Militia  Bureau. 
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PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES  OF  THE  SEVENTY-FIRST  CONGRESS 
^^^^  FIRST  SESSION 


SENATE 
Saturday,  October  19,  1929 
(Leffislaiive  day  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929) 
The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  Uie 

recess. 

PETrnoN 

Mr  VANDENBERG  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  cities 
of  Davison  and  Ypsllanti.  Mich.,  praying  for  the  Passage  of  Sen- 
ate bUl  1408,  the  8o<alled  SmwH  bllU  to  amend  the  food  and 
Smes  act  of  June  30.  1906,  by  extending  its  provisions  to 
?o?fcco  and  toBacoo  pr'oducts,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

BILLS  INT»0DUCH) 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time.  and.  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

A^biVris  ^904)  for  the  relief  of  George  A.  Gundelflnger  (with 
ac^mpanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bin  (S  1905)  authorizing  the  President  to  appoint  HT. 
Mc^yers  a  lieSant  commander.  Dental  Corps,  United  States 
Navy  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs. 

A^bill  (S  1906)  for  the  appointment  of  an  additional  circuit 
judge  for  the  Mth  judiclal^rcuit ;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

BEVTSION    or  THE  TABiyT 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  ttie  con- 
Bideratlou  of  the  biU  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  ^^^^^^thl^i^S^" 
late  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tr^  of  tT.e  United  States,  to  protect  A°^^ri<=*",i^t)or,  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  pending  question  being  on  the  amendment 
proposed  ^r.  Nokris,  on  page  307,  after  line  24,  to  Insert  a 
provision  for  export  debentures.  T.onHin«r 

Mr    JONES      Mr.  President,  Uie  amendment  that  Is  pending 
is  one  of  very  great  importance  and  upon  which  there  is  a  very 
^rt  honest  difference  of  oph.lon  as  to  whether  It  is  wi^  or 
unwise  whether  it  will  benefit  or  injure  agriculture.     I  want  to 
Sv  fo;  my^lf  that  I  expect  to  vote  against  the  amendment  at 
Se  prese?.ttime  in  the  hope  that  the  legislation  we  bave  already 
SlrtS  for  farm  relief,  with  additional  relief  through  the  tariff 
whl?h  we  should  pass  may  prove  adequate  to  aid  in  P"tnng 
aerlculture  upon  a  good,  firm,  and  prosperous  basis.     But  if  that 
Sd  not  prove  to  be  true  and  the  debenture  provision  should 
SSt  be  adopted  now,  but  should  come  up  later  for  consideration. 
I  win  yot^tTv  it  b^ause  I  want  to  see  agriculture  put  upon  a 
baS  of  prosperity  as  permanent  as  it  is  possible  to  secure 
There  are  such  serious  objections  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
?amer  hSnself  honesUy  and  patriotically  urged  to  ti^edet^ntur^ 
nlan    however    that  In  my  judgment  It  should  not  be  adopted 
ffii  other  pmns  honestly  urged  and  adopted  fail  to  bring  the 
?S  ef  we  all  want.     I  understand  the  amendment  leaves  the  put- 
Ung  in  effect  of  this  amendment  to  the  Farm  Board  or  the 
S^retL-y  oTthe  Treasury.     I  am  not  in  favor  of  putting  this 
SlxSiUty  upon  the  board  or  Secretary     If  Congrfs  believes 
In  the  wisdom  of  this  policy  It  sboi^^  vote  to  put  It  in  effect 
it  should  take  the  responsibility  and  discharge  it    We  should 

not  shirk  our  duty.  ,   ^     ^.       i    v  -   n„*-  «f 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  send  to  the  desk  a  list  of 
names  of  certain  corporations  submitted  b/  the  senior  S^ator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ransdkll  to  be  presented  to  the  Treasury 
D^SrTment  for  a  report  on  the  income  taxes  of  those  corpora- 
Ss.  Sd  I  ask  that  it  may  be  printed  hi  the  Record  as  similar 

^^i'VlCE^RESlM^.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


The  list  is  as  follows : 

Sangomo   Electric   Co.,   Springfield,    IlL 

Waterbory    Clock    Co.,    Waterbnry.    Conn, 

Seasion  Clock  Co.,  Foreatrille,  Conn. 

Gilbert  Clock  Co.,  Winston,  Conn. 

Chelsea  Clock  Co.,  Brockton,  Mass. 

Mr  SMOOT  Mr  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
when  the  Senate  concludes  Its  business  to-day.  it  take  a  recess 
until  Monday  morning  at  10  o'clock.  ^       ^     c,       .        * 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  suggest  that  the  Senator  at- 
taS  to  the  request  a  further  agreement  that  the  Senate  shaU 
continue  in  session  not  later  than  6  (.'dock  on  Monday 

Mr  NORRIS  Could  we  not  commence  at  S  o  clock  in  the 
morning  and  run  untU  7  In  the  evening?     [Laughter  ] 

Mr  SMOOT.  My  request  wUl  be  modified  In  accordant^e  with 
thfsuggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas,  that  the  Senate 
shall  remain  in  session  not  later  than  6  o  clock  on  Monday 

Mr    NORRIS.     Why  not  meet  tt>-morrow?     [Laughter.] 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  requ^t  of 
the  Senator  from  Utah?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  It  Is  so 
ordemi     The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 

Nebraska  [Mr.  Nobkis]. 

Mr  HASTINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
nlace  in  the  Recced  an  editorial  appearing  in  this  morning  s 
Washington  Post  entitled  "The  People's  Attorney,"  relritlng  to 
the  consumers'  counsel  amendment  adopted  on  Thursday. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  It  Is  so  ordered. 

The  editorial  Is  as  follows : 

[From  the  Washington  Post,  Saturday,  October  19,  1929) 

THB  PBOPLJ'8   ATTORKBT 

The    Senate   has   Just    perpetrated   one   of   those    flumphs  of   muddy 
thinking  which  hare  disgusted  the  country  and  caused  it  to   give  up 
hope  of  obtaining  the  benefit  of  wise  statesmanship  as  applied  to  th^r 
eZolic   affairs       After   having   provided    that   the    Tariff   Commiaalon 
Zai  be  a   fact-finding  body   in   the  interest  of  all  the   people,  charged 
with  reporting  its  fladings  and  recommendations  to  Congress,  the  Senate 
now   adopts   an   amendment    creating    a    monstrosity   called   the      con- 
sumers'counsel."  at  a  salary  of  $10,000  a  year.  rt„,,„m^nt" 
This  officer  is  to  be  "  in  the  legislative  branch  of  *»»«  ^^'^^TrL- 
He  is  to  champion  the  cause  of  the  common  people  agaio.t  th    remo.^ 
less  Tariff  Commission,  which  Is  itself  an  agent  o      he  p^pU^    Bef;ore 
the  commission,  as  agent  of  the  people,  can  report  its  f  f '"^V*"  ^"^^ 
gress   another  agent  of  the  people,  the  special  agent  of  the  people,   is 
fThave  the  right  to  be  heard  In  behalf  of  the  "  ultimate  <^^^^^^\.^ 
-rSr  consumers'    counsel    is   to    be    a    person    who    '^"/«J"  ^^^«f " 
acted  as  a  lobbyist.     He  Is  to  have  power  to  subpoena  wltne«e«  and  to 
^Lpelthe  Tariff  Commission  to   make  any  '^l^^'l^'^''^'' J,'?^j''f, 
Tedesires  information,   regardless  of   the  -«*  «'  ^^'^/[^^  °?  com! 
is  to  have  clerical  assLstants  and  experts  furnished  by  the  Tirlff  Com 

""'^hrseuate  has  discovered  a  plan  that  offers  ^-^'^'^fX'^f'''!^^ 
of  exoaSn.  The  consumers'  counsel  will  be  the  official  lobb:rlst  of  the 
-  leSlat lie  branch  ^f  the  Government."     He  is  to  have  the  extraord  1- 

£-H:i:^o^trrl^kSLaro7^^^^^^^^^ 

EH^  :tr  r^r  ^^r  ;;^r  ^  ^x 

itself  In  making  the  tariff  unless  they  are  defended  by  their  own  par- 
''^"Tircommi.ion  is  placed  In  t.e  position  of  bein«  -  e^emy  of 
ZoC-t.\r^  l^Tr  virue  rc^on^J^^utr  to^^e 

Ot^r  coLi^ion.  that  should  be  subjected  to  the  espionage  and  super 
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Tii.lon  of  "congumers-  co«ng*»l."  Tbe  Interstate  Commerce  Co^nmlsslon. 
the  Civil  SerTlce  Commi8*.i..n,  the  General  Accounting  Office,  the  Bar^u 
of  Effldency.  the  Board  of  Mediation,  the  Federal  Reserve  Board^  the 
Federal  Trade  Commiwlon.  the  Shipping  Board,  and  manj  other  board* 
and  commlMioa.  are  running  wild,  and  not  one  of  them  U  subject  to 
the  scrutiny  of  a  peoples  counsel.  The  executive  departments  are  not 
orovlded  with  counsel  f,  protect  the  common  people  against  Govern- 
ment injustlop.  Congress  itself  ought  to  have  a  consumers'  counsel  as 
a  check  against  outrage  of  the  people's  rights. 

Now  that  the  Senate  has  discovered  that  the  people's  govemmenta 
agencies  do  not  represent  the  people,  but  must  be  watched  by  special 
attorneys  representing  the  people,  let  it  do  a  thorough  Job.  Let  it 
hire  a  peoples  att-rney  to  waich  every  department,  commi.'.sion.  court 
bureau,  or  other  agency  of  the  Government.  After  that  is  done  it  will 
be  time  to  con-slder  bow  the  peoples  attorneys  shaU  be  kept  faithful  to 
the  p'ople. 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  beUeve  that 
there  ought  to  be  a  fuller  attendance  of  the  Senate.  Unless  the 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jones]  chooses  to  do  so,  I  sug- 
g»'st  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 

aiIpii  George  iJi  Follette  Sheppard 

Ashurst  GineU  McKellar  Shortrldg* 

Barklev  Gi.ldsborough  McMaster  Simmons 

5tn,ham  Gould  McNarv  Smoot 

RUr-k  Greene  Metcalf  ateca 

Ralne  Hale  Moses  Stelwer 

^t  Harrl*  Norbeck  Stephens 

B^h  Harrison  Norrls  Swanson 

D  l7f„„  Hnstinm  Nv-  Thomas,  Idaho 

Kf.^L''"  hIw^**  oldie  Thomas.  Okla. 

Brookhart  Hayden  Overman  Townsend 

B^^ssard  Hebert  Patterson  X^^^J^^Jl 

cSf  Heflln  Phlpps  Vandenberg 

r«rAwaT  Howell  Pine  Waper 

Connllly  Johnson  Pittman  Wafcott 

rniSens  Jones  Reed  Walsh.  Mass. 

rS  t^ie  Koan  Robinson.  Ark.        Walsh,  Mont. 

TMii  Kendrick  Robinson.  Ind.         Warren 

Fletcher  Keyea  Sackett  Watson 

Fraaler  King  SchaU  Wheeler 

Mr.  JONES.     I  desire  to  announce  that  the  senior  Senator 

from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fbbs]  Ls  necessarily  detained  on  official  business. 

I  also  wish  to  announce  that  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio 

[Mr.  BuirroNl  is  still  detained  from  the  Senate  on  account  of 

illness     I  will  let  this  announcement  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  My  c-oUeague  [Mr.  Shipstead]  is  still  absent, 
111     I  ask  that  tbis  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty  Senators  have  answered  to 
their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  on  account  of  the  limitation  on 
debate.  I  do  not  intend  to  yield  to  interruptions. 

We  are  confmnted  now  with  the  debenture  amendment, 
familiar  to  all  of  us.  so  it  will  not  be  necessary,  in  my  judg- 
ment, to  go  into  any  detailed  discussion  of  its  merits.  This 
amendment  is  practically  the  same  as  the  debenture  provision 
which  the  Senate  voted  to  put  on  the  farm  rriief  bill.  It  neces- 
sarily has  had  to  be  changed  somewhat,  because  it  applies  to 
the  farm-relief  measure  which  is  now  a  part  of  the  law  of  the 
land.    There  Is  one  material  change,  and  one  only. 

There  is  a  provision  in  it  that  the  debenture,  upon  presenta- 
tion, shall  be  bought  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and 
paid  for  out  of  any  money  in  his  hand  coming  from  tariff 
duties  at  not  less  than  98  per  cent  of  the  face  value  >f  the 
debenture.  In  my  judgment,  if  this  amendment  shall  become 
the  law,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  will  never  have  occa- 
gl«m  to  redeem  any  debentures  at  that  rate.  Those  debentures 
will  sell  upon  the  market  at  very  nearly  100  per  cent.  I  put 
that  provision  in,  however,  bei-ause  when  we  adopted  the  de- 
benture i^an  on  the  farm  relief  bill,  in  the  conference  committee, 
which  was  In  session  every  day  for  about  two  weeks,  the  only 
argument  made  against  the  debenture  was — and  that  was  the 
principal  bone  of  contention — that  the  debentures  would  be 
speculated  In  on  the  niarket :  that  there  would  be  a  combination 
of  importers ;  their  value  would  go  down ;  the  debentures  would 
not  sell  anywhere  near  par.  and  thus  the  effect  on  the  price  of 
the  debentnred  product  would  be  lessened  that  much. 

I  uever  had  any  idea  that  that  objection  was  well  founded.  I 
have  none  now.  I  think  students  of  this  economic  question  are 
imanimous  in  the  opinion  that  if  this  amendment  shall  become 
a  law.  regardless  of  its  merits  or  otherwise  or  what  people  may 
think  about  it,  it  will  have  the  effect  of  raising  the  price  of  the 
farm  product  upon  which  the  debenture  is  issued  practically  the 
amount  named  in  the  drt)enture,  which  will  be  one-half  of  the 
tariff,  except  in  the  case  of  cotton  where  it  will  be  2  cents  a 
pound.    Therefore,  Mr.  President,  r^ardless  of  cverTthing  else. 
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M  « .  f«ir  to  *«iv  that  this  is  a  provision  which  will  increase  the 
pri  'e  o  all  Sfn  products  to  which  the  l>oard  shall  apply  it 
^  We  have  been  pledging  ourselves  to  the  farmers  of  America 
tha:  so  far  as  tariff  duties  are  concerned,  we  would  put  them 
on  in^ual  basis  AMth  the  manufacturers,  and  we  all  concede 
that  thrfarmer  is  not  on  such  a  basis  at  the  present  time.  This 
is  J  n  opportunity  to  redeem  our  ple<lge.  to  redeem  the  pledge  of 
the  Republican  Party  made  in  the  campaign,  to  redeem  the 
i.leige  made  by  Herbert  Hoover  on  the  stump;  and  th  s  bill  is 
the  only  opportunity  which  will  be  afforded  us  to  make  a  re- 
denptiou  of  that  pledge.  If  we  say  it  can  not  be  done.  If  >ye 
sas  for  other  reasons  we  are  opposed  to  it.  then  it  is  our  duty 
to^ome  forward  with  something  else  to  make  g<K)d  that  pledge 
or   o  sav  that  the  plwlge  can  not  be  redeemed.  ^  ^    t 

!;obody  proposes  any  other  remedy,  and  it  ^s  conceded,  I 
think  by  every  student  of  economics  that  the  tariff  will  not  be 
etnalized  and  the  farmer  will  not  be  put  on  an  equal  basis 
wii  h  the  manufacturer  unless  the  debenture  becomes  a  part  of 
tlu  tariff  scheme.  If  it  be  not  wise  as  a  matter  of  political 
ecc  nomv  to  adopt  this  kind  of  amendment,  and  if  we  have  no 
otter  remedy  by  which  to  give  the  farmer  the  equality  which 
we  promised  him,  then  why  do  we  not  have  the  courage  and 
th(  common  honesty  to  say  to  the  farmers  of  America  We 
wil  not  give  you  equality;  we  can  not  do  it,  or  we  do  not 
went  to  do  it"?  If  we  meant  what  we  said  when  we  made 
th(  promise,  then  we  ought  to  make  a  fair  effort  to  make  good 
th(  promise.  Here  is  the  chance  to  do  it,  and,  as  I  said  a 
mt  ment  ago,  it  is  the  only  chance  we  are  going  to  have  on  this 

t  is  conceded  that  many  of  the. schedules  In  the  tariff  bill 
on  farm  pro<lucts  are  ineffective;  that  where  we  have  a  furplua 
of  farm  products  the  tariff  is  not  effective.  That  is  well  iilus- 
tri  te<l  by  the  tariff  of  wheat,  where  one  year  after  another  we 
pr>duce  a  surplus  that  must  be  sold  on  the  worid's  market. 
E^ery  plan  which  those  of  us  who  wante<l  to  give  relief  to 
agriculture  have  devised  and  brought  before  Congress  to  take 
thit  surplus  out  of  the  way  and  to  give  the  farmer  the  benefit 
of  the  protective  tariff  has  been  defeated  either  in  Congress 
or  by  veto  of  the  President  of  the  United  States.  This  remedy 
now  proposed,  admitted  that  it  will  do  the  work,  has  not  been 

Jne  argument  against  the  debenture  is  that  the  President  will 
ve  to  any  bill  to  which  it  may  be  attached.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  can 
net  answer  for  the  President ;  we  can  only  answer  for  ourselves. 
Personally  I  feel  a  resjwnsibility  to  make  good  the  pledge  if  I 
can.  This  is  the  only  opimrtunity  presented  to  make  it  good. 
With  a  tariff  on  manufactured  products  that  compels  the  farmer 
to  live  in  a  world  of  protection  and  to  sell  his  products  on  the 
ottier  side  of  the  tariff  wall,  the  injustice  is  too  apparent  to 
r€  luire  discussiwi.  The  only  object  of  the  amendment  is  to 
give  to  the  farmer  but  one-half  of  the  benefit  of  the  protective 
tariff.  Unle^s  we  shall  adopt  the  amendment  or  shall  enact 
tt  e  McNary-Haugen  bill  or  some  other  plan  which  will  give  the 
fj  rmer  this  benefit,  he  will  continue  to  go  on  without  it. 

Practically  everything  that  the  farmer  buys,  as  is  the  case 
with  everybody  el.se,  is  bought  on  this  side  of  the  tariff  wall, 
ai  id  on  everything  he  produces,  where  he  produces  a  surplus,  the 
market  price  Is  fixed  on  the  other  side  of  the  tariff  wall.  Here  is 
ai  I  opportunity  to  put  the  farmer  on  an  equality  with  the  manu- 
fjcturing  industries  If  adopted,  the  effe<'t  of  the  amendment 
w  ill  be  to  take  o2  the  market  the  surplus  products  to  which  the 
debenture  shall  apply. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  time  has  come  when  we  ought  at  least 
t(i  be  honest  with  the  American  farmer.  We  go  before  the 
fi  inner  in  the  election  and  get  his  vote  on  honeyed  words,  l)eau- 
tiful  promises,  and  glittering  generalities,  and  when,  relying 
u  )on  our  promises,  relying  upon  the  honesty  of  our  professions, 
v^e  are  placed  in  power  we  turn  our  backs  upon  the  farmer, 

V  olate  the  pledges,  and  we  have  refusetl  thus  far,  in  one  way 
aid  another,  to  give  the  farmer  the  benefit  of  tlie  tariff.     Either 

V  e  must  do  this  or  we  must  tear  down  the  protective  structure. 
Either  we  must  bring  the  farmer  up  to  the  level  of  the  manufac- 
turer or  we  must  take  away  the  protection  which  the  manufac- 
t  irer  has.  Either  we  must  permit  the  farmer  to  have  the  benefit 
0  '  the  tariff  or  we  must  permit  him  to  buy  on  the  same  side  of 
t  »e  tariff  wall  on  which  we  require  him  to  s^l. 

Mr.  President,  I  reserve  the  remainder  of  my  time. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
oJDfered  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  will  state  it 
Mr.    GEORGE.     My   recollection    of   the   unanimous-consent 
agreement  is  that  a  vote  is  not  to  be  taken  prior  to  1  o'clock  or 
I  at  1  o'clock. 


\ 


The  VICE  PRERIDEN'T.    The  agreement  provides  that  a  vote 

^'Mr'SEORSE'  Mf^e'Lident.  I  do  not  know  that  anyone  else 
wishes  to  discuss  the  amendment  at  this  time.  Therefore  I 
shall  subnrit  a  few  observations  on  It. 

Heretofore  it  has  been  pointed  out  In  t^^sj^^f  ^.  f  "V."^ 
tariff  Is  not  applicable  to  farm  products  produced  In  the  UnUed 
States  m  exce^  of  the  domestic  consumption  or  demand     Tha^ 
has  been  accepted.  I  believe,  on  all  hands^    ^^''^"""y'  '  ^1^. 
believe  the  tariff  can  be  made  effective  for  agriculture   except 
to  a  rimite<l  degree,  becaase  the  economics  of  agyi^^lt^^^i^ 
different  from  the  economics  of  manufacturing.    The  farmer&- 
?he  p^uc^rs  of  general  crops-are  widely  ^^^Jtered;  they  are 
independent   competing   «"\ts.     When    they   have   made   tteir 
croDS  they  must  sell  them  in  order  to  pay  their  debts,     mey 
hav?  not  ^he  opportunity,  nor  does  the  character  of  their  occti- 
p^Uion  l^rmit  them,  to  organise  to  the  same  ^'^t^^t  that  mai^ 
facture^or  producers  of  finished  materials  may  organize.    Be 
that  as  it  may.  it  is  accepted  on  all  hands  that  wherever  a  crop 
L  prr,duceS  in  a  quantity  in  excess  of  the  domestic  consumiv 
Uou    as  in  the  case  of  cotton  or  as  in  the  case  of  wh^t,  the 
c^mm^ii  y  or  product  must  take  the  world  price.     The  only 
W.  therefore    by  which  to  make  the  tariff  effective  for  the 
benefit  of  the  farmer  is  to  accept  Uie  principle  of  the  export- 
debenture  provision.  ,     >^     j  i *. 

That  it  amounts  to  a  bounty  no  one  pretends  to  deny ;  but 
let  me  make  this  statement  to  our  friends  from  the  West:  The 
narity  that  is  established  by  the  bill  In  the  case  of  cotton— that 
iT  to  say.  2  ceut.s-ls  not  a  just  parity  with  the  tariff  rates  on 
other  farm  products.  However,  those  who  served  on  the  Agri- 
cultural Committee  accepted  that  provision,  and  we  are  content 
to  ibide  by  it  Not  only  is  2  ctuts  on  cotton  ina<lequate,  com- 
imred  with  the  tariff  rates  in  the  bUl.  but  the  wheat  growers 
will  receive  not  merely  one-half  of  the  tariff  but,  under  the 
debenture  plan,  they  may  receive  the  full  tariff  benefit  because 
Uie  plan  If  put  Into  operation,  will  hasten  the  flow  of  the  sur- 
nlus  wheat  from  the  domestic  market  and  as  that  surplus  is 
mluce<l  to  the  vanishing  point  the  entire  tariff  upon  wheat  luay 
bec<imc  effective  up*»n  such  portion  of  the  wheat  as  remains  in 

the  di'mestic  market  .     ^    ^.   .  .u     «      i ,     * 

Mr  President  it  is  very  fortunate  indeed  that  the  President 
of  the  Unitetl  States  has  not  seen  fit  to  rv^new  his  10  objections 
to  the  debenture  plan,  because  the  10  objecUons  of  the  President 
If  now  renewed  must  Inevitably  result  In  complete  defeat  of  the 
whole  tariff  bill.  In  other  words,  the  President  occupies  the 
unfortunate  position  where  he  can  not  shoot  the  debenture  plan 
without  also  killing  the  tariff  biU,  crippled  as  it  is 

The  Senate  will  recall  the  reasons  assigned  by  the  President 
when  the  debenture  plan  was  previously  presented  to  the  Senate. 
If  one  were  to  take  those  r«isons  now  and  read  them  he  would 
have  a  complete  argument  against  the  tariff  bill  as  it  came 
to  us  from  the  House,  as  It  came  out  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee,  and  as  it  is.  So  the  President  has  not  gone  into 
print  again  and  advanced  those  arguments  against  the  de- 
benture, and  the  reason,  I  think,  is  perfectly  obvious  because 
the  arguments,  if  accepted  by  the  Senate,  must  result  in  the 
destruction  of  the  tariff  bill  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  President,  the  practical  objections  made  to  this  amend- 
ment are  three  in  number:  ^  ^-^  ^  *»,„ 
First  it  has  been  said  by  the  press  of  the  country  that  tne 
export-debenture  provision  will  stimulate  production.  A  pro- 
vision is  written  into  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norris]  reducing  the  amount  of  the  de- 
benture as  the  volume  of  production  Is  Increased.  That  is  at 
least  a  reasonable  provision,  and  It  Is  perhaps  the  only  prac- 
tical provision  that  can  be  made  to  prevent  the  undue  stimula- 
tion of  prtHluction.  But.  as  has  been  said  again  and  apln 
in  the  debate,  and  it  is  obviously  true.  If  the  farmer  will  be 
Induced  to  increase  his  production  under  the  provisions  of  a 
beneficial  measure,  the  same  argument  may  be  offered  to  any 
measure  that  will  result  In  practical  benefit  to  the  farmer. 

Again,  it  was  said  that  even  if  the  debenture  plan  would  work 
the  speculators  of  the  country  would  buy  the  debentures,  and 
the  fanner  wuuld  not  be  able  to  get  anything  out  of  them.  That 
Is  to  say.  the  speculators  would  buy  them  at  a  nomina  price. 
The  amendment  now  proposed  safeguards  against  that  criticism 
It  was  never  a  possibility;  it  never  stood  upon  the  slightest 
basis  of  foundation  of  fact;  it  was  simply  an  objection  made  by 
the  willing  press  of  the  country,  subservient  to  the  will  ot  those 
who  were  reaping  the  benefits  under  the  tariff  policy  to  mislead 
the  people,  to  confuse  the  thought  of  the  farmer;  but  that  Is 
eliminated,  because  the  siieculr.tor  is  not  now  to  be  allowed  to 
drive  down  the  price  of  the  debenture,  inasmuch  as  It  Is  pro- 
vided that  the  Treasury  must  redeem  the  debenture  at  not  less 
than  08  cents  on  tl»e  dollar. 


Then  there  was  a  third  practical  objection  advanced  by  the 
same  section  of  the  American  press.  That  was  that  we  are 
going  to  give  the  debenture  only  to  those  who  export  farm 
products,  and  the  farmer  can  not  export  farm  products,  and 
therefore  he  will  get  nothing  out  of  the  scheme.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  there  is  not  an  economist  living  at  this  time  who  wiU 
not  admit  that  If  the  debenture  plan  Is  put  into  operation  the 
inevitable  result  will  be  that  the  price  of  the  whole  product, 
not  merely  the  exported  portion  of  it,  will  react  to  the  level  of 
the  world  price  plus  the  debenture,  which  must  be  not  less  than 
88  cents  on  the  dollar  of  the  amount  of  the  debenture.  But 
even  that  criticism  Is  now  gone,  because  we  have  a  Farm  Board 
with  $500,000,000 ;  and  if  the  Farm  Board  Is  worth  its  salt,  now 
or  ever,  it  assuredly  can  export  the  surplus  farm  products  for 
the  American  farmers;  so  what  argument  is  there   eft? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Mr.  President  will  the  Sena- 

**The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 
Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  difliculty  will  be  in  the 
Indisposition  of  the  Farm  Board  to  invoke  the  provision  and  to 
exercise  the  discretion  which  the  act  vests  in  the  board,  tender 
the  terms  of  the  amendment  it  is  discretionary  with  the  board 
as  to  whether  debentures  shall  be  Issued.  They  must  first  cer- 
tify to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  necessity  for  the 
issuance  of  debentures ;  and  If  a  board  Is  constituted  in  such  a 
wav  as  to  be  opposed  to  the  use  of  debentures,  there  is  great 
danger  that  the  provision  will  not  be  invoked  even  in  cases 
where  the  use  of  debentures  may  be  absolutely  needed. 

Mr  GEORGE.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas  is  quite  right, 
but  we  must  assume  that  whenever  an  agricultural  product  is 
selling  below  the  cost  of  production,  confessedly  »>elow  t»>e  cost 
of  prwluction,  the  board  will  be  compelled  to  put  Into  effect  the 
debenture  plan,  or  else  public  opinion  would,  I  think,  demand 
the  abolition  of  the  board  and  the  creation  of  some  other  agency. 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Idaho.    Mr.  President ■  ^     _,. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  do.  ,        .  tt   ^ 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  I  desire  to  make  an  inquiry.  I  nder 
this  provision  it  is  slmplj'  up  to  the  board  to  determine  whether 
or  not  they  shall  put  the  debenture  Into  effect.  Is  It  not? 

Mr  GEORGE.    It  Is  optional  with  the  board. 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  What  objection  would  there  be,  then, 
to  amending  the  bill  so  as  to  make  it  their  duty  to  put  it  Into 

effect  ? 

Mr  GEORGE.  I  do  not  think  the  proponents  of  the  bill 
would  have  any  objection.  The  objection  comes  from  those 
who  oppose  It  In  any  fonn ;  and  all  of  us  who  have  suppor  ed 
the  bill  desired  to  leave  the  amendment  ^^  the  least  possible 
objectionable  fonn.  That  Is  to  say  we  wished  to  g^ve  the 
power  to  the  Farm  Board  to  put  the  plan  In  operation  only  In  a 
case  of  emergency,  leaving  it  optional  with  tiie  board. 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  We  must  realize  that  the  Farm 
Board  probably  will  be  Influenced  by  the  attitude  of  the  I  resi- 
dent in  the  matter  of  handling  the  debenture. 

As  I  remember,  last  week-and  I  did  not  vote  ^th  the  ma- 
jority in  the  matter-the  Senate  voted  to  take  a^^J  ^^^^.P^^J 
of  the  President  In  the  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  «<•*•  J^e 
are  making  this  amendment  a  part  of  the  tariff  act.  I  a™  gj;"f 
to  vote  for  the  debenture;  but  I  should  like  to  vote  ^;r  one  that 
Is  a  real  debenture  and  make  it  mandatory  upon  the  part  of  tne 
Farm  Board  to  put  It  Into  effect  Immediately  rather  than  to 
let  it  lead  to  a  sort  of  a  discussion  that  will  eventually  mean 
that  we  do  not  get  the  benefit  of  the  debenture. 
Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 


The  VICE   PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  was  one  of  Jhc  Sena 
tors  who  voted  against  the  debenture  when  we  put  lt^^^« 
fann  bill;  and  he  did  It  because  he  was  afraid  tjie  rr'^^lat^"^ 
would  veto  the  bill.  If  he  still  believe^  In  that  argument  he 
ought  to  favor  the  debenture  now  in  the  ^"""  ;^«i^7"\t^ 
least  objectionable  to  Mr.  Hoover;  and  if  we  make  it  ^n^P^'^^y 
it  is  probably  more  likely  to  get  a  veto  than  though  we  leave  It 
in  the  discretion  of  the  board. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.     Mr.  President OAorrfa 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
further  vield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

wh":-.™m.«er°«.me  ap  before  .he  Ajrieu,..™!  Cora^ne.  I 
stated  to  the  committee  that  I  was  pertcetly  willing  to  rote  lor 
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the  (lebentuw,  that  I  had  no  objection  to  it.  but  that  I  did  not 
iSSpoae  to  vote  for  anything  that  would  finally  mean  he  defeat 
of  the  farm  bill.  I  had  l^oen  rather  critit-al  of  the  last  stand 
the  Senate  had  taken  on  the  support  of  the  equalizaUon  fee, 
refusing  to  give  in  in  onler  to  get  a  farm  bill.  c^»*-.^« 

Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  understand  the  Swiators 
Dosltion :  and  I  beg  tlie  Senator  to  rememl»er  that  I  am  spea^lng 
tinder  a  limitation  of  time.  I  have  only  20  minuter;  fnd  while 
I  am  nearly  through  with  my  remarks,  I  desire  to  finish  in  tne 

time  that  remains.  ,  »    ♦i,^  „*„fo 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idahu.  If  I  may  just  complete  the  state- 
ment  

Mr.  GEORGE.     Yes.  ^   ^  ^  . 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  I  only  wish  to  add  that  I  was  maK- 
ing  the  suK'gestion  in  goo<l  faith  that  we  are  not  giving  the 
ne«n>le  anything  when  we  give  them  this  kind  of  a  debenture ; 
and  I  was  wondering  whether  we  could  not  make  it  the  duty 
of  the  board  to  put  the  debenture  provision  into  effect. 

Mr.  ROIilNSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the 
Senator  a  question?  .  _        , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  (iEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I>oe8  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
Imply  by  that  .-statement  that  the  board  chosen  by  the  President 
will  not  comply  with  the  law? 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Idaho.     We  leave  it  optional  with  the  board. 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Does  the  Senator  conceive 
that  the  board  are  so  unfriendly  to  the  Interests  of  those  whom 
they  were  selected  to  serve  that  they  will  not  avail  themselves 
of  the  provision  under  any  circumstances  if  the  occasion  to  do 

t»o  arises?  ,  .    ^.       ^^  m 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  I  am  not  saying  whether  they  wIU 
or  not.  The  (juestion  I  raise  is.  Why  give  them  the  chance  to 
do  it?    Congress  has  the  authority  to  act  In  the  matter. 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.  It  is  mt»st  astonishing  to  have 
a  Senator  who  opposes  the  debenture  and  votes  against  it  »>e- 
eause  it  endangers  a  bill  in  which  it  is  embraced  and  is  calcu- 
lated to  cau-xe  a  veto  still  insist  upon  making  it  mandatory  on 
the  bf)ard.  which,  of  course,  would  probably  induce  a  veto.  Is 
it  the  desire  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  to  make  certain  that  the 
tariff  bill  shall  be  vetoe<l?  ^         .      ,      ». 

I  shall  not  interrupt  the  Senator  from  Georgia  further.  I 
will  take  the  floor  in  my  own  time.  ^     ,.   ,. 

Mr.  (JEORQE.    Ordinarily,   of  course,   I  should  be  glad   to 

yield.  Mr.  President.  .  ,       , 

Mr   ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Certainly ;  I  apologize. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  am  practically  through  with  my  remarks, 

however.  .       ^  .     ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  has  five  minutes. 
Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  ample  time.  Mr.  President. 
It  can  not  he  charged  that  the  friend.s  of  this  prorislon  would 
not  be  willing  to  make  it  mandatory  or  compulsory  upon  the 
board  to  put  It  into  effect.  Indeed,  the  debenture  provision 
might  well  be  continnt>usly  In  ()p«'ration  as  some  compensation 
to  the  farmer,  who  is  a  producer  of  raw  material  In  large  meas- 
ure unprotected  and  unaffectt^l  by  the  tariff.  But,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, thoHe  who  favor  the  debenture,  and  who  have  favored  It 
from  the  first  as  the  best  and  only  provision  offered  In  behalf 
of  agriculture,  as  the  only  provision  offered  that  would  tend  to 
equalize  the  farmer  with  the  manufacturer  or  to  bring  him  upon 
a  plane  of  economkr  parity  and  equality  with  the  manufacturer, 
have  been  willing  to  leave  it  with  the  board  In  its  option  to 
put  the  plan  In  operation  as  an  emergency  measure.  Surely,  If 
the  board  should  refuse  to  do  it,  the  Congress  would  find  a  way 
to  compel  the  board  to  do  It.  or  to  make  certain  that  the  board 
would  not  have  the  right  to  refufie  to  comply  with  the  plain 
auiudate  and  provision  of  the  law. 

We  are  aware  that  rhe  l>oard  might  not  move  sjieeilily  in  the 
premlseH.  The  board  might  not  be  quick  to  put  the  plan  in 
operation;  but  it  Is  not  ccnc-elvable  that  the  board  could  stay 
tlie  operation  of  this  law  in  an  actual  emergency.  Now,  if  we 
mean  what  we  say  when  we  declare  that  we  want  to  assist  the 
farmer,  this  is  one  way  to  do  It. 

Suppose  there  are  objections  to  the  plan.  Suppose  it  will  not 
work  out  just  as  we  ho|je  it  will  work  out.  Is  there  an  htmest 
man  who  can  say  that  there  have  not  been  abuses  of  the  Ameri- 
can protective  system?  Are  there  not  monopolies  under  the 
shelter  of  that  protective  system  at  this  hour?  Have  there  not 
always  been  abuses  (tf  the  system?  And  if  every  legitimate 
aixnment  be  cimcede<l  that  can  be  offered  to  this  provision,  it 
nevertheless  offers  the  only  practical  plan  and  iMX)grnm  in  behalf 
of  those  agricultural  prrKluct.*^  that  must  take  the  world  price. 
The  problem  of  American  agriculture  is  this,  and  it  is  this 
t>nly.  in  so  far  as  the  tariff  is  concerned :  The  farmer  can  not 
sell  his  products  at  a  protit  at  the  world  price  level  and  continue 
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to  make  his  products  and  to  support  and  maintain  and  educate 
hi«  family,  his  children,  at  the  high  cost  levels  obtaining  In  the 
Uiited  States,  due  In  large  measure,  if  there  Is  any  virtue  in  the 
ofi -rei>eated  a.sseriion  that  the  tariff  is  for  the  protection  of 
Anerican  labor— due  in  large  measure,  I  do  not  say  wholly— 
to  the  protective  system. 

dr  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  the  first  sentence  In  the 
missjige  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  this  called 
session  of  Congress  reads  as  follows : 

have  called  this  special  session  of  Congress  to  redeem   two  pledges 
gii  en  in  the  last  .session— farm  relief  and  llmltod  changes  in  the  tariff. 

Ls  to  farm  relief,  the  President,  of  course,  had  in  mind  the 
pl(  dge  in  the  Republican  platform  which  read  as  follows: 

The  Republican  Party  pledges  Itself  to  the  development  of  measureB 
wtich  will  place  the  agricultural  Interests  of  America  on  a  basis  uf 
ec(nomlc  equality  with  other  industries  to  insure  its  prosperity  and 
su(  cess. 

Mr  President.  Congress  met  with  those  promises  fresh  on  its 
111  8.  I  as.sert  that  neither  pledge  has  been  redt»eme<l.  It  is  true 
th*t  we  passe<l  a  farm  relief  act,  but  everybody  knows  that 
thf*  farm  relief  act  has  not  helped  the  farmer.  Everylnnly 
krows  that  the  farmer  is  just  where  he  was  before,  if  not  in  a 
worse  cwidition. 

It  is  true  that  we  established  a  Farm  Board,  but  we  estab- 
lished a  Farm  Board  that  has  not  functionetl  efficiently,  and 
th?  debate  in  this  Chamber  a  few  days  ago  on  the  nominations 
for  meralHjrship  on  the  Farm  Board  demonstnite<l  the  fact  that 
the  Farm  Board  has  not  functioneti  efficiently  so  far  as  giving 
tbp  farmer  any  real  relief  is  concerned. 

The  Farm  Board  says  that  the  law  is  so  limited  that  it  can 
n<t  function.  If  that  be  true,  then  it  is  the  fault  of  the  Con- 
giess  In  adopting  that  form  of  relief.  If  the  fault  lies  In  the 
b(ard.  Uien  there  Is  no  hope  of  securing  reUef  from  the  board 

itielf.  .      .  ,.  , 

I  submit  to  the  Senate  to-day  that,  so  far  as  the  farm  relief 
a(t  is  roncerned.  no  real  relief  has  been  given  to  agriculture. 
S'  we  have  not  re<leemed  that  promise. 

It  is  true  that  we  solemnly  declared  In  the  farm  relief  bill 
a!  a  declaration  of  policy — 

It  Is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  Congreas  to  promote  the 
efectlve  merchandising  of  agricultural  commodities  In  interstate  and 
foreign  commerce,  »o  that  the  industry  of  agriculture  wlU  be  placed  on 
a  basis  of  economic  equality  with  other  induitries. 

Mr.  President,  that  Ls  simply  a  legislative  He.  The  farm  relief 
a -t  does  not  do  that,  and  we  knew  It  would  not  do  It  when  we 
pissed  It,  simply  because  the  farm  relief  act  <leals  only  with  the 
narketing  problem;  It  does  not  reach  dt>wn  under  the  surface 
U>  the  fundamental  question  of  giving  the  farmer  the  benefit  of 
tl  le  tariff  on  his  exportable  surplus. 
JMr.  President,  we  might  have  a  perfect  marketing  system, 
ote  that  functions  100  per  cent,  and  yet  the  fanner  on  his  ex 
pjrtable  surplus  would  have  to  go  out  and  sell  hbi  go<Kls  In  the 
worhl  market  at  the  world  price,  because  with  an  exportable 
Kirplus  he  can  not.  under  our  existing  laws,  secure  the  benefit 

o '  the  tariff.  ,     ^       «..,*, 

It  was  said  we  were  going  to  give  the  farmer  the  benefit  of  the 
t  iriff.  that  we  were  going  to  pace  him  upon  an  equality  with 
fither  Industries.  I  .submit  that  there  is  only  one  way  of  mak- 
ing agriculture  equal  with  other  industries.  We  have  either  to 
IiuU  agriculture  up  to  a  level  with  other  Industries,  or  to  pull 
« ther  Industries  down  to  a  level  with  agriculture. 

How  can  that  Ire  acc«»inplished?  The  debenture  system  is  the 
oDly  one  tliat  has  been  offereti  In  the  Congress  whereby  the  tariff 
c  in  be  made  effective  on  farm  products.  Are  we  going  to  give 
tiat  benefit  to  agriculture? 

Is  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootI.  who  was  anxious  to 
lave  the  Senate  meet  at  10  o'chnk  but  absents  himself  from 
tie  Chamber  during  the  dlscus.sIon  of  this  iwrticular  amend- 
I  lent.  in  favor  of  giving  agricu.ture  equality  with  other  In- 
( ustries?  When  the  farm  relief  bill  was  before  the  Senate,  the 
Senator  from  Utah  voted  again.st  giving  agriculture  the  de- 
l  enture.  I  am  in  favor  of  giving  equality  under  that  law.  and 
uhen  the  Senator  from  Utah  comes  kno<-king  at  the  doors  of 
<k>ngress  asking  for  a  tariff  in  l»ehalf  of  sugar  I  wonder  if  he 
nill  l)e  satisfied  with  a  .statement:  "What  .vou  need  for  the 
^ugar  industry  is  cooperative  marketing.  You  do  not  need  an 
lQcrt>ased  tariff.  You  claim  that  all  the  farmer  nee<ls  is  a  little 
cooperative  marketing.  Go  back  and  devise  a  .scheme  of  ci»- 
( operative  marketing." 

Ah,  but  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  not  asking  for  cfK)perative 
:  narketing  for  the  sugar  industry,  he  wants  a  square  meal.     He 
s  not  asking  for  popcorn  and  soda  water,  he  wants  a  beef- 
teak.     He  wants  an  increased  price  for  sugar,  he  wants  u  high 
ariff  because  he  can  get  it  out  of  all  the  consumers  of  sugar 


When  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr  RioedI  want»  to 
raKe  pric^of  the  products  of  Pennsylvania,  steel  and  iron. 
Tnd  alum^nim,  and  other  metals,  when  the  emaciated  and 
frembliSg  form  of  the  Steel  Trust  walks  up.  ««PPo^ted  on  the 
1^?  nf  «ie  Senator  from  Penn.sylvanla,  and  asks  for  help  at 
?^dSor8  of  SnSSs,  does  It  ask  for  a  little  orderly  marketing? 
SfJ  SI  Sen^JfS  '•  The  steel  industry  does  not  need  any 
Knuse^  or^unties,  all  It  needs  Is  a  little  orderiy  marketing 

^\rr  %rt?de:t,  ;^:re:^lfto'"."^  increased  prices  to  the 
chemicaTTnd^tries,  do  we  tell  them  that  we  will  extend  them 
hPln  throuEh  a  few  loans  to  cooperative  societies?  ,   ,     ^     _ 

When  The  SenlTor  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge]  leads  the 
forced  of  the  iSottery  and  china  ware  Industry  to  the  dcK)r8  of 
SctcS  Is  he  Mdsfied  with  some  preachments  about  farmer- 
Congress,  is  "^^  tr^,iied  agencies  which  Congress  will 
encolraS?  ?)h  S^  he  w^ntfa  high  price.  He  asks  Congress 
to  giv^his  indukriek  the  right  to  exact  that  high  price  through 

'^Mr'^^^i^U  iB  that  e<iuality?  If  we  are  going  to  give  the 
farmer  t^ele  nice  Uttle  homilies  about  cooperative  marketing 
^d  fIrmeV-owned  and  farmer-produced  agencies,  we  may  as 
wen  reSL  that  they  are  beautiful,  fj  ttering  promises  which 
may  flU  the  farmer's  ears,  but  do  not  fill  his  pockets. 

1  submit  iat  if  we  propose  to  redeem  these  pledges,  solemnly 
midrtJ^thfJarm^s  of  America,  we  have  either  to  ndse  the 
Srmer  up  to  Vlevel  with  other  industries  through  the  de- 
tmu^  ^  else  give  some  of  the  other  i';dustru^  the  same  sort 
nf  hnmeooathlc  treatment  we  are  giving  the  farmer, 

ThT1^?mer  h.S!ha«l  enough  hot  air  and  sunshine.  He  gete 
that  every  day  in  the  year.  What  he  needs  now  Is  a  real 
lofiai?  m«l  What  the  farmer  wants  and  expects  Is  something 
Sa?  wni    ratsT  his   price.     Congress   has   been   deceiving    the 

"rS' but  U  ifSfd^' •  This  is  an  agricultural  tariff."  Everybody 
knows  ex^pt  Snkress,  probably,  that  the  tariff  on  the  major 
nrSTcts^  Uie  farm  is  a  fake.  Who  claims  that  a  tariff  on 
Sh^at  llvJs  The  fa^er  the  benefit  of  the  tariff?  What  is  a 
TarS  on  ^  What  Is  a  tariff  on  oats,  what  Is  a  tariff  on  .-otton 
th«2  ^^i  major  farm  products?  The  tariff  on  these  Items  is 
nSn-^in  the  world  except  a  fake  to  fool  the  farmers. 

The^g^t  question  in  a  consideration  of  the  agncultjorad 
orobllmte  the  exportable  surplus.  That  la  what  we  have  been 
fa^kin? about  foVeight  years.  If  the  farmer  has  to  sell  his 
prSs^  worid  ^miitltlon,  tbe  «i*enture^  s^^tem  «^  Uie 
only  system   that   wUl  take  care  of  the  farmer's  exp<»naDie 

"""MrPresldent.  like  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  I  'J^oiild  much 
nrSer  that  the  debenture  be  made  compulsory.    I  would  rather 
SS  submtt  It  to  the  discreUon  of  the  Fann  Board,  because  the 
President  does  not  believe   in   the  debenture,   and   he  has   a 
Farm  Sird^at  is  going  to  believe  as  he  believes.    So  I  would 
fatJI^r  h?ve  the  del.enture  In  such  a  form  that  it  would  be  com- 
pulsory and  automatic,  and  go  on  at  once.  ,,pK^,„re  at 
If  I  had  my  way  about  It,  I  would  not  fix  the  debenture  ai 
ha^f  Uie  tarS  dufy,  I  would  make  It  In  the  full  amount  of  the 
Urm^ulyX^J^  «  the  tariff  rate  i«  f^ ,%{^!,S?  «^ 
on  manufactured  goods,  why  should   °f  ^  ^^^  ^V^"  t5^;V^"lI 
be  good  for  the  farmer  on  the  exportation  of  his  products 

^^Sf.'^President,  It  is  said  that  It  is  unsound,  absolutely  un- 
soJlTd,  to  offer  'the  debenture.  The  rtockar^ment  In  behalf 
of  an  industrial  tariff  has  always  been  that  we  nmst  provide 
prosperity  among  the  Indm^trles  so  tha  the  Industrial  .^pula- 
Hon  can  buv  the  farmer's  produce  and  can  make  the  farmer 
pr,irin.us"b'v  giving  him  a  market.  That  is  f^^«f,f  ^.^^^^ 
If  that  is  good  for  the  manufacturer  why  Is  It  ^^J"^  J^ 
the  farmer?  Let  us  turn  that  doctrine  around.  Let  us  t^ 
mlklng^he  farmer  prosperous  for  a  while,  «^  that  he  wlU^ 
aWe  to  buy  the  manufacturer's  goods  and  make  the  manufa^ 

furers  ha,»y  and  prosperous  by  ^7\"8  ^^T?,  ^ -X  t^^^^ac 
is  the  doctrine  that  Is  always  used  in  ^half  of  the  mauufac 
turer.  but  is  never  used  In  behalf  of  the  farmer 

Mr  President,  I  am  not  going  to  consume  time  "^^^"g^^ 
statistics  that  show  the  <^«°diaon  of  agr  cu  ture  The  sj^ 
tlon  of  the  farmer  Is  desperate.  The  Presid«^t  «^dmits  it  w^ 
he  savs  that  he  wants  to  put  agriculture  ui>on  a  basis  of  &co- 
nonS-  Lual  ty  with  other  industries.  Congress  admits  it  when 
Tt^ysTat  the  farnier  Is  not  now  and  has  not  been  on  a  basis 

**St^ir!iid  that  it  is  unsound  to  sUmulate  exporUition  of  farm 
oroductT  If  it  is  unsound  to  sUmulate  exportation  of  farm 
Sucf^;  it  is  also  unsomid  to  stimulate  the  e^ortamm  of 
manufactured  articles,  is  It  not?  There  are  not  two  n^esof 
logic  that  apply  on  one  aide  to  farmers  and  in  a  different  degree 
to  manufacturers. 


Let  us  see  if  we  do  not  stimulate  the  production  of  manufac- 
tured articles.  Domestic  freight  rates  are  so  afjasted  as  to 
favor  the  exportation  to  foreign  lands  of  manufactured  arUde^ 
Steel  sLiptxT from  Chicago  to  San  Francisco  for  export  cosU 
S  cents  l^r  hundred  pounds  for  freight.  If  that  same  sted 
werV^hipped  to  San  Francisco  for  donrestic  use  it  would  cost 
The  AmeiS  fanner  from  $1  to  $1.25  per  hundred  IPounds  in 
freight  The  advantage  is  given  to  the  exjx)rter  and  to  the 
steel  interests  of  Pittsburgh.  The  rate  on  agricultural  Imple- 
mfnts  froT  the  factory  of  the  president  of  the  Fann  Bo^d, 
Mr  Legge.  in  Chicago,  to  San  Francisco,  to  be  sold  to  the  Uil- 
Sfie^mV,  is  $1  pir' hundred  pounds.  .J^^that  same  shipn^nt 
is  made  to  an  American  farmer  he  would  have  to  pay  *1»3,  a 
differential  against  him  of  93  cents.  The  rate  on  automobiles 
Som  Detroit  to  San  Francisco  for  export  Is  f  10  pjr  hundred 
pounds  freight,  but  if  for  domestic  use  the  rate  is  $4.66- 

Mr  Pret^ident.  I  have  other  statistics  showing  that  the  rate 
stmctm-ris  2^  framed  as  to  give  an  advantage  to  the  exporta- 
?i^  of^manufactured  goods.  Is  that  unsound?  Is  that  uneoo- 
nZic?  If  it  be  not  so,  then  it  is  not  unsound  to  give  a  stlmu- 
?aS  to  the  exportation  of  American  agricultural  pr«iucts. 

I  want  to  refe;  very  briefly  to  the  roU  caU  on  the  debenture 
nrivTstJn  wh^n  it  wa^  pending  as  an  amendinent  to  the  farm 
nif  bill      We  find  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut   [Mr 
bIsgham]   voted  against  giving  the  debenture.     We  find  that 
?he  £^tor  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge]  was  opposed  to  the 
d^mS?e  and  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr  Rkd], 
SrSS  senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  and  the  se^or  Sen- 
fltor^?om  Lndiana  [Mr.  Watoon]  were  likewise  opposed  to  the 
Snture     Those  five  Senators  were  chairmen  of  the  various 
T^^i^,!^!'ttPP8\^the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  who  are 
'sUnXrie^  on  Z  SoSr  of  the  Senate  day  after  day  demand- 
f!t  «n  iner^sed  tariff,  an  increased  profit,  an  increased  price 
l^'manifacS?^  SSS'es  of  their  respective  States,  which  they 
hone  to  achieve  by  the  tariff  bill. 

?^o%  Senators  are  as  much  under  obligation  to  give  the 
fR^ereouality  as  any  other  Senator  on  the  floor  I  submit  to 
Sr^nlte  ^  at  If  those  Senators  who  are  demanding  increased 
T?rofluf<ir  their  manufactures  are  unwilling  to  give  the  fanner 
the  benefit  of  half  the  tariff  on  his  exportable  surplus.  I  am  In 
favo^ofgiving  to  those  Senators  and  tiielr  iudustries  a  little 
•'order%  marketing,"  a  litUe  "cooperative  association  and  a 
HttW'*DrSucer^wned  instrumentalities,"  and  letting  them  go 
back  to  Mr  various  Industries  and  try  out  these  mouth-filling 
sonorous  phrases  which  they  are  trying  out  on  the  American 

'^m'are  told  by  the  manufacturer  that  he  can  not  compete  to 
f>,o  nJmWic  market  because  he  can  not  compete  with  th« 
^uiinit2,r  oTforl  gn  lands.     If  we  are  to  protect  manufa<> 

'^^"tZr^r^l^Z^^o^",  ^hria^^irund  to  protect 

^'^r^rSd'J.^t'arn'g  the  line  of  what  was  said  by  the  Senator 
from  N^^iska  [?lr  NoKBis],  I  want  Senators  who  are  going  to 
w^fofmch  industrial  tariff  rates  and  who  expect  to  vot« 
ISiins?  the  debenture  for  Se  farmer  to  go  back  to  their  farmer 
^rftueScic^^'a^rd  tell  them:  "Zll^JX^^^sTin^'-^r^^^ 
hy  increasing  t^^^PSTb^/g^vTuTyo'S^a'^Vd^ha'^^^  ^ot  f^c'- 
as  and  accoX^to'th^  J^timony  of  its  member^  can  not 

Son  in  Z^  fasldon  of  giving  you  "^"^/.^J^,^^^^^^^^ 
back  and  tell  them :  "  We  are  In  favor  of    orderly  marketing 
f^  the  faiSer  and  •  orderly  profiteering '  on  the  farmer  " 

lit  nieTara  you  that  unless  you  bring  the  farmer  within  the 

ties  can  not  be  den»edL    That  P^<JP*/^^„^^  ,y,^^  feature,  as  I 

ity  without  the  use  of  debentures  and  bountiea    1  wisn  to 
mv  attention   to-day   to  some  of   the  arguments  againsiu 
SS>enture      The  only  one  that  h^^^^n  ma^«  |L^?he  aJglenI 
sound  and  deserves  really  serious  ^«'deratiw^  ^  t^^J'^J^t^oy 

^e^  rl^;l^5^"of  ^aJTuJSrlTlIS  ft'se^  to^promot. 
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So  I  wish  to  point  out  the  facts  In  reference  to  the  surplus 

'^  TSere"are  two  pha«e«  of  the  surplus  situation  which  wemost 
conaider:  Flr«t,  the  quesUon  of  the  -^^y^^l  «"7lj«^  »^'  ^it 
the  question  of  surplus  produced  m  the  Lnited  States  tor  ex 
portation  into  the  worid  market. 

So  far  as  the  world's  surplus  is  concerned  I  ^'J"^**  ^^^  ^ 
conc-eded  by  all  that  there  Is  no  world  sunjus  of  food  Pro^««t« 
and  as  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]  said  tne 
SS?er  day  anVople  are  born  naked,  hence  there  is  no  surpliw 
of  cottr'p^^s'^in  the  world.  The  fact  »«  that  the  agn^cul- 
tural  production  ha«  been  c^^nsumed  over  a  period  of  years  w.th- 
o^  beTestructlon  of  any  p-rtion  of  it.  The  only  thing  I  ha^e 
ever  heard  of  that  sounded  like  destruction  was  when  the  farm- 
Sre  of  Kansas  at  one  time  were  burning  corn  for  fuel,  but  that 
t^«  because  c-orn  was  cheaper  than  coal,  and  so  it  was  not  after 
all  a  destruction  of  farm  production.  „«,,h\. 

I  desire  to  present  to  the  Senate  «»e  figures  <>fthe^rlds 
production   of   these   yarlous   products   for    1913   and    1924,    m 

^'"wheVf  In  1913.  4,067.000.000;  in  1924.  3.472.000.000:  a  decline. 
Sin:  in  1913,  3  744.000.000:  in  1924.  3.721.000.000:  again  a 

''^Rye*!'  In  1913.  1.893.000,000:  In  lOM.  1.419,000,000;  again  quite 

*  Slu-.^^lS'^WS.  4,798,000.000;  in  1924,  4,184.000.000;  again  a 

"""^^Jrey^'fu  mri.779.000,000;  In  1924,  1,382,000.000;  again  a 

"*'S>\t^^*1u^m3.V252.000  bales:  in  1924,  24,700.000  bales; 

""wSo*  Jc^nut:  In  1913,  2.881.000,000;  in  1924.  2,837,000,000; 

~**Swine:^I?^9S!  "^,000,000;   in  1924,   221,000,000;   again   a 

'"ToLftS.":°In  1913.  2,660,000.000  pounds ;  in  1924,  3,100.000,000 

pounds:  the  first  increase  I  have  found  in  t/^eseflp/Sft  n<¥>  nnn 
Potatoes :  In  1913.  4,719.000.000  bushels ;  in  1924,  4.446.000.000 

bushels:  again  a  decline.  ,     .    ,         loio  ♦«  lao^   «^ 

So  we  see  in  aU  of  the  stople  products  from  1913  to  1924,  ac- 
cording to  the  figures  of  the  NaUonal  Industrial  Conference 
Board  which  are  the  most  relliible  to  be  had.  there  has  been  a 
decline  In  every  one  except  tobacco  in  the  world's  production. 
Here  la  what  the  board  concluded  upon  this  table : 

Thus  tbe  re«uinptlon  of  mgriciiltural  production  in  foreign  countries 
In  poMtwar  years  ban  probably  only  obscured  the  tendency  for  produc- 
tion to  adjust  itself  to  demand.  It  may  be  doubted  whether  over 
any  .-onKlderable  period  there  Is  ttkely  to  be  any  surplus  of  agricul- 
tural production  abore  Its  needs  for  the  world  as  a  whole.  With  the 
growth  of  population  the  exporting  countries  are  likely  to  require  more 
for  their  own  snpfort  and  the  importing  countries  to  Increase  their 
own  production  to  the  maximum. 

From  these  facts.  Mr.  President.   I  hare  conclude*!  there  is 
no  serious  daaper  of  a  world  overproduction. 

Mention  has  recently  been  made  of  Russia.     There  is  a  tre- 
n>en«lons  industrial  and  agricultural  development  going  on  In 
Russia  at  this  time.    In  1923  I  saw  2.(i00  miles  of  Russian  farms 
myself.    They  are  intensively  cultivated  now.     They  are  little 
lO'  or  12  acre  farms  planted  clear  up  to  the  fence,  every  avall- 
aible  Inch  of  the  ground  being  planted.     I  went  down  through 
south  Ruswla.  the  best  part  of  It.  where  I  saw  their  black  soil 
which   looked   like   Kansas  and   Iowa  soil.     I   saw   thousands 
ui»on  tens  of  thousands  of  acres  of  com  just  as  good  as  I  ever 
saw  out  in  our  section  of  the  country.    I  saw  everything  planted. 
The  present  agricultural   development   In   Russia   is   tearing 
down  these  fences  around  the  little  farms  and  uniting  them 
Into  big  fanus.  introducing  tractors  and  combines  and  other 
improved  machlnerj-  for  farms.    The  effect  of  that  will  not  be 
tft-maferlallv  Increase  the  pnxiuctlon  In  Russia  in  proportion 
to  population.     The  effect  will  be  to   re<luce   the  number   of 
farmers  required  upon  those  little  farms,  and  tliat  is  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Soviet  Government  in  making  this  development  In 
agriculture,  because  along  with  their  airricuUural  development 
they  are  putting  In  a  much  greater  industrial  development  and 
they  need  the  migration  from  the  farms  to  the  factories  in 
onler  to  promote  and  sustain  the  industrial  ilevelopment.     If 
that  goes  on  its  tendency  will  be  to  increase  the  demand  for 
agricultural  products. 

In  Siberia  there  is  a  considerable  territory  that  would  be 
snitable  for  agriculture  which  is  yet  undeveloi)ed,  but  that  ter- 
ritory is  largely  a  timber  territory,  and  the  expense  of  clearing 
the  timber  off.  if  It  were  to  be  destroy eil  and  they  had  no  market 
for  it,  would  be  greater  than  the  value  of  the  land  If  placed  in 
agriculture.  So  that  development  will  only  go  on  as  the  In- 
dustrial demand  for  the  timber  increases,  and  as  that  proceeds 


OCTOBEB    19 


be 

Wei 

Tei 

inci 

tlod 


the   wpulatlon  will,  of  course,  mcrea.se  and  fully  take  care  of 
Se  KJreased  agricultural   production.     Therefore   under   this 
situiition  there  Is  no  fear  of  an  overproduction   from   Russia 
com  ne  into  the  world  market.  *  .     •„ 

F  rthermore.  Mr.  President,  the  Russian  Government  is  m 
absolute  ^ntrol  of  Its  exportable  surplu.s ;   there  Is  no  argu- 
me^    abom  that.     Through  its  cooperatives  and  through  gov- 
SmUt  agencies  it  has  control  of  that  surplus.    If  we  can  get 
eno  gh  mo?e  of  our  friends  to  turn  Bolshevik  in  the  Senate^a« 
thej  have  been  doing  in  the  last  few  days,  «<.  that  we  can  recog- 
nize   Russia,    it   will   only   require   consultation   of   our    Farm 
BoSrd  to  enable  the  farmers  of  the  Uniteil  States  to  unite  with 
the  Russian  agencies  and  see  that  competition  does  not  break 
down  or  destn>y  the  worid  market.     So  I  see  no  danger  what- 
ev^ii  thaTdir'ection.    I  see  no  danger  f'/^^^t^e  world  .surplus 
Now  let  us  see  about  the  surplus  in  the  United  States      In 
the  first  place,  the  American  agricultural  plant  is  now  being 
Z-ated  It  almost  full  capacity.     Nearly  all  of  the  ava.  able 
land  m  the  United  States  is  l>eing  used  for  some  agricultural 
DurDOse    unless  it  Is  more  valuable   for  some  other   purpose. 
Wekan'take  the  portions  that  are  In  pasture,  for-lnstance,  and 
the^  are  producing  livestock  and  dairy  products.    If  they  should 
levoted  to  the  production  of  cotton,  for  example,  we  could 
•ase  the  production  of  cotton,  and  what  would  happen  m 
as'     The  people  of  Texas  have  a  greater  opportunity  of 
asing  cotton  production  than  have  those  of  any  other  por- 
uo.  of  the  United  States.     If  Texas  should  turn  to  cotton.  It 
would  reduce  the  livestock  production  of  Texas,  and,  therefore, 
the  agricultural  balance  would  not  l)e  changed  as  a  whole,  but 
there  would  only  be  a  shifting  from  one  prmluct  to  the  other. 
If  l>y  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  providing  for  a  debenture 
we  protect  livestock  products  equally  with  cotton,  there  will  be 
no  inclination  on  the  part  of  the  farmers  of  Texas  to  cliange  to 
cotton  production,  and  they  will  continue  as  they  do  now  pro- 
ducing livestock  on  those  pastures,  because  it  will  be  Just  as 
prbfltable  as  producing  cotton  itself.  .    ^  .     .». 

My  own  State  of  Iowa  is  only  about  twentieth  In  the  produc- 
tion of  wheat.  We  could  produce  more  wheat  than  any  State 
in  (the  Union.  If  wheat  were  protected  and  com  and  livestock 
neilected,  we  would  go  to  wheat,  but  If  the  debenture  runs  to 
livestock  equally  with  wheat,  then  we  shall  continue  as  we  do 
no V  we  had  rather  raise  corn  and  oats  and  produce  pigs  and 
ca  ves  as  we  are  doing  at  this  time.  So  the  equal  production 
offaftn  products,  as  the  debenture  will  arrange  It.  means  that 
th(  re  will  be  a  continuation  of  the  American  agricultural  plant 
su  )stantlally  as  It  Is  operated  to-day, 

have  put  Into  the  Rkcobd  before  on  other  occasions  the 
conclusions  of  the  National  Industrial  Conference  Board  upon 
th  s  proposition.  I  want  again  to  read  a  little  bit  of  it  for  this 
dl:  cusslon.    On  page  80  It  Is  stated : 

^ata  given  in  the  preceding  chapter  show  that  the  acreage  In  farmH 
in  proper  I  Ion  to  the  total  population  has  declined  almoHt  steadily  Hlnce 
18  to  from  13  acres  per  capita  to  9  in  1920.  Tho  per  capita  acreage  of 
im>roTed  land  has  declined  steadily  since  1890.  and  Is  now  about  the 
same  as  it  was  in  1850.  The  per  capita  acreage  of  land  In  crops  has  de- 
clined since  1900  and  Is  now  below  the  point  at  which  It  was  in  18S0. 
Tlese  decline.^*  in  acreage  were  off.set  up  to  alwut  1900  by  an  Increase 
in  the  yield  per  acre  of  the  nine  principal  crops,  but  since  that  time  the 
yl(  Id  per  acre  has  Rhown  no  Increase:  and  in  »>onsequence  the  per  capita 
pr  Hluction  of  the  principal  crops,  as  charts  3  and  4  Indicate,  has  shown 
a  tendency  to  decline  almost  steadily  since  19O0.  The  number  of  Hve- 
8t»ck  per  capita  has  also  declined  about  30  per  cent  since  1893.  The 
wheat  acreage  has  undergone  a  great  reduction  since  1920. 

There  was  a  fecial  stimulation  of  wheat  pn)duction  during 
tie  Wf»rld  War,  of  course,  and  the  farmers  shifted  from  other 
ci  ops  to  wheat :  but  they  have  gone  back  to  those  crops  now  and 
w  aeat  is  down  to  its  normal  acreage. 

In  general,  theivfore,  as  to  the  outlook  In  respect  to  production  In 
tie  United  Staten,  there  appears  to  be  progressively  l«'8.s  Ukellhood  of 
overezpanslon  In  the  future  than  there  has  been  in.  the  past.  Frac- 
tially  all  the  readily  available  land  for  crop  production  and  pasture  la 
niiw  in  use.  Extonslons  of  acreage  are  likely  to  be  largely  at  the  ex- 
pi  nae  of  pasture  and  otherwise  only  at  increasing  cost.  As  has  been 
8«en,  in  comparison  with  other  lines  of  activity,  agriculture  by  and 
la  rge  is  not  so  profitable  under  normal  conditions  that  there  Is  any  great 
Ircentive  to  extend  the  margin  of  cultivation,  extensively  or  intensively, 
much  beyond  requirements  deteruiinetl  by  demand.  The  average  farmer 
and  his  family  under  present  conditions  are  working  so  hard,  and  the 
o  eihead  charges  for  interest  and  taxes  are  so  high  that  stabllixation 
or  even  moderate  Increases  In  prices  would  hardly  ke  likely  to  stimulate 
any  considerable  general  ovcrexpansion  of  acreage  or  production. 

Those  are  the  solid  facts  of  the  question,  Mr.  Prt^ident.  and  I 
t  kink  they  dispose  of  any  argument  as  to  the  danger  of  over- 
p  roduction. 
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Let  me  sav.  In  conclusion.  In  connection  with  the  suWect  of 
pro^ucSon  that  the  most  desirable  thing  ^p^  the  /^me«  of  the 
United  States  and  for  the  whole  people  of  the  United  States  is 
to  him.  a  large  exportable  surplus  of  agricultural  products.  Such 
a  sur^^us  is  more  sure  of  a  worid  market  than  a  stfrplus  of  any 
othe^Wnd  of  products.  Therefore  It  is  not  sound  to  sugg^  - 
and  it  would  n'sult  in  an  unhealthy  condition  if  the  suggestion 
thou  d  ^carried  out  for  a  reduction  in  the  agricultnrai  sur- 
plus It  ought  to  be  increased  and  promoted ;  it  ought  to  be 
^cmiraged  not  only  by  remunerative  prices  but  by  the  develop- 
ment of  irrigation  projects  and  everything  else.  I  have  sup- 
noried  all  movements  looking  toward  agricultural  development 
Spon  that  theory,  and  I  think  it  is  best  for  the  entire  business  of 
"he  countrv  that  the  surplus  should  be  mamtained.  But  «)und 
business  demands  that  this  surplus  should  be  financed  and  not 
allowe<l  to  depress  the  home  market  below  the  level  of  tariff 

^^I  inquire  bow  much  time  have  I  remaining.  Mr.  President? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Chair  finds  that  there  are  two 

minutes  remaining.  

Mr    BROOKHART.     I  have  submitted   an   amendment  asa 
substitute  for  the  debenture  amendment  which  has  been  offer^ 
by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska.     In  most  respects  my  amend- 
ment is  exactly  the  same  as  the  pending  amendment,  but  in  my 
amendment  I  have  provided  that  the  debenture  shall  be  issued 
only  to  the  Farm  Board :  that  It  shall  be  mandatory  and  not 
discretionary  on  the  part  of  the  board.     Under  my  ,f  «»e°?™^°t 
the  board  will  get  the  debentures;  It  will  then  allot  the  de- 
bentures to  stabilizing  corporations  organized  by  the  board  for 
the  farmer,  and  they  will  use  the  debentures  for  any  purpose 
for  which  the  stabilizing  corporations  may  operate,   including 
the  payment  of  losses  but  not  Including  trade  dividends,  which 
would  not  be  right.     Then  I  have  provided  that  the  Treasury 
shall  redeem  the  debentures  at  par.  at  full  value ;  that  is  only 
2  per  cent  above  what  Uie  vSenator  from  Nebraska  has  pTojposed. 
Mr    President,  I  think  my  amendment  would  be  a  desirab  e 
one  to  adopt,  but  I  do  not  desire  to  divide  the  dlscu-sslon  at  this 
time,  and  I  am  not  going  to  urge  my  amendment.     I  will,  how- 
ever   submit  it  to  the  conference  committee  for  consideration. 
The 'final  writing  of  this  bill  will  be  in  the  conference  committee, 
perhaps,  rather  than  in  either  House  of  Congress.     Ther^ore 
I  want  to  see  the  debenture  adopted  now  as  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  has  presented  it. 

Some  Senators  have  spoken  to  me  and  said  that  they  preferred 
tiie  form  provided  in  my  amendment  for  issuing  tiie  debentures 
rather  than  the  form  proposed  by  tiie  Senator  from  Nebraska. 
Under  his  plan  they  would  be  issued  first  to  the  farmers  and 
then  to  cooi)erative  associations,  then  to  stabilizing  corporations, 
and  finally  to  other  persons.  The  "other  persons,  of  course, 
might  be  speculators,  and  because  of  that  a  fear  has  been  ex- 
pr^sed  that  thtre  would  be  danger  that  speculators  would  get 

the  benefit.  .  ,      ..  ^  .^^  ^^^ 

But  I  say  to  you,  Mr.  President,  that  even  under  the  fonn  pre- 
sented by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  If  the  Farm  Board  shall 
do  its  duty  and  the  stabiliring  cOTporations  shall  ^^ction,  Uiey 
will  be  the  principal  exporters  and  wUl  be  the  principal  bene- 
ficiaries of  the  del)enture.  They  will  bid  the  price  up  to  the 
farmers  accordingly,  and  any  other  person  '^ho  desires  to  get 
anything  to  export  will  have  to  bid  an  equal  price  or  he  wlU 
get  nothing.     In  that  way  the  farmers  wUI  be  protected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senators  time  has  expired. 
The  Chair  will  inquire  of  the  Senator  whetiier  his  ProPps^f 
amendment  is  at  the  desk?     It  does  not  appear  to  be  at  the  desk. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  It  is  printed  and  on  tiie  table  some- 
where ;  it  was  Just  recently  proposed.  However,  I  said  that  1 
am  not  going  to  urge  it.  Mr.  President,  at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  What  is  tiie  further  pleasure  of 
the  Senate?  ^  . 

Mr.   HBFLIN.    Mr.  President,   I  suggest   the  absence  of  a 

quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  caUed  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 
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Shoppard 

Shortrldge 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Steck 


Stelwer 
Stephens 
Bwanson 
Thomas.  Idaho 
Thomas,  Okla. 


Town  send 

Trammell 

Vandenbers 

Wagner 

Walcott 


Walsh,  Masa. 
Walsh,  Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
Wheeter 


Allen 

.\8hurat 

Barkley 

Bingtiam 

Black 

Bialne 

Blcaae 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Biookhart 

BrouMsard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 


Consens 

Cutting 

DiU 

Fletcher 

Frazler 

G«org« 

Gillett 

Goldsborougfa 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

lUsUncs 

Hawea 


Hayd«n 

Hebert 

Hedln 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 

Keyea 

Kinjr 

La  Follette 

HcKellar 

IfcMaster 

McNary 

Matcalf 


Mosefl 

Nor  beck 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phipps 

Pine 

Plttman 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Robinson,  Ind. 

gackett 

Bchall 


Mr  JONES  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  senior  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fess]  is  necessarily  absent  on  oflBcial  business 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty  Senators  having  answered 
to  their  names,  there  is  a  quorum  present. 

OOKiriBlIATION    or   CERTAIN    NOMINATIONS 

Mr  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  take  just  one  or  two 
minutes  in  the  discussion  of  this  bill  to  protest  against  what 
happened  yesterday  in  regard  to  the  confirming  of  certain  Army 

Mr    FLETCHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The   PRESIDING   OFFICER    (Mr.   McNary   in   the   chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Washington  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

Mr.  *DILL.    Just  a  moment.     I  shaU  be  through  in  a  very 

^  In  the^midst  of  the  debate,  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
IMr  Rbed]  came  In  and  asked  unanimous  consent  to  present 
the  report  of  his  committee  favoring  these  confirmations,  and 
then  asked  unanimous  consent  that  they  be  acted  upon.  I  have 
no  objection  to  these  particular  confirmations,  and  that  w  why 
I  feel  like  protesting.  To  come  In  here  In  the  midst  of  the 
debate  when  nobf>dy  is  thinking  about  anything  of  the  kind  or 
knows' anything  about  it,  and  put  over  these  confinnaUons  to. 
this  way,  to  say  the  least,  is  not  regular.  I  hope  In  the  future 
it  will  not  be  done,  ^       ^         .„    ^  , ,  . 

Mr  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  if  tiie  Senator  will  yield  to 
me  i  shall  ask  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  be  sent 
for  as  we  might  desire  to  move  to  reconsider  such  action. 

Mr.  REED  entered  the  Chaqjber  and  said:  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Washington  yi^d? 

Mr.  DILL.    I  yield.  .  *    *v    r»..»K^i. 

Mr  REED     I  have  only  this  moment  come  into  the  unamner. 

Mr'  DILL*  My  complaint  is  directed  at  the  action  of  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yesterday  in  bringing  In  the  recom- 
mendation for  tiie  confirmation  of  certain  Army  officers  and 
asking  immediate  consideration  of  tiie  matter  in  tiie  midst  of 
tiie  debate  tiiat  was  going  on  here  at  that  time.  I  f  <^test 
aieainst  It  because  I  feel  free  to  do  so,  having  no  objection  to 
the  confirmation  of  tiiese  nominations.  It  is  the  practice  that  la 
being  set  up  by  this  action  to  which  I  wish  to  object  I  hope 
it  wiU  not  be  done  in  the  future.  «        *,  „„     t 

Mr  REED  Mr.  President,  about  those  confirmations,  1 
desire  to  state  that  every  one  of  them  was  a  routine  confirma- 
tion The  promotions  were  not  discretionary.  They  were 
merely  mechanical  acts.  They  had  been  unanimously  aPP™ved 
by  tiie  Committee  on  Military  Affairs;  and  tiiat  was  sUted  at 
the  time,  in  response  to  a  question  of  the  Democratic  leader. 
There  was  no  reason  In  Uie  worid  why  they  should  not  have  been 

^T'm^''''^^:  President,  I  disagree  witii  the  Senator. 
There  was  every  reason  in  tiie  world ;  and  tiie  reason  was  in 
the  nil^  of  the  Senate  requiring  tiiat  they  go  to  the  cal^dar 
The  only  time  when  they  ought  to  be  taken  up  oiit  of  /)rder Jg 
In  a  regular  executive  session.  The  Senator's  point  that  they 
were  not  disagreed  to  by  anybody  on  the  committee  does  not 
mis  the  fact  that  there  are  some  80  oUier  Senators  who  do  not 
know  anything  about  them.  , 

I  think  the  practice  is  a  very  bad  one ;  and  If  it  occurs  again, 
I  shall  move  to  have  the  action  reconsidered. 

Mr  REED.  I  disagree  with  the  Senator.  I  think  in  the 
case  of  routine  nominations  the  Senate  commits  a  great  injus- 
tice when  it  holds  them  up  for  a  long  time. 

If  there  had  been  any  complaint  about  any  one  of  those  nc^I- 
natlons  to  tiie  committee  or  on  the  floor.  "  ve^^^d  be  an,d^ 
matter.  If  they  were  discretionary  promotions.  It  won'd^ 
Another  matter."^  If  any  member  of  tiie  f  J""'«f  ^^^^^ 
tloned  it,  it  would  be  anotiier  matter.  But  in  such  P^^^f^oj^ 
as  these^  like  post^ilfice  nominations,  about  which  there  is  no 
wmpl^t.  I  think  we  only  do  Justice  when  we  act  promptly. 

LrDl££.^r%-i<ieTt'a  delay  of  24  ^ours  is  not  goi^ 
to  be  a  terribly  serious  tiling  for  tiiese  Army  officers :  and  If 
Se'^ra'dS^  is  t'o  fecome  common  ^i-P^^  ^"  Jjj^ ^S^SS: 
are  routine  we  might  Just  as  well  f ^^"^l'  "^^,'^*„,*^'S 
and  do  it  all  by  unanimous  consent  in  tiie  midst  of  deDQte 

^^r.  ASHUBST.  Mr.  President,  I  »^^^^^l^„^Zn'^''Z 
tlonine  and  I  shall  not  elsewhere  on  this  PO»nt  Qnestlon,  tbe 
g^tklthot  the  senator  fn.m  Pennsylvania.  I  beUeve  that 
he  thought  his  action  was  a  proper  one. 
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Mr.  REED.    I  thank  the  Senator.    ^  «tiU  feel  tMt  wa^ 
Mr.  ASHCRST.    The  deplorable  part  of  it  Is  that  the  ^"^J 
fail8  to  perceive  the  unfair  advantage  which  could  be  taken  by 

'"SL^S^D'^'lf  the  Senator  will  bear  with  me.  I  am  ao  dead 
ethkally  that  I  am  otterly  unable  to  see  any  ^^P^PJ^^^^ ;!'^^^: 
^ver  in  what  was  done  So  far  am  I  sunk  in  crime  that  I 
JStnk  it  wis  only  .imple  justi**  to  these  i^^^^^'^^^^U^^ 
Armv  to  do  It.  But,  the  Senator  having  protested,  any  Senator 
having  protested.  I  would  not  dream  of  ^^Jnf  ^^f  t°-  ^.^^^ 
Mr    ASHURST.    That   is   the   manly   statement   I   expected 

from  the  Senator.  _  __,  ^„,  ,  „_t  th« 

Mr  REED.  It  has  been  done  for  many  y^»"  •  a°<J, ',  f.^*,  *Jf, 
senator  to  consider  the  injustice  which  is  done  by  homing  ^p 
these  nominations.  It  Is  not  a  matter  of  24  hours.  >\e  orten 
eo^rSuS  weeks  without  an  executive  ses.sion.  We  have  held 
S^in  thf^ate  the  nominations  of  Foreign  Service  officers 
Aose  names  came  in  in  the  last  two  hsts  ^o,^"<^»^  »  PJi°*/^*,J 
we  hare  almost  demoralized  that  whole  service.  We  have  cost 
rhem  something  like  125.000  In  salaries  by  holding  «P  f^^ 
nominations,  b^au.^  they  do  not  get  their  i«<^f  ^^  ..^ 
act;  and  I  have  been  determined  that  so  far  as  my  cwnmittee 
was  concerned   we   were   not   going  to  commit  Injustice   if   I 

^Mr  BIJLCK      Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 
Mr'  ASHURST     Let  me  make  a  brief  reply  to  the  Senator. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  from  Arizona  de- 
nes to  yield  for  the  present. 

Mr  \SHURST  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  fears  tnat 
some  injustice  might  be  done  to  an  Individual  officer.  That  is 
to  the  Senator's  credit ;  but  tlils  Is  a  principle  more  Important 
than  any  Individual,  or  any  Individuals  promotion  or  pay. 

The  Senator  says  this  has  been  done  for  years,  but  I  do  not 
so  recall  I  am  willing,  without  further  controversy,  to  accept 
the  Senator's  word  that  he  will  make  reports  of  Executive  nomi- 
nations in  executive  session,  when  we  expect  them. 

Mr  REED  Oh.  no.  I  will  make  the  reports  just  as  soon  as 
I  e*>nvenlently  can  and  let  them  go  to  the  calendar,  to  be  consld- 

erefl  in  executive  session.  ^    ^^        ,     , s 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Is  the  Senator  going  to  make  them  In  legis- 
lative sesslwi? 

Mr   REED.    Yes ;  if  I  can  get  unanimous  consent. 

ASHURST.    The  Senator  will  not  obtain  unanimous  cour 


Mr. 
sent. 
Mr. 

do  it 


REED.  If  I  can  not  get  unanimous  consent,  I  shall  not 
but.  understand  me,  no  advantage  is  taken  of  the  Senate 
by  this  practice.  These  confirmations  are  all  reported  in  the 
CoNGaBBSionAL  Rboobo,  and  Senators  who  are  not  here  at  the 
time  of  the  confirmation  have  nothing  to  do  but  rise  in  their 
Dlace  and  ask  reconsideration,  and  we  will  always  be  glad  to 
agree  to  that  on  the  request  of  any  Senator.  Reconsideration 
is  posaibie  at  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Artaona  or  at  the 
request  of  any  other  Member  of  this  body  at  any  time.  This  is 
not  an  effort  to  Uke  advantage  of  the  Senate. 

Mr  ASHURST.  I  have  acquitted  the  Senator  of  that  I  do 
not  believe  the  8eBatt»r  from  Pennsylvania  wished  to  take 
adTftntftge  of  anybody.  It  Is  the  practice  against  whidi  I  am 
speaking. 

Mr.  REED.    We  are  simply  trying  to  accelarate  the  public 
^^Imslness. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President,  a  parUamenUry  Inquiry. 
The  PRESIDING  OmCBR     The  Senator  from  Iowa  will 
state  his  parliammtary  inquiry. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  desire  to  know  If  this  debate  is  going 
on  in  the  time  of  some  Senator. 

The  PRB8IDING  OFFICER.  It  U  being  takes  out  of  the 
time  of  tlie  distinguished  Senator  tnm  Ariaooa  [Mr.  Ashvsst]. 
l%at  is  in  accordance  with  the  rule. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    That  Is  satisfactory  to  me. 

Mr.  BLACK.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield  the  Moor.  Mr.  President 
Mr.  BLACK.    Mr.  President  I  ask  the  Senator  to  yield  to  me 
in  connection  with  this  controversy. 

I  do  not  want  to  have  anything  to  do  with  the  controversy 
about  the  question  raised  by  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Dnx].  A  suggestion  has  been  made,  however,  with  refer- 
ence to  holding  up  certain  foreign  diplomatic  appointments.  It 
happens  that  I  am  fully  familiar  with  the  reasons  for  holding 
up  those  appointments.  I  do  not  care  to  bring  to  the  floor  at 
this  time,  for  public  consideration,  the  reasons  which  prompted 
the'holding  up  of  those  appointments.  If  it  becomes  necessary 
to  do  so,  however.  I  shall. 

I  hare  no  apology  to  make  for  the  part  I  took  in  holding  up 
cwtain  diplomatic  ap^lntments,  and  shall  do  it  again  under 


likt  circumstances.  I  do  not  care  at  this  time  to  make  public 
to  hiH^ate  tte  reasons,  but  if  our  motive  in  holding  up  the 
forlign  diplomatic  appointments  is  questioned,  I  am  ready  to 
meit  the  situation  on  the  floor  or  elsewhere. 

Mr    REED.     Mr.  President 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.     The    Senator   from   Pennsyl- 

vrniifl   Ih  r6C02DiZ6u< 

Ir  REED.  Mr.  President  In  referring  to  the  holding  up  of 
tiioje' appointments  I  did  not  In  tiie  least  mean  to  allude  to  the 
cin  umstances  that  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Black] 
seens  to  have  In  mind.  The  first  list  that  came  here  was  held 
UD  for  a  long  time  for  reasons  wholly  different  from  those 
that  caused  the  holding  up  of  the  second  list;  and  I  myself 
wa  I  as  much  to  blame  as  anybody  else,  I  think,  for  the  holding- 
UD  of  the  first  list.  I  have  only  begun  to  realize  the  bad  eflfect 
that  it  had  I  do  not  mean  to  discuss  the  merits  of  those 
Foeign  Service  lists  at  all,  but  only  to  say  that  where  routine 
api ointments  come  to  us  for  conflrnmtion  it  Is  for  the  best  in- 
ter  -sts  of  the  public  service  that  we  act  .'speedily  upon  them. 

"hese  Armv  officers  were  not  promoteil  becau.se  of  fitness. 
Th  'y  were  promoteil  because  of  seniority,  as  the  Senator  from 
Ah  'l)ama  well  knows.  There  was  no  discretion  u.«*ed  in  picking 
ou  their  names.  There  was  a  vacancy  in  the  grade  above  and 
thry  automaticaUy  went  into  it.  Because  of  the  terms  of  the 
Coistitution.  the  Senate  has  to  c(»nfirm  those  nominations;  but 
ev(ry  one  of  us  realizes  that  it  is  a  chore  for  us.  and  serves 
veiy  little  real  purpose.  When  we  come  to  the  discretionary 
nri  amotions  to  general  officer,  or  to  chief  of  branch,  or  .some  such 
pit  ce  as  that,  1  a.'^sure  Senators  that  the  committee  would  not 
dri«m  of  acting  as  we  did  yesterday. 

kir  DILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

At   reed.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

^Ir  DILL.  The  Senator  does  not  mean  to  have  the  Senate 
understand  that  the  Senate  is  compelled  to  confirm  these  par- 
ticular officers  because  their  promotions  are  a  matter  of  regular 

ro  itlne?  ,,    .  . 

tfr   REED.    Of  course  not.    We  are  not  compelled  to. 

tfr  DILL.  Then,  of  course,  it  is  within  the  discretion  of  the 
S«  nate  The  point  I  raised  was  that  the  precedent  of  coming  in 
with  a  list  of  nomhaations.  presenting  them  in  the  midst  of  a 
(l*ate,  and  having  them  confirmed,  is  one  that  should  not  be 
fo  lowed  hereafter.  ... 

It  happened  yesterday  that  the  Democratic  leader  was  here, 
ai  d  raised  the  question.  I  am  not  raising  any  question  about 
these  particular  officers;  but  the  thing  I  rose  to  protest  was 
that  it  might  be  understood  that  there  are  Senators  here  who 
ol  ject  to  this  kind  of  procedure.  It  is  not  in  acconlance  with 
til  e  rules.  It  is  not  the  understandhag  of  the  Senate  that  in  the 
irTdst  of  legislative  session  a  list  of  nominations  shall  be  pre- 
sented for  confirmation,  and  action  taken  without  any  consldera- 

tim  at  all. 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Mr.  President  will  the  S«iator 

yield  to  me?  .         ^ 

JThe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  REED.     1  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  think  it  would  be  well  in 
tlie  future  to  consider  nominations  only  in  open  executive  ses- 
s  on.  The  thought  occurred  to  me  yesterday  that  perhaps  that 
c  )urse  ought  to  be  pursued ;  but  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
nominaUons  were  of  the  character  stated  by  the  Senator  from 
I  ennsylvania,  I  did  not  move  or  require  a  motion  for  an  execu- 

ve  session. 

Hereafter,  however,  in  order  to  make  sure  that  Senators  may 
liBve  the  opportunity  to  be  present  wh€>n  nominations  are  con- 
s  dered,  in  order  that  they  may  know  that  nominations  are  to 
te  considered.  I  shall  suggest  that  the  Senate  pnxieed  to  the 
c  »nslderatiou  of  executive  business  in  open  session. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  that  course  of  action  seems  to  me 
t>  be  entirely  proper.    I  am  Rlad  to  comply  with  it 

I  yield  the  floor,  Mr.  President 


BK\1SI0IT  OP  THE  TARIFF 

Tne  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
lite  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  pending  question  being  on  the  amendment 
Proposed  by  Mr.  Noreis,  on  page  307,  after  line  24,  to  Insert  a 
l>rovislon  for  export  debentures. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  Inserted  in 
the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Minneapolis  Tribune  of  the 
6th  Instant  on  the  tariff  problem. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  leave  is  granted. 

TSie  editorial  referred  to  is  as  follows ; 
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irroin  the  Minneapolis  Tribune,  October  16,  1929] 

TO,    G.V«UL    CONSDWtt.    TOO.    HAS    AN    «JDrrT    IK    TH.    PAETT    PI^.S 

Is  It  to  the  .dvantage  of  the  general  consumer  to  have  the  RepubUcan 
campaign   plt^lKes  tulflUetl? 

Thf  Tribune  believes  that  It  Ifl.  .  ..  •    K>t„. 

None  the  lesa  we  are  aware  .that  an  argument  to  the  contrary  i.  being 

made      It  runs  something  like  this :  ..    ,       ^        .„„j 

"^  MncriseU  agricultural  rate.,  to  be  effective,  must  ^^^^^J^ 
nricea  The  tariff  already  costs  the  general  consumer  a  fearful  amount 
Thrpropoid  upward  revision  in  the  Interests  of  «^^|™lture  would 
mereiradd  to  the  cost  of  Uvlng.  since  food  would  thereby  be  rendered 

"  Tb.7'i^inrof  view  is  U^telligible  enough,  but  in  our  opinion  short- 

"  w'ere  the  general  consumers  organized,  and  had  they  t^l^l^^J'^;^ 
subject  of  the  tariff  careful  thought,  we  believe  that  enlightened  «eU- 
Interest  would  prompt  them  to  demand  two  things: 

First    a  lowering  of  the  Fordney-McCumber  Induatrtal  rates. 

And,  second,  an  upward  revision  of  ti.e  Fordney-McCumber  agricnl- 

'""n  other  words,  the  Tribune  believes  that  the  Interest  of  the  general 
consumer  Is  coincidental  with  the  interest  of  the  farmer. 

On  reflection  the  point  will  become  clearer.  Within  the  past  decade 
the  agricultural  Income  of  the  United  States  has  been  <J^^J°«  '«•" 
tl5  000  000,000  to  $12,000,000,000.  while  the  total  Income  of  the  United 
States  has  been  rising  from  $67,000,000,000  to  $90,000,000,000 

To  be  on  a  level  with  the  rest  of  the  United  States,  agriculture,  com- 
prising a  fifth  of  the  population  of  the  United  States,  should  have  a  fifth 
of  the  national  income,  or  $18,000,000,000.  ^     „  ..  a   o*.*„. 

Or  put  more  simply,  the  agricultural  Income  of  the  United  States 
should  be  one  and  one-half  times  the  $12,000,000,000  that  It  now  is 

At  present  no  human  being  can  tell  with  any  fine  precision  what  the 
Industrial  rates  are  costing  the  consuming  public.  Presumably  they 
Increase  prices  about  $10,000,000,000  a  year.  Again,  presumably  a 
larire  part  of  this  $10,000,000,000  Is  not  serving  any  legitimate  pro- 
tective purpose  but  Is  merely  serving  to  swell  to  abnormal  sire  the 
profits  of  certain  Industries. 

This  $10,000,000,000,  If  that  be  the  sum.  is  nothing  more  or  less  tnan 

*  ^"°ong  as  we  are  going  to  have  bounties,  wouldn't  it  be  healthier 
all  the  way  round  to  have,  let  us  say.  $3,000,000,000  of  this  bounty,  or. 
If  possible,  even  $6,000,000,000  of  this  bounty,  transferred  from  Industry 

*°  wfu'wn*t"  U  be  better  to  transfer  the  bulk  of  this  bounty  from  the 
hands  of  the  few.  whose  need  of  it  is  doubtful,  to  the  hands  of  the  many, 
vfhose  need  of  It  is  unmistakable? 

We  believe  the  general  consumer  would  say  that,  other  things  being 
equal,  be  had  rather  see  such  a  reaUocatlon  of  the  Uriff  ^"•^^***,';^  ,^* 
would  feel  that  the  country  would  be  put  on  a  lollder  basis  with  the 
benefits  not  only  more  widely  diffused  hot  more  speclflcaUy  concentrated 
on  the  gn-up  ne«>ding  them  most.  «  _,  ^      m..*.-. 

In  such  a  transfer  the  general  consumer  would  be  unaffected.  H»8n« 
prices  for  food  would  be  neutralised  by  lower  prices  for  other  commodi- 
ties and  his  own  cost  of  living  would  remain  the  same. 

But.  we  hear,  industry  might  suffer  as  the  result  of  the  transfer  I 

This  is  open  to  grave  question. 

Whatever  the  sum  thus  transferred  from  Industry  to  agricultur^ 
whether  it  were  $1,000,000,000,  $3,000,000,000  or  $6,000,000,000.  would 
promptly  find  its  way  back  to  Industry  In  the  guise  of  Increased  sales. 
Agriculture's  added  income  would  be  industry's  added  sales ;  the  profits 
of  the  individual  sale  would  perhaps  be  smaller,  but  the  volume  of  sales 
would  be  larger.  The  broad  effect  would  probably  be  to  stabilise  Indus- 
try to  render  the  unemployment  cycles  less  frequent,  and  to  keep  the 
demand  for  labor  steadier.  All  this  would  be  decidedly  to  the  advantage 
not  only  of  agriculture,  industry,  and  labor,  but  of  the  general  consumer 

"^Ve  recognize  that  In  the  Interests  of  clarity  we  have  oversimplified 
the  whole  tariff  problem  somewhat,  but  the  foregoing  outlines  we  beUeve 
to  be  substantially  correct.  It  Is  unfortunate  that  the  general  con- 
sumers are  not  organized.  They  represent  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  the  country.  Wore  they  organized,  we  believe  they  would  insist  that 
a  considerable  portion  of  the  tariff  benefits  now  enjoyed  by  industry  be 
turned  over  to  agriculture  by  the  process  of  lowering  the  industrial  and 
raising  the  agricultural  rates  at  one  and  the  same  time.  This  would 
protect  the  general  consumers  against  the  threat  of  any  increase  In  the 
cost  of  living  and  at  the  same  time  widen  and  strcngth.-n  the  foundations 
of  American  prosperity.  It  would  also  tend  to  fulfiU  the  Ameri^n 
ideal  of  distributing  the  good  things  of  life  more  generously  among  the 
many  and  check  the  tendency  to  hold  them  concentrated  in  the  hands  of 
the  few. 
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Mr  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  It  is  not  my  purpose 
to  enter  Into  a  discussion  of  the  pending  amendment;  It  Is  not 
my  purpose  to  make  any  suggestions  that  would  interfere  wltt 
the  efforts  to  have  the  amendment  adopted,  but  I  do  feel  It  v^ 
important  that  Senators  understand  that  In  voting  for  this  de- 


benture amendment  they  are  simply  voting  that  the  debenture 
mrybe  put  Into  effect  at  some  time  in  the  future,  at  the  option 
of  the  Farm  Board.    I  will  tead  what  it  provides : 

Whenever  the  board  provided  for  In  the  agricultural  marketing  act 
approved  June  15,  1929,  finds  it  advisable,  in  order  to  carry  out  th« 
policy  declared  in  section  1  of  said  agricultural  marketing  act. 

I  am  wondering  just  when  and  how  it  is  going  to  be  necessary 
to  bring  the  attention  of  the  Farm  Board  to  this  debenture  so 
that  they  will  find  it  advisable  to  put  It  Into  effect. 

I  have  tried  during  the  past  sessions  of  Congress  to  act  con- 
latently  relative  to  these  agricultural  provisions. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  yield  to  the  Sena- 

^r'^THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Not  until  I  get  through  with  my 
fetatement ;  just  a  moment 

\ir   NORRIS     Very  welL 

Mr'  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  In  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  this 
matter  was  discussed,  and  I  told  the  advocates  of  the  amend- 
ment that  I  was  entirely  friendly  to  it,  but  that  I  wanted  a 
farm  bill  In  the  discussion  and  the  development  of  the  bill  It 
became  very  apparent  that  the  continued  support  of  the  amend- 
S  provldinTf or  the  debenture  would  mean  that  we  would 
have  no  farm  bill.    I  then  withdrew  my  support  and  voted  for 

the  biU  as  It  now  is  in  the  law.  ♦k^  #«™,  hui 

After  the  debenture  amendment  was  attached  to  the  faiTn  b  11 
I  voted  for  the  bill  with  the  amendment  In  it,  and  when  the  bill 
came  back  to  the  Senate  I  voted  to  take  the  debenture  off^^be- 
cause  I  wanted  a  farm  blU.  The  matter  had  been  discussed  in 
Congress  for  eight  years  and  we  had  not  gotten  anywhere. 

MrTrident.  we  now  have  the  fann  law ;  and  to^ay  we  are 
confronted  with  the  debenture  amendment^  whkh  brings  up  the 
argument  whethet  the  board  wUl  find  It  advisable  to  put  the  de- 
beSSe  Into  effect  or  whether  It  should  be  made  "^datory. 
What  I  would  like  the  friends  of  the  measure  who  are  handUng 
It  to  do  would  be  to  have  them  eliminate  the  question  of  ad- 
visability and  make  it  mandatory  upon  the  Farm  Board  to  In- 
augurate the  debenture.  ,  ^.i  #  **.^  ^a. 
We  have  gone  to  a  great  length  In  the  exphination  of  the  de- 
benture  and  a  great  many  of  the  farmers  of  the  country  are  now 
suDWitlng  It  The  agricultural  interests  in  the  Senate  and  In 
the  W^y  are  m  control  of  this  body,  and  if  we  are  In  good 
faith  it  would  take  just  a  moment  to  change  the  amendment 
so  that  It  would  be  mandatory  Instead  of  leaving  the  matter  to 

the  Farm  Board.  ,  w  **.      *i 

I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  amendment  to-day,  whether  the 
change  Is  made  or  not ;  but  In  my  judgment  If  you  want  to  carry 
out  the  debenture  Idea  In  good  faith  you  should  make  It  manda- 
tory Instead  of  leaving  It  to  the  Farm  Board. 

I  have  asked  a  number  of  Senators  about  It,  and  I  know  of 
no  reason  and  no  argument  why  that  should  not  be  done  and  I 
will  be  very  glad  to  vote  for  it.  I  am  going  to  vote  for  the 
amendment  with  that  In,  or  I  will  vote  for  the  amendment  with- 

"^^Mt^FR^ZIER.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  say,  in  reply 
to  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  that  personally  I  agree  with  him ; 
I  would  like  to  see  this  amendment  made  mandatory.  I  would 
also  like  to  see  a  provision  for  the  full  a'"^"" ^  ?J.  ^J.^. J,^/'^ 
instead  of  half  of  it.  But  I  do  not  believe  that  with  either  of 
those  provisions  In  It  we  would  stand  a  S^ost  ot  a  show  «f 
having  the  amendment  finally  attached  to  the  bill  J^r  that 
reason  I  am  willing  to  vote  for  tje  amendment  a^  it  is  and  get 
the  best  we  can,  as  in  the  case  of  the  farm  bill;  when  that  was 
p^nd^g.  Uiough  we  could  not  get  what  we  wanted.  I  was  willing 

to  get  the  best  we  could.  *v„*«„„ 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Does  the  Senator  mean  that  any 
Mem^r  of  the  Senate  who  Is  supporting  the  debenture  amend- 
ment would  be  opposed  to  the  change  I  have  suggested,  that  It 
would  make  a  difference  In  his  vote? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  There  might  be  '^^^jJ/^J'i.^^^^rii^^J 
that  wa.s  not  what  I  referred  to.  I  referred  *«  ^^^  l^ellhood  of 
the  Amendment  being  agreed  to  by  the  other  body  of  the 
Congress  and  the  bill  being  signed  by  the  President 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Idaho.    My  thought  Is  to  pass  it  over  to  the, 
other  House  and  see  how  they  will  like  it.  j 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     We  did  that  with  the  farm  bill,  and  they 

'"MrVANDENBBRG.    Mr.  President,  I  want  to  submit  a  very 

brfef  o'iL^^ation   regarding  -%P*»-f,  °^,  *,tau"^«"^' Tre^r 

,v^™»  fr»  mo  tn  ottrrv  in  it  a  very  formidable  cnauenge.    i  rercr 

rZt  action  Tfhedelintu^  proposal  which  extends  this 

Kiunty    t^  manufactured    articles    into    which    debenturable 

'^wTt'Jf'thS  Tt'hBHl^  I  now  caU  attention  to  the  fact  that  on 
pa^  2  of  !L  amendment  the  authority  to  compute  the  amount 
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Af  thP  debeoHire  proffered  to  this  manufacturer  goes  exclusively 
fnto  the  ha^of  the  S^retary  of  the  Treasury,  a^d  I  quote 
"   n  accordance  with  such  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe     and 
then  thLs  sentence.   "Any  such   compensation   shall  ^  ^^J^- 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  bec<.mes  the  sole  and  incnecKea 
msmSr  of  this  bounty  from  the  Public  Treasury.     Santa 

%";  ?';^'fdeT  wetld  a  battle  here  about  two  weeks  ago  over 
the  flexile  provision  of  the  tariff,  and.  amid  roars  of  denuncia- 
Jfon^S  weretold  that  it  was  the  open  door  to  treason  If  we 
J^rmiUeda^y  phase  or  degree  of  the  tariff  taxing  power  to 
^a"thV  hands  of  the  Congress.  But  this  seems  to  be  a  differ- 
ent dlv  Mr  President.  In  this  present  Instance,  the  tariff 
taxing '^wer  of^e  congress  would  go  not  into  the  hands  of  an 
edited  ^re^Ident  of  the  United  States  butit  would  ^  »?to Jhe 
hSds  of  an  appointed  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  his  com- 
oXion  would  be  final.  He  would  get  not  only  the  taxing 
SSwe  he  would  get  the  power  to  open  the  P"'^''-^;^^"^'  "^ 
UDon  his  own  Judgment,  to  disburse  their  precious  contents 

Tmiv  be  said.  1^  reply  to  this,  that  we  are  merely  establish- 
ing a  rule  under  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  act 
only  within  fixed  limits.  But  so  far.  at  least,  as  these  manu- 
factured articles  are  concerned.  I  would  like  to  know  how  any- 
bcKiv  can  read  the  rule  on  page  4  and  then  announce  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  would  not  be  free  to  use  the  deben- 
ture on  manufactured  articles  at  his  own  discretion  and  with- 
out any  practical  restraint  whatsoever 

This  Is  the  rule.     This  Is  the  simple  computation  of  which 
they  speak  so  glibly.    It  Is  a  very  long  sentence.    I  quote  it: 

The  debenture  rate  In  effect  at  any  time  with  respect  to  any  manu- 
factured food  product  of  any  agricultural  commodity  or  any  product 
manufactured  from  cotton  or  tobacco  If  the  cotton  or  tobacco  out  of 
which  It  Is  manufactured  if  exported  In  the  raw  material  would  have 
bem  entitled  to  recelTe  a  debenture  therefor,  shall  be  an  amount  suffi- 
cient an  nearly  aa  may  be.  to  equal  the  debenture  that  would  he  issuable 
upon'  the  exportation  of  the  quantity  of  the  agricultural  commodity 
con«um«^  in  the  manufacture  of  the  exported  manufactured  food  prod- 
uct, or  any  product  manufactured  from  cotton  or  tobacco  if  the  cotton 
or  tobacco  out  of  which  It  is  manufactured  If  exported  in  the  raw 
material  would  hare  h^n  entitled  to  receive  a  debenture  therefor,  aa 
prescribed  and  promulgated  from  time  to  time  by  said  board. 

If  that  describes  a  fixed  rule  for  the  Secretar>'  of  the  Treas- 
ury which  confines  him  solely  within  arbitrary  limitations  and 
which  allows  him  no  discretion,  then  the  English  language  has 
taken  on  siome  peculiar  complexities.    Then  mud  is  transparent. 
The  truth  is  that  this  proposed  amendment,  which  Ls  to  be 
supported  by  Senators  in  this  Chamber  who  Insisted  that  tlie 
flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  was  an  offense  to  American  in- 
stitutions and  unconstltntional.  proposes  a  real  delegation  of  the 
taxing  power,  it  proposes  a  real  delegation  of  the  appropria- 
tion ix)\ver.  it  proposes  a  real  subordination  of  congressional 
prerogative  to  an  appointive  officer  of  the  Government,  it  pro- 
poses a  real  surrender  of  congressional  rights.     Yet  it  is  sup- 
portetl  bv  those  who.  within  very  recent  memory,  were  pleading 
a   simulation   of   these  objections   against   tariff   flexiblUty— a 
point  at  which  the  objections  did  not  legitimately  apply.     So 
now.  In  the  name  of  farm  relief,  we  are  asked  to  swallow  a 
subsidy  upon  manufactures ;  and  we  are  a.-keil  by  these  gentle- 
men, wlio  complained  against  limited  presidential  prerogatives  in 
the  flexible  provision,  to  surrwider  unlimited  prerogatives  to  a 
mere  member  of  the  President's  Cabhiet    The  contemplation 
passeth  understanding. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  how  much  time  have  I  left? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  Nebraska  has 
eight  minutes  left. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  take  the  floor  now  to  refer  to  the  two 
arguments  which  have  been  made  against  this  amendment. 

First,  we  ought  to  remember  that  those  who  object  now  to 
the  sincere  and  honest  effort  of  the  real  friends  of  American 
agriculture  to  bring  forward  something  for  the  relief  of  the 
termer,  are  those  who  have  always  stood  In  the  way  of  any 
proposition  to  give  relief  to  the  American  farmer.  They  stand 
off  for  eight  years,  and  whenever  any  proposition  is  brought  in 
they  stand  back  and  undertake  to  pick  flaws.  Never  in  a  single 
instance  have  they  proposed  anything  of  a  wmstructive  nature 
for  farm  relief. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  VandcnberoI,  the  great 
Senator  from  Michigan,  complains  because  In  this  amendment 
we  have  committed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  right 
to  make  a  computation.  Read  the  language.  If  you  can  make 
It  any  plainer,  if  you  can  do  It  any  better,  for  God's  sake  do  lt» 
but  do  not  staml  off  and  find  fault  and  offer  nothing  In  Its 
pUce.  You  have  promised  to  give  relief  to  the  American  farmer. 
U  thla  thlug  does  not  lult  70a,  bring  In  lometlilng  tlut  does. 


If  (ve  had  the  interest  on  a  note  to  compute,  witli  sevexa 
narturpavments  made  in  a  course  of  years,  and  we  delegated 
S^e  authoJity  to  compute  the  interest  on  that  note.  I  suppo.<e 
some  rs  t^hnical  objectors  in  the  Interest  of  the  Amencnn 
?a™.r  woX  object  to  letting  somebody  compute  the  Interest, 
and  t  ley  would  say.  "  We  must  do  It  here  In  the  Senate.' 

Thi  t  is  a  fair  iUustration  of  the  authority  confeiTed  mwn  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  And  he  Is  your  Secretary  of  the 
Ire^u.?.  And  you  think  he  Is  the  greatest  Secretary  s  nee 
A^xtnder  Hamilton!  He  is  your  man.  Are  you  afraid  to 
frust  him?  Do  you  think  he  does  not  know  the  mul. plication 
table  '  Can  he  add  and  subtract?  That  is  about  all  he  ^^lll 
have  to  do  in  making  this  computation. 

Thm  comes  my  good  friend  the  Senator  from  daho  \Ir 
THOiiAs],  and  he  objects  to  this  amendment  because  it  does 
nJg^  far  enough.  Look  over  the  record,  and  it  will  be  found 
that%rhen  we  voted  on  the  debenture  before,  in  the  same  form, 
givin '  to  the  board  the  discretion,  just  as  we  do  now,  he  was 
agaiist  it  Why  was  he  against  it?  For  one  reason  only  only 
one  He  said  he  was  in  favor  of  it,  that  he  believed  in  it,  but 
he  was  afraid  that  if  we  put  it  on.  the  President  might  veto 
the  till.  Now  he  comes  along  and  wants  to  make  thi.s  amend- 
ment more  obnoxious  still  to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
i:>oes  he  want  to  put  It  in  such  shape  that  the  President  wiU 
veto  the  bill  and  kill  it?  Is  he  anxious  to  get  a  debenture  pro- 
visioa  adopted  to  be  of  beneflt  to  the  farmers,  or  d(»es  he  want 
to  make  it  so  obnoxious  to  President  Hoover  that  he  will  kill 
it  and  we  will  get  nothing? 

Ml.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.     Mr.  President xt  »       , 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT?.     Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 

yielc  ? 


M  -  NORRIS.    I  wanted  to  a.sk  the  Senator  that  question  in 
his    ime,  but  the  Senator  did  not  feel  like  yielding  to  me 

Ni  .w  we  have  come  to  the  point  where  the  same  provision  is 

presented,   where  the  language  Is  identical,  and   the   St'nator 

real  y  pokes  fun  at  it  because  it  does  not  go  far  enough  and 

sugf  ests  that  we  make  it  mandatory  and  put  on  the  full  tarill 

inst -ad  of  half  of  it    In  theory  that  would  be  right    If  we  put 

suet    a  provision  as  that  in  the  bill  we  would  get  somewhere 

along  the  road,  but  it  might  defeat  the  bill  and  i^rhaps  bring 

about  a  veto.    We  have  only  one  hope  to  get  anything  of  this 

kirn  through  with  Hoover  In  the  Presidency,  and  that  Is  to  give 

him  some  discretion,  which  we  have  given  to  his  board— to  your 

boaid    let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from   Idaho   [Mr.  Thomas  J. 

We  did  not  pick  It.     Your  men.  appointed  by  your  President, 

hav»  the  discretion  and  now  you  want  to  jam  something  down 

HiKver's  throat  that  will  be  obnoxious  and  probably  make  him 

sick,  and  so  get  a  veto  out  of  him  and  kill  It  all. 

Besides.  Mr.  President  the  bill  originated  with  one  of  the 
gieiitest  and  oldest  farm  organizations  in  existence,  the  National 
Grange.  They  put  It  In  this  form.  They  said.  "  It  Is  something 
nev .  We  are  willing  to  take  one-half  of  the  benefits  that  you 
glv(  to  manufactures.  Give  us  one-half  of  the  tariff  and  we  will 
be  satisfied.  Let  it  be  dl.scrptionary  with  the  board  and  we 
wil  be  satisfied.  We  do  not  want  to  put  this  in  such  shape  that 
it  ^ri\\  meet  opposition  In  places  that  are  p^ywerful  that  might 
mei.n  its  defeat  or  no  opportunity  to  try  the  methotl  that  is 
out  ined  in  the  amendment." 

I  am  glad  the  Senator  from  Idaho  is  going  to  vote  for  this 
amendment,  but  I  am  sorry  he  gives  the  excu.se  which  he  does 
am  finds  the  fault  that  he  df»es  when,  ac-cording  to  his  own 
adiiIs.sion,  when  we  had  It  here  before  he  voted  against  it  in 
the  form  in  which  we  have  it  now. 

]  Ir.  President,  there  may  be  others  finding  fault  that  here  or 
tht  re  we  have  not  dotted  an  "  1 "  or  cros.se<l  a  "  t."  but  it  will 
be  found  coming  from  those  who  have  not  helped  to  make  the 
fig]  It  for  the  American  farmer.  It  will  be  found  coming  from 
th(se  who  have  always  stood  across  the  roadway,  who  have 
alvays  stood  in  the  pathway  of  pn>gress  trying  to  find  fault 
no^v  with  tills  sentence  and  then  with  that  .sentence  and  saying 
thi  t  "  this  ought  to  be  changed "  or  that  "  we  ought  to  go 
fuifther." 

he   VICE   PRESIDENT.     The   time   of   the   Senator  from 
Netra-ska  has  expiretl. 

-Ir.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.    Mr   President,  I  should  like  to  ask 
th4  Senator  fn)m  Nebraska  a  question.  If  he  will  pardon  me. 
Mr.  NORRIS.     I  shall  be  glad  to  an.^wer  the  question  If  I 
y  do  so  in  the  Senator's  time. 

Jdr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Very  well.  I  want  to  ask  the  Sen- 
ator whether  or  not  he  feels  that  this  debenture  In  the  form 
that  he  has  it  would  be  any  more  welcome  to  the  President 
thm  in  the  form  I  have  suggested? 

Mr.  NORRIH.  Oh,  yes:  much  more.  In  the  form  In  which 
w<  have  it  here,  it  is  discretionary.  If  it  Is  put  in  the  form 
thit  the  Senator  now  wants  It,  and  if  it  is  made  obligatory, 
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the  board  would  not  have  any  way  to  prevent  it  being  allied 
S  ev^rfarm  product  That  was  not  the  only  r^son  why  the 
^n«  finally  agreed  upon  Uie  provision  In  this  form  It  was 
ESuse  they  rw.-ognixed  that  it  is  something  now.  that  has 
S!^r  ifeen  tded  be^e.  "  We  .-an  not  see  why  it  will  not  work. 
£ut  in  frSer  te  K  wnservative  about  it  as  possible,  to  mi^e 
no  mUtSe  abom,"  they  sald~and  I  think  with  a  grea  deal, 
n?  wlSS^hat  ihey  would  put  It  up  to  Congress  and  to  the 
PreTw^r^the  27ve  in  which  it  is  now,  so  that  they  could 
fnvwhen  this  or  that  farm  product  had  a  HtUe  fiurry  or  som^ 
Sfng^r^iit  needed  protection,  which  was  perhaps  only 
tpmnorarv  in  Its  nature.  It  could  be  Uken  care  of. 

Tf  nndJr  the  law  1'  Was  made  mandatory,  it  would  go  into 
.ffJ^  and  they  would  have  no  option  and  the  difficulty  might 
no^L  obviltS ;  but  they  thought  there  was  some  ju.stiflcat^n 
?n  leaving  to  the  President  as  was  first  proposed  or  to  the 
i;j»anl    M  it  was  later  given  to  the  board,  the  discretion  of 

^"i;'if  a'S^'r^'^'^ourse,  of  the  law  that  when  a  condition 
arises  affeS^^a  product  like  wheat  something  that  is  perma- 
nent In  itT  nature  and  about  which  they  have  no  doubt  the 
Srd  w  U  put  the  provision  into  effect  and  try  it  Perhaps 
nVter  it  is  tried  it  will  be  found  necessary  to  amend  or  (hange 
?he  law  in  s^me  res^t  There  is  nothing  superhuman  or  super 
wf.e  J^>out  ir  ^^a  new  step.  Everybody  admits  that  I 
t^ink  the  grange  is  entitled  to  credit  that  they  did  not  ask  for 
IvlrvthiL  that  in  the  pracd<.>al  consideration  of  the  problem 
fhev  ire  en  mod  to,  b^Juse  they  are  trying  to  get  it  by  a  new 
m^thXby  newmeans.  and  they  wanted  to  leave  this  disc-retion 

''*Mr*  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  my  understanding  of 
tlie  Drovision  is  that  it  applies  only  in  the  handling  of  a  surplus 
iron  I  am  unable  to  foUow  the  argument  of  the  Senator  but 
?am  c4taTnlJ  ?ery  much  pleased  to  know  that  he  is  here  trying 

'\^r'HlRTLEr^M?'' President,  I  do  not  suppose  that  any- 
thfnc  ihat  ^an  li'  saTd  t^-^ay  will  very  materiaUy  influence  a 
^.gfe  v<^e  in  the  Senate,  bSt  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  a 
fe^- dii^  in  connection  witii  tiie  problem  before  we  vote 
^Vel^aU^rmiliar  with  the  fact  tiiat  while  industry  has 
be^\  enormously  prosperous  on  the  whole  during  the  past  eight 
v^TrsagrTulture  has  been  on  the  decline.    The  value  of  agri- 
StumfDropertv  and  protlucts  in  the  past  eight  years  has  de- 
culturai  properi.v  |i'"  ^'^  ,^^  ^wjq   which  is  almost  one  and  one- 
<1  ned  mure  than  $3t>,00U,uon,uuu,  7"'^"     ,'"7:     TinUari  <itntps 
h«lf  times  the  value  of  all  Uie  railroads  in  the  United  Stat^ 
while  atThe^me  time  the  value  of  industrial  proper^  has  n^ 
onlv  inieased  but  the  value  of  industrial  stocks  as  recorded  on 
?hi  s  mk^rchanSes  M^  in  many  instances  double<l  and  treb  ed 
and    r  some  ci^^Qmidrupled.     So  if  there  is  any  Particular 
class  of  our  people  who  do  need  a.ssistance  by  reason  of  the 
IrS,  if  it  canVobtained  in  that  way.  it  is  agricul  ure;  and  if 
there  is  at,y  particular  class  that  does  not  need  It  it  Is  the 

^"i^:rr  ^in^^^si^m^ths  ^  1929    tnepres^it  year    th. 

S^vhlie'^t  the  sLe  time  the  profits  «^^  «?^<^f  "7,^^f!^ 
still  on  the  decline  in  about  the  same  proportion  as  that  vNhich 

^n?h1nrhe''cc:';Sess^'aJ7aU.^  Into  extraordinary  ^ssKni  it 
was  fo?  the  specific  purpose  of  relieving  agriculture  by  tiie  pas^ 
Tace  of  a  f a^  relief  bill,  so  called,  and  by  readjustment  of 
thf  tariff  rat"  afTeiting  agriculture.     That  was  the  promise 
made  in  the  campaign  iLt  year.     But  In  his  message  to  Con- 
S-e^s  the  PrSident  added  to  that  a   subsidiary  Progrnm  for 
?e^liusting  the  rates  in  so  far  as  they  might  be  necessary  to 
re?i^^dl°  tre^'ed  industries  where  tiiere  had  been  a  Pron<>anced 
[recline  in  prefits  and  in  production  and  1ti  employment-not  to 
Ss     hfs  exa<t   language.     But  as   has  «;^-^>';;^«j;^"4^^  ^^^  ^^ 
™,«,t    thoce  who  have  been  responsible  for  the  framing  ot  tiie 
m^;ure  have  taken  advantage  of  the  looplu.le  given  to    hem 
bj  the   anguage  «.f  the  President  In  his  reference  to  agruul  ure 
aid    fist rSs.'ditKlustries,  to  undertake  to  raise  "^^  e«  f ^1  ^J^^^f 
Se        e.  notwithstanding  tlte  enormous  ^^^^^^^^^   "J^Jf.^f^,^,^ 
indnstrv  as  a  whole  during  the  last  eight  years,  and  particularlj 
during  the  r^^t  six  months;  in  fact,  during  tiie  past  nme  months 

'^So'therThis'^'^n  an  increase  by  legislation  of  the  potential 
nrSttti  of  ti^^  industries  which  in  tiie  last  nine  monl^xs  have 
Se  an  iil^r^se  of  27  pc^r  cent  above  [heir  profits  for  the  same 
rtLJi,Mi  ill  ift2«  It  has  b»H'n  undertaken  to  Ju.stlfy  it  Dj  tue 
JTa^n^hat  a??he  sime  time  uriff  protection  has  been  increased 
Si  aaricu  t?/rai  prTucts.  There  has  been  cited  in  the  debate 
SSreto^Jre  the  iSease  In  the  tariff  on  poultry  from  3  cents  a 
DT/imd  to  8  cents  a  pound.  Of  course  the  poultry  ■'tuation  Id 
niHeitetS^  farm  question  for  which  (Dongress  was  called  Into 
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extra  session,  and  while  there  has  been  an  Increase  in  the  tariff 
on  poultry  by  5  cents  a  pound,  tiiere  has  been  at  tiie  MUiae  time 
an  increase  in  the  tariff  on  chicken  wire  to  such  an  ext«it  as  to 
nullify  whatever  beneflt  might  have  come  to  the  raisers  ot 
Doultry  by  the  increase  of  6  cwits  a  pound  on  poultry. 

There  has  been  an  increase  in  the  tariff  on  liay,  and  tHat  haa 
been  paraded  as  one  of  the  evideuces  of  a  desire  to  aid  .Agricul- 
ture   uotwitiistanding  the  fact  tiiat  in  1928  and  in  all  other 
years  a  very  indifferent  and  inconsequential  quantity'  of  hay 
was  sent  Into  Uie  United  States,  and  that  only  from  the  Domin- 
ion of  Canada.    That  small  amount  of  imported  hay  was  largely 
shipped  into  Vermont  and  the  New  England  States,  where  in 
order  to  get  hay  they  must  ship  it  from  somewhere.     ^     ^     ^,    ^ 
It  has  been  said  to  Uie  farmer  by  tiie  Republican  Party  that 
he  Is  going  to  be  relieved  by  increasing  the  tariff  on  stiiiw,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  85.000,000  tons  of  straw  are  prodiiced 
in  the  United  States,  and  on  every  wheat  farm  in  the  Nation 
can  be  seen  a  straw  pile  going  to  waste.     There  has  l>een  an 
Increase  in  Uie  tariff  on  straw  from  $1  a  ton  to  $1.50  a  ton, 
although  last  year  only  10.000  tons  of  straw  were  shlpr^^d  Into 
tiie  United  States,  compared  to  85,000.000  tons  produced.    W  hUe 
tiiere  has  been  a  pretended  aid  to  agricultiire  by  an  increase  of 
uO  cents  a  ton  on  sti^w  it  has  been  more  than  nullifie*!  In  Its 
value   if  it  has  any  value,  by  increasing  the  tariff  $4  a  dosen 
on  Uie  cheaper  grades  of  sU^w  hats,  those  usually  purchised  by 
tiie  farmers     The  great  benefits  of  the  tariff  on  straw  have  lieen 
more  tiian  nullified  by  putting  a  tariff  of  $4  a  dozen  on  straw 
hats  wlUch  tiie  farmer  must  buy  if  he  wears  a  straw  hat  during 

^^There"h?s  been  an  lncrea.se  in  the  Uriff  on  frozen  egg^.  fresh 
fish  olives,  pineapples,  plums,  buckwheat  corn,  and  mucaroni. 
which  come  under  the  agricultural  schedule,  and  at  the  same 
time  there  has  been  an  increase  in  the  tariff  on  wheat  flour 
which  does  not  benefit  the  farmer,  but  benefits  the  miller,  the 
Increase  being  from  75  cents  to  $1.04  per  barrel. 

There  has  been  an  Increased  tariff  on  a  few  nuts,  on  radish 
seed  on  tulips,  lUlies  of  the  valley,  and  narcissus,  and  all  these 
^^raded  Sa  part  of  the  program  of  agricultural  relief  which 
just  fies  tiie  majority  In  raising  the  rates  on  most  o^  ^he  thln^ 
the  farmer  is  compelled  to  buy,  thereby  nullifying  the  benefit 
if  there  is  any  benefit  in  Uie  agricultural  schedule,  which  e>ery 
farm  organisation  in  the  United  States  declares  does  not  beneflt 
them  or  at  least  does  not  sufflcientiy  benefit  tiiem,  so  they  would 
nrefer  the  law  as  It  now  exists  raUier  than  the  bill  as  it  has 
KS  proposed  by  Uie  House  and  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
To  offsetthefae  alleged  benefits  to  agriculture  m  the  tariff 
tiiere  has  been  an  increa.se  on  window  glass.     Every  farmer  who 
buUds  a  home,  if  he  ever  secures  enough  money  to  Justify  smh 
an  enterprise,  must  use  window  glass;  and  yet,  notwiUutanding 
?he  fact  that  in  its  investigation  the  Tariff  Commission  stated 
tiiat  it  only  Investigated  ttie  processes  of  three  manufacturers  of 
window  glass  tiiat  used  the  most  modern  and  np-to^ate  '^thods 
as  compared  to  the  investigation  of  16  factories  tha    used  nnti- 
auated  and  out-of-date  methods,  the  proponents  of  the  I'^^nding 
bm  propoTe  an  increase  in  the  tariff  on  window  ^^ss    which 
i^  pi^t^least  the  farmers  of  the  United  States  wUl  have  to 

^fn  addition  to  that,  the  bill  P'^oposes  to  increase  the  ta riff  on 
nig  iron  which  is  the  basis  for  every  flnisheil  product  of  steel 
rnd  Iron  which  is  made  in  the  United  States,  going  into  the  con- 
ruction  of  every  home,  of  every  business  house,  of  every  ran- 
S  and  of  every  agricultural  implement.  I'lg  iron  is  lhe  basis 
for  the  construction  of  all  agricultural  Implements,  because  It 
I^  the  raw  material  out  of  which  Uiey  are  made ;  and  now  that 
^mber  hlsTtome  more  scarce  and  manufacturers  of  farming 
^^.uTmenN  T?e  using  steel  and  iron  to  a  greater  extent  than 
^e^;  Tmucl    s^mlt  many  agricultural  implements  are  "ow 

SS^cSt^o?»Jil^\=^M^^^ 
Z;^  ^^l  Sl^^H  S^wool 

SnSS4^arr4rdf  g.  sAs  ^-^  o^tSeS?  iL^"S 

more  prospereus  in  my   jf"'Xgarifl'  measure  shall  be  en- 
:?;:d;  die/al  U  ^U!'t^UoJ  oi  Representative-  or  as  It 


? 
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!L™i  of  rhat  situation  that  he  demanded  the  passajfe  of  a  farm 
*^  hill  to^this  own  iieculiar  ideas  ui)on  the  subject;  and 
1?  w1«  KJ<insf  of  ^rcSndltion  that  he  asked  Congress  to  n- 
iea-e  ]^Z^  on   agricultural   products  aa  a  supplemental 

lirw  citSe  number  of  increased  costs  that  will  be  tacurred  by 
h4  on'nc^mt  of  the  increases  of  the  tariff  on  ^dnstriid  prod- 
lUMN  is  by  devising  some  method  by  which  he  may  recover  at 
SSi  part^  the  eice^ive  costs  that  he  wl  I  be  compeUed  to 
wfoSt  by  reason  of  these  increased  industrial  rates. 
^The  only  Scheme  that  is  practicable  or  that  will  work  or  that 
is  uoiiWe  of  adoption  is  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
frorSebra/ka  [Mr.  NoekisI.  by  which  the  ^^'^^J^'X^ '^^^ 
be  able  to  recover  50  per  cent  of  the  enormous  tribute  he  is  te- 
nuis toWunder  the  present  law  and  also  under  the  pending 
bUllo  SoS  who  are  taking  advantage  of  the  situation  now  to 
boost  theirrates  and  their  profits  still  higher  than  they  have 

^F^r^tiS^  ??a^n,  Mr.  Pivsident,  without  taking  further  time 
of  the  Senate.  I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska,  and  I  trust  it  will  be  adopted. 

Mr  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  a  word  in  ex- 
planation of  the  vote  I  shall  cast  on  the  pending  debenture 
amendment.  I  am  opposed  to  the  debenture  plan  as  an  economic 
proposition.  As  the  amendment  Is  drawn  it  might  be  supposed 
tSr«)mlng  from  a  State  that  is  largely  interested  in  the  rais- 
ing of  tobJicco,  I  could  be  pursuaded  to  vote  for  the  debenture^ 
and  it  is  in  relation  to  that  matter  which  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
before  the  vote  shall  be  taken. 

As  the  amendment   Is   drawn   the  debenture  plan   caUs  for 
action  by  the  newly  created  Farm  Board  before  the  debentnre 
as  to  any  crop  shall  be  put  into  effect.     I  have  studied  this 
amendment;  I  have  studied  its  effect  on  tobacco;  and  I  make 
the  preiliction  that  the  Fann  Board  will  never  send  the  notice 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  which  would  put  the  debentnre 
plan  into  effect  on  the  export  of  leaf  tobacco.    I  am  not  going 
to  give  my  rea.sons  now  why  I  make  that  prediction,  but.  If  I 
ever  have  occasion  to  do  so.  they  will  be,  I  think,  unanswerable. 
The  landing  tariff  bill  as  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee 
of  the  Senate  takes  care  of  the  tobacco  from  a  protective  stand- 
point, at  least,  as  well  as  it  has  been  taken  care  of  in  «ie  past. 
There  have  been  no  reducUons  made  in  the  protective  duties^^ 
The  export  of  leaf  tobacco  from  my  State  has  encountered 
at  least  one  serious  difficulty.    That  difficulty  has  arisen  in  con- 
nection with  the  work  which  the  United  States  Government  has 
undertaken  in  trying  to  rehabilitate  the  finances  of  the  Republic 
of  Haiti.     From  a  section  embracing  about  20  counties  in  my 
State  there  formeriy  went  about  2.000.000  pounds  of  a  dark-flred 
tobacco  to  the  Republic  of  Haiti.     It  had  gone  for  years  into 
that  trade.     When  the  commissioners  wtnt  to  work  upon  the 
flnanccH  of  Haiti  they  decided  to  raise  additional  revenue  for 
tliat  Republic,  and  as  a  means  of  doing  that  they  placed  a  heavy 
import  tax  upon  tobacco.    The  imposition  of  that  tax  had  the 
aule  effect  of  preventing  the  exportation  from  some  20  counties 
In   my    SUte  of  a   very   large   proportion   of   their  dark-flred 
toba<-co.  for  which  the  Republic  of  Haiti  was  practically  the 

only  market.  .    ^  ^..     .  ..i      *w 

Since  that  time  and  since  the  disclosure  that  the  duties  thus 
levied  under  the  guidance  of  representatives  in  our  own  State 
Department,  have  had  that  cfftH;t  upon  the  export  of  that 
tobatvo.  I  have  found  by  conferences  with  those  who  are  accus- 
tomwi  to  advise  the  Republic  of  Haiti  that  the  tax  has  totally 
failed  to  raise  the  needed  revenue,  because.  In  reality,  it  Is  a 
orohlbltive  tax.  For  that  reason  they  now  feel  that  some  very 
decided  readjustment  should  be  made  of  the  duties  levied  by  the 
Republic  of  Haiti.  The  tax  on  tobacco  to  which  I  have  referred 
is  in  process.  I  understan«l.  of  reconsideration,  and  I  hope  that 
the  result  will  be  that  that  trade  will  again  begin  to  grow  and 
the  tobacco  from  th<«e  particular  counties  will  again  find  a 
market  In  Haiti,  ^  _  ^, 

Having  in  view  that  probability  of  Increased  exportation, 
having  in  view  the  fact  that  the  Finance  CJommlttee  of  the 
Senate  has  reiwmmended  no  decreases  in  the  present  rates  of 
duty  on  tot>acco,  aud  having  In  vle%v  the  further  fact  which  I 
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a»(?ert— and  I  think  the  reas<nis.  if  known,  would  appeal  to 
r^^t?body-thfl  if  the  board  Is  put  in  control  of  the  debenture 
7  wfllnever  In  its  whole  history  apply  the  debenture  mider  Its 
terms  to  the  export  of  leaf  tobacco.  I  shall  stand  by  my  colors 
or  economic  grounds  and  vote  against  this  amendment. 
Mr  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield  for  a 

*^"The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Joprra  In  the  chair).  Does 
tie  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  his  colleague? 

\f  p    S  VCKFTT      I  j'ield. 

Mr  BERKLEY  Assuming  that  the  »s)ard.  for  whatever  rea- 
s<:ns  It  might  give,  would  never  put  the  debenture  plan  into 
omration  with  reference  to  tobacco,  that  would  not  make  the 
u  hflpco  erower  any  worse  off  than  he  is  now,  would  U? 

M?  SACKETT      Not   a   bit.   nor   would   It    make   him   any 

Vvi  »f  f'pi*    off 

Mr  BARKLEY  If  the  Farm  Board  should  put  the  debenture 
ii  to  effect  as  to  other  commo<lities.  is  there  any  reason  to  with- 
h>ld  U  from  them  simply  for  the  reason  that  the  board  would 
n)t  put  it  into  effect  as  to  tobacco? 

Mr  SACKETT  I  do  not  thluk  so ;  but.  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  do  not  believe  in  the  del>enture  plan  as  an  economic  system, 
a  ad  for  that  reason  I  prefer  to  vote  «Pf»"«*  t»»^  «™f"l""?/,,  J 
do  not  think  It  is  the  proper  way  to  bring  about  the  rehabilita- 

I  Mr^'BARKJLET'  If  the  board  should  put  the  debenture  plan 
liito  effect  on  tobacco,  It  would  raise  the  price  of  tobacco,  would 
It  not? 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Undoubtedly.  ,    ,       .^  ^..>,„m 

Mr    BORAH.     Mr.  President.   I   have  no  desire  to  dlsonss. 

(ven  "if  time  permitted,  the  tlebenture  proposition  at  length.     I 

have  heretofore  di.scus.sed  it,  and  I  do  not  know  of  anything  I 

<ould  add  to  what  I  have  said,  and  I  have  no  desire  to  ino<llfy 

he  views  which  I  formerly  expressed.     As  I  ^^ferstand.  the 

•osltlon   of   the    Senator  who   has   just    taken   his    seat    [Mr 

UcKCTTl   is  that  he  has  some  very  profound  reasons  tor  not 

Noting  for  this  amendment  and.  if  he  is  ever  forced  to  do  so, 

»e  will  state  them.  v  i.  -  .^  ♦».«  ..« 

I  take  it  that  his  objections  grow  out  of  a  belief  in  the  un- 

ioundness  of  the  policy.     I  take  it  that  that  is  the  (^ectlon 

,m  the  part  generaUy  of  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  debenture 

)lan     I  am  not  going  to  argue  again  the  .sonn.lness  of  the  policy  . 

attempted  to  do  so  once  before.     I   wish,  however,  to  call 

ittention  to  a  panigraph  or  two  from  the  report  to  which   I 

lave  heretofore  referre<l  of  the  Australian  Tariff  rommisslon. 

jphich  I  think  is  one  of  the  ablest  reports  on  the  subject  of  the 

protective  tariff  that  I  have  read  of  late  years.     On  page  100 

he  report  discusses  the  question  of  bounties,  and  says : 

i>oin  every  point  of  view,  except  that  of  political  expediency,  boun- 
ties are  to  be  preferred  to  cuatoma  dutloa  aa  a  meana  of  protection, 
and  we  may  summarize  their  advantages  as  follows: 

(I)  The  assistance  given  to  a  tariff-protected  industry  is.  In  fact, 
a  bounty,  but  it  is  paid  by  consumers,  and  much  of  its  cost  falls  ulti- 
mately on  the  export  industries. 

(il)  Bounties  paid  from  tax  revenues  are  paid  by  the  general  taxpayer, 
ho  can  be  Uxed  in  proportion  to  his  income  and  capacity  with  much 
less  hampering  effect  on  production. 

(ill)   Bounties  do  not  raise  prices  except  through  the  general  influence 

of  taxation. 

(iv)  Bounties  require  payments  only  on  the  goods  produced  locally, 
while  duties  require  payments  on  all  the  goods  conHumed,  through  the 
customs  duties  collected  on  the  imports  which  continue. 

(V)  With  bounties  It  U  easy  to  discriminate  between  the  grades  of 
goods  which  can  be  produced  at  home  and  those  which  can  not,  and  to 
leave  the  latter  free  from  taxation. 

(vl)  The  cost  of  bounties  is  definitely  known  and  felt ;  it  is  not  oiv 
scured  as  with  duties,  and  there  is  a  natural  and  healthy  resistance  to 
and  criticism  of  the  assistance  given. 

(Til)  There  is  less  probability  of  wasteful  assisUnce  to  Industries  of 
minor  importance. 

Then  follows  a  discussion  which  I  shall  not  take  time  to  read : 
but  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  every  student  originally 
presented  with  the  question  of  a  protective  tariff  has.  so  far 
as  my  knowledge  goes,  favored  the  bounty  system  or  the  de- 
benture system  as  a  part  of  the  protective  plan. 

Mr  President,  we  have  been  dlsi-usslng  for  years  how  we  shall 
aid  the  farmer,  and  we  have  different  plans  and  different 
scliemes;  but  any  plan  or  any  scheme  which  falls  to  give  to  the 
farmer  an  additional  price  for  his  product  will  not  ultimately 
be  of  any  benefit  to  agriculture.  What  tlie  farmer  wants  is 
not  a  loan  but  an  Increased  price  for  that  which  he  produce^ ; 
and  I  challenge  any  man  living  to  tell  me  how  the  farmer  who 
produces  a  commodity  of  which  we  have  a  surplus  can  enjoy  the 
benefit  of  the  prote'tlve  tariff  except,  as  Alexander  Hamilton 
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stances  surroondlng  the  lamance  and  pobUcation  of  the  Insccurmte  report 
of  Beptember  2».  1»»,  and  the  effect  thereof  on  such  prices.    The  com 
mil  tee  shall  report  to  the  Senate  as  soon  as  practieaWe  the  remUta  of  its 
investigation. 

For  the  parpoMs  of  this  resolution  the  eommlttee.  or  any  duly  author- 
ix«<|  subcommittee  thereof,  is  authorised  to  hold  such  hearings,  to  sit  and 
act  at  such  times  and  places,  to  employ  soch  expert*  and  clerical,  teao- 
graphic,  and  other  assistants,  to  require  by  snbpcena  or  otherwise  the 
attendance  of  such  wItneMes  and  the  production  of  such  books,  papers, 
and  documents  to  administer  such  oaths,  to  take  such  testimony,  and 
to  make  such  expenditures  as  It  deems  advisable.  The  cost  of  steno- 
graphic service*  in  reporting  such  hearings  shall  not  be  in  excess  of  25 
cents  per  100  word*.     The  expenses  of  the  committee,  which  shall  not 

cxceeil  t ,  shall  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate 

upon  voucher*  approved  by  the  chairman. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  read  to  the  Senate 
at  this  time  one  of  the  telegrams  that  I  have  received  regarding 
this  combination  to  beat  down  and  hold  down  the  price  of  cot- 
tonseed!. This  tek^ram  Ls  from  Huntsvllle,  Ala.  It  Is  signed 
by  .some  of  the  best  citizens  and  farmers  of  Alabama.  It 
reads: 

We  tiave  reason  to  believe  that  we  farmers  and  glnners  are  up  against 
a  c<inibination  of  the  cottonseed  cruahers  and  cottonseed-oil  mills.  Tliey 
evidently  agree  as  to  price*  which  they  will  pay  for  cottonseed,  as  the 
price  In  arbitrarily  reduced  from  day  to  day.  and  when  you  have  an 
offer  from  one  that  is  the  price  all  are  paid.  Believe  they  are  violating 
the  antitrust  law  and  sbotild  be  investigated. 

I  have  rweived  letters  and  other  messages  on  the  same  line, 
which  I  sliall  use  next  Monday,  if  necessary,  when  the  resolu- 
tion is  up  for  consideration.  Mr.  President  this  debenture  prop- 
osition provides  2  cents  per  pound  upon  cotton  exportecl,  and  we 
ex|H>rt  half  the  croj).  Certainly  it  ought  to  be  passed.  The 
price  paid  for  cotton  to-<lay  Is  below  the  cost  of  production.  Our 
fanners  are  selling  their  cotton  at  unprofitable  prices.  A  reso- 
lution will  Ite  submitted  Monday  by  another  Senator  calling  on 
the  Ke<ieral  Trade  Commission  to  investigate  the  conspiracy  to 
der.ress  and  hold  down  the  price  of  cotton  in  violation  of  the 
uDtitrust  law.  Instead  of  the  farmer  getting  out  of  the  terrible 
c«mditk»n.s  that  hamper  and  rob  him,  he  seems  to  be  getting 
deeiter  and  deeper  into  th^m  when  combinations  are  formed  to 
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I  bel  eve  that  an  immediate  Investigation  by  the  Federal  Trade 
Com]  lission  of  the  unfair  and  unjust  activities  of  such  a  com- 
blnal  Ion  wUl  break  It  up  and  help  to  restore  competitive  buy- 
ing n  the  cottonseed  business.  The  cotton  fanners  are  cer- 
tainl  r  entitled  to  ask  the  Government  to  do  that  much. 

Nc  w,  In  conclusion,  let  me  say,  we  produce  the  whole  world  s 
suppy  of  short  staple  white  cotton.  There  Is  not  another 
conn  ry  on  the  earth  that  can  produce  the  kind  of  cotton  that 
we  iroduce.  Great  Britain  has  expended  millions;  yes.  tens 
of  lillions.  of  dollars  in  the  last  25  years  in  an  effort  to  grow 
the  l:ind  of  cotton  that  we  produce,  but  she  has  failed  to  do  it. 
The  climatic  conditions  in  our  country  and  something  in  sun- 
shim^  and  soil  make  it  pos.sible  for  us  to  produce  cotton  in  this 
coun  ry  that  can  not  be  prdduee«l  anywhere  else  on  earth.  So 
we  cught  at  least  to  be  able  to  dictate  the  price  of  American 
cottcn  to  the  world,  but  we  do  not;  we  will  some  day.  We 
have  fallen  upon  an  evil  day  when  unscrupulous,  greedy,  and 
powtrful  combinations  are  literally  dictating  to  the  cotton  pro- 
ducers of  the  United  States  just  what  price  shall  be  paid  to 
then  for  their  cotton,  and  that  combination  must  be  broken  up. 
We  I  ire  going  to  break  it  up. 

I  1  oust  confess  that  I  am  impressed  with  the  suggestions  that 
have  come  to  me,  that  two  or  three  big  cotton-buying  concerns 
have  an  understanding  with  the  Textile  Institute,  and  that 
togei  her  they  are  fixing  the  price  of  cotton  to-day  and  controlling 
exchange  operations  in  violation  of  the  antitrust  laws.  The 
cottcnseed  buyers  have  beat  the  price  of  cottonseed  way  down 
to  w  lere  they  are  selling  below  the  cost  of  production. 

M  .  President.  I  think  the  cotton  farmer  ought  to  get  as  much 
for  lis  cottonseed  as  he  gets  for  lint  cotton,  but  he  does  not 
get  Anything  like  as  much.  The  vast  and  varied  uses  now  made 
of  cottonseed  products  justify  him  In  getting  twice  the  amount 
that  he  is  getting  to-day. 

N<»w,  Mr.  President,  I  am  hoping  that  In  view  of  conditions 
that  I  have  described  that  the  Senate  will  put  thU  debenture 
plan  right  in  the  body  of  the  tariff  bill  now  before  us,  and  then 
that  the  other  branch  of  Congress  will  keep  It  there.  This  pro- 
visicn  will  certainly  help  the  grain  growers  of  the  West  and 
the  ^tton  pr<»ducer8  of  the  South.  The  2  cents  a  iK)und  which 
the  jebenture  plan  would  provide  would  mean  $10  a  l>ale  on 
all  <otton  exported,  one-half  the  crop,  which  would  be  helpful 
tn  hrmdrpfla  nf  thoii-sanrlK  of  cotton  farmers  who  are  going  to 
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said,  through  a  bounty  system.     It  Is  Just  as  sound  and  rests 
upon  exactly  the  same  principle  as  Uie  tariff  i^f^ 

According  to  figures  furnished  me.  since  1922  we  li«7  Pf »f • 
.inlrnature  of  what  I  conceive  to  be  a  »^''?»;y- «j;"fl^'^«^g"^ 
S  000  000  000  to  the  steel  Industry  of  Uie  United  States.     Since 
fhi  tariff 'law  Mssed  In  1922  they  have  coUected  from  the  con- 
aSL^rs^of  th'r^^uJts  something  like  »tf«>.0^'000more  Jan 
JhS  could  have  coUected  had  there  not  been  ^J^f^'^^^fJ, 
nVwn  their  product    To  my  mind  that  Is  essentially  a  bounty . 
Sml  ei^  th^  auincompas^Ing  Intellect  of  HamUton  cou^d  dis- 
JSver^  difference  between  a  protective  tariff  and  a  bounty 
«non  an  export      It  is  the  only  conceivable  way  which  I  have 
e^r  d^co^  of  aiding  the  producer  of  an  agricultural  com- 
modity of  which  we  have  a  surplus  In  the  United  bt&ies. 

Mr  PreTldwit  some  disturbance  of  mind  has  come  to  my 
friend  from  Michigan  [Mr.  VandknbkrgI  over  what  he  conceives 
frie  not  an  obj«tion  to  the  bill,  but  an  Inconsistency  uj^ 
Jhe  mrrof  ?ho8e  who  are  supporting  it  It  can  not  be  an  objec- 
tufn^o  the  biU  from  the  standpoint  of  the  Senator  from  MicW- 
CTU  becaase  he  had  no  diffl.  ulty  whatever  in  accepting  the 
STnclX  of  the  flexible  tariff.  He  thought  it  was  Jfrfectiy  con- 
Klonal  and  perfectly  sound.  Therefore  even  if  th  s  should 
S  robject  to  throbjection  which  he  has  raised,  it  would  not  be 
fin  ol)iection  upon  his  part  to  the  measure.  „       ^         ,  ,j 

Mr  VANDENBERC?  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
for  just  one  obsen^tion?  He  must  bear  In  mind  the  distinction 
Si^  a  flexible  tariff  which  hands  this  autlion  y,  whatever 
It  iT  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  who  Is  chosen  by 
^e  American  r^ple.  and  this  provision  whi.h  hands  it  to  he 
S^etary  of  tile  Treasury,  who  is  an  appointee  and  beyond  the 

%t  "^(5'^r^L"'i^1u^°'^'^ml'?h^'ithin  tiie  reach  of  the 
peJ^le  o?^e  United  States  as  the  President  of  the  United 
St«t^  because  the  Pr<>sident  of  the  United  SUtes  is  responsible 
^^^^r^o^  te  ^.^ins  hi  the  office.  But  aside  from  that, 
th^  fact  that  it  is  the  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury  and  not  the 
K-esident  has  nothing  to  do  with  tiie  constitutional  question, 
tiiat  would  relate  alone  to  the  policy. 

But  Mr  President,  the  objection  which  the  Senator  raises 
here  to  the  delegation  of  power  is.  in  my  opinion,  an  objection 
to  sometidng  which  is  not  a  delegation  of  power  at  all.  The 
^reury  of  the  Trt^asury  performs  no  different  service  under 
this  amendment  than  he  performs  under  the  tariff  bill.  He 
makes  a  computation  upon  certain  conditions,  we  haying  fixed 
?he  rat^  There  is  no  power  here  upon  tiie  part  of  the  becre- 
tarv  of  the  Treasury,  as  in  the  flexible  tariff,  to  ascertain  the 
farts  upon  which  a  rate  should  be  established  and  then  tojx 
the  rate  This  bill  establishes  the  rate,  establishes  the  rule, 
lavs  down  the  rate,  and  autiiorlzes  an  individual  to  make  a 
^n^utatron  based  iV>n  figures  which  may  result  and  can  re- 
Slt  only  In  a  mathsmatical  calculation.  I  venture  to  say  that 
?he  Senator  wiU  not  flnd  In  any  discussion  of  the  flexible  tariff 
either  upon  the  part  of  the  courts  or  tiie  lawyers  any  obj^tion 
to  delegating  to  an  agent  the  authority  to  ascertain  a  fact  or 
to  make  a  computation  upon  a  statement  of  fact.  e^^„,„, 

Mr  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
just  one  question?  Then  I  will  not  Intrude  further  I  quite 
agree  with  his  statement  in  relation  to  the  proposal  to  apply 
the  debenture  to  the  basic  commodities;  but  will  he  read  me  the 
definite  and  specific  instruction  under  which  the  Secretary  is  to 
make  this  clear  and  distinct  computation  in  relation  to  manu- 
factured proflucts?  _  ^  ,  .  »K«  «-»« 
Mr  BORVH  The  romputation  which  he  makes  In  the  case 
of  manufactured  products  Is  no  different  from  the  computation 
which  he  makes  In  the  case  of  lmporte<l  articles.  Here  we  are 
exporting,  and  he  makes  the  computation  with  reference  to  the 
amount  which  should  be  paid.  When  we  are  Importing,  if  the 
sSiator  will  take  up  the  original  bill,  he  will  An^  '"any  ,^- 
stances  there  and  In  the  law  which  is  now  upon  the  statute 
books  In  which  the  Secretary  Is  authorized  to  make  the  same 
compuUtion  as  to  the  amount  which  should  be  paid  upon  the 

goo4ls  which  are  importetl.  ^^^^^i„^ 

Now  we  are  simply  reversing  the  proposition  and  exporting 
the  goods,  and  authorizing  him  practically  in  the  san.e  lau;;ua«e 
to  make  a  computation  as  to  tiie  amount  '^'hich  is  to  be  paid 
We  having  fixed  the  rate,  we  having  established  the  rule  the 
law  is  complete  within  Itself.  There  Is  no  completion  of  the 
law  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  somebody  else  Is  authorized  to  fix 
a  rate,  and  thereby  write  It  Into  the  law  and  make  a  rule  of 
conduct  for  the  peojile  who  are  to  receive  the  bounty. 

The  Senator  will  remember  that  In  the  case  of  Field  against 
Clark  that  was  the  exact  distiiiction  which  It  seems  to  me  was 
made  aud  upon  which  the  decision  of  the  court  tumed--to  wit, 
that  In  that  law  the  rate  was  fixed.  The  only  thing  left  to  the 
agent  was  to  determine  whether  or  not  a  foreign  governinent 
had  enacted  Uws  which  imposed  duties  upon  products  which 
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should  have  gone  in  free ;  but  in  case  that  fact  was  ascertained 
no  discretion  was  left  to  the  President  as  to  what  rate  *houW  be 
established,  as  to  what  amount  it  should  l>e.  That  was  fixed  In 
the  law  Itself,  and  tiierefore  the  court  held  that  the  a?ent  was 
delegated  U>  ascerUln  a  fact;  and  upon  the  announcement  of 
that  fact  the  law  operated  of  Its  awn  force,  and  not  by  reason 
of  anything  tiiat  the  President  had  to  put  Into  the  law. 

That  in  my  Judgment,  is  clearly  the  distinction  here.  As  I 
said  a  moment  ago,  however,  it  does  not  seem  to  those  who  are 
supporting  the  bill  to  be  In  contradiction  to  the  other  position, 
and  I  am  sure  It  would  not  prevent  the  Senator  from  Michigan 

from  supporting  it  ,  .  .w      ,  w     *  _-. 

Mr  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  helped  to  put  the  debenture 
proposal  In  the  farm  relief  bill,  but  It  was  stricken  out  by  the 
House  of  Representatives.  I  am  going  to  help  place  It  In  the 
tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate.  It  will  help  the  cotton  pro- 
ducer aud  the  wheat  producer,  and  God  knows  they  need  help. 

I  have  a  number  of  t^egrams  aud  letters  from  my  State,  and 
other  Senators  from  the  Soutii  have  had  communicati(»ns  on  tiie 
same  subject  from  their  States,  complaining  that  there  Is  a 
combination  of  certain  cotton  buyers  and  certain  cottonseed 
crushers  and  cottonseed-oil  mills,  and  that  they  are  hammering 
down  and  controlling  prices  In  violation  of  the  antitrust  law. 
I  am  convinced  that  the  charge  Is  true.  Debate  is  limited  on 
this  question,  and  I  send  to  the  clerk's  desk  a  resolution,  which 
I  now  introduce  in  my  time,  and  ask  to  have  It  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  resolution 

will  be  read. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  136)  was  read,  as  follows: 

Whereas  It  Is  alleged  that  certain  cottonseed  crushers  and  oil  mlDs 
have  entered  into  a  combination  for  the  purpose  of  flilni,'  prices  on 
cottonseed  in  violation  of  the  antitrust  laws ;  and 

Whereas  It  is  alleged  that  cottonseed  prices  have  been  arbitrarily 
forced  down  by  the  cottonseed  crashers  and  oil  mlUs  to  a  lower  level 
than  has  ever  existed  at  this  season  of  the  year ;  and 

Whereas  it  is  alleged  that  as  a  result  of  such  combination  cottonseed 
buyers  are  not  permitted  to  pay  more  than  a  certain  pric?  for  cottonseed 
under  threat  of  boycott :  Therefore  be  it 

Retolvrd  That  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  is  hereby  requested  to 
make  an  immediate  and  thorough  investigation  of  all  facts  relating  to 
the  alleged  combination  in  violation  of  the  antitrust  laws  with  respect 
to  pricvs  for  cottonseed  by  corporations  operating  cottonseed-oil  mills. 
The  commission  shall  report  to  the  Senate  as  soon  as  practicable  the 
results  of  its  investigation. 

Mr  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  have  that  resolution 
go  over  until  Monday,  at  which  time  I  shall  ask  to  have  it  con- 
sidered and  adopted.  ,  

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  resolution  will  be  printed  and 

lie  on  the  table.  „       ^  ,  *«„„ 

Mr  HEFLIN  I  now  wish  to  introduce  a  Senate  resolution 
to  investigate  the  Census  Bureau  regarding  cotton-ginning  re- 
ports.   I  ask  that  It  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agrlcultiire 

and  Forestry.  ,       ^  ^    ..       _i  *.^  „„h 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  137)  was  ordered  to  be  printed  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  as 
follows : 

Whereas  on  September  27,  1929.  Senate  Resolution  123  was  agreed  to. 
requesting  tiie  Bureau  of  the  Census  to  give  to  tiie  Senate  certain  Infor- 
mation with  respect  to  an  alleged  Uiaccurate  and  iucorrect  report  made 
public  on  September  23,  1929,  on  the  number  of  bales  of  cotton  ginned 
in  the  United  States  up  to  and  including  September  15»  1929 ;  and 

Whereas  the  Director  of  the  Census,  in  compliance  with  such  rewlu- 
tion.  caused  to  be  transmitted  to  tiie  Senate  on  October  7,  19-9.  a 
memorandum  in  which  It  was  admitted  tiiat  ti.e  '^Po/^  ""^e  P«»>llc  «n 
September  23.  1929.  contained  figure,  showing  that  300,000  more  bales 
of  cotton  had  been  glnne<l  up  to  and  Including  September  15  1»29  tha"^ 
the  Oovermnent  reporU  received  from  the  various  cotton  State.  Jostlfled , 

'"thereas  the  Inaccurate  and  misleading  rei^rt  of  8«P^^°'»'*f  23,  1929, 
is  alleged  to  have  been  .he  cause  of  the  decline  in  ,^°"°°  PJ  "•'  '^JJ^'! 
resulted  in  considerable  loss  to  Uie  cotton  farmers  of  tiie  Lnlted  States. 

""whereas  the  report,  of  cotton  ginned  f^m  time  to  time  are  of  the 
greateHt  Importance  to  the  cotton  producers  of  the  Lnlted  State,  and 
it  is  esK^ntlal  that  theMS  reports  be  absolutely  accurate ;  .iid 

WhJrea.  the  dl«.trous  con«K|uence.  to  the  cotton  farmer,  of  tiis 
UnSd Tate.  r«mftin,  from  such  Inaccurate  reports  Ju.tl  y  thorough 
rnve't1«ation  of  til  natters  pertaining  to  the  Issuance,  publication.  «id 
effect  of  such  reports :  Therefore  be  It  .  «_ 

Ssoli'd  That  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  or  any 
du^aulbo^lJed  ubcommlttee  thereof,  is  hereby  auUiorl^d  "<»  Jf  ^^^ 
to  ii«l«  a  thorough  investigation  of  aU  matter.  P^'^alnlng  to  the  Issu 
i^JTand  publication  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Cen.u.  «  ^J^*^  «f  '^l 
^unt  ol^otton  ginned  in  the  United  ^^'^^  '^^^''^Z^ 
Um  eCact  of  rocb  rsport.  on  cotton  prices,  and  particularly  »•  arcu-.- 
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Consider  thme  flguret,  pleoM 
[Millions  of  dollars] 


3  years 
ago 

Total 

2  years 
ago 

Total 

Last 

year 

Total 

• 

AGKICVLTTRAL  UfrOBTS 

Group  00. — .\nlraals  and  animal 
nrod  nets,  edible                    

125 

323 

M3 

«73 
904 
372 

3,300 

777 
176 

135 

375 

832 

578 
040 
356 

1 

3.216 

745 
185 

ISO 

379 

820 

642 
971 
309 

Oroup  0— .\nlraals  and  animal 
products,  inedible.  

Group    1— Vegetable    products, 
edible                           

Group   2.— Vegetable   products, 
inedible             . ..- 

Grouj)  3.— Textiles ... 

OrouD  4 — Wood     . . 

3,231 

OTHSa   IMPOKTa 

Oroup  .5— Nonmefallic  minerals.. 
OrouD  6 — Metais       

274 

S53 

28 

122 

273 

304 

26 

142 

305 

309 

38 

146 

Orouii  7  — Machinerv 

GronitR— rhi>mi™ii»        ..   . 

858 

GrauD  0 — Misoellaneaas    

175 

185 

2oe 

202 

Total  imports 

4,252 

4.146 

4,291 

Total    agricultural    imports,    as 
above 

3,300 
755 

316 

3,216 
600 

'""'38i" 
238 

2,231 

Deduct  coffee,  tea  and  ooooa . . 
Deduct  rubber 

377 
378 

619 

■     "356' 

'"  "wo" 

All  oth<*r  AffrkHiltnTHl  imDorts^. 

2,546 
372 

2,617 
356 

2,612 

Deduct  wood  products 

873 

369 

Competitive  agricultural  imports 

2,173 

2,161 

2,243 

AU  fljtures  for  fiscal  years  ending  June  30     All  figures  from  official  statements, 
V.  8.  De|>artment  of  Commerce. 

MOHE  AND  More  and  Still  Mobe  Faem  Imports  Coming  In  to  Displace 
Tint  Pbodi'CTion  of  American  Farms— Total  Bxchbds  $2,000,000,000 
FOE  Each  of  th»  Last  Thh™  Years 

WKh  CongreKs  in  the  throes  of  trying  to  get  tlje  Hawley-Smoot  tariff 
bill  whipped  into  shape,  this  may  be  a  good  time  to  remind  everybody  of 
the  vast  proportions  which  the  import  of  farm  products  has  attained. 
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12,000.000,000,  as  well  they  may.  They  point  out  that  $800,000,000  i. 
only  from  5  to  7  per  cent  of  the  total  farm  income,  and  that  these  in- 
creased sales  would  amount  only  to  an  increase  of  about  |12S  per  farm 
per  year. 

Nothing  could  be  more  misleading.  For  such  statements  completely 
ignore  the  cumulative  effect  which  variations  in  the  supply  of  a  com- 
modify  have  upon  Its  price. 

small    change    in    supply.    LASOB    CUANOI    in    PKtCI 

Studies  have  been  made  of  this  phenomenon,  and  with  various  results. 
But  it  may  lie  established  no  a  general  principle  that  a  small  surplus  of 
a  standard  product  dfpreHses  the  price  and  a  small  shortage  advances 
the  price,  both*  far  beyond  a  pK>portlonate  amount.  In  some  extreme 
cases  a  variation  of  supply  only  5  per  cent  from  normal  has  advanced 
or  depressed  the  price  aw  much  as  30  per  cent. 

Consider,  then,  the  probable  effect  of  a  shrinkage  of  5  per  cent  in  tlie 
supply  of  farm  commodities  if  that  amount  of  Imports  were  to  be 
excluded  by  the  new  tariff. 

It  would  operate  in  different  ways  on  different  commodities  no  doubt. 
A  given  product  might  or  might  not  advance  In  price.  Or  it  might  ad- 
vance immediately,  and  then  slowly  fall  again  as  Increased  home  produc- 
tion made  up  the  deficit  from  the  loss  of  imports. 

But  no  ingenious  course  of  re«Honing  can  show  that  farming  would 
not  be  better  off  at  the  least  by  increased  sales  to  the  value  of  the  prod- 
ucts excluded,  and  more  lilcely  by  an  advance  In  agricultural  prices  o( 
many  times  that  araount. 

This  is  especially  probable  if  the  new  tariff  bill  results  in  important 
shifts  in  production,  as  it  should.  Herein  Is  the  hope  for  growers  of 
products  of  which  we  produce  a  surplus  for  export,  the  classic  example 
of  which  is  wheat.  These  farmers  may  expert  to  profit,  net  by  an  ex- 
pansion of  thrtr  sales,  hut  by  a  re«Juction  of  the  supply  of  these  particu- 
lar crops.  There  will  be  an  Irresistible  attraction  tending  to  draw 
individuals  out  of  such  fields  into  line,  where  there  Is  a  relative  short- 
age, caused  by  a  drop  in  imports. 

As  to  what  thl«  would  prr>bMbly  amount  to  in  dollars  there  Is  no  way 
of  knowing  except  by  trial.  And  it  Is  this  trial  which  we  are  still  hope- 
ful that  Congresr*  and  the  President  will  provide  by  the  new  tariff 
schedules  now  being  worked  out. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massjichusetts.  Mr.  President,  this  amend- 
ment falls  clearly  within  that  class  of  recent  legislative  projects 
that  carry  governmental  paternalism  far  beyond  where  it  has 
ever  been  carried  before  in  this  country.  It  is  Kjieclal  legisla- 
tion ;  it  Ls  privileged ;  it  is  a  benefit — or  attempted  benefit — con- 


beat  down  tue  price  on  cotton  ana  cottonseea. 

I  Imve  lit're  a  letter  from  a  tine  citizeii  and  good  cotton 
fjinner  In  my  State.  Archie  TJson,  of  Montgomery.  Ala.,  com- 
plaining that  the  imports  of  cotton  are  on  the  increase. 

Tills  has  becMne  a  matter  of  serious  concern  to  the  cotton 
pnxlucerK  of  the  United  States.  Some  3SO.00O  to  400,000  bales 
annually  are  now  coming  in  from  foreign  countries.  I  have 
t»r<mgltt  this  subject  to  your  attention  before.  This  forrign  cot- 
ton In  the  main  is  cheap  cotton  and  of  an  inferior  grade.  And 
yet  it  is  allowed  to  come  in  here  free  of  a  tariff  tax,  and  it  is 
being  accumulated,  held,  and  counted  in  the  cotton  supply  and 
caiTy-over  of  the  American  crop,  and  is  used  by  the  .si)eculators 
to  help  hold  down  the  price  of  American  cotton.  Whatever  the 
motive  back  of  it  may  be,  it  is  injuring  the  cotton  pr<xlucers 
of  tlie  I'nited  States;  and  when  we  reach  the  agricultural 
sH-hedule  of  the  tariff  bill  I  am  going  to  offer  an  amendment  to 
stop  this  importation  or  to  put  a  substantial  tariff  tax  upon  it. 

Mr.  President,  something  must  be  done,  and  done  speedily, 
to  relieve  the  cotton  producers  of  the  United  States  from  the 
evils  that  I  have  mentioned. 

I  believe  that  I  can  give  suggestions  to  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  of  the  names  of  certain  big  cotton  concerns  that 
I  think  are  in  this  conspiracy  to  control  the  price  of  cotton. 
It  may  l>e  that  the  Textile  Institute  is  In  it  I  have  informa- 
tion to  the  effect  that  the  old  way  of  buying  cotton  in  the  local 
markets,  where  competitive  buying  was  the  order  of  the  day. 
is  a  thing  of  the  past,  and  that  the  price-flxing  combination 
makes  people  afraid  to  bid.  They  do  not  know  what  the  com- 
bination has  decided  to  pay,  and  real  competitive  buying  has 
lieen  destroyed.  CJompetltive  buying  must  l>e  restored  If  the 
cotton  fanner  is  to  obtain  the  price  justified  by  the  law  of  sup 
l^y  and  demand. 

Mr.  President,  this  evil  practice  is  not  confined  to  the  spot 
market  for  cotton,  but  it  has  reached  out  and  taken  hold  of 
the  tt»tton»eed  business  of  the  South,  and  it  is  charged  that  the 
('ru.'*herH  of  cottonseed,  or  some  of  them,  and  certain  cottonseed- 
oil  mill.<i  have  a  hard  and  fast  secret  understanding  that  one 
price  and  only  one  will  be  paid  for  cottonseed. 

Tlie  buyers,  it  is  said,  offer  exactly  the  same  price.  There 
nseil  to  Ih"  doiens  of  buyers  going  about  through  the  cotton 
States  at  this  season  of  the  year.  They  represented  different 
companies  and  were  real  competitors  in  the  business  of  buying 
i-otton8ee<l.  But  they  are  gone,  and  the  cottonseed  producer 
has  fallen  into  the  hands  of  a  seed-buying,  price-fixing  com- 
bination whidi  Is  operating  in  violation  of  the  antitrust  laws. 


be  hanl  pressed  the  coming  winter  to  pay  their  debts  and  hold 
their  farms. 

Senators,  the  conditions  that  confront  the  cotton  farmers  of 
the  United  States  are  very  .•serious.  I  fear  that  some  of  you 
do  not  fully  understand  and  appreciate  just  how  serious  the 
cott  )ii  farmer's  problem  Is.  When  the  cottrm  farmer  goes  to 
the  piarket  to  sell  his  products  and  does  not  receive  a  price  that 
will  enable  him  to  pay  the  debts  incurred  in  making  the  crop 
he  las  been  badly  treated  and  badly  hurt.  Not  only  that,  but  he 
has  been  denied  his  right  to  receive  a  price  that  will  cover  the 
cost  of  producticm  and  yield  him  a  profit. 

Senators,  agriculture  is  the  most  important  industry  In  our 
country.  All  classes  are  dependent  upon  it.  It  helps  to  feed 
and  clothe  us  and  helps  to  feed  and  clothe  the  world,  and  I  beg 
you  to  vote  for  this  debenture  plan  of  2  cents  a  pound  on 
cottjn — $10  a  Imlr.  It  will  l>eneflt  the  cotton  farmers  of  the 
Uni  ed  States  and  their  families.  The  history  of  the  world 
shoHs  that  no  country  can  long  exist  that  will  not  accord  just 
and  fair  treatment  to  the  great  farming  class  of  its  pe<»ple. 

I  sincerely  trust  that  the  debenture  amendment  will  be 
agried  to. 

i  r.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con.«!ent 
tha  there  may  be  printed  in  the  Record  a  letter  from  the  editor 
of  t  le  Farm  Journal,  of  Philadelphia,  together  with  a  page  from 
tha  journal,  giving  certain  statistics  about  the  amount  of  agri- 
cultural and  other  imports  which  It  seems  to  me  are  pertinent 
to  the  dlscu.ssion.  I  only  regret  there  is  not  more  time  to  dis- 
cus I  the  subject. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  leave  is  granted. 

ifce  letter  and  statistics  are  as  follows: 

The  Faru  Joubnal, 
Philadelphia,  October  19,  19i9. 
Hoii  HikAM  Bt!«nHAli. 

Senate  OJPee  Building,  Washinpton,  D.  C. 

&<T  Dkab  Senatok  Binoham  :  The  inclosed  figures  on  agricultural  Im- 
porl  B  have,  perhaps,  not  been  callwl  to  your  attention. 

V  ould  yua  bo  good  enough  to  glance  at  the  table  and  note  that  more 
tbaii  tbree-qoarters  of  our  total  imports  are  of  agricultural  origin,  and 
the  amount  which  may  be  regarded  aa  competitive  exceeds  |2.000,- 
000  for  each  of  the  last  three  fiscal  years,  and  is  growing? 

I    you  can  find  time  to  read  the  text  of  this  article,  you  might,  per- 
hap  I,  find  it  helpful  In  the  tariff  debates  wblcb  are  now  in  progress. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Arthcb  H.  Jinkims,  Editor. 
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diate  benefit  upon  Canadian,  South  American,  and  other  national 
producers  ot  the  commodities  affected  by  allowing  them  to  gain 
a  price  advantage  as  a  result  of  the  diminished  output  of  farm 
products  going  into  the  world  market  from  this  country. 

It  Is  essentially  a  scheme  of  valorization  to  be  applietl  to 
several  of  the  leading  stable  agricultural  products  of  this  coun- 
try, when  it  is  known  that  in  other  countries — notably  Brazil — 
a  similar  plan  applied  even  to  only  one  leading  agricultural 
commodity  ol  export  failed,  and  failed  disastrously.  It  is  Gov- 
ernment price  fixing  in  time  of  peace  for  a  class,  without 
precedent  in  this  country  and  of  evil  experience  elsewhere. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  aljsence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Allen 

Anhartt 

Barkley 

Blngbam 

Blflck 

Blaine 

Bleas^ 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookbart 

Broussard 

<:^pper 

Caraway 

Coonally 

Conzens 

Cutting 

Dill 

Fletcher 

Fraaler 


George 

GllJett 

Goldatwroagh 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Ilarrta 

Harrisoa 

Haattnc* 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

HoweU 

Jotmaon 

Jones 

Ke*D 

Kendrick 

Keyes 

Klag 


Tjk  FoUette 

Sheppard 

McKellar 

Sbortrldgc 

McMaater 

Simmons 

McNary 
Mftcalf 

Smoot 

Bteck 

Moses 

Stelwer 

Norbeck 

Stephens 

Norrls 

Swaoson 

Nye 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Oddle 

Thomas.  OkU. 

Overman 

Townsend 

I'a  tterson 

Trammell 

Phipps 

Vandenberg 

Pine 

Wagner 

Pittman 

Walcott 

Reed 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Warren 

Sackett 

Watson 

Scball 

Wheeler 
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Asburst 

Barkley 

Black 

Bomb 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brook bait 

Broussard 

Caraway 

Coniially 

Cutting 

Allen 

Bingban 

Capper 

Couz4'n8 

Gillett 

Goldsboifough 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Blaine 

Blease 

Burton 

Copela 

Dale 

So 


Mr.  SCHALL.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Shipstead]  is  still  ill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty  Senators  have  answered  to 
their  names.    There  is  a  quorum  present. 

The  hour  of  1  o'clock  having  arrived,  under  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  the  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Noeris]. 

Mr.  NOltRIS  and  Mr.  HEFLIN  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays^ 
and  they  were  ordered. 

The  Chief  Clerk  procee<led  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  BLAINE  (when  his  name  w^as  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  junior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Uattixld]. 
If  I  were  permitted  to  vote,  I  would  vote  "yea."  I  am  author- 
ised to  announced  that  tf  the  junior  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
were  present  and  voting  he  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  CARAWAY  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dknkbn].  I  transfer 
that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Ship- 
BTKAO],  who,  if  he  were  present,  would  vote  as  I  shall  vote.  I 
vote  "yea." 

Mr.  JONES  (when  the  name  of  Mr.  Enci:  was  called).  The 
senior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edoe]  is  necessarily 
absent.  He  Is  paired  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Tydinqs].  If  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  were  present, 
he  would  vote  "  nay."  I  understand  that  if  the  senior  Senator 
from  Maryland  were  present  he  would  vote  •*  yea." 

Mr.  KING  (when  his  name  was  called).  Upon  this  vote  I 
am  paired  with  the  smlor  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Rans- 
DELL],  and,  therefore,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SCH.\LL  (when  Mr.  Shipsteao's  name  was  called.)  The 
senior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipstcad],  if  present, 
would  vote  "  yea."  He  has  a  pair  on  this  vote  with  the  senior 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dx.nocn]. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  nry 
pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BtHTOw]  to  the 
8«aior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copbi^:«d1.  If  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  York  were  present,  he  would  vote  as  I  intend 
to  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  8W ANSON  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  vote 
I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fess]. 
I  am  unable  to  obtain  a  transfer.  If  the  senior  Senator  from 
Ohio  were  present,  be  would  vote  "  nay,"  and  If  I  were  permitted 
to  vote  I  wotild  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  WATSON  (when  his  name  was  called).    I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith], 
which  I  transfer  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Glenn], 
and  vote.    I  vote  "nay." 
The  roll  call  was  conduded. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Oorr],  who  is  absent  Not  knowing  how  he 
wotild  vote  if  he  were  present,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  BINGHAM  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  I  have 
a  general  pair  with  the  Senatw  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Qi^lM].    In 
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Dill 

Fletcher 

Fratler 

George 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hawos 

Hayden 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Hastings 

H.  bert 

Jones 

Kcan 

Kendrick 

Keyes 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Mosos 
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Sheppard 
Simmons 
Steck 
Stephens 
Thomas,  Idaho 
Thomas,  Okla. 
Trammell 
Walsh.  Mont. 
Wheeler 


Town  send 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Wafcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Warren 

Watson 


Smith 
Swanson 
Tvdings 
Waterman 


AUDBESa 


I  transfer  my  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Ver- 
r.  Dale]  and  permit  my  vote  to  stand. 
flROUSSARD.     I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague 
R^:«SDELL]  is  neces-sarily  absent  on  ofladal  business.     If 
he  would  vote  "  nay."    His  pair  has  been  announced. 
TANSON.    I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
is  necessarily  absent.     If  present,  he  would  vote  "  yea." 
ifesult  was  announced — yeas  42,  nays  34,  as  follows : 

TEAS — »2 

La  Follette 

McKfllar 

McMaster 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Overman 

A'ine 

Pitt  man 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Scbail 

NAYS— 54 

Oddie 

Patterson 

Phipps 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ind. 

SackPtt 

Short  ridge 

Smoot 

Stelwer 

NOT  VOTING— 19 
Deneen  GoBf 

Edge  Hatflpld 

Fess  King 

Glass  Rancd'U 

Glenn  Sblpstead 

.  NoBsis's  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

OF   SKNATOB   EI.MEB   THOMAS   IN   PHILADET.PHIA 

5RATTON.     Mr.    President,    the    junior    Senator    from 

[Mr.  Thomas]  recently  delivered  an  address  at  Inde- 

Square,  Philadelphia,  in  connection  with  the  celebration 

Ifteenth  anniversary  of  the  entry  of  Great  Britain  into 

War.    I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  his  address  may 

in  the  Record. 

'  ICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Elmer  Thomas  spoke  as  follows : 

ANNIvrSSABY     OF     THE     B.VTRT     OF     ORSAT     BRITAIN     IICTO    TH« 
WORLD    WAR 

is  the  fifteenth  anniversary  of  the  entrance  of  Great  Britain 

World  War.     It  is  fitting  that  this  occasion  should  be  observed 

Independence  Square,  in  the  shadow  of  Independence  Hall,  and 

the  "  cradle  of  American  Ulx^rty." 

here  that  the  Declaration  of  Independence  was  proclaimed ;  it 

that  the  Continental  Congresses  met ;  and  it  was  here  that  the 

of  liberty,  freedom,  and  Independence  were  crystalllaed  into 

Constitution  and  the  Government  cf  the  United  States. 

this  starting  point   In   the  space  of   153  years   the  American 

mixture  of  the  best  blood  of  the  nations — have  developed   a 

i-nt,  now  one  of  the  oldest,  unquestionably  the  richest,  and  per- 

most  powerful  oif  the  earth. 
Idember  of  the  American  Congre.os  and  ever  mindful  of  the  conr- 
r,  and  heroism  of  our  fo«'8  of  recent  days,  permit  me  to  expresa 
the   thanks   and   gratitude  of   the   Amtrican    people   to   yon 
of  foreign  birth  who  were  called  to  wear  the  uniform  and  fight 
the  colors  of  Great  Britain,  France,  Italy,  Poland,  and  Belgium, 
service  here  to-day  the  veterans  of  America,  the  hosts  of  the 
Legion,   the  veterans  of  the  Spanlsh-Amorican   War,   the  vet- 
'  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic,  the  Confederate  veterans  of 
all  led  by  Owen  Thomas  Edgar,  the  sole  survivor  of  the  Mexi- 
,  Join  hands  and  voices  with  you  in  demand' ng  that  war  as  an 
nt  of  national  policy  shall  be  forever  banished  from  the  earth, 
claimed  by  aonte  that  only  through  war  can  either  national  or 
progress  be  made.     I  do  not  subscribe  to  such  a  doctrine.     This 
been  true  in  former  ages,  but  assuredly  not  so  to-day.     No 
ind  no  people  can  profit  permanently  from  war.     America  has 
<  reat  and  rich  and  powerful,  not  through  war.  but  in  spite  of  war. 
nt  times,  through  tbe  annihilation  of  space  and  distance,  the 
as  grown  so  small  that  war  anywhere  disturbs  peoples  every- 
It  Is  not  enough  that  America  be  at  pence.     It  is  not  enough 
great   nations   represented   here   shall   have   their   tents  folded 
flags  furled.     To  be  safe  we  must   not  only  be  at  peace  our- 
we  must  exert  every  Influence  to  keep  other  peoples  at  peace, 
program   our    duty   is   plain.      We    must    remember   that    the 
ilations  are  our  neighbors.      We  can   not  live   to  ourselves  alone. 
Aperica    to    enjoy    peace,    other   nations    must    enjoy    peace.      For 
to  be  prosperous  and  happy,  our  neighbors  must  likewise  enjoy 
and  security. 
firmer  tlme«  peoples  and  governments  prepared  for  war  and  wel- 
inned  contests.     It  may  seem  to  some  that  this  spirit  of  destruc- 
conquest  still  stalks  tbe  land.     If  such  there  be,  I  hop*  their 
,  perhaps,  desires,  go  imfounded  and  onfolfllled. 
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AS  can  t)e  seen  irom  ine  laoie  prinieu  aotjve,  luurv  lunu  i.iin:\.--j.v.un-i«a 
of  our  total  Imports  arc  of  an  agricultural  nature.  Some  of  these, 
notably  tea,  coffe««,  cocoa,  and  rubber,  are  not  produced  in  this  country — 
probably  can  not  he  produced  here  for  a  considerable  time  to  come — 
and  do  not  displace  a  similar  product  which  we  do  or  can  produce. 
In  othor  words,  they  are  not  now  competitive  wtth  the  products  of  our 
own  farms. 

But  after  we  have  deducted  these  four  commodities,  and  have  also 
left  out  wood  products,  to  be  on  the  safe  side,  the  figures  show  that 
for  each  of  tbe  last  three  years  the  "competitive  imports"  have  ex- 
ceeded 12,000,000,000  each  year.  And,  moreover,  the  figure  for  the 
last  fiscal  year  was  $2,243,000.000 — the  highest  point  yet  attained. 

This  Is  an  enormous  volume  of  goods.  Expresst^d  in  terms  of  farm- 
land acre.ige,  these  Imports  displace  or  throw  out  of  production  at  least 
6(),00tt.ooo  acres  of  farm  laud,  or,  roughly,  1,000,000  farms  of  average 
alEe. 

There  is  no  use  in  entering  on  an  argument  as  to  whether  these  two 
billions  of  imports  are  or  are  not  "  competitive."  Opponents  of  proper 
protection  to  farming,  and  those  who  are  Interested  In  Importing  these 
products,  point  out  that  the  largest  three  items  are  sugar,  silk,  and  furs, 
and  they  declare  that  these  do  not  really  compete  with  our  beet  sugar, 
or  with  our  cotton,  wool,  and  rayon.  And  to  the  claim  that  tbe  banana 
is  a  direct  competitor  of  our  orange,  apple,  pear,  peach,  grape,  and 
fruits  In  general,  they  are  disposed  to  retort  "  ridiculous." 

WHAT    IMPORTS    ARS    *'  COMPBTITIVE  "T 

It  is  a  waste  of  time  to  argue  tbe  point,  since  it  binges  on  the  mean- 
ing to  be  given  to  the  word  "  competitive."  Those  who  want  the 
domestic  market  for  the  American  farmer,  like  ourselves,  wlU  give  the 
word  tbe  broadest  meaning  and  application.  Those  who  want  free 
Imports,  to  keep  the  prices  of  foods  and  fibers  depressed,  will  try  to 
confine  the  word  to  Ita  narrowest  sense. 

But  even  then,  by  ruling  out  every  possible  import,  and  resolving 
every  doubt  against  the  American  farmer,  the  imports  that  are  "  com- 
petitive "  in  the  strictest  sense  can  not  be  reduced  below  seven  or  eight 
hundred  million  dollars  per  year. 

That  is  an  enormous  sum.  And  with  due  respect  to  tbe  marketing  act 
and  the  Federal  Farm  Board  it  seems  certain  that  tbe  exclusion  of  even 
this  limited  amount  of  farm  produce  from  our  country  would  do  more 
fof  the  prosperity  of  agriculture  than  the  board's  $500,000,000,  and  do 
It  far  more  quickly. 

Enemies  of  farming  and  of  protection  to  farming  are  apt  to  pooh- 
pooh  an  item  of  |8U0,000,000,  although  they  show  a  certain  respect  for 
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ferred  uikju  a  Hingle  group,  although  a  large  one,  within  the 
American  community  as  a  whole.  It  is  in  essence  a  proi)osal  to 
have  the  Government  itself  do  for  a  group  and  at  the  expense  of 
all  classes  and  sections  what  the  private  trusts  do  for  them- 
selves, and  to  the  dotrlinent  of  others. 

It  Is  more  than  a  matter  of  the  tariff,  bec-ause  tariff  rates  on 
most  of  the  products  to  which  the  scheme  applies  alrejidy  exist 
It  is  a  device  which  the  farm  class  ask  the  Government  to  set  up 
in  their  behalf  that  will  throw  the  natural  e<^'onomlc  system  out 
of  balance  and  will  establish  in  effect  an  agricultural  monoixJy 
to  parallel  our  other  monopolies.  It  will  block  the  normal 
channels  of  trade  and  will  in  the  end  put  the  United  State* 
Government  into  the  diibiouH  buidness  of  constructing  and  arti- 
ficially buttressing  high  i>rii'es  for  certain  selected  commodities, 
which  prices  will  be  unstable  and  hard  to  maintain  even  if  the 
effort  were  meritorious. 

The  amendment  represents  an  abuse  of  governmental  function 
absolutely  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  our  political  and  social  insti- 
tutions. Far  from  operating  to  enhance  the  well-being  of  the 
whole  Nation,  it  invokes  the  u.se  of  governmental  machinery, 
first,  to  the  injury  of  all  and,  in  the  end.  to  the  ruin  of  the  single 
element  for  whose  benefit  it  is  undertaken.  Overproduction  in 
the  end  will  take  care  of  that.  We  propose  to  establish,  In  short, 
the  precedent  of  putting  our  hands  into  the  Treasury  and  taking 
out  a  bounty  for  distribution  to  a  special  class  engaged  in  a 
private  business.  It  is  not  the  use  of  i>nbllc  moneys  for  a  public 
puri>ose. 

Where  is  this  sort  of  process  going  to  end?  Will  there  be  any 
foreseeable  end  once  we  are  embarked  upon  it?  Will  we  not  be 
swamjied  by  applications  for  similar  treatment  from  every  class 
or  group  that  !.•<  languishing  economically,  or  thinks  it  la,  either 
through  lack  of  foresight  and  business  judgment  or  through  the 
ordinary  movements  of  economic  forces  operating  on  world  trade 
and  finance,  or  upon  the  trade  and  finance  of  this  country  coa- 
sidered  by  itself?  That  the  immwliate  effect  of  this  amendment 
extends  a  marked  advantage  to  foreign  labor  and  foreign  Indus- 
tries is  manifest.  We  are  dtunplng  the  surplus  of  what  we 
produce  here  in  this  <*onntry,  which  would  ordinarily  remain  In 
this  country  to  l>e  of  used  and  benefit  here.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  carrying  otit  of  the  policy  of  the  amendment  results 
In  the  storing  of  the  surplus  to  await  more  favorable  marketing 
conditions  Instead  of  dumping,  we  are  thereby  conferring  Imme- 
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I  think  I  see  a  brighter  day.  On  this  historic  spot  let  ua  rejoice  that 
peoples  and  governments  everywhere  are  declaring  and  preparing  for 
peace  instead  of  war.  As  evidence  of  this  developnwnt  I  have  only  to 
remind  you  that  the  League  of  Nations  is  now  functioning  and  the 
World  Court  is  now  sitting  at  Geneva,  and  the  covenants  of  the  Kellogg 
peace  pact  are  now  the  universal  law  of  mankind. 

As  another  step  in  this  development,  as  another  chapter  in  tbe  pro- 
gram of  peace,  and  with  approval  and  thanksgiving,  I  commend  the 
MacDonald-Hoover  understanding  for  the  immediate  reduction  of  naval 
armaments. 

At  this  i)olnt  permit  me  to  digress  in  order  to  call  attention  to  mea- 
sagcs  this  day  sent  to  the  peoples  of  the  earth  by  the  responsible  leaders 
of  the  Governments  of  tbe  United  States,  of  France,  and  of  Great 
Britain. 

Herbert  Hoover,  President  of  the  United  f:tate8,  says : 
"  To-day,  as  never  before  In  peace,  new  life-destroying  Instrumentali- 
ties and  new  systems  of  warfare  are  being  added  to  those  that  even  ao 
recently  spread  death  and  desolation  over  the  whole  Continent  of 
Europe.  Despite  those  lessons  every  government  continues  to  increase 
and  perfect  Its  armament,  and  while  this  progress  Is  being  made  in  the 
development  of  the  science  of  warfare,  the  serious  question  arises,  Are 
we  making  equal  progress  in  devising  ways  and  means  to  avoid  those 
fruitful  fruits  of  men's  failures  that  have  blotted  with  blood  so  many 
chapters  of  the  world's  history?" 

Arlstide  Briand,  speaking  for  France,  says : 

"  Peace  is  proclaimed.  That  la  well ;  that  Is  much.  But  It  stUl  re- 
mains necejtsary  to  organixe  It.  In  the  solution  of  difficulties  right 
and  not  might  must  prevail.  That  Is  to  be  tbe  work  of  to-morrow," 
J.  Ramsay  Macl>onaia.  speaking  for  Great  Britain,  says : 
"The  next  war,  of  which  people  are  already  talking  so  ligbUy.  and 
for  which  governments  are  so  blindly  preparing,  will  leave  clvUlxatlon  a 
smoking  ruin  and  n  putrefying  cbamel  house.  No  man,  woman,  or  child 
will  t»e  immune.  Destruction  will  rise  from  the  sea  and  fall  from  the  air, 
and  people  will  drop  mysteriously  where  they  stand,  touched  by  tbe  in- 
visible breath  of  poison.  'There  must  be  no  next  war.*  By  using  the 
Ijeaffue  of  .Nations,  by  entering  a  bond  of  mutual  security,  by  disarma- 
ment and  arbitration,  laljor  can  herald  the  endless  reign  of  peace." 

In  former  times  some  fortunate  or  unfortunate  man  assumed  to  be 
the  state.  At  a  later  date  a  group  or  groups  assumed  to  speak  for  the 
state.  To-day  a  man  or  group,  a  king  or  crown,  if  not  in  step  with 
the  advancing  thought  of  mankind,  is  cast  aside,  for  public  opinion  is 
assuming  the  dictatorship  of  the  world. 

While  we  have  and  do  condemn  war,  while  we  have  pledged  oar  gov- 
ernments and  our  peoples  not  to  resort  to  war  except  In  our  own  defense, 
yet  national  and  individual  security  demand  that  we  ever  be  prepared 
to  defend  our  boi-ders  and  to  protect  our  peoples  against  all  aggression. 
To-day  such  a  degree  of  preparedness  is  not  only  Justified  but  absolutely 
necessary.  To-morrow,  however,  we  sincerely  hope  that  crystallised 
public  sentiment  will  make  war  impossible  and  even  unthinkable. 

While  we  are  preparing  for  peace,  while  we  entertain  an  abundant 
hope  for  permaneut  peace,  and  while  public  sentiment  Is  being  crystal- 
lised against  war,  we  roust  not  forget  6,000  years  of  human  history,  we 
must  not  misinterpret  the  forces  which  control  tbe  destinies  of  peoples 
and  of  nations,  and  we  must  not  discount  too  liberally  the  frailties  and 
weaknesses  of  mankind.  For  our  national  policy  let  us  promote  tbe  pro- 
gram of  i)eac<'.  and  for  our  national  security  let  us  maintain  a  reasonable 
degree  of  preparedness. 

Without  hesitation  or  reservation  1  hold  that  our  best  national  Insur- 
ance against  injury  or  damage  or  war  is  for  our  people  and  our  Govern- 
ment to  accord  proper  recognition  to  and  take  proper  care  of  those  who 
have  fought  our  countries"  battles.  The  position  of  the  fallen  is  secure. 
Tbpy  are  beyond  human  aid.  Although  dead,  they  will  live  In  our 
hearts  fon-ver. 

But  what  about  the  living?  Too  many  of  them  have  already  been 
forgotten.  The  flower  of  our  youth,  by  war  converted  into  tiuman 
wrecks,  are  with  us  still,  Tbe  needy,  the  maimed,  the  disabled,  the 
sick,  and  the  helpless  have  no  arm  upon  which  to  lean  save  the  Govern- 
ment which  called  them  to  the  colors.  Those  responsible  for  our  policies 
have  decreed  that  no  expense  shall  be  spared  in  caring  for  the  soldiers 
of  tbe  Republic.  Money  has  been  appropriated.  Homes  and  hospitals 
have  b^-en  constructe*!.  Much  has  been  accomplished,  but  our  task  has 
not  l)een  completed.  Profitable  employment  should  be  graciously  ten- 
dered and  not  grudgingly  given  to  tbe  able.  Agencies  should  seek  tbe 
sick  and  helpless  rather  than  force  them  to  prove  their  case  and  beg 
for  help.  The  dependents  of  our  defenders  should  not  be  overlooked. 
The  damage  done  should  be  repaired.  The  losses  sustained  should  be 
met.     The  sufferlug  caused  should  be  allayed. 

To  you  veterans  of  Great  Britain  and  our  allied  nations  the  govern- 
ments for  which  you  fought  should,  by  both  policy  and  administration, 
so  care  for  you  and  your  dependents  as  to  afford  you  constant  satisfac- 
tion that  you  were  called  to  tbe  colors. 

To  you  veterans  of  America,  with  the  American  policy  of  national 
Insurance  properly  administered,  with  the  American  policy  of  prepared- 


ness established  and  maintained,  and  with  tbe  American  policy  for  tbe 
promotion  of  peace  ever  uppermost,  the  American  Government  founded 
here  will  live  to  bless  mankind  forever. 

RECESS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  accordance  with  the  unanlmotis-consent 
agreement  heretofore  entered  into.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take 
a  recess  until  10  o   lock  Monday  morning. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  1  o'clock  and 
10  minutes  p.  m.),  under  the  order  previously  entered,  took 
a  recess  unUl  Monday,  October  21,  1929.  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


SENATE 
Monday,  October  21,  1929 
{Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929) 
The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

THB  JOURNAL 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  tliat 
the  Journal  for  the  calendar  days  of  Thursday,  October  17, 
Friday,  October  18,  and  Saturday,  October  19,  may  l>e  approved. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Allen 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookbart 

Broussard 

Capper 

Connally 

Couzens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Dill 

Edge 

Fess 

Fletcher 


Frarier 

George 

Glllett 

Glenn 

Goldsboroug^ 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jonea 

Kean 

Kendrick 

Keyea 


King 

La  Follette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Moses 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Nye 


Sheppard 

Shortrldge 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammel! 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 


Ny« 

Oddie 
Overman 
Patterson 
Phipps 
Pine 
Plttman 
Reed 

Robinson,  Ark. 
Sackett 

Mr  FESS.  The  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bubton]  la 
still  detained  from  the  Senate  by  Illness.  I  ask  that  this  sUte- 
ment  may  be  allowed  to  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr  NORRIS.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaine],  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Caraway]  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh],  and  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson]  are  engaged  on  bu.slnes» 
of  the  Senate  at  the  lobby  hearings. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-five  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

THOMAS    A.    EDISON'S    ANNIVEK8ART 

Mr  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  despite  the  pressure  of 
pending  legislation  I  am  sure  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
will  be  glad  to  turn  aside  this  morning  for  a  brief  moment  to 
join  in  the  acknowledgments  whlrfi  all  America— yea,  an  in- 
ternational world— are  pouring  out  to-day  at  the  feet  of  our 
Inimitable  patriarch,  Thomas  A.  EMison,  whose  priceless  genius 
has  touched  all  humanity  and  made  life  easier  and  sweeter  for 
uncounted  hundreds  of  millions  now  living  and  yet  to  come. 

This  Is  the  fiftieth  anniversary  of  Mr.  Edison's  supreme  m- 
ventiun  the  incandescent  light.  It  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  it 
is  the  golden  jubilee  for  the  man  whose  torch  Is  literally  the 

light  of  the  world.  ,  , 

So  gi  eat  are  the  Implk-atlons  of  this  anniversary,  so  universal 
its  benediction  so  boundless  the  affections  which  it  personifies, 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States  has  left  his  Capital 
and  journeved  to  Detroit  and  Dearborn,  Mich ,  where  the  vision 
of  Henry  Ford  faithfully  has  reproduced  the  humble  hiboratory 
in  which  this  greatest  of  all  magicians  made  electricity  the 
dominant  servant  of  humankind  50  .years  ago  ronlay.  The  Presi- 
dent  thus  refiects  the  attitudes  of  all  our  people  as  he  pays 
emphatic  tribute  to  Mr.  Edison  in  pers..n  amid  this  historic  en- 
vironment. His  intrepid  imagination  invaded  undiscovered 
worlds  and  bade  them  yield  their  secrets  to  the  common  weal 

But  this  finxs  beatituch*  are  not  confined  to  Michigan,  whlcii 
knew  Edi.M)n  iutiinately  in  his  younger  years.  Nor  are  they 
confined  to  New  Jersey,  blessed  by  his  maturity.     They   are 


4696 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECOBD-SENATE 


«.««»«»  .irfther  to  one  COTntry,  one  continent,  nor  to  one  heml-  | 
^^  l4y  i^kTiSUiSl  language  understood  aU  around 

'^Ed^'^s  inventions  literally  have  broadened  aU  the  horij)n8 
nf  hnman  life  The  incandescent  bulb  is  only  one.  There  is 
^^y  a  field  in  hSman  existence  which  has  not  been  enriched 
^me  endowment  fron,  this  rare  brain.  To  I^^'^"/^^^ 
the  inventory  is  needless  because  all  ^nman  experience  to  the 
wi*rk  and  in  the  play  of  this  modem  age.  Is  a  mirror  to  nis 
^nan^t^  He  has  done  more  for  civllizjitlon  than  any  oUier 
Si"2g^.erican.    Tet.  In  perfect  simplicity,  he  treads  hte  sunset 

'^Every  day  is  Edison's  day  upon  the  calendars  of  Pr<>^- 

But  this  day  1«  our  day-our  special  day-to  make  small  pay- 

.       S^t  on  ac^nt  of  the  Incalculable  debt  we  owe  our  bene  ac^oj 

It  occurs  to  me  that  the  Senate  will  be  glad  to  Jota,  Jt  l^st 
ln"nirit  with  the  President  of  the  United  States  in  the  pil- 
^nfage  t.T  this  days  shrine.  Therefore  I  offer  the  foUowlng 
resolution  and  ask  for  its  imme<liate  consideration^ 

Thp  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  resolution  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  138).  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  Prenident  of  the  United  SUtes  thU  day  ha.s  Journeyed  to 
Detroit  and  Dearborn.  Mich.,  to  speak  for  his  countrymen  at  the  cere- 
m.>Lies  which  ceUbrate  the  fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  Invention  of  the 
Incundescent  electfic  light;  and 

Whertas  this  wlebratlon  takea  on  the  larger  aspect  of  •  national  ex- 
orewion  of  the  Nation's  obligation  to  Thomas  A.  Edison,  whose  con- 
quests in  the  realm  of  science  have  enriched  all  human  life  and  hnman 
experience   to  a   degree   unapproacked  by   any   other   livinf   American: 

•^  ~"  Tberefoie  be  It  .  .         ^.^    ,       „j 

RenoUed    That  the  Senate  Joins  in  the  expressions  of  gratitude  and 

felicitation' which   to-day   officially   acknowledges   civilixations   debt   to 

the  gf-nius  and  the  vision  and  tl»e  incalculable  service  of  this  beloved 

patriarch    whose    brilliant    achievements    are    a    benediction    upon    the 

human  race.  ,   ^        * 

Resolced.  That   the  Secretary   transmit  a  copy  of  this  reswlutlon   to 

Mr.  Kdison. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the 

resolution.  ,^  .,  .  _*     i*„ 

Mr   EIMIE.     Mr.  President,  I  can  not  permit  tins  opportunity 
to  pass  without   a   very   brief  word.     New   Jersey   joins  with 
MUhlcan  in  full  appre<-iatlon  of  the  wonderful  achievements  of 
Mr   Etlisou     While  perliaiw  they  can  in  no  way  be  credited  to 
any  particular  section  of  the  country,  nevertheless  it  Is  with 
great  pride  that  New  Jersey  draws  attention  to  the  fact  that 
practically  all  of  Mr.  Edison's  active  life  and  his  investigations 
and  laboratory  work,  resulting  In  the  epoch-making  contribu- 
tions which  he  has  made  througli  his  untiring  energy  to  the 
welfare  and  comfM-t  of  the  entire  world,  was  siient  In  New  Jer- 
s**>y      The  citizens  erf  New  Jersey   have  just  concluded,  before 
Mr   Edison's  departure  for  Michigan,  practically  a  weeks  cele- 
bration, in  onler  that  history  might  record  the  appreciation  of 
his  fellow  citizens  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey.     His  contribu- 
tions to  the  world,  which  in  a  practical  sense  have  no  doubt 
eclli»«etl  those  of  any  other  genius,  during  this  generation  at 
least,   will   last,   while  many   other   acconiplishmeuta   of  many 
other  men  of  ability,  force,  and  determination  will  be  effaced 
from  memory.    I  am  glad  to  join  with  my  friend  from  Michigan 
in  this  brief  tribute  to  Mr.  Thomas  A.  Edison. 

Mr.  IU)BINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  during  the  last 
half  century  our  country  has  produced  many  men  of  notable 
ability  and  of  great  genius.  Outstanding  and  preeminent  among 
them  all  Is  Mr.  Thomas  A.  Edison.  It  seenis  appropriate  that 
the  Senate  should  take  note  of  this  aniversary  of  one  of  his 
most  amazing  achievements. 

Mr  KEAN.  Mr.  President,  I  remember  very  well,  as  a  t>oy, 
a  little  barn  at  Menlo  Park,  in  New  Jersey,  alongside  the  Penn- 
s>lvania  Kailroad,  where  Thomas  A.  Etlison  invented  not  only 
the  electric  light  but  also  made  other  great  contributions  to  the 
advancement,  happiness,  and  comfort  of  his  fellow  men.  That 
barn  h«s  now  been  destroyed,  but  In  its  place  Is  a  bowlder  with 
a  tablet  on  it  commemorating  this  inventor.  It  seems  to  me 
that  Mr.  Thomas  A.  Edison  In  the  invention  of  the  electric  light 
has  given  light  to  the  world  whicli,  as  one  might  say  without 
irreverance.  in  a  small  way  might  be  compared  to  another  kind 
-f)f  light  which  was  given  to  the  world  from  the  cradle  at  Beth- 
lehem where  our  Lord  was  born. 

This  was  the  beginning  of  our  present-day  incandescent  lamp, 
rntold  benefits  have  bt^n  derived  from  this  remarkable  Inven- 
tion of  Mr,  Edison.  Our  c-ivlllKe«l  world  would  not  have 
advanced  so  far  as  It  has  at  present  without  Mr.  Ellison's 
ctmtribnthm.  His  remarkable  ability  Is  not  only  exemplified  In 
this  lamp  but  also  in  his  many  inventions,  such  as  improved 
telegraph  instruments,  phonograph,  dictaphone,  telephone  trans- 
mitter, and  several  types  of  Incandescent  lamps,  and  also  the 
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ability  a^  an  inventor  is  testified  to  by  the  ^^''ll'^'^r'^'l^l 
Hoover  las  journeyed  to  Dearborn.  Midi  to  take  pert  in  the 
celebratlcn  at  that  place  in  his  honor.  There  will  be  witnessed 
Sere™"-^^  the  actual  steps  taken  by  Mr.  Edi.son  in  his  small 
wodk.shoi  a^  Menlo  Park  when  he  made  his  wonderful  discoveTy^ 

I  am  jroud  that  Mr.  Edison  produced  this  inc-andescent  lamp 
in  New  i  ersey.  I  know  that  New  Jersey  Is  glad  to  join  with 
MichlTar  '"the  celebration,  and  I  feel  stire  that  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States,  fully  appreciating  the  ^'«V'?'''  whu^,  h«s 
great  occasion,  will  unanimously  adopt  the  resolution  which  has 
been  subnltted  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan.  «,,,,,„„ 

Mr  Fi;SS  Mr.  President,  Ohio  desires  to  join  with  Michipa 
and  New  Jersev  in  paying  honor  to  Thomas  A.  Edison  in  view 
of  the  feet  that  Ohio  was  the  State  in  which  he  was  born  and 
in  which  he  spent  the  most  of  his  eariy  life  In  a  Uttle  town 
on  Lake  Erie  stands  a  small  house,  in  which  the  birth  of  this 
great  wizard  of  electricity  took  place,  and  the  people  of  that 
State  as  well  as  of  the  Nation,  desire  to  preserve  that  little 
structun   as  a  shrine  In  honor  of  one  of  the  foremost  geniuses 

the  worl  i  has  ever  known.  ,.    ^  i„„  „„*<<«, 

Mr  H  3FUN.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  desire  to  delay  action 
upontht  resolution  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr 
Vandex!I!3u;].  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  It.  and  I  congratulate 
him  upon  the  magnificent  tribute  that  he  has  paid  to  Mr.  Emson^ 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
resoluticn    submitted    by    the    Senator    from    Michigan    [Mr. 

Vandcviiero]. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  agreetl  to. 
The  p  reamble  was  agreed  to. 

miXS  INTBODUCn> 

Bills  ^vere  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  M '.  CUTTING :  _  ,      ^   ,,,_. 

A  bill  (S.  1907)  to  amend  the  World  War  veterans  act,  1924, 
as  ameti  ded ;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

By  M-.  MOSES:  ^  ,       ^     «»,„  v 

A  bill  (S.  1908)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Mary  hi. 
Messer  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 

A  bill  (S.  1909)  to  extend  the  time  for  the  construction  of  the 
bridge  J  cross  the  Rio  Grande  at  or  near  Weslaco,  Tex.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  CAPPER: 

A  bil  (S.  1910)  granUng  a  pension  to  Lottie  Harvey  (with 
accompinying  papers)  ;  and  ^    „  ..  , 

A  bill  (S.  1911)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  C  Hudelson 
(with  « ccompanylng  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  TAHITT  BTLL 

Mr  JOLDSBOROT'GH  submltteil  six  amendments  Intended 
to  be'p'oposed  by  him  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill, 
which  '  vere  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

executive  mbbsaoes 
Sunt!  ry  messages  in  writing  were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Latta,  one  of 


from 
his 


of  the 
versa  r' 


tie 
sec  -etaries. 


annivebsart  op  death  or  count  piti^ski 
Mr.  kALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  October  11  last 
the  on(  hundred  and  fiftieth  anniversary  of  the  death  of  Count 
Ca.simir  Pulaski  was  uiq>ropriately  commemorated  througlu»ut 
the  CDTintrv.  It  seems  proper  that  the  record  of  the  proceeillngs 
Congress  should  contain  some  reference  to  this  anni- 
Therefore  I  ask  that  a  brief  sketch  of  the  life  of  this 


brave  50n  of  I'oland.  particulnrly  portraying  the  character  and 
extent  of  his  p<iwerful  and  effectual  contribution  to  American 
Indepe  idence.  may  be  printed  in  the  Congressional  Record. 

The  e  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be 
priutei  I  in  the  IIboord.  as  follows : 

The  >ne  hundred  and  fiftieth  anniversary  (October  11)  of  the  death 
of  Coo  It  Casimir  Pulaski  was  appropriately  commemorated  at  sundry 
places  n  this  country.  Count  Pulaski,  a  Pole,  was  born  In  1749.  With 
hhj  dlainguished  father  he  participated  In  the  Confederation  of  Bar 
(176H-1772).  formed  in  patriotic  protest  against  certain  outrageous 
develor  ments  In  the  Polish  Kingdom  enforced  by  RusRlan  troops.  The 
confed< ration  failed  utterly  of  Its  purposes,  and.  lnde»d,  preluded  the 
first  pdrtltlon  of  Poland,  but  as  commander  In  chief  of  its  forces  the 
younger  Pulaski  achieved  a  considerable  reputation  for  gallantry. 

An  (xlle  in  Paris,  he  met  Benjamin  Franklin,  who  gave  him  a  letter 
of   recommendation   to    Washington   as    "an   officer   famous    thronghont 
Europe  for  his  bravery."     At  the  Battle  of  Brandywlue  he  so  well  Justi- 
fied th'  recommendation  that  Washington  asked  Congress  to  appoint  him 
1  to  the  command  of  the  Continental  cavalry,  with  the  rank  of  brigadier 


1929 

general  which  was  done.  Pulnskl  supplied  the  adequate  organization 
previously  lacking  to  our  mounted  forces,  a  suflBcicnt  title  to  fame. 
Moreover,  he  contribute<l  liberally  to  the  work  from  his  personal  funds. 
He  fought  with  distinction  at  Germ.intown  and  later  In  the  southern 
theater  of  war,  especially  In  the  successful  defense  of  Chnrieston.  May, 
1779  l>ut  he  was  mortally  wounded  on  October  9.  that  year,  in  the 
un«u"cc>8sfiil  attack  on  Savannah.  Placed  on  the  brig  Wa»p.  be  died 
on  that  ve8.«<>l  two  days  later.  The  service  rendered  by  Poland  through 
her  distinguished  son  toward  the  creation  of  our  Republic  ^as  been 
repaid  by  our  important  participation  in  the  rcconstltutlon  oL  the  Polish 
State. 
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investigation  relative  to  prices  *t>r  cottonseed 
Mr  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  on  Saturday  last  I  submitted 
a  resolution  requesting  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  to  investi- 
gate a  combination  of  certain  cotton.«^eed  crushers  and  cotton- 
seed-oil mills  to  fix  the  price  of  c<.ttonseed  to  the  Injury  of  our 
cotton  producers  and  in  violation  of  the  antitrust  .In^-  I  ^^J^ 
a  letter  on  the  subject  whicli  I  received  this  morning  Jr^™  ^^J- 
J.  E.  Pittman.  a  farmer  of  my  State.  I  ask  that  the  clerk  read 
his  letter.  It  contains  some  very  valuable  information,  and  then 
I  am  g.dng  to  ask  the  Senate  to  take  action  on  the  resoluti^. 
It  Is  nt>cessary  that  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  be  authorized 
as  soon  a.s  pos,«ible  to  make  this  investigation 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  clerk  will 
read,  as  requeste<l. 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

EsTERPBisE,  Ala.,  October  iS,  1929. 

Senator  J.  Thomas  Hbti.in, 

Wathington.  DC.  ^       „ 

DKAB  Senatob:  I  have  given  some  thought  to  the  methods  and  poli- 
cies   used    by   some   of    the   big   Interest*   and    especially    those    that   so 

vitally  affect  agriculture.  .     t  i     a    .  m«»t 

As  you  know  during  Ust  summer,  or  to  be  accurate  July  8,  a  most 
pow.rful  organization  was  begun  at  New  Orleans  and  P^^^ «^^  J^'^ ^ 
at  Memphis.  This  organization  Is  known  as  the. National  Cottonseed 
Products  Association.  The  entire  proceedings  of  the  two  meetings 
were  published  In  the  Cotton  Oil  Press.  August  issue,  a  magazine  pub- 
llHhed  by  the  organization  for  its  members  only.  I  am  sending  you 
copy  by  registered  mail.  I  hope  you  will  read  this  magazine  It  is 
possil.le  for  this  organization  to  employ  m.-thods  of  coordination  and 
restraint  of  trade  which  Is  demoralizing  and  destructive  to  the  pro- 
ducers of  peanuts  and  cottonseed.  Uum.er  peanuts  now  are  selling  for 
145  per  ton  «nd  cottonseed  brings  around  $30  per  ton.  There  seems 
to  be  no  competitive  market  for  these  products,  but  instead  the  market 

seems  to  be  fixed.  .    ^  ^..  j,   _ 

I  know  you  are  busy  on  the  tariff  and  other  things,  but  the  coordina- 
tion and  restraint  of  trade  is  taking  more  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Bouthern  farmer  than  any  tariff  measure  can  replace. 

Please  look  into  this  big  question.  I  call  It  big  because  it  has 
wrought  dostructlon  to  the  cotton  and  peanut  farmer.  It  seems  to  me 
that  this  is  a  matter  that  should  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
Trade  Commission. 

Yours   respectfully, 

J.  E.  Pittmah. 

Mr  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from,  Geor- 
eia  [Mr  Georoe],  who  Is  not  in  the  Henate  at  this  moment,  is 
heartily  In  favor  of  my  resolution,  and  he  has  already  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  a  c-ommunlcatlon  from  the  com- 
mis^icmers  of  agriculture  in  the  cotton-growing  States  agreeing 
with  the  suggestion  that  there  Is  a  cotton.seed-buylng  combina- 
tion In  restrain  of  trade  and  in  flagrant  violation  of  the 
antitrust  law  Mv  resolution  calls  upon  tlie  Trade  Commission 
to  malie  an  investigation  of  this  matter  Immediately  and  report 
to  the  Senate  its  findings. 

Mr   FESS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield.' 
The  VIC^E  PR1<:SIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama  I 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator.  ,     .      ^  ^  ^ 

Mr  FESS.     I  understood  that  a  similar  resolution  had  passed 

the  House  and  that  an  investigation  had  been  made.     Is  that 

trutV 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     No;  not  recently.  ^       ^         ,,  .  , 

Mr  FESS  I  understood  that  a  Member  from  Alabama  In- 
troduced such  a  resolution  in  the  House,  and  an  investigation 
had  been  carried  on. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     If  so.  It  was  a  good  while  ago. 

Mr   BIACK.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
Yield  to  his  colleague? 
'    Mr   HEFLIN.     I  yield  to  my  colleague. 

Mr  BL\CK  An  investigation  was  made  on  a  resolution  pre- 
sented bv  Mr.  McDuFFiE,  from  Alabama.  Since  that  Inyestlj^- 
tlon  was*  held  I  have  had  the  matter  up  with  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  a  number  of  times,  and  I  have  a  copy  of  their  find- 
ings in  so  far  as  that  hearing  waa  concerned ;  but,  as  I  under- 


stand the  present  resolution,  it  cites  new  and  additional  facts  aa 
reasons.  ,     , 

I  may  state,  in  addition  to  that,  that  I  have  had  numerous 
complaints  during  the  past  year,  starting  immediately  after  the 
other  hearing,  and  certain  matters  have  been  published  In  the 
press  with  reference  to  this  as.soclatlon  which  In  my  judgment 
make  it  very  essential  that  there  be  a  further  investigation 

I  may  state  right  here,  in  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio, 
that  I  have  presented  to  the  Department  of  Justice  a  number  of 
complaints  with  reference  to  this  combination,  with  a  request 
for  an  Investigation  there.  This  resolution  would  not  bring 
about  a  duplication  of  exactly  the  same  efforts  that  we;-e  put 
forth  In  the  other  hearing,  but  It  would  enaWe  the  Trade  Com- 
mission  to  bring  the  matter  up  to  date.  The  other  hearing  then, 
so  far  from  being  a  reason  against  a  further  Investigation 
would  be  an  argument  for  It,  and  the  facts  then  established 
would  expedite  the  new  investigation.  .       .  ».*  ,„  vi„ 

Mr  HEFLIN.  Mr.  l»resident.  nry  colleague  Is  right  In  ms 
statement  and  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  in  line  with 
what  my  colleague  has  suggested,  that  this  letter  from  Mr. 
Pittman.  of  Enterprise.  Ala.,  shows  that  this  cottonseed  organi- 
zation, which  is  accused  now  of  deiiressing  and  controlling  tne 
price  of  cottonseetl,  has  been  perfected  recently,  many  months 
since  the  House  pa.ssed  a  resolution  on  this  subject  Let  me 
read  a  portion  of  it : 

As  you  know,  during  last  summer,  or  to  be  accurate  July  8,  a  most 
powerful  organization  was  begun  at  New  Orleans  and  perfected  July  22 
at  Memphis. 


He  says: 

This  organization  is  known  as  the  National  Ccttonseed  Products 
Association.  The  entire  proceedings  of  the  two  meetings  were  pub- 
lished in  the  Cotton  Oil  Press,  August  issue,  a  magazine  published  by 
the  organization  for  its  members  only. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  will  observe  that  this  is  a  new  and  a 
desperate  situation  that  has  arisen  recently  and  must  be  looked 
Into  and  stopped  as  soon  as  possible.  The  cottcm-selllng  season 
and  seed-selling  season  are  both  here  now. 

Mr  FESS.  Mr.  President.  If  the  Senator  from  Alabama  will 
permit  me,  I  was  told  by  a  well-informed  citizen  that  there  had 
been  an  Investigathm.  I  have  not  had  any  chance  to  go  into 
It  and  for  that  reason  I  raised  the  question.  We  do  not  want 
to  duplicate  Investigations.  If  this  will  not  be  a  duplication,  I 
shall  not  have  any  objection. 

Mr  HEFLIN.  I  understand  the  Senators  position.  Cer- 
tainly some  of  the  matters  here  complained  of  did  not  exist  In 
1927,  when  the  House  ordered  an  Investigation.  So  I  ask  for 
the  immediate  consideration  of  the  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  am  not  going  to  object  to  the 
consideration  of  this  resolution,  but  I  hope  Senators  will  not 
bring  in  any  further  resolutions.    Let  us  get  through  with  the 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  resolution,  which  was  read  as  follows: 

Whereas  it  Is  alleged  that  certain  cottonseed  crushers  and  oU  mills 
have  entered  into  a  combination  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  prices  on 
cottonseed  in  violation  of  the  antitrust  laws;  and 

Whereas  It  is  alleged  that  cottonseed  prices  have  been  arbitrarily 
forced  down  by  the  cottonseed  crushers  and  oil  miUs  to  a  lower  level 
than  has  ever  existed  at  this  season  of  the  year ;  and 

Whereas  It  is  alleged  that  as  a  result  of  such  combination  cottonseed 
buyers  are  not  permitted  to  pay  more  than  a  certain  price  for  cottonseed 
under  threat  of  boycott :  Therefore  be  it 

Revived  That  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  is  hereby  requested  to 
make  an  Immediate  and  thorough  Investigation  of  all  facts  relating  to 
the  alleged  combination  in  violation  of  the  antitrust  laws  with  respect 
to  prices  for  cottonseed  by  corporations  operating  cottonseed-oil  mills. 
The  commission  shall  report  to  the  Senate  as  soon  as  practicable  tha 
results  of  Its  Investigation. 

Mr  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  before  the  resolution  is 
Rffreed  to  may  I  have  the  attention  of  the  senior  Senator  from 
AJabama?    I  observe  In  his  resolution  the  following: 

Whereas  it  Is  alleged  that  as  a  result  of  such  combination  cottonseed 
bu^  are  not  permitted  to  pay  more  than  a  certain  price  for  cotton- 
seed  under  threat  of  boycott. 

Is  it  not  also  rumored  that  they  are  not  permitted  to  sell  the 
meal  pr^uSS  by  the  crushing  of  these  seed  except  at  a  certain 
price?  ^      ,    , 

Sr  ^IMMiSs.  'wrdrrat^:- Object  to  PntUng  that  in. 
to^and  letting  this  InvestigaUon  cover  both  ends  of  this  con- 
l^^vei^-noi  only  the  buying  end  but  the  selling  end? 


P   i 
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Mr    HEFLIN     I  think  it  should  be  Included.     Here  is  a 
letter  that  deals  with  that  phase  of  the  subject  also : 

ALBwmix*,  ALA.,  October  U.  tna. 
Senator  TnoMAS  Hdtliw, 

D.A.  SCAToJ^^t^Tve^'  r^a«)n  to  beUer^t  the  eo«onae^-^ll 
nilU  of  the  South  are  forcing  the  price  of  seed  down  by  "  °j'»'' 
method.  It  seems  to  be  the  opinion  of  ""<^'^'^°^»'  f  °°*^  ll^^\Z 
.eed  buyers  that  there  I.  «,methlng  very  wrong  with  «*d  V^^J^^ 
■eaaon  One  ginner  and  seed  buyer  tells  me  he  is  not  allowed  to 
^Tbut  S  p^r  ton  for  .eed  beeau^  if  he  did  he  would  be  reported 
Hd  eyery  seed  crusher  in  the  South  would  boycott  his  seed  He  Bays 
.eed  is  too  cheap  but  no  one  caa  bid  on  them,  f^^^^^f^^^^P^^J^t 
«n.e.  From  what  I  can  gather  there  U  a  w*»^'P"^^,f;"P  *^ 
ataolutely   control*  the  aeed  buyers.      Is  there  any   way   to   atart   an 

*Tourn:l:^'m.al  retails  here  at  |50  per  ton.  They  teU  »eco«o-ed 
•U  is  selling  for  as  much  as  it  did  last  season  when  seed  «>  d  at  J35 
to  140  per  ton.  Competitive  marketing  of  cottonseed  seems  to  be  for- 
bidden by  some  group  who  Is  in  control.  ,._^„ 
Senator,  you  "ave  long  been  a  champion  of  the  «>«thern  'am^'; 
we  believe  in  you.  but  we  need  you  worse  to^ay  than  anytime  in  ti^e 
history  of  the  South.  Here's  hoping  that  you  may  be  able  to  get 
•ome  dope  on  these  parasites  that  wUl  teach  them  a  lesson. 

Very  respectfully.  .  ^  ^   ^^^^^ 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  farmer  sells  them  the  cottonseed,  and 
then  buys  the  cottonseed  meal.  . 

Mr  HEFLIN.  Sure.  What  does  the  Senator  suggest— the 
inclusion  of  the  worda  "  and  cotton.seed  meal  "  ' 

Mr  SIMMONS.     Ten ;  and  the  price  of  cottonseed  meaL 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  accept  that  amemlment.  ^^„«* 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  Uie  Senator  desire  to  perfect 
hi«  resolution  in  accordance  with  the  HUggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  do.  .   . 

Tlw   VICE   PRESIDENT.    What    words  are   to   be  addeti, 

^  Mr  nun.lN,    The  nervtwarr  Wfrrd*  \o  Include  cottonseert 
mipftHt*  M  M  ittifMf4  ♦♦♦<«♦  f0fHHH  in^iitHm^  nftHhtftn  »h4  Hit  «WM 

WU4trun0  It  i*  •IP'g-d  tb#l  M  •  ri'^itlt  ut  M»^ii  «iHMMw»«4>fl  *tHt»n' 
CiMd  lM»y«rs  sra  »««  i»eni»ltt«4  to  9*f  nwr*  ibaii  a  eifftala  |Hlc«  ri>r 
cuttoDSMd  aiMj  M4I  c«ttii«««««d  BUMiJ  it  \t>**  tba»  »  wsruiu  pfi«  iw4«r 
tbri^at  of  boycott :  Tb^f^fora  ba  It 

he»olvtd,  That  tb«  Federal  Trade  Commlaaloo  ta  berebjr  reqoaatMl  to 
■aka  an  lnniedUt«  and  thorough  loTeatlgatlon  of  all  facta  raUtlac  to 
tk«  aUeged  combination  tn  violation  of  tha  antitrust  Uwa  with  raapect  to 
orlce*  for  cottonaeed  and  cottonaeed  meal  by  corporations  operating 
cottoaaeed-oU  mllla.  The  commlaalon  shall  report  to  the  Senate  aa  aoon 
•a  practlcabU  tbe  raanlta  of  its  Inveatlgadon. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

CANALIZATIOW    OF    OHIO   EIVKB 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Mr.  Presidwit,  to-morrow  in  the  city  of 
Cincinnati  there  is  to  be  dedicated  a  marlcer  commemorating 
the  completion  of  the  canalization  of  the  Ohio  River  from  the 
city  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  to  the  city  of  Cairo,  IlL  In  that  dedi- 
cation the  President  is  to  deliver  the  chief  address ;  and  later 
in  the  week,  on  Wednesday,  he  is  to  participate  in  a  similar 
celebration  in  the  city  of  Louisville  as  a  part  of  the  program 
de«licatlng  the  Ohio  River  to  the  commerce  of  the  Nation.  A 
flotilla  of  river  steamers  is  now  on  its  way  from  Pittsburgh  to 
Cairo  as  a  part  of  this  program  of  celebration. 

The  Ohio  River  as  a  navigable  stream  and  as  an  avenue  of 
'  commerce  in  all  probability  is  the  most  Important  natural 
waterway  in  the  United  States.  The  Monongahela  and  Alle- 
gheny join  at  Pittsburgh  to  form  the  Ohio;  and  thence  It  runs 
through  Pennsylvania,  touches  Ohio.  West  Virginia.  Illinois. 
Indiana,  and  Kentucky.  There  are  some  18  tributaries  that  are 
likewl.se  navigable  that  run  into  the  Ohio  River  between  Pitts- 
burgh and  Cairo. 

The  Ohio  has  on  its  banks  the  prosperous  cities  of  Steuben- 
ville  and  Cincinnati.  Ohio;  Wheeling.  W.  Va.;  Ashland  and 
LtmisTne.  Ky. :  New  Albany,  and  Jeffersonvllle,  Ind. ;  Paducah, 
Ky. ;  and  the  dty  of  Caiiro  at  its  mouth,  in  addition  to  other 
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smane^  cities  en  route.    It  is.  I  tljink.  a  Propitious  occasjon^espjv 

-'^:  irp^/vernt^^onfohio  River,  strange  to  |.^  wa. 
Ijeeun  by  the  State  of  Kentucky  in  tbe  year  1825.  «fntucKy 
K  Z  flrlt  State  earned  out  »'  '^  wMer"-?  "-    °'    -^^ 
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Sh&s  in  tiie  delineation  of  her  boundaries  the  Ohio  River 
was  i  Xded  in  its  entirety  within  the  State  of  Kentucky 
riong  he^tire  length  of  its  northern  border  to  low^water 
mark  .n  the  northern  side.  In  1879  the  first  lock  and  dam 
wa-fpr^vlded  for  by  a  Federal  appropriation.  It  provide.1  th^ 
for  a  depth  of  only  6  feet.  In  1910,  after  !T>««°^'^*^jf^'J%J^ 
the  patt  of  Congress  to  provide  for  the  improvement  of  the 
riverMt  was  adopted  as  a  national  project  to  provide  for  a 
navigatle  depth  Tf  9  feet  during  the  entire  year  from  Pitts- 
burgh to  Cairo  by  the  building  of  54  locks  and  dams. 

We  ire  now  celebrating  the  completion  of  this  great  ^^rk  of 
canalliatlon,  which  has  Involved  an  expenditure  ^^  so^^f  *L,0.- 
000,000;  but  as  an  cNidence  of  the  value  of  this  grwit  "^er  to 
the  conmerce  of  our  country  I  desire  to  point  out  that  in  1917 
13  years  ago,  only  4.600,000  tons  of  freight  were  carried  on  the 
bosom  of  that  st^am.  In  1927  the  amount  of  ff^^gt^t  had  been 
increa;ed  to  more  than  20.000.000  tons.  Dnri^K  ^^^  l^w^tHh^ 
of  tim?  the  amount  of  freight  carried  on  t^f  Oh^o  and  her  trlbo- 
taries  increased  from  27.iMMl.000  to  more  than  56.000,000  tons, 
value*]   at  more  than  $750,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  the  day  of  new  railroad  construction  is  over. 
No  lor  ger  do  the  Hills  and  men  of  great  vision  like  Hill  go  out 
into  tl  le  wilderness  and  construct  raUroads,  be<'ause  there  Is  no 
longer   anv  wilderness  country;  and  the  activities  of  the  rail- 
roads lercafter  rau.st  be  limited  to  double  tracking  and  ^^VJ^J' 
ing  th  J  facilities  that  already  exist.     But  out;  waten%'ays.  whicH 
are  tie  most  ancient  method  of  transportation,  are  still  a% all- 
able,    ind  the  rtvers  and  railroads  will  undoubtedly  ^"P*;!;"  « 
more  fn  the  future  than  in  the  past    We  who  live  in  the  Oh  o 
.  and  thn«e  who  live  on  the  trlhutnrlei*  nf  the  gnwt  f)hlo 
rrtolce  to  day  that  this  great  work  of  cnnnllwitlon  i-ar- 
I  by  the  ««iglnf*rg  of  our  Ofnr«»nimmit  hag  rf»iiie  t"  ''^ 
;  and  w»'  are  glad  that  thf  Pr«^idcnt  of  the  t'nltwl  HtntM 
|g  ft  «g  of  utirtl'l^'nt  linjKrrtiifir*'  to  mnke  «  Jotirtipy  mit  into 
ild-wwli-fti  c«^nify  fo  \mr\\i\\mtf  In  fhl*  '•f'*'''^"'";";!.^-. 
rIfiM  myg^lf  Uif  M  yi*nfn  Hi  fhp  H"<i«»  "f  \it^jyu\nf\fim 
„ .w\u^  m  fwo  it^nu  Swr-  \nh*ifpi\¥tS\hi^hff  Mf:«»'"'7 ''J 

ffiV  J^i^J'  «''^"<  rt'**  .'*'M.MfW^»,    I  ,'>i*''*^'\i^^J\i'T7. 

mni  imu'm^ttitt,  I  414  f¥t  wttni  ihl-  unn^Um  i»  g/»  j»y  wttmnit 
»%BftmttUM  mf  gratifudi*  'wH  owJy  nt  thi^  comi'^ftUm  of  il<U  gr«at 
rim  \mt  my  gratifuiiu  ttiat  t\w  I'r«-i4»ti»t  I-  joining  wlih  ih«t 
grwii  vttlli*y  of  iffimitenHm,  Unwy  Aiw«rictt««  In  celebrating  thl» 
grea    event,  „     ,^ 

Ml     KE8H     Mr.   Prinrldent.   the   former   Vice  Prealdent  ap- 
nolu  ed  a  wmmlsidon  of  the  Senate  to  represi-nt  the  8«Miate  on 
aslon  mentioned   by   the  Senator   from   Kentucky    (Mr. 
IJCT].     That  commission  is  composed  of  the  senior  Senator 
Ohio,  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rezi>l.  and  the 
T  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  IUssiwxl]. 
e  duties  of  the  Senate  just  now  are  such  that  only  one  of 
;enator8  on  the  commission  could  And  the  way  open   to 
atteid     The  Senate  will  be  eminently  represented  on  this  occa- 
sion by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  who  for  many,  many  years 
has  stood  in  the  forefront  of  river  transportation. 

I   ilso  regret  and  wish  the  people  of  the  country  to  know  the 

exig>ncies  of  legislation  here  that  prevent  two  of  the  members 

of  tl  le  commission  from  attending.  .     _^  .  ^  .u     xt     . 

I  desire  to  insert  in  the  Rbcobd  an  editorial  from  the  New 

Tori    Herald  Tribune  on  the  subject  of  the  canalization  of  the 

Ohic   River.  ...  ^      ^ 

Tl  le  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
Tie  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows : 
[From  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of  Sunday,  October  20.  1929] 

COMMCaCB    AND    THE    OHIO 

Dig  infulshed  by  the  presence  of  5  Cabinet  offlcers,  1  governor,  and 
no  f  >wer  than  6  railway  presidents,  the  formal  celebration  of  the  com- 
pletion of  the  Ohio  River  Improvement  project  has  begun  at  Pittsburgh. 
President  Hoover  will  leave  Washington  to-day  to  participate  in  cere- 
mones  which  will  signalise  not  only  a  considerable  benefit  to  the 
Ohl<  Valley  bat  an  important  step  toward  that  great  vision  of  planned 
and  prodnctive  public  Improvements  which  Illuminated  his  campaign 
for  the  Presidency.  The  project  has  provided  in  all  60  locks  and 
low-  lift  dama,  •cattered  along  nearly  1,000  mllea  of  river  from   Kw 


the 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


1929 

worth.  6  miles  below  Pittsburgh,  to  Mound  City,  Just  above  Cairo  111. 
For  the  first  time  it  supplies  a  9-foot  channel  at  all  seasons  of  the 
year  fim  Pltt-burgh  to  Cairo,  there  connecting  with  the  Mississippi 
"trunk  iTne."  which  carries  the  traffic  to  tidewater  at  Baton  Rouge  or 

^'Trnp^ov^ent  of  the  Ohio  as  a  vast  natural  artery  of  commerce^gan 
as  long  ago  as  1825.  although  the  beginnings  of  »»>*  Pf*^°*  5*°f  "j 
tion  proj^t  date  only  from  1879.  In  189<K  toward  »»»«  end  of  the 
grest  age  of  western  river  transport,  the  Ohio  was  carrying  about 
T^.Oi^  tons  of  traffic  annually.  The  development  of  barge  hne. 
caring  coal  from  the  Pennsylvania  mines  down  to  '\l^^"  .f/^ 
sippi  Valloy  increased  the  tonnage  until  in  1911  it  reached  ll."2.000 
ons  on  the  Ohio  River  pn,per,  but  it  fell  off  thereafter  and  in  1917 
was  at  less  than  half  that  figure.  But  the  Ohio  shared  in  the  post- 
Tar  ;  viva  of  river  traffic,  and  in  1927.  with  the  canaUxat ion  p^oj^t 
still  uncompleted  and  with  traffic  interruptions  in  times  of  low  water, 
the  river  carried  more  than  20.000.000  tons  of  freight. 

It  iV  upon  flgxirea  like  thi.s  that  the  Federal  authorlt.es  l^««  their 
op  mism  over  the  potentialities  of  western  river  transport  in^he 
modern  age.  Figures  are  not  kept  for  the  ton  m.leage.  «j;'«  ^^^^^^^ 
basis  of  comparison  than  tonnage,  but  the  War  depart me^ntestma^es 
that  the  traffic  on  the  Ohio  and  its  tributaries  amounted  to  2.649  OOO.MO 
ton-miles  in  1926.  To  give  an  idea  of  the  size  of  this  figure  t  m.ght 
Tabled  that  the  railways  of  the  southern  ^'J^trict  (east  of  the^M«- 
slsslppi  and  south  of  the  Ohio  and  the  Potomac)  carried  101,426,000,000 
ton-miles  in  the  name  year.  fr„i„ht 

The  War  Department  estimates  that  the  annual  saving  »°  tr^'Sjt 
owine  to  the  L  of  the  river  rather  than  the  railroads  amoun  s  to 
a^o^f  |25.(mJ),oJ5,  of  which  only  about  $10,000,000  could  Propc-^^  J^ 
Tar  J  ti  malnt;nanco  nnd  interest  on  the  »°^*"t'°^°*J"  ^J'^J^o" 
ways'  The  accounting  in  «-\-t'-;- J''^^  rS^^en  •.  convlc- 
iroversv  and  everyone  may  not  share  the  War  ^^P*^^  .  ..  .  „„,^ 
ion  hat  the  improvement  represents  an  obviously  econom  c  "  inveat- 
menf  of  the  public  funds.  But  the  statistic,  show  at  »«■"*  tjij^t/he 
westrrn  river,  are  a  by  no  means  Inconsiderable  factor  In  MI»-lM»PPl 
n.;  .ran.por,aUo:.  today,  while  they  have  Inflatned  the  -  ^JJ  P^JPJ^ 
w  i.  an  enthusiasm  for  continued  Federal  expenditure  »»  "»;'»'t'"° 
Coven.:;;,    which  1.  not,  perhnp..  wholly  without  Ju.tlficatlon. 

MtftXfn  UKn   of  TUB  Al» 

£r«.^«rr»r.ll««r»Mr  U^mi\f  urn*  ,m»wm4  wlmmf^f  n^mfm 

ilTof  both  the  A»f  »**•  lUdto  lUtoy  Um-  «mI  »»»•  tou»n.tianal 
▲iiMt4!ur  Badio  Union.  ,    ,    ^      * 

It  wa.  of  tha  two  latter  or««nt«tlo«..  cloae^  to  Mr.  Miixi- •  b«rt. 
th.  we  t.lked-be  U  probably  the  world".  for.»o.t  r^.  •"•^•"'^ 
And  a.  he  Ulked  and  I  ll-tened.  I  found  myw^lf  poaa^wed.  flr.t.  by  a 
thriU  of  wonder  and  then  by  abeer  aaiasMMBt. 

He  told  me  of  tbe  exiatence  In  thto  world  of  our.  of  an  adventnrou. 
band  of  brother..  30,000  strong  and  scattered  over  five  continent*,  who 
hold  commanlDu  ataaoat  at  will  In  the  empyrean  sitacea. 

He  told  me  of  men  and  boya  who,  at  the  touch  of  a  ^"f/^y^^ 
.rtnmd  the  world ;  who  have  wiped  out  for  aU  ""•  **»•  •«r;i,^'^" 
of  race  and  language  and  distance:  who  ^^'^^^l^''''^^,;^' 
thnt  they  ar..  to  shoot  their  mea«ges  into  th*  void  of  the  Intolte  and 
to  challenge  anawers  of  the  sUrs  themaelvea ! 

There  in  that  prosnlc  bnaine-  offlce.  he  told  me  of  matchleaa  herolam 
in  flood'  and  dlaaster-of  a  great  emergency  system  of  communication 
which  standa  ready  to  "  carry  on  "-which  has  carried  on-when  aU 
other  m«uia  have  faUed.  He  told  me  of  a  mighty  univeraity  of  the  air 
in  whoae  thousands  of  laboratories  toil  thonaanda  of  volunteers  nightly. 
And  all  for  th«  love  of  the  work  and  the  thrill  of  achievement ! 

And  when  Mr.  Maxim  had  flnished,  I  was  amawMl.  not  alone  by  tbe 
tremendous  w^ope  of  this  thing  but  equally  was  I  amaxed  by  the  manner 
in  which  it  had  been  built.  This  whole  grand  enterprise  of  world  do- 
minion, this  Gargantuan  kingdom  of  space,  had  been  conceived  and  ae- 
cuted  by  amateur,  in  the  face  of  ridicule!  It  had  been  built  without 
capital  as  such,  without  exact  knowledge  as  the  aclentlflc  world  define, 
it.     In  large  part  It  bad  been  built  by  schoolboys  I 

Think  back  for  a  moment  over  the  yeare.  Do  yon  remember,  in  the 
old  days  at  school,  that  boy  who  above  everything  else  wa.  "  i"*"^*^ 
in  electricity  "?    Up  in  the  attic  of  hia  home,  often  aa  not  on  the  humble 
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back  street,  he  was  always  up  to  queer  things  with  wires  and  coll.  and 
evll-smelllng  Jars.  The  attic  was  his  "experimental  laboratory,"  that 
odd  Jumble  of  Junk  his  "  apparatus.' 

He  built  electric  motors  and  batteries  to  run  tliem ;  he  aasembled 
Wlmshurst  static  machines;  he  constructed  back-yard  telegraph  lines, 
and  rigged  up  a  burglar  alarm  in  the  house  that  kept  older  folks  on  the 
verge  of  heart  failure.  Later  he  mastered  the  Continental  code  and 
plunged  Into  the  Intricacies  of  "  wireless '—a  tc.usled,  patient,  eager- 
eyed  enthusiast  filled  with  an  insatiable  curiosity  and  undaunted  by  a 
thousand  failures. 

Yet  he  was  a  lonely  figure.  The  baseball  field  now  saw  him  but  little. 
Nobody  thought  of  Inviting  him  to  parties,  because  he  never  came  if 
they  did  He  was  girt  shy,  often  laughted  at.  ran-ly  taken  seriously, 
seldom  understood.  And  in  every  town  of  the  land  there  was  such  a 
boy,  each  isolated  In  his  attic. 

Then  came  discoveries.  Wireless  apparatus,  even  that  of  the  home- 
made breed,  began  to  lose  its  crudeness.  The  coherer  and  microphone 
detector  gave  way  to  the  crystal,  with  Its  enormously  increased  sen- 
sitivity Tbe  single-slide  taner  displaced  the  strai«lit  a.rial-to-ground 
hook-up  and  was  itself  displaced  by  the  more  flexible  a-slide  tuner. 
Improvement  followed  Improvement. 

There  came  a  time  when  nomewbere  In  one  of  those  isolated  attics  a 
boy  flashed  a  call  into  the  night  as  he  had  flashed  it  a  hundred  nights 
before  But  this  time  his  heart  almost  stopped  In  its  beat.  Back  at 
him  came  a  staccato  answer,  the  dot-dash  reply  of  a  kindred  soul !  He 
Jammed  his  earphones  against  his  ears  until  his  bead  was  ready  to 
crack  Not  for  a  kingdom  would  he  have  missed  n  Kingle  stuttering 
syllable  of  that  flrst  faint  "  hello  "  coming  at  him  through  the  ether. 

And  that  night,  up  amid  the  stars,  two  blood  brothers  met.  shook 
hands,  conversed,  and  at  dawn  rode  on  their  magic  steeds  back  to  their 
attic,  again.  A  new  day  had  begun,  a  worid  of  10.000  wonders  had 
opened  for  the  boy  who  was  "  Interested  in  electricity. 

To-day  these  boys  and  15,000  like  them  are  members  of  the  American 
Badio  Eelay  League.  They  are  the  owner,  and  operators  of  as  many 
amateur  radio  stations  officially  llcenw-d  by  the  U"H«j  >""«"  ^^^^T 
ment.  Tbe  total  of  such  stations  In  this  country  1.  1..000,  and  13,000 
mor«  are  In  other  nation,  of  the  world.  ^  ^      ,       ,  .         ...      - 

on  .hortw.ve  radio  iwts.  mortly  built  and  developed  to  a  bigh  efB- 
dency  by  their  own  effort,  alone,  thew  nmateur.  talk  with  BX^'nT',,""* 
Cpetown  and  l>indon,  with  Byrd  in  the  Icy  do*,rysr.l  of  the  ttooth  I'ole 
wltb  .dvwitttww  at  MM.  with  eaplottr.  In  the  Jtingle  .»f  Borneo,  wbl  a 

•id^  «f  tlM  Mf*#f     TMf  tfU^  aft  Ift  H-^fy  Umt,.  »" '^.ri/'^l'^LiII 
rv^fy  «4I«»*'I  tin4i  iHtu'0  »h#  »«4.  »ff  th*.  §tt  (fWfi  mt  l«»l*.  «Mr  m-nimiiM 

ZS^Vifl  ZilZ  ^.  «IM  m.Uf  bM  •rajj.^.    tt.  bj4  m 

^^utt»mm  frM4.  ^''^' ^:SL!^  ^r^^.i^jrt  STi^^ 
ont*  b»t  a  bw»4fi*l  vmmk,  mmtwtmti  i»  rtw  nif  »b^«  »•  lufumtmi 

^^^iB  wtmi  •m^tm,  tadto  ha.  d«u  l«r  tb.  b*r  \n  J^  .4t*«--i*at 
boy  irho«.  in  tba  old  dar».  b.«to  fou  aiMl  I  ta»«r.     '*    ^^  ^^  ^^^ 

"  LMg  befor.  anybody  OnmmM  ot  radio  a«  wa  know  It  now  tbera 
wore  um^tmn  nparlBMitinf  in  it."  Mr.  Masim  told  m*.  It  la  » 
S^r^  »*»rdT.t  at  la«rt  o«.  A«.H««i  amateur  bnUt  a  reeelvin, 
Mt  in  hi.  bom.  M»d  .ttempe«i  to  rw^lve  tbe  1^"  • . '  nt  the  »m« 
time  that  Marcoai  waa  making  hi.  epochal  traaa-Atlantteta^  That 
he  f«tled  down't  matter.  It  ia  typical  of  the  amateor  apMt  that  ha 
had  tbe  ooara«e  to  try. 

"  Dnring  the  nort  10  yean  the  aerial,  of  amatean  w«e  "«^"Pj» 
every  part  of  the  eoimtry.  The  aet.  were  homemade,  crade  in  derttn. 
and  lacking  in  the  power  that  wa.  then  deemed  nere««nr  to  Jranamlt 
OMMage.  any  dlrtaaee;  The  dot-and-darti  code  wa.  ummI  eartna^iiely. 
ThTtSnamlmlon  of  a  m«oa«e  from  one  part  of  a  city  to  another  a 
mile  or  two  away  waa  hailed  aa  an  aatonlaWng  .uc«m. 

Mr.  Maxim  nnlled  at  the  memory,  ,,       ^s 

"But  we  grew  better."  be  went  on.  "I  recall  a  little  meeting  of 
amafe?r.  heir  here  In  Hartford  in  1913.  We  had  pick-up  «^h 
other's  rtgnala.  bad  become  acoainted.  and  ^-^J^"*^* /^^^  ^^j' 
of  the  members  were  young  men:  a  few,  mere  ^^ ^^^°"U/^^^^^ 
«me  poor.  «»me  worked,  some  were  In  achool  or  college,  but  the  one 
thing  which  mattered  waa  that  we  were  all  amateur*.  ,..,,^^ 

'.  k.t  evening  a  young  man  announced  that  he  hjd  "^^"-^^ 
communication  With  Windaor  Locka,  a  town  about  12  mllea  away.     We 

''r^":SrdicS;io"nToUowe^  ^^  ^i^r^^r.  T^n^^^r^Z 
Lock,  why  couldn't  Windsor  Lock,  reach  Springfield,  a  similar  dU- 
t^nc^'to  the  north  of  It?  And  if  this  feat  could  be  •c^-P^'^'f' J^J 
won^dn't  it  be  pos-ble  for  us  in  Hartford  to  «.nd  a  "e-age  by  reUy 
rCngfield.  a^^poaaibly  receive  an  answer  l«ck  in  anJ>o.r? 

••  -The  idea  fired   the   ImaglnaUon   of  every   peraon   P"«d»       *    »°"' 
thatTwi^rbo^e  to  dt  up  tha  reot  of  the  night  perfactln.  the  efficiency 
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of  my  traii«m!tt«r  that  it  mlgW  be  ap  to  roch  a  test.  The  next  nl(?ht 
we  did  rwich  SprlngfleJd!  It  wai  the  beginning  of  a  great  adTenture. 
"We  asked.  Why  stop  with  Springfield?  Why  not  relay  a  meaaage 
on  to  Pltt8fl4«ld.  and  eren  to  Albany?  Yes:  and  the  feUows  orer  In 
Albany  conld  get  In  touch  with  Utica.  and  thoae  in  Utica  with  Buffalo, 
and  thoae  in  Buffalo — 

-  Saddonly  we  were  atartled  by  the  bigness  of  the  Idea.  The  aame 
thought  was  in  every  mind  :  Why  not  appiy  the  relay  pUn  to  the  entire 
United  State. ?  Why  stop  with  Buffalo  or  Chicago  or  Omaha?  Let  our 
message  hop  onward  to  the  Pacific  itself ! 

"Older  men  might  hare  scoffed  at  such  a  daring  suggertlon  based 
as  It  was  only  on  the  fact  that  we  had  relayed  a  measage  1«« J^an  30 
mllea:  but  these  young  men  saw  a  vision,  and  cheered.  Back  they  went 
to  tbelr  attlca  to  work  with  a  new  determination. 

-  That  year,  pursuant  to  a  law  passed  in  1912.  the  Government  pu»|- 
ll«bed  a  call  book  that  contained  the  names  of  all  amateurs  wIk)  bad 
paaMd  the  teats  to  obtain  transmitting  license..  The  names  Hated  In 
the  hook  showed  that  in  the  country  several  thou.^nd  «"»**»"  J^^;^^^ 
had  llcennes.     More  amateur  stations  were  In  operation  than  Ooverament 

and  commercial  combined.  _^k«- 

•Amat.ur  clubs  b<-gan  to  be  formed.  The  loo.'  worker.  »°<  together, 
wrhange,!  |.|eas,  helped  each  other  to  improve  their  arta  Clntmjn  on<, 
town  got  In  touch  with  those  lo  the  next.     Our  relay  Idea  dldn  t  look 

oultf  so  ridlntlous  n«w.  .__..».• 

"In  IttU  we  erganlMd  tha  Amaflcao  BadJo  ReUy  La««««.  lnjJt«d 
•Tory  nmnt-ur  who  would  to  join,  and  oo  February  22.  U»l».  •  Waah- 
mgtoo'a  Birthday  nie«aaca  was  reJsyed  mit  of  »>*'"°«^';* '*••»•**  ■" 
parts  of  lb.,  lulon  .ntlrely  by  an  amateur  network.  And  »»«•"'«* 
rrbruary  a  mesa«i»e  actually  was  relayed  from  Hartford  to  th«  Paclflc 
■Dd  hack  agsln  to  1  boor  and  20  minutes. 

"  It  la  a  slgntflcant  fact  that  only  Are  stations  u>ok  part  io  tba  Utte* 
relay  In  three  ytars"  time  by  organised  effort  we  had  stretched  lesa 
than  M  mllea  Into  almost  8.000.  and  we  had  broad.-niMl  our  relay  Jumps 
from   shoot   12  mllea  to  an  average  of  760  mllos.     The  amateur  had 

•  arrived.' "  ^  «    _ 

Mr  Maxim  might  have  added  that  the  ortglnal  conception  of  a 
nation-wide  amateur  relay  system  had  been  hU  own;  that  it  was  he 
and  another  Hartford  amateur.  C.  D.  Tuaka,  who  wrote  lettera  to  every 
amateur  lUted  in  the  national  caU  book,  Inviting  them  to  Join  in  a 
relay  league. 

It  was  a  great  vision,  that  of  Maxim  and  his  crony  Tnska,  who  later 
waa  to  become  chief  engine«r  to  the  largest  manufacturer  of  radio 
receiving  sets  In  America.  They  knew  these  attic  workers.  They  knew 
their  courage,  their  patience,  their  resourcefulness  In  difllcnlty.  Many 
of  these  lone  experimenters  were  astonishingly  able,  as  you  shall  see. 
All  were  sealoualy  in  earnest. 

Thought  Maxim,  as  he  tolled  at  his  own  experiments,  what  a  power 
these  Isolated  workers  would  become  If  by  some  magic  they  could  be 
brought  together  in  united  effort.  What  a  retwve  army  they  would  be 
to  science  If  order  eonid  be  injected  into  thdr  work,  a  directing  force 

put  behind  It ! 

Months  he  had  been  pondering  this,  talking  to  Tuaka  about  it.  pro- 
poalBg  plana,  dtacardlng  them.  True,  most  of  the  amateurs  in  radio 
were  schoolboys— their  average  age  wasn't  more  than  16  years,  prob- 
ably—but  boys  grow  op.  Maxim  argued,  and  radio,  too,  waa  yoong.  He 
was  thinlclng  into  the  future,  planning  years  ahead. 
Then  came  hia  relay  idea. 

Aboat  300  amateurs  answered  the  first  call  of  the  league.  There 
were  no  dues.  When  expenses  came  along.  Maxim  or  TuAa  dug  down 
into  their  own  pockets  and  paid  them.  They  wrote  Innumerable  lettera, 
reached  a«  nmny  amateurs  as  they  could  by  radio,  and  slowly  the  orgaxU- 
satlon  beg*"  to  aasaaae  form,  relay  Unes  to  be  established.  Interest  to 
grow.  A  monthly  magaalne  caUed  QST  was  started  for  the  inter- 
change of  news  and  information  of  a  practical  sort. 

la  1917,  when  that  first  transcontinental  message  was  flaahed  by 
relay  across  the  Nation  and  hack  again,  the  Amateur  Radio  Relay  League 
was  an  incorporated  body  with  almost  4,000  members.  Its  relay  lines 
eroocd  every  State.  Oae  eaat-coast  station  actuaUy  had  been  heard 
direct  by  a  west-eoast  statloa.  and  over  In  Westfleld,  N.  J.,  an  aanteor, 
Charles  E.  Apgar.  had  trod  the  road  to  national  glory. 

Apgar  had  become  saspdoos  of  the  great  German  wireless  station  at 
Bayville.  Long  Island.  We  had  not  yet  entered  the  war  and  this  station 
was  suppo«Kl  to  b»  oestral.  bat  Apgar  had  doubts  that  it  was.  So  he 
tsaed  in  his  homemade  set  on  the  Oeman  radio  giant,  copied  on  phono- 
graph records  Its  transmissions,  and  thereby  provided  evidence  for  the 
Oovemment  to  take  It  over. 

Amateur  radio  waa  heeomtng  aomethlng  of  a  giant  Itself  in  those  early 
Bonths  of  1917.  Ssveial  manoiacturers  were  catering  to  amateur  needa 
la  equipment.  The  relay  lines  of  the  league  were  handling  tens  of 
thovaands  ot  mcsssgri  monthly,  and  Maxim's  dream  of  united  ^ort 
aeemed  on  the  wrgc  of  being  realised. 
And  then  America  declared  war. 

ColneidcBt  with  that  war  declaration  two  things  happened — a  ban 
waa  placed  on  the  operatloa  of  all  amateur  radio  apparatus  and  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  Navy  Department  called  on  President  liaxliB  and  Ylce 
PitaideMt  A.  A.  Hcthert  of  the  Reiaj  Lsac«e> 
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"  We  leed  skilled  radio  men.'*  said  the  naval  officer.  "  We  must  have 
experlenMd  relayers.  Inatructors,  operators,  repair  men.     Can  you  give 

them  to  hs?" 
"  How  many  do  you  want  ?  "  asked  Maxim. 
"  Fiv«  hundred,"  came  the  reply. 
••  Bon  soon  ?  " 
-At  oac-e;  within  10  days." 

A  las  broadcast  went  out  over  the  league's  relay  routes,  over  those 
invisibU  Unes  strung  from  attic  to  attic  by  schoolboys.  In  war  a  boy 
is  a  mai  when  he  becomes  18  years  old.  and  it  waa  a«  men  that  these 
boys  responded.  Within  10  days  the  Navy  had  its  500— it  could  have 
had  treMe  that  number. 

Whereupon  amateur  antennae  were  lowered,  transmitters  were  sealed, 
receiver!  were  dismantled.  The  magazine.  QST.  stopped  publication  as 
3,000  additional  Amateur  Radio  Relay  League  members  followed  those 
first  .Wd  volunteers.  The  league's  headquarters  In  Hartford  closed  Its 
desks  ai  d  drew  down  Its  blinds,  and  on  its  locked  door  the  last  depart- 
Ing  boy  hung  a  placard.  "  Gone  to  war."  Seven  In  every  eight  of  the 
league's  members  were  in  uniform !/ 
Afterivards? 

"There  was  no  league  after  the  war."  said  Mr.  Maxim.  "We  had 
only  13  I  In  the  treasury.  The  ban  on  amateur  radio  contlnue<I  In  force 
for  aim  >st  another  year.  It  looked  at  times  as  If  the  amateur  In  radio 
were  d(ne. 

"  Hrtirerrr,  11  days  after  the  armistice  1  called  a  meeting  of  tbe  old 
director  I  that  was  the  first  of  a  series  of  meetings  over  a  period  of 
months  It  wss  decided  to  revive  the  league  If  possible,  to  employ  u 
paid  serretary,  to  buy  QHT  from  Mr.  Tuska,  who  wss  Its  owner,  and 
to  do  a  I  thla  by  selling  $7,500  In  bonds  to  whatever  old  members  would 
sahscrll  e. 

"  In  July,  1«1©,  the  first  postwar  issue  of  QHT  was  printed,  with 
money  lent  by  the  printer  himself.  It  was  sent  out  with  a  complete 
sutem<nt  of  the  facts:  That  the  league  no  longer  existed  save  on 
paper ;  that  It  was  without  ussetg  and  In  debt ;  and  that  If  It  was  to 
be  revlred  the  bonds  would  have  to  be  bought,  secured  though  they 
were  only  by  a  promise. 

"Beiaember.  not  an  amateur  station  was  working,  not  one,  and  we 
had  no  positive  assurance  that  they  would  ever  again  be  permitted  to 
work.  Practically  every  nation  lu  the  world  was  oppos«>d  to  licensing 
amateurs.  The  big  commercial  companies  were  hostile  to  us.  The 
feeling  was  growing  that  the  air  waa  too  valuable  to  allow  even  a 
small  I  art  of  it  to  be  taken  up  by  a  'bunch  of  boys.'  The  only  sup- 
porters we  had  were  the  Army  and  the  Navy.     They  remembered. 

'•Den»ite  this,  on  the  very  day  that  the  magailne  went  out.  subscrip- 
tions lo  the  bonds  began  to  pour  In.  As  one  man,  the  old  members 
BubscriDed   to  that  bond  issue. 

"Th;  summer  went  by.  Again  we  had  a  league,  but  It  was  a  league 
under  ban.  We  kept  hammering  at  Washington,  and  at  last,  dnrin,? 
Octobe  r,  the  ban  was  lifted.  There  was  a  rush  of  amateurs  to  get  back 
on  the  air.     The  leagtie  went  on." 

Slnct  Marconi's  first  experiments  experts  have  regarded  the  long 
wave  iBugths  as  essential  to  long-distance  transmission.  The  radio  law 
of  1912  confirmed  this  belief.  The  wave  lengths  up  to  21,000  meters 
were  allocated  to  long-distance  services.  Those  around  1,00*^  meters 
were  SBsigned  to  serrices  with  more  limited  range  needs.  The  amateur, 
looked  upon  as  a  nuisance,  waa  told  to  stay  below  200  meters  and  keep 
his  power  within  1  kilowatt.  That,  it  was  felt,  doomed  the  amateur 
to  the  confines  of  his  own  back  yard. 

The  experts,  however,  didn't  know  the  amateur.  He  grumbled 
mightily  at  the  crumbs  dropped  to  him.  as  was  natural,  but  then  wiiti 
Insatii  ble  curiosity  he  began  to  put  those  crumbs  to  use. 

Wh<in  the  war  Interrupted  his  activities,  the  boy  in  the  attic  had  been 
on  tb<  verge  of  a  great  discovery.  After  the  war  he  cracked  that  dis- 
cover? wide  open  and  made  it  his  very  own.  Thoee  short  waves,  dia- 
carde(!  so  contemptuously  by  the  professionala,  were  the  long-distance 
waves  !     The  experts  were  wrong  ! 

During  1920  and  1921  amateurs  working  the  200-meter  wave  length 
flashe<l  their  messages  beck  and  forth  across  the  continent  and  even 
down  to  Panama.  Maxim  in  Hartford  started  a  meesage  to  Loa 
AngeUa  and  got  an  answer  back  in  six  and  one-half  minutes.  The 
signal  I  of  an  American  amateur  were  picked  up  at  Gibraltar.  Canada 
Joined  the  league. 

In  )eeember,  1921.  the  league  sent  one  of  Us  members,  Paul  Godley, 
to  8««  tland.  At  the  very  edge  of  the  sea,  on  a  bleak  Scottlah  moor, 
Godle;  pitched  a  tent  and  set  up  therein  a  receiving  apparatus.  While 
the  riin  poured  down  and  Godley  nearly  froie  In  the  drafty  tent,  the 
amatebrs  back  home  ahot  signals  at  him.  In  10  days  he  logged  27 
*mer\  can  amateur  stations  operating  on  the  despised  200  meters. 

Tb«  next  goal  was  2-way  communication  with  Europe.  Tests  wers 
arraa  jed  with  IhigllBh  and  French  stations  but  they  failed.  Americana 
vrere  leard  In  Borope  and  the  foreign  amateors  were  heard  in  America, 
but  t  tie  signals  were  erratic,  undepenilable.  Then  some  bold  spirit, 
adventure  In  hla  blood,  dropped  his  wave  length  to  110  meters,  and  by 
the  cl  oae  of  1923  2-way  commui^lcatlon  with  Europe  was  a  fact.  Mors^ 
^        amateurs  were  talkinc  across  the  Fadflc  srlth  HawaiL 
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%nnm{)NS°  T^^'ZT^  th.t  I  did  not  onderjund 
J   the  S,  whlcb  have  already  come  in  "erew  bej^eld  w 

r:£s.««  ^/^MJie  Ei™l'fe 

1J.^  fM^C^."'rt.r.'ll%rw^i.  o.,.the  senate  ..do.  the 


undei 
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Th((  President  can  remove  them  at  wlD^ 


the  case  that  I  argued  In  the  Supreme  Court-Myers  •.  United 
the  case  inai  i  bib  -^  President   to    remove 


State!    (272  U.   8.) 


the  power  of  the   President   to   remove 


everyl   r^^iTber '  of"the    Tariff    Commission    U   esUbllsbed    beyond    petw 

adventure. 

Again  Mr.  Bbck  said :  .    .         ^ 

R„  that  with  his  power  of  appointment,  stimulating  gratitude,  and 

bis     «wer  Tf    remov^,    sUmulatlug    fear,    the    President    control,    the 

Tarii  r  Commission. 
Aiain  he  said : 
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"The  development  of  short-wave  radio  transmission  Is  one  of  the  out- 
standing examples  of  amateur  endeavor."  said  Mr.  Maxim.  "  By  the 
«^mer  of  1924  amateurs  had  experimented  a.  far  down  as  20  meters. 
On  this  low  wave  length  It  was  found  that  transcontinental  commaiU- 
wtlon  was  practicable  at  high  noon ;  that  the  20-meter  signals  were 
actually  stronger  In  daylight  than  at  night.  European  communication 
had  now  become  matter  of  fact;  the  Pacific  was  conquered  ar.d  regtUar 
«>mmunlcatlon  established  with  New  Zealand  and  Aostralla  Sooth 
America  was  worked  with  the  greatest  ease,  and  finally   South  Africa 

''"•LanS^^fge  Is  no  barrier.  Messages  are  sent  by  Continental  c-ode  in 
an  abbreviated  form  developed  by  the  amateurs  themselves  and  under- 
,to.^  by  amateurs  the  world  over.  There  is  not  an  amateur  of  any 
experience  who  hasn't  friends  in  a  dozen  countries.  The  amateurs  of  30 
nailons  are  organized  and  cooperate  on  a  world  scale  through  the 
International  Amateur  Radio  Union." 

Mr  Maxim  believes  that  these  amateurs,  now  80,000  strong  ai^d 
growing  in  number.,  dally,  represent  a  tremendous  force  for  world 
peace;  that  posribllitles  of  great  future  scientific  attainment  are  fore- 
shadowed  by  what  they  have  achieved. 

The  regenerative  circuit,  on  the  principle  of  which  every  modem 
radio  set  is  based  in  some  degree,  was  invented  by  an  •'n**^'; 

The  first  practical  single-control  broadcast  receiver  was  built  by  tn 
amateur  several  years  before  this  type  of  receiver,  now  In  mlUloo.  of 

homes,  was  adopted  c(.mmerclally,  ■««*-nra 

A  receht  Incomplete  survey  of  radio  concerns  disclosed  42  vx-aoMUrin 
in  presidential  rhalrs;  47  serving  as  vice  presldenU,  s^Krretaries,  or 
tren-urcrs:  04  as  chief  engineers  and  engineers;  48  "'^ «•»■«;"■"; 
special  executives:  and  12  as  owners  or  parti»«ii.  In  t^/'^^J*";^"* 
field  the  operating  personnel  of  many  a  famous  station  was  found  to  be 
made  op  entirely  of  men  who  had  been  amutrurs.  An  average  of  one 
examateur  was  found  In  every  broadcasting  station  In  the  «»«nt^- 

When  MacMlllan  was  organising  hU  Arctic  expedition  of  l«-«8.  h« 
cme  to  the  league  for  radio  equipment,  and  a  league  member  went 
m,rth  on  the  Boyrdoln  as  operator.  Kor  the  first  time  In  tof»<";y;  " 
Arctic  explorer  maintained  reguUr  communication  with  the  outside 
world— on  amateur  apparatus,   through  amateurs.  ,.     ,  „      ,   „ 

Again,  m  1925,  MacMlllan  used  amateur  radio,  and  In  the  Jo»lo;^lng 
Tear  Wilkin,  took  two  amateurs  with  him  Into  the  Arctic.  Ukeirise 
kmateurs  handled  the  bulk  of  Byrd's  arctic  communications,  and  to-day 
three  of  the  four  radio  men  with  him  In  the  Antarctic  are  a™"*^""- 

Dr  Hamilton  Rice,  exploring  the  Jungles  of  the  Ama«)n.  vainly  tried 
to  maintain  commnnication  with  long-wave  commercial  "tations^  At 
last  In  desperation,  he  turned  to  short-wave  transmission,  and  for 
IJontbs  relief  upon  amateur  contact  In  the  United  States  for  ordering 
supplies  and  sending  in  reiwrts.  „i-.i,»^ 

On   Jane   5.    1926,   a    R.iHslan   amateur,   on   a   short-wave   set.    picked 
up  the  first  faint  8  O  S  of  Noblle's  wrecked  expedition  in  the  Arctic 
He  «ave   that  news  to  the   world  through  an  American  amateur   7,000 
miles  away  on  our  own  Pacific  coast. 

"During  1928."  said  Mr.  Maxim,  "nine  expeditions  were  depending 
upon  amateur  contact  for  communication  with  this  country.  Most  of 
them  had  amateurs  as  operators  and  amateur-built  radio  apparatus. 
I-^irthermore,  since  1919  amateur  radio  has  been  the  principal,  and  often 
the  only,  means  of  outside  communication  In  more  than  16  storm  and 
flood  emergencies  in  this  country. "  „   j.     „  i  , 

That  marvelously  efficient  relay  system  of  the  Amateur  Radio  Belay 
League  has  become  the  Nation's  last  line  of  communication  in  disaster, 
and  tbose  boys  of  the  attic  laboratories  have  become  the  modem  Ameri- 
can minute  men  of  space. 

On  March  13.  1928.  the  St.  Francis  Dam  of  the  Los  Angeles  water 
suDDly  gave  way.  Ten  towns  were  In  the  pathway  of  the  flood,  which 
carried  death  and  destruction  with  It.  Every  regular  means  of  com- 
municuting  with  the  world  was  wiiwd  out.  .^    .    .     «. 

Hell)  was  needed  desperately.  Somehow  the  Red  Cross  l»ad  to  be 
notified  At  4.30  o'clock  in  the  morning,  while  the  helpless  officials 
of  Santa  Paula  pressed  about  him,  a  17.year-old  boy,  C.  A.  Primmer,  on 
a  transmitter  he  had  built  himself,  sent  from  the  stricken  area  the 
amateurs'  Q  R  R  call  of  distresa  .«  ,  ,       ,  *^a^a 

They  hadn't  much  confidence  In  Primmer,  tho.»e  officials  of  flooded 
Santa  Paula  They  hadn't  much  confidenc-e  m  his  homemade  set  But 
In  Oakland  a  veteran  amateur.  W.  A.  Hammond,  was  still  at  his  re- 
ceiver He  caught  Primmer's  caU,  telephoned  It  to  San  Francisco,  and 
shortly  his  message  came  back  to  Primmer  that  supplies  and  woriters 
would  be  on  the  way.  Amateur  radio  then  took  up  the  burden  of  com- 
munication, as  station  after  station  arose  to  the  emergency.  That  night 
Primmer  was  still  on  duty  at  his  key.  .  .-     ^ 

The  Florida  hurricane  of  1926.  the  Mississippi  and  New  England  floods 
of  1927  and  the  secoud  Florida  hurricane  of  1928  saw  the  amateur 
minute  men  In  heroic  action.  Hundreds  played  a  major  rOle  In  main- 
taining that  "  last  line." 

In  New  England,  when  the  authorities  went  to  the  amateurs  for  help, 
they  found  them  already  In  touch  with  the  outside.  They  had  crawled 
from  flooded  homes  and  shops,  often  leaving  dead  relatives  or  comrades 
behind  them,  to  erect  emergency  aerials,  to  borrow  batteries  for  power, 
apd  in  some  in.tances  actually  to  build  transmitting  apparatus  on  the 


spot  to  replace  that  demolished.  Bed  Cross.  Army,  press,  railroads, 
public  turned  as  one  to  the  amateur,  and  those  Yankee  amateurs,  as 
one  man,  "  came  through." 

Florida  amateurs  In  1928  made  ready  In  advance  of  the  hurricane. 
An  amateur  set  In  the  Virgin  IsUnds  had  flashed  out  warning  of  the 
onc-omlng  storm.  At  1.30  a.  m.,  In  Palm  Beach.  Ralph  Uollls,  a  fireman, 
and  Forrest  Dana,  a  civil  engineer,  hunted  up  a  radio  dealer  and  bought 
batteries  to  prepare  Hollls's  station,  4AFC,  for  the  worst 

It  c-ame  The  antenna  went,  and  it  seemed  that  the  building  would 
go  with  It.  Flying  bricks  and  debris  drove  the  two  men  into  the  open, 
but  they  mamiged  to  rescue  their  apparatus  and  set  It  up  again  In 
another  spot.  From  Monday  to  Thursday  of  that  terrible  week  amateur 
staUon  4AFC  was  c-outlnuously  on  the  air.  Through  It.  aasisted  by 
other  amateurs,  the  relief  machinery  of  the  Army  and  Red  Cross  was 
set  Into  motion  and  supplies  started  In  for  the  thousands  of  destitute. 

Both  men  "  carried  on  "  as  volunteers,  though  about  them  men  were 
injured  and  died  and  buildings  crashed.  It  was  "oae  more  for  the 
book  "  of  amatettr  radio. 


BEnSION   OF  THB  TARinP 

TTic  Sonafe.  aR  lu  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
slderatlon  (.f  the  blU  (H.  It.  2667)  to  prorlde  revenue,  to  reffu- 
late  coramerw  with  foreign  count  rtes,  to  encourage  the  InduB- 
trleM  of  the  United  States,  to  urotect  American  labor,  and  for 

^^Mr  mTviTON.  Mr,  President,  an  editorial  appeared  In  the 
Baltlmi)re  Hun  of  Octo»)er  19  in  reUtlon  to  the  amendment 
pr«nymed  t..v  the  Kenator  from  Oeorgin  (Mr.  OioaaoKl  to  he 
nendlnif  tiirlff  bill  prorldlng  for  a  consumers'  counwl,  I  think 
It  U  worthy  of  bt'lng  i>rlntod  In  the  Cowowbmiokal  RioootD,  and 

I  uHk  that  that  may  l>e  done.  ..,    ,  ,  ,.,  .^   ♦«  k« 

Ther«.  btliiK  no  objection,  the  editorial  waa  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Rbcobo,  as  follows: 

(From  the  Baltimore  Bun.  Oetober  19.  1929] 

NO    WABTK    or  TiMa 

The  Senate  spent  five  hours  discussing  a  proposal  by  Senator  Qso^Mj 
of  Georgia,  to  have  a  "  consumer^'  counsel"  attached  to  the  Tariff 
Commission.  It  then  adopted  the  plan,  but  was  subsequently  scolded 
by   8enatx>r  Smoot,  who  sadly  comptalned  against   the   time  consumed 

in  the  discussion.  ^ 

If  the  Senate  Lad  spent  a  solid  month  In  discussing  the  proposal  of 
Senator  Geouue,  it  would  have  been  fully  Justified  In  any  historical 
perspective  on  tariff  making.  In  the  past  the  one  party  on  whose 
Interests  no  time  has  been  lavished  in  drafting  tariff  legislaUon  1.  tbe 
peueral  public.  A  5-hour  Inning  for  the  consumer,  far  from  being  too 
long   is  barely  long  enough  to  warm  up  well  on  the  subject. 

The  plan  proposed  by  Senator  Gaoaos  and  adopted  by  the  Senate  is 
a  good  one  In  brief  it  provides  that  a  competent  public  official  shall 
be  on  hand  at  Tariff  Commission  proceeding,  to  see  to  it  that  the  in- 
terest of  the  consumer  is  fully  represented.  It  is  akin  to  the  '  peo- 
ple's counsel  "  arrangement  In  the  public-utility  field. 

In  proceedings  before  the  commission  groups  of  producers  are  well 
organized  and  know  what  they  want.  If  anyone  ever  had  any  doubt 
alH.ut  that,  it  is  being  thoroughly  dispelled  by  the  Caraway  committee 
investigation.  Consumers  are  not  organlied  and  have  no  way  ade- 
Quately  to  protect  their  Interests  before  the  commission. 

Even  If  the  members  of  the  Tariff  Commlsrion  were  always  scrupu- 
lously concerned  to  protect  the  public  Interest  they  would  have  a  diffi- 
cult time  because  of  lack  of  adequate  consumer  representation.  A 
••con.sumers'  counsel."  equipped  with  the  powers  granted  by  the  George 
amendment,  can  not  only  provide  some  protection  against  tariff  raids 
launched  bv  producing  groups  but  can  also  Initiate  moves  of  bis  owa 
to  reduce  exorbitant  duties.  This  latter  power,  rigorously  employed, 
might  well  result  In  having  the  fiexlble  tariff  flex  down  as  well  as  up. 
Mr  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  an  Inquiry 
of  the  chairman  of  the  l^nauce  (Committee. 

At  the  la.^t  meeting  of  the  Finance  Committee,  which  I  think 
was  held  on  M^iday  or  Tuesday  of  last  week.  It  was  agreed 
That  the  i'e"iK>nseH  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  Senate 
Resolution  108,  asking  for  certain  Information  m  ^^o"»«^i°"  ^'^^ 
tax  returns,  should  be  printed,  that  a  copy  of  t»ie  document 
should  be  furnished  to  each  Senator,  and  that  a  ntunber  ^ 
other  copies  should  be  kept  by  the  committee    to  be  deJIvCTed 

only  upJn  the  written  request  of  ^^?^\or^-'^lZ!^eS^ 
at  that  meeUng  that  the  report  was  "»    he  hand.  "^ J^«  P^^^^J; 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Ltah  If  he  has  any  inior 
Luon  as  to  when  we  may  hope  to  receive  tbe  docu^nt? 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  Finance  Ckimmlttee  has  re- 
ceivwl  i^t  quite  aX)  returns  from  the  Tpea.sury  Department 

Bot'^een  lU  and  1,000  have  been  call^  .t^' p„^j,? J,5^„tl^r%^ 
already  lu  hand  are  concerned,  i  think  the  Public  Printer  now 
Jart/e.'l!;  shaix>;  but  he  Is  -«'tlng  for  the  others  so  ^h^^^ 
he  mav  Issue  them  In  one  volume,  which  Is  in  accoroance  wun 
wh°  I  understood  the  desire  of  the  committee  to  be.  Pun ng 
JLe    ast  few  days  I  have  not  asked  how  soon  the  remainder  of 
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was  another  attempt  to  modify  the  fundamental  -tnicture  of  the  Gov- 
ernment without  the  formality  of  changing  the  Constitution.  The  tariff 
18  a  tax  If  there  is  any  power  In  a  republic  which  b<.longs  peculiarly  to 
the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government.  It  Is  the  power  to  levy  taxes 
This    forms    one    of    the    clearest    distinctions    between    republics    and 

"  D^aulT'the  Supreme  Court  held  in  the  Hampton  case  that  the  flexible 
clause  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922  was  constitutional.  It  has  been  hastily 
assumed  In  «>me  quarters  that  the  legality  of  the  principle  of  flexibility 
Is  no  longer  open  to  question.  Such  a  conclusion  Is  unwarranted  either 
lu  practice  or  by  the  facts  in  this  case.  On  the  contrary,  as  Senator 
Waoneb  of  New  York,  pointed  out  Tuewlay,  there  Is  very  good  ground 
for  l»elle'vlng  that  the  Supreme  Court  would  reverse  itself  If  the  issue 
were  presented  again.  The  law  of  1922  assumed  certain  things  to  be 
true,  and  the  court  took  the  law  at  Its  face  value  In  making  Its  deci- 
sion Since  then  experience  has  demonstrated  that  the  assumptions 
were  erroneous.     For  example,  the  law  assumed  there  are  definite  pro- 
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Mr  KINO.  I  did  not  hear  all  the  Senator's  statement,  having 
been  in  attendance  on  the  Judiciary  Committee.  1  >ld  he  comment 
upon  the  fact  that  it  is  rather  customary  now  for  Government 
officials— admirals.  Army  officers.  Cabinet  officers,  representa- 
tives of  the  legal  department  of  the  Oovemment— who  have  been 
employed  and  selected  not  to  make  but  to  execute  the  laws,  to 
spend  a  considerable  portion  of  their  time  canvassing  the  coun- 
try delivering  diatribes  against  those  who  differ  from  the  party 
In  power  or  from  the  Executive,  and  trying  to  determine  the 
policies  of  the  Government,  jwrtlculariy  of  tlie  Congress  and. 
by  propjiganda,  to  inflame  the  minds  of  the  i^ople  so  that  they 
wUl  take  the  point  of  view  which  these  representatives  of  the 
administration  present  to  the  people? 

It  seems  to  me  that  that  Is  a  very  unwise  proceeding  and  a 
very  improper  course.  It  appears  to  me  that  those  who  are 
saluted  toTxecute  the  law  should  be  CK,ntent  ^Ij^*  ^^J^f^J^ 
responsibilities  resting  upon  them,  and  should  not  attempt  to 
_„J_ „ f„r,at^<:.  nrntvi fr«nrlH.  Darticularly  when  they  are 
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Sn^S^rTSTe^rurrnro^^;  ^J^U  as  .niCIy  as 

'^^Ur'^sViMONT'^'^'thlnk  that  will  be  much  more  sal^factory. 

wf  ne«J  su<±  rSums  as  have  been  submitted  for  Immediate  use 

M?    SMcSrif  there  is  no  objection  on  the  part  of  any 

''T^lMMOf^s'^VinV''^!^'  also  urge  the  Trea^ry 
D^rtSent  to  expedite  as  rapidly  as  possible  the  compilation 

nr^SMS^^^V'^rsTyTTe- senator  that  I  hare  tel. 
nhoned  a  number  of  dmes,  and  I  know  the  department  te  doing 
J?e^hingTuJ^4r;  but  I  will  telephone  again  tcniay  and 
find  out  just  how  many  have  been  completed. 

Mr  HA  WES.  Mr.  President,  as  we  are  aPP«>;^Ji^f^^^f|  fP,? 
of  the  discussion  of  the  administrative  features  of  tH* Jarlfl  bill, 
I  think  a  wrong  Impression  is  going  to  the  ZT'^^'.^TtrSil 
prS.  and  thrc^gh  pubUc  men.  as  to  the  action  of  the  Senate 
wifh  rplfltion  to  the  flexible  tariff.  

I  rJIdv^th  interest  yesterday  that  the  Secretary  J  Agrlcul- 
tnre  Mr  Hyde  had  been  discussing  the  fleiibl^tarlff  question 
£7owa  He  was  very  enthusiastic  ab<.ut  it  What  the  present 
JjiSlon  has  done  or  left  undone,  and  how  It  has  operatecl 
ST  be^  so  thoroughly  discussed  before  the  Senate,  and  the 
r^rd^aS  by  the  commission  both  in  commission  and  In  omls^ 
ri^  SaT^n  so  uniformly  bad,  that  it  Is  not  necessary  for  me 

^^^^'^d^r:  Sl^S't'^attentlon  to  the  ^act  thatthere^ins 
to  be  a  studied  effort  to  create  confusion  In  the  minds  of  our 
ntH%n\»  on  the  subject  of  the  flexible  tariff. 
^  Tei^MUy!  laiTln  favor  of  a  commission,  fact  flndlng   of  a 
Judicial  charecter.  surrounded  by  such  safeguards  as  wiU  pr^ 
serve  its   Independence;   and,  as   I   understand  it,  the   Senate 
^ndment   p^poses   to  preserve   this  kind  of  a   eon^lon 
with  no  dlminutioTof  power,  with  no  encroachment  upon  its 
nreroeaUves  or  lessening  of  Its  scope  of  usefulness, 
^ff  Serl  Is  anyone  In  the  Senate  who  Is  opposing  a  conunis- 
9ion  which  may  make  frequent  and  repeated  tariff  changes,  I 
S^ve  not  he^rd  of  It;  so  when  the  statement  Is  made  that  there 
Jfop^t?^  2)  the  flexible  tariff  in  this  Chamber.  It  Is  a  mis- 

"*There  Is^'i  dSerence  of  opinion  as  to  whether  the  President 
of  the  United  States  should  select  and  appoint  a  fomnUss  on 
and  then  raise  or  lower  tariff  rates  upon  the  recommendation 
of  a  commission  which  he  himself  has  selected  and  appointed. 
There  is  no  partisanship  in  this  subject. 

I  would  like  to  quote  briefly  a  statpment  of  a  ^[fat  constitu- 
tional authority,  a  man  who  has  wTltten  one  (ft  t^e  best  mod- 
era  books  on  the  subject  of  the  Constitution,  and  bas  repre^ 
ISt^the  united  Stages  Goverament  as  ^^J^^^^f  .^?^f  ^^'^ 
attorney.  Assistant  Attorney  General,  and  Solicitor  General 
before  our  Supreme  Court.    Mr.  Buck  said : 

Taxation  Is  the  first  and  greatest  function  of  a  le^slatlTe  body,  and 
It  la  the  one  function  that  has  hitherto  diatinguiahed  a  free  nation 
from  one  that  la  not  fr«e. 

Again  he  said : 

Aa  the  compensatory  duty  la  Mewtee  vested  in  the  dlacretlon  of  the 
Pwrtdeot  the  Prealdent  can  In  his  dlacretlon  destroy  an  Indoatiy  by 
reducing  the  tariff  or  destroy  one  competlnj?  Industry  In  favor  of  an- 
other by  ImpoBlng  an  Increase  of  duty,  and  there  U  no  officer  or  court 
who  can  call  hla  act  Into  quertloa.  He  would  be  as  ""W^™^,  "  * 
^-^Tudor  monarch.  1  ahonld  be  amaaed  if  such  a  principle  should  be- 
come a  law. 

Mr  Bbck  also  clearly  shows  that  the  President  may  remove 
any  Member  of  this  commission  at  willln  a  case  which  he  sus- 
Uined  before  tlie  Spireme  Court 


appiprlate  r^-medy-lf  you  jfive  him  tl«t  power,  you   un.c  ^..^x.   -.^ 
powlr  which  admits  of  Infinite  abuse. 

tIp  storv  which  has  been  so  frequently  carried  ]n  the  press 
an?^S<l^ain  and  again,  that  the  majority  of  t^Senate 

Jl  ^  for  this  kind  of  a  commission  are  opposed  to  a 
flpibLuriff  l^  not  only  misleading;  It  Is  dl8h<.nest.  Not 
*^?  I^Innhilr  being  misled   In   this  matter,   but   in   some 

oSirte'rsXr^e  is  a'^Lblishil  threat  that  if  the  President  is 
quarters  tjjere^^  ° /{^  ^y  ^gjo  the  tariff  bill.  For  one,  I  do 
""""l  Slfpve  t^isTte  ??ue  The  President  will  not.  In  my  opln- 
not  t*"f  ^,.*?^?^\.''ifl^Ji7^f^^  this  reason.  There  may  be  other 
i^aZ  that  woim  TmUl  him  to  do  so,  but  not  this  one^  He 
wU  S^t  veto  the  tariff  bill  on  this  account  bemuse  It  would 
.  1  fKrnn^ri^Knp  of  DOwer  either  given  or  taken  away  from 
hln      'it  woS?d  iT^el^te'^trtariff  schlkules,  but  to  presidential 

^'^'y^ther  reason  why  I  am  quite  confident  the  President  will 
nolve^  Jhls  Ml  on  that  account  Is  his  own  statement,  made  In 
Bojton  on  October  15,  1928: 

"he  Tariff  Commlaalon  i.  a  moat  valuable  arm  of  the  OoTemmeBt 
It  Zi  Strengthened  and  made  more  useful  In  several  ways.  But 
^eTmeVlcaa  p^ple  will  never  consent  to  delegate  authorl^  over  tbe 
U  iff  to  any  %ommls.lon.  whether  nonpartisan  or  b.partlmin.  Our 
II^Lle  havrthe  right  to  express  themselves  at  tbe  ballot  upon  so  vital 
Tu^t?"  ai  S.i  There  ".only  one  commlslon  to  which  delegati,^ 
*  .h7t  »uthoritv  can  be  made.  That  ia  the  great  commission  of  their 
:ircL:>.^^e  "ongrea.  of  the  United  Statea  and  the  Pres.d.«t^ 
U  la^e  oi^ly  comml«.lon  which  can  be  held  re.pon.ible  to  the 
ele  rtorate. 

This  Is  a  preelection  statement.  It  was  on  that  statement 
m  ^ard  to  t^he  tariff  matter  that  the  President  soHclted  votes^ 
%o  with  this  record,  I  for  one  do  not  b«'lleve  there  is  the 
sl  ghtert  danger  ofThe  President  vetoing  a  tariff  bill  passed  by 
C^eress  containing  a  flexlbK-tariff  feature  which  could  be 
S X  and  quickly  exercised  by  the  House  and  the  Senate. 

Be^wmi  the  situation  if  the  President  exenised  the  power  and 
tl  at  i^  a.ngress  exercised  It  there  would  be  this  difference : 
O.  any  Ganges  that  were  made  435  ^^^"^^^'117 m  £Z 
ffess  would  speak  for  the  people  thoy  represent  and  96  Sena^ 
f;«  would  sii^k  for  the  States  they  represent.  ai>d  not  one 

"^"rt'ls  unnecessary  for  me  to  repeat  the  fact  that  there  is  not 
a  klntZ^o^^r'forelgn  potentate  In  either  Europe.  As^. 
Mrica    Central   or   South   America   who   possess   ths  pK^^or 

J  or  is  it  possessed  by  the  governors  ^^.J^y  ,^"^„f  ,i^^[,^S 
States.     Nor  Is  It  delej?atcd  to  an  executive  by  any  civiuzea 

E  ation  In  the  world !  .  .      »v     a^^iw*.  nnwer 

It  Ls  only  a  question  of  who  shall  exercise  the  flexible  power 

i,  tariff  re^vislon.  Shall  it  be  exercised  t>y,the  <:ongress  of  the 
n  Upstates,  or  by  the  President  of  the  ,^  "jtod  f  aj^s printed 
^^^len  the  statement  goes  forth  f'-o^  P^^'Vl^^^^^^L 'foJs  any 

li  the  nubile  press  that  Senators  on  this  side  or  Senators  any 
her:  in  thU  aTamJer  are  opposed  to  a  flexible  provision  in  the 

tariff  bill  It  Is  a  dishonest  and  a  misleading  statement  and  it 

''^rafkTo^'rvri^nSfd  m  the  Rscoao  as  a  part  of  my  remarks 
r  Jery  able  editorTal  from  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dlspat.-h  In  regard 

10  this  matter.  ^i„„. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection?  ,   .^  w^ 

Thire  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
jrlnted  In  the  Recoro,  as  follows: 

[From  the  St.  Louis  Post  Dispatch.  October  8.  19291 

THK    "  rL«.XIBLE  "    TABirF 

The  flexible  clause  in  the  tariff  bUl.  which  the  Senate  has  defeated 
Bver  Mr  Hoover's  head  by  a  coalition  of  Democrats  and  Inaurgent 
Republicans,  was  nothing  better  than  a  proposal  to  transfer  an  Impor- 
tant taxing  power  from  Congrew  to  the  President     That  ia  to  «iy.  It 
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appear  to  the  coort  that  either  the  maater  or  ^^,^J,.^^ 
nfSe  violation  of  tbe  law  or  by  the  exercise  of  due  «lijf««°<* 
?io^hIve''too^W  U.  they  wlU  both  be  held  liable  and  the  lien 

"^WltS  S£"Sftement  I  am  pleased  to  say  that  I  have  no  ob- 

JectiMi  to  the  amendment.  ^t.^i^   tA   th«. 

Mr.    SMOOT.    Mr.   President.    I   have   no  <*Jectlonto  the 

amendment.     The  Senator  from  Arkansas  has  explained  It  to 

'^^Mr  ■  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  liie  Senate 
ghould  put  an  amendment  on  this  bill  or  a  provision  ^  a«yjaw 
that  will  give  the  slightest  opportunity  to  any  man.  whether  he 
be  the  captain  of  a  vessel  or  whatever  he  may  be,  to  slip  opium 

*°I*h?ve  S'^m^posaesslon  a  letter  which  is  unsigned  and  ordi- 
narily I  never  use  an  unsigned  letter.  If  a  man  Is  not  man 
enough  to  aign  his  name  to  anything  he  writ^  to  me  I  do  not 
pay  any  attrition  to  it  However,  just  for  what  it  Is  worth  to 
{his  cai.  the  writer  of  this  letter  said  that  ^^ ^^^f^ ZL''^^ 
and  that  he  had  never  seen  a  man  searched  to  his  three  yeare 
In  the  service  and  had  never  seen  a  vessel  searched ;  that  he  had 
actually  seen  men  take  the  braid  off  of  their  uniforms,  put 
opium  under  it  and  sew  the  braid  back  on,  and  to  that  way 
bring  opium  toto  the  country ;  and  that  if  he  himself  had  wanted 
to  do  so  he  could  have  brought  any  amount  of  it  toto  the  coun- 
try because  In  all  of  his  trips,  as  I  just  stated,  neither  he  nor 
anyone  connected  with  the  ship  had  been  searched. 

Just  a  few  days  ago  the  foUowtog  article  awjeared  to  the 
Baltimore  News: 

ma.  HTTin>aiB  Ain>  nrrmKf  THOuaufp  obains  or  oora  oivunD 


October  21 


w     --.*  -r4fw«  thP  \»^t  few  days.    We  know  It  is  being  smug- 
bought  J  ithto  the  «st  tew  oays.  ^^^^  ^^ 


gled 
not  a 
when 

I  do 
I  could 
young 
of  this 
come  to 
brought 


By  Kenneth  Clark 

Washikotok.  October  14.— Nearly  615,000  grains  of  dope— more  than 
enoagh  to  poison  every  man,  woman,  and  child  In  the  Nation's  CaplUl, 
or  2,500,tX)0  medical  doses— sixty  seven  times  more  than  used  In  a  whole 
year  In  the  four  largest  hoq>lUi.  In  Philadelphia. 

Staggering  figures  these,  but  they  represent  only  a  portion  of  the 
legal  imports  ot  opium  that  are  diverted  to  peddlen  and  drug  addlcta. 
They  are  the  diversions  of  but  a  doaen  unscrupulous  physlclana.  And 
yet  this  dope  la  Included  In  fixing  the  medical  needs  of  the  country  for 

The  figures  are  not  fandfuL     They  came  from  the  sworn  testimony 
w^#^-„  .-^„,rro«  «f  rol    L.  Q.  Nntt.  chief  of  Federal  narcotic  enforce- 


inZi^'ot  the  countiT  know  It    They  know  there  is 
L^mnabl?  cu?se  on  earth  than  this  kind  of  dope 

t^iX^e  L  time  of  the  Senate  to  do  so.  but 

ve^ome  experiences  based  on  Pe'^^"^' ^"^^f^^^^J 
n  wh^  I  have  seen  absolutely  destroyed  by  Uie  use 
Why  should  the  United  States  Goverument  let  It 
here?  If  it  was  Uquor.  the  boat  on  which  It  was 
orougn.  to  would  be  sunk,  the  captain  would  be  s^ot  »nd  ^^^^ 
oor^nf  1  he  members  of  the  crew  would  be  cut  off.  But  nere  is 
I^ng  a  tSSSw"  times  worse  Uian  whisky  and  yet  we  are 
Joi^  to  rateeX  floodgates  and  make  it  easier  for  this  damna- 
huJ  Irua  to  be  brought  toto  tiie  counUr  and  sold  to  our  young 
f i^tla  tr^^doii  profit  and  its  use  spread  among  our  young 
rSoS^yS  women  have  got  to  using  it    Toung  men  ar* 

^ISnTnoT  "^Xl  VJueT'Lti.  I  am  not  censuring  his 
denarii  entorany  of  his  men.  I  am  trying  to  help  tiiem  I 
ha^^ne^idenJe  for  U^era  tiiat  I  expect  at  the  proper  time 
fo  MbmSto  tiiem,  when  the  young  man  who  obtrlned  it  says  he 
Is  wilSg  to  have  his  name  used.  I  propose  to  turn  that  evi- 
dent o''lr  to  tiie  proper  authorities  at  tiiat  time.  But  I  am  not 
gotol  ?<"o  it  until  Se  young  man  says  I  may.  because  I  have 
made  it  a  rule  aU  my  life,  if  a  man  comes  to  me  and  g^ves  me 
E?oL"t?orin  confidence,  tiiat  no  one  but  that  man  and  I  will 
eierTn  w  It  unless  he  authorizes  me  to  tell  It  or  unless  he  tells 
ft  hirnsiW  Whenever  a  man  tells  me  anythtog  In  confidence  he 
can  del  end  on  it  staying  in  confidence  until  he  releases  It  If 
he  nev*T  releases  It  I  never  shall.  I  use  Information  which 
oLSe  irfve  me  when  I  know  that  it  is  reUabie  and  I  can  use  it 
SfS^y  Uf  it  is  necessary  Uiey  will  back  it  up.  It  is  up  to  this 
yotSg  laan  to  say  whetiier  or  not  his  name  shall  be  given  to  the 

^T  do  not  Think  the  Senate  under  any  conditions  or  circum- 
stances should  make  it  easier  to  have  opium  smuggled  into  the 
countn      I  think  we  should  make  it  vastly  more  difficult  if  not 
Imoossible     We  talk  about  putting  a  man  In  jail  for  five  years 
forhaMug  a  drink  of  liquor  to  his  pocket  and  then  we  turn 
ound  and  say  to  these  ship  people,  "  Come  on,  Mr.  Shi^ 
you  are  rich  and  powerful.    We  will  give  you  the  right 
this  dope  In.     We  will  give  you  the  right  to  smuggle  it 

*■  ...  ■     •      .         .L-     i_~.  \\Ja     will      criVP 


right 
buildei 
to  brini 


ductlon  costs  for  all  commodities,  and  mat  mese  c«ii»  c»..  wr  «.v«.-«., 
ascertained  by  the  Tariff  Commission.  The  experience  of  the  last  seven 
Tears  has  shown  that  the  costa  vary  widely,  and  that  in  virtually  every 
important  commodity  Investigated  by  the  commlaslon  Its  members  have 
dieaKreed  on  the  costs.  The  Supreme  Court  beld  in  the  Hampton  case 
that  under  the  law  the  President  was  merely  empowered  to  act  on  an 
undisputed  set  of  facts.  It  Is  obvious  seven  years  later  tbat  «.e  court 
iras  mistaken,  and  there  Is  no  reason  for  disputing  Senator  Waonbb  a 
opinion  that  the  court  would  correct  Its  mistake  If  given  an  opportunity. 
It  would  be  no  novelty  In  the  history  of  the  court.  ,.*.,* 

The  argument  for  flexibility  Is  simple— too  simple,  alaa.  It  is  that 
tariff  revision  would  be  more  "efficient"  under  the  President  than 
under  Congress.  ThU.  of  course,  is  an  argument  for  dlcUtorshlp.  No 
doubt  one  man  with  absolute  power  can  govern  a  nation  more  "  effi- 
ciently "  than  an  assembly  of  men  with  limited  powers  and  conflicting 
opinions,  provided  that  man  Is  always  wli«?  and  benevolent.  »"**"*' 
a  good  many  trials  the  peoples  of  the  earth  generally  have  decided  that 
It  iH  l>etter  to  endure  the  defects  and  inefficiencies  of  popular  government 
than  to  take  the  chance  of  giving  absolute  power  to  one  man  who  may 
turn  out   to  be  wicked  or  unwise.     And  experience  has  justified  that 

decision.  .  , 

It  is  difficult  to  understand  how  Mr.  Hoover  could  support  the  provi- 
sion In  the  present  bill.  True,  he  Is  an  engineer,  and  hence  views  with 
impatience  the  delays  and  Inefficiencies  of  representative  government 
Nevertheless,  on  this  particular  question  he  has  declared  himself  with 
areat  vigor  and  distinctness  In  favor  of  the  i-elatively  slow  and  cumber- 
some process  which  Is  provided  by  the  Constitution.  Following  Governor 
Smiths  tariff  speech  at  Louisville  during  the  last  campaign.  In  which 
be  advocated  strengthening  the  Tariff  Commission  and  making  It  a 
nonpartisan  body.  Mr.  Hoover  replied  at  Boston  In  tbe  following  robust 

"The  Tariff  Commission  Is  a  most  valuable  arm  of  the  Government. 
It  can  be  strengthened  and  made  more  useful  in  many  ways.  But  the 
American  people  will  never  consent  to  delegating  authority  over  the 
tariff  to  any  commission,  whether  nonpartisan  or  bipartisan.  Our  people 
have  the  right  to  express  themselves  at  the  ballot  on  so  vital  a  question 
as  this  There  Is  only  one  commission  upon  which  delegation  of  that 
authority  can  be  made.  That  is  the  great  commission  of  their  own 
choosing- the  Congresa  of  the  United  States  and  the  President." 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  Governor  Smith  had  not  advocated  the  delegation 
of  tariff  making  power  to  the  Tariff  Commission.  Mr.  Hoover  quite 
evidently  misunderstood  him.  But  Mr.  Hoover  gave  utterance  to  a 
sound  principle  when  he  said  that  the  power  should  remain  where  the 
founders  of  tbe  Government  had  placed  It.  That  he  should  have  aban- 
doned It  so  soon  is  astonishing.  The  propowl  which  he  now  supports 
is  more  revolutionary  than  that  which  he  mistakenly  accused  Governor 
Smith  of  advocating.     It  la  not  surprising  that  the  Senate  has  rebuked 

him.  ^        _^  ^ 

There  Is  no  more  reason  why  the  President  should  levy  import  taxea 
than  that  he  should  levy  Income  taxes.  That  power  does  not  belong 
to  any  one  man  nor  to  any  commission.  It  belongs,  as  Mr.  Hoover  said 
at  Boston,  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  the  President. 
We  congratulate  the  Senate. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HAWES.    I  yield.  ^       ..,,*. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  it  Is  not  a 
fact  that  the  flexible  provision  is  now  in  the  tariff  law. 
Mr.  HAWES.    Certainly  It  is. 

Mr  TYPINGS.     I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  if  it  is  not  a 
fact  that  he  and  all  the  Meml)ers  of  the  Senate  on  this  side  of 
the  aisle  voted  to  retain  the  flexible  provision  in  the  tariff  law. 
Mr.  HAWES.     Certainly.  ^     .».,  ,^ 

Mr  TYDINGS.  So  the  statement  that  the  flexible  provision 
is  not  In  the  tariff  law  and  that  the  Senate  has  defeated  the 
flexible  provision  is  erroneous  and  misleading  and  false? 

Mr.  HAWES.  Not  only  erroneous  and  misleading  and  false, 
but  It  Is  being  deliberately  made.  _,  ,^, 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HAWES.    I  yield. 


exeiitive  officials,  and  to  the  pay  of  the  Government,  ca'led  to 
discharge  Important  responsibilities,  in  order  to  «ecure  legMa- 
tl.»n  e^-lally  legislation  which  would  aggrandize  their  power 
and'  strengthen  the  executive  department  I  was  wondering 
whether  the  Senator  had  touched  upon  that  irrattef. 

Mr  HAWES  No.  Mr.  President;  I  did  not  dlst-uss  that  mat- 
ter but  I  believe  that  the  public  mind  «»^«"»?,.  ^ /'^«'r^f,^\^ 
cleared  of  any  misapprehension  regarding  opposition  to  a  flexible 
prorition  in%e  tariff  bill,  and  the  report  tbat  there  is  such 
oppo-^^ltlon  seems  to  be  studiously  spread,  to  be  part  of  a  pro- 
erani  nart  of  a  propaganda ;  and  it  Is  not  true.  ^ 

^  ram  to  favor  of  a  flexible  provision,  but  I  am  opposed  to  this 
delegation  of  iwwer,  or  retention  of  power,  just  as  is  Mr  Bk^. 
a  Ripubllcan  Representative  in  the  C<mgress,  aiid  an  «ble  law- 
yer ;  and  I  can  only  a.ssert  that  tbat  power  Is  not  given  to  any 
fuler,  potentate,  king,  or  eini>ei-or  In  the  world  except  in  the 

^'°Mr.^SIMMONS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  f mMONS^  D^(!^  not  the  Senator  from  Missouri  think 
thte  propaganda  by  Cabinet  officials  is  esptxially  obnoxious  and 
subjS  to  criticism  when  It  Is  directed  toward  a  controversy 
betw^n    the   Congress    and    the   President   with    reference    to 

^m7  HAWES.  I  have  not  a  copy  of  Secretary  Hyde's  speech. 
All  I  have  is  the  headline  in  yesterday's  paper,  which  said, 
"The  farmers  need  it"  and  so  on,  and  that  this  commission 
rescued  the  dairy  business  from  destruction.  It  is  Just  part  of 
what  seems  to  me  to  an.ount  al.n<«t  to  a  f7«PJ'«fy '«  ^i'^^^ff 
the  public  mtod  regarding  the  flexible  provision  i°  the  tariff  bill, 
we  all  favor  It.  I  do  not  know  any  objection  to  It  upon  the 
Dart  of  any  Senator.  I  may  be  mistaken  to  that.  It  is  just  a 
SS5t{on  whether  it  should  be  exercised  by  the  Congress  or  by 
thrPresUlent.  and  ti.e  question  is  not  as  to  the  advisability  of 
the  flexible  provision.  ^        ^        ..  ^  a^^^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  amendment  on  the  Secre- 
tary's desk  is  one  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
STKiwexl    which  the  Secretary  will  read. 

^e^HiS-  cTe^k.    on  page  447,  line  12,  strike  out  the  period 
and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  a  semicolon  and  the  following. 

Except  that  the  master  or  owner  of  a  vessel  used  by  any  person  as 
a  common  carrier  In  the  transaction  of  business  as  »"f  ^^^'^^'^^  ^". 
Tier  shall  not  be  liable  to  such  penalty,  and  the  ve««l  -»^» /f»  J«  f*»^ 
subject  to  the  lien.  If  It  appear,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
neither  the  master  nor  the  owner  knew,  and  could  not.  by  the  exercise 
of  reasonable  care  and  dUlgence.  have  known,  that  such  smoking  opium 
or  opium  prepared  for  smoking  was  on  board. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Rbcobd  discloses 
that  my  amendment  has  not  been  formally  offered.    I  tiierefore 

'ThfviCE  VRE^IDEVi"' The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  Uie 

^"m^ SclBiNSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  prevlot^s  debate 
has  dbclosed  that  It  Is  the  »°<l"^tlonab  e  demre  of  the  Bk-nate 
to  do  everything  reasonable  and  practicable  to  f^°«;>^  [^^ 
opium  traffic.  When  tiie  Senate  a™«"dment  wh  ch  wa^  r^ec^ 
was  under  consideration  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  ^"^^™^ 
hen  IndLted  that  In  due  time  he  i"tende<i  to  pivsen^  an  amend- 
ment similar  to  that  now  under  consideration.  T^e  amena 
Sent  would  relieve  the  master  or  "^^^  of  a  vessel  from  lijb^^^^^ 
itv  to  the  nenaltv  and  also  the  vessel  Itself  frona  the  lien  ir  ir 
aoD^arL  to  rtie  satisfaction  of  the  court  that  neither  the  master 
jrr  dler  k^ew  and  could  not  by  the  --^l^^ -' ^Z"tl 
diligence  have  known  tiiat  such  smoking  opium  or  opium  i>re. 
oared  for  smoking  was  on  board.  ,- 

%  is  bellev«l  that  the  amendment  Is  rf«>na^e  an^  J^nt    If 
either  the  master  or  the  owner  knew,  or  unless  it  w  maae 
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enforcement  to  all  men  alike— the  rich,  Uie  poor,  tiie  black,  the 
white,  the  Individual,  and  the  corporation. 

Mr  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Missourt 
fMr  Hawes]  made  a  statement  a  short  time  ago  to  connection 
wltii  the  flexible  provision  of  Uie  tariff,  to  which  I  wish  to 
call  attention.  He  said  that  no  king,  no  potentate,  no  individual 
in  any  foreign  country  Is  permitted  to  change  the  taxes,  either 
to  raise  them  or  lower  them.  I  desire  to  make  just  a  short 
reoLv  by  inviting  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  Senate  Docu- 
ment No.  33,  which  was  just  placed  on  I  e  desks  of  Senators 
this  morning,  presented  by  the  Senator  -Tom  Virginia  [Mr. 
SWANSON].  It  is  entitled  "Tariff  increases  in  Various  Coun- 
tries. 1922  to  1928,  inclusive." 

1  invite  the  attenilon  of  Senators  to  it  because  it  will  be 
rtjserved  from  an  examtoation  of  the  document  that  placmg  the 
flexible  tariff  In  the  hands  of  the  head  of  the  Government  or  in 
the  hands  of  (Joverninent  officials  is  not  the  exception;  that  it 
is  quite  the  usual  practice.  I  want  to  have  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  particulariy,  because  we  who  voted  for 
Placing  the  flexible  tariff  In  the  hands  of  the  President  were  not 
proposing  tiie  adoption  of  such  an  exception  as  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  seemed  to  imply.  ,  ,^  ^ 

If  the  Senator  from  Missouri  will  look  at  this  pamphlet  he 
will  find  on  page  2  that  In  Austria  In  1924  the  Government  was 
authorized  to  increase  the  duty  under  certain  conditions.  In 
1920  In  the  same  country  the  Government  was  authorized  to 
amend  duties  under  trertain  conditions.  In  Belgium  to  1924  the 
Government  was  empowered  to  raise  duties  under  given  concU- 
tlons.    In  1926  the  Government  was  authorized  to  make  modlfl- 

catlon  of  Import  duties.  .^     .     ^  „     x.t„u^. 

In  Chile  In  1928  tariff  rates  were  authorized  generally  higher 
and  the  President  was  authorized  to  increase  rates  under  given 
conditions  In  Cuba  to  1926  the  Executive  was  empowered  to 
adjust  the  rates.  In  France  in  1926  the  Government  was 
empowered  to  Increase  duties.  u     ,     ^  ^     i 

In  Germany  in  1922  the  Government  was  authorized  to  in- 
crease duties  for  specific  periods. 

In  Hungarj-  in  1926  the  Hungarian  ministers  of  finance  and 
commerce  were  empowered  to  increase  rates. 

In  Italy  In  1926  the  Ministers  of  Finance,  Foreign  Affairs, 
and  international  Economy,  and  the  head  of  tiie  Government, 
were  empf)wered  to  Increase  duties.  And  a  long  list  of  duties 
were  Increased.  ,  ^    ,  _        ,  , 

In  the  Netheriands  In  1925  there  was  a  general  tariff  revision. 


assume  that  In  other  countries  the  executive  Is  directed,  under 
certain  circumstances,  which  are  very  clearly  outlined,  to  In- 
crease duties,  but  our  President  is  given  the  power  to  Increase 
or  decrease  any  rate. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  President  has  that  power  under  a  cer- 
tain rule  which  the  Congress  lays  down.  Certainly  there  Is  no 
difference,  except  the  interest  of  the  public  Is  better  protected, 
If  our  President,  tiirough  the  conunission.  Is  permitted  both  to 
decrease  and  increase  rates.  The  Senator  from  Missouri  Is 
pototlng  out  tiiat  there  is  some  objection  to  a  president  or 
a  government  having  authority  to  decrease  rates,  but  that 
there   is    no   objection    to   their   having   authority   to   increase 

™Mr  HAWES.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan will  find  that  the  power  delegated  to  the  President  Is  not 
given  to  the  ruler  of  any  other  governmwit,  as  I  have  previously 
said,  in  the  broad  sense  that  we  propose  to  give  It  now  or  to 
which  we  have  given  It  in  the  past.  We  have  found,  for  to- 
stance.  In  the  sugar  case  where  the  commission  wante<i  to 
act  the  Executive  refused  to  permit  them  to  act.  I  think 
the'  Senator  has  in  mind  certain  spec-iflc  increases  under  con- 
ditions >jvhlch  may  arise  relating  to  foreign  commerce  or  in- 
ternational  relrtlonshlps  or  to  the  agreements.  In  such  cases 
certain  power  is  delegated  to  some  executive,  but  not  the 
broad  powers  that  are  given  to  the  President  in  conjunction 
with  a  commission  appointed  by  him,  and  which  may  be  re- 
moved by  htoi.  ,    ^       _        ^  ^. 

Mr  COUZENS.  In  the  cases  to  which  I  referred  there  are 
no  strings  attached,  no  restrictions  on  the  executive  except  the 
rules  which  are  laid  down  by  the  legislative  bodies  of  the  respec- 
tive governments.  The  power  is  not  anywhere  nearly  so  re- 
stricted In  some  of  these  cases  as  It  Is  restricted  In  tiie  case  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  having  the  right  to  raise 
or  lower  duties  to  the  extent  of  50  per  cent. 

Mr  HAWES.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  if  he  thinks  there  is 
any  authority  In  the  English  Government  in  the  French  Gov- 
ernment, or  In  the  German  Government  to  exercise  a  power 
similar  to  this  or  as  broad  as  this? 

Mr  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  if  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri will  rield  to  me,  I  was  gotog  to  call  his  attention  to  the 
specific  ix)wer  granted  to  Congress  under  our  Constitution  to  lay 
and  collect  taxes.  There  Is,  however,  no  such  power  given  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States.  In  the  case  of  Austria, 
Belgium,  China.  Czecho^ovakla,  Denmark.  France,  Germany, 
**,«  TTnifa/1  iTiniritnm    and  various  other  nations  no  such  limi- 
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ment  and  secretary  of  the  Federal  narcotics  control  board. 

The  flgnrea  are  important  at  thia  time,  because  in  a  week  the  control 
beard,  composed  of  repreaentetlTea  of  the  SUte.  Treaaury.  and  Com- 
merce Departmenta,  will  meet  to  fix  the  allotments  of  raw  opium  and 
cocoa  leaves  that  can  be  Imported  into  the  United  States  next  year 
to  be  manufactured  Into  morphine,  cocaine,  and  other  deadly  drugs  for 
medii-al  requirements. 

Inrtpad  of  instituting  a  sdentlflc  survey  the  board  consults  the  manu- 
facturers, the  wholeaalera.  the  compounders,  and  then  relies  largely  on 
their  records  of  sales  to  ascertain  the  medical  needs. 

In  a  bulletin  issued  by  the  Far  Eastern  Information  Burwu 
at  Nanking,  dated  August  1,  1929,  entiUed  -  Inspection  of  Ex- 
port Cargo."  on  page  23,  I  And  the  foUowlng  statement: 
OPitrv   ow   BOXKo  BamsH   oc>-boat 
According  to  Chinese  reports  from  Hankow,  opium  was  recently  dl»- 
cwvered  on  the  Britlah  gunboat  Pater.     The  said  gunboat  carried  about 
IS  picula  of  smuggled  opium  down  the  river  from  Chungking  early  this 
BKMith     This,  however,  was  detected  and  reported  to  the  Wuhan  general 
inspecting  office,  and  accordingly   the  Uanghu   special   tax  office  com- 
municated with  the  commissioner  for  foreign  affairs,  who  In  turn  noU- 
ficd  the   British   consul  to  the  same   effect.     Consequently   when   Pater 
arrived  in  port  these  officiah^  with  the  assistance  of  the  customs  officers, 
searched   the  ship   and   found   on   board   about   90  catUes  of   the  drug. 
Another  quantity  of  several  piculs  of  the  contraband  was  furtively  con- 
veyed to  Wuchang  on  the  same  night  before  the  inspecUng  office  could 
find  time  to  notify  the  commissioner  for  foreign  affairs. 

I  hold  In  my  hand  a  tract  signed  by  Charles  W.  Rankin,  presi- 
dent of  the  University  of  China.  Speaking  of  condiUons  over 
there,  he  said : 

China's  population  is  reckoned  at  about  450,000.000.  Only  about 
000  000  are  said  to  be  Christians.  The  rest  are  largely  in  heathen 
darkneM  On  an  average  the  entire  population  dies  about  every  S5 
years. 

It  is  an  interesting  document,  but  I  shall  not  ask  that  it  be 
printed  lu  the  Rbcjobo.  ,       ,  .»..». 

We  can  see  evidences  of  the  smuggling  of  opium  right  here 
in  this  dty  We  do  not  have  to  leave  home  to  see  it  We  do 
not  have  to  leave  the  Capitol  to  see  it.  We  can  stand  in  the 
window  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  see 
wherv  this  stuff  is  being  sold  every  day.  That  is  not  hearsay. 
We  have  the  proot    We  have  the  actual  opium  itself  which  was 


We  wi  1  give  you  lue  nnui.  lu  »iu»«ic  ^^^  -^ -    "---  t- — 

vou  th*  right  to  tell  a  lie  and  say  you  did  not  know  it  when  you 
did  kn>w  it  But  if  it  is  a  poor  little  devil  working  on  your 
ship  down  in  the  hold,  who  has  a  half  pint  of  liquor  hid  some- 
where we  will  put  him  in  Jail  for  five  years." 

Suci  things  as  that  are  making  people  dissatisfied  to^ay.  It 
is  iroirg  to  cause  a  revolution  in  this  country  and  it  ought  to 
wiiSe  t  if  we  continue  to  sit  here  and  enact  laws  for  the  benefit 
^^e  rich  and  the  Influential,  and  if  we  continue  to  sit  here 
and  sialle  at  the  rich  drinking  whisky,  smile  at  the  rich  and 
the  fcreigners  In  the  embassies  having  their  banquets  with 
whisk  '  served  on  the  tables,  smile  at  the  man  who  calls  1am- 
^If  "  rh^  boss  man."  who  has  whisky  in  his  office  and  dnnks 
it  at  I  is  leisure  and  at  his  pleasure ;  but  the  poor  man  who  does 
the  hjrd  work,  the  real  manual  labor,  is  put  in  jail  for  even 
taklni  a  drink.  Yes.  we  will  have  a  revoluUon  and  it  will 
come  i-arlier  than  most  people  expect  it 

I  plead  with  the  Senate  not  to  adopt  this  amendment  Ihe 
dope  Joes  not  bother  me.  No  power  on  earth  could  put  a  dose 
of  it  i  1  my  body.    No  doctor  could  do  it  under  any  circumstances. 

I  will  have  none  of  it  ■rr'  ^wi 

It  U  vvTong  to  open  the  dot>r  to  this  smuggling.  We  passed 
on  th&  question  the  other  day  and  decided  then  to  leave  the 
law  n  .latlng  to  the  matter  just  as  it  is.  Why  not  leave  It  alone? 
Thf«e  who  are  interested  in  running  ships  should  be  tne  vtry 
first  )eople  to  be  interested  In  enforcing  the  laws  instead  of 
askin  j  to  have  them  made  lax.  I  am  surprised  that  there  should 
be  ev?n  an  attempt  to  make  it  easier  for  ijeople  to  smuggle 
opium  or  other  dope  Into  the  country. 

I  liope  that  I  have  made  myself  clear.  I  am  not  criticizing 
anyone.  I  do  not  want  to  do  that,  but  I  do  want  to  Invite  the 
atten  ion  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  I  have  been  making  a 
study  of  this  question  for  some  time  past.  I  have  gone  out  of 
my  \«  ay  to  put  myself  in  a  position  to  know  something  about  it. 
I  have  not  anything  against  the  Chinese.  I  have  friends  amtmg 
them  I  have  not  anything  against  China.  But  I  have  some- 
thing against  any  man  selling  opium  or  any  similar  doi)e  to  the 
youn  '  boys  and  girls  of  this  country ;  dope  that  we  all  know 
"will    lestroy  their  botlies,  their  brains,  and  finally  send  their 

souls  to  hades.  .^  ^^.    , ,   j 

I  lope  the  Senate  at  no  one's  request  will  permit  this  kind 
of  ai  amendment  to  go  into  the  bill.  Let  us  stand  by  our  ac- 
tion of  a  few  days  ago— stand  by  the  House  bill  and  for  law 


under  which  the  Government  was  given  iiuuium^  t^  mai..^  v^i.v;. 
increases  over  and  above  those  made  by  the  legislature. 

In  Peru  in  192G  the  Executive  p(»wer  was  authorized  to  in- 
crease duties  under  given  conditions.  ^     ,     ^  ^    , 

In  Poland  in  1927  the  Government  was  authorized  to  increase 
duties  under  certain  conditions. 

In  Spain  In  192S  the  Minister  of  National  Economy  was 
authorized  to  modify  duties. 

In  Switzerland  In  1923  a  decree  authorizing  Federal  council 
to  Increase  duties  was  validated. 

In  Uruguay  in  1923  general  authority  was  given  to  sectional 
committees  to  increase  valuations. 

So  that  the  Senator  from  Missouri  is  not  exactly  correct  when 
he  states  that  no  such  power  is  given  In  any  other  country. 

Mr.  HAWKS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Michigan  has 
read  a  list  of  countries  where  the  power  to  increase  tariff  duties 
under  certain  circumstances  has  l)een  delegated  to  some  official 
of  the  government,  but  the  sitimtion  which  we  are  discussing  is 
an  entirely  different  one. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     I  wish  the  Senator  would  explain  how. 
Mr.  HAWES.     I  shall  be  glad  to  explain  it.     In  this  country 
a  commission  is  first  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  commissioners  being  selected  by  him. 

In  a  case  tried  before  the  Supreme  Court  by  Mr.  Beck  the 
President's  power  of  removal  has  been  upheld.  So  the  com- 
mission which  has  to  do  with  the  raising  or  lowering  of  gen- 
eral tariff  rates  Is  one  which  he  may  appoint,  which  he  may 
direct,  and  whose  members  he  may  remove.  There  are  quali- 
fications in  each  one  of  the  cases,  the  Senator  has  mentioned.  I 
submit,  but  under  the  flexible-tariff  provision  the  broad  power 
exercised  by  Congress  is  delegated  to  the  Executive. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri yield  to  me? 
Mr.  HAWES.     Yes.  ^      , 

Mr.  COUZENS.    I  have  pointed  out  to  the  Senator  that  in 
other  countries  in  many  cases  it  is  not  necessary  to  have  the 
Interposition  of  a  commission,  but  that  tlie  executive  himself 
'  is  authorized  to  make  the  changes. 
Mr.  HAWES.     To  increase  the  tariff. 

Mr  COUZENS.     To  increa.se  the  tariff.    The  Senator  objects 

to  decreases  but  he  does  not  object  to  increases;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  HAWES.    No ;  the  power  conferred  on  our  President  is 

much  greater  than  the  power  conferred  in  other  countries.    I 


tation  is  provided  In  their  constitutions.  Under  the  constitu- 
tion in  Great  Britain  I  imagine  the  King  could  be  given  the 
right  to  lay  taxes,  and  it  would  be  constitutional;  there  would 
not  be  anv  question  about  its  being  constitutional,  but  here  we 
have  a  constitutional  inhibitton  against  the  President  laying 
and  collecting  taxes. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee,  of  course, 
knows  that  the  Supreme  Court  Decided  in  favor  of  the  constitu- 
tionality of  granting  this  power  to  the  President;  and,  not 
only  that,  but  the  Senator  from  Missouri  never  mentioned  the 
constitutionality  of  the  provision ;  he  merely  directed  our  atten- 
tion to  the  question  of  policy. 

Mr  HAWES.  I  wUl  say  to  the  Senator  that  to  anybody 
who  "has  studied  the  Supreme  Court  decision  it  is  very  dear 
that  It  relates  solely  to  the  power  of  Congress,  to  an  expression 
of  opinion  upon  the  part  of  the  Congress ;  that  it  Is  a  very  doubt- 
ful decision  at  most  and  Mr.  Beck,  whom  I  have  quotetl  before, 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  stated  his  belief  that  when  the  ques- 
tion shall  again  be  presented  there  will,  perhaps,  be  a  different 
decision  rendered  by  the  court 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
yield  to  me  there? 

Mr.  HAWES.    I  yield.  ,      „       ^ 

Mr  TYDINGS.  I  should  like  to  point  out  to  tlie  Senator 
from  Michigan  that  In  many  foreign  countries  the  government 
itself  Is  a  member  of  the  legislature.  For  example,  the  Prime 
Minister  of  England  is  a  Member  of  Parliament  and  the  Sena- 
tor will  find  that  that  is  true  of  most  European  countries :  so 
that  the  government  Is  a  leglshitive  agency,  and  the  King  nim- 
self  has  the  power  to  which  reference  is  being  made. 

Mr  COUZENS.  I  also  pointed  out  a  number  of  cases  wnere 
certain  ministers  and  certain  presidents  were  given  the  au- 
thority, irrespective  of  whether  the  government  was  a  member 
of  the  legislative  body.  .    .. 

Mr  TYDINGS.  But  the  ministers  were  members  of  tne 
legislative  body,  and  that  presents  an  entirely  ffff ^^  «itua^ 
tiou  than  one  where  the  executive  has  nothing  to  do  with  tbe 
legislative  body.    The  two  cases  are  not  analogous  at  alt 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  do  not  see  the  disUnction  made  b>  the 
Senator  from  Maryland,  because  when  the  power  ij^'jen  to^ 
man  it  does  not  matter  whether  he  Is  a  member  of  the  legis- 
lattire  or  not,  so  long  as  he  has  the  power. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-SENATE 


4706 

Mr  TTDINOS  But  the  Senator  from  MUhlgan  took  the 
BeStior^nT^i^^ri  to  t»»k  beoao*  the  Senator  tromVs^ 
SS  ildZat  no  Um  or  potentate  had  the  p>wer  wUch    he 

br}«"^'iuirre.7JSn.T."u;:^tX5./rt2 

rtrtrwh'^^n^rti  e»a'irtt  ra-n-I^^i  M 

-^r-^j^oL^^rfr  si"^  rirt^.'S'nriei^h.t , 

Kid- 


Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  listetied  to  the  Senator's  remariw 
Mr.  COUZENS.     Because  I  did  not  ^^"^'^/"fi^^^i^t 
there  is  nothing  in  the  statement  to  which  I  referred  about 

s-eSfr^r  irnoT','  r^hST,?hi%"S^:  z%t^ 

"'mJ'toSnOS  'Bnt'thTpresldent  of  Cuba  In  doing  jo  art. 
nn"  r  T.^ty  negotiated  wlti  the  United  State,,  which  Is  an 

'"lircm^NS^rBo;  the  treat,  with  the  Ujjit^^u. 
K-a  nothine  whatever  to  do  with  the  power  which  he  exercises. 
irTioiNG^T  thick  if  the  Senator  will  look  into  it  he 
will  find  that  It  has. 

ilr  ROB?Nio'x  orirC^rHr.  Pte,<den,.  w.|hr«pect  to 
♦hfnnP^Vion  before  the  Senate,  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
inato^irm  OiSJon  (Mr  8t«w«],  let  me  add  to  what  I  «|  d 
f  ?ew  momSits^o.  that  under  section  «18  of  the  pending  bill, 
which  is  m.t  questioned,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury— 

II  he  finds  that  «ich  fine,  penalty,  or  forfeiture  was  Incnrred  wlthont 
willful  neKllKence  or  wTthout  any  Intention  on  the  part  of  the  petitioner 
^  delLul  the  revenue  or  to  violate  the  law.  or  finds  the  «i»tence  of 
B^ch  mitigating  drcomstanres  as  to  Justify  the  remission  or  mitigation 
Tt  such  fine,  penalty,  or  forfeiture,  may  remit  or  mitigate  the  same. 

The  only  effect  of  the  amendment  now  pending  is  to  give  the 
court  a  more  restricted  power  than  is  given  to  the  Secretary  of 
Se  Treasury.  If  the  amendment  prevails  the  court  may  impose 
m.  peniUy,  if  the  defendants  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
wuJf  XaiT  they  did  not  know  and  by  the  exercise  of  readable 
diligence  could  not  have  known  of  the  violation  of  the  law.  For 
the  itfTof  me  I  can  m»t  see  how  any  man  fairly  InterpreUng  the 
amendment  can  suggest  that  as  being  an  Invitation  to  the  owners 
or  masters  of  vessels  to  import  opium. 

'Se^Saty  is  stlU  to  be  enforced  against  the  master  or  owner 
nnl^  wiTor  the  other  can  prove  that  neither  of  them  knew 
of  S^  v^Ltion  of  law  or  by  the  exercise  of  due  diligence  could 
Save  prevented  it.  in  which  case  the  Secretary  of  the  "IJeasury 
would  have  the  power  in  any  event  to  remit  the  PfMlty.  My 
thought  is  that  it  is  fair  and  just  to  give  the  court  trying  the 
casrthe  power  under  those  circumstances.  For  that  reason  I 
adhere  to  the  poeition  first  taken,  with  no  intention  or  desire 
whatever  to  relax  any  fair  restriction  against  the  importation 
of  opium.  If  thLs  amendment  is  not  agreeil  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  can  remit  the  full  penalty  or  can  mitigate  the 
oenalty.  but  the  court  will  have  no  power  to  do  so  unless  the 
amendment  shall  be  adopted.  I  think  it  is  a  just  amendment 
and  ought  to  be  agreed  to.  ^,,  ,. 

Mr.  HOWELL  and  Mr.  McKELLAR  addressed  the  Chair 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  from  Nebraska- 
Mr   HOWELL.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  wUl  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  f<^lowlng  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 
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the   S-nator  from   Indiana   [Mr.   Robinson],   and   the   Senator 

"'^^el-'SDE^NT'prrt^mpore.     Seventy-eight  Semi  tors  ha  v- 
j«<r  n»«wprpd  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 
'"^ThrquJLuoTil  upon  agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by 

%f  ^TSwS^'^S^-Meri^^V  that  I  may  1.  able  to 
cl^r  UP  Sine  little  misunderstanding  concerning  the  effect  and 
clear  up  ^™^."''^  rtment  if  I  add  one  or  two  observations 
^Z^t  Tias^^adrSS'sa^d  by  the  Senator  from  Arkam«is 

^*Thi  f*^emlment  does  not  change  the  primary  obligation  or 
HnTv  of^e  stdpowner  or  the  master.  It  does  not  affect  the 
S^aUy  It  d^^Tsubtract  from  the  degree  of  dlligen<-e  which 
S^  o  ^er  or  Taster  must  exercise  in  order  to  be  e^on^ated^ 
T^o^^nators  who  have  examined  this  amendment  and  who 
rjntmUhfr^th  the  law-not  only  the  pr^ent  law  but  sec  ion 
^  ^amended,  section  594,  and  section  618-1  am  very  cer  a  n 
wui  i^  with  me  that  the  proposed  amendment  does  not  in 
Sv  1  S^eaken  the  law  against  the  importation  of  opium 

It  meht  to  be  needless  for  me  to  say  that  I  have  no  desire  to 
weak  n?he  law  r^hat  res,/ect  It  certainly  ought  to  be  as- 
Simel  by  Senators  here  that  the  Senator  from  Arkan.Has  [Mr. 
nmi  rsoN  1  has  no  such  desire.  No  one  that  I  know  on  the  floor 
of  tie Xnate  would  desire  to  weaken  the  law.  The  Jaw  will 
oLn,  flV^it  is  written.  The  penalties  against  both  owner, 
S^S  *  and  ship  X  still  exist.  The  only  effect  of  the  proposal 
Tto  create  an  Additional  forum  in  which  an  innocent  ship 
ooeri  itor  may  i)resent  his  case. 

1 1  esire  to  read.  Senators,  again  the  language  that  was  read  by 
the  !  lenator  from  Arkansas.  k«  k  i     i„  th^ 

In  section  618  of  the  present  law,  a  section  which  is  in  the 
exist  iS^  statute  and  which  has  been  spoken  of  with  approval 
b^a  numter  of  Senators  who  dlscu.ssed  this  m^atter  in  the  pre- 
vfou,  debate  we  find  that  the  shipowner-indeed.  any  ixTson 
Tn^eiUt^  n  thi  penalty-may  appeal  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
^^St-  aud  It  iV provided  that  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
uTflnds  that  such  fine,  penalty,  or  forfeiture  was  Incurred- 

W  tbout  willful  negligence  or  without  any  intention  on  *»>*•?«'•*«' 
the  .etltloner  to  defraud  the  revenue  or  to  violate  the  law  or  finds  ha 
Stst^nce  of  anch  mitigating  circumstances  as  to  Justify  the  remission 
or  mitigation  of  such  fine,  penalty,  or  forfeiture- 
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may  remit  or  mitigate  the  same  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he 
d«ns  reasonable  and  Just,  or  order  ducontinuance  of  any  prosecution 
rela^ng  thereto. 

President  this  provision  of  the  law  vests  in  the  Secre- 
of  the  Treasury  a  very  wide  discretion.     It  would  seem 
Ae    a^I  e7^ul  this  .Ltion,  that  if  the  Secretary  finds 
^hele  'are   mitigating   circumstances     ^S^J^^^'^X^^^l,^^^. 
rem&sion  or  partial  remission  of  the  ;?«•     Th^rt-lhere  L  no 
in  the  present  law  to  determine  his  conduct,  there  w  no 
Slid  do^for  his  guidance;  and  if  he  wants  himself  to 
w..  iRe^i  the  Tw  or  to  ^  liberal  in  his  construction,  there  is 
nottin^  to  ore^ut  the  extension  by  him  of  the  utmost  geuer- 
3  not  oSSlo  tie  innocent  man  but  to  the  guilty  man  as 

A  has  seemed  to  me  Uiat  there  ought  to  be  a  more  definite 
standard  ^a"  that;  that  somewhere  there  ought  to  be  a  rule 
of  Nmduct-  that  it  is  better.  b«.th  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
Tav,  andfor  the  protection  of  our  people,  that  there  should 
li  such  a  standard,  and  better,  of  course,  for  the  honest,  law- 
ahiifng  ship<.wner  and  master  who  has  made  a  bona  fide 
efloA  to  comply  with  the  law  by  keeping  narcotics  out  of  tiie 
coi  ntry. 
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It  happens  that  in  the  administration  of  the  law  sometimes 
libel  iTrem  is  brought  against  a  ship.     A  libel  in  personam 
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of  conduct  laid  down.  The  court  is  not  permitted,  In  his 
SLretL  and  as  a  matter  of  liberality.  «^  "Jf  ^1^  *^"!l,^rl 
mieht  deem  it  just,  or  merely  because  he  might  find  tiiat  tiiere 
S^e  mi  Sing  facts  in  the  case,  to  remit  the  fine.  He  can 
%mit  the  fine  only  In  case  there  is  a  showing  before  "m  in 
court  to  the  effect  that  the  owner  did  not  know,  and  that  the 
master  did  not  know,  and  that  neither  of  them  by  ttie  exercise 
of  reasonable  diligence  could  have  known,  tiiat  Uie  narcotic 
was  being  brought  into  the  country. 

Mr    ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 

^^Th^PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr   STEIWER.     I  shall  be  glad  to  yield.  ,  .  ,     , 

Sr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  This  amendment  plainly  Im- 
noses  the  burden  of  proof  on  the  master  and  owner ;  aud  Uie 
S^e  char-^  must  prove  not  only  that  he  did  not  know  and 
Sd  Jt  ha^  known  by  the  exerelse  of  due  di  igen«>e  but 
Sat  neither  of  them  knew  or  could  have  known.  If  either  of 
them  knew  they  are  both  liable. 

Mr    STEIWER.     That  is  correct,  I  think.     I  thank  tne  »en 
ator  for  his  contribution  to  the  discussion. 

Mr    HOWELL.     Mr.  President ^  ^ 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
Tifr    STFIWER      I  yield. 

Mr  Ht)WELL."  I  desire  to  ask  the  distinguished  Senator 
frmn' Arkansas  if  It  Is  not  a  fact  that  every  owner  of  a  vessel 
«in  prove  mt  he  knew  notiiing  about  any  importation  by  a 
SrticuUcrew?  There  Is  no  difficulty  about  that  We  would 
Sever  be  able  to  hold  tiie  owner  of  a  vessel  under  such  cir- 
?^mstanc^  He  could  say,  "  I  knew  nothing  about  it ;  I  shoiUd 
be  relieved  "  and  under  this  amendment  he  would  be  relieved. 
Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  If  he  discharges  the  burd«i  of 
nroof  and  establishes  the  fact  that  he  did  not  know,  and  by 
the  exerelse  of  due  diligenc^-that  is,  by  taking  such  precau- 
tions as  the  regulations  of  the  Treasury  Department  reqmre 
and' contemplate,  and  as  the  law  con  templates-he  could  not 
Save  known  for  my  part  I  have  no  di^P'^^it'o"*':  P^"f 'f,  S; 
If  he  neither  did  wrong  nor  could  have  prevented  the  wrong  that 
is  complained  of.  I  do  not  know  why  anybody  should  want  to 

"^Mr'^HOWELL.  How  could  it  be  shown  Uiat  tiiey  did  not 
exercise  diligence  when  the  very  officers  and  crew  responsible 
for  the  Unportatlon  of  tiiese  articles  wiU  be  the  witnesses  to 
prove  that  due  diUgence  was  exercised?  We  never  will  geta 
vessel  or  an  owner  under  this  amendment.     Its  whole  purpose 

is  to  relieve  the  owner.     That  i»  all  there  is  to  It  

Mr  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  a  question,  with  the  permission  of  the- Senator  from 

Oregon  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  STEIWER.     Yes ;  I  am  glad  to  yield,  Mr.  Prestdeat 

Mr.  BORAH.     The  amendm«it  says: 

If  It  appears  to  the  satlrfacUon  of  the  court  that  neither  the  mwter 
nor  the  owner  knew,  and  cookl  not,  hy  the  exercise  of  reasonable  care 
and  diligence,  have  known — 

The  court  must  determine  for  itsrif  whether  or  not  the  master 
knew,  or  could  have  known  by  the  exercise  of  reasonable  dili- 
gence. Must  not  the  mastw  himself  furnish  the  evidwice  to 
satisfy  the  court? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President  here  is  a  freighter  coming 
into  port.  There  is  not  a  passenger  aboard.  The  oflkers  and 
crew  are  the  only  cmes  aboard.  They  may  be  the  ones  who  are 
importing  the  narcotic,  and  they  would  be  the  witnesses 
brought  before  the  court.  How  could  the  Government  ever 
prove  that  there  was  laches  on  board  the  ship?  It  could  not  do 
that. 
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Mr  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  am  asking  these  questions 
only  for  information,  not  in  tiie  way  of  argument  at  this  tiine. 
When  it  is  provided  by  the  law  that  the  court  must  be  satisfied 
that  the  party  was  not  guilty  or  that  he  had  exercised  reason- 
able diligence  In  regard  to  the  matter,  does  it  not  seem  a  little 
bit  un-American,  we  providing  the  tribunal,  which  is  the  judi- 
ciary  to  determine  whether  a  man  is  guilty,  to  say  that  for 
fear  our  tribunal  is  ineflacient  we  will  presume  that  the  man  is 
guilty  and  not  permit  him  to  prove  that  he  is  not? 

Mr  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
is  given  authoritv,  in  another  section  of  this  bill,  to  relieve  the 
owner  the  vessel,  and  the  master  of  this  fine  if  the  circum- 
stanced are  such  as  to  justify  it.  I  am  not  arguing  for  an 
amendment  absolutely  hard  and  fast  I  am  simply  arguing  for 
an  amendment  that  is  asked  for  by  ti:ie  Treasury  Department, 
because  they  have  failed  to  stop  these  importations  of  opium, 
and  if  this  amendment  is  agreed  to  there  will  be  no  stoi>-gap 
as  the  result.  This  wiU  relieve  the  owner  as  much  as  the 
present  law  relieves  the  owner,  and  the  Treasury  Department 
has  held  in  the  past  that  the  owner  was  liable,  but.  by  a  decision 
of  the  Attorney  General,  the  owner  was  held  not  to  be  "awe, 

Mr  STEIWER.  Mr.  President  I  wish  I  could  agree  with 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Nebraska  with  respect  to  his 
interpretation  of  not  only  the  amendment  but  of  the  related 
law  I  have  examined  these  provisions  of  the  law  too  thor- 
oughly, and  know  the  provisions  too  accurately,  to  be  permitted 
to  agree  with  the  Senator,  however.         ^      ,^  ^, .  ,        ^ 

The  Senator  has  made  the  statement  that  if  this  amendment 
fehall  be  agreed  to,  no  owner  wUl  be  held.  I  do  not  know  what 
he  bases  that  statement  on.  The  only  serious  violatic>ns  of  the 
law  that  have  occurred  so  far  have  been  by  the  Dollar  Line. 
In  the  North  Pacific  lines  I  know  of  practicaUy  no  violations 
of  the  law.  The  smoking  opium  comes  from  the  Orient,  or 
course  The  normal  manner  of  importation  is  by  those  shiiis 
passing  trans-Pacific  from  China.  The  shiiw  of  the  Dollar  Line, 
iTthe  maln-not  entirely,  but  many  of  tiiem-4ire  the  faster  and 
better  ships  which  carry  passengers.  The  freight  lines  are  not 
serious  offenders.  So,  as  a  practical  matter,  it  is  not  a  ques- 
tion so  much  of  getting  after  the  freight  lines  and  the  operators 
of  the  freight  lines;  it  is  a  matter  of  getting  after  those  pas- 
senger  ships   which   have  been   calling   in   the   port   of   San 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  when  the  customs  officials 
find  that  opium  is  on  board,  or  has  been  unladen,  they  can,  under 
my  proposal,  immediately  proceed  against  the  owner,  master, 
and  ship,  and  all  would  be  held  liable  to  Uie  extent  of  $26  an 
ounce  unless  they  could  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
not  only  that  they  did  not  know  it  but  they  must  then  prove,  both 
master  and  owner,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that  py^"»e 
exercise  of  reasonable  care  and  diligence,  they  could  not  have 
ascertained  the  facts. 

Mr.  BLBASE.     Mr.  President .^     o       *      * n»«. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  ure- 
gon  yield  to  th6  Senator  from  South  Carolina?  -     w^   » 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  want  to  finish  this  tiiought,  and  then  1 
shall  be  hai^y  to  yield.  _*,^«i„  «n^ 

In  that  case.  If  portholes  were  left  open  5^*  J«^«*«  'Sl 
packages  and  large  quantities  of  opium  were  brought  to,  In  the 
instances,  as  cited  by  tiie  Senator,  where  a  half  ton  o«  oP™- 
or  when  some  great  quantity  was  brought  In,  the  «»««*,?<*^ 
never  conclude  rightfully  that  in  that  case  the  owner  did  not 
know  and  tiie  master  did  not  know,  and  that  nrftherof  tbe  two 
could,  by  the  exercise  of  reawmaWe  dlMgenee,  hare  known. 

Let  us  asMune  a  little  diltererft  c»e.  Let  «»««»«»« ,"^^ 
a  menrt»er  of  a  crew  takes  an  ounee  of  opium  and  sews  it  up 
under  Uie  hem  of  his  coat  or  the  hem  of  his  shirt  or  the  braid 
of  his  sleeve,  as  the  Senator  from  Soutii  Dakota  suggested  a 
while  ago.  In  that  case  the  owner  might  not  know,  and  the 
captain  might  not  know,  even  tiiough  ti»ey  were  the  best  and 
most  law-abiding  citizens  of  the  RepubUc,  and  in  that  case  1 
hniH    with  mv  idea  of  American  Jurisprudence  and  American 
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Mr  NOBRIS.  I  derfre  to  repeat  the  announcement  I  made  on 
tbe  former  roll  call  aa  to  the  absence  of  the  Senator  from  Arkan- 
w«  [Mr.  CikftAWAT],  the  Senator  tnm  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Bi.Aiin:], 


-e  would  be  neither  action.    That  is  to  say.  there  would  be 
,  pr.K-eedinR  in  court   at   all:   and   in  that   case   the   matter 
,  uld  rest  squarely  between  the  accused  perswn    the  '>'^*'^  "^ 
master,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treai^ury.     I"  those  cases 
is  no  nec-e«»ity  for  any  further  piovislon  of  law ;  J>"t  »" 
cases  there  are  bound  to  be  proceedinjre  brought  in  the 
a  in  which  the  Government   of  the  United   States  would 
s  to  libel  the  ship  or  seek  to  brinj;  his  libel   in  iiersonam 
inst  the  owner  and  master  for  the  o.llectif.n  <>*  »P^f"7' 
only  possible  effei^t  of  the  amendment  I  have  ofTerert  is  to 
ri  in  the  court  in  those  cases  a  jurisdiction  to  do  substanti- 
y  the  same  thinj?  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  mny  do 
those  cases  where  there  is  no  court  proceeding,  except  that 
the  cases  that  are  brouRht  in  the  c«mrts.  where  the  courts 
wiold  exeroise  the  Jariadiction  thus  conferred,  there  Is  a  ruift- 
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is  up  to  the  customs  officials  in  every  case,  whether  they  Ub^ 
the  shiD  or  not.  The  owner  can  not  determine  that ;  the  cap- 
STn  «n  io?  determine  that;  and  yet  If  it  is  felt  that  Uie 
United  States  can  not  get  Justice  in  the  United  States  wurts 
or  that  any  improper  benefit  will  inure  in  behalf  of  the  captain 
or  master,  the  United  States  officials  do  not  have  to  libel  the 
ship,  but  they  can  proceed  by  personal  collection  of  the  debt, 
antL  by  their  own  election,  compel  the  Innocent  defendant,  the 
owner  or  master,  to  appeal  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Now  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
if  be' does  not  think  that  the  Treasury  ofBcials,  who  have  bad 
experience  with  these  people,  who  know  something  of  their 
methods  and  something  of  their  way  of  handling  these  matters, 
are  not  better  Judges  of  this  matter  than  a  judge  would  be,  who 
probably  would  have  one  of  these  cases  possibly  In  a  lifetime, 
or  perhaps  only  one  a  year?  .     «       *      *. 

Of  course,  the  Senator  knows,  and  so  does  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas,  that  I  would  not  impute  to  them  for  a  moment,  and 
I  have  not  the  slightest  idea,  that  they  would  let  an  amend- 
ment go  In  which  they  believed  would  encourage  this  trade. 
But  sometimes  things  are  used  differently  from  the  way  in 
which  we  intend  they  shall  be  used. 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  I>resident,  will  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  yield  to  me  to  answer  the  Senator  from  South 

Carolina? 

Mr.  STEIWER.     Certainly. 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  That  is  exactly  where  I  can 
not  concur  with  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  The  deter- 
mination of  the  question  raised  is  essentially  a  Judicial  func- 
'tion  It  is  a  legal  question,  and.  under  the  American  system, 
it  is  triable  by  a  court.  I  prefer  to  have  a  court  try  the  issue 
to  having  It  tried  by  merely  administrative  agents. 

Mr  BLEASE.  Then,  Mr.  President,  if  that  is  true— and  I 
take  the  Senator's  word  for  it — does  not  the  Senator  think  we 
should  go  further  and  carry  out  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  by  giving  every  man  charged  with  crime  the  right  to  a 
trial  by  Jury  instead  of  by  a  Judge? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  think,  so  far  as  the  Consti- 
tution is  concerned,  any  man  can  demand  such  rights  as  the 
Constitution  grants  him,  and  neither  the  Congress  nor  any 
agency  of  the  Congress  can  deprive  him  of  such  rights.  So  far 
as  trial  by  Jury  is  concerned.  Congress  can  not  take  that  away, 
and  I  do  not  think  we  have  attempted  to  do  so.  Here  It  is 
merely  proposed  that  we  shall  give  to  a  court  a  part  of  the 
power  we  have  willingly  given  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
and  if  it  were  necessary  to  say  that  only  one  of  them  should 
exercise  tbe  power,  that  either  a  court  or  the  Secretory  of  the 
Treasury  alone  must  pass  upon  the  question  of  the  guilt  or 
innocence  of  a  man,  I  would  prefer  to  leave  It  to  a  court.  I  am 
entirely  content  that  the  Senate  shall  take  whatever  action  it 
chooses  regarding  the  pending  amendment,  but  I  think  it  is  a 
Just  and  proper  one. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tor from  Oregon  this  question :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that,  as  the  law 
now  stands.  It  has  been  working  very  well ;  and  if  so,  why  open 
this  loophole  to  the  opium  dealer  and  make  it  easier  for  him? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  delighted  the  Senator 
has  ai^ed  that  question,  because  it  gives  me  the  opportunity 
to  say  something  I  wanted  to  say  a  while  ago. 

Under  existing  law,  which  the  Senator  says  has  worked  so 
well,  the  common  carrier  is  not  liable  at  all,  but  by  section  504 
is  absolutely  exempted  from  liability. 

This  amendment,  and  other  Amendments  adopted  in  the  pend- 
ing tariff  bill,  strengthen  the  iNresent  law  immeasurably,  and 
when  the  distinguished  Senator  stated  a  little  while  ago  that 
he  had  studied  this  question.  I  could  not  help  reflecting— and  I 
■ay  this  wholly  without  offense— that  although  he  undoubtedly 
has  studied  the  general  question  of  the  baleful  effect  of  nar- 
cotics upon  the  human  syttem,  he  certainly  has  not  studied  the 
Btatutes  with  which  wse  are  now  concerned,  or  he  would  not 
have  made  the  statement  he  did  make  a  little  while  ago. 

On  the  contrary,  if  this  amendment  Is  adopted,  with  amend- 
ments already  adopted  it  wlU  place  upon  the  common  pajrl** 
a  liability— tbe  private  carrier  has  already  been  made  liable— 
which  did  not  heretofore  exist,  and  will  give  It  what  I  think  Is 
lust  and  American,  namely,  the  right  to  go  into  the  court  In 
which  a  ship  is  being  Ubeled,  and.  If  the  owner  Is  honest,  law- 
abiding,  diligent,  and  careful,  and  can  prove  to  the  court  that 
he  Is  an  Innocent  man,  he  will  be  relieved  from  the  penalty. 
Mr.  BLACK  and  Mr.  BLEASE  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  PRBSIDBNT  pro  tempore.    Does  tbe  Senator  from  Ore- 
■on  yield;  and  If  so,  to  whom? 
Mr.  STEIWER.    I  yield  to  the  Soiator  from  Alabama. 


■r   BLACK     If  this  amendment  shall  be  adopted,  will  the 
^'tary  of  the  Treasury  still  have  the  right  to  relieve  a  ship 
frotn  condemnation?  , ,        ,  ,       „ 

r  STEIWER  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  make  a  legally 
coilrect  answer  to  that.  I  would  answer  that  I  believe  he  would, 
ani  that  the  practical  effect  of  the  matter  would  be  that  in  those 
ca«e8  in  which  a  proceeding  in  rem  was  brought  a^-amst  a  ship, 
thi  determination  would  be  made  by  the  court,  but  that  other- 
wiie  it  would  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea.sury,  Just 
as  tias  been  done  under  existing  law,  as  exhibited  m  section  618. 
Th  it  is  merely  my  opinion. 

ir  BLACK.  I  would  like  to  state  that  in  reference  to  that  I 
an  in  thorough  sympathy  with  this  amendment.  1  am  oi)po8ed 
ju!t  as  vigorously  to  leaving  any  such  power  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.  I  believe  the  pn>per  place  to  try  out  a  question 
of  this  kind  is  before  a  court.  I  understood  that  some  one  said 
till  It  under  this  amendment  there  could  be  no  condemnation.  I 
ga  hered  that  that  statement  had  been  made. 

The  law  of  Alabama  with  reference  to  condemnation  of  auto- 
mobiles provides  that  if  the  owner  of  an  automobile  can  show 
th  It  he  had  exercised  reasonable  diligence  to  ascertain  the  pur- 
pose  for  which  his  automobile  was  to  l)e  use<l.  and  could  not 
as  certain  that  it  was  to  be  used  for  hauling  intoxicating  liquors, 
hill  automobile  shall  be  exempt  from  condemnation.  Auto- 
mobiles are  condemned  in  Alabama  every  day.  It  Is  not  Im- 
possible at  all  to  condemn  an  automobile,  aud  they  use  ex- 
ac  ly  this  method  of  condemnation. 

f  would  like  to  call  attention  further  to  this  fact,  that  under 
th?  old  smuggling  laws  with  reference  to  liquor,  the  owner  of  an 
aitomobile  could  have  been  condemnetl  whether  he  knew  the 
pi  rpose  for  which  It  was  to  be  u.sed  or  not. 

The  much  abused  Volstead  Act  came  along  and  liberalized 
tiat  provision,  and  to-day  under  the  Volstead  Act  the  owner 
ol  an  automobile  can  have  it  exempted  from  condemnation  if 
h«  can  show  that  by  the  exercise  of  reasonable  diligence  he 
cculd  not  have  ascertelned  that  it  was  to  be  used  for  hauling 
intoxicating  liquors.  ^   ^     ^ 

I  am  thoroughly  In  sympathy  with  the  method  of  procedure 
movlded  by  the  amendment.  I  hope,  however,  that  some  one 
w  11  suggest  another  amendment  to  take  away  from  the  Secre- 
ts ry  of  the  Treasury  the  right  to  set  aside,  as  I  might  term  it, 
the  verdict  of  a  Jury  or  the  Judgment  of  a  court.  My  opinion 
is  that  the  Senator  has  hit  the  American  inetho<l  of  providing 
for  the  condemnation.  Give  the  man  a  chance  to  be  heard  In 
c(urt.  and  then  if  he  has  exercised  reasonable  diligence  the 
G)vernment  will  not  be  allowed  to  condemn  the  vessel  In  which 
tl  e  opium  might  have  been  transp<irted.  The  court  is  the  proper 
oi  e  to  try  It  and  not  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  or  a  bureau. 
It  is  the  same  old  story  of  leaving  it  to  a  bureau  or  an  officer 
ol  the  Government  to  hear  the  matter  behind  closed  doors, 
wien  the  proper  place  to  hear  It  is  before  a  court.  I  agree 
thoroughly  with  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Bt^easej 
tt  at  If  a  man  wants  a  jury  he  should  have  a  Jury. 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  STEIWER     I  yield. ^ 

Mr  HOWELL.  I  think  it  must  be  very  clear  what  procedure 
sliould  be  followed.  The  steamship  company  would  first  go 
tn  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  try  to  be  relieved,  and 
w  hen  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  said,  "  No ;  your  violations 
are  constant  and  we  know  from  the  results  that  you  are  not 
t)  iking  proper  care  and  using  proper  diligence,"  then  the  steam- 
lip  company  could  say.  "  Very  well ;  we  will  go  to  the  courts, 
tat  is  what  is  Intended. 

Mr.  STEIWER.     Mr.  President,  I  do  not  see  how  it  is  pos- 

ble  for  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  seriously  to  urge  that  the 

■ocedure  should  be  as  he  Just  now  suggested.    We  must  know 

at  whenever  opium  Is  found  on  board  a  ship  the  Initiation  of  a 

..•oceeding  lies  with  the  Federal  agents.    Customs  officials  will 

etermlne  it,  no  doubt  after  consultation  with  the  Department 

If  Justice.     When   they   make  their   determination   they   will 

.ien  proceed  under  that  determination.    I  confess  I  have  never 

leard  of  a  case,  either  in  the  enforcement  of  the  liquor  law  or 

le  narcotic  law.  or  any  place  else  where  the  legal  representa- 

.ves  of  the  Government  find  it  necessary  to  go  to  a  defendant 

lUd  ask  how  they  should  proceetl  against  him..   Of  course,  the 

tusrtoms  officials  will  bring  the  case  before  the  Secretary  of  the 

treasury  If  they  want  it  there,  or  they  will  bring  It  In  court 

Or  a  libel  In  rem  if  they  want  it  there.    It  seems  to  me — and  I 

ay  it  In  all  friendliness  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska— there 

( an  be  no  other  construction  of  the  law. 

Mr.  HOWELL.     The  oirfnm  Is  found,  the  fine  Is  levied,  and 
he  steamship  com];)any  then  determines  what  course  It   will 


Mr!  HOWELL.  The  master  can  bring  forward  his  officers 
and  have  them  swear  as  they  did  in  the  case  of  the  half  ton  of 
opium  that  was  brought  into  this  country  by  the  Dollar  Steam- 
ship Line.  Every  one  of  them  said  they  took  every  care;  but 
what  was  the  fact?  Why.  they  aUowed  their  seamen  to  come 
aboard  the  vessel  at  a  gangway  with  no  one  on  guard,  and  they 
could  bring  aboard  a  satchel  full  of  opium  at  any  time. 

This  half  ton  of  opium  was  handed  in  tli rough  the  porth(He, 
In  part,  Thev  could  say.  "  We  exercised  due  care.  Of  course, 
we  have  to  have  our  portholes  open."  But  they  could  have 
somebody  to  guard  the  portholes.  The  witnesses  by  whom  the 
captain  would  prove  that  he  had  used  due  diligence  would  be 
the  very  persons  who  might  be  the  beneficiaries  of  the  Impor- 
totlons.  The  i>ractlcal  conditions  on  board  ship  would,  under 
this  amendment,  make  it  impossible  to  hold  an  owner. 


justice,  that  those  men— that  is,  the  master  and  the  captain- 
should  not  be  held  criminally  liable  for  a  crime  that  was  com- 
mitted not  only  without  their  connivance  or  kuowiedge  but  was 
committed  beyond  their  ability  to  prevent  or  their  ability  to 
ascertain  or  their  ablUty  to  have  knowledge.  That  really  Is 
all  there  Is  involved  in  this  amendment. 

If  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  will  permit  me  to  go  Jual 
a  little  further,  there  is  really  nothing  involved  in  this  amend- 
ment save  an  effort  to  give  to  the  courts  in  those  casw  in JfWch 
the  nroceedings  are  brought  in  rem  or  in  personam  the  Jurisdlc- 

lon  to^ri'lAln  Umit^ot  the  whole  thing  but  to  do  w'thln 
limits-what  the  Secretory  of  the  Treasury  is  permitted  to  do 

n  anT^ther  case  that  is  not  brought  in  the  courto.  It  te  up  to 
the  Secretory  of  the  Treasury:  it  is  up  to  the  customs  offldals. 
and  letme  suggest  this  to  Uie  Senator  from  Nebraska,  that  it 
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pursue.  The  most  natural  course  In  the  world  would  be  to 
appeal  to  the  Secretory  of  the  Treasury  and  ask  for  relief  under 
section  618.  Falling  there,  the  steamship  company  under  the 
amendment  could  say,  "  Very  well,  Mr.  Secretary,  we  will  CMi- 
teet  this  fine  In  the  courts."    That  would  be  the  {sooedure. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa. 
Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
if  the  procedure  is  not  substantially  as  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska has  stoted  It?  Suppose  the  law  should  stand  as  already 
ameuQHi ;  would  not  that  be  the  procedure — first,  that  a  libel 
would  be  put  on  by  the  customs  officials,  and  then  there  would 
be  an  appeal  to  the  Secretory  of  the  Treasury? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Not  under  existing  law.  I  assume  the  Sena- 
tor refers  to  the  provlsl<Hi  as  previously  amended  in  the  consid- 
eration of  the  tariff  bill? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  No;  I  was  referring  to  the  pr(^>osed 
amendment  as  we  have  already  amended  it,  but  not  with  the 
amendment  now  pending  adopted. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Under  that  provision  it  would  be  in  the 
power  of  the  customs  officials  to  determine  whether  they  would 
assess  a  fine  or  proceed  in  rem. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Have  they  any  discretion  about  it? 
Should  they  not  be  required  by  mandatory  provision  to  put  on 
a  libel  when  they  discover  any  opium? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  do  not  know  that  I  would  say  that.  We 
have  always  given  to  the  Department  of  Justice  and  to  our  law- 
enforcement  officials  some  little  discretion  as  to  whether  they 
shall  proceed  in  one  way  or  the  other.  There  are  so  many 
differences  in  crime.  It  may  be  an  ounce  or  gram  or  it  may  be 
100  pounds  involved.  I  think  the  question  whether  the  crime  is 
or  is  not  enormous  or  slight  In  Its  moral  turpitude  might  deter- 
mine very  properly  Just  exactly  how  the  law-enforcement  offidals 
should  proceed. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  It  seems  to  me  it  ought  to  be  mandatory 
as  to  the  first  move.  Then  If  we  are  going  to  court  at  all  there 
ought  not  to  be  any  Intervening  administrative  court. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  would  have  no  objection  to  making  It 
mandatory,  because  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
BukCK]  and  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  that  It 
is  better  to  have  these  things  threshed  out  in  court  where  the 
proci'edings  are  public,  where  a  record  Is  made  of  the  testimony, 
where  the  facts  are  determined  by  a  Judge  appointed  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  confirmed  by  the  Senate 
presumably  by  reason  of  his  ability,  and  not  have  It  determined 
privately  and  quietly  in  a  back  room  by  some  subordinate  clerk 
in  the  Treasury  Department. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Then,  can  the  Senator's  amendmoit  be 
modified  so  It  will  be  mandatory  and  the  only  appeal  will  be  to 
the  court  under  the  conditions  as  he  has  described  them? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  would  think  from  the  structure  of  the  law 
that  the  proposal  I  am  now  offering  could  not  be  modified.  The 
related  portions  of  the  law  could  be  modified.  I  do  not  believe 
I  have  ingenuity  enough  to  know  Just  how  to  modify  It. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Can  it  be  included  in  the  Senator's 
amendment  ? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  If  the  Senator  can  state  just  how  it  can  be 
done  without  leaving  a  scrambled-egg  effect,  I  would  be  very 
glad  to  consider  it 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    I  have  not  made  a  sufficient  study  of 

*  the  question  to  suggest  It  at  this  time  without  further  thought. 

Mr.   STEIWER.     I  would   be  unwilling  to  put  it  into  this 

proposal,  but  this  is  all  one  clause.    It  could  be  done  by  a 

provision  at  the  end  of  the  section  or  in  some  other  way. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDEINT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 
Mr.  STEIWER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  have  not  had  the  benefit  of  hearing 
read  the  proposed  amendment  or  all  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon.  We  all  agree  that  no  punishment  can  be  too 
severe  for  any  person  or  any  corporation  guilty  of  contributing 
to,  aiding,  or  abetting,  directly  or  Indirectly,  tbe  importing  or 
smuggling  Into  our  cotmtry  these  deadly  drugs.  If  I  understand 
the  contention  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  it  Is  that  If  the  Indi- 
vidual or  the  owner  of  the  vessel  Is  accused  of  importing  or 
smuggling  these  noxious,  deadly  drugs  he  should  be  proceeded 
against  by  the  Government  and  that  the  individual  or  the  ship- 
owner shall  have  an  opportunity  to  prove  if  he  can  that  he  is 
not  guilty.  If  that  be  the  position  of  the  Senator  it  would  seem 
to  me  to  be  sound.  In  other  words,  if  anyone  is  accused  of  this 
crime  he  should  have  an  opportunity  to  plead  to  that  charge, 
and  I  agree  that  be  should  have  that  hearing  in  a  court  rather 
than  be  condemned  without  a  hearing  and  then  be  relegated  to  a 
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departm«it  here  In  Washington  to  establish,  if  he  can,  his  inno- 
cence at  the  charge. 

Have  I  correctly  indicated  the  position  of  the  Senator  from 
Or^on  ? 

Mr,  STEIWER.    Yes;  in  substance. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  will  yield  in  Just  a  moment  I  want  to 
make  a  brief  statement  in  response  to  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  California  for  his  observations.  In 
addition  to  that,  under  the  law  as  we  amended  it  at  some  pre- 
vious time  when  the  matter  was  before  the  Senate  for  con- 
sideration we  established  the  ri^t  of  the  customs  officials  to 
bring  a  proceeding  in  rem  against  the  ship.  The  defendant 
naturally  has  no  election  as  to  where  that  shall  be  done.  That 
election  Is  made  by  the  United  States  Government 

When  that  action  in  rem  is  brought  against  a  ship  under  the 
law  as  we  were  arranging  It,  there  was  no  Jurisdiction  In  the 
court  to  consider  any  plea  of  any  kind  at  all  in  behalf  of  the 
Innocence  of  the  accused  owner  or  master.  The  Jurisdiction  was 
simply  lacking.  We  provided  that  if  opium  were  found  on  a 
ship,  the  penalty  should  attach.  The  only  thing  the  United 
States  Government  would  be  obliged  to  prove  In  that  case  would 
be  that  opium  had  been  found  on  board  ship  and  that  it  had 
not  been  listed  in  the  manifest.  If  that  were  true,  the  case 
would  then  be  closed  and  Judgment  would  be  entered  against 
the  o^ner  and  the  master,  and  it  would  not  make  any  difference 
how  Jealous  he  had  been  of  his  honor  and  how  zealous  he  had 
been  of  the  Government's  Interest  or  what  degree  of  diligence 
he  might  have  exercised,  he  would  not  then  have  the  oppor- 
tuuity  and  the  court  could  not  permit  him  to  set  that  up  as  a 
defense  either  in  whole  or  in  part 

The  only  purpose  of  the  proposal  I  am  now  bringing  to  the 
Senate  is  to  enable  the  owner  or  the  master  when  he  is  accused 
to  presoit  to  the  court  proof  of  the  claim  of  his  Innocwice  and 
that  he  did  not  know  and  could  not  by  the  exercise  of  reason- 
able diligence  have  known  of  the  presence  of  opium  on  board 
the  ship. 

This  is  a  right,  as  has  been  heretofore  explained,  which  ex- 
ists even  in  greater  degree  In  those  cases  where  the  Govern- 
ment electa  to  let  the  matter  be  settled  as  a  tax  penalty  between 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  owner  or  master.  It 
exista  there  in  greater  degree,  and  it  seems  to  me  no  harm  can 
ccxne  in  the  enforcement  of  the  law  If  we  allow  the  lesser  de- 
gree of  Jurisdiction  to  the  United  States  court  to  do  that  which 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  might  do  in  those  cases  which 
are  not  brought  into  court 

I  may  say  in  addition  that  as  the  Senator  well  knows,  for 
coituries  It  has  been  the  policy  and  practice  in  our  couru  that 
when  Jurisdiction  attaches  for  one  purpr  %,  it  inures  for  all 
purposes.  We  have  followed  that  rule  it;  our  courto  of  equity 
and  it  has  always  been  regarded  as  a  Just  and  proper  way  of 
procedure.  It  saves  expense  to  litigants  and  it  simpliflee  the 
buslnebs  of  the  courts,  and  geta  away  from  unending,  intermin- 
able discussion  and  litigation.  We  merely  propose  here  to  per- 
mit the  court  which  takes  Jurisdiction  for  one  purpoee  to  deter- 
mine the  whole  thing  openly,  to  determine  the  whole  thing 
under  process  of  law.  I  can  not  see  how  any  Senator  seriously 
can  argue  that  that  relaxes  the  enforcement  of  laws  against  the 
importation  of  narcotics. 

I  am  glad  now  to  yirid  to  the  S^mtor  from  Maryland. 
Mr.   GOLDSBOROUGH.    Doea   the   exception   clause   apply 
only  to  the  lien  that  may  be  laid  against  the  boat  or  does  it 
apply  also  to  the  owner  and  master?    It  reads : 

And  the  vessel  shall  not  be  held  subject  to  the  lien  if  H  app^n  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that  neither  the  master  nor  the  owner 
knew,  and  could  not,  by  tbe  exercise  of  reasonable  care  and  dlHgence, 
have  known,  tbat  such  smoking  oplam  or  opiam  prepared  for  smoking 
was  on  board. 

What  relation  does  that  have  to  the  master  or  owner  of  the 
vessel  ? 

Mr.  STEIWER.  My  construction  is  that  the  exception  as 
provided  in  the  amendment  is  applicable  only  to  the  lieu  upon 
the  ship. 

Mr.  SWANSON.    Mr.  President 

Tbe  PRESIDE^^T  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon yi^d  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  STEIWER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  I  want  to  suggest  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator.  The  amendment  limita  the  knowl- 
edge and  reasonable  diligence  and  care  to  the  master  and  owner. 
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operation  o(  •  vessel  Is  '««  e"'":«'y  ap„,torr«meiidiiient,  »nd 
Er^e-r.J'^e'.J^r.""^'?.  Sit  0*5^^00  .J  1.  «  U  wo^d 
"^hat  neither  the  mMter  nor  the  owner  nor  the  emploree  knew- 
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i^n^tlTl^plojee  of  an  automobUe  owner  i^^giilty  of  ^^gli- 

wnen  uie  eiui"  j  automobile  is  responsible.     The  only 

gence  the  owner  of  ^f^^S^Jj^e  to  drwould  be  to  prove 

Si^he'Sfiholn  IX  e^t  care  in  the  selection  of  hte  em- 

SJv P.^     The^Sggler   mnst    have    the   assistance    of   some 

ir„5^i.s'^s7^s^T«;r7o^'ti'^"»foC««' 

^''wr    STEIWER.    Mr.  President,  I  think  if  the  Senator  wUl 

kIiLvo  that  In  instlce  to  the  owner  or  to  the  master,  tney 
Sid  ^  held  lab  e  for  some  criminal  ^^^^^'^^""^  ,^l^ 
honest  man  wbo  seeks  employment  on  the  -^[^^fJ^^^^^^XZ 
the  law.  When  knowledge  comes  to  the  "^'^Ji?^,?,'  ^^'^J^Jonr^ 
Bnfh  an  emoloyee  Is  a  dishonest  man  or  a  criminal,  oi  course 
Som  ^enTnthly  might  well  be  held  liable  for  knowledge  of 
SeclM^^cte?  that  might  be  imputed  to  such  employee  but  It 
S^nfs^rme  in  the  first  Instance,  it  would  effectually  destroy 
S^  rel  efThlch  we  seek  to  give  the  honest  owner  and  the  hon- 
est master-and  I  am  interested  in  no  others-lf  we  should  also 
Jfovide  th^the  employee  can  not  have  known.  I  would  not 
want  to  accept  the  Senator's  suggestion. 

Mr  S^^'SON.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit 
n.r  If  the  employee  of  a  railroad  Is  guilty  of  negligence  the 
Jilir Jad  ^SC  1^  responsible  for  damages ;  If  the  employee 
S  aTt?ee^"ar  Smpany  is  negligent.  ti.e  «t^^,;^f  ^^^^XbUiS 
rwDonsible  for  damages.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  JabUity 
St  to  be  Extended  further  than  it  is  under  the  Senator's 
^endmeuL  As  I  understand,  no  imprisonment  is  provided 
fnr  hrinsinc  opium  in.  but  merely  a  fine. 

Mr  ^IWER.  That  is  right.  The  railroad  company  s 
liable  ^T  the  n^llgence  of  the  employee  if  the  employee  is 
aSLg  wltMn  tt.?sSpe  of  his  authority,  but  if  the  employee 
J?a  raT^S  comj^  leaves  his  train  a°^  Roes  across  he 
rtrit  andkills  soi^ebody  as  a  private,  personal  P^I^Ject^I  hink 
no  one  would  argue  that  the  rmUroad  company  would  be  liable. 
Mr  SWANSON  But  the  owner  of  the  vessel  is  engagedln 
tra^'spo^iStnon^^d  it  is  his  duty  to  see  ^at  In  carrying  goods 
iwT^Mnir  Is  broncht  Into  the  country  which  Is  Illegal.  I  move 
?o  ^nd  thnSnto^t  by  inserting  the  words  "  nor  an  em- 
UoJ^"  80  as  'rread  "  that  neither  the  master  nor  the  owner 

"^ii^M'^D^'ir'^nrteSiSe.  The  Q-«on  is  on  agreei^ 
to  the  aniendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  to  the 
Maendmeat  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Orefon. 

iSr  sSlWrnTilr  President.  I  hope  the  amendment  will 
not  L  adopted  It  would,  in  effect,  destroy  every  purpose  that 
J^a^^Mto  b^g  into  fruition  in  behalf  of  the  innocent 
owners  and  masters  of  vessels.  * 

Mr    BLKASB.    Mr.  President I        ^      .      ^^     t\,s^ 

Ke  PRBSIDE^PT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from  Ore- 

^^L^^trS^l^rwirji^'in'irtSSent  It  must  he 
J^^St  the  la^;^which  we  are  talking  about  i»ap- 
nUeaWe  to  the  lieu  upon  the  ship  and  to  the  owner  and  master, 
S^i  ran  conceive  a  areat  variety  of  cases  where  one  eogaeed 
CTtoinX  S^J^ii  w^lS^ve  himself  hired  by  the  owner 
"r^^erof^J^and  might  have  "-J^^l^L^'  *  ^^,« 
neroetrated  by  a  coconspirator.  When  the  owner  does  not 
ST^STwSL  thHa^does  not  ^-^^J-^^,^^^  ^^*™ 
of  the  criminal  purpose  of  a  member  of  the  crew,  they  ougnt 
Sot  to  be  held  liabTfor  his  misconduct.  Now  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina.  .     .     ^   ^  >.».  ^«^ 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  the  amend- 
ment which  the  Finance  Committee  has  plamlin  the  pending 
bill.  If  finally  adopted,  will  so  amend  the  present  law  that  it 
will  be  stronger  and  afford  more  protection  than  if  his  amend- 
ment shaU  be  adopted  without  the  committee  amendment  re- 
ported by  the  Finance  Committee? 
Mr   STEIWER.    I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr   HOWELL.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from  Ore- 
gon  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
Mr.  STEIWER.    I  yield. 


HOWELL.    I  will  wait  unUl  the  Senator  shall  have  con. 

r.  STEIWER.    Mr.  President,  I  do  not  v^ish  to  prolong  the 

r^TicK     Mr   President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
ir  l^WER     Let^e  make  one  further  observation,  and 

'  ]  i^  ^'^'ck!'  'To  not  want  the  floor ;  I  merely  wish  to  make 

•^  'Jr^l^EIWE^  VeTweU;   I  yield  to  the   Senator  from 

^'iL*°!?T'  xcK     Mr  President,  there  seems  to  be  almost  a  unl- 
vep  s^J^entTere'^^t"^^^  -ses  ^^ould  be  tri^  In  ^e 

"^r  "^hU^  nrTea^r7\ha^'irth:  ^S^atorTan^ndSt 
^IT,  Hmft\L\%^ln^1or  courts  probably  there  would 

^.^inrrrx^rmyrii:  but  i  w^s  goiug  to  s^gg^^o 

I?  -r^tiarbl  l^fol^TbTa  iSXSr  "n;:..^£e;|a^^^^^^ 

Bn:^.  rherrh^e^avni?e7.^:.ex;  s^th^  ^^ 

^Sndment  to  the  section  which  permlts.the  Secretary  of  the 

frtettoU  whereTibel  proeeedlngs  in  rem  have  been  Inslltuted 
ir  e-nurf  nnder  section  584  of  this  act. 

Tho2  wo  sug^tions  would,  if  adopted,  do  this:  They  would 
U  nit  Se  Sndemnatlon  proceedings  to  the  court  In  that  event 
e  SvthinrS^uld  be  heard  In  the  open;  the  evidence  would  be 
h  ^rd  and  could  be  gathered  by  the  public.  It  would  then  pro^ 
vde  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  could  not  remit  the 
Vnaltfes  and  foSelturls.  The  Constitution  gives  the  power  of 
:m11sion  of  penalties  to  the  President,  and,  in  my  jmlpnient. 
it  teCdarnemJny  wrong  to  leave  that  power  to  the  «ecTeta^ 
or  the  Treasury  or  to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce.  In  otter 
Inr^t  let  the  amendment  provide  that  the  courts  only  shall 
J-J^ndeLiatlonTa^  and  that  the  President  only,  the  Execu- 
t7e  seS   by   the   people,   shall   pass   upon    remissions   and 

Mr  STEIWER.    Let  me  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  I  think, 
ia  the  first  place,  he  has  suggested  a  ^^J^f^Jf,  »°i«";^';^"\-.  ^ 
is  one  which  has  not  occurretl  to  me,  and  I  believe  it  would  be 
worllable  means  of  reaching  the  object  which   we  have    n 
laind     I  do  not  know  that  I  have  any  personal  objection  to  it. 
"^t  that  it  would  place  upon  the  office  of  the  Trea.miry  the 
nStory  duty  to  proceed  In  every  case  by  an  action  in  rem. 
have  had  no  opportunity  to  take  that  matter  "P  wltb  the 
wins  officials  of  the  Treasury.     I   do  not   know   that  they 
JSld  deem  It  advisable.    On  the  contrary.  It  seems  to  me  that 
here  might  be  very  serious  objection  to  it. 

I  should  like  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama  this 

Idea    E?eS    hough  we  leave  It  In  discretionary  form.  «- >t  now 

8  Jo  hlZ  can  S,me  to  the  fair  enforcement  of  the  law.  because 

i 'tMnk  Twould  foUow  that  the  Treasury  offi<-i«»«  lV'%^L.?«w 

would  take  that  course  which  would  be  the  most  effective  for  law 

^"f  toJJT^Lne  of  the  difficulties  against  which  they  contend, 
but  I  think  we  all  realize  that  they  earnestly  make  an  endeavor 
to  accomplish  the  purpose  which  Is  imposed  «P««,^tbem  b^  the 
taw  It  seems  to  me.  Mr.  President,  that  it  would  be  safer  to 
Save  their  hands  untied,  at  least  until  we  know  ™«je  abj^t  it. 
than  it  would  for  us  now  here  upon  the  ;?;\^\^^^rJ^^'^; 
without  further  information,  to  tie  the  hands  of  the  Treabury 

by  a  mandatory  provision  In  the  law.  

£>  Mr.  President,  although  I  have  a  considerable  Interest  in 
what  the  Senator  has  proposed  and  believe  there  is  possible 
Serit  in  It  I  would  not  feil  at  liberty  at  this  time  to  agree  to 
his  suggestion  as  to  the  modification  of  ""y  "'"endinent  It 
S^s  ?ome  that  law  enforcement  Is  going  to  be  far  better  off  if 
we  merely  adopt  the  amendment  as  proposed  and  leave  the  sug- 
Kstton  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  to  future  consideration^ 

Mr  ROBIN.SON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  SIMMONS,  and  Mr. 
BLACK  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ure- 
gon  yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom?  .,  ,    _„ 

Mr  STEIWER.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Alalwima. 
Mr  BLACK  Mr.  President.  I  want  to  say  that  it  Is  not  nei-es- 
sary  for  us  to  study  a  lonjj  time  if  we  have  our  minds  made  up 
in  advance  against  hearings  before  bureau  chiefs  l)ehlnd  closed 
doors  I  fuliy  agree  with  the  Senators  Idea  of  justice,  that  no 
man's  property  should  be  condemned  without  a  hearing  in  a 
court  but  I  want  nn  amendment  offere<l  by  the  Senator  along 
With  'it  to  take  away  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  tiie 
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right  to  act  as  a  Judge  and  a  jury  and  also  as  the  authority  to 
rSnit  penalties  and  forfeitures.  Let  us  have  the  bearing  in  a 
Surt  and  not,  as  the  Senator  suggests,  before  some  subortUnate 
In  the  office  of  tiie  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  I  would  far 
rather  trust  hearings  with  reference  to  the  remi^ion  (rf  PenaltijM 
In  the  open  than  before  some  bureau  chief  or  his  subordinates, 
with  the  vast  powers  that  frequentiy  are  put  into  play  in  order 
to  work  an  influence.  So  I  say  it  does  not  require  any  study 
if  we  have  our  minds  made  up  against  that  practice.  I  am 
fundamentally  opposed  to  extending  any  further  any  «uthotlty 
In  bureau  chiefs  or  their  subordinates  to  tamper  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  That  is  what  this  is.  Let  the  hearing 
be  In  a  court :  let  the  person  charged  go  into  court  and  present 
his  defense,  aud  then  if  he  thinks  the  court  has  done  Mm  a 
wronuand  he  is  entitled  to  a  remission,  let  him  go  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  who  is  tiie  authority  intrusted  by 
?he  Constitution  of  the  United  States  wltii  ttie  duty  of  remitting 

^Mr   ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Mr.  President—— 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Dws  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr    STEIWER.    I  yield.  ^       ^       x.  .j,^ 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  A  suggestion  has  been  made 
by  some  one  near  me  that  perhaps  the  conclusion  of  the  debate 
on  the  Senator's  amendment  could  be  hastened  If  he  would 
Indicate  his  willingness  to  accept  a  modification  of  the  amend- 
ment to  this  extent :  Modify  it  so  that  it  will  read : 

Neither  the  master  nor  any  other  executive  officer  of  the  vem^, 
nor  the  owaer^ 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  that  is  the  very  suggestion 
I  was  going  to  make.  ^  _^         _. 

Mr  STEIWER.  I  will  gladly  accept  the  suggestion,  Mr. 
President,  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Then  I  offer  the  amendment 
in  the  language  which  I  have  indicated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  pending  amendment  is 
that  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  Does  tiie  Senator  from  Virginia 
withdraw  the  amendment  to  the  amendment? 

Mr  SW ANSON.  Mr.  President,  I  would  rather  put  some 
teeth  in  this  pn.vision.  As  it  is.  there  is  no  imprisonment  pro- 
vided but  merely  a  flne. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  suggest  that 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  a  perfect  right  to  accept  Uie 
modification  of  his  amendment  without  a  rote 

Mr  SW  ANSON.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  modifying  his  amendment  as  proposea  by  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas,  but  I  hope  the  Senate  will  Insert  tiie  word 
••  employee  "  also  in  the  amendment. 

Mr  BARKLEY  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  a  question,  if  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
will  yield  to  me  for  that  purpose. 

Mr  STEIWER.  I  yield  the  floor,  Mr.  President 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Before  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  yields  the  floor  the  Chair  wishes  to  understand  clearly 
If  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  modified  his  amendment  by 
accepting  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 
Mr  STEIWER  I  understood  from  the  ruling  of  the  Chatr 
that  i  was  permitted  so  to  modify  the  amendment,  and  I  intend 
to  do  so.  I  now  accept  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  as  a  modification  of  my  amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  Very  well.  The  question 
is  upon  agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  as  modified. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  the 
amendment  as  it  has  now  been  modified  read  at  the  desk? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Secretary  will  state  tne 
amendment  as  modified. 

The  Lbqislative  Cltbk.  On  page  447,  In  line  12,  before  the 
period,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  a  semicolon  and  the  following; 
Except  that  the  master  or  owner  of  a  vesBel  uaed  by  any  person  aa  a 
comm..n  carrier  In  the  transaction  of  business  as  such  common  carrier 
shall  not  be  liable  to  such  penalty,  and  the  vessel  shall  not  be  held 
subject  to  the  Hen,  If  It  appears  to  the  satisfsctlou  ol  the  court  that 
neither  the  master  nor  other  executive  officer  of  the  wssel  nor  the 
owner  knew,  and  could  not,  by  the  exercise  of  reasonable  care  and  dlU- 
gence,  have  known,  that  such  smokin*  opium  or  opium  prepared  lor 
■moking  was  on  board. 

The  PRESIDEN^r  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  as  modified. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    The  Senator  from  Oregon  ac- 
*  cepted  the  amendment,  did  he  not  I 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
accepted  the  modification,  as  the  Chair  understands,  and  the 
question  now  is  upon  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  fr«n  Vlr- 
rinia  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  as  modified. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia withdraw  his  amendment?       _     ^  .  .  _^ ,  ^^^ 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  understood  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  to  Insist  upon  a  vote  upon  his  amend- 

™  Mr  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  the  term  "  executive  offlcers  " 
sounds  broad  and  yet  I  doubt  if  the  court  would  hold  that  those 
X^ld  warints^n  board  ship-that  Is.  Petty  <>fflcers-wonld 
be  included  in  this  term.  Therefore  I  suggest  that  possibly  the 
SteMtor  from  Oregon  wlU  accept  the  addition  of  tiie  words 
•*  other  executive  and  warrant  crfBcers." 

Mr  OTBIWBR.  Mr.  President,  I  confess  that  I  do  not  know 
the  functions  and  duties  of  a  warrant  offlc«-  on  a  "?«<*»;*«»»'{»: 
It  is  a  term  well  understood  in  tiie  navies  of  the  world.  If 
"warrant  oflicer"  means  a  man  who  is  performing  any  execu- 
ttve  function,  tiien  in  that  case  I  should  be  very  happy  to  accept 
that  further  modification.  The  trouble  with  the  rmitta  te  that 
I  do  not  know  that  it  means  that.  If  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
can  enlighten  me,  it  might  l>e  of  assistance.  «.„«*«» 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
that  that  woitJ  being  in  the  amendment,  hrfor©  the  conferees 
aerwd  to  the  amendment  they  would  find  out  whether  tiiere  is 
suJhan  office,  and  what  the  responsibility  of  tiie  officer  may  be. 
I  do  not  see.  therefore,  why  the  Senator  can  not  accept  the 

*^    Sl^iwER.    With  that  understanding,  I  will  accept  the 
nroposal  made  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

^IrHOWBLL.  Mr.  President,  while  that  somewhat  betters 
the  amendment,  the  fact  is  that  an  attempt  is  being  made  to 
take  Sfterth  out  of  this  law.  The  Dollar  Steamship  Une's 
r?presentatiV«.  have  been  here  for  some  time.  ^  On*  has  but  to 
tao^the  S>nditions  on  board  ship  to  realiw  that  although  ti^ 
nS^noMl  to  refer  the  matter  to  tiie  court  soumls  plausible,  it 
S^STpU^JSry  nullify  What  was  proposed  by  theSecr^ary  of 
tT^TrSisury.  and  Included  in  the  House  bUl.  namely,  to  make 
the  oWere  of  vessels  responsible  for  the  smuggUng  of  opium 

into  this  country.  .   _,       .         i 

There  are  two  daases  of  vessels  bringing  in  opium. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President——  

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr.  HOWELL.     I  do. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Does  not  the  amendmMit  weaken  not  only 
the  bill  as  it  was  reported  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  but 
the  law  as  it  now  exists  witii  reference  to  tiie  enforcement  of  the 

^^ilT  HOWELL.  The  am«idment  proposed  by  the  Finance 
Committee  to  the  House  bill  would  have  taken  the  twth  out  of 
this  proposed  law.  The  House  included  In  the  bill  an  amend- 
ment  to  the  law  now  in  effect  that  put  teeth  in  ".The 
Finance  Committee  adopted  an  amendment  that  ^ould  take  t^ 
teeth  out  of  the  law.  The  Senate  did  not  accept  tiiat  amend- 
ment ;  and  now  an  attempt  Is  being  made  to  have  adopted  an 
amendment  that  will  again  draw  the  teeth  from  the  bill  as 

^*Mr  BARKLEY.  If  this  amendment  is  adopted,  will  not  the 
effect  of  It  be  that  where  opium  is  found  on  a  vessel  the  burden 
of  proof  will  be  on  the  Government  to  prove  tiiat  the  master, 
owner,  or  executive  officer  in  charge  of  the  vessel  had  knowl- 
X  of  the  presence  of  ttie  opium ;  and  wlU  It  not  make  It  even 
more  difficult  to  enforce  the  law  than  it  is  at  present,  and  more 
difficult  than  under  the  proposed  law  as  we  have  al"«dy  agreed 
to  it  m  the  Senate,  having  defeated  the  amendment  as  it  came 
from  the  Finance  Committee?  «««=«  wii 

Mr  HOWELL.  The  law  as  it  would  be.  If  tiie  House  bill 
were  passed  without  amendment,  would  provide  for  a  fine  of 
$25  an  ounce  against  both  the  master  and  the  owner  of  the 
vessel  Then  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  would  have  tne 
right  and  authority  to  modify  that  flne  if  he  saw  Jt  and  proper 
Now,  a  plausible  proposal  Is  made  that  we  refer  this  matter  to 
thVcourts  under  ^ch  conditions  that  we  never  would  be  able  to 
hold  the  owner  of  a  vessel.  

Mr.  BARKLEY.    If  the  Senator  will  permit  roe 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  In  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  further  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky? 

Mr  BaSeY.  '  What  I  had  in  mind  was  this :  The  lan- 
CTage  of  this  amendment  provides  for  tiie  exemption  of  the 
SSS.    master    and  executive   officer   of   any   ship  on   which 

S7um  i"  found  «'th"^rt  ^^^Jl^Ze''':irZ'<i'"^^ 
knowledge  of  its  presence.     Therefore  the  hwden  <a  P«»oi 
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would  b«  o.  the  OoTeniilient  of  Of  Valua  StatM  to  pro»e 

they  found  tons  of  it  on  board  the  ship? 

Mr    HOWELL.     There  is  no  quesUon  aboutit     Why.  Mr. 

n.rh«r   .  trelnhter.  and  I  think  the  «ne  was  aomething  u*e 

"'T^a't'te'  what  is  going  on,  and  the  owners  of  the  shiP  know  it 
Ls  eoine  on  I  do^  mS^a  that  they  know  of  each  individual 
«^  bSt  Uiey  re^li«  that  unless  they  take  extreme  Pr«»«ti«°« 
^t^ir^«^  ii^irit  is  going  on.  So  when  this  amendment  to 
L  p^nUaw  ™"iopC  by  the  Hoose,  these  owners  Imn^ 
SatHyTott^l  to  draw  the  teeth  out  of  this  amendment  urged 

'^Buf  Hr^i^^"^  now  confronted  with  this  ^|^i- 
HcS  "  S^tVTT  to  the  courts.  Be  fair ;  be  just ;  aWow  the  Gov- 
ernment^ the  United  States  to  go  into  court,  and  if  it  can  not 
SX^Lit  there  was  negligence  on  board  tbe  sMp,  It  rfmU  ^t 
Iv»llect  the  fine."  By  whom  would  they  prove  it?  Why,  the 
TmSL  and  c?ew  on  the  ship  might  all  be  parties  to  the  trans- 
aS  Where  would  the  Government  get  the  evidence?  How 
mJuld  it  get  the  evidence?  The  shipowners  know  the  Govern- 
Tnt  could  not  get  the  necessary  evidence  andjience  this  pUu^^ 
ble  amendment.  The  question  is.  Has  the  Senate  the  will  to 
take  the  necessary  step  to  enforce  the  law  agamst^e  importa- 
tion of  narcotics  as  the  House  has  done,  or  will  it  retreat/ 

Mr   SHORTRIDGE.    Mr.  President ■ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yieid  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.'  I  fully  agree  with  the  Senator  to  h^ 
earnest  desire  to  prevent  the  smuggling  of  these  narcotic  drugs. 
?he  qoes?on,  as  it^pears  to  my  mind,  ij  Who  shaU  pass  u^n 
the  guilt  or  the  innocence  of  anyone  charged  with  a  crime? 
Shall  it  be  a  court,  or  shall  it  be  the  Treasury  Department? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     This  is  not  a  crime 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  Well,  it  amounts  to  a  moral  crime,  it 
amounts  to  a  penalty,  Mr.  President. 

Mr    HOWELL.     It  is  a  pwialty.  .       ^     ^  u 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  Granted.  The  only  thing  to  be  consid- 
ered it  seems  to  me— for  we  all  agree  as  to  the  wickedness,  the 
hurtfuln^s  and  in  a  general  sense  the  wrong,  the  njury  done 
b?^  S>«S^  of  these  drugs-the  only  question  In  my  mind 
iZ  W^o  sSoi^ss  upon  the  act  of  importing?  ShaU  it  be  a 
wurt,  or  Slu  it  be-lwlll  not  say  a  subordinate-sha^l  It  be  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury?    it  seems  to  me  that  that  is  the  only 

'"Si^'sisnator  from  Nebraska  may  be  absolutely  right  in  think- 
ing that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  here  in  W^ashington  ^an 
the  better  pass  upon  it  than  an  honored  Judge  yonder  in  San 
^anSsco  «  in  sSitUe  or  in  New  York;  but  that.  I  say.  seems 
to  me  to  be  the  question:  Who  shall  pass  upon  it;  namely, 
whether  it  be  the  court  or  the  Treasury  Department? 

Mr  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  I  should  have  no  objection  to 
the  honored  Judge  passing  upon  it  if  he  were  »°  *  P^^j^l^"  I2 
have  before  him,  and  to  take  into  consideraUon.  all  the  evidence 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  could  take  into  consideration , 
but  under  the  rules  of  law  he  would  be  limited.  The  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  would  have  before  him  the  record  of  the  com- 
nany  He  would  have  before  him  the  fact  that  In  the  last  two 
OT  three  years  the  Dollar  Steamship  Line  »»^^*^^;*S*.^5*^: 
cotic  law  37  times,  and  the  masters  have  been  fined  $760,000, 
but  they  are  judgment  proof,  and  only  $6,250  has  ever  been  col- 
lected on  account  of  this  $760,000  of  fines. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President „       ^       ,  „^ 

The  PRESIDING   OFFICER.    Does  the   Senator  from  Ne- 
braska  further  yieid  to  the  Senator  from  CaUforma? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  do.  v     «       a.       .^  *.   *^ 

Mr    SHORTRIDGE.    Then  why  does  the  Senator  wish  to 

leave"  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  power  to  remit 

these  fines?     If  they  were  properly  Imposed,  why  should  we 

leave  it  to  a  dq>artment  of  the  Government  to  remit  than? 
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Tie  thoughtful  Senator  from  Alabama  expressed  8f>°;e  views 

1  le  [uousjiiiu  .  court  and  a  fine  is 

whi  rh  appeal  to  ^^^■}^.J^l^''^^  who  has  control  over  that 

imposed,  then  the  question  f^^^^^^^^^^erstand  the  Senator 

i^^N^^rZi^  t^  fl^  to  iipos^  and  presumably  upon  some 
froMl^braska.  thcMew       *^  all  the  fines   remitted, 

^'■^'!f^'..  «f  It  aiSars  they  have  been.  pracUcally?  It  Is  a 
pra'lScarVestl'on'raSnlniJterlng  the  law  with  which  I  am 

''''?!  r  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  the  able  Senator  from  Call- 
foniia  evidenUy  does  not  realize  that  now  fines  can  only  be 
«^^ed  agSnst  the  masters,  and  the  masters  are  judgment 
S?S?  w¥at  we  are  endeavoring  to  do  is  to  make  the  owners 
^f  t  ^t^  vessel  lointly  liable  with  the  masters. 

if  S^RTRIDGE     And  I  think  they  should  be;  but  I  do 
notlthlnk  that  any  man's  liberty  should  be  taken  from  him.  or 
hrsbroSerty  taken  from  him.  without  giving  him  an  opportunity 
to    TZd     All  my  life  I  have  thought  that  that  was    rue 
American  doctrine.    If  a  shipowner,  or  the  owner  of  any  other 
nro)erty    is  charged  with  crime,  let  him  be  heard.     If  he  is 
Sa^S  with  an  offense  which  means  the  imposition  of  a  pen- 
auVin  a  mon??  toe,  let  h,:m  be  heard.    That  Is  all  I  contend 
for     If  It  be.  m  this  particular  case,  concerning  which  we  all 
afiSse  that  this  Inhibited  drug  is  found  on  a  ship,  let  the  owner 
of  he  ship  be  heard,  be  permitted  to  put  in  his  defense     I  have 
nrc  found  r^t  for  the  Federal  courts.     It  has  seemed  to  me 
that  a  FederJT court  would  be  the  appropriate,  the  proper  place 
for  the  owner  of  the  vessel  to  make  his  defense,  if  he  can  make 
on<      If  he  can  not,  let  him  be  condemned,  no  matter  how  great 
th€*fine  may  be,  for  the  punishment  can  not  t>e  too  severe  as 
against  anybody,  master  or  owner  or  passenger,  who  is  guilty  of 
?hi*  ^t  criSe.     No  man  should  be  above  the  law.  no  man 
sh<  uld  be  beneath  Its  protection.  ,ki^  „-„„,« on t 

4r  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  that  Is  a  plausible  argument, 
to  the  uninitiated  it  would  appeal,  but  we  are  ««;««denn8  a 
sp«>ial  service,  a  service  upon  the  sea.  and  it  is  proposal  to 
liike  the  Government  responsible  for  proving  thn  the  txwuer  of 
a  vessel  had  knowledge  that  there  was  smuggling  of  opium 
upm  his  vessel.  Go  into  court  under  such  circuin.stance8.  and 
yoi  will  never  hold  an  owner. 

At.  SHORTRIDGE.    WUU  the  Senator  pardon  me  again? 
rir!  HOWELL.     Yes.  ^   ^  , 

kir  SHORTRIDGE.  Is  it  the  Senator's  theory  that  a  man  is 
to  be  condemned  even  though  he  is  Innocent  of  wronj^oing? 
Ci  n  we  stand  for  that  proposition  as  Senators  or  as  men .' 

S.  man  may  be  rich  or  poor,  beloved  or  despiseil ;  and  yet.  if 
he   is  accused  of  crime,  is  he  not  entitled  to  be  heard  in  his 

Mr  HOWELL.  He  would  not  be  accused  of  crime  In  this  casa 
Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  If  he  is  to  be  punished,  may  he  not  be 
h<ard?  I  am  not  presently  concerned  with  the  rules  of  evlden^ 
a  [o  the  burden  of  proof  or  the  presumption  of  inuocence^ 
Ticie  are  important  principles,  of  course.  But  sonje^^ere  t^« 
man  accused  of  wrongdoing,  of  violating  the  »«7^  «' Jf.^^'/J/' 
oi  ight  to  have  an  opportunity  to  plead  not  guilty  and  to  prove 

^  Mr°°^W^LL.'' Mr'^^esident.  a  shipowner  has  that  privilege 
n)w  ■  He  can  go  Into  court  and  show  the  court  that  the  Secre- 
V^  of  the  Treasury  has  levied  a  fine  for  the  smuggling  of 
o>lum  in  his  ship,  and  that  no  smuggling  ti.ok  place.  If  he 
c  in  show  that,  the  fine  can  not  be  enforced. 

The  question  here  is.  Was  there  opium  on  the  .ship?  "the 
fi  ict  is  that  there  was  opium  on  the  ship,  then  there  s  no  defense 
fl?the  owner,  unless  he  can  present  mitigating  circumstances 
t)  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr  GEORGE     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  I 

Mr  HOWELL.  In  just  a  moment.  There  Is  nothing  to  the 
suggestion  that  the  owner  of  a  ship  is  to  be  debarred  from  any 
rrivilege  of  appealing  to  the  courts.  There  is  Just  one  Question 
t)  be  decided:  Was  there  opium  found  on  that  ship?  If  there 
vas  no  opium  found  on  the  ship,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
iry  attempted  to  fine  the  owner  of  the  ship,  the  owner  could  go 
iito  court  and  have  redress.  What  we  propose  Is  this,  when 
coium  is  found  on  board  a  ship,  the  owner  will  have  to  pay  the 
I  rice,  in  order  that  we  may  stop  that  sort  of  thing.  I  now 
'  ield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  ^^ 

Mr  GEORGE.  There  seems  to  be  a  great  difficulty  expe- 
lienced  by  many  Senators  on  the  theory  that  there  must  neces- 
« arily  be  a  criminal  intent  present  before  the  Government  is 
■  ustifled  in  punishing  anyone.  There  are  many  offenses  which 
;  o  not  necessarily  involve  a  criminal  Intent,  except  in  the  sense 
hat  there  was  the  actual  doing  of  the  thing  which  the  law 

***Then  there  seems  to  be  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  on  the  part 
(»f  other  Senators  because  a  ship  may  be  taken,  although  the 
i  naster  and  owner  of  it  are  innocent  of  any  intent  or  purpose  to 


transport  opium.  It  la  no  new  principle  in  the  law  that  where- 
ever  a  necessary  instrumentality  Is  used  in  the  commission  of  a 
crime  the  instrumentality  may  be  seized,  as  weU  as  the  person 
who  uses  the  Instrumentality  In  the  commission  of  the  crime. 

It  seems  to  me  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  is  quite  right  in 
this  matter,  that  an  invitation  is  going  to  be  opwied  to  opium 
smuggling  If  we  take  out  the  drastic  and  harsh  provisions  of 
this  law.  We  had  better  leave  them  In  if  we  really  mean  to 
prevent  the  smuggling  of  opium. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE      Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 

again? 
Mr.  HOWELL.    I  yield.  -^ 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  Do  I  understand  the  Senator  fr<Mn 
Georgia  to  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  that  there 
would  be  any  remedy  for  the  shipowner?  ^  „    ,.     „ 

Mr    GEORGE.     Oh,  entirely.     Under  section  618  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  Is  authorized  to  remit  the  whole  penalty 
Imposed  on  the  shipowner  or  the  master. 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Precisely, 

Mr  GEORGE,    if  It  appears  that  he  is  really  innocent 
Mr  SHORTRIDGE.    That,  as  I  suggested  a  moment  ago.  was 
the  matter  In  controversy,  a  matter  of  procedure.     W^ho  should 
grant  the  relief— the  court  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  we  deal  with  property  rights 
in  the  administration  of  tariffs,  and  we  must  deal  with  those 
property  rights  through  the  set-up  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
the  Customs  Service.  They  are  just  as  substantial  property 
rights  as  any  other  property  rights  that  have  to  go  into  court. 
If  we  were  to  send  all  customs  matters  to  the  courts,  we  wotild 
never  be  able  to  administer  a  customs  law. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HOWELL.  In  just  a  moment  Let  us  look  at  this  angle, 
in  connection  with  this  amendment.  If  we  will  vote  down  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Steiweb],  we  will  settle  once  and  for  all  the  question  as  to 
whether  there  are  to  be  teeth  in  this  tariff  bill  to  the  end  of 
preventing  the  importation  of  opium  by  smuggling.  But  if  we 
adopt  this  amendment.  It  will  be  In  the  hands  of  the  conference 
committee,  and  they  can  restore  the  Finance  Committee's 
amendment  relieving  these  owners.  If  we  will  stand  firm  now. 
and  refuse  to  amend  the  bill  at  aU  In  this  particular,  the  matter 
will  be  settled,  we  can  settle  it  right  here  and  now,  and  it  can 
not  be  changed  In  conference. 

Mr.  BARK  LEY.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield.  ^      ^^ 

Mr.  BERKLEY.  Under  the  language  as  it  now  stands,  the 
master  of  a  vessel,  or  the  person  In  charge,  or  the  owner,  is 
liable  to  a  penalty  of  $25  for  each  ounce  of  opium  found  on 
the  ship,  and  it  is  provided  in  the  next  sentence  that  that  fine 
or  penalty  is  a  lien  upon  the  vessel.  This  amendment  would 
relieve  the  owner  of  the  vessel  from  the  payment  of  that  fine 
unless  he  had  other  property  out  of  which  it  could  be  secured. 
Mr.  HOWELL.    That  Is  the  provision. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    Mr.  President  if  that  is  true,  then  it  would 
change  the  bill  from  the  way  it  would  read  as  we  amended  it 
here  a  few  days  ago. 
Mr.  HOWELL.     Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  would  practically  ntdllfy  the  provision 
we  adopted. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  It  would  nullify  the  provision  we  put  into 
the  bill  on  a  former  occasion. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  We  stood  by  the  House  provision  of  the 
tariff  bill  in  this  connection.  The  Finance  Committee  at- 
tempted to  wipe  out  that  provision  and  we  refused  to  agree  to 
the  Finance  Committee  amendment. 

Is  It  not  now  evident  that  if  we  will  stand  pat  the  House 
provision  will  stand,  it  can  not  be  changed  by  the  conference 
committee,  and  we  will  have  settled  the  whole  matter,  and  we 
will  have  put  teeth  Into  this  section? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  think  the  Senator  Is  right  about  that. 
Mr.  BORAH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Certainly. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Is  there  not  a  provision  In  the  bill  somewhere 
to  the  effect  that  If  the  party  refuses  to  pay  the  fine,  he  may  go 
to  court? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  No;  this  Is  the  proposition:  If  opium  is 
found  on  board  a  ship,  then  the  fine  attaches;  and  It  must  be 
paid  unless  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  sees  fit  to  relieve 
the  owner. 

Mr.  BORAH.    That  is  under  section  618? 
Mr.  HOWELL.    That  Is  under  section  618.     It  Is  very  easy 
to  understand  the  anxiety  of  the  Dollar  Steamship  Line,  their 
desire  to  avoid  this  liability  so  far  as  vessel  owners  are  con- 
cerned. 


Prom  April  22,  1925,  to  January  8,  1928,  there  were  87  im. 
portatlons  of  opium  on  Dcrflar  steamships,  and  sln^e  captains 
were  in  command  as  many  as  six  times  on  those  ships  when 
smuggling  took  place. 

These  fines  varied  as  follows:  $140,000  in  one  case,  $45,000 
in  another  case.  $32,000  In  another,  $33,000  In  another,  and 
$390^000  in  another  case. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jomcs  In  the  chair).  Doea 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  HOWELL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  was  not  in  the  Chamber  dmrlng  the  entire 
time  the  Senator  was  addressing  the  Senate  and  perhaps  I  may 
be  asking  the  Senator  to  cover  some  ground  he  has  already  cov- 
ered. If  so  I  shall  not  ask  the  Senator  to  repeat  because  I 
can  read  his  speech  to-morrow  in  the  Rkjobd.  But  I  have  been 
wondering,  If  the  captain  of  a  ship  really  was  very  careful  in 
making  his  inspection  of  the  goods  coming  aboard  and  has  done 
everything  that  a  man  reasonably  could  do  to  detect  the  pres- 
ence of  oi^um,  if  It  was  the  Senator's  Intention  that  the  captain 
ought  to  be  fined  nevertheless  because  opium  was  on  the  ship, 
notwithstanding  he  had  done  everything  he  reasonably  could  to 
prevent  It  coming  aboard? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President  I  invite  the  attention  of  the 
able  Senator  from  Maryland  to  the  fact  that  under  the  bill  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  the  right  to  relieve  such  a  cap- 
tain from  paying  the  fine  if  he  Is  satisfied  that  the  captain  is 
worthy  of  that  consideration.  When  he  does  so  he  takes  into 
consideration  the  captain's  record,  he  takes  into  consideration 
evidence  which  would  not  be  presentable  In  court  and  he  has  In 
mind  circumstances  whidi  the  court  could  not  know.  If  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  believes  that  the  captain  is  worthy, 
that  the  captain  is  a  careful  man,  then  he  may  relieve  blm. 
But  even  though  he  could  not  prove  laches  on  the  part  of  the 
captain,  If  he  knows  that  his  record  has  been  bad,  if  he  knows 
of  indifferent  discipline  on  board  his  ship,  then  in  such  case  he 
can  say,  "I  can  not  relieve  you  of  the  fine.  I  am  very  sorry 
but  we  have  to  make  an  example." 

But  it  Is  proposed  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall 
not  have  that  privUege,  No;  it  is  proposed  that  the  vessel 
owner  may  first  go  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  ask 
to  be  relieved,  and  if  he  can  not  get  relief  there  then  he  may  go 
to  the  court.    That  is  what  is  proposed.    He  is  to  be  given  two 

Mr  TYDINGS.  I  would  be  inclined  to  go  with  the  Senator 
in  his  general  observation  that  the  penalty  should  be  put  upon 
the  shipowner,  agreeing  that  the  presence  of  opium  is  Prlma 
facie  evidence  that  a  careful  Inspection  was  not  made,  and  he 
would  be  theoretically  obliged,  under  the  law,  then  to  give  bond 
and  await  trial.  However,  if  ample  machinery  were  not  pre^ 
ent  In  the  law  to  permit  him  to  come  in  and  show  that  he  had 
done  all  that  a  reasonable  man  could  do  and  therefore,  having 
done  that,  was  blameless.  I  would  not  want  to  vote  for  an 
amendment  fixing  the  penalty  upon  the  man  who  had  done  his 
best  I  would  be  glad  to  see  a  fine  imposed.  If  there  were 
machinery  so  he  could  get  it  back  If  he  were  not  guilty.  On  the 
other  hand,  I  would  be  inclined  to  vote  for  the  imposition  of  the^ 
fine  provided  he  can  not  prove  he  was  diligent.  .    ^    *v. 

Mr  HOWELL.  The  Senator  need  have  no  fear  that  the 
machinery  is  not  working  well.  The  department  levied  *J60.000 
of  fines  against  the  vessels  and  only  collected  $6,250.  so  I  think 
the  Senator  can  rest  assured  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
wlU  not  be  too  harsh  in  these  cases.  But  the  Secretary  will  be 
In  a  position  to  Insist  uptm  the  payment  of  fines  In  cases  where 
they  ought  to  be  paid  and  where  he  could  not  go  into  court  and 
prove  negligence  and  make  the  vessels  pay  in  that  way. 

One  of  the  most  remarkable  cases  in  connection  with  the 
smuggling  of  opium  was  the  case  of  the  President  narrisoi^ 
That  vessel  arrived  In  the  port  of  New  York  on  October  22.  1928. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  Presldwit  may  I  interrupt  the  Senator 
again  before  we  leave  the  point  we  were  just  discussing? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Certainly.  ,  ^. 

Mr  TYDINGS.  I  really  do  not  know,  but  I  suppose  the 
captain  of  a  ship,  through  his  crew,  has  the  privilege  of  Inspect- 
ing aU  baggage  that  comes  on  board  to  the  extent  that  customs 
officials  Inspect  baggage  when  It  is  taken  fn)m  the  ship  and 
placed  on  the  pier.    Am  I  right  in  that  conclusion? 

Mr.  HOWELL.    Absolutely.  ,_,„„«. 

Mr  TYDINGS.  Although  an  American  ship  were  loeaing 
commodities  in  China,  I  suppose  that  every  seal  could  be  broken 
and  tiiere  would  be  no  such  thing  as  shipping  gootto  under  st^l. 
The  captain  would  have  the  right  and  there  would  be  no  Uinit 
to  what  he  could  not  break  open  wlUiout  any  danger  of  liability. 
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I  can  see  where  gooda  might  be  shipped  under  bond ;  they  might 
L  preSJuI  stTni  shipped  under  bond,  ^^^^'^'^^^'^^^tl 
If  they  were  opened  paste  diamonds  might  be  substituted  ror 
Jlal  oneJ  and  U  would  be  difficult  to  teU  where  the  habihty 
JSJuld  S  fixed  for  the  loss.  I  was  just  wondering,  under  all 
Ja*<  Xther  or  not  the  captain  of  the  ship  had  the  authority 
inheUme  tie  goods  were  loaded  upon  his  vessel  to  examine 
Into  every  package  of  merchandise  of  whatever  character  that 
came  ab^arS^  If  he  has.  that  is  one  thing.  On  the  otherhand. 
if  there  are  certain  provisions  where  goods  may  be  received 
imd  Xnd-I  do  not  know  that  there  are.  but  if  there  are  those 
ronditiois-then  there  should  be  a  saving  clause  that  the  bonded 
S"  were  opened  not  by  the  captain  but  by  some  extraneo^ 
Srsmi  OtheVwise  the  law  would  be  so  rigid  that  one  regula- 
K  would  prevent  the  opening  of  the  bonded  g^o^s  and  another 
regulation  would  demand  the  opening  of  the  b«°ded  goods  I 
Smply  offer  that  as  a  suggestion,  not  knowing  what  the  real 

^*Tr^^ HOWELL.  At  each  port  of  call  the  steamship  company 
has  its  agents.  The  agents  collect  the  freight  on  the  goods  that 
are  to  go  aboard.  They  are  as  responsible  as  the  owners  of  the 
steamship.  It  is  up  to  them  to  determine  the  character  of  goods 
contained  in  the  cases  which  are  offered  for  shipment.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  they  have  to  know  in  order  to  apply  the  Proper 
rates  of  freight.  When  any  goods  come  aboard  the  ship,  if  the 
captain  has  any  reason  to  believe  that  they  are  Qt>t  as  set  forth 
in  the  manifest,  he  has  authority  to  investigate.  If  he  had  done 
BO  without  reasonable  cau.se  and  damage  we're  done  to  the  goods, 
it  is  probable  that  the  owners  thereof  would  have  an  action 
against  the  steamship  company  for  the  damage  done. 

But  now  let  us  consider  another  class  of  baggage  aboard  ship 
the  baggage  of  the  men,  the  goods  that  the  men  bring  on  board 
the  ship.  Every  vessel  ought  to  be  carefuUy  guarded  at  the 
ports  of  call,  especially  if  they  go  alongside  a  wharf.  There 
should  be  guards  sUtioned  at  the  gangway,  and  particularly 
at  the  gangways  for  the  men.  Every  bit  of  luggage  brought 
aboard  by  the  men  should  be  examined  carefuUy.  The  Senator 
knows  that ;  it  is  done  in  the  Army  and  the  Navy. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  What  I  had  in  mind  was,  for  example,  the 
case  of  a  cargo  of  grain  being  shipped  from  China  to  the  United 
Statt-s  in  bushel  sacks.  It  would  be  very  easy  in  the  center  of 
several  of  those  bags  of  grain  to  place  a  small  box  of  opium. 
Suppose  that  only  10  of  the  sacks  out  of  possibly  5,000  that  were 
loaded  on  the  vessel  contained  the  opium. 

I  want  to  pot  this  penalty  on  the  captain  if  he  is  lax,  but  it 
Is  very  easy  to  see  in  the  illustraUon  I  have  Just  made  that  it 
would  be  practically  impossible  for  him  to  render  100  per  cent 
efficient  survey  and  examination  of  the  freight  unless  he  would 
really  have  each  one  of  those  sacks  opened,  dumped  out,  and 
reloaded  in  his  presence.  While  I  agree  with  the  Senator's  pro- 
posal that  the  law  ought  to  be  elastic  enough,  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  nature  of  the  shipping  business,  yet  I  fe^  ^^^\}l 
a  man  has  done  all  he  reasonably  can  do  he  should  not  be  singled 
out  when  no  other  hnraan  being  could  have  done  more  if  he  had 
been  placed  In  the  same  situation.  All  I  want  to  do  is  to  ascer- 
tain whether  or  not,  once  the  fine  is  imposed,  it  can  be  with- 
drawn If  the  man  has  a  r»od  reputation  and  la  able  to  prove 
that  he  had  fulfilled  his  duty  to  a  reasonable  and  diligent  extent. 

Mr  HOWELL.  The  fine  can  be  withdrawn  under  the  provi- 
sions of  section  919  which  I  have  quoted.  But  there  is  a  class 
of  baggage,  aa  I  have  stated,  that  comes  aboard  ship,  brought 
by  the  crew,  that  is  lUble  to  contain  opium  and  Uquor,  and 
unless  great  care  is  exercised  opium  and  liquor  will  be  smuggled 

in  that  way.  .  .  . 

It  happens  that  not  long  ago  I  talked  with  a  young  man  who 
had  gone  around  the  world  on  one  of  the  vessels  of  the  Dollar 
Steamship  Line,  not  as  a  passenger  but  as  a  member  of  the 
crew.    He  was  a  college  man  and  was  out  for  an  experience.    I 
asked  him  about  the  character  of  the  vigilence  used  on  board 
the  shlpc     He  told  me  that  in  Oriental  ports,  on  the  ship  on 
whi'h  he  made  the  circuit  of  the  globe,  the  men  came  and  went 
over  the  gangway  without  any  supervision  whatsoever  and  that 
a  man  could  go  ashore  and  take  a  suitcase  and  come  l)ack  with 
it  full  of  liquor,  which  is  also  contraband,  and  no  one  would 
investigate.    He  told  me  that  after  going  into  these  ports  where 
the  men  t>ought  what  they  calletl  "canned  lightning,"  in  small 
tin  cans;  that  every  morning  for  two  or  three  days  thereafter 
the  receptacles  for  refuse  would  be  foimd  filled  with  those  cans. 
The  officers  knew  it  was  being  done.     Even  the  officers  them- 
selves did  It 

Why.  Mr.  President,  the  Dollar  Steamship  Line  under  the 
present  law  does  not  have  to  fear  at  all.  and  it  is  not  neces- 
sary for  them  to  take  precautions  and  they  have  not  been  taking 
prei-autions.  But  now  they  are  afraid  that  they  may  have  to 
take  precautions  and  so  they  are  in.sistlng  upon  an  amendment 
of  th^  tariff  bill  as  pas.sed  by  the  House  making  the  owner  of 
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«el  liable  with  the  master  so  that  the  fine  can  be  collected 

it  would  mean  something,  and  thus  leave  the  situation  as 

open  as  it  hns  been  heretofore. 

Mr    SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

ie  PRESIDING   OFFICER.     Does  the   Senator   from   Ne- 

ka  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

r.  HOWELL.     I  yield.  ,  x.   ,.  ^     ».  ^' 

iHr    SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.   President,   I   wish  it  to  be  made 

ver  •  clear  that  the  only  possible  difference  of  view  between  the 

Sell  ator  from  Nebraska  and  myself  is  as  to  the  tribunal  which 

ultimately  shall  pass  upon  the  violation  of  the  law.     I  untler- 

staiid  the  Senator  to  contend  with  great  earnestness  that,  the 

lien  attaching  and  the  penalty  having  been  inipt»sed.  the  remis- 

sioi    of  that  penalty  in  toto  or  its  reduction  shaU  be  with  the 

Secretary  of  the  Trea.sury  rather  than  with  a  United  States 

wu  Pt.    As  I  view  it,  that  is  the  only  point  of  difference  of  view 

exiiiting  between  us.  „   ,       .  .        , 

I  repeat,  it  has  seemed  to  me  that  the  Federal  court  under 
a  F ederal' judge,  with  the  power  to  summon  witnesses,  to  ex- 
am ne  into  the  facts,  and  to  determine  the  case  according  to 
the  facts,  has  power  perhaps  far  more  extensive  than  has  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  a  word,  that  the  court  can  avail 
ILscif  of  all  the  information  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury can  give,  and,  over  and  beyond  that,  can  summon  witnesses 
to  }  et  at  the  truth.  So  I  repeat  that  the  only  point  of  difference 
bet  veen  me  and  the  Senator  and  possibly  between  him  and 
oth>r  Senators  is  one  of  procedure  and  as  to  who  shall  pass  on 
the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  accused,  be  he  master,  employee, 
passenger,  or  shipowner,  the  Federal  court  or  the  Secretary  of 

the  Treasury.  ^      *    ^  *k  *. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  let  it  not  be  understood  that 
if  J  vessel  owner  is  wronged  by  being  charged  with  bringing  in 
opium  on  his  vessel  he  has  not  the  right  to  go  to  court  and 
defend  himself.  However,  the  tariff  law  provides  if  opium 
shJ  11  be  smuggled  into  this  country  on  a  vessel  that  fact  alone 
attiches  a  fine  of  $25  an  ounce. 

]  Ir.  SHORTRIDGE.     Be  it  so ;  but 

;  Ir  HOWELL.  That  will  be  collected,  if  it  is  levied,  against 
tlM  ve8.sel  owner.  Up  to  the  present  time  it  has  been  levied 
against  the  captain,  and  he  is  usually  judgment  proof.  As  to 
wt  ether  the  fine  should  be  remitte<l  or  not  depends  upon  exten- 
ua  ing  circumstances,  to  be  determined  by  an  executive,  just  as 
th«  President  determines  whether  a  parole  shall  be  granted  or  a 
mm  shall  be  released  from  a  fine.  So  we  have  given  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  power  to  exercise  his  discretion 
ani  to  relieve  to  such  extent  as  he  may  deem  proper  the  fine 
wliich  has  been  levied  or  to  collect  It.  That  has  ever  been  an 
exscutive  function  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
and  we  are  continuing  it  an  executive  funcUon  here  as  It  has 
be?n  for  some  time  in  the  past 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit 
mi  •  to  add  that  I  do  not  know  whether  the  remissions  to  which 
ht  has  caUed  attention  were  justified  or  not ;  but  the  i>enalty 
falling  upon  master  and  upon  ship,  who  shall  remit  it?  Who 
sliall  pardon,  if  you  please?  ShaU  it  be  the  Secretary  of  the 
Tieasury?  I  understand  the  Senator's  position  to  be  that  when 
tlie  penalty  is  imposed,  as  the  statute  imposes  U,  whether  against 
master  or  ship— and  it  should  be  against  both— that  Its  enforce- 
mt?nt  lies  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  may  or  may 
ntt  remit  or  reduce  it.  It  may  be  wise  to  confer  that  power  on 
tie  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  but  I  still  have  great  faith  and 
confidence  in  the  courts  of  our  country,  and  I  would  give  them 
ji  ristiiction  over  this  important  matter. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  this  power  has  been  left  to  the 
S  ?cretary  of  the  Treasury  for  a  number  of  years,  and  I  see  no 
n  «8on  why  it  should  not  be  left  with  him  now ;  but  when  an 
a  nendmeut  was  offered,  when  this  question  was  up  on  a  pre- 
V  ous  occasion  there  was  no  suggestion  that  the  power  should 
b !  taken  away  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Now,  there 
is  not  any  suggestion  that  it  shall  be  taken  away  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  still  to 
have  the  power  to  remit  the  fine,  but  if,  for  instance,  the  Dollar 
i^teamship  Line  did  not  get  all  they  wanted  from  the  Secretary 

and  might  have  to  pay  the  fine,  then 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     What  then? 
Mr.  HOWELL.     Then  they  could  go  to  court. 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Is  the  Senator  quite  sure  about  that? 
Mr.  HOWELL.     I  feel  very  confident  of  it. 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     The  Senator  may  be  entirely  right 
Mr.  HOWELL.     May  I  ask  the  able  Senator  from  California 
i|  he  is  sure  that  that  is  not  the  case? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  No;  I  am  asking  for  Information.  I 
have  heard  it  stated  here  that  there  is  no  such  procee«ling  per- 
missible under  existing  hiw. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  do  not  understand  such  a  suggestion  has 
ijeen  made.    The  question  was  whether  such  a  course  could  be 
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panmed,  and  finally,  when  I  stated  the  situation,  my  proposi- 
tion was  not  objected  to  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  President,  the  thing  for  the  Senate  to  do  under  the  pres- 
ent circumstances  is  to  refuse  to  accept  this  amendment;  to 
stand  upon  the  House  provision  as  it  came  from  that  body  in 
this  particular,  and  thus  settle  the  question  once  for  all  right 

here 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment propt)sed  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swanson]  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  S-raawni]. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum.  .    _, 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The  Senator  tiom  South  Caro- 
Una  suggests  the  absence  of  a  quonma.    The  clerk  will  call  the 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 

Allen  Fletcher  King  Bheppard 

Ashurst  Frazier  Jflfolette  |^«L^j;*^/« 

Barkley  George  McKcllar  SlmmoM 

BluKbam  QlUeFt  McMaster  Smoot 

Black  Glena  McNary  Steck 

Blaine  Gold»borough  Metcalf  il^'T*'" 

BwsS  Gould  Moaeg  l^Sn^* 

Borah  Greene  Norbeck  Swanson 

Bratton  Hale  Norria  Thomas,  Idaho 

Brock  Harris  Nye  poma8.0kla. 

Brookhart  Harrison  Oddie  l^°f^u 

Brousaard  Hawca  Overman  ^ftammeU 

Cappor  Ha/den  Patterson  Ty^^'i'KS    . 

c"°5way  HeSert  PhlPP*  Vandenberf 

Connally  Heflin  Pine  S'P**» 

rouEena  Howell  Plttman  Walcott 

Cut?Sf  JoCson  Roed  ^  ^         Walsh.  Mass. 

Dale  Jonea  Robinson,  Ark.         Warren 

DiU  Kean  Robinson.  Ind.         Waterman 

Edge  Kendrick  Backett  Watson 

Feu  Keyes  SchaU 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-three  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  I  have  no  desire  to  delay 
a  vote  on  this  amendment ;  but  I  desire  In  a  very  few  minutes 
to  express  my  reasons  for  being  unable  to  support  It 

Mr   BROOKHART.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield.  ^  ^    ^^ 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment  and  I  think  probably  it  will  not  be  objected  to. 
It  may  obviate  part  of  the  Senator's  discussion. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  doubt  It. 
Mr.  BROOKHART.    Perhaps  not. 

On  line  8,  I  propose  to  strike  out  the  word  "  reasonable  and 
to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  w(H-ds  "the  highest  degree  of."  I 
will  ask  the  Senator  from  Oregon  if  he  Is  willing  to  accept  that 
amendment  ? 

Mr.  8TEIWKR.    Mr.  President 

The  I»RESIDING   OFFICER.     The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
has  the  floor.    Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  wUl  yield  If  It  will  not  take  very  long. 
Mr.  STEIWER.    I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  do  not  want 
to  speak. 

I  have  a  feeling  that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  proposes  an  unusual  and  pt)8slbly  unnecessarily  drastic 
rule;  but  I  am  willing  that  it  shall  be  drastic,  Mr.  President 
My  disposition,  therefore,  is  to  be  sympathetic  to  the  suggestion. 
I  shall  not  resist  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Iowa  for  a 
modification  of  the  amendment 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  let  me  suggest  to  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  that  I  find  in  the  law  that  there  are 
three  degrees  of  diligence  prescribed.  There  is  slight  ordinary, 
and  extraordinary  or  great  diligence.  In  this  case  I  should  say 
that  there  should  be  no  defense  tmless  they  have  exercised  the 
highest  of  those  degrees,  which  is  extraordinary  or  great  dili- 
gence;  and  that  Is  what  the  amendiirent  will  amount  to,  if 
accepted. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  does  not  make  any  change  In  my  atti- 
tude, Mr.  President  I  do  not  see  that  it  makes  the  amendment 
much  better;  and  if  it  did  I  could  not  support  it,  because  on 
this  subject  I  am  considerably  like  the  Two  Black  Crows—"  even 
if  it  were  good,  I  would  not  like  It." 

Mr,  President,  section  584  provides  certain  penalties  for  the 
master  and  person  In  charge  of  a  steamship  bringing  into  the 
United  States  goods  not  described  in  the  manifest.  Then  this 
paragraph  on  page  447  provides  a  special  penalty  If  the  goods 
found  OB  board  should  happen  to  be  opium,  or  opium  prepared 
f«.>r  smoking. 

The  present  law  makes  the  master  and  the  person  in  charge 
of  a  Hhip  bringing  opium  into  the  United  States  liaUe  to  a 
penalty  of  $25  an  ounce  for  all  such  opium  found  on  board. 


Last  wedc  the  Senate  voted  to  apply  that  penalty  to  the  owner 
of  the  ship;  so  that  under  the  language  of  the  bill  as  it  now 
stands  the  owner,  master,  or  perstm  in  charge  is  liable  to  a 
penalty  of  $25  an  ounce  for  all  opium  found  on  board  a  ship 
coming  into  the  United  States.  In  order  to  collect  that  penalty 
the  ship  Is  made  liable,  because  it  is  assumed— and  the  assump- 
tion is  not  without  foundation — that  frequently  the  owner  of  a 
ship  owns  no  other  i>roi)erty  in  the  world  out  of  whi<*  the 
penalty  could  be  collected ;  and,  even  if  the  owner  of  the  ship 
had  other  prc^)erty,  the  ship  itsdf  ought  to  be  made  liable  for 
the  unlawful  importation  of  opium  Into  the  United  States. 

The  Senate  has  already  gone  on  record  in  favor  of  making 
the  owner  of  the  ship  liable  to  this  penalty  of  $26  an  ounce, 
in  addition  to  making  the  master  or  other  person  In  charge  of 
the  ship  liable ;  but  what  does  this  amendment  do?  After  hav- 
ing voted  to  make  the  owner  and  the  master  or  other  person  in 
charge  liable  to  the  pwialty  of  $25  an  ounce,  this  amendment 
pr(^)ose8  to  put  in  this  language: 

Except  that  the  master  or  owner  of  a  rtmtH  used  by  any  person  as  a 
common  carrier  in  the  transaction  of  bimiaeM  as  auA  common  carrier 
shall  not  be  liable  to  such  penalty — 

Shall  not  even  be  liable  to  tlie  penalty  to  which  we  have 
already  said,  by  a  vote  taken  last  week,  they  ought  to  be 
liable— 

and  the  vessel  shall  not  be  held  subject  to  the  lien,  if  it  appears  to  th« 
satisfaction  of  the  court  that  neither  the  master  nor  ttke  owner  knew, 
and  could  not.  by  the  exercise  of  reasonabl*  car«  and  diligence,  kava 
known  that  auch  smoking  opium     •     •     •     was  on  board. 

The  effect  of  this  amendment  will  be  to  place  the  burden  of 
proof  on  the  Government  of  the  United  States  not  only  to  show 
that  the  ship  carried  opium  and  that  it  was  l)eing  brought  Into 
the  United  States  in  violation  of  the  law  but  also  to  show 
that  the  master  or  owner  or  person  In  rtiarge  of  the  vessel 
knew,  or  could  have  known  by  the  exercise  of  reasonaMe  dili- 
gence, that  it  was  there ;  and  eren  if  the  burden  of  proof  were 
on  the  master,  owner,  or  person  in  charge  the  effect  would  be 
the  same,  because  if  either  of  them  or  all  of  them  went  on  the 
stand  and  testified  that  they  did  not  know  the  opium  was  there, 
and  they  could  not  by  the  exercise  of  reasonable  diligence  have 
discovered  it  the  Government  would  have  diflBculty  in  disprov- 
ing that  fact.  So,  in  my  judgment  the  adoption  of  this  amend- 
ment would  ntillify  the  action  already  taken  by  the  Senate; 
it  would  nullify  the  law  as  it  now  exists ;  and  we  would  have 
been  In  a  better  condition  if  we  had  not  voted  the  other  day 
against  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  amendment  to  strike 
out  the  word  "owner"  and  had  left  the  law  as  it  is  than  if 
we  should  adopt  this  amendment 

I  believe  that  these  vessels,  and  all  of  those  who  are  In 
charge  of  them,  and  those  who  are  the  owners  of  the  vessels 
on  which  this  contraband  ofrium  is  found,  ought  to  be  liable; 
and  the  possession  on  the  vessel  of  the  opium  ought  to  be  prima 
facie  evidence  of  the  liability  of  somebody.  If  we  are  going, 
by  exception  and  exemption,  to  legislate  all  of  those  who  are 
primarily  responsible  out  of  liability  for  the  possession  or 
importation  of  that  opium,  then  we  make  It  practically  impos- 
sible for  the  Government  to  enforce  the  law. 

For  that  reason,  Mr.  President  I  can  not  support  this  amend- 
ment and  I  hope  it  will  be  defeated.  I  do  not  desire  to  take 
any  further  time  upon  It. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swanson]  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Stdwib]. 

The  amwidment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  now  is  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  SmwEa],  as 
modified. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    On  that  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  absence  of  a  quorum  la 
suggested.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roU,  and  the  following  Senator* 
answered  to  their  names: 

Allen  Caraway  Goldsborongh  Kendrick 

Ashurst  Connally  Greene  Keyes 

Barkley  Courcns  Hale  T-#«n-**- 

Bingham  .  Cutting  5*[llL-  k^r^lt^* 

BleS  pie  fiayden  McNagr 

Borah  Fess  ^  gebert  w^" 

Bratton  Fletcher  Heflin  5^^  •. 

i^k  Fraaier  Howell  Norbeck 

Brookhart  George  Johnson  Norrls 

Broassard  Gllle?t  Jones  Vye 

Capper  Glean  Sean 


Wye 

OddU 
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I  can  see  where  goods  might  be  shipped  under  bond ;  they  "Qight 
ie  preSJuI  «tS^  shipped  under  bond,  ^.^d  it  might  be  though 
if  they  were  opened  paste  diamonds  might  be  substituted  for 
"  al  one^  and  it  would  be  difficult  to  tell  where  the  Uability 
Should  S  fixed  for  the  loss.  I  was  just  wondering,  under  all 
Ja^i  whether  or  not  the  captain  of  the  ship  had  the  authority 
afTheUmetLe  goods  were  loaded  upon  his  vessel  to  examine 
Into  every  packal-e  of  merchandise  of  whatever  character  that 
came  SrS^  If  he  has,  that  is  one  thiug.  On  the  other  hand, 
tf  There  are  certain  provisions  where  goods  may  be  received 
^der  ^ndll  do  not  know  that  there  are,  but  if  there  are  those 
ZdTtioS^-then  there  should  be  a  saving  clause  that  the  bonded 
Zds  were  STned  not  by  the  captain  but  by  some  extraneous 
Smu,  ShemS  the  law  would  be  so  rigid  that  one  regiila- 
{foTwould  prevent  the  opening  of  the  bonded  goo^^^^d  another 
regulation  would  demand  the  opening  of  the  bonded  goods^  I 
simply  offer  that  as  a  suggestion,  not  knowing  what  the  reai 

**T/* HOWELL.  At  each  port  of  call  the  steamship  company 
has  its  agents.  The  agents  collect  the  freight  on  the  goods  that 
are  to  go  aboard.  They  are  as  responsible  as  the  owners  of  the 
steamship.  It  is  up  to  them  to  determine  the  character  of  goods 
contained  in  the  cases  which  are  offered  for  shipment.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  they  have  to  know  in  order  to  apply  the  proper 
rates  of  freight.  When  any  goods  come  aboard  the  ship,  if  the 
captain  has  any  reason  to  believe  that  they  are  i»ot  as  set  forth 
in  the  manifest,  he  has  authority  to  investigate.  If  he  had  done 
BO  without  reasonable  cause  and  damage  were  done  to  the  goods. 
it  Is  probable  that  the  owners  thereof  would  have  an  action 
against  the  steamship  company  for  the  damage  done. 

But  now  let  u.'^  consider  another  class  of  baggage  aboard  ship, 
the  baggage  of  the  men.  the  goods  that  the  men  bring  on  Iward 
the  ship.  Every  vessel  ought  to  be  carefuUy  guarded  at  the 
ports  of  call.  especiaUy  If  they  go  alongside  a  wharf.  There 
should  be  guards  stationed  at  the  gangway,  and  particularly 
at  the  gangways  for  the  men.  Every  bit  of  luggage  brought 
aboard  by  the  men  should  be  examined  carefully.  The  Senator 
knows  that ;  it  is  done  in  the  Army  and  the  Navy. 

Mr.  TY DINGS.  What  I  had  in  mfnd  was.  for  example,  the 
case  of  a  cargo  of  grain  being  shippeil  from  China  to  the  United 
SUtes  In  bushel  sacks.  It  would  be  very  easy  in  the  center  of 
several  of  those  bags  of  grain  to  place  a  small  box  of  opium. 
Suppose  that  only  10  of  the  sacks  out  of  possibly  5,000  that  were 
loaded  on  the  vessel  contained  the  opium. 

I  want  to  pot  this  penalty  on  the  captain  If  he  is  lax,  but  it 
Is  very  easy  to  see  in  the  illustration  I  have  Just  made  that  it 
would  bo  praeticaUy  impossible  for  him  to  render  100  per  cent 
««»i/.i«nt  anrvfv  «nrt  PTRminatioD  of  the  freight  unless  he  would 
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a  VI  ^l  liable  with  the  master  so  that  the  fine  can  be  collected 
and  U  would  mean  something,  and  thus  leave  the  situation  as 
wi*  ooen  as  it  hns  been  heretofore.  .  ,,„ 

Sir   SliORTUIDGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
bra»ka  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

&  r.  HOWELL.     I  yield.  .  ^   ,.  .     ^  ^ ' 

&  r  SUORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  it  to  be  made 
ver '  clear  that  the  only  po.ssible  difference  of  view  between  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  and  myself  is  as  to  the  tribunal  which 
nltitnately  shall  pass  upon  the  violation  of  the  law.  I  under- 
stand the  Senator  to  contend  with  great  earnestness  that,  the 
lien  attaching  and  the  penalty  having  been  inipt»sed.  the  remis- 
sioi  of  that  penalty  in  toto  or  Its  reduction  shall  be  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Trea.sury  rather  than  with  a  United  States 
court.  As  I  view  it,  that  is  the  only  point  of  difference  of  view 
exiiiting  between  us.  „  .      .  .        , 

I  repeat,  it  has  seemed  to  me  that  the  Federal  court  under 
a  F ederal' judge,  with  the  power  to  summon  witnesses,  to  ex- 
am ne  into  the  facts,  and  to  determine  the  case  according  to 
the  facta,  has  power  perhaps  far  more  extensive  than  has  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  in  a  word,  that  the  court  can  avail 
itocif  of  all  the  information  which  the  Se<retary  of  the  Treas- 
ury can  give  and,  over  and  beyond  that,  can  summon  witnesses 
to  J  et  at  the  truth.  So  I  repeat  that  the  only  point  of  difference 
bet  veen  me  and  the  Senator  and  possibly  between  him  and 
oth»r  Senators  is  one  of  procedure  and  as  to  who  shall  pass  on 
the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  accused,  be  he  master,  employee, 
passenger,  or  shipowner,  the  Federal  court  or  the  Secretary  of 

the  Treasury.  ^     ^  *k  * 

Ilr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  let  it  not  be  understood  that 
if  i.  vessel  owner  is  wronged  by  being  charged  with  bringing  in 
opiimi  on  his  vessel  he  has  not  the  right  to  go  to  court  and 
defend  himself.  However,  the  tariff  law  provides  if  opium 
Shi  11  be  smuggled  into  this  country  on  a  vessel  that  fact  alone 
attaches  a  fine  of  $25  an  ounce. 

]Ir.  SHORTRIDGE.    Be  it  so;  but 

Ir  HOWELL.  That  will  be  collected,  if  it  is  levied,  against 
th<  vessel  owner.  Up  to  the  present  time  it  has  been  levied 
again.st  the  captain,  and  he  is  usually  judgment  proof.  As  to 
wl  ether  the  fine  should  be  remitted  or  not  depends  upon  exten- 
uu  ing  circumstances,  to  be  determinetl  by  an  executive,  just  as 
th(  President  determines  whether  a  parole  shall  l>e  granted  or  a 
mm  shall  be  released  from  a  fine.  So  we  have  given  to  the 
Se-retary  of  the  Treasury  the  power  to  exercise  his  discretion 
an  [I  to  relieve  to  such  extent  as  he  may  deem  proper  the  fine 
wliich  has  been  levied  or  to  collect  it.  That  has  ever  been  an 
ex  »cutive  function  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
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Orerman 

Pattpraon 

Phippa 

Pine 

Be«l 

Kobintton.  Ark 

Kobinaon,  Ind. 

Sack«tt 
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Schall 

Bbeppard 

Shortiidge 

Simmona 

Sraoot 

Steck 

Stelwer 

Btepbena 


Swaoson 
Thomas,  Idaho 
Thomas.  Okla. 
TowDseod 
Trammell 
Tydlnga 
Vandenberg 
Wagoer 


Walcott 
Walah,  Mass. 
Walsh,  Mont 
Warren 
Waterman 
Watson 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-two  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  there  Is  a  quorum  present 

Mr  8TBIWER  Mr.  I»resident,  some  Senators  have  called 
my  attention  to  the  comma  In  Une  5.  and  suggested  that  It  is  n(rt 
SJ^i"  and  possibly  would  be  hurtful.  »"  that  U  would  «^^^^ 
In  excusing  the  owner  or  the  master  from  liability  without  tne 
showing^  diligence  in  the  enforcement  of  the  law.  It  was  not 
^TtendU  aSTl  think  the  comma  is  entirely  unnecessary 
rnyway  Tl  ask  leave  at  this  time  to  eliminate  the  comma  in 
line  5  after  the  word  *'  penalty." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  dhange 
will  be  made.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Smw«B].  as  modified, 
oii  which  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered.    The  clerk  wUl 

call  the  roll.  „.»,.„ 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr  McKELLAR  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  vote 
I  am  paired  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Hast^ 
IUGS].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Montana 
(Mr.  Whbkuji]  and  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called), 
eral  i>air  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio 
In  his  absence  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr    WATSON  (when  his  name  was  called), 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith] 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Gould]  and  vote  "yea. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr  BINGHAM.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass].  In  his  absence,  being  unable  to 
obtain  a  transfer,  I  withhold  my  vote.     If  permitted  to  vote.  I 

would  vote  "yea."  ....    .w      4     • 

Mr  BLAINE.  I  have  a  pair  for  to-day  with  the  Junior 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Hattield].  In  his  absence 
I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr  WAGNER.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Cofeland]  is  necessarily 
absent  from  the  city.  If  he  were  present,  he  would  vote  "  yea  " 
ou  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Dkivken],  and  being  unable  to  secure  a  transfer  I 
withhold  my  vote.  ^        ^^  ^ 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  would  like  to  have  the  Record  show  that 
my  colleague  [Mr.  Shipstxad]  is  detained  from  the  Senate  by 
illness. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  43,  uays  34,  as  follows : 


I  have  a  gen- 
[Mr.  BuBTON]. 

I  transfer  my 
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Black 

Krookhart 

Bruussurd 

Cutting 

Dal.' 

Edgf 

Fojw 

Fletcher 

UUIett 

Ulpnn 

Goldxborougli 

Allen 

Asl'urst 

Barkl«y 

Btease 

Borah 

Brat ton 

Brock 

Capper 

Connally 


Bingham 

Blauie 

Barton 

Caraway 

Copeland 

So  Mr. 
follows : 


Greene 

Hale 

Harrison 

Hawea 

Hebert 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendridc 

Keycs 

Kinz 

McNary 

Couzens 

Din 

Fraaler 

George 

Harris 

Harden 

Heflin 

HoweU 

Johnson 


NOT 


YBA8 — 43 

Metcalf 

Mose;* 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phippa 

Reed 

RoblDSon.  Ark. 

Robinson,  Ind. 

ghortridge 

Steck 

Steiwer 

NATS— 34 

La  Follette 
McKellar 
McMaster 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 
Oddie 
Pine 
Sackett 
VOTING— 18 


Deneen 

Glass 

Goff 

Gould 

Hastings 


Hatfield 

Ptttman 

Bansdell 

Sbipdtead 

Simmona 


Stephens 

Thomaa,  Idaho 

Townaend 

Tydlngs 

Yandenberg 

Walcott 

Wulsb.  Mass. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 


Schall 

Sheppard 

Swanson 

Thomaa,  OUa. 

Trammell 

Wagner 

Walsh.  Mont. 


Smith 
Smoot 
Wheeler 


m^t 

tha 

to 

^T. 

hav  i 

admi 

sub  nit 

senil 
The 
Tie 


com  nerce 


reco  mmltted 

thei  ef  rem 

P«g< 

paS< 

eliE 

the 

That 


Smwxa'B  amendment  as  modified  was  agreed  to,  aa 


On  page  447,  line  12,  before  the  period,  insert  a  semicolon  and  the 
following : 

"  s:zcept  that  the  master  or  owner  of  a  vessel  used  by  any  person  as 
a  common  carrier  in  the  transaction  of  busiuess  as  such  common  carrier 
shall  not  be  ItaUe  to  such  penalty  and  the  vt-ssel  shall  not  be  held  sub- 
ject to  tfke  Hen.  if  it  appears  to  the  satisfactiou  of  the  court  that  neither 
the  master  aor  other  executly«  or  warrant  officer  of  the  vessel  nor  the 
owner  kaew,  and  could  not,  t>y  the  exercise  of  a  blgh  degree  of  care  and 
dlUgeaee,  have  kaown,  that  such  smoking  opium  or  opium  prepared  for 
■moking  waa  •■  board." 


itr   SMOOT     Mr.  President,  I  think  that  Is  the  last  amend- 
to  the  administrative  provisions  of  the  bilL    I  understand 
the  Senator  from  Olclahoma  [Mr.  Thomas]  has  a  motion 

4ubmit  at  this  time.  ,^     ^   ^      ^      ^     ^ 

THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.     Mr.  President,  I  understand  we 
just  COTupleted  the  consideration  of  the  amendments  to  the 
adiAinistrative  provisions  of  the  bill.     At  this  time  I  desire  to 
_  for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate  the  motion  which  I 
to  the  desk  and  which  I  ask  to  have  read. 
PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  read  the  motion. 
Chid-    Cixek.     The     Senator    from     Oklahoma     [Mr. 
Thomas]  offers  the  following  motion : 

move  that  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regulate 
with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  industries  of  the 
United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other  purposes,  be 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance  with  iDstructions  to  eliminate 
.^  the  following-described  text :  Beginning  with  line  5.  on 
..  and  including  line  4.  on  page  121,  and  beginning  with  line  9,  on 
146,  and  including  line  23,  on  page  279:  Pnvided,  That  the 
elimination  of  such  text  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  the  i  ubmlsslon  in 
Senate  of  specific  amendments  to  existing  law  :  And  provided  further, 
when  the  consideration  of  said  bill  is  completed  in  the  S«>nate  and 
befoire  final  passage,  said  Finance  Committee  is  hereby  authorired  and 
reqtested  to  amend  section  648.  relating  to  repeals,  so  as  to  make  said 
sect  on  conform  to  the  action  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  understands  the 
Serator  from  Oklahoma  to  make  the  motion' 

1  [r.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  At  this  time  I  make  the  motion, 
ant  in  presenting  the  motion  to  recommit  with  instructions  I 
shjfll  use  such  time  only  as  may  be  necessary  to  explain  the 
prusosal  and  to  suggest  a  few  of  the  reasons  which  impel  me 
to    ake  this  action. 

last  June  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
BoitAH]  presented  a  resolution  seeking  to  instruct  the  Finance 
Coi  amittee  to  limit  its  hearings,  deliberations,  recommendations, 
an<  report  upon  the  pending  bill  to  agriculture  and  directly  re- 
lat  id  schedules.  Some  Senators  opposed  the  resolution  for  the 
refison  that  they  were  not  clear  as  to  how  the  phrase  "directly 
relited  schedules"  would  be  construed,  and  on  the  final  roll 
cal  the  resolution  was  defeated  by  a  single  vote.  The  closeness 
of  that  vote,  the  fact  that  some  18  Senators  did  not  pass  upon 
th«  proposal,  and  the  fact  that  the  bill  Is  again  before  us  in 
sul  istantially  the  same  form  as  in  June,  not  only  justify  but  in 
mj  opinion,  demand  that  a  proposal  in  effect  similar  to  the 
Bo  rah  resolution  be  again  placed  before  the  Senate. 

LIMITCD  TO  AQRICULTUBAI^  FHODUCTS 

'  iTie  motion,  if  agreed  to,  will  cause  to  be  eliminated  from  the 
bil  Schedules  1  to  4,  inclusive,  and  Schedules  8  to  16,  inclusive, 
cohering  chemicals,  oils,  and  paints,  earthenware  and  glassware, 
m<tals,  wood,  silks,  rayon,  paper,  books,  spirits  and  wines,  and 
suidries,  and  will  leave  for  our  consideration  all  agricultural 
and  related  items  and  schedules,  as  well  as  the  special  and 
ad  mlnistrative  provisions  already  considered  and  passed  upon. 

iFhe  motion  further  recognizes  that  there  may  be  some  Indus- 
tries in  distress ;  and  if  so,  it  wiU  be  in  order  to  suggest  amend- 
ments in  the  Senate  for  the  relief  of  such  institutions  and  indus- 
tres  as  may  be  suffering  becau.se  of  unjust  competition  with 
fo  reign  goods  produced  by  a  lower  standard  than  that  sought  to 
be  maintained  in  the  United  States. 

If  such  cases  exist,  upon  a  satisfactory  showing  made,  action 
h(  re  will  be  prompt  in  granting  the  relief  asked  for. 

The  motion  is  in  order  under  clause  2  of  Rule  XXV,  which 
pi  ovldes : 

It  shall  be  in  order  at  any  time  before  the  passage  of  the  bill  or  reso- 
Intion  to  more  its  commitment. 

Section  3  of  Article  II  of  the  Constitution  authorizes  the 
P  resident  to  convene  the  Congress  in  special  or  extra  session  on 
extraordinary  occasions.  The  same  section  authorizes  and  di- 
rt cts  the  President  "  to  give  to  the  Congress  information  of  the 
Slate  of  the  Union,"  and  further  directs  him  to  recommend  to 
tlie  Congress  "such  measures  as  he  shall  Judge  neces-sary  and 
e;  rpedient." 

As  has  been  pointed  out.  the  Congress  can  be  convened  in  «pe^ 
ci  ftl  or  extraordinary  session  only  on  *"  extraordinary  occasions." 
V  e  are  now  convened  in  such  a  special  session,  and  the  reason 
f<  T  such  extra  ses.slon  is  given  in  the  first  sentence  of  the  Presi- 
d  «it's  message  of  April  16,  when  he  said : 

I  tiave  called  this  special  session  of  Congress  to  redeem  two  pledges 
given  in  the  last  election — farm  relief  and  limited  changes  in  the 
tJ  riff. 

Mr.  President,  legislation  is  the  crystallization  of  public  opiu- 
icn  into  statutory  law.  At  this  time  public  opinion  has  crystal- 
U  sed  into  a  posltiTe  demand  that  the  Congress  provide  relief  for 
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agriculture.  Reepondli«  to  ftls  demand  the  Oongresa,  early  In 
this  special  session,  passed  what  it  considered  an  act  for  the 
relief  of  the  farmer,  and  now  we  are  considering  the  seccmd 
recommMidation — limited  changes  in  the  tariff. 

I  assert  that  the  only  crystallized  demand  for  tariff  revision 
is  such  a  revision  as  will  help  agriculture.  I  assert  that  there 
is  at  this  time  neither  a  need  nor  a  demand  for  a  general  re- 
vision of  existing  tariff  laws.  I  propose  to  show  that  not  only 
is  there  no  need  and  no  demand  for  a  general  revision  but 
instead  that  there  is  widespread  and  positive  demand  that  a 
general  revision  of  existing  tariff  rates  be  not  consummated  at 

thi.s  time.  ,        ^  _, 

The  motion  Just  presented  Is  intended  to  raise  the  question, 
am(mg  others,  as  to  whether  the  pending  bill  proposes  a  limited 
or  a  complete  revision  of  the  tariff.  To  this  question  I  a8.sert 
there  is  but  one  answer,  and  that  is  that  the  bill  proposes  a  com- 
plete revision  of  our  existing  tariff  laws. 

In  support  of  this  statement  I  submit  the  following :  On  Sep- 
tember 25  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Bi:»qham],  a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  armed 
with  Information,  advised  us  that— 

There  are  some  21,000  itema  in  the  tariff  bill. 

The  bill  itself  provides  that  when  it  shall  have  been  passed 
and  approved,  all  existing  tariff  laws  shall  thereby  be  repealed. 
The  last  section,  651,  provides  that — 

This  act  may  be  cited  as  the  tariff  act  of  1929. 

Not  only  does  the  bill  propose  a  complete  revision  of  the 
tariff  but,  I  assert,  a  complete  and  general  revision  of  the  tariff 
upward. 

PHSSIDBNT    AGAINST    OEKBHAL    BIVlStON 

Does  such  a  bill  comport  with  the  specifications  laid  down 
by  the  President  in  his  message  for  "limited  dianges  in  the 
tariff"? 

It  is  not  contended  here  or  elsewhere  that  the  pending  bill 
follows  the  recommendations  of  the  President  The  President 
is  on  record  as  being  against  a  general  revision.  He  does  not 
believe  conditions  waiTant  or  justify  such  general  legislation 
at  this  time.    In  his  April  message  he  said  : 

Seren  years  of  experience  under  the  tariff  bill  enacted  in  1922  have 
demonstrated  the  wisdom  of  Congress  In  the  enactment  of  that  measure. 
On  the  whole  it  has  worked  well.  In  the  main  our  wages  have  been 
maintained  at  high  levels ;  our  exports  and  Imports  have  steadily  in- 
creased ;  with  some  exceptions  our  manufacturing  industries  have  been 
prosperouB. 

That  was  the  general  condition  of  industry  on  the  date  of  the 
convening  of  the  Congress. 

INDOSTKX  DDKS  NOT  NBKD  TABUT 

What  is  the  general  condition  of  industry  in  our  country 
to-day? 

Let  me  call  attention  to  the  general  condition  of  some  of  our 
major  industries  at  this  time.  My  authority  is  a  reixjrt  of  the 
Alexander  Hamilton  Institute  under  date  of  September  28. 

Relative  to  the  steel  industry  the  report  says : 

Steel  mill  activity  in  August  continued  to  be  maintained  at  a  rela- 
lively  high  rate.  The  mills  were  working  at  93  per  cent  of  capacity 
as  compared  with  82  per  cent  a  year  ago.  Prodactlon  of  steel  ingots 
during  the  first  eight  months  reached  the  record  figure  of  88,730,000 
tons,  as  compared  with  32,788,000  tons  a  year  ago;  an  increase  of  18 
per  cent. 

If  this  record  is  correct,  the  steel  industry  is  not  Justified,  in 
my  estimation,  in  asking  for  additional  protection  on  steel  and 
the  raw  products  that  make  up  the  steel. 

Now.  lef  me  call  attention,  second,  to  the  textile  industry.  The 
report  has  the  following  to  say  relative  to  textiles: 

The  textile  industry  continues  to  work  at  a  higher  rate  than  a  year 
ago.  Takings  of  raw  silk  by  the  mills  la  August  rose  to  the  highest 
monthly  figure  on  record,  and  exceeded  those  for  the  same  month  last 
year  by  17.5  per  cent.  The  index  of  employment  in  the  woolen  indus- 
try in  August  was  96.8,  as  compared  with  93.2  a  year  ago.  Consump- 
tion of  raw  cotton  in  August  totaled  558,000  bales  this  year,  as  against 
527,000  bales  last  year,  an  increase  of  5.9  per  cent. 

Relative  to  railroad  trafllc,  I  find  the  following  : 
The  railroads  continue  to  benefit  from  a  record  distribution  of  mer- 
chandise. Freight-car  loadings  In  August  were  4.5  per  cent  larger  than 
a  year  ago.  During  the  first  eight  months,  car  loadings  totaled  35,- 
335,000  this  year,  ns  against  33,754,000  last  year,  an  increase  of  4.6  per 
cent.  The  railroads  have  also  continued  to  benefit  from  increased 
efficiency.  During  the  first  seven  months  gross  revenues  of  Claa^  I 
railroads  were  5.7  per  cent  higher  than  a  year  ago,  while  expenses 
showed  an  increase  of  only  1.9  per  cent.  Net  oprratlng  Income  of  the 
railroads  during  the  first  seven  months  consequently  totaled  $685,508,000 


this  year  as  against  1567,646,000  laat  year,  an  Increase  of  nearly  23 
per  cent. 

The  report  has  the  ftJlowlng  to  say  relative  to  factory  employ- 
ment: 

Factory  employment  as  well  as  car  loadings,  continued  to  reflect  la 
August  a  higher  rate  of  business  activity  than  a  year  ago.  Factory  em- 
ployment In  August  was  slightly  larger  than  In  July  and  5.3  per  cent 
larger  than  in  August  last  year.  Pay-roll  totals  showed  an  increase 
of  8.4  per  cent  over  last  year,  due  to  a  gain  In  per  capita  earninjrs,  as 
well  as  to  an  increase  In  the  number  employed.  Of  64  separate  Indus- 
tries, only  16  reported  fewer  employees  In  August  than  a  year  ago. 
Manufacturers  of  various  building  materials  accounted  for  one-third 
of  these  Industries  reporting  decreases. 

Rriative  to  retail  trade,  the  r^)ort  Is  as  follows : 
Retail  trade  in  August  continued  to  benefit  from  the  high  level  of 
employment.  Sales  by  45  chain -store  companies  in  August  amounted 
to  $182,000,000  this  year,  as  against  $139,000,000  last  year,  an  In- 
crease of  nearly  31  per  cent  For  the  first  eight  months  there  was  an 
Increase  of  25.4  per  cent  over  last  year.  The  combined  sales  of  Seara, 
Roebuck  &  Co.  and  Montgomery  Ward  k  Co.  in  August  were  30.6  per 
cent  larger  than  a  year  ago  and  for  the  first  eight  months  30.4  per 
cent  larger.  The  combined  sales  of  446  department  stores  in  August 
showed  an  increase  of  4.7  per  cent  over  the  same  month  last  year. 

These  figures  are  supplemental  to  those  given  a  few  days  ago 
by  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobah] 
and  are  offered  to  show  that  industry,  in  the  main,  is  not  in 
need  of  further  tariff  protection  at  this  time. 

Should  my  authority  be  questioned,  then  I  would  refer  to  a 
statement  made  by  the  New  York  Fe<leral  Reserve  Bank.  The 
substance  of  the  statement  is  as  follows,  quoting  from  Labor, 
September  28,  1«29: 

For  the  first  six  months  of  this  year  profits  of  Industry  ran  nearly 
33  per  cent  larger  than  in  1928,  according  to  a  compilation  made  by 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York. 

Public  utility  earnings  show  a  15.5  per  cent  Increase.  Railroad  net 
revenues  are  up  approximately  22  per  cent. 

Net  income  for  the  6-month  period  of  236  corporations,  represent- 
ing 16  industrial  and  mercantile  groups,  show  a  total  of  $892,000,000, 
as  compared  with  $670,000,000  earned  by  the  identical  corporations  In 
1928, 

Public  utility  concerns,  194  reporting,  had  profits  of  $646,000,000 
for  the  first  half  of  the  year,  as  against  $559,000,000  for  the  same 
period  a  year  ago. 

Class  I  railroads,  181  of  them,  show  profits  totaling  $563,000,000 
this  year,   compared  with   $462,000,000   the  first   six  months  of   1928. 

That  the  wages  of  capital  are  high  and  continue  to  ascend  la  clearly 
established  by  the  Federal  reaerve  bank  statement 

PBOSPBRITX    NOT    DISTBIBCTCD 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  that  there  Is  ample  prosperity  in  the 
country,  and  the  fault  we  find  is  that  such  prosperity  is  not 
equitably  distributed.  Finance,  transportation,  and  industry 
have  been  and  are  prosperous,  but  agriculture,  embracing  the 
most  nnmerous  class  of  our  citizenship,  is  not  included  In  this 
prosperous  group. 

We  are  now  convened  in  a  special  session  of  the  Congress  for 
the  one  major  purpose — that  of  granting  equality  of  opportunity 
to  the  farmers  of  our  country. 

PAKTT  FLKDGIS  FAVOB  AOBICt'LTDKX 

Both  of  the  great  political  parties  are  on  record  on  this  issue. 
At  Kansas  City  the  Republican  convention  declared  that — 
A  protective  tariff  is  as  viUl  to  American  agriculture  as  it  is  to  Amer- 
ican manufacturing.     The  Republican  Party  believes  that  the  home  mar- 
ket,  built   up   under   the   protective   policy,   belongs   to   the   American 
farmer,  and  it  pledges  its  support  of  legislation  which  will  give  this 
market  to  him  to  the  full  extent  of  his  abiUty  to  supply  it.     The  Repub- 
lican Party  pledges  Itself  to  the  development  and  enactment  of  measures 
which  will  place  the  agricultural  interests  of  America  on  a  basis  of 
economic  equality   with  other  Indostriea  to  insure  its  prosperity  and 
success. 
At  Houston  the  Democratic  convention  declared  that — 
We  pledre  that  in  its  tariff  policy  the  DemocraHc  Party  wfll  inslat 
upon  equality  of  treatment  between  agriculture  and  other  Industrieg, 

Does  the  pending  bill  fulfill  the  pledge  made  at  Kansas  City? 
That  question  must  be  answered  by  the  distinguislied  Senators 
across  the  aisle. 

Does  the  bill  fulfill  the  pledge  made  at  Houston?  I  answer 
In  the  negative.  . .,,  ^ 

The  motion  Just  submitted,  if  agreed  to,  will  cause  the  bill  to 
be  80  reformed  as  to  more  nearly  comply  with  the  pledges  made 
In  the  two  conventions,  and  likewise  with  the  demands  now 
being  made  by  the  farmers  of  the  country. 
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WL  INJITVSS    FABMSS 

For  years  relief  and  equality  of  opportunity  have  b«^  P^^ 
iJd  acriculture.  In  1922  tariff  rates  were  applied  to  some  of 
S^prS^aTthe  farm,  but,  at  the  same  time,  rates  on  xnanu- 
fattured  commodities  were  so  advanced  as  to  more  than  nuUlfy 
the  effective  rates  granted  agricultural  products 

Dr  James  E.  Boyle,  professor  of  rural  economy  at  Cornell 
University,  makes  the  following  statement : 

The  condoglon  seem,  warranted  that  when  the  UrUT  ««i»-  "^  lo»«i 
are  balanced  for  the  farmer  the  balance  .how,  a  net  !<«.  to  the  famer. 
The  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  .tates  the  amount  a.  »300.- 
000.000,  or  about  |10  per  family.  My  estimate  would  be  Ave  time,  thla 
amount,  or  »50  per  farm  family. 

Mr  President,  if  Doctor  Boyle  is  correct,  the  pasrage  of  the 
pending  bill  In  its  present  form  will  <^st  f  ch  ^jinfamily  the 
sum  of  S50  annually,  or  the  total  sum  of  $1,500,000,000. 

In  further  support  of  this  statement  let  me  call  attention  to 
the  following  figures:  From  1922  to  the  pr^ent^amifactured 
nrodnrts  have  Increased  in  value  from  $43,650,000,000  to  $62.- 
■rnnofjrjOOO  while  «t  the  same  time  farm  lands  have  decreased 
in  value  from  $78,000,000,000  to  $58,000,000,000,  and  farm  prod- 
uVs  have  decreased  in  value  from  $14,600,000,000  to  $12,000,- 
000.000  annually. 

For  some  reason  industry  forged  ahead  some  33  per  cent  dur- 
ing the  same  period  in  which  agriculture  has  fallen  back  ap- 
proximately the  same  percentage.  The  farmer  believes  that 
favorable  legislation  has  been  responsible  In  the  main  for  indus- 
try's success,  and,  further,  he  believes  that  unfulfilled  pledges 
have  been  responsible  for  his  present  distress. 

The  same  scheme  of  ineffective  tariff  adjustment  for  the 
farmer  is  again  proposed  in  the  bill  before  us.  If  this  bill  shall 
be  passed  in  Its  present  form.  I  assert  that  the  legislation  will 
Injure  the  farmer  instead  of  helping  him.  The  bill  does  not 
even  pretend  to  grant  aid  to  the  cotton  farmers  of  the  South. 
The  suggested  tariff  rate  on  wheat  is  practically  Ineffective. 
The  rate  on  com  Is  likewise  nothing  more  than  a  gesture.  On 
these  three  leading  farm  commodities  nothing  of  material  bene- 
fit is  even  claimed  through  the  provisions  of  the  bill.  Yet  all 
agree  that  the  Industrial  rates  in  the  main  will  be  effective,  thus 
causing  the  farmers  to  pay  substantially  more  for  practically 
everything  they  are  compelled  to  buy. 

Under  the  blU  the  farmers  of  Americn  win  still  be  forced  to 
sell  the  surplus  inrodncts  of  their  farms  in  an  international  free- 
trade  market— the  cheapest  in  the  world — and  at  the  same  time 
tbey  will  be  forced  to  bay  their  necessities  of  llf^  in  a  local 
protected  market— the  hlgbeet  In  the  world. 

Mr.  PrwHdent,  the  farmers  of  America  are  not  flDAmiallr 
able  to  withstand  another  asaaalt  in  the  form  of  an  oojust, 
ttneqnal.  and  unfair  Uriff  act.  The  farmers  are  not  Afklng  for 
speHfll  prlrllesee.  Inatead  th«r  are  demanding  at  the  banda 
of  this  (JoDgrsiM  only  jostice  and  equality. 

To-day  the  man  who  lives  in  the  country  and  tllla  the  soil  ia  a 
different  personality  from  the  farmer  of  a  feneration  aso. 
Improred  roads,  rapid  transporUUon,  the  daily  paper,  and  the 
radio  have  made  their  iropreaa  upon  the  farmer  and  the  farmer's 
family.  To-day  he  knows  what  will  help  and  what  will  injure 
the  bualneas  In  which  he  Is  engaged.  No  longer  wiU  be  be  satis- 
fied with  or  silent  regarding  any  alleged  remedy  tendered  him. 
He  knows  that  because  of  favorable  legislation,  finance,  trans- 
portation, and  Industry  are  to-day  enjoying  unparalleled  pros- 
perity, and  that  because  agriculture  has  been  neglected  and 
disowned,  this  very  necessary  and  once  great  and  respected 
calling  languishes  and  decays. 

LABOB  TO  BS  MJOBBD 

But,  Mr.  President,  the  American  farmer,  although  neglected, 
bankrupt,  and  despondent,  will  neither  go  naked  nor  hungry. 
If  he  can  not  live  upon  his  own  farm,  or  upon  the  farm  of  some 
other  man,  he  will  migrate  to  the  city  to  compete  with  the 
skilled  and  unskilled  labor  now  engaged  In  profitable  employ- 
ment This  is  not  a  possible  contingency,  but  already  to  labor 
It  is  a  grave  and  serious  reality.  To  fail  to  act  to  enable  the 
farmer  to  remain  upon  the  farm  is  to  strike  a  staggering  blow 
at  the  wage  earners  of  Am«>lca. 

We  have  heard  the  demand  made  that  the  American  market 
belongs  to  the  American  manufacturer,  and  with  this  claim  we 
will  not  take  Issue  here.  We  have  heard  the  demand  made  that 
the  American  market  belongs  to  American  labor,  and  we  agree 
with  such  contention.  We  have  heard  the  demand  made  that 
the  American  standard  of  wages  and  the  American  standard  of 
living  should  be  maintained  and  elevated,  and  we  join  in  such 
demand,  but  at  the  same  time  we  demand  that  the  American 
market  likewise  belongs  to  the  American  farmer.  We  demand 
that  the  definition  of  American  labor  be  so  broadened  as  to 
Include  the  laltor  of  the  American  fanner.    We  demand  that 


uie  American  standard  of  T^-ages  and  the  American  standard  of 
living  be  made  possible  for  and  placed  within  the  reach  of  those 

ho  till  the  soil  and  feed  the  teeming  millions  of  our  country. 

Mr  President,  agriculture  has  been  promised  relief.  The 
inrmers  have  been  promised  equality  of  opportunity  with  indus- 
t  ry  The  Congress  is  now  in  special  session  for  the  one  and  only 
lurpose  of  enacting  legislation  necessary  to  redeem  the  pledges 
uade.  After  months  of  demands,  hearings,  and  consideration 
t  y  the  Congress,  what  has  been  done  and  what  is  now  proposed 
t)  be  done  to  aid  the  farmer?  Advice  and  slight  financial  assist- 
8  nee  only  have  been  made  available  to  a  small  percentage  of 
t  le  organized  farmers  of  the  country.  The  great  uia.sses  of  the 
i  irmers  have  neither  been  helped  nor  even  reached  by  the  emer- 
gency    legislation    and    the   emergency    funds   made    available 

r  lonths  ago.  „.    .   ^ 

Agriculture  can  be  helped  In  only  two  major  ways :  First,  by 
s  n  increased  price  for  the  things  the  farmer  sells ;  and.  second, 
I  y  a  decreased  price  for  the  things  the  farmer  buys.  The  pend- 
iig  bill  before  us  offers  little  hope  for  relief  in  the  way  of 
letter  prices  for  the  products  of  the  farm.  And,  on  the  other 
land,  ln.stead  of  decreasing  the  price  of  the  things  the  farmer 
I  as  to  buy,  the  bill  was  scientifically  constructed  in  practically 
every  schedule  so  as  to 'raise  the  price  of  practically  every 
srtlcle  necessary  to  the  existence  of  the  farmer  and  his  family. 
Because  of  the  scope  and  text  of  the  bill  before  us  and  because 
cf  the  manifest  Interest  and  evident  Intent  of  those  responsible 
lor  its  existence,  I  make  bold  to  assert  that  the  farmers  of 
J  Lmerica  will  be  Injured  rather  than  benefited  by  the  pas.«<age  of 
ttie  measure. 

Agriculture,  embracing  some  30,000.000  American  citizens,  la 
I  ow  looking  to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  not  only  for  pro- 
t  BCtion  but  to  force  a  fulfillment  of  the  pledges  made.  If  the  Sen- 
t  te  fails,  hope  wanes  and  an  8-year  struggle  ends  without  victory. 

TABUBBS    DKFENDINQ    UPON    SBNATB 

In  passing,  let  me  say  that  this  body,  the  Senate  of  the  United 
itates,  is  the  last  and  only  hope  of  the  remnants  of  a  once 
(  Mninant  and  proud  Industry,  made  up  of  planters,  ranchmen, 
1  nd  the  fanners  of  America.  Agriculture  has  lost  Its  once  proud 
eminence  and  Instead  of  boasting  a  majority  of  our  citizenship 
he  farm  population  has  dwindled  until  td-day  only  about  28 
»er  cent  of  our  total  population  resides  upon  the  farm. 

This  decrease  In  farm  population  is  reflected  in  the  personnel 
ft  the  membership  of  the  other  branch  of  the  Congress.  To 
agriculture  the  other  House  is  lost  and  can  not  be  regained,  but 
lot  so  the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  Agriculture  Mtlll  Is  able 
o  be  beard  in  this  body,  bnt  \n  the  oiiportunlty  and  the  iibillty 
o  be  heard  all  the  recognition  that  agriculture  if  to  receive  at 
he  hands  of  the  Henate  (tt  the  United  Mtutes?  After  the  coun- 
;ry— North  and  Houth.  Bast  and  West— Irrexiiectlve  of  party, 
promised  the  farmer  relief,  are  we  to  ignore  the  promises 
»^e?  Are  we  to  content  ourselves  with  talk  snd  promlMes  and 
hen  fail  to  act  to  protect  that  group  which  t<Mluy  can  not  pro- 
act  Itself?  Are  we,  tlie  representatives  of  agricultural  Htates, 
.vheir  last  and  only  hope,  to  sit  here  placidly  and  permit  legi«la« 
tlon  to  be  enacted  which  will  injure  rather  than  help  those  for 
whom  we  claim  to  speak?    Such  a  record  by  me  will  not  be  made. 

SUMMABT   or   ABODMBNT 

Mr.  President,  I  have  sought  to  present  and  to  substantiate 
the  following  propositions: 

First.  The  country  is  demanding  tariff  adjustment  In  such  a 
manner  as  to  bring  relief  to  agriculture.  This  Is  evidenced  by 
the  declarations  and  pledges  made  by  the  two  major  parties  in 
their  last  national  conventions ;  further,  by  the  recommendations 
made  to  the  Congress  by  the  President,  who  is  presumed  to  si)eak 
for  a  majority  of  the  people  of  the  country ;  and.  stlU  further, 
by  the  fact  that  we  are  now  In  special  session  for  the  one  major 
puri>ose  of  bringing  aid  to  the  farmers  of  America. 

Second.  That  In  the  main,  and  with  but  few  exceptions,  Indus- 
try is  not  in  need  of  a  general  revision  of  our  existing  tariff 
laws. 

Third.  That  there  is  no  demand  sufficient  to  justify  a  general 
revision  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922. 

Fourth.  The  pending  bill,  if  passed  In  Its  present  form  or 
even  substantially  in  its  present  form,  will  Injure  rather  than 
help  the  agricultural  Interests  of  the  country.  To  deny  the 
propositions  just  made  and  to  assert  that  indu.stry  is  demanding 
a  complete  revision  of  existing  rates  and  that  industry  is  in 
need  of  higher  tariff  duties  is  to  admit  that  when  the  bill  ia 
passed  agriculture  will  be  at  a  still  greater  disadvantage  than  it 
finds  itself  under  existing  law. 

Mr.  President,  the  farmer  is  not  asking  any  advantage  in  this 
hHl.  He  Is  not  seeking  any  special  privilege  in  tariff  rates. 
He  knows  that  at  best  he  can  be  heli)ed  only  slightly  by  the 
imposition  of  import  taxes.    But  he  is  asking  that  he  be  not 


placed  at  a  still  further  disadvantage  by  a  general  readjustment 
and  revlsiwi  upward  of  the  Industrial  rates  carried  in  existing 
law. 

The  farmer  Is  justified  In  his  demand. 

With  the  pledges  of  the  two  major  parties  to  his  hands;  with 
the  President  recommending  relief;  with  the'iMress  of  the  coun- 
try supporting  his  i>ositlon ;  with  a  majority  in  this  body  con- 
vinced of  his  distress  and  sympathetic  with  his  petition;  with 
the  Congress  now  in  special  session  for  the  expressed  purpose 
of  granting  him  relief;  and  with  a  proposal  and  a  program 
which  will  help  instead  of  hurt;  if  he  fails  here  and  now,  Mr. 
president,  when,  I  ask,  may  he  hope  for  a  brighter  day? 

TWO   FROGRAUS    BEVOBB    SENATB 

Mr.  President,  we  have  two  programs  now  before  the  Senate : 
One,  a  general  revision  of  the  tariff  as  proposed  in  the  pending 
bill ;  and  the  other,  a  program  for  a  limited  revision  covering 
the  rates  applicable  to  agriculture  and  rates  applicable  to  in- 
dustries known  and  shown  to  be  In  distress. 

The  first  program  calls  for  a  Complete  and  general  revision 
of  all  existing  tariff  rates,  most  of  such  rates  being  proposed 
to  be  revised  upward. 

This  program,  If  carried  out,  will  injure  rather  than  aid  the 
farmers  of  the  country.  It  will  give  him  an  ounce  more  for 
the  things  he  sells,  and  cost  him  a  pound  more  for  the  things 
he  buys.  It  will  drive  him  In  ever-increasing  numbers  from  the 
farm,  and  force  him  to  seek  the  cities  in  search  of  work  to 
support  himself  and  family. 

This  bill.  If  passed,  will  tajure  rather  than  aid  the  masses 
of  the  wage  earners  of  the  country.  The  wage  earner's  com- 
petition will  be  increaseil  by  the  millions  of  Idle  farmers  look- 
ing for  employment.  Impoverished  agriculture,  with  its  buying 
power  diminished  if  not  destroyed,  will  be  unable  to  absorb  the 
finished  products  of  Industry;  and  such  condition  will  be  re- 
flected immediately  in  a  slowing-down  of  Industrial  activity,  de- 
creasetl  employment,  and  falling  wages. 

Such  a  program,  if  carried  out,  will  injure  rather  than  aid 
the  mass  of  industrial  activity  in  America.  To  the  extent  that 
the  proposed  rates  will  constitute  an  embargo  against  foreign 
goods,  the  buying  power  of  our  trading  friends  across  the  seas 
will  be  diminished,  reacting  first  upon  the  industries  now  enjoy- 
ing foreign  trade,  and  almost  simultaneously  upon  the  wage 
earners  employed  in  such  Industrial  Institutions. 

The  first  program,  if  carried  out,  will  Injure,  If  not  destroy, 
American  good  will  abroad,  and  where  good  will  and  friendly 
relations  do  not  exist  trade  will  diminish,  and  even  peace  itself 
may  be  threatened.  ^  .  ^ 

Mr.  President,  do  we  dare  Indorse,  stand  for,  and  snpport  a 
program  so  radical  that  it  will  probably,  if  not  positively,  in- 
jure the  farmers,  the  wage  enmcrs,  and  the  great  masses  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States? 

Tlie  MTCond  i»rogram  emlxKlIee  the  recommendations  of  the 
PreMldent;  It  is  the  Borah  program  of  last  June;  it  Is  the 
program  of  the  organized  farmers  of  the  country;  it  Is  the 
program  demanded  by  the  press  and  people  generally— a  pro- 
gram which  will  help  rather  then  Injure  agriculture— a  pro- 
gram which  will  help  rather  than  Injure  labor — a  program 
which  will  help  rather  than  Injure  the  mass  of  Industry,  and 
a  program  which,  when  carried  out,  will  be  the  consummation 
of  the  crystallization  of  public  opinion  Into  the  law  of  the  land. 
Mr.  President,  In  order  to  displace  the  first  program  and  to 
substitute  in  its  place  the  second.  I  have  offered  the  motion  to 
recommit  the  bill  with  instructions  so  to  alter  the  measure  as 
to  comply  with  the  demands  made  by  the  farmers,  the  pledges 
made  by  both  the  major  political  parties,  and  the  recommenda- 
tions submitted  by  the  President ;  and  on  behalf  and  in  the  name 
of  our  largest  and  most  distressed  Industry  I  urge  the  adoption 
of  the  proposal. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  submit  and  have 
printed  'In  the  Rextord,  without  reading,  some  statements,  some 
letters,  and  some  editorials. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

[From  CoIUer'a  Weekly  for  August  24,  1929] 

SENATOR  BOBAH,  WHO  BBLIBVB8  A  PBOUISS  UADB  SHODLD  BB  KBPT, 
8PKAK8  HIS  MIND  IK  THIS  STATBMBNT  OIVIN  BXCLDBIVBLT  TO 
COU.IZB'8 

There  wag  no  misunderstanding  the  Issue  with  reference  to  agricul- 
ture In  the  last  campaign.  Both  parties  declared  that  agriculture  was 
flghtlog  for  Its  life  against  economic  Inequality,  and  both  stood  pledged 
to  remedj  the  Injustice.  A  special  session  was  promised  for  that  pur- 
pose.    The  question  Is  :  Shall  thla  pledge  be  kept  T 

What  the  farmer  must  have.  In  order  that  he  may  be  placed  npoa 
an  economic  equality  with  other  Industries,  is  not  a  loJui  l>ut  a  price 
for  hia  products,  a  pric«  which  will  enable  him  to  pay  th«  prices  he 


must  pay  for  the  things  be  buys  in  a  protected  market.  He  Is  com- 
pelled under  present  circumstances  to  sell  in  the  open  market  (U  he 
Is  producing  a  commodity  of  which  we  have  a  surplus)  and  he  ia  denied 
the  right  by  his  Oovernment  to  buy  In  the  open  market  If  this  wers 
not  true,  the  farmer  might  by  hla  own  efforts  attain  economic  equality. 
So  long,  therefore,  as  the  Government  denies  blm  the  right  through  Its 
policy  of  protection  to  buy  In  the  open  market.  It  should  stand  ready 
to  adopt  any  practicable  scheme  which  will  relieve  him  of  this  Idp 
equality.  Hamilton  saw  this  injustice  and  proposed  to  remedy  It  by 
a  bounty.  Hamilton  knew  much  about  economics  but  very  little  about 
tdhMmAe  appetites  after  100  years  of  protection. 

The  farmer  who  produces  products  of  which  we  have  not  a  »nrplns 
Is  entitled  tinder  the  protective  system  to  duties  which  will  place  bim 
upon  an  economic  equality  with  other  industries.  But  while  placing 
a  reasonable  duty  on  some  of  the  things  the  farmer  sells  they  propose, 
It  seems,  to  place  a  higher  duty  upon  everything  which  he  buys.  In 
other  words,  when  the  transaction  is  closed  the  Inequality  continues. 

Thwe  ara  only  two  ways  that  I  know  of  by  which  we  can  aasure 
the  farmer  economic  equality,  so  far  as  the  tariff  Is  concerned,  and 
they  are :  Equal  protection  with  other  Industries  through  raising  Ms 
rates  or  by  reducing  his  living  and  producing  costs  through  a  lowering 
of  present  tariff  rates. 

The  protective-tariff  system  is  now  threatened  by  reason  of  t&e  acts 
of  its  greatest  beneficiaries.  When  agriculture  asks  for  reasonable 
protection  the  other  industries  demand  higher  duties,  which  leaves 
agriculture  suffering  from  that  economic  inequality  of  which  we  were 
pledged  to  relieve  them.  Agriculture  knows  precisely  where  the  fault 
Ilea  and  is  prQ;>ared  to  meet  the  challenge. 

Wm.  B.  Borah. 

[From  the  Washington,  D.  C,  Times  of  October  9,  19291 

A   JIM  If  T — NOT   A   TABUT 

(By  Herbert  Kaufman) 

•  •••••• 

Current  prosperity  and  corporation  reports  deny  the  necessity  for  a 
general  upward  revision. 

Production  records  deny  It.  Foreign  competitive  conditions  deny  it. 
And  dividend  rates  deny  it. 

•  •••••• 

We  are  no  longer  infant  industrlallsta.  Hundreds  of  our  group  enter- 
prises bave  passed  the  competitive  phaae. 

In  certain  fields  America  enjoys  patent  monopolies  or  natural  advaa- 
tagca  with  which  even  pauper  wage  levels  can't  cope. 

To  fubaldlM  further  such  powerfully  intrenched  blocs,  or  slmilariy 
to  favor  a  host  of  lesser  (but  Just  as  dominnnt)  business  divisions, 
would  Invite  the  suspicion  that  Congress  Is  paying  campaign  debts  at 
ptibllc  espeoM— or  wsfffflng  tstls  for  election  marrowbones  to  come. 

Tb«  Bepubllcan  platform  promised  to  keep  wheels  spinning  snd  smoke- 
stacks  belching,  bat  It  also  pliNlged  s  aguar*  d««l  to  th«  owo  behind  tlM 
{rtow,  th«  girl  across  the  couotsr.  sod  tb«  woman  before  tb«  cook  siovs. 

(From  tbs  Wssbiogtwa  itsr— iDdepsndaotl 
Tha   WasbingtoD   itar  ^s   for   less   drastic   revlsJoD   of   the   exlstlsg 
B^'pabileao-made  tariff  tbsn  proposed  in  tb«  House  bill.     It  favors  tb« 
upward  revision  of  only  such  schedules  as  can  b«  proved  to  require  adtlad 
protection  in  the  broad  interest  of  the  Nation  as  a  whole. 

[From  the  Baltimore  Bun — Independent] 
The  Hawley  bill  In  Its  agricultural  schedules  la  a  futile  gesture  to  the 
farmers.  Eminent  Bepubllcans  bave  repeatedly  agreed  with  emluent 
economists  that  tbet«  ia  no  salvation  In  a  tariff  so  long  as  the  furmers' 
Ills  proceed  f~om  production  of  an  exiwrtable  surplus.  As  to  the  Indus- 
trial schedules  of  the  Hawley  bill,  they  are  not  dictated  by  need  even 
under  advanced  protectionist  theory. 

[From  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune — Independent  Repablloan] 
The  Herald  Tribune  heartily  approves  the  program  of  Uriff  revlalon 
submitted  to  the  extra  session  of  Congress  by  President  Hoover.  We 
favor  giving  agriculture  any  added  protection  which  it  may  need  and 
readjuating  rates  in  certain  other  industries  which  have  suffered  recently 
from  depression  due  to  foreign  competition. 

•     •     •     We    should    think    first    of   giving    the    relief   promised   to 
agriculture  and  to  other  depressed  Industries. 

[From  the  Hartford  Courant— Republican] 
The  Courant  believes  that  no  duty  of  the  existing  tariff  should  be 
Increased  unless  it  can  be  convincingly  shown  that  an  increase  Is  needed 
to  afford  a  proper  degree  of  protection.  It  believes  that  the  present 
Uriff  In  the  main  Is  working  very  weU  and  that  comparatively  few 
duties  lequire  upward  revision.  It  regards  the  proposed  Hawley  Uriff 
as  exceeding  in  many  instances  the  actual  requlremenu  of  a  sound 
protective  policy. 
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[Frwm  the  Springfield  Bepabllcan— Independent! 
Tbe  BepubMc»n  hM  declared  that  with  the  passage  of  the  farm  relief 
WU  Cong^M  .hould  have  ended  the  special  session  so  far  "  «««;M*8^ 
21?^  concerned,  and  let  the  tariff  of  1922  remain  undisturbed. 

I  From  the  Boston  Erenlng  Tranacript— Independent  BepubUcan] 
The  Transcript  has  felt  that  the  tariff  might  well  be  left  alone. 
MccDt  where  impartial  Investigation  disclosed  a  genuine  menace  to 
an  industry  which  could  not  be  removed  except  through  an  increase 
Tn  the  rates.  Cases  of  this  kind  are  very  few  and  far  between,  for  the 
present  rate,  are  high  and  the  mere  fact  that  foreign  goods  are  coming 
in  does  not  neceswrily  constitute  a  threat  to  American  Industry  or 
agriculture- 

(From  the  Winston-Salem  (N.  C.)  Journal— Independent] 
...  .  •  •  •  • 

The  Hawley  bUl  is  unsound  because  it  increases  the  protection  on 
commodities  already  highly  protected  and  extends  only  gUght  degrees 
of  protection  to  the  farmer's  raw  products.  Farm  reUef  is  the  resound 
InK  cry  Let  tbe  tariff  afford  the  farmer  more  protection  and  the 
manufacturer,  already  weU  on  hU  feet.  lea..  Such  a  move  would  be 
sincere,  at  least. 

[From  the  Columbus  Dispatch — Independent] 
•     •     •     "The  Hawley  bill  more  than  neutralizes  Ity  farm  Increaaes 
by  heavy  Increases  on  many  articles  of  which  the  farmers  are  almost 
universally    buyers,    not    producers    and    sellers.     Building    materials, 
shoes,  leather,  and  harness  are  examples." 

[From  the  Kansas  City  Star— Independent] 
Under   the   guise   of   agricultural    relief   the    Hawley    bill,    as    passed 

by   the   House.   Is   really   a   WU   for   the   benefit   of  the   manufacturing 

interests.     It    would    impose    on    the    farmer    Increased    costs    far    in 

excess  of  the  benefits  to  him.     •     •     • 

The  existing  tariff  act  gave  extravagant  protecUon  to  the  Industries 

of  the  country.     Any  further  increase  In  these  duties  is  unJusUfled. 

[From  the  Cleveland  Plain  Dealer — Independent  Democrat] 
The  Plain  Dealer  regards  the  Hawley  bUl  as  the  worst  and  most 
indefensible  Uriff  proposal  ever  offered  for  the  serious  consideraUon 
of  Congress.  Its  major  purpose.  It  will  be  recalled,  was  to  aid  the 
farmer.  The  testimony  of  those  who  have  studied  its  relation  to  the 
farmer  is  practlcaUy  unanimous  in  the  opinion  that  it  wlU  Uke  a 
great  deal  more  out  of  the  farmer's  pocket  than  it  will  put  in. 

(From  the  Chicago  Dally  News— Independent] 
•     •     •     The  guiding  motto  of  Congress  should  be:  "No  evidence 
of  necessity,  no  change." 

[From  the  Chicago  Tribune — Independent  Republican] 
Spokesmea  for  tbe  farmers  are  Justlfled  In  their  criticisms  of  the 
Uriff  bill  as  it  passed  the  House.  Further,  they  are  Justlfled  in  asking 
that  tariff  legislation  be  confined  pretty  cloA^'ly  to  farm  schedules.  It 
is  becoming  increaaingUr  apparent  that  If  the  door  is  to  be  opened 
to  a  revision  of  the  tariffs  on  manufactured  goods,  there  will  be  no 
closing  of  the  door  until  scores  of  Items  which  are  In  no  real  need  of 
protection  ar«  given  It. 

[From  tbe  St.  Lonla  Olobe-Democrat— independent] 
Tbe  Olobe-Democrat  supports,  and   has  always  supported,   the  prin- 
ciple of  a  protective  Uriff.  but  it  regards  a  g.neral  upward  revision 
of  the  tariff  at  this  time  as  uncalled  for.  unneceasary,  and  unwise. 

Except  as  to  agricultural  producta  there  was  no  demand  for  Uriff 
revision  In  the  election  of  last  year.  Nothing  In  our  economic  dr- 
comatancea  warrants  such  a  revision. 

•  •  •  Tbe  country  is  committed  to  revision  of  the  agricnltural 
Kbeihile  but  aside  from  that,  rerlaion  should  be  limited  to  the  par- 
tloilar  situations  Indicated  by  the  President. 


(From  the  St.  Louis  Post-DUpatch— Independent] 
American  industry  as  a  whole  haa  prospered  under  tbe  Fordney-Mc- 
Cumber  law.  There  Is  no  necessity  for  a  new  act  with  a  higher  scale 
of  ratea,  such  as  the  Hawley  schedules.  The  Republican  Party  plat- 
form has  pledged  revision  to  help  agriculture,  with  other  readjust- 
ments which  experience  has  shown  necessary.  That  Is  the  President's 
posltloo  as  sUted  in  his  message. 

[From  the  Detroit  News — Independent] 
In  general,  however,  the  Hawley  bill  Increases  tariffs  all  along  the  line, 
notwlthatanding  tbe  Cact  that  the  existing  Fordney  tariff  Is  tbe  highest 
tn  our  histoijr. 


[From  the  Minneapolis  Tribune— Republican] 
The  Minneapolis  Tribune,  conservative  Rep.ibllcan  newspaper,  has 
taren  the  editorial  stand  that  the  Hawley  tariff  bill  Is  completely  un- 
satisfactory to  agriculture.  It  has  maintained  that  ,t  does  not  in  any 
s^"rfulflll  the  Republican  Party  pledges  and  that  the  increase  in  the 
3lustrial  rates  have' nullified  whatever  gains  there  were  to  tbe  farmer 
the  increased  agricultural  rates.  It  has  gone  further  and  declared 
that  the  farmer  will  never  get  any  real  relief  unless  the  tordney- 
WcCumber  rates  are  subject  to  a  general  downward  revision. 


[From  the  Reno  Evening  Gazette— Republican] 
•     •     •     All  in  all  the  far  West  will  be  well  satisfied  If  the  new  legis- 
Idtlon  is  confined  to  the  agricultural  schedule.s.  the  rates  of  whieh  must 
b<i  increased  if  its  livestock  and  farming  Industries  are  succe»r.fuUy  to 
c(  intinue. 


(From  the  Los  Angeles  Times— Independent  Republican] 
The  times  favors  a  tariff  which,  will  adequately  protect  American  In- 
dbstry.  including  agriculture,  but  recognizes  that  there  Is  da"K^r  «' 
s.ttmg  rates  so  high  that  they  will  raise  prices  unduly  and  Injure  the 
onsumer.  It  does  not  believe  that  present  rates  should  be  advanced 
,  here  experience  has  proved  them  sufficient,  and  d.>es  not  think  general 
r. vision  advisable  at  the  present  time.  It  stands  with  i;resident  Hoover 
revision  upward  of  agricultural  schedules  and  limited  chaniics  in  a 
others. 
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[From   the   People's  Business,   Washington,   D.   C] 

TABirr  AX   FOR    FAB  MESS 

If  this   bill   becomes   a   law   in   anything   like   its   present  form,   the 
American  farmer,  In  whose  Interest  the  present  special  session  of  Con- 
1  ress  was  called,  will  have  Just  about  as  much  cause  for  giving  thanks 
1  his  coming  Thanksgiving  Day  as  the  American  turkey.     •     •     • 
.  .  .  •  •  •  • 

The  bill  as  it  stands  is  an  utter  betrayal  of  those  farmers  who  relied 
upon  the  campaign  promises  of  the  successful  presidential  candidate  and 

1  lis  party. 

-The  promise  of  the  Republican  Party  was  for  the  creation  of  oco- 
iiomlc  equality  through  tariff  revision."  says  Senator  Cappkb.  of  Kan- 
IAS  himself  a  Republican.  "This  the  pending  bill  does  not  provide, 
i-arm  rates  have  been  raised,  but  those  on  Industrial  commodities  have 
tlso  be.'n  ral8«l  correspondingly.  In  other  words,  the  farmer  will  find 
ilmself  at  the  same  place  he  Is  now.  He  gets  better  protection  on  his 
jrodurts,  but  the  same  relative  increased  protection  has  been  given  on 
the  things  he  buys.  He  will,  perhaps,  get  more  for  what  he  sells,  but 
srlU  pay  more  for  what  he  buys.  So  as  the  result  of  the  operation  of 
tbe  tariff  under  the  proposed  rate  he  would  be  in  the  same  plight  he 
Is  undPr  the  present  law." 

The  farmers  might  consider  themselves  happy  If  their  case  were  no 
worse  than  It  appears  to  be  from  Senator  Cafpkb's  statement.  Un- 
fortunately it  would  be  much  worse.  For  of  the  6.500.000  farmers 
there  are  at  least  6.000,000  who  would  certainly  not  get  more  for 
what  they  sell,  but  who  would  certainly  pay  more  for  what  they  buy. 
by  reason  of  this  'necking  party"  Messrs.  Hawlet  and  Smoot  have 
prepared  for  the  farmers  with  an  ax  for  agriculture  behind  their  backs. 


[From  the  Minneapolis  Tribune  of  May  27,  1929] 

■*  A   WABXINO  TO  THE   INDCSTBIAL   BAST 

•  •  •  •  •  •  •        ' 

What  force  within  the  Eepubllcan  Party  la  U  that  is  persistently 
thwarting  agriculture? 

Tbe  first  answer  to  that  is  that  It  U  not  President  Hoover. 

And  the  second  answer  is  that  It  Is  mainly  the  Industrial  East. 

Who  opposes  agriculture  on  casein?  Chiefly  the  Industrial  East. 
Who  opposes  agriculture  on  vegetable  oils  and  fats?  The  .Industrial 
Bast.  Who  opposes  agriculture  on  butter?  The  Industrial  East.  Who 
seeks  to  Impose  higher  cement  costs  on  the  farmer?  The  Industrial 
East.  Who  seeks  to  turn  the  present  farm-relief  session  Into  a  session 
de.xigned  to  Increase  the  farmers  all-round  living  costs?  The  Industrial 
East.  Who  seeks  to  repudiate  the  pledges  President  Hoover  made  the 
farmer?    The  industrial  Bast.     Always  the  Industrial  East. 

•  •••••• 

Some  Immensely  serious  consequences  are  attached  to  the  foregoing 
conclusions. 

Tbe  Tribune  is  not  in  general  an  advocate  of  sectionalism,  in  fact, 
deplores  the  spirit  of  sectionalism  ;  but  who  can  be  so  blind  as  not  to 
see  what  is  bound  to  happen  in  the  event  that  the  industrial  East  con- 
tlnueti  to  smother  and  stifle  the  agrarian  West? 

We  hardly  need  say  that  a  time  will  come  when  tbe  party  will  be  too 
to  bold  both  groups. 


[From  the  Washington  Farmer  of  June  20,  1929] 
Aqbiccltdbb  Must  Look  to  thi  Sknatx — Db.  E.  a.  Bbtak  Oontincis 
IN   THx   Bblibf  that  thb  Agbabian   Statss   Shodlo   Sbt  Oct   to 

CONTBOL  THl  UPPEB  BBANCH  OF  CONGEBaS 

To  the  EorroB  of  th«  Washinotoic  Fabmcb  : 

You  may  have  forgotten  that  some  15  or  18  years  ago— yes ;  It  was  20 
years  ago.  in  1909 — that  I  pointed  out  In  the  public  discussion  of  the 
agricultural  situation  that  the  hope  of  the  farmer  in  national  legislative 
matters  lay  in  the  United  States  Senate.  It  was  In  an  address  at  the 
Agricultural  College  of  MonUna  and  about  the  time  of  the  Roosevelt 
country-life  agitation. 

In  subsequent  discussions  of  the  same  problem  I  also  pointed  out 
that  there  must  inevitably  be  a  unity  of  action  on  agragian  matters 
between  the  farmers  of  the  South  and  those  of  the  West  which  should 
cross  the  traditional  political  alignments  which  arrayed  a  "  solid 
South"  against  a  strongly  Republican  majority  in  Northern  and  Eastern 
States. 

I  recall  that  your  valuable  Journal  not  only  called  attention  to  these 
suggestions  through  your  columns  but  that  you  called  specific  attention 
of  several  of  the  great  agricultural  papers  to  these  suggestions  and  that 
editorial  comment  followed  In  many  of  them. 

THB   FABM    BLOC 

The  appearance  In  due  time  of  a  "  farm  bloc  "  in  national  legislation 
confirmed  this  diagnosis  so  far  as  the  solidarity  of  political  interest 
between  the  farmers  of  the  West  and  South  are  concerned. 

The  agrarian  legislation  now  before  Congress  demonstrates  more 
clearly  than  ever  before  the  truth  that  so  far  as  political  power  is 
concerned  the  farmer  must  place  his  chief  reliance  on  the  United  SUtes 
Senate. 

Twenty  years  ago  It  was  the  fashion  to  think  of  the  Senate  as  a  high- 
brow body  composed  of  rich  men  whose  natural  sympathies  were  bound 
up  with  big  business  and  corporate  wealth.  The  same  notion  lingers 
still.  As  I  then  pointed  out.  the  rapid  decline  in  rural  population, 
amounting  practically  to  an  agricultural  revolution,  had  led  to  corre- 
sponding Increase  in  the  urban  vote.  The  scepter  had  departed  forever 
from  l-srael  so  far  as  the  farmer  was  concerned. 

But  there  remained  then,  and  there  would  remain  for  the  next  hun- 
dred years,  a  majority  of  agrarian  States.  If  these  exercised  their 
inherent  powers  they  might,  If  they  so  chose,  be  represented  in  tbe 
United  States  Senate  by  Members  who  represented  agrarian  interests — 
by  men  who,  not  only  by  assent  to  political  dogma  but  who  genuinely 
were  devoted  to  the  farmer's  Interest  and  who  understood  and  fully 
sympathised  with  bis  problems. 

Now,  regardless  of  whether  we  approve  or  disapprove  the  proposed 
debenture  feature  of  the  farm  relief  bill,  it  Is  perfectly  clear  that  the 
Senate  reflects  to  a  degree  the  prevailing  sentiment  in  many  agrarian 
States,  and  likewise  that  the  House  represents  the  point  of  view  in  the 
populous  industrial  and  commercial  centers,  where  employer  and  em- 
ployee alike  believe  that  their  interests  would  be  served  by  the  defeat 
of  tbe  debenture  plan. 

The  Senate  majority  for  this  feature  of  the  so-called  "  farm  relief " 
bill  would  have  been  much  greater  had  not  party  discipline  cracked  the 
whip  to  maintain,  as  far  as  possible,  the  party  alignment. 

OHCAT    BASIC     INDCaTBX 

It  Is  now  so  perfectly  clear  that  the  farmer  element  should  tarn  to 
tbe  United  States  Senate  for  full  national  representation  and  the  pro- 
tection which  should  be  given  to  that  great  basic  industry  that  even 
tbe  dullest  should  not  overlook  it. 

The  agrarian  States  should  consciously  set  out  to  control  the  United 
States  Senate  by  tbe  election  only  of  men  who  know  the  genuine  farm 
problem  and  believe  In  their  very  souls  that  tbe  hope  of  the  Nation  lies 
In  tbe  maintenance  of  a  great  rural  population  owning  and  managing 
their  own  farm  homes. 

ntDOBTBT    IN    BADDLI 

Industry  Is  In  the  saddle  with  boots  and  spurs.  It  rides  hard  and 
fast  and  falls  to  see  that  even  Its  own  interests  are  endangered  by  the 
pace.  The  constituent  can  determine  the  political  course  of  Its  repre- 
sentatives In  the  Senate.  But  the  farmer  never  will  do  so  unless  he 
selects  men  who  know  and  believe  In  bis  cause.  This  does  not  neces- 
sarily mean  that  he  must  be  a  "  dirt  fanner."  Nor  Is  It  sufficient  that 
he  own  two  or  three  big  farms  and  has  farming  done  on  them  for  him. 
No  agrarian  State  should  be  remiss  In  setting  Its  bouse  in  order  that 
Its  chief  Interest  should  be  fully  represented  in  the  United  States 
Senate. 

The  very  fact  that  Industry  and  commerce  Involve  concentrated  popu- 
lation and  concentrated  Interests,  and  that  farming  Involves  thin  and 
widely  diffused  populations,  lies  at  the  basis  of  the  political  principles 
Involved  In  this  thesis.  As  I  remarked  to  you  the  other  day,  a  glimpse 
over  the  past  20  years  confirms  U. 

B.  A.  Bbtam. 

PciXMAM,  J%me  10,  jaa. 


Fabmcbs'  Edccatioxai.  aho  CoopaBATiTB  TTmoir  or  Ahbbica, 

Oklahoma  CUv.  Ohio..  Beptember  90, 
Senator  Elukb  THOtiAJB, 
Senator  W.  B.  Pim, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Dkab  Fbudnds  :  Our  national  presidoit,  Mr.  C.  B.  Huff,  visited  our 
headquarters  here  Saturday.  After  conversation  with  him  and  careftil 
study  of  the  tariff  bill  now  pending  in  the  Senate  of  tbe  United  Statea, 
I  am  fully  convinced  that  he  thinks  should  this  bill  become  a  law  It 
will  do  more  harm  to  farmers  by  far  than  it  will  do  good. 

I  see  by  the  papers  that  Senator  Dill  gave  figures  in  a  speech  In 
tbe  Senate,  in  which  be  says  farm  producU  receive  an  Increase  of  13^4 
per  cent  in  this  bill,  while  eastern  Industries  get  a  raise  of  86%  per 
cent  We  will  not  concede  that  the  present  law  is  equlUble  to  farmers, 
but  the  proposed  law  is  so  much  worse  that  it  is  really  unthinkable. 

I  am  confident  that  you  will  do  all  In  your  power  to  get  such  modifi- 
cation of  tbe  proposed  bill  aa  will  do  the  least  Injury  to  farmers  of  your 
Sute  and  of  the  Nation. 

Yours  truly.  John  A.  Simpson,  Pretident. 

OCTOBKB  9,   1929. 
To  Memben  of  the  UnUed  Btate*  Benate: 

The  special  session  of  CoLgreas  waa  called  for  the  particular  purposs 
of  granting  to  agriculture  tariff  equality  with  industry.  The  Congress 
thus  far  has  lost  sight  of  or  disregarded  this  fact.  It  has  so  readjusted 
industrial  Uriff  rates  as  to  make  tbe  inequality  between  industry  and 
agriculture  greater  than  ever  before.  The  proposed  Uriff  schedules  are, 
therefore,  in  the  main  unsatisfactory  to  agriculture. 

Wc  demand  that  you  exercise  every  effort  to  limit  the  action  of  the 
Congress  to  the  purpose  for  which  the  session  was  called,  and  to  that 
end  we  call  to  your  attention  the  schedule  of  rates  submitted  by  Ameri- 
can Farm  Bureau  Federation  and  ask  your  support  of  these,  and  also 
your  support  of  the  fiexlble  provisions  and  other  administrative  sections 
recommended  by  our  organisation. 
Yours  truly, 

CALIFOBNIA  FABM  BCBBAU  FKOBBATIONj 

A.  Ahlf,  president ;  R.  W.  Blackburn,  vice  president ;  Leland  C. 
Stoll,  director ;  E.  E.  Burnet,  director ;  J.  E.  Bandy, 
director ;  J.  C.  Johnson,  director ;  J.  A.  Smiley,  director ; 
Roy  K.  Cole,  director;  J.  J.  Nielsen,  director;  B.  H. 
Scbulte,  director ;  Alex.  Johnson,  executive  secretary. 

Thb  National  Gbangb, 
WaahiHifton,  D.  C,  Beptember  to.  19t9. 

A  careful  study  of  the  Uriff  bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate  by  tht 
Finance  Committee  convinces  us  that,  notwithstanding  an  upward 
revision  of  rates  on  various  agricultural  commodities,  tbe  relative  dis- 
advantage of  agriculture  as  compared  with  Industry  is  fully  as  great 
under  the  pending  bill  as  under  the  present  law. 

According  to  the  Statistical  Abstract  of  the  United  States  for  ths 
year  1028,  compiled  by  the  Department  of  Commerce,  tbe  average  ad 
valorem  duty  on  agricultural  products  and  provisions,  as  classified  by 
the  Uriff  act,  during  the  preceding  year  was  22.64  per  cent,  while  the 
average  ad  valorem  duty  on  all  the  other  dutiable  schedules  was  42.6 
per  cent.  Since  the  rates  on  industrial  and  manufactured  products  in 
the  present  bill  have  been  raised  more  on  the  average  than  the  rates 
on  agricultural  commodities,  it  is  manifest  that  the  tariff  bill,  if 
enacted  In  lU  present  form,  will  utterly  fall  to  fulfill  one  of  tbe  pri- 
mary purposes  for  which  Congress  was  called  In  special  session. 

While  the  grange  desires  that  adequate  protection  shall  be  given  to 
those  branches  of  our  agriculture  which  can  be  brought  under  the 
protective  system,  we  are  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  the  farmer, 
as  a  consumer,  has  an  equal  interest  In  seeing  that  tariff  rates  on  com- 
modities which  he  must  buy  are  maintained  at  fair  and  reasonable 
level.  There  is  a  difference  between  tariff  rates  that  will  Insure  proper 
protection  to  American  industry  and  labor,  and  rates  that  breed 
monopoly  and  burden  the  consumer  for  the  benefit  of  Industries  which, 
on  the  whole,  are  now  enjoying  great  prosperity.  The  value  of  tbe 
securities  of  many  of  these  industries  has  Increased  from  two  to  six 
fold  during  the  past  seven  years. 

We  are  also  Impressed  by  the  fact  that  a  large  proportion  of  the 
acreage  of  American  farms  can  not  be  brought  under  the  protective 
system,  for  the  reason  that  the  crops  produced  on  these  lands  fall 
into  tbe  surplus  class  and  must  be  sold  on  the  world's  markets  at  the 
world's  price.  It  follows,  therefore,  that  tbe  higher  we  make  the  tariff 
on  general  commodities,  the  less  chance  there  U  for  the  economic  sur- 
vival of  unprotected  farmers.  The  farmer  who  la  compelled  to  sell  his 
crops  In  the  open  markets  of  the  worid  is  working  under  a  tremendous 
handicap  when  he  Is  obliged  by  the  action  of  the  Government  to  buy 
his  suppUes  In  our  highly  protected  market.  No  system  of  marketing 
and  money  lending  can  overcome  this  handicap. 
Sincerely  youra, 

FBED   BaSNCKMAN, 

WashiMOton  Representative. 
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M,  TnnMAS  of  Oklahoma.    Mr.  President,  I  may  say  Just 

made  li  our  platform  at  Houston.  In  that  platform  we  pledged 
Jif^ore  of  the  United  States  that  we  would  take  actionif 
{n  nSSlr  or  «  not  In  power,  would  use  our  Influence  as  best 
we'^uld.  to  JL  that  agriculture  got  equality  with  industry 
My  motion  seeks  to  insure  that  equality^  If  the  moUonshouW 
h/aereed  to  we  \»iU  consider  the  agricultural  schedules  nrsi. 
'Al^  would  not  deny  the  privilege  or  the  opportunity  to  any 
I  J?stry  ?o  ^me  up^n^his  floor,  through  its  Senator,  and  make 
a  motion  to  wnld^istlng  law.    It  would,  however,  change  the 

^''^A^r^hf  n?S^nt  time  there  are  in  this  bUl  21.000  schedules. 
Thty  iJil/i^ra^n  in  it  unless  the  Senate  shall  take  them  out 
m/LoHou  would  take  out  all  the  schedules  except  tho^^^^^  jj 
tn  aericulture  reversing  the  burden  of  proof  only.  Any  inao»"J 
can  hive  an  aiilndment  made  upon  the  fl«>%«°d  make  Ite  case 
and  Vf  It  rn  make  Its  case  before  the  Senate  I  will  concede  that 
it  is  entitled  to  relief.  ^         ,         ..^ 

Mr  President.  I  urge  the  adoption  of  my  motion. 

The  VICE  PRESmENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma.  w,    _  „*  „ 

Mr    SACKETT.    Mr.  President.  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 

**"S™VTrP  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  caU  the  roU. 

Se  leStWederk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names:  ^^^^^^ 

^'h"^-  Flrtch«r  La  toilette  Shortridge 

Ashurrt  RrV«iM  McKellar  Simmons 

i«T        BI'        s^-"       r- 

Bora*  ^1^°^  Nye  Thomas.  Idaho 

Bratton  S*iL.  oddie  Thomas.  Okla. 

Brock  S^'^llLn  Overman  Trammell 

Brookhart  Harrison  2lttf?!?n  Tydlngs 

Capper  H^h^rt  Pine  Wa«ner 

Caraway  Hebert  putman  Walcott 

Connally  ?Hi°„  Reed  Walsh.  Mass. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Eighty  Senators  have  answered  to 

'^'j^"8TMM0Ns'''Sr  PrSn^-  when  a  motion  similar  to 
thfj^n^lnt  motioii  was  presented  to  the  Senate  by  the  Senator 
fromlXh?  [Mr.  Bobah],  before  we  began  consideration  of  the 
S  bm.  I  ToteS  for  It.  Since  that  time  we  have  devoted  between 
Sx  and  eight  weeks,  directly,  and  IndlrecUy.  to  the  consideration 

**''Se  rj^nenu'irf  the  HawleySmoot  bUl  have  demonstrated 
their  control  of  the  situation.  They  have  P\ac«l  upon  the 
admlnlatrative  feature*  some  outstanding  amendments  of  great 

*"we'^^ha^'  pasted  «  rerolutlon  calling  upon  the  Secretary  of 
the  Ttea-ury  to  furnish  u»  with  certain  data  from  the  Income- 
tax  return*.  This  data  is  now  on  the  press  and  wlU  be  avail- 
able to  Senators  in  a  few  days,  possibly  to-morrow. 

Mr  8MOOT.    There  will  be  800  of  them  here  to-morrow. 

Mr'  SIMMONS.  If  we  have  been  succ-essful  in  all  of  our 
major  contenUons  with  reference  to  the  administrative  features 
of  the  blU,  It  i«  reasonable  to  suppose  that  we  will  be  able 
to  correct  any.  If  not  aU,  of  the  excessive  rates  carried  In  the 

'"^erefore.  after  aU  these  weeks  of  labor  and  after  all  this 
oreuaratlon,  I  do  not  feel,  when  we  have  reached  the  rate  sched- 
ules that  we  ought  to  seek  by  a  general  motion  to  eliminate  all 
of  them  from  the  bUl  except  those  relating  to  agriculture,  sugar, 
und  tobacco.  I  think  we  should  meet  these  rates  and  discuss 
them,  so  that  we  may  enlighten  the  country  with  reference  to 
the  burdens  of  taxation  that  are  about  to  be  attempted  to  be 
imposed  upon  them  in  the  interest  of  certain  special  Industries 

in  the  United  States.  ^         .,  ^  r.,.^ 

In  addition  to  that,  Mr.  President,  the  motion  carries  a  pro- 
vision to  this  effect : 

Tbat  the  elimination  of  such  text  shaU  be  without  prejudice  to  the 
submleeion  U  the  Senate  of  specific  amendments  to  existing  Uw. 

Under  the  authority  of  that  provifcion  in  the  motion  the 
proponents  of  the  bill  when  we  reach  the  schedules  coul.  offer 
as  an  amendment  upon  each  item  the  increase  carried  »n  the 
House  bill  or  in  the  bill  as  it  is  reported  from  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Finance,  and  thus  force  the  Senate,  in  spite  of 
the  elimination,  to  discuss  and  act  upon  the  several  proposiUona. 


i  V?CE%BES.DS^T'"'l5^.h^  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lini  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

T-  vli^F*^''That^ame^privUege.  of  course,  would  have  been 
av  iaSe^ad  S^  motTon  "Sfered  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
?Sbohah]  prevailed,  would  it  not?  The  same  PnvUege  t„ 
o»  r  anr  amendment   to   any   rate   at   any   time   would   have 

prtvaUed?  Perhaps  it  would.    But  again,  if  the  several 

scJSufi  should  be  stricken  out  of  the  bill,  every  item  in  those 
Sh^uS  wouW  be  in  conference  and  the  Sena  e  conferees 
woUd  hav^to  deal  with  the  House  conferees  with  respect  to 
^ci  of  them  I  expect,  if  I  shall  live,  to  be  a  member  of  that 
S  feJence  S^mmittS^and  I  should  like  to  have  an  expression 
o?  heT.inion  of  the  Senate  upon  the  several  House  Provisions 
^^  ch  it  is  proposed  by  this  motion  to  eliminate  from  the  bill. 

1  do  nol  L  how  any  advantage  Is  to  be  gained  by  the  adop- 
tio\  of  the  motion  and  regretfully  I  am  not  ^'olng  to  vote  for  it. 
I  vish  that  we  might  have  confined  the  revision  to  agricul- 
tuir  I  wish  the  President  had  left  out  of  his  communication 
upm  the  subject  the  suggestion  of  extending  't  to  a  ew  Indus^ 
"ri>s  "suffering  from  excessive  foreign  competition  B"t  ^e 
ha^e  oassed  that  stage  now  and  we  can  not  avoid  it.  It  is 
fnVvltJwr^If  U  were  not  Inevitable  there  is  no  better  time 
than  now.  and  we  are  never  going  to  be  better  prepared  to  dl^ 
cu  «  the  House  provisions  with  respect  to  the  increases  m  the 
ln(  ustrial  rates  than  we  are  to-day.  ^  t  ^^ 

iut  I  do  not  desire.  Mr.  President,  to  be  confined   and  I  do 
no    think  senators  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  and  those  on 
th »  other  side  of  the  Chamber  who  are  cooperating  with  us 
desire  to  be  confined,  in  our  amendments  to  the  rates  carried  in 
thrFordney-McCumber  Tariff  Act.    Those  rates  are  excessive  y 
S'h     Many  of  them  are  oppressive.    Many  of  them  are  horribly 
u  'lust     They  were  made  so  rather  because  of  the  extraordinary 
ccn  itions  which  confronted  the  committee  and  the  Congressat 
tie  time  of  the  pas.sage  of  the  Fordney-McCumber  hi     <xi  1922. 
V^e  were  Just  recovering  from  the  greatest  war  of  all  history. 
Tie  whole  of  Europe  and  nearly  all  of  the  civilized  world  were 
ir  a  state  of  business  and  industrial  and  financial  chaos.    The 
ciirrencies   of   most   countries   had   almost   depreciated   to   the 
vanishing  point,  and  it  was  felt  in  fixing  those  rates  that  we 
^!uld  not  very  safely  be  guided  by  any  former  rule  for  measur- 
U  z  the  degree  of  protection  to  which  an  industry  was  entitled. 
I    was  felt  that  In  violation  and  disregard  of  the  rulM  which 
o  -dluarily  had  controlled  us  In  fixing  tariffs  we  must  fix  rate* 
»»   high   as   to   guarantee   the   safety   of  American   industrieg 
atainst  any  of  the  exigencies  of  that  difl^cult  and  chaotic  sltu^- 
t  on  •  so  those  rates  were  fixed  exorbitantly  high,  too  high,    we 
V  ant  to  get  behind  them  In  many  Instances  and  reduce  the  ratea 
vhlch  obtained  before  that  enactment.    In  order  to  do  that  we 
must  have  a  broad  latitude  for  action.  ..    *  .  ^     ^  »,-„-. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  feel,  after  making  the  flght  we  have 
r.ade,  that  I  want  now  to  have  to  do  all  this  work  again 
fcpcause  If  we  do  not  go  on  and  finish  It  now  probably  In    be 
rext  session  of  the  Congress  or  in  the  second  session  of  the 
(  ongress  we  will  have  a  bill  before  us  for  revls  on  of  the  tariff 
id  we  will  have  to  go  over  all  the  ground  again  and  make  all 
this  preparation  again.     I  do  not  want  to  have  to  do  that. 
I  think.  Mr.  President,  moreover,  that  the  country  l»as Jieard 
nough  and  seen  enough  of  what  is  going  on  In  this  Chamber 
nd  what  went  on  In  the  sessions  of  the  majority  members  of 
be  committee  when  they  framed  the  amendments  to  the  House 
ill  to  want  the  rates  discussed  openly  and  to  want  to  have  au 
lie  light  the  Senate  can  possibly  shed  upon  the  rates   to  nave 
Jhem  thorough.y  analyzed,  scrutinized,  exposed,  and  <H8<^»«^»- 
Therefore.  I  feel   that   I   can   not  support  the  motion  of  tne 
ienator  from  Oklahoma,  . 

I  desire  to  give  notice,  however,  that  if  the  motion  shall  be 
adopted  I  shall  propose  a  resolution  to  this  effect: 

Resolved,  That  In  any  sessions  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  in  th« 
( onslderatlon  of  the  bill  or  of  amendments  thereto — 

Having  reference  to  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Okla- 
loma — 


he  entire  membership  of  the  committee  shall  be  permitted  to  be  present 
ind  participate,  and  no  action  shall  be  taken  by  the  committee,  or  any 
najority  thereof,  in  regard  to  the  bill  or  amendments  thereto,  unless 
the  minority  has  had  full  and  adequate  opportunity  to  be  present  at  and 
to  participate  In  all  such  actions  by  the  committee  or  majority  thereof. 

Mr,  President,  I  recognize  the  fact  that  up  to  this  time  both 
aarties  when  in  power  liave  made  tariff  bills  through  the  action 
)  the  majority  membership  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
Df  the  House  and  have  amended  those  bills  through  the  action 
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of  the  majority  membership  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  of  the 
Senate.  It  is  a  practice  that  antedated  the  time  when  I  became 
a  Senator,  and  my  service  in  the  Senate  runs  back  nearly  30 
years.  It  was  the  practice  when  we  made  the  Payne- Aldrich 
tariff  bill.  That  practice  was  followed  by  the  Democrats  when 
we  made  tlie  tariff  bill  of  1913.  I  was  then  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance.  It  has  been  followed  in  the  making  of 
every  tariff  bill  during  this  century.  But.  Mr.  President.  It  is  a 
bad  practice,  and  some  things  that  have  developed  in  the  past 
few  days  tliat  I  do  not  now  desire  to  discuss  prove  the  fact  that 
it  Is  a  bad  and  vicious  practice.  We  ought  not  to  hesitate  to 
discontinue  that  practice  when  it  is  demonstrated  that  it  is  not 

If  the  amendments  had  been  made  by  the  full  committee,  of 
course,  there  would  have  been  long,  drawn-out  discussions  In 
the  committee.  There  would  have  been  majority  and  minority 
reports.  Onehalf  of  the  discussion  to  which  the  schedules  will 
lead  in  the  Senate  would  have  been  avoided,  in  my  judgment. 
If  the  full  membership  of  the  Finance  Committee  had  partid- 
Ttated  in  the  framing  of  the  amendments. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  shakes  his  head.  Doubtless  he  does 
not  agree  with  me;  but,  Mr.  President.  I  am  convinced,  whether 
or  not  anyone  else  Is  convinced,  that  it  is  a  bad  practice ;  and  if 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  prevails,  I  shall  offer 
such  a  resolution  as  I  have  indicated.  I  did  not  rise  to  make  a 
speech,  but  simply  to  make  that  statement. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr,  President  if  this  motion  had  been  made 
at  the  beginning  of  the  tariff  discussion  some  seven  or  eight 
weeks  ago,  I  presume  I  would  have  voted  for  It,  but  since  we 
voted  on  the  Borah  resolution  we  have  been  engaged  hi  about 
two  months  of  debate  in  the  Senate  on  the  administrative  fea- 
tures of  the  pending  tariff  bill.  Of  that  debate  I  think  the  his- 
torian will  have  to  say  that  it  has  never  been  excelled  either  in 
time  consumed,  In  Intelligence  displayed,  or  in  results  achieved 
so  far  as  the  administrative  features  of  tariff  legislation  are 
concerned. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska understand  that  the  motion  proposes  to  strike  out  the 
administrative  provisions  of  the  bill  which  have  already  been 
pas.sed  upon? 

Mr,  NORRIS.    No, 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Those  provisions  will  be  left  in 
the  bill  as  we  have  adopted  them. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes.  Now.  Mr.  President,  let  us  think  for  a 
moment  what  we  have  put  In  the  bill  in  the  way  of  administra- 
tive features.  In  my  opinion,  some  of  the  amendments  which 
have  been  added  to  the  bill  contain  the  most  important  and 
most  beneficial  legislation  that  has  ever  been  attached  to  a  tariff 
bill.  If  the  amendments  already  adopted  shall  remain  In  the 
prttposed  law.  the  time  will  never  again  come  when  in  a  general 
tariff  revision  there  will  be  Involved  the  trades,  the  jealousies, 
the  logrolling,  and  other  evils  which  have  attended  every  tariff 
revision  from  the  beginning  of  our  Government.  Those  will  be 
things  of  the  past.  We  have  put  Into  the  bill  an  amendment 
which  will,  without  doubt,  go  far  toward  laying,  if  not  com- 
pletely laying,  the  foundation  for  a  scientific  tariff,  something 
we  have  never  bad  but  which  all  honest,  patriotic  citizens  have 
always  wanted.  It  will  go  far  toward  the  elimination  of  parti- 
san politics  in  the  making  of  tariff  bills  in  the  future,  another 
thing  that  all  our  people,  except  a  few  machine  politicians,  have 
been  anxious  to  obtain,  and  something  that  has  always  existed 
in  the  con.slderation  of  every  tariff  bill  in  the  past. 

In  addition  to  that,  Mr.  President,  we  have  put  on  an  amend- 
ment which  will  give  the  consumers  of  the  country  representa- 
tion before  the  Tariff  Commission,  We  have  also  put  on  an 
amendment  which  I  think  will  go  far  to  relieve  the  distress  of 
stricken  agricultura 

It  seems  to  me  now.  with  a  majority  of  the  Senate  in  favor 
of  such  beneficent  measures  and  amendments  as  those  I  have 
briefly  outlined,  when  a  majority  of  the  Senate  who  are  in 
favor  of  those  things  are  here,  we  ought  to  be  willing  to  con- 
front the  question  of  rates,  for  under  existing  circumstances  I 
believe  we  can  approach  the  consideration  of  rates  with  a  fair 
hope,  at  least,  that  we  shall  remedy  some  of  the  glaring  evils 
that  exist  in  the  present  law. 

We  have  a  law  that  is  practically  prohibitive  so  far  as 
Importations  are  concerned.  Only  about  3  or  3%  per  cent  of 
manufactured  articles  used  In  this  country  are  Imported.  If 
we  consider  it  from  the  broad  viewpoint,  as  we  ought  to  do  of 
American  citizens,  thinking  not  of  one  class  but  of  all  classes 
of  our  people,  and  still  believing  In  a  protective  tariff,  it  seems 
to  me  that  we  can  not  be  confronted  witi  that  statement,  ad- 


mitted to  be  true,  without  realizing  that  we  have  carried  the 
protection  theory  to  au  extreme;  that  we  have  made  it  possible 
on  this  side  of  the  tariff  wall  to  build  up  monopolies  and  trusts, 
a  danger  which  always  comes  from  a  tariff  wall  that  Is  unrea- 
sonably high.  So  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  our  duty,  in  view  of 
what  has  been  accomplished,  to  go  on  through  and  try  to  accom- 
plish more  good  of  the  same  kind  by  reducing  some  of  the 
exorbitant  rates  in  the  present  law. 

If,  Mr.  President,  we  are  going  to  consider  it  only  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  welfare  of  agriculture.  If  we  are  going  to 
cimsider  only  the  interests  of  the  farmer,  to  my  mind  it  is  more 
important  that  we  should  reduce  some  of  the  high  rates  which 
the  farmer  has  to  pay  and  which  constitute  a  part  of  his  c<ist  of 
living  than  it  is  to  increase  rates  on  agricultural  products. 
Rather  than  to  confine  the  bill  to  the  agricultural  schedule.  I 
believe  we  can  do  more  good  to  stricken  agriculture  by  putting 
the  farmer  in  a  world  where  there  Is  some  equality,  where  he 
will  not  be  required  to  pay  the  exorbitant  prices  which  he  mtist 
pay  when  he  is  this  side  of  the  tariff  wall,  many  of  those  prices 
built  up  and  maintained  by  monopolies  and  combinations,  and 
then  be  compelled  to  sell  his  surplus  products  in  the  world  mar- 
ket on  the  other  side  of  that  tariff  wall.  And  because  I  see  hope 
ahead  that  the  Senate  will  be  able  to  frame  out  of  the  pending 
bill  a  measure  which  will  meet  these  contingencies  and  will 
accomplish  some  of  the  things  which  I  have  outlined,  I  am 
opposed  to  the  pending  motion. 

It  is  said  that  we  have  devoted  too  much  time  to  the  debate 
on  the  tariff  bill.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  there  has  ever 
been  a  tariff  bill  considered  where  the  debate  has  been  more 
fairly  and  honestly  confined  to  the  bill  itself  than  it  has  been 
to  this  one.  It  has  taken  a  great  deal  of  time,  as  must  neces- 
sarily be  the  case  unless  we  apply  a  gag  rule  and  let  a  few  men 
decide  what  this  legislative  assembly  ought  to  decide  for  Itself. 
We  have  taken  a  great  deal  oi  time,  but,  as  I  have  said,  we 
have  put  into  this  bill  some  things  which,  if  it  shall  become  a 
law,  will  make  It  unnecessary  for  the  Senate  or  the  Congress 
in  the  future  to  take  the  same  amount  of  time ;  which  will  make 
It  possible  for  them  to  consider  every  schedule  upon  Its  own 
merits ;  which  will  make  it  impossible  to  trade  one  schedule  for 
another  and  to  bring  into  play  partisan  considerations  and  drive 
men  because  of  party  feeling  either  this  way  or  that  way;  In 
other  words,  which  will  bring  about  such  a  condition  that  Con- 
gress will  consider  the  tariff  upon  the  high  moral  basis  of 
efficiency,  and  every  schedule  will  be  considered  according  to 
Its  merits  and  demerits.  Having  accomplished  that  much, 
which,  it  seems  to  me,  is  worth  more  to  the  country  than  any- 
thing that  has  ever  been  accomplished  in  any  tariff  bill  hereto- 
fore, we  ought  to  go  cwi,  Mr.  President,  and  take  up  the  sched- 
ules and  give  additional  relief  to  those  who  are  suffering  on 
account  of  unreasonably  high  and  exaggerated  tariff  rates, 

Mr,  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  regret  to  find 
myself  not  able  to  support  the  proposition  advanced  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas].  Briefly,  let  me  give  some 
of  the  reasons  which  impel  me  to  the  conclusion  that  the  motion 
to  recommit  as  submitted  by  him  should  not  prevail. 

About  June  17  last  the  Senate,  after  a  very  prolonged  debate, 
defeated  a  resolution  which  sought  to  instruct  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee to  limit  the  provisions  of  the  propoaed  tariff  law.  in  so 
far  as  its  action  was  concerned,  to  the  agricultural  and  directly 
related  schedules.  The  contest  was  very  cloee.  That  debate 
revealed  that  a  large  ntunber  of  Senators  thought  that  the  pri- 
mary purpose  of  the  revision  of  the  tariff  at  this  time  was  to 
afford  an  additional  measure  of  relief  to  farmers.  The  deci- 
aion,  however,  by  1  vote  was  against  the  resolution  of  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobah  1.  Thereafter  the  Senate  pro- 
ceeded upon  the  theory  that  the  whole  subject  matter  of  the 
tariff  was  open  to  review  and  to  revisicm.  and,  as  has  been 
stated  by  the  Senator  from  North  CaroUna  [Mr.  Simmons]  and 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nouub],  much  water  has  gone 
over  the  dam  since  that  time.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  any 
wholesome  end  would  be  accomplished  by  adopting  the  motion. 
While  it  Is  true  that  the  motion  does  not  expressly  rescind 
the  action  of  the  Senate  with  respect  to  the  administrative  pro- 
visions,  there  is  one  feature  of  that  motion  which  seems  to 
imply  that  It  is  the  Intention  and  purpose  of  the  mover  of  the 
moUon  to  accomplish  that  end.  I  caU  attention  to  the  following 
language : 

And  provided  ftwther.  That  when  th«  consideration  of  mM  WD  Is 
completed  in  the  Senate  and  before  final  passage,  said  Flaanee  Com- 
mittee Is  hereby  authorised  and  requested  to  amend  section  «48.  relating 
to  repeals,  so  as  to  make  said  section  conform  to  the  8Ctl<m  of  tfca 
Beoatc 

The  Senate  having  already  taken  action,  as  I  understand,  on 
section  W8.  and  the  motion  expressly  Instructing  the  members 
of  the  committee  to  confirm  the  acUon  of  the  Senate,  the  quea- 
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tlon  naturaUv  ari«8  In  one's  mind  as  to  what  would  be  the 
IwH-t  tom^ini  the  admtoistrative  provisions  of  the  bill.  Let  It 
S^TJ^eS  howlvJr.  that  nothing  in  the  motion  con^avenes 
^^  V^Hnn  that  has  already  been  taken,  and  that,  in  so  far  as 
It  5^ate  has  mSde  W^ess  in  the  consideration  of  the  meas- 
ar'e  X  mo'^t^n  to^St  would  not  directly  overmleor  ^^ 
♦Hot  orfion  •  vet  if  the  bill  be  recommitted  to  the  Finance 
ro^m  «i  ^  «Amf  opporSinities  for  amendment  and  for  dls- 
So^^uiTbeafford'S^  after  the  report  by  the  committee  as 

"?T,^XT'ltl  "exTstmg  procedure  we  may  proceed  to  revise  all 
^J^Hnl  tariff  rates  if  the  Senate  chooses  to  do  so.  It  has  long 
S^n  my  Sef  ?hat  a  reduction  of  many  industrial  tariff  rates 
^uld  opeStfas  a  measure  of  substantial  relief  to  the  agricul- 
Tura  Sc^rs  of  the  Nation.  On  the  whole,  it  «eems  ha 
JSS  w^S  ^  more  benefited  by  that  procedure  than  by  slight 
Screak  in  rates  in  the  agricultural  schedule,  offset  or  more 
San  offi    by  substantial  Increases  in  the  industrial  rates^ 

The  ^nate  having  determined  by  orderly  procedure  hat  it 
wo^d  ^tclnflne  Its  action  to  the  agricultural  schedule,  and 
Lving  proceeded  on  the  theory  that  all  rates  are  open  to  reid- 
rion  ft^s  my  conclusion  that  the  beet  method  to  pu's»e  is  to 
go  forward  with  the  work  and  fight  out  the  Issues  Involved  In 

^''M^n^lTents  have  occurred  to  discredit  this  bUl.    In  my  judg- 
ment the  circumstances  strongly   support   the  proposal   which 
Xe  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  has  caused; 
Mmeiv    of  changing  the  policy  that  has  been  pursued  for  u 
Siat  Lny  years  of  treating  the  tariff  as  so  exclusively  poUti- 
lal  m  nature  that  minority  members  of  the  committee  can  not 
even  be  present  when  the  bill  is  really  being  framed  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Senate.     Whoever  may  be  responsible  for 
that  practice,  it  ought  to  be  abandoned     Cer  ainlj  Members  of 
this  bod>-  who  are  representative  of  the  minority  are  better 
enUtledio  participate  in  the  making  of  the  bill  by  the  Finance 
Committee  than  are  the  representatives  of  lobbyists  who  have 
no  direct  relationship  to  the  Interest  and  the  welfare  of  the 
country  or  the  public,  and  who  presumably  serve  their  employ- 
ers first,  last,  and  all  the  time. 

The  proceedings  of  the  Senate  during  the  past  60  days  have 
demonstrated  the  fact  that  the  power  exists  here  to  make  th^ 
rat«  justly  reflect  the  sentiment  of  the  Senate.  In  spite  of  the 
action  of  the  majority  members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  1 
think  It  would  only  result  in  confusion  and  retrogression  to 
recommit  the  bill  under  the  existing  conditions. 

For  that  reason  I  shall  withhold  my  support  of  the  motion. 
Mr    BLEASE.     Mr.    President.   I    think    the    Senate   of   the 
United  States  has  been  for  some  days  past  and  Is  now  going 
through  one  of  the  greatest  farces  ever  enacted  upon  the  politi- 
cal stage  In  the  history  of  the  American  Nation.     I  shall  not  say 
all  I  think ;  but  I  wish  it  were  possible  for  all  of  the  people  of 
this  Nation  to  sit  In  these  galleries  and  see.  and  listen,  and  hear. 
At  the  last  session  certain  people  stood  here  and  fought  for 
a  debenture.     We  were  led  to  believe  that  If  we  stood  by  our 
guns  and  fought,  something  would  come  of  it.     We  stood  by. 
The  most  farcical  thing  that  I  have  ever  seen  in  legislation. 
with  an  experience  beginning  In  1890  as  a  beardless  boy.  was 
carried  en  In  this  body ;  and  when  the  House  declined  to  accept 
our  proposition— and  I  am  criticizing  nobody ;  every  man  has  a 
right  to  do  as  he  pleases,  and  to  think  as  he  pleases— Instead 
of  fighting  and  standing  aa  the  Democratic  Party  of  this  Nation. 
if  there  be  such  a  party,  we  lay  down,  quietly  wrappe<l  our 
Uttle  blankets  around  us,  and.  as  I  see  It.  cowardly  sneaked  off. 
No  wonder  the  Democratic  Party  can  not  win  a  victory !    No 
wonder  she  can  not  elect  a  President !     No  wonder  the  Ameri- 
can people  sav  to  the  Democratic  Party,  when  she  offers  a 
candidate.  "Away  with  you !  "    We  have  been  led  to  the  slaugh- 
ter pen  time  after  time,  and  time  again. 

Mr  President.  I  believe  In  the  Democratic  doctrine.  I  be- 
lief, flrat  of  all,  m  the  Conatltution  of  the  United  States— 
of  course,  second  to  God.  I  believe  next  In  white  supremacy, 
legardless  of  what  may  be  the  consequences,  or  what  It  takes 
to  bring  it  about.  I  believe  In  the  doctrine  of  allowing  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  country  to  rule  this  country ;  but 
I  do  not  believe,  nor  will  I  ever  believe.  In  lying  tlown  In  a 
fight.  If  you  go  into  a  fight,  do  as  the  Confederate  soldiers 
did— fight  until  you  perish  or  are  overpowere<l— but  never  turn 
your  back  to  the  enemy  and  run  In  any  fight.  I  think  the 
Democratic  Party  to-day  ought  to  stop  this  c-oallUon  unless 
they  are  going  to  carry  through  to  the  flnisli;  and,  if  we  are 
going  to  vote  with  somebody  else,  let  us  carry  It  all  the  way. 
I  remember  when  I  came  here,  Mr.  President— and  It  will 
be  found  in  the  Record— that  I  advoc-ated  the  Democrats  and 
Brogresslves  taking  charge  of  the  Senate,  electing  all  the  offl- 
ccra,  and  electing  the  chairmen  of  the  committees;  and  what 
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wa4  I  told'  I  can  not  use  all  the  language.  I  was  told  not  to 
J^  t  the  nrogresslves;  that  they  could  not  be  trusted ;  that  I 
1^1  making  a^tistake  in  advising  making  a  coalition  w  th  them 
r«  rk'ig'chaJge  of  the  Senate.  Some  of  J^e  remarks  made 
fltlrhat  time  would  not  be  very  complimentary  If  I  were  to 
?^ia?  theS  yi  the  Democratic  Party  I.,  defeated,  and  she 
IlJays  wlU  be  defeated  unles.s  she  changes  her  leadership;  and 
yw  wUl  stay  defeated  unless  you  change  it. 
^  ^  Thy  should  we  come  on  this  floor  one  week  and  vote  for 
on<  thing,  and  come  back  another  week  and  yote  to  reverse 
on  action'  Why  should  we  come  here  at  one  time  in  a  coall- 
?loi.'aXt  another  time  refuse  to  carry  it  out?  Why  should 
we  switch  like  a  horse's  tall  from  one  side  to  another?  I  am 
ti?<d  of  It.  so  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  am  absolutely  disgusted 
wii  h  It  The  people  of  this  country  are  disgusted  with  It.  My 
S  te  is  dlsg^s^  with  it.  We  want  to  see  Principles  rise  abm;e 
ia  ty.  We  want  to  see  principles  rise  above  individuals  We 
waat  to  see  principles  stand  here  In  the  Senate  and  tight  for 

''•  S'i;:.4'iiionri;i7e  pnnted  in  the  RB:coKn.  If  you  please, 
to-morrow,  the  roll  call  on  the  opluna  vote  on  September  23 
I  nsk  permission  to  have  printed  In  the  mor"i»f'%K;^^°«°  "'.^ 
yeu-and^nay  vote  found  on  page  3865.  In  order  that  the  people 
of  this  country  may  see  how  some  Senators  voted  then  and 
hoir  they  voted  to-day,  and  let  them  explain  to  the  people  why 
thcv  vote  one  time  one  way  and  another  time  another  way 

dr.  President,  this  country  is  watching.  You  n^d^not  be 
fo.led.  You  may  think  you  are  deceiving  the  people,  but  yon 
ar>  not  deceiving  them,  and  you  did  not  deceive  them  •"  the  last 
th  -ee  presidential  elections,  when  they  turned  their  backs  on  the 
D^mo^ratlc  Party  and  put  a  Republican  in  the  White  House, 
ard  they  will  keep  on  putting  Republicans  there  If  ^^  keep 
fo  lowing  the  policies  and  following  the  trail  that  we  are  llmp- 

in  r  along  behind  to-day.  .     ^   ^  ^  ..,    ^  ^*  ♦*.» 

This  is  plain  talk.  I  hate  to  say  it.  but  I  am  tired  of  the 
piPsent  condition.  I  want  my  people  in  South  Carolina  to  know 
w  lat  Is  going  on.  I  want  my  people  in  South  Carolina  to  know 
jtst  exactly  some  of  the  things  that  are  being  mingled  together 

In  this  body.  . ...  ,.  .  ,«. 

Why    Mr.  Hoover  would  not  sign  your  bill  If  you  passed  It. 

Y  )u  all  know  exactly  how  much  use  I  have  for  him.  but  I  do  not 

tl  Ink  he  Is  a  fool.    I  do  not  think  any  fool  could  be  President  of 

tl  e  United  States  of  America,  even  If  he  did  have  to  beat  the 

o  d-Une  Republicans  and  make  them  take  a  back  seat  in  order 

t<   get  the  office.    But  do  you  suppose  he  is  going  to  sign  a  bill 

^hen  you  take  away  from  him  powerg  that   he  already   has 

Udder  another  law?     Why.  you  might  just  as  well  adjourn  to- 

norrow.  and  let  these  western  Senators  go  home  and  get  their 

mileage  between  sessions,  as  to  stay  here  and  expect  yourselves 

t)  go  along  any  such  line  as  that.     Why  not  deal  fairiy  with 

t  le  people?    Why  not  deal  squarely  with  the  people?    Why  not 

I't  the  people  know  what  Is  going  on  In  the  open  forum  and 

tot  In  committee  rooms  and  not  In  caucuses  and  not  In  places 

^  rhere  they  or  their  representatives  are  not  allowed  to  come,  and 

8 re  not  even  Invited?  ,^       ,.         ,. 

Why,  of  course,  Mr.  Hoover  will  call  together,  when  he  gets 

ready,  his  conferees,  his  friends,  and  fix  tariff  rates  under  the 

I  resent  law.  . .  ^  , 

Why  would  he  sign  a  bill  like  this.  If  it  should  be  passed. 

lichen  he  can  wait  until  you  get  home,  and  right  after  Christmas, 

1 '  he  sees  fit,  or  at  any  time,  call  his  conferees  around  him  and 

I-rite  his  own  tariff?    Do  you  think  he  is  going  to  sign  such  a 

•ill  and  pitch  himself  Into  the  wastebasket?    Do  you  think  he 

L  fool  enough  to  sign  a  bill  and  say  he  shall  have  no  power, 

Jhat  he  does  not  amount  to  anything,  that  he  Is  just  a  lltUe 

lusk?    No;  he  thinks  he  Is  Mussolini,  and  I  think  myself  he  Is, 

0  a  certain  extent. 
What  Is  the  use  trying  to  fool  the  people  of  this  country?    Let 

18  come  out  and  be  men.  It  took  four  hours'  discussion  to 
•everse  enough  Senators  to  have  an  amendment  adopted  this 
nornlng.  It  took  four  hours  of  the  people's  time.  Why?  lam 
lot  criticizing  anybody— just  giving  my  own  personal  views  as 

1  Senator  to  the  people  of  this  country.     I  want  them  to  know, 
want  them  to  open  their  eyes.     I  want  them  to  begin  to  look 

ironnd.     I  want  them  to  begin  to  think.     That  Is  why  I  rose. 

Whv  should  we  not  just  be  frank?  I  leave  It  to  the  chair- 
man (if  the  Finance  Committee.  I  do  not  expect  him  to  «ay  so, 
because  he  Is  too  wise  a  statesman,  but  he  knows  that  if  thl» 
)ill  goes  through  as  the  Senate  has  amended  it,  Mr.  Hjover  is 
lot  going  to  sign  it.  Of  course  he  knows  that,  and  he  knows 
le  has  enough  men  on  this  fioor  to  keep  from  passing  it  over 
Mr.  Hoover's  veto,  and  many  times  more  than  enough  in  the 
House. 

What  Is  the  use  staying  here  another  month  and  wrangling 
and  jangling  about  something  we  know  is  not  going  to  amount 
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There  are  onlv  two  ways  in  which  the  farmer  can  be  helped— 
onrbTi^reasing  the  rites  upon  his  products,  the  second  by 
decreasing  the  rates  upon  the  things  he  has  to  buy. 
^Ml  is  motion  should  prevail  we  ..ill  at  least  keep  he  rates 
where  hey  are  now  and  have  a  chance  to  increase  the  rates 
n^n  the  farmers  products  where  they  will  help  him.  That 
xJnnXd  addIv  to  onlv  a  few  minor  schedules.  

Mr  P??sfdent  as  I  said  a  moment  ago.  this  Issue  has  been 
before  ^rSe^d  Sore  the  Congress  for  years,  and  for  the 
™S  five  months  I  think  almost  daUy.  and  I  now  submit  the 
issue  and  ask  for  a  vote  upon  my  motion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas]. 

}^L^^''.r^'^l?s'::rXi:r^^^^^^^^^  Clerk  pro 

ceeded  to  call  the  roll.  „„ii^v      t  hnr**  »  eeneral 

Mr  BLAINE  (when  his  name  was  called),  f, °»^®  * ^^eM'** 
nalr  with  the  junior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  H.^t- 
SiLrBelSg  inable  to  obtain  a  transfer   I  withhold  my  vote^ 

Ut  BLEASE  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  ha ve  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Goft].  Not 
Sowing  how  he  would  vote.  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr  CARAWAY  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  theVnlor  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Deneto].  I  can  not 
get  a  transfer  and  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr  McKELLAR  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  i»lr 
with  the  senior  Senktor  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Hastings],  and  I 

"" Mr^  S?MMON?(  when  his  name  was  called) .  I  have  a  general 
pafr  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bubton]  I  am 
SdAsed  that  If  he  were  present  he  would  vote  as  I  Intend  to 
vote     Therefore  I  vote.    I  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  TYDINGS  (when  his  name  was  callejl).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral nalr  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
SS^f^rL  I  understand  he  would  vote  as  I  shall  vote,  and  I 
therefore  am  at  liberty  to  vote.    I  vote  "  nay.' 

M?   WATSON  (when  his  name  was  called).    I  tranrfer  my 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr   Smith 
t^thrjunlor  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Gould]  and  vote  "nay. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded.  .      «       ^       * 

auc  ivi    V  ^  ^^„j.„  «.«  aT,r»nnnP<»  thflt  the  Senator  from 
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ibir  KTXO  Mr  President.  I  am  not  sure  whether  the  amend- 
nie^Iam^i>out  to  propose   s  to  Title  III  or  Title  IV.    I  desire 

I  m^ve  to  strike  out  the  numerals  $12.0rK)  «"d  insert  mueu 
theieof  "f  10.000."  so  It  will  read,  relating  to  the  Tariff  Com- 
mls:  iion,  as  follows : 

E,ch  commissioner,  inclndlng  members  In  offlce  on  the  date  ot  the 
enaiimenTof'thls  act.  shall  receive  a  salary  of  $10,000  a  year. 

\  r  President,  a  brief  reference  was  made  to  the  proposed 
an.  ndment  a  few  days  ago  when  the  quest  on  ^f  Pf^^"*J^.«J 
to  the  salary  of  the  consumers'  counsel.  I  flndthat  the  Chief 
of  Ihe  Bureau  of  Efficiency  has  a  salary  of  $9,000  a  year,  ine 
Su  if  of  the  Employees'  Compensation  Commission  r^eives 
isllij)  a  year.    The  Commissioner  of  Education  receives  $9,000 

*  The'" head  of  the  Geological  Survey  re<elves  $9,000  a  year. 
He  did  receive  $7,500,  but  under  the  reolasslflcation  act  the 
fm  )unt  was  Increased.  I  doubt  when  that  act  was  pa-^d  that 
ft  was  anticipated  that  salaries  which  v^^^  Sweated  specially  by 
sta  ute  for  particular  p<«itions  should  fall  within  that  category, 
but  at  any  rate  it  harbeen  so  construed,  and  this  salary  was 

Inc  reased  accordingly.  *q  oon  -   ^a«r      Tha 

"he  Commissioner  of  Patents  receives  $9,000  a  year.  Tfte 
Co  omlssloner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  handling  as  he  does 
mi  lions  of  acres  of  public  domain  and  n^atters  of  very  great 
im  )ortance  to  the  Government,  has  a  salary  of  $9,000 

( 'Ivll  Service  Commission :  Some  do  »ot  believe  that  the  Clvfl 
Se  'Vice  Commission  Is  very  Important,  while  others  regard  It  as 
on>  of  the  most  Important  in  the  Government.  The  salaries  of 
th(   commissioners  are  $9,000  each.  .      e^  «nA  ^„i, 

Members  of  the  Tariff  Commission  by  law  receive  $7,500  each. 

dr    SIMMONS      Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  have  sala- 
rU  <  of  the  members  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission? 

At.  king.    Yes ;  I  have  them  and  will  come  to  them  In  Just 

*  Th™  salaries  of  the  members  of  the  Tariff  Commission  were 
nluced  at  $7,500.  No  one  contends  that  the  members  of  the 
conmisslon  as  at  first  selected  and  for  a  number  of  years  there- 
af  er  weie  not  men  of  the  highest  ability.  I  doubt  whether  the 
Piesident  of  the  United  States  will  be  able  to  find  abler  men 
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to  anything?  Why  not  come  down  to  brass  tacks,  you  'eaders 
on  both  sides,  and  get  together  and  decide  what  you  are  going 
to  do  and  quit  trying  to  deceive  the  American  i)eople,  quit 
trying  to  deceive  the  ;\jnerlcan  public.  That  Is  my  Idea.  As  I 
have  said,  when  Mr.  Hoover  gets  ready  he  will  call  his  conferees 
together  and  write  his  own  tariff,  in  accordance  wlrh  the 
pr^ent  law.  He  Is  not  going  to  allow  you  to  push  down  his 
throat  such  a  bill  as  this.  If  he  should  agree  to  that.  I  would 
have  to  say  that  he  Is  a  bigger  fool  than  he  was  when  he  was 
Food  Administrator  under  Woodrow  Wilson. 

These  are  just  a  few  remarks  that  I  have  kept  In  my  vest 
just  about  as  long  as  I  could  hold  them.  I  Just  want  the 
American  people  to  open  their  eyes.  If  they  agree  with  me.  all 
right ;  If  they  do  not  agree  with  me.  I  have  no  objection.  The 
only  people  who  have  to  pass  on  me  are  those  of  the  Slate  of 
South  Carolina,  and  up  to  the  present  date  I  know  positively 
they  are  on  my  side.  But  I  want  the  people  to  begin  to  look 
after  these  things.  I  want  them  to  begin  to  write  to  their 
Senators.  I  want  them  to  begin  to  call  attention  to  some 
things. 

Senators  In  this  Chamber  are  honest;  they  are  good  men; 
they  are  the  brainiest  men  of  their  States  or  they  would  not 
be  here.  W^hut  is  the  use  of  their  jockeying  like  stable  boys 
deciding  which  horse  they  are  going  to  hold  back  in  order  to 
let  another  win?  Stop  trying  to  fool  the  people  with  this,  farce 
that  Is  going  on  here  day  by  day.  and  let  us  get  to  work  and 
do  .something  that  will  aid  our  i>eople.  That  Is  what  we  were 
caHed  here  for,  and  let  us  be  true  to  our  trusts. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  record  of 
the  riHl  call  will  be  printed,  as  requested  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina. 

The  record  Is  as  follows: 

(Congressional  Record,  September  23,  1929) 

The  Vice  Phbsidbnt.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  pending  amend- 
ment. 

The  Chikf  Clerk.  The  first  amendment  of  the  committee  to  section 
584  Is,  on  page  446,  line  13,  to  strllie  out  the  words  "  or  the  ow'ier 
ot  such  vessel  or  vehicle." 

The  Vice  President.  The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  Rlaink  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general  pair  with 
the  Junior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Hatfield].  I  understand 
if  he  were  present  and  voting  he  would  vote  "  yea."  Whether  that  'm 
correct  or  not,  I  refer  the  question  to  the  senior  Senator  from  West 
Virginna  [Mr.  GoFr].     If  I  were  permitted  to  vote,  1  should  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  Gorr.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  If  the  Junior  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Hatfield]  were  present  he  would  vote  "nay  '; 
and  I  make  the  staU-ment  in  view  of  the  inquiry  made  by  the  Senator 
from  W^lsconsln   [Mr.  Blaine]. 

Mr.  Blaine.  In  view  of  the  statement  made  by  the  senior  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  in  respect  to  his  colleague,  that  the  Junior  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Hatfield],  If  present,  would  vote  the  same 
way  that  I  intend  to  vote,  I  desire  to  be  recorded.     I  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  Sc-HALL  (when  Mr.  Shipstbad's  name  was  called).  My  colleague 
the  senior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipstead]  Is  still  unable  to 
be  here  on  account  of  illness.  1  ask  that  this  announcement  may  stand 
for  the  day. 

Mr.  Simmons  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general  pair 
with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Burton].  He  is  absent.  I 
understand,  on  account  of  illness.     In  his  absence  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  Watson  (when  hit)  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general  pair  with 
the  senior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith],  If  he  were  pr^- 
ent,  I  do  not  know  how  he  would  vote.  I  am  unable  to  obtain  a  trans 
fer,  and  therefore  withhold  my  vote.  If  permitted  to  vote,  I  should 
vote  "  yea." 

The  roll  call  was  con<!luded. 

Mr.  Robinson  of  Indiana.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Stephens],  and  therefore  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  Oi^ss.  I  liave  a  «eneral  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  BiNOHAMj.  In  his  absence,  and  not  knowing  how  be 
would  vote  it  present,  I  withhold  my  vote.  If  at  liberty  to  vote,  I 
shoDld  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  Brovskard.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses].  I  am  told,  if  present,  he  would  vote  the  same 
way  I  intend  to  vote.     I  will  therefore  vote.     I  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  Walsh  of  Massachusetts.  I  desire  to  state  that  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  is  absent  on  account  of  illness.  If  he  were 
present,  he  would  vote    "  yea." 

Mr.  McKellar  (after  having  voted  In  the  negative).  I  have  a  general 
pai*  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Townsknd],  who  is 
Rb8«nt.  I  transfer  that  inir  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Shipstead],  who,  as  I  am  advised,  if  present,  would  vote  as  I  have 
voted,  and  will  let  my  vote  stand. 


Mr.  Pbsb.  I  desire  to  annoonce  that  the  Senator  from  CoaiMctlewt 
[Mr.  Walcott]  Is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  (Mr. 
Nobbecb:  ] . 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  23,  nays  54,  ai  follows: 

TEAS — a 
Bronssard,  Dale.  Edge,  Glllett,  Glenn,  Goldsborough,  Gould,  Greene, 
Hale,  Hastings,  Hebert,  Kean,  McNary,  Metcalf,  Phtpps,  Ransdell,  Reed, 
Shortrldge,  Smoot,  Steiwer,  Thomas  of  Idaho,  Walsh  of  MassacbusettE, 
and  Warren. 

WAT» — S4 

Allen,  Ashurst,  Barkley,  Black.  Blaine,  Blease,  Borah,  Bratton,  Brock, 
Brookhart,  Capper,  Caraway,  Connally,  Cousens,  Dill,  Fesa,  Fletcher, 
Frnsier,  George,  GofT,  Harris,  Harrison,  Hawes,  Hayd<-n.  Heflln.  Howell. 
Johnson,  Jones,  Kendrlck,  Keyes,  La  FoUette,  McKellar.  McMaster, 
Norris,  Nye.  Oddle.  Overman.  Patterson,  Tine,  llttinan,  Robinson  of 
Arkansas,  Sackett,  Scball,  Sbeppard,  Steck.  Swangon,  Thomas  of  Okla- 
homa, Trammell,  Tydings,  Vandenberg,  Wagner,  Walsh  ot  Montana, 
Waterman,  and  Wheeler. 

NOT   VOTIMO — 18 

Bingham.  Burton,  Copeland,  Cutting,  Deneen,  Glass.  Hatfield,  King, 
Mosos.  Norbeck,  Robinson  of  Indiana,  Shipstead,  Simmons,  Smith. 
Stephens,  Townsend,  Walcott,  and  Watson. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President.  I  want  to  take 
just  a  moment  to  reply  to  some  of  the  objections  made  to  thl» 
proiKJsal. 

The  motion  just  made  seeks  to  strike  from  the  pending  bill 
the  industrial  rates,  seeks  to  give  the  Senate  a  chance  to  raise 
the  agricultural  rates  to  such  an  extent  as  to  jilace  the  farmer 
upon  an  equality  or  parity  with  industry. 

I  doubt  if  my  distinguished  friend  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska Is  such  an  optimist  as  to  believe  that  we  will  be  able  to 
reduce  the  rates  in  existing  law.  My  only  hope  was  to  keep 
tho.se  rates  from  being  raise<l.  This  motion,  If  agreed  to.  will 
keep  the  present  Industrial  rates  from  being  raised  unless  they 
are  raised  ui>on  this  floor. 

Mr.  McMASTER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  The  Senator  speaks  about  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  being  an  optimist  about  lowering  the  rates.  It 
seem.s  to  me  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  a  perfect  right  to 
look  forward  to  a  proposition  of  that  kind,  beaiuse  he  has  only 
to  remember  back  some  18  months  ago.  when  the  Senate,  by  a 
vote  of  52  to  32,  by  a  majority  of  20,  decreed  that  the  rates  of 
the  act  of  1922,  at  least  the  excessive  schedules,  should  be 
lowered. 

Mr,  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  wish  to  say.  In  reply,  that  I 
shall  be  very  glad  to  join  In  reducing  the  rattaj  In  the  law  of 
1922,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  the  1922  rates  can  be  reduced  at 
this  time.  I  did  have  hopes  that  we  might  prevent  those  rates 
from  being  raised.  It  Is  much  easier  to  keep  the  present  rates 
from  being  raised  than  it  Is  to  reduce  the  rates  in  existing  law. 

At  the  present  time  we  have  a  majority  of  the  States  of  thla 
Nation  agricultural ;  at  least,  the  people  of  those  States  believe 
they  are  agricultural  States.  They  may  be  fooled.  They  will 
soon  find  out  whether  or  not  they  are  ml.«itaken.  They  have  lost 
control  of  the  other  branch  of  the  Congres.s.  The  other  branch 
Is  contnjlled  by  Industry,  controlled  by  the  great  cities  of  this 
country,  and  that  is  natural.  I  do  not  complain  at  that  eco- 
nomic development.  It  Is  here;  It  can  not  be  avoided.  The 
other  branch  will  never  again  be  an  agricultural  body.  It  will 
never  again  be  controlled  by  tjie  farmers  of  this  Nation.  But 
the  Senate  Is  differently  constituted.  The  majority  of  the  States 
of  this  Nation  are  agricultural  States,  and  If  the  farmers  of 
America  can  not  control  the  agricultural  States,  what  hope  have 
they  for  favorable  legislation  at  the  hands  of  the  American 
Congress? 

We  have  had  this  fight  for  months.  I  desire  to  bring  the  Issue 
up  again  for  the  spetiflc  reason  that  18  Senators  were  not  here 
last  June.  At  that  time  20  per  cent  of  this  body  was  absent. 
I  make  no  complaint  of  the  absence  of  Senators.  But  those 
Senators  did  not  vote,  and  they  are  entitled  to  lie  recorded  upon 
this  question.  I  do  not  know  how  the  18  Senutors  would  have 
cast  their  votes  had  they  been  present.  They  have  a  chance  to 
vote  now.  The  Senate  is  rather  liberally  attended  these  days, 
and  I  thought  It  only  fair  to  the  farmers  of  the  United  States 
that  the  one  branch,  and  the  only  one  to  which  they  now  can 
look  with  any  degree  of  hope,  might  have  an  expression  upon 
this  proposal. 

I  will  make  this  pro|)he8y,  that  If  this  motion  does  not  carry 
you  will  not  reduce  the  rates  of  existing  law.  you  will  not  be 
able  to  muster  upon  this  floor  sufBclent  votes  ev«i  to  reduce 
many  of  the  Increases  proposed  in  the  pending  bill. 
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Mr.  TYDINGS.  My  question  was  directed  to  taking  care  of 
an  oversight  that  might  remain  unless  the  language  contained 
In  the  provision  were  changed  so  that  there  should  be  a  saving 
clause  in  it  that  the  Welch  Act  should  not  apply.  Otherwise  It 
would  be  a  $12.(H>:)  salary  anyhow  although  Congress  had  ILxed 
the  .salary  at  $10,000  in  the  law. 

Mr.  KING.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  whether  the  Welch  Act 
gives  to  the  commission  salaries  of  $12,000? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  salary  of  members  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission Is  fix^Kl  by  law  at  $7,5<X).  The  Welch  Act  was  so  con- 
strued that  the  tariff  commissioners  came  within  the  limit  of 
that  act,  and  therefore  they  were  given  an  increase  by  that  act 
of  some  $1,500  a  year,  so  that  to-<lay,  although  they  are  theo- 
retically, according  to  law.  entitled  to  salaries  of  $7,500  a  year, 
yet  without  being  specifically  named  the.v  receive  a  $1,500  In- 
crease, and  are  to-day  drawing  $9,000  a  year. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  am  aware  of  that  fact :  but  I  ask  the  Senator 
under  what  theory  he  contends,  if  he  does  contend,  that  they 
would  receive  $12,000  if  we  inserted  in  the  bill  a  provision  that 
their  salaries  should  Ite  $10,000? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  old  law,  for  example,  contained  a  provi- 
sion that  their  salaries  should  be  $7,500  a  year,  and  notwith- 
standing that  the  law  fixed  their  salaries  at  $7,500  they  are 
actually  getting  $9,000  a  year  by  virtue  of  the  Welch  Act. 

Mr.  KING.  Does  the  Senator  contend  that  the  Welch  Act 
would  increase  to  $12,000  the  $9,000  which  they  are  now  receiv- 
ing, or  would  increase  to  $12,000  the  salary  If  we  should  fix  It  at 

$10,000? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  $9,000  which  they  are  now  recehing  Is 
taken  In  part  from  the  Welch  Act,  which  provides  $1,500  of  the 
$9,000,  the  basic  salary  of  the  commission  fixed  by  law  being 
$7,500. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  aware  of  that;  but  I  am  at  a  loss  to  com- 
prehend the  ground  which  the  Senator  takes.  If  he  does  take 
that  i)osltion,  that  If  we  fix  the  salary  at  $10,000  In  the  bill  now 
before  us  and  It  shall  become  the  law,  automatically  their  sala- 
ries will  be  Increased  to  $12,000  under  the  Welch  Act. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  do  not  know  that  the  Welch  Act  would 
apply  If  the  salaries  were  fixed  at  $10,000.  My  Inquiry  was 
directed  to  the  Senator  so  that  before  we  conclude  Its  consid- 
eration this  phase  of  the  matter  would  be  covered,  because  Sena- 
tors would  not  want  to  vote  for  the  amendment  unless  possible 


Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  have  no  desli-e  to  consume  the 
time  of  the  Senate  In  support  of  my  motion  If  I  can  rec-elve 
some  Indication  from  Senators  upon  the  floor  that  they  will 
accept  the  amendment.  I>et  me  ask  the  chairman  of  the  Fi- 
nance Committee  If  he  will  not  accept  the  amendment  and  save 
debate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  can  only  accept  the  amendment  in  this  way: 
I  will  allow  It  to  go  to  conference  and  let  the  conferees  decide. 
Then,  we  can  look  up  the  question  here  as  to  the  salaries  of  all 
others  who  are  doing  similar  work. 

Mr.  KING.  I  think  the  proposition  of  my  colleague  Is  fair, 
and  with  that  understanding  I  will  not  speak  further. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agieelng  to  the 
amendment  propctsed  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Kino]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  before  I  take  ray  seat,  I  desire  to 
say  that  the  other  day  I  offered  an  amendment  dealing  with  the 
question  of  unfair  practices,  and  I  stated  during  the  discussion 
that  I  would  confer  with  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee, the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rekd],  and  Mr.  W^ood, 
representing  the  drafting  service,  and  see  If  an  agreement  coiUd 
not  be  reached  or  an  amendment  could  not  be  prepared  that 
would  be  acceptable  to  all.  I  shall  not  now  take  the  time  of  the 
Senate  to  discuss  the  matter,  but  I  desire  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  to  know  that  I  hold  the  subject  In  abeyance  and  will 
direct  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  it  before  the  bill  leaves  the 
Committee  of  the  WTiole. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  provision  In  order  la 
Title  I. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  I'tah  [Mr.  Smoot]  to 
paragraph  1799,  In  the  free  list,  on  page  279,  providing  an 
exemption  to  residents  of  the  United  States  who  travel  abroad 
and  who  bring  Into  the  country  souvenirs  or  articles  for  personal 
or  household  use.  The  exemption  has  been  heretofore  $100.  It 
Is  provided  In  that  paragraph  that  It  shall  be  $200.  Is  there 
anything  In  the  administrative  features  of  the  bill  to  the  same 
effect? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  I  do  not  thhik  It  Is  necessary. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  So  that  we  may  consider  the 
matter  when  we  reach  paragraph  1799  of  the  free  list. 
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Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas]  is  necessarily  absent  on  official^  business. 
If  Dresent  and  permitted  to  vote,  he  would  vote  "  nay. 

Mr  BINGHAM.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from 
Vlreinla  [Mr.  Glass].  Not  knowing  how  he  would  vote.  I 
transfer  my  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas]  and 

^^'mt  Fl-fsS  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware' [Mr.  Tow:»eEWDl  has  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Whceleb]. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  announce  the  unaToldable  ai>- 
■enreof  my  colleague  [Mr.  Wnnxw]  on  "«<• »«!  *>°»J"«*f-'    ^^ 

Mr,  BH0U88ARD,  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague 
[Mr.  BAwrorLL]  !•  n^cwuarily  detained  from  the  Seiiate  on 
^dal  btwlni^i.  and  that  If  b«  were  pre«ent  be  would  vote 

Mr  WAONER.  I  deeire  to  announce  that  my  cc»lle«goe  rbe 
MDior  Renator  from  New  York  [Mr  ConLAW]  l»  necwNJorlly 
abM*nt  from  the  city,  ^  ^^       ,„ . 

The  re«ttlt  waa  tiinounced— yeae  10,  naye  o4,  at  f«llowi , 
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8o  the  motion  of  Mr.  Thomas  of  Oklahoma  was  rejected. 
The  VICE  PRBSIDEarr.    Are  there  further  amende  ents  to 
Titles  III  or  IV I 


thin  those  constituting  me  comumwum  ■'uuii  a»i«-^   "'^  •" " 

enacted  By  the  classiflcatiou  act.  not  by  statute,  but  In  con- 
trivention  as  I  believe  of  the  statute,  their  salaries  were  bi- 
er »ased  to  $9,000.  so  they  are  now  receiving  $9.0(H»  each. 

The  Fe<leral  Trade  Commission  is  an  organization  of  very 
exeat  importance.  I  have  heard  the  statement  repeatedly  made 
bv  Senators  that  there  is  no  Fe<leral  agency  more  important 
ti  an  the  Federal  Trade  Commission.  The  salaries  of  t»»e  mem- 
b<rs  of   the   Fe<leial   Trade   CommlHsion   are   fixed   at   flO.WU 

Hi  ich 

Senators  will  re<-oll  that  when  the  Board  of  Tax  Appeals  was 
ci'eatetl  to  pass  upon  very  lmi»ortant  questions,  qnestlons  of 
iicli  character  as  to  call  for  legal  ability  of  the  highest  order, 
tlie  talflrle*  were  fixed  at  *10,n<>0  pach. 

The  FwbTfll  Undlo  CnmmU-lon—I  am  sure  the  Kenator  from 
Wasbltigton  [Mr,  lMu,|  will  regard  that  as  one  of  the  rm»st 
liilHirtant  ron»inU».lons  In  the  Kwlenil  Gcncrnnient.  Meml»«r» 
o'  that  conunlKSlon  re<e|ve  $10XKN»  each. 

Mr,  TYIUNGH.     Mr,  iTi-^ldei.t „.  ..     .  i^ 

Tluj  VK?E  I'KKSIPKNT,  1  ><><•»»  the  Henatur  from  Utah  yleia 
t)  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  KIN(J.     I  yield.  ^    ^    ^     ,^  ^ 

Mr  TYDINGS.     The  salaries  of  memlxTS  of  the  TarlfT  Com- 

ntsarou  were  ttxe<l  at  $7/-)0  a  year.     Under  the  >V>'''1>   Act 

Itiey  were  given  an  Increase,  so  that  they  now  receive  $e.O(X). 

f  the  Senator's  ainendm-nt  Is  adopted,  can  he  tell  me  whether 

<  r  not  the  Welch  Act  would  then  apply? 

Mr  KINO.  In  my  opinUm  If  we  pass  the  pending  bill  It 
' vould  supersede,  so  far  as  the  Tariff  Commission  is  con<erne<l. 
he  Welch  Act.  It  would  repeal  pro  tanto  the  provisions  of 
he  act  under  which  the  commissioners  are  now  receiving  $9,000. 
t  would  be  an  act  later  In  time  and,  of  course,  would  repeal, 
»ro  tanto  at  least,  the  Welch  A(  t  under  which  the  commission- 
ers now  receive  the  salaries  referred  to. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.     Mr.   President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
o  the  Senator  from  Florida? 
Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  If  the  Welch  Act  should  apply  In  case  of 
he  adoption  of  the  Senator's  amendment,  it  would  still  apply 
o  the  salary  flxe<l  In  this  paragraph  originally.  If  It  would 
ncrease  the  $10,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senator,  it  would  also 
■alse  the  $12,000  proposed  In  the  bill,  because  the  Senator's 
mendment  would  become  a  part  of  the  paragraph  instead  of 
le  language  now  in  the  bilL 


application  of  the  Welch  Act  provision  were  elimmatea. 

Mr.  KING.  If  there  were  any  possibility  of  that  interpreta- 
tion being  placed  upon  the  Welch  Act,  If  it  were  possible  that  it 
might  add  $1,500  to  the  proposed  salary  of  $10,000,  then  obvi- 
ously the  position  of  the  Senator  is  correct  and  the  amendment 
whieh  1  have  offered  should  carry  with  It  another  provision. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  My  suggestion.  If  the  Senator  will  permit 
me  further,  Is  that  before  the  amendment  is  finally  voted  upon 
the  Senator  from  Utah,  who  has  looked  up  the  subject,  should 
make  sure  that  the  Welch  Act  does  not  apply  and  that  the  Tariff 
CommlMslon,  In  the  event  we  fix  the  salary  at  $10,000,  will  not 
under  the  Welch  Act  automatically  be  increased  ai  I  have 
suggested. 

Mr,  MMOOT,     Mr,  President 

The  VICK  PUEHIDKNT.    Doea  tlie  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  his  colleague? 
Mr.  KINO,    I  yield. 

Mr,  HMO(yr.  I  can  astfure  the  Senator  from  Maryland  that 
there  will  be  n«»  Increase  iM^yrnid  the  $10,000,  Tl»e  reason  why 
the  tariff  commb'sloiters'  aalariea  were  Increased  was  because 
Congress  passed  tlie  recIuMsKictttlon  act  and  tliey  fell  Into  the 
$9,0W)  claae.  Before  that  time  they  fell  In  the  17,500  claaa. 
There  is  no  class  under  the  civil  service  that  is  above  $10,000. 
so  they  c(»uld  not  possibly  receive  more  than  $10,000  under  any 
construction  of  the  classification  act. 

Mr.  TYDINGS,  Mr.  President,  will  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Utah  yield  further? 

Mr.  KING.  That  Is  the  view  which  I  have  entertained.  I 
yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  think  that  Is  correct.  However,  my  ques- 
tion was  impelled  by  the  thought  that  when  the  Welch  law  was 
ori^rinaliy  enacted  it  was  thought  that  It  would  apply  only  to 
persons  in  the  Government  service  who  were  drawing  very  small 
salaries.  When  the  law  was  actually  applied,  those  who  were 
getting  the  higher  salaries  under  the  Government  obtained  the 
Increases,  while  those  for  whom  the  legislation  was  passed  got 
nothing  or  very  little. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wish  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the 
fact  that  I  so  stated  at  the  time,  but  nothing  was  done,  and 
there  was  not  any  question  about  the  classification.  The  classifi- 
cation board  could  not  have  given  any  other  decision  than  they 
did.  That  Is  why  not  all  but  nearly  all  of  the  $7,500  salaries 
were  increased  to  $9,000. 


iU.r*     0^u.v^^^  .a.  • 


Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  thank  the  S^iator. 
Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  a  question  about  the  procedure,  or  possibly  I  should  ask 
the  Chair.  In  the  schedules  there  are  certain  amendments 
which  have  been  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Finance.  Will 
those  amendments  be  subject  to  amendmeut  when  they  come 
before  the  Senate? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  They  will  be  subject  to  amendment. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  They  are  subject  to  amendment  at  any  time 
while  the  bill  is  before  the  Senate  and  preferably  should  be 
prewnted  while  the  various  schedules  are  being  considered.  In 
other  words,  the  Senate  committee  amendments  will  Ije  con- 
aUlered  In  order  and  then  as  soon  as  the  chemical  scbednle  haa 
been  completed,  so  far  aa  the  comtnlttee  amendments  are  oon- 
cemed,  whatever  amendmeiits  Indlrldoal  Senators  may  deeire 
to  present  may  be  offered. 

Mr.  DILL.  That  ia  what  I  want  to  get  <lcar.  The  Kt'tiate 
committee  amendments  are  to  Ihj  considered  lieCore  any  Indi- 
vidual nmetidroents  stiall  be  offered,  but  when  a  achedole  ia 
under  consUleratioo  and  an  amendment  Increaalng  or  reducing 
a  rate  ia  i>ending  may  an  amendment  be  offered  from  thf  floor 
to  the  amendment  rep^^rted  by  the  committee? 
Mr.  I^MOOT.    Certainly. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    An  amendment  to  the  amendment 

may  be  offered,  and  the  Chair  will  suggest  that  It  should  be 

proposed  before  the  committee  amendment  shall  be  acted  upon. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  Kentucky  will 

state  bis  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understood  that  the  resolution  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  North  CaroUna  [Mr.  Simmons]  some  time  ago, 
which  fixed  the  procedure  in  the  consideration  of  this  bill,  pro- 
vided that  all  committee  amendments  to  the  schedules  should 
be  concluded  before  amendments  would  be  in  order  from  tbc 
floor. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  that  is  true, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  I  understand,  It  provided  that  the  Sen- 
ate committee  amendments  to  all  schedules  should  be  considered 
first  and  then  we  should  go  back  to  the  first  of  the  bill  and  offer 
amendments  from  the  floor  to  portions  of  the  bill  to  which  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Finance  had  not  proposed  amendments. 
Is  that  correct? 
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^     awrwvr     No  •  the  schedules  are  to  be  taken  up  in  their 

'"iT  Z^K^KY°''°^"t  i»  not   U>e  w.,   I   ««le„.ood  the 

"'^rslKS?.''  l^at  .,,  I  tbtok,  the  proper  way  In  which  to 

*'i^^-o,rv  PHFIIDENT  It  the  Senator  will  permit  the 
J.??  .rSferJ^^pf  tirthe^^Chalr  J^..  -^^e.  that  .he  .^^ 

^■".n^'tfthe^SCn  oV  S^'^mn-mi  desires  an  nnd«- 
L.'n3r„t  .hat  the  "rmlttee  amendments  shall  he  Urst  consld- 
SS*l"^{,^r^ln7n^por.^ons  ot  the  biU  nn«.taoa.  cons«.t 

"^r  SmSJ?*  T^de-S'tre......  and  I  ."-f-t  H'** 

wJ^  •««««I;ipIi'  to  when  we  took  up  the  bill,  and  I  did  not  know 
S!?  p^f^Siwe  hrd  teen  m^e  oSier  than  as  to  Titles  III  and 
IV     If^S«e  £  iy  d^Sb?about  it,  I  will  make  the  request 

ilaln  n  the  «ame  fJrm  in  which  It  is  made  ^Y'Sr'^Z^^nt 
auMiiJ  1"  "  tinanlmoua  consent,  Mr,  President, 

fhTir^rtdXi  ti  tS.d«"«  and  th,  free  list  of  the  pend- 

sl4Vr»tlmt.  ummmi^nrntitt.   Thai  la  f cry  $*HfA. 

%Tiaom^W?t}inJat«  Uf%\m  itum  In  •  hii*««ird 
-/i  «Si  It  Will  uT  SSaSSi  Utf  IrSlvidiwI  nttum4m0nU  tu  be 

.iJlxiilluK    and  I  mink  U  the  course  whUb  ougbt  to  \m  M- 
KJIiT  iS^iiTln  t»St  way  anu^ndmenta  will  be  considered  while 
tS  wbjS^ttef  la  bef^  tbe  Henate  and  wbUe  •P^'Jf- •/; 
betni  S  upon  It.     Each  schedule  ought  to  be  completed  by 
ELif  Snd  then  we  ahonld  go  to  the  schedule  which  follows 
^r   DILL     aTi  understand  the  rulea  of  the  Sen***;.  ^^  •" 
anSJdm«t  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  such  aa  the  one 
Jo  MK?  where  a  rate  of  6  cents  Is  cut  to  4  cents  a  pound,  la 
M?^  Md  Healre  to  offer  an  amendment  to  make  the  rate 
rSen?l'inreference.  I  would  be  in  order  In  making  such  a 

Mr   SMOOT     The  Senator  would  be  in  order. 

Mr!  DILL.     I  do  not  want  any  unanimous-consent  agreement 

to  take  away  that  right.  .      _,».*.*-.  ^^■^^  ♦« 

Mr    SMOOT.    The  Senator  will  have  the  right  to  move  to 

make  the  rate  1  cents  or  10  cents,  or  any  oth«  «"»"^,*- 

?h'e  v^'f^Ks^^^r  ¥h\"sr°  ;ir,  r^i  .hs.  .he 

%T^..T^7^r^l.  •fTTh'-e^^'ohlSLt  iS'r^:^t 

of  the  Senator  from  Utah?  ,    _^     ^        .„   *k«* 

Mr  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  my  nnderstandlng  is  tnat 
nnder  the  general  rule  we  would  consider  first  committee  amend- 
ments a  nd'^ben'we  would  go  on  through  tbe  committee  amend- 
ments in  the  next  schedule,  and  so  on.  The  Senator  asits 
^^nlmous  consent  that  we  may  finish  ^^^f^^'^'^^^^^J^f'^^' 

that  Is,  that  we  shall  dispose  of  the  <;««7'"^  «f  ^"^^^^  jlS  a 
any  amendment  which  may  be  offered  '«>m  the  floor  ^  Wle  a 
given  schedule  Is  pending.  I  am  not  prepared  right  now  Mr 
President,  to  assent  to  that  or  to  dissent  from  it.  I  will  asK 
the  Senator  If  he  will  not  withhold   that   request  until   the 

"  M?'"ImOOT.     I  will  gladly  do  so.     We  can  go  on  with  the 
bill  Just  as  It  is  until  we  can  agree  on  to-morrow  as  to  some 

^  The 'vice  PRESIDENT.    The  Secretary  wUl  state  the  first 

amendment  to  Title  I.  „-,,»,     t    Tkn^tohia 

The  CHiiT  CucBK.  Under  the  beading  "Title  I— Dutiable 
List"  on  page  2,  line  1,  after  the  name  "Virgin  Ifla"ds,  the 
Committee  on  Finance  propose  to  strike  out  "and  the  islands  of 
Guam  and  Tutulla  "  and  insert  "American  Samoa,  and  the  is- 
land of  Guam,"  so  as  to  read : 

SKTIO.N  1  That  on  and  after  tbe  day  foUowing  the  paasage  of  thia 
act.  «c*pt  aa  otherwlae  specially  provided  for  in  thta  act.  there  shall 
b*  levied,  collected,  and  paid  upon  all  articles  when  imported  from 
any  foreign  country  Into  the  United  States  or  Into  any  of  Us  posses- 
dona    (except    the    Philippine    Islands,    the    Virgin    Itlands,    American 


nan  ely. 


lit.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  «  ^^"^"Ling 
5  he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  absence  of  a  quorum  being 


AlKn 
Asb  arst 
Bai  kley 
Bin  (ham 
Bla-k 
Blaae 
Bleise 
Boiah 
Bw  tton 
Br<ck 
Br<  okhart 
Br<  Qssard 
Cai  per 
Cai  away 
Coi  inally 
Co]  teland 
Co  izena 
Cu  ting 
Dae 
Pi  1 
Edje 
Fe>s 


Fletchpr 

FraaiCT 

George 

Ginett 

Glenn 

Goldsborougb 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Bawes 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrlck 

Keyea 

King 


Simmons 

8  moot 

Steck 

Sielwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Tbomaa,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townsend 

TrammeU 

Tydiiiga 

Vand«'nberg 

Warner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mnn. 

Wabb,  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 


'"?raircS:f.%Ined't'he'«.r«d  the  following  Senator. 

ans  wered  to  their  names: 

^  Ln  Follette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McNary 

Metralf 

Moses 

NorlM-ck 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phlppt 

Pine 

Plttman 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Sarkett 

Schall 

Hlipppard 
t.  King  Shortridge 

rhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-five  Senators  have  answered 
to  their  names,    A  quorum  Is  present. 

il;-  SJUwoNfr  rl^slS,  doe.  the  Jnnlo,  «jn..or  from 
11  -h  rwr  KiKol  desire  to  g(»  on  this  afternoon?  I  wta  about 
n,  aVoi^uiSoT  fnmi  Utah  If  be  would  not  n.ov«  • 
firJlwno5-l  desire  to  have  a  conference  with  my  ass<H'la»w 

*'  Mr  ntmn:  Tb#  »»^«tof  aiiM«f-la  n  rtmi  f«f  tt.#  tmr\^m 
oi  holding  •  tittitPfPiti'ti'l 

«  iiiJ^ifl^  I  liwayl  like  '»>^ffi,i;iy  wUh  the  rmn^t  iH  any 
I!n'/t^TrV»«  Tbat  M,t«  »be  ml.  \  wUl  «-k  n.y  ^"'^^*^^ 
Tm%  I.  iny  one  llem  in  the  bill  which  Iw  d.sin'-  t'>  »-^l«  to 

Mr    KINO.     Mr,  President,  In   response  to  my  ''"'^f^f',* 
^rin  state  that  there  la  an  amendment  here  striking  out  "  nltrU? 
ld.'on/-hal?  ofTcelTt  per  pound."  wbld.    I  u^.der-tand   H^^ 

rat^  the  duty  Imposed  by  the  "7«^-     '  *°;j"""l  ^VlnuucJ 
\  ote  on  that  and  accept  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Finance 

"iMr  mdOOT     What  I  mean  Is,  we  have  an  hour  and  a  half 
,e^ait^l27ore  rowlock.    I  understand  that  the  Senator  does 
i^wUhto  proceed  with  his  general  speech  at  this  time? 
Mn  KING     I  will  say  frankly  that  I  should  prefer  not  to 

'^"^Mr."  SIMMONS.  Probably  I  did  not  complete  the  f  atement 
:t  is  my  desire  to  have  a  conference  with  my  associates  of  the 
ninnritv  of  the  Finance  Committee.  .       .         .  i*. 

Mr  SMOOT  That  being  the  case,  Mr.  President,  perhaps  It 
^•o^ld  basten^the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  take  a  recess  at 
This  time  ;aml  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  comply  with  the  request 

of  the  Senator.  , ,  ,   .,         , . 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  think  it  would- 

MlSaKPaESrNTATION  BY   AMEKICAN   MAWtJFACTUTirBS 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  ^during  the 
debate  on  the  adn.lnlstrative  features  of  the  bill  reference  has 
b^  made  from  tiir.o  to  time  to  trade  barriers  and  impedimenta 
^cHave  been  set  up  in  foreign  countries  against  the  manu- 
7ac turers  and  exporters  of  our  couniry.  I  myself  have  joined 
in  hrcomplalnts  and  have  made  requests  that  tlie  pend  ug  tar- 
Iff  bUl  be  so  drafted  as  to  reduce  to  a  minimum  all  so-called  un- 
fair trade  pracUces.  I  find  In  the  Journal  of  Commerce,  of  New 
York  of  Saturday  an  article  in  which  is  set  forth  a  protest  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  Persia  to  the  State  Department 
alleging  misrepresentation  on  the  part  of  American  manufa^ 
turers.  In  order  that  we  may  be  perfectly  fair  and  may  show 
a  disposition  to  remove  any  misrepresentation  or  t>arriers  uiwn 
the  wrt  of  our  own  manufacturers  and  exporters  I  ask  that 
the  article  from  the  Journal  of  Commerce  be  printed  in  the 

Record.  ,       ,       ^        •  *„,» 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  RBCoan,  as  follows: 

[From  New  York  Joornal  of  Commerce,  October  10.  1929] 

PBBSIA    PBOTESTS    U5ITBD    STATBS    RPOS    MARKINGS— US«    0»    0HI«NTAL 

Nambs  Scohed  a.s  MisaKPKESi::«TATiox  ix  Note  to  Stimson 
Washington.    October    18.— The    aid    of    the    State    Department    in 
sUmplng   out  an   alleged  practice   of   misrepresentation   Ijy   American 


manufacturers  and  retailers  In  the  marketing  of  domestic  carpets  and 
rugs  under  names  that  would  give  to  the  consumer  the  impression  that 
they  ore  of  oriental  make  has  been  sought  on  behalf  of  the  Persian 
Government  by  Minister  Mlrxa  Davoud  Khan  Meftah. 

The  rijatter  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  Secretary  of  State 
Stimson  in  a  diplomatic  note,  accompanied  by  seven  newspaper  clip- 
plugs  Illustrative  of  newspaper  advertising  to  which  the  Persian  Gov- 
ernment takes  exception,  and  also  a  pamphlet  discussing  car]^tlngi. 
Tbe  text  of  the  note  is  as  follows : 

'•  I  have  the  honor  to  draw  your  excellency's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  for  some  time  past  my  attention  has  been  drawn  to  various  ad- 
vertisements In  the  press  pertaining  to  certain  American  domestic 
carpet  manufacturers,  who  are  advertising  their  products  under  various 
and  varied  oriental  and  Persian  names,  which  would  be  liable  to  give 
the  average  purchaser  of  these  products  a  false  Impression  that  the 
said  carpets  or  rugs  are  made  in  Persia. 

cits  coptinq  or  pbodoct  hbrb 
"Your  excellency  will  no  doubt  agree  that  the  great  majority  of 
people,  though  they  may  appreciate  and  be  interested  in  purchasing 
oriental  rugs,  especially  those  of  Persian  origin,  have  no  technical 
knowledge  concerning  same  and  when  effecting  their  purchaaea.  are  for 
the  most  part  dependent  on  tbe  honesty  and  integrity  of  the  dealers 
with  whom   they  transact  business. 

"  You  are  no  doubt  aware  that  for  some  time  past  some  American 
carptt  manufacturers  have  been  copying  the  band-made  oriental  and 
especially  Persian  carpets'  coloring  and  designs  in  the  manufacturing 
of  their  product  and  have  been  to  successful  in  the  reproduction  of 
Persian  coloring  and  designs  In  the  macblne-mada  products  mana* 
fftclured  In  thtlr  mills,  that  it  usually  Ukes  an  axpert  to  dlfferentlata 
and  dlBllngulsb  between  tba  band-made  Panian  rag  and  Its  nachlne* 
made  copy  maoufactured  la  this  country, 

"It  Is  tb^rafofs  not  Incoticalrabln  that  cartwfa  ffproduw^  tttm  orU 
»ntNl  rtMlans  sMd  ««»lofli»«(i  msda  In  this  emtntff  with  th«  p«ff#r1loo  sad 
farHIl^  ihst  rtMxl^^M  nfU'tM<*  sffwfrts  «i»sli»  In  tnnny  en»*m  Im»  tslww  t»r 
fMl  orifitiiti*,  but  llda  iK/saiWMiy  imtutttyn  «  ♦'♦'ftaialy  wifow  <b«  said 
rtfpH*  MM  MAftfiiMXi  »nA  MtM  wttli  urii-ttul  Mun-t  tn  mi^Ii  aa  la< 
utftUtun  minni*r  «•  l«  mufn  te  tha  punUmmf  tU*f  »f  raal  firUraUla, 

"J  thtrfftitf  ftitnimi  UffvUt  tu'riMin  «.'mI((m*»  frwai  tb«  prmt  wUifik 
»in/w  tUf  MftUiHlm  r«*fru>4  tu  Uy  ttut  mithulMHurttn  ut  tlt«  Mild  ariU'ifti 
in  »»M*  \ntfuAueiiim  and  tmU  ut  t»»*lr  g««ds  to  tt>«  coaountars  ul  tlta 
\in\U)A  MMttft: 

"  Cutting  Mo,  1 1  Your  netWuaaj  will  not«  tbat  la  cuttiog  No.  1, 
which  is  an  adrertlwui'^ut  of  tbe  «mlib-ori4?nt  rug  made  by  W.  T, 
8mitli  k  Sons,  of  Philadelphia,  Pa„  the  de«»ign  is  a  facsimile  of  a  famous 
PerslHn  pattern,  and  tha  word  'oriental'  in  big  prtnt  may  be  noticed 
In  the  advertisement,  which  might  very  conceivably  Impress  tbe  unsus- 
plc-louM  consumer  that  tbe  said  article  is  really  an  oriental. 

•'  Cutting  No.  2  :  You  will  note  in  cutting  No.  2  the  advertisement  for 
the  '  Mellstan '  rug  made  by  Breslln  Bros.  Carpet  Co>.  which  calls  Its 
product  American-Oriental,  even  employing  tbe  official  Persian  Govern- 
ment's crest  of  the  lion  and  sun.  I  hardly  consider  It  necessnry  to  draw 
your  excellency's  attention  to  the  undesirablllty  of  such  practices  and 
slncert'ly  hope  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  for  its  remedy  will  be 
taken. 

OBJBCT  TO  FBSSIAN   NAMSS 

"  Cutting  No.  3 :  You  will  observe  In  cutting  No.  8,  which  Is  an  ad- 
vertisement of  Wilton  rugs,  made  by  Thomas  Develon,  Jr.,  of  Phila- 
delphia. Pa.,  that  reference  Is  made  to  '  Royal  Kashan,'  etc.,  Persian 
names  which  can  hardly  be  Justified  when  consideration  is  given  ta  the 
fact  that  the  said  rugs  are  made  In  the  United  States. 

"  Cutting  No.  4  :  I  also  desire  to  draw  your  excellency's  attention  to 
cutting  No.  4,  which  is  an  advertisement  of  chenille  and  hand  tuft  rugs 
made  In  this  country  by  a  firm  which  calls  itself  the  Persian  Rugs 
Manufacturey.  I  suggest  to  your  excellency  that  tbe  nature  of  the  name 
of  tbe  said  firm  is  itself  sufficient  to  mislead  the  ordinary  consumer 
aud  purchaser  Into  thinking  It  really  manufactures  Persian  rugs. 

"  Cutting  No.  5  :  You  will  note  In  cutting  No.  6,  which  Is  an  adver- 
tisement of  the  '  Gulestan  '  rug  made  by  Karagheusian,  that  the  state- 
ment '  that  must  be  an  oriental '  is  written  in  big  letters  so  as  to  draw 
particular  attention.  I  would  further  point  out  to  your  excellency  that 
the  word  '  Gulestan '  is  tbe  name  of  the  Imperial  palace  In  Persia  and, 
therefore,  might  be  reasonably  supposed  inappropriate  for  use  as  a  name 
of  a  machine-made  rug  manufactured  In  this  country. 

"Cutting  No.  6:  You  will  observe  in  cutting  No.  6  another  method 
reverted  to  for  propagating  the  '  Gulestan  '  rug  referred  to  in  the  above 
panigraph.  The  fact  that  the  trouble  Is  taken  to  procure  a  camel  in 
8t.  L«ul8  to  complete  what  is  undoubtedly  supposed  to  represent  an 
oriental  scene  is  In  Itself  the  best  proof  of  tbe  importance  the  manu- 
facturers attach  to  this  type  of  oriental  make-believe  adveftisement  in 
influencing  and  attracting  the  American  purchaser  to  their  particular 
commodities. 

"  Cutting  No.  7 :  Your  excellency  will  note  in  cutting  No.  7  of  the 
Smith  Carpet  Co..  of  New  York,  an  advertisement  for  American-manu- 
factured carpets  and  rugs  which  might  be  presented  as  an  example  of 
what  an  ethical  advertiaement  of  thia  commodity  should  be.     Your  ex- 


cellency will  note  such  names  as  '  Bmpire,'  •  Seneca,'  *  Waverlj'.'  '  Bro- 
cade.' etc.,  which  are  names  of  American  origin,  given  American-manu- 
factured rugs.  The  lack  of  the  oriental  makc-bellevo,  so  marktHl  in 
the  other  advertisement,  is  particularly  noticeable. 

qcestion  kthics  imvolvkd 

"  I  also  enclose  a  booklet  containing  advertisements  of  tbe  different 
types  of  the  '  Perslakhan '  rugs,  which  bear  such  Persian  names  as 
'  Kirman,'  '  Sarouk,'  '  Sha  Abbas,'  *  Ispahan,'  *  Taborla,'  '  Sbirvan,'  and 
*  Gorevan.' 

"  I  have  attempted  above  to  point  out  to  your  excellency  a  few  of  the 
examples  of  advertisement,  together  with  the  methods  reverted  to  by 
some  of  the  domestic  carpet  manufacturers  In  the  presentation  of  their 
goods  to  the  public,  and  I  feel  convinced  your  excellency  will  agree  with 
me  that  some  of  the  methods  employed  are  not  compatible  with  business 
ethics  and  might  be  considered  as  unfair  competition  with  the  real 
oriental  rug  imported  from  Persia  to  this  country.  I  not  only  contend 
that  these  pjactlces  are  unethical,  inasmuch  as  they  are  a  misrepre- 
sentation of  the  real  facts,  but  I  am  further  of  the  opinion  tbat  they 
conatitute  an  injostlce  to  tbe  American  consuming  public,  who  for  the 
moat  part  lack  any  precise  information  aa  regards  rugs,  and  on  pur- 
chasing same  for  the  most  part  depend  on  the  integrity  and  honesty  of 
the  firms  with  whom  they  transact  business. 

"  In  conclusion  I  have  the  honor  to  place  tbe  above  facts  for  your 
excellency's  consideration,  trusting  tbe  appropriate  action  will  be  taken 
to  prevent  a  continuation  of  these  practices. 

"  Pray  accept,  sir,  the  renewed  assurances  of  my  highest  considera- 
tion." 

It  is  aoderttood  tbat  charges  had  been  lodged  with  tbe  Persian 
Bilntst«r  and  Prince  M,  Vlroas,  aecretary  tn  charge  of  economic  affnlrs, 
by  Persian  rug  manufactur«'s,  Importers,  and  dealers,  snd  that  upoa 
prMentatlofl  of  tb«  oot«  to  tbe  iiintrnwrnx  tb«  mate  I>ep«rtm«nt  haa 
tttrti«d  tb«  natt^  <rv«r  to  th#  r«d«'ral  Trad*  ('omailN«lofi  an^l  po«alt«ly  ta 
tl>«  iMMirtflM'nt  tff  ieatlc*.  TtoM  Istt^r  ccmkl  tttti  Iw  ctiflrsMNl,  attboitfli 
It  was  Mid  in  atttlM>iffl«  rlrties  tbat  tb«  Trsda  CommlMlon  had  Iwwa 
rMioMti'd  Ut  Vuik  Snu>  iUm  »utn\r  iri^  |;r»Hb'M  ikst  might  In*  bfV»lt««d, 
I'rlnw  Yittmt  haa  U¥¥U  tmkum  i»  Mftvaard  flm  inirgriiy  n1  th*  ptu'U 
tt#ta  «f  tti»  »4tutttrr,  »Mi  tiMi  prtftinH  t§  MgM  i*tt  fb«  Im»i«  itosi  tun  «nly 
du  iiuum  (lilnas  b»«d  Ut  ttm  d«iriaM«t  (tt  PtrraUin  it*4mtrUm  hut  fbat  tba 
Am«rt««n  tumtumiua  yuMUt  la  HMy  Ut  tut  m'ngnUUui  and  aiUtal(«a  la 
pari:ba«lng  Aai#rl£an  roMM  in  tba  MUtt  tbat  ttiay  ara  orlantal  auuto, 

KXKCUTIVK  MKaaAOM  XKrcMon) 

The  VICE  PRBHIDKNT,  The  Chair  refera  to  tb«  appropriate 
commltteea  sundry  executive  messages  received  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States.  The  treatiea  will  be  printed  ta  confi- 
dence for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

RECES8 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  to- 
morrow morning  at  10  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  4  o'clock  and  33  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  rec€fss  until  to-morrow,  Tuesday,  Octo- 
ber 22,  1929,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the  Senate  October  SI  {legit- 
lative  day  of  September  SO),  1929 

Member  of  thb  UNiin)  States  Boabd  of  Tax  Appealb 

Eugene  Black,  of  Clarksville,  Tex.,  to  be  a  member  of  the 
United  States  Board  of  Tax  Appeals  for  the  unexirfred  term  of 
six  years  ending  June  7,  1932,  In  place  of  John  B.  Milliken, 
resigned. 

United  States  MABfiHAL 

James  N?  TIttemore,  of  Wisconsin,  to  be  United  States  mari-hal, 
eastern  district  of  Wisconsin,  vice  Albert  Walters,  appointed  by 

court 

Coast  Ouabo 

Capt.  (Engineering)  John  B.  Turner  to  be  a  captain  (engi- 
neering) in  the  Coast  Guard  of  the  United  States,  to  rank  as 
such  from  May  7,  1929,  In  place  of  Capt  (Engineering)  Carl  M. 
Green,  deceased. 

Coast  attd  Geodbtic  Subvet 
The  following-named  ofBcers  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 
to  the  positions  named : 

Atde»  vHih  r^ative  rank  of  eiuiffn  in  the  Navy 
Gilbert  Carlton  Mast,  of  North  Carolina,  vice  C.  A.  Burmister, 

promoted.  „    ,    „      _*  ■ 

Marshall  Hudson  Beese,  of  Louisiana,  vice  P.  L.  Bemsteio. 

^^F^ed  Anderson  Riddell.  of  Colorado,  vice  J.  D.  Thurmond,  pro- 
moted. 
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Junior  htfdroffr^plitc  and  geodetic  engineert  with  relative  ranic  of 
lieutenant  (Junior  grade)  in  the  Vavy 
Clarence  Amandos  Barmister,  of  California,  vice  B.  O.  Heaton, 

promoted.  _    _    .    o^  jj 

Percy  Levy  Bernstein,  of  Mlsriarippi,  vice  R.  F.  A-  Studd^i 

promoted.  ,    »    ««  r^       <  i. 

James  Dennis  Thurmond,  of  Georgia,  vice  J.  A.  McCormlclt, 

resigned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

MoNDAT,  October  21,  1929 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order  by 
the  Clerk,  Hon.  William  Tyler  Page,  who  read  the  foUowlng 
comuiunication  from  the  Speaker: 

Tan  SPSAKm's  Rooms, 
UJnT«D  Statm  House  or  RinESBirrATiras, 
Wathington,  D.  C.  October  tl. 
Hue  Clbk  of  ths  Horss  of  H»p»«8«xtatit«8  : 

I  hereby  designate  the  Hon.  Eluott  W.  Bpioul  «•  Speaker  pro  tem- 
pore for  this  daj. 

Nicholas  Lojjoitosth, 

Bpeaher  Houte  of  Repreaentotive*. 

Mr.  SPROUL  of  Illinois  took  the  chair  as  Speaker  pro 
tempore. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Chaplain  will  offer  prayer. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
the  following  prayer : 

Heavenly  Father  of  us  aH,  we  believe  that  they  who  wait  and 
•spire.  Thou  will  hear.  We  now  wait.  Do  Thou  open  our  spir- 
itual eyes.  Give  us  free  minds  and  warm  hearts  to  love  and 
■er>'e  Thee.  In  strength,  hope,  and  joy,  in  the  power  and  pride 
of  life  send  us  forth  among  our  fellow  men.  No  life  could  be 
more  inspiring  or  fraught  with  greater  meaning.  Teach  us  that 
he  who  lives  for  self  denies  his  Lord.  In  every  situation 
direct  us  to  do  the  truth  and  come  to  the  I'ght,  and  each  day 
may  we  speak  the  brave  word,  do  the  brave  deed,  and  live  the 
brave  life.  Do  Thou  let  the  voices  of  "just  things"  die  In 
hushed  silence  at  the  doorways  of  our  lives.  Through  Christ 
our  Saviour.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday,  October  17,  1029, 
was  read  and  approved. 

ADJOUBIflCKirr 

Mr.  HAWXEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and  3 
minutes  p.  m.)  the  House,  under  House  Resolution  59,  adjourned 
until  Thursday,  October  24,  1929,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  Rule  XXIV.  executive  communications  were 
taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows : 

67.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  Commerce,  trans- 
mitting a  list  oi  purchases  made  by  private  contract  or  in  the 
open  market,  with  the  reasons  for  such  methods  of  purchases, 
during  the  fiscal  year  19^  of  materials  and  supplies  for  the  use 
of  the  Lighthouse  Service ;  to  the  Conmtittee  on  Expenditures  iu 
the  Executive  Departments. 

68.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  report  and  recommendation  to  the  Congress 
concerning  the  claim  of  the  Public  Service  Coordinated  Trans- 
port, successor  by  consolidation  to  the  Public  Service  Railway 
Co.,  of  Newark,  N.  J.,  against  the  United  States ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

69.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmit- 
ting draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  provide  for  the  removal  of  cifll 
or  criminal  prosecutions  from  a  State  court  to  the  United  States 
district  court  In  certain  cases;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Jndi- 
dary.  

PUBUC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions  were 
Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  GREEN:  A  biU  (H.  R.  4707)  to  require  the  SecretaT 
of  War  to  cause  to  be  made  a  detailed  engineering  survey  for  a 
barge  canal  and  ship  canal  from  Cuml)eriand  Sound  to  or  near 
the  month  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and  to  make  full  and  cout- 
plete  report  to  Congress  of  the  most  feasible  route  and  ccst  of 
construction :  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

By  Mr.  COCHRAN  of  .Missouri:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4708)  to  pro 
Tide  additional  hospital  factlltiea  for  disabled  war  veterans  at 


Je«f€t«on  Barracks,  Mo. ;  to  the  Committee  on  World  War  Vet- 

'  Legislation.  ...      ... 

Mr  ELLIOTT:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4709)  authorizing  the  trans- 
fer df  certain  lands  near  Vallejo,  Calif.,  from  the  United  States 
HouTing  Corporation  to  the  Navy  Department  for  naval  pur- 

•  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

Mr.  SIMMONS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4710)  in  respect  of  postage 
on  stolweekly  newspapers ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office 

and   ?08t  Roads.  _.^     ^ 

Bj  Mr.  TIMBERLAKB:  A  bill  (H.  R,  4711)  to  provide  for 
the  inlargement  and  further  development  of  the  Akron  United 
Stat<8  agricultural  substation,  located  near  Akron,  Washington 
Coutty,  Colo.,  by  authorizing  the  purcha.se  of  certain  lands  ad- 
jacet  t  thereto,  the  erection  of  certain  Improvements  thereon,  and 
the  i  quipment  thereof  with  dairy  cattle  and  other  livestock ;  to 
the  <k)mmittee  on  Agriculture. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Uider  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resoluHons 
were  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BACHMANN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4712)  granting  an  In- 
creai«  of  pension  to  Elizabeth  Mathews;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions.  ' 

Alfeo,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4713)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Barl^ra  A.  Adams;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

o,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4714)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Rachel  J.  Shoemaker ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Afco,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4715)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Har  let  J.  Tost ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

B"  Mr.  BUCKBEE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4716)  granting  an  increase 
of  iension  to  Mina  B.  York;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4717)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Emiiia  Snyder ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

B^  Mr.  DOUTRICH:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4718)  granting  a  pension 
to  Mary  J.  Bckard ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Bf  Mr.  DUNBAR:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4719)  granting  a  pension  to 
Fannie  Brown ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Abo,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4720)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  E.  Chess; 
to  tke  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Abo,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4721)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Elin  Eberts ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Abo,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4722)  granting  a  pension  to  Nathaniel  8- 
Conpid ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4723)  granting  a  pension  to  Green  Jack- 
son    to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

A  so,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4724)  granting  a  pension  to  Joyce  Jordan; 
to  t  )e  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

A  so,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4725)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Jan^s  A.  Haley ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

to,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4726)   granting  a  pension  to  Ella  Logan 
tt ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
»,  a  bill   (H.  R.  4727)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Jane 
ips;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

B}  Mr.  EATON  of  New  Jersey:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4728)  granting 
an  Bicrease  of  pension  to  Naomi  A.  Ellis ;  to  the  Committee  ou 
Invilid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4729)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Juli  a  C.  Drake ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Bjr  Mr.  ELLIOTT:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4730)  granting  a  pension 
to  C  ^lia  Anderson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FITZGERALD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4731)  for  the  relief  of 
Freierick  Rasmussen ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  GREENWOOD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4732)  granting  an  in- 
crease of  pension  to  John  T.  Knotts;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pen  sions. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4733)  authorizing  the 
exanination  and  survey  of  Raritan  Bay,  N.  J.;  to  the  Com- 
mit ee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

By  Mr.  HOGG:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4734)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Frances  L.  Eggleston;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  Invalid 
Per  sions. 

ly  Mr.  HOPKINS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4735)  granting  a  pension  to 
Job  D  W.  Stephenson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4736)  granting  a  pension  to  Laura  E. 
Hoi  isel ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ty  Mr.  JENKINS:  A  bill  (H.  R  4737)  granting  a  pension  to 
Elb'rt  Daniel;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

A]9o,  a  Mil  (H.  R,  4738)  granting  a  pension  to  Nick  Webb; 
to^ie  Committee  on  Pensions. 

ly  Mr.  McREYNOLDS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4739)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Edward  J.  Oarr;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

ly  Mr.  PALMER:  A  bill  (H.  R  4740)  granting  a  pension  to 
Annette  Frerking;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


By  Mr.  ROMJUE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4741)  granting  a  pension  to 
Isaac  M.  Crow ;  t«>  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SHORT  of  Missouri:  A  bill  (H.  R  4742)  granting  an 
increase  of  pension  to  Lucretia  Gibson;  to  the  Connnittee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SIMMONS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4743)  for  the  relief  of 
George  W.  McAnulty ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  SWICK:  A  blU  (H.  B.  4744)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Hannah  S.  Evans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4745)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Harriet  T.  Fry ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4746)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  E.  Cubblson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4747)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Drusllla  Hanna  Mclntyre;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sion.s. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4748)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Jane  Cox;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4749)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Amanda  Grayson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4750)  granting  a  pension  to  Edith  Patton; 
to  the  Connnittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4751)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Matilda  Belghley ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al.s<»,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4752)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Frances  E.  Book ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4753)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Elizabeth  Chatham ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4';  54)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Nancy  Gibson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4755)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Margret  Winkler ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4756)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Susan  Wilson  McCracken;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4757)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Nancy  E.  Palmer ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4758)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Elizabeth  Wlmer;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaHd  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4759)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Priscilla  Wise;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  THATCHER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4760)  for  the  relief  of 
Guy  Braddock  Scott ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4761)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Catherine  Sells;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  TIMBERLAKE :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4762)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Nell  Douglas  Bromley ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  tAU  (H.  R  4763)  for  the  relief  of  Russell  H.  Lindsay ; 
to  the  Committee  oa  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4764)  granting  a  pension  to  MatUda  Swart- 
out  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4765)  granting  a  pension  to  OUie  E.  Mont- 
gomery ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  TURPIN:  A  bill  (H.  R  4766)  granUng  a  pension  to 
William  Thomas;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  r^erred  as  follows : 

754.  By  Mr.  BOHN :  Petition  of  d^egates  from  the  11  Western 
States,  assembled  in  a  fl re-prevention  and  range-improvement 
conference  at  San  Franciscf»,  Calif.,  this  24th  day  of  June,  1929; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

755.  By  Mr.  HADLEY :  Petition  of  residents  of  Evwett,  Wash., 
urging  Increases  of  pensions  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows 
of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

756.  By  Mr.  HOGG:  Petition  of  the  directors  of  the  Noble 
County  Farm  Bureau,  representing  527  farmers  in  Noble  County, 
Ind.,  opposing  any  Increase  in  tariff  on  any  commodity  other 
than  agricultural  products;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 


SENATE 

Tuesday,  October  22,  1929 
(Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  I  make  the  point  of  no  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roU,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

Fletcher 

Anhurst 

Frasler 

Harkley 

George 
Qlllett 

Kinf^ham 

I'.lack 

Glenn 

Blease 

Goff 

Borah 

Goldsboroufh 

Bratton 

Greene 

Brock 

Hale 

Brookbart 

Harris 

Broiiraard 

Harrison 

Capper 

Hastings 

Connally 

Hatfield 

Cope  land 

Hflwes 

Coasens 

Hayden 
Hebert 

Cutting 

Dili 

Heflin 

Edge 

Howell 

Fess 

Johnson 

Jones 

Aehall 

Kean 

Rheppard 

Kendrlck 

Hhortrldgs 

Keyes 

Simmons 

King 

La  Follette 

8moot 

8tclwer 

McKellar 

Stephens 

MoMaster 

8wanson 

McNary 

Thomas,  Idah* 

Moses 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Norbeclt 

Trammell 

Norrls 

Ty  dings 

Nye 

Vandenberg 

Oddle 

Wagner 
Walcott 

OTerman 

Patterson 

WaUb.  Mass. 

line 

Warren 

Reed 

Waterman 

Boblnson.  Ark. 

Watson 

Mr.  FESS.  The  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BtTrroN]  Is 
still  detained  from  the  Senate  on  account  of  illness.  I  ask  that 
this  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  NORitlS.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Caraway],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Ro»- 
iNSON],  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Waslh],  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaine]  are  absent  on  business  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Shipstead]  Is  absent,  ill. 
I  win  let  this  announcement  stand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-six  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

SPESCH   OF   SPEAKEK  MANUffi.  BOXAS,  OF  THE  PHILIPPINES 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
unanimously  adopted  by  the  Municipal  Council  of  Panay,  Caplz, 
P.  I.,  indorsing  the  speech  delivered  by  Speaker  Manuel  Roxas, 
of  the  Philipi^ne  Legislature,  before  the  Finance  Committee 
relative  to  proposed  independence  for  the  Philippine  Islands, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  oa  Territories  and  In- 
sular Affairs. 

PUBUC  8EBVICB  COOBDINATCD  T&AirSPOBT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communica- 
tion from  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  his  report  and  recommendation  con- 
cerning the  claim  of  the  Public  Service  Coordinated  Transiwrt, 
successor  by  consoltdatlon  to  the  Public  Service  Railway  Co.,  of 
Newark,  N.  J.,  against  the  United  States,  which,  with  the  accom- 
panying paper,  was  referred  to  the  Conunittee  on  Claims. 

BEPOBT  or  POSTAL  NOICINATION 

Mr.  GEORGE  (for  Mr.  Phipps),  from  the  Committee  on  Post 
Oflaces  and  Post  Roads,  reported  the  nomination  of  Henrietta  E. 
Butt  to  be  postmaster  at  Buena  Vista,  Ga.,  which  was  ordered 
to  he  placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

BUJ.S   IKTBOniTCn) 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  FESS  (fof  Mr.  Buuton)  : 

A  bin  (S.  1912)  granting  a  pension  to  Henry  Meyers  (witt 
accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pennons. 

By  Mr.  BLEASB: 

A  bill  (S.  1913)  to  make  illegal  opium  and  narcotics  contra- 
band; and 

A  Mil  (S.  1914)  dining  and  puni^iing  vagrancy  in  the  Dia- 
trlct  of  Columbia ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  NORBIS: 

A  bill  (S.  1915)  to  amend  section  649  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
as  amended; 

A  bUl  (S.  1916)  to  amend  section  1026  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
of  the  United  States ;  and 

A  bin  (S.  1917)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  make 
persons  charged  with  crimes  and  offenses  competent  witnesses 
in  United  States  and  Territorial  courts,"  approved  March  16, 
1878,  with  re^)ect  to  the  competency  of  husband  and  wife  to 
testify  for  or  against  each  other ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  SHORTBIDGE: 

A  bill  (S.  1918)  for  the  relief  of  Ir«ie  Strauss;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

A  bill  ( S.  1919)  granting  a  pension  to  WiUlam  Hecker ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana : 

A  bill  (S.  1920)  granting  a  pension  to  Isabel  Shepard  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ;  ,  ^t  » 

A  bill  (S.  1921)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Nancy  J. 
Buck  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1922)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  MaUnda  J. 
Pope  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 


i      51 


4732 


CONGRESSIOIirAL  RECORD— SENATE 


By  Mr.  RE^TD :  .    „  «_,  ^      /_j»v 

A  bill  (S.  1923)  granting  a  pension  to  Marie  M.  Bricker  (wltn 
accoiniianylng  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

A  bHl  (S.  1924)  to  apportion  the  expenses  incident  to  manu- 
facturing operations  conducted  by  the  supply  branches  of  the 

Army; and  ,  .  ,     .  * 

A  bill  (8.  1925)  to  regnlate  the  use  of  materials  required  for 

the  manufacturing  operations  conducted  by  the  supply  branches 

of  the  Army ;  to  the  Committee  on  Militiary  Ailairs. 

By  Mr.  CAPPER:  ^        ^,         ^    .^^ 

A  bill  (S.  1926)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Jane  Glenn  (wltn 
'  accompjinvinfi  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
By  Mr/HAYDEN: 
A  bill  (S.  1927)  granting  a  pension  to  rrank  J.  Gillick  alias 

Belyea ;  to  the  Committee  <m  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  TRAMMELL: 

A  bill  ( 8.  1928)  granting  a  pension  to  Elmira  D.  Briggs ;  and 
A  bill   (S.  1929)   granting  a  pension  to  Frances  Nora  Clev- 

enger ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

AUKKDUt:yTS  TO  THB  TAKtrT  BOX 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  PATTERSON,  and  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho 
each  submitted  an  amendment,  and  Mr.  COPELAND  submitted 
two  amendments,  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  them,  respectively, 
to  House  bill  2067,  the  tariff  revision  biU,  which  were  severally 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

TAaiFT  0:»   COTTON 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  submit  an  amendment  to  the 
pending  tariff  bill,  which  I  ask  may  be  read  and  lie  on  the  table. 

The  amendment  was  read  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  taWe,  as 
follows : 

On  pa«e  146.  after  line  8,  Insert  a  new  paragraph,  as  follows: 

"  Pab.  781.  Cotton  bavlng  a  sUple  of  1%  Inches  or  more  in  length,  7 
cents  per  poand ;  baring  a  staple  of  less  than  1%  Inches,  4  cents  per 
pound." 

On  page  255.  line  12.  strike  oat  "cotton  and  cotton  waste"  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following :  "  cotton  waste." 

"  SOUTHKX:*  IWDUSTBT  AND  THE  LABOK  BITUAnOW  " 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  hold  In  my  hand  an  able 
addrt>ss  written  by  Richard  H.  Edmonds,  ejlltor  of  the  Manu- 
facturers Record,  and  delivered  at  the  fall  conference  of  the 
secretaries  of  the  National  Metals  Trades  As.sociation  In  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  on  the  12th  in.stant,  on  the  subject  of  Southern 
Industry  and  the  Labtw*  Situation,  wliich  I  ask  may  be  printed 
In  the  REtt>iu>. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 
The  address  is  as  follows : 

Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen,  I  bring  yon  greetings  from  the  editor 
of  the  Manufacturers  Record,  Mr.  Hichard  U.  Edmonds,  and  his  sincere 
regrets  that  be  Is  unable  to  be  here  himself.  It  is  a  pleasure  to  present 
his  message,  and  I  thank  yon  for  the  opportunity  to  do  so. 

Merely  by  way  of  Introduction  to  the  paper  prepared  by  Mr.  Edmonds 
on   Southern   Industry  and  the  Labor  Sitoatlon.  I   may  aay   that  for 
nearly  5o  years  the  Manofacturers  Becord  has  been  endeavoring  to  aid 
in  the  upbuilding  of  the  Sooth — that  great  region  stretching  from  Mary- 
land to  Texas.     In  population  and  area  it  n^presents  approximately  one- 
ttatrd  of  the  United  Statea.     It  has  now  41,000.000  petite,  which  about 
equals  the  entire  population  of  Prance.     The  Sooth's  total  wealth  la 
ortT  980,000.000,000  aod  U  la  now  producing  more  than  $10,370,000,000 
of    manufactured    goods   annually,    or    nearly    equal    to    the    value    of 
manufactured   prodncta   of   the   United   Statea   in    1900.      In   addition, 
Ita  agricultural  oatpot  has  an  annual  value  of  |S,2&0,000,000,  •r  more 
than  one-third  of  the  country's  total.     Therefore,  while  the  Sooth  la  on* 
•(  the  greatest  agricultural  regions  oi  the  eouotry.  its  indastrtol  wealth- 
producing  capacity  has  outstripped  its  farming  revenue  until  to-day  th* 
value  of  the  Sooth's  maanfactured  output  la  double  that  of  its  agrleul- 
tnral  production  and  exceeds  by  30  per  cent  the  value  of  manofacturea 
In  the  New  Bnglaml  Statea,  long  the  dominating  Industrial  center  of  the 
Nation. 

Thla  briefly  akatebeo  the  vastness  of  the  field  to  wtdeh  yoor  aaaoda- 
tlon  may  well  give  more  serious  attention,  especially  at  a  time  when 
outside  labor  agitators  and  communists  are  stirring  up  strife.  This 
eoaaoMiniatie.  radical,  labor  vanguard  la  actions  and  results  reminds  one 
of  a  Sonttiem  mule  story. 

It  seems  this  mule  ran  away,  throwlag  the  colored  driver,  Old  Mose, 
out  of  the  wagon  and  wrecking  the  wagon  In  a  ditch,  the  orale  flaally 
winding  up  In  a  barbed  wire  fence  along  the  roadside.  When  the  mule's 
owuei  cam*  upon  the  scene  he  exdalmed  to  Mose.  "  That  mule  certainly 
must  be  crazy !  "  but  Old  Mose,  rubbing  his  brolaes.  replied.  "  No.  sah ; 
dat  mule,  be  ]ea'  don't  give  a  damn."  American  Industry  and  honest 
latwr  must  keep  runaway  mules  of  radlcallam  from  destroying  property 
and  people  In  their  mad  daab  down  the  orderly  highway  of  boaineas. 

Yoor  natioBal  secretary,  Mr.  J.  B.  Nyhan,  in  his  requeat  for  some 
estpresslons  of  opinian  from  Mr.  Edmonds  in  regard  to  the  induatiiaUaa- 
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tlon  If  ttie  South  and  Its  labor  situation,  trlnps  up  many  questions 
whlcl  can  scarcely  be  answered  in  one  brief  paper.  However,  in  oot- 
linini  some  of  the  high  lights  of  the  subject.  Mr.  Edmonds  asks  me  to 
preee  it  the  following  : 

BARLT   TBXND  OF    BOnTHEBN    INDUSTBY    HALTOn 

To  comprehend  the  labor  situation  in  the  South  one  must  go  t>ack  to 
the  diya  prior  to  the  Civil  War  and  understand  how  the  early  trend  of 
Souttern  thought  to  industrial  development  was  halted  by  the  Invention 
of  th(  I  cotton  gin ;  but  how.  when  cotton  reached  its  lowest  price  In  the 
early  forties,  the  thought  of  the  South  again  turned  to  industrial  and 
rallraid  development. 

B.  fween  1850  and  1860  the  South  led  the  country  in  the  building  of 
railroads,  and  practlcalTy  every  great  railroad  Hue  exiKting  In  the  South 
to-day  was  projected  during  that  period,  but  the  construction  of  theso 
lines  was  made  impossible  in  most  cases  by  the  war  and  the  disastrous 
condHons  following  that  struggle.  There  was  also  a  marked  revival 
that  decade  of  industrial  expansion,  as  the  South  whs  again 
ng  the  spirit  of  the  early  days  when  in  colonial  times  Its  people 
industrially  minded.  The  pioneers  of  the  South  have  been  referred 
having  been  bom  with  a  genius  for  iron  making.  Wherever  they 
they  built  their  forges  and  bloomeries.  The  revival  of  this  spirit 
1850  and  1860  brought  into  existence  thousands  of  small  indus- 
tries lln  the  South  which,  however,  were  wiped  out  by  the  result  of  the 
Civil   War. 

RSStTLTS  or  CIVIL   WAB   CFOX    BMPLOTUENT 

To  I  can  better  understand  the  conditions  which  prevailed  for  years 
after  the  end  of  the  Civil  War  by  remembering  that  4,000.000  slaves 
were  suddenly  turned  looae  to  look  out  for  their  own  welfare.  If  you 
were  to-day  to  take  a  factory  employing  a  thousand  hands,  suddenly 
wrecl  It,  and  tell  the  thousand  employees  that  each  must  look  out  for 
him»lf  and  establish  a  little  shop  of  bis  own,  the  disorganization  thus 
create  would  be  relatively  no  greater  than  was  the  turning  loose  of 
4,000  000  slaves  from  the  guiding  hand  of  those  who  had  taught  them 
how    o  plow  and  plant  and  reap. 

Po  rerty,  such  as  few  countries  have  ever  experienced,  was  also  the. 
lot  of  the  South  at  that  time.  The  result  was  that  millions  of  people 
could  not  find  employment  in  the  South,  and  between  1865  and  ItKK) 
about  5,000,000  aouthern-bom  whites  left  the  central  South  from  Vir- 
ginia to  Louisiana,  migrating  to  the  North  and  the  Pacific  coast,  and 
to  Texas.  Even  this  migration  stlLI  left  a  vast  surplus  labor  supply  In 
the  S  }utb.  Theae  conditions  developed  tenant  farming  on  a  scale  unfor- 
tunal  e  for  the  welfare  of  the  country.  That  system  still  prevails^-  Large 
landowners  find  no  way  in  which  to  secure  a  return  from  their  land 
excect  through  Inducing  tenants  to  farm  on  the  share-crop  systrm,  in 
whici  I  a  lien  la  given  on  the  crop  to  be  raised  before  the  seeds  are 
plants,  often  amounting  to  a  mortgage  on  the  very  soul  of  the  tenant. 
Naturally  the  result  baa  brought  about  continued  impoverishment  of  the 
tenaiit  farmers  and  an  increase  in  tenantry  both  of  whites  and  blacka. 
nvnoBTaiAi.  bxpansion  opbnied  way  roR  employ  mbitt 

This  is  closely  connected  with  the  Industrial  potentialities  of  the 
Soutli  because  every  factory  built  and  every  mine  opened  creates  addi- 
tional employment  for  the  tenant  farmers,  thousands  of  whom  are 
gladlr  abandoning  their  little  farms  and  seeking  employment  In  In- 
dustiy.  Moreover,  in  the  whole  Appalachian  Mountain  region  of  the 
Sout  I  It  is  estimated  that  there  are  about  7,000,000  people  known 
as  mountain  whites,  many  of  whom  are  still  living  many  miles  awny 
from  a  railroad,  and  with  no  industry  in  which  to  find  employment. 

As  cotton  mills  and  kindred  enterprises  have  increased  in  the  S<juth 
tb«a<  mountain  people  and  the  small  tenant  farmers  have  eagerly 
Bougat  employment.  The  rate  of  wagea.  measured  In  dollars  and  centa. 
ia  lower  than  in  the  North  and  West  for  two  reasons :  First,  because 
of  tie  surpliu  supply  of  labor ;  and  second,  becauHe  the  coet  of  living 
ia  vary  much  less  in  the  South  than  it  is  elsewhere.  Climatic  condi- 
tions bring  thla  about,  for  less  fuel  and  less  clothing  are  needed  In 
the  South  tbaa  In  the  North  and  West. 

LABOB    aiTPPLY    KXBPS    ahead    or    DEMAXn 

Seme  years  ago  it  was  thought  that  the  Increase  In  cotton  manufac- 
turiig  which  was  under  way  would  take  up  this  entire  surplus  labor 
and  bring  abont  a  scarcity.  On  eeveral  occasions  I  was  severely  critl- 
claec  for  advocating  the  building  of  more  mills  once  by  a  leading  New 
Bnglmd  manufacturer  who  was  preparing  to  build  a  11,000,000  mill  in 
the  >(>uth,  and  another  time  by  a  leading  southern  manufacturer,  both 
of  nhom  thought  that  there  would  not  be  a  sufficient  supply  of  labor 
to  o|  erate  the  new  mills  that  were  being  built.  I  told  them  frankly  and 
almcst  bluntly  that  I  was  more  interested  in  creating  employment  for 
thou  lands  of  poor,  unemployed  people  than  I  was  in  the  mill  owners. 
As  t  matter  of  fact,  however,  the  supply  of  labor  has  grown  more 
rapi(  Ily  than  the  industries.  In  the  mountain  region  of  the  South  big 
fami  Jee  are  still  ttie  order  of  the  day.      Roosevelt   would   never  have 

to  bemoan  race  suicide,  so  far  as  that  section  was  concerned.  If 
traveled  through  those  mountains  and  seen  that  however  poor 

people  are,  and  however  poor  may  be  their  mountain  bouses, 
of  10  to  12  are  very  common.  North  Carolina,  for  Instance, 
baa  Ithe  largest  birth  rate  in  the  country,  and  other  Southern   Statea 
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also  have  high  birth  rntee.  Tlina  the  Increaae  In  popuUtlon  goes  on 
apace,  and  more  rapidly  than  the  Increaae  in  the  opportunitiea  for 
Industrial   employment. 

Southern  mill  managers  have  often  been  crlticiaed  for  running  their 
mills  at  night;  but  If  they  did  not  do  so,  the  number  of  unemployed 
people  would  be  very  much  greater  than  It  is.  The  night  shift  fur- 
nishes employment  for  a  large  number  of  people  who  would  be  entirely 
out  of  a  job  except  for  this  night  operation. 

This  surplus  of  labor  can  not  be  overcome  until  the  industrial  em- 
ployment creates  a  demand  throughout  the  South  for  more  workers, 
l>oth  male  and  female.  The  Industrialixation  of  the  South  is  one  of 
the  great  problems  which  that  section  faces,  and  this  industrial lia tlon, 
rapid  as  It  Is.  vast  as  It  is  compared  with  former  years,  is  not  yet 
sufficiently  great  to  take  up  the  oversupply  of  farm  laborers  and  tenant 
farmers  and  mountain  whites,  all  eager  for  industrial  employment. 

BADICaLISM    STIBS    FP    STBirE 

The  effort  of  the  communists  to  stir  up  labor  troubles  throughout  the 
South  la  only  a  part  of  Russia's  gigantic,  heavily  financed  plan  to  dis- 
rupt labor  throughout  the  world  and  overturn  this  and  all  other 
governments. 

Only  a  few  days  ago  the  American  Wool  and  Cotton  Reporter,  of 
Boston,  one  of  the  representative  textile  papers  of  the  country,  stated 
that  In  Massachusetts  alone  there  are  more  than  100,000  Idle  textile 
workers.  This  has  been  brought  about  largely  by  the  communl8tic 
activities  which  have  been  so  pronounced  In  Massachusetta  and  adjacent 
States  for  several  years.  It  must  be  remembered  that  60  per  cent  of 
the  population  of  that  section  is  foreign  stock.  The  picture  drawn  by 
the  American  Wool  and  Cotton  Reporter  of  the  distress  of  the  textile 
interests  in  Massachusetts  is  one  of  the  most  dismal  that  I  have  ever 
seen  of  any  section  of  America,  or  of  any  other  country.  It  should 
be  taken  to  heart  as  a  warning  by  every  member  of  your  organlxaUon 
and  every  business  man  in  America,  for  exactly  the  same  kind  of  work 
which  has  wrought  such  distress  in  Massachusetts  Is  under  way  In 
dlfTerent  parts  of  this  country,  carrying  out  the  advice  given  by 
Trot.sky,  which  possibly  you  remember,  when  on  the  last  night  before 
he  sailed  for  Russia  he  said.  In  what  he  thought  was  a  secret  meeting 
of  several  hundred  of  his  followers,  but  in  which  there  were  aecret- 
service  men  of  this  and  the  British  Empire  : 

"  1  go  to  Russia  to  overthrow  that  Government  and  stop  Its  war 
against  Germany.  But  I  want  you  to  remain  In  the  United  States  and 
brloK  on  one  revolution  after  another  until  you  overthrow  this  damned 
American  Government." 

That  is  the  definite  plan  of  the  whole  communistic  clement  that  is 
BOW  ut  work  In  every  part  of  .\merlca. 

LOW  wAoaa  a  handicap 

The  Sooth  has  been  so  largely  an  agricultural  section  that  there 
has  been  a  bad  balance  between  the  labor  supply  and  the  labor  demand. 
Mon-over,  the  presence  of  negroes  In  the  South,  now  amounting  to 
about  10.000,000  In  number,  has  always  had  a  depressing  efTect  upon 
wages  of  the  white  people  because  the  negroes  have  worked  for  much 
lower  wages  than  a  similar  class  of  labor  in  any  other  part  of  the 
country.  Some  have  thought  that  this  has  been  temporarily  an  advan- 
tage to  the  South  by  enabling  it  to  produce  at  a  low  cost  for  the 
time  being ;  but  cheap  labor.  In  my  opinion,  is  never  profitable  labor. 
Low  wages  are  a  handicap  against  any  community  or  any  section.  In 
the  end,  high  wages  are  the  cheapest  wages.  High  wages  stimulate 
men  and  women  mentally,  physically,  and  spiritually.  They  develop 
a  broader  aspect  of  life.  They  result  in  creating  new  demands  for 
better  living  conditions,  for  better  homes,  for  better  surroundings  of 
all  kinds,  and  better  educational  advantages. 

POTERTY  OF  OBIE.VT  DCS   TO  LOW    WAUB8 

The  curse  of  the  world  outside  of  the  United  States  is  low  wagea. 
The  desperate  poverty  of  the  Orient  is  due  to  low  wages,  and  the  same 
may  be  said  of  much  of  Europe.  Not  until  the  entire  world  comes  to  a 
realization  of  the  fact  that  high  wages  mean  better  living  conditions 
and  bmader  prosperity  for  everybody  will  there  be  world-wide  prosperity. 

Indicative  of  the  rate  of  wages  prevailing  In  the  Orient  I  quote 
Cbarlea  Perrin,  a  distinguished  American  engineer,  who  Is  managing 
a  big  Iron  and  steel  plant  In  India,  owned  by  East  Indian  capitalists. 
He  stated  several  years  ago  before  the  American  Iron  and  Steel  Institute 
that  his  plant  employed  about  8,000  people,  and  that  the  rate  of  wages, 
Including  skilled  labor,  was  between  7  and  8  cents  a  day.  A 
few  years  later,  or  three  years  ago,  at  Charleston.  S.  C,  at  the  meeting 
of  the  foreign  trade  council,  he  reported  that  wages  had  then  been 
advanced  to  10  cents  a  day,  but  that  one  of  the  leading  owners  of  the 
plant  had  complained  that  this  was  entirely  too  high. 

A  few  years  ago,  when  the  Underwood  tariff  put  jute  goods  on  the 
free  IlKt,  several  leading  burlap  manufacturing  concerns  moved  from 
America  to  India,  claiming  that  they  could  get  wages  In  Calcutta  at 
about  15  cents  to  17  cents  a  day,  though  they  expe<ted  lower  wages 
later  on,  and  that  they  were  moving  their  plants  to  India  becauae  they 
could  not  produce  at  a  profit  in  this  country  In  competition  with 
jute  mills  in  India  paying  such  low  rates  of  wages. 

A  few  weeks  ago  1  published  a  statement  showing  that  50  Jute  mllla 
In  India  paid  last  year  an  average  of  64  per  cent  cash  dlvideada  on 


their  capital.  These  manufacturers  are  reaping  enormous  profits,  but 
the  desperate  poverty  of  the  people  Is  Indicated  by  the  rate  of  wages 
paid. 

HIOH   WAGE8   PBOMOTB  PR08PEBITT 

America  I  believe  can  do  no  greater  work  for  the  welfare  of  the 
world  than  to  maintain  Its  high  rate  of  wages,  and  thus  set  an  example 
to  the  people  of  all  other  countries  and  teach  them  that  without  high 
wages  there  can  be  no  general  prosperity  for  the  working  people  or 
the  farmers,  and  thus  for  the  country  at  large. 

Many  yeara  before  Henry  Ford  was  heard  of  Daniel  A.  Tbompklns, 
of  Charlotte,  N.  C,  perhaps  the  greatest  industrial  leader  the  8t>uth 
ever  had,  and  at  that  time  president  of  several  cotton  mills,  expre.»sed 
the  hope  that  the  time  would  come  when  every  laborer  in  the  country 
would  receive  not  less  than  |5  a  day,  which,  according  to  his  view, 
would  produce  universal  prosperity. 

The  South  is  gradually  learning  the  value  of  higher  wages,  but  it 
will  be  a  long  time  before  the  surplus  labor  of  that  section  can  be 
taken  up  by  increased  industrialisation,  and  therefore  these  low  wages 
are  for  the  time  being  a  great  magnet  to  draw  Industrial  enterprises 
to  the  South. 

nativity  of  aOUTHEBN  LABOB 

Southern  white  laborers  are  Anglo-Saxons  of  the  most  unmixed  blood 
in  the  world.  The  percentage  oi  foreign  stock — that  is,  people  born 
abroad  or  born  of  parents  at  least  one  of  whom  was  born  abrrtad — la 
much  lower  in  the  South  than  anywhere  else  In  the  country.  In 
North  Carolina  it  is  only  0.7  per  cent,  and  taking  the  whole  central 
South  it  Is  8  per  cent,  while  in  Texas  the  foreign-bom  runs  to  17  per 
cent,  and  in  Missouri  to  20  per  cent 

It  is  interesting  to  contrast  these  figures  with  the  foreign  stock  In 
other  parts  of  the  country.  In  Massachusetts  66  per  cent  of  he 
population  Is  foreign  stock.  Rhode  Island  has  69  per  cent.  New  York 
City  and  Chicago  each  have  about  75  per  cent  of  foreign  stock.  Very 
wisely  a  few  years  ago  Congress  passed  reatrictlve  laws  on  Immigration, 
becauae  we  have  not  by  any  manner  of  means  assimilated  and  American- 
ised the  foreign  population  which  was  crowding  Into  this  country  at 
the  rate  of  1.000,000  to  1,250,000  a  year  prior  to  the  World  War. 

SOUTH 'a   INDC8TBIAL  BBCOBD 

Turning  more  specifically  to  what  the  South  is  doing  in  its  industrial 
development,  we  find  that  in  recent  years  some  of  the  country's  great- 
est corporations  have  Invested  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  In 
southern  plants,  supplementing  other  hundreds  of  millions  Invested 
by  southern  people  themselves.  This  movement  from  all  indications 
has  Just  begun  and  covers  many  branches  of  industry.  Of  course, 
textile  plants  ot  every  description  are  being  established,  and  in  the 
manufacture  of  rayon — that  great  new  chemical  textile — the  Sooth  is 
now  a  leader,  but  there  are  being  developed  chemical,  paper,  and  other 
industries  of  great  variety,  all  of  which  will  certainly  call  for  an 
increase  In  the  South's  foundry  and  metal-working  capacity. 

At  about  the  time  the  Manufacturers  Record  was  establlKhed  the 
annual  value  of  the  South's  manufactures  was  only  1622,000,000,  aa 
of  the  census  of  1880.  In  the  next  20  years,  or  in  1900.  it  had  In- 
creased to  11,564,000.000;  but  In  the  next  10  to  $3.158  000.000.  jumping 
to  over  $10,370,000,000  In  1927.  Let  me  emphasise  that  while  the 
South  is  the  dominant  cot  ton -manufacturing  center  of  the  country,  the 
annual  value  of  the  output  of  its  cotton  mills  represent  but  one-tenth 
of  the  total  value  of  all  of  its  manufactured  output  In  the  metal- 
working  industry  Incomplete  figures  compiled  on  the  Souths  foundry 
and  machine-shop  and  metal  working  plants  show  an  annual  produc- 
tion well  over  half  a  billion  dollars.  Perhaps  the  following  tabular 
comparison  of  the  South  to-day  with  the  entln>  country  some  2.^  years 
ago  may  give  a  clearer  conception  of  the  development  of  the  South  and 
the  position  it  haa  attained  in  the  industrial  world,  bearing  in  mind 
that  the  South  represents  but  about  one-tblrd  of  the  country's  area  and 
population.  The  flgurea  are  Uken  from  our  Blue  Book  of  Southern 
Progresa. 

The  South  to-dav  compared  itith  the  United  State*  la  1900 
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Wealth      .----. .-•••• 
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Exports,  value — - 
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VfK 
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307,000 
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Buiunm  roR  thii  fttttb* 
With  the  rrowteg  Indurtrlal  wealth  of  the  Sonth  there  hafl  necwsamy 
been  an  added  reeponsibiUty.  Outside  of  the  results  as  to  the  oppor- 
tonity  offered  for  employment  of  the  eTer-lncreaalng  population  furnlan- 
toM  vt  »pp*reBt  InexhauaUUe  supply  of  worker..  I  refer  especially  to 
tfci  great  adyance  made  In  aouthern  education.  The  poverty  of  thla 
Mctlon  for  ao  many  yean  prerented  public  educational  growth,  no 
other  aectlon  of  the  country  had  to  meet  and  overcome  auch  obstacles. 
It  Is  true  there  la  still  much  to  be  done  in  the  South  along  educational 
Unea.  but  in  the  physical  equipment  for  educational  purposes,  as  lUu- 
■trated  in  the  most  modem  types  of  school  construction,  the  South  u 
BOW  spending  annually  over  $400,000,000  for  public  educaUoa.  or  aa 
Bach  as  was  spent  by  the  entire  United  States  as  late  as  1910.  K«- 
llectlng  the  industrtal  trend  to  the  South,  there  have  been  pronounced 
developments  In  technical  training  schools  and  ^P^'^^9\*°^X 
lug.  textile,  ceramic,  and  other  courses  of  study.  In  1926  the  South 
-fcad     invested     to     univeraltles,     colleges,     and     professional     schools 

1368.000.000.  „„  ^     .   .. 

According  to  Utest  figures,  the  South  has  over  36  per  cent  of  the 
eoantry's  public  and  private  primary  and  secondary  school  enrollment, 
more  than  33  per  cent  of  the  country's  normal-school  attendance,  and 
nearly  27  per  cent  of  all  the  college  and  university  students  to  the 
United  States  The  percoitag*  of  students  entering  high  school  and 
paaaing  Into  college  work  is  tocreaaing  from  year  to  year.  For  In- 
■tonce.  to  North  Carolina  to  1928  more  higIv4Khool  student*  were  gradu- 
ated to  that  one  year  tha«  were  enrolled  to  an  of  the  high-school  grade* 
to  that  8Ut«  20  years  ago.  Theat  figures  Uluatrate  the  progress  the 
Booth  la  maktog  ta  edocational  faclliUea  to  proportion  to  Its  wealth 
and  population.  Southern  school  bolldingi  erected  to  recent  jeara  are 
of  the  moat  modem  design,  and  much  progress  U  being  made  to  eda- 
cational  management  and  methods. 

I  have  cited  the  foregotog  facts  Bsnely  as  iUustratlona  of  how  the 
Booth  is  advanctog  and  also  how  the  Soath  is  recogniztag  Its  rcspon- 
sibitity.  and  as  Its  indnstrtai.  agricultnral,  and  commercial  expasrion 
ga tilers  momentaia  it  will  go  forward  with  even  greater  records  ef 
aehierement. 

BocTH'B  paoeaass  will  wot  nrn  haltkd  bt  com  mnrisTrc  attacks 
Communism  wiU  not  halt  tb*  Booth's  progress.  The  present  situation 
to  North  Carolina  la  merely  a  desperaU  attempt  of  the  commonlsta  to 
control  the  white  labor  and  the  negroes  of  the  Sooth,  but  It  will  Bev« 
succeed.  Other  parts  of  this  country  have  far  more  reason  to  dread 
the  effect  of  eooimoniatie  activities  than  haa  the  Sooth.  General  Grant, 
even  to  his  day.  once  said  that  he  dreaded  the  influence  of  the  lower 
classes  of  the  foreign  element  upon  the  future  of  this  country,  and  that 
If  America  could  bo  saved  it  would  be  only  by  the  Anglo-Saxon  element 
of  the  South.  That  day  is  near  at  hand  and  this  la  said  without  any 
reflection  upon  the  splendid  peoples  wl»  have  come  from  other  lands 
and  made  themaelvea  Americana  In  spirit  and  In  life.  Their  nanie  Is 
legion,  but  they  reilixe  the  evU  of  tl»e  communistic  spirit  abroad  to 
the  land  and  will  fight  it  Just  as  vigorously  as  the  Anglo-Saxons  of  the 
South.  Here  is  where  the  good  people  of  the  North,  the  Bast,  the  West, 
and  the  South  will  stand  ahoolder  to  shoulder  for  the  flag  of  the  Ignited 
States  againat  the  red  flag  of  Busaian  communism. 
rATBONAOB  IN   THS  SOUTH 

Mr.  FLETCHETR.  Mr,  President,  I  ask  unanimoas  consent  to 
have  Inserted  in  the  Recobd  an  article  appearing  In  the  New 
York  Herald  Tribune  of  Tuesday,  October  22,  1929,  entitled 
"  President  Bars  Patronage  to  Build  up  Party." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  IUxx>Bi>.  as  follows : 

[From  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  Tuesday,  October  22,  1929) 
PaisiiXNT    Babb    Patbomaob   to   BoiLD    vr   Pabtt — Wbit«b    Florida 

RartTBUCAM  Lbadkb  Hcqhbs  Was  Aptoiwtsd  ow  His  Rbcobi) — L«tt«« 

AaawKBB    PauramB — AasKBTS    CAin»DATB8    Moar    Marr    Hia    Ra- 

QCUBMCXTS 

By  Tlieodore  C  Wallen 

^rABHiNOTO.M^  October  21. — The  White  Houae  made  public  to-day  a 
letter  in  which  l^resident  Hoover  served  notice  on  the  Florida  Republi- 
can organisation,  if  not  on  professional  politicians  generally,  not  to 
ocpect  him  to  use  patronage  to  help  build  op  the  party  except  in  so 
far  as  dlscrimtoating  appointments  contribute  to  good  government. 

"  The  success  of  the  Republican  Party  rests  on  good  QoveiBment,  not 
patronage,"  wrote  the  President  to  a  communication  to  Fred  B.  Britten, 
secretary  of  the  Florida  Republican  State  committee.  "  No  longer  shall 
the  laws  of  the  United  States  be  flouted  by  Federal  ofllcials;  no  longer 
shall  public  oAce  be  regarded  as  mere  political  patronage,  hat  rather 
it  shall  be  public  service,"  he  declared  to  a  forcible  sUtement  of  his 
attitude  toward  party  government. 

Mr.  Britten,  of  Stuart.  FU..  not  to  be  confused  with  Representotivc 
Fin>  A.  BarPTBN,  BepubHean.  of  Illinois,  is  ooe  of  sereral  FTortda 
Republicans  who  protested  the  President's  appointment  of  a  Federal 
district  attorney  for  Florida,  on  the  ground,  aa  they  said,  that  the 
organisation  had  not  recommended  him. 


President  wns  wHltog  to  cooperate  with  the  State  organization. 

If  1.  presented  candidates  "  who  measure  op  to  ray  requirements 

„..c    service,"    but    pointed    out    that    the    Department    of    Justice 

not  consdentlously  recommend  any  of  those  recommended  by  the 

FIorMii  leaders  in  the  last  seven  months. 


The 

be  sail 
of   pupil 
could 


SIX  CANDIDATES   TUBNXD  DOWM 

candidates  of  the  Florida  leaders,  one  a  former  law  partner  of 
General    Brown,    according    to   Glenn    B.    Skipper.    Florida 
national    committeeman,    were   turned    down    in    succession 
administration . 

letter  was  dated  September  26  and  was  given  out  at  this  late 

lad  during  President   Hoover's  absenee  on  his  western   speaking 

confirmation  of  copies  made  public  in  Florida,  the  White  House 

After    the   first    protest   from    the   secretary   qi    State    com- 

the   President   received  several    more   along   similar   lines,    some 

threatening  political  reprisals,  and   his   reply  was  to   forward   to   each 

a  copy  of  his  answer  to  Secretary  Britten. 

his  he  took  occasion   to  disabuse  the  Florida  orrnnlsatlon  of  the 
thought  that  any  organization  could  dictate  his  appointments  Irrespec- 
merit  or  of  presidential  responsibility. 
President's  letter  follows : 


Six 
Postm^er 
Bcpub  lean 
by  th< 
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date 
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OCTOBEB    22 


XBXT   OV    PBBSIDBMT'S    LXTTZB 


WASHinaTON,  Septemlter  36,  19». 

Mr.  ihnD  E.  Banrrai*, 

Stutrt,  Fla. 

TnktL  Sia:  I  can  not  brtleve  that  you  and  the  many  friends  of  Mr, 

Skips  Br  who  have  protested  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Iloghes  overlook  the 

pr!m«ry  responsibility  which   rests  apon   the   President   of  the   United 

(     That  responslMllty  is  one  of  the  most  sacred  which  he  assumes 

„. bis  oath  of  office.     It  is  that  he  shall,  to  his  utmost  capacity. 

appoint  men  to  public  office  who  wUl  execute  the  laws  of  the  United 
State  R  with  Integrity  and  without  fear,  favor,  or  poUtlcal  collusion. 
The  I  ippototlTe  responsibility  rests  to  the  President,  not  in  the  organiaa- 

tlon. 

Fo  r  seven  months  the  Department  of  Justice  has  Investlgatpd  first  on* 
eand  date  and  then  another  who  were  proposed  by  the  Florida  organiza- 
tion. The  department  did  not  feel  that  they  could  conscientiously  rec- 
ommend to  me  any  one  of  the  names  presented.  Mr.  Hughes,  with  many 
yearn  of  tried  service  to  the  department  as  an  important  member  of  the 
division  devoted  to  enforcement  of  the  eighteenth  amendment,  wns  not 
appo  nted  at  the  request  or  recommendation  of  any  political  organisa- 
tion whatever.  He  was  appointed  because  he  had  proved  himself  an 
able  and  vigorous  law-enforcement  olficer.  Furthermore,  all  three  of  the 
Federal  Judges  of  Florida  attested  to  Mr.  Hughes's  ability  and  standing, 
is    the    natural    desire    of    the    administration    to    build    up    and 


streigthen  the  Republican  Party  in  the  State  of  Florida.  That  can  bo 
done  to  cooperation  with  the  State  organization  if  the  organization  pre- 
sent i  candidates  who  measure  up  to  my  requirements  of  public  service. 
This  is  an  obligation  in  the  toterest  of  the  people  of  the  SUite,  and  the 
first  tenet  in  that  program  is  that  no  longer  shaU  the  hiws  of  the 
United  States  be  flouted  by  Federal  ofllcUls ;  no  longer  shaU  public  office 
be  tegarded  as  mere  political  patronage,  but  that  it  shall  be  public 
service. 

T  le  success  of  the  Republican  Party  rests  upon  good  government,  not 
on  tatronage,  and  Florida  will  have  good  government  so  far  as  it  is 
witl  in  my  power  to  give  It.  My  own  belief  is  tliat  the  people  of  Florida 
supi  lorted  me  in  the  last  election  because  they  expect  that  from  me. 

I  note  your  demands  that  the  organisation  shall  dictate  appointments 
in  Ilorida  irrespective  of  merit  or  my  responsibility,  and  that  you  appeal 
to  the  opponents  of  the  administration  to  attack  me.  I  inclos*'  liere- 
witl  I  a  copy  of  a  statement  which  I  lasued  last  March.  That  statement 
wai   no  idle  gesture. 

Yours  faithfully, 

HrRBKRT  nOOTXB. 

The  President's  statement  of  March  26,  referred  to  in  the  last  para- 
gra|)h  of  his  letter,  was  made  to  the  press.  In  it  he  expressed  a  will- 
tog  kess  to  cooperate  to  iHiildiug  up  the  Republican  Party  in  Southern 
Statea,  "not  out  of  a  narrow  sense  of  partisanship,  but  from  the  con- 
vlcilon  shared  In  equally  by  the  leaders  of  all  parties  that  the  basis  of 
sou  id  government  must  rest  upon  strong  two-party  representatiun  and 
org:  Luiaation." 

LADD8     RBOaOAMIZATION 

i  t  the  same  time  he  spoke  encouragingly  of  the  reorsanlMtton  wort 
of  Republicans  In  several  Southern  States,  Including  Florida,  but  de- 
clai^d  administration  unwillingness,  for  lack  of  confidence,  to  deal  with 
the  party  organization  to  South  Carolina,  Gleorgia,  and  Mississippi, 
whrre  patronage  abu.ses  had  been  revealed. 

'  "he  administration  has  now  done  in  Florida  wh.it  the  President  then 
sal  I  he  would  have  to  do  In  States  which  failed  to  set  up  Rppnbllcan 
ors  mizatlons  that  Inspired  confidence.  It  has  set  up  a  Federal  advisory 
crwimlttee  for  the  State,  which  Is  the  only  organization  In  the  State 
whwe  recommendations  for  postmastershlps  will  be  recognized  by  the 
Poi  t  Office  Department 
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The  same  plan  Is  being  foUowed  to  other  Southern  States,  and  the 
administration  is  making  it  plain  that,  whether  or  not  the  future 
political  course  of  such  States  as  bolted  the  Democratic  Party  in  No- 
vember is  at  stake,  the  President  is  determined  to  be  his  own  Judge  of 
the  qualifications  of  political  appointees. 

This  pollcv  is  not  confined  to  Southern  States.  The  general  policy 
of  the  administration  Is  to  cooperate  with  the  State  Republican  organl- 
Mtlons  but  party  leaders  soon  became  aware  that  the  new  administra- 
tion would  require  something  more  than  their  recommendation  in  many 
instances,  specifically  where  Federal  Judgeships  or  district  attorney  posi- 
tions were  Involved. 

Thus  a  political  organization's  recommendation  in  a  Judegsnip  case 
has  become  in  the  present  administration,  merely  one  of  many  indorse- 
ments considered,  all  of  which  are  made  public  at  the  time  of  the  ap- 
pointment, this  with  a  view  to  making  todorsers  more  careful  about 
making  recommendations  for  important   places. 

The  effect  of  the  new  policy  was  to  bring  about  the  appointment  of 
Federal  Judges  In  New  York  State  who  were  not  the  first  choice  of  the 
Republican  orKnnlzatlon  there,  to  say  nothing  of  a  Democratic  Judge- 
ship appointment  there  which  lacked  any  Republican  organlsatiop  in- 
dorsement, of  course.  But  President  Coolldge,  also,  bad  nominated  the 
same  Democrat,  and.  to  a  more  restricted  sense,  required  the'polticai 
organizations  to  satisfy  him  of  the  acceptability  of  Judgeship  candidates 
to  the  bench  and  bar. 

The  leaders  of  the  more  regular  Republican  States  have  accepted  the 
new  condition  with  little  or  no  protest,  to  view  of  the  various  evidences 
of  the  President's  desire  to  help  out  the  party  where  It  was  consistent 
with  bis  executive  responsibility  to  do  so. 

00N0BE881ONAL  TABIFF   STRVOOLKS 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  article  from  the  Washington  Poet  of  S°n^' 0«^t«^^ 
20,  1929,  entitled  "  Congress  Struggles  Over  Tariff  Duties  Date 

The  VICE  ipRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  leave  is  granted, 
Tlic  article  Is  as  follows : 

[From  the  Washington  Post.  October  20.  1929] 

CONOBK88    STEl'GOLaS    OVKB    TABIFK    DUTIBS    DATB   BACK    TO    1789— F«8T 

BILL    Dbawn  bt  Madiso.n  and  Hamilton,  Took  Thbeb  Months  to 

ENACT— JACKSON     A     PBOTBCTIONIST— TYLBB     VBTOKD     TWO-AOBICCL- 
TCSB   AND   iNDCBTBt    ALWAYS    IN    OPPOSITION 

By  David  Rankin  Barbee 

Little  did  President  Hoover  dream,  when  he  promised  more  than  12 
months  ago  that  he  would  call  Congress  In  session  for  "  a  limited  revi- 
sion of  the  tariff."  that  a  year  and  probably  longer  would  be  consumed 
to  writing  the  changes  necessary  to  bring  the  Fordney-McC  umber  Act 
uD  to  date  The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  began  hearings  on  Jan- 
uary 7  last  Ten  months  have  passed  and  the  Senate  Is  In  a  muddle  over 
the  bill  as  the  Hnance  Committee  has  recast  it.  The  prospects  are  that 
it  will  not  be  passed  during  this  extra  session,  which  has  been  sitting 
since  early  last  April. 

The  bill  will.  In  all  probability,  be  carried  over  to  the  regular  session, 
which  convenes  December  2.  And  the  Lord  only  knows  how  long  it 
will  be  then  before  a  vote  Is  reached,  before  the  conference  committees 
have  ironed  out  the  differences  between  the  two  Houses  and  before  the 
bill  Is  signed  or  vetoed.  But  this  is  not  the  only  tariff  blU  that  has 
been  a  year  In  the  making.  The  Fordney-McCumber  Act  was  20  months 
in  the  mill. 

It  has  been  140  years  since  James  Madison  Introduced  the  first  tariff 
bill,  and  since  that  epochal  event  there  have  been  many  tariff  bills  to 
occupy  the  time  and  talent  of  Congress  and  of  the  commercial  and  man- 
ufacturing and  political  gentlemen  who  have  more  than  a  passing  inter- 
est in  money  measures.  Some  of  them  brought  the  country  to  the  verge 
of  war ;  one  of  them  did  bring  on  the  War  between  the  States ;  two  or 
three  of  them  wrecked  administrations;  one  made  a  President  of  its 
author  and  another  was  the  occa.slon  of  a  New  Jersey  schoolmaster 
reaching  the  throne.  More  than  one  of  these  bills  has  been  long  months 
in  the  making,  but  only  two  of  them  have  taken  so  long  in  the  making 
as  the  llawley-Smoot  tariff  now  on  the  laps  of  the  gods. 

COMMENT  BT   ANDBBW   JOHNSON 

Andrew  Johnson,  who  helped  frame  one  or  two  tariff  bills  and  who 
signed  one  of  the  most  celebrated  in  one  of  the  most  dramatic  Incl- 
denta  in  the  history  of  tariff  making,  said  that  governments  had  solved 
all  other  questions  but  that  of  finance,  and  that  no  government  had 
ever  learned  how  to  write  a  satisfactory  revenue  bill.  Thomas  Jefferson, 
who  was  the  nearest  thing  to  a  seer  this  country  has  produced,  recog- 
nised this  in  his  memorable  communication  to  Congress  in  December, 
1793,  when  he  urged  upon  Congress  a  policy  of  free  trade  among  all 
nations,  and  with  only  one  nation,  if  but  one  would  enter  into  a  treaty 
to  that  end. 

"  But."  he  concluded.  "  should  any  nation,  contrary  to  our  wishes, 
suppose  It  may  better  find  Its  advantage  by  continuing  Its  system  of 
prohibitions,  duties,  and  regulations,  It  behooves  us  to  protect  our 
citizens,  their  commerce  and  navigation,  by  counter  prohibit  ions,  duties. 
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and  regulations  also.  Free  commerce  and  navigation  are  not  to  be 
given  in  exchange  for  restrictions  and  vexations,  nor  are  they  likely 
to  produce  a  relaxation  of  them." 

The  tariff  history  of  America  shows  how  nearly  right  both  the  great 
Virginian  and  the  great  Tennessean  were.  The  tariff  is  in  national 
politics  and  to  international  politics;  it  is  in  business  and  it  U  in 
finance:  It  Is  In  shipping  and  it  is  in  diplomacy;  it  Is  In  labor  and 
It  Is  to  agriculture.  Even  the  churches  have  taken  notice  of  it,  for 
the  Federal  Council  of  Churches  to  America  has  presumed  on  occasion 
to  determine  a  tariff  policy  for  the  Nation. 

This  is  not  said  to  any  spirit  of  criticism,  but  to  state  a  fact,  illus- 
trating how  elusive,  how  fascinating,  how  elective  and  alluring  the 
tariff  Is.  To  use  a  much-abused  word,  It  Intrigues  the  philosopher  in 
his  library,  the  monk  In  his  cloister,  and  the  legislator  In  his  forum.  No 
wonder  It  raises  more  heat  than  light  in  Congress. 

issue  DATES    BACK    TO    ABEL 

A  rapid  survey  of  the  tariff  history  of  the  country  will  show  that  the 
issue  which  has  been  raised  over  the  Hawley-Smoot  bill  is  not  a  new 
issue.  It  began  with  the  first  tariff  and  has  been  a  problem  and  a 
perplexity  with  every  succeeding  major  tariff  measure.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  began  in  the  dawn  of  history,  when  Cain  killed  his  brother  Abel, 
for  at  bottom  It  is  a  Jealous  competition  between  two  conflicting  elements 
of  our  society — agriculture  and  manufacturing. 

When  Alexander  Hamilton  made  his  famous  response  to  the  resoto- 
tions  of  the  House,  callmg  on  him  for  a  import  "  for  providing  for  the 
national  debt  and  for  sustaining  the  pubUc  credit,"  he  urged  addi- 
Uonal  duties  on  wtoee.  spirits  (including  those  distilled  in  the  United 
Statea),  teas,  and  coffees,  "without  any  possible  disadvantage  to  trade 
or  agriculture." 

This  report  stirred  up  an  animated  debate.  In  fact,  it  was  more 
heat  than  light  that  Congress  got  from  the  discussion,  and  the  op- 
ponents were  the  representatives  of  the  agricultural  Interests.  Said 
the  spokesman  for  this  group,  to  endeavor  to  force,  by  extraordinary 
Government  patronage,  the  growth  of  manufactures  would  be  to  trans- 
fer the  natural  current  of  todustry  from  a  more  to  a  less  beneficial 
channel.  This,  they  said,  would  sacrifice  general  to  particular  In- 
terests It  can  hardly  ever  be  wise,  they  concluded,  for  a  government 
to  try  to  give  direction  to  the  Industry  of  its  citlsens,  the  soundest 
and  simplest  policy  to  almost  every  case  being  to  leave  the  Industry 
to  Itself. 

NOT  DBMOCBATIC   INFANT 

It  Is  a  most  interesting  as  well  as  a  remarkable  fact  that  Madison, 
Jefferson,  and  Andrew  Jackson,  all  three  planters  and  coming  from 
planting  States,  coincided  with  Hamilton's  views  and  were  In  a 
measure  protectlonlsta.  The  separation  of  the  politics  of  the  country 
on  a  tariff  policy  was  a  Uter  development.  Tariff  reform,  so  Inti- 
mately Intwtoed  with  the  name  of  Grover  Cleveland,  another  great 
Democrat,  was  not  originally  a  DemocraUc  infant,  for  Cleveland  got 
his  inspiration  from  the  liberal  Republicans  who  supported  him— Cart 
Schurx,  Godkln,  and  other  tariff  reformers. 

As  everyone  knows,  the  obstrtiction  to  the  immediate  passage  of 
the  Hawley-Smoot  bill  Is  the  age-old  obstacle  to  the  passage  of  every 
tariff  bill— the  contest  between  agriculture  and  manufacture.  Senator 
BoBAH  who  prevailed  upon  Pre^lfl.  ut  Hoover  to  call  the  extra  session 
for  "  a  limited  revision  of  the  tariff,"  tried  to  limit  the  changes  to  the 
agricultural  schedules  alone,  and  was  defeated  by  one  vote.  The 
Senate  opened  the  bill  up  to  wholesale  changes  to  the  Interest  of  all 
classes,  so  that  a  general  Instead  of  a  particular  revision  is  the  result. 
It  Is  limited  in  no  sense. 

And  because  It  Is  general;  because  there  Is  this  irreconcilable  con- 
flict between  the  two  great  classes  of  American  society;  and  because 
of  the  magnitude  of  the  measure  itself,  the  consideration  of  it  has 
consumed  the  time  it  has.  No  one  expecta  either  side  to  yield.  Bach 
side  taunts  the  other  with  delay.  There  is  conflict  of  leadership,  and 
all  that  sort  of  thing.  But  the  cause  is  as  deep-seated  as  human  nature 
itself  Let  us  glance  at  the  history  of  a  few  of  the  memorable  tariff 
battles  to  see  if  this  is  not  so ;  to  learn  how  long  they  were  In  the 
making  and  what  caused  any  delay  In  their  passage;  what  conflicts 
were  aroused,  who  shouldered  arms,  and  who  left  the  most  dead  on  the 
field  of  battle. 

FIB8T    TABIFF    BILL    IN    1789 

The  first  tariff  bill  under  the  Constitution  of  1787  was  Introduced  by 
James  Madison  April  8,  1789.  Prior  to  that  every  State  in  the  Confed- 
eration levied  Us  own  taxes.  Madison's  bill  was  debated  in  theZ-o"- 
mlttee  of  the  Whole  until  May  16.  when  It  was  passed  and  sent  to  the 
Senate.  That  body  took  It  up  May  20  and  postponed  discussion  until 
the  25th.  It  was  then  amended  and  debated  until  June  27,  when  It 
passed.  The  House  refused  to  accept  the  amendmenta  tacked  on  by 
the  Senate  and  the  bill  went  to  conference.  A  few  changes  were  made 
and  the  House  then  accepted  the  bill.  It  was  signed  on  July  4.  There 
were  but  15  States  to  the  Union  at  that  time :  the  membership  of  both 
Houses  of  Congress  wns  small,  and  yet  this  bill  took  three  ^ov^^"^ 
orepare.  It  was  a  small  bill,  with  very  few  Hems,  as  we  »h*"  »««•  "^ 
yetTh^t  Congress  was  unable  to  put  It  through  in  a  ^^"^7^^^?^^^ 
Madison  and  Alexander  HamUton  steering  it     Ita  course  through  Con- 
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gttnu  b«f  been  th«  tf«Ht  that  tU  robw^inent  Wll«  bave  taken.     Let  at 
follow  it  throoRh  tbe  debatee. 

Madl»on»  bill  lerled  certain  dutlee  on  gooda,  waree,  and  merebandls^ 
•nd  on  the  tonnage  bringing  them  Into  the  country.  Tbe  Item,  taxed 
were  mm  and  all  ■plrttuoua  llquora,  molaase*.  Madeira  and  all  other 
wines  common  bohea  and  all  other  teaa,  pepper,  brown,  loaf,  and  all 
other 'rogars.  cocoa,  and  coffee.  No  rntea  were  apedfled,  bat  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  Inaerted  them  by  amendment. 
The  blBtorian  of  tbe  tariff  says: 

"  The  debates  In  the  Houae  on  this  MU  brought  out  falriy  well  erery 
argument  alnce  nted.  except  '  the  want  of  power  in  the  Federal  GoTem- 
ment  to  lay  duties  for  protection.'  *• 

Senator  Maclay.  of  Pennsylvania,  wrote  the  only  account  we  have  ot 
the  debates  In  the  Senate.  Taking  note  of  the  critldsm  over  the  delay 
In  the  passage  of  the  bill,  he  wrote  In  his  Journal:  "The  Idea  »""  8"* 
abroad  that  the  mercanttle  Interest  has  been  excited  to  delay  this  blU. 
The  merchants  have  undoubtedly  regulated  the  prices  of  their  goods 
agreeably  to  the  proposed  duties,  so  that  the  consumers  of  dutled  arti- 
cles really  pay  the  whole  impost,  and  whatever  the  propowsd  duties 
exceed  the  State  duties  now  Is  clear  gain  to  the  merchant  Some  of 
them.  Indeed,  dispute  the  payment  of  the  State  Impost." 

BBNATB   MAKBS  CBANGBS 


OCTOBEB  22 


Una  stlmutoted  the  growth  of  domestle  manufacturers;  so  when  Con- 
grcM  met  in  December.  1815,  it  received  many  petitions  from  manufae- 
tuiers  asking  for  a  protective  tariff,  those  from  tbe  cotton  manufacturer 
attracting  the  mort  attention.  These  manufacturers  representod  that 
gave  employment  to  100.000  persons  and  produced  annually  gooda 

led  at  $24,000,000. 

..  J.  Dallas,  of  Pennsylvania,  was  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  In 

It  capacity  he  made  an  eUborate  report  to  Congress,  recommending 
repeal  of  a  number  of  tariff  bills,  the  reduction  of  the  direct  Ux 
1  16.000,000  to  13,000,000  annually,  and  the  discontinuance  of  the 
„-  on  distilled  spirits  after  June  30,  1816.  He  followed  this  with 
anither  report,  February  IS.  1816,  which  surveyed  the  whole  tariff 
sltLitlon  and  recommended  that  a  new  general  tariff  bUl  be  written,  to 
provide  a  revenue  of  $24,000,000  to  meet  estimated  Government  expenses. 

this  la  the  first  Instance  of  a  Secretary  taking  the  lead  In  the  fram- 
ing of  a  tariff  bill,  and  it  is  also  the  first  Instance  of  tariff  reform  pro- 
posed In  our  legislative  history.  The  Dallas  tariff  went  through  speed- 
llyl  being  opposed  by  New  England,  led  by  Webster,  and  by  John  Ran- 
doph  of  Roanoke.  Calhoun  and  CUy  led  the  fight  for  the  bill.  The 
dl  islon  In  the  several  sections,  as  recorded  in  the  House  votes,  shows 
how  sentiment  was  then  banning  to  shape  up  on  a  definite  tariff  policy. 
It  was:  * 


In  his  quaint  phrase  Maclay  tells  hew  the  bill  was  being  changed  In 
the  Senate  and  this  depicts  the  story  of  every  subsequent  tariff  bill. 
'•  We  sat  on  the  impost  blU."  he  wrote  on  Msy  26.  "  and  debated  long  on 
the  style  of  the  enacting  clause.  It  was  an  old  friend,  and  the  same 
arguments  were  used  which  had  formerly  been  advanced ;  but  the  style 
of  the  law.  which  had  already  passed,  was  adopted.  Now  came  the  first 
duty  of  12  cents  on  Jamaica  proof.  We  debated  until  a  quarter  past  3; 
and  It  was  reduced  to  8.  Adjourned.  1  fear  that  our  impost  bill  will 
be  rendered  in  a  great  measure  unproductive.  This  business  is  the  work 
of  New  England  men.  They  want  the  article  of  molasses  quite  struck 
out.  or  at  least  greatly  reduced :  or,  to  place  it  in  a  different  point  of 
view,  almost  every  point  of  view,  almost  every  part  vrill  be  proscribed 
either  by  one  or  other  of  those  who  choose  to  be  our  opponents,  for 
every   conspirator  must  be  Indulged   in   the  sacrifice  of  his   particular 

enemy." 

As  the  debate  wore  on,  light  grew  darker  and  heat  flamed  higher. 
This  is  characteristic  of  every  tariff  debate.  On  June  9,  Maclay  wrote 
that  the  discussion  was  being  conducted  "with  less  order,  lesH  sense, 
and  less  decency,  too,  than  any  question  I  have  ever  yet  heard  debated 
Id  the  Senate."  On  June  11  there  was  a  lengthy  debate  on  drawbacks, 
•nd  '  Butler,  of  South  Carolina,  flamed  away,  and  threatened  dissolu- 
tion of  the  UalOB  with  regard  to  his  State,  as  sure  as  God  was  in  the 
firmament.  •  •  •  His  State  would  live  free  or  die  glorious."  Here 
was  the  South  Carolina  tariff  doctrine  showing  Ito  head  on  the  first 
tariff  blU.    aecosaion  and  nullification  were  not  bom  overnight. 

BBLO  XATSS  TOO  LOW 

When  the  debate  had  ended  and  be  had  bad  time  to  make  an  assess- 
ment of  its  provisions,  Maclay  tumsd  the  light  on  In  these  words: 
-Tbe  Senators  from  New  Jersey.  Pennsylvania,  DeUwsre,  and  Mary- 
land—the mannfactnrlnc  Statsa— In  their  every  act  seemed  desiroos  of 
making  tbe  Impost  productive,  both  as  to  revenue  and  effective  for  the 
•ncouragement  of  manufactures;  and  seemed  to  consider  the  whole 
of  the  imposts — salt  excepted — much  too  low.  Articles  of  luxury  many 
of  them  would  have  raised  one-half.  But  the  Members  from  the  North 
and.  still  more  partlcuUrly,  from  the  South,  were  ever  lo  a  flame  when 
any  articles  were  brought  forward  that  were  In  any  cooslderible  use 
among  them." 

This  ootliiM  shows  th«  divldlog  line  that  has  to  this  day  demarcated 
the  sections  on  the  taritf.  New  England,  manufacturing  rum.  which 
cam*  In  competition  with  Jamaica  rum.  asked  for  free  molasses  and  for 
an  Impost  on  Jamaica;  South  Carolina,  an  agricultural  State,  opposed 
Imposts  on  articles  ah«  used ;  and  tbe  mannfacturlog  States  wished  the 
Imposts  effective  both  for  revenue  and  for  tbe  npbnlldlnff  of  industry. 
It  was  some  years  twfore  New  England  becsm«  a  manufacturtBg  region, 
and  she  wss,  until  that  time  came,  opposed  to  protection,  because  tt 
Injured  her  shipping  snd  b<>r  flsblng.  which  could  cot  be  carried  on  wltb- 
oot  mm.  The  poor,  wh'.ch  tbe  Lord  said  we  have  with  us  always,  found 
friends  la  the  opponmU  ot  this  Mil.  for,  K  wss  serioosly  argued,  tbe 
impost  OS  SMlasses  w<nild  aiaks  then  sttffer  because  It  wss  an  iUia  ot 
their  ofdfMUr  <*««•  Madtsoa  wrots  JeCersoa  that  tbto  annmunt  was 
cmiaCOMtf  by  aDotbrr,  that  "the  poor  who  eomriiflM  motosses  woaM 
sacape  th«  hartfea  falllag  on  the  poor  who  conoaaie  socar/' 

This  rs^lTM  •■  laterpreutloo,    Tbooo  simple  days  were  the  days  of 
the  "  Ion*  swastestaf  "  sad  tho  "  short  •wsetaaiac"  whoa  tsa  and  eoffes 
was  mtaO*  fimtMkU  oHhor  with  sngsr  or  aolaMMi.    If  fon  werv  amM- 
aa4  had  aoctaj  as^rstlons.  yo«  wwd  sugar;  M  r<m  were  ••If' 
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The  bill  passed  the  Senate— 25  yeas  to  7  nays. 

PEOTSCTION   DBTIXITE  POLICY 

Protection  was  now  a  definite  policy  of  one  political  faction  and  was 
8<on  to  divide  the  country  and  produce  the  first  great  sectional  con- 
vulsion. An  effort  was  made  at  the  sesulon  of  1819-20  to  pass  a  pro- 
t^lve  tariff  bill.  The  House — 88  to  71— put  it  through,  but  the  8en- 
—22    to   21 killed   it  on   a   motion    to   pontpone   action   until   next 

_jlon. 

President  Monroe,  wedded  to  the  idea  of  protection,  twice  recom- 
niended  in  his  annual  mewiages  a  review  of  the  tariff  for  making  It 
more  protective,  snd  a  bill  to  carry  this  into  effect  was  Introduced  in 
tlie  House  early  In  January,  1824.  debated  more  than  two  months,  and 

piigge<] 107  to  102.     Tbe  Senate  consumed  some  months  in  its  conslder- 

a  ;lon.  variously  amended  it.  and  after  a  conference  had  ironed  out  the 
dfferences  it  was  passed— 26  to  22.  Webster  led  an  impressive  fight 
o  1  the  bill  and  Clay  sponsored  it.  Andrew  Jackson  voted  for  It.  Penn- 
srlvanla  and  the  South  were  again  at  logKerhoads.  The  vote  on  this 
b  11,  because  It  Immediately  preceded  the  "  tariff  of  abominations  "  which 
0  »nvul»ed  the  Nation,  is  not  without  interest : 
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raoTsmini  tasift  abkwd 
Between  tho  Madison  Uriff  and  IS  10  Congress  passed  a  nomber  of 
tartf  bills,  Done  of  which  created  any  disturbance  because  of  tbe  War 
of  1812.  To  show  bow  well  controlled  Congress  was,  s  bill  wss  passed 
July  1.  1812.  Imposing  double  duties  on  Imports,  and  another  on  July 
29,  1813,  imposing  a  duty  on  iaiported  salt.    The  seeood  war  with  Eng- 


Mo  Mil  ever  passed  t'oogress  with  soch  a  rUmm  nargla  as  this  otia, 
llles  Beglster  espialos  ttu-  line  up  ta  tl»«s«  words:  'Tlie  navlgs'tng  and 
IshlBg  tHitOm  cpp04Ml  tb«  Mil  bt-^aus*  of  an  spprvbmstwn  tbat  it  would 
ajare  eommerei- ;  the  grato-growing  Mtste*  sopported  It  becaase  of  a 
belief  that  Its  passage  woald  heneAt  sgricul)ure,  snd  tU«  plant  log  Statsa 
ia1t«d  with  tbe  navtgstiog  sgsiust  tbe  MU  On  tlu'  resM/u  tttst  it  would 
M  InjurUMM  to  acHcaitare." 

JACKSON  A  psoramowisT 

Jackson's  support  of  this  so-called  tariff  of  woolens  deflnltelj 
placed  him  in  the  rsnk  of  the  protectionists,  but  there  Is  s  reas<^'nsbl« 
(round  for  the  suspicion  that  he  voted  for  the  bill  with  an  eye  on  tba 
Presidency.    As  an  evidence  that  be  was  not  above  suspicion,  tbe  Legis- 
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lature  of  Indiana,  favorable  to  his  candidacy,  felt  ImpeUed  to  pledge 
him.  so  in  January,  1828.  a  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  senate  of  that 
body  "  inviting  him  [General  JacksonJ  to  sUte  expUcltly  whether  he 
favors  that  construction  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  SUtes  which 
authorizes  Congress  to  appropriate  money  for  the  purpose  of  making 
Internal  Improvements  in  the  several  States,  and  whether  he  is  in  favor 
of  such  a  system  of  protective  duties  for  the  benefit  of  American  manu- 
facturers as  will,  in  all  cases  where  the  raw  material  and  the  ability  to 
manufacture  exists  In  our  country,  secure  the  patronage  of  our  own 
manufactures  to  the  exclusion  of  those  of  foreign  countries ;  and 
whether.  If  elected  President  of  the  United  States,  he  will  In  his  public 
capacity  recommend,  foster,  and  support  the  American  system." 

Jackson  replied,  pointing  to  his  vote  on  the  "  tariff  on  woolens  "  and 
to  a  letter  he  had  written  to  a  Doctor  Coleman,  of  North  Carolina,  the 
preceding  year,  a  letter  that  somehow  got  Into  the  public  press  and  was 
never  repudiated.  In  the  letter  to  Doctor  Coleman,  "  Old  Hickory  "  said 
we  were  producing  too  much  of  farm  products,  more  than  we  could  con- 
sume. "  Draw  from  agriculture  this  superabundant  labor,"  said  he ; 
•*  employ  it  In  merchanlsm  and  manufactures,  thereby  creating  a  home 
market  for  your  breadstuffs  and  distributing  labor  to  the  most  profitable 
account,  and  benefits  to  the  country  will  result." 

Not  even  Senator  SHOBTRinoa,  of  California,  could  put  the  case  more 
succinctly.  No  wonder  "  Old  Hickory  "  was  under  suspicion  In  the  plant- 
ing States.  Can  we  not  all  see  him  press  a  little  hard.-r  with  his  quill 
pen  as  be  wrote  this  sentence:  "It  Is  time  we  should  become  a  little 
more  Americanised  [he  underscored  that  word]  ;  instead  of  feeding  the 
paupers  and  laborers  of  England,  feed  our  own,  or  else  In  a  short  time, 
by  contiuuing  our  present  policy,  we  shall  be  rendered  paupers  our- 
selves."    Did  this  not  forecast  the  "  tariff  of  abominations  "  7 

KILLBD   OFF   CALHOUN 

If  that  tariff  made  a  President,  the  next  one  killed  off  a  promising 
candidate — John  C.  Calhoun.  It  also  marked  the  first  definite  entry 
of  the  manufacturing  Interests  of  the  country  into  a  tariff  fight  as  an 
organized  body,  and  it  began  the  Pennsylvania  plan,  which  has  continued 
to  this  day.  Mr.  Mallary,  of  Vermont,  chairman  of  the  House  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures,  on  January  10,  1827,  brought  in  a  general  tariff 
bill  and  after  a  lengthy  and  animated  debate  it  was  rushed  through. 
106  to  95,  the  House  dividing  again  geographically  rather  than  partisan. 
There  was  little  time  for  the  Senate  to  act  on  the  bill,  so  Martin  Van 
Buren,  with  his  eye  on  the  White  House,  jockeyed  the  bill  Into  a  vote 
for  postponement,  which,  being  a  tie,  compelled  Calhoun,  the  Vice  I»re8l- 
dent,  to  cast  the  deciding  vote.  He  voted  with  the  planting  States,  and 
aroused  the  enmity  of  every  protectionist  and  manufacturer  in  the  coun- 
try. These  gentlemen  now  formally  organized  the  Pennslvanla  Society 
for  the  Promotion  of  Manufactures  and  the  Mechanics  Arts  on  May  14, 
1827,  and  called  a  national  convenllon  to  meet  at  Harrisburg  on  July 
80  of  that  year,  "  to  deliberate  what  measures  are  proper  to  be  taken 
in  the  present  posture  of  affairs."  A  committe  broadcast  an  address 
to  the  country. 

Ninety-five  delegates  attended  the  convention  from  these  States :  New 
HampMhire.  Vermont,  Massachusetts.  Rhode  Island.  Connecticut,  New 
York.  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  Ken- 
tucky, and  Ohio.  Every  section  of  tbe  country  except  the  deep  South 
or  the  planting  States  was  represented.  One  can  not  understand  the 
nullification  controversy  without  a  glauce  at  this  history. 

A  memorial  to  Congress  asking  a  (sriff  on  wool  and  on  the  different 
kinds  and  qualities  of  woolen  manufactures  and  an  Increase  on  duties 
on  other  manufactured  articles  was  prepared;  as  well  as  an  address  to 
the  people  of  tbe  United  States  and  another  to  manufacturing  Indus- 
trlas  of  the  country.     Everything  open  and  above  board. 

MOST  XIMABKABLC  TABirr  BIIX 

When  Congress  met  that  December  the  making  of  the  most  memorable 
tariff  bill  in  our  blstory  was  the  sole  topic  of  discussion.  For  the  first 
time  a  committee  began  to  take  testimony.  Thus  was  initiated  the 
policy  that  exists  to  this  good  day.  It  took  the  committee  on  manu- 
factures exactly  one  month  to  conduct  its  bearings,  wbich  began  eariy 
In  January.  Debate  oo  the  bill  commenced  March  8  and  continued  unMl 
April  22.  The  Mil  had  been  ordered  to  a  third  reading  on  April  16, 
by  a  V  of  109  to  91.  but  on  tbat  day  John  Randolph  made  a  leagthy 
and  spirited  attack  upon  It.  scattering  his  thunderbolts  in  sll  directions. 
Another  debate  ensued  oa  the  au'rits  of  tbe  Mil  and  on  tbe  geaeral  qu«B- 
tUm  ot  protoetUm.  the  bill  flaaliy  passlag.  101  to  96,  with  16  aicaibers 
absent. 

Tb«  spirit  of  th«  flerc*  opposltloa  Is  tbtmn  by  tbe  efforts  to  aoMad  tho 
eaptlofi  of  the  Mil.  It  was  catltlod  "Aa  act  In  alteration  ot  the  sevaral 
acta  laipostac  dotlea  on  importo."  Mr  Wlldc,  of  OeorgU.  the  poet, 
BK»ved  Vt  amend  it  by  adding  "and  for  the  caeoarageaMmt  of  deacstic 
auaafitctares." 

kaodolph  flared  oat.  "  iaslstlaff  that  domestic  BMsafkctaras  wert 
those  carried  oa  ta  the  faniUea  of  the  farmers  in  the  aiakUif  of  what 
used  to  be  called  Virginia  cloth."  Said  he :  "  The  gentleman  from 
Georgia  should  call  It  a  bill  to  rob  and  plunder  nearly  ooe-balf  of  the 
Union  to  fill  the  pockets  of  the  other  halL" 


To  this  Mr.  Hodges,  of  Massachusetts,  agreed,  but  offered  his  own 
amendment  to  add  to  it  "  and  to  transfer  tbe  capital  and  Industry  ot 
the  New  England  States  to  other  States  in  the  Union." 

In  the  Senate  Webster,  now  a  convert  to  protection,  supported  tbe 
bill,  "  declaring  New  England  was  now  for  protection."  After  a  debate 
lasting  three  weeks,  and  adding  only  13  amendments,  the  bill  passed, 
26  to  21 ;  was  accepted  by  tbe  House  two  days  later ;  and  on  May  19 
John  Quincy  Adams  signed  it.     Then  the  fun  began. 

BBODGHT  ABOUT  NDLLIFICATIOM 

Hardly  is  It  necessary  to  recount  the  history  of  the  nullification  con- 
troversy. Even  yet  the  historians  differ  on  the  facts  and  on  the  phi- 
losophy of  that  unamiable  controversy.  By  formal  act  the  people  of 
South  Carolina  In  convention  nullified  the  tariff,  but  only  after  a  ter- 
rific controversy  before  the  people.  At  a  mass  meeting  at  Columbia 
the  president  of  the  University  of  South  Carolina,  Dr.  Thomas  Cooper, 
who  had  been  a  judge  in  Pennsylvania,  and  whom  John  Adams  had 
placed  in  jail  for  criticising  him,  made  a  speech  that  first  formally 
enunciated  the  doctrine  that  protection  was  unconstitutional,  and  in 
which  he  used  this  memorable  phrase :  "  It  Is  time  for  tbe  South  to 
calculate  the  value  of  the  Union."  This  Is  the  first  time  that  secession 
was  proclaimed  in  the  South,  and  by  an  alien  at  that  and  an  infidel. 

We  all  know  that  Virginia  Interceded  both  with  South  Carolina  and 
wlta  the  administration,  and  that  Jackson  urged  the  Congress  to  revise 
the  offensive  "  tariff  abominations."  He  wished  to  avert  civil  war,  and 
so  did  Virginia  and  so  did  South  Carolina,  for  it  Is  often  overlooked  that 
17,000  voters  opposed  nullification  in  the  Palmetto  State;  that  Charles- 
ton and  the  western  counties  stood  by  Old  Hickory. 

CLAT'S   FIRST  COMPROMIBB 

Clay  took  this  occasion  to  rush  through  his  first  celebrated  compro- 
mise, and  so  befuddled  was  the  state  of  mind,  so  at  crlss  crosses  all  the 
popular  thought,  that  he  actually  began  to  modify  the  tariff  by  a  bill 
Introduced  In  the  Senate,  when  the  Constitution  says  that  money  bills 
shall  originate  In  the  House.  The  tariff  bill  was  hurried  through  both 
branches  of  Congress,  Jackson's  plea  for  more  power  to  put  down  rebel- 
lion In  South  Carolina  and  to  enforce  the  collection  of  the  revenue  was 
delayed  until  the  controversy  was  over  and  South  Carolina  had  rescinded 
her  nullification  act  through  the  same  formal  process  by  which  It  had 
been  passed.  In  about  three  weeks  tbe  whole  incident  seemed  to  be 
over. 

It,  however,  raised  a  wind  that,  like  the  terrible  hurricane,  gathered 
force  as  It  blew  until  it  tq)ent  Itself  at  Appomattox.  Webster  and  Ben- 
ton fought  the  measure,  but  to  no  end.  Clay  and  Calhoun  for  once 
were  together. 

In  the  next  tariff  controversy  we  have  the  first  of  our  presidential 
t>attle8  with  that  problem,  for  John  Tyler  and  Congress  got  at  logger- 
heads and  he  vetoed  two  tariff  bills,  because  "  they  did  not  suspend  tbe 
distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  tbe  sales  of  the  public  lands  among  tbe 
several  States  of  the  Union." 

The  first  of  these  bills  was  written  in  compliance  with  a  political 
pledge  for  a  general  revision,  a  pledge  that  bad  helped  tbe  Whigs  win 
their  great  battle.  Tbe  House  Committee  on  Manufactures  began  work 
on  this  bin  on  December  1.  1841.  but  bad  so  much  trouble  getting  Infor- 
mation that  it  was  not  until  some  time  in  March  of  tbe  next  year  that 
the  bill  came  out  of  committee.  While  tbe  House  was  debating  it, 
Chairman  Fillmore,  of  tbe  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  Uld  before  tba 
House  a  report  from  tbe  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  asking  tbat  a  bill 
of  a  general  revenue  character  be  passed. 

First  tbe  House  passed  and  tbe  Senate  concurred  in  a  bill  to  extend 
the  Clay  compromise  act  until  August  1,  but  Tyler  vetoed  that,  and  tbe 
etloTt  to  pass  it  over  bis  veto  failed.  On  July  6,  tbe  House  then  took 
up  the  general  Urtff  bill,  and  passed  it  on  tbe  16th,  and  on  August  0 
the  Senate  passed  it,  whicb  was  pretty  speedy  work.  It  should  be 
remembered,  however,  that  Tyler  bad  Incensed  the  Whigs  to  no  end. 

ALao  BBLpao  ax  ttlbb 

Tyler  vetoed  this  bill  also,  and  wrote  a  aharp  letter  to  Congreas  which 
catised  that  honorable  body  to  pass  a  n-solntlon  of  censure  ou  him,  which 
still  stands  on  the  books.  No  olher  President  was  ever  so  trested  over 
a  tariff  Mil,  but  years  later  another  sras  to  get  into  a  furious  controversy 
with  the  Neeate  over  a  tariff  MIL  It  was  aow  near  the  end  of  August, 
Congress  bsd  tor  aiao  months  been  eoaslderlaf  the  tariff  Mil  snd  cuosiag 
John  Tyler,  and  tho  pay  checks  were  befog  eodaagered  tor  Uck  of  funds 
la  tha  Treasury.  So  la  the  last  two  weeks  of  that  month  Congrtm 
paased  tho  tariff  Mil  In  eoaformlty  with  TyWs  desires  sad  he  slgaed 
It  OB  Aogwt  90,  This  was  tha  loagMrt  sesoloa  lo  our  biotory  devoted 
to  a  Uriff  Mil  oatll  the  pmeat  extra  aesstoa. 

The  next  laiporttat  torlff  MU  is  fcaowa  to  history  m»  the  Walher 
Uriff  and  la  the  oaly  oao  that  hears  tho  aaaw  of  a  mum  aot  a  Member 
ot  Comgrem.  It  caaM  darla*  P<4k's  adflUntstrBtloa,  aad  was  biaed  apoa 
a  report  aude  to  Coogrem  by  Robert  1.  Walker,  SecreUry  of  tbe 
Treasury,  a  Penasylvaala  aae  who  had  boea  a  Senator  from  Miwrtss^vl 
and  was  later  to  becoBM  a  Territorial  governor  of  "  Bleeding  "  Kaasaa. 
Mr.  Walker  was  a  low-tariff  man.  and  so  was  tbe  President,  The  lattar 
attacked  tha  protcetlrs  prladple  ia  hla  Biesaage  in  IMS,  and  U  was  ii»- 
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.ecMately  foHowed  by  Walker's  report,  which  was  the  basis  on  which  the 
Conunlttee  ou  Way.  and  Means  now  for  the  first  time  began  to  write  a 
blU  From  December  cntU  April  14  the  committee  and  Mr.  Walker 
■troggled  wltH  the  WU.  wLlch  was  debated  antU  July  2.  when  it  paa«d. 
114  to  97  The  Senate  laid  It  aside  for  three  weeks,  and  as  that  body 
was  known  to  be  evenly  divided  on  the  measure  it  waa  feared  that  it 
would  not  pass.  However,  with  little  debate  and  no  amendments.  It  was 
taken  up  on  July  28  and  passed,  28  to  27. 

HORKILL    BILL    BASILT    PAS8»D 

For  the  next  few  years  the  mind  of  the  country  was  on  war  and  not 
even  the  MorrlU  tariffs  of  the  war  period  have  much  Interest  for  stu- 
dents As  soon  as  the  Southern  States  seceded  that  gave  the  Republi- 
cans control  of  both  Houses  of  Congrew,  and  they  pat  their  bills 
through  without  much  trouble.  Revenue  wns  badly  needed  and  no  one 
took  a  lantern  with  him  when  looking  over  a  tariff  bill.  Th«ie  were 
some  interesting  featnres  of  these  bills.  If  not  much  delay  in  their  pas- 
sage That  of  1863  provided  for  the  appointment  of  three  commission- 
ers to  consider  the  whole  revenue  situation,  to  revise  the  tax  system,  and 
to  propose  laws  for  unifying  the  same.  That  such  a  biU  should  have 
come  out  of  the  hopper  in  war  times  shows  that  the  statesmen  in  Con- 
gress had  other  thoughts  besides  the  main  thought  of  winning  the  war. 
Nothing  ever  came  of  this  proposal  to  make  a  sclentlflc  tariff  and  take 

It  out  of  politics.  ^  «  ^.„ 

The  Morrtll  tariff  of  1866  was  mshed  through  the  House  after  a  3-dny 
debate  being  passed  on  July  10,  97  to  52.  The  Senate,  by  a  vote  of  27 
to  17  instructed  the  Finance  Committee  to  pigeonhole  it  until  next 
session  when  it  was  taken  up  at  the  beginning  of  the  session,  debated 
at  gieat  length,  and  passed  at  midnight  February  1,  1867.  The  House 
refused  to  concur  In  th*  Senate  amendments  and  the  bill  was  lost.  This 
IB  the  only  inatance  In  which  a  bUl  has  met  this  fate  in  this  manner. 

Always  from  the  beginning  the  wool  people  have  been  the  most  in- 
sistent for  protection  for  their  Industry,  and  this  has  made  the  rather 
celebrated  wool  and  woolens  act  of  1867  dramatic  with  Interest,  and 
placed  It  In  the  hall  of  tariff  fame  alongside  of  the  "  tariff  of  abomina- 
tions "  and  Clay's  compromise  act  of  1832. 

Judge  Bingham,  of  Ohio,  brought  In  a  blU  July  23.  1866,  to  provide 
increased  revenue  from  Imported  wool,  and  for  other  purposes.  The 
secretary  and  leglslaUve  agent  of  the  Wool  Manufacturers'  Aaaoclation 
examining  the  blU  found  out  that  It  "  threatened  no  little  Injury  to  our 
interesta."  and  so  notified  hla  people.  Judge  Bingham,  on  an  appeal 
being  made  to  him,  agreed  to  restore  the  rate  in  the  Morrtll  bill,  and 
the  House  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  without  taking  a  record  vote, 
passed  It.  The  next  day.  July  28,  being  the  last  legislative  day,  the  MU 
waa  roahed  to  the  Senate,  and  that  body  refused  to  consider  it. 
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Fessenden.  of  Maine,  was  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and 
he  opposed  the  bill.  At  the  short  session  the  bill  was  taken  up  by  the 
Finance  Committee  and  reported  out  on  March  1,  variously  amended. 
Brery  protected  Interest  in  the  country  fought  the  Mil,  and  Senator 
CatteU  Pennsylvania,  offered  an  amendment  which  opened  up  the  ques- 
tion of  general  tariff  revision.  This  meant  the  defeat  of  the  bill.  The 
wool  people  were  bleating  like  a  flock  of  sheep  surrounded  by  one  lone 
wolf  There  was  tremendous  excitement  on  the  Hill  and  throoghout  the 
country.  Finally,  before  a  crowded  Senate,  with  the  Capitol  flUed  with 
tailors  and  toUers,  the  CatteU  amendment  came  to  a  vote.  The  Demo- 
crats saved  the  day  for  the  wool  men  that  time,  for,  led  by  Beverdy 
Johpson.  of  Maryland,  they  Joined  with  the  western  antltarlff  men  in 
defeating  the  amendment.  Then  on  the  very  last  legislative  day  the  bUl 
passed— 31  to  12. 

That  day  a  tailor  sat  In  the  President's  room  of  the  Senate  sur- 
roanded  by  his  Cabinet,  leisurely  looking  over  the  bins  that  he  must 
sign  or  veto.  It  was  noticed  that  he  took  the  tariff  Mil  and  laid  It 
aside  and  went  ahead  signing  the  other  bills.  The  taUors  who  had  been 
applauding  in  the  gallery  an  hoor  or  two  before  heard  that  their  bill 
kad  been  cast  aside.  They  rushed  across  the  corridor  of  the  Hoase  wing 
in  minus  nothing  and  got  boW  of  Judge  Bingham.  They  were  so  out  of 
breath.  It  is  said,  they  could  not  speak.  But  be  read  their  minds  and 
at  1  minute  before  12  o'clock  he  stood  In  the  presence  of  the  man  he 
was  even  then  getting  ready  to  crucify  and.  with  beads  of  sweat  rolling 
down  his  cheeks,  he  asked  Andrew  Johnson  to  sign  bis  bUl.  With  an 
Mir  that  said.  •*  I  wss  Just  getting  ready  to  do  that,"  Andrew  Johnson 
took  up  his  quill  pen  and  made  hiatory.  That  was  the  narrowest  squeak 
a  tariff  UU  ever  goC 

FiasT  TABtvr  coMmssioif 
For  the  next  16  years  tariff  hills  were  Infrequently  and  trainteresting 
afftdrs.     That  of  1882  was  memorable  only  In  that  it  created  the  Tariff 
Commission,  and  President  Arthur  could  get  no  tariff  reformer  or  man  of 
prominence  to  serve  on  the  commission.    Then  came  Orover  Cleveland. 

Tariff  reform  centers  around  the  name  of  the  great  Democratic  Presi- 
deat.  When  he  first  became  President  he  had  never  read  a  book  on  the 
tariff  and  he  didn't  know  the  difference  between  a  tariff  rate  and  a 
^ass  of  beer.  Hot  under  the  guidance  of  Carl  Schurs,  who  gave  him 
the  books  to  read,  he  took  np  seriously  the  study  of  that  question  and 
became  the  most  iUnstrious  tariff  reformer  In  oar  hlstorj. 
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The  first  of  the  Cleveland  bills,  known  as  the  Mills  bill,  came  In  1887. 
Roger  Q.  Mills,  of  Texas,  was  chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
m  ittee  TheoretlcaUy  he  was  a  free  trader.  As  he  years  later  told  the 
8«nate  he  sat  down  in  his  study  in  Texas  and  for  six  months  worked 
oit  the  detaUs  of  the  bill  which  bore  his  name,  only  to  find  out  when 
h'  got  before  the  i-ominittee  he  knew  little  about  the  technical  side  of 
naking  rates.  This  is  the  first  instance  In  our  history  of  one  man 
attempting  to  write  a  tariff  bill.  Not  even  HamUton  or  Madison  would 
undertake  that  when  the  country  was  young. 

OKI  HUNDRBD  AND  nFTT-OSB  SPBECHES  WEBB  MADll 
General  debate  on  the  blU  began  April  17,  1888,  with  Springer,  of 
lilinoia.  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  On  July  19  It  was 
aver,  151  speeches  having  been  made,  consuming  111  hours  and  54  min- 
utes. The  bUl  then  passed,  162  to  114,  only  four  Democrats,  including 
i  amuel  J.  EandaU,  of  Pennsylvania,  opposing  It.  The  Republicans  con- 
t  rolled  the  Senate,  so  they  made  a  farce  out  of  the  bill.  The  Finance 
Committee  considered  It  from  July  21  until  October  3,  when  it  came  out 
ulth  three  reports,  one  by  Aldrich.  the  chairman,  one  by  Beck,  of  Ken- 
tucky, and  a  third  by  the  other  Democratic  members.  For  two  weeks 
was  debated,  and  then  on  October  20  Congress  adjourned  without 
taking  a  vote.  At  the  short  session  the  bill  was  taken  up  December  5 
I  nd  discussed  until  January  22,  1889,  when  it  was  passed  by  a  vote  of 
:  2  to  30.  The  House  took  the  position  that  it  was  a  brand  new  biU 
1  nd  they  refused  even  to  consider  it.  So  this,  the  longest  of  the  tariff 
lesslons,  thus  came  to  an  end. 

At  the  next  turn  of  the  wheel  the  Republicans  were  In  control  of 
<very  department  of  the  Government,  and  in  this  situation  came  the 
rIcKinley  bill.  Even  with  Tom  Reed  as  Speaker  and  with  the  ablest 
Vays  and  Means  Committee  that  ever  sat  in  the  House,  the  bill  waa 
rom  December  9  until  October  1  In  the  making.  It  carried  496  ameiid- 
nents,  the  House  accepting  272.  compromising  on  173,  and  the  Senate 
■eceding  from  51. 

There  are  few  tariff  bills  that  have  made  as  much  history  ns  the 
ill-fated  WUson  bill  of  1894.  That  was  the  bill  that  wrecked  the 
Oemocratlc  Party,  because  the  Senate  Insurgents,  le<l  by  Gorman,  of 
Maryland,  and  Brice.  of  Ohio,  rewrote  the  bill  in  conformity  with  their 
Bwn  ideas  of  protection  and  to  meet  the  wishes  of  certain  Democratic 
Senators  who  were  out  and  out  protectionists.  Cleveland  refused  to 
dgn  It,  and  In  two  letters,  one  to  William  L.  Wilson  and  the  other  to  . 
aeneral  CatchinRS.  of  Mississippi,  blistered  the  Insurgents.  They  replied 
with  their  shlllalahs  and  a  merry  fuss  resulted. 

CALLCD  COWAKDLT   St'RRSNDBB 

Chairman  Wilson  began  public  hearings  on  the  bill  August  23,  1893. 
and  closed  them  September  20.  amid  the  Jeers  of  the  Republicans,  lie 
vrrote  an  elaborate  report  to  accompany  the  bill,  and  Henry  Watterson 
denounced  It  as  a  cowardly  surrender  to  protection.  On  January  5 
general  distussion  began  and  ended  five  days  later.  Republicans  broke 
a  quorum  and  the  bill  could  not  come  to  a  vote.  Speaker  Crisp 
refused  to  follow  Tom  Reed's  precedent  and  count  a  quorum.  Finally 
it  was  decided  to  take  a  vote  on  February  1,  and  after  a  memomble 
debate  between  Crisp  and  Reed  the  bill  passed,  204  to  140.  It  was  a 
day  of  great  excitement.  People  had  come  long  ways  to  hear  the 
debate.  And  when  the  vote  was  counted,  excited  Democrats  s<'lxed 
Chairman  Wilson,  raised  him  to  their  shoulders  and  began  a  parade 
that  was  the  first  and  only  tariff  parade  In  the  Recohd. 

The  bill  was  considered  seven  weeks  by  the  Finance  Committee  of 
the  Senate  and  then  debated  for  three  months,  finally  passing  July  3. 
It  became  a  law  without  the  President's  signature  on  August  27,  1894, 
Jnst  one  year  after  its  inception. 

Neither  the  DIngley  tariff  nor  the  Payne-Aldrlch  tariff  nor  the  Under- 
wood-Simmons tariff  nor  the  I'ayne-McCumher  tariff  took  the  time  to 
write  that  the  other  bills  of  moment  occupied.  The  DIngley  tariff  was 
put  through  a  well-organised  Congress;  the  Payne- Aldrich  Uriff  broke 
faith  with  the  promises  of  the  President  and  brought  on  the  Bull  Moose 
movement,  which  was  in  effect  the  revival  of  the  ancient  controversy 
between  the  agricultural  States  and  the  manufacturing  States.  The  last 
Democratic  bill  was  conducted  through  the  House  by  a  master  poli- 
tician and  It  had  behind  it  the  leadership  of  President  Wilson,  who 
personally  took  a  hand  in  it  and  pushed  It  through. 


TWBXTT   MONTHS   IN    MAKIXQ 

Although  the  Democrats,  In  1916.  fried  to  take  the  tariff  out  of  poH- 
rics,  and  although  this  has  been  the  dream  of  many  Republican  states- 
men, all  efforts  in  this  direction  have  failed,  because  of  the  etrmnl 
conflict  between  agriculture  and  manufactures.  This  conflict  In  1921 
provoked  the  longest  controversy  In  tariff  bulldinK.  for  the  Fordney- 
McCumber  bill  was  20  months  in  the  making,  and  Senator  Bobah  then, 
as  now,  was  in  the  forefront  fighting  for  the  farmer. 

Hearings  on  the  bill  began  in  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  on 
January  6,  1921,  and  the  bill  passed  the  House  the  following  July  21. 
The  Finance  Committee  did  not  report  out  the  bill  until  April  11,  19'.J2, 
and  then  It  came  with  more  than  2,000  amendments.  The  Senate  passed 
the  bill  on  Angust  19  following,  with  almost  2,500  amendments,  and  it 
went  to  conference.  On  September  15  the  Honse  adopted  the  conference 
report,  210  to  90.  and  four  days  later  the  Senate  adopted  It,  43  to  28. 
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Its  moet  Important  protlslon  was  the  flexibWe  tariff  dause,  which  has 
been  eliminated  from  tha  present  bill. 

It  should  be  perfectlr  obvions  that  It  tekes  long  and  weary  months 
now  to  write  and  pass  any  tariff  bill,  unless  both  Houses  of  Congress 
are  perfectly  disciplined  and  the  President  takes  the  lead  as  was  done 
when  the  Underwood-Simmons  bill  became  the  law  of  the  land. 

REVISION    or  THB  TAEIIT 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  rejni- 
late  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 

other  purposes.  .^     x.    . 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  first  com- 
mittee amendment  to  Title  I. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  first  amendment  is  on  page 
2.    A  similar  amendment  will  be  found  in  various  other  places 

in  the  bill.  , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Cleek.  On  page  2,  line  1,  strike  out  the  words 
"and  the  Islands  of  Guam  and  Tutuila  "  and  insert  "American 
Samoa  and  the  Lsland  of  Guam,"  so  as  to  make  the  clause  read : 

That  on  and  after  the  day  following  the  passage  of  this  act,  except 
as  otherwise  spedaUy  provided  for  In  this  act,  there  shall  be  levied, 
coll<>ctpd.  and  paid  upon  all  articles  when  Imported  from  any  foreign 
country  Into  the  United  States  or  Into  any  of  Its  possessions  (except 
the  I'hlllpplne  Islands,  the  Virgin  Islands,  American  Samoa,  and  the 
Island  of  Guam)  the  rates  of  duties  which  are  prescribed  by  the  sched- 
ules and  paragraphs  of  the  dutiable  lists  of  this  title,  namely. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
Is  agreed  to.     The  next  amendment  is  on  page  2,  line  12. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  my  colleague  if  he  de- 
sires to  have  the  clerical  amendments  made  to  which  he  called 
my  attention? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  desire  first  to  have  one  or  two  clerical  amend- 
ments made.  On  page  15,  line  16,  after  the  word  "  and,"  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  word  "  that."    This  is  just  the  correction  of  a 

clerical  error. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  amendment 

Is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  On  page  8,  Une  7,  after  the  word  "salts,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  period  and  insert  a  comma.  This  Is 
merely  the  correction  of  a  misprint. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
is  agreed  to.  The  clerk  will  state  tlie  next  committee  amend- 
ment. 

The  Chiet  Cuouc.  Under  the  heading  "  Schedule  1— Chemi- 
cals, oils,  and  paints,"  on  page  2,  line  12,  after  the  words  "  citric 
acid,"  the  committee  report  to  strike  out  "18  cents"  and  insert 
**  17  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Citric  acid,  17  cent*  per  poand. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  before  proceeding  to  a  discussion 
of  some  of  the  paragrai^g  of  the  chemical  schedule,  I  dealre 
briefly  to  invite  the  attention  of  Senators  to  the  question  of  our 
foreign  trade  and  commerce.  Mr.  Hoover,  in  his  foreword  to 
Dr.  Julius  Klein's  woi*.  entitled  "  Frontiers  of  Trade,"  stated : 

since  the  beginning  of  the  World  War  the  trade  relations  of  the 
world  have  passed  through  a  great  crisis  and  In  many  ways  a  great 
revolution.  Our  country  came  through  this  ordeal  stronger  In  Its  for- 
eign trade  than  ever  before.  There  is  no  single  man  in  our  country  who 
has  contributed  more  to  this  wonderful  accomplishment  than  Dr.  Julioa 
Klein.  He  has  given  this  service  nearty  eight  years  of  his  life  at  a 
large  personal  sacrifice.  There  is  no  one  so  able  to  present  this  record 
or  whose  judgment  of  plans  for  the  future  is  so  well  grounded.     •     •     • 

President  Hoover  gives  high  praise  to  Doctor  Klein  and,  ap- 
parently, indorses  the  views  expressed  by  the  latter  in  his  Inter- 
esting and  instructive  book.  These  views  are  quite  at  variance 
with  the  views  of  Republican  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee who  have  offered  us  a  bill  calculated  to  materially  inter- 
fere with  our  foreign  trade  and  commerce  and  to  arrest  develop- 
ment of  our  merchant  marine.  No  one  can  read  Doctor  Klein's 
book  without  reaching  the  conclusion  that  trade  barriers  are 
obstacles  to  prosperity,  and  desirable  and  advantageous  coopera- 
tion among  nations.  These  barriers,  as  stated  by  Doctor  Klein, 
are  largely  the  "  spawn  of  Mars  " — the  consequences  of  war. 
He  ver&es  the  view  entertained  by  men  of  vision  and  progres- 
sive thought,  that  our  prosperity  and  the  prosperity  of  other 
nations  rest  largely  upon  reciprocal  trade  relations,  the  increase 
in  trade  and  commerce,  the  multiplication  of  contact?,  and  larger 
cooperation  and  fellowship  among  the  peoples  of  the  world.  He 
states  that — 

•  •  •  Foreign  trade  Is  among  the  most  widespread  of  these  Inter- 
national contacts  •  •  •  which  break  down  the  barriers  of  suspicion 
and  hostility  that  too  often  have  existed  among  the  nations. 


*  •  *  As  Herbert  Hoover  has  indicated  In  the  past,  It  (foreign 
trade)  is  an  obligation  and  a  bond  among  all  the  divers  peoples  of  the 
world.  Having  become  an  Indispensable  part  of  the  modern  economic 
system,  it  underlies  all  of  our  mutual  civilisation.  We  could  not  keep 
humanity  alive  nor  society  from  anarchy  if  It  were  to  cease.  •  •  • 
Foreign  trade  flourishes  only  in  peace.  Warfare  may  breed  an  abnormal, 
momentary  growth  of  profiteering  in  International  traffic,  but  this 
excrescence  is  bound  to  disappear  as  soon  as  normal  conditions  are 
restored.  •  •  •  Foreign  trade  is  a  business  stabiliser  and  stimulus ; 
It  Is  a  well-tried  experiment  for  taking  up  the  slack  of  seasonal  or 
other  depressions — a  means  of  creating  employment  for  workmen — a 
rich  field  for  the  profltaWe  application  of  our  energy,  our  resources,  our 
commercial  skill,  and  acumen.  It  means  vast  added  sums  for  American 
pay  envelopes  and  savings  accounts.     •••(?.  10.) 

He  further  says: 

To  a  large  group  of  farslghted  manufacturers,  export  selling  means 
precisely  the  difference  between  profit  and  loss  on  their  activities  as  a 
whole.  It  Insures  the  full-time  operation  of  plants,  with  consequent 
stability  of  wages,  prices,  transportation,  and  other  vital  economic  ele- 
ments. Export  Is  therefore,  and  will  be  more  and  more,  a  factor  In 
modifying  any  dangerous  dips  in  our  industrial  "carve."  To  change 
the  figure  It  is  b<'lng  appreciated  increasingly,  not  as  a  panacea  but 
rather  as  a  mild,  sustaining  stimulant  to  our  industrial  organism. 

Possibly  the  most  striking  fact  lu  our  present  foreign-trade  position 
is  the  really  amaslng  gain  In  the  sale  of  our  fabricated  products  abroad. 
The  marvel  is  that  we  can  pay  the  American  workman  two  or  thres 
times  as  much  as  our  competitors  and  yet  undersell  our  rivals  In  ths 
markets  of  the  world. 

I  hope  that  Senators  will  remember  when  we  are  discussing 
specific  schedules  that  Doctor  Klein,  with  his  knowledge  of 
world  trade,  declares  that  in  fabricated  products  we  can  under- 
sell our  rivals  In  the  markets  of  the  world. 

This  has  been  made  possible  not  simply  because  of  abundant  natnral 
resources  but  particularly  through  the  natural  flowering  of  national 
genius  and  character.  Consequently,  we  are  Justified  In  bellevlnf  that 
what  has  been  accomplished  In  the  past  is  only  a  prelude  to  what  ws 
may  hope  to  achieve  in  the  future.  Our  inventive  ability,  our  capacity 
for  develoirfng  the  technique  of  mass  production,  made  possible  largely 
by  our  vast  domestic  demand,  our  present  strong  tendency  toward  eco- 
nomical standardixation,  our  exceptional  aptitude  for  assodatlooal 
action— all  these  are  forces  operating  powerfully  In  the  direction  of 
Am^lcaa  foreign-trade  success. 

Still  other  elements  are  making  notable  contributi<ms  toward  that  same 
end.  Our  international  economic  interests  are  constantly  being  linked 
up  with  an  ever-greater  number  of  aspects  and  angles  of  our  Ameri- 
can life.  Our  fourteen  bUlions  of  oversea  investments  are  owned,  not 
in  concentrated  blocks  by  a  few  large  bankers  but  by  tens  of  thousands  of 
small  investors  scattered  all  over  this  broad  land.  •  •  •  The 
17,000.000  tons  of  our  merchant  marine  and  the  substantial  partici- 
pation of  our  railways  in  this  traffic  indicate  further  ramifications  of 
our  steadUy  widening  Interests  in  the  business  of  the  world  as  a  whole. 
In  the  early  months  of  1021  the  Department  of  Commerce  was  receiv- 
ing about  700  requests  for  Information  on  foreign  commercial  matters 
every  day.  At  present  the  daily  average  Is  in  excess  of  11,000  such 
queries.  The  significant  feature  of  this  great  and  ever-rising  tide  of 
nation-wide  interest  in  overseas  commerce  Is  the  fact  that  the  bulk 
of  these  queries  originate  with  small  merchants  and  manafacturers  to 
a  degree  undreamed  of  even  a  few  years  ago.  It  would  seem  that 
to-day,  as  never  before  in  the  Nation's  history,  our  foreign  economic 
relations  are  the  direct  concern  of  vast  numbers  of  our  dtlxeos  and 
not  simply  of  a  few  leaders  In  commerce,  finance,  and  public  affairs 
(p.  12). 

These  statMnents  by  Doctor  Klein  indicate  the  wlde»i»ead 
interest  among  the  American  people  In  International  trade, 
and  their  understanding  of  the  importance  of  finding  foreign 
markets  for  American  products.  The  ffcct  that  11,000  in- 
quiries are  made  daily  in  regard  to  internatlonai  trade  fur- 
nishes convincing  proof  that  prohibitive  tariffs,  such  as  are 
designed  by  the  pending  bUl,  are  not  in  harmony  '^it^J^ 
views  of  a  majority  of  the  people.  However,  there  are  selflsli 
manufacturers  more  intent  upon  Ulegitimate  profits,  and  they 
do  not  possess  the  broader  vision  which  evidently  inspires  the 
great  body  of  our  citizens. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  made  progress  in  world  trade  and 
world  fellowship  against  reactionary  elements  and  those  who 
followed  the  philosophy  of  Babblttry  and  adopted  a  miserly, 
selfish  policy,  calculated  to  erect  barriers  against  the  march 
of  civilization  and  the  growth  of  culture  and  Intellectual  and 
moral  progress.  Western  clvillMtion  has  developed  because  of 
contacts  between  different  peoples  hi  different  lands.  His- 
torical facts  furnish  abundant  proof  of  the  statement  that 
liberty,  and  material,  moral,  and  religions  progress  have  de- 
veloped as  trade  and  commerce  have  expanded  and  the  walls 
of  isolation  have  been  battered  down  and  the  Udes  carrying 
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humanity  have  s\vept  around  the  world.  Greek  phflosophy  and 
art  and  literature  were  carried  by  hardy  mariners  to  distant 
lands,  and  the  small  craft  that  pushed  their  prows  into  the 
Mediterranean  and  beyond  the  Pillars  of  Hercules,  were  the 
harbingers  of  liberty,  of  enlightenment,  and  of  a  better 
civilization.  It  was  the  commercial  centers  and  cities  within 
the  Hanseatic  League  which  carried  the  products  of  the  people 
to  distant  lands,  that  contributed  to  the  advancement  and,  in- 
deed, the  emancipation  of  Europe  from  a  political  and,  perhaps, 
a  moral  servitude  which  chained  the  people  to  a  benumbing 

status  quo. 

The  highways  built  by  Rome,  over  which  trami)ed  her  legions, 
also  became  the  paths  over  which  marched  the  evangels  of 
liberty  and  culture,  and  the  energizing  protean  forces  which 
aroused  the  people  from  their  torpor  and  brought  to  them  a 
vision  of  a  unified  world  and  a  pax  universaL 

The  traders  and  the  merchants  perceived  the  importance  of 
municipal  law  and  order  and  the  necessity  for  International 
law.    Commerce  may  be  said  to  be  the  mother  of  International 
law.     It  promoted  international  agreements  for  the  expansion 
of  trade  and  exchange   of  commodities,   which   later   became 
crystallized  into  International  legal  formulse.    Precedents  thus 
grew  up,  based  upon  international  trade  agreements,  and  these 
precedents  constituted,  in  part,  at  least,  the  foundation  of  in- 
ternational law.    Grotius,  In  his  profound  work,  gives  multipled 
instances  of  these  agreements  and  their  influence  upon  the  de- 
velojwnent  of  a  system  of  international  law  which  he  hoped 
would  bind  the  world  together,  and  exorci&e  from  the  hearts  of 
men  those  narrow   and  selfish  views  provocative  of  Jealousy 
and  sanguinary  contests.    Unforunately  commercial  centers  and 
organizations  engaged  in  political  Intrigues  and  contests,  thus 
arresting  the  movement  which  was,  with  increasing  momentum, 
breaking  down  artificial  barriers  of  distmat  and  hatred  and 
promoting  a  broader  world  fellowship.    It  was  Great  Britain's 
trade  and  conamerce  and  her  ships  that  plowed  the  seas  that 
wrote  a  new  page  in  the  history  of  the  world.    People  began  to 
lift  their  eyes  from  the  ground  and  to  perceive  that  they  were 
a  part  of  the  world,  a  segment  in  the  great  circle  of  humanity. 
This  Republic  has  been  interested  in  extending  its  commercial 
boondaries.    One  of  the  principal  causes  leading  to  the  forma- 
tion of  the  Constitution  grew  out  of  the  trade  barriers  inter- 
posed by  the  thirteen  Colonies.    They  perceived  that  the  fruits 
of  the  Revolutionary  War  would  be  lost  if  tariff  walls  and 
trade  barriers  were  erected  by  the  States  against  each  other. 
They  comprehended  that  the  growth  of  the  New  World  would 
largely  depend  upon  its  trade  and  commerce,  not  only  among 
its  own  people,  but  with  the  nations  throughout  the  world. 

The  Constitution  removed  the  internal  barriers  and  pro- 
claimed freedom  of  trade  among  the  various  States  and  their 
inhabitants.  Our  fathers  perceived  the  importance  of  pro- 
moting foreign  trade,  and  shipyards  were  built  in  many  ports 
upon  the  Atlantic  coast.  American  ships,  carrying  American 
producta,  were  seen  in  most  of  the  hartwrs  of  the  world.  The 
flag  of  the  new  Republic  took  on  a  new  meaning  and  a  new 
glory,  and  the  newborn  Republic  became  the  symbol  of  a  new 
age^-a  democratic,  liberal,  and  progressive  age— which  chal- 
lenged the  old  order  of  things  and  the  anachronisms,  political 
and  economic,  that  still  survived  in  many  lands. 

It  is  a  truism  to  say  that  the  prosperity  of  the  United  States 
liaif  resulted  because  of  the  removal  of  trade  barriers  among 
the  States,  thus  giving  a  free  and  unrestricted  market  through- 
out the  length  and  breadth  of  the  Republic.  If  the  United 
States  were  divided  into  compartments,  separated  by  tariff 
walls  and  trade  restrictions,  its  economic  and  industrial  growth 
would  have  been  prevented,  and  the  high  i^ace  which  it  now 
occupies  In  the  world  commercially  and  economically  would 
have  been  held  by  some  other  uition.  I  have  referred  to  the 
fact  that  the  Colonies,  or  ratbw  the  States,  after  they  won 
their  Independence  emidoyed  tariff  rates  against  each  other  by 
way  of  retaliatioD.  The  War  of  the  Revolution,  it  mif^t  be 
added,  resulted  from  the  discriminatory  duties  laid  by  Gre^t 
Britain  against  the  Colonies. 

If  Barope  were  to  remove  some  of  the  tariff  walls  erected 
therein  tk*re  woold  be  an  industrial  dev^oimient  and  a  com- 
mercial awakening  that  would  mean  a  brighter  day  for  the 
people  of  that  continent  The  tariif  duties  and  the  customs 
reirulatioBS  are  serious  obstacles  to  the  econ<Halc  growth  of 
Bnrope  and  to  the  prosperity  of  her  people. 

There  are  Uberali^ng  and  progressive  forces  operating 
throughout  the  world  but  they  encounter  the  most  detetmined 
opposition.  There  are  those  who  refuse  to  drink  from  the 
streams  of  knowledge  that  come  from  sources  other  than  their 
own  particular  land.  They  have  a  mistaken  idea  of  patriotism 
and  fidelity  to  country  and  measure  it  by  a  profound  dislike  of 
the  peoides  ni  other  countries.  There  \a  a  form  of  "bunting 
patrioti^n,**  vodferovs  and  vapid,  which  would  keep  out  the 
sunlight  and  the  products  and  the  culture  of  other  countries. 
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It  Js  a  recrudest-ence  of  the  spirit  that  built  petty  states  and 
kingdoms  In  medieval  ages  and  by  oppressive  measures  aided 
in  perpetuating  a  social,  political,  and  economic  condition 
whldi  was  represented  by  feudalism  and  other  ugly  forms  of 
rovemment.  I  am  reminded  of  the  words  of  Prof.  Clive  Day, 
of  Yale,  who  when  speaking  of  medieval  ages  and  earlier  states 
of  antiquity  said : 

•  •  •  Eacb  one  lives  onto  blmseU — It  rises  In  civiliwition  and  then 
deelinea,  without  ibarlng  its  gains  and  losses  with  other  state*.  •  •  • 
The  modern  world,  with  its  common  fund  of  culture  and  its  community 
of  interests  aniting  different  peoples,  could  arise  from  the  conditions 
only  after  long  centuries  of  struggle.  The  unity  of  the  Christian  faith 
was  needed  to  confirm  the  union  of  peoples  in  a  common  civilization. 

Legislation  or  policies  which  create  international  suspicions 
and  antagonisms  and  which  tend  to  drive  peoples  and  nations 
asunder  rather  than  to  bring  them  into  friendly  cooperation  are 
injurious  in  a  material  way  and  harmful  in  a  moral  and  spir- 
itual way. 

Mr.  President,  I  take  the  liberty  to  mention — although  it  is 
not  entirely  relevant  to  the  matter  I  am  presenting — what  Is 
obvious  to  all,  that  under  the  auspices  of  the  League  of  Na- 
tions many  conferences  are  being  held  and  organizations  formed 
for  the  purpose  of  inaugurating  ways  and  niea  is  of  advancing 
the  interests  of  the  people  in  all  parts  of  the  world.  Meiisures 
are  being  adopted  promotive  of  tlie  social  and  moral  welfare 
of  the  peoples  of  all  countries.  Commissions  and  organizations 
are  at  work  to  improve  the  conditions  of  labor,  to  check  the 
ravages  of  disease,  and  to  protect  the  health  of  the  people;  to 
destroy  the  illicit  trade  in  narcotics ;  to  encourage  scientific  in- 
vestigation and  various  forms  of  research,  as  well  as  general 
education  throughout  the  world ;  to  bring  peoples  and  nations 
into  closer  relation ;  to  remove  the  causes  of  war,  secure  dis- 
armament, and  promote  world  fellowship.  The  League  of 
Nations,  amidst  a  thousand  storms  and  opposed  by  many  forces, 
is  fighting  its  way  to  a  higher  station  among  the  nations  of  the 
earth. 

I  return  to  the  convention  referred  to  and  to  which  the  United 
States  was  a  party.    The  nations  signatory  to  the  convention 
have  imjwrtant  commercial  relations  with  the  United   States. 
They  purchase  more  than  one-half  of  our  exports,  and  from 
them  we  obtain  nearly  one-third  of  our  imports.    The  delegates 
to  this  convention  sought  to  secure  a  more  uniform  system  «^«f 
classifications  of  commodities  and  to  provide  for  trade  statistics 
Imjwrtant  for  all  commercial  countries.     There  was  an  effort 
made  to  provide  a  standardized  system  with  respect  to  many 
commodities  which  would  facilitate  reciprocal  trade.    To  give  a 
concrete   illastration :  Manufacturers   of  machinery   are   under 
the  necessity  of  providing  a  great  variety  of  mechanical  devices 
and  numerous  types  and  forms  of  machines  and  engines.    This 
variety  greatly  adds  to  the  cost  of  production.    A  limitation  of 
types  and  a  simplification  of  the  lines  of  construction  would  be 
highly  advantageous  to  the  buying  and  to  the  selling  countries. 
Mr.  President,  every  movement  tending  to  dissipate  interna- 
tional prejudices,  to  advance  trade  and  commerce  and  to  create 
a  spirit  of  amity,  should  find  advocates  and  supporters  every- 
where; and  there  must  be  developed  an  understanding  among 
the  people  of  our  own  country  that  no  particular  cla8.<!  of  In- 
dustry is  to  be  the  darling  of  the  gods  and  the  favored  child 
of  the  Government.    Special  privileges  and   selfish   predatory 
Interests  have  too  long  influenced,  if  not  controllpd,  tariff  legis- 
lation and  other  national  enactments.    The  selfish  spirit  which 
has  too  often  guided  manufacturing  interests  of  our  country,  is 
still  abroad  in  the  land  and  its  presence  is  felt  not  only  in  vhe 
Fordney-McCumber  bill,  but  in  the  measure  which  is  before  us 
for  consideration. 
Hr.  Hoover  in  his  speech  in  Bra^l  declared  that — 

*  *  *  In  determining  changes  In  our  tariff  we  must  not  fail  to 
take  Into  account  the  broad  Interests  of  the  country  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  President,  I  commend  this  statement  to  the  majority 
Members  of  the  Senate.  The  broad  interests  of  the  cotmtry  are 
to  be  considered,  not  the  manufacturers  alone  or  the  trusts  and 
monopolies  whose  profits  during  the  past  few  years  have  been 
stupendous. 

Mr.  Hoover,  in  the  same  address,  further  said: 

Such  interests  hidade  otrr  trade  relations  with  other  countries.  It 
Is,  obviously,  nnwlse  protection  which  sacrifices  a  greater  amount  of 
employment  In  exports  to  gain  a  less  amount  of  employment  from 
imports. 

Mr.  President,  an  examination  of  the  hearings  both  before  the 
House  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  and  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  will,  in  my  opinion,  produce  a  depressing  effect ;  it 
will  reveal  the  powerful  position  that  the  manufacturing  inter- 
ests of  the  UiUted  States  occupy,  and  how  selfish  nre  tlie 
demands  which  they  make.     The  Interests  of  the  peoi^e  are 


wholly  forgotten  In  the  mad  scramble  for  legislation  which 
will  consolidate  the  monopolistic  power  exercised  in  the  fields 
of  Industry  and  business. 

Most  <rf  the  witnesses  who  appeared  exhibited  no  concern 
about  our  foreign  trade,  and.  apparently,  were  utterly  oblivious 
to  the  advantages  and  benefits  to  be  derived  from  reciprocal 
trade  and  the  development  of  international  commerce.  They 
declined  to  ctmsider  the  advantages  which  labor  enjoys  from 
foreign  markets  for  American  products  or  from  the  Importations 
of  pro<iuct.s,  raw  and  semifinished,  which  in  their  utilization 
give  employment  to  hundreds  of  thousands  of  American  citizens. 

Mr.  Prosidtnt,  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Webster  in  his 
great  speech  on  the  tariff  in  1824  has  often  been  referred  to, 
but  the  wisdom  and  soundness  of  his  position  are  too  often 
forgotten.    I  quote  a  few  sentences  from  that  address : 

Commerce  is  not  a  gambling  among  nations  for  a  state  to  be  won  by 
some  and  lost  by  others.  It  has  not  the  tendency  to  Impoverish  one 
of  the  parties  to  it  while  It  enriches  the  other.  All  parties  gain,  all 
parties  maKe  profits.  aU  parties  grow  rich  by  the  operations  of  Just  and 
liberal  commerce.  •  •  •  We  have  reciprocal  wants  and  reciprocal 
moans  for  gratifying  one  another's  wants.  This  is  the  true  origin  of 
commerce,  which  Is  nothing  more  than  the  exchange  of  equivalents,  and 
from  the  rude  barter  of  its  primitive  state  to  the  refined  and  complex 
conditions  In  which  we  see  it,  its  principle  is  uniformly  the  same,  its 
object  being  In  every  stage  to  produce  that  exchange  of  commodities 
between  individuals  and  between  nations  which  shall  conduce  to  the 
advantage  and  to  the  happiness  of  both.  Commerce  between  nations 
has  the  same  essential  character  as  commerce  between  individuals  or 
between  parts  of  the  same  nation.  Can  not  two  individuals  make  an 
interchange  of  commodities  which  shall  prove  beneficial  to  both  or  in 
which  the  balance  of  trade  shall  be  in  favor  of  both?  If  not,  the  tailor 
and  the  shoemaker,  the  farmer  and  the  smith  have  hitherto  very  mudi 
misunderstood  their  own  Interest.  And  with  regard  to  the  Internal 
trade  of  a  country,  in  which  the  same  rule  would  apply  as  between  na- 
tions, do  we  ever  speak  of  such  an  Intercourse  being  prejudicial  to  one 
side  l)ocau9e  it  Is  useful  to  the  other?  Do  we  ever  hear  that  because 
the  intercourse  between  New  York  and  Albany  is  advantageous  to  one  of 
these  places  It  must  therefore  be  ruinons  to  the  other? 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  material  progres-s  in  the  long  run 
must  rest  upon  moral  grounds  and  fuudamental  principles  not 
formulated  by  man,  but  inhering  in  the  eternal  plan  of  the 
Divine  Architect.  A  nation  may  prosper  for  a  while  by  selfish 
and  ImiKTlulistic  policies,  but  sooner  or  later  departures  from 
the  path  of  justice  and  righteousness  will  bring  severe  penalties. 
Too  often  individuals  and  nations  forsake  liberty  and  justice  in 
their  struggle  for  wealth  and  power.  The  statement  made  by 
Lord  Bryce  In  an  address  delivered  by  him  on  April  3,  1913, 
should  not  be  forgotten  even  when  we  are  considering  tlie  dry 
details  of  a  tariff  measure,  particularly  when  the  provisions  of 
the  bill  may  injuriously  affect  the  interests  of  the  people,  and 
prove  disturbing  to  our  international  relations.  Lord  Bryce 
spoke  as  follows : 

The  world  is  becoming  one  In  ao  altogether  new  sense.  More  tlian 
four  centuries  ago  the  discovery  of  America  marked  the  first  step  in 
the  process  by  which  the  European  races  have  now  gained  dominion 
over  nearly  the  whole  earth.  •  •  •  As  the  earth  has  been  nar- 
rowed   through    the   new   forcts,    science    has   placed    at   vat   disposal 

•  •  •  the  movements  of  politics,  of  economics,  and  of  thought  in 
each  of  Its  regions  become  more  closely  interwoven.  •  •  •  What- 
ever happens  In  any  part  of  the  glot>e  has  now  a  significance  for 
every   oJher   part.     World   history   is   tending   to   become   one    history. 

•  •  •  The  widening  of  the  field  is  also  due  to  a  larger  conception 
of  history,  which,  through  the  aid  of  archjeology,  now  enables  as 
faintly  to  discern  the  outlines  of  a  process  of  slow  and  sometime* 
interrupted  development  of  mankind  in  the  Old  World  during  a  period 
each  one  of  the  divisions  of  which  is  larger  than  all  the  time  that 
has  elapsed  since  our  first  historical  records  begin. 

Mr.  President,  a  notable  address  was  recently  delivered  by 
Doctor  Butler,  which  I  hope  Senators,  as  well  as  millions  of 
American  citirens,  will  read.  It  comes  at  an  opportune  time 
and  is  a  deserved  challenge,  if  not  a  rebuke,  to  those  who 
would  cut  the  cables  connecting  the  United  States  with  other 
countries  and  erect  barriers  that  would  effectually  separate  this 
Republic  from  all  nations.  Doctor  Butler  Is  a  distinguished 
Rei)ublican.  not  a  reactionary  or  a  standpatter.  He  is  earnestly 
striving  to  bring  the  world  into  closer  relations  and  to  make 
of  tliis  Rei»ublic  a  worthy  leader  of  liberal,  progressive,  and 
humanitarian  movements.  In  his  address  he  speaks  of  the 
revolutionary  shift  which  is  taking  place  in  our  country,  chang- 
ing the  center  of  gravity  of  human  interest,  and  placing  wealth 
in  the  position  which  liberty  formerly  occupied.  This,  he 
states,  explains  the  decline  of  political  liberalLsm  now  taking 
place  both   in   Europe  and  in  the   United   States  and   which 


results  in  the  center  of  gravity  of  human  interest  being  defi- 
nitely removed  from  the  "politics  of  prlnciph'  to  the  politics 
of  Interest,  from  problems  of  liberty  to  problems  of  wealth." 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  quote  at  length  from  this  inspiring 
and  able  address: 

TTie  enormous  Influence  of  this  dominant  motive  on  all  human  con- 
duct and  on  all  pnblic  policies  is  plain.  It  controls  an  increasing  num- 
ber of  individual  lives  and  It  is  shaping  most  powerfully  the  policies 
of  nations  both  new  and  old.  for  the  production  and  distribution  of 
wealth  is  distinctly  a  collective  or  group  act  rather  than  an  expression 
and  revelation  of  individuality,  as  la  the  case  in  letters,  the  fine  arts,  or 
philosophy.  In  the  field  of  scientific  research.  Individual  achievements 
of  the  highest  order  fortunately  remain.     •     •     • 

The  economic  interest  is  now  bound  up  closely,  although  we  must 
hope  not  permanently  or  even  for  any  considerable  time,  with  that 
extreme  form  of  nationalism  which  brought  on  the  Great  War  and 
which  was  sent  to  its  destruction  by  and  through  that  war.  If  narrow 
nationalism,  built  on  a  truly  political  founarttion,  could  not  do  better 
than  it  did,  what  can  p.>.sslbly  be  expected  of  a  narrow  nationallKm 
that  is  built  on  an  ecou.-mk  fonn(!atlon?  The  world  is  Just  now  stand- 
ing at  a  crossroads.  It  may  tak--"  the  iiath  In  one  direction  and  so 
make  agriculture,  industry,  comnuTce.  trade,  finance,  the  fortunate 
means  of  uniting  the  whole  world,  of  increasing  its  prosxjerity  and  of 
buttressing  its  peace ;  or  it  can  take  the  opposite  path  and  so  turn  the 
nations  into  narrow-minded,  unsympathetic.  Jealous,  and  quarreling 
neighbors,  and  prepare  the  way  for  another  cataclysm  which,  if  it 
should  come,  would  mark  civilisation's  end. 

What  are  we  going  to  do  about  it?  Where  shall  our  influence  be 
thrown?  Shall  It  be  for  a  repetition  of  the  old  stupidities,  the  old 
ignorances,  and  the  old  antagonisms,  or  shall  it  be  for  a  new  world 
order  in  which  selfish  competition  shall  be  supplanted  by  kindly  and 
large-minded  cooperation?  That  is  in  subsUnce  the  crucial  question 
which  at  this  moment  awaits  answer  by  leaden  of  opinion  In  every 
4and. 

It  so  happens  that  passing  events  in  our  own  country  offer  excellent 
Illustration  of  the  alternative  which  Is  before  the  world.  Our  Na- 
tional Legislature  is,  at  this  moment,  engaged  in  framing  new  tariff 
legislation.  Those  who  are  familiar  even  in  cursory  fashion  with  the 
political  history  of  the  United  States  know  how  important  this  is  and 
to  what  results  It  may  lead.  They  will  recall  the  debates  which  ac- 
companied the  establishment  of  the  so-called  American  system  In  1816, 
and  those  which  accompanied  the  enactment  of  wtiat  was  de«cril>ed  as 
the  "  Tariff  of  Abominations  in  1828."  They  will  recall  the  legislation 
of  1846  and  that  of  1861.  Tliey  will  not  overlook  the  readjustments  and 
vigorous  controversies  which  marked  the  20  years  following  the  close 
of  the  Civil  War.  The  McKinley  tariff,  the  WUson  tariff,  and  the  four 
Important  tariff  revisions  of  the  past  quarter  century  are  all  reason- 
ably familiar.  The  political  disasters  which  followed  the  legislation  of 
1890  and  that  of  1910  must  still  be  fresh  In  the  public  mind,  and  not 
without  thdr  lessons  for  the  legislators  of  to-day. 

It  is  perfectly  possible  for  Congress,  In  enacting  new  tariff  legis- 
lation to  advance  or  to  set  back  the  prosperity  and  the  peace  of  the 
world.  The  time  has  long  since  gone  by  when  tariff  legislation  to 
purely  a  domestic  matter.  For  the  United  States,  as  for  Great  Britain, 
for  Prance,  for  Germany,  for  Italy,  and  Indeed  for  almost  every  land, 
tariff  legislation  is  primarily  International  In  its  incidence  and  in  Its 
more  lasting  results.  Plainly,  the  time  has  not  come  nor  is  it  In 
sight  when  Richard  Cobden's  ideal  of  absolute  freedom  of  International 
trade  Is  possible,  even  If  practicable.  The  differences  of  level  between 
the  industrial  systems  of  various  nations  are  still  too  great  to  permit 
entire  freedom  of  trade  without  overturning  much  that  we  should  all 
like  to  keep  secure.  On  the  other  hand,  the  goal  of  any  tariff  system 
should  be,  as  Garfield  long  ago  declared  It  to  be,  an  Increasing  freedom 
of  trade  and  international  intercourse.  In  other  words,  tariffs  estab- 
lished for  purposes  other  than  revenue  are  not  ends  in  themselves, 
but  means  to  ends.  When  those  ends  are  achieved,  the  means  toward 
them  may  be  dispensed  with.     •     •     • 

Doctor  Butler  further  declares  that: 

It  would  be  a  sorry  day  for  the  world  if  seal  for  liberty,  If  poetry, 
philosophy,  and  religion  were  permanently  to  remain  In  the  background, 
and  were  to  cease  to  hold  their  once  dominant  place  in  the  life  and  the 
minds  of  men.  It  would  be  a  long  step  backward  if,  through  the  substi- 
tution of  wealth  for  liberty,  men  were  to  become  permanently  mate- 
rially minded,  and  gradually  to  slip  back  Into  the  state  of  industrious  and 
contented  ants.  •  •  •  We  must  bend  every  energy  to  make  both 
defense  of  liberty  and  the  production  and  Just  distribution  of  wealth  a 
means  of  building  the  moral  flbcr  of  Individuals  and  of  nations,  and  of 
bringing  the  peoples  of  the  earth  into  increasingly  close  friendship,  inter- 
dependence, understanding,  and  cooperation  for  high  purpose. 

Mr  President,  I  now  turn  to  some  specific  provisions  of  the 
bUl  before  us.  I  have  here  a  table  prepared  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, which  has  not  yet  appeared  in  the  Rbcobd,  but  whicn 
will  within  a  few  days.  I  wish  Senators  would  examine  tne 
Uble ;  it  shows  that  literally  hundreds,  if  not  thousands,  of  com- 
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modlHM  M»  prohibited  from  entering  the  United  Statea  because 
of  ezistlnc  high  tariff  dntiee. 

The  first  page  of  thi«  table,  which  I  here  exhibit  to  Sfnawj;*' 
corers  paragraphs  from  1  to  29.  inclusive,  of  the  pending  biU. 
Within  these  paragraphs  are  hundreds  and  perhaps  thousands 
of  conunodltlea  named  and  unnamed.  The  tariff  «*»  areso 
high  that  many  commodiUes  are  not  imported,  and  «  "^ 
taported  many  are  but  a  small  fracUon  in  quanUty  or  value  or 
1  per  cent  <rf  the  domestic  consumption.  ».«.»« 

^e  highest  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  consumptton  shown 
upon  this  page,  containing  hundreds  of  articles,  is  6  per  cent. 
For  instanJTacetic  anhydride,  the  ratio  of  i£»P«J^„^„^^"^^ 
tion  is  one  one-hundredth  of  1  per  cent.     The  'o^o''^.^  <=^™ 
modities  show  the  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic  consumpUon . 

Boric  add,  1-38  per  cent. 

Citric  add.  0.58  of  1  per  cent. 

Tannic  acid,  4  per  cent. 

Gallic  add,  no  imports. 

Oleic  add,  0.15  of  1  per  cent.  ^^«„*    .«  t 

Phosphoric  add.  L24  of  1  per  cent,  an  add  Important,  as  1 
BbmU^bow  when  we  come  to  the  schedule,  for  many  purposes, 
including  the  manufacture  of  fertilizers.  ^,  .    ^  *    . 

Pyrogallic  add.  no  imports  whatever,  and  yet  a  high  duty  iS 
continued. 

Stearic  add,  2.83  per  cent  ^  *k    ^  .«o-h^ 

Ethylene  glyco,  the  value  of  imports  was  $13,  and  the  domestic 
manufadure  for  the  year  1927.  to  which  this  refers,  amounted 
to  11.722,798  pounds.  If  there  were  importe  they  were  so  unim- 
portant as  not  to  have  been  classified,  therefore  the  ratio  of 
imports  to  consumption  could  not  be  given  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
mis.««ion.  ^         ^  ,.., 

The  table  before  me  shows  a  large  number  of  commodities 
where  tha  same  ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  consumption  are 
shown.  The  same  situation  exists  with  resped  to  the  com- 
modities named  upon  the  other  p«ge»  of  the  Uble  dealing  with 
ail  the  schedules  of  the  pending  bill.  This  table  will  appear  as 
part  of  the  remarks  submitted  by  me  a  few  days  ago.  Before 
leaving  the  table  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  a  few  more  items. 

The  House  Wll  takes  common  bricks  from  the  free  list  and 
imposes  a  duty  of  21.64  per  cent,  and  the  Senate  Mil  retains  the 
duty  Imposed  in  the  House  bill.  That  is  done  though  the  im- 
ports are  under  1  per  cent  of  the  domestic  consumption.  The 
duty  on  mirrors  is  Increased  by  the  House  bill  from  36.71  to 
4634  per  cent,  though  our  imports  are  less  than  1  per  cent  of 
our  national  consumption. 

Less  than  one-third  of  1  per  cent  of  our  consumption  of  ply 
wood  is  imported  from  Finland  and  Russia,  yet  the  duty  is 
raised  from  83.33  to  40  per  cent  ad  valorem.  We  imported  less 
than  one-half  of  1  per  cent  of  our  national  consumption  of 
maple  sirup,  but  the  duties  are  to  be  increased  from  23.74  to 
43.7  per  cent. 

We  hmported  but  one-tenth  of  1  per  cent  of  our  orange  sup- 
plies, but  the  duty  is  to  be  increased  from  57.94  to  61.06  per 
cent  Imports  of  unsweetened  chocolate  amounted  to  less  than 
one-half  of  1  per  cent  of  our  domestic  consumption,  but  the  rates 
in  the  present  bUl  are  to  be  increased  from  18.56  to  35.75  per 

cent. 

Mr.  HARBISON.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Golosbobottch  in  the 
rtiair).    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

MlMiaaippi? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    The  Senator  stated  that  he  had  this  list 
put  into  the  Rbcobo  the  other  day  but  that  it  had  been  with 
held  ttrr  some  reason.     When  will  it  appear  in  the  Rboobd? 
It  la  a  very  Important  dociunent. 

Mr.  KING.  It  was  a  part  of  a  speech  I  delivered  tlie  other 
day  and  I  have  been  so  busy  that  I  have  not  had  time  to  put 
it  into  the  RBOMa 

Mr.  HARRISON.     It  will  appear  in  the  Racoao  of  to-morrow? 

Mr.  KING.  Yes:  if  I  can  get  a  little  time  to  arrange  the 
exhibits  and  make  excerpts  from  the  same  as  permitted  by  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     It  is  very  Important. 

Mr.  KINO.  Our  imports  of  cotton  yam  are  only  eleven  one- 
hundredths  of  1  per  cent,  but  the  House  bill  raises  the  duty 
from  28.08  to  33.59  per  cent  The  bill  before  us  proposes  that 
the  United  States  protect  itself  against  cotton  doth  containing 
silk  or  rayon  by  raising  the  duty  from  41.52  to  48.74  per  cent 
though  our  Imports  are  only  six  one-hnndredths  of  1  per  cent  oi 
our  national  consumption. 

Our  Imports  of  cotton  towels  amounted  to  twelve  one-hun 
dredths  of  1  per  cent,  and  yet  these  imports  are  considered  so 
great  a  menace  to  our  prosperity  that  the  tariff  wall  Is  to  be 
raised  from  27.68  to  32.68  per  cent. 

Our  lmport.s  of  men's  and  boys'  shoes  are  less  than  one-hall 
of  1  per  cent  but  the  new  bill  takes  these  shoes  from  the  fre« 
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list  and  applies  a  duty  of  20  per  cent  Women  s  and  missesT 
shoes  are  likewise  to  be  taken  from  the  free  list  and  subjected 
to  a  20  per  cent  duty  because  of  an  importation  of  sixty-sevwi 
one-hundredths  of  1  per  cent  of  our  national  consumption. 

Mr.  President  the  following  are  some  additlwial  commodities 
found  in  the  table  referred  to  where  the  imports  constitute  but 
a  fraction  of  1  per  cent,  and  from  that  to  less  than  5  per  cent : 
Acetone,  amyl  alcohol,  butyl  alcohol,  calcium  arsenate,  alumi- 
num, hydroxide,  ammonium  altiminum  sulphate,  aluminum  sul- 
phate, ammonium  sulphate,  liquid  anhydrous  ammonia,  cream 
of  tartar,  bleaching  powder,  caldum  carbide,  calomel,  corrosive 
sublimate,  carbon  tetrachloride,  chloroform,  gold,  silver,  plati- 
num, and  rhodium  .salts,  bismuth  salts,  coal-tar  IntOTnediates, 
coal-tar  dyes,  resins,  medicinals,  flavors  and  perfumes,  cellulose 
esters,  pyroxylin,  rods,  sheets,  and  tubes,  vulcanised  fiber,  ethyl 
acetate,  ethyl  ether,  amyl  acetate,  chestnut  extract  fustic  ex- 
tract hemlock-bark  extract,  logwood  extract  oak  extract  sumac 
extract  formaldehyde,  hexamethylenetetramine.  Ink  and  Ink 
powders.  Iodine,  bromine,  lead  acetate,  lead  arsenate,  licorice 
extract  manganese  .«ialts.  menhaden  oil.  fl-sh  oils,  castor  oil, 
linseed  oil,  eottoni*eed  oil,  alizarin  assistants,  hydrogenated  oils, 
vanillin,  Prussian  blue,  ultramarine  blue,  bone  black,  chrome 
colors,  carbon  black.  lampblacJS:,  bone  black  and  char,  litharge, 
orange  mineral,  red  lead,  white  lead,  satin  white,  varnishes, 
llthopone.  zinc  oxide,  sodium  bicarbonate,  sodium  carbonate. 
borax,  salt  sodium  chromate  and  dichromate,  sodium  hydroxide, 
mono.  di.  and  trl  sodium  phosphate,  Glauber  salt,  sodium  silicate, 
sodiiun  sulphite,  sodium  bisulphite,  sodium  thio.sulphate.  corn- 
starch, tin  eumi>uunds,  zinc  chloride,  zinc  sulphate,  and  dynamite 
and  other  high  explosives. 

Mr.  President,  before  the  debate  is  over  illustrations  will  be 
given  of  the  folly  of  tariff  provisions  similar  to  those  just  indi- 
cated. Let  me  give  another  illustration.  I  know  now  that  I 
will  perhaps  come  in  conflict  with  .some  of  my  friends  of  the 
dairy  interests.  Last  year  Denmark  purchased  from  us  goods 
to  the  amount  of  over  $47,000,000.  Our  purcha.ses  from  Den- 
mark were  but  $4.<XK),000.  With  this  balance  of  trade  running 
heavily  against  Denmark  we  have  embargoed  Danish  butter.  It 
is  Interesting  to  note  that  our  exports  to  Denmark  consist 
largely  of  com,  cottonseed  cake,  and  other  concentrates,  which 
were  used  by  the  Danes  to  feed  their  dairy  cows  and  other 
cattle,  and  they  sent  to  the  United  States  a  limited  amount  of 
butter.  What  is  the  result?  The  Danes  are  now  turning  to 
Germany  and  to  Russia  for  feed — these  concentrates — for  their 
cows  and  their  other  cattle,  the  result  of  which  will  be  of  course 
that  the  farmers  of  the  United  States,  who  have  been  selling  to 
Denmark  large  quantities  of  agricultural  products,  will  have 
j  that  market  cut  off. 

Germany  i>urcha.«ed  from  the  United  States  in  1928  products 
of  the  value  of  more  than  double  her  sale^  to  the  United  States, 
but  we  are  imposing  higher  duties.  The  result  of  these  will  be 
to  narrow  markets  for  our  exports. 

Our  sales  to  the  United  Kingdom  for  1928  were  nearly  $850.- 
000.000.  while  their  sales  to  us  were  but  $348,000,000. 

Doctor  Dennis,  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  in  an  able  address 
before  the  Virginia  Institute  a  short  time  ago.  referred  to  the 
fact  that  request**  were  made  for  an  Increase  in  the  existing  duty 
of  15  cents  on  corn,  though  the  imports  for  1928  were  but  one- 
flftleth  of  1  per  cent  of  our  national  producticm.  The  inconse- 
quential imports  were  particularly  adapted  to  the  feeding  ot 
l^eons  and  small  fowls.  He  stated  that  the  proposition  to  in- 
crease the  duty  on  com  does  not  appeal  to  the  Argentines,  since 
much  of  the  $16,000,000  worth  of  agricultural  machinery  pur- 
chased by  them  from  us  last  year  was  used  In  the  cultivation  of 
corn. 

Demands  are  made  for  a  higher  tariff  on  Bermuda-grown 
cel«7,  though  our  imports  of  Bermuda  celery  are  only  three  one- 
hnndredths  of  1  per  cent  of  our  home  production. 

Doctor  Dennis  states  that  if  protection  is  a^ked  against  an 
Import  of  less  than  1  per  cent  of  our  national  production,  what 
is  really  asked  is  not  protection  but  exclusion.     He  added : 

This  doctrine  of  excladlng  forei^  inflnitesinuils  from  our  market  fs 
ooe  that  will  plagae  us  In  the  end.  Also  the  novel  doctrine  of  sulmtlta- 
tional  competition,  which  la  based  not  on  identity  of  product  but  npon 
Identity  of  uses.  Make  the  banana  scarce  and  expensive  enough  by 
raising  the  tariff  and  the  banana-craving  individual  will  be  compelled  to 
boy  Oregon  apples.  We  can  put  so  high  a  tax  upon  Swiss  Emmentbaler 
cheese  or  Italian  Gorgonaola  cheese  that  we  shall  have  to  depend  npon 
inferior  cheeses  produced  locally. 

Onr  best  customers  have  both  the  temper  and  disposition  to  boycott 
our  goods.  The  Argentinians,  for  example,  have  four  strings  to  their 
bow  as  purTeyoni  to  the  United  States.  Their  most  Important  exports 
are  beef,  flaxseed,  corn,  hides.  We  have  excluded  their  l>eef  entirely 
from  our  market  through  the  opportune  discovery  of  the  presence  of 
foot-aad-mouth  di*^"?  in  Argentina.     The  duty   on   flaxseed   has  juat 


beoi  raised  under  the  flexible  tariff  from  40  cents  to  66  oenta  s  boahd. 
Frlenda  of  the  farmer  are  aaking  Congress  to  increase  the  com  duty 
from  15  to  25  cents  a  bushel.  The  new  tarilT  bill  as  it  eDerg«d 
from  the  House  pots  Argentine  hides  for  the  first  time  on  the  dntiable 
list.  Our  sales  to  Argentina  in  tke  last  statlBtical  year  (1928)  were 
$179,000,000  as  compared  to  their  sales  to  us  of  $99,000,000. 

Who  will  lose  by  this  quality  of  exelnsion.  the  United  States  or 
Argentina?  Of  course,  both  will  lose;  that  is  obvious,  but  it  is  certain 
tliat   the  United   States   wlU  be  the  greater  loser. 

The  Belgians  are  in  ngly  temper.  They  liave  plate  glaas,  window 
glass,  and  cement  for  sale.  We  have  recently  raised  the  doty  on 
plate  glass  under  the  flexible  tariff  provision.  The  new  tariff  bill 
calls  for  a  higher  duty  on  window  glass  and  Imposes  a  heavy  duty  on 
cement  which  has  hitherto  come  in  free.  Our  sales  to  Belgium  in 
the  last  statistical  year  (1928)  were  $112,000,000  as  compared  with 
their  sales  to  us  of  $75,000,000. 

Canada  is  our  best  customer,  purchasing  over  $900,000,000  worth  of 
goods  from  us  yearly,  while  we  buy  something  slightly  less  than  $500,- 
000,000  worth  from  Canada ;  yet  we  have  raised  a  lofty  barrier  against 
Canada's  principal  exports — wheat,  timber,  fish,  dairy  products.  The 
duty  on  dairy  products  hss  l>een  Jacked  up  recently  under  the  flexible 
provision  of  the  tariff.  The  House  is  proposing  to  take  the  Canadian 
ahlnj^les  from  the  free  list  and  the  high  duty  of  42  cents  a  bushel 
on  Canadian  wheat  is  still  considered  too  low  by  certain  specialists 
in  Amorican  farm  relief. 

Italy  is  full  of  complaints  since  we  sell  the  Italians  goods  to  the 
amount  of  $160,000,000  a  year  as  against  about  $100,000,000  worth  of 
purchases  from  Italy.  The  Italians  depend  upon  us  for  wheat  to  nourish 
the  body ;  cotton  fiber  to  clothe  it — In  other  words,  for  necessaries — • 
while  we  depend  upon  the  Italians  for  the  luxuries  of  life — music, 
art  the  beautiful  work  of  men's  hands  in  glasa,  lace,  and  marble. 

It  is  posf-ible  some  persons  may  not  agree  with  the  views  of 
Doctor  Dennis,  but  they  are  based  upon  data  not  to  be  lightly 
brushed  aside  and  upon  facts  worthy  of  consideration ;  and  for 
that  reason  I  am  calling  attention  to  them.  We  ought  to 
visualize,  when  we  enact  tariff  laws,  the  fact  that  we  are  strik- 
ing at  other  nations  and  that  in  the  long  run  we  may  be  the 
greater  sufferers.  If  we  drive  South  America  and  other  pur- 
chasing countries  from  the  field  in  which  we  have  found  an  im- 
portant iHace,  the  field  will  become  barren  and  our  harvest  will 
be  lost. 

It  is  my  punwse  before  we  consider  the  rates  in  the  chemi- 
cal schedule  to  invite  attention  "to  the  Importance  of  the  sched- 
ule and  to  the  large  number  of  groups  of  commodities  compre- 
hended therein.  The  chemical  schedule  is  first  in  the  Fordney- 
McCuniber  Act  and  in  the  bill  under  consideration.  Perhaps 
no  .sche<lule  in  the  bill  is  so  comprehensive  in  its  scope,  in  the 
diversity  of  articles  in<luded.  and  in  the  complex  relations  of 
those  articles  among  themselves  and  to  other  industries  of  the 
country,  as  is  the  schedule  on  chemicals,  which  includes  oils 
and  paints.  No  other  schedule  contains  so  many  commodities 
that  enter  into  the  lives  and  activities  of  the  people  and  the 
development  of  industry  as  does  the  chemical  schedule.  The 
prodmts  embraced  in  this  schedule  have  a  direct  or  indirect 
relation  to  all  other  schedules  of  the  tariff  bill  and  particularly 
to  those  industries  connected  with  the  manufacture  and  pro- 
duction of  articles  embraced  In  other  schedules.  This  schedule 
deals  with  primary  and  essential  commodities  and  products ;  and 
if  oppressive  or  prohibitive  duties  are  Imposed,  it  is  obvious 
that  additional  burdens  will  be  placed  upon  industry  and  com- 
merce. If  duties  imposed  upon  raw  materials  are  loaded  upon 
intermediate  products  and  upon  all  grades  of  production  from 
raw  materials  to  finished  products,  such  additional  costs  result- 
ing from  such  duties  will  be  pa.'^sed  on  to  the  (Xjnsumer  and  thus 
being  pyramided  the  latter  will  be  compelled  to  sustain  a 
grievous  burden. 

Most  of  the  commodities  embraced  within  the  chemical  sched- 
ule are  Indispensable  in  our  industrial  life.  The  textile  trade 
requires  dyes,  and  their  increasetl  cost  adds  to  the  cost  of  tex- 
tiles which  the  people  require.  The  chemical  schedule  is  to  this 
bill,  as  well  as  to  Industry  and  the  business  life  of  the  people, 
what  the  foundation  is  to  the  suiK?rstructure  placed  upon  it. 
If  primary  articles  required  in  industrial  production  are  bur- 
dened with  heavy  duties,  such  duties  constitute  obstacles  to- 
production. 

This  schedule  contains  98  paragraphs,  and,  as  I  recall,  names 
more  than  600  items,  not  including  a  long  list  of  coal-tar  inter- 
mediates, dyes,  and  other  products  aggregating  approximately 
l.V>  morP.  In  addition,  there  are  hundreds,  If  not  thousands,  of 
chemical  compounds  not  specifically  named,  but  which  are  in- 
cluded within  the  schetlule.  In  this  schedule,  as  well  as  In 
other  schedules,  there  are  basket  clauses.  Into  whicli  fall  a  large 
number  of  commodities  which  are  subjected  to  the  rates  therein 
prescribetl.  It  is  no  exaggeration  to  say  that  this  schedule 
touches  all  persons  and  most  of  the  commodities,  articles,  and 
products  which  are  needlui  to  the  life  and  welfare  of  the  people. 


It  affects  the  home,  clothing,  medicines,  and.  Indeed,  substan- 
tially every  commodity  required  by  man. 

Among  such  commodities  are  baking  powder  and  yeasts, 
blackings,  stains,  and  dressings  including  all  forms  of  polishes, 
bluing  for  the  family  laundry,  bone  bladi.  used  among  other 
pturposes  for  the  refining *of  sugar;  crude  chemicals  and  adds 
employed  in  nearly  every  industry  and  in  the  fabrication  of 
thousands  of  finished  products ;  drugs,  medicines,  and  medicinal 
materials;  perfumery  and  cosmetics;  dyestuffs,  and  extracts 
which  provide  the  multitude  of  colors  for  the  wool,  cotton,  linen, 
silk,  and  other  fabrics  and  for  the  dyeing  of  leather  and  leather 
goods,  wall  paper,  colored  inks,  linoleum,  carpets,  curtains,  and 
upholstery,  paints  and  varnishes,  explosdves,  fertilisers,  and 
various  forms  of  mineral  salts  and  organic  comiMunds ;  calcium 
carbide  from  which  is  made  illuminating  gas  so  important  to 
rural  communities  and  which  furnishes  the  oiyacetylene  flame 
for  the  welding  of  metals ;  glue  and  gelatin,  grease,  and  tallow, 
not  only  needed  for  the  supply  of  soap  and  for  the  dressing  of 
leather,  but  for  the  lubrication  of  the  wheels  of  commerce  and 
industry ;  inks  for  printing  and  writing ;  oltve  oil,  oil  cake,  lin- 
seed oil  so  important  for  the  making  of  paints ;  castor  oil.  which 
is  an  essential  medicinal  commodity,  and  various  kinds  of  oils 
from  animal  as  well  as  vegetable  life,  some  of  which  are  the 
essences  of  fruits,  flowers,  and  herbs;  salt,  soap,  turpentine, 
and  resin  and  the  products  of  wood  distillation  such  as  acetic 
acid,  acetones  and  methyl  alcohol,  and  various  forms  of  esters 
and  ethers,  vital  in  arts  and  manufactures;  cellulose  and  cellu- 
loid compounds  and  various  pyroxylin  products;  calomel  and 
Its  various  forms ;  carbon  products,  cas^n,  chalk,  and  a  variety 
of  clays;  chendcal  compounds  and  mixtures,  and  salts  in  which 
various  chemical  elements  form  constituent  parts;  an  infinite 
variety  of  coal-tar  {H'oducts  and  synthetic  organic  chemicals; 
glycerin,  magnesium  compounds,  manganese,  menthol,  all 
kinds  of  oils — animal,  fish,  and  vegetable,  including  coconut 
oils;  i^iosphoms  compounds,  pigments,  and  colors;  sine  com- 
pounds including  zinc  oxides  and  sulphides  and  various  forms 
of  potassium ;  sodium  and  arsenate  compounds ;  starch  and  vari- 
ous forms  of  dextrin ;  thorium  compounds  including  the  various 
salts  of  which  thorium  forms  a  ccmstituent  part 

These  and  many  other  products  as  I  have  indicated  are 
embraced  within  this  important  schedule.  It  is  needless  to  say 
that  increasing  the  rates  of  duty,  as  has  been  dcHie  in  the 
pending  measure,  will  add  to  the  burdens  of  the  people.  I  have 
Indicated  that  literally  hundreds  of  articles  may  not  be  im- 
ported i)ecau8e  of  the  high  tariff  rates  of  existing  law.  and  it  is 
certain  they  can  not  be  imported  under  the  pending  bill.  The 
Oil,  Paint  and  Drug  Reporter,  a  leading  diemlcal  periodical, 
names  more  than  1,300  chemicals  and  drugs  used  In  the  daily 
commercial  life  of  the  people,  of  sufficient  importance  to  call 
for  market  quotations.  There  are  hundreds  of  other  chemicals 
and  drugs  bought  and  sold,  but  not  of  so  great  importance, 
commercially  speaking,  aa  the  ones  to  which  I  have  Just 
referred. 

An  examination  of  the  American  Pharmacopoea  and  the 
United  States  Dispensatory,  both  medical  publications,  will  show 
many  hundreds  of  chemicals,  drugs,  pharmaceuticals  and 
medicines  which  fall  within  tlds  schedule  and  the  prices  of 
which  will  be  materially  affected  by  increasing  tariff  duties. 
Though  the  Senate  bill  specifically  names  but  approximately  GOO 
chemicals,  drugs,  and  related  products,  the  basket  clauses  cover 
hundreds  if  not  thousands  of  other  commodities.  I  have  here 
a  statement  containing  the  names  of  more  than  1,300  commodi- 
ties carrying  market  quotations,  which  appeared  in  the  Oil, 
Paint  and  Drug  Reporter,  issue  of  August  5,  1920.  These  com- 
modities are  of  more  or  less  importance  in  our  commercial  and 
industrial  life,  and  hundreds  of  them  are  of  vital  importance  to 
the  health  and  physical  well-being  of  the  people.  I  shall  not 
ask  to  insert  this  list  in  the  Rkoobd  but  shall  be  glad  to  exhibit 
it  to  any  who  are  interested  in  examining  the  same. 

The  chemical  industry  in  the  United  States  does  not  come 
within  the  "  infant "  category,  and  appeals  for  high  tariff  rates 
based  on  the  plea  of  the  Weakness  and  infancy  of  this  industry 
are  specious  and  without  foundation. 

Before  considering  the  rates  I  think  it  proper  briefly  to  survey 
the  chemical  industry  and  learn  something  of  its  proiwrtioos. 
its  prosperity,  and  its  dominant  position  in  the  Industrial 
world.  In  my  opinion,  we  will  not  discharge  our  ftill  <luty  to 
the  country  if  important  reductions  are  not  made  in  the  rates 
of  this  schedule. 

When  Congress  was  considering  the  Fordney-McCumber  bill 
the  pressure  of  powerful  interests  was  more  apparent  and, 
indeed,  more  real  than  at  present  in  behalf  of  wnbargo  rates 
for  the  axnmodities  found  within  Schedule  1-  Fervid  appeals 
were  made  for  prohibitive  rates,  upon  the  ground  that  "na- 
tional preparedness  "  rested  upon  the  chemical  schedule.  Rb^ 
torical  effort*  were  made  to  frighten  Congreas  into  the  belieC 
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that  another  war  waa  Imminent  and  that  we  could  not  aucceas- 
fully  meet  our  enemies  unlese  the  chemical  Industrj  was  pro- 
tected from  any  possible  competition  from  abroad.  Germany, 
though  exhausted  and  imporerished,  was  held  brfore  the  eyes 
of  Senators  as  a  foe,  economic  and  Indostrtal.  If  not  political, 
against  which  we  must  be  prepanMi;  There  waa  moch  talk  of 
poison  gas  and  explosives  and  chemicals  which  were  to  Piaj  b 
vital  part  in  all  miUtary  conflicts,  and  we  wwe  conjured  to  aid 
this  industry  by  giving  it  embargi>  rates  and  an  unrestricted 
commission  to  exploit  the  American  oi^nsumers.  I  might  add 
in  passing  that  imagination  rather  than  fact  waa  the  basis  of 
the  eloq»»nt  appeals.  .     ^  ^  . 

It  was  known  that  Europe  was  exhausted,  that  poverty  and 
distress  existed  in  every  European  country,  and  that  hundreds 
of  thousands  were  perishing  from  malnutrition  and  from  the 
physical  and  mental  sufferings  through  which  they  had  passed 
during  the  tragic  years  of  the  World  War.  Unfortunately  these 
appeals  were  successful,  and  there  were  written  Into  the 
FOTflney-McCumber  Act  tariff  rates  so  high  as  to  exclude  from 
Importation  thousands  of  commodities  important  and  necessary 
for  the  health  and  welfare  of  the  people.  And  similar  appeals 
have  been  made  for  the  continuation  of  the  rates  found  in  the 
Fordney-McCumber  Act  Indeed,  representatives  of  some  monop- 
olistic organlziitions  engaged  In  the  production  of  chemical 
and  other  products  have  sought  higher  duties,  and  are  now 
appealing  to  Congress  to  make  it  impossible  for  thousands  of 
needed  commodities  to  be  imported.  So  successful  have  been  the 
appeals  that  the  House  increased  the  duties  upon  916  items,  not 
including  those  that  fall  within  the  basket  clauses.  The  Repub- 
lican members  of  the  Finance  Committee  confirmed  the  actiwi 
of  the  House  In  many  of  the  increased  duties 

I  Invite  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  both  the 
House  and  the  Republican  monbers  of  the  Finance  Committee 
have  continued  the  American  valuation  embargo  provision  on 
dyes  and  other  coal-tar  products.  The  House  bill  contained  a 
provision  authorizing  the  application  of  the  flexible  provisions 
of  the  bill  to  these  commodities  subjected  to  the  American  sell- 
ing price  as  the  basis  for  computing  duties.  The  Republican 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee  adopted  that  provision. 

The  rejection  by  the  Senate  of  the  flexible  provisions  was  a 
rebuke  to  those  manufacturers  who  were  seeking  to  prostitute 
the  taxing  powers  of  the  Government  and  to  afford  them  an 
opportunity  to  invoke  Executive  authority,  under  whi(^  they 
might  charge  extortionate  prices  for  their  products.  Undoubt- 
edly if  the  flexible  provisions  shall  be  retained — and  I  can  not 
conceive  it  possible  in  view  of  the  action  of  the  Senate — applica- 
tions would  be  made  to  increase  the  rates  of  duty  to  the  full 
limit  of  50  per  cent,  though  the  tariff  duties  now  imposed  are 
practically  an  embargo  upon  many  commodities  within  para- 
grai^s  27  and  28.  This  would  be  a  burden  which  the  textile 
industry  of  the  United  States  would  be  compelled  to  bear. 

THK  CHBMICiiL  IM>CST«T   NOT  NBIT 

Mr.  President,  the  chemical  industry  is  not  new  in  the  United 
States.  Its  Mrth  was  contemporaneous  with,  if  it  did  not  pre- 
cede, the  birth  of  the  R^ublic.  More  than  a  hundred  years  ago 
there  were  chemical  manufacturing  plants  in  the  United  States, 
and  the  number  increased  as  the  country  developed  an*  the 
wants  of  the  people  expanded.  Prior  to  the  World  War  the 
chnnlcal  industry  had  assumed  large  proporticms.  According  to 
the  1914  census  of  manufactures,  published  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census,  it  was  second  among  the  Industries  of  the  country  as 
to  cai^tal  and  Investment,  being  exceeded  only  by  the  Iron  and 
steel  industry.  It  was  fourth  among  the  industries  in  the  value 
of  its  products,  being  surpassed  only  by  the  food  and  kindred 
products  Industry,  the  textile,  and  the  iron  and  steel  Indu.strles. 

The  Tariff  Commission  and  the  Department  of  Commerce  have 
prepared  many  reports  baaed  upon  investigations  made  by  them 
in  regard  to  our  imports,  exports,  and  domestic  production, 
have  drawn  liberally  upon  these  reports  and  publications  of 
thexe  departments  and  upon  the  statistical  abatract  for  the  facts 
herein  ptewcnted. 

Dorlof  the  World  War  the  principal  chemical  maoufactaren 
of  the  United  States  made  enormouM  proflts.  The  Held  was  so 
liivitlnf  that  many  rorporntitrtin  were  formed*  diemlral  planta 
en«ted<  a«d  the  volitme  of  eteemlcal  prodttete  ttrmtif  Inenwaed 
Vnt*mftmt0if,  war  la  M«ed  upon  bf  muny  Ut&nntntm  Uf  mnH 
mh^m  ttHmut.  (tw  atlUm,  m  wpH  •«  mtr  tmn  mmhry,  wer#i 
tletlme  nt  ¥%umUtm%0  pritm,  inH  tmtf  «t  thf  hmt4i»  nt  tht»  mnim- 
Ininnrpf  »i  mni4iUm»  tth4  timrnUtti  pfHMtfin,  bm  aim  flMMf 
in»M  pfti4mt4  tHhtf  fHmm**4UUn  tmtUS  Iff  flw  pttflHti  M4  N» 

VHV*   pfW^^Flif  fffff  fiff    ifPF  WwT/ 

Vmmm,  H*trwMp,  m*4  (tm  n*m$U  kmitfUmn  ttmiiihm  at¥i  «#« 

itf  arick   i^itKdMM   miuutiiuAMMMHm     Aji4  mv   itiMnaMotnk  li 


that  some  of  these  corporations  have  formed  agreements  and 
alliances  with  chemical  org-anizations  in  European  countries. 
Instead  of  the  chemical  industry  requiring  additional  protection, 
the  record  Indicates  that  it  is  the  most  profltaWe  Industry  in  the 
United  States.  I  shall  advert  to  this  matter  later  in  my 
remarks. 

Mr.  President,  the  rates  on  most  of  the  commodities  in  the 
chemical  schedule  should  be  reduced ;  none  should  be  increased. 
The  Fordney-McCumber  rates  are  higher  than  those  in  the 
Payne-Aldrich  bill,  and  the  pendiiig  bill  reaches  levels  never 
before  attained  In  the  United  States.  The  United  SUites  Is 
richly  favored  with  raw  materials  for  the  manufacture  of  most 
chemicals.  No  other  country  posses.ses  the  varied  resources  or 
so  many  raw  materials  as  does  the  United  States.  We  enjoy 
unlimited  supplies  of  the  basic  minerals  and  elements,  from 
which  many  chemicals  are  derived,  such  as  iron,  lead,  copper, 
sine,  petroleum,  and  earth  metals,  among  them  aluminum,  mag- 
nesium, calcium,  barium,  and  so  forth.  Our  coal  and  petroleum 
deposits  are  greater  than  those  of  any  country  in  the  world. 
They  are  the  chief  sources  of  most  of  the  organic  chemical 
compounds.  In  view  of  these  limitless  resources  and  the  exten- 
sive home  market  there  is  less  reason  for  high  rates  of  protec- 
tion for  the  chemical  schedule  than  there  is  for  any  other 
schedule. 

As  I  have  stated,  the  chemical  industry  is  not  an  infant  indus- 
try, nor  Is  it  threatened  by  foreign  competition.  It  was  a 
strong  and  powerful  industry,  vigorous  enough  to  compete  with 
Germany  or  any  other  country  prior  to  the  World  War. 

The  Guaranty  Trust  Co.,  of  New  York,  a  powerful  financial 
institution,  which  is  credited  to  the  capitalistic  group  and  which 
has  intimate  knowledge  of  our  industries  and  their  develoi)- 
ment,  published  in  its  monthly  paper,  called  The  Survey,  for 
July,  1929,  a  statement  in  regard  to  the  chemical  industry  xmder 
the  title  "  The  American  Chemical  Industry."  I  quote  from 
this  publication: 

Ttxere  are  two  general  mlsconceptioDs  regarding  the  American  chem- 
ical industry  frequently  found  among  otherwise  weil-informed  business 
men ;  namely,  that  the  industry  Is  relatively  new  in  American  indus- 
trial history  and  that  the  scope  of  the  chemical  industry  is  of  less 
significance  in  the  general  industrial  process  than  is  actually  the  case. 
These  misconceptions,  where  they  do  exist,  are  not  without  Justifiable 
caus& 

There  has  been  much  popular  comment  within  the  last  two  years  on 
the  rapid  expansion  of  the  American  chemical  Industry  since  the  war. 
While  it  Is  true  that  this  industry  has  undergone  a  very  rapid  expan- 
sion during  this  period,  and  while  it  is  equally  true  that  this  develop- 
ment has  brought  the  country  into  world  leadership  in  the  production 
of  chemical  and  allied  products,  the  fact  remains  that  even  before  the 
war  the  industry  was  firmly  rooted  and  operating  on  a  sound  basis  in 
this  country. 

Chemical  production  in  the  United  States  is  a  native  industry.  A 
century  ago  there  were  approximately  100  chemical  companies  operating 
successfully  with  an  aggregate  capitalisation  of  more  than  $1,000,000 ; 
and  in  some  branches  of  the  industry  the  United  States  has  always 
maintained  leadership,  more  especially  in  electrochemistry.  At  present 
the  American  chemical  Industry  is  the  largest  in  the  wqrld,  and  among 
other  American  industries  it  ranks  third  in  capitalixation,  fourth  in 
value  of  product,  and  third  in  the  number  of  employees. 

Some  of  the  great  trusts  and  manufacturers  of  chemicals, 
without  regard  to  the  facts,  contend  that  this  industry  has  been 
developed  since  the  World  War  and  is  solely  the  result  of  the 
tariff  rates  provided  in  the  Fordney-McCumber  bill.  The 
article  Just  read  controverts  these  statements  and  supports  the 
view  that  before  the  war  the  chemical  industry  was  firmly 
rooted  and  was  operating  on  a  sound  basis  in  the  United  States. 

In  support  of  this  view  I  call  attention  to  the  Commerce 
Yearbook  for  1929.  page  44.  and  to  the  Abstract  of  the  Census 
of  Manufactures  for  1914,  published  in  1927,  where  it  is  s^own 
that  there  were  262,000  wage  earners  engaged  in  the  chemical 
industry  in  1899  and  278.000  In  1914.  The  capital  invested  in 
the  flrst-named  year  was  $1,163,816,000.  The  Industry  con- 
tinned  to  develop,  and  In  1914  there  was  invented  in  the 
chemical  manufacturing  Industries  |3,oe4.209XNiO.  The  UfiH\ 
capital  lirf«Mt«d  In  oianttfactarinir  In  the  United  Ht»ttm  In  1914 
was  |22,00O,MIO,0UO,  dittded  nttntnu  14  c)nMHm  trt  IfklflntrteH. 
The  Ir^  arxl  )«teH  tmlttfifry  ranked  1\rnt,  hating  aft  inftmlm*^ 
lit  piSHi^JtftnjOdO,  and  ftM*  tinnnU^i  \n4\nmry  nt'ttiptM  thf  mfttu^ 
pto««'  wHh  an  imtmlMt^tt  tff  iff^r  9ltjtH1f/iHtf.tpm. 

in  a  rewrff  M#MM»e<l  hf  flw  Ift^rtimirt  tff  V^mm^ff,  IM» 
ftiMhf  IX  1W7,  ««dw  lh*i  h4mM*Hi  W/^/Vwld**  Uniittf^mu'P  iH 

§fiptmfit', 

•    •    •    %^im  Mfz/M  *^  #«f  ^*^Hn  tt*0  fimf»  Him  *H  t¥ii,  pm 
gfMtHi4vtffU  1m  itH  iHtim*<tH*  Kittmi^iA  yt400tff  h»A  Mrw  n9*»iMt4m4 

mmmg^MgA^    mgtg^^mA^   ^f^k^a^^AMM^    4tt^iiM^#  Aatt^fAjAM^    MA^aA^    MTAtftf    M^MMtk^if    JUll^ 

W^WWt^^^9w    Wwf^^f^^    W^^fWW^^^fW    wf^^^^WwT  f  f         iVH^^^  ^^W^    P^W^^W     W*PW    WWT^^^W^     I^w^V 
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ta  many  foreisB  marketa.  Dqt4bs  thia  period  prodnction,  export!,  and 
imports  all  had  recorded  a  ateady  adTancement,  more  tbaa  doubling  lo 
eacb  caae. 

During  the  war  Germany's  exports  were  prevented  by  the 
blockade  to  which  she  was  subjected.  The  demands  for  muni- 
tions and  war  chemicals  by  the  allied  powers  and  the  United 
States  resulted  In  a  remarkable  development  In  the  domestic 
chemical  Industry.  The  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  Co..  the 
Union  Carbide  A  Carbon  Corporation,  and  the  Allied  Chemical 
&  Dye  Corporation,  thouRh  they  had  been  large  producers  of 
chemicals  prior  to  the  war,  developed  into  powerful  producing 
agencies.  From  1899  to  1922  the  production  and  export  of 
chemicals  Increased.  There  was  an  increase  of  500  per  cent 
in  the  value  of  chemical  products  and  also  a  large  Increase  in 
exports. 

As  an  evidence  of  the  stability  and  growth  of  the  chemical 
industry,  I  quote  from  a  publication  of  the  International 
Chemical  Conference  of  the  League  of  Nations  under  date  of 
May,  1927,  entitled  "The  Chemical  Industry": 

The  order  of  participation  of  the  four  coantriea  which  took  the 
greatest  share  in  the  production  of  chemicals  In  1918  waa  as  follows : 
United  States  of  America,  34  per  cent;  Germany,  24  per  cent;  then 
come  Great  Britain  and  France. 

The  order  remains  the  same  to-day,  but  America's  share  has  rtoen 
to  47  per  cent  and  Germany's  has  fallen  to  17  per  cent. 

The  total  forrign  trade  in  chemical  products  amounted,  on  the 
basis  of  the  export  figures  alone,  to  3.2  milliards  of  gold  marks  in  1913 
and  to  4  milliards  of  gold  marks  in  1925. 

The  chief  exporting  countries  in  1913  were  as  followa : 

Per  cent 

Germany 28 

Great    Britain 16 

Chile 16 

Substantially  all  of  Chile's  exports  are  nitrates,  raw  mate- 
rials,  particularly    important   to   agriculture   as   the   basis   of 

fertilizers. 

Per  cent 

United  Statea  of  America 10 

France 10 


In  1925  this  order  had  changed  as  follows: 


Percent 
23 


Germany- 
United  States  of  America 16 

Great  Britain 14 

France - 13 

AMEBICAN  CHBMICAL  INIH78TBT.  1»22-1»2» 

From  1922  to  1928  the  American  chemical  Industry  became 
the  largest  chemical  Industry  in  the  world.  According  to  the 
1927  census,  published  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census,  the  value 
of  its  products  Increased  threefold  since  1914,  the  increase  being 
from  $1,074,035,000,  excluding  petroleum,  liquors,  ammunition, 
coke,  cottonseed  oil  and  cake,  firearms  and  eas,  to  $3,063,167,000 
in  1927.  Wages  Increased  from  $98,597,000  in  1914  to  $310,- 
806,000  In  1927.  The  value  added  by  manufacture  Increased 
310  per  cent  during  this  period ;  that  is,  from  $436,614,000  In 
1914  to  $1,491,252,000  in  1927. 

That  the  chemical  Industry  has  enjoyed  unusual  prosperity  Is 
the  statement  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce,  Doctor 
Klein,  who  recently  said : 

The  American  chemical  industry  is  to-day,  in  point  of  abaolnte  vol- 
ume, the  greatest  in  the  world  iu  the  value  of  manufacture,  Import,  and 
export.  The  industry  has  increased  its  output  50  per  cent  during  the 
past  six  years.  In  1921  the  total  chemical  production,  according  to 
figure*  fnmlsbed  by  tb«  Bureau  of  the  Census,  was  $1,600,000,000, 
while  the  figures  for  1927  are  estimated  as  approximating  $2,500,000,000. 
Our  foreign  trade  in  chemicals  has  increased,  exports  from  the  United 
States  having  grown  from  $123,000,000  In  1922  to  approximately 
$200,000,000  ta  1927.  Tliea*  figures  In  th«raaelTes  are  aulBcleotly  in- 
teresting to  arraat  attaotlon,  bat  tb«y  take  on  a  great  de«l  mors  ■!«• 
Blflcan««  wb«n  It  Is  rMlts«d  tbat  In  plact  of  th«  raw  materials  which 
wsre  shipped  lo  th«  past,  exports  of  cbemlcsl  prodoctH  now  consist  In 
major  part  ^f  flnlsbMl  and  oth^wlM  bigbly  fabrWated  e«mmodltl«fl. 
Tlw  0ottw»0  t/t  lkl«  l0  tr««  wHli  raw  wmt«rt»lii  t/tfmght  In  lor  Mlbm- 
4IN^1  protmUmg.  itnptrri*  in  tPM  «m«r(>ff(«d  t4f  $iiHifiOitAHHf,  wMI*  hi 
itW  (t!Mt  §ppffrtHnai06  ^WHiJKKtjMft,  Vftm  «  t«<r/  Um  t^  tH  «fr 
Mfrf^r*  ftmu  §ffif  iim  AMntUmn  ttumumi  IMNMfy  feM  «4t««>^^  f*  ihn 
turtiH  wtn^0  Ut4»f  M  if  4fttt¥fHt§  Mt  mfnHfMmtf  ptfUf4  &t  pttntimHt^ 

1fftH*rf  UU^ifn  tUtti^nrnti  Hm*^\n^fi4f  /UmtMHttriH^n  tim  gf*ml 
Af»  %  im^ti  )m0UHHff  UtAimm,  fim**U'tti  impyn*  ^m^in  Utf^^f 


Iirodacts  being  exported.  I  think  Senators  who  are  insisting 
apon  the  exdosion  of  imports,  basing  their  contention  upon  the 
groand  that  that  coarse  Is  necessary  for  the  prosperity  of  the 
American  people,  overlook  important  facts  and  fall  to  appreciate 
the  benefits  of  reciprocal  trade.  For  Instance,  continental 
United  States  exported  in  1928  commodities  of  the  value  of 
$5,311,000,000— $273,000,000  going  to  United  States  Territories 
and  possessions — while  its  imports  for  the  same  year  from  for- 
eign countries  were  $3,950,261,000.  The  imports  from  our  Ter- 
ritorial possessions  were  $398,485,000.  Of  our  exports,  44.9  per 
cent,  consist  of  finished  manufactures,  among  these  being  iron 
and  steel  products,  machinery,  automobiles,  cotton  goods,  chemi- 
cals, dyes,  medicines,  and  innumerable  fabricated  products. 
More  than  15  per  cent  of  our  exports  consist  of  foodstuffs,  such 
as  flour,  meat,  fats,  and  so  forth;  25.7  per  cent  of  our  exports 
consist  of  crude  materials,  among  them  being  cotton,  tobacco, 
and  coal;  14.3  per  cent  are  semimanufactured  commodities,  in 
which  category  are  found  iron  and  steel  products,  petroleum, 
lumber,  and  copper.  It  Is  obvious  that  these  large  exports  con- 
tribute materially  to  the  prosperity  of  the  United  States. 

The  fabrication  of  the  products  which  we  export  furnishes 
employment  for  tens  of  thousiinds  of  American  workmen.  If 
we  are  sincerely  Interested  In  the  welfare  of  the  wage  earner  of 
the  United  States  we  will  adopt  a  policy  that  will  Increase  our 
exports  and  send  our  products  to  every  land  under  the  shining 
sun. 

An  examination  of  our  Imports  reveals  that  the  great  majority 
consist  of  crude  or  raw  materials  which,  as  I  have  said,  are 
indispensable  to  American  industrial  expansion.  The  imports 
of  rubber,  silk,  hides,  furs,  wool,  petroleum,  fertlHiers,  and  i»per 
pulp  furnish  employment  to  many  thousands  of  American  wage 
earners,  and  add  materially  to  the  aggregate  domestic  produc- 
tion. ColTee,  sugar,  and  numerous  other  products,  not  indige- 
nous to  the  United  States,  are  Imported,  ccmstltutlng  more  than 
22  per  cent  of  our  total  Imports. 

As  evidence  of  the  Imperative  neces.sity  of  Imports,  in  1027 
we  admitted  products  of  the  value  of  $2,621,873,000  free  of  duty, 
whereas  commodities  upon  which  duties  were  imposed  in  that 
year  were  valued  at  but  $1,562,869,000.  In  1928  nondutlable 
Imports  were  valued  at  $2,616,239,000,  and  those  upon  which 
duties  were  paid  were  valued  at  $1,475,205,000.  It  will  thus  be 
seen  that  the  great  majority  of  our  imports  are  free;  they  are 
free  because  they  consist  of.  products  absolutely  necessary  to 
meet  the  needs  of  the  American  people  and  our  manufacturing 
industries. 

Mr.  President,  since  the  pending  bill  has  been  under  considera- 
tion I  have  called  attention  to  the  Importance  of  our  foreign 
trade  and  the  advantages  which  agriculture  and  labor  as  well 
as  Industry  generally  derive  therefrom. 

I  am  perhaps  traversing  some  of  the  ground  heretofore  covered, 
but  in  view  of  the  hostility  of  some  Senators  to  a  policy  that 
will  be  for  the  advantage  of  the  American  people  growing  out  of 
the  enlargement  of  our  foreign  trade  and  commerce  I  have 
endeavored  to  present  what  I  conceive  to  be  the  sounder  and 
wiser  policy,  one  that  encourages  American  production  and 
enlarges  the  boundaries  of  American  markets.  I  am  primarily 
concerned  in  America  and  In  the  prosperity  of  the  Am«'rican 
people,  and  I  am  certain  that  our  manufacturing  industries  will 
be  more  prosperous  and  more  wage  earners  will  find  employ- 
ment at  higher  wages,  if  our  foreign  trade  increases  and  our 
contacts  vnth  the  world  are  more  numerous.  The  home  market 
is  important  but  it  Is  not  all-Important.  Every  political  econo- 
mist of  note  regards  with  disapproval  narrow  and  provincial 
national  policies  that  do  not  take  cognisance  of  the  interde- 
pendence of  nations. 

Mr.  President,  In  a  publication  of  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  and 
Domestic  Commerce,  being  Trade  Promotion  Series  No.  78, 
published  this  year  and  entitled  "American  Chemical  Industry," 
the  following  statements  are  made ; 

Tb«  United  States  with  the  prevent  prodactioo  of  chemical  and  allt'H] 
products  of  $2,278,000,000  and  a  foreign  trade  therein  of  $400.rK)0.000 
has  attained  to  world  promlneoc*  In  a  field  wb«r«  28  ymrs  ago  it 
oecapled  a  posKlon  at  relatively  mlflor  Importance.  At  the  b^rlnatfiff 
of  tb«  ciMTWit  feflttiry  In  ISfliflsod  snd  tlie  TTnlfed  Pfsfw  six]  f/th#f 
larf*  mativlMtnf)nM  M«wtr»««  ll»*f«  wan  mnfh  <n»ntfmUiii  4,1  fh^  ir^ 
MMMknfo  grtrwlh  oi  ih»  Oftrntin  tinmrtfai  InSmrtrt  Anrtng  flw  ♦#/»  pr*' 
t«4i»M  4ft»A«*.    9<ff  fV  p»0i  1im  f«rff  »tl  ihm  ahttftmium  h§§  •w***^ 

ih*  V*i*i4^  ni»*^.  tmfttm  1^0  r*fM  fm  i^M  h^h  pftf^tHHim  «#4 
0§PhH*  mfm0^  §¥fpf^  mti  ht  f§tm  tt4  mfHfU  ftmti  mm  im  mtt, 
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mm  «r  Ite  wmtMUmia  m»4  ptwtr  «t  (Mi  tateitry  cM;  wUk 
tte  iMMt*  to  nmd  ft,  iMit  Mk  dMt  execrpt*  to  prtotcd  m  • 

Th«  PBBWDIMO  OFFICBB  (Mr.  Hon*  In  the  chair). 
WillMmt  objection,  it  U  to  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

■Tea  before  the  war.  during  the  jetrt  189©  to  1014.  the  ««»»■»- 
work  for  sd  ImportJUit  chemical  Induetry  had  been  flrmlr  eeUbUahfd 
and  the  manufacture™  logically  situated  to  eonrammate  a  aatlafactory 
synthetic  organic  chemical  Industry.  American  goods  wwe  already  acid 
In  many  forvign  markets.  During  this  period,  production,  exports,  a  »d 
Importa  aU  bad  recorded  a  steady  advancement,  more  than  doubUng  in 
each  case. 

Then  came  the  abnormal  World  War  period  with  the  enormous  de- 
mand for  exploelTee  and  all  the  necessary  war  chemicala.  followed  ij 
the  IneTitable  era  of  depression,  comparatively  short  lived  In  this  n- 
Btauce.  The  Indomitable  will  and  capability  for  work  of  the  Americin 
chemical  manufacturer  soon  brought  about  recovery  until  in  1926  P  t>- 
ductlon  aurpasaed  the  peak  figure  of  1919.     Export*  have  also  expanc  ed 

steadily     •     •     •. 

The  paint  and  Tarnish  Industry,  also  well  esUblished  In  1899  w  tb 
a  value  of  nearly  175.000.000,  recorded  a  steady  adrancement  to  |1B0.- 
000.000  in  1914.  1350.000.000  in  1919.  and  $480,000,000  in  1925- -a 
ngure  considerably  In  excess  of  that  for  the  entire  chemical  Industry  in 
1889  •  •  •.  All  kinds  of  pigments,  paints,  and  varnishes  have  i  d- 
Tanced  in  line  with  normal  consumption,  but  probably  the  specia  ty 
paints  and  the  new  pyroxylin  lacquers,  so  popular  for  painting  autoi  lo- 
biles.  were  the  chief  items  In  tills  unusual  expansion. 

The  manafacture  of  coal-tar  products,  which  comprise  another  group 
of  chemicals,  is  a  more  recent  development  and  represents  both  en  de 
and  highly  processed  chemicals.  Among  the  highly  processed  synthetic 
organic  chemicals  are  uiedlcinals.  dyes,  flavors,  perfumes,  and  photo- 
graphic chemicala. 

With  the  progress  In  the  manufiactore  of  flnished  goods,  more  and 
more  crude  distillates  were  made  and  consumed  until  the  record  v  as 
reached  In  1926. 

Of  particular  interest  in  this  line  is  the  achievement  of  the  Uniled 
States  dye  Industry,  which  at  present  supplies  93  per  cent  of  the 
domestic  consumption.  Dyee  made  by  American  manufacturers  num- 
ber hundreds  and  the  value  runs  to  over  $36,000,000.  A  greater  app  re- 
dation  of  color  la  one  of  the  most  important  reasons  for  the  num >r 
manufactured. 

Of  the  finlahed  products  of  coal-tar  origin,  medidnala  account  'or 
•early  $7.000,000 ;  tanning  materials  and  synthetic  phenolic  real  us. 
$7.000.000 :  navora.  $1,500,000  ;  and  perfumes,  $800,000.  The  adopt  on 
in  reeeat  years  of  certain  coal-tar  medidnala  in  the  treatment  of  some 
dlseasea  formerly  regarded  as  Incurable  has  proTcd  valuable.     •     •     • 

With  more  and  more  paints  being  used  each  year,  conaumptlon  of 
Unseed  oil.  a  necessary  ingredient,  has  likewiae  Improved  from  less  tlan 
$25,000,000  in  1899  to  aroand  $100,000,000  in  1925. 

PyrozyllD  plastic*  offfera  perhaps  the  greateat  posalbiUty  of  expansl  }n. 
Already  fta  adaptability  for  a  wide  range  of  uaes  has  considerably 
increased  the  nnmber  of  eommodltiea  made  therefrom.  These  enter 
Into  the  manafacture  of  wearing  apparel — rayon — toilet  articles,  rnd 
article*  fOr  adornment,  for  practical  use  in  the  form  of  writing  im|  tie- 
Bents  or  bowiehold  appliance*  and  utenslla,  and  for  entertainment  in 
radio  part*.     Antomobile  manufacturers  are  big  consumers  alato.     •     •     • 

In  1925  the  mannfadure  of  plastic*  and  pyroxylin  solutions  alme 
approached  $50,000,000  in  value. 

Matcbe*  likewise  have  advanced  in  value  to  around  $25,000,000. 

*  *  *  Indastriai  chemicals.  In  some  form,  either  diredly  or  Indi- 
rectly, used  dally  by  everybody  and  by  every  industry,  recorded  the  gnat- 
est  progrca*  of  all  chemical  group*.  Their  1925  production  value  of 
Dcvrly  half  a  Mllioa  dollat*  wa*  nine  time*  that  of  1890.     •     •     • 

Aaotber  notable  change  in  the  industrial  chemical  branch  has  b>en 
tb*  derelopBent  of  so-called  spedalty  and  packaged  good*  for  re  ail 
■ale.  These  iadnde  soch  well-known  articles  a*  cleansing  materlil*, 
dtstsfectaats.  laaectiddcs.  and  fongiddes  for  hotuebold  and  agrl  -al- 
toral  pgjpoec*.  The  maanfaetore  of  inaeetklde*  and  fangldde*  las 
attafaed    eoulderabl*   *ue   *m   farmeri    realise    that    insects    consi  on 

profltSa 

The  ralae  of  indnstnal  chemical  prododion.  aggregating  $55,000.  X>0 
la  1899,  iacfvased  to  nearly  $200,000,000  in  1914.  Then  came  the 
period  of  SBoat  rapid  expansion,  partly  doe  to  abnormal  Enropsan 
dcaaad.  to  oMrly  half  a  MUlon  dollars,  followed  by  a  setback  in  V.  21. 
la  1923  the  production  vala*  a<ala  shot  forward,  snrpaaskig  the  1  >19 
Ogw*  bp  $70,000,000. 

•  •  •  It  woald  be  impo**ible  to  mention  the  number  of  i  lew 
chemical*  the  mannfadure  of  which  wa*  begun  and  developed  duiing 
tbi*  period  on  a  arale  soffldent  to  supply  domestic  reqnirement*  md 
allow  for  export.  Beaides  the  soda  group,  one  of  the  leedlng  brancie*. 
wbidi  markets  *n  appreciable  amount  of  boaaebold  and  other  naet  in 
packaged  form,  the  compressed  gaae*  offer  poeslbtlitie*  of  continued 
e«p*»*loa 


•  •  •  Bv#ry«M  to  Bwan  «t  tk*  tnm*mi$»»  «s9ms«mi  to  Ite  «ilo 
H  pMffMMd  sirtfTfafr  mmd  tMUt  pr«|wratiMW,  amd  «4w«nratiMi  to  MSf 
Mp-^o-date  drsg  star*  will  avo*  eourlmAat  oae  of  th«  emtrmon*  prodMC* 
tf«o  thftt  magt  be  carried  ou  to  supply  the  deaaaad.  ftUkrUug  im  1909 
with  a  valoe  of  $99,000,000,  almost  equal  to  that  of  the  naval  atores 
*nd  paint  group,  tbi*  popular  iodostry  had  a  contluoed  growth  U 
neariy  $475,000,000  In  1925. 

The  eynthetic  organic  produds  have  entered  this  field  also.  Pre- 
pared medldnes,  chiefly  thoee  of  a  proprietary  nature,  take  the  lead 
with  approximately  $175,000,000  ahowing  a  greater  readineas  on  the 
part  of  the  public  to  purchase  goods  with  a  recognixed  therapeutic 
value,  manufactured  under  sanitary  conditions  in  large  and  well-known 
laboratories. 

It  has  now  become  the  custom  for  pradlcally  everyone,  no  matter 
how  limited  the  income,  to  use  tooth  pastes,  talcum  and  other  powders, 
perfumery,  and  cosmetics  In  general.  This  branch  of  the  Industry, 
therefore,  also  made  remarkable  strides,  to  almost  $150,000,000  In  19i'5. 
Considering  the  number  of  beauty  parlors  and  barber  shops  In  the 
large  cities,  and  the  fact  that  many  of  them  compound  their  own 
preparations.  It  will  be  realised  that  this  figure  is  probably  much  too 
low.     •     •     • 

To  give  an  idea  of  the  Increase  in  consumption  of  chemicals  during 
the  past  25  years,  production  figures  are  given  for  1899  and  1925,  the 
last  census  year,  and  trade  figures  for  1926.  During  this  interim  pro- 
duction has  gained  500  per  cent,  exports  400  per  cent     •     •     •. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  Pre.sident.  in  an  article  appearing  In  the  July 
Issue  of  the  Index,  a  publication  of  the  New  York  Trust  Co.,  a 
table  Is  found  showing  domestic  production  for  the  years  1899, 
1914.  and  1925,  of  large  groups  or  classes  of  chemical  products. 
The  article  states  that  during  this  period  of  26  years,  namely, 
between  1899  and  1925.  the  production  of  chemicals  increased 
600  per  cent.  The  following  table  .shows  the  various  groupa 
and  the  production  for  each  of  the  three  years  just  stated : 

United   Btate»   chemical  production 
[In  millions  of  dollars] 


Group 


Naval  stores  and  paints 

Industrial  chemicals 

Medicinal  and  toilet  preparations 

Crude  druRs.  essentiaJ  oils,  waxes,  etc 

Fertiliiers  and  fertiliier  materials 

Eiplosives,  pyroxylin  matches. 

Coal-tar  products 

Total _ 


1899 


go 

89 
59 
53 
26 
1 


373 


1914 


188 
177 
167 
lU 
176 
63 
13 


878 


1925 


538 
491 
473 
307 
235 
132 
112 


3,378 


The  Commerce  Yearl>ook  for  1029  deals  with  chemicals  and 
relatetl  products,  and  states  that  the  chemical  industry  occupies 
a  strong  and  impregnable  position,  and  is  increasing  in  produc- 
tion and  exports.  The  report  shows  that  in  the  production  of 
acids  and  miscellaneous  organic  and  inorganic  chemicals  there 
has  been  remarkable  progress.  The  citric  acid  industry  has 
grown  to  major  importance,  the  output  in  1927  being  more  than 
7.000,000  pounds.  The  production  of  phosphoric  acid  has  in- 
creased, as  well  as  acetic  acid,  the  latter  gaining  more  than  60 
per  cent  in  production  over  1925,  and  nearly  ten  times  in  the 
amounts  made  and  consumed  in  the  same  establishments.  In  the 
group  of  sodium  compounds  there  have  been  increases  in  sodium, 
fluoride,  hypochlorite,  phosphate,  caustic  soda,  and  borax. 

The  production  of  alums  and  aluminum  compounds  has  made 
remarkable  progress,  the  output  in  1927  being  one-fourth  larger 
than  in  1923.  Aluminum  sulphate,  an  important  chemical,  like- 
wise showed  an  increase  not  only  in  value  but  also  in  quantity. 
There  has  been  an  increa.se  in  the  field  of  orpiinic  chemicals. 
This  is  true  particularly  In  the  production  of  solvents,  synthetic 
aliphatic  organic  chemicals  derived  from  petroleum  and  natural 
gas  producing  cheaper  and  better  raw  materials  for  other  In- 
dustries. These  synthetic  aliphatics  are  Important  in  the  manu- 
facture of  lacquers,  rayon,  synthetic  re«ln.s,  and  vulcanized  rub- 
ber. There  has  been  an  Increa.««  In  the  production  of  nitrocella- 
lose  lacquers,  resulting  in  Increafied  demands  for  butyl  acetate, 
ethyl  acetate,  ethyl  chloride,  and  similar  solvents.  There  has 
l)ecn  a  preat  Increase  In  the  manufacture  of  synthetic  perfumes. 
The  increase  la  carbon  bisulphide  is  attributable  to  the  raytm 
industry,  as  a  result  of  which  the  sales  of  rayon  in  1927 
amounted  to  more  than  45,(XK),000  pounds. 

In  I  he  group  of  Inorganic  ch<tnlcals  there  has  been  a  constant 
enlargement  of  production.  This  is  particularly  true  with 
respect  to  calcium  chloride,  copper  carbonate,  iron  ammonium 
citrate,  mercuric  chloride,  and  many  chemicals  used  for  insecti- 
cide purposes.  There  has  been  n  large  increase  in  the  manu- 
facture of  medicinal,  lAarmaceuticaU  and  toilet,  preparations. 
Drug-store  preparations  have  doubled  since  1914,  and  proprietary 
mediclBea  and  compouuda  have  increased  more  than  two  and 
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tme-haU  (tnc*.  In  bMogk^l  ehetaintry  ttt«r«  hu  Imum  «  crMt 
ioereum;  in  t1»f  TiiriMf  of  «utit<>xin«.  ittmma,  Aud  rAceioea.  In 
1U2^  tlM^  Tttloe  uf  tbe«e  pruduclK  wa»  flO.622,000.  atul  in  1927 
ittore  than  $18,000,000,  The  value  of  pateut  and  proprtetarjr 
medicines  manufactured  in  1927  was  more  than  $182XK)0,000.  and 
of  insecticides  and  fungicides  approximately  $21,000,000.  There 
was  an  advance  of  21  per  cent,  or  more  than  $114,000,000,  in  the 
value  of  paints  and  varnishes  lK*tween  1923  and  1927,  the  total 
value  of  these  and  related  products  for  that  year  amounting  to 
more  than  $419000,000. 

I  have  staled  that  many  of  these  chemicals,  so  Important  to 
Industry,  are  covered  by  paragraph  2  of  the  pending  bill,  and 
are  subjected  to  a  rate  of  duty  of  6  cents  per  pound  and  30  per 
cent  ad  valorem.  This  is  tantamount  to  an  ^nbargo  of  most 
of  them.  The  representative  of  the  Union  Carbon  &  Carbide 
Co.,  appearing  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  requested 
that  paragraph  2  be  written  as  it  aprn^ars  in  the  bill.  It  would 
seem  that  this  powerful  trust  is  regarded  as  so  feeble  as  to 
require  further  .subsidies.  This  paragraph  deals  with  organic 
chemicals,  and  includes  hundreds  of  products,  only  a  limited 
number  of  which  are  even  of  commercial  production  and  use. 

The  chemical  industry  has  assimied  such  proportions  that  its 
exports  to  Germany.  Switzerland.  Great  Britain,  and  France, 
where  the  chemical  industry  has  long  been  established,  and  to 
all  parts  of  the  world,  have  been  very  large.  The  United  States 
Is  now  exporting  16  per  cent  of  the  world's  total  exports  of 
chemicals  and  related  products ;  and,  as  I  have  stated,  some  of 
the  largest  manufacturers  and  exporters  have  subsidiary  or- 
ganizations in  foreign  countries.  As  evidence  of  the  impreg- 
nable position  occupied  by  the  chemical  industry  of  the  United 
States,  the  records  disclose  that  37  per  cent  of  all  chemicals 
exported  are  purchased  in  European  countries.  In  an  article 
apiieariug  in  the  Commerce  Report,  issued  December  12,  1927, 
entitled  "  World-wide  Importance  of  the  United  States  Chemical 
Industry,"  It  is  stated  that  the  United  States  is  the  largest 
producer  in  the  world  of  naval  stores  and  commodities  in  the 
paint  and  varnL^sh  group,  and  that  it  leads  the  world  in  the  ex- 
port of  these  chemicals.  This  group  shows  a  400  per  cent  ex- 
pansion in  values  between  1913  and  1927. 

Naval  stores  are  sold  in  the  industrial  centers  of  the  world, 
and  American  paints  and  pyroxylin  lacquers  are  exported  to 
nearly  every  country.  Eight  per  cent  of  our  chemical  exports 
are  coal-tar  products — about  one-half  crudes  and  the  other  half 
finished  products.  To  China,  Japan,  and  India  colors,  dyes, 
and  stains  of  the  value  of  more  than  $6,000,000  were  shipped 
In  1926,  Our  exports  of  explosives  and  fertilizers  have  shown 
considerable  increase,  the  exports  of  the  latter  being  600.000 
tons  in  1900  and  750,000  tons  in  1926.  Our  exports  of  ammo- 
nium sulphate  and  other  prepared  fertilizer  mixtures  have  also 
increased.  Industrial  chemicals  constitute  one- fourth  of  our 
total  exports,  being  an  increase  of  more  than  400  per  cent  since 
1918. 

Exports  of  chemicals  In  1899  were  limited,  consisting  largely 
of  sulphuric,  acetic,  and  other  acids,  methanol,  acetate  of  lime, 
copper  feuli^ate,  washing  powder,  baking  powder,  and  metal 
polish.  There  has  been  a  remarlcable  expansion  in  soditim  com- 
pounds, ammonium  compounds,  bleaching  powder,  dextrine,  com- 
pressed gases,  and,  chief  of  all,  insecticides,  disinfectants,  and 
similar  preparations.  These  products  are  shipped  in  increaMng 
quantities  to  all  parts  of  the  world.  In  1927  our  sulphur  exports 
amounted  to  more  than  800,000  tons,  and  medicinals,  pharma- 
ceuticals, and  toilet  preparations  valued  at  more  than  $32,000,- 
000  were  exported  in  1927,  this  being  an  increase  in  shipments 
of  more  than  800  per  cent  over  the  exports  of  1899. 

An  examination  of  the  statistics  shows  markets  for  our 
chemical  exports  In  more  than  28  countries,  the  aggregate  ex- 
ports being  valued  at  $192,541,000  in  1927.  The  report  states 
that— 

At  tbe  pr««Kot  time  no  country  is  too  diatant  or  andeveloped  for 
American  cbemtcali  not  to  be  known.  Some  of  tbe  beet  indiviiloa! 
market*  are  tbe  Eogliab  and  Spanish  speakiBf  countriea,  espedalljr  tboae 
wblcb  bare  been  rrvcbing  oat  toward  wider  commercial  developmesta 
on  their  own  belialf,  ancb  aa  Canada,  Aoatralla.  New  Zealand,  and 
Britisb  Sonth  Africa. 

Europe  offers  the  best  field  for  oar  chemical  exports,  and  per- 
fused in  1926  more  than  one-third  of  the  same,  which  was  three 
times  as  much  as  in  1899.  Tbe  United  Kingdom  is  our  most 
important  market,  purchasing  large  amounts  of  both  crude  and 
filliped  products,  among  which  are  naval  stores,  benzol,  sulphur, 
Indu.strial  chemicals,  prepared  medicines,  and  toilet  preparations. 
Japan  is  an  important  consumer  of  our  exported  chemicals  and 
Canada  is  the  second  largest. 

I  invite  attention  to  the  report  of  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce (1929,  p.  590),  showing  production  and  exports  of  chem- 
ical and  related  products  since  1925.    The  exports  were  ap- 


prostaMitHf  $0(»fii»fiOO  for  ta»,  etmXAt  dfM  «Bd  odxr 
coal-tar  prodttr'ts  repre«MitiJiff  %  per  oeot  of  tti**  totAl.  If«v«l 
atortm.  patots,  and  Tami«bes  comprise  oue-third  of  oar  indoatrial- 
chemicals  and  represent  approximately  one-fonrth  of  the  total 
eiports.  Ttiere  has  \ycen  an  increase  of  nearly  800  per  cent 
in  tbe  exports  of  industrial  chemicals.  In  the  Commerce  Year- 
book for  1929  data  concerning  the  chemical  Industry  appears. 
Beferenee  is  there  made  to  the  fact  that  the  average  unit  value 
of  all  domestic  coal-tar  dyes  sold  in  1928  was  9.2  per  cent  more 
than  the  average  in  1927.  I  might  add  pareuLhelicall^'  that 
this  seems  to  indicate  that  the  manufacturers  of  dyes,  if  they 
have  not  combined,  have  fixed  prices  for  those  products.  It  is 
imp<^»rtant  to  note  that  there  have  been  increases  In  the  prices 
of  drugs  and  i^armaceuticals  from  a  1914  price  Index  of  100 
to  164 ;  in  essential  oils  from  100  to  171 ;  in  crude  drugs  from 
100  to  194;  in  chemicals  and  drugs  from  100  to  120. 

The  report  in  dealing  with  1928  states  that  the  foreign  trade 
in  chemicals  and  routed  products  was  favorable,  the  exiH>rts 
being  valued  at  $188,674,000  and  amounting  to  28  per  cent  and 
the  imports  to  24  per  cent  greater  than  the  average  for  the 
1921-19ai  period.    The  report  stales: 

In  both  caaes  these  increases  are  the  result  of  tbe  continued  devrlop- 
ment  of  the  domestic  chemical  Industry,  the  increase  in  Imports  owinf 
chiefly  to  purchases  by  American  factories  of  raw  and  partly  finished 
materials  not  indigenous  to  this  country. 

The  fact  is  that  our  imports  are  largely  what  might  be  called; 
raw  and  crude  materials,  necessary  to  tl^  development  of  the 
domestic  industry.  In  other  words,  we  import  crudes  and  some 
intermediates,  thus  building  up  a  mauufaeturiug  and  produi-ing 
business,  and  export  finished  products  to  all  parts  of  the  world. 
One-half  the  total  value  of  exports  of  chemicals  and  related 
products  went  to  Canada,  the  United  Kingdom,  Germany, 
Japan,  and  Argentina.  Germany  purchased  one-tenth  of  these 
exports.  Among  the  exports  in  1928  were  coal-tur  products  of 
the  value  of  more  than  $14,000,000;  medicinals  and  pharma- 
ceutical preparations  valued  at  more  than  $20,000,000;  indus- 
trial chemicals  valued  at  nearly  $41,000,000;  pigments,  paints, 
and  varnishes  of  the  value  of  $25,612,000;  fertilizers  valued  at 
nearly  $16,000,000;  explosives  and  fuzes  of  the  value  of 
$5,000,000;  and  perfumery  and  toilet  preparations  valued  at 
nearly  $9,000,000. 

There  were  exports  of  naval  stores  valued  at  $25,000,000; 
other  gums  and  refdus,  $1,401,000;  crude  drugs  and  botanicals^ 
$3,273,000;  essential  oils,  $1,887,000;  Ihiseed  and  tung  oils, 
$228,000;  sulphur,  $15,052,000;  and  pyroxylin  products,  $3,359,- 
000 ;  and  other  commodities  valued  at  approximately  $2,000,000. 

The  principal  Imports  were  fertilizers,  amounting  to 
$78,000,000;  gums  and  resins,  crude  drugs,  and  botanicals  of 
the  value  of  $42,000,000 ;  and  linseed  and  tung  oils  of  the  value 
of  more  than  $13,000,000.  An  examination  of  the  table  of  Im- 
ports and  exports  demonstrates  that  the  United  States  can  com- 
pete with  Germany,  Great  Britain,  France,  and  Switwrland  in 
the  markets  of  the  world  in  substantially  all  branches  of  the 
chemical  Industry.  There  was  a  large  Increase  in  foreign  sales 
of  antitoxins,  serums,  and  vaccines.  The  Increase  In  exports 
of  Industrial  chemicals  in  1928  was  14  per  cent  over  that  of 
1927,  and  35  per  cent  more  than  the  1921-1925  average. 

The  United  Kingdom,  Canada,  Japan,  Mexico,  Germany,  and 
Cuba  were  important  buyers  of  American  exports.  With  respect 
to  pigments,  paints,  and  varnishes,  exports  fA.  this  class  were 
advanced  steadily.  In  1914  foreign  sales  of  lacquers,  roofing 
paints,  and  ship-bottom  painti^  Increased ;  and  since  then  most 
purchasing  countries  have  increased  their  purchases  of  pigments, 
paints,  and  varnishes,  the  exports  being  20  per  cent  greater  in 
1928  than  In  1927.  The  amount  of  carbon  black  exported  was 
60  per  cent  Urger  than  in  1927.  There  was  also  a  material 
increase  in  tbe  value  of  exported  exploHlves.  The  Imports  of 
coal-tar  chemicals  were  less  than  in  1927,  and  the  value  of 
medicinal  and  pharmaceutical  preparations  imported  decreaaed 
4  per  cent  over  the  imports  of  1927.  Tbe  report  statea  that  im- 
ports of  crudes  or  semimanufactured  diemicals  used  for  fnrttier 
daboration  by  tbe  American  manufacturers  are  imported  be- 
cause domestic  production  is  laddng.  Howerer.  tbe  imports  in 
tbis  groap  declined  15  per  cent  and  were  $16,000,000  leas  than 
exports.  There  was  also  a  sharp  decline  in  the  imports  of 
glycerin,  iodine,  and  alcohols. 

During  the  bearings  a  number  of  witnesses  sought  to  convey 
the  impression  that  the  diemlcal  industry  was  threatened  by 
foreign  competition;  that  pnnluctlon  was  decreasing,  and  that 
imports  during  the  year  1929  w«e  materially  faicreasing.  In 
view  of  these  daims,  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  an  article 
recently  published  by  the  Department  of  Commerce  which  deals 
with  exports  and  imports  for  the  first  six  months  of  1929.  The 
article  states  that — 
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Conrtdcrable  irrogrcM  ww  made  In  the  United  State,  foreign 
la  chemical*  and  allied  products  during  the  flrat  half  of  19-9 
porta  aggregating  1105.715,000  were   13  per  cent  greater  than  during 
the  flrat  half  of  1928.  and  were  higher  than  for  any  other  six  month  i 
period.     Importa  of  1123.173.000.  althongh  8  per  cent  more  than       ■ 
the  correaponding  period  of  1928,  were  not  aa  large  aa  for  aome  - 
half-year  perloda. 

Tbe  article  states  that  the  most  notable  gains  in  exports 
tn  rosin,  turpentine,  sulphur,  coal-tar  dyes,  gases,  «j°c  oridj 
lacquers!  paint  specialUes,  carbon  black,  nitrogenous  fertilizer », 
and  prepared  fertilixer  mixtures.  There  was  a  decrease  in  the 
Imports  of  creosote  oil,  ammonium-sulphate  nitrate,  and  amm<^ 
nlum  sulphate  and  other  forms  of  fertilliers  as  weU  as  li 
numerous  commodities.  There  was  an  Increase  in  the  exports 
of  naTal  stores,  the  excess  being  one-flfth  more  than  the  exports 
for  1928,  during  the  same  period.  The  exports  of  coal- 
products  gained  onethird  and  the  imports  were  5  per  cent 
Uian  for  the  corresponding  period  of  1928.  The  imports 
creosote  oil  were  also  15  per  cent  less  than  for  the  same  peric  i 
in  1928.  There  was  an  increase  in  the  exports  of  coal-tar  color^ 
dyes  and  stains,  the  exports  being  32  per  cent  greater 
for  the  same  period  in  1928.  The  exports  amounted  to  mote 
than  18.000,000  pounds  and  imports  were  slightly  more 
4.000.001)  pounds.  The  imports  were  of  the  higher  priced 
cialty  dyes. 

The  exports  of  medicinals  and  toilet  preparations  showed 
material  Increase.    Of  the  Industrial  chemicals  exported  the  sr 
exceeded  by  4  per  cent  those  for  a  like  period  in  1928.    The 
ports  of  fertilizers  were  18  per  cent  in  excess  of  the  exports 
a  similar  period  in  1928.     Foreign  sales  of  American  pigmen 
paints,  and   varnishes  increased   throughout  the  current 
year,  the  total  being  more  than  $15,000,000.    This  was  near 
one-fourth  m^e  than  the  exports  for  the  same  period  in 
A  demand  fw  these  commodities  has  been  created  in  neariy 
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Commodity 


Year 


Aeatteadd 

Borieacid 

OMc  add  or  red  aO.. 

Stearic  add 

Aeatooe. 


Methyl  or  wood  atoobol  (mathaaol) 

Ethyl  alcohol  (nonbeT««te) 

Caldum  arawata - - -- 

^^wminntti  anlnhata . . 

Ammonium  SBUpbata •• 

Bladdag.  eteanrag,  and  polishing  preparations. 

Btoaehtaig  pow<lw 

Calcium  oar  bid*. 

Tailors'  and  bflUard  chalk 

Coal-tar  intermadlataa. ~ 

Pbotofiaphic  ctaaznkals 

MediSiaJa 

Callnloaa  eaters  and  aotutloos  of  pyrozyUn 

Pyroxylin  plMtim - - -- 

Pynayltn,  eeOolOM,  or  catan  (finishad  or  partly  finisbod). 

VnlcaniBad  fiber 

Chearnnt  eartraci — 

Logwood  astraet 

Dyaeitracts  (all  other) 

TanalDg  eztracts  (aU  other) 

yiavortaig  aitraeta 

rormaUabyda - 

QalatlB. - 

OhM. 


1937 
1927 
1928 
19» 
1938 
1927 
1927 
1927 
1920 
192S 
1927 
1935 
193S 


93  J, 


95. 

21,' 

04, 

44, 

24, 

5, 

184.: 

18. 

Ml, 

l.lff 


1927 
1927 
1938 
1927 
193S 
1937 
1927 
1927 
1925 
1935 
1925 


Ink  and  Ink  powdwa. 


Itniaert  nfl — 

Bxpcemad  and  aatiaetad  oils  (all  other) 

OottoMaadoU — 

Soybean  oO. 

Hydrocanatod  oSs  and  teta 

Ote.  dMffledcr eMntial ^ 

PmMfmiat  oO 

Parnimery  and  ooametifls 

p^Hglffl^  _,.,,....--.. . . .- 

Ptgrnaota,  e^on,  stataa,  and  psdnta^  n.  s.  p.  t 

Om  Mack,  lampblaek,  and  other  black  pigments . 

BadlMMl 

White  lead 

,  stoma,  and  umber ...... ....~ 

anWMi 

Zinc  oxMe  or  leaded  tmc  oodda . 

Uthepona 


fladmm  blevhooat* 

Sodium  earbonata.  ealelnad  or  aoda  uh 

Sodlmi  berata  or  borax,  reOaad 

hydiatad  or  sal  soda,  and  monobydratad 


1925 
1927 
1938 
1927 
1935 
1927 
1928 
193S 
1928 
1938 
1938 
193S 
1923 
193S 


115 
127,1 


340,1 

96. 

393, 


394.  i2S 


83  i 


1935 
1927 
1927 
1927 
1925 
1927 
1925 
1927 
1925 
1927 
1987 
1927 
1927 

J    1937 


29.! 
1 


18. 


No4 

1,' 
4,7*, 


206 

7», 

315 

57,1 

99, 

1 

353 

2; 
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countries  of  the  worid,  and  the  sales  are  substantial  and  steady, 
with  a  constant  increase.  The  imports  of  paints  were  only  a 
fraction  of  the  exports.  «    ^    ,  ^».     , 

It  wiU  be  noted  that  the  exports  for  the  first  six  months  in 
1929  amounted  to  more  than  $105,000,000,  and  were  greater  by 
15  per  cent  than  during  the  first  half  of  1928,  and  were  larger 
than  during  any  six  months'  period  in  the  history  of  the  do- 
mestic chemical  industry;  and  yet  witnesses  appearing  before 
the  Finance  Ommittee  sought  to  create  the  impression  that 
we  were  being  inundated  by  foreign  chemicals  and  that  our 
exports  were  diminishing. 

It  appears  also  that  there  was  an  increase  in  the  exports  of 
amyl  and  butyl  acetate,  and  yet  the  Finance  Committee  has 
increased  the  rates  of  duty  on  these  commodities  approximately 
100  per  cent. 

It  has  been  establi.shed  that  there  were  large  exports  of 
chemical  products  dutiable  under  the  tariff  act  of  1922 ;  it  would 
therefore  appear  that  if  the  United  States  can  compete  with 
Germany  and  other  countries  In  which  the  chemical  industry 
is  well  established  there  not  only  should  be  no  increase  in  the 
duties  in  the  chemical  schedule  but  a  decrease  in  the  rates 
upon  many  of  the  commodities  found  therein. 

Representatives  of  the  Tariff  Commission  at  my  request  fur- 
nished me  with  a  table  showing  some  of  the  dutiable  chemicals 
which  are  exported  to  various  countries,  among  them  being 
Belgium,  France,  the  United  Kingdom,  Argentina,  Germany, 
Japan,  and  British  South  Africa.  This  table  shows  a  large 
domestic  chemical  production  and  exports  of  products  which  are 
sold  in  competition  with  chemical  products  in  these  countries. 

I  have  the  table  here,  and  I  ask  that  it  be  printed  as  a  part  of 
my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 

The  table  Is  as  follows : 


that  are  exported 
,  Summary  of  Tariff  Information,  1929] 


Production 


Quantity 


,705  pounds 

0$,e03  pounds 

45  S,377  pounds 

2i  9.010  pounds 

0(  D,000  pounds 

414 .154  gallons 

,;  23.017  gallons.. - 

71  5,563  pounds 

( 80,000  pounds... 
,425,453  pounds. 


'38 
,100 


tons, 
tons. 


173,: 

17; 


.184  pounds. 
.905  poiuds.. 

i20  pounds 

3.59i.839  pounds... 
40,3  0,109  pounds.. 
17,31  0,000  pounds.. 


Value 


$1,582,665 


8,086,990 


59,  24X  982 

3,  9ft4,  604 
6,559,378 


617 


093  pounds. 

,714  pounds.. 

,093  pounds... 


,gio,( 


,073  pounds.. 

000  pounds.. 

1804»4,511  pounds. 


fim 


7  8.064  pounds 

100^92,604  gallons... 

available 

47|t,60e.00O  pound*. 

,908  pounds 

S78jl70,248  pounds... 


16,507.000 
50,000,000 

23,817,616 

5. 06.T.  347 

1.206,006 

298.808 


Exports 


Year 


3Z  568, 000 


19.122,506 
40,837,644 


133^373,000 


119, 750  pounds. 


388,  842  pounds. 

16.000  pounds 

380.000  pounds.. 

,165  pounds 

300  gallons 

tons 

988, 000  pounds.. 
flC  ^514.368  pounds. 

120^  tons 

too* 


,(B3, 
.,(  55,: 
83  0O4 


2.0ES.2MI 

6«.iMtons. 

98.^32 


tons. 
7.5tt.«90  toais 


5,881,689 

398,856 

147,392,734 


327,08Z681 

14,  501,  S84 

6.980.042 

34,537,385 

1.265,294 


25. 40r7. 639 

17, 163, 620 

341, 599, 178 

3,639,341 


5,079,278 
2,775.724 

3^817,962 


928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

927 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

926 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

927 

928 

928 

9» 

92S 

92i 

92S 

928 

923 

928 

928 

928 

928 

928 

927 

928 

926 

1928 


Quantity 


1,000,000  pounds  (or  less) . 

3,382,183  pounds 

6,253,570  pounds 

2,260.542  pounds 

4,959,104  pounds 

370,136  gallons 

477,089  gallons 

1,178,702  pounds 

45,428.137  pounds 

208.3.'>3,600  pounds 

10,185,435  pounds , 

21.869,528  pounds 

3,745,899  pounds 

1,560,472  pounds 

2,806,935  pounds 

32.323.064  pounds 

437,381  pounds 

791,615  pounds 

l..S04,933  p<)und.s , 

3,147,203  pounds 

868,700  pounds 

6,010,521  pounds . 

10,6')1.519  pounds....... 

2,099,035  pounds 

940,162  pound."! 

38,200,146  pounds 

622.091  pounds 

2,368,086  pounds 

243,997  pounds. 

2.547,428  pounds 


Value 


S189.627 
647,437 
257. 178 
426.656 


1,093.673  pounds... 

1,965,147  pounds.. 
8, 1<X),  180  pounds.. 
51.702.246  pounds. 
7.142,097  pounds.. 
5,6>«,959  pounds.. 
3.616,894  pounds.. 
176,718  pounds 


385,621  pounds. 


81,654,081  pounds... 
4,167.918  pounds.... 
12.952,743  pounds... 
38,743,090  pounds... 

8.T0.093  (fallons 

29,598.165  pounds.. 
6,651,523  pounds... 
63,876,489  pounds.. 
18,711,148  pounds.. 
40.802,%!  pounds.. 
136.702,837  pounds. 
12,652,716  pounds.. 


290,792,496  pounds 1, 185, 082 


467,004 
67, 151 

552,342 
4. 373, 162 
2,085,245 

oOv,  WW 

m,  382 
204.121 
316,  176 

6,531,719 
131,266 
321.  113 
381,403 

2.264,400 

1.004,513 

1, 592, 986 

351.392 

206,103 

99,494 

1,966,631 
659,033 
199.357 
150,106 
425,007 

%  171. 341 
141.235 
227.886 
700,385 

4,666,736 
766,004 
769,560 

1,290,643 
004,330 

8,855,110 
452.039 

8,440,849 

7,013.356 
304.096 
952.316 

1,086.136 

1.370.113 

337,565 
6,  502,  414 

Mi  074 

•77,414 
3.454.171 

139.810 
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8omt  intttbU  dUnkcIt  tktt  wrt  <rp«riM(— CoatiniMd 


Commodity 


Bodium  cbromatc  and  diciuximat« 

Sodium  hydroxide 

godiuai  pbospbata 

Sodium  silicate- 

Starch,  potato  and  other — ....... 

Dextrine 


Production 


Tear 


1027 
W27 
1927 
1937 
1925 
1921 


Quantity 


Sl,4fi3tons 

1,187,»4«,000  pounds 

153,138.000  pounds 

499,867  tons 

874^.294  pounds 

18,840,834  pounds 


Value 


».  780, 435 


5.613,053 

8,745,405 

84.924.906 

490,873 


Sxports 


Year 


1928 
1928 
1928 

1928 
1928 

ins 


Quantity 


8,892,088  pounds.... 
110,414.805  pounds. 
2.377,408  pounds... 
59,307.272  pounds.. 
241.a81,9K>  pounds. 
21,380,950  pounds.. 


Value 


$500,777 
3,487,833 


8,069.359 
929,438 


Mr.  KING.  Prior  to  the  World  War  chemical  Imports  were 
chiefly  finished  products,  sach  as  coal-tar  dyes  and  medicinals; 
and  exports  consisted  largely  of  unfinished  or  raw  materials, 
such  a»  wood  alcohol,  acetate  of  lime,  copper  sulphate,  and  so 
forth.  TV-day,  chemical  imports  consist  essentially  of  crude  and 
semimanufactured  products,  and  the  exports  are  largely  finished 
products. 

An  examination  of  the  CJommerce  Report  for  December,  1927, 
c<)nfirm.i  what  I  have  stxited  as  to  the  paramount  position  occu- 
pied by  the  United  States  in  the  field  of  chemical  industry. 

The  following  statement  appears  in  the  report  just  referred 
to: 

•  •  •  This  brief  surrey,  covering  only  a  few  of  the  neceasary 
crude  materials  which  must  be  imported  from  foreign  countries  and 
the  rpmarkable  expajiston  in  their  values  since  1899,  Indicates  the  no- 
table Btridos  made  In  the  development  of  the  American  chemical  industry. 
It  also  shows  that  for  years  to  come  the  United  States  will  undoubtedly 
be  one  of  the  world's  largest  consumers  and  the  best  outlet  for  many  of 
these  materials.  As  an  exporter  of  chemicals,  the  United  States  ranks 
second,  surpassing  all  countries  except  Germany. 

The  Commerce  Yearbook  for  1929  contains  important  data 
concerning  the  chemical  industry.  The  statement  is  made  that 
the  imports  of  medicinal  and  pharmaceutical  preparaticms  were 
4  per  cent  letis  than  1927.  A  statement  similar  to  that  found  in 
former  reports  bears  r^)etition,  namely: 

Certain  crude  or  semimanufactured  Industrial  chemicals,  largtJy  used 
for  further  elaboration  by  the  American  chemical  Industry,  are  im- 
ported in  large  amounts  because  domestic  production  is  lacking.  Im- 
ports of  the  group  In  1928  dropped  15  per  cent,  and  were  $16,600,000 
less  than  exports.  The  decline  extended  over  many  of  the  individual 
oonimodities,  but  the  outstanding  loeses  were  registered  In  alcohols 
*  *  *  notwithstanding  the  rapid  increase  In  demand  for  industrial 
alcohols.  Glycerin,  formerly  one  of  the  largest  items,  was  imported  In 
1928  to  only  one-tifth  of  the  1027  value,  while  iodine  and  crude  potas- 
sium bltartrate  or  argols  aiao  fell  off     *     *     *.     (P.  596.) 

An  examination  of  the  table  on  pages  595  and  597  of  the 
report  coulirms  statements  whi(^  I  have  heretofore  made  as  to 
the  character  of  the  exports  and  imports,  and  the  great  variety 
of  finished  products  which  find  their  way  into  the  competitive 
fields  of  other  nations.  The  value  of  chemical  products 
exported  in  1928  was  more  than  $188,000,000.  The  principal 
exports  consiated  of  coal-tar  chemicals,  colors,  dyes,  stains, 
medicinal  and  pharmaceutical  preparations,  and  industrial 
(hemicals.  In  1928  exports  amounted  to  96  per  cent  of  the 
imports ;  the  larger  part  of  the  imports  consisting  of  fertilizers 
and  raw  materials  essential  to  the  domestic  chemical  industry. 
More  than  75  per  cent  of  the  chemical  imports  are  products  or 
commodities  which  can  not  be  produced  in  the  United  States. 
The  total  value  of  exports  of  chemicals  and  related  products, 
both  dutiable  and  nondutlable,  for  1927  was  $192,^75,000; 
$43,781,000  were  dutiable,  representing  33.7  per  cent,  and 
$80,076,000,  r^resenting  55.3  per  cent,  were  nondutlable. 

Of  the  imports  not  dutiable,  $58,062,000  were  fertili::srs  not 
produced  in  this  country.  I  might  add  that  there  were  alao 
included  in  the  nondutlable  chemicals  and  related  products 
$163,000  worth  from  the  Philippine  Islands.  Among  the  non- 
dutiable  chemicals  and  rt^ted  products  which  should  remain 
on  the  free  list  are  the  following: 

Coal  tar  crude  products,  quinine  sulphate  and  other  alka- 
loids and  salts  from  cinchona  bark,  white  arsenic,  coi^ier  sul- 
phate, crude  iodine,  potassium  cyanide,  crude  potassium  nitrate, 
sodium  cyanide,  radium  salta,  and  perfumery  materials. 

1  have  here  pages  595,  590,  597,  598,  and  599  of  the  report 
from  the  Conunerce  Year  Book,  showing  with  a  good  deal  of 
particularity  the  character  of  our  exports.  I  shall  not  aiiik  to 
have  it  inserted  in  the  Rboobo,  but  it  Is  available  for  any 
Senators  who  desire  to  examine  it. 

The  free  Ust,  dealing  with  chemicals,  covers  sudi  commodities 
in  the  finished  state  as  can  not  be  imported  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  freight  rates  or  cost  of  containers  are  so  great  as  to 
CMiatltate  an  embargo,  and  also  chemlcala  in  the  raw  or  semi- 


finished state  which  are  not  {H-oduced  In  this  country.  Very 
few  chemicals  in  the  finished  state  are  on  the  free  list  The 
following  are  am<Mig  the  finished  chemicals  which  can  not  be 
imported  owing  to  the  excessive  cost  of  transportation  or 
containers : 

Hydrofluoric  acid,  hydrochloric  acid,  nitric  add,  sulphuric 
add,  mixtures  of  nitric  and  sulphuric  add,  valerianic  acid,  cal« 
dum  chloride,  calcium  acetate,  calcium  nitrate,  calcium  cy^ 
anamid,  dialk,  copper  sulphate,  copper  acetate,  ferrosulphate. 

The  following  are  eome  ot  the  chemicals  on  the  free  Ust 
because  they  are  not  produced  or  found  in  the  United  States, 
almost  all  of  which  are  raw  materials  or  in  the  semifluished 
state: 

Crude  drugs,  albumen,  argols,  sulphide  of  arsenic,  white 
arsenic,  borax,  potassium  cyanide,  fertilizers,  prude  iodine, 
copper  iodide,  crude  phosphates,  potassium  chloride,  potassium 
sulphate,  crude  potash  salts,  crude  potassium  nitrate,  quinine 
sulphate,  radium  salta,  selenium  salts,  sodium  nitrate,  crude 
sodium  sulphate,  sulphur,  uranium  salts,  crude  gums,  crude 
resins. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  here  an  Interesting  article  by  T.  W. 
Delahanty,  assistant  chief,  chemical  division.  United  States 
Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce.  It  was  published 
Id  January,  1929,  in  the  Chemical  and  Metallurgical  EIngineering 
Journal.    I  desire  to  read  a  few  sentences: 

Based  on  an  estimation  of  qualified  representatires  of  the  major 
chemicaJ  producing  countries  of  the  world,  rendered  at  the  international 
economic  conference  in  May,  1927,  the  United  States  was  acknowledgsd 
as  the  largest  factor  in  chemicals,  accounting  for  approximately  on«> 
half  of  tl>e  world's  production. 

•  •••••• 

Such  has  been  the  reaction  of  the  estimators,  who  indicate  that  the 
field  as  arbitrarily  defined  accounts  for  an  annual  world  production  of 
approximately  $5,000,000,000,  of  which  that  of  the  United  States  is  in 
the  neighborhood  of  two  and  a  half  billion  dollars,  three-fourths  of 
the  balance  being  accounted  for  by  Qermaoy,  the  United  Kingdom, 
France,  and  Italy. 

Of  the  world's  chemical  production  about  $1,000,000,000  worth  enters 
foreign  trade. 

We  are  producing  one-half  of  the  world's  chemical  products, 
surpassing  the  great  chemical  countries,  such  as  Germany, 
France,  Great  Britain.  Switzerland,  Belgium ;  and  our  produc- 
tion is  greater  than  that  of  all  these  countries  combined. 

Owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Senate  finance  bill  has  increased 
the  rates  of  duty  on  most  chemicals  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  lacquers  for  automobile  finishes,  and  so  forth,  it  is  pertinent 
to  consider  the  status  of  that  part  of  the  American  chemical 
Industry  producing  these  commodities.  I  quote  from  an  article 
entitled  "Progress  in  the  Synthetic  Organic  Chemical  Indus- 
try, 1928,"  by  the  Chief  and  Assistant  Chief  of  the  Chemical 
Division  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission,  published  In 
the  Industrial  and  Engineering  Chemistry  issue  of  January, 
1929. 

The  article,  in  part,  ft^ows: 

The  United  States  is  one  of  the  few  countries  endowed  with  natural 
and  developed  resources  for  the  production  of  coal-tar  and  non-coal-tar 
organic  chemicals.  In  the  production  of  coal-tar  chemicals  Germany  for 
many  years  led  all  other  countries.  Recently  the  United  States  and 
other  nations  have  made  rapid  progress  In  this  field  and  In  the  pro- 
duction o<  noo-ooal-tar  products  the  United  States  has  attained  tbe 
position  of  leadership.  It  is  freely  predicted  that  this  group  of  chemi- 
cals may  soon  rival  in  importance  those  of  coal-tar  origin. 

la  the  last  seven  years  the  production  of  alphatlc  (non-coal-tar) 
chemicals  has  Increased  about  thirteen  times  in  quantity  from  21,500,000 
pounds  In  1921  to  281,000,000  pounds  in  1927.  They  have  a  wide  range 
of  application,  including  their  use  as  lacquer  solvents,  medldnalg,  per- 
fumes, flavors,  rubber  accelerators,  floUtlon  agenU,  photographic  de- 
velopers, and  explosives. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  I  hare  eataUished  beyond  all  con- 
troversy that  the  chemical  Industry  ia  not  a  feeble  infant  but  a 
powerful  giant  and  that  It  la  in  no  pcsltioa  to  ask  Congress  fOr 
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to  warrant  hut  to  reqnlre  material  rednctlona  In  many  of 
rates  In  the  chemical  schednle.  ^ 

Much  was  said  during  the  hearings  In  regard  to  the  wage  s  in 
the  United  States  and  other  conntrlefli  When  the  Senate  tea  ihes 
Bome  of  the  paragraphs  of  the  bUI  In  whl^  the  wage  factor 
Is  more  Important  than  In  the  chemical  schedule,  I  shall  suloilt 
0ome  figures  which  I  regard  as  Important.  I  shaU,  how*  ver, 
briefly  refer  to  some  feature*  at  the  wage  question  reUtin  :  to 
the  chemical  Industry. 

WAOam  IM  THB  CBBM ICAL  IHUUSTST 

According  to  the  1927  Census  of  Manufacturers,  publishe<  by 
the  Bureau  of  the  Census,  the  chemical  and  aUled  products  In- 
dustry showed  the  largest  yaluc  added  by  manufacture  In  >ro- 
portion  to  the  amount  of  wages  paid  of  any  of  the  m  ijor 
domestic  Industries  except  the  tobacco  industry. 

However,  this  is  a  minor  industry  compared  with  the  iJ<xi, 
texUle.  Iron,  and  steel,  lumber,  paper,  chemical,  stone,  :lay 
and  glass,  machinery,  and  transportation  Industries.  Accor  Ung 
to  the  census  of  manufacturers  of  1927,  In  the  chemical  inius- 
try  the  value  added  by  manufacture  was  4.38  times  the  w  iges 
paid,  while  in  the  food  industry  the  value  added  by  manufac- 
ture was  3.42  times  the  wage  cost ;  in  the  textile  industry.  2.30 
times;  in  the  iron  and  steel  industry,  2.10  times;  In  the  Iniib^r 
industry,  2.00  times ;  In  the  paper  industry,  3.26  times ;  in  the 
machinery  industry.  2.67  times;  and  in  transportation  e(uip- 
ment.  2.23  times.  Therefore  the  relationship  between  value 
added  by  manufacture  and  wages  paid  in  the  chemical  Indr  stry 
Indicates  either  less  necessity  for  protection  in  this  industr;  ,  or 
that  latwr  is  underpaid  in  proportion  to  production  obtalne<  . 

A  comparison  of  average  wages  and  productivity,  as  rep(  rted 
by  the  census  flenres  of  each  country,  per  wortcer  in  the  Ui  lited 
States  (1925)  and  Great  Britain  (1924)  shows  that  while  the 
average  British  worker  rec^ved  in  the  chemical  Industry  1.27 
per  cent  of  the  wages  received  by  the  average  United  S  ates 
worker  he  only  produced  in  value  39.85  per  cent  of  whal  the 
American  worker  produced.  The  corresponding  percentage  In 
paints  and  varnish  were  41.94  and  38.84;  in  soap,  47.22  and 
40.61.  In  quantity  the  average  British  worker  produced  only 
28.57  per  cent  of  the  soap  produced  by  the  average  American 
worker.  For  every  dollar  paid  out  in  wages,  the  American 
chemical  manufacturer  received  in  value  added  by  manufa<  ture 
$3.42  compared  with  |3.41  received  by  the  British  manufact  irer. 
While  the  British  manufacturer  paid  for  three  men  approxi- 
mately what  was  paid  by  the  American  manufacturer  for  one, 
the  latter  received  for  the  product  of  the  labor  of  one  man 
more  than  the  former  received  for  the  products  resulting  *om 
the  work  of  tljree  m«i. 

The  corresponding  values  In  paints  and  varnish  were  B4.99 
and  $4.62  and  In  soap  $5.04  and  $4.33.  I 

Thia  discrepancy  in  labor  productivity  was  undoubedly 
caused  in  part  by  the  much  lower  horsepower  in  mechanical 
power  available  to  the  British  workman.  In  chemicals  thi;9  was 
only  34.12  per  cent ;  in  paints  and  varnish,  52.76  per  cent ;  and 
in  soap,  50.24  per  cent  of  the  horsepower  available  to  each 
American  worker.  In  the  latter  part  ot  1928  the  average  Ger- 
man annual  wage  In  the  chemical  industry  was  $691,  com]  ared 
with  $1,536  paid  to  American  workers  in  tlie  same  indtstry. 
However,  10  per  cent  must  be  added  to  the  German  wagM  to 
cover  social  insurance,  pensions,  and  other  social  charges.  The 
German  chemical  wages  are  thus  about  43  per  cent  of  Ame  rican 
chemical  wages.  The  productivity  of  the  German  worker  In  a 
number  of  related  industries  compared  with  American  pr>duc- 
tivlty  per  worker  shows  the  following  percentages : 

PB'cent 

Petroteum ».  §1 

Petrolcam   refilled ».  50 
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Such  statistics  as  are  available,  therefore,  indicate  that  »'hile 
wages  in  the  chemical  industry  are  lower  in  Germany  than  in 
the  United  States  the  productivity  per  worker  is  also  nucfa 
lower. 

These  are  calculated  from  figures  published  in  German  o  Bcial 
■tatlstics  in  the  German  Yearbook  and  other  official  German 
sources. 

However,  if  the  German  wage  earner  In  the  chemical  Indus- 
try were  equally  efficient  as  the  American  worker  and  received 
half  the  wages  received  by  the  American  worker,  that  wouil  not 
change  the  competitive  position  of  the  two  countries,  since 
wages  In  the  chemical  industry  constitute  only  about  II  per 
cent  of  the  value  of  production.  If  other  conditions  were  ^ual 
and  the  chemical  tariff  were  t>as^  oo  wages  alone,  the  i  bove 


relationship,  holding  averape  tariff  rates  of  about  7  per  cent, 
would  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  wage  differential  and  afford  ade- 
quate protection  to  the  United  States  chemical  industry. 

The  competitive  position  of  the  chemical  industry  In  the 
United  States  has  improved  greatly  over  that  of  1914.  The 
President's  committee  on  economic  changes,  the  Hoover  com- 
mittee, calculated  that  the  productivity  per  worker  in  the 
chemical  Industry  in  the  United  States  had  increased  52.29  per 
cent  from  1914  to  1925.  (Recent  Economic  Changes,  v(^.  1,  pp. 
148-164,  and  voL  2.  p.  457.) 

In  the  same  period  the  real  wages  or  comnioditlties  received 
for  their  work  by  the  wage  earners  in  the  chemical  industry 
increased  only  17  per  cent.  This  conclusion  is  based  upon  cal- 
culations from  average  wages  shown  by  the  United  States 
Census  of  Manufactures  and  adjusted  by  index  of  retail  prices. 
Thus  the  manufacturers  in  the  latter  year  were  obtaining  in 
quantity  from  each  worker  52  per  cent  more  than  in  1914.  and 
the  workers  were  receiving  only  17  per  cent  more  in  goods. 

In  the  chemical  industry  labor  is  a  much  less  percentage  of 
the  total  cost  of  the  flnb^hed  product  than  in  other  industries. 
According  to  the  Commerce  Yearbook  for  1929.  page  44,  it  is 
shown  that  the  wage  paid  to  workmen  in  the  chemical  industry 
in  1927  was  8.4  per  cent  of  the  total  value  of  the  commodities 
produced.  According  to  the  same  authority  the  wage  cost  in 
the  leather  industry  was  19.4  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  prod- 
ucts ;  in  the  textile  industry,  19.6  per  cent ;  in  the  paper,  print- 
ing, and  related  industries.  18.4  per  cent ;  in  the  iron  and  steel 
Industry,  20.4  per  cent;  in  the  stone,  clay,  and  glass  industry, 
28.9  per  cent;  in  the  machinery  industry,  24  per  cent;  in  the 
lumt)er  indastry.  26.9  per  cent ;  in  the  transportation  equipment, 
air,  land,  and  water,  27A  per  cent. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  examined  Moody's  Manual  and  Stand- 
ard Statistics,  as  well  as  reports  published  by  a  number  of 
corporations  engaged  in  the  chemical  industry,  and  discover 
that  their  earnings  have  l)een  very  great,  indeed  greater  than 
corporations  engaged  in  other  indn.stries.  In  considering  the 
question  of  increases  in  the  rates  of  duty  on  commodities  pro- 
vided for  in  the  chemical  schedule,  it  is  proper  to  consider  their 
earnings  as  compared  vrith  the  earnings  of  other  industries^ 

The  National  Industrial  Cx)nference  Board  in  Conference 
Board  Bulletin  dated  December  15,  1928.  made  an  analysis 
of  statistical  informatioo  published  in  Statistics  of  Income 
from  the  compilations  of  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  of 
the  United  States  Treasury  Department  According  to  this 
bulletin  the  chemical  industry  for  the  year  1926  had  a  net 
profit  of  11.24  per  cent  as  compared  with  sales.  The  average 
for  all  Industries  was  a  net  profit  of  6.08  per  cent.  The  follow- 
ing statement  is  contained  in  this  bulletin : 

The  chemical  gronp  steadily  Improved  In  its  per  cent  o(  profits  to 
■ales  and  according  to  the  latest  data  It  heads  the  list. 

The  National  City  Bank  of  New  York  has  made  an  analysis 
of  the  financial  statements  of  900  corporations  for  the  first 
half  of  the  current  year  and  in  the  published  results  (In  Its 
bulletin  issue  of  September.  1929)  it  is  stated  that  their  com- 
bined net  profit  for  the  period  named  were  $2,449,000,000  com- 
pared with  $1,924,000,000  in  the  corresponding  period  of  1928, 
representing  an  increase  of  $r>26,000,000  or  27  per  cent.  In  this 
list  are  included  companies  engaged  In  the  chemical  industry. 

Yet  it  is  said  that  industries  are  languishing,  in  spite  of  this 
enormous  increase  in  net  profits  of  more  than  half  a  billion 
dollars  in  the  first  six  months  of  1929  over  the  corresponding 
period  of  1928. 

It  is  erident  that  the  American  chemical  industry  is  enjoying 
a  greater  degree  of  prosperity  than  any  Industry  in  the  United 
States.  The  chief  l)eneficiaries  of  the  chemical  schedule,  namely, 
Union  Carbide  A  Carl)on  Corporation,  the  E.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemours  Co.,  and  the  Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  Corporation,  will 
receive  net  profits  of  more  than  13Vi  per  cent  of  their  assets 
for  the  year  1929;  their  assets  including  watered  stock  and 
large  reserves. 

In  1926  the  chemical  industry  was  the  most  profitable  of  all 
American  industries,  according  to  calculations  by  the  National 
Industrial  Conference  Board  from  income-tax  statistics.  (House 
Tariff  Hearings,  p.  91.)  The  net  profit  on  sales  was  11J24  per 
cent 

According  to  an  Investigation  by  Ernst  ft  Ernst,  public  ac- 
countants, from  published  financial  statements  the  average 
profits  of  representative  establishments  of  the  chemical  in- 
dustry Increased  33  per  cent  in  1928  over  1926.  The  National 
City  Bank  of  New  York  investigated  the  profits  on  net  worth 
of  30  representative  chemical  producers  for  1928  and  found 
the  average  profits  on  concerns  producing  industrial  chemi- 
cals for  that  year  were  17  per  cent,  and  of  concerns  producing 
miscellaneous  chemicals  12.2  per  cent.  (Bulletin,  April,  1929.) 
And  the  National  City  Bank,  upon  a  study  of  15  representative 
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chemical  producers  recently  fonnd  that  their  average  annual 
rate  of  profits  was  24  per  cent  greater  In  the  first  lAx  months 
of  1829  than  in  1928.  On  this  basis  the  average  rate  of  profit  In 
1929  on  net  worth  appears  to  be  about  20  per  cent  for  concerns 
producing  industrial  chemicals. 

On  page  10846  of  volume  17  of  the  hearings  before  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  of  the  House,  the  following  stat^nent 
appears  In  a  memorandum  entitled  "  Profits  of  Representative 
United  States  Industries,  1927  and  1928"  (a  memorandum  sent 
to  Congressman  Hawixt  by  Chairman  Marvin  of  the  Tariff 
Commission) : 

*  *  *  In  the  chemical  clasalfication  which  ia  rather  broad,  inclod- 
log  heavy  and  fine  chemicala,  drugs,  pbarmaceaticals,  and  oosmetlct, 
paint,  explosives,  sulphur,  alcohol,  etc.,  earnings  of  36  corpcrations 
■how  a  gain  of  35  per  cent  over  the  preylous  year. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  Preaident 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  KING,    I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Those  are  the  representative  plants  in  the 
chemical  industry? 

Mr.  KINO.  That  is  my  understanding.  I  am  quoting  from 
"  a  memorandum  sent  to  Congressman  Hawuct  by  Chairman 
Marvin  of  the  Tariff  Commission  "  and  it  states  the  "  earnings 
of  36  corporations  show  a  gain  of  35  per  cent  over  the  previous 
year." 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  facts  and  the  statistics  Incorporated  In 
the  Senator's  very  able  and  interesting  presentation  of  the  matter 
do  illustrate,  however,  that  the  only  distress  in  the  chemical 
Industry,  using  the  chemical  Industry  in  its  broad  sense  to  in- 
cliule  all  of  the  articles  and  commodities  covered  under  Title  I, 
is  found  in  the  limited  number  of  marginal  producers,  so  to 
speak. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  has  accu- 
rately stated  the  situation.  As  I  recall  the  hearings,  there  was 
but  little  if  any  evidence  of  marginal  producers  in  the  chemical 
Industry.  The  statement  of  Chairman  Marvin,  which  I  have 
just  read,  is  supjwrted  by  the  financial  statements  of  corpora- 
tions engaged  in  the  chemical  industry,  as  well  as  the  state- 
ments found  in  Moody's  Manual  and  other  publications.  I  have 
before  me  the  reiwrts  of  a  large  number  of  corjwrations  engaged 
in  the  chemical  Industry,  as  well  as  statements  from  Moody's 
Manual  and  other  publications.  I  shall  not  take  the  time  of 
the  Senate  to  read  them  or  ask  to  have  them  inserted  in  the 
RixnoBD.  They  show  that  many  of  these  larger  companies,  such 
as  the  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  Co.  (Inc.),  the  AUied  Chemical 
&  Dye  Corporation,  the  American  Cyanamid  Co.,  the  Union 
Carbide  &.  Carbon  Corporation,  the  Newixjrt  Co.,  and  the  Com- 
mercial Solvents  Corporation,  have  absorbed  a  large  number  of 
smaller  corporations ;  that  mergers  are  constantly  taking  place 
and  that  the  production  and  profits  of  these  companies  are 
rapidly  increasing. 

Wltliin  the  past  six  or  seven  years  the  tendency  has  been  to 
enlarge  the  scope  of  accomplishment  of  the  chemical  organiza- 
tions by  absorbing  the  smaller  concerns.  According  to  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission,  in  their  census  on  dyes,  the 
number  of  producers  of  coal-tar  dyes  has  been  reduced  from 
74  firms  in  1921  to  47  firms  in  1928.  This  reduction  has  been 
accomplished  by  absorption.  In  the  Commerce  Yearbook  for 
1029,  page  582,  this  statement  appears: 

Still  another  noteworthy  recent  development  baa  been  the  mergers 
of  producers  of  chemicals  as  shown  by  the  decline  in  the  number  of 
estubllshmentfl.     •     •     • 

The  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  Co.  (Inc.)  has  acquired  several 
concerns  since  1922  chiefly  by  the  exchange  of  capital  stock. 
It  took  over  the  Grasselli  Chemical  Co.,  which  had  $40,000,000 
In  assets ;  the  American  Glycerine  Co. ;  the  Krebs  Pigment  & 
Chemical  Co. ;  and  it  acquired  a  50  per  cent  stock  ownership 
In  the  Pittsburgh  Safety  Glass  Co.  and  the  Eastern  Alcohol 
Corporation.  In  March  of  this  year  the  Du  Pont  Co.,  through 
its  subsidiary,  the  Du  Pont  CelloiAane  Co.,  purchased  the 
Capes-Ciscose  (Inc.),  manufacturers  of  cellulose  caps  for  seal- 
ing bottles.  In  May,  1925,  the  Du  Pont  Viscoloid  Co.  (Inc.) 
was  merged  with  the  Viscoloid  Co.  (Inc.),  the  latter  having 
acquired  plants  and  the  pyralin  business  of  the  Du  Pont  Co. 

The  Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  Corporation  is  a  merger  of  five 
large  chemical  concerns— namely,  the  General  Chemical  Co., 
the  Barrett  Co.,  the  National  Aniline  Chemical  Co.  (Inc.),  the 
Semet-Solvay  Co.,  and  the  Solvay  Process  Co.  It  has  acquired 
since  then  a  considerable  number  of  corporations,  and  as  I 
read  the  reports  it  has  subsidiary  corporations  in  Europe. 

I  omitted  to  note  that  the  Du  Pont  Co.  has  substantial  In- 
terests in  a  number  of  foreign  organizations.  It  owns  the 
Aspociated  Securitiea  of  Canada  (Ltd.),  and  has  a  considerable 


Interest  In  the  Canadian  Industries  (Ltd.) ;  the  Compania- 
Mexlcana  de  Exi^osivos;  Companla  Suo-Amerlcana  Explosives 
of  Chili;  Leather  Cloths  Proprietary  (Ltd.),  of  Australia;  the 
Noble  Chemical  Finishes  (Ltd.),  of  Australia;  Societe  Fran- 
kalse  Duco;  Soclete  Frankaise  Fabrlkkold,  of  New  Zealand; 
and  the  Ammonia  Co.  of  Australia,  as  well  as  several  others. 
It  also  has  an  alliance  with  the  French  Rhodiseta  Co.  for  the 
production  of  artificial  silk. 

The  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Co.  has  acquired  a  large  num- 
ber of  companies  and  stock  In  others.  Among  the  foreign  con- 
cerns In  which  it  is  interested  are  the  Electric  Furnace  Products 
Co.  (Ltd.)  (Norway)  ;  the  Canadian  National  Carbon  Co.  (Ltd.) 
(Canada)  ;  Meralier  Smelting  Co.  (Ltd.)  (Norway)  ;  Carbide 
&  Carbon  Chemical  Co.  (Ltd.)  (Canada)  ;  Kemet  Laboratories 
Co.  (Ltd.)  (Canada);  Sanda  Falls  Co.  (Ltd.)  (Norway).  It 
also  owns  jointly  with  the  Shawinlngan  Water  &  Power  Co.  of 
Canada,  an  American  corporation,  the  Niacet  Chemical  Cor- 
poration of  Niagara  FaUs,  N.  Y.  In  this  manner  these  com- 
panies have  an  alliance  or  association  with  the  Canadian  Chemi- 
cal Co. 

The  American  Cyanamid  Co.  owns  and  controls  a  number  of 
foreign  corporations  in  Canada  and  South  America.  The  New- 
port Co.  has  alliances  with  the  Uslnes  du  Rhone,  a  chemical 
manufacturing  concern  in  France,  and  the  Reidel  Co.,  a  chemi- 
cal manufacturing  company  located  in  Germany. 

As  indicative  of  the  prosperity  of  the  chemical  Industry,  I 
Invite  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Du  Pont  Co.  Increased  Its 
earnings  three  and  one-half  times  since  1922.  Its  net  earnings 
have  increased  from  |18,312,504  in  1923  to  $64,097,708  In  1928, 
and  its  net  earnings  for  the  first  six  months  of  1929  were 
$41,536,412.  I  should  state,  however,  that  a  considerable  part 
of  these  earnings  result  from  investments  in  the  General  Motors 
Corporation  and  are  not  to  be  credited  as  profits  from  the  chemi- 
cal operations  of  the  Do  Pont  Co.  The  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon 
Corporation  increased  its  earnings  from  $11,718,114  in  1922  to 
nearly  $32,000,000  In  1928.  This  represents  an  increase  of 
nearly  200  per  cent.  Its  assets  in  1921  were  $211,000,000  and 
in  1928  more  than  $281,000,000.  It  has  large  reseives  and  liquid 
assets.  The  Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  Corporation  has  Increased 
Its  earnings  three  and  one-half  times  since  1921.  In  tliat  vear 
its  earnings  were  $7,646,910  and  in  1928  $26,962,442.  During 
this  period  its  assets  increased  from  $266,977,000  to  .$366,616,000. 

In  its  ninth  annual  report,  submitted  Decwnber  31,  1928, 
this  language  is  found: 

There  is  presented  herewith  consolidated  balance  sheet  of  the  company 
at  the  close  df  business  December  81,  1928,  and  consolidated  Income 
account  fbr  the  year. 

The  volume  of  business  In  all  departments  indicates  that  the  company 
has  shared  In  the  general  upward  trend  throughout  the  year.  Prices  of 
the  company's  commodities  in  many  instances  showed  a  decline. 

Securities,  unless  otherwise  noted,  are  carried  at  cost.  None  have 
been  sold  for  the  purpose  of  providing  income  or  funds  for  new  con- 
struction. 

Evidently  this  new  constructicm  came  out  of  surplus  profits 
which  were  undivided  and  undistributed. 

The  plant  at  Hopewell,  Va.,  wlilcb  provldee  additional  capacity  for 
the  fixation  of  nitrogen  and  the  manufacture  of  its  compounds,  has  been 
completed  and  ia  now  operating  as  to  its  first  unit.  It  evidences  the 
necessity  for  further  expansion. 

The  company '•  policy  of  replacing  plants  regardless  of  age,  whenever 
eoonoraic  factor*  warrant  sacb  action,  la  being  maintained. 

The  company's  progress,  as  reflected  in  the  balance  sheet  and  income 
account  submitted,  shows  a  continuing  increase  in  efficiency  of  the 
organisation.  The  directors  feel  justified  in  reiterating  their  expre*- 
aiona  of  confidence  in  the  company's  future. 

It  is  not  my  puriK)8e  to  criticize  these  companies  because  of 
their  successful  operations.  I  am  glad  to  learn  of  their  pros- 
perity, but  these  reports  conclusively  demonstrate  that  an 
increase  In  tariff  duties  is  not  warranted;  Indeed,  when  it  is 
known  that  hundreds  of  the  commodities  produced  by  these 
various  chemical  companies  are  not  imported  because  of  exist- 
ing tariff  rates,  it  would  seem  that  the  existing  rates  should 
be  reduced.  The  unparalleled  development  of  the  chemical  indus- 
try and  its  stupendous  assets  and  profits  prove  that  it  is  tiie 
most  prosperous  of  any  Industry  in  the  United  States.  It  has  a 
monopoly  in  the  domestic  market  and  is  now  going  forth  to  con 
quer  the  markets  of  the  world.  Millions  are  being  Invested  by 
American  chemical  companies  in  foreign  countries  and  in  the 
manufacture  of  chemical  products.  As  I  have  shown,  we  are 
competing  with  the  world  and  selling  diemical  commodities  in 
competition  with  like  commodities  in  all  parts  of  the  worid. 

Let  me  briefiy  refer  to  the  Allied  Chemical  &  D.ve  Corpora- 
tion, which  has  a  property  account  of  more  than  $196,000,000. 
Its  current  assets  consist  of  $15,000,000  in  cash  and  other  mar-   • 
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ketaMe  securities  amounting  to  more  than  $82,000,000;  aho 
notes  receivable  aggregating  $iaSW,000  and  inventories  amoui  t- 
iag  to  $25,771,000,  or  a  total  of  current  assets  of  the  value  )r 

$140,000,000.  .^.  .  .*  .    «H# , 

It  is  appar^t  from  the  report  of  this  company  that  it  is  wit  i- 
holding  a  large  part  of  its  profits  instead  of  distributing  th€m 
as  dividends.  It  maintains  what  it  denominates  "reserves  f>r 
depreciation  and  obsolescence,"  of  $104,374,000,  and  for  "general 
contingencies,"    $12,340,000— its    total    reserves    amounting    to 

$144,664,742.  _,  ,  ^^       ,  „  *h.f 

Such  enormous  profits  are  startling,  and  compel  the  view  th  it 
its  prosperity  is  in  part  due  to  its  monopoly  in  various  fields  >f 
production.  —  - 

8t.K:k  dividends  have  be«i  declared  by  many  corporations,  ai  id 
that  policy  is  becoming  quite  general  in  the  industrial  fielil. 
These  dividends  obviously  result  from  undivided  profits,  ana 
the  watered  stock  thus  issued  call  for  dividends  the  same  as  tlie 
out-standing  stock,  some  of  which,  doubtless,  represents  actuii 
investment  by  stockholders. 

The  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Co..  according  to  its  report  dati  kI 
December  31,  1928.  shows  assets  of  more  than  $281,000,000,  wi  :h 
reserves  for  depreciation  totaling  more  than  $44,000,000.  It  h  is 
a  reserve  fund  for  "  obscrfescence "  amounting  to  more  thiin 
$106,000,000.  and  a  further  suri^us  of  more  than  $86,000.0(0. 
After  setting  aside  these  enormous  reserves — its  reported  eai  n- 
ings  for  1028  were  more  than  $3».000,000— dividends  were  ( e- 
clared  by  the  company  for  1928  as  follows:  April  2,  1928,  $1.50 
per  .share ;  July  2,  1928.  a  like  amount  was  declared  as  a  di  ri- 
dend  on  each  share :  on  October  1,  1928,  a  similar  dividend  w  as 
declared  on  each  share;  and  another  $1.60  per  share  was  <  e- 
clared  on  Januiiry  2  of  this  year.  After  paying  dividends  a  ad 
setting  aside  the  enormous  reserves  which  I  have  mentioned, 
this  company  reports  a  surplus  of  more  than  $86,000,000.       I 

The  American  Cyanamid  Co.  shows  enormous  profits.  Xn 
article  in  the  Wall  Street  Journal  dated  September  6,  19 », 
under  the  title  of  "  Year  of  Growth  for  Cyanamid  Co.,"  sta  ;es 
that  the  "  Report  of  the  company  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  Jii  ne 
30,  1929,  shows  the  greatest  year  of  expansion  in  the  c<Hnpan  fs 
history,  during  which  the  foundation  Ims  been  laid  by  this  c<  m- 
cem  to  take  its  place  as  one  of  the  four  largest  chemiaU 
combinations  in  the  country." 

The  report  further  states  that  the  company  Is  producing  m<  >re 
than  190  products  made  in  20  different  establishments.    The 
article  refers  to  the  number  of  companies  which  it  has  acqui 
and  then  states  that  its  assets  have  increased  in  one  year 
$34,000,000  to  over  $57,000,000. 

The  Newport  Co.  is  exceedingly  prosperous ;  its  earnings 
increased  1.600  per  cent  since  1922. 

The  Commercial  Solvents  Corporation  has  enjoyed  rem 
able  pnysfteritj,  its  earnings  having  increased,  since  1922,  9,i 
per  cent.  Its  net  earnings  for  the  first  six  months  of  this  y^ar 
greatly  exceed  its  earnings  during  any  corresponding  peri  od, 
and  if  continued  for  the  entire  year  will  give  extraordinary  net 
returns. 

Mr.  President,  the  (iienrlcal  inda<rtry,  as  I  have  stated,  ha  s  a 
practical  monopoly  of  the  domestic  market  and  is  an  Important 
factor  not  only  in  Oermany.  Belgium,  Great  Britain,  and  Fra]  ice, 
but  in  other  parts  of  the  world.  As  I  liave  heretofore  stated  37 
per  cent  &t  all  chemical  products  exported  from  the  United 
States  are  sold  in  European  countries. 

A  few  months  ago  I  read  of  a  conference  being  held  in  Pi  ris 
at  which  the  chemical  industry  of  the  United  States  and  the 
[tepartment  of  Conunerce.  through  its  representa tires,  were 
planning  for  a  further  invasion  of  European  markets.  Fiom 
August  4  to  7,  inclusive,  these  ccmferences  were  h^d  at  the 
American  embassy  in  Paris,  l^e  chief  of  the  chemical  divie  Ion 
of  the  Department  of  Commerce  and  our  commercial  attadi^ 
were  important  figures  in  these  conferences.  Representat:  ves 
of  aotoe  of  the  leading  chemical  companies  of  the  United  States 
were  there.  A  cable  dispatch  under  date  of  August  6  of 
year  appearing  in  the  Christian  Scirace  Monitor  stated: 

*     *     *     Augmented  export  of  chemicals  from  the  Ualted  State^  to 
Eon^e  la  expected  aa  a  result  of  the  four  6*7*'  conference,  which 
been  held  «t  the  American  Embassy  here,  attended  by  American  Qoirfeni' 
ment   officials  and   representatives   of   the   leading   American   chen^cal 
Industries.     •     •     • 
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The   Department   of  Commerce  was  conducting   these 
ferences  at  the  embassy,   the  apparent  purpose  being  to 
the  Ameri<»m  producers  in  their  efforts  to  secure  wider 
in  Europe.    The  American  chemical  interests  were  benefit  ing 
by  the  iH^ige,  influence,  and  power  of  our  Goyemment  in 
efforts  to  conquer  additional  fields  of  trade. 

It  Is  an  interesting  spectacle  to  have  our  embassies  used 
cor  big  corporations,  and  repreaeutatlTes  of  the  Departmeni 
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Commerce,  who  are  being  sent  or  are  sending  themselves,  for  the 
purpose  of  planning  campaigns  to  obtain  additional  foreign 
markets  for  American  exports.  I  am  making  no  criticism,  as 
I  welcome  all  proper  movements  that  will  promote  international 
trade  and  commerce.  One  of  the  newspaper  articles  states  that 
C.  C.  Concannon,  chief  of  the  chemical  division  of  the  Depjirt- 
ment  of  Commerce,  and  three  other  members  of  the  same  de- 
partment,  as  well  as  the  commercial  attach^,  and  trade  commis- 
sioners from  seven  European  capitals,  were  sent  to  take  part  in 
the  proceedings.  The  conference  was  opened  by  Norman 
Armour,  charge  d'affaires  at  Paris,  while  the  conference  itself 
was  presided  over  by  Daniel  J.  Reagan,  acting  commercial  at- 
tache of  the  Paris  embassy.  Among  the  repre.sentatives  of  the 
American  chemical  industry  who  were  present  was  Charles 
Brand,  of  the  National  Fertilizer  Association.  The  article 
concludes : 

•  •  •  Members  felt  that  a  large  European  market  was  waiting 
the  Judicious  placing  of  certain  American  chemicals,  and  to  this  end 
combined  efforts  of  American  Government  and  American  companies  will 
be  made.     •     •     • 

It  is  apparent  that  an  alliance  was  being  entered  into  between 
the  United  States  and  the  chemical  industry  to  promote  the 
interests  of  the  American  manufacturers. 

In  the  New  York  Times,  under  date  of  July  17  of  this  year, 
reference  is  made  to  the  Paris  conference  and  the  statement 
made  that — 

C.  C.  Concannon,  diief  of  the  chemical  division  of  the  Bureau  of  For- 
eign and  Domestic  Commerce,  will  sail  on  the  Leviathan  July  27  to 
direct  the  conference,  and  that  he  will  subsequently  spend  about  two 
months  abroad  studying  conditions  in  the  chemical  industries  of  the 
leading  European  countries. 

It  is  further  stated  that  A.  Cressy  Morrison,  Dr.  A.  S.  Burdick, 
and  Gustavus  Ober,  jr.,  and  others  representing  the  American 
chemical  industry  would  be  present. 

An  article  in  the  New  York  Times  under  date  of  August  6, 
written  by  Mr.  Carlisle  MacDonald  and  dated  at  Paris,  ?tates 
that— 

a  real  opportunity  for  the  expansion  of  American  export  business  exists 
In  Europe  to-day.  •  •  •  Already  American  sales  of  chemical  prod- 
ucts have  reached  considerable  proportions  In  Germany,  France,  and 
Britain,  though  all  three  of  these  nations  have  highly  developed  chemical 
industries  of  their  own. 

The  article  further  states  that  the  suggestion  that  a — 
strictly   American    cartel    might   prove    helpful    in    competing    with    the 
European  cartel  was  discussed  by  the  conference,  and  It  was  the  con- 
sensus of  opinion  that  American  Interests  are  meeting  the  situation  by 
the  so-called  merger  movement. 

The  article  proceeds : 

•  •  •  In  a  way  this  strong  tendency  to  combine  the  larger 
American  industries  into  a  comparatively  few  powerftil  trade  groups 
is  parallel  to  the  European  cartel  movement,  with  the  difference  that 
in  American  mergers  the  participating  companies  combined  their  Indi- 
vidoality,  while  the  pariiclpants  In  European  cartels  submerged  their 
commercial  personalities  for  the  good  of  the  cartel  Itself.     *     •     • 

I  invite  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Government  repre- 
sentatives and  the  representatives  of  the  American  chemical 
industry  were,  at  these  conferences,  coolly  discuasing  the  ques- 
tion of  mergers,  combinations,  and  cartels  to  capture  European 
markets.    The  article  further  states  that — 

Daniel  J.  Reagan,  acting  commercial  attach^  at  Paris  and  chairman 
of  the  conference,  obtained  enthusiastic  Indorsement  for  a  new  detailed 
plan  for  stimulating  sales  In  French  markets.  *  *  *  Be  is  recog- 
nised as  an  expert  on  European  chemical  situation,  and  It  Is  probable 
that  his  suggestion  will  be  adopted  by  the  Department  of  Commerce 
officials  of  other  countries. 

The  article  concludes  by  stating  that  those  attending  the 
conference  have  been  specially  invited  to  visit  the  French  chem- 
ical plants  in  and  near  Paris. 

It  is  apparent  from  reading  these  proceedings  of  the  confer- 
ence that  the  chemical  industry  of  the  United  States  has  no 
fear  of  foreign  competition  either  at  home  or  abroad ;  it  is 
also  evident  that  while  representatives  of  the  Government, 
paid  by  the  taxpayers  of  the  Unitetl  States,  were  traveling  to 
and  through  Europe  in  behalf  of  the  chemical  industry,  and 
were  holding  conferences  in  the  embassy  at  Paris  with  repre- 
sentatives of  the  American  chemical  industry,  in  order  to 
increase  chemical  exports,  representatives  of  this  same  powerful 
and  prosperous  indu-stry  were  making  representations  to  Con- 
gress that  the  industry  was  in  an  unsatisfactory  condition  and 
needed  additional,  protection.  Mr.  President,  no  greater  exhibi- 
tion of  hypocrisy  can  be  found  in  the  history  of  legislation. 
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Mr.  President,  I  haT«  trespassed  too  long  upon  the  time  of 
the  Senate.  In  conclusion,  may  I  add  that  tbere  is  a  manifest 
determination  by  the  party  in  power  to  deny  to  agriculture  the 
relief  to  which  It  is  entitled.  The  Mil  before  us  speaks  for 
the  highly  protected  Industries  and  seeks  Increases  in  tariff 
rates  to  strengthen  their  monopolistic  power.  In  its  present 
form  it  creates  greater  incqtmlity  between  agriculture  and 
industry;  it  is  a  betrayal  of  the  people;  it  is  in  the  interest 
of  the  trusts.  Congress  will  fall  in  its  duty  If  it  does  not 
reduce  many  of  the  existing  duties,  and  if  it  falls  to  bring 
about  a  greater  equality  between  the  farmer  and  the  manu- 
facturer. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to 
have  printed  and  lie  on  the  table  an  amendment  to  paragraph  7 
of  Sdiedule  1,  putting  sulphate  of  ammonia  on  the  free  Ust. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hbbdit  in  the  diair).  The 
amendment  will  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  Senator  yield  to 
have  a  quorum  call? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  No,  Mr.  President;  I  do  not  yield  for 
that  purpose    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  the  chemical  schedule  is  an  acid  test  of  the 
good  faith  of  the  Congress  in  its  present  revision  of  the  tariff. 
Our  votes  on  the  duties  proposed  by  the  Finance  Committee  will 
determine  whether  we  int^id  to  heed  the  message  of  the  Presi- 
dent asking  fur  a  limited  revision  primarily  for  the  benefit  of 
agriculture,  or  whether  it  is  our  purpose  to  grant  excessive  in- 
creases to  industries  which  are  already  prosperous  and  need  no 
protection.  We  will  demonstrate  In  the  roll  calls  on  this  first 
schedule  of  the  bill  whether  we  are  moved  by  consideration  for 
the  broad  interests  of  the  country  as  a  whole,  or  whether  we  are 
swayed  solely  by  the  selfish  demands  of  corporations  which  have 
long  enjoyed  extraordinary  favors  and  privileges  at  the  hands  of 
the  Government. 

Here  we  have  an  industry  which  has  grown  great  and  enor- 
mously profitable  through  more  than  a  century  of  governmental 
protection  and  special  privileges,  until  to-day  it  ranks  fourth  in 
the  value  of  its  products  and  first  in  the  percentage  of  its 
profits.  Four  years  ago  the  chemical  industry  ranked  alongside 
the  great  steel  industry  in  both  size  and  profits.  To-day  it  has 
unquestionably  surpassed  it.  Its  products  enter  every  home  in 
the  land,  are  used  on  every  farm,  and  form  the  basic  raw 
materials  for  innumerable  minor  industries. 

Every  penny  that  we  add  in  the  form  of  excessive  protection 
to  enable  the  corporations  In  this  Industry  to  Increase  their 
prices  will  be  extracted  from  the  pocketbooks  of  American  men 
and  women.  These  added  millions  of  profits,  created  by  piling 
additional  burdens  upon  American  consumers,  will  not  go  to 
revive  a  languishing  industry  but  to  enrich  one  which  is  already 
fabulously  prosperous.  And  these  additional  millions  of  added 
profits  which  the  increased  duties  proposed  in  this  bill  will 
create  will  not  be  distributed  throughout  the  land  but  will  flow 
Into  the  already  inflated  bank  accounts  of  the  few  enormously 
rich  families  and  individuals  who  control,  largely  speaking,  this 
great  industry. 

The  oflicial  statistics  of  the  Treasury  D^Mirtment  based  upon 
the  sworn  tax  returns  of  corpwatlons  show  that,  as  a  whole, 
the  chemical  Industry  Is  the  most  prosperous  of  all  lines  of 
American  production.  Analysis  of  these  figures  for  the  latest 
year  available— -1926 — show  that,  considering  only  the  great  in- 
dustrial divisions,  the  net  profits  of  the  chemical  Industry  eclipsed 
all  others.  In  proportion  to  the* amount  of  business  done  they 
were  six  times  as  great  as  the  textile  Industry,  four  times  as 
great  as  the  leather  Industry,  three  times  as  great  as  rubber  and 
lumber,  and  more  than  50  per  cent  larger  than  those  of  any 
other  industry  except  the  clo.sely  related  branch  of  stone,  day, 
and  glass  products  and  the  metal  Industry,  both  of  which  enjoy 
excessive  tariff  protection.  I  shall  not  stop  to  present  these 
figures  in  detail,  but  will  merely  quote  from  the  report  of  the 
National  Industrial  Conference  Board  analyzing  these  oflOcial 
statistics  of  Income,  in  which  appears  the  following  statement : 

The  chemical  group  bas  steadily  Improved  in  its  percentage  of  proflta 
to  sales,  and,  according  to  the  data,  It  beads  the  list. 

.\nd  It  must  be  remembered  by  Senators  that  when  we  approach 
the  question  of  the  duties  to  be  placed  upon  these  chemical 
schedules  we  are  dealing  with  an  industry  which  heads  the 
list  of  all  American  Industries  so  far  as  profits  are  concerned. 

The  profits  of  the  great  chemical  corporations,  to  which  I  shall 
later  refer  In  some  detail,  became  so  great  during  the  war,  and 
particularly  since  the  passage  of  the  Fordney-McCamber  Act,  that 


they  hare  had  great  difficulties  in  reinvesting  their  aocumnlated 
surpluses.  Everybody  knows  the  story  of  how  the  Du  P<mt8, 
unable  to  find  sufficient  employment  for  their  piled-up  wealth  in 
the  chemical  industry,  invaded  other  fields  and  became  dominant 
factors  In  the  automobile,  steel,  and  a  number  of  other  key 
Industries.  And  this  enormous  wealth  which  has  flowed  into  the 
coffers  of  the  Du  Ponts  is  based  primarily  upon  the  possession 
of  gpedal  privileges  and  extraordinary  favors  from  the  Federal 
Qoyemment  such  as  no  other  industry  has  eii joyed. 

This  Is  no  exaggeration.  There  Is  no  other  Industry  In  the 
United  States,  and  probably  none  in  any  country,  which  has 
been  so  completely  protected,  subsidized,  and  coddled  as  the 
American  chemical  industry.  Its  very  foundation  rests  upon  the 
q;>ecial  monopolies  created  by  the  Govei*nment  in  the  form  of 
patents,  trade-marlcs,  and  registered  formulas.  "  Patents  play 
a  more  important  part  In  chemical  activities  than  is  the  case  In 
other  fields,"  saj's  a  former  oflJcer  of  the  General  Chemical  Co. 
"  This,"  he  continues,  "  is  particularly  true  In  the  newer  chemi- 
cal Industries."  (Article  by  Henry  Wlgglesworth,  former  di- 
rector of  development,  General  Chemical  Co.,  in  Representative 
Industries  of  the  United  States,  p.  176.)  Not  content  with  the 
practical  monopoly  based  upon  the  patents  developed  by  their 
own  experts,  the  leaders  of  the  American  chemical  industry, 
during  the  period  of  war  control.  Induced  high  oflScials  of  the 
American  Government  to  seize  and  irface  at  their  disposal  hun- 
dreds of  German  patents  covering  essential  chemical  processes. 
This,  in  my  c^luion,  was  one  of  the  most  high-handed  and  out- 
rageous confiscations  of  private  property  ever  perpetrated  by 
any  government  The  Soviet  Government  of  Russia,  whleh  has 
been  so  vlgorou-sly  condemned  by  many  Senators  on  this  floor, 
has  seized  private  property  and  converted  It  to  the  use  of 
the  nation  as  a  whole.  But  here  was  a  case  of  confiscation 
for  the  sole  beneflt  of  a  small  group  of  privileged  American 
manufacturers. 

That  Is  not  all,  Mr.  President.  During  the  World  War  hun- 
dreds of  millions  of  dollars  were  taken  frcmi  the  Federal  Treas- 
ury and  used  to  build  up  the  American  chemical  Industry,  not 
only  to  supply  legitimate  wartime  necessities,  but  to  build  new 
I^nts  and  pile  up  enormous  profits  for  th^r  owners  when  peace 
was  restored. 

Then,  under  the  alleged  threat  of  German  ccmipetition,  this 
Government  was  Induced  to  confer  upon  the  chemical  industry 
several  favors  which  no  other  business  in  the  United  States 
has  ever  enjoyed.  Under  the  emergency  tariff  act  a  complete 
embargo  was  placed  on  foreign  chemical  products  and  the 
American  peoi^e  were  forced  to  pay  high  prices  for  what  were 
in  many  cases  inferior  goods.  When  the  Fordney-McCumber 
bill  was  under  consideration  the  chemical  industry,  through  one 
of  the  most  lavishly  financed  lobbies  ever  seen  in  Washington, 
demanded  a  continuance  of  this  embargo.  After  a  bitter  fight 
this  was  refused,  but  the  majority  then  in  contrcH  gave  them  a 
degree  of  protection  which  was  almost,  if  not  quite,  as  effective. 

It  not  only  raised  the  level  of  duties!  in  the  chemical  schedule 
to  fantastic  heights,  but  gave  this  industry  the  extraordinary 

Jnd  indefenslUe  privil^e  of  having  all  imiwrted  chemical  goods 
ssessed  upon  a  basis  of  American  valuation.  Under  the  con- 
ditions of  practical  monopoly  which  exist  In  the  Industry,  this 
gave  the  American  chemical  manufacturers  the  jwwer  practi- 
cally to  determine  prices  In  the  American  market  without  com- 
petition and  thus  fix  the  basis  upcm  whldi  the  duties  on  foreign 
Imports  were  to  be  levied. 

Armed  with  these  special  privileges  and  governmental  favors, 
the  dominant  groups  in  the  chemical  industry  have  organized 
upon  an  offensive  and  defensive  basis  to  an  almost  unparalleled 
extent.  Almost  every  branch  of  the  Indtistry  has  Its  "  institute  " 
elaborately  financed  and  ostensibly  operated  for  research  pur- 
poses but  In  fact,  as  has  been  repeatedly  charged,  maintained 
primarily  for  purposes  of  price  fixing  and  other  monopolistic 
practices.  The  propaganda  of  the  chemical  industry  Is  com- 
parable in  volume  and  character  only  with  that  which  has 
recently  been  exposed  In  the  case  of  the  public  utilities.  Its 
agents  and  lobbyists  have  been  constantiy  at  work  in  Washing- 
ton seeking  to  protect  and  extend  the  extraordinary  special 
privileges  which  the  industry  already  enjoys. 

One  of  the  principal  aims  of  the  chemical  Industry's  propa- 
ganda, Mr.  President,  has  been  to  create  in  the  puUic  mind  the 
idea  that  it  is  an  Infant  industry.  But  history  shows  Indis- 
putably that  It  Is  no  Infant  On  the  contrary,  It  Is  a  giant  more 
than  a  century  old.  The  greatest  of  the  chemical  combinations, 
the  Du  Pont  group,  had  its  origin  in  1802.  It  is  now  127  years 
old  and  is  probably  the  oldest  Industrial  concern  in  the  United 
States  controlled  by  a  single  family.  Viewed  In  all  its  ramifica- 
tions, it  constitutes  a  business  emigre  almost  without  a  parallel 
in  history.  If  there  was  ever  an  industry  able  to  stand  on  Its 
own  feet  and  able  to  meet  world  competition,  it  is  tlie  American 
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chemical  indnstry.  It  has  applied  mass-prodnction  met»»«H  f  J 
almost  all  Its  processes  and  In  its  most  modern  plants  bas 
achieved  a  high  degree  of  efficiency.  w*  L-i 

It  can  not  be  maintained  that  protection  is  being  sooght  |>rt- 
marily  for  the  benefit  of  American  labor. 
In  few  ioduBtrtei — 

Declares  a  leading  chemical  anthorlty— 
does  labor  form  m  relatlyely  .maU  an  Item  of  cort  •■  "«<»«•  In  cb«»J«jl 
manofacture.  The  primary  nature  of  opcratloni  "«»  it.  offlce  of  con- 
rertlnj  raw  material,  to  form  the  n*!ful  basl.  for  other  i°<io«trtei  r^ 
quire  the  work  to  be  carried  out  on  an  Immen*  iH»le.  which  can  not 
be  attended  by  hand.  To  carry  on  torge  operation.  «'^f"'^^'y  «**  ,""" 
must  be  reduced  to  mechanical  routine  and  the  chief  «>«r<»"'^"'/  J^' 
Buat  be  borne  by  power  machine.  Instead  of  fallible  men.  [^^^J^^ 
from  Henry  Wiggle.worth.  former  director  <"  development  Gexera 
Cbemlcal  Co..  In  BepreflentatiTe  Induatrle.  of  the  United  States,  p.  IjTO.^ 

No  branch  of  the  industry,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  " 
cover,  is  unionized,  and  the  average  annual  wage  of  ^1,68» 
year  sh«»wu  by  the  census  of  manufacturers  for  1925  does 
indicate  a  parUcularly  highly  paid  class  of  employees.  ^  I  ,^ 
What  is  still  more  significant  from  the  standpoint  of  tiirllT 
making,  the  percentage  of  labor  cost  to  value  of  products  Is  one 
of  the  lowest  to  be  found  in  any  industry.  In  iron  and  steel 
labor  cost  is  approximately  20  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  prod- 
ucts, but  in  the  chemical  industry,  taking  aU  its  branches  to- 
gether, it  is  only  8  per  cent 

What  does  this  mean?  It  is  a  point  of  the  utmost  signiflcj  mce 
anil  I  ask  the  attention  of  Senators.  It  means  that,  with  imf  orts 
valued  on  the  American  basis,  the  foreign  producers  could 
their  labor  free  and  the  American  chemical  industry's  labor 
would  be  fully  covered  by  a  tariff  averaging  less  than  10 
cent  And  yet  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  given 
industry,  according  to  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Ck)mmisilon, 
rates  that  will  average  more  than  29  per  cent 

Can  we,  as  Senators,  go  back  home  and  face  the  people  of 
our  SUtes  If  we  vote  to  maintain  such  exorbitant  increjises? 
Can  we  tell  them  that  this  is  what  we  mean  by  "  limited  t  iriff 
revision  "?  Can  we  hope  for  their  confidence  11  we  thus  shiime- 
fully  betray  them? 

This  is  an  industry  of  immense  wealth  and  power  enjcylng 
extraordinary  prosperity  and  founded  essentially  on  govern- 
mental favors  and  special  privileges.  Its  operations  are  lai  gely 
conducted  by  mass-production  methods  and  the  cost  of  lab)r  is 
an  insignificant  factor.  Here,  if  anywhere  In  the  whole  ringe 
of  industry,  there  is  presented  a  prima  facie  case  where  down- 
ward revision  should  be  applicable  and  where  further  tariff 
Increases  should  be  granted  only  upon  presentation  of  indis- 
putable evidence  of  ruinous  foreign  ctwnpetitlon. 

With  this  picture  clearly  before  us  let  us  examine  the  ch«  nges 
which  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  made  in  the  chei  ileal 
schedule  and  see  how  far  they  are  justified  by  the  facts  and  the 
evidence. 

I  have  made  a  rough  calculation  of  the  changes  whicl  the 
Finance  Committee  has  made  in  the  terms  of  the  Fordne;  -Mc- 
Comber  Act  either  upon  their  own  initiative  or  through  app  -oval 
of  previous  changes  made  by  the  Ways  ahd  Means  Committ  je  or 
by  i^esidentlal  proclamation.  More  than  90  increases  have  been 
made,  ranging  as  high  as  700  per  cent ;  less  than  50  deer  mses 
have  been  made,  none  of  which  appear  to  be  of  great  signiflc  ance, 
~  except  in  the  case  of  the  transfer  of  a  few  raw  materials  t )  the 
free  list  Some  of  these  increases  cover  hundreds  of  com- 
modities, whose  aggregate  value  must  run  Into  millions  oi  dol- 
lars. But  the  decreases,  with  two  excei)tion9 — ink  powden  and 
hydrogenated  oils — apply  only  to  single  commodities,  some  ol 
which  are  not  even  produced  in  this  country. 

I  may  say  that  I  have  Included  among  the  Increaseii  the 
removal  of  the  limitation  contained  in  the  Fordney-McCt  mber 
Act,  which  prohibited  the  raising  of  the  duties  on  coal-tar  nter- 
mediates  and  products  by  presidential  proclamation  unde-  the 
flexible  provisions  of  the  act.  I  believe  that  this  inclusion  is 
justifiable,  because  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  the  present  fl«  xible 
provisions  should  be  maintained  in  the  law,  a  determined  effort 
would  be  made  to  secure  further  increases  in  duties  provld  ?d  In 
these  paragraphs  which,  as  every  Senator  knows,  cover  en  in- 
numerable range  of  products  of  the  greatest  value  and  iiapor- 
tance  in  American  life  and  industry. 

We  find,  therefore,  that  the  Senate  Finance  Commltte<(  has 
made  about  twice  as  many  increases  as  decreases  and  I  ha  :e  no 
doubt  that  If  statistics  were  available  by  which  we  could  com- 
pare the  va  ue  of  the  protlucts  affected  the  proportion  woe  id  be 
still  further  Increased.  Is  this  the  "  Ihnlted  tariff  revls  ion  " 
which  President  Hoover  said  he  wanted  when  this  specia  ses- 
sion was  called?  Is  this  a  revision  restricted  to  those  Ikes  of 
industry  which  are  suffering  from  serious  depression  or  inem- 


Dloyment?  No.  Mr.  President  this  is  a  general  upward  revision 
with  a  vengeance.  It  is  the  addition  of  new  iniquities  to  the 
already  indefensible  rates  of  the  Fordney-McCumber  tariff. 

We  were  told,  Mr.  President  when  this  special  session  was 
called    that  its  primary  purpose  was  to  relieve  agriculture  of 
its  unnecessary  burdens  and  put  the  American  farmers  back  on 
the  road  to  prosperity.     Let  us  see  what  this  bUi  does  for  the 
American  farmers  so  far  as  the  chemical  schedule  Is  concerned. 
Let  us  remember,  when  we  consider  this  aspect  of  the  situ- 
ation, that  tiie  spokesman  for  American  agriculture  appeared 
before  the  Senate  committee  and  strongly  urged  that  a  num- 
ber of  chemical   products   useful   In   the   production   of   ferti- 
lizer be  relieved  of  all  duties  as  one  of  the  means  to  give  direct 
aid  and  comfort  to  the  farmers  throughout  the  country.     I^t 
us  remember  also  that  the  chemical  industry  directly  and  Indi- 
rectly affects  the  farmers  more  than  It  docs  any  other  large 
group  of  American  citizens.     With  these  conditions  In  mind 
let  us  see  what  the  Finance  CKommittee  did  for  the  farmer,  and, 
what  is  equally  important,  what  they  did  to  the  farmer.    Out  of 
the  68  increases  in  this  schedule  I  have  listed  43  which,  directly 
or  indirectly,  will  increase  the  farmers'  burtleus  or  which  wiU 
tend  to  raise  the  prices  which  must  be  paid  for  articles  used  by 
the  farmers'  wives  in  their  household  duties.    Some  of  these  are 
no  doubt  insignificant  but  a  majority,  I  am  confident  will  be 
felt  upon  every  farm  in  the  country  as  soon  as  they  go  into 
effect    The  fact  that  some  of  these  increases  when  considered 
alone  may  appear  to  be  in.significant  ought  not  to  deter  us  from 
opposing  them  unless  they  are  shown  to  be  vitally  necessary. 
It  was  the  Ifast  straw  and  not  the  first  hundredweight  that  broke 
the  camel's  back.    Let  me  take  but  a  penny  a  day^om  each  of 
the  American  people  and  in  the  course  of  a  year  I  will  have  an 
Income  that  will  eclipse  those  of  Rockefeller,  Ford,  and  Morgan 
combined.    Let  us  take  a  dime  a  day  from  each  of  them,  and 
in  five  years  I  could  pay  off  the  national  debt  or  acquire  sub- 
stantial control  of  the  Nation's  industries.    Robbery  is  robbery 
even  if  it  consists  only  In  stealing  the  pennies  of  the  poor  people 
of  the  Nation.    Its  iniquity  Is  to  be  measured  not  by  the  amount 
of  each  Individual  theft  but  by  its  accumulated  enormity  and  by 
the  burdens  which  it  Imposes  upon  those  who  are  robbed. 

I  do  not  Intend  to  impose  upon  you  the  entire  list  of  rates 
which  will  tend  to  burden  the  farmer,  but  I  do  want  to  direct 
your  attention  to  certain  outstanding  items.  For  example,  the 
duty  has  been  increased  on  phosphoric  acid,  which  Is  an  essential 
ingredient  of  fertilizer.  The  farmers  asked  to  have  this  com- 
modity put  on  the  free  list,  but  Instead  the  duty  on  the  more 
concentrated  form  was  increased  from  2  cents  to  3%  cents  a 
pound,  which  will  Increase  the  cost  approximately  $30  a  ton. 

In  this  revision  In  the  Interest  of  agriculture  the  duty  on 
saltpeter  Is  increased  by  the  Finance  Committee  from  one- 
half  cent  to  1  cent  a  pound.  As  every  Senator  knows,  salt- 
peter is  used  on  all  farms  which  cure  their  own  meat  for 
winter  consumption.  While  the  increa.se  in  duty  on  its  face  is 
only  half  a  cent  a  pound.  It  represents  an  Increase  of  100  per 
cent,  and  I  have  no  doubt  will  be  multiplied  several  times  before 
It  reaches  the  farmer.  According  to  the  Summary  of  Informa- 
tion prepared  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  there  are  only  two  do- 
mestic producers— one  in  New  Jersey  and  one  in  New  York.  The 
one  is  said  to  be  very  small,  while  the  other  has  recently  re- 
sumed business  after  having  its  factory  burned  down  in  1924. 
On  the  basis  of  the  cast  increases  submitted  by  the  only  Ameri- 
can manufacturer  who  applied  for  an  increased  duty,  his  cost  of 
production  per  pound  was  10%  cents  as  against  an  open-market 
price  of  6  cents  a  pound  in  1928.  If  this  statement  is  correct 
the  half  cent  increase  In  duty  will  merely  raise  the  domestic 
price  without  materially  benefiting  this  high-cost  producer. 

I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  will  de- 
f«id  its  action  with  a  strong  feeling  of  virtue  because  It  refused 
to  concur  in  the  enormous  increase  of  1,000  per  cent  in  the  duty 
on  saltpeter  awarded  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  when  It 
fixed  the  rate  at  5^  cents  per  pound.  I  feel  that  the  E'inance 
Committee  was  right  In  rejecting  it.  But  I  can  not  follow  its 
logic  in  granting  an  increase  insufficient  to  afford  material  pro- 
tection to  American  manufactureiH  who  it  appears  are  using  an 
obsolete  process  and  which  can,  therefore,  have  no  other  effect 
than  increasing  the  domestic  price. 

I  would  like  to  direct  the  particular  attention  not  only  of  the 
farmers'  wives  but  of  the  women  throughout  the  country  to  the 
increased  duties  which  will  more  particularly  affect  the  price 
of  some  of  their  most  important  household  commodities.  The 
duty  has  been  Increased  on  tartaric  acid,  which  is  the  basis  of 
many  kinds  of  baking  powder  and  Is  also  used  In  the  prepara- 
tion of  flavoring  extracts.  The  same  Is  true  of  the  duties  on 
ammonium  carbonate  and  bicarbonate  and  sodium  phosphate, 
produced  by  the  Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  Corporation,  which  also 
are  used  in  baking  powder.  Higher  duties  are  also  imposed  on 
artificial  ultramarine  blue  and  sodium  sulphate,  which  form  the 
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basis  of  the  bluing  which  every  hoasew-ife  uses  in  laundering 
clothes.  Last,  bat  not  least,  the  duties  have  been  increased  on 
the  starches  which  she  uses  in  making  pastries  and  puddings 
and  in  giviug  tiie  finishing  touches  to  the  household's  wearing 
appareL 

Most  Important  of  all  from  the  standpoint  of  the  farm  is  the 
long  list  of  increased  duties  which  are  certain  to  raise  the  price 
of  paints  and  varnishes.  Tlie  tariCf  bill  which  is  now  before  xis 
might  well  be  called  "an  act  to  increase  the  cost  of  paints  to 
farmers  and  householders."  It  increases  the  duty  on  a  long  list 
of  chemicals  which  are  essential  ingredients  of  paints,  varnishes, 
and  lacquers.  What  is  perliaps  an  incomplete  list  show  14  dif- 
ferent commodities  used  in  the  manufacture  of  paints,  varnishes, 
and  lacquers  upon  which  lieavy  incTeases  liave  been  imposed. 
These  are  not  single  commodities,  but  include  such  large  quali- 
fications as  the  8>nthetic  gums  and  resins  and  cellulose  com- 
pounds which  in  themselves  cover  a  large  number  and  variety 
of  articles. 

I  do  not  know  how  I  can  better  convey  an  idea  of  the  effect  of 
these  increases  upon  farmers  and  householders  than  by  consid- 
ering a  single  commodity  of  which  I  had  never  heard  until  I 
made  this  study.  I  doubt  whether  half  a  dozen  Members  of  the 
Senate,  including  tlie  members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  have 
ever  heard  of  lithopone,  which,  it  appears,  was  first  made  in  the 
United  States  in  1906,  but  has  now  become  an  essential  Ingre- 
dient of  paint,  with  a  production  almost  as  large  as  that  of  zinc 
oxide  and  white  lead.  More  than  300,000,000  pounds  are  said  to 
be  used  every  year.  It  is  used  as  a  pigment  chiefly  in  the  man- 
ufacture of  what  are  known  as  "  flat  jmints  "  and  enam^s  and 
as  a  filler  in  the  manufacture  of  linoleum,  oilcloth,  and  window 
shades. 

The  domestic  sales  in  1927  amounted  to  approximately 
354,000,000  pounds,  as  against  Imports  of  about  16,000,000.  In 
1928,  for  some  unexplained  reason,  tlie  imports  practically 
doubled,  but  without  materially  affecting  the  market  price. 
Under  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act  lithopone  carried  a  duty  of 
1%  cents  a  pound,  which  is  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem  rate  of 
more  than  40  per  cent  on  the  foreign  value.  It  is  now  pro- 
posed to  add  to  this  specific  rate  a  further  ad  valorem  duty  of 
20  per  cent  on  the  more  highly  concentrated  forms  of  this 
commodity,  which  are  chiefiy  imported.  It  is  reasonable  to  sup- 
pose that  this  increased  duty  will  be  Immediately  reflected  in 
the  domestic  selling  price. 

Let  us  see  how  this  will  affect  the  farmers  and  home  owners 
of  the  country.  Each  gallon  of  paint  suitable  for  interior  or 
exterior  use  is  said  to  require  8  pounds  of  lithopone.  A  duty 
of  1%  cents  a  pound  will,  therefore,  equal  14  cents  on  every 
gallon  of  paint  made  with  lithopone  pigment.  A  further  addi- 
tion of  20  per  cent,  which  is  about  equal  to  three-fourths  of  a 
cent  a  pound,  will  add  6  cents  more.  This  makes  20  cents  of 
tariff  on  every  gallon  of  paint  made  with  lithopone.  The  prin- 
cipal importer  of  lithopone  in  his  brief  filed  with  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  has  made  calculation  based  on  the  assump- 
tion that  It  requires  23  gallons  of  paint  for  an  average  house 
and  15  gallons  for  a  barn.  Assuming,  further,  that  one-tenth  of 
the  farmers  will  paint  their  houses  and  bams  each  year,  he 
estimates  that  the  cost  added  by  the  present  duty  is  equal  t'> 
$6,384,000  to  the  farmers  and  home  owners  in  the  country.  On 
the  same  basis  It  would  follow  that  tlie  proposed  additional 
duty  would  add  something  like  $2,500,000  more.  I  do  not  guar- 
antee his  figures,  but  I  am  Impressed  with  them.  If  this  ap- 
parently petty  Increase  In  the  tariff  on  a  single  commodity  of 
which  nobody  ever  heard  is  going  to  add  millions  of  dollars  to 
the  farmers'  expenses,  it  requires  little  imagination  to  foresee 
that  the  aggregate  effect  of  the  increases  made  in  this  tariff  bill 
is  going  to  leave  him  In  far  worse  condition  than  he  was  when 
we  started  to  "  relieve  "  him  by  the  assembling  of  this  special 
session  of  Congress. 

Let  me  call  your  attention  to  another  increase  which  the 
farmer  is  going  to  feel  as  soon  as  the  bill  passes.  That  is  the 
700  per  cent  increase  In  the  duty  on  whiting  and  Paris  white. 
No,  Senators,  you  do  not  misunderstand  me.  The  Increase  is  not 
7  per  cent  or  70  per  cent.  It  is  700  per  cent.  On  paper  the 
change  in  the  duty  looks  innocent.  To  the  uninitiated  it  may 
even  look  like  a  decrease,  for  the  change  is  from  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem  undw*  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act  to  four-tenths  of  a 
cent  a  pound  under  the  present  bill.  But  the  official  records 
show  that  under  this  ad  valorem  rate  this  commodity  has  been 
paying  one  one-twentieth  of  a  cent  a  pound,  and  an  increase  to 
four-tenths  of  a  cent  represents,  therefore,  an  increase  of  700 
I)er  cent.  It  means  that  the  new  duty  on  an  ad  valorem  basis 
will  be  almost  200  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  imported  article. 

What  is  whiting?  It  Is  merely  finely  ground  chalk.  It  has 
enormous  conamerclal  importance.  When  mixed  with  Unseed  oil 
It  constitutes  the  basis  for  all  the  putty  used  in  the  United 


States.    It  enters  into  the  prodnctimi  of  paint,  oilcloth,  linoleum, 
and  rubb«'  goods. 

The  American  manufacturers  bring  over  the  crude  chalk 
which  is  mined  from  the  famous  chalk  dlffs  of  England,  and 
grind  it  here.  Inquiry  shows  that  there  are  only  six  of  thetse 
whiting  manufacturers  in  the  United  States  and  that  most  of 
them  have  the  good  fortune  to  be  located  in  the  State  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  who  had  the  honor  to 
be  a  influential  member  of  the  subcommittee  which  had  charge 
of  this  particular  rate.  Four  of  these  whiting  manufacturers 
appeared  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the 
House  and  asked  for  this  increase.  So  likewise  did  25  putty 
manufacturers  as  well  as  a  prominent  producer  of  kalsomine. 
They  showed,  to  my  mind,  conduslvely  that  this  proposed 
inci-ease,  insignificant  as  it  looks  on  paper,  will  raipe  building 
costs  more  than  a  million  dollars  a  year  and  add  an  equal 
amount  to  the  cost  of  paint,  kalsomine,  oilcloth,  and  rubber 
goods. 

For  whose  benefit  was  this  extraordinary  increase  of  700  per 
cent  demanded?  Was  it  for  the  profit  of  the  American  manu- 
facturers? Here,  as  on  every  other  Item  of  this  tariff  blU,  we 
find  men  who  spent  their  lives  grinding  the  last  penny  out  of 
their  oppressed  workers  coming  solemnly  and  piously  before  the 
committees  of  Congress  to  weep  crocodile  tears  over  the  unfor- 
tunate condition  of  -\merican  labor.  And  Senators  who  yoar 
in  and  year  out  oppose  every  bill  and  every  resolution  that 
would  raise  the  wages  of  the  workers  and  relieve  them  of  intol- 
erable oppression,  who  are  in  fact,  as  their  records  show,  the 
enemies  of  the  labor  movement,  invariably  assume  the  rAle  of 
champions  of  the  American  toiler  when  tariff  increases  arc 
being  considered.  Let  us  look  at  the  facts  in  this  particular 
case  and  see  how  far  the  rights  and  interests  of  the  great  body 
of  American  workers  are  involved.  The  hearings  before  the 
committee  disclosed  under  cross-examination  that  these  six 
whiting  manufacturers  combined  employ  all  together  less  than 
200  men.  But  with  their  practically  automatic  machinery  they 
ground  In  1928,  191,300,000  pounds  of  whiting,  and  with  sub- 
stantially the  same  latK)r  force  could  have  produced  another 
hundred  million.  I  predict  that  their  wages  would  not  be  In- 
creased a  penny  if  every  pound  of  foreign-made  whiting  was 
shut  out  of  this  country.  And  yet  we  are  asked  to  increase  by 
millions  of  dollars  the  cost  of  the  paint,  putty,  kalsomine,  and 
linoleum  that  is  used  on  every  farm  and  In  every  household  In 
the  United  States. 

I  have  gone  into  this  particular  case  with  what  may  seem  to 
be  unnecessary  detail.  But  it  is  only  through  the  considerutlMi 
of  such  concrete  examples  that  it  becomes  pos-sible  for  us  to 
appreciate  the  enormity  of  the  offwises  which  have  been  com- 
mitted against  the  American  consumer  in  the  name  of  "  limited 
tariff  revision." 

Let  us  turn  now  and  consider  for  Just  a  moment  some  of  the 
decreases  which  the  Senate  committee  has  made  In  existing 
rates.  As  I  have  said,  they  are  with  two  exceptions  decreases 
on  Individual  commodities  most  of  which  are  not  produced  In 
the  United  States,  such,  for  example,  as  buchn  leaves,  licorice 
root,  henbane,  and  digitalis.  The  two  larger  classifications 
upon  which  decreases  have  been  granted  are  inks  and  ink  pow- 
ders and  hydrogenated  oils.  As  to  inks  and  ink  powders  our 
total  imports  have  been  less  than  three-fourths  of  1  per  cent  of 
our  domestic  consumption,  and  they  bore  already  one  of  the 
lowest  rates  of  duty  contained  in  the  bill. 

I  want  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  particularly  those 
from  the  Com  Belt  of  the  West  and  the  Cotton  Belt  of  the 
South,  to  the  decreases  In  the  duty  on  hydrogenated  fats  and 
oils.  This  session  of  Congress  is  supposed  to  have  been  called 
for  the  special  purpose  of  relieving  the  farmer.  This  particular 
decrease  in  duty  may  be  Justified  on  grounds  which  the  Finance 
Committee  has  not  yet  dlsclosetl,  but  on  Its  face  it  can  be  in- 
terpreted only  as  a  two-fisted  blow  in  the  faces  of  the  hog 
raisers  of  the  West  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  cotton  growers 
of  the  South  on  the  other. 

What  are  hydrogenated  oils?  Let  me  read  you  the  oflldal 
statement  of  the  Tariff  Committee,  "  Their  principal  use,"  says 
this  authoritative  document,  **i8  in  the  manufacture  of  lard 
substttntes." 

I  am  not  now  contending  that  this  decrease  in  the  duty  on 
hydrogenated  oils  may  not  be  defensible,  but  I  am  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  this  as  an  example  of  the  kind  of  con- 
sideration which  the  farmer  has  received  at  the  hands  of  the 
Senate  committee. 

Having  thus  examined  in  some  detail  the  burdens  which  will 
be  imposed  upcm  the  farmers  and  household  consumers,  let  us 
now  see  who  will  receive  the  major  benefits  of  the  increased 
duties  which  are  provided  In  the  chanlcal  schedule  of  this  bill. 
The  analysis  which  I  have  made  shows  conclusively,  I  believe. 
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tlmt  the  prlnHpal  beneficiaries  will  be  the  "Wr  three"  of  t  le 
chenilf-al  Industry.  I  refer  to  the  three  corporations  wl»i:h 
with  their  ionumerable  subsidiaries  dominate  and  control  tl  is 
imiH«-tant  field  of  production.  These  are  the  B.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemours  &  Co.  (Inc.),  the  Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  Corpora- 
tion and  the  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Corporation,  whose  con- 
bined  assets  are  more  than  a  billion  dollars.  Their  net  eai-n- 
inKH  in  1928  were  more  than  1122,000,000  and  their  rates  of 
profit  ni>on  their  actual  cash  investment,  as  I  shall  later  show, 
are  extraordinary  and  excessive. 

In  order  to  show  you  p-aphically  the  position  of  the  '  1  ig 
three"  in  the  chemical  Industry  and  their  relation  to  the    n- 
creases  proposed  by  this  bill  I  have  prepared  a  chart  to  whi  eh 
I    now   dire<-t   your   attention.     You   will   note   that   from   the 
siiuares  containing  the  names  of  these  three  chemical  corpoi  a- 
tions  colored  lines  run  to  the  small  rectangles  containing  tie 
numbers  of  the  paragraphs  In  the  chemical  schedule  covering 
th»'  <ommodities  made  by  these  corporations  or  their  subslii- 
ariex  in  which  increases  were  grunted  by  the  Senate  Flnai  ce 
C4)uuulttee.     You   will   note   that   the   Du   Pont   Co.   manufic- 
tures  products  covered  by  every  one  of  these  17  paragraphs    x 
cept  three.     You  will  note  also  that  the  Allied  Chemical  &  I  ye 
CoriKiration  or  its  sul>sidiarie9  is  Interested  In  prt»ducts  coveie<l 
by  five  of  these  paragraphs,  and  that  the  Union  Carbide  &  Cir- 
biin  Corporation  likewise  has  a  direct  interest  in  five  of  th(  m. 
The  small  green  square  at  the  top  of  th»  chart  on  the  w  all 
of  the  Chamber  represents  net  earnings  in  1921  of  the  All  ed 
Chemical  &  Dye  Corporation— |7.ft46,910.     The   larger  &quure 
represents  their   assets  In   1921,   namely,   $266,977,284.     Th>se 
figures  are  taken  from  Moody  and  other  financial  publications 
and  are  submitted  by  the  corporations  to  those  publishers.     I 
think  we  may  as.sume  that  the  statements  which  they  make 
for  publication,  while  there  Is  no  verification  or  check  up  on 
them,  are  favorable  to  the  corporations  themselves  and  t  lat 
the  most  favorable  light  has  been  put  upon  their  statements. 

Immediately  below  the  green  square  on  the  left  of  the  chart 
we  find  the  net  earnings  for  the  Allle<l  Chemical  A  Dye  Cor- 
poration In  1928.  namely,  $26,952,442.  The  large  square  Imine- 
diatriy  below  shows  the  assets  of  1928,  which  were  $366,616,197. 
So  far  as  the  Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  Corporation  Is  concern  ed, 
I  think  that  Is  a  fair  statement  of  the  situation,  so  far  as  he 
chemical  industry  Is  concerned,  because  that  corporation  is 
largely  engaged  in  the  chemical  Industry. 

So  far  as  the  Du  Ponts  and  the  Union  Carbide  &  CarlKHi 
Corporation  are  concerned,  the  chart  does  not  distinguish  be- 
tween the  aswets  devoted  to  the  chemical  business  and  the  a*  ets 
devoted  to  their  other  business.  That  Is  also  true  of  the  st)  ite- 
ment  c««eeming  their  net  earnings. 

The  lines  which  run  from  the  squares  on  the  chart  run  to  va- 
rious paragraph  numbers  in  the  pending  bill  and  simply  show  |the 
paragraphs  in  which  are  contained  the  protlucts  manufactured 
by  the  big  three  in  the  chemical  industry. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  call  attentlot  to 
the  remarkable  increase  in  the  net  earnings  compared  to  the 
Increase  in  assets,  so  it  will  appear  In  the  Rboobd? 

Mr.  LA  FX)LLETTE.  The  earnings  of  the  Du  Pont  Co.  In  lb23 
were  $18,312,000;  the  net  earnings  In  1928  were  $64,097,100. 
The  assets  of  the  Du  Pont  Co.  In  1923  were  $279,744,000  md 
the  assets  In  1928  were  $403^33.000. 

The  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Corporation  net  earnings  In 
1922  were  $11,718,114  and  the  net  earnings  In  1928  ^ere 
$31,832,897. 

In  1921  the  assets  of  the  Union  Carbide  ft  Carbon  Corpora- 
tion were  $211,744,537  and  in  1928  were  $281,510,353. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

The  PHBSIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  SHoamiws  In  the  cha^r). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to  the  Senator 
Utah? 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  earnings  of  the  Du  Pont  Co.  were 
097.708,  according  to  the  chart     Does  the  Senator  know  low 
that  $64,000,000  was  divided  and  how  much  consisted  of  income 

frran  Investments? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  going  to  make  an  attempt  l^ter 
on  In  my  address  to  analyze  those  figures ;  but,  of  course,  for 
purpose  of  the  chart  It  was  absolutely  Impossible  to  make 
such  separation.  I  had  already  stated  before  the  Senator  ^e 
that  so  far  as  the  Du  Pont  Co.  and  the  Union  Carbide  & 
Carbon  Corporation  are  concerned  I  have  not  made  any  atte  npt 
on  the  chart  to  separate  the  earnings  or  the  assets  with  re^rd 
to  chemical  operationa 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  wiU  find  most  ot  It  la  (]ivl< 
dends  from  Investments. 

Mr.  LA  rOfXETTB.  I  am  going  Into  It  to  the  best  of  my 
ability. 


a  r). 

:: 


Mr.  SMOOT.     We  can  find  out  from  their  tax  returns. 
Mr.    LA    FOLLETTE.     I    have    not    had    access    to   the   tax 
returns.    I  have  bet-n  forced  to  confine  my  investigation  to  such 
analysis  as  I  could  make  from  the  published  reports  of  the  cor- 
porations In  the  commonly  employed  financial  publications. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  reports  will  be  ready  for  the  Senator  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Unfortunately  the  Senate  had  already 
taken  up  the  chemical  schedule  before  the  reports  were  ready. 

From  the  paragraph  numbers  to  the  lower  squares  upon  the 
chart  run  lines  which  attempt  to  show  some  of  the  various  uses 
of  varlou.*  commo<litles  in  the  manufacture  of  which  these  chemi- 
cals upon  which  increased  tariff  duties  have  been  lmpose<l  are 
used. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  as  brietly  as  possible  I  wish  to  Indicate 
some  of  the  Increases,  paragraph  by  paragraph,  which  have 
been  made  In  tariff  rates  in  the  chemical  schedules.  I  shall  not 
refer  to  them  all.  but  I  shall  ask  to  have  some  of  them  inserted 
in  my  remarks  without  reading. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  permission 
Is  granted. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Paragraph  1.  The  Senate  Finance 
Committee  has  Increased  the  duty  on  forndc  add  from  25  per 
cent  ad  valorem  to  4  cents  per  pound,  representing  an  Increase 
In  duty  of  approximately  50  per  cent.  Formic  acid  Is  manu- 
factured by  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co.  This  product  is 
used  In  dyeing  textiles  for  clothing,  in  tanning  of  leather  for 
shoes,  in  the  manufacture  of  artificial  silk,  in  the  production 
of  toilet  perfumes,  and  as  a  coagulent  for  rubber  latex  used  In 
the  manufacture  of  automobile  tires  and  rubljer  goods.  Do- 
mestic production  statistics  are  not  available. 

The  rate  of  duty  on  oxalic  acid  has  been  lncrease<l  In  the 
Senate  finance  bill  from  4  cents  per  pound  to  6  cents  per  pound. 
rei>resentlng  an  increase  of  50  per  cent.  A  specific  duty  of  6 
cents  per  pound  Is  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem  rate  of  115  iier 
cent. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER   (Mr.  Patterson  In  the  chair). 
Does  the   Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to   the   Senator  from 
New  Jersey? 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  Senator  referred  to  the  last  commodity  as 
being  In  paragraph  1.     I  am  trying  to  follow  him. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  while  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  Is  locating  the  item,  if  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will 
yield  to  me,  I  should  like  to  say  a  word.  The  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  stated  that  an  IntTease  had  been  made  in  the  duty 
on  oxalic  acid.  The  duty  on  oxalic  acid  as  provided  In  the  bill 
passed  by  the  House  has  been  adopted  by  the  Senate  committee, 
and  the  rate  as  provided  Is  In  accordance  with  a  presidential 
proclamation  fixing  the  duty  on  that  acid  at  the  rate  mentioned. 
So  the  duty  jwroposed  to  be  imposed  on  oxalic  acid  is  exactly 
the  same  as  the  rate  now  existing  under  presidential  proclama- 
tion. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  has  corrected 
my  statement.  I  will  correct  the  statement  and  say  that  the 
rate  of  duty  on  oxalic  acid  is  increased  In  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee's  bill  from  4  cents  a  pound  to  6  cents  a  pound  over 
the  rate  in  the  act  of  1922.  that  Increase  having  been  made 
since  1922  by  presidential  proclamation,  and  it  represents  an 
Increase  of  approximately  50  per  cent  over  the  1922  rate. 
Oxalic  acid  is  manufactured  by  the  Du  Pont  Co.  Imporis  in 
1928  were  approximately  15  per  cent  domestic  consumption.  It 
Is  used  In  laundering  of  clothes.  In  the  dyeing  of  textiles,  and 
In  the  bleaching  of  leather. 

Chromic  add  has  been  transferred  from  the  free  list  and 
made  dutiable  under  paragraph  1  in  the  "  all  other  adds  "  pro- 
vision at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Chromic  acid  is  manufac- 
tured by  the  Du  Pont  Co.  Chromic  add  is  being  exten- 
sively used  in  chromium  plating  of  automobiles,  plumbing  fix- 
tures, household  cooking  utensils,  and  farm  Implements.  Im- 
ports In  1927  were  only  1.7  per  cent  of  domestic  consumption  in 
1927.  It  is  interesting  to  compare  the  statement  prepared  by  the 
experts  of  the  Tariff  Commission  concerning  this  add  with  that 
of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  In  Its  explanation  of  this 
transfer. 

The  Summary  of  Tariff  Information  (Schedule  15,  free  list) 
gives  as  the  last  two  sentences  in  the  discussion  of  competitive 
conditions  In  chromic  acid  the  following : 

Competition  Is  severe  among  domestic  manufacturers  of  chromic  acid 
Imports  supply  only  a  small  part  of  the  domestic  consumption. 

The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  has  juggled  these  two  sen- 
tences into  the  following: 
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Competition  is  severe  and  prices  tiave  decreased.  It  has  been  on  the 
free  list  of  previous  tariff  acts.  Because  of  increased  competition  from 
Imported  material  it  has  been  stricken  from  the  free  list. 

If  there  is  any  one  thing  that  has  made  farm  life  more  bear- 
able than  any  other,  It  is  the  automobile.  The  transfer  of 
chromic  acid  from  the  free  to  the  dutiable  list  undoubtedly  will 
cause  an  increase  in  the  cost  of  the  products  whose  manufac- 
ture it  pays  an  important  part.  The  increase  in  the  duty  on 
Belgian  plate  glass,  used  largely  for  windshields,  may  also  very 
well  be  criticized  by  the  farmer's  real  friends. 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved  the  request  of 
the  Union  Carbide  A  Carbon  Corporation  to  Increase  the  phrase- 
ology of  paragraph  2  to  cover  hundreds  of  chemicals,  only  a 
few  of  which  have  been  produced  in  commercial  quantities. 
This  Increase*!  phraseology  will  embargo  hundreds  of  new 
chemical  products  as  soon  us  they  have  commercial  usage,  the 
sole  effect  of  which  will  be  to  increase  the  cost  of  tlie  use  of  such 
products  to  the  ultimate  consumer.  The  6  to  10  of  these  products 
now  being  commercially  produced  are  used  as  antifreeze  in 
autom«''biles,  as  raw  materials  for  medicines,  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  perfumes,  as  vulcanizing  accelerators  for  rubber,  and 
as  sc»lvent8  for  the  production  of  lacquers  for  finistiing  automo- 
biles, household  furniture,  and  so  forth. 

I'aragraph  4.  The  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  Co.  and  Union 
Carbide  &  Carbon  Corporation  are  manufacturing  wood  alcohol 
The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  increased  the  duty  on  wood 
alcohol  from  12  cents  to  18  cents  per  gallon,  representing  an  in- 
crease of  r»0  per  cent.  Imports  In  1926  were  9.3  per  cent  of  do- 
mestic consumption.  Complete  statistics  for  last  year's  imports 
and  consumption  are  available.  Practically  all  imiwrts  are  used 
in  manufacture  of  formaldehyde  subsequently  exported. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  that  is  another  duty  which  has 
been  fixed  to  make  It  accord  to  the  rate  of  duty  under  a  presi- 
dential proclamation. 

Mr.  LA  1X)LLETTE.  I  am  glad  to  have  the  Senator  correct 
me  in  that  respect.  I  have  taken  the  1922  law,  and  in  some 
casj's  I  have  not,  perhaps,  noted  the  fact  that  since  1922  the 
President  has  taken  action  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Tariff  Commission.  I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator  cor- 
rect me  in  that  particular. 

This  product  is  a  household  commodity  and  Is  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  household  varnishes  and  lacquers  and  coal-tar 
dyes.  It  is  also  used  in  the  manufacture  of  celluloid  and  other 
pyroxylin  and  phenolic  plastics,  and  also  in  the  manufacture  of 
formaldehyde,  which  Is  widely  used  by  the  farmers  in  treating 
wheat  to  prevent  rust  and  smut. 

Hexyl  alcohol  was  increased  by  the  Senate  Finance  Commit- 
tee from  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  6  cents  i^er  pound  at  the 
request  of  the  Unl<m  Carbide  A  Carbon  Corporation,  the  sole 
domestic  pro<lucer.  This  product  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
automobile  tires.  No  domestic-production  statistics  are  avail- 
able. 

Paragraph  7.  Ammonium  carbonate:  This  product  Is  pro- 
duced bv  the  Allied  Chemical  A  Dye  Corporation.  The  Senate 
Finance  Committee  approved  the  Increase  of  duty  by  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  on  ammonium  carbonate  from  1%  cents 
to  2  cents  per  pound.  This  product,  as  I  have  stated,  is  used 
in  the  production  of  baking  powders,  which  are  In  turn  used  in 
making  bread  and  pastries.  It  is  also  used  in  the  manufacture 
6t  smelling  salts,  a  medicinal  preparation.  No  domestic-pro- 
duction statistics  are  available. 

Paragraph  11.  The  Swiate  Finance  Ccwnmittee  has  made  syn- 
t-hetlc  grums  and  resins  dutiabie  at  an  embargo  rate  of  4  cents 
per  pound  and  30  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Synthetic  resins  are 
being  produced  by  the  Du  Pont  Co.  and  the  Union  Carbide  & 
Carbon  Corporation.  Synthetic  gums  and  resins  are  us^ed  in 
the  manufacture  of  household  varnishes  and  lacquers,  in  the 
production  of  automobile  varnishes.  In  the  manufacture  of 
celluloid,  pyroxylin  plastics,  and  In  the  manufacture  of  toilet 
articles.    No  domestic-production  statistics  are  available. 

Paragraph  12.  E.  I  du  Pont  de  Nemours  Co.  manufacture 
barium  carbonate.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  in- 
creased the  rate  of  duty  on  this  product  from  1  cent  to  l^^ 
cents  per  pound.  Imports  in  1927  were  45  per  cent  of  domestic 
consumption. 

Mr,  EDGE.  Mr,  President,  is  the  Senator  referring  to  para- 
graph 12? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Yes. 

Mr.  EDGR  I  think  the  Senator  Is  in  error.  Several  times 
he  has  said  that  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  increa.sed 
the  rate.  The  rate  of  duty  In  paragraph  12,  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection,  has  not  in  any  way  l)een  changed  by  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee.    The  House  increased  the  rate ;  that  Is  pos- 


sible ;  but  the  bill  as  reported  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
shows  no  change  over  the  rate  in  the  House  bill. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator 
correct  me  if  I  have  made  any  misstatement. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLl'^TTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  may  have  misunderstood  the  Senator,  but  I 
gathered  from  his  statement  that  he  claimed  that  the  Du  Pont 
Co.  made  barium  carbonate.  Is  not  that  the  statement  the  Sen- 
ator made? 

Mr.  LA  F0LIJ-:TTE.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT,    That  company  does  not  make  that  product. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE,  It  is  my  information  that  it  does 
through  one  of  its  subsidiaries. 

Mr.  SMOOT,  It  does  not  make  a  pound  of  barium  carbonate, 
but  it  does  make  barium  chloride. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE,    My  information  is  that  it  does. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  am  quite  sure  the  Senator  is  mistaken. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE,     I  will  look  the  matter  up  further, 

I  want  to  correct  the  statemept  I  just  made,  and  say  that  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved  the  increase  granted 
by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  on  this  product  from  1  cent 
to  1*4  P^nts  a  pound,  A  specific  duty  of  lV«j  cents  per  pound  Is 
equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem  rate  of  135  per  cent.  Barium  car- 
bonate is  used  In  the  production  of  building  materials',  such  as 
tiles,  floor,  and  wall  coverings.  It  Is  also  usetl  in  the  production 
of  pottery.  It  is  used  in  water  purification  and  for  case-harden- 
ing compounds  used  in  tlie  manufacture  of  automobile  motors 
and  farm  Implements. 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved  the  increase  in 
the  rate  of  duty  cm  barium  cJiioride  from  1%  cents  to  2  cents 
per  pound  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  A  8r>eciflc  rate 
of  duty  of  2  cents  per  pound  is  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem  rate 
of  185  per  cent.  Barium  chloride  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
household  paints  and  lithographic  Inks.  It  is  also  used  in  mak- 
ing  white  kid  leather  and  in  the  manufacture  of  textiles  and 
wall  paper.  This  product  is  manufactured  by  the  Du  Pont  Co. 
Domestic  production  statistics  are  not  available. 

Paragraph  16.  Calcium  oxalate  Is  manufactured  by  the  Du 
Pont  Go,  Tl»e  Senate  Finance  C<ommittee  Increased  the  duty 
on  calcium  oxalate  from  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  4  cents  per 
pound,  representing  an  increase  of  approximately  50  per  cent. 

Mr,  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey?- 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr,  EDGE.  I  dislike  to  be  conUniially  Interrupting  the  Sen- 
ator, but  I  know  perfectly  well  he  wishes  to  be  accurate. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  do. 

Mr.  EDGE.  In  reference  to  the  commodity  which  he  is  now 
discussing  exactly  the  same  situation  prevails  as  in  the  case  to 
which  I  called  attention  a  few  moments  ago.  The  Senate 
Finance  Committee  approved  the  House  rate.  I  notice  that  the 
Senator  frequently  makes  the  statement  that  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  increased  the  rate. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  accept  the  correction  of  my  state- 
ment. 

Mr.   SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
cousin  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  is  wrong  when  he  says 
that  the  Du  Pont  Co.  make  calcium  oxalate. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    That  is  my  Informaticm. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  three  concerns  In  the  United  States  that 
make  calcium  oxalate  are  the  Victor  Chemical  Co.  of  Illinois, 
the  01dl)erg  Chemical  Co.  of  New  York,  and  the  Mutual  Chem- 
ical Co.  of  New  York.  Those  are  the  three  companies  that  make 
that  product  In  the  United  States,  and  I  think  they  are  all. 
The  Du  Pont  Co.,  however,  does  not  make  that  particular 
commodity. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  It  Is  my  Information  that  It  Is  made 
by  one  of  Its  subsidiaries,  but  I  may  be  in  error.  I  have  not 
had  the  advantage  enjoyed  by  the  meml)er8  of  the  Finance 
Committee  of  being  surrounded  by  experts  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, and  I  am  frank  to  say  tiiat  this  is  a  complex  schedule. 
I  have,  however,  made  the  best  effort  that  I  could  to  analyze 
and  discuss  It. 

Calcium  oxalate  is  used  as  an  intermediate  in  the  production 
of  oxalic  add.  Oxalic  acid  is  used,  as  previously  stated,  in  the 
laundering  of  clothes,  in  dyeing  of  textiles,  and  in  the  bleaching 
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of  IrattifV 

IVflll<lM#,  ^  ...   * 

iw«U«i»^.  «'»'«l'Uf  iiym,  Bua  tHtuir  I'tmitur  pr>f6mt»,  rUtm4>  rtml 
fur  UHt^mt^Untfm  «h<t  flnUtiM  ^-^wMiir  vr'>dtirf«  ifH  m>»Miif«i" 
tufA  Uf  ttw  Im  l'<fH  Vo.  MIXl  tfM*  A)lt#(l  Ch^mU'Nl  *  l>i» 
CitriftrruiUrti,  htufft*  "f  I'tmUnr  6ft'n  in  iWH  wtirit  flJ  p^  ttutt, 
bjr  <|4Min(lff,  ttl  A'it$u"*tU'  ioumuiitirtUm  in  iiW, 

fl«  f'HiifHmfidM,  pff"*fiin  tttt4  lu  /'<;f«ti*/iiri4«,  •fwl  /iifll/i«*i«f>»  for 

iMi*  liKT*-****!  ili«  <lttlf  wi  wll  flnUJMMl  |ir<«|iui»  iiMi4<t  *»/  rtMnUmf 
Hfm»t9  ut  m  \>»f  <«»'«  "rf  r«l/^««m,  l«)|<off<»  f«  IWPT  wiffv  tuAf 
tH9  f)»rr  t'^tt  Sty  »•<«»«  •»«!  <>J»5  p<rr  i-ifiu  hy  itwtniHy  of  Aum^uiii- 
I'tnumm^iuu  In  IMTT.  Oihil<M«  •i'«rf«t«  Mnd  it*  eumvonnAn  nre 
UMd  r</f  maklmc  i>li<Hr)«rNfihtc  flltn«,  oK/viog'pk'tttr*  fllnw.  ho- 
tt^y.  uAi^t  urtitlim,  titni»fUtM  liutiwn.  and  mnUTfiil  for  tOT«r- 
Inc  airplane  wings.  TtM^  H«ttato  triii^nee  OnnmUte*  bus  In- 
erefliMHl  the  duly  on  pfroxjlin  obeetN  f'>r  wifety  kIbm  for  ant*/- 
mobile  windiditelda  from  40  oeijta  per  poond  to  W)  centa  per 
poond.  The  Henate  Finance  Committee  haa  Increaaed  the  doty 
on  tfllophnne  from  40  centii  per  pound  to  45  per  cent  ad  ralorem. 
Thla  product  la  being  extenslTely  u»e<l  for  manufacture  of  lamp 
shades,  for  wrapping  meat  confectionery,  and  other  aiticiea. 

Paragraph  38.  Butyl  aceute  and  ethers  and  eatera  of  all 
kinds.  These  products  are  manufactured  by  the  Du  Pont  Co., 
Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Corporation,  and  the  Commercial 
Solrenta  Corporation.  A  large  iwrtion  of  its  stock,  I  am  in- 
formed. Is  owned  by  the  Dn  Pont  Co.  Imports  in  1928  were  15 
per  cent  by  quantity  of  domestic  consumption  for  that  yea'. 
The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved  the  Increase  in 
duty  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  on  butyl  acetate  from 
25  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  7  centa  per  pound,  reiM-eeentlng  an 
increato  of  apinroximatdy  100  per  cent.  Butyl  acetate  Is  used 
as  a  solreot  for  making  artificial  leather,  for  production  of 
lacquers,  and  for  automobile  and  furniture  finishes. 

Paragraph  41.  Hexamethylsnetetramlne :  Imports  In  1927 
wvre  0.26  per  cent  by  ralue  of  domestic  consumption  In  1927. 
The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  increased  the  duty  on 
hejtamethylenetetramine  from  28  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  11 
cents  per  ponnd,  representing  an  increase  in  duty  of  approxi- 
mately 40  per  cent  Hexamethylenetetramlne  is  used  as  a  rub 
ber  accelerator  in  the  production  of  automobile  tirea  and  other 
rubber  goods.  It  Is  also  used  as  a  medicinal,  as  an  internal 
antiseptic  and  dlnretic. 

Paragraph  7a  Decolorizing  and  deodoriiing  carbons:  These 
products  are  manufactured  by  the  Du  Pont  Co.  and  the  Union 
Carbide  ft  Carbon  Corporation,  The  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee haa  approved  the  increase  in  duty  by  the  Ways  and 
Me«na  Committee  on  decolorizing  and  deodorizing  carbons  fron 
29  per  etot  to  45  per  cent  ad  valorem.  These  products  are 
used  tai  the  puriflcation  of  sugar,  sirup,  and  vegetable  and 
anfanal  oila.  They  are  also  used  in  dry  cleaning  for  the  re 
covering  of  dry-cleaners'  solventa.  Domestic  production  statlsr 
tica  are  not  available. 

Paragraph  78.  The  E.  I.  du  Prait  de  Nemours  Co.  manufac- 
ture Uthopone.  Imports  in  1927  were  4.36  per  cent  by  quantity 
and  3.73  per  cent  by  value  of  domestic  consumption  for  lf27 
The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved  the  Increase  In 
duty  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  litho{dione,  con- 
taining SO  per  cent  or  more  of  zinc  sulphide,  from  1%  c^ta  per 
poond  to  1^  cents  per  pound  and  20  p»  cent  ad  valorem. 
lithopone,  as  I  have  previoualy  pointed  out,  is  i»ed  as  a  filler 
In  the  manufacture  of  oilcloth  and  linoleum,  in  the  manufacture 
'  of  window  shadea,  in  household  paints,  and  in  the  vulcanizing  ol 
mbber  goods. 

Paragraph  82:  Sodium  formate.  The  Senate  Finance  Con^ 
mittee  haa  approved  the  increase  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee in  the  rate  of  duty  on  sodium  formate  from  2  c^its  to 
2%  cents  per  pound.  Sodium  formate  is  manufactured  by  the 
Du  Pont  Co.  It  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of  oxalic  and 
formic  adds,  whidi  are  used  for  lanndering  clothing,  for  djreinf 
textiles,  for  bleaching  leath^  for  shoes*  for  the  production  oj 
artificial  silk,  and  for  the  manufacture  of  toilet  articles.  Do 
Bwatlc  production  atatiatics  are  not  availaUe. 

Sodium  nitrite  la  manufactured  by  the  Allied  Chemical  A 
Dye  Corporation  and  the  Dn  Pont  Co.  The  Senate  Finance 
Committee  has  approved  the  Increase  in  duty  on  sodiom 
nitrite  from  3  cents  to  4H  cents  per  poand.  A  specific 
duty  of  4^  cents  per  pound  is  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem  nU 
of  116  per  cent.  Sodium  nitrite  Is  used  in  the  pickling  oj 
meats,  in  the  dyeing  of  textiles,  and  in  the  manufacture  of  coal 
tar  dyee.    Domestic  production  statistics  are  not  available. 


Modlmn    frxMiatt*   U    mannfa/'f«f<'<l    hy    fh«    Pw    Vont    Cn. 
Tb#  n^Mi*  rinsnc*  CUmmUtPf  hntt  nmrrfrv*^  l^»*  incrfMrni  of 


tui47wUU1n  in  iwultitttmi  in  tit*-  l«Mr.<Wli»i{  of  lUiiitihK,  iu  tha 
ilyvittg  lit  iti%\iiv;  and  \u  iitf  \,Uttt\tUm  of  Hitb4rr  ftft  »mm, 
iK/WM-itlk' pf'^^Jwil'm  i»»ai)««l<'«  ir«»  »»o|  aviillwl/Ur, 

ntt^iath  pU">^>imit>  i»  ii»aiittfo<'>urM»J  i>y  iit*-  Pu  Po»»t  Co, 
Mftd  lb*  ADM  (TjwiI'sI  ft  ln*»  i'^triffrniUnt,  Tlw'  Mwmla 
VUmtwM  iU'tumitU'*'  h»i»  iiM'rMM*d  ll»«'  dmx  <ii  itudiwu  iAn>t>wnii$ 
(''/filaliiing  I***  titutt  ift  l>*'r  tfut  of  wiiriT  frtn$t  irtt*'\inlt  of  i  tvut 
\i¥f  ptmnd  Ut  \  Vf  t'irttt»  Wf  l^tMi'l.  nttti  on  •'mJJmi/i  \tinmitUn\t>  »»av- 
inn  unn0  lliHM  fc  p'f  avttt  of  wat«T  trim  oi»*  half  of  t  n'Ut  v*f 
\t(^\m^  Ut  tbrar  fi/nrthK  of  1  tttui  in^r  in/umi,  Imif^rtm  in  HfTJ 
wttrv  J,t  in^  tttttt  hy  quaiilUy  of  (Un$ttf*tii'  i'Ou<*muiHU>u  In  JJC7, 
Uadlutu  ph'm|/hul<'  l*»  uimiI  In  nmklnjf  buklrig  lumiU'r  for  tiw  (ifo- 
ductiou  '/f  bn-ad  ond  iM»>*uk««.  It  l<*  u**"!  In  thiiiuiinil  pr«'i>iira' 
tUmit,  It  U  ultuj  UMod  if4  the  welb'titing  of  HilkJt,  in  the  pnxlu^tUm 
of  household  and  InduNtrlal  ckaiuferif,  aiid  iu  tb<'  dyeiuf  of 
textllex. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  Prexident  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LA  KOLLETTE.     I  yield  to  tlie  Senator. 
Mr.   EDGE.     It  la  quite  correct,  speaking  of  sodium  phos- 
phate, that  we  established  a  rate  of  three-fourths  of  1  cent  per 
pound :  but  In  doing  so  we  cut  down  the  rate  recommended  by 
the  House  of  2  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  As  a  general  thing,  Mr.  President  I 
have  taken  the  1922  law  as  the  ba.^,  and  in  going  through  the 
bill  I  have  endeavored  to  state  what  the  committees  have  done. 
I  am  satisfied  that  there  is  no  mistake  concerning  the  statement 
as  to  what  has  been  done  by  the  two  committees  with  regard  to 
the  existing  law,  and  I  feel  reasonably  sure  that  my  state- 
ments are  correct  concerning  the  action  of  the  respective  com- 
mittees In  a  large  number  of  instances.  There  may  be  some 
mistakes,  and  if  there  are  any  I  am  glad  to  be  corrected. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  will  not  object  to  my 
drawing  attention  at  this  point  to  the  fact  that  as  he  naturally 
jumps  from  paragraph  to  paragraph  he  has  left  a  great  many 
paragraphs  that  he  does  not  discuss,  wherein  decided  decreases 
have  been  made  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee.  I  am  not 
criticizing  the  Senator  in  that  regard.  I  simply  wanted  to 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  are  a  number  of  para- 
graphs between  those  he  is  quoting  where  very  dei^-ided  reduc- 
tions are  made. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  What  I  am  trying  to  do  at  this  time  Is 
to  point  out  the  Increases  which  the  Big  Three  of  the  chemical 
industry,  who  dominate  and  control  that  Industry,  have  been 
given  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  or  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  of  the  House.  Then  I  propose  to  proceed  to  nmke 
some  analysis  of  the  profits  of  these  cori>oratiou8,  to  ascertain 
whether  they  fall  under  the  cla.ss  of  the  lame,  the  halt,  and  the 
blind  as  laid  down  by  the  President  in  his  message  when  he 
referred  to  industry. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER     Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Yes ;  I  jield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Does  the  Senator  assert  that  these  other  para- 
graphs to  which  I  have  generally  referred,  where  reductions 
are  perfectly  apparent  by  looking  over  the  report,  represent 
commodities  not  made  by  these  three  trusts? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  No ;  I  make  no  such  contention  as  that 
I  am  simply  approaching  the  subject  at  this  time  from  the  angle 
of  the  increases  which  have  been  granted  to  these  three  great 
corporations  whidi  I  believe  are  representative,  and  which  I 
think,  without  peradventure  of  a  doubt,  dominate  and  control 
the  chemical  industry.  When  I  get  through  I  think  I  shall 
have  made  a  demonstration  of  that  fact. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahcmia. 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.     Does  the  Senator  fronr  W^ls- 
consln  entertain  the  opinion  that  the  bill  as  now  drawn  con- 
tains a  general  Increase  of  rates  over  the  existing  law,  the  law 
of  1922? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  there 
are  a  great  many  increases  over  existing  law,  a»  I  have  pre- 
viously stated ;  but  I  have  not  made  a  calculation  to  show  the  ad 
valorem  equivalents  of  these  rates  and  compared  them  with  the 
law  of  1922.  The  Tariff  Commission  yesterday,  however,  fur- 
nished a  comparative  statement  In  which  they  attempted  to  do 
that ;  but  I  want  to  point  out  that  the  commission  have  taken 
the  1928  Imports  as  the  unit  value  upon  which  they  have  made 


tMr  sd  ▼Alofftn  e§,\etA*Hnnn ;  and,  whlls  I  hara  only  fiad  a  few 
bottm  t0  go  into  It  I  bava  fonnd  MtVM'al  iuttinnvtm  tttumiuft  that 
tbU  Htatftnmt  fuff»l»»l»#d  t;y  Itw'  iimmimtitm  Iw  i»/H  rtdl^ctlv**  of 
itw  wniiMua  of  tium  varl<>UH  prtttitmttt  lak^^i  irf**r  tiw  runutt  ut 
yimrtt  imtw*mi  lb#  immmutt  ol  tit€  rtrfatH/f-HirMmim  Tariff  Ati 
uiui  tiw  ifTtmimt  OMUt,  ^..      ^ 

yi,r  inttt»tu*',  I  bav«  lo*Ht«^  up  «nw  imrtlittlMr  cttmtmtAlty  in 
wUUU  111  UKtH  ltw*f«f  wofM  a  f0W  imintrtn  of  m  ffry  blati  grada, 
4#f  I'itnrtw,  tbMt  tdvMf  a  blah  flffttr<»  apon  mitUU  Ut  I'sU^lal^  tYw 
ft4  vnloTMn  rala;  imi  it  tttw  labiM  \\m  itnpitfU  m»r  tiw  ranca  of 
tiMf  yfnrtt  and  »fw»§mi  tiMrtr  ralua,  iw  wnin  a  yry  AUli/rintt 
iirtuinoion,  ^  ^ 

tir.  KitOK.  Mr  VrmidmH,  wlU  Uia  HtrnMUfr  rUrld  at  that 
polal'/r 

Mr  LA  rOLLKfrm,    I  flald, 

Mr  KlPOK,  htH*frring  Ut  ttw  qtmitUm  propotfiMliNS  bf  tba 
ti4^uUrr  trttm  Okbiboma,  tb«  Infi/roiatUm  front  tb«  Tariff  CtttU' 
mlintion  itn  tb«  c'b«»mieal  acbadnUf  gives  tbciie  ftgur«M ; 

Art  of  1W2,  2«.32  p*f  <*Bt, 

HotuM*  Mil,  »'2'M)  [Mfr  c»ot. 

M<>ruit«  Kiaaoce  Committee  recomnrndstkni,  20.82  per  cent. 

In  otl»er  words,  showing  an  increase,  »c>  far  as  the  Senate  com- 
mittee's recommendation  is  concerned,  of  fifty  oue-hundredths  of 
1  per  cent  over  existing  law.  subject  to  guoh  corrections  or 
analysis  as  the  Seimtor  from  Wisconsin  or  any  other  Senator 
might  give  the  matter.  But  In  that  connection,  si)eaking  of  an 
analysis.  It  might  be  well  to  give  consideration  to  the  fact  that 
the  chemical  schedule  contains  paragraphs  that  might  be  quite 
properly  in  other  schedules.  For  Instance,  casein  Is  In  the 
chemical  schedule,  and  the  Finance  Committee  have  recom- 
mended a  substantial  increase  which  has  gone  to  make  this 
Increase  between  the  report  of  the  committee  and  the  existing 
law ;  and  yet  that  increase  might  properly  be  credited  or  diarged 
to  the  agricultural  schedule. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Oh,  yes,  air.  President;  this  Is  a  very 
complicated  schedule,  and  I  certainly  agree  with  the  Senator 
that  there  are  some  things  in  it  that  do  not  belong  in  it 

Sodinm  silicofluoride  is  manufactured  by  the  Du  Pont  Co. 
Imports  in  1927  were  50  per  cent  by  quantity  of  domestic  con- 
sumption in  1927.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  ap- 
proved the  increase  in  rate  of  duty  hy  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  from  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  1%  cents  per  pound, 
representing  an  increase  of  50  per  cent.  Sodium  silicofluoride 
Is  used  In  laundering  textiles,  in  the  production  of  kitchen 
utensils,  and  in  the  manufacture  of  glassware. 

Sodium  sulphate  is  manufactured  by  the  Du  Pont  Co.  and 
the  Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  Corporation.  Imports  In  1927  were 
50  per  cent  by  quantity  of  domestic  consumption  in  1927.  The 
Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved  the  increase  in  duty 
on  .sodium  sulphate,  anhydrous,  from  $2  per  ton  to  $4  per  ton. 
This  product  is  used  in  making  bluing  for  laundering  clothes. 
In  glass  manufacture,  in  dyeing  of  textiles,  and  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  coal-tar  dyes  and  kraft  paper. 

Sodium  sulphide  is  manufactured  by  the  Du  Pont  Co.  and 
the  Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  Cx)rporation.  Imports  in  1927 
were  10  per  cent  by  quantity  of  domestic  consumption  in  1927. 
The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  Increased  the  duty  on 
sodium  sulphide  of  a  purity  of  35  per  cent  or  less  from  three- 
elghth.s  of  1  cent  i)er  pound  to  one-half  cent  per  pound.  It  is 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  artificial  silk,  in  leather  manufac- 
ture, and  in  the  manufacture  of  sulphur  colors. 

Sodium  sulphite  Is  manufactured  by  the  Du  Pont  Co.  and 
the  Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  Corporation.  Imports  In  1927  were 
9  i)er  cent  by  quantity  of  domestic  consumption  In  1927.  It  Is 
used  In  bleaching  of  textiles.  In  photographic  developers,  and 
In  the  preserving  of  meats.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has 
increased  the  duty  on  sodium  sulphite  from  three-eighths  of  1 
cent  per  iK>und  to  one-half  cent  iier  pound. 

Sodium  bisulphite  and  sodium  metasulphite  are  manufac- 
tured by  the  Du  Pont  Co.  and  the  Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  Corp- 
poration.  Import.s  of  sodium  bisulphite  In  1927  were  7  per 
cent  by  quantity  of  domestic  consumption  In  1927.  The  Senate 
Finance  Committee  has  increa.setl  the  duty  on  sodium  bisulphite 
from  three-eighths  of  1  cent  per  iwund  to  1  cent  per  pound.  It 
is  u.-^e*!  in  the  bleaching  of  textiles,  as  an  antiseptic,  in  steeping 
and  preserving  grain,  for  the  manufacture  of  paper,  and  for 
the  tanning  of  leather. 

Paragraph  92.  Vanadium  compounds:  These  products  are 
prwlucetl  by  the  Vanadium  Corporation  of  America,  a  subsidiary 
of  the  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Corporation.  The  Senate 
Finance  Committee  has  approved  the  increase  in  rate  of  duty 
by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  on  these  products  from  25 
per  cent  ad  valorem  to  40  per  cent  ad  valorem.  They  are  used 
as  catalysts  in  the  manufacture  of  dyes,  alcohol,  and  solvents. 
They  are  also  used  in  rendering  soil  productive  for  sugar  cane, 


fn  tba  manafai'turltMl  of  tnmiiriiHm,  dUlnfarlanlN,  inti^'tii'iiim, 
and  ruhlN'r  a<'c«'l«nilora,  VitmmtU'  produ^'thm  stsllstlf's  ars 
ntH  aval  labia. 

I'aragraptt  Ml,  '/Aw  ituii4}Mt".  Tills  priidtMi  im  matiiifticittrMl 
by  Iba  l>u  I'ltttt  iUt,  'tiw  Mt^als  rtiisfM'i'  iUtmmitti'*'  bsa 
aM^i/tnl  Ilia  liMfrasHa  by  ItiK  Wayn  and  U^ntm  tUttumitttm  In 
lU  rata  ttt  doly  ou  tint:  aitlpbkb'  trtm  1  %  t^'  il  <'«^il«  fwr  fMnttid, 
yAtw  MUlplilda  b>  UNad  an  an  sivaUrrslor  In  tiw  uwnnftwtur^  ut 
mtiiHn  nwi  m  a  fAunumi  in  Iba  mandfai'luri'  ut  i^t%m'iutia  \mintM. 
Mr  VrtmiiUttt,  I  bava  unAimyiftwS  Ut  point  <hiI  lb**  iim<«  ut 
aNsantlal  vtumnttAiiUm  (Aiiun  ifrvarMl  "as  Is"  or  tniu\v  ftttm 
ah^mivnU  pr/ivld*^  tat  In  infftmin  paraarapbs  t4  t\w  <4M^b'al 
scbadttia  In  irbbli  inervmum  m¥f  graiUsd  itf  tiw  fMials  Klniin^'M 
iUimmitUm,  trbUfto  tf/maioditlas  nf¥  m^nnw'turini  and  mtiA  In 
ttibi  amntry  by  tbr««a  algantitf  dufnb'sl  trtists,  1  bar«f  tmAtmr' 
itrtii  t*f  allow  (bat  tbasa  tbraa  t'twmieni  etawtftut  nrtt  biUft'wtad 
In  (rlMwkal  iiMrrsasMi  provUb^  for  In  17  parafro|ihs  tH  t\m 
ctMfmb^l  Ncbcdula,  tocmiMss  io  ratea  td  duty  of  wbUb  w»n* 
granted  by  tbe  Henate  Kbwuca  CommUt«e.  These  three  con* 
cerus  not  only  bare  embargo  protection  under  the  present  tariff 
act  but  are  enjoying  extensive  export  trade.  The  Du  Pont  Co. 
and  the  Union  Carbide  ft  Carbon  Corporation  liave  plants  In 
the  following  foreign  countries:  Canada.  France.  Chile.  Mexico. 
Australia,  and  Norway,  and  have  alilunoes  with  European 
chemical  concerns. 

1  will  now  endeavor  to  point  oat  the  usee  by  the  farmers  and 
other  consumers  of  certain  chemicals,  either  "  as  is "  or  the 
finished  products  made  therefrom.  These  chamicals,  as  far  as 
I  can  ascertain,  are  not  produced  directly  by  any  of  these  three 
chemical  trusts,  but  increases  in  rates  of  duty  have  been 
approved  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 

Paragraph  1.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  aw>roved 
the  Increase  in  rate  of  duty  from  6  cents  per  itound  to  8  cents 
per  pound  on  tartaric  acid  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 
Imports  in  1927  were  3.3  per  c«it  by  quantity  of  domestic  con- 
sumption In  1927.  Tartaric  acid  is  used  In  the  manufacture  of 
baking  powder,  whl<±  is  in  turn  used  for  making  bread  and 
pastry.  It  Is  also  used  for  making  medicinals  and  flavors,  in 
soft  drinks,  and  in  printing  and  dyeing  textile  fabrics  for  doth. 
Ing.  It  is  further  used  in  the  production  <^  certain  dyes  for 
coloring  textiles. 

Paragraph  11.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  removed 
tragasol  from  the  free  list,  and  made  it  dutiaMe  at  20  per  cent 
ad  valorem.  Tragasol  is  used  In  the  production  of  food  prod- 
ucts, in  sizing  textiles,  and  as  a  thickener  for  printing  paste. 
It  is  also  used  In  the  leather  and  paper  Industries.  Domestic 
production  statistics  are  not  available. 

Paragraph  12.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved 
the  Increase  In  the  rate  of  duty  on  barium  dioxide  from  4  cents 
per  pound  to  6  cents  per  pound.  This  commodity  is  used  for 
the  production  of  hydrogen  peroxide,  a  household  antiseptic 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved  the  Increase  in 
the  rate  of  duty  on  barium  oxide  from  25  per  cent  to  2Vj  cents 
per  pound,  an  increase  of  ainroximately  100  per  cent.  Barium 
oxide  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of  barltuu  peroxide,  from 
which  hydrogen  peroxide,  a  household  antiseptic,  Is  made.  No 
domestic  production  statistics  are  available. 

Paragraph  15.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved 
the  Increase  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  In  the  rate  of 
duty  on  theobromine  from  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  75  cents 
per  pound,  representing  an  increase  of  200  per  cent.  Theobro- 
mine Is  manufactured  by  the  Monsanto  Chemical  Works.  The 
net  earnings  of  this  concern  have  Increased  from  $175,206  in 
1922  to  $1,273,727  in  1928,  representing  an  Increase  In  net  earn- 
ings of  6.200  per  cent  during  the  life  of  the  present  tariff  act 
The  assets  of  this  concern  have  Increased  approximately  40  per 
cent  during  the  last  three  years;  that  Is,  from  $8,788,742  in 
19K5  to  $12,190,882  In  1928.  Theobromine  Is  used  In  the  manu- 
facture of  medicinal  preparations.  Domestic  production  sta- 
tisth-s  are  not  available. 

Paragraph  17.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved 
the  Increase  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  in  the  luty  on 
calomel  from  45  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  22  cents  per  pound  and 
25  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Imports  of  calomel  in  1927  were  2.7 
per  cent  by  quantity  of  domestic  consumption  in  1927.  Not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  the  Importations  of  calomel  in  1928 
were  a^jroxlraately  5  per  cent  of  domestic  consumption,  the 
wholesale  selling  price  of  calomel  In  the  New  York  market  has 
increased  from  $1.25  per  pound  to  $2.05  per  pound.  Calomel 
Is  a  universal  remedy  for  liver  aliments.  The  Senate  Finance 
Committee  has  approved  the  increase  by  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  on  corrosive  sublimate  and  other  mercurial  prepara- 
tions from  45  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  22  cents  per  pound  ind 
IK  per  cent  ad  valorem,  repre*<enting  Increases  of  approximately 
10  per  cent  Imports  of  corrosive  sublimate  In  1927  were  0.75 
per  cent  by  quantity  of  domestic  consumption  In  1927.     Cor- 
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roeire  gnbllmatc  and  other  mercurial  preparatloiui  are  widely 
used  medlcinals. 

Paragraph  20.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved 
the  increase  in  duty  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  whit- 
ing and  Paris  white  from  25  r«r  cent  ad  valorem  to  four  tenths 
cent  per  pound,  an  increase  of  about  700  per  c«it  Imports  in 
1827  were  42  per  cent  by  quantity  of  domestic  consumption  for 
1927.  Whiting  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of  paints,  linoleum, 
pottery,  and  rubber  goods.  A  specific  duty  of  four-tenths  cent 
per  pound  is  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem  rate  of  175  per  cent 

The  United  States  Tariff  Commission  conducted  an  investiga- 
tion under  the  flexible-tariff  provisions  of  the  cost  of  production 
In  the  United  States  and  the  principal  competing  countries, 
and  could  only  recommend  an  increase  in  duty  from  2it  per  cent 
to  37H  pw  cent  ad  valorem.  The  Senate  FMnance  Committee 
has  increased  the  rate  of  duty  on  putty,  ground  in  oil,  from 
three-fourtha  of  1  cent  per  pound  to  1  cent  per  pound.  Putty 
Is  extensively  used  in  painting  and  in  fixing  window  glass.  Last 
year's  production  statistics  are  available 

Paragraph  26.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved 
the  increase  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  rate  of 
duty  on  dl-ethyl  barbituric  acid,  otherwise  known  as  veronal  or 
barbital,  from  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  $2.50  per  pound.  A 
Bpedflc  duty  of  $2.50  per  pound  Is  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem 
rate  of  178  per  cent,  based  on  foreign  value,  stated  in  Summary 
of  Tariff  Information.  Dl-etbyl  barbituric  acid  is  a  widely  used 
medicinal  preparation.    No  production  statistics  are  available. 

Paragraph  28.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  transferred 
red  vanillin  from  paragraph  61,  at  the  rate  of  duty  of  45  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  and  made  it  dutiable  under  paragraph  28  at 
45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  based  on  the  American  selling  price, 
and  7  cents  per  pound.  Imports  of  vanillin  in  1927  were  1  per 
cent  by  quantity  and  1  per  cent  by  value  of  domestic  consump- 
tion in  1927.  This  is  an  Increase  of  nearly  100  per  cent.  Va- 
nillin is  produced  by  the  Monsanto  Chemical  Works,  the  tre- 
mendous Increase  in  the  earnings  and  assets  of  which  I  have 
previoudy  stated,  and  the  Mathieson  Alkali  Works.  The  net 
earnings  of  the  latter  concern  increased  from  $188,648  in  1921 
to  $2,001,402  in  1928,  representing  an  increa.se  of  over  1,000 
per  cent.  Their  assets  also  increased  over  $2,240,000  in  three 
years— that  is,  from  $15,682,713  in  1925  to  $17,922,643  In  1928. 
Vanillin  is  used  for  flavoring  purposes  as  an  artificial  vanilla 
flavor.    It  is  also  used  in  the  manufacture  of  perfumes. 

Paragraph  S3.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved 
the  increase  In  the  rate  of  duty  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee on  compounds  of  casein  from  40  cents  per  pound  and  25 
per  cent  ad  valorem  to  40  cents  per  pound  and  50  per  cent  ad 
valorem.  Imports  in  1927  were  approximately  4  per  cent  by 
quantity  of  the  domestic  consumption  in  1927.  Compounds  of 
casein  are  widely  used  In  the  manufacture  of  a  variety  of  prod- 
ucts, such  as  combs,  buttons,  Jewelry,  toilet  articles,  penholders, 
and  electrical  insulating  compounds. 

Paragraph  38.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  increased 
the  duty  on  amyl  acetate  from  25  i  er  cent  ad  valorem  to  7  cents 
per  pound,  representing  an  increase  of  approximately  80  per 
cent.  Imports  in  1927  were  0.01  per  cent  by  quantity  of  domes- 
tic consumption  In  1927.  Amyl  acetate  Is  the  so-called  banana 
oil,  the  odor  of  which  one  detects  when  radiators  and  metal 
ware  are  bronzed.  It  is  also  extensively  used  as  a  solvent  in 
the  production  of  lacquers  for  automobiles  and  furniture 
finishes.  This  product  is  manufactured  by  only  one  concern  in 
this  country,  namely,  the  Sharpies  Corporation,  of  Belle, 
W.  Va.  This  Increase  was  made  by  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  importations  of  amyl 
acetate  in  1927  were  only  one  one-hundred ths  of  1  per  coit  of 
domestic  consumption. 

Paragraph  42.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved 
the  increase  in  duty  of  nonedible  gelatin,  glue,  and  fish  glue, 
valued  at  less  than  40  cents  per  pound,  from  20  per  cent  ad 
valorem  and  1^  cents  per  pound  to  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  and 
2  cents  per  pound.  It  also  has  approved  the  increase  in  the  rate 
of  duty  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  on  nonedible  gelatin, 
glue,  and  fish  glue,  valued  at  40  cents  or  more  per  pound,  from  20 
per  cent  ad  valorun  and  7  cents  per  pound  to  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem  and  8  cents  per  pound.  These  products  are  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  photographic  films  and  plates,  in  sising  straw 
hats,  and  as  adheslves.  The  United  States  Tariff  Commission 
made  an  inveatigation,  at  the  request  of  the  glue  manufacturers, 
into  the  production  and  cost  of  glue  in  the  United  States  and 
abroad,  especially  in  Great  Britain,  which  is  the  chief  competi- 
tor. The  differaice  between  the  cost  of  production  abroad  and 
here,  as  stated  in  this  report,  is  so  insignificant  that  the  Tariff 
Commission  abstained  from  making  any  recommendation  what- 
soevw.    Domestlc^roducticm  statistics  are  not  available; 
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The  Senate  Finance  Committee  Increased  the  rate  of  duty  on 
agar-agar  from  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  25  per  cent  ad  valorem 
and  15  cents  per  pound,  representing  an  increase  of  20  per  cent. 
Agar-agar  is  produced  in  this  country  by  only  one  manufacturer. 
It  is  a  thick,  gelatinous  jelly  made  from  seaweed  and  is  used 
chiefly  in  medicine.  Domestic-produotion  statistics  are  not 
available. 

Paragraph  50.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved 
the  increase  by  the^Ways  and  Means  Committee  in  the  rate  of 
duty  on  calcineil  magnesia  from  3^  cents  per  pound  to  7  cents 
per  pound.  Imports  in  1925  were  1.5  per  cent  by  quantity  of 
domestic  consumption  in  1925.  Calcined  magnesia  is  used  in 
medicinals,  in  toilet  preparations,  and  in  tlie  manufacture  of 
automobile  tires  and  rubber  goods.  This  increase  was  made  by 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
imports  in  1928  of  calcined  magnesia  were  less  than  3  per  cent 
of  domestic  production  in  1925,  and  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  the  domt-stic  production  in  1925,  according  to  the  United 
States  Bureau  of  the  Census,  was  over  four  times  the  domestic 
production  in  1921.  In  other  words,  domestic  production  of  cral- 
cined  magnesia  had  increased  from  2,648,678  pounds  in  1921  to 
11,086,480  pounds  in  1925. 

Paragraph  53.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  reduced 
the  duty  on  crude  spwm  oil  from  10  cents  to  6  cents  a  gallon 
and  increased  the  rate  of  duty  on  refined  si>erm  oil  from  10 
cents  per  gallon  to  12  cents  per  gallon.  Imports  In  1927  were 
77  per  cent  by  quantity  of  domestic  consumption  in  1927.  Not- 
withstanding that  the  production  of  sperm  oil  in  the  United 
States  is  small  and  Is  confined  entirely  to  the  Pacific  coast,  it 
is  used  as  a  lubricant  for  machinery,  for  illumination,  and  in 
the  lf*ather  industry.  Domestic-production  statistics  are  not 
availatile. 

Paragraph  55.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved 
the  transfer  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  i)alm-kemel 
oil  from  the  free  list  and  placing  it  on  the  dutiable  list  at  1  cent 
per  pound.  Palm-kernel  oil  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
soaps  and  margarine  and  lard  compounds.  The  Senate  Finance 
Committee  has  approved  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  trans- 
fer of  sesame  oil  from  the  free  list,  and  making  it  dutiable  at 
3  cents  per  pound.  Sesame  oil  Is  used  as  an  adulterant  for 
olive  oil,  and  as  a  fuel  oil,  and  in  the  manufacture  of  soap. 
The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  increased  the  duty  on  soy- 
bean oil  from  2%  cents  to  2A  cents  per  pound.  Imports  of 
soybean  oil  in  1927  were  72  per  cent  of  domestic  consumption 
in  1927.  Soybean  oil  Is  used  in  the  manufacture  of  soap  and 
lard  compounds.  Domestic  production  statistics  are  not  avail- 
able. 

Paragraph  64.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved 
the  increase  In  the  rate  of  duty  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee on  irfiosphorous  oxychioride  and  pbosi)horou8  trichloride 
from  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  6  cents  per  pound,  representing 
an  increase  of  approximately  100  per  cent.  These  products  are 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  plasticizers  used  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  automobile  and  household  lacquers  and  celluloid  prod- 
ucts.   Domestic  production  statistics  are  not  available. 

Paragraph  70.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  increased 
the  duty  on  ultramarine  blue  valued  at  10  cents  per  pound  or 
more,  from  3  cents  per  pound  to  4  cents  per  pound.  Imports 
of  ultramarine  in  1927  were  0.9  per  cent  of  domestic  consump- 
tion in  1927.  Ultramarine  blue  is  used  in  laundering,  In  the 
production  of  household  paints,  paper,  linoleum,  soap,  and 
household  utensils. 

Paragraph  77.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  ai;^)roved 
the  Increase  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  rate  of 
duty  on  vermilion  reds  from  28  cents  per  pound  to  22  cents  per 
pound  and  20  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Imports  in  1925  were  34 
per  cent  by  quantity  of  domestic  con.sumption  in  1927.  Ver- 
milion reds  are  used  for  coloring  rubber  gf)ods,  for  paints,  and 
lithographic  inks.  Domestic  production  statistics  are  not  avail- 
able. 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved  the  increase  by 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  on  cuprous  oxide  from  25 
per  cent  ad  valorem  to  35  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Cuprous  oxide 
Is  used  in  the  manufacture  of  antifouling  paints  which  are  ap- 
plied to  ship  bottoms  to  prevent  fouling  by  barnacles  and  other 
marine  organisms. 

Paragrai^  79.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  Increased 
the  duty  on  potassium  citrate  from  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  to 
13  cents  per  pound.  Potassium  citrate  is  used  for  the  produc- 
tion of  citric  acid,  which  is  used  for  me<llcinal  purposes,  and  for 
the  production  of  foods  and  soft  drinks.  The  Senate  Finance 
Committee  has  increased  the  duty  on  potassium  nitrate,  refined, 
from  one-half  cent  to  1  cent  per  pound.  Potassium  nitrate  is 
used  for  curing  meats,  for  the  manufacture  of  black  powder, 
and  for  fireworks.    The  United  States  Tariff  Commission  was 
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a^ked  to  increase  the  duty  on  potassium  nitrate  in  1927.  Data 
were  collected  in  1928.  What  has  hai^)ened  to  this  inrestiga- 
tlon  since  the  field  study?  Potassium  permanganate:  The 
Senate  Finance  CJommittee  has  apiM-oved  the  increase  in  the 
rate  of  duty  on  this  product  by  the  Ways  and  Means  (Commit- 
tee from  4  cents  per  pound  to  6  cents  per  pound.  Potassium 
permanganate  is  used  as  an  ingredient  for  poultry  remedies, 
for  medicinal  purposes,  and  for  the  production  of  household 
paints.    No  domestic  production  statistics  are  available. 

I»aragrai*  80.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved 
the  transfer  of  metallic  sodium  and  potassium  from  the  free 
list,  and  has  made  these  two  products  dutiable  at  25  per  cent 
ad  valorem.  Metallic  sodium  is  principally  used  in  the  manu- 
facture of  synthetic  indigo.  Both  of  these  metals  are  used  in 
the  production  of  certain  organic  chemicals  and  in  organic 
chemical  research.  The  Senate  Finance  Ckmimittee  has  also 
transferred  lithium,  beryllium,  and  csesium  from  the  free  list 
and  made  them  dutiable  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem.  None  of 
these  metallic  elements  have  been  produced  in  this  country,  and 
none  of  them  have  any  commercial  imi)ortanee. 

Paragraph  82.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  increased 
the  duty  on  sodium  chlorate  from  1V4  cents  per  pound  to  2 
cents  per  pound.  Sodium  chlorate  is  used  quite  extensively  for 
killing  weeds,  esqiecially  the  wild  morning-glory  and  quack 
grass.  It  is  being  used  in  the  Western  States,  eq;)ecially  Idaho 
and  Utah.  It  is  also  used  in  the  production  of  explosives  and 
dyes. 

Paragraph  85.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  approved 
the  increase  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  in  the  rate  of 
duty  on  dextrine  from  2V4  cents  to  3  cents  per  pound.  Dextrine 
is  used  in  the  textile  industry  for  printing  calico  and  other 
fabrics.  It  is  also  used  in  the  manufacture  of  paper  boxes  and 
wall  paper.     I'roduction  statistics  are  not  available. 

CONSUMINO    INDUSTKIBS 

It  is  apropos,  in  considering  the  effect  of  the  increases  by  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  in  the  chemical  schedule,  to  consider 
the  consuming  industries  as  well  as  the  ultimate  consumer. 
The  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  the  National  Orange, 
and  the  American  Horticultural  Association  asked  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  to  put  ammonium  phosphate  and  ammonium 
sulphate,  provided  for  in  paragraph  7,  on  the  free  list.  These 
two  products  are  extensively  used,  especially  the  latter,  as 
fertilizers.  These  tw^o  products  also  have  technical  uses.  The 
American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  asked  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  to  place  the  fertilizer  grades  of  these  two  products 
on  the  free  list,  and  to  leave  the  technical  grades  dutiable,  but 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  failed  to  do  so.  It  is  of 
interest  to  note  that  the  National  Fertilizer  Association  also 
asked  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  to  place  ammonium  sul- 
phate on  the  free  list.  These  two  products  are  being  used  more 
and  more  extensively  by  the  farmers.  All  other  fertilizers  are 
on  the  free  list,  with  the  exception  of  these  two  products.  Most 
probably  the  influence  of  the  Mellon  interests,  through  Koppers, 
controlling  the  domestic  production  of  ammonium  sulphate,  was 
responsible  for  the  ^retention  of  that  fertilizer  on  the  dutiable 
list,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  imports  of  ammonium 
sulphate  in  1928  were  only  5  per  cent  of  domestic  consumption, 
and  the  exports  were  15  per  cent  of  domestic  production. 

S<*veral  of  the  increases  in  the  chemical  schedule  cover  raw 
materials  used  by  the  paint  and  varnish  industry,  which  will 
undoubtedly  increase  the  cost  of  paints  and  varnishes  to  the 
ultimate  consumer.  Some  of  these  commodities  are  synthetic 
resins  in  paragrai^is  11  and  28,  and  butyl  acetate  and  arayl 
acetate  in  paragraph  38.  The  American  I'aint  and  Varnish 
Manufacturers'  Association  protested  to  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  on  the  increase  of  approximately  100  per  cent  in 
rate  of  duty  on  butyl  acetate,  claiming  that  such  increase  would 
con.siderably  curtail  the  use  of  that  essential  solvent  for  lacquer 
manufacture. 

Paragraph  11  is  the  synthetic  resin  paragraph ;  and  as  the 
average  good  synthetic  resin  sells  for  20  cents  to  30  cents  per 
pound,  this  means  a  duty  of  14  cents  to  18  cents  per  pound 
which  the  varnish  maker  must  add  to  his  cost. 

The  varnish  trade  have  been  accustomed  to  import  their 
resins  under  the  free  list,  paragraph  1584  of  the  present  tariff 
law,  which  is  paragraph  1685  of  the  Senate  Finance  bill.  This 
paragraph  covers  natural  gums  and  resin.s,  such  as  damar, 
kauri,  copal,  dragon's  blood,  kadaya,  sandarac,  and  other  nat- 
ural gums  and  resins  not  specially  provided  for.  These  Im- 
portant raw  materials  have  been  free,  and  have  sold  at  low 
prices.  Now  that  the  demands  of  the  paint  and  varnish  trade 
are  for  quick-<lrying  materials,  the  manufacturers  have  turned 
to  the  synthetic  resins  which  are  producing  these  results.  As*a 
matter  of  fact,  there  are  at  present  at  least  a  dozen  superior 
synthetic  resins  that  are  not  made  in  this  country  and  are  being 


made  under  patents  in  Oermany,  Austria,  and  England,  whidb 
would  fall  under  paragraphs  11  and  28;  and  under  the  lattM* 
paragraph,  with  American  valuation  assessed  against  not  the 
identical  product,  but  any  similar  or  even  subetitnted  resin,  the 
duty  would  be  so  high  at  46  per  cent,  plus  7  cents  per  pound, 
that  it  would  prohibit  their  Importation. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  before  the  Hawley-Smoot  bill  is  2 
years  old,  the  varnish  trade  will  be  using  very  little  else  but 
synthetic  resins.  Their  only  hope  to  compete  with  nitrocellulose 
lacquer,  and,  in  fact,  the  ultimate  improvement  of  the  lacquers 
themselves  depends  upon  new  synthetic  resins  yet  to  be  pro- 
duced in  the  United  States.  Proof  can  be  given  that  some  of 
these  much-neede<l  resins  are  now  made  abroad,  and  the  Amor- 
lean  varnish  manufacturers  would  be  forced  to  pay  a  premium 
of  twice  their  foreign  purchase  price  because  of  the  embargo 
protection  of  paragraphs  11  and  28. 

The  increases  in  the  chemical  schedule  will  also  affect  many 
commodities  used  by  the  automobile  manufacturers.  One  auto- 
mobile manufacturer  has  listed  many  items  in  the  chemical 
schedule  covered  by  increases  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 
This  is  especially  true  with  synthetic  resins  In  paragraph  11 
and  with  butyl  acetate  in  paragraph  38,  both  of  which  are  used 
In  the  production  of  lacquers  for  automobile  finishes.  Para- 
graph 2,  at  the  request  of  the  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Corpo- 
ration, has  been  extended  to  cover  many  commodities  which 
are  being  used  by  automobile  manufacturers  and  probably  will 
be  extensively  u.«ied  by  them  in  the  future.  I  refer  to  rubber 
accelerators,  to  antifreeze  compounds,  and  to  solvents  for  auto- 
mobile lacquers,  all  covered  by  paragraph  2  at  an  embargo  rate 
of  duty. 

The  phraseology  of  paragraph  2  has  been  so  enlarged  in  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  bill  as  to  cover  an  entire  class  of 
chemical  compounds,  the  majority  of  which,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
have  never  been  product-d  in  commercial  quantities  and  to-day 
are  merely  laboratory  curiosities.  They  have  attempted  to  cover, 
by  this  broad  chemical  language,  nearly  all  of  the  developments 
that  could  possibly  be  made  In  these  noncoal-tar  organic  chemi- 
cals in  the  future.  It  so  happens  that  most  of  the  products  that 
would  be  of  interest  In  autonjoblle  finishes,  surface  materials 
for  artificial  leather,  raw  materials  for  the  manufacture  of 
varnish,  paint,  and  artificial  silk,  including  airplane  slzers  <m* 
"  dopes,"  hapi)en  to  \ye  manufactured  from  the  raw  materials  so 
covered  and  embraced  by  this  paragraph.  The  rate  of  duty 
specified  in  this  paragraph  of  30  per  cent  ad  valorem  plus  6 
cents  per  pound  specific  is  a  higher  rate  than  that  in  paragraph 
4,  and  in  a  great  many  instances  paragraph  2  could  be  inter- 
preted to  cover  the  same  items  intended  to  be  covered  by  Con- 
gress, not  only  in  paragraph  4  but  also  in  paragraph  11. 

I  feel  that  a  principle  is  involved  in  paragraph  2  that  is  unfair 
to  all  other  industries.  This  paragraph  contains  "hidden  pro- 
tection "  in  its  worst  form.  It  is  impossible  for  the  average 
layman  to  sense  the  potential  danger  embodie<l  In  this  para- 
graph. If  enacted  into  law,  it  undoubtedly  will  become  a  bone 
of  contention  which  would  seriously  embarra.ss  the  proper  ad- 
ministration of  the  law.  as  It  covers  commodities  meant  to  be 
covered  elsewhere,  as  In  paragraphs  4,  11,  and  38.  As  a  great 
many  items  covered  by  this  paragraph  would  sell  at  prices 
ranging  from  12  cents  to  35  cents  per  pound,  the  specific  duty  of 
6  cents  per  pound  plus  30  per  cent  ad  valorem  would  amount  to 
an  embargo,  the  result  of  which  would  be  to  raise  the  prices  on 
the  most  common  articles  which  would  be  sold  in  the  neighbor- 
hood of  12  cents  per  pound,  almost  100  p»  cent  in  value. 

I  now  wish  to  take  up  the  consideration  of  the  question  as  to 
the  major  beneficiaries  of  the  increases  in  duties  which  are  pro- 
vided for  in  the  chemical  schedules  of  this  bill.  The  analysis 
which  I  have  made  shows  conclusiv^y,  I  believe,  that  the  prin- 
cipal beneficiaries  will  be  the  "big  three"  of  the  chemical 
Industry.  They  are  the  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  Co.,  the 
Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  Corporation,  and  the  Union  Carbide  & 
Carbon  Corporation,  whose  combined  assets  are  more  than  a 
billion  dollars.  Their  net  earnings  in  1928  were  more  than 
$122,000,000,  and  theit  rates  of  profit  upon  their  actual  cash 
investment,  as  I  shall  later  show,  are  extraordinary  and  ex- 
cessive. 

It  is  pertinent  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  the  chemical  indus- 
try is  entitled  to  additional  protection  because  that  industry  fs 
in  any  way  depressed  or  because  the  capital  invested  in  it  is  not 
getting  a  reasonable  return.  If,  of  course,  it  can  be  demon- 
strated that  the  industry  is  profitable  to  its  owners,  the  absence 
of  proper  labor  conditions  can  not  be  attributed  to  a  depression 
In  the  Industry  itself  or  to  the  fact  that  the  concerns  in  it  are 
unable  to  pay  adequate  wages. 

It  is  quite  beside  the  point  to  argue  that  the  labor  in  some  of 
the  chemical  industries  needs  additional  protection  when  thf* 
corporations  in  those  industries  are  earning  as  high  as  20  per 
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cent  annually  on  their  InTCStment,  and  when  the  common-att  ek 
holders  have  made  profits  over  the  la«t  seven  years  as  great  lu 
some  cases  as  1,800  per  cent. 

I  have  shown  that  among  the  companies  who  will  reap  adfli 
tional  benefits  from  the  proposed  increa.ses  in  the  duties  on  chc  m 
Icals  are  the  Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  Corporation,  New  Yoijk ; 
E.  I.  dn  Pont  de  Nemours  k  Co.;  and  the  Union  Carbide 
Carbon  Corporation.  While,  of  course,  these  companies  do  riot 
represent  the  entire  cbemical  industry,  they  are  its  largest  aid 
most  representative  corporations.  AH  three*of  these  companes 
are  not  small  Isolated  units  but  are  holding  companies,  whi<h, 
in  turn,  control  scores  of  smaller  operating  units.  They  are 
interested  in  practically  every  branch  of  the  chemical  Industiy. 
Some  conception  of  the  units  controlled  may  be  gathered  frtm 
the  statements  of  the  subsidiary  companies  which  I  have  hid 
extracted  from  Moody's,  and  which  I  ask  to  have  printed  as  fan 
appendix  to  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection?    The  Ch4ir 
hears  none,  and  it  Is  so  ordered. 

(See  Exhibit  A.) 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  In  order  to  ascertain  the 
flnanrinl  conditions  of  these  three  companies  I  have  made  soi  ae 
calculations  on  the  basis  of  the  figures  which  the  compau  es 
themselves  furnish  in  Moody's  Manuals.  As  I  stated  a  f*rw 
moments  ago,  the  income-tax  returns  requested  by  the  Finance 
Committee  were  not  available  to  me  at  the  time  I  made  prepai  a 
tion  for  these  remarks.  They  have  only  been  received  by  t:ie 
committee  within  the  last  few  days.  They  are  now  in  the  hands 
of  the  printer,  and  of  course  I  have  not  had  access  to  them 
But,  as  I  said  before,  the.se  analyses  have  been  made  fr<im 
Moody's,  and  i.  think  we  may  fairly  assume  that  these  corpoi  a- 
tions  give  themselves  much  the  best  of  It  in  making  public  thi  >ir 
statements  for  the  use  of  investors  and  others  interested  in 
their  returns.  I  wish  to  acknowledge  the  assistixnce  whicli  I 
have  received  in  the  analysis  of  these  statements  from  Prpt 
W.  A.  Morton,  of  the  University  of  Wisconsin. 

I  am  assuming  that  these  figures  fairly  represent  the  contii 
tlons  of  these  concerns,  although,  according  to  current  repo'ts 
in  financial  journals,  all  of  these  companies  are  making  v<  ry 
moderate  statements  of  earnings  and  providing  very  libera  ly 
for  depreciation.  However,  all  of  the  data  upon  which  I  bi  se 
my  conclusions  are  derived  by  a.ssuming  the  correctness  of  he 
balance  sheets.  I  sought  to  find  answers  of  these  three  cpr- 
porations  to  the  following  questions : 

First.  Were  the  total  Investments  of  these  corporations  |in- 
creasing  or  decreasing? 

Second.  Were  the  dividends  paid  on  common  stock  increasing 
or  decreasing? 

Third.  Were  the  amounts  earned  per  share  of  common  st^k 
Increasing  or  decreasing? 

Fourth.  What  was  the  total  investment  annually  of  each  cbn 
cern  ;  and  (a)  what  portion  of  it  was  devoted  to  chemical  op^n- 

tiOKS? 

Fifth.  What  was  the  percentage  earned  annually  on  the  capi- 
tal devoted  to  chemical  operations? 

Sixth.  What  was  the  percentage  earned  on  the  total  Inv^- 
ment? 

Seventh.  What  gain  has  accrued  to  the  holders  of  common 
stock  since  1922? 

In  connection  with  question  4  relating  to  the  total  andaal 
investment  of  each  concern.  I  have  taken  the  Invested  capita  as 
the  par  or  stated  value  of  all  securities  outstanding,  plus  surp  us 
Appropriated  surpluses  or  reserves  are  excluded.  Invested  ci  pi 
tal  as  here  computed  shows  the  amount  of  money  placed  in  he 
business  by  common-stock  holders,  preferred-stodt  holders,  and  all 
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bondholders  and  other  creditors,  plus  the  sums  which  have  been 
plowed  back  Into  the  business  from  earnings  In  excess  of  divi- 
dends. I  submit,  Mr.  President,  that  one  could  not  take  a  more 
generous  or  liberal  interpretation  of  their  situation  than  that 
This,  I  believe.  Is  a  fair  method  of  computing  the  total  invest- 
ment It  is  the  same  method  used  by  the  Standard  Statistics 
Co.  as  explained  in  Corporation  Profits  by  Laurence  H.  Sloan, 
Chapter  VII. 

By  adding  together  these  amounts  we  get  the  total  Invest- 
ment ot  each  corporation.  Dividing  the  net  Income  by  the  total 
investment,  we  can  see  the  perc«^ntage  earned  on  the  total  invest- 
ment ITiis  is  the  method  pursued  in  the  case  of  the  Union 
Carbide  &  Carbon  Corporation.  The  same  method  was  pursued 
in  the  case  of  the  Allied  Chemical  and  Du  Pont.  However,  in 
the  latter  cases  it  was  necessary  to  differentiate,  In  so  far  as  It 
was  possible,  between  the  capital  devoted  to  chemical  operations 
ami  to  other  investments. 

It  is  a  well-known  fact  that  Allied  Chemical  Is  more  or  less 
of  an  investment  trust  and  derives  a  portion  of  Its  earnings 
from  other  stockholdings.  Just  what  these  holdings  are  is  not 
stated  in  their  reports.  Du  Pont  of  course,  has  a  large  invest- 
ment in  General  Motors  and  derives  a  considerable  portion  of 
its  total  income  from  this  source.  In  these  two  cases,  therefore, 
it  was  necessary  to  attempt  to  compute  the  property  which  was 
devoted  to  chemical  operations.  I  have  made  this  computation 
on  the  following  basis : 

I  have  as.sumed  that  tlie  physical  property  less  depreciation, 
plus  the  Inventory,  fairly  represents  the  capital  devoted  to  chem- 
ical operations.  I  realize  that  a  certain  portion  of  the  cash 
holdings,  call  loans  on  the  stock  market,  accounts  receivable, 
and  other  items  of  this  kind  contributed  to  the  chemical  opera- 
tions, and  what  may  seem  an  arbitrary  separation  such  as  I 
have  made  has  some  limitations  becau.se  the  company  is  operat- 
ing  as  a  unit.  However,  under  the  circumstances,  this  is  the 
best  method  of  ascertaining  the  investment  in  chemical  opera- 
tions as  distinguished  from  holdings  in  other  securities. 

In  other  words,  I  have  tried  to  separate  the  banking  and 
Investment  functions  of  these  corporations  from  their  operating 
functions.  It  would  be  advisable  also  to  have  some  way  of  sep- 
arating the  Income  derived  from  chemical  operations  from  that 
income  derived  from  investments.  Allied  Chemical  does  not 
separate  its  income  in  this  manner.  I  have,  therefore,  been 
oUiged  to  compute  the  percentage  earned  on  capital  devoted  to 
cbemical  operations  on  the  basis  of  the  total  income  of  Allied 
Chemical.  In  the  case  of  Du  Pont,  I  computed  the  i)ercentage 
earned  on  the  investment  devoted  to  chemical  operations  on  the 
basis  of  the  income  from  those  operations  as  speiHAcally  stated 
in  the  balance  sheet  In  addition  to  that,  I  made  calculations 
in  ail  cases  on  the  basis  of  the  ratio  of  total  income  to  total 
investment. 

I  shall  Introduce  extracts  from  the  balance  sheets  of  the 
Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Corporation,  the  Allied  Chemical  & 
Dye  Corporation,  New  York,  and  the  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours 
&  Co.  These  extracts  contain,  not  the  complete  balance  sheet, 
but  only  such  information  from  the  balance  sheet  which  it  was 
necessary  to  compile  in  order  to  answer  the  questions  enu- 
merated. 

In  the  statement  of  the  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Corpora- 
tion, which  I  ask  to  be  introduccfl  into  the  Record  at  this  point, 
it  will  be  noted  that  this  company  has  been  exceedingly  pros- 
perous since  1922,  the  year  preceding  the  enactment  of  the 
F'ordney-McCumber  bill,  which  raised  the  rates  in  the  chemical 
schedule. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection? 
There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rixx)BO,  as  follows : 
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Item 

1938 

1927 

193B 

1925 
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1923 

1022 

UABIUTIES   RKPRBSBNTINO  TOTAL  INTESmKNT 
11     Panital  stock                               . ... 
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6.15 

1  Since  practically  all  of  the  assets  of  this  company  see:n  to  be  devoted  to  chemical  operations,  no  distinction  is  mBde  between  "Capital  devoted  tocbemioBl  operattons" 
and  "Total  investment"  as  in  the  case  of  Da  Pont  and  Allied  CbemicaL 

In  1922,  $1,000  would  bay  about  18  shares  of  Union  Carbide  common  stock  at  $55  per  share.  In  Aprfl,  1929,  this  stock  was  split,  giving  3  new  shares  for  1  old.  The  new 
shares  closed  on  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange  Sept.  12,  1929,  at  133.  This  makes  the  present  total  value  of  the  original  18  shares  (now  54  shares)  $7,102.  This  gives  a  profit 
of  618  per  cent  of  the  original  investment,  in  addition  to  the  cash  dividends  received  annually  throughout  the  period. 


Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  answer  the  seren 
questions  as  developed  by  this  analysis  of  the  Union  Carbide  & 
Carl)on  Corporation : 

First.  The  "  net  inctmie  "  of  the  company  increased  from  $11,- 
000,000  in  1922  to  $31,000,000  in  1928. 

Seamd.  The  "  dirideuds  paid  to  common-stock  holders "  In- 
creased from  $10,000,000  in  1922  to  $16,000,000  in  1928. 

Third.  In  1922  this  company  earned  $4.40  per  share  on  the  com- 
mon stock.  Throughout  this  period  earnings  increased  steadily 
nntil  in  1928  the  earnings  were  $11.1S  per  share  on  the  common 
stock.  In  other  words,  earnings  on  the  common  stock  in  1928 
were  163.4  per  cent  larger  than  in  1922. 

Mr.  President,  is  this  one  of  the  lame,  the  blind,  and  the 
halt  companies  which  the  President  said  we  might  look  after 
when  we  were  supposed  to  be  revising  the  tariff  in  the  interest 
of  the  fanners?  jyoes  this  fall  under  the  President's  statement? 
I  do  not  think  it  does. 

Fourth.  The  total  Investment  of  Union  Carbide  Increased  from 
$190,000,000  in  1922  to  $223,000,000  in  1928. 

It  does  not  look  as  if  they  were  having  any  trouble  in  getting 
capital  under  the  rates  provided  in  the  Fordney-McCumber 
Tariff  Act 


(a)  Since  Union  Carbide  does  not  show  other  Investments,  nor 
is  it  reputed  to  be  an  investment  trust,  as  in  the  case  of  Du  Pont 
and  Allied  Chemical,  I  have  made  no  separation  between  "  total 
investment "  and  "  capital  devoted  to  chemical  operations." 

Fifth.  (See  4  A.) 

Sixth.  "  Percentage  earned  on  the  total  investment "  increased 
from  6.15  per  cent  in  1922  to  14.23  per  cent  in  192& 

Seventh.  An  investment  of  $1,000  in  Union  Carbide  in  1922  was 
worth  $7,182  on  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange  on  September  12, 
1929.  In  addition  to  this  appreciation  of  the  stock,  liberal  divi- 
dends have  been  paid  throughout  this  period.  I  am,  of  course, 
aware  of  the  fact  that  the  stock  market  at  the  present  time 
may  be  in  an  inflated  condition  and  that  a  part  of  the  apprecia- 
tion of  these  stocks  may  be  primarily  due  to  speculation  and  to 
unbounded  optimism.  But  even  should  present  prices  be  dis- 
counted very  largely,  they  would  still  leave  a  very  fine  profit  to 
the  original  h(4ders  of  Union  Carbide  common. 

I  ask  that  the  following  extracts  of  income  accounts  and  bal- 
ance sheets  of  the  Allied  Chemical  and  Dye  Corporations,  New 
York,  be  inserted  in  the  Rbcobd  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows: 


Allied  Ckemiatl  A  Dn  Corporation,  New  York 

OOMrAEATIVK  CONSOLIDATED   INCOUK  AOOOtmT,  TKABS  KHDXD  DICSMBBB  SI 

It4>.ra 

1928 

1927 

1036 

1925 

1934 

1933 

1922 

1.  Gross  income  after  depreciation  and  taxes . ... 

$29,871,000 
2,908,500 

$27,714,736 
3, 127, 863 

$27,209,828 
3,227,006 

$23,140,502 
2,574,000 

$21,060,080 
2,  519. 728 

$21,974,558 
2,826,086 

$17, 28a  368 

Z  Federal  taxes 

2,165,414 

8.            Net  after  taxes ... ....... 

26,902,442 

34,586.873 

24.072,820 

30,506,502 

18,539,961 

19, 148, 472 

15,114.954 

4.  Prpliprred  dividends 

2,  749, 943 
13,068,654 

2, 749, 943 
13,068,654 

2, 749, 043 
9,801,490 

2,749,943 
8,712,436 

2,  749,  768 
8,712,062 

21735,004 
8, 631, 746 

2,731,942 

5.  Common  dividends. -     -    - 

8,613,757 

6.            Surplus 

11,143,845 

8,768,276 

11, 621, 387 

9, 104. 213 

7,078,131 

7,  781, 632 

3.700.255 

7.  Eampd  per  share,  preflerred 

68.63 
11.12 

62.50 
1002 

6L28 
0i7» 

52L35 
8.18 

47.19 
7.26 

48.75 
7.84 

38.50 

8.  Earnod  per  share,  doiumon  learnings  on  common  stock  In  1928  an 
U5.43  ptr  cent  larger  than  in  1922) 

5.60 
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ASSKTS 


9.  Property  account  before  depreciation. 
10.  Less  dejTOflatlon 


11.  Property  account  after  depreciation. 

12.  Inventory 


13. 


Property  devoted  to  chemical  operations 

UABomxi  BSPKsanmjfo  tofijo.  nTsmmrt 


14.  Preferred  Kodi 

16.  ComnioD  ft«ck ....... 

16.  Capital  surpliH. 

17,  Earned  •arphis........... 


U. 


Total  inrMtoMOt. 


19.  Price  raoga.  eommoo  itoek 

ao.  Peroentaci  earned  on  capital  davotad  to  dMinieal  ofiaratloa,  ntio 

or  3/13 -„r.I1..7- 

31.  Peroaotageauiiad  oa'totiir'ioViaiiaMat^^ 


$196, 099. 901 
104,374,095 


92.325,806 
25,771.227 


118,097,033 


30.3N,000 
lO^MO^MA 

lUy«67.M» 


nXOOLSM 


3X33 
U.03 


$173,406,223 
99,176,974 


74, 819, 148 
27,432,206 


101.741.443 


3».aM,M0 

larnkM* 

1^1131744 


9aW7,41« 


MH-tn 

XIO 
ILU 


In  1922.  $1,000  would  buy  approximately  14  shares  of  oommon  stock  at  ao  avu 
per  share.  This  would  make  14  shares  worth  $4,606.  This  meaae  a  net  gain  to 
the  dividends  paid  tiirovcbout  thio  period.    (Balsnooe,  Moody's  TnduslriakJ 


pri«  of  about  173.    On  Beat 
KoGklMktar  in  BUfkit  pEM 


$16S,13a008 
03,606,700 


71.534.200 
81,737,914 


US,  262,213 


80,»i«IO 


3a<«.143 


14*^10$ 

n.n 

1L» 


$103,810,803 
80.138,308 


74,091.644 
20,921,808 


104.  613, 452 


S»,3M,W0 

laoomoa 
r.Mion 


301.507.767 
llOH-00 
19.66 

laao 


$1.12,835,964 
81.354.126 


71,481.888 
28.479,160 


99,960,998 


30.38i900 
101800^  546 

78.419,800 


191. 408. 544 

87H-05 

18.M 
9.08 


$152, 149, 889 
74,604.601 


77.M5,148 
83,471.064 


110,016,812 


80, 374.  too 
U18M.215 
03;  1(70.500 
71.3aa408 


104.874.001 

i»-»H 

17.40 
10  36 


$1.'!0, 678.  888 
68, 602;  449 


81,086,139 
38,286,005 


110.262,234 


} 


80, 290, 100 
121^421^830 


1701 871 0*1 
"91«-«^ 
18.70 


12.  1929.  AllJad  Cbeoiioal  and  Dvc  common  doaed  at  $320 
Ot  98,000,  or  800  per  oeot,  on  bis  iavartmeiu  in  addltioa  to 
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Mr  LA  rOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  ADled  Cbemlcal,  as  is 
well  known,  in  addition  to  its  valuable  diemical  (Hwrations,  Is 
MIX  Inyestment  trust  It  bas  owned  a  great  many  securities  ovt  r 
a  period  of  years,  which  speculators  in  the  market  seem  to  Ix- 
lleve  have  appreciated  greatly  in  value.  Howerer,  since  no 
publication  is  made  of  the  exact  data  regarding  its  Investment  i, 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  to  what  extent  the  speculative 
activity  in  Allied  Chemical  common  is  due  to  increasing  profit  s 
in  chemical  operations  or  to  appreciation  in  the  value  of  inves  - 
ment  securities  held,  except  as  now  pointed  out : 

First.  The  "net  income  after  taxes"  of  Allied  Chemical   k 
Dye  Corporation  increased  from  |15,000,000  In  1922  to  %2t, 
000,000  In  1928. 

Second.  The  "dividends  paid  to  common-stock  holders"  iii- 
erea«*ed  from  $8,000,000  in  1922  to  $13,000,000  in  192S. 

Third.  The  "  earnings  on  common  stock  "  increased  from  $5.(  9 
per  sliare  in  1922  to  $11.12  in  1928.    The  earnings  on  the  con  i 
mon  stock  were,  therefore,  95.43  per  cent  larger  in  1928  than  the  f 
were  in  1922. 

Fourth.  The  "total  investment"  of  Allied  Chemical  increased 
from  $176,000,000  in  1922  to  $232,000,000  in  1928. 


£.  /.  du  PoK  it  Nrmowt  A  Co. 
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Item 


1. 
1 
S. 

4. 
S. 

e. 

7. 

a 

9. 

M. 

11. 
IZ 
13. 


Net 


ofMrat 

Income  from  Otnerml  Motors  stock...... ...... 

iDcnme  from  miaceU&oeous  aecurities 

Net  iaoome 

ProAt  on  real  «et»t«  etc 

Total  inooms.. — .. .....„............._.~..._... 

Fixed  cbarcH •» ••— 

Federal  taias 

Bsianee — . 

Du  PoDt  portion  thereof 

Debmture  dividends 

CommoD  dividends 

H.  Surplus 

U.  Earned  per  share  debenture  stock 

1«.  Earned  per  share  common  stock 

IQa.  Earned  per  share  common  stock  on  baais  at  1922  stock 


UW 


Not  state.  I. 
t22.S73,ie 

37,920,3  8 
5,8S0.Sa 

M,ft53,0l9 


e«cU3.ai9 

84.3  12 

2,470.8)9 

64.067.7  18 

84.097.7  18 

5.  3M,  .1 19 

9, 077.  5  0 
». 
21. 


ASSITS 


17.  Plant  and  properties.. 

18.  Depreciation 


Property  aocoont  after  depreciation. 


30l  iDTCntMT... • 

31.  Invcatment  devoted  to  chemical  operations, 
fi.  Investment  In  Oeaeral  Motors 


VOTAL  IMfMtnUUWt 


3L  Dabentiva  stoek 

M.  Common  stock 

35.  Booded  stock 

3t.  ProOt  and  loss  (nrptos). 

37.  Total  tnvastmant- 


3i.  PrtoraacB.  common 

M.  Fereantaaa  samad  oT  eapital  devoted  to  chemical  operations, 

Febmary,  UBl 

'  on  total  iavestmant,  October,  1927 


$133,101. 
44.128, 


88, 97Z  7  51 


33.627, 
122, 60a 
196^084, 


94811, 

196,773. 

L621 

10fi,7ia 


»«1919.^02 


203-;  10 


18. 


thii 


1  Xamiois  oo  commoQ  stock  in  193S  are  993  per  cent  larger  than  in  1922,  and 
If  tl,000  was  invested  in  Du  Pont  ootnmon  in  1923  at  the  highest  price  for 
dlvidaBd  of  sa  per  cant  was  dadarad  increasing  theae  taoldiags  to  9  shares.  A  40 
A«ea.  (SeaMoMty'sManoal,  1928,0.  448).  In  1936  theaa  shares  were  eichaaga* 
1999,  these  shaias  were  azchaofed  on  the  basis  of  3H  new  for  1  old.  (SeeMoody's 
On  Sept.  13. 1939.  theee  new  shares  sold  on  the  Naw  York  Stock  Eaohanga  for  S313 
■Man  a  proAt  of  l^TB?  par  eent  on  the  investment  in  addition  to  eoormaas  cash  di^enda. 
ttia  market  U  UUO  per  cent  Ln  1928,  in  addition  to  the  dividends  received  throogqout 


(a)  The  "  property  devoted  to  chemical  operations  "  Increased 
from  $110,000,000  in  1922  to  $118,000,000  in  1928. 

nfth.  The  ratio  of  total  earnings— "  net  Income  after 
taxes"— to  the  "property  devoted  to  chemical  operations'* 
shows  an  increase  from  13.7  per  cent  in  1922  to  22.83  per  cent 
in  1928.  It  should  be  emphasized  here  that  inasmuch  as  Allied 
Chemical  does  not  separate  its  earnings,  it  was  impossible  to 
compute  the  ratio  of  "  income  from  operations  "  to  the  "  proi>. 
erty  devoted  to  chemical  operations." 

Sixth.  "Percentage  earned  on  the  total  investment"  in- 
creased from  8.55  per  cent  in  1922  to  11.62  per  cent  in  1928. 

Seventh.  An  investment  of  $1,000  in  Allied  Chemical  common 
In  1922  was  worth  on  September  12, 1929,  at  current  prices  on  the 
New  York  Stock  Exchange,  $4,606.  This  means  that  the  investor 
would  have  an  appreciation  of  360  per  cent  in  market  prices  In 
addition  to  the  liberal  dividends  paid  throughout  this  period. 

I  ask  that  extracts  from  the  income  account  and  balance  sheets 
of  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co.  be  inserted  in  the  Rsxx>bo 
at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  ao 
ordered. 

The  extracts  are  as  follows : 


18 


1927 


Not  stated. 
$16.  577, 895 

1,633,404 
47, 142. 607 


47, 142, 697 

86,984 

1,  lOrr.  881 

4S,  947, 832 

46,947,832 

4,833,864 

8^  930. 662 

5,183.306 

(7.03 

1&.45 

43.26 


1926 


Not  stated. 
$14,803.7^ 

23,621,947 
4.888^900 

43,315,571 


43, 315,  571 

89,395 

1.256.602 

41, 960,  574 

41.999,574 

4,  770,  410 

88,267,062 

3,932,10(2 

52.51 

1196 

39.14 


1925 


Not  sUted. 

$13,  413. 194 

9,396,706 

8,668,536 

25,378,435 


3S,  378, 435 

824,980 

519,  498 

34,033,958 

24,033.958 

4,105.331 

11,404,430 

8, 524, 197 

3&12 

14.97 

20  96 


1924 


$00,861,633 


18.660.468 

111.197 

18,771.665 

1,740,178 


17,  031,  487 

15. 947.  424 

4,104.l«8 

7.603.540 

4,239,016 

23.31 

1^46 

12.46 


1923 


$04,069,319 


21.134.656 

3,425 

31,138,081 

2,825,577 


18,312,504 

17,346,221 

4.104.770 

6,  177. 273 

7,064.178 

25.35 

13.93 

13.93 


1923 


ri.96«,44S 


12, 930.  458 

333,234 

13.  264, 893 


9. 991, 117 

9, 445.  751 

4,  lOa,  433 

5,0fi8,878 

373,441 

13.81 

6.83 

Si  83 
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799 


3» 
150 


:s3 

iDO 
J  DO 
319 


$80,070,090 
39.470.316 


$78,318,545 
36,910.284 


50,599,783         51.308.361 


23,234,516 

73.834.299 

I7\737,7» 


80,504.398 

m.  08^900 

1,068,500 

97.786.243 


66 


16.14 


213.101.041 


34371-168 

23.45 
31.  S« 


23,306.506 

74,  613,  766 

145,450.122 


79,926,883 

133.082,900 

1,711.500 

66,  417, 566 


381.138.849 


rs,  609, 966 
3a  433. 262 


55.236,704 


A  032. 678 

80.  269.  3H2 

149,657,540 


78,439,763 

133,082,900 

2,441.500 

62,660,541 


$121.  797. 661 
23,  062,  761 


$111,984,792 
17.  524, 084 


98.  744. 900         94,  460, 708 


276.623.644 


U1H-1S7 

19.8$ 
14.93 


16.71 
8.69 


26.116.396 

124.861,296 

89,420,107 


68.416.163 
95.  060.  900 
20,607,500 
55.  i«l.  491 


239,966,054 


143-113 

14.95 
7.10 


26.838,520 

121.  2W.  228 

93, 883, 621 


68.415.780 
96,060,000 
30.926,500 
54.642.476 


249. 045. 656 


14«H-106)i 

17.42 
7.35 


$106.  364.  335 
12,844,617 


25,114,280 

143.  323.  133 

89,468,360 


68.411.280 
95,060,900 
33,576,500 
r,  652, 210 


2^700.890 


160^-106 

9.01 
4.38 


<|>inm«»i  dividends  in  1928  are  880  per  cent  larger  than  in  1922. 
year,  $I699i  per  share,  it  would  have  bought  about  6  shnres.    In 


December,  1922,  a  stock 

cant  stoclf  dividend  was  paid  in  August,  1925,  thereby  increasing  the  shares  held  to  126 

on  the  baaia  0(3  new  for  1  old,  making  the  toUl  held  on  this  basi.o  25.2  shares.    In  January, 

^anual.  1930,  p.  785.)    This  would  muke  the  total  shares  of  new  i^took  held  now  K7.6  snares. 

share.    The  87.6  shares  would  therefore  be  worth  on  the  market  $Ui,571.20.    ThLs  would 

Hence  an  investment  of  $1,000  in  Du  Pont  common  in  1922  would  yield  a  profit  in 

this  period. 


leri 


Mr.  UL  FOLiLETTE.  First.  The  total  iiic<»Be  of  Du  Foot  in- 
^ereased  from  $13,000,000  in  1922  to  $66,000,000  in  1928  The 
iBoome  fk«iii  operatious  increased  from  $12,000,000  in  1922  to 
$22,000,000  in  1988.  A  large  portion  of  the  increase  in  Du  Pon  t's 
net  income,  as  ia  well  known,  is  due  to  the  dividends  received  i>n 
G«ieral  Motors  stock.  There  is  no  distinct i<m  shown  between 
dividends  frcm  General  Motors  and  other  income  prior  to  me 
year  192S,  when  $9,000,000  was  received.  This  increeaed  stead  ly 
to  $37,000,000  in  1928.  That  is,  the  $37,000,000  was  the  Incoi  ae 
derived  by  the  Du  Pont  Co.  from  its  holdings  in  Gene  al 
Motors  in  1928.  A  very  significant  portion,  therefore,  of  '.  )u 
Font's  prosperity  is  due  to  its  investment  in  General  Motors. 
However,  it  should  be  noted  that  this  corporation  is  making 
very  handsome  profit  from  its  chemical  (^)erations. 

Second.  "  Common  dividends "  of  Du  Font's  increased  fr^m 
$5,000,000  in  1922  to  $49,000,000  In  1928.  These  dividends  we^ 
ther^ore,  880  per  coit  larger  lu  1928  than  in  1&22. 


Third.  Owing  to  several  stock  split  ups  and  stock  dividends,  it 
1b  necessary  to  examine  the  Item  "  earned  per  share  on  common 
stock  "  very  closely.  In  1922  Du  Pont  common  earned  $5.62  per 
share.  In  1928  Du  Pont  common  earned  $61.48  per  share  of 
common  stock  on  the  basis  vt  the  1922  stock.  Earnings  on  the 
stock  in  1928  were,  therefore,  993  per  cent  larger  than  in  1922. 

Fourth.  The  "  total  investment "  of  Du  Font's  increased  from 
$234,0O:>,000  in  1922  to  $3i)6.000,000  in  1928.  The  "  investment 
devoted  to  chemical  operations  "  decreased  from  $143,000,000  la 
1922  to  $122,000,000  in  1928.  As  there  are  some  sudden  changes 
in  the  balance  sheet,  notably  In  1925  and  1928,  in  the  case  of  the 
"property  accounts,"  I  do  not  know  how  representative  the:ie 
figures  actually  are.  The  investment  In  General  Motors  Is  car- 
ried in  varying  amounts  at  different  times,  and  it  is  not  clear 
whether  It  has  been  marked  op  or  whether  it  represents  vary- 
ing amounts  of  stock  held.  Since,  however,  Du  Pont  owns  about 
22  per  cent  of  all  of  the  General  Motors  common,  it  is  likely 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


4765 


that  this  Investment  Is  undervalued  on  the  basis  of  present 
market  prices,  although  it  should  be  added,  in  fairness,  that 
present  market  prices  are  probably  not  an  adequate  index  of 
what  could  actually  be  realized  out  of  thi.s  stock  if  a  concern 
like  Du  Font's  should  care  to  liquidate  it. 

Fifth.  By  taking  the  ratio  of  "  income  from  operations "  to 
"  investment  devoted  to  chemical  operations  "  we  find  that  the 
percentage  earned  on  the  capital  devoted  to  chemical  operations 
has  increased  from  9.01  per  cent  in  1922  to  18.6  per  cent  in  192^". 

Sixth.  By  taking  the  ratio  of  "  total  Income  "  to  "  total  invest- 
ment." we  find  that  the  percentage  earned  on  total  in\-es!tment 
Increiised  from  4.26  per  cent  in  1922  to  16.14  per  cent  in  1928. 

Seventh.  One  thousand  dollars  invested  in  Du  Font's  common 
In  1922  would  bring,  at  the  market  prices  prevailing  September 
12,  1929,  $18,571.20.  This  means  a  net  profit  of  1,757  per  cent 
on  the  original  investment  in  addition  to  a  very  liberal  cash 
dividend  received  throughout  the  entire  period. 

While  I  have  not  made  a  detailed  study  of  all  of  the  many 
other  corporations  in  tlie  chemical  industry,  I  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  Standard  Statistics  Co.  made  a  study  of  14 
corporations  in  the  chemical  industry  and  found  that  in  1926 
these  14  corporations  earnetl  an  average  of  12..^  per  cent  and 
in  1027,  12.68  per  cent  on  their  invested  capital.  This  shows 
that  the  chemical  industry  in  general  is  in  a  rather  prosperous 
condition.     (Sloan  in  Corporation  Profits,  p.  142.) 

If,  as  has  been  contended  by  some  Senators,  the  purp<^se  of 
the  increa.sed  duties  was  to  protect  labor,  and  if,  in  pursuance 
of  that  argument,  it  is  contended  that  labor  is  being  underpaid 
In  the  chemical  industries,  It  is  certainly  time  to  face  the  fact 
that  the  chemical  industry  is  exacting  great  enough  profits  to 
permit  it  to  pay  its  labor  adequate  wages. 

As  I  pointed  out,  in  perhups  no  other  industrj'  in  America  Is 
labor  cost  as  relatively  a  small  proportion  of  the  total  cost  as 
it  is  In  the  chemical  industry. 

It  api)ears,  moreover,  that  any  increase  in  prices  which  this 
indu.Htry  can  exact  from  the  other  industries,  notably  the  auto- 
moi)ile  indu.stry,  to  which  it  sells  many  of  its  products — which 
ewt  in  turn  will  ultimately  be  reflc>cted  on  the  consumer,  the 
increa.»^ed  prices  will  most  likely  result  not  in  higher  wages  but 
in  greater  profits. 

If  concerns  which  have  increased  their  profits  from  100  to 
1.000  per  cent  during  the  period  of  the  existing  tariff  are  unable 
or  unwilling  to  pay  decent  wages,  it  is  evident  that  they  will 
never  do  so  and  that  their  claims  to  an  additional  tariff  for  the 
pun>ose  of  compensating  their  labor  Is  a  fake  and  a  sham. 

It  has.  of  course,  been  contended  by  those  who  defend  the  out- 
rageous rates  contained  In  the  chemical  .sthedule  that  these  rates 
were  granted,  not  l)ecause  a  coriK>ratlon  as  a  whole  or  an  indus- 
try as  a  whole  was  either  prosperous  or  depres.sed  but  whether 
or  not  theae  concerns  were  getting  an  adequate  price  on  particu- 
lar products.  Hence  It  Is  argued  that,  although  these  chemical 
concerns  are  all  extrem*'ly  profitable  as  a  whole,  on  particular 
products,  such  as  ammonium  carbonate  and  bicartKtnate,  and 
compounds  of  pyroxylin,  they  are  not  getting  an  adequate  return. 
I  do  not  know  whether  this  argument  has  been  made  seriously 
or  whether  those  making  It  have  misspoken  themselves. 

While  this  defemte  has  been  made  of  the  schedules,  I  can  not 
find  In  the  record  any  proof  which  shows  adequately  on  what 
parti*  ular  product  the  chemical  concerns  like  Du  Pont  and  others 
are  making  exorl)itant  profits  and  on  what  products  they  are 
operating  at  a  loss. 

Many  pro<lucts  are  Joint-cost  products  and  If  concerns  like 
Du  Pont.  Allied  Chemical,  and  Union  Carbide,  who  are  to  be 
the  chief  beneficiaries  of  the  chemical  schedule,  are  In  nee<i  of 
additional  protection  on  particular  compounds,  they  have  failed 
to  present — and  the  committee  which  Is  responsible  for  these 
exorbitant  rates  has  failed  to  demand  that  they  present  any 
det.niled  coat  accounting  study  of  their  entire  Industry.  I  as- 
sume that  the  reason  that  such  a  study  was  not  presented  was 
because  It  wou'd  be  difllcult  to  show  how  these  companies  could 
be  losing  money  on  all  of  the  products  on  which  the  Finance 
Committee  has  increa-sed  the  rates — and  still  end  each  year 
with  enormous  profits. 

By  what  sort  of  legerdemain  Is  It  possible  to  continue  to  lose 
money  on  one  product  after  the  other  and  yet  continue  to  pay 
larger  dividends  year  after  year?  It  is  quite  obvious,  there- 
fore, both  from  these  considerations  and  others  advanced  that 
the  increase<l  rates  granted  in  the  chemical  schedule  are  not 
the  result  either  of  a  depression  in  the  chemical  industries  nor 
of  a  detailed  study  of  the  individual  commodities  in  that  in- 
dustry made  by  the  Finance  Committee  or  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee.  They  will  not  Insure  adequate  wages  in  the  chemi- 
cal industry,  but  will  increase  the  already  enormous  profit  to 
those  people  who  own  the  common  stock  of  the  leading  chemical 
corporations. 


I  would  like  luirtleularly  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
all  of  the  increased  profits  which  will  be  made,  if  these  in- 
creased rates  are  enacted  into  law,  will  go  not  to  all  of  the 
investors  in  the  industries  but  will  merely  infiate  the  already 
enormous  earnings  of  the  common  stock.  The  rates  paid  on  pre- 
ferred stock,  bonds,  and  debenture  stocks  are  fixed.  Hence 
any  increase  in  the  total  earnings  increases  the  earnings  on  the 
common  stock.  I  have  demonstrated  that  these  earnings  are 
extremely  large. 

Considered  from  almost  any  point  of  view  and  using  methods 
of  analysis  most  favorable  to  the  corporations  in  the  cheniicjil 
industries,  tliere  is  little  or  no  justification  whatever  for  the 
increases  in  the  chemical  rates. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  not  attempted  in  this  discussion  to  refer 
to  more  than  the  classification  of  some  of  the  reductions  which 
have  been  made  by  the  Finance  Committee  and  I  have  not 
listed  the  commtKlities  which  have  been  reduced.  I  propose  to 
take  up  that  subject  when  we  come  to  discuss  the  bill  paragraph 
by  paragraph.  What  I  have  attempted  to  demonstrate  this 
afternoon  ia,  first,  that  the  chemical  industry  Is  dominated  by 
three  of  the  most  powerful  orfranizations  in  the  financial  world — 
the  Allied  Chemical  &  Dye  C«irporatJon.  the  E.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemours  Co.,  and  the  Union  Carbide  &  Cart)on  Corporation. 

Mr.  President,  if  reference  shall  be  made  to  the  exhibit  which 
I  shall  Incorp<irate  with  my  remarks,  it  will  be  found  that 
there  are  a  vast  number  of  sub.sidiary  corporations  now  owned 
by  these  giants  In  the  industrial  field. 

As  I  have  pointed  out,  there  are  numbers  of  increases  granted 
either  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Conmdttee,  by  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee,  or  by  presidential  proclamation  over  the 
law  of  1922  on  chemicals  whldi  are  manufactured  by  "  the  Big 
Three  "  of  the  chemical  industry.  It  will  not  suffice  to  say  that 
there  appeared  before  the  committee  some  manufacturer  using 
obsolete  methods  or  a  high-cost  producer  pleading  for  an  In- 
crease upon  these  particular  commodities.  We  must  view  these 
industrial  schedules  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  dominating 
concerns  which  manufacture  the  bulk  of  the  products  and 
which  fix  the  price.  Are  Senators  ready  to  go  home  to  their 
constituents  and  say  that  in  response  to  the  call  for  an  extra 
session  of  Congress  to  readjust  tariff  rates  in  the  interest  of 
the  American  farmer  they  have  granted  increased  tariff  rates 
to  the  enormously  profitable  corporations  which  benefit  by 
the  chemical  schedule?  If  they  are,  Mr.  President,  they  must 
prepare  to  defend  themselves.  Senators  who  stand  upon  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  to  defend  these  increases  and  who  cast 
their  votes  in  favor  of  these  increases  over  the  rates  in  the 
Fordney-McCumber  law,  which  are  to  benefit  these  great  in- 
dustrial corporations  will  have  to  meet  that  issue  in  the  next 
campaign. 

In  1909  tariff  revision  resulted  in  a  split  In  the  Republican 
Party.  I  say  to  the  sponsors  of  the  pending  bill  that  the  farm- 
ers of  the  United  States  are  In  earnest.  They  are  watching  the 
action  of  this  Congress.  They  have  a  right  to  watch  it.  It 
was  called  to  benefit  agriculture,  to  readjust  the  tariff  nites, 
and.  In  so  far  as  that  readjustment  could  do  so.  to  accomplish 
the  elevation  of  agriculture  to  a  parity  with  industry. 

The  representatives  of  intrenched  Industry  In  the  Bast  have 
defeated  or  have  secured  the  defeat  of  every  proposition  pro- 
posed in  the  Interest  of  agriculture,  which  attempted  to  make 
the  tariff  effective  upon  exportable  farm  products.  They  have 
not  offered  any  alternative;  they  have  said  to  the  farmer, 
"  The  Job  for  you,  my  '  friend,'  Is  to  lift  yourself  out  of  the 
hole  that  you  are  in  by  taking  a  good  hold  and  pulling  on  your 
boot  straps."  The  farmer  has  swallowed  that  snggestion  for 
the  last  dme. 

If  the  framers  of  this  legislation  proceed  to  put  this  tariff 
bin  through  in  the  form  in  which  it  is  written,  giving  additional 
bounties  to  the  manufacturing  concerns  of  the  East,  I  say  to 
them,  Mr.  President,  that  it  will  be  an  issue  in  the  campaign  of 
1932  and  It  will  be  an  issue  in  the  campaign  of  1934. 

The  same  complacent,  self-righteous  attitude  on  the  part  of 
those  who  dominated  the  Senate  when  the  country  was  betrayed 
by  the  Republican  Party  In  1909  is  taken  by  Senators  coming 
from  those  Eastern  States  to-day,  but  I  ask  them,  before  they 
decide  upon  what  shall  be  their  final  action  on  the  pending  bill, 
to  turn  back  the  pages  of  history  and  to  rememl>er  what  hap- 
pened to  the  Republican  Party  that  betrayed  its  pledge  to  reduce 
the  tariff  in  1909,  as  they  are  now  setting  out  to  betray  the 
pledge  made  to  the  farmers  in  the  campaign  of  1928  and  In  the 
calling  of  the  present,  extra  session  of  Congress. 

Exhibit  A 
rmoN  CAXBioE  a  casbon  corpoeation 
(Moody'a  Manual  of  Inveatmcnta,  1929.   Induatrial  Securities,  p.   1127] 

History :  Incorporated  November  1,  1917,  in  New  Tork  to  manufacture 
•ad  deal  ia  calcJom  carbide  and  an  gaa-producinc  materials  and  gaa. 
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especially  •cetylen*  gtM,   and  all  machinery   relating  thereto;   also 
produce  and  aell  metallurgical  and  chemical  subatances  and  compounda 
„*♦€.,  coal,  coke.  oU.  lumber,  etc,  :  iron,  steel,  silicon,  chromium,  molybde 
'   num.  Tanadium.  titanium,  tungsten,  manganese,  caldom,  carbon,  copper 
aluminum,    nickel   and   other  elementary    subatances,    and   any    and 
alloys,   compounds,   etc.;   also   to   manufacture    and   deal    in    electrics 
batteries,   starters,   radio   sets,    lamps,    machinerj-.    and   other   electrlca 
appliances;  oxygen,  hydrogen,  nitrogen,  and  other  gases  separated  froti 
air   or   other    substances.      Company    acquired    Michigan    ox-Hydrlc    Cc. 
and  Memphis  Oxygen  Co.  In  1928  and  Compressed  Gas  Corporation 
February.  1929.     The  corporation  owns  directly  or  Indirectly  subaUD- 
tially  all  the  common  capital  stock  of  the  following  companies : 

American  Evoready  Co..  Acheson  Graphite  Corporation  (see 
pended  statements),  American  Carbolite  Co.  (Inc.),  Beacon  Electri: 
Corporation.  Canadian  National  Carbon  Co.  (Ltd.).  Carbide  &  Carbo  i 
Chemicala  Corporation  (Ltd.)  (see  appended  sUtements),  Electro  Meta- 
lurglcal  Co.  of  Canada,  Electro  Metallurgical  Sales  Corporation,  Hayne^ 
Sfellite  Co.,  the  Llnde  Air  Products  Co.  (see  appended  statements), 
Linde  Air  Products  Co.  of  Texas,  Kemet  Laboratories  Co.  (Inc.),  Llnde 
Air  Products  Co.  (Pacific  coast).  Carbide  &  Carbon  Realty.  Co.  (Inc 
Clendenin  Gasoline  Co.,  J.  B.  Colt  Co.,  Michigan  Northern  Power  C< 
(sfe  appended  statements).  National  Carbon  Co.  (Inc.)  (see  appendel 
statements),  Oxweld  Acetylene  Co.  (see  appended  statements),  Oxwell 
R.  R.  Service  Co.,  the  Preat-O-Llte  Co.  (Inc.)  (see  appended  stats- 
ments),  Prest-O-Llte  Co.  of  Canada  (Ltd.),  Saada  Falls  Co.  (Ltd.)  ( 
appended  statements),  Dominion  Oxygen  Co.  (Ltd.),  Electric  Fumate 
Products  Co.  (Ltd.).  Electro  Metallurgical  Co.  (see  appended  stat 
meats),  Union  Carbide  Co.  (aee  appended  statements).  Union  Carbi<ie 
Sales  Co.,  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Research  Laboratories  (Inc.),  United 
States  Vanadium  CU>rporatlon,  Union  National  Homes  (Inc.). 
CAiBins  a  caaBON  chcmicals  cobfo ration 
(Controlled  by  Union  Carbide  *  Carbon  Corporation) 
History :  Incorporated  In  New  York  October  8.  1920,  to  manufactur* 
etc.,  natural  gas,  gasoline,  naphtha  and  by-products :  hydrocarbon  ai  d 
other  carbon  substances  :  organic  and  Inorganic  chemical  and  electr  >- 
chemical  substances ;  and  metallurgical  and  electro-metallurgical  sn  v 
stances;  including  compounds,  mixtures,  and  derlvatlyes  of  foregoluE, 
etc.  Among  the  many  products  manufactured  by  the  company  ai  e 
ETeready  Prestone.  antifreeze  for  automobile  radiators,  and  Pyrofac 
liquefied  petroieam  gas  for  domestic  purposes.  I'lanta  are  located  it 
South  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  and  Clendenin  and  Carbide,  W.  Va. 

ACHK80X   GRAPH  IT!  CORPORATION 

(Controlled  by  Union  Carbide  k  Carbon  Corporation) 
Htatory:  Incorporated  in  New  Jersey,  May  1,  1901,  as  InternatioDkl 
Acbeson  Graphite  Co. ;  name  changed  to  Acheson  Graphite  Co.,  n 
March,  1916 ;  reincorporated  in  New  York  March  8,  1928,  and  nai  le 
changed  to  present  title.  In  June,  1900,  the  plant  and  assets  of  t  le 
Acbeson  Graphite  Co.,  of  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y.,  were  acquired.  AIjo 
operates  plants  at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  and  Niagara  Falls,  Ontario,  Canada 
Principal  prodacta  are  sraphitiaed  electrodes  and  other  graphite 
products. 

AXTnaKLSKABCT  BAUDXrALOntB    (BAUDA   VALLB  CO.    (liTD.)) 

(Controlled  by  Union  Carbide  A  Carbon  Corporation) 
History :  Incorporated  under  Norwegian  laws  October  21,  1918,  to 
develop  water-power  resources  of  the  Storelven  (Great  RlTer)  In  tie 
district  of  Rogoland.  Norway,  for  which  it  holds  coneeasions  from  t  le 
Norwegian  OoTerament  extending  to  1979.  This  concession  iaclai  es 
potential  pow«  resources  of  about  130,000  horsepower,  of  which  47,0)0 
horsepower  is  already  developed  in  the  two  plants  of  the  company.  >f 
the  developed  power,  42.000  horsepower  Is  sold  under  contract  to  tie 
Electric  Furnace  Products  Co.  (Ltd.),  a  sabsidiary  of  the  Union  Carbile 
A  Carbon  Corporation,  this  company  being  engaged  in  the  maonfactrre 
of  ferromanganese.  The  balance  of  the  developed  power  is  sold  to  tbe 
towB  of  Haagesand  (17,014  Inhabitants)  and  other  nalghborlng  towns, 
The  EHectric  Furnace  Products  Co.  (Ltd.)  has  contracted  to  parchiae 
another  42,000  horsepower  aa  soon  as  available.  In  1925  a  committee 
appointed  by  the  Royal  Department  of  Finance  and  Customs  of  Ibe 
Kingdom  of  Norway,  appraised  properties  of  the  company,  inclndJug 
power  iBatallationa,  at  a  valae  la  excess  of  |7,700,(M)0. 

■LBCTRO    MBTAIXCROICAL    CO. 

(Controlled  by  Union  C^arbide  k  Carbon  Corporation) 

HiBtoty:  Incorporated  in  West  Virginia  Aognst  29,  1906.     Manufic- 

tures  ferro-alloya  and  electrometallurglcal  products.     Plant*  located  at 

Niagara  FaUa,  N.  T.,  Glen  Ferrla,  W.  Va.,  and  Holcookb  Bock.  W.  Va. 

THB  LniDB  aiB  Ttoocctn  CO. 
(0>n trolled  by  Unkm  (Carbide  ft  Carbon  Corporation) 
History :  Incorporated  under  tbe  laws  of  Ohio  January  24,  1947 
Manofhcturera  of  oxygen  and  other  products  for  welding,  catting,  etc. 
Planta  are  located  at  Brooklyn,  Buffalo,  Utlca,  and  Niagara  Fal  Is, 
N.  Y. ;  East  Chicago  and  Indianapolis,  Ind. ;  Bllsabeth,  N.  J. ;  U 11- 
waokcc.  Wis.;  TralTord,  Allen  town,  Uarrlsburg,  Pittsburgh,  and  Phi  a 
delpbia.   Pa.;   Oakland   and   Loa  Angelea.   Calif.;   Detroit  aad  Graiid 


RECORD— SENATE 


October  22 


RapldB,  Mich. ;  Akron,  Canton,  Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Columbus,  YoungB- 
town.  and  Toledo,  Ohio ;  Worcester  and  Boston,  Mass. ;  North  Kansas 
City  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. ;  Atlanta  and  Savannah,  Ga. ;  Baltimore,  Md. ; 
Birmingham,  Ala.;  Chicago  and  Granite  City,  111.;  Minneapolis  and 
Duluth,  Minn.;  Norfolk  and  Roanoke,  Va. ;  Seattle,  Waah. ;  Dallas, 
Amarlllo,  San  Antonio,  and  Houston,  Tex. ;  Denver.  Colo. ;  New  Or- 
leans and  Shreveport,  La. ;  Omaha,  Nebr. ;  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah ; 
Tulsa,  Okla. ;  Phoenix,  Arix. ;  Tampa.  Fla. ;  Wichita,  Kans. ;  Casper, 
Wyo. ;  Memphis,  Tenn. ;  South  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

NATIONAL    CARBON    CO.    (INC.) 

(Controlled  by  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Corporation) 
History  :  Incorporated  under  laws  of  New  York  January  15,  1917,  as 
successor  to  a  New  Jersey  corporation  of  the  same  name  Incorporated 
in  18S9.  Company  has  three  factories  at  Cleveland  and  one  each  at 
Fostoria,  Fremont,  Ohio ;  East  St.  Louis,  111. ;  Long  Island  City,  N.  Y. ; 
New  York  City  (used  as  an  ofllce  building)  ;  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y. ;  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  ;  Clarksburg,  W.  Va. ;  Jersey  City,  N.  J.  (used  as  a 
warehouse)  ;  and  Port  Richmond,  Pa.  Following  products  are  mar- 
keted :  Radio  B  batteries,  radio  A  batteries,  standard  dry  batteries,  wet 
batteries,  lighting  carbons,  carbon  brushes,  carbon  electrodes,  carbon 
.•specialties,  automobile  and  flash-light  electric  bulbs,  flaKh  lights,  and 
flash-light  batteries.  In  February,  1013,  property  and  business  of  Ameri- 
can Eveready  Co.  of  New  York  and  San  Francisco  were  purchased, 
transfer  taking  effect  as  of  Januai^  1,  1914,  and  plants  have  since  been 
operated  as  branches  of  National  Carbon  Co.  In  April,  19J6,  acquired 
Red  Seal  battery  business  of  Manhattan  Electrical  Supply  Co.,  including 
plants  at  Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  and  Ravenna.  Ohio,  and  purchased  plant 
and  business  of  Corliss  Carbon  Co.,  of  Bradford,  Pa.,  makers  of  carbon 
Industrial  brushes  and  other  products. 

OXWrtD   ACXTTLXNB   CO. 

(Controlled  by  Union  Carbide  ft  Carbon  Corporation) 
History  :  Incorporated  in  January,  1912,  In  West  Virginia.     Plants  at 
Chicago,  111.,  and  Newark,   N.  J.,  and  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,   are  engaged 
in   manufacturing  oxy-acetylene   apparatus   for   welding  and   cutting  of 
metals  and  acetylene  lighting  and  cooking  plants  for  country  houses. 

THE   PRK8T-0-UTE   CO.    (INC.) 

(Controlled  by  Union  Carbide  ft  Carbon  Corporation) 
History :  Incorporated  In  1913  In  New  York  and  acquired  assets  of 
Indiana  company  of  same  name.  Manufactures  acetylene  and  portable 
tanks  and  acetylene  apparatus.  Plants  located  at  Birmingham,  Ala. ;  Los 
Angeles,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif. ;  Denver.  Colo. ;  Atlanta,  Ga. ;  Ham- 
mond and  Indianapolis,  Ind. :  Davenport  and  Des  Moines,  Iowa  ;  New 
Orleans,  La. ;  Baltimore  and  ESkton.  Md. ;  Cambridge  and  Indian 
Orchard.  Mass. ;  Detroit.  Mich. ;  Duluth  and  St.  Louis  Park,  Minn. ; 
North  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis.  Mo. ;  Omaha,  Nebr. ;  Buffalo,  N.  Y. ; 
Newark,  N.  J. ;  Cincinnati,  Cleveland,  and  Columbus,  Ohio ;  Pittsburgh, 
Allentown,  and  HarTisburg.  Pa. ;  Dallas,  Tex. ;  Salt  Lake  CMty,  Utah ; 
Richmond,  Va. ;  Seattle,  Wash. ;  South  Charleston.  W.  Va. ;  Milwaukee, 
Wis. ;  Tulsa.  Okla,  In  April,  1927,  storage-battery  business  was  sold 
to  Prest-O-Llte  Storage  Battery  Corporation,  which  has  leased  that  part 
of  Indianapolis  plant  formerly  used  for  manufacture  of  storage  batteries. 

DNIOM    CARBIOB    CO. 

(Controlled  by  Union  Carbide  ft  Carbon  Corporation) 
History :  Incorporated  in  1893  In  Virginia  for  the  purpose,  among 
other  things,  of  manufacturing,  purchasing,  using,  and  selling  through- 
out the  United  States  and  elsewhere  calcium  carbide  and  all  gas-produc- 
ing materials  and  gas,  especially  acetylene  gaa,  and  all  machinery, 
apparatus*,  and  fixtures  for  any  purpooes  relating  in  any  manner  to 
the  production  and  use  of  calcium  carbide  and  acetylene  or  other  gas ; 
also  to  manufacture,  produce,  buy  and  sell,  or  otherwise  deal  or  trnflSc 
In  any  or  all  metallurgical,  electrometallurglcal,  chemical,  and  electro- 
chemical products  and  compounds,  including  any  and  all  elementary 
■ubetances  and  any  and  all  alloys  and  compounds  thereof ;  also  coal, 
coke,  gas,  oil,  lumber,  etc.  Works  are  located  at  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y., 
and  Sanlt  Ste.  Marie,  Mich. 

MICHIGAN    NORTHERN    POWER   CO. 

(Controlled  by  Union  Carbide  Co.) 
History :  Incorporated  under  Michigan  laws  August  4,  1913,  to 
acquire  the  properties  of  the  Michigan  Lake  Superior  Power  Co.,  sold 
under  foreclosure  August  26,  1913.  Property  consists  of  real  estate 
comprising  several  hundred  acres  located  In  the  city  of  Sault  Ste.  Marie, 
with  water  frontage  of  over  2  miles  along  tbe  St.  Marys  River.  The 
water-power  development  consists  of  a  canal  a  little  over  2  miles  long, 
200  feet  wide,  and  20  feet  deep.  Power  house  la  capable  of  developing 
40,000  horsepower  of  electrical  energy. 

ALUBO  CHEMICAL  *   DTE  CORPORATION 

History :  Incorporated  December  17,  1920,  In  New  York,  and  acquired 
all  the  capital  stock  of  the  General  Chemical  Co.,  the  Solvay  Process  Co., 
Semet-Solvay  Co.,  the  Barrett  Co.,  and  National  .\niline  ft  Chemical  Co. 
(Inc.),  pursuant  to  a  plan  and  agreement  dated  September  9,  1920.  Tbe 
constituent  companies  are  described  below: 
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Aldyco  Corporation:  Incorporated  in  Delaware  July  11,  1928,  to  ac- 
quire and  bold  certain  of  the  security  holdings  of  Allied  (Jhemical  & 
Dye  Corporation.  Authorized  capital,  $30,000,000  preferred  stock  and 
200,000  shares  no-par  common  stock. 

Atmospheric  Nitrogen  Corporation  :  Incorporated  December  12.  1919, 
In  New  York.  Operates  plant  at  Syracuse,  N.  Y.,  for  manufacture  of 
nitrogen -fixation  products.  In  1928  company  completed  plant  at  Hope- 
well, Va..  for  the  fixation  of  nitrogen  and  the  manufacture  of  nitrogen 
compounds. 

Oneral  Chemical  Co. :  Incorporated  February  15,  1899,  in  New  York. 
Produces,  manufactures,  and  sells  acids  and  other  chemicals,  owning 
about  16  plants  throughout  the  United  States. 

Solvay  Process  Co.:  Incorporated  September  28.  1881,  In  New  York. 
Manufacturers  of  alkalies  and  soda  products,  operating  plants  at  Syra- 
cuse. N.  Y.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  Hutchinson,  Kans. 

Semet-Solvay  Co. :  Incorporated  in  New  York  January  31,  1916 
Manufacturers  of  coke  and  Its  by-products ;  operating  plants  through 
out  the  United  States.  Company  controls  Ashland  By-Producta  Coke 
Co.  with  plant  at  Ashland,  Ky.  Latter  in  turn  controls  Ironton  By- 
products Coke  O.  with  plant  at  Ironton,  Ohio.  Company  controls 
Semet-Solvay  Engineering  Corporation,  organized  in  Januar},  1927,  and 
engaged  In  designing  and  building  modern  coke  and  gas  plants  and  equip- 
ment, which  In  turn  controls  Steere  Engineering  Co. 

Barrett  Co.  :  Incorporated  February  6,  1903,  In  New  Jersey.  Manu- 
factures and  sells  coal-tar  products,  owning  about  32  plants  throughout 
the  United  States  and  Canada. 

National  Aniline  ft  Chemical  Co.  (Inc.)  :  Incorporated  May  26.  1917. 
In  New  York.  Manufactures  and  sells  dyestuffs,  owning  plants  at  Buf 
falo,  N.  Y.,  and  Marcus  Hook,  Pa. 

B.   I.   DU  PONT  DK   NEilOl'RS   *   CO. 
[Moody's  Manual  of  Investments — Industrial   Securities,   1929,   p.   781] 

History :  Incorporated  under  the  laws  of  Delaware  In  1915,  and  on 
October  1  took  over  the  entire  properties  of  the  New  Jersey  corporation 
known  as  B.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  Powder  Co.,  Incorporated  May  19, 
1903,  In  New  Jersey,  to  consolidate  the  various  explosive  manufactories 
controlled  by  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  ft  Co.  This  latter  compan> 
and  its  predecessor,  a  partnership  of  like  name,  had  been  engaged  in 
the  manufacture  and  sale  of  explosives  for  over  100  years,  having 
started  in  business  in  the  year  1802.  Acquired  General  Explosives  Cc. 
In  August,  1924.  Company  and  subsidiaries  operate  plants  throughout 
the  country  for  the  manufacture  of  explosives,  cellulose  product-i, 
pyralln,  paint,  rayon,  dyestuffs.  ethyl  alcohol,  and  cellophane,  latter 
being  a  transparent  sheet  material  used  extensively  for  wrapping  and 
other  purposes.  In  December,  1927,  acquired  business  of  Excelsior 
Powder  Manufacturing  Co.,  and  in  March,  1928,  purchased  the  mi. 
nority  Interest  In  Du  Pont  National  Ammonia  Co.  (Inc.),  and  also 
acquired  stockholdings  of  the  same  group  In  I^azotc  (Inc.).  After  this 
purchase  the  Du  Pont  National  Ammonia  Co.  was  dissolved.  In  Novem 
ber,  lfl2S,  Du  Pont  Co.  acquired  entire  assets  and  business  of  Grasselli 
Chemical  Co.  of  Ohio  In  exchange  for  149,.^92  Du  Pont  common 
shares,  which  were  distributed  to  Grasselll  stockholders  on  basis  of  one- 
fifth  share  of  Dn  Pont  for  each  Grasselll  common  share.  The  explo 
sive  business  of  Grasselll  Chemical  was  merged  with  the  Du  Pont  ex- 
plosives department ;  the  Canadian  plant  and  business  was  transferred 
to  Canadian  Industries  (Ltd.),  and  the  remaining  business,  together 
with  the  acids  and  heavy  chemical  business  of  Du  Pont,  was  transferred 
to  u  new  company,  Grasselll  Chemical  Co.  of  Delaware.  Number  of  em- 
ployees as  of  December  31,  1929:  Parent  company,  16,000;  subsidiaries 
17,000;   total,  33,000. 

Plan  of  reincorporation  :  The  details  and  method  of  changing  to  the 
new  company  is  explained  in  detail  below.  The  new  corporation  pur- 
chased ail  the  assets  and  assumed  all  the  liabilities  of  the  old  company 
and  paid  therefor  the  sum  of  $120,000,000  as  follows:  (1)  $1,484,100 
in  cash;  (2)  $59,661,700  in  debenture  stock  at  par;  (3)  $58,854,200  in 
common  stock  at  par.  Upon  tbe  consummation  of  said  sale  and  when 
the  company  had  received  the  new  stock  an  offer  was  made  to  purchase 
the  outstanding  bonds  and  preferred  stock  of  the  company.  On  the 
approval  of  more  than  two-thirds  of  the  stockholders  the  board  on 
September  8,  1015,  adopted  the  financial  plan  which  went  Into  effect 
October  1,  1915.  Since  that  time  the  5  per  cent  bonds  have  been  re- 
tired. On  June  25,  1926,  the  old  company  was  dissolved  and  the  414 
per  cent  bonds  were  retired  at  110,  preferred  at  par,  and  remaining 
assets  were  distributed  to  common-stock  holders. 

Investment  In  General  Motors:  In  January,  1918,  the  Du  Pont  Amerl- 
Ican  Industries  (Inc.)  was  organized  for  the  purpose  of  holding  a  por- 
tion of  General  Motors  Corporation  stock  as  well  as  certain  other 
securities  which  had  been  acquired.  In  November,  1920,  arrangements 
Were  made  to  take  over  an  additional  amount  of  General  Motora  com- 
mon stoek  held  by  W.  C.  Durant,  president  of  that  company  at  the 
time.  Negotiations  were  conducted  through  the  Du  Pont  American  In- 
dustries (Inc.),  and  resulted  in  the  formation  of  the  Do  Pont  Securities 
Co.,  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  Delaware  with  a  capital  of 
$7,000,000  8  per  cent  preferred  and  100,000  shares  of  no  par  common. 
The  Securities  Co.  also  sold  an  Issue  of  $20,000,000  one  year  8  per 
cent  collateral  trust  bonds  to  bankers  secured  by  pledge  of  4,000,000 
shares  of  General  Motors  stock.     In  May,   1921,  all  the  asaeta  of  tbe 


Da  Pont  American  Indostrles  (Inc.)r  except  an  equity  of  Genera:  Motora 
Corporation  common  stock  were  transferred  to  the  parent  company  or 
to  other  subsidiaries  entirely  owned  by  the  parent  company.  Tbe  Man- 
agera  Securities  Co..  formed  by  the  General  Motors  Corporation  In  1923. 
purcliased  a  30  per  cent  interest  in  the  General  Motora  Securities  Co. 
(previously  called  Du  Pont  Am«-lcan  Industries  (Inc.))  for  $4,950,000 
in  cash  and  $28,800,000  in  7  per  cent  cumulative  preferred  stock  of 
the  Managers  Securities  Co.  Entire  issue  of  such  preferred  stock  has 
since  been  retired.  General  Motors  Corporation  purchased  the  entire 
common  stock  of  the  Managers  Securities  Co.  for  resale  to  managing 
executives.  As  of  Di'cember  31,  1928  (giving  effect  to  capital  changes 
of  General  Motora  Corporation,  which  in  December,  1928,  Increased  Its 
authorised  common  stock  from  30.000,000  $25  par  shares  to  75  000.000 
$10  par  shares  and  exchanged,  beginning  January  7,  1929,  2Vi  new 
$10  par  shares  for  each  old  $25  par  share)  Du  Pont  Co,  owned  directly 
137,470  common  sliares  of  General  Motors  Corporation,  and  had  70  per 
cent  interest  (9.843,750  shares)  In  14,062.500  shares  held  by  General 
Motors  Securities  Co.,  aggregating  9,981  220  shares,  or  22.94  per  cent 
of  entire  General  Motors  Coriwration  $10  par  common. 

Subsidiaries :  Companies  in  which  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  ft  Co.  iB 
directly  or  Indirectly  interested;  also  extent  of  ownerahlp  in  voting 
common  stock  : 

Per  cent 

American  Nitrogen  Co.' 100 

Associated  Securities  of  Canada  (Ltd.)^ 100 

Can.Tdlan   Industries   (Ltd.)' 44.14 

Corapania  Mexicanti  de  Explosivos  » 60 

Compania   Sud -Vmerlcana   de   Explosivos  * 42.43 

Du  Pont  Building  Corporation' 100 

The  Playhouse  Co.' 100 

E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemoura  ft  Co.  of  Pennsylvania  ' 100 

Du    Pont   Engineering   Co.' 100 

National  Ammonia  Co.   (Inc.)' 100 

I^asote    (Inc.)' 89.  21 

(rrasselli  Chemical  Co.  (Delaware)' 100 

Pacific  Nitrogen  Corporation' 100 

Pacific  Ammonia  ft  Chemical  Co.' 100 

Du  Pont-l'ath*  Film  Manufacturing  Co.» 51 

Du  Pont  Securities  Co.' 100 

Du  Pont  Cellophane  Co.« «52 

Du  Pont  Rayon  Co.' *  60 

Du  Pont  Viscoloid  ' 100 

Oelastlc  Corporation  • 60 

Pittsburgh  Safety  Glass  Co.* 50 

Eastern  Alcohol  Corporation  • > 50 

Bayer-Semesan  Co.  (Inc.)' 50 

<;eneral    Motors   Securities   Co.' 70 

Hotel  du  Pont  Co.' 100 

Nobel  Chemical  Finishes   (England)    (Ltd.)' 49 

Uokeby  Realty  Co.' 100 

Leathercloth    (Ltd.)    (Australasia)' 49 

Soclete  Francaise  LKico* -. — 36 

Soclete  Francalse  Fabrikold,  S.  A.' 26 

American  Nitrogen  Co. :  Inactive.  Owns  a  process  for  fixation  of 
nitrogen  from  air.  Entire  central  stock  owned  by  E.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemoura  ft  Co. 

Associated  Securities  of  Canada  (Ltd.)  :  A  holding  company  for  the 
parent  company's  interest — 44,14  per  cent — In  Canadian  Industries 
(Ltd.),  manufacturers  and  distributors  of  explosives,  paints,  varnishes, 
fabrikold.  pyralln,  acids,  heavy  chemicals,  etc.,  throughout  Canada  and 
Newfoundland.  Entire  capital  stock  owned  by  E,  I.  du  Pont  de  Ne- 
moura ft  Co. 

Bayer-Semeson  Co.  (Inc.)  :  Organised  In  1928  jointly  by  E.  I.  du  Pont 
de  Nemours  ft  Co.  and  Wlnthrop  Chemical  Co.  (Inc.)  to  market  the 
seed  disinfectants  manufactured  and  previously  marketed  by  their  asso- 
ciates and  by  Du  Pout's  dyestuffs  department. 

Compania  Mexicans  de  Ezplosivoa,  S.  A.  :  Incorporated  under  the  laws 
of  Mexico.  August  1,  1925,  to  take  over  the  Du  Pont  commercial  ex- 
plosives business  In  Mexico,  and  acquired  the  high-explosives  plnnt  at 
Dlnamlta,  Durango,  formerly  owned  by  the  Compania  Nacional  Mexicana 
de  Dlnamlte  y  Explosivos,  S.  A.,  on  500  acres  of  land.  The  plant  is 
also  equipped  for  production  of  sulphuric  acid  and  nitric  acid,  required 
in  the  manufacture  of  dynamite ;  capacity,  6,000.000  pounds  per  annum. 
Capital  stock,  $500,000  (Mexican  currency)  ;  par,  100  pesos.  E.  I.  du 
Pont  de  Nemours  ft  Co.  owns  60  per  cent  of  the  stock. 

Compania  Sud-Americana  de  Explosivos:  Organised  In  1921  a«i  the 
Compania  de  Explosivos  de  Chile  for  tbe  purpose  of  building  a  high- 
explosive  plant  in  Chile ;  name  later  changed  as  above.  Plant  located 
at  Calama,  Chile,  was  constructed  by  the  Dn  Pont  Engineering  Co.  and 
started  production  of  explosives  in  October,  1923.  E.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemoura  ft  Co.  has  a  42.43  per  cent  Interest  in  the  company. 

Du  Pont  Building  Corporation  :  Owns  the  Du  Pont  Building.  Wilming- 
ton, Del.,  and  entire  capital  stock  of  the  Playhouse  Co.,  which  owns  the 
theater  adjoining.  The  Playhouse  Co.  has  an  authorized  bond  issue  of 
$120,000  first  5's,  due  May  1,  1938,  of  which  $50,000  are  outstanding 
and  guaranteed  as  to  principal  and  interest  by  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours 
ft  Co.     Entire  capital  stock  owned  by  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemoura  ft  Co. 


'  Included  In  consolidated  balance  sheet. 

•Included  in  consolidated  balance  sheet  at  original  cost  plug  equities 
accumulated  since  acquisition. 

'  Carried  on  balance  sheet  as  investments. 

*  In  February,  1929,  Du  Pont  effected  an  arrangement  under  which  it 
will  acquire  entire  ownerahlp  of  properties  and  business,  which  will  here- 
after be  conducted  by  wholly  owned  subsidiaries  of  the  comiMoy. 
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e-pedally  acetylew  g«»,   and  all  machinery   relating  thereto;  also   ti 
produce  and  sell  metallurgical  and  chemical  substances  and  compounds 
_*««.,  coal.  coke.  oil.  laml)er,  etc.  ;  Iron,  ateel.  silicon,  chromium,  molybde 
Bum.  Tanadium.  titanium,  tungatcn.  manganese,  calcium,  carbon,  copper 
aluminum,    nickel   and   other   elementary    sabstances,    and   any    and    al 
alloys,    compounds,    etc.;    also    to    manufacture    and    deal    in    electrics 
batteries,   starters,   radio   sets,    lamps,    machinery,    and   other   electrlca 
appliances;  oxygen,  hydrogen,  nitrogen,  and  other  gases  separated  from 
air   or   other    substance.^.      Company    acquired    Michigan    ox-Hydrlc    Cc 
and  Memphis  Oxygen  Co.  in  1928  and  Compressed  Gas  Corporation  in 
February,   1929.     The  corporation  own.s  directly  or  indirectly  subsUn- 
tlally  all  the  common  capital  stock  of  the  following  companies : 

American  Eveready  Co.,  Acheson  Graphite  Corporatloa  (see  aj- 
pended  statements),  American  Carbollte  Co.  (Inc.),  Beacon  Electrl: 
Corporation.  Canadian  National  Carbon  Co.  (Ltd.).  Carbide  k  Carbo  » 
Chemicals  Corporation  (Ltd.)  (see  appended  statements),  Electro  Meta - 
lurgical  Co.  of  Canada,  Electro  Metallurgical  Sales  Corporation.  Haynei 
StellUe  Co..  the  Llnde  Air  Products  Co.  (see  appended  statements),  th? 
Llndc  Air  Products  Co.  of  Texas.  Kemet  Laboratories  Co.  (Inc.),  Linda 
Air  Products  Co.  (I'aclflc  coast).  Carbide  &  Carbon  Realty.  Co.  (Inc.;, 
Clendenln  Gasoline  Co..  J.  B.  Colt  Co.,  Michigan  Northern  Power  C< . 
(sf*  appended  statements),  National  Carbon  Co.  (Inc.)  (see  appende] 
statements).  Oxweld  Acetylene  Co.  (see  appended  statements).  Oxwell 
R.  R.  Service  Co.,  the  Prest-O-Llte  Co.  (Inc.)  (see  appended  state- 
ments), Prest-O-Llte  Co.  of  Canada  (Ltd.),  Saada  Falls  Co.  (Ltd.)  (s«e 
appended  statements).  Dominion  Oxygen  Co.  (Ltd.),  Electric  Fuma<e 
Products  Co.  (Ltd.).  Electro  Metallurgical  Co.  (see  appended  stat - 
ments).  Union  Carbide  Co.  (see  appended  statements).  Union  Carblt  e 
Sales  Co..  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Research  Laboratories  (Inc.),  United 
States  Vanadium  Corporation,  Union  National  Homes  (Inc.). 

CAKBinS   *    CAKBO!*    CHCMICALS    COIPORATION 

(Controlled  by  Union  Carbide  A  Carbon  Corporation) 
History:  Incorporated  in  New  York  October  8.  1920,  to  manufacturf, 
etc.,  natural  gas,  gasoline,  naphtha  and  by-products;  hydrocarbon  ard 
other  carbon  substances;  organic  and  inorganic  chemical  and  electr>- 
chemlcal  substances ;  and  metallurgical  and  electro-metallurgical  sn  v 
stances;  Including  compounds,  mixtures,  and  deriTatives  of  foregolnt. 
etc.  Among  the  many  products  manufactured  by  the  company  are 
ETereftdy  Prestone.  antifreeze  for  automobile  radiators,  and  Pyrofac, 
liquefied  petroieum  gas  for  domestic  purposes.  Plants  are  located  nt 
South  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  and  Clendenln  and  Carbide,  W.  Va. 

ACHK80N  QRAPHITS  COBPOBATIOS 

(Controlled  by  Union  C^arbide  ft  Carbon  Corporation) 
History:  incorporated  In  New  Jersey,  May  1,  1901,  as  Internatioii al 
Acheson  Graphite  Co. ;  name  changed  to  Acheson  Graphite  Co..  n 
March,  1916 :  reincorporated  In  New  York  March  8,  1928,  and  nai  le 
changed  to  present  title.  In  June,  1900,  the  plant  and  assets  of  tne 
Acheson  Graphite  Co.,  of  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y.,  were  acquired.  AIjo 
operates  plants  at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  and  Niagara  Falls,  Ontario,  Cana^  a. 
FrlBcipal     products    are    graphltixed    electrodes     and     other    graphite 
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Rapids,  Mich. ;  Akron,  Canton,  Cleveland,  Cincinnati.  Columbus,  Young»- 
town,  and  Toledo,  Ohio ;  Worcester  and  Boston,  Mass. ;  North  Kansas 
City  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. ;  Atlanta  and  Savannah,  Ga. ;  Baltimore,  Md. ; 
Blrmingliam,  Ala. ;  Chicago  and  Granite  City,  111. ;  Minneapolis  and 
Duluth,  Minn. ;  Norfolk  and  Roanoke,  Va. ;  Seattle,  Wash. ;  Dallas, 
Amarlllo,  San  Antonio,  and  Houston,  Tex. ;  Denver,  Colo. ;  New  Or- 
leans and  Shreveport.  La. ;  Omaha.  Nebr. ;  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah ; 
Tulsa,  Okla. ;  Phoenix.  Arii. ;  Tampa,  Fla. ;  Wichita,  Kans. ;  Casper, 
Wyo. ;  Memphis,  Tenn. ;  South  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

NATIONAL    CARBON   CO.    (INC.) 

(Controlled  by  Union  Carbide  A  Carbon  Corporation) 
History  :  Incorporated  under  laws  of  New  York  January  15,  1917,  as 
successor  to  a  New  Jersey  corporation  of  the  same  name  incorporated 
in  1899.  Company  has  three  factories  at  Cleveland  and  one  each  at 
Fostorla,  Fremont.  Ohio ;  East  St.  Louis.  111. ;  Long  Island  City.  N.  Y. ; 
New  York  City  (used  as  an  office  building)  ;  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y. ;  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  ;  Clarksburg.  W.  Va. ;  Jersey  City,  N.  J.  (used  as  a 
warehouse)  ;  and  Port  Richmond,  Pa.  Following  products  are  mar- 
keted :  Radio  B  batteries,  radio  A  batteries,  standard  dry  batteries,  wet 
batteries,  lighting  carbons,  carbon  brushes,  carbon  electrodes,  carbon 
.•specialties,  automobile  and  flash-light  electric  bulbs,  flash  lights,  and 
flash-light  batteries.  In  February.  1913,  property  and  business  of  Amerl- 
cau  Eveready  Co.  of  New  York  and  San  Francisco  were  purchased, 
transfer  taking  effect  as  of  Januai-y  1,  1914,  and  plants  have  since  been 
operated  as  branches  of  National  Carbon  Co.  In  April,  19-'6,  acquired 
Red  Seal  battery  business  of  Manhattan  Electrical  Supply  Co.,  including 
plants  at  Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  and  Ravenna,  Ohio,  and  purchased  plant 
and  business  of  Corliss  Carbon  Co.,  of  Bradford,  Pa.,  makers  of  carbon 
Industrial  brushes  and  other  products. 

OXWXLD   ACKTTLXNa   CO. 

(Controlled  by  Union  Carbide  ft  Carbon  Corporation) 
History  :  Incorpomted  In  January,  1912.  in  West  Virginia.     Plants  at 
Chicago.  111.,  and  Newark,  N.  J.,  and  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  are  engaged 
In   manufacturing  oxy-acetylene   apparatus   for   welding  and   cutting  of 
metals  and  acetylene  lighting  and  cooking  plants  for  country  houses. 

THE   PRKST-O-LITB  CO.    (INC.) 

(Controlled  by  Union  Carbide  ft  Carbon  Corporation) 
History  :  Incorporated  In  1913  In  New  York  and  acquired  assets  of 
Indiana  company  of  same  name.  Manufactures  acetylene  and  portable 
tanks  and  acetylene  apparatus.  Plants  located  at  Birmingham,  Ala. ;  Los 
Angeles,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif. ;  Denver,  Colo. ;  Atlanta,  Ga. ;  Ham- 
mond and  Indlana[)olls,  Ind. :  Davenport  and  Des  Moines,  Iowa  ;  New 
Orleans,  La.;  Baltimore  and  Elkton,  Md. ;  Cambridge  and  Indian 
Orchard.  Mass. ;  Detroit,  Mich. ;  Duluth  and  St.  Louis  Park,  Minn. ; 
North  Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. ;  Omaha,  Nebr. ;  Buffalo,  N.  Y. ; 
Newark,  N.  J. ;  Cincinnati,  Cleveland,  and  Columbus,  Ohio ;  Pittsburgh, 
Allentown,  and  Harrisburg.  Pa. ;  Dallas,  Tex. ;  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah ; 
Richmond.  Va. :  Seattle,  Wash. ;  South  Charleston,  W.  Va. ;  Milwaukee, 
Wis. ;  Tulsa,   Okla,      In   April,   1927,  storage-battery  business  was  sold 
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Do  Pont  Cellopban*  Co. :  Manufacture,  a  mHoIo^  product  knowi. 
-CeUophane.'   which  la  a   transparent   nheet   material  uaed  exten.iv 
for  wrapping  and  other  purpose..     I'Unt  located  at  BuffjUo.  N.  Y 
a^B^  proJuctioa  on  a   commercial   Bcale   In   April.    1924.     In   Marct 
1929    company   purchased   buaineM   of   Capea-Vlacoae    (Inc.). 
tw7r.  Z  SlluloL  cap8  for  sealing  bottle..     Du  Pont  Securltie.  Co 
wbaidlary  of  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemour.  &  Co..  own.  52  per  cent  of  t 
rtock      m  February.  1929,  E.   1.  du  Pont  de  Nemourg  effected  arrang^ 
B«nU  for  acquisition  of  entire  business  and  properties  of  the  company 

J^  Pont   (E    I.)   de  Nemours  k  Co.  of  Pennsylvania:  Manufacture 
ciplosiyes.     Entire  capital  stock  owned  by  E.  I.  du  Font  de  Nem— ^ 

D^"  Pont   Engineering  Co. :  Does  construcUon  work,  owning  and 
eratlDR  machine  sh-.ps  and  foundries  at  Wilmington.  Del.     Entire  ca 
tal  stock  owned  by  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co. 

Du  Pont  Path*  Film  Manufacturing  Corporation:  Organised  In 
ber   1924    In  conjunction  with  Path«  Exchange  (Inc.),  of  New  York. 
PatM  Cinema  SociM  Anonyme.  of  Paris,  France.     Manufactures  cin  H 
matograph  film  for  sale  to  producers  of  motion  pictures.     PUnt  located 
on  34  acres  at  Parlin.  N.  J.     Bonded  debt  conslat.  of  $1,200,000  author- 
ised gold  7'8,  due  February  1.  1939;  outstanding,  fl.OOO.OOO. 
stock:  Authorised   and    issued   8   per   cent   preferred,    $1,200,000    ( 
p«r)  :   common.    10.000  share,    (no   par).      In   addition,    5,000   $10 
foi:nders-  shares  held  lu  treasury.     E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemoor.  *  Co. 
entire  outstaiiding  bonds  and   preferred  rtock  and   61   per  cent  of 
TOting  common  stock. 

Du  Pont  Rayon  Co.  (formerly  Do  Pont  Fibersllk  Co.)  :  Plants  locatH 
at  Bufraio.  N.  Y.,  and  Nashville,  Tenn..  where  It  manufactures  and 
tributes  rayon  or  artificial  fiber  silk.     Two  additional  plants  under 
struction    at   Richmond  and  Waynesboro.   Va.,   will   be  in   operation 
summer  of  1929.     Du  Pont  Security  Co.,  a  subsidiary  of  E.  I.  du 
de  Nemours  k  Co.,  owns  60  per  cent  of  the  stock.     In  February, 
E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  k  Co.  effected  arrangements  for  acquisition 
of  entire  businem  and  properties  of  the  company. 

Du  Pont  Viscolold  Co. :  Incorporated  May  1,  1Jj25,  under  the  law. 
Delaware  In  conjunction  with  the  Vlscoloid  Co.  (Inc.).  Acquired 
plants  and  pyralln  buslnea.  of  B.  I.  du  Pont  de  N^mour.  *  Co., 
at  Arlington.  N.  J.,  and  Norwich,  Conn.,  and  the  plant  and  business 
the  Viscolold  Co.  (Inc.),  located  at  Leominster.  Maas.  Owns  50 
cent  of  stock  of  Celastic  Corporation.  Manufacture,  and  diatribole. 
pyroxlin,  plastics,  sheets,  rods,  and  tubes,  and  article,  manofactuied 
from  that  material.    E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemour.  4  Co.  own.  entire  capital 

Btock. 

Eaatem   Alcohol   Corporation :  Organized   in    1925,    for   the 
tlon  of  a  large  modem  plant  at  Deep  Water  Point,  N.  J.,  and  on 
Delaware   River  for  the   manufacture  of  ethyl   alcohol   from   molas^e. 
received  from  the   West    Indie..     In   1928  completed   plant  for 
facturc  of  glycerin  by  fermentation  of  molasses.     Corporation  is 
jointly  by  K.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  k  Co.  and  the  Kentucky  A1co|m>1 
0-orporatlon.  a  .nb.ldlary  of  the  National  Distillers  Products 
tlon.  Du  Pont  consumes  about  60  per  cent  of  output,  balance  Is  sold 
Kectncky   Alcohol   Corporation. 

General   Motor.  Securitie.  Co. :  Holding  company  owning  14.062. 
$10   par   .hare,   of   General    Motors    Corporation    common    stock, 
further  details  see  above  under  "  Investment  In  General  Motors." 
da  Pont  de  Nemour.  k  Co.    (Inc.),  ha*  a   70  per  cent  interest  in 
stock  of  General  Motors  Securities  Co. 

GrasaetU    Chemical    Co.  :  Incorporated    In    Delaware,    November 
1928,    to   take   over   the   add   and    heavy    chemical    business   of   foruer 
Grauelll  Chemical  Co.    (Ohio),  constituting  the  bulk  of  latter's  ac(|vl 
ties  acquired  by   Du  Pont  in   November.   1928,   together  with  that 
merly    conducted   by    Du   Pont,    Including   planta    in    Pennsylvania 
New  JerMy.     Company  alw>  manufactures  lithopone  and  other  pigment 
jdnc  and  rinc  producta.     Entire  capital  is  owned  by   E.   I.  du  Pont 
Nemoor.  k  Co. 

Hotel    da    Pont    Co. :  Control,    the    Du    Pont-BUtmore    Hotel    w^lcb 
oeeuple.  a  portion  of  the  Du  Pont  Building.  WilmlngtoB.  Del. 
1.  operuted  by  the  Bowman-Blltmore  Hotels  Corporation. 

Lazote   (inc.)  :  Organiaed  in  August.  1924,  for  the  manufacture 
nJe  of  .ynthetic   ammonia   under   the   Claude  patents.     Also   mannfac 
tves  synthetic  methanol,  which  la  chemically  the  ume  as  wood  alco^L 
It  la  naed  In  manufacture  of  dyertults.  pyroxylin  producta,  etc 
located    on    54    acre,    of    real    estate    at    Charleston,    W.    Va. 
stock:  Outstanding.  $14,415,000;  par  $100.     EL  I.  du  Pont  de  Nem4ur. 
4  Co.  own.  88.21  per  cent  of  the  .tock. 

Leatlierclotb   (Ltd.)    (formerly  Nobel  Chemical  Finl.he8  (An.trala*ia 
(Ltd.))  :  Manutactare.  and  Mil.  fabrlkoid  and  rubber-coated  goodi 
Australia.     £.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemour.  k  Co.  own.  40  per  cat  of 
stock. 

Pacific  Nitrogen  Corporation:  Operatea  a  plant  near  Seattle, 
for  the  fixation  of  nitrogen  in  form  of  ammonia. 

Pittsburg  Safety  Glass  Co. :  Manufacture,  duplate,  a  nonsharter^ble 
giaM.     Owned  jointly  by  Pltt.burg  Plate  Qlaw  Co.  and  B.  I.  da 
de  Nemour.  k  Co. 

Nobel  Chemical  Finishes   (England)    (Ltd.)  :  Manufactures  and 
the  entire  Da  Pont  line  of  pyroxylin  flnisliea  in  the  Brltiah  ~ 
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B.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemoars  k 


Ehitire  capital 


exclusive  of  Canada  and  Newfoundland 
Co.  own.  49  per  cent  of  the  stock. 

Rokeby   Realty   Co. :  A   real-estate   holding  company 
stock  owned  by  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  k  Co. 

Soclete  Francalse  Duco :  Manufactures  and  sells  the  entire  Du  Pont 
line  of  Pyroxylin  finishes  In  France  and  its  colonies.  BJ.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemour.  k  Co.  owns  35  per  cent  of  the  stock  and  has  equity  of  49  per 
cent  in  earnings.  ~ 

Soclete  Francalse  Fabrlkoid  S.  A. :  Manufactures  and  sells  pyroxylin 
and  rubber-coated  products  In  France,  Algeria,  Tunisia,  and  Morocco. 
E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  k  Co.  owns  9.8  per  cent  of  the  stock  and  had 
equity  of  25  per  cent  in  earnings. 

Planta  and  products:  Location  of  plant.,  together  with  product, 
manufactured,  follow. : 

Dye  works :   Deepwater  Point,   N.  J. 

SmokeleM  powder  :  Camcys  Point,   N.  J. 

Explosives:  Du  Pont  Wash.;  Burton.  Ohio;  Cameron,  Pa.;  Laurel 
Run.  Pa. ;  Seneca,  lU. ;  Bushdale.  Pa. ;  Ramsay.  Mont. ;  Repauno,  N.  J. ; 
I^ouvlers,  Colo. ;  Nemours,  W.  Va. ;  Falrchance,  Pa. ;  Connable.  Ala. ; 
Mooar.  Iowa  ;  Berlin,  Pa. ;  Consumers,  Pa. ;  Birmingham,  Ala. ;  Ashburn, 
Mo. ;  Barksdale,  Wis. ;  Carl  Junction,  Mo. 

Fabrlkoid:  Newburgh,  N.  Y. 

Rubber  goods  :  Fairfield,   Conn. 

Pyralin  products :  Arlington,  N.  J. ;  Leominster,  Mass. 

Film :   Parlin,   N.  J. 

Rayon  :  Buffalo.  N.  Y. ;   Nashville,  Tenn. 

Explosives  laboratory  :  Gibbstown,   N.  J. 

Paints    and   varnishes :  Philadelphia,    Pa 
111. ;  Flint.  Mich. 

Experimental  laboratory  :  Newbridge,  Del. 

Machine  shop :   Wilmington,  Del. 

Synthetic  ammonia :  ^elle,  W.  Va. ;  Seattle,  Wash. 

Cellophane:  Buffalo,  N.  Y. 

Caps  and  fuses :   Pompton  Lakes,  N.  J. 

Chemicals  and  lacquers  :   Parlin,  N.  J. 

Wood  pulp:  Newhall,  Me. 

Shooks  :  Deerlng  Junction,  Me. 

Alcohol :  Deepwater  Point,  N.  J. 

Tetraethyl  lead  :  Deepwater  Point,  N.  J. 

Fertilisers :  Dothan.  Ala. ;  Gadsden,  Ala. 

Acids,  heavy  chemicals,  pigments,  and  colors :  Beaver  Falls,  Pa. ; 
Birmingham.  Ala.;  Canton.  Ohio;  Cleveland,  Ohio;  East  Chicago,  Ind. ; 
Fortnile,  Ind. ;  Grasselll,  N.  J. ;  Lockland,  Ohio ;  Meadowbrook.  W.  Va. ; 
Newark,  N.  J. ;  New  Castle,  Ohio ;  NUes,  Ohio ;  Paulsboro.  N.  J. ;  Phila- 
delphia, Pa. ;  Repauno,  N.  J. ;  Terre  Haute,  Ind. ;  Toledo,  Ohio ;  Welrton, 
W.  Va. ;  Wurtland,  Ky. 

Ammonia  and  ammonia  products  :  Detroit,  Mich. ;  Philadelphia,  Pa. ; 
Seattle,  Wash. ;  St.  Louis,  Mo. 


Everett,   Mas..;   Chicago, 


>00 

I. 

the 


20, 


'or- 
ind 

de 


H>teJ 


ind 


nt 
al 


) 
in 
the 


Mr.  KEAN  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  KEAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorunL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerlt  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 

Sbeppard 

Shortrldge 

Himmons 

Bmoot 

Stejwer 

Stephens 

Swan  son 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Tianimell 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Waguer 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 


swered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  KliLAN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  the  American  dye  and  chemical  industry. 

For  many  years  prior  to  the  World  War  the  German  chemical 
Industry  enjoyed  a  world-wide  monopoly.  Up  to  the  outbreak 
of  the  war  Germany  practically  supplied  the  needs  of  the  world 
in  that  particular  industry. 

On  May  20,  1919,  the  late  President  Wilson  recognized  that 
this  industry  should  be  given  every  necessary  protection,  so  that 
it  could  be  nurtured  and  built  into  an  industry  of  commanding 
proportionfik  able  to  supply  the  needs  of  this  country  and  sue- 


Allen 

Fess 

Kean 

Ashurst 

Fletcher 

Kendrick 

Barkley 

F>azler 

Keyes 

Biugb&m 

George 

King 

La  FoUette 

Black 

Gillett 

Blaine 

Glenn 

McKellar 

B  lease 

Goff 

Mc.Master 

Borah 

Goldsbo  rough 

McNary 

Kratton 

Greene 

Moses 

Brock 

Hale 

Norbeck 

Brookhart 

Harris 

Norris 

Brounard 

Harrison 

Nye 

CiiPl)er 

Hastings 

Oddie 

Caraway 

Hatfield 

Overman 

Connally 

Hawes 

Patterson 

Copeland 

Hayden 

Phipps 

Couzeus 

Hebert 

Pine 

Cutting 

Heflin 

Reed 

iHile 

Howell 

Robinson,  Ark. 

DIU 

JohnK>n 

Robinson.  Ind. 

Edge 

Jones 

Schall 

The  VICE 
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cesBfully  compete  with  the  German  industry.    In  his  message 
to  Congress  on  that  day  he  said : 

Among  the  Industries  to  which  special  consideration  should  be  given 
Is  that  of  the  manufacture  of  dyestuffs  and  related  chemicals.  Our 
complete  dependence  upon  German  supplle.  before  the  war  made  the 
interruption  of  trade  a  c&uae  of  exceptional  economic  disturbance.  The 
close  relation  between  the  manufacturer  of  dyestuffs,  on  the  one  band, 
and  of  explosives  and  poisonous  gases,  ou  the  other,  moreover,  has  given 
the  industry  an  exceptional  significance  and  value.  Although  the 
United  SUte.  will  gladly  and  unhesitatingly  Join  In  the  program  of 
International  dlwrmament,  it  will,  nevertheless,  be  a  policy  of  obvious 
prudence  to  make  certain  of  the  succemful  maintenance  of  many  strong 
and  well-eqalH>ed  chemical  plants.  The  German  chemical  Industry, 
with  which  we  will  be  brought  Into  competition,  was  and  may  well  be 
again,  a  thoroughly  knit  monopoly  capable  of  exercising  a  competition 
of  peculiarly  Insidious  and  dangerous  kind. 

Again  on  December  2,  1919,  did  President  Wilson  refer  in  his 
message  to  the  need  of  tariff  legislation  on  dyestuffs  and  re- 
lated chemicals,  when  he  said : 

In  the  matter  of  tariff  legislation  I  beg  to  call  your  attention  to  the 
statements  contained  In  my  last  message  urging  legislation  with  refer- 
ence to  the  establishment  of  the  chemical  and  dyestuffs  Industry  In 
America. 

He  then  repeated  a  portion  of  his  recommendation,  which  I 
have  quoted. 

It  will  be  thus  seen  that  a  Democratic  President  urged  upon 
Congress  at  that  time  the  need  of  proper  tariff  legislation,  so 
that  we  might  become  independent  and  not  rely  upon  Germany 
for  these  important  necessities  for  medicine  and  for  our  indus- 
trial life  and  our  country's  Army  and  Navy. 

What  I  want  to  do  Is  to  help  the  Germans  in  the  United  States 
and  not  the  Germans  In  Germany. 

It  is  estimated  that  $1(X),(KX),000  is  invested  in  the  chemical 
Industry  in  the  United  States,  and  by  it  10,000  employees  gain 
their  livelihood.  In  1927  the  estimated  value  of  finished  prod- 
ucts was  $61,000,000,  and  in  1928  the  finished  products  reached 
a  value  of  $66,000,000.  In  addition  to  this  the  products  of  this 
Industry  enter  into  and  are  vital  to  the  production  of  $4,000,- 
000,0(X)  in  medicine,  textiles,  rubber,  paper,  paint,  leather,  ink, 
and  perfume. 

This  Industry  has  made  great  progress  during  the  past  few 
years,  and  this  is  directly  attributed  to  the  protection  given  it 
by  the  tariff  of  1922.  To  change  this  would  not  only  mean  to 
destroy  this  industry  and  make  worthless  the  large  Investments, 
but  it  would  throw  thou.sands  of  American  workmen  out  of 
work. 

We  can  not  close  our  eyes  to  the  remarkable  economic  re- 
covery Grermany  has  made  since  1924,  and  to  the  manner  in 
which  she  Is  striving  in  every  way  to  regain  her  old  supremacy. 
Germany  has  made  such  rapid  strides,  in  this  direction  that 
to-day  she  is  the  second  largest  producer  of  chemicals,  her 
manufacture  of  the  commodity  being  20  per  cent  of  the  world's 
output.  This  Is  a  menace  that  can  not  very  well  be  overlooked. 
Her  export  in  chemicals  has  been  expanded  by  about  20  per 
cent  since  1926. 

With  this  large  expansion  has  been  the  like  development  of 
the  German  I.  O.  Farbenindustrie,  the  largest  Industrial  cor- 
poration and  the  foremost  chemical  manufacturer  in  Germany, 
commonly  known  as  the  German  Dye  Trust.  This  I.  G.  Farben- 
industrie Is  making  every  endeavor  to  capture  the  American 
market,  and  by  insidious  affiliations  with  American  companies 
hopes  to  accomplish  this  result  The  German  monopoly  has 
paid  out  an  equivalent  of  27  per  cent  in  dividends  since  1926. 

The  basic  process  to  obtain  these  products  is  the  distillation 
of  coal.  To  do  so,  coal  is  put  into  a  retort  which  is  heated  to 
a  very  high  degree,  and  the  results  are  coke  and  gas.  Tar  Is 
precipitated  by  the  cooling  of  the  gas,  and  the  gas  is  passed 
to  another  process  eliminating  sulphur  and  ammonia.  Then, 
to  obtain  what  are  known  as  the  light  oils,  the  gas  is  washed 
by  what  is  known  i^  straw  oil.  This  oil  is  taken  over  to  a  retort 
and  again  distilled,  and  toluol  and  benzol  are  taken  out.  From 
toluol  is  manufactured  the  high  explosive  known  as  T.  N.  T. 
From  these  oils  are  derived  the  aniline  dyes  and  most  of  the 
medicines  used  by  physicians.  To  make  these  oils  enormous 
amounts  of  coal  must  be  distilled,  as  a  ton  of  coal  only  pro- 
duces 2%  to  3  gallons,  benzol  being  worth  from  23  to  28  cents  per 
gallon  and  toluol  from  40  to  45  cents  per  gallon. 

This  problem  may  resolve  itself  into  this — whether  we  would 
prefer  to  have  an  American  monopoly,  controlled  and  operated 
by  our  own  people,  subject  to  our  laws  and  control,  or  whether 
we  would  prefer  to  make  ourselves  dependent  on  a  German 
monopoly,  controlled  and  operated  by  people  beyond  our  con- 
trol, and  in  which  our  citizens  have  no  voice  in  the  man- 
agement nor  are  they  interested,  except  in  a  limited  degree^ 
in  the  profitSw 


This  German  company  produced  600,000  tons,  or  about  75  per 
cent  of  all  the  synthetic  nitrogen  produced  in  Germany.  This 
company  is  practically  the  only  large  producer  of  coal-tar  dyes 
in  Germany,  controlling  as  it  does  numerous  valuable  prm^sses. 
Its  annual  production  of  dyes  is  estimated  at  between  75.000 
and  80,000  tons.  Other  coal-tar  products  include  benzol,  pitch, 
creosote,  oil  boizine,  and  naii^thalene.  It  also  produces  syn- 
thetic gasoline  and  paraffin. 

It  has  been  reported  recently  that  the  product  of  synthetic 
gasoline  was  proceeding  at  the  rate  of  70,000  tons  per  year, 
with  large,  increases  expected  in  the  future.  It  also  produces 
pharmaceuticals,  consisting  of  about  40  per  cent  of  the  produc- 
tion of  Germany. 

Rayon  is  another  product  of  this  G^man  chemical  company, 
and  it  is  second  to  the  Glanzstoff-Bemberg  group  in  the  manu- 
facture^of  this  commodity.  This  German  chemical  company 
also  produces  photographic  supplies  and  films,  insecticides,  light 
metal  alloys — alektron — varnish,  lacquers,  alcohols,  and  other 
organic  compounds,  and  artificial  rubber. 

At  this  point  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to  the  fact, 
which  Members  of  this  body  well  know,  that  Mr.  H«iry  Ford 
does  not  care  to  have  outside  partners;  but  in  his  Gr^Yman 
plant  he  Is  evidently  forced  to  give  an  interest  in  his  company 
to  the  I.  G.  Farbenindustries  A.  G.  The  assumption  1b  that  he 
could  not  do  business  in  Germany  without  their  consent. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  file  a  table  showing  the  earnings 
of  the  I.  G.  Farbenindustrie  A.  G.,  marked  "  Exhibit  A" ;  also 
a  copy  of  thrfr  balance  sheet  as  of  December  31,  1928,  marked 
"  Exhibit  B." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  exhibits  referred  to  are  as  follows: 

Exhibit  A 

The  following  table  Indicate,  the  progress  achieved  by  this  German 
monopoly  since  Its  inception,  showing  that  the  groM  earnings  have 
actually  increased  at  the  average  rate  of  15  per  cent  per  year,  and  the 
net  earning,  rising  in  accordance  therewith  : 

Comparative  eaming$  ttatement 
[In  relchsmarks] 


1928 

1927 

1926 

1925  _' 

Gross  income 

257,  13U.  000 
51,  MM.  000 
15,000,000 
71,778.000 

224.303,000 
48,749,000 

186,074,000 
42,119,000 

168,565,000 

Expenses 

45,  197, 000 

Interest  on  debentures 

Depreciation  

74,741,000 

75,236,000 

55,770,000 

Net  profit 

118,458,000 
4,426,000 

100, 812,  000 
2,306,000 

68,718,000 
1,805,000 

67.596,000 

Carry  forward  from  pre- 
vious year 

446,000 

Net  (or  dividends 

112,884.000 

103,206,000 

70,523.000 

IM.OOO 

66,903,000 

68,044,000 

Preferred  dividends 

l.M.OOO 

Common  dividends 

To  reserves 

95,915,666 

11,708,000 

fi,fiOO,000 

3, 197.  000 

6,483,000 

95,695,000 

64,ioaooo 

To  pension  and  insurance. 
Directors 

3,186,000 
4,426,000 

f ,  979, 666 
2,396,000 

1,925,000 

Carry  forward............. 

1,806,000 

I.  G  Farbenindustrie  common  is  listed  on  the  exchange  of  Berlin 
and  other  German  cities.  Since  1926  It  ha.  been  sold  between  the  fol- 
lowing prices : 


High 

Low 

Last 

1929   .  .  

208 
291 

353  J^ 
3844 

238H 
114J^ 

'202 

1928            .  

1927               .. . ... .... . 

277 

1926 

*324 

« Oct.  4. 
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Exhibit  B 

/.  <?.  Farbei^ndu9trie  A.  0.   {Oerman  Dye  Trutt)   balance  $heet  at  of 

December  Si.  K28 

ASSSTS 

Fixed  assets:  Relchsmarks       Reichsmarks 

Real  estate ^*^'*?;IS 

Plants  and  railroads 1H361.^.00 

Apparatus  and  machinery 224,373,990.00     ^^^^^  ^  ^ 

Securities  and  Investments *6, 261,  fiSL  16 

Inventories:  «j  «...  n~.  «• 

Raw  material ^J-SJ*-^!? 

Fuel  and  technical  goods 57, 277,  M9. 75 

Manuiactured  goods »°-^^»^^^      343. 126. 143. 36 

Accounts  receivable:  ,,  .w,.  «,  ,« 

Doe  from  aflUiated  companies 75, 861, 937.  73 

Mi«»IUn«,u, r. 4M..l2,,^^     ^ ^^^ ^  ^^ 

g£'Si5S^::::::;::::::™::::::::::::::::::™;::::::::::::_j^^ 

1,851,86^41168 


4T70 


Ccminoo  ttotk > 

LMh  stock  uoisBued: 


CONGRESSIONAL  EECOED— SENATE 


OCTOBEE   22 


UABtUOM 


Pmidin 

Not  [mid  ia. 


rn»ii«i  stock  A 

Less  stock  issued: 

PBidio. 

Not  paid  in 


Pnlinvd  stodi  B 

Jjem  stock  not  paid  in. 


Raichsmarks 
80,  21^  200.  00 


RaMtsmarks 

Maooobffiaoo 


UO,70a,'20lkOO 

ioQ,ooa«aoo 


Baichs: 


790^  397.  a  Ol  00 


ss^ooaooaoo 
75,ooaooaoo 


10Q,OOQ,OOaOO 

M,ooo,ooaoo 
a6,eo6.2saoo 


ia,3«,7f 


Tfl 


Zii. 


Pension  and  insurance T  2m  S^'  m 

Aniversary  ftuHL »,  000,00ft  00 

Convwiible  debentures ^--- 

Revalorized  fxinds  called  for  payment 

Uncalled  dividends  and  ooupoo^ 

Dividends ~— 

Coupons 


«,400, 

%939. 

2S0,000, 

471, 


001 
71  ■. 
00). 

76  i. 


603.507.96 
iaS3Z23 


Intereot  doe  on  coorertible  debeatores 

Accounts  payable:  «  nor  m  71 

Due  to  banks S'2?I«IS 

Due  to  ainuated  companies 82,  sis,  esi. » 

MiseeUaoeous 248,156,673.88 

Profit  parried  forward  from  1927 ,.j'1*-  HI' S 

Net  profit  in  1928 1W,4«,  1C8.00 


«14, 
15^000, 


W). 
OCX 


412, 573, 
122, 8S4, 


0^1 


9^6. 


,411 
15 


1,851,8a, 

Mr.  KEAN.    Mr.  President,  at  CarrollvlUe.  Wis.,  there 
company  called  the  Newport  Chemicjil  Co.,  which  employs 
750  American  workmen,  to  whom  is  paid  an  annoal  pay  rol 
$l.ft40,000.     Allowing    four   dependents   to   each   workman, 
have  a  total  of  about  3.000  iDeople  dependent  upon  the  laboi 
these  workmen,  or,  including  the  men  theraselvea,  a  total 
3,750  people. 

An  average  percentage  has  been  established  by  the  Depirt- 
ment  of  Commerce  as  to  the  disbursement  of  the  pay  roll  I  have 
Just  mentioned,  amounting  to  $1,640,000.  Acc<irdlng  to  tl  ese 
percentages  we  find  that  this  mtiney  is  spent  in  the  follo\>ing 
proportions : 


Foods .... -. 

Clothing 

Rent 

Fuel  and  light 

Furniture  and  fumiataings. 
Misoallaaeous 


Total. 


Per  cent 


38 
17 
13 
5 
5 
22 


100 


Amount 
pay 


$621, 
27», 

21 

8!. 

36), 


Foo«l 

Clothing 

lent 

Ll^ght  and  fuel 

Furniture  and   furnishings. 
MiaeellaDeous 


1723 

824 

248, 

95 

419 


Total. 


1,909, 


These  workers,  plus  workers  in  wholesale  and  retail  estab- 
lishments to  serve  them,  furnish  markets  for — 

435 

537 
175 

452 
4.52 
989 

040 

The  workers  at  this  one  plant,  together  with  their  depend- 
ents, total  3,750.  It  is  estimated  that  1,035  wholesale  and  wfail 
workers  are  employed  in  serving  them,  or  a  total  of  4,7S5  pe  vple 
are  directly  and  indirectly  affected  or  dependent  upon  this  pjant 
and  its  continuation. 

In  this  connection  it  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  tota  of 
$1,909,040  which  I  have  just  mentioned,  and  which  repres*  nts 
a  wage  disbursement  dependent  upon  the  continuation  of  his 
one  plant,  equals  84  per  cent  of  the  value  of  Wisconsin's  wl  eat 
crop  in  1928,  and  that  the  market  for  foods  alone  equals  aliout 
one-third  of  the  value  of  this  whe-at  crop. 

Is  it  conceivable,  therefore,  that  we  would  be  doing  our  full 
duty  as  Senators  of  these  United  States  not  to  retain  and  nve 
full  protection  to  our  industries  and  to  the  men.  women,  ind 
children  who  are  dependent  for  their  livelihood  upon  their  mc- 
cessful  continuance? 

Mr.  President,  I  have  quoted  those  figures  for  the  purpos*  of 
showing  that  if  this  business  were  transferred  abroad  we 
should  receive  a  smalt  tax  from  the  importer,  a  small  anwjnnt 
of  duty,  but  we  should  not  receive  any  of  the  benefits  of  |his 
plant,  small  though  it  is:  that  American  workmen  would  not 
receive  these  wages;  that  the  American  farmer  would  not  be 
aUe  to  sell  that  food ;  that  the  American  dothler  would  no    bo 


00 


00 

oa 
00 

08 


19 
.00 


.67 
92 


63 

a 

s<Jme 

of 

we 

of 

of 


of 


rolls 


200 

800 
200 
000 
000 
800 


1,64  1,000 


aUe  to  sell  those  clothes ;  that  the  workmen  would  not  be  able 
to  keep  their  houses;  and  the  expenditares  for  fuel  and  light, 
and  everything  else,  would  be  transferred  to  some  other 
country. 

In  addition  to  that,  I  should  like  to  call  attention  to  a  state- 
ment which  was  compiled  for  me  by  the  oflSeial  body  here 
which  shows  that  in  a  plant,  the  net  income  of  which  amounts 
to  $2,000,000,  the  detailed  earnings  of  the  plant  were  as  follows : 
Tliis  was  another  plant,  but  I  am  just  giving  it  to  illustrate 
the  facts : 

Asaame  that  a  corporation  is  engaged  in  manufncturinK,  producing, 
aay,  fl',000,000  worth  per  annum.  The  8to!?k  ia  held  practically  by  one 
family  and  by  the  employees.  8uppost>,  due  to  importation  of  similar 
pipe,  this  plant  was  ruined.  Wliat  would  be  tlic  rebtilt?  The  following 
■tudy  will  illustrate  this : 

Details  of  plant  and  its  earnings : 

Wage  and  salary  earners «__ 460 

Wa«!W  paid  nnnually |54fl.  700 

Cost  of  materials 973.  160 

Value    of    products 2,000.000 

Expenses,  including  overhead 280.  200 


The  tax  situation  would  be  about  as  follows : 

Direct  tax  : 

Corporation    tax $24,000 

Income  tax  on  salaries,  wagps,  and  dividends —     18,  UOO 


Total  Fetleral  taxes 

Locnl  faxes : 

On  plant,  etc 

Taxes  paid  by  employees. 


6.000 
5,000 


Total   local   taxes 

Estate  tax  ;  average  of  tax  paid  each  30  years  on  one 
estate  of  |5O0,0OO  and  another  of  $150,000  (total  tax, 
*9,792). 

Total   estate   tax 

Indirect    tax   paid   to   Government    from    profits    made    from 
expenditures  made  by  employees,  etc.  of  corporation  : 

In?ome    tax $20,000 

Local  tax 5,  000 


Total  indirect  tax. 


200,000 


42.000 


11.000 


325 


25.  000 


Total   annual   tax 78,  »25 

This  tax  feature,  however,  is  not  the  large  item  as  compared  with 
national  welfare.  The  number  of  persons  d('i>endent  upon  this  concern 
for  their  livelihood,  and  those  indirectly  dependent,  by  supplying  those 
directly  dependent  with  all  their  necessities,  is  of  supn-me  importance. 
This  applies  especially  to  the  agriculturists.  The  Individuals  directly 
dependent  are  the  employees,  numbering  4G0,  together  with  their  wivt'S, 
children,  and  other  dependents.  The  salaries  and  wages  of  these  are 
disbursed  about  as  follows  : 

Rent $100.  000 

Food 250.  000 

Clothing 115.  000 

Doctors,  medicine,  church. .insurance,  etc 31.  700 

Savings  (in  banks  or  in  property) 50.000 

The  individuals  occupied  In  supplying  the  above  will  be  fully  250, 
including  school  teachers.  This  malies  a  total  of  710  individual  bread- 
winners, totaling  with  their  wives,  children,  and  other  dependents  fully 
3,000  lndivl;1ua!8.  In  addition  some  1.000  wage  earners  are  engaged 
Ib  preparing  and  transporting  the  materials  used  in  this  factory.  This 
means  some  4,000  more  individuals  dei>endent  upon  this  concern,  or  a 
total  of  at  least  7,000  individuals  in  all.  This  means  a  happy,  pros- 
perous community,  depending  directly  upon  a  tariff  upon  their  product 
for  tbeir  llrelihood.  The  welfare  of  this  community  can  not  be  meas* 
ured  only  by  the  taxes  paid  by  them  as  compared  with  whatever  tariff 
duty  the  foreigner  is  willing  to  pay.  The  fact  Is,  if  the  foreign  goods 
are  allowed  to  enter,  these  7,000  Individuals,  in  this  one  case  alone, 
will  be  rendered  destitute.  They  will  lose  everything,  tbeir  homes, 
llvelLbood,  prosperity,  and  happLuess. 

THE    CENTni    MAIlKITr    BmU>INO 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  every  month  or  so  a  delegation 
of  merchants  having  stands  in  the  Center  Market  come  and 
ask  me  how  so*m  they  will  have  to  vacate  that  building.  I  have 
told  them  that  Just  as  soon  as  it  was  decided  by  the  Public 
Buildings  CommissioD  I  would  introduce  a  joint  resolution  to 
be  acted  upon  by  the  Senate  and  the  House  giving  notice  to 
them  when  they  would  have  to  move. 

In  conformity  with  that  assurance,  after  action  by  the  com- 
mission, I  introduce  a  joint  resolution  and  ask  for  its  im- 
mediate consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  joint  resolution  will  be  read 
for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  77)  providing  for  the  closing 
of  Center  Market  in  the  city  of  Washington  was  read  the  first 
time  by  its  title  and  the  second  time  at  length,  as  follows : 

Be»olvt4,  etc.  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorised  and 
directed  to  give  notice  that  the  Government  will  cease  to  maintain  the 
public  market  known  as  Center  Market  in  the  city  of  WasiiinctoB  after 


1929 
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Jiinuary  1,  1931.     Th«  baildlngg  used  and  occupied  for  the  porposM  of 
Bucb  market  aball  be  vacated  on  or  before  such  date. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  (Ejection  to  the  request  of 
the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a  new  subject  just  brought 
in,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  to  let  me  explain,  and  if 
there  is  the  least  objection  I  Mill  not  ask  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Joint  resolution. 

The  merchants  located  in  the  Center  Market  do  not  know 
when  they  will  have  to  vacate  that  building,  and  they  seem  to 
be  upset  about  the  matter.  Every  month  or  so  a  delegation  of 
them  c*ome8  and  asks  us  when  they  will  have  to  vacate.  Leases 
are  expiring,  and  they  do  not  know  for  what  period  to  renew 
them,  and  they  want  some  action  on  the  part  of  Congress  so 
that  they  may  know  what  to  do. 

The  other  day  the  Public  Buildings  Commission  passed  upon 
the  time  when  the  building  must  be  vacated,  and  this  joint  reso- 
lution is  in  conformity  with  the  action  of  the  commission,  giving 
notice  that  on  January  1,  1931,  the  Government  will  begin  the 
erection  of  the  Department  of  Justice  building  on  the  location 
of  the  Center  Market.    That  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  am  not  particularly  interested ;  but  there  are 
some  Senators  who  are  not  present  who  have  been  very  much  in- 
terested in  this  subject,  and  I  wish  the  Swiator  from  Utah  would 
let  the  matter  go  over  until  to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Certainly ;  I  have  no  objection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  joint  re-solution  will  go  over. 

INnSTIGATION    BELATIVK   TO   PKANUT   PUCES 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  a  resolution, 
which  I  ask  to  have  read. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  read  the  resolution. 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  139),  as  follows: 

Whereas  It  is  alleged  that  certain  peanut  crushers  and  mills  hav^ 
entered  Into  a  combination  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  prices  on  peanuts 
in  violation  of  the  antitrust  laws ;  and 

Whereas  it  la  alleged  that  as  a  result  of  such  combination  prices  for 
peanuts  have  been  arbitrarily  forced  down ;  and 

Whereas  the  lack  of  a  competitive  market  for  peanuts  has  been  de- 
moralising and  destructive  to  the  producers  of  peanuts  and  considerable 
losKOs  have  been  caused  to  the  peanut  growers :  Therefore  be  it 

Re$olved,  That  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  is  hereby  requested  t9 
make  an  immediate  and  thorough  investigation  of  all  facts  relating  to 
the  alleged  combination  in  violation  of  the  antitrust  laws  with  respect 
to  prices  for  peanuts  by  corporations  operating  peanut  crushers  and 
mills.  The  commission  shall  report  to  the  Senate  as  soon  as  practicable 
the  result  of  Its  Investigation. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  this  resolution  is  in  line  with 
the  one  which  the  Senate  adopted  on  yesterday  requesting  the 
Federal  Trade  Commis-sion  to  investigate  at  once  the  Cottonseed 
Trust,  a  combination  of  buyers,  crushers,  and  mills  in  the  South 
to  depress  and  control  the  price  of  cottonseed.  I  have  reliable 
information,  and  other  Senators  here  from  the  peanut-producing 
States  have  information,  to  the  effect  that  there  is  a  combina- 
tion of  peanut  buyers,  crushers,  and  mills  which  has  destroyed 
competitive  buying,  to  the  great  injury  of  our  peanut  producers 
That  combination  has  beat  down  the  price.  It  is  claimed  that 
It  absolutely  dictates  the  price  of  peanuts,  and  that  It  does  so  in 
restraint  of  legitimate  trade  in  violation  of  the  antitrust  law. 

The  Federal  Trade  CtMnmission,  which  was  directed  by  the 
Senate  on  yesterday  to  investigate  those  who  are  beating  dowt- 
and  controlling  the  price  of  cottonseed,  can  at  the  same  time 
investigate  those  who  have  conspired  together  to  destroy  com- 
petitive buying  and  control  the  price  of  peanuta  It  is  impor- 
tant that  this  investigation  be  made  as  early  as  possible,  and  I 
ask  for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  resolution? 

There  being  no*  objection,  the  resolution  was  considered  and 
agreed  to. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

BEVIBION    or  THE  TABirP 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whtrfe,  resumed  the  con 
sideratiori  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2867)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  amendment  on  the  desk 
is,  on  page  2,  line  12,  to  strike  out  "  18  cents  "  and  to  insert  In 
lieu  thereof  "  17  centJa,"  so  as  to  read  "  citric  acid,  17  cents  per 
pound." 

Mr.  KINO  rose. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  my  colleague  that 
in  the  act  of  1922  the  duty  imposed  was  17  cents  per  pound. 


The  House  increased  the  rate  to  18  cents  a  pound,  and  the  Sen* 
ate  committee  has  stricken  oat  the  House  language  and  restored 
the  language  of  the  present  law,  making  the  duty  17  cents  a 
pound. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  understand,  Mr.  President,  but  the  Summary  of 
Tariff  Information  which  has  been  furnished  me  by  the  Tarlft 
Commi£>sion  indicates  that  this  article  is  a  by-product  of  the 
lemon  industry,  and  that  the  production  of  citric  acid  was 
7,268,21s  pounds  in  1927,  c(Hnpared  with  3,849,789  pounds  in 
1921.  There  are  four  manufacturers  of  the  product  in  the 
United  States,  large  companies — J.  T.  Baker  Chemical  Co.,  the 
Citpo  Chemical  Co.,  of  New  Jersey;  Charles  Pflier  Co.,  New 
York,  and  the  California  Citms  League.  The  imports  in  1928 
were  only  1,338  pounds,  valued  at  ^24.  In  1921  there  were 
more  than  900,000  pounds  imported.  In  1927  tbe  imports  were 
reduced  to  71,000  pounds.  In  1926  they  were  284,000.  and,  as 
I  stated,  in  1928  only  1,338  pounds. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    What  was  the  domestic  lurodactlon  in  1928? 

Mr.  KINO.  The  doniestic  jMwluction,  as  shown  by  the  Tariff 
Commission,  was  7,258,215  pounds  in  1^.27 ;  and,  as  I  stated,  the 
Imports  are  only  1338  pounds. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  should  also  at  this 
time  state  that  that  is  due  to  the  shortage  of  the  lemon  crop  in 
Italy,  which  ha&  persisted  for  the  last  three  years.  We  do  not 
know  what  the  crop  wlU  be  this  year;  I  have  not  had  any  re- 
port on  the  sutiject;  but  we  know  that  for  the  last  three  years 
the  crop  in  Italy  has  been  next  to  a  failure. 

Mr.  KINO.  It  is  not  quite  so  serious  as  Indicated  by  my 
colleague.  It  is  true  there  has  been  a  diminution  In  the  Italian 
production,  but  the  demands  in  the  European  trade  have  been 
greater  than  heretofore,  and  Italy  has  found  In  Eur(^;>e  a  mar- 
ket for  her  product.  I  think  she  has  be^i  unable  really  to 
supply  the  European  market. 

I  call  my  colleague's  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  1927  the  Im. 
portation  was  only  71.000  pounds,  and  in  1926  it  was  only 
2M.000  pounds.  So  there  has  been  a  constant  diminution  in 
imports.  A  number  of  years  hack  there  was  a  much  larger  im- 
port than  the  figures  which  I  first  stated. 

Mr.  President,  It  does  seem  to  me,  therefore,  that  the  present 
duty  is  prohibitive.  If  we  want  to  have  a  prohibitive  duty, 
when  there  is  no  necessity  at  all  of  any  protection,  very  welL 
As  a  mutter  of  fact,  the  prices  in  Italy,  according  to  my  informa- 
tion, are  somewhat  higher  than  they  are  in  the  United  States; 
at  any  rate,  they  are  substantially  the  same. 

So  that  the  tariff  for  the  mcHuent  at  least  affords  no  protec- 
tion, it  is  no  advantage,  and  no  particular  disadvantage;  but 
we  preserve  the  paradox  of  Imposing  tariffs  upon  ctHnmodi^ea 
which  we  do  not  import  and  make  the  tariff  so  hi^  that  if,  for 
any  reason,  there  should  be  later  an  inclination  to  Import,  im- 
portations would  be  prohibited  and  a  complete  monopoly  would 
be  enjoyed  by  the  domestic  producers.  It  does  Appesir  to  me 
that  there  ought  to  be  some  slight  reduction  In  the  tariff. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  it  takes  1%  pounds  of  citrate  of 
lime  to  produce  1  pound  of  citric  add.  The  compensatory  duty 
on  citric  acid  is  12.40  ceats  per  pound.  The  duty  of  17  cents 
per  pound  on  the  acid  represents  4%  cents  per  pound  in  differ- 
ence of  conversion  cost  between  the  United  States  and  Italy, 
whereas  tbe  actual  difference  In  conversion  cost  is  stated  to  be 
5%  cents  a  pound.  But  with  the  4%  cents  differential,  it  would 
be  absolutdy  necessary  to  hare  the  17  cents  prorided  by  the 
Senate  committee.  The  House  gave  them  1  cent  more,  consid- 
ering the  differential  as  5%  cents  instead  of  4%  cents. 

As  to  the  importations,  the  figures  stated  by  the  Senator  as 
to  dtrlc  add  alone  were  correct,  but  the  citrus  juices  come  in 
in  large  quantities;  in  other  words,  in  1922  the  importations 
were  2,566,481  pounds,  in  1926  it  had  risen  to  4,566,850  pounds, 
but  on  account  of  the  short  CTvp  in  1927  it  fell  to  2,109,848 
pounds. 

I  believe  that  the  rates  fixed  In  the  present  law,  tmder  pres- 
ent circumstances  and  conditions,  ought  to  be  maintained,  but 
the  conunittee  did  refuse  to  add  1  cent  a  pound  to  the  rate  fixed 
in  the  iH'esent  law. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Utah 
stated  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  abroad  and  in 
this  country  as  5  cents  and  some  fraction. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Five  and  three-quarter  cents. 

Mr.  HARBISON.    Where  did  he  get  those  figures? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    From  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  see  that  producers  in  this  country  have 
started  in  recent  years  to  make  citric  add  from  refined  sugar. 
Is  not  that  due  to  the  Increased  produdion  here,  and,  in  a  way, 
to  the  falling  off  of  Importations  of  dtric  add? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  can  not  say  to  what  extent  that  may  be  the 
case,  but  I  doubt  if  it  is  very  much. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  have  be«:un  to 
make  citric  add  from  refined   sugar.     That  la  done  on   the 
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Atlantic  seaboaTd.    I  do  not  Imow  the  flprtta  as  to  the  amo  mt 
of  citric  add  thej  make  out  of  refined  sugar.  I 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  can  not  state.  I  call  the  Senator's  attention 
to  the  fact  that  I  am  sure  that  if  he  will  read  the  hearinga,  he 
wUI  find  that  fhe  American  Farm  Bureau  asked  for  22  cent  i  a 

pound-  ,  . 

Mr.  HARBISON.  I  know  they  asked  for  all  that,  and  as 
there  are  few  importations  into  this  country,  I  do  not  think 
thpy  are  Justified  in  asking  for  any  such  Increase.  I  think  »he 
committee  acted  very  wisrfy  in  making  the  reduction  to  [the 
figures  In  the  present  law.  I  believe  it  could  stand  a  further 
reduction.  .  ^       ^ 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senate  ought  to  I  ear 
In  mind  the  fact  that  while  It  Is  true  that  the  Imports  of  d  ric 
acid  in  1928  were  negligible,  yet  under  the  same  17-cent  daty 
in  1923,  10  per  cent  of  all  that  we  uaed  In  this  country  ^ras 
lmi)orte<V  The  reason  for  the  diminution  in  the  import  is  not 
thHt  wf  «in  make  It  so  much  more  cheaply  but  It  is  <!«  to 
the  fart  tliat  tlio  five  Wg  Italian  producers  have  combined, 
Jtnft"  formed  a  trust,  and  have  put  up  the  foreign  price  so  I  igh 
thar  ility  ran  not  pay  the  duty  on  top  of  the  prevailing  pice 
to  Eiin'r»e  and  still  compete  in  this  country. 

At  ilie  present  time  there  is  a  shortage  of  citric  add  in 
Europe  and  they  can  sell  at  this  price  which  they  have  fixed 
much  more  profitably  than  to  export  to  America  and  pay  the 
17-«ent  duty.  But  let  the  Buropean  market  become  satisfied,  as 
It  may  at  any  time,  and  let  them  have  an  exportable  snrnua. 
and  they  can  send  it  over  here  and  sell  it  very  much  cheaper 
than  our  producers  can  sell  It.  I  do  not  know  what  it  coats  them 
to  make  it  over  there,  but  I  do  know  that  within  the  last  three 
year*  they  have  shipped  it  to  us  on  invoice  prices  as  loW  as 
S6  cents,  whereas  the  prtee  in  America  is  40  cents.  They  c<mld 
pay  the  17-cent  duty  and  add  that  to  the  Invoice  price  ami 
■till  undemell  the  American  producer  by 'S  cents.  So  ther  i  is 
some  justification  for  a  duty,  but  we  did  not  think  tha  in 
the  House  hearings  or  in  the  Senate  hearings  there  had  f — 
prodticed  suflJcient  evidence  to  warrant  the  increase  which 
House  had  made.  That  is  why  we  put  It  back  to  the  old 
of  17  cents. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  SeJiator  from  Peni^s^ 
vania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  Does  the  Senator  contend  that  the  importation 
of  10  per  cent  Is  so  competitive  as  to  warrant  an  Increasp  in 

the  rate?  ,  ,^  ^        ^ 

Mr.  REBD.  It  might  and  it  might  not  be.  It  would  dei  >end 
on  conditions  In  the  industry,  but  it  Is  at  least  very  sobjtan- 
tlal.  It  might  be  enou^  to  knock  the  props  out  from  uider 
the  American  industry  completely.  It  might,  on  the  other  b  and, 
be  comparatively  insignificant.  It  depends  upon  the  clr^m- 
stances  In  each  case. 

Mr.  KING.    Of  course,  not  being  in  the  committee,  I  can 
judge  from  ttielr  report ;  but,  as  I  understand  It,  the  comm 
have  agreed  to  transfer  from  the  free  list  lemon  juice  anp  to 
Impose  upon  it  a  duty  of  5  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  REED.    That  Is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  KING.    What  justification  was  there  for  that? 

Mr.  REED.  A  very  great  justification  was  in  the  much  I  jwer 
wage  cost  of  pressing  the  lemon  In  Sicily  as  compared  witl  the 
cost  in  California  and  In  Florida.  The  wage  scale  of  Sicily  at 
the  present  time  Is  approximately  one-sixth  that  prevallitg  in 
Florida  and  California. 

Mr.  KINO.     Does  the  Senator  know  that  the  cost  of 
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lemon,  is  tnflnltesimally  small?    It  Is  mechanical  and  the 
cost  Is  quite  insignificant 

Mr.  REED.  That  Is  only  a  part  of  It  The  picking  o1  the 
lemon,  the  harvesting  of  the  crop,  the  care  of  the  tree,  and 
■Inllar  matters  Involve  labor  which  Is  very  much  cheap<  r  in 
Sicily  and  Calabria  than  it  is  In  California  and  Florida. 

Mr.  KING.    Does  not  the  Senator  know  that  the  lemon 
Auction  has  Increased  In  the  United  States  commensurate 
the  needs  of  the  people,  notwithstanding  Innon  juice  Is  or  the 
free  list? 

Mr.  REED.  That  Is  true,  and  we  hope  It  win  locrease  i  »ore 
We  think  this  will  tend  to  make  It  Increase. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  wants  to  Impose  additional  bui  dens 
upon  the  people  that  buy  lemons  or  a  little  lemon  juice? 

Mr.  REED.  Not  a  bit,  but  we  want  America  to  be  sell -sus- 
taining in  that  agricultural  product  as  It  is  In  any  other. 

Mr.  KING.  I  congratulate  the  horticulturists  In  baring  such 
an  able  advocate  as  the  Senator  from  Poinsylvanls. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  diall  detain  the  S4  nate 
tor  a  few  mooaents  only.     With  great  respect  for  the  Sonata 


Committee  on  Finance,  I  differed  as  to  the  rate  on  dtric  add. 
I  thought,  and  I  venture  to  think,  that  the  House  was  correct 
In  raising  the  rate  from  17  to  18  cents.  There  Is  no  use  taking 
up  time  to  point  out  the  difTerence  in  the  cost  of  production  in 
Sicily  and  the  cost  of  like  production  In  Florida  or  California. 
I  must  assume  that  Senators  are  familiar  with  those  respective 
costs.  .^ 

The  showing  before  the  House  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  convinced  that  committee  to  raise  the  rate  1  cent,  and 
I  think  the  Senate  committee  was  in  error  in  not  agreeing  with 
the  House  as  to  the  particular  Item  under  discussion.  If  there 
Is  to  be  a  monopoly  I  prefer  to  have  It  In  the  United  States 
where  it  is  under  our  control  and  subject  to  our  laws.  I  am  a 
little  curious  to  understand  why  Senators  appear  to  proceed  on 
the  theory  that  we  can  not  control  anything  in  the  nature  of  a 
monopoly  in  our  own  country.  Certainly  we  can  not  reach  out 
to  and  control  foreign  monopolies.  Moreover,  I  must  express 
my  surprise  when  Senators  rise  here  and  make  arguments 
which.  If  adopted,  would  be  helpful  to  the  foreign  producer  and 
Injurious  to  the  American  producer. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Joins  In  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  California  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  Indicates  that  we  can  control 
monopolies  in  the  United  SUtes.  Does  not  the  Senator  know 
that  we  do  not  contrtH  monopolies  In  the  United  States? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  do  not  know  that  we  do  not  control 

them. 

Mr.  KING.  And  that  monopolies  are  more  numerous  than 
before,  that  the  Sherman  Antltmst  and  the  Clayton  Ads  are 
pradically  nugatory,  and  that  there  Is  but  little  effective  effort 
made  to  enforce  them? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  do  not  know  that 
Mr.  KING.  I  regret  that  the  Senator  does  not  know  it 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  If  It  be  so.  we  are  to  be  censured,  and 
we  should  put  In  motion  the  laws  to  curb  the  monopoly  or  trust 
so  called.  But  we  can  not  control  the  foreign  trust,  tlie  foreign 
monopoly.  What  I  am  standing  for  In  respect  of  this  par- 
ticular item  I  am  standing  for  In  respect  of  any  American  in- 
dustry, whether  it  be  agricultural  or  mining  or  manufacturing. 
I  want  to  sustain  the  American  industry,  and  I  know  that  an 
American  Industry  can  not  compete  with  a  foreign  Industry, 
particularly  If  the  foreign  Industry  Is  In  the  form  of  a 
monopoly  or  a  trust     That  Is  my  position. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.   President,   will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia Yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 
Mr.   SHORTRIDGE.     With   pleasure. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Am  I  to  understand  the  Senator  to  assert 
that  there  is  a  monopoly  In  this  country  m  the  lime  Industry? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Far  from  It;  but  if  there  should  be, 
or  If  there  Is,  It  Is  subject  to  our  laws.  But  manlfesUy  there 
is  not  such  a  monopoly. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  the  fart 
that  Doctor  Klein  in  a  recent  address  stated  that  nothwith- 
standlng  we  are  paying  American  labor  far  more  than  labor 
Is  paid  in  Europe,  we  are  successfully  competing  in  Europe 
and  In  the  markets  of  the  world,  not  only  with  resped  to  semi- 
manufadured  produds  but  completely  fabricated  products.  He 
referred  to  the  fad  that  owing  to  mass  produdlon,  the  genius 
of  the  American  people  and  their  efBclency,  the  United  States 
is  successfully  competing  with  the  manufadurers  of  the  world 
and  underselling  them  In  many  of  the  commodities  which  they 
produce. 

May  I  say  further  to  the  Senator,  if  he  will  pardon  me.  that 
I  pnt  Into  the  Rbcoko  a  few  days  ago  a  statement  showing  that 
we  were  underselling  some  countries  in  manufactured  products, 
prodnds  of  the  mills  and  factories  of  the  United  States.  I  fear 
that  my  friend  assumes  that  we  are  not  competent,  notwith- 
standing OUT  material  strength  and  eflSdency,  to  compde  with 
the  rest  of  the  world. 
Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi in  a  moment. 

I  understand  the  phllosoi^y  and  theory  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah.  I  do  not  follow  him.  I  think  that  this  Nation  should 
be  industrially  independent  as  it  is  politically  Independent.  I 
do  not  think  that  our  agriculture  can  compete  with  foreign 
agriculture.  I  use  that  word  "  agriculture  "  as  compreliendlng 
an  indefinite  number  of  products  of  the  farm.  Wherefore  I 
brieve  In  a  protective  tariff — ^not  a  0(»npetitive  tariff,  but  a 
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irotectlve  tariff  which  shall  preserve  the  American  consuming 
■aarket  for  the  American  producer.  I  apply  that  economic 
doctrine  to  agriculture,  to  the  mining  industry,  and  to  manu- 
factures. I  do  not  care  now  to  enter  Into  a  discussion  of  the 
two  theories  of  tariff  legislation. 

I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Is  there  anything  In  the  suggestion  that  the 
lemon  from  Sicily  has  more  'acid  than  the  lemon  produced  In 
California,  and  that  therefore  It  is  more  desirable? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  There  is  no  lemon  produced  anywhere 
In  the  world  equal  to  the  lemons  of  California,  unless  it  be  the 
lemons  of  Florida. 

I  submit  to  the  Senate  with  great  respect  that  the  showing 
made  before  the  House  committee  and  before  the  Senate  com- 
mittee warrants  an  increase  of  at  least  1  cent  per  pound  on 
this  particular  article,  dtric  acid.  To  make  an  end,  those  who 
have  devoted  disinterested  study  to  the  problem,  the  great 
Farm  Bureau  As.«<ociation  of  America,  many  of  whose  members 
are  not  diredly  Interested  In  this  particular  Item,  hgve  urged 
and  supported  by  fads  and  figures  and  logical  argument  the 
proposition  of  increasing  the  rate  on  citric  acid  several  cents 
beyond  what  the  House  considered  necessary. 

I  respectfully  ask  that  the  House  rate  be  adopted,  namely, 
18  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  move  to  reduce  the 
rate  from  17  cents  to  12  cents,  tliough  it  should  be  so  reduced, 
but  I  oppose  the  request  of  my  friend  from  California  to  return 
to  the  House  rate. 

llie  Senator  from  California  seems  to  be  oblirious  to  the  fad 
that  we  have  a  consuming  public  <ft  more  than  110.000,000  people 
who  have  wants  that  must  be  ministered  to.  He  seems  to  ignore 
the  fact  that  we  are  exporting  more  than  $5,000,000,000  of 
American  prodnds  to  all  parts  of  the  world,  and  are  under- 
selling, as  I  indicated  a  moment  ago,  many  of  the  produds 
manufactured  In  other  parts  of  the  world.  We  are  exporting 
far  more  than  we  are  Imjwrtlng.  Our  exports  are  Increasing 
and  our  imp^^rts  fell  off  In  1928  more  than  8^  per  cent,  totaling 
approximately  $4,000,000,000. 

The  Senator  can  not  Ignore  the  fact  that  many  Imported 
products  are  used  In  the  manufacture  of  commodities  for 
domestic  use  as  well  as  for  exportation,  and  the  further  fad 
that  employment  Is  furnished  to  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
American  wage  earners  by  reason  of  the  otiliKation  of  products 
brought  from  other  countries.  He  seems  to  ignore  the  fact  that 
reciprocity,  reciprocal  trade  and  commerce,  are  a  vltallring  ele- 
ment In  our  International  relations. 

Mr.  Hoover  quite  recently  said,  in  substance — I  think  it  was 
in  his  speech  in  Brazil — that  International  trade  was  the  life- 
blood  of  commerce.  Obviously  that  Is  true.  If  we  are  to  be 
Isolationists,  as  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Shobtsidge] 
would  have  us  to  be.  Judging  from  his  address,  we  can  very 
quickly  end  this  special  session  of  Congress  by  i)assing  a  law 
that  hereafter  all  imports  shall  be  forbidden ;  but  I  feel  sure 
he  would  want  a  provision  that  we  be  permitted  to  export  even 
thouph  we  did  not  import  That  is  the  philosophy  for  which 
my  friend  is  contending,  if  I  correctly  interpret  his  position. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  care  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  Senate  by  replying  to  the  remarks  of  my  friend 
from  Utah,  nor  do  I  wi.'sh  to  consume  time  this  afternoon  in  an 
elaborate  statement  of  my  views  in  regard  to  tariff  legislation. 

Perhaps  It  will  be  enough  to  say  that  I  believe  In  a  protective 
tariff — one  that  protects.  Protects  what?  Protects  American 
industry.  Protects  whom?  Protects  American  men,  women, 
and  children.  And  how?  By  protecting  them  from  being  brought 
into  competition  with  the  poorly  paid  and  unhappy  labor  of 
other  countries.  I  hold  myself  ready  to  defend  the  doctrine 
which  has  been  a  blessing  to  America  from  the  day  of  Wash- 
ington until  this  hour,  and  I  hold  myself  ready  to  attempt  to 
show  that  the  contrary  theory,  the  free-trade  theory,  has  been 
a  curse  to  America  whenever  put  Into  operation.  As  to  this 
immediate  item,  pcrtiape  I  have  said  enough.  Those  who  are 
directly  interested  in  it  point  out  the  truth,  namely,  that  they 
must  have  a  certain  rate  of  duty;  otherwise  the  American 
market  will  be  captured  by  the  fordgner.  If  my  fri^ids  wish 
to  have  the  American  consuming  markd  supplied  by  Sidly,  be  it 
so ;  but  I  imagine  that  upon  refledion  they  will  prefer  to  have  the 
American  consuming  market  &uiH)lled  by  the  American  producer. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  just  one  word;  and  I  apologize 
for  trespassing  further  upon  the  time  of  the  Senate. 

I  think  my  friend  from  California  misreads  American  history. 
If  he  can  find  a  single  free-trade  period  in  oar  history  he  must 
see  through  a  microscope  or  telescope  tiiat  none  of  us  has  be^i 
permitted  to  gaze  through.  The  Senator  knows  that  the  best 
tariff  bill,  so  far  as  contributing  to  the  prosperity  and  welfare 
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of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  was  the  Walker  tariff  bill 
enacted  in  1846.  So  universally  has  that  act  l)een  commended 
that  Mr.  Blaine  eulogized  It  and  said  that  under  It  there  was  the 
greatest  prosperity  ever  onjoyetl  by  the  American  people.  Other 
Republicans  have  made  similar  statements. 

As  to  the  Underwood  tariff  bill,  some  of  our  Republican 
friends  mistakenly  declare  that  it  was  a  free-trade  measure. 
How  absurd,  Mr.  President,  that  contention  is!  The  rates  in 
the  Underwood  tariff  bill  were  more  than  38  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
They  were  much  higher  than  the  rates  not  only  in  the  early 
days  of  the  Rti>ublic  but  down  to  the  period  of  the  Civil  War. 
The  Underwood  bill  carried  many  rates  that  were  excessive.  It 
Is  absolutely  absurd  to  say  that  the  United  States  ever  had  free 
trade. 

However,  I  might  challenge  the  attrition  of  my  friend  from 
California  to  the  fact  that  Great  Britain  entancipated  herself 
from  a  very  dark  Industrial  and  economic  situation  when  she 
repealed  the  com  laws,  and  adopted  a  liberal  trade  policy  which 
gave  to  her  a  paramountcy  in  the  manufacturing  world. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  may  answer  ail  those 
observations  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  but  I  shall  do  so  here- 
after, if  I  deem  it  at  ail  necessary. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  It  seems  peculiar  that  the 
Senator  from  California  should  start  out  in  the  beginning  of 
the  consideration  of  tlie  rate  structure  of  the  tariff  bill  with 
such  a  weak  case.  I  have  some  sympathy  for  his  position,  even 
though  there  were  but  1300  pounds  of  this  commodity  imported 
In  1027  while  the  production  was  something  like  7,058,000 
pounds.  There  is  certainly  much  need  for  the  high  protedlon 
that  Is  proposed  to  be  given  in  this  case.  However,  I  nald  I 
bad  some  sympathy  for  the  Senator  because  of  the  fad  that 
after  this  bill  was  framed,  and  the  rates  were  written,  and  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edob]— who  will  not  be  with  us 
long — ^bad  "batted  high**  and  got  many  increases  on  commodi- 
ties produced  in  his  State  and  had  a  complacent  and  th<M-oughly 
satisfied  look,  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  {Mr.  Rnm], 
who  is  soon  to  go  abroad  to  settle  the  disiarmament  question, 
had  gotten  what  he  desired  in  the  bill;  and  the  S^iator  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Bingham],  who  has  taken  care  of  his  con- 
stituents in  this  matter  in  a  fine  way,  so  much  so  that  he  has 
received  the  applause  of  some  constituents,  although  he  has 
received  the  condemnation  of  others  and  the  press  of  the 
country,  "batted  high";  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia, who  had  many  things  to  take  care  of  in  this  bill  when 
It  was  reported,  gave  out  a  statement  to  his  fellow  dtizens 
in  California,  "  I  have  done  well ;  representing  you,  I  have 
batted  999  per  cent"  So  this  is  the  one-thousandth  of  1  per 
cent  that  he  did  not  get  in  the  framing  of  the  bill,  and  that  is 
why  he  offers  this  amendment  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  to  my 
friend  from  Mississippi  that  I  still  stand  in  favor  of  a  duty  of 
7  cents  a  pound  on  long-staple  cotton,  and  I  expect  him  to  vote 
with  me  on  that. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  That  is  about  the  surest  ground  the  Sena- 
tor has  stood  on  since  the  tariff  bill  came  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  That  is  one  ground,  at  least  on  which 
I  stand  with  the  Senator,  or,  rather,  he  stands  with  me. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator 
from  California  that  I  have  offered  an  amendment  to-day  to  his 
amendment  putting  an  import  duty  of  4  per  cent  on  short -staple 
cotton. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    I  shall  be  for  the  Senator's  amendment 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  hope  the  Senator  and  I  can  strike  bands 
around  a  common  center  for  both  sections. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  certainly  shaU  be  with  the  Senator  on 
that  i»'oposition. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  inquire 
whether  the  "logrolling"  has  started  on  the  first  page  of  this 
bUl? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  question  can  be  answered  oa  the  other 
side. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee.  By  the  sound  the 
ayes  seem  to  have  it. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  ask  for  a  division. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  a  parliamentary  inquiry.  Are  we 
voting  upon  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia ? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  California 
has  not  offered  any  amendment  as  the  Qmir  understands.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  reported  by  the 
committee. 

Mr.  KINO.  Bedudng  the  rate  on  dtric  add  from  18  cenU  to 
17  cents? 
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The  PRESIDING  OrFICBB.  That  la  correct.  The  Senator 
from  Mlssissii^  asks  for  a  diylsloa  on  the  amendment. 

On  a  division  the  amendment  was  agreed  ta 

Mr.  HARBISON.  Mr.  President,  a  parilamentary  inqury. 
What  was  the  vote  on  the  amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  It  was  very  strongly  In  fa  ror 
of  the  committee  amendment  [Laughter.]  The  next  amend- 
ment reported  by  the  committee  will  be  stated. 

The  Lboislativi;  Clewc.  On  page  2,  line  22,  before  the  wo  rds 
"  per  pound,"  It  l.«  proposed  to  strike  out  "  6  cents  "  and  int  ert 
"  4  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Tannic  add,  tannin,  and  eztracta  of  notgaUa,  containing  by  welgbt 
of  tannic  add  leas  than  50  per  centum,  4  centa  per  poand. 

Mr.  CX)PBLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
diainnan  of  the  committee  a  question  in  regard  to  the  rec  no- 
tions in  the  duties  on  certain  acids.  On  the  one  now  under  c  an- 
sideration,  tannic  acid,  the  rate  is  reduced  from  6  cents  t>  4 
cents;  on  gallic  acid  the  rate  is  reduced  from  10  cents  to  8 
cents ;  and  on  oleic  acid  there  is  a  reduction  from  a  present  ad 
valorem  rate  of  about  ^  per  cent.  Although  the  bill  would 
seem  to  indicate  an  increase,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  rate  wo  il<J 
still  be  materially  under  the  present  rate.  Also  on  pyroga  lie 
acid  the  duty  is  reduced  from  15  cents  to  12  cents. 

Certain  industries  in  my  State  are  very  much  concerned  ab»ut 
these  reductions.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  letter  from  Dr.  F.  G. 
Zinsser,  president  of  Zinsser  k  Co.  (Inc.),  manufacturing  chm- 
ists,  who  points  out  to  me  in  his  letter  that,  while  the  avenge 
duty  on  chemicals  carried  in  the  tariff  act  of  1922  was  about  34 
per  cent,  it  Is  here  proposed  to  reduce  the  duties  on  tan  lie. 
gallic,  and  pyrogalllc  acid  from  between  8  and  24  per  cent.  My 
correspondent  says  that  while  there  Is  not  a  tremendous  quan  ity 
coining  into  the  conntry,  yet,  after  ali,  it  is  an  Industry  wl  Ich 
la  growing  and  prosperous  and  one  which  has  a  future. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  lew 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  has  misunderstood  wiat 
his  correspondent  had  In  view.  The  letter,  I  think,  refers  to  |the 
increases  made  by  the  House. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  the  Senate  committee  amendments  cdrry 
out  the  existing  law  as  to  tannic  acid  and  the  other  acids  as 
welL  If  the  rates  reported  by  the  committee  shall  be  agreed  to, 
those  acids  will  have  exactly  the  same  tariff  rates  which  tpey 
have  to-day.  I 

Mr.  COPEI.AND.     I  am  glad  of  that  explanation,  but  ^at 

applies  to— 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  applies  to  tannic  acid  and  the  others  if  en 
tioned  by  the  Senator. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     It  does  not  apply  to  oleic  acid. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Will  the  Senator  wait  until  we  get  to  |hat 

Item? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Very  welL 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  vdll  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  IjTew 
Y«-k  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Yes. 

Mr.  KINO.  As  to  gallic  and  pyrogallic  acid,  let  me  saj  to 
the  Senate  that  there  is  not  a  pound  of  the  former  and  onlj  an 
infinitesimal  amount  of  the  latter  imported.  The  duty  under  the 
Fordney-McCnmber  law  is  so  high  as  to  amount  to  an  emba  go. 
and  yet  the  Senator's  correspondent,  who  is  connected  wit  i  a 
cbMnical  company,  Is  trying  to  get  higher  rates  of  duty.  H  s  is 
not  satisfied  with  a  complete  «nbargo.  It  would  be  interes  ing 
to  learn  what  he  really  does  want. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  What  the  Senator  says  about  gallic  ncid 
and  pyrogallic  add  is  quite  correct,  but  it  is  not  correct  an  to 
tannic  acid. 

Mr.  KING.  I  did  not  make  any  statement  in  regard  to  tai  inic 
add. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  But  being  assured  by  the  senior  Senntor 
from  Utah  that  the  rates  on  these  three  adds  will  be  the  siime 
as  at  present,  if  that  is  the  case.  I  have  nothing  further  to   lay. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  rate  on  p;  nro- 
galUc  acid  will  be  exactly  the  same  as  under  existing  law,  an  1  if 
the  Senate  committee  amendment  shall  be  agreed  to,  the  ate 
on  tannic  acid  will  be  the  same  as  that  under  existing  law. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  inquin  of 
the  Senator  from  Utah  whether  there  ought  not  to  be  a  gre^  iter 
reduction  on  tannic  add  than  simply  to  reduce  the  duty  to  i  hat 
provided  by  the  present  law?  There  are  practically  no  impc  rts. 
Tannic  acid  is  produced  from  a  substance  that  is  impoited 
altogeth^  from  foreign  countries  and  enters  free  of  duty. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  S«iator  is  mistaken  when  he  sayi 
that  there  are  no  imports,  for  about  12  per  cent  of  the  con- 
sumption is  imported. 

Mr.  BARBXEY.  The  domestic  production  of  tannic  acid  in- 
creased between  1919  and  1927  from  846,000  pounds  to  1,297,232 
pounds,  and  the  imports  from  1922  to  1928  of  the  kind  containing 
less  than  60  per  cent  by  weight  of  tannic  acid  was  actually 
reduced  from  77,049  pounds  to  55,342  pounds.  There  was  a 
slight  increase  in  tlie  character  of  the  Imports  not  medicinal 
from  11,200  to  49,209,  but  imports  of  the  medicinal  kind  are 
practically  negligible,  having  increased  from  88  pounds  to  only 
275  pounds. 

So  that  with  the  raw  product,  which  Is  the  excrescence  of 
what  are  called  nutgalls,  the  tannin  which  Is  brought  in  here 
free  of  duty,  out  of  which  tannic  acid  is  manufacturetl,  there 
being  no  domestic  iH"oductlon  whatever  of  the  raw  material, 
I  do  not  see  why  there  ought  not  be  even  a  further  reduction 
of  the  tariff  rate  on  this  acid. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  for  the  first  four  months  of 
1929  substantially  the  same  rate  of  Importation  has  continued 
as  during  the  years  1928  and  1927.  If  we  want  to  have  that 
Industry  in  this  country,  I  think  the  rates  in  the  existing  law 
are  sufficient  to  preserve  it.  The  committee  thought  so,  and 
therefore  reduced  the  House  rates,  although  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  that  if  the  testimony  before  the  House  committee  and 
before  the  Senate  committee  were  taken  at  100  per  cent  it 
would  ju.stify  the  rates  provided  for  In  the  House  bill ;  but  the 
Senate  committee  thought  the  rates  should  be  reduced  somewhat. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  fact  that  the  Senate  committee  re- 
duced the  rates  from  the  House  figure  Is  a  rather  strong  im- 
plication that  the  representations  should  not  be  taken  at  their 
face  value. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Finance  Committee  thought  the  Industry 
could  live  under  the  rates  provided  In  exl.^tlng  law,  and  they 
therefore  reduced  the  House  rates.  I  hope  the  Senate  will 
agree  to  those  rates. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  intend  at  this  time  to  move  to 
reduce  the  rates  still  further,  but  I  think  such  a  motion  would 
be  Justified. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  that  what  he  says  about  tannic  add  Is 
correct  as  regards  medicinal  use;  but  In  the  technical  grade 
the  importations  have  increased  to  about  10  per  cent  of  do- 
mestic production. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  increase  must  have  been  very  recent, 
because  from  1919  to  1927  the  domestic  production  almost 
doubled,  while  the  importations  of  this  acid  containing  less  than 
50  per  cent  of  tannic  add  fell  from  77,000  pounds  to  55,000 
pounds,  which  Is  a  very  small  quantity  compared  with  the 
domestic  production. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  may  say  that  I  am  depending  upon  the 
statement  found  on  page  13  of  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Informa- 
tion, where  It  speaks  of  competitive  conditions ;  and  I  quote : 

In  the  medicinal  grades  of  tannic  add  competition  from  Imports  ia 
negligible,  but  in  tbe  technical  grade  it  has  increased  to  about  10  per 
cent  of  domestic  prodnctlon.  European  producers  have  tbe  advautage 
of  lower  freight  rates  on  raw  materials  from  the  Orient.  Chinese 
mannfacturers  hare  an  even  greater  advantage  In  transportation  chargea. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  the  Senator  Is  referring  to  tartaric 
acid,  not  tannic  acid. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  No;  I  am  speaking  about  tannic  add. 
If  the  Senator  has  the  page 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes ;  I  have. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  On  page  13  the  Senator  will  see  "  Tartaric 
add  " ;  and  then,  Just  above  that,  In  the  paragraph  above  the 
heading.  Is  the  statement  which  relates  to  tannic  acid.  It 
begins: 

In  the  medidnal  grades  of  tannic  acid — 

So  that  relates  wholly  to  tannic  acid. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  satisfied  with  the  action 
of  the  committee.  First,  may  I  say  that  the  chart  which  I  have 
before  me,  furnished  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  which  names 
commodities  of  which  Imports  were  less  than  10  per  cent  of 
domestic  consumption  in  1927.  gives,  under  the  head  of  "  Tannic 
acid,"  the  number  of  pounds  of  domestic  production,  the  im- 
ports for  consumption,  and  the  value.  The  domestic  production 
was  1,297,232  pounds  in  1927 ;  the  imports  for  consumption  were 
only  20,966  pounds;  and  the  ratio  of  Imports  to  consumption  In 
value  was  4.37  per  cent  and  In  poundage  8.53  per  cent. 

Mr,  President,  this  commodity  Is  of  Importance  In  many 
ways.  It  ought  to  be  as  cheap  as  pos.«?lble.  Manufacturers  of 
tannic  acid  obtain  the  raw  material  free  of  duty.  It  comes  from 
the  nutgall,  grown  In  the  Orient  upon  trees;  and,  as  stated,  it 
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Is  brought  into  the  United  States  free  of  (hity.  It  is  Important 
In  dyeing  textiles,  in  malcing  ink,  in  manufactaring  color  lakes, 
in  tlie  clarification  of  fmit  Juices,  in  pharmacy,  for  medicinal 
purposes,   and   for  the  manufacture  of  gallic   and  pyrogalUc 

acids. 

Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  large  domestic  production  and 
the  snmll  Importation,  and  In  view  of  the  Importance  of  the 
product  for  medicinal  and  other  purposes,  it  does  seem  to  me 
that  the  rate  of  duty  ought  to  be  loweretl.  In  1928  the  amount 
imported  for  medicinal  purposes  was  only  275  pounds,  so  that 
the  domestic  manufacturers  practically  had  a  monopoly  in  tlie 
niedioinals  produced  from  this  commodity. 

Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  record  in  respect  of  this  product, 
the  small  importation,  and  the  importance  of  the  product  in  so 
many  industries,  particularly  In  the  line  of  medicinals,  I  think 
the  rate  should  be  reduced  from  4  to  2  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  does  the 
Senator  know  what  the  rate  was  in  the  act  of  1913? 

Mr.  KING.  In  the  Uriff  act  of  1913  tannic  acid  carried  a 
duty  of  5  cents  per  pound.  That  was  a  hlgti  rate  of  duty.  That 
was  in  the  "  free  trade  "  bill  that  I  suppose  the  Senator  from 
California  talks  about 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Was  that  a  strai^t  rate,  or  was  it  graded 
according  to  tannic-acid  content? 

Mr.  KING.  My  recollection  is  that  the  rate  was  5  cents  per 
pound.  I  am  not  certain  that  was  the  grade  for  medicinal  use 
only,  but  believe  that  it  did  not  differentiate  the  grades  but 
imposed  hut  one  duty  for  the  three  grades  or  dassiflcations. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  will  state  to  my  colleague 
that  that  was  the  rate  imposed  upon  tannic  acid  for  tanning.  It 
did  not  make  any  difference  what  grade  it  was.  That  was  in 
the  act  of  1913. 

Mr.  KINO.  That  is  the  information  I  have  before  me — 
tannic  acid.  5  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  would  have  been  a  lower  rate  on  the 
average  than  the  rate  fixed  in  this  bill  or  in  the  present  law, 
which  regulates  the  rate  according  to  the  tannic-acid  content. 
•-  Mr.  KING.  Yes ;  that  is  true,  because  I  see  here  that  where 
it  is  less  than  50  per  cout  purity  the  rate  is  4  cents  per  iK>und ; 
50  per  cent  purity  or  more,  not  medicinal,  10  cents  per  pound ; 
and  50  per  cent  purity  or  more,  for  medicinal  purposes,  20  cents 
per  pound. 

I  should  like  to  ask  my  colleague  what  was  the  purpose  of 
the  conunittee  with  respect  to  rates  upon  this  add  when  it  has 
a  purity  of  50  per  cent  or  more,  not  medicinal,  and  when  it  has 
a  purity  of  50  per  cent  or  more,  for  medicinal  purposes?  Is  it 
the  puriK).se  of  the  majority  to  retain  those  high  rates? 

Mr.  iSMOOT.  We  intend  to  keep  the  rates  as  they  are  pro- 
vided in  existing  law.  The  price  of  the  medicinal  quality  or 
grade  is  about  75  to  80  cents  per  pound.  That  is,  beginning  from 
1924  it  has  averaged  about  80  cents  a  pound.  That  is  the 
chemically  pure  grade  for  medicinal  purposes.  That  is  the 
wholesale  American  price. 

Blr.  COPELANT).  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me,  as  I  view 
our  relation  to  this  tariff  qu»'stion,  that  here  are  three  prod- 
ucts— tannic  acid,  gallic  acid,  and  pyrogalUc  acid — that  are  very 
important  to  the  textile  and  film  indu.strie8.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  did  not  mention  the  uses  of  these  acids 
in  the  film  industry. 

Mr.  KING.  No;  I  did  not 
.  Mr.  COPELAND.  But  the  other  uses  he  has  enumerated. 
We  are  dependent  upon  them,  and  so  I  consider  it  important 
that  the  pruducticm  In  this  country  should  t>e  encouraged.  The 
Industry  has  been  developed  at  great  expense,  and  it  certainly 
is  entitled  to  the  same  protection  that  we  now  have;  and  if  1 
had  my  way  I  should  increase  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  derk  will  continue  the  read- 
ing of  the  bill. 

The  reading  of  tlie  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  2,  line  23,  to  strike  out  "  12  cents  "  and  insert  "  10  cents," 
so  ns  to  read : 

Ftrtj  per  cent  or  more  aiHl  not  medicinal,  10  cents  per  pound; 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  2,  line  24,  to  strilce  oat 
*•  22  cents  "  and  insert  "  20  cenfs,"  so  as  to  read : 

Fifty  per  cent  or  more  and  medicinal,  20  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  in  line  24,  in  lieu  of  "20 
centK,"  I  move  to  insert  "  18  cents." 

According  to  the  tariff  information  n^iort,  only  275  poonds 
of  this  product  comes  into  this  country,  and  that  is  used  alto- 


ge4iier  Ibr  medlcnl  purposes.  If  the  domestic  production  of 
this  add  is  only  extensive  enongh  to  produce  the  quantity  of 
it  that  comes  in  competition  with  275  pounds  brought  over 
from  abroad,  certainly  there  is  no  reason  why  there  should  be 
any  tariff  at  all  on  it,  eepedally  as  it  is  used  as  a  medidne. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  call  the  Senator's 
attention  to  tbe  fact  that  the  quotation  on  medidnal  tannic 
add  is  43  cents,  shipped  from  Germany.  That  was  the  latest 
shipment  that  came  in.  The  wholesale  price  in  the  United 
States  is  from  75  to  80  cents.  All  the  Senate  is  giving  to  this 
product  in  the  way  of  a  duty  is  22  cents;  and  that  does  not 
by  any  manner  of  means  cover  the  difference,  judging  from 
what  the  price  has  l>een.  If  we  are  going  to  make  any  change 
at  all,  I  think  it  should  not  be  on  this  high-grade  product. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  the  only  one  in  this  item  that  is 
medidnal;  and  certainly  we  ought  not  to  levy  a  tribute  on 
medicines. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  it  will  never  make  any  differ- 
ence in  what  the  consumer  will  pay  for  medidne.  There  Is 
not  any  doubt  about  that. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  in  the 
case  of  this  item  there  are  no  importations? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Two  hundred  and  seventy-five  pounds  only. 
You  could  carry  it  in  a  basket  on  your  shoulder. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  not  very  much  of  it  used,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  debate  the 
matter  any  further.  I  offer  the  amendment  to  reduce  the  duty 
from  20  cents  to  18  cents.  My  real  conviction  Is  that  there 
ought  not  to  be  any  rate  at  all  on  it.  Tlu>  imports  are  in- 
flnitesimaL  They  can  not  possibly  have  any  eflPect  on  the 
American  product;  and,  as  it  is  a  medicine,  I  think  the  rate 
ought  to  be  reduced. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  appeal  to  Senators  to 
support  a  proposition  that  possibly  holds  in  its  grasp  a  little 
cheaper  medicine  for  the  American  people.  We  know  that  some 
of  these  large  medidnal  corporations  have  made  enormous 
profits;  and  the  figures  which  I  read  this  morning  showed  that 
the  output  of  pharmaceuticals  and  medicines  by  the  American 
manufacturing  associations  had  more  than  quadrupled  since 
1921.  With  this  enormous  increase,  and  with  the  en<»rmous 
profits  which  the  manufacturers  of  medicines  are  making,  and 
with  the  great  burdens  Imposed  upon  the  pe<^le  who  are  afflicted 
and  who  are  compelled  to  employ  doctors,  it  does  seem  to  me 
that  we  ought  to  have  some  little  mercy  upon  them,  and  try 
to  give  them  a  little  cheaper  medicine.  Apparently,  we  are 
going  to  raise  everything  dse  in  this  bllL  Let  us  give  them 
a  little  cheaper  medidne. 

I  should  like  to  see  this  product  put  on  the  free  list  where 
it  ought  to  be;  but  I  shall  heartily  support  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  dedre  to  say  that  there  is 
very,  very  little  of  this  product  used  in  medicine.  A  great  part 
of  the  refined  product  is  utilized  in  dyeing  textilea^  and  repre- 
sents the  chief  use  of  the  acid  in  highly  specialized  products. 
Again,  it  is  used  In  the  clarification  of  wines  and  some  frui£ 
Juices.  That  is  the  great  bulk  of  its  uae.  If  we  are  going  to 
have  the  rates  in  this  tariff  bill  conform  to  value — and  that  is 
what  tariff  bills  generally  do — then  we  ought  to  have  the  20- 
cent  rate  provided  for  by  the  Senate  committee. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr,  HARRISON.  We  have  not  disturbed  the  other  two  classi- 
fications upon  the  first  and  second  propositions. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  understand  that 

Mr.  HARRISON.  In  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information, 
under  the  heading,  "  Competitive  conditions,"  this  is  stated : 

In  tbe  medicinal  gn&ea  vf  tannic  add  eompeticion  from  Imports  ia 
negligible. 

If  that  last  word  from  the  Tariff  Commission  be  true,  wliy 
would  a  reduction  from  20  to  18  cents  particularly  hurt  the 
situation?  The  Tariff  Commission  itself  asserts  the  importa- 
tions are  n^ligibie. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  actual,  computed  ad  valorem  rates,  on 
what  little  is  imported  in  the  United  States,  are  27.77  per  cent 
On  the  basis  of  18  cents  a  pound,  that  is  approximately  25  cents 
instead  of  24.77,  as  it  would  be  under  the  20  cents  provided  in 
the  Senate  committee  amendment  That  is  why  we  reduced  it 
from  the  figure  in  the  House  provision.  I  think,  to  make  it 
conform  to  the  other  two  brackets  of  the  bill,  it  ought  to  be  20 
centSL 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Snppoae  we  go  back  and  reconsider  and 
reduce  the  others? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do  not  think  there  is  any  necessity  of  that 
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Mr  BABKLBY.  Mr.  President,  the  difference  between  tlte 
medicinal  tannic  acid  and  the  other  two  grades  Is  hardly  to  » 
based  upon  the  graduated  rate  fixed  In  the  bUl,  because  In  t  »e 
technical  grades,  which  we  have  passed  without  any  Interfer- 
ence with  the  rate  fixed  by  the  Senate  committee,  the  Tarff 
Cwnmisslon  estimates  that  the  importations  have  reached  about 
10  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production,  whereas  In  this  partit  a- 
lar  grade,  which  is  the  raediclnal  article,  the  Importations  are 
negligible.  One  man  can  carry  the  whole  year's  Imports  in  a 
basket  on  his  arm. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  may  be  true  as  to  the  imp<»t8,  but  a  ve  ry 
small  portion  of  the  product  goes  into  medicine,  of  the  impor  s, 
even.  It  is  used,  as  I  have  always  stated,  for  other  things.  I 
do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  make  that  little  change  here  i  or 
the  few  i>ounds  that  go  into  medicine.  I 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  Importation  of  275  pounds  is,  bs 
described  by  the  commission,  negligible,  there  certainly  must  be 
domestic  productiwi  sufBdent  to  supply  the  demands  of  tl^ 
article  for  medicinal  use. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BABKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  shall  be  glad  to  fonow  the  Senator  In 
ivfard  to  a  medicinal  substance  of  some  conaequence,  but  i  h« 
total  UnporUtlon  of  this  product  is  only  275  poonda. 

Mr.  BABKLEY.    I  undersUnd. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  In  1  pound  we  would  hare  6,780  gralaa, 
and  if  yon  prescribe  5  grains,  you  would  be  preacriMng  a  oC 
So  yoo  would  save  one  one-thousandtta  of  2  cents,  whidi  ia,  of 
course,  aomethlng,  but  it  would  not  go  very  far.  I 

Mr.  BABKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  appreciate  that  the  quanflty 
of  thia  product  which  comes  in  is  negligible,  but  in  view  of  i  be 
fact  that  the  raw  material  out  of  which  it  ia  manufactuied 
cornea  in  free,  if  the  competitl<Hi  with  foreign  imports  of  t  lis 
particular  grade  is  negligible,  as  a  matter  of  principle  I  do  lot 
see  why  there  ought  to  be  any  tariff  on  the  article  at  all.  Wl  lie 
2  cents  reduction  may  be  small,  yet  if  we  can  secure  all  throi  i^ 
this  bill  proportionate  reductions  on  medicinal  artides  and  ot  ler 
articles  of  necessity  where  there  is  practically  no  competiti  m, 
where  the  raw  material  comes  In  free,  we  may  accomjd  sh 
considerable  reductlcms  In  behalf  of  the  American  people. 

Mr.  FLETCHEB.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  Inqu  re 
about  the  question  of  revenue  tliat  is  realized  now  and  w|tat 
would  be  realized  if  the  change  were  made. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  amount  of  revenue  would  be  indicated 
by  multiplying  275  pounds  by  20  cents.  It  would  be  a  Uitle 
over  $50.    The  amount  of  the  revenue  Irvolved  is  not  very  la^ge 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  I  hold  in  my  hand  an  offer 
a  German  firm,  dated  January  7.  1929,  to  McKessln  k  Bobtans 
(Inc.),  91  Fulton  Street,  New  York  City,  of  tannic  acid,  e«J- 
merdially  pure,  for  43  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Is  that  medicinal  taimlc  add? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  tannic  add,  United  States  Pharmacopc  >la, 
100-pound  keg.  $43,  or  43  cents  a  pound. 

If  it  were  all  used  in  medicine,  it  would  be,  perhaps,  a  dll  'er- 
ent  thing,  although  a  prescription  of  any  medldne  would  never 
be  sold  for  one  one-thousandth  of  a  cent  less  to  the  ultimate 
consumer  if  this  change  were  made. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  mi  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bauc- 
ixt]  to  the  amendment  of  the  conunittee.  [Putting  the  ques- 
tion.]   The  noes  seem  to  have  it 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  ask  for  a  division. 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President,  may  the  amendment  be  reported? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  read. 

The  Lbqislativb  Clerk.  On  page  2,  line  24,  in  lieu  ot  the  fig- 
ures propoaed  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  insert  ' '  18 
cents." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Those  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
will  stand  and  remain  standing  until  counted. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  divide. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  Is  this  the  amoidnient 
which  would  reduce  the  cost  of  a  dose  of  this  medldne  by  tl:  ree 
one- hundredths  of  2  cents? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  Presid&it,  I  do  not  agree  to  such  a  sug  :ee- 
tlon.  If  the  Senator  may  ask  a  questlMi  when  a  vote  is  b<  ing 
taken,  I  ahaU  also  ask  one 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  count  the 
Senators  standing. 

Mr.  ELARRISON.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  oT  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Secretary  will  caU  the  lolL 

The  legislatiTe  clerk  called  the  n^  and  the  fbUowing  Senai  ors 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

Agbarst 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Capper 

Connally 

Copeland 

Coui«na 

Catting 

Dale 

Dill 

Edge 

Feas 

Pletclier 


Fnuder 

George 

Gtllett 

Glenn 

Ooff 

Goldaboroagh 

Greene 

Hale 

Harria 

Harrison 

Haafinga 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflln 

HoweU 

Johnson 

Jonea 

Keyea 

King 


La  FoUette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McNary 

MoseH 

Norbt'ck 

Norria 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Patterson 

Pbippa 

Pine 

Pittman 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Schall 

Sheppard 

Shortridge 

Simmona 
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Smoot 

Steck 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Tbomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydinga 

Vandeuberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walah,  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-one  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  thdr  names.    A  quorum  is  present 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  we  have  just  had  a  viva  voce 
vote  on  an  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentudcy 
[Mr.  Babxixt],  which  would  reduce  the  tariff  on  tannic  add 
for  medicinal  purposes  from  20  cents  a  pound  to  18  cents  a 
pound.  The  act  of  1922  fixes  the  rate  at  20  cents  a  pound.  The 
House  raised  the  rate  to  22  cents,  and  the  Finance  Committee 
put  it  back  to  the  rate  fixed  in  the  present  law. 

I  want  to  explain  to  Senators  present  how  mudi  ia  in  iasue 
in  connection  with  thia  great  question  on  which  they  have  Juat 
been  called  from  their  offices  by  the  quorum  call  tor  the  roll-call 
rote  which  will  come  in  a  moment. 

Laat  year  there  were  imported  into  the  United  States  275 
pounds  of  tannic  acid  of  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia  stand> 
ard ;  that  Is,  of  the  quality  used  for  medicinal  purposes.  Thia 
amendment  would  make  a  difference  in  the  duty  of  2  cents  per 
pound,  or  $5.50  in  the  yearly  revenue  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  $5.50  In  the  tax  upon  the  consumer,  about  which 
we  hear  so  mndi. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  Presldefit,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.  In  Just  a  moment  We  are  told  by  the  ^enator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Copixand],  who  him.self  is  a  physician, 
that  there  are  about  300  doses  in  each  pound. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     A  thousand  doses. 

Mr.  REED.  A  thousand  doses;  it  is  more  than  I  thought 
So  that  there  would  be  275,000  doses  of  this  medldne,  on  wliich 
the  cost  to  the  consumer  is  to  be  reduced  $5.50.  Meanwhile 
the  Senators  must  be  paid  salaries,  the  emi)loyees  of  the  Senate 
must  be  paid  for  carrying  on  this  farce.  We  are  told  that  there 
is  no  filibuster  on  against  the  tariff  bill 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  REED.  Just  a  moment  We  are  told  there  is  no  fili- 
buster cm  against  the  tariff  bill,  and  yet  we  will  spend  hundreds 
of  dollars'  worth  of  the  time  of  the  Senate,  at  the  expense  of 
the  United  States,  on  a  question  of  revenue  of  $5.50  a  year. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
now? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  If  the  Senator's  contention  is  correct, 
why  did  not  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  accept  the 
amendment.  The  chairman  of  the  committee  has  been  re^sting 
the  amendment 

Mr.  REED.  For  the  very  good  reason  that  we  think  the  duty 
of  20  cents  a  pound  is  a  reasonable  one,  and  compares  properly 
with  the  duty  on  tannic  acid  of  nmimedicinal  quality. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  may  be  true,  but  if  the  contentiot 
of  the  Senator  is  correct  and  this  item  Is  of  no  importance 
whatsoever,  I  point  out  that  the  delay  is  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  did  not  accept  the  amend- 
mmt,  but  insisted  upon  debating  it  at  length. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  we  have  the  thought  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  that  wliere  we  feel  that  a  tariff  rate  is  correct, 
yet  nevertheless,  we  ought  to  accept  an  incorrect  rate  every 
time  anyone  proposes  it 

Mr.  BORAH.  On  the  other  hand,  if  we  think  It  is  incorrect, 
we  are  just  as  well  justified  in  insisting  upon  our  position.  So 
far  as  the  matter  of  expense  is  concerned.  It  applies  to  one  just 
as  much  as  to  the  other. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  omitted  a  very  Important  part  of  the  evi- 
dence which  has  been  adduced  in  the  deliberations  of  the  Senate, 
namely,  that  the  rate  of  duty  .upon  this  add  was  5  cents  a 
pound  from  1913  to  1922.  It  Is  now  20  cents  per  pound.  It 
seems  to  me  an  increase  of  400  per  cent  in  duty  on  a  commodity 
that  is  not  Imported  into  the  country  and  that  is  used  for  me- 
dicinal purposes  is  ample  reason  for  delaying  the  Senate  In 
order  to  have  a  record  vote. 
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Let  me  miggest  to  the  Senator  from  Kentncky  what  I  in- 
tended to  suggest  before  the  debate  closes,  that  he  and  otherH 
who  are  interested  in  reducing  excessive  rates  in  the  bill  abould 
bear  in  mind  that  the  bill  must  go  into  conference;  that  there 
already  are  in  the  bill  House  rates ;  that  the  conference  usually 
means  compromise,  and  where  there  is  not  a  case  of  a  reascw- 
able  protective  duty  made  out  we  should  move  to  reduce  these 
rates  to  as  low  a  basis  as  possible. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  intend  to  sp&id  any 
more  of  the  Treasury's  money  in  discussing  the  matter  except 
to  reply  briefly  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  IUxz>], 
who  bases  his  argument  upon  the  rather  astonishing  suggestion 
that  we  will  save  more  money  by  allowing  the  rate  to  remain 
where  it  is  than  we  will  by  debating  it  in  an  effort  to  reduce  It. 
I  am  not  interested  in  whether  the  revenue  is  $5,000  or  $5.  We 
left  the  rates  on  the  technical  grades  of  tannic  acid  where  they 
were. 

The  Senate  conunittee  reduced  them  from  the  figures  fixed  by 
the  House.  On  this  particular  grade  there  are  no  imports  to 
speak,  ot  except  275  pounds  which,  as  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  CopkxakoI  suggested,  contains  275,000  doses  of  medi- 
cine, which  is  no  small  matter  when  it  comes  to  dosage.  The 
raw  material  out  of  which  it  is  made  coming  in  absolutely  free 
of  any  tariff  duty.  It  seems  to  me  that  on  this  particular  grade, 
which  is  a  medicine  and  a  necessity.  In  riew  of  the  fact  that 
we  have  left  the  tariff  where  it  was  on  the  other  grades,  the 
fact  that  there  is  such  a  small  amount  imported  does  not  justify 
undertaking  to  cajole  the  Senate  into  adopting  the  c<Hnmittee 
amendment  rather  than  reduce  the  rate  to  18  cents,  because  the 
committee  members  think  that  the  time  consumed  in  discussing 
the  question  will  be  worth  more  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States  than  the  amount  sa>~ed  by  a  reduction  in  the  tariff  rate. 

If  that  is  to  be  tlie  measure  of  legislation  and  of  the  time 
to  be  expended  on  legislation  in  the  Senate  we  might  well 
sometimes  pause  to  inquire  how  often  we  waste  the  time  and 
money  of  the  peoi^  on  legislation  in  which  other  Meml)er8  of 
the  Senate  as  well  as  members  of  the  Finance  (Committee  may 
be  Interested.  I  trust  the  time  will  never  come  when  we  are 
to  close  our  months  and  remain  dumb  because  if  we  undertake 
to  advocate  a  prindpie  in  which  we  believe  we  may  be  accused 
of  wasting  the  money  of  the  Treasury  by  adding  a  few  more 
pages  to  the  Conosessionai.  j^ejcobo  than  would  have  been  done 
if  we  had  remained  silent. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  it  has  been  the  practice  of 
the  distinguLshed  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rexd]  from 
the  banning  of  the  discussion  of  this  bill  to  come  in  at  the 
eleventh  hour  and  make  a  speech  that  he  might  attempt  to 
change  some  votes,  that  he  might  r^terate  what  had  already 
been  said,  that  he  might  ring  down  the  curtain  upon  every  act. 
I  do  not  blame  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to-day  for  be- 
coming irritated  and  impatient,  for  lecturing  those  of  us  who 
are  less  significant  and  less  important,  but  more  humble  than 
he.  He  has  had  so  much  on  his  shoulders,  so  many  weighty 
problems  to  solve,  that  I  do  not  wonder  at  his  irritation  now. 
Of  course,  he  gets  his  reward  for  his  illustrious  services.  The 
harder  he  fights  for  the  special  interest  of  the  country,  indtid- 
Ing  Joe  Grundy  and  the  steel  interests,  the  closer  he  becomes 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

But  I  do  not  understand  why  he  should  become  so  impatient 
at  those  of  us  who  desire  at  times  but  a  few  moments  to  discuss 
rates,  and  especially  at  this  time  when  our  effort  is  confined  to 
a  reduction  of  a  rate  that  will  permit  medicine  to  be  sold  a  little 
cheaper  to  the  American  people.  If  he  thinks  he  will  win 
greater  and  more  favors  from  President  Hoover  by  virtue  of 
that  stand,  then  let  it  be.  I  must  admit  that  the  Senator's 
action  to-day  somewhat  wearies  our  patience  and  ruffles  our 
sensibilities. 

The  Senator  accuses  us  of  delay.  We  have  made  no  effort 
to  delay,  and  no  one  in  this  body  knows  It  better  than  the  Sen- 
ator from  Penn.<7lvanla.  In  less  than  24  hours  after  it  was 
offered  we  permitted  a  vote  to  be  taken  on  an  amendment  which 
meant  more  for  the  farmers  of  the  country  than  any  proposal 
that  has  been  offered  since  this  administration  came  into  power. 
It  wa.s  from  this  side  of  the  Chamber  that  the  suggestion  was 
made  that  a  vote  be  taken  upon  the  debenture  amendment  in 
less  than  12  hours  after  It  was  offered.  Was  that  filibustering? 
Was  that  delaying  the  Senate?  Was  that  withholding  from  Mr. 
Grundy  and  the  special  interests  of  Pittsburgh  those  fruits  with 
which  they  are  to  ai^)ease  their  appetites  in  after  years  should 
the  proopsed  rates  In  this  bill  be  adopted? 

Then  've  come  to  the  chwnlcal  schedule,  important  as  it  is, 
and  we  permit  the  adoption  of  several  recommendations  of  the 
Senate  Ccnnmittee  on  Finance  without  much  discussion.  We 
liave  just  permitted  the  adoption  of  the  recommendation  of  the 
majority  on  two  other  items  in  this  dasslflcation  because  there 


were  some  importations.    T^>  per  cent  of  the  produotioos  were 
imported  in  those  two  items. 

But  when  we  reach  this  particular  article  which  enters  into 
medicinal  properties,  of  which  there  are  only  275  pounds  im- 
ported, and  we  ask  those  In  charge  of  the  bill  to  reduce  the  rate 
from  20  cents  to  18  cents,  even  though  there  was  only  a  5-cent 
duty  preAlously,  as  was  pointed  out  by  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts [Mr.  WAI.SH],  we  are  held  up  in  scorn  and  it  is  said  we 
are  filibustering. 

We  did  not  want  to  have  a  roll  call.  We  were  forced  into 
the  r<^  call.  We  asked  for  a  division,  and  when  we  saw  that 
mwe  Senators  rose  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  against 
the  proposal  than  were  In  favor  of  it,  then  it  was  that  we  asked 
for  a  roll  call  on  the  question.  Then  it  is  that  the  S«iator  from 
Pennsylvania  rose  with  all  of  these  weighty  problems  on  his 
shoulders,  ranging  from  disarmament  and  foreign  affairs  down 
to  tlie  tariff  bill — be  wlw  is  so  impt)rtant  that  he  is  put  to  the 
frwit  while  other  Senators  over  there,  well  versed  In  armament, 
well  versed  in  for^gn  affairs,  well  versed  in  naval  affairs.  Sena- 
tors who  hare  made  a  study  of  those  question  for  years.  Sena- 
tors who  have  risen  to  high  membership  <mi  the  Naval  Affairs 
anil  Foreign  Relations  Committees  because  of  laag  service  and 
long  experience  tliere,  such  as  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mr.  Halb],  are  brushed  aside  and  this  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  the  spokesman  of  Mr.  Grundy  and  Mr.  Mellon, 
the  ehalrman  of  the  subcommittee  having  the  steel  schedale  in 
diarge,  is  put  forth  to  represent  this  great  Government  at  the 
disarmament  conference. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  frnm  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  should  like  to  suggest  that  if  the  roU  caU 
had  been  (M'oceeded  with  after  it  was  ordered  instead  of  tlie 
Senator  fr(Hn  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bingham j  making  a  point  of 
no  quorum,  the  roll  call  would  have  been  over  long  ago  and  we 
would  have  saved  probably  another  doUar  to  the  people  of  the 
country  by  shortening  these  proceedings. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Oh,  yes ;  we  would  have  saved  at  least  that 
much.  Not  only  were  those  gentlemen  brushed  aside  but  others 
as  well,  including  the  able  Senator  from  New  Hampsliire  [Mr. 
MosEs],  and  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Johrson]  who 
has  had  the  courage  to  speak  out  in  meeting  and  take  his  stand 
and  oppose  some  m^i  in  high  places.  Although  they  occupy 
high  and  distinguished  positions  In  the  foreign  relations  of  our 
Government,  as  well  as  on  the  question  of  armament  and  dis- 
armament, they  were  brushed  aside,  and  the  dlstingulKhed 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  Is  put  to  the  forefiront  Not  only 
that  but  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watbok], 
chosen  by  his  colleagues  as  the  political  leader  on  their  side 
of  the  Chamber,  who  has  made  a  life  study  and  devoted  his  life's 
work  to  the  great  problems  of  foreign  affairs  and  disarmament, 
is  brushed  aside,  too,  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  Is 
elevated.  The  trouble  Is,  his  appointment  has  gone  to  his  head 
and  he  comes  h««  to  lecture  Senators  because  we  would  go  on 
reoH^  on  an  Important  amendment  to  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  even  at  the  expense  of  a  little 
vituperation  of  myself  every  day  it  is  my  intention  to  point  out 
to  the  country  each  day  the  way  in  which  the  time  of  the  Senate 
is  being  wasted  and  the  passage  of  the  bill  Is  being  prevented. 
We  have  16  schedules  In  the  MIL  We  have  about  30  business 
days  remaining  in  which  to  work.  No  matter  what  may  be 
said  about  me  personally,  It  Is  my  Intention  from  time  to  time 
to  point  out  to  the  country  whose  fault  it  is  that  the  tariff  bill 
is  not  passed. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  I^resident,  I  hope  when  the  S«iator  from 
Pennsylvania  Is  performing  that  remarkable  duty  from  day  to 
day  he  will  not  miss  pointing  out  In  eadi  case  the  votes  and 
discussions  that  are  cynical. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  Rjos]  Is  correct  In  his  theory  regarding  a  protective 
tariff,  then  It  would  se«n  to  me  that  he  has  miscalculated  the 
cost  to  American  consumers  of  the  tariff  on  this  particular  Item. 
If  I  am  not  mistaken,  tl»e  cost  to  the  American  consumer  on  this 
item  alone  Is  something  like  $259,566.40  plus  the  20  cents  a 
pound  on  the  Imports,  which,  of  course,  would  amount  to  quite 
a  considerable  additional  sum. 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  is  misled  by  the  fact  that  the  fig- 
ures of  the  domestic  inroduction  Include  not  only  the  medicinal 
grade,  but  the  common  grade  used  in  Industry.  There  are  no 
figures  available  that  show  the  small  quantity  used  in  medicine. 
It  is  utterly  unthinkable  that  the  peoi^e  of  the  United  States 
last  year  nsed  1,260^000,000  doses  of  medicinal  tannic  add.    The 
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_«^  on  which  the  Senator  is  bMln«  hta  sUtement  Indiide 
indwtrial  tannic  acid,  on  which  the  rate  is  lower  now  than 
mder  the  Democratic  Underwood  bill.  ^      .  _.^  ..       k-# 

Mr  BLAINC  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  Hncldatlon,  Dni 
th«  Senator  froin  Wlacoarfn  had  identically  the  same  ll«nrea  in 
mind.  This  particular  commodity  1«  not  comnimed  alone  for 
medicinal  porpoaes;  it  goes  into  industry,  and.  therrfore.  the 
tariff  Is  paffied  on  to  the  commmer  Just  the  same,  ^^etl^n  jae 
takes  it  as  a  dose  of  medicine  or  a  done  of  added  coat  of  the 

thincs  he  uses.  „,  _•  i « 

Mr  BEED.  That  is  quite  true.  If  the  Senator  wfll  yield, 
let  me  say  that  if  he  wUl  U>ok  two  lines  abore  this  Item  "the 
uriff  Mil  he  will  see  that  the  consumer  does  not  pay  that. 
beeauae  the  rate  is  only  4  cents  a  pound  on  the  induatrial  grade 

of  this  cbemlcaL  ^       ^    .  *         ..t k«» 

Mr.  BLAINiS.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  information ;  but 
I  was  basins  the  calculation  on  the  total  number  of  pounds. 
as  shown  by  the  Tariff  Commiiwlon.  We  would  be  doing  the 
people  of  the  country  some  benefit  by  !?«"»?« /he  con»m«»"y 
on  the  fwe  li-<t,  becaase  the  pending  tariff  bill,  if  enacted,  is 
not  going  to  be  for  one  year  alone ;  it  Is  going  to  continue  for  a 
long  period:  and  thl>«  burden  will  be  heaped  upon  the  people 
annnally  So  I  think  the  Senator  is  rather  unjustified  in 
criticising  Members  of  the  Senate  who  undertake  to  dlacuss  this 
pripositiou. 

I  presume  the  amount  itself  in  this  instance  is  not  so  great, 
perhaps  but  when  one  adds  to  it  the  amounts  inyolved  in  hun- 
dredw  upon  hundreds  of  other  items  be  will  reach  astounding 

figiiw^-  .^  _^  , 

When  we  shall  reach  the  chemical  paragraph  respecting  coal- 
tar  products  there  will  be  found  the  possibility  of  the  imposi- 
tion of  a  tariff  tax  of  $31,000,000  a  year ;  and  in  the  course  of 
flTC  or  six  years  it  will  be  multiplied  accordingly.  We  shall 
also  find  with  reference  to  paints  and  colors  a  tariff  tax  of 
12,130,000  a  year;  on  pigments,  colors,  and  stains  there  is  im- 
posed the  enormous  burden  of  a  tariff  tax  of  179.000.000  a 
year;  on  white  leati  there  is  the  possibiUty  of  a  tariff  tax  of 
17.900.000  each  year  as  an  added  burden  heaped  upon  agricul- 
ture and  the  general  ct>n»umer ;  on  spirit  Tarnislies  alone  there 
la  to  be  imposed  a  tariff  tax  of  about  $12,000,000  a  year;  on 
flaroring  extracts  there  is  a  larlff  Ux  of  over  $8,000,000  a  year ; 
on  formaldehyde  there  is  imposed  a  tariff  tax  of  $875,000  a 
year;  on  licorice  there  is  a  tariff  tax  of  $1,400,000  a  year;  on 
csstor  oil — which  is  another  medicinal  product  although  castor 
oil  is  not  used  exclusively  for  medicinal  purposes — there  will 
be  a  probable  tariff  tax  of  $2,501,600  a  year.  So  it  is  all 
through  the  chemical  schedule. 

Therefore,  though  the  (llaeuasion  of  this  particular  item  taken 
alone  may  not  be  Important,  when  we  take  the  various  Items 
that  make  up  the  other  paragraphs  of  Schedule  1 — and  there 
are  many  Items  included  In  those  paragraphs — we  have  mount- 
inf  taxea  running  into  the  hundreds  of  millions  ot  dollars  an- 
nually aa  a  burden  upon  the  consuming  public. 

If  the  chemical  schedule  is  not  Important  to  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  important  to  the  consumers  of 
the  country,  and  therefore  it  does  not  become  a  Senator  here  on 
tbe  floor  of  the  Senate  to  undertake  any  threatening  attitude 
toward  those  who  are  determined  to  write  a  tariff  bill  that  will 
b«  a  decent  tariff  bill  and  in  the  Interest  ot  the  entire  people 

of  America. 

Mr.  EDGE  and  Mr.  BARKLET  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  ?ICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yMd:  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  BIAINE.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  EDGE.  If  the  various  taxes  wliich  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  has  Itemized  honestly  represent,  after  careful  inveati- 
gation,  the  actual  difference  in  t?»e  cost  of  production  in  the 
United  States  and  in  foreign  countries,  wherever  they  may  be— 
I  am  simply  taking  them  collectively — then  would  the  Senator 
feel  that  it  was  the  wrong  theory  and  the  wrong  policy  so  to 
protect  American  industry? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  will  answer  that  question  as  we  come  to 
each  item. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  BLAIN?:.     I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  the  fact  that  the  duty  on 
the  particular  Item  to  which  this  amendment  has  been  offered, 
unimportant  as  it  apparently  may  appear  to  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rxed),  was  increased  In  the  tariff  act  of 
1»22  by  400  per  cent.  Prior  to  that  date  the  tariff  on  this 
medicinal  commodity  was  5  cents  a  pound.  In  the  act  of  1922, 
however,  the  duty  was  increased  to  20  cents  per  pound.  I  am 
simply  seeking  to  reduce  the  duty  to  18  cents  a  pouncL  If 
tbe   same   ratio  of  Increase,   400  per   cent,   had   been  carried 
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through  all  the  Uriff  schedules.  It  is  easy  to  understand  how, 
after  a  very  short  di.stance,  nnimportant  Items  would  beconie 
very  important  in  the  total  as  affecting  the  American  people 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
BAMKtMT]  to  the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee.  On 
that  question  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered,  and  the 
clerk  will  call  tbe  roU. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr,  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  my 
general  pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  (Mr.  Btrwro:*] 
to  the  Junior  Senator  from  MonUna  [Mr,  Wubblxb]  and  vote 

yea.** 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  O^TSBMAN  (after  having  voted  In  the  affirmative).  I 
inquire  if  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Wakbki*1  haa 

voted?  ^    L   .  .-    .- 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Chair  is  informed  that  he  haa 

not  voted.  ,      _ 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Wyoming.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipstkad]  and  allow  my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  HA  WES.     I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
Kratucky  [Mr.  SACKrrr].     If  permitted  to  vote.  I  should  vote 
yea,"  and  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  if  present, 
would  vote  **  nay." 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  MrrcALr],  who  is  detained  from  the  Senate 
on  account  of  illness.  If  ae  were  present  and  I  were  permitted 
to  vote,  I  should  vote  "  yea,"  and  if  the  Senator  from  Rhcde 
Island  were  present  he  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  rl.se  to  announce  that  my  col- 
league [Mr.  WHrauoil  Is  absent  from  the  the  Senate  on  account 
of  illness.  _  . 

Mr.  BINGHAM  (after  having  voted  In  the  negative).  I  have 
a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Virjrinia  [Mr.  Glass].  I 
transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Rans- 
Dfixx]  and  allow  my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
SRirsTCAD]  is  detained  from  the  Senate  on  account  of  illness. 

Mr.  WATSON  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  I  trans- 
fer my  pair  with  the  Senator  fronj  South  Carf>liua  [Mr.  SmithI 
to  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Gould]  and  allow  my  vote  to 
stand. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  wi.sh  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Illinoia 
[Mr.  Deneen]  has  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Arkan- 
sas [Mr.  Caxawat]. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  45.  nays  33,  as  follows : 

YEAS — 45 


.\aharst  Dill  La  Follette 

Barkley  Fletcher  McKeUar 

Blacic  Fraaier  McBla»ter 

Blaine  Gwrge  Norbeck 

Blea.oe  Glenn  Norri» 

Borah  Harrte  Nye 

Bratton  Harrison  Orerman 

Brock  Hayden  Pittman 

Brbokhart  Heflin  Robinson,  Ark. 

ConnaUy  Howell  Robinaon,  Ind. 

Coaiens  Jonea  Sfhall 

Cnttlnc  King  Sheppard 

NATS — 33 
Mosos 
Oddle 
Patterson 
Phlpps 
Pine 
Reed 

Shortridge 
Smoot 
Steiwer 


Simmons 
Steck 
Stephens 
Swannon 
Tb<imaa.  Idaho 
Thomas.  Okla. 
Tnimmell 
W:ili«b.  MaM. 
Walah,  MonL 


Allen 

Bingham 

Capper 

Copeland 

Dale 

Edge 

Feas 

(JiUett 

Goff 


Bronasard 

Burton 

Caraway 

Deoeen 

Ulaaa 


Gold.sborougta  Moses  Townsend 

Greene  Oddle  Vandenberg 

Hale  Patterson  Wajcner 

Hastings  Phlpps  Waloott 

Hatfield  Pine  Watorman 

Hebert  Reed  Watson 
Johnson 
Keyes 
McNary 

NOT  VOTING— 17 
Gould  Ransdell  Warren 

Ilnwes  Snckett  Wheeler 

Kean  HhipHtead 

Kendrlck  Smith 

Metcalf  Tyclings 

So  Mr.  Babkley's  amendment  to  the  amendment  of  the  com- 
mittee was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee  a.s  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  ajjret^d  to. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Enos]. 

It  appears  that  during  the  hearings  l>efore  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee upon  cement  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  was  chair- 
man of  the  sulwommittee.  The  hearings,  as  published,  show 
that  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  received  a  statement  from 
the  Tariff  Commi.'<sion  in  reference  to  the  cost  of  production  of 
cement  in  this  country  and  also  in  Belgium,  and  tilso  other  perti- 
nent information  in  reference  to  that  subject.     The  evidence 
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taken  before  tbe  committee  shows  that  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  showed  this  report  of  the  commission  to  witnesses,  that 
the  report  itself  was  discussed  by  witnesses,  and  that  the  report 
was  exhibited  in  a  public  hearing — in  shcNrt,  that  it  was  a  public 
document. 

This  morning  I  teleirfioned  to  the  Tariff  Commission  and  asked 
for  a  copy  of  the  report  which  was  submitted  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey.  The  representative  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
refused  to  send  It  to  me.  He  said,  however,  that  they  had  pre- 
piired  a  special  report  for  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr,  Kino], 
and  also  that  they  had  prepared  a  report  for  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmo.ns].  He  said  that  they  would  be 
very  glad  to  send  me  those  two  reports,  but  they  refused  to  send 
me  the  report  which  was  st-nt  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 

First,  1  desire  to  say  that  I  have  written  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Tariff  Ommissifm  asking  for  the  report  which  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey;  and  if  they  refuse  to 
furnish  it  I  expect  to  introduce  a  resolution  asking  for  it  If 
there  Is  anything  particularly  sacred  about  the  report  which 
was  submitted  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  he  can  prob- 
ably explain  It,  or  aome  other  member  of  the  Finance  C<«i- 
mittee  may  explain  to  us  why  any  Member  of  the  Senate  can 
not  get  any  report  which  was  submitted  to  members  of  the 
Finance  Committee  during  those  hearings. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  at  an  absolute  loss  to  recall 
any  re|x>rt  that  was  given  me  on  cement  or  any  other  commodity 
includetl  in  the  earthenware  schetlule,  or  any  other  schedule  so 
far  as  that  is  concerned,  suirouiiding'  which  there  was  the 
Biighteat  secrecy. 

As  the  Senator  has  indicated,  reports  were  furnished  to  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  during  the  public  hearings  of  the  subcom- 
mittees for  the  piirpose  of  having  the  information  as  to  imports, 
exports,  and  so  forth,  most  of  which  is  practically  a  duplica- 
tion of  that  appearing  in  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information, 
which  we  all  have  at  our  command.  No  doubt,  as  the  Senator 
has  also  Indicated,  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  or  othev 
merat)ers  of  the  committee  asked  questions  of  witnesses,  pos- 
Kibly  based  upon  the  information  In  these  reports,  demonstrat- 
tlng,  so  far  as  the  chairman  was  concerned,  he  considered  the 
reiKjrts  public  doctiments. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  agree  with  that.  The  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  showed  this  report  to  witnesses  for  the  manufacturers 
of  cement  in  this  country.  They  questioned  certain  figures  In 
the  report.  The  report  was  dl-scussed,  and  under  those  circum- 
stances it  certainly  became  a  public  document. 

Mr.  EDGE.  What  does  the  Senator  mean  when  he  states  that 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  showed  the  report  to  witnesses? 
The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  was  sitting  as  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  with  both  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King] 
and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barkley],  who,  as  nearly 
as  I  can  recall,  attended  every  hearing  of  the  ct^mmittee.  They 
were  very  faithful  and  patriotic  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty, 
and  the  Senator  from  Peimsylvania  [Mr.  Keed]  and  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  mo.st  of  the  time  were  in  attendance  on 
that  subcommittee.  So  if  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
referred  to  the  report,  or  asiced  witnesses  concerning  it,  it  was 
certainly  in  no  way  kept  secret  and  was  before  every  member 
of  the  committee. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
that  the  evidence  shows  that  the  report  was  used  as  a  public 
document,  and  that  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  did  show  It 
to  witiie8.se8.  The  reason  why  I  brought  up  tlds  matter  here  is 
that  when  a  Member  of  the  Senate  asks  for  a  report  like  that 
from  the  Tariff  Commission  it  ought  to  be  forthcoming  promptiy. 
There  is  no  reason  in  the  world  why  that  report  should  be  de- 
nied ;  and  then  they  had  the  Impudence  to  tell  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  that  they  had  prepared  different  reports,  one  for  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  and  another  for  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons],  and  that  they  would  be 
very  glad  to  furnish  me  those  two  reports,  but  refused  to  fur 
nish  me  the  report  that  was  furnished  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  or  the  Finance  Committee! 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  assure  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  that,  as  I  said  at  the  outset  I  am  at  a  losa 
to  recall  any  special  report ;  but  if  I  have  any  report  in  my 
possession  of  which  the  Sena  tew  desires  a  copy,  he  is  welcome 
to  a  copy  of  it  at  any  time. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  think  that  is  true.  If  I  can  not  get  that 
repurt  from  the  chairman  of  the  commission,  of  course  I  shall 
Introduce  a  resolution  calling  for  it;  but  I  am  bringing  the 
matter  up  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  so  that  when  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  asks  the  Tariff  Commission  for  certain  Infor 
mation  that  he  ought  to  have  it  diall  be- forthcoming  promptly. 
There  is  no  reason  why  it  should  be  denied  to  him.  That  infor- 
mation is  obtained  by  the  Tariff  Conunisslon  at  the  expense  of 
the  taxpayers,  and  it  is  obtained  for  the  purpose  of  enlightening 


Members  of  CXmgress  upon  the  schedules  which  are  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  to  my  friend  from 
South  Dakota  that  If  the  Tariff  Commission  ever  furnished  me 
a  report  dealing  with  cement  I  have  not  seen  it  I  asked  the 
Tariff  Commission  to  give  me  wliat  information  they  had  rela- 
tive to  the  schedule  we  are  now  considering;  and  I  have  been 
furnished,  for  instance,  a  sheet  dealing  with  gallic  acid,  which 
merely  takes  excerpts  from  the  Tariff  Information  Summary.  I 
presume  they  have  sent  to  my  oflOce — but  I  have  not  seen  It — 
similar  Information  regarding  the  ceramic  sdtiedule,  because  I 
had  to  do  with  that ;  but  I  have  not  seen  a  report  on  cement, 
and  if  any  was  sent  me  I  am  sure  it  wiU  be  found  to  contain  no 
information  exc^  that  which  the  Senator  will  find  in  the  Tariff 
Summary. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President  wIU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KING.  Just  one  word.  The  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
said  I  was  present  during  the  hearings  on  cement.  The  Senator 
will  recall  that  on  one  day  during  the  hearings  I  was  absent; 
and  I  was  not  privileged  to  hear  the  testimony  on  cement.  I  do 
not  want  to  claim  credit  for  being  present  all  the  time,  because 
on  one  day  I  was  out  of  the  city. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,,  perhaps  It  will  be  useless  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Utah,  after  his  explanation  that  he  was  not 
present  on  that  occasion,  the  question  I  was  about  to  ask  him. 
I  had  forgotten  that  he  was  not  present ;  but  I  was  going  to  ask 
the  Senator  If  he  recalls  any  special  report,  not  alone  on  cement 
but  on  any  commodity,  during  the  days  we  sat  together  in  the 
committee,  that  was  not  spread  on  the  desk  and  al]«<dutely  avail- 
able for  the  use  of  any  member  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  KINO.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  only  ;?eports  I 
saw  during  the  hearings  were  the  small  pamphlets  which  are 
incorporated  now  In  the  large  book  before  us  and  which  were 
available  to  all  of  us. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  will  state  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
that  that  is  all  I  recall.  Further,  as  I  have  already  Indicated, 
if  any  further  reports  were  received,  they  were  available  to  any 
member  of  the  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  continue  the 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was.  on 
page  3,  line  1,  after  the  words  "  gallic  acid,"  to  strike  out  "  10 
c«its "  and  insert  "  8  cents." 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  as  a  substitute  for  the 
committee  amendment,  I  move  to  strike  out  "  8  "  and  insert  "  6." 

This  amendment  is  on  all  fours  with  the  one  which  has  just 
been  adopted.  Six  cents  was  the  rate  on  gallic  acid  in  tbe  act 
of  1913.  It  was  increased  to  8  cents  in  the  act  of  1922,  and  the 
House  in  this  bill  increased  It  to  10  cents.  The  report  of  the 
Senate  committee  puts  it  back  to  8  cents. 

Gallic  acid  is  used  chiefly  in  the  manufacture  of  pjo'ogalllc 
acid,  dyes,  writing  inks,  and  In  medicine.  It  will  be  observed 
by  referring  to  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information,  on  page  16, 
that  there  have  been  no  Imports  of  gallic  acid  since  1923,  when 
6,048  pounds,  valued  at  $2,743,  or  45.4  cents  per  pound,  were 
Imported.  I  also  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Imports  from  1919  to  1922,  when  the  rate  was  6  cents  p^  pound, 
were  negligible. 

The  finance  Committee  in  several  Instances  has  reduced  the 
rates  of  duty  on  commodities  where  the  imports  have  been 
negligible.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  duty  falls  In  that  category. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  have  been  no  Importations  for 
five  years,  and  that  prior  to  that  time  the  commission  reports 
that  the  importations  were  negligible,  it  seems  to  me  we  are 
I)erfectiy  safe  In  going  back  to  the  rate  fixed  in  the  act  of  1913. 
I  therefore  have  proposed  to  strike  out  **  8  "  and  insert  "  6." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas-sachusetts.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  WIscMsln 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  As  It  Is  very  apparent  that 
there  Is  no  case  made  out  here  for  protection,  I  suggest  to  the 
Senator  that  he  make  his  amendment  a  lower  rate  than  6  cents. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  not  be  willing 
to  do  that.  I  am  using  the  rate  employed  in  the  act  of  1913, 
and  I  feel  that  I  have  some  basis  for  that  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  imports  were  negligible  even  under  that  rate,  I  think  I 
am  not  treading  on  unsafe  ground  when  I  propose  6  cents  in 
lieu  of  8  cents. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  the  amendment  of 
the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  ta 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Tbe  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 
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The  next  amendnieiit  of  the  Committee  cm  Finance  was,  on 
page  3.  line  1.  after  the  word  "  pound,"  to  strike  oat  "  nitrii : 
acid,  one-half  of  1  cent  per  pound." 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  as  I  recall,  that  acid  was  trane- 
f erred  to  the  free  list. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  correct.    It  goes  to  the  free  list 
The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  th^ 
amendment  of  tlie  cimiiuittee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  3,  after  ttie  amendmen 
just  agreed  to,  to  insert: 

Oleic  acid  or  red  oil,  1%  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  COPE«LA>fD.  Mr.  President,  am  I  right  in  my  nndei 
sUnding  that  the  present  duty  on  oleic  acid  is  2S  per  cent  ai 
valorem?  I 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  the  present  law  is  1%  cents.  The  Housjt 
provided  a  rate  of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Of  course,  that  fell 
in  the  basket  clause — 25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  How  much  difference  would  there  be  b< - 
tweeri  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as  proposed  in  the  House  bil , 
and  the  l*^  cents  suggested  here? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  House  rate  is  practically  double  the  I'.j 
cents  per  pound.  In  other  words,  the  Finance  Committee  has 
reduced  the  duty  to  practically  one-half  the  House  rate. 

Mr.  CX)PELAND.  Mr.  President,  we  were  called  together  t> 
pas.s  a  farm  relief  bill  and  a  bill  which  was  intended  to  prote<  t 
agriculture.  Here  is  a  product  which  is  a  farm  product.  Stearic 
acid  and  oleic  acid  are  products  made  from  the  fat  of  cattle 
and  hogs  and  sheep  raised  on  the  farms  of  this  country. 

I  have  in  my  State  a  concern  making  candles;  and  they  fe<>l 
that  It  Is  a  great  ml.ntake  that  the  committee  proposes  to  reda<  e 
this  duty,  and  I  fe«>l  the  same  way  about  it. 

If  this  is  a  product  which  is  of  some  concern  to  the  farm,  ac  d 
at  the  same  time  we  have  growing  industries  in  this  country 
which  need  this  sort  of  protection,  I  think  they  sliould  have  it. 
The  matter  has  been  discussed  in  the  varlooa  books  referred  i  o 
this  afternoon.  Mr.  Jordan  appeared  before  the  Ways  aid 
Means  C<nnmittee  and  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  askitg 
for  these  changes,  and  the  plea  is  made  by  my  constituents  tht  it 
there  ahonld  be  this  added  protection. 

Theae  oils  are  sqmezed  out  together.  The  stearic  acid  ard 
the  oleic  acid  are  Joint,  companion  products.  They  should  le 
taxed  alike.  They  are  pressed  from  tallow  and  other  animal 
fats. 

One  of  the  things  which  to  my  mind  is  important  la  the  pre  s- 
ervatioD  In  this  country  of  every  industry  having  to  do  with  tl  le 
aavUig  of  fata.  One  of  the  great  troubles  Germany  had,  aid 
perhaps  one  of  the  factors  which  contributed  to  the  defeat  >f 
Germany,  was  the  lack  at  fats.  As  I  see  it,  it  is  very  importa  it 
that  we  should  preserve  here  in  our  country  this  industry  in  1 11 
of  its  ramifications. 

Mr.  BARK  LET.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  amount  of  production  in  this  coimt  7 
in  1926  was  31,000,000  pounds.  In  1928  it  was  64.000,000.  T  le 
amount  of  Imports  in  1928  was  46,000  pounds.  It  was  lees  th;  in 
three-twentieths  of  1  per  cent  ot  the  domestic  production,  aud 
at  the  same  time  we  exported  6,253,000  pounds. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    What  was  the  Importation  of  stearic  acil? 

Mr.  BARKELY.     I  am  talking  about  oleic  acid. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  reason  why  I  asked  the  question  wis 
because  they  are  made  together,  and  protection  that  is  given  to 
one  should  he  given  the  othw. 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President 

l%e  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  in  the  chair).    Dees 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsjl 
Tania? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  true  that  they  are  made  together,  but  the 
Imports  of  the  oleic  acid  are  less  than  one-tenth  of  1  per  cc  at 
of  the  domestic  production,  while  of  the  stearic  acid  the  in- 
ports  so  far  tills  year,  1  am  told,  have  been  about  20  per  cc  at 
of  the  domestic  production.  The  committee  teit  that  tlie  n 
creased  protection  given  by  the  House  was  justified  in  the  cajse 
of  the  stearic  add.  and  was  not  in  the  case  (rf  oldc  acid. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  want  to  call  attention  again  to  the  f^ct 
that  these  two  products  are  pressed  out  of  tallow  together, 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  very  true;  but  they  are  not  importjed 
together. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    No. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  thdre 
la  7.2  per  cent  of  this  product  exported.     We  are  exportiag 


oleic  acid,  and  we  are  Importing  the  stearic  add  In  the  lai^e 
quantities  referred  to  by  the  Senator. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  If  the  great  exponent  of  the  Ameritan 
protective  tariff  is  against  me,  there  is  no  use  in  discussing  the 
matter  at  all. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  there  is  a  difference  between  oleic 
acid  and  stearic  add,  there  being  more  hydrogen  in  the  latter 
than  in  the  former.  One  is  a  hard  acid  and  the  other,  as  I 
recall,  is  called  a  soft  acid  and  is  used  largely  for  soap.  There 
are  chemical  constituents  in  one  not  in  the  other. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  KING.  As  stated,  we  export  a  great  quantity,  and  im- 
ports are  but  fifteen  one-hundredths  of  1  per  cent. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Many  Industries  are  founded  on  chem- 
istry; for  instance,  the  corn-products  industry.  There  is  a 
tremendous  demand  in  this  country  for  com  oil.  It  is  the 
equivalent  of  olive  oil,  has  all  of  its  uses,  and  is  a  very  whole- 
some cooking  oil.  Of  course,  there  is  a  great  demand  in  our 
countrj'  for  comstardi,  but  another  product  which  is  in.sepa- 
rable  from  the  manufacture  of  com  oil  and  cornstarch  is  com 
sugar.  It  is  impossible,  by  reason  of  certain  objections  on  the 
part  of  the  Atfricultural  Department  to  the  sale  of  unlabeled 
com  sugar,  to  get  rid  of  it.  Therefore,  there  piles  up  such  a 
lot  of  this  surplus  com  sugar  that  it  takes  much  of  the  profit 
off  of  the  corn  oil  and  the  com.starch. 

There  is  a  similar  process  in  this  case,  where  there  is  pressed 
from  a  protluct  of  the  farm,  from  the  fats  of  the  farm,  at  the 
same  time,  stearic  acid  and  oleic  acid.  Unless  both  are  pro- 
tected the  same  way,  If  there  is  brouglit  in  a  large  amount  of 
the  one  product,  there  will  no  object,  then,  und  no  incentive, 
to  manufacture  the  other.  The  point  of  this  api)eal  is  that  they 
should  be  treated  exactly  alike,  and  whatever  protection  la 
given  one  should  be  given  the  other. 

The  PIIESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

yir,  SHEI'PARD.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Are  individual  amendments  to  parts  of  the 
bill  where  the  committee  has  presented  no  amendment  in  order 
now? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under  the  agreement  not  until 
the  committee  amendmenta  are  acted  on.  The  clerk  will  state 
the  next  amendment. 

The  Chikf  Clerk.  The  next  amendment  is,  on  page  3,  line  6, 
where  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  15  cents  "  and  to 
Insert  in  lien  thereof  "  12  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Pyrognllic  acid.  12  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  move  to  strike  out 
"  12  "  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "  10,"  so  that  it  would  read : 

Pyrogalllc  acid,  10  cents  per  pound. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President  I  give  notice  that  when  we 
reach  the  stage  where  individual  amendments  will  be  allowed 
it  is  my  Intention  to  ofTer  an  amendment  providing  that  phos- 
phoric acid,  when  imported  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  fer- 
tilizer material,  shall  he  admitted  free  of  duty. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  will  have  that 
opportunity.    The  Secretary  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  Chut  Clesik.  The  next  amendment  is  on  page  5,  line  22, 
where  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  $1 "  and  to  insert 
In  lieu  thereof  **  50  c«its,"  so  as  to  read : 

Amber  and  amberoid  unmanufactured,  not  specially  provided  for,  50 
cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  Preeident,  may  I  inquire  of  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  what  was  done  with  the  item  of  formic  add? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No  change  has  been  made.  The  House  rate 
has  l)een   preserved. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  asked 
what  was  dcme  as  to  formic  acid.  That  is  taxable  at  4  c^its  a 
pound  under  the  present  law,  and  the  House  did  not  change  the 
rate,  and  the  Finance  Committee  made  no  change. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  Senator  from  Utah 
state  what  the  rate  of  duty  on  the  product  named  in  this 
amendment  was  under  the  art  of  1913? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     One  dollar  a  pound. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma&^achusetts.  This  is  a  reduction  from  th« 
House  rate  and  the  1913  rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  la  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Preeldent,  there  is  a  committee  amendment 
to  be  offered  on  page  5,  line  7,  to  strike  out  "  2  cents  per  pound  " 
and  to  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "  shall  be  subject  to  the 
same  rate  of  duty  as  antimony  regulus  or  metal."  That  then 
will  fall  in  paragraph  376.  page  108. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  What  would  be  the  effect  of  the 
change? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  effert  would  be  to  place  this  in  the  anti- 
mony paragraph.  There  is  a  sliding  scale  imposed  in  that  para- 
grai>h  on  the  metal.  This  would  simply  put  the  same  rate  on 
the  antimony  oxide  as  provided  for  in  paragraph  376,  page  108. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Would  this  increase  or  decrease  the 
duty,  or  would  the  duty  remain  the  same? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  paragraph  376  there  is  a  sliding  scale  Im- 
pose<l.  We  take  the  oxide  and  put  it  there,  so  that  we  will  have 
all  of  the  items  together. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  What  is  the  current  price  of  oxide 
of  antimony? 

Mr.  8M(X)T.    Ten  to  11  ^  cents ;  about  10  cents. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  it  were  from  10  to  11  cents  a 
pound  the  rate  would  simply  be  2  cents  a  pound,  just  as  it  now 
stands? 

Mr.  EDGE.     Exactly. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  effect,  then,  would  be  practi- 
cally that  it  would  remain  exactly  as  it  Is  in  the  bill,  at  2  cents 
a  pound? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    On  to-day's  price  that  is  what  it  would  be. 

Mr.  EDGBJ.  Mr.  President  if  I  may  Just  say  a  word :  As  is 
well  known,  the  present  duty  on  antimony  metal  and  oxide  is 
exactly  the  same,  2  cents  a  pound,  so  that  It  would  be  inconsist- 
ent to  attempt  to  art  on  this  rate  under  the  chemical  schedule 
until  the  Senate  decided  finally  wliat  the  rate  would  be  on  the 
metal.  For  that  reason  it  is  simply  a  transfer  of  the  item  from 
the  antimony  schedule  to  the  metal  schedule,  and  the  Senate  can 
later  decide  what  rate  It  will  grant 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  derk  will  state  the  amend- 
ment. 

ITie  Chiet  Clbtk.  On  page  5.  line  7.  to  strike  out  **  2  cents 
per  pound  "  and  to  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "  shall  be 
subjert  to  the  same  rate  of  duty  as  antimony,  regulus  or  metaL" 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  antimony  comes  in  mostly  from 
China,  In  two  forms  one  as  the  metal  and  one  as  the  oxide. 
Sometimes  aftrr  It  gets  liere  the  oxide  is  made  out  of  the 
metallic  antimony,  and  sometimes  the  metallic  antimony  is  re- 
duced from  the  oxide. 

It  is  rather  a  simple  chemical  process,  I  am  told,  to  go  in 
dther  direction.  Obviously  the  duty  on  the  oxide  ought  to  cor- 
respr>nd  with  the  duty  on  the  metal.  I  suppose  the  antimony 
has  fluctuated  almost  more  extravagantly  than  any  of  the  other 
metals,  all  the  way  from  4%  cents  up  to  26  cents  a  pound  in 
the  last  10  years. 

The  committee  thought  it  was  an  appropriate  case  to  put  a 
sliding  scale  on  antimony,  giving  it  protection  when  it  was  very 
low  and  taking  off  the  jM-otection  entirely  when  the  price  got 
away  up  to  the  point  where  the  domestic  smelters  got  to  making 
a  big  profit.  Whether  the  Stnate  is  going  to  ajrree  with  that  or 
not  we  do  not  know,  but  the  action  in  paragraph  7  on  antimony 
oxide  ought  to  correspond  with  the  eventual  decision  of  the 
Senate  on  antimony  metal  in  paragraph  376.  Th«'  effert  of  the 
amendment  now  8Ug:geste<l  would  be  to  provide  tliat  whatever 
ultimately  is  dedded  to  be  the  policy  with  regard  to  antimony 
metal  it  shall  apply  equally  to  the  oxide  which  is  inserted  in 
this  paragraph. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  not  so  sure  that  there  is  that  perfert 
relation  l^etween  oxide  and  the  pore  metal,  as  that  one  should 
carry  exartly  the  same  duty  as  the  othM. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  not  enough  of  a  chemist  to  say  that  they 
are  metallurgically  the  same,  but  I  am  pretty  well  convinced 
that  they  are  from  the  fact  that  the  price  Is  almost  exartly  the 
same.  At  the  present  moment  I  understand  they  are  quoted  at 
about  lOVb  or  10%  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  only  that,  but  in  all  the  tariff  ads  from 
19<>9  on  they  have  both  carried  the  same  rate.  It  seemed  to  the 
committee  that  we  should  have  it  in  just  the  one  place,  as  we 
have  done  here,  instead  of  in  two  traces. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  a  gentleman  ap- 
peared before  the  sulxxMnmittee  who  was  very  much  interested 
In  the  erertlon  of  a  smelter  on  the  American  side  of  the  Mexican 
border,  hoping  thereby  to  bring  ores  in  from  Mexico  and  have 
them  treated  on  the  American  side.  He  suggested  a  sliding 
scale.  I  ask  for  information,  because  I  do  not  know  what  the 
committee  did.  Did  they  ad<^t  the  views  of  Mr.  Henderson, 
and  are  they  going  to  permit  a  sliding  scale  as  a  basis  for 
assessing  duties  upon  the  oxide  or  upon  the  finished  produrt? 

Mr.  REED.  The  majority  members  of  the  committee  did  not 
agree  with  his  expressed  wish.    We  thought  he  was  asking  too 


mnch  duty.  The  sliding  scale  we  have  fixed  Is  very  materially 
different  from  the  one  that  he  suggested,  and  he  is  very  much 
dissatisfied  with  it  and  has  written  us  many  letters  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  KING.  Does  this  In  any  way  commit  us  to  the  adoption 
of  a  sliding  scale,  which,  as  the  Senator  remembers,  was  re- 
pudiated by  the  committee  as  applied  to  sugar? 

Mr.  REED.    This  Is  very  different  from  sugar. 

Mr.  KING.  I  know  the  difference  between  antimony  and 
sugar,  but  I  wondered  whether  if  we  should  apply  a  sliding 
scale  to  antimwiy  and  antimony  oxide  it  might  not  be  aj^ilied 
to  other  commodities. 

Mr.  REED.  This  does  not  commit  us  to  anything.  To  an- 
swer the  question  about  sugar,  I  am  only  speaking  for  myself, 
but  If  sugar  went  all  the  way  from  4V{j  cents  to  26  cents  I 
would  be  In  favor  of  a  sliding  scale  on  sugar,  because  it  Is 
obviously  unnecessary  to  protect  the  American  grower  at  26Vi 
cents.    If  he  feets  that  much,  he  does  not  need  any  protertlon. 

Mr.  KING.     Obviously  it  did  go  to  26  and  30  cents. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     But  the  American  producer  never  got  It 

Mr.  KING.     Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Oh,  no. 

Mr.  KING.  The  middleman  got  it.  Is  It  to  be  understood 
that  in  accepting  this  amendment  it  does  not  commit  us  finally 
to  the  theory  of  a  sliding  scale  which  might  be  presented  to  us? 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  what  I  have  tried  to  state.  The  Senate 
Is  not  committing  Itself  to  anything  by  adopting  the  amendment. 
We  merely  provide  that  the  two  substances  shall  be  treated 
alike  as  they  have  been  in  the  past 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  t3 
the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Cnitr  Clerk.  On  page  5,  line  25,  after  the  word 
"  pound,"  insert  a  semicolon  and  the  words  "  tragasol  and  carob 
gum,  20  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  should  Uke 
to  Inquire  why  this  commodity  was  changed  over  from  the  free 
list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  shall  ask 
that  the  amendment  be  nejeded. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  understand  the  majority 
members  oi  the  committee  recommend  disagreement  to  the 
amendment.    I  am  glad  to  hear  that. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  permit  me  to  say  just  a  word  In 
explanation  of  the  amendment.  As  the  bill  provides,  the  com- 
mittee originally  reported  tragasol  and  carob  gum  at  20  per 
cent  ad  valorem.  It  was  formerly  on  the  free  list  In  the 
meantime  the  Hou.se  bill  transferred  the  locust  bean,  from  which 
this  commodity  Is  manufartured,  from  the  dutiable  list  to  the 
free  list.  Assuming  that  the  Senate  will  acquiesce  in  that 
action  when  we  reach  the  free  list — In  other  words,  that  the 
locust  bean  will  remain  on  the  free  list — then  it  is  obvious  that 
the  duty  provided  on  this  article  Is  not  necessary.  I  merely 
give  this  exiHanatlon  at  this  time  becau.se  should  the  S«iate  de- 
dde  to  transfer  the  locust  bean  back  to  the  dutiable  list  then 
the  compen.satory  duty  Is  absolutely  necessary. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetta  Mr.  President  may  I  inquire 
of  the  Senator  if  this  commodity  is  used  by  the  textile  industry 
exclusively? 

Mr.  EDGE.  Tragasol  oil  is  a  British  production  that  is  used 
almost  entirely  in  the  textile  and  leather  industries.  I  think. 
I  may  say  further  that  the  justiflcation  of  the  duty  was  that 
an  American  concern  had  devdoped  a  new  product  known  as 
lupogum,  serving  a  similar  purjKise,  which  is  made  from  the 
locust  bean  imported  to  this  country.  If  the  locust  bean  comes 
In  free,  there  is  no  reason  for  a  duty  on  lupogum. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Prerident,  I  should  like 
to  have  inserted  in  the  Rbcobd  at  this  point  a  letter  bearing  on 
this  suKject. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  leave  Is 
granted. 

The  letter  is  as  follows: 

Fai,i.  Bmat,  Bepi  ember  tl,  1X8. 
H.  B.  2667,  pe  tragasol  and  carob  gam,  section  1,  paragraph  It 

Hon.  Davtb  I.  Walsh, 

BeiMte  Office  Building,  Waahinffton,  D.  O. 
Dbab  Sib  :  We  refer  to  the  testimony  of  8.  E.  Tylee,  Jr.,  of  Jacques 
Wolf  &  Co.,  who  appeared  In  behalf  of  this  company  ttefore  the  Sonata 
Finance  Committee,  and  testified  regarding  a  proposed  duty  on  imports 
of  tragasol  and  carob  gum,  and  as  a  result  of  whose  testimony  it  was 
proposed  to  levy  a  duty  of  20  per  cent  upon  such  material. 

We  notice  several  absolutely  discordant  stateoents  in  his  testimony, 
I  as  f crtlows : 
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Mr   Tyle«  ftdmlte  that  kli  predoet,  -  Inposma,**  co«U.  witb  the  d^ty 
fCMTCd  oo  tociMt  Mcd  w  propowd  in  Uwtat  MD  2867  and 
la  by  the  feute.  20  cent,  per  poond.  while  be  tertille*  that  rijnllar 
ported  BMterfal  «»U  21  cent*  per  pound  landed  In  Sew  York.     Thia, 
eoarae.  «lTea  bin  a  lower  cort  by  5  per  cent  onder  the  prcwnt 


concur]  «d 

of 
eoddi- 


Hia  testimony  as  recarda  the  coat  of  his  raw  material  U  not  boi  ne 
ovt  by  onr  Information  as  regards  the  coat  of  the  seeds,  as  we  haT<  a 
quotation  of  a  recent  date  on  this  material  at  a  price  half  that  m  m- 

tiooed  by  Mr.  Tylee. 

Morcorer.  he  testifies  that  this  foreign  material,  which  cost*  21  ce  its 
Uaded  in  New  Yort.  sells  for  2«  cents  to  30  cenU  per  pound  to  b« 
coosomer.  Theae  (l«n«s  fire  a  profit  to  Jaaioes  Wolf  4  Co.  of  fr)>m 
SO  to  50  p«  cent  on  salea  _ ,.       _. 

We  sre  handlers  of  a  competltlTe  material.  -  Com  Farinol.     a  co*y 
ricbted  nsme  owned  by  the  Bordeo  *  Beminfton  Co..  and  we  know  tl  lat 
Mr  Tytee's  ig««a  regarding  the  cost  of  imported  ssaterial  are  appn  El 
■ately  eorrect.     We  k»«r  that  an  increase  ia  price  U  Mm  mater  s^ 
ttirottgh  sn  imposition  of  sny  doty,  woold  MeeaMrtly  be  borne  by  fbe 
r,  which  eoasomer  is  Ur«e»y  the  testilc  tni4e,  ns-w  laboring, 
■aay  disadTsntages. 

Ia   riew  at  the   profit   which   it   appear*  Mr.  Tytee's  cwmany   ^s 

•Iteady  opoa  this  prodact.  aad  the  fact  that  Ms  esaC  at  tfee  prcaeat  t 

la  lower   •ceoc^lng  to  his  owa  flgores.  than  Impacted  material,  we 

BOC  see  'any  adcqaate  rcaaoa  for  the  imposttlea  of  a  dirty  on  tragasol 

•ad  earoh  gam.  which  has  heretofore  been  imp«»rted  free. 

Very  truly  yoors. 

Boapsa  ft  Bmnaoron  Coj. 

H.  W.  LamoB, 

Jfsaspci  ProvUemce  INrisiai . 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICEB.  The  qoeatlon  ia  on  agreeiofi  to 
the  umeDdinent.  ^  ^.     _. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ondergtood  the  duUrman  of  the  Flng  ice 
Ommittee  to  state  that  the  committee  recommend  disag^ 
ment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  EDGE.    That  Is  entirely  correct 

The  amendment  was  rejected.  _^„  ^ 

The  PRESIDING  omCEB.    The  next  amendment  will]  be 

stated. 

The  Chut  Cujot.    The  next  amendment  la  in  paragraph 
page  8,  line  1,  after  the  amendment  rejected,  where  the  comi  lit 
tee  proposes  to  strike  out  the  semicolon  and  the  words  "  bleac  led 
■bellac.  20  per  cent  ad  Talorem." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  will  say  that  if  this  am^d 
mmt  is  agreed  to,  it  sends  bleached  shrilac  to  the  free  list. 

Mr.  KINO.    Back  to  the  free  list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yea 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OrPICBR.    The  next  amendment  wil 

stated.  K 

The  Chut  Glok.    On  page  e,  paragraph  15,  line  15,  st^e 

out  "  $1-50  "  "d  insert  "  $1,"  so  as  to  read : 
CaffMae.  91  per  pound. 
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The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  wasi  on 
page  C  line  16.  aftf'r  the  word  "citrate,"  to  strike  oot  1*90 
cents  "  and  insert  **  60  cents,**  so  as  to  read : 

Caffeine  citrate.  60  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  that  goes  back  to  the  pre^t 
rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No:  It  Is  a  reduction  under  the  present 
In  the  present  law  it  Is  2S  per  cent  ad  valorem.    The  60  cen 
pound,  however.  Is  about  the  same  at  25  per  cent  ad  valoren 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.   President,  we  are  prov 
with   this   rather  elaborate  Comparlstm   of  Rates   giving 
rate  in  the  1922  act  and  wherever  it  is  specific  transferrlnk 
to  ad   valorem,   but  there  is  no  index   and   it   is  practic^ 
ralneless  to  us.    We  ought  easily  to  be. able  to  turn  to 
docoment  and  get  an  exact  answer  to  the  question 
to  tlie  senior  Senator  from  Utah  by  his  colleague. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  given  in  paragraphs.     The  Senator 
And  the  Information  under  parHgraph  15,  if  he  will  turn  to 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    If  the  Senator  will  kxA  on  page  5  in 
fourth  column  he  will  see  that  the  paragraphs  are  numbered 
accordance  with  the  order  in  which  we  take  them  up. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     So  that  u.sing  the  text  <A  the 
whidi  we  liave  before  us,  we  refer,  then,  to  column  3? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Yes. 

Mr.    BARKLEY.     Mr.    President,    I   would   like   to   ask 
Senator  from  Utah  a  question.    I  see  that  in  the  iNreseDt 
caffeine  is  taxed  at   $1.50  a   pound,   and   then  compounds 
caffeine  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem.    The  committee  have 
dnced  the  tax  on  caffeine  in  the  present  bill  from  $1.50  to 
Then  they  specify  caffeine  citrate  at  60  cents  a  pound,  and 
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under  that  "  compounds  of  caffeine  "  at  25  per  cant  ad  valorem. 
Why   did   the  committee  pick  out  caffeine  citrate  to  have   a 
specific  tax  on,  which  is  not  in  the  present  law.  and  then  put 
25  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  the  caffeine  compounds? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    The  60  cents  a  pound  carries  a  compensatory 

duty  for  the  citrate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Is  not  that  already  included  in  the  present 
law  with  the  25  per  cent  ad  valorem? 

Mr.  SaiOOT.  It  is  included  in  the  present  law  with  the  25 
per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Then,  if  it  is  intruded  In  the  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  why  ^jecify  it  in  this  way?  VNTiy  not  include  it  in 
the  25  per  cent  ad  valorem? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  House  pat  on  a  specific  duty  and  we  struck 

it  out. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Why  specify  the  i»artlcular  caffeine  product 
ut  60  cents  a  poond  when  that  is  equivalent  to  25  per  cent  ad 
valotem? 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  wtU  yield 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Certainly. 

Mr.  RKED.  My  nwoUectlon  Is  that  the  reason  why  w« 
change'l  the  caffeine  citrate  was  to  correapond  with  the  reduc- 
tion we  made  in  the  duty  on  citric  add.  1  think  it  fa  a  reduc- 
tion. We  changed  it  all  the  way  through  in  the  elements  that 
go  into  the  manufacture  of  caffeine  citrate.  We  changed  it  in 
citric  acid  and  here  we  change  it  in  caffeine.  I  think  perliaps 
we  have  reduc-ed  it  below  tlie  point  where  the  duty  is  com- 
penxatory.  We  thought  we  ct>uld  safely  take  a  (±ance  because 
the  imports  are  not  very  large. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  approximately  the  same  as  25  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  I  would  like  to  ask  my  colleague 
or  the  Senator  from  I'ennsylvania  why  caffeine  Itself  was  not 
reduced  beU.A  $1  a  pound,  l^ecause  the  production  effected  con- 
stitutes 9C.96  per  cent  ad  valorem.  It  seems  to  me,  in  view  ot 
the  purpose  for  which  caffeine  is  used  and  the  almost  negligible 
imports,  if  I  read  it  correctly,  there  ought  to  be  a  greater 
reduction. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  foreign  cost  of  caffeine  is  about  $1.05  and 
It  costs  in  the  United  States  to  make  it  from  $2  a  pound  up — 
sometimes  little  more  than  $2  and  sometimes  up  to  $2.10  or 
$2.25.  We  simply  give  them  a  dollar  a  pound  instead  of  the 
$l.nO  as  provided  by  the  House. 

Mr.  KING.  I  confess  I  ain  unable  to  understand  why  there 
should  Ite  such  a  di.«<parity  in  that  case.  It  is  an  alkaloid  and 
it  is  easily  made.  It.s  cost,  it  seems  to  me,  would  be  less  in  the 
United  States  tlian  abroad  because  of  our  superior  chemical 
processes  and  our  greater  eflKciency  in  chonistry  than  particu- 
larly in  China. 

Mr.  REED.  The  best  answer  to  that  is  the  actual  practice 
when  they  had  the  duty  of  $1  a  pound.  Under  the  Underwood 
bill  the  rate  on  caffeine  was  $1  and  the  imports  were  very  con- 
siderable, amounting  to  several  thousand  pounds  a  year.  We 
are  putting  tlie  rate  back  to  what  it  was  under  the  Underwood 
bill,  and  it  is  reasonable  to  expect  the  imports  will  jump  up  to 
about  what  tliey  were  then. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  knows  that  the  imports  then  were 
small,  and,  of  course,  now  they  are  inconsequential. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  true,  and  that  is  why  we  have  reduced 
the  duty. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Utah  has 
stated  several  times  the  cost  of  production  of  these  various 
chemicals  in  the  United  States.  Where  does  he  get  that  Infor- 
mation V 
Mr.  SMOOT.  I  get  It  from  the  Tariff  Ck>mmlssion. 
Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Tariff  rommlssion  has  made  no  Inves- 
tigation as  to  these  particular  items.  Is  the  Senator  merely 
giving  some  facts  presented  to  the  Tariff  Commission  by  some 
conc-eru  in  the  United  States?  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  expla- 
nation comes  from  .some  producer  here,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No.    The  Senator  will  find  all  the  information 
if  he  will  look  in  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information. 
Mr.  HARRISON.     I  have  here  the  Tariff  Summary. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    The  Senator  will  find  It  In  that  document. 
Mr.  HARRISON.    The  duty  on  caffeine  citrate  is  25  per  cent 
ad  valorem  under  the  present  law.    The  Senator  says  60  cents 
is  about  the  same.     I  notice  in  the  hearings  before  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  it  was  stated  that — 

The  25  per  cent  protection  on  caffeine  citrate  amounts  to  about  40 
cents. 

So  those  who  are  interested  in  It  say  the  protection  amounts 
to  40  cents,  but  the  Senator  says  it  amounts  to  60  cents.  Who 
is  right? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Tariff  Commission  is  r^ght,  then  60  cents 
is  right.    It  ia  a  compensatory  duty. 
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Mr.  HABRISON.  The  statraient  is  from  F.  W.  Rosae,  TCpre- 
Muting  the  Malliockrodt  Chemical  Works,  of  St.  Ixmis,  which 
are  engaged  in  the  manofactore  of  the  chemlcaL  That  is  lii« 
Btatemeot 

Mr.  iSMOOT.    And  he  wanted  90  cents  instead  of  60  cents. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  reserve  the  right 
upon  further  investigalion  to  move  to  reduce  the  duty  on  caf- 
feine to  an  ad  valorem  rate  instead  of  a  specific  rate  of  $1.  I 
sho«(|d  like  to  reduce  it  to  25  per  cent  ad  valorem.  I  shall  not 
press  the  amendment  this  evening,  if  it  will  be  agreeable  to  mj 
trieods  npitn  the  other  side  to  let  the  Item  go  over  until  to- 
morrow morning,  when  I  will  be  p»>rfectly  willing  to  present  socl 
Tiews  as  I  may  have  in  regard  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  reduce  the  duty  on 
caffeine  to  25  per  cent  ad  valorem? 

Mr.  KING.     I  am  spealdng  of  caifeine 

Mr.  8MOOT.  That  would  simply  mean  the  transfer  of  the 
faidnstry  to  Europe ;  there  can  be  no  doubt  about  that. 

Mr.  KING.    A  rate  of  25  per  <"ent  ad  valorem  would  do  that? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  A  rate  of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  in  my  Jodg- 
ment,  would  mean  that  tlie  chemical  would  not  any  longer  be 
made  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KING.    The  Senator  makes  that  statement? 

Mr.  SMCXrr.  Tes;  and  I  think  the  findings  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  will  justify  it  fully. 

3Ir.  KING.    I  do  not  care  to  argue  it  further  at  this  time. 

Mr.   SMOOT.    Very  well,  if  the  Senator  wants  the  amend 
ment  to  go  over  until  to-morrow.  U  it  is  going  to  take  farther 
time  to-night,  I  have  no  objection  to  that  being  done. 

Mr.  KING.    Then  I  ask  that  it  may  go  over  until  to-morrow 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  KING.    I  yldd  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  REED.  I  wiiih  to  correct  a  statement  that  I  made  a 
moment  a^o.  With  the  duty  on  caffeine  at  a  dollar,  as  we  have 
fixed  it,  and  with  the  duty  on  citric  acid  at  17  cents,  as  we  have 
fixed  it,  both  being  reductions  from  the  rates  in  the  Hou»se  bill, 
the  proper  compensatory  duty  on  caffeine  citrate,  we  are  t<Hd 
by  the  experts  of  the  Tariff  Comnjission,  is  61  cents.  So  far  my 
statement  was  correct  Sixty  cents  Is  approximately  a  compen- 
satory duty  on  the  two  basic  chemicals  used  for  the  manufacture 
of  the  commodity.  But  I  was  in  error  when  I  said  that  it  is  less 
than  25  per  cent.  The  price  of  caffeine  citrate  is  about  $2.10, 
aivd  25  per  cent  tlicreof  would  be  52Vs  cents.  So  a  25  per  cent 
duty  is  not  sufficient  to  compensate  for  the  duties  on  the  raw 
materials  that  go  into  this  chemical.  In  fixing  it  at  60  cents 
we  do  not  make  it  quite  compensatory,  but  if  we  are  going  to 
leave  the  duty  at  a  dollar  on  caffeine  and  17  cents  on  citric  acid, 
then  fi<>  cents  is  approximately  just.  If  we  are  going  to  reduce 
them  bdow  those  figures,  then  we  could  reduce  the  compensa- 
tory duty  on  the  caffeine  citrate. 

Mr.  KING.  Will  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  x»rmlt  an- 
other inquiry? 

Mr.  REED.    Certainly. 

Mr.  KING.  I  ask  for  information.  What  is  the  relation  be- 
tween caffeine  and  caffeine  citrate?  Of  course,  citrate  is  en- 
tirely a  different  acid  from  caffeine  and  is  pnnluced  from  en- 
tirely different  chemicals.  To  what  ext^it  Is  caffeine  utUixed  in 
the  manufacture  of  citrate  of  caffeine,  and  what  is  the  relation 
between  them? 

Mr.  RBED.  I  take  it  from  th.e  name  that  caffeine  citrate  Is 
caffeine  plus  the  dtrlc  acid  plus  oxygen.  I  think  that  is  correct. 
The  citrate  Is  the  oxyarenated  produ<t  of  citric  acid,  is  It  not? 
I  may  be  wrong  about  that;  but,  at  all  events,  it  is  the  com- 
pound that  results  from  the  citric  acid  and  the  caffeine,  and  it 
is  the  form  in  which  it  is  used  In  medicine. 

Mr.  KINO.  Then,  as  I  understand  the  Senator,  caffeine  is 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  a  sort  of  citrate  compound  which  is 
employed  for  medicinal  purposes? 

Mr.  REED.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr,  KING.  It  Is  the  combination  of  the  dtrate  and  of  the 
caffeine? 

Mr.  REED.     Tea. 

Mr.  HA  WES.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Missouri? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  HA  WES.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  from  Missoori. 

Mr.  HA  WES.  Unless  the  objection  is  serious,  I  hope  th» 
Senator  from  Utah  will  not  insist  upon  an  amendment,  and 
will  not  ask  that  the  Item  go  over.  I  am  sure  he  will  be  con- 
vinced that  it  should  remain  as  the  committee  has  left  it,  as  in 
its  present  form  it  represents  a  redaction.    I  know  the  manu- 


facturers are  strogi^ing  mider  present  conations,  and  I  hop* 
that  the  Senate  committee  amendment  will  bo  agreed  ta 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  we  have  accepted  the  $1  rpdoc^ 
tion.  I  merely  stated  tliat  upon  further  cuoaideratlou  I  might 
desire  to  recur  to  it  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  May  I  suggest  to  my  colleague  that  we  agree 
to  these  amendments  now,  and  If  the  Senator  defies  to  bring 
them  up  ajiain  he  shall  have  that  privilege? 

Mr.  KING.    That  is  entirely  agreeable. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  U  od  agreedag  to  the 
amendment  r^jorted  by  the  ci>mmittee. 

The  amendment  wa.s  agreed  to.  « 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  win  be  sUted. 

The  Cbut  Cuxk.  In  paragraph  15.  page  0,  Une  18,  after  the 
word  "  pound,"  it  is  propinwd  to  strike  out : 

Inpar*  t«u  tea  wMte,  tea  flftiac*  sad  ■wc«pUlv^  for  ■Hnafsctarlag 
pQfpoMv  in  bood,  parsaant  to  the  prorisiou  of  tb*  act  of  M«r  1«.  IttM, 
eatltled  "An  act  to  aarad  aa  act  to  prpwat  the  la^Mrtatloa  of  lapiiro 
tad  uowboU<«>m«  tra.  apprtirrd  Msrcta  2,  1807,"  and  tbo  act  of  Umy  SI. 
1920.  eni)U(>d  *'Aa  art  makiBf  approprlatlona  tor  tb«  DvpartOMmC  of 
Agrlcnituv  for  tba  Aacal  yoar  cadiag  Jur  30,  1921,"  1  eont  per  powid. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Utah 
explain  that  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Finance  Committee  think  the  items  em- 
braced in  the  portioa  stricken  oat  oaght  to  go  nn  the  free  list, 
and  that  Is  where  we  have  recommended  they  be  put. 

The  VICE  PBESIDKN'T.  The  qoestioo  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  re|torted  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  CHin-  Cuauc.  In  paragraph  16.  on  page  7,  line  1,  after 
the  word  "carMde."  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  words  **  one- 
half  of,"  so  as  to  read : 

Calcium  carbide,  one-half  o(  I  cent  per  pooBd. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  there  are  one  or  two  Senaton 
who  are  absent  to-day  who  wanted  to  be  here  when  this  am«id- 
ment  was  considered.  Therefore  I  am  going  to  ask  that  it  may 
go  over  to-night,  to  be  taken  up  to-morrow  uioruiug. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Before  the  Senator  makes  that  request,  let 
me  ask  if  there  Is  some  hope  that  the  cxtmmittee  may  recom- 
mend a  change  in  the  language  of  this  amendment? 

Mr.  KING.     To  transfer  it  to  the  free  list? 

Mr.  COPELANT).  No ;  to  leave  the  duty  at  1  ceiit,  where  it  ia 
now? 

Mr.  KING.    I  hope  not. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  Is  what  the  majority  members  of  the 
committee  have  agreed  to,  and  It  will  come  up  to-morrow  for 
discussion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  obJecUou,  the  amendment 
will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  IIARRISO.V.  Mr.  Presidwit,  the  majority  members  of  the 
committee  agreed  to  what? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Agreed  to  disagree  to  the  Senate  committee 
amendment,  so  that  calcium  carbide  will  carry  the  House  rate 
of  1  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  In  other  words,  a  majority  of  the  majority 
members  of  the  committee  agreed  first  to  one-half  of  1  cent  a 
pound? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  And  now  they  have  agreed  to  disajrrce  to 
that  and  want  to  put  a  duty  on  the  chemical  of  1  cent  a  pound? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  the  situation. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Can  the  Senator  tell  us  why  the  chaoge? 

Mr.  SMOOT,    I  will  be  glad  to  do  so  when  it  comes  up  to- 

mMTOW. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Now  is  a  very  good  time  to  tell  us  what 
came  over  the  si^rit  of  the  dreams  of  the  majority  members 
of  the  committee  to  induce  them  to  increase  the  rate  from 
a  half  cent  to  1  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  want  the  Senator  to  have  a  good  night's  rest 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  can  not  have  that  very  well  unless  1  have 
an  explanation  from  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  ask  that  the  amendment  go  over  until  to- 
morrow. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  should  like  to  know  whether  the  action 
was  taken  by  a  majority  of  the  majority  members  ot  the  com- 
mittee or  by  a  majority  of  the  ctmimittee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  was  takra  by  a  majority  of  the  majority 
members. 

The  VICE  rBBSIDBNT.  The  next  amendment  wlU  be 
stated. 
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The  Chtht  Cuwc.  In  paragraph  18,  page  7,  line  «,  aflw 
the  words  "  carbon  tetradiloride,"  it  Is  propoeed  to  strike  <^ut 
••2^  centa"  and  Insert  "2  cents,"  so  as  to  read; 

Carbon  tetnudiloride,  2  centt*  per  pound. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  t^e 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee.     , 

Mr.  KING.    One  moment,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  McKEIXAR    What  is  the  present  rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  2  cents. 

Mr.  REED.    The  present  rate  Is  2\^  cents  under  the  act  of 

1922. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  thought  Jie  S«iator  from  Tennessee  asl^ 
what  was  the  rate  provided  in  the  bili. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     No. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  has  been  a  decrease  from  2%  cents  in 
the  act  of  1922  to  2  cents  as  reported  by  the  Finance  Committ^ 

Mr.  LA  rOLLBTTB.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yl^ld 
to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.  Will  the  Senator  from  Utah  pleise 
explain  how  the  committee  arrived  at  a  2-cent  duty?  There 
seem  to  have  been  no  imports  at  all,  according  to  the  compapi- 
tive  print. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     In  1923  the  price  was  10  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.    The  domestic  price? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  wholesale  price  in  the  United  States  ^s 
10  cents  a  pound.  Slnt-e  that  time  the  price  has  declined  to  i  H 
cents  a  pound.  The  production  has  so  increased  in  the  Uni  :ed 
States  that  the  price  has  been  cut  down  so  there  is  not  v^ry 
much  profit  in  the  manufacture  of  the  chemical.  That  being  the 
case,  and  under  those  circumstances,  the  committee  tbou^^t  tley 
would  not  increase  the  rate  from  that  provided  In  the  pre»nt 
law,  but  that  it  would  be  well  at  least  to  give  the  producers  that 
rate,  because  competition  has  brought  the  price  down  over  40 
per  cent.    I  think  the  case  made  out  was  a  very  good  one. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  the  ameid- 
ment  go  over ;  and  I  will  say  for  the  information  of  my  colleai  ne 
that  I  shall  move  to  amoid  the  committee  amendment  by  red  ic- 
ing the  rate  from  2^  to  1  c»t 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  committee  has  reported  an  amendmmt 
which  reduces  the  rate  from  2^  to  2  cents. 

Mr.  KING.  I  say,  with  my  present  information,  I  am  lot 
Hitldled  with  the  reduction  recommended  by  the  commit  ee, 
there  being  no  imports. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  was  telling  the  Senator  fi  om 
WLacoosin  why  the  Imports  are  very  small.  Competition  has  b  >en 
very  keen  in  this  country ;  the  American  wholesale  selling  pi  ice 
since  1923  has  been  reduced  about  40  per  cent,  and  that  has  h  sp- 
pened  under  a  2H-cent  rate.  That  being  the  case,  the  comp  ;ti- 
tion  being  so  keen,  the  committee  thought  at  least  we  should  aot 
reduce  the  duty  more  than  half  a  cent 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to 
inquire  of  the  Senator  how  there  can  be  competition  if  tbere 
are  no  imports?  The  TarifF  Summary  t^ls  us  there  have  not 
been  any  importations  since  1920. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  referred  to  local  competition  am<»ig  maan- 
factorers  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Competition  among  Amerinn 
prt^ucers? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes.  That  competition  is  shown  in  the  pice 
for  which  the  product  sells  to-day  as  against  the  price  in  II 23. 
In  other  words,  Mr.  President  I  do  not  know  whether  Hthe 
Senktor  heard  what  I  said  in  tlie  first  place  or  not  In  1923 
the  regular  wholesale  price  In  the  United  States  was  10  c^uts 
a  pound.    ToHlay  it  is  6^  c^its  a  pound. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    And  yet  there  are  no  imports. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  under  that  decrease  from  10  cents  to JB^ 
cents  the  rate  has  been  2H  cents;  so  the  committee  thongfat 
at  least  the  manufacturers  here  could  stand  a  half-cent  rednc- 
tloo.  If  the  duty  is  taken  ofT  entirely,  however,  there  is  no 
telling  what  may  happen  to  the  local  manufacturers. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  is  what  I  should  like  to  in- 
quire about    Upon  what  basis  is  the  2-cent  rate  fixed? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     From  what  I  understand.  Mr.  President  tlere 
was  very,  very  little  profit  to  the  manufacturers  in  the  6^-<  mt 
{Mrke,  on  account  of  the  competition  b^bog  so  keen. 
-      Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    At  any  rate,  at  2  cents  a  poind 
no  Imports  have  come  in. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  With  the  rate  ot  2%  cents  a  pound,  the  Sena- 
tor means;  but  if  there  should  be  a  decrease  of  more  than  a 
half  cent  bdow  3  cents  a  poand«  It  may  allow  tbsae  Impwtat^MW 
to  come  in. 


Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     It  seems  to  me  that  is  a  remark- 
able basis  upon  which  to  establish  tariff  rates.    There  are  no 
importations  at  all. 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  and  Mr.  EDGE  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield ; 
and  if  so,  to  whom? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Mr.  President   I  should   like  to  call 
attention   to   the  fact   that  apparently   the  domestic   prige  of 
carbon  tetrachloride  has  remained  the  same  since  1925 ;  namely, 
6%  cents.     According  to  the  Summary  of  TarlfT  Information, 
In  1928  the  German  inland  price  of  carbon  tetradiloride,  includ- 
ing packing,  varied  from  7.78  to  8.64  cents  per  pound,  and  the 
export  price  varied  from  8.80  to  a93  cents  per  pound,  which 
would  indicate  that  our  domestic  producers  are  producing   it 
very  much  more  cheaply  than  it  can  be  produced  in  Germany. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  called  attenUon  to  why  that  i.s.  The 
competition  has  brought  that  about.  There  is  not  any  doubt 
about  that;  and,  from  what  I  understand,  at  the  price  at 
which  this  product  is  sold  there  is  scarcely  any  profit  at  all 
in  it  Of  course,  that  competition  may  not  exist  year  in  and 
year  out  in  the  future. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  If  competition  Is  established  in  price, 
apparently  it  has  been  continuing  since  1925;  and  it  would 
seem  to  me,  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  we  have  presented  here, 
that  a  further  reduction,  below  2  cents,  would  be  justified, 
unless  the  Senator  can  present  something  more  than  the  gen- 
eral statement  to  the  effect  <that  it  is  his  information  that  the 
producers  of  this  commodity  since  1925  have  been  In  such  hot 
competition  with  eadti  other  that  they  have  been  losing  money. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  must  admit  then, 
that  the  rate  of  2^  cents  imposed  under  existing  law  has  not 
cost  the  American  consumer  anything,  because,  if  the  price  in 
Germany  is  higher,  then  the  tariff  has  nothing  to  do  with  It. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Yes ;  I  agree  with  that,  but,  of  course, 

that  would  not  be  a  ju.stlflcatlon  for  leaving  the  rate  at  2  cents. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  2i^-cent  rate  has  not  been  a  burden  upon 

the  consumer  in  the  United  States  of  products  made  by  the 

American  manufacturer. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  No;  I  understand,  but  I  trust  that 
the  committee,  in  jwoceeding  to  arrive  at  the  proper  rates  to  be 
Imposed  upon  these  various  commodities,  has  been  going  on  a 
more  scientific  basis  than  that.  The  reason  why  I  was  in- 
quiring of  the  Senator  at  the  outset  as  to  how  the  committee 
arrived  at  the  figure  of  2  cents  was  because,  from  the  facts  set 
forth  in  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information,  it  would  appear 
that  a  further  reduction  would  be  Justified. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that  there 
had  been  no  importation  in  the  last  few  years  becuu.se  the  price 
was  so  low — 6  and  a  fraction  cents  a  pound. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  The  importations  have  been  negligible. 
Mr.  HARRISON.  How  does  the  Senator  explain  the  fact  that 
ti)«%  were  no  importations  in  1923,  when  the  price  was  10  cents 
a  pound? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  suppose  at  that  time  the  rate  of  2^  cents  a 
pound  protected  the  American  industry.  Tliat  is  what  I  think 
it  did. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  As  a  matter  of  fact  It  is  hard  to  explain, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  it  is  not  hard  to  explain  at  all.  At  that 
time  the  rate  of  2%  cents,  if  It  cost  8%  cents  in  Germany,  would 
make  the  price  11  cents  a  pound,  a  cent  more  than  it  sold  for 
here. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  this  matter  presents 
an  astonishing  situation.  The  domestic  price  of  this  conmiodity 
is  6%  cents  a  pound,  according  to  the  latest  quotations.  Accord- 
ing to  the  same  source  of  information,  the  German  price  is  7.78 
cents  to  8.64  cents  per  pound,  and  yet  we  are  putting  a  duty  of 
2  cents  a  pound  on  it.  Upon  what  theory  can  anything  of  the 
kind  be  justified? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  only  theory  upon  which  It  can  be  justified 
is  that  there  are  four  large  manufacturers  of  this  product  in  the 
United  States,  and.  If  the  reports  are  correct,  the  price  of  6% 
cents  will  not  net  them  a  single  cent  and  In  some  cases  it  will 
represent  a  losa 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    How  does  the  Senator  know  that? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  know  It  from  the  testimony  given   by  the 
manufacturers  themselves.     I  know  it  also  from  Information 
received  through  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Does  the  Tariff  Commission  take  the 
responsibility  for  the  statement  that  these  four  large  manufac- 
turers are  manufacturing  this  product  at  a  loss? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  did  not  say  that 
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Mr.  LA  FOLIETTB.  That  Is  what  I  understood  the  Senator 
to  say. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  said  that  more  than  likely  they  were.  I  do 
not  know  whether  they  are  or  not;  but  I  said  the  competition 
was  snch  that  they  were  6elling  the  product  cheaper  in  the 
United  States  than  it  could  be  purchased  from  Germany  and 
shipped  into  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.  Has  the  Senator  a  statement  from  the 
Tariff  Commission,  or  will  he  ask  the  expert  who  is  sitting 
next  to  him  there,  what  the  actual  position  of  the  Tariff  C<«n- 
mlssion  is  on  this  matter? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  the  Tariff  Commission  ever 
suggests  rates  at  all. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  tliought  the  Senator  had  been  told  by 
the  Tariff  Commission  that  these  people  probably  were  making 
the  product  at  a  loss. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  made  that  statement,  Mr.  President  I  did 
not  say  that  the  Tariff  Commission  made  it.  I  said  that  with 
the  6*4 -cent  price,  and  the  four  large  concerns  in  the  United 
States  fighting  for  the  business,  more  than  likely  they  were  not 
making  any  money,  and  perhaps  some  of  them  were  losing 
money. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  Senator  may  have  misspoken  him- 
self, but  he  certainly  said  that  he  got  the  inforiuatiou  from  the 
Tariff  Commission;  and  If  the  Tariff  Commission  has  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  costs  of  these  manufacturers,  and  has  made 
it  available  to  the  Senator  from  Utah.  I  think  it  should  be  made 
available  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  said  that  he  got  from 
the  Tariff  Commission  the  prices  at  which  the  product  was  sold 
in  the  United  States  and  what  the  German  product  cost.  That 
Is  what  he  got  from  the  Tariff  Commission.  Then  I  made  the 
statement  that  there  were  four  large  concerns  In  the  United 
States  making  the  product,  that  their  competition  was  most 
keen,  and  tXxey  were  fighting  for  the  business;  and  I  expressed 
the  opinion  that  more  than  likely  they  were  selling  the  product 
at  cost,  and  perhaps  some  of  them  were  comiielled  to  sell  It 
below  cost.  The  Tariff  Conunlsslon  did  not  say  that.  I  said 
that. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Then  I  asked  the  Senator  where  he  got 
that  Information,  and  he  said  he  got  It  from  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  I  thought  the  Senator  asked  where  we  got 
the  prices  that  he  was  reading  from  the  Tariff  Summary. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Oh,  well,  I  had  been  reading  from  the 
Tariff  Summary  before  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  the  informatic»i  we  got  from  the  Tariff 
Commission. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  move  to  strike  out 
"  2  cents  "  and  Insert  "  1  cent." 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  simply  want  to  remind  the 
Senator,  although  the  information  Is  not  available  at  the 
moment  in  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information,  that  it  is  my 
recoilet-tion  that  prior  to  1920  the  imports  were  quite  consider- 
able. Tlie  act  of  1922  fixed  the  rate  of  2%  cents  per  pound.  I 
am  simply  stating  that  without  definite  information,  but  I  think 
it  should  be  lo(*ed  up. 

Mr.  KING  and  Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  EDGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.     Suppose  they  were  considerable? 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  should  assume  that  that  is  the  reason  why,  in 
preparing  the  bill  of  1922,  the  duty  of  2%  cwits  was  imposed; 
and  since  that  period,  as  Is  stated  In  the  Tariff  Information 
Summary,  the  imports  have  been  negligible.  The  only  point  is, 
If  my  rec'tUectlon  Is  correct — I  have  already  stated  that  I  have 
not  the  figures,  because  they  are  not  In  the  record  here — that  If 
the  Imporis  were  considerable  prior  to  that  time,  it  would  seem 
to  me  that  the  justification  for  the  2  cents  a  pound  duty  would 
be  quite  aMwrent,  so  that  the  importations  would  not  again 
Increase. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President  all  the  Information  we 
are  able  to  get  Is  the  assumpticm  or  deduction,  whichever  one 
might  prefer,  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  these  four  large 
protlucers  in  the  United  States  have  been  competing  with  each 
other  so  hotJy  that  he  thinks  they  are  probably  producing  at  a 
loss,  or  that  some  of  them  may  be.  Then  we  have  tlie  statemMit 
of  the  Senator  fr<Mn  New  Jersey,  the  chairman  of  the  subcom- 
mittee, that  he  has  not  the  figxires  before  him,  but  that  his 
recollection  is  that  these  imports  were  quite  considerable  before 
1922,  although  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information  does  not 
disclose  that  fact, 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  so  that  I 
may  correct  him? 


Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  simply  want  to  correct  the  Soiator.  I  was  not 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  beg  the  S^iatOT's  pardon.  I  hope  th« 
Senator  is  not  trying  to  relieve  himself  of  any  responsibility. 

Mr.  EDGE.  No;  but  the  Senator  attempted  to  qualify  his 
statement  that  he  had  the  impression  that  the  imports  were 
very  much  larger  before,  and  I  think  made  It  clear  that  he  was 
not  making  a  definite,  positive  statement  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  think  It  might  l>e  well  for  the  lt«n  to  go  over  until 
we  endeavor  to  ascertain  just  what  the  facts  are. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  do. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  was  going  to  suggest  very  mildly,  that  we 
might  take  our  recess  at  this  time  until  to-morrow,  and  then 
perhaps  we  will  have  the  Information  at  hand. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  committee  has  had  this  bill  under  consiileration  since  last 
July,  if  the  Senator  from  California  thinks  there  Is  any  chance 
that  there  will  be  any  further  information  available  within  the 
next  24  hours,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  have  a  recess  taken  at 
this  time  and  let  the  matter  go  over  until  to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  BARK  LEY  and  other  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  who  has  been  on  his  feet  for 
some  time? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Yes ;  I  do.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  point  out  to  the 
Senator  that  the  Tariff  Commission  reports  that  Imports  since 
1920  have  been  negligible,  and  the  present  duty  was  put  on  In 
1922,  two  years  later,  so  that  under  the  Underwood  Act  for  two 
years  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  present  law  there  were  prac- 
tically no  Imports. 

While  I  am  on  my  feet,  I  do  not  want  to  waste  too  much 
money  talking,  but  I  should  like  to  call  the  Senator's  attention 
to  the  fact 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  It  is  perfectly  all  right,  Mr.  President 
The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  has  burned  up  many  thousands 
of  dollars  In  the  last  few  months. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  According  to  the  same  Tariff  Information 
Summary,  the  export  price  of  this  product  in  Germany  is  8.93 
cents  per  pound.  If  we  add  to  that  the  duty  of  2%  cents,  that 
makes  almost  12  cents  a  pound,  as  compared  with  6^^  cents  as 
the  price  in  the  United  States;  so,  according  to  that  figure,  I 
am  unable  to  understand  why  even  a  1-cent  tariff  Is  necessary. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  It  se^ms  to  me  that  on  the  information 
which  is  printed,  and  which  therefore  may  be  considered  to  be 
accurate  in  so  far  as  it  goes,  we  certainly  would  be  justified 
in  restoring  the  1913  rate.  I  have  made  that  motion ;  and  if 
the  Senator  from  Utah  wants  to  take  a  recess,  I  am  perfectly 
willing. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  So  that  the  Senate  may  under- 
stand what  is  before  it,  let  the  clerk  state  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

The  Chief  Cleek.  In  paragraph  18,  page  7,  line  6,  the  com- 
mittee proposes  to  strike  out  "  2^4  cents  "  and  insert  "  2  cents." 
The  S€Siator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Foluctte]  proposes  to 
strike  out  "  2  cents  "  and  inswt  "  1  cent." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
will  go  over  until  to-morrow. 

cxyrrow  pbices 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Rbo(»d  an  Associated  Press  dispatch  ap- 
pearing In  this  afternoon's  Evening  Star  rrfative  to  the  action 
of  the  Federal  Farm  Board  with  respect  to  the  price  of  cotton. 
It  is  an  interesting  and  rather  Important  statement. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  dispatch  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rscctfto,  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  WashinstoD  Brening  8Ur,  October  22,  1929] 

BoABO   SasKS   Baibb   in   Cottok    Pkicbs — Farm   Gbocp   Pupaxss    to 

An/osT  Mabkst  and  Aotamcs  Loan*  to  Gbowbbs 

As  the  flrrt  major  step  of  ita  career,  the  Federal  Farm  Board  has 
worked  out  a  idan  for  improTloc  the  preaent  price  of  cotton  and  la 
prepared  to  take  aimilar  action  on  wheat  under  a  tcbeme  to  be  an- 
nounced later. 

The  board  ia  of  the  opinion  that  prerafling  cotton  prlcea  are  too  low, 
and  believea  the  aolutlon  Ilea  In  more  orderly  marketing  of  this  year's 
crop.  It  ta  prepared  to  lend  an  unlimited  amount  of  money  to  the 
cotton  growers,  that  tfc^  may  fcoM  tbair  product  off  the  BMrkat 
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Analyalas  th«  prvmnt  cotton  market,  the  board  Ifl  of  the  optnlon 
open  fall  weather  in  the  Southern  States  ha  >  led  to  too  rapid  marketing, 
with  world  consamption  meanwhile  on  a  lerel  equal  to  that  of  laat 
and  the  total  rapply  of  American  cotton  at  a  leaser  stage  than  a 
•CO-  More  cotton,  it  beUerea,  has  been  roahed  into  the  market  than 
can  temporarily  absorb,  with  resalting  depressed  prices  and  lack  of 
Odence  in  cotton  ralaes. 

To  asaist  the  growers  to  hold  back  their  crop  and  meanwhUe 
their  nnancial  obligations,  the  board  proposes  to  lend  to  cotton 
tiTes.  qualified  as  borrowers  under  the  Capper-Volstead  Act,  "  sums 
flctent  to  bring  the  total   amount  borrowed  from  all  sources  by 
aasooiatioos  to  16  cents  per  pound  on  graded  and  classed  cotton 
middling  %-lacb  staple,  leas  proper  deductions  to  corer  freight  charge^ 

TO  DBAW   ADTANCXb 

In  a  statement  announcing  its  plan,  the  board  pointed  out  that 
is  a  cotton  cooperative  in  every  cotton-growing  State  open  to 
ship  of  every  cotton  farmer.     The  grower  may  Join  the  cooperative, 
statement    continued,    ship   bis   cotton    to   its   concentration   point, 
draw  his  advance  after  It  has  been  graded  and  classified. 

The  cooperative  will  market  the  cotton  In  orderly  fashion  through 
year,  said  the  board,  and  will  finally  settle  with  the  farmer  "on 
basis  of  the  final  price  obtained." 

The  statement  went  on  to  express  the  board's  confidence  in  the 
ness  of  the  scheme,  asserting  it  to  be  a  "  completely  safe  basis  for 
loans  '•  from  the  revolving  fund  established  by  the  farm  relief  law 

"  The  board   places   no   limit   on   the   amount   of   Government   mo^ey 
to  be  so  loaned,"  the  statement  said.     •'  Nearly  $100,000,000  is 
for  the  purpose,  and,  if  necessary,  the  board  will  ask  Congress  to 
propriate  more." 

SPOT    MASKET  DEStO.VATID 

The  board  said  10  designated  Southern  spot  markets  would  be 
for  classification  of  the  loans. 

The  loan  per  pound  will  be  approximately  as  follows  at  the  different 
markets:   Norfolk,  Va.,   16.54  cents;   Augusta,  Ga..  16.35  cents;  Savan- 
nah. Ga.,  16.28  cents ;  Montgomery,  Ala.,  15.64  cents ;  New  Orleans, 
16.59   cents:    Memphis.   Tenn.,    15.38   cents;    Uttle    Rock,    Ark., 
cents;  DalUs,  Tex.,   15.34  cents;  Houston,  Tex.,  16.19  cents;  and 
▼eston,  Tex..   16.39  cents. 

At  all  other  concentration  points  loans  will  be  made  on  the 
basis  with  proper  adjustments  on  account  of  freight  and  other 
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Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  it  would  be  useless  to  try 
take  up  casein  to-night    I  tlierefore  move  tliat  tlie  Senate 
a  recess  until  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  43  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  to-morr)2.w,  Wednesdpiy. 
October  2&,  1929,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


SENATE 

Wednesday,  October  83,  1929 

(Leffi$lative  day  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929) 


The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of 

recess. 

Mr.  FBSS.    Mr.  President,  I  stisgest  the  absence  of  a  quorfm 
The  VirE  PKEHIDENT.     The  chTk  will  call  the  roll- 
Th«  lefilMlatlre  clerk  called  tbe  roll,  and  the  following 

•n«wered  to  tbeir  name* : 


Senators 


Allni 


CopeUknd 
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Catting 
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iff 
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HaydMi 
ll*>b*^ 
HefliB 

Howell 
Johnson 
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Ofmnfm 

faiti^nKNi 

Pisa 
Flttnan 
Ranadell 
Itobinaoo,  Ind. 
Schall 


:««: 


Trinmm»tl 

w«|pi«r 

WMleott 

Walah,  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Warren 

Watermaa 

Wataoo 


Mr.  FB88.     Tbe  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Birrro.f 
•till  detained  from  the  Senate  on  account  of  illness.    I  ask 
this  statement  may  be  allowed  to  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SCHALX.    My  colleague  [Mr.  Ship8txad]  is  absent, 
I  ask  that  thia  announcement  ma^  stand  for  the  day. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-three  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  i.anies.     A  quorum  is  present. 

POLICE  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  DISTRICT  Or  COLUMBIA 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  some  time  ago  1  Introduced  a 
resolution  in  reference  to  the  police  department  of  the  District 
of  Columbia.  When  the  Senate  saw  fit  to  adopt  the  resolution 
I  presented  to  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  to  which  my  resolution  was  referred,  certain 
proof  or  alleged  proof  in  reference  to  the  matters  mentioned.  I 
shall  not  take  the  time  to  read  it  because  I  know  the  Senate  is 
anxious  to  get  along  with  its  work  on  the  tariff  bill  and  I  hope 
it  will  do  so,  but  I  ask  to  have  published  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  a  list  of  the  evidence  and  of  the  witnesses,  together 
with  a  list  of  letters  and  other  data  filed  with  the  subcommittee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matters  referred  to  are  as  follows : 

1.  Article  headed  "  Local  Chinatown." 

2.  Newspaper  article  from  Daily  News,  August  9,  1929. 

3.  Hudnaw  case :  Papers,  testimony,  etc.,  by  W.  K.  Lawson,  629  F 
Street  NW.,  who  desires  to  appear  before  the  committee. 

4.  Papers  from  Miss  Davis,  Winston  Hotel,  Washington. 

5.  Letter  from  Claud  M.  Johnson,  2750  Fourteenth  Street  NW. 

6.  Letter  and  copy  of  resolution  from  Henry  Flury,  Washington. 

7.  Letter  from  W.  O.  Bennett,  Washington. 

8.  Papers  and  letter  from  Miss  Mary  M.  C.  Shipley,  1101  K  Street 
NW. 

9.  Letter  from  Miss  Margaret  R.  Duvall,  Washington. 

10.  Letters  from  Hon.  Cabtxk  Glass  and  Hon.  Clauds  A.  Swanson  ; 
also  telegrams. 

11.  Letter  from  Oscar  C.  Thomas,  Columbian  Building,  Washington. 

12.  List  purporting  to  be  stafT  of  Leo  A.  Rover,  district  attorney. 

13.  Newspaper  article,  "  Dope  Prices  Soaring,"  etc.,  Washington  News, 
September  24,  1929. 

14.  Newspaper  article,  "  Rover  Statement  Lauds  Grand  Jury,"  Wash- 
ington Star,  September  25,  1929. 

15.  Newspaper  article,  "Jury  Bars  Collins  to  Debate  on  Evidence," 
Washington  Herald,  September  26,  1929. 

16.  "  Narcotic  Ring  Hinted  Behind  Nurses  Death,"  Washington  Post, 
October  16,  1929. 

17.  "  Slain  Nurse  Seen  as  Dope-Ring  Tool."  Washington  Post,  October 
17.  1929. 

18.  "  Police  Still  Work  on  Scrivener  Case,"  Washington  Post,  October 
17,  1929. 

19.  "Answer  to  Graft  Charges,"  etc.,  Washington  Post,  October  17, 
1929. 

Witnesses  who  either  themselves  request  to  appear  before  the  com- 
mittee or  were  suggested  by  interested  parties : 

Sergt.  Minor  Furr,  No.  7  police  precinct. 

Pvt.  Harry  A.  Reed,  No.  7  police  precinct. 

Sergeant  Bahner,  No.  1  precinct.  First  man  to  reach  Scrivener's 
body. 

Policeman  Robert  J.  Allen,  No.  8  precinct. 

Mr.  Howe  Totten,  Benedict  Apartments,  1808  I  Street  NW. 

Sergeant  Waldron. 

Sergeant  Sweeney. 

Detective  Sergeant  Sanders. 

Detective  Sergeant  Mansfield. 

Narcotic  Inspector  Rnkusln. 

Narcotic  Inspector  Fortner. 

Narcotic  Inspector  Mcftonald. 

loqiilre  of  commUaloners  tf  nn  act  wan  pasaed  for  them  to  eotabtisll 
n  oew  Ore  station  and  that  no  halMing  was  pat  up,  but  tbe  addltlooal 
flien  tnr  Mid  e«w  sfation  were  blrad ;  aod  U  §o,  ar*  thtf  *tttl  la  tbe 
Mfvlee  sad  wbera  «tnpl4>yMl7 

(flM  nitb  tb«  tttmmUim,  neuAmt  M,  1M0,^-Nlm««.> 

Mr,  ftf/KAMf0<  1  n\mt  awk  to  pfimmi  tor  tb«'  HtAumtt  a  \ttiHft 
r»tiHff4  diiM  twtrnihit  trtmt  M.  V.  WtMnmnt  UuUminu  lw»  turn*' 
|Ni|M/f  i'Uifi^ngt*  in  rulttftnw**  Ut  ttmuiiiUitin  in  ib4r  \timir\i'i  tti 
i!4/ini$iMH, 

Ttia  UtttMt  ftfld  tMwi»pttp*f  dlp(»UiKa  ar«  m  Mlowtti 

Wamuimotov,  D.  C,  Oeiob0r  tt.  m$. 

Dmk%  tia:  If  yon  will  Uke  tlna  to  read  tb«  IneloMd  cltppiBga,  yoa 
oujr  have  ao  Idea — a  very  slight  oua— of  what  tha  people  of  Washlngt'w 
have  been  compelled  to  endure  for  years,  and  how  persons  who  poaaeaa 
Information  Inimical  to  the  gang  of  ruffians  which  compose  the  police 
department  are  intimidated  and  persecuted  when  they  make  It  known. 

Tha  decent  people  of  the  city— and  there  are  a   few — stand  behind 
yoo  in  your  efforta  to  expose  the  scoundrels  who  at  present  render  it  a 
national  disgrace. 
Yours  truly, 

M.    F.    UOBINHON. 
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M'PHEBSOX    WITNESS    BIPOBTS    HAJU8BMCNT    SINCS   TXSTIlfONT ICkS.    BOT 

BSAVBIN     DBCLARKS     SHS     HAS     BKIN     FOLLOWED     BT     DBTECTITES ALSO 

SAYS    STBANGKR8    HAVE    LOITERED   ABUCT    HEB   APARTMENT   DOOB 

Shadowed  by  detectives,  harassed  by  strangers  loitering  around  bei 
apartment  door,  investigation  of  ber  private  afFuirs,  and  a  deluge  ot 
police  tickets  for  traffic  violations — these  have  been  the  rewards  to 
Mrs.  Roy  Heavrln,  of  the  Park  Lane  Apartment,  for  testifying  l>efore 
the  grand  jury  which  investigated  the  mysterious  death  of  Mrs.  Virginia 
Mcl'berson,  according  to  a  complaint  she  made  yesterday  to  MaJ.  Henry 
O.  Pmtt,  superintendent  of  police. 

Mrs.  Heavrln  is  the  witness  who  told  of  hearing  the  painful  screams 
of  a  woman  on  the  night  Mrs.  McPher^on  met  her  death  In  an  apartment 
near  the  one  she  occupies. 

Ever  since  the  grand  Jury  returned  an  indictment  for  murder  agalust 
Robert  A.  Mcrherson,  jr.,  husbnnd  of  tho  dead  nurse,  Mrs.  Heavrm 
said  she  had  been  "  shadowed,"  aud  on  one  occasion  two  detectives 
and  a  uniformed  policeman  trailed  her  to  Georgetown. 

Aside  from  these  annoyances,  Mrs.  Heavrln  declared  ber  life  has  bcon 
mado  miserable  by  the  strangers  who  loiter  around  her  apartment  door, 
and  one  of  them  made  an  attempt  several  nights  ago  to  break  into  Uic 
apartment. 

She  also  said  she  had  been  threatened,  but  declined  to  reveal  the 
nature  of  the  threats.  And  in  addition  she  charged  the  police  ap- 
parently were  taking  pleasure  in  ticketing  her  automobile. 

In  the  last  three  weeks,  Mrs.  Heavrln  said,  she  had  received  more 
tickets  and  deposited  more  collateral  for  traffic  violations  than  for  a 
period  of  two  years.  Last  Friday  morning,  she  declared,  she  went  to 
get  ber  car  parked  in  the  rear  of  the  Park  Lane  and  found  three  police- 
men pusliing  it,  while  on  the  windshield  there  was  a  ticket  for  improper 
parking. 

Mrs.  HeavTin  and  her  husband  both  appeared  to  be  visibly  nervous 
as  a  r^Milt  of  these  experiences,  although  they  declared  they  were 
anafraid. 

Soon  after  receiving  Mrs.  Heavrin's  complaint  Major  Pratt  assigned 
Lieut.  H.  H.  Groves  and  Headquarters  Detective  Harry  Q.  Callahan  to 
make  an  investigation. 

MAN    GETS    10-TBAB    TEBM    FOR    THEFT    OF   CLOTHIItO 

Convicted  of  stealing  clothes  from  the  Salvation  Army,  Benjamin 
Lee,  colored,  yesterday  was  sentenced  to  the  penitentiary  for  10  years, 
in  spite  of  his  story  that  police  forced  a  confession  by  beating  him  with 
a  rubber  hose. 

Chief  Justice  Walter  I.  McCoy,  in  pronoancing  sentence,  charged 
that  the  accusation  against  police  was  untrue.  He  further  excoriated 
Lee  for  victimizing  a  charitable  institution.  Aasist&nt  District  Attorney 
R.  r.  Camaller  conducted  the  prosecution. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  The  Washington  Herald  of  this  morning  con- 
tains an  article  headed  "  Doyle,  Allen  Suspended — Two  to  Face 
Trial  for  Defiance  to  Pratt"  Another  article  entitled  "  Senators 
Demand  Remoyal  of  Pratt " ;  another  article  entitled  "  Pratt, 
Shelby  Dodging  Tests  " ;  another  article  entitled  "  Copelaitd  Asks 
Boiird  to  Cut  Dope  Imports  " ;  and  an  editorial  appearing  in  this 
morning's  Herald  entitled  "  This  Police  Bureaucracy  Deserves 
Ooi>d  Sbake-np."  I  ask  that  the  articles  and  the  editorial  may 
be  printed  in  the  Recobp  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  articles  and  editorial  are  as  follows : 

(From  tbe  Washlnftoo  Herald,  Wednevday,  October  23] 

DOTUI,  ALLMH  BtaPBHDVO — TWO  TO  FACB  TBUL  FOB  DXFIAJICK  TO  PBATT — 

DisrsfCT  or  CuLVMSu  Commissiobsbs  nsrcss  to  Oust  Pais^  wa 

Amk/vs  Wiisii  Cmisf  HiMSCLr  Acts 

Capt.  U«b0rt  M,  VofU>,  e«nn»siMW  tH  ttM  slffhtb  polks  pfMlMt,  aad 

p*tuu^  tr»m  atHf  tMC  ntght  bf  Ubj,  tUmrj  tt,  V9»tt,  mtmrtmunnint  trt 

fsvs  immtHMts  •ppf«r«l  u  tiM  mmcwmMm, 

UVT  Of  TO  tmmw 

Ths  mitiHtntUma  6fweioptUi  in  sn  uousimI  m*on»r,  Vntt,  •nfiUt  In 
tbs  utUtnDOtt,  bs4  wrt(t#o  io  (tts  nHumXtuiUtut^r*  re«onni«iulfoff  ttist 
ihttf  tsks  diic'lpllusry  sctloo  sfslnst  Doyle  anil  AtUs.  At  tb«  Dss^log 
last  oiglit,  however,  the  cummissionerM  returned  Pratt's  lett<>r  with 
iBntructioos  that  "  this  cute  be  handled  io  the  manacr  normsUy  tm- 
ployed  Io  malntslDlns  discipline  in  the  department." 

Pratt  then  reeommeoded  the  anspensiona,  adding  to  bis  commonlca- 
tlon  to  the  commissioners  that  charges  will  be  prepared  and  the  two 
policemen  cited  to  appear  before  the  police  trial  board.  Then  the 
commissioners  approved  the  suspensions. 

Both  Doyle  and  Allen  will  be  charged  with  insubordination  and  of 
conduct  prejudicial  to  the  reputation,  good  order,  and  discipline  of  the 
police  department. 


■FrKCTira  to-dat 

The  Ba8i>en8lons  are  to  become  effective  at  8  o'clock  this  momlDg. 
Both  men  will  be  relieved  from  duty  without  pay. 

It  is  expected  th»  charges  will  be  drafted  to-day  and  the  date  for 
their  trial  aet. 

HI8T0BT  or  CASa 

The  controversy  between  Pratt  snd  Allen  started  with  events  that 
followed  the  mysterious  strsngling  of  Mrs.  Virginia  MePberson,  pretty 
nurse,  in  the  Park  Lane  Apartments  September  18. 

Thia  strangling,  stamped  officially  by  the  police  department  as  a. 
**  suicide,"  was  reopened  through  the  persistent  efforts  of  Alien,  who< 
accused  Inspector  William  8.  Shelby,  then  chief  of  detectives,  and< 
Lieut.  Bdward  Kelly,  then  bead  of  the  headquarters  homicide  squad,  ot 
"  l>ungling  the  case." 

Pratt,  on  Shelby's  recommendation,  suspended  Allen  on  the  technical 
charge  of  withholding  evidence  in  the  McPherson  case. 

A  grand  Jury  upheld  Allen's  theory  of  murder  and  recommended  that 
Shelby  and  Kelly  be  relieved  from  all  duty  in  connection  with  this  case. 
Shelby  and  Kelly  were  transferred.  Over  the  persistent  objections  of 
Pratt,  Alien  was  restored  to  duty  by  the  District  Commissioners. 

ABRESTS    MOFTATT 

Soon  thereafter  Allen  arrested  William  L.  Moffatt  on  the  charge  of 
unlawful  conversion  of  funds.  Allen  was  then  in  the  eighth  precinct, 
commanded  by  Captain  Doyle.  After  his  arrest  of  Moffatt,  Alien 
chai-ged  that  Moffatt,  who  had  previously  been  Indicted  and  never 
brought  to  trial,  wag  not  prosecuted  because  of  laxity  In  the  district 
attorney's  office. 

Pratt,  resenting  the  attack  on  another  branch  of  the  Government, 
asked  Allen  if  be  had  been  correctly  quoted  In  the  press  regarding  his 
cha'-ges  against  the  district  attorney's  office.  Allen,  replying  to  Pratt, 
repeated  bis  charges  against  Moffatt  and  defended  bis  reflection  against 
the  district  attorney's  office.  Meanwhile  Doyle,  in  a  statement  to  the 
press,  upheld  Allen's  conduct  in  the  Moffatt  case  and  defended  bis 
(Doyle's)  authorization  of  Allen  to  handle  the  case  outside  the  precinct 
in  plain  clothes. 

Pratt  then  called  upon  Doyle  for  a  recommendation  and  comment 
concerning  Allen  and  the  latter's  letter  to  Pratt.  Doyle  replied  to 
Pratt  lauding  Allen  highly  for  his  work  in  the  Moffatt  case  and,  obey- 
ing request  for  comment,  called  npon  the  police  department  to  forget 
the  petty  prejudices  against  the  patrolman. 

Pratt  thereupon  asked  the  commissioners  for  disciplinary  action 
against  Doyle  and  Allen,  and  last  night's  procedure  followed. 

DOTLa  "  DID  HIS  BEST '" 

When  told  that  the  District  Commissioners  bad  appnrred  Major 
Pratt's  recommendation  for  his  suspension,  Captain   Doyle  said : 

"  I  was  ordered  both  to  make  a  comment  and  a  recommendation.  I 
made  botb  to  the  best  of  my  ability.  I  f«lt  that  I  had  to  be  honest  la 
the  matter." 

Allen  refused  to  comment  on  his  suspension  at  this  time. 

Pratt  was  forced  to  take  this  circuitous  method  in  suspending  Allen 
because  the  District  Commissioners  restored  Allen  against  his  protests 
sfter  he  bad  suspended  him  for  his  activities  in  the  M'cPherson  case. 

Doyle  has  l>een  on  the  police  force  40  years. 

Pratt  was  closeted  with  the  District  Ccnnmissioners  for  an  hour  and 
40  minutes.  When  be  emerged  he  wore  a  trlompbant  look,  bat  refnaed 
to  comment  The  commissioners  likewise  refused  to  commeat  on  the 
peculiar  manner  in  which  tbs  sospenslona  of  Doyle  and  Allen  wars 
brought  about. 

TttS  OSDBB  TO  FKAn 

Tb«  ord«r  of  tb«  eosiMlssloosn  to  Major  Pratt,  wbtefe  psfsd  tb«  wsf 
fof  tke  Bospensloaf,  raads  ss  f oUows '. 

OrvosM  23,  l»3f, 

f  SMTO  tlMt  tiM  rfptttt  d«f«4  0«t«lwf  n,  \999,  #t  th0  wmittr  »9i 
mnmriuUmMnt  of  |n>H««  wMt  rHmtmti  i«  Itt^  s«il/rff  </f  C»trt.  1Mt*'ft  M. 
iH/fUi  m4  VH,  %,  i,  MUm  bs  rHurp*4  Ut  lbs  nmfitf  un6  mp^^n- 
UftttUnH  ut  pu\Um  wllk  IsstrwtlMM)  ibat  flrts  c^mi  Is  Ut  \m  Imi»4M  )a  tl»« 
sM»s«r  Mfsily  Mi|>l«y«4  f«  »«totslMliN(  4t»fitrtUut  Is  tk»  4«fwrt«un»t, 

Oomm4»0ten0r,  UittrUst  itf  0»UHnbU, 

tutor  PratTs  ttptf,  toii»tk*r  wttfe  tka  rm«mm^na»tUm  tor  suspsBiSos, 
•r«  aa  follows  ( 

OcToam  29,  i9M, 

MSMOSAVDVM    VO    TBB    COMMISStOSBBS 

lb  coBipliance  with  Instruetloos  of  the  board  of  commissioners  on 
jacket  No.  67810,  yoo  are  advised  that  orders  bsve  been  Issued  suspend- 
ing Cspt.  Robert  E.  Doyle,  commanding  officer  of  the  eighth  prednet, 
and  PrL  B.  J.  Allen,  attached  to  that  precinct,  from  duty  effective 
8  8.  m.,  October  23,  1929.  and  I  recommend  the  approval  of  the  attacbsd 
order.  You  are  further  advised  that  charges  will  be  prepared  and  tb« 
two  officers  dted  to  appear  before  the  trial  board  at  the  earliest  posslbls 
date. 
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THB    AFPBOVAL 


of 


The  commUrionere*  order  of  approTal  reads  u  follows 

OCTOBU  22,  192 }. 

Ordered:  1.  That  the  action  of  the  major  and  supertntendeni 
police  in  wwpending  Robert  E.  Doyle,  a  captain  In  the  Metropol  J^ 
police  force,  from  duty  without  pay  effective  8  a.  m..  October  23.  1929. 
subject  to  a  re.ervatlon  of  power  under  the  proyislons  of  the  commis- 
sioiiers-  order  of  June  26.  1!>14.  to  remove  such  suspension  botb  ai  to 
8uch  ofllcer  and  as  to  the  withheld  pay.  Is  hereby  confirmed 

2  That  the  action  of  the  major  and  superlntendont  of  poUc<  in 
ausp.-ndinK  R.  J.  Alien,  a  private  In  class  2  of  the  Metropolli^n  p^Jlce 
for^  from  duty  without  pay  effective  8  a.  m..  October  23.  1929.  sutject 
to  a'reaervaUon  of  power  under  the  provisions  of  the  commissioi  era 
order  of  June  26.  1914,  to  remove  such  suspension  both  as  to  ^ch 
officer  and  as  to  the  withheld  pay,  is  hereby  confirmed. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Commissioners.  District  of  Columbia. 
'  Danikl  E.  GABass, 

Braretmy  Board  of  Commistioner$,  DUtriot  of  Columbiil^. 

PRATT'S     FIRST     LETTBa 

i'ratt's  earlier  letter  to  the  commissioners  asking  action  against  T.  oyle 

nud  .MIcii  9«id  in  part 

"  Thtre  can  be  no  question  of  the  attitude  of  insubordination  shawn 
by  both  [Doyle  and  Allcnl.  and  in  my  opinion  this  is  an  Ulustratlod  of 
the  inevitable  result  of  the  restoration  of  Private  Allen  to  duty.  You 
recaU  that  I  stated  to  the  Board  of  District  Commissioners  th«  t  in 


rill 


per- 


my  opinion  there  was  no  useful  service  which  Private  Allen  could 
form  ill  the  department,  anticipating  at  the  time  of  that  statement  ^me 
results  which  have  followed. 

"It   IS  also  apparent  that   Capt.    Robert   E.    Doyle,   the   commanilng 
officer  of  the  precinct  to  which  Allen  was  transferred,  has  boen   Influ 
enced  by  the  attitude  of  Private  Allen   and   is   equally   responsiblt 
his  actions  in  submitting  a  letter  in  which  he  sustains  the  private  in  his 
conduct,  not  only  toward  the  departmeut  but  in  his  criticism  olj  the 
office  of  the  United  SUtes  district  attorney 

After  adding  that  the  situation  has  a  tendency  to  destroy  mirale 
and  discipline.  Pratt  concludes  with  the  demand  for  the  suspensicn  of 
Doyle  and  Allen  and  their  trial  before  the  police  trial  board  atj  the 
earliest  moment  poasible. 

Bi^AToaa  Di:iiA!n>  Removal  of  Pbatt— Blaimb  amo  Blbabe  Dajlabs 

UlTtATIOW      IWTOLrBABLB— LAC«      Or      MANHOOD     CUABOBO     TO      PHlCB 
CMtBT 

"The  KMi«ral  sltoatloB  seems  to  demand  that  Pratt  be  removet^  not 
Captain  Dojrlc  and  Private  Alton. 

This  waa  the  stntement  of  Henator  John  J.  Blainb.  of  Wlaednaln, 
member  of  th«  Sanate  District  Committee,  whra  gueatloned  b]  the 
Herald  iMt  nlgbt  In  regard  to  the  ■napraslOB  of  Capt.  Bobert  BniflMtt 
Doyl*,  of  tb«  elghtti  preHnct,  and  Private  Bobert  J.  Allen,  of  hia 
ruramsnd,  for  all«ved  lOMUbordlnation. 

Heiuitor  Blainb  add«Nl : 

"  The  situation  has  long  atnce  become  lnt<>l«rable.  The  subcom^itttea 
InveMtiaatini:  police  affairs  in  th«>  District  unquestionably  will  U  le  ap 
the  mutter  Immediately  and  report  back  to  the  committee  aa  a  w  lole." 

Charging  Major  Pratt  with  trying  to  lay  a  "smoke  acreen  to  p-otect 
other  peoirie  in  two  raurdera  "  by  his  saspenaton  of  Private  Allen  nnd 
Captain  Doyle.  8*'nator  Colb  L.  Blbabb  last  night  declared  that  (Pratt 
ahoold  b«  dismissed  from  the  police  force. 

Bi.iubb  said : 

"  <  aptain  Doyle  was  aaked  by  Pratt  to  comment  on  a  letter  Allen 
wrote.  Doyle  gave  Pratt  exactly  what  he  asked  for — his  honest  o|  ilnion 
on  .\llen's  conduct.  He  should  certainly  be  expected  to  obey  orders  and 
give  his  truthful  opinion 

"  Now  Pratt  suspends  Doyle  for  obeying  orders.  In  my  opinio^,  it's 
a  liell  of  a  note.  If  Do^le  and  Allen  are  suspended.  Pratt  should  \'.o  the 
next  minute. 

HITS  ALLBN'8    IVIDBNCB 

"  Pratt  is  simply  trying  to  discredit  Allen.     He  knows  Allen  ih  wit 
neas  In  two  murders.     If  he  suspends  Allen  and  makes  him  ridlifilous, 
he  can  discredit  his  testimony 

"  Pratt  didn't  have  the  manhood  or  the  nerve  to  suspend  Ailed  him 
■elf.     He  tried   to  switch   it  over   to   Doyle.     When   Doyle  refused  to 
become  his  henchman,  then  he  tried  to  discredit  both  of  them.' 

Though  not  prepared  to  state  what  action  he  would  take  othe^  than 
placing  the  case  before  the  subcommittee,  the  Senator  declared  : 

"  I  will  certainly  do  everj-thing  I  can  to  reinstate  both  Doyl^  and 
Allen." 

BITCATIOJt    BOTTBN 

He  grew  indignant  over  the  entire  police  situation  here,  which  be 
characteriaed  graphically  as  "  rotten."  adding : 

"The  more  you  stir  It,  the  more  it  stinks." 

Senator  Abthub  Cappkb.  of  Kansas,  chairman  of  the  Senate  District 
Committee,  declared : 


"We  have  a  subcommittee  especially  appointed  to  deal  with  local 
poUce  matters,  and  I  do  not  feel  I  should  enter  the  controversy  at  this 
time.  It  does  seem,  however,  as  if  police  morale  were  pretty  badly 
shattered  here." 

pbatt,  shblbt  dodging  tests 

Superintendent  of  Police  Pratt  and  Inspector  William  S.  Shelby  have 
been  made  so  nervous  by  the  recent  upheavals  over  the  McPherson  and 
Allen  controversies  they  bave  asked  to  have  their  annual  physical 
examination  postponed. 

BJxamlnatlon  of  136  officers  and  privates  of  the  local  police  force  who 
have  passed  the  age  of  55  have  been  completed  nearly,  according  to  Dr. 
James  J.  Kilroy.  chairman  of  the  board  of  police  and  fire  surgeons. 

Of  those  examined,  approximately  20  were  found  suffering  serious 
ailments  and  have  been  advised  to  seek  medical  attention  immediately. 
It  is  expected  many  of  those  examined  will  be  retired  soon. 

COPELAND    ASKS     BOABD    TO    COT    "  DOPE    '     I  liPOBTS— "  I     WOl'LD     HATB 

Desebt  Winds  De-stkoy  Evebt  Poppy  Field,"  Hk  Sats  in  Plea  for 

Limit 

By  Kenneth  Clark 

From  the  lips  of  one  of  the  country's  health  experts.   Senator  Cors- 
LAND,  Democrat,  of  New  York,  the  Federal  Narcotic  Control  Board  yes 
terday    heard   an    Impassioned    plea    to    prohibit    importation    of   uncon- 
scionable quantities  -ot  opium.     Urging  limitation  to  barest  medical  and 
legitimate  needs,  he  said  : 

"  This  devilish  narcotic  undermines  every  bit  of  character  the  Indi- 
vidual may  possess.  I  honestly  think  the  harm  done  by  natcotica  out- 
weighs any  good  that  might  result  from  their  legitimate  use." 

ONE  HCNDBBD  THOfSAND  POCND8  ASKED 

If  CoPELANt>'s  advice  is  heeded,  the  board  will  cut  the  Imports  below 
100,000  pounds  for  1930.  The  medical  profession  already  has-  demon- 
strated that  this  figure  la  not  too  low,  as  only  98,000  pounds  were 
required  last  year. 

Another  long  line  of  manufacturers  and  dealers  paraded  through  the 
closed  door  of  the  heariuj?  room  to  ask  for  higher  Importations. 

The  Public  Health  Service,  in  a  memorandum  presented  by  Dr.  C.  C. 
Pierce,  Assistant  Surgeon  Oenerai,  seconded  COPBLAMD'a  suggestion  of  a 
sdentlflc  Inquiry  as  a  means  of  determining  the  actual  medical  needs. 

ILLICIT   TBAVnC    HUQB 

He  aaid : 

"  There  is  a  tremendous  amount  of  Illicit  traffic.  There  never  was 
a  time  In  my  40  years'  experience  in  medicine  when  the  morbidity  rate 
was  so  low.     There  are  fewer  («ses  of  lllnesii  to-day  than  ever  before. 

"  When  you  combine  this  with  tbe  utber  fact  that  the  doctors  arc  pra- 
scrlMng  better  and  nvire  skillfully,  It  must  mean  that  there  U  less  tu^^A 
on  the  pari  of  the  medical  profession  for  narcotics.  Tbe  trend  Is 
against  tbe  use  of  narcotics. 

"  If  I  could  bave  my  wish  I  would  have  the  desert  winds  go  across 
tlM  poppy  fields  and  destroy  every  one  of  them," 

8o  much  time  was  consumed  with  tbe  bearings  that-  the  Ixwrd  post- 
poned until  Thursday  a  decision  on  the  new  Import  allotments. 

TniB     POLICE     BCBBAUCBArr     DBSEBVBB     OOOD     BUAKB-UP 

Major  Pratt,  superintendent  of  police,  has  demanded  the  suspension  of 
Captain  Doyle  and  Private  Allen  of  tbe  police  force  on  the  ground  of 
alleged  insubordination. 

The  insubordination  consiKts,  .so  far  as  most  of  us  can  discover,  in  the 
desire  of  Captain  Doyle  and  Private  Allen  to  perform  some  uiteful  and 
energetic  work  on  some  of  the  many  crimes  that  have  been  committed 
in  Washington  recently. 

"  It  must  be  recognized  that  the  maintenance  of  discipline  is  of  para- 
mount Importance,"  nays  Major  Pratt  In  his  letter.  It  Is  true  that  there 
must  be  discipline  In  the  police  department,  and  properly  administered 
the  Herald  believes  there  can  and  will  be. 

But  most  people  of  Washington,  the  Herald  believes,  consider  that  the 
proper  functioning  of  the  police  department  is  of  paramount  Importance, 
even  If  at  times  the  dignity  of  some  police  official  may  suffer.  The 
Herald  believes  that  Captain  Doyle  and  Private  Allen  are  capable,  con- 
scientious officers,  and  it  docs  not  consider  that  they  have  been  guilty 
of  insubordination.  But  even  if  they  had,  it  is  a  question  whether  in- 
subordination might  not  have  been  justified. 

A  police  officer's  duty  to  the  public  that  employs  him,  pays  him,  and 
whose  protection  he  is  sworn  to  effect  may  well  take  precedence  over 
his  loyalty  to  a  dubiously  efficient  police  bureaucracy.  The  police  depart- 
ment, in  case  Major  Pratt  does  not  know  it,  is  definitely  under  fire  and 
definitely  on  the  defensive.  It  Is  more  vital,  the  Washington  public 
believes,  that  Major  Pratt  should  justify  himself  and  other  officials  in 
authority  than  that  Captain  Doyle  and  Private  Allen  should  be  dis- 
ciplined for  doing  their  duty. 

The  Herald  does  not  believe  that  either  Captain  Doyle  or  Private 
Allen  would  have  laid  themselves  open  to  criticism  from  their  superiors 
la  tlw  department  it  those  superiors  bad  shown  the  attitude  they  should 
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htLve  shown  In  making  the  police  department  fanetton  effldently.  Major 
Pratt  haa  been  mum  as  an  oyater  when  some  of  his  friends  have  been 
ahown  ap  as  lax  or  derelict  in  their  duty ;  bat  h«  can  bop  into  the  thick 
of  the  fray  when  two  men,  earnestly  striving  to  do  their  duty,  try  to 
overcome  the  monstroua  Inertia  of  the  department  as  a  whole. 

As  an  example,  recall  Major  Pratt's  attitude  when  Kelly  and  Shelby 
w«re  discredited  as  a  result  of  the  McPberson  investigation,  these  men, 
be  said,  had  been  on  the  force  25  or  30  years,  and  they  deserved  kindly 
consideration. 

But  Captain  Doyle  has  been  on  the  force  40  years,  and  Major  Pratt 
can  be  extremely  hard-boiled  where  he  is  concerned — t>ecause  Captain 
Doyle  has  not  exerted  hknself  whole-heartedly  to  cover  up  the  delin- 
quencies and  deficiencies  in  the  department. 

The  persecution  of  Private  Allen  has  long  been  a  scandal  in  the  de- 
partment. It  now  appears  that  these  tactics  of  persecution  are  to  be 
applit*d  to  any  officer  and  every  officer  who  falls  afoul  of  the  police 
bureaucracy,  however  commendable  and  creditable  bis  motives. 

It  is  time  at  last  for  a  complete  shake-up  of  the  department  which 
will  got  rid,  once  and  for  all,  of  the  deadwood  and  give  faithful,  con- 
scientious officers  a  chance  to  do  their  duty  without  the  fear  that  they 
may  embarrass  those  who  are  less  able  and  conscientioas. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  offer  to  the  Senate 
some  tnnjiible  proof  that  "  dope  "  Is  being  sold  in  Washington. 
I  know  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Ck)PELAND]  to  be  a 
very  fine  doctor,  and  I  understand  that  he  Is  interested  in  the 
subject.  I  hold  in  my  hand  and  display  to  the  Senate  the  actual 
Wticle  that  was  l>ought  on  the  8th  day  of  October  here  in  the 
city  of  Washington.  I  had  never  seen  any  opium  before.  I  do 
not  know  positively  that  it  is  opium  except  from  the  statements 
from  tliose  who  have  had  experience  with  it  and  profess  to 
know.  I  wish  to  file  this  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  and 
I  ask  that  It  be  turned  over  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  be  used  in  tlieir  investigations  and  to  show  that 
dope  is  actually  being  sold  within  the  shadow  of  the  Capitol. 
I  will  hand  this  alleged  opium  to  the  Senator  from  New  York 
(Mr.  Copeland].  I  would  l>e  glad  to  have  him  look  at  it  and 
examine  It.  I  have  witnesses  who  will  testify  where  it  was 
bought  and  from  whom  it  was  purchased.  One  of  the  gentle- 
men has  told  me  that  he  has  some  more  of  the  article  called 
opium.  Here  [Indicating]  is  the  Chinese  paper  in  which  it  was 
wrapijcd. 

'Hie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  article  will 
bo  re  ferret!  to  the  committee,  a«  requested  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina. 

Mr.  BLKASE.  Mr.  President,  in  the  face  of  all  this  evidence 
and  in  the  face  of  the  well-known  conditions  here  in  the  Dis- 
trict, the  superintendent  of  police  wrote  tn  one  of  his  sub- 
ordinntcH,  a  captain  of  police,  and  not  only  asked  him  but 
demanded  ot  him  not  only  tliat  he  make  a  report  on  the  Allen 
case  but  that  he  comment  on  It.  Understand,  Mr.  President 
and  Senators,  he  not  only  asked  for  his  captain's  opinion  on 
the  Allen  case  or  a  report  on  the  Allen  case,  but  he  demanded 
that  ^.'aptaln  Doyle,  the  police  captain  In  question,  comment  on 
the  Allen  case.  There  was  a  direct  command  to  Captain  Doyle 
from  his  superior  officer. 

Captain  Doyle,  as  I  understand  it,  sat  down  and  did  just 
exactly  what  the  man  Pratt,  this  autocrat,  demanded  of  him  to 
do.  Then  when  he  did  It,  Pratt  went  to  the  Commissioners  of 
the  District  and  demanded  of  them  that  Captain  Doyle  be  sus- 
pended, from  his  position.  In  my  opinion,  Pratt  is  simply  try- 
ing to  discredit  Allen's  testimony  and  the  testimony  of  one  or 
two  other  men  who  are  ou  the  force,  whom  he  hopes  to  intimi- 
date and  keep  from  telling  the  truth  on  the  witness  stand,  or 
discredit  their  testimony  and  shield  a  murderer.  One  of  them 
has  ata^ady  been  to  me  this  morning  and  told  me  that  he  has  a 
wife  and  too  many  children  to  run  the  risk  of  being  thrown 
out  of  his  job,  and  asked  me  to  withhold  his  name  and  not 
bring  him  into  the  Investigation. 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senate  cares  to  take  any  action 
or  not.  I  do  not  know  whether  we  can  take  any  action  or  not 
But  I  think  the  country  has  reached  a  very  serious  and  danger- 
ous condition  when  the  chief  of  police  of  the  greatest  Capital 
City  in  the  world  can  demand  a  report  from  a  subordinate 
officer  and  then,  when  he  gets  the  report,  turn  the  officer  out 
for  insubordination  and  because  the  report  did  not  suit  him. 

My  notion  is  that  this  man  Pratt  is  a  coward,  a  moral  coward  If 
not  a  physical  coward.  He  wanted  to  turn  out  this  man  AUen  and 
he  wanted  to  turn  out  this  man  Doyle,  but  he  especially  wanted 
to  get  rid  of  Allen.  He  did  not  have  the  manhood  to  turn 
Allen  off.  I  think  he  is  afraid  of  him  and  should  be,  I  expect, 
so  he  goes  and  asks  Doyle  to  make  a  report,  as  I  believe,  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  Doyle  to  state  something  that  he  could 
use  as  an  excuse  to  turn  Allen  off.  But  when  Doyle  refuses 
to  be  his  stool  pigeon,  refuses  to  be  his  tool,  then  Pratt  takes 


advantage  of  the  situation  and  gets  mad  and  loses  his  head 
and  not  only  turns  off  Allen  but  Doyle  as  well,  which  I  say 
was  a  dirty,  cowardly,  contemptible  act  on  the  part  of  any  man, 
and  especially  a  man  who  is  supposed  to  be  an  honorable  man 
at  the  head  of  the  police  department  of  a  city  like  this. 

I  can  not  get  testimony;  I  am  not  looking  it  up ;  but  I  can  not 
present  things  to  the  subcommittee  If  the  witnesses  who  are 
to  testify  are  to  he  told,  "  If  yon  testify,  we  will  turn  you  out 
of  your  job  or  we  will  punish  you  in  some  other  way."  I  think 
there  should  be  somebody — I  do  not  know  who  it  should  be: 
I  have  not  been  on  the  District  Committee  long  enough  to  know 
anything  of  it.s  rights  or  dutiet. — but  there  certainly  should 
be  somebody  to  bring  this  man  Pratt  to  answer  for  his  cowardly 
acts.  If  that  Is  not  done,  more  murders  are  going  to  be  com- 
mitted; more  women  are  going  to  be  ravished  In  this  city; 
more  robberies  will  be  committed,  and  other  crimes  will  be 
perpetrated,  because  when  there  Is  at  the  head  of  the  depart- 
ment a  man  who  is  willing  to  stifle  testimony  or  to  hold  an  ax 
over  a  subordinate's  head  and  tell  him  that  if  he  testifies  he 
will  cut  it  off,  no  body  of  men  can  be  kept  together  working 
for  the  best  interest*  of  the  city  which  they  are  8Ui)po8ed  to 
safeguard.  It  will  make  cowards  of  them  all,  as  the  chief  now 
is,  as  suspending  Doyle  proves. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  BLEASE.     I  yield  with  pleasure. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  ask  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  if  he 
read  the  report  in  the  Evening  Star  of  last  night  regarding  the 
coroner's  verdict  on  the  death  of  Mrs.  Dreyfus? 

Mr.  BLEASE.    I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  read  that. 

Mr,  HEFLIN.    The  headline  reads : 

Woman's  deatb  beld  acridentaL 

And  in  the  body  of  the  story  we  find  this  statement : 

The  lengthy  testimony  was  climaxed  toward  the  close  of  the  bearinf 
when  Mrs.  Elsie  Knorr.  of  the  1800  block  of  Blltmore  8tre<>t,  Mrs. 
Dreyfus's  sister,  took  the  stand  and  accused  McBrien  of  baring  made 
threats  against  ber  life  and  against  the  life  of  the  dead  woman.  Mrs. 
Knorr  declared  she  was  present  on  one  occasion  when  McBrien  knocked 
Mrs.  Dreyfus  down  with  his  flat. 

Then  the  article  goes  on  to  state  that  McBrien  had  threatened 
to  kill  her  sister  and  threatened  to  kill  her  as  well,  and  bad 
knocked  her  ulster  down  with  hiH  tint  on  a  former  occasion. 
They  were  out  there  on  the  veranda  of  a  boathouse  that  night; 
be  stepped  in  fur  som^'thing  temporarily,  and  when  be  came 
back  she  was  defid  on  the  float  below.  Whether  she  was  pushed 
off  by  somebody  or  knocked  off  by  somebody,  we  do  not  know ; 
but  the  murders  that  are  being  committed  here  wind  up  by 
verdicts  that  the  victims  accidentally  killed  themselves  or  com- 
mitted suicide. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  information  which 
he  has  supplied. 

Mr.  KINO.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Sonator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  will  yield  in  a  second.  I  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Alabama:  If  he  or  I  or  some  other  Senator  should  get 
in  Pratt's  way,  it  would  not  siu'prise  me  if  he  should  be  found 
accidently  dead  some  night  or  some  morning.  I  now  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  I'resident,  a  resolution  was  adopted  by  the 
Senate  which  referred  these  matters  and  cognate  questions  to 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia.  That  committee 
has  met  and  has  ap|K>inted  a  subcommittee  consisting  of  very 
able  members  of  the  committee ;  they  have  this  matter  in  chan:e ; 
and  if  Mr.  Pratt  or  any  other  official  has  been  guilty  of  delin- 
quencies it  seems  to  me  that  the  attention  of  the  committee 
should  be  brought  to  the  fact.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to 
endearot  to  try  these  cases  here  in  the  Senate.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackbtt]  and  his  fine  committee 
will  take  cognizance  of  the  statements  made  by  my  friend ;  and 
if  any  of  the  officers  of  the  police  department  have  been  denied 
justice  or  have  been  terrori^d  by  any  person,  I  think  the  oob- 
mittee  will  ascertain  that  fact,  and  we  will  soon  be  i>ot  bi 
possession  of  such  information  as  will  enable  the  District  of 
Columbia  Committee  and  the  Senate  to  take  such  action  in  the 
premises  as  they  may  regard  fair  and  Just. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  do  I  under- 
stand the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kiifo]  to  state  that  the  police 
conditions  in  the  city  of  Washington  are  being  investigated 
by  a  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Oolumbia 
of  the  Senate? 
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Mr  KING.  What  I  said.  Mr.  President,  was  that  the  Senajor 
from  Sooth  Carolina  [Mr.  Bixasi:]  offered  a  very  sweeping 
resolution  a  few  days  ago  which  I  think  called  for  an  inve  tl- 
gaUon  of  the  police  department ;  that  the  resoluUon  was  adop  ed 
by  the  Senate  and  referred,  of  course,  to  the  Committee  on  ne 
District  of  Columbia,  and  that  committee  met  and  appoliv  ea 
a  subcommittee,  of  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  lur. 
SACKrrr]  la  chairman,  to  make  such  invesUgation  as  is  cai  e<i 
for  by  the  resolution.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  committee  v  ill 
very  promptly  make  such  investigation,  and  will  cover  J  ne 
ground  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  tils 

Mr.  WALSn  of  Massadiusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  i  ip- 
prove  of  what  the  Senator  has  said  with  reference  to  the  nee  »- 
Bity  and  importance  of  a  thorough  and  impartial  investlgac  on 
into  the  alleged  disorganized  police  conditions  tliat  have  aroused 
public  attention  here  in  Washington.  I  believe  the  condiUfns 
have  been  exaggerated— at  least  I  hope  so.  In  my  judgmeit, 
there  must  be  many  conscientious  public  officials  in  the  pol  ce 
department  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  it  seems  dear  a  so 
that  there  are  some  officials  who  may  need  to  be  disciplined  or 
reprimanded.  We  should  refrain  from  passing  Judgment  ui  til 
we  hear  all  the  evidence.  Before  taking  sides  or  accept  ng 
ex  parte  evidence,  let  us  find  out  where  the  blame  should  t)e 
placed,  as  well  as  the  exact  extent  of  the  alleged  Incompeten  [?y. 
If  injustices  have  been  done,  they  should  be  rectified ;  bu  I 
want  to  protest  against  attempting  to  try  officials  of  the  I  is- 
trict  of  Columbia  here,  without  giving  them  a  chance  to  be 
heard,  and  condemning  and  denouncing  those  who,  after  a  fair 
and  full  investigation,  may  be  found  to  be  faithful  and  on- 
sclentlous  public  officials,  deserving  of  commendation  rat  »er 
than  denunciation.  I  think  the  situation  is  such  that  th?re 
ought  to  be  an  immediate  effort  made  by  some  govemmeital 
agency  that  the  people  of  Washington  have  confidence  in  to 
find  out  who  is  responsible  for  the  alleged  conditions  and  pan- 
Ish  those  who  are  respcmsible.  but  all  honest,  consdentl  >us 
police  oflkrials  ought  to  be  given  the  support  and  the  confide  ice 
of  the  Members  of  Congress  in  their  efforts  to  enforce  the  law 
and  to  perform  their  duties  satisfactorily. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  a  member  of  the  I  dis- 
trict Committee  ever  since  I  have  been  In  the  Senate ;  I  h  ive 
come  In  contact  with  a  large  number  of  officials  of  the  Dlst  let 
of  Columbia ;  and  I  think  that,  taking  them  by  and  large,  t  ley 
compare  favorably  with  the  officials  of  any  dty  In  the  wo -Id. 
I  have  found  them,  as  a  rule,  to  \x  energetic  and  zealous  for  jthe 
interests  of  the  people,  desiring  with  fidelity  to  discharge  Ithe 
responsibilities  that  rest  upon  them.  I  have  only  words  of 
commendation  for  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  offidali  i  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  I  take  pleasure  in  so  testifying 
now  because  of  my  knowledge  of  the  fine  work  which  tiey 
have  done  in  the  past  and  which  they  are  doing  now. 

That  there  are  some  delinquencies  will  be  obvious,  bees  use 
In  a  dty  of  this  slae,  and  with  the  large  number  of  officJaI.«, 
there  will  be  some,  of  course,  who  are  lax,  some  who  miscon- 
ceive their  duty,  some  who  may  not  be  diligent  and  faltlful, 
•nd,  as  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  in  casei  of 
that  kind  their  delinquencies  will  soon  be  made  known  ind 
they  will  receive  such  punishment  as  their  dellnqnendes  may 
Justify. 

Mr.  OVEKMAN.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  y  ^d 
to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  KINO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  I  should  like  to  know  if  the  Senato-  is 
acquainted  with  Captain  Doyle,  who  has  been  on  the  pcUce 
force  for  forty-odd  years,  and  who  is  one  of  the  best  men  on 
the  force.  He  has  Just  been  turned  off  for  obeying  his  com- 
manding olllcer.  He  was  invited  to  report  and  make  comment. 
He  did  no  more  than  that,  but  we  are  informed  by  this  m  >m- 
ing's  paper  that  he  is  turned  off  without  any  pay.  What  <  oes 
the  Senator  think  of  that? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  to  pass  JudguKint; 
I  am  not  trying  those  men ;  we  have  a  committee  for  that  )ur- 
poee.  Mr.  Pratt — and  he  was  not  my  choice,  may  I  say — Isf  en- 
titled to  be  heard.  He  doubtless  has  reasons  for  his  ad  ion. 
Whether  they  were  satlsfartory  or  not  I  do  not  state ;  I  do  not 
know;  but  I  withhold  any  Judgment  upon  those  matters,  Mr. 
President,  until  the  subcommittee  has  made  Its  report  I  lave 
perfect  confidence  in  every  member  of  the  committee,  and  when 
they  have  heard  all  the  testimony  and  made  their  repor  ,  if 
It  deserves  the  approval  or  the  disapproval  of  the  Senate,  I  e  lall 
be  glad,  I  am  sore,  to  tdSLom  their  recommendations.  I  rec  ?at, 
I  luiTe  confidence  in  them,  and  when  they  Investigate  and  ir  ake 
■  report,  then  we  shall  be  fully  enlightened.  However,  I  object 
now  to  trying  any  of  these  men.  I  do  not  think  it  Is  for  the 
best  Interest  of  the  dty  to  bring  these  matters  to  the  Seitate 


when  we  have  a  committee  appointed  for  that  purpose.  Why 
appoint  committees  and  subcommittees  If  after  they  have  been 
appointed  we  bring  the  matters  to  the  Senate  and  endeavor  to 

try  the  ca.«es  here?  .  .    .^      „ 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  agree  with  the  Senator 
as  to  the  work  of  the  committee ;  I  have  great  confidence  In  the 
committee,  and  I  believe  they  will  go  to  the  bottom  of  this 
situation.  They  ought  to  do  that  and  to  see  that  the  police 
officer  to  whom  I  have  referred  is  treated  justly.  He  has,  as  I 
have  said,  served  Ills  dty  and  the  country  faithfully  and  well 
for  forty-odd  years,  and  against  his  record  there  Is  nothing. 
Tet  he  is  turned  off  because  he  answers  Pratt's  letter,  submits 
a  report,  and  makes  a  simple  comment.  There  is  no  reason  for 
the  action  which  has  been  taken  in  his  case. 

The  conditions  now  existing  have  lasted  for  years.  In  the 
other  body  a  committee  was  appointed  to  Investigate  tlie  local 
government.  There  has  been  scandal  after  scandal.  The  whole 
country  Is  aroused  as  to  what  is  going  on  in  Washington. 
Therefore,  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  the  sub- 
committee, in  which  I  have  the  greatest  confidence,  should  go 
to  the  very  bottom  of  conditions,  explore  every  angle  of  the 
situation,  and  report  to  the  full  committee,  and  then  the  full 
committee  should  report  to  the  Senate  as  to  what  is  best  to  do. 

Mr.  KING.  Let  me  say  to  my  friend  from  North  Carolina 
that  Mr.  Gibson  and  the  members  of  the  House  committee  made 
an  investigation  of  the  police  department  and  other  conditions 
In  Washington,  carrying  on  their  investigation  for  two  years. 
I  do  not  think,  Mr.  President,  that  that  Investigation,  which  was 
comprehensive,  revealed  a  condition  In  the  District  of  Columbia 
that  Is  so  reprehensible  or  that  should  hold  the  city  up  to  the 
obloquy  of  the  world.  I  think  that,  taken  by  and  large,  the 
farts  disclosed  represent  the  officials  of  the  city  of  Washing- 
ton to  be,  in  the  main,  as  I  said  a  moment  ago,  discharging 
their  duties  with  fidelity.  I  am  very  proud  of  the  government 
of  the  District  of  Columbia.  I  think  it  is  one  of  the  best  gov- 
erned cities  in  all  the  world. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to  say  that  I 
appredate  the  Senator  from  Utah  being  so  proud  of  this  city. 
I  presume  I  know  about  as  much  concerning  it  as  he  does,  and 
I  am  absolutely  ashamed  of  the  administration  of  the  law.  If 
my  friend  from  Utah  knew  some  of  the  things  that  I  know,  I 
think  he  would  be  ashamed  of  the  whole  police  department,  so  - 
far  as  the  top  heads  are  concerned,  and  especially  chief  high 
executioner,  Lord  Pratt,  backed  by  thdr  excellencies  Taliaferro, 
Dougherty,  and  Grant 

I  do  not  care  to  try  Dlstrirt  affairs  here,  but  I  want  the 
I)eople  who  read  the  Congressional  Rbcobd  to  know  that  I  had 
sufficient  information,  by  letters,  personal  talks,  and  otherwise, 
to  Justify  me  in  presenting  the  resolution  that  I  did  for  a  thor- 
ough investigation  of  the  police  department  of  this  dty. 
I  doubt  if  It  Is  done,  but  here  Is  hoping. 

SEPORTS  or  POSTAL  NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  PHIPPS,  as  in  open  executive  session,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads,  reported  sundry  post- 
office  nominations,  which  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 

BBCOSOS  IN  AIRPLANC  FATAUTIES 

Mr.  JONES.  I  am  direded  by  the  Committee  on  Commerce, 
to  which  was  referred  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  136)  submitted 
by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  McKellab]  to  report  it 
favorably  with  amendments  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  resolution.  It  is  reported  unani- 
mously by  the  committee. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  resolution. 

The  amendments  in  the  resolution  were,  on  page  2,  line  2, 
after  the  word  "  is,"  to  strike  out  "  direded  "  and  insert  "  re- 
quested," and  in  the  same  line,  after  the  words  "  the  Senate  a," 
to  strike  out  "  copy  of  the  record  in  each  of  the  said  cases  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate "  and  insert  "  statement  of  the  cau.ses  of 
each  of  the  accidents  referred  to  in  this  rt'solution  as  found  by 
the  department,"  so  as  to  make  the  preamble  and  resolution 
read: 

Wbereas  on  the  6tli  day  of  September,  1929,  one  Frank  Hays,  an 
nnllcensed  pilot,  at  a  field  near  Memphis,  Tenn.,  was  allowed  and  did 
take  up  In  an  airplane,  licensed  by  the  Department  of  Commerce,  under 
license  No.  C  9985,  and  carried  two  passengers.  Ennis  M.  Doiiglasa, 
jr.,  and  Rath  Greer,  and  that  said  plane  fell  and  both  passengers  were 
killed;  and 

Whereas  the  airplane  City  of  San  Francitco,  owned  by  the  Trans- 
continental Air  Transport  (Inc.),  while  engaged  in  Interstate  air  com- 
mCTce,  was  wrecked  near  Moant  Taylor  In  the  State  of  New  Mexico, 
September  8,  1929,  resulting  In  the  death  of  eight  persons ;  and 
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Wbereaa  by  the  act  of  Congress  approred  Mtij  20,  1926,  it  Is  pro- 
Tlded  that  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  **  to  In- 
restigate,  record,  and  make  public  the  causes  of  accidents  in  civil  air 
navigation  in  the  United  States  " ;  and 

Whereas  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  has  made  such  investigation  and 
recorded  the  same  in  each  of  the  above-named  cases,  but  refuses  to  make 
the  causes  of  such  accidents  public  or  to  famish  copies  of  the  record 
to  Senators  of  the  United  States  upon  request,  except  In  confidence : 
Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  be,  and  he  hereby  la,  re- 
quested to  furnish  to  the  Senate  a  statement  of  the  causes  of  each  of 
the  accidents  referred  to  In  this  resolution  as  found  by  the  department. 

The  amendments  to  the  resolution  were  agreed  to. 
The  resolution  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 
The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

FRENCH  BBOAD  RIVE*  BRIDGB 

Mr.  BROCK.  I  am  directed  by  the  Committee  on  Commerce, 
to  which  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  1764)  to  grant  the  consent  of 
ConKres.s  to  the  Highway  Department  of  the  State  of  Tennessee 
to  maintain  a  bridge  across  the  French  Broad  River  on  the 
Newiwrt-Asheville  (N.  C.)  Road  near  the  town  of  Del  Rio,  in 
Cocke  County,  Tenn.,  to  report  it  favorably  with  amendments, 
and  I  submit  a  reijort  (No.  41)  thereon.  I  ask  for  its  present 
con-sideration. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  proceeded  to  consider  tlie  bill. 

The  amendments  were,  on  page  1,  line  5,  after  the  word  "  op- 
erate," to  strike  out  "a"  and  insert  "its";  in  line  0,  after  the 
word  "thereto,"  to  strike  out  "originally  constructed  by  the 
Highway  Department  of  the  State  of  Tennessee";  on  page  2, 
beginning  in  line  1,  to  strike  out  "  without  the  prior  approval  of 
plans  and  location  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War";  and  in  line  5,  after  the  figures  "1906,"  to  insert 
a  comma  and  "  other  than  those  requiring  approval  of  plans 
and  location  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  by  the  Secretary  of 
War  before  the  bridge  is  commenced,"  so  as  to  make  the  bill 
read : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  consent  of  Congress  is  hereby  granted  to 
the  Highway  Department  of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  its  successors  and 
nssigns,  to  maintain  and  operate  a  bridge  and  approaches  thereto 
across  the  French  Broad  River  on  the  Newport-Asbeville  (N.  C.)  Road 
near  the  town  of  Del  Rio,  In  Cocke  County,  Tenu.,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  regulate  the  construction 
of  bridges  over  navigable  waters,"  approved  March  23,  1906,  other  than 
those  requiring  approval  of  plans  and  location  by  the  Chief  of  Engi- 
neers and  by  the  Secretary  of  War  before  the  bridge  Is  commenced. 

Sbc.  2.  That  the  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate  as  amended,  and  the 
amendments  were  concurred  in. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  panned. 

DILLS   I  INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  8MOOT: 

A  bill  (S.  1U30)  to  provide  for  the  construction  of  the  Flaming 
Gorge  project,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 

By  Mr.  HALE : 

A  bill  (S.  1931)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  convey 
to  the  State  of  Maine  certain  land  in  Kittery,  Me.,  formerly  a 
part  of  the  abandoned  military  reservation  of  Fort  McClary ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  NORRIS : 

A  bill  (S.  1932)  to  amend  .section  284  of  the  Judicial  Code  of 
the  United  States ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1933)  providing  for  puni.shment  of  assaults  upon 
letter  or  mail  carriers ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary 

By  Mr.  CAI'PER : 

A  bill  (S.  ia34)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Prudence 
M.  Towner  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  DILL: 

A  bill  (S,  193"))  granting  a  pension  to  Alma  Holmes; 

A  bill  (S.  1936)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  E.  Klock; 

A  bill  (S.  1937)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Millie 
Lawson ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1938)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Justina 
A.  Zeller ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 


By  Mr.  KING: 

A  bill  (8.  1939)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to 
construct  a  power  and  irrigaUon  dam  and  reservoir  at  Flaming 
Gorge,  on  the  Green  River,  in  the  State  of  Utah;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 

By  Mr.  TYDINGS : 

A  bill  (S.  1940)  for  the  relief  of  George  B.  Moore  (with  ac- 
companying papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

AMENDICENTS  TO  THE  TARIFF  BILL 

Mr.  CAPPER,  Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH,  and  Mr.  COPELAND 
each  submitted  an  amendment,  and  Mr.  OOFF  submitted  three 
amendments,  intended  to  be  proposed  by  them,  respectively,  to 
House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which  were  severally 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed, 

SSatVICB  OF  TEXANS   IN   THE   KAVY   Dt^INO   THE   WORM)    WAR 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  present  for  publication  in 
the  Record  a  letter  from  the  Acting  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Navigation  of  the  Navy  Department  transmitting,  on  ray  re- 
quest, a  list  of  the  names  and  location  of  burial  places  of  citi- 
zens of  Texas  who  served  in  the  Navy  during  the  World  War 
and  who  died  abroad  and  at  home,  and  also  giving  the  number 
of  persons  from  Texas  who  served  in  the  Navy  during  that  war 
and  the  casualties  they  suffered. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Record,  as  follows : 

Dbpakthent  of  thr  Navt, 
busbao  of  mcdici.m  and  surobrt, 
Washington,  D.  C,  October  11,  tSH». 
Hon.  MoBKig  Shbtparo. 

Vniied  Btattt  Senate,  WaaMitoton,  D.  C. 
My  Drah  Sbmatob  :  Your  letter  of  September  27.  addressed  to  tt»e 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  referred  by  him  to  the  Bureau  of  Naviga- 
tion, was  further  referred  to  this  bureau  in  order  that  the  information 
you  requested  concerning  the  names  and  locations  of  the  burial  places 
of  Texas  soldiers  in  the  World  War  who  served  In  the  Navy,  and  who 
died  abroad  and  at  home,  might  be  compiled  in  one  list. 

From  the  list  of  members  of  the  Navy  from  the  State  of  Texas  who 
died  during  the  World  War.  supplied  by  the  Bureau  of  Navigation.  thU 
bureau  has  compiled  the  inclosed  list  showing  the  various  places  of 
burial. 

In  addition,  the  Bureau  of  Navigation  has  furnished  the  following 
data  respecting  the  number  of  persons  from  Texas  who  served  In  the 
Navy  during  the  World  War: 

rnlistkd 
Male : 

United  States  Navy 13  599 

United  States  Naval  Reserve 4'  505 

Female :  ' 

United  States   Navy « 

United  States  Naval  Reserve "11         107 


Total 18,  217 

OFFICRSa 

United   States   Navy 303 

United  States  Naval  Reserve  Force ZZZZ      (») 

CASCALTIBS    (DBATHS) 


Enlisted. 
Officers-. 
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Trusting  that  the  information  supplied  will  be  satisfactory  to  your 
purpose,  I  am. 

Sincerely  yours, 

H.  C.  Curl, 
Acting  Chief  of  Bureau. 

OfUcera  from  the  State  of  Teafaa  who  died  tcM/e  serving  in  the  Kavy 

during  the  World  War 


Name 


Bean,  Paul  Jones... 
Benedict,  Carl  8... 
Holmes,  Arthur  V. 


Carriger,  Harry  John 

Ea.<;t«rwood,  Jesse  Laorenoe. 

Hall,  Clifford  Conley 

Kiester,  Qeorge  Wilbert 

King,  Norman 

Payne.  Albert  Limuel 

Queen,  Dudley  W 

UeiDle,  Willy  Stephen 

V'augban,  Robert  Louis 


Bank 


Lieut..  C.  E.  C,  U.  8.  N... 

Midshipman,  U.  8.  N 

Lieut,  (j.  g.)  U.  8.  N 


EnsiKn,  U.  8.  N.  R.  F 

Lieut.  Uf.)  U.  8.  N.  R.  F. 
Ensip,  U.  S.  N.  R.  F 

Lie'nt.  "(MVc  )' u'l?  N'. ".' 

Lieut.  (I.e.).  U.  8.  N 

Lieut  (M.C.),  U.  8.  N... 

Ensign,  U.S.  N.  B.  F 

Lieut..  U.8  N 


Place  of  burial 


Troy,  N.  V. 
Austin.  Tei. 
Drowned;  body  not  r»- 

covervd. 
Menard,  Tex. 
Wills  Point,  Tex. 
Komcv,  Tex. 
El  Paau,  Tex. 
Waco,  Tex. 
San  Diejto,  Calif. 
Oeorgetown.  Tex. 
Oalveslnn.  Tex. 
Arlington   Natioaal 

Cemetery. 


h   ;i'' 


>  Tbi8  figure  is  not  available.     Can  be  secured  from  adjntant  general 
of  Texas. 


1 
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Bitting 


Ab^  Lather  Vdyin 

Adanu.  Jm  Louis 

Aikm,  TtaomM  UwmoD. 

ADcn.  E«rl  William 

Andcnon.  Lee  Manly.... 
Anderson.  Kufu«  Kyle... 
Barnard.  JeaM  Lark  in... 
BatU.  Thoinas  DrayUn. 
Beard,  Per!  Alexander.. . 
Beaty.  Cbarta  Laffler — 

B«dBors,  Petar 

Be».  Jnlian  S 

Bell.  Roy  Edward 

Beit,  John  Robert 


Beonatt.  Ed«ar  D. 
Bird,  Elmer 


Biviss,  Edwin  Lea 

Bohna,  Charles  Wotfred 

Boboe,  Je«e  James 

Bohoe,  Joseph  Lawrence 

Booker.  Oacar  Ray 

Brannao.  Arthur  Roaa 

Breisftird,  Charley  Frank... 

Brooks.  Jessie  Walter 

Browo,  Robert  Roy 

Brown,  Robert  S.,  )r 

Bmndfett.  Oscar  Bernard... 
Borckhartt.  Montgomery  P. 
Burgess,  Lenoa  Tbomaa 


Seamen  2rl  ...... 

ApiJH'nticp  soaman 

FnarmacLitg'  mate  i  d — ... 

Ship's  cook  4cl   

Appr^ntioe  seaman 

Seaman  2  d 

Blacksmith  2  el ■ 

Apiirentice  seaman 

Fireman  Sd. 

Machinist's  mate  1  cl 

Fireman3d,U.8.N.R.F. 

Seaman  2d 

Fireman  2d 

Seaman 


Seaman  2  d.,  U.  8.  N.  R.  F. 
Baker  1  d..  U.  S.  N.  B.  F.. 


Yeoman  1  d . 


Pteeeofboria 


N.  R.  F 


Apprentice  seaman 

...do 

Seanian2d 

Fireman2d 

Apprentice  seanum 
Fireman  3d..  U.S. 

Seaman 

Uospital  apprentice  2  d 

S»«Tian  2d 

.Apprentice  seaman 

Fireman  2cl 

Baker  2d. 


Burkart,  Roy  Looit 

BoMh,  Cbarta  Edward. 


Byen,  Connie  Randal. 

Cain,  Otto  Lee 

Oallaban,  Frank  Verlin 
Cameron,  Samuel  Scott 
Cansler,  Charles  Oscar. 
Cartaa,  OaorKe  Hall.... 
Carter.  Connie  Joseph. 
Cauaey,  Buford 


Seaman  2d. 
Coxswain... 


Apprentice  seaman. . 
Ch.  Q.  M.  (aviation) 
Apprentice  seaman.. 
Yeoman  1  d..  V .  S.  N.  R.  F. 

Apprentice  seaman 

Setunan 

Apprentice  seaman 

Fireman .?  d 


Chancey.  Osborne  Beal Hospital  apprentice  1  d 

Childress.  Samuel  T Seaman  2d 

Christian,  Leslie  David | do. 

Compion,  Amos  Orady... 
Cook,  Elbert  Sidney 


Cook,  Holland  Benjamin. 

Cook.  Paul  James 

Cook,  Jay  Ooold 


Comett,  Julius  Victor  Lee. . 
Cowan,  Samuel  Luther 


Crai«,  David  Earl 

Crawford.  Earl  Hastinfrs 

Crawford.      Frank      Mont' 
ffomary. 

Crawford,  Ralph  Cody 

Darrow,  Everett  Lalon 

Dvkin,  Otis  Oran. 

D«wb«rry,  Albert 

Dlekarson.  Paul 


Diamoke,  Edward  Tom. 


Apprentice  seaman. 
Seaman  2d 


a  d., 


Chief  yeoman , 

Seaman  2d 

Boatswain's    mate, 

U.  S.  N.  R.  F. 
Ch.  M.  M.r.S.N.  R.  F.. 
Boatswain's  mate,  U.  8.  N. 

R.  F. 

Seaman  2d 

Fireman  3  el «. 

Lds.  Q.  M.,  U.  8.  N.  B.  F. 


Fireman  1  d 

Ship's  cook  3  d 

Seaman  2d 

.Apprentice  seaman. 
Fireman3d 


Gunner's  mate  2  cl. 


Dittlsr,  Earl  Raymond 

Dou^as,  Joseph  Byron 

Downey,  Roeooe  Conklin.. 
DoAworth,  Sana  Maurice. 

Duncan,  Earl 

Domtt,  John  Austin 

Dya,  Jamas  Walter 

Eckart,  Herbert  Herman 

Edds.  WaUam  W 


Uiott,  WOUam  Wariay. 


KIlis,  WDliam  Avary 

KstMp,  Jamas  Vasoo 

EstiU.  Laonidas  Robert 

Bvaaa,  Oaorf*  Newton 

Evana,  Hudson  Clay 

FaaciB,  Richard  Hanry 

rcrgnaon,  DeVoa 

Ford,  Charley 

Frvat,  Wyatt  Benjamin 

Oantt.  Jamas  Robert  Sloas. 
Oaada.  LeopoUo  Esteban.. 
Oarlin.  Hclmnth  Adolph... 

Oibaon.  Bamie  Hacne 

Oideon.  Oscar  Wadey 


OilsB,  Eliire  Monroe 

Oilkspie,  Claude  Lorcly. 
Oooda,  Lome  Alezander. 
Oras,  Emaat  H 


Clifton  Bi 
OrsaDS,  WaMar  Msnrioe. 
Ortffla,  Oeoife  Alezander. 

Ortffln,  Oeear  Lee 

OrisnU.  WadeClnvi.... 

HaU.  John  ManliaO 

Hambrick.  Frank  Henry.. 
Hamner,  tMfpm  Chaster 


Seaman  2cl 

Apprentice  seaman.. 

Fireman  3  cl 

Ch.  yeo..  U.  8.  N.  R. 

Seaman  ad 

....do 

do 

do 

Fireman  2d 


SeamanSd. 


Fireman  3d 

Seaman  2d 

Boatswain's  mate  S  d . 

Seaman2d 

Apprentice  seaman. . . 

Seaman  2cl 

Gunner's  mate  3  d 

Mess  attendant  3d... 

Fireman  2d 

A  pprentice  seaman . . . 

Coxswain 

Apprentice  seaman... 

Seaman  2d 

Fireman  2d 


Fireman  1  d. 
Seaman  2d.. 

Seaman 

do 


Fireman  3d 

Seaman  2d.  

Ounncr's  mate  3  d. 
Apprentice  i 

...do 

Seaman.  2d-. 
Shipfitter  2d. 
Engineer  2d-. 


Keeoe,  Ten. 
Center.  Tex. 
Cross  Plains.  Tes 
Crodcett,  Tex. 
Llano,  Tex. 
Bonham.  Tex. 
On  missing  Cycl^w- 
Orange.  Tex. 
DialTiUe,  Tex. 
Beaomont,  Tex 
Yorktown,  Tex. 
ShepardsviUe,  Kl 
Weatherford,  Tei 
Drowned:  bodyi^otre- 

oovered. 
Momit  Vemoo.  1  ex. 
Edgewood    Cemi  tery, 

Crystal  City,  T  ix. 
Arlington        National 

Cemetery. 
Coero,  Tex. 
Do. 

Do-  i-_ 

Hughes  Sprins,  rex. 

Brownwood,  Tei 

Nixon.  Tex. 

Waco,  Tex. 

Liberty  Hall,  Tef 

Pottsboro,  Tex 

Rockport,  Tex. 

Pasoka,  Tex. 

Drowned;    bodj|    not 

revovered. 
Fort  Worth,  Tei, 
Foreign    Cemetery, 

Nanking,  Chiita. 
Winte^^  Tex. 
YoakUTi.  Tex. 
Red  Rock,  Tex 
Whitewright,  T4s. 
Paducah,  Tex 
Fort  Worth.  Tei 
Houston,  Tex. 
Mount  Vernon,  {Tex. 
Hondo,  Tex. 
Wills  Point,  Tei . 
Waco,  Tex. 
Texarkana,  TeiJ 
Drowned;    body    not 

recovered. 
Waxahachle,  Te^. 
Qroveton,  Tex. 
Waeo,  Tax. 

Oalveston,  Tex 
Midland,  Tex. 

Midlothian,  Tei 
.Aiwtin,  Tex. 
Alpine,  Tex. 

Dallas,  Tex. 
Snyder,  Tex. 
Bonham,  Tex 
LynchburR,  Tei 
Lo6t  life  in  sinfing  of 

Ticondeioga. 
Lost  life  in  sin|dn3  o! 

Jacob  Jones. 
Cleburne,  Tex 
Athens,  Tex. 
Lorena.  Tex. 
Dallas,  Tex. 
Mount  Pleasan^,  Tex. 
Dallas.  Tex. 
Onalaska,  Tex. 
Orange,  Tex. 
Los'w  Ufe  in  expllision  of 

U.  S.  8.  Maney 
National     Ceifietery, 

San  .Antonio. 
Chandler,  Tex. 
Anna,  Tex. 
Houston,  Tex. 
Liberty  HUl,  T^x 
Hutto,  Tex. 
Hempstead,  T^c 
Joa'4uin,  Tex 
Trinity,  Tex 
Roecoe,  Tex. 
Princeton,  Tex 
Lost  life  on  Cyilops 
Fayettevilk),  T  sx. 
Texarkana,  Te: 
Lost  Ufe  in  ^Iz^king  of 

Ticonderoga 
MalakofT,  Tex. 
Sinton,  Tex. 
Burled  at  sea. 
Portacloy,    C  4  n  n  t  y 

Mayo,  Irelac  1 
Moant  Calm.  Tex 
RatcUfTe,  Tex 
Naples,  Tex. 
Athens,  Tex 
Dallas,  Tex. 
Flynn,  Tex. 
Dallas.  Tex. 
Buried  at  sea. 
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MnlUUd  mm  from  the  Btate  of  Tema$  *o1io  died  trhtte  serving  In  the 
Havy  during  the   World  War— Continued 


Name 


Hanson,  Heli 

Hardy.  Lambreth 

Harper,  Howard  Webster. 

Harper,  William  Fred 

Hart,  I va  Thompson 

Hawkins,  Frank  Augusto. 
Hdlnms,  Jacobs  Leslie. . 
Helton,  Oarrett  Monrow . . 
Hempel,  Herman  John — 
Hemng,  Clyde  Luther... 


Higginbotbam,  James  H 

nillebrnnd.  Joseph  WlUiam 

Hill  John  Page - 

Uillman,  Herbert  WQliam.. 
Hodgdon,  E  '.win  Flavins... 


HoUeman,  Asa  Calvin 

HoBoway,  Carroll  Dyer.... 

Holt,  Oeorge  Milton 

Holt.  James  .Archie 

Holyfleld.  Charles  Monroe... 


Rating 


Madiinlst's  mate  2  d 

Fireman  2d . ..... 

Seaman  2d \ 

...do 

Q.  M.3d..  U.S.  N.  B.  F... 

Ship's  cook  3  d 

Seaman  2d ... 

Fireman  3  cl . 

Seaman  2d 

Apprentice  seaman 


Hopper,  Clarenoe  Melvln. 

Home,  Edwin  

Hunter,  Robert  Bruce 

Jackson,  Hugh  Walton.... 

Jessup.  .All  Brand.. 

Johnson.  Robert  Bryan... 
Johnston,  J  no.  Wesley...  . 


Seamnn  2d 

Seaman.  

Seaman  2d 

Hospital  apprentice  2  cl . . 
Fireman  3  cl..  U.S.N.  R. 


Fireman  1  cl . . 
Lands,  for  dec. 
Fireman  Id.. 

Seaman 

Seaman  2d... 


N.  R.  F. 


Jones,  Julius  Robert 

Keith,  Orvin  Durward 

Kemp,  John  F.lsou 

Key,  Archie  Eugene 

King,  Terrell  Jaynee 

Klements,  James  K 

Kuester,  James  Frederick . . 

Kunz,  Joseph  Anthony 

Lancaster.  .Aubry 

Lan?lfttr.  Charles  Edward . 

Langston.  John  Reubin 

Laskowsky.  Felix 

Latimer.  Ost-ar 

Lee,  Randolph  Thomas — 


Place  of  baiial 


.-.do — 

Elertrifian  1  cl 

Hospital  apprentice  2d... 

Apprentlie  seaman 

Seaman  2d.   

Chief  machinist's  mate 

Seunan  2d 


Lockbart,  Josiah  David. 


Love,  ColeraMi  Stevens 

Lylee,  Clay  Tenny 

Mackey,  William  Edward... 

McCormick,  Emmett  Law- 
rence. 

McDonald,  Jesse  Eliars 

McElvea,  (leorire  Green 

McM  illan,  Gamett  Edward. 
Mc Reynolds,  Taylor  Leech. 
McSpa<lden.  Frank  Oarrett. 
Marshall.  ClitTord  Frank.... 

Martin.  George  Edward 

Mathews.  William  Clyde... 

Mayes,  Charles  Wesley 

Msynard,  Harry  Arnel 

Miller,  Bernard  Rotiert 

Miller,  Jasper  Clifford 


Fireman  2d._ ... 

Apprentice  seaman 

Coxswain   

Quartermaster  1  d 

Seaman  2  d 

Mess  attendant  3  d 

Lands  for  electrician 

Marhinists  mate  1  cl 

Apprcntiee  seaman 

Seaman  2d 

Fireman  3  d     

Qtrmaster  2d.,  U.  8.  N.  R. 
Hosrilal  apprentice  2d.. 
Seaman 


.do. 


Seaman  2d.. 

Seaman 

Fireman  3  d . 


Apprentice  seaman. 


Mook,  Orrie  Clair 

Moore,  Lawrence  Henry. 
Moore.  Wiafleld  Herbert. 
Morris,  Albert  Sidney.... 


Morris,  Wendell  Ney 

Mullan.  Jesse 

Mullican.  John  Bethel 

Munn,  Hiu-vey 

Murphrey,  Charles  High 

Murphy.  Michael  Vincent.. 

Myers,  Grover  Willi.-im 

Newsom,  John  Robert 

Nicholson.  William  .Ashford.. 

O'Rourkc,  John  Franda 

Owens,  John  Burleson 


Patton,  Willie  Karl. 


Patterson,  Charles  Hazen 

Pederson,  Eddie  Gus 

Pellitt,  William  James 

PerciOeld,  .Arley 

Perry,  Donovan  Carlton... 


Fireman  3d 

A  pi>rpnti'*  seaman     

Chief  pharmacist's  mate 

St'aman . ...... 

Seaman  2d 

do _ 

""do"'-"IIIII™I"""I 

Seaman 

Seaman  2d — . 

Boatswain's  mate  2d 

Gunner's  mate  3  cl 


Fireman  2rl 

Fireman  1  cl 

Apprentice  seaman. 
Fireman  l  d 


Seaman  2  cl 

Fireman  3  d 

Seaman  2cl 

Fireman  2  cl 

Shipfittor  1  cl 

Pharmacist's  mate  3  d. 

Gunner's  mate  1  d 

Boilermaker 

Ships  ctwk  4d 

Elettrician  1  d 

Fireman  1  cl 


Water  tender. 


Pharmacist's  mate  3  cl . . 

Yeoman  3  d 

Engineer  1  d 

Boilermaker 

Chief  boatswain's  mate. 


Perry,  Willie  Loyd 

Plowman,  Gordon  Harden... 

Polk,  George  Russell 

Powell,  James  Polk 

Quota,  Thomas  Quy 

Rentro,  Iss  D 


Rhotenberry,  Elda  Hershell.. 
Richardson,  Robert  Evans... 

Roach,  Aubrey  Lee 

Roberts,  Preeton  Alward 

Robertson.  Bibb  Bounds 

Robey,  Waiter 

Rodgcrs,  Weaver 

Rogers,  Daniel  Talket 


Fireman  3d 

Yeoman  3d 

.Apprentice  seaman.. 

Seaman  2d 

Apprentice  seaman.. 
Water  tender 


Fireman  3d 

Electrician  3  cl 

.Apprentice  seaman 

Pharmacist's  mate  3  d. 
Fireman  I  d 

?uartormaster  2d 
ireman  3cl 

Water  tender..... 


KingsTille,  Tex. 

Calhoun  City,  Mhs. 

North  Zulch.  Tex. 

Seadrift,  Tex. 

Voth,  Tex. 

Roane,  Tex. 

Belton,  Tex. 

Canadian,  Tex. 

Bartlett,  Tex. 

Mount  Morir»h  Ceme- 
tery, Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

Dalla."!,  Tex. 

Valley  Mills,  Tex. 

Alt').  Tex. 

Miirt,  Tex. 

Drowned;  body  not 
recovered. 

Waco,  Tex. 

Midland,  Tex. 

Corao,  Tex. 

San  Uiezo,  Calif. 

Naval  Hospital  Ceme- 
tery, Norfolk,  Va. 

Quail.  Tex. 

Mnrlin.  Tex. 

Granger,  Tex. 

C larks ville.  Tex. 

Mount  Pleasant,  Tex. 

Princeton.  Tex. 

Drowned;  body  not  re- 
covered. 
Da 

Cook  ville,  Tex. 

Austin,  Tex. 

Canyon,  Tex. 

Atlanta,  Tex. 

Austin.  Tex. 

Houston,  Tex. 

Canacao,  P.  I. 

Lampasas,  Tex. 

Caldwell.  Tex. 

W  inchester,  Tex. 

Dallas,  Tex. 

Center,  Tex. 

Dolus,  lie  d'Oleron, 
France. 

Naval  Cemetery.  Nor- 
folk, Va. 
Buried  at  sea. 
Garland,  Tex. 
Drowned;  body  not  r»* 

covered. 
Crystal  City,  Tex- 

Spurger,  Tex. 

■^  oaWum,  Tex. 

Charleston,  3.  C. 

Denton,  Tex. 

Wichita  Falls,  Tex. 

Bastrop.  Tec. 

Goo.Ju«ht,  Tex. 

San  .Augustine,  Tex. 

Barker,  Tex. 

Paris,  Tex. 

Hondo,  Tet. 

On  board  missing  Cy- 
clops. 

Port  Arthur,  Tex. 

Tyler,  Tex. 

BIyihedale,  Mo. 

Drowned;  body  no* 
recovere<t. 

Rhome,  Tex. 

Alto.  Tex. 

Baird,  Tex. 

Winfleld,  Tex. 

Burrie^l  at  sea. 

Calexico,  Tex. 

Italy,  Tex. 

Mes<iulte,  Tex. 

Perrin,  Tex. 

Tacoma,  Wash. 

On  board  missing  Cy- 
clops. 

Lost  in  sinking  of 
Ticonderoga. 

Houston,  Tex. 

Clifton,  Tex. 

Dallas,  Tex. 

El  Paso,  Tex. 

N.  II.  Cemetery,  Nor- 
folk, Va. 

On  missing  Cyclops. 

Dallas.  Tex. 

Phelps,  Tex. 

On  missing  Cyclops. 

Yoakum,  Tex. 

Arlington  National 
Cemetery. 

Waxahacbel,  Tex. 

Sherman,  Tex. 

Mertxon,  Tex. 

El  Paso,  Tex. 

On  missing  Cyclops. 

Round  Rock,  Tex. 

Pine  Hill,  Tex. 

On  missing  Cydops. 
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MnlUted  men  from  the  Btatr  of  Tewaa  icho  died  «hUe  aerving  to  the 
Savy  during  the   World   War — Continued 


NUM 


RondMU,  Jamea  Aniett... 

Row.  Hubbard  CaciL 

Rouw,  Robert  Jeff 

Rucker.  WlUiam  Enrin... 
Sarran,  Dave  Alexander... 
Scherdlng,  Walter  Tipi... 


Schnjjdt,  Win 

ScoiKins.  Roy 

gericai,  Bennett 

Sevdk,  Conrad  Frank 

Bhepheard,  Sandy 

SbockJey,  John 

8immoa\  Charles  Robert. 

Sima,  Henry  Loais 


Sinon.  Emett  Leroy 

Bknggs,  Andrew  Donnie 

Sleeper,  Lawrence  Maxwsll. 

Smiley,  Louia  Adolpbus 

Smith,  Anuila  OoodweU 

Smith,  Elbrid«e  Gerry 

Smith,  Mitchell 


Smith,  RinaOtis 

Smith,  8am 

Samohyl,  Henry  Ignac  John. 
Spangler,  Ueorge  Andrew  — 

Spiokeimier,  Harry  Elmiaer. 

SteentierKen,  Lee 

Stephen.^,  Marion  Edward.. 

Stewart,  Oscar  Will 

Stovall,  Desford  Ewtng 

StoTall,  Lucius  Br>-ant 

Btribling,  Jonathan  William. 

Stuart.  Ben  Cheater 


Suter,  Richard  William 

Swinbum,  Oeorge  Washing- 
ton. 
Taggart,  Harry 


Tauch,  .\dolph 

Terry,  Floyd  Thorn. 

Thetlord,  Kb.. 

Tim  moos.  Claude 


Truitt,  James  Paul 

Trumbo,  William  H 

Walker,  lien  Lawrence 

Waf'i,  Homer  Frank 

Wasson,  Robert  Henry 

Waters,  Watt  Chrinstuiw... 
Watkins,  Walter  Wallace... 
Watson,  William  Franklin.. 

Webb,  Barney 

Weber,  Pleaz  Lee 

Whitmire,  Walter 

Whittington,  John  Thomas. 
Wiggias.  Edward  Welton... 
WiUiauis,  Bruc«  Brecbeen.. 

Williams,  Manie 

Williams,  WUliam  Allen.... 


Rating 


Williamson,  Lemuel  Loyd. 
Wilson,  Fred  William,  jr... 


Wilaon,  Herbert  Clifton. 


Wilson,  Robert  Lee 

Wrotenberry,  William 

Youree,  James  Frederick. 


Fireman  Sd 

App  seaman  V.  S.  N.  R.  P. 

Hospital  apprentice  2d 

Apprentice  aeunan 

Seaman 

Ch.  Q.  M.  (Avia.),  U.  S.  N. 

Fireman  3d 

..-.do 

Marhlnlst's  mate  3d 

Seaman  2cl 

Onnner's  mate  3d 

Fireman  2cl... 

Machinist's  mate  1  d 


Apprentice  seaman  N.  N.  V. 


Seaman  2cl 

Lands  for  QM  (A). 
Apprentice  seaman.. 

Eleictrt<-ian  Id 

Hospital  apprentice. 

Seaman  2  cl 

Meaa  attendant  3  d. 


Seaman  2cl 

Fireman  3  d.,  U.  8.  N. 
Apprentice  seaman.  . 
Seaman  2d 


R.F. 


Engineer  2cl 

QM.3d,  U.S.N. 

Fireman  I  d 

Fireman  3cl 

QM.  2d 

App.  seaman  U.  S.  N 
Oiler 


R.F. 


R,F. 


Seaman  2  d . 


Fireman  2  d. 
Fireman  3  d. 


.do. 


Electrician  1  cl  

Hospital  apprentice  2  d. 

Apprenticv  seaman 

Pharmacist's  mate  Id.. 


Apprentice  seaman. 

Fireman  1  cl.. 

Seaman  2cl 

Seaman 

Apprentice  seaman 

App.  seaman  U.  S.  N.  R.  F. 

Apprrntire  seaman 

Seaman  2cl  

Apprentice  seaman 

do 

do... 

Seaman  2cl 

Hospital  apprentice 

Yeoman  3  cl.. 


Fireman  3  cl. 
Ch.  M.  M... 


Seaman  2d 

Yeoman  2d.  U.S.N.  R.F. 

Apprentice  seaman 


Coxswain 

Seaman  3cl.,  U.  8.  N.  R. 
Apprent  oe  snaman 


Place  of  bmlal 


WoodvllJe.  Tex. 
Mexia,  Tex. 
Dalhart,  Tex. 
McKlnney,  Tet. 
San  .\Dtonia,  Tex. 
Austin,  Tex. 

Freeport,  Tex. 

On  missing  Cydops. 

Belfa-st,  Ireland. 

liftOrenge,  Tex. 

Newport.  R.  L 

On  missing  Cydops. 

Tyost  In  sinking  of 
Jacob  Jones, 

Naval  Cemetery.  Oreat 
Lakes,  lU. 

Ballir.tjer,  Tex. 

Newbwn,  Tenn. 

Newkirk,  Okla. 

On  missing  Cydops. 

Mount  Pleasant,  Tex. 

BufTalo,  Tex. 

National  Cemetery, 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

Hico.  Tex. 

North  Zulch,  Tex. 

Plum,  Tex. 

National  Cemetery, 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

Placwrrille,  Colo. 

Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

Eden,  Tex. 

Round  Rock,  Tex. 

Troup,  Tex. 

Streetman,  Tex. 

Drowned;  body  not 
recovered. 

Arlington  National 
Cemetery. 

Qalveston,  Tex. 

Drowned;  body  not 
recovered. 

Lost  in  sinking  of 
V.  S.  S.  Lakemoor. 

Flatonis,  Tex. 

Saline,  Tex. 

Balsora,  Tex. 

Mruse-.VrRonne  Amer- 
ican National  Ceme- 
ter>-,  France. 

El  Campo,  Tex. 

Houston,  Tex. 

Viejo,  Tex. 

Lvtie,  Tex. 

Rice,  Tex. 

Corsicana,  Tex. 

Llano,  Tex. 

Driftwood,  Tex. 

Timpson,  Tex. 

Nixon,  Tex. 

Cleveland,  Tex. 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Honey  Liland,  Tex. 

Drowned;  body  not  re- 
covered. 

McLean,  Tex. 

Suresnes  American  Na^ 
tiooal  Ceimetery, 
Suresnes,  France. 

Drowned;  body  not  re- 
covered. 

Lost  in  sinking  of 
U.  8.  8.  Preddent 
Liiuxdn. 

Leonard  Cemetery, 
I>6onard,  Tex. 

El  Paso,  Tex. 

Mount  Selman,  Tex. 

Savoy,  Tex. 


DBATH   OF  THOMAS    HASTINGS 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  Mr.  Thomas 
Hastings  died  in  tiie  city  of  New  Yorlf.  He  is  best  known  to  us 
as  the  architect  who  made  the  wonderful  plans  for  the  remodel- 
ing of  this  Chamber. 

Mr.  Hastings  was  the  architect  also  of  the  interior  of  the 
Metropolitan  Opera  House  In  New  York,  of  the  Century  Thea- 
ter, and  of  the  Victory  Arch  in  Madison  Square.  He  was  the 
architect  of  the  Memorial  Amphitheater  at  Arlington  and  of  the 
Unknown  Soldier's  Tomb.  He  was  architect  of  the  Senate 
Office  Bniiding  and  of  the  American  Emba.<«iy  Building  in  Paris. 

Mr.  Hastings  was,  as  I  view  it,  one  of  the  world's  greatest 
architects.  His  death  has  made  poor  indeed  his  great  pro- 
fes-sion. 

If  Mr.  Hastings  had  a  fault  as  a  friend,  Mr.  President,  I 
never  discovered  It.  I  am  sure  that  in  these  poor  words  I  voice 
the  sadness  and  regret  of  this  great  IxWy  over  the  untimely 
death  of  Mr.  Thcnnas  Hastings.  We  desire  to  express  the 
sympathy  of  the  Senate  with  the  family  of  a  great  American. 


BCVISION  or  THB  TAKIFT 


The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  restiroed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2887)  to  pro\1de  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  cfiuntrieii,  to  enconrage  the  Indostrica 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  Anericau  lal>or,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  WlNconsIn  [Mr.  La  Follrtc]. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  last  evening  we  passed  over  para- 
graph 16,  calcium  carbide.  I  should  like  to  have  that  amend- 
ment now  considered  by  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRKSIDENT.  There  is  pmding  an  amendment 
whldi  has  been  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
La  FoLunrs]. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  .c^poken  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  In 
regard  to  the  procedure. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
consent  that  his  amendment  may  be  passed  over  temporarily  and 
that  the  Senate  shall  return  to  the  amendment  which  was  passed 
over  last  evening. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  do,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  On  page  7,  paragraph  16,  the  amendment  rela- 
tive to  calcium  carbide  was  passed  over.  I  ask  that  it  be  now 
considered  by  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Lboislative  Cltrk.  In  paragraph  16  on  page  7.  line  1, 
after  the  word  "  carbide,"  It  is  proposed  to  insert  "  one-half  of," 
so  as  to  read : 

Calcium  carbide,  one-half  of  1  per  cent  per  pound. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  Instructed  to  ask 
that  that  amendment  be  rejected. 

I  understand  that  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Ooft] 
desires  to  be  heard  upon  the  question.  I  will  simply  state  that 
the  present  law  provides  a  duty  of  1  cent  per  pound  on  calcium 
carbide.  In  view  of  the  amount  of  importations.  It  was  origi- 
nally agreed  by  the  members  of  the  committee  that  one-half  cent 
per  pound  would  be  sufficient  to  protect  the  industry.  That 
view  was  based  upon  the  importations  and  the  costs  as  sub- 
mitted to  the  committee  at  that  time.  Since  that  time  a  devel- 
opment has  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  memt)ers  of  the 
committee,  and  a  vote  was  taken,  and  I  was  asked  as  chairman 
of  the  ctjnimittee  to  have  the  committee  amendment  rejected.  If 
that  aetl(Hi  Is  taken,  the  rate  will  be  1  cent  per  pound,  as  the 
existing  law  provides. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Utah  to  give  to  the  Senate  the  Information  upon 
which  the  committee  has  reversed  Its  position.  The  Senator  says 
something  was  brought  to  his  attention.  I  think  the  Senate  Is 
entitled  to  know  what  that  Information  wa& 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  will  allow  me,  I  will  state  that 
I  want  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Oorr]  to  bring  up 
the  matter  and  discuss  It  at  this  time,  as  well  as  other  Senators. 
They  no  doubt  have  some  information  wlilch  has  l)een  reported 
Indirectly  to  the  committee.  The  Senators  who  desire  to  speak 
upon  this  matter  perhaps  have  latw  Information  which  was  not 
submitted  to  the  committee  at  the  time  it  acted.  It  is  for  that 
reason  that  I  ask  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  now  if  he 
is  ready  to  proceed  to  discuss  it? 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  am,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  tell 
us  whether  or  not  this  vote  of  the  majority  members  of  the 
committee  was  unanimous? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  It  was  not  unanimous. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Was  It  anotiier  one  of  those  5  to  4 
decisions? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No ;  I  would  not  say  that. 

Mr.  COUZENS  rose. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  if  he  will  tell  us  how  the  vote  went? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  As  I  remember,  there  was  not  a  roll  call, 
and  I  thought  the  committee  was  tmanlmous.  I  did  not  hear 
any  objection  to  putting  the  rate  back  to  the  rate  of  the  existing 
law. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
whether  it  is  not  true  that  the  only  concerns  seriously  com- 
peting with  our  manufacturers  of  calcium  carbide  are  located  in 
Canada? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh,  no;  Norway  is  the  principal  competitor. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Is  it  not  true  that  In  making  this  product  a 
large  amount  of  power  Is  required? 
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Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  and  that  la  one  reason  why 

Mr  NOBBI8.  And  the  reason  why  our  manufacturers  need 
and  ask  a  protectltve  tariff  Is  because  electric  power  is  higler  in 
tlds  country  than  in  the  competing  countries? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Yes.  Norway  has  six-dollar  horsepower  ana  she 
has  no  particular  indu.''tries  to  utilize  it. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  And  Canada  has  cheaper  power.  Is  theie  not 
a  good  deal  of  it  that  comes  in  from  Canada? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  is  some  that  comes  from  Canada]  but 
the  potential  ctMnpetition  is  from  Norway,  which  has  six 
horsepower,  and  almf>st  the  entire  cost  of  this  product 

cost  of  power.  ^,  a     t 

Mr.  NOilRIS.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  another  question.  Is 
it  not  true  that,  notwithstanding  Norway's  cheap  powert  the 
Norwegian  manufacturers  do  not  export  any  of  this  product  to 
Ontario,  Canada?  ^  ^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  looked  that  u?.  I 
do  not  know  what  the  importations  are  into  Canada.  I  do  1  now, 
however,  that  some  importations  come  fr<wa  Canada  into  the 
United  States.  _, 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes;  I  understand  that;  but  I  was  tryiig  to 
find  out  whether  the  Senator  could  give  me  any  informatlm  as 
to  the  amount  of  importations  into  Canada  from  Norway. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  First,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  oui  pro- 
duction was  403.900,000  pounds  In  1927,  and  It  was  much  I  arger 
in  11>28.  The  importations  from  all  sources — and  they  were 
from  Canada ;  none  from  Norway,  except  a  very  few  pou  ads — 
were  just  1.10  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    That  Is  exceedingly  interesting. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  ought  to  remember,  though,  that 
the  Union  Carbide  Co.,  which  manufactures  this  product  is  a 
poor  company.    It  has  only  about  $300,000,000  of  assets. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes;  we  had  an  illustration  of  it  here  the 
other  day. 

Mr.  KING.  Its  dividends  are  only  about  seventy  or  <ighty 
million  dollars. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Presidwit,  will  the  Senator  allow  me 
to  make  a  remark? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  SHKPPARD.  The  Summary  of  Tariff  Information, 
page  98,  states  that  practically  all  of  our  imports  come  from 
one  plant  in  Canada. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     In  Canada ;  yes. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    And,  furthermore 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nelraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Furthermore,  according  to  the  Sum- 
mary of  Tariff  Information,  the  sales  area  of  this  Cai  adian 
plant  are  very  much  limited  by  the  freight  rates.  The  n  ite  on 
this  product  is  very  high. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Why,  of  course. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  intend  to  go  into  the  debate  fully 
now,  but  I  wanted  to  develop,  and  it  has  developed,  thiit  our 
competitor  In  this  product  is  Ontario,  Canada. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Owned  by  Americans. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  from  Utah  says,  "own»d  by 
Americans."  ProbaUy  that  is  true,  bat  that  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  matter.  Here  is  a  propositicm  the  long  and  short  of 
which  is  by  this  tariff  to  protect  the  Power  Trust  in  America. 
B^ore  this  debate  is  over  I  am  going  to  show  it. 

I  understand  that  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Gorr] 
desires  to  discuss  the  question. 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  do. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  willing  to  yield  the  floor  now  and  let 
him  proceed. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  as  I  ui^erstand  the  iHrop<  tsition 
before  the  Senate  in  paragrai^  16  of  the  Senate  bill,  th(>  duty 
on  caldum  carbide  was  r^wrted  at  one-half  of  1  cent  per  )ound, 
and  calcium  oxalate  at  4  cents  per  pound.  The  committse  has 
receded  from  that  position,  and  has,  in  ^eet,  substittted  a 
tariff  of  1  cent  a  pound. 

The  question  has  been  propounded,  "  Why  does  the  com  mittee 
take  that  position?"  As  I  understand,  the  Tariff  Commission 
In  effect  has  reported  that  under  present  conditions  the  <ost  of 
producing  calcium  carbide  in  the  United  States  Is  from  (55  to 
$58  a  ton.  and  the  cost  of  producing  calcium  carbide  in  I  !urope 
Is  $30  a  ton.  The  difference  in  cost  of  production  betwe  m  the 
United  States  and  Europe  is,  therefore,  ai^voxlmately  $2S|a  ton. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  We4t  Vir- 
ginia yitid  to  the  Senator  from  Wiacoosin? 

Mr.  QOFF.    I  yield. 


Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  where 
he  g^  those  figures  on  the  cost  of  production.  Are  they  from 
the  Tariff  Commission? 

Mr.  GOFF.  That  is  my  understanding,  that  they  come  from 
the  Tariff  Commission.  I  can  not  refer  the  Senator  to  any  page 
or  document  of  the  Tariff  Conunission,  but  my  report  Indicates 
that  they  come  directly  from  the  Tariff  Commission- 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  If  the  Senator  will  yield  further,  I 
will  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  if  those  are  the  figures  of  the 
Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  evidence  before  the  com- 
mittee was  that  they  are  now  making  every  effort  in  the  world 
to  get  the  latest  costs  of  production  from  N(»rway  and  Canada, 
and  that  that  examination  has  not  been  finally  completed. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     If  these  figures  come  from  the  Tariff 
Commission,  then  they  are  preliminary  figures? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     They  are  preliminary  figures. 
Mr.  GOFF.     I  understand  that  tlnat  Is  correct — that  they  are 
preliminary— and  that  the  investigation  is  still  continuing. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  an  in- 
terruption? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  GOFF.     Yes. 

Mr.  KING.  If  the  costs  abroad  are  so  small  as  the  Senatw 
indicates,  why  is  it  that  we  are  exporting? 

Mr.  GOFF.  We  are  not  exporting,  and  T  take  it  that  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Utah  knows  that  we  are  not  ex- 
porting any  calcium  carbide  that  we  produce  In  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  :<enator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia yield  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.* GOFF.    I  do. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  my  colleague  that  there  are  a 
few  tons  exported  to  Cuba.  That  is  where  the  exports  go  from 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  right  in  this  connection  I  wish  to 
define,  that  we  may  have  It  before  us,  the  processes  used  in 
the  manufacturing  of  calcium  carbide;  and  exactly  what  it  is. 
Calcium  carbide  is  pro<luced  from  limestone  and  coke  in  the 
intense  heat  of  an  electric  ftimace.  where  the  calcium  of  the 
limestone  and  the  carbon  of  the  coke  are  chemically  combined. 
The  resultant  product  resembles  a  gray  crushed  stone  in  ap- 
pearance, and,  when  brought  in  contact  with  water,  produces 
acetylene  gas.  It  is  used  for  indu.strial  welding  and  also  for 
cutting;  it  is  used  in  mines  and  for  lighting;  and  It  is  a  very 
Important  basic  material  for  the  manufacture  of  industrial 
chemicals  in  different  fields  throughout  the  United  States. 

In  the  United  States — and  I  think  it  important  that  we  have 
this  before  us — we  have  very  few  plant.s.  There  are  eight 
manufacturing  plants  in  this  country.  They  are  located  in 
Michigan,  at  the  Soo ;  at  Niagara  Falls,  N.  Y. ;  at  Keokuk.  Iowa ; 
at  Kanawha  Falls,  W.  Va. ;  at  Bluefleld,  W.  Va. ;  at  Duluth, 
Minn. ;  at  Ivanhoe,  Va. ;  and  at  Anniston,  Ala. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  propounded  to  me  the  query,  "  What 
is  the  necessity  of  having  a  tariff  under  these  conditions?  "  I 
wish  to  state  in  reply,  somewliat  responsively  to  the  Senator's 
query,  that  the  comi)eting  foreign  countries  are  not  alone 
Canada;  they  are  Norway,  Sweden,  Switzerland,  France,  Ger- 
many, Italy,  and  Albania. 

It  is  further  stated,  and  it  has  been  suggested,  that  the  largest 
manufacturers  in  the  United  States  also  have  plants  in  Canada 
and  in  Norway,  with  a  capacity  great  enough  in  Norway  to 
make  all  of  the  carbide  which  is  required  for  use  in  the  United 
States. 
Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  GOFF.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  On  that  point,  th«i,  the  situaUon  is 
somewhat  similar  to  what  it  is  in  connection  with  automobiles. 
If  we  put  on  a  tariff  rate  high  enough,  the  American  companies 
will  manufacture  tiie  article  in  the  United  States,  and  if  we 
take  the  tariff  off  they  will  move  over  to  the  foreign  cotmtry 
and  produce  the  article.    Is  that  the  situation? 

Mr.  GOFF.  It  is  within  the  possibilities,  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Iowa.  I  will  say  to  him  further,  that,  in  asking 
the  question  which  he  propounds,  he  anticipates  exactly  what 
I  intended  to  say. 

Some  time  ago,  I  do  not  recall  whether  the  Senator  was  in 
the  Chamber  or  not,  I  listed  and  a.ssumed  to  criticise  many 
American  manufacturers  who  were  making  their  capital  under 
the  principles  of  a  protective  tariff,  and  Investing  their  surplus 
in  foreign  countries.  . 
Mr.  BROOKHART.  On  the  principles  of  free  trade. 
Mr.  GOFF.    On  the  principles  of  free  trade. 
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Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  aUow 
me  to  suggest  that  a  tariff  rate — and  I  want  to  emphasize  this 
idea  in  connection  with  many  otlier  phases  as  we  go  through 
the  bill — is  not  an  adequate  protection  to  the  American  people 
in  tliat  sort  of  a  situation,  and  the  Government  is  helpless  and 
is  in  the  hands  of  those  profiteering  combinations  of  capital? 
It  calls  for  the  suggestion  I  made  in  the  amendment  that  was 
withdrawn,  tlrnt  in  order  to  meet  that,  we  have  to  regulate  and 
control  the  earnings  of  these  industries  which  come  to  the  Gov- 
ernment for  protection  at  the  hands  of  the  Government 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
Iowa,  the  questions  which  he  raises  are  not  in  any  sense  logi- 
cally determinative  of  the  proposition  now  before  the  Senate 
for  discussion.  The  fact  that  error  has  been  committed  in  a 
previous  law,  the  fact  that  advantage  is  being  taken  of  bene- 
ficiary opportunities,  is  in  no  sense  controlling  on  the  question 
which  is  now  before  the  Senate  for  its  consideration. 

It  is  immaterial,  as  far  as  this  real  decision  is  concerned, 
whether  people  take  advantage  of  a  protective  tariff  and  become 
free  traders,  or  whether  they  do  not  make  their  money  in  that 
particular  way. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  states  that 
that  is  immaterial,  but  I  would  suggest  to  the  Senator  that 
right  now  it  would  be  perfectly  material  for  me  to  offer  my 
amendment,  to  provide  for  the  control  of  the  profits  of  these 
in.stitutions  which  are  disloyal  to  the  protective  system  which 
they  demand  from  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  It  is 
material,  if  we  decide  that  we  want  to  consider  it  in  that  way, 
but  of  course  we  can  pass  it  ovw  and  use  this  impotent  and 
Ineffective  way  of  simply  sliding  the  rate  up  and  down,  which 
has  no  effect  in  controlling  that  situation  whatever. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  I  fully  aiH>reciate  what  the  Sena- 
tor from  Iowa  has  said,  and  I  repeat  that  I  am  not  going  to  ad- 
mit that  the  determination  of  this  question  will  be  reached  or 
controlled  by  or  that  it  must  in  any  way  depend  upon  the  en- 
forcement of  another  law,  or  the  enactment  of  s^iarate  and 
distinctly  controlling  legislation. 

What  we  have  before  us  now  is  not  the  puniis^ment  of  those 
who  have  made  money  and  see  an  opportunity  to  make  more 
money  by  going  abroad,  but  the  question  we  have  before  us  is 
whether  or  not,  under  a  strict  application  of  the  ectmomic  prin- 
ciples of  protection,  this  industry  is  entitled  to  the  benefits  of 
this  increase. 

Mr.  President,   will  the  Senator  yield  at  that 


Mr.   EDGE 
point? 

Mr.  GOFF. 
Mr.  EDGE. 


I  yield. 

Following  that  very  well  expressed  thought  to 
its  final  conclusion,  if  the  protective  system  means  anything. 
It  means  protection  to  the  men  employed  In  the  shops.  Surely, 
if  we  do  not  protect  a  local  industry,  whether  there  Is  an  Amer 
lean  owner  in  Norway,  or  a  foreign  owner  in  Norway,  the 
American  shop  closes. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  has 
well  expressed  the  thought  I  had  intended  to  leave  before  finally 
disp(>.sing  of  this  matter,  that  the  main  suggestion,  the  sole 
determinating  factor,  in  adopting  this  increase,  is  to  furnish 
emplojrmoit  to  American  labor.  If  you  can  produce  more  cal- 
cium carbide  in  the  United  States,  you  are  employing  more  labor 
in  the  United  States.  If  you  exclude  this  product  manufactured 
In  any  of  these  countries  in  liUrope  I  have  mentioned,  you 
thereby  Incre&se  and  make  necessary  the  production  of  the 
quantity  of  the  article  consumed  in  tlie  United  States,  and  if 
you  do  that,  you  are  increasing  the  employment  of  labor,  and 
if  you  increase  the  employment  of  labor  in  the  United  States, 
regardless  of  what  can  be  done  In  a  foreign  country,  even  with 
American  money,  then  I  say  that  you  have  Justified  the  applica- 
tion of  the  protective  principle,  because  you  have  created  a 
market,  by  the  employment  of  that  labor,  for  the  very  products 
of  the  farm  for  which  my  distinguished  friend  from  Iowa  is 
here  as  the  chief  contender. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  on  that  proposition  I 
want  to  ask  the  Senator  if  he  has  any  evidence  to  show  that 
these  carbide  manufacturers  could  not  inroduce  carbide  in  compe- 
tition with  the  world  at  a  fair  profit,  even  without  any  tariff 
protection,  and  employing  Am^can  labor,  as  he  suggests,  at  the 
same  time? 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  think  I  can  develop  that,  and  I  wUl  develi^  it 
before  I  shall  have  finished  this  discussion. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  If  it  Is  a  question  of  whether  these 
manufacturers  shall  move  across  the  line  and  make  greater 
profits  in  a  foreign  country,  then  the  argument  of  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  has  no  force;  it  Is  a  case  of  protecting 
profits,  then,  and  not  jwotecting  labor. 

Mr.  COPEI^ND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 


Mr.  GOFF.     I  yleW. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Senator  might  well 
develop  the  thought  he  brought  out  a  moment  ago.  In  the 
United  States  some  companies  are  operating  which  own  plants 
in  Canada.  If  we  create  a  condition  here  which  will  make  It 
more  profitable  for  those  operators  to  go  back  into  Canada,  with 
the  cheap  power  there,  it  means  that  unless  we  do  afford  pro- 
tection we  are  neglecting  American  labor.  American  capital  Is 
not  involved.  It  will  make  money  whether  the  plants  are  op- 
erated in  the  United  States  or  in  Canada.  But  American  labor 
is  not  protected  unless  they  can  be  encouraged  to  operate  In  the 
United  States.    I  think  that  is  the  point 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  is  a  very  apt  sug- 
gestion. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  On  that  proposition  it  may  be  true  that 
they  can  make  profits  enough  in  the  United  States,  but  If  we 
lower  the  tariff  they  can  make  more  by  going  into  a  foreign 
country,  and  they  are  disloyal  to  the  protective  system  Itself 
when  they  do  that  I  maintain  that  we  have  to  reach  into  this 
matter.  Carbide  is  only  one  little  item  tJiat  is  involved  in  the 
consideration  of  it  We  will  find,  as  we  go  through  the  bill,  a 
large  number  of  cases  wh^re  these  ccnnpanies  have  made  their 
money  tn  the  United  States,  have  taken  it  from  the  American 
people  in  excess  profits  under  a  protective  tariff,  and  then  moved 
over  Into  a  foreign  country  with  a  part  of  that  capital  and  built 
up  organizations  to  hold  us  up,  as  It  were,  on  the  tariff  question. 
If  they  can  make  enough  of  a  profit  a  rea.Honable  profit  under  a 
free-trade  syst^n,  they  should  not  demand  any  protective  rates. 
That  is  why  I  am  asking  the  Senator  to  dev^op  that  Idea. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  shall  dev«Mop  that  idea.  I  want  to  say  in  reply 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Yortc  that,  of  course, 
what  he  said  Is  one  of  the  details  of  the  general  proposition. 

The  suggestion  of  the  S<?nator  from  New  York  really  amounts 
to  this,  that  if  men  who  have  made  their  capital  nnd«-  a  pro- 
tective tariff  invest  that  capital  In  foreign  countries,  then  the 
only  way  to  expatriate  them  and  keep  them  out  of  the  competi- 
tive domestic  market  is  to  increase  the  tariff,  so  that  they  will 
not  find  it  remunerative  to  take  the  risk.*;  of  cheaper  labor  In 
a  foragn  country  and  produce  for  c(Hni>etltive  purposes  the 
products  which  we  need  at  home. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President  If  the  Senator  wlU  yield, 
the  beneficial  effect  of  the  protection  which  was  placed  on  this 
article  in  the  last  tariff  act  Is  shown  by  the  fact  that  American 
capital  operating  plants  in  Canada,  when  the  protection  was 
given,  came  back  to  the  United  States.    There  is  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  if  the  process  were  reversed  and  the  tariff  taken 
away  they  would  go  ba(*  to  Canada  and  produce  the  article. 
Mr.  GOFF.    There  is  no  doubt  about  that 
Mr.  COPELAND.    I  think  that  is  perfectly  logical. 
Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  Presid«it.  I  desire  to  hurry  on  and  not 
detain  the  Senate  ^ 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
for  just  a  moment  before  he  leaves  that  pc^int? 
Mr.  GOFF:     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator  has  referred  to  the  exl8^ 
euce  of  the  carbide  industry  In  Michigan.  The  carbide  industry 
in  the  city  of  Sault  Ste.  Marie  reprenents  41  per  cent  of  the 
total  valuation  of  the  city.  It  pays  41  per  oMt  of  all  the  dty 
taxes  and  30  per  cent  of  all  the  county  taxes,  and  employs 
probably  a  third  of  the  labor  that  Is  actively  at  work  in  Saalt 
Ste.  Marie.  In  other  words,  its  destiny  is  fundamental  to  the 
destiny  of  that  community.  Is  not  our  problem  in  connection 
with  the  tariir  law,  not  the  ethics  of  the  operator,  but  ttie 
destiny  of  these  American  people? 

Mr.  GOFF.  Unquestionably.  The  illustration  of  tlie  iSenator 
from  Michigan  is  this,  that  the  manufacturing  plant  at  the 
"  Soo  "  is  forced  to  compete  with  American  capital  at  its  very 
threshold  in  Canada. 

Mr.  President,  to  proceed,  and  Just  refer  to  the  question 
of  costs,  which  has  been  raised  by  the  S«iator  from  Iowa,  the 
power  cost  in  Canada  is  Just  about  one-half  what  it  is  in  the 
United  States  . 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President  Is  not  that  due  to  the  tmct 
that  power  is  government-owned  in  Canada  and  is  produced  In 
the  Interest  of  the  people,  but  Is  privately  owned  by  profiteers 
In  the  United  States? 

Mr.  QOFF.  Mr.  President  I  am  going  to  say  this,  with  all 
due  respect  to  my  friend  from  Iowa,  that  In  my  conception  of 
this  Issue  that  is  purely  immaterial.  I  do  not  care  about  the 
question  of  how  power  is  owned  or  produced  or  utilised.  I  care 
nothing  about  the  motive  that  actuates  the  execution  of  the 
purpose;  it  is  merged  in  the  purpose.  The  cost  of  this  power, 
whether  it  be  due  to  cheap  labor,  or  whether  it  be  due  to  the 
fact  that  it  is  Government  owned,  is  purely  immaterial.  We 
are  faced  with  the  fact  that  the  power  is  cheaper  in  Canada, 
regardless  of  how  that  condition  is  reached  or  brought  about 
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Mr  BROOKHART.     Are  we  not  also  faced  with  tt>e  fact  ttat 
that  la  due  to  the  fault  of  our  own  Coni?re8s  and  our  own  Got 
emment  in  falling  to  do  Its  doty  and  Rive  the  people  cheap 
power  in  the  United  Statea  aa  the  Canadian  Ooremment  has 

done  over  there?  ,  .      ,  ^         <  *k-« 

Mr   GOFF.    I  must  again  say  to  my  friend  from  Iowa  tnai 

I  do  not  consider  that  point  material  to  the  laaue  which  we  have 

mToSpELAND  and  Mr.  HOWELL  addressed  the  C*"**''-  ,, 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia yield ;  and  If  so.  to  whoq*?  „       ^      ^        „       v«,t 

Itr.  GOFF.     I  will  yield  flret  to  the  Senator  from  New  lorfc, 
who  rose  Ant,  I  bellere. 

Mr  COPELAND.  I  would  like  to  say,  if  the  Senator  wUl 
nermit  me,  that  it  seem*  to  me  every  man  in  the  Senate  who  Is 
InteTested  in  power  and  in  the  development  of  American  water 
power  should  be  Ti  tally  fnterested  in  this  biU.  Here  is  an  arti- 
cle which  in  its  manufacture  depends  upon  power,  and  wherev*  r 
these  great  plants  are  operated,  no  matter  whether  In  our  nnin 
try  or  some  ochfr  country,  the  operation  is  at  the  site  .f  water 
nower  So  if  we  had  no  other  incentive  for  the  encooragemeut 
or  this  industry  than  the  development  ol  our  own  water  planb. 
and  oor  own  water  power,  it  seems  to  me  we  should  be  for  its 

Mr  GOFF.    I  now  yirid  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraslta. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  I  recognise  that  the  chief 
factor  of  cost  in  the  production  of  carbide  is  power.  Therefore, 
when  we  protect  an  article  which  is  prwlueed  diiefly  by  power 
we  are  protecting  power ;  and  that  power  we  allow  to  be  pro- 
duced and  sold  in  this  country  at  rates  which  are  double  what 
they  are  in  Canada.  Therefore  one  of  the  chief  inrposes  of  the 
tariCt  on  carbide  is  to  protect  not  merely  the  production  of  car- 
bldt  so  far  as  power  is  concerned  but  to  protect  the  producers 
ot  power. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLBTTB.     Mr.  President 

Hie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tlie  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
glBia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.  I  have  some  sympathy  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  West  Virginia  and  I  am  not  going  to  interrupt  him 
further. 

Mr.  GOFF.    I  like  to  be  interrupted. 

Mr.  LA  FOLI^KTTB.  I  wanted  to  point  out  In  connection 
with  tl»e  atatement  made  by  the  Semi  tor  from  Nebraska  that 
in  so  far  as  the  plant  of  the  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Co.  located 
at  800  is  concerned,  they  own  apparently  their  own  power 
plant,  hsTtaig  acquired  the  Michigan  Northern  Power  Co.  under 
a  foreclosure  sale  in  1913. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  when  I  was  interrupted  I  was 
discuaslng  the  qne«tion  of  costa.  I  wish  now  to  refer  in  detail 
to  the  comparative  costs  of  calcium  carbide  in  tlie  United  States 
•ad  in  Europe  per  ton  of  carbide. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  i*re8ident,  may  I  ask  the  Senat(»  a  ques- 
tion before  he  Km>s  to  tliat  feature  of  his  discussion? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  From  what  source  does  the  Senator's  informa- 
tion cooe?    Is  it  from  the  Tariff  Oommissirm? 

Mr.  GOFF.  The  Information  comes  from  the  compamtiTe 
iBTeatigatlnua  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  which  have  not  been 
cMopleted. 

Electric  power  in  the  United  States  costs  $17.50  and  in 
Europe  $4. 

Coke  In  the  United  States  costs  $8  and  ha  Europe  R 

Lime  in  the  United  SUtes  costs  $6  and  in  Europe  $5l 

Electrodes  in  the  United  States  cost  |3  and  in  Eurofie  $2. 

Drums  in  the  United  States  cost  $8  and  in  Europe  $6. 

Lab(»  in  the  United  States  per  ton  of  carbide  costs  faso  and 
In  Europe  H-flO.  _ 

Plant  npke^  In  the  United  States  is  |6  and  in  Europe  $3. 

Management  in  the  United  States  costs  $2  and  in  Europe  it 

The  total  ooaC  in  the  United  States  is  $58  and  in  Europe  is 

$29,901 

In  this  connection,  after  making  the  showing  that  tlie  dilBer- 
ence  tn  cost  Is  $28cSO  in  favor  of  Europe,  I  will  now  descend 
■omewhat  to  a  particulariaation  ot  the  labor  coat  in  tiie  United 
States,  Onnadn,  Norway,  and  Europe  senerally. 

In  the  United  States  unskilled  labor  coats  from  $4  to  $6  a 
day :  iklll«4  labor  eoota  from  $6  to  $10  a  day ;  technical  labor 
varlit  fron  $8,000  to  $10,000  a  year. 

In -Canada  unskilled  labor  la  from  $2JH)  to  $4  a  day;  sidlled 
labor  is  firom  $4  to  $6  a  day ;  tedmlcai  labor  is  from  $2;00O  to 
$6,000  a  year. 
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In  Norway  unskilled  labor  is  $1.50  to  $2  a  day ;  "WDed  labor 
s  from  $2  to  $3  a  day ;  technical  labor  is  from  $1,500  to  $d,UUU 

'^  I^^furope  generally  labor  of  the  unskilled  character  is  from 
»  cents  to  $1.50  a  day ;  skilled  labor  is  from  $2  to  $2.50  a  day ; 
echnical  labor  is  from  $1,000  to  $2,500  a  year. 

Mr  President,  that  illustrates— and  to  my  mind  illnstrntee 
conclusively— the  greatest  advanta:^  which  Europe  and  other 
•ountrles  have  in  competing  with  the  United  States  in  tiie 
{iroducticn  of  ofllciura  carbide. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Walcott  in  the  chair). 
boes  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
owa? 

Mr.  GOFF.    I  yield.  ^  *       ,  *_, 

Mr  BROOKHART.  The  Senator,  I  believe,  has  not  pointed 
>ut  the  difference  in  transportation  rates.  What  is  the  total 
inference  in  cost  that  he  gets  per  ton? 

Mr  GOFF.     It  is  $28.50. 

Mr  BROOKHART.  What  would  be  the  cost  in  transporta- 
:ion  of  bringing  carbide  from  Europe  over  to  Iowa,  for  instance, 

or  the  farmers  of  Iowa?  ,  ,._^   _.       .*      _„ 

Mr  GOFF.  I  have  not  the  cost  per  ton  of  bringing  It  across 
the  water  and  I  have  not  the  cost  per  ton  of  takinj:  It  by  freight 
t,r  by  water,  as  the  case  might  be.  from  the  port  of  entry  to  the 
Bort  of  embarkation. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  That  difference  alone  would  probably 
cover  more  than  the  $28  difference  in  cost.  ^.  ,    ,» 

Mr.  GOFF.  That  I  question  vCTy  much.  I  do  not  think  It 
wonid  do  so.  ' 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  GOFF.    Certainly.  ,  .^     „       4. 

Mr  SMOOT.  In  answer  to  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  Iowa,  the  freight  cost  from  Norway  to  New  York  is  $5 
a  ton. 
Mr.  BROOKHART.  What  Is  the  railroad  rate  out  to  Iowa? 
Mr.  SMOOT.  That  Is  not  included  In  the  $5.  The  $5  is  from 
Norway  to  New  York.  I  do  not  know  what  the  local  freight 
charge  is. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  carbide  must  be  used  by  the  Iowa 
farmer  and  so  has  to  be  transporteil  from  New  York  to  Iowa, 
and  that  freight  is  an  additional  protection  to  our  home  in- 
dustry. 

Mr.  GOFF.  And  if  brought  by  railroad  It  would  be  more  ex- 
pen.^ive  than  if  it  went,  say,  to  Chicago  by  water. 

Mr.  BK90KIIART.  But  even  so,  it  would  have  a  big  freight 
rate  fr<Mn  Chicago  out  into  Iowa.  When  the  Senator  figures  a, 
difference  of  $28  per  ton,  he  is  not  considering  all  of  the  de- 
ments of  prr»tection.  because  our  freight  rates  are  a  protection 
to  our  hoiue  industries  against  foreign  industries. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Carbiile  can  be  shipped  from  Norway  to  New, 
York  for  $5  a  ton  and  from  Niagiira  Falls  to  New  York  for, 
$6.82. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     From  Niagara  Falls  to  New  York? 
Mr.  SMOOl'.     Yes;  for  $6.82. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    That  is  barge  traffic  or  rail  traffic? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  rail  ti-afl^^ 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  That  still,  of  course,  would  not  coyer  the 
freight  rate  to  Iowa. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  would  give  Norway  $1.82  advantage  as  far 
as  the  freight  is  concerned  in  landing  the  product  at  New  York. 
Mr.  BROOKHART.     Niagara  Falls  is  a  long  way  from  Iowa. 
The  farmer  has  to  pay  the  rail  freight  and  a  good  deal  more. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Nearly  all  commodities  such  as  c«nent,  brick, 
and  heavy  commoditieB  of  that  character  involve  the  same  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  notice  in  the  flguring  of  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  that  the  item  of  transportation  is  not  c»>n- 
sidtred.  It  should  be  considered  in  the  differaice  of  the  cost  of 
production  at  home  and  abroad. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  wish  to  say  very  frankly  to  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  that  the  matter  of  protecting  American  labor  and  the  gen- 
ial principles  of  the  American  Government  does  not  in  my  judg- 
ment depend  in  the  least  upon  the  facility  of  distribution  of  the 
product  after  it  is  flnishe<l  and  after  it  is  ready  for  sale  In  the 
market  We  are  confronted  In  this  instance  with  a  condition 
and  not  a  theory.  The  question  is.  Shall  we  grant  this  increase 
in  tariff  and  at  the  time  we  do  it  employ  American  labor,  or. 
shall  we  yield  to  the  cheaper  markets  of  Europe  and  buy  in  the 
cheapest  market  at  the  expense  of  unemployment? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr.  OOFF.    I  yield. 
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Mr  BARKLEY  A  moment  ago  the  Senator  referred  to  cer- 
tain  estimated  costs  of  production,  basing  »ii^  statement  on  in- 
vestil.1  ons  of  the  Tariff  C-ommission.  The  Tariff  Commi^on 
IS  made^o  investigation  of  the  cost  of  producing  this  product 
in  the  United  States.  Upon  what  ground  does  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  claim  that  his  figures  are  based  upon  investiga- 
tions made  by  the  Tariff  CMnmission? 

Mr  GOFF  Only  that  I  have  had  it  reported  to  me  as  coming 
from  "the  Tariff  Commission.  I  will  say  very  frankly  I  have  not 
been  to  the  Tariff  Commission  and  obtained  the  informaUon 
from  the  Tariff  Commission.  1  can  not  state  any  more  than 
any  other  Senator  on  this  floor  who  refers  to  facts  and  figures 
that  come  before  committees  can  state  that  he  has  obtained  them 
from  their  original  source  and  that  his  knowledge  is  the  beet 

possible  evidence.  ^     „       .    .  .,       t^  tw„* 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  the  Senators  candor  IQ  that 
regard  but  I  am  wondering  by  what  authority  he  uses  the 
figures  and  attributes  them  to  the  Tariff  Commission.  Are  they 
the  result  of  investigations  made  oflicially  by  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion or  are  they  figures  filed  with  the  Tariff  Commission  by  pn 
vate  interests  and  transmitted  by  the  Tariff  Commission  to  the 

Mr  GOFF,  As  to  that  detail  I  can  not  answer  the  Senator. 
I  do  not  know.  I  know  that  the  figures  came  to  me  from  men 
in  whose  word  I  have  unqualified  faith  and  whose  conclusions 
and  judgment  as  a  source  of  evidence  I  do  not  question. 

Mr.  B.\RKLEY.    But  the  men  referred  to  are  not  members  of 

tlie  Tariff  Commission.  ^     *      ,»k  »k 

Mr  GOFF.  No;  and  I  have  not  had  any  contact  with  the 
Tariff  Commission  and  have  not  seen  any  member  of  the  Tariff 

Commission.  *  -•  ^  » 

Mr  President,  since  the  present  rate  of  protection  of  1  cent, 
which  is  the  rate  provided  in  the  present  law,  that  of  1922, 
went  into  effect,  imptirts  have  fallen  off,  because  American 
manufacturers  who  owned  foreign  plants  have  brought  those 
plants  frt»m  foreign  countries  and  located  them  m  the  United 
States.  That  is  carrying  out  very  definitely,  and  In  a  very 
practical  way,  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Copeland]  when  he  said— and  he  stated  an  economic 
truth  as  well  as  it  could  possibly  have  been  stated— that  if 
American  manufacturers  had  gone  to  Canada  or  to  other  cotin- 
trles  to  take  advantage  of  the  cheaper  manufacturing  condi- 
tions, the  only  way  the  matter  c(»uld  l>e  righted  in  the  interest 
of  American  labor  and  the  domestic  market  would  be  to  raise 
the  tariff  or,  in  effect,  to  keep  the  tariff  at  the  same  rate  which 
It  now  is  upon  the  law  books  of  the  country. 

Calcium  carbide.  Mr.  President,  was  a  new  discovery,  and 
was  protectetl  in  1912  by  patents  in  the  United  States.  Those 
patents,  so  I  am  informed,  have  all  expired.  It  is  stated  that  In 
1922  the  price  of  carbide  was  $112  a  ton.  At  that  time  in  the 
debate  the  question  was  asked  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  "  If 
protection  is  granted,  what  will  be  the  effect  on  the  price? 
The  answer  to  that  question  is  to  be  found  in  the  development 
of  the  production  of  carbide  during  the  past  eight  years  in  the 
United  States.  The  price  of  carbide  has  steadily  declined  until 
to-day  it  is  not  more  than  $90  a  ton  in  the  United  States. 

One  very  significant  fact  is  that  here  is  a  decline  under  pro- 
tection of  $22  a  ton,  which  is  the  difference  between  $112  and 
$90.  It  is  also  significant  that  no  one  appeared  before  the 
House  committee  or  the  Senate  committee  or  filed  a  brief  dur- 
ing this  session  asking  for  any  change  in  the  rate.  That,  I 
repeat,  is  quite  significant;  that  demonstrates  that  we  have 
been  producing  in  this  country  a  sufficient  quantity  of  carbide 
to  meet  our  needs;  that  the  industry  is  self-sustaining;  that 
the  Industry  asked  for  no  more ;  and  that  the  people  who  depend 
upon  the  Industry  are  satisfied  with  the  price  asked  for  the 
product.  ^         .,„ 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  West 

Virginia  yield  to  me?  ^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  GOFF.    Yes. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  seems  to  me  that  what  the  Senator  has 
just  now  stated  is  very  significant.  I  asketl  the  question  some 
time  ago  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  whether  anybody  had  come 
here  representing  this  Industry  or  from  any  other  source  seek- 
ing a  change  in  the  tariff  rate.  The  answer  was  exactly  that 
given  by  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia,  who  now  has  the  floor ; 
that  nobody  had  asked  for  any  change ;  that  the  tariff  as  it  had 
been  fixed  was  satisfactory ;  that  the  conditions  were  operating 
to  the  satisfaction  of  everybody;  and  there  was  no  reason  to 
make  any  change  In  the  tariff  rate. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  it  has  been  suggested  several 
times  during  the  debate  that  the  United  States  was  exporting 
this  article.    That  would,  of  course,  indicate  that  under  the 
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protective  tariff  of  1  cent,  which  is  now  the  law.  the  United 
States  was  producing  more  calcium  carbide  than  was  demanded 
for  home  consumption  and  was  exporting  Its  surplus.  The 
statistics  compiled  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  set  forth  on 
page  98  of  the  Tariff  Information  Series,  Schedule  1,  give  the 
impres.sion  that  carbide  made  in  the  United  States  is  exported 
in  foreign  trade  Before  I  began  the  argument  this  morning 
several  of  my  colleagues  suggested  to  me  that  we  were  export- 
ing calcium  carbide  and  they  referred  to  the  tariff  report  to 
justify  the  statement.  I  do  not  think  the  report  of  the  Tjiriff 
(3ominissi(m  was  intentionally  erroneous,  but  it  is  em»neous. 
We  are  dealing  with  the  facts  of  the  situation,  and  I  say  that 
the  statement  in  the  reix>rt  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  regardless 
of  the  purpose,  the  motive,  or  the  intention,  is  errtmeous.  Car- 
bide manufactured  In  the  United  States  Is  not  exported.  The 
exportetl  carbide  listed  In  the  Tariff  Information  Series  is  made 
in  Canada,  it  Is  shipped  to  the  United  States  In  bond,  and  in 
that  way  is  exported  from  the  United  States  to  frjreign  countries. 
Mr.  President,  some  one  may  ask,  "  Why  can  we  not  interfere 
with  people  who  are  investing  their  money  in  such  enterprises?  '* 
I  say  that  we  can  not  do  so  and  keep  not  <mly  within  the  fair 
purview  of  trade  but  we  can  not  do  it  and  keep  within  the 
confines  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  We  can  not 
interfere  with  the  liberty  of  contract  and  tell  individuals  how 
they  shall  invest  their  money  if  such  investment  is  not  against 
good  morals. 

Mr.   BLACK.     Mr.   President,   vrill   the  Senator  from   West 
Virginia  >ield  to  me? 
Mr.  GOIT'.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  am  really  seeking  ll^t  on  this  matter,  be- 
cause I  do  not  know  how  I  am  going  to  vote  on  this  particular 
Item. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  will  give  the  Senator  any  assistance  I  can; 
and  I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator  Interrupt  me,  because  I 
think  his  questions,  as  well  as  the  questions  of  all  other  Sena- 
tors, are  contributions  toward  tlie  eiUcidation  of  this  disciLssion. 
Mr.  BLACK.  The  Senator  states  that  all  the  carbide  which 
is  listed  as  having  been  exported  from  the  United  States  was 
really  manufactured  in  Canada  and  shipped  through  in  bond. 
I  have  read  the  so-called  report  of  the  Tariff  Commhwion  and 
I  find  no  statement  of  that  kind.  Does  Uiat  information  come 
from  the  Tariff  Commission? 

Mr.  GOFF.    Oh,  no;  it  does  not  come  from  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, because  if  it  did  then   the  Tariff  (V)mmls8ion  would 
not  make  the  erroneous  statement  it  does  make. 
Mr.  BLACK.     Have  they  given  any  later  informatitm? 
Mr.  GOFF.     Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  asking  for 
this  reason:  There  is  a  plant  down  in  Alabama,  and  a  report 
was  made  to  me  that  the  tariff  rate  on  calcium  carbide  had  been 
reduced  without  a  hearing.  I  endeavored  to  find  why  the  com- 
mittee had  reduced  it.  I  looked  at  the  report,  and  it  showed 
that  the  only  plants  were  in  the  State  of  my  friend  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Bbookhabt]  and  his  colleague  [Mr.  Stuck], 
the  State  of  Alabama  (a  Southern  State),  the  State  of  Virginia, 
the  State  of  Minnes<»ta,  the  State  of  Michigan,  and  the  State  of 
New  York.  When  I  endeavored  to  find  out  why  the  reduction 
was  made,  I  say  frankly  that  it  lo<*ed  to  me— I  may  be  wrong 
about  it— that  there  was  a  desire  to  make  a  report  showing 
reductions  which  would  look  large  in  Uie  aggregate  without  a 
sufficiently  fair  investigation  to  determine  whether  or  not  the 
rate  should  be  reduced.    That  is  the  way  it  looked  to  me. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  was  no 
one  who  appeared  before  the  committee  and  requested  an 
increase  in  the  tariff  rate. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Was  there  any  hearing  on  the  matter  before 
the  rate  was  reduced? 

Mr  SMOOT.  No  one  asked  to  be  heard  for  or  against  the 
duty  on  calcium  carbide.  It  was  reduced,  however,  because  of 
the' exportations,  just  as  reductions  were  made  in  other  in- 
stances on  account  of  exportations.  I  want  to  say  frankly  to 
the  Senator  that  the  Tariff  Commission  has  not  concluded  its 
Inyestigation  as  to  the  cost  of  production.  As  I  have  stated, 
they  are  undertaking  to  investigate  it  at  the  pr«^t  time. 
Much  information  has  been  collected,  but  not  sufficient  to  say 
what  was  the  difference  in  cost  of  production  as  l^ween  Nor- 
way and  other  foreign  countries  and  the  United  States.  The 
committee,  therefore,  decided  that,  based  upon  the  exportations^ 
they  woidd  decrease  the  rate  from  1  cent  to  half  a  <^}-  J*^ 
the  committee  has  reversed  that  action  and  is  asking  that  the 
1  cent  duty  provided  in  the  House  Wll  be  retained. 

Mr    EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tMnpore.    Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  GOFF.    I  yield. 
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l£r  EDGE.  Supplementing  the  statement  made  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  UUh,  my  ret^oUection,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Alabama,  Is  that  In  addition  to  the  smaU  total  of  imports  I  thlnK 
the  question  of  exports  entered  into  the  equation.  The  exports. 
as  I  recall,  showed  increases  in  the  last  year  or  so.  That  would 
indicate  that  the  industry  was  fairly  prosperous.  However,  it 
has  been  since  explained,  and  I  think  the  Senator  from  W^t 
Virginia  waa  analyzing  this  feature  as  I  entered  the  Chamber, 
that  thoee  exports  were  not  really  United  States  exports ;  that 
a  large  portion  were  exports  from  Canada  which  came  to  this 
country  in  bond  and  were  then  shipped  to  various  countries  of 

the  world.  ^    ^      ^.    ^  t  ^ 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  am  Interested  in  knowUig  whether  that  Infor- 
mation is  authentic-  ,  ^_.  ^  j  t 
Mr  EDGE.  The  information  waa  Riven  us  in  briefs,  and  1 
awumc  it  was  correct.  The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  knows 
more  about  the  details  than  I  do.  but  that  inft»rmation  was  pre- 
sented to  us  in  the  committee,  and  I  assume  It  is  accurate. 
Mr.  BLACK.    A  man  who  is  interested  In  the  carbide  business 

told  me 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  GOFF.    I  yirfd  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  think  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  and 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  are  both  in  error.  I  am  convinced 
that  the  domestic  exports  are  not  simply  exports  of  Canadian 
goods  which  are  brought  into  America  in  bond  and  then  shipped 
out.  All  we  have  got  to  do  is  to  refer  to  page  98  of  the  Tariff 
Summary,  to  which  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  was  Just 
referring,  and  it  will  be  found  that  the  exports  of  calcium 
carbide  are  chiefly  to  Cuba,  Mexico,  and  the  Philippines. 

It  Is  perfectly  plain  why  that  is  so.  There  is  no  tariff  in  the 
Philippine  Islands  on  American  goods.  We  should  get  a  pref- 
erenc-e  for  our  products  in  the  Philippine  Islands.  We  have  a 
preferential  rate  under  a  treaty  with  Cuba,  and,  of  course,  we 
should  get  the  Cuban  bu.«dness.  We  are  next-door  neighbors  to 
Mexico  and  have  a  freight  advantage.  So  it  is  perfectly  obvious 
how  we  come  to  export  the  domestic  production  chiefly  to  Cuba, 
Mexico,  and  the  Philippines,  as  is  stated  correctly  in  the  Sum- 
mary of  Tariff  Information.  I  am  satisfied  that  by  conference 
with  the  Department  of  Commerce,  where  the  figures  are  obtain- 
able, it  will  be  found  that  these  are  domestic  exports  and  are 
properly  explained  and  have  no  reference  at  all  to  foreign 
competition. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yirfd  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  OOFP.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan ig  abs(^utely  correct  In  the  statement  whlrti  he  has  made. 
There  la  no  need  of  my  repeating  the  reasons  which  he  gave, 
but  if  Senators  will  Investigate  the  reiwrt  of  the  Onnmerce 
Department,  I  think  they  will  find  that  the  few  exportatlons 
were  of  domestic  production,  and  the  reason  why  they  were 
exported  has  be«i  given  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  SenatM  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  GOFF.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  should  like  to  ask  If  there  is  any  informa- 
tion that  there  Is  any  export  of  this  commodity  Into  any  country 
where  our  manufacturers  do  not  enjoy  the  preferwitlal  rates 
which  they  enjoy  In  Cuba,  and,  of  course,  which  they  enjoy  in 
relation  to  the  Phllipplnefl? 

That  would  explain  the  reason  for  these  large  exports.  It  is 
becauHe  the  producers  of  other  countries  could  not  compete  with 
us  because  of  the  preferential  rates;  not  because  the  cost  of 
production  here  Is  as  low  as  In  these  other  countries. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have  no  refers 
ence  to  that 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  frwn  Michigan  [Mr.  CoiczbtsI  says 
that  he  reads  on  page  96  that  the  exports  of  calcium  carbide  are 
chiefly  to  Cuba.  Mexico,  and  the  Philippines.  He  argues  from 
that  that  the  character  and  the  qualitj-  of  the  export  is  domestic, 
and  not  foreign,  liking  his  major  premise  as  he  munciates  it 
It  is  clearly  a  non  sequltur.  l>ecau8e  either  in  his  minor  premise 
or  in  his  conclusion  he  has  lacking  entirely  any  evidence  of  the 
character  or  the  quality  of  the  article  exported.  If  the  Senator 
has  evidence  which  I  hav«  not  been  able  to  find  that  the  goods 
e:qwrted  are  domestic  and  not  Canadian,  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  concede  it  perfectly  wUllng  to  meet  it  and  perfectly  willing 
to  discuss  it ;  but  there  is  no  proof  in  such  a  statement  as  that 
which  in  any  way  refutes  or  contradicts  the  general  statement 
which  I  advanced  a  few  moments  ago  that  the  exi>orta  of 
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•alclum  carbide  are  Canadian,  and  that  they  pass  through  the 
Jnited  States  In  bond. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President ^       „    ^ 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yirfd  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr   GOFF.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr  Ea>GB.  I  desire  to  correct  a  statement  I  made  a  moment 
kgo  I  find  on  consulting  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information, 
hat  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  exports  have  recently  decreased 
nstead  of  Increased.    For  the  past  year  they  have  actually 

I  want  to  put  the  figures  in  the  Record,  because  I  made  an 
ncorrect  statement.  They  have  decreased  from  4.873.000  pounds 
n  1927  to  3.745,000  pounds  in  1928 :  which  fact  no  doubt  entered 
nto  the  committee's  decision  to  retain  the  existing  rate. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  as  was  su^iested  a  moment  ago, 
:»lcium  carbide  Is  not  very  largely  made  In  the  United  States. 
>n  page  97  of  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information  we  find  that 
•alcium  carbide  is  made  from  lime  and  coke  in  an  electric 
rurnace.  Domestic  production  in  1925  was  by  seven  firms, 
located  as  follows:  Two  in  Iowa,  and  one  each  in  Alabama, 
Michigan,  Minnesota.  New  York,  and  Virginia.  Domestic  con- 
sumption ran  from  120.000  to  127.000  tons  per  year,  about  96 
aer  cent  being  furnished  by  domestic  production. 

To  contend  that  this  domestic  production,  which  does  not  meet 
the  domestic  demand,  is  the  basis  of  the  export  it  seems  to  me 
is  to  deal  entirely  in  assumptions  and  not  in  facts. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pn)  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senatol-  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  GOFF.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  notice  in  the  Tariff  Commission's  report 
that  they  say  that  practically  all  of  our  imports  are  from 
Canada,  and  that  the  Canadian  plant  is  limited  In  its  ability 
to  export  from  Canada  into  the  United  States  this  calcium  car- 
bide on  account  of  the  cost  of  freight 

If  that  is  true,  how  can  the  Senator  contend  that  these  ex- 
ports into  Cuba,  Mexico,  and  the  Philippines  which  are  credited 
to  the  United  States  as  domestic  exports  can  be  claimed  as 
Canadian  exports?  If  the  freight  rates  are  so  high  that  they 
can  ship  only  a  small  quantity  into  the  United  States,  how 
would  they  be  Justified  In  shipping  a  larger  quantity  through 
the  United  States  into  Mexico.  Cuba,  and  the  Philippines  so 
as  to  claim  that  the  export  was  Canadian  and  not  domestic? 

Mr.  GOFF.  My  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  this : 
I  can  not  now  furnish  the  figures ;  but  where  goods  are  shipped 
In  bond  through  the  country  they  have  a  special  lower  freight 
rate  than  if  they  are  shipped  into  the  country  in  short  hauls 
for  domestic  use.  Then,  furthenn<yre,  many  of  the  shipments 
from  Canada  can  go  to  the  Philipirines  and  Cut>a  by  water, 
either  from  Vancouver  or  from  Quebec. 

If  the  Senator  will  state  to  me  that  he  has  facts  sho^^ing 
that  all  of  these  exports  that  go  to  Cuba  and  the  Phllipi>ines 
pass  through  the  United  States  from  the  Lakes  to  the  Gulf, 
or  come  through  the  United  States  on  their  way  to  the  Philii)- 
pines,  then.  If  he  has  such  facts,  they  would  raise  an  entirely 
different  issue  which  I  would  frankly  concede. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  burden  of  proof  In  this  sort  of  a  situa- 
tion is  on  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  GOFF.  And  I  have  met  that  burden  of  proof;  and  the 
only  reason  why  I  have  not  met  it  in  tlie  mind  of  my  dis- 
tinguished friend  from  Kentucky  is  that  he  is  dealing  in  a 
beautiful  theorj-  which  will  run  into  an  economic  dream  before 
we  finish  this  discussion,  while  I  am  dealing  with  the  hard  facts 
of  the  situation  as  they  have  been  found  and  propounded  by 
the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  My  recollection  is  that  the  Senator  has  not 
submitted  to  the  Senate  any  hard  fact.s  to  prove  that  these 
exports  are  Canadian  and  not  domestic;  and  I  assume  that 
when  the  Tariff  Commission  makes  an  official  report  crediting 
to  the  Unitetl  States  between  three  and  four  million  pound.s  of 
exportt»  of  calcium  carbide,  it  means  domestic  exports  and  not 
Canadian  exports,  uriless  the  report  of  the  commission  itself  on 
the  face  of  it  shows  the  contrary. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  GOFF.  Now,  1  am  going  to  propound  to  my  friend  from 
Kentucky  a  question  that  involves  two  questions  in  one.  I  am 
going  to  aslc  my  frieJid  from  Kentucky  if  the  exports  to  which 
he  refers  are  purely  domestic  and  not  Canadian  in  bond;  then. 
If  it  is  possible  under  the  1-cent  tariff  to  produce  more  than  the 
needs  of  home  consumption,  does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
advocate  the  reduction  of  the  tariff  so  as  to  deny  employment 
to  American  labor  and  American  capital  in  the  production  that 
finally  ends  in  an  export  trade? 
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Mr  BARKLEY.  I  will  answer  the  Senator  by  saying  that  on 
a  comuiodity  of  this  sort,  used  very  largely  by  American  labor  in 
the  mines  of  the  country  and  by  American  farmers  on  the  farms 
to  liirht  their  humble  homes,  where  we  export  twice  as  much  as 
we  imoort  I  should  be  in  favor  of  a  reduction  in  the  tar  ff  on 
that  article;  and  that  is  the  situaUon  in  the  case  of  calcium 

*^Mr**  GOFF  And  If  that  be  the  Senator's  conclusion.  wlU  he 
concede  that  he  would  relatively  deny  to  the  poor  people  on  the 
farmthe  domestic  market  for  the  production  of  farm  products? 
Mr  BARKLEY.  No.  sir ;  I  would  not.  My  contention  is  that 
the  American  manufacturer  of  calcium  carbide  already  has  the 
American  market ;  and  that  American  market  is  in  the  mines  of 
the  United  States,  where  tlie  product  is  used  for  lighting  the 
wav  of  miners  down  Into  the  ground,  and  on  the  farms,  where 
it  is  UHCd  by  farmers  In  their  homes.  The  American  manu- 
facturers possess  the  American  market  to  the  extent  that  they 
are  able  to  supply  it  and  export  as  much  as  we  import.  The 
importation  comes  only  from  Canada,  and  ««ll"?'ted.  because  of 
the  freight  rate  on  it,  even  into  the  parts  of  the  United  States 

"'*l"do  not  Udnk  the  situation  described  by  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  Justifies  the  Senate  in  refusing  thi.^  reduction  as 
originallv  proposed  by  the  Senate  committee:  and  I  have  not 
vet  been"  afforded  any  additional  facts  briught  out  by  the  hear- 
ings or  by  the  secret  conferences  (tf  majority  members  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Finance  that  have  justified  them,  in  my 
judgment,  in  going  back  on  their  original  proposition,  and  pro- 
posing a  duty  of  1  cent,  instead  of  a  reduction  to  one-half  cent 
as  they  proposed  in  their  original  amendment 
Mr. 'COUZENS.     Mr.  President 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempt»re.  Dix^s  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr  GOFF      I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr  COUZENS.  I  should  like  to  say,  in  resiwnse  to  the  state- 
ment"of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  that  if  he  will  observe  the 
Suiiunary  of  Tariff  Information  which  he  was  Just  discussing,  he 
will  find  the  reasons  for  these  exports.  ».  ..      t 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  we  have  the  domestic  market  l 
am  anxious  to  keep  it.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  committee,  when 
thev  suggested  the  reduction  from  1  cent  to  one-half  cent,  made  a 
mistake  They  had  before  them  no  figures  or  facts  except  what 
were  contained  in  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information.  We  had 
no  record  of  anv  differences  in  cost  of  production  at  home  and 
abroad  We  thought  there  was  a  chance  to  reduce  the  rate,  but 
we  found  that  we  made  an  error,  because  it  appears  that  many 
of  the  companies  that  produce  in  America  own  plants  in  Canada, 
and  some  are  lntereste<l  in  plants  in  Norway ;  so.  If  we  reduce 
the   rate,    they    will    switch    production    from    one   country    to 

I  waiit  the  Senator  to  bear  with  me  a  minute  concerning  the 

exports.  _,  ,.i.  ii.  „ 

Mr  BARKLEY.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me  right  there, 
what  information  has  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  ma- 
jority members  of  the  Senate  committee  that  we  do  not  possess 
that  justified  them  in  changing  their  position;  or  has  there 
been  some  avenue  of  secret  information  that  Is  not  available  to 

Us  all' 

Mr  COUZENS.  Oh,  no ;  I  can  bring  all  the  correspondence 
over  to  the  St-nator  if  he  wants  It  It  will  all  c<jme  out  in  debate. 
There  is  no  secret  Information.  We  found  that  it  was  repre- 
sented In  letters  and  communUations  sent  to  the  committee  that 
this  thing  would  hapi>en.  There  is  no  secret  about  it.  We  will 
put  them  all  in  the  Rkcokd  before  we  get  through. 

I  rose  merely  for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out  that  these 
exports  are  not  exports  to  countries  that  produce.  They  are 
not  exports  to  countries  that  compete  with  us.  They  are  ex- 
ports to  countries  where  we  have  other  advantages.  For  In- 
stance, the  Senator  will  observe  that  the  exports  are  to  Cuba, 
where  under  a  treatv  we  get  a  preferential  rate  over  Canada 
or  Norway  or  any  other  producer  of  calcium  carbide.  We  also 
export  to  the  Philippines,  where  we  pay  no  tariff.  So  It  is  per- 
fectly obvious  that  we  have  the  advantage  over  other  producing 
countries.  We  export  to  Mexico,  where  we  are  right  on  the 
border  line,  and  have  advantages  In  freight  rates  over  the  other 
proilucing  countries.  So  that  all  of  our  exports  are  accounted 
for  because  of  the  preference  that  the  United  States  has,  which 
other  producing  countries  do  not  have. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  regard  those  preferences  as  de- 
cisive. The  fact  is,  we  possess  the  American  market ;  we  ship 
to  these  other  countries;  we  suijply  this  market  and  ship 
abroad  twice  as  much  as  we  import.  The  fact  that  there  are 
certain  preferences  probably  makes  it  more  advantageous  to 
ship  ctilcium  carbide  to  these  three  countries  than  to  any  other 
countries;  but  there  is  no  proof  here  that  if  these  preferences 


did  not  exist  we  would  not  still  export  nearly  twice  as  much 
of  this  pro<luct  as  we  impt>rt  into  the  United  States. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  fact  is  that  we  do  maintain  the  mar- 
ket in  this  country,  I  do  agree  with  the  Senator,  and  we  want 
to  maintain  it.  We  want  to  maintain  the  production  in  this 
country,  instead  of  permitting  It  to  go  to  foreign  countries  as 
the  result  of  our  reducing  the  tariff,  and  letting  foreign  pro- 
ducers ship  into  thh*  country  at  lower  rates. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  GOFF.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.    It  should  be  emiAaslsed  that  the  market  ham 
been  maintained  upon  the  present  duty  of  1  cent,  the  duty  y>-6 
are  now  asking  to  have  retained. 
Mr.  COUZENS.     Absolutely. 

Mr.  BLACK.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  GOFF.    I  yield.  ^    ,  ^ 

Mr.  BLACK.  The  question  which  comes  up  in  my  mind  in 
this  issue  is  this:  Clearly,  there  was  no  sufilclent  evidence  to 
base  a  reduction  to  one-half  a  cent  on  when  the  committee 
originally  voted.  They  might  Just  as  well  have  reduced  It  to 
three-quarters  of  a  cent  or  a  quarter  of  a  cent  or  have  put  It 
on  the  free  list  There  seems  to  have  been  no  evidence  upon 
which  the  committ*»e  could  base  the  half-cent  reduction. 

Therefore  there  seems  to  be  no  evidence  on  which  we  can  de- 
termine whether  a  half  cent  reduction  would  result  In  the  mov- 
ing of  the  plants  into  Canada,  or  whether  a  quarter  of  a  cent 
reduction  or  whether  a  three-quarters  of  a  cent  reduction  would 
do  that.  It  looks  to  me.  from  the  report,  as  if  the  product  would 
stand  a  reduction,  although  we  have  a  plant  in  the  State  In 
which  I  In  part  represent.  Wliat  I  am  getting  at  is,  how  can 
we  determine,  without  any  reptirt  as  to  the  effect  whether  the 
reduction  should  be  a  quarter  of  a  cent,  a  tenth  of  a  cent,  a  half 
a  cent,  or  three-quarters  of  a  cent? 

If  we  should  reduce  the  duty  to  half  a  cent  and  that  would 
actually  result  In  driving  the  plants  to  Canada,  that  would  be 
bad,  and  I  do  not  think  any  of  us  would  want  to  do  that  Per- 
haps It  would  not  have  that  result  I  would  like  to  hear  from 
somebodv  In  this  argument  who  favors  the  half-cent  duty  as  to 
how  we  may  know  that  the  half -cent  duty  will  not  result  in 
driving  the  plants  from  Iowa,  from  Alabama,  from  Michigan, 
and  from  other  places  Into  Canada,  and  If  a  half  cent  Is  not  the 
correct  rate,  what  is  correct  ?  Should  it  be  three-quarters  of  a 
cent,  or  should  the  article  be  on  the  free  list? 

It  seems  to  me  clear  that  there  was  no  evidence  before  the 
committee,  and  there  is  no  evldenca  before  the  Senate,  on  which 
we  can  Justly  base  a  particular  reduction,  although  I  think  a 
reduction  should  be  made  from  what  I  can  see.  There  is  no  evi- 
dence on  which  we  could  base  a  particular  reduction  which 
might  not  result  in  serious  injury  to  the  industry  in  the  I'nited 

States. 

Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  President,  on  page  98  of  the  Summary  of 

Tariff  Information  we  find  this  statement 


In  the  past  European  carbide  has  been  inferior,  but  at  present  it  im 
said  to  be  equal  in  quality  to  that  of  the  domestic  product. 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  suggests,  what  evidence  was  there 
before  the  committee  to  justify  the  c-ommlttee  in  reducing  the 
tariff  one  half  cent?  The  reply  of  the  chairman  of  the  c<»mmlt- 
tee  as  well  as  the  general  information  which  has  reached  me,  is 
that  no  one  requested  the  reducUon,  and  that  no  one  appeared 
before  the  committee  to  ask  any  increase  in  this  tariff  rate. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr   GOFF.     I  yield. 

Mr  EDGE.  In  Justice  to  the  committee's  original  action, 
which  however,  I  believe  was  an  error,  may  it  be  said  that  in 
the  absence  of  any  witnesses  either  for  or  against  the  retluction, 
reference  to  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information  discloses  the 
fact  that,  figuring  in  pounds,  the  local  production  was  something 
like  254  0(X>,000  pounds,  as  compared  with  an  export  of  some 
3  000  000  pounds,  and  imports  of  some  2.000.000.  The  bare  fact 
that  the  exports  and  imports  were  almost  negligible  In  compari- 
son to  the  home  pr(>ductlon  I  assume  moved  the  committtn?  to 

recommend  this  reduction.  ^    ^  a  u„  ♦».• 

Upon  later  information,  us  very  well  demonstrated  hy  tne 
Senator  from  Alabama  IMr.  Black]  and  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  COUZENS  1,  I  was  convinced  that  we  »'*'f i^i*  j.**V  w^!I 
enough  alone,  as  under  the  rate  of  1  cent  per  pound  which  had 
existwl  for  the  past  seven  years,  we  had  held  th6  market  and 
developed   the  business  and   the  proposed  reduction   might  be 

unfortunate.  ^        ,  ...    .        _♦. 

Mr  GOFF  Mr.  President  since  this  question  of  the  imports 
and  the  exports  has  ham  so  definitely  discussed,  I  wish  to  insert 
as  a  Dart  of  mv  remai  ks  the  computations  in  reference  to  imports 
and  exports  which  appear  on  pages  97  and  98  of  the  Summary  of 
Tariff  lufonnatloo. 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Is  there  o»>J<*tton? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  wM  ordered  to  he  printed 
In  the  Rkomj,  m  follows : 

Produrtioa:  Caiciam    artide    U    made    from    lli»«    *^    «*«    ^ 
tfctrie    mmaw-.     DoBWtic    production    in    1926    w    by    ''^^    «™«4 
located  a«  foUow. :  Two  In  Iowa,  and  one  each  to  Alabama.  Michigan 
MinocMota.  New  Tort  and  VlrginU-     Dome«ic  conaumptlon  runa  troB 
120,000  to   127.0rK>  tuna  per  year,   about    »6  per  cent  being   furnlabe«l 
bj  doBiMtic  pfwdoction.     Prodnction  flgnrea  follow  : 


Tor 


Nom- 
tarof 
fliuis 


Prodoo- 
tkm 


ak«rtUmt 
118.703 
127.000 


ValM 


«.  818. 221 
«,5SI».S7S 


Vatt 
TataM 


174.! 
5L' 


Importa:  laports  were  not  reported  separatelj  prior  to  Septembei 
22.  1»22.  Practically  all  import*  rfnce  then  hare  come  from  Canada 
Statlatlcs  of  Importa  follow : 


Catendar  ywr 


in}(aapt.S>-DM-31). 

MS 

1»»... 

was — 

H9B ..... ..~ — 

W27 

IflOB „ 


QuaoUty 


Pouiuit 

3.2B3.4W 

li.2St.S«2 

15,5X821 

14.34aM£ 

21.844.JOt 

4,iSO.T» 

2^527,215 


Valoa 


$124,744 
SOB,  762 
5B7.428 
M5.0M 
H4«,624 
167,400 
81,875 


Duty 
col- 


«32,fi85 
142.510 
15'i.a48 
14A406 
218.445 
44.507 


VahH 

PW 
nnit  of 
quan- 
tity 


Aoto^ 

or 
com- 
puted 

•d 

valorei^ 

rats 


laon 

.090 
.038 
.036 
.008 
.038 
.030 


Pa  eft  t 


20. 

27. 
26. 
27. 
25 
X. 


<S 


f\) 


Bzporta :  Kxporta  of  calcium  c-arWde  are  chiefly  to  Cwba,  Mexico, 
tte  Pbkliyplnea.     gtatlnllai  of  exports  follow  : 


an! 


Ywr 


tm 

)«23 

1*2« 

1998 


Quantity 


Pvunia 
1X8U.910 
81,244.408 
9.007,546 
4,864.037 


Vahie 


8033.97 

a»4.ioo 

428.402 
208.354 


1936 

1927. 

1928. 


Quantity 


4.533.725 
4,873,200 
3,745.800 


Valoa 


SIM, 
197, 
173. 


Prleea :  Qootationa  for  calcium  carbide  in  car  lots,  at  worka,  follow  : 

Cents 
per  poo^d 

Janoary,  1923,  to  April,  1924 * 

April,  1924.  to  Octor«r,  1925 *   . 

Octotter,  1925.  to  July.  1»27 ^Vt 

iannary  to  October,  1928 o 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OOFF.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BUOOKIIART.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  one  mofe 
question.  Has  he  any  information  as  to  the  profits  of  thete 
carbide  companies  under  the  present  operation? 

Mr.  OOFF.    No;  I  have  not 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  How  about  the  income-tax  retnrni? 
Were  the«)e  companies  inclnded  in  the  list  ot  those  whose  returns 
were  requested? 

Mr.  GOFF.    I  can  not  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Let  me  ask  the  chairman  of  the  Coia 
mittee  on  Finance  are  the  income-tai  return.s  of  these  carbife 
companies  included  In  those  we  ri>quested  from  the  Treasury? 

Mr.  8MO<^)T.  I  have  not  examined  all  of  them  and  I  can  ik)t 
say,  hot  I  will  say  that  I  have  this  morning  Instructed  my  cler  ia 
to  deliver  to  the  office  of  every  Senator  a  copy  of  the  list  so  f  ir 
as  It  has  been  printed,  and  I  suppose  the  Senator  will  find  thfit 
copy  in  bis  office  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  We  have  some  information  about  the 
Union  Carbide  Co.  from  the  chart  presented  by  the  Senator  frt  m 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Follbttb].  I  presume  that  is  quite  rellal^e, 
too.  for  that  matter. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    The  Senator  asked  me  as  to  the  returns. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  were  between  900  and  1,000  asked  fir 
and  a  document  covering  many  of  them  was  delivered  to  lie 
this  morning  from  the  Printing  Office.  I  can  not  say  whether 
the  carbide  company  was  included  in  the  first  four  or  fiire 
hundred  or  not. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    Will  each  Senator  have  a  copy  of  that? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  sure  the  copy  has  l)een  delivered  to  tie 
Senator's  ofllce  by  this  time,  beoaui«e  I  instructed  my  clerks  fit 
10  o'clock  to  deliver  a  copy  to  the  office  of  every  Senator. 
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Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr!  OOFF.    I  yield.  ^    .     ♦vi    ^ 

Mr  COPELAND.  What  dllTerence  does  it  make  in  this  par- 
ticular argument,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Iowa,  whether 
the  American  Carbide  Co..  for  instance,  is  making  a  lot  of  money 
or  not'  The  question  invcdved  here,  as  I  see  It,  is.  What  wUl 
happen  to  the  plant  in  the  United  States  making  this  particular 
article  if  this  tariff  is  removed?  Whether  they  are  making  a 
lot  of  money  or  not  has  no  particular  reference  to  the  matter, 
because  if.  for  Instance,  the  plant  in  Niagara  Falls  Is  closed  so 
far  as  making  this  article  is  concerned,  and  the  capital  involved 
in  that  goes  over  to  Canada  to  make  carbide.  I  know  that 
thousands  of  men  now  employed  in  Niagara  Falls  will  be  out 
of  work.    That  is  the  question  that  is  involved. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  made  very  clear  yesterday  on 
his  chart  that  the  Union  Carbide  is  making  a  lot  of  money. 
How  much  of  that  is  made  out  of  this  parUtular  article  I  do 
not  know.  But  I  am  convinced  that  if  this  tariff  is  reduced  or 
removed,  in  all  human  probability  the  Union  Carbide  Co.  will 
open  the  Canadian  plants  and  make  the  article  In  Cana^la  and 
employ  Canadian  labor,  or  that  the  Norway  plant  of  the  same 
comiiany  will  open.    That  is  the  question  involved. 

Mr.  BROOKH.\RT.  The  Senator  considers  the  Government 
of  the  Uniteil  States  utterly  impotent  and  liicompeteiit  to  meet 
that  situation  and  to  take  care  of  its  labor  and  its  capitaL 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  G<»vemnient  of  the  United  States  has 
not  been  able  to  prevent  Mr.  Ford  from  going  to  Cork  and 
opening  a  great  plant  there.  I  myself  a  few  weeks  ago  saw  a 
plant  where  4,700  people  were  employed.  How  could  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  prevent  that?  It  has  not  done  so. 
Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  Senator  awmmes.  then,  that  Mr. 
Fcrd  is  bigger  than  the  Government  of  the  United  Statts,  and 
that  the  Government  is  entirely  impotent  and  powerless  to  pro- 
tect its  people  from  these  profiteers.  I  think  there  is  a  lot  of 
difference  whether  highway  robbery  is  legalized  or  whether  it 
is  outlawed.  This  excess-profit  business  ha.s  reached  a  stage 
where  it  is  not  much  less  harmful  than  highway  robbery  itselL 
I  concede  that  we  can  not  do  tl»at  with  a  mere  tariff  rate.  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  is  one  of  the  cases  where  whatever  we 
do  is  wrong.  But  we  can  do  it.  There  are  methods  by  which 
we  can  do  it,  and  one  purpose  I  have,  as  we  go  through  this 
discussion,  is  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  and  of  the 
country  to  that  situation  and  to  the  fact  that  something  dties 
need  to  be  done  by  this  Government  to  really  protect  the  rights 
of  its  citizens  and  not  leave  them  to  the  mercy  of  profiteets. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  pardon  me 
a  moment? 

Mr.  GOFF.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  simply  want  to  say  that,  while  I  have 
sympathy  with  what  the  Senator  from  Iowa  has  said  to  the 
effect  that  we  can  not  expect  everything  from  the  Government, 
I  wish  we  could  accomplish  everything  by  Government  enact- 
ment^ but  I  doubt  whether  we  can.  It  will  be  a  long  time  before 
these  great  economic  problems  are  solved  by  legislation  in  this 
body  or  any  other  body. 

Mr.  BROOKH.\KT.  Mr.  President,  in  that  regard  I  want  to 
say  that  I  have  great  confidence  in  my  Government.  I  believe 
In  it.  and  I  believe  that  it  can  right  these  wrongs  among  its 
citizens,  and  I  shall  continue  to  raise  this  question  until  the 
Government  does  consider  the  matter  in  an  efficient  sort  of 
a  way. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  intend  to  jield  the  floor 
any  further.  I  would  rather  sit  down  and  listen  to  this  dis- 
cussion than  stand  up  here  and  hold  the  floor  in  order  to  hear 
It,  and  from  now  on  I  am  going  to  proceed  to  complete  this 
areument. 

Mr.  COI'EI^ND.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT?  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  GOFF.  No;  I  do  not  yield.  The  Senator  from  New 
York  has  made  the  statement,  which  I  think  was  very  apt,  that 
these  men  who  have  made  large  sums  of  money  are  Investing 
their  money  in  other  countries,  as  well  as  In  this  country.  I 
want  to  make  this  statement,  that  if  you  desire,  at  any  place 
on  the  face  of  the  earth,  to  employ  labor,  you  must  employ  it 
by  capital  that  knows  it  can  increase  its  dividends.  You  can 
not  Induce  capital  to  employ  labor  unless  capital  knows  that 
Its  investment  Is  safe,  and  that  it  will  reasonably  offer  the  op- 
portunity of  a  fair  return. 

This  argument  has  taken  the  turn  here  that  we  should  try  to 
curtail  the  excursions  of  men  like  Mr.  Ford  and  others  to  for- 
eign countries.  There  is  only  one  way  to  do  that,  and  I  want 
to  say  without  fear  of  successful  ai^;iunent  In  contradiction,  it 
can  only  be  done  by  bringing  about  in  the  United  States  of 
America  a  revolution  that  will  take  out  of  the  Constitution  of 
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liberty    and    tlw   porsolt   of 


the   United   etat«   tlie   words 

^fha^no  sympathy  with  the  idea  that  yoo  can  say  to  men, 
-  We  are  going  to  penaUae  you  because,  by  your  genius  and 
your  industry,  you  make  a  surplus  return  on  your  investment, 
and  you  see  fit  to  put  it  elsewhere. "  _     *  »k« 

If  we  are  going  to  confine  oursrives  to  an  observance  ol  tne 
letter  and  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution  of  tJie  United  SUtes, 
then  we  can  not  in  any  sense  curtiiil  men  under  tlie  term, 
niberty  of  contract."  in  pursuing  the  freedom  of  investinent 
along  the  lines  of  their  pursuit  of  happiness.  It  was  by  putting 
the  phrase  "  life,  liberty,  and  pursuit  of  happiness "  into  the 
ConstituUon  of  the  United  States  that  democracy  excluded 
autocracy  from  our  ft>rm  of  government.  To  say  now  that  we 
are  going  to  have  the  employment  of  American  labor  and  the 
production  of  American  markets  depend  upon  the  chastisement 
and  the  penalization  of  men  who  see  fit  to  take  advantage  of 
their  opportunities  and  pursue  what  they  desire  under  our 
form  of  government  is  to  my  mind  preposterous. 

Under  tl>e  aituaUon  as  it  exists  to-day,  with  higher  tabor, 
power  and  material  costs,  American  manufacturers  can  not 
c^p^  in  the  markets  of  the  world  against  carbide  which  is 
produced  in  Canada  and  conUnental  Europe.  European  nations 
do  undersell  American  manufacturers  in  the  export  markets, 
and  the  effect  is  that  no  carbide  made  in  the  United  States 
under  those  circumstances  can  be  successfuUy  and  remuner- 
atively exported.  If  we  reduce  the  tariff,  If  we  take  away  from 
the  manufacturers  now  so  engaged  the  protection  which  they 
have  enjoyed  since  19*22,  then  we  have  reduced  in  duty  that 
protection  to  the  point  where  we  invite  a  total  abandonmwit  of 

American  plants.  ^  ^  ^      »       _• 

I  understand  that  the  pay  roll  now  expended  to  Amert<»n 
tabor  in  the  production  and  distribution  of  carbide  is  approxi- 
mately $4,000,000  a  year.  It  is  the  desire  of  the  industry  to 
keep  this  pay  roll  In  the  United  States,  where  the  market  for 
the  final  product  of  the  United  States  carbide  industry  is  located. 
Unlike  most  manufacturing  operations,  the  operation  of  an  elec- 
tric furnace  in  which  carbide  is  made  either  runs  to  capacity  on 
the  product  which  it  makes  or  It  stops  entirely.  Any  diminu- 
tion of  tariff  duty  which  lessens  the  protection  to  the  eatMt 
where  foreign  competition  can  underseU  the  American  product 
in  the  American  market  will  not  mean  the  gradual  reduction 
in  production  t^  the  carbide  industry.  It  wUl  mean  the  total 
cessation  of  production  in  the  United  States  and  the  transfer 
of  the  Industry  to  those  countries  where  the  costs  are  much 
lower.  We  will  then  eliminate  the  smaller  manufacturer,  and 
the  larger  manufacturers  will  be  forced  to  abandon  their  pro- 
duction here.  ^  ^    ^        ,.  wi 

I  have  been  furnished  with  what  I  understand  to  be  rdtaWe 
computations  that  the  total  annual  production  in  the  United 
States  is  approximately  225,000  tons  valued  at  $20,000,000,  and 
that  the  manufacturers  of  this  product  are  in  the  situation  I 
have  indicated. 

Mr.  President,  due  to  lnt«Tuptions  I  have  taken  more  time 
than  I  anticipated  it  would  be  necessary  to  consume  In  the  dis- 
cussicHi  of  the  necessity  of  continuing  in  effect  the  rate  of  1  cent 
as  provided  in  the  present  taw  and  in  the  House  bill.  For  the 
reasons  whicJi  I  have  indicated  and  because  I  feel  that  it  is 
necessary  to  the  empl<^ment  of  American  labor  and  ccmsequently 
the  protection  of  consuming  markets  for  this  country,  relatively 
and  actually,  I  trust  that  the  Senate  will  acc^t  the  change  jffo- 
posed  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  as  I  have  already  said, 
this  is  one  of  the  situations  where  whatever  we  do  is  wrong. 
The  Senator  from  West  Virginta  [Mr.  Oorr]  is  demanding  this 
rate  tor  the  protection  of  labor,  and  yet  the  very  last  figures  he 
quoted  show  tliat  lalwr  in  this  industry  will  get  $4,000,000,  and 
that  the  entire  value  of  the  product  is  $20,000,000.  How  much 
of  that  $20,000,000  is  profit  is  not  disclosed  and  whether  the  rate 
wUl  in  fact  protect  tabor  or  wiU  protect  profits  can  not  be 
decided  on  the  record  as  it  stands  before  us  at  this  time. 

1  wish  to  refer  to  the  constitutional  question  raised  by  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia.  He  said  the  Constitution  declares 
for  liberty  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness.  Is  that  the  liberty  of 
capitiil  to  rule  the  country  as  autocrats?  Is  that  the  sort  of 
liberty  it  means?  Or  is  this  liberty  the  lit)erty  of  men  and  is 
this  pursuit  of  happiness  to  be  the  pursuit  at  people? 

I  fail  to  understand  that  interpretation  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States.  I  think  the  revolution  has  already  occurred 
In  this  country.  I  think  that  liberty  and  the  pursuit  of  happi- 
ness <rf  people  has  been  taken  away  in  a  large  degree  by  this 
autocratic  organization  of  capital  which  comes  in  here  under 
the  pretense,  and  a  false  iwetense  as  It  were,  of  protecting  labor, 
when  in  fact  it  is  protecting  profits.  There  is  not  a  schedule  in 
the  tariff  bill  from  start  to  fliiish  but  what  ought  to  be  deter- 
mined in  view  of  the  profits  at  ttie  capital  that  Is  invested  in 


tbe  enteritises,  and  yet  tbose  tilings  are  neglected,  unless  ws 
find  them  in  the  reports  of  the  income  taxes  which  the  chairman 
of  the  Finance  Committee  assures  us  we  will  receive  to-day. 

Mr.  KING  and  Mr.  COPELAND  addressed  tt»e  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield;  and  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr  KING.  I  was  somewhat  surprised  at  the  sUteutent  made 
by  my  friend  from  West  Virginta  {Mr.  Ckwrl,  who  is  au  able 
tawyer,  that  the  words  in  the  preamble  of  the  OonsUtution  were 
grants  of  both  personal  and  property  rights  and  guaranties  of 
personal  and  pn>perti-  rights.  »..  ..  w 

The  words  of  the  preamble  of  the  Constitution  to  which  h« 
referred,  as  I  understood  him,  were  those  which  sUte  that  the 
OonsUtution  was  ordained  and  esUblished  to  promote  the  gen- 
eral welfare  and  secure  the  blessings  of  liberty.  These  words 
are  not  grants  of  power  and  are  not  fundamental  or  substan- 

tive  law.  ^      ^    ^ 

The  fundamental  principles  of  the  Constitution  are  found  not 
in  the  preamble  but  in  the  Constitution  itself.  There  llmlta- 
Uons  are  prescribed  and  the  authority  which  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment may  exercise  ta  defined.  We  rely  upon  the  Constitu- 
tion and  the  amendments  thereto  for  certain  guaranties  to  life 
and  prop«^,  for  restraints  upon  Federal  acUon,  and  to  inhibit 
SUtes  from  specified  acUvities.  I  repeat,  there  is  nothing  in 
the  preamble  to  restrain  Congress  or  to  confer  upon  it  author- 
ity to  legislate  or  to  prohibit  the  States  from  exercising  th« 
rights  whicli  they  enjoy.  ,.».•.•- 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    The  Senator's  observation,  I  think,  is 

very  appropriate.     _ 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wlsowisin? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    I  yield.  ^        .     ^         ♦ 

Mr  LA  FOLLETTB.  I  would  like  to  have  the  attention  of 
the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot].  I  understood  the 
Senator  to  say  a  few  moments  ago  that  the  bound  copies  of  the 
income-tax  reports  were  to  be  deUvered  to  the  offices  of  Sen- 
ators. I  find  upon  inquiry  at  my  office  that  such  delivery  has 
not  been  made.  I  ask  the  Senator  if  there  ib  any  reason  why  I 
can  not  get  a  copy  of  it  from  the  Finance  Committee  for 
immeiiiate  use  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     None  whatever. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  If  I  send  over  there  now,  will  the  sen- 
ator authorise  hta  clerk  to  make  a  copy  available? 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  he  telephone  to 
his  oflke  and  have  hta  clerk  bring  hta  copy  over  here  just  as 
soon  as  it  ta  delivered. 

Mr  LA  FOLLETTE.  But  It  has  not  been  delivered.  The 
Senator  said  it  is  In  hta  ofllce  and  I  do  not  see  why  we  can  not 
get  it  here  on  the  floor.  i.  #  _». 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  had  125  copies  deUvered  to  my  offlcv'  before 
12  o'clock  when  I  made  the  announcement,  and  my  clerks  are 
now  delivering  those  copies  to  the  individual  offices  of  Senators. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Has  the  Senator  a  copy  of  it  here? 

Mr  SMOOT.    It  was  brought  to  me  just  now. 

Mr  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  ta  what  I  would  like  to  have 
done.'  The  Senator  can  not  use  125  copies.  I  would  Uke  to 
have  my  copy  here.  Instead  of  having  It  wandering  around  the 
corridors  of  the  Senate  Office  Building,  I  would  Uke  to  have  It 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  for  use.  ,       .^*  ♦     w-.^ 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon;  I  ought  to  have 
told  my  clerks  to  bring  certain  copies  of  It  here  to  Uie  floor  of 
the  S«»ate,  but  I  did  not  designate  any  Senator  In  particu- 

*Mr  LA  FOLLBTTB.  The  Senator  has  Just  told  the  head  of 
the  pages  that  a  Senator  could  not  get  a  copy  by  sending  to 
the  Senator's  office  and  that  he  would  have  to  sign  a  receipt  for 
It  I  am  willing  to  sign  anything  if  I  can  get  the  document  for 
use  on  the  floor.    I  do  not  want  to  use  it  in  my  office  at  thta 

™Mr*"sMOOT.  I  do  not  care  what  the  Senator  does  with  It; 
after' it  ta  delivered  to  him  my  responsibility  ceases.  He  c*n  do 
just  what  he  pleases  with  it  then.  But  I  am  responsible  for 
the  125  copies  and  I  am  going  to  be  !»»  «  P<f'«^7,^f,%^»,^; 
say  I  delivered  a  copy  to  each  and  every  Senator  and  that  I  have 
r fecelS  for^each  copy.  I  shall  have  the  batance  of  the  coplw 
^vXb^  for  the  use  of  the  Senate,  but  when  they  are  t^  be 
dtatributed  they  shall  be  distributed  by  order  of  the  Senate  I 
want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  they  can  not  »>«  ^eUver^  all  at 
once  but  I  shall  telephone  to  my  ofllce  now  and  get  one  of  iny 
dSs  on  the  telephone  and  tell  him  to  deUver  a  copy  to  ths 

®  Mr^^'SSi'B^^B  I  «PP««tate  that  action  on  the  p«J 
of'tJe  ^na^r  b^I  would  ^  get  the  Senator's  pol^t^ 
Tiew  concerning  copies  of  the  document    He  said  he  ta  tabor- 
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!«,,  nndpr  ft  crett  rtBOOMlMTlty  eonoernlnff  tbem-  Is  It  ti « 
*^a?;?r«ttlSS  thTSTlnfonnatian  <«otod«5l  In  the  doc.- 

ment  In  not  to  be  used  on  the  floor  <>' ^^  ^^  SL-«l  1  thli  * 
Mr  SMOOT.  Bach  Senator  can  do  as  he  pieaaea.  1  ttui* 
co5«  oftSedocWnt  will  be  used,  but  the  law  «ay»  they  du," 
S^  f?r  the  inior^Uon  of  the  Senate.  The  <^"»;««e  has  i  o 
J^wer  whatever  unless  it  la  authorized  by  the  Senate  to  do  Just 

''Mr'll'JI'L^^T'f^i  would  Uke  to  get  the  Senatoi^  pol  Jt 
(rf  vlewWwning  it.  because  if  a  Senator  has  not  any  right  to 
maie^sT^f The  info^tion  publicly,  then,  in  my  eaUmatlon.  It 

'*  Mr  ^^SmSVt  The  Senator  can  use  hlfl  own  Judgment  in  t  le 
matter  I  think  it  is  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  under  the  r«o^ 
Ttl^'and  Senators  can  use  their  own  J^l^nent  f a  to  whetfc « 
It  Is  to  be  u-sed  poMldy  or  not.  In  my  opinion  It  wlU  be  m^ 
^  whe^Ter  a  Vase  comes  up  In  which  it  Is  particularly  ap|  li- 
^e  rSmll  endeavor  to  see  right  now  that  there  is  a  co  ?y 
delivered  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.    I  thank  the  Senator  very  much. 

Mr   SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from  lo^a 
yield  to  the  Senator  trom  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  yield.  ..      <  i_ 

Mr  SIMMONS.  I  think  this  is  a  very  Important  matter  i  be 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  been  discussing  with  the  Sena  or 
ftSm  Utah.  The  law.  as  I  umlerstand  it,  provides  for  secrecy 
JT  he  returns,  but  it  'also  provides  that  the  Finance  Commi.ee 
of  the  Senate  or  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  Hojuse 
may  ask  for  and  be  entitled  to  receive  these  returna  It  pro- 
vides also  that  they  may  furnish  these  retunis  to  ,tl»e  Senate  or 
to  the  House  when  duly  authorized.  Of  coti"^.  "  ^♦htTtn  ^ 
are  furnished  to  the  Senate  the  Senate  could  order  them  to  be 
prhiteil  if  it  so  desired.  So  in  the  meeting  of  the  committ«  it 
was  determined  that  the  reports  should  be  <^*"^J^'' f°?  *^  ^^J 
we  were  notified  that  a  number  of  them,  some  ^^J^^^^l 
the  committee  decided  to  have  125  copies  printed  and  to  fura  ish 
each  Senator  with  a  copy.  The  balance  of  the  qw>ta  of  12?  is 
to  be  retained  bv  the  ct^nnmittee  to  be  deUvered  to  Senators  ui  on 
M-ritten  application  only.  Of  course,  when  a  Senator  receisr^ 
that  he  has  a  right  to  use  It  In  such  way  as  he  may  see  fit  in 
coimection  with  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  LA  FOU.ETTE.     Mr.  President „       ,      ,^     ,      . 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Ic  wa 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconson? 
Mr.  BROOKILART.     I  yield. 

Mr  LA  FOLI^TTE.  I  should  like  to  address  a  questloi  to 
the  senior  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons].  Iocs 
the  Senator  feel  that  any  Senator  in  using  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  InformaUon  obtained  from  this  document  would  be  tn  ma- 
gressiug  in  any  way  the  spirit  or  the  letter  of  the  law? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    Absolutely  not  ^      .^    ^ 

Mr  LA  FOLLETTB.  Then.  Mr.  President.  I  am  at  a  low  i  to 
understand  why  there  should  be  any  fueling  about  it.  If  the 
document  is  going  to  be  made  public,  I  am  at  a  loas  to  un.  ler- 
stund  why  it  should  be  hedged  about  with  so  much  secrecy  hnd 
^red  tape  If  It  U  going  to  be  printed  in  the  newspapers!  to- 
morrow, then  I  do  not  see  why  the  document  should  not  be  made 
available  jnst  as  any  other  public  document  would  be  made 
available. 

Mr  SIMMONS,  Mr.  President,  the  adjustment  of  the  ma  ter 
in  committee  was,  I  think,  in  the  nature  of  a  compron  Ise. 
The  committee,  however,  I  think,  recognizes  the  fact  that  a 
Senator  receiving  the  document  would  have  a  right  to  use  I :  In 
connection  with  the  consideration  of  the  pending  tariff  bill  in 
inch  way  as  he  might  see  fit ;  but  the  committee  <Udnot  lau- 
thorize  the  pubUeatlon  of  the  document  through  a  newsp^r. 
though  the  committee  realized  that  the  newspapers  woult    be 

ceriain  to  get  it  ^    ^      . 

Mr  SMOOT  Mr.  Prwidwit,  If  any  Senator  wants  to  gi'  e  a 
cony  of  the  document  to  the  newspapers,  I  have  not  any  d<  ubt 
that  he  may  do  so,  but  that  Is  the  Senator's  own  responsibi  Ity 
The  law  however,  authorizes  the  InfMination  to  be  given  by  tin 
S«:Cietary  of  tbe  Treasury  only  to  the  Ways  and  Means  (  om- 
mlttee  of  the  House,  to  the  Finance  Committee  of  tbe  Sena{e^ 
1  will  read  the  law,  so  that  there  will  not  be  any  question  a 

about  it  .  .    w    _.        * 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    The  Information  waa  to  be  given  for 
connection  with  the  consideration  of  thetarlflf,  and  we  vere 
atickllnc  when  we  held  to  the  strict  construction  of  the  la*  . 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wish  again  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  he  nay 
do  as  he  pleases,  but  all  the  committee  has  done  is  to  go  a« 

as  the  law  would  allow  It  to  go,  and  every  Senator 

Mr  BBOOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  am  anxious  to  condpde ; 
•0  I  shaa  not  yield  foitber  for  this  discussion. 


all 


In 


Mr.  SMOOT.    I  trust  the  Senator  wIU  excuse  me  ftor  taking 

any  of  his  time. 

Mr   GOFF.    Mr.  President ^ 

Thi  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa 

yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Sr  ^SJS.^^V'^Pn.sUS'l  shaU  take  only  a  moment,  but 
let  me  say  that  as  I  understood  my  distinguished  friend,  the 
SiS^^m  Utah  [Mr.  King],  in  his  reply  to  the  a^lication 
nSad? about  the  phrase  "life.  Uberty.  and  t*^^^^"^^  <>f  hap- 
piness," and  my  esteemed  friend  from  Iowa  agre^  with  h^. 
Satit  was  not  the  preamble  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
sSt^  oT  the  Declaration  of  Independence  that  should  control  m 
a  maVter  of  this  kind,  and  he  did  not  think  my  remarks  had  any 
bearing  on  the  subject  under  consideration. 

I  invite  tile  attention  of  my  two  distinguished  friends  to  ti»e 
ftfth  amendment  to  the  Constitiitlon,  which  provides : 

Nor  shall  any  person  be  deprived  of  lite,  liberty,  or  property,  without 
doe  process  of  law. 

I  was  referring  to  the  expression.  « life,  liberty,  and  property, •; 
all  of  which  are  involved  ultimately  in  the  phrase.  "  the  pursuit 
of  happiness."  all  of  which  is  a  part  of  the  substantive  and 
Uie  fundamental  Uw  of  tills  Nation.  The  difTerence  betwt^n 
my  distinguished  friend  from  Utah  an<l  myself  is  that  he  con- 
fines himself  to  tiie  preamble  to  tiie  Constitution,  while  I  find  It 
not  only  neces.sary  but  inoperative  to  go  down  Into  the  bill  of 
rizhts  of  the  United  States  Constitution,  which  every  Senator 
uw)n  this  floor  knows  was  the  embodiment  of  Uie  substance  of 
the  original  bUl  of  rights  by  George  Mason,  of  Virginia,  and 
which  was  written  into  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
That  is  exactly  the  reference  I  Intended  to  make,  and  whli^  1 
did  make.  And  I  repeat  that  we  can  not  say  to  a  citizen.  "  You 
can  not  invest  your  money  in  any  Uiwful  particular  if  you  make 
a  greater  income  tiian  we  think  you  are  entitled  to  receive.  If 
an  investment  does  not  violate  the  moral  or  the  common  law.  all 
of  which  is  within  the  letter  and  the  spirit  of  tiie  Constitution— 
it  is  protected  and  guarded  by  the  Constitution.  If  Senators  are 
to  contend  that  we  may  enact  a  law  to-day  In  the  United  States 
Congress  which  will  limit  the  contractual  rights  and  the  con- 
tractual liabilities  of  people  within  such  meaning  of  the  Consti- 
tution, then  I  again  say  It  will  take  a  revolution  to  eliminate 
democracy  from  the  Constitution  and  substitute  autocracy 
therefor  in  this  great  document. 

Mr.    KING.      Mr.    President,    will    the    Senator   from    West 

Virginia  yield  to  me?  ^         t  %. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  The  Senator  from  Iowa  has 
the  floor.    Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr  BROOKHART.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to  reply 
to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Gorrl,  I  will  yield  the 

floor  in  a  moment.  ,.,  .    .        ^ 

The  fiftli  amendment  to  the  Constitution,  which  has  been 
quoted  by  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia,  instead  of  declaring 
life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness  for  capital  and  for 
property,  authorizes  the  condemnation  of  property.  It  is  there- 
fore exactly  to  the  opi)OKite  purpose  for  which  the  Senator  has 
Just  made  his  argument,  and  it  gives  the  Government  the  full 
power  to  condemn  and  take  any  property.  The  only  U  mi  tat  ion 
Imposed  Is  that  for  the  property  taken  there  must  be  compensa- 
tion.    That  is  the  purpose  of  that  provision,  and  its  only  pun>ose. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question? 

Mr.  KINO.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebra.ska 

for  a  question.  ... 

Mr  NORRIS.  I  merely  desire  to  a.sk  a  question  for  informa- 
tion. I  have  not  heard  all  of  the  discussion,  bnt  In  view  of 
what  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  has  said  during  the 
course  of  his  Interruption,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  if  the  question  involved  is  whether  we  have  no  constitu- 
tional right  to  lower  tariff  rates  on  the  theory  that  such  action 
might  destroy  a  man's  property?  Is  that  the  contention  that  is 
being  made  In  opposition  to  the  amendment? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  That  is  not  the  specific  proportion,  but 
that  is  a  fair  Inference  to  draw. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  never  advanced  such  a  proposition,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  Is  a  fair  inference  from  anything  that  I  said, 
thought,  insinuated,  or  did. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  Senator  might  not  have  Intended 
that  Inference,  but  nevertheless  it  seems  quite  a  fair  one  to 
make. 

Mr.  President,  the  Constitution  says,  "  We.  the  people  of  the 
United  States."    The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  has  brought 


UP  the  question  of  revolution  and  says.  "  We.  the  capital  or  the 
property  of  the  United  States."  and  he  reasons  it  all  out  from 
that  standpoint.  I  have  not  acceded  to  any  such  revolution.  I 
want  to  stand  by  the  people  under  the  Constitution  itaelf  as 
it  was  originally  framed. 

In  regard  to  the  question  of  profits  as  they  relate  to  the 
tariff,  industries  come  to  the  Congress  and  ask  for  protective 
rates  so  that  they  may  build  up  their  business  and  may  earn 
profits.  Yet  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  would  have  us 
believe  that  they  can  take  those  profits,  derived  under  authority 
of  Congress,  and  that  Congress  has  no  power  to  limit  or  regu- 
late or  control  them  In  any  way,  and  that  it  would  be  unconsti- 
tutional to  do  so.  The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  has  entirely 
forgotten  the  taxing  power  conferred  by  the  Constitution.  We 
have  already  taxed  profits  up  to  85  per  cent,  and  that  action  was 
constitutional.  Under  the  taxing  power  we  can  regulate  the 
profits  of  a  protected  industry,  but  we  have  neglected  that  phase 
of  the  matter. 

The  Inequalities  that  have  grown  up  under  the  protective 
system  are  almost  beyond  belief.  New  circumstances  which 
have  created  other  inequalities  have  arisen  since  the  days  of 
Hamilton.  Railroad  rates,  to  which  I  made  reference  during 
the  course  of  the  Senator's  discussion,  have  been  so  arranged 
that  at  some  points  In  the  United  States  one  rate  is  an  adequate 
protection  while  at  another  point  it  is  inadequate.  We  have 
neglected  all  such  inequalities,  and  we  are  going  ahead  in  this 
tariff  bill  uix)n  the  theory  that  we  will  protect  the  least  of  the 
industries;  we  will  protect  what  are  called  the  little  but  effi- 
cient industries,  even  though  we  give  extortionate  profits  to  the 
big  industries,  and  we  make  no  provision  for  correcting  that 
inequality  among  the  Industries  themselves.  I  say,  Mr.  Presl- 
d«it.  that  if  the  tariff  system  is  to  continue,  if  It  Is  not  to  de- 
stroy Itself  by  Its  own  injustices,  the  time  Is  at  hand  when  we 
must  consider  the  regulation  of  the  profits  of  the  Industries  we 
set  up  by  law  under  the  protection  given  by  act  of  the  Congress 
Itself. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a  committee  amendment ; 
it  reduces  the  tariff  duty  on  carbide  from  1  cent  a  pound  to  one- 
half  cent  a  pound.  The  committee  now  asks  the  Senate  to  dis- 
regard the  amendment,  and  to  vote  it  down.  So  we  are  in  a 
parliamentary  situation  where  those  who  believe  the  tariff  on 
oirbide  should  be  reduced  must  vote  to  adopt  the  committee 
amendment  notwithstanding  the  committee  is  going  to  vote  the 
other  way.  Therefore  I  am  taking  the  fioor  in  support  of  the 
amendment  of  the  committee,  which  reduces  the  tariff  rate  on 
calcium  carbide  from  1  cent  a  pound  to  a  half  a  cent  a  poimd. 

Mr.  President,  the  main  point  Involved  In  this  question  as  I 
look  at  It— not  the  only  point  perhaps,  but  the  main  point  in- 
volved—is the  interest  of  the  Power  Trust  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  COUZHNS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
at  that  point? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  wish  to  make  a  statement  for  which  I 
ask  the  Indulgence  of  the  Senator.  I  have  l<K)ked  into  the  ques- 
tion as  It  affects  the  Union  Carbide  Co.  plant  at  Sault  Ste. 
Marie  and  find  that  the  company  produces  its  owa  power  and 
does  not  buy  It    I  wanted  to  get  that  statement  in  the  Rbxxwd. 

Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GOFF.  There  is  a  plant  of  the  same  company  In  West 
Virginia.  At  that  irfant  the  company  produces  its  own  power; 
It  is  in  no  way  a  purchaser  of  power  from  the  trust,  and  has 
no  connection,  so  far  as  the  production  of  this  commodity  is 
concerned  with  the  Power  Trust. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.  So  far  as  the  Union  Carbide  4 
Carbon  Corporation  is  concerned,  with  its  subsidiary  plant  at 
Sault  Ste.  Marie,  it  maintains  a  separate  power  corporation, 
namely,  the  Michigan  Northern  Power  Co..  which  it  acquired 
in  1913.  I  have  not  the  figures,  but  I  suggest  that  it  may  very 
well  be  that  the  Michigan  Northern  Power  Co.  is  charging  the 
Union  Carbide  Co.  the  going  rate  for  power;  in  other  words, 
the  parent  company  owns  both  subsidiaries,  and  it  is  a  ques- 
tion of  a  bookkeeping  operation  whether  it  is  charging  itself 
the  going  rate  for  power  or  whether  it  is  charging  what  it  costs 
to  generate  the  power. 


Mr.  ODDIB.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  If  any  other  Senators  who 
have  carbide  factories  in  their  States  want  to  interrupt  me  at 
this  time.  I  will  yield  to  them  all  now  and  then  discuss  their 
suggestions  all  at  once. 

The  PRBSIDEN"!  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  In  connection  with  the  qu^tion  which  has 
been  discussed  relating  to  the  Union  Carbide  Co.,  I  think  I  can 
throw  some  light  on  the  Interest  Nevada  has  In  the  Union  Car- 
bide Co.  by  referring  to  the  great  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  enter- 
prise. Just  now  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  discussing 
with  the  representatives  of  the  three  lower  basin  States  the 
question  of  the  allocation  <rf  power  from  that  dam.  Nevada 
wants  Its  share  of  that  power,  because  with  that  power  Nevada 
can  have  certain  industries  with  pay  rolls  within  the  State 
which  it  has  not  now ;  and  on  behalf  of  Nevada  I  have  asked 
that  company  to  consider  this  matter  carefully,  and  to  take  some 
of  this  power,  with  the  Idea  of  starting  an  Industry  In  the 
State  at  the  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  for  the  manufacture  of  car- 
bide. Our  State  needs  that  Industry ;  and  we  hope  these  people 
will  come  In  and  establish  it  there. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  And  therefore  the  Senator  wants  a  pretty 
go<xl-sized  tariff  on  carbide,  so  that  they  will  do  it 

Mr.  ODDIB.  I  want  a  tariff  on  it,  Mr.  President,  so  that 
that  company  can  <^)erate  and  manufacture  carbide  In  the 
United  States.    If  the  tariff  is  taken  off,  they  will  not  do  that 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Exactly.  If  the  tariff  Is  taken  off,  they  at 
once  become  paupers;  but  up  here  on  the  chart  we  have  the 
record  which  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Foix«ttb1 
read  yesterday,  I  think ;  and  the  Union  Carbide  Co.,  of  course, 
Is  in  a  very  peculiar  condition  financially.  It  must  have  some 
opportunity  to  put  Its  hand  into  the  United  States  Treasury  and 
get  a  tariff. 

Probably  evwy  other  State  In  the  Union  is  making  the  same 
kind  of  a  bid  that  Nevada  is  making ;  and  that  Is  a  good  way 
to  get  votes  In  Congress.  It  works  like  a  charm.  Say  to  this 
pauper  corporatlcm.  "Come  Into  my  State;  manufacture  car- 
bide." and  while  the  negotiations  are  going  on,  the  mattear 
contes  up  In  Congress,  and  we  say.  "Let  us  give  them  a  big 
tariff  In  order  that  they  may  do  this.  Let  us  protect  the  Power 
Trust  in  the  United  States  in  order  that  It  may  continue  in  its 
nefariotis,  disgraceful,  unpatriotic  methods  that  have  been  dis- 
closed by  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  in  the  propaganda 
that  It  has  been  carrying  on  all  over  the  United  States.  I*t  us 
now  indirectiy  protect  the  Power  Trust  by  levying  on  the  manu- 
facturers in  the  United  States  a  tariff  high  enouf^  so  that  they 
can  cmitinue  to  charge  the  exorbitant  rates  for  power  that  they 
are  charging  the  manufacturers  of  the  United  States." 

That  is  what  this  proposition  means;  and  the  fact  that  they 
have  a  factory  in  West  Virginia  and  are  making  their  own 
power,  and  have  one  in  Michigan  and  are  making  their  own 
power,  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  fundamental  propo- 
sition involved  here.  It  may  be  that  in  West  Virginia  they  have 
a  subsidiary  corporation,  like  they  have  in  Michigan,  or  they 
may  not  have.  '  I  do  not  care  which  is  the  case.  In  any  event, 
whether  they  buy  power  of  themselves  or  buy  it  on  the  market, 
under  their  own  statement,  under  the  evidence  before  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee,  under  the  evidence  taken  several  years 
ago  when  we  had  another  tariff  bill  before  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee of  the  Senate,  under  their  own  statement  when  they  want 
a  tariff  they  are  telling  us  how  cheap  power  is  in  Canada,  and 
how  expensive  it  Is  over  here;  afid  when  we  are  legislating 
about  power  and  trying  to  protect  the  people  of  this  country 
against  the  cruel  exactions  of  the  Power  Trust  and  the  power 
rates,  practically  these  same  identical  people  come  hetitre  us 
and  say.  "  Why.  all  this  talk  about  cheap  power  in  Canada  is 
buncombe.  We  have  cheaper  power  over  here — cheaper  than 
they  have  anywhere  else  in  the  worid — because  we  have  the 
wonderful  private  initiative,"  they  say.  "and  over  In  Canada 
they  have  Government  ownership  and  operation,  which  always 
blasts  everything,  and  makes  it  expensive  and  corruiJt  and  in- 
eflicient  Over  here  we  have  private  ownership,  private  efll- 
ciency,  private  initiative,  and  therefore  cheaper  power." 

When  are  these  people  telling  a  fal.sehood  and  when  are  they 
telling  the  truth?  If  they  tell  us  the  truth  when  we  are  trying 
to  legislate  on  Boulder  Dam  or  Muscle  Shoals,  then  they  are 
telling  us  a  falsehood  now.  They  can  take  their  dioice.  Prac- 
tically the  same  outfit  takes  one  side  of  the  proposition  on  one 
occasion  and  the  other  side  on  the  other.  This  is  a  question  of 
power  in  the  main;  and  now  they  come  l)efore  the  American 
Congress  and  back  up  upon  the  old  claim,  "  We  want  to  save 
American  labor.    We  want  to  protect  the  American  workman. 
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We  do  not  care  for  anything  but  the  poor  man  who  tolls.    <  Hre 
us  a  high  tariff  on  carbide  In  order  that  we  may  pay  1  dgh 

Amprican  wages."  _.  ^»_  ,  * I«^ 

They  do  not  say  a  word  about  power,  the  principal  ingr^  lent 


are 


of  expense;  but  when  they  get  before  the  committee,  and 
crowded  to  It  then  they  say,  "Why.  we  must  hare  thte  tiriil 
on  carbide,  on  crushed  rock,  on  stone,  and  on  other  mat»^ala 
that  It  takes  power  to  prepare  or  to  maufacture;  and 
reason  we  must  have  It  la  because  across  the  border  Une 
In  Canada  they  have  a  Government-owned  system  of  prodw  a<m 
and  distribution  and  sale  of  electric  power,  and  It  gets  iiat 
power  to  the  people  at  80  per  cent  of  what  the  American  prl  rate 
owner  gets  It  to  the  people  for,  taking  his  power  from  the  i  ame 
river,  from  the  same  Niagara  Falls."  ^    «  , , 

That  Is  their  statement,  not  mine,  before  the  Finance  <Jon^ 
mittee  when  they  want  a  tariff  on  something  that  has  a 

deal  of  power  in  It  . .         ^  ^       ...    ,* 

Let  me  read— I  read  It  before— some  erldence  before  the  ^  ays 
and  Means  Committee  when  they  had  this  Identical  WIl  b«  fore 

There  appeared  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Commltte*  the 
National  Sand  and  Gravel  Association.  They  were  asklnj  for 
a  tariff  on  sand  and  gravel  and  crushed  rock.  The  asaodi  tion 
Is  a  larse  one.  It  covers  the  United  SUtes;  and  here  U  ^»'"* 
these  people  say  In  their  written  brief  before  the  Ways 
Means  Committee,    This  is  not  aadent    It  Is  In  connection 


^hat 
and 
with 


this  very  bill,  the  hearings  on  the  Identical  bill  now  befort  i  the 
Senate.  They  give  several  reasons,  and  the  first  reason  they 
give  why  they  must  have  a  tariff  is  aa  follows.    I  am  reeding 


DOW  from  their  own  written  brief,  a  pohllc  document 
with  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  I  read  from  page 
of  Volume  XV  of  the  hearings : 

Power:  TW  pow*r  ned  la  land  pita  by  the  Ontario  iBanof»«jureri 
is  supplied  by  a  publicly  owned  hydroelectric  power  eommlaiion,  Inowa 
aa  the  Ontario  Hydroeleetrle  Power  Commiaakm.  Thia  power  to  i»*nn- 
(arturcd  from  natural  water  power  re«>urc«a,  and  la  auppUe<l  t>  the 
public  approximately  at  coat.  The  power  n«;caaary  to  the  opeiatloa 
of  the  American  ptenta  la  obtained  from  private  corporatlona  opei  ating 
at  a  proat,  which  moat  produce  their  power  from  coal  and  other  hlgh- 
pvlced  foeU.  Tha  coaaequence  la  that  the  cost  of  power  to  the  Oi  Urio 
Banateetarer  la  approximately  80  per  cent  of  the  coat  of  power  1^  the 
Aaiezican  mannfactorer. 


WUI 


Mr.  BLACK  rose. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Just  a  moment  Mr.  Prealdent,  and  I 

As  to  the  statement  In  regard  to  the  power  od  the  Am^can 
ride  all  being  produced  from  coal,  the  fact  is  that  the  re  is 
practically  as  much  power  produced  on  the  American  side  <<  the 
line  from  Niagara  as  there  is  on  the  other  side,  coming  froi  n  the 
same  river,  from  the  water  tumbling  over  the  same  preepice; 
and  It  Is  not  true,  either,  that  all  the  power  on  the  Ontari<   -'""^ 
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Is  derived  from  Niagara  Falls.  They  have,  I  think,  13  sc  nrces 
of  power  In  Ontario  at  different  places ;  but  In  the  Bute  ol  New 
York.  Just  across  the  line  from  Osnada,  and  in  the  State  of 
Michigan,  Just  across  the  line  from  Canada,  are  practically 
the  only  places  where  calcium  carbide,  or  in  this  case  sani  l  and 
graveU  can  come  in  competition  with  the  American  product 
because  freight  alone  Is  a  protection  to  all  Interior  points  - 
calchuB  carMde  as  well  as  upon  gravel  and  upon  crushed 

Mr.  BLACK.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  now 

TTie  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Nefa^raska 
TMd  to  tlw  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield  to'  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BLACK.    I  want  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  aifother 
statement  In  reference  to  the  difference  In  the  coat  of 
Ib  Osnada  and  in  the  United  States^ 

In  looking  op  the  report  of  the  Connnwrce  Department  on 
graphite,  I  discover  that  one  of  the  reasons  given  by  the  Coan- 
meive  Department  why  Alabama  can  not  compete  with  C  inada 
in  graphite  is  on  account  of  the  fact  that  power  is  dieai  »er  in 
Canada  than  it  Is  In  Alabama.  I  desire  to  call  the  Sen  ator's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  most  ot  the  graphite  ftmnd  in  Ah  bama 
Is  in  a  county  whidi  adjoins  Tallapoosa  Comity,  In  which  '*" 
is  one  of  the  biggest  power  dams  in  the  Sooth. 

Mr.  NORRia    Yes;  I  have  sera  that  power  dam.    I 
tte  Smator  for  his  InterruptioB.    Ttiat  ia  the  same  story 
where.  Mr.  President ;  and  the  argUBKOt  being  uaed  now 
pretect  labor. 

Another  amendment  is  coning  up  here  later  whidi  to  no  :  only 
vrged  in  the  interest  of  labor  bat  It  wfB  fee  foond  that  tb<  * — * 


LegHm  paaaed  a  reaotution  advocating  It  In  order  to  protect 
labor,  llwse  big  interests,  these  monopolies,  these  trusts,  ^len 
flker  want  at  to  p«U  tlieir  diestnots  ont  of  the  lire,  alwa;  «  ask 
«i  to  do  It  In  tha  name  of  labor  or  In  tha  name  of  the  1  inner 
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or  In  the  name  of  the  soldier  or  some  other  respectable  organi- 
lation  or  society  of  peojrfe. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President .      .^      ^  k      w 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator.  ^^  ^  ,, 

Mr  COPELAND.     Does  the  Senator  question  that  If  we  were 
to  wipe  out  this  protection  American  labor  would  suffer  in 
consequence? 
Mr.  NORRIS.    This  particular  one? 
Mr.  COPELAND.    This  particular  one. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  would  not.  In  my  Judgment.  I  will  say  to 
the  Senator  that  I  think  we  could  put  It  on  the  free  Ust  with 
perfect  safety.  This  amendment  of  course,  does  not  do  that 
It  leaves  a  tariff  on  It. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator,  taking  these  power  magnates 
word  at  100  per  cent  that  we  ought  to  put  calcium  carbide  on 
the  free  Ust  because  from  the  beginning  of  the  water-power 
hivestlgation  down  to  now  they  have  been  claiming  and  arpulng 
that  we  had  dieaper  power  on  this  side  of  the  Canadian  line 
than  they  have  on  the  other  side.  The  Power  Trust  has  sent 
men  over  there  to  investigate,  to  write  books,  to  write  magazine 
aitldes ;  and  under  the  auspices  of  the  Power  Trust  they  have 
gone  Into  Canada  and  written  books,  and  bring  out  the  result 
according  to  their  theory,  that  power  Is  cbeaper  in  the  United 
SUtes  than  on  the  Canadian  side  of  the  line.  This  man  Murray 
wrote  a  book.  He  was  sent  over  there  by  the  Power  Trust 
by  the  National  Electric  Light  Association,  to  write  this  b«K>k. 
We  did  not  know  at  that  time  that  he  had  been  sent  over  there 
by  the  Power  Trust  that  it  vras  paid  for  by  the  Power  Trust 
and  we  never  did  know  it  until  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
investigated  and  brought  out  from  the  records  of  these  power 
concerns  the  fact  that  they  had  not  only  hired  dosens  of  other 
men  but  they  had  hired  and  paid  Murray  for  his  article:  and 
so  it  developed  that  they  had  paid  for  this  bo<A.  They  have 
paid  these  men  to  go  over  and  bring  back  these  reports  which 
say  that  povrer  is  dieaper  in  the  United  States  than  it  is  in 
Canada. 

If  that  be  true,  then  cartride  ought  to  be  on  the  free  list,  then 
there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  have  any  tariff  upon  carbide. 
So  if  they  are  not  lying  to  us  one  time,  they  are  not  entitled 
to  what  they  are  claiming  now,  and  asking  us  to  give. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  If  we  may  depend  upon  the  figures  giv^ 
by  Government  authority,  how  does  the  Senator  account  for  the 
fact  that  when  carbide  was  on  the  free  list  these  factOTies  de- 
veloped, I  suppose  largely  because  of  the  cheap  power  in  Can- 
ada— and  I  am  with  the  Senator  in  the  matter  of  the  Power 
Trust.    Where  we  wwe  getting  from  Canada  previous  to  1927, 

21,000,000  pounds  of  carbide 

Mr.  NORRIS.     When  was  that? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  That  was  In  1926;  in  1026  there  wei-e 
21,000,000  pounds,  in  1925  there  were  24,000,0(X),  in  1924  there 
were  14,000,000,  and  in  1923  there  were  14,O(J0.00O. 

It  was  discovered  by  the  operators  of  theee  carbide  plants 
that,  with  the  protection  afforded  In  the  1922  tariff  law,  they 
could  profitably  operate  In  the  United  States.  So  thi.s  com- 
pany, the  Union  Carbide  Co.,  which  owned  plants  In  Canada, 
found  they  could  come  to  the  United  States  and  operate. 
Therefore  In  1927  we  find  the  importations  reduced  to  four  and 
one-half  million  and  in  1928  to  two  and  one-half  million.  In 
other  words,  by  the  imposition  of  the  tariff  the  economic  condi- 
tion was  so  changed  that  the  Union  Carbide  Co.  came  to  the 
United  States  to  make  this  product 

Granting  everything  the  Senator  says  about  the  statements 
made  by  these  various  concerns,  the  fact  remains,  and  I  know 
the  Senator  thinks  that  I  am  sincere  in  the  belief,  that  in  all 
human  probability,  if  this  article  were  placed  upon  the  free  Ust, 
as  the  Senator  suggests  it  should  be,  the  Union  Carbide  Co. 
would  reopen  their  Canadian  irfants  and  American  labor  would 
suffer.    That  is  my  conviction. 

I  want  the  Senator  to  bear  in  mind,  too,  that  the  Union  Car- 
bide Co.  did  not  appear  before  the  committee,  and  nobody  ap- 
peared before  the  committee,  advocating  this  change.  I  can  not 
tor  the  life  of  me  see  why  any  amendment  was  put  In  the  blU 
on  tills  snbject  and  If  there  had  not  been  an  amendment  the 
Senator  would  not  be  on  his  feet  to-day  to  discuss  the  matter 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  would  not  be  on  my  feet  to-day  for  that  pur- 
pose, but  I  would  have  been  on  my  feet  when  it  was  proper  to 
offer  ln(Uvldual  amendments. 

If  the  Senator  will  do  me  the  honor  to  read  the  remarks  I 
made  snne  time  ago,  when  I  had  occasion  to  speak  on  this  mat- 
ter, he  wHl  see  that  I  stated  that  when  we  had  a  tariff  t>lE 
before  us  I  would  be  heard  from  (m  the  subject 


I  bad  hetore  related  bow,  when  we  had  the  McCumber  bill 
before  us,  I  was  with  the  Committee  od  Agriculture.  We  had 
the  Muscle  Shoals  hearings  going  on,  and  we  had  a  witness  on 
the  stand  who  had  said  to  that  committee  that  we  had  cheaper 
power  on  the  United  States  side  of  the  Canadian  line  than  the 
neople  on  the  other  side  had.  He  was  a  great  engineer,  a  man 
from  tlje  Senator's  city,  New  York  aty,  an  engineer  of  inter- 
national reputation,  a  fine  man.  I  have  no  doubt  he  was  sln- 
ceje  as  the  Senator  from  New  York  la  sincere,  in  the  belief  that 
he  was  telling  us  the  truth.  He  said  then.  In  an.«!wer  to  ques- 
tions asked  by  me,  that  there  was  not  any  question  but  that 
there  was  cheaper  power  on  the  New  York  side  than  there  was  on 
the  Canadian  side.  He  was  a  believer  In  private  initiative,  pri- 
vate ownership.  He  was  a  hlKh-class  enjjrinetr.  He  was  en- 
thusiastic on  that  subject  and  ho  did  not  believe  it  was  possible 
for  public  ownership  and  public  operation  of  electric-light  plants 
to  compete  with  privately  owned  plants,  where  the  blessed  pri- 
vate initiative  had  full  sway. 

That  engineer  was  earnest  In  his  position,  and  he  said  on 
the  witness  stand,  "  We  have  cheaper  power  here  than  they  have 
in  Cunada." 

About  that  time  the  bells  rang,  calling  Senators  to  report  to 
the  Senate  CTiambcr,  the  committee  adjourned,  and  the  members 
of  the  committee  came  over  to  tlie  Senate.  When  we  came  ou 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  we  found  that  carbide  was  under  consid- 
eration. We  were  considering  the  McCumber  tariff  bill,  and  a 
Senator  was  on  the  floor  defending  the  tariff  on  carbide.  Just  as 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Gorr)  and  others  are 
defending  the  tariff  ou  carbide  now.  Their  principal  argument 
was,  as  1  sat  down  here  and  listened  to  It,  that  "  We  have  such 
cheap  power  over  in  Ontario,  that  If  you  do  not  let  this  tariff 
stand  " — to  which  somelio<ly  had  objected — "  we  will  be  driven 
off  the  market,  our  factories  will  be  closed  down,  and  we  will 
not  be  able  to  make  carbide.  Our  principal  competitor  Is  Can- 
ada, and  they  have  such  cheap  power  over  there  that  we  can  not 
compete  with  them." 

That  was  less  than  half  an  hour  after  I  had  come  from  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture,  where  one  of  the  greatest  hydroelec- 
tric engineers  In  the  world  had  testified  before  that  committee 
that  we  had  rfieaper  power  over  hore  on  the  United  States 
side,  under  private  ownership,  than  they  had  over  In  Canada, 
under  Government  ownership. 

I  remember  that  very  distinctly.  This  very  item  was  being 
discu^ised,  and  I  remember  that  I  listened,  and  when  I  could  get 
the  fl«x)r,  I  told  the  Senate  that  I  had  ju.st  come  from  listeiiinp  to 
this  great  engineer,  and  that  he  had  said  that  the  reverse  was 
true.     I  said,"  Now,  what  Is  the  truth?  " 

I  think  I  know  now,  I  thought  I  knew  then,  what  the  truth 
was:  but  we  were  pa.ssing  legislation  which  would  affect  every 
man,  woman,  and  child  in  our  country,  and  we  were  basing  it 
upon  certain  things  which  Senators  believed  to  have  been  demon- 
strated. It  was  important  to  know,  it  was  necessary  to  know, 
before  we  could  pass  IntelllgMitly  on  that  Item,  whether  the 
people  had  cheaper  power  over  In  Canada  than  we  had  on  this 
side  of  the  line.  If  they  had  cheaper  power  over  here  than  the 
people  over  there  had.  then  there  was  no  excuse  for  any  tariff, 
and  that  is  what  these  gi^eat  men  have  told  us  all  along,  prac- 
tically the  same  men  who  are  asking  for  this  tariff. 

They  will  l>e  here  before  long  asking  for  Muscle  ShoaLs,  and 
they  wlU  tell  a  different  story.  They  will  say,  **  The  report  that 
they  have  cheaper  power  over  In  Canada  is  false.  There  Is  no 
truth  In  it  We  have  the  cheapest  pwwer  over  here.  We  do  not 
want  Ooveniment  operatii>n  of  Muscle  Shouls.  We  want  private 
initiative  to  operate  there.  We  want  individual  initiative  to 
take  charge  of  the  matter.  Therefore,  lease  It  to  us."  Lease  It 
to  the  Union  Carbide  Co.,  for  instance,  or  the  Cyanamld  Co.,  or 
some  other  private  coriwration. 

They  have  been  knocking  at  our  doors  for  10  years  to  get 
Mmvle  Shoals,  always  on  the  theory  that  we  have  the  greatest 
economy,  and  the  people  got  the  best  results  from  private  opera- 
tion and  private  development  and  private  distribution  of  rfec- 
tridty,  even  thougli  It  be  made  out  of  the  streams  that  God 
Iriaeed  on  the  earth  to  carry  the  power  down  from  the  mountain 
tops  to  the  valleys.  The  cry  was  always  the  same,  "Let  us 
handle  it.     Private  initiative  can  do  It  so  much  better." 

Now  they  are  seeking  to  have  higher  tariff  rates  adopted  In 
order  that  they  may  continue  their  bii^r  rates  upon  American 
manufactures.  In  wrder  tliat  they  may  gouge  the  people  still 
more.  They  are  coming  here  In  the  name  of  labor  and  asking 
us  to  commit  another  sin,  to  give  them  protection  so  that  they 
can  continue  In  the  unholy  work  they  have  been  carrying  on  in 
the  United  States  for,  lo,  these  many  years. 

It  is  the  same  old  story,  Senators;  it  is  the  same  old  object; 
it  Is  the  same  old  theory ;  it  is  the  same  old  outfit  that  is  now 
knocking  at  our  doors  for  a  tariff  that  will  be  knocking  agaia 


at  onr  doors  to  get  control  of  the  streams,  to  get  control  of 
Muscle  Shoals,  to  get  control  of  the  coal  In  the  bowela  of  the 
earth. 

All  of  these  thln^  they  will  be  asking  for,  and  they  will  be 
asking  for  them  on  the  ground  that  It  Is  so  much  cheaper,  so 
much  more  economical,  so  much  more  efficient,  for  our  people 
to  have  this  electricity,  this  uuHeen  puwt»r  that  is  now  becoming 
a  necessity,  develojjed  and  distrilwtetl  by  the  Power  Trust  rather 
than  by  any  representative  ot  the  Government 

Mr.  president  we  are  going  to  levy  a  tribute  upon  onr  people 
again.  Indirectly,  tax  them,  in  order  that  this  great  octopus  may 
continue  to  live  and  spread  its  propaganda  over  the  United 
States,  to  deceive  the  people  of  the  United  States,  so  that  they 
will  get  us  coming  and  gmng.  That  is  what  they  propane  to  do. 
Let  me  take  up  what  the  Senator  from  New  York  called  to  my 
attention,  tlie  fact  that  we  have  these  cxikm^.  Let  us  take  a 
later  date.  I  read  now  from  the  same  v(»lume  from  whlcb  he 
read,  comparing  the  exports  with  the  imports  of  calcium  cari>ide. 
In  1028  the  imports  were  2.r»27,215  pounds;  Just  rememl>er 
that  in  round  numbera,  two  and  one-half  million.  Those  are  the 
figures  of  the  imports  coming  mainly  from  Canada,  where  they 
have  cheap  power.  What  were  the  exports?  In  the  same  .vear, 
1928,  the  exports  were  3.745,809  pounds,  practically  4,000.000, 
almost  twice  as  much  exported  as  Imported. 

Dock  that  look  as  thou^  this  greet  cori»ratlon  were  a 
pauper?  Does  that  look  as  though  they  ought  to  come  here 
with  their  hands  outstretched  demanding  a  tribute  from  the 
American  i)eople.  iwid  out  of  the  American  Treastiry?  I>iee 
that  lt>ok  as  though  they  were  infants  in  swaddling  clothes? 
Does  that  look  as  though  we  ought  to  tax  the  American  people 
In  order  to  fatten  this  trust  still  more,  and  In  order  to  enable 
them  to  work  the  ends  against  the  middle? 

They  want  to  tax  the  peoirte,  first,  so  that  the  owner,  the 
Power  Trust,  will  be  able  to  charge  higher  rates,  and  then  tax 
them  agah)  to  protect  our  manufacturers  against  those  exorbi- 
tant and  unreasonable  rates. 
Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yleid? 
Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  There  is  no  Member  of  the  Senate  who 
impresses  me  more  as  an  honest  fair  man  than  does  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nebraska.  He  has  heard  me  say  that  before.  I 
follow  him  in  all  his  campaigns  against  the  Power  Tru.n,  and 
he  knows  it.  But  in  the  interest  of  fairness,  I  want  to  ask  the 
Senator  where  this  large  quantity  goes,  this  three  and  three- 
fourths  million  pounds  of  carbide  that  is  exported? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  goes  to  the  Philippine  Islands,  to  Cuba,  and 
to  Mexico,  in  the  main. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    With  Cuba  and  the  Philippine  Islands  we 
have  a  preferential  tariff? 
Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes. 

Mr.  COPBILAND.  Is  not  that  the  explanation  why  there  are 
exports? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  the  Senator's  theory  is  true,  and  those  who 
are  asking  this  tariff  have  the  correct  theory,  these  markets 
would  all  be  supplied  from  Canada ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  they 
are  parUally  supplied  from  Canada.  When  we  are  sending  to 
foreign  countries  almost  twice  as  much  as  foreign  countries 
send  to  us  does  not  that  demonstrate— I  ought  not  to  say 
"demonstrate,"  but  is  not  that  excellent  evidence  that  the 
industry  does  not  need  a  protective  tariff? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  would  at  once  say  jes  if  those  exports 
were  to  France  or  Germany  or  EIngland,  or  any  other  foreign 
country  or  countries  where  we  were  on  the  same  plane  of  equal- 
ity as  regards  the  tariff;  but  those  exports  have  gone  to  what 
we  may  call  our  colonies. 
Mr.  NORRIS.  No;  we  can  not  call  Mexico  a  colony. 
Mr.  COPELAND.  No ;  of  course  not  Mexico  has  a  cheap 
water  rate  from  Alabama,  and  that  accounts  for  the  exports  to 
Mexico  and  Central  America.  But  so  far  as  the  other  ctmntries 
are  concerned,  it  is  becau.se  we  have  that  preferential  rate.  It 
would  seem  to  me  a  great  pity  for  the  Senator  to  vote  to  punish 
labor  in  my  State  and  otlier  States  in  order  to  establish  a  cer- 
tain principle.  I  do  not  regard  the  Union  Carbide  Co.  and  the 
Power  Trust  as  one  and  the  same.  The  Union  Carbide  Is  per- 
haps much  closer  to  the  Power  Trust  than  we  are;  nevertlieleaa 
they  are  the  victims  of  It. 

I  will  go  with  the  Senator  to  help  develop  the  great  water 
powers  of  America  and  have  them  under  public  control.  The 
Senator  knows  that  But  here  is  an  Industry  with  a  branch  in 
my  State  which  owns  factories  of  the  same  sort  in  Canada.  If 
we  do  not  give  It  ample  protection  it  will  operate  the  Canadian 
plants  and  Uke  the  business  away  from  the  United  States,  and 
so  labor  here  would  suffer. 

Mr  NORRIS.  And  so  we  are  brfplesa  Let  me  call  «ii^ 
tion  to  fi(nnething  the  Senator  has  just  reminded  me  of  by  tha 
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last  nentence  he  uttered.    If  we  take  the  protection  away  ttw  y 
win  produc*  •omewhere  else,  because  they  own  ptanta  botn 
ways.    What  have  we  done  in  the  United  States  that  enabhis 
big  corporatloiia  to  do  that?    We  have  had  a  Prot«^^e  t»!;!P 
for  years,  too  high,  away  beyond  anything  the  theory  of  high 
protectionists    would   call    for.     Behind    the   tariff   '^aU   thts 
erected  great  Industries  have  been  developed,  j^n*!;^^  MeU<?n 
and  aluminum  are  a  living  Illustration  of  it    The  Carbide 
is  another ;  the  Cyanamld  Co.  is  another  one.    They  have  b 
up  on  this  side  of  the  tariff  wall  large  factories  and  manuti 
turing   plants.     They    have   made   untold    millions   of   profl 
Because  of  the  favorable  legislation  of  Congress,  because  of  t 
kindness  of  this  Government  in  Its  favorable  laws,  they  ha'e 
built  up  those  fortunes  and  made  so  much  money  that  they 
hardly  know  what  to  do  with  it    What  did  they  do  with  it? 

They  took  the  money  we  were  enabling  them  to  make  betiU  d 
the  tariff  wall,  went  into  a  foreign  country  and  built  a  facto;  y 
and  are  ready  to  operate  there,  and  now  when  we  come  wl  h 
the  tariff  bill  they  say  to  us :  "  Give  us  this  tariff.  If  Jonjo 
not  we  will  go  over  to  Ireland  or  Canada  or  China  or  Japan 
or  some  other  place  we  have  our  factory,  and  we  will  run  In 
this  manufactured  article  and  drive  all  yonr  people  out  of  ei  a- 
ploymeut  and  put  them  In  the  poorhouse.  We  have  you  n<  w 
where  you  can  n<>t  help  yourselves.  Come  acroes  with  your  b  11. 
with  your  rates  that  will  still  continue  to  bulk!  higher  ai»d 
higher  this  tariff  wall  behind  which  we  got  our  millions  whl;h 
we  are  now  using  as  an  enemy  to  destroy  you  afid  this  counti  y, 
your  factories,  and  your  labt>r." 

So  we  are  presented  with  the  proposition  that  we  are  helplc  »s 
according  to  their  theory.  "  Give  us  what  we  want  or  we  w  U 
ruin  you."  In  the  face  of  that  threat  Members  of  the  Sena  ;e, 
with  the  best  of  Intentions,  moved  by  honest  intentions,  tat 
scared  and  frightentnl.  are  running  to  cover  and  voting  lor 
another  tariff,  a  bigger  tariff,  higher  protection,  with  the  it'^" 
of  building  the  walls  still  higher.  When  it  Is  still  higher  th 
manufacturers  will  come  with  additional  threats. 

So  what  are  we  going  to  do  about  it?  Are  we  going  to  submit? 
Are  we  going  to  sit  down  quletiy  and  say  to  these  monopollef 
and  these  trusts.  "Have  your  way.  Tell  us  what  you  waht 
Show  us  the  dotted  line  and  our  signature  Is  ready."  Or  are 
we  going  to  rise  and  say,  "  If  you  are  going  to  contest  with 
Government  of  the  United  States,  go  to  It.  We  will  see  as 
as  we  can  that  you  shall  not  make  a  success  of  It." 

Mr   LA  FOLLETTE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Nebr 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield.  ^       . 

Mr.  LA  FOLLBTTE.  I  would  like  to  suggest  to  the  S«ia  or 
from  Nebraska  that  these  threats  wlilch  are  always  made  of 
abandoning  a  business  and  shutting  down  plants  are  not  a  n  ew 
proposition.  They  are  not  only  made  when  tariff  rates  iire 
under  consideration,  but  they  are  also  made  during  campaigns. 
I  wonder  If  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copkland]  ^  'as 
as  frightened  In  1928  when  the  big  corporations  threatened  t  lat 
if  the  Dem<icratic  nominee  for  President  should  be  elected  i^a  its 
would  be  shut  down  and  businecB  would  be  disturbed,  and  t  lat 
there  would  be  a  very  great  business  depression,  as  he  now 
apparently  seems  to  be  frightened  by  the  threat  of  this  enor- 
mously profttable  corporation  that  If  the  Senate  and  the  Con- 
gress do  not  do  what  they  want  us  to  do  they  will  shut  down 
their  pianfs  and  go  abroad? 

Mr  COPBLAND.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraika 
yleW  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  I  would  not  for  a  moment  disturb  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  or  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  T  iey 
are  making  such  good  Democratic  speetAes  that  I  tnist  tiey 
will  continue.  I  assume  both  of  them  wouM  destroy  the  ]  (ro- 
tective-tartff  system  if  they  could. 
Mr  KINO  and  Mr.  GOFF  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  S«uitor  from  Nebraika 
yield ;  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Let  me  say  a  word  mys^f  first.    I  am  sc  rry 
that   when   we  come   here   and    become   good   Democrats   the 
Senator  from  New  York  immediately  deserts  ua  and  goes    nto 
the  high  protective  tariff  camp.    [Laughter.) 
I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.  I  beg  the  Senator's  perdon  for  Interrupting  1  im. 
He  is  making  such  a  magnificent  presentation  of  the  point  i  hat 
I  dislike  to  interrupt  him,  but  I  did  not  want  the  Senatoi-  to 
admit  In  hla  argument  that  the  statement  of  the  Senator  f  -om 
New  York  was  accurate,  namely,  that  the  cost  of  productioi  i  In 
Canada  ia  so  much  leas  that  companies  will  go  abroad  uto 
Gtaada.  I  have  jnat  talked  with  representatiyes  of  two  de- 
partmmits  of  the  Oorwiunent  Ux  charge  of  the  power  qoes  ion 


and  tiiey  assure  me  that  power  costs  to  the  big  P»ants  In 
Canada  are  a  little  bit  more  than  In  the  United  States,  but  that 
ti»e  consuming  public  get  their  power  much  cheaper  than  do  the 
consuming  public  in  the  United  States.  However,  tiie  big  man- 
ufacturing plants  pay  as  much  or  a  little  more  for  power  In 
Canada  tiian  tiiey  do  In  tiie  United  States.  In  Canada  the  cost 
of  power  is  considerably  less  than  $19  per  »»o"«PO!^^'"-  \°<]f?' 
some  of  the  contracts  now  outstanding  are  for  fl9,  but  it  is 
made  for  a  great  deal  less.  The  power  Is  made  by  steam  In  Los 
Angeles  by  the  Edison  people  for  $8  per  horsepower,  and  it  will 
be  made  at  Boulder  Dam,  according  to  information  given  me  by 
experts,  for  $8  or  less  per  horsepower.  „.    .  „, 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 

Mr  GOFF.  Mr.  President.  I  desired,  before  the  discussion 
had  gv>tten  away  from  the  pleasantry  between  Senators  over 
the  principles  of  the  Democratic  Party,  to  ask  my  friend  from 
New  York  If  It  were  not  a  fact  that  the  Democratic  national 
platform,  as  well  as  the  distinguished  candidate  who  ran  for 
the  office  of  President  on  that  platform,  guaranteed  the  very 
protection  that  the  Senator  from  New  York  is  now  advocating, 
and  that  the  reason  why  the  Senator  from  New  York  has  de- 
serted the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  as  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska  suggested  he  had.  Is  because  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
has  repudiated  the  promises  of  the  Democratic  platform  as 
well  as  the  arguments  of  the  distinguished  candidate  of  Democ- 
racy for  the  office  of  President? 
Mr.  COPELAND  rose. 
Mr.  NORRIS.  I  will  answer  that  myself. 
Mr.  GOFF,  I  would  like  to  have  the  S«iator  from  New  York 
answer. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Perhaps  the  Senator  would,  but  he  can  not 
get  the  answer  now.  I  have  the  floor  and  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  must  extend  to  me  the  courtesy  of  allowing  me  to 
occupy  It  a  little  while  and  of  saying  something  while  I  have  It 
I  am  going  to  answer  his  question,  so  he  might  as  well  content 
himself  and  submit.    He  must  listen  to  it  If  he  remains  here. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  would  appreciate  it  If  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska would  not  monopolize  the  views  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    It  may  be  that  I  wUl  monopolise  his  views. 
I  will  not  promise  not  to  do  so. 
Mr.  GOFF.    Very  well. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  would  not  have  said  this  If  it  had  not  been 
for  the  interruption  of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia ;  but  If 
the  distinguished  candidate  on  the  Democratic  ticket  had  been 
elected  and  were  now  President  of  the  United  States  some 
things  we  could  assure  ourselves  would  be  true : 

First  There  would  be  no  administration  at  least  asking  for  a 
tariff  of  1  cent  per  pound  on  carbide. 

Second.  The  White  House  would  be  In  favor  of  the  develop- 
ment of  the  Muscle  Shoals  situation,  and  the  President  would 
sign  the  bill  which  is  now  on  the  calendar  of  the  Senate  and 
which  was  presented  to  President  Coolidge  and  which  he  po<*ket 
vetoed. 

Third.  There  would  be  no  uncertainty  now  about  who  Is  going 
to  get  the  power  at  Boulder  Dam.  It  would  not  be  announced 
In  the  papers,  as  It  was  announced  yesterday,  that  the  power  at 
Boulder  Dam  is  to  a  great  extent  going  to  be  given  to  a.  private 
corporation.  The  power  developed  fn>m  that  great  public 
stream  would  be  saved  for  Uie  people  of  the  United  States  and 
not  turned  over  to  a  private  corporation  for  private  profit. 

There  Is  no  one  who  will  doubt  these  statements.  No  one  can 
question  any  of  them,  however  he  may  disagree,  whatever  he 
may  think  on  the  power  question.  The  candidate  for  President 
on  the  Democratic  ticket  would  have  saved  the  natural  re- 
sources of  the  country  and  given  them  to  the  people  instead  of 
turning  them  over  to  private  corporations  for  private  gain.  That 
Is  what  the  amendment  now  pending  has  directly  to  do  with, 
bearing  directly  on  that  subject — letting  the  Power  Trust  make 
another  levy  upon  the  people  of  the  United  States  so  that  they 
can  charge  the  manufacturers  a  higher  price,  and  then  the 
manufacturers,  of  course,  will  puss  it  on  and  make  the  con- 
sumer in  the  end  pay  the  bill. 
Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     Very  welL 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  would  like  now  to  ask  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Nebraska,  since  he  has  been  read  out  of  his  party, 
whether  he  has  anything  to  say  along  the  line  of  reinstatement? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
that  I  am  not  going  to  permit  in  my  time  the  turning  of  this 
discussion  over  to  that  kind  ot  twaddle  to  find  out  whether  this 
man  or  that  man  Is  sorry  that  he  supported  this  man  or  that 
man  for  the  i'resiUeucy. 


Mr   GOFF.     Mr.  President 

Mr,  NORRIS.     No ;  I  have  the  floor.  „  ^      ^     ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska  de- 
clines to  yield. 

Mr  NORRIS.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  pardon  me.  The 
tactics  of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  are  just  Mke  the 
tactics  of  the  Power  Trust  They  flt  In  well  with  this  proposi- 
tion. The  Power  Trust  now  in  the  name  of  latxH"  are  going  to 
null  a  big  stunt,  are  >,'oing  to  get  a  favorable  rate  on  calcium 
carbide.  They  are  going  to  deceive  the  people.  They  are  going 
to  throw  dust  In  their  eyes  and  say,  "  We  are  doing  this  in  the 
interest  of  the  tolling  ma-sses."  and  when  the  debate  gets  hot 
and  the  facts  are  l>elng  demonstrated,  then  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  undertakes  to  deviate  and  detour  the  discus- 
sion and  send  It  out  on  a  side  issue  In  a  debate  with  the 
Senator  from  New  York  that  has  no  more  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tions at  issue  than  the  flowers  that  bloom  In  the  springtime. 
It  can  not  be  done  while  I  have  the  floor.  More  than  that  as 
gnggested  by  a  Senator  sitting  at  my  side.  It  consumes  time  and 
is  another  evidence  that  those  who  are  behind  the  bill  are 
really  trying  to  filibuster  and  take  up  the  time  of  the  Senate. 

Mr  President  before  I  close,  I  want  to  read  just  a  few 
statistics.  First,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact— the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  being  here,  I  call  his  attention  Xo  it — that  when 
this  amendment  was  first  stated  the  question  was  asked,  "  Where 
do  the  imports  of  carbide  conje  from?"  The  Senator  from 
Utah  is  not  slow.  He  knews  which  side  he  has  got  to  be  <mi  In 
order  to  be  consistent  with  his  past  record.  He  knew  well 
enough  that  If  he  answered  the  question  and  said,  "  Why,  the 
imports  come  from  Canada,  because  the  Canadians  have  cheap 
water  power  over  there,"  that  he  and  his  colleagues  would  be 
running  up  against  an  argument  that  would  take  al!  the 
ground  from  under  their  feet  when  they  ctMne  to  Musde  Shoals, 
and  the  consideration  of  legislation  affecthig  water  power.  So 
the  Senator  replleil,  "  Oh,  the  imports  come  from  Norway  "— 
Norway — "they  do  not  come  from  Canada;  they  come  fr<Mn 
Norway."  I  desire  all  Senators  to  remember  that  it  la  Norway 
from  which  the  imports  come.  Well,  let  us  see  what  the  record 
shows.  Hei^  is  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information.  On  page 
97  I  find  : 

Calciam  carbide  te  made  from  lime  and  coke  In  an  electric  furnace. 
Domestic  production  In  1925  was  by  seven  firms,  located  as  follows: 
Two  In  Iowa,  and  one  each  In  Alabama.  Michigan,  Minnesota,  New  York, 
and  Virginia.  Domestic  consumption  runs  from  120,000  to  127,000  tons 
per  jeap — 

Now  listen — 
about  96  per  cent  I>ein(  furnished  by  domestic  production. 

NInety-six*per  cent  Is  furnished  by  domestic  production ;  only 
4  per  cent  is  imported.  Does  that  look  as  though  the  article 
needed  a  protective  tariff?  Does  that  look  as  though  we  ought 
to  build  the  tariff  wall  any  higher  for  calcium  carbide?  But  let 
me  read  on : 

Imports  were  not  reported  separately  prior  to  September  22,  1922. 
Practically  all  the  imports  since  then  have  come — 

From  where?  From  Norway?  No;  not  from  NMway,  I  will 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah,  but — 

from  Canada. 

Practically  all  imports  since  then — 

December  22,  1922,  since  they  hare  been  making  the  reports- 
have  come  from  Canada. 

They  have  come  from  Canada,  from  the  country  of  cheap  elec- 
tricity ;  and  If  we  would  cease  to  give  special  privilege  to  the 
Water  Power  Trust  over  on  this  side  of  the  line  we  would  not 
have  that  condition  existing.  There  Is  no  reason  on  earth  why 
Ontario,  Canada,  should  have  cheaper  electricity  than  has  the 
State  of  New  York,  the  State  of  Michigan,  the  State  of  Ohio,  or 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania.  There  is  not  any  reason  whatever 
why  electricity  derived  from  the  same  river,  from  the  same  dam, 
from  the  same  falls,  should  be  sold  at  one  price  and  the  elec- 
tricity that  goes  to  the  other  shore  should  be  sold  at  double  and 
three  times  the  price.  There  is  no  reason  on  earth  for  that. 
So  we  are  confronted  with  the  fact  that  the  Imports  of  calcium 
carbide  come  from  Canada. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  the  Senators  who  have  factories 
for  the  production  of  this  article  in  their  States  that  no  imports 
can  come  Into  the  territory  of  Iowa  or  Alat)ama  and  drive  out 
of  business  the  local  industry.  Freight  rates  alone  will  sufB- 
ciently  protect  the  Industries  In  those  States,  I  do  not  know 
how  calcium  carbide  is  classified,  but  I  take  It  that  It  bears  a 
high  freight  rate,  becaure  it  has  to  be  handled  carefully ;  there 
is  dan'^-er  of  explosion,  and  I  therefore  presume  It  is  classified 
at  a  high  freight  rate.    Be  that  as  it  may,  however,  when  It 


comes  to  transporting  calcium  carbide  from  Canada  to  lo^va.  the 
fright  Itself  will  take  aw»iy  any  possibility  that  It  may  have' 
of  competing  with  carbide  produced  there,  asr^umlng  It  is  jh-o- 
doced  eflklently  and  according  to  modem  methods  and  m<>ans. 

I  have  given  the  imports  and  expwrts  of  this  commodity  for 
1928  and  showed  that  they  were  pretty  neariy  twice  as  much  as 
the  exports  and  imports  in  1922. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  there? 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  tiie  Senator  from  Kentut*y? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
and  also  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia,  who  earllw  In  the 
day  stated  that  the  exports  consisted  of  carbide  that  came  from 
Canada  and  went  throng  the  United  States,  that  since  they 
made  that  statement  I  have  received  over  the  telephone  a  state- 
ment from  the  Commerce  Department  that  not  .a  pound  of  the 
Canadian  product  was  exported  through  the  United  States,  but 
that  the  exports  were  of  the  domestic  product.  Furthermore,  in 
their  tabulations  they  never  figure  on  any  commodity  that  goes 
through  this  country  in  bond  to  another  as  being  eltl>er  an  im- 
port or  an  export.  The  figures  set  out  in  the  Tariff  Commission 
report  relative  to  calcium  carbide  represent  the  domestic  export 
from  the  United  States  and  not  from  Canada. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  GOFF.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Since  the  discussion  which  took  lUace  this  morn- 
ing between  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  and  myself.  In  response 
to  a  request  which  I  had  made  of  the  Tariff  Cotnml.ssion.  I  am 
Informed  that  In  1928  Canadian  carbide  in  bond  amounting  to 
4,753  tons  passed  through  the  Unit»<l  States;  that  in  1928,  410 
tons,  and  only  that  amount,  of  domestic  production  were  ex- 
ported to  foreign  countries ;  that,  in  addition.  878  tons  of  don)es- 
tlc  production  were  exported  to  Hawaii  and  the  Philippines  and 
Porto  Rico.  Inferentially,  therefore.  If  the  wily  fonign  country 
to  which  we  exported  the  domestic  proiluct  was  Mexico  it  would 
seem  to  follow  that  we  exported  of  the  domestic  pro<luctiou  only 
410  tons  to  Mexico. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  state  to  the  Seiuitor  that  regardless 
of  the  amount  of  tonnage  which  was  shiii^ied  through  the 
United  States  from  Canada  to  Mexico  or  any  other  country, 
such  shipments  are  not  regarded  either  as  American  Imp«irts  or 
as  American  exiwrts.  The  department  keeps  that  Information 
simply  as  a  nmtter  of  Information,  but  In  Its  official  reports  and 
In  the  report  made  here  from  which  the  Senatt»r  from  Nebraska 
Is  reading  the  8,500,000  tons  that  were  exported,  as  s<'t  forth 
there,  represent  not  a  pound  of  calcium  carbide  that  has  been 
shipped  through  the  United  States  In  bond. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  had  supposed  that  no  one 
would  claim  that  any  commodity  8hin)ed  In  bond  through  any 
country,  ours  or  any  other,  would  ever  be  considered  for  a 
moment  as  being  an  export  of  the  country  through  which  It 
waa  shipped. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  Presddent  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me 
to  interrupt  him  further,  the  Deiwrtnient  of  Commerce  statea 
that  the  same  rule  applies  to  all  commodities,  not  only  carbide 
but  everything  else.  .^  ^    .        „ 

Mr.    NORRIS.      It   awJlles   to    all    cOTimodlties   and    to    all 

cotmtries.  .  .^. 

Mr   GOFF.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I>oes  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  will  say  to  the  S€nat(Hr  I  doubt  11  he  was  in 
the  Chamber  at  the  time  this  discusidon  took  place,  but  the 
question  of  exports  in  bond  became  relevant  to  the  matter 
which  we  were  then  considering  because  of  ti>e  general  state- 
ment nrade  that  so  many  tons  were  being  exi>orted  from  the 
United  States,  and  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission  was  to 
the  effect  that  that  was  Canadian  carbide  shipped  in  l)ond. 
Therefore,  the  relevancy  of  the  discussion  becomes  obvious  and 

evident.  .  „     ..     ^i 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Very  welL  Mr,  President  let  me  caU  attwition 
of  both  Senators  who  have  Interrupted  me  to  the  fact— -and  I 
may  have  made  the  same  mistake  and  if  so  I  wish  to  coirect  it 
now— that  they  used  tons  when  they  ought  to  have  used  pounds. 
The  figures  that  I  have  given  as  leaned  from  the  statistics  are 
in  pounds,  not  tons.  For  instance,  in  1928  we  eiporte<l.  In  round 
numbers  4,000.000  pounds— not  ton»— and  In  the  same  year  we 
Imported,  practically  all  of  it  from  Canada  and  perhaps  all  of  It 
was  Imported  from  Canada,  two  million  and  a  half  pound»— 

not  tons.  .  ...  _At... 

Whenever  we  are  manufacturing  a  product  and  are  exporti^ 

more  than  we  Import  or  are  exporting  practically  twice  as  mucH 
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as  we  import.  It  Is  pretty  strong  evidence  that  we  do  not  n  -ed 
*  tariff  on  that  pr<xlact-  When  we  are  considering  a  tariff  )iU 
and  it  develops  that  only  4  per  cent  of  a  product  is  Impor  ed. 
tliat  is  pretty  good  evidence  that  it  does  not  need  pfTOtect  on. 
We  are  going  across  the  danger  line  when  we  give  that  kint  of 
a  produc-t  protection :  we  are  enabling  it  to  build  up  a  monof  oly 
on  this  side  of  the  tariff  wail.  Wlienever  we  make  a  tanfl  so 
high  that  »io  imports  whatever  can  come  Into  the  country,  t  »en 
a  combination  of  manufacturers  of  the  particular  commodity  on 
this  side  of  the  tariff  wall  means  monopt>ly,  means  a  trist, 
means  suffering  by  the  consuming  public.  Therefore,  Mr.  Pr  ?si- 
dent  we  ought  to  be  careful  when  we  And  that  we  have  reac  led 
that  limit  not  to  permit  to  remain  a  tariff  rate  which  wiU  i  >re- 
Tcnt  any  imptjrtations.  ,  ,     ^ ,  4. 

In  this  particiaar  case  1  think  it  has  been  made  plain  t  lat 
those  who  were  going  to  get  the  benefit  of  the  protection  <  on- 
sUtute  the  biggest  trust  and  monopoly  that  has  ever  been  ;>ut 
together  by  hui^an  ingenuity.  They  represent  the  Power  Tr  1st, 
they  represent  the  stime  trust  that  has  spent  hundreds  of  mil- 
lions ot  dollars  of  our  m<Miey.  of  your  money,  Mr.  President    of 
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the  washerwoman's  money,  the  poor  man's  money,  out  of 
portion  to  what  has  been  spent  of  the  rich  man's  money.    It 
spent  money  it  has  taken  from  that  kind  of  people,  from 
consuming  public  of  America.    They  repreewit  that  interest, 
they  are  going  to  get  additional  protection  if  we  permit 
rate  to  stand  at  1  cent  a  pound. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Swuitor  from  Nebr^^a 
yirid  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Senator  said  that  the  imp>rts 
amounted  to  4  per  cent  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  amoun^  to 
only  about  1  per  cent  ,  i    . 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  correction.  I  ook 
the  figures  which  were  given  to  me  and  whldi  1  think  api  lied 
to  a  iMWding  year.    The  figure  would  be  about  1  per  cent. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  read  a  little  further  from 
Summary  of  Tariff  Information.    It  says : 

Prmctlcally  all  of  oar  imports  eome  from  one  plant  in  Canada. 
Canadian  plant  la  limited  In  Its  tales  area.  In  tbc  United  States  to  a 
large  extent  by  the  coat  of  frelfftat. 

I  tried  to  make  that  plain  previously  in  my  remarks,  but  tiere 
comes  an  official  authority  which  says  that  practically  a|  of 
our  imports  come  from  Canada  and  they  necessarily  can  Ikave 
a  very  small  ^ect  upon  production  in  the  United  States  bee  luse 
of  freight  alone. 

Let  me  r«ad  that  again.  It  is  not  my  language,  but  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Tariff  Commission : 

The  CkaadUn  plant  Is  llmitad  in  Its  sales  srea  ta  tiie  United  i  tates 
to  a  large  extent  by  the  cost  of  fr^bt.  The  Canadlaa  nuterlU  Is 
statpd  to  be  coaparable  la  quality  to  the  doasestle^ 

And  so  fbrth. 

Mr.  CX)PBLAND.    Mr.  President,  why  not  read  the  rest  <  t  It? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  All  right :  I  will  read  the  rest  of  it  The  re  is 
not  anything  I  am  tiring  to  hold  ba<^  hot  I  do  not  waiit  to 
be  charged  with  filihostering.    I  will  read  it  all : 

Is  tke  past  Knropcan  carMde  has  been  Inferior,  bat  at  prcM  it  It 
Is  said  to  be  eqoal  la  qoaltty  to  tbat  of  the  domestic  prodnct.  Ca  eiom 
cartrtde  Is  sold  In  assorted  sUndard  slxe*.  In  tbe  United  i  Utes 
snaUer  slass  are  used  than  In  Borope. 

The  OMrs  of  ealdom  carbide  are  widely  dlstribated  In  tbc  l  sited 
States.  In  1923.  50  per  cent  of  tbe  domestic  consumption  was  used 
by  Btaers  and  for  tbe  llgbtlng  of  bomes  in  rand  districts. 

Another  place  where  the  fanner  comes  in;  another  Hace 
where  we  are  going  to  levy  the  heavy  hand  of  the  law  li  the 
interest  of  the  Power  Trust,  and  going  to  malce  the  levy  upon 
the  famms  of  America,  because  they  are  the  principal  cod- 
Bomers  in  their  homes  at  this  prodnct. 

Ijet  me  read  that  again.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  asked  i  hb  to 
read  it  all: 

In  lasa,  50  per  cent  of  tbe  domestic  eonnimption  was  nn  d  by 
alBers  and  tot  tbe  llgbtlng  of  bomes  In  nual  districts.  In  192  B  tbe 
largest  domestic  prodocer  Usted  149  dlstrttrating  points  In  SS  Saites; 
•  otter  dooMetlc  manofactnrera,  2S ;  and  a  Canadian  cooqpaoy,  88. 

Tbe  largest  domestic  producer  owns  a  large  plant  In  Norway. 

That  is  where  it  is  said  that  calcium  carbide  is  h^ng  pro- 
duced. Let  me  read  the  next  sentence,  now,  and  see  whajt  the 
report  says.    The  Union  Carbide  Co.  owns  a  plant  in  Norw^ 


Tbls  plant  baa  not  prodneed  carbide  for  several  years,  bat  since 
1926  It  has  been  used  for  tb»  ptodactlon  of  fsrro»sagai»ss. 

I  suppose  we  shall  have  something  about  that  when  we 


aboat 


come 


to  the  steel  achedole;  and  the  Steel  Trvst  wiU  have  an  inlerest 


then  as  the  Water  Power  Trust  does  now.  So  we  are  levying 
here  a  tariff  of  50  per  cent,  which  c-omes  upon  the  backs  of  tlie 
toilers  in  tiie  mines  and  the  farmers  upon  the  farm,  according  to 
the  official  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  .»  ^  c*  * 

Are  we  willing  to  do  it?  Is  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
ready  to  take  that  step?  Are  we  going  to  add  to  the  power  and 
the  profit  and  the  infiuence  of  Uie  Power  Trust  by  levying  a 
tribute  upon  those  who  toil  in  the  mines  and  those  who  toll  uiwn 
the  farms? 

Mr  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  if  there  is  one  place  in  this 
tariff  bill  where  we  ought  to  halt,  where  we  ought  to  hesitate, 
it  is  when  we  come  to  the  proposition  of  continuing  an  ungodly 
and  an  unconscionable  tariff  for  the  benefit  of  the  Power  Trust, 
especially  when  those  who  foot  the  bill  are  the  toilers  ot 
America,  either  in  the  mines  or  upon  the  farms. 

Mr  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  a  short  time  ago,  during  the 
remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  (Mr.  Nobkis],  I  inter- 
rupted him  to  state  that  I  personally  had  asked  the  Union 
Carbide  Co.  to  come  into  Nevada  and  consider  taking  a  certain 
block  of  power  from  the  Boulder  Canyon  Dam. 

Mr.  President,  that  will  mean  much  to  the  State  of  Nevada. 
I  am  speaking  as  a  Nevadan  as  weU  as  a  Senator.  We  have 
vast  areas  in  that  State  that  are  undeveloped.  We  nee<l  indus- 
tries We  need  pay  rolls.  Our  products  of  the  soil  and  of  the 
mines  must  find  a  larger  market.  We  have  many  undeveloped 
mineral  and  other  resources. 

For  a  number  of  years  Congress  has  been  wrestling  with  the 
Boulder  Canyon  Dam  problem.  At  last  the  bill  has  gone 
through;  and  just  two  days  ago  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
suggested  an  allocation  of  the  power— 50  per  cent  of  the  power 
to  go  to  the  metropolitan  water  district  of  Los  Angeles,  25  per 
cent  to  the  city  of  Los  Angeles,  and  25  per  cent  to  the  Southern 
California  Edison  Co.,  one  of  the  most  powerful  power  organi- 
sations in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  is  labor- 
ing under  a  misapprehension  in  his  attitude  on  this  matter. 
Nevada  wants  one-third  of  that  power.  We  believe  that  the  law 
provides  that  Nevada  shall  have  one-third  of  the  power;  but 
under  the  ruling  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  all  of  this 
power  goes  to  the  Pacific  coast,  but  with  the  proviso  that  under 
certain  conditions  Nevada  can  withdraw  18  per  cent  of  it.  We 
have  been  asking  various  organisations  to  come  Into  Nevada 
and  establish  industries,  in  order  that  we  may  use  our  proijortion 
of  tills  power  in  the  State.  It  will  mean  manufacturing  con- 
cerns at  the  dam  site;  It  will  mean  the  employment  of  labor 
at  good  wages  In  Nevada;  and  It  will  mean  prosperity,  where 
to-day  we  lack  as  much  prosperity  as  we  should  have. 

Mr.  President,  In  the  manufacture  of  carbide,  limestone  and 
coal  are  used  In  connection  with  electric  power.  •  Nevada  has 
the  limestone  in  abundance  and  in  good  quality.  Utah  has  tlie 
coaL  Other  Western  States  also  have  coal ;  but  I  am  malting 
a  plea  not  only  for  the  State  of  Nevada  but  for  the  industries 
In  the  State  of  Utah.  Utah  has  the  coal,  or  a  good  part  of  the 
coal,  that  will  be  needed  In  manufacturing  carbide  within  the 
State  ot  Nevada;  and  I  am  speaking  for  the  Utah  coal  in- 
dustry  as  well  as  the  lime  industry  in  Nevada  and  other  things 
in  which  Nevada  will  be  interested. 

Mr.  President,  this  will  mean  the  employment  of  labor  on  a 
large  scale  in  our  Westeni  States.  Utah  coal  mines  contain 
inexhaustible  supplies  of  high-grade  coal.  That  coal  Is  looking 
for  a  larger  market.  It  will  mean,  when  more  coal  is  pro- 
duced, the  wnployment  of  more  labor  at  good  wages.  It  will 
mean  more  business  for  tbe  railroads.  It  will  mean  increased 
martlets  for  the  farm  products  of  Utah. 

I  will  not  c(Hnment  on  the  many  and  great  advantages  to  the 
State  of  Nevada.  We  do  not  begrudge  any  of  our  sister  States 
prosperity.  We  want  them  all  to  prosper ;  but  we  want  a  little 
prosperity  of  our  own,  and  we  want  to  be  prepared  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  conditions  that  are  at  hand  now. 

This  Boulder  Canyon  power  is  about  to  be  allocated.  Twenty- 
five  per  cent  of  It  Is  to  go  to  the  Southern  California  Edison  Co. 
Nevada  wants  and  needs  that  power.  If  the  Union  Carbide  Co. 
come  into  our  State,  as  I  have  requested  thnn  to,  they  will  use 
part  of  that  power  in  the  State  of  Nevada,  employing  Nevada 
labor,  and  in  manufacturing  a  ix-oduct  which  the  United  States 
needs  and  which  otherwise  will  be  manufactured  abroad  with 
dieap  labor  if  tlie  tariff  is  removed. 

Mr.  President,  the  State  of  Nevada  is  entitled  to  c(Misldera- 
tlon  in  this  matter.  The  Intricate  question  of  the  relations  pf 
the  Powor  Trust  do  not  come  into  this  question  at  alL  I  do 
not  intend  to  discuss  them,  but  I  do  say  that  here  Is  a  plain 
statMnoit:  This  power  will  be  developed  at  the  dam.  Who  is 
going  to  ose  this  power?  The  great  power  Interests  of  the  Pa- 
cific coast,  which  naturally  would  like  to  get  It  at  a  low  rate 
and  sell  it  back  to  Nevada  or  Callfomla,  or  an  induatey  which 
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will  use  it  In  fhe  State  of  Nevada  and  manufacture  products 
which  will  employ  American  labor  at  good  wages? 

Mr.  FBSS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  \^CB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
yi^ld  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  ODDIE.     I  ylrfd. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  have  entire  sympathy  with  what  the  Senator 
Is  saying,  and  will  join  in  any  legitimate  effort  to  get  the  Union 
Carbide  Co.  to  come  into  Ne^'ada.  The  question  here  is  whether 
the  rate  reported  by  the  committee,  one-half  of  1  cent,  would 
prevent  the  Union  Carbide  Co.  coming  into  Nevada,  or  whether 
it  actually  needs  the  rate  of  the  present  law,  1  cent  T^at  is 
the  thing  about  which  I  am  concerned.  I  am  not  yet  convinced 
about  which  Is  the  proper  course  to  take. 

Does  the  Senator  think — has  he  any  evidence  that  his  purpose 
would  be  defeated  if  this  additional  half  of  1  cent  is  not  given 
to  calcium  carbide? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Information  that  has 
come  to  me,  the  cutting  of  the  rate  to  one-half  cent  per  pound 
will  prevent  the  Union  Carbide  Co.  ctnning  into  the  State  of 
Nevada. 

Mr.  FESS.  That  Is  the  determining  factor  with  me  now.  I 
am  not  sure  that  that  Is  true. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  In  my  opinion  that  is  the  case,  Mr.  President 
I  have  been  informed  by  people  who  know,  and  I  have  certain 
Information  at  hand  showing  that  the  development  of  the  carbide 
industry  in  foreign  countries  is  Miormous.  1  am  not  spealdng 
particularly  of  Canada,  but  of  European  countries;  and  those 
countries  ai-e  hoping  that  this  tariff  will  be  taken  off  so  that  they 
can  flood  the  American  market  with  their  products,  produced  by 
cheap  labor. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  ODDIE.     I  do. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  stated  that  he  had  Information  that 
If  the  tariff  were  fixed  at  one-half  cent  per  pound  the  industry 
would  be  destroyed.  I  should  like  to  know  who  gave  him  that 
information.  Will  he  plea.<5e  specify?  And  may  I  also,  before 
he  does  that  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  when 
calcium  carbide  was  on  the  free  list,  as  It  was  for  a  number  ot 
years  after  1913,  the  industry  had  its  inception  and  develop- 
ment? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  The  records  show  plainly  that  when  the  tariff 
was  placed  on  carbide  In  1921  or  1922  much  of  tlie  production 
of  foreign  countries  came  to  the  United  States;  and  I  ftUly 
believe  that  If  this  tariff  Is  taken  off  we  will  lose  that  business. 
It  will  go  back  to  these  foreign  countries. 

I  fed  very  keenly  on  this  subject  because,  as  a  representative 
of  a  State  that  needs  help,  that  wants  an  opportunity  to  help 
itself,  as  a  representative  of  a  State  that  is  vitally  Interested  in 
this  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  legislation,  I  want  Nevada  industiieb 
to  take  advantage  of  the  Boulder  Canyon  power  rather  than 
have  it  to  go  into  the  hands  of  the  great  power  companies  of 
the  Pacific  coast  to  be  sold  back  to  us  and  to  others  at  a  much 
Increased  cost. 

Mr.  President  I  feel  that  at  least  1  cent  a  pound  duty  must 
be  maintained  on  carbide  In  order  that  this  Industry  may 
continue. 

■  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  printed  In  the  Rboobd, 
without  reading,  a  statement  on  the  carbide  industry  from  the 
Chemical  Age,  of  London,  dated  September  7,  1929.  which  gives 
an  account  of  the  enormous  development  of  the  carbide  Industry 
in  various  countries  of  Europe. 

The  VICE  president:.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none. 

The  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows: 

The  Casbids  Industkt — Ah  Examinatioh  or  th»  Imtbematioiial 

Position 

The  question  of  overproduction  of  carbide  has  become  acute  once 
more  in  connection  with  tbe  Impending  development  of  Dalmatian 
water  power  by  a  French  company.  Phosphates  Tunislcns.  A  corre- 
spondent of  the  Manchester  Guardian  Commerrial  has  recently  dis- 
cussed tlie  subject  at  some  length.  Tbe  concessions  tiitberto  held  from 
Yugoelavla  hy  the  Sufld,  a  new  subsidiary  of  the  Italian  Terni,  have 
(he  says)  pa8i<ied  to  the  airw  company  formed  by  Phosphates  Tunlslens. 
known  as  Sefled ;  and  a  very  comprehensive  plan  for  the  increase  in  the 
production  of  current  In  Dalmatla  from  the  present  110,000,000  kilowattr 
hours  to  900,000,000  kilowatt -hoars  is  bound  up  with  tlie  cbanes- 
over.  The  intention  Is  to  found  in  Dalmatia  an  electroclieml;«l  and 
an  electrometallurgical  Industry  comparable  with  tbose  of  Norway. 
Nitrogen  products,  superpbospbates,  and  especially  carbide — particu- 
larly calcium  carbide  and  cyanamlde — are  to  be  produced  in  enor- 
moas  quantities  at  a  capital  expenditure  estimated  at  460,000,000 
franca. 


iirpoiTAsca  OF  ths  n^ir 
The  plan,  which  Is  being  strongly  backed  by  the  Tugoelav  Hovem- 
ment,  is  likely  to  be  of  critical  Importance  to  the  carbide  market ;. 
even  at  present,  according  to  expert  opinion,  the  overproduction  of  car- 
bide Is  only  avoided  with  dUBcnlty.  Blnce  the  technical  production  of 
carbide  from  chalk  and  carbon  was  begun  by  means  of  tbe  electric 
furnace  in  1894  electrification  has  made  such  enormous  progress  that 
In  many  instances  carbide  has  become  a  mere  by-product  of  the  con- 
sumption of  the  main  current  supply.  Before  the  World  War,  with 
the  wagon  and  locomotive  Industries,  tbe  armamentg  industry,  naval 
and  conunerclal  shipyards,  engineering  works  and  building  enterprises, 
much  better  engaged  than  nowadays,  the  world  conRomption  of  carbide 
and  acetylene  for  cnttlng  and  welding  and  for  lighting  and  heating, 
together  with  chemical  uses,  was  estimated  at  an  ai^gregate  of  575,000 
metric  tons,  and  the  production  was  only  sUglitly  more  than  this. 

Naturally,  the  immense  consumption  during  the  war  rapidly  sent  up 
the  production  of  carbide,  and  In  the  first  years  after  the  war  It 
even  increased  further,  owing  to  the  requirements  for  welding  and  cut- 
ting in  the  conversion  of  the  old  munitions,  breaking  up  of  warships, 
destruction  of  fortresses,  and  reconstruction  of  devastated  areas.  To- 
day the  world-productive  capacity  is  scarcely  less  than  2,250,000  tons. 
(A  kilogram  of  carbide  requires  about  a  kilogram  of  lime,  0.7  kilo- 
gram of  carbon,  and  3  to  4  kilowatt-hours  of  electric  energy.)  The 
world  capacity  increases  from  day  to  day,  and  the  world  consumption 
Is  only  about  1,500,000  tons.  Lighting  is  of  virtually  no  significance 
to  consumption,  and  sales  now  depend  mainly  on  the  calcium-nitrate 
industry  and  other  chemical  processes,  together  with  the  old  uses  for 
welding  and  cutting.  Lately  consumption  has  further  increased  hrough 
the  requirements  for  the  production  of  acetate  rayon — involving  the 
preparation  of  great  quantities  of  acetone  and  sulphuric  acid — and  the 
considerable  use  of  tetrachloride  derivatives  as  solvents,  and  so  on. 
This  applies  even  to  Germany,  where  the  calcium  cyanamlde  produced 
(500,000  tons)  requires  400,000  tons  of  carbide,  and  other  requirements 
of  carbide  mnst  be  estimated  at  not  less  than  110,000  tons. 

uiTHODs  or  RBoriartow 

It  was  thcho  conditions,  together  with  the  threatened  Inundation  of 
the  German  market  with  carbide  from  other  countries  which  must  at 
all  costs  export  that  led  to  the  German  adhesion  not  long  ago  to  the 
international  carbide  syndicate,  which  until  then  had  been  aimed  par- 
ticularly against  Germany.  The  syndicate  has  been  Joined  by  Norway, 
Swltserland,  Sweden,  PYance,  Yugoslavia.  Austria,  and  Italy,  and  has 
been  trying  to  regulate  market  conditions  in  Britain  (which  has  not  a 
well-equipped  carbide  Industry),  Holland,  and  elsewhere — the  markets; 
that  Is,  which  can  take  big  quantities  of  carbide  but  are  hotly  contested. 
Up  to  now  the  syndicate  has  had  a  tough  struggle  for  existence  In  com- 
petition with  outsiders,  although  a  big  part  of  the  world  output  li 
required  for  nitrogen  production  and  does  not  require  watching.  It  Is 
also  no  easy  task  to  combat  the  potential  overproduction  of  the  means 
of  production.  The  water-power  stations  are  expensive  to  eonstmct,  but 
soon  pay  for  themselves,  snd,  as  we  have  seen,  carMde  production 
becomes  merely  subsidiary  to  the  production  of  electrical  energy. 

On  the  whole,  cartHde  prices  are  not  high  in  comparison  with  pre-war, 
and  ft>r  this  reason  the  countries  with  the  more  recent  and  better 
equipped  installations  are  better  placed  ftor  profitable  worldng  than  tha 
countries  dependent  on  older  histallatlODS  or  on  coal-prodoced  electricity. 
Oermany,  for  Instance,  has  a  conventional  customs  duty  of  8  marks  a 
metric  centner,  reduced  to  4.50  for  Swltserland ;  and  the  German  mana- 
facturats  have  repeatedly  declared  that  in  spite  of  International  syndica- 
tion they  could  not  well  dispense  with  the  &-mark  duty,  ThU  is 
mentioMd  as  an  indlcatlao  of  tlte  sitaation. 

THB   nODOCIHO    COtTITTBIXS 

The  principal  producing  countries  and  their  capacity  as  far  as  ascer- 
tainable may  briefly  be  mentioned.  Ttie  United  States  and  Germany 
are  probably  the  biggest  producers,  but  It  is  convenient  to  begin  with 
Norway.  Norway  has  the  advantages  of  ample  water-produced  elec- 
tricity and  a  good  customer  In  Great  Britain.  This  explains  the  great 
expansion  in  the  carbide  industry  during  and  since  the  war.  The 
Industry  Is  closely  united  with  the  ferrometalUc  and  the  whole  of  the 
electrometallurgical  and  electrochemical  industries;  Its  expansion  was 
so  great  that  after  the  war  there  came  an  acute  crisis.  In  the  course  of 
which  the  American  Electric  Furnace  &  Products  Co.  had  to  close  down 
the  power  station  at  Sande  Falcone,  and  the  Alby  United  Carbide  Co. 
(Odda)  and  the  North  Western  Cyanamlde  Co.  also  ceased  operations. 
The  rest  of  the  works,  led  by  the  A/8  Hafslund  In  Oslo  and  the  A/8 
Meraker  Elektrtsk  Kraft  og  Smrfteverk,  and  Including  the  Odda  Smel- 
teverk  (which  works  in  association  with  the  two  first  named),  the 
Notodden  caldum  carbide  works,  and  the  Norsk  Elektrokemlsk  A/8  in 
Kangero,  have  done  tolerably  well,  but  the  existing  Norwegian  produe- 
tlon  Is  no  more  than  70.000  tons  out  of  a  capacity  of  105,000  tons  a 
year,  although  GrMt  Britain  continoes  to  buy  on  a  big  scale.  Even 
so,  Norway  exports  to  Britain  about  two  and  one-half  times  as  much  as 
(Germany,  though  the  figures  vary. 

SWISS    AKD   rUBWCn    COWDITIOKS 

The  situation  is  less  favorable  In  Swltserland,  in  spite  of  long  ex- 
periMce  and  equally  rich  sources  of  water  power.     The  production  is 
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about  M.OOO  tow  a  7^.  a  conald^raMe  number  of  firms  coinpoH*.g, 
taclu  ling  the  Lon«  A.  G.  (Baale).  the  Soci««  de.  Produit.  AxotfeH. 
S    K:ektroch*mische  Werke  (Berne)  :  capacity  i.  --"'«»^era«>lr  abore 
SSore.     France  haa  an  equal  Interetit  with  Norwaj  and  SwitserUnd 
S?  export  of  carbide,  and  a  growing  interest.     She  baa  been  pro^-- 
on  a  reKular  plan  with  ele<trlficatlon  In  the  aonth  (Pyrenees  and 
the  central  mns»if.  and  the  north,  and  haa  become  a  keen  competitor 
the  world  market  in  this  and  other  electrometaUurgical  fields.     Co-"' 
are  thu.  bound  to  arise  in  connection  with  the  participation   In 
glaylaa  carbide  Industry.     No  fewer  than  23  important  firms  arc 
pving  themselres  at  present  with  the  manufacture  of  carbide  In 
li^cliMllng   the   Manufactures  etc.   de   St.   Gobain.   the  Soci6t«  d  Eleclro- 
chimic   etc    dTglne.  Boxel  Mal^tra.  the  P6chlney,  the  AcWrlea  et  Foitfcs 
d«  FlriBiny    and  so  on  :   the  works  are  mostly  in   the  Departmento 
gavole.  laere.  and  Haute*  Pyrenees.    The  French  industry  has  a  capacity 
of  som*"  250,000  tons  a  year. 

Naturally  there  Is  not  the  same  degree  of  concentration  in  the 
chemical  industry,  which  Is  of  more  recent  growth,  as  in  the  ( 
In  0«rnuiny  the  great  dye  tnwt,  the  I.  G.  Farbenindnstrie.  control, 
big  proportion  of  the  whole  of  the  country's  production,  partly  thrr 
Its   many   participations;   in    the  13   principal   works   the   name   of 
Alexander  Wacker  crops  up  again  and  again  as  holder  of  a  block 
shares.     As  the  leading  producer  of  nitrogen  the  I.  G.  is  able  to  th  ow 
on  the  world  market  a  big  surplus  of  carbide.     In  Italy,  too,  then 
less  concentration  In  the  carbide  Industry  ;  Montecatlni  and  Teml- 
latter  is  now  extemling  its  activities— account   for  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  aggregate  capacity,  but  at  least  15  other  firms  are 
petlng  m  carbide  production   for  the  market     The  aggregate  capatity 
Is  probably  about  200.000  tons  a  year,  and  only  a  fraction  of  thi 
aUUaed. 

TH«   D5ITCD  8TATBS   AXD  CAXAOA 

No  estimate  can  be  offered  of  the  productive  capacity  in  the 
States,    but    the    consumption    In    the    chemical    industry    Is    increasing 
rapidly,  as  in  Oermnny.     The  American  consumption,  apart  from  n 
gen.  Is  probably  some  50.t»00  tons  more  than  in  Germany.     Among 
portnnt  producers  are  the  Shawlnlgan  Products  Corporation,  the 
ft  Carbon  Chemical  Corporation,   the  T'nlon  Carbide   Co.,   two   firm* 
Duluth.  Minn.,  and  one  in  Carbondale,   Pu.,  but  this  Is  far  from 
pliting  the  tale  of  producers.     In  Canada  the  Canadian  Calcium  Car|)ide 
Co.  uses  the  Niagara  Falls  as  its  source  of  energy ;  in  addition  to 
firm  there  are  the  Canada  Carbide  Co..  in  Montreal,  the  Ottawa  Car|ilde 
Co.,   the  Canadian   Klectro  Products,   Ltd.    (Shawlnlgan   combine), 
other  Important  firms.     It  is  unnecessary  to  mention  Canada's 
capacity  owing  to  her  resources  in   water  power ;  it  is  all   the 
difSeuIt  to  estimate  it.     Present  production  may  be  valued  at  |10,00<t000 
a  year.  , 

Ib  Europe.  Poland  has  benefited  gr^tly  in  carbide  potentialltlei 
her  acquisition  of  the  former  German  works  of  Chonow  and  C  • 
Wielkoptddkl  (Bromberg)  ;  the  carbide  production  per  furnace  has 
increased  by  about   50  per  cent   In   the   last  five  years.     Productkn 
over  100,000  tons  a  year.     In  Caechoslovakla  the  Verein  fttr  Cbemjsche 
Industrie    (Ansslg)    and    Welnmann    and    Lobkowlti    together 
capacity   of  over  50,000  tons  a  year.     In   Russia   the  Industry   is 
in    Its    Infancy.     Spain    and    Rumania    (which    has    the   advantag^ 
methane  energy)   have  each  a  capacity  of  perhaps  25,000  tons  a 
Yugoslnvla'a  capacity  may  be  taken  as  about  three  timea  as  much 
that  of  Austria  and  of  Hungary  about  half. 

Mr.  CAPPER.    Mr.  President,   the  American  Farm  Bn|eau 
Ft?deration  has  prepared  a  schedule  of  about  150  agricultural 
and   related   e*>niinodlties   on   which   it   holds   the   Interestp 
agriculture  demand  changes  in  the  present  tariff  rates. 

I  have  gone  through  the  various  schetlules,  and  find  that 
a  few  exceptions  I  can  heartily  indorse  these  recomraendat 

Mr.   JOHNSON.     Mr.   President,   I  did   not  catch   what 
Senator  said.    Did  he  say  that  he  could  "  heartily  "  Indors  s, 
••hardly'  indorse? 

Mr.  CAPPER.    Heartily  indorse. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Oh.  excuse  me! 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 

Mr.  CAPI'KR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I>ld  the  bureau  also  furnish  a  list  of  ^ates 
on  Industrial  couiuioditles  which  they  desired  reduced? 

Mr.  CAPPER.     I  think  there  is  a  list  being  prepared 
least  one  of  the  farm  organiaations,  and  which  I   think 
be  available  within  a  day  or  two.    I  hope  to  have  such  j 
myself. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  think  that  information  will  be  very 
able,  and  I  hope  the  Senator  will  xxt^e  them  to  hasten  it. 

Mr.  CAPPER.    I  am  very  much  interested  in  some  reductions, 
as  well  as  some  increases. 

I  understand  amendments  will  be  introduced  by  several 
tors  in  line  with  the  wishes  of  the  farm  organizations,  and 
a  few  exceptions.  Incloding  the  sugar  increases  asked  b 
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farm  organizations,  I  shall  sui>port  the  amendments  proposed 
in  this  schedule.  I  can  not  see  ray  way  clear  to  placing  a 
higher  duty  on  sugar.  The  additional  burden  on  the  consumer 
would  be  too  great  in  comparison  with  the  number  of  fanners 
who  would  be  benefited,  in  my  judgment. 

But  Mr.  President,  I  feel  compelled  to  state  again  my  con- 
ceptioli  of  the  purpose  for  which  this  special  session  was  called. 
It  was  called  for  the  purpose  of  placing  agriculture,  as  nearly 
as  is  p<^ssible  through  farm  relief  legislation  and  revision  of 
the  tariff,  on  a  parity  with  manufacturing  and  industry  No 
one  realizes  more  clearly  than  myself  that  legislation  and  gov- 
ernmental aids  by  themselves  can  not  bring  about  this  parity. 
But  this  Congress  can  go  a  long  way  toward  making  comparative 
parity  po.<sible. 

Agriculture  was  promised  legislation  toward  th  s  end  in  the 
last  campaign.  That  promise  was  renewed,  and  its  purport 
ndorsed.  when  President  Hoover  called  the  special  session  of 
Congress.  It  has  been  reindorsed  time  and  again  on  the  fl(K>r 
of  the  Senate.  The  people  of  the  United  States  expect  Congress 
to  fulfill  the  campaign  pledges  of  both  parties ;  they  expect 
Congress  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of  President  lI(»over  i"  calling 
the  special  session;  they  expect  the  additional  pledges  given  by 
leaders  in  both  branches  of  the  legislature  to  be  redeemed 

But,  Mr.  President,  I  must  say  frankly  and  with  all  tlio 
earnestness  in  my  power,  that  neither  the  National  House  of 
Representatives  nor  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  has 
given  us  a  bill  in  harmony  with  the  campaign  promises  or  in 
consonance  with  the  expressed  desire  of  the  President  in  calling 
this  special  session. 

The  bill  we  have  before  ns  does  give  agriculture  somewhat 
better  tariff  protection,  but  not  the  additional  tariff  protection 
aLTiculture  understood  was  promised. 

More  than  this,  the  pending  measure  Is  a  distinct  violation 
of  the  pledges  made,  and  a  direct  denial  of  the  Presidents 
program,  in  my  judgment. 

The  bill  before  u.s  is  a  perversion  of  those  promises  and  or 
the  President's  proclnmution  and  message.  Behind  the  smoke 
.screen  of  a  comparatively  few  lncrea.ses  for  agricultural  com- 
modities. It  purposes  to  give  undreamed  of  and  entirely  un- 
called for  increases  on  literally  hundreds  of  manufactured 
producta 

Mr.  President,  it  is  the  plain  duty  of  the  Senate  not  only  to 
eliminate  all  but  a  very  few  of  these  increases  allowed,  but  it 
is  imperative,  as  I  see  It.  that  the  protection  which  amounts 
to  embargoes  afforded  industry  as  a  whole  In  the  tariff  act  of 
1922  be  pared  down  considerably. 

To  do  what  the  Finance  Committee  proposes  In  the  measure 
as  it  now  stands — some  increases  for  agriculture  and  many 
unconscionable  increases  for  industry— would  be  an  economic 
crime  against  agriculture  apd  against  the  consumers  of  this 
country. 

Tariff  rates  on  agriculture  in  line  with  protection  afforded 
industry  would  not  be  detrimental  to  the  best  interests  of  the 
consumers  of  the  country  as  a  whole.  A  prosperous  agriculture 
means  that  the  buying  power  of  one-third  of  the  people  in  these 
United  States  will  be  increa.sed  to  the  point  where  their  buying 
of  manufactured  products  will  add  to  the  prosperity  of  the 
country  and  give  increased  wages  and  returns  to  the  nonagri- 
cultural  workers  of  the  country. 

But  the  bill  proposed  will  injure  not  only  agriculture  but  will 
add  a  heavy  additional  burden  on  all  other  consumers  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  President,  I  propo.se  to  support  and  vote  for  additional 
tariff  protection  for  agriculture.  There  are  a  few  industries 
that  may  need  additional  protection.  They  are  very  few.  I  will 
support  these. 

But  also.  Mr.  President,  it  is  my  purpose  to  support  amend- 
ments that  will  reduce  the  tariff  schedules  on  the  great  number 
of  manufactured  articles  not  only  below  the  recommendations 
of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  but  also  in  some  instances 
below  the  rates  In  the  present  law. 

But,  Mr.  President,  the  J^enate  can  not  afford  to  allow  the 
Increased  industrial  rates  provided  in  this  bill.  The  Senate 
can  not  afford  to  stand  for  a  continuance  of  the  unreasonal)le 
rates  now  in  existence  on  many  manufactured  conmM)ditie3. 
The  Senate  must  afford  agriculture  more  protwtlon  and  in  line 
with  the  .schedules  outlined  by  the  farm  organizations. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  the  state- 
ment of  tariff  rates  on  farm  products  suggested  by  the  Farm 
Bureau  Federation,  which  I  send  to  the  desk,  printed  in  the 
CoNOREssioifAi.  Record  following  my  remarks. 

There  toeing  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  iii  the  Rscoao,  as  follows : 
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•IJMt  of  farm  eommodUie$  and  reUU«d  prodmeta  on  wMoft  fmrther  tariff 
aihutmmU  mn  de«<r«d  ^y  the  Awurioam,  Farm  Buremu  FederoHom 


Oommodities 


■CHXDUUt  1 

F»tlllMr  materials: 
Phosphoric  acM, 
ammonium  chlo- 
ride, ammonium 
nitrate,  ammoni- 
um phosphate, 
ammonium  sal- 
pbata,  and  other 
WtiUiar  materials 
in  pars.  1,  S,  and  7. 
Animal  oils: 

Bod,    herring,    men- 
haden. 
Whale  oU 


American  Farm  Btneaa  raU 


Free  entry  fat  fertilizer  purposes 
but  dutiable  for  other  uses. 


Seal  on. 


FLth  oil,  n.  8.  p.  I 

VegeUble  oils: 

Olive  oU,  containers 

under  40  pounds. 
Other  oUts  oiL 


Castor  oil 

Hempaeedoa. 


Linseed  oil. ■ 
Coconut  on. 


Bvessed  oO 

Poppy-saed  oQ 

Oottonssed  oO. 

Peanut  oiL. 

Palm-kernel  oil 

Beaame  ofl 


3  cents  per  pound,  but  not  leas 
than  45  per  cent  ad  Talorem. 

1.7  cents  r>ej  pound  but  not  less 
than  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

2.4  cents  per  pound  but  not  less 
than  i&  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

46  per  cent  ad  valorem 


Other  extracted  oils.. 
Oils,    when    hydro- 
genated    or    hard- 
ened. 

Casein 

Starches  of  all  kinds 


SCHBOOU  S 

Sugar  (basic  rate,  gO")... 

Blackstrap  molasses,  for 
distilling  purposes. 

Molasses,  edible 


SCBKOVUIS 


Wrapper  tobacco: 
Unstemmed... 
Stemmed 


8CBKDULI  7 

live  cattle: 

Under  TOO  pounds... 

TOO  pounds  and  over. 
Tallow 


10  cents  per  pound,  but  not  less 

than  4J  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
0  cents  per  pound  bat  not  less 

than  46  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
6  cents  per  pound,  but  not  leas 

than  45  per  cent  ad  valorwn. 
1.9  cents  per  pound,  but  not  leas 

than  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

do 

S.O  cents  per  pound,  bat  not  less 

than  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

8.7  cents  per  pound,  but  not  less 
than  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

8.8  cents  per  pound,  but  not  less 
than  46  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

g.6  ce^ts  per  pound,  but  not  leas 

than  45  per  cent  art  valorem. 
6.4  cents  per  pound,  but  not  less 

than  46  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
S.ft  cents  per  poand,  but  not  less 

than  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
8.4  cent-s  per  pwund,  but  not  less 

than  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

45  percent  ad  valorem 

1  cent  additional  to  foregoing 

rates. 


Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee rate 


8  cents  per  pound... 
tyi  cents  per  pound. 


OleooQ. 


Oleo  stearin, 
lard 


Dried  whole  milk 

Cheese  (including  substi- 
tutes. 


FroieneggB. 
Dried  ( 


Buckwheat: 

Hulled  or  unbailed . . 

Floor,  grits,  at  groats . 
Com,  inchidmg  cracked 

OCMll. 

Paddy  or  rough  rice.. 


Brown  rlca.. 
UHMrioe.. 


3  cents  per  pound 

4  cents  per  pound 

3  J  oents  per  pound,  bat  not  less 

than  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

8.7  cents  per  pound,  bat  not 
leas  than  45  per  cent  ad  va- 
lorem. 

4H  cents  per  pound,  bat  not  less 
than  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

6  cents  bat  not  under  46  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

10  oents  j>€r  pound 

8  cents  per  pound  t«t  not  less 
than  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

13  oents  per  pound. 

Yolk,  30  cents  per  pound;  al- 
bumen, 60  oents  per  pound; 
whole,  30  cents  per  pound. 


SO  cents  per  100  pounds. 

2  oaots  par  pound 

accents  per  bushel 


2  cents  per  pound,  bat  not  under 

46  per  cent. 
3K  oents  per  pound,  bat  not 

under  45  per  cent. 
8)4  cents  per  pound,  but  nog 

onder  60  per  oeot. 


Retained  on   dutiable 
list  for  all  purposes. 


IA»t  of  farm  oommoditim  and  relaUd  productt  on  whMt  further  tariff 
mdfunment*  ore  deHred  bv  tha  Am^rieam  Farm  Bureau  Faderattoi^^ 
Continued 


3.75  oents  per  pound — 
3  cents  on  Cuban  sugar 
8  cents  per  gallon 

Beetore  House  rates — 


Higher  than  $2.50  per  pound... 
Higher  than  ^.15  per  pound... 


6  cents  per  gallon. 
6  cents  per  gallon. 

Do. 
30  per  eent  ad  ralorem. 
TH  oents  per  pound. 
6H  oents  per  pound. 

3  oHits  per  pound. 

IH  cents  per  pound. 

3.7  cants  par  pound. 
2  cents  per  poond. 

0  cents  per  gaDon. 

2  cents  per  pound. 
8  cents  per  pound. 

4  cents  per  pound. 

1  cent  per  pound. 

3  cents  per  pound. 

30  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

4  cents  per  pound. 


3H  cents  per  pound. 
Potato  starch,  2>i  cents 

per  poand. 
Starch,  n.  s.  p.  1.,  IH 

cents  per  pound. 
Java    and    tropical 

starches,  bee. 


2.75  cents  per  pound. 

2.20  cents  on  Cut)an. 

^M  cents  per  pound  ot 
total  sugar  (about  H 
cents  per  gallon). 


S2.10  per  {x>und. 

$2.75  per  pound. 

Filler  mixed  with  5  to 
36  per  cent  wrapper, 
874  cents  per  pound 
unstemmed;  $1.17H 
stemmed. 


2  cents  per  pound. 
2H  oents  per  pound. 
Vj  cent  per  pound. 

1  cent  per  pound. 


Do. 
3  cents  per  pound. 

«H  cents  per  pound. 

8  cents  per  ponnd,  bat 
not  leas  than  36  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

8  cents  per  pound. 

18  ooDta  per  pound  for 
aD. 

25oents  per  100  pounds. 
H  oent  per  pound. 
35  oenU  per  bosbel. 

1  oent  par  poand. 
IH  cents  per  poond. 
S  oenta  per  poond. 


Conunodities 

American  Farm  Boreaa  rate 

Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee rate 

•cmtDtriB  7— contd. 

Bioe— Coat  inoed. 

Broken    ricn,    meal, 

etc. 
Eliminate       special 
privilege  on  Patna 
rice. 
Cherries: 

IH  cents  per  pound,  but  not 
tinder  60  per  cent, 

4  cents  per  poond............... 

H  oent  per  pound. 
3  cents  per  pound,  in- 

Sulphured     or      in 
brine- 
Unpitted 

8  cents    per   pound  (eliminate 
any  distinction  as  to  sise) . 

13  oenU  per  pound  (eliminate 
any  distinction  u  to  sise). 

10  nents  per  pound .............. 

cluding  froten  with* 
out    sugar;  dried,  0 
oouts  per  imxiuU. 

More  than  000  to  t  ha 

Pitted 

gallon,   3  oents   per 
pound;  000  or  less  to 
the  gallon,  6H  cants 
per  pound. 
More  than  900  to  tba 

Dates,  fresh,  dried,  or  In 
brine: 
In  packages  of  leea 
than     10     pounds 
each. 
In  bulk... 

Prepared 1 

Umee 

Oranges 

OrmpeCndt 

Olivea: 

fli'een  In  brine 

gaIl(Hi,   4  oents  per 
pound;  9UU  or  leas  to 
the  gallon,  9^  cenU 
per  pound. 

Unpitted.  2  oents  per 

7    cents    per    pound,  but    not 

under  45  per  cent. 
13  cents   per   pound,  but   not 

under  SO  per  cent. 
3H  cents  per  pound,  but  not 

under  45  per  cent. 
2    cents    per    pound,  but    not 

under  46  per  cent. 

30 cents p*<r gallon 

pound;  pitted,  5  centf 
per  pound. 
Do. 

6  oeots  per  pound. 

1  cent  per  pound. 

1  cent  per  pound. 

Da 

30  cents  per  gallon. 

Ripe,  In  brine 

Dried  ripe  olivea 

Pitted  or  stuffed 

Olives,  n.  s.  p.  f. 

Almonds: 

Not  sheDed       . 

ft  oents  niw  Doimd       ,^  , 

40  cents  per  gallon 

0  cents  per  pcKind 

tM  cents  per  ixxmd .. .. 

6  cents  per  pound. 
30  oenU  per  gallon. 
6  cents  per  pound. 

6U  cents  per  pound. 

Shelled. 

19  cents  per  riMi')d   r 

18  4  cents  per  pound. 

Processed  and  imita- 
tions. 

Almond  paste 

Chestnuts  and  mairona: 
Not  shelled 

22*^  cents  rer  pouihI .. . 

i&yi  cents  per  pound. 

4  cents  per  pound ..... 

10  cents  per  pound.............. 

Da 
Free. 

Shened 

D& 

Prepared 

12  oenU  per  pound — 

6  cents  per  pound. ........    ..— 

36  cents  per  pound. 

Filberts: 

Unshelled 

BheUed „ 

Peanuts: 

Unshelled . 

Shelled   

3U  cents  per  pound. 

10  oenU  per  pound 

6  cents  per  pound 

7  cents  per  pound 

9  oenU  per  pound 

C  cents  Der  Dound.. ............. 

5  cents  per  pound. 

4hi  cents  per  pound. 

6  cents  per  pound. 

Prepared.     ......... 

Walnuts: 
UnsheDed 

6  cents  per  pound. 

Shelled „ 

Pecans: 

Unshelled        

IS  cents  oer  oound - ........ 

15  cents  per  pound. 
Prepared,  15  cents  par 
pound. 

8  cents  per  poaad. 

6  cents  per  pound 

18  cents  per  pound.............. 

SbeUed 

Edible  nuts,  n.  s.  p.  f.: 
Unshelled 

6  oents  per  pound. 

2  oents  per  pound 

0  cents  per  poond. ........ ...... 

1  cent  per  pound. 

Shelled 

Do. 

Oil-bearing  seeds: 

Castor  beans. 

FlaTseed         

3  cents  per  pound,  bat  not  under 

40pero«it. 

84  cents  per  bashel 

3.8  cents  per  pound,  but  not 

under  40  per  cent. 
3  cents  per  pound,  but  not  under 

40  percent. 
3  cents  per  pound,  but  not  under 

40  per  cent. 

A  cents  per  pound. .       ... 

H  cent  per  pound. 
M  cents  per  bushel. 

PoDDV  seed .. 

83  cants  per  100  pounds* 

Sunflower  seed. 

Cottonseed   

3  cents  per  pound. 
H  oent  per  pound. 

Grass  and  forage  seeds: 
Alfalfa               

Scents  per  pound 

Crimson  clover 

Red  clover . 

3  cents  per  pound 

8  cents  per  pound... .. 

4  cents  per  pound 

3  cents  per  pound. ..„._. .. 

do 

8  oents  per  pound.... — ..- 

8H  oeots  per  poond 

3  oaots  par  poond 

8M  eeota  per  poond , 

leant  per  pound. 
0  cents  per  pound. 

Sweetclover.. 

3  cents  per  pound. 

Timothy 

2  cents  per  pound. 

Orass  seed.  n.  s.  p.  L. 
Pumpkin    and    squash 
seeds,  raw,  roasted,  or 

jtet. 
Radish  seed 

Beans: 

Green    ... ....... 

Do. 
0  cents  per  pound. 

Do. 

H  cent  per  poond. 
2H  cents  par  pound. 
3  cants  per  pound. 

Dried 

In  brine     .... . — 

Cowpeas  to  be  dutl- 
able  at  same  rates 
as  beans. 

Celery 

Peas: 

Green 

Dried 

Split 

Rreparad 

60  per  eaot  ad  Takxem. 

3  oaots  per  poond 
194  eeou  per  pound. 
3H  oeoU  per  pooBd. 

^                           1 

Saentapvpoaad. 

¥ 
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tnttt 

Fader^tioa  — 


ComraodttiM 


KHKDtrLK  7— oonlinoed 


WhiM  poUtoM. 


DrW 

Potato  floor • 

Tc(n«to«.  (rwli .  

Turnips  and  niUkbag«8-.. 

Swwt  peppers 

Chicory  rwts,  crude     -  - 

Mastard  'eed,  un?rf>un.l 

The  aeasonai  tariffs 

on  cuCTimber*  and  egg- 

plAQis  should  be  elinu- 


AmeriCMi  rann  Bureau  rate 


1  cent  per  pound,  but  not  under 
SO  per  cent. 

3h  cents  per  pound 

do ■ 

3  cents  per  pound — .■ 

1  cent  per  pound 

4  cents  per  pound _ 

Scents  per  pound 

3  ceotH  per  pound 


trHBDCLS  10 

Fiber  flat: 

Straw 

CnbackM  flu. 


Hadcledflax. 


Tow.  noU,  crin  y^g*- 
tal. 
Hemp  and  taomp  tow — 

Hackled 

Inte  burlaps  and  fabrics. 


late  bacKlngs: 

15  to  32  ounces,  per 

square  yard. 
Over  32  ounces  per 
square  yard. 
Jntebai;!!: 

Bleached 


Senate  Finance 
iDltteeraU 


COIB- 


TScmts  per  100  pounds 

254  cents  per  pound 
2H  cents  per  pound 

Do. 

20  oenU  per  100  pouc  is. 
3  cents  per  pound. 
Ih  cenls  per  pound 
2  cents  per  pound. 


$4  per  ton ---- 

6  cents  pw  pound,  bat  not  under 
35  per  cent. 

10  cents  per  pound  but  not  un- 
der 36  per  cent. 

4  cents  per  pound,  but  not  under 
3.*)  ;«r  cent. 

2  cents  per  pound — 

4  cents  per  pound - 

10  cents  per  pound — 


pounc 


Unbleached. 


acHcnrti  ii 
Baw  wool 


Wool  wBSt*^; 

Top  waste,  stubbing, 
roving,  rinjt  wastes. 

OarnettMl  waste 

NoUs— 

Carbonised 

Not  carboniied  . 
Thread  or  yam  waste 

Shoddy 

Mungo .-.— 

Flopks 

Woolrae 

Other  wool  wastes... 


■OiBDULX   IS 

OatUe  hides  and  skins... 
raEE  LIST 


1.8  cents  per  ounce  per  square 

yard. 
10  cents  per  pound 


-do. 
-do- 


Basio  n»te  of  37  cents  per  pound 
(scoured  basis). 


39  cents  per  pound . 
36  cents  per  pound . 


$3per  t(Mi. 
Ih  cents  Pw 

3  cents  per  poimd 

1  cent  per  pound. 

2  cents  per  pound 
3h  cents  per  poui 
Unbleached,  1  cet„ 

pound;   bleachec 
cent  and  10  per  c  ml. 

fio    cent    per    square 

yard. 
M<t  cent  per  pound 


1  cent  per  pound 

per  cent. 
1  c«nt  per  pound 

per  cent. 


aid 
nd 


cents 


per 


Lone  suple  cotton.. 
Jote  aDd  ittte  botts.. 
Pataarioe 


39  cents 
SHwnts 
W  cents 
accents 
12  cents 
do.. 


per  pound, 
per  pound . 
per  pound . 
per  pound, 
per  pound. 


29  cents 

30  cents 


per  pound . 
ppr  pound . 


■  was  >ed, 


cmts 


Scoured,  34 

pound. 
In  the  gretise  or 

31  cents  per  po^d 
On  the  skin,  29 

per  pound. 

34  cents  per  pound 

20  cents  per  pouik  , 

30  cents  per  poun<: . 
Do. 

23  rents  per  pounc . 

21  cents  per  poun( . 
10  cents  per  pounc . 
8  cents  ;>er  pound. 

24  cents  per  poun< 
Carbonized,    23 

per  pound;  not 
bonisod,  10  cent  s 
pound. 


Jara  and  tropical  starches 
Oil-bearing  seeds: 

Hempeaed 


/Oreen,  6  cents  per  pound. 
\Dry,  10  cents  per  pound.. 


75  cents  per  bunch 

7  cents  per  pound 

8  cents  per  pound 

Dutiable  at  same  rates  as  other 

rice. 
2H  cents  per  pound 


|lO  per  cent  ad  7al<  rem 


Coiam. 

Palm  nota 

Pala  not  karoali. 

Tnacanta 

Rapeaaad.. 

PariDaseed 

•seed 


Seeds   and   nats, 
n.  s.  p.  f. 
Kxtiaetedoib: 

PalmoU _ 

F^rilla 

Sweat  abneod 


Tunc. 


■.a.p.  t 


mt. 


1  cent  per  pound,  but  notnnder 
40  per  cent. 

2  cents  per  pound,  bat  not  under 
40  per  cent 

1  7  rents  per  pound,  but  not  txn- 
der  40  per  cant. 

1.2  cents  per  pound,  but  not  un- 
der 40  per  cent 

2cents  per  pound,  but  not  under 
40  per  cent. 

IJ6  cents  per  pound,  but  not  un- 
der 10  per  cent 

1.8  cents  per  pound,  but  not  un- 
der  40  per  cent 

2.4  cents  per  pound,  bat  not  un- 
der 40  per  cent. 

40  per  cent  ad  valorem 


3.1  cents  par  pound,  but  not  un- 
der 45  per  cent. 

4.6  cents  per  pound,  but  not  un- 
der 45  per  cent 

3.4  cents  per  pound,  bat  not  un- 
der 45  per  rent. 

3.9  cants  par  pound,  bot  not  an- 
der  45  per  cant. 

46  pec  caot  ad  valoran. 


Free. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Da 

Da 
Da 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Da 
Da 
Do. 
Do. 

Da 
Da 
Da 
Da 
Oa 
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U»t  of  form  commodities  and  related  prod^t,  on  «r»*c*  fjfr^^^ 
adhatmenta  are  desired  fty  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation- 
Continued  . 


Commodities 


rsKB  U8T — continued 

Palm-kernel,  rapeseed, 
sunflower,  olive,  and 
sesame  oils  rendered 
unfit  for  use  as  food. 


American  Farm  Bureau  rate 


All  denatured  oils  should  bear 
the  same  rate  as  the  natural 
product. 


Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee rate 


Free. 


per 


15 
10 


«nts 
car- 
per 


^B  '^'X^oi'^^pl^Svi^^i^nA^a  bear  the  same  rates  «  imPorts  from 
other  SSL;  the  revenue  from  import,  from  the  Phihppines  should  be  returned  to 
the  Philippines.  ,  „  ...  .  , 

Note.— N.  s.  p.  f.  means  not  specially  provided  for. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Kan- 
sas yield? 

Mr.  CAPPER.     I  yield.  „     ,       *         ♦».    Mo«, 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  clipping  from  the  New 
York' Herald  Tribune  in  which  is  described  a  speech  made  last 
nieht  in  AUantic  City  by  RepresentaUve  Tilson,  the  Republi- 
can leader  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  in  which  he  very 
causticaUy  criticized  the  Senate  for  not  having  up  to  date  ac- 
cepted the  House  bill  practically  as  it  was  sent  over  to  the 
Senate  and  in  which  he  made  the  statement  tliat  unless  the 
Senate  does  accept  the  Hou.se  bill  practically  as  it  came  over, 
the  House  will  refuse  to  enact  the  legislation.  If  I  understand 
the  Senator  from  Kansas,  he  does  not  share  in  those  views  of 
the  Republican  leader  in  the  House  of  Representatives  on  tlte 

tariff.  ,  .   , 

Mr  CAPPER.  I  certainly  do  not,  and  his  views  are  not  In 
line  with  the  sentiment  of  the  great  agricultural  West  at  this 

time.  ^  . 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  am  very  glad  to  have  that  statement  from 

the  Senator. 
Mr,   KING.    Mr.   President,   will  the   Senator  from   Kansas 

yield? 

Mr.  CAPPER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  we  would 
better  send  word  to  Mr.  Tilson,  then,  that  we  will  have  no 
tariff  bill  at  all,  and  that  we  had  better  adjourn  until  Decem- 
ber, and  then  proceed  with  the  regular  work  of  the  session? 
If  the  House  is  going  to  insist  upon  the  bill  which  they  passed. 
I  think  the  Senator  can  give  notice  to  tlie  world  that  there 
will  l>e  no  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  I  hope  to  see  a  tariff  bill  come  before  us 
tliat  will  be  far  better  than  the  one  before  us. 

Mr.  KING.  If  such  a  bill  does  not  come  before  us,  there  will 
be  no  tariff  bill  at  alL 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  I^resident,  it  is  extremely  doubtful 
whether  a  single  vote  can  be  changed  in  this  schedule,  or  per- 
haps in  any  other.  The  Senate  is  in  the  grasp  of  machinery 
which  is  operating  under  inexorable  and  unchangeable  laws,  so 
I  suppose  our  body  is  predestined  and  foreordained  to  do  certain 
things. 

We  heard  a  discussion  this  morning— and  I  am  sorry  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nokris]  is  not  in  his  place  now — 
which  had  no  relation  whatever  to  the  question  at  issue,  as  I 
see  it.  I  am  in  hearty  sympathy  with  the  pasition  the  Senator 
takes  regarding  the  development  of  the  natural  water  powers, 
but  that  question  is  not  involved  here  except  in  the  most  indi- 
rect way.  Everybody  who  knows  anything  about  the  question 
knows.  I  believe,  that  power  is  cheaper  in  Canada  than  it  is  in 
the  United  States.  I  think  that  inu.st  be  admitted,  but  it  Is  not 
that  question  whicb  we  are  here  to  deal  with  or  to  settle. 

The  largest  manufactory  of  carbide,  the  article  under  consid- 
eration now,  is  in  my  State.  I  am  not  at  all  interested  in  that 
company ;  I  own  no  stock  in  it,  I  do  not  know  the  oflUcials  of  it, 
I  do  not  suppose  one  of  them  ever  voted  any  ticket  except  the 
Republican  ticket,  and  I  am  not  interested  in  the  company  in 
any  manner  relating  to  the  tariff,  except  as  it  affects  the 
employment  of  American  laborers  in  my  State, 

This  morning  an  attempt  was  made  to  change  tlie  discassion 
from  the  immediate  question  to  the  attitude  of  the  standard 
bearer  of  my  party  in  the  la.st  riection.  Nobody  has  to  wonder 
where  Mr.  Smith  stand.s  on  any  question.  There  is  no  braver 
man  in  public  life  than  he  is.  and  he  has  said  where  he  stands 
on  matters  relating  to  the  tariff.  In  his  Louisville  speech  Mr. 
Smith  said: 

Natumlly  the  Republican  Party — 

Of  course,  he  was  not  referring  to  the  wing  represented  by 
his  cordial  supporter,  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  but  to  what 
we  are  pleased  to  call  the  "  reactionary  wing  "  of  the  Repub- 
lican Party. 
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Nntnrally  the  "Republican  Party  attempts  to  link  prosperity  to  the 
tariff,  with  the  hope  that  they  may  create  alarm  in  the  basinesa  world 
^ky  forecasting  Imaginary  r*daptlon8  of  the  tariff  following  Democratic 
■ncceaa  and  by  appealing  for  sopport  to  special  and  favored  intereeta 
that  might  improperly  benefit  by  an  Increase  In  some  of  the  tariff 
schedules. 

In  the  same  address  made  by  Mr.  Smith  at  Louisville  on  the 
13th  of  October,  1928,  he  gave  what  he  called  his  "  prescription." 
I  quote: 

I  have  written  a  prescription  that  to  my  mind  meets  the  8itn«tk>n 
with  regard  to  the  tariff,  and  here  it  la. 

Then  he  gave  the  several  ingredients  in  the  prescription,  and 
the  fifth  one  Is  the  one  which  I  will  quote: 

No  revision  of  any  specific  adiedule  will  have  the  approval  of  ti>e 
Democratic  Party  which  in  any  way  interferes  with  the  American 
standard  of  living  and  level  of  wages.  In  other  words,  I  aay  to  the 
American  workingman  that  the  Democratic  Party  will  not  do  a  single 
thing  that  will  take  from  bis  weekly  pay  envelope  a  5-cent  piece. 

I  am  willing  to  stand  on  the  tariff  platform  of  Mr.  Smith. 
It  is  because  this  amendment,  If  accepted,  will  take  from  the 
pockets  of  the  American  workingmen  and  will  take  money  out  of 
every  weekly  pay  envelope.  Worse  than  that,  it  will  require 
thousands  of  American  workingmen  to  find  otlier  employment. 

Are  we  so  much  Is  the  grasp  and  grip  of  inexorable  laws  that 
we  are  unwilling  to  pause  long  enough  to  give  consideration  to 
the  merits  of  an  individual  question? 

To  make  clear  what  I  mean  let  me  say  that  If  the  protection 
on  carbide  is  reduced  from  1  cent  to  one-half  cent  these  calami- 
ties will  follow. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  th^Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Does  the  Senator,  then,  believe  that  labor  will 
get  the  benefit  of  this  tariff? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Let  me  answer  the  Senator  by  saying  that 
If  we  do  not  maintain  the  tariff  where  it  is  labor  in  my  State 
will  suffer  materially. 

Mr.  BORAH.  What  becomes  of  the  position  of  the  Senator's 
party  on  any  tariff  at  all?  It  seems  to  me  we  are  all  together 
here. 

Mr.  COPEILAND.  I  hope  we  are  together.  In  this  particular 
matter  the  American  Carbide  Co.  owns  plants  at  Niagara  Falls, 
N.  Y.,  and  it  owns  plants  in  Canada.  Previous  to  the  imposition 
of  tiie  tariff  in  1922  the  company  operated  its  Canadian  plants  at 
full  capacity  and  employed  Canadian  labor.  When  the  tariff 
was  imposed  in  lft22  it  moved  out  of  Canada  over  to  Niagara 
Falls.  N.  Y.,  and  did  all  of  its  manufacturing  there,  employing 
American  labor.  The  company  still  owns  its  plants  in  Canada. 
If  the  tariff  is  removed  there  is  no  longer  any  incentive  to  con- 
tinue the  operation  of  the  plants  at  Niagara  Falls. 

Mr.  BORAH.  And  they  will  go  over  to  Canada  and  import 
their  product? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Yes;  they. will  go  over  to  Canada  and  Im- 
port here. 

Mr.  BORAH.  That  is  what  they  are  doing  in  a  great  many 
Instances. 

Mf.  COPELAND.  The  Senator  was  not  here  a  while  ago 
when  I  made  reference  to  Henrj-  Ford.  A  few  weeks  ago  I  saw 
his  plant  In  Cork,  Ireland,  employing  4,700  men.  I  saw  in  Ger- 
many the  Woolworth  6-and-lO-cent  store  crowded  with  people. 
I  saw  the  Woolworth  store  In  London  crowded  with  people. 
American  capital  Is  going  everywhere.  But  that  is  not  the 
problem  in  which  I  am  interested  now,  except  as  it  relates  to 
the  particular  question  at  issue. 

If  we  reduce  this  protection  to  one-half  of  1  cent  I  have  no 
reason  to  doubt  from  Information  given  me  that  the  plants  wlU 
go  back  to  Canada  and  that  the  goods  will  be  imported  into  the 
United  States.  That  is  the  situation.  It  is  up  to  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States.  If  it  is  desired  to  destroy  the  labor  of 
my  State  in  order  that  there  may  be  promoted  what  some  may 
believe  to  be  the  progress  of  the  fight  against  the  Power  Trust, 
then  go  ahead  and  do  It.  But  If  Senators  are  interested  in  the 
employment  of  American  labor  not  alone  in  my  State  but  in  six 
or  seven  States  the  rate  should  not  be  reduced. 

Most  of  the  debate  has  related  to  the  Union  Carbide  Co.,  when, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  these  products  are  made  In  seven  States. 
Two  of  the  establishments  are  found  In  Iowa  and  one  each  in 
Alabama,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  New  York,  and  Virginia.  AH  of 
those  States  are  involved  and  have  an  Interest  in  the  question. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  situation  is  not  such  that  the  matter 
is  settled  in  advance.  I  hope  that  every  Senator  will  give  con- 
sideration to  the  welfare  of  thousands  of  citizens  employed  in 
this  industry.    I  tmst  that  they  wUl  not  think  of  this  as  an 


abstract  tariff  question,  or  that  becatise  every  Senator  has  a 
view  one  way  or  the  other  regarding  the  general  tariff  problem, 
that  it  should  settle  his  vote  in  this  particular  matter.  This  is 
a  question  that  has  to  do  with  the  welfare  of  thousands  of 
families  of  working  men  In  the  United  States  of  America. 

My  good  friend  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Noiuus]  has 
spoken  about  the  welfare  of  those  on  the  farm  and  those  who 
work  in  the  mines.  I  do  not  care  how  far  he  goes,  I  have  ex- 
actly the  same  Interest  in  those  who  work  on  the  farms  and  who 
work  in  the  mines,  but  I  have  in  my  mind's  eye  at  this  moment 
a  thousand  families  in  the  State  of  New  York  who  will  be  ad- 
versely affected  by  action  such  as  is  under  consideration  here. 
I  beg  of  Senators  not  to  take  that  action. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  I»RESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Certainly. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Apim)achlng  the  problem  entirely  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  protective  tariff,  there  has  not  been  any  suggestion 
made,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  follow  the  debates — and  the 
Senator  will  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong — that  the  rate  of  1  cent 
per  pound  is  not  in  every  way  justified  in  the  consideration  of 
the  difference  In  the  cost  of  producing  carbide  In  this  country, 
and  in  the  various  factories  abroad.  There  has  been  no  sug- 
gestion that  the  1  cent  was  excessive,  has  there? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  have  not  heard  it  raised.  I  have  heard 
these  extraneotis  questions  raised,  but  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion, as  I  said  a  little  while  ago,  have  not  been  considered. 

Mr.  EDGE.  As  I  recall  the  figures  presented  by  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Gorr] — I  will  not  attempt  to  repeat 
them  because  I  do  not  have  them  clearly  in  my  mind — the 
spread  or  differential,  whether  represented  in  lower  cost  of 
power  or  labor  or  whatever  the  coinponent  reasons  might  hnve 
been,  is  even  greater  than  1  cent  per  pound.    Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  think  that  is  correct 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  S^^nator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
that  I  do  not  want  him  to  derive  the  (pinion  as  stated  by  the 
Senator  from  New  York,  that  there  is  no  challenge  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  necessity  of  a  1-cent  tariff.  I  think  carbide  ought  to 
be  on  the  free  list.  I  have  no  doubt  about  the  fact  that  it  could 
be  produced  at  a  profit  if  it  were  on  the  free  list  and  there 
would  be  no  competition  that  would  threaten  it  at  alL 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  Senator's  view  that  it  should  be  on  the  free 
list  is  not  developed  through  his  conviction  that  it  costs  as 
much  to  produce  carbide  in  Norway,  for  instance,  as  it  does  In 
the  United  States,  is  it? 

Mr.  KING.  May  I  treq?ass  further  upon  the  time  of  the 
Senator  from  New  York,  and  may  I  say  that  Norway  is  not  a 
comi>etitor?  The  facts  are  that  if  there  is  any  competition  at 
all  It  comes  from  Germany.  We  produce  coke  at  $2  plus  p» 
ton  while  in  Germany  it  costs  $4  plus  per  ton.  It  costs  more 
for  limestone  there  than  it  does  here.  It  costs  more  to  manu- 
facture power  in  Germany  than  it  does  here.  We  can  produce 
carbide  here  in  the  United  States  cheaper  than  it  can  be  pro- 
duced anywhere  in  the  world,  and  I  do  not  except  Norway.  I 
shall  discuss  that  later  if  I  take  the  floor. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  a  very  interesting  thing 
about  the  entire  discussion  is  that  there  was  no  hearing  before 
the  committee  and  no  thought  except  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
mittee to  make  any  change  In  the  schedule.  I  mean  no  inter- 
ested party,  either  consumer  or  producer,  came  and  asked  for  a 
change.  If  the  amendment  had  not  been  made  by  the  com- 
mittee Itself  it  would  not  be  here  to-day  to  be  discussed  unless 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nosais],  who  had  it  away 
back  in  his  head,  after  three  or  four  ot  five  months  further  dis- 
cussion of  the  tariff  bill,  might  finally  have  brought  It  up  for 
debate.    But  It  was  not  considered  by  the  committee. 

Under  the  circumstances  it  Is  an  unfair  thing  to  a  great  In- 
dustry to  drag  into  the  debates  of  the  Senate  the  question  of 
the  tariff  on  this  particular  item.  The  btislness  has  gime  along 
and  was  {Ktwpering,  thousands  of  men  and  women  were  em- 
ployed, and  now  because  we  are  Interested  in  the  power  ques- 
tion or  some  other  question  or  In  some  theory  of  tariff  it  to 
proposed  to  destroy  this  great  industry.  I  plead  in  the  name  of 
those  who  are  employed  in  the  work,  with  no  interest  what- 
ever In  the  dividends  of  the  concern,  and  I  appeal  to  Senators 
to  cast  Uielr  votes  in  favor  of  the  retention  of  the  tariff  whidi 
now  applies  to  calcium  carbide. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  caldtnn  carMde,  a  com- 
pound of  calcium  and  c-arbon,  is  the  source  of  acetylene  gas,  a 
gas  used  in  artificial  lighting  and  for  cutting  and  weldiqg 
metals  with  oxaeetyleoe  flame.    It  is  made  from  lime  and  cofc* 
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In  an  electric  furnace.  In  recent  years  50  per  cent  or  more  of 
the  caldom  carbide  produced  in  the  United  States  ha«  been  used 
In  illuminating  mines  and  in  lighting  rural  homes.  It  is  a  sub- 
Btance  which  Is  making  country  life  more  comfOTtable,  more 
pleasant,  more  attractive,  and  more  productive,  and  is  there- 
firre  of  notable  iinportanc-e  in  the  solution  of  the  farm  problem. 
8un)08edly  the  principal  object  of  the  biU  now  before  us.  It  is 
an  aid  to  the  farmer  himself,  the  farmer's  wife,  the  fanner's 
children,  the  farmer's  home.  Furthermore,  it  Ib  a  blessing  to 
the  miner  as  he  penetrates  the  dangt-rous  depths  of  the  earth 
to  secure  the  c*»mmodities  essential  to  our  pres«it  civilization. 

Production  figures  since  1925  are  not  availaWe,  but  they 
were  for  that  year  about  2&1.000.000  pounds,  with  a  value  of 
more  than  |6,50a000.  Imports  come  mainly  from  Canada  and 
amounted  in  1928  to  a  little  more  than  2.500,000  pounds,  about 
1  per  cent  of  the  home  production,  with  a  value  of  less  than 
$100 000  The  amount  of  exports  In  1928  was  3,745399  pounds 
and  had  a  value  of  $173,382.  The  exports  went  mainly  to  Cuba, 
Mexico  the  Philippines,  and  probably  to  other  lands.  It  is 
re«UM>nabIe  to  assume  that  the  domestic  production  has  con- 
tinued since  1925  on  a  scale  equal  to  the  production  of  that 
year,  if  not  on  a  greater  scale. 

In  view  of  these  facts  there  is  but  little  basis  for  a  tariff 
on  calcium  carbide.  I  shall  therefore  vote  for  the  lowest  tariff 
rate  proposed ;  that  is,  a  rate  of  one-half  cent  a  pound,  which  is 
the  committee's  original  proposal. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Shbppabo]  has  marshaled  In  an  able  manner  some  of  the  ob- 
jections to  arguments  of  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  in 
rece<ling  from  their  former  action  reducing  the  tariff  rate  on  cal- 
cium carbide  from  1  cent  to  one-half  cent  per  pound.  No  suffl- 
dent  reasons  have  been  advanced  to  Justify  this  surrender  to 
a  great  and  powerful  trust — whose  profits  have  been  stupendous 
and  whose  expanRion  continues  with  accelerated  momentum. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  action  of  the  committee  In  recommending 
a  tariff  of  1  cent  per  pound.  Before  cwisldering  the  qnestlon 
I  desire  brlefiy  to  refer  to  a  statement  made  by  the  Senatt>r 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr,  Qcrr]  when  he  was  arguing  for  a  duty 
of  1  cent  roUowing  his  colloquy  with  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
[Mr,  BaooKBAXT]  I  commented  upon  his  reference  to  the  pre- 
amble of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  Statea  as  a  grant  of 
power  to  the  Federal  Ooremment  and  a«  a  basis  for  Federal 
leidialatloo.  ,.^  ^    ^ 

I  presume  that  the  Senator  in  referring  to  liberty  and  the 
promotion  of  the  general  welfare  mentioned  In  the  preamble, 
was  baslnf  hia  argument.  In  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa, 
upon  tlie  preamble,  #««nming  that  it  was  equivalent  to  a 
fondamental  law  and  created  personal  and  pn^yerty  rights  In 
behalf  of  citixens.  The  Senator  is  one  of  the  ablest  lawyer* 
in  this  body  and  Is  an  honor  to  the  bar  of  our  country.  I 
can  not  believe  that  be  means  that  authority  la  granted  to  the 
Federal  Oc^emment  by  the  preamble,  or  that  rl^ta  are  acquired 
or  secured  from  the  same  source.  The  Senator  in  his  reply 
mentioned  the  fifth  amendment  to  the  Constitution.  That 
amendment  does  protect  the  property  of  citizens  from  being 
taken  by  the  Federal  Government  withont  due  process  of  law, 
and  Ukewiae  {wotects  the  citizen  In  his  life  and  liberty,  so  far  as 
the  Federal  Government  Is  wmcemed.  As  the  Senator  is  aware. 
the  provisions  in  the  first  10  amendments  are  reatrietUMis  upon 
the  Federal  Government,  but  they  do  not  relate  to  or  interfere 
with  the  States  In  the  exercise  of  their  sovereign  rights  or  pro- 
hibit them  from  proceeding  In  conformity  with  their  constitu- 
tions and  laws. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  will  say  to  my  distinguished  friend  from  Utah 
that  wlien  we  reason  together  In  conference  we  never  disagree ; 
and  when  the  distinguished  Senator  sees  fit  to  confer  upon  me 
such  unmerited  honor  as  he  has  done  we  can  not  disagree  in 
our  reasoning. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  a  word  of  comment  upon  the  posi- 
tion just  taken  by  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Cappkb],  I 
brieve  he  expressed  the  view  of  the  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  American  people  that  the  tariff  bill  passed  by  the  House 
of  Repreeentatlves  failed  to  meet  the  statement  of  the  Presi- 
dent In  convening  Congress  and  violated  pledges  made  by  the 
Republican  Party,  and  also  that  the  bill  reported  by  the 
Republican  Meml>ers  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate 
does  not  meet  the  aroroval  of  the  country. 

In  my  opinion,  the  bill  before  us  meets  the  desires  of  the 
trusts  and  monopolies  that  control  the  Industries  of  the  United 
States.  The  consuming  public,  the  great  mass  of  the  American 
people,  are  to  be  further  exploited  if  the  House  or  the  Senate 
bill  should  become  a  law. 

In  my  opinion  the  F\)rdney-McCun:ber  Act  should  have  been 
revised  and  revised  downward.    There  Is  no  justification  for 
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continuing  the  prohibitive  tariff  rates  in  that  law.  President 
Hoover  would  have  served  the  country  better,  In  my  opinion.  If, 
after  the  farm  bill  had  passed,  he  had  recommended  to  Congresa  ' 
a  general  revision  of  the  Fordney  Act  in  order  that  agrlculturB 
and  industry  might  be  brought  into  closer  relation  and  the 
public  relieved  from  the  heavy  burdens  imposed  under  the  iwo- 
visions  of  existing  tariff  law.  If  no  general  revision  were  p.>s- 
slWe,  then  there  should  have  been  Important  reductions  In  those 
schedules  of  the  tariff  bill  which  specifically  deal  with  com- 
modities vitally  important  to  the  agricultural  Interests  of  the 
country. 

The  Senate  has  made  some  Improvement  in  the  measure  before 
us.  It  has  eliminated  the  flexible  provision,  which  gave  to  the 
Presldwit  legislative,  if  not  autocratic,  power,  and  which  au- 
thorized him  to  increase  or  decrease  Uintt  rates,  .subject  only 
to  the  limitation  of  50  per  cent.  The  Senate  also  rejected  the 
plan  contained  in  an  amendment  offered  by  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, which  pointed  in  the  direction  of  establishing  the  Ameri- 
can selling  price  as  the  basis  for  levying  duties. 

The  Senate  has  also  Improved  other  admini.'nrative  features 
of  the  bill.  I  have  some  apprehension,  however,  that  whcm  the 
bill  finally  leaves  the  Senate,  it  will  have  many  unsatisfactory 
provisions,  and  will  not  materially  aid  agriculture  and  will 
prove  Injurious  to  the  consuming  public. 

Mr.  President,  the  position  just  announced  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Yorli  [Mr.  Copkland]  in  my  opinion  is  confirmatory 
of  the  view  which  I  have  just  expressed.  He  Is  asking  for  a 
high  tariff  duty  upon  calcium  carbide,  a  product  imptirtant  to 
the  farmers  of  the  country  and  to  a  large  part  of  our  population. 
May  I  add  in  passing  that  the  Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Cor- 
poration, with  its  en«<  uions  earnings  and  increa.siug  power, 
needs  no  protectitm.  It  can  produce  calcium  carbide  in  com- 
petition with  Canada  or  any  other  country  thongh  there  were 
not  one  farthing  of  tariff  duties  levied  In  its  behplf.  If  the 
argument  made  by  the  Senator,  as  well  a.s  other  Senators,  is 
valid  then  every  great  trust  and  manufacturer,  no  matter  how 
powCTful  they  may  be,  would  be  entitled  to  Increased  tariff 
production. 

The  argument  seems  to  be  that  the  larger  the  industry  the 
greater  must  be  the  protection  afforded  it.  And  mtMlern  protec- 
tion 6eems  to  mean  an  industry  need  only  become  strong  and 
powerful,  so  omnipotent  that  it  becomes  a  monopoly,  and  then 
threaten  that  if  its  monopolLstic  control  Is  not  continued  by 
prohibitive  tariffs,  it  will  go  into  Canada  or  some  other  country, 
and  engage  in  production  there,  to  justify,  or,  at  least,  compel 
the  continuation  of  high  tariffs,  or,  for  that  matter,  an  increase 
in  tariff  duties.  Whatever  argument  can  be  made  for  the  Car- 
bide Co.  can  be  nmde  for  fubstantially  all  manufacturing  con- 
cerns. It  seems  to  roe  a  strange  argument  that  when  an  indun- 
try  has  grown  so  powerful  and  haa  amassed  so  many  millions, 
ttiat  it  can  continue  tariff  duties  or  increase  the  same  upon  the 
threat  of  transferring  some  of  Its  activities  to  a  foreign  country. 
Mr.  President,  this  argument  will  be  used  in  the  considera- 
tion of  many  items  in  this  bill,  if  it  prevails  In  the  matter  of 
the  Item  befwe  us;  it  will  be  a  deadly  and  ugly  precedent 
from  the  effects  of  which  It  will  be  most  difBcult  for  Congress 
to  escape.  The  facts,  as  Senators  know,  are,  that  already  there 
is  no  competition  from  any  source  with  respect  to  the  com- 
modity wUch  we  are  considering.  Tlie  Union  Carbide  &  Car- 
t>on  Co.  is  supreme ;  it  dominates  the  American  market ;  it  fixes 
prices  and  they  are  so  high  as  to  result  in  enormous  and  un- 
just profits.  If  there  is  no  competition,  what  is  the  basis  of 
tariff  duties?  It  is  clear  that  the  theory  of  competlti(m  is  to 
be  abandoned  and  the  demand  for  exdusion  is  to  be  made  by 
many  indu.stries  in  the  United  States.  The  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  indicated  in  an  admirable  address  a 
few  days  ago  that  many  of  the  protected  industries  having 
secure<l  embargoes  and  obtained  alKsolute  control  of  the  do- 
mestic markets  were  now  going  out  into  new  fields  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  large  interests,  if  not  control,  of  markets  in 
other  countries. 

The  plan  aiH)arently  is  to  place  the  American  market  in  the 
hands  of  American  prodticers  by  building  tariff  walls  so  high  as 
to  prevent  any  p«>8sible  competition,  so  that  they  may  impose 
upon  the  American  people  whatever  prices  their  avarice  and  cu- 
pidity may  dictate.  But  the  plan  extends  further ;  it  contem- 
plates that  a  portion  of  the  enormous  profits  derived  from  the 
home  market  shall  be  sent  abroad  for  Investment  with  the  ex- 
pectation of  deriving  larger  profits  from  production  and  sale  in 
foreign  markets. 

Mr.  President  there  is  unmistakable  evidence  that  the  present 
tariff  law  has  enableil  many  industries  to  unduly  profit  at  the 
expense  of  the  cwisumers.  The  value  of  agricultural  property 
has  shrunk  tens  of  millions  of  dollars  under  the  Fordney-Mc- 
CumlK'r  law,  and  thousjinds  of  farmers  have  been  forced  into 
banlcruptcy.    But  the  protected  industries  have  reaped  enor- 
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moos  profits  and  the  value  of  mantifacturing  and  Industrial  prop- 
erties have  risen  to  unprecedented  heights. 

It  is  apparent  tliat  our  economic  system  needs  adjustment. 
There  are  too  many  dis|)arities  and  inequalities.  An  equilib- 
rium must  be  brought  about  between  agriculture  and  the  manu- 
facturing  interests.  We  can  not  continue  a  policy  which  exalts 
the  big  manufacturing  organizations  of  the  United  States  and 
deuresses  the  millions  who  toil  upon  the  farms  and  upon  whose 
backs  heavy  burdens  have  been  placed.  It  is  regrettable,  but 
nevertheless  true,  that  behind  the  ramparts  of  IncK-dinate  and 
unjust  protection,  monoiK>lioH  have  arisen,  threatening  and  de- 
stroying domestic  competition,  and  gradually  transferring  the 
earnings  and  property  of  the  masses  into  the  hands  or  under 
the  control  of  a  limited  number  of  powerful  industrial  and 
flnandal  organizations.  A  few  days  ago  there  was  puWished 
by  a  New  York  bank  a  statement  based  upon  the  returns  made 
by  corporations,  which  showed  that  during  the  first  six  months 
of  this  year  tlie  profits  of  a  few  hundred  corporations  exceeded 
by  $550,000,000  the  profits  made  by  these  same  corporations 
in  a  six  months'  period  of  1928.  The  net  profits  of  these  cor- 
porations for  the  six  months  ended  June  30  of  this  year  were 
approximately  two  and  one-half  billion  dollars. 

Mr  President,  the  profits  of  aU  the  farmers  ot  the  United 
States  for  the  years  1928  and  1929  will  not  approach  the  net 
profits  of  these  900  corporations,  during  the  tVmonth  period 
just  mentioned.  Indeed,  the  capital  of  the  farmers  has  been 
reduced  by  neariy  $20,000,000,000  since  1921,  and  they  have  made 
no  profits  during  the  same  period.  And  these  corporations  in  order 
to  control  domestic  prices  form  trusts  and  monopolies  and  fix 
prices  through  institutes  and  associations,  which  they  organise 
and  control,  and,  of  course,  the  public  are  the  victims.  If  the 
competitive  system  in  our  industrial  life  is  destroyed,  then 
profound  political  changes  will  occur  in  this  Republic.  No 
people  possessing  and  desiring  liberty  and  trained  in  democratic 
institutions  will  long  endure  an  industrial  oligarchy.  Trusts  and 
monopciles  may  triumph  for  a  while,  but  eventually  the  people 
will  rise  against  them.  They  will  be  shorn  of  their  power,  even 
though  In  accomplishing  that  end  there  may  be  severe  wrenches 
In  the  political  and  Industrial  field. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  contending  against  reasonable  tariff 
rates,  but  am  protesting  against  a  policy  that  increases  the 
power  of  trusts  and  monopolies  as  will  the  tariff  bill  now  before 
us.  That  there  are  trusts  and  monopolies  In  our  industries  to- 
day must  be  conceded  by  those  who  are  familiar  with  our  eco- 
nomic system.  They  have  become  so  powerful  that  they  are 
advocating  the  repeal  of  all  antitrust  legislation.  I  might  add 
that  these  appeals  seem  to  be  unnecessary  because  the  laws 
against  trusts  and  monopolies  are  not  enforced. 

When  the  tariff  act  of  1921  was  being  Incubated  a  representa- 
tive of  one  of  the  largest  industrial  organizations  in  the  United 
States  was  asked  by  the  dhalrman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
Senator  Penrose,  "What  do  you  want?"  He  stated  in  reply 
that  he  wanted  an  embargo,  then  a  tariff  so  high  that  if  anything 
should  leak  through  the  embargo  It  would  be  caught  by  tl»e 
tariff  wall,  and  finally  he  wanted  that  all  antitrust  laws  should 
be  repealed  so  that  there  would  be  immtmity  from  prosecution. 

The  other  day  I  asked  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr, 
Shortridge],  following  a  colloquy,  If  It  was  not  a  fact  that  the 
Sherman  antitrust  law  was  not  being  enforced.  I  understood 
him  to  dissent  from  the  view  which  I  suggested.  I  sUted  then 
that  if  It  were  not  enforced,  the  result  would  be  that  industrial 
activities  would  soon  be  controlled  by  a  few  giant  organizations. 
The  fact  Is,  Mr.  President,  that  the  Sherman  law  has  not  been 
enforced.  For  the  first  26  years  after  its  passage  the  number 
of  suits  prosecuted  was  considerably  less  than  200,  and  during 
the  10  years  preceding  June,  1926,  approximately  140  cases  were 
dealt  with  In  the  courts.  And  I  may  add  that  the  results  of 
the  prosecutions  were  disappointing,  either  because  ot  mla- 
Interpretatlon  of  the  law  or  the  failure  to  obtain  all  the  neces- 
sary facts  warranting  legal  proceedings. 

It  is  now  being  contended  that  monopoly  cheapens  products 
and  Is,  therefore,  justified.  One  writer  has  stated  that  to  fight 
monopoly  is  to  try  to  quicken  dead  competition. 

Mr.  President,  if  tiie  law  of  competition  is  destroyed  in  our 
industrial  life,  an  Irresistible  demand  will  arii>e,  regardless  of 
our  political  institutions  and  our  economic  views,  for  Govern- 
ment ownership  or  ?•♦  least  effective  governmental  controL 
Either  would  be,  in  my  opinion,  most  unfortunate.  The  path 
marked  out  by  the  fathers  indicated  a  free  and  fair  field  and 
legitimate  aiid  honest  competition  in  our  economic  and  indus- 
trial life.  Let  us  adhere  to  that  policy.  Let  us  frame  our 
tariff  laws  so  that  there  may  be  legitimate  and  proper  protec- 
tion, not  tariff  rates  that  destroy  competition  and  result  in 
monop<4istic  control,  not  only  of  the  necessities  of  life  but  sub- 
stantially all  domestic  production.    ,  ^^  .j-„.i.^  . 
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Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Callfomln. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  The  Senator  having  made  reference,  I 
take  it,  to  my  poor  self  in  regard  to  the  nouenforcement  (»f  our 
antitrust  laws,  I  think  I  observed  the  other  day  that  if  those 
laws  were  being  violated  we,  or  the  Government  in  control,  are 
to  be  censured  for  not  enforcing  them.  As  I  recall,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, if  the  Senator  will  indulge  me  just  a  moment,  it  was  a  Re- 
publican convention  in  Indiana  or  Ohio  that  prt^^sod  the  Sher- 
man law;  it  was  introduced  in  the  House  by  McKlnlcy;  It 
passed  a  Republican  House ;  It  passed  a  Republican  Senate,  and 
was  signed,  I  believe,  by  a  Republican  President,  since  which 
time,  happily  or  otherwise,  there  have  been  certain  Democratic 
administrations,  and  there  have  been  Republican  administra- 
tions which,  I  imagine,  will  continue  for  a  good  many  years 
to  ctmie. 

Mr.  KING.    That  is  merely  iqiaglnation. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  grant  you,  but  my  name  is  Samuel, 
who  was  the  first  if  the  least  of  the  prophets. 

Mr.  KING.     I  think  the  Senator  Is  neither. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  If  the  laws,  as  the  Senator  suggeets, 
are  being  violated,  let  us  enforce  them,  and  I  would  join  the 
Senator  in  any  resolution  or  any  movement  or  any  action  to 
enforce  those  laws  which  I  believe  to  be  wholesome  and  good 
and  beneficial  Of  course,  if  not  enforced,  they  are  idle  words. 
But  what,  may  I  ask  the  Senator,  has  the  nouenforcement  of 
our  antitrust  laws  to  do  vsrlth  the  enactment  of  a  proper  tariff 
law?  Personally,  I  believe  in  adequate  protection  to  agricul- 
ture, to  mining,  and  to  manufacturing.  We  might  disagree  as 
to  what  rate  Is  adequate,  but,  be  It  high  or  low-— 1  cent  or  40 
ceaits— It  should  be  adequate.  I  repeat,  however,  begging  pardon 
for  detaining  the  Senator  so  long 

Mr.  KING.     I  am  willing  to  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  What  has  the  enforcement  of  our  anti- 
trust laws  to  do  with  the  preparation  or  the  enactment  of  a 

tariff  bill? 

Mr.  KING.  I  see  a  direct  relation  between  trusts  and  tariff 
bills.  The  Senator  remembers  the  statement  of  Mr.  Carnegie 
that  tariff  is  the  mother  of  trusts.  There  is  a  direct  relation 
between  high  Uriffs  and  trusts.  The  growth  of  trusts  prior  to 
the  passage  of  the  Sherman  law  was  so  apiiarent  that  the  peo- 
ple demanded  protection  against  their  aggressions.  The  dis- 
cussions throughout  the  country  and  in  Congress  attributed  the 
powerful  position  of  trusts  and  monopolies,  in  part  at  least,  to 
the  tariff  ramparts  created  by  law.  The  Senator  knows  that 
following  the  avll  War,  because  of  high  tariff  rates,  certain  in- 
dustries derived  enormous  profits  and  grew  powerful  and 
omilent  I  do  not  mean  to  state  that  there  may  not  be  monop- 
oilstlc  control  of  some  commodities  where  there  are  no  tariffs 
or  low  tariffs,  but  It  is  certain  that  where  tariff  rates  are  so 
high  as  to  prevent  forrfgn  competition  there  is  a  powerful  In- 
centive  for  domestic  manufacturers  to  combine  and  confed- 
erate in  order  to  control  prices  in  the  domestic  market.  And 
unforttmately  when  these  combinations  and  associations  are 
consummated  they  go  further,  and  Uttle  by  llttie  the  small  pro- 
ducer,  the  manufacturer  of  limited  means,  is  crushed  and  de- 
stroyed or  falls  into  the  embrace  of  powerful  organisations. 

Senators  know  that  mergers  are  going  on  In  every  form  of 
Industry,  and  rapidly  the  productive  reBources  of  oar  country 
are  being  absorbed  or  passing  into  control  of  a  limited  number 
of  organiaations.  There  are  evidences  that  the  mining  Industry 
is  controlled  by  a  limited  number  of  corporations.  That  Is  par- 
ticularly true  of  the  copper  Industry.  The  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yesterday  challenged  our  attention  to  a  few  very  large 
organizations  and  to  the  large  number  of  corporations  and 
manufacturing  plants  whl<*  they  had  acquired.  If  time  per- 
mitted I  could  point  to  other  corporations  which  exercise 
monopolistic  control  in  rarious  indnstriea, 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.  I'resident,  will  the  Senator  indulge 

me  in  a  qtiestion?  „..,.-. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  fur- 
ther yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  KINO.    Yes.  *..-,,  «^ 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  If  we  should  wipe  oat  tariff  duti«J, 
does  the  Senator  think  that  the  trusts  would  be  destroyed? 
Suppose  we  should  wipe  out  all  tariff  duties,  or  levy  just  such 
as  we  think  would  yield  ample  revenue,  without  any  regard  to 
tiie  protective  theory :  Does  the  Senator  tiilnk  that  the  inflow 
of  products  from  Europe  or  from  China  would  do  away  witii 

these  trusts  In  America?  ^,im«. 

Mr  KING  Mr.  President,  no  one  Is  advocating  a  demolition 
of  tariff  walls.  In  dealing  with  oar  present  industrial  syftf™ 
we  can  not  treat  tiie  question  de  novo.  A  situation  exists 
JwiSS  SboittbCF  mwii  tariff  laws.     That  th«.e  laws  bar. 
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contrlbated  to  tbe  fonnaHon  of  monopolistic  organizations,  I 
think  is  conceded  by  sabetantiaUy  all  political  eeononolsts  and 
by  many  of  onr  political  thinkers.  That  being  true,  a  step  in 
the  right  direction  would  be  to  adja«*t  oar  tariff  rates,  having  In 
view  not  monopoly  or  trusts  and  combinations  In  restraint  of 
trade,  but  the  Interests  of  the  whole  peoi^e. 

It  would  be  unwise,  of  course,  to  reduce  Important  tarlir 
duties  In  a  drastic  way.  A  proper  survey  of  our  industrial 
field  would  Indicate  to  fair  and  impartial  observers  the  need 
for  reductions  In  many  schedules  and  the  necessity  of  framing 
tai-lff  laws  to  encourage  competition,  not  to  discourage  It,  to 
afford  reasonable  protection  to  those  Industries  requiring  It, 
but  not  to  give  embargo  protection  to  giant  organizations  that 
have  grown  rich  and  powerful  from  illegitimate  profits. 

I  am  afraid  the  Senator  fails  to  see  the  Importance,  Indeed,  the 
necessity,  of  maintaining  the  c<»nipetltive  systrai.  and  by  the 
competitive  system  I  merm  a  system  that  not  only  permits  but 
compels  competition.  The  competitive  system  does  not  exist 
when  tariff  rates  are  so  high  as  to  exclude  products  or  to  per- 
mit only  Inflnitesiroal  amounts  to  find  entrance  into  oor  country. 
Titer e  are  literally  thousands  of  article*  that  are  prohibited 
from  reaching  our  shores  because  of  high  tmrlff  duties.  There 
•  re  hundreds,  If  not  thooaandi,  of  articles  the  Imports  of  which 
•re  less  than  10  per  cent  of  our  domestic  consonptlon,  and  a 
majority  of  tboae  I  have  In  mind  are  leas  than  6  per  cent,  «sd 
no  Inconaldertble  nanher  lees  than  1  per  cent. 

High  Uirlff  rates  are  an  indttoement  to  monopoly.  That  Is 
e«empll<led  In  our  own  ooniitry.  Whenever  tariff  rate*  were  In- 
ereased,  from  tbe  days  of  tbe  cnvil  War  down  to  tbe  Fontaiey' 
MoCnmber  law,  tbe  consolidation  of  Industry  and  captUl  in 
indostrittl  activttiee  Increased.  I  repeat  when  I  say  that  banks 
are  bHng  mi'rged.  vertical  and  huriaonul  tmsts  are  being  f(»rmed 
and  a  limited  number  of  corporations  to-day  control  an  impor* 
tant  pHrt  of  the  Imlustrlal  capitAl  of  oor  country.  Whenever 
tariff  laws  are  being  enacted  industries  of  the  greatest  magni 
tude,  as  a  mle.  cry  for  increased  tariff  duties. 

Here  we  find  a  corporation  with  its  hundreds  of  millions  of 
dollars  of  assets  and  which  has  nearly  one  hundred  millions  of 
surplns  and  reserven  asking  for  a  rate  of  duty  above  that 
recommended  by  the  Finance  Committee,  although,  aa  I  believe, 
Ls  in  no  danger  of  any  foreign  competition. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOK.  Mr.  President,  will  tbe  Senator  permit 
a  further  Interruption? 

The  VICB  PRBSIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  fur 
ther  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 
Mr.  KINO.     I  do. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOE.  Is  there  any  trust  among  the  wool 
growers  of  America?  They  are  af^ing  for  protection  on  wool 
Is  there  a  trust  among  the  rice  growers  of  America?  Is  thew 
a  trust  with  respect  to  any  or  all  of  the  agricultural  sociefie* 
of  America  ?  They  are  asking  for  a  tariff :  and  it  may  well  be, 
and  Indeed  It  la.  that  they  are  asking  for  increased  rates  of  duty 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  be  led  into 
discussion  of  questions  other  than  those  we  are  CMislderlng 
Permit  me  to  say,  however,  that  there  is  no  trust  lunoog  th< 
wool  growers  of  the  United  States.  I  know  there  has  been  anc 
still  la  a  tree  field  and  the  assertion  of  Individualism  on  the  par 
of  those  engaged  in  that  Industry.  There  are  thousands  ot  farm 
ers  who  are  raising  sheep  and  producing  wool.  There  is  n< 
combination  among  them.  Nor  is  there  among  the  fio<±master! 
of  tbe  West.  And  the  Senator  misconceives  my  position  if  1h 
brieves  I  am  contending  for  the  alx^tion  of  all  duties.  Whei 
the  Fordney-McCumber  bill  was  before  the  Senate  I  had  some 
thing  to  do  with  presenting  a  number  of  the  8<^iedules,  and 
speaking  for  my  party,  I  stated  that  we  favored  reasonable  ratei 
and  that  some  of  tbe  amendm«its  which  would  be  offered  to  th4  \ 
bill  woold  be  as  high  or  higher  than  the  provisions  of  the  Payne 
Aldricb  bUL  which  contained  rates  higher  than  those  found  lii 
any  preceding  law. 

In  my  opinion,  the  sdiedules  of  the  Fordney-McCnmber  lav 
slMNild  be  carefully  examined  and  many  reductions  made,  par 
tlcnlarly  in  those  commodities  controlled  by  Industrial  monopo' 
Ilea  and  trusts  throughout  the  country.     I  do  Insist,  howevn 
Mr.  Presidait,  that  the  antitrust  laws  be  oiforced.    I  bellev(» 
that  tbe  resnlta,  If  ^y  were  enforced,  would  be  highly  bene 
fldal.     It  is  manifest  if  tbe  gravitational  forces  operating  hi 
Industry  are  continued  there  will  arise  some  powerful  monopo 
lies,  and  tbe  wealth  of  the  conntry  will  rai^dly  be  absorbe< 
by  great  organisations  and  combinations  ofierating  In  all  in 
dustrial  and  economic  flelda. 

Mr.  8HOBTBIDQB.    Mr.  President,  wlH  tbe  Senator  yield 
The  VICB  PRESIDENT.    WUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  KINO.    I  yieUL 

Mr.  8HOBTRIOOB.    I  was,  however,  Intereated  In  the  Sen  > 
ator's  stateaaent  that  the  tariff  duties  have  boilt  up,  are  but 
teeasiiH.  and  In  a  «nae  now  perpetuate  trneta  In  Ametlea.    I ! 
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that  is  80,  there  are  but  two  remedies:  Either  to  enforce  our 
domestic  national  and  State  laws  against  these  illegal  organi- 
zations or  trusts,  or,  according  to  tlie  Senator's  argument,  to 
destroy  them  by  reducing  tariff  duties ;  one  or  the  other. 

I  venture,  with  great  respect,  to  put  the  question,  inviting 
the  Senator's  further  answer  If  he  desires  to  make  one.  How 
does  a  tariff  duty  create  a  trust?  and  why  are  we  impotent  to 
enforce  our  laws  against  trusts  because  of  a  tariff  law? 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  fnnn  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BORAH.  If  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed] 
comes  in  this  afternoon  to  lecture  tbe  people  whom  he  was  lec- 
turing yesterday  for  wasting  time.  I  hope  he  will  remember 
that  our  friend  from  Calif oniia.  a  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, started  a  subject  about  which  there  is  no  end- 
Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Doe«  the  Senator  from  Utah  fur- 
ther yield  to  the  Senator  from  Calif ornlu? 

Mr.  KINO.     1  do. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  I  plead  guilty,  and  thereby  hope  to 
avoid  the  lecture. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  feel  constraitied  to  make  a 
very  brief  reply  to  my  friend. 

I  repeat  that  if  tbe  Senator  docs  not  know  of  the  existenc* 
of  trusts 

Mr.  HIIOUTBIDOK.    I  have  not  said  that 

Mr.  KINO.    I  understood  the  Htfiotor  to  take  that  position. 

Mr.  flllOIiTIUIKlK.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  put  that 
statement  in  my  mouth.    I  do  not  say  that 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  I'reidilent,  of  courxe  I  do  not  desire  to  rolsln- 
terpret  the  position  of  the  Senator.  Briefly  replying  to  his  nug- 
gestions — I  telieve  that  tlie  antitrust  laws  should  Im*  vigorouMly 
enforced  and  mouofMHles  and  trusts  dissolved.  I  believe  that 
It  is  essential  to  tbe  preservation  of  our  form  of  Oovernment 
that  we  preserve  the  competitive  system  In  Industry  and  In  all 
economic  fields  I  believe  that  If  great  mergers  continue  so 
that  the  credit  system  of  the  country  is  controlled  by  a  few  and 
that  If  the  productive  resources  of  the  country  pass  Into  the  con- 
trol of  a  llralte<l  number  of  Imlivlduals  there  will  result  a  c«>n- 
dltlon  of  Industrial  servltu«le  utterly  Incomimtible  with  demo- 
cratic institutions  and  our  republican  form  of  government.  It 
is  Important  to  have  political  liberty  but  it  can  not  be  enjoyed 
if  there  is  not  Industrial  liberty. 

Professor  Jenks  himself  admits  that  the  normal  development 
of  manufacturing  Industry  and  distribution  seems  to  be  under 
the  direction  of  giant  indastry,  If  not  of  complete  monopoly  ;  and 
he  declares  that  to  legislate  In  o{HK>sltlon  to  this  normal  tendency 
of  industry  is  sure  to  make  legislation  difficult  if  nut  impossible 
of  enforcement  He  declares  that  business  Ls  hampered  by  antl- 
monopcdy  mandates  of  the  law  and.  If  I  understand  him  cor- 
rectly, he  reconmiends  that  they  be  elided  from  the  law.  That 
view  Is  undoubtedly  entertalneid  by  many.  I  believe  that  the 
repeal  of  these  laws  would  be  most  unwise.  I  am  repeating 
when  I  say  that  if  the  laws  agaiu.st  monopolies  and  combina- 
tions in  restraint  of  trade  are  not  enforced,  and  If  monopolies 
are  permitted  to  control  business  and  industry  our  institutions 
and  our  form  of  government  will  be  In  danger.  I  regret  the 
failure  to  enforce  these  statutes.  Of  course  the  Repablican 
Party  has  been  In  power  during  most  of  the  period  since  the 
enactment  of  the  Sherman  law,  but  during  Democratic  adminis- 
trations. In  my  opinion,  there  was  not  the  vigorous  enforcement 
of  the  laws  that  the  situation  reqnin'd. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  KINO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE      I  ask  the  Senator,  What  Is  a  trust? 
Mr.   KINO.     If  the  Senator,   with   his  knowledge,   does  not 
know,  I  am  not  going  to  flene  a  tnist  to-day. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  Is  Henry  Ford  a  trust  because  of  the 
colossal  size  of  his  operations? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  iwolong  the 
discussion  with  respect  to  trusts  as  I  desire  to  answer  some  of 
the  arguments  made  by  Senators  who  are  advocating  the  1-cent 
tariff  rate  on  caldnm  carbide.  However,  let  me  say  that  there 
are  vertical  and  horizontal  trusts,  and  that  a  monopoly  of  a 
commodity  or  an  industry  may  exist  in  the  hands  of  8<Hne  one 
Individual.  I  can  conceive  of  a  situation  where  one  man  might 
be  possessed  of  resources  so  great  as  to  fix  prices  of  the  Indus- 
try or  at  least  of  an  Important  omimodity  and  destroy  domestic 
competitors.  If  the  present  antitrust  laws  are  not  broad 
enough  to  deal  with  all  leases  of  interstate  monopoly  C(mgress 
has  the  power  to  strengthen  them  and  to  enact  statutes  that  will 
deal  with  moiK^)oHes  and  trusts  and  prlce-ftxlng  organlzaUoiui 
regardieea  of  tbe  number  ot  Indlvldnals  engaged  therein. 


Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Ononl  a  few 
moments  ago  offered  for  the  Rexx>bd  a  statement  from  the  Engi- 
neering Journal.  I  have  Just  examined  it,  and  it  Indicates  that 
Norway  is  not  so  Important  a  factor  In  the  manufacture  of  cal- 
cium carbide  in  Europe  but  that  Germany  Is  the  largest  pro- 
ducer. I  Judge  from  the  article  that  there  Is  no  ground  what- 
ever for  the  fear  of  competition  from  Norway,  and  as  I  view 
the  situation  no  European  country  can  be  a  serious  competitor 
with  the  carWde  company.  Let  us  take  Germany.  One  of 
the  representatives  of  the  Tariff  Commission  at  my  request 
secured  a  few  mcwnents  ago  from  the  Tariff  Commission  otRce 
a  statement  showing  the  cost  of  coke  in  European  countries  pro- 
ducing carbide  and  In  the  United  States.  Senators  will  recall 
that  coke  and  limestone  are  the  two  Ingredients  in  the  manu- 
facture of  calcium  carbide.  Coke  in  the  United  States  costs  but 
$2.73  per  ton ;  in  England.  $4.17  per  ton ;  in  France.  $5.31 ;  and 
Germany,  $4.00.  limestone  costs  no  more  In  the  United  States 
than  It  does  in  either  of  the  countries  Just  mentl(Mied.  It  appears 
then  thflt  the  qut'stlon  of  power  Is  the  other  Important  factor, 
I  should  add  that  In  Canada,  from  the  Information  that  I  have, 
coke  costs  more  than  It  does  In  the  United  States. 
Mr.  COUZRNS.    Mr.  President,  where  did  the  Senator  say 

he  got  these  figures?  .^ 

Mr,  KIN(}.  I>ortoT  Crnlg,  who  Is  connerted  with  the  Tariff 
Comtiilsslon,  handivl  me  these  figures  since  the  delmte  started. 
Doctor  Watson,  a  tariff  expert,  who  sits  with  the  chairman  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  stnte<l  to  me  y^'lthln  the  tmat  hour 
that  iKiwer  constltnted  one-fourth  of  the  cost  In  the  produc- 
tion of  calcium  ciirt»lde,  and  (he  chMlrman  of  (he  committee  states 
that  the  cost  of  the  power  in  Norway  is  9H  wt  horsepower.  My 
information  Is  tbst  In  France,  Great  Britain,  and  Germany 
the  i'*mt  Is  greater  than  In  Norway,  But  flssume  that  In  Ger- 
many the  cost  of  i»ower  Is  $0  per  horseixiwer  tlien  according  to 
the  figures  furnlMhe<l  me  by  the  ret>resentatlvc  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  the  <lifferentlal  is  $8  per  ton— that  is  to  say,  assume 
tlmt  the  cost  of  limestone  and  of  coke  Is  the  same  in  Germany 
or  Norway  as  In  the  United  States  and  the  cost  of  power  In 
Norway  or  Germany  Is  $8  per  horsepower,  the  cost  In  the 
United  States  would  be  $8  per  ton  greater  than  in  the  countries 
Just  mentioned.  The  chairman  of  the  cf»mmlttee  states  that 
the  freight  rate  from  Norway,  and  I  presume  It  Is  the  same  from 
Germany,  to  the  port  of  entry  In  the  United  States  is  $5  per  ton. 
To  transport  the  product  to  the  markets  of  the  United  States  by 
rail  would  be  an  additional  cost  which  would  reduce  the  differ- 
ential and  produt-e  almost  a  condition  of  equality  and  parity 
In  the  matter  of  cost  of  production.  The  cost  of  power  In  the 
United  States  varies.  Contracts  at  Niagara  have  been  written 
for  $19  per  horsepower.  I  have  no  doubt  that  with  the  In- 
creased production  of  hydroelectric  power  in  the  United  States 
there  will  be  a  gradual  reduction  In  the  power  costs. 

I  am  advised  by  otficials  of  the  Interior  Department  that  the 
cost  at  Boulder  Dam  will  be  $8  per  horsepower.  I  am  also 
informed  that  power  Is  produced  In  California  by  the  use  of 
coal  at  from  $8  to  $10  per  horsepower.  I  do  not  mean  that  it 
Is  sold  for  that  price,  but  am  advised  that  that  is  the  cost  of 
its  production.  I  should  state  that  in  Canada  power  costs  for 
corporations  are  substantially  the  same  as  In  the  United  States. 
I  was  informed  by  a  representative  of  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mission that  the  Canadian  costs  for  corporations  and  large 
manufacturing  Institutions  are  somewhat  in  excess  of  power 
costs  In  the  United  States. 

Canada  would,  therefore,  have  no  advantages  over  the  United 
States  In  the  production  of  calcium  carbide,  and  any  threat  to 
remove  plants  from  the  United  States  to  Canada  for  production 
of  calcium  carbide  are  Idle  and  meaningless  and  made  only  fOr 
the  purpose  of  frightening  Congress  Into  acceding  to  the  de- 
mands of  this  great  corporation.  With  a  one-half  cent  tariff 
and  with  the  costs  of  production  In  Canada  substantially  the 
same  as  In  the  United  States  it  is  absurd  to  say  that  the  Indus- 
tries  of  the  United  States  would  suffer  from  Canadian  importa- 
tions. The  one-half  cent  tariff  would  amount  to  $10  per  ton. 
Would  the  American  manufacturer  remove  his  plants  to  Canada 
and  there  produce  calcium  carbide  at  costs  substantially  the 
BJ\me  as  in  the  United  States  for  the  delectaWe  opportunity  of 
paying  a  tariff  duty  of  $10  per  ton  to  the  United  States?  There 
is  another  factor,  Mr.  President,  which  I  should  mention,  and 
which  some  Senators  will  undoubtedly  regard  as  important. 
Mr.  COPE  LAND.     Mr.  President—^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER   (Mr.  Nye  In  the  chair).    Does 
the  Senator  from  Utah  yield? 
Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 
Mr.  COPELAND.    Has  the  Senator  not  overlooked  another 

factor 

Mr.  KING.     Wages? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    The  matter  of  wages. 


Mr.  KINO.    No ;  that  was  what  I  bad  In  mhid,  and  I  will  deal 
with  that  at  this  time. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    That  is  so  Important  a  question 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  not  attach  to  it  the  Importance  that  the 
Senator  does.  Mr.  President,  during  the  tariff  discussion  there 
has  been  considerable  talk  about  wages  in  the  United  States  and 
in  foreign  countries.  Senators  content  themselves  with  the 
mere  statemMit  of  the  wages  paid.  They  do  not  mention  the 
most  Important  and,  indeed,  the  controlling  factor,  namely,  the 
productivity  of  labor.  Measured  by  that  standard,  wages  in  the 
United  States  are  less  than  in  Norway  or  Germany  and,  indeed, 
substantially  all  European  countries.  While  the  American  wage 
earner  receives  more  money  per  hour  or  per  day  or  per  week 
than  does  the  European  wage  earner,  the  American  wage  earner 
produces  from  two  to  three  times  as  much  as  the  European  wage 
earner  and  adds  In  value  two  or  three  times  as  much  as  results 
from  the  labors  of  the  European  wage  earner.  Therefore, 
though  wages  in  Eurcqiean  countries  are  but  from  one-third  to 
one-half  as  much  In  money  as  the  wages  paid  in  the  United 
States,  the  European  workman  gives  bis  employer  only  one-third 
to  one-half  as  much  value  as  does  the  American  workman. 
Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  KINO.  I  yield. 
Mr.  COPELAND.    I  dislike  to  say  that  I  think  tbe  Senator  la 

very  much  mlstakett 

Mr.  KINO,  The  Senator  Is  entitled  to  Ms  own  opinion,  but  I 
can  assure  blm  that  I  am  fortifl<fd  by  the  records  and  make  this 
statement  only  after  a  careful  examination  of  tlic  same,  I 
have  before  me  a  report  made  by  one  of  the  experts  of  the  Tariff 
Commisidou,  which  fully  corroborates  tbe  Htatumeut  which  I 
have  just  tnade. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Even  tbe  Tariff  Commbslon,  according  to 
the  figures  which  were  placed  In  the  Rbcobu  by  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr,  OorrJ,  makes  It  very  dear.  Indeed,  that  the 
difference  between  unskllleU  labor  In  tbe  United  States  and 
unskilled  labor  in  Norway  Is  the  difference  between  from  $4  to 
$6  here  and  $1.S0  to  $2  there. 

I  was  In  Ireland  some  time  ago,  and  a  friend  of  mine  was 
employing  stonemasons.  They  w<rrk  12  hours  a  day  for  $10  a 
week.  That  gives  the  Senate  an  idea  of  tJje  difference  between 
labor  conditions  here  and  labor  conditions  In  Europe,  because, 
of  course,  we  would  not  ask  and  could  not  get  a  stonemason  to 
work  more  than  8  hours  a  day,  even  though  he  were  more 
expert  he  would  be  paid  four  or  five  w  six  times  as  much. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  notwithstanding  the  lllumiuatlng 
remarks  of  my  friend,  I  still  affirm  the  correctness  of  the  posi- 
tion which  I  have  taken. 
Now,  let  me  proceed  to  amplify  niiat  I  said  a  moment  ago. 
I  have  here  a  chart  prepared  by  the  expert  referred  to  which 
contains  a  vast  amount  of  information  showing  the  ratio  of 
wages  and  production  of  labor  hors^wwer  ih  specified  indus- 
tries in  United  States  and  certain  European  countries.  I  call 
attention  to  the  first  column — bituminous  coal.  It  states  that 
the  amount  «)f  wages  paid  in  the  United  States  In  tbe  year  was 
$1,382;  in  Great  Britain,  $866.  But  the  American  workman 
produced  876  tons  of  coal  for  the  wages  received  and  tbe  British 
workman  produced  but  290  tons,  so  that  the  per  cent  of  quantity 
was  as  33.11  i&  to  100,  which  represwits  less  than  one-third. 
In  Germany  the  amoimt  of  wage  paid  for  the  same  period  vras 
$601,  or  43.49  per  cent  of  the  wage  paid  to  the  Anr>erican  work- 
nuin;  but  the  American  miner  produced  876  tons  of  coal  and 
the  German  miner  but  296  twia,  or  slightly  more  than  one-third 
as  much  as  the  Am«ican  miner.  In  the  chemical  Industry  the 
American  workman  received  $1,444;  the  British  workman,  $596; 
but  the  value  of  tbe  iwroduct  resulting  from  the  American  work- 
man's labors  was  $9,822,  while  that  of  the  British  workman 
was  $^48,  or  44.27  per  c«it  of  the  value  resulting  from  the 
labor  of  the  American  workman. 

The  chart  further  shows  in  the  case  Just  stated  that  the  value 
added  by  manufacture  by  the  American  wage  earner  was  $4,944 ; 
but  the  value  added  by  the  British  worker  was  only  $1,970,  or 
39.85  per  cent  of  the  value  added  by  the  service  of  the  Ameri- 
can workman.  I  should  add,  Mr.  President,  that  one  reason 
why  the  American  worker  Is  able  to  produce  so  much  more 
than  the  foreign  workman  and  to  add  so  much  greater  value 
as  the  result  of  his  labor  to  the  commodity  is  the  increased  use 
of  horsepower  in  the  United  States.  For  instance,  in  the  chemi- 
cal production  the  wage  earner  In  the  United  States  emj)ioy8 
horsepower  of  the  value  of  $11.81  as  against  horsepower  of  the 
value  of  $4.03  in  Great  Britain,  or  34.12  per  cent  as  much 
horsepower  as  Is  employed  by  the  American  workman. 

Let  me  call  attention  to  cement.  The  American  workman 
received  $1  403  and  the  British  workman  $060  or  47.04  per  cent 
of  the  wages  paid  to  the  American  workman,  but  the  American 
cement  worker  produced  cement  of  tbe  value  of  $4,206  as  against 
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%ljm  produced   by   the  British   cement   worker     The  Britisl  ^ 
Worker  prtKluced,  therefore,  bat  36.61  per  «"*  l^J"^*"^  «  ; 
ppmpnt  Drodnced  by  the  American  workman  and  hot  36..J8  pe 
ZuX  ?iSe.    The  American  workman  added  by  manufacture, 
as  a  result  of  his  labor.  $4,858  to  the  product   but  the  British 
workman  added  but  $1,741.  or  35.M  per  cent  of  the  value  adde^ 
by  the  American  workman.    In  horsepower  the  American  work- 
man in  producing  the  quantity  just  mentioned  consumed  horse 
power  of  the  value  of  $22.68.  but  the  BriUsh  workman  consumer 
horsepower  of  the  value  of  only  $9.45.  ,     *,        *  ^„^  ^ 

In  Germany  the  employee  engaged  in  the  production  of  cement 
produced  in  quantity  $1,829  a.-,  against  $3,628  by  «ie  Ameri<»^ » 
workman,  or  50.41  per  cent  of  the  quantity  produced  by  ths 
American  worlanan. 

Mr  President,  I  wlU  read  one  more  list,  taken  at  randoni 
from  the  charts  before  me;  it  covers  electrical  machinery  ani 
suppUes.  The  American  wage  earner  received  $1^350  as  agamit 
$501  paid  to  the  British  workman,  the  latter  receiving  but  37.11 
per  cent  of  the  amount  paid  to  the  American  wage  earner ;  bt  t 
the  American  wage  earner  produced  a  product  in  the  amoui  t 
of  $6  419  while  the  British  worker  produced  a  product  of  the 
value  of '$2,509.  or  but  39.09  per  cent  of  the  value  of  produrt 
pnKluced  by  the  American  worker.  The  value  added  by  tie 
American  wage  earner  as  a  result  of  his  services  was  fi.itx, 
while  the  value  added  by  the  services  of  the  British  worker  wj  s 
$1.1 9a  or  31.82  per  cent  of  the  value  resulting  from  the  Amer - 
can  wage  earner's  services, 

Mr  President,  on  the  charts  before  me  I  have  a  large  numlx  r 
of  groups  of  industrial  products  and  substantially  the  same  pe  r- 
centages  are  found  In  each  group.  Let  me  give  one  more 
example.  Boots  and  shoes— the  American  wage  earner  recelv<  d 
|1,091  and  the  British  workman  $511. 

The  quantity  produced  by  each  for  the  wage  paid  was  1,5(  3 
by  the  American  wage  earner  and  899  by  the  British  workma  n 
Stated  in  value  the  American  workman  produced  a  product  of 
the  value  of  $4,793  and  the  British  workman  a  product  of  tlie 
value  of  $1,603.  Those  figures,  of  course,  include  the  pricts 
paitl  for  the  materials  used  in  production.  The  value  added  o 
the  product  by  the  labor  of  the  American  wage  earner  was  $2,144 
but  the  value  added  by  the  British  workman  was  only  $8-6 
or  39.46  per  cent. 

Let  me  give  one  more  Illustration :  In  Germany  in  the  prodr  c- 
tlon  of  jrfg  iron  the  German  wt»rker  receives  $465.  while  tie 
American  wage  earner  in  the  production  of  pig  Iron  receives 
$1  6115.  The  quantity  of  the  product  produced  by  the  Amerlo  n 
worker  was  1,000  and  the  quantity  of  the  product  produced  ly 
the  German  worker  was  321. 

Senators  will  perceive  from  these  figures  that  although  tie 
wages  paid  are  larger  in  the  United  States,  the  employer  le- 
"^  selves,  as  the  resnlt  of  his  employee's  services,  very  much  mere 
than-  does  the  British  or  German  employer.  In  other  woi  is 
the  productivity  of  the  American  workman  Is  two  or  three  tin  es 
greater  than  the  productivity  of  the  EInglish  or  German  work  sr. 
Mr.  Pre«id«it,  in  making  these  comparisons  there  Is  no  pi  r- 
poM  whatever  to  draw  any  Invidious  comparisons  between  me 
United  States  and  other  countries.  The  fact  la  that  we  In  t  le 
United  States,  l)€cau8e  of  superior  natural  advantages,  can  pi-o- 
duce  cheaper  than  In  most  countries  in  the  world.  We  have 
an  abundance  of  raw  materials.  Many  European  countries  i  re 
denied  raw  materials  and  are  compelled  to  Import  them.  Cur 
industries  are  more  efiJciently  managed.  Mass  production  las 
played  an  important  part  in  accomplishing  the  results  to  wh:  ch 
I  have  Just  referred.  An  important  factw  Is  the  very  laige 
use  of  electricity  in  our  manufacturing  plants.  The  American 
manufacturers  consume  three  or  four  times  as  much  electric 
power  per  man  as  do  the  European  manufacturers. 

Mr.  President,  in  another  chart  furnished  me  by  the  expjsrt 
and  who  buse^  his  statements  upon  the  census  reports  and 
reports  of  manufacturing  Industries,  I  find  this  statement 
page  18  of  the  memorandum : 

In  the  United  8ute»  in  1»25  tbe  number  of  w»»e  earnen  in  cer^ln 
BMinafiictariiur    Indnrtriea     were     8.384.261.      Tbe     wages    paid 
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fl0.ri9.968.927.  or  an  aTerage  wage  per  year  of  $1,280.  In  Oieat 
Britain  tbe  airerajre  wage  waa  $618.  The  value  added  by  mannfactiire 
IB  the  United  States  by  the  workmen  referred  to  amoonted  to  1 56, 
778.066.026,  or  $3,194  by  each  wage  earner.  In  Great  Britain  th« 
added  Talne  by  nuinafacture  was  $4,729,350,425.  or  $1,096  by  eich 
wage  earner,  or  34.41  per  cent  (tf  the  valoe  added  bgr  the  American 
wage  earner. 

Mr.  President,  the  memorandum  whl(ii  I  have,  including  the 
tables  referred  to,  contains  many  more  tables  which  I  shoild 
like  to  present  for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate,  but  shall  lot 
take  tbe  time  to  do  so. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Mr.  Presldrat 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  S»iatoc  from  UJah 
yield  to  tbe  Senate  from  California? 


Mr  KING.  I  know  what  the  Senator  Is  about  to  quote 
from^  report  which  has  l>een  issued  by  tiie  Department  of 
Labor  He  has  referred  to  It  several  times  and  offered  it  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Senate  some  time  ago.  I  am  entirely 
familiar  with  the  report,  having  examined  it  several  times. 

Mr  SHOUTRIDGE.  I  was  going  to  ask  the  Senator  II  ne 
has  compared  the  figures  In  this  rept^rt  with  those  to  which  he 
has  been  referring. 

Mr  KING.  I  have  examined  the  figures  and  they  are  not 
in  conflict  with  the  figures  which  I  have  submitted.  The 
report  which  the  Senator  has  in  his  hands  shows  that  the 
actual  money  paid  In  wages  Is  greater  In  the  United  States 
than  that  paid  In  foreign  countries.  But  the  Senator  misses 
the  point  which  I  am  making— that  wages  are  not  wholly 
determined  by  the  amount  of  money  received.  I  recall  that  a 
few  years  ago  when  I  was  in  Russia  I  paid  500,000,000  rubles 
for  a  pair  of  shoe  laces,  and  in  Germany  I  paid  several  hun- 
dred million  marks  for  a  raincoat.  German  and  Russian  work- 
men were  receiving  rubles  and  marks,  which  according  to  their 
face  value,  amounted  to  enormous  sums  per  day.  but  the  amount 
leceived  measured  by  what  could  be  purchased  wa.s  pitifully 
small.  The  value  of  money  depends  upon  what  money  will  buy, 
and  the  value  of  wages  to  the  employer  Is  what  the  wage  earner 
produces.  And  in  determining  the  dlfTerences  In  cost  in  the 
United  States  and  in  other  countries  It  Is  not  sufficient  to  show 
that  the  American  wage  earner  receives  higher  wages  thnn  the 
wages  paid  in  foreign  countries.  If  the  American  wage  earner 
produces  three  times  as  much  as  the  foreign  workman,  it  is  no 
proper  criterion  in  measuring  costs  to  compare  the  money  wage 
paid  in  the  res^jective  countries. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    The  Senator  is  Criticizing  the  Secretary 
of  Labor. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  criticizing  no  one,  and  I  am  not  retrRct*^ 
any  statement  made. 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  These  are-authorltative  figures. 
Mr.  KING.  I  am  stating  that  I  am  not  discussing  the  figures 
in  the  report,  but  they  do  not  measure  the  production  of  the 
foreign  wage  earner  as  against  the  production  of  the  American 
employee,  and  therefore  they  lose  their  value  as  a  basis  for  any 
pr<H>er  and  Just  determination  of  the  factors  to  be  considered  in 
laying  tariff  duties. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND,  Of  course,  I  have  been  very  much  inter- 
ested in  what  the  Senator  has  said,  but  I  still  Insist  that  In 
Norway,  to  be  specific,  unskilled  labor  is  paid  from  $1.50  to  $2, 
while  in  the  United  States  It  Is  paid  from  $4  to  $6. 

Mr.  KING.  I  can  not  entirely  agree  with  the  Senator  as  to 
what  unskilled  labor  receives  in  the  United  States,  but  even 
If  that  were  true  it  does  not  call  for  any  modification  of  the 
principle  for  which  I  am  contending  that  the  final  test  of  wages 
and  cost  Is  the  productivity  of  labor.  But  since  the  Senator 
has  referred  to  wages  paid  in  the  United  States,  let  me  call  his 
attention  to  a  pul>llcation  Issued  in  September  of  this  year  and 
compiled  from  Government  statistics.  The  publication  referred 
to  is  the  Manufacturers'  News. 

Let  me  add  that  I  have  before  me  numerous  reports  from  the 
Department  of  LalK)r,  from  the  American  Federation  of  Labor, 
and  also  from  the  National  Industrial  Conference  Board,  over 
which,  the  Senator  will  recall.  President  Hoover  presided. 
These  reports  show  the  wages  paid  In  industries  in  the  United 
States.  But  first  let  me  mention  what  the  Senator  knows  is  a 
fact,  that  in  the  highest  protected  industries  of  the  United 
States  the  wages  are  tlie  lowest,  and  the  highest  wages  are  paid 
in  those  industries  which  are  not  protected.  Those  engaged  in 
the  building  trades  receive  wages  very  much  higher  than  those 
in  any  protected  Industry,  and  the  same  can  be  said  of  the  vast 
army  of  railroad  employees.  The  chemical  Industry,  which  Is 
the  most  prosperous  of  any  Industry  In  the  United  States,  pays 
the  lowest  wages.  The  wages  paid  measured  by  the  value  of 
the  products  In  the  United  States  is  between  8  and  10  per  ceut 
Directing  attention  to  the  publication  Just  mentioned: 

In  the  automobile-implements  Industry  the  average  weekly 
earnings,  and  these  are  skilled  workmen,  were  $31.16;  in  the 
automobile  industry,  $32.67;  in  the  boots  and  shoes  industry, 
$21.64. 

May  I  digress  to  remark  that  the  higher  the  tariff  and  the 
larger  the  earnings  of  the  great  manufacturing  corporations 
whldi  have  built  up  fortunes  by  virtue  of  their  high  tariffs 
and  which  have  formed  great  trusts,  the  lower  the  wages  paid. 
In  the  chemical  industry,  which  has  been  so  protected  and 
has  so  profited,  the  weekly  wages  are  only  $28.51 ;  cotton  indus- 
try, $10.66;  In  another  group  of  cotton  manufactures,  $13.86; 
electrical  ^gineeriug,  $28.2S. 


Mr.  COPELAND.    What  figures  did  the  Senator  give  for  the 
diemical  industry? 

Mr.  KING.     I  gave  $28.51.  .     ,  .  ^  __  *v 

Mr  COPELAND.  In  Germany  in  the  chemical  Industry  the 
rates  are  $11  for  skilled  labor  and  $9  for  unskilled  labor. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  familiar  with  those  figures.  The  Senator 
Is  not  telling  me  anything  new.  I  showed  a  few  moments  ago, 
but  the  Senator  does  not  seem  to  appreciate  the  significance  of 
the  facts,  that  one  American  will  produce  a  much  larger  quan- 
tity of  a  given  product  than  a  man  In  Germany,  and  that  the 
value  of  his  efforts  in  the  United  States  Is  three  or  four  times 
as  great  as  the  value  of  the  efforts  of  a  man  In  Germany.  So 
when  we  come  to  productivity  the  American  manufacturer  has 
all  the  advantage.  He  may  pay  two  or  three  times  as  much 
in  wages  per  man,  but  he  gets  ten  times  as  much  in  quantity 
and  in  value  of  products  for  his  wages.    There  Is  the  difference. 

How  do  we  determine  the  value  of  the  wages? 
"  Mr.  COPELAND.  I  am  sure  the  S«iator  will  forgive  me  for 
saying  that  I  think  he  Is  mistaken.  I  have  seen  German  work- 
men work,  and  there  is  not  anybody,  even  by  so  forceful  and  elo- 
quent a  speech  as  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  making,  who  could 
convince  me  that  an  American  workman  produces  three  or  four 
times  as  much  as  a  German  workman — and  I  am  not  refiecting 
at  all  upon  either  man  when  I  say  that. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  is  entitled  to  his  opinion.  I  am 
giving  the  figures,  and  if  the  Senator  is  Interested  I  am  sure 
he  will  ascertain  that  the  difference  in  productivity  is  exactly 
what  I  have  stated.    It  Is  the  productivity  that  determines  the 

Mr  BLACK.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  am  interested  In  the  figure  that  is  under 
consideration.  With  reference  to  productivity,  does  the  Senator 
mean  that  the  American,  by  reason  of  addltlwial  machinery, 
produces  more?    Is  that  the  Idea? 

Mr.  KING.  I  said  that  is  an  important  factor,  as  I  have 
attempted  to  Indicate. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  would  imagine  that  is  what  the  Senator 
referred  to,  because  there  are  so  many  people  of  foreign  birth 
who  work  In  the  factories  both  in  this  country  and  in  Canada ; 
but  I  presume  the  productivity.  If  It  were  more  in  the  United 
States,  would  be  due  largely  to  improved  machinery  and  power. 

Mr.  KING.  I  think  that  is  one  important  factor  and  I  wish 
to  emphasize  It  We  have.  I  believe,  superior  plants  and  ma- 
chinery. Perhaps  In  the  manufacture  of  a  few  commodities 
Germany  may  have  equal  mechanical  and  technical  advantages. 
I  think  our  organizations  are  more  efficient,  and  mass  production 
has  contributed  to  the  Increased  productivity  of  individuals.  All 
of  these  factors  are  to  be  taken  into  account. 

I  repeat  that  when  we  determine  the  production  per  man  in 
the  United  States  and  the  production  per  man  In  the  countries 
to  which  I  have  referred,  we  find  that  we  oub^trip  them  and 
the  result  is.  as  shown  by  the  report  of  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce to  which  I  called  attention  a  few  days  ago,  that  we  are 
sending  abroad  fabricated  products  from  the  factory  and  mill 
and  mine  and,  as  Doctor  Klein  said,  underselling  Europe  In 
their  own  markets  because  of  the  cheapness  of  production  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  KING.     Certainly. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  Senator  has  said,  however,  that  In  the 
chemical  Industry  the  general  statement  he  has  made  does  not 

apply. 

Mr,  KING.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  say,  and  I  think  the  Senator  must  agree 
with  me,  that  when  we  come  to  chemical  production  we  arc 
getting  Into  a  field  where  the  Germans  are  particularly  expert. 
When  the  Senator  says  that  the  Germans  turn  out  only  one- 
third  as  much  as  we  do  in  the  chemical  industry,  I  suggest  to 
him  that  anyone  who  has  had  the  opportunity  of  visiting  In- 
stitutions of  the  same  sort  In  the  two  countries  must  know  he  is 
mistaken. 

Mr.  KING.  Of  course  I  pay  tribute  to  the  knowledge  of  my 
friwjd  from  New  York. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Oh,  the  Senator  does  not  need  to  do  that ! 

Mr.  KING.  I  visited  plants  In  Germany  three  years  ago  and 
five  years  ago.  I  examined  many  plants  in  various  parts  of 
Germany.  1  pay  tribute  to  the  intrilectual  power  of  the  Ger- 
mans, their  genius  and  skill.  But  we  have  chemists  In  the 
United  States  who  are  the  equal  of  chemists  in  any  country. 
The  chemical  industry  has  developed  In  the  United  States  In  a 
most  remarkable  way,  until  to-day  the  United  States  produces 


60  per  cent  of  the  chemical  products  of  the  worid.  We  produce 
more  than  France  and  Great  Britain  and  Germany  put  together. 
I  am  snylng  nothing  derogatory  to  the  genius  and  skill  and 
great  achievements  of  the  Germans  In  the  field  of  chemistry,  as 
well  as  In  other  fields.  But  we  have  superior  resources.  We 
have  better  coal  than  has  Germany.  If  the  Senator  investigated 
he  learned  that  the  brown  coal  does  not  possess  the  heat  units 
that  our  bituminous  coal  contains.  Germany  lacks  the  raw 
materials  that  we  have  In  the  United  States.  The  result  Is  that 
our  production  has  increased  until  to-day  the  gross  earnings  of 
the  United  States  is  $80,000,000,000,  while  the  production  of 
Germany  to-day  is  scar<^^y  one-thini 

But  let  me  proceed  with  the  matter  of  wages.  In  one  division 
of  our  coimtry  in  the  cotton-manufacturing  plants  the  weekly 
wages  are  $13.85 ;  in  electrical  manufacturing,  $28.25 ;  furniture, 
$25.58;  hosiery  and  knit  goods,  $21.72;  Iron  and  steel,  $35.13; 
leather  and  tanning,  $24.54 — I  will  leave  off  the  cents  and  Just 
give  the  dollars  from  now  on — meat  packing,  $25;  paints  and 
varnishes,  $28 ;  paper  and  pulp,  $27 ;  printing,  books,  and  paper 
products,  $24;  rubber,  $29;  sUk.  $23;  wool,  $21;  foundry  and 
machine  shop,  $28;  foundries.  $29;  miscellaneoos,  $27;  hard- 
ware and  small  parts,  $25.72. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 
Mr.  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  should  like  to  Inquire  of 
the  Senator  if  I  am  correct  in  stating  that  there  is  no  evidence 
of  any  distress  on  the  part  of  the  domestic  concerns  which  are 
producing  this  commodity? 
Mr.  KING.    There  is  none. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  And  there  is  no  queatioo  as 
to  the  soundness  of  their  financial  ctHidltiou? 

Mr.  KING.  The  earnings  of  the  company  to  whidi  I  have 
referred  are  so  great  that  the  Senator  would  be  shocked  if  I 
should  read  them. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  it  not  also  a  fact  that 
there  are  practically  no  imports  of  this  commodity  into  this 
country  ? 

Mr.  KING.    Tlie  Tariff  Commission  reports 

'Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  If  there  are  Imports,  they  are 
very  trivial? 

Mr.  KING.  Yes ;  amounting  to  about  1  per  cent 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator 
if  there  is  occasion  for  tariff  i»t)tection,  unless  It  exists  In  the 
Imagination,  upon  a  commodity  of  which  there  are  no  Imports 
and  no  element  of  financial  distress  so  far  as  any  American  pro- 
ducer is  concerned? 

Mr.  KING.  The  question  answers  Itself.  I  wish  the  Senator 
would  look  at  this  document  which  I  have,  consisting  of  scores 
of  pages,  embracing  hundreds  of  commodities,  not  one-tenth 
of  which  show  Imports  to  exceed  2  or  3  per  cent,  and  perhaps 
In  the  case  of  one-half  of  them  the  Imports  are  1  per  cent  or 
less,  and,  Indeed,  In  the  ca.se  of  many  of  the  commodities  listed 
there  are  no  Imports  whatever.  Yet  we  are  proposing  to  levy 
high  tariff  rates  In  this  bill  on  those  commodities. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Does  the  Senator  agree  with 
me  that  an3rbody  who  has  any  consideration  for  the  consumer 
in  America  ought  to  inquire  brfore  protection  is  granted.  Is 
there  any  competition  from  abroad ;  is  there  any  distress  among 
the  producers  here?  If  those  two  factors  do  not  exist  If  It  Is 
shown  that  the  American  Industry  Is  profitable,  that  there  are 
practically  no  Imports  of  the  articles  being  received,  then.  In 
the  name  of  rfemwitary  common  sense,  what  is  the  occasion  for 
protection,  no  matter  how  extreme  one  may  be  in  favor  of  the 
principle  of  protection? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  there  Is  no  reason,  of  course,  for 
protection  in  the  case  assumed  by  the  Senator,  and  that  Is  the 
case  before  us  now.  In  this  Instance  the  Imports  are  1  p&t 
cent,  the  production  is  increasing  every  year,  the  assets  of  the 
company  are  being  multiplied,  and  Its  dividends  being  increased. 
My  recollection  is  that  It  has  a  surplus  of  some  $87,000,000; 
that  Its  net  earnings  for  1928  were  more  than  forty-odd  million 
dollars,  and  that  It  vms  among  the  number  of  corpoiatiwis 
referred  to  in  the  condensed  report  which  was  published  and 
to  which  reference  was  made  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  and 
which  report  has  been  suM>lemented  by  another  In  which  It  is 
shown  tliat  the  earnings  for  the  first  six  months  of  the  limited 
number  of  corporations  embraced  in  the  report  were  $2,560,000,000, 
or  $530,000,000  more  than  the  earnings  for  the  corresponding 
six  months  of  1928.  In  other  words,  with  earnings  during  the 
past  six  months  $500,000,000  greater  than  tbe  earnings  for  the 
corresponding  six  months  of  last  year  in  the  case  of  a  limited 
number  of  corporations— and  this  is  one  of  them— we  are  impor- 
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tuned  to  Mve  this  weak,  puny  Infant ;  that  it  wiU  die  of  Inanition 
unletu  we  continue  the  tariff  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound.  ,,„^„^ 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  conditions 
cited  by  the  Senator  convincingly  prove  that  there  is  far  from 
being  distress  among  the  producers  of  this  commodity. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  KINO.  I  WiU  yield  to  the  Senator  in  a  moment.  The 
Senator  from  New  York,  in  the  very  eloquent  appeal  whicn  ue 
made,  stated  that  If  we  reduced  the  tariff  rate  to  one-half  of  1 
cent  his  State  would  suffer ;  that  thou-sands  of  pwple  wou  d  be 
thrown  out  of  employment  I  affirm.  Mr.  President,  that  the 
Senator  Is  founding  his  argument  upon  a  basis  tliat  can  not  De 
Jnstifled  by  the  facts ;  he  is  entering  into  the  realm  of  prophecy 
and  imagination.  Just  as  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  SHomuDGE]  did  a  few  moments  ago.  Now  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York.  ,     ^     ^   .u     o       *^-      i 

Mr  COPEL-\ND.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the  Senator.  1 
should  Uke  to  have  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Massa 
chusetts  for  a  moment.  There  is  not  any  question  about  the 
Union  Carbide  &  Carbon  Co.  suffering;  they  will  not  suffer; 
that  is  not  the  point  I  make.  I  am  not  interested  in  the  Union 
Carbide  ft  Carbon  Co.,  but  that  company  owns  plants  in  Canada 
nnd  it  does  not  care  whether  it  makes  this  conmiodity  al 
Niagara  Falls,  with  a  protective  duty  of  1  cent,  or  makes  it  in 
Canada  without  any  protection  and  brings  it  over  into  th« 
United  States  from  there.  I  am  not  interested  in  that  com 
pany  its  earnings  have  nothing  to  do  with  this  matter.  M: 
contention — and  the  Senator  from   Utah  was  Just  a  little  bii 

sarcastic  about  my  posing  as  a  prophet 

Mr    KINO.     That  was  not  sarca.sm. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    All  I  have  to  do  is  to  read  history  betweer 
the  piiseage  of  the  tariff  act   in   1922  and  the  present   date 
When  we  had  this  article  on  the  free  list  It  was  made  in  Canadj 
and  exported  Into  the  United  States  to  the  amount  of  31,000.00<i 
pounds;    but    when    it    became    protected    the    manufacturer 
brought  their  plants  over  to  our  country.     I  am  not  iiitereste< 
in  the  Union  Carbide  Co.,  let  me  say  to  my  friend  fi-om  Massa 
chuaetts,  but  I  am  Interested  In  the  men  and  women  who  worl; 
in  my  State.    Their  fate  is  at  stake,  in  my  opinion,  and  that  in 
the  reason  why  I  am  in  opi)ositii>n  to  my  friend  from   Utah 
who   8i»eaks   eloquently    on    the   general    asiiects    of   the    tarif 
question,  but  his  argument  is  one  which  does  not  apply  specifi 
cally  to  the  case  In  point. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  have  attempted  to  address  my- 
self »pe<iflcally  to  the  case  in  point.  I  have  shown  that  th? 
c«,t  of  coke  in  the  United  States  is  $2.77  a  ton.  while  in  Noi 
way,  in  Germany,  in  France,  and  In  Belgium  the  cost  is  $4.6) 
to  $5.70  a  ton.  I  have  stated  that  limestone  is  just  as  chea  i 
in  the  United  States  as  it  is  in  Canada  or  in  other  foreig  > 
countries,  and  that  the  cost  of  coke  in  Canada  is  a  little  more 
than  in  the  United  States,  that  coke  and  electricity  are  the 
ingredients  in  the  production  of  this  commodity.  I  have  shown 
that  power  in  Canada  costs  substantially  the  same  for  larie 
corporations  as  it  does  in  the  United  States.  At  Niagara  Fal  s 
the  contract  price  is  $19.  while  the  contract  price  of  corpori  - 
tlcms  in  Canada  is  a  little  more  than  that.  I  am  taking  tie 
figures  now  of  those  who  are  the  proponents  of  this  scheme- - 
and  I  use  the  term  not  offensively.  They  say  that  the  powrr 
contributes  only  one-fourth  to  the  co«,t,  and,  allowing  for  tie 
difference  t»etwei'n  the  cost  of  power,  aa  they  give  it,  in  No'- 
way  and  the  cost  of  power  in  the  United  States  and  in  Canadi, 
there  is  a  differential  of  $8  a  ton.  Add  that  $8  to  the  coi  t 
abroad  and  there  would  still  be  given  to  the  American  pro- 
ducer under  this  tariff  rate  a  differential  or  advantage  of  mot  e 
th.:n  $10  a  ton. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas^sachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OPFTCER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ut«h 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma&sachusetts.  If  I  follow  the  argument 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  New  York,  it  may  be  summ<  d 
up  as  follows:  If  any  American  producer  wants  to  get  ii- 
creased  tariff  protection 

Mr.  KINO.    He  will  merely  have  to  go  across  the  line. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  All  he  has  to  do  Is  to  start 
a  factory  across  the  line 

Mr.  KINO.    Certainly. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Masi^acbusetts.  And  threaten  to  move  his 
whole  industry  there  unless  we  give  him  the  protective  du  y 
he  (temanda.  without  any  consideration  of  the  general  public 
Interest  or  of  the  consumer? 

Mr,    KING.    The    Senator   is    right 

Mr.  President,  I  am  pleading  for  the  consumer.  There  are 
few  who  speak  for  him  when  tariff  bills  are  under  consideratlc  n. 
His  voice  was  inarticulate  at  the  hearinga ;  the  consumers  we  re 
not  tbere. 
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Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield.  .     ^       . 

Mr.  WA1.SH  of  Massachusetts.  Has  not  the  reduction  to  one- 
half  of  1  cent  been  recommended  by  certain  Senators  in  this 
body  who  are  known  to  be  among  the  most  dependable  protec- 
tionists here  and  whose  records,  as  demonstrated  by  the  report 
made  on  this  bill,  indicate  that  they  desire  to  afford  protection 
on  every  possible  occasion  where  It  can  be  justified  from  their 
standpoint?  «       ^ 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  there  are  .'some  Senators  on  the 
Finance  Committee  who  will  be  glad,  I  think,  to  see  reasonable 
tariff  rates  written  into  the  proposed  law.  The  Republican 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  however,  after  considering 
the  situation,  recommended  one-half  of  1  cent,  and  for  reasons 
which  obviously  appear  satisfactory  to  them  now  they  recom- 
mend an  increase  to  1  cent. 

Mr.  ODDIE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from   Utah 
yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Nevada  ? 
Mr.  KING.     I  yield  the  fl<x)r. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  Pre.sldent,  dt>es  the  Senator  from  Utah  take 
that  position  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  there  is  a  possibility, 
which  I  have  p<nntetl  out,  that  a  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  on 
carbide  will  result  in  the  use  of  a  great  deal  of  the  coal  of  the 
State  of  Utah? 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  I  h<»pe  the  Senator  does  not 
think  that  I  would  support  a  measure  only  because  It  might 
possibly  in  the  remote  future  benefit  my  State.  There  Is  a 
principle  involved  in  tariff  legislation.  Undoubtedly  if  Utah 
could  find  a  market  for  her  coal  it  would  be  of  great  benefit  to 
the  State,  but  I  shall  not  accept  the  plausible  statements  of 
the  Senator  and  the  promises,  real  or  Imaginary,  of  some 
corporation  that  It  will  build  a  carbide  plant  in  Nevada.  Many 
specious  promises  are  made  concerning  the  establishment  of 
new  industries  when  tariff  bills  are  before  Congress.  Let  me 
ask  my  friend:  Suppose  a  plant  were  built  in  his  State  or  in 
mine;  where  will  a  market  be  found  for  the  product?  There  is 
a  freight  rate  of  no  mean  proportions  which  is  a  handicap 
difficult  to  overcome..  We  find  it  difficult  to  find  a  market  upon 
the  Pacific  coast  for  our  coal,  because  of  the  freight  differentiaL 
We  can  not  ship  east  because  of  the  high  freight  rates  to  the 
markets  in  the  East  The  intermouutaiu  States,  with  their 
many  advantages,  have  some  disadvantages.  But  I  shall  not 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  question  raised  by  the  Senator 
at  this  time. 

When  the  |)Ower  plant  in  Boulder  Canyon  has  been  built 
eight  or  nine  years  from  now.  and  electric  energy  Is  then  de- 
veloped, then  let  the  Senator  come  here  and  plead  as  elo- 
quently as  he  did  a  few  moments  ago  for  a  carbide  plant  in 
Nevada,  and  perhaps  there  will  be  valid  reasons  for  giving 
most  serious  attention  to  hi*  plea. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  Pn^ident  I  should  like  to  reply  briefly  to 
the  Senator  from  Utah. 

In  the  first  place,  the  Union  Carbide  Co.  have  not  made 
promises,  as  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  state<l.  I  am  begging 
them  to  come  into  the  State  of  Nevada  and  investigate  the 
Boulder  Canyon  power  question. 

In  the  next  place,  the  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  will  not  be  built 
until  the  Interior  Department  is  convinced  that  contracts  can 
be  made  which  will  yield  sufficient  revenue  to  build  it.  I  firmly 
believe  that  if  we  can  get  this  industry  in  the  State  of  Nevada, 
it  will  be  a  great  benefit  to  us  and  to  the  whole  western 
country. 

The  freight  question  can  be  taken  care  of.  If  we  can  not  get 
this  company  and  other  industries  to  come  into  Nevada  and  use 
this  power,  it  will  go  to  the  Southern  California  Eklison  Co., 
to  which  it  has  been  alkx-ated.  But  we  want  the  power  in  our 
State,  to  be  used  in  our  State  for  a  State  industry. 

Mr.  HEFLIN  Mr.  President,  for  seven  years  this  rate  on 
carbide  has  been  1  cent  per  pound.  That  is  in  the  law  now. 
The  House  fixed  the  rate  or  left  the  rate  at  that  figure.  The 
Senate  Committee  on  Finance  recommended  that  it  be  cut  to 
half  a  cent ;  and  I  understand  that  since  the  members  of  the 
committee  have  learned  the  true  facts  the  majority  of  them 
are  now  in  favor  of  leaving  it  in  this  bill  ns  the  House  haa  it 
It  seems  to  me  that  that  is  just  and  fair.  There  are  ouly  eight 
of  these  industries  in  the  United  States — 1  in  New  York,  1  in 
Michigan.  1  in  Minnesota,  1  in  Iowa,  2  in  West  Virginia,  1  in 
Virginia,  and  1  in  Alabama. 

I  have  here  a  brief  stating  about  what  has  happened  since 
this  duty  of  1  cent  per  pound  was  placed  on  carbide  by  the 
C<xigTess  in  1922: 

Sincf  the  present  tariff  protection  was  granted,  imports  bare  fallea 
off  becauM  the  Amerlcaa  manufacturers  wbo  own  foreign  plants  bava 
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■hifted  all  their  manufacturtng  for  the  United  States  market  to  the  | 
United  States  plants.     Other  companies  who  previoosly   manufactured 
In  Canada  are  now  operating  plants  In  the  United  States. 

Why,  Mr.  President,  I  would  vote  for  the  present  rate  for 
that  reason  if  for  nothing  else.  I  will  vote  to  keep  industries 
in  the  Unitetl  States — to  build  them  up  in  the  first  place,  and 
after  building  them  up  to  keep  them  in  the  United  States.  I 
do  not  want  these  hadustries  driven  out  of  the  country;  and 
if  Congress,  by  levying  a  tax  of  a  cent  a  pound,  has  caused  these 
American  citizens  who  manufactured  outside  to  abandon  proj- 
ects in  other  countries  and  come  back  to  their  own  country 
and  make  this  product,  I  welcome  them  back,  and  I  bless  the 
provisi(Hi  that  brought  them  back. 

Why  should  I  vote  to  kill  these  industries  in  the  United 
States?  Senators  have  had  a  good  deal  to  say  about  trusts. 
'l  am  against  trusts.  But  the  carbide  company  has  fought  the 
Hydroelectric  Trust.  Out  in  Nevada  that  company  has  taken 
sides  with  the  State,  and  tried  to  arrange  for  the  State  to  have 
electric  power  there,  instead  of  the  power  companies  giving  it 
to  somebody  else.  The  carbide  company  down  in  my  State,  I 
understand,  is  an  independent  company ;  and,  Mr.  President,  the 
young  man  who  built  up  that  industry  is  named  Swan.  He  is 
a  perfect  wizard  in  the  chemical  world,  and  you  are  going  to 
hear  frcjiu  him.  He  Is  a  second  Thomas  A.  Edison.  He  Is  doing 
wonders  there  with  his  chemical  establishment,  and  he  says 
that  in  time  he  is  going  \o  revolutionize  the  business  of  making 
cheap  fertilizer.  I  do  not  want  him  and  his  splendid  indu.-try 
driven  out  of  my  State.  I  want  him  hedged  about  and  en- 
couraged in  every  way  that  fair  play  will  allow.  That  is  one 
trouble  with  some  people  in  the  United  States ;  you  rally  to  the 
support  of  these  gigantic  interests,  but  when  it  comes  to  ex- 
tending a  helping  hand  to  some  Infant  industry  you  waste 
hours  and   hours   here   speaking   about   it   as   you   have   done 

to-day. 

The  Bible  speaks  about  "  straining  at  a  gnat  and  swallowing  a 
camel."  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  swallowed  a 
camel  to-day  and  strained  at  a  gnat.  Here  are  eight  cMnpanies 
in  the  United  States,  four  of  them  in  the  North  and  four  in 
the  South,  Just  getting  a  foothold  and  doing  good  work,  almost 
supplying  the  entire  demand  in  the  United  States.  I  should 
like  to  see  them  supply  it  all,  .so  that  it  would  not  be  nec-essary 
for  an  ounce  of  it  to  come  in  from  any  other  country.  I  want 
to  see  the  home  market  supplied  by  home  enterprise  and  home 
industry.  I  think  they  are  entitled  to  it.  I  would  not  drive  a 
sinple  man  out  of  employment  by  my  vote  here  if  I  knew 
it  would  do  that.  I  would  rather  increase  the  wage-earning 
army  of  my  country.  I  have  no  desire  to  incTease  the  army 
of  the  unemployed.  I  want  to  see  men  and  women  work,  and 
work  for  a  living  wage.  I  want  to  encourage  them  in  that  and 
I  want  them  to  knnve  that  the  Congress  is  always  the  friend 
of  those  who  toll,  who  want  to  work,  and  that  the  Congress  is 
willing  to  provide  conditions  that  will  guarantee  to  them  an 
honest  wage 

Here  we  have  spent  about  six  hours,  I  believe,  on  a  question  as 
to  whether  or  not  we  will  permit  a  rate  of  1  cent  per  pound  upon 
carbide  to  remain  In  the  bill.  The  law  has  had  it  there  for 
seven  years,  and  we  have  quibbled  and  played  and  dallied 
around  this  proposition  for  six  hours,  and  the  Senate  has  been 
held  at  bay  by  Senators  who  have  grown  very  eloquent  and 
have  indulged  in  much  fluent  speech  to  strike  down  this  duty 
to  half  a  cent  a  pound. 

I  will  see  some  of  these  Senators  later  on  swallow  some  of 
these  tremendous  rates  that  tower  high  like  Pikes  Peak,  and 
they  will  not  bat  an  eye ;  but  when  it  comes  to  a  question  of 
cutting  to  one-half  a  cent  a  pound  the  duty  on  carbide  produced 
by  eight  companies  in  the  United  States  they  spend  hours  and 
'  hours  and  grow  exceedingly  eloquent.  As  I  say,  they  will  take 
these  other  things  later  and  just  gulp  them  down  and  never  bat 
an  e.ve ;  but  when  it  comes  to  a  little  thing  like  this  the  situation 
reminds  roe  of  a  rooster  out  in  the  woods  with  a  bunch  of  hens. 
Scratching  around  among  the  leaves  he  finds  a  worm,  and  he 
clucks  and  clucks,  and  they  all  run  to  him,  and  just  as  they  get 
there  he  swallows  the  worm.  [Laughter.]  Let  ua  vote  on  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  In  view  of  the  dire  necessity  of 
these  companies  for  relief.  I  think  we  ought  to  vote.  I  ask  that 
we  proceed  to  a  vote  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  QOFV.     Mr.  President  I  8ugge.st  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hastixos  in  the  chair). 
The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  cleriK  caUed  the  roll,  and  the  foilowlng  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

LXXI 804 


Alien 

Fletcher 

Ashnrst 

Frasler 

Bariiley 

George 

Bingham 

Gillett 

Blacli 

OUss 

Blaine 

Glenn 

Blease 

Goff 

Borab 

Goldsborough 

Bratton 

Gould 

Broclt 

Greene 

Brooitbart 

Hale 

Brouasard 

Harris 

Capper 

narrlson 

Caraway 

Hastings 
Hatfield 

Connally 

Copeland 

Hawes 

Couzens 

Hajden 

Cutting 

Hebert 

Dill 

Heflin 

Edge 

Howell 

Fess 

Johnson 

JoBea 

Simmons 

Kendrick 

Smoot 

Kins 

La  PollettS 

Steck 

Steiwer 

McKolIar 

Swannon 

McMaster 

Thomas.  Idaho 

McNary 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Moses 

Townsend 

Norbeck 

lYammeU 

Norris 

Tydings 

Nve 
Oddle 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 
Walcott 

Overman 

Patterson 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Phlpps 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Pine 

Warren 

Pittmnn 

Waterman 

Rang(l«>U 

Watson 

Scball 

Sheppnrd 

Shortridge 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-one  Senators  bar?  answered 
to  their  names.    A  quorum  Is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ment, on  page  7.  line  1,  to  insert  the  words  "  one-half  of  '  before 
the  figure  "  1,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragrai^  read : 

Par.  16.  Calcinm  carbide,  one-half  of  1  cent  per  pound  ;  calcium  oxa- 
late, 4  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  BRATTON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reo)].  who 
is  necessarily  absent.  If  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  were 
present.  I  understand  he  would  vote  "  nay."  If  I  were  per- 
mitted to  vote,  I  should  vote  "yea."  In  these  circumstances  I 
withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  CARAWAY  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Deneew],  which  I 
transfer  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipstkad], 
and  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  my 
general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BuaroNl 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  Montana   [Mr.  Wnnxni]  and  vote 

"  yea." 

Mr.  TYDINGS  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  vote  I 
have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Metcalf].  If  he  were  present  and  I  were  permitted  to  vote,  I 
would  vote  "  yea  "  and  he  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  WATSON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith], 
which  I  transfer  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Sackbtt],  and  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the 
junior  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Stkphkns].  In  his  ab- 
sence I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  col- 
league [Mr.  Wheelkb]  is  absent  on  account  of  illness. 

Mr.  FBSS.  The  junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Kkar] 
is  paired  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robin- 
son].   These  Senators  are  necessarily  absent  from  the  Chamber. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  37,  nays  42,  as  follows: 


YEAS — 37 


Asburst 

Barkley 

Blaine 

Borah 

Brookbart 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Cutting 

Dill 


Allen 

Bingham 

Black 

Blease 

Brock 

Broassard 

Copeland 

Cousens 

Edge 

Fess 

Gillett 


Fletcher 

Frazier 

George 

Glass 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hayden 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 


Klnr 

I.a  Pollette 

MtKcllar 

McMaster 

licNary 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Overman 

inne 


NAY»— 42 


Glenn 

Goff 

Goldsborough 

Qould 

Greene 

Hale 

Hastings 

Ustfleld 

Hawes 

Hebert 

Heflin 


Kendrick 

Moses 

Oddie 

Patterson 

Pblpps 

Pittmsn 

Rsnsdell 

Scball 

Shortridge 

Smoot 

Steck 


Sheppard 
Simmons 
Swanson 
Thomas,  Okla. 
Walsh,  Mass. 
Walsh,  Mont. 
Waterman 


Steiwer 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Warren 

Watson 


Bratton 
Barton 
Dale 
Deneen 

So  the 


NOT  VOTING— 16 

Kean  Robinson,  Ark. 

Keyes  Robinson.  Ind. 

Metcalf  Sackett 

Reed  Sbipstead 

amendment  of  the  committee  was  rejected. 


Smith 
Stephens 
Tydlncs 
wbeeler 


i 


J 


w 
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Mr  KINO  Mr  President,  I  give  noHce  that  when  the  bUl 
Is  reported  to  the  Senate  I  shall  ask  for  a  rote  on  the  amend 
ment  relating  to  calcium  carbide. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  reserves  a  vote  In  the 

Senate  on  that  item.  ^     «       *    „«-♦  <.^ 

Mr   SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  Senate  next  con 

rider  the  amendment  in  regard  to  casein,  found   on  page  i 

^Mr^KING.'    Mr.  President,  the  Item  of  tetrachloride  has  not 
been  passed  upon. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  am  aware  of  that  fact  „™onH 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  my  amend 
ment  regarding  tetrachloride  may  be  passed  over.  „„  .„^.j 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  be, PnfS^*  "^^^-  ..  ^ 
The   Secretary  will  state   the  amendment   indicated   by   the 
senior  Senator  from  UUh  [Mr.  Smoot]. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  In  paragraph  19,  on  page  7,  line  12,  the 
committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "2i^  cents"  and  Insert  In  Uet 
thereof  "Zy%  cents,"  so  as  to  read: 

Ca»eln  or  lactarene  and  mixtures  of  which  caartn  or  tactarene  l»  th« 
component  materUl  of  chief  value,  not  specially  provided  for,  3V4  ceiiU 
per  pound. 

Mr  SHORTRIDGB.  Mr.  President  on  page  7,  line  12, 1  mov< 
to  amend  the  proposed  amendment  by  striking  out  the  flguiej 
"  3%  '  and  Inserting  In  lieu  thereof  "  8,"  so  that  the  paragrnpt 
would  read: 

Cnaeln  or  laetarene  and  mlxturea  of  which  casein  or  laetarene  Is  th( 
component  materUl  of  chief  ▼aloe,  not  specially  provided  for.  8  centi. 
per  pound. 

Mr  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  will  state  his  Inquliy 
Mr    HARRISON.     The   Senator   from   California   offers   hi  f 
amendment  as  a  subsUtute  for  the  Senate  committee  ameBdraenJ 
I  understand. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGB.    Yes. 

Mr  HARRISON.     Is  that  substitute  subject  to  amendment? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     It  is  a  motion  to  strike  out  an 
Insert  and  therefore  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Call 
fomia  would  be  subject  to  amendment. 

Mr    SHORTRIDGB.    Mr.  President,  the  Senate  has  been 
session  since  10  o'clock  this  morning  and  It  is  now  4  o'clock  p. 
Many  Senators  have  been  busy;  practically  all  of  them  hav  ( 
been  busy  since  the  Senate  convened  this  morning.     It  is  "-* 
my  purpose  to  multiply  words  or  to  indulge  in  any  general 
cusBlon  as  to  the  philosophy  of  terlff  legislation.     Perhaps 
is  sufflcient  for  me  to  say  that  I  believe  In  what  is  called 
protective-tariff  theory.    I  believe  that  rates  should  be  imposep 
adequate  to  protect  the  American  producer  without  Injury, 
course,  to  the  American  c<msumer. 

Local  associations  directly  Interested  in  this  it^n.   namel/ 
casein    State  associations   similarly   interested,   national   aa8<> 
dations  similarly  Interested— each  and  all  of  these  organizatlor  s 
made  up  of  farmers,  men  and  women  living  on  the  farm,  are  »™ 
favor  of  8  cents  a  pound  on  casein.    I  must  assume,  and  I 
assume,  that  Senators  who  do  me  the  honor  now  to  listen 
familiar  with  the  subject,  that  they  have  read,  possibly, 
hearings  before  the  House  cMnmittee,  that  they  have  read 
hearings  t)efore  the  Senate  committee,  and  that  they  are 
or  less  familiar,  perhaps  quite  familiar,  with  the  basic 
which  are  to  be  considered. 

Without  taking  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  read  them,  I 
first  to  call  attention  to  certain  communications  which 
reached  me  from  my  State  and  some — ^indeed,  many  others^- 
from  other  States  of  the  Union.  May  I  digress  to  say  that  Ian 
not  thinking  of  California  alone?  If  Wisconsin  or  Minneso^ 
or  Florida  or  Iowa  or  any  other  State  in  the  Union  were 
asking  for  these  rates  and  California  were  not  directly 
ested  In  them,  I  should  take  the  positicm  I  take  to-day,  for 
are  one  pecqple,  one  Nation. 

I  invite  attention  to  a  telegram  which  comes  to  me 
Tulare,  Calif.,  from  the  Dairymen's  Cooperative  Creamery 
elation ;  to  one  of  like  import  from  San  Luis  Obispo,  Call ! 
from  the  Harmony  Valley  Cooperative  Creamery  A.ssociatloi  i . 
to  one  from  Rlverdale,  Calif.,  from  the  Rlverdale  Cooperatire 
Creamery  Association;   to  one   from   Areata,  Calif.,   from   ti'* 
United  Creamery  Association ;  to  a  letter  from  Modesto,  Cali 
from  the  Milk  Producers'  Association  (rf  Central  California. 
I  shall  not,  as  I  said,  trouble  the  Senate  to  read  the  letter, 
I  shall  aak,  as  in  respect  of  others,  that  it  may  be  printed  in 
BocoiD. 
The  VICE  PRBSIDBNT.    Wltikoat  obtjeetioo,  it  is  so 
Tlw  letter  is  as  foUows: 


m. 


not 
dljr 


the 


CO 

a:e 

tie 

tie 

more 

faca 

wish 
have 


hee 
Inte  r- 


vre 


from 

AS8  0- 


bit 
t  te 


ordend. 
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MoDBSTO,  Caut.,  October  10,  019. 

Senator  Bamcsl  SHorraiDaa, 

WaahiHffton,  D.  O. 

D«A«  ;4«iiATo«  SHorraiDGB-.  We  are  Just   in   receipt  of  Informatlan 

that  yon  have  introduced  a  new  amendment  to  the  Uriff  blU  requertlng 

that  the  duty  on  casein  be  Increased  from  the  3«4  cent,  recommended 

by  the  Finance  Committee  to  8  cenU.  or  not  less  than  60  per  cent  ad 

'  We  want  to  compliment  you  on  the  stand  that  you  have  taken  and 
assure  you  that  our  board  of  directors  and  our  members  will  appreciate 
It  Tery  much  when  they  hear  the  news  that  you  have  taken  up  their 
battle.  I  question  whether  the  dairymen  themseWes  appreciate  the  de- 
moralizing situation  that  the  skim  milk  powder  people  find  themselves 
In  at  the  present  time,  and  that  the  best  relief  that  we  can  get  at  the 
present  time  is  to  convert  a  large  quantity  of  the  skim  milk  Into  ca«'ln, 
which  would  help  very  materially  to  steady  the  skim  milk  powder  mar- 
ket and  at  the  same  time  it  would  not  mean  that  the  price  of  casein 
would  advance  very  materially.  It  would  only  steady  It.  This  agri- 
cultural product  should  be  protected,  and  we  feel  that  yon  are  doln« 
very  good  work. 

Very  truly  yours. 

Milk  PiioDunDRs'  Associatiom  of  CmrrBAi.  C^iatomkia, 

G.  H.  BiNKBNDoaF,  General  Manager. 

Mr  SHORTRIDGB.  I  Invite  attention  to  a  letter  from  Har- 
mony, Calif.,  by  the  association  there  which  is  a  cooperative 
creamery  association ;  also  to  a  communication  from  San  Fran- 
cisco to  the  same  effect.  I  also  offer  a  letter  from  Areata,  from 
the  United  Creameries  Association,  which  sets  forth  in  full  the 
merits  of  the  case;  also  a  communication  from  Holtsvllle, 
Imperial  County,  Calif.,  from  the  Imperial  Valley  Milk  Pro- 
ducers' Association:  also  a  letter  setting  forth  the  facts  from 
the  Milk  Producers'  Association  of  California,  following  the 
telegram  referred  to ;  also  a  letter  from  the  Point  Reyes  Coop- 
erative Creamery  Association;  also  one  from  the  Modesto  Co- 
operative  Association ;  also  one  from  the  Kings  County  Cream- 
ery Association ;  also  one  from  the  Challenge  Cream  &  Butter 
Association  of  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  also  a  letter,  thoughtful, 
conservative,  intelligently  worded,  from  the  Danish  Creamery 
Association  of  Fresno,  Calif. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  In  California  the  California  Dairy 
Cotmcil.  It  is  made  up  of  various  associations  of  farmers  Imme- 
diately interested  in  this  particular  item.  I  shall  offer  for  the 
Rbcobd  a  letter  from  them,  hoping  that  Senators  will  have  the 
time  to  read  the  arguments  presented  by  the  council— repre- 
sentative, I  repeat,  of  the  great  Industry  In  that  State.  Of 
course,  I  could  take  up  the  time  to  read  It,  but  I  have  elected 
not  to  do  so  because  I  do  not  wish  unduly  to  engage  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  permission  to  have  printed  In  the  R*cobb 
at  this  point  the  telegrams  and  letters  to  which  I  have  Invited 
the  attention  of  Senators. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  It  Is  so  ordered. 
The  telegrams  and  letters  are  as  follows : 

TuLARS,  Calif.,  Oetoher  11,  199. 
Senator  Samccl  M.  Bhobtbiimi , 

Wathington,  D.  C: 
We  greatly  appreciate  your  activities  on  behalf  American  dairymen 
and   farmers  In   tarilT  fight.     Tour  amendment  as  regards  casein   fair 
and  Just.     We  need  8  cents  to  protect  us  against  cheap  Argentine  labor 
In  producing  casein.     Thanks. 

DAIKTMBN'S    COOPIXATIVC    CRBAIfBRT   ASSOCUTfON. 


Sah  Lcis  Obispo,  Cauf.,  October  11,  Bt9. 

Senator  Samcel  M.  Shobtridgs, 

W^hAngton,  D.  C: 
We  received  copy  of  your  amendment  Increasing  tariif  on  casein  to 
8  cents.  We  sincerely  thank  you  for  your  commendable  activities  In 
behalf  of  the  American  farmer  In  the  present  tariff  fight  We  trust 
yon  will  support  Senator  BaocssAao's  amendment  regarding  Imports 
from  the  Philippines. 

Hasmont  Yaluit  CooPBRATTva  CasAMKaT  Association. 


BivcHDALK,  Cauf.,  October  11,  lSt9. 
Hob.  Senator  Samcil  M.  SHOBTanras, 

Waahinffton.  D.  C: 
We  greatly  appreciate  and  highly  commend  yon  for  your  actlvltieB  In 
behalf  of  our  dairymen  In  the  present  tariff  fight.  We  sincerely  thank 
yoa.  Tour  amendment  asking  an  Increase  from  3Vi  to  8  cents  on  casein 
is  most  essential  In  order  to  protect  otir  dairy  farmer  against  the 
tiaportatloa  of  cheap  Argentine  casein. 

BrrxaDALB  Coopkratiw  Creamsbx   Assocutiom, 
J.  H.  A.  JOBQBNSSN,  Manager. 


AaCATA,  Calif.,  October  11,  tsa. 
Senator  SAUim.  U.  SHOFTRicxiB, 

Wathinvton,  D.  C: 
We  appreciate  your  active  support  In  behalf  American  dairymen  In 
present  tariff  fight.     Your  amendment  Increasing  casein  tariff  to  8  centH 
Just.     We  need  8  cents  to  prevent  foreign  casein  from  flooding  Ameri- 
can markets. 

Unttbd  Cbe\mkkics  Association, 
By  J.  L.  Lewis,  Manager. 

Harmon T,  Calif.,  September  It,  19tS. 
Hon.  Samccl  M.  Shobtridge, 

United  Btatea  Senator,  Wathington.  D.  C. 
Mr  Dbab  Senator  :  After  a  close  study  of  the  proposed  new  tariff 
BcheduloH  our  board  of  directors  find  that  the  duty  on  casein  should  be 
at  least  8  cents  per  uound  to  protect  the  dairy  Industry  of  California 
and  the  rest  of  the  great  States  In  our  Union  from  the  cheap  labor  and 
low  cost  of  production  of  the  European,  South  American,  New  Zealand, 
and  Australian  countries. 

It  Is  our  understanding  that  the  special  session  of  Congress  was 
called  for  the  exprass  purpose  of  granting  agricultural  equality  to 
industry. 

Our  organization  Is  strictly  cooperative.  At  present  we  are  serving 
335  dairymen  in  this  community  We  are  operating  under  the  Cali- 
fornia cooperative  marketing  act  for  the  benefit  of  the  dairy  industry, 
and  any  aid  that  Congress  can  give  our  dairymen  through  increased 
tariffs  on  their  products  will  be  highly  appreciated. 
Very  sincerely  yours. 

Habmont  Valley  Creamery  Association, 
By  M.  G.  Salmina,  Manag^et. 

Peed  L.  Hilmer  Co.. 
San  Franciaco,  Calif.,  September  11,  19t9. 
Senator  Samuel  M.  Shortridgk, 

Waahington,  D.  C. 
Mr   Dear   Senator  :    We  are   very   much    Interested    in   the   tariff  on 
casein,  l>eing  Inten-sted  In  a   very  large  cooperative  creamery  in   Hum- 
boldt County — the  United  Creameries  Association. 

We  believe   the   duty   should   be  raised   to   protect    this   interest,   and 
anything  you  can  do  for  the  same  will  be  very  much  appreciated. 
Hoping  you  are  well  and  with  my  very  kindest  regards,  I  am 

Yours  very  truly, 

Fbsd  L.  Hilmeb. 

AacATA,  Calif.,  Auguat  »,  B)t9. 
Samuel  M.  Shortrioge. 

United  Statea  Senator,  Senate  Building,  Wathington,  D.  C. 

Honorable  Sib  :  We  liave  noted  with  Interest  the  progress  of  the  pro- 
tective tariff  situation,  relative  to  the  several  dairy  products. 

It  has  l)een  called  to  our  attention  that  the  tariff  on  casein  has  l»een 
raised  to  3%  cents,  which  Is  grossly  Inadequate  and  entirely  out  of  line 
with  the  several  other  dairy  protective  tariffs. 

The  dairy  Industry,  which  is  one  of  America's  greatest  assets,  suffers 
greatly  through  the  Importation  of  upward  of  28.000,000  pounds  of 
foreign  casein,  due  to  so  low  a  tariff.  This  only  affords  10  cents  pro- 
tection per  100  pounds  of  skim  milk.  The  American  manufacture  of 
this  particular  dairy  product  with  their  well-paid  labor  and  trained  men 
■  have  little  chance  against  the  foreign  competitor,  due  to  the  great  dif- 
ference between  the  living  standards  of  the  respective  countries. 

While  the  tariff  of  8  cents,  which  was  recommended  by  the  several 
dairy  leaders,  seemed  too  high,  we  of  the  dairy  industry,  in  all  fairness 
to  the  Amorlcjin  dairymen,  feel  that  It  Is  fair  and  Just.  We  feel  that 
8  cents  is  in  line,  and  not  unjust. 

If  memory  serves  correctly,  our  honorable  and  esteemed  President, 
Herbert  Hoover,  In  his  several  campaign  speeches  stressed  largely  upon 
tlie  high  standards  of  American  living.  Let  us  maintain  that  standard 
of  living  through  the  medium  of  our  protective  tariff.  The  eyes  of  one 
of  America's  greatest  Industry  Is  upon  her  representative  in  this  crisis, 
and  on  behalf  of  our  several  hundred  dairy  farmers  of  this  section  of 
California  sincerely  nek  that  you  do  all  In  your  power  to  sustain  this 
tariff  figure.  Your  efforts  on  this  issue  in  the  past  have  been  greatly 
appreciated  in  that  wc  know  that  you  have  spent  considerable  time  and 
energy  on  this  proposition. 
Respectfully, 

United  Cbkameries  .Association*, 
J.  B.  Lewis,  Manager. 

Modesto,  Calif.,  June  S,  i»». 
Senator  Sam  Shortridob, 

Washington,  D.  O. 
Dear  Mb.  Shobtkiugk  :  As  Mr.  Dooley  used  to  say.  "  We  see  by  the 
papers."  that  the  tariff  bill  is  now  In  the  hands  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee at  Washington.  We  understand  that  you  are  a  member  of  this 
committee,  and  we  feel  that  you  will  do  what  yon  can  to  help  the  dairy 
Industry  secure  that  adequate  protection  which  it  deserreE. 


It  iE  one  Indnstry  In  California  at  the  preaent  time  that  Is  doing 
much  to  stabilise  agriculture.  Yet  there  are  things  that  are  manifestly 
out  of  line.  We  parilcularly  refer  to  the  present  tariff  bill,  which  does 
not  provide  for  an  Increase  in  the  duty  on  casein.    * 

California  in  the  past  has  made  very  much  casein.  In  fact,  more 
than  it  is  doing  now.  We,  ourselves,  at  our  factory  are  not  making  any 
CHfiein  now  because  It  does  not  pay  us  to  do  so.  We  believe  that  the 
milk-powder  Industry  would  be  helped  very  materially  if  casein  would 
receive  more  protection  from  foreign  competition.  The  principal  source 
of  tasein  at  the  present  time  from  foreign  countries  Is  the  Argentine, 
and  the  casein  there  is  produced  very,  very  cheap.  California  casein 
has  a  very  good  reputaticm.  The  quality  Is  very  satlsf actor)-,  and  I 
believe  If  you  would  make  an  investigation  you  would  find  that  there 
is  no  better  casein  made  anywhere  than  In  California.  Yet  we  have  to 
compete  with  the  cheap  Argentine  casein  produced  under  conditions  so 
that  they  can  sell  It  very  cheap. 

We  feel  that,  as  the  good  protectionist  that  jou  are.  you  will  see  the 
Justice  of  this  after  you  have  made  an  investigation  and  will  do  every- 
thing yoQ  can  to  help  us  get  more  protection  on  casein  and  also  better 
protection  on  skim-milk  powder. 

Our  organization,  located  in  Merced,  Stanislaus,  and  San  Joaquin 
Counties,  has  2,500  memt>er8.  As  a  unit  they  ask  you  to  tielp  them  at 
this  time. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Milk  PRoorrBRii'  Association  of  Central  California, 
O.  H.  Bknkendobf,  Oenerai  Manager. 

Point  Bmw  Station,  Calif..  June  5,  t9». 
Senator   Samuel   B.    Shortbidge, 

Senate  Chamber,  Watihinglon,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sib:  This  letter  Is  not  written  with  the  Idea  that  you  need 
urging  to  do  your  duty  ;  we  know  your  attitude  on  the  tariff  question 
and  believe  you  are  In  entire  sympathy  with  us  in  demanding  adeqaate 
protection  of  dairy  products. 

Our  idea  of  writing  then  is.  if  possible,  to  furnish  you  with  every  pos- 
sible argument  to  use  In  your  effort  to  secure  recognition  of  the  claims 
presented  by  the  dairy  industry. 

One  of  the  most  important  dairy  products  from  the  standpoint  of 
adding  to  the  dairyman's  income  has  apparently  been  entirely  ignored. 
We  refer  to  casein. 

Casein  is  a  product  of  skim  milk  that  could  l>e  made  in  America  in 
large  quantities  and  would  be  a  most  welcome  outlet  for  quantities  of 
our  skim  milk.  However,  those  who  have  attempted  to  manufacture  It 
have  been  "  stung  "  so  hard  and  so  often  that  only  dire  necessity  drives 
us  into  making  It. 

The  feeding  of  this  skim  milk  to  hogs  now  results  In  a  very  meager 
price  or  none  at  all.  Consequently  the  dairy  industry  has  been  strug- 
gling to  find  an  outlet.  We  have  developed  processes  for  drying  this 
milk  for  direct  human  consumption,  but  the  oceans  of  milk  available 
has  so  glutted  the  market  for  skim-milk  powder  that  the  return  to  the 
producer  for  his  skim  milk  Is  now  very  low,  and  unless  we  can  turn 
some  of  this  milk  Into  casein  It  Is  beaded  in  the  very  near  future  to  a 
still  lower  price  or  none  at  all. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  many  factories  who  had  taken  their  loss  and 
closed  their  casein  plants  have  on  account  of  the  pressure  to  find  outlets 
for  skim-milk  products  reopened  them  ;  many  other  new  plants  are  going 
In.  They  are  simply  taking  a  chance  that  Congress  will  keep  the 
platform  pledges  and  permit  American  dairymen  to  supply  the  American 
market. 

Because  American  factories  dropped  out  of  the  game  several  years  ago 
the  price  for  the  last  year  or  two  has  been  around  IS  to  15  cents  at 
California  points,  but  as  soon  as  we  come  back  into  production  on  any 
appreciable  scale  down  will  go  our  market  to  a  prohibitive  low  pn-'e. 
Fifteen-cent  casein  returns  the  producer  less  than  20  cents  per  hundred- 
weight net  for  skim  milk. 

We  will  not  go  further  into  sUtisUcs  or  sUtements  of  cost  of  pro 
duction.   Imports   compared   to   domestic   supply,   ability   to   supply   the 
necessary  quanHty,  grade,  etc.     All  this  has  been  compiled  in  a  very 
fair  and  able  manner  by  the  National  Milk  IToducers'  Association,  and 
with  which  you  have  no  doubt  been  supplied. 

We  are  therefore  hoping  that  we  have  said  something  in   this  letter 
that  will  help  you  in  securing  a  higher  duty  on  casein  and  thun  prorld 
ing  a  real  help  to  California  and  other  dairymen. 
With  best  wishes  and  respects  to  yourself,  we  are. 
Yours  very  truly. 

Point  Reyes  Cooperative  Crbambbt  Association, 
W.  B.  Hopkins,  Manager. 

BODEOA,  Calif.,  June  i,  OU. 

The  Hon.  Senator  S.  Shortrioge, 

Wa^iington,  D.  O. 
Dear   Sbnator  Shortridob:  As   represenUtlves  of  a  dairying  com 
munlty     we   are    much   interested   In   the    tariff   blU    now    before    your 
Financi  Committee  and  are  apprecUtlve  of  the  help  already  given  cer- 
tain  dairy  products. 
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W«  note,  bwrertf .  th««  mmm  to  be  »  dlupwlHon  to  1«^  o«t  eiMM«n, 
•ed  WpoctMll,  .tk  yoor  .Id  In  obtaining  UrtlT  belp  on  thl.  «>»»<»^*y; 
Qaito  •  Urge  amoimt  of  celn  i.  Imported  from  Argentina,  where  ■«m 
milk  hM  little  TEloe  and  labor  condition,  are  not  on  mir  ler^ 
We  waUie.  of  coorae.  that  a  wrtaln  amount  of  oppodtton  will  be  en^ 
eoJn^r^J  from  dlffe^nt  «>arce..  but  think  that  aid  to  ti»e  farmer  la 
paramount  at  the  present  time.  „,«-««« 

We  fpel  sure  you  are  posted  on  the  pro.  and  eon.  of  thi.  quertion. 
.«d  will  therefon*  not  take  up  your  time  with  "'  '?'*^.  X^^^'; 
.Dd  hope  you  will  be  able  to  eee  your  way  clear  to  help  m  In  the  wny 
to  get  the  m«9t  benefit  for  the  fanner. 

Beap^rtfully  your..  ^^  ^^^^  coaP«uTiT.  C.ak»t. 

By  A.  NicoLAi.wi,  Manager. 

LaMooaa,  Calif.,  /imw  i,  t>t9. 

B«Bator  Sax  Sho«t«ii>oc. 

Vmited  Btatet  Btmmtf,  WaifUngion,  DC. 
jZn  S.^AT..:  we.  ai.  a  member  of  the  Challenge  Cr*-in"d  Butter 
A.«KlatloD    wish  to  thank  you  for  all  you  bare  done  In  the  part  for 
fb^illj-  indu-try  and  want  to  urgently  a«k  your  .upport  in  the  pro- 

curing  .  good  itur  tariff  on  casein.  .w    -  .      .-^„- 

We  feel  that  thl.  wiU  go  a  long  way  toward  putting    he  dairy  Indu. 

try  on  n  good,  firm  baal-  and  help  In  a  large  way  to  bring  relief  to  tiie 

dairy  tndnrtry  a.  a  whole. 

Again  thanking  yon  for  your  tupport,  we  remain. 

Your,  rewectfully.  _....„„« 

Kings  Coi'Ktt  Cr«ai«bt  Association, 

By  W.  N.  HCBSABO,  Managtr. 
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Lo.  Angsu..  Cau».,  J*ne  7, 
Bod.  SAjiriL  M.  Beorraioos, . 

MembfT  Vitei  State*  Senate,  WoMMngton,  D.  O. 
Dear  Ssnatob  :  We  are  utrongly  depending  upon  you  to  win  for  the 
dairy  Induatry  a  .ubetantlal  Increaae  on  casein.  Thla  product  now 
rccelTea  very  Ught  protection,  amounting  to  only  about  7H  cent,  per 
hundred  pounds  of  skimmed  milk,  which  are  required  for  It.  manufac- 
ture. Practically  all  other  dairy  products  are  much  better  protected. 
Also  casein  would  benefit  much  more  from  an  IncreaM  in  the  tariff, 
rtnce  perhaps  50  per  cent  of  the  casein  used  in  this  country  1.  imported. 
CaKln  ia  about  the  only  dairy  product  which  la  imported  to  anything 
like  thia  percentage. 

TnutlBg  that  you  will  help  ua  in  thl.  matter  and  help  u.  to  get  the 
8  cent,  per  pound  duty  on  CMtn  which  the  National  Cooperative  MUk 
Piodneer.  Federation  is  demanding,  we  are. 

Very  reapeetfully,  

Chaixsxo.  CamAM  and  Bcttbb  Association, 

By  C.  L.  MiTCHiL,  Seeretaty. 


Fbssno,  Cauf..  Jane  4>  ^99. 

Hob.  Senator  Sbo*twoob. 

WtMngton,  D.  C. 

D«A>  8«KATO« :  We  hare  been  watching  the  tariff  proposition  as  It  ii 
dereloplng  in  Washington  and  are  Tery  much  plesMd  with  the  work  thai 
our  reprewnUtlTes  hare  done  thus  far.  Howerer,  there  Is  one  Item  In 
which  we  are  Tery  much  Interested,  and  on  which  we  would  like  to  se* 
wme  action,  namdy.  the  tariff  Increaw  on  CMln. 

We  are  making  about  two  cars  of  casein  per  montk  and  are  rvrj  mnc* 
Interested  in  getting  a  substontial  increase  in  the  Uriff  on  cawln  foi 
the  benefit  of  the  caMin  industry  In  our  country. 

The  Danish  Creamery  Association,  which  I  hare  had  the  prlrilege  o1 
represeatlng  aa  manager  for  the  past  80  years,  is  owned  and  controlled 
and.  eonseqneatiy.  represents  the  Interest,  of  2,200  dairymen  in  the  Sai 
Joaquia  Valley,  and  they  are  all  Tery  anzloua  for  some  action  on  th< 
casein  proiMsltion. 

We  hare  bo  doubt  In  regard  to  your  loyalty  and  good  work  for  th( 

dairymen  of  California,  but  we  can  not  rerist  urging,  to  our  humble  way 

the  necessity  of  sn  Incresse  in  the  tariff  on  cawln  for  the  protectloi 

«f  ear  California  dairy  industry. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Danish  CsBAnnr  Association, 

By  J.  R.  MITBFHT. 

Mr.  NORMS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tJie  Senator  from  CalifomLi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  8HORTRIDGE.     I  yield.  ^      ,  .     i 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  would  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  hav  i 
no  doubt  that  Senators  would  all  take  great  pleasure  in  readin  : 
all  of  the  communications  to  which  he  refers.  It  is  a  questio:  i 
in  my  mind  whether  the  Senator  ought  not  to  read  them.  Wj 
will  have  to  spend  the  time  to  read  th«n  anyway,  and  whil? 
we  are  aU  here  together  would  It  not  save  time  if  the  Senate  r 
would  read  them  to  us?  I  have  received  several  hundred  sue  i 
communications.  It  had  not  occurred  to  me  before,  but  it  seem  j 
to  me  they  ought  to  be  printed  in  the  Bbcxjbo.    When  I  get  t  > 


thinkitJg  about  taking  the  time  of  individual  Senators  to  read 
them^rately  it  occurs  to  me,  because  the  debate  will  not  be 
flnishSto-day.  that  to-morrow  I  ^^^^"if/,.^';?^ ^^^e^fj 
of  my  communications  over  here  and  read  them  to  the  Senate. 

That  would  be  a  good  scheme.  a„„„«.^.  i„ 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  The  happy  suggestion  of  the  Senator  is 
perhaps  fully  justified  by  my  undiplomatic  remarks.  I  said  I 
htpS  Senatori  would  read  the  communications.  Perhaps  that 
waVan  unhappy  expression.  I  have  not  tak«i  up  the  time  and 
I  do  not  purpose  taking  up  the  time  to  read  these  several  com- 
munlcatIon.s,  but  I  am  inviting  attention  to  those  onl>-  that  come 
to  me  from  California.  It  may  well  be.  and  I  am  happy  to 
know  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  received  many,  and 
I  hope  of  like  character.  If  so,  perhaps  I  am  warranted  in 
stating  now  that  the  farming  interests,  the  dairy  interests  of 
every  State  in  the  Union  are  in  favor  of  an  Increased  duty  on 
this  article. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President ^         «  „,      , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  do.  _.  , ,  ^     .  *»    *  ^,  * 

Mr  EDGE  I  am  very  glad  the  Senator  yielded  at  that  point, 
especially  after  the  last  statement  he  made.  I  am  sure  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  would  like  to  have  the  facts  if  the  Sena- 
tor has  possession  of  them  through  letters  or  other  correspond- 
ence The  Tariff  Summary  is  very  indefinite  on  this  subject.  I 
do  not  know  whether  8  cents  or  3H  cents  or  some  flRure  between 
those  two  represents  the  real  spread  or  difference  in  cost  of 
pro<luction  between  the  Argentitie.  which  seems  to  be  more 
strongly  in  competition  with  us,  and  the  Unlte<l  States. 

I  approach  this  question,  representing  a  State  that  is  teeming 
with  industries,  but  with  the  desire  to  vote  for  whatever  duty 
is  just  and  proper,  whether  it  be  8  cents  or  7  cents  or  6  cents 
or  3 Ml  cents.  As  far  as  it  is  possible  to  ascertain  the  facts  with 
respect  to  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and 
abroad  they  should  be  presented  and  our  American  dairymen 
protected  in  the  American  market.  ,.  .  ^  ^ 

If  the  Senator  has  information  which  will  really  give  light  to 
Senators,  I  am  sure  we  would  be  glad  to  have  it  so  we  can  roach 
gome  businesslike  conclusitMi.  So  far  as  I  am  concemed  1  say 
without  reservation  in  advance  that  I  want  the  happy  opportu- 
nity to  vote  for  a  proper  differential.  But  it  Is  only  fair  to  the 
Senate,  if  the  dairj'men  have  made  these  calculations  and  have 
real  facts,  as  I  have  no  doubt  they  have,  that  we  should  have 
them  presented  as  far  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so.  We  are  asked 
for  trade  facts  whenever  an  industrial  schedule  comes  before 
the  Senate.  We  have  made  every  possible  effort  to  get  these 
facts.  We  are  making  every  possible  effort  to  present  them  to 
the  Senate  and  to  the  country.  If  those  In  California  and  other 
sections  of  the  country  who  are  mainly  interested  in  the  produc- 
tion of  casein  can  give  us  the  facts  with  reference  to  this  item, 
let  us  have  the  Information.  I  shall  be  glad  to  vote  for  any 
proper  differential,  but  I  should  like  to  have  the  figures  upon 
which  a  tariff  can  prt^^erly  be  computed. 

Mr.  SHOUTRIDGE.  I  undertake  to  say  the  various  associa- 
tions that  have  studied  the  question  and  gathered  the  facts  know 
the  cost  of  production  in  Argentina  and  know  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction in  America  and  are  Justified  in  concluding  and  claiming 
that  a  rate  of  8  cents  Is  necessary. 

Mr.  EDGR    If  the  Senator  will  yield  again 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Certainly 


Mr.  EDGE.  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  the  Senator  unduly, 
but  this  question,  I  think,  will  make  my  position  clearer.  The 
Senator  repeats  that  the  representatives  of  the  dairymen's  as- 
sociation understand  the  situation.  I  do  not  question  that  they 
understand  the  situation,  but  I  do  think  the  Senator  should 
present  not  gwierallties  but,  as  far  as  he  has  them  in  his  pos- 
session, the  facts  upon  which  the  dairymen  ask  this  rate.  That 
is  all  I  am  asking. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  hear  the  Senator.  I  have  had  some 
experience  in  presenting  cases.  I  am  opening  the  discussion 
making  certain  broad  statements.  It  may  be,  but  I  have  not  been 
in  the  Argentine.  I  have  not  been  on  every  farm  in  America.  I 
am  not  able  of  my  own  knowledge  to  testify.  I  rely  somewhat 
upon  the  capacity  and  the  integrity  of  men  who  have  looked  into 
the  matter  and  have  reached  certain  conclusions. 

I  have  certain  fixed  views  in  regard  to  tariff  legislation.  It 
may  be  quite  unnecessary,  indeed  it  may  seem  offensive  for  me 
to  appeal  to  Senators  who  have  pleaded  the  cause  of  farmers 
and  of  agriculture.  This  Item  ought  not  to  be  in  this  schedule. 
It  ought  to  be  over  in  the  agricultural  schedule;  but  it  is  here, 
and  I  assume  It  has  the  sympathetic  concern  of  Senators  pro- 
foundly interested  in  agriculture. 

But,  responding  to  the  thought  of  my  friend  from  New  Jersey, 
the  cost  of  producing  this  artide  In  the  Argentine  Is  so  much. 
The  cost  of  transportation  from  there  to  the  United  States  is 


so  much.    The  cost  of  producing  it  in  Califoniia,  in  Michigan, 
in  Iowa  or  hi  any  of  the  States  is  relatively  the  .same,  and  Is  so 

It  has  been  estimated  that,  adding  all  the  elements  of  cost 
together  in  the  Argentine  and  adding  our  cost  of  production  In 
the  T'nlted  States,  8  cents  is  even  Ie.ss  than  the  differential  or 
the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  in  the  one  country  and  in 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia yield  to  me? 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wiscon.sin? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  will  yield  in  Just  a  moment.  If  that 
be  true  or  approximately  true — and  it  Is  very  difficult,  as  our 
Tariff  Commission  has  said,  to  get  accurate  information  In 
regard  to  the  cost  In  the  Argentine — then  I  start  out  with  the 
fundamental  and  to  me  controlling  fact  that  the  difference  in 
cost  of  production  is  at  least  8  cents  if  not  more.  I  now  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  BI.uVlNE.  Will  the  Senator  give  the  figures  upon  which 
he  bases  tliat  assumption? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  It  is  not  an  assumption.  I  state  it  aa  a 
fact  arrived  at  by  those  who  have  looked  into  the  subject  and 
gathered  as  much  Information  as  could  be  found. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Has  the  Senator  the  figures  In  his  possession 
upon  which  he  makes  that  statement? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  think  they  are  to  be  found  In  the 
brief  of  the  National  Cooperative  Milk  Producers'  Federation. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Will  not  the  Senator  produce  them? 

Mr.  SHORTRIEKJE.  I  will  In  my  own  good  way,  but  I  do 
not  like  the  tone  of  the  Implied  criticism  that  I  am  trjing  to 
withhold  anything. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  am  very  sorry;  I  did  not  Intend  to  Imply 
any  criticism  or  that  the  Senator  was  withholding  anything. 
I  Just  wanted  the  facts  and  figures  at  this  time.  They  would 
be  very  enlightening  to  the  Senate  and  helpful  to  me,  and  per- 
haps would  save  a  great  deal  of  debate. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  submit  the 
case  right  now. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  do  not  want  the  SenatOT  to  assume  that  I 
had  anv  other  purpose,  for  I  had  not 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  Invite  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
volume  1  of  the  hearings  before  the  Committee  on  Finance  and 
to  the  brief  submitted  by  the  National  Cooperative  Milk  Pro- 
ducers' Federation,  and  I  am  somewhat  driven  in  doing  what  I 
hope*l  would  not  be  neceasary.  I  will  read  a  few  lines  from 
this  brief.  I  believe  that  the  facts  therein  stated  are  warranted, 
that  they  are  not  mere  idle  ctmjecture. 

Mr.  WATSON.     From  what  page  does  the  Senator  read? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  am  ri^ading  from  page  368  of  volume 
1  of  the  Ilea  rings  before  the  Committee  on  Finance.  The  fed- 
eration states: 

We  renew  our  request  for  an  Increased  duty  on  casein  from  2^4  cents 
per  pound,  as  it  is  In  the  act  of  1922  and  in  the  present  proposed  bill 
of  1929,  to  8  cents  per  pound.  Our  request  is  made  for  the  following 
reasons : 

1.  The  American  dairyman  needs  this  additional  casein  market  for 
his  «kimmed  milk.  In  1928  the  imports  of  casein  amounted  to  over 
28.000.000  pounds,  which  would  have  provided  an  additional  market  for 
1,000.000,000  pounds  of  American-produced  skimmed  milk. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Will  the  Senator  read  that  again? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Yes.    The  statement  is: 

In  1028  the  imports  of  casein  amounted  to  over  28.000,000  pounds, 
which  would  have  provided  an  additional  market  for  1,000,000,000 
pounds  of  American-produced  skimmed  milk. 

As  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  knows,  casein  is  made  from 
skimmed  milk.    The  brief  continues: 

2.  There  Is  a  sufficiency  of  supply  of  skimmed  milk  available  to  pro- 
duce this  additional  28.000.000  pounds  of  casein. 

3.  The  American  producer  can  produce  and  is  now  producing  the 
quality  of  casein  required  for  the  users. 

I  digress  to  remark  that  we  are  all  aware  that  it  has  been 
claimed  that  we  can  not  produce  casein  of  equal  quality  to  that 
produced  in  the  Argentine.  I  reply  that  we  can  do  so;  that  In 
practically  all  instances  we  are  doing  so ;  but  that  by  giving  this 
industry  a  profitoble,  stabilized  market  It  will  encourage  and 
bring  about  what  may  and  will  be  a  more  oniform  and  superior 
quality  of  casein. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG  and  Mr.  DILL  addressed  the  Chair. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senatw  from  California 
yield;  and.  If  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     The  Senator's  contention  Is  that  domes- 
tic casein  is  of  equal  value  to  foreign  casein?    Is  that  t-orrect? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    In  many  particulars,  but  in  some,  pos- 
sibly. It  Is  not 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Why  is  it,  then,  that  domestic  casein 
has  been  unable  to  obtain  the  domestic  market? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  There  are  many  reasons  for  tliat  First, 
there  may  be  a  notion  prevailing  that  it  Is  inferior;  second, 
there  may  be  established  trade  relations  which  control  the 
market. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Is  the  Senator  aware  of  the  fact  that 
foreign  casein  sells  In  the  United  States  at  a  higher  price  than 
does  domestic  casein? 

Mr.  SHORTRir>Gi].  I  am  aware  that  in  certain  instances 
that  is  a  tact  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  And  still  the  Senator  believes  that 
American  pa|)er  makers,  hard  pressed  as  they  are  at  the  pres- 
ent time  financially,  for  some  fictitious  reason  and  not  on  ac- 
count of  the  quality  insist  upon  continuing  to  pay  more  for 
foreign  casein?    Is  that  the  Senator's  position? 

Mr.  SHORTRIEKJE.  I  know  what  they  have  been  doing, 
and  I  know  what  they  will  not  do  if  this  American  Industry 
shall  be  permitted  to  live  and  Improve,  but  I  will  come  to  that 
In  a  few  moments.  I  understand  that  what  the  Senator  sug- 
gests is  one  of  the  arguments  against  the  Increase  In  the  tariff 
rate. 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  feel  tliat  I  can  not  forego  at  this  time 
making  a  statement  with  reference  to  the  quality  of  casein. 

It  is  urged  that  a  higher  price  is  paid  for  casein  from  Argen- 
tina. As  a  matter  of  fact,  every  bit  of  casein  obtained  from 
Argentina  by  the  large  paper  manufacturers  Is  purchased  In 
Argentina  by  representatives  on  the  ground.  The  value  of  that 
casein  is  determined  by  the  Argentine  Government  and  has  run 
about  8  cents  a  pound.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  greatest  casein 
expert  in  this  country  in  connection  with  the  production  of  the 
kind  of  paijer  in  which  it  is  used  testified  that  American  milk 
produced  a  better  casein  with  a  less  ash  than  the  Argentine 
casein.  Therefore  I  myself,  after  going  into  the  matter  carefully, 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  suggestion  that  Argentine 
casein  is  being  purcliased  at  a  higher  price  than  the  domestic 
product  is  a  figment  of  tlie  mind. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
California  yield  to  me  for  a  moment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Yea. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon  and  will  not 
interrupt  him  further  aftM-  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
a  question. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  want  to  see  if  I  understand  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nebraska.  Is  it  his  contention  that  to-day  American 
pai>er  makers  are  not  paying  more  for  Argentine  casein  Uian 
they  are  paying  for  domestic  casein? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  as  I  have  stated,  the  price  of 
casein,  the  value  of  casein,  is  reported  by  the  Argentine  Govern- 
ment. The  average  price  of  the  product  laid  down  In  New  York 
for  the  last  10  years  Is  about  7.87  cents  a  pound,  and  paper 
manufactcurers  paid  last  year,  according  to  the  testimony,  for 
domestic  casein  13.2  cents  a  pound  at  the  factory. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Then  It  Is  the  Senator's  contention  that 
they  bought  the  Argentine  casein  for  f nnn  7  to  8  cents  a  pound 
last  year? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  mean  to  say  that  the  largest  consumer  of 
casein  in  this  country  stated  befwe  the  Finance  Committee  of 
the  Senate  that  he  kept  a  represwJtadve  in  Argentina  to  par- 
chase  casein,  and  he  undoubtedly  purchased  It  at  the  price  at 
which  the  Government  valued  the  casein  whldi  was  exported, 
and  that  price,  with  freight  to  New  York,  has  averaged  for  the 
10  years,  two  years  being  excluded,  7.87  cents. 

Mr  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I  beg  pardon  of  the 
Senator  fnMn  California  and  will  not  Interrupt  him  further, 
but  win  pursue  the  matter  in  my  own  time. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  wHI  the  Senator  from  Callf<MTiIa 
yield  to  me  in  order  that  1  may  aak  a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 
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Mr.  8HORTBIDCW.    Certainly.  ^^ 

Mr  DILL  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  from  cau- 
fomia  can  answer  the  question  or  whether  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  or  the  Senator  from  Michigan  can  answer  it,  hat  i 
Bboald  like  to  have  explainefl  the  qnestion  I  have  in  mind^ 
What  conatitntee  a  better  quality  of  caJ^n?  WHat  element  is 
In  the  so-called  better  quality  of  casein  that  canaes  it  to  oe 
desirable?    Is  it  a  certain  acid?    Is  it  a  certain  chemical,  or 

^  Mr  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  casein  is  merely  cottage  cheese 
made  from  sklmme<l  milk,  shredded  and  dried.  It  will  keep 
indellnltely  if  kept  in  a  dry  place.  Casein  ^at  has  a  "^nimmn 
of  ash  la  rejtarded  by  paper  experts  as  the  best  casein  for  that 
particular  use. 

Mr.  DILL.    A  minimum  of  what? 

Mr  HOWELL.  A  minimum  of  ash.  The  domestic  casein  nas 
les-s  a.'^h  oil  an  average  than  the  Argentine  casein.  But  it  has 
been  claimed  that  there  is  not  sufBcient  care  exercised  »  con- 
nection with  th«>  pro<lnction  of  casein  In  this  country  to  affwi 
ii  uniform  standard  product.  The  reason  for  that  Is  that  the 
farmer  ha.s  been  making  only  2  cents  a  gallon  for  skimmed  milk, 
and  it  Is  worth  that  to  haul  it  to  the  station.  The  consequence 
is  that  there  has  been  no  serious  attenrpt  In  this  country  to 
priiduce  a  uniform  standard  grade  of  casein. 

Mr.  SMO<yr.     Mr.  President 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I>ie8  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  SHORT  RIDGB.     I  yield.  .   _.        , 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Washington  I 
wish  to  8iiy  that  as  I  understand  the  great  difference  lies  In 
the  manner  in  which  the  product  is  treated.  It  is  produced  one 
way  in  the  United  States  and  in  another  way  In  the  Argentine 
In  Argf'ntina  all  of  the  casein  is  sun  dried,  and  It  never  bums 
In  America  it  Is  precipitated  and  dried  In  a  tunnel,  and  it  U 
claimed  by  the  paper  manufacturers  that  by  drying  In  a  tunnel 
frequently  it  is  burned.  That  Is  about  what  the  evidence  befort 
the  committee  shows. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I  can  throvi 
a  Uttie  light  on  this  matter.  ^  ^      . 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Doea  the  Senator  from  Caltfornli 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.    SHORTRIDGE.     I   will   be  glad   to  have  the   Senatoi 

throw  light  on  it.  ...  ... 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  My  understanding  is  quite  n 
accoiil  with  that  advanced  by  the  Senator  from  Utah,  that  th*' 
essmtlal  difference  between  the  domestic  casein  and  foreign 
casein  ia  that  that  which  comes  from  Argentina  is  dried  In  th<  i 
son,  while  tl»e  domestic  casein  is  artlflclally  dried,  and  In  tt^s 
TMt>ce88  of  artificial  drying  It  is  more  or  less  burned  and  other 
accidenta  occur.  In  those  sections  of  the  country  where  caseli  i 
Ig  produced  under  conditions  practically  the  same  as  in  Argen- 
tina, where  the  casein  la  sun  dried,  in  the  arid  sections  of  th } 
country,  where  moisture  Is  not  absorbed  from  the  atmosphen , 
as  in  California.  Idaho,  and  Montana,  a  quality  of  casein  Is  pr<- 
dnced  that  ia  not  only  equal  to  bat  superior  to  the  Argentine 
product,  and  for  the  simple  reason  that  It  la  sun  dried,  and  fu  r 
the  additional  reason,  suggested  by  some,  that  the  bualness  li 
thlB  country  is  comparatively  new. 

I  am  told  by  the  manager  of  the  Land  oXakes  Creamery,  th  e 
laivcBt  cooperative  creamery  association  in  America  and  prol>- 
ably  in  the  world,  that  they  have  devised  a  system,  throu-^ 
extensive  laboratory  tests,  by  which  their  artlflcially-<lrled  car- 
ls quite  eqnal  to  the  foreign  sun-dried  casein.  How  that  may 
I  am  not  further  prepared  to  say ;  but  the  real  essoitial  dlfle^; 
eace  ia  simply  in  the  method  of  dnring. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  sUteme 
I  assumed  that  Senators  were  generally  familiar  with 
facta. 

Mr.  BABKLET.     Mr.  President 

The  Vies  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Seowtor  from  Oalifi 
yield  to  the  Senator  frtnn  Kentucky? 

Mr.  8HOBTRIDGE.    I  yield  to  the  Seimtor. 

Mr.  BAMK1£Y.    I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Mo^ 
tana,  whetter,  ia  his  opinion.  It  would  be  poesibto  over  lar; 
areas  of  the  United  States  to  son-dry  suflfei»t  quantities 
nmrin  to  supply  the  Anaerican  demand  with  a  safflciently  e~ 
lent   quality    to   compete   with    the   quality   produoed   in 
Argentine? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  SQOBTRIDOfi.    The  Senator  from  Montana  may  answ  !r 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  do  not  have  the  Informatioo  th  it 
would  enable  me  to  say ;  but  the  dairy  industry  is  expanding  n 
a  moat  gratifyioc  way  ail  through  the  maontafai  re^on,  where 
the  clhmate  la  at  least  as  arid  aa  that  of  Argeattna.  I  have  he  -e 
a  letter  from  j^odocen  ot  casein  in  mj  State,  who  say  thit 


according  to  recent  tests  made  in  San  rranclsco  and  In  New 
York  our  casein  ranks  as  high  as  any  that  is  put  upon  the 
market  anywhere. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Unquestionably  so. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Are  there  any  sun  driers  of  this  casein  In 
other'  States  besides  Idaho.  Montana,  and  California  ? 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Casein  readily  absorbs  moisture 
from  the  atmosphere.  Indeed,  as  a  matter  of  course.  It  is  moist 
In  the  first  place  and  must  be  dried;  and  in  a  humid  climate 
the  drying  proceeds  under  adverse  condiUons.  Therefore  they 
are  obliged  to  resort  to  artificial  means  to  accomplish  the  neces- 
sary drying. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  The  point  I  was  Inquiring  about  was  whether 
there  fcs  any  possiblUty  of  enlarging  the  area  in  which  the  sun- 
drying  of  casein  can  occur  beyond  California,  Idaho,  and  Mon- 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course,  Wyoming  conditions  are 
substantially  the  same.  Utah  conditions  are  the  same.  Nevada 
conditions  are  the  same.  Arizona  conditions  are  practically  the 
same;  and  It  can  be  produced  under  at  least  as  favorable  con- 
ditions as  It  is  produced  in  Argentina  throughout  the  arid 
section  of  the  country. 

Mr.  JONES.     And  parts  of  eastern  Washington. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Quite  right— and  parts  of  eastern 

Washington.  „,,.,. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Does  that  apply  to  western  Nebraska  and 

Kansas? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  should  say  so. 

Mr.  BLAINE  and  other  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yield;  and  to  whom? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. ^  ^^. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  may  be  able  to  clear  up  some  of  this  mis- 
understanding. 

Drying  is  not  the  only  process  In  the  manufficture  of  casein. 
It  Is  just  one  of  the  processes. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  was  going  to  explain  why  the  quality  of 
American  casein  Is  Just  as  good  as  the  quality  of  Argentine 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  All  right.  Understand  my  position  to 
be  that  we  can  produce  and  are  producing  ca.sein  of  a  quality 
as  fine  as  that  which  comes  from  the  Argentine.  The  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  WalshI  has  explained  how  we  can  do  it  In 
certain  Stetes,  pursuing  the  method,  generally  speaking,  pursued 
in  the  Soutli ;  but  by  other  processes  we  can  also  make  as  flne^ 
and  I  think  superior,  casein. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  California 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  do. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  With  the  permission  of  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia, I  want  to  suggest  that  the  quality  of  casein  does  not 
depend  alone  upon  the  method  of  drying.  It  depends  upon  the 
method  of  precipitating  the  curd,  washing  the  curd,  pres.«<lng 
the  curd,  drying  the  curd,  and  finally  grinding  the  curd. 

There  are  a  great  many  processes  through  which  the  curd 
must  go  before  It  is  of  a  high  quality  and  grade.  The  natural 
method  of  drying,  sun  drying,  of  course,  may  be  desirable  because 
of  the  very  probable  fact  that  It  does  not  cost  quite  so  much 
to  produce  It;  but  In  States  like  Minnesota,  New  York,  Wis- 
consin, and  Iowa,  where  there  Is  a  tremendous  iwroductlon  of 
skimmed  milk,  all  of  the  proooJ^ses  in  the  manufacturing  of 
casein  up  to  the  time  of  drying  are  identically  the  same  as  in 
every  other  State  In  the  Union.  Modem  machinery  with  the 
electric  dryer  perhaps  has  produced  the  Ideal  system  of  drjing 
casein  uniformly,  and  therefore  that  part  of  the  process  will 
produce  a  high-grade  casein,  so  that  In  the  New  York  market — 
that  Is,  the  American  market  and  the  Argentine  market — on  Oc- 
tober 7  the  quotations  on  casein  I  give  as  follows.  These  quota- 
tions were  obtained  by  the  Tariff  Commission  and  given  to  me 
at  that  time. 

The  standard  ground  casein  In  carload  lots.  In  bags — that  Is 
one  type  of  casein — was  16  to  16^  cents  per  pound.  The  corre- 
sponding casein  according  to  American  standards  is  the  20-30 
mesh,  the  coarser-ground  casein.  It  is  not  coarse;  It  is  very 
fine.  It  is  used  in  the  process  of  manufacturing  paper  by  the 
casein  coating.  The  20-30  mesh  In  the  New  York  market  was 
15%  cents  to  16  cents,  only  one-quarter  of  a  cent  less  than  the 
Argmtine  product  designed  for  Identically  the  same  use.  So 
that  to-day  American  casein  on  the  New  York  market  is  practi- 
cally of  the  same  quality  and  of  the  same  grade  that  goes  into 
the  process  of  manufacturing  casein-coated  paper. 

Moreover,  Mr.  President,  the  casein  as  sold  in  New  York  Is 
I  the  regrouad,  redried,  and  refined  casein  and  is  processed  in  the 


final  process  of  the  finished  product  In  grinding  operations  In 
New  York  The  same  operations  are  taking  place  on  a  large 
scale  in  the  State  of  Minnesota,  I  understand,  through  one 
organization.  ,^  . 

I  shall  discuss  the  other  features  of  the  matter  afterwards; 
but  i  thought  perhaps  that  might  clear  up  the  situation. 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  I  thank  the  Senator ;  from  all  of  which 
we  conclude  that  we  do  manufacture  a  superior  grade  of  casein. 
We  can  do  It,  we  are  doing  it,  by  the  different  processes  re- 
ferred to;  wherefore  and  finally  the  only  question  is,  What 
shall  be  the  rate  of  duty? 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE^  Pardon  me  a  moment  That  Is  the 
question.  Shall  It  be  what  we  are  a.sking?  When  I  say  "  we." 
I  mean  to  Include  all  these  associations  throughout  the  Nation. 
Shall  It  be  8  cents  or  a  less  rate?  That  Is  the  only  question  for 
us  to  determine. 

Mr  DILL.    Mr.  President 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr!  DILL.  I  asked  the  question  that  I  did  for  the  reason 
that  the  State  I  represent  In  part  produces  a  tremendous 
amount  of  dairy  products,  but  the  part  of  the  State  that  pro- 
duces the  largest  amount  of  dairy  products  does  not  have  sun- 
shine four  months  of  the  year.  That  is  why  I  was  very  much 
interested  In  the  methods  that  were  discussed  here,  and  I  am 
simply  concerned  to  vote  for  whatever  rate  will  really  protect 
the  American  producer. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  think  I  am  warranted  In  saying,  sup- 
plementing what  tlie  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Bi^inbI  has 
just  stated,  and  addressing  myself  to  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington, that  the  processes  of  manufacture  are  now  such  that 
they  can  be  advantageously  employed  In  the  Senator's  own 
great  State  of  Washington ;  and  I  am  quite  sure  that  those  of 
the  Senator's  constituents  directly  Interested  in  this  question 
will  avail  themselves  of  these  processes  to  their  material  ad- 
vantage, and  without— I  always  bear  that  in  mind— any  Injury 
to  any  other  American  industry. 

I  know  that  learned  Senators  here  may  oppose  this  rate  upon 
the  ground  that  It  will  impose  an  undue  burden  upon  certain 
manufacturers.  I  would  not  do  any  Industry  Injury — not  Inten- 
tionally, and  I  hope  never  unintentionally — but  I  have  taken 
the  position  all  my  life  that  the  first  man  to  consider  in 
America  is  the  farmer  of  America;  not  that  he  is  any  better 
man  or  more  patriotic  man  than  the  miner  or  the  manufacturer, 
but  Inasmuch  as  he  feeds  the  Nation  we  should  think  of  him 
first,  perhaps,  not  overlooking  others.  I  wish  the  Senate  to 
know,  as  people  elsewhere  know,  that  I  believe  In  such  tariff 
rates  as  will  adequately  protect  every  branch  of  the  agricultural 
industry. 

I  wish  the  Senate  to  know  my  view,  my  theory  of  tariff  legis- 
lation as  we  proceed  to  consider  rates,  that  we  should  put 
adequate  tariffs  on  mining  products  to  protect  and  encourage 
men  engaged  in  that  great  American  industry;  and  that  by 
adequate  duties  we  should  protect  and  encourage  the  manu- 
facturing Industries  of  our  country.  I  want  the  city  to  be  pros- 
perous, which  Is  the  market  for  the  farm.  I  want  the  farm  to 
be  prosperous,  which  Is  the  market  for  the  city. 

We  have  here  what  I  may  call  a  farm  product.  It  Is  called 
casein.  It  comes  from  milk.  It  is  an  important  thing  to  the 
dairy  men  and  women  of  this  Nation.  There  is  competition 
between  us  and  the  South  American  country.  The  conditions 
of  lalK>r  prevailing  there  as  affecting  this  article  are  such  that 
the  American  family  living  yonder  in  Washington,  or  yonder 
in  Nebraska,  or  In  my  own  native  State  of  Iowa  can  not  com- 
pete hi  respect  of  this  particular  article  with  the  South 
American.  Therefore,  we  are  considering  at  this  moment  the 
rate  of  duty  we  shall  place  upon  this  article. 

The  rate  fixed  in  the  piesent  law  is  2%  cents  a  pound.  It  Is 
agreed  upon  all  hands  that  that  Is  not  sufficient  The  Senate 
committee  was  persuaded,  convinced,  to  fix  the  rate  at  3%  cents 
a  pound.  Those  directly  interested  in  the  subject  matter  are 
asking  for  what  might  at  first  blush  be  considered  an  exorbitant, 
an  unwarranted  rate  of  8  cents.  There  may  be  certain  Senators 
who  think  that  perhaps  6  or  Q^^  cents  would  be  amjrie;  but  I 
submit  that  8  cents  is  not  an  undue  rate,  that  it  is  needed,  and 
that  it  should  be  granted. 

Mr.  President  in  this  broken  way  I  have  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  proposition.  Other  Senators  will  add  to  what  I 
have  poorly  said.  I  understand  there  are  those  who  wish  to 
be  beard  in  opposition  to  the  suggested  rate.  For  the  moment, 
I  am  willing  to  submit  the  case. 

Bearing  in  mind,  however,  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  that  he  wanted  the  facts  and  the  figures,  I  can  do 
no  more  than  repeat  what  I  have  stated,  namely,  that  the 
difference  in  cost  is  estimated  at  more  than  8  cents  a  pound. 


Applying  the  protective-tariff  doctrine,  the  rate  should  be  at 
least  8  cents. 

While  the  great  State  of  Texas  was  not  mentioned,  I  can 
imagine  that  they  have  some  sunshine  there  and  some  dry  days, 
and  ample  territory,  and  that  in  due  season  that  Imperial 
State  win  be  turning  out  more  of  this  article,  perhaps,  than  any 
other  State  In  the  Union. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  California  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EEKJE.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  referred  to  the  cost 
from  Argentina  to  New  York  and  to  the  Middle  West.  As  I  fol- 
lowed him,  I  could  not  see  where  the  8  cents  was  warranted. 
He  refeiTed  to  the  comimrable  article  of  the  best  class  of  casein 
produced  In  the  two  countries. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  That  is  not  the  highest  grade;  that  Is  the 
grade  that  goes  into  the  paper-making  industry.  The  higher 
grade  is  of  finer  mesh.  Our  standard  would  be  80  to  100  mesh ; 
the  Argentine  standard  would  be  fine  ground.  That  sells  for 
about  a  cent  a  pound  more  than  the  American  grade.  In  the 
commercial  grade,  the  maximum,  the  Argentine  product  sells 
for  about  a  quarter  of  a  cent  more  than  the  American  product 

Mr.  EDGE.  That  Is  as  I  followed  the  Senator.  With  the 
furtlier  permission  of  the  Senator  from  California  may  I  ask 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  whether  he  will  later  put  those  cost 
figures  and  comparisons  into  the  Record? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  will  be  glad  to. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  tlie  Sen- 
ator from  California  a  question  tor  information. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  WATSON.  It  was  stated  before  the  Finance  Committee 
in  the  testiiiony  that  the  Saturday  Evening  Post  the  ladles" 
Home  Journal,  and  the  Country  Gentleman  had  changed  from 
casein-coated  paper  to  supercalendered  paper,  and  that  Vogue, 
Vanity  Fair,  and  House  and  Garden  were  considering  such  a 
change. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    And  a  half  a  dozen  others. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Yes.  The  gentleman  who  appeared,  a  man 
by  the  name  of  Lucas,  stated  that  an  8-cent  duty  on  casein 
would  place  an  additional  cost  of  $200,000  on  Vogue,  Vanity 
Fair,  and  House  and  Garden.  I  am  wondering,  then,  if  we 
place  the  tariff  so  high — and  I  want  to  make  It  high  enough  to 
make  it  amply  protective,  of  course — and  thereby  Increase  the 
cost  necessarily,  whethw  or  not  we  will  not  necessarily  limit 
the  market    What  is  the  Senator's  view  of  that? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  my  answer  to  that  is 
this :  That  argument  of  course,  was  put  up  to  the  dairymen,  and 
others  who  are  asking  this  rate,  and  they  make  reply.  They 
do  not  think  there  will  be  a  turn  to  a  substitute  for  casein ;  but 
as&uming  that  this  rate  is  put  on,  and  it  be  feared  that  the  price 
of  casein  would  be  raised  to  such  a  figure  as  would  cause  these 
paper  men  or  other  users  to  turn  to  a  substitute,  such  fear  is 
groundless — the  casein  producers  will  not  commit  industrial 
suicide,  they  will  not  Insist  upon  prices  which  would  destroy 
their  own  market. 

Upon  that  point  I  recall  the  hearing  before  the  Senate  com- 
mittee. I  called  that  fact  to  the  attention  of  the  dairymen,  and 
suggested  that  they  must  take  their  chance  on  losing  their 
market,  and  their  answer  was  that  there  would  be  no  material 
substitution,  and  certainly  there  would  be  no  substitution  by 
reason  of  an  undue  increase  in  the  price  of  the  product. 

What  they  want  is  a  stabilizing  of  this  market.  What  they 
want  and  what  I  want,  is  that  they  shall  have  the  benefit  of 
the  American  consuming  market.  They  are  the  producers,  and 
I  claim  as  to  this  article,  and  as  to  every  agricultural  article, 
that  the  American  producer  is  primarily  entitled  to  the  Ameri- 
can consuming  market,  and  that  he  ought  not  to  be  brought  Into 
competition  with  the  products  of  the  poorly  paid,  the  cheaply 
paid  labor  of  other  countries. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  there  is  a  Unilt  to  where  we 
can  go. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Of  course  there  is  a  limit 

Mr  SMOOT.  The  testimony  before  the  committee  showed 
that  an  8-oent  rate,  as  suggested  by  the  Senator,  would  drive  all 
of  Uie  publications  neces«irily  to  the  use  of  calendered  jP«Per 
instead  of  coated  paper,  and  I  believe  that  to  be  trtie.  Three 
of  the  great  periodicals  of  the  country,  using  more  paper  tton 
any  of  the  other  agencies  in  that  line  in  all  America,  under 
present  conditions  have  changed  from  the  coated  paper  to  the 

calendered  paper.  .     .      _.  ^  wi     _—  aii^wI 

The  Senator  knows  that  at  the  hearings  our  table  was  filled 

with  periodicals,  the  representatives  of  thoee  periodicals  saying 

that  jMt  as  surely  as  we  fixed  the  rate  at  8  cents  a  pound  on 


E^:-^^ 


¥ 


ii| 


4838 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD— SENATE 


October  23 


ouwtn  erefy  on*  of  thoK  majmiliiM  wooUJ  be  priited  on  « - 

'"vh^SHORTKIDGE.  I  taow  fbeCr  •mmenta,  ana  I  kno'' 
afmo^?«SSpro,np.od  .b«n.  ^b',  ",  P"re^  and  p«*M 
k^itlmfttelT  Belteh  arguments.  But  their  argument  J^^»^^ 
^^e  a-J^ption  tlSTif  we  fix  the  rate  at  8  oenta  tbevrUe 
ofThrarticle  Sonld  go  up  correspondingly.  '"^^'J  *»^"^! 
proceeds  upon  that  assumption.  It  would  nerer  »«PPe°-  ^^J 
?h£lSte  would  give  ua  the  control  of  the  home  market,  whlc  J 
S?  iDiJriTS  pSducer  can  supply  at  reasonable  cost  to  tie 

'"^MrpLiclent.  I  an,  very  de^idy  Interested  i;,,^^,^^'  ",J 
am  m  eyery  other  agricultural  item  In  this  bllK  In  suppot 
of  mv  vlewB  I  perhaps  waste<l  the  time  of  the  Senate  Flnan^  e 
CommitYw   aa  I  fear  I  have  too  long  detained  the  Senate  th  a 

''Mr'wALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President.  I  d^*''®  <» 
haVe  nlaced  in  the  Rucoed  in  connection  with  this  subject  a  le  - 
^r  frSra  H.  wnS«ttison.  vice  president  of  the  Monlte  Watev- 
Dro<if  Qlue  Co..  of  Minneapolis,  which  presents  the  t  ews  of  tie 
alne  industry  which  use  casein  extensively,  and  also  a  sum- 
mary of  the  evidence  which  I  have  prepared  on  this  subject. 
The  letter  and  brief  are  as  follows : 

MONITI  Watkhpsooi'  Glci  Co., 
MinneapiiUa,  Minn..  Beptember  S.  W». 

Senator  Datio  I.  Walsh, 

Senate  Olflce  BwUdinff.  Wathinoton,  D.  C. 
DiAB   Sksator:  I->om   ca»eln  we  have  been  making  cold-water  gl  le 
In   powdered  form   for  the  gluing  of  wood  slnw  1916.     Together  with  j 
ether  caaeln  ghie  manufacturers  we  take  about  20  per  cent  of  the  Unit  d  i 
States  casein   consumption.     Casein   glue  haa  the  peculiar   property  of 
resisting  Intense  heat  and  moisture.     It  la  required  in  certain  kinds  of 
construction,  and  It  la  highly  dealrable  but  not  absolntelj  necessary  In. 

We  mimt  recognlae  two  dlatlnrt  kinds  of  casein,  noneompetlng,  via, 
domestl'-  and  Imported.  The  former.  Inferior,  unreliable,  and  lacklag 
in  uniformity  la  arallable  to-day  at  12*4  cents  per  pound  delivered  to 
our  pUnt.  None  of  this  grade  la  importt-d.  The  latter,  standard 
throughout  the  world,  at  17^  cents  delivered.  Roughly.  65  per  «nt 
of  oar  raw  material  Is  casein,  one-third  domestic,   two-thirds  import  fd. 

Once  we  inadvertently  manufactured  an  order  of  glue  from  strait,  ht 
domestic  casein  and  shipped  it  to  a  customer  In  your  State  who  foond 
It  to  be  Inferior,  rejected  and  returned  It.  We  replaced  It  with  g  ue 
containing   the   proper   amount   of   imported   casein,   which    was   qolte 

satisfactory.  ^       w.  » 

The    trade   known   of   many   instances   where  big   woodworking   m  lis 

have  austalm-d  heavy  loases  on  account  of  rejection  due  to  the  use  of 

aU-doMestic  casein  glue. 

We  can  not  produce  casein  glue  up  to   the   rigid  ^leciflcatlons    ae- 

manded    by    tlic    Navy    Department   and    others    from    domeatlc   caieln 

atone. 

Sidlac  on  the  creat  of  a  wave  of  sentiment  the  Importance  of  cni  em 
as  aa  item  of  farm  relief  baa  been  greatly  exaggerated,  the  value  of  the 
total  aaoual  United  States  consumpUon  being  only  about  |6,000.f00. 
It  Is  true  that  domestic  production  has  increased  somewhat  sine*  1<22. 
but  importation  has  increased  commensurately.  ao  that  the  ratio  remi  ins 
almost  exactly  as  before.  In  other  words,  the  domestic  growth  she  old 
be  attributed  to  the  increased  demand  which  can  be  satisfied  p«i  tly 
by  inferior  tow-priced  casein,  rather  than  to  the  tariff. 

Bklm  milk  la  converted  into  domeatlc  casein  after  it  has  left  the 
farm.  Approximately  90  per  cent  U  produced  by  privately  owned  lon- 
proflt  abariag  plants.  10  per  cent,  or  leas  than  2.0OO.0OO  poonda,  val  ued 
at  $250,000  by  cooperative*.  It  baa  been  reported  that  at  best  <ven 
aa  »-c«nt  tariff  would  increase  the  price  paid  the  farmer  for  milk  ( nly 
one-halt  cent  per  hundredweight  (four-tenths  of  1  per  cent  of  the  t>tal 
value  of  the  milk),  or  50  cents  ptr  farmer  per  year  in  the  Imporant 
dairy  Btatca  (p.  Tl,  Senate  hearlnga.  Schedule  10.  free  ll.'<t). 

Inaamuch  as  tba  farmer  buya  a  great  many  commodities  that  emb;  -ace 
tbt  use  of  casein  it  mast  be  considered  that  he  would  be  the  iwer 
ander  thla  tariff  program.  (Attached  hereto  la  a  partial  Ust  of  200 
such  commodities.) 

WtaUs  the  Tariff  Commission  and  the  House  committee  and  the  H  tose 
of  Representatives  have  recommended  that  the  duty  on  casein  remain 
at  2V4  cents  per  pound  the  Senate  committee  bin  raises  it  to  SH  oats. 
This  would  mean  that  for  every  million  pounds  of  casein  we  would  I  «ve 
to  pay  |6.e00  into  the  Treasury,  and  half  that  aoioant,  or  |3.3(K.  to 
mUk  planta.  only  a  very,  v«t  «m*ll  part  of  which  would  ever  gel  aU 
the  way  back  to  the  actual  fanner  who  produces  the  milk. 

Prior  to  1922  caaeln  was  on  the  free  llat  and  our  buslaesa  abcwed 
healthy  growth.  The  2H  cents  duty  had  tha  effect  of  reducing  our 
Totame  40  per  ceat  Immediately  and  permaoenUy.  and  we  have  pali  I  no 
dividend  since.  The  business  waa  loat  mainly  to  a  competing  adlMtfve 
said  to  be  maaotectured  from  raw  material  Imported  from  the  Orlei  t. 

In  campctltloa  with  glofa  of  animal  aad  Tecetahle  origin  the  ciacla 
glae  maaufaetuiars  of  ttie  country  are  already  waging  a  grim  flghi  for 
exiateaee,  and  la  the  face  of  a  higher  tariff  they  must  expect  to  ex  dre. 


WhUe  caaeln  glue  has  superior  propertlea.  which  make  general  use  de- 
drable.  the  trade  can  not  afford  to  pay  hlgher-than-pre«ent  prices  and 
will  uae  snbrtltutes  instead.  That  Is  to  say,  outside  compeUtlon  would 
prevent  the  use  of  high  price  imported  casein  and  straight  domestic 
caaeln  is  impossible  of  uae. 

Will  Congress  decide  that  it  la  sound  economics  to  crush  these  indus- 
tries so  that  the  "  private  creamery  interest "  and  a  handful  of  farmers 
may  benefit  temporarily? 

We  are  for  farmers  and  farm  relief,  but  certainly  unless  and  until 
domestic  casein  Is  potentially  available  in  quantity,  quality,  and  uni- 
formity equivalent  to  imported  casein  no  additional  tariff  should  be 
Imposed.  We  know  of  no  method  or  equipment,  published  or  secret, 
whereby  the  quality  of  domestic  casein  can  be  improved  so  as  to  equ.nl 
the  imported.  Thla  altuation  probably  Is  due  to  certain  imporUnt  natu- 
ral factors  present  in  the  country  of  principal  production. 

We  contend  that  imported  casein  does  not  displace  the  domestic, 
quality  considered,  and  therefore  It  should  not  be  taxed. 

BcspectfuUy  submitted. 

H.    W.   MATTISOTf, 

VUse  Prttident  Monite  Waterproof  Olue  Oto. 


SUMMAar   0»    SKWATOK    WALSH   OF    MASSACHCSBTTS    CPOI*    CASEIN 

In  plain  English,  this  Is  milk  curds  combined  with  calcium  and  dried. 
Its  principal  use  Is  In  making  coated  paper,  75  per  cent  of  our  domestic 
consumption  being  so  used.  It  Is  also  used  extensively  by  glue  manu- 
facturers in  making  cold-water  glue. 

In  19-2  It  was  given  a  duty  of  2>^  cents  per  pound,  which  waa  not 
changed  in  the  Hawley  blU.  although  very  strong  representations  were 
made  by  farm  spokesmen  to  have  it  raised  to  8  cents  per  pound  and  not 
less  than  60  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Requests  for  this  Increase  were  re- 
peated before  the  Finance  Committee.  The  Finance  Committee  recom- 
mended an  Increased  duty,  namely,  3%  cents  per  pound. 

The  argument  advanced  by  those  seeking  increased  dutle.s  are: 

(1)  It  will  help  the  domestic  milk  producers.  It  Is  claimed  that 
10,000,000,000  pounds  of  skim  milk  is  annually  "  wasted  "  which  could 
be  used  in  the  manufacture  of  casein  were  the  duty  high  enough  to 
exclude  foreign  casein  nnd  warrant  the  building  of  plants  capable  of 
making  caaeln  from  thla  "waste"  milk.      (8.  11.  76.) 

(2)  It  Is  claimed  by  farm  spokesmen  that  the  duty  they  are  asking 
would  return  to  the  farmers  "  not  less  than  5  cents  a  hundred  pounds 
more  for  our  milk."      (8.  H.  80-81.) 

(3)  The  high  duty.  It  Is  claimed,  is  n*>cea8ary  in  order  to  "stabilize  " 
the  price  of  casein,  which  will  then  warrant  large  fl.xed  investments  In 
planta  and  equipment,  now  not  warranted  because  the  price  fluctuates 
so  much.      (8.  n.  91.) 

(4)  It  is  further  claimed  that  domestic  casein  (oven  dried)  is  Just 
as  good  as  foreign  caaeln   (mostly  sun  dried  In  Argentina). 

Now,  In  contravention  to  these  arguments  Is  the  following : 

(1)  The  10.000,000.000  pounds  of  skim  milk  alleged  to  be  annually 
"  wasted  "  la  a  gross  exaggeration,  to  aay  the  least.  The  advocates  of 
the  Increase  admit  that  this  milk  "  is  not  necessarily  wasted "  but  Is 
merely  ''largely  unaccounted  for."  (S.  H.  77.)  "Unaccounted  for" 
may  mean  It  is  fed  to  pigs  and  chickens  on  farms  but  not  ortlclally 
recorded  anywhere.  According  to  the  Tariff  Commission  in  the  United 
States  the  most  profitable  outlets  for  skimmed  milk  are  in  the  produc- 
tion of  evaporated  and  condensed  milk  and  milk  powder.  In  the  Corn 
Belt  skimmed  milk  is  usually  fed  to  hogs;  consequently  the  quantities 
at  skimmed  milk  available  from  that  area  for  the  production  of  casein 
Is  limited.  In  .\rgentina  caaeln  is  the  only  product  made  from  skimmed* 
milk.      (Tariff  Summary,  107.)  ' 

(2)  The  assertion  that  the  Increased  duty  would  Increase  the  farmer's 
return  on  milk  by  not  less  than  6  cents  per  100  pounds  Is  extremely 
weak  for  the  following  rea.sons : 

(a)  The  most  profitable  outlets  for  skimmed  milk  in  the  United 
States,  according  to  the  Tariff  Commission  (Tariff  Summary,  107),  are 
not  casein,  bat  condensed  milk  and  milk  powder,  (b)  Overproduction 
of  casein  would  be  bound  to  occur  and  depress  the  price  of  casein  more 
than  the  farmer  would  gain  on  his  skim  milk.  Assuming  that  there 
are  10,000,000,000  pounds  of  milk  now  "  wasted  "  which  would  be  used 
to  make  casein.  It  would  produce  300,000,<X>0  pounds  of  casein — about  3 
pounds  of  casein  to  100  pounds  of  skim  milk — which  is  about  six  times 
the  present  domestic  consumption.  (Point  made  by  Senator  Ba«klit, 
S.  H.  103.)  This  would  certainly  depress  the  price  far  below  the  pieaent 
price,  which  the  farm  spokesmen  make  so  much  of  as  being  "  unstable." 
It  Is  strange  that  the  very  same  farm  spokesmen  who  make  the  point 
that  milk  powder  has  been  overproduced  so  as  to  be  unprofitable  and 
that  a  high  price  for  potatoes  resulted  In  a  glutted  market  and  de- 
pressed price  in  subsequent  years  (S.  II.  76,  84)  should  not  see  that 
the  very  same  thing  could  and  would  happen  to  casein  if  Its  price  were 
"  stabilized  *•  above  the  competitive  market  price.  There  Is  no  evading 
economic  law.  (c)  Raising  the  price  of  caaeln  to  the  paper  manufac- 
tures who  use  it  would  undoubtedly  cause  them  to  circumvent  the 
Increase  by  adopting  either  substitutes  for  casein,  other  methods  of 
making  coated  paper,  or  both.     (See  S.  H.  105.)  ''* 

(8)  The  plea  that  an  Increased  duty  la  necessary  In  order  to  "  stap 
Ullae  "  the  price  of  casein  la  not  warranted  in  view  of  the  fact  that  tha 
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price  shows  a  steady  Increase  for  the  past  five  years.     (Tariff  Summary. 
lOe  )      (This  point  made  by  Senator  Shoot,  8.  H..  p.  84.) 

(4)  The  domeeUc  casein  Is  not  as  good  as  the  foreign,  according  to 
the  Tariff  Commission.  (Tariff  Summary.  107.)  "The  quality  of  do- 
mestic caaeln."  the  commission  says,  "  Is  not  uniform,  because  of  differ- 
ent methods  of  manufacture."  And  aa  for  casein  plasUe,  "  French 
casein  Is  superior  to  domestic  and  Argentine  casein." 

CONCLUBIOJI    OK  DtTTT   CM   CASBIW 

Taking  either  of  two  hypotheses,  It  can  readily  be  shown  that  the  pro- 
posi-d  duty  on  casein  Is  unwarranted.  First,  assuming  that  It  would 
enable  the  domestic  producers  to  supply  the  home  market  for  casein,  it 
would  Increase  the  cost  of  making  coated  paper,  glue,  plywood  veneers, 
waterproof  paints,  and  many  other  commodities  by  millions  of  dollars 
annually.  Its  most  dire  effect  would  be  on  those  Industries  making 
coated  paper  for  an  export-trade  market,  which  are  already  in  keen 
competition  without  this  additional  handicap.  Second,  assuming  It 
would  raise  the  price  of  casein  in  such  a  way  as  to  materially  aid  the 
farmer,  this  gain  would  be  immediately  Jeopardised  by  the  adoption  of 
substitutes,  other  methods,  etc.  In  view  of  the  evidence  any  proposal 
to  Increase  the  duty  on  casein  Is  Indefensible. 

Mr.  BLAINE  addressed  the  Senate.     After  having  spoken  for 

some  time —  ,  . ,  ^      .     ... 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  just  a 

moment? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield- 
Mr.    SMOOT.     I    ask    unanimous    consent    that    to-morrow 
speeches  shall  be  limited  to  five  minutes. 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  object. 

Mr.  VANDHNBERG.     I  object. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Then  I  ask  that  they  be  limited  to  10  minutes. 

Mr!  HOWELL.     1  object. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  object  to  that,  also.     WiU  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  see  that  there  are  just  20  minutes  left  before 
6  o'clock   and  I  should  like  to  conclude  to-night 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  want  to  make  just  one  remark. 
I  am  not  objecting  to  a  reasonable  limitation  to-morrow ;  but 
there  is  another  side  to  this  question  which  has  not  been  even 
remotely  touched,  and  I  propose  to  have  time  to  present  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  perfectly  aware  of  the  other  side,  Mr. 
President,  and  I  did  not  want  to  limit  tlie  speeches  undnly; 
but  Senators  must  understand  the  situation. 

We  had  a  simple  little  amendment  here  to-day  that  it  took 
6  hours  and  20  minutes  to  dispose  of.  1  nm  not  finding  fault 
with  the  objections  made  to  my  reque:st  now  ;  but  I  do  appeal  to 
the  Senate  that  after  the  case  has  been  submitted  to  the  Senate 
upon  both  sides — and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  doing  very 
well  Indeed — the  other  side  ouKht  to  have  a  chance  to  present 
the  ( asc,  and  then  the  Senate  should  vote.  If  we  are  going  to 
get  through  with  this  bill  at  all,  we  ought  to  have  some  kind 
of  limitation  if  it  is  possible;  but  1  am  not  insisting  upon  it. 

If  the  Senate  wants  to  go  on  in  this  way,  I  can  stand  It ;  and 
I  am  not  complaining  at  all  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin, 
because  he  has  presented  this  case,  and  I  think  very,  very 
properly  presented  it  too.  There  is  another  side  to  the  case ;  and 
I  simply  wanted  to  find  out  if  it  was  possible  to  get  some  kind 
of  a  vote  at  an  early  time  to-morrow.  I  want  to  say,  also, 
that  Ihls  has  been  suggested  to  me  on  both  sides  of  the  Cham- 
ber;  and  it  was  for  that  reason  tliat  I  made  the  suggestion. 
Since  there  is  objection,  I  have  nothing  more  to  say. 

Mr.  BLAINE  resumed  his  speech.  After  having  spoken  in  all, 
with  interruptions,  for  over  an  hour — 

Mr.  WATSON.  Would  not  the  Senator  prefer  to  conclude 
to-mcrrow? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Yes ;  I  can  not  go  beyond  6  o'clock  under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  and  I  would  not  agree  to  a 
unanimous-con.sent  request  that  we  go  beyond  6  o'clock 

I  would  like  in  the  morning  to  discuss  the  three  methods 
which  the  Tariff  Commbssion  used  in  their  attempts  to  discover 
the  coat  of  production,  and  analyze  those  methods,  and  make  my 
deductions  from  those  methods. 

I  will  yield  the  floor  at  this  time  with  that  announcement 

(Mr.  BtAiNB's  entire  speech  is  printed  in  the  Rsicobo  of 
Octolter  24.) 

MISSISSIPPI   BlVni  BRIDGE   AT  WABABHA,    IflNlf. 

Mr.  JONES.  From  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  I  report 
back  favorably  with  an  amendment  the  bill  ( S.  1816)  to  extend 
the  times  for  commencing  and  completing  the  construction  of  a 
bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at  or  near  Wabasha,  Minn., 
and  I  submit  a  report  (No.  42)  thereon.  I  a.sk  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  waa  considered  as  In  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole. 


The  amendment  was,  on  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  name  "  Min- 
nesota," to  insert  "  by  the  Wabasha  Bridge  Committee,  Wabasha, 
Minn.,"  so  as  to  make  the  bill  read : 

Be  it  enacted,  elo..  That  the  times  for  commencing  and  completing  the 
construction  of  the  bridge  authorised  by  act  of  Congress  approved  March 
10,  1»28,  to  be  built  across  the  Mississippi  Blver  at  or  near  Wabasha. 
Minn.,  by  the  Waba.sha  Bridge  Committee,  Wabaaha.  Minn.,  are  hereby 
extended  one  and  three  years,  respectively,  from  the  date  of  approval 
hereof. 

Sec  2.  That  the  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate  as  amended,  and  the 
amendment  was  concurred  in. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

RBC?n3S 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  to- 
morrow morning  at  10  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  58  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Thursday, 
October  24,  1929,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


SENATE 

Thubsdat,  October  2^,  1929 

{Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  exirfration  of  the 
recess. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  other  day  I  asked  unani- 
mous consent  for  the  consideration  of  Senate  Joint  R«^solution 
77,  giving  notice  that  the  Center  Market  in  the  clt>-  of  Washing- 
ton would  be  closed  on  January  1,  1931,  as  the  Department  of 
Justice  buHdlng  is  to  l>e  erected  uix>n  that  site.  The  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Dill]  asked  that  the  joint  resolution 
should  go  over.  He  has  assured  me  since  that  he  has  no  objec- 
tion to  It.    I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  present  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  that  we  should 
have  a  quorum  call  before  that  is  done. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  there  is  any  objection,  I  will  withhold  the 
request.  The  men  down  in  Center  Market  are  merely  renting 
the  space  there  temporarily,  and  they  desire  to  have  notice  so 
they  may  know  definitely  when  they  will  have  to  leave  in  order 
that  they  may  make  other  arrangwnents. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  passage  of  the 
joint  resolution,  but  the  Senator  realizes  that  there  are  very 
few  Senators  on  the  floor  now,  and  I  do  not  think  business 
should  be  transacted  by  unanimous  consent  with  such  a  small 
number  iMWsent.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  tlie  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Frazler 

George 

Qlllett 

Glass 

Goff 

Gould 

Greene 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Heflln 

Howell 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 


King 

La  Toilette 

McKi-lliir 

McMaster 

McNary 

Moxes 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Phlpps 

Pine 

Ransdell 

Kobinson.  Ark. 

Schall 

Bheppard 

Shortrtdge 

Simmons 


Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Stelwer 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla.  ^ 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Wahih,  Mass. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wheeler 


Allen 

Barkley 

Bingham 

KI:ick 

Bluine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Brouasard 

Capper 

Connally 

Copeland 

Cousens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Dill 

Edge 

Mr.   JONES, 
is  necessarily  absent  on  account  of  illness, 
nouncement  stand  for  the  day. 

I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
JoHNBON],  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  FlbtchebI.  and  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  PAmcasoN]  are  attending  a  meet- 
ing of  the  committee  having  Senate  Resolution  130  under  con- 
sideration. ...^  4.  AW    «,       i      « 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr  Cakawat],  the  Senator  from  Montana  (Mr. 
Walsh],  and  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinsoiv]  are 
absent  on  official  business.  ,.,     „  ,  .       »_,„,.    ,„ 

Mr  SCHALL.  My  coUeague  [Mr.  Shipstiud]  la  absent  lU- 
I  ask  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 


Keyes 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Buaroif  J 

I  wiU  let  this  an- 
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The  VICE  PRESroENT.  Serenty-flre  Senators  haje  aa 
Jer^  To  their  names.  A  quorum  Is  present.  The  Senato, 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaixb]  has  the  floor.  ,  ,^  ^ 

Tr   HEFIjS.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
For  what  purpose?  .     .^     „        ^ 

To  have  a  statement  printed  In  the  Bzoobd 


Mr.  BLAINE 
Mr.  HEFLIN 
bat  not  read. 
Mr.  BLAINE. 


I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

COTTON  SIED  AlfD  PKANTJT8 
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Mr.    HEFLIN.    Mr.    President,    I   have   issued   «  jja*^,^" 
to  the  cottonseed  producers  and  peanut  producers  of  t^  Soutl 
i^iM^em  togive  iDformaUon  to  the  Federal  Trade  Commia 
^;  in  Sing  Oie  investigation  ordered  by  the  Senate.    I  asl; 
that  the  statement  may  be  printed  in  the  Recomd. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  bi 
printed  in  the  R«?ord,  as  follows : 

Beiuitor  Hnxuc  tenued  the  foUowiog  itatement  to-day : 
"To  th«  cottonseed  producer.,  peanut  producers,  ginnera.  merchanti. 
iMmkers,   eottonaeed  cnwher..   and   cottonseed   oil   mills  in    "»«   Soutt. 
upon  Information  recclred  by  me  and  the  other  Senators  and  Members 
of  the   House   from   the   cotton   and   peanut   producing   States   of    tUe 
South,   to  the  effect   that  certain   buyers  and   handlers  of  eottonseel 
and  peanuts  had  formed  a  secret,  hard  and  fast  agreement,  not  onlr 
to  depress  the  price  but  to  absolutely  control  and  fix  the  price  of  cottoii- 
M«d  and  peanuts  to  the  hurt  and  Injury  of  the  farmers  who  produ<e 
them  and  In  vlolatloa  of  the  antitrust  laws,  I  Introduced  In  the  Sense 
two    resolutions    which    were    adopted,    requesting    the    Federal    Trace 
Commission    to    Immedtately    Inrestlgate    the    unlawful    eomblnatioi  s 
aUeged   to   have  been   formed    for  the   purpose  of   compelling   farme-s 
who   produce   cottonseed   and   peanuts    to    sell    these    products   at    tl« 
prices  aied  by  the  two  cottonseed  and  peanut  combinations  meDtlon«<l. 
The  information  alao  showed  that  the«e  two  combinations  had  destroys  «1 
the  compstitiTe  buying  that  osed  to  exist  in  the  cottonseed  and  pean  it 
markeu  of  the  South  and  that  the  prtce  that  had  been  agreed  upon    n 
secret  was  and  Is  the  only  price  that  Is  now  being  offered  for  cotto  »- 
■sed  and  peanuts  in  Alabama   and  other   Southern   States.     And  thU 
cottonseed  and  peanuts  are  being  forced  upon  the  market  at  low  aiid 
nnprofltablc  pricea. 

"All  fair-minded  persons  will  agree  that  such  a  condition  Is  not  on  ly 
ontair  and  anjost  to  the  American  farmers  who  produce  cottonseed  ai  id 
peannts.  but  It  deserves  to  bt  condemned,  exposed,  and  destroyed  ^y 
tta*  Oovenmeat,  and  those  guUty  of  bringing  about  such  condlticfas 
■honld  be  prosecuted  and  punished  for  their  part  In  vioUting  the  anti- 
trust Uws  and  for  their  crime  against  the  American  fanner.     A  prom  pt 
and  thorough  inveatigatlon  will  be  made.     The  cottonseed  crusher  or 
eottonseed-oU  mUlman,  the  peanut  crusher,  or  peanut  millman  who  is 
tree  from  guilt  in  this  matter,  who  refused  to  join  in  the  conspincy 
to  rob  the  farmer  who  prodaces  cottonseed  or  peanuts  need  not  be  afr  ild 
of  this  investigation.     The  resolutions  are  not  aimed  at  him.     He  shoi  ild 
be  glad  of  an  opportunity  to   show  that  he  Lb   free  from  any   secret 
scheme  or  combination   to   rob  those  who  produce   the   raw   materials 
that  make  his  business  possible.     Everybody  In  the  South  at  all  faml!  lar 
with  conditions  In  the  cottonseed  market  and  the  peanut  market  kn<ws 
that    there   Is   something    radically    wrong   in    the   marketing   of   thfse 
products.     Those  who  produce  cottonseed  and  peanuts  have  asked  me 
and  other  oOdals  of  the  GoTemment  to  investigate  and  break  up    the 
conditions  that  they  assert  are  compelling  them  to  sell  cottonseed  i  nd 
peanuts  at  low  and  unprofitable  pricea. 

-  I  want  every  cotton  farmer,  peanut  producer,  cottonseed  crusl  ler, 
and  eottonseed-oll  millman.  peanut  crusher  and  peanut  millman,  glni  ler. 
merchant,  and  banker  to  feel  free  to  comnfhnlcate  with  the  Federal  Tride 
Commission  here  at  Washington  and  give  it  any  Information  they  b»ve 
on  the  subject  of  this  investigation  or  send  information  to  me  an  1  I 
wHl  turn  it  over  to  the  Trade  Commission. 
-  Vsry  tnily, 

"  J.  Thos.  Hktlih.  • 


of 


Mr.    CAPPER   pree«ited    a    petition    of   sundry   citizens 
Nemaha  County,  Kans.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislallon 
gnntlng  increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  tJieir 
widows,  whirfi  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

He  alao  pm^ited  a  letter  in  the  nature  of  a  petition  slg  led 
hy  members  of  A.  V.  Ricketts  Camp.  No.  34,  United  Spanish  T  Vbt 
Veterans^  Department  erf  Kansas,  of  Paola,  Kans..  praying  ''^- 
the  paasage  of  lecMation  granting  increased  pensions  to 
erana  of  the  war  with  Spain  and  the  Philippine  insarrect  on, 
wlticii  was  tt^MTcd  to  the  Committee  on  PenalonB. 

~"  Bnxs  mrwoovctio 


Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  tiaoe,  and,  by  imanlnioQS 
ooBflent,  tike  aBCOod  tiaM^  and  referred  as  follows: 


Bv  Mr    KIN^G ' 

A  bill' (S  \m1)  to  provide  for  the  deportaUon  of  certain 
alien  seamen,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration. 

By  Mr.  BLEASE:  ^  ,,       ,, 

A  bill  (S  1942)  to  authorize  and  direct  the  consideration 
and  award  of  decorations  by  the  United  States  Govemment  to 
Americans  who  served  in  the  World  War  where  their  conduct 
shows  them  to  be  entitled  and  deserving  of  the  same;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  MoNABY:  *     4^„k  ^ 

A  biU  (S.  1943)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Adah  Z. 
Walker ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  McKEI.LAR: 

A  bill  (S.  1945)  for  the  relief  of  NelUe  Francis;  to  the 
Cwnmittee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Bv  Mr.  BLAINE:  ^  „      .     ,     ... 

A* bill  (S.  1946)  granting  a  pension  to  Archie  C.  Woods  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

PBOPOSED    INDUSTRIAL    ART   COMMISSION 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  At  the  request  of  Mr.  C.  8.  Barrett, 
executive  head  of  the  National  Farmers'  Union,  I  Introduce  a 
Mil,  which  I  ask  may  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
s>tate  Commerce. 

The  bill  (S.  1944)  to  create  an  industrial  art  commission  was 
read  twice  by  Its  title  and  referred  to  the  Oommittee  on  Inter- 
state Commerce.  ....      »v 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Also,  I  ask  to  have  inserted  In  the 
Record  and  referred  to  the  same  committee  a  letter  from 
Mr.  C.  8.  Barrett,  of  Union  City.  Ga. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  Commerce  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Ukiow  Crrr,  Oa.,  October  tt,  ttt9. 

Senator  Smith  W.  B«ookhabt. 

Washington,  D.   C. 

Mt  D«ab  SnHATon :  The  recent  history  of  the  amusement  field  Is  one 
of  the  unprecedented  growth  of  a  small  business  into  one  of  the  most 
colossal  and  far-rt-achlng  entorprises  In  the  world. 

The  development,  particularly,  of  what  is  generally  known  as  the 
film  industry  from  'a  cheap  nickelodeon  into  a  gigantic  business  has 
bound  itself  up  with  the  personal,  moral,  educational,  and  social  life  of 
erery  citiwn  in  the  United  States. 

In  the  Nlndness  that  is  attendant  upon  the  ffrowth  of  a  new  industry 
there  is  freijuently  an  oversight  of  many  serious  factors  involving  the 
welfare  and  progress  of  the  country  at  large.  Many  things  near  and 
dear  to  us  have  been  ontlrely  overlooked  in  the  transitional  period 
through  which  the  industry  has  b^en  passing,  and  this  applies  to  all  the 
numerous  ramifications  In  which  the  industry  finds  itself  at  the  present 

time. 

This  Nation  Is  always  mindful  of  the  wholesome  background  of  the 
individual  life  of  Its  people. 

The  recreation  of  the  man  on  the  farm  Is  generally  limited  to  the 
motion  or  talking  picture  and  the  nature  of  entertainment  that  is  given 
to  him  must  of  necessity  loave  its  mark  and  impression  upon  his  mind 
and  character.  For  that  reason  It  is  important  to  the  country  at  large 
that  a  watchful  eye  be  exprdsed  over  the  subject  and  character  of  enter- 
tainment that  is  being  broadcast  throughout  the  land. 

While  It  is  not  necessarily  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  create  a  censor- 
ship, yet  the  existence  of  a  Federal  commission  with  a  watchful  eye 
upon  this  gigantic  industry  Is  bound  to  exert  a  constructive  and  moral 
effect  upon  the  persons  and  corporations  engaged  in  IL 

The  serious  abuses  incidental  to  big  business  have  been  visited  upon 
the  country  in  full  measure  by  the  motion-picture  industry.  Ruthless 
attempts  have  been  made  to  create  monopolies  in  restraint  of  tht-  trade, 
economic  control  has  been  imposed  upon  the  industry,  weaker  organisa- 
tions have  been  crippled  and  exterminated. 

Only  recently  the  large  motion-picture  organizations  were  indicted 
under  the  Federal  laws  for  violation  of  the  antitrust  law.  Within  the 
past  month,  in  passing  upon  agreements  of  distribution,  Judge  Thacher 
in  the  Southern  District  Court  of  New  York  said  In  discussing  the  ex- 
hibitors who  control  the  available  supply  of  films  and  by  virtue  of  this 
control  have  Imposed  their  will  upon  the  industry  : 

"  One  can  hardly  imagine  a  more  direct  restraint  upon  the  trade  than 
an  agreement  between  competitors  in  an  open  market  not  to  trade 
except  upon  terms  which  they  have  fixed  in  advance." 

In  this  case  there  were  10  motion-picture  and  distributing  corpora- 
tions before  the  court  and  32  film  boards  of  trade.  This  illustrates  only 
one  of  the  characteristic  conditions  that  have  resulted  from  the  sudden 
and  unnatural  growth  of  this  powerful  Industry. 

Independent  producers  who  have  poured  millions  Into  production  have 
found  themselves  wip«>d  out  by  the  rapacity  of  the  large  combinations. 
Saoall  individual  theater  owners  throughout  the  country,  and  particu- 
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larly  in  the  farm  districts,  have  been  sacrificed  to  the  selfish  ambition 
of  control  and  monopoly  that  have  been  exercised  by  the  more  powerful 
organizations. 

Attempts  have  been  made  to  curb  this  economic  lawlessness,  but  only 
after  irreparable  injury  has  been  done.  Indictments  under  the  anti- 
trust laws  have  taken  place  only  after  the  weakfT  individuals  have  been 
economically  prostrated.  If  a  commigslon  of  this  kind  were  in  existence 
remediable  and  preventive  measures  could  have  been  taken  in  advance 
and  many  wrongs  could  have  been  prevented  by  an  intelligent  govern- 
mental survey  of  the  industry. 

The  great  rOle  that  this  industry  plays  in  the  American  home  is  as 
of  a  great  importance  as  that  In  the  industrial  world.  The  pride  of  the 
Nation  has  alwa.vs  l)een  the  wholesomeness,  morality,  integrity,  and 
vitnllty  of  the  American  home.  In  different  States  an  attempt  has  been 
made  to  recognise  and  deal  with  the  problems  growing  out  of  this  situa- 
tion by  the  creation  of  local  censorship  boards. 

It  is  signiflcant,  however,  to  note  that  censorship  boards  do  not  agree 
and  that  there  Is  frequently  hardly  more  than  nominal  responsibility 
in  the  personnel  that  goes  to  make  up  some  of  these  Iwards. 

The  existence  of  an  industrial  art  commission  as  is  provided  for  in 
the  bill  would  be  n  means  of  cooperating  witl^  the  industry  for  the 
purpose  of  eliminating  the  immoral  and  olwcene  subject  matter  as  well 
as  curbing  cleverly  contrived  but  insidious  propaganda. 

Motion  pictures  have  become  a  powerful  agency  for  education^ 

The  use  of  the  motion  picture  has  become  important  in  the  school 
and  in  the  lecture  room  and  it  actually  plays  a  part  in  molding  the 
character  of  the  youth  of  our  country.  The  educational  feature  of  the 
motion  picture  has  become  so  important  that  it  has  been  made  propa- 
ganda by  one  of  the  largest  film  companies  in  this  country.  These  edu- 
cational features,  through  the  medium  of  the  motion  picture,  can  be 
brought  to  the  most  remote  and  outlying  rural  districts. 

The  industry  has  l)ecome  literally  nationalistic  in  its  scope,  by  virtue 
of  the  fact  that  it  reaches  everyone  everywhere  and  certainly  the  Gov- 
ernment should  seriously  concern  itself  with  an  industry  that  has  actu- 
ally l>ecome  an  institution. 

The  creation  of  this  commission  will  make  for  better  business  ethics 
In  the  industrial  world,  a  greater  regard  for  the  rights  of  the  Individual 
who  Is  at  the  mercy  of  the  larger  combinations,  a  stricter  responsibility 
to  the  laws  of  this  country,  and  a  more  secure  preservation  of  the 
moral.'t  and  ideals  of  the  American  home. 

The  misleading  impressions  at  times  conveyed  to  the  farmer's  children 
of  this  country,  by  pictures  displayed  in  rural  sections,  show  that  one 
may  walk  off  the  farm  and  find  in  the  city  the  luxuries  and  happiness 
unknown  at  home. 

I  heard  recently  of  a  farmer  whose  three  children  left  him  at  a  most 
critical  moment  because  of  the  fancied  promises  of  some  of  the  pictures 
they  had  just  seen.  This  farmer's  grief  was  further  intensified  as  he 
was  forced  to  take  the  money  that  he  had  saved  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  taxes  to  bring  his  children  home — sadder,  but  wiser  persons. 

Yours  sincerely. 

C.  8.  Bakkett. 

ACCIDENTS  Ilf  CIVIL  AIK  NAVIGATION 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  to  introduce  a  bill 
to  provide  for  the  investigation  of  accidents  in  civil  air  naviga- 
tion. I  ask  that  the  bill  may  be  printed  in  the  Rboobd  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

The  bill  (S.  1947)  to  provide  for  the  investigation  of  acci- 
dents in  civil  air  navigation  was  road  twice  by  Its  title,  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Recobd.  as  follows: 

be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  air  commerce  act  of  1926  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  two  now  sections  to  read  as  follows : 

SBC.  15.  Procedure  for  Investigation  of  accidents:  (a)  Whenever  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  knows  or  has  reason  to  believe  that  there  has 
occurred  an  accident  in  interstate  or  foreign  air  commerce,  he  is  au- 
thorized, if  he  deems  It  in  the  public  Interest,  to  investigate  the  acci- 
dent and  record  and  make  public  a  reiwrt  of  the  investigation.  When- 
ever the  Secretary  knows  or  has  reason  to  believe  that  the  accident  has 
resulted  In  death  or  serious  personal  injury,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
Secretary  to  investigate  the  accident  and  record  and  make  public  a 
report  thereon.  Any  report  made  by  the  Secretary  upon  any  accident 
shall  include  findings  by  him  with  respect  to  the  cause  of  the  accident 
and  the  responsibility  therefor. 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  such  investigation  the  Secretary  shall  ar- 
range for  a  public  hearing  to  be  held  promptly  in  such  place  as  the 
Secretary  deems  most  practicable  and  convenient  In  view  of  the  place 
where  evidence  bearing  on  the  accident  is  most  readily  obtainable.  He 
shall  give  public  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  the  hearing  at  least 
10  days  In  advance  thereof  and  in  such  manner  «p  he  shall  by  regula- 
tion prescribe.  Any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, designated  by   the  Secretary  In  writing  for  the  purpose,   may 


hold  any  such  hearing  and  for  the  purposes  thereof  ndmlnlster  oaths, 
examine  witnesses,  and  Issue  subpcenas  for  the  attendance  and  testi- 
mony of  witnesses,  or  the  production  of  books,  paptra,  documents,  and 
other  evidence,  or  the  taking  of  depositions  before  any  designated 
individual  competent  to  administer  oaths.  Witnesses  summoned  or 
whose  depositions  are  taken  shall  receive  the  same  fees  and  mileage  as 
witnesses  in  courts  of  the  United  States.  All  evidence  taken  at  the 
hearing  shall  be  recorded  and  forwarded  to  the  Secretary.  The  report 
upon  the  investigation  shall  be  made  not  later  than  10  days  after  the 
completion  of  the  hearing  and  shall  thereupon  be  recorded  in  the  De- 
partment of  Commerce  and  made  public. 

(c)  Neither  the  report  upon  the  investigation  nor  any  part  thereof 
shall  be  admitted  as  evidence  or  used  for  any  purpose  in  any  suit  or 
action  for  damages  growing  out  of  any  matter  mentioned  In  the  report 
or  investigation. 

Sec.  16.  (a)  Compulsory  testimony :  In  case  of  failure  to  comply 
with  any  subpoena  Issued  under  section  S  (f)  or  section  15,  or  in  case 
of  contumacy  of  any  witness  In  sny  pi"oceeding  under  such  sections, 
tbe  Secretary  of  Commerce  may  invoke  the  aid  of  any  United  States 
district  court  of  competent  jurisdiction  or  of  any  court  of  competent 
jurisdiction  having  the  powers  of  a  United  States  district  court.  Tbe 
court  may  thereupon  order  the  witness  to  comply  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  subpoena  or  to  give  evidence  touching  the  matter  In  ques-. 
tion.  Any  failure  to  obey  the  order  may  be  punished  by  the  court  as 
a  contempt  thereof. 

(b>  No  person  shall  be  excused  from  attending,  testifying,  or  depos- 
ing, or  from  producing  iMoks,  papers,  documents,  or  other  evidence,  as 
required  by  such  sections  3  (f)  or  15,  on  the  ground  that  the  testimony 
or  other  evidence  may  tend  to  incriminate  him  or  subject  him  to  a 
penalty  or  forfeiture,  but  no  natural  person  shall  l>e  prosecuted  or  sub- 
jected to  any  penalty  or  forfeiture  for  or  on  account  of  any  transac- 
tion made  or  thing  done  as  to  which  he  is  compeUed  under  oath  so  to 
testify,  depose,  or  produce  evidence,  except  that  no  person  shall  be 
exempt  from  prosecution  and  punishment  for  perjury. 

(c)  Any  notary  public  or  other  officer  authorised  by  law  of  the 
United  States,  or  any  State,  Territory,  or  possession  thereof,  or  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  to  take  acknowledgment  of  deeds,  and  any 
consular  officer  of  the  United  States  and  any  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  designated  by  the  Secretary  in  writing  for 
the  purpose,  shall  be  competent  to  administer  oaths  for  the  purposes' 
of  section  3  (f )  or  section  15 ;  and  subpcenas  for  the  purposes  of  such 
sections  may  be  served  personally  or  sent  by  registered  mail. 

Mr.  BRATTON  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bingham]  a  few  moments  ago, 
during  my  absence,  introduced  a  bill  having  to  do  with  the 
investigation  of  accidents  in  civil  air  navigation  and  asked  that 
it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce.  There  is  some 
difference  as  to  the  committee  to  which  the  bill  should  be 
referred,  and  I  ask  that  it  may  lie  <m  the  table.  I  desire  to 
examine  It. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    I  have  no  objection  to  that  course. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  In  the  chair).  With- 
out objection,  the  order  referring  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce  will  be  rescinded,  and  the  bill  will  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  that  the  bill  is  really  an  amendment  to  the 
air  commerce  act,  which  was  considered  by  the  Committee  on 
Commerce  and  was  acted  upon  by  that  committee.  It  relates 
entirely  to  the  duties  of  the  Commerce  Department 

CHANGE  OF  REFEXENCB 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Cutting,  the  Committee  on  Pensions  was 
discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1S98) 
for  the  relief  of  Charles  L.  Chaffee,  and  it  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

AMENDMENT    TO    THE   TAKIFT    BILL 

Mr.  COPELAND  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill, 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

POLICE   DEPAKTMENT   OF    THE   DISTBICT    OP   COLUMBIA 

Mr.  BLEASE  submitted  tbe  following  resolution  (8.  Res. 
140),  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Resolved,  That  It  Is  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  pending  the  investi- 
gation of  the  Metropolitan  police  department  now  being  conducted  by 
the  Senate  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  that  Messra  Pratt, 
Doyle.  Kelly.  Shelby,  and  AUen  be  placed  In  the  same  position  ,'n  refer- 
ence to  suspension  and  pay,  and  that  If  either  or  any  of  them  is  siis- 
pended  and  deprived  of  his  salary  pending  the  outcome  of  such  investi- 
gation, each  of  them  should  be. 
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Z>«aflU  /row  c«»»c«r  ««<!  offlfr  maWgmwf  fitworg— CoDtlnqed 


Mr  HARRIS.  Mr.  President,  some  weeks  ago  the  Senate 
na^  alSoiution,  which  I  introduced,  proylding  for  a  commit- 
^^Sx  Members  of  the  Senate  to  InyesUgate  the  cause  and 
c^re  of^n^r  and  report  to  the  Senate  the  amount  of  money 
n^JL^for  the  Federal  Gorenunent  to  appropriate  to  aid 
e^^^y  ^ble^  find  the  cause  and  cure  of  this  terribly 
lid   to  cooperate   with   those   doing   cancer 


research 


disease 

"^T  was  appointed  on  that  committee  and  asked  the  Director  of 
the  Census  to  furnish  me  the  number  of  deaths  from  cancer  ir 
the  cities  and  SUtes  in  tiie  United  States  for  the  past  10  y^rs 

In  1920  there  were  72^1  deaths,  and  each  year  It  steadily 
Increased  several  thousand  over  the  previous  year,  in  "«<  " 
was  103,578.  which  is  most  astounding.  There  are  more  deaths 
annuaUy  in  the  United  States  from  cancer  alone  than  American 
boys  were  killed  during  the  World  War. 

We  spend  hundreds  of  mUlions  of  dollars  annually  prepartnj 
for  war  and  have  spent  millions  to  find  a  cure  for  hoK  cholen 
and  other  diseases  of  animals,  but  we  have  done  nothing  to  fine 
the  cause  and  cure  for  cancer.  Even  a  small  country  like  Bel 
glum  is  spending  more  than  $2,000,000  annuaUy  In  cancer  re 
'search  work,  and  the  other  uaUons  of  Europe  are  yearly  spendini , 
millions  for  this  purpose. 

About  one  person  in  every  seren  in  the  United  States  dies  o 
cancer.    One  out  of  every  five  women  of  40  years  of  age  dies  o  r 
cancer  and  one  out  of  every  four  men  of  the  same  age  die  of  thi^ 

The  Rockefeller  Research  Laboratory,  Mayo  clinic.  Stein* 
cancer  clinic  In  Atlanta,  and  many  others  throughout  the  countr  i 
are  doing  splendid  research  work  of  this  kind,  but  Congress 
ought  to  appropriate  millions  for  this  work  and  cooperate  wit  3 
others  doing  Independent  research  work. 

In  Georgia  alone  in  1922  there  were  1.182  people  died  of  cance  ■ 
In  1923  there  were  1.337.  in  1924  there  were  1,394,  and  i"  ' 
greatly  increasing  all  over  the  country.  ^».  ^  , 

In  my  State  the  interest  in  this  matter  is  so  great  that  I 
peared  before  the  committee  of  the  Georgia  Legislature  at  the 
recent  session  and  urped  passage  of  a  bill  which  had  been  offer*  d 
by  one  of  the  members,  and  later  became  a  law.  appropriatii  g 
$100000  for  a  building  to  be  used  by  the  Steiner  clinic  for  cancT 
patients  throughout  Georgia.     The  Steiner  cUnlc  could  accommf>- 
date  only  the  cancer  patienU  from  Fulton  County,  in  which 
was  located. 

Since  my  resolution  was  pas.sed  by  the  Senate  I  have  had  U  t 
ters  frcnn  every  section  of  the  United  States  urging  Congress  :< 
make  a  generous  appropriation  to  help  in  finding  the  cause  a|d 
cure  for  cancer 

Senator  Jowrs.  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  and  all  meln- 
bers  of  It  are  deeply  interested  In  this  matter,  so  vital  to  o^r 
people.  ^  ,  . 

I  feel  abeolutely  sure  that  they  will  recommend  large  appro- 
priations for  this  work  and  I  sincerely  hope  that  Congress  1e 
Dec«nber  may  make  a  generous  appropriation  for  this  purpo  le 

Mr.  Prealdent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  place  in  the  Rexx  lo 
the  ^tistict  from  the  Census  Bureau  relative  to  deaths  fritm 
cancer  and  other  malignant  tumors.  .      .       ^    __.      ^ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  waa  ordered  to  be  prin^ 
In  the  Rbcobo.  as  follows : 

i>«iil*«  prom  eono9r  Md  olk«r  maUim»»i  Hmtn 


Aim 


Tbs  rwtotrstlon  an*  tn 
tlnmUIUDlMdluUi.. 


eon- 


Ta.«t7«.r4IW.«»ltiS.7»4M,Mt 


BagMnUoB  MsMi  I 


CitiM  Id  MflitnUoa 
lititM ' 

KunJ  part  at  nglatnitkia 
1M« 


ifiigtotnUoa  dtl«  la  ooiuvgto' 

mtloaSUtM 

All  ractotrttkm  dtin 


ino 


mi 


1933 


71, 780  7B,  113  Tf .  t77  U,  87ft  n,  m  83, 906  M,  I7« 


41.«3A43,Sr 


1333 


4MM 


13M 


61.914 


1338 


96,  MM 


a,»mu,te» 

41.508 


48,800' 

9a  iaO|31.  Mfil33,  W9!3«.  iWs'37, 889'4a  087 

:,iT9l  1, 

44,  flW{4(l.  94i\aa,  0B9;S3.  a66  5fl.4a7l3g,  936 

I.IM 


Coland......... 


iloeludiiic  Dtotrtet  of  Colunibte. 

>No«  Mktod  (o  ncMntkia  ana  oatil  •  teUr  dau. 


1930 


89,833 


1.6S7 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


4833 


Dcatha  from  cancer  and  other  malignaHt  tun^rt — Contlnoed 

1934 


Cities  of  100,000  population  or 
more  in  1930— ("ontinued. 

Boston 

Bridgeport 

Buffalo 

Carn  bridge --- 

Camden 

Chicago 

Cincinnati 

Cleveland 

Columbus 

Dallas 

White 
ColOTed 

Dayton 
Denver 
Des  Moines 

Detroit 

Fall  River 

Fort  Worth 

White 
Colored 

Orand  Rapids 
Hartford 

Houston 

White 
Colored 

Indianapolis 

White 
Colored 

Jersey  City 

Kansas  City,  Kana 

White 
Colored 

Kansas  Tity,  Mo 
Los  Angeles 


Louisville 

White 
Colored 

Lowell 

Memphis 

White 
Colored 

Milwaukee 
Minneapolis. 

Nashville 

White 
Colored 

New  Bedford 

New  Haven 

New  <^>rieam 

WhlU 
Colored 

New  York 


Newark,  N.J 

Norfolk 


Oakland 

Omaha 

Patenon 

Phila'telpbJa 

PitMburEb 

Portland.  0\ 

Provi'lanoe.. 

Readlug 

Richmond 

White 
Colored 


Deaiht  from  canorr  and  other  tnattgmant  tumora — Continued 


Area 


•Not  added  to  rasistraUon  area  uatU  a  laiar  data. 


Cities  of  100,000  population  or 
more  in  1920 — C<.Dlinuad. 

Rochester , 

St.  Louis 

St.  Paul 

Salt  Lake  City 

San  .Antonio 

San  Francisco 

Scran  ton 

Seattle 

S[iokane. 

Sprinfffteld,  Mass 

Syracuse 

Toledo 

Trenton ... 


W^asbington,  D.  C. 


White... 
Colored. 


Wilmington.  Del. 

Worcester 

Yonkers 

Yoongstown..... 


THOMAS   HASTINGS 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  there  may  be  printed  in  the  Recobd  an  editorial  appearing 
this  morning  in  the  New  York  Times  rein  ting  to  Mr.  Thomas 
Hastings,  whose  death  I  announced  on  yesterday. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  onlered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Recobd,  as  follows : 

IFrom  New  York  Tlmea  of  October  24,  1929] 

The  death  of  Mr.  Hastlnps  is  a  serious  loss  to  American  architecture. 
Members  of  his  profession  have  this  advantage,  that  their  work  liyes 
after  them;  the  good  Is  not  so  often  "Interred  with  their  bones." 
Those  who.  In  generations  to  come,  rest  in  the  gardens  of  the  Ponce  de 
Leon  at  St.  Augustine,  or  pause  In  front  of  the  Public  Ubrary  In  this 
city,  or  stand,  hat  In  hand.  In  the  Arlington  Memorial  Amphitheater 
above  the  Potomac,  will  be  able  to  apprccUte  Mr.  Hastlngss  talent,  and 
perhaps  catch  something  of  the  spirit  animating  him.  It  had  Its  roots 
deep.  In  the  days  when  steel  wrought  Its  inerltablp  transformation 
he  clung  to  the  classic  tradition.  To  him,  as  to  his  forbears,  the 
plan  was  the  thing.  It  must  be  beautiful  In  Itself;  be  did  most  of 
his  Important  designs  himself,  even  down  to  the  details  of  ornamen- 
tation. 

If  American  architecture  can  hold  Its  head  high  In  this  twentieth  cen- 
tury. It  has  leaders  like  Mr.  HasUngs  to  thank  for  It.  He  was  one  of  a 
number  of  men  whose  exceptional  talents  w<re  recognised  In  other  coun- 
tries. Many  of  them  were  fortunate  in  their  associates.  One  thinks  of 
the  firms  which  have  added  luster  to  the  American  tradition  :  McKlm, 
M%ad  ft  White;  Cram,  Goodhue  ft  Ferguson;  Carrere  ft  Hastings. 
"McKlm  with  his  massive  fine  taste.  Mead  with  his  critical  ability. 
White  with  his  flair  for  decoration  "-so  wrote  a  historian  of  that  firm. 
The  same  happy  equipoise  of  abilities  was  to  be  found  In  the  partner- 
ship which  Mr.  Hastings  entered  when  ho  left  Mr.  McKlm's  office.  John 
Carrere's  sound  critical  Judgment  and  business  sense  served  a  useful 
balance  for  his  creative  Imagination.  At  a  time  when  the  ontlook  for 
American  architecture  was  somewhat  dubious  they  helped  to  define  the 
goal  and  Illumine  tbe  path. 

Mr.  Hastings  nerer  took  kindly  to  tbe  skyscraper.  It  afforded  little 
opportunity  for  that  spaciousness  wblcb  he  deemed  Marntlal  to  the  de- 
velopment of  his  plan  He  was  acutely  aware,  too,  of  the  InevlUbla 
effect  of  unllmltwl  height  on  city  growth.  He  found  no  fault  with  tb« 
nrcbltwt  who  compiled  with  a  client's  wish,  "  but  1  do  find  fault."  be 
■Sid  not  many  months  ago.  "  with  a  city  goremment  so  abort-slgbted 
M  not  to  see  the  good  sense  and  economic  Justice  of  limiting  within 
rcaaon  tbe  height  of  buildings."  No  doubt  It  took  courage  for  an  archi- 
tect of  his  professional  sUndlng  to  challenge  with  so  much  vigor  this 
typical  American  form.  But  many  of  bis  profes«lon»l  brethren  feel  as 
be  did  He  once  read  somewhere  a  prophecy  that  the  omee  building  of 
the  future,  equlppwl  with  artlfldsl  sunlight  and  mechanical  ventilation, 
would  r«iulre  no  window,  at  *U.  "  Powlbly,"  wa.  his  comment ;  "  but 
who  wants  to  be  that  sort  of  mole  in  s  human  world  I" 

FLATHBAD    IWMAW    POWIS    BITB 

Mr  SCHALL,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the 
Bcco^  an  article  from  Labor  relative  to  the  Flathead  Indian 
m^ralte,  and  also  an  article  from  The  Spectator  pujv 
KhS  In  Minneapolis.  Minn.,  on  the  19th  Instant,  retatlve  to 
the  development  of  water  ,M>wer  along  tbe  Flathead  Blver  In 

Montana.  .      _i   .._  ti- 

There  being  no  objection,  the  articles  were  or4ler«d  to  W» 

printed  in  the  Bscobd,  as  foUowg; 
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[Prom  Labor! 
Pow«  TBU8T  WA^rrs  Consomms  to  Pat  Cost  or  "  Powwows  "—TBufc 

By  Eliot  Harris 

The  Electric  Bond  ft  Share  Co..  through  Its  ^^^^^^\^^ ^"^^ 
MounUln  Power  Co..  has  been  giving  Indian  powwow,  to  hom^ogg 
the  red  man  out  of  a  raluable  power  site,  and  now  wanU  the  users 
Dower  from  that  site  to  pay  for  the  powwow. 

That  la  one  of  the  weird  deTelopments  of  the  week  m  the  matter 
the  FUithead  Indian  power  site  In  Montana.     The  story  runs  back  qu 

*  On^tbTFUthead  Hirer.  In  the  reservaUon  of  the  same  name,  is  a 
where  about  «oO.OOO  horsepower  can  be  developed  at  a  very  lo"  «>8 
The  site  belongs  to  the  Indians  and  money  paid  for  It  goes  to  then 
but  control  Is  vested  In  the  Federal  Power  Commission. 
There  are  two  biddera  for  this  power  site. 

OrrSBS    $1    A    TSAB 

One  is  the  Eocky  Mountain  Power  Co..  which  Is  a  «"t"j<»J*'7  «' 
Montana  Power  Co..  which  is  a  subrtdlary  of  the  Electric  Bond  ft  S 
Co -that  very  private  concern  which  refuses  to  answer  the  questions 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission.     The  Rocky  Mountain  Is  offering  to  ■ 
the  Indians  |1  per  horsepower  a  year. 

The  other  bidder  is  a  1  man   firm  headed  by   Walter  H.   Wheeler, 
Minneapolis  engineer  and  bridge  builder,  who  offers  the  Indians  --- 

'^F*B   Bonner,  executive  secretary  of  the  Federal  Power  Commlssto^ 
has  been  favoring  the  Rocky  Mountain  Power  Co.  Wd  to  sach  a  dr 
that    Senator   Ltnw    J.    FaAsna.    of    North    Dakota,    chairman    of 
Committee  on   Indian  Affairs,  addre«»d  a  sharp  protest   to  the 

The  result  is  the  opening  of  a  curtotis  bag  of  tricks  ased  by  a  prlrlle^ 
aeeklng  corporation. 

soMs  "LacrnMATB  costs" 

Ob  February  18,  1829,  J.  F.  Dennlson.  treasurer  of  the  Rocky 
tain  Power  Co..  fllsd  with  the  Federal  Power  Commlsalon  a  sworn 
ment  showing  the  •*  sctual  legltlmaU  cost  and  legiUmats  investment 
the    prelect"    to    January    81    of    this    year.     Tha    sum    named 
ftl4S  004.68. 

Under   examination   It   was   found   that   this   account   includad 

foUowlng  Items: 
--^    One  hundred  and  forty  doUars  for  in  Indian  powwow.     The  actual 
coat  «C  that  powwow  is  said  to  have  been  |380.     It  was  held  to  ladice 
some   InlltttBtlal   Indians  of   the    Flathead   Tribs   to   favor   the 
Mountain  instead  of  ths  Wheeler  company. 

Five  hundred  dollars  paid  to  s  Blackfoot  Indian  to  persuade  the 
beads  to  change  their  lawyer.     Their  present  attorney  does  not  approve 
the  bid  of  the  Rocky  Mountala. 

Five  hundred  dollars  paid  to  a  Flathead  Indian  for  about  the 
purpose. 

WAXT   DIMS  TO   PAT 

AU  tUeae  Items,  if  sllowed,  go  into  the  capiUl  account  of  the 
paay,  oa  wlikft  tJk*  mtsa  ar«  based.     So  the  Boeky  Mounuln  Co 
trying  to  maks  the  users  of  electricity  pay  for  an  Indian  powwow 
to  swlndla  ttas  ladlaas  out  of  at  least  a  part  of  the  value  of 
property. 

Tikes*,  however,  are  small  Items. 

As  already   sutad,   tb«   original   sworn   claim   was  (or  $148,004 
Having  avbmitted   this,  the   Rocky   Mountain   Power  Co.  sent   on 
account  to  "  grandma  "—the  Electric  Bond  ft  Shara  Co. 

Tba  CIccUlc  Bond  ft  Share  Co.  promptly  ordered  a  revision  of 
claim  and  th*  filing  of  an  amended  one.     This  was  done  April  8, 
In  the  final  sworn  sUtement  the  "actual  legitimate  cost  and  invlest- 
ncnt  "   IB   the   Flathead   site,   op   to   January   31.   Id29,   was   put 
$183,812.47. 

This  lacrtase  of   almost   $41,000   Is  easily  explained.     The   Ele<fric 
Bond  ft  Share  charged  to  the  Flathead  power  site  the  salaries  of 
officials  of  the  Montana  Power  Co.     Of  course,  these  salaries  bad 
paid  and,  of  course,  they  were  paid  by  consumers  using  Montana  1 
Ca  Juice.     But  "  Grandma  "  Electric  Bond  ft  Share  added  them  to 
"  Investment "  of  a  subaldiary  project  not  yet  developed. 

BBILLIAMT   "  SWIMDUI   SHIR  " 

An  expense  acconat  Is  known  la  some  newspaper  offices  as  a  ** 
sheet."     But  the  anost  Imaginative  foreign  correspondent  never 
out  such  a  brilliant  swindle  sheet  as  that  or  "  Grandma  "  Electric 
ft  Share. 

William  V.  King,  chief  accountant  of  the  commission,  whose  scalp 
powar  Intereats  were  seeking  a  short  tint*  ago,  aad  Charles  A.  H^ 
sstteitor,  protested  even  the  original  claim,  ealling  attention  to  Its 
ladef^BSihle  itema     But  on  April  26  O.  C.  Merrill,  then  executive 
tai7  of  tbc  eonsmisslon,  ov«>r  the  objections  of  these  two  members  ol 
staff,  wrote  the  Rocky  Mountain  Power  Co.  that  he  was  pr^are  1 
tint  dala. 
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O.  C.  Merrill  has  since  been  taken  into  the  employ  of  the  power  inter- 
ests at  a  salary  often  said  to  be  ?50,000  a  year. 

IProm  The  Spectator  of  October  19,  19291 

UJfFAia    TACTICS    aiAHGED    IN    PoWSR    FiGHT— WALTBB    H.    WHaKUEB.    0» 
MINICBAPOLIS.  PHOTEST8   ACTION    OF   SECRITABY   0»    POWBB   COMMISSION 

IN    RxQUiaiNo    Him   to   Show    Why    Poweb   Tbcbt    Shouldn't   Gbt 
Flathead  Rives  Power 

(Calls  on  Senator  Thomas  J.  Walsh  to  show  his  hand;  says  be 
understands  Montana  Senator  Is  opposed  to  having  power  of  country  . 
controlled  by  great  combines  and  he  should,  therefore,  be  Interested  in 
action  of  Power  Commission-s  secreUry  relative  to  Flathead  power 
sites;  If  independent  power  companies  are  to  exist  procedure  must  be 
changed,  he  declares.) 

Charging  that  the  executive  secretary  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis- 
sion has  placed  him  in  an  unfair  position  by  compelling  him   to  show 
why  a  subsidiary  of  the  Power  Trust,  the  Rocky  Monntatn  Power  Co.. 
should  not  be  granted  a  permit  to  develop  the  water  power  along  the 
Flathead  River  in   Montana.   Walter   H.  Wheeler.   Minneapolis  engineer 
and  designer  of  the  Mendota  bridge,  has  made  a   vigorous  protest   to 
Washington  officials.     Mr.  Wheeler  is  himself  an  applicant  for  the  right 
to  develop  the  Flathead   River  water  power  and   he   proposes,   if  he  la 
granted  that  right,  to  furnish  power  at  such  a  low  rate  as  will  bring 
about  an  Industrial  development  of  great  advantage  to  the  Northwest. 
His  plans.   U   carried   out,   will   be   of   peculiar   benefit   to   Northwest 
farmers,  as   he   proposes  to   furnish   electric   power   frpm    the   Flathead 
River  power  sites  at  the  low  rate  of  one-fourth  of  a  cent  per  kilowatt- 
hour  for  the  manufacture  of  fertilizers  to  be  used  in  enriching  the  soil 
of  Northwest  farms.     The  Power  Trust  Is  fighting  this  proposal.  Just  as 
It  Is  fighting  Government  operation  of  the  power  at  Muscle  Shoals  for 
the  manufacture  of  fertilizers,   because  furnishing  of  power  at   such  a 
low    rate   will   show   to   the   public   that    the    Power   Trust    is   charging 
unreasonably  high  rates  for  electricity. 

"During  my  visit  to  Washington  It  was  confirmed  to  me  that  the 
burden  of  proof  would  be  upon  me  to  show  why  the  recommendation  of 
the  secretary  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission  that  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tain Power  Co.  be  granted  a  permit  to  develop  the  Flathead  River 
power  altes  should  be  reversed."  said  Mr.  Wheeler.  "We  have  taken 
exception  to  this,  and  we  will  bring  to  the  light  of  day  a  good  many 
things  which  have  not  been  made  public  before. 

"We  are  prepared  to  make  a  showing  both  as  to  our  ability  to 
finance  and  market  the  power.  At  the  hearing  in  Washington  on  Octo- 
ber 28  I  will  disclose  both  the  names  of  those  who  are  going  to  use 
ths  power  and  those  who  are  going  to  finance  its  development." 

Wheeler  has  recently  written  a  letter  to  Senator  Thomas  J.  Walsh, 
of  Montana,  who  has  frequently  attacked  the  Power  Trust  In  public 
utterances,  calling  attention  to  the  situation  with  regard  to  the  Flat- 
head River  power,  and  partlculariy  to  the  action  of  the  executive  secre- 
tary of  the  Power  Commission  In  placing  upon  an  Independent  applicant 
the  burden  of  showing  why  the  Power  Trust  shouldn't  be  awarded  the 

power  sites. 

"  Judging  from  your  public  statements."  says  the  letter,  "  I  under- 
stand that  you  are  opposed  to  having  the  power  resources  of  the  United 
BUtes  all  controlled  by  the  great  power  comblnati..nB.  mich  as  tha 
Electric- Bond  ft  Share  Co..  which  controls  the  Montana  Power  Co.  In 
your  State,  and  through  the  Montana  Power  Co.  controls  the  Rocky 
Mountain  Power  Co.,  which,  as  you  know.  Is  one  of  the  appllcanu  for 
a  Federal  permit  on  the  Flathead  River  power  sites." 

The  letter  goes  on  to  say  that  In  view  of  his  public  position  in  such 
matters  Senator  Walsh  should  be  Interested  In  the  action  taken  by  the 
executive  secretary  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission  relative  to 
Wheeler's  application  for  the  Flathead  River  power.  Then  the  letter 
continues : 

"  First,  I  desire  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  water 
power  is  one  of  the  largest  in  the  United  States,  being  In  the  ."ame 
dsss  as  Nlagars,  Moscle  Shoals,  and  Conowlngo.  Second,  I  desire  to 
point  out  that  It  also  can  be  developed  for  approximately  $85  per 
horsepower  of  continuous  prime  power,  which  makes  It  one  of  the 
cheapest  large  developments  In  the  United  States.  Government  engi- 
neers, reporting  on  this  project,  have  stated  that  it  is  considered  by  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  as  the  most  valuable  undeveloped  water 
power  In  the  United  States." 

Wheeler  in  bis  letter  to  Walsh  then  goes  on  to  say  that  this  water 
power.  If  developed  along  the  lines  he  proposes.  Is  the  key  to  a  great 
Industrial  development  In  Montana  which  would  be  Impossible  without 
the  aid  of  very  cheap  power.  He  points  out  that  he  will  offer  this 
power  at  one-fourth  of  a  cent  per  kllowatt-bour  to  Industries  as  long  as 
there  Is  power  to  sell,  and  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  rate  is 
"  far  below  any  wholesale  rates  "  which  the  Montana  Power  Co.  has  in 
existence,  and  that  it  would  be  contrary  to  Its  stated  policy  to  make 
such  a  rate. 

Then  Wheeler's  letter  points  out  that  In  a  contest  for  a  water- 
power  location  the  advantages  He  with  the  company  which  is  on  the 
SrouBd.  and  that  an  independent  company  which  desires  to  break  Into 
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the  field  is  at  a  disadvantage  from  the  beginning.  This  disadvantage 
Is  incn^ased  he  savs.  In  the  case  of  the  Flathead  River  power  sites,  by 
the  procedure  which  the  executive  secretary  of  the  power  commission 
has  set  up  by  placing  the  burden  of  proof  upon  Wheeler  to  show  why 
the  secretary's  recommendation  that  the  permit  for  developing  these 
power  Bites  be  awarded  to  the  Rocky  Mountain  Power  Co.  should  be 

"  It  Is  plain  from  the  notice  of  the  hearing  •  •  •  that  tte 
burden  of  proof  has  been  placed  upon  me."  Wheeler  declares.  "  la 
other  words,  the  entire  deck  of  cards  Is  stacked  against  me  and  the 
Interests  associated  with  me. 

"  I  do  not  know  whether  the  executive  secretary  Is  following  the 
usual  practice  in  this  matter  or  not.  and  that  makes  no  difference. 
It  is  obvious  that  if  any  Independent  power  comimnles  are  to  exist  in 
this  country  where  a  Federal  power  permit  Is  Involved,  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  have  this  practice  or  procedure  changed  so  as  to  give  the  Inde- 
pendent company,  as  near  as  possible,  an  equal  chance  with  the  In- 
trenched power  Interests.  I  do  not  know  who  Is  responsible  for  this 
condition,  but  it  Is  plain  that  it  exists  and  that  It  needs  Immediate 
correction." 

PREHIDENT   HOOVEB'S    SPEECH    AT  LOUISVnXi;   KT. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  last  night  President  Hoover 
delivered  a  notable  address  in  Louisville.  Ky.,  on  the  comple- 
tion of  the  canalization  of  the  Ohio  River.  I  asls  unanimous 
consent  that  this  address  upon  the  occasion  of  the  completion 
of  the  9-foot  channel  of  the  Ohio  River  from  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  to 
Cairo.  111.,  may  be  printed  In  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  President's  address  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcobd,  as  follows : 

To  My  Fellow  Citizens  :  I  am  speaking  to-night  from  the  deck  of  the 
steamboat  at  the  Louisville  Levee.  During  the  day  we  have  completed 
the  journey  from  Clnciunatl  to  Louisville  as  part  of  the  celebration  of 
the  OhioJS'alley  upon  the  completion  of  the  Improvement  of  the  Ohio 
River  llnT  a  modern  waterway. 

The  river  has  now  been  formally  opened  to  traffic  from  above  Pitts- 
burgh. 1,000  miles  to  Cairo,  on  the  Mississippi,  from  which  point 
another  1,000  miles  of  modemlxed  waterway  leads  to  the  sea  at  New 
Orleans.  By  dams  and  locks,  by  dredging  and  revetments,  we  have 
transformed  the  Ohio  River  from  a  stream  of  shallows,  ofttlmes  danger- 
ous even  to  rafts.  Into  a  canalised  waterway  of  an  assured  9  feet  of 
depth  at  all  seasons.  This  transformation  will  not  revive  the  romantic 
Bteamb<atln'  days  of  Mark  Twain,  but  It  will  move  more  goods. 

The  picturesque  floating  palaces  of  Mark  Twain's  day  drew  2  or  8 
feet  of  water  and  even  then  found  their  way  precariously  around  ths 
bends  among  the  snags  and  over  sand  bars.  In  time  they  were  unable 
to  compete  with  the  spreading  railroads,  and  river  navigation  passed 
Into  its  Dark  Ages.  But  now  is  its  day  of  renaissance.  Upon  deep  and 
regular  channels  unromatlc  Diesel  tugs  now  tow  long  trains  of  steel 
barges.  What  the  river  has  lost  in  romance  it  has  gained  in  tonnage, 
for  In  stenmboatln'  days  500  tons  was  a  great  cargo,  while  to-day  10,000 
tons  is  moved  with  leas  men  and  less  fuel.  It  Is  thus  by  deeper  channels 
and  new  Inventiona  tliat  our  rivers  come  l)ack  as  great  arteries  of  com- 
merce after  half  a  century  of  paralysis.  And  the  new  waterways  are 
not  competitive  but  complementary  to  our  great  and  efficient  railways. 
It  is  the  history  of  transportation  that  an  Increase  of  facilities  and  a 
cheapening  of  transportation  increase  the  volume  of  traffic. 

In  the  steamboatin*  days  the  rivers  were  the  great  arteries  for  travel. 
Those  who  must  hurry  will  have  little  inclination  to  Journey  by  river 
steamers,  but  those  who  wish  recreation  may  well  return  to  this  magnifi- 
cent and  powerful  river.  Tlie  majesty  of  the  Ohio  was  bom  of  the  Ice 
Age,  half  a  million  years  ago.  Its  beauty  remains  to-day  undisturbed 
by  our  Improvements,  and  will  remain  long  after  our  Nation  and  race 
have  been  replsced  with  some  other  civilisation.  And  those  who  love 
the<  glories  of  "  Ole  Man  River  "  may  now  again  find  rest  and  food  for 
the  soul  In  travel  on  its  currents. 

The  Ohio  has  a  large  place  In  the  history  of  our  race.  On  this  route 
250  years  ago  birch  canoes  carried  La  Salle  and  his  first  psrty  of  white 
men  into  the  wilderness  of  the  Middle  West.  He  was  the  first  to  visit 
the  falls  of  Louisville,  whose  roar  is  this  moment  In  my  ears.  Down 
this  valley  through  succeeding  centuries  poured  the  great  human  tide 
that  pioneered  the  greatest  agricultural  migration  In  history.  In  turn 
came  the  explorer,  the  trapper,  the  early  settler,  the  sweep  of  farmers 
ever  pressing  t»ck  the  frontier  in  search  of  virgin  land  and  Independent 
homes,  the  merchant,  the  manufacturer,  the  city  builder,  until  this  great 
valley  is  to-day  one  of  the  rich  places  of  the  earth.  It  Is  rich  not  alone 
in  the  sense  of  property  but  In  the  sense  of  happy  and  Independent 
homes  of  virile  men  and  women.  From  forefathers  schooled  of  courage, 
adventure,  and  Independence,  of  a  spirit  tempered  by  hardships,  have 
sprung  a  race  of  men  and  women  who  have  oft  given  leadership  to  the 
building  of  our  Republic. 

The  Improvement  of  this  great  water  route  has  been  eve\.  'jresent  in 
the  vision  of  our  statesmen.  fJeorge  Washington  first  voiced  "ts  poten- 
tiality to  our  new-born  Nation.  In  reporting  on  one  of  his  early  Jour- 
neys he  said: 


"  Prompted  by  these  actnal  obserrationt,  I  could  not  help  taking  a 
more  extensive  view  of  the  vast  inland  navigation  possibilities  of  ths 
United  States,  both  from  maps  and  the  observations  of  others  as  well 
as  myself,  and  could  not  but  he  struck  with  the  immense  extent  and 
Importance  of  it  and  with  the  goodness  of  that  Providence  which  has 
dealt  Its  forces  to  us  In  so  profuse  a  hand.  Would  to  God  that  we  may 
have  the  wisdom  and  courage  to  Improve  them." 

To-day.  after  this  160  years,  Washlngton'a  prayer  Is  come  true  in  a 
greater  sense  than  even  he  dreamed.  Other  Presidents  In  succession 
over  our  history  have  striven  for  Its  development,  from  Jefferson  on 
down.  Lincoln's  first  political  apeech  was  a  plea  for  Its  Improvement. 
Our  Nation  sometimes  moves  slowly,  but  its  will  is  not  to  be  thwsrted. 
It  has  been  a  gigantic  task,  this  transformation  of  the  Ohio.  It  rep- 
resents an  expenditure  and  a  labor  half  as  great  as  the  construction  of 
the  Panama  Canal.  Like  many  current  probiema,  the  development  of 
our  rivers  is  never  a  finished  accomplishment ;  It  must  march  with  ths 
progress  of  life  and  Invention. 

While  I  am  proud  to  be  the  President  who  witnesses  the  apparent 
completion  of  its  improvement,  I  have  the  bdlcf  that  some  day  new 
Inventions  and  new  pressures  of  population  will  require  its  further  de- 
velopment. In  some  generation  to  come  they  will,  perhaps,  look  back 
at  our  triumph  in  building  a  channel  0  feet  in  depth  in  the  same  way 
that  we  look  at  the  triumph  of  our  forefathers  wlien,  having  cleared  the 
snags  and  bars,  they  announced  that  a  boat  drawing  2  feet  of  water 
could  pass  safely  from  Pittsburgh  to  New  Orleana.  Yet  for  their  times 
and  means  they,  too,  accomplished  a  great  task.  It  is  the  river  that  ts 
permanent ;  it  is  one  of  God's  gifts  to  man.  and  with  each  succeeding 
generation  we  will  advance  in  our  appreciation  and  our  U8«>  of  It.  And 
with  each  generation  it  will  grow  in  the  history  and  tradition  of  our 
Nation. 

And  while  we  celebrate  the  completion  and  connection  of  a  great 
waterway  2,000  miles,  from  Pittsburgh  to  New  Orleans,  we  have  still 
unfinished  tasks  in  improvement  of  our  other  great  waterways  op  to  ths 
standards  we  have  established  upon  the  Ohio. 

Some  have  doubted  the  wisdom  of  these  improvements.  I  have  dis- 
cussed the  subject  many  times  and  in  many  places  before  now,  and  I 
shsll  not  repeat  the  masses  of  facts  and  figures.  The  American  people, 
I  believe,  are  convinced.  What  they  desire  Is  action,  not  argument. 
I  may.  however,  mention  that  as  the  Improvement  of  the  Ohio  and  its 
tribuurles  has  marebed  section  by  section  daring  this  past  12  years 
the  traffic  has  grown  from  25.000.000  tons  to  over  60,000.000  tons 
annually.  Yet  it  is  only  to-dsy  this  great  branch  line  is  conascted  witk 
the  main  trunk  of  this  transporUtlon  system,  the  MisslsslppL  It  is  only 
now  that  the  full  movement  of  goods  can  take  place  betwssn  ths  great 
cities  of  Pittsburgh.  Cincinnati,  Louisville,  on  one  hand,  and  St  Ixmis, 
Memphis,  New  Orleans,  and  thf  wide  ocean  on  the  other. 

With  the  completion  of  our  national  Job  on  the  Ohio,  with  ths 
celebration  of  this  day.  we  can  well  tarn  oar  minds  toward  ths  other 
great  Jobs  in  waterway  Improvement  which  lie  before  as.  The  Ohio  is 
but  one  segment  of  the  natural  inland  waterways  with  which  Provi- 
dence has  blessed  us.  We  hsve  completed  the  modernisation  of  but  ons 
other  of  the  grest  sevmento  of  this  system— that  of  the  lower  Mia- 
sissippi. 

Five  or  six  yesrs  ago  I  had  opportunity  to  join  with  those  msny 
representatives  of  the  Mid  West  in  council  ss  to  the  method  by  which 
we  could  strengthen  national  interest  in  the  energetic  development  o« 
the  other  parts  of  thU  great  system.  At  that  time  I  suggssted  thst  sU 
these  tributaries  of  the  Mississippi  and  tbs  Orest  Lakss  comprissd  a 
single   great   transportation   system.     That   it  must   be  developed   la 

vision  of  the  whole  snd  not  In  parts.  

Without  delaying  to  traverse  the  detailed  ramifications  of  these  great 
natural  waterways.  I  may  well  summarise  their  present  condition  and 
enunciate  the  policies  of  my  sdulnistratlon  in  respect  to  them : 

First.  As  a  general  and  broad  policy  I  favor  mo<lemiaing  of  every 
part  of  our  waterways  which  will  show  economic  Justification  In  aid 
of  our  fsrmers  snd  Indastries. 

Second.  The  Mississippi  system  comprises  over  9.000  miles  of  nsvl- 
gable  streams.  I  find  that  about  2.200  miles  hsve  now  been  modernised 
to  9  feet  in  depth,  and  about  1.400  miles  have  been  modernised  to  at 
least  6  feet  In  depth.  Therefore  some  5.000  miles  are  yet  to  be  con- 
nected or  completed  so  as  to  be  of  purpose  to  modem  commerce.  Ws 
should  esUblish  a  9-foot  depth  in  the  trunk  system.  While  It  is  de- 
sirable that  some  of  the  trlbuUrtes  be  made  accessible  to  traflk  at 
6  or  7  feet,  yet  we  should  In  the  long  view  look  forward  to  Increasing 
this  latter  depth  as  fast  as  traffic  Justifies  it. 

This  administration  will  insist  upon  building  these  waterways  as  ws 
would  build  any  other  transportation  aystem— that  is.  by  extending  iU 
ramifications  solidly  outward  from  the  main  trunk  lines.  Substantial 
traffic  or  public  service  can  not  be  developed  upon  a  patchwork  of  dis- 
connected local  Improvements  and  intermediate  segments.  Such  patch- 
work has  In  past  years  been  the  sink  of  hundreds  of  mUllons  of  public 

"*Thfrd  We  must  design  our  poUcles  so  ss  to  establish  private  enter- 
Drise  In  substitution  for  Government  operation  of  the  barges  and  craft 
upon  these  wsterways.  We  must  continue  Government  barge  lines 
through   the  pioneering  sUges.  but  we  must  look  forwat*  to  prlvsta 
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{,«tfc.  We  ■boaM  co«pl«te  the  eatlre  Mtart-tppl  -Tttm  wtthlB 
MZt  »»•  f«it*    We  Shan  then  hare  built  a  prat  north  and  aoath 
;;;;^'^tt,-y  .ero-  oa,  couatry  fn«   the  0«lf  to  the  no 
koudMiec  and  a  great  eaat  and  weat  route,  halfway  acroaa  the 
States      Through    the   trlb«tart«  "*  «»-^^^^ ^'^"'^  "•?"" 
tmnsportanon      We  ahall  then  have  brought  a  doaen  great  dtles 
m,^   co-n.anle.tlon   by  water;    w.  iJuill   haTe  "l^-'J  ?^^r 
portmtloa  of  primary  gooda  to  the  fannera  and  manufacturera  of 

*  nfth.  At   the  preaent   time   we  bare  eompleteil   74«   mllea  of 
coastal  raaate.     We  atUl  hare  approximately  l.'KK)  mllea  to  bolld. 
•hooM  complete  this  program  over  a  period  of  less  *»«°J**  J^"^ 
Sixth.  We  ahoold  continue  improvement  of  the  channria  In  the 
Lak« :  we  »hould  determine  and  eonatruct  thoae  worka  neceaaary 

■tabilixing  the  lake  levels. 

Hereoth    One  of  the  moat  vital  improvemonta  to  transportation 
North  American   Continent  la  the  removal  of  the  obstacle.  In 
Lawrence   Blrer    to   ocean-going   vesaela    inward    to    the    Great 
Onr  Nation  ahoold   nndertake  to  do  Ita  part  whenever  our  C 
fHenda  have  overcome  those  difflcultlea  which  Me  In  the  path  of 
making  aimllar  undertakings.     I  may  say  that  I  have  seen  a  wt"* 
ptibllsbed  lately  that  this  Improvement  would  coat  such  a  huge 
to   make   It    entirely   uneconomical   and   prohibitive.      To   that    I 
answer  that  after  we  have  dlspoaed  of  the  electrical  power  we 
contract   the    entire    conatroctlon    for    les.    thaa    1200,000.000,    ( 
between  the  two  Qovemmenta  and  apread  over  a  period  of  10  yeara 

Eighth.  We  ahall  expedite  the  work  of  flood   control  on  the 
Missisaipnl  in  every  manner  possible.     In  the  working  out  of  pi 
And  It  neeeaaary  to  reconalder  one  portion  of  the  project^that 
flood  way  below  the  Arkanaas — but  work  in  other  directiona  will 
la  BUrfi  (kahloB  that  there  will  be  no  delay  of  Ita  completion  nndet 
10-year  program  aaslKued  to  It. 

Ninth.  With  the  Increasing  aiae  of  ocean-going  veaaela  and  the 
■tantty  expanding  volume  of  our  comBnerce,  we  mn«t  maintain  on 
development  of  osff^fearbora  and  the  littoral  waterwaya  wbkh 
inland  from  them.        " 

Tenth.  The  total  construction  of  these  worka  which  I  have 
amoants   to   projects    three    and    four    times   as   great    aa   the 
Canal.     In  order  that  there  may  be  no  failure  in  adminlatratlon 
aa   an    Indleatlon    of   our   determination    to   pursue  these    works 
ta«>lutlOB,  we  have  in  the  past  month  entirely  recast  the  orgar' 
of  thie  executive  staff  in  the  Government.     With  the  approval 
Secretory  of  War,  and  under  the  newly   appointed  Chief  of 
we  have  aaalgned  to  each  of  these  major  projects  a  single 
engineer.     We    thoa    aecure    a    modern    business    organlaatior, 
raaponalfalltty.  and   continuous  administration.     Wa  wlah   to  see 
projeeta   completed    with    all    the    expedition    which    sound 
wtU  permit.     We   shaU   be  able  by  this  means  to  place   r 
without  «neatlon  In  fhllure.  and  to  give  credit  without  qneatlon 
men  who  bring  these  great  projects  to  sacceaafnl  completion. 

At    the    present    time    we    are    expending    approximately    $85 
per  annom  on  new  construction  and  maintenance  of  these  worki 
complete    these   programs    within    the   perioda    I    have   mentioned 
taqolra  an   Increaae  in   the  Government   entlay   by   about  $10,0  f 
per  aoaom   not  including  the   St.    Lawrence;   at   most,   includln) 
item,  an  Increiwe  iu  onr  expenditures  of  aay  $20,000,000  a 
conalderaMe  proportloa  of  thla  will  end  in  Ave  years'  time, 
the  nature  of  a  capital  Investment. 

Tliis  annual  Increase  Is  equal  to  the  cost  of  one-half  of  one 
If  we  are  so  fortunate  aa  to  save  thla  annual  outlay  on  naval 
tlon   aa    tha   result    of   the   forthcoming   naval   conference   In 
nothing    coold    be    a    finer    or    more    vivid    conversion    of    awo; 
piowsharaa. 

To  carry  forward  all  these  great  work*  la  not  a  dream  of  tho 
arte»->lt  la  the  march   of  the   Nation.     We  are  reopening   the 
trade  rontes  npon  which  oor  continent  developed.     This 
Is  b«t  aa  interpretation  of  the  needs  and  presmires  of  popaUtIa 
Indnatry.  and  dvlllaatlon.    They  are  threada  in  that  invtaible  web  - 
knits  onr  national  life.     They  are  not  local  In  th«te  benefits.     T* 
nniversal  in  promoting  the  prosperity  of  the  Nation.     It  Is  onr 
atatecBMB  to  respond  to  theae  needa,  to  dlwct  them  with 
with  skill,  with  econonay,  with  courage. 

A  nation  makes  no  loss  by  devotion  of  some  of  its  canent 
to  the  Improvement  of  Its  eatate.     That  la  an  •bllgatloa  we 
SOT  ebOdrea  and  oor  grandchildren.     I  do  not  meaaore  tha 
Aaertcn  in  terma  of  onr  lifetime.     God  has  tmly  blei«od  us  wlU  i 
reaaorcea.    It  la  our  duty  to  aiake  them  aTailahle  to  o«r  people. 

TIKW8  or  A   WHEAT  GBOWOI 

Mr.   WHEELER.     Mr.    President   I   present   a   letter 
Mr.  Sam  W.  TeMarden,  of  Denton,  Mont.,  a  gentleman 
haTe  lone:  known  and  who  is  one  of  the  best-iMwted  men 
■ohiect  at  wheat  growtaig  In  the  comitry.    1  aak  that 
yrlated  in  the 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ortlerrd  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

Dbnton,  Mont.,  Octol>er  r,  lata. 

Hon.  B.  K.  WHULU, 

WtMmgton.  D.  O.  ... 

DilAB  SBNATOB  :  I  have  Just  finished  reading  a  most  amazing  sUte- 
Bent  given  out  In  Washington  by  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 
«f  the  United  States  Departnwnt  of  Agriculture. 

■levator  apace,  the  report  cUlmed.  is  filled  to  available  capacity,  both 
In  this  country  and  In  Canada.  "  while  the  golden  flood  of  grain  con- 
tinoM  to  pour  Into  the  terminal  markets,  extending  from  New  York 
westward  and  to  the  porta  of  the  Gulf." 

Thla  report  appeared  in  the  Minneapoila  Tribune  of  October  9.  1 
tnrned  to  the  grain-market  page  of  that  aame  paper  and  found  an 
anthoriUtive  statement  of  the  wheat  recelpta  at  the  principal  mid- 
western  terminate  for  the  day  preceding.  Here  are  what  the  flgurea 
ahow :  
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If  to  those  toUls  the  receipts  at  Winnipeg  be  added— 1.735  on  Octo- 
ber 8  t'jis  year  and  S,16T  the  aame  day  Uat  year— the  receipt  account 
stands  2,509,  as  against  5.168  cars  the  same  day  last  year. 

That  doesn't  look  like  a  "golden  flood  pouring  into  the  terminal 
markets  "  this  year  as  against  a  year  earlier,  does  It? 

However,  thla  attempt  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  at  Washing- 
ton to  bolster  the  false  propaganda  of  the  big  mills  and  ele^hit-r  com- 
panies at  the  terminals,  to  the  Injury  of  the  Northwest  wheat  growers, 
is  not  Its  only  offense. 

The  cold-blooded  facts  of  the  roc<^r(l3  of  that  department  show  that 
not  at  any  time  In  10  years  has  It  failed,  either  by  action  or  inaction, 
to  "play  the  game"  for  the  millers  and  grain  gamblers  and  against 
the  wheat  producers  of  the  Nation.  Let  me  give  you  some  of  the  high 
lights  of  that  record. 

First.  The  persistent  refusal  of  Secretary  Jardine  to  give  protein  Its 
fair  place  In  the  Fc-deral  grades,  a  refusal  with  which  both  you  and 
Senator  Walbh  are  perfectly  familiar.  You  will  recall  that  Mr. 
Jardinfi  based  his  refusal  upon  an  alleged  lack  of  authority,  and  that 
in  reply  I  pointed  out  to  him  the  wording  of  the  grain  standards  act. 
which  authorized  and  directed  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  establish 
grades  for  grain  "  based  npon  the  condition  and  quality  of  the  grain." 

Both  yon  and  Senator  Walsh  sustained  my  Interpretation  of  the  law, 
but  Secretary  Jardine  was  obdurate,  nnd  to  this  hour  the  word  "pro- 
tein "  does  not  appear  anywhere  In  the  Federal  gralu  grades. 

Second,  within  six  months  after  Its  passage,  it  was  apparent  that 
the  rebate  clause  in  the  wheat  tariff  law,  passed  In  the  early  months 
of  the  Harding  administration,  was  being  made  use  of  by  the  mlllcra 
at  Buffalo,  and  on  the  northwest  Pacific  coast,  to  break  down  the  price 
of  the  hard,  dry,  high  protein  wheat  of  the  West  and  Northweat. 

Surely,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  at  Wash- 
ington to  have  made  the  fact  public,  both  to  the  Congress  and  the 
President.  It  failed  to  do  so ;  and  according  to  Mr.  Thomaa  D. 
Campbell,  our  American  wheat  king,  the  loss  to  the  hard  wheat 
growers  averaged  20  cents  per  bushel  from  the  time  the  law  waa  set 
up  nntll  the  date  of  his  letter  to  me,  which  waa  In  the  early  part  of 
1928.  The  losses  on  the  1929  crop  have  been  even  heavier,  as  waa 
fully  brought  out  In  the  Senate  debate  on  the  legislative  day  of  Monday, 
September  9,  1929. 

Moreover,  as  was  so  clearly  shown  In  that  discussion,  the  rebate  law 
is  almost  wholly  responsible  for  the  wiping  out  of  protein  premiums  on 
the  markets  of  the  North  and  mid- West  This  was  a  sUggcring  blow 
to  the  protein-wheat  growers;  and  the  damage  done,  added  to  the 
drastic  fan  In  wheat  prices  of  the  year  previoua,  ran  Into  the  hundreda 
of  mUllons  of  dollars. 

Third.  The  grain  futures  act.  as  Interpreted  by  the  speculators  on  tha 
grain  exchanges,  with  the  approval  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
at  Washington,  paased  ostensibly  to  minimise  the  evils  of  short  aelllng 
of  grain,  haa.  as  a  matter  of  history,  vastly  increased  the  volume  of 
abort  selling  and  added  greatly  to  the  damage  done  by  the  failure  to 
give  protein  Its  proper  place  In  the  Federal  grain  grades  iud  the 
operations  of  the  milling  rebate  clause  in  the  wheat  tariff. 

Under  the  actual  operations  of  the  grain  standards  act,  speculators 
who  aold  the  wheat  market  short,  contracted  to  deliver  No.  1  northern 
wheat,  a  milling  grade  But,  when  settlement  was  made.  If  the  market 
bad  gone  up  Instead  of  down,  they  were  permitted  to  proffer  No.  4 
northern  grade,  a  nonmilUng  wheat,  and  worth  from  8  to  15  centa 
per  buhhel  leas  than  the  grade  aold  originally.     In  other  worda,  the 
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grain  ftiturea  tct  w««  opemted  to  afford  the  abort  sellers  protection 
against  loss  up  to  the  difference  In  the  market  price  of  the  two  gradea. 
It  was  this  privilege  that  enabled  tbe  big  mills,  acting  through 
brokera,  to  check  and  finally  turn  in  an  opposite  direction  the  great 
wave  of  wheat-buying  enthusiasm  that  swept  over  the  North  American 
continent  Immediately  that  the  great  shortage  In  both  Canadian  and 
western  United  States  hard  wheat  came  to  be  a  matter  of  general 
knowledge. 

Nothing  less  than  this  weapon  In  tbe  hands  of  the  great  mUllng  com- 
panies could  have  been  effective  in  prevenHng  a  wheat  price  of  above 
$2.  and  nothing  less  than  this  powerful  weapon  could  have  kept  the 
wheat  price  at  Its  present  low  levels  for  so  long  a  period. 

And  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  knew  of  thla  all  the  time,  and  was  an  acceaeory  to  this 
great  economic  offense  against  the  Nation — for  It  was  such  an  oflenae, 
and  a  very  grave  one.  Indeed. 

Fourth.  The  Federal  warehousing  act  has  always  been,  and  now  la. 
very  gravely  defective.  The  law  should  provide,  but  does  not,  that  stored 
grain  ahall  be  evidenced  by  a  storage  ticket  showing  all  of  the  quaUtlos 
of  the  grain  stored.  Take  No.  1  dark  northern  spring  wheat  to  lUus- 
trate.  Frequently  ita  grade  weight  of  58  pounds  la  exceeded  by  a  pound 
to  a  pound  and  a  half.  Its  protein  content  may  be  aa  high  as  15  to  17 
per  cent.  Its  moisture  content  may  be  much  lower  than  the  14  per 
cent  fixed  in  the  grades. 

Ail  of  these  are  factore  going  to  enhance  the  value  of  the  wheat  to 
the  millers,  but  the  storage  ticket  prorided  for  in  the  national  ware- 
housing act  need  show  none  of  them. 

So  that,  when  deUvery  time  comes,  the  owner  of  the  wheat  can  be 
offered  and  must  accept  for  his  superior  quality  wheat  any  ordinary 
lot  of  No.  1  dark  northern,  so  long  as  It  measures  up  to  grade  require- 
ments. 

Again  quoting  Mr.  Thomas  D.  Campbell,  I  caU  attention  to  his  pub- 
lished statement,  that  this  unfairness  In  the  warehousing  act,  together 
with  the  omission  of  recognition  for  protein  in  the  Federal  grades,  has 
caused  a  continuing  loss  to  the  hard-wheat  growera  of  20  cents  per 
bushel  for  the  past  seven  years. 

The  fact  la,  my  dear  Senator,  that  the  wheat  growers  of  this  Nation 
would  be  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollare  better  off  at  this  time  had 
the  Congress  10  years  ago  wiped  out  the  United  SUtes  department,  from 
Its  head  to  Its  awampere  out.  For  tbe  wheat  farmers  that  department 
has  been  the  upper,  while  the  millers  have  been  the  nether  millstone 
that  ground  profits  out  of  wheat  growing  in  every  State  In  the  Union 
that  has  been  producing  In  merchantable  quantity. 

Naturally,  the  millers,  like  men  engaged  in  any  other  manufacturing, 
desire  a  low-priced  raw  material.  The  fact  nor  the  baais  of  this  need 
not  be  argued.  However,  it  la  of  pertinent  interest  to  point  out  that. 
In  addition  to  their  own  powers,  by  organization  and  concert  of  action 
In  purchasing,  they  have  great  power  to  make  the  market  pricea  fit  their 
purposes;  and,  further,  to  point  out  that  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
at  Waablugton  has  unvaryingly  done  that  which  gave  greatly  added 
power  to  the  millers,  and  the  speculatora  working  for  them  or  In  sym- 
pathy with  their  known  program  from  time  to  time. 

The  meetings  between  the  grain  cooperatives  and  the  Federal  Farm 
Board  at  Chicago  were  characterised  by  another  amaxlng  act  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  at  Washington.  At  the  very  outset  th^  Sec- 
retary demanded  that  aU  of  the  cooperatives  scrap  their  organisations 
and  turn  the  marketing  over  to  a  corporation  controlled  by  the  Farm 
Board.  Other  than  one  member  the  board  was  made  up  of  representa- 
tives of  large  bodies  of  agriculturists  who  were  consumers  of  wheat  and 
food-grain  products,  and  whose  economic  interests  lay  In  lower  prices, 
not  In  higher  ones,  for  these  food  grains.  That  would  have  been  an  act 
of  sublime  renunciation,  but  an  economic  folly  of  the  flrat  magnitude. 
Tbe  Federal  Department  of  Agriculture,  In  presenting  the  demand  notice, 
was  guilty  of  an  act  of  hostile  intent  and  destructive  purpose. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  foregoing,  prindpally,  and  for  othera  that 
occur  to  all  students  of  our  American  wheat  problem,  I  look  with  the 
gravest  mlaglvinga  upon  the  future  of  the  American  wheat  farmer.  One 
thing  stands  out,  clearly,  and  beyond  all  questioning.  He  must  reduce 
his  standards  of  living  or  go  into  insolvency  and  bankruptcy. 

As  you  are  aware,  Senator  Wheblbb,  I  have  put  50  yeare  of  active 
living  in  the  western  wheat  States  and  an  Inquiring  turn  of  mind  Into 
what  I  know  about  wheat  farming  and  wheat  marketing?  Had  I  not 
studied  carefully  the  matters  concerning  which  I  have  writtea,  and  did 
I  not  believe  that  It  is  vital  that  an  understanding  of  them  should  be 
bad,  I  would  not  trouble  you  at  this  time. 

Very  sincerely, 

8am  W.  Tbaoabdih. 

KDCOKD  or  SENATOB  HABUS,   Of  OBOBOIA 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  printed  In  tbe  RacoBD  an  editorial  from  the  Chattanooga 
News  in  reference  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Haxbis]. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ord^ed  to  be 
printed  in  the  Recoid,  as  follows: 
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[From  the  Chattaaooga  News  of  September  26,  1929) 

■aNATOB   HABBIS'S   BKCOBD 

When  WnxiAM  J.  Habbis  goes  before  the  people  of  Oeorgia,  In  1930. 
as  a  candidate  for  reelection  to  the  United  States  Senate  he  will  pre- 
sent a  record  of  more  than  ordinary  achievements  and  cooslsti-nt  poal- 
tlona  on  progressive  and  constructive  legislation.  He  was  not  un- 
known In  Washington  In  1918  when  he  defeated  Thomas  W.  Hardwlck, 
*  •  *.  It  Is  known  that  after  Mr.  Wilson  left  the  White  House  be 
expressed  gratification  at  the  record  of  Senator  Uabbib  and  declared 
that  the  Georgia  Senator  had  kept  the  faith  of  those  who  believtd  In 
progressive  Democracy. 

In  the  early  part  of  his  career,  Mr.  Harbis  aerved  aa  secretary  to 
United  States  Senator  A.  8.  Clay,  and  later  went  to  Washington  aa 
Director  of  the  Census  when  the  Democrats  took  control  in  191S.  Two 
years  later  President  Wilson  appointed  him  to  tbe  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission, and  he  was  serving  on  that  body  in  1918,  when  sought  by  the 
Democracy  of  Georgia  to  stand  in  the  United  States  Senate  and  sup- 
port the  Wilson  program. 

There  are  many  who  believe  that  Senator  Hakbib  will  not  be  oppoaed 
next  year  when  he  seeks  a  third  term.  However,  Georgians  have  a 
way  of  taking  their  poUtlce  In  uncertain  attitudes,  and  Senator  llABKia 
la  ready  tor  a  race.  In  a  letter  to  tbe  people  of  Georgia,  now  being 
mailed  personally  to  thousands.  Senator  Habbis  recites  his  record,  and 
although  not  making  any  reference  to  1930,  he  virtually  says  that  he 
stands  on  his  record  and  that  it  la  for  the  people  to  aay  when  the  tlma 
comes  what  they  think  of  his  efforts  and  achievementa. 

Some  outside  observers  who  have  covered  Georgia  in  recent  months 
report  that  'ISeh'ator  Habbis  Is  strong  with  the  people,  and  although 
without  a  "machine"  and  not  Intimately  aUIed  with  any  political  fac- 
tion or  group  there  la  every  Indication  that  he  will  continue  to  repre- 
sent Georgia  In  the  Senate.  •  •  •  The  Thomasville  Tlmes-Enter- 
prtae  says  the  race  for  Georgia's  governor  and  Senator  la  In  the  niak< 
Ing  for  next  year,  but  that  there  la  no  chance  to  beat  Habbib,  a  thought 
which  has  been  echoed  far  and  wide  by  both  dally  and  weekly  paper* 
In  Georgia. 

Senator  Habbis  has  been  particularly  active  In  behalf  of  tbe  farmer. 
He  Is  tlie  second  ranking  Democrat  on  the  Senate  .Appropriations  Com- 
mittee, which  passes  upon  every  dollar  appropriated  by  tbe  Federal 
Government.  It  happens  that  there  Is  little  party  strife  when  It  comes 
to  appropriations,  and  the  senior  Georgia  Senator  Is  la  a  atrlklagly 
strong  position  to  get  what  he  asks  from  the  departments  and  officials 
In  Washington,  although  of  opposite  political  faiths.  He  has  not  evaded 
an  Isaue  presented  since  he  took  his  seat.  His  record  of  attendance  at 
the  sessions  Is  almost  perfect.  He  has  been  conspicuous  In  securing 
legislation  to  restrict  immigration  and  occupies  the  ai-cond  ranking  posi- 
tion on  the  Senate's  Immigration  Committee.  Another  of  hia  com- 
mittee assignments  has  to  do  with  commerce,  which  la  helpful  to  a 
State  with  such  a  large  number  of  harbora  and  riven. 

Doubtless  one,  If  not  the  supreme,  reason  for  Senator  Habbib'* 
strong  following  with  the  rank  and  file  of  the  people  is  his  capacity  for 
personal  and  individual  serrice.  That  la  referred  to  In  a  recent  edi- 
torial of  the  Augusta  Chronicle  : 

"  We  doubt  If  there  is  a  Senator  who  gets  cloaer  to  his  people  ta 
rendering  the  high  type  of  peraonal  service  than  Senator  HABBta.  No 
constituent  is  ao  humble  but  whose  request  for  information  or  assist- 
ance Is  attended  to  with  the  same  punctilious  care  and  promptneaa  a* 
the  most  powerful  person  In  the  Commonwealth.  Certainly  a  Senator 
who  has  lesponded  to  the  needs  of  the  great  masii  of  people  and  who 
ranks  high  with  hia  coUeagues  and  with  the  administration  is  deserv- 
ing of  the  unanimous  indorsement  of  his  constituents." 

In  a  personal  way  Tennesseans  have  an  interest  In  Senator  Uabbi*, 
for  he  married  the  daaghter  of  Qen.  Joe  Wbeeler  and  has  visited  Chat- 
tanooga frequently.  He  has  always  cooperated  with  Tenneasee  Benatora 
and  Representatives,  and  his  work  with  the  late  Oordcm  Lee  and  tbe 
present  Bepresentatlves,  M.  C.  Tabvkb  and  Thomas  M.  Bblx,  has 
meant  much  to  the  people  of  North  Georgia. 

REVISION   Cfr  THV  TAKDT 

The  Senate,  as  In  CTommittee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  H.  2967)  to  provide  revenoe.  to 
regulate  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  In- 
dustries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  pending  question  b^ng  on  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  Shobtwdoe.  in  paragraph  19,  page  7,  line  12,  to  amend  the 
amendment  of  the  committee  by  striking  out  "  8%  "  and  insert- 
ing "  8,"  so  as  to  read : 

Casein  or  laetarene  and  mixtures  of  which  casein  or  lactarene  Is  tha 
component  material  of  chief  value,  not  specially  prorided  for,  8  cent* 
per  pound. 

Mr.  BLAINE  resumed  and  concluded  the  speech  begun  by  him 
on  yesterday,  which  follows  entixm. 
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Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  approach  this  question 
as  to  a  rate  upon  a  so-called  farm  product  ideatically  as  I  shall 
approach  the  industrial  sf^ednles. 

I  ana  convinced  that  the  fault  that  Is  in  the  tariff  biU  Is  not 
with  respect  to  agricultural  rates,  whether  or  not  they  are  too 
low  or  too  high,  but  it  is  with  the  Industrial  rates  which  make 
the  cost  of  fanning  extremely  high.  So  I  am  going  to  ap- 
proach the  proposition  from  the  standpoint  of  whetho*  or  not 
the  facts  justify  an  increase  or  decrease  in  the  tariff  rate  on 
this  particular  Item. 

I  need  not  discuss  the  processes  by  which  casein  is  made.  I 
want  to  state,  however,  that  the  uses  of  casein  are  somewhat 
varied.  Seventy-flve  per  cent  or  more  of  the  domestic  produc- 
tion, plus  the  imported  casein,  g^ie»  Into  the  paper  Industry,  and 
Is  used  in  the  manufacturing  of  what  Is  known  as  casein-coated 
paper.  I  think  the  next  most  Important  use  is  in  the  veneering 
industry,  casein  making  a  very  si>lendld  glue  that  is  waterproof, 
and  therefore  very  desirable  In  the  Industry  engaged  in  wood 
v«neerfng.  Other  uses  are  such  as  the  making  of  powders  for 
insecticides  and  medldnal  uses.  It  is  used  somewhat  in  paint 
mixtures,  and  there  are  one  or  two  minor  uses.  The  output 
of  casein,  therefore,  must  find  its  field  largely  In  the  paper 
Industry. 

In  the  treatment  of  this  subject  I  can  very  readily  appre- 
ciate that  a  high  or  excessive  tariff  rate  would  destroy  the  casein 
Industry,  exactly  as  sue*  rate  destroyed  the  peanut-oU  in- 
dustry when  the  tariff  was  Increased  to  4  per  cent  I  recall 
that  before  that  increase  of  the  tariff  on  peanut  oil,  something 
like  107,000,000  pounds  were  used  in  the  United  SUtes.  I  have 
the  figures  here  somewhere. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  was  not  that  due  directly 
to  the  free  importations  from  the  Philippine  I.slands? 

^r.  BLAINE.  I  had  not  finishetl  my  statement.  That  was 
reduced  to  about  13,000,000  pounds,  which  was  due  largely  to 
the  fact  that  the  price  was  too  high  for  the  soap-making  in- 
dustry, and  not  necessarily  to  any  importations  from  the  Philip- 
pine Islanda. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  wUI  the  Senator 
TleM? 

Mr.  BLAINB.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Was  it  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
tariff  was  too  high,  or  that  the  soap  people  were  able  to  find 
other  8oap-pit>daclng  fkts  which  they  could  bring  in  under  the 
fm  list? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  soap  manufacturers  were  able  to  obtain 
a  cheaper  suhiMtute  and  thereby  the  peauut-oil  industry  was 
practically  destroyed. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Could  they  not  have  fixed  that  by 
potting  a  tariff  on  the  other  fats  coming  in? 

Mr.  BLAINB.  It  was  not  done.  I  am  telling  what  happens 
when  theae  readjustments  come.  The  same  is  true  with  respect 
to  soybean  oil.  As  a  soapmaking  oil.  its  usefulness  has  practi- 
cally been  destroyed  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  the  increase  in 
the  tariff  rate  pat  It  beyond  the  possibility  of  soap  manufac- 
turers Imyiag  It,  and  they  In  turn  sought  substitutes  for  soy- 
bean oU. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Lou- 
isiana? 

Mr.  BLAINB.    I  yieid. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Ls  it  not  a  fact  that  if  we  put  $5  a  gallon 
on  any  vegetable  oil  produced  In  this  country  it  would  not  affect 
the  price  at  all  when  100  per  cent  of  the  coconut  oil  Imported 
into  tlM  country  comes  from  the  Philippines  and  does  not  pay 
one  cent  of  duty? 

Mr.  BLAINB.  I  do  not  want  to  be  led  aside  from  the  point 
I  am  making.  What  I  have  stated  are  facts.  Those  facts  have 
been  deduced  from  certain  circumstances  which  I  believe  can 
not  be  controverted.  We  had  a  similar  situation  when  In  1926 
the  tariff  on  batter  was  Increased  from  8  to  12  cents.  What 
was  the  result?  It  shifted  the  production  of  butter  in  Canada 
to  the  production  of  cheese.  The  result,  of  course,  was  that  the 
Canadian  Importations  of  butter  fell  off,  but  the  Canadian 
importations  of  cheese  following  the  year  when  the  increased 
rate  on  butter  took  effect  were  something  like  iri,000,000  pounds 
over  and  above  the  year  1926.  So  in  the  adjustment  or  readjust- 
ment of  the  tariff  rates  as  affecting  agricultural  products  and 
especially  dairy  products  we  must  proceed  with  extreme  care  or 
we  will  do  an  injustice  and  an  Injury  to  the  agricultural 
interests. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  But  suppose  we  were  to  raise  the  rate 
on  cheese  aa  we  did  on  the  other  products  of  dairying,  bow  could 
they  ever  invade  the  market? 
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Hr.  BLAINE.  I  am  speaking  of  what  was  done  and  the  con- 
seioences  that  followed.  When  we  get  to  the  subject  of  cheesa 
or  the  paragraph  Involving  cheese  I  shall  make  a  statement  on 
thif  subject.  1  prefer  not  to  do  it  now.  That  will  not  change 
th(»  circumstances  I  have  described  nor  the  results  that  flow 
fn  >ra  the  fact.s  which  I  have  stated. 

The  same  situation,  in  my  (pinion,  Is  going  to  develop  with  re- 
sp«ct  to  the  casein  industry  If  we  impose  a  tariff  rate  as  high 
as  8  cents  a  pound.  I  shall  endeavor  to  dnnonstrate  that 
pr  >position. 

Irst  I  want  to  suggest  that  the  casein  industry  Is  not  a 
industry.  It  is  more  of  a  hit-and-miss  proposition,  and 
rily  so.  When  we  consider  that  there  is  something  like 
•,000,000  pounds  of  skimmed  milk  pro<lnf  ed  in  this  conn- 
we  can  very  readily  appreciate  that  it  is  utterly  unthinkable 
th^t  we  can  use  all  of  that  skimmed  milk  in  the  production  of 
ca«ln  or  powdered  skimmed  milk.  It  would  be  utterly  Impos- 
sille.  There  would  be  no  market  for  the  product,  and  If  we 
uidertook  to  stimulate  the  production  of  casein  or  powdercl 
skmmed  milk  to  absorb  the  entire  10,000.000.000  pounds  of 
sk  mmeil  milk  we  would  ruin  every  individual  that  entered  the 
in<lu8try  and  would  bring  disaster  upon  the  dairy  Industry,  and 
I  '  rtll  tell  Senators  why. 

Hr.  HOWELL.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
coisin  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

At.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

tfr.  HOWELL.  I  simply  want  to  suggest  to  the  Senator 
thit  when  he  speaks  of  10,000.000,000  pounds  of  skimmed  milk, 
thit  is  the  amount  which  is  wasted  and  unaccounted  for  in 
thp  country.    It  is  not  our  production. 

r.  BLAINE.     That  only  Increases  our  difficulty. 

r.    HOWELL.     Ten     billion     p«junds     is     the    quantity     of 

mmed  milk  that  Is  unaccounted  for  and  probably  wasted  in 
country  annually. 

r.  SMOOT.     It  is  not  wasted.    I  think  it  is  fed  more  likely 
to(  hogs  and  calves.     If  we  took  it  all  to  make  cas^ein  what 
Id  we  lose  on  that  score? 

r.  BLAINE.  The  Senator  is  mistaken,  I  believe, 
r.  HOWELL.  May  I  just  add  that  the  testimony  showed 
t  after  accounting  for  what  is  fed  and  after  accounting  for 
t  is  used  for  powdered  skimmed  milk  and  for  casein  then 
■e  is  10,000,000,000  pounds  unaccounted  for  and  probably 
ted.  That  was  the  testimony  before  the  committee, 
r.  BLAINE.  Let  me  clear  up  the  situation.  It  is  assumed 
thfere  are  10.000,000,000  pounds  of  skimme*!  milk  that  goes  to 
waste.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  that  is  excessive,  for 
th  8  reason:  There  are  from  110.000.000,000  to  120,000.000,000 
pcands  of  whole  milk  produceti  in  the  country.  A  large  por- 
tion of  that  milk — about  one-half — is  used  as  liquid  milk  upon 
the  farm  and  In  the  household.  A  certain  amount — about 
5C  ,000,000,000  pounds — goes  into  the  production  of  butter. 

It  is  only  in  the  butter  industry  that  we  have  the  by-pnxluct 
of  skimmed  milk.  The  most  of  the  skimmed  milk,  resulting 
fr>n\the  manufacture  of  butter,  is  retainwl  upon  the  farm  and 
fel  to  the  young  stock.  Every  forward-looking  farmer  to-day, 
every  prosperous  farmer  in  the  dairy  regions  of  our  country 
usually  feeds  skimmed  milk  to  his  livest<x-k,  his  calves,  and  his 
h<gs,  becatise  that  is  the  most  profitable  use  to  which  it  can 
be  put. 

But  there  is  no  necessity  of  a  dispute  respecting  the  quantity 
of  skimmed  milk.  If  we  undertook  to  manufacture  into  casein 
or  powdered  skimmed  milk  all  of  the  skimmed  milk  that  is 
al  eged  to  go  to  waste  to-day  there  would  be  no  market  for  it. 
T  lere  would  be  no  outlet  for  It.  Therefore  we  can  produce 
c«  sein  only  to  a  certain  extent,  and  that  extent  comprises  uses 
to  which  casein  Is  ordinarily  applied  under  present  conditions. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit 
m;  to  interrupt  right  there? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Very  well. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  Invite  the  Senator's  attention  to 
these  facts,  which,  perhaps,  he  has  alread.v  had  before  him. 
Ii  the  first  six  mcmths  of  this  year  imports  amounted  to 
li  .252,719  pounds,  which  would  indicate  that  these  imports 
w  11  exceed  all  former  records.  At  a  time  when  experts  of 
the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  estimate  that 
mare  than  10,000.000.000  pounds  of  skim  milk  is  annually 
wisted,  we  are  Importing  enough  casein  to  displace  933.33.3,S33 
p(unds  of  skimme<l  milk.  Sound  public  policy  should  make  it 
p<88ible  for  the  domestic  product  to  be  utilized.  Our  wasted 
si  Immed  milk 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  want  to  be  interrupted 
to  the  extent  of  a  speech. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Very  well.  I  shall  not  Interrupt  the 
S  nator  any  more.  I  suffered  interruptions  from  the  Senator 
ai  ain  and  again.    I  never  hesitated  to  yield  to  him. 
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Mr.  BLAINE.    I  am  sorry  the  Senator  takes  offense. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  do  not  take  c^enae,  but  I  shall  not 
tnteiTupt  the  Senator  any  more. 

Mr.  BLAINEI  I  do  not  like  to  be  interrupted  by  the  Senator 
reading  from  some  document  or  some  argument  I  am  willing 
he  should  make  that  argument  in  his  own  tinae. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  It  Is  not  argument  It  Is  a  statement 
of  fact,  but  the  Senator  apparently  does  not  want  to  hear  the 

fftcts 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  am  sorry  the  Senator  takes  offense  or  takes 

umbnure  at  my  statement. 

There  is  no  question  but  what  some  eighteen  or  twenty  mil- 
lion iwunds  of  casein  are  imported  into  the  United  States,  but 
If  we  kept  all  of  that  ca.sein  out  of  the  United  States  we  would 
only  use  a  very  small  psrtion  of  the  skimmed  milk  in  replacing 
the  casein  by  dcmestic  production.  But  I  am  not  opposed  to 
keeping  that  out  of  the  United  States.  I  am  In  favor  of  keeping 
that  casein  out  of  the  United  States,  but  I  am  not  in  favor  of 
a  tariff  rate  that  will  stimulate  the  substitution  of  other  mate- 
rial for  casein.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  shifting  production  in 
forei^  countries  to  the  production  of  another  dairy  product  in 
competition  with  American  products. 

As  I  showed  just  a  few  moments  ago,  the  shifting  of  pn^duc- 
tion  from  butter  to  cheese  in  Canada  under  tlie  increased  rate 
of  4  per  cent  caused  a  tremendous  depression  In  the  entire 
cheese-production  area  in  our  country.  The  losses  to  the  pro- 
ducers of  milk  which  went  Into  the  cheese  production  ranged 
into  millions  of  dollars,  and  there  was  not  a  single  dollar  of 
benefit  that  came  to  the  American  dairyman  because  of  that  4 
per  cent  increase  except  In  two  or  three  border  States  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 
Mr.  BLAINB.    I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  unduly 
the  splendid  address  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  He  has 
given  a  great  deal  of  study  to  the  matter  of  casein,  and, 
coming  from  one  of  the  greatest  casein -producing  States  in  the 
Union,  of  course,  his  judgment  is  entitled  to  a  great  deal  of 
consideration.  I  am  heartily  in  accord  with  what  he  has  said 
about  getting  the  tariff  too  high. 

I  simply  want  to  call  his  attention  to  the  Argentine  situa- 
tion. Down  there  the  production  varies  so  much  as  50  per  cent 
In  a  year.  It  is  entirely  seasonal.  Years  when  they  have  lots 
of  pasture  they  have  a  great  deal  of  skimmed  milk,  and  other 
years  they  do  not  have  so  much.  We  would  have  to  adopt  a 
tariff  on  casein  that  would  stabilize  the  market  in  the  lean 
years  or  in  the  years  of  limited  production  in  the  Argentine. 
The  same  argument  will  apply  to  butter. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  Senator's  argument  may  be  sound,  but 
when  there  was  a  depression  in  casein  prices  in  the  Argentine 
there  was  a  depression  all  over  the  world.  That  was  the 
trouble.  It  was  not  due  to  poor  pastures  or  good  pastures.  The 
depression  existed  everywhere  in  the  dairy  industry,  perhaps 
somewhat  greater  in  Argentina. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me.  I 
should  like  to  read  from  one  of  the  largest  manufacturers  of 
casein  in  the  United  States,  located  at  San  Francisco.  I  with- 
hold his  name,  however.    He  said : 

The  Argentine  prodactlon  of  casein  Is  Roverned  entirely  by  the 
weather  conditions  and  the  cheese  market.  During  a  period  of  drought 
the  prodactlon  will  sometimes  fall  oflf  over  50  per  cent,  and  on  the 
other  hand  during  a  good  season  it  may  increase  25  per  cent  to  50  per 
cent  above  normal.  At  some  times  the  grazing  lands  dry  up  to  such  an 
extent  that  a  number  of  the  creameries  close  down  entirely  for  the 
season.  We  should  say  for  a  fact  that  the  weather  conditions  in  the 
Argentine  are  the  greatest  Influencing  factors  on  the  market  than  any 
others. 

Therefore,  when  there  is  a  drought  In  the  Argentine  the  price  of 
casein  "  skyrockets  "  up  to  a  considerable  degree,  and  then  when  they 
have  a  good  season  they  ship  enormous  quantities  of  casein  to  this 
country.  When  there  is  such  a  drought  in  the  Argentine  and  the  prices 
advance  here,  the  domestic  producers  are  stimulated  Into  production, 
and  the  moment  the  Argentine  resumes  large  shipments  the  production 
here  starts  to  decline  and  In  many  cases  the  domestic  plants  discon- 
tinue entirely.  It  is  abs^utely  impossible  for  a  domestic  producer  to 
compete  witb  the  Argentine  casein  when  they  have  an  ample  supply 
down  there,  as  they  will  keep  reducing  their  prices  to  move  tbelr  goods, 
until  there  Is  no  longer  any  profit  in  It  for  tbe  domestic  producer.  We 
should  say  that  the  Argentine  mills  can  reduce  their  prices  to  as  low 
as  7  or  8  cents  per  pound,  and  still  make  a  profit,  whereas  our  creamerieA 
begin  to  lose  money  when  casein  drops  below  13  to  14  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  whoever  wrote  that  article 
evidently  does  not  have  a  very  clear  nnderstanding  at  dairy 


production  In  Argentina.  I  want  to  suggest  to  tfie  Seziator  that 
In  Argentina  ttiere  is  {tactically  tmly  one  use  to  which  skimmed 
milk  Is  applied.  Argentina  produces  butter;  Argentina  Is  a 
limited  hog-producing  country.  Argentina  does  not  produce 
dairy  cattle  for  exportation  and  scarcely  for  Its  own  use.  Arjcen- 
tina  does  not  feed  young  calves  and  pigs,  as  do  American  farm- 
ers, because  the  people  do  not  have  them.  Practically  all  of  the 
vrtiole  milk  of  Argentina  Is  used  In  the  production  of  butter. 

The  result,  of  course,  therefore,  is  that  the  people  of  Argentina 
have  a  very  large  quantity  of  skimmed  milk  on  their  hands,  and 
no  matter  how  dry  their  sea.«on  may  l)o,  bow  their  feed  or 
pastures  may  be  depleted,  jret  they  have  millions  upon  millions 
of  pounds  of  skimmed  milk  out  of  which  to  manufacture  casein. 
So  the  manufacture  of  casein  in  Argentina  does  not  depend  upon 
weather  conditions  at  alL  Argentina  could  produce  all  the 
casein  that  is  used  In  this  country  during  any  season,  notwith- 
standing droughts  and  other  unfortunate  circumstances  that 
may  have  depleted  their  milk  sup^y. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  Pn^sldent 

The  PRESIDING   OFFICER     Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
con.sin  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 
Mr.  BLAINB.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  As  I  understand  the  Sena- 
tor's argument  in  reply  to  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from 
California,  first  of  all,  he  believes  that  there  is  such  a  thing  as 
overreaching  iwrotection  that  destroys  an  industry  that  is  sought 
to  be  protected ;  and  there  is  such  a  thing  as  overreaching  pro- 
tection to  the  point  of  destroying  other  Industries  which  may  de- 
pend upon  certain  products  In  order  to  carry  on? 

Mr.  BLAINB.  My  reply  to  the  Senator  is  that  it  Is  not  that 
I  think  they  overreach  protect iwi ;  I  think  they  destroy  im^ 
tectlon. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.     By  putting  the  rate  so  high, 
overreaching  rates,  they  destroy  the  very  principle  of  protection. 
Mr.  BLAINE.    They  destroy  the  very  principle  of  protection 
and  the  very  purpose  of  the  protective  policy. 
Mr.  WAL8H  of  Mas-sachusetts.     Exactly. 
Mr.  BLAINE.     I  think  that  has  been  demonstrated  by  the 
few  cases  I  have  cited  here  this  afternoon  as  applied  to  the 
dairy  interests  and  also  to  the  production  of  certain  vegetable 
oils. 

Mr.  President  I  am  willing  to  propose  a  rate  on  casein  that 
win  be  protective,  that  will  encourage  the  Industry,  but  not 
destroy  the  industry.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  will  follow 
alleged  farm  leaders  who  appear  before  C^mgress  and  commit- 
tees and  whose  hands  are  in  practically  every  tariff  grab  bag 
before  Conpress.  I  am  not  going  into  that:  now,  but  Senators 
will  find  the  same  so-called  farm  leaders  In  a  complete  and 
harmonious  cooperation  with  the  Southern  Tariff  Association, 
American  Taxpayers'  I^eajrue,  and  other  organizations  of  this 
country  that  are  determined  to  Jack  up  Industrial  rates,  joining 
hand  in  hand  with  them  and  marching  with  them.  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, such  leaders  do  not  represent  the  great  agricultural  or 
dairy  interests  of  this  country.  They  misrepresent  those  inter- 
ests, and  before  we  get  thronj^  with  the  Investigation  which  is 
proceeding  I  believe  we  shall  be  able  to  bring  out  in  the  open 
that  practically  all  of  these  so-called  representatives  of  the 
farm  interests  are  joined  together  with  other  interests  seeking 
increased  tariff  rates,  Industrial  and  mining.  I  could  mention 
.some  of  those  connections  now,  but  it  is  not  material  to  this 
discussion. 

I  therefore  prefer  to  follow  the  men  back  home  who  under- 
stand these  questions,  the  men  who  have  followed  the  plow, 
who  have  built  up  our  dairy  Industry,  not  swivel-chair  gentle- 
men, not  the  editors  of  certain  so-called  farm  journals,  not  the 
hlgh-hattera  in  the  dairy  movement  but  the  men  who  know  our 
cooperative  and  individual  dairy  Interests;  the  ownere  of  little 
cheese  factories,  whether  individuals  or  cooperatives;  the  own- 
ers of  small  creameries,  whether  Individuals  or  ci>operfltives. 
I  think  I  understand  them.  Those  are  the  men  whose  advice, 
because  of  their  experience  and  their  understanding,  Is  valuable 
to  me  in  coming  to  a  decision  upon  some  of  these  rates. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  it  is  very  possible  to  arrive 
at  a  rate  that  will  be  protective  but  not  destructive,  and  I  shall 
discuss  that  proposition  for  just  a  few  moments.  I  Intend  In 
fact  to  propose  an  amendment  striking  out  the  3%  PC  ce"^  <*"ty 
and  proposing  a  duty  of  5  cents  a  pound.  I  wish  to  give  my 
reasons  for  taking  that  position. 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER     Does  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  if  the  views  he  is  ex- 
pressing are  the  views  of  the  dairy  interests  of  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  did  not  catrtj  the  question,  being  diverted 
for  a  moment 
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ilr.  HOWELL.  May  I  ask  If  the  views  the  Senator  has  «- 
pr«9t«ed  respecting  the  rate  on  casein  are  the  views  of  the  dairy 
interests  of  Wlnt-onsln? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Outside  of  certain  gentlemen  who  do  not  speak 
for  the  dairy  Interests  of  Wisconsin.  I  wiU  say  y€«. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  May  I  ask  what  parUcnlar  dairy  Interest  the 
Senator  is  quoting. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  do  not  need  to  quote  the  dairy  interests  of 
Wisconsin.  I  hare  lived  with  them  for  over  half  a  century ;  I 
have  lived  a  part  of  the  life  of  those  people  of  my  State  and  I 
know  their  views. 

The  Tariff  C«»mmlHHion  made  a  rep* 'rt  on  casein  In  compliance 
with  a  petltltm  which  was  KUbmitted  purxuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  315  of  the  n^xible-tariff  law.  In  that  report  we  find 
the  inversion  cotits  set  forth  on  page  10.  Table  7.  The  dome»- 
tlc  coMt  per  pound  at  converting  skim  milk  Into  casein  is  given. 
The  records  of  16  companies  were  In^^ected  and  the  commission 
arrived  at  this  flnding: 

Th«  total  cooTer«»wn  ci»t  of  produdog  1  potwd  of  esMlo  to  |0.046«. 

In  this  compilation  no  intt^rest  actually  paid  or  Interest  on 
capital  Invented  or  emiHoyed  in  the  business  has  been  Included. 

The  commission  almo  found  the  conversion  cost  of  casein  In 
Argentina.  They  arrived  at  their  conclusion  from  the  figures 
furnished  by  the  records  of  only  five  companies.  The  wmver- 
slon  ct«t  of  producing  one  pound  of  casein  was  10.0837.  or  3.37 
centH.  and  no  ai»owancf  wa»  made  for  Interest  ipaid  or  Interest 
on  capital  Invested  or  employed  In  the  business.  The  figures 
show  the  conversion  cost  as  between  the  domestic  production 
and  the  Argentine  production.  Argentine  is  the  main  competitor 
of  America  In  the  pnidnctlon  of  casein. 

I  now  come  to  tlie  n»etho<l9  that  were  used  by  the  commission 
in  Its  attnnpt  to  arrive  at  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  produc- 
ing In  the  United  States  and  in  the  principal  competing 
country. 

Mr.  OILLETT.  Mr  I^resident.  will  the  Senator  allow  me  to 
ask  hhn  a  question  there? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  frwn  Wis- 
consin vield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  do. 

Mr.  OILLETT.  Do  the  figures  quoted  represent  the  cost  of 
producing  the  same  quality  of  cajsein  here  and  in  Argentina? 
I  wonder  If  anything  is  shown  as  to  the  quality. 

Mr,  BLAINK  I  rather  assume  that  the  quality  of  the  Amer- 
ican casein  at  the  time  the  investigation  was  made  perhaps 
was  not  up  to  the  standard  of  the  .Argentine  prtxluot,  but  since 
then  the  quality  of  the  American  product  has  approached,  if  not 
equaled  and  perhaps  exceeded,  the  quality  of  the  Ai^ntine 
product.  In  the  production  of  casein  there  would  be  no  en- 
hanced cost  invoIve<I  in  converting  the  skim  milk  into  casein 
because  of  Improved  methods.  If  there  was  any  result  from  the 
adoption  of  improved  methods  it  would  be  a  reduction  In  the 
cost  of  production. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  So  that  the  figures  the  Senator  has  given 
apply  to  the  same  quality  of  product? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  assume  so,  with  the  explanation  given 
by  me. 

I  made  some  calculation  upon  the  basis  of  the  testimony  that 
is  before  us  and  with  the  domestic  conversion  cost  of  4.68  cents. 
We  have  the  freight  to  l>e  added  to  that  from  St.  Paul  to  New 
Tork,  St.  Paul  being  the  concentration  point  of  casein  produc- 
tion by  the  dairy  interests  in  that  region.  The  freight  rate  is 
87  cents  a  hundred  pounds,  or  10.0067  per  pound.  The  cost, 
therefore.  I«ld  down  in  New  Tork  is  5JX  cents.  The  freight  rate 
from  New  Tork  to  Kalamaaoo.  Mich. — and  I  use  Kalamasoo  be- 
canae  It  la  one  of  the  regions  where  a  large  portion  of  casein  is 
used  In  the  paper  industry — Is  48  cents  a  hundred  pounds.  That 
mettns,  as  I  explained,  bat  I  repeat  It,  to  make  my  statement 
crmnected,  that  the  larger  portion  of  the  casein  produced  in  the 
States  to  which  I  have  referred — Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and 
Iowa — has  not  been  fnlly  processed.  It  Is  shipped  to  New  Tork. 
There  It  Is  redrled.  refronnd,  and  refined ;  snd  that  Is  ths  casein 
that  seUs  for  1&%  to  16  cents  per  pound.  That  is  the  spot-cash 
price  of  casein  In  New  Tork  after  this  refining  process  Is  gone 
through. 

We  will  assume,  then,  that  that  casein  Is  shipped  back  to 
Ohio,  where  it  Is  used  In  the  paper  Indnstrj,  or  to  Mldiigan. 
I  have  used  the  Kalamasoo  coaimunlty  for  lUnstratlon.  That 
makes  the  cost  of  American  casein  In  KsIsbmisoo  OMW  cents,  or 
6  cents  and  three  one-hundredths  of  a  cent  per  pound.  This  Is 
independent  of  interest  chargea.  Interest  on  Investment,  selling 
price,  profits  In  manufacturing,  or  profits  In  refining,  just  the 
bare  conversion  cost  plus  transportation. 

Now.  take  Argentina.  The  domestic  conversion  cost,  as  has 
heen  shown  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  is  8.73  cents.  The  Tariff 
Coounission  has  also  retorted,  as  the  fact  appears  to  be,  that 
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I  great  portion  of  the  Argentine  ca.seln  Is  produced  100  or  200 
niles  back  from  the  exporting  port.  It  was  found  that  the 
cartage  and  rail  freight  from  factory  to  ship  averaged  about 
Hght-tenths  of  a  cent  per  poimd.  ocean  freight  about  three- 
enths  of  a  cent  per  pound,  and  export  charges.  in.surance,  coun- 
lelors'  fees,  and  brokerage  an  additional  three-tenths  of  a 
sent,  or  a  total  of  those  charges  of  |1.40  per  hundred  pounds, 
jr  1.4  cents  per  pound. 

Adding  those  costs,  leaving  out  the  same  items  that  are  left 
jut  with  respect  to  the  domestic  pro<luctlon — Interest  charges, 
jelling  costs,  and  refining  c«»8t»— that  brings  the  cost  of  Argen- 
ine  casein  to  5.18  cents  per  pound  in  New  York.  Adding  the 
'relght  at  the  rate  of  48  cents  per  hundred  p<jnnds,  the  cost 
>f  Argentine  casein  would  be  0.01  cents  laid  down  in  Kala- 
naaoo. 

Now  I  want  to  discuss  one  other  element.  I  have  not  In- 
cluded the  value  of  Argentina  skimmed  milk.  The  Tariff  Com- 
nisslon  was  unable  to  ascertain  the  value  of  skimmed  milk 
here. 

Mr.  WATSON.  That  is  to  say,  the  value  of  skimmed  milk 
n  the  Argentine? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  They  were  unable  to  find  the  value  of  skimmed 
milk  in  Argentina,  or.  for  that  matter,  in  the  United  States. 

Skimmed  milk  has  practically  no  commertlal  vulue.  Its  value 
IS  a  feed  for  stock  on  the  farm,  among  the  farmers,  is  popu- 
arly  known  to  be  about  as  follows:  One  hundred  pounds  of 
ikimmed  milk  is  worth  about  one-half  bushel  of  corn.  There- 
fore its  value  would  be  determined  upon  the  value  of  com; 
put  If  fed  properly.  If  rationetl  properly.  Its  value  then  Is  en- 
hanced to  that  of  a  bushel  of  com  on  the  farm.  Now.  of  course, 
that  varies.  Therefore  the  only  place  in  America  where 
ikimmed  milk  has  any  commercial  value  is  at  the  large  con- 
[«ntrating  points  of  milk  distributors. 

Take,  for  instance,  the  city  of  Madison,  in  my  own  State: 
[  think  there  is  one  large  milk  distributor  there  who  gathers 
he  milk  from  about  the  country  and  distributes  It  for  that 
dty.  The  fiow  is  variable.  He  has  contracted  to  take  all  the 
milk,  but  the  flow  of  milk  is  not  the  same  every  day  or  every 
greek.  There  is  a  great  variation ;  and  so  there  are  times  when 
iiat  milk  distributor  has  large  quantities  of  whole  milk  upon 
lis  hands.  It  Is  skimmed.  The  cream  if  soured  Is  made  Into 
ratter.  When  sweet  the  milk  is  also  skimmed  for  the  purpose 
>f  obtaining  sweet  cream  to  be  distributed  to  users.  So  that 
he  distributor  has  some  quantity  of  skimmed  milk. 
[  That  skimmed  milk  can  be  purchased,  and  It  represents  a 
Value  of  about  25  c«it8  per  can.  A  can  of  milk  weighs  80 
)ounds.  That  means  that  100  pounds  of  skimmed  milk  is 
vorth  about  30  cents.  But  farmers  will  not  buy  It  at  that 
rate.  They  do  not  want  to  buy  It  at  all,  excepting  now  and 
hen,  because  they  must  go  to  the  trouble  of  receiving  it,  which 
idds  to  its  cost,  and  they  can  not  get  It  regularly.  Moreover, 
t  can  not  be  obtained  In  regular,  stable  quantities.  It  Is 
ntermlttent;  and  therefore  there  Is  practically  no  commercial 
ralue  for  skimmed  milk.  Therefore,  to  all  Intents  and  purposes, 
iklmmed  milk  Is  a  by-product  In  the  process  of  the  milk  dls- 
Tlbutors  and  In  the  jH-ocess  of  the  manufacturing  of  butter, 
mless  the  ndlk  Is  skimmed  at  the  farm  and  the  cream  alone 
delivered. 

That  leaves  a  quantity  of  skimmed  milk  without  a  market 
and  without  a  commercial  value.  It  Is  diffl<-ult  to  ascertain 
the  commercial  value  of  skimmed  milk  when  there  is  no  estab- 
ished  market  for  it. 

I  know  Senators  will  appreciate  that  there  can  not  be  an 
established,  regular  market  for  skimmed  milk ;  but  the  com- 
mission. In  endeavoring  to  work  uut  this  problem,  have  taken 
a  certain  formula  in  ascertaining  the  value  of  skimmed  milk, 
and  that  is  their  method  No.  1.  According  to  this  method,  the 
value  of  dtimmed  milk  Is  that  submitted  by  the  manufacturers 
In  the  United  States  and  in  the  Argentine.  It  Is  generally  used 
by  producers  In  the  Argentine  for  their  own  accounting  pur- 


According  to  the  figures  I  have  given,  which  are  official,  tba 
cost  of  Argentine  casein  laid  down  In  Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  with- 
out any  interest  charges  and  without  m-lUng  charges  and  with- 
out refining  costs,  would  be  5.61  cents  per  pound.  The  cost  of 
domestic  casein  would  be  6.08  cents  per  pound  with  thtf  same 
elements  eliminated.  By  the  first  method  rued  by  the  Tariff 
Commission — that  Is,  ascertaining  the  figures  from  the  manu- 
facturers of  casein  In  the  United  States — the  Tariff  Commission 
fixes  the  value  of  skimmed  milk  per  pound  of  casein  as  $0.0470; 
that  Is,  4.7  cents  of  skimmed  milk  used  In  the  production  of  1 
pound  of  casein. 

There  Is  absolutely  no  value  to  skimmed  milk  in  the  Argen- 
tine Republic  except  as  it  is  used  in  the  manufacturing  of 
casein.  It  has  little  value  upon  the  farms.  It  has  little  or  no 
raloe  tot  any  other  purpose  than  the  manufacture  of  ca^^n. 
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There  Is  no  market  for  It.  Therefore,  In  comparison  with  the 
American  production,  I  should  assume  skimmed  milk  at  the 
figure  fixed  by  the  conmalssion. 

That  makes  the  total  cost  at  Kalamasoo,  Mu*.,  of  American 
casein  10.73  cents  per  pound,  and  Argentine  casein  5.61  cents 
per  pound.  In  order  to  meet  the  difference  in  the  two  costs  a 
5<ent  rate  Is  required,  which  would  make  the  cost  of  the 
Argentine  product  at  Kalamasoo  10.61  cents,  or  twelve  one- 
hundredths  of  1  cent  mider  the  cost  of  the  American  casein. 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Mr,  President 

The  PRESIDING  omCBR.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin ylekl  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  want  to  say  that  that  is  based  upon  the  ocm- 
version  cost  with  the  elements  which  I  have  Included. 
I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HOWIO^L.  I  am  afraid  the  Senator  has  not  taken  into 
account  the  farmer's  interests.  This  is  an  agricultural  rate. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  It  Is  the  first  one  we  have  reached.  The 
farmer's  Interest  should  be  taken  into  consideration.  What 
should  he  have  for  the  milk  he  supplies?  That  Is  the  point  the 
Senator  has  not  considered.  Whst  does  it  cost  to  produce  milk 
in  this  country?  What  does  it  cost  to  produce  a  gallon  of 
skimmed  milk  in  this  country? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  am  sure  I  am  unable  to  answer  that,  and 
how  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  can  answer  it  I  can  not  con- 
ceive. There  Is  no  known  method  of  ascertaining  the  cost  of 
skimmed  milk.  I  have  analysed  that.  It  has  a  certain  value 
upon  the  farm  for  feed.  It  has  no  commercial  value  except  In 
the  particular  Instance  I  dted,  and  that  applies  to  the  country 
as  a  whole.  Skimmed  milk  as  such  Is  a  by-product  that  has  no 
particular  market,  and  there  is  no  human  being  who  has  ever 
been  able  to  fix  the  value  of  skimmed  milk.  Farmers  will  not 
take  It  at  30  cents  a  hundred.  Therefore  It  must  be  worth  less 
tlian  30  cents  a  hundred.  If  they  use  It  upon  the  farm,  then, 
of  course,  it  has  its  feeding  value ;  but  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  does  not  want  to  encourage  the  farmers  of  this 
country  to  shift  the  use  of  skimmed  milk  on  the  farm  to  the 
manufacture  either  of  casein  or  powdered  milk.  That  would  be 
the  greatest  Injury,  not  only  to  the  dairy  Industry  but  as  well 
to  those  who  are  producing  the  pork  of  the  Nation. 

The  Senator  asked  where  the  farmer  comes  in.  I  presume 
that  this  5-cent  tariff  tax  would  be  the  tax  in  which  the  farmer 
would  be  Interested.  I  will  answer  the  Senator's  question  before 
I  conclude. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  The  Senator  has  been  talking  about  what  he 
calls  the  commercial  value  of  skimmed  milk.  I  am  talking  about 
the  cost  of  producing  skimmed  milk. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President  It  Is  utterty  Impossible  to  ascer- 
tain the  cost  of  producing  skimmed  milk.  We  can  get  the  figure 
as  to  the  milk  |HX>duction. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  How  much  does  it  cost  to  produce  whole  milk 
per  hundred  pounds  in  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     That  has  not  been  ascertained. 
Mr.  HOWELL.    That  figure  can  be  obtained  from  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    The  cost  varies  in  proportion  to  the  number 
of  farms ;  but  that  does  not  determine  the  cost  of  skimmed  milk- 
Mr.  HOWELU     Just  a  moment.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  will  inform  us  that  the  average  cost 
of  producing  whole  milk  In  this  country  is  about  $2.60  a  hundred. 
Mr.  BLAINE.    Two  dollars  and  sixty-five  cents  a  himdred? 
Mr.  HOWELL.    Yes. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Then  every  dairyman  In  the  State  of  Wis- 
consin, Minnesota,  and  Iowa  would  go  broke  In  a  year,  l>ecause 
he  does  not  get  $2.65  a  hundred  for  his  milk,  either  whole  milk, 
or  when  it  is  used  for  butter  or  cheese,  or  for  any  other  purpose. 
I  doubt  If  the  peak  price  for  whole  milk  ever  exceeds  the  figure 
the  department  gives  as  the  average  cost  of  production.  I 
think  the  amount  the  fanners  receive  for  whole  milk  is  about 
12.40  a  hundred.  They  do  not  receive  quite  that  when  they 
sell  butter  fat,  or  when  they  sell  milk  out  of  which  cheese  is 
made. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  am  not  talking  about  what  they  receive.  I 
am  asking  what  It  costs  to  produce  100  pounds  of  whole  milk. 
That  is  determinable. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  Senator  has  said  It  is  $2.66,  and  that  U 
more  than  the  fanner  gets  for  his  milk. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  That  Is  exactly  what  Is  the  trouble  with 
the  farmer  in  this  cotmtry,  be  has  not  been  getting  the  cost  of 
production  in  the  case  of  a  number  of  his  products. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  merely  Jacking 
up  the  tariff  rates  is  not  going  to  give  the  farmer  a  better  price. 
Mr.  HOWELL.    Just  a  moment 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Let  me  nail  that  down.  When  the  tariff  rate 
on  butter  was  increased  from  8  cents  to  12  cents,  the  price  of 
batter  went  down  an  amount  equal  to  the  total  12-C8nt  rate,  and 


cheese  was  also  depressed  In  the  operation.  Jack  up  the  rates, 
but  that  is  not  going  to  benefit  the  dairy  industries  under  the 
theory  advanced  by  the  Senator.  If  It  were,  then  all  we  would 
need  to  do  would  be  Just  to  fix  the  price  we  think  the  farmers 
ought  to  have,  and  fix  the  rate  accordingly,  and  the  same  as  to 
butter  and  the  same  as  to  cheese,  and  by  a  mere  operation  of 
law,  we  would  Ja<*  up  the  price  of  farm  products.  It  can  not 
be  done.  Does  the  42-ceiJt  rate  on  wheat  Jack  up  the  price  of 
all  the  wheat  produced  in  the  country  42  cents?  Certainly  not 
Does  the  2D  or  26  owt  rate  on  com  have  that  effect?  Cer- 
tainly not  ^^. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  This  Is  a  product  as  to  which  It  Is  possible 
to  make  a  tariff  rate  effective.  We  consume  about  42,000.000 
pounds  of  casein  s  year  In  this  country. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  want  to  Intermpt  the 
Senator,  but  It  Is  five  minutes  to  6  o'dock.  and  I  observe  that 
the  Senator  Is  about  to  start  upon  his  own  speech,  an<i  I  want 
to  conclude  Of  course,  the  theory  of  protection  Is  the  fixing 
of  a  rate  that  will  meet  the  difference  in  the  costs  of  production 
at  home  and  abroad,  and  I  am  willing  to  add  to  that  also  that 
there  should  be  a  reasonable  profit 

(At  this  point  Mr.  Blaiioc  yielded  tlie  floor  for  the  day.) 

Thurtday,  Oclober  H,  19t9 

Mr.  BLAINB.  Mr.  President,  when  the  Senate  recessed  on 
yesterday  I  was  discussing  some  formulas  or  methods  by  which 
to  arrive  at  the  difference  between  the  cost  of  production  at 
home  and  abroad  of  casein.  The  Tariff  Commission  In  its  In- 
vestigation of  the  question  used  three  methods.  As  to  the  first 
method  they  c<Mnment  ss  follows: 

By  tbia  metbod  tibe  vAloe  of  sUmm^  milk  Is  that  Mbatfttcd  by  the 
manufactarers  in  the  United  States  and  In  Arsentlna.  It  is  the  method 
generally  nsed  by  prodocen  la  ArseatlBa  for  tbelr  own  aeeoantlag 
parpoMS. 

That  method  Is  too  indefinite  upon  which  to  base  a  condusloa 
that  would  readi  that  which  clearly  ought  to  be  niched. 

As  to  method  2,  the  Tariff  Commis^on  says : 

By  tbis  method  tbe  cost  of  ikimined  milk  U  arrived  at  by  allocattng 
a  portion  of  tbe  cost  of  whole  miik  dlrectlj  to  eaaein  In  tbe  ratio  that 
the  sales  return  from  caMin  bears  to  the  sales  return  from  all  prodvcta. 
Domeatic  costs  ai«  shown  for  all  companies  and  for  those  companies 
which  produced  only  casein  and  its  eaalvalsnt  in  cream  or  a  cream 
product 

Mr.  President,  the  dlflSculty  with  that  method  Is  the  use  of 
the  ratio  that  the  sales  return  from  casein  bears  to  the  sales 
return  from  all  other  iMwluots,  for  this  reason:  The  price  of 
milk  in  Argentina  Is  so  much  lower  than  the  price  of  milk  in 
the  United  States— I  am  speaking  now  rather  of  the  cost  of 
milk— one  may  use  either  expression — that  when  the  high  price 
for  casein  received  by  Argentina  is  used  in  this  method  of  cora- 
putaticm  it  increases  the  cost  of  casrin  jwodnctlon  In  Argentina, 
In  my  opinion,  without  any  Justification  in  fact. 

Milk  values  In  Argentina  are  about  one-half  of  the  milk 
values  In  tbe  United  States.  That  Is  not  absolutely  correct,  but 
it  is  as  correct  as  it  is  possible  to  make  by  way  of  comparison. 
Therefore,  upon  that  assumption,  eliminating  the  ratio  that  the 
sales  return  from  casein  bears  to  the  sales  return  from  all 
products,  we  find  this  result:  The  milk  value  or  the  skimmed 
milk  value  that  goes  Into  the  manufacture  of  Argentina  casein 
under  this  method  should  be  one-half  of  the  skimmed  milk  value 
of  skimnoed  milk  that  goes  Into  the  production  of  cawin  in  the 
domestic  production.  That  results  as  follows:  Under  method 
2,  as  computed  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  the  cost  of  casein — 
that  is,  the  domestic  and  the  Argentina  cost  of  the  production 
of  casein— stands  as  follows: 

For  the  United  States.  Including  all  companies  that  were  ex- 
amined, it  Is  12.18  cents  per  pound  for  casein.  In  Argentina  It 
is  11.11  oenti  per  pound  for  casein.  Eliminating  the  fictitious 
value  of  skimmed  milk  In  the  casein  production  as  taken  bj 
the  Tariff  Gommlaslon.  and  assuming  thst  that  skimmed  milk  Is 
valued  at  one-half  of  the  value  of  the  American  skimmed  milk, 
we  have  this  result :  The  cost  of  production  of  American  casein 
would  be  12.18  cents  per  pound,  and  the  Argentina  production 
cost  would  be  7.78  cents  per  pound.  Tbe  differentlsl  therefore 
Is  4^  cents  per  pound. 

That  method  Is  only  slightly  different  from  the  method  I  dis- 
cussed yesterday.  I  do  not  Int^id  to  go  Into  the  third  method 
tmed  In  the  comparison  of  domestic  and  Argentina  conversion 
cost  of  casein,  because  that  Is  nsed  in  all  methods  to  which  I 
have  referred,  both  in  the  computation  made  by  tbe  Tariff  Com- 
mission and  in  the  computation  that  I  myself  have  made.  I 
therefore  want  to  cwwider  the  two  methods  because  rertaln  dls- 
crepsncies  result  from  them.  The  method  I  described  yesterdsy 
included  transportation  cost  from  the  far-away  places  In  Argen- 
tina to  the  port  from  which  casein  Is  shipped  by  ocean  freight 
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In  the  compntation  by  the  seccwd  method,  which  I  have  Q«ed 
thbi  morning  and  taken  from  the  Tariff  Commission  computa- 
tion, tliat  coat  i«  eliminated  and  only  the  ocean  fr^ht  cost  is 
included.  In  the  method  which  I  used  yesterday  I  eliminated 
entirely  the  Argentine  yalne  of  skimmed  milli;  in  the  method 
which  I  am  discossing  this  morning  I  am  including  the  value  of 
Argentine  skimmed  mlik  at  the  rate  of  one-half  of  the  value  of 
American  skinuned  milk. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  we  must  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  under  the  first  method  I  discussed  it  would  take  a  tariff 
rate  of  5.12  cents  per  pound  to  meet  the  differential  in  cost  of 
production  in  Argentina  and  in  the  United  States.  Under  the 
second  method  u«ed  by  the  Tariff  Commission  and  allying  the 
facts  as  I  have  applied  them  this  morning,  it  would  talce  a  tariff 
rate  of  4.35  cents  per  pound  in  order  to  meet  the  differentiaL 

The  methods  discussed  by  the  Tariff  Commission  related  to 
the  year  1922.  Ttiat  was  seven  years  ago.  There  have  been 
some  changes  during  that  time,  but  I  think  th(^  changes  have  all 
t)een  favorable  to  the  American  production.  Seven  years  ago 
the  quality  of  American  casein  was  not  up  to  the  standard. 
Seven  years  ago  the  cru<lest  methods  were  used  in  the  prodnc- 
tiou  ot  citsein  in  America.  8iuce  then,  however,  there  lias  been  a 
constant  improvement  in  the  machinery  that  is  used  in  the  con- 
version of  skimmed  milk  Into  casein,  and  that  imiMrovement  is 
going  to  ctmtlnne  until  in  this  country  we  will  have  a  very 
highly  perfected  system  for  mauufactiiring  or  processing  casein. 

So  the  differential  of  a  5-cent  tariff  rate  meets  the  pres«it 
situation ;  and  if  we  allow  to  Argentina  some  value  for  skimmed 
milk,  then  4.35  cents  will  meet  the  differential  and  will  flx  the 
tariff  rate.  However,  in  my  opinion — and  it  Is  only  my  opinion — 
sldmmed  milk  in  Arg<rntina  is  of  practically  no  vidne.  It  is 
becoming  of  more  consequence  in  America.  I  am  going  to  dis- 
cuss that  briefly;  but  before  doing  so  I  want  to  answer  the 
question  which  was  propounded  yesterday  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Howell].  He  waiited  to  know  where  the 
farmers  were  getting  in  on  tills.  Well,  I  am  not  sure  where  the 
farmers  are  getting  in  on  this,  but  I  am  sure  as  to  where  they 
ought  to  get  in  on  it 

Mr.  HOWELL.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  wl^h  that  I  might  be  permitted  to  complete 
my  statement  and  then  I  will  subject  myself  to  all  questions 
Senators  may  desire  to  ask. 

In  the  computation  that  I  made  yesterday  there  was  an  allow- 
ance of  4.7  cents  for  skimmed  milk  that  goes  into  the  production 
of  a  pound  of  casein.  The  fanner  certainly  is  entitled  to  that. 
He  ought  to  be  entitled  to  the  5-ceJit-per-pound  rate.  Those  two 
would  give  the  farmer  out  of  his  skimmed  milk  in  round  num- 
bers 29  cents  per  hundred  pounds.  That  is  what  he  ought  to 
receive. 

I  am  going  to  discuss  now  what  he  is  receiving  under  the 
present  tariff  and  what  he  will  receive  under  an  S-cent  tariff 
rate  or  a  K^cent  rate  <Hr  any  other  rate,  be  it  high  or  low. 
To-day  the  farmer  who  sells  his  whole  milk  does  not  receive  a 
single  dollar  or  a  single  penny  for  that  portion  of  the  milk  that 
is  skimmed  milk — not  one  cent.  Milk  contracts  by  those  who 
purchase  milk  for  consumption  in  the  cities — the  milk  distribu- 
tors— are  based  upon  the  butterfat  value,  and  butterfat  value 
excludes  the  skimmed-milk  value  entirely.  So  the  farmer  does 
not  receive  the  benefit  of  his  skimmed  milk  to-day,  no  matter 
what  the  value  thereof  may  be.  He  does  not  receive  the  2^-cent 
tariff  tax  to-day — ^not  one  particle  of  it.  The  processor  receives 
the  benefit  of  that  2H-<«iit  tax,  but  the  farmer  does  not  receive 
it  unless  he  is  the  processor,  t>ecfluse  the  price  of  milk  is  based 
upon  the  price  of  butterfat,  and  the  tariff  proposed  relates  to  a 
by-product,  casein,  which,  of  course,  is  not  butterfat.  It  is  a 
by-product  of  the  process  of  producing  butterfat.  So  the  farmer 
does  not  receive  any  benefit  from  it,  nor  will  the  farmer  receive 
a  single  dollar's  benefit  from  his  skimmed  milk  if  the  tariff  rate 
be  put  at  8  cents  a  pound  as  propu»<ed  by  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mt.  Smobtbidqb],  no  more  than  he  receives  the  benefit 
to-day.  That  benefit  will  go  to  the  processor  exclusively ;  it  will 
go  to  the  milk  distributors  who  may  have  a  surplus  of  whole 
milk  otherwise  used  for  human  consun)i>tion  in  our  cities.  He 
will  still  continue  to  pay  the  farmer  for  his  milk  upon  the  but- 
terfat value.  This  is  almost  essentially  so^  because  butter  fixes 
In  trade  the  value  of  all  other  dairy  products. 

It  has  its  relationship  to  cheese,  to  condensed  milk,  to  all 
processed  milk,  whether  condensed,  evai>orated,  or  powdered.  It 
has  just  the  sajue  relationship  to  ca.sein ;  and  it  is  that  product 
for  which  the  farmer  is  paid.  He  is  not  paid  for  any  portion 
of  his  whole  milk  that  results  eventually  in  skimmed  milk.  The 
farmer,  however,  may  get  an  indirect  l)enefit  from  this  proposal 
to  increase  the  tariff  on  casein.  I  want  to  discuas  just  briefly 
bow  he  may  receive  that  benefit 
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It  will  not  be  a  direct  benefit  The  milk  distributors  who  buy 
whole  milk  for  distribution  will  pay  no  greater  amount  for  milk 
or  no  greater  amount  for  butterfat.  That  is  common  knowl- 
edge; at  least,  it  is  common  knowledge  among  those  who  live 
among  the  dairy  producers  of  our  Nation.  But  there  may  be  an 
indirect  l)eneflt ;  and  I  want  to  de8crit>e  just  briefly  how  the 
farmer  may  receive  that  indirect  benefit 

inere  is  something  new  going  on  in  the  dairy  industry. 
There  is  a  transformation — it  may  be  a  revolution — in  the  in- 
dustry; I  do  not  know.  But  the  large  milk-distributing  plants, 
like  the  Borden  people  and  others,  are  to-day  purchasing  cheese 
warehouses,  butter-stornge  plants,  and  they  are  sending  their 
trucks  out  into  the  country  among  the  cheese  factories  and 
creameries  everywhere,  or  at  least  in  those  States  where  there 
is  the  larger  portion  of  milk  production,  and  they  pay  a  price 
for  whole  milk  upon  the  basis  of  the  value  of  butterfat  Our 
cheese  factories  have  as  a  by-product  only  whey.  Our  coop- 
erative butter  factories  have  as  their  by-product  skimmed  mlllc 
Therefore  they  are  driven  to  the  proposition  that  they  must  go 
out  and  bid  against  the  milk  distributor  and  pay  the  price  for 
whole  milk  that  is  primarily  intended  for  human  consumption  in 
our  cities. 

That  leaves  the  cooperative  creamery  and  the  cooperative 
cheese  factory  and  the  individually  owned  factories,  both  cream- 
ery and  cheese,  in  a  position  where  they  must  utilize  the  by- 
product of  their  industry.  The  butter  factories  must  utilize  the 
skimmed  milk,  and  the  protection  that  may  be  afforded  under 
any  tariff  tax  will  go  to  those  creameries,  thereby  stabilizing 
not  the  price  of  casein  necessarily,  not  necessarily  affecting  the 
price  of  casein,  but.  rather,  stabilizing  the  price  of  liquid  milk, 
which  in  turn  will  save  the  cooperative  creameries  and  cheese 
factories  of  this  country. 

That  is  the  indirect  benefit  that  will  flow  to  the  farmer,  be- 
cause if  these  great  milk-distributing  companies  succeed  in  a 
monopolizaticm  of  the  dairy  product.s  we  may  well  appreciate 
that  as  soon  as  they  have  killed  off  our  creameries  and  our 
cheese  factories,  then  at  once  will  the  price  of  whole  milk  to 
the  farmer  go  tiunbiing  down;  and  therefore  the  purpose  ot 
imposing  an  increased  tariff  on  casein  Is  to  prei^erve  the  life  of 
our  cooperative  creameries  and  our  cooperative  cheese  factories 
as  far  as  possible. 

So.  Mr.  President,  there  will  be  an  indirect  benefit  to  the  pro- 
ducer; Iwt  I  repeat  that  the  farmer  to-day,  under  a  2^/^-cent 
tariff  tax,  docs  not  receive  a  single  dollar  for  his  skimmed  milk. 
He  does  not  receive  a  single  penny  of  tienefit  from  the  2H-cent 
tariff  tax. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  willing  to  vote  for  a  rate  that  can  be 
justified.  I  want  to  be  on  sound  ground.  I  do  not  want  to 
create  a  situation  such  as  was  created  in  1926,  to  which  I  re- 
fer/ed  yesterday.  When  the  tariff  on  butter  was  Increased  4V4 
cents  a  pound,  Canada  ceased  to  send  her  butter  to  the  United 
States,  but  in  turn  she  shifted  her  production  from  butter  to 
chee«e,  and  exported  to  the  United  States  in  1927,  13.28a000 
pounds  of  cheese,  as  compared  with  only  210,000  pounds  in 
1925.  The  result  of  that  increase  of  the  tariff  on  Imtter  was 
to  depress  the  cheese  industry  of  my  State  and  of  every  State 
by  dumping  into  America  from  Canada  an  additional  13,000.000 
pounds  and  more. 

I  do  not  want  to  create  in  the  dairy  industry  a  situation  such 
as  was  created  in  the  peanut  industrj-.  where  the  tariff  tax  upon 
peanut  oil  was  put  so  high  that  it  was  prohibitive.  Peanut  oil 
lost  its  market,  because  the  users  of  peanut  oil,  especially  the 
soap  makers,  found  it  too  expensive,  and  they  found  .substitutes ; 
and  therefore  that  industry  went  tumbling  down  from  a  produc- 
tion of  103,000,000  pounds  to  only  13.000.000  pounds  following 
that  increase.  Exactly  the  same  situation  occurred  with  respect 
to  soybean  oil,  and  exactly  the  same  situation  will  occur  with 
respect  to  casein  if  we  put  this  tariff  tax  so  high  as  to  be  l)eyond 
the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad. 

Those  deiluctions  and  conclusions  do  not  come  as  creatures 
of  my  own  braiu.  They  are  matters  of  record.  They  are  under- 
stood by  men  who  are  vitally  and  unselfishly  interested  in  the 
production  of  dairy  products,  the  men  who  actually  produce 
the  milk  upon  the  farms.  I  Icnow  that  that  is  contrary  to  the 
opinion  of  swivel-chair  leaders  of  some  so-called  farm  organi- 
sations, but  1  do  not  listen  to  their  cry. 

What  may  be  the  shifting  in  case  the  tariff  upon  casein  is 
place^l  too  high? 

To-tlay  there  is  a  considerable  production  of  powdered  milk 
made  out  of  skimmed  milk.  Our  exports  of  powdered  milk  in 
1928  were  4.015.975  pounds.  That  production  went  into  the 
world  market  If  we  place  the  tariff  on  casein  so  high,  what 
will  be  the  result?  There  can  be  only  one  result  and  that  will 
be  to  shift  the  production  of  casein  in  Argentina  to  the  produc- 
tion of  powdered  skimmed  milk  or  skimmed-milk  powder,  and 
tbeir   production   will   be  thrown   into   the   world   market    aa 


against  our  exports  of  powdered  skimmed  milk;  and  we  will 
bring  on  a  further  depression  in  the  dairy  Industry  Juat  aa 
surely  as  night  follows  the  day. 

I  hope  my  statements  will  bo  taken,  not  as  a  personal  proc- 
lamation but  as  an  assertion  of  an  economic  fact  that  develops 
In  the  economic  movements,  whether  relating  to  industry  or 
agriculture. 

If  that  occurs — and  it  can  not  help  but  occur — we  will  find 
the  casein  industry  in  America  destroyed.  We  will  find  these 
great  milk-gathering  corporations  tliat  are  undertaking  to  monop- 
olize the  entire  milk  production  in  control  of  the  dairy  inter- 
ests of  America,  and  the  dairy  farmer  \^ill  become  the  slave 
of  another  great  monopoly.  If  we  want  to  save  the  Independent 
cheese  factories  and  the  independent  creameries  we  must  leg- 
islate upon  this  tariff  question  so  that  they  may  be  protected 
and  not  destroyed. 

There  in  another  situation :  Seventy-five  per  cent  of  our  casein 
production,  including  the  imports,  goes  iuto  the  coated-paper 
Industry.  I  do  not  recall  that  we  have  any  such  industry  in 
my  own  State.  I  think  we  have  not ;  at  least  I  have  no  recollec- 
tion of  ever  having  heard  of  a  paper  industry  in  my  State 
pnxluclng  paper  coated  with  casein.  But  there  is  a  very  Im- 
portant Industry  in  this  country  engaged  In  the  production  of 
coated  paper.    I  shall  go  into  that  discussion  only  briefly. 

We  may  find  this  situation :  If  we  place  this  tariff  tax  so  high 
we  may  drive  the  paper  iudu.stry  now  using  casein — 75  per 
cent  of  the  entire  output  in  America  plus  the  Imports — to  the 
use,  not  of  substitutes  for  casein  in  the  production  of  coated 
paper,  but.  rather,  to  the  use  of  new  processes  in  developing 
paper  of  the  same  characteristics  as  casein-coated  paper.  De- 
stroy that  outlet  for  casein,  take  away  75  per  cent  of  the 
market  for  casein  and  there  can  l>e  only  one  result ;  that  is,  the 
absolute  destruction  of  the  casein  industry. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  willing  to  legislate  upon  this  matter  upon 
sound  grounds  and  take  the  consequences.  The  dairy  interests 
are  willing  to  legislate  upon  sound  grounds  and  take  the  con- 
sequences. But  we  are  not  going  to  increase  the  receipts  of 
the  farmers  by  imposing  a  high  tariff  tax,  which,  after  all,  is  a 
mere  fiction.  We  are  going  to  protect  the  dairy  interests  by 
fixing  the  tariff  rates  on  dairy  products  upon  the  sound  basis  of 
the  difference  l)etween  the  cost  of  production  here  and  abroad. 
Of  course,  there  are  other  elements  to  take  into  consideration, 
and  other  questions  of  cost,  but  we  are  taking  those  into  con- 
sideration when  we  make  up  the  two  methods  which  I  have 
discussed. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  so  long  as  we  are  on  sound  grotmds, 
so  long  as  the  dairy  Interest  Is  on  sound  grounds,  they  have  a 
right  to  submit  to  Congress  a  proposition  that  the  tariff  rate 
on  casein  should  be  based  upon  the  well-known  princii^e  which 
we  have  discussed  here  daily.  That  rate  Is  about  5  cents  a 
pound.  If  we  allow  Argentina  anything  for  their  skimmed  milk, 
then  It  does  not  reach  5  cents;  it  reaches  only  4.35  cents  a 
pound. 

I  am  proceeding  upon  the  assumption  that  skimmed  milk  in 
America  Is  of  a  certain  commercial  value  in  the  casein  industry; 
that  In  Argentina  It  is  of  practically  no  value,  and  therefore  I 
have  arrived  at  what  is,  In  my  opinion,  an  accurate,  scientific 
method  of  determltilng  the  tariff  rate  that  should  be  placed  on 
casein.    That  rate,  as  I  have  suggested,  is  5  cents  a  [>ound. 

Mr.  President,  I  had  thought  that  we  might  take  a  vote  upon 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  California ;  and  if  ttiat 
proposal  were  defeated,  then  I  would  submit  an  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment  providing  for  a  5-cent  rate ;  but  as  I 
view  the  parliamentary  situation,  it  seems  advisable  that  I  now 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment  presented  by  the  Sena- 
tor  from  California  striking  out  8  cents  and  Inserting  5  cents. 
I  now  submit  that  amendment  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  (.'alifornia. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  I  have  about  closed  my  discussion  of 
this  matter.  There  Is  just  one  other  point  to  which  I  want 
briefly  to  refer.  The  paper  industry  is  complaining.  As  I  have 
investigated  this  subject,  an  8-cent  rate  on  casein  will  mean  a 
20  per  cent  Increase  on  the  cost  of  casein  to  the  paper  industry. 
A  5-cent  rate,  as  I  calculate,  will  amount  to  a  9  per  cent  in- 
crease. I  think  the  Senatw  from  Michigan  will  concur  in  that 
statement 

Mr.  President,  that  is  not  a  very  great  increase.  It  would 
seem  to  me  that  an  Increase  of  only  9  per  cent  would  in  no 
respect  injure  the  paper  industry.  However,  tliat  I  do  not  re- 
gard as  the  essential  thing  In  this  matter.  I  regard  this  prob- 
lem from  this  standiK)int :  That  casein  should  bear  a  tariff  rate 
that  will  equal  the  difference  between  the  cost  of  production  at 
home  and  the  cost  abroad,  and  perchance  that  may  affect  an- 
other Industry  slightly.  But  we  should  not  change  our  policy. 
If  we  are  going  to  legislate  to  save  one  industry  from  another 
industry  upon  mere  arbitrary  grounds  and  arbitrary  bases,  of 


course,  then  we  will  have  a  situation  that  can  not  be  justified 
by  a  single  Senator.  The  basis  upon  which  I  have  calculated 
the  rate  I  suggest  is  a  sound  basis;  it  is  a  scientific  basis;  It 
conforms  to  the  facts  at  home  and  abroad ;  In  my  opinion.  It 
will  protect  the  dairy  Interests  of  this  country;  It  will  not 
permit  of  a  shift  of  production  in  Argentina  to  any  appreciable 
degree;  and  It  will  not  destroy  a  market  we  now  have  for 
casein. 

For  the  reasons  I  have  stated,  Mr.  President  I  bope  my 
amendment  making  the  rate  5  cents  per  pound  may  prevail. 

Mr.  VANDENBERQ  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HOWELL.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jowks  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President  in  a  colloquy  which  took  place 
yesterday  in  reference  to  the  casein  amendment  it  apjiears  from 
the  Rbcokd  that  I  said  that  the  Government  of  Argentina  fixed 
the  price  of  casein.  That  was  an  error,  possibly  upon  my  part 
I  meant  to  have  it  understood  that  they  reported  the  value  of 
casein  exiwrted  from  Argentina  over  a  period  of  years. 

Another  error  I  may  have  fallen  into,  which  I  notice  In  the 
Rboobo  this  morning,  was  the  statement  to  the  effect  that  one 
of  the  large  producers  of  casein  had  purchased  this  casein  at 
the  value  stated ;  that  is,  that  he  had  made  a  statement  before 
one  of  the  committees  or  subcommittees  to  that  effect.  I  had 
no  intention  of  giving  that  impression.  What  I  wished  to  con- 
vey was  that  he  undoubtedly  purchased  his  casein  upon  th« 
basis  of  the  value  obtaining  in  Argentina. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  glad  to  have 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  nmke  that  statement,  because  it 
clears  up  the  inscrutable  situaticai  which  appears  in  our  colloquy 
yesterday.     

Mr.  GILLBTT.    Mr,  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETT.     I  make  the  point  of  no  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  th^  names : 

Bmoot 

Bt«ck 

Btetwer 

Swan  son 

TbomRS,  Idabo 

TbomaB,  Okla. 

Townaend 

Trammi'll 

Tydingt 

Vandcnberg 

Waaner 

Waloott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Warrpn 

Watermaa 

Watson 

Wheeler 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy-seven  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President.  I  dislike  very  moch  to 
seem  to  stand  in  opiweition  to  any  proposal  which  seems  to  hold 
some  advantage  for  the  farmer  in  the  view  of  those  who  se«n 
to  undertake  conscientiously  to  speak  for  him  in  this  body.  But 
I  am  persuaded  that  aK**rances  never  were  more  dec^tful 
than  they  are  in  this  superficial  picture  of  the  casein  tariff 
situation.  Indeed,  it  is  thoroughly  a  paradox  from  my  point  of 
view  that  it  should  be  proposed  to  rriieve  the  farmer  by  increaa- 
ing  the  duty  on  casein  because  as  a  practical  marketing  propo- 
sition the  only  possible  relief  that  could  come  to  the  farmer  as 
the  result  of  increasing  the  duty  on  casein  would  be  relief  from 
at  least  75  per  cent  of  his  consuming  market  In  other  words, 
in  sirite  of  all  the  delightfully  optimistic  senatorial  economics 
which  have  been  fabricated  upon  this  floor,  so  far  as  casein  is 
concerned,  the  final  test  of  the  practicality  of  any  tariff  on 
casein  is  a  test  apfrfied  at  the  point  of  the  ultimate  consumer  to 
determine  whether  or  not  the  ultimate  consumer  can  aasimilats 
any  increase  in  cas^n  duty  whatever. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Micld- 
gan  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  VANT)ENBERG.  I  yield,  although  I  may  say  I  should 
like  very  much  first  to  present  the  whole  story  very  briefiy, 
because  I  suspect  I  may  anticipate  many  interruptions. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  this  question, 
which  I  hardly  think  he  will  anticipate:  Are  not  the  caaeln- 
paper  users  going  out  <rf  the  use  of  casein  anyhow?    If  it  wars 


Allen 

George 

La  Follette 

Barkley 

OiUett 

McKellar 

BlDKbam 

GUiafl 

McMaater 

Black 

Ooff 

McNary 

Blaine 

Qoldaborongta 

Motea 

Bleaae 

Ooold 

Norbeck 

Borah 

Greene 

Norria 

Bratton 

Harris 

oSdle 

Brock 

Harrison 

Brookbart 

Baatinn 
Hatfield 

OTerman 

BrouBsard 

Fbipps 

Capper 

Uawea 

Pine 

Connally 

Havden 
Heflin 

Plttman 

Copeland 

Ranadeil 

Cotuena 

HoweU 

Roblnaon,  Ark. 

Cutting 

Jonea 

Schall 

Dale 

Kean 

Shoppard 

DUt 

Kendriek 

Shortridge 

Edae 

Keyes 

Simmona 

Prazier 

King 

Smith 
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m  tht>  tw  ltiit«  wimld  tW  nttt  (HifJilwHi  ia  gm  mi\mHnUn  and 
Mr,  SAnmnUKWi.    Tlw  l»»f»«M;f  to  wff««t  in  ntylflf  llwll 

Mr,  Hli4MiKtlAUT,    'ili^n  nr**  mimiUuitm  Uff  It  \n  »0  W»  at 

Mr,  v'ANPKNHKItiJ,     I  •<»•«»  r««i?l*  ttmt  uuU^tHst. 

Mr.  MHIHIKIIAUT  H»w  Mro  tb«  Hnfurdiiy  K^»«wj«J^f*| 
tlu>  (Jountrj  OeiUlfniMU,  hikI  tlw*  Ladltm'  Homtf  Jtmriml,  wto»<?D 
nrt»  Hiipporf^d  by  tiutmr*,  enoriuoiw  proflte«»  (»ff  <«  tb«  fnrni- 
•m.  but  »!»«»>'  do  Dot  avpear  to  b«  willing  to  paj  the  firmer* 
tout  of  iirotlDCtioD  price  of  caseiD. 

Mr,  VANDBNBBRO.  We  wlU  reach  that  yerj  shortly,  and 
if  the  Si'iintor  will  do  me  the  very  irreat  honor  to  remain  In  the 
Chamber  untU  we  do  reach  It  I  think  he  will  dlacover  there  Is  a 
thoroughly  complete  answer  to  hia  proposition,  an  answer  built 
on  fact  instead  of  prejudice.  

I  am  iiersnaded  that  S»ators  who  have  been  sympatheUc 
with  the  proposal  relative  to  casein  have  not  been  wholly  in 
formed.  On  no  other  hypothesis  can  I  understand  the  prtidlnjr 
amendmenta,  and  this  particularly  apirfies  to  the  astounding 
soiKgestion  of  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  SHOBTSinoEl 
that  this  duty  should  go  from  2%  cents,  not  to  3%  cents  as 
proposed  by  the  committee,  not  to  5  cents  as  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Wisct)nsin  [Mr.  Blait^],  but  to  an  embargo  alti- 
tude of  8  cents.  An  8-ceut  duty  would  be  an  increase  of  nearly 
300  per  cent  upon  an  item  which  was  on  the  free  list  in  1913. 

The  net  result  of  these  proposals,  in  my  judgment,  Mr.  Preei- 
deot,  would  be  progressively  to  rob  the  American  farmer  of 
his  chance  to  sell  any  casein  at  all,  and  I  shall  undertake  to 
prove  that.  It  would  not  give  him  the  market  for  the  24,000,000 
pounds  of  casein  now  coming  in  from  abroad.  The  ultimate  net 
result  would  be  simply  to  take  away  from  him  the  market  for 
the  18,600,000  pounds  of  casrfn  that  he  now  sells.  In  other 
words,  the  amendments  can  do  agriculture  no  good,  because 
agriculture  needs  something,  I  agree,  besides  three  cheers 
These  amendments  am  do  agriculture  no  good,  and  they  may  do 
agriculture  incalculable  harm. 

Mr.  BORAH.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michl 
gan  yield  to  the  Senator  frtmi  Idaho? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  There  has  not  been  a  single  duty  offered  upon 
agriculture  that  those  who  might  be  affected  by  it  have  not 
contended  that  it  would  not  do  agriculture  any  good.  Not 
single  duty  has  yet  been  offered  on  that  proposition.  Upon 
what  theory  can  it  be  said  that  it  will  not  do  agriculture  anj 
good  if  it  has  a  tendwcy  to  give  a  greater  market  to  tlie  pro- 
duction of  agriculture? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  the  Senator  will  bear  with  me  foi 
not  more  than  20  minutes,  I  shall  cover  his  question  not  onlj 
completely  but,  I  think,  conclusively.  I  will  say  to  the  Senatoi 
from  Idaho  that  if  there  was  even  a  sporting  chance  that  ai 
increased  duty  on  casein  could  reflect  back  an  advantage  to  th« 
Amerl(>an  farmer — in  other  words,  if  it  were  even  remotely  rea 
Houable  to  choose  at  this  moment  between  the  paper  and  glw 
industries  upon  the  one  hand  and  the  dairymen  upon  the  other 
I  would  join  him  in  choosing  the  dairymen  and  the  farmer,  anc 
giving  him  that  speculative  opportunity.  But  I  want  to  under 
take  to  prove  to  the  Senator,  if  he  will  bear  with  me  that  long 
that  as  surely  as  2  and  2  make  4  the  farmer  and  the  dulrymai 
can  not  get  any  advantage  oat  of  an  Increased  duty  on  casein 

I  believe  it  is  impossible  to  help  the  dairy  farmer  by  destroy 
Ing  his  ultimate  consumer  of  casein,  and  the  ultimate  consume 
in  this  instance,  mifortunately,  is  a  very  narrowly  limited  grou]  i 
that  can  not  be  easily   identified.     The  logical  approach  to 
rational  inquiry  into  the  economics  of  a  proposition  of  thin 
ctiaracter  nece^arlly  goes  first  and  fundamentally  to  the  statui  i 
of  this  ultimate  consumer. 

When  and  if  this  ultimate  consumer  g«)ee  down — and  surely 
this  will  not  be  controverted — then  the  opportunity  for  sellini 
casein  disappears.    Therefore  the  thing  we  want  to  find  out 
wtK>lher  or  not  an  iDcreased  duty  on  casein  can  be  aaalmllated  1 
any  defpve  whatsoever  by  the  customer  of  the  dairymen  wh 
has  to  buy  the  caaetn.    I  am  going  to  submit  very  briefly,  and 
^l  hope  Hucdnctly.  the  proposition  that  there  ahould  be  no  is  > 
vreafted  duty  on  casein,  and  I  shaU  baae  th«  preaanutlon  upoi  i 
four  propoaitiona : 

Kirst,  beratM«*  ita  practical  raaalta  art  not  oalenlattd  to  ii»n 
tha  farmar  in  any  devr«a,  .    .     I 

Mwaad.  \mmim  in  pnictl(«l  nwuttfl  tb«  tbanfPi  »n  oat««latal 
to  hurt  tiM  farmar  grlavcmaly,  ^  ^1 

Third,  btratiat  Clila  ImTaaaa  m  any  ttM^ataa  t«  oftpnaNl  hv 
wlMtafar  iutofmtiim  wt  teva  avallaUa  fiMi  iU  Tariff  Ooac 


mwHit,  brnmum  It  waa  f»ppr»a*1  t>f  IhP  fVmm  W«l"*  and  MajM 
and  lh«*fi  w«»  mHtttmi  Uy  JIm«  lUntH  liwlf,  atMl  \n  wm  rmym' 

9fMmwtt  hhA  in  M  ruiHtfi  whM»  tm'itiy  admlw  If*  imnjrriff, 

\M  tm  aiiwo»»t'to  tlw  <»rttf  itt  \U»  <i«»*«M<mi  fhr«High  <'«'rlrtl» 
•Jifiiirk'ant  miHUnun*  i»  wiMa  o/  UM'«a*  U\\u*r  rw"m»tt»«*f»n«M«m«», 
I  \h%  ot  fUiftutor*  who  Mto  »d»<*ri*ly  lntarw*twi  in  th«»  fiirm<»r— 
and  I  know  that  appn»m  to  my  friwul  from  iowa  [Mr,  Biw<«' 
HA*rJ  and  my  frlMJd  from  Maho  [Mr.  1U«ah)  who  have  m- 
terruptad  mo— to  listen  to  theaa  seutonrw*  and  goge  their 
Import,  It  is  no  service  oertaluly  to  th«  farmer  if  we  are  mis- 
led into  harming  him,  no  matter  how  nobly  the  effort  may  be 
meditated.  ^    . 

What  did  the  Tariff  Commission  sny?  Let  us  start  there. 
In  its  letter  to  the  President  of  March  15,  1926,  It  reported  that— 

In  Its  Judgment  no  flndinga  of  fact  pointing  to  any  chaAge  In  the  rat« 
of  the  duty  on  casein  are  warranted  by  the  data  which  It  has  l)oen  found 
possible  to  secure  In  Its  inveatlgatlon  of  the  cost  of  production  of  this 
product  in  the  domestic  and  foreign  fields. 

That  is  not  a  coiiciusive  finding  in  any  sense  becau.se  the 
commissicm  introduces  its  own  discussion  with  the  statement 
that  it  has  found  it  impossible  to  get  the  relative  value  of 
skimmed  milk  and  the  relative  cost  of  producing  casein  at 
home  and  abroad. 

Mr.  H<  )WELL  and  Mr.  BORAH  addre8.sed  the  Chuir. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  inquire  if  that  report  was  not  made  as  the 
result  of  an  application  by  the  coated-paper  manufacturers  for 
a  reduction  in  the  tariff  on  casein? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  unable  to  answer,  but  it  would  be 
a  perfectly  logical  request  on  the  part  of  the  coated-paper  manu- 
facturers.    I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Does  that  punwrt  to  be  a  report  of  the  Tariff 
Commission? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  It  Is  a  letter  from  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion to  the  President, 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  know  of  my  own  personal  knowledge  that  It 
is  not  the  view  of  the  commission  as  a  whole.  One  member  of 
the  commission  has  siiid  to  me  that  casein  is  one  commodity  a 
duty  upon  which  would  help  the  farmer. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  At  any  rate  I  have  quoted  accurately 
from  a  letter  addressed  to  the  President.  In  the  summary  of 
the  Tariff  Commission  which  is  available  to  us  for  our  guidance, 
the  only  difference  in  cost  of  production  about  which  we  have 
any  figures  Is  the  difference  in  the  factory  costs  of  conversion 
and  that  difference  is  less  than  1  cent.  But  I  stiy  again  that 
that  Is  utterly  collateral  to  the  final  and  dominating  tests  by 
which  we  must  l>e  guided,  and  I  want  to  come  to  those  very 
rapidly. 

Let  us  now  turn  to  the  report  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee of  the  H<m8e  which  heard  all  of  this  testimouy  and  heard 
vastly  more  testimony  than  did  the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 
I  ask  Senators  to  listen  to  this  significant  sentence  in  the  ri'port 
of  the  Hou.«e  committee— and  may  I  interpolate  the  observation 
that  the  Hou?e  committee  after  a  very  complete  and  thorough 
hearing  decided  that  no  Increased  duty  on  casein  was  justified. 
But  In  the  report  this  sentence  occurred: 

An  increase  in  duty  on  casein  would  result  in  the  substitution  of 
anpercalendered  paper  for  coated  paper  and  stimulate  the  use  of  substi- 
tutes for  casein. 

That  is  not  Just  idle  persiflage.  That  is  a  fact,  as  can  be 
easily  demonstrated  as  I  proceed.  But  I  want  to  set  down  first 
the  fundamental  proposition  that  this  danger  of  death  to  the 
coated-paper  industry  is  ofllcially  recognized  in  the  report  of 
the  House  committee  which  surveyed  this  problem  In  far  greater 
detail  than  did  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance. 

But  now  read  the  report  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee, 
which  for  some  tmsupported  reason  has  proposed  to  Increase 
the  duty  on  casein  by  1  cent.  Tlie  committee  received  little  or 
no  concrete  evidence.  Casein  is  mentioned  in  the  index  of  the 
Senate  committee  hearings  only  four  times,  and  none  of  the  ref- 
erences seem  to  be  nuthoritntive ;  hut  the  committee  commend- 
ably  wanted  to  dn  something  for  agriculture  evidently.  So, 
mistaking  the  shadow  for  the  Habstance,  they  Jumped  the  casein 
duty  by  1  cvnt,  never  dreflmlna.  1  npprphend.  of  any  mich 
Mtounding  propoaal  mm  how  cotnm  front  the  dliftlngiitNhed  Hena* 
tor  frota  California,  and  tbati  said : 

tn  MfftNtlna  an  inorMM  «f  no  mnr«  dian  1  «*n(  p<f  pmind  th*  «««' 
mtfiMi  «<iHiiad#r«^  (h«  prnunnnp*^\  ircml  tnwnrd  •tiiMtttntlon  of  nuptit' 
¥»Uf»6ff94  tttf  f'ttti'd  ituptif.  In  tttK  ornditciloM  of  ahUti  9f«f  Tft  ytf 
«tai  af  aaBMwMa  MiMaiat^(t«a  al  a«aa  wii  Utm§r\y  UMa. 


Me  liara  w#  9f»,  Iff,  Traalrtaiit.  with  two  offlHal  fartff  rfmimM' 
ItM  (t1  ftoia  Congraaa  warning  iia  that  a«p»»frrtl«»4l*»f«d  vptt 
alowly  l»ttf  xiin-Jy  la  driving  <'oalart  pappr  mil  </f  pumttw^,  Any 
aaaaitll  upon  Mmtad  papar  la  an  aaaiiuU  ni^*m  fha  raniM»ra  mar* 
kiH  fw  fHmtin  J  tha  two  vnn  tvtt  \m  Nf^paralad  hy  an/  poaalj'la 
4«graa  of  laiaglfiatloM,  (^noin  and  «»atad  fHipara  rljw  of  fall 
t<»gtHi»Mr,  TMr  lnt**r»»Mfa  ara  woiual.  Any  affort  to  maka  U»am 
oi\m'w\Ms  \»  a  rnnk  dlaaarvU*©  tn  agrlculluro, 

Now,  iat  ma  tali  tlta  li«»oat«  something  about  thaM  two  tfPM 
of  paiier,  Hui)orcalet»derod  p«iper  is  ordinary  paper  that  atronly 
goes  throogb  the  additional  process  of  calendering,  A  calender 
is  a  system  of  roils  that  puts  a  polish  on  paper,  and  la  airollar 
to  a  mangle  In  a  laundry.  Coated  paper  la  an  enameled  paper, 
and  casein  is  used  as  a  binder  In  conjunction  with  china  clay 
and  other  materials.  Mr.  President,  the  two  stocks  are  so 
nearly  alike  that  an  unskilled  observer  can  hardly  detect  the 
difference.  Here  [exhibiting]  are  two  samples:  One  Is  coated 
paper ;  the  other  is  supercalendered  paper,  I  have  handed  those 
samples  to  several  of  my  colleagues  in  the  last  day  or  two,  and, 
after  Identifying  each,  I  have  asked  them  to  identify  them,  and 
they  could  not  do  It.  In  other  words,  so  far  as  the  net  result 
Is  concerned  in  the  hands  of  the  public,  printing  on  supercalen- 
dered paper  is  to  all  Intents  and  purposes  the  same  as  iwintlng 
on  cf>ated  paper.  If  any  Senator  doubts  his  inability  to  dis- 
tinguish between  the  two,  I  Invite  him  here  and  now  to  take  the 
test,  not  even  blindfolded. 

The  resnlt  of  this  similarity  is  that  there  is  only  one  way  In 
which  calendered  paper  can  be  sold  to<lay,  and  that  is  on  a  com- 
petitive price  basis.  It  can  not  be  sold  In  any  other  way ;  and 
grave  difficulty  is  encountered  in  selling  It  even  in  that  way. 
This  is  not  an  Idle  statement;  that  is  an  acknowledged  trade 

'act. 

Mr.  WATSON.    Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 

Michigan  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATSON.  What  is  the  relative  cost  of  production  of 
stipe rcalendered  and  coated  paper? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  can  not  give  the  Senator  any  figures, 
but  I  can  say  to  him  that  it  is  cheaper  to  make  supercalendered 
paper.  There  is  no  collateral  product  such  as  casein  entering 
Into  the  production  of  supercalendered  paper. 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Mr.  I»resldent— — 

The  PRESII>ING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  may  l»e  able  to  throw  some  light  upon 
the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson].  A 
printer  advLses  us  that  the  quotatitm  on  70-pound  coated  paper 
in  carload  lots  is  $8.65  per  hundredwel^t,  or  |175  per  ton ;  also 
that  supercalendered  paper  l.<;  being  quoted  at  approximately 
16.50  per  hundredweight,  or  $130  i)er  ton. 

We  are  also  advised  that  this  relationship  between  the  two 
papers  has  been  maintained  for  some  time  without  the  coated 
paper  production  in  this  country  increasing.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  Mr.  President,  the  8ur>ercalendering  of  iwiper  is  not  a  proc- 
ess of  recent  origin,  and  although  that  is  the  fact,  we  find  that  in 
1921  there  were  97,868  tons  of  coated  popcr  made  and  marketed, 
and  In  1927  there  were  189.000  tons;  in  other  words,  notwith- 
standing the  superca  tendering  of  paper,  the  use  of  coated  paper 
has  increased  fnira  98,0(K)  tons.  In  round  numbers,  in  1921  to 
189,000  tons  in  1927,  and  the  increase  has  been  regular. 

Mr.  VANDENBEIRG.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  glad  to  have 
the  Senator's  contribution.  It  demonstrates  the  substantially 
higher  iM-ices  that  coated  paper  commands  in  the  American  mar- 
ket, and  the  increases  relatively,  I  apprehend,  are  decidedly  less 
in  the  consumption  of  coated  paper  than  in  the  consomption  of 
supercalendered  paper. 

Mr.  WATSON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  yield,  although  I  should  like  to  com- 
plete a  consecutive  statement. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  am  merely  seeking  information;  I  do  not 
want  to  Interfere  with  the  trend  of  the  Senator's  remarks. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WATSON.  What  portion  of  the  coat  of  production  of 
coated  paper  la  caused  by  the  use  of  caaeln? 

Mr.  VANDIDNBflRO.    About  10  per  cent. 

Mtieaklug  now  of  the  trade  trends  In  the  mp*  of  paper  to 
which  the  Henator  from  Nfbraaka  (Mr,  llownxl  relarred,  I 
oall  hIa  attention  to  the  fact  that  popular  utngaalnea  formeny 
on\nn  coaled  pnptv  are  now  in«ndlna  In  Ih**  (iirmitUm  nt  super' 
ealetidefed  paper.  I  wtpr  to  Hwii  ii«^l«Nlii»alN  a«  fhe  yrmii 
rUrtortal  ttertaw,  tot  SwiUum,  whMb  ta«a  mamtljf  iltim§»d 


(trPT  from  rnie  to  the  other,  T  refer  to  tha  new  type  of  roaga* 
Klne  Nttcli  nil  T/ttieriy,  wlilrh  Iff  ttrtnled  on  tvuprrcalrnderf^  paper* 
ineiead  of  coated  papi*r.  1  wilt  qt»ote«  Mr,  rrt*aldent,  from  nn 
atithortty  tm  thli  atibject'-fffld  wtiett  I  nay  "an  anth^rrliy" 
I  mean  fpry  frankly  a  HiiMm  ttf  Mklilgun  who  ha4  heen  In 
ttie  buMlntwut  itf  nmbing  inmtt*i\  pnimr  all  hla  life  and  lu  wt>one 
word  I  bare  ahaolula  vouMtnuv,  In  H^rfte  of  bla  self  iuteri^at.  I 
quote; 


Ths  poMifMUty  of  ttslag  supercslMidtrAd  paper  la  Iwing  glvva 
■taat  con«ld«rattoo  by  tb*  other  aMMittxioiMi,  sad,  ctMtMMueotly,  It  U 
only  by  forcing  Its  prkt  duwo  to  a  point  where  the  iHwUiees  nets  lU 
laie  tbiut  a  reasonable  profit  that  we  bnve  bevn  tiAe  to  bold  some  of  It 
oa  coated.  You  can  eee  that  en  advance  in  the  cost  of  caaeln  will 
undoubtedly  deprive  the  coated-paper  manufacturert  of  a  large  per- 
centage of  their  busloeea. 

Mr.  President,  a  very  large  field  for  the  nee  of  coated  paper 
Is  in  the  wrappers  around  cigarette  packages.  All  such  wrap- 
pers originally  were  made  from  coated  paper.  Very  recently 
Canx^  cigarettes  switched  from  coated  paper  to  supercalendered 
palter.    That  is  Just  typical  of  the  trend. 

Another  great  field  of  use  has  been  the  catalogues  of  mail- 
order houses.  Montgomery  Ward  has  switched  vvlthin  a  year 
or  two  from  coated  puper  to  supercalendered  paper. 

Mr.  President,  you  can  not  escape  the  challenge  of  the  trend 
of  the  paper  times.  The  coated-paper  Industry  is  fighting  for 
its  life,  and  no  amount  of  senatorial  Imagination  In  the  realms 
of  economic  speculation  can  change  that  situation.  My  g»>od 
friend  from  Wisconsin  suggests  that  a  differential  of  three  or 
four  dollars  more  per  ton  would  not  make  any  material  dif- 
ference. Mr.  President^  a  difference  of  $3  a  ton  on  a  magazine 
paper  contract  for  20.000  tons  per  annum  amounts  to  $60,000, 
and,  of  course,  in  the  face  of  a  differential  of  that  character, 
utility  being  comparatively  equal,  the  buyer  ot  pap»  is  going  to 
take  the  cheaper  paper. 

The  coate<I-pai)er  manufacturers,  Mr.  President,  are  not 
among  the  favorites  of  fortune  who  have  been  referred  to  so 
often  in  these  debates.  I  should  like  to  have  a  corporation-tax 
statement  ot  every  paper  mill  in  Michigan  submitted  to  the  Sen- 
ate now.  It  would  disclose  the  unanswerable  verity  of  the 
claims  I  submit  in  their  behalf.  Here  Is  a  typical  telegram 
from  a  large  coated-paper  mill  at  Watervleit,  Mich. : 

Senator  SHORnnxn's  amendment  regarding  caada  has  been  called 
to  our  attention.  Aa  we  are  not  paying  any  Income  taz  for  the  year 
1928,  we  are  deeply  concerned  with  aucb  a  luggestion  aa  to  the  doty 
on  casein. 

And  then  my  correspondent  proceeds  to  prove  the  utter  Im- 
possibility of  facing  further  Increased  sales  resistance  in  the 
marketing  of  coated  paper. 

Here  is  another  telegram  from  Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  which  Is 
the  heart  and  center  of  the  coated-paper  industry  of  the  United 
States.  I  should  have  said  that  the  other  telegram  is  from  the 
Watervleit  Paper  Co.,  of  Watervleit  Mich.  This  is  from  the 
Allied  Paper  Mills,  of  Kalamazoo,  Mich.: 

Senator  Shobtsidos  has  iotroduced  an  amendment  to  increase  the 
duty  on  caRein  to  8  cents  a  pound.  This  would  be  absolutely  ruinous 
to  our  business. 

That  Is  not  merely  conversation,  Mr,  President;  that  is  an 
economic  fact,  and  we  can  not  escape  it 

Coated  paper  to-day  is  in  com|)etition  with  supercalendered 
paper  on  a  competitive  price  basis,  tmd  there  is  no  way  that  the 
Senate  by  any  action  on  a  tariff  bill  can  force  the  ultimate 
buyer  of  the  printed  page  to  use  coated  paper  in  order  to  per- 
mit the  American  fanner  to  enjoy  a  better  price  for  casein.  It 
Is  simply  whistling  up  the  wind  to  pretend  otherwise. 

Let  us  look  at  the  prices  at  which  coated  paper  have  l)een 
sold  over  a  period  of  recent  year*.  It  will  explain  a  little  fur- 
ther what  is  going  on.  The  price  quotations  to  which  I  shall 
refer  are  on  large  contracts,  which  are  the  basic  thermometer 
of  the  trade. 

Mr.  BORAH,  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a  quea- 
tlon?  .     , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield, 

Mr.  BORAH,  I  am  looking  for  Information,  and  perhape  the 
Senator  can  give  It  to  me.  What  protection  dooe  coated  paiM»r 
•fijoy — Ifi  per  cent? 

Mr.  VANnKNIiHRG,  The  Hetiator  will  And  It  In  paragmiA 
iMtn,  on  page  IPI.  where  the  duty  provided  In  B  rentff  a  pound 
and  Irt  I»ef  cent  ad  valorwn, 

Mr,  WrWKhh.    Mr,  Prwddent ^        ^.  ^, 

The  VUKnWtnn  (irrUWi,  lioea  the  Mefiater  from  Mlchl' 
pm  ylal4  Ut  tlM  ienator  from  Hvhmt^l 
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Mr.   VANDENBEBO.    I   yield   for   a   question,   altbongh 
should  like  to  complete  the  presentation  of  the  case.     Then  I 
shall  be  d^li^ted  to  be  cross-examined. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  asked  a  question 
and  I  thought  I  might  answer  it. 

Mr.  VANDBNBERQ.     Very  well. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  In  the  case  of  the  coated  paper  to  which  1 
referred  a  few  momrats  ago,  the  price  of  which  was  $173  a  ton, 
assuming  that  foreign  paper  of  the  same  quality  would  reacB 
oor  markets  at  |150  a  ton— I  make  that  assumption  so  as  to  de^ 
termine  the  ad  valorem  rate— the  tariff  on  that  ton  of  paper  at  5 
cents  a  pound  would  be  HOO,  and  the  ad  valorem  would  b€ 
922.60;  so  the  duty  on  this  paper  would  be  $122.50  a  ton,  or 
81.7  per  cent  ad  valor«n. 

I  make  this  statement  so  that  Senators  may  know  that  the 
coated  manufacturers  have  been  well  treated  by  Ck>ngre8S. 

Mr.  YANDENBERQ.  There  is  no  argument  about  that,  and 
there  will  be  no  dlspate  between  me  and  my  distinguished 
friend  from  Nebraska  about  the  relationship  between  coated 
paper  and  the  UrUf  upon  coated  paper;  but  this  is  essentially 
a  domestic  equation  that  has  to  be  resolved,  and  ha^  to  be 
rtsolved  in  terms  of  domestic  conditions. 

I  was  about  to  observe  that  the  market  price  of  coated  papei 
has  been  going  down,  down,  down  every  year,  in  spite  of  th( 
fact  that  the  price  of  casein  has  been  coming  op,  up,  up;  anc 
again  I  recall  my  answer  to  the  distinguished  Senator  fron 
Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  that  the  cost  of  casein  is  about  10  p« 
cent  of  the  cost  of  producing  coated  paper. 

Mr.  WATSON.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Souitor  fr<Hn  Michl 
fan  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  VANDBNBERO.    Gladly. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Is  that  consUntly  lowering  price  of  coatet 
paper  doe  to  increased  imports? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  It  Is  due  to  the  competitive  pressure  o 
supercaiendered  paper  In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Has  the  S^iator  in  mind  the  Imports  o: 
coated  paper? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  No;  I  have  not,  because  the  externa 
situation  in  relation  to  thBi  picture  is  utterly  collateral  ani 
relatively  InconsequentiaL 

Returning  again  to  what  I  have  undertaken  three  or  foui 
times  to  say — the  Interruption,  however,  is  quite  welcome — the 
price  of  coated  paper  per  ton  on  large  contracts  in  192.5  waj 
$178.     In  1926  it  had  gone  down  to  $168,  in  1927  to  $160,  iii 
1928  to  $1S7,  and  in  1929  to  $1S2.    We  can  not  escape  the  obvioui  i 
conclusion  which  that  price  curve  puts  upon  the  paper-consump 
tioo  proUem  in  the  United  States.    I  repeat  that  coated  pape- 
aa  a  competitive  proposition  is  literally  in  a  death  struggle 
with  supercaiendered  paper. 

Mr.  HOWELL.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  MIdil  - 
fan  yield  to  the  Senate  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  VANDBNBERO.    I  jiekd  tor  a  question. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  able  Senator  from 
M««*h»g«in  if  it  la  not  a  fact  that  all  paper  has  gone  down  sine  * 
1923? 

Mr.  VANDENBEBO.    I  think  it  has,  Mr.  President 

In  spite  of  this  downward  curve  on  coated-paper  contracti. 
the  curve  on  caaein  has  gone  from  11  cents  in  1925  to  16  cent  t 
In  1929;  and  the  squeese  play  between  advancing  casein  cost) 
upon  one  hand  and  receding  marlcet  prices  upon  the  other  ii 
reaponaible  for  the  situation  in  which  the  coated-paper  Industr;  r 
finds  itself  to-day. 

This  telegram  whi<.4i  I  read  a  moment  ago  nsed  the  worA 
**  ruinoQs  "  in  antldpatiug  the  net  result  of  this  increased  tariff 
on  casein.  It  is  a  si^lflcant  thing  how  often  that  wo'rl 
"minoas"  is  nsed  by  these  gentlemen  who  are  pleading  for 
an  acooomie  diance  to  continue  to  live.  Here  is  a  telegram  thajt 
just  came  to  aa  from  the  Michigan  Paper  Co.,  at  Plainwel 
Midi.: 

W*  art  sdvlswl  that  an  amendment  has  be«a  latrodaced  lDcre«sii4 
tb*  daty  OB  casein  to  8  eeats  per  poaad.  We  are  rtrj  mach  agitate^ 
at  this  inlofaMtioB.  becaoae  of  Its  mloouc  eCect  opoa  our  boalneaa. 


"  Because  of  its  ruinous  effect  t " 

Mr.  President,  if  that  fate  involved  only  tlie  paper  Industr^, 
I  might  concede  for  tlie  salce  of  the  argument  that  a  session  c  t 
Congress  called  for  farm  relief  ought  to  make  such  a  consid(>n  - 
tion  secondary ;  bnt,  in  the  matter  of  casein,  whatever  happen  b 
to  tike  coated-paper  industry  happens  to  the  casein  market 
md-we  can  not  hope  to  aid  the  American  dairyman  through  ai 
increaaed  duty  upon  casdn  if  the  practical  net  result  is  to  tak? 
away  frtmi  him  the  chance  to  find  a  coated-paper  maker  to  whoi  a 
he  can  sell  any  casein  at  all.  You  would  have  to  be  able  t) 
force  the  American  buyer  of  paper  to  buy  coated  paper;  yoi 


would  have  to  be  able  to  force  him  by  Federal  flat  in  order  to 
sustain  the  pretense  bete  tliat  the  coated-paper  industry  will 
not  fatefully  suffer  if  the  casein  tariff  goes  up. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  What  is  the  ad  valorem  equiva- 
lent of  the  duty  on  coated  paper? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  unable  to  answer  the  Senator.  I 
have  not  inquired  into  the  external  situation  at  all. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  understand  that  the  duty  is 
5  cents  a  pound  and  15  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    That  is  correct 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator  from  NelM-aska 
[Mr.  Howsxx]  gave  some  figures  that  I  thought  tended  to  show. 
Can  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  state  the  ad  valorem  equiva- 
lent of  the  duty  on  coated  paper? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  did.  On  the  basis  of  this  particular  paper 
the  iMdce  of  which  I  quoted,  assuming  that  the  foreign  paper 
could  be  bought  at  $23  a  ton  less  than  the  price  charged  in  car- 
load lots  for  domestic  paper,  the  ad  valorem  rate  would  be 
about  8L7  per  cent. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Mr.  President.  I  want  to  hurry  on  now. 

I  submit  that  no  further  pnx)f  is  necessary  to  demonstrate  the 
competitive  situation  between  supercaiendered  paper  and  coated 
paper  in  the  American  market,  and  that  the  American  dairyman 
has  a  fundamental  and  primary  interest,  so  far  as  casein  is 
concerned,  in  the  maintenance  of  a  coated-paper  industry; 
whereas  those  of  his  friends  in  this  bo«ly  to-day  who  ask  for  a 
a^^-cent  duty — jea,  a  5-cent  duty;  inconceivably  worse  than 
that,  an  8-cent  duty — on  casein,  are  meditating  the  fanner's 
suicide,  so  far  as  this  particular  product  is  concerned.  I  be- 
lieve his  true  friend  at  such  an  hour  is  the  friend  who  tells  him 
the  truth. 

Mr.  President,  so  far  as  the  farmer  himself  is  concerned,  the 
requests  that  are  made  here  upon  the  floor  can  not  be  harmon- 
ized with  the  demand  voiced  even  by  the  spokesman  for  organ- 
ised dairying. 

Here  is  a  letter  as  recently  as  October  22  addreased  to  me  by 
the  very  eminent  secretary  of  the  National  Cooperative  Milk 
Producers'  Fe<leration.  What  does  the  National  Cooperative 
Milk  Producers'  Federation  want,  in  net  results?  This  is  what 
it  wants:  It  wants  casein  prices  to  be  stabilized  at  a  minimum 
price  of  al)out  13%  cents  a  pound.  That  is  what  the  National 
Cooperative  Milk  Producers'  Federation  wants — casein  prices 
stabilized  at  a  minimum  price  of  about  13 V^  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  President,  there  probably  has  not  been  an  ounce  of  casein 
sold  in  the  United  States  In  the  last  three  years  under  13% 
c^its  a  pound;  so  it  seems  to  me  utterly  inscrutable  that  It 
should  be  proposed  that  a  tariff  of  8  cents  is  necessary  in  order 
to  accomplish  something  that  already  has  t)een  accomi>li8hed 
with  margin  to  spare  for  the  last  three  or  four  years, 

I  do  not  want  to  dwell  on  the  question  of  relative  quality  be- 
tween domestic  and  imported  casein.  Quite  sufllcient  testimony 
has  been  submitted  upon  that  score.  No  matter  how  optimistic 
Senators  may  be  in  their  expressions  of  State  pride,  the  im- 
mutable fact  remains  that  Argentine  casein  is  of  a  superior 
quality  to  domestic  casein,  and  for  that  reason  commands  a 
premium  to-day  in  the  American  market 

Here  are  domestic  paper  manufacturers  whom  I  have  shown 
to  t>e  in  utter  financial  dlflScultiee,  under  pressure  to  reduce  their 
production  costs  to  the  last  possible  limit,  paying  more  for  Ar- 
gentine casein  to-day  than  they  pay  for  the  domestic  article; 
and  yet  Senators  argue  that  there  must  be  some  ulterior  reason 
other  than  the  reason  that  they  can  not  use  domestic  casein 
soccessfully  in  many  grades  of  coated  paper. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arlcansas.  If  domestic  casein  can  not  be 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  the  kind  of  paper  to  which  the  Sen- 
ator referred,  of  wtiat  interest  is  it  to  the  consumers  of  that 
kind  of  paper  what  rate  of  duty  is  imposed  on  it? 

Tile  Senator  tias  Just  made  an  argument  against  an  increase 
in  the  duty  on  casein  on  the  ground,  first  that  it  will  tend  to 
prevent  the  use  of  coated  paper,  and  he  has  seemingly  attempted 
to  support  that  contention  with  the  assertion  that  American- 
produced  casein  can  not  be  used  in  the  manufacture  of  coated 
paper.  I  am  utterly  unable  to  understand  how  he  reaches  the 
conclusion  that  he  asserts,  if  his  premise  is  accepted  as  sound 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  If  the  Senator  will  follow  me  for  Just 
a  moment,  I  think  I  can  show  tilm  the  relationshlpi. 


Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  If  the  Senator  wUl  pardon 
me,  I  have  been  trying  to  follow  him,  but  I  can  not  tell  where 

we  are  going. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  sorry  the  Senator  can  not  I  can 
tell  him  where  we  are  going  if  tliis  duty  is  put  on.  We  are 
going  into  a  situation  where  there  will  be  no  coated  paper  pro- 
duced in  the  United  States  and  no  market  for  casein. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator  has  just  said 
that  American  casein  can  not  be  used  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  No;  I  did  not  say  that  Mr.  President 
I>et  me  answer,  however,  to  the  implication. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator  can  anjmer.  I 
am  not  seeking  an  argument  with  the  Senator.  I  am  sincerely 
trying  to  find  out  the  basis  for  his  conclusion.  If  it  be  tme,  as 
the  Senator  ha.s  said,  that  American-produced  casein  can  not  be 
used  iu  the  manuftuture  of  coate<l  paper,  of  what  concern  is  it 
to  the  users  of  coated  paper  what  duty  Is  imposed  on  casein? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  know  the  Senator  is  perfectly  sin- 
cere in  his  question.  But  each  time  I  try  to  answer  he  proves 
his  sincerity  all  over  ajrain  by  Interrupting  me. 

The  proposition  is  that  sim'e  imported  ca.^sein  must  be  used  to 
a  certain  extent — to  a  substantial,  dominating  extent — in  the 
manufacture  of  coated  paper,  whatever  duty  we  put  upon  do- 
mestic casein,  forcing  the  price  of  f(M^ign  casein  farther  up  In 
the  American  market,  inevitably  makes  the  cost  of  coated  paper 
relatively  higher. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Let  me  see  If  I  understand  the 
Senator.  His  contention  is  that  only  foreign  casein  will  be 
used,  and  the  inii)osition  of  a  higher  duty  will,  of  course,  raise 
the  price  of  both  domestic  and  foreign  casein? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Speaking  generally,  that  Is  the  propo- 
sition.   There  is  some  domestic  casein  used. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  can  follow  the  Senator's 
coudusion  as  to  the  raising  of  the  price  of  foreign  casein,  but 
I  cair  not  see  how  it  would  raise  the  price  of  American  casein  if 
American  casein  can  not  compete  with  foreign  casein  in  the 
manufacture  of  paper. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator  says  he  can  see  how  It 
would  raise  the  price  of  foreign  casein. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Certainly. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  submit  on  the  testimony  of  a  paper 
maker  that  he  has  to  use  a  major  portlcm  of  foreign  casein  in 
his  operation.^*. 

Mr.  BLACK.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     For  a  question. 

Mr.  BLACK  4ust  in  line  with  the  last  question,  for  infor- 
mation, what  percentage  of  casein  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
coated  paper? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Seventy-five  per  cent 

Mr.  BLACK.     And  the  remainder  goes  into  other  products? 

Mr.  VANDEN'BERG.  Yes ;  and  I  will  now  discuss  one  other 
avenue  of  use  for  casein. 

I  am  sorry  the  very  distinguished  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  Wai-shI  did  not  insist  upon  reading  yesterday  after- 
noon the  exhibit  he  presented  to  the  Senate.  He  merely  asked 
to  have  it  printed  in  the  Rbcoro.  It  should  have  been  read. 
It  i>ears  squarely  upon  the  proposition. 

Tlie  Senator  from  Massachusetts  submitted  a  letter  from  the 
M«»nlte  Waterproof  Glue  Co.,  of  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  a  very  large 
consumer  of  casein  In  the  last  25  per  cent  bracket  of  con- 
sumption.   This  letter  testifies  as  follows : 

Ouco  wo  Inadvertently  manufactured  an  order  of  glue  from  atralKbt 
domeatlc  casein  and  shipped  it  to  a  cuatomer  in  your  Bute  who  found 
It  to  be  Inferior,  rejected  and  retamed  It.  We  replaced  It  with  gXie 
containing  tbe  prop(>r  amount  of  Imported  casein,  whlcli  was  quite 
satisfactory. 

The  trade  knows  of  many  Instances  where  big  woodworking  mills 
bare  unstained  heavy  losses  on  account  of  rejection  due  to  tlie  nse  of 
all-domestic  casein  glue. 

We  can  not  produce  caneln  glue  up  to  the  rigid  speciflcntions  de- 
manded by  the  Nary  Department  and  others  from  domestic  casein 
alone. 

Mr.  President,  no  matter  how  glowingly  optimistic  you  may  be 
about  developing  a  casein  industry  in  these  various  States,  you 
can  not  get  away  from  the  conclusion  that  at  the  present  time 
domestic  casein  can  not  serve  all  of  the  necessities  served  by 
lmporte<l  casein. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield  again? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Gladly. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  am  asking  for  the  Senator's 
viewpoint  as  to  whether  the  imposition  of  a  high  duty  would 
tend  to  promote  the  American  industry  in  casein  by  stimulating 


improved  methods,  and  whether.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Senator, 
who  I  have  no  doubt  has  studied  this  question  very  carefully,  a 
condition  may  be  anticipated  under  which  American  protlucers 
of  casein  can  compete  with  foreigners? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator's 
question,  and  this  is  my  answer  to  It.  First,  precisely  that  argu- 
ment was  presented  in  1922  in  behalf  of  the  2Vi-cent  duty  on 
casein.  The  Senator  will  remember  that  prior  to  1922  casein 
was  on  the  free  list  In  1922  this  2Mi-cent  tariff  was  pot  upon 
casein  for  the  precise  purpose  the  Senator  now  indicates. 

Since  1922  there  has  been  practically  no  substantial  develop- 
ment In  the  direction  which  the  Senator  describes,  and,  in  my 
Judgment,  if  a  prohibitive  duty  upt>n  casein  were  now  to  be 
applied,  the  stimulus  to  domestic  progress  in  the  industry  would 
be  overtaken  by  stimulus  in  the  use  of  substitutes,  so  that  the 
latter  would  dominate  utterly  In   the  final  economic  balance 

Mr,  WATSON.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WATSON.  My  recollection  Is  that  the  Tariff  Commission 
has  reported  that  California  casein  Is  equal  In  quality  to  the 
Argentine  casein,  and  is  the  only  casein  produced  In  the  United 
States  that  Is  equal  In  quality  to  the  Argentine  prodmtion; 
further,  that  the  California  product  is  better  than  any  produced 
in  this  country,  because  the  producers  there  take  the  pains  to 
make  the  casein  as  it  ought  to  be  made,  and  they  do  not  do  that 
anywhere  else — that  is,  they  do  not  exercise  the  patience  and 
take  the  time  and  all  the  steps  that  are  essential  to  produ«e  the 
highest  quality  of  casein — but  that,  in  the  last  10  years,  the 
quality  of  casein  pnxluced  in  the  Central  West  has  gradually 
Improved  until,  while  not  now  equal  In  quality  to  the  Argentine 
production,  nevertheless  it  has  greatly  Improved,  and  that  if 
they  will  simirfy  take  time  and  pains  to  produce  it  It  will  equal 
the  Argentine  production. 

That  I  think,  is  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission  on  the 
subject 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  whether  It  does  or  does 
not,  the  ultimate  economic  fact  Is  that  an  Increased  tariff  repre- 
sents an  ultimate  Increased  cost  In  coated  paper,  and  that  ulti- 
mate Increased  cost  of  coated  paper  ultimately  delivers  the 
printing  market  to  the  supercalendered-paper  trade,  and  robs 
the  farmer  of  all  chance  to  sell  domestic  casein,  no  matter  how 
good  It  Is. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  made  the  point  perfectly  plain 
that  American  agriculture  does  confront  exposure  in  the  effort 
artifldally  to  stimulate  one  particular  farm  product.  He 
showed  the  effect  on  cheese  when  the  tariff  on  butter  was 
raised.  He  showed  what  happened  to  peanut  oil.  Precisely  the 
same  economic  result  is  being  invited  here  and  now  by  these 
jM'oposals  to  Increase  the  duty  on  casein. 

Nor  Is  that  the  only  baneful  stimulation  which  is  Involved  in 
this  consideration.  Let  us  not  forget  that  at  the  present  time 
all  Argentine  skimmed  milk  that  is  marketed  goes  into  ca.sein. 
There  Is  no  production  of  powdered  milk  and  evaporateil  milk 
from  skimmed  milk  In  the  Argentine. 

Suppose  we  take  away  from  the  Argentine  the  chance  to  sell 
its  casein  In  the  United  States,  we  drive  the  Argentine  skimmed- 
mllk  pro<lucers  Into  the  evaporated  and  powdered  milk  fleld, 
where  they  will  do  the  American  fanner  incalculably  more  harm 
than  he  now  suffers  from  this  exposure  to  Argentine  casein. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  testimony  of  the  agricul- 
turists seems  to  be  that  casein  is  the  least  possible  profitable 
crot)  that  a  farmer  can  hoi)e  to  get  out  of  skimmed  milk.  I 
would  not  attempt  to  testify  on  that  subject ;  I  make  no  preten- 
sions to  knowing  anything  about  dairy  farming;  Ixit  I  have 
talked  to  at  least  two  dairy  farmers  who  are  Members  of  this 
body,  and  they  say  that  the  worst  thing  that  can  happen  to  the 
American  dairyman  would  be  to  stimulate  him  into  the  casein 
field,  because  he  would  Just  be  cutting  his  own  economic  throat. 
It  Is  his  least  profitable  and  most  hazardotis  market  for  skimmed 
milk. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  presents  the  case  from  my  view- 
point. I  have  made  a  great  deal  of  reference  to  Michigan  paper 
makers.  Naturally  I  know  more  about  the  Michigan  situation 
than  any  other.  Twenty-five  per  cent  of  all  the  coated  paper 
produced  in  the  United  States  is  produced  in  Michigan,  but  this 
coated-paper  problem  as  a  mill  problem  Is  not  conflnetl  to  Michi- 
gan. There  are  coated-paper  mills  in  all  of  the  following  States, 
and  any  Senator.  I  dare  to  prophesy,  can  verify  every  word  I 
have  said  by  applying  to  experts  in  his  own  State  in  whom  he 
has  confidence.  Here  are  the  States  that  are  Involved:  New 
York,  New  Hampshire,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Connecti- 
cut West  Virginia,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Verm<mt  Wisconsin.  Massa- 
chusetts, Illinois,  New  Jersey,  Maine,  California,  and  Virginia. 

Mr.  President  I  submit  that  the  duty  on  casein  should  remain 
wlkere  it  is  in  the  present  law,  as  recommended  by  the  House 
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Ways  and  Means  Conunlttee  and  as  passed  by  the  House,  for  tt  e 
primary  reason  that  any  increase  in  the  rate  will  be  a  serioi  s 
blow  to  American  aKrlcolture ;  for  the  secondary  reason  that  t 
may  destroy  the  American  coated-paper  industiy  and  its  stat  c 
investment  of  $75,000,000. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  tte 
Senator  from  Michi^n  a  further  question? 

Mr.  VANDENBEliG.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Wliat  pr<^)ortion  or  percental  e 
of  the  co«t  of  coated  paper  is  the  coat  of  casein? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Speaking  roughly,  Mr.  President,  it  s 
perhaps  10  per  cent  Perhaps  this  will  be  a  more  useful  flgui  e 
to  the  Senator.  It  is  the  official  computation  that  every  pennir 
of  increase  in  the  cost  of  casein  results  in  an  Increase  of  $1.2  0 
per  ton  in  the  coat  of  producing  coated  paper. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Let  me  see  if  I  understand  tl  s 
Senator  trom  Michigan.  It  1*  admitted  that  the  ad  valorem 
equivalent  of  the  duty  on  coated  paper  is  about  81  per  cent  plui  \, 
or  approximately  that 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  mi  •, 
the  tariff  experts  here  tell  me  that  those  figures  are  not  correc :. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Those  are  not  my  figures. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Can  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
tell  me? 

Mr.  WATSON.    I  thhak  it  is  30J2D  per  cent. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  understood  the  Senate  r 
from  Nebraska  to  say  that  the  duty  ot  5  cents  per  pound  ax  i 
16  cents  ad  valorem  on  coated  paper  would  be  equivalent  lo 
an  ad  valorem  of  81  per  cent  plus. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  based  upon  $150  a  ton  paper. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Of  course,  the  price  of  tie 
paper  would  be  controlling,  but  I  am  assuming  the  average  prl( « 
<^  paper.  1  suppose  it  is  possible  to  work  out  an  ad  valoren 
equivalent  that  will  be  approximately  accurate,  and  I  assumed 
that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  had  worked  it  out. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  th)  it 
this  report  is  made  on  paper  valued  at  $64  or  $65,  and  thnt 
makes  it  30.20  per  cent.  I  think  the  Senator  will  have  to  revi  e 
his  figures,  unless  he  arbitrarily  assumes  $150  a  ton  paper. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  gave  an  example  of  one  who  had  purchase  d 
70  pounds  of  paper,  and  he  gave  the  price  per  ton. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  assumed,  and  I  think  tie 
Senate  has  a  right  to  assume,  that  the  figures  given  by  tie 
Senator  from  Nebraska  were  very  illustrative  figures,  (f 
course,  anyone  can  understand  that  if  we  take  the  highest 
priced  paper,  the  ad  valorem  equivalent  would  vary  in  propor- 
tion to  the  price,  but  I  wonder  if  there  is  anyone  who  cou  d 
give  the  Senate  the  infcvmation  I  am  calling  for.  What  is  tl  le 
ai^roximate  ad  valorem  equivalent  of  the  5  cents  per  pouid 
rate,  plus  15  per  cent  ad  valorem,  on  coated  paper?  Whit 
could  it  fairly  be  said  to  be  if  the  figures  which  the  Senat  >r 
from  Nebraska  has  presented  are  not  deemed  illustrative? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Tariff  Commi8«<iion  reports  that  it  is  te- 
tween  90  and  31  per  cent. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may  interrupt  just  a 
moment,  I  took  as  an  example  paper  costing  $153  a  too.  I 
have  here  on  my  desk  a  report  from  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce giving  the  quantity  of  paper  produced  in  1927,  the  la$t 
figures,  and  dividing  the  value  by  the  number  of  pounds,  whi  ii 
was  164.000  peiunds,  I  would  ask  that  the  distinguished  Senat  >r 
from  Utah  have  his  expert  determine  what  would  be  the  ud 
valOTem  rate  on  that  basis. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  care  to  prolong  ud- 
doly  this  phase  of  the  discussion.  When  I  took  the  floor  to  ai  ik 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  I  assumed— sin » 
he  aaUl  when  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  made  the  statement  le 
did  resarding  the  ad  valorem  equivalent,  that  it  was  conced  id 
to  be  accurate — that  the  figures  were  fairly  Illustrative  of  t  le 
subject  matter  and  that  31  per  cent  approximately  was  the  i  id 
valorem  equivalent  as  nearly  as  it  could  be  stated.  But  assu]  q- 
ing  the  ad  valmrem  equivalent  to  be  31  per  cent  plus,  as  I  und(  r- 
stand  the  Senator  from  Michigan,  it  is  his  ccnitention  that  wl  :h 
a  protective  duty  of  31  per  cent  plus  on  coated  paper,  the  pi  o- 
ducers  ot  coated  paper  in  the  United  States  will  be  greatly  J  o- 
Jured  if  there  is  any  increase  on  duty  of  one  of  the  raw  ma- 
terlais  which  to  the  extent  of  10  per  cent  enters  into  the  cost  Df 
I»rodQcing  coated  paper,  namely,  casein. 

If  I  understand  the  Senator  correctly,  notwithstanding  t  >e 
fact  that  coated  paper  is  highly  protected  and  carries  a  prot<  c- 
tive  duty  of  5  cents  per  pound  and  15  per  cent  ad  valorem,  it 
would  destroy  the  coated-paper  Industry  In  the  United  States 
to  add  anything  to  the  duty  on  casein,  which  constitutes  10  p  it 
cent  of  the  cost  of  producing  coated  paper. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Progressively,  that  is  my  Judgment 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  flgm  ss 
the  Senator  from  NebraAa  £Mr.  Howkll]  uaed  were  wliat   i« 
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claimed  the  paper  sold  for  here  in  America.    The  rates  of  duty 
are  imposed  upon  the  foreign  value  of  the  article. 

Mr.    ROBINSON    of    Arkansas.      The    flares    given    by    the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  were  on  the  United  States  valuation? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  hear 
all  of  the  presentation  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan.  Did  he 
present  any  definite  concrete  information  an  to  the  differences 
in  the  prices  of  domestic  casein  and  imported  casein? 
Mr.  VANDEXBF]RG.  I  presented  the  average  situation. 
Mr.  W-\LSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  some  definite  infor- 
mation along  that  line. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  have  the  Sena- 
tor discuss  it. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor from   Massachusetts  permit  me  to  ask   the   Senator  from 
Michigan  one  more  question? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield  for  that  purpose. 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Why  is  American-made  casein 
inferior  to  foreign-produced  casein? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Speaking  again  generally,  it  is  because 
of  a  different  process  of  production. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Why  can  not  the  American 
producers  avail  themselves  of  the  processes  employed  by  the 
foreigners?  .  ^  ^ 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Some  of  them,  I  think,  have  tried  to 
use  the  same  process.  There  is  this  additional  Inability,  how- 
ever: The  paper  mills  neces.<<arily  have  to  have  a  uniform 
quality  of  casein.  The  Argentine  product  is  substantially 
standardized,  coming  through  very  few  channels,  whereas  our 
product  is  not  standardized.  At  the  present  time  in  our  sec- 
tion of  the  ctrantry  it  comes  from  a  large  number  of  different 
places  and  is  not  uniform. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield. 
Mr.  BORAH.     I  want  simply  to  say  that  the  contention  that 
Arf^entine  casein  is  of  a  better  quality  is  a  matter  for  debate. 
Mr.  WALSn  of  Massachusetts.     I  think  the  Senator  is  correct 
Mr!  BOR-A.H.     I  have  here  a  showing  to  the  contrary.     In 
fact,  certain  quantities  of  American  casein  are  being  soUl  at  a 
premium  over  the  product  from  Argentina  because  of  its  quality. 
Mr.   VANDENBERG.     Can  the  Senator  from   Idaho  tell  me 
specifically  where  that  has  occurred?    I  have  undertaken  to  in- 
quire into  that  since  his  previous  statement,  and  I  have  bt^n 
told  there  is  no  public  knowledge  of  the  sale  of  domestic  casein 
at  a  premium. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  have  a  number  of  letters  and  communications 
which  I  intend  to  use  In  discussion  a  little  later.  I  think  they 
are  reliable  and  from  people  who  are  entirely  familiar  with  it 
not  only  as  producers  but  as  dealers  in  it,  and  I  think  they  help 
sustain  that  contention. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  letter  which  I  have  re- 
cently received,  Inasmuch  referenc«e  was  made  to  a  letter  from 
the  Monlte  Waterproof  Glue  Co.  The  representative  of  that 
company  who  called  upon  me  personally  impressed  upon  me  two 
facts  in  connection  with  the  subject.  First,  in  the  u.se  of  casein 
in  the  manufacture  of  glue  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  use  im- 
ported casein.  I  want  to  be  frank.  I  do  not  think  such  a 
conclusive  case  was  made  for  the  necessity  of  using  the  Imported 
casein  in  the  manufncture  of  coated  paper,  but  it  is  my  judg- 
ment that  the  preponderance  of  evidence  Indicates  the  superior 
quality  of  the  Imported  casein. 

;put  the  representative  of  the  glue  manufacturer  did  Impress 
me  of  the  absolute  superior  quality  of  Imported  casein,  and  he 
seemed  to  be  fearful  of  the  awful  conse<iuences  to  the  glue  indus- 
try in  case  an  embargo,  or  duty  amounting  to  an  embargo, 
should  be  put  upon  imported  casein.  He  gave  an  Illustration  of 
what  happened  in  my  own  State  where  on  one  o<X^sion  he  sent 
to  a  furniture  manufacturer  glue  made  of  domestic  ca.sein  In- 
stead of  Imported  casein.  I  asked  him  to  put  it  In  writing, 
and  the  letter  I  had  printed  in  the  Record  yesterday  relates  the 
importance  of  glue  made  from  imjwrted  casein  being  used  by  the 
furniture  industry,  as  well  as  the  general  views  of  the  glue  Indus- 
try upon  this  tariff  question.  I  repeat  I  was  impressed  that  in 
the  making  of  marketable  glue  the  imported  casein  is  necessary. 
I  inquired.  "  What  about  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  the  im- 
ported ca.sein  and  the  domestic  ca.sein?  Can  you  obtain  conclu- 
sive information — not  your  own  statement  because  you  are  an 
interested  party,  but  can  you  obtain  information  from  some 
wholesaler  who  deals  in  both  imported  and  domestic  casein?" 
He  said  he  could.  I  said,  "  Let  me  have  the  information  as  to 
what  the  actual  difference  is  to-day — not  several  months  ago  or 
a  year  ago,  but  to-day."    Here  is  the  letter  which  I  received.    It 


Is  from  Adolphe  Hurst  &  Co.  (Inc.),  420  Lexington  Avenue,  New 
TM-k.  I  will  ask  the  Junior  Senator  from  New  York  if  they  are 
reputable  Importers? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  They  are  wdl  known 
through  the  country,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Yea. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  This  letter  is  dated  Septem- 
ber 13.  1929,  addressed  to  the  Monlte  Waterjwxwf  Glue  Co., 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  and  reads  as  follows: 

Kindly  note  that  we  are  in  a  position  to-day  to  offer  yon  1  or  2 
carloads  of  Wisconsin  casein,  ongroaod,  same  quality  aa  per  sample 
aubmitted,  at  12%  cents  per  pound  f.  o.  b.  car  Minneapolis. 

We  are  also  in  a  position  to  offer  yon  to-day  our  "  Halley  "  brand 
•tandard  lactic  Argentine  casein  in  carload  lots  at  13%  cents  per  pound 
e.  L  f.  New  York. 

In  a  supplementary  letter  he  states  that  the  freight  from 
New  York  to  Minneapolis  would  make  that  casein  cost  the  glue 
company  at  Minneapolis  16%  cents  per  pound — 16%  cents  per 
pound  for  the  imported  casein  against  12%  cents  per  pound 
for  the  domestic  casein  d^ivered  in  Minneapolis. 

I  read  further  from  the  letter: 

And  oor  prime  French  lactic  standard  casein — 

Which  the  Tariff  Commission  says  Is  the  best  of  all  and 
better  than  the  Argentine  casein — 

at  13  cents  per  ponnd  c.  1.  f.  New  York — 

Which  means  more  than  16%  cents  per  pound  when  the 
freightage  is  included  and  when  it  is  delivered  in  Minneapolis. 

The  letter  concludes: 

These  are  botli  for  September  and  October  shipments  from  the  re- 
spective countries. 

We  trust  that  you  can  see  your  way  clear  to  favor  us  with  a  trial 
order,  which  we  can  assure  yon  in  advance  will  have  our  best  and 
prompt  attention,  and  remain, 
Yours  very  truly, 

Adolphb  Hubst  *  Co.  (Inc.). 

The  letter  Is  signed  by  the  manager  of  the  casein  department 
of  this  importing  firm. 

Here,  therefore,  Is  a  glue  manufacturer  who  testifies  that  he 
must  have  imported  casein,  that  it  is  necessary  in  order  to  make 
a  high  standard  of  glue  that  would  keep  the  farmers'  furni- 
ture together,  that  will  be  used  in  airplanes  in  welding  together 
the  wings  of  the  airplanes  where  the  highest  type  of  glue  is 
essMitial.  Here  is  the  further  fact  that  this  man  actually  pays 
4  cents  more  for  imported  casein  than  for  the  domestic  casein. 
How  can  any  Senator  explain  an  American  manufacturer  paying 
4  cents  a  pound  more  for  an  imported  ca.sein  against  a  domestic 
casein  unless  he  believes  and  feels  that  it  is  necessary  for  him 
to  pay  that  difference  in  price  to  get  superior  quality  In  the 
making  of  his  glue? 

Mr.  BLAINE  and  Mr.  BARKLBY  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield ;  and  if  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  did  not  care  to  enter  ex- 
tensively into  the  debate,  and  I  do  not  care  to  do  so  now.  I 
simply  wanted  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  I  was  very 
much  impressed  with  the  information  which  this  glue  manufac- 
turer brought  to  me  and  with  the  evidence  about  the  difference 
in  the  cost  of  the  imported  and  domestic  casein.  I  must  frankly 
say  that  I  was  convinced,  so  far  as  glue  is  concerned,  that  the 
overwhelming  evidence  is  that  they  must  use  the  imported 
casein  at  the  present  time  to  make  good  glue. 

Mr.  President,  casein,  as  has  been  stated,  Is  used  chiefiy  by 
the  manufacturers  of  book  paper  in  the  production  of  what  is 
known  as  coated  paper,  and  by  the  manufacturers  of  high-class 
glues  used  in  the  manufacture  of  furniture,  where  veneers  are 
attached  to  a  foundation  wood  of  some  common  variety.  In 
both  of  these  uses  the  casein  acts  ultimately  as  an  adhesive, 
and  during  the  process  of  use  must  have  a  very  dependable 
and  uniform  fluidity.  In  the  case  of  the  manufacture  of  coated 
paper  the  casein  causes  the  china  clay  constituting  the  coating 
to  adhere  to  the  paper  already  filled  with  china  clay.  If  the 
fluidity  of  the  adhesive  substance  carrying  the  coating  clay  is  not 
dependably  tmiform,  the  result  will  be  a  blotched  and  otherwise 
imperfect  surface  g^ven  to  the  paper.  In  the  case  of  the  use 
of  glue  of  which  the  characteristic  element  Is  casein,  if  the 
casein  be  not  of  good  quality,  the  flow  of  the  adliesive  material 
upon  the  veneers  to  be  adhered  will  be  uneven  and  the  final 
result  will  not  be  a  good  and  lasting  job  of  glueing.  If  inferior 
glue  be  used,  the  application  of  the  adhesive  is  uneven  and 
there  will  be  strains  and  stresses  In  the  final  product,  which  will 
make  the  veneer  crack  and  peel  off.  The  especial  reason  why 
glues  made  with  casein  and  measuring  up  to  I^b  specifications 


are  required  for  making  high-class  furniture  is  because  such 
glues  are  particularly  adapted  to  resisting  moisture,  high  tem- 
peratures, and  changes  in  temperature.  It  will  be  a  great  way 
to  help  the  farmer  to  enact  a  wh<^y  problematical  Increase  of  a 
small  fracti(Xi  of  a  c«)t  per  gallon  for  his  milk  and  at  the  same 
time  make  it  practically  certain  that  he  will  either  pay  more  for 
his  furniture  or  have  It  fall  to  pieces  on  him.  The  farmer  buys, 
let  us  say,  a  chamber  set  to  last  his  lifetime.  If  made  with 
inferior  glue,  made  from  his  own  casein — and  It  will  be  if  the 
doty  has  any  real,  practical  effect  and  is  not  wholly  a  gesture — 
then  it  will  begin  to  peel  and  look  like  destrucdon,  perhaps, 
before  even  the  first  anniversary  of  the  purchase  takes  place. 

I  do  not  want  to  condemn  this  project  of  the  bill  brought 
forward  for  the  ostensible  purpose  of  aiding  agriculture  unduly 
and  with  no  admission  that  there  is  any  color  of  right  about  it. 
But  I  have  given  the  matter  some  thought,  and  I  l)elieve  that 
the  farmers  and  the  friends  of  the  farmers  have  been  In  this 
matter  very  badly  advised.  And  believing  so,  I  must  say  so 
and  make  my  reasons  plain. 

The  heart  of  this  whole  subject  now  before  us  Is  quality. 
Nobody  would  have  any  particular  olijection  to  a  reasonable 
duty  on  casein  if  it  would  benefit  the  farmer  or  if  it  was  only 
thought  that  it  would  benefit  him,  provided  that  the  only  form 
of  injury  to  others  would  be  a  somewhat  enhanced  price.  I 
should,  myself,  object,  though  not  str^iuonsly,  to  any  Increase 
of  the  iM-ice  of  one  of  the  raw  materials  for  l)ook-paper  manu- 
facture. That  Industry  Is  not  in  a  flourishing  condition  and — 
ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  a  higher  price  for  its  ma- 
terials— not  when  that  higher  price  will,  in  all  probability,  re-' 
dound  to  the  advantage  of  various  middlemen  and  barnacle 
Industries  and  not  to  the  farmer. 

The  heart  of  this  whole  matter  is  quality:  and  If  the  paper 
manufacturers,  for  examine,  are  to  maintain  the  quality  of  their 
products  and  hold  on  to  their  diminishing  export  trade  at  all, 
they  will  have  to  continue  to  use  the  imported  casein,  because 
t!ie  domestic  casein — except  for  insufiScient  quantities  produced 
in  California — is  inferior.  The  proof  of  that  inferiority  Is  that 
the  domestic  casein  sells  regularly  in  our  market  at  atwut  4  to 
5  cents  per  pound  less  than  the  imported  casein  sells  for. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 
I  want  to  seek  some  Information. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield- 
Mr.  BLAINE.    I  understood  from  the  letter  the  Senator  read 
and  the  information  that  he  obtained  from  the  letter,  that  the 
Wisconsin  casein  was  unground. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Yes. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Then  will  the  Senator  permit  this  explana- 
tion? It  win  be  repeating  what  I  said  yesterday,  but  perhaps 
the  Senator  did  not  hear  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  have 
the  explanation. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  casein  to  which  the  Senator  refers  is 
ordinarily  sent  to  New  York  City  and  there  redried,  reground, 
and  refined.  I  have  here  the  spot-cash  price  of  casein  in  New 
York  City.  That  Is  the  casein  to  which  the  Senator  refers 
when  it  Is  reground,  redried,  and  refined.  It  is  the  20-30  mesh 
casein,  and  in  New  York  City,  after  the  refining  process,  it  Is 
purchased  at  from  15%  to  16  cents  a  pound,  while  the  Argen- 
tine casein,  standard  ground,  which  corresponds  to  the  20-30 
mesh  is  16  to  16^  cents  a  pound.  So  the  manufacturer  does  not 
buy  his  casein  In  the  unground,  unrefined  state.  The  letter  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  referred  does  not 
state  all  the  facts,  and  I  thought  I  ought  to  advise  the  Senator 
that  had  he  sotight  the  casein  that  is  refined  In  New  York  he 
would  have  found  the  same  quality  of  casein  as  the  Argentine 
processed  casein,  and  he  would  have  had  to  pay  only  a  quarter 
of  a  cent  more  for  the  highest  grade. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  not  know  but  what 
this  man  is  a  faker  and  a  deceiver. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    No,  Senator,  he  Is  not  a  faker. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Or  that  his  letter  is  mis- 
leading, but  It  Is  a  letter  which  has  been  written  as  the  result 
of  a  conversation  with  me,  in  which  I  asked  him  to  give  me 
proof  that  the  imported  casein  which  he  purchased  actually 
cost  him  more  In  the  American  market  than  the  domestic  casein. 
Of  course,  it  is  a  debatable  question ;  but,  I  am  m^'ely  pre- 
senting the  evidence  and  giving  the  impression  made  upon  me. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President  I  think  the  Senator  has  mis- 
understood me.  I  do  not  claim  that  the  writer  of  the  letter 
is  insincere. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  If  in  this  letter  he  has  at- 
tempted to  give  the  impression  to  me  that  a  certain  interior, 
undeveloped  quality  of  casein  that  is  produced  In  America  Is 
cheaper  than  the  real,  finished,  ready  for  the  market  imported 
casein,  and  tliat  is  not  true,  then  he  has  misled  me  and  made  a 
false  statement 
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Mr.  BLAINE.  The  only  thing  he  has  done  la  that  iM  Uas 
failed  to  state  that  the  caaeln  to  which  he  referred*  if  refln  ed. 
woold  bring  within  (me-qnarter  of  a  cent  a  pound  of  ttie  pi  ice 
of  the  Argentine  casein.  He  simply  has  not  given  the  Sena  or 
all  the  facts ;  it  probably  escaped  his  notice.  He  was  think  ng 
of  the  unrefined  casein ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  cas  tin 
wtien  it  is  reground,  redried,  and  refined  commands  practice  Ily 
the  same  price  as  the  Argentine  casein  of  practically  the  sa^e 
qnality.  I  meant  no  reflection  upon  tlie  Senator's  correspobd- 
ent  at  alL 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachnaetta.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  I  co  ild 
Nw  this  question  as  the  Senator  sees  it  I  admire  the  earn  mt 
and  excrptionally  able  manner  in  which  he  has  presented  he 
ease  f<»r  an  Increased  duty.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  heard  he 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  make  a  l>etter  ariniiD«nt,  but  I  mt«t. 
In  fatmemi  to  mysHf,  gire  the  impression  that  I  derired  alter 
a  good  deal  of  study  of  this  subject  and  erldenee  and  a  deiire 
to  sK  real  Arwt-hand  information. 

Mr.  I'resld«^t.  theMe  are  the  resNons  wtij  I  am  decidedly  op- 
posed to  any  suggestion  for  an  Increased  rata  of  duty  on  ca«  in, 
when  the  sole  argument  for  such  Increase  is  a  supposed  ben  »flt 
for  tlie  farmars.  It  is,  in  my  judgment,  an  absolutely  fn  lie 
gesture,  so  far  as  benefiting  the  farmer  is  concerned,  and  a  <  er- 
tain  injury  to  others  who,  in  tb<!  first  instance,  are  certain 
manufacturing  industries,  some  of  them  not  prosperous.  Am  mg 
those  who  will  be  Injured  in  the  capacity  of  ultimate  consun  ers 
of  fully  fabricated  commodities  made  with  casein  are  ttie  fa  rm- 
ers  tlieiwwives.  They  will  either  pay  a  higher  price  for  cert  tin 
eommoditlcs,  or  they  will  have  them  supplied  at  the  same  \it  ce, 
but  of  inferior  quality.  Thin  last  consideration  Mhould  nevei  tw 
overlooked  in  dlMcussing  thi>i4e  questions  of  ttie  ramiflcatlof  of 
tlie  effect  of  tariff  rates.  The  prices  of  many  things  may  no  be 
raised  after  an  increaae  of  duty,  because  prices  are  often  largely 
customary  and  can  not  be  raised.  But  the  manufacturers  ind 
dealers  then  save  their  profits,  if  their  coats  are  Increased,  by 
skimping  the  quality  of  tlielr  wares.  Nobody  can  blame  tlinn, 
wlien  it  ia  the  act  of  Government  itself  tliat  has  increased  t^lr 
costs. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ma^ 
cbosetts  permit  me  to  ask  him  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER    Does  the  Senator  from  Ma^sa 
^chusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  have  yielded  the  floor,  {but 
I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  lean 
answer  the  question  or  not.  I  should  like  to  have  some  one 
trtl  me  the  difference  between  milk  given  by  an  Argentine  :*ow 
and  milk  given  by  an  Amerit'an  cow.  A  Jersey  cow  or  a  lol 
stein  cow  in  Argentina  is  the  same  sort  of  cow  that  that  >ar- 
tlcnlar  breed  of  animal  is  in  the  United  States.  They  eat  the 
same  food  and  give  the  same  kind  of  milk.  Why  is  it  iiat 
casein  made  from  milk  of  an  Argentine  cow  will  stick  ?  hen 
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made  into  glue  and  will  not  stick  if  it 
milk  that  comes  from  an  American  cow? 
not  understand. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
served  on  the  subcommittee  and  heard  all  the  testimnny 
think,  if  I  have  read  the  evidence  correctly,  there  was  nlnch 
evidence  to  prove  that  the  difference  In  the  process  of  in- 
verting the  milk  into  casein  was  accountable  for  the  inferior 
quflllty  of  the  one  and  the  superior  quality  of  the  other. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  same  sun  shines  in  Argentina  ihat 
shines  In  the  United  States.  They  can  sun-dry  the  casei^  In 
Argentina  and  they  can  do  that  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Yes ;  the  evidence  shows  ihat 
in  Argentina  the  casein  Is  sun  drie<1  and  the  American  proquct, 
exc(^t  in  California,  is  bake  dried. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  Argentina  it  is  sun  dried  and  here,  t  is 
claimed,  it  is  baked,  but  the  same  sun  shin^  lioth  in  Argen^na 
ami  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Matssachusetts.  Does  the  Senator  think  that 
domestic  casein  Is  the  same  in  quality  as  the  Imported  cai>eii  i? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think,  on  the  average,  while  it  may|  not 
be.  It  can  be  made  of  the  same  quality. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Then  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, who  sat  upon  the  committee,  admits  that  he  is  not  mre 
that  Uie  domestic  product  is  equal  to  the  imported  product  but 
that  it  can  be  made  equal  to  it  at  some  time  in  the  fuiur^  by 
some  new  process.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No ;  I  say  that,  on  the  average,  the  quility 
of  the  casein  In  this  country,  taking  that  wliich  is  stui  <  ried 
and  that  which  is  baked,  probably,  on  the  whole,  may  no :  be 
as  high  as  that  which  is  altogether  sun  dried  in  Argi-nt  na ; 
but  the  testimony  shows  that  it  can  be  sun  dried  in  thia  oun- 
try.    If  that  process  Is  necessary  and  can  be  made  sufficiently 


remunerative  to  justify  the  farmers  in  certain  States  of  the 
Wfst,  which  were  enumerated  yesterday,  they  might  l>e  induced 
to  gun  bake  their  casein  and  not  bake  it  by  an  artificial  process. 
Mr.  BLAINE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield,  if  I  have  the  floor. 
Mr.  BLAINE.     I  should  like  to  throw  some  light  upon  the 
difference  between  the  milk  produced  in  Argentina  and  the  milk 
produced  in  the  Northwest  and  the  Mississippi  Valley  States. 
There  is  quite  a  large  difference  between  June  butter  and  Janu- 
ary butter.    That  is  due  entirely  to  the  qnality  of  feed.     It  is 
exactly  the  same  with  casein.    Casein  is  all  protein. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes. 

Mr.  BliAINE.  Feed  that  is  highly  protein  iiroduces  its  kind. 
So,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  machine  which  produces  the  milk, 
which  is  the  cow,  in  her  production  glrPM  all  the  high  protein 
content  of  her  fee<l — alfalfa,  »o)'i>eans,  Milage,  sweet  clover, 
I  ml>^t  mention  other  highly  protein  feed,  which  causes  the 
cow  to  produce  as  a  ntachine  a  high  protein  content  milk.  So 
the  American  milk  I'roduct  from  the  sfandpolnt  (tt  quality.  Is 
far  superior  to  the  Argentine  milk,  which  is  produced  largely 
on  the  grazing  paraiMs  or  pialmt  of  that  cf^untry. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  The  seasons  have  conidderable  to  do  with 
the  quality  and  kind  of  fo<id  that  is  crmMumed  by  cown,  I  pre- 
sume  that  when  cows  are  grazing  on  grass  and  alfalfa  in 
Argentina  thfy  are  being  fed  on  foddt^  and  drlefl  corn  in  the 
United  States,  and  rice  versa.  Therefore,  while  the  quality  of 
food  does  have  a  lot  to  do  with  the  protein  content  of  the  milk, 
the  climate  In  Argentina,  the  Uiiite<l  Htatet*  being  the  reverMC, 
at  any  particular  time  would  simply  mean  an  alternate  quality 
of  protein  in  the  milk  of  the  American  cow  as  compared  to  the 
Argentine  cow;  but  taking  it  over  a  period  of  five  years,  will 
it  not  average  about  the  same? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  No:  b<>«tu>«e  the  American  dniry  producer 
feedM  a  much  larger  ration  of  protein  feeds  than  do  the  Argen- 
tine people. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    So  that  the  American  cow  has  an  advantage 
in  that  respect  over  the  Argentinian  cow? 
Mr.  BLAINE.    There  is  no  doubt  ab(»ut  that  at  all. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    There  Is  not  only  more  protein  in  the  Amer- 
ican cow's  milk,  but  it  is  a  better  quality. 
Mr.  BLAINE.    There  is  more  butteffat  in  It. 
Mr.  HOWELL  obtained  the  flour. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr,  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING   OFFICER.     Does  the   Senator   from   Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  It  would  be  interesting  to  me  to  know  what  is 
the  duty  on  the  glue,  which  it  is  said  can  not  be  made  from 
American  casein. 

I  am  not  familiar  with  that. 
The  duty  is  26  per  cent. 
Twenty-flve  per  cent  ad  valorem? 
Yes ;  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
Has  that  duty  l>een  in  effect  long? 
It  has  been  in  effect  since  1922. 
And  there  is  a  duty  of  4  per  cent  on  paper 
into  the  manufacture  of  which  casein  enters.     So  both  of  those 
products  are  protected  by  duty? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska  is 
entitled  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  thought  I  had  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING   OFFICER.    The  Senator  from  Nebraska 
is  entitled  to  the  floor.     Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah? 
Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  thought  perhaps  it  would  be 
Interesting  to  report  to  tlie  Senate  now  the  result  of  an  examina- 
tion made  pursuant  to  questions  asked  by  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion in  relation  to  this  very  product  and  the  result  which  would 
follow  if  a  duty  of  8  cents  were  imposed  on  casein  as  Is  pro- 
posed.    I  will  read  the  statement  which  has  been  furnished  me : 

The  following;  list  of  pnbllcations  have  changed  from  casein-coated 
paper  to  snpercalendered  paper,  or  will  ctaaoKe  in  the  event  of  an  8-cent 
duty  on  casein  or  will  seriously  consider  a  change  in  the  event  of  such 
increased  duty.  This  list  was  compiled  by  the  National  Publishers' 
Association  and  represents  only  a  partial  list  of  publications  which  use 
or  have  used  coated  paper. 

(Received  October.  1929) 

Group  1.  Publications  which  have  recently  changod  to  supercalendered 
paper :  Adventure,  Butterick  Quarterly,  Delineator,  Good  Hardware, 
Romance,  circolation  4,000,000;  Hotel  Management.  Restaurant  Man- 
agement, Institutional  Jobber,  Living  Age,  Chilton  Glass  Journal. 


Mr.  BLAINE. 
Mr.  SMOOT. 
Mr.  BLACK. 
Mr.  SMOOT. 
Mr.  BLACK. 
Mr.  SMOf/r. 
Mr.  BLACK. 
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Oroap  2.  PabUcntlOM  which  will  change  to  nipercftlendered  paper  in 
the  event  of  an  8-cent  duty  on  casein  :  Vogue,  Vanity  Pair,  American 
Golfer,  House  and  Garden,  Vogue  Pattern  Book,  clrcalatlon  660,000; 
Art!  and  Decoration,  circulation  25,000 ;  NaUon's  Business,  clrcalatlon 
806,000;  Popular  Science  Monthly.  eircuUtion  860.000;  FUm  Fun.  dr- 
CQlaaon  nearly  2.000.000;  Toilet  Eequlsltea  Magasine,  Toilet  Requisites 
Register.  Public  Works.  Normal  Instnictor-Prlmary  Plans.  The  Illus- 
trated Milliner.  Novelty  and  Notion  Newt,  Infants  and  Chlldrens  Be- 
Tlew,  Corset  and  Underwear  Review,  Inland  Merchant  Quarterly,  Dress 
easentiala,  the  BuslneMS  School  Journal,  the  Lace  and  Embroidery 
Berlew,  Electric  Traction,  Traction  Shop  and  Roadway. 

Group  8.  Pabiicatlons  which  will  serloasly  consider  a  change  to  super- 
eal(>nd<>r<<d  paper  If  casein  duty  Is  increased  :  CosmopoliUn.  Good  House- 
keeping. Harper's  Baxaar,  International  Studio.  Smart  Set,  Town  and 
Country.  Aromatic*,  Motor,  Motor  Boating.  American  Architect,  Ameri- 
can Dnigalat,  circulation,  4,000,000;  Harper's  Msgasine.  circulation, 
121.000:  the  Modem  Prlscllla,  circoUtion,  622.000;  Ufe,  drcalatioa, 
Ig.'i.OoO;  Atlantic  Monthly,  Hooim'  Beautiful,  Magnxine  World,  rtrcala- 
tlori,  '-'40,000;  American  Boy,  Time,  the  Spectator.  Publlobrrs'  W««kly, 
library  Joamal.  Book  Review.  Book*  of  the  Month.  Trade  U«t  Annual, 
Fumttare  Record,  Furniture  Manufacturers;  Pictorial  Review  Quarterly, 
Pictorial  Review  Maiqitine,  Excella  Quarterly,  circalstlon,  8.000.000; 
Sunday  Kthfwl  Tlm»i,  drcuUtlon,  &S,(S»0 ;  S.  8.  White  Dental  Manatac- 
tnrlng  to.  pohllcatlons ;  The  Sportsman,  McCall'ii  Blue  Book,  R<d  Book, 
McCall's  Style  Book.  McCall's  Quarterly  Buyers*  Yardgoods  Review, 
Needlework  and  Decoration  Review,  eircuUtion,  4,000,000, 

The  above  publlcallonii  uiwd  or  have  used  casein-coated  paper  In 
rarylng  degrees,  some  being  entirely  prlnt>^  on  snch  paper,  others 
using  casein-coated  paper  only  for  covert  or  colored  inaerts,  or  both. 

Psragraph  19.  Casein :  According  to  testimony  before  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  the  following  three  publications,  namely,  Saturday 
Evening  Post,  Ladles'  Home  Journal,  and  Country  Gentleman,  have 
already  shifted  from  casetn-coatMl  paper  to  superralendered  paper.  Fur- 
thermore, Vogue,  Vanity  Fair,  and  House  and  Garden  are  considering  this 
change,  which  would  save  875,000  per  year.  A  represen^tive  of  the 
National  Poblisben'  Association,  John  C.  Locas,  stated  that  an  8-cent 
duty  on  casi'ln  would  place  an  additional  cost  of  $200,000  on  Vogue, 
Vanity  Fair,  and  House  snd  Gsrden. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  \o  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has 
presented  an  interesting  statement  purporting  to  reprt>sent  that 
certain  publishers  will  change  from  the  use  of  coated  paper  to 
calendered  paper,  and  he  bases  that  statement  on  information 
obtained  from  the  Tariff  Commission.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Utah  whether  the  statement  represents  the  opinion 
of  the  Tariff  Commission  or  a  conclusion  reached  from  a  survey? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  only  a  survey.  The  Tariff  Commission  does 
not  express  any  opinion  at  all  in  relation  to  this  matter.  This 
suney  was  made  to  ascertain  what  attitude  the  periodicals 
mentioned  would  take.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  if  he  will 
look  at  tlie  hearings  he  will  find  there  that  a  large  number — I 
will  not  say  most  of  them,  but  a  great  many  of  their  representa- 
tive.s — appeared  before  the  committee  and  testified  to  the  same 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  am  not  caring  now,  for  my 
present  purposes,  to  read  anything.  What  I  am  trying  to  do  is 
to  ascertain  the  authenticity  of  the  declaration  that  if  any  in- 
crease in  the  duty  on  casein  is  made  the  publishers  which  the 
Senator  has  named  will  immediately  cease  to  use  coated  paper 
and  begin  to  use  calendered  paper.  Did  the  Senator  tell  me 
that  the  Tariff  Commission  had  made  a  complete  survey  of  this 
8ul>ject  and  ascertained  just  what  will  be  the  effect  of  any 
increase  in  the  duty  on  casein  in  the  relative  use  of  coated  and 
calendered  paper? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  I  do  not  say  that  they  made  a  survey  of 
costs.    I  simply  say 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  The  Senator  did  say  that  they 
had  made  a  survey. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     They  have  made 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  do  not  want  to  question  the 
Senator's  truthfulness. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    They  have  not  made  a  complete  survey. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  asked  the  Senator  when  he 
took  the  floor  whether  the  gtatem«it  was  based  on  the  opinion 
of  the  Tariff  Commission  or  on  a  survey  made  by  the  commis- 
sion, and  he  said  it  was  based  on  a  survey.  What  prompted 
the  connnission  to  make  a  survey  of  the  subject.  If  they  did 
make  a  survey? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  suppose  It  was  prompted  by  the  action  that 
has  already  been  taken,  and  the  testimony  that  was  given  be- 
fore the  committee. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  am  really  trying  to  find  oat 
the  value  of  that  statement,  whether  it  was  prompted  by  the 


committee  itself,  and  the  extent  of  the  surrey  that  was  made. 
How  does  the  Tariff  Commission  know  what  mnterinl  a  pub- 
lisher will  use  if  there  is  a  slight  Increase  in  dnty  on  a  rela- 
tively unimportant  constituent  that  enters  into  the  comiMwitloo 
of  paper?  ^ 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield  rtght 
there,  I  should  like  to  correct  the  statement  made  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan.  He  stated,  in  answer  to  a  question  of  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas,  that  10  per  cent  of  this  coated  paper 
was  casein.  The  Tariff  Commission's  r«'port  shows  that  only  5 
per  cent  out  of  every  100  pounds  of  coated  paper,  5^^  pound's 
reprew-nts  casein. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas,  Rahatnntially.  the  point  is  this, 
accepting  the  llKur<>s  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  given : 
According  to  the  admitted  far-ts,  the  prote^-lkm  on  coafwl  paper 
is  81  per  cent  pins — a  fairly  high  rsite  of  protection.  The  cost 
of  the  casein  that  enters  into  the  coate<l  paper  In  8  {>er  cent 
pins,  according  to  the  Henntor  from  Kentucky.  Atrording  lo  the 
Senator  from  Michigan,  It  la  10  per  cent  plos.  Does  the  H^'oa- 
tor  from  Utah  tell  ns  ibat  the  Tariff  ComroisMlon  made  so^h  an 
acr-orate  and  relhdde  stirrey  of  the  qneslioii  as  to  tie  able  to 
tell  the  Senate  that  upon  any  increase  in  tlie  tariff  on  caaeln 
the  publishers  of  the  pntdications  to  which  he  has  n»ferre<I 
will  immediately  cease  to  use  coated  pap<>r  and  begin  the  use 
of  calendered  paper?  It  is  the  most  astonlablnc  statement  when 
it  Is  analyzed. 

lifr.  HMOOT.  I  will  go  back  to  the  beginning  and  carry  It 
right  through. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  No ;  I  am  not  concerned  abont 
the  beginning  or  the  end.  What  I  want  to  know  is  the  fact — 
whether  the  Senator  from  Utah  states  that  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion has  made  snch  a  snrrey  of  the  matter  as  to  t)e  able  to  say 
that  notwithstanding  the  relative  unimportance  of  casein  as  a 
raw  material,  something  in  the  nature  of  a  raw  material,  en- 
tering into  coated  paper,  and  notwithstanding  the  high  protec- 
tive dnty  that  is  already  levied  in  the  case  of  coated  paper,  any 
increase  in  the  duty  on  casein  will  ri'sult  in  the  immediate  dia- 
continnance  of  the  use  of  coated  paper  by  the  leading  pablishera 
of  the  United  States. 

Frankly,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  such  a  statement  of  fact 
can  have  fair  support  in  l(^^  or  in  reason.  Without  regard 
to  the  merits  of  the  question  as  to  what  duty  should  be  levied 
on  casein.  It  seems  to  me  that  those  who  are  opposing  any  In- 
crease in  duty  have  overstated  their  case,  and  have  made  an 
argument  that  will  not  stand  the  test  of  sound  reason. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  do. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  did  not  make  any 
statement  In  relation  to  duty  on  casein  at  all. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Aricansaa  Oh,  no;  I  am  not  talking 
about  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  except  that  he 
did  say,  and  he  introduces  this  paper  as  proof  of  the  fact,  that 
the  Tariff  Commission  contends  that  any  increase  in  duty  will 
cause  certain  publishers  to  cease  to  use  coated  paper  and  begin 
the  use  of  calendered  paper,  and  will  cause  certain  other  pub- 
lishers to  contemplate  that  course.  What  I  want  to  know  is  the 
reliability  of  the  survey  made  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  and 
not  the  conclusion  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGB.  Mr.  President,  does  anybody  tmdertake 
to  make  such  an  al>surd  and  ridiculous  statement? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Certainly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  will  quote  the  heading  of  each 
of  the  lists  as  I  read  them. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  It  seems  to  me  this  matter  might  be  intro- 
duced in  the  Rixx>BD. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  want  to  answer  the  Senator  from  Arkanaas 
It  will  not  take  long. 
HOWELL.    Does  the  Senator  wish  to  reread  what  he 

read  a  while  ago?  ,    .      ,  .  .»    .  t 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  I  do  not  I  simply  want  to  say  that  I 
have  a  list  of  witnesses  that  came  before  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee and  opposed  the  increase  in  the  duty  on  casein. 

Mr   HOWELL.     How  many,  may  I  ask  the  Senator? 

Mr   SMOOT.     I  ha^e  glvwi  the  Senator  the  list  already. 

Mr!  HOWELL.    There  were  only  three,  were  there  not? 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  mean  those  that  have  now  changed  from 
coated  paper  to  calendered  paper.  They  are  the  Saturday  Even- 
ing Post  the  I.adies  Home  Journal,  and  the  Country  Gentleman. 

Mr  HOWELL.  O  Mr.  President,  the  Saturday  Evening  Post 
had  changed  before  the  heaHnga  before  the  Senate  committee. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Of  course  they  had.  There  is  not  any  doubt 
about  it    I  have  not  said  anything  different  from  that  at  all; 


now. 
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but  I  say  tboee  had  already  changed,  Mr.  President  Theti  Mr. 
Watson,  the  chief  of  the  chemical  division  of  the  United  Stat« 
Tariff  Commission,  wrote  to  the  National  Publishers'  Aaaod  i- 
tlon  for  whatever  information  they  had  in  relation  to  this 
matter,  if  they  had  any  information  for  the  use  of  the  coii- 

mlttee. 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    WUl  the  Senator  pardon  me 

for  an  interruption?  .... 

Mr.  SMOOT.  May  I  get  through?  Then  I  will  answer  aiy 
quetitioas  the  Senator  wishes  to  aslc.     Let  me  get  through. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  It  is  not  a  question.  I  want 
to  point  oat  the  fact  that  the  Senator  is  now  giving  Informaticn 
which  shows  that  It  is  not  the  representation  of  the  Tariff  Cx>ri- 
mission ;  that  the  Tariff  Commission  wrote  to  somebody  in  1 1- 
terest  and  procured  a  statement  of  fact  ,     „      ..,     ^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  will  go  right  through  with  it  Mr.  Presldei  L 

On  October  21  a  letter  was  written  by  the  National  Pu  ►- 
Ushers-  Association  to  Mr.  Watson,  the  chief  of  the  chemicil 
division,  gi>ing  the  Information  that  I  read  to  the  Senate.  Mr. 
Watson  brought  that  infonuation,  and  it  was  gronped  under 
the  three  heads  as  reported  by  the  National  Publishers'  A88>- 
dation  to  Mr.  Watson ;  and  those  groups,  as  I  read  them  befor  e, 

were  these: 

Group  1.  Publications  which  have  recently  dianged  to  super- 
calendered  paper  with  a  circulation  of  4,000.000.  as  reported. 

Group  2.  Publications  which  will  change  to  supercalenden  d 
paper  in  the  event  of  an  8-cent  duty  on  casein.  That  is  tJie 
Mecond  group  which  I  read  in  detail. 

The  third  group  was  the  poblications  which  will  serious  y 
consider  a  change  to  supercalendered  paper  if  the  casein  du  y 
is  increased.  ,   ^^^,,  ^      , 

Those  were  the  three  groups  that  the  National  Publishers 
Association,  upon  the  request  of  Mr.  Watson,  of  the  Tariff  Coi  n- 
mission.  for  information,  submitted;  and  Mr.  Watson  submitted 

them. 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senat  )r 

yield? 

Mr.  HOWELL.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     At  last  there  has  been  tjjr-  | 
nlahed  to  us  the  informaUon  that  oui^t  to  have  been  .suppli   * 
to  w  when  the  Senator  from  Utah  took  the  floor  to  read  tl 
paper.     I  api^eal  to  every  Senator  who  heard  bin  statement 
1  am  not  c-orrect  in  asserting  that  he  represented  this  as  t 
attitude  of  the  Tariff  Comiul.wion,  us  the  result  of  a  irarv 
nmde  by  the  Tariff  Commission.     Now  It  clearly  appears  t 
It  In  the  renQlt  of  a  letter  that  somebody  in  the  Tariff  Comm 
■Imd  wrote  to  those  wlio  feel  that  they  are  parties  in  lntei«st 

I  atNl«rstand  the  statement  fully  now. 

Mr.  nUOift.  It  came  to  tlie  << 'rami t tea  In  just  the  same  way 
tluit  a  ffwt  deal  of  other  infumuiUMi  coroc*.  and  It  is  the  lattat 
infnrroatlon  that  cooW  be  sec-nred. 

Mr,  IIOWBU.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BAUKLKY.    Mr,  Presktent,  will  the  Benator  yield  to  n  b? 

The  VICB  PREMIDBNT.  Ixws  the  Senator  from  Nebrusui 
ff«td  to  the  Henator  from  Ketitotky? 

Mr.  HOWBLI*  I  am  sorry,  but  I  hare  bean  trying  to  occu;>y 
the  floor  for  some  time.  | 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  deellacs  to  yield.    I 

Mr.  HOWELL.  If  It  is  desired  to  axk  a  question.  I  ahall  be 
delighted  to  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  merely  wanted  to  call  attention  to  the  f;^ct 
that  the   Senator  from  Michigan    [Mr.   VANKirBafl}   stated 
while  ago  that  every  cent  added  to  the  tariff  on  casein  wo 
represent  %IM  additional  in  the  cost  of  100  pounds  of  coa 

^T^e  prlca  of  casein  la  17  cents  a  pound.  There  are  Cl^ 
pounds  of  casein  to  each  100  pounds  of  pai)er;  so  that  m 
tacreaae  of  5  cents  In  the  tariff  on  casein  would  represent  oily 
25  events  additional  cost  of  casein  in  every  100  pounds  of  pap  ?r, 
and  1  cent  additional  would  mean  only  a  nickel  in  every  ^00 
Doands  of  paper. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  first  to  speak  of  Ihe 
great  tarlCT  advantages  that  have  been  afTorded  the  coatKl 
paper  manufacturers.  The  distinguished  Senator  from  Arkaus  as 
^r  RoBinaoivl  asked  this  question:  "What  is  the  ad  valorem 
rate  on  coated  paper  that  would  lie  equlval«it  to  the  proposed 
tariff  thereon  of  5  cents  a  pound  plus  15  p«r  cent  ad  valorem  ? " 
By  dividing  the  value  of  the  number  of  tons  of  paper  manu- 
factured in  1927  by  the  number  of  tons  produced,  we  And  tl  at 
the  average  value  was  $164  a  ton ;  and  a  ci»mputatlon  has  Ji  ist 
been  made  indicating  that  on  that  basis  the  ad  valorem  rite 
would  be  75  per  cent  or  |123  per  ton. 

I  desired  to  make  this  statement  at  this  time  in  order  tl  at 
there  mii^t  not  be  any  question  in  the  minds  of  Senatoca  as  to 
what  has  been  done  tot  the  coated-paper  manufaetnrera. 


Now  I  am  going  to  talk  about  what  we  ought  to  do  for  the 
farmer  from  whose  milk  casein  is  produced  for  tlie  manufacture 
of  coated  paper. 

Here  are  the  coated  paper  manufacturers  on  the  one  side. 
OKwsing  the  farmer's  request  for  a  specific  tariff  rate  of  8  cents 
per  pound  on  casein.  e<iulvaU'nt  to  less  than  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem  on  the  cost  of  the  production  of  the  skimmed  milk  neces- 
sary to  produce  a  pound  of  casein.  Here  are  the  farmers  on  the 
other.  And  why  are  we  here  to-day?  We  are  here  in  special 
session  to  afford  farm  relief.  We  were  callpd  here  to  enact  a 
farm  bill  and  revise  the  tariff  to  the  end  of  affording  economic 
equality  for  the  farmer.    That  Is  the  reason  we  are  here. 

Butter  is  a  product  of  whole  milk.  Casein  is  a  product  of 
skimmed  milk.  Both  are  equally  agricultural  products.  Tliere- 
fore,  for  the  first  time  since  we  have  been  discussing  the  pend- 
ing tariff  bill  we  are  considering  a  tariff  rate  for  an  agricultural 
product  Incidentally  also  we  are  about  to  determine  what  in 
the  temper  of  the  Senate  toward  the  farmer  in  connection  with 
the  tariff. 

As  I  have  already  stated,  casein  is  nothing  but  cottage 
cheese  made  from  skimmed  milk,  shredded  and  dried.  It  is 
marketed  in  this  form.  It  i.s  also  marketed  ground  to  various 
degrees  of  fineness.  The  process  oi  manufacture  is  simple.  It 
takes  12  hours  from  the  skimmed  milk  to  the  dried  casein 
where  the  casein  is  drie<l  by  artificial  methods,  and  when  prop- 
erly dried  by  artificial  methods  casein  is  as  valuable  for  any 
use  as  casein  dried  in  the  .«un. 

The  production  is  about  2.7  pounds  of  casein  to  100  pounds 
of  skimmed  milk.    There  is  more  casein  than  that  in  skimmed     ^ 
milk,  but  there  is  only  about  a  90  per  cent  recover>-. 

In  1927  we  consumed  in  this  country  42.(H)0,»>00  i>ounds  of 
casein.  Of  this  consumption,  only  18,(K)0.(KK)  pounds  were  pro- 
duced domestically,  although  it  was  testified  that  10.000,000.000 
pounds  of  skimmed  milk  were  unaccounted  for  in  this  country, 
and  probably  wasted,  after  deducting  what  is  fed  to  stock ;  and 
this  amount  of  skimmed  milk  would  make  270,000,000  i)onnd8  of 
casein,  away  beyond  any  requirements. 

The  President  has  calle<l  our  attention  to  the  fact  that  one 
of  the  ways  of  affording  farm  relief  is  to  stop  waste.  Here  is 
an  opportunity.  Moreover  this  is  one  of  the  few  agricultural 
products  where  the  consumption  is  more  than  the  production. 

The  ddmestic  production  is  only  about  42  per  cent  of  the 
consumption.  Therefore  here  is  an  opportunity  to  make  the 
tariff  effective  for  the  farmer,  one  of  the  few  opportunities, 
and  the  question  is.  Are  we  going  to  do  so?  The  farmer  luis 
asked  that  It  be  made  effective  for  him  in  this  case.  He  has 
afdted  this  because  he  Is  not  now  eetting  more  than  2  cents  a 
gallon  for  skimmed  milk  ctMivertcd  into  casein. 

Mr.  VANDKNBERG.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yiehl. 

Mr.  VANDKNHERO.    The  Senator  refers  to  the  thing  the 
farmer  asks  in  c^/nDection  with  casein.     I   wanteil  to  Inquire 
If  ha  Indorsed  the  kuu'gi'Mtioii   fn^m   the  Nathmal  Cooperatlvu 
Milk   Producers'    Association,   If   that    Is   the    name,    that    the 
objective  Is  to  stabilize  the  price  of  casein  at  13V^  cents.    Docs 
the  Senator  concur  in  that? 
j       Mr.  HOWELL.     I  do  not  tliink  that  13^  cents  is  enough.    At 
1  13.2  cents  the  farmer  Ls  getting  only  2  cent*  a  gallon  for  skimmed 
'  milk,   and   any   organization    that   would    use   its   influence   to 
perpetuate  2  cents  a  gallon  for  skimmed  milk  certainly  is  not 
an  organization  acting  in  the  Interest  of  the  farmer.     It  costs 
j  that  to  haul  the  skimmt^  milk  to  the  nearest  station. 
I       Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Thtm  the  Senator  disagrees  with  some 
I  of  these  spokesmen? 

I  Mr.  HOWELL.  If  correctly  quoted.  I  certainly  do.  There 
'  are  some  sixjkesmen  who  are  not  here,  apparently,  in  the  interest 
i  of  the  farmer. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGK.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senate:  yield? 

Mr!  HOWELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE  Quite  imintentionally.  I  venture  to  «ay, 
the  Senator  from  Michigan  does  not  state  the  i)ositiou  of  the 
National  Cooperative  Miik  Producers'  Federation  correctly. 
What  that  association  sjiys  is  this,  as  the  conclusion  of  a  very 
constmotive  statement  which  I  hold  in  my  hand : 

The  coated-paper  people  being  the  largest  consumers  of  casein,  75 
per  cent,  have  in  their  hand.s  the  power  to  dominate  the  market.  They 
can  t)id  up  or  down.  Tho  tariff  will  act  only  as  a  barrier  against  a 
decline  of  price  helow  13.04  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President  I  will  ask  the  Senator 
to  yield  to  me  just  to  verify  the  statement  I  made,  and  for  no 
other  purpose  do  I  interrupt  him.  In  a  lett«'r  addressed  to  me 
by  the  National  Cooperative  Milk  I*roduc-ers'  Federation  they 
declare  that  it  is  necessary  that  casein  prices  be  stabilized  at  a 
minimum  price  of  ^bout  13^  cents  per  pound,  which  is  about 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— 8ENATE 


4853 


2  or  3  cents  less  than  casein  has  sold  for  in  the  United  States 
for  the  last  three  or  four  year* 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  I  am  compelled  to  disagree 
with  the  Senator  from  Michigan  in  his  last  statement.  It  was 
testifietl  before  the  committee  by  a  Vermont  producer  that  they 
had  been  totting  about  13 »4  cents  for  casein.  The  Senator 
is  talking  about  New  York  prices  for  casein — that  is,  for  spot 
casein — whlrfi  the  Tariff  Commission  has  stated  Is  always  in 
the  neighborhood  of  from  1  to  3  cents  higher  than  the  price  at 
whlfh  the  paper  manufacturers  contract  with  domestic  pro- 
ducers for  their  supply. 

To  resume,  the  farmer  is  asking  the  Senate,  in  connection 
with  this  agricultural  product,  to  afford  him  effective  protec- 
tion, which  is  possible,  because  the  consumption  of  casein  is 
greater  than  the  production  in  this  country.  It  is  one  of  the 
few  opportunities  in  the  entire  agricultural  schedule  for  farm 
relief  via  the  tariff  route,  and  what  does  the  farmer  ask?  He 
is  getting  alxmt  2  cents  a  gallon  for  skimmed  milk  now  with 
the  tariff  at  2^  cents  per  pound  and  casein  seding  at  about 
13.2  cents  at  the  factory. 

The  farmer  is  asking  us  to  increase  the  tariff  so  that  he  may 
get  not  2  cents  a  gallon  but  3.3  cents  a  gallon.  He  is  asking 
that  we  increa.se  what  he  is  getting  for  a  gallon  of  skimmed 
milk  only  1.3  cents.  Yet  according  to  the  statistic-s  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  as  to  the  cost  of  whole  milk, 
skimmed  milk  costs  the  farmer  to  produce  more  than  10  cents 
a  gallon. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  What  is  the  Senator's  reply 
to  the  declaration  that  has  been  made  during  the  course  of  the 
debate  this  morning,  that  any  increase  in  the  duty  on  casein 
will  diminish  the  use  of  the  product  and,  therefore,  result  In  a 
loss  of  the  farmer? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President  that  is  the  stock  argument  of 
every  interest  that  may  be  unfavorably  affected  by  a  proposed 
tariff  rate.  We  can  not  propose  or  increase  a  rate  that  will  be 
effective  for  the  farmer  that  will  not  develop  such  a  claim. 

It  has  been  urged  here  that  domestic  casein  is  not  as  good 
for  the  various  purposes  which  have  been  enumerated  as  the 
casein  imported  from  Argentina.  The  process  of  production  is 
of  the  simplest  descrlptli'U. 

Every  farm  wife  is  making  casein  in  the  form  of  cottage 
cheese,  and  here  in  this  great  country  of  ours,  where  industrial- 
ism has  reached  Its  highest  development  to  say  that  we  can  not 
make  an  good  casein  (tr  as  gocMl  dried  cottage  cbeei<e  as  can  be 
made  in  the  Argentine  is  absurd. 

Mr.  ROBINS<iN  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield  to  roe  further? 

Mr.  HOWELL.    Certainly. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  ArkansaM.  Of  coarse,  the  Senator  knows 
that  It  has  been  said  that  to  make  flrst-chws  casein  sncb  as  Is 
required  for  certain  purposes,  there  most  be  the  sunshine  that 
is  peculiar  to  certain  foreign  countries.  We  have  no  territory, 
apparently,  In  the  United  States,  certainly  not  in  Califonila, 
where  we  have  the  sunshine  that  is  essential  to  the  making  of 
gr)od  casein. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  We  have  sunshine  in  Arkiinsas,  I  want 
to  go  on  record  as  gaying. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President  I  withdraw 
that  statement 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  ^There  is  as  much  sunshine  in  Arkansas 
as  In  any  other  State  in  the  Union,  and  they  can  make  as  good 
casein  there  as  can  be  made  In  any  South  Amwican  country. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  if  anyone  wants  sunshine, 
seeks  sunshine,  let  him  come  west  of  the  Missouri  River  and  he 
may  have  his  heart's  desire.  Sometimes  we  have  top  much  sun- 
shine and  not  enough  clouds  to  furnish  necessary  moisture. 

Mr.  President,  when  witnesses  before  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee stated  that  casein  produced  by  drying  in  the  sun  was 
suiierior  and  were  asked  why.  they  could  give  no  reason,  but  that 
in  some  way  it  was  better.  There  was  no  evidence  that  there 
was  any  chemical  change  produced  in  the  casein,  and  I  am  con- 
fident that  there  is  no  casein  dried  in  the  sun,  especially  in 
Argentina,  that  does  not  accumulate  some  dust  and  dirt. 

"The  best  method  of  drying  casein  is  by  artificial  means,  and 
to  suggest  that  there  is  no  method  of  artificially  drying  casein 
without  possibly  burning  It,  is  absurd.  We  have  thermostatic 
controls  in  so  many  processes  that  there  is  no  difficulty  in  per- 
fecting a  thermostatic  control  in  the  drying  of  casein. 

Mr.  President,  this  objection  to  doufestic  ca.sein  can  be  dis- 
missed, and  if  there  has  been  any  carelessness  in  the  making  of 
casein,  it  is  simply  for  the  reason  that  the  price  has  been  so  low 
that  there  has  been  no  profit  in  it  and  that  the  farmer  receives 
LXXI 306 


scared  anything  for  himself.  That  has  been  the  cause  of  any 
inferior  quality  in  domestic  casein.  If  we  will  pn»vlde  a  fair 
return  to  the  fanner  for  his  skimmed  milk  we  will  have  plenty 
of  casein  and  of  as  good  a  quality  as  is  manufactured  anywhere 
in  the  world. 

We  are  asking  now  that  by  raising  the  tariff  on  casein  to  8 
cents  per  pound  that  Congress  afford  the  farmer  a  fair  price 
for  his  milk — no;  not  fair,  becaui^e  he  is  not  asking  for  a  fair 
price,  he  is  asking  for  less  than  a  fair  price.  In  order  that  the 
Senate  may  understand  this,  I  am  going  to  discuss  this  ques- 
tion, and  the  statements  which  have  been  made  that  It  is  prac- 
tically impossible  to  determine  the  cost  of  the  production  of 
skimmed  milk. 

Some  time  ago  I  asked  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  afford 
me  the  cost  of  the  production  ot  whole  milk  throughout  the 
United  States.  They  afforded  the  infonnation  for  the  eastern 
section  and  for  the  western  section  of  the  country.  They  found 
that  in  the  eastern  section  the  cost  of  producing  whole  milk  was 
20.5  cents  a  gallon,  in  the  western  section  22.8  cents  a  gallon. 
The  average  is  24.7  cents  a  gallon,  and  that  is  equlvaleot  to  $2.88 
per  hundred  pounds  for  whole  milk. 

Thus  from  the  best  authorit)'  in  the  country  we  have  the  cost 
of  production  of  whole  milk.  The  next  step  is  to  determine 
the  cost  to  produce  a  gallon  of  skimmed  milk.    That  is  simple. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  repeat  the 
figures? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Eastern  section  26.5  cents  a  gallon ;  western 
section  22.8  cents  a  gallon.  But.  Mr.  President,  suppose  that  in 
discussing  this  matter  we  consider  only  the  cost  of  production 
of  whole  milk  in  the  western  section  of  the  country  as  that  is 
the  lowf«t  cost.  That  cost  is  |2.65  per  100  pounds.  In  the 
wh(4e  milk  there  is  about  3V^  per  cent  of  butterfat,  and  at  42 
cents  a  pound,  which  Is  the  price  being  paid  for  butterfat 
throughout  tliat  region,  the  butterfat  value  in  a  hundred  pounds 
of  milk  would  be  $1.47.  Subtracting  that  from  $2.65,  we  have 
left  $1.18  representing  the  value  of  the  skimmed  milk.  Thus 
there  remains  for  each  100  pounds  of  whole  milk  96^/^  pounds 
of  skimmed  milk,  the  cost  of  production  of  which  to  the  fanner 
is  $1.18,  or  above  10^4  cents  per  gallon. 

I  ask  any  Senator  if  he  had  100  pounds  of  whole  milk,  put 
it  through  a  separator,  obtained  3Vi  pounds  of  butterfat  and 
96V^  iwunds  of  skimmed  milk,  sold  the  butterfat  for  $1.47, 
if  then  the  skimmed  milk  remaining  would  not  have  represented 
a  cost  of  $1.18,  because  $1.18  plus  $1.47  equals  $2.65,  the  cost 
of  the  production  of  the  100  iwunds  of  whole  milk.  Dividing 
$1.18  by  the  number  of  gallons  in  tlie  06%  pounds  of  sklfbnied 
milk  and  we  have  10.63  cents  the  cost  of  skimmed  milk  per 
galkm.  In  other  words,  the  farmer  who  produces  milk  In  our 
western  country  and  sells  the  butterfat  roust  necessarily  bold 
that  his  skimmed  roilk  costs  him  10^  cents  a  gallon,  for  which 
be  Is  DOW  getting  2  cents  a  galkm  on  the  basis  of  casein  selling 
at  1B.2  cents  a  pound. 

The  farmer  now  asks  Congress.  "  Will  yon  kindly  Increase  by 
1.3  cents  per  gallon  the  amount  I  am  getting  for  my  skimmed 
milk?"  That  b  alL  He  says.  ''I  would  not  then  be  getting 
one-third  of  what  the  milk  costs  me."  Are  you  Senators  not 
willing  to  do  that  for  the  farmer?  That  Is  all  be  asks.  If  the 
Steel  Corporation  were  here  with  a  comparable  caae,  would  its 
representatives  be  as  generous,  or,  rather,  I  should  say,  as 
modest?  That  is  all  the  farmer  is  asking.  He  says,  "Give  me 
3.3  cents  per  gailon  for  my  milk."  He  went  before  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  and  that  la  what  he  asked.  Did  they  give  it 
to  him?  No.  They  said,  in  effect  "  Why,  the  very  idea  of  your 
asking  any  such  an  increase  fls  that  What?  One  and  oi\e- 
third  cents  a  gallon  more?"  I  have  not  a  doubt  that  the  com- 
mittee members  concluded  that  if  they  submitted  to  such  an 
absurd  demand  no  one  could  know  what  the  farmer  might  de- 
mand in  tlie  future.  No;  they  put  him  bac^  in  his  place  right 
then  and  there.    WHiat  did  tbey  give  him? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Not  just  at  the  moment 

What  did  they  give  the  farmer?  Two  and  one-third  mills  per 
gallon  additional  for  his  skimmed  milk.  Two  and  one-third 
mills !  Not  a  quarter  of  a  cent  additional  were  they  willing  to 
allow  the  farmer  tor  his  skimmed  milk.  Does  anyone  wcmder 
that  the  farmer  is  at  the  door  of  the  Senate  asking  that  the 
Senate  disregard  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance;  that  he  comes  here  and  says,  "The  special  session  of 
Congress  was  called  to  revise  the  tariff  for  my  benefit.  Is  this 
the  way  you  intend  to  treat  me?  I  only  ask  for  1.3  cents 
Increase.  Are  you  not  willing  to  do  that  much  for  roe.  when  my 
milk  costs  me  three  times  the  amount  I  would  receive  even  with 
this  increase  of  the  tariff  rate. 

Mr.  BliAINB.    Mr.  Preeident— — 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  HOWELL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Does  the  Senator  seriously  and  earnestly  con- 
tend  that  the  farmer  gtts  one  single  penny  for  the  skimmed 
Bilk  which  is  a  by-product  of  the  butter  industry? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  There  are  certain  general  business  principles 
that  control  in  every  economic  adjustment  and  I  hold  that  if  we 
permanently  increase  what  is  paid  for  a  product,  even  though 
tiie  increase  goes  to  a  processor,  80<Hier  or  later  some  of  it  will 
—  filter  down  to  the  producer.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  funda- 
mental. I  am  asked  if  1  think  the  farmer  gets  anything  now 
for  his  skimmed  milk.  He  does  not  think  he  is  getting  anything 
at  aU,  because  if  he  now  gets  but  2  coits  per  gallon  he  is  only  be- 
ing compensated  as  a  drayman  for  hauling  the  milk  to  the  near- 
est station.  What  in  fact,  he  is  asking  now  is  this:  "  I  have  to 
haul  my  milk  to  the  nearest  station.  The  least  it  can  be  de- 
lirered  for  is  2  cwits  a  gallon.  Now,  after  I  haul  it  there  as 
a  drayman,  will  you  not  allow  me  1.3  cents  a  gallon  for  the 
milk?"  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  insists  that  the  farmer 
Is  not  getting  anything  for  his  skimmed  milk  now.  Does  he  not 
think  It  is  about  time  we  tried  in  some  way  and  In  some  manner 
to  see  that  he  does  get  seumthing  for  It? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Does  the  Senator  know  of  any  farmer  who 
dellTers  skimmed  milk  anywhere  except  to  his  hogs  and  his 
calves? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  The  Senator  suggests  that  the  tariff  now 
fa  so  low  that  the  farmer  will  not  do  anything  with  his  skimmed 
milk  but  feed  what  the  stock  will  consume  and  then  waste 
the  reat.  The  farmer  can  only  feed  about  so  much  skimmed 
milk  to  his  stock.  When  be  feeds  more  it  Is  wasted.  That  is 
recognised,  and  that  is  why,  as  I  stated  here  a  while  ago,  after 
taking  into  account  all  the  skimmed  milk  that  Is  necessary  for 
Btock  feed,  there  are  10,000,000,000  pounds  annually  that  can  not 
be  accounted  for  and  that  is  probably  wasted.  We  ought  to 
derlse  some  means  whereby  to  make  it  worth  while  to  the 
farmer  to  use  this  skimmed  milk  so  as  to  produce  a  return, 
because  in  so  doing  we  will  aid  the  farmer. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  Presidoit,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  an- 
other qoestlon? 

Mr.  HOWBLL.    I  yield. 

Mr.'  BLAINEL  Did  I  mlsund»«tand  the  Senator?  I  under 
stood  him  to  say  that  the  fanners  merely  feed  the  skimmed  milk 
to  stock,  and  there  la  a  limit  to  which  it  could  be  fed  and  that 
they  waste  the  balance  of  it 

Mr.  HOWELL.    That  is  what  I  stated. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  Senator  can  not  be  very  familiar  with 
the  firm.  Of  the  skimmed  milk  on  the  farm  there  is  not  even 
a  drop  waited. 

Mr.  HOWELL  I  am  rarely  quoting  the  testimony  that  wae 
presented  before  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  That  was  the  testimony  of  a  swivd-chaii 
farmer.    He  never  engaged  in  the  operation. 

Mr.  HOWBLL.  I  was  presenting  informatl<Hi  afforded  b) 
an  employee  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Exactly. 

Mr.  HOWELL.    If  it  i«  desirable  I  would  be  glad  to  rea^ 

what  was  said  at  that  time.    Mr.  submitted  a  letter 

written  by  T.  R.  Prlttle,  assistant  marketing  specialist  of  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Bureau  of  Agricul 
tural  BSconomics,  in  which,  after  mentioning  examples  of  th< 
wasting  of  skimmed  milk,  he  said  in  effect : 

These  examples  are  cited  Just  to  indicate  that  where  a  reads 
maritet  is  not  available,  turning  skimmed  milk  into  the  sewei 
is  about  the  only  thing  that  can  be  done  with  the  sUmmed  milk 

Ck»ntlnaing  Mr.  Prlttle  said: 

An  cathnate  of  the  qoantltj  of  milk  shipped  from  tb«  fum  to  tlu 
dtles  anoonta  to  about  40,000,000,000  pounds  a  year,  of  which  onlj 
8,000,000,000  pounds  are  oaed  In  the  manufacture  of  akimmed-mlU 
prodoeta.  Just  wbat  quantity  of  the  40,000,000,000  pounds  waj 
sklnuMd  is  Impossible  to  estimate.  However,  It  la  known  that  from  tht 
■kaaafacture  of  Ice  cream,  boaaebold  cream,  and  from  tbe  amoum 
wasted,  tbe  aklmmed  milk  would  amount  annually  to  10,000,000,00< 
pouads.  Wbile  this  quantity  la  sot  necessarily  wasted.  It  Is  not 
•ceoanted  for. 

I  am  merely  quoting  the  Department  of  Agricnltnre.  I  an 
not  drawing  upon  my  personal  information. 

Mr.  President,  it  has  been  urged  that  an  8-cent  tariff  rati 
which  is  asked  tor  by  the  farmer  will  destroy  the  market  for 
casein  because  it  will  destroy  the  casein-paper  industry.    Keeii 
dearly  In  mind  that  of  the  42,000,000  pounds  of  casein  con 


sumed  in  this  country  in  1927  only  18,000,000  pounds  vrere  pro- 
duced in  the  Unite<i  States.  Of  the  42,000,000  pounds,  12,000,000 
pounds  were  used  for  other  purpow^s  than  paper  production  in 
the  United  States  and  30,000,(H)U  pounds  were  used  for  the 
coating  of  paper.  It  is  urged  here  that  there  will  be  a  great  de- 
crease m  the  production  of  coate*l  paper  if  this  tariff  is  granted 
and  that  hence  the  farmer  will  lose  his  market  for  casein. 
The  production  of  coated  paper  has  been  increasing  every  year. 
It  amounted  to  97,868  tous  In  1921,  while  last  year  it  reached 
189,000  tons. 

Suppose.  Mr.  President,  for  the  sake  of  argument  the  coated- 
paper  industry  were  affected  by  this  increased  tariff,  how  much 
would  it  be  affected?  Let  us  suppose,  for  Instance,  that  it 
were  affected  to  the  extent  of  50  per  cent,  and  that,  therefore, 
instead  of  using  30,000.000  pounds  of  casein  annually,  they 
would  only  use  15.000.000  pounds  of  casein ;  add  to  15,000,000 
pounds,  the  amount  used  for  paper,  under  such  circumstances, 
the  12.000,000  pounds  used  for  other  purposes,  and  we  have 
27,000,000  pounds,  while  we  have  only  produced  18,000,000 
pounds;  would  the  fanner  be  harme<l?  The  domestic  produc- 
tion of  casein  would  still  have  to  increase  9,000,000  pounds  to 
catch  up. 

Mr.  President  If  we  are  not  to  raise  the  tariff  for  the  farmer 
because  of  the  protest  of  the  fellow  who  Ls  hit,  we  shall  never 
do  anything  for  him.  Because  we  have  listened  in  the  past  too 
much  to  the  fellow  who  is  or  might  be  hit,  is  the  reason  why 
the  farmer  is  In  his  present  condition,  and  that  Congress  has 
been  called  in  special  se-ssion  to  l^.slate  In  his  behalf.  So  here 
is  the  farmer  merely  asking  that  we  grant  an  increase  of  1.3 
cents;  that  is,  afford  him  an  increase  in  what  he  is  receiving 
for  skimmed  milk  of  1.3  cents  a  gallon;  that  is  all.  Tet  the 
coated-puper  manufacturer,  who  is  fighting  this  increase,  is  the 
beneficiary  on  an  average  of  a  duty  of  over  75  i)er  cent  ad 
valorem  on  his  product. 

Mr.  President  if  we  afforded  a  correspwidlng  ad  valorem 
protection  for  skimmed  milk  we  would  grant  7%  cents  instead 
of  1.3  cents  for  which  the  fanner  is  asking. 

Is  coated  paper  being  drlv«i  out  by  superca tendered  paper? 
Mr.  President  as  I  have  shown,  the  production  of  coated  paper 
has  gradually  increased,  it  has  more  than  doubled  since  1921. 
Superca tendered  paper  has  t>een  on  the  market  ail  the  time; 
coated  paper  has  been  in  competition  with  snpcrcaiendered 
paper,  but  nevertheless,  the  production  of  coated  paper  has  in- 
creased, has  more  than  doubled,  as  I  have  pointed  out.  Taking 
the  average  value  of  paper  produced,  the  coated-pai)er  {>eople 
receive  a  protection  which  amounts  to  75  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
which,  in  the  case  of  milk,  would  amount  to  7^  cents  a  gallon 
if  an  equivalent  duty  were  given  to  that  commodity ;  and  yet  the 
farmer  is  only  asking  an  ad  valorem  equivalent  of  about  33  per 
cent  That  is  not  exactly  a  correct  statement,  but  it  does  give 
an  approximate  picture  so  far  as  skimmed  milk  is  concerned. 

Mr.  President,  the  question  arises  as  to  whether  or  not  Argen- 
tine casein  commands  a  higher  price  in  this  market  than  does 
domestic  casein.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  tabulation  of  the  quota- 
tion of  casrfn  prices  in  New  York  from  the  Drug  Reporter. 
Comparing  the  80  to  100  mesh  domestic  casein  with  the  fine- 
ground  casein  from  the  Argentine  we  find  that  during  January — 
I  am  speaking  of  la.st  January — the  prices  were  identical ;  dur- 
ing February,  identical ;  during  March,  identical ;  during  April, 
identical;  during  May,  identical;  during  June,  on  June  10, 
June  17,  and  June  24,  the  prices  of  Argentine  casein  were  less 
than  those  of  domestic  casein.  During  July  they  were  the  same; 
during  August  they  were  a  quarter  of  a  cent  more  a  pound; 
during  September  they  were  slightly  more. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  this  tabulation  be  made  a  part  (rf 
my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  paper  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

C<uein  in  baj7«,  car  lots,  oenU  per  pcmtd 

I  Prices  from  Oil,  Paint,  and  Drug  Reporter] 

(Where  not  otherwise  Indicated,  quotations  are  spot  prices  on  original 

packages  in  large  lots) 


Date 


1929 

JsDuary? 

January  14 . 

January  21 

Jsnoary  38 

Feturoary  4 

February  11 .^. 

February  18 

Fsbfnsry  3S 


Domestic 


»to30 
mesh 


Onts 
15-15H 
15-lSH 
153-^ 
18 
IS^ 
ItH 
1«H 


80  to  100 
mesh 


Imported 


Standard 
ground 


Chtta 


1«H 

16^ 

mi 


Fine 
ground 
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Ca*Hm  in  1^w»,  ear  loU,  cents  per  pound — Continued 


Date 


March  4.. 
March  11. 
March  18. 
March  26. 

Apr.  1 

Apr.  8... 
Apr.  16... 
Apr.  22... 
Apr  29... 
MayC... 
May  13... 
May  20... 
May  ?7... 

June  3 

June  M.... 
June  17... 
Jane  24.... 
July  1..- 

July8 

July  15-... 
July  22.... 
July  ».... 
Aug.  5..-. 
Aug.  12... 
Aug  19... 
Aug.  «... 
Sept.  ^.... 
Sept.  18... 
8©pt.  23... 
Sept.  30... 
Oct.  7 


1030 


Domestic 


20  to  30 
mesh 


Crate 

16 
16 

15H 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 

lJW-16Vi 
15}i-15W 
15Ji-15K 

m4-iiH 

14K-15 
14H-15 
14^-15 

14H-16 
15  -16 
15    -16 

15  -16 

16  -16 
15J»-18 
15H-16 
15H-16 
16>2-16 
15^-16 


80  to  100 
mesb 


Centi 

iev4 
16V4 

mi 

16^ 

mi 

16« 
16« 
16H-17 
16^4-17 
164-17 
164-17 
164-17 
16  -164 
16  -164 
16  -164 
16    -184 

15  -l,'.4 
16Ji-154 

15^-154 
15«-154 

15Ji-16 
15^-16 
15>i-16 
155i-164 

16  -16*i 
164-16)< 
164-16H 
mi-l»H 


Imported 


Standard 
ground 


lSJi-164 

15Ji-154 

15^-154 

154-154 

154-154 

154-16 

164-18 

154-16 

154-16 

I5V4-I54 

I5H-18 

16    -184 

1«    -164 

16    -164 


Fine 
ground 


CetOa 
18J^ 

164 
184 
184 
164 

164 

1^ 
>  164-17 
164-17 
164-17 
164-17 
164-17 
154-16 
15*i-16 
154-16 
154-18 
164-18 
15^-18 
154-16 
154-154 
15f2-164 
16*2-184 

154-184 
16    -16,4 
18    -164 
184-17 
164-17 
184-17 


'May  6.  1929,  quotations  changed  from  "imported"  to  "Argentine." 

Mr.  HOWELL.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  tabulation  ought  to 
settle  the  question  as  to  whether  paper  manufacturers  are  pay- 
ing more  for  Argentine  casein  tlian  for  the  domestic  product. 
Of  ci^urse,  casein  is  marketed  in  various  forms,  and  if  a  manu- 
facturer imports  fine-ground  Argentine  casein  on  the  one  hand 
and  compares  its  cost  with  a  quotation  on  domestic  shredded 
ca.seiu  f.  o.  b.  factory,  tliere  would  be  a  difference  in  price. 
Whenever  a  statement  is  made  respecting  a  difference  in  the 
price  of  a  product,  one  domestically  produced  and  the  other 
foreign,  one  must  know  all  the  circumstances  respecting  both 
products  before  he  can  properly  determine  the  actual  price 
difference,  because  a  price-difference  statement  may  be  techni- 
cally correct,  yet  the  inference  drawn  from  it  might  be  utterly 
misleading. 

What  the  paiier  manufacturers  did  in  presenting  their  testi- 
mony before  the  Finance  Committee  was  this:  They  left  the 
impresvSion  that  they  could  not  use  domestic  casein;  that  they 
had  to  have  casein  from  Argentina,  and  were  willing  to  pay  and 
were  actually  paying  a  higher  price  therefor. 

It  ha.s  been  .^-uggested  that  much  skimmed  milk  is  now  used 
for  the  production  of  powdered  milk,  and  that  if  we  raise  the 
tariff  duty  on  casein  the  Argentine  producers  of  casein  will 
go  into  the  powdered-milk  business,  and  thereby  greatly  injure 
this  industry  in  the  Uniteil  States.  Mr.  President,  at  first 
when  powdered  milk  came  on  the  market  its  manufacture  was 
profitable,  but,  as  usual,  many  people  went  into  the  business, 
and  down  dropped  the  price  of  powdered  milk,  until  to-day 
the  farmer  is  only  getting  for  his  skimmed  milk  from  the 
powderetl-milk  factories  from  2M»  to  2^^  cents  a  gallon. 

The  consequence  is  that  it  is  immaterial  whether  the  Argen- 
tinians go  into  the  powdered-milk  business  or  not.  Certainly,  if 
the  farmers  of  this  country  are  going  to  be  deterred  from  asking 
for  a  reasonable  and  proper  protection  for  their  products  because 
of  such  arguments,  then  they  are  certain  to  remain  in  their 
present  condition  indefinitely. 

Mr  President,  as  I  have  said  heretofore,  we  have  an  oppor- 
tunity here  and  now  to  inform  the  farmer  by  our  action  respect- 
ing casein  as  to  the  Senate's  temper  toward  him.  We  have  been 
callefl  into  extraordinary  session  to  afford  farm  relief.  Here  Is 
one  agricultural  product,  the  first  we  have  considere<l.  that 
affords  the  possibility  of  making  an  agricultural  tariff  rate 
effective.  The  farmer  is  asking  for  what?  To  Increase  his 
return  for  skimmed  milk  by  1.3  cents  a  gallon ;  that,  and  that 
only ;  yet  the  able  Senator  from  Wisconsin  tells  us  he  is  going 
to  offer  a  substitute  for  the  pending  amendment  to  make  the 
tariff  rate  5  instead  of  8  cents. 

If  he  does  so.  and  it  is  adopte<l,  then  we  .shall  afford  the 
farmer  not  13  cents  but  only  six-tenths  of  a  cent  a  gallon  more 
for  his  skimmed  milk.  That  is  the  maximum  that  can  possibly 
accrue  to  him.  Are  we  thus  early  to  notify  the  farmer  that 
such  is  the  treatment  he  can  expect  from  this  special  session  of 


Oongrees  called  for  his  relief?  Are  we  to  aay  to  the  farmer. 
"Yes;  you  are  only  getting  2  cents  a  gallon  for  skimmed 
milk  now;  that  is  all.  But  we  are  going  to  be  generous  with 
you.  We  are  gt^ng  to  fix  it  so  tliat  you  will  get  2.6  cents"! 
Is  that  wtiat  we  are  to  say  to  the  farmer?  Yet  he  only  asks 
for  1.3  cents.  Why  should  we  not  give  it  to  him  without  hesi- 
tation? And  if  we  do  not,  Mr.  President,  It  will  be  bec-ause 
we  are  giving  undue  consideration  to  a  small  industry — the 
coated-paper  industry,  employing  but  17,000  all  t(Hd,  represent- 
ing 85,000  people,  assuming  6  to  a  family  and  that  all  em- 
ployees are  heads  of  families.  So  here  they  are  on  one  side,  the 
17,000  and  millions  of  farmers  on  the  other,  for  whom  we  have 
been  calletl  here  to  afford  relief  through  legislation.  If  we  do 
not  give  the  farmer  what  he  asks  in  this  case,  our  action  will 
be  significant  indeed. 

Mr.  VANDENBBRO.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Are  we  to  consider  this  paper  industry, 
merely?  That  has  been  the  whole  burden  of  the  argument — 
"Consider  tbe  coated-paper  industry."  Are  we  going  "o  con- 
sider merely  the  17,000  employees  in  that  industry,  or  are  we 
going  to  consider  the  millions  of  farmers? 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  D«jes  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Just  a  moment. 

Here  is  merely  one  cooperative,  the  National  Milk  Producers' 
Association — just  one  organization — representing  300.000  fami- 
Ues,  at  least  1.800,000  people.  They  are  here  asking  for  this  1.3 
cents  increase,  and  they  are  but  a  mere  part  of  those  who  are 
asking  it.  Are  we  to  neglect  their  claim  for  consideration,  and 
think  almost  entirely  of  the  17,000  employees  and  their  depend- 
ents in  the  coated-paper  industry?  Is  it  not  our  duty  to  consider 
"greatest  good  for  the  greatest  number"? 

Mr.  Pi-esident,  we  can  not  give  the  farmer  more  for  what  he 
produces  unless  somebody  else  pays.  The  farmer  has  paid  and 
paid,  that  is  the  cause  of  his  present  plight 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.     Mr.  I»resident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  HOWELL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  I  know  the  Senator's  great  disposition 
to  be  fair.  I  wonder  if  he  thinlES  he  fairly  states  the  proposl* 
tion  that  I  submitted  to  the  Senate,  at  any  rate,  when  he  says 
that  we  are  asking  the  Senate  to  make  a  choice  between  the 
coated-paper  industry  and  the  farmer? 

I  submit  to  the  Senator  that  I  specifically  declared  that  I 
made  no  plea  for  tbe  coated-paper  Industry,  and  that  I  sub- 
mitted the  plight  of  the  coated-paper  industry  solely  as  typify- 
ing the  only  mailcet  in  which  the  fanner  could  sell  his  casein. 
Therefore,  my  whole  proposition  was  not  a  choice  between  the 
farmer  on  the  one  hand  and  the  coated-paper  maker  on  the 
other,  but  between  the  farmer  on  one  hand  and  his  opportunity 
to  sell  casein  on  the  other. 

I  may  be  wrong  In  the  Senator's  view;  but  I  submit  that  the 
Senator  misstates  my  position,  at  any  rate,  when  he  says  that  I 
am  asking  the  Senate  to  choose  between  paper  makers  and 
farmers. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  to  the  able  Sena- 
tor from  Michigan  that  I  am  not  inclined  to  be  personal  on  the 
floor,  and  I  was  not  personal  In  my  remarks.  I  have  come  in 
contact  with  a  number  of  interests  in  connection  with  this  casein 
tariff.  I  have  read  their  i^eas  before  the  various  committees 
and  I  have  read  their  briefs,  and  they  were  the  first  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  17.000  people  were  employed  in  this 
industry.  When  they  did  so  I  multiplied  it  by  five  to  determine 
how  many  there  were  inclndtng  their  dependents,  and  then  natu- 
rally I  could  not  hdp  but  think  of  the  millions  of  farmers  who 
are  producing  milk  in  this  country,  and  think  of  the  wives  and 
mothers  who  must  be  deprived  of  what  they  should  have  when- 
ever tbe  farmer  is  compelled  to  sell  his  products  below  the  cost 
of  production. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  will  yield 
further 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.  Of  course,  the  paper  maker  Is  entitled 
to  speak  for  himself,  as  he  did  before  the  committee.  Of  course, 
he  had  a  right  to  .speak  for  the  economic  destiny  of  his  many 
thousands  of  employees.  He  might  have  gone  further  and  em- 
phasized tbe  fact  that  he  has  175.000.000  worth  of  machinery 
that  can  not  be  ushI  to  make  any  other  type  of  paper.  That, 
perhaps,  is  an  exhibit  in  this  economic  picture:  iiut  I  submit  to 
the  Senator  that  my  whole  armament  to  the  Senate  t(Miay  Ui 
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UuLt  we  can  not  help  the  farmer  by  destroying  his  market  for 
casein. 

If  I  am  wrong  In  the  conclnsdon  that  this  Increased  casein 
tariff  would  destroy  his  market,  that  is  one  thing ;  but  I  am  not 
asking  the  Senate  to  choose  between  the  farmer  and  the  coated- 
paper  maker. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  I  will  make  this  statement, 
which,  I  think,  will  appeal  to  the  able  Senator  from  Michigan : 

Th«e  are  certain  classes  of  ixaper  for  which  there  is  no  sub- 
stltote  for  casein  in  their  manufacture.  If  the  coated-paper 
industry  Is  affected,  It  will  not  be  affected  more  than  60  per  cent. 
It  will  not  be  affected  50  per  cent ;  but  let  us  assume  it  is  50  per 
cent  Then  tliey  are  stiir  going  to  use  annually  16,000,000 
pounds  of  casein,  and  12,000,000  pounds  of  casein  are  used  in 
other  industries.  Add  the  two  together— the  12,000,000  and  the 
15,000.000— we  have  27,000,000  pounds  of  casein  still  required ; 
and  we  are  producing  bat  18,000,000  pounds  of  casein  in  the 
cooBtry  now. 

Mr.  YANDENBERO.  I  think  the  Senator's  economic  errwr  Is 
aasoming  that  we  can  reduce  by  half  the  operation  of  the  paper 
mlUs  and  still  expect  them  to  operate  the  other  half.  I  think 
they  will  cease  operation  entirely. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  have  not  suggested  reducing  the  operation 
of  paper  milla  There  will  be  just  as  much  paper  used.  I  am 
talking  about  the  production  of  coated  paper,  and  I  am  not  sug- 
gesting ttiat  its  production  will  be  cut  down  one-half.  I  am 
simply  resorting  to  a  hypothetical  case  to  determine  what  would 
happen  to  the  farmer  should  the  consumption  of  casrin  be  cut 
in  half.  Thai  we  would  not  be  able  to  supply  the  market  with 
the  present  casein  production  by  9,000,000  pounds. 

Mr.  FLETCHER     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  da 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Does  the  Senator  admit  that  if  the  duty 
on  casein  is  Increased  eren  to  the  extent  of  8  cents,  it  will 
necessarily  follow  that  the  coated-paper  manufacturers  will  be 
forced  to  reduce  their  business,  or  that  it  will  cause  them  a 
loes?  Does  it  necessarily  follow  that  the  amount  of  their 
business  will  be  Impaired,  or  that  it  will  be  seriously  affected? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  have  not  admitted  that  at  all,  but  it  has 
been  urged.  It  has  not  been  suggested  here  that  they  would  be 
driven  out  of  business,  but  it  has  been  urged  that  they  would 
no  longer  use  casein,  and  therefore  that  the  farmer  would  not 
hare  any  market  for  casein;  and  I  simply  assumed  the  hypo- 
theticai  case  that  a  redaction  ot  50  per  cent  had  taken  place  in 
coated  paper,  and  then  showed  that  under  su<^  circumstances 
we  could  not  supply  the  domestic  demand  for  casein.  We 
would  be  short  9,000,000  pounds.  We  would  have  to  increase 
oar  prodoction  50  per  cent  to  supply  the  demand. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  understand.  The  Senator's  position  is  in 
harmony  with  an  editorial  I  have  in  my  hand  from  the  Minne- 
apolis Tribune  of  May  11,  1929.  I  will  read  just  a  few  extracts 
from  it,  if  the  Senator  will  allow  me : 

NortbwMt  sfrlealtart  la  now  engaxed  In  maklnir  a  determined  fight 
far  an  8-c«it  tarUt  oa  eaaetn.  Tbe  present  Uriff  la  2^  cents.  The 
Northwest  dalryaien's  request  that  It  be  raised  to  8  cents  was  refussd 
bj  tlM  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

What  is  caadal 

The  editorial  goes  on  to  describe  what  It  la.  It  says,  further : 
The  rsason  why  the  asrlealtoral  Northwest  wants  the  tariff  oa  casein 
tttimd  is  parfsetly  apparent.  The  Northwest  is  a  dairy  coontry.  The 
dairy  tntfnstry  needs  hy-prodacts.  A  casein  Industry  coold  be  boilt  op 
la  tks  Northwest  which  would  sell  casein  to  the  American  conramers  of 
ussla  Th*  Amsrlcaa  market  for  casein  would  be  taken  away  from 
tba  fonlCD  dairyoiaa  and  given  over  to  tbe  American  dairyman.  This 
Is  la  strict  harmony  with  the  pledges  of  the  Republican  Party  platferm 
aad  thoas  twrthm  volontaersd  by  Mr.  Hoover. 

Further,  it  says: 

What  tha  development  at  aa  Aamrkan  casdn  indostry  woold  mean 
to  Minnesota  hardly  needs  to  be  pointed  out.  Dors  Is  a  dairy  State, 
oae  abooadlag  la  creameries.  It  is  in  connectloa  with  the  operations 
of  creaoierles  that  eaada  Is  obtained.  Tbe  question  of  by-products  la 
already  acute  In  the  dairy  Industry.  MUk  powder  la  utUlaed  as  a  by- 
pcodnet.  bat  tbe  saturation  point  has  been  readied.  The  price  of  milk 
powder  Is  even  now  depressed,  because  too  much  milk  powder  la  on  the 
market.  Coold  easdn  l>e  utlllaed  on  a  large  scale  as  a  further  by- 
product, leas  emphaaia  would  be  placed  oa  milk  powder,  with  the  result 
that  the  whole  dairy  Industry  would  be  atablllaed.  l%e  eaaeln  tndostry 
and  tbe  adlk-powder  industry  would  both  become  profitable. 

Then  the  aditmial  farther  says : 

▲t  this  point  the  controversy  becomes  somewhat  complicated  fbr  a 
Tba  daliyaaa  mj,  "  Wa  eaa,"  and  the  coated  paper  and  floe 


OCTOBEE   24 


manufacturers  ny,  "Ton  can't."  DisJuterested  eeonomlrts,  however, 
have  TOstalned  the  contention  of  tbe  dairymen  ;  and  we  mnat  say  that 
It  seems  absurd  to  believe  that  the  resourceful,  educated,  Bclentlfic 
American  farmers  can  not  make  casein  aa  well  as  tbe  Argentine  farmers. 
•  •••••• 

The  market  for  casein  exists  in  America. 

The  bulk  of  tbe  supply  comes  from  a  foreign  source. 

And  tbe  American  farmer  could  fumisb  that  supply  from  his  current 
waste. 

That  seems  to  be  the  argument,  as  I  understand  from  the 
Senator,  in  accordance  with  this  article. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Yes ;  I  thank  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Florida  for  the  contribution. 

Mr.  President,  I  trust  the  substitute  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  Blaink]  will  not  prevail,  and  that  a  tariff  of  8  cents 
per  pound  <hi  casein  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  submit  certain 
additional  data. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordwed. 

ADDITIONAL   DATA    SrBMITTKD    BT    SCNATOB   HOWELL 

Casein  Is  produced  in  the  Argentine  by  cheap  labor  and  from 
skimmed  milk  costing  three- fourths  of  a  cent  per  gallon. 

Aa  a  coDsequeoce  72  per  cent  of  the  casein  consumed  in  the  United 
States  la  Imported,  as  the  present  duty  of  2>^  cents  per  pound  affords 
inadequate  protection  to  producers  of  this  agricultural  product 

Tbe  farm  and  dairy  organizations  were  practically  unanlmoua  in 
asking  an  increaae  in  thia  tariff  rate  to  8  cents  per  pound. 

The  House  ignored  this  request  and  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
did  little  better,  as  it  granted  an  increaae  of  but  1  cent  per  pound. 

The  price  at  which  domestic  casein  must  sell,  under  the  present 
tariff,  to  meet  Argentine  competition  affords  but  2  cents  per  gallon  to 
domestic  producers  of  skimmed  milk,  and  yet  the  cost  of  producing 
skimmed  milk  in  the  Middle  West  exceeds  10  cents  per  gallon. 

Had  tbe  tariff  rate  of  8  cents  per  pound  l)een  adopted  it  would  have 
Increased  tbe  return  for  skimmed  milk  but  1.3  cents  per  gallon  at  most. 

The  5%-cent  rate  which  was  flnallj  granted  by  the  Senate  means  a 
possible  Increase  of  but  0.7  of  a  cent  per  gallon,  three  times  that 
recommended  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 

Ttiese  facts  are  suggestive  of  the  difficulties  of  obtaining  from  Con- 
gress even  small  concessions  for  agriculture. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Mr.  President,  If  this  question  were  as  simple 
as  is  stated  by  the  Senator  frcon  Nebra.ska,  simply  a  question 
between  giving  benefits  to  millions  of  farmers  or  to  a  few  thou- 
sand industrial  operatives  and  a  few  manufacturers,  of  course 
it  would  not  be  worth  debating ;  we  would  all  be  on  the  side  of 
the  millions,  especially  those  who  live  close  among  them,  if  there 
were  no  principle  at  stal^e.  But  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that 
that  is  a  fair  statement  of  the  case.  The  principle  of  protection 
is  very  simple,  but  we  often  find  when  we  come  to  apply  it  that 
it  is  complicated  and  difficult. 

Casein  is  the  finished  product  of  the  farmer,  but  for  the 
coated-paper  manufacturer  it  Is  the  raw  material.  According 
to  our  principle,  every  man  and  every  industry  is  entitled  to 
fair  iMTotectlon,  but  the  question  always  arises:  Is  It  for  his 
interest  and  is  It  for  the  interest  of  the  country  at  large? 

The  value  of  skimmed  milk  has  been  debated.  The  Tariff 
Commission  has  said  they  could  not  decide  it,  and  I  do  not  see 
how  anyone  can  decide  it.  When  it  is  said  that  10,000,000,000 
gallons  a  year  are  thrown  away  it  is  pretty  difficult  to  apply  any 
high  value  to  it.  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  get  at  the  cost  of 
production  of  casein,  which  comes  from  skimmed  milk. 

Of  course,  ordinarily  we  need  a  protective  tariff,  because  an 
Axaerican  Industry  finds  Itself  in  competition  with  a  foreign  arti- 
cle which  is  Introduced  and  scdd  at  a  price  lower  than  that  of 
the  American  article.  But  that  does  not  apply  in  this  case, 
because  the  foreign  casein,  the  Argentine  casein,  which  comes  in 
Is  more  expensive  and  always  has  been,  and  the  dealers  are 
willing  to  pay  more  for  it  than  for  the  domestic  casein. 

The  reason  for  its  suptrlorlty  does  not  seem  to  be  very  clearly 
evolved.  I  listened  to  the  debate  the  other  day,  and  it  developed 
that  in  California  cas^n  is  now  being  produced  which  apparently 
is  just  as  good  as  the  Argentine  casein.  Just  why  was  again  a 
question  of  discussion.  It  was  suggested  that  It  was  because  in 
California  it  could  be  sun  dried,  as  It  is  in  Argentina,  and  the 
junior  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Shobtbidge],  with  his 
pride  and  delight  in  ^)eakiDg  about  his  glorious  climate,  in  which 
I  think  he  is  quite  justified,  would  naturally  claim  that  Cali- 
fornia was  partlctilarly  able  to  produce  the  choicest  product  In 
casein,  as  it  certainly  Ixas.  I  rather  wondered  why  the  P'lorida 
Senators,  in  whose  State  is  located  St  Petersburg,  where  the  sun 
shines  every  day  of  the  year,  did  not  jealously  rise  and  explain 
tbe  advantages  of  their  locality  for  the  production  of  casein. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  Florida  has  the  sunshine 
and  the  orange  juice,  but  we  have  not  dairy  interests.  That  la 
tbe  difflcalty  with  prodadug  casein  in  Florida. 
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Mr.  GILLBTTT.  I  appreciate  the  difficulty.  As  I  have  said, 
just  why  the  American  product  is  inferior  has  not  yet  been 
developed.  The  only  fact  that  has  t)een  developed  is  that  it  is 
inferior. 

It  seems  to  me  the  vital  question  before  us,  after  all,  is.  Will 
this  really  be  of  the  benefit  to  the  farmer  that  it  is  claimed? 
The  ci>ated-paper  manufacturers  a.ssert  that  they  can  not  pos- 
sibly pay  the  enhanced  price  for  casein  and  continue  in  busi- 
iness,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  recent  history  of  that  industry 
confirms  their  argument,  because  there  is  no  question  that 
coated  paper  of  recent  years  has  been  losing,  compared  with 
other  papers.  I  know  one  big  factory  was  driven  out  of  buM- 
ness,  and  another  factory  that  is  operating  at  a  loss.  The  most 
fcuccessfol  ones  are  hardly  paying  dividends,  and  gradually,  as 
the  records  show,  and  as  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance  put  in  the  Record,  many  of  the  largest  magazines, 
which  formerly  have  used  coated  j>aper,  are  turning  to  super- 
calendered  paper  because  It  is  cheaper.  It  is  not  quite  as  good, 
but  if  it  is  cheaper  and  will  answer  the  purpose,  they  naturally 
turn  to  It. 

Consequently,  here  is  an  industry  which  is  tottering,  which  is 
just  able  to  hold  its  own,  and  if  we  add  to  its  burden  this  new 
expense.  It  seems  to  me,  probably  it  will  be  ruined.  It  is  some- 
thing for  the  United  States  to  lose  an  industry  in  which  20,000 
operatives  are  employed,  and  $75,000,000  invested  ;  but,  of  course. 
If  the  great  farming  industry  of  the  country  is  permanently  to 
be  benefited,  we  can  stand  that  loss.  But  if  coated  paper  is 
driven  out  of  bu.siness  it  inevitably  will  follow  that  the  con- 
sumption of  casein,  75  per  ctnt  of  which  is  used  in  that  business, 
will  also  drop.  So  th%t  the  vital  questiim  is.  What  is  the  prob- 
ability of  an  advance  in  the  price  of  casein  destroying  the  coated- 
paper  Industry? 

Upon  that  Senators  apparently  differ.  I  have  heard  it  stated 
on  tlie  floor  that  that  argument  is  always  used  when  there  is  a 
Tsuggestion  that  we  reduce  a  tariff.  I  presume  that  is  so.  I 
presume  it  is  often  exaggerated.  The  question  which,  it  seems 
to  uie,  every  Senator  has  to  decide  in  this  case  is.  Is  the  prolv 
ability  that  coated-paper  manufacturers  will  be  driven  out  of 
business  sufficient  to  make  us  feel  that  we  should  not  grant  the 
advance  on  casein?  It  seems  to  me  probable,  from  the  informa- 
tion I  can  get,  that  is  inevitable,  and  therefore  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  duty  ought  not  to  be  increased,  for  thereby  we  should 
injure  both  the  makers  of  cai«In  and  the  makers  of  coated  paper. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  casein  Is  the  dried  curd 
made  from  skimmed  milk  and  is  popularly  known  as  cottage 
cheese. 

Its  greatest  commercial  use  is  in  the  paper  industry,  where 
it  is  employed  as  an  adhesive  in  fastening  individual  sheets  to- 
gether, as  a  converting  agency  in  bringing  paper  pulp  into' mold- 
able  couditlon  for  the  application  of  coloring  matter  and  other 
coatings  and  for  sizing  paper.  No  satisfactory  substitute  has 
been  found  for  it  in  these  respects. 

It  is  also  a  necessary  element  in  the  process  of  waterproofing 
paper  so  that  It  will  endure  a  high  humidity  without  losing 
softness  and  elasticity. 

Practically  all  paper  on  which  ink  is  used,  except  newspaper, 
is  coated  on  the  surface  with  casein. 

Coated  paper  manufacturers  constmie  from  70  to  80  per  cent 
of  all  domestic  and  imported  ca.seln. 

Glue  manufacturers  use  from  10  to  15  per  cent  of  the  dMnestic 
and  imported  article  alike  for  the  producticm  of  caseous  water- 
proof glua 

Waterproof  glue  has  an  extensive  use  In  the  woodworking 
industry. 

In  the  textile  industry  casein  Is  employed  as  a  softening  agent 
and  for  waterproofing. 

Casein  is  used  in  producing  p.ilnt8,  technical  compounds  known 
as  "  casein  pla.«stlc8,"  artificial  cork,  leather,  rublnr,  jade,  ebony, 
horn,  bone,  Jewelry,  ivory,  celluloid,  linoleum,  building  blocks, 
films,  plates,  rods,  tubes,  and  electrical  Insulating  material. 

It  is  of  especial  value  In  the  formation  of  plywood,  which  is 
made  by  combining  inexpensive  wood  with  a  layer  of  costly 
woo<l. 

It  is  applied  to  what  Is  known  as  cold  wood,  having  been 
adopted  and  q)ecified  by  the  United  States  Government  for  air- 
planes, gunstock.  etc. 

The  Tariff  Commission  on  March  15,  1926,  made  a  report  to 
the  President  of  its  investigation  of  casein  which  had  been  insti- 
tuted on  March  27,  1^3. 

Agents  of  the  commission  had  been  s?ent  to  Argentina,  the  chief 
source  of  casein  outside  the  United  States. 

Hearings  were  held  at  Washington  on  August  13  and  14,  1923, 
and  again  on  May  6,  1924. 

The  Tariff  CommissicHi  reported  to  the  President  that  in  its 
Judgment  no  findings  of  fact  pointing  to  any  cliange  in  the  rate 


of  duty  on  casein  were  warranted  by  the  data  It  had  obtained, 
that  It  was  hnpos.sible  for  the  commission  to  obtain  in  Argentina 
data  establishing  or  permitting  a  satisfactory  computation  of 
the  cost  of  producing  skimmed  milk,  the  raw  material  of  casein. 
The  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission  is  not  a  conclusive  argu- 
ment against  the  proposed  increase  of  duty  on  casein.  Good 
reasons  may  lie  obtained  from  other  sources. 

A  representative  of  the  Co<)i)erative  Milk  Producers  Federa- 
tion, Mr.  W.  S.  Moscrip,  stated  in  a  brief  submitted  to  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  that  the  agricultural 
Interests  desired  an  Increased  duty  on  casein  in  order  to  secure 
a  larger  outlet  for  skimmed  milk.  He  quoted  figures  from  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  to  show  the  extent  of  the  present 
use  of  skimmed  milk  in  the  United  States  for  manufacturing 
purposes— that  25.2  per  cent,  or  838.590,000  pounds,  went  into 
condensed  skimmed  ndlk ;  39.4  p«  cent,  or  1,312,480,000  pounds, 
went  into  powdered  skimmed  milk;  18.1  per  cent  into  dried 
casein ;  16.1  per  cent,  or  504,525,000  pounds,  into  cottage  pot  or 
bakers'  cheese;  2.2  per  cent,  or  72,658,000  pounds,  into  other 
uses,  thus  accounting  for  a  total  amount  of  3,329.353.000  pounds. 

Mr.  Moscrip  further  stated  that  under  the  present  tariff  rate 
the  domesUc  production  of  casein  had  increased  from  6,900,000 
pounds  in  1922  to  18,033,000  pounds  in  1927;  that  this  domestic 
production  had  supplied  33  per  cent  of  the  country's  needs  In 
1922,  43  per  cent  in  1927.  He  contended  that  with  an  adequate 
tariff  rate  the  iiome  producers  could  supply  all  the  needs  of 
this  country  for  casein. 

The  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  tells  us  that  the  amount  of  skimmed  milk  not 
utilized  in  manufacture  in  the  United  States  amounts  annually 
to  10.000,000,000  pounds;  that  this  amount  of  skimmed  milk 
would  make  300,000,000  pounds  of  casein. 

It  is  contended  by  our  milk  producers  that  they  need  the 
largest  poasible  outlet  for  skimmed  milk,  and  that  the  produc- 
tion of  casein  is  an  outlet  of  first  importance. 

In  1927  there  were  130  establishments  In  the  United  States 
engaged  in  the  production  of  casein.  The  industry  has  had  its 
greatest  growth  to  the  pre.sent  time  in  the  Middle  West  The 
production  of  casein  in  Wisconsin  in  1927  increased  sixfold  over 
1922;  Minnesota,  five  and  one-half  fold;  California,  one  and 
three-fourths  fold.  In  all  these  States  small  creameries  are 
located  to  which  farmers  deliver  whole  milk.  These  creameries 
could  be  readily  equipped  for  the  production  of  casein.  The 
process  for  its  production  is  a  simple  one,  requiring  simple 
equipment. 

The  establlshmmt  of  combined  creamery  and  casein  plants 
throughout  the  country  wherever  milk  can  be  produced  would 
mean  a  distinct  benefit  for  the  entire  farm  situation. 

Let  us  return  to  the  Tariff  Commission  and  its  Investigation 
of  casein.  It  began  that  Investigation  In  1923  at  the  request  of 
the  users  of  casein,  who  sought  a  decrease  in  the  duty  estab- 
lished by  the  tariff  act  of  1922.  The  commission  stated,  as  I 
have  before  pointed  out,  in  Its  report  to  the  President  that  it 
had  not  been  able  to  find  sufficient  data  to  Justify  a  change  in 
duty.  It  stated  also  that  the  cost  of  conversion  of  skimmed 
milk  into  casein  was  the  same  In  Argentina  as  in  the  United 
States,  although  the  Argentine  producers  had  refused  to  give  the 
agents  of  the  commission  access  to  their  books  or  to  disclose  the 
prices  they  paid  for  whole  milk. 

American  milk  producers  take  the  position  that  the  refusal 
of  Argentine  producers  to  disclose  production  costs  is  an  indi- 
cation that  such  costs  are  exceedingly  low. 

Although  the  Argentine  producers  refused  to  disclose  their 
milk  costs,  the  Tariff  Commission  stated  in  Its  report  that  the 
price  of  whole  milk  in  Argentina  at  the  time  of  the  investiga- 
tion was  96  cents  per  hundred  poands,  or  2  cents  per  quart. 
At  the  same  time  milk  produced  here  was  soling  at  4  cents  to 
6  cents  per  quart 

The  coated-paper  industry  is  the  chief  dcmiestlc  user  of  casein. 
This  industry  urges  that  casein  should  be  returned  to  the  free 
list.  It  argues  that  a  tariff  duty  will  not  retard  imports  be- 
cause, it  alleges,  the  AmMican  suj^ly  is  inadequate  in  quantity 
and  inferior  in  quality.  It  contends,  furtlier,  that  skimmed 
milk  in  this  country  may  more  profitably  be  converted  into  pow- 
dered milk  than  Into  casein  because,  it  alleges,  the  return  from 
powdered  milk  is  about  50  cents  more  per  unit  of  raw  materiaL 

These  contentions  ign<H'e  the  fact  that  relatively  simple  equip- 
ment is  needed  to  produce  casein  and  that  a  far  more  elaborate 
and  expensive  set-up  is  required  for  powdered  milk.  They  also 
ignore  the  fact  that  the  cost  of  production  is  higher  In  the 
United  States  than  In  Argentina,  althou^  such  fact  is  not  offi- 
cially established  by  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Here  is  a  genuine  opportunity  to  help  agricnitnre  by  apply- 
ing such  a  rate  as  will  enable  our  farmers  to  compete  with 
farmers  in  Argentina  where  labor  conditions  militate  against 
our  farm  \Abor  standards  in  the  same  way  that  industrial  lahcnr 
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condltloiM  IB  fardgn  manafactaring  flectiomi  militate  agatnst 
ovr  tndiutrlal  labor  standards. 

Some  <rf  our  milk  prodocers  dalm  that  with  an  adequate 
tariff  rate  they  can  prodoce  as  good  a  quality  and  as  large  a 
quantity  of  skimmed  milk  as  the  American  raanulactnrers  using 
casein  may  require.  They  claim  that  the  rate  proposed  by  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  of  8%  cents  a  pound  Is  Insufficient, 
and  they  ask  s  rate  of  8  cents,  which  they  contend  wiU  reflect  a 
larger  part  of  the  difference  in  cost  of  production,  not  the  entire 
difference.  In  Argentina  and  the  United  States. 

These  producers  contend  that  the  converslOTi  cost  In  Argentina 
plus  transportation  cost  to  New  York  Is  5%  eeits  per  pound. 
This  amount  plus  a  tariff  of  8  cents  per  pound  would  assure 
a  minimum  price  of  13H  cents  a  p^mnd  in  this  country.  The 
present  price  in  the  American  market  ranges  from  a  little  under 
16  cents  to  18  cents.  The  proposed  rate  of  8  cents,  therefore, 
ought  not  to  increase  the  price  of  casein.  It  will  cause  more 
casein  to  be  prodnceil  from  American  skimmed  milk  to  t^^Jl^- 
tent  that  the  lessened  profit  on  shipments  from  Argentina  will 
retard  such  shipments  and  make  room  for  more  of  the  American 

article.  ,^ 

The  coated-paper  Industry,  which  usee  from  70  to  80  per  cent 
ot  the  home  production  of  casein,  Mijoys  a  tariff  protection  of 
4  cents  a  pound  on  its  finished  product,  a  rate  which  enables 
It  not  only  to  flourish  here,  but  to  have  Increased  Its  experts 
from  more  than  three  and  a  half  mllllcm  pounds  of  coated  paper 
In  1922  to  nearly  6,000,000  pounds  in  1927,  and  yet  this  highly 
protected  Industry  wants  free  trade  for  its  raw  material  and 
protection  for  its  finished  product.  It  wants  to  expand  its  own 
interests  at  the  expense  of  American  agriculture. 

Its  attitude  Is  characteristic  of  the  protected  manufacturers. 
In  order  tliat  wider  opportunity  may  be  given  for  the  utiliza- 
tion of  a  great  American  farm  product,  I  shall  support  an  in- 
creased rate  upon  casein. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  first  to  call  attention 
to  the  views  of  some  of  those  who  are  familiar  with  the  manu- 
facture of  casein  and  are  in  a  position,  it  seems  to  me,  to  give 
the  facts.  I  particularly  refer  in  the  first  Instance  to  the  ques- 
ticm  of  quality.  It  has  been  contended  that  the  casein  produced 
in  the  United  States  is  of  inferior  quality,  and  by  reason  of  that 
fact  it  would  be  a  great  injustice  to  allow  an  additional  duty 
upon  the  article,  and  thus  compel  the  users  of  casein  to  go  into 
the  market  and  buy  the  Argentine  product  because  of  the  unflt- 
ue«8  of  the  American  product  for  their  purpose. 

I  have  a  letter  addressed  to  me  under  date  of  September  25 
from  C.  E.  Gray,  president  of  the  Golden  State  Milk  Products 
Co.,  ot  San  Francisco,  Calif.  In  this  letter  is  the  fcdlowing 
paragraph: 

Those  opposing  an  Increase  in  tariff  on  casein  have  adraoced  a  nam- 
ber  of  tbeorie*.  One  li  that  casein  of  hig\i  quality  can  not  be  manufac- 
tOTVd  in  tbe  United  States.  During  tbe  pa«t  25  years  I  bare  tiad  the 
opportanity  of  being  personally  connected  with  caaein  laanufactaring 
operations  not  only  In  California  but  a  number  of  otlier  places  in  tbe 
United  States,  and  therefore  am  In  position  to  say  definitely  that  casein 
of  the  highest  quality  can  be  manofactured  in  any  of  tlte  dairy  aectlona 
of  the  United  States. 

We  have  in  this  country  ample  skim  milk  of  suitable  quality,  the 
neeessary  equipment  for  manufacturing  it  into  cuseiu,  ami  tht  knowl- 
edge and  skill  required  lo  manufacture. 

I  think  those  who  are  objecting  to  the  quality  of  casein  made 
in  this  conntry  are  going  back  In  their  memory  to  former  days, 
when  the  American  producer  had  not  completed  hts  method  or 
had  not  baproved  It  up  to  Ihe  point  to  which  it  is  now  improved, 
because  'X  is  certainly  true  that  at  the  present  time  we  are 
producing  casein  In  some  Instances  of  such  a  quality  as  to  call 
for  a  premium  over  the  Argentine  production. 

In  another  paragrajA  of  the  same  letter  It  Is  said : 

If  sar  OMtffect  for  casein  eoold  l>e  depended  upon,  casein  manufacture 
woaM  lead  Itaeif  especially  to  the  utilization  of  aUm  milk  there  (In 
CallforBls)  SBd  In  th«  otlier  Intermountaln  States. 

It  la  aBiHMCsaary  for  me  to  point  out  that  the  proposed  tariff  ol 
S^  esBts  per  poond  «■  casein  offers  much  less  protection  to  skim  milk 
In  that  Corai,  which  la  materially  oot  of  line  with  all  of  the  other  ratei 
applylac  to  sklai  allk  or  atdm-mUk  products.  We  believe  that  tbt  dairy 
Indnatry  la  entitled  to  fartlier  protection  on  skim  milk  when  it  is  manu 
fsctercd  iato  essda  and  that  ooch  protection  will  not  work  a  bard* 
ahlp  on  tbe  users  of  raaelii 

Another  letter,  under  date  of  September  23,  1020,  is  from  th< 
UolTersal  By-Products  Ca  This  is  a  long  lettor,  and  1  shall 
not  read  it  all,  but  It  coTers  the  entire  subject  matter,  takes  ui 
the  different  conntrlea,  their  production,  the  quality  of  theli 
production,  and  so  forth.    The  writer  of  this  lett»  says : 

lu  order  to  give  yoa  an  oatilse  of  oar  poidtlon  as  eoaoems  oar  knowl 
edge  of  this  subject,  we  beg  to  advise  that  during  tbe  past  10  years  wi 
have  handWd  approxiniately  M  per  cent  of  tbe  entire  west  coast  pro 


doctlon  of  casein  prodoced  by  independent  and  cooperative  ereampries. 
We  have  Imported  parcels  of  New  Zealand,  AastraMan,  and  Argentine 
casein.  (The  New  Zealand  quality  is  supposed  to  represent  tbe  highest 
type  made  in  the  world.)  We  have  received,  tested,  and  analysed 
sam«>les  of  practically  all  caseins  made  in  the  world,  or  about  as  fol- 
lowa:  New  Zealand.  Anstrartan,  Argentine,  French,  Kngltah,  Oerman. 
SwiM,  Indian.  Canadian.  Csechoslovaklan,  and  domestic,  Indadlng 
caaeioa  produced  in  the  foUowlng  States:  New  York,  Vermont,  Wia- 
conain,  Mlnnesotn,  Pennsylvania.  Iowa.  Texas,  Arizona.  Utah,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Washington,  and  C^ifomia. 

The  writer  has  also  personally  canvassed  all  of  the  principal  pro- 
ducing districts  in  Argentina — the  largest  producing  country — and  has 
personally  visited  practicaUy  all  of  the  producing  plants  in  this  country 
in  tbe  East  as  well  as  in  the  West  v 

Further  on  In  the  letter,  after  discussing  in  detail  the  pro- 
duction of  the  different  countries,  the  writer  says  there  is  abso- 
lutely no  reason  In  the  worid  why  as  good  casein  can  not  be 
produced  in  this  country  as  is  produced  anywhere  In  the  world. 
As  I  tinderstand  the  protective  system,  one  of  Its  objects  is  to 
give  to  production  that  protection  which  would  justify  It  In 
completing  its  processes,  which  would  give  to  It  a  permanent 
market  so  as  to  enable  It  to  build  up  the  Industry.  Tbe  casein 
industry  has  been  built  up  vrithont  any  effe<tive  protection 
whatever  and  yet  under  that  ineffective  protection  we  have 
reached  a  point  where  we  are  now  producing  casein  equal  In 
quality.  In  my  Judgment — and  of  course  I  base  my  judgment 
upon  the  Judgment  of  those  who  are  experienced — to  that  pro- 
duced in  Argentina.  That  being  true,  the  experience  of  the 
past  under  the  adverse  circumstances  under  which  it  has  been 
carried  on,  if  taken  as  a  criterion  of  what  may  happen  In  the 
future,  would  suggest  that  reasonable  protection  will  give  to 
this  a)untry  ample  and  sutHcient  casein  of  as  good  quality  as  Is 
produced  anywhere  in  the  world.  One  of  the  objects  of  pro- 
tection Is  to  build  up  industry,  to  justify  the  expenditure,  to 
warrant  the  Improvement  of  machinery,  and  to  consummate  their 
methods  In  such  a  way  as  to  make  it  a  success. 
Further  on  the  writer  of  the  letter  says : 

Due  to  tbe  present  duty  of  2^  cents  per  pound,  which  Is  Inadequate, 
the  creameries  In  this  country  will  not  manufacture  casein  in  the  quanti- 
ties which  they  would  if  they  had  a  real  protected  market.  No  creamery 
is  going  to  divert  their  skim  Into  casein  to  any  extent  and  when  they 
are  about  ready  to  market  It,  find  the  market  demorallxed  with  Argen- 
tine casein. 

In  1920  California  creameries  sold  over  5,000.000  pounds  of  casein 
at  4  cents  per  pound  on  account  of  a  tremendous  quantity  of  Argen- 
tine casein  demoralizing  our  market.  Some  of  this  casein  was  used  for 
poultry  food  to  get  rid  of  it.  This  casein  cost  the  creameries  not  less 
than  10  cents  per  pound  at  that  time,  so  the  Ions  can  be  roughly  esti- 
mated. These  creameries  certainly  will  not  risk  such  a  situation  again, 
and  the  2^  cents  duty  certainly  does  not  protect  them  against  it. 
Some  of  these  creameries  closed  their  casein  factories  and  have  never 
reopened  them. 

The  argument  is  made  that  milk  powder  U  8uw>!autlng 
casein,  as  the  creameries  can  make  mure  money  out  of  milk 
powder. 

There  are  to-day  30.000.000  pounds  of  milk  powder  in  storage,  and 
the  price  Is  down  to  the  lowest  level  known.  Still  the  creameries  make 
powder  Instead  of  casein  when  they  could  get  a  better  price  from 
casein  simiply  and  only  that  the  moment  they  put  their  casein  on  the 
market  the  Argentine  casein  comes  in  at  a  lower  figure  and,  as  before 
stated,  the  Argentine  shippers  keep  reducing  their  prices  until  the 
domestic  manufacturer  can  no  longer  make  casein  at  a  profit.  It  costs 
a  creamery  money  to  switch  a  large  volume  of  milk  from  one  product 
to  another,  and  they  can  not  afford  to  switch  from  casein  to  powder  or 
vice  versa. 

Educational  work  is  being  done  by  dairy  colleges  among  the  cream- 
eries in  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Vermont,  etc.,  to  help  the  manufac- 
ttirers  improve  their  production,  and  cooperative  marketing  associa- 
tions are  also  doing  valuable  work  in  this  respect.  A  great  deal  ran  not 
be  done,  however,  until,  to  put  it  frankly,  the  .\merlcan  casein  producer 
can  he  assured  that  be  will  not  have  to  accept  poultry-feed  priies  for 
bis  product. 

There  are  about  five  to  six  million  ponnda  of  casein  prodoced  in 
California  at  this  time,  and  we  should  safely  say  that  if  an  adequate 
tariff  is  placed  on  cajtein  this  production  would  be  doul>led  in  two  or 
three  year*. 

Then  he  closes  by  saying: 

Last,  but  not  least,  we  would  like  to  Unprees  on  yoa  that  caacia 
made  In  this  country,  when  made  right,  la  equal  If  not  superior  to 
Argentine  casein.  The  talk  of  oar  inability  to  make  good  caMln  la 
abaolntely  absurd. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  a  telegram  from  the  wme  people,  which 
Is  in  reply  to  a  tetegram  from  me,  in  which  they  state: 

Dcalre  to  advise  that  tbe  quality  of  tlieir  caaein — 


Speaking  of  the  C>allfomia,  MtHitana,  Washington,  Idaho, 
Utah,  and  those  States — 

Deirire  to  advise  that  the  quality  of  their  casein,  amoantlng  to  alwut 
1.000.000  pounds  annnally,  has  always  been  superior  to  Argentina  caaein 
and  has  brought  a  premium  of  about  1  cent  over  Argentina  casein  prices 
In  tbe  eastern  market. 

I  am  conscious  of  the  fact  that  those  In  Interest  in  discussing 
these  mattMs  and  in  forming  their  Judgment  may  be  consciously 
or  uuconsciousb'  biased,  but  here  is  a  gentlemasi  who  states  as 
a  fact  that  the  casein  produced  In  that  region  of  country  has 
been  bringing  a  price  above  that  of  the  Argentina  casein  in  the 
eastern  market.  That  Is  a  statement  of  fact.  If  it  Is  not  true, 
it  would  be  due  to  the  fact  that  he  has  willfully  made  a  mis- 
statement. It  Is  not  a  question  about  which  he  is  rendering 
an  ofriulon ;  he  is  stating  a  fact — tliat  this  casein  has  gone  into 
the  easttn-n  market  and  has  outsold  the  Argentina  casein  in  that 
market 

I  venture  the  opinion  that  those  who  think  the  casein  pro- 
duced in  the  United  States  is  of  inferior  quality  are  unconscioosly 
moved  by  the  fact  that  it  would  be  to  their  interest  not  to  have 
any  tariff  at  all  upon  the  product.  I  venture  the  opinion  that 
if  a  duty  shall  be  laid  which  will  give  real  protection  to  casein 
that  those  industries  will  be  using  it,  and  that  they  will  find  no 
fault  with  Its  quality,  as  they  are  now  doing  In  their  argnm^its 
against  any  protection  whatever. 

I  have  h&re  a  letter  frwn  H.  T.  Meyer,  of  MinneapoUs,  Minn. 
Discussing  this  subject  he  says: 

When  the  charge  was  made  that  American  casein  was  not  equal  la 
quality  to  the  Argentine  casein  we  made  an  investigation  and  foond 
that  casein  made  In  the  larger  planta  in  this  country  is  equal.  If  not 
superior,  to  Argentina  casein.  It  is  true  that  casein  made  in  the 
smaller  cheese  factories  and  creameries  in  some  sections  of  the  country 
Is  rather  ununlform  in  quality,  but  casein  made  by  large  organixations 
such  as  the  following  Is  Just  as  good  as  tbe  Argentine  product : 

Oolden  States  Milk  Products  Co.,  California;  Land  o'Lakee  (Tream- 
^les  (Inc.),  Minneapolis;  Dairymen's  League,  New  York  (Tity. 

The  trouble  has  been  in  the  manufacture  of  casein  that  the  price  has 
fluctuated  too  much,  making  it  uncertain  for  our  creameries  to  make 
the  investment  and  take  Interest  in  turning  out  a  fine  quality  casein. 
If  the  duty  were  raised  to  8  cents  per  pound  It  would  make  It  profitable 
for  the  creameries,  cheese  factories,  and  milk  plants  throughout  the 
country  to  manufacture  their  surplus  of  fluid  aklm  milk  into  casein 
products. 

A  higher  duty  on  casein  will  also  help  the  powdered-milk  situation, 
which  is  in  very  bad  shape  now.  Lots  of  the  skim  milk  would  be  con- 
verted into  casein,  and  casein  production  would  Increase  to  such  an 
extent  that  the  market  price  for  caaein  would  only  be  advanced  a  few 
centa  per  pound  rather  than  tbe  full  advance  of  the  higher  duty.  It 
would  stabilise  not  only  the  casein  but  also  tbe  milk-powder  market 
throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  Moscrip,  of  the  Twin  City  Milk  Producers'  Association, 
says: 

We  have  tteen  manufacturing  casein  for  several  years,  and  during  the 
past  five  yean  made  3,244,000  pounds  of  this  product.  During  this 
time  we  have  sold  to  the  largest  users  of  casein  In  the  United  States. 
We  have  had  their  inspectors  here  repeatedly  to  look  over  our  plants, 
and  they  state  that  our  casein  is  entirely  satisfactory  for  their  purpose. 
We  have  asked  whetlier  it  would  be  desirable  to  change  our  methods 
in  any  way,  and  we  have  been  told  that  this  is  not  necessary,  as  the 
present  product  is  entirely  satisfactory.  When  the  large  users  of  casein 
are  satisfied  with  the  product  we  have  to  offer  and  have  no  suggestion 
as  to  chr.nge  it  would  seem  to  us  that  this  must  answer  the  question 
as  to  quality. 

The  University  of  Minnesota  has  done  a  very  limited  amount  of  work 
in  connection  with  casein,  and  Professor  Eckles  has  made  tbe  state- 
ment in  writing  that  the  laboratory  casein  developed  In  the  university 
laboratory  passes  the  standard  test  better  than  any  foreign  casein 
which  they  have  been  able  to  secure.  We  are  thoroughly  convinced  tliat 
this  quality  talk  does  not  come  from  the  largest  users  of  casein  in 
America.  A  few  very  small  manufacturers  using  less  than  1  per  cent 
of  the  casein  are  making  capital  of  the  fact  that  tbey  are  nsing  Argen- 
tine casein  and  are  claiming  the  domestic  to  t>e  inferior. 

C.  F.  Curiiss,  of  the  Iowa  State  College,  says : 

Professor  Mortensen,  bead  of  oar  dairy  department,  and  Doctor  Ham- 
nier,  dairy  tMcterioIogist,  liave  expressed  the  opinion  that  tbe  Argentine 
casein  has  no  points  of  superiority  over  that  made  in  tbe  United  Statea. 
On  tbe  contrary,  tbey  say  that  tbe  methods  have  been  perfected  in  tbe 
United  States,  and  that  they  consider  our  product  fully  equal  to  tbe 
Argentine  product,  if  not  superior. 

Mr.  Gray,  to  whom  I  referred.  Is  a  graduate  of  tbe  dairy  department 
of  this  institution,  and  baa  had  very  extensive  experience  in  manufac- 
turing dairy  products,  and  he  Is  one  of  the  originators  of  tbe  Gray- 
Jensen  machinery  for  making  milk  powder.  Mr.  Gray  Is  a  high-class 
Baa   and   thorouglily   informed   about   the   manufacture   of   dairy    by- 


prodacts.    I  feel  aarc  that  he  conld  faralab  valoable  laformatloa  baariag 
upon  this  sohject. 

I  call  attention  to  a  statement  of  Mr.  O.  E.  Reed.  Chief  of  the 
Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  of 
the  United  States.    He  says: 

The  good  casein  produced  in  this  country  Is  at  leaat  eqoal  if  not 
superior  to  tbe  Argentine  product. 

Mr.  Preeident,  I  hare  other  statements  which  might  be  read, 
but  I  think  that  thoee  I  hare  read,  coming  from  men  who  are 
experienced  in  the  manufacture  of  casein,  who  have  had  to  do 
with  It  as  manufacturers,  as  salesmen,  and  as  professors  of 
institutions  dealing  particularly  with  agrictiltaral  products, 
afford  sufficient  light  so  that  we  need  not  hesitate  about  pro- 
tecting this  Industry  on  account  of  the  quality  of  the  domestic 
product. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  (me  commodity  produced  by  agriculture 
as  to  which  the  protective  tariff  will  be  effective.  We  are  rather 
liberal  In  Imposing  duties  upon  commodities  on  which  the  duties 
are  Ineffective,  but  we  hare  here  a  commodity  on  which  tlie 
duty  will  be  effective  aud  will  aid,  and  aid  materially,  the 
farmer.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  ought  to  remember,  when  we 
are  considering  such  commodities,  that  there  are  only  a  limited 
number  of  them  upon  which  duties  will  be  effective.  If  we  are 
going  to  extend  the  protective  system  to  the  farmer,  we  can  only 
do  so  by  giving  full  protection  to  those  commodities  where  pro- 
tection counts.  It  helps  the  farmer  very  little  to  be  given  heavy 
dutlee  upon  com  and  wheat  and  other  products  of  that  kind. 
The  situation  of  the  farmer  under  this  protective  system  seems 
to  be  rather  hopeless  If  we  are  to  follow  the  argument  of  eome 
Senators.  When  we  pres»t  the  debenture  it  Is  said  that  It  is 
unsound;  that  It  is  in  contravention  of  sound  economic  princi- 
ples, and,  therefore,  we  are  compelled  to  leave  out  of  the  pro- 
tective system.  If  we  are  denied  the  debenture,  all  that  large 
class  of  farmers  who  produce  commodities  of  which  we  have  a 
surplus.  If  the  debenture  system  la  not  to  be  put  into  effect, 
then,  so  far  as  that  class  of  farmers  Is  concerned  who  produce 
conunodities  of  which  we  have  a  surplus,  I  know  of  no  way  by 
which  they  can  receive  the  ben^t  of  the  iMK>tectiTe-tarlff 
system. 

Then,  when  we  reach  the  dass  of  commodities  whldi  we  are 
producing  in  competition  vrith  the  outside  world,  and  as  to 
which  competition  is  direct  Immediate,  and  severe,  the  argu- 
ment is  advanced  upon  the  floor  here  that  the  benefit  will  never 
reach  the  farmw,  that  the  protection  will  be  of  no  benefit  to  the 
fanner.  The  able  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  YANUKifBXMi] 
said  that  If  he  felt  that  it  would  help  the  farmer,  as  I  under- 
stood his  position,  he  would  be  Inclined  to  support  It,  but  upon 
the  theory  that  the  benefit  would  not  reach  the  farmer  he  felt 
that  he  ou^t  to  protect  the  industries  in  his  State  which  would 
be  affected  by  the  tariff.  It  seems  to  me  conclusive,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  It  will  benefit  the  farmer  if  it  increases  the  price  of 
his  product. 

I  hare  no  fear  of  the  proposition  of  these  Industries  gcrfng 
out  of  business.  They  are  recipients  of  high  protection  them- 
selves, and  if  they  become  more  embarrassed  I  presume  they 
will  return  and  get  whatever  protection  is  necessary.  In  my 
Judgment,  however,  if  a  reasonable  duty  Is  placed  upon  this 
article  the  farmers  of  the  United  States  vrill  produce  an  article 
efficient  In  quality  and  efficient  in  amount  to  supply  the  denuind 
In  the  United  States  at  a  reasonable  price. 

For  the  present,  I  think  that  Is  all  I  desire  to  offer. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  Item,  for  the  recison  that  It  so  vitally  affects  the  dairy 
Industry.  I  shall  not  enlarge  upon  the  discussion  of  the  subject 
of  casein,  which  has  been  so  thoroughly  discussed,  but  I  desire 
to  call  attention  to  one  ftict. 

Throughout  the  western  country,  partlculariy  during  tbe 
period  when  farmers  have  been  compelled  to  struggle  against 
mortgagee  and  against  the  cost  of  existence  on  the  farm,  many 
thousands  of  them  were  able  to  cMitinue  to  live  on  the  farm 
only  because  they  had  a  few  dairy  cows.  The  dairy  cows  brought 
In  a  constant  even  though  a  small  amount  of  money  every  month, 
and  this  has  led  more  and  more  to  diversification  In  the  farming 
Industry.  Therefore  I  am  especially  anxious  to  help  secure  an 
Increase  In  the  tariff  rates  on  this  product  In  tbe  hope  that  the 
benefits  will  come  to  those  fanners  all  over  the  country  who 
need  a  certain  source  of  Income,  even  though  It  may  be  small, 
whether  crops  be  good  or  poor  and  whether  prices  be  below  the 
cost  of  production  or  stich  as  to  give  a  jwofit. 

The  great  dlflk^lty  with  the  farmers  is  that  If  there  Is  a  crop 
failure,  or  if  the  p*ice  of  a  product  falls  bdow  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction In  those  areas  where  only  one  or  two  crofis  are  pro- 
duced, the  farmers  often  find  themselves  unable  to  continue  to 
stay  on  the  farm  at  all.  The  dairy  industry  and  the  poultry 
Industry   If  properly  protected  so  that  a  reasonable  javflt  can 
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be  sMQKd  from  thwip  Indwrtrles  while  other  farming  operji- 
tlons  are  carried  on.  may  become  a  still  more  effective  means  <f 
eoftbling  tbe  farmers  of  this  country  to  stay  on  the  farm,  eve  d 
In  the  doll  periods. 

I  intend  to  vote  for  the  tariff  proposed  by  the  Senator  froi  a 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaine]  because  my  understanding  is  that  t 
more  nearly  approximjites  the  difference  between  the  cogt  (f 
production  at  home  and  abroad.  The  tariff  proposed  by  tte 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  SHoaTwnoi:!  la  so  high  that  t 
might  result  in  driving  the  coated-paper  users  of  caaein  to  the 
other  Itluds  of  paper  or  to  substitutes,  and  thus  Injure,  if  net 
destroy,  the  indi»*itry.  ^  ^   , 

Mr.  STECK.  Mr.  President,  in  discassiug  the  rate  schedul€  s 
of  the  tariff  bill  we  have  just  reached  the  first  item  whici 
really  Interests  the  fanners  of  the  great  central  Northwest ;  an  1 
It  seems  to  me  to  be  a  proper  time  to  enter  Into  a  somewhat 
general  discussion  of  the  rate  schedules  as  they  affect  that 
part  of  the  country. 

In  discussing  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  S«uite  I  want  t  J 
lo-cface  my  remarks  by  confessing  that  my  views  are  to  a  hig  i 
degree  colored  by  seitionalism  and  a  selfish  State  interest.  [ 
wish  it  could  be  otherwise.  But  so  long  as  the  tariff  is  a  polit  - 
ral  issue,  so  long  as  tariff  laws  are  written  and  revised  b^ 
politically  controlled  and  sectlonally  interested  CTongresses,  it  s 
inevitable  that  each  Bepre-sentatlve  and  each  Senator  will  uie 
his  effiMrts  to  gain  an  advantage  for  the  industries  and  people  c  f 
his  own  particular  district  and  State. 

Tariff  legiilatiou  being  controlled  by  political  and  sectiom  1 
interests,  it  would  seem  to  follow  that  the  ReimbUcan  Part; ', 
having  been  in  control  of  the  Qovernment  for  all  but  16  of  tl  e 
last  70  years,  those  sections  of  the  country  and  those  Stat<s 
whkli  have  been  most  consistently  Bepublican  would  have  bee  a 
preferred  when  tariff  favors  were  being  passed  around.  Sue  i, 
however,  is  not  the  case.  The  real  and  consistent  strength  (f 
the  Bepublican  Party  has  always  been  in  the  agricultural  Stat(  s 
of  the  middle  Northwest.  Take  my  own  State,  Iowa.  Never 
during  the  pa.st  70  and  more  years  has  Iowa  failed  to  cast  b 
naajority  of  Republican  votes  at  a  presidential  election.  Wilsoti 
did  carry  Iowa  in  1912,  but  the  Taft  and  Roosevelt  vote  coii- 
bineii  exceeded  the  Wilson  vote.  j 

Mr.  President,  since  1845  there  have  l>een  but  24  Democrats 
In  the  lower  House  of  Congress  fr<Mn  Iowa,  and  from  1858  to 
1926  no  Democrat  sat  in  the  Senate  from  Iowa. 

Year  after  year,  the  great  majority  of  Iowa  and  other  Nortli- 
vraat  States  voters  have  faithfully  voted  the  Republican  tickcx. 
Tear  after  year,  in  party  platforms  and  from  the  rostrum,  tl  e 
Bepublican  Party  has  promiited  these  old  faithful,  dependab  e 
Republican  States  some  equality  of  party  favor.  With  a  hoi  e 
ttuit  knows  iM>  limits,  with  a  faith  constant  if  sometimes  doub> 
iag,  with  a  boundless  charity  and  a  oontiuuous  oblivion  (  f 
broken  prumisee  and  unrewarded  party  service,  they  have  stoc  d 
tbe  t^i  and  Icept  tlie  faith. 

Mr.  President,  too  long  has  the  great  middle  Northwest  been 
oeirlected  and  diiicrimiriated  against  when  tariff  Uws  wee 
being  written.  Ttiat  we  have  survived  and  prosiiered  is  due  o 
oar  great  natural  resources,  and  to  the  industry,  ability,  aid 
patience  of  our  people.  But  now  our  soil  is  no  longer  virgti. 
Crops  can  not  be  produced  in  such  abundance  nor  at  the  lo\r- 
productlon  coats  of  earlier  days.  We  have  just  gone  tlurough  |a 
period  of  depression  which  no  other  section  of  the  country  cou 
have  withstood.  Conditions  are  getting  better  in  Iowa  and  t" 
great  Northwest ;  but  If  we  are  not  to  nnderpo  constantly  recu 

repetitions  of  the  past  few  years,  we  must  be  given 
cbance  to  profit  equally  with  other  Industry. 

I  am  not  one  who  believes  that  all  our  ills  can  be  cured 
legialatien;  but  the  farmer  of  the  Northwest  Ims  a  real  grie 
ance,  a  just  cause  of  complaint,  and  it  is  not  a  suffkrient  answi 
to  refer  him  coiCOj  to  the  rigid  functioning  of  the  law  of  suppi 
and  demand  and  to  the  doctrine  of  the  survival  of  the  fitt 
when  in  other  respects  and  for  other  Industries  we  have  n4t 
scrupled  to  int^^ere.  through  acts  of  Congress  and  otherwise, 
with  the  untranuneled  workings  of  that  law  and  that  doctrin  i. 
Tlie  tenner  has  a  right  to  Insist  that  we  give  to  him  the  san  e 
advantages  as  have  been  granted  in  the  case  of  other  calling  a. 
This  equality  of  opportunity  is  the  farmer's  right  He  asla 
iMrt^inf  mere.    He  lias  a  ri^t  to  expect  notliing  leas. 

Mr.  President,  in  an  adjustmejit  or  revision  of  the  tarj  ff 
there  are  three  ways  by  which  parity  between  agriculture  ai^ 
other  industries  can  be  arrived  at: 

First.  Raise  the  present  rates  on  agricultural  products  to  la 
point  where  the  farmer's  market  for  his  products  will  be  on  la 
level  with  manufactured  products  which  b»  must  buy. 

SeeoiML  Lower  the  present  rates  on  ntanafactured  products 
M  that  the  farmer  can  boy  on  a  level  with  tha  prkcs  his  pro^ 
vet!  bring  ander  tlie  presoit  tariff  law. 


Third.  Raise  the  rates  on  the  farmer's  products  to  a  rea- 
sonable level,  and  at  the  same  time  lower  the  rates  on  many 
manufactured  products  to  as  near  this  same  level  as  can  be 
arrived  at. 

Either  of  the  first  two  methods  might  be  unfair  and  un- 
economic; but  by  a  fair  adjustment  of  both  agricultural  and 
Industrial  rates  it  would  be  possible  to  arrive  at  an  aU-aronnd 
tariff  rate  structure  which  would  somewhat  approach  a  purity 
or  common  level,  such  as  was  promised  agriculture  by  both 
parties  during  the  last  presidential  campaign.  This  would  be 
an  "  arijustmMt "  Instead  of  a  "  re\islon  "  of  the  tariff ;  and 
an  adjustment  was  what  was  promised  during  the  campaign, 
and  what  was  suggested  by  the  President  in  his  message  calling 
the  8i)ecial  session. 

In  no  sense  is  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate  an  effort  to 
adjust  tariff  rates  within  the  meaning  of  party  platforms  or 
presidential  statements.  The  plain  Implication  of  both  party 
platforms  and  the  stated  purpose  of  Mr.  Hoover  as  candidate 
and  President  was  so  to  adjust  the  tariff  as  to  put  agriculture 
on  an  equality  with  other  industry  in  so  far  as  it  could  be  done 
by  changes  in  the  present  tariff  statutes. 

Mr.  President,  the  plain  and  accepted  definition  of  the  term 
•*  adjustment,"  is  "  To  free  from  discrepancies  "  or  **  To  bring  to 
a  satisfactory  state:" 

Everyone  knows,  thonsrh  some  will  not  admit,  that  there  are 
discrepancies  in  the  present  tariff  which  operate  to  the  disad- 
vantage of  the  farmer;  and  we  are  all  aware  and  admit  that 
conditions  have  not  been  in  a  satisfactory  state  so  far  as  agri- 
culture is  concerned. 

Mr.  President,  the  Republican  Party  and  the  President 
promised  to  free  the  tariff  law  from  its  discrepancies,  and  to 
bring  agriculture  to  a  satisfactory  state  ««  compared  with  other 
industry. 

A  majority  of  our  people  at  the  last  election  took  the  Re- 
publican Party  at  its  word,  despite  previous  like  promises  \m- 
fuiflUed,  and  elected  a  Repul>ilcan  Congress  and  a  Republican 
President 

The  Democratic  Party  promised  relief  to  agriculture  of  a 
d^uite  character,  including  tariff  adjustment ;  but  the  old  cry 
went  up,  "  If  the  tariff  is  to  be  revLsied,  let  it  be  dt»ne  by  its 
friends."  Well,  so  far  all  revision  has  been  done  by  the  old 
familiar  friends  of  the  tariff.  I  remember  that  the  late  able, 
fearless,  and  respected  Senator  from  Iowa,  Albert  Baird  Cum- 
mins, said  in  the  Senate  just  before  his  death  that  the  tariff 
bUl  of  1922  was  written  by  its  friends;  that  each  and  every 
industry  except  agriculture  knew  and  was  given  just  what  it 
asked  for.  As  nearly  as  I  can  determine  from  a  reading  of  the 
hearings  and  from  the  bill  presented,  that  is  exactly'  what  hai> 
pene<l  here. 

We  of  the  a^icultural  States  were  promised  parity.  We 
were  proml.sefl  an  adjustment  of  the  tariff  which  would  free 
It  from  its  discrepancies  and  which  wouI<l  make  it  satisfactory 
to  agriculture.  But,  Mr.  President.  Instead  of  an  adjustment 
we  get  a  revision  which  increases  the  discrepancies  Ix^tween 
agriculture  and  other  industry  and  which  makes  the  condition 
more  unsatisfactory  to  the  consumer  and  agriculture  than  the 
present  law. 

That  a  revision  of  the  tariff  Instead  of  an  adjustment  was  in 
the  minds  of  Republican  leaden  Is  borne  out  by  the  fact  that 
on  December  15,  following  the  election  in  November,  Chairman 
Hawuet,  of  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  tssued  a 
statement  giving  notice  thnt  "preliminary  to  general  tariff 
rerisioQ  the  Committee  on  Ways  ami  Means  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  announces  to  all  concerned  that  It  will  hold 
hearings  at  Washington.  D.  C,  beginning  January  7,  1929." 

Mr.  Prertdent,  the  representatives  of  the  agricultural  States 
In  the  Senate,  regardless  of  what  party  label  they  bear,  are 
fighting  to  so  Amend  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate  that  it  will 
tie  a  real  measure  of  airricnitural  r^ef.  I  brieve  we  will  be 
successful  to  a  marked  degree,  but  what  the  House  will  do  when 
the  Mil  gets  back  to  them  from  the  Senate  it  is  impossible  to  say. 
If  the  House  stands  for  the  provisions  of  the  bill  It  passed  and 
sent  to  the  Senate,  then  we  can  hope  for  no  relief  for  the  farmer 
through  the  tariff. 

Mr.  President  the  Republican  Party  has  placed  the  tariff 
fight  here  in  the  Senate  in  a  false  position  by  trying  to  limit  the 
discussion  to  a  comparison  of  the  House  and  Finance  Committee 
bills.  The  House  passed  a  bill  which  met  the  instantaneous  and 
general  disapproval  of  the  country.  It  came  over  to  the  Senate, 
and  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  rq?ortefl  a  bill  somewhat 
better  than  that  passed  by  the  House.  But  the  bill  as  reported 
to  the  Senate  is  lietter  only  in  comparison  with  the  House  bill. 
In  comparison  with  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  which  Is  the  present 
law,  the  Senate  bill  as  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee  is  in 
no  sense  an  "  tdjustrnfiat**    It  does  not  adjust  the  discrepancies 


contained  in  the  pres«)t  law  and  is  not  satisfactory  to  agricul- 
ture or  to  the  consuming  public. 

I  think  it  can  truthfully  be  said  tliat  had  the  House  passed  a 
bill  such  as  the  bill  that  came  from  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee it  would  have  met  with  the  same  resentment  as  did  the 
one  passed  by  the  House.  As  I  have  said,  the  Senate  committee 
bill  is  more  acc^table  to  the  country  only  when  compared  with 
tlie  House  bill.  The  only  true  measure  of  the  Inequalities  and 
injustice  of  the  Senate  committee  bill  is  to  comjwire  it  with  the 
present  law,  the  tariff  act  of  1922.  When  this  comparison  is 
made  we  find  that  the  farmer  and  the  town  and  city  consumer 
are,  as  usual,  at  the  small  end  of  the  horn. 

Ix?t  me  cite  some  comparisons,  keeping  in  mind  that  all  the 
comimrisons  are  between  the  present  law  and  the  bill  as  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate  by  the  Finance  Committee. 

First,  let  us  take  the  duties  on  many  things  the  farmer,  along 
with  other  consumers,  buys,  and  see  how  they  were  treated  by  the 
Finance  Committee,  using  the  tables  prepared  by  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission  and  printed  by  and  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Finance,  which  gives  the  equivalent  actual 
or  computed  ad  valorem  rates  of  duty  in  the  tariff  act  of  1922 
and  the  bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate  by  the  Finance  Committee. 

Wp  find  that- 
Earthen  tiles  were  raised  from  47.86,  as  in  the  act  of  1922,  to 
68.20,  or  a  raise  of  45  per  cent  over  the  present  law. 

Cement  was  taken  from  the  free  list  and  given  a  protection  of 
8  cents  per  100  pounds. 

Earthen  crockery  and  stoneware,  which  includes  kitchen  uten- 
sils and  tableware  of  those  materials,  was  raised  from  49.71  in 
the  act  of  1922  to  58.17,  or  a  raise  of  16  per  cent  over  the  present 
rates. 

China,  which  includes  clock  cases,  vases,  lamps,  and  all  kitchen 
and  tableware  composed  wholly  or  In  chief  part  of  china,  was 
raised  from  68.18  to  72.19,  or  an  increase  of  6  per  cent  over  the 
present  rates. 

Window  glass,  uniK>lished,  was  raised  from  44.37  to  66.56,  an 
increase  of  33  per  cent  over  the  present  law. 

Window  glass,  polished,  is  14.70  under  the  present  law  and 
is  raised  to  38.94  in  the  committee  bill,  an  increase  of  180  per 
cent. 

Incandescent  light  bulbs  and  lamps  are  raised  from  20  to 
61.01,  an  Increase  of  150  per  cent  over  the  act  of  1922. 

Wire  rods,  17  under  the  present  law,  are  raised  to  18.73,  a  10 
per  cent  Increase. 

Blacksmith  tools  are  raised  from  23.0S  to  42.52,  an  increase  of 
85  i>er  cent. 

Metal  hou-sehold  and  kitchen  utensils  are  raised  from  47.72  to 
50.32.  an  increase  of  5  per  cent  over  the  present  law. 

Needles  are  raised  from  50  to  60,  an  Increase  of  20  per  cent. 

Metal  buttons  are  raised  from  44.28  to  53.81,  an  increase  ot 
19  per  cent. 

Pins  are  raised  from  35  to  60,  an  increase  of  80  per  cent  over 
the  present  rate. 

Pens  are  raised  from  30.90  to  38.64,  an  increase  of  20  per  cent. 

Poc'ket  and  pruning  knives  are  raised  from  98.77  to  147.32,  an 
Increase  of  60  per  cent  over  present  rates. 

Aluminum  is  raised  from  21.86  to  23.20,  an  Incr^se  of  6  per 
cent. 

Cliocolate  and  cocoa  are  raised  from  18.53  to  35.75,  an  increase 
of  95  per  cent. 

Figs  are  raised  from  26.75  to  65.36,  an  increase  of  140  per 
cent. 

Dates  are  raised  from  20.26  to  41.47,  an  increase  of  106  per 
cent. 

T^nions,  limes,  and  grapefruit  are  raised  from  57.94  to  71.18, 
an  Increase  of  22  per  cent. 

Olives  are  raised  from  34  to  35.30,  an  Increa.se  of  4  per  cent 

Peanuts  are  raised  from  71.47  to  106.19,  an  increase  of  47  per 
cent  over  the  present  rates. 

Cotton  towels,  cotton  blankets,  and  cotton  quilts  are  raised 
from  27.68  to  37.15,  an  increa.se  of  33  per  cent 

Cotton  hosiery  Is  raised  from  49.88  to  53.21,  an  increase  of  7 
per  cent. 

C<»ttou  yams  are  raised  from  28.20  to  33.73,  an  increase  of  20 
per  cent. 

Cotton  thread  is  raised  from  20.19  to  34.58,  an  increase  of  70 
per  cent. 

Cotton  cloths  are  raised  from  30.66  to  38.94,  an  increase  of  30 
per  cent  over  the  present  rate. 

Cotton  handkerchiefs  and  mufllers  are  raised  from  48.32  to 
52.82,  an  increase  of  9  per  cent. 

Cotton  clothing  is  raised  from  34.89  under  the  present  law  to 
38.29,  an  Increase  of  10  per  cent. 

Linen  tablecloths  are  raised  from  40  to  45,  an  increase  of  12 
per  cent 


Linen  handkerchiefs  are  raised  from  44.15  to  51.39,  an  increase' 
of  16  per  cent 

Linoleum  is  raised  from  35  to  38.75,  an  hicrease  of  10  per 
cent 

Wool  carpets  are  raised  from  36.06  to  39.63,  an  Increase  of  10 
per  cent. 

Wool  yams  are  raised  from  57.96  to  70.89,  an  Increase  of  17 
per  cent  over  the  present  rates. 

Wool  dress  goods  and  fabrics  are  raised  from  68.81  to  79.31,. 
an  increase  of  15  per  cent 

Wool  cloth  is  raised  from  70.71  to  82.47,  an  increase  of  17 
per  cent. 

Wool  blankets  are  raised  from  61.66  to  65.44,  an  increase  of 
5  per  cent. 

Wool  wearing  apparel  Is  raised  from  56.40  to  70.13,  an  In- 
crease  of  25  per  cent 

Wool  carpets  and  rugs  are  raised  from  34.70  to  40.62,  an  in- 
crease of  15  per  cent 

Silk  yams  are  raised  from  44.71  to  49.24.  an  increase  of  10 
per  cent. 

Silk  wearing  apparel  is  raised  from  60  to  65,  an  increase  of 
8  per  cent. 

Asbestos  manufactures  are  raised  from  26.61  to  45.92,  an 
increase  c;f  80  per  cent. 

Brooms  and  brushes  are  raised  from  44.80  to  59.20,  an  in- 
crease of  33  j)er  cent. 

Matches  are  raised  from  21.50  to  53.44,  an  increase  of  160 
per  cent. 

Boots  and  shoes  are  raised  from  1.10  to  20.46,  an  increase  of 
1,800  per  cent. 

Leather  is  raised  from  0.61  to  16.76,  an  increase  of  2,600  per 
cent. 

Harness  and  saddles  are  raised  from  13.79  to  22.88.  an  in- 
crease of  68  per  cent 

Leather  bags,  satchels,  and  pocketbooks  are  raised  from  32.47 
to  42.47,  an  increase  of  31  per  cent. 

Sponges  are  raised  from  12.50  to  20.79,  an  increase  of  66 
per  cent 

Pipes  and  smokers'  articles  are  raised  from  59.92  to  71.46,  an 
increase  of  18  per  cent. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  liave  stated,  the  above  presents  a  partial 
list  of  things  the  general  consumer,  including  the  farmer,  must 
buy.  They  are  manufactured  articles  and  products  which  are 
not  manufactured  to  any  extent  or  grown  in  my  State  or  in  the 
Central  Northwest  agricultural  section. 

They  include  practically  everything  needed  to  clothe  the 
farmer  and  wage  earner's  family,  whether  they  wear  cotton, 
wool,  or  silk ;  the  kitchen  utensils,  whether  of  Iron,  steel,  alumi- 
num, or  earth^iware ;  the  china  on  which  food  is  served,  and  the 
(Hoths  to  cover  his  table,  whether  of  linen  or  cotton ;  the  carpets 
or  linoleum  which  cover  his  Soar ;  the  cement  and  reinforcement 
rods  wlilch  are  used  to  build  his  home  and  barn ;  the  glass  for 
his  windows ;  the  needles  with  which  the  housewife  sews,  mends, 
and  dams,  and  the  thread  and  yarn  she  uses;  the  buttons  for 
his  overalls  and  the  knife  in  his  pocket;  his  cotton  or  wool 
blankets  and  quilts  on  his  beds;  the  pocketbook  he  carries  his 
money  in,  if  any ;  his  pipe  and  the  matches  to  light  it ;  his 
harness  and  saddles,  blacksmith  tools,  and  pruning  knife ;  towels 
to  wipe  his  face  and  handkerchiefs  to  wipe  his  nose. 

In  other  wonls,  Mr.  President,  the  house  that  shelters  his 
family,  the  utensils  to  cook  and  serve  their  food,  the  clothes 
and  shoes  they  wear,  the  coverings  for  their  beds  and  floors, 
their  sponges  and  towels  to  bathe ;  in  fact,  every  necessity  of  life 
and  comfort  is  touched  by  the  raises  carried  in  the  tariff  bill 
now  before  us, 

Mr.  President,  tc  reach  anything  even  approaching  a  real 
adjustment  of  present  tariff  rates  which  would  be  of  any  help  . 
to  our  section  of  the  country  many,  if  not  all,  of  the  present 
rates  on  the  articles  I  have  mentioned  sh<mld  be  lowered  instead 
of  raised.  The  present  rates  were  the  rates  talked  of  during 
the  campaign  of  1928.  The  present  rates  were  the  rotes  that 
we  were  promised  would  be  adjusted  to  the  satisfaction  of  agri- 
culture, and  they  are  the  rates  we  must  keep  in  mind  and  use 
as  a  comparative  basis  for  tariff  legislation  at  this  session, 
which  was  willed  by  the  President  for  the  purpose  of  relieving 
agriculture  from  its  unequal  position  with  other  industry  under 
the  tariff  act  of  1922. 

I  believe  I  have  shown  that  In  so  far  as  the  things  the 
farmer  of  my  section  must  buy  are  concerned,  the  Bepublican 
Party,  as  r^resented  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance,  has 
lamentably  failed  to  give  us  an  adjustment  of  the  present  tariff 
law  such  as  was  promised  the  country. 

Now,  let  us  see  what  the  c<jmmlttee  has  d<M»e  to  help  agricul- 
ture by  recommending  rates  adequate  to  protect  agriculture 
products  from  foreign  competition.     We  have  seen  that  they 
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hare  •ttemi>ted  to  fiTe  the  attire  domestic  market  to  the  Am<  r. 
lean  manufacturer.  Let  us  see  If  they  have  made  a  good-fal  h 
attempt  to  give  the  whole  or  even  a  major  part  of  the  domestic 
market  to  the  American  fanner. 

UsiBS  the  aame  tables  of  comparison  l>etween  the  present  law 
and  the  rates  carrietl  in  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  bill  pi  e- 
pared  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  we  find  that  the  rates  on  tl  le 
following  agriculture  products  are  raised  above  the  present 
rates: 

Live  cattle,  hides,  sheep  and  Iambs,  swine  and  swine  prol- 
ncts,  buckwheat,  com,  oata,  cider  and  vinegar,  onions,  potatoe  s, 
tomatoes,  hay  and  struw,  Bugar,  blackstrap  molasses,  casei  i, 
miik.  cream,  sour  milk  and  buttermilk,  butter,  cheese,  eggs. 

This  makes  a  rather  formidable  showing  to  the  uninitiate ;  bi  it 
the  fact  is  that— 

It  is  very  doubtful  If  the  increase  will  bring  Increased  prios 
on  live  cattle. 

If  the  duty  on  hides  brings  an  increase.  It  will  be  mostly  a  >- 
Borbed  by  the  packing  Industries,  and  even  if  the  farmer  i  ;- 
celved  the  full  benefit  It  Is  more  than  offset  by  the  increase    n , 
the  duty  on  boots,  shoes,  and  leather  goods. 

It  will  not  bring  him  any  increase  in  the  price  of  his  hogs. 

It  wHl  not  brii^  him  any  increase  in  the  price  of  his  buc  i- 
wheat. 

It  will  not  bring  him  any  increase  in  the  price  of  his  com  n(  ir 
of  his  oats. 

Ijay  increase  to  the  fanner  through  the  raise  in  duty  on  cid  tr 
and  vinegar  is  doubtful. 

It  may  bring  a  slight  increase  to  the  raiser  of  onions,  potato*  s, 
and  tomatoes. 

It  will  not  bring  the  farmer  any  increase  in  the  price  of  b  s 
bay  and  straw. 

It  will  not  bring  the  farmer  any  increase  in  the  price  of  b  s 
butter  or  cheese. 

Any  increaae  It  may  bring  in  the  price  of  hia  eggs  will  >e 
negliKlble. 

It  may  bring  an  increase  in  the  prke  ot  milk  and  cream, 
though  this  is  doubtfuL 

The  increase  in  the  duty  on  blackstrap  molasses  is  n^llgib  e 
and  of  no  value  to  the  farmer.  A  duty  on  this  imported  product 
of  8  to  10  cents  per  gallon  wonld  create  an  additional  mai^^t 
for  some  30,000,000  bushels  of  com  per  year  and  prove  a  pojl* 
tive  help  to  the  cora-produdng  States,  but  it  was  refused  at  tie 
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demand  of  the  manufacturers  of  industrial  alcohol. 

The  duty  on  casein  of  3^  cents  per  pound  is  of  no  real  benc^t 
to  our  dairy  industry.  Casein  is  a  by-product  of  skimmed  mlK. 
We  import  from  00  to  70  per  cent  of  this  product,  mostly  frc  m 
the  Argentine,  With  a  fair  duty  of  8  cents  per  pound  tie 
American  producers  of  dairy  products  could  gain  most  of  tils 
market.  The  raise  requested  by  the  dairy  interests  was  reftis  id 
at  the  instance  of  the  manufacturers  of  coated  papers  and  gh  e. 

The  raise  in  the  tariff  on  sugar  will  undoubtedly  aid  the  sugt  r- 
cane  planters  of  the  far  South  and  the  beet-sugar  farmers  of 
the  West  and  Northwest,  but  it  will  impose  an  additional 
burden  on  the  consuming  public  of  many  milUoDS  of  dollars,  ai  td 
from  the  standpoint  of  its  cost  to  the  pabllc  we  could  mu  ii 
better  afford  to  give  the  American  sugar  in-oducer  a  straigit 
boimty  per  p^mnd  snfScient  to  equalize  his  production  coets 
with  those  of  Cuba,  Porto  Rico,  Hawaii,  and  the  Philippines. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  so  many  inconsistencies  in  the  b  11 
before  us  and  in  the  arguments  of  its  proponents  that  th  ry 
could  not  possibly  be  covered  without  carrying  my  remaiiu  to 
an  unwarranted  length,  but  I  do  want  to  point  out  a  few. 
.  It  is  said  that  we  must  further  protect  the  mannfacturers  at 
boots  and  shoes  from  the  competition  of  Czechoslovakia,  whsn 
the  record  shows  that  the  total  imports  of  shoes  into  this  con  n- 
try  in  1928  constituted  leas  than  1  per  cent  of  the  domestic  pi  o- 
duction,  and  when  the  American  manufacturers  of  shoes  hare 
-hesn  enjoying  an  unprecedented  period  of  prosperity. 

It  is  insisted  that  we  most  further  protect  the  manufacture  ra 
oC  steel  from  the  competition  of  Belgium,  Germany,  and  Aia- 
tria,  wboi  the  records  show  that  the  American  manufacturers 
of  steel  are  montha  behind  in  filling  their  orders,  that  they  coi  n- 
pete  for  contracts  ia  every  part  <^  the  world,  and  are  increasl  ig 
tbeir  earnings  enormously  each  year.  In  1927  the  United  Stat  es 
Steel  Corporation's  net  Income  was  ^38^,000,  while  In  1928  it 
was  $113,999,000,  an  increase  of  30  per  cent,  and  fw  the  fii  st 
half  of  this  year  the  Steel  Corporation's  net  income  was  $9(,- 
000,000.  an  increase  of  more  than  100  per  cent  ov«r  the  saiie 
period  of  last  year. 

The  Bethlehem  Steel  Corporation  had  a  net  income  of  $1^- 
586,000  for  1928,  which  was  an  increase  of  18  per  cent  over  ts 
ineoBoe  for  1927,  and  for  the  first  six  months  of  this  year  tl  is 
company  had  a  net  income  of  $20,812,000,  which  ia  larger  th  in 
its  entire  inoome  for  the  year  littS. 


The  net  Income  of  American  steel  companies,  producing  prac- 
tically all  the  American  output,  was  25  per  cent  higher  In  1928 
than  It  was  in  1927,  and  for  the  first  six  mouths  of  this  year 
was  more  than  double  tliat  of  the  same  period  of  1928. 

It  is  said  that  we  must  also  give  additional  protecti<in  to  the 
manufacturers  of  aluminum  ware,  which  is  tlie  Aluminum 
Trust,  when  we  all  know  that  they  are  already  protected  to  a 
point  which  prohibits  foreipn  competition,  and  when  we  all 
know  of  the  enormous  prosperity  this  cwitrallzed  industry  has 
enjoyed  for  years. 

Each  of  these  groups  manufacture  articles  which  the  people 
in  the  Middle  West  must  buy,  and  are  examples  of  the  infant 
industries  which  get  additional  protection  at  the  expense  of  the 
consumer.  They  are  also  some  of  the  warmest  friends  of  the 
tariff.  Again,  we  are  reminded  of  the  cry,  "  I^et  the  tariff  be 
revised  by  its  friends." 

It  has  been  said  here  that  the  great  steel  corporation  did  not 
appear  before  the  committees  asking  additional  protection. 
However,  they  are  evidently  willing  to  accept  it  in  spite  of  the 
fact  that  the  Wall  Street  Journal  in  Its  issue  of  September  13, 
1929,  speaking  certainly  with  some  authority,  said : 

Wall  street  Is  tepid  about  the  tariff  and  knowB.  like  Senator  Bmoot, 
that  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation,  to  name  only  one  of  a  dosen 
prosperous  industrial  concerns,  needs  no  tariff  protection. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  look  at  some  of  the  incon.sistencIes  In 
the  bill  and  its  proponents'  arguments  from  the  side  of  the 
iwoducer  of  farm  products. 

They  ywlnt  to  the  duty  on  wheat.  Everyone  who  has  any 
knowledge  of  the  subject  knows  that  this  duty  is  almost  wholly 
inoperative. 

They  point  to  the  duty  on  corn.  We  know  that  the  total 
ImiK>rts  of  com  have  not  for  years  exceeded  one-tenth  of  1  per 
cent  of  our  domestic  production,  about  1  per  cent  of  the  amount 
produced  by  Iowa  aione. 

They  point  to  the  duty  on  oats,  of  which  we  produce  a  surplus. 

They  point  to  the  increased  duty  on  swine  when  everyone 
knows  or  should  know  that  we  are  exporters  of  swine  and  swine 
products,  and  so  on. 

But,  Mr.  President,  the  proponents  of  this  bill,  some  of  whom 
pretend  to  be  the  friend  of  agriculture,  neglect  to  mention : 

That  the  American  farmer's  request  that  be  be  given  the 
casein  market  now  dominated  by  the  Argentine  farmer  was 
refused. 

That  the  American  farmer's  request  that  he  be  given  the  vege- 
table oils  and  fats  market,  now  dominated  by  the  Philippines, 
was  refused. 

That  his  request  that  he  be  given  the  industrial-alcohol  mar- 
ket, now  dominated  by  the  Cuban  and  West  Indies  producer  of 
blackstrap  molasses,  was  refused. 

That  the  American  farmers  request  that  he  be  given  the 
starch  market,  now  dominated  by  the  Javanese,  Maduran,  and 
Dutch  East  Indies  sago  and  tapioca  grower,  was  refused. 

That  his  request  that  be  be  givwi  the  frozen  and  dried  egg 
market,  now  dominated  by  the  Chinese  e^  producer,  was 
refused. 

That  his  request  for  an  additional  duty  on  wool  was  refused. 

That  his  request  for  a  proper  protectitm  on  flaxseed  was 
refused. 

That  his  request  for  a  real  protective  duty  on  linseed  oil  was 

Yes,  Mr.  President,  the  bill  was  revised  by  its  "friends"; 
but  It  was  not  written  by  the  friends  of  the  consumer  or  by  the 
friends  of  agriculture,  and  the  country  as  a  whole  would  be 
better  oflf  under  the  present  law  than  under  any  such  revision 
as  has  been  presented  to  us  by  the  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  President,  It  was  the  fear  that  a  bill  somewhat  conform- 
ing to  the  one  now  before  us  would  be  the  ultimate  result  of 
the  efforts  of  both  Houses  of  the  Congress  that  was  perhaps 
the  compelling  motive  in  my  decision  to  vote  to  retain  the  flex- 
ible provisions  of  the  tariff  bill.  I  so  voted,  Mr.  President,  in 
the  hope  that  President  Hoover  would  make  use  of  those  pro- 
visions to  do  what  Congress  probably  will  fail  to  do.  That  is, 
effect  a  real  adjustment  in  tariff  rates.  He  promi.'«ed  this  dur- 
ing the  campaign.  He  suggested  it  to  Congress  in  his  message 
calling  this  special  8es.<»Ion  and  I  will  not  permit  myself  to 
believe  that  he  will  not  keep  faith.  Judging,^he  future  of  this 
l^slatlon  by  what  has  happened  up  to  this  moment  we  are  not 
justified  in  believing  that  those  in  control  of  the  legislative 
branch  will  give  to  agriculture  the  r^ief  it  needs  and  was 
promised.  This  being  trae,  a^culture  has  but  one  hope  left, 
the  President,  and  I  for  one  hope  that  the  power  which  he  now 
has  nnder  the  present  law  to  change  classifications  and  to  raise 
or  lowtf  rates  of  duty  will  not  be  taken  away. 


President  Hoover  on  April  16,  1929,  sent  to  C-ongress  his  mes- 
sage calling  upon  Congress  *'  to  redeem  two  pledges  given  in 
the  last  election — farm  relief  and  limited  changes  in  the  tariff," 
stating  that  "our  agriculture  industry  has  not  kept  pace  in 
prosperity'  or  standards  of  living  with  other  lines  of  industry," 
and  asking  Congress  "  to  mitigate  the  forces  working  to  the 
detriment  of  agriculture "  by  a  '*  readjustment  of  the  tariff," 
and  d(H-Iaring  that  "  the  Government  has  a  special  mandate 
from  the  recent  election — to  revise  the  agricultural  tariff," 

The  President  in  his  message  also  stated  that  while  under 
the  present  tariff  law  "  in  the  main  our  wages  have  been  main- 
tained at  high  levels,  our  exports  and  imports  have  steadily 
increased ;  with  some  exceptions,  our  manufacturing  industries 
have  been  prosperous,"  yet  that  nevertheless  there  was  a  "  neces- 
sity for  .some  limited  changes"  in  the  industrial  schedules. 

Mr.  President,  I  admit  tliat  the  bill  now  before  us  is  a  limited 
change  in  the  present  law  so  far  as  agriculture  is  concerned, 
but  I  deny  that  it  provides  for  "  limited  changes  "  in  the  indus- 
trial schedules  within  the  plainly  under8to«>d  meaning  of  that 
term  as  used  In  the  President's  message. 

I  deny,  Mr.  President,  that  the  bill  l>efore  us  "mitigates  the 
forces  working  to  tlie  detriment  of  agriculture." 

I  deny  also,  Mr.  President,  that  the  bill  as  reported  to  us 
from  the  Finance  Committee  exec-utes  the  "  mandate  from  the 
recent  rfet-tion  to  revise  the  agriculture  tariff  to  the  end  that 
agriculture  may  be  placed  on  a  parity  with  other  industries." 

Mr.  President,  the  people  of  Iowa  and  the  other  Northwest 
States  were  led  to  believe,  by  those  in  whom  they  had  some  con- 
fidence, that  candidate  Hoover  meant  exactly  what  he  said  and 
that  he.  as  President  and  the  Republican  Party  as  represented 
In  the  Cougres-s,  would  carry  out  the  pledges  made.  So  far  as 
the  tariff  is  concerned,  and  I  am  speaking  oidy  of  the  tariff,  Mr. 
Hw)ver,  as  President,  has,  I  believe,  tried  to  live  up  to  tl»e 
pledges  made  by  Mr.  Hoover  the  candidate.  But  the  Republican 
Party  as  represented  in  both  Houses  of  Congress  has,  in  my 
opinion,  made  no  good-faith  effort  to  carry  out  the  pledges  made 
by  the  head  of  tbeir  ticket ;  or  the  pledges  made  in  their  party 
platform,  nor  the  ple<lKes  made  by  themsrtves  as  candidates,  or 
as  speakers,  urging  the  jieopie  to  vote  the  Kepublican  ticket. 

Mr.  President,  both  the  House  and  Senate  bills  absolutely 
deny  the  principle  of  parity.  They  merely  maintain  the  exist- 
ing disparity  at  a  higher  level.  While  the  Senate  bill  is  some- 
what better  than  the  House  bill,  yet,  as  I  have  said,  when  com- 
pared with  the  present  law  tlie  Senate  Finance  Committee  bill 
is  a  direct  and  distinct  r^udiation  of  the  {hedges  of  their  plat- 
form, their  candidate,  and  their  President. 

Mr.  President.  I  wonld  like  to  vote  for  a  tariff  bill  whldi  pro- 
vides for  "  limited  changes "  in  the  schedules  and  which 
"  mitigates  the  forces  working  to  the  detriment  of  agriculture," 
a  bill  which  "  places  agriculture  on  a  parity  with  other  in- 
dustry "  to  the  end  that  "  our  agriculture  industry  "  may  "  keep 
pace  in  prosperity  and  standards  of  living  with  other  lines  of 
industry,"  but.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  and  will  not  help  to 
further  continue  the  disadvantage  under  which  our  farmers 
have  been  working  by  voting  for  or  lending  my  support  to  any 
prop<ised  changes  in  the  present  law  which  does  not  remedy  the 
alr«'a«ly  existing  di-^purlty  between  agriculture  and  other  In- 
dustry. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  I  will  vote  for  a  bill  which  is 
consistent  with  party  platforms  and  which  fulfills  the  pledges 
of  Mr.  Hoover  as  candidate  and  as  President,  but  I  will  not 
supr»ort  a  bill  drawn  without  regard  for  party  or  presidential 
pledges  by  a  majority  of  the  Republican  members  of  the  Senate 
(Committee  on  Finance  in  collaboration  with  a  3-man  controlled 
Reirtiblican  Party  in  the  House. 

Mr.  Vto  ident,  the  present  tariff  law  was  the  issue  during  the 
last  cumpiiigu. 

It  is  the  Issue  now. 

Both  piirties  recognized  the  Inequalities  in  the  present  law; 
the  discriuiinations  against  agriculture  and  in  favor  of  other 
industries. 

Both  parties  promised  to  remove  these  inequalities  by  an 
adjustment  of  the  rates  in  the  present  law. 

The  Republic-an  Party  having  electetl  a  President  and  a  ma- 
jority of  lK»th  Houses  of  Congress  is  charged  with  the  plain 
duty  of  fulfilling  those  pledges. 

The  Democratic  Party  has  also  the  duty  of  compelling  the 
party  in  control  of  the  Government  to  fulfill  its  promit»es  in  so 
far  as  that  is  possible.  For  the  Republican  Party,  as  repre- 
sented in  the  White  Houi-e  and  in  the  Congress,  to  pass  any 
such  bill  as  has  been  presented  to  us,  or  for  the  Democratic 
Party  to  permit  it  to  pass  any  such  bill,  if  it  can  prevent,  would 
be  a  rank  betrayal  of  solemn  pledges. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  platform  and  campaign  pledges  con- 
stitute a  contract  between  political  parties  and  the  Nation.  1  be- 
lieve such  contracts  so  made  should  be  strictly  performed.     I 


do  not  believe  they  should  be  made  just  to  attract  votes  and 
then  be  disregarded  as  soon  as  the  election  has  been  held. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  not  support  any  bill  or  any  item  in  any 
bill  which  does  not  tend  to  carry  out  the  contract  entered  into 
between  both  the  Republican  and  Democratic  Parties  and  the 
pe<^le.  The  House  bill  was  a  distinct  failure  to  perform  that 
contract,  and  the  bill  i^esented  us  by  the  Finance  Committee  ia 
almost  as  bad. 

The  Democrats  in  Congress  and  the  Progressive-Republican 
agriculture  representatives  have  a  duty  to  perform,  a  service 
to  render.  Upon  them  rests  the  duty  of  carrying  out  party 
pledges.  To  them  is  given  an  opportunity  for  a  real  service  to 
their  parties  and  their  people.  They  are  the  only  ones  in  Con- 
gress who  seem  to  be  conscious  of  any  pledge  mttde  the  people 
and  the  only  ones  alert  to  the  need  and  honesty  of  i)erforming 
these  pledges. 

Mr.  President,  those  who  represent  agriculture  districts  and 
States  and  who  shuuld  be  the  friends  of  agriculture  are  in  the 
majority  in  both  Houses  of  Congress.  They  can  shape  the 
pending  tariff  legislation  as  they  wish  and  they  can  not  evade 
this  responsibility.  So  far  as  the  Senate  is  concerned,  I  expect 
to  see  the  Democrats  and  agriculture's  friendly  Republicans  in 
this  body  force  through  a  bill  which  will  be  a  distinct  improve- 
ment over  the  present  law,  and,  if  the  agriculture  representa- 
tion in  the  House  can  be  persuaded  to  stand  by  tbeir  party 
pledges,  we  may  yet  give  to  the  country  a  tariff  law  with  such 
limited  changes  in  the  present  law  that  it  will  remedy  existing 
inequalities,  adjust  the  present  preferences,  and  bring  all  our 
Industries  to  tliat  plane  of  parity  which  was  promised.  During 
the  campaign  of  1924  and  the  campaign  of  1928  I  promised  my 
people  to  work  and  vote  for  such  a  tariff  adjustment,  and,  Mr. 
President.  I  intend  to  fully  perform  that  contract 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  there  seems  to  be  considerable 
difference  of  opinion  among  Senators  as  to  the  range  of  tariff 
protection  to  which  the  agricultural  interests  of  the  ct)untry 
are  entitled  on  the  particular  proiiuct  which  we  are  now  ct»n- 
sldering,  entitled  "casein."  The  debate  has  been  very  illumi- 
nating, and  I  have  learned  a  lot  alxiut  a  commodity  which  I 
handled  during  all  my  boyhood  days  on  the  farm  without  know- 
ing much  about  It.  I  suppose  I  have  thrown  over  the  back  fence 
thousands  of  gallons,  or  pounds,  of  casein  without  knov'Iug  it. 
It  Is  a  tribute  to  the  scientific  knowledge  of  our  country  and 
of  the  world  that  this  commodity,  which  in  snch  large  quanti- 
ties was  formerly  and  is  still  wasted,  is  now  being  utilized  for 
the  manufacture  of  more  different  kinds  of  articles  than  almost 
any  other  commodity  of  recent  discovery. 

The  casein  made  out  of  skimmed  milk,  which  represents  a 
portion  of  the  protein  content  of  the  milk  whidi,  after  being 
taken  out,  leaves  what  we  used  to  call  on  the  farm  whey,  is 
now  being  utilizeil  in  the  manufacture  of  toothbrush<«,  combs, 
hairbmshes,  cigar  and  cigarette  holders,  pipestems,  and  almost 
an  indefinite  number  of  commodities  that  are  in  daily  use  In  the 
households  of  the  United  States.  It  seems  rather  strange  that, 
with  such  an  enormous  quantity  of  that  product  going  to  waste, 
estimated  at  10,000.000,U(K)  pounds,  I  believe.  In  the  United 
States  per  year,  we  produce  such  a  small  proportion  of  casein 
in  our  own  country. 

I  believe  the  Tariff  Commission  has  estimated  that  the  quan- 
tity of  casein  used  in  the  manufacture  of  coated  paijer  amounts 
to  75  per  cent  of  the  importations.  I  am  not  a  chemist ;  I  am 
not  able  to  analyze  the  correctness  of  all  the  various  estimates 
that  have  been  made  as  to  the  quantity  of  casein  that  is  capable 
of  production  in  this  country ;  neither  am  I  qualified  to  define 
accurately  the  difference  in  quality  between  the  casein  im|>orted 
into  the  United  States  from  Argentina  and  that  which  we  manu- 
facture out  of  our  own  milk. 

However,  the  Argentine  climate  is  on  the  whole  not  very 
greatly  different  from  ours.  When  it  Is  winter  in  the  Dniteil 
States  it  is  summer  In  Argentina,  and  when  it  is  winter  down 
there  it  is  summer  here.  We  export  a  large  number  of  Ameri- 
can cattle  to  Argentina  for  breeMling  purposes.  The  Argentin- 
ians raise  largely  the  same  sort  of  grains ;  they  raise  corn  and 
wheat  and  grasses  in  Argentina  that  are  similar  to  thot>e  we 
produce  in  the  United  States.  So,  whether  the  Argentine  cattle 
are  native  born  or  foreign  born,  they  eat  practically  the  same 
character  of  food  as  that  consumed  by  American  cattle. 

Therefore  if,  on  the  whole,  their  cliuiate  is  similar  to  ours, 
the  cattle  are  similar  to  ours,  and  the  feed  for  the  cattle  ia 
similar  to  ours,  I  am  nnable  to  understand  and  nobody  has 
satisfactorily  explained  to  me  as  yet  why  we  can  not  make 
casein  that  is  as  high  in  quality  as  is  the  cas«^in  which  we  import 
from  Argentina.     I  believe  we  can. 

It  may  be  that  the  sun-drying  process  is  regarded  as  a  little 
old-fashioned  In  the  United  States,  becau.se  we  have  largely 
ceased  to  dry  things  I)y  the  sun;  but  I  believe,  even  If  we  aro 
driven  to  the  artificial  drying  process  as  the  only  method  ot 
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ilM  nuurafactnre  of  casein,  that  that  process  eao  be  so  per- 
fected. If  the  market  prospect  Is  snfBciently  enconragtng  to 
justify  the  perfection  of  the  artificial  method,  that  we  can  pro- 
duce as  good  a  qaallty  of  casein  as  is  produced  in  Argentina. 

Now  wliat  is  it  that  we  are  arguing  aboat?  What  is  it  we 
bare  spent  the  day  on?  I  am  not  complaining  about  that; 
becanse  I  think  the  debate  has  brought  to  light  a  considerable 
amount  of  information  not  theretofore  possessed  by  the  Senate 
and  certainly  not  possessed  by  me.  We  are  arguing  about 
whether  we  shall  levy  a  tariff  of  2%  cents  a  pound  on  casein, 
as  fixed  in  the  House  bill,  or  3%  cents  as  recommended  by  the 
Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate,  or  8  cents  as  moved  by  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  SHOvniDor]  or  5  cents  as  sought 
by  the  Senator  frt>m  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaink]  by  his  amendment. 

I  am  frank  to  say  that  J  am  willing  to  go  as  far  as  6  cents 
a  pound  in  a  tariff  on  casein.  I  am  a  little  afraid  to  go  as 
hi^  as  8  cents,  the  figure  set  by  the  Senate  from  California, 
because  I  do  not  dedre  to  take  any  chance  that  we  may  kill 
tlie  goose  that  lays  the  jrolden  egg ;  but  even  if  we  were  to  put 
a  tariff  of  8  cents  a  pound  on  casein,  I  do  not  believe  it  would 
materially  affect  the  manufacture  of  coated  paper  in  the  United 
States  to  the  extent  of  driving  the  factories  engaged  In  its 
production  out  of  business. 

Earlier  in  the  day  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vakdew- 
BBio]  stated  that  casein  represented  about  10  per  cent  of  the 
Ingredients  going  into  the  manufacture  of  coated  paper.  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  meant  in  weight  or  In  value,  but  I  think 
it  would  be  more  accurate  to  say  in  weight  than  it  would  be  In 
value,  baling  that  statement  upon  the  price  of  casein  as  com- 
pared with  the  price  of  paper  after  it  has  l)een  manufactured. 
Th«  Tariff  Oommisalon,  In  its  report  on  casein,  states  that  for 
every  100  pounds  of  coated  paper  manufactured  5»^  pounds 
represent  casein ;  so  that  5Vi  per  cent  of  the  finished  product  of 
coated  paper  is  made  up  of  casein.  Casein  is  worth  17  cents  a 
pound,  which  means  that  for  every  100  pounds  of  coated  paper 
manufactured  in  the  United  States  85  cents,  approximately,  la 
the  cost  of  the  casein  that  goes  into  the  manufacture  of  that 
100  pounds  of  paper. 

The  Senate  from  Michigan  also  said  that  every  1  cent  added  to 
the  tarUf  on  casein  represented  an  increase  of  |1.20,  I  believe,  in 
the  iwica  of  100  pounds  of  coated  paper.  The  Senator  fr«Mn  Mich- 
igan can  not  be  correct  about  that,  because  If  only  5%  pounds  of 
casein  go  into  100  pounds  of  paper,  then  an  increase  of  1  cent 
per  pound  on  casein  would  mean  an  increase  of  only  o^  cents 
in  the  coat  of  coated  paper  per  100  pounds,  and  for  every  ton 
of  paper  manufactured  the  additional  cost  would  be  only  $1.10. 
Yet  tliat  paper,  which  represents  an  increase  of  $1.10  per  ton 
in  caaein  content,  jtells  on  the  markets  of  the  United  States  for 
anywhere  from  $100  to  $166  a  ton. 

Mr.  President,  you  can  not  convince  me  that  an  Industry 
that  enjoys  a  protection  of  75  per  cent  ad  valorem,  such  as  1 
imderstand  the  coated-paper  industry  enjoys,  and  that  is  selling 
its  product  at  $165  a  ton  will  be  driv^i  out  of  business  by 
adding  $1.10  to  the  cost  of  manufacturing  that  $165  per  ton 
product  for  each  1  cent  added  to  the  tariff.  I  do  not  see  how 
tlK>9e  figures  can  be  escaped,  because  we  have  the  authority  ol 
the  Tariff  Commission  that  casein  is  worth  17  cents  a  pound, 
and  that  it  takes  5%  pound.s  per  hundred  pounds  of  paper. 
Therefore,  1  OMit  a  pound  would  be  5'/^  cents  additional  cost 
for  each  hundred  pounds,  and,  multiplying  that  by  20,  we  would 
have  the  total  Increased  cost  per  ton. 

The  argument  of  the  S«iator  from  Mldilgan  [Mr.  YAm>cif- 
bbm]  and  the  S«iator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Oilurt],  foi 
whom  I  have  the  very  highest  regard  personally  and  polid 
cally — ^I  served  with  him  in  the  House  of  Representatives  foi 
many  years,  both  as  a  Member  of  the  House  and  while  he  wae 
Speaker  at  that  great  body — but  the  argument  of  the  Senatoi 
from  Michigan  and  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  illustratec 
an  vacooaelous  insinc^ty.  I  would  not  charge  it  as  being  e 
coQwi<Tiu  inaineerity.  although  at  least  it  may  be  a  consciom 
incoBSlatency.  They  are  in  favor  of  the  hif^est  po6«iMe  rat( 
of  protection  upon  commodities  produced  by  manufacturers  ii 
their  commnnitiea  and  sold  to  the  people  of  other  communities 
but  when  we  are  asked  to  increase  the  tariff  duty  on  a  pToduci 
wbiHi  tlidr  factories  use  in  the  production  of  an  artide  whid 
other  people  buy  they  are  in  favor  of  a  lower  rate  of  tarifl 
upon  that  article,  and,  I  presume,  by  the  same  tc^en  would  be 
iB  favor  of  free  trade  upon  such  an  artide.  In  other  wo«*ds 
tbalr  factories  enjoy  a  75  per  cent  ad  valorem  protection ;  bui 
they  are  very  violently  opposed  to  giving  to  the  agricultura 
iBterests  ct  our  country  a  little  increased  benefit  in  order  thai 
they  may  be  eficonraged  to  save  a  great  commodity  that  h 
going  to  waste  by  the  Ulliona  ot  pounds  every  year.  It  seemi 
to  me  that  their  arguments  discount  themselves  wlien  we  coii' 
gider  the  interests  of  the  dlffermt  sections  of  the  country  ai 
eeavpand  to  the  intweats  of  the  country  as  a  whola^ 
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What  difference  does  it  make.  Mr.  President,  if  an  increase 
of  5  cents  a  pound  in  the  tariff  on  casein  may  add  $5.50  per 
ton,  if  it  should  add  that  much,  to  the  cost  of  coated  paper  for 
which  the  manufacturers  get  $165,  a  large  portion  of  that  $165 
per  ton  being  represented  by  the  tariff  which  they  enjoy  to  the 
extent  of  75  per  cent  ad  valorem  ? 

I  hope  some  way  may  be  found  from  a  parliamentary  stand- 
point by  which  we  may  vote  for  a  tariff  rate  as  high  as  6  cents 
a  pound  on  caaein.  I  think  2%  cents  Is  too  little  and  that  S\6 
CMits  Is  too  little.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  asked  for 
6  cents  in  his  amendment.  I  think  it  might  be  extended  even 
to  6  cents,  with  Justice  to  the  farmer  and  withodt  Injustice  to 
the  manufacturers  of  paper ;  and  I  trust  that  some  figure  in  the 
nei^borhood  of  from  5^  to  6  cents  may  be  arrived  at  as  a  fair 
and  just  settlement  of  the  controversy. 

Of  course,  we  are  unable  to  estimate  in  advance  any  more  with 
respect  to  casein  than  we  can  estimate  in  advance  as  to  any  other 
article  how  much  a  Igiven  tariff  rate  will  Increase  the  amount  of 
production;  but  with  our  vast  areas,  with  our  standard-bred 
cattle,  with  our  unlimited  supplies  of  feedstuffs,  both  fresh  and 
dried,  for  our  cattle  and  for  our  dairy  herds,  with  all  the  arid 
areas  of  the  West  and  Middle  West,  where  if  necessary  the  same 
process  that  is  in  vogue  in  Argentina  -can  be  adopted,  It  is  a  poor 
compliment  to  the  farmers  of  America  and  to  the  dairies  of 
America  and  to  the  genius  of  the  United  States  to  say  that  we 
can  not  produce  a  quality  of  casein  that  is  as  high  in  its  value 
as  casein  produced  anywhere  else  in  the  world.  Because  the 
increase  in  the  tariff  on  casein  may  go  even  so  small  a  distance 
toward  bridging  the  gap  between  agriculture  and  industry  with 
respect  to  its  purity  or  its  lack  of  parity,  I  am  willing  to  vote 
for  a  tariff  on  casein  of  6  cents  a  pound.  If  I  can  not  get  6,  I 
shall  be  like  the  boy  who  took  a  gallon  of  berries  to  the  front 
door  of  one  of  his  neighbors,  and  when  asked  what  the  price  was 
said,  "  Mother  told  me  to  ask  for  20  cents  a  gallon,  but  if  I  could 
not  get  that  I  would  take  15."  [Laughter.]  I  should  prefer 
6  cents;  but  if  it  is  Impossible  to  get  6  cents,  I  certainly  hope 
that  the  rate  will  not  be  lower  than  5%  cents.  I  should  very 
much  prefer  to  see  it  6. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaink]  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Shcatriooe]. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Upon  what  amendment  will  the  vote  first 
come? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  On  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaine],  offered  as  a  sul>stltute  for 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr, 
Shortridoe]  . 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  If  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin is  adopted,  it  will  thereafter  be  impossible  to  ctiange  it 
either  up  or  down,  will  it  not?  Five  cents  will  be  the  rate 
established  by  the  Senate.     Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  question  then  will  be  be- 
tween 3%  cents,  the  committee  proposal,  and  5  cents. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wls- 
con.sin  is  defeated,  it  will  then  be  in  order  to  offer  another 
amendment  either  raising  the  rate  above  5  cents  or  retlucing  It 
b<*low  fS  c^nts? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER    That  is  correct 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  for  two  days  I  have  listened 
to  the  argument  over  the  tariff  on  casein  and  the  neefl  of  an 
increased  duty  on  same.  If  I  had  no  thoti^t  in  mind  except  to 
help  the  dairymen,  who  produce  this  casein,  get  an  Increased 
tariff  rate,  I  should  have  to  choose  between  the  three  different 
rates: 

Krst-  The  one  of  3^  cents  proposed  by  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee, which  is  a  slight  increase  over  the  present  law,  and  in  my 
Judgment  too  low. 

Second.  I  could  accept  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  the 
great  dairy  State  of  Wisconsin  for  the  5-cent  rate — or  5V4 
centa— or 

Third.  I  could  rapport  the  8^;ent  rate  pn^wsed  by  the  Senator 
from  California  [Mr.  Shobtbidoe]. 

I  know  of  no  basis  for  a  fair  tariff  rate  except  the  difference 
in  the  cost  of  production  here  and  abroad.  As  near  as  we  can 
determine,  that  is  about  5  cents  a  pound.  In  other  words,  it 
would  take  a  5-cent  rate  to  give  the  American  farmer  the  same 
chance  as  the  foreigner  now  has. 

If  I  favored  the  8-cent  rate  and  felt  it  to  be  a  Just  rate,  I 
would  not  attempt  at  this  time  to  secure  same.  It  is  reasonable 
to  assume  that  the  regular  Republicans  are  voting  largely  with 
the  Finance  Committee,  as  they  have  done  on  previous  schedules, 
and  the  debate  t4>-day  has  discloaed  that  very  few  ot  the  opposi- 


tion party  wfll  go  as  high  as  an  8-cent  rate,  although  they  are 
willing  to  vote  for  a  reasonable  increase. 

My  State  is  not  deeply  Interested  in  this  question.  I  come 
from  a  State,  which,  notwithstanding  all  the  misinformaticm  that 
is  spread  over  the  land,  is  a  well  diversified  State.  With  bal- 
anced farming  it  is  necessary  to  raise  both  calves  and  pigs.  The 
skim  milk  is  needed  and  all  of  it  is  needed.  There  is  nothin<for 
casein. 

I  know  it  will  surprise  many  Senators  here  to  have  me  state 
that  agricultural  production  is  well  diversified  in  South  Dakota. 
A  Senator  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber,  who  had  a  friendly  atti- 
tude toward  the  farmer,  said  to  me  privately,  speaking  of  the 
farm  question,  "There  is  one  thing  about  it,  your  people  in 
South  Dakota  will  have  to  quit  raising  so  much  wheat  and  raise 
something  else."  I  had  the  pleasure  of  telling  him,  and  I  have 
the  pleasure  now  of  telling  the  Senate,  that  we  raise  4  bushels 
of  cum  to  every  one  of  wheat.  I  could  have  added  that  ouv 
dairy  products  ^re  equal  to  the  value  of  the  wheat  crop  and 
that  cattle  and  hogs  are  the  most  important  products  of  South 
Dakota  farms. 

The  advice  that  Is  being  given  by  eastern  papers  and  by  office 
experts  to  Sourh  Dakota  farmers  is  that  we  shall  diversify. 
We  adopted  that  plan  a  generation  ago  and  are  now  on  a  well- 
dlverslfled  basia  The  advice  comes  too  late.  But  we  can  not 
remain  on  a  diversified  basi.s  If  we  commence  selling  cur 
skimmed  milk  for  Its  ca.sein  value.  I  repeat,  the  milk  is  needed 
on  the  farm  for  the  calves  and  for  the  pigs,  if  we  are  going  to 
keep  up  a  proper  balance  In  farming. 

liiere  are  farmers  in  other  States  who  specialize.  They 
limit  themselves  to  one  line.  Some  go  Into  the  dairy  business 
so  intensively  that  they  do  not  want  other  animals  around. 
The  young  calf  is  killed  as  veal ;  pigs  are  not  raised.  Some  of 
these  farmers  even  buy  their  eggs  Instead  of  keeping  poultry. 
They  send  their  milk  to  the  cieamery.  While  they  have  been 
getting  a  fair  price  for  the  butter,  they  are  also  anxious  to 
get  a  better  price  for  the  skim  milk,  and  nobody  can  blame  them 
for  that.    I  would  like  to  help  them. 

I  am  afraid  they  have  simply  jumped  at  the  conclusion  that 
all  they  need  to  get  value  for  their  property  is  to  have  a  higher 
tariff  rate.  That  is  not  always  the  case.  A  few  years  ago  our 
wheat  farmers  were  led  to  believe  In  this.  They  felt  the  Re- 
publican tariff  bin  had  not  given  sufliclent  protection  to  wheat 
They  petitioned  the  Tariff  Commission  and  the  President  to  In- 
crease the  rate.  The  Tariff  Commission  made  an  investigation 
and  found  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  here  and 
abroad  was  42  cents.  The  President  by  proclamation  put  the 
higher  rate  In  effect  and  farmers  looked  forward  to  an  Increase 
in  the  price  of  wheat.  But  the  market  slumped  the  next  day 
without  any  regard  to  the  tariff.  It  was  a  paper  rate  only,  and 
I  am  not  interested  in  paper  rates. 

There  has  been  much  argument  as  to  whether  the  manufac- 
turer who  uses  this  casein  can  afford  a  higher  rate  or  whether 
he  will  destroy  his  business,  but  I  am  not  going  to  argue  that 
question.  I  have  noticed  that  manufacturers  are  not  In  the 
least  concerned  about  putting  the  farmers  out  of  business  if  by 
so  doing  they  can  get  an  additional  profit. 

It  is  a  question,  Mr.  President  whether  the  casein  can  b« 
sold  in  a  market  at  a  higher  price.  It  is  not  even  claimed  by 
the  Senator  who  sponsors  the  8-cent  rate  that  this  will  all  be 
reflected  In  the  price.    In  my  Judgment  it  will  not  be. 

Seventy-five  per  cent  of  the  casein  is  used  by  paper  manufac- 
turers in  the  coating  of  high-grade  pap«r,  such  paper  as  is 
generally  used  in  the  better  class  of  magazines.  These  paper 
manufacturers  have  stiff  competition  from  another  grade  of 
paper,  which  is  almost  as  good  and  is  not  coated.  It  simply 
has  a  better  mechanical  finish  and  is  known  as  "  supercalen- 
dar"  paper.  It  is  admitted  that  some  of  the  larger  publica- 
tions, like  the  Saturday  Evening  Post  and  the  Ladies'  Home 
Journal,  have  lately  adopted  the  cheai)er  paper.  It  is  also  well 
known  that  the  competition  is  stiff  between  manufacturers  of 
tho.«»e  different  kinds  of  papers,  and  many  l)elieve  that  it  will 
gradually  lead  to  the  discontinuance  of  casein-coated  paper  by 
many  publications  which  now  use  It  It  may  well  develop  that 
an  attempt  to  raise  the  price  much  by  a  higher  tariff  is  futile. 

Let  us  consider,  however,  the  other  side  of  it  Let  us  assimie 
that  the  8-cent  rate  is  adopted  and  that  it  will  result  in  the 
expected  increase  in  the  price  of  casein.  What  will  be  the 
rifect?  It  will  slowly  but  surriy  lead  to  an  increase  in  the 
production  in  dairy  products,  because  the  profits  are  better 
than  In  other  lines  of  agriculture.  Dairying  is  not  particularly 
profitable,  but  it  does  give  some  return  on  the  investment  and 
some  pay  for  the  labor.  It  is  In  fact  a  favored  line  of  agricul- 
ture to-day. 

We  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  this  country  producing  all 
its  own  casein,  but  we  overlook  the  fact  that  caaein  is  not  a 
product ;  it  la  a  by-ivoduct    The  milk  must  first  be  produced ; 


the  butter  must  find  a  market  We  also  overlook  the  fact  that 
there  has  been  such  an  increaae  in  dairy  products  as  to  nearly 
equal  the  Amoican  consumption.  Any  further  substantial  in- 
creaae would  surrty  create  a  surplus  in  the  domestic  market  and 
neutralize  the  benefit  of  the  tariff.  It  would  put  the  dairymen 
on  a  foreign  basis,  where  he  would  have  to  compete  with  the 
cheap  land  and  cheap  labor  of  other  countries. 

The  reason  why  the  dairy  industry  is  better  than  others  is 
that  it  is  already  a  stimulated  industry,  stimulated  by  substan- 
tial tariff  rates.  It  is  now  on  an  artificial  basis.  So  far,  so 
good. 

The  tragic  thing  about  this  tariff  bill  Is  that  it  does  not  seem 
to  be  able  to  do  anything  for  those  lines  of  farming  which  have 
suffered  the  greatest  distress.  The  plan  of  stimulating  an  al- 
ready stimulated  Industry  may  easily  lead  to  overproduction, 
and  the  only  man  to  suffer  by  It  is  the  dairyman. 

It  becomes  increasingiy  apparent  that  agriculture  can  not  be 
put  upon  a  parity  by  simply  increasing  the  tariff  on  agricultural 
products.  There  is  a  very  decided  limit  as  to  what  can  be  done 
for  agriculture  by  tariff  rates.  Possibly  the  greatest  ben^t  that 
can  be  accomplished  is  to  reduce  some  of  the  industrial  rates. 

We  have  an  exportable  suri^us  of  agricultural  products.  We 
have  always  had  this — we  always  will.  The  propaganda  that 
goes  out  is  to  the  effect  that  the  farmer  has  recently  increased 
his  production,  which  is  not  true.  It  has  not  in  the  last  15 
years  kept  pace  with  the  Increase  in  population,  but  we  have 
always  had  the  annual  surplus  and  we  have  it  now.  Maybe 
it  is  Just  as  well  that  the  surplus  consists  of  wheat  and  cotton, 
as  that  it  ^ould  consist  of  dairy  products  and  beef.  The 
farmer  Is  bound  to  be  on  a  foreign  basis  with  a  great  deal  of 
his  products  until  sudi  a  time  as  C'<Higress  will  permit  him  to 
add  the  increased  cost  of  {Hroduction  to  the  price  of  his  products 
by  making  the  tariff  effective  or  otherwise.  But  certainly  it 
vrill  mean  a  segregation  of  the  exportable  surplus  in  some  way. 

I  have  noticed  that  when  an  extremely  high  rate  is  given  us 
on  an  agricultural  commodity  it  is  often  ineffective,  but  it  Is 
always  used  as  a  matter  of  comparison  to  show  that  agriculture 
has  fared  well  at  the  hands  of  Congress.  Let  us  not  have  any 
fake  rates  and  let  us  not  attempt  to  boost  the  price  on  dairy 
products  to  the  point  where  we  create  an  exportable  surplus  and 
lose  the  value  of  the  tariff. 

It  may  well  be  that  the  best  service  that  can  be  rendered  to 
the  dairying  interests  to-day  is  to  let  well  enough  alone. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  wish  to  detain 
the  Senate  long  before  a  vote  is  taken.  The  discnssion  which 
went  on  yesterday  and  to-day  has  resulted,  I  hope.  In  making 
perfectly  plain  the  proposition  before  us. 

Senators  have  addressed  thems^ves  as  to  quality  of  this 
article,  American  and  foreign  made,  as  to  the  quantity  produced, 
as  to  the  comi)etitIon  which  the  American  has  to  meet  with  the 
foreign  producer,  as  to  the  paper  makers  connected  with  the 
paper  users,  and  as  to  whether  the  requested  increase  of  the 
duties  on  casein  would  result  in  such  an  increase  of  the  price 
of  that  article  here  In  America  as  to  cause  the  paper  makers 
to  turn  frcHD  its  use  to  a  substitute,  whereby  it  would  result  aa 
argued,  in  injury  to  the  farmer  or  the  <H4ginal  producer. 

Much  has  been  said  touching  the  theories  which  should  con- 
trol us  in  fixing  a  rate  on  this  and  other  articles  of  home  and 
foreign  production.  I  indicated  yesterday  that  I  did  not  desire 
to  enlarge  upon  the  theories  which  have  run  along  side  by  side 
and  in  antagonism  from  the  beginning  of  this  Government  to 
this  hour.    I  do  not  desire  now  to  discnas  those  theories. 

Sir,  If  there  is  any  merit  any  virtue,  any  wisdom,  in  the  pro- 
tective tariff  system  or  theory,  now  is  the  time  to  take  advan- 
tage and  secure  the  benefit  of  It  Nor  do  I  wish  to  do  more 
than  merely  refer  to  the  fact  that  now  is  the  time  for  Senators 
who  have  very  earnestly  pleaded  the  cause  of  agriculture  to 
show  by  th^r  votes  that  they  aa  earnestly  desire  to  help  agri- 
culture. 

This  it^n,  whidi  ia  found  In  Sdiedule  1.  of  coarse,  should  be 
in  a  later  schedule,  that  of  agriculture,  and  had  it  been  in  the 
proper  schedule  it  would  not  have  been  reached,  perhaps,  for 
some  days ;  but  it  is  here,  it  is  an  agricultural  item,  it  affects 
agriculture,  it  affects  the  farm,  the  man,  the  woman,  the  child 
on  the  farm. 

I  have  never  questioned  the  motives  of  a  Senator  in  this  body. 
I  have  never  imputed  to  any  Senator  a  porpoae  other  than 
patriotic.  I  do  not  now  impute  to  any  Senator  a  desire  or  a 
motive  to  advance  one  InterMt  or  aection  of  our  country  against 
another  interest  or  section.  But  I  take  this  immediate  moment 
to  say  that  I  bdleve  in  a  system  of  tariff  legislation  which  has 
consideration  for  the  great  agricultural  industry  of  the  Nation, 
which  has  consideration  for  tne  great  mining  industry  of  this 
people,  which  has  conaideratioii  for  tbe  great  manttfactnil0C 
Industry  of  our  country. 
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I  hare  resard  for  agrtcoltvre.  I  hare  ngar^  fi*  the  great 
Jtnliuog  tDdmatritm.  I  bave  regard  tor  mannfactareB  in  tbelr 
BBOltitvdiaofH  phases.  Rigbt  bcre.  kst  I  forset,  I  vlah  to  My 
that  I  ihall  atumi  for  an  apiffopriate  and  adequate  tariff  on 
maaganese. 

This  partk«iar  Item,  howerer,  to  one  wbldi  directly  afltects 
the  farmer.  He  is  no  better  man  than  the  miner.  He  is  no 
better  man  than  the  manofactarer.  But  he  is  a  dtlaen,  and  his 
interests  are  ri^ht  Itere  and  now  under  cooaideratlon  by  na.  I 
rep^t.  Mr.  President,  if  there  be  any  virtxie,  any  wiadom,  in 
the  protectire-tariff  theory,  now  is  the  time  to  take  advantage 
of  that  theory. 

Here  is  an  artide  conoemlng  which  modi  has  been  said.  As 
to  quality,  I  oodertake  to  say  that  we  can  and  do  manofactnre 
as  fine  a  quality  of  casein  as  can  be  or  is  manofactiired  or  veo- 
dnced  in  any  other  coontry  on  earth.  If  it  be  that  here  and 
there  rauiafactaren  do  not  produce  the  highest  quality,  that 
may  be  fw  eren  as  to  erery  conntr>-  on  earth,  bat  we  can  and 
we  do  manufacture  the  highest  quality  of  casein.  What  1  and 
others  are  contending  for,  and  what  the  great  farming  element 
directly  interested  in  tills  probieiu  is  ccintending  for,  ia  this, 
that  by  giring  adequate  protection  we  shall  develop  the  quaUty, 
if  ne<>es.sar>-,  produce  the  quantity  of  casein  atni  oltimately  con- 
trol, as  I  think  the  producers  should  control,  the  American  con- 
sun  ling  market.  My  theory  as  to  tarilT  legislation  is  that  we 
should  enact  such  tariff  laws  as  would  preserve  the  American 
eon»amiQg  market  for  the  American  producer.  That  does  not 
mean  hostility  to  any  other  country,  that  does  not  mean  impose 
lag  upon  the  consumer  undue  prices,  but  it  does  mean  tliat  the 
American  producer,  whether  it  be  of  the  farm  or  the  mine  or 
the  factory,  shall  have  the  primary  right  to  the  American  con- 
suming maricet.  If  that  theory  is  carried  out  and  made  effec- 
tiTe,  then  the  people  engaged  in  the  three  great  dominant  indus- 
tries of  farming,  minin?.  and  nmuuCacture,  will  find  employment 
and  will  find  profit  in  their  labor. 

I  should  deopise  myself  if  I  thought  less  of  the  honest  miner 
or  leas  of  the  tioaest  manufacturer  tlian  I  do  of  the  honest 
farmer.  Tliey  are  all  American  citiaens,  their  interests  are  not 
antagonistic  they  are  not  hostile.  They  are,  when  rightly  coa- 
sldered,  iiarmoniously  and  interdependently  beneficial.  There- 
fore I  have  never  sympathized  with  any  movement  which  sought 
to  build  up  the  one  at  the  expense  of  the  other,  or  arrayed  class 
against  <dass  or  section  against  section. 

Show  me  an  industry  of  North  Carolina  which  needs  protec- 
tion, whose  men  and  women  engaged  in  honest  labor  can  not 
compete  with  men  and  women  engaged  in  like  IalM>r  in  Czecho- 
slovakia or  Italy  or  Spain  or  France,  and  I  will  be  in  favor  of 
such  duties  as  shall  protect  the  citizens  of  North  Carolina — not 
thst  I  have  not  sympathy'  with  other  lauds  or  the  people  of 
other  landa,  but  our  first  duty  is  to  safeguard  America,  to  legis- 
late for  America. 

Show  me  an  industry  in  Florida  which  needs  protection  and 
I  shall  undertake,  as  I  have  undertaken,  cooperating  with  the 
learned  Senators  from  Florida,  to  bring  about  adequate  protec- 
tion for  that  industry.  I  hold  myself  ready  to  cooperate  with 
any  Senator  to  aiKdst  the  industries — agricultural,  mining,  or 
manufacturing — ^In  aay  State  of  this  Union.  If  no^  now,  some 
day  the  Senate  will  know  that  I  will  do  these  things,  even 
tlK>ugh  California  were  not  interested  in  them  at  all,  because  I 
recognize  that  we  have  48  States  in  the  Union,  and  that  there 
is  no  dividing  line  between  east  and  west  or  north  and  south. 

I  do  not  wish  to  delay  the  Senate  by  digression,  but  that 
thought  recalls  to  my  mind  a  speech  which  I  heard  made  by  a 
patriotic  man  from  Tennessee  in  San  Francisco  on  his  way  to 
the  Philippines,  there  to  carry  the  flag  and  die  under  it.  He 
was  a  southern  man,  his  father  a  Mrginian,  who  had  fought  in 
the  late  unhapi^  civil  strife  l>etween  the  people  of  our  country. 
He  closed  a  beautiful  address,  a  patriotic  aiY)eal,  by  saying 
that  there  was  no  more  a  Mason  and  Dixon's  line  in  America, 
that  we  had  taken  it  up  and  wrapped  it  around  the  hearts  of  the 
American  people,  and  he  added  ttiat  up  yonder  in  the  blue  the 
spirits  of  General  Grant  and  General  Lee,  reunited  in  death, 
looked  down  upon  their  countrymen  reunited  on  earth  forever. 
What  a  beautiful  thought,  what  a  great  truth. 

So  I  hope  it  will  not  be  regarded  as  an  Inappropriate  digression 
for  me  to  add  that  in  considering  the  tariff  problem,  tariff  leg- 
islation, I  am  not  sectional.  I  repeat  myself  for  emphasis  to 
aey  that  Aow  me  an  industry  in  Michigan  or  Wisctmsn,  in  Mis- 
siwippi  or  Tennessee,  or  in  Idaho,  even  if  tt  be  localized  in 
the  sense  that  it  does  not  exist  In  other  sections  or  other  States, 
and  I  will  as  promptly  and  gladly  vote  for  a  tariff  or  other 
legislation  te  assist  that  industry  as  I  should  or  would  if  it 
existed  in  my  own  great  State  of  California. 

The  learned  and  convincing  Senator  from  Idaho  addressed 
hlBHietf  te  the  subjert  matter  of  the  qwiUty  of  tMs  article,  casein, 
and  no  more  need  be  said.    Aa  to  quaa^ty,  we  can  tuiiAA  tt. 


n^ve  is  BO  qoestion  as  to  our  ability  to  furnish  this  article  in 
snfilcient  quantity  to  meet  the  American  demand  of  the  consum- 
ing market.  The  question  is,  Stiall  this  consuming  market  be 
meppUed  by  American  producers  or  by  foreign  producers?  The 
same  qoestion  applies  to  so  many  of  our  farm  products  and  our 
industrial  manufactured  products. 

The  question  is.  Shall  this  consuming  market  be  supplied  by 
our  producers  or  by  foreign  producers?  We  can  supply  quantity 
and  quality  with  benefit  to  the  producer  and  without  any  eco- 
nomic injury  to  tlje  ctwsumer.  Right  there,  what  was  said  a 
moment  ago  was  an  economic,  historic  truth.  We  have  given 
what  was  considered  adequate  protection  to  paper  manufac- 
turers. From  what  I  have  said  It  must,  of  course,  be  understood 
that  I  would  favor  that.  I  favor  the  mill  and  the  mine  and  the 
farm. 

This  increasie  of  rate  which  we  are  asking.  If  It  be  adopted 
toad  if  It  should  result  in  the  increase  of  price  which  Senators 
seem  to  fear,  would  not  work  any  economic  injury  to  the  con- 
sumer paper  maker. 

I  remarked  yesterday,  I  repeat  now,  that  if  this  rate  of  8 
CMits  be  a<Jopte«l,  resulting  in  an  increased  price  of  the  article, 
of  course  the  prcxlncers  of  tliat  article  would  not,  if  they  could, 
demand  a  price  wliich  would  be  prohibitive;  they  would  not 
commit  ec(»)omic  suicide. 

What  I  want  and  what  the  farmer  wants  is  that  he  shall 
control  the  American  consuming  market  and  not  be  forced  out 
by  the  foreign  producer.  There  is  no  danger  wliatever  that  an 
increased  rate  of  duty  will  be  injurious  to  any  interest  in  this 
country.  But  for  reasons  which  have  been  advanced  I  think 
It  is  perfectly  plain,  and  it  is  almost  an  offense  further  to  argue, 
that  the  increase  will  be  l)eneficial  to  our  producers  in  the 
ways  many  times  suggested. 

Involved  in  this  item  is  the  one  of  competition,  hence  the 
question  of  the  cost  of  production  abroad  and  at  home.  Is  there 
any  remaiuing  doubt  in  the  minds  of  Senators  as  to  the  cO(>t  of 
production  in  Argentina,  in  Idaho,  in  California,  in  Nevada, 
or  other  of  our  States?  There  is  this  great  difference  in  the 
cost  of  production.  There  follows  this  question  of  competition. 
The  American  lat)orer  in  the  mine  or  on  the  farm  or  in  the 
factory,  frith  our  standard  of  wages  or  level  of  life  and  living, 
can  not  compete  with  the  product  of  the  cheap  labor  of  other 
and  less  hai^y  countries. 

Let  me  ask  the  Senate  why  is  it  that  all  of  the  toiling,  ail 
of  the  heavy-burdened  men  and  women  of  all  the  countries  of 
the  earth  are  striving,  hoping,  praying  that  they  may  sometime 
come  to  this  blessed  country?  It  is  because  lAbor  here  in  Amer- 
ica enjoys  better  wages,  has  better  incomes,  lives  a  happier 
life,  and  therefore  the  toilers  of  other  lands  arc  striving  to  come 
to  America  because  of  better  conditions  here.  I  sympathize 
with  them.  I  would  ghidly  imp'-ove  their  condition  whether 
they  be  in  Europe  or  Asia  or  South  America  or  elsewhere.  I 
would  gladly  be  a  party  to  help  the  downtro<lden  heavy-burdened 
men  and  women  of  all  the  countries  of  the  earth.  America 
hates  none  of  them  and  if  I  can  look  into  my  own  heart  I 
know  there  is  no  nation  and  no  man  on  earth  that  I  hate.  The 
man  who  has  iiate  in  ills  hciirt  lias  made  of  his  heart  a  nest  of 
vipers. 

I  feel  kindly  toward  all  the^e  nations  and  toward  all  peoples 
of  the  earth.  But  my  duty  is  to  strive  to  benefit,  to  help  the 
men  and  women  and  children  of  our  own  dear  land.  Where- 
fore I  hare  stood  and  I  stand  for  what  I  call  not  a  high  tariff 
or  a  low  tariff  but  for  a  tariff  adequate  to  give  to  the  American 
laboring  men.  women,  and  children,  and  to  American  industry 
all  the  benefits  of  this  country,  and  to  the  producer  the  benefit 
of  the  consuming  market  I  wish  to  make  prosperous  the  city 
because  it  is  the  market  for  the  farm.  The  farm  I  wish  to  make 
prosperous  because  it  will  then  be  the  profitable  market  for  the 
city. 

I  therefore  very  respectfully  suggest  that  the  rate  on  casein 
which  these  various  cooperative  farm  associations  have  urged 
and  prayed  for  is  economically  Jtist  and  should  be  granted. 

The  Senate  may  be  impatient  and  ready  to  come  to  a  verdict, 
but  bear  with  us  a  moment  longer. 

I  said  yesterday  that  1  was  perfectly  well  aware  that  there 
are  Senators  who  do  not  think  8  cents  Is  the  proper  rate ;  nor  do 
they  think  tliat  6  cents  is  sufficient.  I  was  told  by  honored 
Members  of  this  body  that  they  would  favor  6  cents,  some  a 
little  hl^er,  some  a  little  lower.  While  we  are  praying  fervidly 
and  trusting  that  our  prayers  will  be  answered  In  full,  yet  I 
realise  that  whether  on  our  knees  at  the  shrine  or  standing  here 
In  the  Senate  we  do  not  always  get  all  we  pray  for,  though  we 
never  cease  to  believe  we  are  entitled  to  the  full  measure. 

I  do  not  wish  to  be  offensive,  but  as  to  this  particular  item, 
now  Is  the  time  to  show  whether  our  actions  shall  come  up  to 
our  protestatioBB.    Now  is  the  time  and  now  the  way  to  help 


the  farmer.  T^e  very  thou^t  may  be  offensive,  but  the  farm« 
may  ask  us:  "  Under  what  king.  Bezonian?     Speak,  or  die." 

I  have  heard  so  much  of  eloquence,  so  many  splendid  addresses 
on  behalf  of  the  farmer  that  I  am  a  little  bit  wondering  whether 
our  action  will  come  up  to  the  full  measure  of  our  protests  and 
our  appeals  In  his  behalf. 

More  could  be  said,  but  If  no  one  else  desires  to  detain  the 
Senate  I  am  willing  to  submit  the  question  and  ask  that  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  be  defeated.  There- 
after we  will  accept  what  the  Senate  shall  decide  to  give. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  the  parliamen- 
tary »tuation  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Shobtuidok] 
has  offered  an  amendment  providing  a  rate  of  8  cents  per  pound, 
to  which  umeudmeut  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blainb] 
has  offered  an  amendment  substituting  5  cents  per  pound. 

I  feel  that  5  cents  is  too  low.  I  realize  that  in  all  probability 
I  could  not  secure  what  I  fvould  like  to  have  in  tiie  bill.  Among 
those  who  sincerely  desire  to  give  ample  protection  there  Is  an 
honest  difference  of  opinion  as  to  what  is  ample  protection.  I 
know  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  advanced  his  argxunent 
with  great  force  that  5  cents  will  give  protection.  I  would  like 
to  appeal  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  modify  his  amend- 
ment and  make  it  5V^  cents.  Tliat  will  give  us  2  cents  above 
what  the  committee  has  offered.  While  I  am  frank  to  say  that 
I  do  not  tliink  It  is  ample  protection,  I  bow  to  the  situation  that 
there  is  a  known  difference  of  opinion  as  to  what  is  ample  pro- 
tection. I  shall  be  greatly  dis^ipixtinted  if  we  do  not  secure 
something  better  than  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

Tlie  Senator  frcwn  California  has  proposed  a  rate  of  8  cents 
per  pound.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  too  high  or  not,  but 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  concede  that  it  Is,  in  view  of  the  situa- 
tion ;  but  I  am  not  willing  to  go  down  to  5  cents.  If  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  does  not  feel  justified  in  modifying  his 
amendment  I  shall  vote  against  the  5-cent  rate  and  then  seek  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
California.  I  feel  that  6  cents  would  be  justified,  but  I  cer- 
tainly can  not  vote  for  less  than  5Mi- 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  feel  perfectly  saHsfied  that 
the  amendment  I  have  suggested  fixing  a  rate  of  5  cents  per 
pound  would  grant  ample  protection,  that  by  the  adoption  of 
that  rate  we  who  represent  the  dairy  sections  and  agricultural 
sections  of  our  cimntry  are  on  perfectly  sound  ground.  That 
is  my  conviction. 

However.  I  appreciate  that  there  is  a  situation  here  in  which 
Memt)ers  from  many  of  the  agricultural  States  have  differences 
of  opini<m.  I  do  not  want  to  set  my  c^inlon  up  against  their 
opinion.  I  have  undertaken  to  present  an  argument,  but  in  view 
of  the  difference  of  opinion,  no  doubt  an  honest  difference  of 
opinion,  I  am  willing  to  accept  the  nu^^gestlon  of  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Idatio  [Mr.  Boraa]  and  I  therefore  modify  the  amend- 
ment which  I  have  proposed  by  substituting  5%  cents  for  6 
cents,  so  that  my  amendment  will  propose  to  substitute  5^ 
cents  for  the  8  cents  proposed  in  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  California  [Mr.  SHOBTRmoB]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tlie  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
modifies  his  amendment  and  now  proposes  a  rate  of  6%  cents 
per  pound.  The  yeas  and  nays  have  l>een  ordered,  and  the  derk 
will  call  the  rolL 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  this  is  an  amwid- 
ment  substituting  5*4  cents  for  the  8  cents  proposed  in  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  California,  and  after  we  have 
voted  on  this  amendment  to  the  amendment  then,  of  course,  we 
shall  have  to  vote  (Hi  the  amendment  of  the  S^iator  frcMn  Wis- 
consin, if  It  shall  be  adopted,  substituting  5^  cents  for  the  3^^ 
cents  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  is  correct.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  rolL 

Mr.  BLEASE  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  junior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  IIebekt].  Not 
knowing  how  he  would  vote  on  this  matter,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  BRATTON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rt3a>].  I 
am  told,  if  jH-esent  he  would  vote  as  I  intrad  to  vote.  I  am 
therefore  at  liberty  to  vote,  and  I  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  CARAWAY  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Denhbn].  I  transfer 
that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Furaceni] 
and  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  KING  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair  with 
the  junior  Senator  from  Iliinois  [Mr.  Guknn].  Not  being  able 
to  .secure  a  transfer,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  H^STiNaa].    I  trans- 


fer that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Arlaona  [Mr.  AsBjmn] 
and  vote  **  yea." 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  (when  his  name  was  called).  I 
have  a  general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  MLssisslpid 
[Mr.  SnrHKNs].  On  this  question,  however,  I  understand  his 
position  would  be  the  same  as  mine.  Therefore  I  feel  free  to 
vote.    I  vote  **  yea." 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  my 
pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  BtTcron]  to  the 
senior  Senator  from  New  Y<Mrk  [Mr.  Ck»>n.A.i«D]  and  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SMITH  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Watson].  In 
his  absence  I  withhold  my  rote. 

Mr.  SW ANSON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
for  the  day  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Halb]. 
I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Junior  Senator  frown  Mlssiasipiii 
[Mr.  Stephens]  and  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  TYDINGS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
on  this  vote  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
MxTCALr],  who  Is  ill.  I  understand,  however,  that  If  the  Sena« 
tor  from  Rhode  Idand  were  present  he  would  vote  aa  I  desire 
to  vote.  I  therefore  ask  that  my  vote  may  be  recorded.  I 
vote  **  yea." 

The  roll  call  was  conduded. 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  SACKrrr].  I  hare  not  been  advised  as  to  how 
he  would  vote  if  present  If  permitted  to  rote,  I  should  vote 
"yea." 

Mr.  JONES.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mr.  Halb]  and  the  Senate  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  MosBs]  are  necessarily  absent,  but  would  rote  "  yea  "  If 
present. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  wish  to  announce  the  general  pair  of  the 
Senator  from  MissLssIpi^  [Mr.  Habbison]  with  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  ftes].    Both  Senators  are  necessarily  absent 

I  also  desire  to  announce  that  the  S^iator  from  New  Yoilc 
[Mr.  C(x>BLANn]  is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate  by  im- 
portant business  In  his  State.    If  present,  he  would  vote  "  yea." 

I  wish  further  to  state  that  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
FucTCHBt],  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  AsHtnurr],  aud  the 
Senator  from  Mis8issiiY)i  [Mr.  Habbibon]  are  necessarily  de- 
tained on  business.    If  present,  they  would  each  vote  "  yea." 

I  also  desire  to  state  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
PrmcAN]  is  necessarily  detained  on  official  business. 

I  wish  further  to  state  that  the  Senator  from  Misbissippl 
[Mr.  Stivhbns]  is  unavoidably  detained  by  business  in  his 
State. 

The  remit  was  announced — yeas  52,  nays  19,  as  follows : 

TEAS— 52 


An«n 

Dale 

Keodrick 

Simmons 

Barkley 

DUl 

La  Follette 

Suoot 

Bingham 

Edge 

MeKellar 

Steck 

Buck 

George 

Norbeck 

Swanson 

BUine 

Glass 

Norris 

Tbomas,  Idaho 

Borah 

Goldstwroogli 

Oddie 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Bratton 

Greene 

Overman 

Townaead 

Brock 

Harris 

Patterson 

TnunneU 

Brotusard 

Hat  field 

Phlppfl 

Tydings 
walcott 

Capper 

Hayden 
Heflin 

Ransdell 

Carawajr 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Connally 

Jones 

Robinaon.  Ind. 

Warren 

Cutting 

Kean 

Sheppard 

Wheeler 

NATS— 19 

Brookhart 

Howell 

Nye 
Pine 

Tandenberg 

Coua«na 

Johnson 

Wagner 
Wal8ti.Masa. 

Praaler 

Keyes 
McMastra 

Scfaall 

Otllett 

SlMrtridge 

Waterman 

Ooff 

McNanr 

SteJwer 

Aehnrst 

Blease 

Burton 

Copeland 

Deneen 

feas 


WOT  VOTING — 24 

Fletcher  Hawes  Reed 

Glenn  Hebert  Backett 

Gould  King  8hlpst««d 

Hale  Metcalf  Smith 

Harrison  Moses  Stephens 

Hastings  Plttman  Watson 


So  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Blatnb,  as  modified,  to  the  amend* 
ment  of  Mr.  Sbortbhiob  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  McNabt  In  the  chair). 
The  question  now  recurs  on  tlie  amendment  offered  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  [Mr.  Shobtbidge]  as  amended. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  so  far  as  I  am  aide  to  do  so,  I 
should  like  to  accept  the  amendment  which  has  Just  been 
agreed  to.  I  hope  the  Senate  will  agree  to  the  amendment 
proposing  to  lay  a  duty  of  5i>^  cents  on  casein. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  questlMi  is  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Soiator  from  California  [Mr.  SHOBTKinaB],  aa 
amended,  to  the  ctnnmittee  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  now  is  uptm  the 
committee  amendment  aa  amended. 
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lite  eoounlttee  smendineBt  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  next  ameodmait  wlU 
stated.  1 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  tblnk  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  pertaips 
would  like  to  take  «p  the  amendment  on  page  7,  line  6,  wl  Ich 
was  paaMd  over. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  am  ready  to  proceed  If  the  Beni  tor 

from  Utah  is  ready.  ^  .       . 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then,  Mr.  Prertdent,  I  ask  that  the  ammdn  ent 
OB  page  7.  line  6,  be  next  Uken  up.  „.  ^     . . 

The  PRBSIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  sta  ed. 

The  Cunor  Clbk.  On  page  7.  line  6,  paragrai*  18,  car  xm 
tetro  chloride,  the  Committee  on  Finance  proposes  to  strike  out 
••  2^  cents "  and  to  Insert  "  2  cents."  The  Senator  from  1  Tis- 
eonain  moves  as  a  •nbrtitnte  to  strike  oot  "  2  cents "  am    to 

iMert  •*  1  cent-  „      ^      , 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  f -om 
Utah  desiie  to  make  any  statement  ccmcemfaig  the  amenduM  nt? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  wish  to  make  a  bHef  statem^it 
'Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Very  well. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  in  the  first  p  ace 
that  this  is  a  new  Industry  whidi  has  been  developed  since  the 
war.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  domestic 
price  has  decreased  from  10  cents  a  pound  fai  January,  192! ,  to 
•%  cents  a  pound  in  1928.  That  decrease  has  been  brotgbt 
abont  by  competition.  The  present  rate  of  duty  of  2%  esnts 
ham  prerented  importations  into  this  country  which,  If  they  had 
been  allowed  to  come  in,  say  in  1923,  mlj^t  have  destroyed  the 
todiKtry  in  the  United  States. 

To-day  there  are  four  manufacttirers  of  this  product  In  the 
United  Statee— the  Brown  Co.,  at  Berlin,  N.  H. ;  the  Dow  Co., 
at  Midland,  Mich. ;  the  Niagara  Smelting  Co.,  at  Niagara  F  alls, 
K.  Y. ;  and  the  Warrai  Chemical  Co.  of  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

In  1922  the  production  was  11.168,000  pounds.  It  hicre  ised 
to  approxlmatety  19,000,000  pounds  in  1926,  but  in  1927  decl  ned 
to  16,800,000  pounds.  That  decline,  howerer,  was  not  on  ac- 
count of  any  change  in  the  duty,  but  on  account  of  omditloi!  s  in 
the  market  of  the  United  States. 

The  Senate  committee  reduced  the  House  rate  of  2%  e^nts, 
which  Is  the  present  rate,  to  2  cents.  As  the  competition  has 
been  such  In  the  United  SUtes  since  1923  to  reduce  the  irice 
from  10  cents  a  pound  to  6U  cents  a  pound,  we  frtt  perf<  ctly 
safe  in  cutting  the  duty  a  half  a  cent  Perhaps,  Mr.  Presi<  ent 
under  existing  condltiwia  the  duty  could  be  eren  less  than  that 
without  any  Immediate  danger,  and  even  if  the  araendrient 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  of  1  cent  a  pound,  rere 
accepted  it  might  make  no  difference  at  all  as  to  the  prlc  e  o* 
the  commodity  in  the  United  States.  It  would,  however,  ai  ford 
the  chance  when  Germany  shall  get  completely  back  on  her  feet 
and  begin  to  manufacture  this  commodity,  for  her  manufac- 
turers under  the  cartel  system  to  undersell  the  American  pro- 
ducers for  a  sufficient  length  of  time  to  destroy  the  dom  Bstlc 
Industry  and  then  of  course  we  would  have  to  pay  for  it. 

That  is  the  situation  as  exists.  I  have  no  intention  of  oc<  upy- 
ing  mo^e  of  the  time  of  the  Senate,  but  am  perfectly  wtllng 
»n  fab-A  •  vnta  as  armn  an  mnv  hp  aeT(>eflble  to  the  Souator   !rom 


or  a 


c«»- 

sach 


to  take  a  vote  as  soon  as  may  be  agreeable  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  Sena 
question,  as  I  wish  to  und^stand  his  attitude  with  refeience 
to  this  commodity.    The  Senator  does  not  insist  that  the^  Is 
any  present  pressure  from  German  competition,  does  be? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    The  President  in  his  message  to  the 
gress.  asked  us  to  limit  tariff  revision  to  agriculture  and 
industries  as  were  suffering  from  overcompetition  from  ab  road 
The  Senator  says  that  this  particular  industry  is  not  sufliring 
from  such  overcompetition 

Mr.  BDGB.  It  is  not  suffering  from  such  competition  i  nder 
existing  tariff  rates. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  therefore  there  is  no  necessity  or  a 
z«vi8ion  with  respect  to  this  commodity,  is  there? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  Smate 
Finance  Oommlttee  in  ttils  case  has  reduced  the  rate  f  roi^  2% 

cents 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    The  rate  of  the  present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  rate  of  the  present  law,  to  2  oents. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  not  that  support  the  view  that  th(  >re  is 
no  necessity  for  revision  as  to  this  particoiar  item,  beiauae 
there  is  no  competition? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  not  quite  sore  that  2  cents  Is  amile  to 
cover  the  difference  between  the  cost  of  the  article  in  this 
country  and  abroad.  At  the  price  to-day  <d  «%  cents,  wfa  ch  is 
a  decrease  frwa  10  cents  since  January,  ISBS,  rl^t  after  the 
passase  of  the  Fordney-McGwnber  tariff  Mil,  there  have  been 
practically  no  ImporUtions  imder  the  2%-eent  rate^  and  I  do 
not  think  there  wUl  be  any  under  the  proposed  rate. 


M*.  SIMMONS.  Then  do  I  understand  the  Senator  to  mean 
that  he  will  not  insist  upon  any  Increase  in  the  present  rates  on 
Industrial  products  unless  there  is  iwressure  of  conrpetition  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  the  position  I  take— that  there  Is  no 

pressure.  .       ^  _.      w_ 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Unless  that  industry  Is  suffering  by  reason 
of  intense  competition? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  would  not  say  "suffering,"  Mr.  President 
That  Is  a  broad  term.  I  would  rather  take  up  each  case  at  the 
time  it  is  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  can  not  remember  the  exnct  language  used 
by  the  President  but  I  think  the  word  "  suffer "  about  covers 
what  he  meant  in  his  statement  The  idea  I  wanted  to  expre^ 
to  the  Senator,  however,  and  ask  him  to  give  me  an  answer 
about,  was  this:  Does  the  Senator  proptise  any  Increase  that 
would  not  be  justified  under  the  de^itlon  of  limited  revision 
given  bv  the  Jones  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  unless  some  reason  should  be  presented 
from  an  authoritative  source  to  show  otherwise. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator,  then,  does  not  accept  the 
President's  suggestion  unless  it  meets  his  view? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  very  much  pleased,  indeed,  with  the 
President's  statement 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  the  Senator  will  try  to  carry  that  out 
in  connection  with  industrial  rates? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  had  better  wait  until  we  reach  the 
particular  rates,  and  then  he  can  Judge  just  as  well  as  I  in 
regard  to  that. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  thought  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
would  have  no  hesitation  In  having  the  Senate  understand 
wheth^'  he  would  Insist  upon  an  increase  which  was  not  justi- 
fied by  what  the  President  said  he  desired  to  limit  the  Senate  to. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  rate  under  consideration  at 
this  time  is  a  decrease ;  and  I  ask  the  Senate  now  to  vote  for 
the  decrease.  I  have  stated  why  we  recommend  the  decrease. 
The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  FoiXErrrB]  has  proposed 
now  to  amend  the  Senate  amendment  by  striking  out  "  2  "  and 
inserting  "1." 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  desire  to  take 
the  time  of  the  Senate  in  a  long  discussion  of  this  amendment 
The  facts  are  very  clear. 

Imports  have  been  practically  negligible,  according  to  the 
Summary  of  Tariff  Information,  since  1920.  As  stated  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  the  production  in  the 
United  States  has  tremendously  accelerated.  The  price  has  de- 
clined until  to-day  the  product  Is  sold  in  the  United  States  at  the 
rate  of  d^  cents  per  pound,  whereas  the  information  from  the 
Tariff  Commission  is  that  the  prices  In  Germany  for  the  ctirre- 
spondlng  year,  1928,  varied  from  7.78  cents  per  pound  to  8.64 
cents  per  pt^und,  and  the  export  price  varied  from  8.80  cents 
per  pound  to  8.93  cents  per  pound.  In  other  words,  the  prices 
In  Germany  are  in  excess  of  those  in  the  United  States;  and 
that  taiakes  no  allowance  for  freight  costs. 

Mr,  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     I>oe3  the  Senator  from   Wis- 
cousin  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansaa    If  that  be  correct  what  is  the 
use  of  any  duty  whatever? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President  I  shall  answer  that 
question  in  a  moment 

The  Finance  Committee  has  recommended  decreases  In  a 
number  of  items  where  the  situation  is  on  all  fours  with  this 
one,  namely,  where  imports  have  been  negligible,  and  where  the 
increase  in  domestic  production  has  Indicated  that  the  industry 
had  more  than  sufficient  protection.  The  Senator  from  Utah 
admits  that  a  further  reduction  In  rates  might  well  be  had  in 
view  of  the  facts  which  are  before  the  Senate.  This  product  is 
used  as  a  cleaner  and  as  a  fire  extinguisher.  It  is  not  an  item 
of  tremendous  importance;  but  It  presents,  it  seems  to  me,  a 
state  of  facts  upon  which  the  Senate  should  act,  and  act  by  re- 
ducing the  rate, 

la  response  to  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ar- 
kansas, I  will  state  that  I  have  offered  the  1-cent  rate,  because 
that  was  the  rate  carried  in  the  Underwood  bill,  and  apparently 
the  industry  now  Is  In  a  situation  where  it  could  carry  on  with 
a  1-cent  rate.  With  the  facts  before  tis,  I  am  not  prejwred  to 
state  that  the  industry  could  meet  world  competition  If  the 
product  were  placed  on  the  free  list.  Therefore  I  have  offered 
the  1-cent  rate  as  an  amendment ;  and  I  hope  it  will  i^evail. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  I  am  not  quite  In  accord  with  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin.  I  think  this  product  should  be  on  the 
free  list  I  shall  vote,  however,  for  his  amendment  in  prefer- 
ence to  the  committee  amendment 

Tliere  is  no  justification,  upon  any  theory  of  protecticm,  for 
the  ImposltiMi  of  any  tariff  duty  upon  this  product    I  think 
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we  can  start  with  the  premise  that  It  is  manufactured  la  the 
United  States  cheaper  than  It  is  manufactured  abroad.  The 
principal  component  parts  of  this  product  are  sulphur  and  etJkjt, 
the  former  of  which  is  exported  and  the  latter— coke-^s  pro- 
duced in  the  United  States  cheaper  than  it  is  produced  in  Euro- 
pean countries.  Coke  is  produced  In  the  United  States  at  a 
cost  of  $2.73  a  ton.  In  Germany  the  cost  is  $4.60  or  H.70  a 
ton.  And  the  labor  cost,  taking  into  account  productivity  per 
wage  earner  and  the  value  added  to  the  product  by  lalwr,  does 
not  place  the  United  States  at  a  disadvantage. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  bis  colleague? 

Mr.  KINO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  quite  sure  the  Senator  has  Information 
that  was  not  available  to  the  Finance  Committee  when  he  states 
that  the  cost  I  understood  him  to  say,  was  higher  in  Germany 
than  In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KING.     The  cost  of  what! 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Of  carbon  tetrachloride 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  just  read  figures 
which  showed  that  it  was. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  it  is  sold  for  higher  prices  in  Germany, 
but  so  far  we  have  been  unable  to  find  what  the  cost  is  in  Ger- 
many. Evidently  they  could  not  sell  It  for  a  lower  price  than 
it  was  sold  in  America.  That  is  quite  evident;  but  It  has  been 
impossible  to  obtain  information  so  far  as  to  the  cost  of  It  In 
Germany.  I  base  my  statement  upon  the  report  that  we  have 
before  us.  We  took  the  price  of  the  article  In  the  United  Statee 
at  6V4  cents  and  compared  It  with  what  the  product  was  selling 
for  in  Germany;  and  there  is  no  doubt  that  on  tiiat  basis  there 
would  be  no  necessity  of  a  duty. 

What  I  had  In  mind,  however,  was  this :  If  we  had  the  prod- 
uct upon  the  free  list,  and  If  Germany  could  make  it  and  deliver 
it  here  at  8^4  cents,  say,  and  they  then,  through  their  cartels, 
undertook  to  destroy  the  industry  here,  that  could  be  very 
easily  done.  But  as  to  the  proposed  1-cent  duty,  as  I  have  al- 
ready stated  in  regard  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  I  have  not  any  doulit  but  that  the  industry  could 
survlTe  under  that  rate  under  present  conditions. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkan.sas.  Mr.  President  will  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Utah  p«Tnit  me  to  ask  the  senior  Senator  from 
Utah  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  jtmlor  Senator  from 
Utah  yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  KING.     Yes. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  erf  Arkansas.  If  the  product  Is  selling 
cheaper  in  this  country  than  In  Germany,  how  does  any  question 
of  the  power  of  the  industry  to  survive  arise  In  the  Senator's 
mind? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  For  this  reason :  We  do  not  know  what  it  costs 
to  make  it  in  Germany. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  ot  Arkansas.  Is  it  not  a  fair  assumption 
that  the  product  is  not  being  sold  at  a  loss  in  Germany?  Is  It 
not  fair  to  assimie  that  it  costs  as  much  or  more  to  make  It  in 
Germany  as  it  does  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  from  the  sale  of  the  article,  Mr.  President 
Through  their  cartel  system  in  Germany  you  can  not  always 
tell  whether  they  are  making  a  small  profit  or  whether  they  are 
selling  the  artide  below  cost  or  whether  they  are  making  a 
large  profit  on  the  article  sold. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  No;  and  we  can  not  very  well 
tell  that  in  the  United  States,  either. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    We  can  tell  it  here. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  I  am  not  so  sure  that  the  data 
we  obtain  on  the  cost  of  production  are  aitirely  accurate;  but 
the  point  I  am  trying  to  make  is  that  since  it  is  conceded  that 
American  producers  are  successfully  competing  with  German 
producers,  and  since  it  is  manifest  that  the  product  in  Germany 
Is  being  sold  at  a  higher  price  than  it  is  in  the  United  States, 
I  do  not  understand  how  any  question  arises  as  to  the  necessity 
for  a  tariff  to  enable  the  Industry  to  survive. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  condude  what  I 
wished  to  state. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  think  the  attitude  of  the  Finance  Committee, 
if  it  adheres  to  the  position  taken  by  my  colleague  [Mr.  Sicoor], 
will  be  a  repudiation  of  the  position  heretofore  accepted — at 
least  theoretically — ^in  framing  tariff  bills,  even  by  the  strongest 
devotees  of  the  theory  of  protection,  namely,  the  differoioe  In 
cost  here  and  abroad. 

There  is  8<Mne  relation  between  the  selling  price  and  the  cost 
of  production.  My  A>lleague  speaks  of  the  cartel,  Mr.  President 
There  are  more  cartels  and  trusts  and  oomMnaflona  in  tlie 


United  States  ttian  there  are  in  aay  other  couatry.  as  Car  as  I 
can  ascertain. 

May  I  call  the  attention  of  my  etdleagne  tx>  the  fact  that  qnlte 
recently  a  three  days'  conference  was  held  In  the  American 
Embassy  In  Paris,  under  the  auppices  of  the  Departroeut  ct 
Commerce,  together  with  representatives  <rf  the  leading  chemlcai 
industries  of  the  United  Statee. 

The  power  and  prestige  and  influence  of  our  Government 
were  lent  to  these  big  cmrmrations  to  enable  them  to  become 
mighty  factors  in  the  markets  ot  Europe.  These  companies 
have  conquered  the  markets  of  the  United  States  and  are  en- 
gaged in  the  task  of  controlling  foreign  markets.  I  have  in  my 
ofl^ce  clippings  from  the  New  York  Times  and  other  pa^iers 
referring  to  the  conference  I  have  mentioned,  wtiich  was  held 
in  August  They  reveal  that  during  the  conference  it  was 
established  that  the  United  States  chemical  industry  was  a 
p«>wertul  factor  in  Eur(^)e  and  was  succesrfuUy  competing  with 
European  manufacturers.  ReiMresentatives  of  the  C<mimeroe 
Department  evidently  were  potent  influences  in  the  conference 
and  indicated  their  confldrace  in  the  American  chemical  indus- 
try being  able  to  compete  with  the  chemical  industry  of  Europe 
in  the  markets  of  Europe. 

Senators  will  recall  that  the  United  SUtes  is  producing  60 
per  cent  ot  all  chemical  prt)ducts  of  the  wwld,  more  than  G^ 
many,  France,  Belgium,  and  Great  Britain  combined.  In  1928 
the  United  States  exported  $188,000,000  worth  of  chendcals, 
and  aside  from  chemical  raw  materials  imports  were  much  less. 
We  have  the  raw  materials  here.  The  growth  of  this  industry 
In  the  United  States  in  part  the  result  of  our  varied  raw  ma- 
terials and  other  Important  advantages. 

As  1  have  stated,  coke  costs  less  in  the  United  States  than 
In  Germany,  and  we  are  exporting  millions  of  pounds  of  sulphur 
in  competiti<m  with  European  countries.  So  with  cheaper  coke, 
cheaper  sulphur,  and  with  our  mechanical  development  and 
efficiency  most  chemicate  can  be  produced  cheaper  here  than 
in  Germany. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Does  the  Senator's  statement  that  we  are 
producing  50  per  cent  of  the  chemicals  of  the  world  appiy  to  the 
total  and  to  each  separate  article  also? 

Mr.  KING.  If  I  had  here  the  report  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  I  could  tell  the  Senator  the  items.  I  am  speaking, 
of  course,  of  the  totals. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  wish  the  Senator  would  at  some  later 
time  give  us  the  information  he  has  in  regard  to  that  subject 

Mr.  KING.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator,  however,  that  my  statement  covers  substantially  the 
entire  chemical  Industrj'.  For  Instance,  96,000,000  pounds  of 
dyes  were  manufactured  in  the  United  States  in  1928  of  which 
33,000,000  pounds  were  exported.  We  are  exporting  medicines, 
flavors,  coal-tar  iM'oducts,  and  a  great  variety  of  organic  and 
Inorganic  chemicals.  As  I  have  said,  we  are  competing  in  the 
markets  of  the  world  with  Germany  and  all  other  countries. 

In  the  conference  to  which  I  have  referred,  after  three  or 
fotir  days  of  Intensive  study  of  the  chemical  situation,  the  an- 
nouncement was  made  that  we  were  expanding  our  chemi<-f>l 
trade  in  Europe  and  In  the  world  at  large  in  a  most  remarkable 
way,  and  that  the  opportunities  for  further  development  and 
extension  in  Europe  were  very  great  and  that  we  could  compete 
with  all  European  countries. 

When  we  were  discussing  the  tariff  bill  In  1922,  Senators  upon 
the  other  side.  In  rhetorical  efforts  that  have  not  been  for- 
gotten, aiveaied  to  us  against  the  specter  of  a  dcKulnant  Ger- 
many. Germany  was  prostrate  after  the  war,  impoverished, 
thousands  of  her  people  dying  of  malnutrition ;  the  people  were 
without  capital  and  resources,  and  yet  the  charge  was  made 
here  over  and  over  again  that  Germany  was  ahout  to  inundate 
us  with  her  surplus  products  and  destroy  our  industries. 
Frightened  by  these  fervid  rhetorical  appeals,  Congress  wrote 
into  the  tariff  law  of  1922  prohlMtive  rates  against  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  commodities. 

Take  the  Item  under  consideration.  The  rate  Is  an  embargo. 
I  have  here  a  statement  to  which  I  called  attention  yesterday, 
prepared  by  the  Tariff  Commission  at  my  request  showing  hun- 
dreds of  commodities,  the  imports  of  which  are  negiigibie.  In 
many  cases  there  are  no  imports  whatever. 

I  aflirm,  Mr.  President  that  we  can  make  tetrachloride  cheaper 
than  it  can  be  made  in  Germany  or  In  any  other  country  in  the 
world. 

'  I  did  not  expect  to  take  any  part  in  the  debate,  so  I  did  not 
bring  over  from  my  oflBce  some  files  I  have  there,  but  there  is 
one  company,  the  Dow  Chemical  Ca,  which  manufactures  this 
and  a  number  of  commodities,  which  has  made  miiUons  durinf 
the  past  five  or  six  years  under  this  prohibitive  tariff. 
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May  I  say.  Kr.  PreMent,  that  whenerer  y<m  touch  the  cfaem 
cal  schedule,  forces  and  elements  that  many  of  os  thoni^t  difl 
not  exist  arise  and  make  rlgoroos  protest.     When  yoa  toi 
the  chemical  schedule,  a  schedule  that  has  given  to  the  (±emi< 
industry  greater  pro^jerity  than  has  been  glTeo  to  any  oth< 
Interest  in  the  United  States,  with  returns  greater  than  th 
of  any  other  Industry,  even  the  steel  industry ;  wbem  you 
that,  you  are  treading  upon  holy  and  sacred  ground. 

Mr.  President  there  is  no  reason  for  a  tariff  upon  this  cool- 
modity.  Perhaps  for  a  whUe,  at  least,  there  would  be  gd 
imports  ereo  if  we  placed  it  upon  the  free  Ust,  but  certainly  i  f 
a  tariff  is  placed  upon  it,  domestic  manufacturers  malntali 
prices  hitler  than  the  situation  warrants. 

This  commodity  is  the  basis  of  chloroform,  which  will  be  tb  b 
lt«n  taken  up  next,  lliere  is  a  tariff  ot  6  cents  a  pound  ikx  - 
posed  on  chK»t>fonn.  That  oue^  to  be  on  Cbe  free  list.  It  Ii 
an  indispensable  medicine.  There  is  no  reason  why  we  shonl  I 
penalise  the  people  and  subject  them  to  inordinate  prices,  pai- 
tlmteriy  with  respect  to  medicine  and  pharmaceoticals,  so  Indli  - 
peosaUe  to  their  health. 

I  remember  my  colleague  (Mr.  Smoot]  stating,  I  think  durin  t 
the  discussion  of  the  Fordney-McCumber  Mil,  that  the  mant- 
fkcturers  of  medicines  were  making  enormous  profits.  I  re- 
member he  ctuulenged  attention  to  some  insigniflcant  medicin< , 
the  cost  of  whkh  in  the  drug  stores  was  rery  mudk  more  tha  i 
It  was  prior  to  the  war,  and  he  showed  that  the  cost  of  mam  • 
facture  was  almost  mlcroscoidc,  and  yet  the  price  to  the  coi- 
snmer  was  sereral  hundred  per  cent  of  the  cost  price. 

I  dislike  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  upon  an  item  whlc  i 
Is  apparently  Insigniflcant,  but  there  is  a  principle  InTtrtred.  1  f 
we  Impose  high  tariffs  on  these  smaller  articles  wh^e  there  ai  e 
DO  Imports,  a  precedent  will  be  established  for  the  Imposition  c  f 
tarlfb  upon  other  artides  that  are  more  important.  The  prii 
dple  is  just  the  same  whether  1  cent  is  InTolred  or  $1,000, 

Tills  article  should  be  on  the  flree  list,  but  I  shaU  support  ttip 
amendment  crffered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield  T 

Mr.  KINO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  really  does  not  lay  It  to  the  tariff 
when  an  article  whidi  coeta  6  cents  sells  for  $1.  That  is  not 
chargeable  to  the  tariff.  1 

Mr.  KINO.  I  did  not  make  that  contention.  I  was  merely 
calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  my  c<^ague  had  recognizet 
that  the  manufacturers  of  medicines  and  pharmaceuticals  wer^ 
charglog  enormous  prices. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  retailer,  as  to  prescriptions.    I  limited 
to  prescriptlaais. 

Mr.  KINO.  The  Senator  mentioned  some  medicines  and  alflt> 
In  proprfetary  mediclaes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No:  it  was  not  proprietary  medicfnee  I  spol^ 
of.    I  qpoke  of  {M^ecrfptions.    What  was  charged  was  for 
pneerfptloB.  and  I  referred  to  what  the  item  wtthln  the  pr^ 
script  ion  cost. 

The  PRB8n>INO  OFFIC7BR.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  tb 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  WIsctHigiD  [Mf. 
LtA  FoExam]  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  aroeiidfl>eot  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Th«»  next  amendment  was,  on  page  7,  line  7.  where  the  Coo  - 
mittee  on  Finance  proposed  to  strike  out  "  6  cents "  and  w 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "  5  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

ChkHrofena.  6  ceate  per  poond. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  practically  the  same  situj- 
tlon  applies  to  chloroform  that  applies  to  the  artlde  upon  whlc  i 
the  tariff  has  just  been  reduced  by  the  Senate  through  tb; 
amendment  offiered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  L^ 
Foixjrrrv}.  The  production  of  chloroform  in  the  United  Stat$ 
amounts  to  about  2,000.000  pounds. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Preeident,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  thJt 
to  carry  out  the  action  of  the  Senate  on  the  amendment  juqt 
agreed  to,  this  rate  should  be  made  4  cents  instead  of  5  cents. 

Mr.  BARKLBY.  That  is  the  amendment  I  was  about  to  offei 
I  more  to  amend  by  substituting  "  4  cents  "  for  "  5  cents.' 

The  PRBSIDINQ  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Kentucki^ 
offers  an  amendment,  which  the  derk  will  state. 

The  LaaisLATTTK  Cuduc.    On  page  7,  line  7,  where  the  con 
mittee  proposes  to  insert  "  5  cents,"  the  Senator  frwn  Kentudt  r 
proposes  to  strike  out  "5  cents"  and  to  insert  In  lien  thereqf 
"  4  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Chloroform,  4  cents  per  pound. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  la  oo  agreeing  tb 
the  auMMlment  proposed  by  the  Smator  from  Keotocky  to  th^ 
committee  aaaendmmt 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  LnsuLATivK  Clmslk.  On  page  7,  line  8,  the  cmnmittee 
proposes  to  strike  out  "  35  per  cent "  and  insert  "  25  per  cent," 
so  as  to  read : 

Tetrachloroethane  and  trichloroetbylene,  25  per  cent  ad  Talorem. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  1  asik  my  colleague  what 
would  be  a  proper  relation  between  trichloroethylene  and  tetra- 
chloroethane  in  view  of  the  reduction  we  have  just  made?  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  rate  on^t  to  be  reduced  to  20  per  cent 
so  there  would  be  a  fair  parity  between  the  i^'oducts. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    These  are  separate  products  in  this  provision. 

Mr.  KING.     I  suggest  to  my  colleague 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  think  25  per  cent  is  about  what  it  should  be. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Ych  ;  I  think  it  is  all  right. 

Mr.  KING.  I  shall  raise  no  objection  with  the  understanding 
that  if  upon  further  investigation  we  desire  to  return  to  it  we 
may  do  so. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  domestic 
price  Is  9  cents  and  the  foreign  price  5.4  cents.  So  if  we  are 
going  to  protect  it  at  all  25  per  cent  would  be  required. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  quertion  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment 

The  LiBisLATivs  Clouc.  The  next  amendment  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  is,  on  page  7,  line  10,  before  the  words  "  1 
cent,"  to  strike  out  "  three-fourths  of,"  so  as  to  make  the  para- 
graph read: 

Pab.  20.  Chalk  or  whiting  or  Paris  white :  Dry,  trroand,  or  lM>lted, 
four-tenths  of  1  cent  per  poond ;  pr«el|rttated.  25  per  cent  ad  valorem : 
froand  la  oil  (patty),  1  cent  per  pound;  pat  ap  In  the  form  of  cnbes, 
blocks,  sticks,  or  disks,  or  otherwise,  indading  tailors',  billiard,  red, 
and  manafactares  of  chalk  not  spedaJly  provided  for,  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.  Mr.  President,  I  trust  the  committee 
am^dment  will  be  rejected.  Three-fourths  of  1  c«it  per  pimnd 
on  chalk  or  whiting  or  Paris  white  ground  in  oil — putty — is  the 
rate  tmder  the  existing  law.  The  committee  (Hroposes  to  strike 
out  "  three-fourths  of  1  c^it "  and  pot  the  rate  of  duty  at  1 
cent  per  pound.  The  domestic  production  of  putty  has  in- 
creased from  65,897,542  pounds  in  1921  to  101,208,891  pounds  in 
1925,  representing  an  increase  of  55  per  cent  under  the  three- 
quarters  of  1  cent  rate  which  prevailed  during  all  but  one  year 
of  that  period. 

During  the  life  of  the  present  tariff  act  the  imports  of  putty 
have  not  exceeded  350,000  pounds,  representing  less  than  3H 
per  cent  of  the  domestic  production  of  putty  in  1925.  I  take 
that  information  from  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information.  It 
seems  to  ipe  perfectly  evident,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  do- 
mestic production  of  putty  has  increased  55  per  cent  and  that  at 
no  time  during  the  life  of  the  1922  act  have  imports  exceeded 
360,000  pounds,  or  less  than  3%  per  cent  of  the  domestic  produc- 
tion, that  there  is  no  Justification  for  the  increase  in  the  duty  on 
putty.  As  everyone  knows,  this  is  a  commodity  of  very  common 
nsage,  and  unles-s  the  committer  has  information  in  its  posses- 
sion which  is  not  disclosed,  it  .seems  to  me  that  the  prc^[)osed 
increase  should  be  rejected. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  If  I  may  explain  to  the  Senator,  the  only  reason 
for  the  increase  in  the  duty  on  putty  is  the  fact  that  whiting 
has  been  increased  by  the  House  and  lin.seed  oil  al.so  has  been 
Increased  by  the  House,  whiting  appearing  in  the  same  para- 
graph with  a  proposed  duty  of  four-tenths  of  1  cent  per  pound. 
The  increase  In  the  duty  on  putty  is  purely  and  simply  a 
compensatory  increase  because  of  the  increase  in  the  rate  on 
linseed  oil  and  the  rate  on  whiting,  from  which  putty  is  made. 
Putty  is  simply  whiting  with  the  oil  mixed  with  It 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  understand  that.  I  do  not  thlnlc  the 
increase  which  the  House  committee  has  made  in  the  duty  on 
whiting  is  justified,  but  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  propose  to 
amend  it  at  this  time.  Therefore  I  am  re8i.sting  the  compensa- 
tory rates.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  logical  thinjr  for  the  Senate 
to  do  is  to  reject  the  increa.se  which  the  committee  has  made. 
and  then  when  we  come  back  to  individual  amentments  the  entire 
question  of  the  merits  of  the  increase  in  the  duty  on  whiting  and 
Paris  white  may  be  taken  up  for  consideration  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senfttor  yield  further? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Doen  the  Senator  from  Wisctm- 
sin  yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 


Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB,    I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  really  feel,  if  the  SenatM-  will  pardcm  me,  that 
Just  the  opposite  course  would  be  the  one  to  pursue.  Under 
our  procedure  we  can  not  now  amend  the  duty  on  whiting 
whether  It  is  a  correct  duty  or  otherwise.  It  will  no  doubt  be 
debated  when  we  return  to  It,  but  as  long  as  the  House  duty 
remains  there  can  be  no  question,  as  I  am  Informed  by  the 
experts,  but  what  putty  must  have  that  additional  protection. 
I  am  further  informed  that  the  Increafse  of  one- fourth  of  a 
cent,  from  three-fourths  of  a  cent  to  1  cent  is  less  protection 
in  proportion  than  exists  under  the  1922  act 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  do  not  propose  to  debate  the  question 
at  length  and  I  do  not  want  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate,  but 
I  submit  that  the  proposed  increase  is  not  justified.  I  suggest 
that  the  committee  amendment  be  rejected.  Then  when  para- 
gra|)h  20  is  open  to  individual  amendments  I  propose  to  offer  an 
amendment  concerning  that  paragraph. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  may  I  sugRest  to  the  Senator 
that  the  better  way  would  be,  it  seems  to  me,  to  jmss  this  para- 
graph over  until  we  reach  the  llnseed-<^  paragraph.  That  is 
the  principal  reason  why  the  increase  was  given.  I  think  that 
Is  the  proper  way  to  proceed. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.  That  course  wiU  be  perfectly  agreeable 
to  me. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  items  in  question  are  the  basis  of  the 
product,  and  I  think  we  had  better  finally  agree  iqxm  the  basis 
of  the  product  and  then  return  to  this  paragraph  after  the  rate 
is  settled  on  linseed  oil  and  whiting. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Chair  understands  the 
Senator  from  Utah  to  suggest  that  paragraph  20,  page  7,  be 
passed  over.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  It  Is  not 
only  passed  over  to  be  taken  up  later,  but  that  it  will  not  be 
taken  up  until  after  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
La  FoLuvrnsl  has  also  had  an  opportunity  to  offer  the  amend- 
ment which  he  suggested  to  the  rate  on  whiting.  Since  the 
thing  depends  on  whiting,  it  seems  to  me  that  not  only  linseed 
oil,  but  whiting,  should  be  voted  on  before  we  vote  on  putty. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Linseed  oil  Is  one  of  the  very  important  items, 
becau.se  it  is  0.55  of  1  cent  and  whiting  is  only  0.34  of  1  cent 
The  increase  in  linseed  oil  is  more  important  if  we  are  going 
to  increa.se  it  than  the  increase  on  whiting  alone,  so  I  think  we 
had  better  wait  until  we  get  to  linseed  oil  and  then  when  we 
decide  on  that  Item  we  can  return  to  this  paragraph  and  finally 
settle  it 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    That  Is  agreeable  to  me. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment. 

The  Lesislativk  Clekk.  The  next  amendment  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  is.  in  paragraph  25,  page  8,  line  22,  after  the 
word  "chicle,"  to  strike  out  the  words  "crude,  10  cents  per 
pound." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  LBGistATTVE  CixBK.  In  i>aragraph  25,  page  8,  line  25,  the 
committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  15  cents  "  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "  5  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Chicle,  refined  or  advanced  In  value  by  drying,  straining,  or  any  other 
process  or  treatment  whatever  beyond  that  eBsentlal  to  the  proper 
packing,  5  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  BARKI^Y.  Mr.  President  there  is  no  chicle  produced 
In  the  United  States.    Why  should  there  be  a  tariff  at  all  on  It? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No ;  there  is  none  produced  here. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  the  committee  is  reducing  the  rate 
from  15  cents  per  poond  to  5  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  we  put  crude  chicle  on  the  free  list  as  the 
Senator  will  find  by  turning  to  page  250  of  the  bilL 

Mr.  BARKLBY.    Yes;  I  understand  that 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  the  crude  chicle,  and  it  goes  on  the 
free  list. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  why  should  there  be  any  tariff  on  the 
refined  chicle? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  For  the  simple  reason  that  there  la  a  differen- 
tial between  the  crude  and  the  refined.  The  drying  and  strain- 
ing or  other  process  of  treatment  require  but  5  centa  a  pound 
instead  of  15  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  we  had  a  duty  of  10  cents  on  raw  chicle, 
the  compensating  duty  would  be  15  cents;  but  where  the  tariff 
is  taken  off  of  the  raw  product  altogether  there  is  no  compen- 
satory duty  needed.  It  seems  to  me. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  only  question  Involved  in  the  whole  amoid- 
ment  is  whether  we  want  to  have  this  refining  done  In  the 
United  States.    If  we  do,  5  cents  a  pound  la  re^ufaed.    If  w«  do 


not,  there  will  be  ncMie  of  It  done  in  the  United  States.  There 
la  not  a  pound  of  chicle  produced  in  tlie  United  States.  Of 
course,  there  are  a  great  many  people  who  think  we  ought  to 
have  a  duty  on  chicle  I  do  not  think  so.  I  believe  it  ought  to 
be  on  the  free  list.    We  do  not  produce  a  pound  of  It 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course  this  Is  not  a  very  important 
item,  but  on  the  same  basis,  if  we  were  to  pat  hides  on  tlie  free 
list,  we  would  still  be  entitled  to  a  compensatory  duty  oo  shoes 
and  leather,  because  they  might  be  made  or  tanned  in  the 
United  SUtes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Chicle  is  on  the  free  Ust  and  tt  wlU  take  a 
5-cent  duty  to  protect  it  if  we  want  to  have  the  refining  dime  In 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  is  largely  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
chewing  gum,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  that  is  the  main  use  of  it 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  Uie  Senator  from 
Utah  if  there  is  a  chicle-processing  industry  at  the  preaent 
time  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Every  pound  of  it  used  in  the  United  States  is 
processed  In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  ask  my  colleague  one 
question.  If  I  may,  for  Information.  I  received  a  communlca* 
tlon  sometime  ago,  rather  querulous  In  tone,  from  a  small  pro- 
ducer of  gum  wondering  why  chicle  was  put  on  the  free  list  and 
a  tariff  was  Imposed  upon  the  refined  product.  He  said  that 
Wrlgley  and  the  big  manufacturers  had  their  refining  machin- 
ery here,  and  so  they  were  not  at  aU  concerned,  but  the  poor, 
small  gum  manufacturer,  who  bought  the  chicle  asd  perhaps 
was  not  In  a  position  to  refine  it,  felt  that  he  was  at  a  disad- 
vantage. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  la  just  the  twerse.  Mr.  Wrlgley  wanted 
this  Item  to  remain  on  the  dutiable  list,  strange  as  it  may  seem. 
I  think,  being  on  the  dutiable  list  and  using  the  quantit.v  that 
he  does,  he  would  be  at  an  advantage  over  some  of  the  smaller 
producers.  This  gives  the  smaller  producer  a  chance  to  liv* 
and  get  more  on  a  lev^  footing  than  he  ia  to-day  with  Mr. 
Wrlgley.  ^^ 

Mr.  KING.  The  small  producer  to  whom  I  r^erred  seoned 
to  think  there  was  a  differential  of  5  cents  against  him,  becanae 
he  could  not  afford  to  build  a  plant  to  refine,  and  Wrlglcgr 
could,  and  he  would  have  to  pay  5  cents  more  because  he  would 
bring  in  the- refined  product. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Wr^fley  is  not  the  cmly  refliner.  All  the  other 
manufacturers  hare  refineries.  If  we  want  to  maintain  tha 
refining  here  we  have  to  give  them  a  differential. 

Mr.  BARKLBY.  I  may  aay  to  the  Senator  that  !n  1919, 
when  there  was  a  2(Keent  tariff  on  refined  chicle,  066.000  pounds 
came  Into  the  country ;  but  In  1928,  when  only  a  16-cent  duty 
applied,  ouly  93  pounds  came  in. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is,  of  the  refined  chide. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  what  I  am  talking  about  If  we 
reduce  the  tariff  from  16  cents  to  6  centa,  there  will  be  none  at 
all  come  in. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  (Senator  Is  mistaken  In  that  regard.  It 
will  have  to  come  In. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  seven  years  the  amount  of  importations 
decreased  from  506,000  pounds  down  to  96  pounda 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  U  slmi^y  because  the  refiners  In  the 
United  SUtes  have  been  Importing  the  chicle  and  refining  it  In 
the  United  Statea  As  I  said  to  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Sheppaxd],  practically  all  of  it  Is  refined  in  the  United  States 
now.    It  did  not  use  to  be. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  suppose  it  will  add  very  mn<^  to 
the  cost  of  a  package  of  (dewing  gum,  so  I  shall  not  take  any 
further  time  on  it. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President  I  Invite  the  attention  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kijra]  to  the  hearings  before  the  sub- 
committee, of  which  he  was  a  member,  on  this  particular  item. 
On  page  137  of  the  hearings  the  representative  of  the  smaller 
producers,  Mr.  Bl«idow,  appeared  before  the  committee,  and  the 
junior  S«iatoT  from  Utah  took  quite  a  prominent  part  In  the 
cross-examination.  At  the  end  of  the  brief,  signed  by  15  or  20 
so-called  smaller  producers  of  chewing  gum,  they  make  this 
appeal: 

The  Industry  is  gradually  getting  into  a  very  few  bands,  aad  the 
smaller  masufactorers  badly  need  assistance  from  that  standpoint. 

Without  reading  the  reasons  they  say: 

For  the  foregoing  reasons  we  respectfully  request  that  yoa  grant  xm 
the  above-mentioned  relief  by  eliminating  the  import  doty  on  cmds 
ehlele. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  la  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee^ 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER, 
amendment. 

Tbe  Lbdulatxts  Cubk.  On  page  10,  line  19,  after  the  w4rd 
"distillates,"  it  is  proposed  to  insert  "(except  those  prori^ed 
for  in  sabparagraph  (b) ),"  so  as  to  read : 

(2)  All  distillates  (except  thoM  provided  for  in  nbpansnipli  (t>)) 
of  eesl  tar,  blaat-fornace  Ur.  otHpw  tar,  and  water-gaa  tar,  whldi  on 
beli«  Mbjected  to  dtetlUatlon  yield  In  the  portion  dlstilllag  be  ow 
190*  C.  a  qoaotlty  of  tar  acids  eqoal  to  or  more  than  5  per  ceod  of 
tbs  orlgiBal  distillate  or  whicli  on  being  rabjected  to  distillation  yield 
la  tbe  portion  dtstiUlng  below  215*  C.  a  quantity  of  tar  adds  equal 
to  or  otor*  than  75  per  cent  of  tbe  orlslnal  dlstlUata. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  that  Is  a  porelj  clerical  4>r- 
pectioo. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  ihe 
amendment?  The  Cliair  hears  none,  and  the  amendment  is 
agreed  to. 

Hie  next  amendment  was,  on  page  11,  line  6,  after  the  w<  rd 
**  paragraph,"   to   strike   oat   the   flgnzvs   "IflBO"    and    instrt 
"  1651."  and  at  the  end  of  line  8  to  strike  oat  the  flgnres  "  160P 
and  Insert  "  1651,"  so  as  to  read  : 

(8)  AH  products,  by  whaterer  name  knoim,  which  are  sliailar  to  iny 
of  the  products  prorlded  for  In  this  paragraph  or  In  paragraph  IflSl, 
and  which  are  obtained,  derired,  or  manafaetnzcd  la  whole  or  In  p^ 
from  any  of  the  products  provided  for  in  this  paiagrmph  or  In 
graph  1651. 

Mr.  KINO.    There  is  do  objection  to  that  amendment 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  qoesdon  is  on  agreeing 
the  amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tlie  next  amendment  was,  on  page  11,  at  the  mid  of  line 
to  strike  oat  the  flgnres  "  1650 "  and  insert  "  1661,"  so  as 
read: 
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(6)  AH  the  foregoing  products  prorlded  for  in  this  paragraph, 
colors,  dyea,  or  stains,  orior  adds,  color  bases,  color  lakes,  lenco-cAm- 
poondi,  iadoxyl,  iadoxyl  componnds.  Ink  powders,  photographic  chenl- 
cals,  medldnala.  synthetic  aromatic  or  odoriferous  chemicals,  syntlhtlc 
reatettka  products,  synthetic  tanning  materials,  or  explosives,  and  >ot 
■pedally  provided  for  In  paragraph  28  or  1661,  40  per  cent  ad  raloiem 
and  7  cents  per  pound. 

The  ammdment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  12,  line  7,  after  the  w<kd 
"paragraph,"  to  strike  ont  the  figures  "1660"  and  insert 
**  1651."  so  as  to  read : 

(b)  Mstaiiesul  having  a  purity  of  M  per  cent  or  more,  orthocr^l 
baring  a  parity  of  90  per  cent  or  more,  paracresol  baring  a  purity 
99  per  ecnt  or  nkore,  phenol,  carbolic  add  which  on  being  subjected 
dlstiUatloa  yields  In  the  portion  distilling  below  190*  C.  a  quaaUty  of 
adds  equal  to  or  more  than  5  per  eent  of  the  origtaal  distillate,  crea^ll 
add  which  oa  being  subjected  to  distillation  yields  in  the  portion 
tilling  balow  215°  C.  a  quantity  ot  tar  adda  equal  to  or  more  than 
par  cent  of  the  original  dlstllUte.  and  any  mixture  of  any  of  the 
golBg  products  with  any  of   the  products  prorlded  for  la 
1651,  20  per  eent  ad  ralorem  and  SH  cents  per  pound. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  ta 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  12,  line  11,  after  the  w^rd 
"in,"  to  strike  ont  "sobdiTision   (g)"  and  insert  "sabdiris^n 
(f),"  and  in  Une  16,  after  the  word  "in,"  to  strike  oat 
division  (e)"  and  insert  "  sabdlrislon  (d),"  so  as  to  read: 

(e)  Ute  ad  ralorem  rates  prorlded  In  this  paragraph  shall  be 
■pon  the  American  selling  price  (as  defined  in  subdlrlslon    (f)   of 
tloa  40a,  Title  IT),  of  any  similar  competltWe  artlde 
or  prodoeod  la  the  United  SUtea.     If  there  Is  no  similar 
article  manufactured  or  produced  in   the  United  States,  then   the 
ralorsB  rat*  shall  be  based  upon  tbe  United  States  ralne,  as 
la  MibdiTlsloa  (d)  of  section  402,  Title  IT. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  that  does  not  change  any  rtke, 
does  it? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  No;  it  is  merely  a  diange  which  is  t»t>a^t 
about  by  a  prerioos  amendment 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  qne8ti<m  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tlie  next  amendment  was,  on  page  12,  line  24,  after  the  wdrd 
"  Coal-tar."  to  strike  oat  "  products :  AU  "  and  insert  "  product 
and  a  colon,  so  as  to  read : 

Paa.  28.  Coal-tar  products : 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President  there  are  one  or  two 
in  paragraphs  27  and  28,  and  after  conference  with  a 
of  Senators  I  ask  tliat  both  of  those  paragriMPiu  go  of^, 
becaoae  we  may  hare  to  refer  to  them  later. 

Mr.  BMOOT.    Does  not  the  Senator  maan  paagrapli  2S7 
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Mr.  KING.    I  refer  to  paragrai^is  27  and  28. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  the  cttanges  whld^  the  committee  recom- 
mended hare  been  agreed  to  in  paragraph  27.  Paragrai^  28  is 
the  one  we  have  now  reached,  and  that  is  the  one  I  am  sure 
the  Senator  desires  to  go  over.  It  has  to  do  with  American 
valuation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  state  that  the 
committee  amendments  to  seetiMi  27  have  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  amendments  in  paragraph  27  were  merely 
d^ical  amendments. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  wh«i  will  it  be  in  order  for 
the  clerk  to  read  these  paragrai^  from  the  desk? 

Mr.  IL4.WES.  Mr.  President  I  object  to  sections  27  and  28 
going  over.  They  are  before  the  Senata  If  there  is  any  objec- 
tion to  the  raiuatlon  clause,  I  am  prepared  to  discuss  it,  but 
I  can  not  see  any  possiUe  object  in  having  the  paragraphs  go 
orer. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senate  has  acted  on  the 
cmnmittee  amendments  in  this  paragraph  27. 

Mr,  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  to  my  friend  from  Mis- 
souri that  we  can  not  discuss  section  28  now  because  there  are 
no  amendments  to  it 

Mr.  HA  WES.  There  are  amendments  to  paragraph  27  and 
there  are  two  amendments  to  paragraph  28.  two  distinct  amend- 
ments. If  we  want  to  get  along  with  the  bill,  why  would  it 
not  be  better  to  proceed  with  them  now? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
coui^es  paragraiAs  27  and  28.  I  am  quite  sure  the  Senator 
does  not  object  to  the  amendments  we  have  agreed  to  in  para- 
graph 27.  The  crux  of  the  two  paragraphs  is  the  American- 
valuatioD  i^an  and  that  is  provided  for  in  paragraph  28.  That 
is  the  paragrai^  which  my  colleajfue  asked  to  go  over.  Of 
coarse,  if  the  Senator  from  Missouri  objects  to  it  going  over  we 
will  take  it  np  now,  and  the  Senator  from  Missouri  can  spe&k 
upon  It  at  this  time. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  to  my  colleague  that 
there  is  no  amendment  propot«d  to  the  existing  law  either  by 
the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  or  by  the  Finance  Committee  as 
affecting  the  question  of  valuation,  so  that  under  the  rule 
which  was  adopted  we  can  not  attack  the  American- valuation 
plan  now. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Under  the  rule,  of  course,  the  Senator  could 
not  now  offier  an  amendment  if  he  wanted  to.  So  why  not  pro- 
ceed as  we  have  agreed  to  do,  and  agree  to  the  amendments  in 
the  paragraph,  and  ihen  my  colleague  from  Utah  can  offer  an 
ammdment  to  strike  out  the  American  valuation.  When  that 
is  done,  I  am  quite  sure  the  Senator  from  Missouri  Is  going 
to  oppose  it  That  is  the  question  that  is  involved  In  para- 
graphs 27  and  28. 

Mr.  HA  WES.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  if  lie  pro- 
poses to  strike  out  either  now  or  later  the  American-valuation 
plan  in  this  paragraph. 

Mr.  KING.     I  am  not  able  to  answer  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  quite  sure  if  that  l.s  done 
tlie  Senator  from  Missouri  will  have  no  objection,  because,  as 
I  understand,  his  objection  is  to  striking  out  the  American- 
valuation  plan  in  paragraph  27,  which  applies  to  everything  in 
paragraph  28.  In  other  words,  the  two  sections  are  under  the 
American-valuation  plan.  From  what  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri has  told  me  he  wants  those  two  sections  to  remain  under 
the  American-valuation  plan.  Now  my  colleague  says  he  does 
not  know  whether  he  is  going  to  offer  an  amendment  or  not. 

Mr.  KING.     I  can  not  speak  for  other  Senators. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  but  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say— and 
I  was  speaking  only  of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah — that  he 
did  not  know  whether  he  would  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
American-valoation  plan  or  not,  but  under  the  unaniraous-CMi- 
sent  agreement  he  could  not  offer  it  now  because  there  Is  no 
amendment  reported  to  It 

Mr.  B.AJIKLEY.  Mr.  President  technically,  there  is  an 
amendment  We  struck  out  American  valuation  in  the  para- 
graph above  and  inserted  it  below;  but  for  all  practical  pur- 
poses it  is  simply  a  rewriting  of  the  present  law  in  a  different 
place.  In  paragraph  28.  page  14,  the  committee  have  stricken 
out  the  language  providing  for  American  valuation  in  one  place 
and  have  rewritten  it  under  subsection  C  In  another  place;  so 
that  technically  there  is  an  amendmoit  on  the  subject  pending. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  What  I  had  In  mind  was  that  in  paragraph  27 
there  Is  no  amendment  proposed  to  the  American-valuation 
plan. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    No;  there  is  not  in  paragraph  27. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement  that 
Is  the  paragraph  we  have  got  to  decide  upon  first.  If  we  agree 
to  the  amendments  In  that  paragraph  and  do  not  strike  out 
the  American  valuation,  th«i,  of  course,  the  amendment  In 
paragraph  28  will  be  necessary. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  derk  wiU  report  the  next 
amendment  

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President  may  I  inquire  as  to 
whetho-  any  agreement  was  reached  concerning  paragraphs  27 

and  28? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  amendments  in  paragraph 
27  have  been  agreed  to.  As  to  paragraph  28  the  Chair  does  not 
know  what  arrangement  was  made. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  one  committee  amendment  tbere  which 
I  will  ask  to  have  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER    In  paragraph  28? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     In  paragraph  28. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  What  about  the  committee 
amendment  In  line  24  on  page  12?    That  could  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  objection  to  that 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  amend- 
ment in  line  24  on  page  12  will  be  agreed  to.  The  clerk  will 
report  the  next  amendment 

The  Lbbislattve  Clebk.  On  page  12,  line  25,  before  the  word 
••colors,"  It  is  proposed  to  In.sert  "(a)  All." 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  also  merely  a  derlcal  change. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  12,  In  Une  26,  after  the 
word  "  water,"  to  Insert  "  except  those  provided  for  in  sub- 
paragraph  (b)." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  same  statemwit  I  made  as  to  the  amend- 
ment in  line  25  also  applies  to  that  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  13,  line  20,  after  the  word 
"  or,"  to  strike  out  the  figures  "  1650  "  and  insert  "  1661." 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  just 
agreed  to  on  page  12,  In  line  26,  inserts  the  words,  "  except  those 
provided  for  In  subparagraph  (b)."  Subparagraph  (b)  appears 
on  page  14,  beginning  in  line  17.  To  the  amendment  beginning 
in  line  17,  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  as  a  substitute  to  strike 
out  the  committee  amendment  and  Insert  an  amendment  which 
will  transfer  the  two  dyes  named  to  the  free  list.  I  wish  to 
inquire  of  the  Chair  whether  or  not  the  amendment  appearing 
on  page  12,  in  line  26,  should  be  agreed  to  before  the  amendment 
which  I  Intend  to  offer  on  page  14  shall  be  considered? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  presumes  that  if  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  to  subparagraph  (b) 
pn  page  14,  line  17,  should  be  agreed  to,  the  Senate  could  recon- 
sider the  amendment  adopted  on  page  12,  line  26,  and  make  it 
correspond  to  any  changes  made  In  subparagraph  (b). 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  amendment  In  subparagraph  (b)  relating 
to  synthetic  Indigo  provides  a  decrease  from  the  present  rate  as 
found  In  the  amendm  -nt  above.  In  other  words,  the  duty  was 
45  per  cent  ad  valorem  based  upon  the  American  selling  price 
as  defined  in  subdivision  (g)  of  section  402,  Title  IV,  whlci, 
of  course,  la  the  American  valuation.  We  reduce  that  rate  of 
duty  from  45  per  cent  by  saying : 

STnthetlc  Indigo — 

This  amendment  applies  to  synthetic  indigo — 

"Colour  Index  No.  1177,"  and  sulphur  black,  "Colour  Index  No.  978.- 
8  cents  per  pound  and  20  per  cent  ad  ralorem. 

Which,  of  coarse,  is  a  reduction  from  the  duty  prorlded  by  the 
present  law. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President  as  I  said  a  few  mcnnents 
ago,  I  intend  to  offer  an  amendment  placing  those  two  dyes  upon 
the  free  list,  and  I  am  going  to  move,  in  order  that  it  niay  be 
considered,  to  strike  out  the  ctmimlttee  amendment  and  insert 
different  i^raseology. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Chair  wiU  suggest  that  the 
formal  am^idment  on  line  20,  page  13,  may  be  agreed  to.  It 
merely  changes  a  number. 

Mr.  SMCX)T.    Yes;  that  is  alL 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  14,  line  1,  after  the  word 
"  or,"  to  strike  out  "  1650  "  and  insert  '  1661." 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  merely  a  formal  amendment 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  amend- 
ment is  agreed  to. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  IdSQisLA-nvK  Clouc.  On  page  14,  line  8,  after  the  word 
"  derivlties,"  it  is  proposed  to  insert  a  semicolon  and  the  words 
"  vanillin,  from  whatever  source  obtained,  derived^  or  mannfac- 
tared." 


Mr.  8MOOTL  Mr.  President,  I  think  tbe  ranaindar  of  tbe 
section  oos^t  to  go  over. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  Prealdent,  may  I  Inquire  of  tbe 
Senator  does  be  intend  to  ask  that  it  go  orer  prior  to  tbe  adop- 
tion of  tbe  amendment  concerning  Tanillin? 
Mr.  KING.    Tliat  goes  over,  toa 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  goes  orer.  If  we  decide  to  disagree  to 
the  amendmmt  on  line  17,  down  to  and  including  line  34,  then, 
of  course,  we  would  have  to  disagree  to  tbe  amendment  we 
have  already  agreed  to  on  page  12,  in  line  26. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Wla- 
consin  a  qoestion? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Certainly. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  understand  tbe  Senator  from  Wisconsin  pro- 
poses to  offer  an  amendment  to  tbe  amendment  recommended 
by  the  Finance  Committee  from  line  -17  to  line  24,  on  page  14. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  amendment  which  I  Intend  to  pro- 
pose, Mr.  President  Is  to  the  amendment  which  begins  in  line 
17  and  ends  in  line  19,  relating  to  synthetic  indigo,  "  C<riotir  In- 
dex No.  1177,"  and  sulphur  black,  "  Colour  Index  No.  97a" 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  object  of  my  inquiry  was  sim^y  this :  It  is 
within  a  half  hour  of  closing  time,  under  our  present  onion 
rules,  and  we  can  not  dispose  of  tlmt  amwdment  in  a  half  hour. 
I  suggest  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee  that  It  be  under- 
stood that  we  will  take  up  that  amendment  to-morrow  when  the 
Senate  shall  convene. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  was  what  I  understood  was  to  be  done. 
We  will  pass  it  over  until  to-morrow  mm*nlng,  and  then  we  will 
decide  the  question  during  to-morrow's  debate.  We  can  not  do 
It  in  half  an  hour.  We  can  spend  whatever  time  we  have  left 
by  going  to  paragraph  2^  where  there  Is  no  question  involved  of 
American  valuation. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President  will  my  coUeagoe  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  KING.  May  I  have  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin?  The  thought  has  occurred  to  me  that  It  might  be 
wise,  because  there  is  some  little  r^ation  between  the  subject 
to  which  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  desired  to  propose  an 
amendment  and  paragraph  28 — that  is  the  dye  question — to 
discuss  that  amendment  in  connection  with  i>aragraph  28. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President  It  really  is  immaterial  to 
me.  I  desire  to  conform  to  whatever  procedure  the  <^alrmaa 
of  the  committee  desires  to  adopt  concerning  this  amendment 
which  I  have  suggested  -  and  the  entire  paragraph.  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  to  have  It  go  orer  If  the  paragraph  is  going  over ; 
and,  as  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  suggests,  tf  the  entire 
paragraph  is  to  go  over  because  of  the  larger  cwitrorersy  which 
will  be  raised  concerning  American  valuation,  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  have  this  amendment  go  over  or  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  take  it  np  in  the  morning.  It  is  really  immaterial 
to  me. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  What  I  should  like  to  do  is  to  bare  It  go  o^er 
antll  to-morrow,  and  take  it  op  to-morrow ;  and  I  think  that  is 
satisfactory  to  all  concerned. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  take  op 
American  valuation  to-morrow,  or  this  particular  amendment 
concerning  these  two  dyes? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  coold  not  act  opon  tbe  others  until  that 
question  is  decided ;  so  we  mi^t  just  as  w^l  decide  it  to-morrow. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLBTTB.    Very  weU. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Let  the  Chair  nndwstand  what 
goes  over.    Does  the  amendment  in  line  8  oo  page  14  go  over? 

Mr.  SMOOT,    Yes ;  that  will  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  And  all  tbe  remainder  of  tbe 
paragraph? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    And  all  the  remainder  of  that  paragraph. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Very  wrtL  The  clerk  will  ooo- 
tinne  the  reading  of  the  bill. 

Tbe  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  17,  line  21,  after  the  word  "  and,"  to  strike  out  "  celluloae 
acetate  rayon  waste  and  other  cellulose  acetate  wastes  "  and 
insert  "  waste  wholly  or  in  dilef  value  of  cellulose  acetato,"  ao 
as  to  read: 

PAa.  31.  (a)  Cellulose  acetate,  and  componnda,  combinations,  or  mix* 
tures  containing  cellulose  acetate : 

(1)  In  blocks,  sheets,  rods,  tubes,  powder,  flakea.  briquets,  or  otbar 
forms,  whether  or  not  collolded.  and  waate  wholly  or  In  chief  value  of 
cellulose  acetate;  all  the  foregoing  not  made  Into  flntahed  or  partly 
finished  articles,  50  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  GEORGE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that 
all  this  amendment  does  is  to  clarify  the  House  provision. 
There  is  no  change  in  the  rata    It  was  suggested  by  tbe  Tariff 
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GommlMlOB  that  thUi  wording  wm  rery  miK*  better  than  tie 
wording  of  the  House  prorision. 

Mr.  GBORGEL  Mr.  President.  I  am  familiar  with  this  ma  :- 
ter.  We  dealt  with  the  same  subject  under  the  rayon  schedol  b. 
Does  the  Senator  want  to  take  up  this  amendment  and  dispone 
of  It  thh»  evening?  Personally  I  am  not  quite  prepared  to  hf- 
Uere  that  ceUaloee  acetate  waste  ought  to  be  carried  in  Ue 
ehenical  schedole.  It  seems  to  me  there  are  a  very  great  mar  y 
KasoDs  why  It  ought  to  go  in  the  rayon  schedole  with  textile ». 
If  the  Senator  will  pass  that  over  until  to-morrow  mommg  t 
may  be  that  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  will  raise  no  questliin 
about  It.    I  desire  to  make  an  investigation,  however. 

Mr.  gMOflT.     Let  It  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  desire  lo 
pass  over  all  of  paragraph  31.  or  just  that  one  amendment? 

Mr  SMOOT.  Just  thAt  amendment.  There  are  some  moie 
amendments  to  the  paragraph,  but  I  Uilnk  there  are  some  rat<s 
in  the  others. 

Mr.  OBORGE.    Only  that  one  amendment 

The  PHB8IDINO  OFFICER.  The  derk  will  cootinne  tie 
feadlnc  of  the  bill. 

The  readlhf  of  the  Mil  was  resamed. 

The  neit  amendment  of  the  Commlttae  on  Flnancv  was,  cd 
page  18.  line  1«.  after  the  w(»rd«  "  rate  of."  to  strtka  out  "  ^  B 
cents  "  and  Insert  "  no  cents."  so  as  to  read : 

(b)  AM  pofflpouoda  of  rollukMW  (tseopt  oelluless  scstats.  bat  laelu  I- 
tag  pftotfUa  sou  otbsr  r*llaioMi  mtUn  and  stbers),  aad  all  mii- 
pn«Bd«,  coaibiaailoaa,  or  mlitttrM  ef  wlil«b  say  M«ti  eoapeaad  >•  tli« 
ronpvnast  lasUrUI  ot  ihM  vsio*  i 

(1)  la  MoriM,  dkMU.  ro4N.  tutiM,  powder,  SakM,  brtqoeU,  or  otbw 
torm»,  wh0itmr  or  oot  solloldHl,  aot  aud*  lato  Salalwd  or  partly  iatstotf 
■  rtU'li^,  40  (••niM  p»r  pi>uad,  ttrmpt  ibst  ir«iiiip«r*at  ithMrtM  aM»r«  th<iB 
th^•«  «n<* tti/>«MBdtba  of  1  Inili  and  But  more  tban  tbirty'two  oiii>< 
IhouMiidtha  of  1  Inch  In  tblcfcn<*M  aball  Iw  nubjaat  to  duly  at  tb«  rajta 
•f  OO  svats  par  peand. 

Mr.  KINO.    What  Is  that? 

Mr.  MMOOT.  That  la  celluloae  compoonda  lo  bkicka,  abaa^, 
rods,  tnbaa,  powder,  flakes,  and  mo  forth. 

Tlie  PBEHIDING  OFFK^fBR.  The  qtiaatlon  Is  on  affreel4g 
to  tba  amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLKTTE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  tha  fleiia 
from  rtah  to  explain  the  reason  why  the  committaa  Increai 
tba  IIoQse  rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  ITesident  I  will  state  in  the  beginning 
that  the  act  of  liK22  carries  a  rate  of  40  cents  a  pound,  and 
House  increased  that  rate  to  4S  cents  a  pound.    The  Sei 
cooMitftee  amendment  increases  it  to  50  cents  a  pound. 

The  most  Important  recent  development  in  the  pyroxylin 
duatry  Is  the  conunercial  production  of  transparent  sheets  bf 
celluloid  for  use  in  safety  gla.ss,  which  consists  of  a  sheet  of 
pyroxylin  cemented  between  two  sheets  of  plate  or  sheet  glai  is, 
used  mostly  ha  automobiles.  The  principal  use  of  the  glass  is 
for  windshields  in  automobiles,  and  many  cars  use  the  glass  ftn 
side  doors  and  windows.  It  is  probable  that  this  material  will 
be  used  in  pnUic  carriera,  such  as  electric  cars,  railroad  trail  is, 
and  buHses. 

There  are  four  manufacturers — three  plants  located  in  N<  w 
Jersey  and  one  in  Massachusetts.  In  addition  there  are  six 
producers  of  safety  glass,  who  use  the  celluloid  sheets  and  plat  es 
of  sheet  glass  as  raw  material. 

The  production  in  1929,  based  on  the  rate  ai  output  in  St  p- 
tonber  of  this  year,  Is  estimated  at  1,500,000  pounds,  and  t  le 
Imports  at  approximately  800,000  pounds.  In  other  words,  ma  re 
than  half  of  the  amount  of  this  glass  used  in  the  United  States 
is  Imported  into  the  country ;  and  it  is  a  new  article,  as,  of 
course,  all  the  Senators  know. 

If  all  automobiles  used  iwfety  glass  throughout  over  20,000.(IX) 
pounds  of  tran.sparent  sheets  would  be  required  each  year  )y 
this  industry  alone.  This  amount  of  safety  sheets  would  :  'e- 
qulre  about  10.000,000  pounds  of  cotton  linters,  25,000.000  poun  in 
of  acids,  such  as  nitric  and  sulphuric,  10,000.000  pounds  of 
alcohol,  and  between  4.000,000  and  5,000,000  pounds  of  camphor. 

Imports  of  tran.sparent  pyr^nylin  sheets  originate  chiefly  ^ 
Germany,  the  price  of  which  is  65  cents  as  compared  with  t^e 
domestic  cost  of  $1.14  to  $1.20  per  pound. 

Recently  the  production  of  these  sheets  has  begun  In  Japdn, 
one  of  the  principal  celluloid-manufacturing  nations  in  t  le 
world,  where  the  low  labor  cost  and  the  advantage  of  cheip 
camphor  favor  a  low  cost  of  production.  Senators  know  tli  at 
the  home  of  camphor  is  in  Japan.  They  also  know  that  t  le 
labor  cost  in  Japan  is  lower  than  in  almost  any  other  place  in 
the  worhl ;  and  they  have  started  the  manufacture  of  this  safi^y 
l^aas. 


The  provision  in  paragraph  31  (b)  (1) — 
except  that  transparent  aheeta  more  than  three  one-thousandths  of  1 
Inch  and  not  more  than  thirty-two  one-thousandths  of  1  inch  la  thlck- 
nev  Bhall  be  anbject  to  duty  at  the  rate  of  50  cents  per  pound— 
covers  transparent  sheets  used  for  safety  glass,  and  tliat  only. 
All  other  pyroxylin  sheets  are  dutiable  at  40  cents  a  pound. 
That  is  the  same  rate  as  in  the  act  of  1922. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  hear  the  reason 
that  the  Senator  gave  for  the  increa.se  over  the  House  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  importatiom?  now  are  over  one-tliird  of  all 
that  has  been  used  up  to  date.  This  product  has  been  used  only 
in  automobile  windshields  up  to  the  present  time;  but  it  is 
being  manufactured  now  in  Germany,  and  all  of  these  800,000 
potinds  come  from  Germany.  Plants  for  its  manufacture  are 
now  being  erected  in  Japan,  however.  It  is  for  that  reason, 
and  that  only,  that  the  duty  is  increased. 

We  had  no  objections  whatever  to  the  Increase  from  the  auto- 
mobile people.  an<l  they  nae  about  the  whole  of  it  Of  course,  if 
all  automobiles  used  this  kind  of  glass  it  would  require  the 
amount  of  cotton  linters  and  nitric  and  sulphuric  acid  that  I 
have  already  stated,  and  It  would  be  a  wonderful  Industry  In 
this  country.  I  think  after  a  while  all  of  the  best  nutomobiles, 
at  least,  will  uac  this  glass. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  aee 
this  safety  gltum  at  a  price  where  even  tboae  who  rldo  in  the 
cheaper  cars  could  Im*  as  well  protectfd  from  aci'Identft  due  tu 
flying  glaas  ax  th«>fK>  who  ride  In  the  more  expenNlvp  carM. 

Mr.  MMOOT.  I  saw  a  notice  the  other  day  that  from  now  on 
the  front  abidd  of  tha  Ford  automolilla  will  \m  made  of  thta 
klad  of  glaaa.  A  positive  statitneut  to  that  effect  was  mada  In 
the  prsMM  tha  other  day. 

Mr,  LA  FolJ.F/rrK,  Y«s,  Mr.  President ;  but  w«  do  not 
know  whet  Iter  that  will  lie  ponMlhlo  or  not  if  tlia  rota  rucom' 
raanded  hy  lh4*  coniinittee  goes  into  eftect 

Mr.  IlINUHAM.    Mr.  President,  how  many  poundM  are  thara 
In  a  windshield?   Thi*re  i«  about  half  a  pound,  Im  there  not? 
Mr.  HM(M)T.    It  la  more  than  that,  Mr.  Preaidant. 
Mr.  BINGHAM.    It  la  »  thin  atrip  that  goaa  between  the  two 
pieeea  of  glaaa.    It  welgha  almost  nothing. 
Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President  wlU  tite  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Yea. 

Mr.  EDGE.  As  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will.  note,  the 
increase  recommende<l  is  5  per  cent  ad  valorem,  which  la  not  a 
very  aericius  Increase ;  and  If  he  will  study  the  cost  sheeta— I  am 
informed  by  the  representative  of  the  Tariff  Commission  that 
they  made  a  special  inquiry  because  of  this  being  a  new  prod- 
uct— he  will  find  the  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  does  not  represent 
the  difference  between  the  cost  of  the  German  product  and  the 
American  proflutt. 
Mr.  L.\  FOLLETTE.  This  is  a  per  pound  rate. 
Mr.  EDGE.  Fifty  cents  per  pound — I  made  a  misstatement 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  astonished  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey,  in  whose  State  three  of  these  fortunate  manufac- 
turers reside,  should  not  realize  what  a  boon  he  has  brought  to 
New  Jersey  by  the  action  of  the  committee,  and  I  hope  the 
Senator  will  not  run  down  his  accomplishments  to  too  great  an 
extent. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  must  of  course,  accept  the  scolding  of  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  I  misstated  the  rate  as  50  i)er  cent 
instead  of  50  cents  a  pound ;  but  the  main  reason  for  my  invit- 
ing the  attention  of  the  Senator  was  the  fact  that  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Tariff  Commission  advised  me  that  they  have 
made  a  special  inquiry  because  of  the  more  recent  development 
of  this  product,  and  that  tlie  recommended  rate  did  not  cover 
the  difference  l)etween  the  cost  in  our  country  and  the  cost  of 
the  imported  article. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  understand  that;  but,  with  all  due 
respect  to  the  Investigation.s  which  have  been  made — and  I  am 
not  criticizing  them — nevertheless,  these  rush  investigations 
which  have  been  made  in  conjunction  with  the  preparation  of 
this  bill,  and  to  meet  the  situation  presented  by  the  pa.H.sage  of 
the  bill,  are  not  iuvestigation.s  of  the  thorough  nature  and 
character  and  are  not  as  final  as  they  would  lie  if  they  were 
properly  conducted  investigations  by  the  commission,  where  all 
of  the  time  necessary  to  arrive  at  the  complete  data  would  be 
afforded. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  If  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  permit 
me,  I  am  raising  the  point  concerning  this  Increase  merely  be- 
cause it  seems  to  me  that  we  ought  to  have  the  facts  to  Justify 
such  a  rate,  because  here  we  are  imposing  a  penalty  upon 
safety  in  the  equipment  of  automobiles  with  this  glass;  and  I 
say  in  all  seriousness  that  with  the  growing  increase  In  the  use 
of  the  automobile,  and  the  increase  in  accidents  which  is  a 
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natural  result  from  the  Increase  in  tiie  number  of  cars,  the 
Senate  ahould  be  certain  that  the  action  which  is  taken  in  this 
matter  is  Justified. 

Mr.  BLAINE  and  Mr.  SMOOT  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  L>oes  the  Senator  from  Wla- 
consin  yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield  first  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I  can  quaUfy  as  a  wit- 
ness in  this  matter.  I  found  it  necessary  just  the  other  wee^ 
to  replace  the  wind.'^hield  of  my  own  car,  and  in  obtaining  quo- 
tations upon  the  sire  of  glass  necessary  for  the  windshield,  I 
found  that  this  nonshatterable  giAna  would  coet  $^  at  retail. 
I  do  not  know  an3rtbing  about  the  wholesale  price.  I  chose  to 
put  in  the  ordinary  glass,  which  cost  $10. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  may  I  call  the  Senator's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  duty  here  is  an  increase  of  6  cents 
a  pound  on  a  mat«-ial  that  is  0.032  of  an  inch  thick,  a  sh^t  of 
which  large  enouj^  to  go  between  the  two  plates  of  an  auto- 
mottlle  windshield  would  not  weigh  over  a  pound,  and  the  in- 
creased cost  per  automobile  would  not  be  over  5  cents. 

Mr.  BLAINB.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  I  am  just  fiving 
personal  teatlmony  that  came  to  me  by  reason  of  my  experience. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tlie  charge  for  that  windahidd  la  in  proportion 
to  the  charge  for  the  autouiublle  ItM'lf.  I  would  not  dare  to 
make  a  gueM  aa  to  what  is  the  amount  made  upon  an  automo- 
bile between  the  ci>at  and  what  the  ctmaumer  pays. 

Mr.  BAUKLEY.    Mr.  PrwUdeut 

The  PREHIDING  OFFICER.  I>ooa  tbu  Sanator  frooi  Wla* 
conain  yield  to  the  H4*nator  from  Kentuck/t 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield 

Mr.  BAUKLEY.  I  am  unnbla  to  undaraUnd  what  baala 
there  la  for  an  increaae  on  a  product  of  which  wa  produce  orer 
17,000,000  pounda  and  Import  121,000  poundi. 

Mr.  8M0OT.    That  U  not  tba  Item  at  all. 

Mr.  BAUKLEY.  Tba  Tariff  Commlaalon  raporta  that  it  !• 
the  Item. 

Mr,  8M00T.  The  Senator  la  refarrlnff  to  tba  wrong  kind  of 
celluloid. 

Mr.  OEOROB.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  speak  a 
Uttla  louder.  I  want  to  have  aooiethiug  to  aay  about  thia  matter, 
and  I  am  going  to  b«  wholly  In  the  dark  uztleaa  the  Senator  will 
apeak  a  little  louder. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  let  me  aay  to  my  colleague  that 
this  item  can  not  be  disposed  of  to-night  because  I  shall  oppoae 
the  Increase,  and  I  desire  to  present  some  facta  for  the  consid- 
eration of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  being  the  case,  there  is  no  need  of  dia- 
cussing  it  any  further  to-night,  and  I  move  that  we  take  a 
recess  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow. 

SBCEBS 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Senate  (at  6  o'clock  and 
48  minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  recees  until  to-mM-row,  Friday,  Octo- 
ber 25,  1920,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thitrsdat,  October  £4,  1929 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Clerk,  Hon.  William  Tyler  Page,  who  read  the  following 
communication  from  the  Speaker: 

TBa  Spbakbb's  Rooms, 
Houaa  or  RaPRBSBKTATiTcs  or  thx  United  Btatss, 

WaahimoUm,  D.  C-,  Octobmr  H,  J9t9. 
The  Clbbk  or  ths  Hoosb  or  KaFacsBNTATivBS : 

I  hereby  designate  the  Hon.  C.  Wiluam  RAMsaraB  aa  Speaker  pro 
tempore  for  this  day. 

Nicholas  Lonowobth, 
Bpeaker  Souae  of  RepmmUat^ve: 

Mr.  RAMSEY  BK  took  the  chair  as  Speaker  pro  tempore. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.     The  Chapiain  will  offer  iwtiyer. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Sbera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

We  need  a  refuge,  O  God,  and  we  praise  Thee  that  we  find  It 
in  Thy  fatherhood.  We  thank  Thee  tot  the  tana  and  the  power 
and  the  love  of  Him  who  gave  His  life  for  us.  We  are  made 
better  by  hearkening  to  His  counsels  and  heeding  His  precepts. 
O  bless  us  with  His  mercy,  pity,  and  peace.  Let  us  know  Him, 
and  wisdom  will  surely  linger.  We  would  have  this  be  our  chief 
desire.  We  ask  this  for  Thy  glory  and  for  the  Inspiration  of 
our  daily  lives,  of  which  Jesus  Christ  the  Lord  of  heavec  and 
earth,  Is  pledge  and  proof.     Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  October  21,  1020, 
was  read  and  an;HK>ved. 


A  message  from  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Craven,  Its  principal  derk. 
announced  that  the  Senate  had  on  October  15,  1828^  paaeed  the 
following  resolution: 

SeiMite  ReaolaHon  1S4 

Rrmolr^A,  That  the  Senate  haa  heard  with  profound  aortow  the  aa- 
BoaBoeDent  of  ttie  death  of  the  Hob.  Lbsub  jAsraa  Sssblb,  late  a 
Repreaaatattve  from  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Rctolitd,  That  the  Secretary  commanicatc  theae  reaolutlons  to  tha 
Boose  of  Rapnaeotatlves  and  tranamit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  fanllj  «t 
the  deceaaad. 

Retotvoi,  Ttiat  aa  a  farther  niark  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  tba 
deceaaad  the  Senate  do  now  take  a  reeeaa  ootil  11  o'clock  a.  ai.  te> 
BK>rrow. 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  Senate  bad  passed 
bills  of  the  following  titles,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested: 

S.  1764.  An  act  to  grant  the  consent  of  CongreM  to  the  High- 
way Department  of  the  State  of  Tennessee  to  maintain  a  bridge 
across  the  French  Broad  Rlrer  on  the  Newport-Aabevllle  (N.  O.) 
Road  near  the  town  of  Del  Rio  in  (Vx'ke  Onmty,  Tenn. ;  and 

8. 1816.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and  com* 
pletlng  the  conatmctlon  of  a  bridge  acroaa  the  Miaalaalppl  River 
at  or  near  Wabaaba,  Minn. 

AMOWHUmt 

Mr.  IIAWLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  mora  that  tba  Bovaa  do  now 
adjoom. 

Tba  motion  waa  agraad  to;  aoeordinglr  (at  IS  o'rtoek  and  8 
minuti'H  p.  m.)  the  llouxe,  under  IIouh«*  Ui<«olution  &0,  adjoornad 
until  Monday,  October  88,  IMS,  at  18  o'dock  noon. 

PUnUC  BILLS  AND  KBSOLUTIONS 

rnder  efaoaa  8  of  Bala  XXII,  puMle  bflla  and  raaolntiona 
were  Introduced  and  aarerall j  rafWrad  aa  followa : 

Ry  Mr.  HOUSTON  of  Dataware:  A  bill  (H.  B.  47ST)  to 
antboriia  sale  of  Iron  pier  In  Delaware  Bay  near  Lawaa,  Dat; 
to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

By  Mr.  BCHAFBR  of  Wlaeonaln:  A  Mil  (H.  &  476S)  to 
amend  Public  Act  006,  Seventieth  Congress;  to  the  Committee 
on  Worid  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4760)  to  amend  section  5  of  tiie  World  War 
veterans'  act  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  World  War 
Veterana'  Legislation. 


PBIVATB  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  BLOOM:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4770)  granting  an  Increasa 
of  pension  to  Frank  Miller ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R.  4771)  for  the  reUef  of  Flora  Tost  (Klinaw- 
ski) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4772)  for  the  relief  of  John  Fleckstein; 
to  the  C<MnmIttee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  CHALMERS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4773)  granUng  a  pension 
to  Josiah  W.  Brewer;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CLARKE  of  New  York:  A  bill  (H.  B.  4774)  granting 
an  increase  of  pension  to  Lillie  A.  Howard;  to  the  C<xnmittee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  COCHRAN  of  Missouri:  A  bill  (H.  R.  477S)  for  the 
relief  of  Oscar  R.  Witte ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4776)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  B. 
Hitchcock :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CRADDOCK :  A  biU  (H.  R.  4777)  grunting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Albert  Long;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensiona. 

By  Mr.  DEMPSET:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4778)  for  the  relief  of  G. 
Ellas  A:  Bro.  (Inc.) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  FITZGERALD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4779)  granting  an  in- 
crease of  pulsion  to  Jacob  Myers ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FRBAB:  A  biU  vH.  R.  4780)  granUng  an  increeae  of 
pension  to  Harriet  B.  Townsend;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensicma 

By  Mr.  GAMBRILL:  A  biU  (H.  R.  4781)  for  the  reUef  of 
James  A.  Blu^ord  and  Joaqihine  E.  Blueford ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  HUDSON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4782)  granUng  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Mary  B.  Sly;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  HUDSPBTH:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4783)  granting  a  pension 
to  Mary  D.  Cowgill;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  KORELL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4784)  granting  a  jKnaioB  to 
Robert  B.  Scott;  to  ttie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensiona. 
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B7  Mr.  LEECH:  A  Mil  (H.  R.  4785)  irruitins  an  incroue 


October  25 


of 


pensioD  to  Jessie  T.  Gray ;  to  the  Committee  on  luTalid  P^n 
■ions. 

A\ao.  a  bill  (H.  R.  4788)  granting  an  increaae  of  pension  to 
Thresa  Misbler ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4787)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Belinda  Bender ;  to  the  Committee  on  Inralld  Pensiooa. 

By  Mr.  McCLINTOCK  of  Ohio:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4788)  grantihg 
a  pension  to  Jennie  Ditch ;  to  the  Committee  on  Inralid  P^o 
•tons 

By  Mr.  McRETNOLDS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4789)  granting  a  p^ 
•Ion  to  Hettie  Bell :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  PemAona. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  K.  4790)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Loreiia  P.  IVArmand ;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Panslons. 

Alw>,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4791)  granting  a  pension  to  Beatrice 
Opiielln  Simmons ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  MURPHT:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4792)  granting  an  increi^ 
o(  pension  to  Maria  J.  Morrison;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  a.  4798)  gnntlng  an  Increase  of  pension  |to 
Ella  J.  Atkinson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ROMJUK:  A  biU  (H.  R.  4794)  granting  a  penaloa  Ito 
William  H.  Masterson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

AlHo.  a  bill  (H.  R.  4796)  granting  a  pension  to  Esther  Eli^- 
beth  Atteberry ;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ROWBOTTOM :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4796)  granting  an  In 
crease  of  pension  to  Mary  M.  Brady ;   to  the  Committee  \m 
Invalid  Penaioos. 

By  Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4797)  graft- 
ing a  pension  to  George  Fleischhacer ;  to  the  Committee  pn 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SHORT  of  Missouri:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4796)  granting 
pension  to  Ira  Roberts ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensioi  is. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  West  Virginia :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4799)  for  t  le 
relief  of  James  Johnson :  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affal  s 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4800)  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  B.  Coo^ ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4801)  for  the  relief  of  tbe  Ganley  Bridke 
Baptist  Church,  of  Gauley  Bridge,  Fayette  County,  W.  Va. ;  ito 
the  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4802)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  |to 
Minnie  V.  Cobbs ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SNELL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4803)  granUng  an  increase  bf 
pension  to  Mary  Parris;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensioi  ls 

AUto,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4804)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  [to 
EUza  A.  Goodell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4805)  granting  a  pension  to  Nettie  Cha^ 
paigne ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SOMERS  of  New  York:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4806)  granting 
a  pension  to  James  Dillon  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4807)  granting  an  increase  of  pension 
Mary  r.  Perrin :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SWING:  A  biU  (H.  R.  4806)  for  tbe  reUef  of  M4d 
dux  Air  Lines  ( Inc. ) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  VINCENT  of  Michigan:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4809)  granti^ 
n  pension  to  Hugo  Frie ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII.  petitions  and  papers  were  l^id 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  a.<(  follows : 

757.  By  Mr.  LEHLBACH:  Petition  to  Increase  Civil  Wfcir 
veterans'  poislons ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


SENATE 
FsiDAT,  October  £5,  1929 
(LepiiUtive  dav  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929) 
T1>e  Senate  naet  at  10  o'dock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  t|ie 

Mr.  FBS8.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quon^n. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  clerk  will  call  the  n  U. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  tbe  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  names: 


All«n 

Carsiray 

Ashunt 

OoBBsUy 

Bsrklcy 

CopeUad 

Blnsham 

Cousens 

Black 

CntUog 

Blaloe 

Dale 

Blcas* 

Denecn 

Btirtxh 

DiU 

Brsttoo 

Edge 

Bfock 

F^M 

BrooUiart 

Fisteber 

Frasler 

Cap9«r 

George 

OUlett 

Heflln 

OUsa 

Howell 

Olena 

Joluiaon 

Goff 

Jones 

OoMsboroiicta 

Kean 

OouM 

Kendrtck 

Greene 

Kltm 
LdiFollette 

Harrle 

Harrlsoa 

McKellar 

Hastlnn 
HatfleSr 

MeMsater 
McMsry 

Us  wee 

Mogee 

HajdSB 

Morbeck 

to 


Norrle 

Robinson,  Ark 

oSdie 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Sackett 

Orermaa 

8cball 

Patterson 

Sheppard 

Phlppe 

Sbortridge 

Pine 

Simmons 

Ranadell 

Smitb 

Beed 

Bmoot 

Walcott 
Walsh,  Maas. 
Walah.  Mont 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 


Steiwer 

Swan.son 

Tboniaa,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Towntieiid 

Trammell 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tnnpore.  Elghty-flve  Senators  baring 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  Is  present. 

aaroBTB  oir   iroiciifATioxs 

Mr.  JONES,  as  in  open  executive  session,  from  the  Committee 
on  Commerce,  rep<.)rted  nominations  in  the  Coast  Guard  and  the 
Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  which  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 

Mr.  PHIPP8,  as  in  open  executive  session,  from  the  OHnmit- 
tee  on  Post  Ofllces  and  Post  Roads,  reported  sundry  postal  nomi- 
nations, which  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Executive 
Calendar. 

BILLS   INTBODUCIS 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  flmt  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  JONES : 

A  bill  (S.  1948)  to  amend  the  World  War  adjusted  compensa- 
tion act,  1924 ;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  COPELAND: 

A  bill  (S.  1949)  for  the  relief  of  Messrs.  M.  Aronin  &  Sons; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  WATSON: 

A  bill  (S.  1950)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary  M. 
Cherry  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  REED: 

A  bill  (S.  1951)  granting  a  pension  to  Sadie  Stepp;  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BROUSSARD : 

A  bill  (S.  1952)  providing  a  nautical  $<chooI  at  the  port  of  New 
Orleans,  La. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

A  bill  (S.  1953)  providing  for  the  examination  and  prelimi- 
nary survey  of  Bayou  Cocodrie,  Bayou  Courtableau,  Bayou 
Boeuf,  and  Bayou  Teche,  in  the  State  of  Louisiana  ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee <Mi  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  McKELLAR : 

A  bill  (S.  1954)  providing  insurance  rrfief  for  certain  World 
War  soldiers ;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON : 

A  bill  (S.  1955)  for  the  relief  of  Maddux  Air  Lines  (Inc.)  ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

AMKNDMENTS   TO  THE  T.VBirr  BILL 

Mr.  COPELAND  submitted  two  amendments  and  Mr.  LA 
FOLLETTE  and  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho  each  subualfted  an 
amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  them,  respectively,  to 
House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which  were  severally 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

WOBLO   PBACB 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President,  I  a^  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  from  the  New  York  World 
of  the  13th  instant  entitled  "A  Law  Making  It  Unsafe  to  Start  a 
War."  It  is  by  Prince  Holm,  of  Denmark,  a  noted  explorer, 
lecturer,  and  war  correspondent. 

There  being  no  objection,  tbe  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Racoao,  as  follows : 

[F*rom  the  New  York  World.  Sunday,  October  13,  1929] 

A  Law  Makino  It  Unsah  to  Stast  a  Wab— Pbincb  Holm's  Proj«ctbd 
Plan  Would  Conscbipt  Rulbbs,  Ministbbs  or  Statb.  Lboislatois, 
A!«>  All  Othcbs  Fatoeiwo  CoNrLicT  roB  First-Unb  Tbsnches — 
No  MoKB  Wabs,  Sats  Col.  E.  H.  House,  ir  All  Nations  Bnactbo 
Proposal  into  Law — Othbb  Pbominb.xt  Mbn   Indobsb  Pboposition 

(The  naval-disarmament  possibilltips  which  bare  resulted  from  the 
meeting  of  President  Hoover  and  Premier  MacDonald  bare  made  the 
problem  of  nniversal  peace  the  most  generally  discussed  of  any  in  tbe 
realm  of  International  affairs.  The  World  herewith  presents  the  most 
drastic  scheme  for  abolishing  war  which  has  thus  far  been  pat  Into 
legal  phraseology.  The  author  is  a  distinguished  Danish  explorer, 
lecturer,  and  war  correspondent.  His  plan  is  presented  not  aa  represent- 
ing tke  views  of  the  World  bat  because  of  its  general  public  Interest.) 
By  Frits  Vllbelm,  Prince  Holm 

Slacc  tbe  so-called  "great "  war  of  1914-1919  we  have  beard  more  of 
psaee  than  ever,  and  the  voices  in  favor  of  peace  teem  to  emanate  ovt 
only  (roB  vote-gleaning,  professional  statesmen-politicians,  but  also 
from  the  patient  man  in  tbe  street.  Assuming,  then,  govemoent  by 
Bujorlty  to  be  the  obvious  tread  of  tbe  tines,  bunualty  ought  to  ba 
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CBtltlMl  to  peace  for  a  wbfle.  even  to  permanent  peace.  If  tiist  be  a 
gesnlae  dealderatam  of  tbe  majority. 

More  than  13  years  ago  Woodrow  Wilson  was  renominated  by  tbe 
Democratic  Party  for  the  Presidency  and  was  precariously  reelected, 
thanks  to  tbe  campaign  alogan  :  **  He  kept  us  out  of  war !  " 

Within  a  month  of  embartlng  upon  bis  second  administration,  which 
event  happened  on  Marcb  4,  1917,  Wilaon  went  to  CongreM  and 
demanded  authority  to  wage  war  on  tbe  Oermans. 

OBBAMBD   or   ABOLITION    OB    WAB 

Often  In  tboM  days,  both  In  Burope  and  in  Amerlce,  «ld  I  dreaa  ol 
tbe  poaalbUlty  of  tbe  world  reaching  a  potat  ot  devdopmest  when  war 
would  become  rrttrleted  or  dooe  away  with ;  and  during  the  early  sprlag 
of  1917  It  forclUy  ooeorrtd  to  me,  opon  returning  to  New  Tork  tnm 
Bome.  that  tbera  nalgbt  eveotuaJly  be  a  way  out.  provided  tbe  electorate 
were  to  give  Its  energetic  sopportr-a  thing  ever  bard  of  accoasplisbmeat. 

It  etrscfc  me  even  tbea.  perbapa  only  In  a  dim  fashloa  as  to  detatle, 
tkat  la  ease  tbe  United  Btatce  bad  bad  on  Ite  statute  books  a  law. 
which  exactly  covered  tbe  ease  of  tbe  sexagenarian  WUaoo  jotnlag  tbe 
Allies  aa  an  aaw>clate ;  and  If  eseh  a  law  had  aade  It  compulsory  for 
tbe  Individuals,  legally  and  morally  rcspondble  for  tbe  country's  pre- 
cipitation into  a  eUtw  of  war,  to  flgbt  In  such  war  as  common  aoldiers, 
more  thought  woeld  have  been  expended  by  Wlleon.  by  CVrngreee,  by  bla 
Cabinet,  and  by  a  few  others,  whose  high,  comfortable,  political  oOeee 
woald  have  deteriorated  under  said  law  into  a  blHet  aboaid  a  aabmartne, 
or  In  a  treacb  dugout,  or  in  a  ponuit  plane,  before  rbetorldanising 
tbetr  Republic  Into  participation  at  Armageddon. 

Predarty  the  aame  obeervatloB,  of  course,  applies  to  any  and  all  of 
tbe  powers  that  went  to  war  in  the  summer  of  1914.  In  fact,  had  a 
law  like  the  one  outlined  below  existed  In  Austria,  the  ultimatum  of 
July  28.  1»14,  would  have  been  less  arrogant,  faowever  great  Serbia's 
provocation,  and  no  war  would  have  been  resorted  to.  England  and 
Germany  alw  would  have  stayed  at  home,  as  would  Russia  and  France, 
under  the  projected  law,  and  no  World  War  wonld  have  ensued. 

Eleven  yeart  after  Wilson  signed  up  with  the  Allies  under  authority 
from  Congress,  his  right-hand  man.  Col.  EJdward  M.  House,  who  spent 
much  time  in  ETurope  during  the  war  as  personal  representatlTe  of  the 
President,  received  from  me,  as  did  some  3,500  other  persons  of  stand- 
ing, the  draft  of  a  "projected  law  "  for  tbe  abolition  of  war  from  within. 
On  May  22.  1928,  Colonel  House  wrote  me : 

"  Thank  yod  for  sending  me  a  copy  of  projected  law. 

"There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  if  such  a  measure  were  on  the 
statute  books  of  every  nation  in  the  worid  there  would  be  no  further 
wars. 

"  I  have  long  held  the  belief  that  those  responsible  for  the  making  of 
war  ebouM  share  In  Its  physical  discomforts  and  danger." 

AOKBEO    with    him    IK    PBINCIPUB 

In  other  worda.  President  Wilaon's  alter  ego  of  bygone  days  agrees  in 
principle  with  my  plan,  flrat  by  aaylng  that  were  It  poaaible  to  enact 
aoch  a  law  everywhere,  war  woald  be  done  away  with;  aeeondly,  by 
inUmating  that  he  would  have  been  agreeable  to  the  proposition  of 
shipping  tbe  Cabinet  and  Ooagress,  as  weU  aa  a  few  otbera.  ooder  my 
"  proj4icted  law, '  to  war  as  private*  la  the  Army  or  Navy. 

Colonel  Uoose  doea  not  atand  alone  In  favoring  me  with  his  opiaion. 
Others  who  have  indorsed  the  Uw  are  President  Hamilton  Holt  of 
KoUina  College;  Prof.  Harry  Elmer  Bamea.  of  Smith  College;  Major 
and  General  Barou  Schoenaich,  president  of  tbe  German  Peace  Society. 

The  aeventh  revised  edition  of  my  plan  foUows : 

-  Whereas  the  elected  repreaeataUvea  of  this  nation,  lawfully  aaaem- 
bled  for  the  purpose  of  their  legisUtive  duties,  find  a  growing  desire  on 
tbe  part  of  mankind  to  abolish  war  in  order  to  avoid  its  disaatrous  con- 
aequences  to  neutral,  Tanquiahed,  and  victor  alike ;  and 

•*  Whereas  the  existing  Instruments  for  that  purpose,  fbr  example, 
courts  of  arbitration,  treaUee  of  amity  or  preference,  attempta  at  limi- 
tation of  armamenta.  aaaocUtions  or  leagues  of  nations,  peace  propa- 
ganda and  peace  societies,  and  tbe  haxardous  profesalon  of  diplomacy 
are  admittedly  inaufllcient  for  said  purpoee ;  and 

"  Whereaa  it  la  felt  that  war  Is  never  caused  by  the  public  at  large, 
but  through  misdirected  power,  or  mistaken  patriotlam,  or  personal  am- 
Wtlon  of  the  minority  roling  claas,  vis,  tbe  head  of  the  state  and/or  his 
goverument ;  and 

*•  Whereaa  this  nation  wishea  to  become  the  first  to  enact  a  law  that 
forever  aboiiahes  war,  which  no  set  pbraeeology  or  idealistic  tendency 
can  arbltrarUy  "  outlaw  "  :  Now,  therefore  be  it 

"  Reaolved.  That  in  case  this  nation  at  any  time  becomes  involved 
in  armed  ooalUct  or  war  with  anottier  nation,  or  faction  of  another 
nation,  whether  tor  defftnalve,  aggreaslve,  repreasive,  imperiallatlc,  or 
other  purpose,  the  foUowiag  measures  sbaH.  within  10  houra  after  the 
beginning  of  boetUltles  and/or  the  formal  decUring  of  war,  be  carried 
into  elTect,  to  wit : 

♦Ma)  0«  the  priadpie  that  their  contfnoatkni  In  oOee  has  become 
whoUy  laadvlaable,  there  shall  be  conecrfpted  as  simple  soMlen  or  simple 
aaitort^  with  rank  of  prlvatee,  la  the  naUoa's  armed  forces  on  lead— 
althoogb  <aly  hi  the  InHaatry  eboek  troope— or  at  sea— although  oaly 
for  servlee  on  boarfl  sabaurlaea-«r  in  the  air.  for  tbe  earUest  possible 


4877 


participation  In  actual  hostilities  agafaist  tbe  enemy  under  Are,  the  fek 
lowing  persons: 

"<V  Th«i  head  of  the  etate,  if  male,  whether  president,  sovereign.  «r 
legeat. 

••(2)  AU  male  blood  reUtlvee  of  ttie  bead  of  the  state,  having  at> 
talned  the  age  of  IS  yeaia. 

"(S)  All  Btale  dvUlaa  omeiala.  and  all  miUtary,  naval,  and  air  offleera, 
attached  to  the  houeehold  of  the  bead  of  tbe  state. 

"(4)  The  priaae  minister  and  ether  secreUrlee  of  stote,  aa  weU  as  all 
ODder  and  aasUtaat  ascrstariee  of  atate.  of  the  Oovcnuseot,  except  the 
secretary  of  state  (or  peace,  hereinafter  SM^atioaed. 

"(6)  AU  male  repreacnUtlvee,  elected  by  the  nation  for  leglsiaUve 
work ;  L  a,,  all  aemben  of  parllasMotary  or  oeagreariooal  bodlea,  of  both 
lower  and  apper  bouses,  aacept  loeb  BMUbers  aa  voted  opeoly  agalaat 
said  araed  coaflict  or  war. 

"(6)  AU  bishop*  aad  prctates  or  eedeelastlcs  of  slaUas  rank,  of  the 
nation'*  cbnrcbss,  whether  state  cborcfaes  or  ao,  who  failed  publicly  to 
oppoee  said  armed  conflict  or  war." 

The  above  ealUtaianta  a*  private*  a««  f or  the  ducatloa  of  the  anaad 
eoaiUct  or  war  aad  ara  eoforoed  in  dlarogard  of  the  indlvldoal'a  age 
and/or  condition  of  health,  upon  which  the  oyilUry  aiedlca]  oAcera  will 
pas*  after  enlistment 

"(b)  There  sbaU  be  conacrtpted  as  simple  nuraee  or  eervaats  In  the 
DMdlcal  auxUlarles  of  the  army,  and  for  service  only  at  the  front  aa 
Dear  actual  hostilities  under  fire  aa  dressing  ■tationa  and/or  field  hoapt. 
tals  ara  eatablisbed,  the  foUowing  persona : 

"(7)  The  head  of  the  aUte.  If  female,  whether  pteaideat  sovereign,  es 
regent 

"(8)  AU  female  blood  relativee  of  the  head  of  the  etate  having  at- 
tained the  age  of  16  yeara,  and  all  male  reUtivea  according  to  a-2,  aa 
weU  aa  her  consort. 

"(8)  AU  female  offldala  attached  to  the  household  of  the  head  of  the 
state,  and  aU  male  functlonarlc*  according  to  a-S. 

"(10)  AU  female  repreaentatlvea,  elected  by  the  nation  for  l^latatlve 
work,  exc^t  each  as  voted  openly  against  aaid  armed  conflict  or  war. 

"(11)  AU  preaent  wivea,  aU  daoghten  of  preaent  marrtagea,  and  all 
aiatera,  provided  aaid  women  are  entitled  to  vote  at  general  electloaa, 
of  the  person*  mentioned  under  a  (l-C)." 

The  above  enlUtmenta  aa  aimple  nurses  or  servaata  ara  for  the  dara- 
tion  of  the  armed  conflict  or  war.  and  ara  enforced  In  disregard  of  the 
bidividual's  age  and/or  condiUon  of  health,  upon  which  the  miUUry 
medical  oflleen  will  pass  after  enlistment.  (Women,  however,  are  ex- 
empt from  enlistment  In  case  of  pregnancy  and/or  lactation  until  on* 
year  after  date  of  laat  confinement.) 

**(c)  Promotion  In  rank,  even  for  conspicuous  military  or  medical 
eervice.  Is  denied  the  persons  mentioned  under  (a)  and  (b)  forever; 
but  tbelr  services,  If  worthy,  may  be  recompeneed  with  available  na- 
tional decoration*. 

"(d)  The  oflldal  poaitiona  vacated  by  drafting  tbe  persons  under 
(a)  and  (b)  shall  be  filled  Immediately  by  thflr  preelected  or  preap- 
pointed deputy  sueresaon  a*  follows : 

"(12)  The  position  of  bead  of  state  1*  filled  by  the  tecretary  of  state 
for  peace,  hereinafter  mentioned. 

"(IS)  The  position  of  prime  minister  and  of  other  secretaries  of  state, 
Inchiding  under  and  assistant  secretaries  of  state,  are  fiUed  by  the 
socces*ors  chosen  for  that  purpose  at  the  preceding  general  electlona,  or 
by  prevloos  appointment  by  the  bead  of  state. 

"(14)  The  positions  of  the  elected  representatives  of  the  nation, 
except  those  who  voted  against  the  armed  conflict  or  war  in  question, 
and  who  therefore  remain  in  ofllce,  are  fiUed  by  their  deputy  successors,' 
designated  at  the  preceding  general  election* ;  and  be  It  further 

"  Reaolved,  That  no  armed  hostilities  of  any  kind  whatsoever  can  be 
commenced  without  a  two-thirda  vote  of  the  enUre  parliamentary  body, 
assembled  in  one  chamber,  cast  In  favor  of  Cfjmmcnclng  an  armed 
conflict  or  war,  whatever  Its  nature ;  aad  be  It  further 

"Retolved,  That  inaamuch  aa  war  wlU  become  extinguiahed  through 
tbe  present  law,  the  committee  on  disarmament  of  the  elected  repreeenta- 
tlves  of  tbe  natioa  be  forthwith  directed  to  draw  up  in  detaU  a  plan  for 
tbe  abolition  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  nation,  a  amaU  remnant  of 
which  BhaU  constitute  this  nation's  contribution  towsrd  such  lutema- 
tional  protecUve  police  force  aa  the  security  of  naUoa*  may  reqaira 
by  treaty  againat  piracy,  banditry,  etc. ;  and  be  It  further 

"Reaolved,  That  the  committee  on  cooatltutioaaj  ameodmente  of  the 
elected  representatives  of  the  nation  be  forthwith  directed  to  draw  up  a 
rcimrt  concerning  the  constitutional  changes,  if  any.  neceesitated  by 
the  preaent  Uw;  and  be  It  finally 

"Bmolved,  "niat  the  physical  eaforcemeot  of  this  law,  should  that 
Improbable  coatlngency  ever  arlae,  be  Intrusted  to  aa  anaed  body  of 
6,000  maie  voten,  aU  avowed  bellevera  In  peace,  to  be  organised  ba- 
OMdlately  by  the  principal  peace  sodetle*  of  the  eountry  under  the 
npervleloa  of  the  •ecretary  oi  etate  for  peace,  whoee  appointment  and 
depaiiiueat  are  provided  for  la  aa  anaex. 

"Amies:  Tbe  eablaet  portion  of  secretary  of  state  f^  peace  and  a 
departaseat  or  arinistry  of  peace  ara  hereby  created.  The  secretary  «i 
state  for  peace  take*  raat  la  tbe  eaUnet  laaMdiately  after  the  prlaa 
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■iBlater,  wboa*  olBee,  bowerer,  may  be  czezdaed  by 
■tate  for  peace.     Slmaltancoualy  the  poaitioaa  of  aecretaxy  of 
war  and  aecretary  of  aUte  for  the  navy  are  Biersad  Into  one, 
kBOwn  aa  aecreUry  of  atate  for  defense,  who  biencefortb  takea  the 
rank  la  the  cabinet." 

WOCLD  riMD  WAT  007  OW  DUMUUA 

Bhoold,  onder  thia  law,  the  rare  caae  arlae  where  a  kins  or  a 
dent  or  a  reigning  queen,  aa  wdl  aa  the  membera  of  hia  or  her  fi 
fovemBent,  or   parliament,   woald   prefer  staying  at  home  to  ju: 
OTcmlgbt  into  the  trenches,  they  would  find,  I  an  perfectly  conv 
an  easy  way  out  of  their  dilemma   by  maintalnlBg  peace  with 
adreraary. 

The  rreaHoo  of  the  o«ce  of  a  secretary  of  atate  for  peace 
coarse,  a  thing  that  shoald  have  been  undertaken  by  erery 
State  when  lt»  first  cabinet  was  formed.     SecreUriea  or  ministers 
labor  and  beaJtb  are  mostly  creations  of  yesterday.     Let  oa  see 
that  that  of  secretary  for  peace  takea  shape  to-morrow! 

Ami  here  we  finally  get  to  the  question  that  I  hare  so  often 
aaked   daring  the   past  year,   while   this   war-abolltlon   plan   has 
wending  Ita  alow  way  through  the  world's  prean:  How  la  thla 
•rer  going  to  be  enacted  Into  law? 

I  reply,  first  and  foremost,  that  an  International  campaign  for 
lag  the  oSce  of  secretary  of  state  fbr  peace  In  each  country, 
lays  claim  to  being  drlliaed  and  to  making  progress  toward  the 
nation    of   war    (they    all    do),    ought    universally    to    succeed, 
would  not  be  a  goTemment  llTlng  that  would  stand  np  and  infon  t 
world  that  it  did  not   particularly  need  a   secretary  for  peace, 
almoltaneoualy,  according  to  fashion,  adrocattng  peace  in  general. 

Needleaa  to  say.  the  duty  of  a  peace  mtalater  would  be  aolely 
tiTe  work  toward  the  elimination  of  war — not  by  flat  but  by 
leglalation. 

While  the  highly  desirable  international  propaganda  for  creatln  ; 
ofllce  of  secretary  of  atate  for  peace  In  erery  coantry  went  on, 
campaign,   more   national   In   acope,   abould   be   taken   np 
Throogh  It  the  electorate  should  be  informed  about  the  poasIbllltl|ea 
aboUahlog  war  by  enacting  a   law  like  the  one  I   submit  aboTC, 
similar  one;  alao  that  no  parliament  or  congresa  would  be  apt  to 
such  a  law  of  its  own  free  will,  bat  only  under  heavy  political 
vt  the  natloa'a  Toters^ 

Lvr  CHAUTT  tmaiK  at  hoki 

Peace  can  be  esUbllshed,  If  truly  wanted,  by  letting  charity  tiagin 
at  bone — In  thla  case  by  paaalng  a  law  In  each  coantry  InTolTliig  no 
new  treaties,  aa  the  World  of  New  York  ao  wUely  pointed  out  u  dla- 
enaaiag  my  plan  la  ita  laaoe  of  February  27,  1028,  but  enlisting  human 
natoi*  by  making  It  legally  obligatory  upon  the  war  makers  hem- 
aelTea  to  roah  to  war,  not  aa  commanders  In  ehlaf  with  private  an  bula- 
tory  flagpoles,  nor  aa  ataff  omamenta  with  alsnlHettes,  bot  aa  rajklaaa 
privatea  and  gory  combataata. 

Sven  were  we  to  lamglne  the  sltuatloa,  where  a  coantry  thai 
adopted  this  law  were  fairly  suddenly  (war  never  cooiaa  out  of  a  clear 
aky!)  attacked  by  another  coantry,  which  did  not  live  under  a  ainilar 
law,  tbe  attacked  country  woald  not  be  placed  la  any  materlall; '  dlf- 
fSrsat  posltloa  than  heretofore,  provided  It  had  not  wholly  disarmed, 
except  that  Ita  head  of  state,  together  with  his  esecntlve  and  leglal  kting 
paftacn,  woaM  go  to  war  as  privates,  while  their  poaltiona  were  auto- 
flMtieally  filled  by  persons  who  were  not  responaibls  for  lavitlni  [  the 
attack. 

Which  coantry,  I  wonder,  la  going  to  be  the  first  to  pan  a  law!  that 
abolishes  war  fkt>m  within?  It  risks  nothing  by  ao  doing!  And 
sorely  it  win  blase  an  open  trail  through  a  Jungle  of  pottticml  hypo  rriay 
hamboggery,  stupidity,  and  cowardice. 

.OBHHQ  THS  PtTBUC  DOMAIK  TO  THE  STATV» — ADBVBM  OT  SEliATOS 
~~~  BR^TTOIf,  or  NBW   UBKIOO 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President,  the  Seiator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Bkattor]  dethrered  an  Instructive  and 
interesting  address  over  a  national  wired  hook-up  from  itidio 
station  WMAL  last  evening,  concerning  the  snhject  of  "oding 
tike  irobllc  domain  to  the  States."  I  ask  that  it  may  be  printed 
in  the  RaooaD. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  It  la  so 
ordered. 

The  address  r^erred  to  is  as  follows : 

The  BUhiect  to  which  I  addreas  myself  and  invite  yoar  atteition. 
namely,  whether  the  unreserved  and  unaj^ropilated  land  eonstilDting 
the  pnbUe  domala  of  the  United  Statea  shall  be  ceded  to  the  Mveral 
States  In  which  it  is  located,  la  not  a  new  one.  StatesBen,  wi  Iters. 
and  speakers  have  advanced  their  beliefs  regarding  It  with  marker  eru' 
ditloa.  Accordingly,  I  shall  not  Indulge  the  hope  that  I  nay  aay 
tiling  new  touching  the  problem.  On  the  contrary,  I  shall  be  content 
If  I  may  be  able,  through  a  hurried  canvass  of  some  features  ct  the 
sitnatlon.  to  arrest  attention,  excite  curiosity,  pcwvoke  inquiry, 
aroase  a  desire  to  solve  the  problem  at  a  reasonably  early  date. 
it  win  he  foreBMwt  among  the  subjects  conaldared  daring  the  iorth- 
eomlag  regular  aesaion  of  Congress  is  patent  to  everyone  enjoying    any 
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degree  of  familiarity  with  existing  conditions.  This  will  not  be  the 
first  time  Congresa  has  dealt  with  It.  It  will  be  recalled  that  In  1833 
Henry  Clay  introduced  a  bill,  which  subsequently  passed  through  Con- 
gress, granting  all  public  land  to  the  SUtes.  It  received  a  pocket  veto 
at  the  hands  of  President  Jackson.  Bills  to  the  same  effect  have  been 
Introduced  and  urged  from  time  to  time  since.  Indeed,  several  are  now 
pending  In  the  Congress. 

Becauae  the  question  la  of  peculiar  vital  concern  to  the  States  within 
whose  borders  this  land  is  situated,  and  because  its  various  aspects  are 
relatively  little  understood  by  many  people  residing  in  other  States  who 
have  only  a  nominal  stake  in  the  problem,  with  the  consequent  result 
that  they  are  little  versed  in  its  intricadea,  it  may  be  well  to  state 
aome  of  the  salient  features  of  the  matter  at  hand.  Virtually  all  of 
the  land  in  question  is  situated  in  17  States ;  the  vast  majority  of  It 
la  to  be  found  within  11  of  these  States,  commonly  called  the  public-land 
Statea.  They  are  Arlsona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming.  The  area  em- 
bracea  190.000.(X>0  acrea  in  the  public  domain  proper ;  10.000,000  acres 
heretofore  withdrawn  by  Biecutive  order  of  the  President  for  stock 
driveways  and  stock  watering  places,  and  35,000,ooo  acres  likewise  wlth> 
drawn  by  Executive  proclamation  for  coal,  oil.  and  oil-shale  reserves, 
thus  making  a  toUl  well  in  excess  of  200,000,000  acres.  It  Is  larger 
than  the  combined  area  of  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Maryland,  Maasacbusetts,  New  Jersey,  West  Virginia,  and 
South  Carolina.  It  is  six  times  as  large  as  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 
Thia  does  not  Include  national  parks,  national  monumenta,  national 
forests,  Indian  reservations,  nor  lands  withdrawn  for  mineral  reserves, 
power  altea,  and  some  additional  reservatlona  relatively  smaU  in 
quantity. 

Speaking  in  even  numbers,  there  are  155,(X)0,000  acrea  in  forest 
reservea,  48.000,(M>0  acrea  in  Indian  reservations,  6,000,000  acres  in 
national  parka,  9,000,000  acres  in  stock  driveways,  7,000,000  acrea 
withdrawn  for  power  altes  and  claaaiflcations,  and  8.0O0.(X)0  acres  with* 
drawn  for  coal,  oil,  and  oU-sbale  reserves.  It  is  not  advocated  by 
anyone,  so  Car  aa  my  knowledge  extenda,  to  diaturb  the  autonomy  of 
land  heretofore  reserved  for  the  purposes  Just  enumerated  and  now 
devoted  to  auch  uaes.  Let  that  be  clearly  understood  lest  some  one 
Interested  In  preserving  our  forests  and  other  places  of  scenic  value, 
or  who  feels  a  deep  Interest  in  the  welfare  of  our  Indian  population 
abould  suffer  disturbance  of  mind  In  the  belief  that  the  matter  under 
diacuasion  involvea  a  propoaal  to  grant  or  disturb  those  lands.  That 
will  not  be  done.  The  proposal  concerna  only  unreaerved  and  unap- 
propriated land  now  constituting  the  public  domain. 

A  written  communication  addressed  by  the  President  to  Hon.  Joseph 
M.  Dixon,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  on  Auguat  21  last,  and 
by  the  latter  read  to  a  conference  of  governors  of  the  public-land  States 
held  at  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  on  the  26tb  and  27tb  days  of  that  month, 
gave  rlae  to  the  renews^  diacuaaion  which  Is  now  manifesting  itself 
in  aU  parts  of  the  country  throogh  press  comment  and  otherwise.  In 
his  letter  the  President  ragg<>sted  the  advisability  of  ceding  to  the 
States  the  surface  rights  to  this  land,  reserving  all  subsurface  mln- 
erala  to  the  S'ederal  Government.  In  order  that  the  direct  question, 
in  all  of  Its  aspects,  as  well  as  Its  several  related  subjects,  might  be 
thoroughly  and  adentifically  studied,  culminating  In  suggestions  made 
for  conaideratlon  in  connection  with  his  recommendations  to  Congress, 
the  President  expressed  himself  as  being  in  favor  of  the  appointment 
of  a  commlaalon  of  9  or  10  monbera.  at  leaat  5  of  whom  should  be 
chosen  from  leading  dtisena  residing  In  the  public-land  States,  and 
to  that  end  he  invited  the  governors  of  those  States  to  recommend 
persons  for  such  service.  It  is  my  understanding  that  the  governora 
have  nibmitted  their  recommendationa.  The  President  laat  week  named 
Hon.  Jamea  B.  Oarfleld,  Secretary  of  the  Interior  during  the  adminis- 
tration of  President  Boosevelt.  aa  chairman  of  the  commlaalon.  Others 
already  named  for  membership  Include  such  outstanding  men  as  Dr. 
Klwood  Mead,  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation ;  I.  M.  Brand- 
Jord,  commiaaioner  of  State  landa  and  investments  in  the  State  of 
Montana:  P.  K.  Tiffany,  superintendent  of  hydraulics  and  reclamation 
in  the  State  of  Washington  ;  George  W.  Malone,  State  engineer  of  the 
SUte  of  Nevada  ;  William  Peterson,  geologist  associated  with  the  State 
Agricultural  College  of  the  State  of  Uuh ;  I.  M.  Nash,  State  land  com- 
missioner of  the  State  of  Idaho ;  and  Charles  J.  Moynihan,  an  attorney 
of  note  In  Denver,  Colo.,  who  specialises  In  laud-olBce  and  forestry 
matters.  Other  members  will  be  subsequently  named.  In  addition  the 
President  has  announced  that  Secretaries  Wilbur  and  Hyde  will  aerve 
aa  ex  officio  members  because  of  the  Interest  the  Departments  of  the 
Interior  and  Agriculture  wiU  have  in  the  inquiry. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  commission  thus  designated  will  be 
charged  with  the  duty  of  making  an  exhanative  inquiry  into  the  direct 
and  related  phases  of  the  subject  matter  and  of  submitting  their  find- 
ings to  the  President  for  use  In  subsequent  consideration  of  the 
proposaL 

Let  ua  address  ourselves  to  the  reasona  which  find  support  In  the 
advocacy  of  passing  tiUe  to  this  land  to  the  States.  It  is  ray  belief 
that  the  moat  Important  factor  in  the  whole  equation  la  conaervatlon. 
Most  of  the  land  is  suited  only  for  graxing.  Its  value  for  this  purpose 
Is  being  rapidly  reduced  through  reckless  use  and  neglect.  This  la  due 
to  a  lack  of  constructive  regulation  to  prevent  overgraxing  and  other 
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abases  by  those  who  have  ao  financial  Interest  in  the  land  Itsdl  The 
gross  overpastnring,  admitted  by  all  who  are  familiar  with  the  tacts, 
has  graxed  the  land  almost  bare.  The  grass  over  vast  areas  has  been 
destroyed  to  its  very  roots.  Its  complete  destruction  to  at  hand  unless 
some  sound,  economic  regulatory  poUcy  Is  evolved.  With  the  gradual 
diminution  of  graas  marked  increase  in  soil  erosion  has  followed  swiftly. 
These  combined  conditions  have  reduced  the  productivity  of  the  land 
as  much  as  80  and  90  per  cent  in  some  instances.  To  eontinoe  the 
present  unregulated  condition  is  to  Invite  economic  destruction.  Regard 
for  true  principles  of  conservation  lead  unerringly  to  the  conclusion 
that  a  change  of  policy  In  the  very  near  future  la  Imperative.  Thla 
condition  will  correct  Itself  gradually  and  steadily  If  the  land  is  sur- 
rendered to  the  States,  and  they  In  turn  pass  it  to  private  ownership, 
where  the  owner  has  the  natural  urge  to  protect  and  preserve  hia 
estate.  It  likewise  will  be  cured  if  the  State  establishes,  aa  it  natur- 
ally will  do,  safeguards  against  these  evUs  as  to  such  part  as  may  be 
leased  for  graxing  purposes.  Undoubtedly  the  States  can  be  trusted, 
with  tbelr  immediate  knowledge  of  conditions,  to  meet  the  sitnatlon 
with  expedition  and  effectiveness.  As  sound  economic  safeguards  are 
promulgated  and  the  soil  restored  to  a  higher  productive  condition 
more  agricultural  returns  will  be  produced  and  Increased  herds  will  be 
graaed.  It  seems  to  me  that  doe  regard  for  the  prlnciplea  of  conaerva- 
tlon make  It  necessary  to  terminate  the  present  situatioQ  with  all  haate 
and  to  speedily  place  this  vast  area  under  better  regulatory  supervision. 
That  can  and  will  be  done  when  the  land  is  delivered  to  the  Statea.  It 
will  not  be  done  so  long  as  It  remains  In  Government  ownership. 

I  assert  with  emphasis  that  there  la  no  longer  any  occasion  for  the 
Federal  Government  to  hold  thia  land.  Doubtlees  in  the  past  it  was  to 
tbe  best  Interest  of  all  concerned  that  the  Government  retain  and  ex- 
ercise control  over  It  la  order  that  it  might  not  be  squandered.  The 
States  were  then  young,  inexperienced,  and  perhaps  would  have  wasted 
the  heritage.  That  time  has  passed.  The  States  are  abundantly  able 
to  protect  this  land  now  and  devote  It  to  gainful  purposes.  They  have 
heretofore  received  grants  for  educational  and  other  purposes  and  have 
protected  them  with  efficiency  and  fidelity.  It  may  be  safely  said  that 
they  are  prepared  and  will  accept  the  proposed  grant  with  doe  appre- 
ciation of  their  responslhillty.  Allow  me  to  direct  yoor  attention  to  a 
statement  made  by  the  President  in  his  communication,  to  which  refer- 
ence has  already  been  made     He  said: 

"  It  may  be  stated  at  once  that  oar  Western  States  have  long  since 
passed  from  their  swaddling  clothes  and  are  to-day  more  competent  to 
manage  much  of  theae  affairs  than  is  the  Federal  Government.  More- 
over, we  must  seek  every  opportunity  to  retard  the  expansion  of  Fed- 
eral bureaucracy  and  to  place  our  communities  In  control  of  ttieir  own 
destinies." 

With  thla  statement  I  am  in  foU  accord.  In  addition,  it  ahould  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  States  are  more  familiar  with  the  problesM 
which,  of  necessity,  will  arise  is  the  adminlstrstion  of  this  land,  than 
the  Federal  Government  can  possibly  be.  The  land  Itself  Is  situated  in 
the  Western  part  of  the  Nation,  many  hundreds  and  in  some  cases 
thousands  of  miles  from  the  National  Capital.  In  the  very  nature  of 
things,  the  Federal  Government  Is  incapacitated  by  these  long  diatanoes, 
eliminating  other  factors,  to  cope  with  the  many  dUBcuItles  inhering  in 
the  problem.  The  land  is  variegated  In  class  and  character.  It  la  not 
uniform.  Some  of  it  Is  desert ;  some  rough  and  rugged ;  some  covered 
with  sagebrush;  aome  with  greasewood;  some  with  mesquite;  while 
some  Is  spotted  here  and  there  with  cacti,  each  class  presentiag  dif- 
ferent problems  for  solution  In  determining  the  most  advantageoua  use 
to  which  it  can  be  devoted.  There  is.  however,  one  problem  common 
to  it  all.  and  that  la  water.  Ita  scarcity  has  challenged  the  pioneers 
of  every  age  who  have  ventuiipd  to  exercise  mastery  ever  this  vast 
domain.  That  challenge  atUl  exists  and  moat  be  met.  Those  who 
know  condltloas  best,  and,  therefore,  are  better  equipped  to  meet  and 
solve  th<^m,  live  In  that  region,  not  in  Washington.  Therefore  the 
States  are  better  able  to  cla«lfy  the  land,  cope  with  economic  conditions 
and  evolve  policies  most  conducive  to  the  highest  degree  of  conaerva- 
tlon and  proditctlvity.  I  speak  with  measured  words  when  I  say  that  the 
States,  through  careful  and  scientiac  management,  can  devote  moat  of 
it  to  a  gainful  use  and  cause  it  to  bear  some  revenue.  Adequate  and 
appropriate  leglalation  can  be  enacted  providing  methods  for  sale  or 
lease,  whereby  aome  of  it  can  be  used  for  homesteads ;  aome  can  be  sold 
to  the  livestock  growers,  both  large  and  small ;  and  some  can  be 
leaaed  to  herdsmen,  upon  which  livestock  can  be  maintained,  provided 
always,  of  course,  that  the  revenue  derived  shall  be  devoted  to  the  pur- 
poses specified  in  tbe  act  of  Congreaa  making  the  grant. 

The  grant  should  provide  that  aU  Income  derived  from  the  sale, 
lease,  or  other  disposition  of  the  land,  or  any  part  thereof,  should  be 
used  for  maintenance  of  schools  and/or  construction  of  roads,  thus 
leaving  It  to  each  State  to  determine  how  much  or  what  part  should  be 
allocated  to  each  purpose.  It  is  my  belief  that  tbe  States  should  be  left 
free  to  legislate  upon  the  details  as  public  policy  might  dictate.  The 
extra  cost  of  admiaistering  the  trust  would  not  be  great.  I  think 
accurately  when  I  say  that  each  of  the  States  baa  created  some  State 
a«ency  through  which  it  now  administers  the  public  land  previously 
granted.  With  little  additional  machinery  the  land  now  proposed  to 
be  ceded  could  be  administered  effectively.  The  Increased  expense  would 
be  relativdy  small  and  measurably  less  than  the  sum  now  expended  by 


the  Federal  Government  In  the  exercise  of  Its  meacei  and  Ineffectiv* 
sopervislon.  As  illostratlng  the  financial  advantage  the  Statea  would 
enjoy,  I  instance  my  own  State  of*  New  Mexico.  It  will  be  recalled  that 
the  land  now  produces  no  reveaoe  to  the  Federal  Govemm«it.  Aa  co«. 
trasted  with  that  situation,  my  attenUoa  was  directed  a  few  days  ago 
to  a  press  report  containing  a  purported  statement  made  by  the  land 
commissioner  of  New  Mexico,  in  which  he  gave  it  aa  hia  deliberate 
Judgment  that  the  17,000.000  acres  of  pohlic  domain  in  that  State,  if 
and  when  granted,  would  increase  the  annual  Income  to  the  State 
$500,000.  If  that  statement  is  substantially  correct  and  the  ame 
ratio  should  obtain  In  other  States,  It  is  easy  to  visualise  the  vast 
potential  Income  that  Is  now  being  lost  to  those  States  and  at  the  same 
time  enjoyed  by  no  one.  Not  only  wonld  the  land  become  sub>ect  to 
taxation  and  consequently  bear  revenue,  but  the  industry  conducted  on 
it  would  likewise  produce  income.  Accordingly,  the  Stats  would  fw> 
plenish  Its  exchequer  from  both  sources. 

It  has  been  urged  by  some  that  the  cession  shoald  not  be  mado  now 
because  the  remaining  public  land  should  be  preserved  for  homestead 
purposes.  A  review  of  tbe  pertinent  facts  will  serve,  I  think,  to  dispd 
the  soundness  of  such  a  belief.  Turn  vrith  me  hastily  to  a  history  of 
the  legislation  regarding  homesteads  upon  public  land.  The  first  home- 
stead law  was  enacted  May  20,  1862 — 67  years  ago.  Different  enact- 
ments have  been  made  since  then,  but  during  all  of  that  period  a  law 
haa  been  in  existence  under  which  homestead  entries  could  be  made. 
Under  the  first  law,  an  entryman  could  file  upon  and  acquire  160  acres 
with  all  minerals.  That  stattite  contained  no  reservation  whatever  of 
minerals.  On  February  19,  1909,  what  ia  commonly  called  the  enlarged 
homestead  act  waa  passed.  It  authorised  an  entry  apon  a  maximum 
of  320  acres,  withoat  mineral  reservation,  of  lands  designated  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  as  nonlrrigable  and  suitable  for  dry  farming, 
meaning  that  when  a  citisea  sought  to  acquire  a  homestead  of  320  acres, 
the  Secretary  must  determine  that  the  land  affected  waa  not  irrlgabis 
in  character  and  that  it  was  suitable  for  dry  farming.  When  so  found, 
the  entryman  could  acquire  It  and.  In  the  event  minerals  were  later 
discovered,  they  became  his  property  unless  it  could  be  shown  that  hs 
committed  fraud  in  withholding  information  relating  to  their  exiatencs. 
The  next  act  of  a  general  nature  was  approved  December  29,  l91d, 
populariy  called  the  stock-raising  homestead  law,  applicable  to  all  public- 
land  States,  authorizing  an  entryman  to  file  upon  640  acres,  with  all 
minerals  reserved  to  the  Government.  To  otherwise  express  it.  the 
entryman  could  get  title  to  the  surface  rigbta  to  640  acrea,  bat  not  the 
minerals  in  connection  therewith.  Thoy  were  reserved  to  the  Govern- 
ment. It  will  be  observed  that  the  quantity  of  land  obtainable  haa  been 
progreaaively  increased,  the  original  act  penaltting  tbs  aoqulKition  of 
160  acrea,  the  act  of  1909,  authorising  an  acquest  area  of  820  acres, 
and  the  last  act,  making  provision  for  scquiring  640  acres.  I  am 
perfectly  certain  that  the  moving  cause  for  this  increase  In  area  was 
that  the  class  and  character  of  land  reaiainlng  available  for  homestead 
purposes  waa  constantly  decreasing.  Tbe  best  land  was  always  selected, 
thereby  leaving  the  less  desirable  for  tboae  who  came  afterwarda.  It 
woald  be  merely  to  state  the  obvious  to  say  that  those  who  went  ahead 
entered  upon  the  choicest  tracts,  situated  alongside  the  streams  and 
left  that  farther  away  for  the  ones  who  followed.  Tbe  truth  -,s  that 
virtually  all  of  the  land  snlted  and  adapted  to  homestead  porpoaea,  or 
substantial  agricultural  production,  haa  already  been  entered  upon  and 
passed  to  private  ownership.  Indeed,  it  Is  the  frequent  experience  of 
one  familiar  with  tbe  area  in  qoestion  to  see  a  vacant  and  dilapidated 
shanty  supplying  mute  evidence  that  some  brave  pioneer  waged  a  loaiag 
struggle  against  the  forces  of  nature  in  hia  effort  to  acquire  a  tract  of 
land  upon  which  to  support  himself  and  family.  Ceding  the  laud  to  the 
States,  however,  will  not  nceessarily  foreclose  the  opportunity  to  make 
homestead  entry  upon  it.  Bach  State  could,  through  appropriate  legis- 
lation, provide  for  that.  It  could  make  suitable  provisloas  for  home- 
steading  any  part  of  it,  with  such  conditions  and  limitations  as  popular 
sentiment  might  dictate  in  the  halls  of  the  legislatare.  So  It  wiU  not 
do  to  say  that  tbe  plan  proposed  should  meet  with  disapproval  because 
It  will  terminate  all  opportunity  to  devote  any  part  of  the  land  to 
homestead  entry. 

I  have  not  essayed  thus  far  to  discasB  whether  the  miaerals  should 
be  granted  along  with  the  surface  rigbta.  It  is  my  belief  that  they 
should  be  included  in  tbe  grant.  I  regard  it  aa  fandamentally  unsound 
In  this  RepnUlc,  resting  opon  the  deetrine  of  equality  ssMmg  the  States, 
frequently  called  tbe  equal-footing  doctrine,  to  allow  sosse  «f  the  States 
to  enjoy  Revenue  from  all  of  dMir  lands  as  well  as  every  type  and  class 
of  minerals  and  deny  that  right  to  other  SUtea  It  seems  to  me  thst 
such  coarse  violates  the  equity  of  the  doctrine  if  not  the  letter  of  it. 
For  Instance,  Pennsylvania  ewns  and  eaerdaes  ssrencignty  of  taxation 
upon  every  acre  of  land  within  her  borders,  as  well  ss  every  ton  of 
coal  or  gallon  of  ofl.  New  Mexico  or  Wyoming  does  not  enjoy  thst 
degree  of  sovereignty.  They  are  denied  the  right  respecting  much  of 
their  land  and  minerals.  More,  the  people  of  Fennaylvaaia  have  an 
Indirect  and  partial  owner*lp  in  sosw  of  the  land,  as  well  ss  some 
minerals  in  New  Mexico,  Wyoming,  and  the  other  pubile-land  Statas. 
vrhite  the  converse  xrl  «iat  ooadttfoa  Is  aot  tme.  That  is  Inequality 
of  sovereignty.  So  I  shoald  favor  grantfaig  the  subsurface  miaoals  »• 
weU  as  the  sortacc  rights  to  the  lud.    I  believe  the  Sutes  are  entlUed 
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to  ihtm.    K,  bowercr,  tke  minerals  can  not  be  acqnired  by  tbe 
In  question  now.   I  shall  support  appropriate  legislation  ^antii^ 
sarface  rlsbts  and  learing  the  other  question  for  consideration  at 
fntnre  time.     By  this  method  a  vast  area  of  nonrevenue-bearlni 
vlU  be  placed  upon  the  tax  rolls.     Industry  will  be  conducted  upon 
Th*  iaeooM  to  the  SUtes  wlU  be  increased  in  a  substantial  degr^ 
the  land,    through   stricter   regulation    and   better    husbandry, 
conserred  and  Increased  in  iU  productirlty.     Time  precludes  me 
diseossing  some  other  relerant  and  equally  Interestins  features 
western  problem. 

SELBCnON  or  OBVStrS  EirtTMBUTMS 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr,  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ibsert 
In  the  Rboobi>  the  cor»-espondenc©  between  Ckwgressman  lotns 
LiTDU>w  and  the  President  of  the  United  States^  the  Secretary 
at  Commerce,  and  the  Director  of  the  Ceosns  regarding  the 
selection  <rf  census  enumerators,  referring  particularlj  t(  •  the 
sriection  of  ex-service  men  without  regard  to  the  political  larty 
affiliations  they  may  have.  R^reeentatire  hrmuow  has  s  lown 
a  fine  ^rlt  and  has  rendered  a  real  service  to  the  cause  of  good 
govenunent  by  the  persistency  he  has  displayed  in  this  m;  itter. 
The  entire  correspondence  is  so  intereciting  and  so  importa  at  in 
this  stage  of  the  cen.sus  preliminaries  that  I  desire  the  pri  jil^e 
of  inserting  it  in  the  Rooouk  I 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  here  printed,  as  follows : 

On  July  22.  1929,  Representative  LtroLOW  wrote  to  Willlan  M. 
Steoart.  Director  of  tlie  Census,  urging  preffercnce  for  veteraia  in 
making  census  appointments.     In  bis  letter  to  the  director  be  said  : 

**  Many  disabled  veterans  are  not  employed.  Many  others  ai  e  not 
drawing  snfleleat  salary  to  support  their  families.  To  a  great  many 
tb«  compensation  paid  to  census  enumerators,  although  small,  irould 
be  a  veritable  godsend.  Tbey  would  welcome  a  chance  to  do  this  work. 
Please  advise  me  whether  or  not  it  will  be  possible  for  you  to  nake  a 
specUsd  allotment  of  appointments  to  veterans  as  census  enumeritors; 
jtnd  if  so,  bow  liberal  a  proportion  of  these  places  can  be  allowed  to 
them." 

On  July  24,  1929,  Director  Steuart  replied  to  Representative  LtTD- 
U>w's  inquiry,  saying  in  part : 

"  Certainly  it  Is  my  intention  to  give  preference  to  such  p<  arsons 
whenever  possible  In  making  tbe  Mppointments  for  tbe  coming  enimera- 
tloa. 

**  Ton  know,  and  I  believe  every  Member  of  Congress  knows,  tl  at  at 
least  one  enumerator  will  be  required  In  every  political  subdivisj  on  to 
collect  tbe  ststlstics  of  sgiiculture  and  enumerate  the  populatio  i  and 
possiUy  to  gather  other  information  required  for  the  census.  These 
persons  wlU  not  be  required  to  take  a  dvil-servlce  ezamlnatlon  but 
tbey  will  be  required  to  take  an  ezamlnatlon  that  I  will  prescriM  for 
tbem.  This  examination  will  consist  of  tbe  answering  of  a  nomter  of 
Inquiries  to  enable  tbe  office  to  decide  upon  their  qualiflcatloni  ^  and 
also  to  prepare  a  census  report  for  population,  agriculture,  etc.,  based 
upon  a  narrative  famished  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  for  this 
purpose. 

**  The  bureau  is  now  sctively  engaged  In  orgsnialng  the  f o  -ce  of 
supervisors  who  will  be  required  for  tbe  census.  This  organ!  latlon 
should  be  vrell  advanced  by  tbe  coming  fall,  and  it  is  the  intent  ion  to 
then  take  up  tbe  selection  of  enumerators.  P^m  your  letter  I  mder- 
stand  that  you  believe  that  the  requirements  for  the  census  enamt  rators 
can  give  tbe  largest  number  of  appolutments  to  veterans,  their  w  dows, 
etc.,  bat  it  must  be  dlstlnetly  understood  that  all  persons  receiving 
these  appolntmeats  must  demonstrste  tbelr  ability  to  do  the  work. 
and  that  they  must  not  undertake  the  Job  unless  It  Is  their  Int  entlon 
to  see  It  tbroogh;  also  that  tbey  will  have  to  have  quaUflcations  equal 
to  those  of  other  appUcanta." 

On  August  5,  1929.  Represeatatire  Lui&ow  sent  tbe  f<dlowlng  letter 
to  Secretary  Lamont : 

▲iraosT  6,  1  )29. 
Hon.  ROBBBT  P.  Lamont, 

geer>«sr»  of  Cummtrot,  Was><wg«s%  D.  O. 

Mt  Oaaa  Ma.  SacBaraar :  The  census  of  the  Dnltad  States  thi  t  will 
be  taken  next  year  will  be  the  second  census  stnee  the  great  Work  War. 
la  tbe  aftematb  of  that  gigantic  struggle  4.000,000  ▲merieans  wl  o  saw 
service  were  rseaslmllated  into  private  life.  Many  who  went  ln:o  tbe 
eonflleC  ta  the  booyant  strength  of  perfect  yooag  manhood  re  nmed 
saddened  in  spirit  and  ridden  with  disabilities,  their  bodies  broke  i,  snd 
their  aamliw  capadty  near  tbe  vanlahiag  point.  They  had  givea  their 
all.  and  nearly  all  tbey  had  to  give  was  taken. 

In  BeUeaa  Wood,  oa  tbe  heights  of  MontfUaeoB,  In  tbe  waternioaked 
treBches,  and  aald  the  barbed-wire  entaaglsBeiita  en  all  ttie  fl^tinc 
fronts  RspaUkaaa  aad  DeoMMrats  foaght  and  died  side  by  ilde^  i  m  the 
white  creeses  that  staad  raw  opea  row  la  Flaadws  FMd  there  ■  not 
«s«Bd  aaywbsfe  t»-day  the  Igaossinknis  werdis.  "Here  Hes  a  mspohll- 
eaa."  or  "This  maa  was  a  DemKrat."  Tbe  predeos  Mves  whld  i  tbcj 
«ave  ea  the  altar  of  ansiiitBh  service  whs  tbe  Uves  of  patrMs,  Mt  of 


We  are  proposing  next  year  in  connection  with  tbe  census  to  give 
employment  on  a  large  scale  to  tbe  disabled  veterans  of  that  war.  The 
otber  day,  in  rf>spoDse  to  a  letter  of  inquiry  sent  to  him,  Mr.  Steuart, 
tbe  very  fair  and  very  efficient  Director  of  tbe  Census,  replied  that  It 
was  the  intention  to  give  preference  whenever  possible  to  veterans, 
whether  disabled  or  not,  and  to  their  wives  and  widows,  in  making  tbe 
appointments  for  the  coming  enumeration.  Aa  a  total  of  573  super- 
visors and  100,000  enumerators  will  be  required,  if  veterans  arc  ap- 
pointed to  no  more  tiian  one-baif  of  tbe  places,  tbls  would  mean  that 
50,000  veterans  will  be  engaged  in  taking  tbe  fortbcoming  census.  Tbese 
appointments  of  veterans  will  be  a  direct  recognition  of  military  service. 

But  who  are  to  be  recognised?  To  my  great  astonishment  I  find  in 
talking  with  Republican  Members  of  Congress  from  various  States  that 
a  set-up  is  now  being  made  wbich,  unless  it  is  stopped  by  some  regula- 
tion to  be  issued  by  tbe  Federal  ndminlHtration,  will  result  in  tbe 
appointment  of  Republicans  to  all  of  these  veterans'  positions  and  the 
exclusion  of  disabled  Democratic  veterans.  I  repeat  that  tbe  preferen- 
tial rights  of  employment  granted  veterans  are  a  direct  reward  for  mili- 
tary service.  Why,  then,  should  these  rewards  be  granted  exclusively 
to  B«<>ttblicans  snd  not  to  Democrats?  With  all  my  heart  I  want  to  see 
Republican  veterans  appointed  to  these  positlona,  but  I  also  want,  witli 
all  my  heart,  to  see  Democratic  veterans  appointed,  and  that  is  why  I 
am  writing  to  you. 

I  happen  to  represent  the  district  in  wbi<^  tbe  headquarters  of  the 
American  Legion  is  located.  I  hold  no  brief  for  tbe  Legion.  I  have  not 
discussed  the  matter  with  anyone,  and  I  sm  writing  this  letter  solely 
on  my  own  responsibility,  but  I  do  not  believe  I  would  properly  represent 
my  district  unless  I  made  emphatic  my  protest  sgalnst  this  proposed 
favoritism.  I  do  not  for  a  moment  believe  that  Republican  veterans 
want  to  monopolise  these  places  or  that  they  would  willingly  consent  to 
the  exclusion  from  (he  census  patronage  of  their  Democratic  "  buddies," 
with  whom  tbey  shared  the  dangers  of  the  battle  fields  and  the  bard- 
ships  of  the  trenches,  and  for  whom  tbey  have,  while  life  lasts,  tbe 
sacred  feeling  of  comradeship.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  very  suggestion 
of  giving  50,000  appointments  (or  whatever  Hhe  number  may  be)  tu  vet- 
erans of  one  political  faith  and  none  to  veterans  of  another  political 
faith  will  be  abhorrent  to  right-thinking  men  and  women  of  every 
poUtlcai  faith. 

No  administration  in  distributing  the  rewards  of  military  service 
can  afFord  to  favor  one  group  of  veterans  and  ignore  another  group  of 
veterans.  That  is  not  a  legitimate  field  for  partisanship.  Public 
opinion  would  be  outraged  by  it.  It  caused  a  Democratic  boy  Just  as 
much  pain  to  be  torn  from  his  family,  thrown  into  tbe  trenches,  aitd 
riddled  with  machine-gun  bullets  as  it  caused  a  Republican  Iwy.  £qual 
In  battle,  they  should  be  equal  in  civil  life. 

I  may  be  accused  of  seeking  to  inject  politics  into  the  census.  I  am 
not  doing  anything  of  the  kind.  It  is  already  there.  I  am  seeking  to 
take  it  out  of  the  census  in  so  far  as  tbe  census  is  to  be  made  the 
vehicle  for  the  distribution  of  rewards  to  veterans  for  military  service. 
I  know  a  veteran  who  was  riddled  by  German  machine  guns  in  Bellean 
Woods.  He  was  shot  through  seven  times.  He  carries  around  a 
machine-gun  bullet  so  close  to  his  hesrt  that,  according  to  the  quaint 
expression  of  the  X-ray  specialist  who  examined  him,  "  whenever  his 
heart  beats  the  bullet  wiggles."  He  la  able  to  do  only  light  work.  Tbe 
other  day  when  I  discussed  in  a  preliminary  way  vrith  a  Member  o>f 
Congress  the  matter  of  getting  him  a  position  as  census  enuaierator  the 
answer  was : 

"  It's  no  use  to  try.     He's  a  Democrat !  " 

If  I  am  not  mistaken,  tbe  head  of  the  American  Legion  at  tbe  pres- 
ent time  Is  a  Democrat.  Under  the  political  set-up  that  is  being  made 
to  control  this  census  patronage  be  weuld  be  out  of  luck  if  be  were  to 
apply  for  a  Job.  Oreat  enough,  belove<l  enough  to  be  chosen  to  commsnd 
the  Legion,  be  would  not  be  eligible  to  a  veteran's  rights  for  a  census 
Job— because,  fiwsootb.  he  is  a  Democrat. 

If  there  Is  any  Justice  in  the  national  administration — and  I  believe 
there  is — this  condition  will  be  speedily  corrected.  I  sm  not  bringing 
this  mstter  to  your  doorstep  in  any  spirit  of  carping  criticism.  It  is 
not  my  purpose  to  embarrass  the  administration  but  rather  to  assist  it 
by  helping  It  to  avoid  a  disastrous  mistake.  I  am  a  Democrat,  but  I 
have  a  great  deal  of  admiration  for  President  Hoover.  I  have  sui>- 
ported  him  whenever  I  thought  he  was  right,  and  I  shall  continue  to 
do  so.  I  must  say  that  up  to  date  I  think  he  has  been  right  a  greet 
deal  of  the  time;  but  I  am  sure  tbe  Hoover  administration  will  go 
veiy  fbr  wrong  onless  It  takes  steps  to  break  up  tbe  nation-wide  set-up 
which  tbe  politicians  sre  forming  to  appoint  only  Republicans  in  the 
ceoMoa  field  force,  a  set-up  that  would  shut  out  some  25.000  Democratic 
veterans,  wives  and  widows,  more  or  less,  who  are  equally  entitled  to 
these  places. 

Pennit  me  to  say  that  I  think  tbe  situation  could  be  effectively  cured 
If  you  would  cause  to  be  issoed  to  supervisors  of  census  some  such 
lastructlons  as  the  following : 

**  In  dHMsliig  enumerators  ttere  shall  be  no  discrimination  against 
aay  Teterans,  tbelr  wives  or  widows,  oo  account  of  political  belief*. " 

I  promise  yea  that  unless  some  order  Ufce  this  Is  issued  snd  enforced 
aO  of  thsM  ecasas  peskloBS  will  go  lato  a  patroaage  grab  beg  aad 
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harm  wOi  he  done  not  only  In  depriving  Demoeratle  veteraas  aad  tbelr 
families  of  employment  rightfully  due  tbem,  but  even  more,  by  tbe 
object  lesson  of  tbe  Govcmaient  taking  sides  with  one  group  of  wterans 
-and  ignoring  another  group  in  distributing  tbs  rewards  of  military 
service  and  sacrifice. 

I  make  these  soggectlons  In  the  best  of  faith.  I  want  to  see  the 
national  administration  succeed,  and  It  can  only  succeed  by  being  right. 
I  respectfully  request  that  yon  will  give  serious  consideration  to  the 
Batters  herein  presented. 

Very  sincerely  yoora; 

Lotris  Ludlow. 

On  September  80,  1929,  Representative  Lodu>w  wrote  to  Prerident 
Hoover  as  follows : 

SaraaMBKB  SO,  1929. 
Bon.  HxaBUT  Hoovsa, 

The  Pnsident  of  the  UMted  Btatet, 

Waahtitffton,  D.   C. 

Mt  DxAa  Ma.  Pkisident  :  I  desire  respectfully  to  can  your  attention 
to  a  situation  of  which  I  believe  you  are  unaware,  that  has  arisen  In 
connection  with  tbe  appointment  of  tbe  field  force  for  the  fifteenth 
decennial  census.  I  do  this  because  I  sincerely  believe  that  a  national 
scandal  is  threatened,  in  that  wrong  will  be  inflicted  upon  a  large  body 
of  World  War  veterans  and  other  veterans  unless  Executive  action  is 
taken  to  prevent  It. 

It  is  an  established  fact  that  in  appointing  the  678  supervisors  and 
100,000  enumerators  who  are  to  take  the  census  next  year  preference 
Is  to  be  given  to  veterans  as  a  reward  for  military  service  and  sacrifice. 
It  also  is  notoriously  true  that  all,  or  practically  aU.  of  the  veterans 
who  are  to  be  appointed  will  be  chosen  from  one  political  party  unless 
orders  to  the  contrary  are  Issued  by  the  proper  Executive  authority. 
The  set-up  which  is  to  bring  this  about  is  nation  wide.  The  United 
States  Civil  Service  Commission  has  been  put  on  notice,  but  It  is  power- 
less to  prevent  tbe  Impending  outrage.  The  commission  has  received 
direct  and  specific  information  from  one  western  district  that  only  per- 
sons (including  veterans)  of  one  political  faith  are  to  be  appointed  as 
enumerators  by  the  supervlBor  in  that  district.  The  commission,  regret- 
ting its  Impotency,  has  passed  tbe  letter  on  to  the  Director  of  the 
Census. 

I  am  calling  this  situation  to  your  notice  now  because  the  remedy 
should  be  applied  now,  if  it  is  to  be  effective.  Census  supervisors  al- 
ready are  selecting  enumerators  and  are  making  commitments.  It  is 
Important  that  without  further  delay  a  rule  of  conduct  sbaU  be  laid 
down  for  tbe  guidance  of  supervisors,  under  which  there  will  be  no 
possibility   of   injustice. 

I  have  faith  in  you,  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  believe  for  a  minute 
that  you  would  condone  or  countenance  a  wrongful  thing.  Since  I 
have  been  a  Member  of  Congress,  a  period  concurrent  with  your  own 
administration,  I  have  supported  you  on  aU  righteous  measures,  and  I 
shall  continue  to  do  so.  Because  I  have  faith  in  your  righteouaness  of 
purpose,  I  have  believed,  and  do  now  beUeve,  that  merely  to  direct  your 
attention  to  tbe  injustice  of  recognising  one  group  of  veterans  in  the 
census  appointments  and  refusing  to  recognise  another  group  wlU  prompt 
you  to  take  action  to  prevent  such  an  inexcusable  outrage. 

As  a  Member  of  Congress  who  numbers  among  bis  constituents  many 
men  of  both  poUtlcal  parties  who,  when  tbe  call  came,  offered  all  tbey 
bad  on  tbe  altar  of  dviUsation,  and  as  s  dtisen  who  beUeves  in  a  square 
deal  for  all  veterans.  I  ask  you,  sir,  to  cause  to  be  issued  to  supervisors 
of  census  the  following,  or  similar,  instructions : 

-In  choosing  enuaaerators  there  shall  he  no  diaerimlnatloa  against 
any  veterans,  their  wivea.  or  widows  on  account  of  poUUcal  beliefs." 

it  Is  trae  that  tf  supervisors  and  their  political  sponson  desire  to 
appoint  veterans  of  both  poUtical  parties  on  an  equal  basis,  tiiey  may 
do  so,  but  it  is  also  troe.  and  everybody  knows  it.  that  tbey  wiU  not  do 
so  on  lees  instructions  are  Issued  from  Washington. 

I  Uke  to  feel  that  whoi  I  see  a  wrong  about  to  be  eonunltted  espe- 
cUlly  s  wrong  on  a  national  scale,  I  do  not  need  to  apologias  for  bringing 
it  to  your  attention.  I  have  outlined  the  situation  and  tbe  threatened 
scandal  of  which  I  speak  to  other  offidala  without  results.  I  am  now 
laced  with  the  altemaUves  of  dropping  the  matter  altogether  or  of 
bringing  it  to  you  as  a  last  resort  I  am  not  content  that  the  matter 
shall  be  dropped  without  an  appeal  to  you  as  our  Prealdent  The  issue 
is  too  important  to  be  lightly  diaregaitled.  I  sincerely  and  conscien- 
tiously believe  not  only  that  the  sense  of  American  fair  play  will  be 
ITievouely  violated,  but  that,  in  the  unfortunate  event  of  another  war 
the  morale  of  our  people  would  be  greatly  Impaired  if  the  Oovemmeat 
^.  llS^^^  **"*  *~°**  "*  veterans  over  another  group  of  veterana  In 
(UstHbnting  rewards  baaed  upon  mUitary  service.  If  this  plan  goes 
through,  perhaps  26,000  World  War  veterans  will  be  told.  In  effect : 

"  Too  are  good  enoui^  to  fight  and  to  die  for  your  eonntry  but  you 
are  not  good  enough  to  hold  office  under  It." 

Right  ia  right  and  wrong  is  wrong,  and  this  Is  a  cms  where  no 
microscope  is  required  to  find  the  wrong.  I  knew  you  an  devoted  to 
the  right,  aad  It  would  make  me  happy  to  be  advised  that  yon  can  see 
your  way  dear  to  issue  instructions  in  oimnection  with  tbe  census 
appointments  which  will  gwuuitee  to  veterans  of  aU  peUtical  partta 
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abMlute  impartiality  In  the  distribatloa  of  the  rewards  of  adlltary 
service  and  saerUce. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

I/>nts  LrDU>w. 
On  October  8.  1929.  Walter  Newton,  the  Prcsideofs  secretary,  wrots 
to  Representative  Lddlow  aa  foUowa : 

„        ,  ,  OcTOaas  8.  19». 

Hon.  LoDis  LtnoLow, 

Bouse  of  Repre^entaUvet,  WaaMmffUm,  D.  C. 

Mt  DmAM  CoNQRassMAH :  The  President  requests  me  to  acknowledge 

tbe  receipt  of  your  letter  of  recent  date  and  to  say  it  U  being  referred 

to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  who  is  in  charge  of  census  matters. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Waltm  H.  NawTOS, 
Beoretary  to  the  Pretident, 

On  October  12,  1929,  Secretary  Lamont  sent  the  following  letter  to 
Mr.  LcDLow: 

„       ,  OcToaaa  12,  1929. 

Hon.  Loins  Ludlow, 

Houte  of  Repreeentative*,  Waehinffton,  D.  O. 

Mt  Dxas  Ma.  Ludlow  :  Tour  letter  of  September  30,  to  the  President, 
has  come  to  my  attention. 

As  you  already  have  had  the  matter  up  with  Director  Steoart,  you 
undoubtedly  know  how  the  situation  is  being  handled  bei« ;  but  I  abaU 
simply  quote  two  paragraphs  from  the  Instructions  to  supervisors  sent 
out  by  the  Census  Bureau: 

"  Pa*.  68.  Appointment  of  enumerators  nonpoUtlcal :  AU  appointments 
should  be  made  solely  with  reference  to  the  fitness  of  the  person  ap- 
pointed and  without  reference  to  the  poUUcal  party  aflUiationa. 

"  Par.  69.  Military  service :  In  making  appointments  preference  must 
be  given  wherever  possible,  to  honorably  discharged  soldiers,  sailora,  or 
marines,  and  widows  of  such,  and  to  the  wives  of  injured  soldiers, 
saUors,  and  marines,  who  themselves  are  not  qoallfled,  but  whose  wives 
are  qualified  to  bold  such  positions." 

Sincerely  yours.  r.  p.  LAuon. 

Commenting  on  these  Instmctlons,  Representative  Ludlow  gave  oat 

a  statement,  saying : 

"I  never  have  beUeved  that  President  Hoover,  for  Whose  broad- 
minded  fairness  and  sense  of  Justice  I  hsve  great  respect,  woaU  permit 
political  merchandise  to  be  made  out  of  appointments  that  are  to  be 
given  to  veterans  as  a  reward  for  military  service.  Tbe  possibility  that 
such  a  thing  may  be  done  has  aroused  opposition  from  coast  to  coast, 
and  I  have  received  many  letters  on  the  subject.  The  census  U  too  unpor- 
tant  an  undertaking  to  be  made  the  footbaU  of  politics,  and  I  am  sure 
the  Nation  as  a  whole  wUl  applaud  tbe  President's  decision  thst  these 
appointments  should  be  made  solely  on  a  basU  of  fitness.  It  is  now  up 
to  tbe  673  supervisors  to  carry  out  tbe  faistractions  of  tbe  adminlstra- 
tien  by  selecting  enumerators  oa  merit  alone" 

BEVISIOIV  or  THB  TAHIIT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  B.  2687)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indu»> 
tries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  oo  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  propoaed  by  the  committee  on  page  IR  line  16. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  dMk  a  Hat  of 
names  submitted  by  minority  members  ot  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  and  a  list  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  CouzENs],  to  be  transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  the- 
Treasury,  aslcing  for  certain  income-tax  returns.  I  ask  that 
the  lists  be  printed  in  the  RsTrOaiK 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  ia  ao 
ordered. 
Tbe  lists  are  aa  follows : 

naamnm  maj«  n  maoanr  MBMaass  o»  tbb  sniAn  iniAacB  com. 
MiTTBB  lOB  nrcoKB-ZAx  aanjass  unDan  bbkatb  aaaoumoa  iss 
Amtriam  mmnmfaetmrm 
American  Lithographic  Co.,  New  York  City. 
Palm  Bros.,  Norwood,  Ohio. 
Palm  Fechteler  Co..  New  York  City. 
Intematlonai  Transparency  Co.,  Cleveland,  OhiOu 
aaouasn  MAoa  ax  wiiaaiTT  lancBaas  or  thb  sbmatb  vaiAKca  co»- 

nNASCB  OOMIUTI^,  SOB   IKCOM»«AX  aanjBMS   OMDaa  SBIIACB 

noa  los 

Detroit  Stained  Glsss  Works,  Detialt 
Flint  Faience  *  TUe  Co.,  Flint 
Kberbaeh  A  Son  Ob.,  Qraid  BapidL 
WUtmaa  *  Baraea.  Detnrft. 
Ooddard  *  Qeddard  (Inc.).  Detfolt. 
National  Twist  A  Drill  Co..  Detroit. 
Kdiogg  Corset  Co.,  JaAaoa. 

Bnm  Co„  Orai4  BapMs. 
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OcMral  Utagmaemt  Corpormtion,  Detroit. 
Lana  Mansanese  Co.,  Jaduon. 
R.  B.  Danaher  Co.,  Detroit. 
WllUam  B.  Boacii  Co.,  Onnd  Baplda. 
Bootli  Fislierlea  Ca,  B«7  City. 
Booth  Flsberiea  Co.,  CharleToiz. 
Booth  Fisheries  Co..  Detroit. 
Wolreiine  Fiah  Co.,  Detroit. 
Atlantic  Coast  Fisheries. 
International  Cement  Corporation. 
Lehigh  Portland  Cement  Corporation. 
Alpha   Portland  Cement   Corporation. 
Atlaa  Portland  Cement  Corporation. 
Michigan  AikaU  Co.,  Wyandotte. 
Scott  A  Howe  Lnmher  Co.,  Iron  wood. 
J.  W.  Wella  Lomber  Co.,  Ifenomtnee. 
Nortbweatem  Cooperage  Co.,  Oladatoas. 
Ward  Bros.  Co.,  Big  Rapids. 
1.  Stephenson  Co.,  Tmsteea,  Wells. 
Wisconsin  Land  A  Lomber  Co.,  HermaiUTille. 
Grand  Kapids  Veneer  Co.,  Grand  Rapids. 
Robert  W.  Irwin  Co.,  Grand  Rapids. 
Tpoilanti  Reed  Pnmitnre  Co.,  Ionia. 
Thajrer  A  Co.,  Benton  Harbor. 
Beldlns  Basket  Co.,  Belding. 
Ultra-No  Basket  Co.,  NUes. 
^.    Fisher  Drommond  Wall  Paper  Co.,  Grand  Rapids. 
Tan  Lesren  BMialer  Co.,  Detroit. 
Perkins  Bros.,  Bt.  Joseph. 
Wiillaas  Bros.,  St.  Joseph. 
Tannflefoot  Co.,  Grand  Rapids. 
Daixy  Ifanofactorlng  Co.,  Plymooth. 
Kalamaaoo  Sled  Co.,  Kalamasoo. 
Carroa  Co.,   Lodlngton. 
King  Manofactaring  Co.,  Plymooth. 
Somers  Bros.  Match  Co.,  Saginaw. 
Kleekbefcr  Container  Co..  Three  BlTera. 
Bddy  Paper  Corporation.  Three  Hirers. 
F.  W.  and  P.  Carlisle  Co.,  Saginaw. 
MirhUpaa  Tanalng  A  Bztract  Co.,  PetMikey. 
LoeMher  Tanning  Co..  Moskegon. 
■agle  Ottowa  Leather  Co.,  Grand  Haren. 
Oraton  A  Knight  Co.,  Detroit. 
BradcB  A  Whiting,  FUnt. 
F.  Ralnvllto  Go..  Grand  Rapida. 

BEGUIATION  07  PUBLIC  UTIUTIX8 

Ur.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimoas  consen^  to 
call  up  Senate  Resolution  124,  submitted  by  me  on  Septen  ber 
30,  1929.  I  am  sure  there  is  no  objection  to  the  resolution  |uid 
that  it  will  not  arouse  any  debate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  there  is  objecUon  if  It  is  going  to  ^id 
to  any  debate  at  all. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  assure  the  Senator  there  will  be  no  Idia- 
cussion  at  all. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    If  there  is,  then  I  shall  object 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Let  the  resolution  be  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  remrtutioo  wUl  be  i)ead 
for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Glerii  read  the  reaolntloa. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  modify  the  r^so- 
Intion.  The  effect  of  the  modification  is  simply  to  elimiiiate 
the  third  whereas  from  the  preamble  and  from  the  resoltmon 
the  reqairement  that  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  sliall  be 
directed  to  give  to  the  New  York  Public  Utilities  Commiailon 
access  to  its  records.  The  resolution  was  laid  aside  when  I 
originally  introduced  it  so  as  to  give  me  an  opportunity  to  »n- 
fer  with  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  to  ascertain  wbe  her 
the  passage  of  the  resolution  might  in  some  way  embarrass  the 
commendable  investigation  which  they  are  now  conducting 

As  the  result  of  that  conference  I  received  a  letter  from  the 
Federal  Trade  Commlssioi  requesting  that  I  eliminate  from  the 
reMdntion  the  requirement  that  they  exhibit  their  records,  be- 
cause it  might  embarrass  the  prosecution  of  the  present  in- 
vestigation in  some  way  or  other.  They  convinced  me  hat 
there  might  possibly  be  embarraasmait,  but  they  stated  <  hat 
they  would  hai^ly  cooperate  in  any  way  that  the  New  lork 
State  Public  Utilities  Commiasion  might  aagsest  and  winld 
five  access  to  any  records  which  under  their  regulations  ind 
the  regulations  governing  their  iavcatigati«m  would  be  pnper 
to  acchibit  to  a  State  commissioo.  I  ask  that  the  letter  whl<  b  I 
have  recdved  from  the  Fed«al  Trade  Oommiaston  in  rela  ion 
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to  this  subject  matter  may  be  printed  in  the  Recobo  as  a  part 
of  my  r^uarks. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Witliout  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered.  The  Senator  from  New  York  exercises  his  right  to 
modify  the  resolution.  The  modlflcation  will  be  stated  by  the 
clerk. 

The  Chisf  Clerk,  The  Senator  from  New  York  proposes  to 
modify  the  resolution  proper  in  line  1  by  striking  out  "the 
Federal  Trade  Commission " ;  in  liae  2,  by  striidng  out  the 
word  "  are "  and  inserting  tBe  word  "  is  " ;  and  in  line  6.  by 
striking  out  the  word  "  their  "  and  inserting  the  word  "  its." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  con.sideration  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  OOUZENS.  I  desire  to  point  out  that  the  Senator  from 
New  York  and  I  have  worked  In  cooperation  with  respect  to  this 
matter,  and  it  has  now  been  simmered  down  so  that  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  may  furnish  such  records  and  information 
as  it  may  have  to  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  New  York. 
So  far  as  the  Federal  Trade  Commissitm  in  concerned,  it  is 
perfectly  willing  to  furnish  any  information  it  may  have  which 
does  not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  examination  it  is  now 
conducting  into  the  power  companies  of  the  cotintry.  So  I 
think  the  resolution  as  modified  by  the  Senator  from  New  York 
is  entirely  in  order,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  adopted. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  let  me  say 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  if  the  resoluUon 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  have  the  floor,  and  if  thfe 
Senator  from  Utah  desires  to  interrupt  he  can  do  so  in  the 
regular  way. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has 
the  floor. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  fnnn  Nebra^a  that 
I  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  will  submit  that  question  to  the  C^iair.  Mr. 
President,  has  the  Senator  from  Utah  the  floor? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  Chair  thought  so, 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  will  abide  by  the  decision  of  the  Chair  and 
sit  down  now.  I  should  like  to  say,  however,  that  before  the 
resolution  shall  be  adoi>ted  there  must  come  a  time  when  I 
shall  be  privileged  to  be  heard  in  my  own  ri^t 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  simply  want  to  say  that  If  the  consideration 
of  the  resolution  is  going  to  lead  to  debate,  I  shall  object  to  it 
We  have  now  spent  10  minutes  upon  it  and  If  it  is  not  going  to 
lead  to  further  debate  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  have  it  adopted. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  it  will  not  take  very  long  to 
consider  the  resolution.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  will 
indulge  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  in  maldng  his  rnnarks.  I 
should  like  very  much  to  hear  any  objection  he  may  havie  to 
the  resolution,  because  the  resolution  in  its  present  form  is  the 
result  of  my  conference  with  the  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
and  particularly  its  counsel,  Mr.  Healy. 

If  any  step  which  I  have  taken  in  relation  to  framing  tlie 
resolution  is  a  mistaken  one  I  should  very  much  like  to  be 
apprised  of  it 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
I»«sent  considoation  of  the  rewrfution? 

Tiiere  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  cMisider 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  rtyself  do  not  like  the  modl- 
flcation of  the  resolution  which  the  Senator  from  New  York 
liaa  submitted,  although  I  never  heard  of  it  until  now.  I 
think  we  ought  to  cooperate  with  the  New  York  authorities  by 
all  means  within  our  power;  that  we  ought  to  direct  all  Fed- 
Mtil  instrumentalities,  bureaus,  and  so  forth,  to  cooperate  with 
th«n ;  but  I  do  not  like  the  idea  of  entirely  striking  out  the 
Federal  Trade  CommissiMi  in  the  resolution.  It  will  be  able 
to  cooperate  more  than  will  tlie  Federal  Power  Commission,  as 
I  understand.  It  will  have  more  information  that  will  be 
aTailable  to  the  New  York  authorities,  to  the  governor,  and  to 
the  New  York  commission.  I,  of  coarse,  would  not  want  to 
take  any  steps  here — nobody  would,  and  the  New  York  authori- 
ties would  not  expect  us  to  take  any  steps — that  would  interfere 
with  a  proper  investigation  by  the  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
It  seems  to  me  instead  of  striking  out  entirely  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  the  Senator  from  New  York  should  have 
modifled  the  resolution  so  as  to  limit  the  giving  of  Information 
by  the  Fedaral  Trade  Comminion  to  such  eases  and  to  such 
Instances  and  to  such  matters  as  would  not  in  its  Judgment, 
laterftore  with  the  Inyeatigatlon  wt^ch  it  is  conducting. 

As  the  Scoator  has  modifled  his  resolutioak,  as  I  understand, 
lie  has  entirely  strl<±en  out  the  Federal  Trade  Oommlsslon; 
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land  If  the  resolution  shall  be  passed  in  that  form,  if  that  com- 
< mission  wanted  to,  technically  It  could  refuse  to  give  the  New 
Yortc  commissioii  any  information  and  It  might  hamper  them 
somewhat 

I  have  not  heard  read  the  letter  which  the  Senator  from 
New  York  asked  be  incorporated  in  the  Racxxto  as  a  pert  of 
his  remarks.  Perhaps  when  that  letter  shall  be  read  and  made 
a  part  of  the  Rexx)bd  It  vrtll  afford  a  8Uffl<>ient  explanation  so 
that  we  will  not  be  reluctant  to  adopt  the  modiflcatl<m  iH>opoeed 
by  the  Senator  from  New  York  to  his  resolution. 

Mr.  WAGNER  Mr.  President  I  have  sent  for  and  received 
the  letter  from  the  desk,  and  I  was  Just  about  to  suggest  that 
it  be  read. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  should  like  to  have  the  letter  r«ad. 
The   PRESIDENT   pro   tempore.    The   clerk   wHl    read   the 
letter. 
The  Chief  Clei^  read  as  follows : 
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Fkderxl  Tbam  Commission, 

Wathtngton.  October  S,  JStS, 
Bon.  RoBBvr  F.  WAfiwaa, 

United  Btatet  Senate,  WMMngton.  D.  O. 

Dba«  Sbkatos  Waonbb  :  Oar  attention  has  been  called  to  the  ««soln- 
'tlon  which  you  introdoced  in  the  Senate  September  80.  and  particolarly 
to  that  part  of  it  which  proTides  that  the  Federal  Trade  ComniiMlon  is 
•*  aothorlaed  and  directed  to  extend  to  the  New  York  State  commission 
and  to  the  Qovernor  of  New  York  and  their  doly  accredited  reprcaeota- 
tlves  and  agenta,  access  to  the  exhibits,  reports,  and  other  documents 
aeeuf«d  In  the  coarse  ot  their  inrestigatiotts  and  stodlee,  and  the  publi- 
cation of  which  la  not  prohibited  by  law,  and  otherwise  establish  soch 
cooperatlTe  contact  as  may  be  jointly  advantageous  to  the  inquiries 
which  are  being  pursued  by  the  aforesaid  Federal  Commission,  the 
OoTemor  of  New  York,  and  the  New  York  State  commission." 

I  am  certain  of  your  interest  in  the  successful  completion  of  the 
investigation  which  was  committed  to  us  by  Senate  Resolution  88.  Seven- 
tieth Congress,  first  session,  and  I  understand  from  Judge  Healy  that  you 
desire  ns  to  express  to  yon  our  views.  Accordingly  I  am  writing  you 
after  a  conference  with  him  and  Doctor  Walker,  pur  chief  economist. 

This  commission  is  authorised  to  gather  information  relating  solely 
to  Interstate  commerce.  The  power  companies  which  have  turned  over 
various  data  to  us— much  of  It  voluntarily  and  not  in  response  to  proc- 
ess— Intended  It  for  use  in  our  investigation  and  not  for  some  other 
body  and  Its  Investigation.  I  feel  that  dlerlosure  of  such  Information  to 
other  investigating  bodies  In  advance  of  making  use  of  this  material  our- 
selves would  in  most  cases  seriously  Interfere  with  the  efficient  conduct 
of  our  inquiry. 

The  information  which  vre  have  gathered  and  will  gather  ought  not 
to  be  disclosed  to  the  public  in  fragments.  Our  plan  is  to  go  through 
the  affairs  of  each  company  subject  to  our  Jurisdlcelon  at  a  consecutive 
series  of  sessions — to  paint  the  picture  as  a  whole  if  we  can.  And  the 
purpose  is  to  do  BO  just  as  fast  as  material  is  assembled. 

Our  examiD<>rB  have  examined  and  will  examine  the  books  and  flies 
Of  many  companies.  Their  reports  will  be  made  to  the  officers  of  the 
commission,  and  It  is  entirely  conceivable  that  tbey  will  conUln  matter 
which  the  companies  may  wish  to  contend  ought  not  to  be  introdnced 
into  onr  public  record.  If  we  agree  with  them  In  any  Instance  it  will 
be  our  duty  to  return  snch  matter  to  them  without  any  pubUc  dis- 
closure of  it. 

The  power  of  the  State  of  New  York  over  its  own  corporatkms  is  at 
least  coextensive  with  the  power  of  the  eommission  over  New  York 
companies  engaged  In  interstate  or  international  commerce.  Neverthe- 
less, we  will  gladly  cooperate  with  the  New  York  commission  and  the 
Governor  of  New  York  in  every  proper  way  to  aid  them  in  their  eflbrts 
to  develop  the  facts  and  solve  the  public  problems  involved,  but  we  fed 
It  will  hamper  the  successful  completion  of  our  own  investigation  nnder 
Senate  Resolution  83  to  allow  access  to  the  papers,  records,  and  data 
in  our  hands  prior  to  their  introduction  into  the  public  record  of  our 
hearings. 

The  problems  which  the  prosecuUon  of  oor  inquiry  brings  to  us  are 
manifold,  and  I  doubt  if  anyone  not  thoroughly  in  touch  with  oar 
preparation  could  foresee,  as  we  think  we  do,  just  how  your  resolution 
might  affect  ns.  Entertaining  these  views  on  the  subject,  I  can  bat 
express  my  earnest  desire  that  your  resolution,  at  least  the  part  herein- 
aefore  quoted,  may  not  be  adopted. 

With  sincere  respect,  I  am,  cordially  yours, 

B.  A.  McCtrujocH,  nairmam. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  after  the  reading  of  the  letter. 
1  am  not  going  to  object  to  the  resolution  being  changed, 
alUiough  I  do  not  like  the  modification,  and  I  want  to  say  jS 
a  word  or  two  about  it 

It  is  quite  evident  from  the  letter  that  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission has  secured  and  will  continue  to  secure  inft>rmation 
rrom  various  corporations,  partnerships,  and  perhaps  individuals 
upon  a  pledge  given  that  such  Information  will  not  be  divulged, 
ur  oourse,  as  to  any  information  obtained  on  that  kind  of  a 
pledge  I  would  not  take  any  step  that  would  in  any  way  ct» 


S?!"!^^™^.*  ▼lolation  of  the  promise.  I  do,  however,  fteel 
^  }^^,°?^\  to  be  a  word  aaid  about  such  promises  and 
about  obtaining  informaUon  under  them 

-lif  !^  ?£  doubtful  wladom.  in  my  Judgment  ft>r  any  commis- 
sion of  the  Federal  Government  to  get  informaUon  given  vol- 
untarily  on   the  condition  that   the  information   shaU  not  be 

2Jl?^n^*°^*^y-  ^*  ^^°^  '*»  ™«'  Mr.  President  that  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  for  all  of  ita  oflldal  purposes  ought 
to  be  able  under  the  law  to  get  aU  the  information  that  it 
can  use  in  the  consideration  of  any  matter  that  may  officially 
come  before  it,  and  that  It  ought  to  be  able  to  get  It  without 
stipulating  any  conditions  with  the  private  individuals  as  to 
Its  use. 

*K^I  ^il5?°^^*  °^  corporations  are  carrying  on  a  bn.«dne88 
that  affects  the  public,  that  affects  interstate  commerre  the 
public  Is  entitled  to  know  what  the  business  is  and  how  it  Is 
conducted;  whether  it  is  conducted  Illegally;  whether  things 
are  done  UlegaUy ;  and  the  commission  ought  to  be  clothed 
with  sufficient  authority  to  get  that  information  either  with 
or  without  the  consent  of  the  people  who  have  It  If  they 
have  not  that  authority  now  under  the  law,  they  ought  to  be 
f^ntl^n'   *«thority.     I   have   no   further  objectiobto   the 

^LJ^.i^!^^  ^'-  P'^dwt,  I  merely  wish  to  say  to  the 
tw  fK  is  ^  ?SP*^  everybody  up  to  the  present  time  agrees 
that  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  is  making  a  very  thorough 
and  very  commendable  investigation  of  pubUc  utilities,  and  Ae 
prospects  are  that  that  investigation  will  continue.  Since  I 
was  informed  by  its  representatives  that  my  resolution  might 
embarrass  the  successful  prosecution  of  that  InvestigaUon  I 
agreed  to  the  amen<lment  of  the  resoluUon,  because  I  wanted 
not  to  take  the  responsibility  in  any  way  of  embarrassing  or 
curtailing  that  investigation. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  that  the  infor- 
mation I  have  is  that  the  information  which  has  been  volun- 
tarUy  given  to  the  commission  is  information  which  it  is  very 
questionable  they  could  obtain  under  legal  process,  and  it  is 
because  of  the  voluntary  nature  of  the  imparting  of  the  infor- 
mation that  my  resolution  might  cause  embarrassment  That 
Is  the  reason  I  assented  to  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  resolution  as  modifled.  * 

Mr.  HEFLIN  Mr.  President,  let  the  resolution,  as  modified, 
be  reported. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  vrin  read  the 
resolution  as  modified. 

The  clerk  read  the  preamble  and  resolution  as  modifled.  as 
follows : 

Whereas  a  special  commission  has  been  created  under  the  laws  of  tba 
State  of  New  York  for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the  r^uUtlon  of 
pobUc  atllitles  therein,  with  power  to  recommend  legislation ;  and 

Whereas  the  Governor  of  New  York,  through  the  executlTe  department 
of  the  State,  has  likewise  undertaken  an  Investigation  Into  the  entlr« 
power  situation  in  that  State,  the  rerolt  of  which  may  have  a  profound 
effect  upon  the  ascertainment  of  just  and  reasonable  rates  to  consumers, 
and  reasonable  and  proper  regulation  of  public  utility  companies ;  and 

Whereas  the  Federal  Power  Commission  has  made  extensive  iBTestl- 
gatlons  and  studies  in  the  same  field ;  and 

Whereas  the  investigations  and  studies  of  this  Fedwal  agency  have 
resulted  In  the  collection  of  statistics  and  other  data  relating  to  tb« 
operation  and  regulation  of  power  and  other  utility  corporstlonB,  access 
to  which  would  be  taelpfnl  to  the  New  York  commission  afbreaald.  aa 
weU  as  the  Investigation  undertaken  by  the  Governor  of  New  York 
through  the  executive  department  of  the  State ;  and 

Whereas  the  cooperation  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission  with  the 
New  York  State  commission,  and  the  Qovernor  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  woald  be  la  the  public  interest  and  would  avoid  the  expenat  tnd- 
dent   to  unnecessary  duplication   of  statistical  and  other  data-   Now 
therefore,  be  it  ' 

Resolved,  That  the  Federal  Power  Commission  Is  aotborlsed  and 
directed  to  extend  to  the  New  York  State  commission  and  to  the  Gover- 
nor of  New  Yoit  and  their  duly  accredited  reinesentatives  and  agents, 
•«*«•  to  the  exhibits,  reports,  and  other  documents  seeored  In  the 
course  of  Its  investigations  and  studies,  the  publication  of  which  Is  doc 
prohibited  by  law,  and  otherwise  establish  soch  eoopezmtlve  contact  aa 
may  be  Jointly  advantageous  to  the  inquiries  which  are  being  porsoed 
by  the  aforesaid  Federal  eommisalcm.  th«  Governor  of  New  York,  and 
the  New  York  State  commiasion. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  resolution  as  modifled. 
The  resolution  as  modified  was  agreed  to. 
The  preamble  aa  modified  was  agreed  to. 

HATIORAZ.  BAin:  OT  mBWBKBXT,  •.  O. 

Mr.  BLBASE.    Mr.  President,  some  days  ago  I  introduced  a 
reaolotfon  requesting  an  examination  of  the  national  bank  In 
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Newbory.  8.  O.  I  ftik  to  have  printed  in  the  Bccobd  an  jedl- 
torial  from  a  paper  of  that  town,  and  ask  that  it  be  referTe|l  to 
the  same  committee  to  whleh  the  resolution  was  referred 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temple.  WiUnrnt  objection,  the  edi- 
torial will  be  printed  in  the  Rboobd  and  referred  to  the  q<mi- 
mittee  on  the  Jodiciary. 

The  editorial  is  as  follows: 

(FroiB  the  Herald  and  New*.  Newberry,  8.  C  October  22,  1929 

ME.   POLV'a   ADMISSIOH 

Tbe  letter  of  J.  W.  Pole,  comptroller  of  the  currency,  to  Sedator 
CoLB  L.  BLB&as  abont  tlie  closins  at  tbe  Natloaal  Bank  of  Newben  y  la 
Intereatinc  and  Informlnf.  Mr.  Buuaa  aaked  tbe  comptroller  why  the 
bank  waa  allowed  to  remain  open  after  It  bad  become  toatriTeot,  and 
Mr.  Pole  replied  that  the  bank  waa  permitted  to  contlnoe  functiobing 
althooch  be  knew  It  waa  In  "  rery  bad  condition  "  beeaoae  the  bol  c  of 
ita  loaaa  werv  aecured  bj  real  eaUte.  the  valoe  of  which  to  the  l^nk 
be  feared  would  be  dlminlahed  by  the  bank's  doslns. 

Mr.  Pole  Tlrtnally  admitted  the  truth  of  reporta  that  tbe  bank  twas 
InaolTeat  otcr  a  period  of  years  and  that  he  waa  adTiacd  to  that  ex  bent 
of  Ita  eonditloa.  A  bank  wboae  affairs  are  In  "  very  bad  condltl  on  " 
coold  not  be  considered  a  aafe  bank,  and  an  unaafe  bank  needs  >nl7 
ofldal  declaration  to  make  It  insolvent.  This,  it  seems,  as  Senitor 
Buum  points  oot,  Mr.  Pole  admitted  In  bis  reference  to  wlthdrawi  i  of 
county  fnnda.  Tbe  Senator'a  atatement  that  the  comptroller,  uhlle 
trylns  to  ssTe  the  National,  should  bare  glTen  aome  eonsideratioi  t  to 
thoae  who,  not  knowing  of  its  precarious  condition,  contintied  to  pat^n 
Ue  It,  is  in  harmony  with  much  sentUnent  in  this  locality. 

Tbe  last  paragraph  of  Mr.  BL-aiax's  second  letter  hlnta  much.  He 
says  he  "  moat  believ*  "  that  the  examinera  "  wen  either  Inoompi  tent 
or  swayed  by  some  power  to  do  great  Injustice  to  tbe  depositon  of  Ithis 
baidK  and  the  financial  intarcsts  of  the  community  in  which  it 
located."  Note  the  Senator's  choice  of  words.  He  doesn't  aay  he 
pects  or  fean  or  thlnka  the  examinera  were  incompetent  or  biased, 
"  must  bellere "  they  were.  Mr.  Pole  said  tbey  were  considered  coiipe- 
tent.  If  Mr.  Pole's  aaaomptlon  is  correct  and  Mr.  BhMAmm  is  not  mis- 
taken in  his  conrlctlon,  what  power  la  this  that  "  swayed  "  the  e:  am- 
Inera  and  why  did  ita  sponsora  wish  to  hurt  Newberry  T  Did  It  pre  rent 
thdr  giving  all  tbe  facts  to  Mr.  Pole,  ttieir  chief?  Is  thla  power  men- 
acing other  national  banks?  Who  are  Ita  apoasora  and  what  is  its  par- 
posa?     WIU  the  "future  InTestlgations "  to  which  Mr.  BLsaaa  r<fer8 


It  should  be  tracked  down 


and 


expose  it?    Let  na  hope  so,  if  it  exists 
exterminated. 

But  waa  Mr.  Pole's  inaction  Justified  in  the  light  of  what  be  ki^7 
Most  of  thaaa  who  lost  by  tbe  bank's  failure  would  probaUy  answ< 
tbe  negatlre.  There  is  merit  In  the  reasona  advanced  by  Mr.  Pole 
this  inaction.  Much  of  the  bank's  doubtful  necnrity  would  become 
worthless  with  its  closing.  This  consisted  largely  of  real-estate  mort 
gagas  and  since  the  bank  bad  so  much  paper  of  this  kind  and  lince 
1^*^rla^^  and  dlrecton  of  the  bank  insisted  it  had  value,  Mr.  Pole  ]  rob- 
ably  concluded  that  It  would  be  better  to  let  tbe  bank  ran  on  in 
hopes  of  reallxing  on  this  paper  even  If  there  was  a  certainty  that 
lag  the  period  of  grace  losses  would  be  increased  in  the  event  that 
bank  succumbed  than  to  close  it  up  when  ita  weakness  waa  first  iiade 
known  to  him.  Developments  have  proved  that  be  erred  if  he  reasoned 
la  tbla  manner  and  that  in  trying  to  avert  a  calamity  he,  or  some 
bot  delayed  and  magnified  it.     The  statement  by  the  comptroller 


one, 
that 

his  oSce  did  all  in  its  power  to  avart  the  failure  of  the  National  m  ems 
to  bear  out  the  foregoing  conjecture.  Mr.  Buusn'a  complaint  aeen  s  to 
be  that  the  comptroller  was  more  intent  on  saving  tbe  bank  thait  he 
waa  In  aafsgnardlng  tbe  interesU  of  ita  clients.  Manifestly  he  beU  eves 
the  Intercata  of  the  two  were  not  identical,  a  diatlactioa  which  Mr. 
Pole  apparently  did  not  graap. 


KUt'U'ilTE  MESSAOB 


A  message,  in  writing,  waa  commnnicated  to  the  Senate  from 
the  President  of  the  United  SUtes  by  Mr.  Latta.  one  of 
secretaries. 


■anaioN  ow  tbx  tamot 


The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  reeomed  the 
ccMisideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R  2087)  to  proride  rerenne  to 
regnlate  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the 
Industries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  lapor. 
and  for  other  jMirposes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  Presideot 

The  PRESIDENT  imto  tempore.  Tbe  pending  question  1^  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  CMnmittee]  on 
page  18.  line  1ft.    Ttie  SenatM-  from  Utah  is  recognised. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  rose  merely  to  ask  thatl  we 
proceed  now  with  the  pending  amendment ;  iad  the  Chair  tbas 
already  stated  It 

Mr.  GBOBOB.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  when  pangrapll  31 
was  reached  J  asked  that  the  first  Senate  ccMnmlttee  am(  nd- 
ment — that  la,  the  amendment  striking  out  the  words  **  cella  oee 
acetata  rayon  waste  and  <^her  ceUnlose  aoetata  wastes"  luid 


sos- 
but 


in 
for 


tbe 

dur- 
tbe 


his 


sobotitnting  th»«fer  "  waste  wholly  or  in  chief  Talne  of  celln- 
lose  acetate,"  go  over. 

I  made  that  request  because  I  had  the  impression  that  the 
chief  use  of  cellulose  acetate  or  waste  wholly  or  in  chief  ralue 
of  cellulose  acetate  In  this  country  was  in  the  textile  industry ; 
bat  upon  refreshing  my  recollec*tioD  from  notes  and  examina- 
tions made  when  the  sulx^Mnmlttee  on  textiles  had  under  con- 
sideration rayon,  I  find  that  that  is  not  true. 

1  therefore  withdraw  the  request  to  have  the  amendment 
passed  over;  and,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  this  amendment 
may  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Th«i  I  ask  now  that  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tMnpore,  Is  there  objection  to  recur- 
ring to  the  amendment  on  page  17,  line  22?  The  Chair  hears 
none.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  now  is  on  tbe 
amendment  on  page  18,  line  16,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  18,  line  16,  before  the  words  "  per 
pound,"  strike  out  "45  cents"  and  insert  "00  cents,"  so  as  to 
read: 

(1)  In  blocks,  sheets,  rods,  tubes,  powder,  flakes,  briquets,  or  other 
forma,  whether  or  not  colloided,  not  made  Into  flnlstied  or  partly  flnlubed 
articles,  40  cents  per  pound,  except  that  transparant  sheeta  more  than 
three  one- thousandths  of  1  inch  and  not  more  than  tbirty-two  one- 
thousandtba  of  1  inch  in  thickness  shall  be  subject  to  duty  at  the  rate 
of  60  oenta  per  pound. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  when  the  Senate  recessed  last 
evening  there  was  up  for  discussion  page  18,  subparagraph  (1), 
of  paragraph  31,  dealing  with  celluloee  compounds. 

Subparagraph  (1)  provides  an  increase  in  duty  from  the 
House  provision  of  45  cents  per  pound  to  50  cents  per  pound 
on  certain  types  of  this  material  when  in  the  form  of  trans- 
parent sheets  more  than  three  one-thousandths  of  1  inch  and 
not  more  than  thirty-two  one-thousandtns  of  1  inch  in  thickness. 

When  the  suggested  increase  of  5  cents  per  pound  was  l)efore 
the  Senate  last  evening,  it  was  stated  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance  tliat  an  investigation  had  been  made  by 
representatives  of  the  Tariff  Commission  in  order  to  secure 
the  cost  facts  surrounding  this  commodity;  and  the  figures,  as 
I  recall,  were  placed  in  the  RaccMto  at  that  time. 

I  do  not  consider  this  partictilar  item  of  extreme  importance, 
so  far  as  the  item  in  itself  is  concerned,  or  the  rather  slight 
Increase  of  5  cents  per  i>ound ;  but  it  occurs  to  me  that  the 
ajHMirent  drive  against  any  increase  in  an  industrial  rate  is  of 
great  importance,  and  it  might  be  just  as  well  to  discuss  briefiy 
that  phase  of  the  situation  with  this  item  before  us. 

I  agree  absolutely  with  the  Reimblican  platform,  which  I  will 
not  repeat,  which  in  no  uncertain  language  charges  this  Con- 
gress with  giving  consideration  to  industrial  conditions  and 
pledges  that  where  help  or  remedy,  so  far  as  it  can  be  granted 
through  tariff,  are  justified,  it  shall  be  given.  Neither  do  I 
consider  the  proclamation  or  si^eeches  of  the  President,  so  oft«i 
referred  to,  as  in  any  way  altering  that  direct  responsibility  of 
this  Congress. 

Again,  this  particular  paragraph  certainly  comes  within  the 
category  of  what  might  be  properly  termed  infant  industries. 

Mr.  SIMMONa  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  interrupt  the  Sena- 
tor in  any  spirit  of  controversy,  but  simply  because  I  should 
like  to  understand  dearly  what  is  the  attitude  of  the  representa- 
tives of  the  other  side  of  this  body  with  reference  to  the  char- 
acter of  this  tariff  revision. 

I  agree  entirely  with  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  that  the 
President  could  not  bind  the  Congress  to  any  limitation  in  Its 
action  upon  this  matter.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  if  we 
decide  at  this  time  to  enter  upon  a  general  revision  of  the 
tariff,  notwithstanding  the  effort  of  the  President  to  restrict 
us  to  a  limited  revision,  we  will  be  altogether  within  our  rights ; 
but  what  I  should  like  to  know  is  whether  the  proponents  of 
the  increases  in  this  bill  propose  to  defend  them  upon  the 
ground  that  the  Republican  Party  has  promised  a  general  re- 
Tislon  of  the  tariff,  or  do  they  propose  to  defend  them  upon  the 
ground  that  the  industry  is  depressed  by  undue  for^gn  com- 
petiUon? 

If  they  are  to  be  defended  upon  the  former  ground,  then  we 
may  tmderstand  that  we  are  now  engaged  in  a  general  revision ; 
but  if  they  are  to  be  defended  upon  the  ground  that  they  come 
within  the  rule  laid  down  by  the  President  lu  the  definition 
htf'etofore  given  of  what  he  meant  by  a  limited  revision,  we 
should  confine  ourselves  to  a  consideration  of  increases  only  in 
case  it  is  shown  there  is  depression  in  an  industry  because  of 
foreign  competition. 
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I  should  like  to  get  the  idea  of  the  other  side  about  that 
matter.  I  want  to  know  whether  we  are  engaged  in  a  gmeral 
revision  or  whether  we  are  engaged  In  a  limited  reviaion.  If 
that  is  made  clear  to  me,  this  controversy  probably  can  be 
somewhat  shortened. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  afraid  it  never  can  be  made 
dear  from  the  angle  of  the  Senator's  apparent  desire;  but  so 
far  as  my  expressions  already  made  are  concerned,  they  are 
based  enUrely  upon  this  paragraph  of  the  Republican  national 
platform : 

However,  we  realize  that  there  are  certain  Industries  which  can  not 
now  BucceMsfnlly  compete  with  foreign  producera  because  of  the  lower 
foreign  wages  and  a  lower  cost  of  living  abroad,  and  we  ple^lfie — 


No  uncertainty  as  to  that  word — 
the  next  Republican  Congress  to  an  examination — 

That  examination  has  been  made  by  the  Finance  Committee — 
and  where  necessarjr  s  revision  of  these  B<±iedule8  to  the  end  that 
American  labor  in  these  Industries  may  again  command  the  home 
market,  may  maintain  its  standard  of  Uving,  and  may  count  upon 
steady  employment  in  Its  accustomed  field. 

Mr.  President,  the  Finance  Committee  held  exhaustive  hear- 
ings. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  EDGE.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to  finish  my 
statement,  then  I  will  be  glad  to  further  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  was  just  going  to  ask  the  Senator  one 
question  about  that  declaration  in  the  platform. 

Mr.  EDGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  the  Senator  construe  that  declaration 
as  applying  to  Congress  in  regular  session,  or  does  he  construe 
it  as  also  applying  to  Congress  when  in  extraordinary  seaaion 
for  a  particular  or  specified  purpose? 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  construe  that  pledge  to  mean  that  when  Con- 
gress Is  considering  the  question  of  tariff  in  any  ^ase,  and  the 
Finance  Committee  by  a  vote  of  the  Senate  was  instructed  to 
listen  to  the  pleas  of  representatives  of  all  activities,  all  classes 
of  industry,  that  when  it  is  thus  disclosed  a  change  in  existing 
rates  is  necessary  or  justified,  be  it  agriculture  or  industry  it 
is  the  duty  of  this  Congress — the  first  Congress  that  has  that 
opportunity— to  try  to  furnish  the  remedy. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Then,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  the  Indulgence 
of  tbe  Senator  to  say  that  if  he  is  correct,  the  proponents  of 
the  bill  recognize  no  limitations  in  the  present  revision. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  Senator  may  reach  his  own  conclusions  as 
he  will.  I  should  like  to  continue  with  my  argument  on  the 
paragraph  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  the  Senator  wiU  pardon  me  just  one 
word ;  of  course,  if  that  declaration  of  the  Republican  platform 
applies  to  an  extraordinary  session  the  Senator  is  m-obably 
correct,  but  I  had  not  thought  it  did. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  yield  for  a  question ;  but  I  desire  to  di8cu.ss  if 
I  may  be  permitted,  the  item  before  us,  and  not  enter  into  a 
general  discussion. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  would  seem  to  me  that  the  thing  that 
would  reflect  the  picture  better  than  anything  else  would  be  the 
production— the  exports  and  the  imports.  Will  the  Senator  give 
ostlie  production  of  pyroxylin  of  all  kinds,  and  then  the  exporta- 
tions? 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  will  cover  that,  I  think,  to  the  Senator's  satis- 
faction, before  I  conclude. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  May  I  ask  If  my  figures  are  correct  on 
that  point— that  the  production  is  17,300,000  pounds,  and  that 
tl>e  Imports  are  only  121.000  pounds? 

Mr.  EDGE.  No;  I  think  the  Senator's  figures  are  entirely 
incorrect. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    And  that  the  exports  are  3,127,000  pounds? 

Mr.  EDGE.  According  to  my  information,  the  Senator's 
figures  are  incorrect ;  and,  if  the  Senator  wiU  permit  me  I  will 
reach  that  very  point,  and  give  him  what  I  have  every  reason 
to  believe  are  the  correct  figures. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  These  figures,  I  may  say,  came  from  one 
or  the  economists  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  think  those  figures  are  inclusive  of  other  com- 
modities. I  propose  discussing  alone  the  commodity  in  para- 
graph 1,  celluloid  which  is  used  in  windshields  for  automobUes- 
and  in  the  ease  of  that  particular  commodity  I  will  read  the 
^^'JUL  ™«y  be  permitted  to  do  so,  in  a  few  moments 
1  r^^"  *7^^**^  ^**^  ^^  general  discussion  of  tariff  revision 
interrupted,  I  was  about  to  present  the  situation  relating  alone 
to  the  paragraph  before  the  Senate. 
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The  Tariff  Oommission  made  an  inveatlgation  of  the  coat  of 
production  of  this  particular  commodity  in  the  three  or  four 
plants  existing  in  the  United  SUtea.  I  think  I  had  stated  that 
this  certainly  could  be  considered  an  infant  industry  The 
preparation  and  manufacture  of  this  particular  commodity  has 
t»een  in  progress  for  lees  than  three  years. 

As  long  as  the  questicm  of  the  importaUons  has  been  brought 

"JSL^  ^"'  ^^^^  ^  **^*  ■'  ****<*•  The  domestic  production  in 
1«29,  based  on  the  rate  of  output  in  September,  is  estimated 
at  1,500,000  pounds,  the  imports  at  800,000  pounds;  in  other 
words,  the  imports  represent  a  little  more  than  50  per  cent  of  the 
entire  productimi.  Certainly  that  item  can  not  be  clas»ifled 
among  th<»8e  we  have  heard  so  mu<A  about  in  the  last  few  days 
where  the  imports  were  negUgiWe.  The  imports  in  this  case 
are  over  50  per  cent 

The  cost  of  producing  the  celluloid  used  In  these  windshields 
was  ascertained,  may  I  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin,  by  two  men  sent  out  from  the  Tariff  Commission  who 
personaUy  visited  these  different  factcx-les,  who  had  access  to 
the  cost  b(»oks  and  records  of  the  manufacturing  plants,  and 
computed  their  own  figures  from  those  costs.  The  result  of  this 
investigation  demonstrated  that  the  cost  of  the  domestic  celluloid 
used  in  this  process,  without  adding  anything  for  profit,  was  aa 
average  of  $1.20  per  pound.    That  is  the  cost  In  the  factory 

The  German  comparable  article  is  now  used  throughout  this 
country  In  windshields,  I  think,  by  the  Ford  Co.  and  others, 
though  I  will  not  attempt  to  go  into  that,  because  I  hare  not 
investigated  it  sufflcientiy.  The  invoice  price  of  the  German 
product  landed  in  New  York  is  65  cents  per  pound.  The  differ- 
ence between  66  cents  per  pound  and  $1.20  per  pound  is.  dearly 
55  cents.  _         ^' 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  proposes,  as  protectioB,  repre- 
senting less  than  the  difference  between  the  production  costs  at 
home  and  abroad,  50  cents,  thus  leaving  a  margin  of  5  centa  la 
excess  of  the  actual  differential. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin — and  I  am  not 
criticizing  him  at  all — when  It  was  suggested  that  this  cost 
record  had  been  secured  by  representatives  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, last  evening  stated : 

I  understand  that;  but,  with  all  due  respect  to  the  Investlgationa 
which  have  been  made — and  I  am  not  erttldsing  them — nevertheleas 
these  rush  investigations  which  have  been  made  in  conjunction  with  th« 
preparaUon  of  thle  bill,  and  to  meet  the  situation  presented  by  the 
passage  of  the  bill,  are  not  InveatlgaUons  of  the  thorough  nature  and 
character  and  are  not  as  final  as  they  would  be  if  they  were  properly 
conducted  investigations  by  the  commission,  wbwe  all  of  tbe  time 
necessary  to  arrive  at  the  complete  daU  would  be  afforded. 

That  is  a  very  mild  criticism,  but,  nevertheless,  this  investiga- 
tion was  made  in  the  way  I  have  indicated.  I  do  not  know  how 
it  could  have  been  any  more  thorough  if  a  year  or  more  had  been 
consumed  In  the  Inquiry.  The  representatives  of  the  commission 
presented  these  facts  to  the  ccwamittee,  and  they  have  already 
been  presented  In  more  detail  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLBTTE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  EDGE.  In  just  a  moment  I  think  It  is  only  fair  that 
the  Senate  should  accept  these  figures.  If  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  or  any  other  Senator  can  dispute  the  figures  and 
give  any  to  establish  the  Incmrectness  of  those  I  have  given, 
then  that  testimony  should,  of  course,  be  presmted  to  the  Sen- 
ate, but  Just  the  general  obeervation  that  because  the  investiga- 
tion was  necessarily  more  or  less  hurriedly  made  It  could  not 
be  relied  upon  does  appeal  to  me  as  not  being  entirely  fair 
under  the  c<HidItion8k  ' 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  President  the  observation  which 
I  made  In  connecticm  with  this  investigatlcm  applies  to  other 
statemoits  which  hare  been  made  on  the  fioor  since  these  rates 
came  before  us.    Senators  rise  on  the  floor  and  say  that  these 
are  investigations,  and  figures  from  those  investigations,  con- 
ducted   by   the   Tariff   Commission.     The   point   which    I   at- 
tempted to  make  last  night — I  may  not  have  made  it  dear — 
was  this,  that  there  is  a  distinction,  and  a  very  dear  distinction, 
between  a  thoroughgoing  inreetigatlon  ordered  by  the  Tariff 
Commission,  and  Its  result  finally  approved  by  the  commission, 
which  has  behind  it,  th€«refore,  the  authority  of  the  commission 
itself,  and  the  type  of  investigation  from  which  the  Senator 
and  other  Senators  Lave  been  quoting,  namely,  an  investigation 
made  by  one  of  the  chiefs  of  division  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
gathering  such  information   as  could   be  easily  gathered  and 
made  ready  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  in  con- 
junction with  the  consideration  of  this  measure. 

As  I  stated  last  evening.  I  made  no  criticism  of  tbe  use  of 
those  preliminary  investigations;   but   I  do  think  that   when 
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Senators  quote  from  the  reports  of  such  taiTestigstions  it  shoo  d 
he  borne  In  mind  that  they  were  not  Investigations  which  hi  d 
tlie  authority  of  the  commlasion  behind  them.  The  reralts  >f 
those  investigations  have  not  been  passed  apon  and  approv^ 
ti7  the  commission. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  was  very  careful  not  to  mfc- 
qoote  the  Senator;  in  fact,  I  read  lils  statement,  as  he  knoiJB. 
I  am  fartlier  informed  the  Investigation  was  ordered  In  tlie 
usual  way  by  the  commission.  But,  of  course,  there  has  n  >t 
been  time  to  have  the  data  corr^ted  and  published  in  a  boo  c, 
•Dch  as  we  have  before  us  relating  to  past  investigations. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.  No;  if  the  Senator  win  yield  farther. 
It  has  not  been  passed  upon  bj  the  commission  Itsdf. 

Mr.  BDOB.    I  think  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  S^iator  ylfMt 

Mr.  BDOB.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KIjNQ.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that  these  fact  i. 
If  there  are  any  facts  in  the  statement — and  I  hare  some  doul  t 
about  that — were  submitted  to  the  Finance  Committee.  Th<y 
were  not  sulKnitted,  as  I  recall  the  testim<wy  to  the  Ftnan<  e 
Committee,  when  the  Democrats  had  a  chance  to  participate  n 
the  liearingB,  and  I  know  of  no  investigation  that  has  be<n 
made  in  regard  to  the  costs  of  this  particular  item.  If  theie 
has  been  an  investigation  ordered  by  the  TarifT  Commission  ai  d 
a  report  thereon  has  been  filed,  I  would  like  to  see  it  It  has 
not  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  tlie  Finance  Committee, 
ttt  whl(4i  I  am  a  memt>er.  I  am  not  questioning  the  integri  y 
of  tlie  Seoator,  of  eonrse ;  hut  I  am  not  accepting  these  stat  e^ 
menti  that  may  come  ex  parte  frcxn  some  expert  of  the  Tarttf 
CoandaaloB.  I  want  the  facts,  and  I  want  to  know  they  «« 
accuratei  and  I  want  to  see  the  report 

Mr.  BDOB.  Mr.  President  as  I  have  already  sUted,  <»f 
course  any  S«iator  has  a  perfect  right  to  dispute  these  itgnn  i. 
PMWoally  I  have  absolDte  confidence  in  their  accuracy.  I  ha^ « 
endeavored  to  advise  the  Senate  that  representatives  of  tie 
eommiasion  personally  visited  the  factories,  had  access  to  tlie 
records,  took  advantage  of  that  privilege  in  order  to  secui'e 
accurate  cost  figures.  With  these  facta  before  us  it  does  see  n 
to  me  going  Just  a  little  bit  beyond  the  pale  of  fairness  to  ss  y 
that  Just  because  time  would  not  permit  because  this  is  a  ne  v 
industry,  because  the  competition  has  been  limited  within  a 
very  short  space  ot  time,  and  the  investigation  could  not  le 
handled  as  have  been  inquiries  into  some  other  commodities,  an  d 
we  are  trying  to  protect  it  by  a  slight  ndse^  that  there  should  ^ 
a  blanket  cliarge  that  tite  informatkm  is  incorrect  and  nnn 
able.  Senators  can  dntw  their  own  condusioiM  as  to  ti|e 
justlflation  of  that  general  bUnket  charge. 

Mr.   HAARISON   and   Mr.   LA   FOLLETTE   addressed   t 
Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Neiwr 
Jersey  yield ;  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Without  challenging  the  correctness  of 
Senator's  aoscrti<ma,  because  evidently  the  Information  he  glv 
the  Senate  came  from  either  one  of  the  chiafs  of  bureau  of 
Tariff  GoBunission,  it  is  very  material  and  vital  when  the 
ator,  a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee,  states  that  this  is 
repcvt  of  an  InTestigatlon  of  the  oommiarion,  to  ask.  Was 
investigation  ordered  orally  by  some  member  of  the  commissi 
to  the  chief,  or  was  the  order  in  writing? 

Mr.  EDGBL  My  informaUon  is  that  it  was  authorized  by 
coBiwiwion  In  the  regular  way,  as  I  have  already  stated,  aiid 
two  men  were  sent  out  into  the  field.  I  have  no  information  t  m 
to  whether  it  was  originated  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Co^ 
mlttee.  My  understanding  is  that  it  took  place  prior 
Senate  bearings,  however. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  WiU  not  the  Senator  give  to  ua, 
procnrable.  If  there  Is  any  order  upon  the  part  of  the  commln- 
■tooh— and  I  imagine  that  they  keep  minutes  ap  there— or  soi  e 
written  data  of  the  ordering  of  this  investi^tion  as  to  th  a 
partlcnlar  itens? 

Mr.  MDOB.    I  wfll  secure  that  if  it  la  procurable. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  do  not  challenge  the  Senator's  sUteme  it 
at  an,  bat  tt  is  easy  enough  to  go  out  in  an  ex  parte  w&y  ai  d 
get  some  information,  and  bring  it  In  to  bolster  up  some  par- 
ticular IndosCrj,  when  the  inquiry  is  not  as  a  matter  of  fact  t  n 
investigation  at  all.  We  ml^t  as  well  settle  this  thing  in  t]  le 
begfnntng  of  the  discnsslon  of  the  rate  M^Mttg,  uiA  ascerta  n 
now  as  to  wbeClwr  or  not  we  are  going  to  accept  that  kind  M 
Inforaaadoa  without  the  conclusive  evidence. 

Mr.  EDOB.    May  I  ssk  the  Senator  a  qoestion?    Is  the  Bern 
tor  prepared  to  accept  aa  conclusive  all  the  information  la  t) « 
Tariff  SonuBary  that  baa  been  con^iUed  Uuroogfa  the  cenend  a4d 
lefDlar  aetbods? 

Mr.  HARBISON.    CHi,  no ;  but  the  Tarlif  Ocnnmlsalon  makes 
summary  of  Its  report  foOowInf  an  Inrestisatkin. 
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It  is  unanimous,  sometimes  it  is  upon  a  division;  but  because 
some  chief  of  some  particular  division  down  there  sends  out  a 
few  letters  in  an  endeavor  to  find  out  about  some  fact  and  the 
report  is  brought  in  here  without  giving  other  interests  an 
opportunity  to  say  whether  or  not  it  is  correct,  to  me  is  not  con- 
clusive at  all. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  It  would  seem,  then,  from  the 
Senator's  statement  that  he  refuses  to  accept  all  of  the  reports 
of  the  cmnml88lon  as  regularly  puMished;  that  it  altogether 
depends  on  Just  what  the  report  says.  I  notice  the  great 
avidity  with  which  Senators,  on  the  other  side  particularly, 
pore  over  the  tariff  information,  and  when  they  find  "  imports 
negligible"  they  accept  that  statement  at  once;  there  can  not 
be  any  question  about  it.  If  they  find  '*  exports  large,"  that 
statement  Is  accepted  at  once;  there  can  not  be  any  question 
al)out  it  But  whenever  we  get  something  that  does  nut  Just 
fit  their  concti)ti(m  of  a  condition,  then  there  is  some  question 
raised  as  to  the  accuracy  of  the  information. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  I  will  qay  to  the  Senator 
quite  frankly  that  it  depends  a  good  deal,  in  my  own  case,  in 
forming  my  own  opinion,  as  to  who  maile  the  investigation, 
as  to  what  particular  commissioner  said  this  or  that  and  so 
on.  For  instance,  if  Mr.  Burgess  were  on  the  commission,  and 
said  something  to  me,  knowing  what  has  been  disclosed  by  the 
lobby  committee,  that  be  is  a  tool  of  certain  interests,  that  he 
is  being  paid  by  certain  interests  to  come  here  and  lobby,  and 
so  on,  it  would  have  little  or  no  effect  upon  me.  If  a  repmt 
of  a  man  like  the  one  who  has  charge  of  the  earthenware- 
pottery  schedule,  for  instance,  should  make  a  statement  I 
would  think  it  was  pretty  nearly  correct,  because  I  think  he  is 
honest,  he  is  square,  he  is  unmoved  and  uninfluenced  by  Bur- 
gess and  bis  crowd,  who  are  t^eeldng  to  corrupt  the  Tariff 
C<munlssion. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  Presid«it,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am 
perfectly  ready  to  accept  the  Tariff  Commission  as  a  body,  as 
an  CHrganization,  and  will  not  attempt  to  criticize  any  individual 
membexs.  In  fact  one  of  the  experts  of  the  commission,  Mr. 
Koch,  representing  the  earthenware  industry,  happened  to  be 
assigned  to  the  subcommittee  of  which  I  was  chairman.  I 
have  seen  by  the  reports  of  the  lobby  investigation  that  Mr. 
Koch  was  under  criticism  by  some  of  the  gentlemen  frequently 
referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

So  far  as  I  was  concerned  I  personally  commended  Mr.  Koch 
for  what  I  considered  his  very  fair  presentation  of  all  the 
matters  that  were  asked  for  by  the  subcommittee,  and  that 
fact  I  think  came  out  before  the  so-called  lobby  investigation 
committee.  

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  and  Mr.  CARAWAY  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  yield ;  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  EDQEI  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  been  on  his 
feet  several  moments.    I  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  mer^  wish  to  make  my  own  views 
clear  since  the  Senator  has  referred  to  a  remark  I  made  on 
yesterday. 

Tliere  are  two  Idnds  of  reports.  One  is  the  report  which 
goes  through  the  regular  routine  procedure,  is  thorough  in 
character,  and  the  conclusions  finally  &re  pasned  upon  by  the 
commission  itself,  and  the  commlstdou  ItMeif  takes  responsi- 
bility  for  the  thoroughness  and  the  accuracy  of  the  results  of 
the  investigatimi  and  the  conclusions  which  it  draws  there* 
from. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Will  the  Senator  accept  those  conclusions? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  «H.-ond  type  of  investigation  is  one 
to  which  I  referred  yesterday  and  to  which  I  am  going  to  refer 
again  this  morning.  That  is  the  preliminary  Investigation 
which  Is  not  concluded  and  which  therefore  is  not  conclusive 
and  does  not  have  behind  it  the  responsibility  of  the  commis- 
sion Itself  for  the  re^^ult  of  the  findings.  I  make  no  criticism 
of  the  use  of  those  preliminary  investigations,  but  I  do  think 
tliat  Senators  when  they  make  use  of  them  should  distingui»<h 
them  from  the  report  which  has  been  thoroughly  Investigated, 
and  that  a  statement  should  be  made  that  it  is  a  preliminary 
investigation,  that  it  is  not  complete,  and  that  it  does  not 
carry  the  authority  and  the  responsibility  of  the  commission 
behind  the  findings. 

Mr.  EDGE.  If  the  Senator  followed  the  statement  I  made  in 
this  connection  he  most  admit  that  I  made  that  very  careful 
distinction,  stating  Just  how  it  was  secured. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  understand. 

Mr.  EDGE.  May  I  ask  the  S«iator  practically  the  same 
question  I  asked  tlie  Senator  from  Mississippi?  He  has  com- 
mented in  a  general  way  and  in  rather  specific  terms  on  the 
accuracy  of  the  reports  of  the  commission  where  they  have 
come  through  the  usual  channels  and  have  been  passed  upon 
finally  by  the  commission  itaeil    Is  the  Senator  prepared  to 
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acc^t  as  we  go  through  the  bill  and  consider  the  various  rates, 
the  reports  as  they  appear  in  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Infor- 
mation? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.  So  far  as  I  am  persiMially  concaned, 
I  am  willing  to  accept  thran  unless  there  is  evidence  presented 
to  indicate  that  they  are  inaccurate.  In  such  study  as  I  have 
been  able  to  make  of  the  bill  I  have  relied  upon  the  Summary 
of  Tariff  Information  as  being  the  only  source  of  information 
available  which,  geno-ally  speaking,  could  be  considered  to  he 
of  an  impartial  nature.  If  a  Senator  comes  forward  with  evi- 
dence that  the  information  in  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Informa- 
tion is  incorrect,  I  certainly  am  not  going  to  accept  tlie  Sum- 
mary of  Tariff  Information  as  the  last  word. 
Mr.  EDGE.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  But  gwieraUy  speaking,  I  have  made 
8uoh  study  as  I  could  of  the  bill  with  the  Summary  of  Tariff  In- 
formation as  the  chief  source  of  my  information. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  agree  with  the  Senator,  and  alcmg  the  same 
process  of  reasoning  I  have  propounded  the  question  and  sug- 
gested several  times  that  if  any  Senator  had  any  information 
that  would  successfully  dispute  the  figures  which  have  been 
obtaine<l  in  the  way  that  has  already  been  carefully  described 
relating  to  the  paragraph  before  the  Senate,  of  course  it  should 
be  given  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 
Mr.  EDGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that  he 
thought  the  tariff  expert,  Mr.  Koch,  was  ^itir^y  fair. 
Mr.  EDOB.     I  made  that  statement 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  Senator  make  it, 
because  William  Burgess  under  oath  said  the  Senator  joined 
with  him  in  criticizing  Mr.  Koch. 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  tried  to  indicate  that  I  wanted  to  give  Mr. 
Koch  that  approval  in  spite  of  that  fact. 
Mr.  CARAWAY.     In  spite  of  what  Mr.  Burgess  said? 
Mr.  EDGE.     I  do  not  iuiow  who  said  It  or  did  not  say  it.     I 
am  discussing  Mr.  Koch  in  the  attitude  of  my  own  experience 
and  opinion  of  him. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     I  wanted  to  be  certain  about  it  because 
Mr.  Burgess  swore  the  other  way. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  EDGE.    I  am  anxious  to  get  through,  but  I  am  glad  to 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Last  November  the  Tariff  Commission  author- 
ized an  expert  frwn  the  chemical  division  and  an  expert  from 
the  8undrie«  division  to  make  this  examination  upon  the  ques- 
tion now  before  the  Senate.  That  examinati(Hi  was  thor- 
oughly made.  It  was  reported,  and  the  figures  wldch  I  quoted 
yesterday  were  quoted  from  that  report.  It  was  not  made 
under  any  order  by  virtue  of  section  315.  It  was  a  direct 
order.  If  the  Senate  wants  the  letter  of  authorization  I  will 
have  it  here  in  half  an  hour  and  will  read  it  to  the  Senate  so 
it  may  appear  in  the  Recobd. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President  I  shall  conclude  if  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  do  so,  I  know  other  Senators  desire  to  discuss  the 
subject.  I  can  not,  however,  leave  the  phase  of  it  we  have  been 
discussing  in  this  rather  rapid-fire  debate  without  referring  to 
the  action  of  the  Senate  on  casein  yesterday.  I  simply  bring 
that  up  in  its  rdationship  to  the  thought  that  I  presented  at 
the  outset. 

It  seems  to  me,  just  as  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
SuoBraiooE]  so  ably  expressed  yesterday  or  the  day  before,  that 
we  should  approach  the  great  responsibility  of  considering  the 
increasing  or  lowering  of  rates  in  the  tartff  bill  entirely  from 
the  standpoint  of  facts,  whether  the  rates  are  agricultural  or 
industrial.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  endeavoring  to 
do  It.  It  was  with  great  pleasure  that  I  acquiesced  In  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaiwe]  when 
he  demonstrated,  in  my  judgment  that  a  differential  of  5  cents 
was  entirely  justified.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  did  not  com- 
plain when  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Borah]  pot  on  another 
half  cent  for  good  measure. 

Nevertheless,  Information  from  the  Tariff  Commission  upon 
that  particular  schedule  was  absolutely  indefinite.  They  ad- 
mitted their  inability  to  secure  the  facts,  but  we  accepted  the 
statement  as  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Blaink]— at  least  a  large  majority  of  the  Senate  did.  I  think 
the  same  spirit  should  exist  and  prevail  in  the  consideration  of 
the  industrial  schedules.  Where  information  is  secured  and 
can  not  be  and  is  not  succes.«<fully  disputed,  it  should,  in  all 
fairness,  be  accepted  by  the  Senate.  If  it  can  be  successftelly 
disputed,  then,  of  cotirse,  we  want  to  hear  that  evidence  and  have 
that  information. 


I  stated  at  the  outset  that  this  particular  item  is  not  in  itself 
very  Important  The  additional  6  cents  per  pound  would  come 
somewhere  near  the  differential,  as  hss  already  been  indicated 
by  the  figures,  and  would  result  so  far  as  the  American  con- 
sumer is  concerned,  in  added  cost  of  less  than  6  cents  per  wind- 
shield- The  weight  of  the  material,  the  amount  used  in  the 
ordinary  windshields,  is  leas  than  1  pound;  to  be  accurate,  I 
think  the  figures  are  0.66  of  1  pound,  or  pracUcally  two-thirds 
of  a  pound.  In  oth«r  words,  this  additional  protection,  in  order 
to  give  employment  to  American  workmen  rather  than  woiionen 
in  Germany,  might  cost  if  the  added  duty  were  added  to  the 
price,  3%  cents  per  windshield.  I  repeat  certainly  It  is  not 
important  from  the  standpoint  of  the  dtlsen  and  we  should  not 
perhaps  have  consumed  the  time  which  has  been  taken,  but  from 
the  standpoint  of  principle.  If  we  believe  in  a  protective  tariff, 
it  is  an  item  upon  which  the  discussion  could  properly  be  made. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  me  in  order  to  enable  me  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Nobbrx:^]  a  question? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Very  well ;  I  yIeUl. 

mrSINKSS  BDOSE  BATTKZNO  AWD  CUBSKNOT  COM  Mima 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  may  I  have  the  attention  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  [Mr. 
NobbbckI? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ftts  In  the  chair).  The 
attention  of  the  Senator  frcwn  South  Dakota  is  requested. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     Very  weU. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banldng  and  Currency  if  that  committee  will  meet  b^ore 
the  regular  session  for  the  cmislderation  of  measures  now  before 
it  CMP  for  the  initiation  of  legislation  which  it  may  deem  needed 
in  view  of  the  great  crash  in  Wall  Street  yesterday,  which  so 
seriously  affected  thousands  and  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
American  citizens  and  resulted  In  stupendous  losses? 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  Presldoit,  the  Senator  from  Utah  Is 
familiar  with  the  situation.  I  presume  he  has  reference  espe- 
cially to  the  resolution  of  investigation  introduced  by  himself 
last  June.  I  can  inform  him  that  the  C<Mnmittee  on  Banking 
and  Currency  met  shortly  afterwards  to  consider  the  resolution. 
The  sentiment  expressed  in  the  committee  was  that  a  majority 
were  averse  to  taking  it  up  at  that  time,  saying  that  the  Senate 
would  not  consider  it  and  the  House  was  not  organized,  so  it 
would  be  futile.  But  a  majority  of  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee rather  indicated  that  they  would  be  favorable  to  taking 
up  the  resolution  when  other  matt««  were  disposed  of  so  thst 
they  could  get  to  It 

As  chairman  of  tlie  conunktee  and  looking  with  favor  upon 
the  rescrfution,  and  especially  upon  some  parts  of  it  I  tlu>nght 
it  the  part  of  wisdom  to  delay  action  until  such  time  as  a  ma- 
jority of  the  committee  felt  that  it  was  proper  to  take  it  up  and 
when  it  could  be  givMi  conslderaticm  by  the  Senate  and  the 
Homte. 

Mr.  KINO.  Does  the  Senator  contemplate  callinff  the  €«&• 
mittee  together  before  the  regular  session? 

Mr.  NORBECK.  That  is  a  que^icm  which  It  is  diflkult  to 
answer.  The  Senator  knows  that  when  we  meet  at  10  o'clock  in 
the  morning  and  remain  in  session  until  6  o'clodt  in  the  evening 
we  can  not  get  any  large  committee  together  for  tlie  serious 
consideration  of  any  important  matter.  An  emergency  situation 
may  develop  that  will  call  for  it  but  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  the  proposed  investigation  I  doubt  if  the  ccnnmittee 
will  be  called  together  in  the  near  future.  It  all  depends  upon 
what  may  happen  in  New  York,  and  we  can  not  tell  which  day 
it  may  happen.  There  may  he  such  a  imblic  interest  in  the 
subject  that  such  action  may  became  necessary. 

The  event  which  took  i^ce  In  New  York  City  yesterday  Is 
not  a  new  thing.  More  than  a  year  ago  the  Senator  frcHn 
WIsc(msin  [Mr.  La  Follrtb]  Introduced  a  resolution  mild  in 
form  looking  toward  diecklng  such  raids.  It  simply  requested 
the  Federal  Reserve  Board  to  admcmlsh  the  banks  not  to  en- 
courage such  a  movement  In  the  committee  there  was  a  wide 
difference  of  opinion.  The  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur- 
rency is  so  conservative  that  a  great  many  members  voted 
against  reporting  out  even  that  mild  resolution.  We  had  it  on 
the  calendar  for  weeks  and  months  and  we  never  could  get  ccm- 
sideration  of  It  because  a  majority  was  opposed  to  doing  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Mr.  KINO.  Two  years  ago  I  offered  a  resolution  not  quite  so 
broad  In  scope  as  the  one  to  which  the  Senator  refers  and 
which  is  now  pending  before  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency.  I  also  offered  two  or  more  measures  which  I  think, 
if  they  had  been  adopted,  would  have  prevented  the  catastrophic 
decline  of  ▼aloes,  or  at  least  it  would  have  prereoted  the  great 
inflation  which,  in  my  opinion,  has  been  so  dissstrooa 


I 
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I  ofllend  the  naohitioa  muxj  oiontht  ago  to  idikb  the  Sen  r- 
I   believe  «  comivebenfliTe  iirresdsBtlon   at  o^ir 

and  all  eogaate  mmtten  would  be  of  vetj 
We  are  now  eaotToattd  in  an  acnte  way  with  the 

of  brancli  h»«hrfag  and  the  merger  ai  banlb  In  all 

parta  ot  the  United  Statea  The  oonoentratioa  and  mergiic 
■kovcmcDts  axe  0oittc  forward  with  Incieaaed  momentum  and  it 
looka  aa  theagh  it  will  be  only  a  shMt  time  when  aobatantia^ 
ail  at  the  cndita  of  the  eovntry  will  be  maaaed  In  the  hands 
a  Hmtf^  amnber  of  banks  or  banking  instltntioaa  that  will 
controlled  by  a  limited  number  of  men. 

I  am  not  sore  Just  what  legislation  ia  needed  or  what  can 
done  to  core  the  era  to  which  the  Senator  haa  referred, 
knew  that  the  inHationary  process  has  gone  on  tor  years, 
hundreds  ol  millions  ot  dollars  in  stoA  iBsues  hare  been  p^ 
opoa  the  market,  and  higli-powtfed  salesmen  haye  promotid 
the  sale  of  tbe  stocks,  and,  in  many  instances,  bare  been  parti » 
to  anVp#d«i«g  tbem  upon  the  public.  By  almost  criminal  ai- 
rertisding.  by  methods  that  are  quite  reprehenaiWf.  the  8to:k 
issues  bare  been  pot  into  circulation  with  hi^  prestige  bdiii  td 
them  too  often,  and  the  public  bare  been  the  purchasers  and 
are  now  the  victims.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  the  Banking  ai  td 
Currency  Committee,  in  view  of  the  situation  ought  to  meet  aad 
ought  to  appoint  a  subcommittee,  tf  the  full  committee  can  n  ot 
act,  to  study  this  question,  with  a  view  of  recommending  su  ± 
legislation  as  it  may  deem  proper  to  remedy  the  evils  which  ex:  st 
and  to  amend  tbe  laws  in  a  number  of  particulars. 

Of  course,  I  can  not  make  any  complaint,  because  the  Senate 
la  in  session,  working  many,  many  hours.  We  are  anxious  to 
get  the  tariff  bill  passed— that  Is,  to  get  It  out  of  the  way—  as 
soon  as  possible.  I  do  not  blame  Senators  for  failing  to 
assnme  other  duties  and  responsibilities,  but  it  did  occur  to  )  ne 
that  If  the  committee  would  meet  and  appoint  a  subcommittee 
tiiey  could  provide  the  outlii^  for  the  investlgatloti  to  be  ma  ile 
In  Decembn,  and  in  the  meantime,  because  they  will  need 
experts  to  aid  than,  those  experts  could  assemble  data,  coi  Id 
study  the  question  and  be  ready  to  present  to  the  commitlee 
when  it  meets  in  December  such  data  and  sudi  facts  as  mig  it 
be  deemed  pertinent  to  the  investigation. 

I  can  only  exx^eas  the  hope  that  monbers  of  the  committi  e. 
In  view  of  the  situation,  in  view  of  the  public  interest  in  tie 
natter,  will  call  a  meeting  and  take  up  some  measure — I  am  n  ot 
particular  whether  the  measure  which  I  have  offered  shall  ie 
taken  up— or  take  some  steps  that  will  result  in  a  thorou^ 
■tody  of  the  situation  with  a  view  to  remedial  legislation. 


Sundry  messages  in  writing  were  communicated  to  the  Seni  te 
froan  the  Prealdent  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Latta,  mm  of  I  lis 


be 


■msToiv  or  tsk  tasxtt 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whc^  resumed  the 
■Ideratlon  of  the  bill  (H.  &  2B67)  to  provide  revenue,  to 
late  coBimeroe  with  foreign  ooontriee,  to  oicoarage  the  ind 
tries  of  the  United  Statea,  to  protect  American  labor,  and 
other  porpoBoa. 

The  YIGB  PRK8IDENT.    The  pending  amendment  will 
•tated. 

The  GHxar  Cumk.    On  page  18,  in  paragraph  81,  Une 
after  the  woeda  "rate  odC,"  it  la  proposed  to  strike  ont  ' 
oenta  "  aad  iaaert  "  60  oendi,'*  eo  as  to  read : 

(1)  la  Mock,  shMte,  reda.  tabes,  p«wd«r,  ftRkM,  briqucfts,  or  other 
yKtWr  or  Dot  oriloldsd,  boC  mmdm  Into  flaWte4  or  partly    In- 
•rtklcs.  40  eents  per  pond,  uattpt  tkat  traaspafoat  ihceta  a^tre 
throe  ifci  tll^lm■artt^■  of  1  Inch  sad  not   niore  tiuui  tUrty 
htbooMadtba  of  1  Inch  ts  thtfkae—  Aall  be  nhject  to  daty  at 
imte  «f  ••  eMia  pe 


he 


propriie, 
dut  es 
pre9<nt 
aod 


Mr.  WALSH  of  MassachosettSw    Mr.  President,   I 
doilnc  tlie  coosldtfation  of  this  hill,  to  vote  for  Increased 
only  wlMO  a  caae  for  protection  la  shown.    I  believe  the 
dadee,  levied  under  the  Fordney-McCnmber  law,  are,  by 
larger  aaffldeat,  and  that  the  industries  that  need  addHtioial 
protection  beeanae  of  threatened  injniy  trom  Importations, 
limited  in  avmber. 

This  atatemeat  la  explanatory  to  the  annoancwmmt  tha 
tatoid  to  Tete  for  the  increaaed  dntiea  reoraamended  by 
committee  amendment  upon  the  product  now  being 
and  I  intend  now  to  give  mj  reesoos  for  doing  so. 

Fint  of  all.  a  distinction  shoold  be  made  by  Senatora 
otdlnary  cellalold  sheets  and  tranflparoit  eeUnleld  sbeeta 
hold  la  my  hand  [exhibitlBg]  a  piece  of  aafety  glaas  la  whidi 
a  tranaparcDt  eelteloid  sheet    Any  Senator  looking  at  the 
■Idewlse  can  aee  the  insertioB.     I  hold  in  my  hand  now  ( 
hlblting]  a  piaee  of  safety  glass  that  has  ^eea  pot  to  the  sever^ 


ire 


I 

the 
discusBid, 

betw4en 

I 

Is 
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by  being  shot  at;  Senators  can  see  that  thia  glass  la  noB- 
shatterahle. 

Mr.  President,  the  committee  amendmoit,  setting  aside  techni- 
cal terms,  seeks  to  increase  the  present  protective  duty  upon 
ihfwts  of  celluloid  that  are  transparent  from  46  eenta  per  pound, 
the  Hooae  rate,  to  50  cents  per  pound.  All  ceUoloid  sheets  of 
whatever  character  under  present  law  bear  a  duty  of  40  cents 
per  ponnd  and  have  had  that  dnty  since  1922.  This  rate  was 
fixed  before  transparent  sheets  were  invented. 

Tbe  pyroxylin  industry,  producing  what  is  known  as  cellulose 
sheets,  has  been  in  existence  since  1870.  An  expansion  of  the 
business  came  in  1000  and  a  still  greater  one  during  and  after 
the  war,  though  following  the  war  a  contraction  ensued.  Be- 
fore 1900  the  principal  products  of  this  industry  were  billiard 
balls,  ceUuioid  collars,  c(»nbe,  and  Ho-called  ivory  Pushes.  Since 
1900  the  celluloid-collar  buslneHs  h&n  collapsed  and  the  expan- 
sion has  been  along  the  line  of  artiAcial  ivory  goods,  such  as 
backs  for  brushes,  frames  for  mirrors,  toilet  articles  of  all 
kinds,  combs,  and  a  certain  limited  production  of  transparent 
sheets  for  open-body  automobiles.  At  the  present  time  ceiluloid 
sheets  are  used  for  making  the  above-mentioned  fabricated 
products,  and  also  a  con^derable  variety  of  toys.  The  domestic 
celluloid-toy  boainefls,  which  formerly  was  stifled  by  German 
imports,  was  developed  during  tho  war.  Since  the  war  Japan 
has  become  the  chief  foreign  competitor  in  this  line  of  goods. 

Until  within  the  last  two  years  it  was  not  possible  to  develop 
a  transparent  sheet  of  cellulose  of  a  quality  that  would  be 
suitable  for  the  purpose  of  making  safety  glass.  Such  sheeta 
as  were  manufactured  prior  to  two  years  ago  lacked  trans- 
parency and  deamess  and  would  not  withstand  the  sun's  rays 
without  becoming  discolored.  Also  they  were  subject,  more  or 
less,  to  britUeoess  and  would  not  make  a  perfect  weld  with 
glass  to  form  a  ibeet  of  transijerent  and  nou»hatteraMe  kIhms. 
To-day,  by  reason  of  inventioii.s,  the  industry  is  capable  of  pro- 
ducing a  transparent  celluloid  sheet  that  has  the  necessary 
clearness,  does  not  become  iHltUe  or  discolor  by  reason  of 
weather  exposure,  and  can  be  successfully  laminat^  with  glass 
so  as  to  make  glass  really  nousbatterabla 

Germany  has  likewise  developed  a  transparent  celluloid  slieet 
suitable  for  these  purposes  and  is  exposing  extensively  to  this 
country  in  competition  with  the  recently  started  domestic  in- 
dustry. The  current  statistics  of  impc^ts  indicate  that  Ger- 
many is  supplying  us  at  the  rate  of  800,000  pounds  a  year, 
which  represents  about  53  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production, 
which  is  approximately  one  and  one-half  million  pounds. 

Mr.  COFELAND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massacho- 
setts  yidd  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massat^nsetts.  If  the  Senator  wiU  pardon 
me,  I  wish  he  would  wait  until  I  finish  and  then  I  would  be 
very  happy  to  yield.  I  want  to  develop  my  argument,  as  the 
facts  appear  to  me,  without  interruption. 

What  is  the  tariff  question  here  inv<^ved?  What  reasons  can 
be  advanced  as  to  why  a  different  duty  should  be  levied  upon 
transparent  celluloid  sheets  fn*iu  the  ordinary  sheets  which 
have  not  heretofore  been  suitable  for  safety  glass  puritoses? 
In  other  words,  wtiat  additional  raw  produ<-ts  and  labor  are 
necessary  to  produce  the  delicate  transparent  celluloid  sheet 
that  la  not  used  in  making  toys,  toilet  articles,  and  other  com- 
modities? 

First  Baw  materials  used  In  the  manufacture  of  transparent 
sheets  have  to  be  siieclally  selected  and  of  a  finer  quality.  The 
cotton  has  to  be  purified  and  bleached  several  times. 

8ec<md.  The  nitric  and  sulpfaaric  acids  have  to  be  purified, 
cleared,  and  strained,  so  as  to  remove  the  imperfecticxis. 

Third.  The  water  used  must  be  put  through  special  apparatus 
for  purifying. 

Fourth.  As  the  sheets  pass  through  the  madiines,  there  has  to 
be  a  minute  ini^pection  of  every  process.  It  is  estimated  that 
additional  labor  coats  are  one-third  more  than  that  used  on 
the  ordinary  celluloid  sheets.  In  making  of  the  ordinary  cellu- 
Md  sheets,  labor  is  about  25  per  cent  of  the  coNt. 

Fifth.  Special  machines  have  been  designed  for  this  class  of 
work  in  distinction  from  the  plain  celluloid  sheets  to  some 
extent 

Sixth.  For  transportation  purposes  it  must  be  specially  packed 
to  prevent  scratching. 

It  seems  to  me  that  these  factors  make  out  a  case  for  some 
increase  in  the  present  rate  over  that  given  to  plain  celluloid 
aheeta. 

To  what  extent  ia  this  industry  in  the  class  of  so-called  Infant 
Indostries? 

Transparent  cdlnlold  sheets  for  use  in  the  making  of  safety 
glaas  have  be»i  commercially  produced  for  about  two  yeara. 
Heretofore^  it  has  been  dev^oped  in  connection  with  the  eel  In- 
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lold  sheets   which   were  not   suitable   for  glass  purposes.     It 
now,  by  reason  of  the  large  demand  from  automobile  manu- 
facturers, is  becoming  a  separate  industry.    In  fact,  in  my  own 
State  a  8ei>arate  plant,  representing  a  total  investment  of  one 
and  one-half  million   dollars,  is   being  erected  solely  for  this 
purpose.     That  this  new  product  is  meeting  with  competition 
from  the  German-made  pro<luct  can  not  be  disputed.    The  facts 
show  that  imports  from  Germany  are  underselling  the  domestic 
product  in  the  domestic  market.     Representatives  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  have  investigated  the  domestic  costs  of  production 
o(  celluloid  sheets,  and  they  have  found  as  a  fact  that  a  pound 
of  these  sheets  costs  at  least  $1.10  per  pound,  and  some  as 
high  as  $1.15.     We  know  as  a  fact  that  German  transparent 
ceiluloid  sheets,  actually  as  good  as  the  domestic  product  are 
Imijorted  at  65  cents  per  pound,  on  which  a  duty  of  40  cents  is 
collected.    The  selling  price  of  the  domestic  iM-oduct,  the  cost 
being  between  $1.10  and  $1.16,  Is,  at  the  lowest,  about  $1.20 
It  Is  apparent  that  this  infant  industry  here  and  also  in  Ger- 
many is  engaged  in  a  struggle  to  control  the  market     Japan 
is  likely  to  become  a  serious  competitor  and  she  is  making 
further  progress  in   the  manufacture  of  transparent  celluloid 
sheets.     In  view  of  these  facts,  I  can  not  but  reach  the  con- 
clusion but  that  a  valid  case  has  been  made  out  for  increased 
protection   with    respect  to   transparent  celluloid   sheets.     No 
Increased  protection  is  sought,  or  granted  by  the  bill,  to  ordi- 
nary ceiluloid  sheets. 

The  question  is,  Do  we  want  to  develop  this  industry  here  in 
America?  Surely  It  is  worthy  of  development  somewhere.  No 
one  can  foresee  how  much  these  sheets  may  be  used  in  the 
future  in  the  manufacture  of  safety  glass  and  how  important 
they  will  become  to  the  American  automobile  industry.  Most 
automobile  manufacturers  thus  far  have  used  this  product  only 
in  windshields,  although  a  few  have  used  it  In  all  parts  of  the 
glazing  of  the  car.  It  is  likely  to  become  the  standard  glass  for 
use  for  all  glazing  of  all  automobiles.  It  is  certain  to  be  put 
in  u.se  on  all  bu.sses,  street  raUway  and  railroad  cars,  bank 
windows,  portholes  of  vessels — to  which  particular  use  It  is 
already  being  put  at  present  In  the  Navy— and  for  airplanes. 

It  seems  to  me  that  another  fact  to  be  empha.^ized  in  con- 
nection with  efforts  to  maintain  and  extend  this  domestic  in- 
dustry is  the  benefit  it  will  confer  upon  other  industries  of  this 
country  that  produce  the  raw  materials  used  in  the  making  of 
transpjirent  celluloid  sheets,  which  Includes  the  foUowine  com- 
modities : 

FMrst,  cotton.  For  every  additional  pound  of  transparent 
celluloid  sheets  produced  in  this  country  an  additional  four- 
tenths,  or  nearly  one-half  of  1  pound,  of  cotton  will  be  used 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  know  what  the  Senator  is 
going  to  remind  me.  He  is  going  to  remind  me  that  in  Ger- 
many cotton  Is  not  used,  but  pulp  Is  used. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  only  that  but  I  wanted  to  say  that  the 
cotton  used  is  the  llnters — the  poorest  cotton,  the  cotton  for 
which  there  Is  tbe  least  demand. 

Mr.  W.ALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Yes;  tbe  powest  cotton 
Now,  just  think  of  that!  One-third  of  this  busInesB  now  is 
from  Germany.  Two-thirds  Is  here.  If  that  were  all,  If  the 
Industry  were  not  going  to  expand.  I  should  say,  let  us  go  along 
as  we  have  been  going ;  but  if  this  business  Is  to  expand  as  I 
believe  it  is  and  as  it  seems  reasonable  to  expect,  I  wjint  a' large 
percentage  of  that  expansion  here  In  America,  rather  than  in 
Germany  or  In  any  other  foreign  country. 

I  spoke  about  cotton.  Tbe  second  commotlity  that  Is  used  is 
alcohol.  Large  quantities  of  alcohol  are  being  used,  all  of 
which  can  be  produced  in  America. 

Third.  Nitric  and  sulphuric  acids  are  used  in  maUna  thl« 
product  * 

Fourth,  camphor.  There  are  at  present  two  sourrws  of  sup- 
ply for  camphor.  Jspan  controls  tbe  natural  supply  of  camphor 
and  Germany  controls  tbe  synthetic  supi^.  Synthetic  camphor 
Is  made  from  turpentine.  Developments  are  being  made  to  utU- 
Ise  a  large  portion  of  the  turpentine  produced  from  pine  trees 
in  tbe  South  for  the  American  manufacture  of  synthetic  cam- 
^or  On  the  assumption  that  the  entire  amoont  of  camphor 
rlL^L?*"**^  ayntiieticaUy  in  tills  country,  this  would  consume 
1,900.000  gallons  of  turpentine,  or  36,000  barrels  of  turpentine 

Mr.  President.  I  have  tried  briefly  and  very  directly  to  present 
this  case  to  you  as  it  appeals  to  me.  I  consider  this  industry 
Hi  *^  *^^  ®'  Infant  industries ;  that  its  powihIUties  of 
wwth  are  tremendous;  that  we  are  confronted  with  the  fact 
n«re  that  there  Is  a  rival,  an  active  rival,  and  a  rival  that  can 
produce  cheaper  and  is  producing  cheaper;  namely,  Gennany, 
1  feel  some  responsibility  In  determining  whether  it  is  not  easen- 
tui  to  give  this  slight  additional  Urtff  protection  la  otder  that 
we  may  be  sure  of  retaining  the  indnstiT  hersi 
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«iSLiT-S!L°^T  ^*'  ^^^'  '^^  makers  of  Uieae  oidinair 
^J^Ji.*^*^  ^  concede,  are  fairly  proeperous.  I  conceda 
j55Lf5!'ifi^?^'i"^'^  ^  ""^^  •  reasonable  profit  on  the 
ordlnap  celluloid  aheeta.  I  Oihik  aome  figures  in  evidenos 
here  show  ti»at  they  made,  for  the  five  yearn  prior  to  1988. 
JL^^Jt  I>^^'«  8?'T«y  was  made.  4  or  6  per  cent  profit  on  tte 
^u^iSlf "kL^^  i  ^"^  °^*  *^^«  ^'  "»e  fact  tiwt  tbe  plain 
^^l  I'^Sf**  ^?"!^  ^  prosperoua,  or  can  be  prosperous, 
ought  to  be  considered  In  paasing  upon  tiie  question  of  whether 
a  new  Industry,  with  new  capital  and  a  new  product  needa 

£!1^1*^^i^\^^  ^^  «^*°  though  it  is  a  branch  of  the  oidlnary 
c^uloid-sheet  industry.  "•»«»^ 

^J^  ^.  ^'P'^on  t*^  Industry  will  become  a  aeparate  unit  from 
tte  ordinary  ceUuloid-sheet  industry.  It  Lb  UHng  separated. 
New  factories,  for  this  purpose  alone,  are  being  built  The  in- 
durtry  seeks  to  expand ;  and  I  think  we  ought  to  pass  upon  tbe 
merits  of  this  question  Independentiy  of  any  prejudice  we  may 
have  agilnst  any  one  concern,  like  the  Du  Ponts,  who  may  be 
succeasfuUy  engaged  In  making  ordinary  ceUulold  sheets.  The 
Du  Ponts  do  not  control  this  branch  of  the  business.  The  fact 
is  tiiat  it  ia  a  competitive  industry.  In  my  own  State  there 
are  two  establishments  In  competition  with  each  other— one  In 
bpringfield  and  one  at  Leominster.  These  estabUahments  are 
in  sharp  competition.  There  are  at  least  five  of  these  planta 
that  are  competing  with  each  ottier  at  the  present  time,  and 
there  Is  every  reason  to  expect  that  there  wUl  be  a  further 
growth  and  develoiHuent  of  the  industry. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  tiie  Senator  from  Massacho- 
setts  yi^d  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasachusetta    I  have  finished  all  that  I 
have  to  say ;  but  I  shaM  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    May  I  ask  the  Senator  a  question? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Where  are  these  Industries  located  that 
are  making  4  ot  5  per  cent? 

Mr..  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  stated  that  the  industries 
that  were  making  ordinary  celluloid  sheets,  with  the  many  and 
varied  commodities  made  of  this  material — the  evidence  is  In 
the  record — that  for  the  5-year  period  between  1922  and  1927 
they  averaged  a  profit  of  between  4  and  5  per  c«it  on  their 
Investment 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Does  that  indude  the  big  producers,  the 
Du  Ponts? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasachusetta.  I  think  It  hicludes  all  of 
them.  The  Du  Ponta,  of  course,  are  the  largest  concern;  but 
there  are  four  other  concerns  besides  the  Du  Ponta. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  understood  the  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee  to  say  In  the  beginning  that  they  did  not 
consider  the  cost  of  production  of  the  big  maas  producers  I 
wanted  to  know  If  that  Included  the  Du  Ponta  Does  the  Sena- 
tor know  about  that? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasachusetta.  I  think  It  does ;  yes.  I  under- 
stood it  did  include  aD  of  them. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  will  ask  the  chairman  of  the  Finance 
Committee  If  that  Is  the  case  here? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  I  made  no  such  statement  m  that  on 
ceUulold. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  estimate  made  does  not  include  the 
profita  or  the  cost  of  production  of  the  Du  Ponta? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  estimates  that  were  made,  that  I  quoted, 
were  the  estimates  made  in  Germany  as  compared  with  the 
local  price,  and  they  are  collected  in  the  same  way.  I  think 
the  price  that  is  reported  In  America  takes  into  consideration 
the  cost  of  the  whole  manufacturing  Industry — not  one,  but  all 
of  them. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  In  the  beginning  of  the  discussion  here, 
In  response  to  an  Interrogatory  by  myself,  the  chairman  said 
that  the  big  mass  producers  were  not  considered  in  estimating 
the  cost  of  production ;  that  It  was  the  ordinary  efficient  amall 
producers. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  said  to  the  Senator  that  they  were  not  con- 
sidered alone.  All  of  the  manufacturers  are  taken  into  consid- 
eration when  the  cost  of  production  of  an  article  In  the  United 
States  is  concerned. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  understood  the  Senator,  on  the  epecifle 
question,  to  say  that  the  big  mass  producers  were  not  con- 
sidered at  all,  and  that  it  was  not  the  average  of  all ;  that  they 
were  left  out. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  Presideot,  as  I  remember,  I  made  the 
statement  that  the  oosta  of  the  mass  producers  wars  net  tsken 
as  showing  the  cost  of  the  article  made  In  tlie  United  States; 
but  of  ooorse,  the  cost  in  tlie  United  States  of  any  article  is 
taken  on  the  basis  of  the  average  cost  here  of  the  srtlrlss 


4890 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECOEIX-SENATE 


OCTOBEB   25 


1929 


produced  In  ttilg  coontrj.  Neither  the  low-<»«t  nor  flie  high 
eo«t  company  tai  taken.    That  is  never  taken  Into  eonaldwatlon. 

Mr.  BBOOKHABT.  But  were  they  all  areraged,  the  maai 
prodoecrs  with  the  smaller  ordinary  prodooersT 

Mr.  8MOOT.    That  Is  generally  done. 

Mr.  BBOOKHABT.  Was  that  done  in  tfas  caaeT  Were  tm 
Do  Ponts  areraged  In  with  the  others? 

Mr  8MOOT.  I  nerer  even  asked  the  qoeflckm,  bat  I  e«n  mjc 
oat  in  a  rery  tew  moments;  bat  it  would  not  mrprtae  me  if  tbej 
were.    I  can  not  say. 

Mr.  BBOOKHART.     It  is  important  to  tnd  out 

Mr  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  shonM  Mke  to  ask  th« 
Benstor  from  MaasachOBetts,  who  has  studied  this  qneitlon  bo 
thorovghly.  one  or  two  questions  before  I  make  some  commenta 
of  my  own  about  it 

Is  this  article  now  made  in  conrideraWe  quantities  in  the 

United  States? 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  No;  not  when  we  considei 
the  possibilities  of  Its  use.  Only  1,500,000  poonds  are  produced 
In  this  country  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  CXJFKLAND.  How  long  have  ttie  manrafacturers  of  thia 
country  been  making  it? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Wltiiin  two  years.  I  under 
stood  that  the  experimental  period  was  about  16  years;  bui 
safety  ^ss  lias  not  been  upon  the  market  for  ooly  two  years. 

Mr,  COPELAND.  Is  the  American  article  equal  In  quaUtj 
to  the  German  product? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  understand  timt  it  is;  and 
the  German  product  is  equal  to  the  American  product. 

Mr.   COPELAND.    The  quantity   that  has  been   made 
fbnnd  sale  in  our  country? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Yes;  but  while  I  do 
know  whether  it  developed  In  evidence  or  not  the  fact  is  tha 
the  Ford  Co.  requested  Mds  from  all  the  American  producers 
and  from  the  German  producers,  and  the  result  of  the  bidi 
showed  tbst  Gexmany  underbid  all  American  prodoc^v  verj 
substantially:  and  the  Ford  Co.  gave  all  their  contracts  tc 
various— not  to  one — ^various  German  producers.  So,  whenevei 
any  American  automobile  ccHicem  sees  fit  to  submit  to  American 
and  Oemian  producers  requests  for  bids  for  its  8un;>ly,  it  is  safe 
to  say  that  Germany  will  invariably  outbid  the  American  pro 
ducers,  although  the  fact  is  that  the  Ford  Co.  lias  used  botl 
American  and  German  safety  glass.  But  the  American  use  ii 
scattered  at  tlie  present  time,  and  the  American  users  othei 
tlian  Ford  of  this  safety  glass  have  not  seen  fit  to  submit  theii 
contracts  to  international  bidding. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the  Senator  fo! 
yielding,  and  in  my  own  time  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  abou 
this  matter. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President  for  many  years  one  of  m;  ■ 
hobbies  has  t>een  an  eagerness  to  popularise  tbe  use  of  nonshat  - 
terable.  noobreakable  glass.    I  will  be  forgiven,  I  am  sure,  if 
speak  of  my  experience  as  a  physician  and  surgewi. 

I  want  to  recall  to  memory  the  Grand  Central  explosion, 
liave  forgotten  how  long  ago  it  was ;  it  must  have  been  15  yean  . 
There  was  an  explosion  whi<±  destroyed  the  building,  and  auKMi  : 
its  other  evil  effects.  It  tipped  over  a  street  car  that  was  passin  : 
the  Grand  Central  Station. 

The  pasBOigers  in  the  car  were  projected  through  the  brokei  i 
wtndows.  As  Senators  know,  when  a  glass  window  breaks  then  i 
are  Jagged  edges,  a  bole  in  the  middle,  and  the  stillettollke , 
daggerlike  pieces  of  glass  stQl  ding  to  the  frame. 

As  the  passengers  on  the  car  were  thrown  through  the  win 
dows,  these  jagged  bits  of  glass  found  their  way  into  their  face  i 
and  scalps,  and  doaens  of  them  were  very  seriously  injured, 
igyaelf  was  In  the  operating  ro<Hn  from  9  o'clock  in  the  momln  ; 
antn  S  o'dock  In  the  afternoon,  removing  bits  of  glass  from  th  >. 
tikcea  and  heads  of  persons  who  had  been  injured.  I  had  occs  ■ 
don,  too,  to  remove  several  eyes  injured  In  that  way. 

If  I  had  my  way — and  I  have  said  this  for  a  long,  long  time-  - 
I  would  require  by  law  that  the  windows  of  every  rdiide  opei 
ated  for  hire  should  be  made  of  nonbreakable  glass.    You  wooI< 
take  the  same  view  if  yon  had  seen  as  many  mined  eyes  as    : 
bare,  eyes  cut  and  eyesight  destroyed  by  shattered  glass. 

I  have  been  aware  for  some  years  of  the  dereloppienta  In  th  i 
fleid  dlsenssed  so  ably  ttiis  momlnf  by  the  Senator  from  Masn  - 
(Ansetts  (Mr.  Walsh].  I  know  what  has  been  done  in  th} 
devei<H[>m«it  of  this  glass.  But  I  want  to  say  this  to  tlie  Sens  ■ 
t»r,  tlHit  we  ha^fr  here  a  questloB  tliat  Is  fitr  nM»re  hnportan : 
thsn  aay  ecooonie  question.  We  iMve  Invotved  tai  ^is  th» 
qmcatloa  at  life  and  limb,  and  I  coold  not  in  eooselenee  vote  fa  r 
aay  tax  whleh  wwM  lessen  the  uses  in  o«r  oovntry  of  ttds  llA  - 


I  can  not  view  it  at  all,  I  may  say  to  my  colleagues  In  the 
Senate,  from  the  economic  standpoint  I  think  we  have  resting 
upon  us  the  obligatlcm,  in  the  interest  of  humanity,  to  lower  the 
price  of  this  product  jtist  as  much  as  can  be  done. 

I  Icnow  that  if  we  go  too  far,  we  discourage  the  production  of 
the  product  hut  the  Senator  from  Massachnsetts  has  assured  me 
that  millions  of  pounds  have  been  made.  No  doubt  this  great 
concern  will  use  its  resources  and  the  inventive  genius  of  its 
sdentists  to  find  means  <^  reducing  the  cost  of  production. 

I  must  say  for  myself,  Mr.  President  because  of  the  humane 
Mpteta  of  the  case,  that  I  am  forced  to  vote  for  the  lowest  poesl- 
Me  tariff  up<Mi  this  product. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  a  question  in  regard  to  this?  I  suppose  the  pro- 
duction of  this  glass  has  passed  the  experimental  stage  now,  but 
I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  to  what  extant  it  is  being  manufac- 
tured in  other  countries,  and  what  is  the  cost  abroad  compared 
with  the  cost  of  production  here? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  it  is  being 
manufactured  extensively  In  Germany.  The  difference  between 
the  cost  of  production  in  this  country  and  the  actual  selling 
price  of  the  imported  German  sheets  Is  about  15  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  SMITH.  That  is  the  difference  between  what  it  would 
sen  for  here  and  what  the  imported  sheets  from  Germany  would 
srfl  for? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Yes;  from  10  to  15  cents. 

Mr.  SMITH.  About  what  is  the  selling  price  here  now,  per 
pound? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachtisetts.,  The  German  Imported  sheets, 
transparent  celluloid  sheets,  are  invoiced  here  for  65  cents  a 
pound.  The  duty  is  40  cents  now.  That  makes  the  landing 
price  here  $1.05.  The  representatives  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
who  made  investigations  say  that  the  cost  of  producing  these 
sheets  in  America  is  from  Jl.lO  to  $1.15.  That  of  course,  does 
not  include  any  pr<^t  to  the  maker.  The  selling  price  is  about 
$1.20  here,  as  against  a  German  selling  price  of  $1.05.  I  am 
informed  that  the  American  selling  price  was  about  $1.35  one 
year  ago. 

Mr.  SMITH.  So  that  the  contention  is  that  the  cost  of  the 
manufacture  of  the  article  in  America  absorbs,  necessarily  must 
absorb,  all  of  the  duty  that  is  now  on  it  and  even  that  is  not 
adequate  to  protect  them  in  the  further  development  of  the  art 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  That  Is  their  claim,  and  It  is 
my  b^ef,  from  an  investigation  of  all  the  evidence  presented. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  study  the 
constltueut  elements  which  enter  Into  the  compoBition  of  this 
unbreakable  glass,  but  it  has  been  rather  a  curious  situation, 
it  seems  to  me.  I  presume  there  is  more  of  the  cellulose  which 
they  use  in  this  cocmtry,  and  it  is  more  abundant  in  the  raw 
form  here  than  In  any  other  country  on  the  globe.  Certainly,  it 
seems  to  me,  it  is  more  obtainable  by  this  country  tiian  by  Ger- 
many, because  she  does  not  produce  the  basic  dement  from 
which  the  cellulose  is  obtained  in  any  of  her  area  that  I  know 
of,  while  in  this  country  we  have  it  in  almost  unlimited  quanti- 
ties. I  was  a  little  surprised  to  liuow  from  the  Senator,  who 
has  made  a  study  of  this  subject,  that  the  cost  of  production  in 
this  country  should  exceed  the  cost  ot  production  in  Germany. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Of  course,  labor  Is  the  cliief 
item.  The  cost  of  cotton  is  about  8  or  10  per  cent  of  tlie  cost 
of  the  finished  product 

I  want  to  repeat  for  the  S^iator's  information  this  fact  and 
I  ceartalnly  have  been  very  much  Impressed  by  It ;  when  bids  for 
this  oonunodity  were  requested  by  the  Ford  Co.,  the  German 
producers  outbid  every  American  producer,  and  there  are  five 
American  producers,  and  it  is  my  judgment,  although  there  may 
be  difference  of  ojrinlon  about  it,  it  is  the  conclusion  I  have 
reached,  that  if  all  of  the  users  of  transparent  cellulose  sheets 
for  manufacturing  safety  glass  o(Hnbined  and  asked  for  bids 
fRMD  Germany,  as  well  as  this  country,  there  would  not  be  a 
single  pound  of  it  produced  here.  That  is  my  judgment.  The 
German  producers  could  uudersdl  the  domestic  manufacturers 

The  reason  they  have  sold  the  domestic  sheets  hei'e  is  because 
it  is  sold  In  smaller  quantities,  and  because.  I  venture  to  say, 
alUiough  this  is  inference,  some  of  these  automobile  companies 
have  a  relationship  to  some  of  these  other  Industries  and  some 
of  the  American  users  prefer  to  buy  the  domestic  sheets  at  a 
aUghtly  hlf^er  price.  It  is  my  Jndgniait — and  I  am  frank  to 
say  that  others  may,  upon  the  facts,  come  to  a  different  conclu> 
aioii— that  If  it  were  possible  to  put  out  to  bidding  ttie  entire 
ooBSuaM>tion,  every  pound  of  these  sheets  would  be  produced  in 
Germany,  Instead  of  here  Diat  is  why  I  am  led  to  take  the 
position  I  have  indicated. 

Mr.  MflTH.  This  is  net  a  patented  process,  as  I  understand 
it   Am  I  correct  in  ttaU 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Thwe  are  no  patents  on  this 
material,  but  I  think  the  method  of  attaching  the  sheets  to  the 
glass  Is  probably  patented. 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  essential  fact  that  we  are  considering  now 
is  making  it  available,  as  the  Senator  from  New  York  has  indi- 
cated, for  the  preservation  of  life,  more  especially  now  that  we 
have  so  many  closed  cars  on  our  highways. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu.sett8.  I  appreciate  the  foree  of  that 
argument,  but  it  seems  to  me  the  conclusion  that  one  mast 
reach.  In  view  of  these  facts,  is  that  we  are  going  to  surrender 
the  industry  to  foreign  producers.  I  think  we  are  at  the  part- 
ing of  the  ways.  If  we  are  going  to  consider  simply  the  factor 
the  Senator  from  New  York  has  presented,  we  must  abandon  the 
producUon  of  this  commodity  in  the  United  States,  unless,  as  he 
says,  some  science  and  some  undiscovered  factor  yet  may  de- 
velop that  may  make  it  possible  to  produce  the  commodity 
cheaper  in  the  United  States  than  It  is  produced  in  Germany 

I  think  the  very  fact  that  it  is  useful  to  humanity,  the  very 
fact  that  it  is  an  important  device  in  saving  human  life,  is  an 
argument  in  favor  of  giving  reasonable  encouragement  to  its 
development  here,  and  to  developing  the  industry  here,  thou^ 
it  may  result  In  a  slight  cost  increase  to  the  consumer. 

I  want  to  repeat  what  I  said  before— perhaps  I  am  exaggvat- 
Ing— I  see  the  tremendous  possibilities  of  this  industry,  that  tl»e 
product  may  be  used  in  every  i^ece  of  glass  that  is  Installed  In 
the  home  and  in  every  store  and  in  every  means  of  trans- 
portation. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President  I  accept  the  idea  that  we  ought 
to  produce  the  commodity  In  this  country.  If  we  can  do  it  on 
anything  like  a  competiUve  basis  with  other  countries,  but  It  is 
a  marvel  to  me  that  the  cost  of  iabw  In  this  country  should  be 
the  great  element  in  the  cost  of  producing  the  article,  as  the 
Senator  has  said  it  is. 

Early  next  weelt,  if  I  can  get  an  opportunity,  I  want  to  pre- 
sent to  the  Senate  the  results  of  work  I  have  been  trying  to  do 
for  nearly  a  month,  with  such  facilities  as  the  Government 
affords,  in  relation  to  the  mechanization  of  American  industry 
the  supplanting  of  human  labor  by  machines.  Up  to  the  present 
time  that  is  the  most  startling  revelation  I  have  ever  bad  in 
studying  the  economic  situation  In  this  country. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Of  course,  it  is  the  founda- 
tion of  the  growing  uneuiployment  in  this  country. 

Mr.  SMITH.    There  is  no  queeticm  about  that 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  glad  the  Senator  has 
undertaken  such  a  study,  and  is  going  to  present  his  observa- 
tions. Let  me  add  that  I  know  of  no  Senattw  on  this  floor  who 
can  more  ably  and  more  thoroughly  present  such  an  argument 
to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMITH.    I  am  much  obliged  to  the  Senator,  but  the 
point  I  wanted  to  ask  him  about  one  thing  I  wanted  to  devriop 
was  this:  To  what  extent  he  has  investigated  the  labor  element 
in  this  matter  as  compared  with  labor  element  abroad  •  and  t 
reffer  to  manual  labor,  not  machine  lal)or. 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Massachu-setts.  To  this  extwit  that  the  In- 
voice price  of  these  sheets  at  an  American  dock  is  65  cents, 
when  introduced  frwn  Germany.  That  is  one  fact  whit*  nobody 
dlqoutes.  Representatives  of  the  Tariff  Commission  who  have 
visited  the  five  plants  whic*i  produce  these  sheets  in  this  coun- 
try made,  1  assume,  an  honest  cwiscientious  study  for  the  pur- 
pose of  informing  their  Government  as  to  the  cost  of  production 
here.  They  report  that  the  cost  in  this  country  is  fttwu  $1 10 
a  pound  to  $1.15  a  pound. 

With  those  two  facts,  if  they  are  accurate,  and  can  not  be 
disputed,  why  is  there  not  a  case  made  for  some  Increased 
IMtJtection? 

Mr.  SMITH.  Has  the  development  of  this  process  been  con- 
temporaneous in  this  country  and  in  foreign  countries,  or  was 
there  an  earlier  production  abroad? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massartiusetts.  The  production  began  at 
about  the  same  time  here  and  abroad.  I  think,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  that  the  production  in  this  country  preceded  the  German 
production  sllghUy,  by  perhaps  a  few  months. 

I  want  to  repeat  what  I  said  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Uirollna,  that  we  have  to  distinguish  here  between  the  ordinary 
oellnlose  sheets  and  the  transparent  oeUulose  sheets.  If  he  had 
heard  my  entire  speech  he  would  no  doubt  remember  that  I 
OQumerated  the  different  factors  and  the  additional  expense 
that  is  required  as  between  the  different  kinds  of  cellulose 
fleets,  differentiating  the  ceUulold  sheet  that  is  seen  on  the 
S?kSL°v  ^^'"^  brushes  and  in  toys  from  tiie  one  I  have  ex- 
mpited  here.  It  Is  quite  apparent  that  more  labor  and  more 
OTort  and  flner  materials  must  be  used  upon  the  transparent 
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Mr.  MNOHAM.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  ykM? 

Tlie  TIOB  PRESIDENT.  Does  ti»e  Senator  from  Slacto*. 
setts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut?  — -«*!*■ 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  Maosschusetts.    I  am  glad  to  yield 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  merely  want  to  say  in  reference  to  tiw 
inquiry  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  as  to  the  cost  of  a 
dosed  car  using  Uds  material,  tiiat  I  was  interested  to  find  out 
what  the  additional  cost  of  a  dosed  car  would  be  if  erery  win- 
dow  in  ^  car  conUlned  this  material  on  which  ti>e  Senate 
Finance  Oommittee  is  asking  for  an  Increased  duty  of  6  cents 
*w£P?°il-,  ^  *^"  inform  hhn  that  the  smaller  dosed  cars  use 
about  »H  pounds  and  tiie  larger  cars  about  4  pounds,  so  the 
toui  l^r^sed  cost  In  a  dosed  car  woold  be  about  90  cents. 

Mr.  BABKLBY.  If  it  only  Invotves  an  increased  cost  of  20 
cents  to  equip  it  all  around  with  this  safety  gUaa 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  did  not  say  glass.  Of  course  the  cost  of 
Uie  manufacture  of  the  gia«  is  many  dollars,  sometimes  as 
"i^  as  $50  or  $T5.  We  are  dealing  now  merely  wltii  a  tiiln 
sheet  of  ceUttloae  O.081  of  an  inch  ttdck  which  goes  Into  the 
manufacture  of  tiie  glass,  and  tiie  increased  cost  of  U»e  20 
square  feet  needed  for  a  dosed  car  would  be  tiie  cost  of  4  pounds 
of  the  material,  or  about  20  cents.  pwim. 

Mr.  BABKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  using  that 
Information  as  an  argument  to  show  tiie  inflnitesimal  cost  of 
this  device  to  the  automoldie  owners  of  the  United  States.  I 
was  wondering.  If  that  is  about  all  it  is  going  to  cost  whTtiii 
Rolte-Royce,  the  Buick,  Chrysler,  tiie  De  So!\nS  STpTymoJ^ 
cars  furnish  the  safety  gla&s  In  windshields  and  oUier  windows 
provided  the  purchaser  of  the  automobile  iq  wilUng  to  oar  an 
additional  cost  for  it  If  it  only  Involves  20  cento  additional 
expense  for  the  transparent  sheet  tiiat  goes  Into  tiie  manufko- 

S^,**^  ?®  */**^  r**^  ^  l^  ^"^  "***  high-priced  cars  will  not 
famish  It  unless  the  purchaser  requests  It  and  is  wlUina  to  nay 
the  additional  cost?  ^       '^^ 

iwi?-„,®'^?^!L  .'^*  cost  of  tiie  safMy  glass,  after  it  has 
^  SSff^S?."^  iSSf  ^l^  «*^  "^'«"  ^  additional  cost 
fj^  S  ^^^  *""  S^-  ^^^^  ^  "*  considering  now  I.  not 
the  safety  jjass  or  tiie  duty  upon  safety  glass  but  merely  tiie 
duty  upon  tile  tiiin  sheet  of  ceUuiose,  paper  tiUn,  tiiat  ^  iSo 
the  manufacture  of  tiiat  glass,  and  tiie  Increased  oo^  of  the 
amount  required  for  one  car  is  only  20  cents. 
Mr.  BABKLBY.    The  dilference  being  that  In  the  safety  rUss 

Ji****^  ^^  ■****'■  *»'  P**^  «*•«•  ~ch  of  which  is  thinner 
than  tiie  original  tiiickness  of  plate  glass  witiioot  thia  safety 
device,  so  tiie  additional  work  is  in  having  two  sheets  of  plate 
S**  ^^PJ**"^  a  tiransparent  sheet  between  them  and  gluing 
tt^  tojsether  so  tiiat  when  tiiere  is  an  automobUe  wreck,  S 
^^J^  ?^1  ^}'^^  shattering  all  over  the  car  it  sticks  to  Uie 
thin  sheet  tiiat  is  put  between  tiie  two  pieces  of  glass  and  does 
not  scatter  and  Injure  the  passengers. 

Isuppose  from  the  standpoint  of  the  additional  cost  of  the 
i«tnal  tranmarent  sheet  that  20  or  28  cents  is  all  that  would 
be  involved.  How  much  additional  the  automobile  concern 
would  charge  tiie  users  by  reason  of  tills  new  tiling  tiiey  have 
5n!i  lii^  ^^^'f*^  ^  ^  °<**  '"**^  't  «*«»•  rather  strange, 
IS  SfJiT.?  "t''.^**"*"  additional  plus  ttie  extra  experS 
of  putting  the  sheet  between  tiie  two  sheets  of  glass  and  Kluimc 
thffli  together  so  tiiey  wlU  not  separate,  tiiat  tiiere  should  be 

f**T  *,J^t  ®^  '**'^  ™*<*«  ^  the  automobile  concerna 
I  should  like  to  Inquire  of  tiie  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
whether  all  of  tiie  transparent  sheet  involved  in  tills  increase 
from  45  to  50  cents  a  pound  Is  used  In  die  manufacture  of 
safety  automobile  glass  or  whether  a  considerable  part  of  it  Is 
used  in  the  manufacture  ot  other  commodities? 

^'\  ^!^^  ^  Massachusetts.  I  understand  tills  trans- 
parent ceUutose  sheet  is  used  soldy  in  tiie  making  of  safety 
0as8.  I  win  say  to  the  Senator,  who  referred  to  the  cost  <i 
the  safety  glass,  which,  of  course,  is  s  different  mstter  entirely 
from  the  ceUuloae  sheets— tiie  cellulose  sheet  bdng  tiie  tiiin 
sheet  that  is  placed  between  the  two  layers  of  riaas 

Mr.  BABKLEY.     Yes;  I  understand. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  hi  the  Inner  part  of  It 
A  good  deal  deprads  upon  the  kind  of  glass  that  Is  used.  Ordi- 
nary ch^p  glass  wIU  mean  ODe  iMlce  and  good  pUte  glass  an- 
other price.  Some  of  the  automobile  concerns,  I  understand, 
use  the  cheapest  ^ss  and  others  are  n.«^ng  the  high-priced 
plate  glass,  so  there  must  be  a  wide  variance  in  the  cost  of  the 
windshield  glass,  depending  upon  the  kind  of  glass  that  is  used. 

Mr.  BABKLEY.  That  was  true  before  they  Invented  safety 
glass.  The  antomobile  people  have  always  used  different  kinds 
of  glass.  They  have  not  clianged  the  type  of  glass  now  since 
they  have  invented  the  transparent  sheets.  They  simply  take 
two  thinner  pieces  of  glsss  and  put  them  together,  placing 
between  them  this  tramyarent  sheet 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  M«naeh«Mtti.  I  vnderatand  tbe  Fori  Co. 
M  tb»  ovdkaurj  glMB,  and  inctlcany  all  the  larger  cmn- 
panles  use  the  plate  glaak 

Mr.  BARKLIT.  In  other  word*,  tbe  tarentloD  at  the  saftty 
iheet  haa  not  chanced  the  type  of  avtmobile  glaaa  at  afl. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maanchnsetta.  No;  bat  I  do  thfaik  that  the 
linHLifai  of  the  aatMaobile  Industry  la  such  that  the  tendency  ia 
all  the  tliBie  to  use  bettw  parts;  and  I  ssBiune  better  glass  is 
betais  mads  and  seed  Joat  as  other  parts  are  b^ng  Improved 

Mr.  BARKLBY.  That  Is  whoUy  Indqiendent  0I  the  adoption 
of  safety  i^assT 

Mr.  WALflH  of  MasBacbasetts.  Oh,  yea  I  can  onderatand 
the  raising  of  the  questUm  of  tbe  final  cost  of  the  glass  and 
the  addktoaal  price  that  aiay  result  to  the  consumer,  but  I 
brieve  that  the  tariff  qoeetion  here  clings  pretty  doeely  to  the 
Issue  as  to  whether  or  not  ordinary  cellulose  sheets  are  one 
thing  and  transparent  eel  In  lose  sheets  are  something  dsa  If 
the  material  osed  In  the  transparent  sheets  is  more  expeoslTe 
than  that  osed  hi  the  ordinary  sheets  and  If  the  time  for  de- 
veloping the  transparent  sheeta  is  longer  and  tbe  expoiae 
greatsr,  we  ooght  to  consider  it  That  seemi  to  me  to  be  the. 
crux  of  the  whole  Issue,  as  I  see  the  issue  before  us. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  There  Is  no  cont«atlon  that  the  transparent 
BfaeeC  used  la  aatomoblle  safety  windshields  Is  the  same  sort  of 
celluloid  that  Is  t»ed  in  the  making  <rf  dolls  and  toys  and  tooth- 
brushes and  hair  brushes  snd  such  articles. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachiaetta.  But  that  type  of  oellnloid 
haa  a  duty  of  40  eents. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  .And  this  type  has  a  daty  of  45  cents. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  House  recommmded  it. 
The  Senator  la  arguing  agataist  an  Increased  duty  for  this 
transparent  cdluloee  sheet  which  Is  highly  different  from  tbe 
ordinary  eeOnloid  sheet.  In  my  judgment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  trying  to  get  the  InfbrmatlOB  ta  order 
to  know  wbethar  I  will  argaa  It  or  not.  I  have  been  unable  so 
far  to  get  the  naeessary  information  to  enable  me  to  make  an 
argument  an  either  side  of  the  qtiestion. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  sorry.  I  h«re  occupied 
the  floor  more  or  less  for  an  hoar  and  I  tan  sorry  I  have  not 
been  able  to  gire  the  Senator  any  help.  I  can  w«ll  appreciate 
In  sU  these  varied  and  complicated  tarUT  Issues  that  it  is  dlfl- 
colt  for  a  Senator  to  get  exactly  the  Information  he  needs  to 
decide  for  himaslf  the  Just  eottse  to  take  in  fixing  the  amount 
ot  duty. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  Senator  can  not  glre  me  tile  informa- 
tion, then  no  one  eaoM  do  so.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  another 
qoestioiil  Da  aay  of  the  autoaMbile  mannfactarera  make  tiiia 
oellajoae  abcet  themeelres? 

^tir.  WALSH  of  Massachnsetts.    No. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    They  purchase  it  altogether? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachoaetta.  They  purchase  the  rtieets, 
hot  they  BMike  the  glasa  distinct  from  the  glasamaken,  soch 
as  tbe  Pittsbovgh  Glass  Go.  I  understand  Ford  buys  the  sheets 
and  makes  the  glaas  and  uses  It  in  the  manufacture  of  his  auto- 
nobUce;  hot  the  chief  purchasers  of  the  domestic  transparent 
caUokMe  sheets  are  the  large  glaaanakers,  two  ef  srtuxn,  as  the 
Senator  knows,  are  located  in  Pittsburgh. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  They  make  this  glass  iargriy  ibr  automo- 
biles and  other  r^kkdes  that  ai«  in  motion  so  as  to  prorlde 
safety  for  passongern. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Yea. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Sanator  a  while  ago  referred  to  tbe 
tact  that  in  the  yean  to  come  this  glass  will  be  used  In  homes 
and  in  stores.  What  occasion  would  there  be  tar  baring  a 
saf^  window  In  the  ordinary  home?  It  is  not  in  motion  and 
there  is  no  danger  ot  injury  to  life  or  limb  by  raason  of  the 
breaking  ol  the  gtasa  in  the  windows  of  a  home. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasachusetts.  I  do  not  think  at  the  present 
tine  it  is  lik^  to  be  used  in  tbe  windows  of  s  home,  but  it  will 
be  used  in  tha  windows  of  stores,  in  tbe  windows  d  banks.  In 
the  windows  ot  alr^danea,  naval  ressels,  and  It  will  be  used  in 
tbe  windows  of  aJl  vehicles  for  transportatian.  I  think,  perhaps, 
it  may  be  some  ttane  yet  before  it  will  be  osed  ext«isively  in 
the  windows  of  bomes^ 

Mr.  BARKTiBY.  Basing  our  ctmclnslMi  upon  the  suggestion 
of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  that  the  increased  cost  in  tbe 
average  aatoaooMIe  would  be  20  coits,  can  tbe  Senator  inform 
us  how  much  more  the  automobile  will  cost  tbe  pubUe  mi 
account  of  tbe  use  of  this  invention? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  sure  I  can  not  state 
what  increased  eost  may  be  levied  upon  this  product  as  it 
passes  frcon  the  auumfkcturer  of  the  cellulose  sheet  to  the  glaas 
manafkctarer  aad  ttvm  the  tfbMs  manufacturer  to  the  auto- 
mobile maker  and  from  the  automobile  maker  to  the  ntttaaate 
user.    I  assume  there  will  be  some  increase,  as  there  ought  to  be. 


__U8e  the  automobOe  manufacturers  will  be  using  a  superior 
ass  product  and  putting  a  superior  aatouioblle  on  the  market, 

en,  too,  the  antcxnobile  companies  will  be  obliged  to  use  two 

eets  of  glass  instead  ot  one. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  fact  that  at  leant  six  well-known  makes 

antomsMIes  will  not  furnish  it  unless  the  purchaser  agrees 
t^  pay  an  additional  ixlee  indicates  that  tbe  cost  is  multiplied 
a  rveral  times  beyond  the  20  ceuts. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  we  ought  not  to  overlook 
t  le  fact  that  tte  automobile  Industry,  the  one  Industry  In  this 
c  ►antry  which  has  progressed  and  which  has  grown  in  gigantic 
p'opMtloQs,  is  unprotected;  that  is,  whatever  tariff  Is  on  it 
d  KB  not  operate.  We  reduce  that  tariff  in  the  pending  bill  at 
ti  lis  time.  There  are  innumerable  items  in  the  bill  where  rates 
h  ive  been  increased  on  parts  which  go  into  the  construction  of 
aatomobiles.  The  rates  on  glass  bulbs  that  go  into  the  manu- 
f  icture  of  an  automobile  are  Increased.  The  rates  on  chains 
V  hich  are  used  in  the  operation  of  automobiles  were  Increased. 
Cn  plate  glass  and  sheet  glass  and  other  kinds  of  glass  the 
rites  are  tncreased.  In  the  metal  schedule  certain  kinds  of 
lion  and  metal  that  go  into  the  manufacture  of  automobiles 
have  had  the  rates  increased. 

In  other  words,  we  are  adding  a  burden  to  the  automobile 
niaker  In  this  country,  and  he  Is  operating,  as  I  said,  without 
protection.  We  want  to  do  the  right  thing,  but  here  Is  a  ease 
vhere  the  House  increased  tbe  rate  5  cents,  the  rate  under  the 
present  law  being  40  cents. 

The  presttit  law  imposes  a  duty  of  40  cents;  tbe  House 
L  icreased  it  to  45  cents.  We  are  seeking  here  to  add  a  further 
Licrease  of  ft  cents.  The  judgment  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
(  ommittee  aad  the  Jtxigment  of  the  House  was  for  a  45-cent 
d  Bty.  Now,  why  not,  in  order  to  save  time  in  a  long  dlscus- 
Mon  on  this  one  lt»n,  whidi  is  only  one  of  thousands  of  other 
liems  in  the  bill,  acc^  the  recommendation  of  the  House,  grant 
t  le  ftKxnt  increase,  and  leave  the  duty  at  45  cents?  I  ask  tho 
c  lalrman  of  the  Gonomittee  on  Finance  if  he  will  not  agree 
t>  that  course  on  this  particular  proposition?  That  will  nlEo 
c  ose  the  matter  so  far  as  ct)nfereace  is  concerned.  Let  us  grant 
t  le  increase  of  6  cents  and  proceed  with  the  consideration  of 
s  >mething  else. 

Mr.  8M0OT.  Can  we  not  come  to  a  vote  without  further 
(Iscussion  on  it? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Very  welL 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  seems  to  me  that  that  Is  the  best  way  to  do. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  the  Senator  would  accept  the  House 
rite,  we  could  just  save  tbe  time  of  furtlier  discussion  on  the 
I  ropositlon  and  a  roll  call. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  could  not  well  do  that  after  the  remarks 
\  'hich  have  been  made  on  tbe  subject  by  the  Senator  from  New 
^  ersey  and  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEINT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
( ommittee  amendment  on  page  18,  line  16. 

Mr.  HARRISON  and  Mr.  SMOOT  called  for  the  yeas  and 
rays,  and  they  were  ordered. 

The  l^slative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  (when  his  name  was  called).  I 
lave  a  general  pair  with  tbe  Junior  Senator  from  Mississippi 
I  Mr.  Stephens].    In  his  absence  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SW ANSON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
( ral  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Hauc],  but 
]  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
FiTTMAN]  and  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  TTDINGS  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  vote  I 
lave  a  pair  with  the  senior  S^iator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
1  IrrcAxr].  Not  knowing  how  he  would  vote  if  present,  I  wlth- 
1  old  my  vote.    If  permitted  to  vote,  I  should  vote  "  nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  OVERMAN  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  I 
lotice  that  my  general  pair,  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
^  VAtMBf},  Is  not  In  his  seat.  In  view  of  my  pair  with  that 
J  enator,  I  withdraw  my  vote. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  transfer  my  pair  with  the  junior  Senator 
m  Ohio  [Mr.  Buaron]  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 

htpstkad]  and  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  SCHALL.    My  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  Minne- 
[Mr.   SHipaTCAD]   Is  absent  on  account  of  Illness.     I  ask 
t  this  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  KINO  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).    Upon  this 
I  am  paired  with  tbe  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
iMr.  Kktks].    I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
Mr.  SracK]  and  will  allow  my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  McKBLLAR  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).     Mr. 
dent,  there  seems  to  be  some  doubt  about  whether  I  am 

ired  with   the   Senator  from   Delaware    [Mr.   Hastings].      I 

d,  however,  that  I  can  transfer  my  pair  to  the  Senator  from 


Georgia  [Mr.  Gaoaoa].  which  I  shall  do,  and  I  will  allow  my 
vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Bleasb]  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Hxbkbt]. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mr.  Halk],  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Keyes],  *nd  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Hkbxbt]  are 
necessarily  absent,  and  that  If  present  they  would  each  vote 
"  yea  "  on  the  amendment 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  My  coUeague  [Mr.  Hastinos]  is  detained 
on  official  business.     If  present,  he  would  vote  "  yea." 

The  result  was  announced— yeas  80,  nays  48,  as  follows: 


Allen 

Biugham 

Broussard 

Dale 

Deneen 

Edge 

F088 

Gillett 


Ashuret 

Barkley 

Black 

Blaine 

Borah 

BrattoB 

Brock 

Brookbart 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Copeland 


YEAS — 30 

Ooff  Mows 

Goldsboroufh  Oddie 

Gould  Patterson 

Greene  Phlppe 

Hatfield  Ransdell 

Jones  Reed 

Kean  Sackett 

K^drick  Sbortridge 

NAYS — 48 

Coasens  Howell 

Cutting  King 

DUl  Le  PoUette 

Fletcher  McKellar 

Prasler  McMaster 

Glass  McNarr 

Glenn  Norbe<A 

Harris  Norrla 

Harrison  Nve 

Hawes  Fine 

Havden  Eoblnson,  Ark. 

Heflin  Schall 

NOT  VOTING— 17 

Hebert  Plttman 

Johnson  Robinson,  Ind, 

Keyes  BhipHtead 

Bletcalf  Steok 

Overman  Stephens 


Smoot 
Town  send 
Walcott 
Walsh,  Mass. 
Watennan 
WatsoD 


Sheppard 

Simmons 

Smitli 

Stelwer 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Trammell 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walsh.  Mont 

Wheeler 


Ty  dings 
Warren 


Blease 

Burton 

George 

Hale 

Hastings 

80  the  committee  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment 

The  Lbqislattve  Clkk.  In  paragraiA  31,  on  page  18,  line 
21,  after  the  word  "  ad."  to  strike  out  "  valorem ;  "  and  insert 
"  valorem.",  so  as  to  read : 

(2)  Made  Into  finished  or  partly  finished  articles  of  which  any  of 
the  foregoing  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  not  8i>ecially 
provided  for,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
is  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  18,  after  line  21,  to  strike 
out: 

(3)  Transparent  sheets  of  cellulose,  not  exceeding  0.003  of  1  Inch  In 
thickness,  chiefly  used  for  wrapping,  by  whatever  name  known,  45  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  Insert: 

(c>  Sheets,  bands,  and  strips  (whether  known  as  cellophane  or 
by  any  other  name  whatsoever),  exceeding  1  inch  in  width  but  not 
exceeding  0.008  of  1  inch  in  thickness,  made  by  any  artificial  process 
from  cellulose,  a  cellulose  hydrate,  a  compound  of  cellulose  (other  than 
cellulose  acetate),  or  a  mixture  containing  any  of  the  foregoing,  by 
solidification  into  sheets,  bands,  or  strips,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  KING.  May  I  inquire  of  my  colleague  whether  there 
is  any  purpose  to  Include  in  the  amendment  any  compounds  or 
products  not  found  in  subdivision  3V 

Mr.  8M(X)T.  No.  This  amendment  merely  changes  the 
phraseology.  It  covers  nothing  more  than  what  the  House 
provided  for,  but  it  goes  Into  detaU.  If  the  Senator  desires 
I  will  tell  him  why  that  was  done.  That  is  all  there  Is  to  it  ' 
there  is  no  rate  Involved,  and  nothing  but  a  change  In  phrase^ 
ology. 

Mr.  KING.  The  rate  is  entirely  too  high,  but  I  shall  not  make 
any  motion  In  regard  to  It 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  tbe  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING.  I  should  like  to  ask  my  colleague  what  disposi- 
tion was  made  of  the  amendment  on  line  16,  page  18,  where  the 
Increase  was  from  45  cents  to  50  cents? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  On  a  record  vote  that  amend- 
ment was  defeated. 

Mr.  KING.     That  was  my  recollection. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  report  the 
next  amendment 


The  LniBLATtvE  Cuout  In  paragraph  S6,  on  page  20,  after 
the  word  "pound,"  to  strike  out  the  semicolon  and  "gentian, 
one-fourth  of  1  cent  per  pound;  sarsaparilla  root  1  cent  per 
pound:  belladonna,  digitalis,  henbane,  and  stramonium.  25  per 
cent  ad  valorem,"  so  as  to  read : 

Pas.  S6.  Coca  leaves,  10  eents  per  pooad. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  traipore.  Tbe  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HAWES.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the 
amendment  is  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  20,  after  line  25,  to  strike 
out  "  Par.  37.  Ergot  10  cents  per  pound." 

Mr.  HAWES.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  tbe 
amendment  is  agreed  ta 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hawks]  has  been  trying  to  get  the  floor 
for  two  or  three  minutes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  The  Senator  from  Missouri 
Is  recognised. 

Mr.  HAWES.  Mr.  President,  toward  the  close  of  the  discus- 
sion yesterday  afternoon  paragraph  28,  involving  the  question 
of  American  valuation  in  the  chemical  Industry,  was  passed 
over ;  but  I  am  advised  that  it  is  the  Intention  of  cerUin  Sena- 
tors to  bring  up  this  subject  again  when  the  committee  reports 
back. 

I  am  unwilling  without  protest  or  some  understanding  to  pass 
over  such  an  important  subject  as  this  until  late  In  the  year, 
IH-obably  even  next  year,  if  we  continue  at  the  rate  we  are  pro- 
ceeding now. 

It  so  happens  that  in  my  home  dtf  of  St  Louis  we  have  been 
building  up  the  chemical  Industry.  The  great  Mallinckiodt 
works  are  there. 

Mr.    SIMMONS.     Mr.   President,   before   the   Senator   enters 
Into  that  phase  of  the  matter,  will  he  suffer  an  inttfnmtion? 
Mr.  HAWES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Did  I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that 
he  is  going  to  discuss  the  question  of  American  valuation  now 
because  he  understands  It  is  going  to  be  driayed  for  some 
lengthy  period  of  time? 

Mr.  HAWES.  No,  sir.  My  understanding  is  that  there  are 
certain  Senators  who  propose  at  a  later  period  to  attack  the 
American-valuation  plan  In  this  schedule;  and  I  should  bo 
derelict  In  my  duty  as  a  r^tresentative  of  the  State  of  Mis- 
souri, and  I  think  as  an  American  Senator,  both,  if  I  did  not, 
to  the  best  of  my  ability,  try  to  have  that  matter  settled  now' 
and  not  later  on. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yidd? 
Mr.  HAWES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  the  rule  imder  which  we  are  proceed- 
ing the  only  thing  that  can  happen  to  it  Is  to  let  It  go  over.  There 
is  no  amendment  to  it  in  the  UU  here;  and  any  Senator  has  a 
right  to  offer  original  amendments  to  any  part  of  this  text 
after  we  complete  the  Senate  amendments. 
Mr.  HAWES.     I  understand. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  in  the  regular  order  tbe  only  thing 
that  can  happen  to  this  paragraph  is  for  it  to  go  over  until  the 
Senate  committee  amendments  are  disposed  of,  and  then  any 
Senator  may  offer  an  amendment  to  it 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  May  the  Chair  state  that 
according  to  the  record  at  the  desk,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
is  not  wholly  accurate.  On  page  14  there  are  two  amendments 
proposed  to  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  BARKLBY.  Technically  there  are  amendments,  Mr. 
President ;  but  they  do  not  involve  the  question  of  American 
valuation. 
The  PRESIDENT  im^  tempore.  That  Is  quite  true, 
^r.  HAWES.  Mr.  President  I  am  thoronglily  familiar  with 
the  situation.  I  realize  that  this  matter  is  not  directly  before 
the  SMiate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
moment? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  t«npore.    Does  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  HAWES.    I  do. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  desire  to  ask  a  question  for  my  own  informa- 
tion. Does  the  Senator  now  propose  to  begin  the  discussion 
of  the  American  valuation,  or  is  he  going  to  discuss  It  at  length 
at  this  time? 

Mr.  HAWBS.  I  think  my  remarks  will  not  occuf^  more  than 
25  minutes. 

I  am  constantly  reminded  In  these  discussions  of  a  story  told 
about  John  Sharp  Williams,  of  Mississippi.    He  was  once  asked 
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bow  long  it  would  take  him  to  dlacoBS  a  matter  coming  before 
th«  Senate.  He  thooglit  aboat  it  for  a  while,  and  finally  he 
said,  "It  will  take  me,  I  think,  two  hoars  and  a  half.  If  I 
were  prefMLred.  I  eonld  do  it  in  30  minutes."    [Laughter.] 

I  think  much  of  the  discussion  in  the  Soiate,  much  of  the 
long  drawn-out  speech  making,  is  due  to  lack  of  preparation, 
and  much  economy  of  time  might  be  made.  Certainly  no  Sena- 
tor can  charge  me  with  occupying  much  of  the  Senate's  atten- 
tion during  this  discussion. 

Mr.  Presideat,  I  desire  to  briefly  discuss  the  question  of 
American  valuation  as  It  relates  to  the  chemical  schedule.  I 
want  to  dlseuss  it  because  I  am  informed  that  at  a  later  date 
an  attempt  will  be  made  to  eliminate  the  American  valuation ; 
and  I  should  like  now  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Ki:*G],  who  seems  to  be  proposing  most  of  these  changes, 
whether  it  is  his  intention  to  ask  for  the  remoral  of  the  Ameri- 
can valuation  later. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  asked  me  that  ques- 
UoB  yesterday,  and  I  said  that  I  did  not  know ;  and  I  want  to 
state  to  the  Senator  ttiat  I  hare  not  propoeed  most  of  these 
chanses,  but  many  more  ought  to  have  been  proposed. 

Mr.  HA  WES.    When  wlU  the  Senator  know? 

Mr.  KINO.  I  do  not  know  what  amendments  I  riiall  offer 
to  this  Mil,  any  more  than  the  Senator  knows  what  amend- 
flMOts  be  will  ottffr. 

Mr.  HA  WES.  The  Senator  has  offered  rery  many  amend- 
Bsnts,  and  It  is  my  Impression  and  It  is  my  thought  that  he 
proposes  to  offer  this  amendment.  When  will  the  S^iator  make 
«p  his  nted  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  KING.  The  Senator  Is  In  error  when  he  says  that  I 
hare  offered  many  amendments.  It  Is  not  true.  I  have  offered 
perhaps  three  or  four  only  during  the  discussion  of  this  whole 
bill ;  and  I  say  to  the  Senator  now  that  I  do  not  know  whether 
I  shall  offer  an  amendment  to  tbia  part  of  the  bill  or  not  If 
I  do,  it  win  not  be  until  it  is  proper.    It  is  not  proper  now. 

Mr.  HAWB8.  I  understand.  Then  the  Senator  does  not 
know  at  what  particular  period  vt  this  discussion  he  will  make 
up  his  mind  on  this  subject? 

Mr.  KINO.  I  shall  make  no  further  reply  to  the  Senator.  I 
answered  1dm  yesterday  and  I  have  answered  him  to-day.  I 
do  not  know  whether  an  amendment  will  be  offered. 

Mr.  (X)PELAND.     Mr.  President,  wlU  the  S«iator  yldd? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  I>oes  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Tork? 

Mr.  HA  WES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OOPELAND.  Unless  the  Senator,  by  his  speedi,  con- 
verts me  to  the  view  which  he  apparently  holds,  I  may  offer 
such  an  amendment  whether  the  Senator  from  Utah  does  or 
not;  so  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  hear  the  Senator's  speech,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Mr.  HAWE&  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  New  York 
that  I  shall  not  be  at  all  surprised  if  he  does,  and  it  is  just 
that  contingency  that  I  want  to  face  to-day;  and  it  is  time  to 
face  it  now.  before  I  rote  <m  other  schedules  in  this  bilL 

I  do  not  propose  to  have  a  great  industry  in  my  State  stricken 
to  the  earth  because  a  theory  is  on  one  side  and  the  facts  are 
on  the  other.  I  should  be  derelict  in  my  duty  if  I  did  not  ask 
for  an  expression  now,  If  it  is  possible  to  secure  It  so  that  as 
these  other  schedules  come  up  and  are  discussed  I  shall  know 
What  Is  going  to  happen  or  may  happen  to  this  particular 
schedule. 

In  this  schedule,  Mr.  President  no  change  has  been  proposed 
in  the  law  since  the  enactment  of  the  present  law  in  1^22. 
There  has  been  no  raising  or  lowering  of  the  rates  provided 
In  the  schedule.  The  chemical  industry  in  my  particular  com- 
munity has  made  marvelous  growth  since  the  war.  It  has 
rendered  a  distinct  service  to  the  United  States,  to  all  of  its 
people,  and  I  believe  a  distinct  service  to  all  the  world. 

We  know  that  when  we  entered  the  war  only  one  nation  made 
dyes.  The  BngNrii  nation  itself,  the  great  opponent  of  Ger 
many,  bought  its  dyestuffs  from  Germany.  We  remember,  If 
our  minds  go  back  to  that  period,  the  helpless  condition  of 
nations  when  they  did  not  have  these  coal-tar  products.  We 
remember.  If  you  please,  the  lack  of  color  in  the  clothing  of 
ttte  American  people  and  the  BngNsh  people  and  In  all  the 
world. 

In  my  city  there  is  a  man  of  Ingrauity,  of  brains  and  energy. 
Mr.  J<An  T.  Qneeny.  He  thou^t  that  American  brains  and 
Am«ican  energy  could  supply  this  want  and  he  built  up  a 
business;  and  now  American  brains  and  American  ingenuity 
and  the  skill  of  her  chemists  have  supplied  matolal  that 
formerly  was  akme  supplied  by  one  unit  in  Germany. 

So  distinguished  was  this  man's  service  that  this  one  corpora 
tion  and  another— only  two— received  decorations  from  the  Gov- 
ernment for  th^r  services  during  the  war.    Prior  to  that  time 


there  was  no  intermediate  cool-tar  production  in  this  country. 
What  few  finished  coal-tar  products  were  made  In  the  country 
were  made  from  intermediates  imi)orted  from  Germany,  where 
the  whole  industry,  both  intermediate  and  finished,  was  so 
highly  developed  that  no  other  country  could  engage  In  the  in- 
dustry and  successfully  meet  German  prices.  No  other  country 
could  launch  into  chemical  developmwit  and  hope  to  succeed 
commercially  in  overtaking  the  rounded-oat  Grerman  operations. 
Germany  could  undersell  without  real  loss,  so  as  to  make  any 
preliminary  ventures  commercially  impossible. 

The  war-time  blockade  enabled  the  Monsanto  Chemical  Works 
in  St  Louis  in  1916  to  venture  into  intermediate  production.  It 
had  produced  certain  finished  coal-tar  chemicals  starting  in 
1901,  but  had  been  compelled  to  import  the  intermediates,  and 
had  always  encountered  difficulty  In  procuring  these  supplies 
because  of  the  persistent  attlvities  of  the  Genua d  chemical  iu- 
t«rests  to  defeat  efforts  in  other  countries  to  develop  even  a 
small  industry  in  the  finishing  of  the  coal-tar  chemicals. 

Mcmsanto  Chemical  Works  early  in  the  war  period  had  the 
courage  to  Invest  largely  in  the  difficult  experiment  of  manufac- 
ture of  the  intermediates.  It  encountered  great  difllculties,  in- 
cluding those  of  occupational  diseases  affecting  workmen,  about 
which  the  German  chemical  literature  was  silent.  That  will  ap- 
peal to  my  friend  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copeland). 
We  did  not  understand  them  in  this  country.  Chemicals  are 
dangerous  things  to  handle.  They  create  disease  and  they  cause 
deaUi.  Not  only  was  it  neceaaary  to  solve  the  Immediate  prob- 
lem of  the  manufacturer  of  this  dyestuff,  but  to  solve  the  prob- 
lem of  the  health  of  the  workmen,  which  was  a  great  prc^lem 
alone,  but  thia  company  did  solve  it 

Following  its  example  other  manufacturers  engaged  in  the 
production  of  these  intermediates.  The  foundation  of  a  real 
chemical  industry  in  coal-tar  products  was  founded  and  began 
its  life  at  this  time. 

Without  the  continuation  of  the  embargo  after  the  end  c€ 
hostilities,  however,  the  great  German  industry,  unimpaired  in 
its  technique,  could  easily  have  throttled  the  American  chemical 
industry. 

Anticipating  the  declaration  of  formal  peace  by  the  Knox 
resolution,  and  the  immediate  danger  to  the  chemical  Industry, 
Congress  attached  to  the  emergency  farmers*  tariff  act  of  1921 
an  embargo  provision  relating  exclusively  to  chemicals.  Thus 
Congress  acknowledged  then  the  necessity  of  safeguarding  the 
new  Industry  as  an  asset  of  national  defense  as  well  as  an 
essential  American  industry,  even  to  the  point  of  complete 
embargo  upon  the  coal-tar  chemicals.  Certain  exceptions  to 
the  embargo  were  tolerated,  but  only  with  respect  to  articles 
not  produced  in  kind  within  the  country. 

This  embargo  ctmtinued  until  the  enactment  of  the  present 
tariff  act  of  1922;  and  in  that  act  which  abandoned  the  em- 
bargo, there  was  devised  the  principle  of  paragraph  28, 
whereby  with  specific  and  ad  valorem  rates  combined  the  ad 
valorem  rates  to  be  applied  to  the  American  valuation  of  arti- 
cles produced  In  this  country. 

The  two  classes  of  coal-tar  products,  the  intermediate  and  the 
finished,  would  be  sufficiently  safeguarded  to  foster  the  great 
work  of  cbonicai  development  in  the  United  States  without  the . 
danger  of  low-cost  Importations  destroying  the  structun  being 
built  up  in  this  country. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  the  American  valuation  Is  wrong 
for  some  industries.  I  believe  that  it  is  wrong  to  introduce  it 
now  in  new  fields,  but  I  am  discussing  a  thing  that  is  here, 
built  up  during  the  war  to  Its  ix-esent  proportions.  Its  financ- 
ing, Its  employment  of  young  chemists,  its  employment  of 
labor,  its  building  of  new  factories,  has  all  been  done  under  the 
American-valuation  theory.  To  change  that  theory  may  strike 
a  deadly  blow  at  a  new  industry  in  America.  So  that  it  does 
not  stand  on  all  fours  with  and  is  not  analogous  to  the  attempt 
of  some  Members  of  the  Senate  to  oppose  the  introduction  of 
the  American  plan. 

This  seemed  to  be  essential,  because  the  chemical  industry  in 
coal  tars.  Involving  the  making  of  many  hundreds  of  articles 
from  the  one  source  of  coal  tar,  primarily  requires  that  not  a 
few  but  the  entire  system  of  products  be  manufactured  if  costs 
of  the  individual  articles  are  to  be  reduced.  In  other  words, 
they  must  make  all  these  different  things  from  coal  tar  or 
they  can  not  successfully  make  a  few  things  from  coal  tar. 

Germany,  with  a  vigor  that  surprised  all  of  us,  had  the 
advantage  not  only  of  greater  experience  over  a  period  of  50 
years  but  the  advantage  of  a  great  national  unit  controlling 
the  industry  in  coal  tars  and  acting  as  a  unit  in  deaUn:<  with 
the  woiid  trade. 

It  Is  fostered  and  developed  by  the  genius  of  the  German 
nation  to  its  point  of  efficiency.  It  was  not  a  divided  commercial 
enterprise,  it  was  one  consolidated  enterprise,  so  that  it  could 


quickly  make  Its  terms  on  these  dyestuffs  with  any  nation  in 
the  world,  and  in  that  way  it  finally  controlled  the  markets  of 
the  world  in  dyes. 

The  new  American  industry  faced  an  old  and  seasoned  ad- 
versary, operating  as  a  unit,  and  capable  of  making  great 
sacrifices  to  destroy  the  new  American  operations  and  to  re- 
capture its  exclusive  command  of  the  American  market. 

Only  ao  strict  a  tariff  arrangement  as  that  contained  in  para- 
graph 28,  short  of  the  proexi.sting  embargo,  could  have  fur- 
nished the  protection  necessary.  At  that  time  very  large  im- 
portations of  German  chemicals  had  been  brought  into  the 
country.  But  the  basic  structure  of  the  new  industry  has  been 
safeguarded,  and  chemical  development  has  progressed  in  the 
United  States  under  the  act  of  1922. 

It  is  not  proposed  by  the  Hou.se  and  it  is  not  iMt>posed  by  the 
Senate  committee,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  is  inroposed  by  the 
minority  on  this  side,  now  to  strike  a  Wow  at  that  industry 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  experimenting  with  a  theory. 

We  know  the  national  defense  is  admittedly  dependent  upon 
chemlc-al  resources.  We  know  that  these  chemical  houses  have 
developed  those  resources,  and  irrespective  of  the  question  of 
trade,  irrespective  of  the  question  of  commerce,  without  this 
chemical  industry  surviving  and  prospering  we  would  be  without 
a  strong  arm  if  unfortunately  we  should  ever  again  be  brought 
into  war. 

The  continuation  of  the  protection  is  as  essential  to-day  as  it 
was  10  years  ago.  And  happily  the  healthy  industry  in  this 
country  is  to-day  on  such  a  sound  competitive  basis  that  chemi- 
cals are  cheaper  in  the  United  States  than  they  were  even  be- 
fore the  war. 

I  have  heard  of  no  OHnplaint  of  prices  diarged  by  the  Mon- 
santo or  Malllnckrodt  or  other  chemical  factories  and  indus- 
tries in  my  State.  The  Monsanto  factory  employs  2,000  men, 
men  who  have  become  skilled.  It  takes  time  to  make  a  work- 
man in  the  chemical  industry.  Men  can  not  walk  in  from  the 
street  and  do  the  work.  There  is  a  period  of  apprenticeship. 
It  is  in  part  a  hazardous  occupation. 

Again,  the  great  German  nation,  so  skilled  in  the  education 
of  its  scholars,  has  i^oduced  fine  chemists  who  readily  went 
Into  occupations  in  their  chemical  indu.stries  because  they  were 
partly  under  Government  supervision,  for  a  small  sum  of  money, 
for  a  very  small  wage.  But  these  two  industries,  taking  from 
the  colleges  of  America  our  graduates  from  chemical  schools, 
pay  them  high  wages,  advancing  them,  not  in  titles,  as  doctors 
of  medicine,  but  advancing  them  in  wages,  and  it  Is  from  the 
brains  of  these  young  chemists  who  have  gone  Into  these 
occupations  that  we  are  now  attempting  to  compete  with  the 
nations  of  the  world  in  investigations,  in  enlargement  of 
plants,  and  in  new  chemical  commodities. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield*' 
Mr.  HAWE8.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  am  very  much  Impr*'8.sed  with  what  the  Senator 
has  been  saying.  He  has  suggested  methods  employed  by  Ger- 
many, Germany  behig  the  pioneer,  in  which  the  universities  over 
there,  senilgovemmental,  under  governmental  control,  have  fol- 
lowed the  practice  for  some  time  of  loaning  to  any  great  indus- 
try, like  the  dye  industry,  one  of  its  professors,  who,  while  he 
is  drawing  a  salary  from  the  university,  also  accepts  a  small 
additional  salary  for  his  service  In  the  industry.  It  is  the  Gov- 
ernment policy  of  using  by  the  Government,  through  the  finest 
talent  that  is  In  the  university,  aid  in  the  expert  research  in  the 
new  industries,  especially  like  the  chemical  industry. 

Germany  started  that  years  ago,  and  it  Ls  one  of  her  funda- 
mental policies,  where,  through  the  university,  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Government,  constantly  loans  are  made  to  Industry 
of  this  expert  ability.  That  is  one  of  the  things  which  has 
made  Germany  stand  out  in  her  advance  in  all  these  new  enter- 
prises. 

Then  Germany  also,  through  the  system  of  her  cartels,  will 
permit,  through  an  agency  largely  controlled  by  Germany,  sales 
In  one  country  at  a  price  below  the  production  cost  there  and 
permit  It  to  be  made  up  in  another  country  where  she  gets  a 
great  profit  In  other  words,  while  we  are  restraining  industry 
often  Germany  as  a  Government  is  back  of  it  and  encouraeine 
It  in  rather  unusual  methods. 

I  have  been  greatly  impressed  with  what  the  Senator  has  been 
saying. 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  thank  the  Senator.  He  is  correct.  Germany 
is  very  naturally  proud  of  its  advance  In  the  manufacture  of 
chemicals.  The  Government  takes  a  direct  interest  in  it  it 
watches  It  it  helps  carry  the  trade  in  competition  with  all  the 
world,  in  which  I  think  it  Is  perfectly  right  and  is  to  be  com- 
mended for  that  effort 

I  would  have  the  Senate  understand  that  thia  particular  indus- 
try stands  alone;  it  does  not  rest  upon  the  same  foundation  with 
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others  as  to  which  the  American  valuation  is  advocated.    It 
was  a  product  of  the  war.    It  came  out  of  the  war,  and  when 
™^K.    ^K^**^"  Queeoy  and  his  brilUant  son  and  others  took  the 
g-amoie  they  did,  by  going  into  unknown  fields  and  bulldiug  ud 
an  industry,  employing  over  2.000  men.  putting  into  their  fac- 
tories young  American  chemists,  inspiring  them  in  the  matter  of 
invention,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  the  opinion  of  the  House  and 
the  opinion  of  the  majority  members  of  the  Senate  Finance 
tomniittee  and,  I  am  sure,  of  the  minority  on  this  side  should 
not  have  their  attention  diverted  to  tlie  subject  of  American 
valuatiwi  as  applied  to  the  diemlcal  industry. 
Mr.  President  I  have  addressed  myself  to  this  subject  because 
Pf?Po»  to  find  out  whether  at  a  later  period,  as  we  finish 
schedule  after  scliedule,  an  attempt  wUl  be  made  to  destroy  this 
chemical  industry  in  my  city  and  In  my  State,     I  want  to  know 
it  now  because  as  far  as  It  lies  within  my  power  I  am  going 
to  protect  that  hidustry  and  those  workmen  not  alone  because 
tney  are  deserving  of  that  protection  but  because  I  believe  they 
are  In  an  industry  which  may  be  made  a  pow«*rful  adjom-t  of  the 
>^ar  and   Navy  DepartnienU  in  case  we  are  ever  unhappily 
brought  into  another  eonfiict. 
Mr.    FESS.     Mr.    Preaident    I    suggest    the    absence   of   a 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  wlU  call  the  rott. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  foUowlnir  Senator* 
answered  to  their  names:  ^^ 


Allra 

Aahnrst 

Barkley 

BiniTfaatn 

Black 

BUine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookliart 

BroQssard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connalljr 

Cop(>land 

Couaemr 

Cutting 

Dale 

Deneen 

Dill 

Sdge 


Pew 

Fletcher 

Frasier 

0<>orge 

Oillett 

Olaw 

OleiiQ 

Ooff 

Ooldaboroucta 

Gould 

Greene 

Harris 

Harriaon 

Hastinn 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Harden 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jonea 

Keaa 


Kendrlck 

Kinc 

La  FoUette 

McKelUr 

McMaater 

McNary 

Motwa 

Nort>eck 

Norria 

Nye 

Oddlc 

Overman 

Patterw>n 

Ptaippa 

Pine 

Ransdell 

Keed 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Robinaon,  Ind. 

Sackett 

Schall 

Sbeppard 


Shortrtdce 

Stntmona 

Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Stelvcr 

Bwanson 

Thomas.  Idab* 

niomas.  OUa. 

Townaend 

Trammel! 

Tjdini^ 

Vandenberr 

Wagner 

WaTcott 

Walsh,  Maaa. 

Walab.  Mont. 

Warrea 

Waterman 

Watson 

Wheeler 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-seven  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  am  aware  that  this  is  not 
the  time  to  discuss  the  scientiflc  si^tect  of  the  American  valua- 
tion as  that  valuation  applies  to  chemicals.  In  view  of  the  very 
able  address  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Ha  web]  I  do 
wish  to  have  appear  in  the  Record  at  this  time  a  few  remarks 
to  indicate  what  has  been  the  effect  of  the  preset  law  upon  the 
prices  of  chemicals,  particularly  medicinal  chemicals. 

I  hold  In  my  hand  copies  of  the  Practical  Druggist  the  issue 
of  February,  1M4,  and  the  current  issue  of  October.  19S».  Thia 
is  the  standard  publication  read  by  pharmacists  and  druggists 
In  order  that  they  may  know  what  is  going  on  in  the  pharma- 
ceutical world.  Each  month  there  is  a  table  of  the  current 
prices  of  drugs.  For  the  purpose  of  the  record  I  wish  to  insert 
a  corai)arison  of  pre-war  prices  with  current  prices  of  coal-tar 
medlcinals. 

Quoting  from  the  table  I  Invite  attention,  for  instance  to  a 
drug  like  acetanilld,  which  was  sold  at  30  cents  a  pound  and  is 
now  quoted  at  from  50  to  81  cents  a  pound.  Antlpyrln,  another 
familiar  coal-tar  drug,  before  the  war  was  $2.70  per  pound  and 
is  now  $4.  Aspirin,  very  commonly  prescribed,  before  the  war 
sold  at  48  cents  an  ounce,  and  now  at  70  cents  an  ounce. 
Lithium  salicylate,  familiar  to  some  of  our  rtieumatic  friends, 
was  selling  before  the  war  at  18  cents  an  ounce  and  now  sells 
at  26  cents  to  28  cents  an  ounce ;  sodium  benzoate  was  40  cents 
and  Is  now  73  to  75  cents. 

I  ask  permission  to  have  the  list  printed  in  the  Rtxxms* 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  list  is  as  follows: 

Companion  of  pre-war  price*  MHth  cturmt  prtoet  of  coaJ-tm-  medMnah 


Awtanilid .«.. par  pound. 

Aoetepbenetidin - do 

Bensoic  add  from  tohiol  U.S.  P do 

Autipyrin  U.  8.  P .- do 

AxpMa per  oonoa.. 

Beaialdsbyde  U.  8.  P-.....^. par  pound..) 


Lao 

.as 

Liol 


lasMasi 

l.«»-1.7D 
.9S-1.00 
4.00 

.70 

1» 


f 


I 


r 


i  ! 


1 


1 1 
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IteiM  o(  «oal-tw  iMittdDal 


KuroplMD .~..~ 

BetuMpbtbol ....... 

BoHMol.  . 

BtHimth  B«Un«phttMl_. 


-P« 
.par 


LithlnmnUeybto P« 

Mercory  MUeylM* P" 

Uthiam  benioftto  U.  9.  P P« 

MamMiainaaUeybt*..  .......~......— ....{Mr 

Me&yieaa  Woe  U.  8.  P 

N»phU»tti»  U.  8.  P P« 

NovocntM  or  Fncaio* P* 

Ortbofann 

Oxaobor.. .....-......—.—«——— ——-—--r" 

PbenolphtbaUBe ?« 

PotMiiom  aaUoykti P« 

Qainins  •Bcyiiiiirmrrmrrrrm — ---- 

BcMrdm  U.  8.  P — «*' 

M^eia. _..-— ~.-. — — — — P« 

Saloquinlae - — 

S^pyrln.... ---- 

8alal -P* 

Salophen. P*' 

Sodium  benxoato . 1** 


ooao*. 

poond.. 

ounce. 

..do— 

pound.. 

oonoa 

pound. 


..do... 
pound. 


Sodiom  aaUcylate 

Stnntlum  aalieylnl* 


.do....^ 
..do... 
pound. 

OODM. 

..do-... 
-.do... 
pound. 
onnM.. 
...do... 
„.do.-. 
pound 
ounce, 
pound. 
.  .do... 
_.do„. 


Pi»-war 
Iirto 


$L80 

.S6 

LS 

.40 

.18 

.as 

Las 

.u 

.as 

.15 

a.  as 

L40 
l.fiO 
L8B 

.14 
XU 

.48 
LOS 

.16 

Las 

.80 

LIO 

LOO 

.40 

.43 

.as 


.Si 


.aa-.3i 
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Mr.  C50PKLAND.  Mr.  Prealdent,  I  have  great  gympatliy  wl 
and  was  much  impressed  by  what  the  Senator  from  Misso 
said  about  conditions  in  his  city  and  State.  But  I  assume 
must  always  In  the  Senate  give  consideration  to  human  w 
fare.  I  would  not  have  the  Senate  be  in  the  position  of  Pa«*j- 
upon  an  economic  question  purely  from  the  economic  standpoir  t 
without  any  reference  whatever  to  the  eflfect  of  legislation  upo  a 
the  welfare  of  our  people. 

Those  of  us  who  have  had  occasion  to  buy  drugs  know  ho^ir 
expensive  they  are.  The  problem  of  the  medical  treatment  an  1 
care  of  our  ddiens  is  a  serious  problem.  In  every  honsrtiol|l 
the  question  of  the  price  of  drugs  Is  an  important  matter. 

As  I  said,  I  have  no  disposition  now  to  discuss  the  qnestl 
of  American  valuation.  I  could  do  it  at  considerable  leng 
because  I  have  the  material  ready,  but  It  is  not  appropriate  no 
as  I  understaDd,  to  the  legislative  situation.  Whatever  shall 
done  in  the  matter  must  come  as  an  amendment  to  this  scheda 
after  we  shall  have  ended  the  diacusaitm  of  all  committee  amoi 
ments.    I  think  that  is  correct 

Tberelore  there  is  no  reason  to  consider  at  this  time  the  pro 
lem  itarif :  but,  as  I  said,  I  would  be  unwilling  to  have  "* 
matter  ended  here  without  having  the  record  show  that 
IHnctical  efltet  of  the  present  law  has  been  to  double  and  treb 
the  coat  of  many  of  the  common  drugs.    The  question  that  fa' 
na  la,  Are  we  to  think  only  of  what  might  happen  to  2,000 
mentioned  by  the  Senator  aa  being  employed  In  hia  State,  or 
we  to  conaider  the  welfare  of  120.000,000  people,  every  one 
whom  baa  oecarioo  to  patroniae  the  drug  store  and  to  porch 
pharmaceaticala  ? 

There  ia  no  doubt  at  all,  I  do  not  think  anybody  can  gal 
It.  I  think  the  Senator  fr«m  Missouri  himself  intimated  It.  tbit 
the  effect  ot  the  present  law  la  practically  to  i^ace  an  emha 
upon  the  admission  to  the  country  of  these  pharmaceui"' 
whl<±  are  prepared  across  the  water. 

Are  we  content  to  continue  in  operation  in  the  field  of  pha  ^ 
maceoticalB  a  theory  of  valuation  which  has  hem  overwhelii- 
Infly  defeated  in  the  Senate  In  regard  to  everything  else  und  ^r 
consideration  In  the  tariff  bill?  My  opinion  is  that  we  i^ou  d 
not  make  any  distinction  between  products  made  in  the  chemic  il 
laboratory  and  products  which  are  made  in  the  ordinary  man  i- 
flactnrtng  establishment. 

Sio.  Mr.  President,  I  am  content  at  this  mommt  to  leave  tJ  le 
mattw  here,  simply  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  sys- 
tem now  in  ^ect  has  resulted  in  materially  increasing  the  co  st 
to  the  American  people  of  the  drugs  which  are  uaed  for  the  co^ 
trol  of  disease. 

Mr.  BAKKLBT.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  ttom.  New  Yo^ 
yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Kentudty? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    As  I  understand  the  Senator,  he  thinks  thjat 
tbe  American  value  as  applied  to  coal-tar  prodocts  is  wrong 
principle  and  ought  to  be  repeated? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Yes. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.    Mr.  President 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tbe  Senator  from  New  Yo^ 
yMd  to  tbe  Senator  from  D^aware? 

Mr.  COPKZiAND.    I  do. 

Mr.  HAfTTINOS.  I  want  to  make  an  toquiry  of  tbe  Senat^. 
I  tried  to  find  tbe  list  from  which  tbe  Senator  read. 


Mr.    COPELAND.     Here    It  Is    [handing    a    paper    to    Mr. 

ELAsmfes].  .         „ 

Mr  HASTINGS.  I  understand  from  the  Senator  from  New 
York  that  he  is  assuming  that  the  Increased  prices  of  these  va- 
rious articles  are  due  entirely  to  the  tariff  as  provided  in  sec- 
tions 27  and  28.  Is  that  correct?  .  .^  ^ 
Mr  COPELAND.  I  would  not  say  that  they  are  due  to  that 
entir^y.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  cost  of  operations  to-day 
Is  greater  than  It  was  in  1914. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  And  the  value  of  the  dollar  Is  not  quite  so 
much  as  It  then  was. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  value  of  the  dollar  Is  less ;  but,  wiping; 
out  those  secondary  ci>ngIderatlon8,  I  think  we  are  right  In  as- 
suming that  the  present  law  Is,  to  a  great  extent,  responsible  for 
the  Increase  In  the  cost  of  medicinal  chemicals. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  I  want  to  take  one  item  that  was  selling  at 
12.70  and  is  now  selling  at  ft  Is  that  the  retail  or  wholesale 
price?    It  Is  the  fourth  item  on  the  list. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Let  me  find  the  table  here  so  that  I  may 
answer  definitely.  I  assume  that  that  is  the  wholesale  price. 
It  la  stated  that  "  the  prices  quoted  are  the  average  prices  In 
the  New  York  market  for  the  quantities  usually  purchased  by 
the  retail  druggist."  They  are  what  we  would  call  the  whole- 
sale prices.  Is  there  any  other  question  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware desires  to  ask  me? 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  If  that  be  the  wholesale  price,  the  45  per 
cent  tariff  rate  would  add  $1.22,  making  the  cost  of  the  article 
$3.92.  That  is  not  quite  as  much  as  it  is  being  sold  for  at  the 
present  time.  I  merely  wanted  to  a.scertaln  from  the  Senator 
whether  he  thought  the  tariff  was  wholly  responsible  for  the 
Increase  In  prices. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  My  Judgment,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator, 
Is  that  the  tariff  on  chemicals  of  this  t>-pe  is  practically  pro- 
hibitive; that  it  places  an  embargo  upon  them.  I  would  not 
ask  that  protection  be  taken  off  these  chemicals  by  any  means ; 
I  am  at  one  with  the  Senator  in  that  respect,  I  am  sure.  The 
thing  I  have  in  mind  at  the  present  time  is— and  I  am  hoping 
that  I  have  an  open  mind  In  the  matter— that  the  present  law  is 
prejudirial  to  the  public  welfare.  I  recognize  all  that  the 
Senator  has  stated  with  respect  to  the  present  law  in  Its 
encouragement  of  American  enterprise  and  American  technical 
skill;  I  am  In  the  heartiest  sympathy  with  that;  but  I  want 
to  be  sure  that  we  are  not  for  the  encouragement  of  a  limited 
industry  in  this  country  setting  up  ctmditions  which  will 
impose  upon  the  poor,  upon  all  those  who  have  to  boy  drugs, 
undue  prices  for  the  things  they  purchase. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  I  want  to  express  the  hope  that  the  Senator 
will  keep  an  (^)en  mind — and  I  am  sure  he  will — until  the 
debate  on  this  question  shall  have  been  ccmcluded,  if  it  shall 
become  necessary  to  reopen  the  matter. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Let  me  say  in  regard  to  that  suggestion 
that  It  was  with  some  degree  of  reluctance  this  morning  that  I 
said  anything  about  this  question.  I  was  hoping  that  the 
Senator  frwu  Utah  would  say  that  he  was  going  to  Introduce 
such  an  amendment  as  I  have  indicated,  but,  if  the  Senator 
heard  me,  I  said  to  the  Senator  frwn  Missouri  that,  unless  he 
converted  me  or  somebody  else  converted  me,  I  wotild  be  In- 
clined to  present  that  amendment  However,  I  have,  I  trust, 
an  open  mind,  and  If  the  Senator  has  arguments  to  show  why 
it  should  not  be  done,  and  the  people  are  not  suffering,  I  shall 
be  happy  to  hear  them. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  I  am  going  to  undertake  to  convert  the 
Senator  before  we  get  through. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator 
do  so,  and  I  shall  reserve  the  material  which  I  have  on  the 
general  subject  of  American  valuation  for  the  time  being,  cer- 
tainly until  after  I  have  heard  the  Senator.  Then,  perhaps  I 
shall  have  been  turned  aside  from  the  thought  I  have  in  mind 
at  present 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 
The  amendm^it  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  tbe  next 
amendment 

The  CHiar  Clibk.  At  tbe  top  of  page  21  It  is  jMX^tosed  to 
in8»t: 

Pab.  87.  Iron  ammonium  oxalate  and  iron  aodium  oxalate,  6  cents 
per  poond. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Utah  about  the  amendment  which  we  adopted  at' 
the  top  of  page  19.     Does  that  cover  all  the  material  used  In 
wrapirtng  bread,  and  that  sort  of  thing? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  That  is  provided  for  in  paragraph  (e).  It  in* 
eludes  wrappers  for  bread,  fish,  candy,  toilet  artides,  and  so 
fOrtb. 
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Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  once  more  I  apolc^ce  to 
the  Senate  for  talking  so  much  about  health  this  morning ;  but 
we  happen  to  be  considering  a  schedule  which  relates  to  the 
public  health,  and  I  am  very  much  Interested  in  that  aspect  of 
the  subject  How  foods  are  wrapped  and  protected  means  much 
to  the  health  of  our  peoiHe. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  rate  is  the  same  as  that  provided  by  the 
House,  and  the  only  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to  improve 
the  wording. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  That  is  what  I  wanted  the  Senator  to 
say.  As  I  understand,  there  was  some  suggestion  originally 
that  the  rate  might  be  put  up  as  high  as  60  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  but  we  have  now  rewritten  the  provision 
so  that  that  can  not  be  done. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  And  the  Senator's  view  now  is  that,  for 
instance,  the  Henley  Wax  Paper  Manufacturing  Co.,  of  my 
State,  will  be  satisfied  with  the  rate  as  established? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  are  saUsflod,  as  I  undwstand,  with  the 
45  per  cent  rate ;  but  they  did  not  want  any  wording  that  could 
be  construed  in  any  way  to  cause  a  higher  rate  to  be  imposeil. 
The  wording  has  been  rearranged  so  as  to  conform  to  the 
objection  which  was  made  before  the  committee  along  that  line. 
Mr.  COPELAND,  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  felt  disturbed 
after  the  matter  had  been  closed,  because  I  had  intended  to  ask 
the  question  which  I  have  now  asked.  I  thank  the  Senator  for 
giving  me  the  assurance  that  those  who  were  contesting  the 
original  [»t>posal  are  satisfied  with  the  provision  as  it  passed 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  inquire  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah  as  to  the  amendment  on  page  21 — ^iron  am- 
monium oxalate  and  Iron  sodium  oxalate,  6  cents  per  pound. 
What  relation  does  that  have  to  the  present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  rate  und^  the  present  law  is  25  per  cent 
The  prc^)osed  6  cents  a  pound  rate,  based  upon  the  importations 
coming  in  during  four  months  of  1929,  is  equivalent  to — I  will 
give  the  Senator  the  exact  figures  in  a  mcHnent 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  6  cents  a  pound  is  an  Increase  from 
25  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  practically  31%  jier  cent  ad  valorem. 
What  Ls  the  justification  for  that? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  the  specific  duty  the  Increase  is  from  4.87 
cents  to  6  cents. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  present  rate  Is  25  per  cent 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  and  I  say  the  equivalent  of  26  per  c«it 
on  the  importations  for  the  first  four  m(xiths  of  the  presmt 
year  is  4.07  cents. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  represents  the  increase? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    No;  that  is  the  rate;  and  the  increase  \a  the 
difference  between  6  cents  and  4.67  cents. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     In  terms  of  the  ad  valorem  duty  it  amounts 
to  an  increase  of  from  25  per  cent  to  about  31  %  per  cent? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  should  say  approximately  that 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     What  is  the  justification  for  that  increase? 
Last  year  I  see  there  were  only  24,000  pounds  imported. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  During  the  first  four  months  of  1929  there 
were  42,900  pounds  imported,  and  the  importations  have  been 
Increasing.  During  1928  for  the  same  month.s  the  importations 
were  o\\\y  24,657  pounds ;  In  other  words,  the  importations  have 
almost  doubled. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  How  much  is  produced  In  this  country? 
Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  no  exact  figures  as  to  that  I  have 
asked  the  expert  who  is  sitting  alongside  of  me,  and  he  says 
that  there  are  no  exact  figures  as  to  domestic  producticm  at 
the  present  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  there  are  no  figures  showing  the  domestic 
production,  how  can  the  Senat(»  be  sure  that  there  is  any  need 
for  an  increase  merely  because  the  importations  have  increased 
from  24,000  pounds  to  42,000  pounds? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Take  1929,  for  instance.  In  the  first  4-montb 
period  the  importation  was  42,900  pounds.  Three  times  that 
amount  would  be  an  importation  of  127,000  pounds. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  even  that  might  be  an  infinitesimal 
quantity  compared  to  our  total  production,  so  far  as  we  know. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  will  simply  say  that  it  is  a  substantial  part 
of  the  consumption  of  the  article  in  the  United  States. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    How  substantial?    What  is  the  percentage? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  like  to  guess  at  It  but  thU  is  what 
the  Tariff  Conunis^on  says  about  it: 

There  are  three  domestic  manufacturera.  OxaUc  add  la  the  moat 
ImporUnt  raw  material  used,  a  aubatantial  portion  of  the  domestic 
output  Iteing  ooummed  in  the  production  of  theae  aalts. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  a  substantial  portion  of  the  do- 
mestic output;  but  that  does  not  say  that  42,900  pounds  is  a 
substantial  portion  of  the  amount  produced  and  consumed  in 
this  eonntry. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  can  not  tell  tbe  Senator  (be  amount 


Mr,  BARKLEY.  So  that  we  are  asked  to  vote  for  this  in- 
crease in  the  dark,  without  any  InfMination  as  to  its  relation 
to  domestic  production. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  did  the  Tariff  Commission 
nx  the  rate  on  oxalic  acid? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  was  fixed  by  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
dent 


How  does  that  compare  with  the  pr<^posed 


Mr.  MoKELLAR. 

rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  On  the  basis  of  6  cents  per  pound  duty  on 
oxalic  acid,  the  compensatory  duty  on  iron  ammonium  oxalate 
Is  6.8  cents.  In  other  words,  this  Is  6  cents,  and  the  6.8  cents 
is  slmiriy  the  difference. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Does  tbe  Senator  mean  that  It  was  fixed 
by  the  Tariff  CcMnmisslon? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  fixed  by  the  Tariff  Commission;  and  on 
iron  sodium  oxalate  It  Is  4.64  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    We  are  obUged  to  vote  on  it  in  the  dark. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  queeUon  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  tbe  committee.  [Putting  the  qnesti(m.]  By  the 
sound  the  noes  have  it,  and  the  amendment  is  rejected. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  whether  he  wishes  to  say  anything  more  about  para- 
graph 37? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  What  was  tbe  decision  of  the  Chair  on  tbe  last 
amendment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  tbe  noes  bad  it,  and  tbe 
amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  will  agree 
to  a  reconsideration  of  that  I  am  going  to  ask  him  to  do  it 
Then,  if  he  does,  I  shall  ask  that  a  vote  be  taken  again  upon 
Che  item.  If  It  Is  satisfactory  to  him. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  Pre^dent,  I  am  not  going  to  object  to  re- 
consideration ;  but  if  we  are  going  to  reconsider  I  think  we 
had  better  have  a  quorum  here,  and  have  a  vote  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  ask  it  now.  I  will  simply  say  tbat 
I  notice  that  In  another  section  of  the  report  it  says  that  28% 
cents  per  pound  is  stated  to  be  the  domestic  s^ing  price  of 
oxalate  in  New  York.  Twenty-five  per  cent  of  28  cents  h»  more 
than  6  cents;  but  I  will  not  ask  for  reconMderatlon  until  I 
show  the  details  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  Senator  is  not  asking  It  now? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  I  wUl  let  It  go  just  as  It  Is.  Of  course. 
It  will  fall  back  in  tbe  basket  (dause  with  tbe  action  now 
taken — 25  per  cent 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
about  paragraph  36,  on  the  preceding  page,  page  20,  about  coca 
leaves,  10  cents  per  pound.  What  happens  to  tbe  extract  of 
coca? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  tbe  rest  of  paragraphs  86  and  37  goes  to 
the  free  list 

Mr.  COPELAND.  What  is  the  rate  at  tbe  present  time  on 
coca  leaves? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  suppose  the  Senator  means  cocaine? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    No. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  asked  me  about  tbe  extract  of 
coca  leaves. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  No ;  not  cocaine.  Let  me  read  tbis  com- 
munication which  I  have  rec^ved: 

I  wiah  to  call  your  attention  to  a  attuatlon  created  by  the  present 
tariff  act  nnd  now  existing. 

When  the  narcotic  law  waa  passed,  there  were  quite  a  number  of 
chemical  manufacturers  making  extract  of  coca  from  coca  leaves  from 
whldi  cocaine  bad  been  extracted. 

As  tbe  Senator  sees,  the  cocaine  had  been  taken  out  and  then 
an  extract  was  made  from  these  leaves. 

Tba  extract  of  coca,  decocalniaed,  was  thus  a  by-prodoet.  nie  ex- 
tract was  used  largely  by  manufacturers  of  carbonated  beverages  for 
Savoring  parpoaes.  This  law  came  very  cloae  to  outlawing  the  Importa- 
tion of  coca  leaves  into  this  country ;  in  fact,  made  It  so  dllBcnlt  to 
bring  In  the  leaves  that  practically  every  concern  discontinued  tbe 
manaftecture  of  theee,  and  dismantled  their  eQulpment.  TWo  conceras, 
however,  qualified  to  bring  In  tbe  leavea,  and  continued  the  mana£ac> 
tare  of  cocaine.  One  of  these  two  dlsoontinued  making  extract  of  coca 
after  cocaine  had  been  extracted,  but  refuses  to  sell  tbe  old  leavea. 
Tbe  otber  concern  continues  to  maooftietnre  both  tbe  oocalne  and  the 
extract  of  ooca.  The  old  leaves  are  then  destroyed  by  nareotlc  ageati 
by  buminf. 

What  happens  is  that  one  conoem  making  soft  drinks  benefits 
by  having  tbe  entire  ontpot  of  these  decocainlzed  leaves;  and 
it  seems  to  me — and  I  am  sure  it  vrill  strike  the  Senator  from 
Utah  in  the  same  way — that  some  provision  sbonld  bs  made  fov 
tbe  Importation  ot,  decocaUilsed  coca  extract 
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Mr.  SHOOT.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  will  tarn  to  page 
ae  of  the  bill  he  will  see  that  there  la  a  proxiao,  beginning  with 
line  13,  which  says: 

Provided.  That  nothtng  hereto  contained  shall  be  to  eonstnied  as  to 
repeal  or  in  any  manner  impair  or  aitect  the  proTiaiont  of  the  narcotic 
drags  import  and  export  act,  as  amended. 

That  is  an  act  by  itself ;  and  all  narcotics  are  under  the  Fed- 
eral narcotic  bwird's  control. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  realize  that,  but  that  la  not  quite  the 
point.  What  I  am  saying  relates  not  at  all  to  cocaine  or  to  the 
narcotic,  but  to  the  use  of  these  coca  leaves  for  the  preparation 
of  a  flavoring  extract  after  the  cocaine  haa  been  extracted. 
The  contention  of  this  writer  13  that  nobody  in  our  country  can 
buy  this  stuff  because  one  concern  haa  a  monopoly  of  it. 

M».  SMOOT.  The  only  thing  1  can  think  of  is  Coco  C3ola. 
That  Is  the  only  thing  I  can  think  of  that  ia  made  from  coca 
learea  along  the  lines  outlined  by  the  Senator. 

Mr.  COPEI^NP.  Yeg ;  and  I  assume  that  that  la  the  com- 
pany that  has  the  monopoly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  do  have  a  monopoly  of  the  entire  prod- 
uct, and  no  tariff  act  can  take  it  away. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  wish  the  Senator  would  make  a  note  of 
^~lf  and  wee  if  some  provision  can  not  be  made  for  the  reasonable 
Importation  of  the  extract  of  decocalnized  coca.    Does  the  Sen- 
ator see  what  I  mean? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  understand  what  the  Senator  means. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  In  order  that  It  may  be  brought  in ;  and  I 
will  dlKuas  the  matter  again  with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I>et  me  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  be  write  to 
tbe  narcoClc  drug  import  and  export  board.  If  he  will  write 
to  tile  board,  they  can  tell  him  exactly  whether  it  can  be  dime 
or  not ;  and,  if  it  can  be  done,  why  they  have  not  done  it 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  will  get  the  information  and  confer  with 
the  Senator  about  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  satisfactory. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  wlD  continue  the  read- 
ing of  the  bin. 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  21,  line  5,  after  the  words  **  butyl  acetate,"  to  insert  **  and  D 
amyl  acetate,"  so  as  to  read : 

Pas.  S8.  Ethers  and  esters :  Dietbyl  sulphate  and  diaettajl  salphate, 
2S  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  etliyl  acetate,  3  cents  per  pooad ;  batyl  acetate 
and  amyl  acetate,  7  cents  per  pound;  etiiyl  chloride,  15  cents  per 
poond ;  ethjl  ether,  4  cents  per  poond ;  and  ethers  and  tmten  of  all 
kinds  not  qpeciaUy  provided  for,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem :  Frotfided, 
That  ao  arttda  containing  more  than  10  ptor  eeat  of  alcohol  shall  be 
dassifled  for  duty  under  this  paragraph. 


Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Utah  to  explain  that  amendment 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  Presidrat,  if  I  may  be  peraitted,  I 
understand  that  the  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  put  butyl 
and  amyl  acetate  in  exactly  the  same  position  as  to  tariff.  At 
the  present  time  amyl  acetate  is  In  the  basket  clause  at  25  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  But  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  com- 
mittee would  put  the  two  acetates  together  at  the  stiae  rate. 

Bfr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  New  York  if  it  is  not  true  that  butyl  acetate  and  amyl 
acetate  are,  if  the  term  may  be  used  chemically,  each  a  sub- 
Btitnte  for  the  other  T 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  am  very  c«taln  that  one  should  have 
exactly  the  same  treatment  as  the  other.  I  have  nothing  to 
say  about  the  rate ;  but  they  should  be  treated  togetho-  because 
of  their  similarity. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  la  what  we  have  done. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  should  like  to  make  a  further  suggestion,  and 
at  the  same  time  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  If  it  la  not  true^ 
that  butyl  acetate  was  included  in  the  House  bill,  and  amyl 
acetate  was  inadvertently  left  oat  of  the  House  Mil,  and  waa 
placed  in  the  bill  by  the  Finance  Oonuulttee  for  that  very 
reason  among  others? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  can  not  saj  that  it  was  inadvertently  left 
out  in  the  House.  It  may  have  been;  but  we  are  treating  it 
exactly  the  same  now  as  we  do  the  butyl  acetata 

Mr.  GOFF.  And  the  Senator  Is  treating  them  in  that  way 
because  one  really,  in  a  chemical  sense,  is  a  subetitnte  for  the 
other? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  correct 

Mr.  OOFT.  And  to  permit  one  to  eome  ta  wtUiout  tbe  duty, 
and  put  a  duty  upon  tbe  other.  Is,  in  effect,  to  neotralfae  the 
•Btifia  iatiwUtlSB  as  well  as  produetSon? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    TiMit  la  ttia 


Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  why 
there  is  any  reason  at  all  for  a  tariff  on  amyl  acetate,  in  view 
of  tbe  fact  that  since  1923  none  of  it  has  come  Into  the  country? 
There  are  no  imports,  and  there  have  not  been  for  six  years. 
Why  should  there  be  any  tariff  at  all  on  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  answer  to  the  Senator  frMn  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
La  Follette],  let  me  state  Just  why. 

Amyl  acetate,  or  banana  oil,  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
lacquers  and  paints,  and  as  a  solvent  for  nitrocellulose. 

Amyl  acetate  is  manufactured  from  acetic  add  and  amyl 
alcohol  In  the  past,  amyl  alcohol  was  obtained  as  a  by-product 
of  the  alcohol-fermentation  industry ;  but  the  available  supply 
of  fusel  oil  was  so  limited  that  the  lacquer  Industry  was  un- 
able to  develop  rapidly.  With  the  production  of  bu^l  acetate 
here  on  a  large  scale,  the  lacquer  industry  expanded  to  Its 
present  lmp<?rtant  position. 

One  domestic  manufacturer  produces  amyl  acetate  from 
pentane,  a  constituent  of  natural  gas.  It  is  produced  In  Ger- 
many by  synthetic  methods. 

Imports  of  amyl  acetate  in  1928  were  negligible,  only  539 
pounds,  valued  at  $211,  or  39  cents  per  pound.  Domestic  pro- 
duction of  amyl  acetate  from  pentane  In  1928  was  4,483,000 
pounds.  The  increased  duty  provided  for  butyl  acetate  will 
tend  to  encourage  the  Importation  of  amyl  acetate  unless  that 
rate  of  duty  also  Is  Increased. 

Since  the  existing  rate  of  25  per  cent  on  amyl  acetate  would 
amount  to  6  cents  per  pound,  based  on  the  German  home  market 
of  2S  cents,  the  committee  recommended  a  t^ieciflc  duty  of  7 
cents  per  pound  in  order  to  place  it  upon  the  same  footing  as 
btityl  acetate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  see  how  there  could  be  any  parity 
as  betwe«i  the  treatment  of  butyl  acetate  and  amyl  acetate.  In 
1927  we  produced  more  than  26,000.000  pounds  of  butyl  acetate. 
At  the  same  time  we  Imported  nearly  6,000,000  pounds  of  butyl 
acetate,  which,  of  course,  came  into  competition  with  the  domes- 
tic prodtiction. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLET.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  call  Senators'  attention  to  this,  that 
if  we  allowed  amyl  acetate  to  take  the  place  of  butyl  acetate, 
taking  into  consideration  the  import  of  butyl  acetate  for  1928, 
we  would  displace  nearly  800,000  bushels  of  domestic  com,  and 
in  order  to  niaintaln  that  market  here,  and  in  order  to  compel, 
as  it  were,  the  use  of  that  many  bushels  of  American  com,  we 
wanted  to  put  and  did  put  the  same  rate  upon  amyl  acetate 
as  is  provided  for  butyl  acetate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  argument  would  have  a  good  deal  of 
force  if  there  were  any  ainyl  acetate  coming  into  the  United 
States  to  take  the  iilace  of  butyl  acetate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  will  come  in  If  we  make  the  rate  upon  amyl 
acetate  lower  than  that  upon  butyl  acetate 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  Is  not  a  decrease.  You  are  proposing 
to  put  amyl  acetate  on  the  same  basis  with  butyl  acetate,  when, 
as  a  matter  of  fact  we  manufacture  2^000,000  pounds  of  butyl 
acetate  and  import  5,000,000  pounds,  and  when  we  come  to  amyl 
acetate,  we  produce  about  two  and  a  half  million  pounds,  and  do 
not  import  any  at  all. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  if  we  reduce  the  rate  on  butyl  acetate,  it 
will  come  in,  and  it  will  displace  the  domestic  com  that  butyl 
acetate  is  made  of. 

Blr.  BARKLEY.  There  is  no  controversy  over  butyl  acetate. 
What  you  are  proposing  to  do  in  this  amendment  is  to  place 
amyl  acetate  on  the  same  basis,  with  the  same  rate,  with  the 
butyl  acetate,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact  for  the  last  six  years 
there  have  been  no  imports  of  amyl  acetate  tliat  would  Justify 
putting  it  in  the  same  category  with  butyl  acetate,  5.000,000 
pounds  of  which  hare  come  in. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  have  not  imported  amyl  acetate,  because 
of  the  very  fact  that  they  have  been  importing  butyl  acetate. 
What  the  committee  wants  to  do  is  to  put  them  on  a  parity,  so 
that  it  will  be  Just  as  vrell  tor  the  American  manufacturer  to 
use  the  domestic  com  and  keep  that  rate  at  7  cents,  and  on  a 
parity  with  amyl  acetate,  and  then  the  importations  will  be  no 
more,  at  least  than  they  have  been  in  the  pe!^t 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Is  the  rate  of  7  cents  a  pound  on  amyl 
acetate  a  decrease  or  an  incorease  from  the  present  rate  on 
amyl  acetate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is  an  increase. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  You  are  increasing  the  rate  on  a  product 
that  has  not  come  into  the  United  States  for  six  years. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BLIRRISON.  I  merely  wanted  to  know,  so  that  we  may 
get  at  the  point  of  the  controversy,  what  is  the  equivalent  in 
oenU  of  the  ad  Talorun  rate  on  this  product,  amyl  acetate? 
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Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  present  rate,  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator,  Is  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  What  is  the  equivalent?  What  is  the 
price  of  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  25  per  cent  of  39  cents,  the  latter  price 
being  the  foreign  price  of  the  imports.  That  would  make  it 
a  little  under  10  cents. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Then  it  is  a  reduction  here,  Instead  of  an 
increase.  It  is  7  cents  now,  and  was  9  cents,  and  you  are 
talking  about  an  increase,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  is  a 
reduction. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  only  a  small  Importation  of  this 
article,  and  we  brought  the  two  Items  together. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  not  Ulkiug  about  that  I  had  under- 
stood the  Senator  to  say  that  he  was  increasing  the  rate  on 
amyl  acetate.  I  now  find  you  are  not  Increasing  It  but  are 
reducing  it.  The  rate  is  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  in  the  present 
law.  You  pr(*08e  by  this  bill  to  fix  the  rate  at  7  cents  a 
pound,  which  Is  about  2  cents  less  than  the  rate  in  the  present 
law.  according  to  the  statement  the  Senator  just  made. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  That  would  refer  to  1925. 
Mr.  HARRISON.  What  was  it  in  1928? 
Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  what  I  am  about  to  caU  attention  to. 
The  reason  for  the  increase  was  that  in  1928  the  German  price 
of  amyl  acetate,  including  packing,  varied  from  25.4  cents  to 
28  cents  per  pound.  The  25  pw  cent  of  25  cents  is  6uS  cents,  and 
that  Is  less  than  the  duty  we  had  uix)n  butyl  acetate.  If  it  were 
left  that  way,  instead  of  butyl  acetate,  amyl  acetate  would  be 
UJ^etl,  and  the  use  of  American  com  for  the  purpose  of  manu- 
facturing that  artlde  would  be  displaced. 

Mr.    BARKLEY.     Mr.    President,   is   the   Senator  trying  to 
make  it  possible  to  bring  this  product  In  or  to  keep  it  out? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     We  are  raising  the  rate  on  it  so  that  it  can 
not  be  duplicated  here. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    So  that  it  can  not  come  in.    Although  it  has 
not  been  coming  In  for  six  years,  you  are  raising  the  rate  to 
keep  It  from  coming  In  In  the  future. 
Mr.  GOFF.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield  to  the  Swiator  from  West  Virginia, 
Mr.  GOFF.     I  would  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  in 
view   of   what   the   Senator  from    Utah   has   said,    that   amyl 
acetate  is  a  substitute,  in  the  general  sense  of  the  word,  for 
butyl  acetate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    They  evidently 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  am  now  going  to  proceed  to  answer  the  qoea- 
fcion.  whirfi  tlie  Senator  has  conceded  me  the  right  to  do. 

The  Imports  of  amyl  acetate  did  decrease  from  1923  to  1928. 
The  opinion  expressed  by  the  Tariff  Commission  is  that  that 
was  due  to  the  Increased  impcHts  of  butyl  acetate,  since  In  the 
manufacture  of  the  two  products  in  Germany  they  are  treated 
as  interchangeable.  They  are  Joint  products  with  other  items, 
and  If  one  Is  the  substitute  of  the  other,  we  are  trying  now, 
with  the  new  industries  which  have  been  estabUshed  in  the 
United  States — and  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
very  frankly  that  the  industry  I  have  in  mind  is  very  near  the 

border  line  of  West  Virginia  and  Kentucky 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  do  not  care  if  it  is  straddle  the  line. 
Mr.  GOFF.     I  do  not  care  myself,  but  I  am  trying  to  tell  the 
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Senator  the  location.  In  ordM'  that  he  may  know  why  I  am  pos- 
sibly more  interested  than  he. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  suppose,  by  inference,  my  interest  would 
Inci-ease  in  proportion  to  the  proximity  of  this  acetate  to  the 
boundary  line  between  West  Virginia  and  Kentucky. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  would  say  so.  because  it  Is  a  well-known  fact 
of  which  most  people  take  Judicial  notice,  that  West  Virginians 
go  over  into  Kentucky  too  often  to  spend  money. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  They  have  to  have  some  place  to  spend  it 
and  they  might  Just  as  well  come  to  Kentucky. 

Mr.  GOFF.  That  bring  the  situation,  we  intend  to  make 
butyl  acetate  from  com,  and  we  desire  to  keep  out  the  butyl 
acetate  as  much  as  we  can.  It  has  been  coming  in  and  acting  as 
a  substitute  one  for  the  other. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  amendment  has  no  relatl<xiship  to 
butyl  acetate.  Butyl  acetate  bears  a  7  cent  a  pound  rate  and 
that  rate  is  kept  in  this  biU.  What  you  are  seeking  to  do'is  to 
put  amyl  acetate  on  the  same  basis  as  butyl  acetate,  when  amyl 
acetate  has  not  been  coming  into  the  United  States,  and  I  can 
not  find  out  whether  this  is  going  to  keep  it  out  longer  or  is 
going  to  permit  it  to  come  in. 

Mr.  GOFF.  It  has  not  been  coming  in,  as  I  said  suggestively 
to  the  Senator,  because  both  amyl  acetate  and  butyl  acetate 
are  made  in  Germany,  and  each  of  them  Is  related. 

In  the  past  30  months  we  have  established  In  the  United  States 
plants  that  are  manufacturing  amyl  acetate  from  American  com, 
and  if  we  are  going  to  permit  butyl  acetate  to  be  excluded  at  a 


7-cent  tariff  rate  and  let  amyl  aceUte  come  In  free  of  duty,  then 
one  neutralizes  the  other. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  advocating  that  amyl  come  in  free. 
Butyl  is  coming  in  now  at  a  rate  of  7  cents.  The  figures  show 
that  amyl  has  not  been  coming  in  at  all,  and  if  we  are  going  to 
keep  one  of  these  brothers  at  a  7-cent  rate  and  keep  the  other 
out  at  the  same  rate,  I  want  to  find  out  what  the  relationship 
between  them  is.  You  certainly  would  not  contend  that  amyl  la 
a  substitute  for  butyl,  when  amyl  has  not  been  coming  into  this 
country,  and  one  concem  In  the  United  States  makes  it 

Mr.  GOFF.  Then  why  should  you  have  brought  in  the  amyl 
if  butyl  was  a  substitute,  and  the  bringing  in  of  the  butyl 
answered  the  same  domestic  manufacturing  purpose? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  it  is  immaterbil 
to  me  which  one  gets  in  first,  or  whether  either  one  of  them 
comes  in  at  all,  but  what  I  am  trying  to  ascertain  is  whether 
if  amyl  acetate  has  not  been  used  as  a  substitnte  for  butyl 
acetate,  what  differ^ce  does  It  make  what  rate  is  pot  upon  it? 

Mr.  GOFF.  It  makes  a  difference  to  this  extent  that  we 
have  plants  in  the  United  States  that  are  now.  In  the  manuflic- 
ture  of  amyl  acetate,  utilising  com  whidi  used  to  be  used,  before 
the  Volstead  Act  went  into  effect  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  the  Senator  contend  that  any  com  in 
this  country  is  now  being  utillied  in  the  manufacture  of  amyl 
acetate?  ^^ 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  do,  yea;  a  great  deal  for  the  butyl  not  tbe 
amyl.  The  Senator  may  ask  me  tbe  number  of  bushels,  and  I 
wIU  teU  him  I  do  not  know  It  «.•"«* 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  being  no  imports,  and  therefore  no 
foreign  competition,  the  amount  of  com  used  will  not  be  affected. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  would  like  to  state  the  object 
of  this  prorislon.  If  tbe  amyl  acetate  were  coming  into  the 
United  SUtes  and  taking  the  place  of  butyl  acetate.  It  would 
destroy  the  market  for  the  com. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  situation  does  not  tttect  the  market 
for  butyl  acetate,  does  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Certainly.  If  we  had  a  lower  rate  on  bntyL 
thai  of  course  it  could  come  in. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  we  do  not  have  a  lower  rate  on  botyL 
You  are  carrying  butyl  at  the  same  rate.  There  is  no  ametMl- 
ment  affecting  butyl  acetate 

^  Mr.  SMOOT.    Butyl  acetate,  under  the  existing  law,  bears 
a  duty  of  25  per  o^t  «nd  the  amyl  acetate  a  nte  of  2S  per 
cent 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  House  bill  fixed  the  rate  at  7  oenla. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  not  in  the  law  now. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    But  the  Senate  committee  biU  fixes  the  rate 
at  7  cents,  so  that  there  is  no  amendment  affecting  butyl  acetate. 
Therefore  that  does  aot  offer  any  reason,  it  seems  to  me,  tor 
changing  the  rate  on  amyl  acetate,  which  does  not  come  in  at 
all ;  and  if  it  is  being  used  as  a  substitute  for  butyl  acetate,  It  is 
the  domestic  production  of  amyl  acetate,  and  not  any  foreign 
importation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  report  a  rate  of  7  cents  on  butyl  acetate. 
There  was  no  change  in  the  House  provision  as  to  botyl  acetate, 
but  what  we  want  to  do  and  what  we  are  asking  to  have  done  is 
to  bring  the  amyl  acetate  to  7  coits,  because  that  is  befcH^  the 
Senate. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  it  bring  it  m)  or  down? 
Mr.  SMOOT.  It  brings  it  up  to  the  rate  of  7  cents,  as  pro- 
vided for  the  butyl  acetate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  in  order  to  l»ep  out  a  product 
that  has  not  come  in  for  six  years,  you  are  raising  the  rate 
on  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    If  we  did  not  raise  the  rate  In  conftmnity  with 
the  raising  of  the  rate  on  butyl  acetote,  then,  instead  of  the 
butyl  acetate  coming  in,  amyl  actate  would  come  in,  and  the 
manufacturers  would  not  take  any  of  the  American  com  to 
produce  it 
Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  wiU  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 
Mr.  GOFF.     I  trust  the  Senators  wiU  speak  loudly  enough  so 
that  we  may  all  hear  them. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has  asked  me  in 
an  aside  to  yidd  to  him  in  order  that  he  may  read  sometliing 
in  order  that  I  may  be  clear  in  my  mind  In  regard  to  this  matter, 
and  I  Just  remarked  to  him  that  I  would  welcome  anything  that 
might  clear  up  this  situation. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  This  is  what  I  desire  to  read  to  the  Sen- 
ator: 

In  the  mannfactore  of  amjl  acetate  by  the  aetbanol  process  in  0«r- 
many  it  ii  possible  to  regulate  tbe  relative  proportions  of  botyl  acetate 
and  amyl  acetate.  If  It  sboold  becosM  ao  longer  profltable  for  Germany 
to  export  bntyl  acetate  to  tbis  ooontry,  tbey  can  convcnieatly  divert 
their  operatioas   to  amyl  acetate,  sad  every  saUoa   of  amyl  aeetats 
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1if«vtat  late  thte  tomtrr  vffl  4MMao»  1%  gtlki—  a<  batyl  aetta*. 
Tbv  reason  for  this  rmtlo  of  consomptlon  la  tk»t  1  gaUaii  «(  amyl  aeetji  tc 
phM  tve-tlrir4a  of  a  gtUm  o(  attixl  aeetate  ia  aqplTalnt  t*  1%  xalla^s 
of  bvtyl  aaatata. 

F»r  my  pMt,  I  betfere  this  Is  rl^t  and  riionld  prersii 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Of  eoune,  if  the  Senator  had  exxdalned  in 
his  <ywB  reqxxMdMUty  it  might  hare  been  made  dear,  bnt  wh  it 
he  read  afmply  eonfoses  the  sftoatlon  even  wone  than  it  wis 
eonfoonded  prior  to  his  entry  Into  the  diacnaaioa. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  Presfdent,  may  I  ask  tlie  Sena^ 
tnmt  New  Torit  whether  he  quoted  from  a  brief  filed  before  ^e 
FhwBce  Committee? 

Mr.  COPBLAND.     Yes;  I  did. 

Mr.  BARKUCY.    By  whom  was  that  brief  ffled? 

Mr.  C50PHLAND.  It  was  filed  by  the  Sharplea  Solrents  Co^- 
poratloa. 

Mr.  BARKLBT.  And  that  is  tlie  only  coeeem  in  the  Unlt^ 
States  that  manafketores  this  commodity. 

Mr.  GOFF.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VldJ  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentud^y 
ylHd  to  the  Senator  from  West  Yiiginia? 

Mr.  BARKLKY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  QOFF.  I  wonld  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentncky  thit 
tibe  House  hill  btelnded  bntyl  acetate  at  7  cents  a  ponnd.  Thi  t 
is  on  page  26  of  the  committee  print.  Now  the  House  biH  d  d 
not  Indnde  amyl  acetate.  As  I  understand  it,  both  of  thoie 
products,  as  joint  by-prodoets  of  other  major  fvoductions,  aie 
manofactored  and  can  be  manufactured  in  Qermany.  loa  h 
moch  as  then  there  was  a  d«nand  Mily  tor  the  butyl  acetai  e 
Germany  was  deroting  her  industrial  processes  to  the  manii 
fSacture  of  that  diendcal  product.  The  American  manufa  r- 
torers  were  haying  it  If  we  do  not  put  aniyi  acetate  on  t^e 
BBBie  basis  as  butyl  acetate,  then  what  hare  we? 

Mr.  BARKLET.     I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  QOWT.  We  hare  one  coming  in  here  free  to  neutralise 
and  supersede  if  not  destroy  the  other. 

Mr.  BABKLEY.  There  Is  already  a  tartff  of  2S  per  cent  ajd 
valorem  on  amyl  acetate,  so  it  does  not  come  In  free.  It  hqs 
not  been  coming  In  free. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Because  Germany  has  not  produced  It.  Wltr 
should  Germany  produce  it  if  the  American  purchasing  pnbl  c 
is  wining  to  hny  butyl  acetate?  We  have  tried  to  install  and 
lastitute  in  this  covitry  manofacturf ng  plants  that  wou]  d 
absorb  our  {Nroductlon  of  amyl  acetate,  and  the  company  who;  e 
brief  was  read  from  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  has  beea 
in  existence  now  for  only  30  months.  We  are  anxious  to  glie 
a  proteetiOB  that  will  permit  through  the  Introduction  of  but  '^ 
aeetate  the  elimination  of  the  production  as  a  domestic  produft 
of  amyl  acetate. 

Mr.  BABKLBY.  I  dislike  to  consume  any  more  time  on  the 
subject,  but  Is  it  the  ttieory  of  (he  Senator  from  West  Virgin  a 
that  hatyl  acetate  is  to  be  used  as  a  substitute  tot  amyl  aceta^ 
or  is  it  the  other  way  around? 

Mr.  OOFF.    My  theory  is  based  simply  upon  this  fact 

Mr.  BABKLKY.    Which  Is  it?    That  is  what  I  am  trying 
find  out 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  an  not  going  to  answer  a  proposition  of  th4t 
kind  yes  or  no. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Oertalnly  the  Senator  ought  to  be  able  ^o 
say  yes  or  no  as  to  whedier  one  is  to  be  used  as  a  sabstitn|e 
for  the  other. 

Mir.  OOFF.    I  aay  one  wfll  be  used  as  a  substitute  for  the 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.     Which  one  wiU  be  used? 

Mr.  OOFl*.  Butyl  acetate  win  be  used  as  a  substitute  t^ 
amyl  acetate  if  amyl  aeetate  Is  not  given  this  7-cent  rate. 

Mr.  BABKLBY.  In  other  words,  if  we  do  not  increase  tile 
ivte  OB  aaqrl  acetate,  none  of  which  comes  into  th«  countr  \ 
bntyl  acetate  which  enjoys  a  protection  will  be  used  as  a  snh- 
stltut)»  flM*  amyl  aeetate  that  we  do  not  inrport. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Will  the  l^nator  permit  me  to  dear  up  a  llttie 
of  the  mod  which  I  ua»derstood  him  to  suggest  a  moment  a^  o 
has  been  thrown  into  the  debate? 

Mr.  BARKLKY.    I  ceruinly  wiU  if  tbe  Senator  can  do  so. 

Mr.  GOFF.  We  have  butyl  acetate  exdoded  by  a  7-cent-ii- 
pound  tarlir  rate.  If  we  allow  amyl  acetate  to  come  in  fre>, 
Gen&any  wW  say,  *  We  will  now  make  amyl  aeetate,  which  ^  e 
can  do  just  as  ea;^y  and  Just  as  readily  and  just  as  cheaply  as  ^  e 
produce  butyl  a«etate,  aad  we  wIR  not  send  in  any  butyl  acetai  e 
but  we  win  s»d  in  amyl  acetate,"  and  thereby  destroy  tie 
litfant  Indastry  whldi  wa  are  estahUahlng  in  till*  ooontry  t^ 
aayl  afcetat*. 

Mr.  RARKTiBY.  The  q^wtlon  of  briagtag  In  aaqd  aeeta^ 
f|«e  ii  M(  baCora  the  Senate.  Tbe  only  queatkm  Is  whether  tqe 
rate  ahaU  to  rhaifid  fram  25  per  cant  ad 


exlsteace,  to  7  cents  per  pound.  If  under  the  rate  of  25  per 
cent  ad  valorem  there  have  been  no  imports- 
Mr.  GOFF.  Simply  because  Germany  has  not  manufac- 
tured it 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  can  not  be  accurate,  because  some 
six  or  seven  years  ago  we  imported  some  25,000  or  30,000  pounds 
of  this  particular  product.  If  under  Uie  rate  of  25  per  cent 
ad  valorem  there  have  beem  no  imports,  whereas  under  the  rate 
which  has  been  fixed  on  butyl  acetate  there  have  been  some 
5,000,000  pounds  Imported,  which  is  about  one-flfth  of  our 
domestic  production,  I  can  not  for  the  life  of  me  see  any  neces- 
rtty  for  raising  this  rate.  If  It  Is  to  be  raised,  from  25  per  cent 
ad  valorem  to  7  cents  a  pound.  Certainly  if  7  cents  a  pound  is 
a  reduction,  as  the  Senator  from  New  York  at  one  point  In  the 
controversy  suggested,  it  would  not  remedy  the  situation  so  far 
as  amyl  acetate  is  concerned. 

Mr.  GOFF.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GOFF.  From  information  taken  from  the  Summary  of 
Tariff  Information,  published  by  the  commission  in  1929,  I  have 
the  figures 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Frequently  I  observe  Senators  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle  are  purporting  to  be  reading  from  the  Summary 
of  Tariff  Information  furnished  by  the  Tariff  CJommissIon  in 
1929.  Under  what  circumstances  Is  the  Tariff  Commission  fur- 
nishing some  Senators  information  that  Is  supposed  to  be  up  to 
date  whereas  other  Senators  are  unable  to  obtain  It?  "niat 
information  is  not  contained  In  the  published  compilation  of 
their  reports. 

Mr.  GOFP.  The  Senator  does  not  expect  me  to  pass  on  the 
Inyidlous  distinction  If  any  are  Involved 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  it  is  an  informal  report  and  not  one 
made  after  careful  investig:atic«i,  as  these  are  supposed  to  be 
macte  that  are  In  the  published  compilation,  I  think  it  aiH>ro- 
priate  to  inquire  whether  the  commission  are  taking  the  word 
of  some  private  manufacturer  on  the  propo.«dtlon  or  whetlier 
they  have  sent  their  agents  into  the  field  to  make  investigations. 

Mr.  GOFP.  I  am  not  taking  the  word  of  any  private  manu- 
facturer on  this  qnestlon,  becanse  I  have  been  Informed  that 
what  I  Intended  to  state  at  tbe  time  the  Senator  interrupted 
me  was  that  butyl  acetate  imports  have  risen — not  fallen  oB — 
to  8,756,352  pounds  from  March,  1927,  to  September,  1828.  This 
computation  has  been  made  from  the  sununary  of  the  Tariil 
Commission.  Whether  anyone  has  been  denied  this  informa- 
tion, which  was  involved  in  the  Senator's  question,  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  say,  but  I  am  reliably  Informed  that  this  is 
a  computation  taken  from  the  tarlif  summary  relating  to  these 
articles. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  not  understand  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia. The  Information  which  the  Tariff  Commission  furnishes 
is  that  tbe  importations  of  butyl  alcohol  in  1928  were  5,000.000 
pounds.  ■ 

Mr.  GOFF.  1  am  not  talking  about  butyl  alcohol.  I  am 
talking  about  bntyl  acetate. 

Mr.  KING.  Yes;  butyl  acetate.  Does  the  Senator  dial- 
lenge  that  statement  and  say  the  importations  in  1928  exceed 
the  figure  I  have  just  given  ? 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  challoige  it  If  the  statement  of  those  figures 
and  those  facts  contradicts  any  of  the  facts  which  the  Stmator 
from  Utah  has  in  his  ponseasion.  I  say  the  butyl  acetate  im- 
ports increased  to  8,750,362  pounds  from  March,  1927,  to  Sep- 
tember, 192a 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  further? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  Of  course,  the  statement  presented  in  that  form 
may  be  accurate,  but  it  does  not  pive  a  correct  picture.  The 
Summary  of  Tariff  Information  gives  importations  per  year, 
and  If  some  representative  of  the  Tartff  Commission,  through 
one  of  their  experts,  have  given  the  Senator  those  figures  It 
would  seem  as  though  they  were  trying  to  muddy  the  waters 
and  give  an  improper  impression  or  picture  of  Imports,  becanse 
the  Imports  in  1928  were  only  5,000,000  pounds  and  not  8,000.000 
pounds.  The  statement  whkrh  the  Senator  read,  of  "ourse,  does 
not  give  the  figures  for  1928,  but  It  mixes  two  years  together 
and  of  course  a  proper  picture  could  not  l)e  given.  That  doea 
not  indicate  an  tncreaaa  measured  l^  iweceding  yeara 
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Mr.  GOFF.  It  Indicates  an  increase  in  the  Importattoos  of 
butyl  aceUte  covering  that  period,  and  that  Is  the  period  which 
has  been  Involved  in  the  producticm  of  amyl  acetate. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fbbs  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  B^witucky  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  As  I  understand  It,  the  ftjrelgn  price  of 
this  acetate  ranges  between  25  and  28  cents  a  pound. 
Mr.  GOFF.  That  Is  correct,  as  I  understand  It 
Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  it  Is  25  cents,  then  the  increase  proposed 
will  be  three-quarters  of  a  cait  If  it  Is  28  cents,  then  there 
will  be  no  increase  at  all.  If  there  Is  an  Increase  of  thiee- 
quarters  of  a  cent,  the  present  duty  Is  iwt)hlbitlve,  as  I  under- 
stand the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  has  operated  to  be  prohibitive  because  it 
has  shut  out  the  importations  practically  altogether. 

Mr.   SIMMONS.    Then   the  additional  amount  wiU  be  stUl 
further  prolilbltlve,  and  that  will  be  the  only  result,  acceding 
to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  think  we  ought  to  vote  upon  the  question. 
Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  the  error  which  I  think  has  been 
made  is  In  increasing  the  tariff  on  butyl  acetate  100  per  cent. 
The  controversy  over. amyl  acetate  is  not  so  important  But 
I  do  insist  that  increasing  the  tariff  on  butyl  acetate  100  per 
cent  is  no  justification  for  increasing  the  tariff  on  amyl  acetate. 
When  we  get  through  with  the  committee  amendments  and  the 
bill  Is  subject  to  Individual  amendment,  I  shall  offer  an  amend- 
ment reducing  the  tariff  on  butyl  acetate  from  the  100  per 
cent  Increase  to  the  pres«it  rate. 

The  present  rate  Is  sufficiently  high  as  not  to  affect  the 
industry  and  Is  merely  competitive.  A  tariff  duty  upon  amyl 
acetate  prc*iblts  any  Imports,  and,  of  course,  increasing  the 
tariff  will  make  It  a  complete  embargo.  The  fact  is  that  the 
companies  which  are  manufacturing  these  products,  the  Union 
Carbide  A  Carbon  Co.,  with  Its  hundreds  of  miIlIon.«»  of  assets 
and  its  profits  of  last  year  of  more  than  $40,000,000  or  $50,- 
000,000,  and  one  or  two  other  companies,  of  course  want  a  com- 
plete embargo  upon  all  chemicals.  These  six  or  seven  big 
corporations,  mentioned  a  number  of  times  during  the  debate, 
largely  got  control  of  the  chemical  Industry  and  there  were 
written  Into  the  1922  act  prohibitive  rates  upon  hundreds  and 
thoasands  of  commodities.  Those  prohibitive  rates  are  brfng 
carried  in  the  bill  now  before  us  and  some  of  them  are  being 
increa.sed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  quesUon  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  committee. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  derk  wIU  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  CmEF  Clmxk..  In  paragraph  41,  page  22,  line  1,  it  Is  iwo- 
posed  to  strike  out  "25  per  cent  ad  valorem"  and  to  insert 
"  11  cents  per  pound,"  so  as  to  read  "  and  hexamethylenetetra- 
miue,  11  cents  per  pound." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  let  the  amend- 
ment be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chut  Cusk.  In  paragraph  4,  page  22,  line  1,  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  propose  to  strike  out  "  25  per  cent  ad  valor«n  " 
and  to  Insert  "  11  cents  per  pound." 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  this  iMX)posal  of  the 
committee  Is  to  change  the  duty  on  hexamethylenetetramlne 
from  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  11  cents  a  potmd.  According  to 
the  invoice  price  of  1928  that  is  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem 
Increase  of  40  per  cent  The  Information  furnished  to  the 
Finance  Committee  by  the  Tariff  Commission  was  to  the  effect 
that  the  production  in  1927  of  hexamethylenetetramlne  was 
1.315,213  pounds,  while  the  imports  for  1927  were  3,417  pounds. 
The  ratio  of  imports  to  consumption  In  1927  of  this  product 
was  0.28  of  1  per  cent 

As  I  understand,  the  committee  proposes  this  Increase  because 
of  the  increase  which  has  been  made  In  the  duty  on  wood  alco- 
hol from  12  cents  a  gallon  to  18  cents  a  gallon.  I  should  Hke 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  whether  It  is  a  fact  that  this  is 
In  the  nature  of  a  compensatory  Increase;  and  If  so,  whether 
that  comp«isatory  duty  has  been  approved  by  the  experts  of  the 
Tariff  Commission? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  actual  figures  worked  out 
demonstrate  that  10.6  cents  per  pound  would  be  the  absolute 
compensatory  rate.  The  committee  made  it  11  cents.  I  have 
the  figures  here,  if  the  S^iator  desires  me  to  read  them,  Imt  the 


actual  figures  worked  out  on  the  basis  of  duty  of  18  cents  a 
gallon  for  methanol  or  wood  alcohol  amounts  to  10.6  ner  nound 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  should  Uke  to  have  the  Senator  put 
those  figures  in  the  RBooan,  If  he  win.  *^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  see  that  they  go  in  the  Rbooso  If  the 
Senator  desires  to  make  the  compensatory  rate  10  cents  a  pound 
I  am  wilUng  that  that  should  be  done,  although  that  would  leave 
a  difference  of  0.6  of  a  cent 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  In  this  connection,  Mr.  President  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  according  to  the  Summary 'of 
Tariff  Information,  hexamethylenetetramlne  la — 
a  eompoBBd  of  tonmUthjav  and  ammonia,  •  •  •.  Prior  to  the 
war  It  waa  osed  chiefly  in  medicine  as  an  intestinal  antte^tlc.  Slnc« 
then  Its  principal  oae  baa  been  aa  an  aeederator  for  the  Tolcanlaatlon 
of  mbber. 

I  shall  not  resist  the  committee  amendment  at  this  time  be- 
cause until  the  rate  on  wood  alcc*ol  shall  have  been  disposed  of, 
this  compensatory  rate,  if  it  be  as  the  Senator  suggests,  based 
on  an  accurate  cMnputatl(m,  should  be  permitted  to  stand 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  when  we  pass  upon 
wood  alcohol,  If  the  rate  of  18  cents  per  gaUon  ahaU  be  d©- 
creased,  I,  mysdf,  will  ask  that  we  recur  to  this  paragraph  and 
change  the  rate  to  make  It  conform  with  the  actl<m  taken  in 
regard  to  the  duty  on  wood  alcohol. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator  what 
the  item  Is  which  he  Is  now  talking  about? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is  hexamethylenetetramlne. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  I  could  not  hear  my  colleague. 
Does  he  insist  njton  the  increase  from  29  per  cent  ad  valorem 
to  11  cents  a  pound? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  change  of  the  duty  from  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem  to  11  cents  a  pomid  is  based  upon  the  rate  proposed  for 
wood  alcohol  of  18  cents  per  gaUon,  which  is  an  increase  on  that 
commodity. 

When  we  reach  the  wood-al«rfiol  Item,  if  the  rate  of  18  cmta 
a  gaUon  shall  be  decreased,  I  wiU  ask  to  recur  to  thia  para- 
graph and  adjust  the  rate  of  U  cents  to  whatever  may  be  a 
proper  ratio. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  to  my  colleague  that  I 
will  not  insist  upon  a  vote  upon  this  amendment  at  the  present 
time,  although  I  do  not  think  that  the  relation  is  such  between 
this  it«n — which  I  shaU  not  attempt  to  pronounce^-and  metha- 
nol, or  wood  alcohol,  as  to  warrant  the  Increase  from  26  per 
cent  ad  valorem  to  11  cents  a  ponnd  specific,  because,  as  I  indi- 
cated, the  imports  declined  to  5,000  pounds  in  1928.  There  is  a 
constant  decline  notwithstanding  the  increase  in  the  price  al 
methanol  resulting  from  the  action  of  the  President.  However, 
in  view  of  what  my  colleague  states,  I  am  willing  to  let  the 
item  be  passed  for  the  moment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  I  ask  that  the  amendment 
may  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  clerk  will  again  state  the 
amendment 

The  CHntr  Cudoc  In  paragraph  41.  page  22,  Une  1,  after  the 
word  "hexamethylenetetramlne,"  it  is  proposed  to  strike  oat 
"  26  per  cent  ad  valorem  "  and  insert  "  11  cents  per  pound." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  qnestlon  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

■nie  Cmtr  Clboc.  On  page  22,  line  4,  after  the  word  "  and," 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "  6  cents  "  and  insert  "  3%  cents," 
so  as  to  read : 

Pas.  42.  Edible  gelatin,  valued  at  not  leaa  tluui  40  cents  per  poosd, 
20  per  cent  ad  valorem  and  S%  oaota  per  pound. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  find  on  my  desk  protests 
from  certain  ctmcems  In  my  State  caUhig  attention  to  the  fact 
that  InedlMe  gelatin  has  not  been  provided  for  In  a  separate 
paragraph  in  the  bill  On  the  contrary,  it  has  been  provided 
for  with  edible  gelatin.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  it  is  almost  impossible  to  deter- 
mine the  line  between  the  two.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Senator  has  had  any  experience  at  all  with  this  commodity,  but 
our  Government  and  I  think  every  other  govenunent  has  In 
the  past  tried  to  define  the  line  between  the  two,  but  It  is,  in 
fact,  impossible  to  do  so.  So  the  two  have  been  provided  for  in 
this  bin  as  they  have  been  provided  for  In  the  billa  of  the  past 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  The  manufacturers  of  edible  geiattn— for 
instance,  one  at  Troy,  N.  Y.— appear  to  be  satiafled  with  the  rate 
on  edible  gelatin,  but 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  oie  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  the  letter 
was  probably  writtea  to  complain  about  the  Hoose  provision. 
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Tbe  HovM  Increftsed  Uie  nte  from  3^  cents  •  poond  and  2( 
I>er  cent  ad  Talorem  to  5  cents  a  pound  and  20  per  cent  ad 
Talorem.  Tbe  Senate  committee  has  not  afreed  to  the  Honae 
provision,  bat  has  restored  tlie  rate  of  the  preaeot  law,  namelj 
8^  cents  a  poond  and  20  per  cent  ad  Talorem. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  thank  the  Senator;  I  am  aware  of  that 
fact.  This  correspondent  makes  recommetidatlon  that  the  rate 
should  be  20  per  cent  ad  ralorem  and  3H  cents  a  poond.  With 
that  he  Is  satisfied ;  but  here  are  other  peraoos  in  my  State 
For  instance,  I  qnote  from  one  wtto  says : 

Inediblr  gelatlB  mch  u  we  Import  f»r  Ikf  auaufaetare  at  straw  hats, 
idlk  sixlng,  etc,  ia  not  inaoa£Kctiir«4  in  tau  coaatry,  aad  aay  iacreaae 
In  tbe  duty  will  ooly  have  to  be  borne  tir  tke  Ameriran  manufacturers 
oslnc  this  product  wbo  In  turn  can  only  pass  oa  this  laerease  to  tbe 
American  consumer.  Tbe  doty  on  tbts  class  of  cel«tlB  can  only  be 
considered  as  rerenoe  and  not  as  protection  for  any  Industry. 

I  call  this  sogsestlon  to  the  Soiator's  attention : 

We  therefore  sogiest  that  your  esteemed  body  reframe  paragraph  42 
Into  three  brackets,  such  as  was  prorided  bj  the  Underwood  tarllT  bill, 
as  fellows : 

1.  Glues  Talned  at  less  than  10  cents  per  pound. 

S.  Olne-teehnlcal  gelatin  Talned  from  10  cents  to  40  cents  per  pound. 

3.  Glue-technical  yristln  ralued  at  more  than  40  cents  per  pound. 

And  tbst  tbe  rate  on  bracket  2  for  technical  gelatin  such  as  is  not 
manufsctured  In  this  country  be  lowered  or  at  least  not  be  increased 
from  its  present  rate  in  the  Fordney-McCumber  bilL 

Then  another  correspondent  says: 

These   inedible   gelatina   arc   not   produced   In    this   country,   conse- 
quently the  welfare  of  a  domestic  industry  is  not  impaired  by  tbe  im 
ported  material,  so  we  appeal  to  you  to  use  your  best  endeavors  to 
have  this  paragraph  provide  a  third  bracket  as  indicated  above. 
•  •      '  •  •  •  •  • 

He  makes  the  same  recommendations  as  quoted  by  me  from 
the  prerloos  letter. 

Then  I  have  a  letter  from  a  photographic  concern.  Refer 
ring  to  inedible  gdatin,  they  say : 

There  Is  comparatively  little  of  this  kind  of  gelatin  manufactured 
In  this  cuuntiy,  tbe  main  sources  of  supply  being  France,  Germany, 
and  Bwitaerlaad.  In  my  opinion  tbe  present  rate  of  duty  affords 
ample  proteetloa  to  the  domestic  manufacturers  of  photographic  gela 
tin,  aad  I  believe  that  sn  increaie  in  the  rate  of  duty  would  work 
a  certain  hardship  on  the  manufacturers  of  films  and  photographic 
papers,  since  It  would  mean  a  higher  price  for  the  imported  gelatin, 
the  quality  of  which  is  conaldered  by  many  as  superior  and  preferable 
to  the  domestic  products. 

Would  it  not  be  possible  to  do,  as  these  correqiondeats  have 
■Oggested,  and  reframe  the  paragraph  so  as  to  riiminate  in 
edible  gelatins  and  pot  them  in  a  separate  paragraph  under  e 
lower  rate  or  put  them  on  the  free  list? 

lir.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  allow  me  to  read  a  letter  ad 
dressed  to  Hem.  Thomas  O.  Marvin,  dated  May  14,  1&28,  in  rela 
tlon  to  this  subject: 

Pursuant  to  tbe  suggestion  of  tbe  chainnan  at  the  hearing,  we  sub 
Bit  herewith  attached  the  definition  of  technical  gelatin  drawn  ui 
\if  American  glue  manufacturers  for  the  information  of  the  Uniteii 
States  Tariff  Commission. 

This  definition  reads  as  follows: 

Technical  gelatin  Is  a  colloidal  substance  extracted  from  animal 
tiasne  by  heat ;  of  a  clear  white  or  yellowish  color,  in  sheets  or  gran 
ales,  which  wOl  form  a  firm  jelly  in  a  solution  of  1  part  of  gelatin 
to  14  parts  of  water  when  placed  In  a  temperature  of  10*  C.  for  not 
leas  than  10  hours.  Tbe  solution  to  be  clear  or  of  slight  opalescence 
and  of  a  valne  aot  under  16  cents  per  pound  on  a  foreign  declare^] 
valuatloB.  Technical  gelatin  reeembles  edible  gelatin  in  appearance 
aad  test,  hot  contains  heavy  oietala,  acids,  or  preservatives  not  per 
ailtted  la  edible  gelatin  under  the  pure  food  lawa 

AH  otber  nonedlble  colloidal  substances  should  be  dassifled  as  glue. 

That  is  not  satisfactory  to  the  Tariff  Commission.  They  had 
this  matter  under  consideration  for  quite  a  while.  They  art 
working  oa  it  now,  and  we  hope  to  get  a  definition  or  a  wording 
that  the  Tariif  Commission  will  feel  justified  in  recommendinf 
to  take  care  of  the  nonedlble  gelatin ;  and  I  hope,  before  wc 
finish  the  consideration  of  this  bill,  that  that  will  be  arrive*] 
at  If  soi»  I  diall  then  ask  the  Senate  to  conrider  it  as  an 
amendmcot  to  this  bilL 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Tbat  is  a  very  satisfactory  explanation 
I  know  how  dilBcult  it  is  to  make  these  distinctions. 

There  Is  a  gnmt  dilEerence  between  an  edible  gelatin  and  ai 
Inedible  one  Odatlns  are  likely  to  contain  poisons  which  are 
iuJorioQs  to  the* human  family;  but  for  te<dmical  a.xl  manu 
ffectorlng  porpoeea  the  gelatin  which  are  otterly  unsulted  foi 
homan  consumption  may  be  oaed  with  perfect  safetj. 
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I  am  glad  to  hear  the  statement  of  the  Senator,  which  I  und»- 
stand  is  that  this  matter  is  now  being  considered,  and  that  the 
Senator  hopes,  hetore  the  bill  is  finally  acted  upon,  that  this 
information  may  be  brought  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  assure  the  Senator  that  if  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission can  arrive  at  a  definition  with  wMch  they  feel  perfectly 
satisfied,  I  am  going  to  offer  it  as  an  amendment  to  this  bill  at 
the  proper  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

Tbe  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  in 
paragraph  42,  page  22,  line  10,  after  the  word  "  and,"  to  strike 
out  "  8  cents  "  and  insert  "  7  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Gelatin,  glue,  glue  sixe,  and  fish  glue,  not  specially  pro/lded  for, 
valued  at  less  than  40  cents  per  poond,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  and 
2  cents  per  pound ;  valned  at  40  cents  or  more  per  iwnnd,  25  per  cent 
ad  valorem  and  7  cents  per  pound. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendm^it  was,  on  page  22,  line  11,  after  the  words 
"  per  pound,"  to  strike  out  "  casein  glue,  agar-agar  "  and  insert 
"  agar-agar,  15  cents  per  pound  and  25  per  cent  ad  valorem ; 
casein  glue,"  so  as  to  read : 

Agar-agar,  15  cents  per  pound  and  25  i>er.  cent  ad  valorem  ;  casein 
glue,  pectin,  Islnglau,  and  manufactures,  wholly  or  In  cbief  value  of 
gelatin,  glue,  or  glue  sise,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BABKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  have  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Agar  agar  is  a  commodity  used  for  the  manufacture  of  isin- 
glass.  It  is  made  of  a  seaweed  which  is  imported  into  the 
United  States.  There  is  no  domestic  production  of  it,  except 
that  one  firm.  I  believe,  in  California  uses  this  dried  seaweed  for 
the  manufuacture  of  isinglass. 

The  present  rate  on  this  importation  is  25  per  cent,  which, 
based  on  the  price  for  the  commodity  in  New  York  in  October, 
1028,  was  equivalent  to  28  cents  a  pound  tariff,  the  price  being 
11.15. 

In  addition  to  the  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  to  add  15  cents  per 
pound  is  an  increase  of  53  per  cent  In  the  present  rate  of  tariff, 
although  under  the  present  rate  of  tariff  the  importations  have 
decreased  from  483,000  pounds  to  397,000  pounds  between  1919 
and  1928. 

I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  in  view  of 
these  facts,  what  reason  there  Is  for  increasing  this  tariff  63 
per  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  as  this  product  is  produced 
entirely,  I  was  going  to  say,  in  California,  the  Senator  from 
California  knows  more  about  ttte  real  details  of  it  than  I ;  and 
I  presume  he  will  answer  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  Tresident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  SMOOT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  desire  to  make  a  suggestion,  so  as  to 
expedite  the  proceedings  and  save  time.  Can  we  not  get 
through  with  this  matter  in  a  certain  time,  or  limit  the  discus- 
sion on  it,  so  that  we  can  get  through  with  it?  This  amendment 
may  provoke  discussion. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  brlnprfng  that  to  my 
attraticm;  and  I  really  would  like  now,  whenever  a  question 
comes  up,  to  have  the  debate  limited. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Can  we  not  limit  to  five  minutes  debate  on 
this  proposition? 

Mr.  COrZENS.     I  object  to  that,  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objection  is  made.  The  ques- 
tion Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  the  least  excusable  thing  the 
Finance  Committee  did  in  the  way  of  advancing  rates  was  In 
this  item. 

The  Senator  frwn  California  [Mr.  Shorteidgi]  was  the  advo- 
cate of  this  monstrous  addition  to  the  tariff  on  agar-agar.  There 
has  been  no  evidence  submitted  that  I  can  find  anywhere  to 
justify  this  Increase. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Babklby]  has  just  referred 
to  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information,  on  page  224,  under 
"agar-agar,"  showing  the  circumstances  and  couditions  of 
import. 

There  Is  only  one  plant  In  the  United  States  which  Is  making 
this  product,  and  no  figures  have  been  submitted  that  I  have 
been  able  to  find — at  least  none  were  submitted  in  the  com- 
mittee— to  Justify  this  15  cents  per  pound  specific  duty  in  addi- 
tion to  the  26  per  cent  ad  valorem  which  the  law  now  provides. 

Unless  the  Senator  from  California  can  give  us  more  informa- 
tion than  I  have  been  able  to  secure,  there  is  no  Justification  for 
the  Senate  approving  this  15  cents  per  pound  specific  tax ;  and 


wiless  tiiere  Is  some  submitted  I  am  sure  tbe  Senate  win  not 
approve  this  rate.  So  I  am  going  to  leave  It  to  the  Senator  from 
Onlifomia  to  make  his  case  as  to  the  necessity  for  this  rate. 

Mr.  8H0RTRIDQB.  Mr.  President,  the  ordinary  proced- 
nre  woold  appear  to  be  for  the  Senator,  from  Michigan  to 
■how  that  the  coromlttee  was  In  error  In  proposing  this  amend- 
ment. Whether  or  not  the  Senator  heard  what  was  said  in 
committee,  or  remembers  what  was  said,  I  do  not  know;  but 
the  committee,  I  must  assimae,  did  not  act  idly  or  without 
some  information.  The  committee  added  the  15  cents  specific 
duty  to  the  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  that  amendment  is  here 
before  the  Senate. 

Of  course.  I  should  much  prefer  to  have  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  proceed  and  point  out,  if  he  can,  why  this  proposed 
rate  is  not  a  clear  application  of  the  true  American  Rqrablican 
protective-tariff  doctrine.  I  prefer— I  think  it  is  the  ord^y 
way — to  wait  to  hear  from  my  distinguished  friend  rather  th^n 
myself  to  proceed  at  this  time. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  will  not  rise  to  that  bait.  All  one  needs  to  do  is  to 
read  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information  to  make  up  his  mind 
that  this  rate  Is  not  justified.  I  hope  we  may  take  a  vote  on  it 
without  further  debate. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  of  opinion  that 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  knows  nothhig  whatever  about  the 
subject— nothing  whatever.  His  ipse  dixit  and  his  attitude 
here  upon  other  matters  Justify  me  in  thinking  and  saying  that 
he  knows  nothing  about  the  problem  which  Is  here  Involved.  I 
question  very  much  whether  he  ever  before  heard  the  word 
"  agar-agar." 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  we  have  Just  listened,  as  we 
always  do,  to  the  remaAs  of  the  Senator  from  California,  and 
if  we  know  nothing  about  it  we  arr  not  altogether  responsible. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  am  not  accountable  for  the  lack  of 
Information  of  Senators.  But,  not  to  lose  my  composure,  I  am 
perfectly  willing  now  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Senate  and 
point  out  the  facts.  It  can  not  be  done  in  a  moment,  and  I 
hesitate  to  begin  because  of  tbe  hour  and  the  desire  of  the 
Senate  to  make  greater  speed ;  but  I  am  willing,  if  I  am  now 
recognized,  to  seek  to  justify  the  rate  which  the  Senate  commit- 
tee fixed  on  this  article. 

Mr.  President,  what  Is  this  artlde  which  In  tbe  bill  Is  spoken 
of  as  "agar,"  but  which  in  the  trade  and  in  commerce  is  known 
as  "  agar-agar  "?  Let  roe  briefly  advert  to  the  remark  of  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky. 

The  American  cost  of  producing  a  pound  of  this  artlde,  agar, 
IS  $1.70.    Applying  A,  B,  C,  primary-grade  thought  to  the  ques- 
tion of  a  protective  tariff,  we  find  that  with  the  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem  and  the  \5  cents  «)eciflc  duty,  we  do  not  meet  the  dif- 
ference between  the  cost  of  the  American  article  and  tbe  foreign 
Japanese  article.     In  other  words,  add  the  ad  valorem  rate  of  26 
I)er  cent,  or  18  cents,  and  the  15  cents  specific  rate  to  72  cents 
and  you  have  $1.05.    Thus,  72  cents  plus  18  cents  plus  15  cents 
equals  $1.06,  cost  of  the  Japanese  article  with  Uriff  added.    The 
cost  of  American  production  is  $1.70. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr.   SHORTRIDGE.     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  BAHKI.EY.     I  notice 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  wUl  yield  just  for  a  question.  Since 
I  have  been  forced  into  this  discussion,  I  propose  to  show  the 
Senate  Just  what  this  problem  is. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  so  much  interested  in  that  as  I 
am  in  obtaining  some  information. 

I  notice  in  the  Sununary  of  Tariff  Information  that  beginning 
with  January.  1920,  and  ending  in  October,  1928,  the  price  of 
this  product  has  ranged  all  the  way  from  $1.05  to  $1.52,  with  the 
exception  that  at  one  time  it  was  98  cents.  I  call  the  Senator's 
attention  to  that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  said  frequenUy 
tne  price  of  this  commodity  was  72  cents. 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  It  fiuctuates,  of  course. 
Mr  BARKLEY.  It  has  not  been  fluctuating  down  In  that 
neighborhood. 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  The  import  price  in  1928  was  72  cents  • 
ana  it  is  selling  in  New  York  now,  I  understand,  according  to 
the  information  from  the  Tariff  Commission,  at  $1.15. 

Whether  we  take  the  72  cents,  or  the  $L15,  those  who  wUl 
merely  make  a  little  matheumtical  calculation  will  find  that 
tne  16  cents  specific  duty  plus  tbe  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  wUl 
not  equal  the  difference  between  the  American  and  the  Japanese 
cost  of  production. 

vT^i^^'^o*"  ™^  ^^^'  Mr.  President,  a  document  issued  by  the 
united  States  Department  of  Commerce,  one  of  the  Commerce 
Report.'*.  It  being  a  weekly  survey  of  foreign  trade.  It  is  under 
the  immediate  directorship  of  Dr.  Julius  Klein.    I  wUl  trouble 


^^w*"^*?'  I*^*»P*.  by  reading  a  few  paragnpbs  from  this 
authoritative  statement  as  to  the  method  of  manufacturlmt 
agar-agar  in  Japan. 

Before  doing  so,  I  wish  tbe  Senate  would  bear  In  mind  that 
Uils  is  a  question  of  competition  in  respect  of  this  article  aa 
between  Japan  and  the  United  States,  Immediately  as  between 
Japan  and  tbe  American  Agar  Co.,  which  has  built,  at  an  ex- 
pose of  over  $800,000,  a  factory  in  the  dty  of  San  Diego,  CaUf 
for  the  manufacture  of  this  particular  article  knows  in  the  trade 
as  agar^gar. 

I  wish  to  ranlnd  Senators  that  this  arUcle  is  made  frwn  sea- 
weed. It  so  happens  that  this  species  of  seaweed  grows  in  great 
abundance  around  about  the  island  of  Japan.  It  so  happens, 
further,  that  the  same  species  of  seaweed  grows  in  the  waters 
of  the  Pacific  which  wash  the  southern  counties  of  California. 

This  seaweed  Is  of  a  peculiar  type.  It  replenishes  itself 
rairfdiy.  It  seems  to  be  perman«it  In  Its  nature,  and,  in  a  sense; 
is  harvested,  gathered,  brought  ashore,  and  then,  through  cer- 
tain processes  this  article,  known  as  agar-agar,  la  the  result 
I  read  from  this  publication : 

Agar-agar,  sometimes  called  Japanese  gelatin  or  vegetable  IsinglaH, 
is  a  glutinous  substance  made  from  certain  of  tbe  cartilaginous  speciea 
of  seaweeds.  The  term  "agar-agar"  apparently  is  derired  from  a 
Malay  word  meaning  "  vegetable."  In  Japanese  it  U  known  as  "  kan- 
ten."  the  equivalent  of  "cold  sky,"  presumably  because  cold,  dear 
weather  is  necessary  for  Its  production. 

That  is,  when  produced  under  the  primitive  methods  followed 
in  Japan,  but  we  here  now,  through  scientific  proceas,  bring 
about  the  same  product,  chemically  pure  In  every  respect,  equal, 
if  not  superior,  to  the  article  which  comes  from  Japan. 

Up  to  comparatively  recently  the  people  of  Japan  were  the  only 
ones  who  manufactured  or  produced  this  article,  and  the  United 
States  purchases  practically  one-third  of  the  production,  some 
have  estimated  In  certain  years  one-fifth  of  the  production,  so 
that  the  United  States  is  a  great  market  for  this  product,  which, 
for  the  moment,  I  speak  of  as  a  Japanese  product. 

We  have  before  us  this  proposition,  and  no  one,  however 
clever.  Ingenious,  or  imaginative,  can  get  away  from  this  proposi- 
tion. Shall  this  agar,  a  useful  article,  be  made  in  the  United 
States  by  American  dticens,  or  shall  It  be  made  In  Japan? 
Shall  we  develop  the  American  Industry,  or  let  It  perish?  Shall 
we  encourage  American  labor  and  the  legitimate  use  of  American 
capital,  or  shall  we  turn  and  continue  to  be  dependent  upon 
Japan?    That  is  the  question. 

The  manufacture  of  the  best  grades  of  agar-agar  requires  freezing  tem- 
peratures at  night  and  bright  sunlight  during  the  day  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  bleaching  process. 

This  recalls  to  me  the  discussion  carried  on  yesterday  In 
regard  to  casein,  the  product  of  skimmed  milk,  and  the  Argen- 
tine method,  the  primitive,  the  outdoor  method,  and  the  Ameri- 
can, indoor,  scientific,  chemically  pure  method.  So  the  Japa- 
nese pursue  the  primitive,  the  old,  ancient  method,  whlcli  Is,  in 
a  word,  the  gathering  of  this  seaweed,  carrying  It  back  Into  the 
remote  villages  In  the  mountains,  and  there,  by  primitive  process, 
bringing  out  of  the  seaweed  the  article  we  have  in  mind,  agar- 
agar. 

The  right  combination  of  cold  nights  and  bright  sunlit  days  is  found 
In  the  mountains  back  of  Kobe.  The  agar-agar  factories,  consequently, 
are  situated  in  the  little  mountain  valleys,  where  they  have  the  additional 
advantage  of  employing  farm  labor,  which  is  available  during  the  three 
winter  months. 

Think  of  the  price  of  labor  in  Japan  as  compared  to  the  price 
paid  to  skilled  and  unskilled  labtwr  in  California.  What  can  be 
done  In  California  can  be  done  elsewhere,  for  the  seaweed  itself 
might  well  be  transported  to  other  States,  and  then  imssed 
through  the  processes  necessary  for  the  iHXHluction  of  this  par- 
ticular article. 

Mr.  President,  it  may  be  Interesting  to  have  this  entire  ariicle 
In  the  Recoed.  and  I  ask  to  have  it  printed  in  full 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rkoord,  as  follows: 

HaTHODs    or    MAwarAcrvumo    Aoab-aqab    a    Japam — Umitid    STAxas 
Takbb  OifM-wma  or  rax  Bxpobts  or  Japansss  AoAB-AnAa 
Consul  B.  H.  DIckover,  Kobe 
Agar-agar,  sometimes  called  Japanese  gelatin  or  vegeUble  isinglass, 
is  a  glutinous  substance  made  from  certain  of  the  cartilaginous  xpecies 
of   sf-aweods.      The    term    "sgar-agar"    spparently    is    derlyed    from    a 
Malay  word  meaning  "  vegetable."     In  Japanese  it  Is  known  as  "  kaa- 
ten,"  equivalent  of  "  cold  sky,"  presumably  beeanas  cold,  dear  weather 
is  nsceasary  for  its  production.     A  variety  of  agar-agar  piwluced  la 
Japan  is  sometimes  called  "  tokoroten,"  the  Chinese  characters  used  la 
writing  this  word  meaalag  "Ug  haart."     "Kastca"  Is  ths  ardlnaff 
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iBtrciAl  grsd*  tt  •or««t>'«  ^t  thw*  U  alM  aaotb«r  prodoet, 
"  fusorU"  AS  alsM-fflm,  which  U  oKd  la  eertaln  klod*  of  work  M  a 
fine  or  ilslnff. 

Tli«  hlsbest  gnd«  of  JapuMM  agar-asar  (No.  1)  ia  mbC  to  China, 
whera  it  ti  In  denaad  as  a  food,  chiefly  aa  a  baaia  for  wapa.  Th« 
lower  grades,  oaed  induetrlallj  a«  a  sixiDg  for  taztllea  and  in  the  mana- 
tacture  of  caadjr,  foodstuffs,  medicinal  preparatlona,  aad  other  prod- 
ueti,  are  aeat  to  Europe  and  America. 

MAaxaraD  iw  sTauv — TAanrr  or  sBAwaaDS 

Agar-agar  comes  on  the  market  In  ahrireled  strips  aboat  11  Inches 
long  and  an  eighth  of  an  inch  square.  The  colors  rary  froni  almost 
a  pure  white  to  a  dark  amber.  The  lighter  colors  constitute  the  tet- 
ter grades,  although  the  chemical  components  of  the  different  grades 
are  the  same.     Agar-agar  has  no  odor  and  is  practically  tasteless. 

There  are  a  aamber  of  rarleCles  of  the  algs  or  seaweeds  from  which 
agar-agar  is  made.  These  are  found  and  used  for  the  manufacture  of 
agar-agar  principally  in  the  lialay  ArchipeUgo  and  along  the  coasts  of 
China  and  Japan,  although,  in  recent  years,  the  seaweed  growing  in 
abundance  along  the  California  coast  has  been  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  agar-agar  la  that  SUte.  In  Japan,  after  gathering  the  seaweeds, 
they  are  sent  inland  to  the  manuActuring  Tillages  located  in  the 
BM>antains  back  of  Kobe.  There  are  no  roads  suitable  for  motors  and 
the  seaweed,  ftoel,  and  supplies  are  hauled  in  ox-drawn  carta. 
rmcBUMo  NioBTS  Ajro  sdmut  oats  BBQCiaao 

The  manufacture  of  the  best  grades  of  agar-agar  requires  freeiing 
temperatures  at  uight  and  bright  sunlight  during  the  day  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  bleaching  procesa. 

The  right  combination  of  cold  nights  and  bright  sunlit  days  is 
found  in  the  mountains  back  of  Kobe.  The  agar-agar  factories,  conse- 
quently, are  situated  in  the  little  mountain  valleys,  where  they  bare 
the  additional  adrantage  of  employing  farm  labor,  which  is  aTsilable 
during  tbe  three  winter  montha. 

tjriKTSTBT's   mrrjODS   pauimTB  but  amccTiTa 

A  factory  site  covers  about  five  acres  of  land,  of  which  nine-tenths 
or  more  is  occupied  by  tbe  bleaching  racks.  Tbe  cooking  of  the  sea- 
weeds usually  takes  place  in  a  long,  low,  poorly  lighted  building  con- 
structed of  rough  timber,  with  mud-and-wattle  sides  and  tile  roofs,  as 
shown  in  tbe  illustration.  At  one  end  is  a  chlmQey,  with  tbe  furnace 
at  the  opposite  end  a^d  tbe  flue  running  beneath  the  earthen  floor  in 
such  a  manner  aa  to  heat  flve  or  six  kettles  at  a  time.  In  front  of 
each  kettle  are  a  rude  strainer  and  presa.  These  articles  and  the 
shallow  boxes  in  which  tbe  agar-agar  congeals,  tbe  racks  and  mats 
on  which  the  strips  are  bleached,  and  a  few  tools  form  the  equipment 
of  a  factory.  The  outfit,  although  primitive,  la  remarkably  dfective 
in  the  well-trained  hands  of  the  Japanese  workers. 

BOMB  PBODtTCTION  LAKOB 

In  addition  to  the  factory  production  large  quantities  of  agar-agar 
are  manufactured  by  tbe  farmers  in  their  homes  during  the  nonfarmlng 
season.  Tbe  seaweeds  are  suppUed  to  the  farmers  by  wholesalers  in 
Nishlnomlya,  who  take  the  finished  product  and  pay  the  farmer  for  bis 
lahor  aad  fneL  In  this  way  the  farmer  takes  no  risk  of  a  falling 
market  wiping  oat  his  winter's  profit. 

Tbe  seaweeds  are  carried  to  the  villages  toward  the  end  of  the  sum- 
mer, usually  by  the  fsrmers  as  return  loads  after  conveying  their 
produce  to  market.  The  first  process,  cleansing  and  bleaching  the 
seaweed,  consists  of  placing  a  mass  in  a  large  stone  mortar,  in  which 
a  wooden  pestle,  usually  driven  by  a  water  wheel,  rises  and  falls  in 
moeh  tbe  same  wsy  as  in  polishing  rice. 

After  the  pounding,  the  seaweeds  are  thorooghly  washed  in  running 
water  aad  then  spread  on  mats  and  dried  for  10  days  or  more.  If 
not  clean  and  white  enough,  they  are  washed  snd  dried  agaia  until  all 
foreign  iMtter  has  been  resMved  and  the  sesweeds  bleached  nearly 
white.    Thla  takes  place  In  September  and  October. 

oooKiKo  araan  nr  latb  oacufBra 

The  cooking  of  the  alg»  and  manufacture  of  agar-agar  starts  in  late 
December  after  tba  nights  have  become  froaty.  The  kettles  la  which 
tbe  aigm  are  cooked  are  half  sunk  into  the  earthen  floor,  and.  while 
the  seaweeds  are  cooking,  the  kettles  are  wrapped  and  covered  with 
straw  mats  to  eonserve  the  heat  Pine  wood,  la  lofB  4  or  5  feet 
t>Bg,  la  the  Moal  fuel,  bat  some  fhctortes  art  bow  asfnc  coal  and  coke. 

Aboat  BBBdowB  each  day,  water  Is  run  into  the  kettles  ontU  they  are 
a  half  or  two-thlnis  folL  This  water,  in  two  or  three  hoars,  is  brought 
to  the  belllag  potat  aad  tbe  kettle  tbea  packed  fall  of  tbe  seaweeds. 
la  a  aiixtare  of  the  dlffemt  varieties  which  has  been  fooad  by  ex- 
perleaee  to  prodaee  the  beat  agar-agar.  Tbe  nlztare  Is  allowed  to 
alaisMr  for  20  hoars,  by  which  time  the  sotable  parts  of  the  seaweeds 
ars  dlsaalved  la  tbe  hot  water. 
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wivnAttom  raocBoa  cacos 
of  each  battle  is  a  era4s  Alter,  ewpoaad  of  a  woedea  bos. 
of  wbieb  are  ouMle  of  woodea  slats,  as  shown 
Whaa  tbo  aotadoB  !•  the  iwttlo  baa  attalaed  tbe 
H  la  dipped  oat  with  a  Urge  ladle  at  tbe  cad  of  a 
pole  aad  yeond  tbroofh  a  beap  astb  bag  haag  oa  fear  v^tighta 


fitted  to  tbe  comers  of  the  box.    Tbe  Inaoluble  aad  fibroos  parts  of  the 
seaweeds  are  separated  by  a  crude  method  of  filtration. 

The  filtered  agar-agar  solution  Is  dipped  from  the  wooden  troagh 
with  a  large  square  wooden  measure  and  poured  into  shallow  wooden 
boxes  about  8  feet  by  16  inches.  When  filled,  these  trays  are  exposed 
to  the  frost  in  the  open  air  for  two  or  three  nights  until  the  solution 
congeals.  After  congealing,  it  Is  cut  into  bricks  about  2  by  3  by  15 
inches  in  sise,  by  means  of  knives  guided  with  rulers. 
sTBira  roameo  tn  PDMPma  pbocbss 

The  next  operation  consists  in  converting  tbe  agar-agar  Into  the 
slender  strips  in  which  form  it  is  sold  abroad.  A  wooden  pump,  with 
s  squara  chamber  the  sise  of  a  brick  of  Jelly,  a  wire  netting  over  tbe 
lower  end,  and  the  upper  end  open.  Is  used.  The  brick  of  Jelly  is 
pisced  In  the  chamber  of  the  pump,  the  plunger  pressed  down  on  top. 
and  the  Jelly  forced  through  the  wire  netting,  forming  strips  about 
three-eighths  of  an  inch  square  and  15  inches  long.  A  crew  of  three 
men  is  needed— one  to  operate  the  pump,  one  to  feed  it  with  bricks  of 
Jelly,  and  one  to  lay  mats  and  spread  out  the  strips. 

The  agar-agar  is  pumped  out  on  rush  mats  spread  over  low  raclcs 
in  the  op«i  air,  as  illnstrated.  Forced  through  the  wire  netting,  the 
strips  emerge  in  a  mass  and  must  be  spread  out  to  bleach  and  dry  on 
the  rush  mats  for  two  weeks  or  more,  freezing  at  night  and  drying  by 
day.  To  assist  in  the  bleflcbing  process,  water  is  sprinkled  over  tbe 
strips  at  sundown.  When  bleached,  they  are  creamy  wbite  and  about 
an  eighth  of  an  inch  square  in  cross  section  and  11  inches  long.  An 
illustration  shows  tbe  agar-agar  on  tbe  rush  mats  and  coated  with  ice 
before  the  sun  has  thawed  it.  The  success  or  failure  of  tbe  freezing 
snd  drying  process  determines  the  quality  of  the  product. 

DNITCD  STATBS   TAKB8  OXB-nFTH   OF  JAPAN'S   AaAR-AOAB  BZPORTS 

After  bleaching  and  drying  tbe  agar-agar  is  stored  in  a  warehouse 
until  it  can  be  baled  and  carted  to  Kobe  and  NIahinomiya  for  shipment 
to  foreign  countries.  During  the  past  five  years  exports  have  aggre- 
gated 2,500,000  pounds.  Very  nearly  one-balf  of  tbe  total  export  of 
agar-agar  from  Japan  la  destined  for  Ctiina.  Hong  Kong,  British  India, 
and  other  far-eastern  countries,  and  one-fifth  is  taken  by  the  United 
States. 

Agar-agar  has  become  an  increasingly  Important  commodity  as  new 
uses  have  been  discovered,  not  only  in  the  United  States  but  throughout 
the  world.  Because  of  this  increase  in  consumption,  and  notwithstand- 
ing the  growth  in  tbe  production  of  agar-agar  in  California,  imports 
into  the  United  States  have  advanced  to  over  450,000  pounds  annually. 
With  modern  machinery  and  dehydrating  processes,  however,  tbe  Cali- 
fomian  industry  is  likely  eventually  to  offer  important  competition  to 
tbe  Japanese,  if  they  continue  to  use  tbe  age-old  process. 

Mr.  SIIORTRIEKJE.  Mr.  President,  compare  the  equipment 
in  Japan  with  an  up-to-date,  modern  American  factory-,  whether 
It  be  In  the  splendid  city  of  Detroit  or  in  the  splendid  city  of 
San  Diego,  Calif.  Comptfre  the  primitive,  the  cenlury-old 
method  referred  to  in  Japan  with  the  up-to-date,  modem,  well- 
equipped,  chemically  pore  factory  method  In  America. 

Ck)mpare  for  a  moment,  in  respect  to  this  article  and  tills 
industry,  the  wages  paid  to  tulon  labor  or  to  nonunion  labor,  to 
skilled  labor  or  to  unskilled  labor.  In  the  United  States  engaged 
in  this  work  and  the  wages  paid  in  Japan.     "^ 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yirfd? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Is  there  Just  one  institution  in  California 
engaged  in  making  this  article? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Just  one. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    How  long  has  it  been  established  there? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.    About  four  or  five  years. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  was  established  after  the  enactment 
of  the  Fordney-McCumber  law  in  1922? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Just  about  that  time. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Did  those  interested  appear  before  tbe 
committee  and  ask  for  an  increase? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Before  oar  committee? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Yes. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Yes;  through  written  communications, 
letters,  briefs. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    They  request  this  increase? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  Yes;  I  have  ail  the  data  here,  and  I 
win  lay  them  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Is  this  concern,  so  far  as  the  Senator 
knows,  prosperotis  or  Is  It  losing  money? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  It  to  not  prosperous.  It  Is  losing  money, 
and  onless  they  get  relief,  I  do  not  see  how  their  industry  can 
sunrire.  They  hare  q>ent  In  the  building  and  equipment  ot 
their  factory  something  orer  1600,000.  and  If  thto  protection  Is 
granted,  as  they  tell  us,  and  upon  their  written  statement  I  am 
relying,  they  will  be  able  to  increase  tlielr  ontpat  from  about 
SOO  pounds  a  day  to  1,000  to  1,600  pounds  a  day  and  reduce  the 
price  to  the  consumer. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  What  is  tbe  consumption  in  the  United 
Statei? 


Mr.  BHORTRIDOB.    The  expert  from  th*  department.  Iff. 

Watson,  hands  me  this  book,  summary  of  chemicals,  and  as  to 
agar-agar,  sometimes  called  Japanese  toinglass,,lt  is  saVl  tbat 
the  Imports  are  largely  from  Singapore.    The  import  stattotlcs 
for  1919  show  that  there  were  483,307  pounds  imported ;  in  1980 
in  round  figures  for  brevity,  271,000  pounds;  in  1921,  800,000 
pounds ;  from  January  1  to  September  21,  1922,  nearly  234,000 
pounds;  for  the  year  1923  there  were  391,824  pounds;  for  1924 
there  were  404,640  pounds ;  for  1925  there  were  601,226  pounds ; 
for  1926  there  were  485,832  pounds;  for  1927  there  were  300,250 
pounds;  and  for  1928  there  were  397,268  pounds.    For  the  first 
six  months  of  1920  there  were  258,744  pounds  imported. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     What  is  the  duty  under  the  present  law? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.    Twenty-five  per  cent. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    And  imports  have  increased  since  that  duty 
was  placed  upon  it.     The  imports  according  to  the  Senator's 
figures  are  very  much  larger  now  than  before  the  duty  was 
imposed. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  It  will  be  observed  that  imports  varied. 
In  1919  there  were  483,397  pounds. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  in  1922,  when  the  duty  was  imposed 
what  was  the  amount?  * 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  In  1922,  for  the  period  covered,  there 
were,  in  round  figures.  300,000  imported. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  for  the  first  six  months  of  this  year 
nearly  that  amount? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Two  hundred  and  fifty  eight  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  forty-four  pounda 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  So  the  duty  imposed  has  not  le&olted  in 
decreasing  the  importations,  but  it  lias  rather  resulted  in  an 
Increase? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  The  figures  do  not  lie.  I  foUow  the 
Senator's  Uiought.  For  the  first  six  months  of  1929  there  were 
258,744  pounds.  That  would  make  over  a  half  a  million  pounds 
for  the  year. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  During  that  period  of  time  how  moch  have 
we  been  producing  In  this  country? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.     1  will  show  that  in  a  moment. 
Mr.  FLETCHER.     The  Senator  has  not  answered  the  question 
about  consumption. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  asked  for  the  domestic  consumption  and 
the  Senator  gave  the  importations.  I  would  like  to  know  how 
much  is  produced  in  this  country. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.    I  have  the  figures  and  will  give  them 
in  the  course  of  my  remarks.     But  let  us  carry  tills  figure  In 
our  minds :  If  the  imports  continue  during  the  rMxialnder  of  this 
year  they  will  amount  to  600,000  pounds. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    About  half  a  mUlion  pounds. 
Mr.   SHORTRIDOE.    Yea.     There  were  268,000  pounds  for 
the  first  six  months,  which  would  be  a  little  more  than  500.000 
pounds  for  the  year. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    Now,  let  us  have  the  domestic  production. 
Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  CaU- 
fomia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.    COI'ELAND.    I    aid   not   hear   the    Senator    state    tbe 
amount  produced  In  the  California  plant. 
Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.    I  have  those  figures. 
Mr.  COPELAND.    Has  the  Senator  given  them? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.     I  have  not  as  yet 
Mr.  COUZENS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  would  like  to  suggest  to  tbe  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons)  that  the  imports  have  not 
changed  materially.  In  1926  they  were  over  half  a  miUiou 
pounds  and  they  have  been  less  ever  since.  Tbe  figures  for 
1929,  if  carried  out,  show  that  tbe  imports  will  be  about  tbe 
seme  as  they  were  in  1926. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.    Namely,  600.000  pounds. 
Mr.  COUZENS.    Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    But  they  are  higher  than  tbej  were  at  tbe 
time  the  duty  was  Imposed. 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Yes. 
Mr.  COUZENS.    Not  every  year,  but  some  years. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  agree  with  that,  bat  they  would  profaAbly 
average  higher. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  No.  For  insUnce,  two  years  before  the 
1922  act  went  into  effect  they  were  higher  than  In  many  of  tbe 
years  since  tbe  act  went  into  effect. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  The  qnestlon  finally  comes  iMck  to  tbto. 
of  course :  Shall  we  take  advantage  of  tbe  gift  of  nature,  namely, 
tbe  seaweed  wblcb  grows  there  In  great  abondance  along  tbe 
soathem  shores  of  California,  and  make  thto  artlde,  employing 
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legitimate  American  capital,  giving  employment  to  American 
skilled  and  unikllled  labor,  or  shall  we  continne  to  Import  tbe  I 


wtkle  from  Japant  My  position  to  fhat  If  gfren  ample  protoe- 
tlon  It  can  be  produced  In  the  United  States,  and  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  mato  It  plain  that  If  these  people  are  permitted  to  go 
forward  and  Increase  their  factory  there  they  will  be  able  to 
produce  it  and  sell  It  at  a  profit  and  at  a  less  figure  than  the 
American  people  are  now  paying  for  the  article. 

Mr.  SIMMONa  Can  not  the  Senator  teU  us  how  much  thst 
<me  factory  In  his  State  is  producing? 

^?f'-  SHORTRIDGE.  I  told  tiie  Senator  tiiat  I  would  and  I 
wUl.  I  did  not  anticipate  this  matter  coming  up  Immediately 
and  therefore  I  am  not  able  to  put  my  hand  on  tbe  exact  flaur^ 
at  the  instant.  ^ 

Mr  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  while  the  Senator  to  having 
that  looked  up  will  he  please  explain  to  the  Senate,  he  having 
stated  that  this  article  will  probably  be  reduced  in  price  to  the 
American  consumer  by  virtue  of  the  increased  Urlff  rate  why 
it  was  that  in  1920  and  1922  the  price  of  the  article  In  the 
United  States  was  62  to  88  cents  a  pound  and  has  increased  now 
to  IL16  a  pound  and  has  gone  as  high  as  $1JJ6  a  pound? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  will  approach  the  matter  now  in  thto 
manner.  I  wish  to  read  to  the  Senate  a  letter  addressed  to  me 
as  of  July  26.  1929,  by  the  American  Agar  Co..  manufacturers 
of  vegetable  geUtin  products,  San  Diego,  CaUf.  : 

In  response  to  your  wire  of  the  25th,  received  this  morning,  we  submit 
herewith  the  following  information  : 

Since  commencing  operation  in  1925,  American  agar  has  cost  |1.T0 
to  II. T5  per  pound  to  manufacture  at  this  pUnt 

I  remarked  and  I  repeat,  as  will  be  seen  later  on  when  the 
facts  are  given,  that  at  a  cost  of  some  $600,000  thto  plant  was 
set  up. 

Our  plant  capacity  at  the  present  time  is  approximately  600  poands 
of  the  finished  agar  per  day.  With  a  lltUe  additional  eqalpmect  and 
certain  minor  alterations  the  cspsdty  could  be  doobled  or  probably 
trebled  If  we  had  the  sales  outlet.  With  increased  capacity  ear  produc- 
tion cost  could  be  reduced  to  fl  per  pound,  and  doubtless  in  time  even 
thla  could  be  bettered,  based  on  a  eontlnaoas  ma  of  800  days  per  year. 

Thoughtful  Senators  will  a^ireciate  the  truth  of  that  state- 
ment They  have  a  capacity  of  600  pounds  per  day  and  with 
additional  facilities  they  say  they  can  double  their  capacity.  In 
consequence  they  can  produce  it  at  a  lesser  cost,  and  they  esti- 
mate it  at  11.  When  that  shall  be  brought  about  it  wiU  be 
found  that  the  cost  of  the  article  to  the  American  consumer  will 
be  far  less  than  it  to  to-day. 

Th*  groand  agar  Is  much  in  demand  in  this  coontzy,  and  In  physical 
appearance  AmCTlcan  agar  la  better  than  ths  Imported  la  that  it  U 
more  uniformly  ground. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    What  is  the  cost  of  production  In  Juian? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  should  say  scarcely  one*alf  the  cost 
of  production  in  thto  country. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    What  is  the  iwice  of  the  foreign  article? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  The  mon<^>oly  which  had  been  had  In 
thto  article  and  which  was  an  unquestioned  m(Hiopoly-^— 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    In  thto  country? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  There  to  one  great  purchaser,  Parke 
Davis,  with  possibly  other  coocems ;  but  Japan  had  a  monopoly 
in  thto  trade.  I  know  of  no  other  way  to  account  for  the  price 
except  by  that  fact. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.    With  pleasure. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Why  do  not  Parke  Davto  buy  the  Cali- 
fornia product? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  I  answer  tbe  Senator  immedtotely  by 
stating  that  I  have  reed  all  of  the  articles  and  all  of  the  cor- 
respondence, and  I  do  not  know  what  trade  relations  exist 
between  the  Japanese  and  Parke  Davto.  There  are  different 
varieties  of  this  article,  as  the  Senator  knows.  They  can  be 
produced  by  thto  factory  in  a  satisfactory  form.  Parke  Davto, 
thto  great  concern  wiildl  to  amply  otherwise  protected,  to  here 
oppoting  thto  rate.    That  I  know. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Oslf. 
fomU  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  take  it  tbat  thto  product  being  bandied 
by  Parke  Davto  has  medldnal  qualities?   I  refer  to  agar-agar. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  Certainly  It  to  medicinal  In  its  chap> 
acter. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    And  used  In  genoral  by  tbe  peopto? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOB.    Unqnestlonabl/. 

M^.  HARRISON.  I  sbaU  not  ask  tbe  Senator  to  dMcrlbe 
Its  use. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  The  Senator  from  New  Toik  [Mr. 
OomLAMv]  to  better  qnalUled  to  tell  of  tbe  vlrtnes  of  this  par* 
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ticular  mefUdne.  Aa  I  am  standlos  here  lo(4cing  Into  the  face  i 
of  men  who  think.  I  undertake  to  prophesy  that  if  the  Ameri- 
can factory  is  permitted  to  go  forward  and  develop  it  will  prof 
dnce  in  quantity  and  in  quality  this  article,  which  will  be  soli 
cheaper  than  it  is  to-day  and  far  cheaper  than  it  was  when  w<  i 
were  dependent  entirely  upon  Japan.  That  holds  good  in  re- 
gard to  many  of  our  chemical  and  dye  products.  Before  the  lat  5 
World  War  we  were  dependent  upon  Germany  and  Switaerlani  I 
for  our  dyes  and  chemicals.  We  have  developed  an  American 
chemical  and  dye  industry  and  note  the  difference  in  prices. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  understood  the  Senator  from  Mississippi, 
who  .seems  to  have  been  giving  some  thought  and  study  to  th5 
question,  to  state  that  the  price  of  the  product  has  been  enor- 
mously increased  since  the  factory  was  established  in  Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOE.     I  do  not  accept  it  as  a  fact  by  an/ 

means. 

Mr.  C50PBLAND.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Call 
fomia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  I  simply  want  to  ask  this  question  in  al 
seriousness :  What  other  uses  are  there  for  this  product  beside  j 
the  medicinal  use  and  the  laboratory  use?  Are  there  other  usej 
for  It? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  The  great  and  principal  use  is  in  tbi> 
laboratory  for  medicinal  purposes.  I  have  here  a  statemenk 
by  very  learned  men  which  I  shall  read  in  a  few  moments.       I 

Mr.  OOPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  know  i '. 
there  are  other  uses  than  the  two  I  have  named — ^laborator^ 
and  medicinal? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Those  are  the  ones  that  most  coc- 
cern  us,         

Mr,  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Cal 
fOTnla  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Certainly. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  want  to  see  If  I  understand  the  Senatoi 
DM  he  say  that  it  costs  the  factory  referred  to  by  him  abou ; 
U  a  pound  to  make  this  product? 

Mr.   SHORTBIDGB.    I   stated  that  It  cost  about  fl.TO 
pound, 

Mr.  ITJBTCUBB,  It  costs  tb«  factorj  sow  that  amount  tt> 
Miko  tt? 

Mr.  SHOBTBIDGB.    Tc«,  sir. 

Mr.  FL0TCBSR.  Thon  bow  can  tb«|r  ospoet  t»  soil  it  Uk 
iMi  than  m  doUftr,  wbleta,  m  1  OBdonUttd,  Is  oow  tlio  yrleo  ofi 

ttw  BftTkOt? 

Mr,  SBOBTRIDOS,  I  will  sbow  tbo  foMtor  wlMU  iMW  be«^ 
Aatm  utA  tto  sltiMtfoa  tlwt  now  eimf roots  os. 

Mr.  VtancmOL.  U  it  eosts  ItTO  a  ptmnO,  tbief  wUl  baijs 
to  ctefffo  a  prfaa  of  lo— <rbori  aroootf  $8  a  pomd  lo  or<kr 


taa  Mvft. 
•HOVTBIl 


Mr.  •HOBTBIDO&  I  atatad  a  mnmnt  af^—I  do  not  kno  r 
tkat  th»  •oaator  board  nm  tbat  H  tbej  focrcaaod  Oialr  capacii  j 
from  tM  poaada  a  day  to  tOOO  or  IJBOO  poooda  a  daj  tbia  ot « 
coavasjr  win  bo  ablo  to  prodvca  tbis  artido  at  a  coat  of  fl 


Tte  fr««sa  m^t  Is  ■••(  la  desMOd  lo  this  eomatrr  sad  ta  phjrsk:^: 

ir  Is  bMUr  thsa  ths  laiportcd  Is  tkat  it 
aatforaly  frosBd.  (it—mA  AsMrtess  sgsr  hss  sbeat  the  «ii^ 
pihyilesl  trstar*  ss  the  Isipoffted,  but  hs«  the  sdvaatscs  of  foinc  is  o 
s»l«tkMi  MMW  rapidly. 

Is  aore  ttoMf  tbmn  the  iaported. 
whs  bave  bcea  osiog  Jspsnese  mgrnt  have  tbcfcr 
costalacfs  aad*  to  sccoauMMlste  tiM  Jspaaeae,  cooMqueatly  oo  sccoo^t 
«<   isiffrirsn  aaar  eccupylna  twice  the  balk  of  tbe  Japsaeee  asar 
teks  fi»na  this  does  present  dlaadTsatafp*.  which  bsve  rcaolted  is 
csrtala  asMwat  of  sales  resistance^  bat  if  it  became  absolutely  neceasa^ 
to  prodocs  denser  agar,  we  could  adapt  oar  mannfactarlna  proeeea 
do  this. 

However,  we  beHeve  It  would  not  be  a  dlAcult  aistter  to  per*aa|e 
the 


The  his  medical  coaBpanies — 
to  provide  acw  containers  for  American  axar  If  we  could  give  them  t^ 


assorance  that  this  company  could  deUver  agar  conttnaou«Iy  and  at  t  >* 
right  price,  as  American  agar,  on  account  of  its  flolBneas,  Is  more  j>al  i^ 
table  than  the  Imported  agar. 

American  agar  la  unbleached  and  of  tbe  true  agar  tint,  which 
tliabtly  gray,  whereas  the  Japanese  agar,  being  bleached,  la  whiter,  bht 
the  ceanltant  Jell  (In  which  form  agnr  Is  most  generally  used)  ahofs 
ASierican  agar  to  five  a  clearer  jell  than  the  Imported. 

For  your  ready   reference,  we  are  attaching  hereto   tabulated   co^- 
psriwns   of   Japanese  and   American   agar,   stattrtles,    and  copies 


x> 


unsolicited  testimonials.     We  would   respectfully   ask  that   the   names 
be  treated  as  confidential. 

Inasmuch  as  agar  is  classifled  by  our  Government  as  an  essential 
lndustr7,  and  inasmuch  as  our  Pacific  coast  offers  natural  resources  In 
providing  the  sea  fern  from  which  agar  is  derived,  which  as  an  economic 
Boeasure  should  be  utilised,  we  sincerely  hope  that  the  facts  we  have 
presented   will   influence  the  tariff  division   favorably   to   consider   our 

brief. 

Very  truly  yours.  American  Aoas  Co., 

H.   D.  MACKINNON, 

Vice  President  and  Qrneral  Manager. 

Mr.  President,  attached  to  this  letter  is  an  analysis  of  the 
problem.  I  will  try  to  make  it  plain  to  those  who  listen.  It 
is  headed,  "Characteristics."  and  under  that  term  are  listed 
color,  form,  texture,  manufacture,  supply,  price  In  jell  form, 
and  for  bacteriological  use.  Under  another  column  are  the  fig- 
ures as  to  Japanese  agar.  No.  1  best  grade,  and  in  the  last 
column  the  facts  in  respect  to  American  agar,  uniform  quality. 
Under  "  Japanese  agar,"  as  to  color  it  Is  white ;  as  to  form, 
shred,  flake,  and  ground;  as  to  texture,  dense.  It  requires 
preparator>'  soaking  before  putting  Into  solution. 

As  to  manufacture,  in  Japan  it  is  made  in  the  open,  subject 
to  dust,  impurities,  and  contaminations ;  made  by  crude,  primi- 
tive methods  during  the  winter  months. 

As  to  supply  in  Japan,  it  Is  dependent  up(m  climatic  con- 
ditions. 

As  to  price.  It  is  subject  to  fluctuation. 

As  to  jell  form,  it  is  slightly  opaque  and  contains  fiber,  sedi- 
ment, and  sand. 

As  to  bacteriological  use,  Japanese  agar,  on  account  of  the 
shred  form  being  used,  permits  of  easier  washing  than  the 
American  agar. 

In  respect  to  those  several  points  or  elements  of  the  im)blem, 
the  American  agar  in  color  is  slightly  gray;  in  form,  flake 
(large  and  small),  ground,  and  bolted;  in  texture,  it  is  ll|*t 
and  fluffy;  it  is  more  palatable  and  goes  into  solution  readily. 
As  to  manufacture — and  bear  In  mind  the  primitive  methods 
In  Japan — ^It  Is  manufactured  in  a  closed  sanitary,  modem, 
American  factory;  It  is  untouched  by  hifman  hands;  It  is 
under  chemical  control;  It  is  twice  flltered  and  washed  and 
clarified. 

As  to  supply,  tbe  Japanese  being  fluctuating,  dependent  upon 
climatic  and  other  conditions.  In  America  the  supply  is  coo- 
atant,  and  tbe  factory  Is  located  adjacent  to  tbe  perpetual 
source  of  tbe  raw  material. 

As  to  price,  the  price  of  tbe  Japanese  article  flocttMtes  be- 
cause of  cbaogiiig  conditions  aod  changing  producttoo,  bot  In 
tbe  Amerl^ran  fa^ory.  with  a  constant  snppty,  tbe  prlca  will  be 
standardised*  a«  I  said,  and  1  repeat  the  price  will  be  less  than 
wben  we  are  depetMlent  npon  tbe  foreigner. 

As  to  its  baHeri»l<>ai<'sl  nNe*  it  is  sntmiitted  to  ttie  IWmate 
tbat  on  aceonnt  of  its  pority  tbe  American  agar  does  not  ro- 
quire  ttie  sane  atnouut  of  washing  and  Incid4fntal  etoetuui. 

Ho.  comparing  tbe  product  tft  nw^r,  tbe  one  msDufactared  or 
produced  in  Jspan  in  tbe  manner  indicated  and  tbe  same  arti4?le 
produced  here  in  factories  up  to  date,  modem,  with  skilled  Mieti' 
tide  men  in  charge,  handled  with  erery  regard  to  sanitary  pre- 
cautions, in  a  cheinicalij  pore  process  of  manufacture,  there 
can  be  no  question  as  to  which  is  the  better ;  no  qnewtion  as  to 
which  will  be  more  standardized  in  quality,  no  question  as  to  the 
standardizing  of  the  quantity,  and  no  question  as  to  the  stand- 
ardizing of  tbe  prices  to  be  paid. 
Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  will  tbe  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    With  pleasure. 

Mr.  COPELANT>.  I  have  not  heard  the  Senator  state  the 
quantity  of  this  commodity  which  is  produced  in  California. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  wUl  come  to  that  in  due  season.  I 
have  stated  again  and  again  the  quantity  of  importations. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  stated  the  ca- 
pacity of  the  mill  to  which  he  referred,  but  he  did  not  state 
what  the  mill  had  actually  produced. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  am  very  well  aware  of  that,  and  I 
have  it  now  before  me. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolhia  Is 
always  courteous;  I  know  he  Is  seeking  light,  and  in  my  own 
poor,  humble,  stumbling  way  I  have  sought  to  give  the  facts 
in  what  I  thought  was  their  logical  order. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    The  Senator  depreciates  himself;  he  never 
stumbles;  he  is  always  direct 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    I  thank  the  Senator. 
From  this  table  we  see  the  characteristics  of  the  article — the 
color,  form,  texture,   manufacture,  supply,  and  price  In   jeU 
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fafm  and  for  bacteriolo^cal  porposes  of  the  Japaneee  article 
ms  4S>otrasted  with  the  Amerieaii  product. 

Now,  respcmdlng  to  a  qnestioD  pat  as  to  the  fluctuating  prices 
of  this  article,  I  hare  here  what  I  assume  to  be  correct  flg:ure8. 
There  are  three  columns,  first  the  year  and  then  the  high  jKlce 
ind  the  low  price  are  given.  For  the  year  1919  the  high  price 
was  11.20  and  the  low  price  86  cents;  In  1920  the  high  price 
was  85  cents  and  the  low  price  61  cents ;  In  1921  the  high  price 
was  72  cents  and  the  low  price  57  cents ;  in  1922  the  high  price 
was  $1.67%  and  the  low  price  77  cents;  In  1923  the  high  price 
was  $1.87%  and  the  low  price  $1.50 ;  In  1924  the  high  price  was 
$1.60  and  the  low  price  $1.50;  In  1925  the  high  price  was  $1.78 
and  the  low  price  $1.34 ;  In  1936  the  high  price  was  $1.32  and 
the  low  price  $1.10;  in  1927  the  high  price  was  $1.10  and  the 
low  price  97  cwits;  In  1928  the  high  price  was  $1.36  and  the 
low  price  98  cents. 

These  are  the  quotations  appearing  in  the  On,  Paint,  and 
Drug  Reporter,  the  recognized  authority  on  the  market  prices 
of  agar.  Naturally  the  Importers  buy  at  considerably  under 
these  figures.  In  fact,  in  going  over  with  one  large  Importer 
the  figures  orer  a  period  of  years,  they  claimed  that  the  maxi- 
mum price  they  ever  paid  was  $1.10,  doty  paid,  d^vered  to 
the  factory  in  this  country,  and  that  only  on  one  occasion  had 
this  price  been  paid.  The  rest  of  the  tine  they  purchased  at 
considerably  under  $1. 

Those  are  the  iMices, 

The  question  was  asked  as  to  the  output  of  the  American 
Agar  Co.'B  factory  at  San  Diego,  CJalif. 

Factory  output :  Five  hundred  pouuda  per  day ;  cost,  $1.70  to  $1.75 
per  pound. 

One  thousand  pounds  per  day  (estimated),  $1.10  per  iMund. 

;  With  600  pounds  per  day — I  repeat  this,  and  I  hope  and  I  am 
'Sure  Senators  will  remember  this  fact— with  600  pounds  per 
day  it  costs  them  from  $1.70  to  $1,75  a  pound.  They  say  that 
by  Increasing  their  facilities  In  a  mechanical  way  they  can  pro- 
duce 1,000  pounds  per  day,  at  a  cost  of  $1.10  per  pound.  They 
estimate  that  by  producing  1,600  pounds  a  day  they  can  produce 
It  at  $1  per  pound. 
^    Now,  as  to  the  output  of  this  factory  yonder : 

In  1926  they  were  able  to  operate  10  months  of  the  year. 
They  produced  117.778  pounds  In  the  10  monthiL  In  1926  they 
were  able  to  run  only  four  months,  and  during  those  four  months 
th«'y  prodooed  29,877  poonda.  In  1927  tbey  were  dosed.  Tbe 
flgures  bera  show  that  for  tbe  Are  taoothM  tft  1928  ttaay  pro- 


dtK<«^  22.796  pooiida. 

will  reca  _  .      , „,,., 

the  flrwC  afx  mimthM  of  this  fMr  waon  dian  2B$J000  poonda;  ao 


ffmators  will  recall  tlie  frnportu  of  400/m) 


W  pounds 


and  lot 


ttuiU  MMmdnf  tbe  contfniMtfoo  of  toiporta  at  the  aame  ratio, 
tlier«  will  be  probably  SOOJOOO  poooda  ImportMl  from  J«p«o 
daring  tbto  jmr  at  <mr  Lord  1929, 

Again  I  panae  to  ask  Senators  on  bofb.  If  tbere  bs  two  aidaa 
to  tbla  CbAoiber,  to  auk  AflMtfean  ffenatora  who  want  to  bnlld 
op  American  indsstrlea,  gire  employneot  to  capital,  and  give 
employment  to  bibor,  la  it  not  better  for  w  to  ttaoafaetinc 
tliia  article  in  America  from  tbe  Amerlean  aeaweed  than  to 
porcbaae  It  from  Japan?  Of  coorae,  I  am  thinking  for  tbe  mo- 
ment of  the  producer:  bat  I  most  think,  aa  yoo  think,  of  the 
conaomer.  1  ooold  not  stand  here  and  argoe  In  faror  of  a  high — 
If  It  be  so — tariff  rate  If  the  malt  woold  be  to  impose  an  ondoe 
harden  upon  the  oonsnmer.  I  shonld  be  »o  embarrassed  aa  to  be 
driyen  to  alienee. 

What  I  am  contending  for  in  respect  of  this  article  la  tbia: 
Nature  has  given  as  what  I  may  call  the  raw  material.  There 
is  the  Meaweed,  growing  there  out  beyond  those  golden  aanda. 
Inexhaustible,  rai^dly  reproducing  itself,  harvested  as  you  har- 
vest your  grain  on  the  prairie.  There  It  is,  and  the  genlna  of 
man  converts  It  Into  this  article  of  great  benefit  to  man,  Amer- 
icans have  erected  this  factory  at  great  cost  They  harrest 
this  seaweed.  They  conrert  it  into  tliis  article ;  and  they  are 
brought  into  competition  with  the  product  of  Japan. 

I  am  not  thinking  of  Injuring  Japan ;  but  I  want  our  people 
to  continue  In  the  manufacture  of  this  article,  employing 
legitimately  American  capital,  giving  employment  to  American 
men  and  women,  skilled  and  unskilled,  and  thereby  adding  to 
the  general  welfare.  This  company  tells  us  It  can  produce  it  if 
given  a  continuous  market,  the  American  market,  if  they  are 
not  driven  out  of  business  by  the  competition  from  Japan. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Mr,  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  CJalifomia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mi(4ilgan? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.    With  pleasure. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Do  the  Senator's  flgures  Indicate  how 
mtK^  labor  is  employed,  and  how  mudi  of  this  production  cost 
represents  labor  cost? 


Mr.  8HORTRIDOB.  I  do  not  know  the  emct  nomber  em- 
jdoyed  by  the  company,  but  ordhiarily  the  cost  of  labor  la,  of 
course,  a  very  Important  dement  in  the  100  per  cent  coet  of  « 
product. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    How  much  labor  is  involved  In  thIsT 
This  might  be  almost  wholly  a  natural  product,  might  it  not? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.     But  It  Is  not. 
Mr.  VANDENBERG.    That  is  what  I  am  inquiring. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.    Of  course,  it  is  not  a  natural  product 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Does  the  Senator  know  how  many  em- 
ployees are  at  work  in  this  factory? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  I  have  not  the  exact  number  before  me 
at  this  moment,  Mr.  President ;  but,  of  course,  scientific  methods 
nowadays  have  done  away  with  many  human  hands.  But  the 
processes  here  will  be  gone  into,  and  the  number  of  men  em- 
ployed in  this  particular  factory. 

Our  Initial  cost,  the  cost  of  labor  together  with  all  the  de- 
ments oC  cost  that  go  into  the  manufacture,  are  such  that  we 
can  not  produce  this  article  and  compete  with  the  Japanese 
without  a  certain  tariff.  The  only  question,  then,  in  my  mind 
is.  What  Is  a  proper  tariff  protection?  Is  It  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem?  Is  it  that  plus  5  cents,  10  cents,  U,  12,  13,  14,  or  16 
cents  specific?    That  is  the  question. 

Of  course,  if  there  be  those  who  do  not  believe  in  this  theory 
tliey  might  well  say,  "  Let  us  buy  where  we  can  buy  the  cheap- 
est If  Japan  can  manufacture  cheaper  than  we  can  manufac- 
ture, let  us  not  engage  in  that  business.  Let  us  purchase  from 
Japan ; "  and  there  are  thoughtful  men,  doubUess,  who  in  some 
degree  hold  to  that  theory.  But  I  can  well  remember  a  very 
earnest,  a  very  thoughtful,  and  to  some  a  very  persuasive,  If  not 
convincing,  argument  made  by  the  Senator  from  Nwth  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Simmons]  to  the  effect  that  he  and  many  for  whom 
he  was  ^peaking  believed  in  what  might  be  termed  a  "  competi- 
tive tariff,"  arguing  tliat  there  were  others  who  believed  In 
what  might  prove  to  be  a  "prohibitive  tariff."  Even  if  we 
adopt  the  doctrine  of  a  competitive  tariff  as  wise  economically, 
then  as  to  this  particular  article  there  should  be  a  certain  tariff, 
and  we  are  sa>'ing  that  25  cents  ad  valorem  is  altogether  insof- 
ticieat. 

I  have  juat  suggested  that  if  we  are  to  have  even  a  tariff 
competitive  in  lu  nature,  26  par  cent  ad  valorem,  according  to 
all  the  facta  preaaoted  by  genttemen  engaged  In  the  bortoess,  la 
not  somciant;  wharefore  they  are  asking  for  an  added  spadfle 
ratcv  and  upon  facta  aobmittad  Uie  commlttae  recoanModed  15 
eaiita,  A  dooe  atody,  a  doae  analyala  might  pamwule  Senatora 
that  1&  c«Dta  was  a  Uttla  too  much,  and  hesce  they  might  ooC 
tevor  tL  Applying  the  doetrioa  of  a  oMnpetltive  tariff  Ottf 
mgbt  t^fthmt  10  eaota  was  solBcient,  or  12.  or  lotarmadiiito 
fljPiraf,  If  Oiflfo  ba  doobt  tb«  bMieflt  of  tbo  doobC  abould  bt 
given  to  tbe  AwerU^n  manofacturer, 

I  do  Dot  know  wb«tbcr  or  oot  tbe  occasion  will  ariat  dorlsg 
tbe  coiMJd«nUoB  of  tbia  tariff  biU ;  hot  if  U  developa  that  then 
U  a  factory  in  Ooorgla  or  an  indoatry  la  Vorth  Carolina  which 
oeada  and  aaka  tariff  protection,  I  will  apply  tbo  aaaa  doetrioo 
aa  J  aaak  to  apply  to  this  Americaa  indnstry,  and  I  think  I 
would  go  a  little  farther  than  the  leaoMd  ceotlemeo  apeakiaf 
tog  thoae  Sutes;  for  I  bdleve  in  an  almoot  piohiMtira  tariff  If 
it  la  ncceoaary  to  develop  or  aoatain  an  AmerlGaa  ladnatry. 

Mr.  SIMMONS,    Mr.  President 

Tbe  PBE8IDIM0  OmCER  (Mr.  Waloott  in  the  chair). 
Does  tbe  Senator  from  California  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina? 

Mr,  8B0BTBID0S.    Gladly. 

Mr,  SIMMONS.  When  did  I  nnderatand  the  Senator  from 
California  to  aay  that  this  plant  was  erected  and  began 
operation? 

Mr.  8H0BTBIDGE.    In  1926,  I  believe. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  was  since  the  passage  of  tbe  Fordney- 
McCnmber  law? 

Mr.  8H0BTBIDGE.    Yes,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Before  the  paasage  of  the  Fordney-McCumber 
law.  before  this  factory  was  established  in  this  country,  when 
the  Japaneae  bad  the  mtlre  market  and  therefore  may  be  said 
to  have  had  a  monopoly,  the  q;)ot  price  in  New  York,  according 
to  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Comuolssion,  from  January,  1920,  to 
April,  1922,  ranged  from  52  to  85  cents  a  pound.  So  that  the 
IM-esent  Japanese  competitor  at  that  time  had  no  competition  at 
all  in  tlds  market  and  he  was  aelling  these  goods  to  na  for  from 
52  to  86  cents. 

In  1922  a  duty  was  placed  on  the  article,  and  since  that  date 
It  has  been  selling  at  very  high  prices,  at  one  time  as  high  as 
$1.80  a  potud,  and  It  was  selling  when  this  Tariff  Commission 
report  was  made  up,  in  the  spot  market  of  New  York,  at  $1,15 
a  pound.  That  is  the  result  of  the  establishment  of  this  fac- 
tory and  the  tariff  duty  we  have  placed  upon  the  article,  and 
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not  becmtme  the  Japaneee  have  a  monopolj  in  thin  market,  de- 
caase  when  they  did  hare  an  onquestloDed  monopoly  in  tse 
market,  whm  there  was  not  a  pound  of  the  article  produced  In 
this  country,  they  sold  it  to  us  for  from  50  to  85  cents  a  pool  d. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  They  may  well  hare  done  so,  for  a  rery 
easily  explained  reason— they  were  obliged  to  get  rid  of  it  to 
one  or  two  concerns  In  America  which  cwitroUed  the  price. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Has  the  Senator  any  eridence  as  to  what  t  le 
cost  of  producing  this  article  in  Japan  is?  The  Tariff  Comm  »> 
•ion  furnishes  us  no  evidence,  except  that  when  they  had  cc  Q- 
trol  of  this  market  they  sold  it  freely  to  our  people  for  52  ceu  ts 
a  pound. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  think  there  are  reasons  accounting  f  )r 
that.  I  do  not  attribute  the  high  price  to  the  25  per  cent  nd 
ralorem,  because  if  we  gare  the  full  ad  valorem  and  added  the 
duty  to  the  earlier  price  it  would  not  equal  the  amount  sub* 
gested. 

The  question  arises  in  connection  with  this  problem,  Whit 
would  be  the  effect  of  a  change  of  duty  on  agar,  if  removed,  if 
maintained,  if  increa.sed?  Those  three  questions  have  been  an- 
swered in  tlie  following  manner: 

If  removed,  Japan  could  dictate  the  price,  as  they  have  a 
monopoly  of  the  industry;  but  I  bear  in  mind  the  remarks  <>f 
the  Senator  Just  made.  They  would  have  a  monopoly,  but  it 
does  not  follow  that  they  could  charge  whatever  they  choose  o 
charge,  because  the  market  might  not  respond  to  any  gre  it 
advance  of  demanded  price. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  would  depend  upon  whether  there  wi  is 
a  demand  for  it 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Precisely.  Evidently,  may  I  reply  o 
my  friend,  there  is  a  demand.  There  are  imported  annual  y 
SUO.OOO  pounds,  and  Just  how  much  goes  to  the  Parke  Davis 
people,  who  are  the  ones  who  appeared,  through  briefs,  In  opfi  > 
sitlon  to  any  Increase,  I  do  not  know.  But  there  is  a  demaid 
for  this  article  as  useful  for  purposes  stated. 

If  the  duty  were  removed,  Japan  would  not  guarantee  thkt 
aiear  would  be  permanently  cheaper,  as  Japan'a  production  Is 
dependent  on  climatic  conditions,  and  therefore  everything  a 
subject  to  wide  fluctuation  in  price. 

I  stated  a  moment  ago  that  this  agar  In  Japan  is  made  fai  a 
primitive  fashion,  in  the  villages  up  In  the  mountain  fastnei  b. 
one  might  say,  by  n»en,  women,  and  children,  and  it  is  veiy 
, — dUBcult,  almost  impossible,  for  the  Tariff  Commiasion  to  ascf  r- 
tain  the  Initial  cost  price.  It  is  comparatively  easy  to  ascer- 
tain the  coat  price  in  the  United  States,  because  we  have  t  le 
capital,  we  have  the  factory  built,  we  have  the  labor,  we  ha  ^e 
the  wages  of  labor,  we  have  all  the  elements  of  cost,  which  can 
be  ascertained,  and  added  up,  and  a  sum  total  reached.  Bit 
It  is  atraoat  impoesible  to  get  accurately  at  the  cost  of  prodc  c- 
tion  in -Japan. 

Japan  could  so  regulate  the  price  in  the  United  States  as  :o 
make  the  manufacture  of  American  agar  unprofltaMe.  Th  it 
can  be  done    They  can  do  it.    They  can  put  us  out  of  businei  s. 

If  Japan  controlled  the  situation,  no  improrement  in  qualif 
could  be  expected,   as  Japanese  agar  is  made  by  prlmitl|re 
methods  and  by  numerous  small  farmers,  and  grading  Is  a 
pUshcd  by  merchants  who  select  by  appearance  and  color  on 

If  this  rate  la  maintained.  American  agar  cpnld  continue  to 
function  but  in  an  unsatlsfoctory  manner,  as  the  amount  pt 
bvsiness  that  could  be  expected  would  be  largely  governed  I  j 
the  price  of  the  Japanese  article. 

When  Japaneie  prices,  due  to  climatic  or  other  reasons,  aS- 
vance,  American  agar  would  be  called  upon  to  fumiah  sampl  w 
and  quotations  and  give  teats  and  information,  with  no  cc  r- 
talnty  of  orders,  as  those  buyers  who  buy  on  price  oalj  wou  d 
favor  Japanese  agar  at  the  same  price  or  even  higher,  believii  g 
from  past  experience  that  the  Japanese  would  decline  at  soite 
time  in  the  future. 

If  we  increased  the  rata,  American  agar  would  be  atfured  >f 
A  large  volume  of  business  and  could  contract  users  at  a 
deflnite  flgvre  on  a  yearly  basis. 

A^Un,  American  agar  would  not  expect  to  advance  in  prin 
in  line  with  the  duty  Increase  but  would  hope,  h7  stabilising  t  le 
price,  to  secure  that  volume  of  business  which  would  enable 
them  to  reduce  manufacturlnf  costs. 

A  larger  volume  of  business  is  what  American  agar  needs 
reduce  manufacturing  and  a^ing  costs. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.    Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  CX>PELAND.  Would  not  the  duty  have  to  be  made  pnk- 
tically  prcrfUbltive  in  order  to  accomplish  what  the  Senator 
haa  in  mtnd?  Be  has  told  about  how  cheaply  agar  is  product  d 
In  Japan  by  the  snuOl  farmers  along  the  sea  coast  It  strtki  s 
■e  that  a  duty  whldi  is  coing  materially  to  help  the  conceit 
is  Oaliforaia.  would  have  to  be  a  duty  practically  prohlbitire. 
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Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  It  is  thought  that  15  cents  plus  the  25 
per  cent  would  so  stabilize  the  industry  as  to  enable  us  to  go 
forward  at  a  profit.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  prohibitive,  and 
for  this  simple  reason.  I  think,  and  others  think,  that  the  Japa- 
nese would  get  into  our  market,  even  though  they  had  to  pay, 
in  an  indirect  way,  this  added  tariff  protection.  But  if  our 
theory  of  protection  is  sound,  we  would  primarily  have  to  have 
a  modified  control  of  the  market,  a  greater  demand  for  our  own 
ivoduct. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  bear 
with  me 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  yield  with  pleasure. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  It  seoms  to  me  that  the  only  way  you 
could  hope  to  place  your  industry  in  California  upon  a  substan- 
tial, successful,  commercial  basis,  would  be  to  have  the  duty 
so  high  that  you  could  actually  exclude  the  Japanese  importa- 
tions. Otherwise  they  would  meet  the  conditions,  and,  as  I 
see  it — ^and  I  am  sorry  that  that  is  the  way  it  strikes  me — the 
Qilifomia  industry  would  not  be  beneflted  a  particle. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  am  not  contending  for  a  prohibitive 
tariff,  or  a  tariff  which  would  work  an  embargo  on  imports. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  But.  as  I  see  it,  at  least,  you  are  not  deal- 
ing with  a  manufacturing  concern  of  the  ordinary  type.  Tou 
have  a  certain  product,  a  natural  product,  which  is  limited  la 
quantity,  and  I  can  not  see,  for  the  life  of  me,  how  you  can  hope 
to  have  a  tremendous  development  of  it  except  by  a  prohibitive 
rate. 

Mr.  SHORTRIIXIE.  I  am  not  contending  for  a  prohibitive 
tariff,  nor  do  1  think  that  a  prohibitive  tariff  is  necessary.  I 
repeat,  if  I  thought  it  uecessar>'  to  build  up  a  bona  fide,  genuine 
American  industry,  giving  eniploymeut  to  American  men,  women, 
and  children,  I  would  in  certain  cases  favor  an  embargo,  if 
you  please,  as  was  urged  a  century  ago  by  some  very  great 
Americans.  But  if.  at*  the  Senator  suggests,  this  would  be  of 
no  benefit,  then  assuredly  it  could  do  no  harm.  If  the  thought 
of  the  Senator  be  sound  economically,  and  this  15  cents  added 
will  not  be  of  any  benefit  to  us,  t)e<>ause,  as  suggested,  the  Japa* 
neae  will  be  able  to  ship  their  product  into  the  United  SUtes  in 
spite  of  this  raise,  then  manifestly  there  will  be  no  harm  done 
to  the  consumer.  We.  the  producer,  for  the  moment,  think  it 
will  be  helpful,  for  reasons  that  have  been  indicated. 

Here  is  a  rteum^  of  something  I  have  said  and  much  I  haw 
read.  There  is  nu  substitute  for  agar.  It  is  the  only  substance 
known  to  science  for  the  cultivation  of  certain  germs  in  the 
detection  and  treatment  of  disease.  Outside  of  American  agar, 
the  entire  world  is  dependent  to-day  on  Japan  for  its  supply. 

My  views  in  regard  to  Japanese  immigration  do  not  color 
my  views  in  respect  to  this  particular  product,  but  I  would  far 
prefer  to  see  agar  made  out  of  what  I  may  call  California  sea- 
weed, by  American  men.  women,  and  children,  under  the  most 
economic,  the  most  scientific,  chemically  pure  methods  and  con- 
ditions, than  to  continue  to  purchase  the  article  from  Japan. 

To  road  over  the  procesii  of  maoafacturing  agar  it  would  aeem  like  a 
almple  operation.  The  fact  that  It  haa  taken  this  comimny  nearly  alz 
years  and  the  ezpenditare  of  over  $600,000  to  arrive  at  their  prtaent 
statna  la  evidence  of  the  dlfllculties  to  be  enconotered. 

Not  too  Infrequently  in  the  paat.  In  oar  efforta  to  perfect  oar 
proceaa  of  aanufactare.  the  entire  day's  run  has  gooe  down  the  sewar 
Instead  of  into  flnlabed  product,  due  to  some  slight  change  In  routine. 

There  la  ample  weed  growing  off  the  coast  of  California  to  insure  ade- 
aoate  aappUea  for  the  future  and  the  weed  does  not  grow  on  the  eastern 
coast  of  the  United  Statea  In  suffldent  quantltj  to  make  it  coamercUUljr 

To  preaent  an  Idas  of  the  magnitude  of  the  agar  Indnatry  we  quote 
tha  ezporta  from  Japan  over  a  3-year  period  as  given  in  the  April  15, 
1930,  iasoa  of  the  Oil.  Paint,  and  Drug  Reporter.  It  should  be  home  in 
mlad  that  these  figures  do  not  include  the  conaiderable  quantity  used  for 
boBM  conaiuiption : 

iS2S 1.  806,  145 

1928__ _ 2.  140.  740 

Now,  this  company,  the  American  Agar  Co.,  concludes  its 
statement  in  the  nature  of  an  appeal  to  the  Congress : 

In  asking  for  an  increase  in  the  duty  on  agar  we  are  seeking  rolume 
of  buslnaaa  and  not  to  enhance  the  price,  but  with  the  volume  would 
hope  to  reduce  manofacturlog  costs  and  eventually  the  cost  to  the  con- 
aumer,  and  by  so  doing  enlarge  Its  fleld  of  usefulness. 

I  repeat  that  instead  of  being  a  burden  upon  the  consumer 
it  will  result  in  a  lower  price.  That  is  the  conclusion,  may  I 
say,  of  addressing  for  the  moment  the  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Copbland],  of  the  statement  of  this  company  in  the  nature 
of  an  appeal  to  the  Congress : 

In  asking  for  an  inereaae  In  the  duty  on  agar  we  are  seeking  volume 
of  business  and  not  to  enhance  the  price,  bat  with  the  volume  would 
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%ope  to  retfaee  niBuraetarinir  «o8ts,   and  eventually  the  eeat  to  the 
eonsnmer,  and  by  so  doing  enlarge  tbe  fleld  of  its  operation. 

Summing  up.  I  think  this  is  the  situation :  This  article,  man- 
ufactured in  Japan  by  primitive  methods,  costs  difficult  to  ascer- 
tain, is  imported  into  our  country  and  purchased  here  by  large 
concerns  and  distributed  to  the  purchasers  throughout  the 
United  States.  Some  600,000  pounds  of  it  will  have  been  Im- 
ported Into  this  couutry  during  the  current  year.  It  so  hai^wns 
that  we  have  set  up  a  factory  at  San  Diego,  Calif.  There  is 
invested  there  over  half  a  million  dollars— fully  $000,000,  as  the 
detailed  statements  here  show — and  the  most  scientific  methods 
are  used  la  the  manufacture  of  the  article 

The  price  of  lat)or  is  such  in  our  country  that  we  can  not 
compete  even  in  oar  own  country,  our  own  home  market  with 
the  article  produced  In  Japan.  It  is  a  practical  proposition,  and 
repetition,  empliasis,  emotional  speech,  or  discussion  as  to  theo- 
ries, neither  adds  to  nor  takes  from  this  simple  statement  of  the 
situation. 

In  my  experience  in  life  I  go  to  the  learned  physician  when  I 
suffer  pain.  If  I  seek  to  erect  a  building  I  go  to  an  architect. 
If  I  am  In  trouble  over  legal  matters  I  would  naturally  consult 
one  supposedly  learned  In  the  law.  Wherefore  with  that 
thought  In  mind,  I  go  now  to  men  who  have  studied  the  prob- 
lem, who  have  invested  their  capital  in  the  business.  They  say, 
••  >'*e  can  not  go  ahead.  We  may  have  made  a  mistake,  if  you 
please,  in  Investing  our  capital  in  this  line.  We  can  succeed, 
however,  if  our  Industry  Is  given  reasonable  tariff  encourage^ 
ment."    I  submit  we  should  grant  their  prayer. 

Owing  to  the  market  here  being  captured  by  the  Japanese 
this  company  In  the  year  1925  were  able  to  run  10  months. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    How  much  did  they  make? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  They  made  117.773  pounds.  In  the 
year  1026  they  were  able  to  run  only  four  months  and  produced 
29,877  pounds.  In  1927  they  did  not  run  at  all.  Why?  Japan 
5JPPj|ed  the  market  In  1928  they  ran  five  months,  producing 
22,796  pounds,  while  hundreds  of  thousands  were  flowing  in 
from  Japan. 

Now,  aa  to  this  article  and  as  to  hundreds  of  otbera,  if  we 
want  the  foreign  products  to  pour  Into  America  let  us  reduce 
the  tariff.  Let  us  wipe  It  out  entirely.  If  we  want,  for  example, 
the  lemons  of  Sicily  to  come  In,  If  we  want  the  almonds  of 
France  or  other  European  countries  to  poesess  our  market,  if 
we  want  the  foreign-grown  walnuts  to  capture  the  American 
market,  if  we  want  the  hundreds  and  thousands  ot  artidea 
which  are  produced  by  poorly  paid  labor  In  Europe  and  in  Asia 
to  come  here  and  capture  the  market  and  put  out  of  business  our 
people,  there  Is  an  easy  way  to  accomplish  that  result.  Wipe 
out  the  tariff  entirely  or  levy  a  tariff  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  revenue,  so  low  as  not  to  afford  protection  to  American  labor. 

I  digress  here  to  say  that  a  tariff  may  be  levied  for  reventie 
only.  It  coats  over  $4,000,000,000  to  carry  on  our  Government 
We  still  owe  some  $17,000,000,000.  I  want  a  tariff  levied  for 
several  purposes :  First,  for  revenue,  and  last  year  we  collected 
something  over  $602,000,000  In  tariff  duties,  which  helped  to  pay 
the  expense  of  the  Government  and  to  reduce  the  national  debt 
WTiether  It  be  primarily  or  secondly  or  thirdly,  I  want  a  tariff 
wblch  will  In  fact  protect  American  Industries  in  the  dty,  on 
the  farm,  in  the  forest  in  the  mine,  in  every  State.  That  is 
what  labor  wants.    That  is  what  capital  wants. 

The  American  father,  with  his  wife,  his  children,  with  his 
church,  with  his  schools,  with  all  the  expenses  Incident  to  our 
standard  and  type  of  dvlllaation,  can  not  compete  in  the  factory 
or  in  the  farm  or  in  the  mine  or  the  forest  with  the  labor  at 
Europe  or  the  labor  of  China  or  Japan  or  other  oriental  i^nH* 
♦1.  Ji?'  **  ^^^  ^'  PerhAim,  get  unduly  wrought  up  when  I  am 
tniuMng  of  an  American  industry,  and  that  is  why,  perhapa,  I 
betrayed  a  little  impatience  or  have  not  advanced  as  logically 
or  as  coolly  as  I  should  when  I  am  thinking,  as  I  am  now  of 
this  particular  industry  located  in  San  Diego,  Calif.  I  say  that 
this  rate  would  not  work  any  injury  whatever  to  any  American 
family.  It  would  not  reduce  the  dividends  of  any  of  the  big 
companies  that  purchase  this  article  from  Japan. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    Mr.  Preaident 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  OaU- 
fornia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    I  yield. 
#  ^r.  COUZENS.    I  observe  the  Senator  failed  to  mention  the 
fact  that  It  might  increase  the  cost  of  medidne  to  those  who 
nave  to  use  it.    We  are  Ulking  about  a  concern  that  mann- 
rartures  in  wholesale  quantities. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  am,  and  I  undertake  to  say  that  if 
these  p^t  concerns— and  they  are  honorable  and  legitimate 
enterprises,  corporations,  or  Individuals— had  to  pay  a  little 
more  for  thif^  to  them,  raw  material,  they  never  would  add 
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one  mm  or  one-tenth  of  a  min  to  We  product  Ifife  wliich  fliia 
particular  article  goes.  They  have  prospered  enormously.  I 
hope  they  will  continue  to  prosper.  I  would  not  knowingly  urge 
anything  which  would  materially  or  at  all  injure  them. 

I  have  said  here  again  and  again  that  if  we  be  permitted 
to  develop  this  Industry  the  price  of  the  artlde  will  be  lees  than 
it  is  to-day.  The  trouble  la  that  we  have  not  ttie  market.  The 
trouble  is,  as  of  now,  that  the  purchases  by  the  great  concerns 
are  made  abroad;  are  made  from  Japan.  But  if  we  are  per- 
mitted to  go  forward  increasing  our  fadlities  from  800  pounds 
a  day  to  1,000,  to  1,800  pounds  a  day,  we  shall  be  able  to  sell 
to  the  big  ctmcern  in  Detroit  or  In  other  dtles  at  a  price  leas 
than  Is  now  being  paid  by  the  Senator's  constituents. 

I  do  not  vrish  to  imply  that  the  views  of  die  Senator  from 
Michigan  are  held  because  he  happens  to  come  from  that  great 
State.  I  do  not  mean  that  But  if  permitted  to  go  on  and 
increase  their  capadty  to  1,500  potinds  a  day,  the  American 
company  win  be  able  to  adl  at  even  leas.  So  that  by  helping 
these  men  in  California  no  Injury  will  be  done  to  the  purehas» 
In  Detroit  or  elsewhere,  nor  win  the  cost  ot  medidne  into  which 
this  ariicle  ultimately  will  go  be  increaaed  to  any  appredable 
extent  or  at  all.    That  is  my  position. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Does  the  Senator  assume  that  addhig  IB 
cents  a  pound  spedfic  duty  means  the  limit  of  tbe  ultimate  addi- 
tional charge  to  the  consumer  of  the  medidne?  Tlje  Senator 
knows  as  well  as  I  do  that  these  rates  are  pyramided  and  diat 
if  the  llkrent  rate  is  put  on,  when  It  gets  to  the  consumer  in  all 
probability  it  will  be  80  cents.  Tbe  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina fMr.  Smtth]  suggests  that  I  am  too  conservative,  and 
perhaps  I  am. 

Mr.  SHOBTRIDOB.  I  think  in  some  respects  the  Senator  ia 
conservative,  but  my  recollection  Is  that  the  development  in 
capadty  of  the  Ford  automobile  output  did  not  increase  tbe 
price,  but  by  the  genius  of  man,  by  increasing  tbe  fadlities  of 
manufacture,  by  Inventions,  and  so  forth,  the  price  has  been 
reduced  to  the  consumer.  If  the  American  Agar  Co.  is  permit- 
ted to  increase  its  capadty  and  its  output  it  will  be  able  to  aeU 
that  output  cheaper  than  the  Japanese  now  do. 

We  shall  be  able  to  compete  with  Japan  and  the  purchaser. 
If  he  be  In  Detroit  or  New  York  or  1till^'«g^  or  in  Waahlngton, 
will  get  the  artlde  at  a  less  price  than  he  Is  now  paying.  That 
is  the  fad  tiiat  I  am  trying  to  impress  upon  Senators. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  thought  we  were  going  to  vote  In  flva 
minutes  after  we  started  on  this  item,  therefore  I  did  not  want 
to  continue  the  debate.  I  think  the  Senator  has  made  a  caae 
which  will,  perhaps,  lose  him  votes  rather  than  make  them,  on 
account  of  the  purpose  for  which  the  product  is  used.  So  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  rest  the  case  with  the  Senate  now. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  very  court** 
ons  comment  touching  the  remarks  which  I  have  made.  I  ap- 
preciate it  very  fully.  I  did  not  wish  to  enter  into  a  discnsaioa 
to-<lay.  I  suggested  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance  that  the  matter  go  over.  I  think  I  expressed  the  same 
thought  to  my  friend  from  Michigan.  It  may  well  be  that  Sena- 
tors are  willing  to  vote  up<m  the  ipse  dixit  or  the  dogmatic 
statement  of  gentlemen  without  any  analysis  or  knowle^e  of 
the  facts.    That  may  be,  but  I  do  not  propoac 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  Preaident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Doea  the  Senator  from  Califomia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    I  do. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  almply  want  to  say  that  the  Senator  haa 
had  the  laat  word  about  the  matter  and  he  has  undoubtedlj 
given  a  very  able  and  entertaining  analysis  of  the  situation  in 
his  State  and  of  the  article  in  question.  I  do  not  think  he  could 
have  preaeoted  the  case  ot  hia  constituents  with  more  force  or 
with  greater  doqu^ce  than  be  has  done.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Gallfomia  will  have  no  right  to  complain  if  we  take  a  vota 
now  on  this  question.  I  hope  we  shall  have  a  vote.  I  regret, 
howerer,  that  I  can  not  TOte  with  the  Senator  from  California. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  and  Mr.  HARRISON  aaked  for  the  veaa 
and  naya. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    One  moment  Mr.  Preaident 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President  if  I  have  betrayed  any 
impatience,  I  regret  it  The  committee  did  not  act  without 
Infomatlon.  I  have  endeavored  here  this  afternoon  to  state 
the  question  thoroughly;  I  have  gUdly  yielded  for  qoestions; 
I  think  the  facta  are  now  prettjr  fenerally  understood. 


4     -* 
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I  repeat  that  the  rates  are  not  considered  soffldent  by  tbc  se 


OOTOBBE   25 


>e 


engaged  in  the  businees  of  producing  this  article.     If  that 
•o,  the  question  ia  shali   we  give  added  protection?     I  ha^e 
stated  to  Senators  the  imports;  I  have  indicated  our  prodi^c- 
don;  I  hare  stated  the  prices  paid.     I  have  indicated  that 
we  can  Increase  the  output,  we  can  reduce  the  price  of  t^ 
article,  and  all  in  the  interest  of  an  American  industry. 

I  do  not  put  it  in  an  offensive  sense,  but  the  question  ^r 
Senators  to  determine  is  whether  we  shall  continue  to  p^r- 
chase  this  article  from  Japan  or  shall  we  make  it  possible 

eoduce  the  article  in  the  United  States  by  our  own  people, 
lat  Is  the  problem  and  the  question. 

If  the  committee  amendment  shall  not  be  agreed  to,  at  a 
proper  time  I  shall  ask  to  present  the  case,  perhaps  more 
clearly,  to  the  end  that  some  added  duty  may  be  placed  on 
this  article.  In  any  event,  I  have  tried  to  do  my  duty,  and  I 
am  sure  SenatM^  will  endeavor  to  do  theirs. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  upon  agreeing  U> 
the  committee  amendment,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  CHiar  Clkbk.  In  paragraph  42,  page  22.  line  11,  aft>r 
the  word  "pound,"  it  is  proposed  to  strllw  out  "casein  glie, 
agar-agar"  and  to  insert  agar-agar,  IS  cents  per  pound  aiid 
25  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  casein  glue." 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  and  Mr.  SIMMONS  asked  for  the  ye  is 
and  nays,  and  they  were  ordered/ 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roU. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  (when  his  name  was  called), 
have  a  general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Mississl 
[Mr.  Si'EPUKivs].  In  his  absence,  and  not  Imowing  how 
would  vote  if  present,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).     I  transfer 
general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bubto|i] 
to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipstxad]  and  vote  "  na, 

Mr.  SWANSON  (when  his  name  was  called).     I  have  a 
for  the  day  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr 
I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Nevada   [ 
Pittxak]  and  will  vote.    I  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  inquire  if  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvai 
(Mr.  Reed]  has  voted? 

The  VI(JE  PRESIDENT.    He  has  not  voted. 

Mr.  BRATTON.    I  have  a  general  pair  with  that  Senator 
In  his  absence  I  wltlihold  my  vote.    If  permitted  to  vote, 
should  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  KING.    I  have  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  New  Hank> 
shire  [Mr.  Kmes].    I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senatpr 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robikson]  and  will  vote.    I  vote  "nay 

Mr.  JONES.    I  desire  to  announce  the  following  pairs : 

The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Hobt]  with  the  Se^a 
tor  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Bu.^8C] ; 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  GtoLDsaoBOUOH]  with  tlie 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Cakawat]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Mbcalt]  with  the  Se4a- 
tor  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tnnnos] ; 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Eooa]  with  the  Sena^ 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Bsock]  ;  and 

The  S^uitor  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Dals]  with  the  Senator  fr4m 
Arlaona  [Mr.  Ashubst]. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  28,  nays  44,  as  follows : 

TEAS— 2S 


y 


a 


Biaghaa 
Dmcca 

Haatina 
Hatfleia 

Patteraoa 

Phlpps 

Bhortridca 

Walcott 
Warrea 

Glllett 

Johaaoa 

Wateraaa 

Olnia 

Kcaa 

Snoot 

Watsoa 

Ooff 

Kendrtek 

Steiirpr 

Oould 

MoMa 

Thomas,  Idaho 

OrccM 

Oddia 

TowBseBd 

NATS— 44 

Alien 

Cuttlnff 

Jonea 

Bcball 

Bmrkimr 

ZMU 

King 

La  FoUetta 

Shcppu^ 

Black 

Fletcbar 

Simmona 

Blaine 

Frasler 

McKellar 

Smith 

Berali 

Oeofga 

McMaatrr 

Swaawm 

Brookkart 

Glau 

McNarr 

Norbeck 

TraaiaeU 

Broa.<<iard 

Harris 

Vaadeabcii 

Capper 

Harrison 

Norrls 

Wagner 

Coniwlly 

HawM 

Nye 

Walah.Maas. 

Copdaad 

Hajdea 
HefllQ 

Ovennan 

Walak,  Mont 

Coaseaa 

RanadeU 

Wbceler 

NOT  VOTING— 26 

Asharst 

Kd«e 

Metralf 

Shipatead 

BlMW 

Vms 

Pta« 

Steck 

Bnttoa 

Goldaboroofk 

Plttmaa 

Stephana 

Brock 

Hal* 

Beed 

Thomaa.  Okla 

Burton 

Hebert 

Boblaaoa,  Ark. 

Tydlncs 

Cannray 

HoweU 

Hobinaoa,  Ind. 

XlaJ* 

KeyoB 

Sackett 

So  the  aaendment  of  the  cmamittee  was  rejected. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  derk  will  cootiniie  the  readkg 
U  the  bUL 
The  reading  oi  the  bill  was  resumed. 


The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  22,  line  18,  after  the  word 
"for,"  to  strike  out  "20  pw  cent"  and  insert  "15  per  cent," 
so  as  to  read : 

Pax.  44.  Ink  and  ink  powders  not  apeclally  provided  for.  15  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  this  item  appears  to  have  a 
decrease  of  5  per  cent  The  present  ratio  of  duty  is  20  per  cent, 
and  in  the  Mil  it  is  decreased  5  per  cent 

I  notice  that  the  imports  of  ink  in  1928  were  only  134,000 
pounds.  The  eiportations  for  1928  were  11,000,000  poundfe.  In 
1925  the  value  of  the  domestic  production  was  141,000,000.  Does 
not  the  Senator  think  that  rate  would  stand  some  reduction 
below  15  per  cent  ad  valorem? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  tell  exactly.  The  im- 
portations of  other  Uik  and  ink  powders  not  specially  provided 
for  ware  115,520  pounds;  and,  of  course,  they  fall  within  this 
paragraiA,  and  even  that  is  a  small  percentage  of  the  total 
production. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  statistics  show  sue*  enormous  exporta- 
tions  and  such  small  importations  and  such  a  large  domestic 
production  that  it  would  seem  as  though  the  rate  would  stand  a 
greater  reduction  thau  to  15  per  cent.  Will  not  the  Senator 
accept  an  amendment  to  make  the  rate  10  per  cent  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  just  what  special  types  of  ink 
are  included  in  the  importations.  I  am  perfeitly  willing  to  ac- 
cept the  rate  of  10  per  cent  and  let  it  go  to  conference,  and  find 
just  exactly  what  the  effect  would  be  on  certain  classes  of  ink. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  on  page  22,  line  18,  I  move 
that  the  words  "  15  per  cent "  be  stricken  out,  and  "  10  per 
cent "  be  inserted. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  sUte  the  next 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  Chiet  Clexk.     Paragraph  48.  Licorice 

Mr.  SHEPI'ARD.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  next  amendment  relates  to  Iodine. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  on  page  22  there  is  an  amendment  regard- 
ing iodine. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  22,  line  19,  before  the 
words  "  per  pound,"  to  strike  out  "  20  cents "  and  insert  "  10 
cents,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Par.  46.  Iodine,  resublimed,  10  cents  per  poand. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  state,  with  reference 
to  that  item,  that  the  imports  in  1923  were  only  24  pounds;  so 
tlie  rate  ought  to  be  reduced. 

Mr.  SMCKXr.  In  this  case  we  refine  all  of  it  here.  No  iodine 
is  Imported  into  the  United  States  except  in  crude  form. 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  23,  line  4,  before  the  words  "ad  valorem."  to  stnke  oat 
"26  per  cent"  and  insert  "20  per  cent"  so  as  to  make  the 
paragraph  read: 

Pas.  48.  Licorice,  extracts  of.  In  pastea,  rolls,  or  other  forms,  20  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

The  am«)dment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  23,  line  11,  after  the  words 
"Epsom  salts,"  to  insert  "one-half  of."  and  in  line  12  after 
the  words  "per  pound,"  to  strike  out  "kieserlte,  one-fourth  of 
1  cent  per  pound,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Pas.  50.  Magnesiam :  Carbonate,  precipitated,  1^  cents  per  pound; 
chloride,  anhydrous,  1  cent  per  pound ;  chloride,  not  specially  pro- 
vided for,  flve-eighths  of  1  cent  per  pound ;  sulphate  or  Epsom  salts, 
one-half  of  1  CMit  per  pound ;  oxide  or  calcined  magnesia.  7  cicts  per 
pound. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Kleeerite  Is  put  on  the  free  list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  goes  to  the  free  list. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  23,  after  line  16,  to  strike  out : 

Pa«.  82.  Menthol,  75  cents  per  pound ;  natural  crude  camphor  and 
synthetic  camphor,  1  cent  per  pound ;  natural  refined  camphor,  0  cents 
per  poimd. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  Insert : 

P*«-  82.  Menthol,  60  cents  per  pound ;  camphor,  crude,  natural,  1 
ceat  per  pound ;  refined  or  synthetic,  6  cents  per  pound. 
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Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  Prssldent,  as  s  subsdttite  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  committee  amendment  and  insert  the  language 
which  I  Bend  to  the  desk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment,  in  the  nature  of 

a  substitute,  will  be  stated. 

The  Chikf  Cusuc.  It  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  lines  20  to  22, 
inclusive,  and  in  lieu  thereof  to  Insert  the  following: 

Par.  52.  Menthol,  60  cents  per  pound;  camphor,  crude,  natural,  or 
synthetic,  1  cent  per  pound ;  refined,  6  cents  per  pound. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  why  does  the  Soiator,  in  hla 
amendment,  leave  out  the  synthetic  cami^or? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  do  not  leave  it  out.  I  am  restoring 
the  language,  so  far  as  the  amendment  relates  to  camphor, 
emde,  natural,  refined,  or  synthetic,  to  the  language  passed  by 
the  House.  In  other  words,  the  committee  has  changed  the 
House  language  so  as  to  increase  the  duty  on  synthetic  cami^or 
from  1  d'nt  per  pound,  which  was  iwovided  by  the  House,  to 
6  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  the  wording  of  the  paragraph  as  reported 
to  the  Senate  is  the  exact  wording  of  the  act  of  1922. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  understand  that ;  but  that  is  not  an 
argument  in  favor  of  the  action  of  the  Senate  committee  In 
giving  synthetic  camphor  a  6  cents  per  pound  rate  when  the 
House  has  provided  a  1  cent  per  pound  rate. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  wUl  the  Senator  permit  the 
amendment  to  be  read  again? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Yes;  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  It  read 
again. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  restated. 

The  Chief  Clerk  restated  the  amendment. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  Senators  wUl  observe 
that  that  is  exactly  the  House  text  so  far  as  it  relates  to 
camphor. 

Here  is  the  situation,  Mr.  President,  as  I  see  It : 

The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  reduced  the 
duty  on  synthetic  camphor  from  6  cents  per  pound  to  1  cent  per 
pound.  The  S«iate  Finance  Committee  restores  the  rate  of 
duty  in  the  present  tariff  law;  namely,  6  cents  per  pound  on 
eynthetlc  camphor.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  there  has 
been  no  production  of  synthetic  camphor  in  the  United  States 
since  1922. 

Synthetic  camphor  is  the  Industrial  type  of  camphor.  It  does 
not  reach  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia  standard,  and  there- 
fore does  not  compete  with  refined  natural  camphor.  The  Japa- 
nese Government  enjoys  a  practical  monopoly,  so  far  as  the 
production  of  camphor  in  Its  natural  form  is  concerned;  but 
synthetic  camphor  is  a  competitor  with  crude  camphor  for  in- 
dustrial purposes. 

Synthetic  camphor  was  produced  In  this  country  by  one  manu- 
facturer beginning,  I  am  informed,  about  1917,  and  the  business 
was  abandoned  In  1922.  My  information  is  that  this  American 
manufacturer  obtained  the  rights  through  contract  with  the 
German  synthetic  manufacturers,  but  found  that  he  could  not 
produce  the  synthetic  camphor  in  this  country. 

At  the  time  the  act  of  1922  was  passed  it  was  alleged  that 
If  a  rate  of  6  cents  per  pound  on  synthetic  camphor  should  be 
incorporated  In  the  bUl  of  1922  the  domestic  manufacture  of 
synthetic  camphor  would  be  continued  in  the  United  States,  or 
would  be  successful.  The  fact  is  that  during  the  entire  life 
of  the  act  of  1922,  with  synthetic  camphor  receiving  a  duty  of 
6  cents  per  pound,  there  has  been  ne  production  in  the  United 
StatesL 

Now,  again  there  comes  before  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee a  repres«itative  of  the  Pyroxylin  Plastics  Manufac- 
turers* Association,  one  Mr.  Doyle,  who  argues  that  if  we  will 
just  continue  this  rate  for  another  few  years  synthetic  camphor 
wiU  be  manufactured  in  the  United  States.  In  other  words, 
this  Is  a  request  for  a  duty  repeated  again  as  it  was  In  1922, 
on  the  theory  that  if  we  give  the  duty  there  wlU  be  some  manu- 
facturer who  will  go  into  the  business  in  Uie  United  States,  and 
who,  if  he  does  go  into  the  business,  will  need  this  protection 

The  same  statement  was  made  in  1922,  and  the  consumers  of 
synthetic  camphor  In  the  United  States  were  required  to  pay  a 
duty  of  6  cents  per  pound  on  every  pound  which  they  imported, 
on  the  theory  that  somewhere  a  manufacture  wotdd  go  Into  the 
business.  Now,  after  that  law  has  been  on  the  statute  books 
for  seven  years  the  same  argument  is  made;  and  the  Finance 
Committee  has  yiekied  to  the  request  of  this  association  for  the 
granting  of  a  duty  equal  to  that  provided  in  the  law  of  1922. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Do  I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that 
the  manufacturers  of  pyroxylin  are  asking  for  this  increase  to 
6  cents? 


*>,^^  ^^^^FV^  ^  '  understand,  the  representative  of 
the  Pyroxylin  Plastics  Manufacturers'  Association  asked  for 
\._I5®  Pyroxylin  Plastics  Manufacturers'  Association,  as  I 
undCTsUnd,  is  composed  of  the  following  companies:  The  Cel- 
™,P**^.  Co«T><»"at*on.  which  is  a  New  Jersey  corporation ;  the 
Fibrolold  Corporation;  the  Nixon  Nitration  Works;  and  the 
Du  Pont  Vlscoloid  Co.  It  Is  my  Information  that  the  Do  Pont 
Vlscoloid  Oo.  dominates  the  Pyroxylin  Plastics  Manufacturers' 
Association. 

They  have  freshened  up  their  story  a  little  bit  They  say 
that  synthetic  camphor  is  used  In  the  manufacture  of  tliese 
sheets  for  safety  glass,  and  that  In  view  of  the  increased  busi- 
ness for  safety  glass  they  hope  there  Is  going  to  be  a  sufficient 
demand  so  that  they  can  get  into  the  business  and  conduct  It 
successfully.  I  submit,  however,  that  we  have  not  gone  far 
enough  In  this  country  In  the  adoption  of  the  ultra-protectionist 
theory  of  tariff  ranking  to  warrant  the  granting  In  advance  of 
duties  prior  to  any  manufacturer  being  engaged  in  the  business. 
Tliat  Is  carrying  the  theory  of  i^otectlon,  it  seems  to  me,  to  the 
"  nth  "  degree. 

As  I  stated  before,  the  same  arguments  were  made  in  1922 
when  tliat  act  was  under  consideration.  They  daimed  that  if 
this  rate  of  6  c«jts  per  pound  on  synthetic  camphw  were 
granted  somebody  in  the  United  States  would  go  Into  the  busl- 
n««,  and  that  when  they  got  into  the  business  they  would  need 
this  rate.  Seven  years  have  gone  by  and  no  American  manu- 
facturer has  successfully  engaged  in  the  business.  They  made 
no  impression  on  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  Tliat 
committee  put  the  rate  on  synthetic  camphor  on  a  parity  with 
the  rate  on  unrefined,  natural  camphor,  namely,  at  1  c«it  a 
pound.  They  came  before  the  Finance  Conunittee  and  received 
a  much  mtM^e  cordial  reception  for  their  plea. 

In  every  respect,  excepting  for  medicinal  purposes,  synthetic 
camphor  and  crude  natural  camphor  are  interchangeably  used 
In  tlie  United  States.  As  I  stated  a  moment  ago,  it  Is  chiefly 
used  in  the  pyroxylin  plastics  industry.  I  believe  that  the 
House  rate  should  be  retained,  because  to  raise  the  duty  on 
synthetic  camphor  to  6  cents  per  pound  is  simply  to  increase  to 
consumers  in  the  United  States  the  cost  of  materials  into  which 
synthetic  camphor  goes  as  a  component  part. 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  Senate  should  grant  duties  on  the 
basis  of  giving  protection  in  advance  of  the  commencement  of 
production  by  any  Industry  In  the  United  States,  and  I  think 
particularly  It  should  not  do  so  when  It  finds  tliat  after  seven 
years  of  the  maintenance  of  a  e-cent  duty  no  manufacturer  in 
the  United  States  has  gone  Into  the  business,  and  particularly 
when  we  refiect  that  the  consumers  of  synthetic  camphor  have 
been  required  to  pay  a  duty  of  6  cents  a  pound  <«  that  product 
during  the  entire  life  of  the  act  of  1922. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  pre^ume  it  will  be  futile  to 
present  the  situation  in  regard  to  this  item,  bat  I  feel  it  my  duty 
to  do  so,  and  I  will  take  only  a  few  moments  of  the  Senate's 
time. 

Tlie  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  substantially  correct  in  his 
presentation  of  the  situation,  with  the  exception  of  his  repeated 
statement  that  this  duty  is  being  provided  in  expectation  of 
some  one  some  time  taking  advantage  of  it 

As  a  matter  of  fact  and  this  fact,  I  recall,  moved  the  Finance 
Committee  to  grant  a  continuation  of  ttiis  6-cent  rate,  there 
has  already  been  spent  a  half  million  dollars  In  a  plant  in  the 
State  of  New  Jersey — ^for  which  I  do  not  apologlxe — with  a 
manufacturing  capacity  of  120,000  pounds  of  synthetic  camphor 
per  month. 

I  think  the  Senator  was  entirely  correct  when  he  stated  that 
some  representations  were  made  in  1922  to  similar  effect,  and, 
as  he  has  indicated,  the  act  of  1922  carried  a  rate  of  6  cents, 
which  is  the  existing  law. 

However,  I  presume  that  the  concern  to  which  I  have  referred 
felt  that  the  6  cents  would  remain  in  the  law,  and  they  have 
therefore  made  this  investment  I  am  informed.  The  committee 
very  properly  gave  consideration  to  that  fact  with  its  prsctical 
assurance  that  syntnetic  cami^or  would  be  produced  In  the 
United  States  and  in  the  future  we  would  not  be  dependent 
upon  the  German  importations. 

I  might  say  to  the  Senattnr  from  Wisconsin  that  I  do  not  en* 
tlrely  agree  with  him  that  we  have  not  built  up  splendid  In- 
dustries in  this  country  through  allowing  a  rate  of  duty  which 
would  seem  to  be  proi)orti<mate  with  the  difference  between  the 
costs  of  production  at  home  and  abroad.  wh«i  asstirances  have 
been  given  that  American  enterprise,  backed  by  American  capi- 
tal,  would  make  the  effort  to  produce  needed  commodities,  par^ 
ticolarly  so,  I  think,  in  the  chemical  schedule. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  the  time  comes,  if  these  prom- 
Ises  are  not  made  good,  when  there  is  no  reason  for  the  protec> 
tion  to  be  continued,  but  my  best  information  is  that  the  ex- 
penditure has  been  nuide  for  $be  plant  to  produce  tliis  artidsb 
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and  It  is  Indicated  that  the  ezpenditnre  was  made  tor  that  sp4  - 
ciflc  parpoee. 

If  we  do  not  allow  this  protection,  it  Lb  obvioofl  that  tbi 
money  that  hai*  been  expended  in  preparing  tliia  i^ant  to  i 
great  extent,  I  assume,  will  be  money  wasted,  and  another  cwi  - 
modity  abaohitely  essential  in  modem  development  we  wt  1 
depend  on  Qermaoy  and  Japan  to  furnish  us. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  l^esldent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Assuming  everything  the  Senator  has  said  t ) 
be  beyond  dispute,  still  he  has  left  one  matter  uncovered,  t 
seems  to  me.  He  has  stated  that  if  we  do  not  allow  a  rate  of 
6  cents,  this  investment  will  fail,  and  we  will  have  no  mant- 
facture  of  this  commodity  in  the  United  States.  The  Senator 
may  have  the  information,  but  he  has  not  yet  given  to  th) 
S«iate  any  information  as  to  what  the  duty  should  be,  M*  wh  r 
it  should  be  6  cents.    That  is  very  important,  it  seems  to  me. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  agree  with  the  Senator.  It  is  very  importan , 
but,  to  be  perfectly  frank  about  it,  I  attempted  This  momin  ; 
to  give  a  similar  cMnparison  of  ranges  of  cost  of  productio  i 
here  and  abroad  as  to  another  article  that  I  thoui^t  should  b ; 
convincing,  but  it  did  not  seem  to  have  very  much  effect  oi 
the  Senate,  so  that  I  did  not  want  to  take  the  time  now  to  g> 
into  the  figures.  But  I  will  be  very  glad  to  do  so,  and  I  agres 
with  the  Senator  that  it  is  absolut^y  p«tineiit,  and  the  facts 
should  be  final,  in  my  Judgment. 

I  had  not  looked  into  the  matter  at  all  nntU  I  entered  th» 
Chamber  and  heard  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  discnasing  thi  s 
paragraph,  bat  as  near  as  I  can  secure  the  information  froii 
the  report  I  have  in  my  poaseasion  the  imports  of  crude  naturs  1 
camphor  in  1928  were  4^86,000  pounds,  valued  at  $1,638,000,  o  r 
37.8  cents  per  pound.  The  Imports  of  synthetic  cami^or  ii 
1928  were  24292,000  pounds,  valued  at  $822,000,  or  35.8  cents 
per  pound.    That  is  the  invoice  value  of  the  imported  campboi '. 

Mr.  NORBIS.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  wiU  permit  mo, 
he  still  has  not  covered  the  point  I  had  in  mind.  In  the  first 
place,  he  has  not  given  us  the  cost  of  production.  In  the  nea  t 
place,  while  ordinarily  the  amount  of  importations  and  the 
amounts  exported  are  very  material  to  consider  in  reaching  i 
ctmclusion  as  to  what  the  rate  should  be,  in  a  case  ot  this  kin  1 
where  there  is  no  manufacture  here,  such  computaticms  give  t  s 
no  lii^t. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  Senator  is  absolutely  correct,  but  it  is 
rather  dilBcult  to  ascertain  the  cost  of  a  product  that  is  n<t 
now  iMTOduced  here.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  Senate  reallf 
desires  to  have  the  facts  presented,  I  think  I  have  in  my  offl<  e 
some  estimated  costs  of  home  production,  and  If  the  Senatqr 
from  Wisconsin,  with  the  permission  of  the  Senator  from  U 
will  pass  over  this  item,  I  will  be  very  glad  to  later  bring  whijt 
information  I  have  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLBTTE.  Mr.  President,  so  far  as  I  am  concern 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  let  this  matter  go  over  so  that  t 
Senator  may  get  the  estimated  x^osts  of  domestic  producti 
from  his  olBce,  but  I  would  like  to  say  that  the  figures  wo 
not  be  Imiffesaive  and  would  not  wei^  greatly  with  me, 
view  of  the  fftct  that  this  duty  has  existed  since  1922,  and  do 
manufacture  has  gone  as  yet  into  the  business,  and  no  manu- 
facturer is  yet  ivoducing  this  camphor  in  the  United  States. 

The  Senator  says  there  is  a  concern  in  his  own  State  tlu  t 
wants  to  go  into  the  business,  and  it  has  furnished  him  wit  3 
estimated  coats.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Senate  of  the  Unite  1 
States  ahould  view  this  situation  from  our  past  experience.  I  d 
1922  the  same  protestations  were  made  to  the  Finance  Ck>mmi  - 
tee.  We  imposed  a  duty  of  6  cents  a  pound  on  every  pound  <  f 
synthetic  cami^or  imported  into  the  United  States,  and  tiut 
has  been  in  effect  for  seven  years,  on  the  theory  that  sone 
American  concern  would  take  up  the  producti<m. 

Mr.  BDOa.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLBTTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGB.  I  do  not  want  to  introduce  a  very  controversit  il 
subject,  but  I  would  like  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Senat(r 
from  Wisconsin  to  the  fact  that  we  did  the  same  thing  la 
regard  to  manganese.  We  continued  the  duty  from  1922  to  tl  e 
present  time,  under  the  representations  that  we  were  to  ha^e 
manganese  produced  in  this  country.  In  the  last  few  yeais 
the  production  of  high  quality  manganese  has  become  less  ard 
less,  so  that  the  committee,  as  is  well  known,  recommended  thtt 
that  product  go  back  on  the  free  list.  If  the  same  rule  an 
noonced  by  the  Senator  is  to  be  applied  to  all  commodities.  It 
win  be  rather  interesting  to  watdi  the  attitude  of  Senators. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLBTTE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Wii- 
consin  will  attempt  to  justify  his  viewpoint  on  rates  as  they 
cOBte  opv  and  will  be  ready  to  stand  on  the  record  he  is  ab  e 
to  make,  and  the  argument  he  is  able  to  present  If  the  quer 
tion  of  e<»8i8tenc7  is  to  be  raised  here,  I  am  perfectly  willir  g 
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to  have  it  apply  to  me  as  well  as  to  every  other  Senator  In  this 
body. 

Nevertheless,  the  question  of  what  the  committee  did  with 
manganese,  or  with  some  other  thing,  has  nothing  to  do  with 
this  situation.  The  facts  are  plain,  and  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  has  to  decide  whether  it  is  going  to  commit  the 
folly  in  1929  that  it  committed  in  1922. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  think  we  ought  to  grant  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment being  passed  over?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  amend- 
mAQf  will  be  tifiss^^  ovor. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  if  this  del>ate  should  be 
cited  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  as  having  been  re- 
peated, I  wish  the  Record  to  show  that  this  matter  went  over 
on  the  request  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance 
and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  a  member  of  the  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  report  the  next 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  23,  line  25,  before  the 
words  "  per  gallon,"  to  strike  out  "  10  cents "  and  insert  "  8 
cents,"  and  on  page  24,  line  1,  before  the  words  "per  gallon," 
to  strike  out  '*  14  cents  "  and  Insert  "  12  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

PAa.  58.  (Mis,  aninul  and  flsb :  Cod,  berriog,  and  menhaden,  5  cents 
per  gaUon  ;  whale  and  seal,  6  cents  per  gallon  ;  sperm,  crude,  6  cents  per 
gallon ;  sperm,  refined  or  otherwise  processed,  12  cents  per  gallon  ;  sper- 
maceti wax,  6  cents  per  pound ;  wool  grease  containing  more  than  2 
per  cent  of  free  fatty  adds,  1  cent  per  pound ;  containing  2  per  cent  or 
leas  of  free  fatty  acids  and  not  suitable  for  medicinal  use,  2  cents  per 
pound ;  suitable  for  medicinal  use,  including  adeps  lane,  bydrous  or 
anbydrons,  3  cents  per  pound ;  all  otber  animal  and  fl.^h  oils,  fats,  and 
greases,  not  specially  provided  for,  20  per  cent  ad  ralorem. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  have  offered  a  substitute  for 
this  paragraph,  increasing  practically  all  the  rates  covered  by 
the  paragraph.  There  are  only  two  committee  amendments, 
but  I  would  like  to  have  them  dealt  with  when  the  substitute 
can  be  considered.  As  I  understand  It,  a  substitute  for  tlie 
paragraph  will  not  be  In  order  until  committee  amendments 
shall  have  been  disposed  of.  If  there  should  be  any  agreement 
that  when  the  committee  amendment  to  a  schedule  is  disposed 
of  then  individual  amendments  can  be  propr)sed,  I  would  be 
perfectly  willing  to  take  the  paragraph  up  at  that  time  in  con- 
nection with  the  consideration  of  tiie  committee  amendments. 

In  the  interest  of  the  saving  of  time,  and  also  because  I  am 
not  prepared  to-day  to  take  up  these  particular  items  myself,  I 
ask  that  this  paragraph  may  be  i)as.^d  over,  and  that  the 
amendments  of  the  committee  be  considered  when  other  amend- 
ments are  disposed  of. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Before  that  is  done,  Mr.  President,  may  I 
Inquire  whether  this  paragraph  covers  cod-liver  oil? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Cod-liver  oil  is  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Sen- 
ator from  Washington  if  he  includes  the  subject  matter  dealt 
with  in  paragraph  54?    The  Item.s  are  somewhat  alike. 

Mr.  JONES.  No;  my  request  simply  deals  with  paragraph 
53.  I  have  offered  a  substitute  in  the  interest  of  the  tishing 
industry  and  agriculture. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
•    Mr.  JONES.     I  yield, 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  was  about  to  answer  the  query  of  the 
Senator  from  Michigan.  It  happens  that  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Thokas]  has  a  substitute  for  paragraph  54,  exactly 
as  the  Senator  from  Washington  has  one  for  paratrraph  53. 
It  would  seem  a  work  of  supererogation  to  go  into  the  particular 
rates  that  are  set  forth  in  these  paragraphs  before  the  con- 
sideration of  the  substitute,  I  should  imagine. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  California  is  correct.  I  do 
not  want  to  take  the  paragraph  up  and  then  take  one  or  two 
items  out  of  the  paragraph  which  nuiy  have  a  t)earlng  upon 
the  amendments  to  be  offered  by  other  Senators. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Let  me  suggest  to  the  .Senator  from  Utah 
that  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jones]  has  a  substi- 
tute for  the  entire  paragraph  53.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Thomas]  has  a  substitute  for  the  entire  paragraph  54.  Under 
those  circumstances  what  is  the  better  mode  of  procedure? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  I  could  get  the  unanimous  consent  of  this 
body  to  do  so  I  would  ask  that  we  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  the  substitute  for  the  whole  paragraph,  but  that  has  been 
denied  us  in  the  past 

Mr.  HARRISON.     It  lias  not  been  denied  In  that  particular. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     No;  I  do  not  so  understand  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  asked  unanimous  consent  first  that  we  pro- 
ceed with  the  consideration  of  Ute  bill  and  that  committee 
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amendments  be  considered  first,  and  that  each  paragraph  as 
we  conduded  the  committee  amendments  should  be  opened  as 
we  proceeded  with  the  bill  to  individual  amendments ;  but  that 
was  refused. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Let  us  see  what  the  situation  is.  It  la  a 
situation  that  strikes  me  as  being  rather  absurd.  Here  1«  a 
specific  Item  In  section  54  In  which  I  am  interested,  in  which 
I  think  that  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagwxe],  who 
is  on  his  feet  is  very  much  Interested 
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Mr.  WAGNER.  Yes ;  I  want  to  have  an  (^portunity  to  oRer 
an  amendment  to  the  paragraph. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Yes;  and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
GoLDSBOBotTOH],  who  is  abscut  at  the  moment,  has  an  amend- 
ment pending  regarding  a  specific  Item,  too,  and  the  Senate 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas]  has  a  substitute  for  the  entire  para- 
graph. How  infinitely  better  It  would  be  to  take  tip  the  sub- 
stitute and  determine  what  we  are  going  to  do  with  It  because 
if  it  be  adopted  It  wonW  dispose  of  the  whole  subject  matter, 
rather  than  take  up  a  sbi^e  rate  and  th«i  another  single  rate 
and  then  take  up  the  substitute  subsequently. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  There  is  a  lot  of  difference  between  the 
request  formerly  made  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  and  tills 
request. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  just  going  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
California  that  to-morrow  morning,  when  these  two  paragraphs 
are  brought  up.  I  shall  ask  unanimous  ctmsent  that  we  perfect 
the  two  paragraphs,  not  confining  ourselves  to  the  committee 
amendments  alone  but  that  any  substitute  which  Is  (rffered  for 
the  paragraph  may  be  considered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  think  that  Is  the  reasonable  course  to 
pursue. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President  I  may  say  that  I 
have  substitutes  for  paragraphs  54,  65,  67,  and  68  which  are  all 
on  the  same  subject  I  would  like  to  have  them  considered  at 
the  same  time. 

Mr.  SHEPPABD.  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  as  to  paragraph  66? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  I  think  I  have  no  amendment  to 
paragraph  56. 

Mr.  8HEPPARD.  It  seems  to  me  that  paragraph  also  deals 
with  the  same  general  subject  Paragraphs  53  to  68  deal  with 
the  subject  of  fau  and  oils.  It  appears  to  me  the  logical  course 
to  pursue  is  to  make  the  same  disposition  of  all  of  them. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  hope  that  the  Senator  from  California  will  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  each  para- 
graph, taking  one  at  a  time,  and  treating  It  not  only  for  amend- 
ments before  us  but  for  any  amendment  which  may  be  offered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  May  the  Chair  suggest  that  the 
matter  go  over  until  to-morrow,  and  that  in  the  meantime  S«ia- 
tors  interested  get  together  with  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
and  see  if  they  can  not  agree  upon  the  procedure. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  before  that  is 
done  may  I  suggest  that  the  various  subsUtutes  be  printed  in  the 
Rboobo,  so  that  Members  of  the  Senate  will  have  a  chance  to  see 
what  the  substitutes  are  that  are  to  be  considered  to-monow 
morning?  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Washington  has  a 
substitute  for  paragraph  63  and  that  the  Senator  from  Idaho  has 
substitutes  for  paragraph  64  and  several  other  paragraphs.  This 
means  that  we  are  going  to  have  new  paragraphs  to  consider  in 
Uie  nature  of  substitutes ;  so  let  us  have  them  aU  iHlnted  in  the 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  think  they  have  all  been  printed. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  I  think  that  my  amendments,  except 
one  substitute,  have  been  printed  and  that  one  is  being  printed 
to-day.  "^ 

Mr,  WAGNER.  Mr.  President  before  I  give  my  consent  to 
that  procedure  I  want  to  know  my  parliamentary  situation. 
1  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  to  paragraph  64,  so  as  to  fur- 
ther reduce  the  duty  on  oUve  oO.  WIU  I  be  in  a  position  to 
offer  that  aouodment  under  the  proposed  imanimoas-consent 
agreement? 

The  VICE  PRBSIDBNT.  Tlie  Chair  win  announce  that  if  the 
unanimous-consent  agtvement  is  made,  and  a  sobstttnte  is 
offered  to  strike  out  and  insert  the  amendment  and  the  sob- 
stitute  would  be  aepurate  questions  and  each  would  he  open  to 

amendment 

Mr.  WAQKVSL  I  object  to  the  nnanlmoas  consent  at  this 
tim^  imttl  I  see  further  about  the  paxiiamentUTT  situation. 

The  YICB  PBESmiNT.  A  substitute  would  be  the  last  en 
whldi  the  vote  woidd  be  taken,  awuni/ii^tff  neifeettnc  the 
text  would  be  considered  flrot 


Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President  I  aA  now  that  we  turn  to  puim- 
graph  91,  imge  2a,  and  consider  the  amendment  In  line  9GL 
Mr.  WAGNER.     I  object 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  To  whft  Is  the  Senator  ohjectlacT  TtMie^te 
nothing  before  us  yet.  «ycv»*-i»i    M.nmmm 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  tke  Senator  knows  what  he  Is 
objecting  to. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Oh,  yes;  I  know  what  I  am  objecting  to 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    There  is  nothing  asked  as  yet 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Hie  request  was  made  that  paragmirii  M 
go  over  until  to-morrow  for  consideration,  I  understand 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  asking  that  we  turn  to  page  2^  pum* 
graph  61,  and  consider  the  amendment  there  In  line  20  which 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  oU  or  any  of  the  items  men- 
tioned here  by  any  other  Senate. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  asking  for  the  reguUr  order,  and  under 
the  regular  order  the  next  paragraph  for  consideration  is  Dam- 
graph  54.  "^ 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    No ;  the  next  paragraph  would  he  S3. 

Mr.  WAGNEB.  I  understand  that  we  had  dinosed  of  para- 
graph 53.  ^^ 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Mr.  President  a  parliamenUry  inquiry. 
The   VICE   PRBSIDBNT.     The   Senator   from   Texas   will 
state  it 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Was  not  unanimous  consent  granted  to 
allow  paragraph  63  to  go  over  with  the  understan^ng  that  a 
substitute  for  it  would  be  offered? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     That  was  not  agreed  to.     While 
that  question  was  pending  the  other  question  came  up  and  no 
action  was  taken  on  it    So  the  pending  matter  la  the  question 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Califiuiiia  (Mr.  JoHMsoir]. 
kJ^:  ^<^N^S.    Mr.  President,  my  request  was  that  paragraph 
63,  with  the  two  amendments  thereto,  should  go  over  until  indl> 
vldual  amendmenta  are  in  order.    I  supposed  that  was  all  that 
would  probably  be  agreed  ta    I  have  understood  all  the  time 
that  a  substitute  could  not  be  offered  imtU  all  the  committee 
amendments  have  been  disposed  of.    Therefore.  I  have  not  pi»- 
pared  my  substitute  as  I  should  like  to  have  the  opportunity  to 
do.    I  could  be  ready  with  it  Monday  morning  so  far  as  that  la 
concerned.    My  requeat  was  that  paragraph  63  should  go  over 
until  all  of  the  committee  amendments  are  disposed  of  ezcepi 
the  two  in  that  particular  paragraph. 
Mr.  WAGNER.    To  which  I  made  no  objection. 
Mr.  JOHNSON.    Do  Senators  want  to  leave  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  with  his  substitute  in  s  different  situation  from  the  Sen- 
ator from  Washington  with  his  substitute?    Both  refer  to  oils. 
Mr.  WAGNER.    I  have  no  idea  what  the  proposed  substitute 
of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  may  be.    I  understood  him  to  say  that 
It  oovned  not  only  paragraph  64  but  was  a  con^irebensive  sub- 
stitute which  covered  a  number  of  other  paragraphs  relating  to 
oiL     It  was  under  those  drcumstances,  not  having  sufficient 
knowledge  of  the  nature  of  his  substitute,  that  I  asked  for  the 
regular  order.    Perhaps  between  now  and  to-morrow,  if  I  muj 
see  the  proposed  substitute  or  have  it  explained  to  me,  I  may 
assent  to  the  new  {nocedure 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    I  suggest  that  the  course  of  the  substitute 
of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  be  that  accorded  to  the  amendmenta 
of  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jovns],  ^tmj  that  they 
both  go  over  imtil  to-morrow. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 
Mr.  WAGNER.    That  Is,  the  consideration  of  the  paragraphs 
shall  go  over  until  to-morrow? 
Mr.  JOEINSON.    Yes. 
Mr.  WAGNER.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  it  la  so  ordered. 
Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Tbomas]  whether  the  amendments  which  he  has  te 
a  number  of  paragraphs  are  to  be  embraced  in  one  substitute. 
or  whethor  be  has  a  substitute  for  each  of  the  paragraphs  which 
he  desires  to  amend? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.    I  may  state  that  the  substitutes 
are  tor  the  different  paragraphs  aeparatelj. 
Mr.  KING.    They  are  not  combined  Into  one? 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.    Na 

Mr.  WAQmSSL    1  understand  we  are  going  to  see  the  pi». 
posed  substitutes  to-morrow? 

The  YICB  P&BSIDBNT.  Without  objection,  the  pangraphs 
will  go  over  imtil  to-morrow.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
asks  that  the  various  amendmenta  and  amendmenta  in  the 
nature  of  substitutes  be  printed  in  the  Bjbooud.  Is  there  ob- 
jection to  that  request?  The  Otaair  hears  none,  and  the  amend- 
asents  in  the  nature  of  substitntes  or  otherwlie  will  be  printed 
in  the  BMorsm 
Mr.  JONS8.  I  now  submit  my  sufcstttnts  tor  puragraph  63. 
The  YIGB  PBBSmBNT.    It,  tso,  wfll  be  printed  in  the 
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amcfidmenta  be  considered  first,  and  that  each  paragraph  as 
we  conduded  the  committee  amendmcDts  should  be  opened  aa 
we  proceeded  with  the  bill  to  Indlrldnal  amendments ;  but  that 
was  refused. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Let  us  see  what  the  situation  to.  It  Is  a 
situation  that  strikes  me  as  being  rather  absurd.  Here  I9  a 
specific  Item  In  section  54  In  which  I  am  Interested,  in  which 
I  think  that  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Waqio*],  who 
is  on  his  feet.  Is  very  much  Interested 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Yes ;  I  want  to  have  an  opportunity  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  paragraph. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Yes;  and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
OoLDSBOBOimH],  who  Is  absent  at  the  moment,  has  an  amend- 
ment pending  regarding  a  specific  Item,  too,  and  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  (Mr.  Thomas]  has  a  substitute  for  the  entire  para- 
graph. How  Infinitely  better  It  would  be  to  take  up  the  sub- 
stitute and  determine  what  we  are  going  to  do  with  It,  because 
if  It  be  adopted  It  would  dispose  of  the  whole  subject  matter, 
ntfaer  than  take  up  a  single  rate  and  then  another  single  rate 
and  then  take  up  the  substitute  snbsequentiy. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  There  is  a  lot  of  difference  between  the 
rsquest  formerly  made  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  and  this 
request 

-,  ^';-  8MOOT.  I  was  jost  going  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
California  that  to-morrow  morning,  when  these  two  paragraphs 
are  broiig:ht  up.  I  shall  ask  unanimous  consent  that  we  perfect 
the  two  paragraphs,  not  confining  ouraelres  to  the  committee 
amendments  alone  but  that  any  substitute  which  is  offered  for 
the  paragraph  may  be  considered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  think  that  is  the  reasonable  course  to 
pursue. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  I  may  say  that  I 
have  substitutes  for  paragraphs  54,  55,  67,  and  58  which  are  all 
on  the  same  subject  I  would  like  to  have  th«n  considered  at 
the  same  time. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  as  to  paragraph  6«? 

»lr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  I  think  I  hare  no  amendment  to 
paragraph  56. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  seems  to  me  that  paragraph  also  deals 
with  the  same  general  subject  Paragraphs  53  to  68  deal  with 
the  subject  of  fats  and  ells.  It  appears  to  me  the  logical  course 
to  pursue  is  to  make  the  same  disptisltion  of  all  of  them. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  California 
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Mr.  SMOOT.    Ifr.  PresldeDt,  I  aA  now  that  we  turn  to  para- 
graph <ll,  page  28,  and  eoaslder  the  amendment  la  Una  9Ql 
Mr.  WAONBR.    I  obtJecL  ^^  m  tuw  jw. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    TO  whftt  la  the  Senator  obJectlagT    Tben  ia 
nothing  before  OS  yet.  j   ^*««t    xuwe  v 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  tiilnk  the  Senator  knows  what  be  is 


objecting  to. 
Mr.  WAGNER. 
Mr.  JOHNSON. 
Mr.  WAGNER. 


Oh.  yes;  I  know  what  I  am  objecting  to. 
There  is  nothing  asked  aa  yet 
Hie  reQuest  was  made  that  paragrairii  M 
go  over  until  to-morrow  for  cofislderation,  I  understand 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  asking  that  we  turn  to  page  20^  para- 
graph 61,  and  consider  the  amendment  there  in  line  20,  which 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  oil  or  any  of  the  items  mea- 
tioned  here  by  any  other  Swiator. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  am  asking  for  the  regular  order,  and  under 
the  regular  order  the  next  paragraph  for  consideration  is  para* 
graph  54.  "^ 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    No ;  the  next  paragraph  would  he  sa. 
Mr.  WAGNER.    I  understand  that  we  had  dlAXMsed  of  Daia- 
graph  53.  ^^ 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Mr.  President  a  parllamenUry  inquiry. 
The   VICE   PRESIDENT.     The   Senator   from   Texas   will 
state  it 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Was  not  unanimous  consent  granted  to 
allow  paragraph  63  to  go  over  with  the  understamUnc  that  a 
substitute  for  it  would  be  offered? 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  was  not  agreed  to.  Whlla 
that  question  was  pending  the  other  question  came  up  and  no 
action  was  taken  on  it  So  the  pending  metier  is  the  question 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  JoHasoir]. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  my  request  was  that  paragraph 
53,  with  the  two  amendments  thereto,  should  go  orer  until  iadi- 
vldual  amendments  are  in  order.  I  supposed  that  was  all  that 
would  probably  be  agreed  ta  I  have  understood  all  the  time 
that  a  substitute  could  not  be  offered  until  all  the  oommittsa 
amradments  have  been  disposed  of.  Therefoce,  I  have  not  pr». 
pared  my  substitute  as  I  should  like  to  have  the  opportunity  to 
do.  I  could  be  ready  with  it  Monday  morning  so  far  as  that  is 
concerned.  My  request  was  that  paragraph  53  should  go  over 
until  all  of  the  committee  amendments  axe  disposed  of  except 
the  two  in  that  particular  paragraph. 

Mr.  WAGNER    To  which  I  made  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Do  Senators  want  to  leave  the  Smator  from 
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Tke  amcndniMitt  referred  to  are  as  foUowa: 

AmeadMnt  iateaded  to  b«  propoMd  by  Mr.  Joma  to  tte  MU  (B  R. 
M8T)  to  provide  rerenae,  to  regnlate  cemoMree  wiU  tonigm  eooat  1m, 
to  «Beo«nae  tbe  tatdiiatrlM  of  th»  Unitod  Stoto*.  to  protoet  Aacf  cms 
labor,  and  for  other  porpoeee.  tIs  :  On  pegce  18-24  atrlke  oat  al  of 
perecia^  M  aad  Insert  the  foUowtog : 

"  PAk.  53.  Oil*,  eolmal  uid  flab :  Cod.  herrtac.  and  mentaadea,  2  e  nta 
per  pooEBd;  whale,  2^  oeato  per  poand;  seal.  2^  ccato  per  pod  nd; 
apum,  emde,  Hk  cento  per  poond ;  epera.  reflned  or  otherwise  procei  led, 
4iV  esatt  per  poand ;  cod,  S  cento  per  poand ;  cod  Urcr,  5 A  cento  per 
poand ;  speraacetl  wax,  0  cento  per  pound ;  wool  ipreaae  contoli  Inc 
■ece  than  2  per  cent  of  totty  acids,  1  cent  per  pooad;  wool  gnase 
coatointog  2  per  cent  or  leas  of  fatty  adds  aad  not  saltable  for 
■edicinsi  use.  inclodtog  adepe  lan«,  hydroos  or  aahydroas,  S  onto 
per  pound :  Provi4ed.  That  the  rate  of  daty  on  all  of  the  foregoing  ills 
aad  toto  shall  to  no  case  be  less  than  45  per  cent  ad  Taloren :  all  o\  ber 
^-^aaltoal  and  flah  oils,  fhts,  aad  greases  not  specially  proTlded  for,  46  per 
eenf  ad  Talorem." 

AmeadBcat  totended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  OouMnoaovoH  to  the  t>in 
(H.  B.  206T)  to  proTlde  rerenae,  to  regulate  commerce  with  tan  tgn 
eoontries,  to  encourage  the  laduatrles  of  the  United  Btotes,  to  pro  ect 
American  tobor,  aad  for  other  porpoaes,  Tto : 

Pab.  04.  On  page  24.  line  14,  strihe  oat  "TMi  cento*'  and  iniert 
"10%  c«ito "  to  lieu  thereof. 

Ameadaieat  totended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Johksov  to  the  bill 
<H.  R.  2687)  to  proTlde  rerenae,  to  regulato  commerce  with  fonign 
countries,  to  encourage  the  todustrlcs  of  the  United  Btotes,  to  pro  ect 
American  labor,  and  for  other  purposes,  Thi: 

Paragraph  M,  on  page  24.  line  14,  strike  oat  "TH"  and  inserl  In 
Itsa  thereof  "  8%." 

AmendiMet  totended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Waohbb  to  the  Mil 
(H.  B.  2867)  to  proTide  rerenae,  to  regulate  commerce  with  for«lgn 
eoontrleo.  to  encoorage  the  industries  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
protect  American  labor,  and  for  other  purposes.  tIs: 

la  paragraph  54,  on  page  24,  Una  14,  strike  oat  the  flgares  "  7%,"  as 
proponed  by  the  rinanee  Oommlttee,  and  instft  the  flgare  "  6."  i  ind 
la  Une  18,  before  the  word  "  cento,"  where  it  occurs  the  first  ti  ne. 
strike  oat  "  6%  "  and  insert  "  4." 

AaMadment  totended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Thomas  of  Idaho  to 
H.  R.  2667 ;  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  prtoted.  Septen  lier 
W  (calendar  day.  October  2S),  1»28. 

On  page  24,  strike  out  lines  10  to  18,  ineluslre,  and  Insert  la  lea 
thereof  the  following: 

"Pax.  84.  (a)  Oils.  v^etoMe: 

**<1)  Castor,  5  ceato  per  poand;  hempseed,  4H  cento  per  pouitd; 
poppy  seed,  8A  cento  per  pound ;  rapeseed,  SA  ceato  per  pound ;  pt  tm, 
8A  ceato  per  poand ;  perilla,  4A  cents  per  pound ;  sweet  almond,  i^ 
esnto  per  poaad ;  toag,  5VV  oeato  per  pound. 

**(2)  OUve,  readered  unfit  for  use  as  food  or  f6r  any  hat  mechaa  cal 
Off  maaatoctartag  parpoaes.  by  sndi  meaas  as  shall  be  satisfactory  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  under  regain tloas  to  be  preecri  Md 
by  him,  1%  cento  per  pound,  except  that  in  the  ease  of  solphured  or 
fbats,  the  daty  riiall  be  8A  cento  per  pound ;  olive  not  so  rend4  red 
oait,  weighing  with  the  Imoiedlate  container  less  than  40  pounds,  10 
cents  per  pound  on  contents  and  contatoers ;  oUTe,  not  spectolly  i  tro- 
Tided  fbr.  9  ceats  per  poond. 

"(8)  None  of  the  foregoing  shall  be  snbjeet  to  a  less  rato  of  duty 
Oaa  48  per  cent  ad  Talment. 

"(4)  Linseed  or  flaxseed,  and  combinations  and  mixtoies  In  elilef 
▼aloe  of  such  oil,  4H  cento  per  pound,  bat  not  less  than  55  per  <Bnt 
a6  Talorem. 

"(5)  All  other  expressed  or  extracted  oils,  aot  specially  provided  ar, 
45  per  cent  ad  Talorem. 

''(b)  Vegetable  tallow,  3^  cento  per  poand,  bat  not  less  than  45 
par  ceat  ad  valocem." 

Oa  page  264,  Uaea  20  and  21,  strike  oat  the  comma  following  the 
ward  **  eroton  "  and  the  words  **  palm,  perOla,  and  sweet  almond." 

On  page  278,  strike  oat  line  1. 

Amaodment  totonded  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Thoiias  of  Idaho  to  the 
bill  (II.  B.  2667)  to  provide  revenne,  to  regulate  comsaerce  with  fonign 
eaantrtea,  to  eaoourage  the  todustries  of  the  United  States,  to  project 
American  labor,  and  for  other  purposes,  vto:  Oa  page  24,  strike  »at 
Unes  20  to  24,  Inclusive,  and  insert  In  Uea  thereof  the  foUowtog : 

**  Pab.  55.  Coconut  oil.  SA  cento  per  pound ;  cottonseed  oil.  3A  c«  nto 
per  pooad;  peaaat  oU,  8^  cento  per  pound;  palm  kernel  oil,  3A  oeato 
per  pound ;  sesame  oil.  5A  cento  per  poand ;  and  soybean  oil.  2A  ct  nto 
per  pound :  Provided,  That  noae  of  the  foregoing  shall  be  subject  t »  a 
isas  rato  of  doty  thaa  48  per  cent  ad  valoreai." 

Amendment  Intonded  to  be  iwopsosd  by  Mr.  Thomas  of  Idaho  to  the 
bdl  (R.  B.  2067)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regulate  eomaieroe  with  fon  Ign 
esontrtas.  to  eaeourags  the  todustries  of  the  United  States,  to  proi  ect 
American  labor,  aad  for  other  parposes.  via :  Oa  page  25,  strike  tot 
Unes  8  to  13,  inciuslTe.  and  tosert  to  lieu  thereof  the  following ; 

"  Paa  ST.  Hydroffeaated  or  hardened  oils  aad  toto.  aad  other  i  ills 
fato  Ae  eomposttloa  aad  ptoparties  of  which  have  bean  changed  by 
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vnlcanlstog,  oxidizing,  chlortoattog.  nitrating,  or  any  other  chemical 
process,  and  not  spectolly  provided  for,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Amendment  totended  to  be  propoaed  by  Mr.  Thomas  of  Idaho  to  the 
bill  (H.  B.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign 
countries,  to  encourage  the  todustries  of  the  United  Stotes,  to  protect 
American  labor,  and  for  other  purposes,  vis : 

Paragraph  58,  on  page  25,  line  18  (dealing  with  the  rate  on  certato 
combinations  and  mtotures  of  animal,  vegetoble,  or  mioeral  oils),  strike 
out  "  26  "  and  insert  "  45." 

Mr.  HARBISON.  Mr.  President,  has  tbe  Senator  from  Idaho 
offered  his  subetltntes  yetV 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  stated 
that  be  had  c^ered  his  substitutes  and  that  they  had  all  been 
isrinted  except  one.  The  snbstitntes  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  have  been  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Reoobd. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  The  amendments  which  I  Intro- 
daced  to  paragraphs  54,  C>5,  57,  and  58,  are  lying  on  the  table. 
I  ask  ttiat  tlic-y  be  printed  in  tbe  Rscoao. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  has  just  announced  that 
they  wou'd  be  printed  in  the  Rboobix 

Mr.  WAGNER  Mr.  President,  if  I  may  clear  up  the  parlia- 
mentary situation,  the  mere  fact  that  these  amendments  were 
offered  is  not  to  change  the  procedure  under  which  we  are  going 
forward  now?  Permission  has  not  yet  been  given,  I  understand, 
to  the  Senator  from  Idaho  to  offer  his  amendment  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  paragraph  54.  That  matter  is  still  left  op«i,  as  I 
understand  it,  until  to-morrow  morning. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is.  The  offering  of  the  amend- 
ments and  having  them  printed  in  the  Rbcobo  does  not  change 
their  status. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Following  the  oil  paragraptis,  the  next  amend- 
ment to  be  considered  will  be  found  on  page  26,  in  Une  20.  I 
hope  we  can  proceed  with  it 

Mr.  KING.  Wtmt  disposition  was  made  of  the  amendment  on 
page  24  relating  to  eucalyptus  oil.  which  is  transferred  to  the 
free  list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  objection  to  it. 
I  thought  from  expressions  to-day  that  it  was  desired  that  the 
oils  be  considered  at  the  same  time,  and  therefore  I  suggested 
that  we  turn  to  page  26,  paragrai^  61,  perfumes. 

Mr.  KING.  Inviting  attention  to  the  word  "vanillin."  the 
Senator  has  transferred  that  item  to  the  American  valuation, 
and  I  supposed  it  would  be  considered  when  we  took  up  para- 
graps  27  and  28. 

Mr.  SM(X)T.  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  objection  to  the 
amendment  to  paragraph  59.  That  is  one  item  that  goes  to  the 
free  list 

Mr.  KING.  Oh,  no;  I  hare  no  objection  to  ttiat  I  thought 
the  Senator  was  speaking  of  "  vaniUin." 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  I  am  speaking  now  of  eucalyptus  oil. 

Mr.  KING.    I  hope  that  amendment  will  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  objection  to  It 
Let  us  agree  to  it    It  carries  eucalyptus  oil  to  the  free  list. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Let  the  amendment  be  stated. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  on  page  25,  line  24. 

The  Chiit  Clebk.  In  paragraph  59,  page  26,  oils,  distilled  or 
essential,  the  committee  proposes,  in  line  26,  to  strike  out 
"  eucalyptus." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chid-  Clekk.  On  page  26,  line  20,  after  the  word  "  ter- 
plnetd,"  strike  out  "  vanillin,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Pab.  61.  Perfume  materials :  Ambergris,  castoreum,  civet,  and  musk 
gratoed  or  to  pods.  20  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  anetbol,  citral,  geranlol. 
heliotropin.  ionone,  rbodinol,  safrol.  terpineol.  and  all  natural  or  ayn- 
thetlc  odoriferous  or  aromatic  chemicals,  all  the  foregoing  not  mixed 
and  not  compounded  and  not  specially  provided  for,  45  per  cent  ad 
valorem ;  all  mixtures  or  combinations  contaiaing  essential  or  distilled 
oils,  or  natural  or  synthetic  odorlferoos  or  aromatic  subataoces,  40  cents 
per  pound  and  SO  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTTE.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  know  why  the 
committee  has  transferred  Tanillin  from  paragraph  61  to  para- 
graph 28. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  reason  why 
it  is  transferred  from  this  paragraph  to  paragraph  28  is  that 
it  falls  in  the  American  valuation.  I  think  perhaps  we  had 
better  pass  over  the  amendment  to-night  if  there  is  any  qne»- 
tion  as  to  the  transfer. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  Presldrait,  I  certainly  would  like 
to  raise  some  question  about  it  It  transfers  the  ralualion  of 
Tanillin  to  the  American  selling-price  basis.  According  to  the 
tBble  which  the  Tariff  Commission  furnished  the  Finance  Com- 
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mlttee,  the  Imports  of  vanOlln  in  1927  were  only  1  per  cent 
of  the  domestic  production  for  that  year,  and  the  New  York 
q;K)t-market  price  for  vanillin  has  been  going  op.  It  averaged 
laOO  a  pound  In  1923,  and  in  1928  $7.43  a  pound.  It  would 
aeem  to  me  that  with  negligible  imports— less  than  1  per  cent 
in  1927  of  the  domestic  productlon-^nd  with  the  marked  en- 
hancement in  price  of  the  domestic  product,  it  certainly  would 
not  be  necessary  to  give  vanillin  an  increased  advantage  by 
patting  it  under  American  valuati<m. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wleeonaln 
yirid  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  question  of  rates  on  vanillin  wUl  be  taken 
up  when  we  consider  paragraph  28.  The  only  reason  why  the 
committee  transferred  vanillin  from  paragraph  61  to  paragrai^ 
28  is  that  it  is  a  coal-tar  product,  and  Is  about  the  only  coal- 
tar  product  in  the  whole  bill  that  did  not  fall  In  paragraph  28. 

As  to  the  rate  of  duty,  that  is  another  matter.  When  we 
take  up  the  question  of  American  valuation  under  the  eectlons 
to  which  that  valuation  applies  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  have 
the  Senator  make  any  statement  he  desires  as  to  the  mte 
under  the  American  valuation  and  suggest  what  he  thinka  the 
rate  ought  to  be.  —— » 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTB.  Mr.  President,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand why  the  committee  put  vanillin  in  paragraph  28  In  view 
of  the  fact  I  have  Just  stated  that  the  imports  are  negligible 
and  the  domestic  price  of  the  commodity  is  increasing. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  is  perfectly  correct  in  that;  but 
I  say  the  transfer  ought  to  be  made  because  vanillin  is  a  coal- 
??.^u^^"*^*"  *^^  paragraph  28  covers  all  coal-tar  prt)duct« 
with  the  exception  of  vanillin,  which  is  found  in  paragraph  BL 
°^*^**  adoption  of  American  valuation  will  increase  the 
rate,  but  when  the  time  comes  to  consider  Aat  I  shall  be  glad 
to  have  the  Senator  discuss  that  question.  I  believe,  however, 
that  vanillin  should  be  placed  in  the  paragraph  with  other 
coal-ter  products.  As  I  have  said,  it  Is  the  only  one  now 
which  does  not  fall  under  that  paragraph 

Mr    LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  Senator  to 

K*-Zf  ?™««J™«>t  be  passed  over  until  we  may  discuss  the 
subject  fully.  I  understand  he  does  not  wish  to  debate  it  now, 
and  I  am  not  wiUing  to  have  the  proposed  action  taken  until 
we  are  In  possession  of  further  information. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
Is  passed  over.    The  SecreUry  wlU  report  the  next  amraidment 

The  LmsLAnvi!  Cubk.  In  paragraph  62,  on  page  27,  Une  16, 
after  the  words  "  bath  salts,"  the  committee  proposes  to  strike 
out  whether  or  not  having  medicinal  properUes.  25  per 
cent  ad  valorem  "  and  Insert  "  if  not  perfumed,  26  per  cent  ad 
valorem ;  If  perfumed  (whether  or  not  having  medicinal  proper- 
ties), 7B  per  cent  ad  valorem,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph 
read : 

Fam.  62.  Perfamery.  Indadlng  cologne  uid  other  toilet  watert,  articlet 
of  perfmnery.  whether  in  aacheta  or  otherwise,  and  all  preparaUona 
used  a»  applications  to  the  hair,  mouth,  teeth,  or  akin,  aach  at  coaoNtlcL 
dentilrlces.  tooth  aoapa.  paatea,  theatrical  greaae  palnta,  pomades,  pow- 
dera^  and  other  toilet  preparationa,  aU  the  foregoing.  If  contaiaing 
alcohol,  40  ceota  per  pound  and  76  per  cent  ad  valorem;  if  not  eontaln- 
ing  alcohol,  76  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  bath  aalta.  if  not  perfumed,  26  per 
cent  ad  nUorem ;  If  perfumed  (whether  or  not  haring  laedleinal  prwD- 
ertiea),  76  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

^  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment.  -»   w 

.^'"•.  ^  JOLLETTTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  please 
explain  why  the  committee  proposes  to  put  a  premium  on  per- 
fumed bath  salts?  uou  "u  per 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  rates 
Of  the  pres«at  law  have  been  restored.     The  classification  of 

Sf  H««"  Jr' ^  **'^r^'''  ^"^  *^°  «»  Babied  of  considerable  liti- 
gation.   Under  the  act  of  1922  medicinal  salts  have  been  dassi- 

Kr?K*:  ^  ^'  **°^  ■'^  valorem  In  paragraph  5.  whereas  ordinary 
bath  salts  have  been  classified  under  paragraph  62  at  75  per 
TJl  rJT'Vf'^^?^^  ^^  whether  or  not  bath  salts  possess  medld- 
S!nJr  ^^„^.*  a  difficult  one.  Tlie  new  classification  in  the 
S"/'^^"l  r"'  f  in^Mte  the  litigation,  due  to  the  fact  that 
perfumed  bath  salts,  whether  or  not  they  have  medicinal  prop- 
erties, cariy  one  rate  of  duty,  whereas  bath  salts  not  perfumed 

J^7^/^?^w™*^  ^L'*"*^-  '^^  ^^^  eliminate  the  adminls- 
^  hI?K  ^'*''  ^'  determining  whether  or  not  each  shipment 
?L«^ilL  "^."^  Possewes  medicinal  properties.  The  Treasury 
Department  reports  that  It  has  had  dlflkrulty  from  the  very  day 
importations  began  under  the  act  of  1922.  As  to  every  impor- 
i^J^  ^^^?^  '^^^  "  *«>  whether  the  salt  has  medicinal 
properties.    This  will  clarify  the  situation,  and  will  enable  the 
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imports  to  be  classified,  so  that  In  (be  ftittire  as  to  bath  safti 

^"J  Tl°*^  ?S,4^"*S**^2*^*"«  "  '°  dassificatlo. 

Mr  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  am  very  giad  the 
Senator  has  made  this  ludd  explanation,  because.  tWs  tariff 
revision  being  in  the  interest  of  agriculture,  I  kneVit  would  te 
?  ^^  ?^*  Interest  to  the  farmers  of  the  United  SUtes  to 
know  that  the  committee  had  finally  straightened  oat  the  tamrle 
concerning  perfumed  and  nnperfumed  bath  salta 

niA^'  ®^^^^"    ^  ^^'®  ^^'^^  ^"*  "»"<*  8wd  anyway,  have  I 

Mr.  pNO.  Mr.  PresMeot.  I  confess  I  see  no  reason  for 
increasing  the  duty,  and  I  understand  there  is  an  Increase 

«J!'  ™!1^*''  1922  there  was  a  basket  provision,  as  I  recau! 

Mr.  8MOOT.  No;  the  rates  here  provided  are  exactly  the 
same  as  in  the  act  (tf  1922. 

Mr.  KINO.  Under  the  act  of  1909  and  the  act  of  1913  there 
was  a  basket  provision  which  carried  a  duty  for  the  highest 
form  of  60  per  cent  There  are  no  statistics,  so  far  as  I  can 
discover,  of  production,  or  Imports  or  exports ;  we  are  abso- 
lutely in  the  dark,  and  I  can  find  no  Justification  for  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  paragrapli  62  of  the  act  of  1922  nonmedldnal 
ESrr^.K^'*®  carried  a  duty  of  75  per  cent.  If  the  Senator 
will  get  the  act  of  1922 o«i«iw 

Mr.  KING.    I  am  famlUar  with  It 

Mr.  SMOOT.  He  wiU  find  that  provision  In  paragraph  62. 
That  is  exactly  what  Is  provided  here.  In  other  words,  this 
amendment  merely  reenacts  exisUng  law,  and  the  only  difference 
is  In  the  classification,  which  represents  a  change  Insisted  upon 
by  the  Treasury  Department  in  order  that  It  may  adminUter 
the  law  without  dlfiacnlty. 

Mr.  KINO.  Why  penalise  those  who  desire  to  have  a  Uttle 
perfume  in  their  bath?  «/«««■  utwo 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  is  no  penalty  attached  to  it 

Mr.  KING.  I  mean  penalise  them  by  Imposing  higher  ratei 
of  duty?    Seventy-five  per  cent  la  a  high  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think,  of  coarse,  that  this  commodltr  U  ft 
luxury  beyond  Question. 

Mr.  KING.    Is  it  a  luxury? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  it  is,  without  doobt  If  time  is  a«y- 
thlng  on  which  we  could  impose  a  76  per  cent  duty,  It  seems  to 
me  it  would  be  perfumed  bath  aalts. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  we  are  fnrnisbed  by  the  TarilT 
Cammiaaion,  so  far  as  I  can  discover,  with  no  information  as  to 
manufacture  or  imports  or  exptMia.  We  are  merely  shooting 
in  the  dark.  One  representaUve  appears  before  the  committee 
and  says  he  wanted  a  higher  tariff  or  the  present  Uriff  rate 
maintained,  and  the  suffering  pobUc  not  appearing,  being  inar- 
ticulate, we  req>ond  to  the  wish  of  the  man  who  doea  appear, 
and  therefore  we  give  this  rate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  wQl  be  stated. 

The  Lmislativi  Clcbx.  On  page  27,  after  line  2S,  the  coni- 
mlttee  proposes  to  strike  out : 

Pab.  64.  London  purple.  16  per  eeat  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Does  that  go  to  the  free  list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  goes  to  the  free  Ust. 

The  VICE  PBBSIDBNT.  The  qocstlon  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  * 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendmwit  was,  on  page  28,  after  line  7,  to  strika 
out: 

(1)  Not  aMeaibled  hi  paint  aeti,  Wti,  or  color  oatflta,  la  tabes,  jaf^ 
cakes,  paaa,  or  other  forma  not  exceeding  1%  poonda  net  weight,  vahied 
at  less  than  20  centa  per  dozen  pieces,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem ; 

(2)  Not  assembled  in  paint  sets,  kits,  or  color  ontflts,  valaed  at  20 
cents  or  more  per  dosen  pieces,  in  tubes  or  Jara.  2  cents  each  and  40 
per  cent  ad  valorem;  In  cakes,  pans,  or  other  forms  not  exceeding  l\i 
pounds  net  weight,  l\i  cents  each  and  40  per  cent  ad  valorem ; 

(3)  In  bulk  or  any  form  exceeding  1^  pounda  net  weight.  40  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert : 

(1)  Whether  in  bulk  or  in  tnbas,  cakes.  Jar.  pans,  or  other  forma, 
not  assembled  in  paint  seta,  kits,  or  color  ontflts,  40  per  cent  ad 
valorem. 


Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  Presidant  I  have  a  good  many  pro- 
tests about  this  amendment  Is  the  Senator  desirotis  of  going 
on  with  it  now?    I  have  talked  a  good  deal  to-day. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  like  to  go  on  for  a  little  while  with  It 
Let  me  aay  to  the  Senator  that  the  Finance  Committee  has  dis- 
agreed to  the  Hoose  provision  and  restored  tlie  rates  of  the 
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niMdag  law.  The  nites  pKyrided  for  by  the  Houae  coaatfta  ted 
a  gnat  IncrMse  over  thoM  of  exlstlnc  law,  partlcalarly  a  to 
ilawiifHiii  ta  mabpangnth  2  of  paragraph  M,  bcgliinliii  la 
Hue  IS  on  page  28. 

Mr.  MoKELLAB.  Then,  a*  I  onderstand  the  Senator  the 
Senate  committee  amendment  carries  a  leM  rate  than  the  Ht:  use 
billT 

Mr.  SMOOT.    A  rery  modi  less  rata 

Mr.  MoKELLAR.    To  what  extent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  S^iator  to  i  age 
28.  line  15,  where  the  Senate  committee  amendment  takee  oft 
"2  cents  each"  and  also  the  1^  cents  in  line  17.  In  other 
words,  the  House  put  thoee  qieciflc  duties  on  in  addition  to  the 
ad  Talorem  duties,  but  tlie  Senate  committee  has  disagreec  to 
those  amendments  and  restored  the  ratect  of  the  existing  law 

Mr.  OILLBTT.  Mr.  Prasldent,  I  wish  to  <^Ber  an  amendn  ent 
to  this  paragraiA. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    An  amendment  to  the  committee  amendmeni  7 

Mr.  OILLETT.    A  substitute  for  the  committee  amendmenjt. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  in  order  at  this  time. 

Mr.  OILLETT.    I  offer  the  amendment  whidi  I  send  to 
desk  in  the  nature  of  a  subsdtnte  for  the  committee  amend- 
ment. I 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Has  the  Senator  had  the  amoidment  printeq? 

Mr.  OILLETT.    No. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  reported 

The  LaaisiATiTa  Clixk.  In  lieu  of  the  cmnmlttee  amendn  lent 
it  Is  proposed,  on  page  28,  to  strike  out  all  after  line  7  dow^  to 
and  including  line  2,  page  29,  and  in  lien  thereof  to  insert : 

(1)  When  la  tubes.  Jars,  cakes,  pans,  or  other  foraw,  not  ezcediUnc 
1%  poQDda  net  weight  each,  and  valued  at  lem  than  20  centa  per  d  »en 
plecca,  1%  ccata  aaeh  per  Jar  or  tobe;  1  cent  each  per  cake,  pai 
other  forma;  when  aawmbled  In  paint  acta,  Uta,  or  color  ootflta, 
or  without  bmsbea,  water  pans,  ontllne  drawings,  ateneils,  or  othe) 
tides,  la  addttiea  to  the  rates  prorMed  above,  20  per  cent  ad  ral^rem 
on  the  valoe  aa  aanembled. 

<2)  Whan  In  tabea,  Jan,  cakes,  pans,  or  other  forms,  Tahied  at  20 
centa  or  more  per  doacn  plecee,  and  not  exceeding  i  %  poonda  net  W4  Igbt 
each,  2  eaata  each  per  tobe  or  Jar  and  40  per  cent  ad  ralorem ;  in  et  kea, 
pana.  or  ether  forma.  1  \  centa  each  and  40  per  cent  ad  Talorem ;  t  rhea 
awembted  la  paint  aeta.  Uta,  or  color  eatlits,  with  or  without  bmnhea, 
water  pans,  outline  drawinga,  Rteseila,  or  ottier  artlclea,  70  per  cen^  ad 
valorem  oa  the  Tatar  aa  aaaemMed:  Pritvilei,  That  the  worda 
asmbled  "  or  "  assembly  **  when  used  In  thia  paragraph  ahall  mean 
identical  form,  container,  aad  aaaortment  of  merchaadlae  coatomirily 
and  generally  aoM  to  the  oltlmate  conaomer  or  naer.  When  lmp<irted 
la  any  other  form,  container,  or  aaoembly,  the  container  and  the  con^ta 
ahall  pay  duty  aa  If  Imported  aeparately. 

(S)  Is  bvik.  or  any  form  exceeding  \%  pouada  net  weight  eac^.  12 
centa  per  ounce. 

Mr.  OILLETT  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  fr<HB  MassatOiu- 
setts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  MLssissln^? 

Mr.  on.IiETT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Is  this  a  c<»nmi ttee  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No;  It  is  an  amendment  that  has  Just 
offered  by  the  Senator  fnMn  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  OILLETT.     This  is  a  substitute. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    A  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator 
Massachdsetts? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    It  Is  offered  and  Is  now  up 
consideration. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  diaitlnan 
<rf  the  committee  whether  the  c(»nmittee  is  in  sympathy  with  {this 
amendment,  which  increases  the  duty,  as  I  understand,  far 
the  present  law  and  the  recommendations  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  my  colleagu^, 
far  as  that  Is  concerned,  that  this  is  the  first  time  I  hare 
the  amendment.    I  have  not  seen  it,  nor  have  I  heard  it 
before. 

Mr.  CX>PELAND  and  other  Senators  addressed  the  Chair 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dues  the  Senator  ttooi  Massa^hu 
setts  yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  OILLETT.  I  do  not  yield  at  aU.  I  think  I  had  better 
explain  the  amendment  first. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
recognised.   

Mr.  GILLETT.    Mr.  President.  I  appreciate  the  attltudfe 
the  Senator  from  I'tah,  and  I  appreciate  that  at  first  blush 
majority  of  the  Senate  would  be  against  this  aineDdment ; 
they  will  giTe  attention  I  sincerely  believe  that  there  Is  no 
amendment  offered  by  the  committee  or  others  \o  this  bill 
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is  more  meritorious  and  more  deserres  the  consideration  and 
approval  of  the  Senate  than  this. 

What  the  amendment  does  is  this: 

There  are  two  classes  of  colors  which  are  Imported  and  which 
are  used  In  this  country.  One  is  what  are  called  artists'  colors, 
which  are  expenslTe,  and  to  which  thin  amendment  is  practically 
irrelevant.  I  am  indifferent  about  them.  The  other  is  the  class, 
the  duty  on  which,  I  appreciate,  at  first  blush  Senators  wlU 
think  ought  not  to  be  raised;  and  that  is  the  dass  of  paints 
that  are  used  by  school  children  in  the  schools.  That  is  what 
is  covered  by  this  amendment.  Instead  of  giving  them  a  duty 
of  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  it  gives  them  a  duty  of  1  cent  on 
each  cake,  and  then,  when  assembled,  a  duty  of  20  per  cent  ad 
valorem. 

Before  the  war  we  did  not  make  any  of  these  colors.  They 
were  all  Imported,  When  the  war  came,  several  of  our  manu- 
facturers began  to  make  them.  Not  only  did  they  make  them 
but  they  Invented  an  entirely  new  process  and  product;  and  in- 
stead of  making  the  little  dry  cakes  on  which  you  had  to  moisten 
your  brush  and  rub  it,  sometimes,  they  made  what  they  called 
the  semimoist  cakes,  which  have  been  used  ever  since,  and  which 
now  all  foreign  importations  have  imitated  and  used ;  so  that  in 
the  first  place  it  is  really  an  American  Invention. 

In  the  second  place,  you  will  appreciate  that  this  Is  prac- 
tically all  labor.  The  raw  material  is  of  very  little  account. 
It  costs  nothing.  It  is  all  labor;  and  the  labor  cost  In  Ger- 
many, where  the  cheapest  paints  are  made,  as  compared  with 
the  cost  here,  Is  as  1  to  6.  The  experts  there  get  about  90  cents 
a  day,  and  here  we  pay  from  $5  to  $6  a  day  to  our  workmen 
who  are  making  these  paints.  In  Holland,  where  they  are  also 
made,  they  cost  about  6  to  7  cents  a  dosen.  In  Germany  they 
cost  only  from  3  to  4  cents  a  dozen.  They  have  got  the  cost 
down  to  that,  while  our  cost  is  15  cents  per  dosen ;  so  that 
unless  we  do  have  a  material  specific  duty  we  shall  be  fiooded 
with  Importations,  Just  as  we  are  to-day.  They  have  been 
bringing  in  these  students'  colors  from  Europe  and  fioodlng  our 
market;  and  the  only  way  in  which  we  have  withstood  It  at 
all  is  that  every  one  of  our  manufacturers  who  Is  making  these 
colors  to-day  Is  doing  it  at  a  loss  at  present.  One  has  gone 
out  of  business.  The  others  are  doing  it  at  a  loss,  simply  In 
the  hope  that  the  tariff  will  give  them  protection,  and  that  they 
can  keep  on.  So  it  is  simply  a  question  either  of  giving  up  an 
enterprising  American  industry  for  the  sake  of  allowing  these 
colors  to  come  in  from  the  other  side,  or  of  giving  them  this 
protection. 

The  foreigners  have  not  simply  done  that ;  but  I  think  all  the 
Senators  received  these  two  boxes  which  contain  these  paints 
and  a  brush.  That  box  is  entirely  an  American  Invention.  It 
never  was  used  In  Europe  until  we  began  to  make  the  paints. 
We  invented  this  box.  What  have  they  done  over  there?  Those 
of  you  who  have  noticed  them — and  I  think  you  have  all  had 
them  sent  to  you — noticed  that  they  have  absolutely  pirated  our 
invention.  As  far  off  as  that,  you  can  hardly  see  the  difference. 
They  have  exactly  copied  the  American  pattern.  The  wording 
Is  different,  of  course ;  it  has  to  be ;  but  they  are  made  as  much 
alike  as  possible.  One  has  a  lecture  of  the  Statue  of  Liberty 
on  It.  and  the  other  has  a  picture  of  "Old  Faithful"  on  it; 
and  then  on  the  German  box,  here  on  the  back,  where  you 
never  see  It,  Just  by  the  hinge,  and  so  small  that  I  can  hardly 
hce  it  from  here.  Is  "  Made  in  Germany."  Nobody  would  ever 
notice  it  unless  he  took  it  up  and  looked  at  It  from  all  sides,  as 
there  is  no  occasion  to  do. 

So  It  is  a  sheer  piracy.  They  have  Imitated  us  In  making  tlie 
moist  paints  which  we  invented.  They  have  imitated  us  in 
our  boxes.  They  are  trying  to  cheat ;  and  that  In  Itself,  I  think, 
is  one  little  reason  why  we  should  be  suspicious. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  Pre.-«ident 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  tlie  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Does  the  Senator  mean  by  that  to  imply  that 
we  do  not  pirate  on  the  foreigners,  too,  when  we  copy  all  their 
products  over  here? 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Well,  I  presume  we  do;  but  I  do  not  think 
It  makes  us  any  more  self-re.'jpectlng  and  popular,  and  I  think 
when  they  do  pirate  like  that  it  ought  to  give  rise  to  a  little 
feeling  against  them  on  our  part. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  point  I  was  trying  to  make  was  that  I 
think  the  argument  made  by  the  Senator  In  that  respect  has  no 
bearing  at  all  on  the  situation,  because  all  sorts  of  evidence 
were  submitted  to  the  committee  of  the  piracy  of  American 
producers  on  the  designs  and  products  of  European  and  other 
countriea 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Then  I  will  drop  that.  I  confess,  however, 
that  It  did  excite  my  antagonism,  and  I  thought  it  would  excite 
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•ome  sjmpethjr  here,  because  this  waa  audi  an  obvloaa  case  of 
atealing  oar  iiiTentioii. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Mr.  Preaident,  win  tile  Senator  from  Masaa- 
ehusetta  yield? 
Mr.  OILLETT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  The  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
la,  Does  that  occur  with  these  articles  with  our  people?  If  it 
does  not,  they  ought  not  to  be  charged  with  what  has  been  done 
by  other  indlTiduals  who  have  been  pirating  German  inventions 
and  the  like.  I  think,  therefore,  the  argument  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  Is  perfectly  sound;  but  what  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  says  is  a  reflection  upon  others  who  may 
indulge  in  nefarious  practices. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the  Senator 
from  California  that  It  is  no  crime,  as  I  understand,  for  indus- 
try in  one  country  to  copy  designs  from  another.  It  Is  no 
crime  to  take  advantage  of  every  sort  of  device  and  design  that 
is  not  patented  in  competition  in  industry.  The  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  was  Imiriying  that  somebody  had  committed  a 
crime  because  somebody  copied  somebody  else's  product 
Mr.  GILLETT.     Oh,  no,  Mr.  President ! 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  says  It  is  a  crime. 
Mr.  COrZENS.  He  says  that  pirating  is  a  crime. 
Mr.  JOHNSON.  That  is  not  the  point.  The  point  is  that  it 
Ls  not  good  morals;  and  therefore  to  Americans,  where  their 
particuJar  designs  are  pirated  in  this  particular  country,  It  la 
au  aifTTimeiit  in  favor  of  the  position  taken  by  the  Senator  from 
Mas.sachusetts. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Do  I  understand  the  Senator  from  CaUfomla 
to  say  that  piracy  is  not  a  crime? 

Mr.  GILLETT.  I  did  not  say  that  It  la  a  crime.  Of  course, 
it  is  not  a  crime  to  do  this;  but,  on  the  other  hand.  It  Is  an 
unfair  practice.  It  is  an  unfair  practice  to  try  to  make  the 
German  product  so  much  like  ours  that  It  will  deceive  the  buy- 
ing public  Into  thinking  It  Is  ours ;  and  If  that  is  not  a  crime,  It 
Is  a  practice  which  I  do  not  think  will  excite  sympathy,  even 
from  the  Senator  fn)m  Michigan. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President 

Tlie   I'RESIDBNT   pro    tempore.     Does    the   Senator   from 
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Massachusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 
Mr.  (IILLBTT.     I  do. 

Mr.  DILL.  What  la  the  comparative  selling  price  of  these 
articles? 

o.K*^'";,^'^^*''"'-  '^^^^  *"*  «'Kbt  cakes  In  each  of  these  boxes, 
ihe  German  coat  is  between  3  and  4  cents  a  dozen  cakea.  and 
the  American  cost  is  15  cents  a  dozen  cakes.  There  are  eight 
cakes  in  a  box  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  DILL.  When  they  are  sold  here,  are  they  scrtd  at  the 
same  price? 

Mr.  GILLETT.    Doea  the  Senator  mean  the  German  product? 

Mr.  DILL.    Yes. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Very  nearly.  The  Germans,  of  course,  do 
not  sell  it  here  for  what  their  home  seUing  iM-ice  is.  They 
come  up  as  nearly  as  they  dare  to  our  price.  They  cut  under 
us  a  litde.  They  cut  na6er  us  as  much  as  is  necessary  to  get 
the  market ;  and  what  our  manufacturers  have  been  compelled 
to  do  is  to  sell  at  a  loss,  as  they  have  been  doing.  As  each 
manufacturer's  l>ooks  will  show,  he  has  been  selling  at  a  loss  to 
try  to  keep  the  business  temporarily. 

Mr.  BI^CK.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Maa- 
sachusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  am  in  thorougji  sympathy  with  tlie  idea  that 
this  U  an  unfair  practice.  I  have  seen  these  two  boxes;  but 
may  I  ask  if  that  Is  not  covered  by  the  power  given  to  establish 
an  embargo  against  anything  that  constitutes  an  unfair 
practice? 

.^.}^^:  CHLLETT.    I  did  not  know  there  was  such  a  power  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  BLACK.  There  is  such  a  provision  in  the  bUl  which  has 
been  under  discussion. 

Mr.  GILLETT.    It  Is  not  in  the  present  law,  I  think. 

Mr.  BLACK.  It  is  in  the  law,  and  a  question  came  up  as  to 
an  amendment  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  • 
but  It  went  over,  and  has  not  yet  been  passed  upon. 

Mr.  GILLETT.    As  to  that  I  do  not  know.    Certainly,  It  seema 

^Z  T.*  1^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^  prohibited,  here  is  a  case  where  it 
should  be. 

Mr.  BLACK.    I  think  so  myself. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  The  Bunqiean  nations  at  present  do  eetabllsh 
an  embargo,  such  as  the  Senator  from  Alabama  just  referred  to, 
in  Holland  In  their  sdioola,  nothing  can  be  naed  except  a 
product  which  is  made  in  HoUand.    In  Italr  tliey  have  a  roval  • 
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proclamatloB  forbidding  the  use  la  their  aehooU  of  anything 
that  is  not  made  in  Italy.  In  Oemmny  it  is  reported  that  thera 
is  an  undaraUnding,  not  an  explicit  regulation,  that  they  ahall 
use  German  materiala ;  so  it  aeema  to  me  we  ahoold  Uke  that 
poBltion  in  the  United  Statea. 

Here  is  a  school  product  The  argument  has  been  made,  I 
under8tand_and  of  course  it  doea  appeal  to  our  aensibUitiea— 
tliat  this  ia  aomething  for  the  children,  and  therefore  we  dlallke 
to  make  it  more  expensive.  After  all,  however,  it  is  not  the 
children  that  pay  for  it  The  children  do  not  get  any  leas  as  a 
result  of  patting  a  tarilT  duty  on  it  and  protecting  our  manu- 
facturera  The  achool  authoritiea,  of  course,  will  buy  the  cheap- 
est product ;  but  they  buy  for  tlie  indigent  studenbs,  and  the  other 
students  buy  the  product  for  themselves.  After  all,  however 
we  do  not  deny  a  duty  because  an  article  is  to  be  used  by  chU- 
dren.  We  put  a  duty  on  milk,  and  nothing  Is  so  essential  to  a 
child  as  milk.  Therefore,  if  the  protective  jartnciple  demanda 
that  a  tariff  duty  should  be  put  on  an  article,  the  mere  fact  that 
It  is  to  be  used  by  chUdren  I  think  will  not  affect  us  if  we 
consider  It  seriously. 

Mr.  President,  It  seems  to  me  there  is  not  a  section  in  the 
bUl  where  the  real  principle  of  protection,  believed  In  by  a 
gr^t  share  of  the  other  side  and  a  great  share  of  this  Jiide, 
Is  better  exemplified  than  in  tbi&.  The  Imports  now  are  about 
one-third  of  the  whole  consumption ;  and  the  only  reason  why 
they  are  not  the  whole  of  the  consumption  is.  as  I  have  said, 
because  we  are  manufacturing  to-da>  at  a  loaa  In  order  to  hold 
the  market 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield  again? 
The   PRESIDENT   pro   tempore.     Doea   the    Senator    from 
Massachusetts  further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 
Mr.  GILLETT.    Yes. 

Mr.  DILL.  How  many  corporations  are  engaged  In  loaking 
these  paints? 

Mr.  GILLETT.  I  think  there  are  about  half  a  doaen  larg« 
ones. 

Mr.  DILL.  Did  I  understand  the  Senator  to  aay  that  they 
are  all  losing  money? 

Mr.  GILLETT.  I  think  so.  They  are  not  all  loaing  money 
on  their  whole  business.  For  Instance,  tiiere  is  one  in  my  city, 
the  Milton  Bradley  Co.,  which  is  a  verj-  prosperous  manofac- 
turing  concern;  but  this  ia  merdy  one  small  branch  of  their 
business.  They  do  not  lose  money  on  their  whole  business,  but 
they  are  losing  money  on  this  business,  and  will  give  it  up  unless 
they  can  get  some  protection  so  tlmt  they  can  sell  the  article 
at  a  profit.  I  understand  that  the  condition  is  exactly  the  same 
with  others.  One  large  factory  has  been  entirely  driven  out 
of  business. 

Another  thing.  If  we  do  let  the  foreigners  have  the  whole 
business,  as  they  had  it  before  the  war.  we  will  not  )>*ima- 
nently  get  this  price  of  3  cents,  at  which  they  can  make  iheae 
paints.  They  will  come  over  here,  and  after  they  have  driven 
us  out  of  the  market  they  will  have  the  market  to  themselves; 
and  I  doubt  if  we  will  get  the  product  any  cheaper  than  we  ara 
now  selling  it  ourselves.  As  a  mere  matter  of  doUars  and 
cents.  It  Is  by  no  means  certain  we  would  lose  anything  by  it, 
and  we  would  certainly  be  protecting  a  worthy,  ettterprislng. 
ingenious  American  Industry. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Preaident  will  my  col- 
league yield?  ^ 

Mr.  GILLETT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massarfiusetts.  I  inquire  if  my  colleague 
Is  g(^g  to  enumerate.  In  the  course  of  hia  a^ument  the 
Increased  duties  that  have  been  levied  in  this  bill  upon  the 
boxes,  the  brushes,  and  tiie  paints  which  are  used  In  maklflg 
this  commodity?  If  my  coUeague  has  not  those  figures  at 
hand,  which  Impressed  me  very  foroibly,  I  would  like  to  put 
Into  the  Rbcobo  a  statement  of  the  tariff  changea  in  this  bill 
covering  the  very  materials  which  are  used  to  make  this  stu- 
dent's paint  box,  upon  which  there  Is  no  increased  duty. 

The  tin  box  now  carries  a  duty  of  40  per  cent  and  thla  la 
raised  In  both  House  and  Senate  bllla  to  46  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  rate  on  the  brush  included  In  the  box  is  Increased  from 
45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as  in  the  present  law,  to  60  per  cent 
ad  valorem  In  both  bills. 

The  dyes,  chemicals,  and  coal-tar  producta  used  In  making 
paint,  bear  a  duty  of  45  per  cent  ad  valorem  and  7  ceota  per 
pound,  American  valuation.  As  Z5  per  cent  of  the  coat  of  mak- 
ing these  paints  is  for  dyestuffs,  this  duty  Is  a  heavy  burden 
to  the  domestic  maker  when  in  competition  with  the  foreign 
producer.  This  heavy  duty  amounts  to  an  embargo,  and  the 
domestic  producer  muat  pay  aubatantiaily  more  for  making 
paints  than  the  foreign  produon'  of  these  paints  who  buys  hia 
dyea.  dkemicala,  and  coal-tar  producta  without  the  burdeo  of 
theae  exorbitant  dotlec 
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I  was  Impressed,  ts  T  know  my  coIIeagQ«  mnst  have  ben, 
with  the  fact  that  we  have  here  an  Indastry  that  finds  Increas  ed 
duties  in  this  bill  on  things  it  uses,  and  yet  itself  has  not  bejen 
gtren  an  inoneased  duty  on  its  flniahed  prodnct. 

I  thank  my  colleague  for  yielding  to  me. 

Mr.  QIIXBTT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  I  care  to  argfae 
the  matter  further.  I  hope  I  have  made  it  clear  that.  In  l^e 
first  place,  this  is  an  American  enterprise,  an  American 
senility,  that  foreigners  have  copied  It,  that  they  have  tried 
deceive  oar  porcliasers  by  their  Imitation  of  onr  box,  that  ire 
can  not  possibly  operate  without  an  additional  duty,  that  t  le 
labor  cost  is  all  that  makes  It  possible  for  them  to  underbid  i  is, 
and  thereftore  It  Is  only  fair  that  we  should  have  protection. 

Mr,  OOPELAND.    Mr.  President,  the  Sraator  from  Moat  a. 
chuscrtts  has  presented  an  elaborate,  complicated  amendmei  t 
We  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  read  It    As  I  have  in<i 
cated  to  the  Senate,  I  have  had  many  letters  r^rardlng  tils 
matter,  and  I  feel  under  obligation  to  present  the  complalnpi. 
I  wonder  If  the  Senator  from  Utah  would  not  consent  now 
put  over  the  amendment  until  to-morrow  morning? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  has  not  be^n 
printed,  and  I  have  not  even  seen  it  myself,  so  I  think  the  requfst 
of  the  Senator  from  New  York  is  a  reasonable  one. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    By  unanimous  consent,  t|ie 
amendment  proposed  by  the  committee  will  be  passed  over 
the  meantime  the  amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator  frdm 
Mas8a<diasett8  [Mr.  Qnxcrr]  will  be  printed  and  will  be  Re- 
garded as  pending  whenever  the  committee  HtnPi>Hm«»nf  ghau 
taken  up  for  farther  ctmsidenttion. 

Mr.  JONB&  Mr.  President,  while  the  discussion  of  the 
ber  and  shingle  prorisions  in  the  bill  win  not  come  up  for  so: 
considerable  time.  I  hold  in  my  hand  an  editorial  from 
Seettie  Times  which  gives  a  very  concise  and  compreh 
statement  of  the  conditions  of  the  shingle  and  lumber  ind 
and  of  the  need  fbr  action  by  the  Congress.  Althou^  it  misftit 
be  well  for  me  to  bold  this  editorial  until  the  discussion  of  the  w 
items  comes  up,  I  think  possibly  If  I  should  have  it  printed  In 
the  Rkxmd  some  Senators  interested  In  the  matter  ml^t  lo>k 
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It  over.    So  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  It  may  be  printed 
the  BKxnn. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  edtttxrial  was  ordered  to 
printed  in  the  Rwoamn,  as  follows : 

[frooi  tlM  Saattl*  TIbw] 
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How  pcoteaadly  tb«  Fcdend  Oorenuneiit  can  aC«et  the  economic  «( 11 
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_  of  •  M«tloB  of  tb*  conntry  t»  ilhnlnited  by  the   flght  now  _ 
prosroM   to  obUln   protective   dutie*   on    lumber.   Bbingles,   and   c«ar 

Here  !■  tiie  fhtdfle  Northwest  oor  grwitert  Indoatry  la  facing  nla 
*«■— «  tbo  Senate  ao  t*r  refoaes  to  gire  it  protection  from  the  uneqi  lal 
eonpadtlon  of  flortlga  prodaeers.  The  prediction  that  dlaaatw  ^111 
folkrw  a  t^Oun  of  Cosgrcaa  to  grant  relief  ia  not  th«  tm«yininj 
oalaalty  bowlers,  bat  a  statement  of  cold,  hard  fact 

Before  tb«  tarlif  on  lumber  and  ahlnflea  waa  remored  by  the  Ud^et 
wood  bin  16  years  ago.  tiie  production  of  the  Biitlah  Colombia  m:  Ua 
was  aegllgiMe.  Stnee  the  prodocts  of  Canadian  mills  have  bad  fee 
access  to  our  domestic  nurkets  they  haTe  Increased  enomoosly.  Fr»m 
TO  to  M  per  cent  off  tbe  total  BrltMi  Columbia  shingle  output  displa<  «s 
Amsrlcan  prodocta  in  American  markets.  By  way  of  protecting  Ita  o  rn 
marketa.  Canada  imposes  a  duty  of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  impor  » 
tiaas  from  tb«  United  States. 

Bow  raiwoaa  baa  been  tbla  competition  nuy  be  seen  from  statlatl^ 
Hporta.  Mora  than  50  per  cent  of  tbe  sblngte  mills  of  thU  State  hi  Te 
bsea  forced  oat  of  boaiaess  since  1M2.  One-third  of  the  remain*  er 
■re  ea  tbe  verge  of  bankraptcy,  while  the  few  mills  operating  i  re 
holdlag  oa  only  In  the  hope  of  congressional  relief. 

It  la  aot  dlBenlt  t«  aes  bow  Brltlab  Columbia  can  produce  cheajer 
taaber  and  shtagleo.  Legs  are  cheaper  and  taxes  less  bardensoi  >e. 
Oriental  labor  eaaploycd  in  tbe  mllla  recelTea  leas  pay  than  Amertcin 
workaon.  Than,  too,  the  raw  material  is  easily  acceaalble  to  the  mf  Is, 
whila  bars  it  arast  be  transported  conalderable  dlstaaees  and  at  gr(  at 


wise 

so  D- 

was  protecfpd 

It 

better 


^orty  y«s»a  ago  tba  lombar  Indastry  in  this  State  enjoyed  tbe  adT4n 
tage  of  proximity  to  the  supply  of  logs.     It^was  not  subject  to 
hssTy  cxpeaae  of  bribing  rhrera.  boilding  logging  roads,  and  high 
sealea.    When  the  need  arose  a  tariff  was  put  on  foreign  lumber 
deat  to  offset  tbe  adrantagea  of  lAeaper  logs  and  lower  taxea. 

Tlie  lumbar  Industry  grew  great  during  tbe  time  it 
(rea  foreign  competition.     It  ImproTed  metboda  and  aiachtnery. 
qrateaMtlsed  Its  ■wrfceting,  eataMlabed  higher  wage  aealea  and 
worfclag  eoadltleaa,  and  bollt  up  an  organlaatloa  which  promlaed 
able  permaaeocy.     It  has  been  only  through  tbe  saoat  rigid 
aad  by  the  mesieatam  It  had  attained  In  proapereaa  years,  that  It 
■tanaged  to  azlat  at  all  alnoa  the  tariff  was  tafcea  oC 


econoB  y, 

1%M 


Tbe  thnat  of  dlaaater  Is  not  entirely  from  the  rapidly  expanding 
Industry  in  Canada,  but  also  from  Russia,  wboae  timber  resources  are 
the  greateat  In  the  world.  "Hie  Taat  forests  of  Russia  are  owned  by 
the  SoTlet  Government.  The  lumber  manufactures  are  oendacted  by 
the  govemment  or  by  specially  authorised  trusts.  Wages  are  low  and 
prodoction  is  cheap. 

An  Russian  exports  are  controlled  by  the  government.  There  Is  at 
preaent  an  unusual  activity  In  the  Russian  lumber  Industry.  Already 
its  output  takes  care  of  the  defleiendes  In  Surope,  and  Russia  is  now 
looking  to  American  markets  to  help  build  up  its  credit  abroad. 

If  Congress  should  fsil  to  grant  the  relief  asked  by  the  northwest 
lomber  Interests,  there  is  little  doubt  that  tbe  Industry  here  will  fall 
into  rapid  decline.  The  effects  of  this  would  be  far-reacbing.  Every 
Interest  of  capital  and  of  labor  in  tbls  region  would  be  affected. 

Tbe  people  of  Waahlngton  are  looking  to  Senator  Jones  and  Senator 
Dill  to  save  the  altnatlon.  Fortunately,  our  hopes  do  not  rest  entirely 
on  2  Members  of  a  body  which  has  96  in  an.  We  hsve,  for  Instance, 
tbe  Senators  from  Oregon  and  California,  and  we  have  a  working  agree- 
ment with  Senators  from  Montana,  Idaho,  and  Nevada.  Numerically, 
this  western  senatorial  group  is  not  large,  but  there  is  sound  reason  for 
the  belief  that  the  managers  of  the  tariff  bill  will  need  its  votes  en  Idoc. 

So  far  as  this  region  Is  concerned  we  should  be  infinitely  better  off 
with  DO  tariff  legislation  at  all  than  to  have  an  act  that  does  not  grant 
protection  to  our  greatest  industry. 

Mr.  LAFOLLETTE-  Mr.  President,  there  appeared  In  the 
Washington  Post  this  morning  a  double-page  ad,  paid  for  by  the 
Minneapolis  Tribune,  containing  three  editorials  from  the 
Minneapolis  Tribune  on  the  tariff  and  an  excerpt  from  the 
Bepubllcan  platform  on  agriculture. 

These  editorials  are  from  a  staid,  conservative  newspaper, 
published  in  Minneapolis,  whldi  boasts  that  it  has  been  con- 
sistently Republican  since  1867.  I  think  It  will  be  of  Interest 
to  the  Senators  to  learn  of  tbe  position  which  this  conservative 
paper  has  takoi  upon  the  pending  tariff  bill. 

I  therefore  ask  consent  that  these  three  editorials  and  the 
excerpt  from  the  platform  be  printed  in  the  Rboobo. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Reoobo,  as  follows : 

"  PaSRT  ^    rOB    AOBICCLTUBS    MSAHS     BUXIOItS    FOB    INDUSTBT 
"  tvr   ua    KXBP   OUB   PLBDOBS    to   THB   7ABMKB " 

The  Bepublioan  Party'$  Promi»e*  to  Agrieultwrt 
(Extracts  from  the  Republican  platform  adopted  at  Kansas  City  Jaas 

i:t-16,  1028) 

A  psoteetitre  tariff  la  as  vital  to  American  agriculture  aa  It  la  to 
American  manofactorlng.  Tbe  Republican  Party  believes  that  the 
home  market,  buUt  up  under  the  protective  policy,  belongs  to  the 
American  farmer,  and  It  pledges  its  support  of  legislation  which  wlU 
give  this  market  to  hira  to  the  full  extent  of  his  ability  to  supply  It. 

We  favor  adcqoate  tariff  protection  to  such  of  our  agricultural  prod- 
ucta  as  are  affected  by  foreign  competition. 

Tbe  BepubUcan  Party  pledges  itself  to  the  development  and  enact- 
ment of  saeasnres  which  will  place  the  agricultural  interests  of  America 
oa  a  bnala  of  eeoaomle  equaUty  with  other  industriea  to  insure  its  pros- 
perity and 


(Editorial  in  ttie  Minneapolis  Tribune,  October  12,  19291 

Agriculture  would  promptly  turn  over  the  bulk  of  the  sum  to  indus- 
try in  exchange  for  the  products  which  Industry  has  to  sell. 

Industry  would  profit  by  the  increased  buying  power  of  American 
agriculture  just  as  it  has  already  profited  by  the  Increased  baying 
power  of  American  labor. 

"  Parity  "  for  agriculture  means  nothing  more  and  nothing  lesa  than 
eBormously  Increased  Mies  for  industry. 

Why,  then,  shouldn't  Industry  exert  aU  the  vast  influence  it  has  at 
Its  command  to  hold  the  tariff  revision  to  the  purposes  outlined  by 
President  Hoover? 

Widen  the  spread  between  agriculture's  costs  and  prices  by  $1,000 
per  Individual  fanner  per  year  and  you  place  at  Industry's  disposal 
the  colossal  added  baying  power  of  $7,000,000,000  per  year. 

Where  else  In  the  world  has  Industry  the  target  of  a  $7,000,000,000 
market  to  shoot  at? 

The  tariff  can  be  so  revised  as  further  to  weaken  agriculture's  buying 
power  or  it  can  be  so  revised  as  greatly  to  expand  It. 

Surely  Industry  should  be  able  to  see  that  a  weakened  buying  power 
on  the  part  of  agriculture  would  represent  to  Industry  a  calamity  of  the 
Irst  magnitude. 

Surely  it  should  be  able  to  see  that  its  Interests  all  He  on  the  side 
of  expanding  agriculture's  buying  power  via  the  plan  of  tariff  revision 
originally  sketched  in  the  Republican  Party  platform. 

American  industry  Is  crying  that  It  must  have  new  outlets  abroad. 

Has  It  ever  occurred  to  industry  that  the  greatest  aad  richest  poten- 
tial market  in  the  world  lies  in  the  interior  of  a  country  called  tha 
United  States  and  along  a  valley  called  the  Mississippi? 
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Has  it  ever  occurred  to  Industry  that  a  doubling  of  the  buying  power 
of  tbls  region  would  do  more  to  assure  industry's  continued  exi>ansion 
and  prosperity  than  almost  snything  else  the  human  mind  could 
ooncelve  ? 

And  has  it  further  ever  occurred  to  Industry  that  the  direct,  imme- 
diate, and  logical  way  to  increase  the  buying  power  of  this  region  is  to 
pot  its  shoulder  behind  tbe  movement  to  hold  the  Republican  Party  to 
Its  pledges  to  agriculture? 

A  literal  fulfillment  of  the  Republican  Party's  pledges  would  mean 
a  substantial  increase  in  the  buying  power  of  the  agricultural  area  of 
the  United  States. 

The  present  income  enjoyed  by  agricultural  America  Is  approximately 
$12,000,000,000. 

Were  agriculture  enjoying  the  same  proportionate  income  that  the  rest 
of  the  United  States  is  enjoying  that  income  would  be  $18,000,000,000. 

"  Parity  "  for  agriculture  means  just  that — an  added  annual  income 
of,  rougbly,  $6,000,000,000. 

Were  this  Ideal  realized,  who  would  get  the  additional  $6,000,000,000 

agriculture  or  Industry? 

Obviously,  both. 

Why  should  industry  worry  itself  about  foreign  markets  when  the 
world's  greatest  market  lies  right  at  its  door? 

lown  Is  a  better  market  than  India,  Kansas  Is  better  than  Kamchatka, 
and  Minnesota  is  better  than  Mesopotamia. 

The  will  to  buy  is  in  tlie  West.  There  no  want  needs  to  be  created. 
DO  racial  prejudice  needs  to  be  broken  down,  no  old-age  habit  needs  to 
be  overcome. 

There  sales  resistance  is  at  its  lowest,  and  there  foreign  competition 
is  virtually  nonexistent. 

Theie  no  antl-Amerlcan  legislation  needs  to  t>e  feared. 

There  no  salesman  has  to  be  taught  a  new  language,  and  no  adjust- 
ment has  to  be  made  to  strange  commercial  practices. 

Industry  should  acquaint  itself  with  the  fact  that  the  "greatest 
foreign  market  •'  in  the  world  lies  along  the  Mississippi  Valley. 

Nor  should  It  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  every  added  billion  dollars 
a  year  for  agriculture  means  an  added  biUlon  dollars  a  year  for  tudustry. 

"  Parity  "  for  agriculture  means  billions  for  industry. 

Isn't  it  time  that  Indastry  began  to  aee  straight  on  this  matter? 

Isn't  it  time  that  it  caught  the  idea  that  Instead  of  opposing  agrl- 
ealture's  case  before  Congress  it  should  be  agriculture's  most  vigorous 
champion  and  special  pleader? 


KOW     AMniCAX      IlfDCSTBT     BOTrBBS     FBOK      DNHEPXBSBMTATIVB 
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[Editorial  in  the  Minneapolis  Tribune,  October  14,  1929] 
Industry's   stake   In    the   BepubUcan    Party's    famous    "  bosae-market 
pledge"   (reproduced  at  the  bead  of  this  column)   is  aa  pronounced  as 

agriculture's. 

At  present  the  American  people  pay  about  a  billion  dollars  a  year  to 
foreigners  for  agricultural  products  which  American  agriculture  could 
fulte  as  satiafactorUy  produce. 

Through  the  home-market  pledge  the  Republican  Party  promised  to 
exclude  from  American  shores  this  annual  billion  dollars'  worth  of  im- 
ported agricultural  products  and  so  to  turn  that  billion  dollar  market 
over   to   the  American  farmer. 

The  exclusion  was  to  be  accomplished  by  a  tariff  revision  which 
would  wall  off  that  inflow  of  competitive  agricultural  products. 

This  particular  billion  dollars  of  Auierlcan  money  spent  on  agricul- 
tural products  is  now  passing  outside  the  boundaries  of  continental 
United  States,  and  traveling  to  the  Argentine,  Cuba,  the  Philippines,  the 
West  Indies,  the  East  Indies,  Java,  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  Germany, 
Holland,  Porto  Rjco,  and  countless  other  far  places. 

IIow  much  good  to  American  Industry  is  a  billion  dollars  of  American 
money  scattered  over  tbe  four  corners  of  the  globe? 

Perhaps  some  small  fraction  of  it  may  be  recovered"by  the  .American 
automobile  manufacturer  and  the  American  movie  corporation,  but  the 
bulk  of  It,  obviously,  is  lost  to  American  industry. 

Consider  now  what  would  happen  if  that  billion  dollars,  instead  of 
being  disbursed  abroad,  were  disbursed  among  the  American  farmers 
living  on   the  mainbind  of  the   United   States. 

The  largest  part  of  the  sum  would  inevitably  linger  but  a  short  time 
in  the  bands  of  the  American  fanners.  It  would  quickly  be  turned 
over  to  the  American  manufacturers  in  exchange  for  products  which  the 
manufacturers  have  to  sell. 

Thus,  that  billhm  dollars  might  be  likened  to  a  football  which  the 
United  States  Government  would  toss  to  agriculture,  and  which  agri- 
culture.  In   turn,   would   toss  to  Industry. 

Logically,  therefore.  Industry  should  be  fighting  as  hard  as  agriculture 
to  see  the  transfer  of  that  bUHon-doliar  market  effected. 

Yet  here  we  are  confronted  by  the  paradox  that  industry  is  opposing 
the  fulfillment  of  the  home-market  pledge  Instead  of  championing  It 
Here  we  are  confronted  by  the  paradox  that  Industry  is  making  extra 
and  special  efforts  to  oseape  the  annual  billiona  dollars'  worth  of  sales 
freely  otTered  It. 
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What  causes  induatry  to  stand  la  tU  own  light,  to  range  Itaelf  against 
its  own  Interests,  to  block  its  own  advancement? 

One  need  not  hunt  long  to  discover  why. 

The  individual  American  Industry  is  well  organised,  but  American 
industry  as  a  whole  is  not. 

It  so  happens  that  the  Interests  of  the  Individual  American  Industry 
are  often  diametrically  oppoaed  to  the  Interests  of  American  industry  aa 
a  whole. 

Thus,  while  a  fulfillment  of  the  home-market  pledge  In  terms  of 
casein  might  be  harmful  to  one  individual  American  Indastry,  It  would 
be  helpful  to  American  industry  as  a  whole. 

Or  while  a  fulfiUment  of  the  home-market  pledge  In  terms  of  vege- 
table oils  and  fats  might  be  harmfnl  to  one  Indlridual  American  Indus- 
try, it  would  be  helpful  to  American  industry  as  a  whole. 

Or  while  a  fulfillment  of  the  home-market  pledge  in  terms  of  black- 
strap molasses  might  be  harmful  to  one  Individual  American  Industry, 
it  would  be  helpful  to  American  industry  as  a  whole. 

Hence  this  strsnge  sltuaUon  develops :  When  a  concrete  issue  is 
under  fire,  the  one  adversely  affected  Industry,  thst  is  to  say,  tbe  one 
unrepresentative  Industry.  U  certain  to  speak  for  Industry  ss  a  whole. 

Industry  as  a  whole,  being  unorganised,  Is  Inarticulate. 

It  remains  silent  and  indifferent  while  the  <»ne  iadivldual  Indaatry 
which  Is  really  fighting  its  best  Interests  volunteers  to  act  aa  Its 
spokesman. 

In  other  words,  industry  as  a  whole  Is  the  victim  of  aarepresentatlve 
representatives. 

Were  industry  organised  as  a  solid  unit  did  it  have  a  supreme 
directorate,  let  us  say,  this  sort  of  thing  could  never  happen.  The 
directorate  would  put  all  its  power  and  weight  and  authority  behind 
every  move  Intended  to  fulfill  the  home-market  pledge  aude  agriculture. 
The  false  credentials  of  tbe  Individual,  vocal,  aad  unrepresenUtive 
industry  would  be  exposed. 

Surely  It  Is  high  time  that  Industry  as  a  whole  be«an  to  organise  la 
its  own  defense. 

A  failure  to  redeem  the  home-market  pledge  will  cheat  lodastry 
out  of  an  annual  billion  dollars'  worth  of  sales  quite  as  cerUinly  as  it 
will  do  the  same  thing  to  agriculture.  Agriculture's  loss  will  be  In- 
dustry's, and  Industry's  will  be  agricaltare's ;  the  two  are  one  and 
coterminous.  Can  not  American  industry  as  a  whole  aee  tbe  damage  it 
Is  likdy  to  suffer  unless  it  finds  some  method  of  stamping  oat  tbla 
evil  of  unrepresentative  representation? 

AM  APPALLING  maPAsrrT 
(Bditorial  In  the  MlnneapoUs  Tribune,  October  25.  1929] 
Since    1919  the   Income   of   American    indoatry    baa   Increaaed    from 
fifty  union  to  seventy-six  billion  dollars  a  year. 

Industry's  income  in  that  period  has  increaaed  52  per  cent  alnce 
1919.  Agriculture's  income  has  decreased  from  fifteen  to  twelve  biUioa 
dollars. 

In  the  same  period  that  indastry's  Income  iBcn«sed  52  per  cent, 
sgriculture's  income  decreased  20  per  cent 

This  appalling  disparity  may  well  give  pause  to  any  one  forecasting 
the  future  prosperity  of  the  Nstion. 

The  basis  of  wealth  of  the  Natioa  lies  in  a  sound  and  proqieroua 
agriculture. 

The  wiping  out  of  UlUons  of  dollars  of  paper  profits  in  the  last 
few  days  Irresistibly  brings  this  fa(A  home. 

If  this  disparity  between  the  incomea  of  agriculture  and  industry 
continues,  agriculture  finally  will  collapse.  Tbe  coUapae  of  agricoltara 
means  eventiul  disaster  to  industry. 

ExscirnvK  messages  BEncaxED 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  In  accordance  with  an  order 
of  the  Senate  heretofore  entered,  the  Chair  refers  to  the  appro- 
priate committees  sundry  executive  messages  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until 
to-raorrow  at  10  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Senate  (at  6  o'clock  and 
50  minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Saturday, 
October  26,  1929,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 
Extcutive  uomwationt  received  &y  the  Senate  October  25  (legit- 
lative  day  of  September  SO),  1929  ^ 

Envoy  Extbaoboinaby  and  Ministeb  Pucnipotentiaby 

Charles  C.  Hart,  of  the  District  of  Colombia,  now  enroj  extra- 
ordinary and  minister  plenipotentiary  to  Albania,  to  be  envoy 
extraordinary  and  minister  plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States 
of  America  to  Persia. 
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AscicrAnB  iif  thk  Diplomatic  Sksvicc 


OCTOBEE  26 


a 


The  following-named  Foreign  Service  o£Bcers  of  class  6  aid 
eonsols  to  be  alao  secretaries  in  the  Dipiomatlc  Service  of  i^e 
tJnited  States  of  America  : 

Harry  £.  Carlson,  of  Illinois. 

Hugh  S.  Fallerton,  of  Olxia 

Sidney  K.  O'Donoghoe.  of  New  Jersey,  now  a  Foreign  Servflce 
offlcer  of  class  8  and  a  cousnl,  to  be  also  a  secretary  in  the  Dlp^ 
Butic  Service  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Lawrence  Higgins,  of  Massacbosetts,  now  a  Foreign  Servl^ 
oiBcer,  nnclassifled,  and  a  vice  cunsol  of  career,  to  be  also 
secretary  in  the  Diplomatic  Service  of  the  United   States 
America. 

FoBEifiz*  SisviCE  Oi III,  ins 

UTfCLAS8inil> 

Tbe  foUowing-named  persons  to  be  Foreign  Serrioe 
anclassifled.  of  the  United  States  of  America: 
Bernard  Oafl«-,  of  Washington. 
Andrew  W.  Edson,  of  Connecticut 
George  BUss  Lans,  of  New  York. 
Paol  J.  Gray,  at  Maine. 
James  W.  Riddleberger,  of  Virginia. 
Leo  P.  Hogan,  of  New  Jersey. 
Richard  S.  Huestls,  of  New  York. 
Balpii  J.  Blake,  of  Oregon. 
WilUaaa  B.  Seotten,  of  California. 
Bdward  Page,  jr.,  of  Massacbosetts. 
Claodc  B.  Chipvrflsld,  of  lUlools. 
FrsdMic  C.  Fornes,  jr^  of  New  Tork. 
Alan  N.  Stcync,  of  Msw  York. 
ClMrl«s  A  llMcbhiian,  of  MioamoU. 
Willtoa  F.  CaTMMiiffb,  of  OulUffnU. 
WltUaa  ».  Fttmrfl,  vt  N«w  York, 
Utmt§mutrf  M.  CtHladAjr.  oi  OMiMetkot 
Btfterc  Jmc  of  OklabooM. 
LueiM  J,  Kaowim,  ut  Mswartinsffta 
TlHNMis  A,  Hkrkok.  of  Now  York, 
■daiiad  J.  Oorsa,  ai  Michiffui. 
WllUam  K.  Ailstaio,  of  Idaho. 
WUUam  W.  Adans.  of  tho  District  of  ColnmbUL 

nOB  OOHSUUI 

The  foUowing^ttamed  penons  to  be  vke  codoqIs  of  career 
the  Unitad  States  of  America : 
Bernard  Oafler,  of  Washington. 
Andrew  W.  lidson,  of  Connectlcnt. 
Gteoige  niss  Lane,  of  New  York. 
Paol  J.  Gray,  of  Maine. 
James  W.  Riddleberger.  of  Virginia. 
Leo  P.  Hogan,  of  New  Jersey. 
Richard  8.  Hoestis,  of  New  York. 
Ralph  J.  Blake,  of  Oregon. 
WlUiaia  B.  Seocten,  <tf  Oalifoniia. 
Edward  Page,  Jr.,  of  Massachusetts. 
Claode  B.  ChlperiSeld,  of  Illinoia. 
Frederic  C.  Fomes,  Jr.,  of  New  York. 
Alan  N.  Steyne,  of  New  York. 
Charles  A.  Hotehinson,  of  Minnesota. 
William  F.  Cavenaogh,  of  California. 
WlUiam  S.  FarreU,  of  New  York. 
Montgomery  H.  Colladay,  of  Connecticut 
Robert  Jans,  of  Oklahoma. 
Locios  J.  Knowles,  of  Massacbosetts. 
Th<Mna8  A.  mckok,  of  New  York.    . 
Edmund  J.  Dorss,  of  Michigan. 
William  K.  Ailshle,  of  Idaho. 
William  W.  Adams,  of  the  District  of  Colombia. 

UivrriD  Staisb  CiRcmT  ivwm 

WllUam  M.  Imparks,  of  Indfana,  to  be  United  States  drci^lt 
jvdge.  serentli  cfarolt,  vlee  Albert  B.  AndnwMi,  retired. 

M***T»  0»  THK  UlfTHB  STATCS  BoaSD  Of  TAX  APPSALS 

Eugene  Blade,  of  ClaiksvUle.  Tex.,  to  be  a  monber  of  tke 
United  States  Board  of  Tax  Appeals  tat  the  unexpired  term  pf 
■Iz  years  from  Jone  2,  1026,  vice  John  B.  MiUlken,  resigned. 

CcHXBCTOB  or  IiimuiAi.  RxmnTS 

GoMge  L.  Sheldon,  of  Pettlt  Miss.,  to  be  collector  of  internal 
rerenoe  for  tbe  district  of  Mississippi  In  place  of  George 
Donald. 
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ApPOINTM*WT  ITf   THK  AX^TT 
CHAPLAIN 

To  he  chaplain  uHth  the  rank  of  prst  lieutenant 

Blrst  Lieat  Andrew  Thomas  Francis  Nowak,  Chaplains  Re- 
serve, with  rank  from  October  22,  1829. 

Pbomotions  in  the  Regular  Abmt 

To  be  colonel* 

Lieut.  Col.  Frank  Thwnas  McNamey,  Cavalry,  from  October 
19,  1929. 

Lieut.  Col.  Thomas  MacAIUster  Knox,  Quartermaster  Corps, 
from  October  20,  1929. 

To  be  lieutenant  colonels 

MaJ.  Frederick  Jnllns  Ostermann,  Infantry,  from  October  19. 
1929. 

MaJ.  William  James  Connolly,  Infantry,  from  October  20^ 
1929. 

To  be  majors 

Capt  Jay  Kenneth  Colwell,  Cavalry,  from  October  19.  1929. 

Capt  Lawrence  Wellbum  Fagg,  Infantry,  from  October  20, 
1929. 

Capt  Albert  Russell  Ives,  Field  Artillery,  from  October  22. 
1929. 

BCNTAL  OOaPS 

To  be  nM}or 

Capt.  WiUiam  Swaan  Shottlewortb,  Dental  Corps,  from  Octo> 
ber  19,  1929. 

uwMCAL  AOMnriaTKATirc  cemwn 


Adminlstratfvf 


To  be  oaptsin 

Vint   Utnt.   Harrer   Israel    Bice,   Medical 
Corpe,  frrmi  October  19.  19Si9, 

PaoMonoNs  la  mz  Hatt 

CommawW  Robert  L.  Ohormley  to  be  a  captain  in  tbe  Navy 
from  tbe  nth  day  of  October,  1920. 

Lieot.  Commander  Percy  W.  Nurtbcroft  t4>  be  a  commander 
in  the  Navy  from  the  6th  day  ot  June.  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Douglas  P.  Stlckley  to  be  a  lieutenant 
in  the  Navy  from  the  27th  day  of  March,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  John  E.  French  to  be  a  lieutenant  in 
ttie  Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  George  E.  Palmer  to  be  a  lieutenant 
in  the  Navy  from  the  16th  day  of  July,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Emory  P.  Hylant  to  be  a  lieutenant 
in  the  Navy  from  the  2d  day  of  August,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Valvin  R.  Sinclair  to  be  a  lieutenant 
In  the  Navy  from  the  27th  day  of  September,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Augustus  D.  Clark  to  be  a  lieutenant 
in  the  Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  October,  1929. 

The  following-named  ensigns  to  be  lieutenants  (Junior  grade) 
In  the  Navy  from  the  3d  day  of  June,  1929 : 

John  F.  Greenslade. 

Loois  E.  Gonther. 


WITHDRAWAL 

Bxecutive  nomination  toithdraKn  from  the  Senate  October  25 
{toffislative  day  of  September  30),  1929 

Membeb  op  the  Unith)  States  Boakd  or  Tax  Appeals 
Eugene  Black,  of  Clarksville,  Tex.,  to  be  a  member  of  the 
United  States  Board  of  Tax  Appeals  for  the  unexpire<l  term  of 
six  years  ending  Jane  7,  1932,  in  place  of  John  B.  Milliken, 
resigned,  which  was  submitted  to  the  Senate  October  21,  1929. 


SENATE 
Satuhdat,  October  26,  19^ 

{LegisloHve  Say  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1919) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  tbe 
recess. 

Mr.  FESS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HBFLIN.     WUl  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield 
to  the  S^iator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  F1DS&    I  yield. 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-SENATE 


FASCIST  IXAOUa  OT  NORTH  AlOBICA 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  a  resolution 
which  I  would  like  to  have  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield 
for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  FESS.     I  do. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  resolution  will  be  read. 

The  leglslaUve  clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  141),  as  fol- 
lows: 

Whereas  there  h«s  been  published  In  Harper's  Magazine  for  Norember, 
1920.  an  article  by  Marcus  Daffleld  entitled  "Mussolini's  American 
Empire  " ;  and 

Whereas  It  Is  alleged  In  such  article  th4t  persistent  efforts  are  being 
made  by  the  Fascist  L«agae  of  North  America,  a  corporation  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  and  Its  local  branches  throughout  the  United  States, 
to  preTent  the  Americanisatlon  of  lUlians  in  this  country,  to  stifle 
at  any  cost  all  criticism  of  Mussolini,  and  to  silence  the  opponents  of 
fascism  ;  and 

Whereas  it  is  further  alleged  that  the  Fascist  League  of  North  Amer- 
ica Is  subject  to  the  direct  orders  of  the  head  of  the  Bureau  of  Fascism 
Abroad  established  in  Italy  by  MusBollni ;  and 

Whereas  It  Is  further  alleged  that  all  the  Italian-language  newspapers 
in  the  United  Statea.  with  but  two  exceptions,  hare  been  brought  under 
tbe  Influence  of  the  Fascisti  and  that  the  readers  of  those  newspapers 
are  taught  to  regard  lUlians  who  become  American  citlsens  as  rene- 
gadex :  and 

Whereas  It  Is  further  alleged  that  the  reUtlves  In  lUly  of  penont 
living  In  the  United  State*  who  are  opposed  to  Fascism  hare  been  an- 
noyed, emharrassed,  and  tbrestened  with  srrMt  and  Ifflprtoosnest  Is 
order  to  Intimidate  mteh  psnoan  lo  the  United  Htstes  and  eonptl  tlMa 
to  become  nemb«'rs  of  ttte  FiMiiit  Uagna  at  North  Afflerlea ;  aod 

WUrtt-nn  1»  Is  fnrfb«T  alleged  that  •oris  of  Amerlran  eltlsoBc  ot  Itsllsa 
d^^nt  mrm  bvlog  taught  In  Itffllan  acbowU  MtabllatMNl  toy  th«  fTaartatf 
and  srs  Mng  glw»n  piwIimliMirf  trsislng  sn4  btlog  orgnnlscd  lBt«  jestor 
rsM'ist  or^rs  against  their  parent*'  wl«b««  and  over  tbelr  prot#sta,  to  At 
tb4Mn  for  tiM  FaselMt  army;  and 

Wh«reas  it  is  furtlurr  allaged  that  ceruio  American  ritlXMs  of  lUllan 
Atmceot  (including  F,  N,  OUvf,  of  New  York  City,  and  Carlo  Bagno, 
of  Hoboken,  tf.  J.),  who  have  racently  rlaltad  Italy  bare  baan  arrwt«d 
and  Imprisoned  and  have  bad  their  American  passports  uken  away 
bacaune  they  were  opposed  to  the  Fa»cisil  activities  in  the  United  Htatea; 
and 

Whereas  it  is  alleged  that  because  of  tbe  fixed  policy  of  arresting  for 
mlliury  duty  all  eligible  American  citlsena  of  Italian  blood  visiting  Italy, 
except  members  of  the  Fascist  organiution  In  good  standing,  our  Oov- 
ernment  has  felt  it  neceswry  to  open  new  negotiations  with  the 
Fascist  government  for  tbe  purpose  of  concluding  a  naturalliatlon 
treaty  ;   and 

Whereas  It  Is  essential  that  the  Senate  be  fully  informed  of  the 
facts  with  respect  to  these  allegations  and  the  political  activities  of 
Fascisti  organisations  in  the  United  States :  Therefore  be  it 

Reaolrea,  That  the  Secretary  of  Stote  Is  requested  to  report*^  to  the 
Senate  as  soon  as  practicable  all  information  which  has  been  obtained 
by  the  Department  of  State  with  respect  to  the  matters  referred  to  in 
the  preamble  of  this  resolution  or  with  reepeet  to  any  other  matters 
relating  to  the  political  activities  of  the  Fascist  League  of  North 
America  or  any  other  groups  or  organisations  of  Fascisti  In  the  United 
Sutes. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  Harper's  Magaiine  for  Novem- 
ber  contains  a  very  interesting  and  remarkable  article  setting 
forth  the  activities  of  Mussolini's  Fascists  in  the  United  States. 
That  article  reveals  a  shocking  and  a  tertible  condition.  Think 
of  these  foreigners  coming  here  and  coercing  American  citizens 
into  Joining  an  organization  which  pledges  its  allegiance  to  a 
foreign  ruler. 

Mr.  President,  a  few  years  ago  before  we  restricted  immigra- 
tion, when  foreigners  were  coming  in  hwe  by  the  hundreds  of 
thousands,  every  group  of  any  slje  from  certain  countries  had 
a  Roman  Catholic  priest  with  it,  and  I  read  into  the  debate 
in  the  House  at  that  time  a  newspaper  statement  reporting 
the  arrival  of  these  foreigners  showing  th^t  the  priest  assigned 
tothe  various  groups  urged  them  not  to  be  naturalized— not  to 
become  American  citizens,  but  to  remain  loyal  to  the  countries 
from  which  tht  y  came  and  to  secure  jobs  and  make  money  to 
^nd  back  home  to  bring  more  of  their  people  to  the  United 
States. 

This  dangerous  practice,  so  far  as  it  can  be  carried  on  in 
secret,  i*  still  in  vogue.  They  are  sending  back  every  year 
nnllion.s  of  dollars  to  carry  on  that  work  and  to  smuggle  in 
certain  foreigners.  And  now  certain  foreign  countries,  especially 
interested  In  striking  down  vital  American  institutions  and 
cnanging  our  form  of  government,  have  in  tbe  last  four  years 
established  in  New  York  State  and  in  some  other  States  In  the 
Baat  a  foreign  organlaatlon  antagonistic  to  American   Ideal* 
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and  institutions  which  disrespectfully,  Insolentiy,  boMlj  and 
brazenly  demands  of  duly  naturalized  American  dti^nsftSa 
St  T!!^'***  ^^  **^  ^^  i»  ««»*»  faith  that  they  rleSS 
^?^i  "^^'"'^  ^^  "^  «*^«  whole-hearted  support  ^oSS 
solinl  and  hi»  Roman  Fascist  r^me.  And  now,  iS  Pr^JSt 
American  cltiz^is  of  Italian  descent  and  Prot^tan''  S^^n 

hJ?,^  ^"!J^  ^^*^*^  ^^  **^»  P**^^^^  •"<»  plagued  by  thSS 
hostile  and  arrogant  agents  of  MussoUnl  because  they  have 
e:^ressed  the  desire  and  determination  to  be  free  f^om  forin 
i^K°J!°*'\^*t'''^'^'!.?'  '^^  intimidation  as  they  devote  ^S 
f  I^7^*°^^^'''''''^^?y  *°  **»e  '^o'k  of  becoming  worthy^nd 
fn^Si^K^'*^  *'*""^  "«  "»"^°«  °P<^°  thia  Government 
^J^?i^  ^7.  *"*^l  '"^°™  allegiance  to  protect  them  and  Im. 
inediately  reUeve  them  and  their  children  in  New  York  and 
oUier  States  from  Uie  annoyance,  the  threats,  the  intimidation! 

?T°ill'*'l^'^  ^^^"^  ^*'®^  *«*  ^""y  a°<*  ^^*^  enduring  in  the 
United    States    at    the    hands    of   Mussolini's   Roman    Fa8<^ 

Two  yeareago  In  tiie  Senate  I  called  your  attention  to  the 
protest  of  Protestant  American  citizens  of  ItallatI  descent  to 
nni.^t?'!''*'^  activities  of  the  Mussolini  Fascists  in  the 
United   States  and  again   18  months  ago  and  «  monUis  ago. 

-hd  "f  ^^  ^^^  be  free  from  Fascist  Interference  any- 
where  and  everywhere  at  all  times  In  the  United  States. 

ron,miff2*„?5"*"T  "■»".  I'!****'  f**'  BoiuHl,  chairman  of  tha 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  aid  me  In  getting  immedlata 
action  upon  the  resolution  which  I  have  Introduced^  »«"«n» 
In.  ««  #^  /ISiiJ.^  *l*/.2'  ^  Harper*.  lfaga«in«,  in  connneat- 

SV«J.^ni?2!!i-f '****•.'?■'?*"«  ^  <tonfm»iia  actintlM 
of  MiiMollnl'g  Fasdat  agents  lo  tbe  Uoltad  States^  said ; 

Iron  MareiM  DttflUld's  arfids  tlM  «st«M  of  Fssctoc  activity  la  Amorim 
•nd  to  dls«»v«  b4m  llcbUy  tboat  rMpoaslMa  tor  u  rsgsrd  tbs  rlgkts 
of  AmyU^n  ettismstip,  Mr  Duflsld,  a  young  Msw  Ycfk  Zwosmpli 
■an  bM  aads  a  closa  gtw4y  ot  the  rsadst  moummt  la  tMf  CMBtry 
and  has  accuvulated  docnmMitary  proota  ot  many  •  flagmnt  ess*  eltstf 

I!  iu  -•J?1'*'  K  **..T"  *••«■"»•«*•  •»«*««  wblcb  ba  sst.  tortk 
ia  bis  arttcis  sboald  iatcrest  th«  fuu  Dcpartasat 

The  VICE  PRBHIDBNT.  The  retolntioB  wUl  ba  raCcmd  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Belationa.    ^^  ^^  •"  ^ 

OAU.  or  TRB  fyj, 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    Mr.  President— 

n  ^^  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  Ohio  has  the 

"^^i  i^^  **^^•?  ^  *^  8«»**«^  f*^  Arkansas? 
Jar.  jrjcos.    I  yield. 

Mr  CJARAWAY.  Mr.  President,  wiU  tbe  Senator  yield  to 
enable  me  to  present  a  report  from  the  special  committee  dealing 
7lfuTn^i^  '*'.**!.i"''f,**«f  ***""  touching  what  Is  now  know! 
SoS  it  *™  incident?    I  desire  to  make  a  few  remarks 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yMd 
to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi?  ^^  ' 

Mr.  FESS.    I  yield. 

quorum.    This  Is  rather  an  important  matter. 

Mr.  FESS.    That  is  the  p<^t  I  had  risen  to  make.    I  sunest 

the  absence  of  a  quorum.  •" 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  derk  will  caU  the  rolL 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  foUowing  Senators 
answered  to  their  names :  ««—««• 


Ailen 

Ashurst 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Bleose 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Brouasard 

Capp^ 

Caraway 

Connally 

Copeland 

Cousens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Deneen 

DUl 


Edge 
Fess 

Fletcher 

Fraater 

Oeorce 

GUlett 

Glenn 

Ooff 

Ooldaborongh 

Gould 

Greene 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hatfield 

Hawea 

Haydea 

Heflln 

Howell 

Johnson 

Joaes 

Kean 


Kendxtck 


Lal( 


La  FoUetta 

McEeUar 

McMaster 

MeNary 

Moses 

Norbet* 

Norrls 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phlpps 

Pine 

Bansdell 

BoUnson,  Ind. 

Backctt 

Seball 

Shepnard 

Shorfridge 


Baltb 

SiBOOt 

Stack 

Staiwcr 

Swaosoa 

Itiomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Towasead 

TmaaaMll 

vandenberg 

Wagoar 

Waleott 

Walsh.  KasL 

Walah,  Moat 

Warren 

Watarmaa 

Watson 

Wbsder 


Mr.  FESS.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bunov]  is 
still  detained  frMn  the  Senate  on  account  of  illness.  I  ask  tiiat 
this  announcement  may  be  allowed  to  stand  for  the  day. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Joim]  la  detained 
from  the  Senate  on  olBclal  bostaesa 
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The  MBior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Umlb]  la  abaent  on  ac* 
eouit  of  illneaB. 

Mr.  TOWN8END.  I  deaire  to  annoimoe  tb%  abacncc  of  my 
eellcagiie  the  aenior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  HAanKoa], 
i^o  la  neeeaaarily  detained  on  ofBdal  tmslneaa 

Mr.  8CHALL.  My  coUeagne  [Mr.  Sbipsvsav]  la  abaent,  IIL 
I  aak  that  this  annoancement  may  Mand  for  the  day. 

The  VICE  PBB8IDBNT.  Eighty-three  Seoatora  hare  an- 
aweted  to  their  names.    A  qoomm  Is  present. 

HTYnmoATioii  or  LOBBrma 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  Prealdent,  from  the  apedal  eommtttee 
appolnte^l  under  Senate  BeMlatlon  20  for  the  taiTeMgatlon  of 
lobbying  I  am  directed  to  report  touching  one  phase  of  the 
investigation— that  is  the  employment  of  Mr.  Byanson. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  receipt  of 
tike  report?  Hie  Cbair  bears  none,  and  the  report  will  be 
received. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    I  aak  to  hare  the  report  read. 

The  VICE-  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  tbe  derk  will 
read,  as  reqnested. 

The  legislatire  derk  read  the  report  (No.  43),  aa  foUowa: 

(Beoatc  Bcport  He.  48,  BsTenty-flrst  CoDcress,  first  sasslon] 

LOBBTmO  AND  LOBBTISTS 
October  20,  1»20 

Mr.  Cabawat,  from  tb«  tabeommlttee  of  tb«  Committee  on  the  Jodl- 
eUry,  «at>mlttsd  the  followlag  preliminary  report  (parsosat  to  Senat* 
BesolotioB  20)  : 

Tour  ooounlttet,  Bsaed  by  the  ehalrmaa  of  tbe  Committee  on  tbe 
JodlcUiiy.  poraoaot  to  Senate  reeolatlon  20,  bSTlna  bad  un&tr  con- 
sideration tbe  matter  of  tbe  aaeociation  of  one  Cbarles  L.  Eyanaon, 
ssslatant  to  tbe  pretddent  of  tbe  Mannfacturers  Association  of  Connecti- 
CTit  tine!),  wltb  tbe  Bon.  Hiram  Bikqham,  a  Senator  from  tbat  State, 
dnrlQff  tbe  conalderttlon  by  tbe  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  and 
tbe  majority  member*  tbereof  of  tbe  pending  tariff  bill  (H.  B.  2667), 
and  bSTlnff  completed  tbat  phase  of  Its  work,  bef  leare  to  report  as 
follows: 

Tbe  Manafkctnrers  Association  of  Connectlcnt  (Inc.)  is  an  or^nl- 
satlon  in  tbe  nature  of  a  trade  association,  tbe  purpose  of  which  is  to 
promote  tli*  scneral  Interests  of  its  members  In  their  baslnesa,  mann- 
facturioK  establishments  of  tbe  State  of  Conaectlcnt.  Inclndlnf  tbe  New 
York,  New  HaTen  k  Elartford  Railroad  Co.  Its  business  at  Hartford, 
Conn.,  Is  ander  tbe  Immediate  superrlslon  and  direction  of  tbe  said 
Charles  L.  Eyanson,  under  tbe  president  tbereof,  E.  Kent  Hubbard. 
l^fsnsoB  Is  p«M  a  salary  of  $10,000  per  annum  by  the  association. 
He  oune  to  Wsahington  wbUe  tbe  tariff  bill  referred  to  was  under  con- 
iideratlon  by  tbe  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
leseutaUfss  tn  tbe  early  part  of  tbe  present  year,  and  aided  members 
of  tbe  assodstloB  in  pretwrlng  arguments  and  data  for  submission  by 
then  to  the  committee  referred  to. 

Ob  Pehroary  2S.  1029,  Senator  Bihoham  wrote  to  Mr.  Hubbard, 
ssylag  among  other  tblngs : 

**  I  am  wondering  wbether  there  Is  anyone  whom  you  could  loan 
me  as  SB  expert  adrlser  oa  tariff  problems,  particularly  those  In  whlcb 
CoDBectlcut  is  interested." 

In  explanation  of  tbe  letter  Senator  Bingham  told  the  committee 
that  the  people  of  tbe  State  generally  were  vitally  Interested  In  tariff 
questions  and  tbat  be  was  unfamiliar  with  tbe  problems  presented  by 
legtalatlon  of  that  cbaracter,  having  devoted  much  of  bis  dme  while  in 
the  Senate  theretofore  to  other  subjects.  A  copy  of  tbe  letter  of  Senator 
Bingham,  referred  to.  Is  hereto  attached,  marked  "  Exhibit  A"  and  made 
s  patt  of  tMs  report. 

Mr.  Hubbard  replied  in  a  sympathetic  way,  bte  letter  being  likewise 
sttaehed.  mavfeed  "  Exhibit  B." 

A  copy  of  the  letter  from  Senator  Bingham  was  sent  to  each  member 
of  tbe  assodatloa  and  tbe  views  of  tbe  members  solicited.  The  replies 
•were  generally  Cavorable,  the  treasurer  suggesting  tbat  tbe  board  of 
directors  be  anthorised  "  to  utillxe  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $5,000  to 
be  expsarted  in  cooaection  with  tariff  work  in  Washington."  A  limita- 
tion of  the  saonst  to  be  expended  was  suggested  in  a  number  of  the 
replies.  By  srraagenent  between  Hubbard  and  Senator  Binobam, 
entered  iate  at  the  office  of  J.  Henry  Roraback,  chairman  of  the  Re- 
publican State  Committee  of  the  State  of  Connectkmt,  Eyanson  was 
deputed  as  aide  to  Senator  Binvham  pursuant  to  his  request,  the  board 
of  dlrectofs  of  the  association  adopting  a  resoIuti<m  as  follows : 

"  That  tbe  vote  lecelved  by  letter  authorising  aid  to  Senator  Biso- 
BAM  in  protectinc  Interests  of  Connecticut  manufacturers  be  conllrmsd. 

"It  was  farther  reported  that  the  staff  of  the  aseociation  had  been 
engaged  in  a  comprehensive  analysM  in  columnar  form  of  the  Underwood, 
Fordaey-McCnmber  tsrils;  the  request  presented  before  the  Ways  and 
Msaas  Coaunlttee  of  the  Honae  and  tbe  schedules  propoaed  in  the  House 
Mil  (H.  R.  2067)  now  before  the  Honae  of  Representatives  for  action, 
sod  fortheraiorc  that  a  representative  would  shortly  be  la  Washington 
to  assist  Senstor  Bimobam  persoaally  la  his 
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Eyanson  came  to  Washington  to  take  tbe  position.  In  effect,  as  a  clerk 
ji  the  office  of  Senator  Bimobam,  in  whlcb  he  had  a  desk  where  he  r»- 
eelved  callers  who  came  to  consult  with  him  or  Senator  Bimobam,  or 
toth.  Be  assembled  material  for  tbe  use  of  Senator  Bimoham  in  eon- 
tection  with  tbe  bearings  before  tbe  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  and 
attended  the  bearings,  occupying  a  seat  from  which  be  could  communl- 
»te  at  any  time  with  Senator  Bi.vqham,  and  aided  bim  with  sugaes- 
:ioBs  while  the  bearings  were  in  progress.  After  the  hearings  were  com* 
dieted  the  majority  members  went  Into  secret  session  for  tbe  purpose 
>f  considering  tbe  bill.  At  tbat  time,  at  tbe  direction  of  Senator  Bino- 
BAM,  Eyanson  was  sworn  In  as  clerk  of  the  Committee  on  Territories 
ind  Insular  Possessions,  of  which  Senator  Binouam  was  then,  and  is 
DOW,  the  chairman,  displacing  one  Henry  M.  Barry,  who  was  told  by 
Senator  Bimoham  tbat  bis  salary  would  nevertheless  continue.  This 
H>urse  was  pursued,  the  committee  was  told  by  Scuator  Bi.hguam,  tbat 
Eyanson  might  be  "  subject  to  the  discipline  of  tbe  Senate,"  the  signlfl- 
Bsnce  of  the  phrase  being  left  unexplained. 

After  Eyanson  had  thus  been  Introduced  Into  tbe  secret  meetings  of 
tbe  majority  members  and  bad  sat  wltii  them  for  some  two  or  three 
lays.  Senator  Smoot,  chairman  of  the  committee,  inquired  of  Senator 
Bimoham  whether  be,  Eyanson,  was  an  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Manufacturers  Association  of  Connecticut,  and  being  advised  tbat  be 
was.  Senator  Binuuam  was  told  by  Senator  Smoot  that  objection  bad 
been  made  to  Eyaoson's  presence  in  the  coaunlttee  and  Intimated  it 
would  be  better  if  he  did  not  longer  attend.  Senator  Bimoham  then 
inquired  as  to  the  attitude  of  other  members  of  tbe  committee  and  from 
tlie  views  thus  elicited  reached  the  conclusion  that  Eyanson  ought  not 
longer  to  attend  the  meetings,  and  be  did  not.  Eyanson  drew  bis 
salary  as  clerk  of  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Possessions. 
At  the  end  of  his  first  month's  service  as  such  he  turned  the  amount  so 
received  over  in  cash  to  Senator  Bimoham.  The  remainder  of  his 
salary  while  he  continued  on  the  rolls  he  drew  and  turned  over  to  Mr. 
Barry,  the  whole  amounting  to  $357.50. 

One  of  tbe  subordinates  of  Mr.  Eyanson,  pursuant  to  tbe  practices 
of  bis  office,  on  the  30th  day  of  August,  1929,  prepared  on  a  blank 
provided  for  that  purpose  a  memorandum,  as  follows : 

**Thk  MAMTFAcnnuBBs  association  or  CoMMBCTici'T  (Inc.), 

"Auffuat  aof^un. 

"Memorandum  to  Mr.  Eyanson  from  Mr.  Wnichet 
"  Subject :  Information  for  Senator  Bimoham. 

"  In  telephone  conversations  with  Mr.  Henderson,  of  tbe  Crescent 
Eiire  Arms  Co.,  and  Mr.  Warner,  of  the  Davis  k  Warner  Arms  Co.,  both 
■it  Norwich,  in  reply  to  an  inquiry  originating  with  Mr.  Henderson,  I 
Informed  these  gentlemen  that  ^nator  Bingham  met  with  very  strong 
opposition  to  the  10  per  ceut  duty  on  rough-bored  shotgun  barrels  from 
the  Savage  Arms  Co.  et  al..  and  three  influential  members  of  the 
Senate  Fiaance  Committee,  Senators  Smoot,  chairman.  Reed,  and  Eogb; 
and  that  Senator  Bingham  considered  it  a  dt>ci8ive  victory  to  have  held 
tbe  duty  where  it  now  stands  in  the  House  bill,  at  10  per  cent,  in  face 
of  a  very  strong  effort  to  raise  it  to  30  per  cent." 

It  is  obvious  from  tbe  memorandum  that  Wuichet,  who  was  'n  Hart- 
ford.  Conn.,  at  the  time  the  memorandum  was  written,  bad  informs-^ 
tion  concerning  some  of  the  proceedings  In  the  secret  meetings  of  the 
majority  members  of  tbe  Finance  Comminee,  but  he  Informed  your 
committee  that  be  had  no  recollection  of  the  source  of  his  information, 
and  while  be  denied  that  It  came  from  Eyanson  be  admitted  that  be 
could  assign  no  other  source  from  which  it  could  come.  Thi.<)  witness 
told  tbe  committee  that  he  is  a  dollar-a-year  man  of  tbe  Department 
of  Commerce.  He  holds  the  position  of  foreign  trade  secretary  of 
the  Manufacturers  Association  of  Connecticut,  a  position  which  requires 
him  to  ascertain  and  assemble  information  of  value  to  the  members 
of  tbe  association  for  the  promotion  of  their  foreign  trade  and  to  convey 
tbe  same  to  them  as  an  officer  or  employee  of  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce. Having  taken,  as  usual,  the  official  oath,  be  gathers  informa- 
tion in  and  about  Hartford,  as  requested  by  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, or  that  may  be  of  service  to  It  in  its  work,  and  secures  infor- 
mation from  the  d^MUtment  of  value  to  manufacturers  in  that  section. 
In  this  connection  your  committee  calls  attention  to  the  following 
provision  of  the  act  of  1917  (39  SUt.,  pt.  1,  p.  1106)  : 

"  That  OB  and  after  July  1,  1919,  no  Oovernment  official  or  employee 
shall  receive  any  salary  in  connection  with  his  services  as  such  an 
official  or  employee  from  any  source  other  than  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  except  as  may  be  contributed  out  of  the  treasury  of 
any  State,  county,  or  municipality,  and  no  person,  association,  rr  cor- 
poration shall  make  any  contribution  to,  or  in  any  way  supplement  the 
salary  of  any  Government  official  or  employee  for  tbe  services  per- 
formed by  him  for  tbe  Oovernment  of  tbe  United  States.  Any  person 
violating  any  of  tbe  terms  of  this  proviso  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor,  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of 
not  less  than  $1,000  or  imprisonment  for  not  less  than  six  inonths, 
or  by  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment,  as  the  court  may  determine." 

It  appeared  from  evidence  before  the  committee  that,  in  respect  to  62 
af  the  leading  industries  of  the  State  of  Connecticut  the  pending  tariff 


bill .  recommends  raises   la  the   duties   on   44.      With   respect   to   7   it 
remains  unchanged,  and  in  one  Instance  It  provides  for  a  decrease. 

After  the  departure  of  Byanson  from  Washington  on  the  completion 
of  his  work  here  with  Senator  Bingham,  the  latter  transmitted  to  him  a 
check  for  $1,000,  which  has  never  been  cashed,  the  recipient  having 
determined  tentatively  on  Its  receipt  to  return  it  personally  rather 
than  by  letter  to  Senator  Bimobam,  but  now  remains  undecided  ss  to 
what  disposition  be  should  make  of  the  check. 

Senator  Bimobam  was,  at  tbe  time  Eysnson  came  to  bis  office,  psyiag 
an  tbe  clerks  sums  la  addition  to  their  official  salaries  and  would  be 
obliged,  he  felt,  to  employ  one  or  two  additional  stenogmpbers.  He 
hoped,  when  asking  tbe  assistance  of  tbe  manufacturers'  association, 
to  get  a  high-grade  man,  whooe  salary  tbe  Senator  felt  be  could  not 
pay  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  was  paying  additloosl  salary  to  foor 
clerks. 

As  heretofore  stated,  tbe  New  Tork,  New  Haven  k  Hartford  Railroad 
Co.  Is  a  member  of  the  Mannfacturers  Association  of  Connecticut.  A 
reply  to  one  of  the  drcnlsr  letters  sent  out  by  Preeldent  Hubbard,  here- 
tofore referred  to,  addressed  to  B.  O.  Bockland,  vice  presideet,  csaie 
signed  "  B.  O.  Bucklsnd.  chairman,"  which  was  as  follows : 

"Answering  your  letter  of  March  B,  I  am  strongly  of  tbe  opinloa 
that  the  assocLitlon  should  leave  nothing  undone  to  assist  Senator 
Bimoham  in  the  presentation  of  briefs  giving  the  fScts  snd  arguments 
in  favor  of  tariff  rates  such  as  the  Industries  of  Connecticut  brilere 
sbonld  be  adopted  In  the  new  tariff  bill.  Tbe  fact  that  one  of  our 
Senators  is  will  ng  to  undertake  this  work  not  only  justifies  but  prac- 
tically demands  that  the  association  should  support  him  to  tbe  limit." 

The  New  York,  New  Haven  k  Hartford  is  one  of  the  largest  eon- 
tributors  to  tbe  revenues  of  tbe  Manufacturers  Association  of  Connect- 
icut, amounting  to  $100,000  annually,  the  contributions  of  the  railroad 
company  on  tbe  basis  of  tbe  number  of  men  In  its  service  being 
approximately  $4,000  annually.  Tbe  committee  questions  the  propri- 
ety of  the  utilhuitlon  of  the  funds  ot  a  railroad  company  for  the  pay- 
ment of  tbe  B'irvices  of  a  lobbyist  in  Washington.  Wbether  such 
contributions  are  forbidden  by  any  statute  may  be  the  subject  of  further 
communication  from  your  committee.  Meanwhile  the  committee  recom- 
mends tbe  adoption  of  a  resolution  by  the  Senate  calling  upon  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  to  furnish  to  tbe  Senate  a  list  of  all  officials 
employed  by  tbe  department  In  tbe  regular  service  of  private  Individuals 
or  corporations  drawing  a  salary  of  $1  a  year  or  any  other  sum  from 
the  Government. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

T.  H.  Cabawat,  Chak-mam. 

■XBTSR  A 

UMmo  States  Sbmatb, 

^ebntory  K,  t9t9. 
Hon.  B.  Kmtn  HmoABD, 

PrfidetU  Mattufoetmrer$  A$»ooiatU>n  of  Cfonneetiout, 

Hartford,  dmn. 
Mt  DBAS  Ma.  Hcbbasd:  As  you  know,  many  matters  of  great  impor- 
tance to  the  manufacturers  of  Connecticut  and  our  citiaens  generally 
will  come  up  during  the  extra  session,  particularly  while  the  tariff  is 
being  discussed  in  committee  and  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  am  wondering  wbether  there  is  anyone  whom  you  could  loan  me  as 
an  expert  adviser  on  tariff  problems,  particularly  those  in  which  Con- 
necticut is  interested. 

It  seems  to  me  that  It  would  be  advantageous  If  I  could  have  some 
one  on  whom  I  could  rely  for  summaries  and  briefs,  giving  tbe  tacts 
and  arguments  in  favor  of  such  rates  as  the  people  of  Connecticut 
believe  should  bi)  adopted  in  tbe  general  Interest. 

There  is  no  one  in  my  office  who  is  familiar  with  this  general  field. 
Our  hearings  will  probably  begin  about  May  1  or  10.  During  the 
hearings  many  questions  will  arise  on  which  I  should  like  to  have  expert 
advice.  Then  when  the  committee  begins  considering  the  bill  in  execu- 
tive session  I  ought  to  have  a  well-prepared  brief  on  every  schedule  in 
which  Connecticut  Is  interested.  Could  you  help  me  out  7 
Sincerely  yours, 

,  HiBAM  Bingham. 

Exhibit  B 

raaaDABX  28,  1920. 

Hon.    HiBAM    BitOBAM, 

United  Btatu  Bmate,  Wtuhinoton,  D.  C. 

Mt  DBAS  Sbkatob  Binqham  :  I  was  most  gratified  to  receive  yoor 
letter  of  February  25  In  regard  to  the  tariff. 

Connecticut  industry  has  been  apprehensive  ever  since  the  announce- 
ment of  Senator  McLean's  retirement,  but  with  the  knowledge  which 
comes  through  your  letter  that  you  are  planning  to  study  the  matter 
in  your  usual  thorough  manner,  tbat  apprehension  is  relieved. 

Tariff  and  transportation  are  two  of  the  most  vital  subjects  to  Con- 
necticut manufacturers,  and  you  may  rest  assured  that  we  will  arrange 
to  provide  for  nil  the  facilities  for  information  which  you  may  need 
during  tbe  hearings  before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  snd  dofias 


the  ssecutlve  sessions.  The  person  or  persons  whom  we  shall  select 
will  be  representative  of  Connecticut  Industry  and  will  be  thoroagUy 
competent  on  tariff  matters. 

Again  let  me  express  my  appreciation  for  your  cooperatloa.     I  shall 
arrange  to  confer  wltb  you  personally  or,  if  tbat  Isn't  possible,  through 
a  rep reiienta five  well  before  tbe  date  of  hearings. 
Very  truly  yours, 

B.  Kaar  HnsaABO,  FrssfdeM. 

Mr.  CABAWAT.  Mr.  President,  the  committee  tboui^t.  In 
riew  of  the  extraordinarj  circumstances  sttendtnff  this  trana* 
action,  tbat  it  was  its  duty  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  immediately  the  information  it  acquired  durinf  its  In- 
vestigation. It  seems  to  the  committee  tbat  It  strikea  at  the 
dignity  and  the  honor  uf  the  Senate  and  would  tend  to  shake 
tbe  confidence  of  the  American  public  in  the  integrity  of  legia- 
lation. 

Tbe  Connecticut  Manufacturers  Association,  practically  erery 
member  of  which  was  interested  in  the  pending  li^gislation.  was 
applied  to  by  a  Memtier  of  the  Senate  to  loan  to  him  an  expert  in 
tariff  matters  as  they  might  affect  tbe  demands  «nd  neceaaltiea 
of  the  members  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers  Aasodation. 

Before  I  go  further,  however,  and  lest  I  might  forget  it,  I  will 
aay  tbat  I  am  aure  tbat  tbe  testimony  reveals  tbat  the  letter  of 
tbe  Senator  from  Connecticut  to  tbe  Connecticut  Manufacturers 
Aasociation  was  not  the  first  conununicatlon  between  that  asso- 
ciation and  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  tonchitig  the  aubject 
of  tariff  legislation,  becanse  the  letter  of  the  Connecticut  Manu- 
facturera  Association,  transmitting  this  letter  of  Senator  Bino* 
HAM  to  tbe  various  members  ot  the  association,  calls  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  asaociution  had  approached  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  and  naked  him  to  interest  hlmaelf  in  the 
needs  of  the  meml>er8  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers  Asso- 
ciation in  the  forthcoming  legislation.  Those  who  testified  are 
silent  upon  that  question,  but  the  letter  of  transmittal  states 
that  the  C<Minectlcut  Manufacturers  Association  had  approached 
the  Senator,  and  then  Liter  he  bad  written  hia  letter.  What- 
ever significance  there  may  be,  in  the  absence  of  any  evidence 
of  this  prior  meeting  and  understanding,  if  there  was  one  bad,  I 
aball  not  comment  upon  now. 

I  said  a  moment  ago  tbat  this  tranaaction  tenda  to  destroy  tbe 
confidence  which  the  people  at  large  should  have  in  the  integrity 
and  the  unselfishness  of  tbe  source  of  information  as  affecting 
the  proposed  tariff  legislation  tbat  waa  to  come  out  of  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  Finance. 

The  associatioB  of  which  Mr.  Eyanaon  waa  the  assiatant  to 
tbe  president,  and  for  which  service  be  received  $10,000  a  year, 
evidently  regarded  it  as  a  very  great  victory  that  it  had  its 
representative  here  in  Washington,  in  a  place  where  be  could 
be  of  peculiar  ^rvice  to  the  members  of  that  association.  A 
letter  undn*  date  of  Jtily  19,  addreased  to  Mr.  Eyanson  here  at 
the  Wardman  Park  Hotel  by  the  president,  Mr.  B.  Kent  Hub. 
bard,  discloses  tliis  fact — I  am  akipping  a  part  of  it,  becauae  it 
has  been  read.    I  want  to  read  the  third  paragraph : 

I  want  you  to  prepare  the  way  for  me  with  Senator  Bimoham  regard- 
ing your  tenure  of  office  in  Washington. 

There  was  a  good  deal  of  testimony  sought  to  be  adduced  as 
to  what  was  meant  by  bis  "  traure  of  office  here  in  Washington." 
The  gentleman  who  wrote  it  Is  a  graduate  of  a  well-known  uni- 
versity, and  ought  to  know  what  the  English  language  means. 
But  we  got  no  information.    He  says: 

I  want  you  to  prepare  tbe  way  for  me  with  Senator  Bimoham  regard- 
ing your  tenure  of  office  In  Washington.     You  have  done — 

Referring  later  in  the  same  letter  to  what  Mr.  Eyanson  bad 
accomplished  In  the  time  he  had  been  connected  with  the  office 
of  Senator  Bikgham,  and  a  part  of  which  time  he  had  had  the 
advantage  of  going  into  the  secret  meetings  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance;  but,  to  do  Mr.  Eyanstm  justice,  I  wish  now  to  pauae 
long  enough  to  say  that  when  I  asked  bim  about  that  phsse  of 
bis  activities,  he  said  he  did  not  understand  that  they  had  a 
committee  meeting  at  all;  that  they  had  a  Republican  caucua, 
and  that  he  thought  a  Republican  ougbt  to  be  permitted  to  get 
into  a  Republican  caucus;  and  therefore,  regardless  of  the 
means  by  which  he  got  in  there,  he  thought  It  was  entir^y 
justified.    But  Hubbard  says: 

I  want  you  to  prepare  the  way  for  me  with  Senator  Bimobam  regard- 
ing your  tenure  of  office  In  Washington.  You  have  done  a  great  deal 
more  than  we  ever  bargained  for  in  the  beginning — 

What  he  bad  bargained  for  he  would  not  tell  us — 
and   undoubtedly   tbe   results  which   yon   have   accomplished   are   far- 
reaching  and  will  bear  fruit  for  soaie  tlaM  to  eome. 

What  was  meant  by  that,  I  think,  is  disclosed  by  the  raises 
in  rates,  which  would  amount  to  several  millions  of  dollars,  in 
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fbe  things  manvftictnred  by  the  members  of  tbe  Connectlcnt 
Manofactiirers  Association. 
At  all  cveats.  la  th«  put— 

The  I«tter  cootinoes.  Here  Is  a  most  signiflcant  statement 
which  I  wish  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  not  for  what 
actually  transpired,  but  as  showing  what  the  people  who  were 
paying  Mr.  Eyanson's  salary  and  had  gotten  him  down  here  in 
a  place  where  he  could  be  eflectiTe  thought  about  it.    He  says : 

At  aU  cT«ata.  in  the  past  tke  asaoeiatloa,  when  aay  tariff  matter 
taaie  ap.  was  ahrara  dependent  on  Seoator  McLean.  New  we  an  la 
a  poaltloB  where  we  can  handle  It  here  ia  ^e  ofllce 

Formerly,  when  matters  affecting  the  hiterests  of  the  mann- 
fiictnrers  In  CJonnectlcut  were  being  legislated  upon  here  In 
Washington,  this  association  had  to  rely  upon  the  serrlces  ot  a 
former  Senator,  Mr.  McLean ;  but  "  now,"  referring  to  this  rela- 
tion, "  we  are  able  to  handle  these  matters  In  our  own  office," 
At  least,  that  is  what  they  thought. 

I  want  70a  to  (et  oat  and  plan  with  Mrs.  Syanaoo  for  the  noatb  oi 
Aosiut  In  the  eon  on  the  ihore.  aa  70a  oiiflBanj  hoped  to  do :  and  then 
in  Septemher  70a  will  be  fit  aa  a  fiddle  to  tat^e  yoor  job  iiere. 

I  have  read  the  significant  part  of  that  letter.  Tb^^  is  an- 
other letter  here  which  I  want  to  read,  to  show  you  what  others 
thought  with  reference  to  ttiis  tranaaction.  I  will  ask  the  Sen- 
at)or  frocn  Montana  [Mr.  Waiush]  if  he  has  the  marking  of  the 
pa«e  of  the  letter  of  Davis  to  the  asaodaticn? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    No.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  GA&AWAY.  I  had  it  here  just  a  minute  afo.  I  shall 
read  It  directlj.  Anyway,  a  letter  was  sent  out  to  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  association,  and  they  were  asked  iriiether  they 
thoogbt  It  would  be  adrisaMe  to  incur  the  expense  Incident  to 
afguUng  a  representatlTe  liere  and  harlag  a  r^;vesentatiTe  of  the 
CoBne<^lcat  Manufacturers  Association  in  ttie  office  of  Senator 
BmoHAM.  A  Mr.  Davis  was  very  much  for  It  He  said:  "I 
am  for  this  proposition  100  per  cent  It  gives  us  an  advantage, 
and  yoa  pay  for  what  you  get ;  and  wliatever  the  expense  is,  I 
am  for  it."    I  hope  to  set  the  letter  in  a  minute  and  read  It. 

I  cite  those  two  letters  to  show  tliat  the  memtwrs  of  the  Con- 
aecticnt  Manufacturers  Association  believed  that  they  were  get- 
ting an  advantage;  ttuit  they  were  in  a  poeition  where  they 
covid  inflnenee  legislation ;  and  that,  while  it  cost  money,  they 
Kalised  that  they  paid  for  wtiat  they  got,  and  got  wtuit  tiiey 
paid  for;  and  Mr.  Hubbard  said.  "We  got  even  more  than  we 
bargained  for,  a  better  deal  than  we  had  expected." 

As  I  said  a  minute  ago,  I  want  to  call  attention  to  thia,  be- 
cause it  vitally  affects  at  least  the  opinion  of  the  public  with 
referenee  to  legislatloB.  Whether  or  not  Eyanson  was  ngpon- 
Bible  for  dianges  made  In  tlie  tariff  rates,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say.  I  do  know  that  the  men  who  paid  his  salary,  who  put  up 
the  money  to  pot  hfan  here,  who  were  parties  to  the  advantages 
sought  and.  I  think,  obtained  by  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers 
AsHociatlun,  believed  that  they  had  a  real  advantage,  and  that 
they  had  paid  for  It  and  it  was  theirs;  and  I  think  the  public 
at  large  will  think  that  they  were  Justified  in  believiug  that  they 
were  paying  for  a  special  privilege  and  got  it 

To  call  attention  to  that  tact,  a  man  speaking  for  a  large 
industry — an  industry  affecting  the  employment  of  about  25,()00 
men — was  interested  in  a  duty.  He  came  down  here  and  was 
told  that  he  must  get  In  touch  with  and  get  the  ear  of  Mr. 
Eyanson  or  his  industry  was  ndned.  He  went  to  see  Mr.  Eyan- 
son two  or  three  times,  and  talked  with  him  about  it.  He  said 
uuder  oath  that  he  was  never  able  to  see  the  Senator  from  Oon- 
nectkvt  {Mr.  BinohamJ.  in  whose  State  this  industry  has  its 
seat  bat  he  was  corapelied  to  talk  with  Mr.  £yan:x>o,  and  could 
get  aowiiere  with  him;  that  be  seemed  to  be  abscrintely  closed 
against  any  argument  that  he  could  make.  Well,  it  transpired 
that  there  was  a  rival  company  that  wanted  a  reduction  in  the 
rates — these  were  the  rates  00  flab — for  which  Mr.  Cooley,  wIk) 
wmnted  a  raise  because  he  represented  the  association  that  was 
proctaiciag  and  packing  the  Ash.  testified.  Now.  Mr.  Meianest, 
who  was  tn  the  employ  of  the  Tariff  Commission  until  the  15th 
day  of  May,  and  who  had  been  one  of  tlie  Government's  experts 
appearing  heion  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the 
House,  quit  the  employ  of  the  Government,  accepted  a  raise 
that  gave  him  16,000  a  year  and  bis  expenses,  and  went  with  this 
rival  flah  concern,  the  Atlantic  Coast  Fisherlea,  and  conunenced 
to  prepare  statements  for  them  to  get  a  reduction  in  duty  that 
that  company  wanted. 

The  significant  thing  of  ttiat  whole  matter  la  tMa :  That  com- 
pany, whan  It  appliad  to  the  Ooimirtee  on  Ways  and  Means 
of  the  Houae,  did  not  have  a  dollar  inveated  ia  Canada ;  bat 
later  on  tliay  hired  thia  Oovemment  expert  who  was  the  source 
of  inforaiation  to  the  tariff  committee  affecting  fbih,  and  with- 
out waiting  for  the  resiflts  that  did  come  oat  of  the  Cranmlttee 
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on  Finance — because  they  got  what  they  asked  for — ^they  went 
to  Canada  and  invested  large  sums  of  money  In  buying  flsh 
irfants  and  trawlers  in  Canada.  Later  It  got  a  redaction  In 
rates  that  the  other  people  said  will  put  the  American  producer 
out  of  business.  Whether  that  is  true  or  not  I  do  not  know. 
The  other  people  then  came  to  the  Senator's  office,  because  their 
buadnees  is  located  largely  at  Oroton,  Conn.,  and  tried  to  see 
him ;  but  as  Mr.  Cooley  says,  "  I  could  not,  I  could  not  get  his 
ear.  I  could  only  see  Mr.  Eyanson,  and  Mr.  Eyanson  was  closed 
against  any  information  we  tried  to  give  to  him.  His  mind  was 
already  made  up  in  favor  of  the  other  side  of  the  controversy." 

Well,  Mr.  Meisnest — this  expert  who  had  been  hired  away 
from  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  who,  Cooley  said,  had  told  hLm 
that  he  could  take  the  same  set  of  figures  and  make  them  sliow 
a  result  on  either  side,  now  with  the  Atlantic  Coast  Fisheries — 
testified  that  lie  had  spent  possibly  six  weeks  down  here  after 
he  had  gone  to  this  fisheries  company ;  and  when  a»ke>d  what 
he  was  doing  here  said  lie  was  here  to  block  Cooley,  to  keep 
Cooley  from  having  the  rates  remain  where  they  were  or  get- 
ting a  raise  in  the  rates.  His  company  in  the  meantime  had 
invested  largely  in  Canada,  and  of  course  wanted  a  lower  rate 
or  no  rates,  and  he  was  here  to  block  Cooley's  efforts  to  get  a 
protective  rate  on  fish ;  and  when  asked  what  be  did  to  block 
Cooley  he  said,  "  1  went  to  see  Eyanson." 

Here  were  men  representing  approximately  $20XX)0,000  of 
American  investments,  one  wanting  a  protective  rate  and  the 
other  wanting  a  reduction,  because  they  were  either  these 
owners  of  Canadian  fish-producing  and  fish-manufacturing 
plants,  or  they  expected  shortly  tbereafter  to  acquire  them,  and 
wanted  a  reduction  in  rates;  axnl  both  were  obliged,  but  in 
hand,  to  stand  in  the  outer  office  and  talk  to  this  iraid  lobbyist 
of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers  Association,  one  seeking  pro- 
tection and  one  opposing  protection,  and  neither  one  of  than 
aWe  to  get  any  information  outside  of  this  one  paid  lobbyist 
who  at  the  same  time  was  on  the  pay  roll  of  the  Groverument 
of  the  United  States! 

Against  that  sort  of  a  situation  I  think  the  Senate  on^t  to 
take  action ;  and  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
who  is  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  the 
Senator  who  is  sitting  next  to  him,  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  EnoK],  that  the  evidence  shows  that  it  is  believed 
that  the  Senator  from  Utah  know  that  this  man  was  on  tlie 
pay  roil  ot  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers  A.ss<Kiation. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  says  "  he  told  the  Senator  from 
Utah  that  this  man  was  the  assistant  to  the  president  and  of 
course  the  Senator  knew,  therefore,  that  he  was  on  its  pay  roIL" 
I  am  merely  calling  attention  to  the  situation.  I  do  not  go 
beyond  that;  but  I  do  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
members  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers  Association  were 
receiving  information  alleged  to  have  come  out  of  the  Finance 
Committee,  quoting  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Bdoe),  and  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rcao)),  as  toeing  in  favor  of  a  rate  of  30  per 
cent  upon  rough-bored  gun  barrels ;  that  the  S«iator  from  Con- 
necticut had  opposed  that  rate,  and  considered  that  he  had 
achieved  a  great  victory  because  he  kept  the  rate  at  10  per  oent 
Instead  of  90  per  cmt. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Does  the  Senator  really  think  it  is  worthy,  or 
necessary  in  this  argument,  to  discuss  or  to  bring  to  tlie  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate,  some  rumor  that  somebody  said  something? 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    It  Is  not  a  rumor. 

Mr.  EDGE.  As  far  as  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  con- 
cerned, his  first  knowledge  of  it  was  what  he  read  in  sorae 
newspaper. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  am  glad  to  hear  it,  because  this  is  the 
reason  why  I  am  calling  attention  to  It:  I  want  to  show  the 
Senator  that  somebody  down  here,  pretending  to  give  informa- 
tion— and  that  somelwdy  was  the  paid  lobbyist  of  the  Con- 
necticut Manufacturers  Association,  and  that  someboilj  was 
on  the  pay  roll  of  the  Government — at  the  same  time  was  at  least 
pretending  to  give  out  valuable  Information,  and,  I  am  sure, 
doing  the  Senator  from  Utah  and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  a  gross  Injustice.  Ttiat  is 
another  reason  why  I  want  to  call  attention  to  it  I  want  tx> 
ten  you,  sir,  that  that  Is  where  that  sort  of  thing  leads.  A  man 
who  ia  serving  two  masters,  and  reporting  to  both,  does  not  hesi- 
tate to  slander  the  good  name  of  anyt}ody  to  make  himself 
appear  to  be  wOTth  the  price  that  he  receives  for  his  services. 
Tliat  Is  why  the  attention  of  the  Senate  ought  to  be  called  to 
this  reeord.  It  Is  entitled  to  know  that  that  sort  of  peddling  ia 
befeog^lcme. 


Wuichet  got  that  Information  from  Eyanson,  and  the  pity  of 
it  is  that  he  was  wllliug  to  be  uncandld  and  go  beyond  that  in 
order  to  protect  that  source  of  Information.  I  know  that 
because  he  did  not  know  the  natne  of  another  man  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance,  and  it  could  not  be  assumed  he  knew  who 
made  up  the  committee.  Therefore,  somebody  told  him  that 
and  soniet)ody  told  him  what  the  rate  was,  and  somebody  gave 
out  that  information  so  that  it  might  be  peddled  among  the 
members  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers  Association  to  show 
what  a  valuable  aid  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers  Associa- 
tion had  here  in  the  office  of  a  Senator,  and  part  of  the  time  on 
the  pay  roil,  a  ad  attending  the  secret  meetings  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance.  The  Senate  and  the  country  have  a  right  to  know 
those  things. 

There  are  oilier  features  about  the  matter  I  want  to  discuss 
just  briefly.  AVhen  Mr.  Eyanson  was  here  as  a  witness  he  said 
that  when  he  was  put  on  the  pay  roll,  and  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  cc-rroborates  It,  that  there  was  not  one  word  said 
to  him  about  why  he  was  to  go  on  the  pay  roll  as  a  derk ;  that 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  said  to  Mr.  Barry,  who  was  the 
clerk  ot  the  O^mmlttee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Possessicms, 
"  You  take  Mr.  Eyanson  over  to  the  disbursing  clerk's  ofllce  and 
have  him  sworn  in  as  a  clerk."  That  not  a  word  was  said  about 
what  pay  he  was  to  get  or  what  he  was  to  do  with  it,  and  that 
he  went  over  there,  without  a  word  of  explanation  and  without 
asking  for  any  information,  and  took  the  oath  of  office. 

He  did  not  Icnow,  although  a  man  of  great  intelligence,  what 
place  he  took.  He  said  he  was  a  clerk  first  to  Senator  Binoham, 
ond  then  that  he  thought  he  was  a  clerk  to  Senator  Binqham 
and  something  else,  he  did  not  know  what ;  that  he  knew  what 
the  salary  was,  but  not  a  word  was  said  between  him  and  Sena- 
tor BiNOHAif  as  to  what  was  to  be  done  with  the  salary.  He 
said,  "  I  assumed  Senator  Bingham  knew  that  I  would  not  take 
any  salary  from  any  other  source  tlian  the  Connecticut  Manu- 
facturers Association." 

The  time  came,  and  be  signed  the  pay  roll  and  got  his  salary 
as  a  governmental  clerk,  and  without  saying  a  word  gave  this 
to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  Senator  BinghaiiC.  The  Sena- 
tor took  it  and  put  ft  in  his  pocket  without  a  word.  I  do  not 
tliink,  however,  there  is  any  doubt  but  that  he  gave  it  to  Mr. 
Barr>'.  who  had  been  a  clerk  of  the  C-ommittee  on  Territorial 
and  Insular  Affairs. 

The  next  time  he  was  to  draw  his  pay  he  asked  the  Senator 
what  he  should  do  with  It  if  he  should  give  It  to  Mr.  Barry, 
and  was  told  "  Yes. "  He  did  so,  but  not  a  word  of  explanation, 
not  an  inqulr5,  not  a  thing  on  God's  earth  but  just  this  naked 
transaction  took  place,  according  to  the  sworn  testimony  of 
everybody  involved. 

Mr.  Barry  said  he  received  the  money  without  a  question. 
He  said,  however,  he  did  count  it  and  put  It  in  his  pocket.  He 
was  not  on  the  Government  pay  roll,  he  was  not  a  Government 
employee,  he  was  not  on  the  pay  roll  of  the  Government  as  a 
clerk  to  ihis  committee,  as  he  bad  been  formerly,  or  as  the  clerk 
of  Senator  Bikqham.  He  was  a  rank  outsider,  taking  the  salary 
of  somebody  on  the  pay  roll ;  and  this  man  took  the  oath  of 
office  to  go  on  the  pay  roll  as  a  clerk  to  the  committee  I  have 
just  mentione<l,  of  which  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  the 
chairman.  He  got  the  salary  and  gave  half  of  it  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut,  Senator  Binouam.  and  the  other  half  he 
gave  to  the  former  cleric  of  that  committee.  That  Is  not  all. 
Eyan.son  said,  "  I  did  not  ask  any  questions  and  did  not  make 
any  statement,  because  I  assumed  that  S^iator  Biitgham 
knew  that  I  would  not  take  a  dollar  from  any  other  source." 
Mark  you,  when  he  went  home  he  found  a  check  in  an  envelope, 
without  a  line  of  explanation  in  it,  for  a  thousand  dollars,  signed 
by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  Senator  Bingham.  No  expla- 
nation came  with  it ;  none  has  been  forthcoming  since. 

Mr.  Eyanson  told  the  committee  that  he  had  kept  the  check  all 
these  months,  Avith  the  expectation  of  returning  it,  because  he  did 
not  want  to  cash  it.  But  he  felt  as  if  it  were  a  very  delicate 
thing  to  return  it  by  mail,  and  he  wanted  to  return  it  personally. 

The  next  aiomlng  he  came  back  and  said,  "  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  shall  return  this  check  or  shall  cash  it."  There  was 
some  effort  nutde  to  find  out  what  had  changed  his  mind  over- 
night, why  th<>  day  before  he  was  positive  that  he  would  not 
cash  it,  and  wanted  an  opportunity  to  return  it  personally,  the 
next  day  saying  that  be  did  not  know  but  that  he  might  cash  It. 
Something  haipened,  although  he  d«iled  It.  What  it  was,  I  do 
not  know. 

Mr.  Wuichet  made  this  memorandum  to  which  I  called  atten- 
tion a  few  minutes  ago,  which  cited  the  great  struggle  that  to(^ 
I>lace  In  the  committee  between  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
and  the  three  Senators  mentioned,  as  to  whether  the  rate  on 
rough-bored  gtm  barrels  should  be  10  or  30  per  cent.  Where  he 
got  that  information  he  bad  no  luowledge;  he  could  remember 


everything  else  with  distinctness,  but  from  what  source  he 
obtained  that  important  Information  his  mind  was  a  blank. 
He  did  not  know  anybody  he  could  have  gotten  It  from  but  Mr. 
Eyanson,  but  he  did  not  get  It  from  Mr.  Eyanson,  he  said,  be- 
cause he  had  not  seen  him  In  a  month. 

One  of  the  great  misfortunes  In  the  matter  was  that  neither 
Mr,  Byanstm  nor  Mr.  Wuichet  was  candid.  Neither  can  read 
his  testimony  without  having  a  blush  of  shame  come  to  his 
cheeks.  I  do  not  think  it  worried  Mr.  Meisnest  at  all  that  he 
fell  into  the  same  categt>ry.  I  think  he  felt  entirely  comfortable 
In  that  situation.    But  we  are  not  through  with  it 

Just  to  show  the  situation  here  legislatively,  as  the  public  sees 
it  there  ai^ieared  before  the  CMnmlttee  a  representative  of  the 
beet-sugar  growers'  association,  who  said  it  was  necessary  to 
spend  money  to  get  legislation.  His  association  In  the  last  few 
years  had  expended  for  that  purpose  $S00,000.  Then  came  the 
president  of  the  Cuban  cane-sugar  people  on  the  other  side, 
saying  that  it  was  necessary  down  here.  In  order  to  keep  from 
being  wiped  off  the  earth,  to  spend  money.  It  had  spent  nearly 
$100,000  since  this  tariff  bill  has  been  up.  And  then  came  from 
Pennsylvania  Mr.  Joe  Grundy,  who  smiled  through  It  all, 
apparently  thinking  that  a  badge  of  honor  was  conferred  upon 
him  when  he  was  designated  as  the  chief  lobbyist  of  them  all, 
saying  that  he  raised  money  for  political  purposes  from  people 
largely  interested  in  legislation,  and  then  he  came  here  to  see 
that  they  got  legislation  that  would  give  them  their  money 
back.  He  was  proud  to  say  that  they  had  done  so.  He  was  a 
little  apprehensive,  however,  whether  th<jse  who  put  up  money 
for  the  last  election  were  going  to  get  all  they  desired  out  of 
this  legislation,  and' for  that  reason  he  had  spent  $25,000  of  his 
own  money  maintaining  an  expensive  lobby  here  In  Washington, 
to  see  that  the  Congress  carried  out  what  he  called  the  *'  party 
pledge,"  and  that  these  people  got  their  money  back  for  having 
financed  the  campaign  to  ^ect  the  present  President  of  the 
United  States. 

I  call  attention  to  these  disgraceful  occurrmces  because  I 
honestly  think  that  something  ought  to  be  done  to  make  im- 
possible a  recurrence  of  such  happenings  and  to  disabuse  the 
minds  of  the  public  of  the  Idea  that  legislation  is  to  be  had  as 
special  favors  or  purchased  outright  in  the  market  like  any 
other  commodity. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  as  indicative  of  the 
effectiveness  of  Mr.  Eyanson,  the  report  calls  attention  to  the 
fact  that  of  52  of  the  leading  products  of  the  State  of  Connecti- 
cut, as  they  are  listed  in  the  census  report,  the  report  of  the 
Finance  Committee  proposes  raises  over  the  rates  in  existing 
law  in  44.  With  respect  to  seven,  the  rales  are  left  as  they  are, 
and  in  the  case  of  one  the  rate  Is  reduced. 

Detailed  Information  in  relation  to  that  matter  Is  furnished 
by  this  table  or  schedule  which  I  hold  in  my  hand.  The  figures 
are  taken  from  the  census  rettims.  and  the  different  industries 
are  listed  in  the  order  of  their  aggregate  prodnction,  starting 
with  brass,  bronze,  and  copper  prodacts,  $169,550,000,  and 
going  on  down. 

In  the  first  column  is  given  the  amount  of  the  d<nnestic  pro- 
duction of  the  product  ia  the  second  column  Is  given  the  rate 
under  the  existing  law,  and  in  the  third  column  Is  given  the  rate 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee.  Other  Informa- 
tion is  likewise  given  iu  the  table. 

I  ask  that  the  table  be  printed  in  the  Recobd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 

Ttiere  being  no  objection,  the  table  waa  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Rbcosd,  as  follows : 

Conneeticut — What  the  tariff  give$  her  fnannfacturtn,  to  he  added  to 

their  frieeM  if  they  can 

On  72  per  cent  of  tbelr  prodacta.  definitely  figured  below-  $278,  000,  000 

On  all,  if  the  other  28  per  cent  U  given  proportionate 

protection .  886.  000.  000 

Cost  to  consumera,  at  retail.  If  added  to  prices : 

On  72  per  cent,  as  above,  preaent  tarlil 656,  OfK).  000 

On  Connecticut's  total   mannfacturea 772,  000.  000 

Senate  bill: 

Allowanoe  to  manufacturers 480,  000,  000 

Costing  conanmers 878.000,000 

Whether  added  to  prices  or  not  tbe  respoacibillty  of  Congresa  la  the 
aame  In  voting  tbese  soma. 

President  Hubbard.  Connecticut  Manafactiirers  Aasodatlon.  to  bia 
assistant,  Mr.  Eranaon,  salary  110.000,  "You  bare  done  a  grcut  deal 
more  tban  we  ever  bargained  for."  Senator  Binoham  secured  Eyanson's 
presence  in  tbe  Senate  Finance  Committee's  secret  seaaiona,  etc.,  with  a 
•eeond  eoncurreot  aalary  from  the  Oovemment  for  tariff  serricea.  Tbe 
Senate  rate  lacreasea,  Eranaon  aaalatinc,  total  $53,000,000,  costing 
consumers  1 106,000,000. 

Preaented  hr —  ''^m  Takitv  LKMtra, 

H.  £.  UiLca.  Chmirtmom. 
M.  V.  LuDWio,  BtoHetieitM. 
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Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Presideot,  I  want  to  nj  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  that  I  hope  he  will  hare  schedules  for  Penn- 
ajlrania  and  New  Jeraej  itrepared,  and  haye  them  pat  in  the 
RaoosD. 

Mr.  GARAWAT.  Mr.  President  I  deeire  to  (rffer  the  reoola- 
tlon  to  which  attention  was  called  tn  the  report. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Is  tb«e  objecticm  to  the  ptesoita- 
tlon  of  the  resotntlon  ?    The  Chair  h«irs  none. 

Mr.  GARAWAT.  I  wA  nnaniinoiis  consent  for  the  immediate 
eonslderatioa  of  the  resolution. 

"nie  resolution  (8.  Res.  142)  was  read,  considered  by  imanl- 
mons  consent,  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Wbereaa  it  appaan  by  the  tastlnoaF  of  J.  &  WslehaC  bafora  the 
Mbcomslttee  of  the  CoauaittM  oa  tlta  Jndldarf.  appotated  pomaat 
to  Boaata  Boaolattoa  20.  8«T«Bt7-llnt  Coacres".  tnt  iiMalnii.  that  the 
aald  J.  IL  Wnleliet  Is  a  doOar-a-yoaz  oiaa  of  tiio  Dapaitam^  «(  Oom- 
SMree.  aad  that  hsTlag  Ukai  the  naaal  ofldal  oath  aa  aa  oOiecr  aad 
cnplorec  of  the  OoreniBMOt,  at  tbe  aalarjr  tnttoaid.  ho  U  at  the 
tlSM  fonica-tiada  •eeretaij  o<  tha  MaaoXactasKs  Aasodatloa 


of  Conneetlcnt  (Ibc),  by  whjeh  he  la  paid  a  aalary  of  13,000  per 
annum,  and  that  the  work  done  by  blm  as  snch  official  or  employee 
of  the  Department  of  Commerce  la  aabotantlally  the  same  as  or  Inti- 
mately related  to  a  portion  of  his  work  as  snch  foreign-trade  secretary 
of  aald  aasoclatlon  :  Therefore  be  it 

Btaolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  be,  and  he  hereby  la, 
directed  to  tranaadt  to  the  Senate  a  Hat  of  such  officers  or  employees 
of  th«  Departmeot  of  Commerce  recelrtng  a  salary  of  |1  per  annnm  or 
other  ram  as  are  at  the  aame  time  regularly  employed  by  Indivldoala 
or  aaaodatlona  la  their  prlrate  bolneaa  or  engaged  In  such. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  remark 
brieflj.  with  respect  to  this  matter,  that  it  will  be  recaUed  that 
badE  in  1917  Congress  passed  an  act  to  do  away  with  the  dollar- 
a-year  man. 

Attention  was  called  to  the  sobject  by  the  then  8enat(H-  from 
the  State  <rf  Oregon,  Senator  George  Chamberlain.  He  made  a 
rather  elaborate  presentation  of  the  situation,  which  called  for 
actka  bj  the  Congress.    Hs  had  in  mind  particularly  the  con- 
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dltions  exiiiting  in  the  BurMU  of  Education,  and  disclosed  that 
a  large  number  of  pernons  were  on  the  roll  of  the  Bureau  of 
Education,  and,  as  such,  enjoying  the  franking  prirllege.  and 
that  so  enjoying  the  franking  priTiletce,  they  iasoed  bulletins 
which  were  circulated  through  the  country.  They  received 
from  the  Government  saiarioK  of  a  dollar  a  year,  and  also 
rtKreired  salaries  from  rarious  orgaulzations,  I  think  the  Carne- 
gie Foundation,  the  Rockefeller  Funudatlon,  and  other  organi- 
zations of  that  kind. 

In  the  course  of  the  consideration  of  the  measure,  which,  as 
introduced  by  Senator  Chamberlain  was  addressed  only  to  the 
Bnrean  of  Education,  it  was  amended  upon  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  California,  Mr.  Works,  to  embrace  all  depart- 
ments of  the  Government,  nnd  it  was  thus  made  a  penal  offensp 
for  any  person  In  the  employ  of  the  Government,  and  receiving 
a  salary  from  the  Government,  to  take  at  the  same  time  a  fur- 
ther salary  from  any  person  or  organisaticm.  It  was  likewise 
made  a  penal  offense  for  any  person  or  corporation  to  give  an 
additional  salary  to  one  thus  in  the  employ  of  the  G<>vernment. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Montana* 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS,  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  it  Is  a  penal 
offense  to  receive  a  salary  In  addition  to  the  Government  salary. 
Is  that  not  entirely  restricted  to  a  salary  for  Government  work 
rather  than  outside  work? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Oh,  yes.  The  statute  expressly 
provides  that  it  must  be  for  the  same  work, 
Mr.  COUZENS.  That  is  what  I  understood. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Oh,  certainly.  If  one  in  the  em- 
ploy of  the  Government  outside  of  hi.s  hours  takes  employment 
for  some  entirely  different  work,  he  does  not  offend  against  the 
statute  at  all.  The  salary  mast  be  paid  for  the  same  work  as 
he  Is  required  to  do  under  his  ofladal  emploj-ment. 

The  witness  Wuichet  was  not  at  all  hesitant  about  it.  He 
told  the  committee  that  he  was  a  dollar-a-year  man  in  the 
Department  of  Commerce  and  as  such  he  gatliered  Information 
in  the  city  of  Hartford,  Conn.,  and  vicinity  and  transmitted  It 
to  the  Department  of  Commerce,  and  In  the  same  way  he  got 
Information  from  the  Department  of  Commerce,  which  he  dis- 
seminated In  that  locality  to  anyone  who  ml^t  be  interested  in 
it.  It  would  appear,  Mr.  President,  that  he  falls  entirely  within 
the  condemnation  of  the  statute  as  to  those  who  aiH>arently 
offend.  However  it  may  be,  I  think  It  manifestly  advisable  to 
have  the  Information  asked  for  by  the  resolution,  namely,  a  list 
of  those  similarly  situated  and  who  are  apparently  in  defiance 
of  the  statute. 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senatw  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 
Mr.  GILLETT.     When  was  the  statute  enacted? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     In  1917. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENTT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  want  to  address  a  question  to  the  Senator  from 
Montana  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff  tabulation  which  he  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate  a  few  moments  ago.  He  read  two  or  three 
of  the  column  references,  but  I  do  not  think  he  completed  them. 
As  I  understand  th6  table.  It  presents  the  difference  in  rates 
under  the  existing  law  and  the  rates  as  lurovided  in  the  report 
of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Yes. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  am  wondering  if  he  has  also  subdivided  the 
rates  appearing  In  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives and  then  as  reported  by  the  Senate  ITinance  Com- 
mittee. I  only  inquire  for  the  reason  that  the  Senator  from 
Mississli^  [Mr.  Habuson]  Injected  the  suggestion  that  it 
might  be  interesting  to  have  included  the  industriee  located 
in  the  great  States  of  New  Jersey  and  Pennsylvania — that  is, 
showing  the  effect  of  the  proposed  tariff  upon  the  Industries 
in  those  States.  I  can  make  the  blanket  statement  without 
going  Into  detail,  which  Is  absolutely  confirmed  by  reports  from 
the  Tariff  Commission,  that  so  far  as  the  work  of  the  majority 
memb(>r8  <rf  the  Senate  Finance  (Jommittee  is  concerned  the 
gmeral  average  of  rates  In  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  of 
Representatives  so  far  as  it  refers  to  industrial  activities  was 
considerably  reduced  by  tlM  Senate  committee.    That,  of  course. 


is  a  matter  of  record,  and  all  the  Senate  rinance  Oommittce 
can  be  charged  with  bt  what  thej  have  aetnally  done.  Con- 
versely the  agricultural  sdiedole,  as  nearly  as  I  can  figure  It  oat, 
was  quite  considerably  increased. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  UMe  does  not  give  the  thfor- 
matlon  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey.  It  does 
not  give  the  rates  proposed  in  the  House  MIL  I  dare  aay  the 
truth  is  that  with  respect  to  the  industrial  rates  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  generally  speaking,  although  there  are  ex- 
ceptions, did  not  exhibit  such  total  disregard  of  the  interests  of 
the  consumer  as  is  manifested  in  the  House  bill.  Generally 
speaking,  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  made  reducdons.  But 
that  Is  not  pertinent  to  the  matter  to  which  the  tabulation  intro- 
duced by  me  la  now  addressed.  It  was  for  the  purpoae  of  show- 
ing how  effective  Mr.  Byanson  had  been  here  in  connection 
with  the  work  of  the  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  again  remind  the  Senator  from  Montana  that 
I  only  Introduce  myself  Into  the  picture  because  of  the  sug- 
gestion made  by  the  Senator  from  MississiH>i. 

BILLS   INTB(M>UCEn 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BRATTON : 

A  bill  (S  1956)  granUng  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Julian  Martinea; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensiona 

By  Mr.  MOSES : 

A  bill  (S.  1967)  granting  a  pension  to  Ellen  L.  Bickford  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  OVERMAN: 

A  bill  (S.  1»58)  granting  an  increase  <rf  pension  to  Willie 
G.  Johnson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensiona 

AMEin»l»:i7T8    TX>   THB   TAXIFT   BILL 

Mr.  HAYDEN  submitted  three  amendments  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  Wll.  which 
were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

BKVISION   or  THE  TAaOT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2867)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  GilubttJ. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
when  the  Senate  concludes  its  business  to-day  it  take  a  recess 
until  10  o'clock  Monday  morning. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  T  "nie  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  apropos  of  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  Senatw  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Enoa]  that  the 
Industrial  rates  have  been  ver>'  greatly  reduced  by  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee,  I  think  it  pertinent  to  call  attention  to  the 
facts  at  this  point.  For  instance,  taking  all  of  the  changes  of 
rates  in  Schedule  9  there  is  a  slight  reduction  under  the  average 
rates  In  the  House  bill,  but  the  reduction  is  due  entirely  to  the 
change  made  In  paragraph  915  of  the  cotton  sciiedule,  the  para- 
graph relating  to  gloves  and  mittens  being  reduced  from  60  per 
cent  to  30  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  the  artidei  covered  in  that 
paragraph.  Restore  that  one  rate  in  the  cotton  schedule  to  the 
rate  fixed  In  the  House  bill,  and  the  combined  rates  reported  by 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  would  greatly  exceed  the  aver- 
age rate  In  the  House  bill.  The  one  reduction  in  this  purtlcular 
schedule  that  brings  the  average  rate  under  the  average  rate  of 
the  House  bill  Is  found  In  this  one  paragraph  upon  the  item  of 
gloves  and  mittens,  and  without  that  reduction  the  rates  on 
cotton  textiles  as  fixed  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  would 
be  far  in  excess  of  the  rates  in  the  House  bill. 

Then  when  we  go  into  other  schedules  there  will  be  found 
substantially  the  same  thing.  A  tremendous  reduction  in  the 
av««ge  rate  is  worked  by  reducing  the  duty  on  automobiles 
from  2&  per  cent  to  10  per  cent,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  no 
automobiles  of  moment  are  being  brought  in,  when,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  no  duty  whatsoever  on  automobiles  is  necessary  even 
In  the  opinion  of  the  automobile  manufacturers  except  as  a 
defensive  measure  against  possible  importations  in  the  future 
when  Germany  or  other  producing  countries  might  be  In  posi- 
tion to  work  Iiavoc  in  the  American  raarkat. 
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Mr.  HOWBLL.    Mr.  President 

The  VICB  PRB8IDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Oeorgli 
7i«ld  to  tbe  Senator  from  NebraAa? 

Mr.  GBOB6E.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HOWmiL.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  If  be  can  give  tb< 
re«aoB  wby  the  rates  on  cotton  gloves  and  otber  cotton  mann 
factaiers  were  reduced  that  amoant?  Was  it  becaoae  tbt 
kigher  rate  would  be  Ineffective? 

Mr.  OBOROB.  I  would  not  be  able  to  answer  that  by  almpk 
affiraatlye  or  negative  statemeot  at  this  tLvaa.  Partially,  1 
tliink.  that  te  tme.  J 

Mr.  Prertdent,  what  I  rose  to  say  Is  that  aa  a  matter  of  fac< 
tbe  shadow  of  the  Ckmnectlcat  Mannfactorers  Association  it 
across  every  sehedale  In  the  bill.  It  will  grow  largo-  as  the 
days  go  by.  The  tariff  in  politics !  The  tariff  in  copartner^iip 
with  bnsiness !  If  we  persist  in  the  pc^cy  that  has  been  Inan 
gorated,  that  is  approved,  that  is  even  acclaimed  in  many  qnar 
ters  in  this  country,  w«  may  grow  exceedingly  rich;  but  it  la 
wurth  while  to  ask  whether  it  will  profit  a  nation  to  gather  all 
the  wealth  of  the  world  and  lose  its  soul  In  a  drive  for  material 
gain.  It  is  bad  enoui^  to  have  politics  In  tariff  making,  bot 
It  Is  infinitely  worse  when  there  is  formed  a  coiatrtnership  be- 
tween business  and  the  tariff.  The  American  people  do  not 
seem  to  grasp  fully  Just  what  the  facts  brought  oat  by  the  in- 
vestigating committee  portend.  It  has  be&i  testified  before  the 
committee,  as  I  understand  It,  tibut  ainee  the  last  tariff  act 
those  interested  in  beet  sugar — and  beet  sugar  should  be  pro- 
tected— have  found  and  believe  it  to  be  necessary  to  collect  ana 
expend  over  a  half  million  dollars — In  order  to  do  what?  In 
order  to  get  what  they  believed  to  be  their  rights.  On  the  otbei 
hand,  one  firm,  or  the  representative  of  one  firm  of  Cuban  sugar 
inmlucers,  testified  before  the  committee,  as  I  understand  it, 
that  $96,000  had  been  collected  and  I  believe  $75,000  expended 
since  the  present  tariff  wa«  taken  nnder  cMisideration — for  what 
purpose?  For  the  purpose  at  asserting  what  that  re];H-e8enta 
tive  beUeved  to  be  the  legitimate  rights  of  the  Cubcui  gnywera 
Five  hundred  thousand  doUars  by  our  own  d(Hnestic  pro- 
ducers collected  and  expended  since  the  last  tariff  act  was 
under  conidderation  in  the  Congress,  $d5,000  collected  or  {hedged, 
and  $75,000  expended  by  an  opposing  Interest,  all  for  the  pur- 
pose at  obtaining  what  la  believed  to  be  the  legitimate  rights 
of  industry 

The  question  I  ask  la.  If  It  be  necessary  to  spend  such  sums 
of  money  to  <4)tain  at  the  handa  ol  the  Congress  Just  considera- 
tion of  the  claims  of  industries,  what  will  happen  to  the  little 
industry  that  can  not  raise  and  spetid  the  money?  What  will 
happen  to  the  farmer,  to  the  little  manufacturing  enterfKriaefi 
in  the  Tillages,  In  the  towns,  and  in  the  dtlee?  What  will 
happen  to  the  small  producer?  Obviously  these  sugar  in- 
terests think  that  their  rights  will  not  be  protected  or  else 
tliey  would  not  have  collected  and  expended  sudh  large  sums 
ot  money  for  the  protection  of  what  they  regard  as  their  legiti- 
aoAte  rigtits. 

I  say,  again,  that  the  shadow  of  the  Biannfactnrers  Associa- 
tion of  Connecticnt  is  aerosa  every  paragraph  In  the  bill 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  let  me  ask  the  Senator  Just 
what  he  means  by  that  8tat«nent? 

Mr.  GBORQB.  I  mean  what  I  tried  to  convey  in  tl>e  begln- 
■ing,  that  every  schedule  and  every  paragraph  is  placed  under 
so8pici<m  by  the  develc^xnents  In  the  investigation  to  wfalcfa  I 
have  referred,  Iqr  the  fact  that  the  representative  of  the  Manu- 
faeturera^  AatM)ciation  of  the  State  of  Connecticut  was  permit' 
led  not  merely  to  advise  a  member  of  the  Finance  Coounittee  but 
to  sit  In  the  Financa  Committee  at  least  during  a  portion  of 
the  time  tbe  Ull  waa  under  consideration 

I  do  not  duunge  that  this  aasodatlon  actually  Inflneuced  every 
rata  In  tbe  Mil  or  InHneoced  any  particular  rate  in  the  bill,  but 
tbe  shadow  ia  aeroaa  every  schedule  and  STery  paragraph,  and 
I  again  aasart  tliat  dwt  idiadow  will  grow  darker  and  larger 
tbe  knger  tbs  bill  Is  bsTore  tbe  Senate  and  the  country 

Mr.  WATSON.    Mr.  President 

VICB  PBBBIDBNT.    Does  tbe  Senator  from  Oeorgia 
yield  further  to  tlM  Senator  from  IndianaT 

Mr.  OBOBOB.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WATSON.  If  Oie  Senator  win  permit  me,  I  desire  to  say 
I  asBUUMi  that  tbe  Members  of  the  cooimittee  did  not  efun  know 
ttiat  Mr.  Byaasoo  was  in  tbe  eonmiittee  room. 

Mr.  OBOBGB.    I  myself  aasome  that,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  know  that  I  did  not,  although  I  was  there 
avery  day  at  every  meeting.  I  aaw  many  experts  th»e,  but  I 
did  not  know  that  W^mMmm  mm  tken.    I  ds  aot  suppose  tbat 


be  ever  talked  to  a  single  member  of  tbe  committee  about  rates 
in  any  of  the  schedules.  He  certainly  never  talked  to  me.  I 
have  sp(^en  to  the  other  members  of  the  committee,  and  he 
never  discussed  snch  matters  with  them.  Of  course,  my  friends 
know  one  may  talk  a  thing  up  or  talk  a  thing  down,  and  it  is 
easy  enough  to  spread  a  shadow  if  one  exists.  I  am  not  condon- 
ing the  present  situation,  but  I  am  saying  that  when  it  came  to 
the  rates  in  the  industrial  9<4iedules  the  members  of  tbe  committee 
undertook  with  the  knowledge  they  had  and  with  all  they  could 
acquire,  In  every  instance,  to  measure  the  rates  that  should  be 
Imposed  by  the  theory  of  protection.  That  is  what  we  under- 
took to  do. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  question  that  at  all ; 
I  do  not  question  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
that  he  did  not  know  or  had  not  the  slightest  intimation  that 
Mr.  Eyanson  was  in  the  committee  room ;  and  I  think  that  might 
be  said  of  every  other  member  of  the  committee,  so  far  as  that 
Is  concerned ;  yet  that  does  not  change  the  fact.  Senators 
taiow  very  well  whenever  an  expert  is  called  in  and  furnishes 
.information,  how  easy  it  is  for  that  information  to  be  favon^le 
or  unfav(^able  to  any  given  rate. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempwe.  Does  the  Senator  ttom 
Ge<Nrgia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Let  me  first  complete  the  statement  Before 
this  Mil  shall  have  been  finally  (M>mpleted,  I  think  it  will  be 
very  conclusively  shown  that  where  a  Connecticut  industry,  for 
Instance,  wanted  cheap  raw  materials,  at  least  that  side  of  the 
case  was  presented  with  such  force  as  to  get  a  reduction  In  the 
rate  of  duty  on  that  particular  material.  Now  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  right  In  this  connection — and 
It  Is  very  material  to  the  dlscnssion  of  the  Senator  from 
Oeorgia — I  want  to  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Grundy,  who  enjoys  the  characterization  that  has  been  given 
hhn.  In  his  testimony  dlscloii^d  what  I  think  is  the  most  ng^j 
situation  of  this  whole  affair.  He  was  perfectly  frank  In 
acknowledging  that  he  collected  hundreds  of  thousands  of  declare 
as  a  campaign  fund.  Not  only  that,  but  he  was  perfectly  frank 
In  admitting  that  something  was  expected  in  return  for  those 
eontrfbutions ;  In  fact,  going  so  far  almost  as  to  assert  a  con- 
tract or,  at  least,  an  Implied  contract,  that  the  succes.sful  party 
must  return  dividends  on  that  Investment,  and  that  he  was 
Interested,  as  the  head  of  the  lobbyists,  In  coming  down  here  to 
Instet  upon  the  fulfillment  of  that  contract. 

The  money  was  Invested  In  politics;  those  who  Invested  It 
were  determined  to  receive  dividends  from  It,  and  he  asserted, 
with  a  good  deel  of  emphasis  that  it  was  too  bad  there  were 
not  a  hundred  Eyanscms  who  could  come  down  here  to  assist  in 
demanding  that  the  political  contract  entered  into.  Involving 
campaign  contritmtions,  be  carried  out. 

I  think  that  is  very  material  in  connection  with  Mr.  Byan- 
8<m*8  position  before  the  committee,  as  it  relates  to  the  whole 
problem  of  influencing  legislation  through  political  contact,  and 
that  the  political  contact  of  a  large  campal^  contribution. 
Therein  lies,  In  my  opinion,  one  of  the  dark  shadows  that  have 
been  cast  over  our  Natlcm. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
kindly  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  OBORGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  might  agree,  at  least  par- 
tially,  with  my  friend  from  Wisconsin  if  he  could  show  a  cort' 
Crete  Instance  where  Mr.  Grundy  influenced  with  respect  to  a 
solitary  rate  In  this  bill  any  member  of  the  committee  with 
whom  be  talked,  or  whoee  views  he  <±anged  on  any  proposition. 

He  waa  here  seeking  to  liave  the  American  valaatkm  adopted 
•M  the  basis  of  valuation.  He  was  in  my  ofllce ;  he  came  there, 
I  tidnk,  two  or  three  times  and  discussed  the  question  of  the 
adoption  of  tbs  American-valuation  plan.  He  argued  at  some 
lengtli.  I  was  not  for  American  valuation  and  never  had  been, 
and  we  argued  that  question  out.  I  went  over  the  discussion 
in  connection  with  the  enactment  of  the  Urlff  law  of  1022  to 
show  bow  we  bad  considered  the  question  f6r  weeks  and  denw 
onstrated  that  we  eonld  not  have  Anglican  valnatlMi  in  tlis 
United  States.    That  was  the  subject  undrar  discoKlon. 

If  he  influenced  anybody  on  the  Finance  Committee,  If  he 
undertook  to  tnfioence  anyone  as  to  any  rate  I  never  heard 
about  it;  no  Senator  ever  suggested  such  a  thing.  Thero 
r  was  aajFbodj  at  any  time  wIm  aaid,  **  I  talked  to  Mr. 
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Grundy  and  he  would  like  to  have  this  particular  rate  or 
that  particular  rate."  All  this  talk  about  Grundy  or  other 
men  being  about  here  and  actually  Infiuendng  members  of 
the  committee  or  other  Senators  is  something  that  I  do  not  know 
anything  about 

Grundy  was  not  In  my  room  nearly  so  many  times  as  was  the 
representative  of  the  agricultural  interests,  who  came  there,  as 
he  had  a  perfect  right  to  come,  and  talked  with  me.  Sometimes 
I  agreed  with  him  and  scmietimes  I  did  not ;  but  my  doors  vi^ere 
open  to  all  who  wanted  to  talk  to  me  about  the  tariff.  I  thought 
they  had  a  right  to  come.  But  to  say  that  every  person  who 
came  and  talked  to  a  Senator  influenced  him  or  changed  his 
views  with  regard  to  the  rates  whidi  should  be  imposed  is,  of 
course,  as  my  friend  knows,  entirely  wide  of  the  mark. 

Unless  some  one  can  show  that  Mr,  Grundy  or  Mr.  Anybody 
Else  who  came  here  and  who  was  charged  with  being  a  lobbyist 
actually  infiuenced  scHue  Senator  to  change  hia  mind  as  to  a  rate, 
then  I  think  the  talk  is  wide  of  the  mark.  That  Is  my  view 
about  it 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  with  the  indulgence  of  the 
Senator  from  Georgia,  I  am  perfectly  frank  in  suggesting  to  the 
Senator  from  Indiana,  who  has  had  thirty-some-odd  years 
of  legislative  experience,  and  has  gone  through  many  tariff  con- 
tests, that  the  matters  to  which  be  refers  as  to  the  methods 
that  are  used  in  influencing  Members  are  not  what  I  have  in 
mind.  It  is  done  in  another  way,  and  he  knows  what  that  way 
is.  He  knows  that  an  obligation  is  a.<«sumed  by  these  Interests 
to  have  been  placed  upon  tlie  party.  It  is  not  the  conversion  of 
a  single  Member ;  it  is  the  system ;  and  that  system  operates  not 
BO  much  upon  an  individual's  mind,  either  that  of  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  or  that  of  any  other  Senator,  but  presupposes  an 
obligation  that  becomes  a  party  oUlgation  because  of  a  con- 
tract that  was  made  by  way  of  campaign  coutributlons,  and 
the  demand  is  that  there  be  a  return  In  dividends  upon  that 
political  investment 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

Tbe  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Doea  the  Senator  from  Oeorgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ]^ORAH.  Mr.  President  far  be  It  from  me  to  suggest 
that  a  man  of  Grundy's  charactw  and  characteristics  and  un- 
candidness  could  have  any  influence  upon  an  individual  Senator ; 
but  this  did  happen:  Between  the  time  that  a  special  session 
was  mentioned  last  fall  In  the  campaign  and  the  time  that  we 
came  here  in  special  session  the  same  Interests  that  Mr.  Grundy 
represents  began  their  flght  to  have  this  special  session  ex- 
tended to  taking  in  all  the  Industrial  schedules.  I  venture  to 
say  had  it  not  been  for  their  persistent  influence  here  and  else- 
where that  we  would  have  legislated  In  accordance  with  the 
original  plan  for  tbe  special  session  and  not  in  accordance  with 
the  influence  exerted  by  industrial  Intn^sta. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President  I  say  that 

Mr.  President 


I  shall  conclude  In  just  a  moment 

Very  well;  I  will  not  now  Interrupt  the  Sen- 


Mr.  NORRIS. 

Mr.  GEORGE 

Mr.  NORRIS. 
ator. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  Intend,  I  want  again 
to  assure  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  to  intimate  or  suggest  that 
any  Individual  Senator  on  the  Finance  Conunittee  was  influ- 
enced by  tbe  presence  of  Mr.  Eyanson  or  by  propaganda,  but  I 
rose  to  ask  this  question :  If  it  were  necessary  for  the  Manu- 
facturers Association  of  Connecticut  to  have  a  dollar-a-year 
man  in  the  Department  of  Commerce,  supi^ementing  or  paying 
the  salary  of  that  man  two  years  before  this  tariff  bill  was 
UkMi  up,  and  If  It  were  necessary  for  the  Connecticut  Manu- 
facturers Association  to  have  a  special  representative  lieres, 
either  at  the  request  of  a  Senator  or  on  its  own  initiative,  what 
is  to  become  Jit  the  industry  in  this  country  that  has  not  that 
standing  at  court?  If  It  be  necessary  for  the  beet-sugar  people 
to  collect  and  spend  $500,000  since  the  passage  of  the  present 
tariff  law  to  this  time,  and  for  one  firm  of  producers  of  cane 
sugar  In  Cuba  to  collect  $96,000  and  expend  $75,000  of  It  what 
is  to  become  of  small  Industries,  of  the  farmers,  of  the  little 
producers  In  village,  town,  country  crossroads,  and  In  the  cities 
throughout  America  who  could  not  get  a  d<rilar-a-year  man  In 
the  Department  of  Commerce  If  they  tried  for  a  thousand  years, 
and  who  all  together  would  not  be  able  to  raise  $600,000,  nor 
$95,000,  nor  any  other  such  sum? 

I  do  not  say  that  it  was  necessary  for  these  people  and  these 
interests  to  collect  and  expend  that  money;  I  am  pofectly 
aware  that  most  of  it  ia  foolishly  collected  and  foolishly  qient;  | 


but  the  point  I  make  is  that  if  they  are  at  aH  right  Is  It  not 
perfectly  obvious  that  we  can  never  have  a  Just  tariff  system 
so  long  as  such  things  are  p^mltted  or  tolerated  or  condoned 
In  any  degree? 

More  than  that.  It  Is  bad  enough  to  have  the  tariff  in  politics, 
but  I  want  to  repeat  It  Is  Inlhiltely  worse  to  have  It  In  copar^ 
nership  with  special  interests,  with  American  business,  good- 
bad,  and  indlfferentf  with  the  money  bribe  hanging  before  the 
face  of  those  interests  if  they  can  get  written  In  the  bill  the 
rates  which  they  want  It  seems  to  be  the  burden  of  thought 
on  the  part  <rf  many  corporations  that  we  are  a  great  and  pow- 
erful  people.  Immeasurably  rich,  potting  all  the  emphasis  upon 
the  crassest  materialism  that  any  great  people  ever  tol^vted  In 
ita  public  policies. 

See  what  has  happened!  Business  knows  how  it  is  donei 
They  can  well  afford  to  have  a  dollar-a-year  man  at  the  very 
source  of  all  the  information  on  which  the  Senat(v  from  Indiana 
and  myself,  as  members  <rf  tbe  Finance  Committee;  are  com- 
pelled to  act  when  we  write  a  tariff ;  and  they  can  well  affbrd 
to  have  a  representative  in  the  oflSce  of  any  Senator  who  will 
permit  that  rei;«-eeentative  to  come  and  sit  In  his  office. 

I  have  had  the  highest  respect  and  have  the  warmest  per- 
sonal regard  for  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Connecticut 
My  remarks  are  entirely  Impersonal;  but  I  say  that  It  is  a 
tragedy  which  challoiges  the  course  we  are  follovring  when  we 
induce  and  promote  the  copartnership  between  business  and 
Government,  and  allow  business  to  control  Government;  and 
I  point  to  the  tragedy  with  regret  The  agent  and  repmenta- 
tive  and  vice  president,  I  b^eve,  of  the  Connecticut  Manufac^ 
turers  Association  sat  in  the  office  of  a  Senator  and  entered 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  through  the  ofiJce  of  a  Senator 
who  rightly  represents  the  very  intelligentsia  of  the  country, 
whose  honored  name  has  appeared  upon  the  faculty  of  three 
great  American  universities. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yirtd? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  DILL.  Has  the  Senafor  arrived  In  his  own  mind  at  any 
conclusion  as  to  what  action  should  be  takra  in  regard  to  this 
matter? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  have  not  Mr.  President  I  am  thinking  of 
the  tariff  MIL  If  I  had  the  ree^nsiblllty  of  Urlff  legislation, 
I  frankly  say  that  I  should  be  disposed  to  lay  aside  every 
schedule  of  the  bill  except  the  agricultural  schedule  and  aay, 
"  Thla  we  have  pledged  to  do,  and  in  good  faith  we  will  do  it" 

Agatai  and  again,  industry  will  suffer  because  of  the  things 
to  whicjx  I  have  directed  attention  before  this  bill  is  finally 
completed.  Again  and  again  industry  will  get  rates  that  It 
ought  not  to  get  because  the  Information  upon  which  we  act 
aU  the  while  in  good  faith,  has  been  so  colored  at  Its  very 
source  that  we  are  not  able  to  arrive  at  a  Just  and  a  fair 
condu^on. 

I  do  not  Impugn  any  man's  motives.  I  do  not  believe  for  a 
mcxnent  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  had  any  improper 
motive;  but  what  are  the  consequences?  What  are  the  ramlts? 
Wtiat  is  the  friiit  of  the  system  under  which  we  write  tariifftt 

Shortly  after  I  came  into  the  Senate,  I  remember  a  distin- 
guished Senator,  now  dead,  the  late  Senator  Nelson,  of  Minne- 
sota, repeating  on  one  occasion  a  statement  that  he  had  made 
during  the  consideration  of  the  Fcmlney-McCumber  Tariff  Act 
He  said  that  the  great  industries  of  this  country  came  down  to 
Washington  with  their  schedules  in  their  little  satcheU  and 
got  what  they  wanted. 

Accept  my  word  for  It  or  not  the  American  people  now  hava 
the  concrete  case  of  a  Connecticut  manufacturers'  repreaenta- 
tive  sitting  In  the  Department  of  Commerce  for  two  years  past, 
gathering  tlie  statistics  upon  which  a  tariff  must  be  made,  work- 
ing for  a  dollar  a  year  so  far  as  the  Government  is  c<HKemed. 
and  the  other  concrete  caae  of  the  representative  of  that  associ- 
ation sitting  in  the  oflBce  of  a  Senator,  attending  puMic  h**Hfm 
before  the  subcommittee,  and  then  going — but  witbout  the 
knowledge  or  consent  be  It  aaid  to  their  credit,  of  tlie  chairman 
and  other  members  of  that  committee — ^into  the  executive  aes* 
slons  of  the  Finance  Committee. 

I  am  talking  about  the  facte,  with  no  purpose  of  castinf 
reflection  upon  any  man  personally.  These  are  tlie  facts,  and 
tliese  tilings  are  tlie  legitimate  outgrowth  of  the  system  of  tlis 
copartnership  between  Government  and  business,  driving,  driv- 
ing, driving  to  obtain  a  rate  wliich  will  put  money  Into  its 
treasury. 

So  far  as  Mr.  Grundy  Is  coacemed,  he  honesfly  brieves  in 
the  high-protective  theory  carried  to  the  nth  power;  and  he 
believes  It  entirely  legitimate  to  come  down  here  and  to  nrgs 
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hia  yiews,  and  ao  It  U,  and  nobody  dispates  it;  tnt  ^hen  lie 
baHwns  to  haT«  been  the  nuui  who  was  responsible  for  tlie 
collection  of  aomethlng  OTer  1000,000  in  his  State,  and  who  had 
much  to  do  with  the  collection  of  a  million  doilan  in  his  Stat  e 
whi<dt  was  expended  in  the  last  campaign  for  the  election  qf 
the  President  of  tbe  United  Statea  and  of  sodi  Members  of  ttje 
House  and  Senate  as  were  np  for  election  in  1928,  then  his 
presence  in  the  gallery,  his  constant  presence  in  the  commlttxe 
room,  his  constant  pressure  apon  men  at  his  party  as  well  f  i 
the  men  of  other  parties,  becomes  an  altogether  difBM^t 
thing.  But  so  far  have  we  g?0De  that  many  reepectat>te  newii- 
papers  in  the  country  do  not  boldly  defend  bat  they  eztenuaie 
and  excuse  CTerything  in  connection  with  Mr.  Grundy's  a]  k 
pearance  in  WashingtcHi  during  the  pendency  of  this  entire  tart  t 
bOl. 

Mr.  LA  rOLLETTE.    Mr.  President 

Tbe  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  S&Mtot  froai 
Georgia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator,  but  I  am  ready  t[) 
yield  the  floor.    

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Georgia  wi  1 
indicate  that  there  were  certain  exceptions  of  Senators  wfar> 
were  candidates  in  1928  upon  the  Republican  tif^cet  in  so  far 
as  Mr.  Grundy  or  any  other  regular  Republican  campaign 
contributions  were  concerned. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  satisfied  that  that  is  true.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  think  Mr.  Grundy,  whether  he  did  or  not,  would  ha^e 
been  quite  willing  to  raise  a  million  or  so  dollars  to  defeat 
some  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  this  aisle  who  were  can 
dates  in  the  last  election. 

Before  I  take  my  seat  let  me  say  that  if  this  bill  does  n 
resolt  in  the  further  tightening  of  the  strangle  hold  of  ind 
upon  tlie  throat  of  the  common  num  in  America  it  will  be 
cause  there  nre  some  men  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  w 
have  the  courage  to  take  their  poUtloU  Uvea  in  their  han< 
again  and  again  and  make  a  fight  not  only  for  the  farmer  bi 
for  the  general  consumer;  and  bt  far  the  greater  credit  f 
whatever  we  may  hope  to  do  in  tills  legislation  will  lie  wi 
those  courageous  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  whb 
wUl  not  bow  down  to  party  and  who  will  not  strengtlien  tlie 
strangle  hold  of  powerful  industry  upon  the  throat  of  tbe  cmii- 
mon  man,  the  consumer,  the  farmer,  the  small  producer,  even  ia 
the  ranlu  oi  tlie  manufacturers  themselves. 

Mr.  President,  I  bad  not  thought  to  say  anything  this  morn- 
ing; but  I  am  deeply  impressed,  whatever  is  done  with  th 
tarlfP  legislation,  that  this  bill  is  likely  to  remain  what,  ind 
it  is— a  badge  of  dishcmor  and  shame — unless  some  of  us  he 
and  some  ol  those  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  can  write  oitt 
of  this  bill  the  rates  that  have  l)een  further  advanced  in  beh 
of  industry  when  there  was,  perhaps,  less  excuse  for  increasii^ 
the  measure  of  protection  given  to  general  industry  than  ev^r 
before  in  our  history. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Tbe  question  is  on  tlie 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [M|r. 
Gnxcrr]. 

Sevoul  Sbratoss.    Let  it  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  4e 
stated. 

The  T.iSBtM  iWVB  CiMMK.  On  page  28,  strike  out  all  after  lij^e 
7  down  to  and  indoding  line  2,  page  29,  and  insert : 

(1)  Wbra  tn  tubes.  Jars,  cakes,  pans,  or  other  forms,  not  exceedlig 
1%  pounds  net  weight  each,  and  valaed  at  leas  than  20  cents  per  dox<n 
piece*,  1%  cents  each  per  jar  or  tuhe;  1  cent  each  per  cake,  pan,  or 
othtf  forms ;  when  assembled  In  paint  sets,  Uta.  or  color  outfits,  with  i  ir 
wlthoot  bmsbes.  water  pans,  oDtllne  drawings,  stendls,  or  other  article  i. 
In  addition  to  tbe  rates  provided  above,  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  t^e 
valoe  aa  aaaembled. 

(2)  When  tn  tnbea.  Jars,  cakes,  pans,  or  other  forms,  valued  at  io 
eents  or  mof«  per  dosen  pieces,  and  not  ezceedins  IM  poonda  net  weig!  it 
each,  2  cents  each  per  tuhe  or  Jar  and  40  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  In  cak<  ■, 
pans,  or  other  forms,  1  %  cents  each  and  40  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  wb(  n 
aaaembled  tn  paint  sets,  kits,  or  color  outfits  with  or  without  bnislMB, 
wator  paas,  outline  dra wines,  stencils,  or  other  articles,  70  per  cent  4<i 
valorem  on  the  value  as  asaemhled :  Providtd,  That  the  words  ' 
bled "  or  **  assembly "  when  used  in  this  paragraph  shall  mean  tie 
Mentlcal  form,  container,  and  assortment  of  merchaodiae  eostoffiarl  j 
and  generally  aold  to  the  ultimate  consumer  or  user.  When  importi  d 
tn  any  other  fbrm,  container,  or  assembly,  tbe  container  and  the  contend 
Shan  pay  duty  as  if  imported  separately. 

(8)  In  bulk,  or  aaj  torm  exceeding  IV^  poonda  net  weight  each,  \2 
seats  per  ooaca. 


Mr.  KTNG.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, whose  amendment  is  now  pending,  whether  his 
amendment  is  die  same  that  was  offered  by  one  of  the  do- 
mestic producers,  as  found  on  pa^  276  of  the  Senate  com- 
mittee hearings?  In  other  words,  is  it  not  an  amendment  in 
conformity  with  the  wishes  of  a  numt)er  of  domestic  man- 
ufacturers who  were  Intent  upon  increasing  the  tariff  upon 
these  pigments  used  in  the  schools  and  by  the  school  children, 
16.000.000  of  them,  to  the  extent  of  100  per  cent— from  100  to 
207  per  cent? 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Oh,  no.  The  amendmoit  is  in  the  interest  of 
the  manufacturers  who  make  these  cakes.  Whether  or  not  it  is 
the  same  amendment  that  was  introduced  in  the  hearings,  I  do 
not  know.    I  preenime  it  is. 

Mr.  KING.  As  I  followed  it,  I  think  it  is  the  same  as  an 
amendment  which  they  8Ujrj<«=ted  to  the  Senate  committee,  and 
probably  to  tiie  House  committee 

Mr.  GILLETT.     It  probably  is  the  same. 

Mr.  KING.  The  result  of  which,  if  accepted,  wonld  be  to  In- 
crease the  rates  207  per  cent  on  some  of  these  commodities, 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Oh,  no;  it  would  not  increase  them  so  much 
as  that  It  increases  them  from  40  per  cent  to  about  100  per 
cwit.  I  explained  it  very  fully  last  evening,  and  while  I  pre- 
sume many  Senators  are  in  the  Chamber  now  who  were  not  here 
then.  I  do  not  think  I  ought  to  take  the  time  to  repeat  the 
argument. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  have  the  at- 
tention of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance.  Am  I  to 
understand  that  tmder  the  amendment  suggested  by  the  commit- 
tee the  rate  (barged  would  be  identical  with  the  rate  in  the 
iwesent  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  rate  in  the  committee  amendment  is  exactly 
the  same  as  that  In  existing  law. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  What  does  the  Senator  from  Utah  think 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  amendment  offere<l  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts?  Would  It  increase  materially  the  rate 
upon  these  articles? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  House  provision,  as  well  as  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  would  increase  the 
rate  by  inserting  a  specific  duty,  as  the  Senator  will  see.  The 
amount  of  the  ^)eciflc  duty  provided  for  in  the  House  text  and 
the  amendmoit  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  represents 
tbe  increase  over  the  rate  in  existing  law. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Finance  C<Humittee  are  so  much  wiser  and 
more  moderate  that  we  should  accept  them  in  preference  to  the 
amendment  which  has  been  offere<l  by  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts. I  am  willing  to  take  a  vote  up<m  the  omeridment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  l)elievlng  that  we 
ought  to  vote  down  his  amendment;  and,  for  the  moment,  at 
least,  stand  by  the  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  understood  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Copeland]  wishes  to  make  some  remarks  on  the  pending  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  KING.    I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  Mr.  President. 
I  share  the  view  of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utali,  I  (should 
feel  called  upon,  In  conscience,  to  do  everything  I  could  to 
defeat  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  In 
my  Judgmait,  the  multitudes  of  young  artists  and  old  artists,  in 
fact,  all  artists,  those  who  are  called  upon  to  make  use  of 
these  colors,  will  be  satisfied  if  the  law  is  left  as  It  is.  So  I  am 
willing  to  have  a  vote  taken  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  and  if  that  is  defeated  I  shall 
interpose  no  objection  to  the  acceptance  of  the  committee 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  Gnxrrr]. 

Mr.  GILLETT.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  legislative  clerk 
proceeded  to  call  the  roll 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  (when  Mr.  Hale's  name  was 
called).  The  Chair  wishes  to  announce  the  absence  of  the  i^enior 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Halk]  on  account  of  illness  and  will 
ask  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  KING  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Ketiss]. 
I  transfer  that  pa;r  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
PzTTMAA]  and  vote  "nay." 
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Mr.  McKELLAR  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
pair  with  the  Jimlor  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Town- 
send],  whi(4i  I  transfer  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Shipsteao]  and  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  (when  his  name  was  called).  I 
have  a  general  pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Stephens].    In  his  al>sence  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SI.MMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  my 
pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bueton]  to  the 
senior  Senator  from  Arltansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  and  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  SWANSON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Haub],  which  I  trans- 
fer to  my  colleague  [Mr.  Glass]  and  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  TTDINGS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
MvrcALr]^  who  is  ill.  If  he  were  present  and  I  were  permitted 
to  vote,  I  should  vote  "  nay,"  and  he  would  vote  "yea." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  BINGHAM  (after  having  voted  In  the  affirmative).  I 
have  a  general  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Glass],  but  in  view  of  the  statement  made  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swanson]  I  transfer  my  pair  to 
the  senior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Hals]  and  allow  my  vote 
to  stand. 

Mr.  SCHALIj.  I  would  like  to  have  the  Rbcoro  show  that 
my  colleague  [Mr.  Shipstead]  is  ill. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reix>],  which  I  transfer  to  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Caraway]  and  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  FESS.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  junior  Senattff 
from  Rhofle  Island  [Mr.  EUxekt]  Is  paired  with  the  Junior 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Blcase]. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  19,  nays  53,  as  fellows : 


I 


The  taUee  are  as  follows ; 


Allen 

Fess 

Bingham 

Glllett 

Couxens 

Golddbon 

Dale 

Greonp 

Edge 

Hatfield 

Asbarst 

Dill 

Berkley 

Fletcher 

Black 

Frarler 

Blaine 

OeofKe 

Borah 

Glenn 

Bratton 

Goff 

Brock 

Harris 

Brofikbart 

Harrison 

BrouHMird 

Hawea 

Capper 

Hayden 

Co  11  nail  y 

Heflin 

Copelanrt 

Howell 

Cutlng 

JoneH 

Deneen 

Kendrick 

Bloane 

Hastings 

Burton 

H.^bert 

Caraway 

Johnson 

Glass 

Kean 

Gould 

Keyes 

Hale 

Metcalf 

YBAS— 19 

McNary 

Mosea 
h  Patterson 

PhlppR 
Backet t 

NAYS— 63 

King 
La  Fo 


Shortridge 
Walcott 
Walab,  Mass. 
Warren 


Bmoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Hwanann 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Trammell 

Wagner 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


'ollette 
McKellHT 
McMaster 
Nori)eck 
Norris 
Nye 
Oddie 
Overman 
Ransdell 
Schall 
Sheppard 
Simmons 
Smith 

NOT  VOTING— 2S 

Pine  Stephens 

Pittman  Townsend 

Reed  Tydlngs 

KobinRon.  Ark.  Vandenberg 

Rubinson,  Ind.  Watson 
Shipstead 

So  Mr.  Gillett's  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  now  recurs 
upon  agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  ciHumittee. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts  obtained  the  flocn:. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  8enat«jr  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  frMn 
Mas.sachusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  While  so  many  Senators  are  present  I  want  to 
call  Jittention  to  a  report  which  I  have  received  in  response 
to  my  request,  giving  the  situation  as  to  animal  and  vegetable 
oils  and  fats,  arranged  in  order  of  importance  according  to 
quantity  of  imports  for  consumption  and  giving  Information  as 
to  prtKluction,  imports,  exports,  and  prices.  The  paragraphs 
relating  to  the  subject  are  so  involved,  one  with  the  other,  that 
I  am  going  to  ask  Senators,  before  we  take  up  the  subject 
Mirtulay,  to  examine  this  report  in  the  Rbcx>bd  and  study  the 
figures.  I  think  it  will  be  very  illuminating  and  it  may  help 
greatly  in  enabling  Senators  to  arrive  at  the  vote  they  may 
want  to  cast. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    The  report  is  to  be  printed  in  the  Rjooobd? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  report 
be  printed  in  the  Recobd,  so  that  every  Senator  may  l>e  able  to 
obtain  the  information  it  gives.  I  think  it  will  be  absolutely 
nect^sary  to  have  it  when  we  begin  consideration  of  the  (Al 
paragraphs  in  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 


VBQRABLB  AMD  AHIMAL  OILS   AHO  FATS HCTOBTS   fOE  CONSritPTION.   ISSS 

Tablb  l.—Animml  anH  vegetoUe  oOs  aii^  fata  wrrmmor*  ia  ordsr  o/  (8»- 
portance  according  to  ffiMnKty  of  importt  for  conommption.  Ota 


Commodity 


Coconut  oil 

Frse,  prodoct  of  Philippine  Islands 

Dutiabls  at  3  cants  par  pound 

Palm  oil 

Chinsss  wood  oil,  not  oU  or'tuni  ofl,  or  oU  ot 

nuts „ 

Olive  oU,  sdible , 

In  packagas  waighing  Ion  than  40  pounds.. 

Other 

Palm  kemoi 

Olive  oil,  inodlble,  for  mschanioal  or  mannfao- 
turing  purposes 

Sulphured  or  foots. ». 

Other 

Whale  oil,  n.  s.  p.  f „ 

Herring,  menhaden,  and  sod  oiL 

Cod-Uvor  oU 

RapoesedoiL 

Animal  tallow 

Besf 

Mutton 

Soybean  oil 

codou '.; 

Wool  grease,  Including  degras  or  brown  wool 
Brea.<ie 

Crude 

Refined  or   improved,    including    adaiis 

lan«,  hydrous,  and  anhydrous 

Sesame  oil 

Vegeuble  tallow 1.11111111""" 

Butter 

Sperm  oil I'S.". 

Fish  oils,  n.  s.  p.  f ..*.. 

PeAnut  oil .. 

Perillaoll '.[ 

OleostMrin. 

Seal  oil.  " 

ExpresMd  and  extracted  oib,  n.  s.  p.  f...  . 

Castor  oU 

Oleooil X.I.II 

Animal  oils,  fats,  and  Kreases.  n.  s.  p.  f ". 

Linsped  oil,  raw,  boiled,  or  oxidised! 

Almond  oil,  sweet 

Poppy-seed  oil,  raw,  boiled,  or  oiIdliod...IIIII 

Croton  oil 

Cottonseed  oU "*" 


Pan- 

irsph 


U 


1633 

1«S3 
M 


Total. 


1633 
1«S3 


a 
a 

ISSO 

M 

701 


Si 

1830 

53 


1633 

1001 

700 

SS 

53 

S.S 

1833 
701 
53 
S4 
54 
701 
63 
64 

1632 
54 

1633 
&5 


Quantity 


Pou»4» 

3M,  006, 971 

300,636,703 

00,300 

100. 337,  SOS 

100,331,771 
83,301,000 
40.364,061 
34,137.840 
81,813.483 

40,367,694 
30,S4^6M 

0.810.840 
48.430,405 
38,375,370 
10,304,408 
16, 875, 675 
13, 431, 400 
12,043,858 

1.3n,641 
12, 587,  ISO 
11.760.  355 

10,668.000 
8,307,650 

1371,310 

6^364,113 

6,336,050 

4.834.084 

3.315,308 

2,364,540 

3.  210.  390 

2.0101057 

I,  631. 670 

1,46^065 

1,001,925 

1.083,038 

623,981 

361.638 

173.918 

85,865 

44,800 

910 

sao 


VakM 


060,  381. 370 


883,067,780 

33,061.387 

6.408 

11,006,731 

13,410,080 

16,347,081 

0,114.185 

8,338,738 

4,860,100 

i  Ml,  630 

2^806.040 

1,345,571 

3.031.378 

1.784,303 

3, 517,  IM 

1.504,331 

1,  OH  064 

931. 313 

102,843 

776.657 

801.378 

3.'W.375 

3oa;6ii 

166,764 
667,003 
358.  r5 

1,562,383 

167,778 

91,7ua 

387,075 

314.28? 

144.400 

86^407 

08,223 

101. 4M 

n.38i 

18,384 
14.066 

67.137 

7,023 

580 

71 


87,365.860 


Tabi.b    2.— Animal    and    vegetable    oilt    and    fata,    dutiable    and    free 
arranged  in  order  of  importance  according  to  quantity  of  importa  for 
mnaumiition,  XiftS  i-^  -^  ivw 


Oib 


DUTIABLK 


Olive,  edible 

Whale,  n.  s.  p.  f 

Uerring,  menhaden,  and  sod. 

Rapeseed 

Animal  tallow 

Soybean ^ 

Wool  grease 

Butter 

Sperm . 

Fish,  n.f.  p.  f. 

Peanut . , 

Oleo  stearin 

Seal. 


Expressed  and  axtraetod,  n.  s.  p.  f. 

Castor 

Oleo 

Animal  fats,  greasss,  n.  s.  p.  f 

Linseed 

Coconut 

Poppyaeed :..... 

Cottonseed 


Quantity 


Pounia 

83, 301, 000 

48. 425, 406 

38, 375, 370 

16,875,«7.S 

13,421.400 

12.587.150 

10,668.000 

4,334.684 

3,315,308 

2,364,540 

2,210,850 

1,621,670 

1,460,066 

1,001.025 

1.033,038 

623,881 

361,623 

173.918 

601300 

44,800 

630 


^aJue 


Total 342,353,878 


rSH 


C-ooonut,  Philippine  Islands. 

Palm 

Chinese  wood  or  wood  tung.. 

Palm  kernel 

Olive,  inodibls 

Cod  liver 

Cod 

Sesame 

Vegeuble  tallow 

PeriDa 

Almond,  i 
CrotOD.. 


Total. 


300,636.703 

16B,  227,  565 

100,  221. 771 

58.812,482 

49,367,534 

10,304.408 

11,760,265 

6,264.113 

5,326,060 

%010,957 

86,886 

910 


815,347.931 

3,021,378 

1,784.298 

1,504,321 

1,084,054 

776,567 

350.375 

1,562,283 

167,778 

91.702 

287,075 

144.400 

8^407 

98,222 

101,464 

77,381 

18,284 

14.068 

6,403 

7,922 

71 


38.401,335 


717, 037, « 


28,001,387 

11,006,721 

13.419,(09 

4. 360, 100 

4.341,630 

2,  517, 164 

801,278 

667.902 

35H.37S 

214.203 

57,137 

580 


Oa  771 838 
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Tabui    3. — Antm«l 
accor^ng  to  naet 


vtpetable   oiU   emd  fM*   wrwyai  by 
in  oftier  o/  importance  of  iwnporia  for 


cotuvmp- 


*OAP  008 


Dutiable  oCb 


Whale,  n.  s.  p.  f 
Herring,  menha- 

dea,  and  sod. 
Animal  UUow.. 
TVb,  n.  1.  p.  f.. 

SmI 

Expressed    sad 

extracted, 

a.  ••  p.  I- 

Aalmal    fats, 

gresMS.  iL^pi. 
Coconut 


Total. 


Quantity 


48,436,486 

38^375,370 

13, 431. 4W 

2,364,540 

1,460^955 


1,0»1.02S 

261.622 

aa20B 


10^40.675 


Valia 


$3,021,378 

1,784,299 

1.034.064 

91,702 

86,407 


96,222 

18,284 
6^403 


Free  oik 


(V  14a  743 


Coconut,  PhD- 
ippioe  Islands. 

PaUn. 

Palm  kernel — 

Olive,  inedible. 

VeceUble  tal- 
low  _. 


QoantitT 


2ga«3<V7Q2 

160,227,865 

53,8a482 

49^367,524 


Value 


Total 508^370,333 


$23,061,2  57 

11, 066,  <  21 

4.3«^1[» 

ia4I.(20 

Ifi8,3r5 


43. 007.  m 


PAurr  OIU 


Sorbean 
Linseed. 

Poppy 

Total 


11587,150 

173, 918 

44,890 


11806. 958 


$776,557 

14.066 

7.922 


798,535 


Chinees  wood, 

tung 

Perilla 


Total 


109^231,771 
101^067 


111.231738 


$ia,419[,CS 

ai4.aB 


il«33,a»i 


EDIBU  OIU 


Olive 

Butter 

Peanut 

Oleo  stearin.. 

Oleo 

Cottonseed... 

Total  .V 


83,301.900 

4.334.684 

1219,359 

1.631.670 

623,931 

530 


91192,074 


$15,  347. 921 
I,  fai  283 
:«7,075 
144.400 
77,381 
71 


17, 419, 131 


Sesame.. 


Total.... 


«,  364. 113 


6^264.113 


IW7.S)3 


667,913 


MiaCUXANBOUS  <MU 


/ 


Sapeseed... 
Wool  grease 

Sperm 

Castor 

Total 


11875,675 

11««8,960 

1315,308 

1,033,008 


31.881971 


$1,504,321 
359,375 
167,776 
101.454 


1131«3e 


CodUyer 

I  Cod 

Atanond, 
Croton.. 


Total. 


11304.498 

11.761255 

81886 

910 


31.161528 


$1517, 14 

801,2  8 

57,17 

SO 


1 376, 1  0 


TAAtf  4. — BxporU  of  a»iflMiI  and  veg^tattle  ofU  and  fatt,  Ott,  arrangti 
in  ffroupt  according  to  utage  ■ 


Soap  oils; 


iscaOaosoos  »'^'«»«> 
CMonut  ofl 


Vsgatabis  soap  stoek 
Otmss  sMarla.. 

FiriioaB 

OClMr 

Total. 


BdfMtoOs: 
Unl... 

OlKoU. 


and  tots 

oUsaod  iMdiMo'toU.' 


aadrsAaod. 


CottansMd,! 
livd,  nsotnl. 

01eostock.„ .............. 

VJHstabls  oil  hrt  eompomidi 

l^afd  ooiBpoiiBQS  eootalniiig  aniiiml  fat...... 

Oleo  aodfard  staario 

Olsooarartns  of  animal  or  vecetabletats... 

Otber  edlUa  timetable  oils  umI  tets 

TaUow 

Cem  0*1        . ....... ......._.... 


Total. 


Paint  oik: 

Soybean  oQ....... 

Linsewl  oil 


Quantity 


Poamii 

61974,998 

HM1W2 

1191180 

7.831800 

1. 461136 

881,830 

741, 87« 


1014Sl.a$7 


7I17*X1«6 
«17T9,$81 
•1,7«1*«« 

a^  741  no 

1771831 
1681  MO 
ITlim 
1881544 

844, 885 
1881167 
1111840 

811 94S 


931 887, 811 


7,141007 
1.981147 


Total 

MkeaDaaaoaB  oOk:  N«gt*»4oot  afl. 
Oraad  total . 


1 107. 344 


Value 


$171113 
1088,015 
700,315 
401,917 
114,0 '3 
1019  4 
81,9  J 


1304,5  8 


917016I 

1381811 

4.6617B 

ll»,l;7 

'8810O 

7818  • 

0113  9 

4311B 

M)7,0I4 

8818  1 

387,311 

48,8  0 


111  881 1 17 


TSIOM 
337, 8  « 


981910 


i,ai«» 


1.0«108iaM 


tii4a 


uioTioa 


Tablb  5. — JPoateatte  prtdmetiom  •/  aniasai  amd 
arratt09d  4a  gr^apa 


•Ua  amd  fait. 


Edible  oik: 

Lard.  otber  odlbto 

CiiHwiseeil,  crude ........ 

Com.  crude 

Lsrd,  DSutraL. ._..._.. 


Qaantlty 


Pmtmit 
1.781 901,810 
1481407, 10 

121.6816  7 
81991.0  8 


DOTOBEE   26 


TlSLB  8. — Domettie  wndaefUm 
1918.  arranged  in  groups 

of  antmnl  and  vegetatfltt  oOs  and  fata, 
nccording  to  usage — Continued 

Quantity 

KdlMe  oib-Continoed 

TaDow.  edible         . 

Pounds 
41,010,650 

Olive,  edible             

1,438,017 

PMnut.  <inrin  ard  cni'le ... 

12.  439.  OAO 

Tatitl  , 

1 465, 874,  501 

Paint  oik: 

Linsead  oQ 

751. 444.  .m 

Soybean,  crude 

4,  715, 908 

Total ., 

7.VI.  160. 4.39 

MIsnrtlftneous  oik: 

Castor 

."A  ."ai,  100 

9.  107.  M03 

Neat' 8-foot  oil. 

Cod  and  cml-livw      ,.        .    . 



6,  627.  MS 
1,173,0S5 

Oueiuj..... . ..... 

703,500 

Tot^          

74.731620 

floapoib: 

Talkjw,  toedihte 

381,542.803 

Coconut  or  copra,  crude 

311, 130,4A3 

Oar  bage  grease . 

89,S78,8-« 
77.  95I.4-.W 

Yellow  ^ease . 

•  ••-•*••—*•*>••««•««•...-.... 

71.fi00.006 
53.  -176,  04'J 

Brown  grease 

47.  35S,  87.5 

Herring  and  sardine  ml ... 

4.\  .SS?,  640 

Menhaden  oil 

Bone  grease . 

Whale  oil 

34.  719,  ft49 

22.  171.  79S 

9,  716.  %')0 

AH  otlytr  marim^  animal   ,^^               ^  ^ 

1,  .V46, 903 

Olive,  inedible 

13,  OM 

Total 

1, 136,  233,  799 

Grand  total 

5.451001265 

Tablb  6. — 8oap  oils: 


Prices  of  animal  and  vegetable  oils  and  fats,  /923- 
JS2S,  by  quarters  > 

(Cents  per  pound) 


>  Souress:  Oil.  Paint,  and  Drug  Reporter;  Chemical  Markets;  Drug  MarkeU;  Year 
Book  ol  n.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture;  National  Provisioner,  first  q<iotation  xjt 
eaob  quarter. 

Tablb  8. — Pmtnt  oUt:  Price*  of  amimai  and  vegetable  oils  and  fats;  itnS- 

JM8,  by  quarters^ 

(Cants  per  pound) 


oil,  crude, 

IJew 

York 


1838— January 

April 

July 

October 

1  Sooroos:  Oil.   Paint. 
Ysai 


liH 

15     . 

11 H 
Reporter; 


TuagoQ. 

New 

York 

(tanks) 


Soybean 

oil,  crude. 

New 

York 


13 


Chemical 


Perina 

oil.  New 

York 


Poppy- 
seed  oil. 

New 
York 


.,  ...^..  and  Drug 

Book  of  U.  8.  Departmant  of  Agriculture;  National  Provisioner,  first  quota- 
o(  oMli  Qoartc 


1929 


Tablb  0. 
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ofla;  PrioM  »f  mtknai  amd  vegetatU  aOa 

1928,  by  quarters — Continued. 


fmtt. 


Linseed 

oil,  crude. 

New 

York 


1904— January 

April 

July 

October 

19SS~Janusry. ...... 

April 

July 

October 

1936— January 

AprU 

July _ 

October 

1037— January 

Aprfl 

July 

Ootober 


1938— Jannsry 

April 

July 

October 

1939— January 

April 

July 

October 


Hi? 

12 

P 
U 

12 
1241 

iW 

10    I 
9)^1 


TungoQ, 

New 

York 

(tanks) 


13K 
13?? 


Soybean 

ofl,  erode. 

New 

York 


Perilla 

oil.  New 

Yort 


Poppy- 
seed  oI, 
New 
York 


T»mM  W. — MU«0\ 


fmts,  9U  am     CoBtiauod 


WW 

18 

mi 


Tabuc  6. — Edible   oils:  Prices  of   animal  and   vegetable   oils   astd 

1!W3-I9J»,    by   quarters 

(Cents  per  pound) 


/•t«. 


Peanut,  Now  York 


Crude 


1933— January 

April 

July 

October 

1934— January........ _... 

Aprfl 

July 

October 

1925— January 

April 

July 

October 

1926— January.... 

April 

July 

October 

1937— January 

April 

July 

October 

1938— January 

April 

July 

October 

1039— January 

April 

July 

October 


12,4 

l»H 

15 

16 

13 

13 

1241 

U 

IS 

13 

U 

13 

12 

18 
13 
13 
13 
13 
13 
13 
» 
13 
13 


Refined 


Sesame, 

refined, 

New 

York 


Tablb  0. — MisoeUancous  oils:  Prices  of  animal  and  vegetable  oUe 
fate,  sa-anii,  by  quarters  ^ 

(Onts  per  pound) 


1937— January  ....... 

April 

Jjfly 

October 

1938— January . ...... 

April .... 

July 

October 


1929— January 

April 

July 

October_ 


Castor 

oil. 

No.  1 

grade. 
New 
York 
spot 


oQ 


Crude 


Re- 
fined 


134 

144^ 

13 

13 

14 

14 

14 

13 


.13 
.13 
.13 
.13 


Jar>entse 
lOH,       loX 
12 


11« 
114 
13 

114 


^VNi* 


11.5 
10.7 


11.7 
1L8 


Sperm 

oil  nat- 
ural. 

f.  o.  b 
New 

BadJofdi 


10.4 
10.4 
10.4 
114 


Cod  an 


Croton 
oil. 

r.8.  p, 

New 
York 


Sweet 
almood. 

Tvflned, 
New 
York 


84 

$4 

841 

151 

9 
9 
8)£ 


17 
14 
14 
7. 


1 


90 
90 
90 
90 
90 
85 
85 
86 


86 

85 
175 

300 


80 

85 

80 

774 

75 

70 

70 

75 


ro 

70 


Prices  at  Chicago;  low  quotation;  first  iasve  te  eae*  tuarter 

[From  National  Frovisloaer] 

(Cents  per  pound) 


1938— Jaooary 

AprU 

July 

October 


Pure  lsrd, 

kettle 
rendered 

(tierces) 


um— January 

April 

July 

October 

1925-January 

April 

July 

October 

1836— January 


Aprfl 

July 

Ootober 

1837— Jamury... 

AprU 

Juhr 

oSobar... 


Mtr-JeBaerr. 


1923— January 

AprU 

July 

October 
1904— January 

April... 

July 

October 
1935— January 

April 

July.... 

October 
1986— January 

April 

July 

October.. 

'  Sources:  Oil,  Paint, 


16 

17 

174- 

174- 

W>4- 

13 

15 

U4| 

13 

U4l 

Drug  Reporter:       

Yearbook  of  U.  8.  Department  of  Agriculture;  National  Provisioner. 
of  each  quarter. 


Drug  Markets; 
Pint  qootatioB 


AprQ 

July 

October 

193I^Janiiary 

April 

July 

October 


1L80 
11 35 
1175 
14  50 


1171 
11.80 
11.37 
1150 
16.00 
1160 
17.25 
17.80 
UlOO 

I«as« 
14.00 
USB 
14.26 
1180 
1187 
1112 
1128 


HOD 


1100 
1100 

Threes 

12.75 
11.75 
1176 
1100 
11.87 


OleooO, 
extra 


1100 
13.00 
11.00 
1150 


1180 
11.76 
1150 
17.36 
1136 
1175 
II  75 
16  75 
1178 


1180 
1110 

U.38 
180 

art 


Oleo  stea- 
rin, prime. 
ecAble 


1180 


TIenet 


14.00 
1100 


1180 
1L3& 
1L38 
ILOO 
1125 


138 

1100 

100 

12.28 


178 
11.00 
ILOO 
11.38 


Edibio 
tallow 


Tallow, 

packers. 

No.  1 


1178 
1175 

uoo 


11.78 

1180 

U25 

178 

110 


1180 


178 


ILOO 
12c 


1180 
1135 
1100 
100 
HIO 


ITS 

1100 

7.  SO 

178 

Uader  t% 

acid,4S 

ms 

100 

125 

180 

100 

1175 

175 

1128 

1175 

HOD 


180 
1176 
100 
7.80 
1« 


175 


11$ 


VUeil 
per  tent 


178 
175 


180 
180 
178 
125 
180 


100 
180 


iO%f. 

/.a. 
7.80 
7.00 
178 
125 
1100 
100 
1128 
180 
100 


180 

180 

7.75 

irs 

7.138 

7.36 
100 

Detsnet 
1» 


138 

7.78 


180 

175 
100 
7.138 
100 


Prioea,  eottoneeed  oil;  first  fuotatien  tn  each  tmmrter; 
[From  Oil.  Paint,  and  Drug  Beportar] 
(Cents  per  pound) 


1933— January 

April 

July 

October 

1834— January 

April._ 

Ju& 

October 

1828-^amiary 

Aprfl 

July 

October 


Spot  New  J  Crude  da- 
York  re-       mediate 
fined        southeast) 


BerrsU 

Tsmks 

1L35 

113S 

1136 

1135 

ILSO 

aoo 

1180 

156 

1100 

9.375 

1L80 

156 

>117S 

125 

11190 

1878 

<IL80  ! 

1100 

ULOO 

1878 

•  1180 

Noon 

<ia40 

175 

I  piima  ■T™"'— ■  yellow. 


LXXI 


II 


!  -l 


II 


II 
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moe».  oott9m»9t4  oA;  UrM  f«ot«Mo(»  i»  aaoft 
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>  Prime  lomnMr  fellow. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  from  MasMchxi 
setts  yield  to  me  to  enable  me  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Senatoi 
from  Utah? 

Thp  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  fron 
Massachusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  for  tha 
purpoite? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.    In  connection  with  the  statement  just  made  b; 
the  Senator  from  Utah,  a  number  of  regetable  oils,  as  the  Sena 
tor  will  reeail.  appear  in  the  free  list  where  a  provision  is  in 
eluded  that  the  oils  must  be  properly  denatured  so  as  not  to  b<  \ 
useful  for  edible  purposes.    When  the  discussion  on  paragraph!  i 
63  and  54  Is  undertaken,  would  that  contemplate  going  all  th4i 
way  uver  to  the  free  list  or  would  the  particular  items  now  ii 
the  free  list  remain  there  until  the  free  list  is  reached? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  my  opinion  that  the  items  which  are  no? 
on  the  free  list  will  remain  there  until  we  reach  the  free  lis 
for  consideration.  I  ttiink  there  are  very  few  of  them  on  ttai 
free  list  about  which  there  ia  any  question. 

Mr.  EDQB.    That  is  my  understanding. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  fron 
MnssachuaettB  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasachusetta    I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  would  like  to  suggest,  in  answer  to  t 
inquiry  of  the  Senator  from  New  Joaey,  that  the  amendmei 
proposed  by  the  junior  F:<nator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas]  co 
templates  taking  some  of  the  Inedible  oils  ttom  the  free  U^  ani 
patting  them  upon  the  dutiable  list,  and  for  that  reason  dis 
cussion  of  the  items  on  the  free  list  is  bound  to  come  up  wheii 
his  substitute  is  offered. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Whenever  we  take  items  f^m  the  free  list  an<  [ 
put  them  upon  the  dutiable  list,  of  course,  th«i  all  we  hare  t  > 
do  when  we  reach  the  free  list  Is  to  disagree  to  the  amendmen ; 
there  contained.  There  will  not  be  any  discussion  after  th<  i 
qoetitlon  is  finally  decided  In  connection  with  the  paragraphs  ii  \ 
the  dutiable  list 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  join  In  the  hope  expressed  by  the  Senato  ■ 
from  Utah  that  the  items  referred  to  will  remain  upon  tlie  fre( ) 
list. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  a  question? 

The  PRESIDENT  i»o  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mas  - 
sachusetts  yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  yi^d  to  the  Senator  from 
South  OaroUna  to  ask  one  question  of  the  Senator  from  Utah, 
and  I  will  permit  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  make  one  answer. 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  one  question  is,  What  is  the  source  of  th(  s 
Senator's  statistics? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  source  of  the  statistics  I  have  Just  asked  t(  • 
have  printed  in  the  Recobd  is  the  Tariff  Commission,  preparer 
at  the  request  of  members  of  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  upon  agree- 
ing to  the  amendmrat  proposed  by  the  committee.  The  Senato  ■ 
from  Massachusetts  has  the  floor. 

Mr.   WALSH   of  Massachusetts.    Mr.   President,   I   ask   thi^ 
attention  <rf  the  Senate  in  order  that  I  may  make  a  proposal  ii  i 
the  way  of  a  compromise  to  tills  paragraph.     It  will  be  note< 
that  there  are  two  classes  in  the  paragraph.    One  deals  with  i 
duty  upon  the  paint  cakes  nonassembled  and  the  other  dealii 
with  the  paint  asnembled.    The  duty  on  the  nonassembled  pain : 
cakes  is  40  per  cent.     The  duty  on  the  ass«nbled  paint,  whici 
la  tile  artide  which  the  school  childxen  purchase,  is  70  per  ceo 


ad  valorem.  The  duty  of  70  per  cent  is  sufficient  No  one  re- 
quests that  it  be  increased. 

The  importers  have  been  defeating  the  70  per  cent  rate  by 
bringing  in  the  paint  cakes  unassembled. 

The  grievance  that  the  makers  of  the  students*  boxes  have 
is  as  to  the  nonassembled  paints.  Their  grievanci'  is  that  labor 
cost  more  here;  but  in  Germany  the  paint  can  be  made  from 
oils  or  other  chemicals  that  have  no  protective  tariff  duty.  The 
paint  makers  in  this  country  have  a  very  heavy  duty  to  pay 
upon  the  oils  and  ch^nicahj,  and  not  only  that  bat  they  must 
pay  a  duty  upon  the  basis  of  the  American  valuation.  The 
difflculty  with  which  the  manufacturer  is  concerned  is  not  so 
much  the  protective  duty  on  the  assembled  paints  as  it  is  upon 
the  paints  unassembled. 

In  ordw  to  hrfp  the  domestic  manufacturers  I  am  going  to 
propose  that  the  duty  upon  nonassembled  paints  be  increased 
from  40  to  50  per  emt  and  that  the  duty  upon  assembled  paints 
be  reduced  from  70  to  60  per  cent  In  other  words,  I  am  seeking 
to  give  the  benefit  of  a  lower  tariff  duty  on  the  assembled  paint 
cakes,  but  to  give  the  manufacturer  a  little  higher  duty  upon 
the  nonassembled  paints.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  a  fair  com- 
promise. I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  figure  "40"  in  the 
committee  amendment  be  changed  to  "  50,"  and  that  the  figure 
•*  70  "  in  the  second  section  of  the  paragraph  be  changed  to  "  60." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Febs  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  offer  that  as  an  amendment? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma8sacbu.«ietts.  No;  I  ask  unanimous  con> 
sent  to  take  up  the  entire  paragraph,  because  I  have  to  deal 
with  the  second  paragraph  in  which  there  is  no  ccmamittee 
amendment  I  seek  to  make  the  duty  lower  upon  the  assembled 
article. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  if  there  would  be  no  objection  to 
the  Senator  offering  the  amendment  of  course  he  need  not  ask 
unanimous  consrat,  as  be  has  done.  I  hope  the  amendment  will 
not  prevail. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts,  Am  I  to  understand  the  Sena- 
tor to  take  the  position  that  he  is  opposed  to  reducing  the  duty 
upon  the  assembled  cakes  of  paint? 

Mr.  KING.  As  I  understand  the  situation,  the  effect  of  the 
Ssoator's  amendment  will  be  to  increase  the  ultimate  cost  by 
a  considerable  amount — perhaps  25  per  cent  or  more — upon  a 
product  which  is  used  by  the  16,000,000  school  children  in  the 
United  SUtes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massadiusetts.  The  amendment  would  re- 
duce the  duty  of  70  pw*  cent  on  paints,  students'  or  diildren's 
paints,  when  ■nstmbltd,  and  th^^fore  reduce  the  cost  of  the 
assembled  paints.  The  importer  who  assembles  in  this  country 
can  fix  his  price  now  just  under  70  per  cent.  If  my  amendment 
preraiis,  lie  must  fix  his  price  to  the  school  children  under  the 
60  pw  cent  duty.  It  seems  to  me  the  result  would  be  to  force 
the  retail  price  down. 

The  assembled  article  has  a  duty  of  70  per  cent — that  is,  the 
paints  in  the  box.  I  am  asking  that  the  duty  on  the  asnembied 
product  bo  reduced  and  that  the  duty  on  the  paint  cakes  that  are 
imported  here  to  be  assembled  be  increased.  I  can  not  see  how 
it  can  result  in  any  increased  price  when  we  are  actually  asking 
for  a  reduction,  and  then  the  importer  will  have  to  fix  his  retail 
price  of  the  assembled  cakea  In  the  box  below  a  60  per  cent  duty 
rather  than  below  a  70  per  cent  duty. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  do  the  srfiool  children  ever 
buy  the  unassembled  paint? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Rarely.  There  is  the  whole 
point 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  report  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

The  Chut  Clerk.  On  page  28.  line  23.  strike  out  the  numeral 
"40"  and  insert  "50,"  and  on  page  29,  line  2,  .strike  out  the 
numeral  "70"  and  insert  "60." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  I^esident.  is  the  vote  to  be  taken  on  the 
amendment  as  stated  by  the  clerk,  or  is  it  to  be  separated? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  understands  the 
Senator  to  offer  it  as  one  amendment 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Yes.  It  is  not  fair  to  reduce 
the  duty  upon  the  assembled  paint  cakes,  which  is  not  presented 
to  the  Senate  by  the  committee,  without  the  two  being  considered 
together,  the  nonassembled  paint  and  the  assembled  paint. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Mr.  President,  on  this  Lssue  as  to  whether 
the  school  children  are  benefited  or  hurt  by  the  amendment,  it 
depends  on  how  many  of  the  boxes  are  imported  and  how  much 
of  the  assembled  paint  is  imported.  Can  the  Senator  tell  us 
what  the  school  children  pay  for  the  box  containing  the  imint? 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  8-colored  box  of  jialnt 
cakes  exhibited  here  is  25  cents.  The  serious  difficulty  in  pro- 
ducing the  paint  cakes  in  this  country  is  the  cost  of  the  non- 
assembled  paint  which,  as  I  said,  is  subject  to  more  expensive 
processes  of  manufacture  here  by  reason  of  the  excessive  duty 
on  the  oils  and  chemicals  used  in  making  the  paint  and  the 
labor  involved. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massjichusetts.  Am  I  to  understand  that  the 
Senator  from  Utah  is  opposed  to  my  amendment? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  am. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  withdraw  the  amendment 
If  it  is  not  possible  to  get  the  Senate  to  agree  to  reduce  the 
duty  on  assembled  paint  and  increase  the  duty  on  nonassemUed 
paint  then  there  is  no  use  spending  any  Ume  trying  to  remedy 
the  inequalities  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  take  the  time  to  reply 
to  my  dear  friend,  but  the  conclusion  drawn  from  his  remarks, 
I  think,  does  not  necessarily  follow  from  the  facts.  He  has 
withdrawn  the  amendment  so  there  Is  nothing  to  talk  about 
in  that  connection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fbss  in  the  chair).  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment  on  page  28. 

Mr.  SACKBTT.  Mr.  President,  before  we  come  to  a  vote  on 
the  committee  amendment  I  think  it  ought  to  be  stated  that 
there  are  a  number  of  organizations  in  the  country  who  have 
urged  the  Increa.se  in  the  duty  on  the  unassembled  paint  be- 
cause of  the  action  of  the  companies  who  manufacture  them  in 
affording  a  tremendous  amount  of  help  to  the  various  schools 
of  the  country.  That  protest  has  come  to  many  of  the  Senators 
In  the  form  of  telegrama  I  shall  only  cite  one.  It  comes  from 
Van  L.  Wills,  the  president  of  the  Better  Schools  League  at 
Chicago,  and  in  it  he  describes  a  bit  of  the  work.  He  indi- 
cates in  the  telegram  that  if  the  duty  is  not  so  fixed  that  the 
unassembled  paint  can  be  manufactured  in  this  country  the 
public  will  lose  a  very  valuable  technical  and  professional  serv- 
ice that  is  being  rendered.  Referring  to  the  group  which  manu- 
factures the  unassembled  paints,  the  telegram  reads : 


Chicaoo,  ill,,  (kftober  to, 
Hon.  Fbcdsuc  M.  Sackvtt, 

Senate  Office  BuOdinc,  WaeKington,  D.  C: 
In  studyloK  the  8«nate  bill  we  are  greatly  tarprieed  to  learn  that 
yon  have  failed  to  protect  our  American  manafacturers  of  school  water 
colore.  This  group  baa  made  and  ia  now  making  a  great  contribution  to 
art  education  in  our  public,  private,  and  parochial  achoola  throu^oot 
the  country.  They  are  rendering  a  highly  technical  and  professional 
•eryice  through  profemional  art-trained  aalesmen,  traveling  school  art 
exhibits,  srt  service  bureaus,  and  the  publication  and  distribution  of 
beautiful  art  magasines.  If  they  are  not  protected  and  are  forced  out 
of  business  in  this  Aeld  by  foreign  competition  it  would  be  a  great  loss 
to  the  schools  of  the  United  States  and  to  the  development  of  a  real 
national  art  appretiatlon,  which  has  made  wonderful  strides  through 
their  help  and  assistance  since  the  war.  Every  other  item  in  the  school- 
supply  line  is  protected,  and  we  believe  a  consistent  national  iMlicy 
should  be  pursued  by  protecting  school  water  colors  likewise,  and  if 
they  are  not  protected  because  they  are  a  school  item,  then  all  school 
supply  Items  for  the  same  reason  should  be  placed  on  the  free  list.  We 
know  of  not  a  single  instance  where  foreign  colors  are  demanded  or 
specified.  The  importers  get  their  business  by  cutting  Just  under  what 
they  think  the  American  manufacturers  can  quote.  In  the  spirit  of  fair 
play  and  inspired  with  a  patriotic  desire  to  aid  in  sponsoring  any  cause 
that  will  give  us  better  schools  and  greater  and  better  art  education,  we 
earnestly  request  your  support  to  provide  a  protective  tariff  for  the 
American  manufacturers  of  school  water  colors. 

Van  L.  Will*, 
PrtMdent  Better  Schoolt  League  (Inc.). 

The  main  features  of  the  situation  are  stated  in  that  trfe- 
gram.  I  think  the  Record  ought  to  show  that  those  of  us  who 
feel  that  this  is  a  necessary  business  have  a  reason  for  our  poei- 
tion  outside  of  the  mere  protection  of  a  manufacturing  Indtis- 
try,  In  that  we  are  trying  to  assist  the  schools  In  pn)motIng  art 
education.  If  that  kind  of  effort  shall  cease  through  the  failure 
of  these  companies  to  continue  the  manufacture  of  this  article, 
the  public  schools  will  probably  suffer  more  in  their  endeavor 
to  advance  that  kind  of  education  than  from  any  other  cause. 

Before  we  vote  on  the  amendment  however,  I  wish  to  call 
attention  to  another  feature  of  it  On  unassembled  paints-— and 
I  think  those  Senators  who  are  interested  In  lower  duties  might 
well  listen  to  this  sUtement — on  unassembled  paints  it  Is  pro- 
posed in  the  amendment  to  put  a  duty  of  40  per  cent,  while  mi 
assembled  paints  in  a  tin  box,  which  is  pressed  out  and  which 
can  be  made  upon  any  machine,  we  put  a  duty  of  70  per  cent. 
The  only  thing  that  the  assembling  of  these  articles  requires  is 
the  labor  of  putting  the  little  tins  Into  the  box.  It  can  be  done 
by  thousands  in  a  day  by  a  single  man.    There  is  not  any  Juatifl- 


cation,  in  my  judgment  for  putting  a  duty  of  40  per  cent  upon 
the  unassembled  paints  and  then  giving  the  manufacturer  of  the 
little  steel  box— for  that  Is  practically  what  It  is— a  duty  of  TO 
per  cent  There  was  no  evidence  before  the  Finance  Oommltte* 
of  the  Senate  to  show  that  it  costs  the  difference  in  the  duty  to 
do  that  assembling  work.  By  destroying  the  industry  of  mak- 
ing paints  there  will  be  taken  away  from  art  education  In  the 
public  schools  such  assistance  as  is  freely  given  by  the  manu- 
facturers ;  and  by  giving  the  manufacturers  of  pressed  tin  boxes 
a  duty  30  per  cent  in  excess  of  the  duty  that  is  proposed  to  be 
placed  on  unassembled  paints,  we  shall  be  doing  a  damage  to 
the  schools  of  the  country  without  affording  any  reciprocal  aid 
and  help.  We  ahall  be  taking  away  that  reciprocal  aid  and  help 
which  those  schools  might  get  and  are  getting  from  the  manu- 
facturers of  the  paint  Itself.  In  my  Judgment  such  action  would 
be  doing  a  damage  to  the  children  of  the  country. 

The  suggestion  that  was  made  by  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts of  a  sufficient  Increase  of  the  duty  upon  paint  itself  to 
warrant  the  continuance  of  its  production  would  be  of  real  ad- 
vantage to  the  people  and  to  the  children  of  the  country  by 
laromotlng  art  education ;  but  the  duty  proposed  to  be  given  to 
the  manufacturer  of  the  tin  box  and  the  work  of  a  girl  putting 
little  tins  in  it  with  her  fingers  is  an  outrage. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Will  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 
Mr.  SACKBTT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  which 
represents  the  greater  part  of  the  coat— the  paints  or  the  tin 

box?  

Mr.  SACKBTT,  I  can  not  tell  the  Senator  exactly,  because  I 
have  not  the  record  In  front  of  me,  but  he  will  find  it  In  the 
hearings.  Perhaps  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  may  be 
able  to  advise  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  That  would  have  a  great  bearing  upon 
the  question  of  what  Influence  a  40  per  cent  duty  or  a  00  per 
cent  duty  or  a  70  per  cent  duty  would  have  on  the  cost  of  the 
two  articles. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  The  cost  of  the  box  is  about  5  cents  and  th« 
cost  of  the  tins  is  about  8  cents,  making  8  cents.  A  dozen  cakes 
of  paint  cost  In  this  country  about  15  cents,  and  there  are  eight 
of  them  in  the  box,  which  would  make  the  cost  of  those  in  the 
box  about  10  cents. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  It  Is  proposed  to  allow  70  per  cent  dutj 
on  the  box  and  only  40  per  cent  on  the  paint? 

Mr.  GILLBTT.  On  the  box  and  the  paint  both  70  per  cent 
when  assembled.  Of  course,  the  trouble  is  they  send  them  over 
in  bulk  and  then  assemble  them  here. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  They  do  not  import  a  single  one  assembled, 
as  I  understand;  there  ate  no  imports  of  the  completed  box 
assembled. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL  The  Senator's  contention  Is  that  an  ad- 
vantage is  given  to  the  maker  of  the  box  In  ierylng  a  duty  of 

70  per  cent? 

Mr.  SACKBTT.    It  is  sufficient  to  be  an  embargo  upon  the 
assembled  paints. 
Mr.  COPELAND  and  Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachuaetts  addressed 

the  Chair.     

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  stand  corrected-  The  chairman  of  the 
committee  says  they  import  a  few  of  them,  but  I  understand 
the  number  is  very  small. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 
Mr.  SACKETT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  seems  to  hare 
studied  this  matter  very  carefully.  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
what  duty  does  he  propose  with  reference  both  to  the  assembled 
and  unassembled  as  being  a  fair  proportions te  duty? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  If  the  Senator  plea.-'e,  I  was  very  much 
impressed  with  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts. When  I  found  that  the  i^gment  and  other  ma- 
tnials  of  which  tiie  paints  were  made  cost  so  ranch  more  in 
this  country — and  much  of  the  material  used  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  the  paints,  as  I  understand,  bears  a  duty  before  It  is 
manufactured  into  paints — I  realized  that  the  difference  in  the 
cost  of  production  here  and  the  import  price  as  disclosei  was 
so  wide  that  the  manufacturers  in  this  country  are  unable  to 
produce  them  at  a  profit 

That  is  the  evidence  we  have.  I  have  never  been  Into  the 
factories,  and  I  can  not  say  definitely ;  but  I  found,  in  view  ot 
the  difference  in  the  cost  of  the  assembled  outfit  that  a  duty 
of  70  per  cent  Is  jiractically  an  embargo.  It  seems  to  me  if  we 
could  lower  one  considerably  and  raise  the  other  sufficiently  to 
continue  Am^can  manufacture  and  retain  tba  aid  In  art  edo- 
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cation,  which  far  sotng  on  over  the  country  through  the  efforts 
of  the  paint  manufacturers,  that  we  would  be  doing  a  real 
■enrice  not  only  to  the  people  who  work  in  the  factorieb  mak- 
ing these  points  and  to  tlie  capital  that  is  invested  in  the  busi- 
neM  but  to  the  children  theiuselrea.    I  think  that  some  arrange- 


Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Sen 


ment 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MassachuitettB. 
ator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky }ield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  SACKETTT.     I  yield- 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MassachunettSw  The  Senator  as  a  member  of 
the  Finance  Committee  beard  all  the  evidence  in  connection 
with  thia  matter,  and  most  of  it  he  has  read.  I  want  to  aak 
him  a  frank  question.  la  he  not  convinced  that  if  this  duty  is 
not  changed  the  school  children  of  America  will  be  painting 
from  Oerman  boxes  and  German  paints? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     I  think  that  undoubtedly  will  be  the  case, 
WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    And  that  the  Industry  wiU 


1  think  undoubtedly  that  is  what  the  test!- 


Mr 

go  to  Ciermaay? 

Mr.  SACKETT 
mooy  shows. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  And  that  it  may  be  poesiMe 
to  save  it  by  lessening  the  spread  between  these  two  duties? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  That  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  reasonable 
conclusion. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maaaachusetts.  I  want  to  go  on  record  as 
being  opposed,  because  of  a  failure  to  rearrange  the  brackets 
fixing  tariir  duties,  to  transferring  this  laduatry  or  any  other 
industry  from  this  country  to  Germany. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tudty  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Yoi^? 

Mr.  SACKETT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     If  I  understand  the  poslUoo  of  the  Sen 
ator  from  Kentucky,  his  criticism  relates  to  the  rate  as  given 
at  the  top  of  page  29? 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Yes. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Why  does  not  the  Senator  propose  to  lower 
the  rate? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  reason  I  have  not  prc^wsed  to  lower 
that  rate  alone  was  because  I  hoped  there  would  be  sufficient 
Senators  here  who,  after  listening  to  the  argument,  would  see 
that  the  S^iator  from  Massachusetts  was  entirely  right. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    He  usuaUy  Lb. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  1  am  asking  that  there  may  be  8<Hne  in 
creased  duty  upon  an  artide  which  shows  according  to  all  the 
testimony  that  it  can  not  l>e  produced  at  a  profit  on  Uie  present 
basis. 

I  really  thought  that  we  would  be  doing  a  service  to  art 
education  in  this  country  if  we  «» tinned  those  nuuiufacturers 
In  businesB.  I  do  not  believe  it  is  going  to  amount  to  an  in 
crease  in  the  coat  of  the  materials ;  it  is  a  very  small  increase  ol 
duty ;  and  It  will  afford  encouragem^it  to  thotfe  who  are  trylnj 
to  do  something  for  art  education 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  wiU  bea4 
with  me 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  He,  of  course,  has  read  the  brief  of  th< 
Amorlcan  ArtLtts'  Professional  League  as  found  on  pages  781 
and  7S6  of  the  tariff  readjustment  hearings  before  the  Hous< 
cmnmittee? 

Mr.  SACKETT.    I  do  not  think  I  have  read  that 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  have  on  my  desk  ietten  fr<Hn  artists  in 
my  State.    For  instance,  from  Mrs.  Burr  H.  Nicholls,  of  Buffalo 
N.  Y. ;  from  the  New  Rochelle  Art  Association;  from  Mrs.  S 
Frances  Herschel,  of  Albany,  N.  Y. ;  from  Isabel  Bishop,  o 
New  York  City;  from  Seymore  M.  Stone,  of  New  York  City 
from  Kenneth  Hayes  Miller,  of  the  Art  Students'  League,  a 
New  York :  flrom  Julia  M.  Wickham,  of  Cutchogue,  N.  Y. ;  an< 
others,  pointing  out  that  80  per  cent  of  tlie  artists'  material 
that  is,  unassembled  material — the  colora  and  paints  used,  codm 
from  abroad.    I  liked  what  the  Senator  frankly  said  about  tlM 
Senator  from  Massachusetta.     He  said  he  la  right  about  tliii 
queotlon,  and  I  said  "  he  usually  is  rif^t."     I  myself  woul< 
be  glad  to  vote  for  a  decrease  in  the  tariff  as  found  on  page  2i 
on  the  assembled  materials,  which  are  those  used  by  the  schooli 
but  I  think  it  would  be  outrageous  to  increase  the  tariff  on  tlM  i 
material  brought  in  in  bulk,  the  unaawmUed  material,  becau«> 
that  would  he  a  dlscouragempnt,  would  be  a  tax  upoo  the  whol<  i 
artistic  fraternity  and  put  upon  art  in  this  country. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Mr.  President,  may  I  say  that  I  do  not  agrm  > 
with  the  Senator  about  that?    I  do  not  think  it  will  be  a  tax  oi 
art :  I  think  that  the  tariff  rate  given  te  the  manufacturin( 
Industry  producing  this  ntaterial  is  a  help  to  art,  because  1 
brings  those  people  who  do  that  kind  of  work  into  doae  ooa 
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nection  with  the  schools.  I  think  the  difference  between  a  40 
per  cent  and  a  50  per  cent  duty,  as  suggested  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  upon  the  unassembled  paintti,  will  bring 
a  very  small  Increased  cost,  indeed,  if  any  at  all,  and  that  the 
benefit  derived  fn»ra  this  Industry  being  conducted  here  rather 
than  making  our  people  entirely  dependent  upon  the  German 
manufacturers  for  their  paint,  be  they  just  us  good,  warrants  us 
In  considering  that  this  is  an  indutitry  which  needs  help  if  we 
are  going  to  continue  it. 

Mr.  KING.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  iUNG.  I  should  like  to  ask — and  I  do  so  for  informa- 
tion— exactly  the  manner  In  which  these  col<»r8  are  n»ei\.  First, 
may  I  say — and  this  is  a  statement  rather  than  a  question,  but 
it  will  be  the  basis  tor  the  question — an  examination  of  the 
Tariff  Summary  shows,  first,  that  the  manufacturers  coming 
under  thi.s  paragraph  produced  $8^20,776  worth  of  these  paints 
and  colors  every  year? 

Mr.  GILLE3TT.  I  think  the  Senator  is  mistaken  about  that 
That  covers  artists'  materials,  I  think. 

Mr.  KING.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  I  said  that  under 
paragraph  67  the  Tariff  Summary  mentions  the  artists'  paints 
or  colors  and  under  the  heading  "  Proiluction  "  says : 

Separate  production  statistics  on  artists'  paints  or  colora  are  not 
available,  being  combined  with  tboae  ot  other  artists'  materiala.  Tota! 
▼alae  of  artists'  materiala  i>rodQced  in  1925  was  |8,320.776. 

I  am  advised,  however — and  if  I  am  wrong,  of  course,  I 
shall  be  very  glad  to  l)e  corrected — that  there  has  been  an  In- 
crease since  11)25.  These  seein  to  have  been  the  latest  figures 
available  when  this  summary  was  prepared. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     That  \s  prijbably  true. 

Mr.  KING.  The  imports  are  only  273.408  pounds  Imported 
In  bulk,  and  61.000  pounds  plus  that  came  In  assembled  sets  and 
kits;  so  that  the  great  majority  of  the  Imports  are  in  the  bulk 
form.  When  the  bulk  form  comes  to  the  United  States,  my  in- 
formation is — and  I  ask  for  informati(» — that  it  is  then  put 
into  these  little  tins  and  distributed  to  the  school  children 
throughout  the  United  States;  so  that  40  per  cent  only  is  the 
tariff  imposeil  upon  the  paints  that  are  used  by  the  school 
diildren  of  the  United  States.  The  amendment  of  my  good 
friend  from  Massachusetts,  as  I  understood  it — If  I  am  wrong, 
of  course,  I  want  to  be  eorrecteil — would  increase  the  duty 
on  these  paints  that  the  children  get  from  40  per  cent  ad  valorem 
to  50  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Of  course,  I  assume,  and  that  is 
my  information,  that  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  paints 
used  by  the  school  children  come  out  of  the  bulk  imports  rather 
tlian  out  of  the  finished  product. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that 
In  the  work  of  the  Finance  Committee  there  were  very  many 
portions  of  the  record  of  imports  that  cimkl  not  be  applied  as 
furnished  by  the  Tariff  CommUjsion,  because  the  individual 
article  which  we  were  disctissing  was  not  .segregated  from  the 
general  bulk  of  material.  In  this  particular  case  the  record 
of  imports  includes  artists'  materials  of  all  kinds ;  and  we  can 
not  say,  from  the  rec</rd  as  furui.^^hed  by  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion, just  how  much  of  these  children's  school  colors  did  come 
Into  the  country.  It  does  not  show.  We  can  not  give  you  that ; 
but  if  you  will  take  the  cost  of  production  of  this  material 
as  given  by  the  Senator  from  Massachu.setts  [Mr.  GiLLBxr] 
yesterday,  with  the  amount  of  duty  that  there  is  on  the  ra^ 
material,  these  people  are  not  able  to  continue  to  manufacture; 
and  It  does  seem  to  me  that  this  country  ought  to  protect  that 
business  at  least  up  to  a  point  where  it  would  not  be  destroyed 
and  go  to  Germany. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  If  the  Senate  is  going  to  bo 
more  concerned  about  selling  these  paints  to  children  at  a  low 
price  than  about  maintaining  an  industry  here,  the  reasijnable 
thing  to  do.  In  view  of  the  evidence  that  the  industry  can  not 
compete  with  Oerman  paints  because  of  our  American  valuation 
on  chemicals  and  oils,  is,  of  course,  to  remove  both  duties, 
pot  the  paint  boxes  on  the  free  list  In  my  opinion  there  will 
be  no  industry  in  America,  so  why  have  school  children  pay 
70  per  cent  and  40  per  cent  on  material  that  can  not  be  and 
will  not  be  produced  here?  This  will  give  the  market  to 
Germany  and  let  them  control  the  price. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  do  not  quite  see  what  the  object  of  any 
tariff  Is  if  It  is  not  to  protect  the  Industry.    It  would  be  better 
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for  the  coDsnner  tf  be  did  not  have  to  pay  any  tariff, 
that  aoond  like  loglcT 

Mr.  KING  and  Mr.  COPELAND  addreased  the  Cbalr. 
:#The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    To  whom  does  the 
yleW?         

Mr.  SACKETT.    I  yield  to  ttie  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  Is 
always  logical.  Sometimes  his  premises  are  wrong.  In  this 
Instance  I  have  no  doubt  his  logic  Is  faultless,  bat  his  premises 
I  think  are  unsound. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  May  I  aak  what  those  premim  are?  I  am 
seeking  information. 

Mr.  KING.  The  premlsea  are  that  the  Senator  assumes;  fint 
that  this  Industry  will  not  be  permitted  to  exist  unlew  It  main- 
taina  thia  high  tariff ;  and,  eecmidly,  that  the  emendation  which 
the  Senator  seeks  will  reduce  the  price  of  the  product  to  the 
16,000^000  children  in  the  schoote. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  No ;  I  did  not  put  It  on  any  such  premise  as 
that  at  all,  if  the  Senator  please.  I  am  not  one  to  stand  here 
and  say  that  if  we  raise  the  duty  it  is  going  to  make  the  product 
cheaper.  That  is  not  necessarily  the  case.  Frequently,  how- 
ever, it  happens,  because  it  encourages  an  industry  to  build  up, 
and  we  have  active  internal  competition ;  but  I  do  say  that  the 
amount  of  Increase  will  not  be  material,  and  that  the  loss  that 
art  education  and  the  children  would  suffer  by  reas<m  of  destroy- 
ing the  domestic  industry,  as  I  think  the  evidence  clearly  shows 
would  happen  in  this  case,  more  than  offsets  the  very  slight 
amount  of  increase  on  this  bulk  naaterlaL  I  want  to  be  under- 
stood on  that. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tacky  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Yes. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  the 
brief  of  the  Prang  Co.,  New  York  City,  found  on  page  779  of  the 
House  hearings,  where  this  statement  is  made : 

The  applicants  for  this  increase  claim  tiiat  "all  AmeclcaB  maantac- 
toren  have  been  operating  at  a  Iom  in  this  Use."  We  challenge  this 
statement.  We  further  sabmlt  that.  If  any  loss  has  been  incurred.  It 
has  been  dne  to  their  methods  of  doloc  business  and  zK>t  to  oompetltlon 
of  any  imported  achool  colora. 

Then  they  point  out  why  they  believe  that  and  why  It  has 
not  destroyed  American  manufacturers,  because  they  point  out 
that  the  cost  of  imported  coIots  Is  from  80  cents  to  |LaO  per 
hundred  cakes,  while  in  submitting  bids  to  the  New  York  City 
Board  of  Education  and  to  other  eetablishmenta  the  Uds  made 
were  as  low  as  GO  cents  a  hundred  cakes;  showing  that  these 
American  manufacture^  have  been  aUe  to  meet  the  competition 
alNToad. 

Further  on  In  thia  bri^  listen  to  the  conclusions: 

From  the  foreaotac  facta  It  is  erldent  that — 

1.  Tha  moat  ImporUnt  Item  affected  by  the  proposed  law  win  b*  the 
eolors  naad  tn  the  pabUc  ariMWla. 

t.  TtM  increased  coat  wfll  Can  oa  aehool  popUs  and  boudS  of  eaoea- 
tlon. 

5.  Tb*  tocreaae  la  not  ncceasary. 

4.  The  iDcreaaa  In  cost  of  scbool  colora  wtU  be  tnm  SOO  to  600  per 
cent. 

6.  Compared  with  the  millions  of  school  papila  involvad  tba  anaber 
ot  workmen  altected  la  nnlmportant. 

a.  No  theory  of  the  tariff  or  of  taxation  wtU  Joatlfy  any  additkm  to 
tlM  coat  of  the  neccaaltlcs  of  education. 

I  sympathise  with  what  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  said ; 
but  I  think,  whether  his  premises  are  wrong  or  not  that  his 
conclusions  are. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  wUl  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  There  seems  to  be  an  impres- 
sion that  there  is  something  before  the  Senate  other  than  the 
committee  amendment  I  want  to  say  that  tliis  debate  is  more 
or  less  out  of  order,  because  the  unanimous  consent  which  I  re- 
quested to  take  up  another  section  of  this  paragraph  in  order 
to  equalise  the  spread  in  rates  here  has  been  objected  to,  and 
the  only  question  before  the  Senate  is  the  committee  amend- 
ment; and  I  do  not  understand  that  there  Ls  any  objection  to 
the  committee  amendment  In  view  of  the  c^iposltion  to  my  pro- 
posed compromise. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  I  beg  the  Seaiator  from  Maasachoaetts  to  under- 
stand that  I  did  not  object  to  unanimous  consent  to  take  np  the  j 


amendnMnt   I  aaerdy  itatad  tkat  I  «oald  not  aeecpC  tba 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  onderatood  the  Bcaator  to 
object  to  taking  it  up,  becatise  I  aAed  unanimous  oooaent 

Mr.  KING.    Oh.  no;  I  did  not 

Mr.  SACKETT.    No ;  I  do  not  think  ha  did. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  never  would  object  to  a  reqoss*  of  the  Senator 
froBi  Maaaachoaetta  to  take  np  a  matter  by  wnanlmffas  eoosent 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  want  to  know  whether  this  Is  a  bill  to  pro- 
tect the  German  Impwter  in  his  prices  on  thcae  thln^i,  or 
whether  It  Is  a  blU  to  protect  the  Amort^»  prodwar;  that 
Is  all. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusettai  W«  will  And  out  by  this 
vote. 

Mr.  8WANSON.  Mr.  President  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  a  question  about  a  statement  he  made.  He  said 
that  in  this  Item  the  consumer  would  pay  the  tax,  and  that  we 
ought  to  put  this  article  on  the  free  list  unless  we  are  going 
to  give  ample  protection.  Is  it  the  conclusion  of  the  Soiator, 
after  careful  thought  and  consideration,  that  the  consumer  pays 
the  tax  imposed  in  this  bill? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  have  aeen  a  good  many  cMsa  whera  ha 
did  not  pay  any  tax  at  all,  and  I  have  seen  some  where  he  did ; 
and  I  would  not  make  it  aa  a  definite  proposition  for  all  Hi»»^ 
Wh«i  we  built  up  the  tin-plate  Industry  by  putting  a  tax  on  it 
I  do  not  know  that  the  consumer  paid  the  tax.  Doea  the  Soia- 
tor  from  Virginia? 

Mr,  SWANSON.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  to  what  extent  ha 
pays  the  tax  even  now. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    I  thought  not    I  am  not  either. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  It  dc^nds  upmi  whether  tin  Is  higher  here 
than  It  Is  elsewlMre. 

Here  is  a  confession  by  a  man  who  it  careful  and  thoughtful, 
a  member  of  this  c(nnmlttee,  that  after  careful  eonsideratloo  be 
believes  the  Democratic  contention  that  the  consumer  pays  the 
tax  is  correct    If  that  is  true,  what  does  this  bill  mean? 

Mr.  SACKETT.    I  did  not  say  that  if  the  Senator  pleaaa 

Mr.  SWANSON.    That  was  the  statement  the  Senator 
that  the  conanmer  paid  tba  tax. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Oh,  no ;  I  did  not    I  aald  that  In  some 
he  may,  and  in  some  cases  he  may  not 

Bfr.  SWANSON.    Subsequratly.  the  Senator  did. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    No ;  I  did  not    I  deny  It 

Mr.  SWANSON.  When  he  doea  not  pay  the  Ux,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent It  Is  an  exceptional  case.    The  Senator  tries  to  isolate 

Mr.  SACKBTTT.    I  did  not  say  that  ^her. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  I  am  proving  the  Senator's  idea.  "There 
are  cases  where  he  does  not"  was  the  language  the  Senator 
used.  The  merits  and  demerits  of  this  bill  can  be  handled  very 
qulddy  with  that  confession. 

Ordinarily,  the  consumer  pays  the  tax.  The  object  of  It  la 
to  put  up  the  price,  to  give  protection,  to  enable  the  producers  to 
get  higher  prices  from  the  consumers.  Oonaequentfy,  this  bill 
imposes  heavier  and  heavier  and  heavier  taxes  on  the  American 
people,  to  be  paid  by  the  constuoers,  so  understood;  and  when 
the  consumer  does  not  pay  the  tax  It  is  an  exceptional  caae,  the 
general  principle  being  that  he  does  pay  It;  hot  there  are  some 
cases  where  he  does  not. 

I  will  admit  tliat  ultimat^y.  In  the  l<xig  run,  there  may  be 
industries  ievelaped  in  this  country  where  the  American  pro- 
ducer finally  vriil  let  the  product  be  sold  cheaper  to  the  American 
consumer  than  If  he  did  not  have  a  factory  here ;  but  that  is  an 
exceptional  case ;  it  must  be  judged  on  its  exceptional  merits  or 
demerits.  The  general  proposition  can  not  be  denied  that  the 
object  of  a  protective  tariff  with  high  rates  like  these  la  to 
Increase  the  cost  to  the  cmisumer ;  and  if  tiie  amendments  of  the 
committee  are  carried  out  this  bill  wiU  Increase  the  cost  mllUons 
and  millions  and  millions  of  dollars  to  the  consumers  of  the 
country.  That  is  the  reason  why  the  bill  is  so  objectionable. 
That  is  the  reason  why  it  has  received  very  little  approval  any- 
where. When  we  come  to  debate  a  specific  matter,  we  find  that 
the  whole  business  is  based  on  the  Idea  that  the  consumers  will 
pay  more. 

There  may  be  cases  where  the  consumers  would  be  justified 
in  paying  more,  because  of  the  ultimate  benefits  that  will  ac- 
crue; but  I  say,  and  it  can  not  be  denied,  that  the  immediate 
effect,  the  immediate  Intention,  is  to  increase  the  cost  of  the 
product  to  the  consumer.  It  is  only  In  exceptional  caaes  where 
it  can  be  shown  that  the  ultimate  result  will  be,  in  yean  to 
come,  that  there  will  be  less  cost  to  tlie  consumer.  In  9  caaes 
out  of  10  that  Is  not  the  eventual  result  however. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts  oUained  the  floor. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  Prealdent 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Doea  the  Senator  from 
chusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  fvoa  Teaaessee? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Msssarfagsetta    I  yield  to  tbe 
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Mr.  mdOSLLAB.  I  flmply  wlih  to  ask  the  Senator  frmi 
Utalk  a  qocstioii.  The  Senate  committee  amendment  prorld^ 
tor  a  lewer  rata  than  the  Howe? 

Mr.  8MOOT.    It  doea.  ^        ,  ^  u 

Mr.  WALSH  at  Maaaachnsetta.  Mr.  Prealdent  I  move  that 
the  committee  amendaaent  be  aaMided  hj  etriklng  ont  "  40  pc  r 
eent"  ani  Insertlnc  "60  per  cent"  If  that  amendment  pr - 
▼alia,  I  riiall  then  aak  nnantmona  conaent  to  take  up  clanae  J ; 
and  mof»  to  atrike  oot  "TO  per  cent,"  the  rate  Hxed  to  the  WJl 
upon  aaaemMed  patota,"  and  Inaert  "  90  per  cent "  Instead.         I 

The  PHB8IDINO  OFnCBB-  The  qneation  hi  on  the  amen4  \- 
ment  oflWed  by  the  Senator  from  Maaaacfaoaetta  to  atrike  oit 
••40"  and  Inaert  "SOi" 

Dumuor  or  oolvmha  rouca  DCPAarmaT 

Mr.  BLSASK.    Mr.  Preaident.  I  do  not  care  to  take  nP  *5|» 
Hm^  o{  the  Senate  now  In  a  diacnaaion  at  the  pending  ameu  - 
mant:  but  I  desire  to  call  attenUon  to  the  ilrat  page  of  tie 
Waahington  Tlmee  of  Satnrdaj,  October  26,  1909,  and  aak  Seni 
tan  to  gut  a  copj  of  it  and  read  it 

There  la  one  article  headed: 


Hlta  poIlM  iMtlioda  te 
to  rateal  Ctcts  tkat  tbiww 


Upa  Mal«d  ter  three  yean  opeaed  to-di  j 
lifht  ea  tke  aertvaecr  aorAer  mrwUt  r. 


"That  la  one  of  the  caaea  In  which  they  are  trying  to  diacred  t 
Allan  \fr  trying  him  next  Wedneaday  before  a  police  board,  t  o 
aa  to  try  to  make  an  Impreasioo  on  the  Jury  bi  the  trial  of  tl  e 
Scrivener  case,  if  It  should  ever  be  tried,  which  I  doobt.  In  th  b 
Diatrlct,  eapeclally  under  the  goyemment  that  has  control  of  t 
to-day,  that  haa  henchmen  going  around  to  endeavor  to  ke<p 
men  from  tiling  the  truth  who  know  it,  and  threaten  others 
jrtth  dlacharge  if  they  do  teU  the  truth. 

That  article  ia  by  a  young  lady  to  whom  Mr.  Scrivener  vr$s 
engaged.    I  aak  that  It  be  published  in  the  Rbcobd. 

Here  Is  anotber  article  to  which  I  want  to  call  attention : 
M'THsaaoa  aTSAMOLaB  aaown 

TlM  DeyaHaieat  of  Jtutlco  Iiaa  raacked  tbe  end  of  Ita  iBTeotlgatlon 
of  tbo  eloylaa  of  Mrs.  Ttrglnia  MePheraon  and  bas  deanitely  eoUbttshjd 
tbe  fact  that  the  pretty  aane  waa  the  Tiettei  of  •  etraaffler. 

That  is  the  case  which  Allen  reported,  where  the  authorltl » 
claimed  that  Mrs.  McPherson  had  committed  snldde.  Allen  sa  d 
ahe  had  not,  and  not  only  the  grand  Jury  Investigated  and  sa  d 
it  was  a  murder  but  now  the  Department  of  Justice  says  it  wi  is 
a  murder.  Yet  Allen  is  to  be  tried  for  insubordination,  and 
has  been  suspended  by  Pratt  because  Alien  had  the  nerve  to  s)  ly 
that  Mrs.  McPherson  was  murdered  instead  of  letting  It  go,  co  n- 
eealed  and  bidden  by  certain  other  monbera  of  the  detectlre 
bureau  and  the  District  attorney's  office  in  thla  District  Prt  tt 
wants  to  discredit  Allen  in  that  caae  also  by  bringing  him  to 
trtal.  _ 

BVaaxaD  IN  TO  RAKO 


A  boadqoarten  detecdTe  allpped  a  Waahin«toa  racketeer  Into  the  n  ar 
entrance  of  tbe  flftb  predoct  and  arraoged  a  ceU  interrtew  with  WUU  m 
WUbar  Band,  tbe  Toledo  desperado,  who  escaped  trosk  the  poUee  statin 
early  last  Wednesday  mornlna. 

Anetfaer  article  introduced  precinct  Na  ft.  Look  at  tbe  ant- 
ing face  of  this  man,  how  pleasant  he  looks. 

LAIHIOON,   DBT-SQUAO    MAM,    tS  TKAFPaD  WITH   LOAD 

Tbe  Washington  Tinea,  aided  by  special  agents  of  the  Bnreaa  of  Ffo- 
hlbitloa,    last   algbt   trapped   Eobert   F.   Langdoa,    Uqaor   enforce! 
oflcer  of  the  fifth  prcdnct — 

A  tne  fdlow  h- 
as  he  was  aboot  to  dellTcr  10  faUoas  of  whisky  at  a  hooae  in  tbe  2i  OO 
blo^  Thirteenth  Street  NB. 

When  asked  about  bis  wbiaky  associates,  Laagdon  rciaarfccd  that  he 
was  no  •*  p»«p." 

I  coogratulate  him  for  that    If  a  man  goes  into  something 
mid  neta  oao^t  I  do  not  believe  in  him  aquealing  on  the  otl  er 
f^ow ;  and  even  though  he  did  run  liquor,  he  is  a  pretty  gr^ " 
fellow.    It  ia  like  a  bad  boy  who  lovea  hia  mother— as  long 
he  kwes  hia  mother  there  la  atnnethlng  good  la  the  boy. 

When  asked  about  kis  whisky  associates,  Laagdoa  remarked  that 
was  no  **  pimp  "  and  woald  take  It  on  the  chin  rather  than  drag  any«  oe 
^e  Into  tbe  alhlr. 

Here  ia  another  article  headed — 

Detecttre  and  ftrfmsn  drink  in  one  dea. 


gcod 


That  ia  Jost  a  part  of  the  record  of  the  DIatrict  of  Goiuml  »ia 
police  department  and  the  district  attorney's  ofBre,  as  publlsli  ed 
in  one  of  the  XM4>era  of  this  city  this  morning:  Tet  we  t  re 
told  tbMt  Oaptato  Doyle  ahonld  be  soapended  and  that  Mr.  AI  en 
ahoQld  he  mmpeaOed,  taken  off  the  pay  roU;  that  Pntt  dxoald  be 


as 
he 


allowed  to  discredit  the  testimony  of  AUen  by  trying  him,  and 
having  a  packed  Jury,  for  that  is  all  it  will  be.  Any  man  who 
has  practiced  criminal  law  knows  what  a  packed  Jury  is,  and 
capecially  when  one's  enemy,  the  man  who  is  persecuting  him, 
can  pick  the  Jury.  What  clmnce  has  a  man?  It  does  not  make 
any  difference  what  showing  he  makes,  he  will  be  convicted, 
because  Pratt  wants  to  Hhield  the  department  in  these  two  hor- 
rlWe  murders  that  were  passed  off  in  this  country  as  suicides. 

I  say  and  rQ>eat  that  Pratt  should  come  out  of  his  office  at 
the  head  of  the  police  department;  Kelly  should  come  « ut  of 
hia;  and  Shelby  should  come  out  of  his.  Tbey  are  charged 
with  more  seriooa  offenses  than  Doyle  or  Allen,  but  being  "  pets  " 
Tf  the  "  higher-ups  "  are  kept  on  and  protected. 

Senators  may  not  believe  It;  they  may  think  it  Is  idle  talk, 
bat  If  we  do  not  do  s<Mnething  at  an  early  date  in  this  matter, 
Jost  as  sorely  as  we  are  living  this  city  is  going  to  be  a  hades 
of  crime.  It  ia  getting  worse  every  day.  Somebody  should  be 
put  in  control  In  this  city  who  would  have  the  nerve  and  the 
backbone  to  straighten  it  out.  Somebody  should  be  put  in  con- 
trol In  this  city  whom  the  men  of  the  underworld  would  have 
no  hold  on. 

A  man  higher  up  is  gone  If  he  ever  accepts  one  bribe.  Sena- 
tors know  that.  If  one  of  the  commissioners  of  this  District  ac- 
cepts a  present  or  if  the  chief  of  police  or  the  head  of  any 
department  ever  accepts  anything,  even  if  it  is  nothing  but  a 
couple  of  quarts  of  liquor,  from  an  "  imderman,"  the  "  under- 
man  "  has  him  fast.    We  all  know  that 

The  greatest  mistake  a  young  lawyer  who  starts  out  to  prac- 
tice ever  makes  la  ever  letting  the  other  side  fool  him  into 
settling  a  case  because  he  is  going  to  get  a  greater  scm  of 
m<Mi^  than  his  fee  would  be.  The  man  who  makes  the  offer 
never  has  respect  for  the  one  who  accepts  it;  he  would  not 
give  him  any  business,  because  having  bought  him  hlmtfelf  he 
would  not  trust  him.  So  with  an  ofBcer;  once  bought  always 
bought. 

The  same  principle  applies  to  an  election.  If  you  can  hire 
a  man  to  go  out  and  get  votes  for  you,  you  have  to  watch  him 
all  the  time,  because  if  you  do  not  he  is  likely  to  sell  out  at 
the  last  minute. 

Senators  we  ought  to  take  some  action  and  take  it  right 
away.  This  thing  is  getting  serious,  and  it  may  be  more 
serious  than  Senators  think.  It  may  be  brought  home;  not  to 
me  personally ;  I  have  no  fear  of  that.  I  have  been  threatened 
many  a  time  and,  of  course,  I  might  some  day  be  killed  by 
some  fellow  who  would  shoot  me  In  the  back.  If  he  comes  to 
my  face  and  gives  me  a  chance  to  defend  myself  and  kills  me, 
congratalate  him ;  do  not  make  any  complaint  about  it. 
Mr.  HBPLIN.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BLEASB.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Does  the  Senator  remember  that  some  time 
ago  there  was  a  shooting  out  at  a  road  house  in  Maryland,  or 
In  the  Diatrlct  of  Colombia  on  a  Maryland  road,  where  a  man, 
and.  I  think,  a  woman,  were  killed?  A  citizen  of  thLs  District 
came  to  me  the  other  day — and  I  think  the  Senator  has  talked 
to  him,  too — and  told  me  that  he  had  told  one  of  the  detectives 
of  the  city  of  Washington  who  did  the  shooting  and  who  the 
witnesses  were.  That  detective  told  him  to  see  another  detec- 
tive, and  he  said  he  told  the  other  detective  about  It  and  told 
him  where  the  murderer  was,  but  that  they  had  not  done  any- 
thing about  it  and  that  the  man  who  did  the  killing  wa8  now 
living  In  a  city  near  by.  Is  the  Senator  apprised  of  that  fact? 
Mr.  BLEASE.  Yea;  Mr.  President  I  know  of  that  and  I 
thank  the  Senator.  I  would  be  afraid  to  tell  the  Senate  much 
of  what  has  been  told  me,  because  I  do  not  believe  any  man 
could  possibly  believe  that  the  rottenness  could  exist  In  the 
vrorld  which  is  said  to  exist  In  the  city  of  Washington,  and 
how  far  it  reaches,  both  up  and  down. 

That  is  why  I  think  something  should  l)e  done  In  this 
matter.  The  men  who  are  at  the  head  of  the  government  here 
should  be  required  at  least  to  bring  about  peace  and  order  or 
get  out.  and  men  should  be  put  In  charge  who  could  protect  us. 
The  men  can  protect  themselves,  but  the  women  and  children 
of  this  community  need  protection,  and  we  as  a  Senate  should 
demand  It. 

I  do  not  want  to  criticize  him,  but,  to  be  frank  about  it  I 
am  surprised  at  Mr.  Hoover;  I  positively  am  surprised.  When 
I  was  the  Governor  of  South  Carolina  and  had  the  power  to 
appoint  law-enforcement  officers,  if  the  reports  had  come  to  me 
about  a  commi.«ffiloner  that  have  come  to  Mr.  Hoover  about  the 
three  commissioners  of  this  District,  if  the  reports  had  come 
to  me  about  detectives  working  under  the  Prestldent  as  they 
have  come  to  him,  I  would  have  discharged  every  one  of  them, 
even  if  one  of  them  had  been  the  closest  friend  I  had  in  the 
world.  I  do  not  see  how  he  can  sleep  peacefully  in  the  White 
Hotue  when  he  know<«  what  is  going  on  in  this  city,  and  that 
his  fHends  and  aupporteni  are  not  protected. 
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He  lAioald  act  and  do  tt  now ;  he  a  man  or  get  out  He  haa 
the  power  and  ehould  use  it 

This  town  is  honeycombed  with  gamblers,  blind  tigers,  women 
of  the  very  worst  type,  thieves,  and  like  cnmltuOa.  Who  la 
feaponslble  for  that  but  the  men  who  »force  the  law  In  this 
city?  I  repeat  I  am  surprised  at  Preaident  Hoover,  as  Uttle 
re^)ect  aa  I  have  for  him,  because  he  has  not  at  least  made 
aome  attempt  to  try  to  correct  aome  of  these  evlla,  and  atop 
these  murders  and  thia  horrible  crime  that  is  Infeating  thla 
District  Is  he  afraid  of  theae  commiasioners?  He  aboard 
remember  Preaident  Harding's  experience.  ^ 

Mr.  President  I  ask  that  the  artlclea  to  which  I  have  referred 
be  printed  in  the  Recobd. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  obJecUon? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  waa  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  RaooBD,  aa  foUowa: 

[Prom  the  Washington  Times,  October  M,  19»] 
ScBiraeraa'a  Bx-FlAvca   Bsbaks   BrLaaca — Bits   Poucb  MarHoos   m 

CAsa 
Lips  sealed  for  three  years  opened  to-day  to  reveal  facts  that  throw 
new  Ugbt  on  the  Scrivener  murder  mystery. 

For  the  first  time  since  1926,  when  DetectlTe  Sergeant  Arthur  B. 
■cHveatt  waa  found  shot  dead  In  a  Oeorgetowa  alley,  his  Oaned,  now 
Mrs.  Helen  Parker  M aragoa.  spoke  freely  of  tbe  drcomstaaees  surtoaad- 
ing  hia  death. 

In  an  ezcluslTe  mesnge  to  tbe  Waahtngton  Times  Mrs.  Maragen.  who 
aow  Is  in  Chicago  taking  a  course  of  training  as  a  beauty  speelattst 
vebemenUy  answered  tbe  sUnders  that  bare  been  cast  upon  her  name. 

Bima  TOWAan  kuxt 
She  was  also  bitter  In  her  denunciation  of  Lieat  Bdward  J.  K«41y, 
ousted  bend  of  the  homicide  squad,  a  friend  of  Scrivener's,  who  eon- 
ducted  the  InTestigation  Into  his  death  and  was  tbe  chief  adTocate  of 
a  saicide  theory. 

She  charged  that  Kelly  coached  her  regarding  tbe  testimony  she  was 
to  glTe  at  the  coroner's  inquest;  that  be  tried  to  get  her  to  identify 
tbe  death  gun  as  one  she  had  seen  in  Scrivener's  car ;  that  he  endeavored 
to  convince  ber  that  Scrivener  did  not  lntei>d  to  marry  her  but.  Instead, 
was  planning  to  wed  a  rival ;  that  Scrivener  was  a  dissolute  character ; 
and  that  be  suspected  her  of  having  been  unduly  familiar  with  blm. 

She  explained  her  3-ypar  silence  by  declaring  that  at  first  she  believed 
Kelly  to  be  ber  sincere  friend,  and  that  she  thought  his  line  of  ques- 
tlpning  and  reasoning  was  an  honest  endeavor  to  solve  the  mystery  sat- 
isfactorily. Now.  she  says,  she  has  changed  ber  mind  and  she  is  ready 
to  tell  all  she  knows. 

Lama  DacL.AaaD  •roi.Ba 
Mrs.  Maragon.  who  was  Miss  Helen  Barnes  Parker,  of  McLean.  Va.. 
and  who  14  months  after  the  tragedy  married  John  F.  Maragon,  a' dose 
friend  of  Scrivener,  also  revealed  that  a  letter  that  Scrivener  had 
written  bis  mother  a  few  days  before  his  death  extolling  bis  flanc* 
and  rejoicing  over  the  prospect  of  bis  coming  marriage  to  her,  bad  been 
stolen  on  the  day  of  the  funeral. 

"  I  am  glad,"  said  Mrs.  Maragon  in  her  message  to  tbe  Times,  **  that 
my  husband  revealed  to  the  public  through  the  Times  a  few  days  ago 
that  Lieutenant  KeUy  coached  me  as  to  what  to  say  at  tbe  coroner's 
inquest.  I  am  sorry,  however,  that  Mr.  Maragon  did  not  expUln  why 
I  withheld  such  Information  for  three  years. 

'•  That  is  what  I  want  to  explain  to  tbe  Times  snd  to  everyone.  Tbe 
reason  is  a  very  simple  one  and  easy  to  understand.  And  I  don't  want 
any  Uttle  thing  unknown  which  might  aid  In  serving  this  tragedy.  The 
reason  is  that  I  mistook  Kelly  for  my  friend  as  weD  as  Arthur  Scrive- 
ner's.    Instead  he  has  proved  to  be  a  great  enemy. 

QDBSTIONID   ABOUT   ODH 

"  During  all  the  time  I  knew  and  went  with  Arthur,  which  was  about 
10  months,  I  never  heard  him  say  snytbing  against  Kelly.  In  fact,  be 
never  spoke  against  anyone.  Whenever  Kelly's  name  was  mentioned, 
Arthur  always  said  something  nice  or  pleasant.  And  by  tbe  two  of 
them  being  partners  in  their  detective  work,  I  thought  them  to  be  the 
best  of  friends. 

"After  the  terrible  tragedy  I  pot  aU  my  confidence  in  Kelly,  beUev- 
Ing  that  all  his  efforts  were  being  made  to  find  the  murderer.  Since  he 
and  MaJ.  Henry  Q.  Pratt,  superintendent  of  police,  told  tbe  public  It 
waa  suicide,  1  could  see,  and  now  can  see  that  Kelly  was  tryli«  to  per- 
suade me  to  say  something  that  would  be  another  pointer  to  the  theory 
tbey  were  trying  to  prove — suicide. 

**!  can  remember  distinctly  that  at  the  home  of  my  sister.  Mm 
Oantt,  in  McLean,  Va.,  in  tbe  presence  of  Major  Pratt,  KeUy  asked  lae 
three  or  four  times  if  I  had  not  before  seen  the  gun  which  h«  showed 
me — tbe  death  gun.  He  persistently  asked  me  if  I  bad  aot  seen  that 
gun  in  Arthur's  car  when  we  visited  Sandgate  several  week-ends  together 
with  another  couple.  He  almost  made  me  believe  that  I  had  seen  it.  but 
I  bad  not  and  said  '  No.' 


wttwese  stand.  1  didn't  know  what  It  was  all  about,  so  I  Jast  tank  It 
for  granted  that  he  was  hetptng  me  oat  lastMid  be  made  me  fear  the 
•Mlstant  district  attorney.  Mr.  Homing,  and  others  who  were  trylag 
their  best  to  get  the  truth  of  the  thing.  My  snswers  were  short  and 
not  helpful  as  tbey  would  have  been  had  he  not  laterfered. 

"  In  a  privats  Interview  with  Kelly  at  his  eAca.  h*  trtsd  to  make  ma 
halltv*  that  Arthur  bad  no  intoitloas  ct  manyinc  bm.  Nothing  in  the 
world  esold  make  me  beUav*  that  for  there  waa  do  iwisi  tor  hia  to 
njsrry  me  If  be  didn't  want  to. 

"  Kelly  alao  told  me  that  Arthor  and  Mtas  Katherias  Martey,  a  far- 
mer fiancee,  had  been  to  a  priest  to  arrange  aboot  their  marriage.  Poc^ 
■1^  "M,  bat  when  I  think  of  all  the  alaaders  aad  laanlts  hs  has 
at  Arthur  aad  me,  I  want  to  say,  '  It's  a  Hcl' 


WAKTBD 


MABBUOa 


coAcaao  aoroaa  imquramr 
"  Before  I  went  on  the  stand  at  the  coroner's  laqoest,  he  wanted  to 
talk  with  me  and  did.     I  had  aevcr  baan  ia  eeart  befoct  ar  «a  aay 


"  Just  after  Arthor  aad  I  became  engaged,  Arthar  bccgsd  ■•  to  mairy 
him  secretly.  At  first  I  said,  '  Yes.'  But  after  a  few  momenta  of  oerioos 
thinking  I  said,  •  No.'  I  knew  we  would  be  togedier  so  mach  that  people 
might  start  undesirable  gossip.  He  never  told  me,  and  I  nsrcr  asked 
him,  why  he  wanted  to  keep  It  aeeret  bat  he  said  It  woaM  be  tor  oaly 
a  short  time. 

"  In  the  interview  tn  Kelly's  office,  K^Hj  frankly  asked  as  tf  I  bad 
been  Intimate  with  Arthur.  After  teittng  him  God's  troth.  •  Mo.'  I  knew 
by  bis  action  that  be  didn't  believe  me,  or  he  pretended  aot,  aad  ha 
insisted  that  he.  himself,  take  me  to  a  doctor  for  an  ezamlnatloB  that 
would  prove  or  disprove  my  reply.  Tbe  reason  for  this,  aa  I  see  It 
was  to  make  the  public  more  firmly  believe  a  dirty  slander  aa  to  Arthor'a 
health. 

"  When  I  waa  at  the  foneral  at  the  home  of  Mra.  Sertveaer.  she  told 
me  of  tbe  letter  she  received  from  Arthor  tdling  ber  of  oar  coming 
marriage  on  Saturday— how  happy  he  waa,  what  a  wonderful  girt  I  waa. 
etc.  Pleaae  don't  think  Fm  bragging,  or  wanting  such  pobtielty.  Itl 
not  either.  In  God's  name,  I  only  want  the  world  to  know  these  fhcta 
for  the  one  purpose  of  dearlag  ap  this  tertlUe  mystery. 

Twaa  nn  dcbtt  woaa 

"After  the  ftaneral  Arthar's  supposed  friends  started  their  dirty 
work — slandering  his  name,  doing  their  best  to  pot  every  mean  thing 
on  him.  The  papers  were  full  of  their  dirty  Itea.  One  paper  ran  a 
story  to  the  effect  that  I  waan't  any  good,  either,  aad  that  Arthar  bad 
no  intmtlon  of  marrying  me. 

"  I  was  at  work  when  I  read  tbe  story,  and  remembering  the  letter 
which  Mrs.  Scrivener  bad  received.  I  wrote  her.  telling  her  the  newa 
and  asking  ber  for  the  letter  for  pnbllcatloB.  In  answer  she  wrote  me 
the  sweetest  letter,  hke  many  others  she  had  sent  me,  telling  ate  bow 
sorry  she  was  to  not  be  able  to  send  me  the  letter  Arthar  had  written 
her,  ss  It  bad  been  stolen  the  day  of  his  funeraL" 

McPHaasoM  SRAHOLaa  Kaowa 

Tbe  Department  of  Justice  has  reached  the  end  of  ita  taveatlcition 
of  the  slaying  of  Mrs.  Virginia  McPherson,  and  has  definitely  estabUabed 
tbe  fact  that  the  pretty  nurse  was  the  rictlm  of  a  stran^r. 

Taking  op  the  taint  trail  of  the  alayer,  three  weeks  after  the  mem- 
bers of  tbe  homicide  squad  had  so  badly  bangled  tbe  cass  as  to  make  a 
clear  lecture  of  tbe  tragedy  almost  hopelesa.  Federal  ageata  flaally  man- 
aged to  definitely  establish  the  numner  In  which  TlrglBla  McPberaoa 
was  slain. 

TWO  acayacia  CLaAaao 

Just  what  the  nature  of  the  evidMice  ia,  now  In  the  haads  of  Joatlce 
agenta,  tbey,  of  eoorse,  decline  to  reveaL 

Tbe  names  of  Dr.  Thomas  Ballard,  of  New  Tork,  former  friend  of  the 
girl,  and  Howard  Templeton,  the  last  acknowledged  person  to  see  the 
girl  alivs,  have  been  erased  from  the  list  of  suqieeta  by  the  investi- 
gators. 

At  no  time  in  the  Investlgatloa  have  agenta  believed  that  the  pretty 
nurse,  wboee  nearly  nude  body  was  found  in  her  apartment  In  tbe  Park 
Lane  September  14,  a  pajama  cord  about  the  throat,  was  a  suicide. 

More  than  &00  witnesses  have  been  examined  and  every  rumor,  no 
matter  bow  trivial,  has  been  run  oot  by  those  working  on  the  case. 

Tbe  trail,  practically  obliterated  by  tbe  bonding  methods  at  poUee, 
was  picked  up  and  tbe  key  to  the  crime  waa  finally  found  by  the  soper- 
sleotbs  who  have  been  in  charge  of  the  probe. 

pouca  FBOVB  arcBBoaiT 

In  addition  to  being  handicapped  by  the  coldness  of  the  trail,  Jostlee 
agenta  were  alao  op  sgslnat  a  stone  wall  in  the  insistence  of  police  that 
the  nurse  was  a  suldde.  It  Is  understood  that  even  In  the  fhce  of  tbe 
Irrefutable  evidence  of  murder  certain  members  of  the  homicide  squad 
have  tried  to  force  their  suicide  theories  on  the  agenta  o<  the  Jastlas 
Departmeat 

It  has  also  been  Indicstad  by  Investigators  that  never  la  thdr  expeil- 
enoe  have  tbey  seen  a  caae  which  waa  so  badly  miemanajsd  as  the  poUee 
quia  of  the  death  of  the  attractive  nurse. 

Jealeosy.  according  to  the  probera,  waa  the  motive  behind  the  alaytng. 
and  the  identity  of  the  fciUcff  haa 
identity  la  lg«t  a 


! 
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▲U  evUteac*  vill  kt  tanad  aver  to  Attorney  J«te  ■. 
••Istaat  to  the  Atloraey  Ocnetal.  wbo  wm  pc«aee«te  the 
tf«Ml  ai 


or  tli» 


Sn^xaD  IN  TO  Hajtd 

A  IwduMitin  deteetfre  eUppcd  a  W&alUnston  racketeer  tnto  the 
eatruc*  of  the  fifth  preelMt  ead  arranged  a  cell  iBterrlew  with  ^^U|^ 
WUbw  Head,  the  Toledo  deaperado  who  eoeaped  from  th*  police  statlo^ 
carl/  Uat  Wedneadaj  morning. 

The  Waahlagton  Tlaiea  learaed  thia  exetaalTely  ta^day  from  a  p(laon«f 
who  wftaeaocd  the  entire  peoecedlag.  ^_^ 

Thto  fi-— «-g  tect  adda  credence  to  the  report  that  police  furalahc^ 
Ha'ad  tk*  cell  key  with  wbich  he  eacaped. 

The  prtaoner  who  fnmlitbed  this  important  tip  aloo  orerheard  part 
the  conTenatton  between  Hand  and  the  racketeer.     In  thia  talk  Hanf 
toM  of  hia  iBteatien  to  cacape  at  the  first  ofvortualty. 

MRBCTiTa  sooaar  tn 

The  racketeer  made  the  rtett  to  arrange  for  the  pordiaae  <rf  Hand'b 
beaatlfnl  new  coope,  which  the  priaoner  waa  willing  to  aell  for  betwec  i 
$900  and  $§00  and  for  which  aeTenil  membera  of  the  police  departmenl , 
ln^i~iu.j  a  captain,  were  bidding. 

The  detectlTc'a  Interest  in  arranging  for  the  aale  waa  that  he  expeete^ 
to  pocket  about  $800  a«  a  aaleaman's  commiaaioa. 

"  TUa  la  a  tough  Mow."  Hand  is  reported  by  the  priaoner  to  have 
the  racketeer  whan  the  latter  waa  admitted  to  the  door  of  the  cell, 
simply  can't  stand  taking  the  rap  for  20  yeara     When  tbey  start  wlt^ 
'me  from  the  station  house  for  Toledo  I'm  going  to  make  a  break. 
dangeroQs.  bat  I'U  taka  a  chance,  and  It'a  better  to  be  dead  than 
be  behind  the  ban  for  20  yeara. 

"  It'a  a  funny  thing,  bat  I'm  Innocent  of  the  bank  robbery  of  whic|i 
I  waa  eenTlcted.     I  had  hurt  my  leg  and  was  laid  up  at  home  at 
tim»  the  baak  waa  cracked.     I  knew  they  were  after  me  and  I  afcippc^- 

wwaaarmno  at  raiaov 

••  Later,  realliiag  that  I  waa  innoeent,  I  hired  a  lawyer  and  retam«U 
to  Toledo.    To  test  out  whether  I  would  be  recognised,  I  had  my  towy^- 
take  me  to  a  bank  to  Introduce  me  and  arrange  for  the  opening  of 
tank  account.     The  people  didn't  have  an  idea  I  was  the  hunted 
But   my    lawyer  made   a   slip,    the   bank   people  got   wise,   and   I   wi 
pinched  at  once.     I  was  released  on  bond.     Bcarad  at  the  prospect 
the  long  pen  term,  I  skipped  my  bond. 

"  Then  I  was  dumb  enough  to  get  picked  up  In  Waahlngton  when  1 
W8«a't  doing  a  thing  bat  cruising  about  down  town  early  one  mornlni ;. 
The  cop  nabbed  me  on  suspicion.  When  he  got  me  to  the  lockup  f 
boys  checked  up  on  ne  and  dlacorered  I  waa  wanted  In  Toledo.  I 
ru  get  away  again." 

And  Hand  kept  hla  promiae  and  got  away. 

qcBsnoMs  wait  answbb 

The  mystery  now  la :  Who  receired  the  money  that  was  paid  for 
car  and  what  was  done  with  It? 

Was  It  telegiaphed  to  a  friend,  as  Hand  had  ezpreaaed  a  desire 
have  done? 

Was  all  of  the  money   taken  orer  by  A.  J.   Hand.  Toledo  baalne^ 
man  and  brother  of  the  eacaped  prisoner,  who  came  hece  to  help 
pose  of  the  ear? 

Did  the  detectlTe  who  was  ao  interested  in  SMklng  the  aatonaob^e 
sale  get  a  piece  of  change! 

Did  some  of  the  money  go  to  the  poliee  who  are  alleged  to  1 
slipped  the  key  to  Hand? 

Theee  are  qneetions  which.  If  answered,  will  place  the  blame  for 
ipe  and  probably  will  lead  to  the  recapture  of  Hand. 

DiaruiAana  pbatt 


5. 


Major  Pratt  does  net  seem  to  be  any  too  well  pleaaed  with  the  pi»- 
llminary  report  on  the  Hand  escape  submitted  to  him  by  Inapetcor  Hea  I- 
ley.  In  thia  report  Is  a  paragraph  which  flatly  chargea  that  there  w^ 
**  collusion  "  In  the  dellTery  of  the  prisoner,  and  Pratt  la  known  to  f< 
that  use  of  ao  atreng  a  word  la  not  Jnetifled  by  the  taeta  aet  o«t  la  t^ 
preliminary   report. 

Pratt  farther  feals.  It  Is  understood,  that  there  la  no  basis  In  t^ 
report  for  saspeetlBg  PoHcesMn  R.  C.  Speith,  statlaa  derfe  of  Ma 
■s  recoameadad  by  Headley. 


TiMSs  K 


Oor  With 


Son — Lajiooor.  Dbt-Sqoao  Mam,  Is  Tkatp^d 
With  Load 

The  Waahlagton  Times,  sided  by  special  agenta  of  the  Bureau  of  Pib- 
hlMtlon,  mat  night  trapped  Robot  F.  Langdon,  liquor  enforcement  offie  ir 
of  the  fifth  precinct,  aa  he  waa  about  to  deUver  10  galloaa  of  whlaky  4* 
a  house  la  the  2800  block  Thirteenth  Street  NS. 

Langdon,  who  Is  aUeged  to  hare  been  playing  a  doable  game  for  ms^ 
■loatlm.  drove  up  ta  the  boose  in  an  expenslTe  sedan  and  as  he  enter  d 
the  driveway  was  sdasd  by  apselal  afeats  who  were  parked  a  t»w  yaifs 
away. 

aad  W.  J.  Pitoee,  spcdal  agento  la  cbarfs  of  the 
aa  he  was  about  to  opan  a  tniaAc  on  the  rcir 
o(  the  ear.  wbkeh  later  rerealed  two  5-«allon  kasi  «f  Ug^-power 
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Langdon  at  first  showed  some  signs  of  resistance,  hot  when  informed 
that  he  waa  In  the  handa  of  the  Federal  Uw  soon  began  begging  for 
mercy,  whlaing : 

"  For  God's  sake,  fellows,  give  me  a  break.  I'm  married  and  have 
children,  aad  all  I  was  doing  waa  trying  to  help  a  fellow  out.  Honeat 
boys,  I  waa  trying  to  do  a  friend  a  favor  and  be  turned  me  In." 

ABMBD   with   PISTOL 

Aa  the  whisky  enforcement  man  of  the  fifth  precinct  tried  to  beg  hla 
way  to  liberty,  even  offering  to  leare  car,  nquor,  and  anything  he  had 
on  his  person,  one  of  the  agents  friaked  him  and  found  an  automatic 
pistol  In  a  holster  on  bis  right  hip.  He  made  no  resistance,  howerw, 
aa  the  weapon  waa  taken  frooi  him. 

The  Irony  of  the  whole  affair  was  that  Prince,  wbo  was  In  the  party, 
and  Langdon  had  been  working  together  on  liquor  cases  for  a  number 
of  months.  Both  men  were  astounded  when  they  were  face  to  face  In 
the  dark  driveway  where  the  policeman  met  his  Waterloo. 

Langdon  was  supposed  to  be  one  of  the  most  efllclent  liquor  men  In 
the  police  department,  until  the  denouncement  last  night,  and  was  at- 
tached to  the  fifth  precinct,  from  which  William  Wilbur  Hand,  notorlooa 
bank  robber,  escaped  with  the  aid  of  some  one  on  the  inside  several 
days  ago. 

TO    '*  PBACH  " 


retariMd 


When  aaked  about  hla  whlaky  aasociates,  Langdon  remarked  that  he 
waa  no  "  pimp  "  and  woold  take  it  on  the  chin  rather  than  drag  any- 
one elae  into  the  affair. 

He  waa  alao  insistent  that  no  member  of  the  command  at  the  fifth 
predact  had  anything  to  do  with  UaodK  escape,  decUrtag  that  the 
bank  robber  waa  aided  by  friends  on  the  outside. 

After  his  arrest  Langdon  and  special  agents  remained  at  the  point 
he  was  captured  for  a  short  time  and  then  went  to  the  ninth  prerinct 
station,  where  the  policeman  protested  at  being  incarcerated.  He  aaked 
to  be  taken  to  the  first  precinct,  and  after  a  conference  with  Heddans 
this  was  done. 

Langdon  after  recovering  from  his  flr^t  shock  at  being  nabbed  in  the 
act  of  delivering  a  load  of  liquor,  seemed  to  take  his  arreat  as  a  Joke, 
his  principal  concern  being  the  fact  that  his  arrest  would  add  another 
Jolt  to  the  police  department,  which  is  now  tottering  under  the  barrage 
of  accuaatlona  being  made  against  members  of  the  force. 

When  Langdon  waa  booked  at  the  first  precinct  he  was  asked,  "  What 
is  yoar  occupation?" 

FOBX8SBS  panscaiPT  scspension 

"  Policeman ;  I  mean  I  waa  a  policeman  until  an  hour  ago," 
Langdon  with  a  grin. 

Before  be  Iiad  answered  all  questions  necessary  in  the  process  of 
being  booked  on  charges  of  transporting  and  possession  of  liquor. 
Langdon  waa  called  into  the  offlce  of  Capt.  FYank  Burke,  where  he  was 
suspended  by  Night  Inspector  Hugh  Groves  and  Inspector  Thaddeus 
Bean. 

Langdon  refused  to  talk  to  any  of  his  superiors,  declaring  that  he 
knew  nothing  aad.  If  he  did,  he  would  not  divulge  anything  that  might 
get  other  people  In  trouble.  He  made  one  remark,  however,  while 
waiting  in  the  squad  room.  It  was  to  the  effect  that,  "  Well,  I  might 
as  well  do  like  the  rest  of  them  and  get  in  the  game  on  a  paying  basis." 

A  search  of  the  pollceman'g  car  revealed  an  empty  bottle  which  had 
contained  essence  for  making  synthetic  gin,  a  handful  of  hairpins,  a 
blackjack,  several  whiskey  glasses,  and  extra  shells  for  a  service 
revolver. 

Others  In  the  raiding  party  were :  H.  R.  Johnson,  A.  M.  Richardson, 
W.  P.  Bfartin.  and  A.  M.  Murphy.  Langdon  after  belug  locked  up  In 
the  cell  block  of  the  first  precinct  for  about  an  hour,  was  liberated  on 
bond  of  $2,500  for  appearance  In  police  court  to-day. 

oBTacTiva  AND  naaMAX  dbink  in  onb  dbn 
Additional  evidence  of  police  protection  of  speakeasies  in  wet  Wash- 
ington  Is  contained   in   the  fourth   chapter   of   the  excluaive  expose   of 
amaslng   violations   of    the    prohibition    law    in    the    National    Capital, 
being  printed  aerially  In  the  Washington  Times. 

KsnsiON  or  thk  tarift 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Mil  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  industries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
tiie  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Walsh]  to  the  committee  amendment  on  page  28,  line  23. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  of  course  I  would  be  very  glad 
to  get  a  vote  this  afternoon,  but  there  are  so  many  Senators 
absent  that  I  ask  my  colleague  to  pass  this  matter  over  until 
Monday. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  hear 
distinctly  what  the  Senator  said.  Did  he  request  tliat  the 
amendnjent  be  passed  over? 

Ut.  KING.    That  la  what  I  suggested. 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Maflndmsetts.  I  withdraw  my  amendment 
to  the  amendment,  and  ask  that  the  committee  amendment  be 
agreed  to.  I  promiaed  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  that  I 
would  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  in  case  objection  devel- 
oped. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  qnestion  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  next  amendment  is  on  page 
29,  paragrai^  69.  I  ask  that  that  amendment  may  go  orer.  I 
would  like  to  say  to  the  Senate  at  this  time  that  there  are  but 
a  few  amendments  left  In  this  schedule,  and  I  would  like  to  have 
them  called  up,  and  if  there  is  any  objection  at  all,  I  will  agree 
that  those  objected  to  may  go  over. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  29,  line  19,  before  the  words 
"  ad  valorffln,"  to  strike  out  "  25  per  cent "  and  insert  "  20  per 
cent,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Paa.  70.  Bone  black  or  bone  dur,  and  blood  char,  30  per  eent  ad 
Talorem;  de<!olorisln(,  deodorising,  or  gas-ab«orbliif  chars  and  carbona, 
whether  or  not  activated,  and  all  aetlTated  chars  and  carbons,  46  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  GOLD8BOROUOH.  I  understand  that  the  Senate  is 
now  about  to  consider  the  amendment  relating  to  btme  black. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  correct,  the  amendment  found  in  para- 
grai*  70.     Does  the  Senator  want  to  have  It  go  over? 

Mr.  OOLDSFOROUGH.  I  am  willing  to  consider  It  now,  or 
to  have  it  go  over,  whichevra:  may  be  the  pleasure  of  the  S^iator 
fn>m  Utah? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  there  is  any  question  about  It,  let  it  go 
over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
orer. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  31,  line  13,  paragraph  79, 
where  the  committee  proposed  to  strike  out  "18  cents"  and 
Insert  In  Heu  thereof  **  13  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Citrate.  13  cents  per  pound. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  31,  line  14,  where  the 
committee  proposed  to  strike  out  "  2%  cents  "  and  to  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  "1%  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Chlorate  and  porchlorate,  1%  cents  x>er  poand. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  31,  line  20,  where  the 
committee  proposed  to  strike  out  "5%  cents"  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  "  1  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

Nitrate  or  saltpeter,  refined,  1  cent  per  ponnd. 

Mr.  KINO.  May  I  inquire  of  my  colleague  if  the  evidence 
did  not  warrant  placing  that  item  on  the  free  list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  considered  it  very  carefully  and  we  came 
to  the  ciMiclusIon  that  the  rate  should  be  at  least  1  cent  a  pound 
instead  of  5>4  cents^  as  provided  by  the  House. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  willing  that  we  may  take  action  on  this 
amendment,  with  the  uuderstandtng  that  we  may  recur  to  it 
if  desired. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  may  be  understood. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was  in  paragraph  80,  page  31,  line  22 

Mr.  KING.     Let  that  go  over  until  Mondav. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  wlU  be  passed 
over,  on  request  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  32,  line  8,  where  the 
committee  proposed  to  strike  out  "  1^  cents"  and  to  Insert  in 
lieu  thereof  "  2  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Chlorate,  2  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  ask  that  this  committee  amendment  may  be 
disagreed  to. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  next  amendment  was,  o»  page  82,  line  11,  where  the 
committee  proposed  to  strike  out  "  15  cents "  and  to  insert  In 
lieu  thereof  "  12  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Citrate,  12  cents  per  pound. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  32,  line  17,  to  strike  oat 
"  1  cent  "  and  insert  "  1%  centa,"  so  as  to  read : 

Phoflphate  (except  pjro  phosphate)  eontalniag  bjr  welgbt  lesa  than 
45  per  cent  of  water,  IH  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  the  reason 
for  that  Increase?    It  seems  to  l)e  a  very  large  increase. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  are  two  items  involved  and  one  Is  a 
decreate  and  the  other  is  an  increase.  If  we  agree  upon  tlie 
one  we  ought  to  agree  iqKm  the  other.    The  Senate  has 


taken  noiw  to  make  ■  proper  T^atlonahlp  between  the  artidet. 
If  the  Senator  desires  to  let  us  agree  to  It  and  return  to  ir 
later  In  caae  he  should  be  so  advised,  that  courae  is  agreeable 
to  me: 

Mr.  KING.    Very  w^U. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  oa  page  82,  Mne  1»,  to  strike  out 
"  2  cents  "  and  insert  "  three-fourths  of  1  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

Phosphate  (except  pyro  phosphate)  act  ipedallj  provided  tor.  three- 
foarths  of  1  cent  pa-  pound. 

The  ameodment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  82,  line  21,  to  strike  out 
"  1%  cents  "  and  insert  "  IH  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 
SiUcofluorlde,  1^  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  KINO.    It  seems  to  me  from  the  evidence  that  there 
should  be  a  larger  redaction. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Then  we  will  let  It  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be  pamed 
over. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  82,  Une  24,  to  strike  out 
three^i^ths  "  and  insert  "  one^alf ,"  so  as  to  read : 

Sulphide,  containing  not  more  than  SO  per  cent  of  sodlom  sulphide, 
one-half  of  1  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  e:inQ.  That  is  an  Increase  toa  I  am  not  aatisfled  with 
it.    Let  it  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  wiU  be  passed 
over. 

The  next  amendment  was,  oa  page  82;  Une  2S,  to  strike  oat 

"  three-fourths  of,"  so  as  to  read : 

Sulphide,  containing  more  than  85  per  cent,  1  cent  per  poond. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  88,  line  1,  to  strike  oat 
"sulphite,  bisulphite,  metaUsulphite." 

Mr.  KING.  That  is  merely  a  rearrangement  of  the  order  in 
which  the  commodities  are  taken  up? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  but  it  is  an  Increase  from  three-eighths 
to  one-half  cent  per  i)ound. 

Mr.  KINO.    Let  that  amendment  go  over  then,  too. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  amendment  wHl  he  passed 
over. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  33,  Une  2,  to  atrike  out  the 
word  "pound"  and  insert  "pound;  sulphite,  bisulphite,  and 
metabisulphite,  one-half  of  1  cent  per  pound." 

Mr.  KING.  That  is  involved  in  the  former  amendment  and 
should  go  over,  too. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  wiU  be  passed 
over. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  paragraph  98,  page  85.  line  1, 
to  strike  out  "Par.  98.  Wood  tar  and  jritch  of  wood,  and  tar 
oU  from  wood,  1  cent  per  pound." 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  all  goes  to  the  free  list 

Mr.  KING.  I  Invite  my  cc^eague's  attention  to  an  amend- 
ment on  page  84,  Une  11. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes.  That  was  evidently  oveilooked  by  the 
clerks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  wIU  be  stated 

The  Lbbislativb  Clswc.  On  page  34,  Une  11,  strike  out  the 
word  "elsewhere"  and  insert  the  word  "specially,"  so  as  to 
make  the  paragraph  read : 

PAB.  91.  Vanadic  acid,  vanadic  anhydrkto^  and  salts  of  the  for«- 
coing,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem:  dkendcal  eompoundai,  mixtures,  and 
■a  Its,  wlMlljr  or  in  chief  value  of  vanadlom.  not  spedalljr  provided  for, 
40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SACKBTT.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  an  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Cappes]  on  page  83,  peragra[di  84,  which  has 
been  printed.    The  Senator  from  Kansas  is  not  here. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  Is  no  committee  amendment  in  that  para- 
grajA.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kansas  will  be 
tak«i  up  when  we  reach  individual  amendments. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Very  welL 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  would  Uke  to  aak  the  Sena- 
tor about  the  amendment  on  page  35,  line  1. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  have  just  reached  that  now.  Those  items 
are  to  be  transferred  to  the  tree  list. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  ask  that  that  amendment  may  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
ov^. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  There  are  one  or  two  amendments  which 
have  been  agreed  to,  whldi  I  think  cootiln  elements  of  fertiUaer. 
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I  shall  uk  the  Senate  probably  when  we  reach  those  to  re- 
consider them  80  I  may  present  an  amendment 

Mr.  SHOOT.  I  made  the  statement,  almost  In  the  beglnnlni 
of  the  dlscossloo  on  the  blU,  that  whenever  a  Senator  desired 
a  reconsideration  of  an  item  agreed  to,  I  would  grant  consent, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  It  has  i>een  requested  that  the  items  whicli 
have  been  passed  orer  shall  go  over  until  Monday.  I  think  th< 
only  thing  we  can  property  do  now  is  to  take  a  recess  until 
Monday  morning.  ^      .      .»__ 

Mr.  BAHKLEY.  Mr.  Prerident,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  what  amendments  hare  gone  orer  that  were  not  finally 
acted  on?  „      .  ^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  are  several  of  them.  For  instance,  we 
have  already  agreed  to  take  up  the  oil  schedule  the  first  thing 
Monday  mt/mlng.  That  will  take  very  cMisiderable  time.  Th€ 
request  of  the  several  Senators  was  that  we  do  not  take  nil 
that  subject  until  Monday.  I  think  it  would  save  time  to  sc 
arrange  it,  in  order  that  we  may  have  all  the  discussion  at  oo« 
and  not  have  it  broken  up  on  two  different  days. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  the  chi^  article  which  has  gom 
over  in  this  schedule? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  the  most  important  item  that  has  gone 
over,  although  the  American-valuation  question  is  still  to  in 
considered. 

Mr.  WAONER.  Mr.  President,  consent  has  not  yet  been  givpi 
so  that  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas]  will  be  permittee 
to  offer  his  amendment  as  a  substitute  for  the  oil  paragraphs. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  may  be  d<me  Monday.  That  subject  has 
been  passed  over  and  will  be  taken  up  for  consideration  on  Mon 
day  morning. 

Mr.  WAONSB.     Very  well. 

THK  POSTAL  SAVIReS  BAITKS 

Mr.  DIIX.  Mr.  President,  I  have  in  my  hand  an  article  m 
the  Postal  Savings  Banks,  by  Mr.  Tb<mias  J.  Jackson,  of  OraiK 
Forks,  N.  Dalu  which  I  would  like  to  have  printed  in  th< 

RlOOOBD. 

The  PRESIDIKQ  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fxss  in  the  chair).  Ii 
there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  b< 
printed  in  the  Rbcobo,  as  follows: 

Pas*  I 
— ne  postal  mvIbcs  bank  la  not  a  tMuik  or  a  t>aBkliig  system  so  mad 
ss  It  ts  aa  adjoaet  of  tb«  OoT«rnm«nt.  for  the  fundamental  idea  ia  ttaa 
througli  tlie  post  oflkx  the  Oorernment  holds  oat  that  It  la  willlns  t(i 
aee(t>t  tbe  aartngs  d«po«ita  of  tbe  people.  Invest  them  in  its  own  aecorl' 
ttea,  and  become  abaolately  reaponaible  for  tha  aafe  rctom  of  the  fundi 
wtiea  caHed  for,  wltb  a  nominal  rata  of  Intereat.     (Readlnga  in  Money 
•ad  Banking,  by  Philllpa,  p.  278.) 

Practieally  all  the  great  poweri  in  Europe,  except  Germany  am  I 
Bwltaeilaml.  have  poetal  aavlngs  banka.  In  all  then  are  over  40  coan- 
trlca  that  poweaa  them.  Wbatever  elae  a  poatal  aavlnga  bank  may  b<, 
U  is  vlthoat  exception  an  tnatltutlon  working  prlndpallj  through  tb» 
post  oflecs,  aad  ita  primary  ohiect  is  to  encoofBge  thrift  among  thi 
poocer  riatsiio  by  providing  aafe  and  convenient  plaees  f6r  the  depos] : 
a(  aavlnga  at  a  comparatlv^y  low  rate  of  intereat.  In  the  dlacuaslou 
of  the  poatal  aavlnga  bank  proposition  in  thla  cooatry  no  one  quet- 
tiooed  the  deslnblUty  of  encouraging  hablta  of  economy  and  thrift  ou 
tbt  part  of  the  pabllc.  nor  waa  there  any  question  that  adequate  sat- 
mg»4iaBk  fSeUltlea  ataould  he  provided  for  this  purpose ;  the  debate 
hinged  very  largely  upon  the  question  whether  adequate  fadlitles  of  thi  i 
character  were  not  already  provided  by  private  Initiative.  Tbe  advo- 
cates of  tha  postal  aavlnga  bank  dalmed  that  adequate  savtaga  faellltie  i 
ware  aot  aad  eosld  not  be  provided  by  private  enfterprtse,  Itecaaae  et 
the  expense  of  conducting  aavlnga  banks  In  small  eoamunltlea,  and  ala  > 
In  larser  commsnltles  where  the  people  were  not  educated  to  the  savin  ( 
habit :  aad  they  pointed  particularly  to  the  lack  ot  aavlngi  facilities  1 1 
the  Sosthen  and  Western  States.  (The  United  Statea  Poatal  Savinii 
Bank,  Political  Science  Quarterly.  voL  2ft.  No.  S,  September.  1011.  pi  . 
4SS-477.     Artlda  by  K.  W.  Kemmerer.) 

The  agitatloa  for  a  poatal  aavinga  bank  system  In  the  United  Stat<i 
hsgaa  aa  aarly  aa  1871,  when  the  flrst  postal  aavlags  hlll  waa  intr  " 
dnead  Into  Congress.  Ia  the  taaotag  yeara  aboat  80  bills  for  the  estal  » 
Ilabsaeat  at  a  poatal  aavinga  system  were  advanced,  aad  tha  ayatem  wi  ■ 
atroagly  advocated  tiy  eight  different  Poataastais  General  of  the  Unite] 
States.  It  wss  not  until  1010.  however,  that  poatal  savUigs  banks  wei  t 
teally  cstohllahed  la  thla  country.  •  •  •  The  panic  of  1007,  whlc  i 
SMde  It  ImpoealMe  for  auny  of  the  aavlags  banks  to  pay  deposlta  oi 
desMuuL  greatly  augmented  the  dlaaatlafactlon  with  private  aavin«s 
banka  and  aeeeleratad  the  moveaient  for  pabUe  laatttsthtas.  •  •  > 
Hk  mala  objection  to  the  Poatal  Savinga  System  was  ralaed  by  a  specli  1 
latsrast.  namely,  the  ■»<«M^f  savings  and  commercial  banka  of  tlie 
Ualtad  SUtes.  Thaaa  banks  urged  that  the  existing  facilities  were  falrl  r 
adequate  aad  that  for  the  Goverwaent  to  Invade  the  field  of  bankiait 
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was  aa  uawarranted  taterference   with   private  Initiative.     (Financial 
Organisation,  by  lionlton,  p.  835.) 

iifFOBTAirr  Fsovisioss  or  ths  postai.  saviwos  bank  law 
An  account  may  be  opened  and  deposlta  made  by  any  person  of  tbe 
age  of  10  years  or  more  In  bis  or  her  own  name,  and  by  a  married 
woman  In  her  own  name,  and  free  from  any  control  or  Interference  by 
her  basband ;  but  no  person  may  at  the  same  time  have  more  than  one 
personal  savings  account. 

Deposits  will  be  accepted  only  from  individuals,  and  no  account  will 
be  opened  in  the  name  of  any  corporation,  association,  society,  firm,  etc., 
or  in  the  names  of  two  or  more  persons  Jointly.  No  account  will  be 
made  In  trust  for  another  person.  (Many  foreign  countriea  allow  this.) 
No  person  may  ordinarily  have  a  deposit  account  in  excess  of  $1,000, 
excloslve  of  interest,  except  by  speclsl  authorisation  of  a  board  of 
trustees  (Postmaster  General.  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  Attor- 
ney General).  With  such  nathorlsatlon  additional  deposits  may  be 
accepted,  not  to  exceed  In  the  aggregate  fl.OOO  for  each  depositor,  but 
upon  which  no  Intereat  shall  be  paid. 

No  account  may  be  opened  for  leas  than  91,  nor  will  fractlona  of  |1 
he  accepted  for  deposit  at  any  time. 

The  interest  rate  shall  be  2  per  cent  on  deposits  which  have  remained 
for  at  least  one  year  and  will  be  computed  only  from  the  first  of  the 
month  following  the  day  on  which  the  dt-posit  was  made. 

Postal  savings  deposits  will  be  evidenced  by  certificates  of  Jepoeit 
issued  In  the  name  of  the  depositor.  These  will  be  nontranaferable  and 
nonnegotiable. 

To  enable  any  person  to  accumulate  and  deposit  amounta  le«s  than 
II.  depository  offices  will  keep  for  sale  postal  savings  cards  at  10 
cente  each  and  10-cent  postal  savings  stamps  which  may  be  affixed 
to  tbe  cards.  One  card  and  nine  stamps  will  be  accepted  as  a  de- 
posit of  |1. 

Any  depositor  may  withdraw  the  wbole  or  part  of  his  funds  by  sur* 
rendering  at  the  depository  office  the  savings  certlficaU-s  properly 
indorsed.  The  posUl  savinga  funda  ahall  be  deposited  by  the  post- 
masters in  certain  dealgnated  depository  banks,  which  may  be  either 
National  or  State,  aavinga,  or  commercial  banks.  If  no  local  bank  has 
qualified  In  any  pariicular  town  or  locality,  then  the  funda  shall  be 
deposited  In  a  qualified  bank  which  la  most  convenient  to  such  ;ocality. 
The  depoeitory  banks  pay  Interest  of  2  Vi  per  cent  per  annum  on  the 
funda  received.  No  bank,  however,  ia  allowed  to  receive  a  total  sum 
greater  than  its  capital  and  half  its  surplus. 

Five  per  cent  of  the  funda  received  by  sny  depository  bank  shall 
be  turned  over  to  the  board  of  trustees  and  be  kept  with  the  Treas- 
urer of  the  United  Statea  as  a  lawful  money  reserve  against  postal 
aavings  deposite. 

Before  any  bank  Is  qualified  to  receive  postal  savings  deposlta  it 
must  lum  over  to  the  board  of  trustees  of  the  postal  savings  bystem 
public  bonds  or  other  securities  approved  by  the  board  of  trustees  and 
deeaud  sufficient  and  necesnary  to  insure  the  safety  and  prompt  payment 
of  such  deposits  on  demand. 

If  at  any  time  savings  deposits  in  any  city  exceed  the  amount  wltlch 
the  qualified  banka  therein  are  willing  to  receive  under  the  terms  of 
thla  act,  the  board  of  trustees  may  Invest  all  or  any  part  of  such 
amount  in  twnds  and  other  securities  of  tbe  United  States.  And  If. 
In  the  judgment  of  the  President  of  the  United  Statea,  the  general 
welfare  and  Interest  of  the  United  States  require  it.  the  board  of 
trustees  may  Invest  all  or  any  part  of  tbe  postal  savings  funda  except 
the  reserve  fund  of  5  per  cent  in  bonda  and  other  aecuritien  of  the 
United  SUtee. 

Any  profit  received  by  the  Post  Office  Department  shall  be  covered 
Into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  as  part  of  the  postal  revenue. 

Any  depositor  may  surrender  his  deposit  or  any  part  thereof  In  the 
sums  of  f20,  $40,  f60,  |80,  or  $100  and  receive  in  lieu  of  such  surren- 
dered deposits,  under  such  regulations  as  may  be  established  by  the 
hoard  of  trustees,  tbe  amount  of  the  surrendered  deposits  in  United 
Statea  coupon  or  other  regiatered  bonds  of  the  denomination  of  $20,  $40, 
$60,  $80,  $100.  and  $600,  which  bonds  shall  bear  interest  at  the  rate  of 
2%  par  cent  per  annum,  payable  semiannually,  and  be  redeemable  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  United  Statea  after  1  year  from  the  date  of  their  lasue 
and  payable  20  yeara  from  such  date. 

After  five  years  there  were  8,421  postal  savings  banka  In  the  United 
States,  It  waa  anticipated  that  the  postal  savings  banks  would  be 
patronised  by  immigrants  to  a  large  extent.  On  September  26.  1016, 
60  per  cent  of  the  625.000  depositors  were  bom  outside  of  tbe  United 
States,  and  this  60  per  cent  owned  three-fourths  of  all  the  deposits. 
This  sum  waa  about  $68,000,000  in  cash.  NotwithsUoding  tbe  opposi- 
tion of  bankers  generally  to  tbe  postal  savinga  banks,  tbe  Federal  reserve 
law  provides  that  postal  savinga  funds  shall  not  be  deposited  in  non- 
member  banks.  At  least,  tbe  money  system  cares  for  the  common  man's 
deposit  money. 

A  SaiSr  HISTOBICAL  SKSTCH  <»  POSTAL   SAVINGS   BANKS NATIONAL   MONS- 

TAKT  COMMISSION — POSTAL   BANKS   Or   LSADINO   COUNTBIBS 

The  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  was  the  pioneer  In  establishing 
the  postal  savings  bank  system.  The  law  was  passed  M^y  17,  1861,  and 
beeasM  effective  September  16,  1861.     In  the  United  Kingdom  "  friendly 
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Bodeties."  charitable  societies,  penny  hanka,  registrars  of  county  courts, 
soldiers,  school  children,  trade-unlona,  etc..  may  deposit  funda  In  postel 
savings  banks.  These  are  23  foreign  and  colonial  government  savings 
banks  psrticipatlng  in  the  arrangement  with  tbe  British  post-office  sav- 
ings bank  for  the  transfer  of  accoants.  Soldiers  use  the  system  from 
any  part  of  the  world.     Annnitlea  are  granted. 

The  report  atates  that  a  bolder  of  a  post-office  savings  bank  annuity 
died  last  year  at  the  age  of  IDS  years.  Life-insurance  contracts  are 
also  granted  and  other  forms  of  savings  taken  care  of.  The  average 
cost  per  transaction  on  the  total  number  of  deposits  and  withdrawala 
works  out  at  6.76d..  a  slight  Increaae  over  the  prevlona  year,  due  to 
causes  explained. 

CANAOUN   POSTAL   SAVINGS   BANKS 

The  Canadian  Parliament  authorised  postal  savings  banks  in  Decem- 
ber, 1867.  A  limit  of  $3,000  is  placed  on  any  individo&l'a  deposit  tor  a 
year.  The  average  account  is  between  $200  and  $300,  indicating  a  well- 
to-do  rather  than  a  working-class  patronage.  In  Great  Britain  it  is 
about  $75  and  in  Belgium  about  $65.  The  law  has  been  so  changed  now 
that  the  deposits  are  banded  over  to  a  receiver  general,  and  withdrawala 
are  paid  by  him.  This  creates  a  fioatlng  indebtedneaa  of  approxinuitely 
$47,000,000,  payable  on  demand.  The  rate  of  Interest  was  reduced  In 
1897  to  3  per  cent,  where  it  stood  at  tbe  time  of  this  report,  1908.  In 
1906  there  were  30  depositors  for  each  1,000  population,  while  Great 
Britain  bad  more  than  200  depositors  per  1.000  population. 

POSTAL    SAVINGS    BAKKS    OV    VBANCS 

With  a  decree  Issued  August  23,  1875,  by  the  President  of  France, 
existing  aavinga  banks  were  authorised  to  avail  themselves  of  the  assist- 
ance of  the  post  offices  in  the  transaction  of  their  business  with  the 
public,  but  there  was  little  use  made  of  the  privilege.  A  Mr.  Cochery. 
the  nndersecn-tnry  of  state,  advocated  the  enactment  of  a  postal  sav- 
ings bank  law.     This  law  came  Into  effect  January  1,  1882. 

POSTAL    SAVINGS    BANKS    OV    ITALX 

These  banks  were  established  in  Italy  May  27,  1875.  and  now  have 
aggregate  deposits  of  over  $290,000,000.  There  are  about  800  of  these 
popular  banks  and  figures  show  a  half  million  members,  with  a  capital 
and  reserve  of  $22,000,000.     Late  reports  will  show  different  restilts. 

BBLQIUM  POSTAL  SAVINGS   BANK 

This  bank,  in  fact,  is  not  a  postal  bank,  though  It  Is  run  by  the 
Government  and  functions  the  same  as  postal  savings  banks  of  other 
countries.  There  is  no  limit  on  the  amount  that  anyone  may  deposit,  ex- 
cept not  over  5,000  francs  may  be  deposited  in  a  fortnight.  The  funds 
are  invested  partly  in  Government  securities,  partly  in  companies  having 
a  State  guaranty,  town  communities,  loans  on  mortgages,  advances  for 
workmen's  dwellings,  loans  to  the  agricultural  classes,  etc.,  so  the  entire 
population  has  an  interest  in  the  funds  of  this  bank. 

POSTAL    SAVINGS    BANKS   OP    RC8SU 

The  system  was  not  established  antll  1889  in  Russia.  In  1907  there 
were  1,788,090  deposits  averaging  $72.  An  interest  rate  of  4  per  coit 
Is  paid. 

POSTAL  SAVINGS  BANKS  OV  THI  NSTHCBLANDS 

Here  the  system  was  instituted  in  April,  1881.  The  uniform  rate  Is 
2.64  per  cent.  The  director  believes  in  advertising  and  has  circulated 
gratuitously  thousands  of  copies  of  a  pamphlet  beaded  "  Government 
Postal  Savings  Banka."  He  has  aln^ communicated  with  the  managers 
of  all  Important  companies  and  all  local  authorities  and  officials,  and 
others  who  are  Infiwntlal,  requesting  them  to  do  all  in  their  power  to 
present  to  their  employees  and  others  tbe  advantages  of  postal-savings 
hanks.  Funds  are  Invested  In  a  wide  margin  of  securities,  Stete  banks, 
municipal  securities,  rallwaya  under  the  guaranty  of  the  Stete.  The 
average  gross  earnings  are  3.36  per  cent,  whUe  the  cost  of  adminis- 
tration is  about  0.56  per  cent 

ArSTBIA    POSTAL    SAVINGS    BANKS 

Here  the  system  was  ettoblished  January  12.  1888.  With  a  popula- 
tion of  26,000,000,  there  were  2,106,530  depoaiton  with  an  average  of 
$21.84.  Tbe  report  states  that  the  savings  of  these  l>anks  have  enriched 
the  general  treasury  by  $8,504,000,  which  is  entirely  separate  from  the 
check  and  clearing  department  The  check  system  liad  70,711  partici- 
pants in  1007.  which  waa  98  per  cent  of  the  owners  of  the  accounts. 
Tbe  turnover  waa  9,859,000,000  crowns.  Investments  are  in  Austrian 
securities.  Some  loans  are  made  on  title  deeda.  Tbe  check  and  clearing 
system  was  incorporated  in  tbe  postal  savings  hanks  October  29,  1888. 
Anyone  can  participate  In  the  check  service  by  depositing  a  fixed  nucleus 
capltel  of  100  crowns. 

HONGABX    POSTAL   SAVUfSS    BAJTKS 

The  system  waa  set  In  operation  In  Hungary  February  1,  1886.  The 
average  deposit  is  $27.47.  In  matter  of  Interest,  Hungary  followed  the 
lead  of  Sweden  and  fhted  the  rate  at  3.6  per  cent  bat  reduced  It  later 
to  3  per  cent. 

rOSTAL  SAVIIfaS  BANKS  OV  SWB>BN 

Sweden  estebHshed  her  postal  savings  t>anks  In  lanuary,  1884.  Out 
of  1.000  population,  105  have  accounte  with  thla  Oovcmment  Instltu- 


tloa.  No  Interest  is  paid  on  amounts  In  excess  of  2.000  crowns,  or  $5S6. 
The  director  general  of  the  postal  department  la  manager  of  tbe  hank. 
Bute  Insurance  through  this  department  was  organlaed  in  1903. 

To  stete  hriefly  the  extent  to  which  postel  savings  banks  are  ased 
throagbout  the  world,  the  report  gtves  Great  Briteln  credit  for  having 
In  America  8  different  systems,  in  Australia  4,  In  Africa  6,  In  Asia  4, 
or  a  total  of  17  besides  her  own  In  Bngiand,  while  In  Bnrope  there  are 
la  aU  17.  which,  added  to  that  of  the  United  Sutes,  make  86.  or  about 
70  per  cent  of  all  the  nations  of  tbe  globe.  Some  ef  these  systems  carry 
the  checking  privilege,  per  report  of  1008. 

Pabt  II 

IN   TBS   CNtTBD   STATSS 

The  postel  savings  banks  were  esteblished  In  the  United  States  by  the 
act  of  June  25,  1010.  but  the  law  has  been  amended  twenty-two  times. 
Tbe  funds  accepted  as  dej^osits  are  turned  in  to  tbe  local  banks  thxt  have 
qualified  to  receive  the  funds  at  a  rate  of  2H  per  cent  Interest  Holders 
of  certificates  may  surrender  same  and  recdve  bonds  In  designated  sums 
bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  2H  per  cent.  These  bonds  are  exempt 
from  taxation,  and  they  may  be  purchased  by  the  board  of  trustees  at 
par  plus  accrued  interest  to  date  of  purchase  any  time  after  Issue  In  the 
event  the  holder  wishes  to  selL 

Dealings  with  the  postel  savings  hanks  are  strictly  personal.  Finger 
printe  are  taken  and  depositors  are  protected.  In  the  event  of  loss  of 
the  certificates  of  deposit,  there  is  no  danger  of  tbe  funda  being  drawn 
out  by  the  person  who  by  chance  or  otherwise  came  Into  possession  of 
the  certificates  belonging  to  another. 

A  recent  change  has  been  made  In  procedure  for  vouchering  Interest 
IMyments  wherd>y  a  depositor  who  desires  to  collect  Interest  Is  re- 
quired to  surrender  bis  certificates ;  for  tbe  principal  receiving  new 
certificates  and  for  the  interest  due  cash  Is  paid.  If  postal  savings  bonds 
are  desired,  the  certlflcates  of  deposit  are  to  t>e  surrendered  to  comply 
with  the  regulation  for  Issuing  or  exchsnglng  for  l>onds  semiannually — 
January  1  and  July  1. 

Postal  savings  funds,  after  leaving  the  custody  of  postmasters,  are 
managed  by  the  hoard  of  trustees.  The  Third  Assistent  Postmaster 
General  is  the  regular  constituted  agent  of  the  l>oard  of  trustees,  or,  la 
his  sbsence  or  disability,  the  deputy  Third  Assistant  Postmaster  General 
and  chief  clerk  are  authorised  to  act  for  tbe  board. 

Section  t  of  regulations  governing  the  deposit  of  postel  funds  tn 
hanks  and  the  acceptance  of  bonds  as  security  therefor  provides  for 
eligibility  of  banka  to  receive  these  funds.  It  Is  noted  that  either 
National  or  Stete  banks,  whether  member  banks  of  the  Federal  reserve 
system  or  not,  may  qualify  to  receive  postal  ssvings  funds,  also  the 
term  "  bank  "  as  used  In  the  law  Includes  savings  hanks  and  trust  com- 
panies dolnir  s  hanking  business.  Five  per  cent  of  the  postel  savings 
funds  rtiall  be  withdrawn  by  the  board  of  trustees  and  kept  with  tbe 
treasorer  In  lawful  money  as  a  reserve.  Banks  must  make  sufficient 
depoalte  of  bonds,  per  regulations  of  hoard  of  trustees,  to  become  lawful 
receivers  of  postal  savings  funds.  The  treasurer  of  tlie  board  of  truf!tees 
Shall  make  examinations  semiannually,  or  oftener  If  he  deems  It  neces- 
sary, of  the  securities  which  have  been  accepted  from  qtulifled  banks, 
and  whenever,  in  his  Judgment,  any  of  such  securities  have  so  far  de- 
preciated in  value  as  to  make  desirable  the  deposit  of  additional  or 
new  securities,  he  shall  Inform  the  Director  Postel  Ssvings  System  of 
the  name  of  the  bank,  the  kind  and  amount  of  secnritips,  and  the  amount 
of  the  depreciation.  The  director  will  take  proper  steps  to  bring  the 
securities  of  the  bank  up  to  stendard :  Provided,  That  the  revaluation 
of  securities  required  by  this  section  may  t>e  deferred  when,  In  the 
Judgment  of  the  board  of  trustees,  such  action  Is  advisable.  In  the 
event  there  are  more  than  one  legally  qnalifled  depository  hank  receiving 
funds  from  the  Postal  Savings  System,  such  funds  shall  be  apportioned 
to  the  banks  of  that  dty,  town,  or  village  upon  the  basis  of  capital  and 
surplus.  Withdrawals,  when  made,  shall  be  to  the  credit  of  the  board  of 
trustees  for  Investmenta  In  bonds  or  other  securities  of  the  United 
States.  Bach  bank  shall  furnish  st  any  time  to  a  duly  authorised  fep- 
resentettve  of  the  board  of  trustees  any  Information  requested  as  to  Ite 
postal-ssvings  transactions.  A  qualified  bank  may  advertise  that  It  Is 
a  United  States  depository  for  postal  savings  funds. 

Postal  Savings  2a,  December,  1028  (Postal  Savlngi  By  stent— RegnU- 
tiona  Governing  the  Deposite  in  Postal  Saviags  Banks,  etc),  refers  to 
bonds  and  Interest-besring  certificates  of  indebtedness  of  the  United 
States,  bonds  of  Philippine  Islsnds,  of  District  of  Columbia,  of  Porto 
Rico,  and  War  Finance  Corporation  bonds,  bonds  of  any  State  of  United 
States,  of  Territory  of  Hswall,  and  farm  loan  bonds  will  be  accepted  st 
par  value  , 

The  Postal  Savings  System,  while  it  has  been  In  operation  nearly  17 
years,  Is  often  misunderstood — so  much  so  that  It  seems  fitting  to  re- 
count its  history,  to  restate  Its  alms,  to  present  its  dllDcultles.  and  to 
make  a  constructive  recommendation. 

The  Idea  of  postal  savings  Is  time  honored.  It  originated  in  England 
In  1807,  and  the  individual  who  proposed  the  plan  that  was  sdopted  in 
1861— one  Charles  W.  Sikes — was  knighted  in  recognition  ef  his  services 
to  the  nation  upon  the  recommendation  of  Mr.  Gladstone.  Ite  success 
waa  immediate.  (After  recounting  the  many  beneflta  the  Postal  8a vines 
System  bestows  upon  the  "  timid "  la  times  of  financial  stresi^  oonserv- 
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tBc  capital,  ete.     Postmaiter  0«tiermi  Harry  8.  Neir  glvw  It  «nt  that 
tb«  OoTenuB«Bt  ia  not  in  tbe  banklBg  bualnem.)     He  aaya: 

**  Boeli  Meritorlou  aerrice  la  often  lamentably  miauiMleratood.  •  *  * 
Tbe  OoTerBBent  ia  not  in  competition  with  banks;  that  it  baa  no 
tbought  <rf  prying  a  alngle  depositor  away  from  a  regaUr  saTtnga  inatl- 
tution ;  that  It  employ*  only  J\jdlcloua  publicity ;  that  depoaita  come  to 
the  ayatem  not  on  account  of  tbe  Interest  rate  of  2  per  cent  but  IN 
BPITE  OF  IT."  (Capa  arc  mine.)  (True  Hlaaion  of  tbe  United  States 
PoaUl  Savings  System,  by  Harry  8.  New.     Excerpts  from  report,  June 

80.  1907.) 

Pakt  II 

LATavr  ATAIt.A.SI.B    8TATX«TICa    AMD    WHAT   'ftnt    MBAN 

At  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  June  30,  1928.  there  were  6,683  deposi- 
tories in  operation,  including  786  branches  and  stations,  an  increase  of 
11  depositories  dnrlng  the  year. 

The  outstanding  principal  to  the  credit  of  postal  savings  depositors 
represented  by  certificates  of  deposit  was  1152.143.349,  an  increase  of 
f4,7S4,a95  over  the  amount  for  tbe  corresponding  date  last  year. 
BmUmee  to  tfts  ertMt  of  iepoaiton,  by  mme» 


June  SO,  1927 

JansSauas 

Oiflecsnos 

New  Encisnd  States. 

IS,  464. 346 

63.061.380 

14,334,617 

34,815,947 

7,018,866 

7,427.737 

1.146,651 

17, 127, 167 

1%  308. 990 

978,794 

18,601,221 
44,0081809 
14,6a3;3M 
80^614,606 
10, 33a  061 
9,308,100 
1,3*7,303 

ia,7aa;i8» 

13.306^700 
888,438 

—1763,005 

Middle  Atlanta  Rtatm 

-8,051,387 

East  North  Csotral  Statss 

West  North  Central  States 

South  Atlantic  States..- „ 

West  Sooth  CsDtral  Stalas 

East  South  Csatnl  Stalas. 

Mountain  States 

PadOc  Statss. 

Teetltorial 

127,637 
5,798,749 
3;  41 1,806 
2;  308, 336 
80.561 
1.575,018 
1.086,760 
14,634 

Total 

147,360,254 

16%14|,M» 

4,784,086 

The  number  of  depositors  Increased  and  alao  tbe  average  principal 
tor  eacb  depoaltor  Increased  from  |358.19  to  $369.06  or  a  per  capita 
gala  of  110.87,  which  Is  over  3  per  cent  gain. 

Tbe  funds  were  held  by  3.801  banks,  of  which  niuBber  2,783  were 
natlOBal,  464  State  memben  of  the  Federal  reserve  system,  6<V3  State 
banlu  not  meoabers.  and  2  organised  private  banka  ander  State  soper- 
vlaloa.  Tbe  board  of  trustees  invested  |299,120  during  the  year  In 
postal  savings  bonds  porcbased  from  holders  at  par  plua  accrued 
iBtereet,  which  made  the  total  holdings  of  such  bonds  $10,624,260. 

The  Postal  Savings  System  showed  a  net  profit  of  $618,602.82  for  the 
year  192&     This  Is  a  sttght  Increase  over  last  year. 

In  tbe  last  aaanal  report  it  was  stated  that  "  one  is  far  aSeld  who 
views  tbe  United  Sutes  Postal  Savings  System  as  soMy  an  lastroment 
Cor  tbe  foreign  bon.  TUs  statement  Is  strtldagly  verified  by  a  poll  at 
postal  savings  4epealtors  as  of  June  80,  1928,  wbieb  shows  that  New 
Terfe  State  has  S0.9  per  oeat  native  bom.  liaaaacboaetts  has  28.7  ptr 
cent,  while  la  Penasylvaala,  6S.7  per  ccat  are  imtlve  bom;  la  CaB- 
ftMmla.  04.7  per  cent ;  In  Iowa.  80  per  cent ;  la  Flwida,  88.7  per  cent : 
la  Texas.  87.5  per  cent,  la  Georgia,  9S.7  per  cent;  and  la  Alabama 
•7.6  per  east. 

Aa  of  Jobs  80.  1928.  a  ipedal  pon  was  Ukewlat  taken  of  depositors 
bavLag  $2,300  oa  depoalt,  tbe  maximam  of  the  amooat  allowed  by  law 
to  the  credit  of  any  oae  depoaltor.  The  depositors  who  bad  reached  tbe 
limit  were  In  tbe  aggregate  10.278 — 1,3M  being  la  Htm  York  Stata^  725 
la  Iowa.  UA  ia  Pennaylvaala,  S2S  In  Montana,  521  la  lUiaola.  601  la 
Washington,  and  800  In  Oklahoau — In  fact.  aU  State*  csbmced  de- 
positors barred  by  law  troea  tbe  aaaklng  of  further  depeeita. 

Funda  dcpoaltod  la  tbe  system  since  Its  Inauguration  on  lamiary  1, 
1911,  total  $1,586,498,897.  ef  which  $152,148,349  remained  on  deposK 
at  tbe  dose  of  the  fiscal  year.  Tbe  dlCcraiee,  $1,484,855,048  covering 
witbdnwals.  Is  rich  In  import,  for  it  represents  aarlncs  for  a  pur- 
pose. Where  did  it  go?  It  went  Into  aavlags  baaka,  lato  Oovemment 
aecuritlas.  Into  bomss.  Into  eoaaforta  of  life,  etc.  So  we  see  that  the 
turnover,  enriching  our  natloaal  life  Is  more  significant  than  tbe 
balance  oa  deposit.  (Report  of  tbe  opwatlona  Postal  Bavt^s  Systesa. 
of  Bepresentatlvca.  70th  Cong.,  2d  sess..  Doc  Mou  SW^ 

mAjiiira  ov  it  au. 
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Tbe  grapba  atta<^wd  hereto,  which  were  mads  from  tbe  statistics 
furnished  by  tbe  Oovemment.  have  a  very  definite  meaning  when  we 
link  same  wltb  our  financial  system  and  bear  In  mind  tbe  havoc 
wrought  through  tbe  dedatloa  program  instituted  by  the  Federal  ra- 
serve  system.    Bnii  dally  Is  this  so  ia  the  agrlcattural  group  of  Statea. 

A  Mr.  A.  M.  Olsoo,  of  the  Bureau  of  Agrleultiuml  ■eenomlcs.  wheo 
called  by  tbe  Interstate  Commerce  Commlsnion  to  give  teatHaony  con- 
eemlag  the  depreaslen  troai  which  people  hi  agrleoltural  districts 
■uffer.  said :  "  Baak  fhlluraa  for  the  Ualted  Stataa  ever  were  heaviest 
te  the  agrlenttaral  Statsa.  Vbe  the  year  1998.  56  per  eeat  of  the  total 
fcOnrea  were  In  10  of  the  agricultural  States."  (Bate  Structure  la- 
vestlsatlan.  I.  C.  C  DockM  17000,  pt  7.) 

In  North  Dakota  over  half  the  banks  Called  hetwaen  tbe  dates  No- 
16.  IMO,  and  Maidi  SI,  1828.  Tbeae  UUmm  carried  dowa 
ta  tbe  tune  at  |5il,000,000.    Stata  banks  carried  down 


836,663,433  and  national  banka  the  difference.  (From  a  private  letter 
of  WUUam  Lemke,  dated  July  3,  1928.)  In  the  absence  of  further  in- 
formation on  tbe  subject,  we  shall  uae  these  figures  by  way  of  compari- 
son to  explain  the  meaning  of  the  great  Increase  in  deposits  in  postal 
savings  banks  during  this  same  period.  especiaUy  for  tbe  agricultural 
section. 

Recalling  Mr.  Moolton's  statement  that  opposition  to  the  postal  sav- 
ings bank  system  from  the  beginning  came  from  the  banking  inter- 
ests, 1.  e.,  private  banking.  Including  tbe  Federal  reserve  system  (Fed- 
eral in  name  but  private  In  management),  after  it  was  set  agoing— not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  England  as  early  as  1861  adopted  the  postal 
savings  bank  system,  also  other  countries  in  Europe  soon  after,  tbe 
United  States  tried  since  1871  to  get  the  postal  savings  bank  system 
on  our  statute  books,  yet  It  was  not  until  1910,  while  William  H.  Taft 
was  President,  that  success  finally  crowned  tbe  efforts  of  those  who  favor 
tbe  poetal  savings  system.  Forty  years  of  effort  was  nulUfled,  killed 
off,  by  the  banking  interests  of  tbe  country — private  monopoly  holding 
up  the  system  that  is  now  world-wide  and  working  fine. 

We  recognise  that  tbe  American  Bankers'  Association  Is  the  greatest 
combination  of  power  in  the  world  to-day.     We  note  how  Insignificant 
our  Postmaster  Generals  have  been  In  comparison.     Eight  different  Post- 
master Generals  recommended  that  Congress  esUWlsb   the  postal   bank 
system,  all  to  be  cut  down  by  the  force  of  the  banking  interests.     We 
note.  too.  how  deferential  our  Postmaster  General   Harry  8.   New  was 
when  he  made  his  report  laat  year.     After  recounting  tbe  many  benefits 
tbe  people  have  received  from  tbe  postal  savings  bank  system,  he  said  : 
"Such    meritorious    service    is    often    lamentably    misunderstood."      (By 
whom.  I  wonder?)      "  Tbe  Government  is  not  in  competition  with  banks." 
Take  a  look  at  the  graphs  attached  hereto  for  the  answer.     Tbe  Gov- 
ernment is  in  direct  competition  with  private  banks.     How  could  it  be 
otherwise?     Was  it  not  recognised  thus  from  tbe  beginning?     Mr.  New 
goes  on     •     •     •     "  The  Government  employs  only  Judlcioua  publicity ; 
the  deposits  come  to  the  system,  not  on  account  of  the  interest  rate  of 
2  per  cent  but  in  spite  of  it."     This  Is  all  very  true,  but  look  at  tbe 
rate  of  interest  paid  in  other  countries :  Canada,  3  per  cent ;  England, 
2H  per  cent;  Netherlands,   2.64   per  cent;   Sweden,  3.6  per  cent;   Bul- 
garia,  4  per  cent ;   Japan,   4  per   cent,   etc.     The  banking   interests   in 
tbe  United  States  are  so  strong  that  even  tbe  Government  officials  in 
charge  of  the  postal  savings  bank  system  itself  are  but  apologetic  friends 
to  it.     The  private  banks  tolerate  It  because   they  could  not  overcome 
the  law  that  made  it ;  but  look  at  the  blocks  they  are  throwing  in  tbe 
way!     First,  we  find  the  lowest  rate  of  Interest  in  the  United  States 
of  all  the  nations  of  the  worid;  second,  tbe  banks  borrow  tbis  money 
from  the  poet  offices  at  the  low  rate  of  2>4  per  cent ;  third,  the  private 
banltlng  interests — this  is  all,  except  tbe  postal  savings  banks — contest 
every  inch  of  ground  in  tbe  great  struggle  to  extend  tbe  services  of  tbe 
postal  savings  banks.     They  even  made  our  officials  deny  that  tbe  Postal 
Savings  System,  as  they  are  trying  to  have  it  called,  is  not  a  banking 
system  at  all ;  this  we  recognise  as  propaganda.     All  other  countries 
call  this  same  kind  of  service  "  postal  savings  t>ank  system."  and  our 
most  noted  writers,  e.  g..  Mr.  Kemmerer,  use  the  term  "  tuink  "  in  its 
proper    meaning   when    speaking   of   our    postal    savings    bank    system. 
What  is  a  bank?     It  is  a  place  to  deposit  your  money.     In  Austria  they 
have  tbe  checking  privilege  along  with  that  of  deposit  for  safe-ktH^ping. 
This  same  privilege  is  being  urged  upon  Congress  now,  but  bow  tbe 
banking  interests  fight  it  I 

rnroT  thb  osaphs 
Minnesota  outstripped  all  the  other  States  in  gains.  She  shot  the  top 
out  of  the  graph  with  a  deposit  of  $7,375,548.  North  Dakota  begins 
the  defiation  period,  1921.  with  $20,627  on  deposit  in  the  postal  savings 
banks  of  tbe  State.  As  the  banks  fall  and  fail,  the  deposits  shoot  sky- 
ward :  up,  up  they  mount  after  1924,  with  leaps  and  bounds,  until 
1928  they  reach  the  sum  of  $1,635,747,  or  a  gain  of  nearly  8,000  per 
cent.  Montana  likewise  performs  astounding  stanta  as  tbe  people  seek 
protection  from  tbe  wholesale  failures  In  private  banking  until  tbe 
postal  savings  bank  account  reaches  the  sum  of  $6,294,396,  a  close 
second  to  Minnesota.  In  five  years  North  Dakota  gained  8,700  per  cent, 
as  the  depoelta  In  1923  were  only  $18,810. 

As  to  States  by  groups  in  graph,  the  same  story  ^  told  as  to  the 
agrieulttiral  States.  The  other  graphs  are  interesting.  The  Eaatem 
States  ahow  a  loss  in  deposits  vrlth  tbe  postal-sarings  banks,  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  flnaneUl  center  is  there  and  money  drains  off  east,  pat- 
ting those  people  in  comparatively  easy  circumstances,  wherefore  they 
seek  more  lucrative  employment  for  their  savings.  It  must  have  been 
tbe  cows  of  Wisconsin  that  made  circumstances  easy  there  daring  the 
deflation  period.  The  far  West  shows  a  peculiar  curve  for  these  event- 
ful years  under  study.  There  are  many  factors  entering  into  tbe  sitaa- 
tion  through  the  United  States  as  a  whole ;  however,  if  the  loss  of 
$56,000,000  of  deposit  money,  carried  down  by  private  bank  failures  in 
North  Dakota,  actually  stimulated  the  8,000  per  cent  gain  in  deposits 
at  poat  oflee  banks,  can  we  not  feel  the  full  force  of  tbe  Postmaster 
General's  statement,  when  he  said,  "  Depoelta  come  to  the  postal  savings 
system  in  spite  of  the  Interest  of  2  per  cent "  ?  How  much  more  the 
Sovemasent  could  do  if  It  would !  Fifty-six  million  dollars  Is  a  big  price 
tor  tbe  poor  people  of  North  Dakota  to  pay  for  this  veij  noticeable 
f  aavcnaMnt  protactioa. 


Why  not  pot  on  a  eaaapalgn  to  one  the  pootal  saving  banks  more? 
Why  are  the  school  children  not  taught  to  use  tbis  system  provided  by 
the  Government  Why  use  auch  "  Jadlclous  advertisement "  ?  Why  not 
q>end  some  of  the  earnings  of  theae  postal  savings  banks  to  extend  their 
osefulaeas  juat  as  our  boalness  men  spend  freely  to  extend  their  bad- 
ness? Is  everybody  seared  of  the  power  lodged  in  the  American  Bankera' 
Aaaodatlont 

THOS.  J.  JaCKSOR, 

Grand  F^fes,  N.  DmM. 
nXTBBS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  tbe  Senate  take  a  recess,  tbe  recess 
being  until  Monday  morning  at  10  o'clock  under  the  ik^vIous 
order. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ,  and  the  Senate  (at  1  o'clock  and  6 
minntes  p.  m.),  in  accordance  with  the  order  prevlonsly  entered, 
took  a  recess  nntll  Monday,  October  28,  1929,  at  10  o'clo(±  a.  m. 


SENATE 

Monday,  October  28,  1929 
(Lcffitlative  iay  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  oa  the  expiration  of  the 
receaa 

Mr.  BINQHAM  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  I  snfsgest  the  absence  of  a  quM>am. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ck>nDecticiit 
yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr  BINGHAM.     I  do. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  wiU  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Allen 

Asburst 

Barkley 

Bingham 

BUck 

Blaine 

Bleaae 

Borah 

Bimttoa 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Broossard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connelly 

Copelaad 

Cousens 

Cutting 

I>eneen 

Dill 


Fees 

Jones 

ScbaU 

Fletcher 

Kean 

Sheppard 
Shortridge 

Fraaier 

Kendrick 

George 

King 

La  FoIIette 

Simmons 

Oillett 

Smith 

Gleun 

McKellar 

Smoot 

Goff 

McNary 

Steck 

Goldsborougb 

Moses 

Btelwer 

Gould 

Norbeck 

Swansoo 

Greene 

Nye 
Oddle 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Hale 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Harris 

Overman 

Trammell 

Harrison 

Patterson 

Tydiags 

Hastings 
Hatfield 

Phlpps 

Vandenberg 

Pine 

Wagner 
Walcott 

Hawes 

Plttman 

Havden 
Hebert 

Ransdeil 

Walsh,  Maaa. 

Keed 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Ueflln 

Bobinson,  Ark. 

Warren 

Howell 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Waterman 

Johnson 

Saekett 

Wheeler 

Mr.  SCHALL.  My  coUeague  [Mr.  Shipvtsad]  is  absent,  ill. 
I  aHk  that  this  annonncement  may  stand  tar  the  day. 

The  Vies  PRBSIDBNT.  Bighty-fonr  Senators  hare  an- 
Bureied  to  their  names.    A  qnomm  la  present 

THC  JOCTBHAL 

Mr.  JONSS.  Mr.  Presidoit,  I  ask  onanimons  consent  that 
the  Joamal  for  the  calendar  days  of  Monday.  October  21.  to 
and  Including  Saturday,  October  26,  1929,  may  be  approved. 

Tbe  VICE  PRBSIDBNT.    Without  objection.  It  la  so  ordered. 


or  MSTBior  PDBUo  ununaB  oom  mussiom 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  conununica- 
tion  from  the  chairman  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of 
the  District  of  Colombia,  transmitting,  porsnant  to  law,  a  re- 
port of  the  commission's  ofBcial  proceedings  for  the  year  ended 
December  31,  1928,  together  with  other  data  and  information 
relating  to  the  regulation  and  operation  of  the  public  utilities 
In  the  District  of  Columbia,  which  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

BOXS   AND  JOUfT  BOBOLUTION    IITTnODUCIX) 

Bills  and  a  Joint  resolution  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  rrferred 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  FLETCHER; 

A  bill  ( S.  1958)  to  authoriae  the  creation  oi  game  sanctuaries 
or  refuges  within  the  Ocala  National  Forest,  in  the  State  of 
Florida;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

By  Mr.  BROOKHART: 

A  bill  (S.  1900)  granting  a  pension  to  Emeliue  A.  La  Gow; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HOWELL: 

A  bill  (S.  1961)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Joseph 
Beneach;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1962)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Anna 
Pallat ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 


By  Mr.  TTDIN08: 

A  yAat  resolntlen  (8.  J.  Res.  78)  for  the  eetabllsbinent  ci 
a  conmiission  for  the  construction  of  a  Washington-Lincoln 
Memorial  GeCtyaburg  BonleTard  connecting  the  present  Lincoln 
MeBBorial  in  the  city  of  Washington  with  the  battle  field  of 
Gettysburg  In  the  State  of  Pennsylranla ;  to  the  Oommlttee  on 
the  Ubrary. 

Aorans  or  thc  pmbuikwt  at  towBvni^  kt.  (S.  doc.  no.  S4) 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Sackbit,  it  was 

Ordtnd,  That  tbe  addreas  of  the  President  of  tbe  United  States  de- 
Uvered  at  LonlavlUa.  Ky..  October  88,  1029,  be  printed  as  a  Senate 
document. 

Mr.  BROCK.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the 
Rboobd  an  able  and  forceful  article  published  In  the  South^n 
Cultivator,  of  Atlanta,  Ga.,  In  Its  issue  of  October  IS,  1929, 
by  Hon.  Huoo  L.  Black,  Senator  from  Alabama,  ottitied  "  Real 
Federal  Farm  Aid  Imperative." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rboobu^  as  ft^ows : 

[From  the  Southern  Cultivator  of  October  IS,  1020) 

Ekal    FnoaaAL    Pabm    Aid    iMPBiATiva — FiuMR   Is    Nor   Only    Not 

GarriNo  His  Just  Share  or  the  Countet'i  Wealth  Btrr  Ha  Is 

Gbowino  Poobbb  Evaax  Teas  Dbspitb  thb  Fact  That  Ha  Is  tbs 

BcoNOMic  Backbone  or  thb  Matio:4 
By  Hon.  UtMio  L.  Bt^ACK,  Ualted  Statea  Senator  from  Alabama 

The  population  of  the  United  Statea  is  over  100,000,000.  One-tbird 
of  this  number  live  on  farms.  The  national  annual  IncoBM  in  this,  the 
wealthiest  nation  oa  the  globe,  is  more  than  990,000,000,000,  and  of 
this  amount  the  American  farmers  receive  about  $9,000,000,000.  In 
other  words,  one-third  ot  the  population  receives  lees  than  one-tenth  of 
the  national  Income.  Agriculture  In  the  United  States,  w«  are  toid 
by  the  experta,  is  $20,000,000,000  worae  off  than  It  was  10  years  ago. 

Thia.  in  brief,  is  the  story  of  the  present  plight  of  the  American 
fanner  expressed  in  dollars  and  eenta.  In  plain  Bngllah,  be  la  not 
only  not  getting  anjrthing  like  hie  }ost  share  of  the  proceeds  from  the 
wealth  of  this  great  eountry  bat  he  le  growing  poorer  every  yvar  d^ 
spite  the  fact  that  be  constitutes  the  ecooomk  backbone  of  the  Watleu, 
and  (dnee  the  foundation  of  the  B^Miblle  has  beea  the  source  of  Ita 
moral  aad  spirlttial  atrength  and  leadership. 

Uteraliy  the  Americaa  fanner,  heroic  figure  in  the  life  of  tlie  Nation, 
without  whose  labors  the  vaat  indnstrlal  maebine  would  eollapse  over- 
night like  the  proverbtal  house  of  carda,  has  been  given  the  enuBbs 
tnm  tlM  heavfly  laden  tables  of  national  wealth  sinee  the  advent  of 
tile  iBdastrlal  era  at  the  doae  of  the  War  between  the  States  in  1SS5. 
Faced  by  moantlnc  priees  on  his  neeessitles  of  lif^,  with  no  corre- 
sponding increases  in  the  price  of  the  produeta  of  bis  toll,  with  unpaid 
leans,  BK>rtgages,  and  forecloanies  haraasing  bis  dally  fUt,  tbe  Aaterl- 
can  faraaer  has  borne  liis  tribolatlons  with  atarvelona  patience.  0t«4- 
eally,  «>nsst*aU?e,  patriotic  dtiaen  that  he  is,  the  American  fhrmer 
has  sbo«ldered  these  burdens  and  lived  ddefly  on  hope.  Meanwhile 
the  Bianafactnrtng  tnteresta  year  by  year  have  ground  out  thetr  aar- 
pius  millions  with  tW  b^  of  a  jinerous  IMeral  Oovemment  eoas- 
nUited  to  tbe  policy  of  a  bounty  In  tbe  nature  of  a  tariC,  wblrh  baa 
ralaed  the  prices  of  the  things  the  farmer  has  bad  to  bay. 

It  goee  wlthMt  saying  that  tlie  protective  tariff  system,  aided  by  the 
lagenuity  sad  energy  of  tlie  Asaeriean  workmen,  baa  concentrated  great 
wealth  in  the  hands  of  manufacturers  and  has  lifted  tbe  general  standard 
of  life  for  the  Industrial  granp. 

But  where  is  the  faraser  in  this  picture  of  praaperityf  Baa  tbe 
Federal  Oovemment  offered  any  compensation  bounty  or  benefita  to 
the  farmer  to  counterbalance  the  tariff  bounty  tor  industry }  Let  as 
see  what  the  Government  has  dons  for  tbe  farmer. 


UKBNT  SXATKUia  STABCHB 

The  land  grant  act  of  1802  established  tbe  agrleultural  colleges  in 
the  Statea  and  provided  the  fonndatlon  tor  the  teaching  of  sgrlenl- 
turs  to  the  yonth.  It  was  soon  discovered  that  much  eqwrimenta]  and 
research  work  wna  necessary  to  insure  effective  teaching  of  agricnlture, 
and  so  Cmsress  ia  18S9  enacted  legislation  which  resulted  in  the  estah- 
Uahment  of  agricultural  experiment  stations  la  connection  wltb  the  State 
coUegea. 

There  was  established  more  than  40  years  ago  a  Federal  Department 
of  Agriculture  which  until  1918  confined  ita  efforta  almost  exclusively 
to  the  field  of  production,  the  objective  being  to  make  "two  blades 
grow  where  one  grew  before."  In  1914  Congress  enacted  the  Ssaltb- 
Lever  Act,  which  provided  Federal  funds  to  be  used  In  carrying  informa- 
tion direct  to  the  farmer  through  practioai  field  demonstration,  pubUea- 
tlon,  and  otherwise,  in  cooperation  with  the  land-grant  coUegee.  Tbe 
law  also  Blade  provision  for  the  farm  hoaae.  Thus  tbe  weil-known  agri- 
cultural extenaion  service  which  is  to  be  found  In  all  tbe  States,  came 
Into  being  with  the  definite  objective  of  "advandng  eoantry  lUt"  by 
educational  methods.  The  cooaty  agsnta  of  this  serviee,  under  tbe  gnld- 
of  State  and  Faderal  esparta,  have  aought  Indiioctly  to  help  tbe 
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tmrmn  and  his  wife  to  IncreeK  the  net  Income  by  •*»«^J»«  *^ 
to  fortUlM  the  cotton.  euU   the  poultry,  and  e«n  the  vefleUMea, 


hour 
tar 


l«g4- 


ni- 


toatancv. 

U  one  year  06,000  lannera  were  aealsted  In  "  adjwtln*  the 
nent  of  their  faraw  looking  toward  a  larger  net  Income."  More  th«  i 
400  000  farmers  were  a«lated  in  organlalng  2.800  oooperaUfe  marketln  { 
aawK-iationa.  and  3.300  farm-loan  aaaoclatlons  were  organteed.  Bepom 
from  the  AirrlcuUural  Department  ahow  that  there  are  2,237  counrtr 
agents  and  1.190  home  demonstration  agents  In  the  2,900  rural  countl*^ 
In  the  United  States. 
^^,_  The  Borean  of  Agricultural  Ectmomlcs.  alao  under  the  Jurisdiction  c 
^~tfce  Fed«al  DhJertment  of  Agriculture.  U  organtasd  "  to  focus  all  aTal 
able  economic  Information  to  facUlUte  dUtrlbutlon  of  agrlcaltur^l 
products."  The  OoTemmeot,  through  this  bureau,  has  deyeloped 
tlonal  standards  for  farm  products.  In  1024  American  stondarda 
came  the  baals  for  world-wide  trade  In  American  cotton.  Each  yea^ 
the  bureau  prepares  and  disseminates  a  report  on  the  outlook  for 
important  agricultural  products.  The  benefits  derlTcd  from  this  serrii^ 
hare  been  qoeatloaed  by  many. 

▲OBICOLTUKAL   BUSBAUS 

Among  other  Important  dlTlsions  of  the  Agrienltvral  Department  ai 
the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  whose  business  it  is  to  study  destructi* 
plant  diseases ;  the  Bureau  of  CTwanlstry  and  Solla,  organised  for  chem 
cal  leaearch,  soil  InTestlgation.  and  fertiliser  and  fixed  nitrogen  iuTest 
gattona ;  the  Bureau  of  Dairy  Industry ;  the  Bureau  of  Animal  Industry 
the  Weather  Bureau,  which  keeps  the  furmer  Informed  of  temperatu^ 
and  ralnfaU  conditions ;  and  the  agricultural  engineering  branch  of 
Bureau  of  Public  Roada.  which  conducta  InTestigatiims  of  farm  irrigii 
tloa  dralnace,  etc     The  Federal  OoTernaent  also  proTldes  funds 
the  enforcement  of  the  plant  quarantine  designed  to  eliminate 
peats.     Tliei«  ia  also  a  grain  futurea  act  on  the  statute  book,  which 
designed   to  bring  about   Federal  snperrlslon   of  all  trading  in 
futures.     This  act  is  practically  a  dead  letter.     The  FWleral  farm 
act  of  1916  is  deatgned  to  ftornlah  the  farmer  with  an  unlimited  snpp^ 
of  tons-tliM  credit  at  a  low  Interest  rate  on  good  security.     Under 
Inderal  waiehooae  act  of  1916  the  Ooremment  seeks  to  protect 
fltrmer  and  hanker  from  unscrupulous  public  warehouacmen.     The 
teau   of  BcclasBation   la   the   Department   of  the   Interior  iBTestlgat^ 
Mdamatloa,  irrigation,  and  farm  development  ootside  arid  regions. 

The  Federal  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
1929  totaled  approximately  $170,000,000.  of  which  ssore  than  one-ha 
was  expended  for  Federal-aid  roada.     It  is  Interesting  to  note  by 
ot  comparison  that  the  amount  of  tariff  duties  collected  during 
fiscal  year  ended  June  30.  1920,  amounted  to  SMMre  than  $600,000,000. 

/^^M  the  dla  of  debate  on  the  subject  of  relief  for  the  farming 
try.  both  to  CkMWieas  and  out,  cnlmlaatlnc  recently  la  the  enaetsMit 
•(  the  FMeml  Fhrm  Board  bUl,  the  cry  has  been  heard  that  the  Federal 
OsTirnmant  has  done  nothing  for  the  farmer.     This  statement  la 
coctect,  and  thwrfurs  la  sny  Judgment  it  is  appropriate  thus  to  enunw^- 
ate  the  cMef  agricultural  measures  ensctcd  by  prevleas  Confesses, 
honor  ta  tiMoe  statesmen  and  forward-looking  agricoltuial  leaders 
were  leaponalbia  for  the  acts  that  I  hare  cited  abore.     Credit  should 
ks  glTen  tlw  State  and  Federal  agents  who  bare  condneted  the  reeear^ 
g^  pkuBTil  tks  progcama.     Congratuiatioas  should  be  extended  also 
the  thoasaads  of  patriotie  farm  man.  women,  boys,  and  girls  of 
Natlaa  who  have  so  loyally  cooperated  with  the  OoTemment  la 
•at  thaee  pracrasai  of  better  farm  and  farm-home  pcactieca. 
tisBiiMy  some  sptoadld  results  have  beea  acblcTed  alaag  the  ttaea  of 
•eoaoak  aad  social  bettermeat  of  the  fanalag  popolatloo. 

rAMU  HiLPs  (xasainao 

It  is  Intcreatlav  to  note  la  this  connection,  howerer.  as  a 
analysis  of  the  measures  enacted  win  rcTeal.  that  the  scope  of  help 
the  (hrmlttg  ladastry  embraces  tiiree  general  classtfleatioas  aa  follows 

1.  Bducatloaal  (soch  ss  extensioa  service). 

2.  ProhihltlTe  (saeh  as  plant  quaraatfne). 
a.  Loana  with  good  security. 
Now  No.  1,  educational  relief,  may  be  eoosldefed  ss  only  a  part 

oar  grsat  edveatloaal  system.     Na  2.  the  prohibitive  BHam 
the  elesMitt  of  psilee  power  provided  for  in  the  Constttotton  snd  Is 
cdocatlenal.     No.  3,  the  i^atem  of  toaaa,  simply  delays  for  a  few  r 
the  day  of  haakraptcy,  aad  unless  the  prices  of  the  farmtfs' 
can  la  some  way  be  lifted  near  the  level  of  Industrial  commodities, 
day  of  foraelasare  and  haakraptcy  la  laevitablft. 

The  oatstaadinc  fhet   la  that  of  the   Natioa'a  two  great   llaea 
eadeavor— «g>le«}tare  aad  asaaofactarlag — the  Caraer  creates  80 
cent  of  the  natioaal  wealth,  and  yet  to-day  he  Is  oa  the  verge  of 
ruptcy  aad  la  threatened  wiU  utter  teandal  nila,  while  the  manutdc 
torer  with  his  $4,000,000,000  of  profits  seeks  a«w  fields  for  tavestaM4t 
Whoever  heard  of  a  sslilloaBlie  captaia  of  agrlcaltassT 

The  statlBOrlaBs  tdl  as  ttMit  the  Unitsd  Statsa,  wtth  aaty  6  per  a 
aC  the  warU  popniatloa.  paiiiw  aad  eajays  the  ass  af  60  per  cent 
haale  reeeartes    traa.  steal,  coppsr,  tlsiher,  aU.  aad  cotte^ 
af  Ihs  vena's  I  Sims  lit;  n  par  cea*  sf  the  wa*l#i 
■lB0M9h  Itasai    Aad  yat  oae  third  of  «Ua  •  psr  esat  of 
fapalattoB  tersivea  less  thaa  10  psr  ceat  of  the  aatlaaal  wealth 
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and  in  an  alleged  great  era  of  unprecedented  prosperity  Is  on  the  brink 
of  utter  insolvency.  .-.    j  . 

Scores  of  remedies  for  the  relief  of  the  farmer  have  been  offered  by 
hundreds  of  writers,  a^icultural  experts,  college  professors,  legislators, 
tariff  makers.  Freight  ratea  must  come  down,  one  group  asserts ;  water 
transportaUon  should  be  developed  ssys  another;  the  farmers  must  be 
better  organised  Is  the  conclusion  of  still  another  group ;  the  farmer 
most  become  a  better  business  man  argues  another ;  there  must  be  less 
production  is  another's  theory ;  diversification  is  the  solution  some  of  the 
experts  hold:  the  number  of  farmers  must  tfe  reduced — and  countless 
other  suggestions.  Including  the  defeated  debenture  plan  and  the 
equalisation-fee  proposal  vetoed  by  President  Coolldge. 

COMBINATIONS    IN   CONTBOL 

The  forces  controlling  the  situation  to-day  seem  to  fsvor  the  organi- 
sation of  the  farmers  Into  great  combinations  similar  to  the  gigantic 
industrial  concerns  that  have  long  since  relegated  the  Sherman  Antitrust 
Act  into  the  sphere  of  discarded  laws.  Apiculture,  it  la  argued,  must 
compete  with  Industry  by  adopting  its  methods.  Msnufsctnrers  of  farm 
machinery,  fertiliser,  and  manufacturing  material  have  long  controlled 
practically  everything  the  farmer  must  buy  along  this  line.  Powerful 
combinations  in  control  of  the  finished  food  products,  such  as  bread, 
meat,  fiour,  dairy  products,  dictate  the  prices  the  farmer  must  pay  for 
the  very  necessities  of  Ufe.  A  merger  capitalised  at  more  than  $400.- 
000.000  was  recently  accomplished,  and  another  great  concern  has 
acquired  control  of  more  than  60  per  cent  of  the  dairies  In  half  of  the 
United  States  of  the  Union.  Great  food  monopolies  recently  organised 
represent  a  capital  outlay  of  more  than  $2,000,000,000. 

The  gap  between  the  economic  conditions  of  agriculture  and  manufac- 
turing In  the  United  States  threatens  to  become  a  chasm  which  can  not 
be  bridged.  The  Congress  has  recently  enacted  the  Federal  Farm  Board 
blU  and  made  an  Initial  appropriation  of  $500,000,000.  The  expansion 
and  strengthening  of  the  cooperative  movement  will  be  the  major  policy 
of  the  board,  according  to  a  recent  statement  of  Chairman  Legge. 

I  am  not  one  of  those  who  believe  that  the  Federal  Government  can 
absolutely  cure  all  of  the  economic  and  social  ills  of  the  body  politic, 
nor  do  I  believe  that  the  Government  should  Invade  every  field  of  human 
endeavor  and  attempt  to  regulate  those  things  which  can  be  left  to 
Individual  initiative. 

We  are  now  face  to  face,  however,  with  a  one-sided  group  deveiopoent 
in  our  Nation.  Agriculture  languishes  while  manufacturing  prospers. 
The  farmers  can  not  to-day  live  according  to  the  American  Industrial 
standarda  with  less  thsn  one-tenth  of  the  annual  Income. 

There  are  only  two  possible  methods  to  grant  adequate  relief: 

1.  Bednce  the  price  of  the  farmer's  necessities  and  his  necessary 
expenses. 

2.  lift  the  price  of  the  farmer's  products. 

Many  claim  that  a  lowering  of  tbe  price  of  what  the  farmer  boys 
would  take  away  from  tbe  profits  of  manufscturers  snd  to  this  extent 
might  lower  tbe  Industrial  standards.  There  is  no  doubt,  however,  that 
Industrial  tariffs  should  be  lowered  In  many  instances,  slthough  It  is 
spparent  ttet  this  will  not  be  done  within  the  near  future. 

The  present  Farm  Board  can  at  heat  promiae  little  riae  in  the  price  of 
the  farmer's  products.  Improving  methods  of  sale  and  distribution  may 
save  some  waste  and  thus  slightly  contribute  to  the  farmer's  pocketbook. 
These  messures,  however,  can  never  be  more  than  negligible  factors  in 
lifting  agriculture  to  the  standard  of  manufacturing.  Instruction,  coop- 
eration, and  research  can  not  do  It  The  proposed  "  fewer  farmers 
plan  "  would  only  Increase  the  present  great  army  of  unemployed.  The 
plain  fact  Is  that  money  has  been  taken  from  the  farmer  group  to  raise 
the  standarda  of  other  groups  since  the  beginning  of  our  ns  tlonal 
history. 

VAIB  TBBATMBMT   rOB   rABMBB 

The  farmer  is  entitled  to  a  share  of  the  tariff  bounty  bestowed  upon 
the  manufacturing  industry.  In  no  other  way,  unless  by  a  reduction  of 
industrial  tariffs,  can  he  secure  fair  treatment.  For  Instance,  the  cotton 
farmer  pays  a  part  of  this  bounty  on  practically  everything  he  buys. 
He  gets  no  direct  return  for  this  tribute. 

There  is  s  possibility  that  great  cooperative  combinations,  such  as 
have  been  suggested,  may  be  subject  to  manipulations  by  unscrupulous 
men  to  the  dlssdvantage  of  the  farmer.  Furthermore  great  combinations 
call  for  more  organlaation  men.  whose  wages  must  be  home  by  the 
fsrmer.  Tbe  cooperative  movement  bas  many  advantagea,  but  it  can 
not  be  considered  ss  s  complete  panacea  for  the  fanner's  Ills. 

Conservative  estlmatea  place  the  Increased  price  of  American  con- 
sumption of  Bsanufactured  goods  as  a  result  of  the  tariff  at  $4,000,000,- 
000.  The  export  debenture  plan,  defeated  in  the  Congress,  would  have 
diverted  some  of  this  bounty  to  the  fsrmlng  Industry.  As  it  is.  tbe 
termer  has  no  direct  share  in  the  tariff  bounty.  Justice  demands  either 
that  the  bounty  be  withdrawn  from  manufacturers  or  else  divided  with 
agrlcalture.    In  no  other  way  can  these  industries  stand  on  an  equality. 

The  tariff-bounty  policy  seems  to  be  firmly  entrenched.  Mr.  Hamilton 
orlfflnally  pola4ed  oat  the  necessity  of  diridlRg  Its  bounty  beneflts  with 
agrlcaltura.  When  the  fanner  received  only  $80^000.000  through  the 
Department  oi  Agricultare  In  1028,  out  of  a  tribute  of  $4,000,000,000 
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one  can  readily  anderstand  why  the  American  farater  Is  po«r  aad  the 
American  manufacturer  Is  the  richest  in  the  world. 

There  are  many  ways  this  dlvlRion  can  be  made  without  lowering  the 
American  standard  of  living.  Tbe  export-debenture  plan  is  one.  The 
Ovvemment  could  sp«d  some  of  the  $600,000,000  collected  on  Import 
duties  in  1928-20  for  the  cause  of  rural  education.  Studies  show  that 
in  some  States  the  farmer  spends  80  per  cent  of  his  net  Income  for 
taxes.  The  farmer  could  he  benefited  by  governmental  aid  to  rural 
schools,  and  additional  Government  funds  could  be  used  to  great  advan- 
tage In  the  building  of  more  rural  roads  and  in  the  establishment  of 
pabltc-heslth  centers  throughout  tbe  Nstlon. 

WASaiNQTOH   C&ncil  CONIHTION 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  pernilssioii  to  have  printed 
in  the  Bkoobo  un  article  appearing  in  this  morning's  Washington 
Herald,  which  ia  entitled  "  Pierce  Asks  Hoover  to  Curb  Crime 
Here." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows : 

(From  The  Waahln^on  Herald.  Monday.  October  28,  1920] 

PIBBCB  ASKS  HOOVXB  TO  CCKB  CXIMB  HBBB COCBT'S   HODBS  TOO  BBIBV. 

Is  Hint  op  Pastob  to  Cooudqbs — Is  It  Tbcb.  Ha  Asks.  That  Tna 

JtTDOBS  WOBK  ONLT  FOtTB  HOUBB  DAILT  AXD  FIVB  DATS  A  WBBK  T 

Centuring  the  police  department,  district  attorney's  office,  and  local 
courts  for  laxity  aad  delay  In  making  arrests,  prosecuting,  and  Infiicting 
pnnlshment  In  liquor  and  murder  cases,  Dr.  Jason  Noble  Pierce.  In  the 
First  Congressional  Church,  yesterday  Joined  Senator  B1.BA8B  In  calling 
upon  President  Hoover  to  remedy  Washington's  crime  condition.  He 
said: 

"  Failure  to  enforce  the  law  doea  more  to  impair  the  reputation,  good 
order,  and  discipline  and  morale  of  the  police  force  than  all  the  Doyles 
^nd  Aliens  in  America  could  ever  be  accused  of  doing." 

DcK'tor  Pierce  contrasted  the  mishandling  of  the  McPheraon  case  by 
WsshlngtoB  police  and  continuance  of  Chief  of  Police  Pratt  with  the 
prompt  demand  by  Mayor  Walker  for  resignation  of  New  York's  police 
commissioner  for  failure  to  solve  the  Bothstein  murder. 

QUXSTIONB    WOBKIHO  DAT 

His  remarks  about  conditions  In  the  local  courta  wen  particularly 
pointed.     He  said: 

"  Is  it  true  that  courts  do  not  open  until  10  a.  m..  take  an  hour  off 
for  luncheon,  and  close  at  3  or  sometimes  4  o'clock?  Is  it  true  that 
the  courts  function  on  an  average  of  five  days  a  week?  Is  It  true  that 
Judges  take  a  three  months'  vacation?  Is  it  true  that  courts  often 
adjourn  because  Judges  are  indisposed  or  enjoy  poor  health?  If  in 
the  Army  all  officers  must  be  fit  for  duty  or  retired,  should  not  the  same 
apply  to  Judges?" 

Doctor  Pierce  said  he  haa  never  seen  Allen  or  Doyle  to  his  knowledge 
and  holds  no  brief  for  them,  though  be  wishes  them  well. 

The  minister's  compariaons  of  the  Botbsteln  and  McPherson  murders 
were  particularly  caustic.     He  said  : 

"  In  New  York  City  aome  mtHiths  ago  a  gambler  named  Bothsteio 
was  murdered  by  a  party  or  parties  unknown.  The  police  commission^' 
was  notiUed  that  he  must  find  the  murdered  or  resign  his  position. 
Falling  to  find  the  murderer,  he  was  compelled  to  resign,  and  he  died 
of  a  broken  heart. 

tT^  DirvnxNT  BEBa 

**  How  differently  we  proceed  in  Washington.  A  young  woman  meets  a 
violent  death  on  September  13.  The  beads  of  our  detective  bureau 
announce  It  to  be  a  suicide  Largely  upon  their  tet>timony  as  presented 
by  one  of  them,  and  without  hearing  other  witnesses,  excepting  three 
doctors,  a  coroner's  Jury  of  six  men.  acting  in  a  manner  which  the 
grand  J1U7  pronounced  to  be  'merely  a  matter  of  form.'  found  the 
death  sulddal.     Possibly  it  was  true. 

"  But  the  grand  Jury  was  led  to  Investigate  the  event,  and  the  granfi 
Jury  pronounced  It  murder  and  indicted  the  man  it  found  guilty.  The 
grand  Jury  found  that  the  heads  of  the  detective  bureau  showed  Ineffec- 
tiveness,  destroyed  evidence,  failed  to  Interview  imporiant  vritnesses ; 
while  under  oath  attempted  to  mislead  tbe  f;rand  Jury ;  told  other  wit- 
nesses what  they  should  testify  and  what  to  forget,  and  in  view  of  these 
findings  the  grand  Jury  requested  the  superintendent  of  police  and  tbe 
district  commissioners  to  suspend  these  two  officers  (Inspector  William 
8.  Shelby,  former  chief  of  the  detective  bureau,  and  Lieut.  Edward  J. 
Kelly,  former  chief  of  the  homicide  sqosd)  from  their  duties  pending 
inveatigstlon. 

"The  answer  of  these  authorities  Is  to  transfer  these  officers  with 
pay  and  without  trial;  but  to  suspend  without  pay  and  with  trial 
Officer  Ancn  and  Captain  Doyle. 

WANTS   PITBUC   ABOOSBD 

Re  called  for  an  awakening  of  the  dtisena  of  ttx  National  Capttsl 
to  these  and  similar  existent  conditions.  An  aroused  public  will  pro- 
duce arouaed  officials  snd  sroused  public  officials  will  Indorse  tbe  law, 
he  added. 

Doctor  Ptejt^e  Manted  the  district  sttorney's  office  for  msny  unwhole- 
some conditions.    After  asking  whether  Allen  and  Doyle  were  correct 


la  Btatlac  that  a  atoekfaroker,  ree«Btly  arrested,  bad  twice  befisre  beea 
indicted  but  never  tried,  altboogh  several  years  had  elapsed  stnec  indict- 
Bkent,  Doctor  Pierce  said  :' 

"Could  this  be  so  If  the  United  States  district  attorney's  ofllce  Is 
aroQsed  and  efficient?" 

Doctor  Pierce  dted  several  recent  police  cases  of  apparent  laxity  of 
investigation  and  prosecution  on  the  part  of  tbe  diatrict  attorney's 
office  and  tbe  police  departatent 

In  referring  to  the  murder  of  a  negro  Janitor  about  a  year  ago  la  a 
reputed  gambling  establisfameat  near  the  church,  he  said : 

"At  the  coroner's  inquest.  In  the  presence  of  police,  detectives,  and  aa 
assistant  district  attorney,  while  under  oath,  one  of  the  two  aten 
employed  to  run  tlw  Joint  swore  that  he  waa  paid  a  salary  by  the  pro- 
prietor of  tbe  place,  whom  he  named,  and  aald  to  be  a  well-known 
gambler. 

MTI 
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"  The  murder  mystery  remains  unsolved,  but  the  gambler  named 
under  oath  as  proprietor  was  never  Investigated  in  connection  with  the 
murder,  nor  was  he  prosecuted  for  runnlug  one  more  gambling  estab- 
lishment. 

"  Why  not,  if  the  United  States  attorney's  office  bad  been  aroused 
and  efficient  ?  " 

Doctor  Pierce  also  charged  tbe  diatrict  attorney's  office  with  being 
slow  in  bringing  about  the  indictment  of  s  well-known  bootlegger  whose 
estabUahment,  located  hut  a  few  bIo<±s  from  his  church,  had  beea 
raided  on  numerous  occasions  and  large  amounts  of  liquor  confiscated. 

These  facts  Illustrate  a  general  and  demorallslag  condition,  he  said. 

"  I  do  not  question  the  honesty  of  the  United  Ststes  attorney's  offlca. 
I  affirm,  however,  that  this  condition  could  be  vastly  Improved  if  the 
United  States  attorney's  ofllce  were  aroused  and  efficient" 

Doctor  Pierce  said  law  vlolatf^ns  are  increasing  in  Wsshlngton. 
There  is  more  systemadsed  booUegklng,  lllidt  mannfacture,  and  sale  of 
hard  liquor  than  there  was  five  years  ago.  and  these  evils  never  ga 
alone,  he  pointed  out.  Boys  and  glrltt  as  well  aa  men  aad  woaen,  art 
now  selling  whisky  in  Waahlngton,  be  said. 


CUDUOAI.  COBIBOnOirS  IH  TABDT  BILL 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cat  yidd  to  me  for  a  mmnent? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  are  some  20  or  more  paragraph  numbeni 
in  the  UU  changed  from  the  Hooae  Bumbera.  Thia  waa  made 
necesaary  on  account  of  the  changes  made  by  Senate  amend- 
menta.  I  a&k  unauimooa  consent  that  wiierarer  tiiere  is  a  para- 
gnpb  number  changed  the  clerks  at  the  Secretary's  desk  be 
anthoriaed  to  make  tlie  change  without  tbe  necessity  of  offering 
a  formal  amendment  on  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

PIBSONAI.  EXPLANATIOlf 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  Presidoit,  I  rise  to  a  question  of  per- 
sonal privilege. 

On  Friday  afternoon  last  I  received  from  the  Senator  fr(mi 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Caaaway],  the  chairman  of  the  so-called  lobby 
investigating  committee,  a  copy  of  a  report  which  be  6aid  the 
committee  had  authorized  him  to  make,  and  that  he  would 
present  it  Saturday  morning.  I  read  the  report.  In  view  of 
tbe  set-np  of  tbe  committee,  I  was  rather  surprised  that  it  was 
not  more  severe.  I  was  tempted  to  write  a  letter  to  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  pointing  out  several  things  in  tbe  report  wlxich 
either  were  not  accurate  or  were  misleading;  but  I  decided,  in 
view  of  the  general  fairness  of  the  statement  made  in  the  report, 
that  I  wotild  not  do  so. 

I  did  not  know  that  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  when  he 
presented  the  reiK>ri  was  to  make  a  speech  in  which  he  would 
go  far  beyond  the  report  in  attaddng  me  personally  and  in  at- 
tacking the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Association  by  innuendo, 
by  torturing  and  twisting  the  evidence,  by  implication,  and  occa- 
sionally by  a  misstatement  corrected  a  few  moments  later  with 
an  expression  of  s<Mne  doubt  as  to  whether  the  statement  was 
quite  correct. 

I  was  so  amaxed  by  his  speech  that  I  was  in  doabt  as  to 
whether  to  reply  to  it  or  not  But  having  given  the  matter 
some  thought  and  finding  that  there  has  been  a  general  mis- 
understanding of  the  situation,  I  have  decided  that  it  is  due  to 
me  and  to  my  constituents  and  to  the  Connecticut  Manufac- 
turers' Association  to  make  a  reply. 

I  had  thought  not  to  reply  because  when  the  matter  was  first 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  I  made  a  statement,  in 
which  I  told  briefly  what  had  happened.  When  Mr.  Eyanson 
and  tbe  (rfBcers  of  tlie  association  were  called  before  tbe  cob»- 
mittee  I  afiked  tbe  privilege  of  making  a  fuller  statement,  frtiicta 
privilege  was  granted.  At  tbe  vad  of  it  I  waa  sobjeeted  to  a 
loog  and  grueling  croae-examination.  In  wbleb  tbe  impHratkm 
was  frequently  brought,  ont  that  I  was  sitbcr 
thing  or  telUng  an  untrvtb. 
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M«lbod«  *•«»*«•«'  to  poUr«  cnoTtB,  meChoda  familiar  to  crlmina 
kiwyen  encased  in  enleaToring  to  make  a  crimbuil  contradic^ 
himself,  methods  of  cross-exmmlnation' tending  to  throw  a  sin 
opon  the  person  under  examhiatioQ  were  osed  in  a  mannei 
which  amaaed  those  who  were  present.  Bnt  pertiapa  it  was  t 
be  expected  tluit  a  committee  set  up  as  this  committee  was  se 
op  would  use  method  of  that  kind.  I  bare  been  critidied  by 
several  of  my  friends  for  appearing  before  the  committee  at  all 
They  could  not  underatand,  they  said,  knowing  how  the  com 
mittee  had  been  framed  against  a  friend  of  the  administration 
why  I  should  have  subjected  myself  to  making  any  statemM 

before  it.  ...  .  - 

Mr.  President,  It  was  utterly  incomprrtiensible  to  me  that  nv( 
Senators  selected  for  the  purpose  of  investigating  lobbyists  an< 
meeting  as  a  subcommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  wouk 
conduct  themaelTes,  »  that  some  of  them  ¥W>uld  conduct  them 
aelves,  in  the  manner  In  which  they  did.  I  had  not  supposec 
there  was  so  mu<*  unfairness  in  a  group  of  Senators;  I  ha< 
not  supposed  that,  for  political  purposes  in  oyder  to  gain  pollti 
cal  ends  and  in  order  to  damage  the  reputation  of  a  New  Eng 
land  Senator,  an  adminlstraticMi  supporter,  they  would  go  to  sud 
extent  as  they  did. 

I  was  croas-examined  by  one  memlser  of  that  committee,  wh( 
aaked  the  same  question  half  a  dosen  times,  as  one  would  of  t 
wltnesa  In  a  criminal  case,  in  the  hope  that  I  might  oontradic 
m^elf  or  might  not  always  niake  the  same  refrfy. 

I  could  not  help  wcmdering  how  this  particular  Senator  coul< 
maintain  such  a  high  moral  standard  when  it  is  perfectly  wel 
known— or,  rather,  let  me  say  It  Is  a  matter  of  current  report- 
that  he  himself  took  a  policeman  from  the  Capitol  police  forci 
last  summer  and  used  him  as  his  private  chaiiffeur  to  drive  bin 
to  his  home  In  a  Western  State  at  Government  expense.  th< 
policeman  drawing  his  pay  the  while. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  ai 
Inquiry? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Connecticu 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  ? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  should  prefer  to  finish  my  statement  befon 
yielding. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  St^ator  from  Connecticut  de 
cUnes  to  jMd. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  think  It  very  essential,  Mr.  President,  no\< 
that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  name  the  Senator  to  whoni 
he  refers.    I  know  whom  he  has  In  mind,  and  I  want  him  nov 
to  name  that  Senator. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  have  made  no  reference  to  any  partlcula ' 
Senator. 

Mr.  BLAINEL  The  Senator  is  casting  a  reflection  upon  ever; ' 
Member  of  the  Senate ;  the  Senator  well  knows  to  whom  b  > 
r^ers,  and  I  well  know,  and  I  Insist  now  that  he  answer. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Very  well.  It  was  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  will  answer  in  turn  In  my  own  time. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  as  I  have  stated,  that  com- 
mittee was  framed  up  in  a  way  not  dignified  and  not  fair  and  no  I 
in  accordance  with  the  ordinary  practices  of  the  Senate.  A  con  - 
mittee  to  investigate  a  matter  of  this  kind  would  normally  be  a[ - 
pointed  by  the  Vice  President ;  It  would  normally  have  on  It  i 
proper  repretientatlwi  of  the  different  parties  on  the  floor  of  th ; 
Senate ;  but  late  one  afternoon,  with  very  few  Senators  presen  t 
and  without  anyone  bein;;  aware  of  the  fact  that  It  was  to  b> 
brought  up,  a  resolution  was  submitted  empowering  the  chaii- 
man  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  to  appoint  a  committee  of  flv  > 
to  inrestlgate  lobbyists — a  worthy  object. 

It  was  asked  why  should  the  Judiciary  Committee  inrestigat  i 
lobbylstB  rather  than  a  general  or  a  special  committee  of  th; 
Senate  applied  for  that  purpose?  I  suppofie  to  the  public  oi 
the  outside  the  answer  was  that  it  was  the  Judiciary  Commltte  i 
and  that  the  matter  would  be  handled  in  a  Judldal  manner; 
to  the  public  on  the  outside  the  fact  would  n<^  be  generall  r 
known  that  the  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  wh> 
would  appoint  the  committee  of  fire  under  the  resolution,  wai . 
perhaps,  the  only  chairman  of  any  committee  in  the  Senate  wh  > 
in  the  last  election  rigorooaly  and  bitterly  denounced  the  R<- 
publican  candidate  and  the  Repul>lican  platform  and  did  h^ 
best  to  secure  a  victory  of  the  Democratic  Party. 

I  liave  wondered  how,  under  those  drcnmstancea,  he  could 
have  maintained  his  willingness  to  be  the  chairman  of  ths  t 
rommlttee.  However,  be  that  as  it  may,  the  committee  whlc  i 
he  appointed  was  singularly  framed  against  anyone  supportln ; 
the  administration.  On  the  Judiciary-  Committee  there  are  1 T 
members.  Of  those  17,  7  are  Democrats,  7  are  admlnistratio  i 
BepabHcana,  and  3  are  antiadministratlon  Republicans.  A  con  • 
mittee  of  5  might  have  been  supposed  to  have  Included  at  leas  t 
S  Democrats,  2  administration  Republicans,  and  1  antiadmini4- 
tratlon  Repnblicaa. 


Mr.  NORBECF.    Mr,  Presideot,  may  I  ask  a  question? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Dee«  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 
Mr.  BINGHAM.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Does  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  suggest 
that  Investigations  should  be  handled  only  by  administration 
Republicans? 

Mr  BINGHAM.  I  suggested  that  a  committee  naturally 
would  have  consisted  of  2  Republicans,  2  Democrats,  and  1  anti- 
administration  Republican,  which  would  have  at  lea.st  given 
the  antiadministratlon  forces  a  majority  of  one ;  but  Instead  of 
that  the  committee  consisted  of  2  Democrats,  2  antladministra- 
tioo  Republicans,  the  only  other  antiadminlwtratlon  Republican 
besides  the  chairman,  and  1  Republican;  lu  other  words,  the 
committee  was  framed  up  4  to  1  against  any  admlnlstraaon 
Senator,  against  any  administration  Interest. 

Being  "  framed  op  "  in  that  way,  Mr.  President,  it  is  not  sur- 
prising to  observe  how  the  committee  has  acted.  Having  been 
appointed  to  consider  lobbyists,  when  it  got  before  them  one  of 
the  lobbyists,  well  known  as  an  aggressive  and  active  lobbyist 
on  behaif  of  the  fishermen  of  ea.stern  New  England,  who  lias 
been  referred  to  In  the  speeches  and  In  the  records  as  Mr. 
(jooley — when  the  committee  got  thi.s  lobbyist  before  them — a 
paid  lobbyist  and  well  known  as  such — no  questions  were  asked 
of  him  in  his  capacity  as  a  lobbyist.  He  was  not  Investigated 
as  a  lobbyist.  The  interest  that  the  committee  had  in  him  was 
to  show  whether  or  not  he  hart  been  prevented  from  annoying 
me.  He  testified  under  onth  that  he  had  not  been  permitted  to 
see  me  and  had  not  seen  me.  He  is  in  error  In  that  regard, 
because  I  was  called  out  of  the  committee  room  to  see  him  and 
went  out  and  talked  with  him  fwr  some  time,  until,  as  is  com- 
mon with  lobbyists,  he  became  rather  emphatic,  not  to  say 
abusive,  and  I  told  him  I  did  not  care  to  hear  any  more,  and  I 
told  Mr.  Eyanson  that  I  did  not  care  to  Interview  him  again. 

Furthermore,  after  the  tariff  hearings  were  all  over  and 
recently  since  the  Senate  has  begun  its  session,  he  sent  an  old 
friend  of  mine  and  a  friend  of  his  to  see  me  to  ask  me  to  see 
him  again.  I  told  this  friend  that  in  view  of  the  attitude  he 
had  taken  In  the  only  Interview  I  had  with  him,  I  did  not  care 
to  talk  with  him  again,  \%'hlch  lias  been  my  attitnde,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, with  regard  to  a  large  number  of  lobbyists,  who  waste  our 
time  and  are  Inclined  to  be  abusive,  if  not  even  threatening  at 
times. 

I  merely  mention  that,  Mr.  President,  to  show  that  this  com- 
mittee, appointed  to  Investigate  lobbyists,  was  far  more  Inter- 
ested In  damaging  the  reputation  of  a  Senator,  was  far  more 
interested  In  politics,  was  far  more  Interested  in  making  it  diffi- 
cult for  any  New  England  industries  which  have  been  sufTerlng, 
for  any  New  England  workingman  who  had  been  out  of  em- 
ployment t^  secure  an  Increase  In  the  tariff  that  would  more 
nearly  equalize  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  here 
and  abroad — the  committee  was  far  more  lntereste«l  In  that  sort 
of  thing  than  It  was  In  Investigating  lobbyists. 

The  committee  had  Mr.  Eyanson  on  the  stand  during  the  part 
of  an  afternoon  and  three  hours  and  a  half  the  next  day,  and 
yet  they  knew  that  In  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  term  "  lobby- 
ist"  he  was  not  a  lobbyist.  There  is  nothine  whatever  in  the 
testimony,  there  Is  no  reason  whatever  to  believe  that  he  ever 
approached  any  Senator  on  the  Finance  Committee,  or  any  Sen- 
ator not  on  the  committee,  improperly  or  with  any  .suggestion  in 
regard  to  rates  or  with  any  argument  that  rates  should  be 
changed,  except  myself,  who  ln^'ited  him  down  here  to  give  me 
the  facts  in  order  that  I  mig^t  make  up  my  mind  as  to  what 
was  best  to  do.  I  had  supposed,  Mr.  President,  that  I  had 
sufficient  integrity  and  sufficient  Judgment  to  decide  when  the 
facts  were  given  to  me  whether  or  not  a  case  had  been  made 
out  for  an  Increase  In  rates.  But,  of  course,  those  who  differ 
with  me  politically  have  been  ready  and  anxious  to  imply  that 
such  a  thing  Is  incredible  and  impossible,  and  that  there  was 
something  eorruprt  about  my  dealings  with  Mr.  Eyanson;  that 
there  was  something  corrupt  about  ray  bavins  him  down  here. 

In  the  report  made  by  the  committee  and  printeil  on  page 
4922  of  the  Rscobd  an  attempt  has  been  made  to  injure  my 
friend  Mr.  J.  Henry  Koraback,  the  chairman  of  the  Republican 
State  committee  of  the  State  of  Connecticut,  and  to  drag  him 
Into  the  Imbroglio,  Into  the  mess  which  has  been  created  chiefly 
in  the  mind  of  the  chairman  of  this  committee. 

It  is  stated  that  by  arrangement  between  Mr.  Hubbard,  the 
president  of  the  association,  and  myself,  an  arrangement  entered 
into  at  the  oflice  of  Mr.  Roraback.  the  ciiairmau  of  the  Repub- 
lican State  committee,  Eyanson  was  deputed  as  aide.  If  there 
was  ever  a  nasty  insinuation,  if  there  was  ever  evidence  that 
this  Is  a  political  matter.  It  Is  the  bringing  In  of  Mr.  Rorabnck's 
name  and  his  position  In  that  particular  case,  for  the  facts  are 
these,  Mr.  President:  I  was  In  Hartford  but  a  few  hours.  I 
was  staying  at  the  house  of  my   friend,   Mr.   Roraback.     I 


wanted  to  Interview  Mr.  Hubbard  with  regard  to  the  diaracter 
of  the  assistant  who  was  to  come  down  to  help  me  with  the 
facts.  He  had  in  mind  two  or  three  men.  He  wanted  to  talk 
the  matter  over  with  me  to  find  out  Just  what  kind  of  an 
assistant  I  was  seeking.  It  was  more  convenient  to  meet  in 
Mr.  Roraback's  office  than  anywhere  else.  When  he  came  to 
Mr.  Roraback's  office,  Mr.  Roraback  very  kindly  put  at  our 
disposal  a  room  in  his  suite  that  was  not  occupied.  Had  he 
been  present  at  the  int^riew  the  committee  would  have  raised 
another  smoke  screen  over  It  and  accused  us  of  making  a  politi- 
cal bargain.  The  fact  that  he  was  not  present  at  the  Interview 
was  used  by  a  member  in  the  committee  room  as  evidence  that 
the  bargain  was  so  corrupt  that  even  Mr.  Roraback  could  not 
be  present  That  is  the  Icind  of  methods  this  committee  has 
followed.  You  are  damned  If  you  do  and  damned  if  you  don't; 
but  they  are  going  to  get  you.  Tliat  has  l>een  their  purpose  from 
the  banning. 

Take  the  matter  of  my  having  sent  a  check  to  Mr.  Eyanson: 
After  he  had  l>een  assisting  me  for  four  or  five  months,  from 
April  to  August,  and  the  need  for  his  assistance  was  all  over, 
and  the  committee  had  ceased  to  meet,  and  I  had  sent  him  back 
home,  I  sent  him  a  check  for  $1,000,  Mr,  Eyanson  is  the  type 
of  man  who  earns  easily  $10,000  a  year,  would  easily  earn  a 
thouHaud  dollars  a  month.  I  could  not  afford  to  pay  him  $5,000 
for  his  five  months  of  service,  I  sent  him  what  I  could  afford 
to  send.  Had  I  not  sent  him  a  check,  this  committee  would 
have  raised  to  Heaven  a  stench  that  I  had  accepted  his  services, 
had  used  him  day  and  night,  had  seen  him  work  In  the  office 
frequently  until  after  midnight  trying  to  dig  out  the  facts, 
trying  to  h^p  me  in  every  way,  and  had  accepted  it  without 
giving  him  a  cent,  and  would  have  raised  the  finger  of  scorn 
against  me  for  having  accepted  this  without  even  giving  him 
a  slight  compensation.  Because  I  did  send  him  a  check  there 
is  something  crooked  in  it,  something  to  be  concealed. 

This  is  the  way  the  committee  have  behaved  from  the  begin- 
ning. Every  little  bit  of  flimsy  testimony  that  could  be  twisted 
against  me  they  have  twisted.  In  no  sense  have  they  ever  be«i 
fair.  In  no  sense  have  they  ever  assumed  that  I  had  any  worthy 
or  honorable  motivea  They  have  even  gone  to  the  extent  of 
implying,  and  the  Senatcur  from  Arkansas  implied  in  his  speech 
on  Saturday,  that  there  was  something  l)ehind  the  letter  which 
I  frankly  read  Into  the  Rbcjc«»  and  gave  the  committee,  in  which 
I  asked  the  manufacturers'  association  if  they  could  loan  me 
a  competent  person  who  was  familiar  with  all  the  Interests  of 
Connecticut,  not  only  manufacturing  but  all  the  interests  of 
the  people,  who  knew  the  fact.  Senator  Cakawat  even  implied 
on  Saturday  that  I  had  made  some  kind  of  a  corrupt  bargain 
before  that  letter  was  sent ;  that  that  letter  was  a  blind.  He 
did  not  charge  that  directly.  They  have  been  too  clever  to 
charge  thlngM  directly ;  but  by  Indirection,  by  innuendo,  by  twist- 
ing of  flimsy  testimony,  they  have  in  every  way  possible  en- 
deavored to  damage  my  reputation,  to  attack  the  State  from 
which  I  come,  to  attack  the  manufacturers'  association,  whidi 
never  by  word  or  deed  or  implication  made  any  sort  of  a  bar- 
gain with  me.  They  have  Implied,  even,  that  I  put  certain 
money  In  my  pocket. 

In  his  speech  on  Saturday  Senator  Cakawat  referred  to  the 
stilary  which  Mr.  Eyanson  received  for  one  month  and  two  days 
while  he  was  under  the  disciiHlne  of  the  Swiate,  and  went  on 
the  rolls  so  as  to  be  subject  to  the  disdpline  of  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  and  to  be  obedient  to  him  in  the  matter  of 
being  told  what  could  be  given  out  or  what  could  not  be  given 
out,  just  the  same  as  the  other  secretaries  in  the  room.  Just  the 
same  as  the  other  employees.  When  he  received  that  salary 
he  came  and  gave  it  to  me,  and  I  gave  it  immediately  to  the 
derk  who  had  been  doing  exactly  the  same  work  that  he  bad 
done  previously;  but  what  does  Senator  Cabawat  say? — 

The  Senator  took  It  and  pat  it  In  bis  po<^et  witbont  a  word. 

A  moment  later,  realizing  that  that  was  a  pretty  serious 
charge,  and  that  there  was  not  a  grain  of  truth  in  it,  that  I 
had  never  put  it  in  my  pocket,  he  added : 

I  do  not  think,  however,  tbere  is  any  doubt  but  tbat  he  gave  it  to 
Mr.  Barry,  who  had  been  a  clerk  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  did  not  interrupt  the  Senator  when  he 
was  attacking  me.    I  should  prefer  to  finish  my  statement. 

Mr.  CARAWAY,     All  right,  then. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  sat  here  on  Saturday,  Mr.  President,  and 
listened  to  one  Innuendo  after  another,  listened  to  my  reputa- 
tion and  my  honor  being  Impugned  in  one  manner  after  another, 
and  1  was  amazed  that  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  could  so 
far  forget  himself  as  to  stand  in  his  place  and  cast  that  kind  of 
innuendo,  that  kind  of  implication,  for  pc^itical  reasooa 
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The  time  has  come,  Mr.  President,  to  speak  plainly  on  ttwaa 
matters  and  to  call  attention  to  the  way  in  which  the  testinoony 
has  been  twisted  and  turned  in  an  ^ort  to  besmirch  my  repu- 
taticm  and  that  of  Mr.  Eyanson.  The  committee  was  convinced 
that  when  Mr.  Ejanson  was  in  the  room  with  the  majority  of 
the  conmUttee  he  used  the  Information  which  be  gained  there  to 
inform  Connedlcut  manufacturers  of  what  was  going  on.  Mr. 
Eyanson  was  told  to  give  that  information  to  nobody.  It  Is  my 
belief  that  he  gave  it  to  nobody.  All  thot  the  committee  has 
been  able  to  find  to  disprove  this  has  been  the  m«norandnm 
refwred  to  in  Senator  Cakaway's  speech  on  page  4922,  this 
memorandum  which  is  given  in  the  report— 4i  meiuorandura 
dated  Hartford,  August  30,  1929;  a  memorandum  to  Mr.  Eyan- 
son from  Mr.  Wulchet  headed  "  Subject :  Information  for  Sen- 
ator Biitgham,"  in  which  there  la  a  reference  to  telephone  con- 
versations with  a  member  of  the  Crescent  Firearms  Co,  and  a 
member  of  the  Davis  &  Warner  Arms  Co.,  both  of  Norwich,  in 
rei^  to  an  inquiry  originating  with  one  of  them,  in  which  Mr. 
Wulchet  Informed  these  gentlemen  that  "  Senator  Binoham 
met  with  very  strong  opposition  to  the  10  per  cent  duty  on 
rough-bored  shotmm  barrels,"  and  so  forth ;  that  "  three  influen- 
tial members  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  Senators  Smoot, 
chairman,  Rncn,  and  EnoK,"  had  opposed  it,  and  that  I  consid- 
ered It  "  a  decisive  victory  to  have  held  the  duty  where  it  now 
stands," 

The  committee  says  in  its  report : 

It  ia  obvious  from  tbe  memorandom  tbat  Wuiebet,  who  waa  In  Hart- 
ford, Conn,,  at  tbe  time  tbe  memorandum  waa  written,  bad  Infomatloa 
concerning  some  of  tbe  proceeding*  in  tbe  secret  meetiac*  of  tbe  awjor- 
ity  members  of  the  Finance  Committee, 

"  It  Is  obvious,"  says  the  committee ! 

Mr.  President,  that  Is  one  of  the  most  unfair  statementa  tbat 
could  possibly  be  made ;  for  It  Is  not  only  not  obvious,  but  had 
the  committee  referred  to  the  date  of  the  memorandum — August 
30,  1929 — they  knew  as  well  as  I  know  that  12  days  before  that 
date  every  rate  In  the  bill  had  been  given  to  the  minority  mem- 
bers. All  of  the  schedules  in  Titles  I  and  II  of  tbe  bill,  con- 
taining the  rates,  had  been  given  out  to  the  public,  to  the  minor- 
ity members,  12  days  before  this  memorandum.  Furthermore, 
the  committee  are  pleased  to  think  that  a  fight  went  on  in  the 
committee.  It  is  not  so  stated;  but  they  are  so  willing  to 
believe  anything  wrong,  they  are  so  willing  to  point  the  finger 
of  scorn  and  accusation,  so  willing  to  tarnish  the  reputation  of 
a  Senator,  that  they  say  it  is  "  obvious  "  that  this  is  something 
that  occurred  in  the  committee. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr,  President,  as  was  shown  on  the  floor 
the  other  day,  one  of  the  Senators  referred  to  did  not  remember 
that  he  had  opposed  It.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  waa  no  roll- 
call  vote  on  these  rates.  So  far  aa  I  can  remember — it  la  dlfll- 
cult  to  reniMnber  all  that  went  on  in  a  committee  room  for  a 
period  of  six  weeks — but,  so  far  as  I  can  remember,  there  was 
no  flght  over  this  rate.  There  was  no  prolonged  discussion.  If, 
in  his  enthusiasm  over  the  fact  that  the  ofllcials  for  these  arms 
companies  were  pleased  that  the  duty  had  not  been  raised,  he 
attributed  to  me  a  victory.  It  was  the  indiscretion  of  youth. 
There  was  nothing  wrong  about  It.  No  information  was  given 
him  as  to  what  went  on  in  the  committee  room. 

The  discussion  with  regard  to  the  shotgun  barrels,  so  fBr'^aa 
I  can  remember  it,  Mr.  President,  w«it  on  before  the  committee 
went  Into  executive  session  at  all.  I  was  called  upon  by  repre- 
sentatives of  the  companies  interested  in  having  a  lower  duty 
on  bhotgun  barrels.  I  said  I  would  see  what  I  could  do.  My 
recollection  Is  that  I  spoke  to  one  of  tbe  Senators  on  tbe  com- 
mittee, and  found  that  he  was  in  favor  of  an  increase,  and  that 
I  told  them  that  as  he  was  a  member  of  the  metals  committee, 
there  probably  would  be  an  increase.  Then,  10  days  after  the 
rates  were  published,  they  telephoned  from  Hartford  to  And 
out  whether  it  was  true  that  the  rates  were  not  increased. 
They  found  that  it  was  true  that  they  were  not  increased. 
They  were  pleased;  and,  in  an  effort  to  please  me,  a  memo- 
randum from  the  person  doing  the  telephoning  was  aeat  to  Mr. 
Eyanson,  for  him  to  communicate  the  fact  to  me,  if  he  so  de- 
sired, that  these  people  were  pleased,  and  that  they  had  been 
told  that  I  had  achieved  a  victory. 

In  using  those  words,  the  clerk  committed  an  Indiscretion — 
an  indiscretion  frequently  committed  by  our  friends  who  claim 
for  us  more  than  is  due ;  but  what  does  the  committee  do  with 
this?  Unable  to  find  that  Mr,  Eyanson  had  given  out  a  single 
rate  or  a  single  thing  that  occurred  In  the  committee  room,  since 
he  was  told  not  to,  they  adduce  this  memorandum  dated  August 
30,  12  days  after  the  rates  had  all  been  given  out,  azid  adduce 
it  as  testimony  and  evidence  that  something  had  been  given 
out  from  the  secret  committee  room,  and  say,  ''It  ia  obvioua 
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fcom  the  memorandtini  that  this  person  had  Information  con- 
eerning  ■om«  of  the  prt>ceeding8  In  the  secret  meetings." 

That  is  the  type  of  thing  to  which  I  have  been  snbjected,  Mr. 
President  Brery  effort  has  been  made  to  ttim  and  twist  flimsy 
erldence  so  as  to  make  it  appear  that  I  was  crooked,  that  I  had 
entered  Into  a  corrupt  bargain;  and,  speaking  of  the  word 
"bargain,"  Mr.  President,  I  am  remindwl  of  another  thing  which 
Senator  Cabawat  «o  gently  and  In  his  inimitable  style  brought 
oat  in  his  speech  on  Satarday. 

He  referred  to  a  letter  from  Mr.  Hnbbard  to  Mr.  Eyanson — 
a  lettw-  dated  inly  19.  He  quoted  from  parts  of  It.  I  should 
Hke  to  read  the  whole  letter ;  then  I  shall  comment  on  It,  par- 
ticQlarly  with  reference  to  his  comments. 

"Mr  DCAK  Etassoic  :  Captain  Dower  and  I  both  bad  onr  bags  packed 
to  start  for  Wasblnfton  this  morning,  and  personally  I  have  been  a  bit 
fncoHTenlenced.  for  Otis,  who  I«  on  from  Chicago,  had  telephoned  me 
that  he  coald  go  up  to  Camden  for  Sunday;  and,  aa  you  can  wdl 
magloe,  I  would  hare  enjoyed  doing  this  more  than  almost  anytbtng 
that  I  can  thlnlc  of.  However,  I  understand  your  position,  and  BUI 
and  I  are  now  planning  to  try  and  arrange  to  come  down  nert  week, 
•ay,  on  Thursday. 

"An  executive  comnlttee  meeting  has  been  called  for  next  TQeiday 
afternoon,  when  we  will  take  up  the  question  of  a  nominating  com- 
mittee and  any  other  matters  which  are  on  our  file. 

"*  I  want  you  to  prepare  the  way  for  me  with  Senator  Binobaic  re- 
garding yonr  tenare  of  ofBce  in  Washington." 

That  la  a  phrase  that  sticks  In  the  gtillets  of  the  people  who 
are  trying  to  damage  my  repatatlMi ;  and  I  shall  come  back  to 
that  In  a  moment. 

Tea  have  done  a  great  deal  more  than  we  ever  bargained  for — 

Another  phrase  that  they  hare  used  as  part  of  the  evidence 
that  I  am  to  be  condemned  tor  what  I  did  in  this  matter — 

store  than  we  ever  bargained  for  in  the  beginning,  and  undoubtedly 
the  resalts  which  yoo  haw  accompllahcd  are  far-readtilng  and  will  bear 
fmit  for  aooM  time  to  come.  At  all  events,  in  the  past  the  associa- 
tion, whtB  aaj  tarUr  matter  came  np,  was  always  dependent  on  Senator 
McLean.  Now  w«  are  in  a  position  where  we  can  handle  It  here  In  the 
oAce.  I  want  you  to  get  out  and  plan  with  Mrs.  Byanaon  tor  the  month 
of  August  In  the  son  on  the  shore,  aa  yoo  originally  hoped  to  do,  and 
thrn  in  September  yon  win  be  fit  as  a  fiddle  to  tackle  your  job  here. 
PIcaat  help  m«  carry  oot  this  program,  for  there  is  no  question  In  my 
ailnd  that  yoo  ooold  find  forever  a  permanent  lot  of  responsibility  and 
aaefol  activity  for  the  rest  of  your  life  la  Washington. 

I  ean  appreciate  what  a  pleasure  it  will  be  for  you  to  see  Mary  Lou 
and  your  good  wife  again,  and  I  would  be  glad  If  yon  would  show  this 
letter  to  Mrs.  Kyanson  and  aak  her  to  help  me  make  you  perform  In  the 
manner  Indicated. 

With  kind  regards  and  ezpcctlaf  to  see  you  next  week, 
Tery  tnily  yoora. 

Signed  by  Mr.  B.  Kent  Hubbard,  president  of  the  association, 
t  distinguished  Democrat,  nominated  at  one  time  for  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  Oonnectlcut  on  the  Democratic  ticket,  and  promi- 
nently mentiooed  as  a  candidate  for  the  Senate  when  I  first  ran 
for  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Prwident.  what  are  the  facta  with  regard  to  this  letter? 
Senator  Cakawat  implies  a  great  deal  to  the  discredit  of  the 
aasociation,  to  the  discredit  of  Mr.  Hubbard,  to  the  discredit  of 
Eyanaon,  and  to  my  own  discredit.  He  implies  that  some  kind 
of  a  corrupt  ttargaln  was  entered  into.  It  has  been  the  purpose 
of  this  committee  from  the  beginning  to  attempt  to  damage  my 
character  and  my  reputation.  It  has  been  their  purpose  from 
the  b^iinning  to  see  to  it  ttkat  I  should  come  out  of  this  Just  as 
befouled  with  political  slime  and  innuendo  as  possible.  They 
have  used  this  letter  and  twisted  and  turned  it  in  their  efforts 
to  do  that 

Let  US  take  one  of  the  sentences  to  which  they  refer : 

I  want  yoa  to  prsfMuc  the  way  tot  me  with  Senator  Bimooam 
rsfardiag  your  teaura  of  oMc«  in  Waahln^on. 

When  asked  by  a  member  of  the  committee  what  was  meant 
by  "tenure  of  t^Bce,"  Mr.  Eyanaon  replied  that  It  had  to  do 
with  the  fact  ttuit  he  had  already  been  here  longer  than  he  had 
anticipated.  Did  the  committee  believe  that?  Not  for  a 
moment.  Why,  that  was  altogether  too  simple,  that  was  alto- 
gether too  honest  too  natural,  and  there  waa  not  anything 
cro<Aed  aboat  it ;  therefore  they  did  not  believe  it  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  when  I  naked  for  the  loan  of  Mr.  Eyanson,  nothing  was 
qjecifled  about  the  length  of  time.  It  was  hoped  that  the 
matter  ml^t  be  di^Mwed  of  in  a  few  weeka. 

As  aecretafj  to  the  president,  Mr.  Eyanson  waa  needed  In 
the  Hartfbrd  office.  Two  or  three  tlmee  he  spt^te  to  me  aboat 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Hubbard  was  anxious  to  get  him  back.  He 
was  bdplBg  me  to  nch  a  degree,  by  looking  up  Information 


and  by  getting  together  the  facts,  that  I  did  not  like  to  let 
him  go. 

Finally,  Mr.  Hnbbard  decided  to  come  down  here  and  see  me 
himself,  and  endeavor  to  persuade  me  to  let  Mr.  Eyanson  go 
back  to  Hartford.     So  he  writes : 

I  want  you  to  prepare  the  way  for  nte  with  Soiator  Binqham  regard- 
ing yonr  tenure  of  office. 

There  Is  a  phrase  which  the  committee  has  taken  against  me 
because  they  desire  to  damage  my  reputation.  Had  they  been 
fair,  had  they  been  judicial,  they  would  have  accepted  the  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Eyanson,  under  oath,  that  it  referred  to  the  length 
of  time  he  was  here,  and  that  it  was  not  expected  that  he  would 
have  to  be  here  as  long  as  he  was,  or  that  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee would  be  meeting  as  long  as  it  did. 

A  little  lower  down  in  the  letter  Mr.  Hubbard  requests  that 
he  show  this  letter  to  Mrs.  Eyanson  and  "  ask  her  to  help  me 
make  you  perform  In  the  manner  Indicated."  It  Is  perfectly 
obvious  from  that  what  is  really  meant.  Mr.  Hubbard  knew 
that  Mr.  Eyanson,  a  distinguished  veteran  of  the  World  War, 
who  had  seen  service  at  the  front  and  bad  suffered  shell  shock, 
who  had  twice  had  a  nervous  breakdown  since  the  war,  was  the 
type  of  man  who  was  always  willing  to  overwork  himself,  who 
got  tremendously  interested  in  his  job.  I  testifled  before  the 
committee  that  frequently  he  worked  In  the  oflSce  until  midnight 
and  afterwards.  His  friends  were  afraid  that  he  was  working 
too  hard.  The  association  wanted  him  back  in  Hartford  to  attend 
to  Its  own  matters,  to  hrfp  with  the  organlxation  executive  com- 
mittee meetings.  An  execntive  committee  meeting  was  about  to 
take  place.  They  wanted  to  get  him  back.  They  wanted  him 
flnt  during  the  month  of  August  to  go  on  a  holiday  at  the 
seaahore  with  his  wife  and  child.  They  wanted  his  wife  to  help 
persuade  him  to  take  this  vacation  and  come  back  to  Hartford. 

There  was  nothing  whatever  that  anyone  need  worry  about  in 
that  were  It  not  the  determination  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee to  cast  all  the  slime  tliat  he  could  upon  my  reputation, 
and  make  it  appear  that  there  had  been  some  kind  of  a  corrupt 
bargain,  some  kind  of  effort  to  hcrid  oflQce  in  Washington  that 
had  not  been  proper. 

In  the  next  sentence  Mr.  Hubbard  says: 

Tou  have  done  a  great  deal  more  than  we  ever  bargain(>d  for  In  the 
beginning,  aud  undoubtedly  the  resalts  which  you  have  accomplished  are 
far-reaching  and  wiU  bear  fruit  for  some  time  to  come. 

Oh,  those  wonls  "  bargained  for  " ;  how  they  have  onphasiaed 
the  word  "^  laargain,"  how  they  have  used  it  to  prove  tliat  I 
made  some  kind  of  a  corrupt  bargain.  They  could  not  prove 
it  because  there  never  was  any  bargain,  there  never  was  any 
corrupt  bargain ;  but  by  innuendo,  by  delicate  transposition  of 
W(wds  and  implications,  this  word  "  bargain  "  ha.s  been  played 
upon. 

Of  course,  I  can  readily  forgive  the  Senators  for  misunder- 
standing that  phrase,  for  there  was  nobody  on  the  committee 
who  came  from  the  northeastern  part  of  the  United  States,  no 
one  from  east  of  the  Aileghenies,  no  one  from  New  England, 
of  course.  It  is  not  known  that  in  New  England  ^e  have  a 
phrase,  "You  got  more  than  you  bargained  for,"  meaning  you 
got  more  than  you  expected  to  get  meaning  you  got  moro  than 
you  thought  you  were  going  to  get  You  go  out  in  the  rain  to 
bring  in  your  car,  an  extra  shower  comes  down,  and  you  come  in 
wet  through ;  your  family  laugh  at  you  and  say,  "  You  got  more 
tlian  you  bar^netl  for  when  you  went  out" 

In  the  West  there  is  an  expression  for  a  man's  Intimate 
personal  friaid.  He  is  frequently  referred  to  as  his  "side 
kick."  You  went  out  with  your  "side  kick."  "So-and-so  is 
yonr  side  kick."  What  would  be  thought  of  the  intelligence  of 
a  New  Englander  did  he  use  that  to  Imitly  that  the  mun  who 
went  along  with  yon  and  was  your  friend  had  kicked  you  in 
the  side? 

The  matter  Is  utterly  ridiculous.  There  was  no  bargain. 
That  is  a  phrase  in  common  use.  Had  the  committee  desired 
to  be  fair,  had  the  committee  been  really  Interested  in  investi- 
gating lobbyists,  who  go  around  to  the  rooms  of  Senators  and 
use  all  the  means  in  their  command,  either  by  threats  or  prom- 
ises, or  any  other  means,  to  get  them  to  change  their  votes, 
vote  the  way  they  want,  to  pledge  them  to  vote  the  way  they 
want  before  they  have  even  heard  the  debates  In  the  Senate,  as 
everybody  knows  Is  done  over  and  over  again — had  the  com- 
mittee really  been  interestetl  in  its  Job  of  investigating  'obby- 
ists,  instead  of  interested  solely  at  this  time  in  damaging  my 
reputation,  In  damaging  my  honor.  In  making  It  appear  that 
I  was  a  party  to  a  corrupt  bargain,  they  would  have  accepted 
that  But,  oh,  no,  that  is  not  their  plan.  So  they  use  that 
little  homely  phrase  as  evidence  that  there  most  be  some  corrupt 
bargain  here. 
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They  even  imply  that  my  statement  made  before  the  com- 
mittee when  I  showed  them  this  letter,  that  the  idea  of  having 
an  assistant  here  from  Connecticut  who  knew  all  about  the 
affairs  of  the  tariff,  so  far  as  the  State  was  concerned,  came 
from  me  originally,  originated  with  me,  and  was  met  in  a 
friendly  manner  by  the  association — they  even  imply  that  that 
Is  not  true ;  that  there  was  some  kind  of  a  previous  understand- 
ing. With  all  the  keenness  of  lawyers  accustomed  to  cross- 
examine  witnesses,  to  go  to  the  utmost  extent  they  could  not 
find  that  there  was  any  such  meaning,  but  they  implied  there 
must  have  been. 

/  Bemeoiber,  Mr.  President  that  when  this  committee  sits  as  a 
modem  Spanish  Inquisition  the  unfortunate  man  on  the  sest 
before  them  is  denied  advice  of  counsel ;  he  sits  there  subject  to 
any  examination  they  choose  to  give  him ;  he  is  even  told,  as  one 
of  these  S^iators  shouted  at  me,  "Answer  yes  or  na" 
1  Everyone  knows  tiiat  thoee  are  the  manners  that  are  fre- 
quently used  to  tmlldoie  witnesses  in  a  court,  but  when  that 
happens,  the  Judge  generally  says  to  the  lawyer,  "  Now,  be  a 
little  easier.  Do  not  attempt  to  bulidoae  this  witness.  Let  him 
answer  that  question  in  his  own  way."  But  in  the  case  of  this 
inquisition,  Mr.  President  there  was  no  kind  Judge  present,  there 
was  no  friend  there  to  say,  "  That  la  not  a  courteous  or  a  digni- 
fied or  a  proper  way  to  question  a  Senator  of  the  United  States 
who  has  come  here  at  his  own  volition  to  tell  us  his  side  of  this 
story.    We  will  question  others  and  find  out  all  we  can  about  It" 

No,  Mr.  President ;  the  effort  was  made  over  and  over  again 
to  get  me  to  contradict  my  testimony,  to  say  something  which 
would  mean  one  thing  to  the  committee  and  anotlier  thing  to  me. 
I  was  put  on  the  grill  in  order  that  those  who  are  opposed  to 
this  administration,  in  order  that  those  who  are  opposed  to 
having  any  increase  in  the  tariff  except  on  agricultural  productb, 
might  have  their  way. 

Although  the  President  called  us  together  to  consider  the 
relief  of  agriculture,  and  the  necessity  of  Increasing  the  tariff 
on  agricultural  products,  he  also  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  there  were  certain  industries  which,  due  to  the  economic 
changes  in  the  last  seven  years  need  protection,  that  there 
were  certain  industries  in  which  there  was  unemployment  and 
I  can  say,  Mr.  President  that  in  the  meetings  of  the  majority 
members  of  the  committee,  held,  as  they  were,  behind  closed 
doors,  for  our  own  protection,  in  order  that  we  might  not 
be  deluged  with  letters  and  telegrams  from  those  who  had  pro- 
posed some  rate  we  had  Just  voted  upon,  we  were  surrounded 
by  the  experts  of  the  Tariff  Ck>mmis8ion.  There  was  never  a 
time  when  there  were  not  six  or  eight  other  persona  in  the 
room,  other  employees  of  the  Government  who,  at  times,  were 
perhaps  a  little  bit  too  talkative  after  they  left  the  room.  But 
even  they  would  never  testify  that  there  was  any  effort  to  in- 
crease an  Industrial  schedule  except  where  it  could  be  shown 
that  the  particular  article  under  consideration  was  being  made 
at  a  loss,  where  those  making  it  were  faced  with  unemployment ; 
where  the  foreign  cost  of  production  was  so  much  lower  than 
the  American  cost  of  production  that  the  jM-esent  duty  was  not 
sufficient  to  meet  that  difference  in  the  costs  of  production. 

They  could  testify,  if  they  chose,  for  instance,  that  when  the 
matter  of  wire  netting,  a  product  manufactured  in  Ck>nnecticut 
came  up,  I  called  the  committee's  attention  to  the  fact  that  there 
was  one  small  town  in  Connecticut  that  had  only  this  one  in- 
dustry, making  wire  netting ;  tliat  recently  the  German  importa- 
tion of  wire  netting  was  at  a  iHice  which  made  it  impossible  for 
this  little  town  to  remain  pro^ierons  in  its  business,  and  that 
imless  relief  were  obtained,  the  industry  of  that  town  would 
close  down,  and  the  people  would  have  to  go  and  find  work  else- 
where, and  give  up  their  homes.  Accordingly,  an  increase  was 
made  in  that  particular. 

I  called  the  committee's  attention  to  the  fact  that  another 
little  town  in  Connecticut  makes  only  bells.  It  is  known  as  the 
"  Bell  Town."  For  about  125  years  or  more  that  has  been  Its 
industry.  The  industry  lias  been  in  the  hands  virtually  of  one 
family  for  four  or  five  generations.  Recently  little  electric  bells, 
which  are  one  of  the  principal  parts  of  that  Industry,  have  been 
laid  down  in  New  York  by  German  'mporters  at  one-half  the 
cost  of  production  in  that  town,  owing  to  the  high  wages  paid  the 
workmen.  Everybody  in  that  town  depends  on  the  bell  industry. 
I  laid  those  facts  before  the  conunittee.  The  committee  Ustened 
to  what  I  had  to  say,  and  voted  to  recommend  a  rate  which,  al- 
though not  equalizing  the  difference,  would  at  least  render 
some  assistance. 

Those  were  the  kinds  of  things  that  were  done  in  the  com- 
mittee, Mr.  President  It  Is  true  that  some  companies  have  been 
prosperous  in  general,  but  that  some  <rf  the  things  they  are 
making  have  been  made  at  a  loss,  and  where  they  were  able  to 
prove  it  to  us,  we  voted  to  give  them  increases  in  the  rates  on 
the  particolar  things  they  were  making  at  a  loss,  and  which  they 
could  not  be  expected  to  make,  with  the  result  that  the  work- 


men woold  be  thrown  ont  of  emi^oyment.  If  proteotion  were  not 
afforded. 

The  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Association,  Mr.  Prealdoit, 
never  asked  for  a  single  unreasonable  thing,  never  asked  for  any 
of  the  things  which  have  been  implied  on  thla  floor,  that  In 
ord«-  merely  to  increase  their  exchequer.  In  order  merely  that 
the  manufacturers  of  Connecticut  might  add  riches  to  riches, 
now  making  things  at  a  tremendous  profit  they  should  be  en* 
abled  to  increase  that  profit    Nothing  of  that  kind  was  asked. 

The  evidence  brought  out  in  executive  session  was  evidenoe 
tending  to  show  onemployment  and  its  cause  and  the  likelihood 
of  its  increase. 

The  most  the  lobby  inrestlgation  committee  could  do  was  to 
say  that  the  manufacturMv'  association,  instead  of  raising  a 
large  fund  to  be  used  to  entertain  Senators  by  public  dinners 
or  other  means  of  influencing  than,  had  furnished  me  at  my 
request  with  <«e  of  their  most  bi^ily  paid  offleials  to  bring  to 
me  the  facts  as  I  needed  them,  and  they  had  paid  his  expenses 
down  here  during  the  montiis  he  was  here.  No  slush  fimd  was 
raised,  nothing  im[Ht)per  oc^^orred,  and  yet  to  listen  to  what  has 
been  said  on  this  floor  one  miglit  suppose  that  they  had  done 
something  whl(±  wotild  lead  the  country  to  point  the  finger  of 
scorn  at  them;  one  might  suppose  that  they  hod  done  some- 
thing whidi  would  actually  bring  discredit  upon  the  Senate  oC 
the  United  States  and  upm  the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 

Ev^y  effort  has  been  made  to  iriay  dirty  pt^tics.  Nothing 
has  been  stopped  at  which  could  in  any  way  be  twisted  against 
my  reputation  as  representing  the  State  of  Oonnectleut,  against 
my  having  asked  for  the  best  information  I  could  obtain  from 
that  State.  I  asked  for  the  man  in  Connecticut  who  most  knew 
all  about  the  bill,  who  had  attended  all  the  bearings  in  the 
House,  not  only  those  on  the  manufactured  grticles,  but  on  all 
of  the  schedules,  who  had  spent  months  of  study  on  the  blli 
and  knew  more  about  it  than  anyone  else.  I  used  him  in  an 
entirely  proper  manner.  When  he  gave  me  facts  which  did 
not  seem  to  me  to  warrant  an  increase,  I  did  not  ask  for  any 
increase.  When  he  gave  me  facts  which  seemed  to  me  did 
warrant  an  increase  in  order  to  prevent  unemployment  and 
suffering,  I  asked  the  committee  for  tlie  increase.  Sometimes  I 
succeeded  In  persuading  the  committee;  sometimes  I  did  not 

All  this  innuendo  regarding  corrupt  bargaining,  regarding 
tenure  at  office,  regarding  use  of  a  derk  on  the  Ooremment  pay 
roll,  has  been  brought  forward,  Mr.  President  simply  and 
aoldiy  for  political  purposes  and  in  an  effort  to  damage  my 
reputation.  As  I  stand  here  in  all  this  situation  I  only  wish 
that  the  peofrie  of  the  United  States,  many  of  whom  have  been 
led  by  reports  and  by  the  iqteedies  that  have  been  made  not  only 
on  the  floor  but  over  the  radio,  and  in  circulars  whick  have  beea 
sent  out  accusing  me  or  mtx^l  turpitude,  could  know  that 
neither  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Association  nor  myself 
committed  any  improper  act.  We  did  not  use  money  in  any 
improper  way.  I  myself  did  not  proflt  to  the  extent  of  one  d(^lar 
by  any  of  the  companies  concerned  in  the  raises  Involved.  The 
Connectlcnt  Manufacturers'  Association  was  looking  after  tke 
interests  of  its  members  Just  as  all  the  associations  represented 
here  by  lobbyists  looked  out  for  the  interests  of  their  members. 

It  has  been  stated  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  in 
1922  a  committee  of  fanners  interested  la  raising  the  tariff  on 
farm  products  were  pomitted  to  write  the  very  dause  that 
went  Into  the  law.  Has  anyone  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle 
said  that  that  was  improper,  that  those  interested  so  personally 
and  so  selfishly  as  were  the  members  of  that  committee  were 
improper  in  writing  rates  which  were  put  into  the  bill  as  they 
asked  them?  It  is  natural,  Mr.  President,  that  fanners  shall 
look  out  for  their  interest  Just  as  manufacturers  look  out  (or 
theirs.  No  one  has  claimed  wrong  motives  on  the  part  of  the 
very  able  and  distingnirtied  lobbyist  of  the  American  Farm 
Bureau,  who  appeared  befMe  nearly  all  of  the  subcommittees 
and  made  speeches  before  the  full  conunittee  and  who  en- 
deavored his  best  to  get  the  raises  for  things  in  which  his 
people  were  interested. 

No  one  has  ever  thought  of  accusing  him  of  improper  motives. 
I  least  of  alL  He  was  working  for  the  people  whose  sufferings 
he  saw.  I  was  working  for  the  peogie  whose  Mifferings  I  ssw. 
Where  Ls  the  difference? 

What  has  this  committee  d<me  to  call  befote  them  the  well- 
paid  lobbyists  of  the  importers  of  New  York,  who  hare  en- 
deavored in  every  way  possible  to  secure  lower  rates  in  order 
that  they  might  make  more  prt^ts,  who  have  no  interest  in  the 
American  workingman  or  the  American  factories,  but  wlio 
only  have  an  Interest  in  importing  foreign  goods  cheaper  and 
selling  things  cheaper?  If  the  cosunittee  Is  so  interested  in 
lobbying,  why  have  they  not  called  before  them  the  actual  lobhj- 
Ufta,  who  hare  been  not  only  to  my  offiee  bat  to  the  oOee  of 
other  Senators  in  an  endeavor  to  Inflnenee  tlie  Senate?  Here 
they  have  branded  as  a  lobbyist  the  one  moa  we  are  discussing 
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t»-daj,  who,  to  tu  am  I  hare  been  able  to  diacover,  perer  dla- 
cusaed  the  tariff  with  any  Senator  except  with  me,  never  went 
Into  a  Bvoator's  piriTate  office  to  cooTlnce  him  he  waa  wrong, 
Barer  ioterflewed  a  Gongreesman  even  to  attempt  to  get  in* 
cremMd  ratea  in  die  Hook.  The  only  time  he  erer  apoke  to  a 
Ooogreaaman  waa  to  ask  If  he  would  be  wUIing  to  aee  some 
Bwmber  of  the  asaodatioa,  and  rery  properiy.  Hia  actiona  were 
antlrely  profier. 

TWa  waa  not  a  aecret  lawmaking  body  that  he  came  inta  It 
was  the  majesty  members  of  the  committee  who  were  writing 
op  the  bilL  While  in  the  room  be  never  addreeeed  the  meeting ; 
he  never  made  any  remarks  at  all  except  quietly  and  in  a 
whiapcr  to  me.  He  was  there  to  help  me,  becanae,  Ood  knowc,  I 
knew  UtUe  enoogh  about  the  tariff  Mil,  with  its  21,000  items.  I 
did  not  pretend  to  be  a  Uriff  expert.  I  foand  myself  thrown 
Into  the  coDBmittee  at  the  very  bi«inning  of  the  tariff  hearings 
without  any  time  to  give  it  any  study.  I  explained  that  to  the 
Senate.  I  thou^t  the  exirianation  was  sufficient.  Ihridently  it 
was  not  evidently  there  was  an  intent  and  purpose  to  defeat 
the  bill  as  fiir  as  the  industrial  schedules  are  concerned,  to  make 
It  impossible  to  get  any  increases  no  matter  how  much  indnstry 
might  show  that  it  needs  them.  Evidently  there  Is  an  intent 
to  point  the  Anger  of  scorn  at  New  England,  and  particularly 
at  Gonnecticnt  The  testimony  has  been  twisted  and  turned  by 
innuendo,  by  implication,  and  by  every  unfair  means  in  tlie 
power  of  these  attorneys  to  damage  my  reputation,  and,  Mr. 
Praaldent,  I  reaent  it  and  I  shall  resent  it  to  the  end  of  time. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  CX>nnecticut 
{Mr.  Biii«HAM]  takea  himself  altogether  too  seriously.  He  pro- 
tcHtcth  too  much.  I  hofie  that  I  may  not  be  charged  likewise 
with  taking  too  corioasly  his  attempted  implication  of  impro- 
priety respecting  ^ipme  one  who  might  have  driven  an  automcMle 
for  the  amaior  from  Wisconsin  across  the  mountains. 

Mr.  PrcsifleDt,  if  It  is  of  any  interest  to  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  or  of  any  interest  to  the  Smate,  I  might  take 
myself  very  aarioualy  respecting  the  charge  that  the  Senator 
from  Conneeticat  has  BMde,  the  only  purpose  of  which  is  to 
throw  up  some  sbkAs  screen  against  a  slimy,  dirty  trail  mapped 
out  designedly  from  the  office  of  the  Senator  from  Connectlcnt 
to  the  office  of  the  Gonnecticut  Manufacturers'  Association.  But 
if  the  Senator  to  interested  in  who  drove  my  car  across  the 
m^mntwtwm,  i  will  very  gladly  inform  him  that  I  drove  it  my- 
aelf,  that  no  Oapitol  policeman  was  requested  to  drive  it  at 
the  coat  of  the  United  States  or  anybody  else,  and  that  no 
Capitol  p(^ccBian  drove  that  car  across  the  mountains  or  any- 
vriieiv  elae  for  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

But  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  that.  I  am  not  going  to  dis- 
c«M  the  charsea  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  against  the 
aembars  of  the  committee.  I  am  going  to  discuss  something 
^K.  I  want  to  aay,  Mr.  President,  for  the  Information  of  the 
Senate,  that  every  member  of  that  committee  made  every  ^ort 
to  aacertata  the  faets  trvm  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  and 
during  tfeat  eaawiaaflon  if  any  disgrace  has  been  brought 
«pon  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  by  reason  of  the  examlna- 
tioa  ha  brought  It  upon  himself.  Question  after  iinestlon  was 
asked  and  be  doggedly  refuaed  to  answer  them  except  through  a 
long,  Invutrad  explanation  sometimes  scarcely  short  of  a  speech. 
The  ilmpiasl  queatlon  which  could  be  answnvd  by  yes  or  no 
the  Senator  so  refosed  to  answer — not  only  th«  questions  of 
one  msmbar  ef  the  committee  but  the  questions  of  every  member 
of  the  eenmittee.  Whatever  has  befallen  the  Senator  from 
OooneetScut,  he  alone  to  responsible.  Hie  thing  I  want  to 
dtaeoM  to: 

n«  whole  BMUter  hi  eoBneetlon  with  Mr.  Cyanson  and  the 
Oonneettent  MaouAMCurers'  Aasodation  was  conceived  in  fieeret. 
It  waa  bora  in  secret,  and  throughout  the  whole  proceeding  It 
waa  condaetad  In  sscrat.  Mr.  Byanson  was  on  three  pay  rolla— 
oaMMlbly  aa  dark  to  the  Committee  on  Territorial  and  Insular 
Aflalm,  oatansMy  aa  a  personal  clerk  to  the  Senator  tnm 
OonnecClcat  b«t  la  fact  an  employee  of  the  Connecticut  Mann- 
faetvren^  Aasodation.  The  fact  of  his  emptoyment  by  the  Con- 
Maflfoteetarers'  Aasodation  and  hto  payment  by  that 
aa  flir  aa  the  Senate  was  concerned,  and  ao  far  aa 
the  CoauBlttea  on  Flnanee  waa  concerned,  vroold  never  have 
COOK  to  Ught  Toluntarily  from  the  Senator  from  Comieetieut 

The  Senator  firoB  Connectlcnt  with  all  the  authority  of  a 
Member  of  the  Senate,  placed  upon  Mr.  Eyanaon  an  offldal 
doak  that  permitted  him  to  go  Into  the  executive  meetings  of 
the  committee  or  a  portion  of  the  committee.  The  excuse  for 
patting  Mr.  Eyanaon  upon  the  pay  rrm  of  the  Senate  was  that 
he  wo«M  thereby  be  subjected  to  disdpline.  But,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, tte  eeauBlttee  waa  not  even  in  poasenkm  of  any  fact 
wiA  reaps ct  to  Mr.  Byanson's  employment  The  only  disd- 
pline  to  wUch  he  could  have  been  sobjeded  and  to  which  he 
finally  waa  ai^tfected  was  that  the  committee  denied  him  the 
vicht  to  alt  la  tteir  BMOtinfa 
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Oh,  no ;  the  purpose  was  not  to  subjed  him  to  disdpline ;  the 
purpose  was  to  give  him  an  offldal  privilege  that  he  did  not  poe- 
sess  as  a  mere  personal  clerk  of  a  United  States  Senator. 

Even  when  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootJ  called  to  the 
attration  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  the  fact  that  there 
were  objections  to  Mr.  Byanson's  appearing,  not  even  then  did 
the  Senator  from  ConnectkTit  Inform  the  Senator  from  Utah 
or  any  other  member  of  the  Finance  C^)mmittee  that  Mr.  Eyan- 
aon was  in  the  «nploy  of  the  CVmnectlcut  Manufacturers'  Asso- 
ciation. Briefly,  that  is  tb«  situation  that  existed  during  the 
consideration  of  the  tariff  bill  by  the  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  President  tliat  which  is  far  more  important,  that  which 
concerns  the  peofrie  of  this  country  over  and  above  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  or  anjrone  else  Is  the  fad  that  Mr.  Byanson 
was  placed  In  a  position  of  advantage,  l^e  rates  in  certain 
tariff  schedules  were  Increased.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut, 
as  I  have  said,  is  of  little  consequence  in  this  matter.  I  do  not 
believe  that  it  Is  important  that  the  Senator  from  Connedlcut 
possesses  a  superiority  complex  in  respect  to  other  Members  of 
the  Senate;  that  is  not  important.  Why.  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  Is  just  a  frail  bark  upon  the  ocean  of  life,  and  I  do 
not  believe  that  it  is  necessary  to  discuss  him.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary to  exaggerate  his  unimportance.  Mr.  President,  it  becomes 
v«ry  Important  to  the  American  people  whether  or  not  the  sys- 
tem or  the  method  of  writing  tariff  bills  as  has  been  exposed 
before  this  committee  shall  ctmtrol  and  dominate  the  Senate 
and  the  Congress. 

Let  me  call  to  the  Senate's  attention  the  fad,  as  submitted 
by  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  on  last  Saturday, 
that  Connecticut  interests,  the  leading  products  of  the  State  of 
Connecticut,  have  received  increases  in  the  tariff  rates  over 
existing  law  in  44  cases;  with  resped  to  7,  the  rates  are  left 
as  the  law  now  is;  and  there  wa.s  a  decrease  In  but  1.  As  the 
result,  however,  of  this  secret  method  that  has  been  employed  a 
tariff  bill  comes  before  us  which  increases  the  cost  to  the  Ameri- 
can consumers  cm  Connecticut  products  alone  by  $878,000,000 — 
almost  a  billion  dollars.  Those  rates  were  transported  down 
the  slimy,  dirty  trail  that  led  from  the  office  of  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  to  the  office  of  the  Connecticut  Manufarturers'  Asso- 
ciation; down  that  trail  Into  the  room  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  and  every  one  of  the  items  affected  by  those  increases 
comes  here  tainted.  Willingly  or  unwillingly,  the  drrumstances 
of  this  case  prove  at  least  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
was  the  intermediary.  I  do  not  charge  that  there  was  any  cor- 
ruption; I  do  not  charge  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
would  Imow  or  did  know  the  consequences  that  would  flow  from 
his  ad.  I  do  charge,  however,  Mr.  President,  that  this  system 
of  writing  tariff  bills  can  result  in  nothing  short  of  what  has 
been  exposed  In  thto  instance,  and  that  the  tariff  blU  comes  here 
tainted. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  that  which  becomes  important  is 
the  consideration  of  the  pending  tariff  bill  in  the  light  of  the 
fads  that  have  been  exposed  and  not  the  Importance  or  the 
unimportance  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  CABAWAY.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Connectl- 
cnt (Mr.  BiivoHAic]  makes  the  same  defense  that  has  been  made 
by  everybody  who  has  l>een  caught  in  an  embarrassing  situation. 
I  heard  it  long  before  he  tised  it.  I  can  go  to  the  police  court 
to-morrow  and  hear  it  again.  Fan  availed  himsdf  of  it;  Sin- 
clair and  Doheny  enteried  exadly  the  same  complaint,  and 
Dangherty  accused  me  of  exadly  what  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut accuses  me  when  I  discovered  that  he  had  done  some- 
thing which  he  wished  the  public  should  not  know.  So,  I  do 
not  want  to  be  harsh  with  the  Senator;  he  is  not  indulging  in 
any  new  practices ;  and,  in  fad,  I  know  of  nothing  else  that  he 
could  have  said. 

He  accuses  the  committee  of  bdng  biased  polltlcaHy.  Well, 
at  least  the  committee,  then,  was  doing  nothing  clandestine. 
He  seems  to  have  known  exactly  what  the  oommittee's  sentiments 
were,  but  I  imagine  that  everybody  knew  that  I  did  not  make 
any  pretension  of  being  •  New  England  Republican. 

I  do  know,  however,  that  at  least  two  of  the  Senators  who 
were  attacked  by  the  Senator  from  Connedlcut  bore  a  more 
consplcnous,  though  doubtless  not  a  more  enthusiastic,  part  In 
the  support  of  the  present  President  when  he  was  a  candidate 
for  ofllce  than  did  the  Senator  from  Connedlcut.  I  read  In  the 
newspapers  every  day  of  their  activity,  and  felt  that  they  were 
doing  us  no  good ;  and  yet — I  hope  I  shall  not  be  offensive  to  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut — I  never  heard  of  him  during  the 
campaign.  Doubtless  he  was  doing  great  work,  as  did  the  Con- 
nedlcut Manufacturers'  Association,  but,  like  E3ranson'8  activi- 
ties, it  did  not  gd  to  the  public's  notice. 

It  is  not  particularly  worth  while  to  an.swer  the  Senator's 
continued  reiterence  to  what  did  or  what  did  not  occur.  He  says 
he  chose  Eyanson  because  Eyanson  had  been  here  all  during  the 
hearings  before  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee.    If  that 
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statauent  is  true,  Eyanson  is  not  a  truthful  man,  because  he 
swore  over  and  over  again  that  he  was  here  only  two  days 
during  that  whole  hearing.  The  Senator  can  reconcile  his  state- 
ment with  Eyauson's,  and  he  and  Eyanson  can  get  together  in 
any  way  that  will  suit  either  one  of  them ;  I  am  not  concerned 
in  it  at  all. 

Cooley  said  he  went  over  and  over  again  to  the  Senator's  door, 
but  could  not  get  admitted.  The  Senator  stands  here  and  says 
that  is  not  true.  That  Is  a  question  of  veradty  between  him  and 
Cooley.  I  will  take  my  own  witness  when  I  have  to  choose  one 
of  the  two ;  and  I  will  be  perfedly  williug,  if  the  Senator  wants 
to  ask  me,  to  say  which  one  I  shall  accept ;  and  I  am  not  going 
to  avail  myself  of  any  opportunity  of  saying  that  I  did  not  in- 
terrupt the  Senator  and  he  did  not  interrupt  me;  he  will  be  at 
liberty  to  interrupt  me  at  any  time  during  the  course  of  the 
brief  statement  I  want  to  make. 

Whether  or  not  the  hearing  is  altogether  discredited  because 
friends  of  the  lobbyists  were  not  put  on  the  committee  I  do  not 
know.  The  Senator  complains  very  bitterly  that  only  those  who 
oppose  lobbyiug  were  aiH>ointed  to  invest^ate  lobbying,  and  he 
charges  thosje  differing  from  him  politically  with  being  ao  biased 
that  they  could  not  be  fair. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson],  so  far  as  I  know, 
is  a  "  regular."  I  do  not  believe  even  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut, in  his  desperate  desire  to  show  that  he  had  been  framed, 
would  question  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  Is  a 
regular  Republican,  who  has  been  and  is  now  supporting  the 
regulur  Republican  administration. 

However,  before  I  get  to  that,  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  this : 
The  Senator  was  not  dragged  t)efore  the  committee.  Conversa- 
tions went  on  between  the  Senator  and  myself.  He  Is  at  perfed 
liberty  to  tell  what  they  were;  I  shall  not  do  so,  but  I  do  not 
object  to  his  doing  it  right  now.  I  can  say  only  that  we  could 
not  agree.  Finally,  however,  through  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Robinson],  the  request  came  to  the  committee  to  hear 
Senator  Binoiiaic  at  his  request.  He  was  given  his  own  time. 
He  was  allowed  to  select  It.  We  even  waived  the  formality  of 
an  oath.  We  treated  him  with  every  courtesy  and  consideration ; 
and  I  can  say  that  while  he  occupied  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee for  quite  a  long  time  in  his  (^)eniQg  statement,  he  never 
revealed  a  single  fact  that  the  committee  afterwards  dragged  out 
of  him  or  dragged  out  of  E.vau.son  or  dragged  out  of  Mr.  Hub- 
bard, of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Association,  or  Mr. 
Wuichet. 

Now,  at  least  let  me  say  this  in  passing :  I  am  informed,  and 
had  been  informed  before,  that  Mr.  Hubt>ard  was  the  leading 
figure  in  the  Democratic  organization  in  Connecticut.  Mr.  Hub- 
bard will  testify  that  I  was  not  any  too  gentle  with  him;  and 
therefore  I  was  not  protecting  a  Democrat  and  the  man  who 
threatened  to  run  against  Mr.  Binoham.  I  do  not  see  why  he 
should  run  agjiinst  him.  There  Is  not  a  single  thing  on  which 
they  do  not  agree.  If  he  is  a  Den)ocrat,  a  Democrat  is  a  Re- 
publican, or  Senator  Binoham  Is  a  Democrat,  one  of  the  two; 
I  do  not  care  which — because  after  Hubbard's  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  deceptions  had  been  practiced,  that 
a  man  in  the  employ  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Associa- 
tion had  l)oen  brought  here  by  Senator  Bingham  and  put  on  the 
pay  roll  of  the  Government  as  a  clerk  when  he  was  performing 
no  duties  as  such,  that  he  had  drawn  money  from  the  Oovem- 
meni  and  turned  it  over  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  or  to 
a  former  clerk— and  I  think  now,  for  fear  the  Senator  will 
again  Kay  he  is  being  charged  with  keeping  it,  that  I  should 
add  that  he  knew  nobody  said  that,  and  when  he  made  that 
statement  he  was  uncandld — Hubbard  said,  "I  Indorse  every* 
thing  that  Senator  Binoham  did."  In  other  words,  he  made 
Senator  Binoham  ihe  keeper  of  his  political  conscience,  and  be 
said  the  Connecticut  Manufadurers'  Aasodation  likewise  in- 
d<»raes  all  these  det^Hlons  that  were  practiced  upon  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  by  the  Senator  from  Connedlcut  [Mr. 
Bi.NOHAM].  Therel'ore  I  do  not  aee  why  be  should  run  against 
Sfiiator  Binoham,  because  either  one  of  them  would  have  done 
the  same  thing,  accordlDff  to  thdr  sworn  testimony. 

But  I  started  to  say  that  nobody  chargetl  Senator  Bobxnson 
with  being  a  Democrat— I  am  talking  about  Senator  Robinson 
of  Indiana  [laughter] — or  having  a  leaning  toward  the  pro- 
gressive group  that  has  found  it  neceasary  occasionally  to  oppose 
adniinistratiou  measures;  and  yd  here  are  a  few  questions  that 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  asked  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Senator  Hobinson  of  lodlaoa.  I  Just  want  to  ssk  yoo  this  qoestlon: 
Too  My  be  did  not  ncHrt  any  montyl 

Ld  me  go  back  and  explain,  to  start  with,  that  the  Senator 
who  now  complaino  of  not  being  fairly  dealt  with,  in  all  the 
statement  he  made  liefore  the  committee  never  said  a  word  about 
Eyanson  being  on  the  pay  roll  of  the  Connedlcut  Manufacturers' 
Association.    He  never  mentioned  the  arrangament  that  bad 


beoi  entered  into  wherd>y  Eyanson  could  be  and  was  enabled  to 
gain  access  to  the  Finance  Committee  until  he  waa  asked  about 
it.  He  never  said,  and  he  left  the  witness  stand  without  any- 
body knowing,  that  he  had  sent  Eyanson  a  check  for  a  tliousand 
dollars,  indosed  in  an  envelope  without  a  word  of  explanation ; 
and  the  remarkable  part  about  that  is  that  in  defending  his 
having  asked  for  the  loan  of  an  expert  from  the  Connecticut 
Manufacturers'  Association  he  said  he  was  paying  the  derks 
in  his  office  extra  pay.  Later  on  he  said  he  was  paying  them. 
I  do  not  care  anything  atK>ut  that.  He  was  not  asked  about  it. 
That  was  his  volunteered  statement ;  and  he  said  that  he  did  not 
feel  that  he  could  employ  an  expert  If  that  was  not  Intended 
to  mislead,  as  It  did  mislead  me,  I  do  not  know  what  would. 
He  said  that  he  was  not  able,  that  he  did  not  feel  that  he  was 
financially  able,  to  contribute  to  the  hiring  of  an  expert ;  and 
for  that  reason,  and  for  that  reason  only,  he  applied  to  the 
Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Assodation  for  the  loan  of  a  derk, 
and  got  him  some  time  In  June,  and  let  him  go  in  August,  and 
then,  after  he  had  gone  home,  sent  him  a  check  for  $1,000. 

Why,  you  could  have  hired  an  expert  vdth  that  You  would 
not  have  been  compelled  to  go  much  deeper,  at  least  in  your 
pocket  to  have  gotten  an  expert.  But  none  of  that  came  out  in 
Senator  Binqham's  statement  in  chief  or  on  cross-examhaation. 
He  was  as  silent  as  the  tomb  on  this  very  signiilcant  part  of  this 
transaction ;  and  he  had  had  his  chance  before.  He  had  stood 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  discussed  twinging  Byanson  here 
as  the  C/onnedicut  Manufacturers'  expert,  and  the  record  shows 
he  was  never  entirely  open  in  his  statement  to  the  Senate.  He 
did  not  say  then  that  Eyanson  was  on  the  pay  roll  of  the 
Connedlcut  Manufacturers'  Association.  Be  never  intimated 
that  He  never  said  anything  except  what  was  already  known, 
and  he  never  said  anything  to  the  committee  when  he  asked  to 
come  before  the  cfxnmittee  in  his  statement  in  chief  except  what 
he  knew  the  committee  already  knew.  Whatever  additional 
fads  came  out,  came  out  on  a  cross-examinatiim  that  sometimes 
was  not  as  polite  as  possibly  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  hoped 
It  would  be,  because  I  take  it  tliat  he  thinks  that  because  he 
said  a  thing  was  so,  or  Mr.  Eyanson  said  a  thing  was  so,  the 
coDunittee  ought  to  have  accepted  that  and  made  no  further 
inquiry  into  that  matter. 

Well,  the  investigation  that  resulted  In  developing  the  farts 
about  the  sale  of  Teapot  Dome  would  have  met  with  exactly 
that  situation  if  it  had  stopped  there.  In  everv  investigation 
that  develops  anything,  if  you  just  let  the  parties  accused  say, 
*'  Why,  there  was  nothing  Improper  in  our  condud,"  what  is 
the  use  of  having  an  Investigation?  You  know  they  are  going 
to  say  that  Mr.  Fall  wrote  a  letter  to  the  committee  of  which 
the  former  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  Mr.  Lenroot,  was  chairman, 
and  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  was  the  ranking 
member.  In  which  he  made  a  statement  about  his  transaction. 
If  the  committee  had  been  bound  by  that,  the  committee  then 
would  have  made  a  report  that  Secretary  Fall  was  entirely  an 
honorable  man,  when  everybody  who  dealt  with  him  knew  that 
he  was  not 

But  h«re  is  what  I  started  to  say:  Senator  Robinson  of 
Indiana  asked  Senator  Binoham  about  this  putting  of  Eyanson 
on  the  pay  roll. 

Senator  KosiirsoH  of  Indiana.  I  Jost  want  to  aak  yoo  this  questloa : 
Ton  say  be  did  not  rocelre  any  money T 
Senator  Bihoham.  I  aaid  he  did  not  pat  any  noaey  la  hiu  pocket 

That  is  charaderistlc  of  answers  we  got  from  the  Senator, 
you  know,  through  pages  and  pages  of  this  testimony. 

Senator  RosiifSOM  of  Indiana.  Well,  jost  ao.  Sorely,  Senator,  you 
can  not  approve  of  tlie  faliiiflcatlon  of  the  record  t 

Senator  Bikoham.  ralalOcatlon  of  the  racordT 

Senator  Bosimov  of  Indiana.  Of  the  pay  roll;  of  the  aovcmaent 
reeord ;  be  alsiied  the  pay  roll  T 

Senator  Binobam.  Tes, 

Senator  Bobinson  of  Indiaaa.  But  did  not  reeefv*  the  money,  or  be 
reoctved  the  money  but  gave  It  to  yoa.  Sorely  yoo  did  not  approve  of 
the  falaiflcatloB  of  the  record. 

That  was  not  Senator  Bokah  ;  that  was  not  Senator  Blainb, 
or  enemlea  of  the  admluistraticHi,  by  whom  the  Senator  now 
tries  to  make  you  think  this  whole  thing  is  inapired.  That  was 
not  myaeit,  nor  was  it  Senator  Walsh  ot  Montana;  but  it  waa 
the  S«iator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson],  the  "  regular  "  about 
whom  the  Senator  certainly  does  not  complain,  becanae  be  said 
he  thought  more  of  his  kind  ought  to  have  been  on  the  com- 
mittee. Well,  Ood  help  him  if  they  had  been,  becauae  they  no 
more  approved  it  than  I  did ;  and  if  there  is  a  regular  en  this 
floor — and  there  are  some  of  tbem — that  api>roves  whet  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  did,  I  will  yield  him  time  right  now 
to  say  it  If  the  Senator  from  Couikeeticut  wants  to  aak  you 
regular  Bepnbllcaaa  if  you  do  not  approve  It,  I  wlU  yield  to  hiaK 
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to  ask  yon,  becanM  be  eomplalna  becaiuw  yoa  were  not  iwt  on 
the  committee;  and  if  yoa  woald  have  dowe  differently  we  will 
glTe  yoa  a  chance  right  now  to  stand  op  and  say  so. 

Well,  there  la  not  much  consolation  for  the  Senator  from 
CDDoecticut,  because  none  of  his  friends  rise  to  arorove  nia 
conduct 

Senator  Roanraox  of  ladUna.  Bnt  did  not  recelTC  the  money,  or  he 
recdred  the  monej  bat  gmve  it  U>  you.  Sorely  yoo  do  aot  approre  of 
the  falsiflcatlon  of  the  record. 

Senator  BinaaAU.  Senator,  I  do  not  like  the  nse  of  your  word  "  tain- 
fleatloB.*'  There  wta  no  falsification  of  it  He  recelred  the  money  and 
dgncd  his  name,  and  what  be  did  with  the  money  afterwarda  would 
ordinarily  be  a  matter  of  no  Interest ;  but  in  riew  of  the  fact  that  a 
■reat  deal  bsi  been  made  in  the  papers  of  his  recelvlna  Gorerament 
money,  wblle  at  the  same  time  he  was  an  emploje*  of  the  maaufactnrers' 
aasoclatioo — 

That  speech  then  was  cut  short,  not  by  one  of  va  bnt  by 
Senator  Bonifsoif  of  Indiana. 

Senator  Robinson  of  Indiana.  He  did  receire  it? 

Senator  BtNOHAM.  Oh,  yea.  Senator.     Certainly  he  rccelTed  it 

If  that  shows  that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  waa  any  more 
merciful  toward  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  than  the  rest  of 
us  I  do  not  exactly  understand  the  use  of  the  term  "  mercy.' 

The  Senator  says  that  I  twisted  words.  The  Senator  can  not 
•tand  In  hla  place  and  caU  attention  to  a  single  thing  I  said 
that  was  not  tme,  and  he  knows  it.  I  do  not  commend  his 
actlrity  in  whining  about  prejudice,  because  It-  Is  so  utterly, 
utterly  uDdlgnilled ;  bat  If  he  thinks  that  is  a  defense  against 
Ilia  coarse  of  couduct  I  have  not  any  objection  to  his  putting 
forward  the  only  defense  he  thinks  he  has. 

I  know,  and  erery  lawyer  knows,  that  when  a  man  is  being 
charged  with  soosethlng,  and  wants  to  get  rid  of  wbaterer  vn- 
favorable  tanpreaaloo  be  thinka  might  hare  been  prodneed  by  it. 
be  always  pats  forward  the  beat  defense  be  has.  What  Is  the 
defense  of  the  Senator  from  Oonnecticat?  Not  tbat  the  thlngM 
that  we  bar*  davekiped  In  the  committee's  bearings  are  vntme ; 
not  tbat  tba  tbtngs  we  have  said  about  It  are  not  faeta;  bvt 
that  we  onrselTes  are  prejudiced  against  htm.  Tbat  Is  the  best 
defense  be  can  think  of  after  weeks  of  trying  to  And  some 
excuse  for  bla  coodnet. 

What  If  I  an  prejodlcedf    I  dM  not  give  any  teatlnony  In 
fbia  reeoffd.    Whatever  in  this  record  affecta  the  Senator  from 
t^onnaetleiit  eooMS  from  hl«  friends,  and  be  Tovebed  for  then 
before  they  teetlfled,  beeanse.  If  anybody  wants  to  waste  bli 
tlOM  by  reading  tbe  Senator's  statement  before  the  oommlttet 
he  will  ind  oot  tbat  be  said  that  be  came  thens  to  tell  as  what 
line  men  tbaae  men  were  that  we  were  going  to  examine,    Hr 
▼ottcbed  for  tbem  aa  to  rbaraeter  and  Information,  and  t 
wrote  tiM  reeord  then  against  wbleb  tbe  Senator  from  Connect 
rot  now  coBVlalna— Aot  1,  not  Senator  BoaAH,  not   Senat 
BtAfiri^  BOC  Senator  Waum  at  Montana,  not  Senator  Ronir 
of  Indiana.    They  made  It  themaelves,  and  yoo  may  read  It  1 
yoo  want  to.    It  was  dlfBcoJt  U>  get  Infomattoo  from  tbtm, 
I  aa  frank  to  any.    Tba  Senator  says  tbat  wa  nhnvad  tb> 
letters  and  tried  to  pat  InterpreutUms  on  them  tbat  ttie  lan> 
goaga  woold  not  jostlfy.    lo  other  words,  X  take  It  tbat 
Senator's  defense  Is  tbat  Connectlcot  or  New  Koglaod  baa 
Idiom  aU  Its  own:  and  wbenarer  It  says  anytbiag,  yoo  a 
not  jttstlflcd  In  beilerlng  tbat  It  mean*  anything  nntll  yoo 
In  tbe  Maw  Bnglander  tbat  saya  It  and  1st  bim  tell  yoo  what 
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Ha  said  we  triad  to  drag  in  Mr.  BorabadL    We  did  not 
tbat    Tbe  Senator  sent  a  letter  or  a  telegram  to  Mr.  Hnhban 
of  tbe  Connecticut  Manofactorers'  ▲ssodation,  and  aaked 
to  gat  in  taoch  "  throogb  J.  Henry."    Well,  we  did  not  kn 
who  **  J.  Henry  "  was,  and  we  aaked  one  of  his  friends,  and 
wld    "J.   Henry"    was   J.    Henry    Rorabaek.    tbe   fiepab 
leader,  aa  be  poik  It.  in  ConnecUcnt 

I  do  not  know  what  algnillcance  there  may  bare  been  al 
It  Tbe  Senator  aald  he  was  only  there  a  few  boars.  Mr.  H 
bard  aald  be  was  there  all  night,  and  there  the  next  day.  I 
not  eare  wbidi  la  right  about  it  It  is  nobody's  tmsinees  thdt 
I  know  ot  and  I  am  not  concerned  about  it.  It  la  jnst  x 
variance  that  is  <|aite  Aarp  in  the  statements ;  bat  I  do  not  cmsfs 
wbo  la  right  aboat  it  There  la  one  Democrat  and  one  RepabF 
can,  and  everybody  can  choose  liia  own  in  tbat  ftatement 

Tbe  question  that  I  raised  and  said  something  about 
tbe  Senator  coBq»lained  about  the  letter  transmitting  Senat 
BntoBAif^  request  for  an  expert,  said  Omt  tlie  Oonnecti 
Manufaetafrera'  Aasodatlon  months  before  had  gotten  in  toodi 
with  Senator  BiifaHAic  about  the  tariff;  and  tlien,  later,  8Miat<  r 
Biiii^Aia*a  letter  making  his  request  came  aa  if  it  was  an  ai- 
tirely  aew  ttMOg^'t  with  bin,  although  we  bare  tlie  une:Q)lainc  i 
fea  tte  letter  «C  Mr.  Hubbard,  the  president  oC  the  Ooi  ^ 
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nectieat  ManufacturerB'  Aasodation,  that  the  association  had 
approached  Senator  Biwoham  months  before  to  interest  him  In 
this  matter;  and  months  before,  by  the  way,  would  be  before 
Senator  Bctqham  was  on  the  Committee  on  Finance  at  all.  His 
transfer  to  that  committee  followed  after  that,  and  ttien  his 
applying  to  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Association  for  an 
expert  came  after  that.  ,  _,  ^ 

I  do  not  know  what  significance  there  may  be  connected  with 
those  erents;  I  am  not  arguing  them.  Nor  am  I  very  greatly 
concerned  about  the  other  political  angles  to  it. 

The  Senator  said  that  we  wanted  to  discredit  him.  I  want 
to  say  to  tlie  S«iator  from  Connecticut  that  nothing  we  can  do 
will  discredit  him,  but  he  can  do  and  has  done  a  very  great  deal 
to  discredit    himself. 

Whatever  there  is  In  this  record  that  reflects  upon  tbe  Senator 
from  Connecticut  he  is  responsible  for.  Tlie  committee  never 
added  a  line  to  it,  and  can  not 

What  we  may  think  about  It  does  not  much  concern  the 
country,  and  what  we  shall  say  about  it  will  not  afTect  the 
reputation  and  standing  of  the  Senator  from  New  England. 
Of  course,  he  is  trying  to  line  up  New  England.  I  do  not  know 
much  about  New  England.  I  have  had  rather  a  high  regard 
for  it  and  have  yet.  I  know  of  no  more  delightful  people  than 
those  I  have  met  from  New  England.  I  know  of  none  who  are 
more  intelligent,  and  I  peculiarly  like  them.  I  have  said  so  on 
more  than  one  occasion.  I  even  had  a  very  high  regard  for  a 
New  England  former  President  of  the  United  States. 

I  do  not  know  how  New  England  will  react  to  the  statement 
that  we  are  trying  to  dlscreillt  New  England  through  the  Sen- 
ator. I  know  that  statement  Is  expected  to  line  New  England 
up  bade  of  Senator  Bingham.  If  It  does,  then  I  shall  change 
my  oi^nion  about  New  England,  because  facts  are  the  things 
which  concern  New  England,  and  I  believe  New  England  will 
react  unfavorably  to  the  Senator's  course  of  conduct.  In  fact 
the  editorials  I  have  seen,  some  of  them  coming  from  the  papers 
out  of  his  own  State,  unmistakably  Indicate  that  they  react 
unfavorably  to  his  conduct. 

Tliere  is  one  other  thing  I  want  to  say.  Accrmling  to  my  way 
ot  thinking,  there  Is  a  lot  to  be  said  about  it  one  way  or  tbe 
other,  but  the  very  best  evidence  of  what  a  transaction  Is  Is  what 
the  people  think  about  It  who  an*  iroing  Into  it,  what  their  ex* 
pertatlons  and  hopes  are  when  they  are  securing  the  advantage. 

Here  Is  a  letter  from  Mr,  Davis.  I  referred  to  it  Snturday, 
but  I  did  not  read  it,  and  I  want  to  read  it.  Davis,  among 
others,  was  asked  If  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  AnHoHa- 
tlon  approved  this  (rtan  of  loaning  to  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut an  expert.  I  presume  tliey  had  no  hope  then  of  having  him 
Inducted  Into  the  secret  meetings  of  the  committee,  but  they 
thought  ha  would,  nevertheleHs,  be  of  very  great  value. 

Mr  SMI'ni.     Who  is  Dnvis? 

Mr.  CABAWAT.  Davis  lives  at  Portland,  Conn.,  and  Is  tbe 
executive  (rf  a  manufacturing  concern.  Under  date  of  March  0, 
1929.  he  said : 

Mr.  B.  KsNT  llrsBAso, 

Pretidtnt  thr  M (umfaeturtri^  AttocUtictt  of  Co»H4eiieut  {tne.), 
DiAS  Ma.  Hi'SSAsii :  Yours  ot  tb«  5th  at  baod  aad  I  saa  •••  aotbhig 
bat  good  «oaM  trom  our  bartof  a  rtprsseautlve— 

Tbat  is.  tbe  Connacticut  Manufacturer*'  Aiieodatlon  haviof 
a  representative— 

la  Mr,  BisoHAM's  oflke  for  the  tariff  discussion.  If  tbers  Is  aoytblnc 
tbat  BMSufactnrvrt  are  vital!/  loterestMl  in  it  should  be  tbif  tariff,  and  I 
tblak  that  tbe  matter  of  tlw  amouut  we  spend  for  such  wurji  «buuld  bs 
left  la  tbe  bands  of  our  oAclals.  Tb<>7  are  in  a  position  to  picit  th« 
right  man  and  the  risht  ataa  wlli  be  worth  all  that  it  costs  us.  I  believe 
in  this  class  of  work  you  get  what  yon  pay  for — 

Tliat  la  what  one  of  the  gentleman  who  put  up  pert  of  tbe 
money  to  hire  Eyanson  thought  about  It  "  IT  on  get  what  you 
pay  for" — 

I  beliere  la  this  class  of  work  you  get  what  you  pay  for.  Therefore,  I 
am  with  yon  100  per  cent  on  anjthiag  that  700  do. 

With  kindest  personal  regards,  I  am  yours  very  truly, 

Erxsst  8.  Davis. 

I  do  not  know  whether  tliat  is  New  England  language  that 
I  do  not  understand,  but  as  I  do  understand  it  Davis  said: 

Ttai*  is  going  to  give  as  an  advantage,  and  I  am  for  it  100  per  cent. 
Too  speod  whatever  ytm  want  to,  because  In  this  Und  of  work — 

That  is.  In 'tariff  lobbying— 
you  get  wtiat  yoa  pay  for. 

Joe  Grundy  agrees  with  that  exactly.  He  said  he  raised 
money  for  campaign  expenses  and  got  it  back.  That  Is  the  Im- 
ptaasioB  of  the  people  wbo  sent  l^unaon  down  here,  that  they 


were  buying  something,  and  they  were  going  to  get  their  money 
baclc  out  of  it ;  and  I  am  inclined  to  think  they  did. 

There  was  a  letter  from  Mr.  Hubbard  in  which  he  said.  "  We 
got  more  than  we  bargained  for."  The  Senator  says  "  more 
than  you  bargained  for"  means  more  than  you  expected.  I 
think  that  is  eiactly  it.  I  never  tried  to  twist  that  language. 
They  expected  good  results,  but  they  got  so  much  better  recmlts 
than  they  expe<rted  that  they  were  congratulating  themselves 
and  congratulating  Mr.  Eyanson,  and  they  said,  "Your  good 
work  will  live  after  you." 

Then  they  talked  about  results.  How  did  they  know,  because 
the  letter  was  uTltten  before  the  committee  had  reported  the 
bill?  They  kne^v  something  about  it.  They  were  talking  about 
it.  What  were  the  i*esults  they  were  congratulating  themselvea 
on  obtaining? 

Now,  I  will  refer  to  the  Wuidiet  matter  and  then  I  will  be 
through.  Among  the  records  found  in  the  Connecticut  Manu- 
facturers' Association  flies  was  tills  statement  from  Wuichet 
in  which  he  i>al(i  that  Senator  Binoham  had  won  such  a  signal 
victory  over  Senator  Rbed  Smoot  and  Senator  Rxxn,  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  Senator  Edok.  of  New  Jersey,  and  he  thought  he 
ought  to  be  con;?ratulated. 

Tbe  man  w^ho  wrote  that  did  not  know  the  members  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Finance.  He  knew  he  must  have  gotten 
it  from  somebody,  and  he  said  the  only  person  he  could  have 
gotten  it  from  ^vas  Mr.  Eyau.son,  and  Mr.  Eyanson  could  have 
gotten  it  only  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  be  was  in  the  committee. 

At  this  time  that  is  all  I  care  to  say  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  now  that  an  at- 
tempt has  been  made  to  Justify  or  defend  the  acts  reported  to 
the  Senate  on  Ifiat  Saturday  by  the  so-called  lobby  committee, 
the  very  important  question  is  presented  of  the  standards  of 
ethics  and  morality  of  thia  body. 

An  attempt  is  made  to  attribute  whatever  sinister  aspect  the 
matter  may  beat*  to  the  political  animosity  of  the  members  of 
the  committee  sod  to  the  attitude  they  bear  toward  the  pend- 
ing tariff  leglslatitm.  In  that  aspect  of  the  matter.  Mr.  PresI' 
dent.  It  is  of  no  little  Importance  to  pay  attention  to  bow  tbe 
matter  has  beet>  rsgirded  by  the  press  of  the  country;  and 
Inasmuch  as  particular  stress  has  been  laid  upon  tbe  matter  of 
the  political  predilections  at  members  of  the  committee,  I  read 
from  the  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  tbe  leading  Republican 
pajier  of  tbe  United  Statas,  If  I  bare  appraised  It  properly.  It 
said: 

When  Ssiuitor  HisAM  Bisokam  hired  C.  L.  Byaasea.  tt  tb«  Cooasctl- 
eut  Manufacturers'  Association,  to  assist  blm  la  prspartag  tb«  tariff  MU 
bis  SKitives  wars  naeasstloBably  right  He  fsit  IsBoraat  of  tariff  mat- 
ter»— aa  who.  ladevd,  doss  sotT — and  bs  wished  to  have  aathorltattve 
lofonaatloa  on  Cotmeetleut's  ladostrlss  at  his  slbow.  TeC  It  seems  clear 
tbat  ths  fashion  in  which  be  seeared  advlee  was  aaeooad  aad 
daagsfoue. 

Aay  nsB  has  a  right  te  Mee  s  epeeial  secretary  If  he  pisaees. 

••aater  BisuaAM's  a«tloa.  bowevsr,  west  beyead  this  fraak  aeeodag 
ef  sspert  sdvles.  Hie  wbois  servles  ai  secretary  lavelved  a  eahtertafe 
that  ssrms  to  ue  IndsfenslbU.  Mr,  Biraosoo  oet  esly  eonlerred  with 
teas  tors  iadlvldaally — be  eoefsrred  witb  tbea  whea  tliey  were  la  ee»' 
mutm;  and  rsevlved  tbe  privitsis  ef  tb«  geaate  fleer. 

TMs  eotraaee  ot  aa  ostsfde  espert,  the  rsprseeatattve  ef  a  epeelat 
Istereet,  te  oAelal  eommlttes  sesetooe  sevsM  to  ue  the  eeattal  wroag 
tavolved.  When  a  Senator  enters  a  committee  ssseton  he  is  suppoeed  te 
have  beard  all  tliat  tbe  outside  world  can  tell  bim.  He  should  be  eater- 
lag  the  eosMUttee  room  to  eserdse  tbe  dictates  of  bis  eonsdeaee,  and 
so  spi«ial  pleedcrs  should  be  present.  To  ignore  those  dUalaetioos  sad 
aawlttiagly  break  tbem  down,  as  Senator  BivaHAM  did.  Is 


I  suppose  no  one  will  accuse  the  Philadelpbia  Public  Ledj^  of 
being  actuated  by  any  Intense  antagonism  to  Bqrabilcans  or  to 
a  high  tariff  bilL  After  Senator  Bihoham's  appearance  upon 
the  stand  that  paper  said : 

Senator  BiNaHAM's  latest  explaaatlon  Is  far  from  satisfactory. 

The  New  York  Post  is  not  a  Democratic  paper,  nor  is  it 
oppoeed  to  a  high  tariff.    It  said : 

We  can  not  recall  an  Instance  in  which  a  United  SUtes  Senator 
receired  at  the  hands  of  bis  colleagues  a  more  scathing  castlgatlon  than 
that  administered  to  Senator  Bimoham  by  the  Senate  committee  Investi- 
gating lobbying. 

We  do  not  at  all  consider  Senator  Binobam  capable  of  tbe  corruption 
or  Intent  which  the  committee  tried  to  ascribe  to  him.  •  •  •  But 
he  surely  sinned  against  good  taste,  sound  practice,  and  official  proprie- 
ties. We  fear  that  In  the  "rolling"  be  received  at  tbe  hands  of  the 
committee  he  got  Just  alwut  what  was  "coming  to  blm." 

The  Washington  News,  a  Scripps-Howard  paper,  said : 

Bingham,  by  bis  own  admission,  receired  most  of  his  tariff  Infonaa- 
tlon  from  this  lobbyist  aad  apparently  voiced  the  wishes  of  the  Ceaaectl- 


eat  Maautaetureni'  Associatlott  la  every  vote  Im»  cast  for  hi^sr  Indoa- 
trial  rates.  To  all  purpooesk  C.  I*.  Kyaaaon  was  the  Senator  fr«m  CoO' 
nectient  In  traming  tbe  bllL 

BiNOBAJf,  peraonally.  is  neither  better  nor  worse  than  soste  other 
Members  of  ths  Senate  who  cooperate  with  tbe  Urlff  lobby. 

Tbe  only  way  tbat  he  dilTers  with  them  Is  tliat  In  his  slmpUdty,  to 
call  It  by  BO  baraber  name,  he  has  given  tht  whole  tariff  show  away. 
Tbat  Is  why  the  Senate  Old  Quard  Is  even  more  angry  with  him  than 
are  bis  political  opponents. 

The  people  of  the  United  States  ought  to  be  grateful  to  Senator 
BiNOHAM.  He  has  given  them  a  perfect  picture  of  the  mlads  which 
made  the  tariff  UU,  tbe  metliods  by  which  it  was  made,  and  in  the  Intol- 
erable hardens  whleh  It  wo«ld  Impose  upon  thenii,  to  lBcrc«ae  the  proflts 
of  a  single  class. 

In  defense  of  the  good  peoi^e  of  the  Senator's  own  State  I  am 
glad  to  advise  the  Senate  that  it  does  not  accept  ids  view  ex- 
pressed on  the  floor  this  morning  that  there  was  nothing 
improper  or  open  to  objection  In  the  cours*'  he  pursued.  I  read 
from  tlie  Hartford  Courant  of  Thursday  morning,  October  24, 
1929,  as  follows: 

AS  ms  cooHTar  vnws  w 

Prom  Portland,  Mc  to  Portland,  Oreg.,  from  Mlaaeapolls  to  New 
Orleans,  the  newspapers  across  and  up  and  down  the  country  have  eom- 
mented  most  unpleasantly  on  the  developments  at  Waahlngton  lnTolv>- 
Ing  Senator  Bingham  and  the  Connecticut  Maaafaetnrers'  AsaoelattoB. 
We  need  only  take  at  random  a  line  or  two  trom  editorials  to  show  how 
the  opinion  runs.  "  Tbe  Connecticut  Senator  hait  done  a  foolisb  and  aa 
iadefanslUe  thing."  (Tbe  Dally  Oklaboman.)  "Senator  BtseBAM 
waa  guilty  of  aa  extremely  odloos  aad  repreheniilble  piece  ei  bostBeaB." 
(Chattaaooga  Times.)  "  He  Is  a  front,  admitted,  anaahaaisd,  and 
braaen  wrecker  of  the  Republkaa  Party  pledgeti."  (Miaaeapolls  Trib- 
une.) "  But  this  extraordinary  proceeding  was  aet  after  all  so  Impor* 
taat  for  Its  effect  upoa  leglstatloa  aa  tbe  aetlvltlee  of  thoes  indastrlal 
aad  flnanelai  Interests  which  bavs  always  latmdsd  themselves,  adroitly 
aad  Insidiously,  Into  the  writing  of  tariff  SMasorss."  (Arkaasas  Q*- 
aecte.)  "Aay  prstenss  that  bs  need  Byaasoa'e  aasletanoe  la  applying  the 
Bepablleaa  poUey  of  protectioa  te  Conneetteat  prefloets  ess  net  bs 
BUilnlalned."     (Portfaind  Orsgoalaa.) 

We  might  eeatlBue  such  guotatleas  almost  ladeflaltely.  bat  to  do  ss 
would  be  aaaeeeeserily  dlatiaeelBg.  Hers  la  Coaasctlevt,  wbeet  all  the 
parilcipaats  la  tbia  atair  are  well  kaown.  these  eei meats  nwy  eeea 
aadaly  bersb.  if  not  dowarlgbt  brutal,  but  the)  are  baaed  upon  facte 
and  dreuBMrtances  tbat  aatarally  provoba  prededy  each  obeervatloae 
and  deaaBelatloBs.  Without  qnallfylag  phrases  or  iaurprstattve  uMdw- 
staadtagi  here  Is  the  eet-ap  pssseated  to  theee  eemmsataters  oa  euiveat 
eveate ; 

(1)  leaater  MaeuAM  wee  the  ebairaMa  ef  tlw  tariff  ssbseiaattsee 
ea  tbe  eottoa  and  the  wool  sehedaUe.  KBowtiig  Betblng.  as  be  eoB- 
feseed,  aboat  tlMse  or  ether  tsriff  auitters.  be  epiNaled  te  ■.  Keat  Hob- 
bard,  ptesldsat  of  the  Ceaaeetievt  MaDofaetarers'  AaseelatleB,  for  aarist- 
aace. 

(3)  Seaater  BtaeiiAM  eaoM  to  Hartferd  aad  by  appetatawst  met 
Mr,  Habbard  Is  the  oAee  ef  i.  Heary  ■erabsrlt.  ^tatnaaa  ef  the 
llaaa  State  wiarittee  aad  a  ■siber  ef  tbe  BepuMlcaa  ffatleaal 
Silttee.  It  wae  tb^  aad  thers  arraaged  tbat  Bsaater  BfaoMAM  sbeald 
have  tbe  servkee  of  Charles  I*  SyaBeoa,  eesJetast  te  Mr.  Habbard,  la 
the  peeparatlea  ef  saeb  UrW  sebedales  ss  Mlgfet  have  aa  tatseast  far 
Oosaeetleat. 

(5)  Dariag  tbe  period  of  bis  empleyaMat  la  this  capacity  Mr.  Kyaa- 
sea  received  hie  regalar  ealary  aad  iipsaess  freoi  the  BMaafactursfe* 
aeeoelatloa. 

(4)  Seaater  Biboham  temporarily  retlfad  eae  ef  his  eecesuriee, 
Harry  M.  Barry,  to  suike  a  place  for  Mr.  Byaiwoa  en  bis  staff,  aad, 
oeteaalMy  to  enbiset  Mr.  Byaasoa  to  tbe  "  dIeclpUas  of  the  Seaata,"  be 
canasd  bim  to  be  plaoed  on  the  pay  roll  of  tbe  Goveragsont. 

(6>  Seaater  BtMOHAii  took  this  paid  emiMoyee  of  tbe  CoanectleBt 
Maaofactarers'  AssoeiatleB  lato  tbe  executive  iisesjoas  of  the  Seaale 
Flaaaos  CesuMittee  and  only  departed  from  tbat  praetles  whsa  ob)ee- 
tiOB  was  made  by  sonte  of  tbe  members. 

(6)  Presldeat  Hubbard,  of  the  aianufactorers'  association,  wrote  to 
Mr.  Byaasoa.  "  Ton  have  done  a  great  deal  more  tbaa  we  ever  bar- 
gained for  In  tbe  beginning,  aad  undoubtedly  the  resulu  whlcb  you  have 
acoompUsbed  are  far-reaching  aad  will  bear  fruit  for  some  time  te 
come.  •  •  •  Now  we  are  in  a  position  where  we  can  handle  It  (the 
tariff]  here  la  the  odke." 

Here,  oa  tbe  face  of  It,  was  tbe  altaatloa  that  editorial  writers  tbe 
country  over  felt  an  impelling  obligation  to  discuss.  Is  it  in  the  least 
surprising  thst  they  should  have  drawn  from  it  eondnsloas  wholly  un- 
favoraUe  to  all  the  prindpals  In  this  drama,  et^Mcially  In  view  of  the 
situation  having  been  made  to  appear  even  worse  as  tbe  examination 
of  witneeees  by   tlie  Senate   lobby   Investigating  committee   proceeded? 

There  is  no  disguising  the  fact  that,  on  tbe  basis  of  tbis  set-up,  the 
case  hss  every  appearance  of  evil  latent  aad  purpose.  To  convtoes  out- 
side dMatcrsetcd  opinion  tbat  all  tbe  anangements  were  lanoecntly 
entered  Into,  tbat  no  Illegitimate  omM  wens  te  be  eervad.  tbat  aobody 
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had  «  wiwtfiil  parpom  !■  w«Il  alch  as  fnpoMftlUtr.    The 

teca  doM :  tbcr*  Mcas  to  be  ae  way  by  which  It  eaa  bt  andoiw.     Pro- 

teetatloBs  of  blamricaancM  and  {xnity  of  motlTe  talX  oa  deaf  aan. 

Yet  the  Caaraat  Is  eoavtoeed.  as  It  has  said  oa  prevkMW  occa^oas. 
that  neither  fleaator  BusoSAit  aor  the  OMDCCtlcirt  ICaairtietnrer^  Aaa»- 
etatle*  waa  eoMdmiabty  goilty  of  aaythiac  moK  than  aa  amastBg  In- 
dtaaettoa  and  a  fauaentable  lack  «t  caador.  They  ataiply  aerer  thoocht 
the  thiac  thraogh.  aa  they  have  stnee  had  aa  abaadant  opportaatty  to 
do.  Beaator  BiiMiHAJf,  Ignorant  as  he  was  of  the  tariff,  aisrely  eaw  aa 
eppartaalty  to  get  aU  bis  Infonaatloa  as  to  the  tariff  aeeda  ef  Conaectl- 
cvt  Baaafhetmen  and  prodacera  frosa  a  stagle  aatboritatlTe  sovree.  It 
saved  blm  the  tlae  and  trooMe  of  inaamerable  tntnrlewa.  It  sared 
■aaafailiiieis  aad  prodoc^rs  time  aad  trooble  alao.  It  niast  bave 
WfiiK  i1  to  all  eonceraed  a  wry  eonyenient  arrangement. 

▲aide  from  the  «aesCioaaUe  ethics  inToired.  the  Senator's  proeeaa  of 
fixing  ap  the  tariff  sctaedulea  was  precisely  the  way  In  whidi  all  tariff 
aebadolsa  are  made.  Wbctber  it  be  tbe  wool,  the  cotton,  tba  aetal, 
the  ebemical.  or  the  agricaltanU  scbedoiea.  the  "  aabaaaador*  "  fzon  tbe 
■ercral  Btatea  at  Waabington  take  the  say-ao  in  tariff  matters  of  thoaa 
who  are  condoctlng  these  enterprises.  No  Senator,  oo  BcpccaentatiTe, 
pretends  to  know  what  the  dnty  on  sny  article  sboold  be-  He  takes 
the  word  of  interested  parties  for  It-  He  finds  himself  in  troable  only 
when  tbe  proteetloa  demanded  by  one  groap  is  eppooed  by  a  conflicting 
iBtereat,  aa,  for  example,  the  insistence  of  tbe  worsted  mannfactnrers 
that  tbe  materials  of  which  sdalterated  bat  serrtceabte  fabrics  are  made 
ahall  be  kept  oat  by  prohibitlTe  dotiea,  and  tbe  like  Inaistenee  of  the 
■aaofaeturaia  of  those  fabrics  that  they  shall  hara  free  accaas  to  Mch 
aaterlala.  It  la  ridScolcna  for  anybody  to  a«Muae  that  tariff  maklBg 
la  alther  sdaattte  or  dlslatertated.  Am  the  New  York  World  haa  pointed 
oat.  the  whole  proeaaa  la  condncted  on  Senator  BmaHAic'a  pfaia.  Tb« 
oaly  differaaeo  between  him  aad  tbe  other  Senators  la  that  he  had  **  the 
bad  taste  aad  tta«  eocJtshaeas  to  do  directly  aad  rather  hraaealy  what 
alaaoot  all  the  otheio  do  somewhat  more  diacreetiy." 

Bat  there  la  ae  aae  attemptlag  to  gloaa  over  what  haa  been  done,  ao 
ase  to  make  apotogette  exeasea,  no  use  to  plead  tbo  Inaeoenee  of  OTory- 
body  la  tight  of  the  facta  that  have  boea  rerealed.  Wo  may  applaad 
the  loyalty  of  Mr.  Hnbbard  la  teatlfylag.  "  I  appeoro  of  what  Seaator 
BineBAM  haa  doac  100  per  cent,"  bat  tbla  blanket  tndoraemeBt  will  find 
BO  echo.     The  ethlea  of  modem  baatneas  la  wboUy  against  It. 

Mr.  President,  unless  It  should  be  thought  that  this  Is  the 
expression  of  an  Individual  newspaper  of  the  State  of  Connecti- 
cut that  may  possibly  be  antagonistic  to  the  Senator  from  that 
State,  I  read  two  further  brief  editorial  comments,  one  from 
the  Waterbury  Republican,  as  follows: 

As  tbe  Inveatlgatlon  of  the  Bin^wm-B^'aaaon  affair  progreaaea,  the 
folly  of  tbe  Senator's  entry  Into  the  agreement  whereby  be  took  a  paid 
employe*  of  the  manafaetarera'  association  into  aecrat  aeaatona  of  the 
Bcaat*  Fiaaaea  Ceouaittee  bacomea  asore  apparent  than  ever.  Not  only 
la  ibw*  an  ethical  problem  Involved,  bat  the  Seoator'a  aetloa  alao 
thraataaa  the  welfare  of  those  Connecticut  indoatriea  which  require 
additional  tariff  protection. 

Tba  whole  affair  waa  utterly  needlesa.     Mr.  BmoBAM  aaeka  to  excui 
hUnaalf  by  aaylag  that  ha  was  Ignorant  of  tariff  matters. 

Tti«  New  Britain  Dally  Herald,  of  tbe  same  State,  said : 

The  use  of  Mr.  Xyanaon  as  Senator  BisanAU'B  aide  was  merely  i)oor 
tactic*.  No  <me  aeems  to  bare  foreseen  that  tbe  method  when  discovered 
woold  go  a  long  way  to  defeat  Its  own  ends.  The  effect  upon  the 
Senate  can  not  be  favorable.  Tbe  good  to  ensue  probably  will  be  that 
It  wont  oecor  again.  The  legitimate  way  is  to  give  evidence  before  a 
commltteo  and  then  go  home. 

From  the  Hartford  (Conn.)  Times  I  read: 

Aakcd  by  Senator  Cajuwat,  **  Well,  do  you  think  there  waa  anything 
wrong  aboat  It?"  Senator  Bihobam  replied,  "  Poaslbly  I  made  a  mis- 
take. ** 

'  It  doe*  seaaa  a*  If  aa  error  of  Judgment  may  have  been  committed. 
Apparently  the  Senator  fh>m  Conoecticat  failed  to  rcallae  the  Impro- 
priety of  dlapeaalag  the  poblic  funds  for  tbe  suiting  of  hi*  own  personal 
convenience,  or  what  It  woold  look  Uke  to  disinterested  oboerveis  if. 
whM  he  atedsd  lafonaatlon  aboat  the  tariff,  be  should  hire  the  knowl- 
*dge  of  *o*M  on*  repreaeattag  vedal  laterests  In  the  bin  before  hia 
committee.  l%o  aafvete  of  Senator  BiifOHAM  In  this  matter  Is  Inno- 
ccaee  Itadf.  It  I*  folly  equal  to  that  of  a  conalderable  aamber  of 
BepaMicaa  leadera  la  Washlagton  aa  a  groap,  who  utnise  "  Old  Jo* 
Qraady.  of  Penaaylvanla,  to  collect  campaign  expaaaea  aad  asatst  them 
with  Ms  espeit  eaawal  when  th*  *abjeet  of  tariff  lailaloa  cones  ap  for 
aeftoa. 

I  supplement  this  with  two  other  brief  referenoea  to  general 
comment  on  thlg  matter,  one  from  the  Columbus  (Ohio)  Dis- 
patch, as  follows : 

What  do«a  aU  tbis^aMaal    Bfaaply  that  th*  eo—setlrat  Seaator.  aa  a 
»  of  th*  Saaate  eostaltte*  la  ^axs*  of  th*  tariff  bill, 
to  the  Ooaacctlcat  maaafact 

th*  w*>k  at  MBlag  tha 
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pcotaetlaa  of  Conaectlcot  todartrlea.  The  fbet  waa  bvooght  oat  that 
Byanaon  bad  received  $10,000  from  the  maaufacturen  for  doing  thla 
Waa  Byaaaoa  tbe  Connectknt  Senator's  aaslstant  or  his  boaaT 


BtaM  9i 


From  the  TopAa.  Kansas  Capital:  ^. 

Saaate  Inquiry  into  tbe  hiring  of  a  repreaeatatlTe  of  apecial  tariff 
InttnatM  by  Seaator  Bi-'voham,  of  Connecticut,  brings  out  that  tbe 
Seaator,  cboaea  from  the  faculty  of  Tale  College,  is  not  aa  panctlUona 
as  aucb  a  man  sboaM  be  In  a  public  ofilee.  Connecticut  haa  one  of  th* 
few  surviving  old-faahloned  machine  bosses  who  runs  tbe  State,  and 
BimBAM  haa  been  his  willing  tool  ever  since  bis  election  as  governor. 

I  forbear  from  reading  further  comments  of  this  character, 
Mr.  President,  but  now  more  than  ever  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  Senate  Is  called  upon  to  express  Its  view  concerning  these 
transactions. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  President,  I  had  not  in- 
tended to  make  any  comment  at  all  on  the  situation  now  before 
us.  Whatever  I  may  say  under  the  circumstances  is  suggested 
by  what  has  taken  i^ce  this  morning. 

I  never  sought  membership  on  the  investigating  committee. 
No  one  could  have  been  more  surprised  than  I  myself  when  an- 
nouncement was  made  that  I  was  included  in  the  membership. 
I  was  not  even  in  the  city  at  the  time,  having  been  back  to  my 
home  State,  and  learned  of  it  when  I  returned  here. 

I  had  heard  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  make  his  speech 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  In  answer  to  one  delivered  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  HABWsoif  ].  I  was  grieved 
that  anything  so  serious  as  this  seemed  then  to  be  could  have 
taken  place  in  this  body  or  in  its  membership.  I  have  nothing 
but  the  klndUest  feeing  for  the  senior  Senator  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Binohah].  He  and  I  have  never  had  a  word  of  any 
Irind  but  that  suggested  by  friendship.  Certainly  I  have  no 
intention,  no  desire,  no  thought  of  causing  him  embarras.*ment 
I  am  led  to  suggest  this  by  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  himself  this  morning  to  the  effect  that  the 
committee  sought  to  injure  or  ruin  the  reputation  of  an  Ameri- 
can Senator.  When  he  speaks  of  "  the  committee "  I  assume 
he  refers  to  the  entire  perstmnel  of  the  committee.  Included  in 
that  personnel,  of  course,  I  find  myself. 

I  heard  but  little  of  the  discussion  this  morning  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  That  much  of  the  speech  of  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  I  did  hear.  I  was  called  to  a  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  and  therefore,  unfortunately,  was  un- 
able to  hear  most  of  what  took  place.  But  that  statement  was 
enough  to  suggest  to  me  that  I  ought  to  say  this  much,  and 
therefore  I  am  on  my  feet. 

Certainly  I  never  desired  to  injure  or  to  ruin  the  reputation 
of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  or  any  other  Senator  on  this 
floor.  Bather  my  heartfelt  sympathy  goes  out  to  anyone  in 
trouble,  nuu,  woman,  or  child,  which  being  true,  I  should  nat- 
urally not  attempt  to  embarrass  any  Individual.  And  may  I 
gay,  Mr.  Presid«it,  that  in  my  honest  opinion  I  have  ^tpoken 
tbe  sentiment  of  the  entire  conunittee  in  the  last  statement  I 
have  made.  I  think  the  committee  up  to  this  moment  has  been 
fair.  We  have  been  trying  to  get  both  sides  of  these  questions, 
and  ao  far  as  I  have  any  influence  with  the  committee  that 
policy  will  be  continued. 

The  committee  was  organised  and  began  its  work.  Then  it 
was  announced  by  the  committee  through  the  public  press  that 
the  Connecticut  matter  would  be  gone  into  shortly,  perhaps  the 
next  day  As  the  result  of  that  announcement,  I  presume,  Mr. 
President,  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  came  to  me,  and  said 
to  me  substantially  that  he  desired  to  be  heard  by  the  com- 
mittee. He  said  to  me  substantially  this:  "I  ask  this  favor. 
Senator,  of  the  ct>mmittee  of  which  you  are  a  member :  When 
you  take  up  the  Connecticut  matter — the  Eyanson  case — I  want 
to  make  a  statement  to  the  committee  before  the  subject  baa 
been  gone  Into  at  all.**  I  said  to  him  then  that  be  would  be 
given  that  opportunity ;  that  most  assuredly  that  was  his  right 
He  said  that  he  would  depend  upon  me  to  Inform  him  when 
tbe  matter  would  be  taken  up,  so  that  he  could  make  the  state- 
ment as  aforesaid. 

The  committee  sat  next  morning,  Mr.  President,  and  at  the 
conclusion  of  Its  session  for  that  day  in  an  executive  meeting, 
called  together  in  the  same  room,  I  suggested  that  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  should  be  heard  before  a  word  of  testimony 
had  been  tak^i ;  that  that  had  t>een  his  request  to  me,  and 
that  I  frit  the  committee  ought  to  grant  it 

Mr.  President,  each  and  every  member  of  the  committee  was 
in  favor  of  taking  that  action.  It  seems  to  me,  as  I  recall  the 
incident  now,  that  each  member  of  the  committee  must  have 
said,  "  Of  course ;  why,  certainly,  the  Senator  should  be  heard 
before  anyone  else  is  heard  on  this  question ;  that  is  his  right." 

Mr.  President,  from  that  presence  I  came  to  the  Chamber.  I 
sooffht  oat  the  Senator  from  OonnectJcnt  to  give  him  that  infor- 
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mation,  since  the  next  morning  we  were  to  begin  on  the  Eyanson 
matter;  but  I  was  unable  to  locate  the  Senator  from  Connec- 
ticut I  had  him  paged  around  the  building,  and  called  his 
ofllce,  and  some  one  there  suggested  that  he  might  be  in  his 
committee  room.  I  sought  for  him  there,  but  could  get  no 
response.  Finally,  I  called  his  secretary  and  informed  him  that 
the  next  morning  the  investigating  committee  would  take  up  the 
Connectl<^t  matter  and  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  had 
re<|uested  that  I  be  sure  to  let  him  know  when  the  committee 
would  go  into  it,  so  he  might  make  his  statement.  I  said  to 
the  secretary  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  sube^tantially, 
"  Will  you  be  responsible  for  getting  this  information  to  the 
Senator?  It  is  very  important  from  his  standpoint,  because  he 
is  anxious  to  make  this  statement."  And  I  was  assured  that 
the  information  would  be  given  to  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut. 

Mr.  President  so  much  of  detail,  that  ordinarily  would  be 
uninteresting  and  tiresMne,  in  order  that  the  Senate  may  know 
that  the  experience  which  afterwards  was  undergone  by  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  was  deliberately  sought  for,  aye, 
insisted  upon  by  himself  in  his  own  person. 

The  next  morning  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  appeared 
before  the  committee,  and  before  a  word  ot  testimony  had  been 
taken  he  made  his  statement.  The  Senator's  statement  was 
similar  to  that  made  by  him  on  the  floor  of  this  Chamber, 
varied,  I  think,  in  no  detail.  And,  Mr.  President  after  the 
Senator  had  conduded  his  statement  he  said  substantially  to 
the  couunittee,  "  Now,  gentlemen  of  the  coounittee,  I  am  willing 
to  answer  any  questions  the  committee  desires  to  propound." 
Otherwise,  no  questions  would  have  been  asked  him.  Not  only 
did  he  insist  on  making  the  statement  but  he  insisted  prac- 
tically on  being  interrogated.  It  would  have  been  scant  courtesy 
to  the  Senator,  Mr.  Presid^t  had  we  not  granted  his  request 
in  that  connection. 

The  Senator  was  then  Interrogated  as  would  have  been  any 
other  witness.  At  no  stage  of  the  proceedings,  however,  was  he 
put  under  oath.  There  was  no  occasion  for  it  He  is  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  American  Senate,  supported  here  by  the  people  of  a 
great  State,  and  there  is  a  certain  courtesy  that  exists  here,  all 
reports  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  It  was  felt  that  his 
word  would  be  good,  and  we  were  glad  to  take  his  word.  All 
that  has  come  up  since  then,  Mr.  President,  has  been  the  re- 
sult of  the  Senato'r's  own  words,  and  to  that  he  ought  not  to 
take  exception. 

Mr.  I*resldent,  in  the  course  of  the  testimony,  evidence  was 
given  and  not  denied  in  any  particular,  that  corresirandence  was 
had  between  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  and  the  association 
there  which  was  represented  by  Mr.  Eyanson.  There  was  no 
contradictor}'  evidence  whatever.  The  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut himself  said  that  Mr.  Eyanson  signed  the  pay  roll  as  a 
clerk  of  the  Committee  on  Territories  and  Insular  Affairs ; 
that  he  drew  the  money  as  such  clerk ;  that  the  first  install- 
ment which  wa.s  paid  to  the  Senator  he  subsequently  turned 
over  to  his  secretary,  and  the  second  installment  was  paid 
directly  to  the  secretary  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  At 
the  same  time  the  evidence  is  not  conh-overted  that  Mr.  Eyan- 
son was  drawing  his  salary  as  usual  and  regularly  from  the 
association  with  which  he  was  connected  in  Connecticut. 

Mr.  President  that  did  mean  an  irregularity,  to  use  the 
mildest  term.  I  asked  the  Seantor  if  he  approved,  rather  ex- 
pecting him  to  say  "  No."  I  said,  "  I  think  surely  the  Senator 
does  not  approve  of  the  falsification  of  the  record."  Mr. 
President,  I  do  not  approve  It;  the  Republican  Party  does  not 
approve  It,  nor  is  it  approved  by  the  American  people. 

Mr.  President  this  leads  me  logically  to  my  concluding  state- 
ment. I  am  a  R^ublican,  and  proud  of  the  fact;  I  am  a  pro> 
tectionist,  a  high  protectionist,  if  you  please,  believing  with  my 
whole  heart  and  soul  that  protection  for  American  labor,  in- 
dustry, and  agriculture  has  made  this  the  greatest  country  the 
world  has  ever  seen.  I  stand  for  protection ;  I  always  have 
done  so  and  always  expect  to  do  so;  but  I  should  like  to  see  it 
advocated  and  consummated  openly  and  not  In  devious  ways 
or  in  crooked  paths.  Protection  is  a  noble  principle  of  govem- 
m^it,  and  there  is  no  occasion  to  cloak  it  with  irregularity  in 
any  manner,  shape,  or  form,  and  I  am  opposed  to  that  sort  of 
isroceedlng,  and  for  the  reasons  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  President  I  have  no  animus  whatever  against  the  Sena- 
tor from  Connecticut  I  have  nothing  but  the  kindliest  feeling 
for  him,  and  in  his  ];»«sent  trouble  the  deepest  sympathy;  but 
Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  evidence  and  in  view  of  the  Stoa- 
tor's  own  statement,  voluntarily  made,  I  am  forced  to  condemn 
the  methods  he  used,  and  that  condemnation  extends  to  all 
Irregularities  of  that  kind,  regardless  of  where  they  may  origi- 
nate or  whom  they  may  help  or  hurt 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  on  account  of  a  very  important 
meeting  of  the  Judiciary  Committee^  It  was  Impossible  f w  me  to 


be  present  in  the  Senate  thla  morning  when  the  Senator  tnm 
Connecticiit  [Mr.  Binohah]  deUvered  hU  address.  Word  waa 
sent  to  me  as  I  was  in  the  committee  that  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  was  delivering  an  address  in  which  he  was  makhif 
an  attack  upon  me  for  some  oflk-ial  act  that  I  had  performed  as 
chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  hut  I  was  then  unable 
to  leave  the  committee  room,  because  we  were  in  the  midst  of 
very  Important  business ;  at  least,  I  did  not  leave  and  have  not 
heard  anything  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  ha.s  said. 

I  sent  for  a  typewritten  copy  of  hia  remarks,  but  word  waa 
sent  back  that,  while  his  remarks  had  been  typewritten,  they 
had  already  been  delivered  to  another  Member  of  the  Senate,  and 
I  was  unable  to  get  a  copy  of  them.  I  take  the  floor  now.  Mr. 
President,  so  that  there  may  be  no  misunderstanding,  to  an- 
nounce that  as  soon  as  I  am  able  to  read  the  speech  made  by 
the  SenatM-  from  Connecticut  I  will,  if  he  has  said  the  things  I 
have  been  told  he  has  said,  take  occasion  to  reply  to  th^n  and,  I 
think,  offer  a  resolution  In  that  connection.  At  the  present 
time,  not  having  read  or  heard  what  the  Senator  has  said,  I  can 
say  nothing  further. 

KXKmnVE  MEBSAQEB 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Hess,  one  of  his 
secretaries. 

BEVISIOR  or  THE  tabhv 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Industries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  I  surest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  in  the  chair).  Tbe 
clerk  will  eall  the  rolL 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  thdr  names: 


Allen 

Fess 

Asbnrat 

Fletcher 

Barkley 

Fmxier 

Bingham 

George 

Black 

Glllett 

Blaine 

Olenn 

Bleaae 

Goff 

Borah 

Ooldaborough 

Bratton 

Gould 

Brock 

Greene 

Brookbart 

Hale 

Brousaard 

Harrison 

Capper 
Caraway 

Hastings 
Hatfidd 

Connally 

Ilawea 

CopeUnd 

Hayden 

Cousena 

Hebert 

Cutting 

Heflln 

Deneen 

Howell 

Dill 

Johnson 

Edge 

Jones 

Keen 

Schall 

Kendrick 

Sbeppard 

Bbortridgc 

Slmmoaa 

Klna 
LaFbllett* 

McKelUr 

Smith 

McNary 

Smoot 

lioaea 

Steck 

Norbeck 

Steiwer 

Norrla 

Swanaon 

O^die 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Overman 

Trammel! 

Patterson 

Ty  dings 

Phippa 

Vandenberg 

Pine 
Pittman 

Wagner 
Wal^tt 

Ransdell 

WaUh,  Maas. 

Reed 

Walah,  Ifont 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Warren 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Waterman 

Sackett 

Wheeler 

Mr.  JONES.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  senior  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watsos]  is  necessarily  absent 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fbss  in  tbe  chair). 
Eighty-flve  Senators  having  answered  to  th^r  names,  a  quorum 
is  present 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  on  Saturday  it  was  virtually 
agreed  that  we  should  take  up  the  oils  and  fats  paragraph  to- 
day. The  first  amendment  passed  over  is  in  paragraph  53,  line 
25,  page  23.  I  understand  that  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Thomas]  has  offered  an  amendment  covering  all  of  the  oils  and 
fats  paragraph  with  the  exces>tion  of  paragraph  53,  which  Is 
now  presented  for  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Ilie  first  amendment  will  be 

stated. 

The  Cmn-  GLsatK.  In  paragraph  53,  page  23,  line  25,  after 
the  word  "  crude,"  it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  **  10  cents  "  and 
Insert  **  6  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Fas.  58.  Oila.  animal  and  fish:  Sod,  herring,  and  monhaden,  5  cents 
per  gallon ;  whale  and  seal,  6  cents  per  gallon ;  sperm,  crude,  6  cents  per 
gallon. 

Mr.  JOECNSON  and  Mr.  JONES  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Fresldeiit  before  proceeding  to  take  up 
this  matter,  may  I  make  a  query  here?  Will  the  Senator  from 
Wsshingtoh  indulge  me? 

Mr.  JONES.    Oertainly. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President  in  common  with  many  others 
upon  this  side  of  the  Chamber,  I  am  interested  in  passfaig,  if  It 
can  be  done,  a  just  tariff  MIL  I  am  Interested  in  having  that 
tariff  bin  do  niiat  ovq^t  to  be  done  so  far  as  agriculture  is  con- 
cerned, and  likewise  so  fSr  is  industry  is  concerned- 
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hbc.  Pmldent,  tn  eommon  with  my  fellows  I  luive  been  8ittlD| 
here  from  10  o'dodc  in  the  morning  until  9  o'dock  In  th^ 
ereniSK,  giTing  what  attention  I  conld  to  this  measure,  in  tb^ 
hope  that  It  might  come  speedily  to  a  Tote,  or  that  ultimate! ' 
a  tariff  bill  should  be  passed.  I  am  In  the  happy  or  the  nnhapp ' 
poaitloD,  as  you  may  choose  to  look  upon  it,  of  being  neithe  ■ 
a  part  of  the  dominant  faction  upon  tbis  side  of  the  Chamber 
Dor  a  part  in  reality  of  the  coalition  which  it  Is  asserted  in  thi  > 
press  has  existed  concerning  this  tariff  bill.  I  am  hen  in  th  > 
attit«de  of  these  gentlemen  upon  the  back  row  who  modestl/ 
aasert  that  they  are  but  freshmen  in  tbe  Senate,  but  who  grac  i 
this  Chamber,  and  wbo  indeed  represent  their  constituencies  iii 
a  fashion  of  which  tliey  may  be  proud  and  tlieir  constitnende  i 
Buy  be  {NTOod.  I  am  here,  as  they  are,  as  another  and  a  separati ' 
group,  unorganized,  perbaps,  but  a  group  anxious  to  do  the  bee 
that  may  be  done  in  respect  to  this  bill  and  in  respect  to  a  taril ' 
measore  generally. 

Mr.  President,  I  read  last  werft  the  special  correspondents  wh<  > 
write  from  the  White  House  door.  I  have  read,  in  what  thosi  > 
special  correspundents  have  said,  that  the  senior  Senator  from 
Idabo  [Mr.  Bosab]  and  those  working  with  him  in  regard  to  thii  i 
bill  were  seeking  to  do  what  the  President  of  the  United  State  i 
desired  done  with  this  biU.  I  read  this  morning  that  the  die 
tlngni^ed  Senator  from  PennsylTsnia  [Mr.  Rnml,  who  ha  i 
be«i  one  of  the  chief  proponents  of  this  measure,  says  there  wll 
be  no  tariff  bill  at  all ;  and  I  observe,  sir,  upon  this  side  of  thi  > 
Chamber  ttiat  with  some  of  those  who  presumably  are  in  charg  i 
of  the  measure  there  apparently  is  no  desire  to  have  any  h 
atalL 

I  do  not  understand  the  situation.  I  am  perplexed,  sir,  J 
as  I  know  some  of  these  gentlemen  bdiind  me  are  perplexi 
We  do  not  know,  in  the  elegant  language  of  the  lamented  Mi. 
Dooley,  **  where  we  are  at "  at  the  present  moment ;  and  I  ris« , 
sir,  in  the  hope  that  thare  may  be  some  reoUing  of  the  mis: 
that  envelope  us  in  relation  to  this  tariff  bill  to^lay,  and  tha: 
we  may  know  whether  we  are  going  to  hare  a  tariff  bill  o 
whether  it  has  been  decreed,  as  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvanli 
is  quoted  as  saying  last  Saturday  night  in  Pbiladeiphia,  tiui 
no  tariff  bill  will  be  passed  at  all.  We  ought  to  be  advisee  , 
either  by  the  special  corre«i>ondents  who  write  from  the  othe)- 
end  of  Peimsylvania  Avenue  or  by  others,  whether  the  PresI 
dent's  view  is  as  they  assert  it  to  be  and  whether  he  stand  f 
for  the  bill  that  Is  presented  by  the  Finance  Committee  of  th  ' 
Senate,  or  whether  he  is  desirous  that  what  the  coalition,  ai 
it  is  termed  in  the  press,  is  endeavoring  to  do  shall  be  don  > 
with  this  measure. 

I  ask  these  things,  sir,  in  the  utmost  good  faith,  merdy  as  )  i 
humble  Member  of  this  body   desiring  a  tariff  bilL    I  havt 
spoken  to  some  of  my  fellows  upon  this  side  of  the  Chambe 
who  occupy  an  equally  bumble  position  in  this  body,  and  al 
alike  we  want  to  know  now  "  where  we  are  at "  in  relation  t » 
this  tariff  MIL    If  we  are  not  to  have  any  tariff  bill,  and  it  i  i 
decreed  by  our  leaders  upon  this  side  or  leaders  outside  of  thi  ( 
Chamber  that  no  tariff  bill  is  to  be  passed,  let  us  not  meet  her » 
at  10  o'clock  In  tbe  morning  and  run  until  6  at  ni^t  and  g) 
through  motions  In  regard  to  a  bill.    Let  us  meet  at  12  o'cloci 
and  adjourn  at  1,  and  let  our  friends  who  indulge  in  tlia 
beautiful  and  i^rious  pastime,  recreational  in  character,  tha: 
so  ministers  to  their  health,  go  to  the  golf  links  every  after 
noon  and  there  develop  themseires  physically  as  they  deslr* 
BO  to  do.    But  let  us  know,  sir,  at  this  time ;  and  If  we  are  no : 
to  ha^e  a  tariff  bill,  let  us  quit  fooling  with  the  measure,  qui : 
making  a  gesture,  and  let  us  hsTe  the  time  that  all  of  u  i 
require  between  now  and  the  regular  session  to  attend  to  thi 
duties  of  our   States  and  adequately   to   rcpreacnt  oar   con- 
stituents. 

I  beg  to  asaare  these  gentlemen  here  that  I  am  asking  in  n<  > 
captious    spirit    concerning    this   matter.     I    read    from    thesis 
special  eorreapoDdents  who  are  engaged  to-day  in  pi«sentiag  1 1 
propaganda  to  this  Nation  such  as  this  Nation  never  before 
known,  and  I  trust  never  again  will  know  in  the  days  to  coi 
that  the  Preaident  is  In  whole-hearted  sympathy  with  what 
being  done  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobah]  an 
tbe  coallti<m  between  the  so-called  insurgents  and  the  Democra 
and  that  he  wants  them  to  succeed  in  what  they  are  undertakin 
to  do  with  thia  MIL    I  find  no  fault  with  that    I  Und  no  faul{ 
either  with  what  they  do  or  with  what  he  desires.    What 
want  to  know  is.  Where  are  we  with  this  Mil?    la  It  a  Mil  thai 
is  simply  to  be  passed  here  in  some  fashion,  or  is  our  time  to 
fooled  away  until  December  next?    For  that  reas^  I  make  thi  i 
query  at  this  time  in  my  own  behalf  and  on  behalf  of  many  o ' 
those  who  sit  upon  this  side  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  SIMMONa    Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  from  Gall  - 
foraia  takes  his  seat.  I  hope  he  wlU  hiquire  at  the  other  aid 
of  the  Chamber  whether  It  la  propoaed  that  the  Senate  abal 
not  be  aUoir«d  to  paas  this  bill  either  mt  thk  aaaaiQB  or  mt  th( 


next  session,  or  whether  it  is  proposed  that  whatever  bill  the 
Senate  may  pass  shall  be  throttled  and  killed  in  conference. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  am  very  glad  to  add  tliat  query  to  what  I 
have  stated,  sir. 

I  see  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  risen,  and  I  yield  the 
floor  to  him,  because  I  think  I  realize  something  of  his  difficult 
position,  and  that  be  may  answer  oae  part  of  the  inquiry,  while 
undoubtedly  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  9iZ3>]  can 
answer  another,  and  some  ot  the  other  gentlemen  here  wbo  are 
reputed  to  be  doing  as  the  President  desires  with  this  tariff 
Mil  may  answer  tbe  third  part  of  the  query. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  glad  that  the  Senator 
from  California  [Mr.  Johnson]  has  brought  this  question  up 
for  consideration  at  this  time.  I  want  to  assure  the  Senate 
that  I  shall  do  everything  In  my  power  to  see  that  the  bill  is 
passed  at  the  very  earliest  possible  date.  I  think  my  actions 
in  the  past  have  demonstrated  that.  It  is  entirely  with  the 
Senate.  If  the  Senate  discusses  the  questions  as  it  has  in 
the  past,  and  if  the  length  of  time  taken  on  all  the  amendments 
in  the  past  is  taken  on  those  to  be  considered  in  the  future,  of 
course  we  can  not  get  through  with  the  bill.  But  it  does  seem 
to  me  that  the  bill  ought  to  be  acted  upon  at  the  present  extra 
session  of  Congress. 

I  assure  not  only  the  Senator  from  California,  but  each  and 
every  Senator,  and  the  public  generally,  that  If  there  is  any 
way  in  the  world  to  secure  the  passage  of  the  bill  at  this  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  and  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible,  I  am  going 
to  insist  upon  such  action.  But  Senators  Imow  that  there  is  no 
limitation  of  debate  in  the  Senate.  This  morning  we  have 
taken  two  hours  and  a  half  upon  a  subject  that  Is  not  germane 
to  the  pending  bill.  Other  days  have  been  spent  on  subjects 
not  relative  to  the  measure.  I  can  not  stop  that  No  one  can 
stop  It  unless  it  is  the  Senate  Itself. 

I  have  not  heard  of  any  individual  Senator  saying  that  he  Is 
going  to  prevent  the  passage  of  the  bill  at  this  session  of  Con- 
gress. Senators  upon  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  have  told 
me  that  they  want  to  have  the  bill  passed.  I  know  Senators  on 
this  side  of  tbe  Chamber  have  made  tbe  same  statement  But 
Senators,  we  have  not  passed  Anally  upon  one  schedule  of  tbe 
bill.  We  are  still  on  the  first  schedule,  and,  of  course,  unless 
there  is  some  change  in  the  future  in  regard  to  the  time  occu- 
pied in  this  body  by  different  Senators,  there  would  be  no  pos- 
sibility of  getting  the  bill  through  at  this  session.  I  know,  of 
course,  that  Senators  have  a  perfect  right  to  speak  upon  any 
subject,  and  to  ^)eak  at  length  upon  every  single  item  in  the 
bill.  If  they  desire,  but  it  is  in  the  Senate's  hands  whether  we 
shall  have  tbis  bill  passed  or  not 

If  I  can  have  consent  of  the  Senate  to  remain  tn  session  from 
10  until  6  every  day,  I  am  going  still  to  have  hope  that  we  will 
pass  tbe  bill  before  the  end  of  this  session,  and  that  the  bill  at 
least  can  go  to  conference. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Sni- 
MONs]  that  I  have  no  idea  whatever  that  tbe  bill  will  be  killed 
In  conference;  and  the  Senator  will  be  a  member  of  the  con- 
ference. I  say  to  him  and  to  every  Senator  here  that  whenever 
we  reach  the  conference,  the  bill  will  be  treated  exactly  the 
same  as  every  revenue  bill  with  which  I  have  been  connected 
and  upon  which  I  have  been  a  conferee  has  been  treated. 

I  do  hope  to  begin,  and  1  beg  of  the  Senate  that  we  begin  now, 
the  actual  consideration  of  the  bill,  with  the  Intention  of  passing 
It  at  the  very  earliest  day.  I  Itnow  that  It  can  be  done  If 
Senators  will  confine  themselves  to  brief  statements  on  the 
amendments,  and  stick  to  the  bill,  and  talk  about  the  bill,  and 
not  bring  other  matters  before  tbe  Senate  which  take  hours  of 
speeches  nearly  every  other  day. 

Mr.  &E£D.  Mr.  President,  it  is  correct  that  In  the  statement 
I  made  on  Saturday  at  Philadelphia  I  expressed  it  as  my  opin- 
ion that  this  bill  is  dead.  That  is  still  my  opinion.  It  could  be 
passed,  as  has  been  said  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot], 
if  the  Senate  would  limit  Itself  strictly  to  debate  upon  tbe  bill, 
and  if  it  would  impose  a  reasonable  limitation  upon  debate. 
But  so  many  changes  have  been  made  In  the  bill  already,  so 
many  more  changes  are  promised  by  those  Senators  who  speak 
for  the  majority  of  the  Senate  which  is  now  In  control  of  tbe 
bill,  that  to  me  it  is  perfectly  evident  that  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives will  not  accept  the  bill  the  Senat)?  is  willing  to  pass. 
Perhaps  I  am  wrong,  but  I  am  entitled  to  my  opinion,  as  is  any 
other  Senator. 

Mr.  SIMMONa    Mr.  President  will  tbe  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  B££D.  In  Just  a  moment  if  the  Senator  will  forgive  me. 
I  have  but  a  moment  and  then  I  must  leave  for  an  important 
engagement  oo  Government  busines»!.  and  I  hope  Senators  will 
let  me  go  on  uninterrupted  for  a  moment 

I  do  not  know  whether  I  shall  l>e  one  of  tbe  conferees  on  the 
Wll  or  not    That  reats  with  the  Setiata    Ordinarily,  in  the 
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routine  of  appointing  confereea,  I  suppose  I  would  be.    If  I 
were,  I  should  stand  for  the  action  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  has  put  the  debenture  provision  into  the  MIL  I 
conceive  it  to  be  the  duty  of  every  Senate  conferee  to  stand  out 
for  it,  and  not  to  yield  without  the  express  permission  of  the 
Senate  itself,  and  I  say  that  although  I  voted  against  the  deben- 
ture, and  do  not  personally  believe  in  it  I  take  it  that  the 
conferees,  whoever  they  are,  including  myself  if  I  am  one  of 
them,  will  be  boimd  to  stand  out  on  a  matter  of  such  importance 
until  the  Senate  itself  authorizes  a  recession.  We  can  not  do 
all  that  In  a  day. 

I  am  not  here  to  speak  for  the  President  because  I  hare  never 
asked  him  his  views  as  to  tbe  fate  of  the  pending  bill.  Neither 
am  I  in  the  confidence  of  those  who  speak  for  the  majority  of 
the  Senate,  what  has  been  casually  called  *'  the  coalition."  They 
have  made  their  plans,  doubtless,  but  they  have  not  told  them 
to  me,  and  in  the  expression  of  opinion  I  made  Saturday,  I 
ba.sed  my  statement  solely  upon  my  observation  of  the  conduct 
of  the  majority  of  the  Senate,  that  coalition,  in  its  handling  of 
the  bill  up  to  this  time. 

The  removal  of  the  flexible  tariff,  which  was  accomplished  by 
a  rather  decided  majority,  the  imposition  of  the  debenture,  tbe 
increase  in  tbe  rate  on  casein,  showed  the  attitude  toward  farm 
schedules.  We  put  the  rate  on  casein  Lu  the  Finance  Committee 
up  beyond  the  point  to  which  any  of  the  experts  said  we  were 
Justified  in  going.    The  Senate  has  put  it  up  far  higher. 

Tbe  cutting  down  of  the  rates  on  industrial  products  like 
pyroxylin  I  can  not  understand,  because  that  is  throwing  out  a 
market  for  a  very  large  quantity  of  cotton ;  but  the  Senate  has 
done  it,  and  that  shows  the  attitude  as  to  manufactured 
products. 

I  speak  not  in  criticism,  although  I  disagree  from  the  bottom 
of  my  heart  with  what  has  been  done.  But  it  is  perfectly  obvious 
to  me  that  the  majority  of  the  Senate  is  in  complete,  diametric 
disagre^nent  with  the  majority  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  it  is  my  firm  conviction  that  try  as  we  may,  or  try 
as  they  may,  if  I  am  not  one  of  the  conferees,  no  agreemMit  be- 
tween the  House  and  Senate  is  possible  at  the  preemt  session  of 
the  Congress. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  President  with  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  REn>]  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  leave 
the  Chamber  on  business  of  the  (Government  and  in  all  prob- 
ability no  opportunity  will  be  afforded  me  during  the  further 
pr(>cet«.s  of  tbe  debate  to-day  to  speak  with  reference  to  tbe  sub- 
ject matter  now  immediately  under  con8id^*ation. 

It  must  be  perfectly  clear  to  anyone  that  considering  all  tbe 
circumstances,  there  never  has  been,  since  the  issues  developed 
in  the  Senate  on  the  bill,  the  slightest  prospect  of  a  final  disposi- 
tion of  a  conference  report  on  the  bill  during  the  extraordinary 
session. 

It  has  always  been  my  belief  that,  through  cooperation  in  tbe 
consideration  of  the  measure  and  of  tbe  issues  which  are  neces- 
sarily involved,  a  conclusion  can  be  reached,  in  so  far  as  tbe 
Senate  is  concerned,  during  the  extraordinary  session.  I  still 
believe  tluit  that  is  possible. 

In  no  sense  admitting  my  refq;M>nslbillty  or  the  responsibility 
of  those  immediately  associated  with  me  In  this  C^uimber,  for 
the  life  or  deatli  of  the  measure,  and  distinctly  repudiating  tlie 
effort  of  some  Senators  to  lay  this  bastard  on  our  doorstep,  I 
am  entirely  willing  to  go  on  as  heretofore  and  facilitate  the 
procedure  in  every  way  possible.  But  Senators  must  remember 
this  fact  that  the  result  of  the  proceedings  in  the  Senate  has 
been  to  turn  the  light  on  the  bill,  and  to  reflect  what  many  be- 
lieve to  be  the  real  interests  of  the  puMic  touching  tariff  re- 
Tision  at  this  time.  There  Is  not  the  slightest  intuition  to  do- 
part  from  that  purpose.  It  will  be  carried  forward,  and  yon 
will  take  your  share  of  the  responsibility  for  whatever  happens 
to  this  poor  infant. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  leave  the  Cham- 
ber without  one  more  remark,  which  I  should  have  made  be- 
fore. 

I  think  that  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Sicoor],  who  has 
borne  tbe  burden  of  this  bill  under  circumstances  unusually 
hard,  should  go  the  respect  and  tbe  consideration  of  all  of  us.  It 
is  not  his  fault  in  any  way  that  tbe  Senate  has  not  worked 
longer  and  has  not  worked  faster.  I  think  be  is  entitled  to  our 
commendation  for  the  loyal  and  faithful  service  he  has  given 
In  tbe  consideration  of  the  bill.  Whether  we  agree  with  hia  po- 
sition or  whether  we  do  not  he  has  held  to  his  position  manfully 
and  well,  and  deserves  our  thanks. 

Mr.  LA  FOIiLETTE.  Mr.  Presidoit  I  want  to  make  a  brief 
reference  to  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  SiiODT]. 

In  my  opiifion,  there  nev^  has  been  a  major  piece  of  legisla- 
tion before  the  Soiate  on  whldi  the  discussion  has  been  more 


germane  to  that  meaaore  than  baa  been  the  case  with  the  pend- 
ing tariff  bill.  There  has  been  less  extraneous  discussion  dur- 
ing the  time  the  Mil  has  bera  b^ore  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  than  in  conjunction  with  any  other  major  piece  of 
le^rtslation  in  recent  years. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  the  entire  conduct  of  this  bill 
has  been  in  the  hands  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  the  Be- 
publican  leadership  of  the  Sexkate.  They  fixed  the  date  lor 
the  recess.  They  fixed  the  date  for  the  reconvening  of  Con- 
gress. They  had  it  within  their  power  to  hold  the  Senate  in 
session.  There  would  have  been  no  objection  to  it.  A  recess 
was  taken  at  their  suggestion. 

Mr.  President  when  you  stop  to  consider  the  fact  that  this 
measure  was  under  consideration  by  the  Republican  members 
of  the  Finance  Committee  from  the  time  we  took  the  recess  in 
June  until  the  Senate  bogau  consideration  of  the  biU  In  Sep- 
tember, it  seems  to  me  that  then  has  been  a  remarkably  short 
time  consumed  by  the  Senate  in  the  consideration  of  the 
measure  upon  the  floor. 

As  it  took  the  Republican  membership  of  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee, meeting  in  executive  session,  all  those  weeks  to  consider 
their  action  upon  the  measure,  I  submit,  Mr.  President  that  the 
Senate  itself,  in  considering  the  measure  and  in  having  pro- 
ceeded as  far  as  it  has  proceeded,  has  made  unusually  rapid 
IHTogress  with  a  measure  as  important  as  this  one. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  am  not  interrupting  the  Senator  with  any 
Idea  of  dlsagreem^it,  but  his  very  statement  emphaaixes  the 
fact  that  the  11  members  of  the  committee  required  most  of  the 
summer  for  hearings  and  consideration  of  the  bill.  Having  beM 
one  of  tbe  members  of  tbe  committee  I  can  attest  that  fact  I 
think  we  are  entitled  at  least  to  appreciation  that  we  labwed 
incessantly,  whether  tbe  results  of  our  work  were  satisfactory 
or  not  But  in  it  is  an  undisputable  fact  that  the  committee 
required  that  long  time  for  public  hearings  and  in  the  con- 
sideration of  the  testimony  and  in  the  writing  of  the  Mil.  Now, 
with  only  five  weeks  of  the  extra  session  remaining  and  with 
14  Important  schedules  of  the  bill  yet  to  consider  containing 
many  controversial  items,  and  joining  with  the  Senator  in  the 
hope  that  the  debate  will  be  germane  and  directed  to  tbe 
various  schedules,  is  it  not  perfectly  obvious  that  it  will  be 
imi)08slMe  dnilng  the  special  session  to  complete  consideration 
of  the  blU?  

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  going  to  answer  that  question  in 
a  few  moments. 

Mr.  president  the  Senator  from  Utah  made  the  statement 
that  the  fate  of  the  bill  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Senate.  Of 
course,  broadly  speaking,  that  statement  is  correct;  but  tf  the 
MU  is  to  be  passed  by  this  body  before  the  next  regular  ses- 
sion it  means  that  the  representatives  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  in  the  Senate  must  accept  the  work  which  has 
been  done  by  the  Republican  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee in  the  drawing  of  the  bilL 

Mr.  BARKLBY.     Mr.  President 

The  VIGB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  WiaconaIn 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentndcy? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Is  it  not  the  Sowtor's  opinion  that  thv  mesa 
which  has  been  referred  to  as  now  existing  with  reference  to 
the  bill  and  the  impossibility  of  it  passing  is  largely  charge- 
able to  the  fact  that  the  leadership  of  both  Honaes  of  Congress 
departed  widely  from  the  object  for  which  we  were  called 
together  in  the  framing  of  thd  legislation? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Yes;  I  agree  with  that  as  a  gmeral 
statement  hut  I  am  trying  now  to  confine  my  obeervations  to 
the  situation  that  confronts  us.  The  bill  is  here.  The  Senate 
must  act  upon  it  The  S«iator  from  Utah  said  the  fate  of  the 
measure  rests  in  the  hands  of  the  Senate.  I  agree  witb  that 
statement ;  but  I  do  not  agree,  Mr.  President  that  failure  to 
pass  the  biQ  prior  to  the  convening  of  the  next  regular  session 
of  Congress  is  a  responsibility  which  rests  upon  the  member- 
ship of  the  United  States  Senate.  If  there  be  any  such  respon- 
sibility it  rests  upon  the  Republican  leadership  of  the  Senate, 
wbo  have  had  entirely  within  their  control  the  conduct  and 
consideration  of  this  important  piece  of  legislation. 

Speaking  only  for  myself,  a  representadve  in  part  of  tbe 
people  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  I  want  to  say  here  and  row 
that,  so  tAT  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall  not  hesitate  during  tbe 
conduct  of  tbe  discussion  and  the  debate  apon  the  various 
schedules  to  take  whatever  time  I  may  believe  to  be  necessary  in 
order  to  present  the  facts  and  argument  upon  Important  I  tenia 
and  iaaportant  poUdea  which  are  inroired  In  the  cotuUentiim 
of  a  tariff  measure. 
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A  hMty  mtrtj  of  the  time  taken  by  the  Senate  of  the  Unite  d 
SUtes  In  the  consideration  of  other  tariff  bOls  brinsB  me  o 
the  GODClnsloD  that  the  ah<Hte9t  time  In  recent  years  in  whi<  b 
the  Scaate  baa  been  able  to  dispose  of  a  general  tariff  biU  hi  s 
been  foor  and  one^balf  mojitbs.  The  Senate  has  had  th  s 
measore  under  consideration  a  little  less  than  eight  weeks.  ^  e 
have  disposed  of  the  admlDlstratlTe  featmes  of  the  bOI,  wbicb 
contain  most  important  questions  of  poUey.  We  are  now  npc  d 
the  first  sdiedole 

Mr.  President,  I  want  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmooiT 
to  realise  that  what  I  am  aboat  to  say  is  not  intended  as  k 
reflection  npon  him.  I  submit  that  any  impartial  person  obser  '■ 
Ing  the  conduct  of  the  Mil  since  we  hare  gotten  into  the  ral  e 
schednles  will  agree  that  It  has  been  handled  in  such  a  wa^ 
as  to  prolong  the  debate.  Amendments  of  the  committee  ha've 
been  Insisted  upon  when  everyone  knew  that  they  would  ti 
defeated  when  the  Tote  was  talcen. 

Erery  Senator,  as  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  stated,  has  i 
perfect  right,  whenerer  he  conceives  it  to  be  his  duty  to  do  •  >, 
to  rise  on  the  floor  and  discuss  at  any  length  any  item  In  the 
schedule  before  us.  But  I  sulMnit,  Mr.  President,  that  if  we 
are  gt^g  to  take  three  or  four  hours  on  items  of  minor  Impoi  • 
tance,  as  we  did  the  other  day  to  discuss  the  duty  on  agar-agai  ; 
if  we  are  going  to  have  every  single  item  in  the  bUl  contestel 
to  the  limit,  then  of  course  It  becomes  apparent  to  anyone  the  t 
action  npon  the  measure  can  not  be  bad  within  the  tine 
remaining  between  now  and  the  regular  session  of  C<»igre88  i  a 
December. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  public  interest  s 
being  sacrificed  by  a  thorough  consideration  of  the  bill.  03 
the  contrary,  I  think  the  public  interest  is  b^ng  served  by  a 
careful  cooslderatioD  of  this  important  piece  of  legislation.  I 
think  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  as  a  whole  and  ind  - 
vidual  Soiators  would  be  derelict  in  thrir  duty  if  they  dfd  m  t 
give  the  measure  the  consideration  which  its  importance  to  tli  e 
peofrie  of  the  United  States  merit 

I  want  to  make  the  statement  for  the  Rmoomo  that  in  so  fi  r 
as  I  am  personally  concerned  I  shall  not  let  the  statement 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Utah,  that  the  fate  of  the  measoi  e 
rests  in  the  bands  of  the  Senate,  deter  me  from  taking  whatev<  r 
time  I  feel  to  be  necessary  to  set  forth  the  arguments  from  m  r 
point  of  view  on  the  Important  questions  whU^  are  involved  1 1 
the  measnre. 

Mr.  HEFLDL  Mr.  President,  some  weeks  Mgo  I  suggested  i  o 
the  Senate  that  we  commence  to  meet  at  10  o'clock  in  the  mon  i- 
ing  iastead  of  12  o'clock.  The  suggestion  was  not  acted  apoa 
favorat^  at  that  time,  but  recently  we  commeaeed  to  meet  it 
10  o'do^  and  have  been  remaining  In  seMion  unttl  6  o'clock.  I 
would  favor  havlnir  night  sessions  if  it  is  necesaaiy.  I  tblnk 
we  have  readied  Ibe  tUne  in  the  consideration  of  the  bill  wbe  a 
a  schedule  la-  taken  up  for  some  one  to  make  an  effort  to  lim  t 
debate,  shoiiid  make  the  suggestion  that  we  limit  d^Mte  to  fli  e 
minutes  and  keep  on  doing  that,  and  in  a  little  while  when  t 
devdops  that  we  have  the  votes  to  adopt  these  schednles  or  i  o 
defeat  them,  there  will  not  be  so  much  discuasioD.  I  would  m  it 
limit  debate  by  any  hard-and-fast  rule  of  the  Senate.  I  won  d 
want  it  to  be  done  by  unanimous  consent,  and  I  think  most  <  f 
the  Senators— in  fact,  practically  all  of  them — ^would  consei  t 
to  that  plan.  We  have  done  that  in  one  or  two  instancea  ty 
fixing  the  time  when  we  should  vote. 

When  the  scheilules  are  reached,  although  stmie  of  them  ai  e 
rery  small,  long  drawn-out  debate  has  takien  place  od  some  4)f 
the  items.  I  believe  in  thoroughly  airing  these  propositions  ao  il 
getting  at  the  truth  so  far  as  possible  to  do  so,  but  I  think  «  e 
have  wasted  amae  time  in  the  diacnssion  of  some  of  theie 
questions. 

I  am  ready  to  Join  in  an  effort  to  go  along  as  rapidly  as  po  i- 
sible  and  get  through  with  the  bilL  I  said  a  few  weeks  ag», 
wheu  we  had  this  makeshift  proposal  to  confine  the  tariff  bi  1 
to  the  agricultural  schedule,  that  it  was  a  lidicnlous  thing.  Tl  e 
idea  of  Seoators  thinking  that  the  "standpatters"  would  kit 
them  bring  in  a  nice  little  bill  served  up  for  the  farmers  aloz  e 
and  get  it  through  the  Senate  was,  in  my  oi^nion,  impoasibh. 
I  knew  at  the  time  it  was  out  of  the  question  and  ridiculous, 
because  I  knew  that  when  the  bill  got  to  conference  between  tt  e 
two  Houses  tlie  conferees  could  rewrite  the  bill,  make  it  a  gener  Q 
tariff  bill,  and  Senators  admitted  that  that  was  trufc  Then  v  e 
would  have  wasted  all  of  that  time^  I  take  th»  position,  the  i, 
that  if  we  are  going:  to  get  anything  for  the  farmer  we  aie 
going  to  have  to  put  it  Into  a  general  tariff  bilL  I  said  thi  t 
then  and  I  say  it  now.  Senatora  know  that  we  are  not  going  i  o 
be  able  to  pas  a  tariff  bill  through  the  Senate  which  is  pure]  y 
and  wholly  for  the  benefit  of  a^culture.  There  are  too  maoy 
Induatrlal  interests  reprcamted  here  whose  repre9«)tativ<  s 
would  not  stand  for  such  a  thing.  We  must  have  a  gwen  1 
tariff  bin.  and  we  must  put  into  that  goieral  tariff  bill,  if  ^  e 
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expect  to  get  anything  for  the  farmer  at  all,  just  the  provisions 
that  we  want  in  it  for  agriculture. 

I  said  here  when  tiie  Borah  resoluti(m  vras  defeated  that  we 
could  go  on  with  the  consideration  of  a  general  tariff  bill,  and 
that  if  the  schedules  were  too  high  we  could  cut  them  down, 
and  where  we  found  them  too  low  we  could  lift  them  up.  We 
are  doing  that  We  are  doing  that  now  with  the  schedules  In 
the  MIL  Where  we  have  thought  items  were  too  high,  as  we 
have  seen,  we  have  cut  them  down,  and  in  some  instances  where 
it  was  thought  they  were  too  low  they  have  been  elevated  a 
little.  But  I  do  think  we  should  go  right  along  throu^  with 
ttie  bill  and  get  It  to  conference.  I  suggest  that  that  ought  to 
be  done  by  the  20th  of  November,  because  I  do  hope  sincerely 
that  the  Senate  will  adjourn  for  10  or  15  days  before  the  regu- 
lar session,  before  we  start  into  the  long  drive  which  will  prob- 
ably run  into  the  summer  of  next  year. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr,  President  I  want  also  to  voice  sym- 
pathy with  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot].  It  seems  that 
he  is  about  the  only  one  on  the  Republican  side  of  the  Chamber 
who  Is  really  earnestly  trying  to  put  this  bill  through.  No  won- 
der it  is  in  a  "  mess,"  as  certain  Senators  have  designated  it 
The  Senator  from  Utah  is  trying  to  put  over  some  rates  here 
which  he  himself  opposes.  I  know  that  the  Senator  from  Utah 
dislikes  to  acknowledge  the  bill  as  bis  handiwork.  If  he  could 
have  writtm  the  rates  here,  many  of  them  would  have  been 
much  different  frcMn  what  they  are.  But  he  has  been  up  against 
a  hard  proposition.  He  has  had  enough  to  contend  with  to 
worry  almost  to  death  any  man  In  public  life.  He  has  had  no 
one  over  on  his  side  of  the  Chamber  giving  him  any  kind  of  sup- 
port but  on  the  other  hand,  they  have  been  nagging  him,  criti- 
cizing him,  finding  fault  with  him,  not  voting  with  him ;  but  he, 
like  the  boy  who  stood  on  the  burning  deck,  whence  all  but  him 
had  fled,  stays  here  and  apparently  shows  some  interest  in  the 
work. 

The  trouble  with  the  situation  Is  that  the  administration 
keeps  quiet  and  says  nothing,  takes  no  one  into  its  confidence. 
We  might  as  well  lay  the  cards  on  the  table,  so  to  speak.  If 
President  Hoover  would  take  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Smoot]  into  his  confidence,  if  he  would  take  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rod]  into  his  confidence,  if  be  would  take 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Boka^]  into  his  confidence,  or  if 
he  would  take  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  JoHHSoa]  into 
his  confidence  [laughter] 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President  I  excuse  the  laughter  of  my 
friend  from  MlssisHipirf  and  of  anyone  else  under  the  circum- 
stances. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  was  not  laughing.  I  know  we  could  get 
along  a  tot  better  if  the  Presid^it  wonld  take  the  Senator  from 
OaUfomia  into  his  confidence. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     Oh,  I  agree  with  that!     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Yes ;  I  knew  the  Senator  would  agree  with 
that  But  that  is  the  whole  situation  here.  Every  man  who  has 
been  President  of  the  United  States  and  made  a  great  reputa- 
tion has  taken  the  people  into  his  confidence,  has  adopted  certain 
policies,  and  has  had  the  courage  to  go  through  with  and  fight 
for  tboae  poUciea.  We  were  called  into  extraordinary  session  to 
deal  with  the  tariff  question,  and  the  President  said  the  revision 
ought  to  be  limited.  Yet  one  side,  which  is  for  the  highest  kind 
of  tariff  rates,  say  the  President  agrees  with  them,  while  the 
other  faction  say  that  they  are  for  a  limited  revision  and  that 
the  President  is  with  them,  leaving  the  country  in  doubt  as  to 
what  position  the  President  really  occupies. 

How  easy  it  would  be  for  a  man  occupying  the  high  position 
of  President  the  leader  of  his  party,  seeing  it  being  split  into 
eoDtending  factions,  to  get  the  leaders  together  and  say,  "  Here 
ia  what  I  stand  for:  I  will  not  stand  for  the  high  iminstrlai 
rates  written  under  the  leadership  of  a  man  who  is  representing 
si)ecial  interests ;  I  am  not  for  the  rates  which  have  bt-en  put 
into  the  earthenware  schedule;  I  am  not  for  the  high  rates 
which  it  Is  iHToposed  to  put  into  the  metal  schedule,  and  the 
high  rates  designed  to  take  care  of  the  products  of  Connecticut ; 
I  am  against  the  system  which  has  been  adopted,  the  trading 
and  bartering  plan,  making  It  necessary  for  the  Senator  from 
Utah  to  rise  every  day  and  defend  such  nefarious  action,  and 
making  it  necessary  for  the  Senate  to  consume  two  or  three 
hours  every  day  discussing  or  defending  .some  pt^sition  that 
Senators  have  taken."  If  the  President  would  pluck  up  courage 
at  this  psychological  time  and  let  one  group  or  the  other  in  the 
Reimblican  Party  know  how  he  stands,  perhaps  the  favored 
group  could  gain  some  recruits,  and  if  he  wants  the  bill  killed 
In  conference  he  might  take  Senatora  Into  his  confidence  about 
that  and  then  we  could  either  proceed  with  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  or  take  other  action. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  and  others  of  us  hme  been  here 
working  on  the  bill  for  over  six  months.  I  have  not  been  to  my 
State  in  tliat  time.    I  have  been  trying  to  study  the  Mil  and 


to  watch  the  meanderlngs  of  those  on  the  other  side.     I  should 
like  to  get  some  vacation,  but  I  want  to  see  the  bill  diq»osed  of. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  knows  that  he  has  not  been  obstructed 
by  any  of  the  minority  members  of  the  Finance  Committee; 
indeed,  we  have  cooperated  with  him.  We  have  wanted  to 
expeilite  the  consideration  of  the  bill.  However,  we  want  the^ 
measure  fully  discussed,  in  order  to  expose  the  inexcusable  rates 
which  in  so  many  instances  it  seeks  to  impose. 

The  majority  members  of  the  committee  have  delayed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  measure.  They  have  brought  about  all  this 
discussion.  On  last  Friday,  as  was  pointed  out  by  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin,  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Shoktbidoe], 
a  member  of  the  committee  spoke  for — well,  it  seemed  to  me  two 
days,  but  I  suppose  it  was  only  two  hours,  on  agar-agar,  a 
commodity  which  is  produced  by  only  one  concern  in  California, 
attempting  to  increase  the  prices  of  medicine  to  the  American 
people.  It  was  such  a  monstrous  proposition  that  althoufAi  he 
had  been  able  to  get  his  colleagues  on  the  committee  to  put  it 
into  the  bill,  to  put  the  stamp  of  approval  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee on  it  it  did  not  receive  any  support  in  the  Senate.  The 
day  must  have  been  so  hot  last  July  that  the  majority  mem- 
bers of  the  Finance  Committee  did  not  want  to  hear  the  Senator 
from  California  speak  any  longer,  so  they  put  the  am«idment 
in  the  bill.  That  is  about  the  only  reason  or  excuse  for  putting 
it  in  the  bill. 

So  this  morning  a  maj(»ity  member  of  the  Finance  Committee 
[Mr.  Binquam]  saw  fit  to  talk  for  an  hour  or  more — it  seemed 
much  longer  also  in  his  case — in  defense  of  some  proposition 
connected  with  the  writing  of  the  pending  bill. 

So  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  been  delayed  and  obstructed  by 
members  of  his  own  committee.  I  should  like  to  see  a  unani- 
mou.s-consent  agreement  as  to  every  amendnent  that  is  offered 
limiting  debate  and  allowing  a  reasonable  time  for  debate,  but 
insuring  some  headway  being  made.  -  -  ^ 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President  will  the  Swiator  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  After  I  have  said  a  word  further,  I  will 
yield.  On  last  JMday,  when  the  question  of  the  tariff  rate  on 
agar-agar  came  up,  I  suggested  on  the  floor  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah  that  we  immediately  limit  speeches  to  5,  10,  or  15  minutes, 
but  1  could  not  get  any  response  to  the  suggestion.  We  would 
have  saved  two  or  three  hours'  time  if  that  had  l)een  done.  So 
I  say,  Mr.  President,  there  must  be  some  cooperation  among 
those  of  us  who  want  to  speed  along  the  ccMisi deration  of  this 
bill. 

Mr.  SMODT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  appreciate  what  the  Senator  has  said  as  to 
securing  unanimous-consent  agreements  proposing  to  limit  de- 
hate.  I  have  tried  to  secure  such  agreements  a  good  many 
times,  and  failed  every  time.  Had  I  made  an  attempt  to  secure 
such  an  agreement  on  Friday  last,  at  the  time  the  Senator  sug- 
gested It,  before  the  Senator  from  California  had  said  a  word, 
I  could  not  have  obtained  such  an  agreement  I  may  remind 
the  Senator  of  the  fact  which  he  knows,  that  there  was  not  a 
word  said  by  any  other  Senator  in  regard  to  agar-agar  after  the 
Senator  from  California  had  concluded  on  Friday. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Perhaps  that  is  why  it  was  defeated  so 
badly. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  PresidMit 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President  we  have  talked  of  plans  for  limit- 
ing debate,  but  I  do  not  see  any  physical  possibility  of  reaching 
a  vote.  There  are  about  750  committee  amendments  to  be  con- 
sidered, and  then  there  are  any  number  of  individual  amend- 
ments to  be  offered  after  the  committee  amendments  shall  have 
been  considered ;  and  we  have  only  30  days  of  the  extra  session 
remaining.  How  is  it  possible,  if  we  take  the  same  l^igth  of 
time  that  we  to<^  on  last  Friday  on  one  amendment  to  get 
through  with  the  bill?  It  will  take  Just  about  <Mie  year  and 
four  months  to  get  through  with  it 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  does  not  look  very  bright  may  I  say  to 
the  Senator,  but  we  have  got  to  work  together  and  try  to  expe- 
dite the  bill?  If  the  majority  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee will  stop  obstructing  the  Senator  from  Utah,  I  tlilnk 
some  progress  will  be  made. 

Mr.  FESS.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me.  there  are  some 
of  us  who  have  the  itch  for  speaking  on  subjects  of  this  kind 
who,  in  the  interest  of  expedition,  have  not  said  a  word.  The 
Senator  knows  that 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  has  not  the  itdi;  he  has  the 
St  Vitus  dance  wh^i  it  comes  to  speaking.     [Laughter.) 

On  last  Saturday  night — and  reference  has  been  made  to  this 
incident  in  the  Senate  to-day — the  worries  of  the  Senator  f^m 
Utah  were  added  to  by  the  dlstlngBtshed  Senator  from  Pena*  I 


sylvania  [Mr.  Rbd]  going  up  to  Phitadelphla  and  taking  some 
of  his  friends  into  hia^nfldence  and  telling  them  the  tariff  bill 
is  dead.  Of  course,  I  was  very  glad  to  see  the  Senator  from 
Utah  Immediately  answer  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  and 
say  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  was  not  speaking  for  the 
Finance  Committee. 

So.  Mr.  President  if  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
leader  of  a  great  party,  the  head  of  this  administration,  will 
just  take  ua  into  his  confidence  and  tell  us  what  his  plan  of 
procedure  Is,  we  might  be  able  to  get  along  a  little  better.  I 
do  not  know  whether  I  would  be  with  him  or  against  him ;  I  pre- 
sume I  would  be  against  him ;  but,  at  any  rate,  we  would  get 
along  faster  than  we  are  doing  now. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President  regardless  of  what  may  be  the 
explanation  suggested  by  tliis  or  that  Senator,  I  do  not  think 
there  Is  any  difficulty  in  understanding  the  situation  under 
which  we  are  working. 

We  are  in  rather  an  unusual  situation  In  the  Senate  Chamber 
in  the  discussion  of  the  pending  tariff  bill.  When  the  McKinley 
bill  was  b^ng  considered  In  1880  a  desp^ate  effort  was  made 
to  amend  it  by  the  minority,  but  after  the  committee  submitted 
its  repOTt  on  the  bill  it  went  through  without  a  dent  in  the  form 
of  an  amendment  from  the  minority,  because  the  committee  in 
charge  had  a  sufficient  majority  back  of  it  to  put  through  the 
report  as  it  came  in,  except  as  the  committee  itself  offered 
amendments. 

The  same  condition  iffevalled  in  1894  under  President  Cleve- 
land  when  the  Wilson  bill  was  being  considered.  The  Demo- 
crats were  in  power;  they  had  a  working  majority;  they  had 
absolute  control  of  th^r  bill;  and  every  effort  on  the  part  of 
Republicans  to  amend  it  failed,  because  the  Democrats  wera 
backed  up  by  a  working  majority. 

That  was  true  of  the  Dingley  bill  In  1897,  when  there  was  a 
Republican  majority.  Every  person  conversant  with  that  legist 
latlon  will  recall  that  the  Republican  majority  waa  sufficiently 
solidified  that,  notwithstanding  what  appeared  to  be  strong  and 
convincing  reasons  for  some  changes,  the  changes  could  not  be 
made,  simply  because  of  the  strength  ot  the  organisation. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  FESS.  If  the  Senator  will  allow  me  to  make  my  state- 
ment, then  I  will  yield. 

In  1909  we  had  about  the  same  condition,  although  the  nm- 
Jority  was  then  not  quite  so  strongly  organised.  In  1913,  wtien 
the  Simmons-Underwood  bill  was  under  consideration.  I  was  a 
M«nber  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  as  was  my  distin- 
guished friend  from  Mississii^  and  several  others  who  are  at 
present  Members  of  the  Senate.  They  will  recall  what  terrific 
assaults  the  Republicans  made  upon  that  Mil,  and  yet  the  Demo- 
cratic majority  was  so  solidified  that  only  as  to  one  item,  as  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  will  recall,  did  a  break  come  in  the 
ranks  of  the  majority.  That  break  was  on  the  wool  schedule, 
when  a  distinguished  Democratic  Member  from  Ohio  broke  away 
from  the  caucus  and  voted  against  his  party.  As  the  Senator 
will  recall,  considerable  confusion  arose  when  that  break  oc- 
curred, but  the  bill  as  reported  went  through  the  House  with  a 
solidified  majority  back  of  it,  and  there  waa  no  possibility  of 
making  a  dent  in  it. 

The  majority  as  organized  in  1922  when  the  Fordney-Mc- 
Cumber  bill  was  being  considered  were  not  quite  so  effective,  but 
the  same  rule  largriy  prevailed  in  the  enactment  of  that  UU, 
which  is  now  the  present  law. 

As  to  the  pending  hill,  a  similar  situation  prevailed  In  the 
House.  The  bill  came  over  to  the  Senate.  There  are  here  55 
Senatora  who  are  labeled  Republicans,  39  who  are  labeled 
Democrats,  and  1  Farm-L<abor  Senator,  making  95  in  all.  but 
there  ia  no  solidification  of  the  majority  as  to  any  item.  What 
is  the  use  of  our  blinking  at  the  facts?  That  is  the  whole 
situation,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that,  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  administration,  it  is  a  pitiable  situation. 

The  Republican  majority  in  the  House  brought  in  a  bill  which 
was  so  strongly  supported  that  no  break  in  the  bill  by  way  4^ 
amendment  was  made  except  as  the  committee  Itself  recom- 
mended it  The  bill  comes  over  here,  and,  instead  of  our  being 
enabled  to  prevent  any  amendment,  on  the  contrary,  any 
amendment  that  is  offered  can  be  put  through  under  the  situa- 
tion which  we  have  in  the  Senate.  What  is  the  use  of  ^lending 
our  time  trying  to  explain  what  has  happened?  That  is  the 
whole  story,  and  we  might  as  well  admit  it 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President 

The  yiC9E  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  FBS&    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator  has  reviewed  the  history  of  prevloua 
tariff  bllia  down  to  tiila  time.   Does  he  not  think  tlwt  he  should 
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add  tlmt  In  the  other  iDStances  to  which  he  referred  the  Prei  li- 
dent  Indicated  to  hia  party  majority  what  he  wanted  in  the 
form  of  a  tariff  biU  and  did  not  leave  hia  position  unltnown  br 

Mr.  FESS.    There  is  a  dispate  as  to  that    I  have  talked  vrVth 
quite  a  number  of  Individuals  who  have  held  that  the  Presi- 
dent In  the  caae  of  the  McKlnley  bUl  took  an  ontatanding 
tion  about  it,  and  also  in  the  caae  of  the  Dingley  bill.    I  do 
recaU  that ;  but  I  frankly  say  to  the  Senate  that  It  seema  to 
and  it  has  always  been  my  position,  that  legislation  wopla  ,  ^ 
left  to  the  legislative  body  and  that  the  Congrewj  should  nrt 
take  orders  from  the  President. 
"    Mr.  KINO  and  Mr.  JOHNSON  addreawjd  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield ; 

and  If  ao,  to  whom?  „    ^      u    -^^ 

Mr.  FESS.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  UUh,  who  roj» 

a  while  ago. 

Mr   KING.    Mr.  President,  In  my  own  time  I  will  moke 
or  two  obarrratlons,  but  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me  at 
time,  I  want  to  expreas  my  hearty  approval  of  the  last  ata 
ment  which  he  made,    I  do  n«t  approve  of  the  sufgestloo  tl 
the  Preafdetit  of  the  United  States,  who  Is  the  Kxecutlve,  sh 
n*'reim  levlalative  uutboritf  and  trj  to  whip  the  Senate  wh^ 
it  comes  to  a  conNideratUm  of  legislative  matters. 

Mr.  FKM.  That  hi  precisely  my  view,  and,  is  t  Member 
the  Senate,  I  would  be  lucllned  to  resent  any  iDterfercoos 
that  kind. 

Mr.  40HNS0N.    Mr.  Pr«rtdent ^^ ,         ,  ^ 

The  VICB  PBKSIDfBNT.  Docs  the  Seostor  from  Ohio  yUld 
to  the  Senator  from  CaUfomla? 

Mr.  FBSS,    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  I  can  thoronghly  and  wholeheartedly  apee 
with  what  haa  been  said  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  in  thit 
vcspect,  and  what  haa  been  reechoed  by  the  Senator  from  Uta  i ; 
bnt  when  the  Eiecotlve  Inalats  npon  a  certain  provision  of  a 
tariff  bill,  and  when  that  Executive's  representatives  in  Stales 
from  which  Senators  come  nae  the  political  lash  to  drive  Sera- 
tors  into  a  position  favorable  to  that  particular  matter— whm 
an  Exei-utive  once  has  done  that.  It  is  np  to  the  Executive  to 
say  whether  be  wanta  the  bill  or  whether  he  does  not  want  t  le 
bill,  or  whether  he  wants  one  kind  or  another  kind.  He  can  c  ot 
do  both — Interfere  in  respect  to  some  provisions  of  the  bill,  «  se 
the  party  lash  all  over  this  Union  in  regard  to  them,  and  thin, 
when  the  responsibility  comes  to  assume  what  the  burden  m  ly 
ke  In  relation  to  rates,  remain  mute  and  silent. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  foi  a 

momeiit? 

Mr.  FB8S.  Mr.  President,  just  a  moment.  If  the  suggw- 
tions  of  the  Senator  from  California  are  borne  out,  I  woild 
agree  with  him;  but  I  have  no  intimation  that  any  Presidint 
la  using,  ot  at  any  time  tias  used,  the  appointive  power  to  bri  ag 
•bout  any  particular  result 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    O  Mr.  President  I  did  not  say  that ! 

Mr.  FB8S.    Then  I  misunderstood  the  Senator. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  said  that  the  representatives  of  the  Bxe  in- 
tlve  in  States  from  which  Senators  come  use  the  party  lash  to 
whip  into  line  Senators  f^r  a  specfllc  and  a  particular  purpo  le. 
That  was  what  I  said. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  I  did  not  understabd 
hia  statement 

Mr.  BORAH  and  Mr.  HARRISON  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yie 
and  to  whom? 

Mr.  FBSS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  If  there  is  any  unnecessary  de- 
lay In  regard  to  this  situation  It  Is  because  the  Republican 
laaders  r«fuae  to  follow   the   President's   special  message 


:aad 

eld; 


to 


Congress    That  is  where  the  difficulty  comes.    That  ia  tlie  r^ 
•on  why  yon  ha^  not  any  solidity. 

Mr.  FESSk     I  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator  there  at  alL 

Mr.  BORAH.  Whoi  such  men  as  Mr.  Orundy  come  do'vn 
ben  and  say  they  are  going  to  have  and  insist  upon  a  general 
ivviskMt  that  is  where  the  trouble  ctHues.  The  President  n- 
dlcatcd  very  clearly  that  the  special  session  should  be  dedlca  ed 
particularty  to  fkrm  relief  and  certain  spcciflc  tariff  achedu  es 
whkh  were  very  easily  ejected.  Instead  of  following  that  rt  le, 
the  Reiiabllcan  leaders  here,  the  majority  of  the  committee,  i  an 
ooonter  to  the  President's  instructions. 

Mr.  FB88.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  frsm  Idaho  Is  justil  ed 
In  making  the  statement  tlmt  the  President  at  any  timei  pubU<  ly, 
at  least  so  far  as  I  have  read  his  statements,  haa  limited  himi  elf 
to  •srieolture,  or  to  asrteultmre  and  the  things  that  are  identii  ed 
with  It 

Mr.  BORAH.    No;  I  did  not  say  so;  hot  he  did  indkaU   a 


Mr.  FESS.    Yes ;  he  did. 
Mr.  BORAH.     Specifying  particular  schedules. 
Mr.  FESS.    I  think  not  specifying  particnlar  schedules.     He 
did  not  do  that 

Mr.  BORAH  No;  not  by  name;  but  specifying  the  rule 
under  which  particular  schedules  would  come. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  the  President 
wanted  a  limited  revision. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Now  let  nae  asV  the  Senator  another  question : 
Does  anybody  contend  that  the  Finance  Committee  followed  any 
such  rule? 

Mr.  FESS.  The  bill  coming  from  the  House  was  rather  gen- 
eral. I  admit  that  it  went  beyond  a  limited  revision.  The 
Finance  Committee  took  the  House  bill  as  the  basis  for. its 
action,  and  has  amend«>d  It  In  nearly  a  thousand  items. 

I  do  not  know  how  the  Senate  committee  could  have  done 
other  than  that,  because  that  was  the  bill  that  was  before  It 
The  bill  has  to  originate  over  In  the  House;  and  I  think  the 
Senate  committee  Is  not  subject  to  the  criticism  of  the  Senator. 
I  do  not  want  to  be  unfair ;  but  I  think  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
has  held  all  ahmg  that  this  special  session  was  not  to  do  any- 
thing except  deal  with  agriculture.  Certainly  the  Senator  Is 
wrung  in  that. 

Mr,  B^)RAH.  No :  I  am  not  wrong.  When  the  special  se»«l</n 
originated  In  the  tirnt  Inntanr**,  the  first  concetrtlon  of  the  apodal 
BsssUm  w(i«  that  It  was  to  deal  wltis  farm  relief  alone.  Owing 
to  the  existence  of  ceruln  Idterests  which  felt  that  they  had 
•  special  situation,  the  Presidetit  enlarged  tlM*  scoiie  of  the  ses- 
sion in  his  N|)eeial  message  to  cover  certain  schedules  which 
would  be  covered  by  certain  rules ;  but  originally  no  such  thing 
was  contemplated.  But  even  the  enlarged  rule  was  disregarded 
by  the  committee. 

Mr.  FESS.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  question:  When  the 
Senator  speaks  al>ont  the  original  plan,  was  that  after  the 
KansaM  City  convention? 

Mr.  BORAH,  Why.  ceruinly  It  was  after  the  Kansas  City 
convention. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  Kansas  City  convention  was  specific  in  its 
platform  as  to  what  we  were  to  do. 

Mr,  BORAH.     But  not  at  the  special  session. 
Mr   FBSa     Well,  at  the  next  Congress ;  and  this  is  the  next 
Congresa 

Mr.  BORAH.  The  Senator  knows  perfectly  well  that  at  the 
time  that  platform  was  adopted  those  who  were  really  control- 
ling the  situation  were  as  much  opposed  to  a  special  session  as 
they  could'  well  be.  They  had  no  such  thing  In  contemplation, 
and  the  special  session  came  out  of  the  agricultural  situation. 
Had  it  not  bet'n  for  the  agricultural  situation  it  never  would 
liave  been  promised,  and  it  never  would  have  been  called.  Now, 
the  difficulty  arises  out  of  the  fact  that  it  has  been  warped  from 
its  original  purpose. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     xMr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Just  one  moment,  and  then  I  will  not  inter- 
rupt again. 

Mr   FESS     I  yield 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  May  I  not  call  to  the  Senator's  attention 
and  to  the  Senate's  attention  the  dreadful  difficulty,  perplexity, 
and  complexity  of  an  individual  like  myself,  Just  illustrated 
now?  On  the  one  band  is  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Borah  J ;  on  the  other  the  distinguishetl  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Fisa],  each  diametrically  opposed  in  view  as  to  what  the 
President  of  the  United  States  intended.  Might  It  not  be 
cleared  v^ y  quickly,  and  might  not  the  atmosphere  be  rendered 
much  more  wholesome  for  some  uf  us  on  this  side  of  the  Cham- 
l>er  if  the  one  individual  who  can  speak  and  say  which  is  right — 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  or  the  Senator  from  Ohio — would  sptak? 
But  it  illustrates  exactly  what  I  was  endeavoring  to  say  when 
I  opened  the  debate  to-day  upon  this  subject. 

Mr.  BORAH  and  Mr.  SWAN  SON  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield ; 
and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  FESS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 
Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
President  has  spoken,  I  do  not  think  any  harm  would  come 
from  his  speaking  again ;  but,  nevertheless,  the  truth  is  that 
we  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  particularly  are  being  assailed 
for  breaking  up  and  disorganizing  this  special  session.  The 
people  who  broke  up  this  special  session,  who  disorganized  it, 
and  who  may  bring  it  to  futility  were  the  people  who  refused 
to  follow  the  purposes  for  which  the  special  session  was  called. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield 
t»  tbe  Senator  txom  California  y 


Mr.  FESS.     I  do. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  But  that  Is  Just  exactly  what  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  denies,  and  that  Is  where  my  difficulty  and  my  per- 
plexity arise. 

Mr.  liORAH.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  California  that 
instead  of  relying  upon  the  Senator  from  Ohio  or  myself,  he 
use  his  own  splendid  Intellect  and  arrive  at  a  conclusion,  and 
I  think  he  will  arrive  at  the  concliision  which  I  have  reached. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me  one  sentence 
more,  I  have  been  doing  Just  what  the  Senator  from  Idaho  sug- 
gests, and  my  votes  have  been  exactly  of  that  character. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  rather  than  relying  upon  what 
any  particular  Senator  says,  let  the  Senate  rely  upon  the  i^iedge 
that  was  made  at  the  time  we  went  to  the  country  and  aslLed 
the  country  to  confirm  our  position. 

Mr.  8WANSON.    Mr.  President 

Mr,  FESS.    I  am  not  going  to  yield  Just  at  this  moment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  want  the  Senator  from  Idaho  to  note  spedflcally 
this  Innguage,  He  has  read  It  often,  and  it  has  been  read  here 
often :  and  at  the  risk  of  taking  a  little  time  I  am  going  to  read 
it  again. 

The  first  Important  Item  In  the  platform  was  tbe  stfttement 
on  the  national  administration. 

The  second  was  our  statement  on  public  economy. 

TluMi  came  finami*  and  taxation. 

Then  came  the  public  debt  and  tax  reduction. 

Then  came  the  tariff,  lotig  before  the  question  of  farm  leffisU* 
tion  was  reachetl  In  the  platform;  and  In  the  tariff  plank  we 
made  this  statement: 

llow#ver,  wi>  re«lls«  that  ther*  art  esruia  lotftwtrtss  wbkh  eaa  aoi 
DOW  lucceMfull/  compete  witb  forrlfs  producers  beeaose  of  lower 
ioTtiga  wmgtt  and  s  lower  cost  of  llvtas  abroad,  and  w«  pledge  the  acst 
tt«pabilcan  Consreas — 

That  Is  this  Congress.  We  shall  have  three  sessions  in  this 
Congress.  The  party  plank  refers  to  the  "next  RepuMlcan 
Congress,"  The  Senator  from  Idaho  and  every  other  Senator 
knows  that  if  we  are  going  to  do  it  we  shall  have  to  do  it  In  the 
session  in  which  the  tariff  is  dealt  with.  We  can  not  deal  with 
tariff  on  agriculture  in  the  special  session  and  then  take  up  the 
general  tariff  in  the  succeeding  session. 

Mr.  BORAH.  We  have  done  it  We  put  through  the  emer- 
gency agrictiltural  tariff  bill  In  1921,  and  we  put  it  through 
without  any  of  this  drtay. 

Mr.  FESS.  There  were  only  16  articles  In  the  tariff  l^iala- 
tion  In  1921. 

Mr.  BORAH.  It  would  not  make  any  dlfferaace  If  there  had 
been  60. 

Mr.  FESS.    Oh,  yes,  it  would ! 

Mr.  BORAH.  It  was  distinctly  understood  that  they  were 
to  put  through  an  emergency  agricultural  tariff  bilL 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  Presldwit  In  1921  the  Republican  Congress 
and  a  Republican  President  in  power  undertook  to  carry  out  a 
pledge  they  made  when  the  Democrata  were  turned  out  of 
power  In  the  election  of  1920;  and  that  pledge  was  largely  on 
the  tariff.  Agriculture  was  the  first  to  feel  the  hurt  and  the 
last  to  pet  relief,  and  the  effort  was  to  go  into  general  tariff 
legislation ;  but  a  demand  was  made  on  the  part  of  agriculture 
that  we  single  out  16  Items  that  were  specially  suffermg  and 
put  them  into  the  emergency  bill.  That  bill  was  worked  out 
between  the  parties,  getting  the  votes  of  Democrats  as  well  as 
Republicans,  and  we  put  through  the  emergency  tariff  covering 
only  16  items  of  agriculture,  with  the  pledge  when  we  did  it 
thnt  as  soon  as  we  could  we  would  take  up  the  question  of 
general  tariff  revision.  That  was  an  emergency  following  the 
war,  and  it  can  not  be  used  as  a  precedent  for  this — in  other 
words,  that  because  we  did  that  at  that  time,  this  time  we  were 
to  call  a  special  session  to  deal  with  agriculture,  and  th^i, 
later  on,  to  go  on  with  general  tariff  l^slatlon.  That  does  not 
follow  at  all. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  FESS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KING.  May  I  say  to  my  friend  from  Ohio  that  I  inter- 
preted the  message  of  the  President  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho.  If  the  Senator  from  Ohio  is 
right,  and  this  is  to  be  the  tariff  measure  contemplated  by  the 
platform,  I  say  here  and  now  to  the  Senator,  because  some  of 
us  have  taken  the  same  view  and  regarded  this  as  a  special 
session,  that  we  will  offer  amendments  that  will  be  a  tariff 
revision,  and  you  will  be  here  all  summer  and  all  winter.  If 
the  Senator  Insists  that  we  are  now  following  out  the  platform 
of  the  Republican  Party  we  wHl  have  a  tariff  revision,  and  we 
will  start  in  at  A  and  we  will  go  throu{^  the  ali^iabet,  and  we 


will  challenge  every  schedule,  and  we  will  offer  thousands  ot 
amendments  to  this  bill.  We  have  refrained  from  doing  it  out 
of  respect  to  the  President  and  because  we  l>elieved  that  It  was 
to  be  a  limited  revision. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  that  is  a  strange  statement,  that 
we  have  refrained  from  doing  that  end  that  this  is  not  a  meas- 
ure which  is  subject  to  amendment.  The  Senator  frcnn  Utah 
is  honestly  and  sincerely  a  free  trader.  I  listened  to  his  argu- 
ment the  other  day.  There  is  not  any  doubt  about  his  theory  not 
being  supported  by  the  majority  over  there.  I  respect  him  for 
It  Everybody  has  a  right  to  his  theory,  and  the  Senator  makes 
rather  a  strong  argument;  but  I  do  not  think  it  Is  carried  out 
in  fact  when  he  aays  that  if  we  produce  an  article  In  America 
at  five  times  tbe  cost  of  an  article  made  in  Germany,  it  is 
because  the  American  does  five  times  the  work  that  the  Qerman 
does.  The  Senator  certainly  knows  that  that  can  not  be  carried 
out,  and  yet  that  Is  tbe  frse-tnide  argument. 

Mr,  WHEELER,    Mr,  President 

The  VICE  PRBfllDBNT.  Does  tbe  fleMtor  from  Ohio  yield 
to  the  Hetiator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  FESS.    No ;  I  am  not  going  to  yield  ntm. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.    Tbe  Senator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  FBM8.  That  is  •  freMrade  arfumeot,  and  the  flengtor 
from  Utah  and  myitdf  are  just  ••  wide  apnrt  on  that  as  sra 
tbe  poles.  He  can  not  in  any  way  nensoe  ne  or  frtghten  me 
by  the  suggestion  thst  be  Is  going  to  offer  •  thousand  amend* 
ments.  If  be  doss,  they  wlU  all  be  for  reductions.  None  of 
tliem  will  be  for  an  increase. 

Mr,  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  tbe  flenator  ylaldt 

Mr.  FESS,    No ;  I  sm  not  going  to  yield  now. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  started  to  read  this  plank  of  the  j^tform, 
whldi  is  our  pledge  for  this  Congress,  and  then  fcAowing  that 
pledge  we  find  several  pages  In  the  platform  covering  the  agri' 
cultural  schedule.  I  want  to  read  to  show  that  when  this  plat- 
form was  made,  the  tariff  idea  was  not  confused  wlUi  agrl- 
culttire,  the  two  were  separate.  First  was  the  general  tairlff 
policy ;  second,  the  specific  reftfence  to  agriculture.  The  plat- 
form  provided : 

We  promlM  everr  aa«lstaBee  in  tba  raorsaalaaCloa  of  the  marketlBg 
■ystant  on  aoander  aad  more  ecoaoaical  llaes  and,  where  diveraiacatloa 
iB  needed,  Qoveraoicnt  flnandal  asatataace  daring  tbe  parted  of  tnuuk 
miaalon. 

That  is  the  first  pledge.    Second : 

Tbe  Bepttblicaa  Party  pledges  Itself  to  the  enactsBcnt  of  legialstioB 
crMtlng  a  Federal  Farm  Board  dotbed  witb  tbe  neceasary  powera  te 
promote  tbe  estaMlahment  ot  a  furm  markettng  ajrstem. 

And  so  f  ordi.  That  is  the  second.  Tldrd,  and  I  want  my 
friends  to  note  this : 

We  favor  adequate  tariff  protection  to  aoeh  of  oar  agricaltaral  prod- 
Qcta  as  are  affected  by  foreign  competition. 

That  Is  a  separate  pronouncement  on  tariff  as  a  general  atate- 
ment  and  a  pledge  that  the  next  Congress  would  reriae  the  tariff 
In  the  interest  of  the  Itans  suffering  because  of  a  side  Industry. 

Mr.  OOPBLAND.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Doea  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Tork? 

Mr.  FESS.    No ;  I  do  not  want  to  yldd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  NORBBCK  rose. 

Mr.  FBSS.    I  regret  that  I  can  not  yield. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  decUnea  to  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  When  we  take  up  the  tariff  question.  It  is  impes- 
gible,  it  seems  to  me,  to  limit  revision  to  one  schedule,  and 
when  we  enter  upon  more  than  one  sdiednle  it  is  impossible  to 
limit  revision  to  any  particular  item  of  that  particular  schedule. 

It  seeoms  to  me  an  impossibility  to  enter  upm  tariff  legislation 
without  ctmsidering  each  item  that  appears  to  be  a  Mck  item,  or 
one  that  is  in  distress. 

Mr.  BORAH.    They  are  all  sick. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  like  the  Idea  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
California  [Mr.  Johnson],  I  will  r(Ae  for  any  proposal  to 
assure  adequate  protection  to  any  agricultural  Item.  It  must 
first  be  justlfled  in  my  mind,  but  I  will  support  it  If  it  seems  to 
be  justified.  I  will  say  to  my  friend  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
that  I  would  just  as  quickly  vote  for  the  protection  of  any  item 
in  Industry  if  it  could  be  shown  that  the  industry  affected  were 
snfftflng.  I  would  not  withhold  it  with  the  statement,  "  We  will 
consider  only  one  schedule,"  that  we  would  limit  revision  to  ag- 
riculture. The  business  of  the  Senate,  It  seems  to  me,  not  only 
in  the  Il^ht  of  pledges  but  alao  in  the  light  of  what  ought  to  be 
donev  Is  to  treat  eadi  product  of  agriculture  and  industry  sepft- 
rately,  and  If  an  article  does  not  need  protection  we  should  not 
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ffT«  tt,  tad  If  Om  fkctB  aemoiMtrfttc  ttait  ftwrt  I  ewrUtolf  wOl 
T0C»  agaiiMt  fiTtiif  vnttetUm,  ertn  m  to  agrleiiltve  I  haveto 
b«  cQBTlBeed  tluit  It  ia  of  Talne.  Bot  I  am  not  r>inf  to  ▼o^ 
•ttlnat  a  duty  becanae  It  happen*  to  apply  to  ot*>f,^*»  «» 
■?lnilta«l  ooauDodity.  It  Merna  to  me  that  la  aoond,  I  wlU  My 
to  tba  Senator  from  Idaha  ^^ 

Mr.  BOBAH.  Taa.  Mr.  Pr«rid«t ;  It  wema  •^mA^tbejM- 
tor.  bat  wfaCB  w  take  Into  oooaideratlOD  tke  fact  that  iudv^ 
la  DOW  enJoylDff  Vt  per  cent  of  the  domestic  market  «f^ 
United  Btatee,  how  mnA  Uroe  doee  the  Senator  think  the  Ben- 
ate  oMht  to  vend  here  trying  to  create  an  embarRoT 

Mr.  FB88.  Mr.  President  we  are  not  trying  to  "«*«  »V"' 
bargo.  That  toaqueatlonof  degre*.  a«  tohowmndi  tarWthere 
■benid  be.  If  the  Benator  My*  that  he  objects  to  a  rate  becanae 
It  w»ald  reflilt  In  an  embargo,  then  let  as  make  the  rate  lower; 
bit  let  as  do  something  if  an  indoatry  needa  onr  protectloD. 

This  ia  the  only  tlaw  I  hare  taken  any  time  on  the  tmm 
except  on  the  question  of  the  flexible  prorlaion.  I  took  a  little 
tlaw  on  that.  Althoogh  a  atndent  of  the  Mbjeet,  the  tarUE,  I 
have  desisted  from  taking  any  time  on  It  in  the  hope  of  getting 
through  with  the  hUl.  but  last  Friday  I  came  to  the  eonduaioo 
that  our  hope  fbr  fatting  through  Is  fading,  for  we  then  had  r76 
■  in»ii<lmfnrs  stUl  before  aa.  We  took  Are  boun  on  the  amend- 
ment then  before  ua.  At  that  rate,  we  would  go  a  year  and  fire 
months  bcfoce  completing  the  consideration  of  the  bUl.  The  776 
ninandmeiUa  are  not  aO.  There  are  a  lot  of  amendments  to  be 
oCered  after  we  get  through  those.  I  do  not  see  much  daylight. 
I  confesB.  If  we  are  wffllng  to  limit  debate  on  these  items,  we 
will  get  tbfoui^  but  without  that  I  do  not  see  much  promise 

Mr.  K1}90.  Mr.  Prcaident,  aa  I  am  deairous  of  hastening 
consideration  of  the  rarlona  schedules,  I  heaiUte  to  addreas  the 
Senate,  and  iMurtlcularly  in  riew  of  the  fact  that  my  friend  has 
just  stated  that  he  ia  a  atndent  of  the  tariff  question. 

I  hsTS  not  adranced  aa  far  along  the  highway  toward  free 
trade  aa  my  distlngnlahed  frtend  from  Ohla  It  was  only  a  few 
days  ago  that  the  Senator  aald  he  bellered  in  a  tariff  policy 
that  would  ultimately  lead  to  free  trade.  I  took  occasion  then 
-to  challenge  his  attention  to  a  statement  made  by  President 
Oarfleld  that  he  believed  in  a  protective  policy  that  would  lead 
to  free  trade.  I  have  never  advocated  a  free-trade  policy  or 
indicated  that  I  favored  a  policy  that  would  eventuate  in  free 
trade.  No  utterance  of  mine  Justifies  the  Senator's  statement 
as  to  my  attitude  toward  or  belief  in  the  theory  of  free  trade. 

The  Senator  knows  that  no  one  upon  this  sicte  of  the  Chamber 
or  upon  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  ia  a  free  trader.  If  the 
Senator  had  followed  the  tariff  debates  In  1922,  when  I  had  the 
honor  to  have  charge  for  a  number  of  weeks  of  some  of  the 
Important  scliedulee,  he  would  recall  that  I  stated  that  the 
amendments  which  I  would  offer  for  myself  or  on  behalf  of  this 
8i4s  of  ite  Chnsiber  would  be,  in  the  main,  no  lower  than  the 
Payne-Aldrich  law,  and  that  many  would  carry  the  aame  rates 
as  were  provided  in  that  act  Upon  a  number  of  occasions  I 
ststed  that  there  wns  no  free-trade  party  in  the  United  Statea, 
and.  further,  that  I  was  in  favor  of  a  competitive  tariff,  one 
that  would  alford  reasonable  protection  but  would  not  promote 
monofiollea  or  permit  tariff  beneficiaries  to  exploit  tfe  American 
people.  I  do  know  that  a  number  of  amendments  which  I 
offered  carried  rates  higher  than  those  found  in  the  Payne- 
AkMch  law.  It  is  passible  that  a  very  few  amendments  were 
presented  where  rates  fell  beiow  those  in  the  hiw  just  men- 
tioned. The  fact  is  that  most  of  the  amendments  suggested 
received  the  support  of  some  Republicans,  and  I  know  that 
there  waa  a  fading  among  aoroe  Senators,  aa  wdl  as  In  variona 
parte  of  the  country,  that  the  rates  offered  by  the  minority 
members  In  sMmy  Instances  did  not  meet  the  aituutioa  because 
thsy  wure  sntiMly  too  high. 

It  Is  known  that  wlien  Senator  McCuml>er  preacated  the  102S 
Inw  t»  the  Benata.  ha  stated,  in  effect  that  It  cnrrled  high 
races  and  daar^  Indieated  that  because  of  condltleas  fWlowIng 
the  war,  and  the  chaotie  seononic  and  IndustTlal  ooodltion  in 
Enropa.  any  taiiff  bin  would  not  and  could  not  dad  juatly  with 
the  people. 

The  8cnat(»  knows  that  the  Payne-Aldrlch  bin  waa  denounced 
by  a  majertty  of  the  BeiMbHcana  and  cond«nned  by  the  Repub- 
lican juss,  TiMOdore  Roosevelt  was  one  of  Its  Strongest  op- 
poosata  and  hto  oppoaltkin  gave  him  preatige  and  Influence  as 
waa  shown  In  the  ateetion  in  1912  when  the  regular  Republicans 
reeelved  aa  In^gnMcant  vote^  carrying  only  two  States,  and  Mr. 
Roeseveit  and  the  Progressive  Party  carried  a  nuaAer  of  States 
and  poOsd  a  sury  large  rote.  Oettainly  no  oae  could  be  called 
a  free  trader  who  rated  ftor  nmny  of  the  ucof  laieas  In  OiePayne- 
Aldrlch  hni.  It  oanled  the  highest  tariff  duties  of  any  bill  ever 
passed  la  the  United  States  prior  to  that  time.  Mr.  President 
no  one  In  tMa  Ohamber  la  supporting  a  ties  Uade  measure  or 
adroeatim  a  fkae-trade  policy.     Stand-pat  Bepobtteana  quite 


««riitly  charged  the  Democrats  with  being  protectloniata  and 
icceptlng  the  protective  poUcy  aa  defined  by  the  Hepublicans. 

Mr  President  I  have  stated  a  number  of  times  in  tariff  de- 
bates' that  I  regarded  the  Walker  tortff  bUl,  which  carried  pro- 
active ratea,  aa  one  of  the  fairest  and  soundest  tariff  measures 
fver  enacted  by  Congress.  I  have  also  stated  that  the  differ- 
ence of  coat  of  production  at  home  and  abroad  should  be  con- 
lidered  la  fixing  tariff  ratea.  No  one  in  this  debate  has  offerea 
in  amendment  Indicating  tree  trade  or  looking  to  free  trade,  or 
made  a  snggeetion  that  coold  be  construed  as  an  advocacy  of 
1  free-trade  policy.  The  dlfBculty  with  some  protectionists  is 
imt  they  are  cot  satisfied  with  protection— with  legitimate 
wmpetiUon;  they  want  tariff  walls  so  high  as  to  prevent  im- 
>OTtB  or  any  form  of  competition. 

Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Ohio  seems  to  be  guided  by 
the  view  that  a  tariff  law  must  carry  prohibitive  rates.  In 
my  opinion,  the  Senator's  position  upon  the  tariff  is  unsound 
tnd  la  not  for  the  best  Interests  of  the  American  people,  nor  do 
I  believe  thst  the  Senator  has  properly  interpreted  the  Republi- 
can platform  when  he  ascribed  to  it  the  solemn  declaration  that 
this  special  session  of  Congress  was  caUed  to  enact  a  general 
tariff  law.  I  have  understood  that  this  extraordinary  session 
of  Oongress  was  convened  primarily.  Indeed  solely,  to  deal  with 
agriculture.  Any  consideration  of  the  tariff  question  was  only 
in  connection  with  and  as  ancillary  to  farm  relief.  I  have 
understood  that  it  was  the  purpose  of  the  President  to  aid  In 
bringing  about  a  parity  or,  at  least,  ^me  sort  of  equilibrtimi 
between  agriculture  and  the  manufacturing  Interests  of  the 
United  States.  It  was  obvious  that  to  increase  tariff  duUes 
upon  manufactured  products  would  only  widen  the  gulf  between 
agriculture  and  industry.  In  my  opinion,  the  country  inter- 
preted the  President's  message  in  calling  the  special  session  to 
m^n  that  agricultural  relief  was  to  be  granted— not  that  gen- 
eral tariff  legislation  was  to  be  considered.  I  do  not  think  tiiat 
anyone  believed  that  the  special  session  was  to  revise  the  tariff 
or  to  deal  with  it  in  a  general  and  comprehensive  way.  If  the 
Senator's  interpretation  of  the  Republican  platform  is  correct 
and  we  are  here  for  the  purpose  of  enacting  a  general  and  com- 
pr^enslve  tariff  law,  then  I  say  to  the  Senator,  Congretss  will 
be  in  session  for  many  months — far  into  the  coming  summer. 

If  we  are  to  take  up  the  Fordney-McCumber  law  and  revise 
it  and  eliminate  its  unjust  and  oppressive  features  and  deal 
justly  with  agriculture  and  with  the  consuming  public,  we  will 
have  a  task  before  us  of  far  greater  magnitude  than  even  the 
B^ator  contemplates  and  one  which,  as  I  have  indicated,  will 
require  many  months  of  earnest  and  arduous  labor.  If  we  are 
here  to  revise  the  tariff— to  take  up  each  schedule  and  consider 
the  various  items  and  commodities  therein  to  be  found,  no  one 
can  foretell  when  our  labors  will  end.  but  I  feel  sure  that  if 
that  is  the  program  called  for  by  the  Republican  platform,  and 
that  platform  is  to  be  carried  out,  there  will  be  a  revision 
downward  and  the  prohibitive  rates  placed  in  the  McCnmber 
Act  upon  thousands  of  commodities  will  be  changed  and  molli- 
fied to  the  end  that  the  interest  of  agriculture  and  the  con- 
suming public  shall  not  be  secondary  and  the  demands  and 
interests  of  the  manufacturing  organizations  and  trusts  of  the 
UiDdted  SUtes  shall  be  regarded  as  paramount. 

Ur.  President,  I  do  not  choose  to  follow  the  Senator  In  the 
Interpretation  placed  upon  his  platform.  I  think  the  view  ex- 
pressed by  the  Senator  from  Idaho  is  the  correct  one.  Enter- 
taining that  view,  I  have  refrained  from  offering  important 


amendments  to  various  sdiedules,  and  I  think  that  other  Demo- 
crats, as  well  as  Republicans,  of  the  progressive  type  have 
taken  the  same  position.  But  I  repeat  when  I  say  that  If  the 
Senator's  contention  is  right  and  his  view  should  prevail,  there 
will  be  aaany  amendments  offered  to  the  pending  measure  and 
many  sdiedules  will  be  considered  not  touched  by  the  Honse 
or  dealt  with  by  the  Republican  members  of  the  Senate  Finance 
CoaBmittee. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  It  seems  to  roe  it  is  uwleas 
to  discuss  the  question  of  whether  we  ought  to  have  undertaken 
a  limited  or  a  general  revision  of  the  tariff.  The  fact  is  that 
we  are  engaged  in  a  general  revision.  E>verybody  who  lesired 
to  be  heard  in  behalf  of  an  Increase  or  decrease  before  the 
Bouse  Couunittee  on  Ways  and  Means  was  heard,  and  his 
lequest  was  acted  upon.  Everybody  interested  in  a  tariff  in 
one  way  or  another  who  desired  an  Increase  or  decrease-  was 
gtren  an  opportunity  to  appear  before  the  Finance  Committee, 
and  did  appear,  and  his  request  was  acted  upon,  either  favor- 
ably or  unfavorably.  The  majority  of  the  Senate  committee 
has  reported  to  the  Senate  a  bill,  therefore,  which  is  a  gnieral 
revision,  because  it  deals  with  every  complaint  and  every 
request  nmde  by  those  interested  in  tariff  revision. 

The  bill  which  they  have  presente<l  tliey  were  three  n-nnths 
tai  retlslac— not  in  writing,  but  in  revising.    The  bill  which 
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Cbsy  reported  to  the  Benate,  the  action  of  the  Benata 
•oon  diadoaed  dW  not  have  the  support  of  a  majority  of  this 

Up  to  this  time  it  hae  been  conclusively  demonstrated  that 
the  general  revision  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee  haa 
not  the  support  of  a  majority  in  the  Senate.  The  trouble  with 
this  matter  grows  out  of  that  one  fact,  that  we  are  consider- 
bifr  a  bill  which  the  majority  of  the  Senate  does  not  ai.prove. 
We  are  doing  now  what  the  committee  did.  They  revised  the 
bill,  and  we  are  engaged  In  the  work  of  rewriting  the  bill, 
rewriting  it  to  meet  the  views  of  a  majority  of  this  body. 

They  were  three  months  in  revising  the  bill.  The  House 
wrote  it  We  commenced  discTission  of  the  bill  early  In  8e|>- 
tember,  so  that  this  bill  has  actually  been  before  this  body  less 

than  six  weeks.  .  .     .^     « 

Never  has  a  bill  of  this  character  appeared  in  the  Senate 
where  the  diacuaslons  on  both  sides  of  the  Chamber  were  more 
closely  confined  to  the  subject  matter  under  consideration  than 
to  the  present  case.  If  any  time  has  been  lost,  it  has  been  Just 
like  four  hours  were  lost  to-day  in  talking  about  matters  that 
do  not  relate  directly  to  the  schedules  or  the  paragraphs  before 
us.  We  have  taken  six  weeks  in  the  discussion  of  the  bill.  1 
do  not  know  how  much  longer  it  is  going  to  take  us  The 
process  of  rewriting  a  bill  containing  2,000  items  la  a  very 
serious  one.  If  it  took  three  months  In  committee  to  revise 
it,  I  do  not  know  how  long  it  is  going  to  take  here  to  rewrite 
it.  It  takes  longer  to  rewrite  a  bill  in  open  session  tf  the 
Senate  than  It  takes  to  write  a  bill  in  the  closed  sessions  of 
the  committee.  But  In  the  process  of  rewriting  the  bill  we 
have  up  to  this  time  abstained  from  extraneous  and  irrelevant 
diftcuflslon.  We  have  confined  ourselves  to  the  Items  under 
consideration. 

The  minority  feel  under  a  heavy  responsibility  to  the  country 
with  reference  to  the  rewriting  of  the  bill,  and  the  country  rec<«- 
nlaes  that  responsibility.  The  country  sympathiJses  with  our 
efforts  to  rewrite  the  bill.  We  are  not  without  backing  in  the 
country  in  what  we  are  doing,  both  from  the  Republican  and 
the  Democratic  press.  The  country  realizes,  as  every  Senator 
must  realise,  that  In  dealing  with  the  items  in  the  rewriting 
of  the  bill  it  Is  necessary  fur  us  to  discuss  them,  not  as  fully  as 
we  would  like  but  as  fully  as  we  feel  that  the  time  will  permit 
We  have  not  spent  much  time  in  discussing  any  of  the  questions 
raised  except  those  related  to  vital  and  fundamental  features  in 
the  bill.    We  have  wasted  no  time. 

Senators  talk  about  killing  the  bill.  I  do  not  feel  that  we 
want  them  to  kill  the  bill.  I  think  we  want  to  rewrite  the  bill 
80  as  to  carry  out  the  purpose  which  the  President  had  in  mind 
of  confining  it  largely  to  agriculture,  but  not  altogether  to 
agriculture.  We  want  to  deal  vrith  such  industries  as  It  Is 
dearly  shown  may  be  In  need  of  relief. 

Mr.  WALSn  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  understood  the  Senator  to 
say  that  be  and  others  wanted  to  carry  out  In  the  revision  of  the 
bill  a  policy  that  would  be  in  conformity  with  the  Preaident's 
idea. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Yes ;  that  Is  what  I  said. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Does  not  the  Senator  think 
that  whatever  was  the  President's  original  idea  it  no  longer  ia 
his  idea? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  not  diaenssing  any  change  of  mind 
on  the  part  of  the  President  I  mean  what  he  declared  whmi 
he  called  the  extra  session. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MasMchuaettSL  I  understand ;  but  does  not 
the  Senator  think  tliat  the  fact  that  liecauae  the  leaders  of  the 
House  are  known  to  be  loyal  to  the  President  snd  to  be  regular 
BqiubUcBms,  the  fact  that  they  proceeded  to  draw  a  general 
tariff  bill  must  have  been  with  his  approval  or  consent  and,  if  it 
was  not  ought  not  he  now  say  that  that  general  revision  was 
not  in  accordanee  with  his  original  policy  or  his  original  idea? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  care  to  indulge  in  any  criticism  of 
tlie  President  I  am  taking  hla  statemoit  when  he  called  the 
extra  session  as  sincere  and  as  representing  his  real  convic- 
tions with  respect  to  this  mstter.  If  he  has  changed  hla  views 
about  it  that  is  a  matter  with  wfaidi  I  have  nothing  to  do.  What 
we  are  trying  to  do  here  is  to  carry  out  the  original  purpose  of 
the  calling  of  tlie  extra  amaion.  In  order  to  do  that  we  find 
it  neoessary  to  deal  with  a  bill  that  is  a  general  revision,  snd 
to  carry  out  tiiat  purpose  we  are  compelled  to  diacuas  every 
item  in  the  bill  that  does  not  conform  to  the  call  of  the 
PresidMit 

But  if  we  were  to  disregard  the  caU,  then  when  the  Items 
emhraeed  In  the  genoral  revisloa  do  asC  meet  the  approval  of  tha 
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majority  of  the  Senate  it  would  be  our  duty  to  the  country  to 
discuss  them  and  to  expoae  their  Injustices  and  their  excesses 
In  case  of  unjust  and  excessive  rates.  That  is  whst  we  are 
doing  and  nothing  more. 

I  can  ssy  to  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  that 
it  is  our  purpose  and  our  desire  to  discuss  these  matters  aa 
briefly  as  it  Is  possible  in  order  to  do  Justice  to  the  subject  and 
to  comity  with  our  manifest  duty  In  the  premises.  There  will 
be  no  purpose  from  now  on,  as  there  has  been  none  heretofore, 
to  delay  or  obstruct  the  due  ctmsiderstion  of  the  bill ;  but.  Mr. 
President  we  must  claim  the  right  of  full  discussion  of  the 
amendments,  and  that  right  must  be  conceded  to  us. 

It  may  be  true,  and  I  think  it  Is  true,  that  we  can  not  probably 
pass  the  bill  during  tlie  extra  session  of  the  Congress.  I  do 
not  believe  that  we  sre  going  to  have  Senate  action  upon  It  at 
all  during  the  extraordinary  session.  But  we  do  not  desire  to 
throw  away  our  labor.  The  next  session  of  Congress  can  com- 
mence right  where  we  leave  off  and  can  finish  the  work.  We 
can  pass  a  bill  here  which  will  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
majority  of  the  Senate,  but  we  can  not  paas  a  bill  whidi  meets 
with  the  approval  of  the  minority  as  represented  by  what  we 
term  the  Republican  "  regulars  "  in  this  body,  because  the  Senate 
is  not  in  sympathy  with  their  views  upon  the  subject  The 
bQl  can  not  be  killed  in  this  body  unless  the  majority  consent 
to  it,  and  if  the  majority  can  rewrite  It  in  ord^  to  make  it 
respond  to  its  win.  It  vrill  not  consent  to  Its  being  killed. 

The  bill  can  be  killed  in  conference.  If  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  is  right  in  his  conjecture  that  the 
House  is  responsive  to  the  will  of  the  President,  that  it  haa 
heretofore  yidded  to  It  and  will  hereafter  carry  out  hie  wlU, 
then  the  bill  can  be  killed  in  conference.  If  I  understand  the 
attitude  of  the  so-called  regulars  with  respect  to  this  question, 
it  is  that  they  do  not  expect  to  kUl  the  biU  In  this  body,  but 
they  do  expect  to  kill  the  bill  in  conference.  The  senior  Smator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Sifoor]  will  not  concur  in  that  adion,  because 
he  is  true  to  his  word ;  but  the  Senator  from  Utah  can  not  con- 
ttxA  the  other  body.  If  the  President  controls  the  other  body, 
then,  of  course,  the  bill  will  be  killed  in  conference  if  the  Presi- 
dent wants  it  killed  there.  But  that  will  be  his  re8pon.slblllty 
and  that  will  be  the  responsibility  of  the  party  whose  head  he  la. 
It  will  not  be  the  reepcmsibillty  of  those  who  now  control  the 
majority  sentiment  in  this  body. 

I  am  not  and  I  do  not  think  those  who  are  cooperating  with 
me  here  are  deterred  by  the  threat  of  destroying  the  tiill  in  con- 
ference. That  is  the  threat,  Mr.  President.  The  threat  that  is 
made  Is  to  destroy  the  bill  in  conference.  We  are  not  to  be 
deterred  from  insisting  that  a  bill  shall  be  passed  here  and  that 
that  bill  shall  express  the  sentiment  which  is  dominant  in  this 
body  at  this  time  Let  the  conference  take  care  of  itsdf,  and 
let  the  responsibility  fall  where  it  l>elong8  when  the  bill  goes 
to  conference. 

Mr.  NOBBBCK.  Mr.  President  I  rather  res«>t  the  attitude 
of  Senators  vrho  rise  here  and  say  that  they  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  country  to  the  fact  that  we  are  delaying  a  ded- 
sion  on  the  tariff  bill.  It  Is  my  opinion  that  the  country  Is 
against  the  bill  in  Its  present  form  and  that  explains  the 
anxiety  of  some  Senators  to  push  It  through  qulddy.  I  welcome 
the  responsibility  of  delaying  the  passage  of  tlie  biU  untU  such 
time  as  every  item  can  be  shown  up  to  the  full  daylight.  The 
bill  is  in  the  interest  of  a  certain  aectlon  of  the  coantry.  It 
does  not  have  the  approval  of  the  Republicans  here.  It  woidd 
be  found  that  it  has  not  even  the  approval  of  the  Republican 
regulars  here.  If  they  could  be  gotten  into  the  doakroom  and 
asked  about  It  What  is  more,  It  has  not  even  got  the  approval 
<tf  all  of  the  members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  It  has  the 
approval  <a  a  certain  group  whidi  controlled  the  committee  and 
wrote  the  schedules  and  then  said,  **  If  you  do  not  paas  them 
aloi«  we  wUl  teU  ttie  country  about  it"  Let  them  tell  the 
country  about  it  and  the  sooner  the  better. 

We  are  reminded  ot  our  platform  i^edges  In  the  last  national 
convention,  and  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  TFna] 
that  they  are  sacred,  but  I  would  caU  his  attentloo  to  the  fact— 
I  am  sorry  be  has  left  the  Chamber— that  ntoe  years  ago  VM 
Republican  Party  promised  solemnly  the  growers  of  wool  in  tta 
country  that  after  that  time  shoddy  would  be  labeled  ao  the 
purchaser  would  know  It  from  wool,  and  for  nine  ywe  tnat 
matter  has  been  before  them  and  for  nine  years  It  haa  bem  neg- 
leded,  poealbly  because  It  was  a  farmers'  n»««««Vj' *l£«3 
bee^of  barest  to  an  Industrial  section  of  the  eountry  ft  might 

In  the  Reimbllcan  Natioiml  Convention  held  five  years  sgo 
another  auSnTptedge  was  made  that  « ^theycwrjed  tte  dec- 
tkm  they  would  do  certain^  thinga,  and  on  the  atreng^of  ItWhej 
did  cany  «»  dedlon.  Theypwmlart  ttat  a^rtlture  A«jM 
bTput  OB  a  parity  with  iadaatrjr  aad  labor.    But  that  pledge 
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w»  not  kept,  eltber.    Why  do  not  Senatom  raid  th<*e  platform 
ptedgea  when  they  are  reading  the  Kansas  City  platform? 

I  8haz«  the  Ttew  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobah]  that 
the  majority  of  the  Senate  are  carrying  oot  the  wishes  of  the 
Preaideiit  (rf  the  United  SUtes  and  his  recommendatlOT  for  a 
limited  tariff,  but  he  will  nerer  get  the  Uriff  that  he  wants 
czcciit  through  the  insurgents  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  and 
the  Democrats  on  the  otlier  side  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr  OOPSLAND.  Mr.  Preaident,  in  my  opinion  anybody  who 
took  part  In  the  campaign  last  fall  In  an  active  way  is  a  com- 
petent witnew  to  the  dispute  here  this  morning.  It  was  the 
opinion  of  those  of  us  who  were  on  the  ^tform  seeking  to 
elect  the  candidate  of  my  party  that  because  of  the  fear  whicn 
was  created  in  the  minds  of  the  Republican  leaden  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  BoaAH]  extracted  from  the  President  his  prom- 
ise for  a  special  session  of  the  Congress  in  order  that  the  farm 
problem  might  be  dealt  with  in  some  effectlre  manner.  There 
is  no  question  at  all  that  that  was  the  original  intention  of  those 
remwnslble  for  the  promise  of  a  special  session.  The  promise 
of  farm  relief  was  made  in  <wder  that  the  farm  vote  might  be 
kept  In  line.  ^^         _.      ^v 

But  when  it  came  to  the  time  of  calling  the  extra  session  the 
President  had  brought  to  his  attention  the  fact  that  there  were 
a  certain  limited  number  of  industries  needing  rerision  of  the 
tariff,  and  to  they  were  proTided  for  in  the  call.  As  regards 
ftoch  limited  need.  I  believe  the  President  was  right.  However, 
it  never  was  intended,  so  far  as  I  understand  the  situation,  that 
the  qwcial  aeeaion  of  Congress  should  deal  with  a  general  revi- 
sion of  the  tariff. 

Those  who  had  charge  of  the  matter,  first  In  the  House  and 
afterwards  when  the  bill  came  to  the  Senate,  instead  of  recom- 
mending a  revision  of  the  tariff  to  take  care  of  tl»e  farmer  and 
the  rebtricted  number  of  industries  requiring  immediate  aid, 
saw  At  to  rewrite  the  whole  tariff  law  and  to  bring  about  a 
general  revisi<m  of  the  tariff.  That  is  the  sort  of  bill  we  have 
before  us  to-day. 

So  ter  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  In  duty  bound  to  my  constit- 
uents, thousands  of  whom  have  written  to  me,  to  protect  as  best 
I  can  the  lnt»ests  which  are  involved  in  the  present  general 
revision.  I  am  sorry  that  I  must  take  time.  On  the  matter  of 
oU  alone  I  have  had  between  500  and  000  letters  fr(»n  Industries 
in  my  State.  I  could  not  be  satisfied  nor  would  I  be  properly 
representing  my  people  unless  I  should  make  clear  to  the  Senate 
the  objections  which  those  particular  Industries  have  to  the 
amendments  proposed  by  various  Senators. 

Mr.  President  this  is  the  situation  a&  I  see  It:  If  it  is  neces- 
Mry  to  get  this  bill  through  next  month,  the  only  way  I  can  sec 
is  to  recommit  it  and  to  have  It  brought  bade  as  a  bill  dealinf 
with  farm  i^odncts  (mly  and  those  few  indusdriee  which  th( 
President  had  in  mind.  If  the  bill  is  to  be  kept  before  ni 
with  the  Intent  of  a  general  revision  of  the  tariff,  I  am  here  t< 
aay  that,  in  my  Judgment,  it  wUl  be  many  months  before  th< 
neaMire  can  be  perfected,  because  all  the  matters  which  hav< 
been  considered  by  the  committee  in  the  months  they  were  ii 
■eesion  must  be  gone  over  by  this  body.  So,  as  I  see  it,  those  ii 
charge  of  the  bill  must  determine  whether  they  are  willing  t< 
have  it  rec<»UBitted  and  brought  back  again  with  material  re 
latlng  mdy  to  farm  commodities  and  the  few  induatrlea  whid 
the  President  had  In  mind.  Otherwise,  if  there  is  to  be  i 
general  revision,  it  will  take  months,  in  my  opini<m.  to  pnfecl 

the  bill. 

I  can  not  ait  down  without  expressing  the  admiration  I  hav4 
for  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot].  He  has  shown  in 
lli^te  patience,  and  it  will  require  every  ounce  of  energy  tha 
ht  has,  all  of  his  physical  strength,  and  all  of  his  patience  to  pu 
up  with  wtiat  he  will  tuive  to  endure  during  the  weeks  am 
months  to  coaae.  If  a  general  revision  is  to  be  insisted  upon 
tlie  Senate  will  have  to  take  time  to  consider  all  these  element 
and  all  theae  items  upon  their  merita.  That  la  for  Senator*  oi 
the  other  side  to  say. 

There  Is  no  Senator  here,  ao  far  as  I  know,  who  desires  to  kil 
the  MU.  bat  if  it  is  intended  to  pass  a  general  revision  bill,  i 
must  be  8oae  over  by  the  Senate ;  it  must  be  rewritten  by  th< 
Senate.    If.  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  Intended  to  pass  a  fftroi 
lelief  bill,  a  limited  bill,  all  right,  give  us  that  sort  of  a  blU 
but,  80  far  aa  I  am  concerned,  as  only  one  Member  of  th<! 
Senate  on  this  side.  I  am  under  obligatioo  to  my  conatituoiti 
to  represent  the  criticisms  that  they  have  offered  to  the  bill  a  t 
it  la  written.    I  hope  thoae  criticisms  may  be  expreased  in  th< ! 
briefest  possible  time,  but  in  the  very  nature  of  thinga  it  mns 
take  tisM— a  loog.  long  time. 

Mr.  JONS&    Mr.   President,  I   myself  want  to  see  a  bU 
paaaed  confined  to  agriculture  and  certain  limited  achedules,  bv 
I  suppose  we  have  to  deal  with  the  bill  as  it  la  presented  to  ui 
I  referred  last  Saturday  to  a  substitute  for  paragraph  53. 
am  of  the  impression  that  no  unanimous  consent  was  given  tha : 


I  could  propose  a  substitute  for  that  paragraph  at  this  time;  tt 
was  then  objected  to;  but  I  now  hope  that  that  will  be  per- 
mitted. The  reason  I  ask  to  do  it  Is  this :  The  substitute  pro- 
poses  an  increase  of  rates  In  paragraph  63,  and  the  same  argu- 
ments that  would  be  presented  in  behalf  of  the  sflbstitute  would 
be  presented  in  behalf  of  an  increase  of  individual  rates.  I 
do  not  care  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  in  debating  the 
matter  twice,  so  if  I  am  not  going  to  be  permitted  to  offer  my 
substitute  now,  of  course,  I  shall  not  now  take  any  time  in 
discussing  the  subject.  So  I  ask  uDanimuus  consent,  notwith- 
standing the  existing  unanimous-consent  agreement,  that  I  may 
be  permitted  to  propose  a  substitute  for  paragraph  53  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  fearful  If  that  request 
shall  be  granted  that  a  similar  request  may  be  made  as  to  a 
dozen  other  paragraphs,  and  I  know  that  would  be  the  case, 
because  certaffe  Senafors  have  already  asked  that  a  similar 
course  be  pursued  aa  to  a  number  of  items.  I  do  not,  however, 
want  the  Senator  from  Washington  to  feel  that  I  desire  to 
bar  him  from  offering  his  amendment  in  any  way,  shape  or  form. 

Mr.  JONES.    I  could  not  feel  anything  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  I  am  under  a  promise.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator,  and  I  shall  be  compelled  to  object  to  the  offering  of 
the  substitute  at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  object 
to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes,  Mr.  President. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  LsQisi^TivB  Clebjc.  On  page  23,  paragrai^  53.  in  line 
25,  after  the  word  "crude,"  It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "10 
cents  "  and  to  Insert  '*  6  cents,"  so  as  to  read  : 

Pae.  68.  Oila,  animal  and  flah :  Sod,  herring,  and  menhaden,  6  centa 
per  gallon :  whale  and  aeal.  6  centa  per  gallon  ;  tpenn,  crude,  6  cents 
per  gallon. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  desire  to  say  at  this 
time  that  I  hope  that  amendment  will  be  disagreed  to,  bat,  of 
course.  If  It  should  be  agreed  to,  then  when  I  offer  my  substi- 
tute It  can  be  changed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  committee  amendment 
will  be  stated. 

The  Lboisiultiv*  Cixbk.  In  paragraph  53,  on  page  24.  line 
1,  after  the  word  "  prooes.sed,"  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "  14 
cents  "  and  Insert  "  12  cents,"  so  aa  to  read : 

Sperm,  refined  or  otherwise  processed,  12  cents  per  gallon. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  the  amend- 
ment reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  an  oppor- 
tunity will  be  afforded  later  for  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Jones]  to  present  a  substitute  for  paragraph  53. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  understood. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  presume  the  same  action  will  be  taken 
as  to  the  proposal  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas] 
to  offer  a  substitute  for  other  paragraphs  relating  to  vegetable 
oils  and  fats? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Senators  have  that  right  in  any 

event 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  As  I  understand,  under  the  agreement  In- 
dividual amendments  may  not  be  offered  until  the  committee 
am»idments  shall  have  been  considered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Not  at  this  time.  The  Senate 
agreed  on  the  11th  of  September  to  take  op  the  committee 
amendments  first.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  reported 
by  the  committee. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
In  regard  to  sperm  cril.  The  question  will  probably  come  up 
again,  but  I  wish  to  say  now  that  the  production  of  .«(penn  oil 
In  the  United  SUtes  decreased  from  2,880.000  pounds  in  1922  to 
708.000  pounds  in  1^8.  It  is  complained  that  this  decline  la 
the  result  of  importations,  which  increased  frt)m  127,000  gallons 
in  1923  to  442,000  gaUons  in  1928.  Although  this  oil  Is  not  Inter- 
changeable or  competitive  with  other  marine  animal  oils.  It  com- 
petes with  the  diNnestic  vegetable  oils  in  a  number  of  respects, 
and  may,  through  the  processes  of  modem  chemistry,  dev^op 
other  capacities  enabling  It  to  displace  the  home  product.  It 
competes  directly  with,  and  seems  gradually  to  be  supplanting, 
domestic  sperm  oil.  I  desire  to  make  this  observation  as  to  all 
animal  and  vegetable  fats  and  oils.  They  are  interchangeable 
to  sudi  a  degree  they  ought  all  to  bear  a  uniform  rate  of  duty. 

Aa  I  tmderatand,  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jones] 
and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas]  Intend  to  offer 
amendments  placing  all  the  oils  and  fats  under  a  similar  rate  of 


duty.    When  that  tlmt  oomes  I  Intend  to  support  these  asMnd- 

Mr  En>GB.  I  merely  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Taxaa  to  page  282  of  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Informa- 
tion which  states  very  positively  that  sperm  oU  is  not  inter- 
diangeable  or  in  competition  with  the  other  marine  animal  oils. 
However,  as  has  been  suggested,  perhaps  that  can  be  diacuaaed 
later  to  better  advantage.  _^  ^- 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  sUted  what  the  Senator  has  stated. 

Mr!  EDGE.  I  thought  the  Senator  said  that  sperm  oil  was 
Interchangeable  with  other  marine  animal  oils. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  did  not  so  state.  I  said  that  It  did  com- 
pete with  vegetable  oil.  and  that,  I  think,  can  be  demonstrated. 

Mr.  EDGE,    It  is  a  lubricating  oil  exclusively. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  As  I  understand,  the  committee  amoidment 
prior  to  the  one  now  under  consideration  was  adopted. 

Mr  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  However,  as 
soon  as  all  the  committee  amendments  shall  have  been  agreed  to 
the  Senator  from  Washington  will  submit  an  amendment  to  the 
paragraph,  and  I  understand  from  what  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Thomas]  has  already  stated  to  me,  that  he  very  much  pre- 
fers to  have  that  program  carried  out  as  to  section  54  and 
subsequent  sections  covering  oils. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to  say— and  I 
am  not  now  going  to  enter  upon  a  long  discussion — that  to  In- 
crease the  tariff  rate  on  sperm  oil  simply  means  that  we  are 
f;oing  to  increase  the  cost  of  operations  upon  the  farm.  Bvwy 
ight  rapid  moving  machine,  whether  It  Is  a  motor  for  driving 
a  cream  separator,  for  driving  a  mowing  machine,  for  driving 
a  sewing  machine,  for  operating  electric  fans,  or  for  operating 
a  number  of  other  rapid  light-running  machines  finds  it  essential 
to  use  this  type  of  oil.  So  if  we  are  going  to  increase  the  tariff 
rate  on  such  oil  we  are  simply  voting  for  an  increase  In  the  cost 
of  farm  operation,  and  nothing  else. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that 
the  Finance  Committee  has  reduced  the  rate  iM-oposed  to  be 
imposed  from  14  cents  to  12  cents.  The  statement  has  been 
made  several  times  to  me  that  sperm  oil  Is  used  In  the  manu- 
facture of  soap.  Sperm  oil  Is  not  used  In  the  manufacture  of 
soap.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  correct;  it  Is  used  for 
lubricatiDg  oil. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Let  me  suggest  one  other  thotight  The  use 
of  electricity  upon  the  farm  oui^t  to  be  encouraged  so  that  the 
farmers  may  universally  use  It  for  operating  th^  ll^t  ma- 
chines. We  are  simply  i^cing  another  burden  upon  the  farmer 
in  the  operation  of  his  farm.  That  is  what  I  object  to  with 
respect  to  many  of  the  rates  proposed.  I  approve  of  the  reduc- 
tion made  by  the  Finance  Comraltiee  in  this  item. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Is  the  S«iator  frcan  Wlsc<msin  sure  that  an 
adequate  supply  of  sperm  oil  can  not  be  produced  by  citizens  of 
the  United  States? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  am  now  referring  to  the  question  of  farm 
relief.  I  say  that  every  time  we  Increase  the  tariff  rate  on 
anything  that  goes  Into  the  operation  of  a  farm,  primarily  we 
are'  Increasing  the  cost  of  farming.  Not  only  Is  much  of  this 
oil  used  in  connection  with  lubricating  of  Implements,  but  much 
of  it  goes  into  the  leather  Industry,  and  we  are  simply  Increas- 
ing the  cost  of  leather  goods.  A  very  large  portion  of  leather 
goods,  by  the  way,  such  as  belting,  working  shoes,  and  working 
boots,  is  essential  In  farm  operations.  We  are  simply  Increasing 
the  cost  of  farming.  I  want  to  leave  this  thought  now,  that  I 
shall  oppose  as  vigorously  as  Is  within  my  power  to  do,  all  these 
Increases  that  go  directly  to  enhance  the  cost  of  farm  operations. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  say,  in  answer  to  the  Senatw  from 
Texas,  that  it  is  impocBlble  for  the  United  States  to  produce  the 
sperm  oil  which  It  tises ;  it  is  compelled  to  import  sperm  oil. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Senator  makes  that  statonent ;  but  on 
what  facts  does  he  base  It? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  base  it  tqpon  the  statement  made  by  the 
Tariff  Commission,  and  I  base  it  upon  the  fact  that  it  baa  been 
Impossible  in  the  past  to  do  it  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  the 
Senator  will  inquire,  he  wUl  find  that  that  Is  the  case. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  nothing  is  impossible  to 
Americana,  whether  on  the  ffcrm,  the  sea.  or  in  the  factory. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Preiddent,  we  can  not  have  qrerm  oil  unless 
iwe  have  whales,  and  we  can  not  tell  tlM  Senator  bow  many 
wtiales  we  are  going  to  have. 


Mr.  SHBPPABD.  Foreigners  are  finding  fhem  and  are  sop- 
planting  Americans  In  this  industry.  In  addition,  it  is  my  un* 
derstanding  that  there  are  vegetaUe  oila  which  may  be  used 
tor  the  same  purposes,  or  for  many  of  tiie  porpoooa.  for  which 
sperm  oil  is  employed. 

Mr.  JONBS.    Mr.  President,  just  a  word. 

I  liave  the  utmost  confidence  in  the  desire  of  the  Soutor  from 
Wisconsin  to  aid  agriculture  and  the  farmer.  I  want  to  say 
that  I  did  not  Introduce  this  amendment  until  a  genUeman,  Mr. 
Loomls,  claiming  to  r^wesent  the  agricultural  organlaaUons  o< 
the  country,  urged  this  ameodment  in  behalf  of  agriculture.  If 
I  come  to  the  conclnrton  that  this  is  not  in  aid  of  sfricnlture,  I 
shall  not  offfer  any  substitute. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  make  Just  one  ob- 
servation. We  are  going  to  have  brought  In  here  from  time  to 
time  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Loomls  and  Mr.  So-and-So,  who  dalm 
to  be  representing  the  farmers.  A  large  portion  of  those  gentie- 
men  do  not  represent  the  tarmas.  They  are  Washington 
racketeers,  who  are  here  endeavoring  to  hold  a  job  at  a  good, 
hi^  salary.  Every  farmer  In  the  United  States  who  knows 
anything  about  them  knows  that  they  do  not  represent  the  views 
of  the  farmer. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  Presid«it,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  MoNabt  In  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Wlacfmsln  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  ? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  do. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  want  to  suggest  that  some  of  these  terrible 
men  known  as  farm  racketeers  be  looked  over  by  the  lobby 
committee. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Oh,  I  have  not  any  doubt  but  that  they  will 
want  to  an;)ear  before  the  committee  voluntarily  and  make 
their  statements,  whereupon  they  will  receive  the  proper  cross- 
examination. 

I  know  some  of  these  gentlemen.  I  do  not  want  to  bring 
their  names  into  the  debate.  I  wotUd  not  have  repeatud  a  single 
name  had  it  not  been  for  the  suggestion  of  the  SenatM*  from 
Washingt(m.  But  we  have  had  experience  with  some  of  these 
gentiemen.  We  have  had  experience  with  them  In  my  own 
State.  We  are  having  some  experience  with  them  now.  I  say 
in  all  seriousness  that  many  of  these  so-called  farm  representa- 
tives set  up  an  office  in  Washington,  and  I  am  going  to  teU 
you  how  they  funolion,  some  of  them.  They  will  have  two  or 
three  repi-esentatives  back  In  some  of  the  Statea,  and  those  two 
or  three  representatives  will  get  together  in  a  sort  of  i  conven- 

tioQ ^usually  they  are  the  starched-collar  rqjreaentatives — and 

they  make  certain  resolves  as  representing  the  views  of  farmers. 
These  questions  are  never  taken  to  the  farm.  These  questions 
are  never  taken  to  the  great  agricultural  organiiattons  in  a 
way  by  which  the  farmers  have  an  opportunity  to  express  their 
opinion.  They  are  usually  the  expressions  of  a  small  coterie 
of  gentiemen  who  want  to  set  themselves  up  as  judges  of  the 
sentiment  of  the  farmors  of  this  coimtry.  We  bad  them  dnrlng 
the  consideration  of  the  McNary-Haugen  bill;  and  certainly 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  ought  to  know  that  those  who  then 
pretended  to  represent  the  farmers  were  merely  the  representa- 
tives of  certain  candidates  for  PresideJiL 

I  need  not  mention  the  names  of  some  of  those  gentlemen.  I 
questioned  their  authority  when  the  farm  bill  was  under  dls- 
cusslon.  It  is  In  the  record.  The  history  of  the  Republican 
National  Convention  demonstrates  who  they  were  and  what 
their  purposes  were.  We  have  not  the  same  but  an  analogotis 
condition  existing  with  reference  to  some  of  these  other  so- 
called  farm  representatives.  Why.  Mr.  President,  they  have 
no  hesitancy,  as  I  said  the  other  day,  In  joining  hands  with 
the  Southern  Tariff  League  or  the  Southern  Tariff  Association ; 
they  have  no  hesitancy  In  joining  hands  with  other  interests 
in  this  country  whose  interests  are  inimical  to  those  of  the 
farmers,  and  marching  hand  In  hand  with  those  same  interests, 
and  attempting  to  pledge  us  to  vote  their  sentiments.  So  I  am 
going  to  call  attention  to  this  situation  from  time  to  time  in  the 
consideratitMi  of  this  tariff  bilL 

I  want  to  say  now  that  with  respect  to  these  rates  affecting 
the  cost  of  farm  operation  I  shall  vote  for  every  reduction  that 
Is  proposed  by  the  Finance  Committee  unless  It  can  be  shown 
that  those  rates  should  be  Increased  or  changed  according  to 
w^-deflned  poUdes  respecting  protectlcm.  I  am  willing  to 
listen  to  the  facts,  but  I  am  unwilling  to  listen  to  the  voice  at 
those  who  have  set  themsdves  up  In  Washington  and  whom  I 
have  charact«iaed  as  having  become  the  racketeers,  I  say 
this.  Mr.  President,  with  fttll  consideration,  full  understanding 
of  the  situation,  and  full  responsibility  for  what  I  hare  to  say. 
Mr.  President,  we  will  find  In  other  cases  exactly  the  same 
situation  There  has  been  more  propaganda  lasued.  more 
pamphlets  isned  by  certain  Interests  In  this  country  than  ever 
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before,  fcmndlnjr  their  arjtument  to  favor  of  •■  J?«*^ '^f*? 
on  Uie  jrround  that  It  would  be  farm  reUef.  l*>y.  ww!ll?^ 
deot,  they  use  thU  siopin,  "  farm  relief."  as  "fj***  J^*^ 
which  to  hide  their  own  aelftsh  Interesu;  awl  I  afciUI  aiKlartake 
from  time  to  time  to  uncloak  those  s»^tlrtnea. 

Mr   SIIEPFARD.     Mr.  President,  a  |>«rUju»rtM*fT  tonulry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Seoaior  ftv»  Hfxaa  will 

state  It  -  ,^,_. 

Mr  SHBPPARD.  Does  artloo  by  the  Senate  on  aay  of  theK 
amefMlmenta  preclude  the  ofPertoit  by  todiridual  Se«kators  of  an 
amendment  to  the  amendment  adopted  bow  by  the  benate  after 
the  committee  amemlment.*  hare  been  pttswd  on? 

The  PRESiniN(}  OFKIOEK.  it  wouki,  to  the  committee 
amendment  Itaelf.  preclude  a  further  modification  by  indhidnal 

Mr  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  of  course,  if  the  Senator 
from  Texaa  desires  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment,  he  can  do  so.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  has  that 
in  mind  or  not  As  to  this  committee  amendment  however,  I 
am  Inclined  to  ajrree  with  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  (Mr. 
Blaine].  If  it  increniiies  the  coat  of  operating  the  farm,  I  can 
«*  no  reason  at  all  for  it    I  can  see  very  sound  objections  to  it. 

Th«>  informadon  we  have  on  the  subject  contained  in  the 
Tariff  Summary,  is  that— 

8p(>nn  oil  Is  obtained  only  from  the  tpenn  whale.  It  differs  from  fish 
oil.  nnh  liver,  and  whale  oil  In  that  the  latter  are  daaaed  as  tatty  oUa. 
while  spemi  oU  consUts  chiefly  of  wax. 

I  do  not  know  of  any  industry  in  this  country  growing  whales 
or  propagating  whales  or  developing  oil.  It  seems  that  there  is 
some  domestic  production ;  but  the  report  further  says  that— 

Produetioo  la  tb«  United  SUtea  la  amall  and  la  eonflned  entirely  to 
the  PadOe  coast 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President  our  own  fishermen  catch 
these  whales  off  the  Pacific  coast. 

Mr,  FLETCHER.     Perhaps  they  do. 

Mr.  SHBPPARD.  Besides  that  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's 
attention  to  the  fact  tliat  our  vegetable  oils  also  may  be  uaed  to 
a  great  extent  in  nsea  similar  to  the  u^s  of  sperm  oil. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  It  seems,  however,  that  their  production 
la  small.  They  do  not  nearly  supply  the  demand  In  this  conn- 
try.  The  domestic  supply  last  year  was  wven  hundred  and 
some  odd  thousand  pounds. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  do. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  understand  that  the  domestic  production  of 
wliale  oil  is  not  over  one-sixth  of  our  use.  In  other  words,  flve- 
ilxtha  has  to  be  imported. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  really  can  not  see  any  occasion  for  this 
duty  being  as  high  as  the  committee  has  fixed  it  It  looks  to  me 
as  though  It  ought  to  be  less. 

Mr.  SBEPPABD.  Mr.  President  It  is  claimed  that  the  de^ 
dine  in  American  production  is  the  result  of  importatlonsi,  whidi 
have  increased  from  127,000  gallons  in  1(125  to  442,000  gallons 
in  19SS3.  Furthermore,  this  whale  <^  is  used  for  some  purposes 
for  whteh  oar  domestic  vegetable  oils  are  also  used. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  Mr.  President  what  will  he  the  effect 
upon  the  present  law  of  the  ad<^>tion  of  paragraph  53  as 
amended? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  It  is  an  increase  from  the  preset  law  on  re- 
fined oil  <rf  2  cents  a  gallon,  but  it  is  a  decrease  of  2  cents  a 
gallon  from  the  House  provision. 

Mr.  €X>PBLAND.    On  refined  sperm  oil? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Sperm  olL 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  What  are  the  uses  of  sperm  oU?  Is  it 
used  for  making  soap? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Oh,  no;  not  a  pound  of  it  goes  into  soap.  It 
Is  all  used  for  Inhricattag  oil,  generally  on  hi|^-epeed  machinery. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  before  the  vote  is  finally  taken  I 
dedre  to  ask  the  Senator  if  the  committee  coD8id««d  the 
question  of  reducing  the  rate  from  10  cents,  whidt  the  present 
law  bearsk.  as  I  recall,  to  a  lower  figure? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  thought  that  we  wanted  to  maintain  the 
Industry  In  the  United  States.  I  will  say  to  my  colleague  that 
this  is  a  western  Industry.  Sperm  whales  are  gennally  found  in 
Alaska.  They  are  caught  there,  and  they  are  brought  down  to 
several  places  on  the  western  coast  and  that  sperm  oil  we  gave 
a  protection,  as  the  Senator  will  note,  of  fi  cents  a 'gallon.  The 
differential  between  6  and  12  cents  a  gallon  Is  for  reflnii^  that 
sperm  oIL  The  present  rate  on  rained  oil,  as  I  have  said,  is 
10  cents.  The  House  gave  them  14  centa^  thinking  they  ought 
to  have  a  wider  ^Nread ;  and  the  committee  reduced  the  14  cents 
to  IS  cents  pw  gaUon. 


Mr.  SHBPPARD.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the  present  rate 
on  the  crude  oil? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Ten  cents. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     Is  that  the  rate  in  the  existing  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  the  existing  law. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resume<l. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  24,  line  13,  before  the  words  "per  pound,"  to  strike  out 

4tW  cents  "  and  insert  "  3  A  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Pajl  54.  Oils,  vegetable:  Castor,  3  cents  per  pound:  bempseed.  1^ 
cents  per  poand ;  linseed  or  flaxseed,  and  combinations  and  mlxturea  ta 
chief  valne  of  such  oil.  3A  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  a  question.  I  have  a 
substitute  for  paragraphs  th4  and  55.  I  suppose  the  same  situa- 
tion exists  there  as  on  paragraph  53? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes.  As  I  told  the  Senator  when  I  spoke  tx> 
him  a  short  while  ago.  whatever  amendments  are  agreed  to  hCTe, 
the  Senator  then  can  offer  his  amendment  as  a  substitute  for  the 
two  paragraphs. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  24,  line  14,  where  the  cotn- 
mlttee  iH-oposed  to  strike  out  "  8Vi  cents  "  and  to  insert  hi  lieu 
thereof  •'  7V4  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Olive,  weighing  with  the  immediate  container  lesa  than  40  poooda, 
7^  centa  per  poand  on  con  ten  ta  and  containers. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President  I  desire  formally  to 
present  an  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment  in  para- 
graph 54,  line  14.  by  striking  out  "  7Vj  "  and  Inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  "  10^^."  This  relates  to  the  duty  on  olive  <rfL  The  State 
of  Maryland  is  particnlarly  Interested  in  this  matter  because  of 
the  large  packing  and  distributing  business  in  that  commodity 
In  our  State. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Secretary  will  state  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  LnusLATrvE  Clxbk.  On  page  24,  line  14,  in  the  committee 
amendment,  the  Senator  from  Maryland  proposes  to  strike  out 
"  7%  "  and  Insert  "  IOV2"  so  that  It  will  read  : 

Olive,  weighing  with  the  Immediate  container  less  than  40  pooods, 
10%  cents  per  poand  on  contents  and  containers. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President,  the  packers  of  olive 
oil  In  the  United  States  purchasing  their  supplies  of  olive  oil 
from  the  various  countries  of  production  bring  It  here  in  large 
barrels  or  casks  in  semireflned  or  refined  state,  and  then  filter, 
Dlend,  and  pack  In  containers  of  1  gallon  tins,  one-half  gallon 
tins,  one-fourth  gallon  tins,  one-eighth  gallon  tins,  and  one- 
slxteenth-gallon  tins. 

There  is  a  very  con.slderable  Investment  of  capital  in  this 
business  employing  American  labor  and  giving  business  to 
American  tin-plate  manufacturers,  American  lumber  for  making 
cases,  American  machines,  American  bottle  manufacturers,  and 
American  lithographers. 

The  Fordney-McCumber  tariff  provided  for  a  duty  of  6^ 
cents  per  pound  for  olive  oil  Imported  in  large  containers  re- 
ferred to,  and  7%  cents  per  pound  on  olive  oil  Imported  In  small 
containers  which  includes  1  gallon,  one-half  gallon,  one-fourth 
gallon,  one-eighth  gallon,  and  one-slxteeoth  gallon  cans,  and  the 
duty  Is  assessed  on  the  olive  oil  and  the  container. 

In  order  that  It  may  be  clearly  understood  what  the  differ- 
ential reaUy  means  per  gallon,  I  would  like  to  state  that  1 
gallon  of  olive  oil  in  bulk  weighs  7.61  pounds,  and  at  6^  centa 
per  pound  equals  ^.4946  per  gallon. 

One  gallon  of  olive  oil,  including  the  container,  weighs  S.5 
potmds,  and  at  7%  cents  per  pounds,  equals  $0.6375  per  gallon. 
If  you  will  deduct  $0.4946,  the  duty  paid  on  1  gallon  of  olive 
oil  in  bulk,  from  $0.6375,  the  duty  paid  on  1  gallon  can  of 
olive  oil,  you  will  obtain  a  differential  of  $0.1429  per  gallon. 
In  other  words,  to  be  able  to  compete  with  the  foreign  shipper, 
the  American  packer  would  have  to  pack  a  gallon  can  of  olive  oil 
in  the  United  States  for  $0.1429  per  gallon,  which  would 
include  rent  light,  heat,  cans,  labor,  cases,  nails,  and  all  the 
other  paraphernalia  that  goes  to  make  up  the  cost  price  of  an 
artlde  packed  here. 

On  page  707  of  the  hearings  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee, will  be  found  a  statement  showing  what  the  actual  pro- 
duction costs  are  In  the  United  States,  which  costs  have  been 
checked  by  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission. 

In  comparing  the  foreign  cost  with  the  United  States  cost, 
it  should  be  home  in  mind  that  the  Importer  has  already  made 
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his  profit,  which  Indudes  a  commission  to  a  broker  In  the 
United  States ;  whereas  the  costs  which  have  been  submitted  by 
domestic  manufacturers  are  production  costs,  with  no  profit 
added  whatsoever. 

The  act  of  1922  provided  a  rate  of  7%  cents  per  pound  on 
olive  (HI  weighing,  with  the  immediate  container,  less  than  40 
pounds.  When  the  pending  tariff  bill  was  reported  to  the  House, 
the  Ways  and  Means  C-ommlttee  had  increased  that  rate  to  8% 
cents  per  pound.  This  would  give  the  packers  a  differential  of 
2  cents  per  pound,  and  It  is  apparently  Impossible  for  them  to 
exist  on  this  differential. 

In  the  light  of  these  facts  the  Finance  Committee  saw  fit,  in 
reporting  the  bill  to  the  Senate,  to  reduce  the  House  rate  to 
7%  cents  per  pound,  the  rate  carried  in  the  1922  act  This  is 
the  old  dlfferwitial  of  1  cent  per  pound,  or  $0:1429  differential 
per  gallon. 

In  a  statement  made  before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee, 
which  will  be  found  00  pages  248,  249,  and  250  of  the  hearings 
on  Schedule  No.  1,  It  will  be  noted  from  quotations  received  by 
cahle  from  various  shippers  from  Italy  that  the  differaitlal 
they  make  between  olive  oil  In  bulk  and  olive  oil  In  gallons 
varies  from  17  cents  per  gallon  to  7  cents  per  gallon,  or  an 
average  of  12V,  cents  per  gallon. 

As  I  have  already  stated,  the  proofs  submitted  show  that  the 
actual  cost  of  packing  in  domestic  factories  is  24  centa  per 
gallon  production  cost,  with  nothing  out  for  rent,  interest  on 
investment  of  buildings,  light  heat,  power,  and  administration. 
The  domestic  Industry  engaged  in  importing  olive  oil  in  bulk 
from  Spain  and  Italy,  the  two  countries  supplying  90  per  cent 
of  the  United  States  Imports  In  packages  weighing  less  than  40 
pounds,  is  of  very  great  importance,  and  the  repacked  product 
of  tliese  firms  cmnpetes  with  the  imported  packaged  cdlve  oil. 
Unless  the  differential  is  increased  by  means  of  a  higher  rate 
of  duty,  my  advices  are  to  the  effect  that  the  domestic  industry 
will  be  completely  destroyed.  I  was  recently  told  by  one  of  the 
largest  Importers  of  olive  oil  in  this  country  that  unless  relief 
were  given  them  through  the  pending  tariff  bill,  it  was  feared 
that  they  would  be  compelled  to  give  np  their  business  in  this 
country  and  reestablish  the  same  in  France. 

I,  therefore,  have  submitted  the  amendment  whldi  has  been 
stated,  to  make  the  rate  10^  cents  Instead  of  7%  cents. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President  I  gave  notice  the  other  day 
that  I  desired  to  offer  an  amendment  to  reduce  the  duty  pro- 
posed by  the  Finance  Committee  on  packaged  olive  oil  from  7% 
cents  per  pound  to  6  cents  per  jwund.  I  propose  later  to  offer 
an  accompanying  amendment  reducing  the  duty  now  Imposed  on 
olive  oil  which  Is  Imported  in  containers  weighing  more  than  40 
pounds  from  eV4  cents  per  pound  to  4  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  may  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  offer  an  amendment  at  this  stage  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  may  offer  an 
amendment  to  strike  out  and  insert. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  favor  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senatcw  from  Utah  ? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  For  a  question.  I  should  like  to  explain  my 
amendment  and  go  very  briefiy  into  the  history  of  this  whole 
matter, 

Mr.  KINO.  I  Just  wanted  to  ascertain  the  matter  before  the 
Senate,  whether  It  related  to  the  crude  product. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  No;  this  relates  to  edible  olive  oil.  The 
duty  proposed  by  the  Finance  Committee  is  7V4  cents.  I  pro- 
pose to  reduce  that  to  6  cents.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  will  be 
In  sympathy  with  my  amendment 

Mr.  KING.  What  does  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  deal  with? 

Mr.  WAGNER  It  deals  only  with  Importations  of  olive  <^ 
in  containers  of  less  than  40  pounds.  The  Senator  from  Mary- 
land is  not  satisfied  with  the  present  high  rate,  and  his  proposal 
Is  to  raise  the  duty  to  10%  cents. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  briefiy  to  explain  the  purpose  of 
my  amendment,  and  the  reasons  which  have  actuated  me  in 
offering  it. 

The  proposed  rate  of  duty  upon  the  importation  of  oHve  oil  in 
packaged  form — that  Is,  in  units  of  less  than  40  pounds  in 
wei^t — Is  7%  cents  per  pound.  Computed  In  terms  of  an  ad 
ralorem  equivalent  that  represents  40  per  cent ;  that  Is,  the  duty 
Imposed  Is  40  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  article  vrtiich  is  Im- 
ported. 

I  suppose  I  need  not  speak  at  length  of  the  high  qtmiity  et 
olive  oU.  Olive  oil  is  as  old  as  dviliaation.  Those  who  occa- 
sionally read  the  Holy  Bible  know  that  mention  of  it  is  found 
scattered  all  throni^  its  pages.    Tlte  ancient  poets  made  it  the 


tbcflae  of  their  aublime  songa.  These  recolleetlona  idmulate 
the  Imagination.  In  my  discussion,  however,  which  wUl  be 
brief,  I  shall  exercise  no  poetic  licenae.  I  shall  confine  mjteit 
to  the  narrow  limits  of  fact  Furthermooe,  in  order  to  avoid 
controversy,  I  shall  resort  only  to  the  oflSdal  records  which 
are  now  before  us,  and  no  fact  that  I  shall  present  will  have 
any  source  other  than  the  ofllclal  record. 

Olive  (41  Is  not  a  luxury.  Olive  oil  for  many  millions  of 
American  families,  and  families  of  very  moderate  means,  hi  a 
necessity,  an  article  of  food. 

It  is  for  that  reason  that  I  am  resisting  the  proposed  rate, 
because  I  think  it  unfair  for  the  Government  to  intervene  with- 
out any  Justification,  to  charge  this  exorbitant  rate  to  these 
millions  of  families  who  are  using  olive  oil  as  a  neceh.bity  of 
life.  In  addition  to  that,  it  is  ix«scribed  as  medicine  for 
children  and  sick  people.  That  is  another  reason  why  Its  cost 
ought  not  to  be  lifted  beyond  the  readi  of  our  people. 

There  are  some  here,  perhaps,  who  regard  olive  oil  as  coming 
in  competition  with  other  edible  oils.  Let  me  state  to  the 
Senators  who  have  some  doubt  upon  the  question  of  cr«npeti- 
tion  and  Interchangeabllity  with  edible  vegetable  oils  which 
we  produce  ourselves,  that  It  is  In  an  entirely  different  price 
cla.sslflcation. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  ? 

Mr.  WAONBR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  With  the  Senator's  permission,  before  he 
enters  upon  the  discussion  of  the  subject  he  Just  auggeeted,  I 
want  to  call  attention  to  some  facts  whldi  are  matten  of 
record.    After  the  duty  was  raised 

Mr.  WAGNER  If  the  S^ator  will  permit,  I  should  prefer 
to  state  my  case  first.  If  I  have  omitted  any  Important  sta- 
tistics, I  shall  be  delighted  to  have  the  Senator  either  add  them 
to  what  I  say,  or  if  they  are  contradictory  of  what  I  say  to 
submit  them  to  the  Senate.  I  prefer  to  go  on  now  with  my 
discussion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  declines  to  yWd. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  thought  I  could  expedite  the  diacosslon. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  WTiat  is  the  oUve-olI  situation,  so  far  as 
imports  and  exports  are  concerned?  Let  me  first  give  the  facta 
as  to  how  much  olive  oil  Is  consumed  in  this  cotmtry,  so  that 
Senators  will  get  an  idea  of  the  proportions  of  the  product 
about  which  we  are  talking,  and  then  I  shall  state  the  percent- 
age of  the  demand  which  Is  satisfied  by  domestic  production 
and  the  percentage  satisfied  by  importations. 

I  shall  take  the  figures  most  favorable  to  those  who  favor 
this  hl«^  rate  of  duty.  I  shall  take  the  figures  for  1928,  aa 
they  appear  in  the  Summary  of  Information. 

In  1928  we  consumed  in  this  country  84,829,917  pounds  <^ 
olive  olL 

What  did  we  produce  domestically  of  that  mtlre  consump- 
tion?  Our  domestic  orchards  contributed  1,438,017  pounds. 
The  Imports  amounted  to  83^91,900  pounds.  In  other  words, 
our  domestic  production  was  1.8  per  cent  of  the  entire  con- 
sumption In  the  United  States  and  imports  represented  98.2 
per  cent. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  kindly  repeat 
that  last  statement? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Of  the  entire  consumption  of  olive  oil  in  tliia 
country,  our  domestic  production  was  1.8  per  cent  If  we  take 
the  average  of  domestic  production  and  its  relation  to  consump- 
tion for  the  period  from  1928,  when  this  higher  rate  of  duty 
went  into  ^ect  until  1928,  we  find  that  the  average  domestic 
production  was  1.25  per  cent  of  the  consumption  of  olive  oil  In 
this  country.  At  $3  a  gallon,  the  value  of  the  average  annxial 
production  of  olive  oU  in  this  country  Is  4420,000.  Averaging 
the  period  from  1923  to  1928  and  using  the  highest  price  per 
gallon  which  it  has  brought  in  that  time,  the  value  of  our 
annual  production  of  olive  oil  in  this  countir  is  $420,000. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.    Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  his  colleague  ? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  The  Senator  spo^e  about  the  nae  of  oUve 
oil.  I  suppose  there  are  some  who  feel  that  perhaps  If  tlie 
foreign  oil  were  embargoed  those  same  people  would  eat  butter, 
but,  of  couwe,  that  is  not  true.  Of  course,  in  the  Bast  great 
groups  of  foreign-bom  people  have  always  used  oUve  oil  and 
they  would  continue  to  use  olive  oil,  but  would  have  this  un- 
necessary burden  of  cost  put  upon  them. 

Mr  WAGNER.  Of  course,  I  do  not  know  what  may  be  the 
motive  behind  this  extraordinary  duty,  Uiis  very  unjustifiable 

duty. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    What  Is  the  motive? 

Mr.  WAGNBR  I  do  not  know  what  Is  the  motive.  I  only 
mention  the  flicts  as  they  come  to  any  knowledcs. 
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Mr.  SHOBTBIDGB.  Mr.  Prertdent,  the  motive  is  to  build 
np  AO  Aacrican  indaatry.  .    ^  „ 

Mr  WAONEB.  If  the  Senator  will  be  patient  I  ahall  coi^ 
Tlnce  him  that  be  baa  not  built  up  an  American  Industry  and 
that  the  promiaea  which  the  Senator  made  in  1M2,  ^J«n  h« 
painted  to  the  Senate  a  very  rosy  picture  of  the  Pot»tlalitie« 
of  the  bualn««  under  an  increased  duty,  have  not  been  fulflUed. 
I  will  show  in  a  moment  Just  what  the  real  situation  has  been 

There  can  be  no  other  motive  except  to  protect  the  solitary  1 
per  cent  of  production,  because  oUve  oil  does  not  come  in  com- 
petiUoo  with  any  of  the  other  edible  oils  produced  in  this 
country.  The  reason  fur  that  is  that  there  is  a  great  disparity 
in  the  price  at  which  the  articles  sell.  For  instonce,  olive  oU 
brings  about  33  cents  p«jr  pound  while  cottonseed  <>»  brin^ 
about  10  cents  per  pound  and  corn  oil  brings  about  a  like  sum. 
They  are  in  no  way  competitive. 

What  were  the  consumers  of  the  country  taxed  In  order  to 
protect  this  industry  which  represents  only  1  per  cent  of  the 
entire  consumption  of  olive  oU  in  this  country  and  which  in 
Tslue  represents  but  $420,000  a  year?  Listen  to  these  extra- 
ordinary llgures.  The  consumer  of  the  United  States  has  been 
forgotten  in  the  discussion.  We  have  talked  about  profits,  but 
we  have  paid  very  Uttie  attention  to  the  consumer.  He  has 
been  totally  disregarded,  but  I  want  to  say  a  word  in  hi^ 
behalf  Here  is  what  he  has  paid  in  order  to  protect  an  In 
dnstry  which  produces  only  1  per  cent  of  the  entire  consumption 
of  the  country.  He  paid  $0,000,000  in  duties  collected  last  year ! 
On  the  entire  chemical  schedule,  which  includes  paints  and  oUs 
aU  that  we  collect  is  $27,000,000  per  year,  and  of  that  $27.000,00C 
oUve  oU  pays  $6,000,000  to  protect  an  industry  representing  bul 
$420,000  pex  year  and  which  has  not  grown  during  the  entm 
period  that  It  has  been  under  the  protective  ^stem  shice  1922, 

Mr.  SHOHTRIDGE  rose  ^         ^  ,,,      ,     _ 

Mr.  WAQNER,     I  will  give  the  Senator  from  Caliiomla  th« 

flgurea  if  he  will  be  patient  „       .      ,        i^       v    i. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Yorl 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield.  .     ,  ^  j 

Mr.  SHOBTBIDGB.  Does  the  Senator  not  bdleve  In  levylnj 
a  tariff  for  revenue  purposes,  limited  to  the  very  naked  questloi 
of  imposing  a  tariff  upon  imports  for  rev^ue  purposes  only? 

Mr   WAGNER.    If  the  Senator  wanted  to  collect  a  duty  foi 
revenue  purposes,  he  would  be  advocating  a  reduction  In  manj 
of  the  rates,  industrial  as  well  as  agricultural  rates,  which  h< 
la  now  asking  to  Increase  or  which  he  is  advocating  shall  remali 
at  their  present  high  level.    Why  throw  a  smoke  screen  aroum 
the  tUflCTi-^ft"  by  the  suggestion  that  the  Senator  is  Interests 
onlr  te  the  question  of  collecting  a  doty  for  revenue?    If  reve 
nue  is  what  we  seek,  why  derive  it  from  the  poor  families  of  ou 
country?    Why  should  they  be  burdened  with  a  sales  tax  o' 
$8,000,000  a  year  on  a  food  product  which  they  consume?    Nt , 
Mr.  President,  It  la  not  reventie  but  protectltm  whi<^  is  d«- 
■laiided  by  the  Senator  trom  California,  althouj^  that  State- - 
and  none  other  Is  interested— produces  but  1  per  cent  of  th^ 
olive  oil  consumed  in  the  United  States. 

The  average  anntial  duty  collected  on  olive  oil  from  192S  im 
lft28  waa  $6,607,162.  This  Ux— and  this  Is  such  an  extraord 
oary  figure  that  I  know  Senators  may  doubt  it — represents  thl 
teen  and  a  third  times  the  value  of  the  domestic  productio- 
Tbe  coosomers  have  annually  paid  In  taxes  thirteen  and  a  thl' 
times  the  value  of  the  domestic  supply. 

Uidng  the  absolute  figures  and  not  averages^  we  have  co  - 
lected  from  the  consumers  during  the  period  I  mentioned  $33  - 
•42.911  to  protect  domestic  products  having  an  estimated  valu  i 
of  WSOHfiOfk  Let  me  repeat  that  statement  so  I  may  imprec  i 
the  figures  upon  the  minds  of  Senators.  Ftom  1923  until  19S  i 
we  coUeeted  $28,642,911  in  customs  receipts  in  taxes  opo  i 
the  AmerkAD  consumer  of  olive  oil,  to  protect  a  domestic  pro*  - 
net  havbif  dvrlng  that  same  period  an  estimated  value  cf 
I>;soo,oool 

Mr.  rSSS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  que  - 

tion? 

The  VICE  PRBSIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Yor  c 
yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  WAQNSR.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FBS&  I  should  like  to  aak  the  Senator  whether  he  hi  s 
gone  Into  tlie  subject  with  referoice  to  our  ability  to  produce  ? 
That  la.  if  we  had  an  adequate  protection  of  olive  oil.  would  «  & 
Increase  our  production  so  that  ultimate  we  might  use  o«r 
•wn  prodoct  entirely?  If  that  were  true,  I  would  look  upon  an 
Incfeaaed  duty  with  some  favor.    If  it  la  not  tme,  I  could  not. 

Mr.  WAGNER     A  little  later  I  ahaU  give  the  acreage  and 
perhaps  that  wlU  be  a  better  Ume  to  answer  the  Senator's  que  i- 
tSoo.    I  could  answer  It  now  bat  perhaps  I  wonld  only  be  dopl  i 
eating  what  I  jropose  to  aaj  later. 
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In  order  that  Senators  may  appreciate  the  enormity  of  this 
tax,  the  extent  to  which  the  high  protectionists  have  gone--I 
might  say  that  they  have  gone  "  high  protection  mad  '  —I  would 
like  to  point  out  that  in  1927  our  customs  offidala  collected 
$5,092,791  upon  imiwrted  olive  oil.  and  during  the  same  year  our 
domestic  producers  devoted  only  2.870  tons  of  olives  to  be 
crushed  into  olive  oU.  That  means,  and  we  can  get  no  other 
meaning  out  of  it,  that  for  every  ton  of  olives,  which,  according 
to  the  olive  growers,  cost  but  $62.50  per  ton  to  produce,  we  have 
collected  $1,770  in  customs  duties. 

What  Is  the  economic  situation  of  the  olive  grower  in  the 
United  States?  The  crushing  of  the  olives  for  olive  oil  Is  after 
all  only  a  by-product  of  the  industry.  Primarily  the  orchards 
of  California  are  devoted  to  the  production  of  ripe  olives  which 
are  canned  and  sold  in  the  domestic  market.  In  that  economic 
field  undoubtetlly  the  California  olive  growers  are  superior  to 
any  in  the  world.  They  produce  a  ripe  olive  which  I  think  is 
the  finest  in  the  world.  The  olive  oil  is  merely  a  by-product ; 
that  Is,  the  olives  used  for  oUve  oil  are  so  set  aside  because  of 
shape  or  some  other  imperfecUon  making  them  unsuitable  for 

Of  the  entire  domestic  olive  crop  approximately  one-fifth  Is 

crusheti  into  oil.  _.  ,      * 

The  olive  grower  has  not  suffered  any  serious  financial  set- 
back, according  to  the  records  contained  in  the  California  Crop 
Report,  which  is  an  offlcial  report  That  document  shows  that 
the  cost  to  the  farmer  of  producing  a  ton  of  olives  la  $62.50. 
If  any  Senator  has  any  doubt  about  these  figures,  I  will  say 
they  are  found  on  page  4568  of  the  hearings  before  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee,  and  were  presented  by  a  representative 
of  the  olive  growers.  According  to  this  CaUfornla  Crop  Report 
for  1928  the  value  to  the  farmers  per  ton  of  the  olives  they 
raised  was  as  follows: 

In  1924  the  value  of  a  ton  of  olives,  whlch^  as  I  have  stated, 
it  cost  the  farmer  $62.50  to  produce,  was  $92 ;  in  1925  the  value 
per  ton  was  $60.  That  was  a  bad  year,  when  there  was  a  gen- 
eral lessening  of  the  demand  for  olives;  but  In  1926  the  price 
came  right  up  again  to  $80;  in  1927  it  was  $80,  and  in  1928 
It  was  $80.  In  other  words,  the  grower  has  obtained  a  profit 
of  33V4  per  cent  upon  the  olives  which  he  has  produced,  so  that 
there  Is  no  question  of  financial  distress. 

Of  course.  In  all  cases  where  an  increased  rate  Is  sougiit  th«>8e 
asking  It  are  very  apt  to  make  eiaggerateil  statements.  So  I 
notice  in  the  hearings  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
that  those  who  represented  the  olive  growers  of  California, 
among  other  things,  stated  that  their  industry  employed  from 
8,300  to  8,500  people  who  were  dependent  upon  the  industry 
for  a  livelihood.  If  that  were  so,  then  each  one  of  8,500  men 
was  earning  just  $200  a  year,  since  the  total  value  of  the  olive 
crop  was  $1,720,000.  These  figures  show  the  alwurdity  of  the 
contwtion  that  8.500  persons  are  employed  in  olive  culture. 

A  moment  ago  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fess],  who  has 
since  left  the  Chamber,  stated  that  if  he  thought  the  industry 
could  by  protection  be  built  up  so  as  to  supply  a  substantial 
part  of  the  demand  for  olive  oil  in  this  country,  he  would  favor 
protecting  the  industry.  In  1922.  after  the  entreaties  and  the 
fervid  advocacy  of  the  two  distinguished  Senators  from  Cali- 
fornia, the  industry  received  an  increase  of  duty.  I  read  their 
speeches  and  the  glowing  promise  that  was  made  to  the  Senate. 
California  produced  but  1  per  cent  of  the  American  consump- 
tion, but  they  said.  "  Give  us  this  protection,  and  within  five 
or  six  years  "—I  have  forgotten  the  exact  prediction — "  we  will 
supply  a  substantial  part  of  the  demand  for  olive  oil  in  this 
country." 

At  that  time  there  were  In  California  24,500  acres  of  bearing 
olive  trees.  In  1928  there  was  exactly  the  same  acreage.  In 
other  words,  from  1922  to  1928,  so  far  as  acreage  was  concerned, 
the  situation  was  absolutely  static. 

Mr.   SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRBSIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  California  V 
Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Will  the  Senator  from  New  York  be 
good  enough  to  restate  the  acreage  in  olives  which  he  has 
given? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  will  give  the  St>nator  the  exact  figures. 
The  acreage  in  1922  was  24,d0t  according  to  tlie  California  Crop 
Report  records,  of  which  I  hold  a  photostatic  copy.  In  1928  the 
acreage  was  24,500;  so  there  was  an  acre  less  in  1028. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  What  is  the  authority  for  the  figures 
the  Senator  is  giving? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  It  is  the  California  Crop  Report  of  the  Sena- 
tor's own  State. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     For  1928? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  In  1928  the  acreage  was  :^500.  If  the 
Senator  will  wait  a  moment,  I  will  give  him  the  forecast  for 


1929,  whicii  is  24,000  acres;  in  other  words^  there  has  been  a 
reduction  of  acreage  Instead  of  an  Increase. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  There  have  been  nearly  83,000  acres 
planted  In  oUves,  but  probably  they  have  not  yet  come  Into 
bearing.  The  olive  Is  a  very  slow  growing  tree,  but  fully 
83,000  acres  have  been  planted  In  olive  trees  that  wlO  soon  come 
Into  bearing. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  can  only  rely  upon  the  rec- 
ords as  I  find  themi.  and  I  stated  eariy  In  my  discussion  that 
ail  that  I  said  here  would  be  taken  from  the  official  recorda 
The  report  from  whldi  I  have  read  is  the  California  Crop  Report, 
which  is  a  Joint  report  made  by  the  Department  of  Africnlture 
of  the  State  of  California  and  the  Federal  Department  of  Agri- 
culture. During  the  7-year  period  when  olives  have  had  very 
high  protection  there  has  been  absolutely  no  Increase  either  In 
acreage  or  in  the  production  of  olives  for  the  manufacture  of 
olive  oU.  So,  Mr.  President,  the  argument  that  If  we  would 
afford  iM^tection  to  this  infant  industry  it  would  grow  tmtll 
finally  it  would  be  a  substantial  industry  and  supply  a  very  con- 
sideraMe  portion  of  the  demand  in  this  coimtry  does  not  apply 
in  this  case. 

The  industry  has  not  grown  an  inch  since  protection  was 
afforded;  and,  strangely  enough,  from  1913  to  1922,  under  the 
Underwood  tariff  law,  when  the  rate  of  duty  was  lower,  the 
progress  of  the  industry  was  greater  than  during  the  period  of 
seven  years  when  protection  was  afforded.  The  acreage  of 
olive-bearing  trees  increased  from  13.000  to  24,000,  while  from 
1922  until  the  present  day  It  has  been  absolutely  static;  there 
has  not  been  an  additicmal  acre  devoted  to  the  iMtKluction  of 
olives. 

Mr.  President,  so  tliat  I  may  not  be  misunderstood,  let  me  say 
that  I  favor  protecting  American  industries  where  competitive 
conditions  Justify  such  a  course.  I  favor  the  protection  of  an 
Infant  industry  if  there  is  some  reasonable  evidence  of  poten- 
tiality, if  there  is  a  reasonable  chance  of  develapm«it,  so  that  it 
will  In  time  become  one  of  the  industries  of  our  coontr3\  In 
this  case,  however,  the  domestic  industry  produced  in  1922  only 
1  per  cent  of  our  entire  consumption,  and  in  1928  the  percentage 
was  p»'haps  slightly  smaller.  During  that  period  of  time  those 
engaged  in  this  industry  have  collected  from  the  American  con- 
sumer over  $33,000,000  in  order  to  protect  an  industry  the  total 
value  of  whose  product  during  that  same  period  was  only 
$2,500,000.  Mr.  President,  this  is  an  extraordinary  situatlMi. 
There  is  absolutely  no  Justification  for  the  imposition  of  the 
proposed  tax. 

Of  course,  the  producers  now  say,  "  If  you  will  gfve  us  a  tax 
of  $1.25  a  gallon  " — I  am  speaking  of  the  request  which  was 
made  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee— "  then  we  will 
extend  our  acreage."  They  admitted  that  in  order  to  come  near 
supplying  a  substantial  porti<«  of  the  domestic  demand  they 
would  have  to  increase  the  <rfive-orchard  acreage  from  21,000  to 
125,000.  That  must  take  years.  In  the  meantime  the  Senate  lis 
asked  to  compel  the  constuner  of  the  United  States  to  pay  an 
added  cost,  an  extortionate,  oppressive  cost  for  this  commodity, 
In  order  to  protect  an  industry  that  represents  but  1  per  cent  of 
the  consumption  of  this  country. 

The  Senator  from  California,  by  what  he  said  a  moment  ago, 
conceded  that  It  takes  12  or  14  yefmi  for  an  oUve  tree  to  become 
a  bearing  tree;  that  trom  the  time  it  is  planted  tintll  It  actually 
bears  olives  covers  a  period  of  about  12  years.  Let  us  indulge 
the  fantastic  hope  that  those  engaged  In  this  Industry  will  at 
once,  over  night,  i^ant  120,000  acres.  Of  course,  It  Is  fantastic; 
but  I  am  ^ssunalng  It.  In  that  event  we  will  have  to  wait  12 
years  l)efore  that  acreage  will  produce  any  olives,  and  In  the 
meantime,  according  to  accurate  calculations  which  I  have 
made,  under  the  rate  of  duty  which  the  producers  asked  b^ore 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  the  American  consumer  will 
have  to  pay  a  tax  of  $180,000,000  In  order  to  protect  an  industry 
which  now  represents  but  1  per  c«it  of  the  entire  consumption 
of  this  country. 

There  Is  not  any  other  side  to  it,  unless  we  are  going  to  In- 
dtdge  again  In  gen^alties  about  helping  the  farmer.  We  have 
tried  in  this  instance  for  seven  years  to  help  the  olive  pro- 
ducer, but  the  acreage  of  (Hive  trees  is  the  same  to-day  as  It 
was  in  1922.  I  am  very  confident  that  If  the  S^iate  will  study 
the  facts  it  can  come  to  but  one  conclusion,  namely,  that  the 
duty  proposed  will  be  oppressive  to  the  American  consumer  and 
without  benefit  to  the  economic  Interests  of  the  country. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President,  if  there  ever  was  an  industry 
that  was  appealing  and  persuasive  in  its  request  for  protection 
under  tills  bill.  It  is  the  olive  industry  of  California  and  the 
badding  industry  in  the  State  of  Arixona. 

If  you  compare  at  all,  sir,  the  wages  that  are  paid  in  the  one 
country  or  the  other — the  country  from  which  our  olive  oil  la 
imported  with  the  wages  that  are  paid  in  this  country — ^it  will 
be  obvious  at  once  that  there  shotild  be  some  i>rot)ection  given. 


If  pnatetUon  be  a  policy  of  tUs  Nation,  to  an  Industry  which 
pays  the  prices  that  are  paid  in  this  Nation  for  the  labor  In  tiie 
olive  Industry  and  in  the  canning  Industry  tluit  Is  connected 
therewith. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Waqnik]  speaks  very 
feeling  for  the  consumer,  but  he  recites  the  brief  of  the 
Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  New  YoA;  and  In  reality 
this  contest  resolves  Itself  Into  the  industry  In  the  State  of 
California  and  In  the  State  of  Arieona,  on  th(?  one  hand,  and 
the  gentlemen  who  import  lu  New  York  City,  upon  the  other. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  just  want  to  assure  the  Senator  that  what- 
ever facts  I  presented  here  w«^  the  result  of  my  own  personal 
research  Into  the  official  records 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Oh,  I  do  not  doubt  that 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Because  I  wanted  to  be  sure  that  none  of 
them  could  be  challenged  by  the  Senators  from  California  or 
any  other  Senator. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Oh,  I  would  not  question  the  research  of 
the  Senator  from  New  York  in  the  slightest  degree.  I  recognize 
that  what  he  has  said  represents  his  research ;  but  it  represents 
as  well  exactly  the  brief  that  has  been  presente<l  to  the  various 
committees  at  different  times  by  the  Italian  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  New  York;  and  the  contest  that  has  been  waged  In 
the  committees  on  the  question  of  duty  on  olive  oil  and  olives 
is  a  contest  which  has  been  waged  by  what  tlx^  Senator  terms 
"  a  small  Industry  "  on  the  one  side,  of  those  who  are  from  the 
soil  Mideavoring  to  produce,  and  those  who  import  upon  the 
other,  most  of  whom  are  embraced  within  the  Italian  Chamber 
of  Commerce  of  the  City  of  New  York. 

The  olive  industry  in  the  State  of  California  has  had  a  pretty 
tough  time  In  the  last  few  years.  I  do  not  need  to  advert  to 
the  leasMis  that  have  caused  that  dlfilculty,  but  unquestionably 
it  has  existed.  The  industry,  sir,  has,  notwitlistandlng.  done 
its  utmost ;  and  It  requires,  if  ever  an  industry  did,  prrtlectlon 
at  the  hands  of  the  Congress  and  of  the  Senate  for  its  rduibUl- 
tation,  if  you  wish  to  put  it  that  way,  or  for  ita  continuaBes 
in  its  present  aspect 

Olive  culture  In  California  consists  of  two  Interrelatsd,  Inter- 
mingled branches.  The  first  Is  the  canning  of  olives;  and  so 
successfully  have  olives  been  canned  in  the  State  of  California 
at  present  that  the  ripe  olive  from  that  particular  territory, 
as  tlie  Senator  from  New  York  remarked,  constitutes.  Indeed, 
the  best  and  finest  of  olives  from  all  over  the  worid.  But,  sir, 
in  conducting  that  particular  kind  of  an  Industry  it  Is  eseoitlal 
that  the  pidk  be  standardized;  and  only  standardized  oUves 
can  be  canned  in  the  fashion  In  whldi  they  ar«}  canned  In  the 
State  of  California;  and  they  are  canned,  because  they  repre- 
sent but  a  moiety  of  the  entire  crop,  at  very,  very  great  ex- 
pense. The  remainder  of  the  crop,  which  does  not  reach  the 
standardized  condition  of  that  which  Is  put  into  cans,  is 
devoted  to  olive  oIL  The  olives  thus  used  are  of  no  less  good 
character;  but  if  you  are  familiar  with  the  standardisation 
projects  in  relation  to  fruit,  olives,  and  the  like,  that  obtain 
In  the  West  and  I  imagine  In  Florida  and  in  other  States,  too, 
you  will  know  that  fruit  that  is  Just  as  good  as  that  whidi  la 
canned  neverthdess  can  not  be  used  because  it  does  net  reach 
exactly  the  size  or  the  sliape  required  for  the  standardised 
article.  Nearly  40  per  cent  of  the  olives,  therefore,  in  the  State 
of  California  and  those  few  that  are  used  from  tlie  State  of 
Arizona  are  used  in  olive  oil,  difficult  of  making,  but  a  part 
of  the  industry,  and  which  mxut  be  utilized  for  the  purpose  of 
permitting  the  industry  to  maintain  itself  at  all. 

We  compete  with  the  Mediterranean  countricH — the  Mediter- 
ranean countries  wherein  this  has  been  an  industry  for  many, 
many  years  in  the  past — and  when  I  say  to  you  that  France 
gives  a  bounty  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  olive  culture 
within  tliat  country,  and  that  Australia  in  the  past  lias  offered 
a  bounty  of  like  character,  you  will  realize  that  wiuntries  beyond 
the  sea  offer  protection  to  their  people  such  as  in  reality  we 
are  asking  for  our  people  under  a  tariff  law.  „    ^      ^ 

Labor  costs  in  the  olive  industry  In  tbe  Uniti?d  States  have 
not  d^ined  in  the  past  eight  years.  In  many  Instances  they 
have  Increased.  Labor  employed  in  olive  orchards  at  this  time 
and  for  several  years  past  is  paid  for  at  the  rate  of  $4  per  day. 
This  Is  an  average  figure-  None  can  gainsay  that.  Male  labor 
in  the  oUve  factories  is  paid  from  $4  to  $6  per  day,  according 
to  the  nature  of  the  work,  while  female  factory  workers  have 
received  a  minimum  wage  of  $16  per  week.  Now  Just  compare 
those  wages  that  we  are  required  to  pay  In  what  you  may  term 
a  smaU  industry,  but  which  nevertheless  represents  many 
thousands  of  acres  of  land  and  many  millions  of  expenditure, 
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widi  the  w»iw  that  nn  p«ld  In  the  MeditemiMMi  cowtrlee 
with  whkii  we  are  compeIl«d  to  compete. 

Tbe  latert  tiganm  ot>talnaMe  from  the  MedltermwanollTe^ 
nrodiicing  countries,  gathered  throof  h  our  own  official  asen^ 
ahow  that  In  Greece  labor  in  the  orcharda.  male,  is  now  being 
paid  at  the  rate  of  eo  drachnmH  per  day,  78  cents  United  States 
■koney  Pemale  labor  in  the  orchards  recei^ea  80  drachmas  pet 
day  39  cents  United  States  money.  In  Italy  male  workers 
en4>loyed  In  the  olive  orchards  recelred  last  season  53  cents  In 
Tnlted  SUtes  money,  and  female  wOTkers  36  cents  per  day  ot 
seven  hours.  Factory  workers,  male,  were  piOd  $1^  to  |1.4€ 
la  United  Statas  money  per  day  of  14  hootB.  TLa  United  States 
Trade  Commlssioo  at  Borne,  writing  under  data  at  NovenAet 
23.  1028.  says: 

Hm  <U0/  UTtrmtD  for  oUt«  pleken  in  Sicily  is  28  ecsts  per  day. 
WorkM*  ia  tke  oUTe-pretiiac  mllla  ai«  psid  on  tho  tasifl  of  84  cents, 
United  SUtee  money,  per  day. 

Tter©  Is  an  average.  Compare  that  with  your  four.  Ave,  six, 
"and  rix  and  a  half  dollars  per  day  paid  in  the  United  States— 
a  small  industry,  it  Is  true,  but  it  represents  8,800  people.  It 
represents  aome  thouaands  of  acres  of  land.  It  represents 
3bu.0uU.uU0  of  Investment;  and  there  are,  in  addition,  lands  In 
California  and  lands  iu  Ariaona  sufficient  to  continue  this  indus- 
try and  to  permit  it  to  expand  if  it  has  the  aivropriate  protec- 
tioa  from  the  CXHigresa  of  the  United  Statea. 

That  la  the  situation  that  is  presented  by  this  artlde.  No< 
alone  is  the  situation  such  as  I  present,  that  you  may  deem 
piwtDCial  in  character,  but,  under  the  rates  that  were  put  intc 
the  RaooBD  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Capfcb] 
emanating  from  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  I  fine 
that  olive  oil  is  there.  By  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federa 
tion  a  duty  is  asked  fM>  it  of  10  cents  per  pound  ami  not  lest 
than  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

We  had  some  discussion  to-day  as  to  whether  we  were  deal 
ing  with  agricultural  products  or  whether  we  were'  dealing  witt 
other  producCa  industrial  in  diaracter.  It  was  asserted  on  th< 
oite  hand  that  this  was  a  session  entirely  for  the  purpose  oi 
^tereloping  agricultural  protection.  If  it  be  that,  here  is  ai 
Instance  Hiat  commends  its^  to  the  Senate  wberrin  an  ade 
quate  duty  ou^t  to  be  accorded  to  a  particular  agricultura 
Industry,  a  duty  not  excessive  but  essential  and  wholly  just. 

Mr.  WAONEB.  Mr.  Prertdent,  I  do  not  want  to  prolong  th< 
dim  iiwinw  unduly.    I  will  merely  make  this  observation : 

In  aoChlng  that  the  Senator  said  did  he  contradict  one  asser 
tJon  that  I  made  In  my  preaentation ;  namely,  that  the  domestic '. 
ladustry  repcassnts  but  1  per  cent  of  the  total  consumption 
tlwt  dvring  the  whole  period  of  the  protection  It  has  been  re 
edrtng  It  baa  not  inoeaaed  one  acre ;  and  that,  fnrthermore,  tha 
which  la  produced  in  Galtfomia  in  no  way  comes  In  competitioi 
with  that  whidi  is  Imprnted.  It  is  so  small  and  inflnitesima 
•  peoportlop  of  the  entire  consumption  that  there  is  no  com 
peCttton.  and  the  American  producers  never  have  any  difficult; ' 
la  aatUng  that  which  they  produce. 

Mr.  8HKPPARD.    Mr.  President,  1  dealre  to  submit  one  ol- 

tiSB. 

Accordliig  to  my  infonnation,  there  is  no  fandam«ital  dlffei  ■ 

oUts  oil  and  cott<Hiaced  oAL    Tha  general  pnbli; 

la  as  Mtliaad  or  will  be  satlafled  with  the  latter  aa  with  th  > 

fonsar.    I  think  It  accurate  to  say.  therefore^  that  every  galloi  i 

«f  edlMa  oUre  all  taported  Into  the  United  Statea  displaces  1 1 

dnwssrte  produce  which  eoold  be  used  for  the  same  pnrpoai , 

Thtntutm,  In  order  to  provide  a  wider  use  for  Anisrlcan  agri  ■ 

aUtoml  prodncta.  I  4uUl  tmpoort  the  piupua«d  lacvaaaa  In  dutj. 

Mr.  WAOKWM.    Mr.  Piaaldent  I  jnat  want  to  answer  thr 

■aatHliia  n^lrb  la  mada,  which  has  no  baala  at  all.  I 

How  caa  ttora  poaalbly  ho  any  oompatltkNi  batwoni  ollvo  oil 

oil,  aad  eom  ollT    Ollvo  oil  t^daj  briapi  88  ceota  k 

iBttoaaaad  ail  aod  eom  on  brtof  10  etnta  a  poaoa 

It  ho  Mid  that  tbort  la  tbo  sUffetaat  eompatltioo  bt  > 

t 

Mr.  MnPPASD.    Mr.  Pratridaat.  It  doaa  not  follow  that  thof » 

la  ao  9tmmtUkm  hatwat*  than  bacanaa  one  haa  a  lower  pr1«  t 
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The  YlCm  PBMIDKfT.    Tha  qoestios  la  on  tha 
affiond  iy  tha  Sanator  fhm  Maryland   [Mr. 
wMeh  arIB  be  alatad. 
The  Osnar  Cuouc    On  pass  94,  line  14.  the  flanator  fkoi  k 
>rapoaea  to  atrlka  o«t  "7%  cents"  and  Inaert  "10^ 
so  that.  If  aaaoeded.  It  win  read  : 


OBvs,  wtliMaa  with  the  IsuMdlata  coatalaer  lesi  thaa  40  poondi 
19%  esals  pw  psasd  os  esateats  and  ooatalaara. 

Mr.  KING.    Mr.  Pnialdant,  evidently  we  have  been  debatia^ 

another  ■BMinil i     I  supposed  that  the  Sanator  frwa  Ne 

York  [Mr.  WAomB]  had  oSteed  an  amendmeat  to  tha 


ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  and  that  that  waa 
the  question  before  the  Senate.  If  I  am  in  error,  I  shall  be 
^d  to  be  advised. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  pending  amendment  is  the  one 
oOtoied  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Goldsboboxtoh]. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  Just  a  word  with  respect  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Oouw. 

nOBOUQH]. 

I  think  there  would  be  a  great  deal  more  sympathy  for  an 
amendment  that  Io<*ed  to  the  protection  of  the  olive  grower 
than  to  the  protection  of  some  middleman,  some  intermediate 
organisation  tliat  was  trying  to  make  a  profit  out  of  tlxe  products 
of  the  olive  growers.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  is  not  for  the  protection  of  the  olive  grower  or 
those  who  produce  olive  oil;  it  does  not  readi  the  producer 
of  (Hives,  but  only  the  dealer  or  middleman,  who  projects  him- 
self into  the  picture  and  profits  by  the  toil  and  labor  of  others. 
The  Senator  is  speaking  for  some  organization  or  organizations 
in  Maryland  that  are  engaged  in  removing  the  Imported  <41 
from  the  large  vessels  In  which  it  is  l)rouKht  to  our  shores 
and  in  placing  It  in  small  cans  for  distribution.  The  spread 
between  the  prices  paid  the  producers  of  <Al  and  the  public 
who  buy  the  oil  is  now  entirely  too  great  and  the  canners 
are  receiving  too  large  a  part  of  the  price  paid  by  the  con- 
sumers. This  amendment  Is  to  increase  the  spread  and  add  to 
the  ptoHtB  ot  the  middlemen. 

I  cMifess  that  I  am  not  in  sympathy  with  this  proposition — 
If  the  cost  of  olive  oil  is  to  be  increased — let  the  benefits  go  to 
the  producers,  not  the  Intermediate  man  or  organization  or 
broker. 

I  shall  vote  against  the  amendmmt  of  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land and  support  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee. The  Finance  Committee  is  so  seldom  right  that  wh«i 
it  is  right  I  desire  to  support  it. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President  in  reply  to  the  Sen- 
ator  from  Utah  I  should  like  to  say  that  my  amendment  is 
not  in  the  interest  of  the  middleman.  It  is  liot  In  the  Interet* 
of  the  broker,  but  Is  in  the  interest  of  firms  and  curporationB 
that  are  engaged  In  importing  olive  oil  and  taking  it  out  of  large 
<ymtainers  and  putting  it  into  smaller  containers.  It  means 
protection  to  American  labor,  the  meii  who  manufacture  boxes, 
mm  who  are  littiograpliers,  men  who  manufacture  cases.  It  is 
a  question  absolutely  of  protecting  American  industry,  and  does 
not  mean  the  protection  of  the  broker  or  the  middleman. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  this  Is  the 
first  provision  of  this  bill  that  bears  upon  our  interchange  of 
commerce  with  Italy. 

I  was  interested  to  get  some  first-hand  knowledge  as  to  Just 
what  agricultural  products  Italy  receives  from  our  country 
and  just  what  agricultural  products  Italy  sends  to  our  coimtry. 
So  a  few  nights  ago.  in  conversation  with  the  Italian  ambas- 
sador. I  asked  him  to  famish  me  with  the  latest  available  sta- 
tistics showing  the  kind  and  amount  of  agricultural  products 
we  send  to  Italy  and  the  agricultural  products  Italy  sends  to 
us.  The  figures  are  most  impret^sive.  I  present  them  in  urging 
upon  the  Senate  to  exercise  (;are  and  caution  about  levying  in- 
creased duties  upon  imports  from  Italy  to  this  country. 

This  memorandum,  which  I  will  ask  to  have  printed  In  the 
Rnooan.  states  that  this  country  sends  to  Italy  wheat,  com, 
wheat  flour,  dried  fruits,  raw  tol)ac<>o.  cured  tobacco,  pork  fata, 
lard,  and  raw  cotton.  The  total  amount  of  purchases  by  the 
Italian  people  of  American  agricultural  products  is  2.041,003,066 
Ure  or  |l83,000.00i).  Of  these  agricultural  produota  raw  cotton 
la  highest  in  value  trt  all  the  American  agricultural  producta 
shipped  to  Italy,  representing  the  enormous  figure  of  1.0O4,* 
807.805  Ure.  The  amottnt  of  wheat  purcbasea  ia  M9,827.4M 
Urr. 

Aa  against  these  pardMses  from  us.  we  are  buying  from  Italy 
only  405.9O1.T3O  lire,  or  fM.000.000  worth  of  products.  In 
other  wurdM.  they  are  purcliasiog  from  us  five  times  the  amount 
of  tfrlevltural  products  we  are  purchasing  from  them  onder 
exlstlnf  coflinserelal  circnnstanceM,  including  the  present  tariff 
dvties  on  both  sides. 

Lot  OM  snunerate  the  leading  Italian  agricultural  commodltiea 
exported  to  the  United  States,  together  with  the  amounts  In 
value: 

Lire 
246.000,000 
54,  000.  000 
70,  000.  000 
89,000.000 
10,  000,  000 


Dried   fraita 

TMaatoea  and  tomato  paste. 
OUve  oU. 


Cheatnota 16.  000.  000 


Total 485.  901,  720 

Mr.   Preeldent.   practically   every   one  of   those   agricultural 
prodocta  produced  In  Italy  and  shipped  here  is  consumed  by  our 
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Italian-American  cftfaens.  The  Italian-American  does  purchase 
and  will  purchase,  no  matter  what  «luty  we  fix,  a  certain  grade 
and  class  of  Italian  cheese.  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
SMOor]  is  familiar  vrith  that  and  very  appropriately  nods  his 
head  in  approval. 

Again,  the  Italian-American  purchases,  and  will  continue  to 
purchase  no  matter  how  much  duty  we  place  upon  these  com- 
modities, the  Italian-made  olive  oil,  because  of  the  particular 
characteristics  it  possesses,  which  our  domestic  olive  oil  does  not 
possess. 

Are  we  going  to  proceed  to  attempt  to  destroy  this  important 
foreign  business  by  increasing  the  duties  upon  the  limited  Im- 
ports of  Italian  products?  Are  we  going  to  destroy  that  busl- 
nes.«i,  wipe  it  out,  or  at  least  diminish  it  and  expect  the  Italian 
people  In  Italy  to  continue  to  buy  our  agricultural  products — the 
cotton  of  the  South,  and  the  wheat  of  the  West,  and  the  like — 
without  rejientmeut  and  reprisal? 

I  protest  against  increasing  this  duty,  and  I  want  to  say  that 
I  intend,  further,  to  oppose  increasing  the  other  duties  upon 
products  entering  this  country  from  Italy.  I  do  so,  first,  because 
it  resolves  itself  finally  down  to  nothing  more  nor  less  tlian  a 
consumer's  tax,  and  a  consumes  tax  upon  poor,  hard-working 
peoi>le  among  our  fellow  countrymen;  and,  secondly.  It  consti- 
tutes a  needless  offense  to  a  friendly  country  carrying  on  com- 
mercial Intercourse  with  us  to  our  great  advantage. 

This  small,  insignificant  import  business  with  Italy,  compared 
with  the  much  larger  volume  of  our  export  business  with  Italy, 
is  due  to  the  fact  that  the  Italian  people,  who  have  come  here 
and  settled  here  and  become  law-abiding,  industrious  citiaens, 
have  a  fondness,  a  taste,  and  a  desire,  for  the  homemade 
products,  which  give  them  a  satisfaction  that  no  domestic 
products  have  been  able  to  give. 

It  Is  sumptuary  legislation  pure  and  simple — a  consumer's  tax, 
if  there  ever  was  one,  nothing  more  nor  less — and  I  protest  most 
strenuously  against  starting  now  to  increase  the  duties  upon 
these  products,  whidi  will  bear  heavily  upon  a  large  number  of 
our  people,  and  which  can  have  no  other  result  than  to  create 
commercial  auimosities.  Jealousies,  and  misunderstandings  be- 
tween our  people  and  the  Italian  people. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas^sacbusetts  subsequently  said:  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, during  my  observations  a  few  moments  ago  I  referred  to 
a  letter,  a  table,  and  a  brief  and  extracts  from  my  speech  upon 
this  subject  in  1922,  which  I  then  omitted  to  a£k  to  have  printed 
in  the  Rscoao  In  connection  with  my  remarks.  I  now  make 
that  request.  The  situation  with  respect  to  this  duty  has  not 
changed  dnce  1922,  except  to  emphasize  the  indefensible  char- 
actor  of  this  duty. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  waa  M^ered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Rkcobo,  as  follows: 

BOTAL    ITAUIW    EMBASST, 

Washington,  Septimiber  tl,  XM. 
Hon.  DiviD  I.  Walsh, 

United  BUktc  Senator,  Wathington,  D.  C. 
Mt  DKAa  BcMAToa:  The  other  night  you  aaked  me  the  itatlstica  of 
exchange  of  agrtcultural  producta  between  ttae  United  Statea  and  Italy. 
Herewith  Incioaed  1  am  aending  you  a  statement  of  facta.  The  total 
exportation  of  Italian  agriciiltural  producta  to  tbla  country  in  1928 
represent  a  valua  of  485.901.720  lulian  lire,  which  means  approxi- 
mately 124.500,000.  The  total  exportation  of  American  prodocts  to 
Italy  In  1938  reprewnt  •  ralue  of  2,641.098,958  lire,  which  maaaa 
tia3,000,000.  The  American  agricultural  exportation  to  Italy  repra- 
■ent,  therefore,  mora  than  Ave  times  the  Importation  of  agrleoltaial 
pradttcta  from  Italy. 

Bailcre  me,  my  dear  Senator,  very  ainceraly  youra, 

MAsraw. 

Importrntion  f  wnttMurt  proimti*  from  th*  VnUtA  Btstm  m$c  lUt^ 

4mring  the  ytar  am 

Lire 

»40, 827.  4M 

._•—••_•»•»»•  6.  901,  5M 
1. 112. 9U 

znzzzzuzzi    so;  904'.  SS 

2,  078,  008 

M,  887. 889 

22. 178.  288 

1. 594.  567,  Si« 


Whaat 

('on 

Wheat  floor 

UrM  fruits 

Baw    t«hacfo_-._._._,_.. 

<'ured    tobacco _, 

Fork  feta 

Lard  - 

Baw  cotton..^ _,___«__. 


Total 

ImporU$i»n  9f  agrtemltural  produett 

dmHnff  thie 

Cheese __, 

Lenooa 

Drted  fruits 

Tomatoes  and  tomato  paata 

Olive  oU 

Cbtstnuts —.„__ 


2.641.008.068 

/toly  into  Vkg  VuUed  Bttm 


Ure 

246.  202,  060 
54.  500.  920 
70, 139. 468 
80,  589,  489 
10,  096.  063 
16,  378.  750 


Total. 


^  485.  901. 720 


sanv  or  bbkatob  walsh  or  WASSACHmrrs  oir  m.rrt  otl,  PAaAoaAnc 
M,  in  oppoSTTTon  TO  nrcKCAStTTo  Dimes 

Domestic  production :  Domestic  production  of  olive  oU  la  llmlttd  to 
California,  where  olive  oil  la  produced  aa  a  by-product  from  cull,  mia- 
colored,  mlaabapen,  or  amall  olives,  which  can  not  be  profitably  ased  In 
the  production  of  canned  ripe  oHvea,  or  aalt-cured  olivea.  Under  tb« 
present  tariff  act,  during  the  period  1928  to  1928,  inclusive,  the  average 
annual  United  States  production  of  olive  oil  haa  been  137,829  sallona. 
or  1.048,878  pounds. 

Imports  :  Imports  come  almost  entirely  from  Italy  and  Spain.  During 
the  period  1928  to  1928,  Inclusive,  they  have  averaged  annually  79.025.- 
611  pounds,  or  about  10,884,000  gallons.  The  domestic  production  haa 
supplied  on  the  average  aomewhat  more  than  1.26  per  cent  of  tlte  total 
domestic  consumption.  The  estimated  annual  average  value  of  the 
domestic  production,  calculating  a  gallon  of  California  olive  oil  aa 
being  worth  83,  haa  been  about  8420,000;  the  average  duties  collected 
annually  have  been  85.607,152,  or  18.S6  times  the  total  value  of  the 
domestic  production.  FV>r  the  period  1923  to  1928,  Incioaive,  there  was 
collected  in  duties  on  Imported  oUve  oU,  888,642.911  to  protect  aa 
estimated  total  valoe  of  domestic  olive  oil  for  that  period  of  82.500.000. 

The  effect  of  the  duty  on  olive  oil :  The  duty  on  olive  oU  ia  fully 
effective  In  ralalng  the  price  of  not  only  the  domaatlc  oUve  oil  but  also 
the  Imported  olive  oil.  In  addition  to  the  duty  on  olive  oil.  there  are 
alao  dutlea  on  green  oUvea  and  ripe  olivea.  These  latter  duties  ars 
designed  to  protect  the  domestic  production  of  olives,  ne  bearing 
.icreage  of  olive  trees  In  California  haa  Increaaed  from  about  13,000 
acres  In  191S  to  24,500  in  1928.  However,  the  accompanying  lncr«>ase 
In  the  production  of  olives  has  not  been  reflected  by  any  Important 
increase  In  the  prodnctlon  of  oUve  oil.  The  olive-growlag  Industry 
made  Its  greatest  progress  during  the  tariff  act  of  1013  when  the  rates 
of  duties  for  both  olive  oi!  and  olivea  were  conBld<>rabIy  lower  than  In 
the  present  tariff  act.  The  result  of  these  protective  duties  haa  been 
as  follows: 

No  material  Increase  in  olive-oil  production. 

No  domestic  development  of  green  olives  in  brine  similar  to  thoaa 
imported  from  Spain. 

A  virtual  monopoly  In  the  production  of  canned  ripe  olivea. 

An  increaae  in  production  of  dried,  salt-cured,  ripe  olives. 

The  duty  on  olive  oil  is  higher  on  Imports  coming  in  small  containers. 
On  Imports  of  olive  oU  In  bulk  It  amounts  to  49.5  cents  per  gallon. 
On  Imports  of  olive  oil  packed  In  gaUon  cans  it  amounts  to  approxi- 
mately 64.7  cents  per  gallon,  and  increaaes  on  the  smaller  sises  because 
on  packaged  olive  oil  the  duty  is  collected  on  the  total  weight  of  the 
olive  oil  and  Its  immediate  container.  The  higher  duty  on  packaged 
olive  oil  was  deigned  to  protect  domestic  flrms  who  Import  olive  oil 
In  balk  from  Italy  or  Spain,  and  repack  it  in  small  containers  for  tho 
nltlmate  consumer.  Althoogh  the  present  tariff  act  Increased  tha 
differential  between  the  duties  on  l>ulk  olive  oil  and  packaged  olive 
oil,  there  baa  been  no  increase  during  the  paat  six  years  of  Imports  of 
bulk  olive  oil.  About  60  per  eent  of  the  Imports  eome  in  packed  In 
small  containers.  It  appears  that  the  consumer  prefers  olive  oil 
packed  In  the  country  of  origin,  particularly  Italy,  t>ecause  he  is 
aasured  of  obtaining  unadulterated  olive  oil.  The  records  of  the  food, 
drug,  and  insecticide  administration,  which  has  charge  of  enforcing  the 
pare  food  law,  ahow  a  large  number  of  violations  of  the  law  becauae  of 
adulterating  or  misbranding  olive  oil.  This  is  becauae  olive  oil  is  the 
most  expensive  of  the  common  vegetalde  oUs,  and  la  readily  blended 
with  other  oils,  such  as  cottonseed,  com,  peanut,  and  aoybean,  all  of 
which  are  conslderabiy  clieaper.  If  there  bad  been  no  dllferentlal  in 
duties  between  balk  olive  oil  and  packaged  olive  oil,  the  doty  collected 
daring  ^0  period  1928  to  1928,  laclaslve,  on  packaged  oBve  oil  would 
have  bees  816,437.000  testead  of  821,172.000.  In  other  words,  during 
tbla  6-ycar  period  far  the  protectloa  of  domestic  packers  of  oUvs 
oil  there  has  bsea  collected  over  and  above  the  doty  levied  for  balk 
oU,  84,746,000,  or  8790,000  anoaany.  Tbos  for  the  y<>ars  1023  to  1928, 
la<lastve,  ot  th«  total  duties  eoOeeted  on  olive  oU  for  tb«  period. 
888.6424>11.  th*  anoeat  to  protect  the  doncottc  prodac«r  of  olive  oil 
wss  9S8J0i.O6O,  aad  the  saioont  to  protset  the  dooMstlc  caaner  of 
faqMrted  OMvs  oil  was  84,748,000.  Ia  the  face  of  tbass  Utgt  sobm  of 
monrj  paid  iiy  tha  eftlOMtc  eonsooMr  tbsr*  has  been  no  appreeisblo 
infwssi  in  tlM  pfodaetlon  of  domestic  olive  oil,  nor  of  the  canning  of 
isiportad  oMvs  oIL 

ConsamptloB  of  ollvs  oil  in  the  Uaitad  SUtes :  No  distribotloo  atodies 
havs  becB  made  aeearstcly  shoving  tba  distrlbotion  and  eonsuaptioa 
of  oHve  oil  in  tha  United  SUtes.  CerUln  estimates  sude  by  tha  trade, 
however,  are  ot  valaa.  It  is  astlmated  that  about  1.000.090  gaUona 
annoally  are  employsd  hi  the  food  and  otbar  manufactorlng  iadostrias, 
and  that  about  80  per  cent  of  the  remainder  is  used  as  a  food  by  rssl- 
denU  of  lUllan,  fteach,  Spanish,  and  Greek  descent.  The  balance  is 
consumed  aa  food  by  native  Americana.  According  to  th«  censas  of 
popuUtioa  in  1920,  tbera  were  in  tha  United  SUtes  at  that  tlOM 
3,836,941  parsons  of  Italian  origin.  iM  moat  imporUnt  CMisaatUg  groop 
for  olive  olL  The  following  ubles  ahow  the  dlatribation  of  peraoaa  ot 
Italian  origia  by  Important  SUtas  and  cities; 


I 
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«/  lUMm  orlo**,  hp  Stmt*;  to 
(Book*:  United  State*  cenmuj 


Mmt  TMk 

Pcnaajrlranla 

Hew    Jgwey 

MSMBCkSMttl  _._» 

nuaoia 

CooiMetkiit 

CaUforata 


Nnmber 

1.124. 
4T0, 

238. 
1»5, 
1«8. 
187. 
119, 


413 

.1»9 
4S8 

rs 

f  I>4 
1(0 

:so 

a  91 


3.336.911 


United  States 

(Soiuee:  United  States  census] 
CItjr: 

New    York 

pMladclphIa 

CitfeBffo 

Boston 

Newark 

Ban  Prandseo 

ProTld«n«e 

Boebeater __ 

Cleveland •»• 

New  HaTenTHIIlIII. |4' 


Naml  er 

802.916 

186.  T>3 

124. 1»4 

T7, 1 » 

63.  8  » 

45.  8  » 

42. 0*8 


86.711 

6  87 

6^ 

Sa.S&:zr::rL-rr-::::"~::::::"^       B,lll 

pSittSc^T^i:::: 29.C47 

Tks  ab0T«  tables  Indnds  resldeots  born  In  Italy  and  natlTs  (Unlljed 
States)  bom  ehUdren.  one  of  wbooe  parents  was  bom  In  Italy. 

It  appears  loffleal  to  state  that  maeh  of  tbe  Imports  of  oUre  oil  dre 
csBSomed  by  a  bard-worklnc  laborins  portion  of  oar  people,  wbo  cm 
ill  aCard  to  pay  hlsb  prleea  for  a  food  which  they  look  on  as  a  necessl  y. 

Upon  an  tlMBS  facts  increased  <tatles  are  lad^enslble.  Indeed,  the 
only  fUr  ooarlnirioa  to  be  dsdacted  from  all  the  evidence  Is  that  tbe 
present  daty  aboold  be  redoosd.  To  Increase  the  duty  would  amoant  to 
lerfing  a  per  capita  tax  of  several  cents  npon  all  Americans,  or  a  Ux 
of  several  dollars  annnally  on  that  partlcnlar  group  of  Americans  ^o 
«••  oHve  «U  as  a  food  product 

{Bztracts  from  CoMoanssioifAi.  Bacoan  of  May  IS,  1922] 

Mr.  Walsh  of  Maasaehosetta.  Mr.  President,  the  only  purpose  in 
flzlac  tbeae  tarlC  duties  at  a  rats  larger  than  the  present  law  is  to 
~1nrthsr  render  protection  to  those  engaged  In  tte  Industry  by  making 
the  taport  pries  higher.  The  erldent  purpose  of  the  cosunlttee's 
■msndmiml  Is  to  Increaae  the  price  to  the  consomsr  in  order  that  Ihe 
prsdocers  of  olivss  In  southern  California  may  be  aMe  to  raise  th  rtr 
prtees,  and  than  obtain.  If  possible,  some  farther  protection.  As 
matter  of  fact,  no  tariC  rates  are  a  protection,  because  the  ollres  wh  ch 
are  protscted  in  southern  California  rarely  ever  find  their  way  to  <  he 
Atlantic  ssaboard.  The  freight  rates  are  so  high  and  the  supply  Is  so 
limited  that  the  Atlantic  seaboard  depends  almost  entirely  upon  he 
Importatlotts  of  oUves  and  of  ollTe  oil  from  Spain  and  from  Iti  ly 
Whatever  tarlC  rates  we  make  can  not  help  California  producers,  for 
they  do  not  and  can  not  supply  the  Atlantic  seaboard  market. 

•  •••••• 

There  has  been  a  very  large  increaae  In  eonsaasption.     It  Is  becoming 

an  Important  food  product  with  a  very  large  number  of  our  peoi  tie, 
partkrularly  with  certain  foreign  elementa  living  on  the  Atlantic  i  ea- 
board.  I  have  received  communications  from  Itaiian-American  sociei  ies 
la  my  own  Stats  and  In  Mew  York  protesting  very  rigorously  aga^ut 
the  tax. 

There  can  bs  no  eouTlnclng  defenae  made  even  fbr  the  commTI  tee 
rate*.  There  has  been  no  developntent  of  the  olive-oil  industry  In  litis 
country,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  tbere  was  a  rate  fixed  unler 
the  Underwood  law  to  provide  some  revenue  for  the  QoTernment.  <nd 
the  imports  have  beea  constantly  and  steadUy  Increasing,  and  will  in- 
crsasc,  bscaase  the  domestic  raisers  of  olives  are  not  able  to  supply  |he 
drmaaiA,  ajveclally  for  the  eastern  market. 

•  •••••• 

Mr.  PceddsBt.  the  facts  about  oUTe  oU  are  Tery  simple,  and  I  alafoet 

fMl  like  apologlaing  to  the  Senate  for  taking  so  much  time.  Here  1 1  a 
fbad  product.  Our  people  demand  that  we  Import  It  In  very  large 
^aantltieo.  Only  a  small  fraction  of  our  consumption  Is  or  can  be 
produced  in  America.  Are  we  prepared — are  we  ready — to  double  the 
tax  upon  tkla  food  product  in  view  of  the  fhet  that  we  must  go  to 
fmrelgn  markots  to  supply  the  demands  of  our  peofdeT  Are  we  deter- 
Bftlaed  to  propose  an  additional  burden  of  $2,000,000  on  the  consuners 
of  oHve  oil  In  this  country  for  the  benefit  of  a  few  peraons  in  tbe 
soothera  part  at  the  State  of  California  wbo  are  engaged  In  the  biisi- 
ncsa  of  raising  olives? 

I  think  we  should  stop  snd  seriously  consider  the  treaeadous  kax 
upon  the  ooasnmlng  public,  which  we  are  piling  up  here  item  after  It  em. 
Before  we  get  through  with  the  bill  we  will  be  placing  a  tax  on  the 
consumers  of  America  of  sereral  billion  dollars  per  annum  I  can  not 
VTMlMvtand  wb7  the  floodgates  bare  been  opened  so  wide,  why  we  are 
protecting  every  Industry  that  can  produce  anything  in  America  ind 
can  show  that  it  costs  more  to  iiroduce  here  than  apoa  the  other  fide 
•I  the  Atlaatic 
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I  aak  again,  What  is  the  purpose  of  a  free  list  except  to  admit  free 
of  duty  into  this  country  the  conunoditi«s  which  our  people  need  and 
which  we  are  unable  to  produce  in  any  subetantial  quautity  in  our 
own  country?  If  this  is  not  one  of  the  items  that  ought  to  go  on  the 
free  list,  I  do  not  know  of  any  item  that  ought  to  go  on  that  Ust.  I 
say  that  reluctantly,  because  I  appreciate  the  development  of  this  In- 
duatry  which  baa  been  attempted  in  the  State  of  California,  and  I 
feel  that  reaaonable  encouragement  ou^ht  to  be  given  to  those  engaged 
in  it;  but  the  fact  is  that  olive  oil  and  olives  do  not  reach  even  tbe 
Atlantic  seaboard  from  California,  and  in  the  Bast  we  are  totally  de- 
pendent npon  the  for^gn  supply. 

The  trouble  with  the  product  now  under  consideration  is  that  there 
Is  no  evidence  that  the  amount  of  olive  oil  being  produced  In  this 
country  Is  sulBcient  to  take  care  of  our  consumption  ;  and  there  is  no 
likelihood  of  the  industry,  for  years  and  years  to  come,  ever  developing 
to  such  an  extent  as  to  be  able  to  take  care  of  our  consumption. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  statement  just  made 
by  my  friend  from  Massachusetts — and  I  heartily  concur  in 
what  he  said — I  call  attention  to  the  report  submitted  by  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  found  in  the  Commerce  Yearbook  of 
1029,  page  167. 

Exports  to  Italy  for  the  year  1928  were  more  than  ?162,- 
000,000.  I  call  the  attention  of  my  friend  from  Texas  to  the 
fact  that  the  cotton  exports  to  Italy  increased  by  $18,286,000 
and  our  copper  exports  Increased  by  $5,846,000. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  state,  if 
he  has  the  figures  thwe,  the  amount  of  cottonseed  products 
exported  to  Italy? 

Mr.  KINO.  There  were  none,  so  far  as  I  know;  but  a  gn^eat 
variety  of  American  products  were  exported  to  Italy. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.     Mr.  Pre.sident.  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 
Mr.  KINO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  figures  which  I  presented 
were  only  with  respect  to  aRricultural  pro<lucts  interchanged 
between  the  two  countries.  The  figures  which  the  Senator  is 
giving  include  all  the  exports  and  imports. 

Mr.  KINO.  Yes.  We  imported  from  Italy  during  the  same 
period  only  $108,000.0(X)  worth  of  products,  a  decline  of  7  per 
cent  over  the  preceding  year. 

Our  exports  are  increasing  and  our  imports  are  decreasing. 
If  we  enact  legislation  to  prevent  imports  from  Italy,  we  will 
sOon  find  our  market  there  narrowing  and  shrinking — to  the  dis- 
advantage of  the  American  farmer  and  manufacturer.  It  U 
well  to  remember  that  our  exports  to  Italy  have  been  increa.s- 
ing — and  it  Is  certain  that  if  a  wise  policy  is  adopted  the  trade 
between  the  two  countries  will  increase. 

Let  us  look  at  some  of  the  exports  to  Italy.  We  exported  to 
Italy  in  1928  more  than  $1,561,000  worth  of  bacon  and  three 
and  one-half  million  dollars'  worth  of  lard.  The  farmers  of  the 
United  States  are  t)eneflted  by  finding  a  market  in  Italy  for 
their  surplus  lard  and  bacon.  We  are  spending  millions  an- 
nually through  the  Department  of  Commerce  and  in  building 
up  our  merchant  marine  to  extend  our  foreign  trade  and  to 
find  markets  for  our  agricultural  products.  Foreign  markets 
are  needed  by  American  farmers,  and  they  can  be  had  if  the 
United  States  acts  wisely  in  Its  tariff  and  other  policies. 

Permit  me  to  submit  additional  export  figures  for  1928.  The 
fanners  are  Interested  in  exports  of  grain.  We  exporteti  to 
Italy  more  than  $9,000,000  worth  of  wiieat  and  other  grains,  and 
in  1927  our  grain  exports  were  valued  at  sixteen  and  one-half 
million  dollars. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  KINO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  wotild  like  to  follow  the  argument  of 
the  Senator,  and  therefore  I  ask  him,  does  he  argue  or  contend 
that  the  increasing  of  the  tariff  on  olive  oil  will  have  any  effect 
whatever  on  the  export  of  wheat  to  Italy?  Is  that  the  ar- 
gument? 

Mr.  KINO.  Of  course,  it  will.  Italy  can  not  buy  our  wheat 
and  other  products  unless  we  take  from  her  some  of  her  sun>lus 
products.  She  pays  for  wheat  with  olive  oil,  and  we  taxed  tliis 
oil  $0,000,000  in  1928.  thus  adding  to  its  cost  and  to  the  burdens 
of  American  purchasers.  The  mercantile  theory  is  obsolete. 
Nations  do  not  pay  in  gold  for  their  imports.  International 
trade  is  vital  to  national  prosperity.  The  Senator  knows  that 
ivohibitive  tariffs  may  be  laid.  If  so.  exports  fail  away  an»l 
imports  cease.  A  few  tlays  ago  I  called  attention  to  page  after 
page  of  American  products  where  the  exiwrts  were  negligible, 
many  conunoditles  being  embargoed  and  hundreds  limited  to 
leas  than  1  per  cent  of  domestic  consumption.  It  is  certain 
that  if  we  rrfuse  to  trade  with  others  they  will  refuse  to  trade 
with  us.  If  our  tariff  rates  become  so  high  that  Canada  can 
not  trade  with  us.  the  billion  dollars'  worth  of  products  pur- 
caaed  from  us  will  be  obtained,  in  part  at  least,  in  other  coon- 
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trias.  We  may  ditve  tlw  British  Dominiona,  by  a  hostile  eom- 
mercial  policy,  into  an  economic  federation  that  wlU  be  higbly 
dl^dvantageous  to  the  United  States. 

Oreat  Britain  is  oQr  second  largest  foreign  maiket,  her 
purchases  amounting  to  more  than  $800,000,000  worth  of  Ameri- 
can products.  There  are  evidences  that  some  Republican  Sena- 
tors, including  the  able  JuniM:  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Bhob«ido«1,  are  intoit  upon  destroying  our  trade  with  fbreign 
nations.  Are  they  trying  to  punish  the  farmers  who  are  among 
our  chief  exporters? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  tbe 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massarfiusetts.  In  rdation  to  the  question 
propounded  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  by  the  Senator  from 
California,  I  want  to  call  attention  to  an  exclusive  Interriew 
with  Mussolini  published  in  the  Sunday  American,  of  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  on  August  21.  I  shall  not  take  the  time  to  read  the  inter- 
view, but  it  is  headed  as  follows : 

Increases  to  reset  sgalnst  prosperity  of  America,  sajrs  MussollnL 
Proposed  barriers  will  cut  down  world  market  for  United  States  goods. 

That  is  a  statement  from  Mussolini  himself  confirming  what 
the  Senator  has  said. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  when  the  able  Senator  from 
California  asked  permission  to  interrupt  roe,  I  was  presenting 
some  figures  showing  our  exports  to  Italy. 

The  value  of  onr  grain  exports  in  1927  was  $16,270/)00;  for 
1928,  $9,000/X)0;  for  1928,  $12,000,000;  automobUe  tire  casings 
in  1928  more  than  $1,000,000.  My  recollection  is,  though  I  am 
not  an  expert  on  casings,  that  cotton  cloth  in  some  form  is  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  tire  casings. 

It  may  be  interesting  to  some  of  my  friends  from  the  South, 
where  tobacco  is  ^^odooed,  whoa  they  are  reminded  that  our 
exports  of  tobacco  leaf  amoun:ed  to  more  than  $400,000  for  the 
year  mentioned.  Our  exjtorts  of  unmanufactured  cotton 
amounted  to  $78,836,000. 

I  Invite  the  attention  of  my  brethren  from  the  South,  where 
cotton  is  iwxKluced,  to  the  fact  that  Italy  is  increasing  her  pur- 
chases of  raw  and  manufactured  cotton,  and  that  in  1928  her 
purchases  amounted  to  the  sum  of  $78^36,000,  the  year  before 
tJmt  only  $60,000,000,  and  in  1914  only  $31,000,000.  We  can  not 
afford  to  cut  off  this  market ;  in  so  dc^ug  a  grievous  harm  would 
result  to  thousands  of  American  agriculturists. 

It  is  proposed  that  we  tax  Americans  $6,000,000  annoaUy  on 
(rfive  oil,  or  pT<^bit  them  from  using  it,  by  imposing  tariff 
duties  so  high  as  to  prevent  importations ;  and  it  is  evident  that 
in  so  doing  the  American  fanner  will  be  Injtured  and  California 
not  materially  benefited. 

We  are  exporting  to  Italy  $1,000,000  worth  of  coal,  $6^26,000 
worth  of  gasoline  and  naphtha,  $508,000  worth  of  illuminating 
oil,  $635,000  of  gas  and  fuel  oil,  $5,143,000  of  lubricating  oU. 
$2,140,000  of  paraffin  products,  and  $2,064,000  of  automobiles. 

Automobiles  furnish  employment  to  American  workmen,  and 
automobiles  consume  cotton  one  way  or  another,  in  the  produc- 
tion of  seat  cushions,  tire  casings,  and  other  artidea  Incident 
to  their  perfected  condition. 

Repeating,  we  are  exporting  $165,000,000  worth  of  our  prod- 
ucts and  importing  from  Italy  CMnmodities  of  the  value  <mly 
of  $108,000,000. 

Let  me  call  attention  very  briefly  to  some  of  our  exports^  I 
read  from  the  SUtistical  Abstract  for  1928,  and  it  bears  directly 
upon  the  schedules  which  are  now  before  us. 

Our  exports  of  animals  and  animal  products  In  1927  were 
$136,000,000;  animal  edible  products,  $21,000,000;  meat,  $19,- 
000,000;  dairy  products,  $37,000,000.  I  invite  the  attention  of 
my  friends  who  daim  to  be  speaking  for  the  farmer  to  the  fact 
that  we  exported,  in  1927,  dairy  products  to  the  extent  of 
$37,000,000;  fish,  $35,400,000;  animal  oils  and  fats  and  edibles, 
$1,200,000;  other  ediUe  animal  fats.  $22,000,000. 

While  seeking  to  Interdict  the  importation  of  a  few  edible 
fats  we  are  expM^ing  $22^00,000  worth.  Some  additional  ex- 
p»»rts  are  hides  and  skins,  raw,  except  furs,  $112,000,000;  leather 
$32,000,000;  animal  oils,  fats,  and  greases,  inedible,  $8300,000; 
other  inedible  animals  and  animal  products,  $29,000,000.  We 
are  trying  to  keep  out  a  few  inedible  oils  and  fats,  and  yet  we 
are  exporting  millions  and  htmdreds  of  millions  of  dollars' 
worth  of  similar  conunoditles. 

Exp(^ts  of  grains  and  preparations  amounted  to  $23,000,000; 
fodders  and  feeds,  $11,(XX>,000 ;  vegeubles  and  preparations, 
$38,000,000 ;  vegetable  oUs  and  fats,  edible,  $84,000,000.  I  shall 
not  go  farther  down  the  list  of  exports  for  1928 — amoontins  to 
more  than  $5,000,000,000. 

I  protest  against  this  determination  on  the  part  of  some  Sena- 
tors and  some  groups  in  tlie  United  States»  particolarly  the  in- 


dostrlal  gnmps.  to  ctit  off  onr  trade  with  foreign  natiotts  and  to 
make  this  Nation  one  of  ccMoplete  isolatioo. 

Mr.  BDOB.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  suggest  to  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  GoutsBoaouoH)  a  modification  of  his  pro- 
posed amjendment.  As  I  understami  the  amendment  of  the  Sena- 
tor from'  Maryland,  it  calls  for  a  revision  of  the  rate  of  7V4 
cents  per  pound  on  contents  and  containers,  speaking  of  olive 
oil,  to  10 V^  cents.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  OOLDSBOROUGH.    That  Is  correct 

Mr.  BDOB.  Leaving  "olive  oil  not  specially  provided  for** 
as  It  is  in  the  bill— 6%  cents  per  i)ound? 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUOH.    That  is  right 

Mr.  EDGE.  That  makes  a  differential,  as  I  understand  the 
method  of  computing  it  of  practically  4  cents.  My  understand- 
ing, in  discussing  this  matter  with  some  of  the  importers,  pack- 
ers, and  others,  is  that  a  8-cent  differential  would  actually  meet 
the  difference  In  cost  I  am  wondering  if  the  Senator  would 
not  reduce  his  amendm«it  from  10%  cents  to  9%  cents? 

Mr.  OOLDSBOROUGH.  Very  well ;  I  accept  the  suggestion 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Maryland  laodl- 
lies  his  amendment 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massschusetts.  Let  the  amendment  be  re- 
ropted  as  modified. 

The  yiCB  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  as  modified  will 
be  reported. 

The  GHixr  Clesk.  On  page  24,  line  14,  tbe  Senator  from 
Maryhmd  proposes  to  strike  out  "  7%  cents  **  and  Insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "  9Vi  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Ollva,  welshing  with  the  Immediate  container  leas  than  40  ponnda, 
9%  cents  per  pound  on  eontenta  and  containers. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  doubt  If  the  United.  States 
has  a  friend  in  the  family  of  nations.  We  seem  determined  to 
do  everything  we  can  to  alienate  the  affection  and  the  friend> 
ship  of  other  peoples. 

I  was  much  interested  In  what  the  Junior  S«iator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Knro]  said  about  the  exports  and  the  Imports  of  Italy. 
When  the  Italian  debt  settlement  was  before  the  Senate  in 
March,  1926,  I  pointed  out  a  very  few  of  the  Items  which  Italy 
purchased  from  us.  Among  other  items  I  found  $1,000,000  worth 
of  meat  giving  Just  the  rotrnd  numbers;  $26,000,000  worth  of 
wheat;  $4,000,000  worth  of  lard;  $1,500/)00  of  kerosene  oU; 
nearly  $2,000,000  of  gasoUne;  nearly  $6,000,000  of  lubricating 
oU ;  11,000.000  of  tin  plate ;  $1,500,000  of  sine ;  $18,000,000  of 
copper;  $4,600,000  of  motor  trucks  and  aatos;  $1,000,000  of 
southern  pine;  nearly  $8,000,000  of  tobacco;  $91,600,000  of. 
cotton. 

Those  are  j^roducts  which  Italy  purchased  from  as,  refwe- 
sentlng  a  total  of  more  than  $200,000,000. 

In  our  turn  we  bought  from  her  only  about  $100,000,000. 
As  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  pointed  out  how  can  we  hope 
to  have  good  feeling  on  the  part  of  a  nation  when  we  propose 
to  cut  off,  as  we  will  here  if  this  amendment  were  actually  to 
take  effect  as  desired,  $10,000,000,  or  one-tenth  of  the  imports 
from  Italy?    They  would  be  lost 

Mr.  President,  In  the  life  of  a  people  thwe  are  food  practices 
almost  as  compelllns  as  religious  practices.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  the  food  practices  and  rellgiotis  practices  of  many  people 
coincide.  We  find  our  Jewish  friends  who  are  not  satisfied 
to  take  any  sort  of  food  except  the  so-called  kosher  food.  We 
find  the  Germans,  the  Dutch,  the  French,  and  the  Swiss  de- 
manding cheese.  That  Is  a  part  of  their  national  diet.  So,  too, 
we  have  a  demand  for  olive  oil  not  alone  from  the  Italians — 
that  has  be«i  brought  out  very  strongly — but  on  the  part  of  the 
Spanish,  the  French,  and  the  Greets.  The  Italians,  the  French, 
the  Spanish,  and  the  Greeks  make  the  sanae  use  of  olive  oil 
that  we  make  of  butter.  The  French,  Italian,  Spanish,  and 
Greek  housewife  uses  olive  oil  where  the  American  and  British 
housewife  would  use  butter. 

By  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Gchasbcmbooqh],  If  we  were  reslly  to  ex- 
clude olive  oil,  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  sale  of  butter  In  this 
country  would  increase,  but  that  Is  not  what  wiU  actually 
happen.  The  consumption  of  oUve  oil,  because  of  the  habits  of 
the  Italian,  the  Spanish,  the  Greek,  and  the  French  people, 
will  continue  as  It  does  at  present  What  we  would  be  doing 
would  be  placing  a  tax  upon  a  very  large  percentage  of  our 
people,  transplanted  here  fr«jm  European  lands.  I  c<Miten<l 
earnestly  that  that  Is  unfair  and  unjust  and  nothing  would  be 
accomplished  by  it  in  the  way  of  farm  relief. 

There  is  another  similar  product  com  oU,  which  might  DS 
used  in  very  nrach  greater  quantity  in  this  country  if  we  could 
set  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  permit  the  free  use  of 
wn  sugar  where  tt  Is  suitable  iu  the  preserratian  of  food. 
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Bat  the  A«rlc«ltw«l  Department  Insiata  that  the  label  AaU 
carry  •  statement  of  tlie  fact  that  corn  susar  Is  naed.  Com*; 
qoently  those  who  can  and  preaerre  fruits  and  TCgeUbles  wlU 
not  make  oae  of  com  sofar.  By  the  very  simple  act  of  an 
executive  order  on  the  part  «t  the  Secretary  of  Asrlcultnre  the 
consumption  of  com  susar  In  this  country  could  be  tremen- 
dously Increased  with  a  corresponding  demand  tvr  American 
com.  If  Its  use  were  permitted  then  there  would  be  a  reason 
for  Increasing  the  jwoductloo  of  com  oil.  But  there  has  been 
an  utter  failure  of  every  effort  on  the  part  of  those  Interested 
to  get  the  Department  of  Agric-uUure  to  take  this  rlew  as 
regards  com  sugar,  which  would  be  of  material  advantage  to 
the  American  fanner. 

But  knowing,  as  I  do,  the  haMts  of  the  luUan.  the  Spanish, 
the  (Hreek,  and  the  French  people,  and  their  descendants  in 
America,  I  can  sUte  they  will  not  make  use  of  any  American 
product  as  a  substitute  for  oUve  oil.  So,  as  I  previously  sUted. 
we  shall  be  simply  Imposing  a  tax  upon  tbem.  Therefore  I 
think  it  is  utterly  unfair  and  unreasonable  and  simply  a  slap 
in  the  fkce  of  nations  with  whom  we  desire  to  be  on  friendly 
terms  If  we  adopt  this  provision.  I  trust  that  the  Senate  will 
not  give  fsvwable  con^deratlon  to  the  amendment  submitted 
by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Oolosbobovob]. 

Mr.  WAQNBR.    Mr.  Presidents  I  withdraw  the  amendment 
which  I  orl^aally  offered,  and  now  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  the  amend 
ment  being  to  reduce  the  duty. 

The  VIGB  PRBSIDENT.  Will  the  Senator  send  his  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment  to  the  desk? 

Mr.  WAQNCR.  I  have  not  the  amendment  to  the  amendment 
written  out,  but  I  can  state  It  I  move  to  reduce  the  duty  from 
9^  cents  to  •  cents,  so  as  to  make  the  duty  6  cents  per  pound. 

The  YICB  PBSSIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  to  the  amoidment 
of  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  WAONBR     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
quroum. 

The  Vies  PRESIDENT.    The  Secretary  wlU  caU  the  roU. 

The  Chief  Cl»k  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  S^iators 
ansvrered  to  their  names: 

Keaa 

Kendriek 

King 

LafoUette 

McKellM 


Asharst 
Barkley 


Black 
Bialae 


Bonk 

BrattM 

Brack 

Brookhart 

BrooaHud 

Capper 

Caraway 

Conaal^ 

Coppkiad 

Cattle 
Dak 
DMCca 
DIU 


Wtm 

Fletcher 

Frasler 

Oaorge 

Otllett 

Qlena 

Got 

OoMsboroogh 

OooM 

Oi»«i« 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

HaJitlnsa 

HatMd 

Hawcs 

Haydaa 

H«bert 

Hefllo 

HoweU 

Johaaoo 

Joaea 


Staoitridca 

SlauaoDS 

Smith 

Smoot 

Bteek 

Steiwer 

Bwanson 

Thomaa,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Trammell 

Tydlngi 

Vandeabefg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

WMlafa,  Maas. 

Walsh,  Mont 

Warren 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT. 


an 


McMaster 
McNary 

MoMa 

Norbeck 

Norrla 

Nre 

Oddle 

Orerman 

PattersoB 

Phlppa 

Pine 

Pittmaa 

Raosdell 

HoblnsoD,  lad. 

Saekatt 

SehaU 

Sheppard 

Blghty-flve  Senators  having 

swered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present 

Mr.  SHORTBIDOE.  Mr.  President  I  will  detain  the  Senat« 
hnt  a  few  moments  and,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  the  questioi 
may  then  be  br<Hisht  to  a  vote. 

With  the  utmost  respect  for  those  who  have  expressed  them 
selves.  I  am  Inclined  to  think,  Mr.  President  that  if  Macaalay*i 
New  Zealand  traveler  had  been  sitting  in  the  gallery  this  after 
noon  he  would  have  concluded  that  we  were  legislatiog  foi 
Italy  rather  than  for  the  United  States,  and  I  myself  hav< 
somedmea  thought  that  it  mi^t  be  Imagined  we  were  legislatini 
for  dermany  instead  of  for  the  United  States. 

The  question  now  before  the  Senate  is  a  very  simple  one. 
ohaerv«d  a  few  moments  ago,  when  the  learned  Senator  fron 
New  York  was  expressing  hlms^  that  tarlflti  might  be  iievlet 
tor  poxpoaea  o<  rerenoe  only.  I 

I  recall  havinc  listened  in  days  gone  by  to  many  persuasive 
If  not  vary  convincing  addresses  by  gendemen  whom  I  respected 
who  argned  in  favor  of  a  "  tariff  for  revoioe  only,"  with  "  inci 
dental  protecttoa."  That  doctrine  is  now  somewhat  dlscredltec , 
if  not  abandoned.  So  tlM  figures  which  the  learned  Senato 
dtad  to  tite  effect  that  we  had  collected  a  certain  number  o' 
nrilUons  of  dt^rs  as  tartff  duties  on  ollva  oil  does  not  milltati 
against  the  doctrine  of  protection  at  alL  That  revenue  helpe( 
to  carry  on  the  Government 

In  point  of  truth.  It  coats  some  $4,000,000,000  annually  t  > 
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carry  on  thia  Oorcmment  and  it  may  be  wise  to  turn  to  tarti ' 
legislation  m  a  source  at  ravenne  to  defray  the  expenses  of  th<  i 


QovemmMit  We  do  not  produce  diamonds  In  the  United  States, 
but  we  place  a  duty  on  them  for  revenue  purposes. 

Mr.  BARBXEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  ^nator  from  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOB.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  view  of  the  surplus  in  the  Treasury, 
which  will  probably  bring  about  a  reduction  in  internal -revenue 
taxes  at  the  end  of  the  flacal  year,  does  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia serlouisly  contend  that  the  tariff  tax  in  this  Instance  Is 
needed  as  a  matter  of  revenue? 

Mr,  SHORTRIDGB.  Oh,  no;  not  at  all.  I  was  making  a 
general  observation  as  to  Uriffs  which  may  be  levied  avowedly 
for  no  other  purpose  than  the  raising  of  revenue. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  in  such  case  the  tax  would  be 
levied  <mly  in  the  event  that  the  revenues  were  not  suflBcient  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  Government,  would  It  not? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  No,  not  necessarily.  Let  me  add  that 
if  we  should  raise  a  greater  sum  by  way  of  customs  revenues 
it  would  enable  us  to  reduce  Income  and  other  taxes  of  the 

We  must  have  so  much  money  to  carry  on  the  Government 
So  mu<*  is  raised  from  tariff  duties.  In  1928  we  raised  over 
$602,000,000,   and   from   other   sources   we  raised   the   balance 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  California 
yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  bad  Intended  to  detain  the  Senate  for 
only  a  few  moments,  but  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  our  consumption  Is  in  the  neighborhood 
of  80,000,000  pounds  and  we  produce  but  one-flftieth  of  that, 
or  a  little  more,  so  that  forty-mine  fiftieths  of  our  necessities 
are  to  be  Uxed,  what  Is  the  real  benefit  of  adding  to  the  tax 
which  the  people  who  consume  this  particular  article  must  pay, 
and  reducing  it  on  some  other  form  of  taxation,  assuming  that 
the  same  amount  of  revenue  is  involved? 

Mr.  SHORTRIIKJE.  Mr,  President,  my  colleague  very  clearly 
stated  the  merits  of  the  question  before  us.  The  cost  of  pro- 
duction in  Italian  and  other  southeastem  European  countries 
is  known  to  the  Senate ;  the  cost  of  production  in  California  and 
Ariaona  Is  likewise  known.  It  Lb  true  that  in  California  and 
Ariaona  we  have  not  greatly  increased  the  acreage  during  the 
last  three  or  four  years.  In  1022  approximately  24.00()  acres 
in  California  were  planted  to  olives,  and  approximately  10.000 
acres  planted  to  olives  In  Arizona,  making  between  thirty- 
three  and  thirty-four  thousand  acres  in  all ;  but  the  gratifying 
fact  may  be  called  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  that  in  those 
two  States  and  in  the  great  States  to  the  ejist — New  Mexico  and 
Texas — there  are  hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of  fertile 
land  whidi  may  be  devoted  to  the  planting  and  cultivation  of 
olive  trees.  It  Is  estimated  that  available  lands  in  the  South- 
west, highly  suited  to  (Hive  culture,  amount  to  more  than 
500,000  acres. 

It  is  tme  that  the  industry  at  this  stage  is  small  as  compered 
to  that  of  Europe.  It  takes  from  8  to  10  years  for  an  olive  tree 
to  reach  bearing  maturity ;  but,  as  learned  Senators  know,  it  Is 
the  oldest  living  fruit  tree  known  to  man.  There  are  olive  trees 
growing  in  Europe  that  have  l)een  bearing  fruit  for  clf>se  on  to 
a  thousand  years.  Therefore,  when  we  plant  and  develop  an 
olive  orchard  It  may  be  said  to  be  a  permanent  Investment,  and 
develop  Into  a  permanent  and  useful  American  Industry. 

I  need  not  quote  from  the  great  men  of  the  early  days  of  the 
Republic,  when  they  were  striving  to  develop  our  Industries. 
Many  of  our  Industries  were  once  infant,  now  grown  great. 
This  olive  Industry  may  be  so  termed.  It  may  be  an  Infant 
now,  but  It  can  become  great  giving  employment  to  American 
men  and  women  and  children,  and  being  beneficial  from  every 
point  of  view. 

So,  as  my  colleague  [Mr.  JoHifsoN]  pointed  out.  If  we  have 
advanced  slowly  it  may  well  be  due  to  the  fact  of  the  Intense 
competition  we  have  had  to  meet ;  It  is  also  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  growth  to  bearing  maturity  of  an  olive  tree  is  slow;  but  In 
time  we  can  and  If  given  adequate  protection  I  prophesy  we  shall 
be  able  to  vastly  Increase  our  acreage  and  production  and  sup- 
ply the  American  c<msumlng  market.  The  simple  fact  Is  we 
have  not  had  adequate  protection. 

In  support  of  my  theory  of  tariff  protection  I  might  cite  one 
who  was  once  called  a  Republican.  In  reading  the  other  night 
the  history  of  Mississippi  I  happened  to  come  across  a  very  elo- 
qfaent  passage  where  the  author  spoke  of  "  that  great  Repub- 
lican, Thomas  Jefferson."  He  was  a  Republican.  He  believed 
In  this  Republic.  He  was  the  champi<Mi  of  freedom,  and  he  was 
the  advocate  of  a  genuine,  thorough,  100  per  cent  protective- 
tariff  doctrine.    If  I  were  disposed  to  do  so,  if  I  thought  it  would 
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serve  a  good  porpoae,  I  coold  read  to  the  Senate  the  words  of 
Thomas  Jefferson  In  which  he  urged  In  ^ect  a  tariff  which 
to-day  would  be  called  absolutely  prohibitive;  and  he  urged 
such  tariff  ratee,  in  his  own  sirtendld  way.  If  necessary  and  in 
order  to  develop  an  American  industry  and  produce  that  whidi 
Americans  consume. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  advancing  any  new  or  strange  doc- 
trine; I  am  ur^g  upon  the  Senate  this  day  that  we  translate 
into  law  a  theory  or  doctrine  that  has  built  up  our  industries 
and  made  us  the  richest  NatlcHi  on  earth.  I  am  not  asking 
help  for  California  alone ;  I  am  asking  help  for  Ariiona ;  I  am 
asking  help  for  the  great  State  of  Texas,  which  already  Is  rival- 
ing Callfomia  In  the  production  of  figs,  and  can  raise  as  fine 
olives  as  Italy. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senates  from  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Yes. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  should  like  to  remind  the  Swiator  that  the 
same  prediction  which  he  now  makes  as  to  the  salutary  effect 
of  a  protective  tariff  on  the  olive  industry  was  made  by  the 
Senator  in  1822,  when  the  tariff  duty  was  raised;  and  yet 
during  that  whole  period  of  time,  though  seven  years  have 
elapsed.  Instead  of  the  acreage  increasing  so  as  substantially 
to  supply  our  demands,  it  has  actually  de<«"eased  by  500  acres. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  heard  the  Senator  make  that  state- 
ment a  moment  ago.  The  Senator  has  told  the  source  of  his 
information.  I  remark,  however,  that  those  figures  deal  vdth 
bearing  rather  than  planted  olive  trees.  l*ere  has  been  an 
increase  In  the  planting  in  Arizona — If  the  Senators  from  that 
State  were  here,  I  am  sure  they  would  sustain  me — but  there 
has  not  been  an  extensive  increase  in  the  bearing,  and  for 
reasons  which  have  been  here  pointed  out — the  slow  growth  of 
the  trees.  But  the  protection  given  us  In  1922  never  was  ade- 
quate, hence  our  a];^)eal  to-day. 

Now,  grant  that  this  Is  an  infant  industry.  We  have  the  soil ; 
we  have  the  climate ;  we  have  the  people.  God  has  given  ns  all 
these  things,  and  we  can  develop  this  great  agricultural-horti- 
cultural Industry. 

It  Is  argued  that  an  Increase  of  the  tariff  will  add  somewhat 
to  the  price  of  your  olive  oil.  Be  It  so.  The  same  argument 
could  be  used  against  the  vigilant  champions  of  Florida,  where 
their  graiiefruit  and  their  pineapples  need  protection.  Both  of 
tlioee  learned  Senators  stand  up  fur  the  industries  of  their  State, 
as  the  brilliant  Senators  from  Arkansas  stand  up  for  the  rice 
Industry  In  theirs.  I  hope  that,  as  In  1922,  they  will  Join  me  In 
asking  an  Increase  In  the  tariff  on  rice.  I  repeat  sir,  that  the 
two  Senators  from  Florida  urge,  rightly  urge,  adequate  protec- 
tion on  grapefruit  and  on  pineapples.  I  think  also  they  have 
wisely  and  rightly  urged  an  Increase  of  the  duty  on  avocados. 
They  may  be  told :  "  Florida  can  not  compete  with  CvAm  in  the 
raising  of  pineapples  or  grapefruit  or  avocados.  Florida  pro- 
duces only  a  small  percentage  of  tlie  pineapples,  the  grapefruit 
the  avocados  consumed  in  the  United  States.  Why  do  you  ask 
for  tariff  protection?"  Those  learned  Senators  will  reply:  "  Be 
It  so,  but  why  is  it  so?  Because  of  the  price  of  our  land,  our 
taxes,  our  schools,  our  churt^ies,  our  labor  cost  we  can  not  com- 
pete with  Cuba.  Therefore  we  ask  for  adequate  tariff  protec- 
tion."   And  I  propose  to  give  Florida  that  protection. 

With  unfeigned  respect  for  my  friend  from  New  York,  rep- 
resenting  that  imperial  city  and  State,  I  say  to  him  that  for 
like  reasons  we  can  not  compete  vrith  Italy;  and  those  reasons 
are  self-evidoit  and  self -Justifying. 

If  we,  therefore,  are  protective-tariff  men;  tf  we  believe  in 
levying  duties  for  the  purpose  of  raising  revenue,  which  is  the 
basis  of  our  authority,  and  also  to  encourage  legitimate,  useful 
American  labor  and  industries;  then  let  us  apply  the  doctrine, 
and  not  be  afraid  to  apply  it  I  wish  to  apply  it  in  regard  to 
long-staple  cotton,  for  example,  not  because  we  raise  it  in 
California;  it  is  raised  In  Mississippi,  in  Texas,  in  Arisona. 
Why  do  I  want  a  tariff,  for  examine,  on  rice?  Not  because  it  is 
raised  is  Callfomia;  for  it  is  raised  in  tlie  great  State  of 
Louisiana  and  in  Arkansas  and  in  certain  other  of  the  Southern 
States ;  because  I  want  to  legislate  for  America. 

I  think  the  fathers  were  rifi^t.  I  remember  that  ttie  great 
man  whose  name  I  mentioned  a  moment  ago  favored,  vrith  Wadi- 
Ington,  the  first  tariff  bill  that  was  passed  and  continued  in 
force,  with  Increased  rates,  imtil  Jefferson  came  in,  and  during 
his  whole  administration,  and  on  through  the  administraticms 
of  Madis^m  and  Monroe.  I  favor  the  tariff  doctrine  they  fa- 
vored as  Henry  Clay  favored  It  as  Andrew  Jackson  favored  it 
who  stood  In  the  Senate  and  gave  advice  to  the  South  ;  I  propose 
to  quote  his  words  in  a  day  or  two,  when  we  take  up  the  subject 
of  cotton.  I  have  not  forgotten  that  he  advised  the  people  he 
loved  to  pat  their  cotton  mills  alongside  tha  cotton  fieida,  so  that 


they  and  not  New  England  or  Uverpool  woidd  be  manufaetvrlnc 
their  staple  product 

I  apply  this  doctrine  of  a  protective  tariff  for  revenue  par* 
poses  and  for  the  iMrotectlon  of  American  Industry,  whether  it  be 
In  Maine  or  in  Georgia,  In  the  State  of  Washington  or  in  tha 
State  ci  Florida,  and  I  would  apply  It  now  to  this  question  of  a 
tariff  OD  olive  oil. 

If  you  belleva  in  this  doctrine,  if  you  brieve  in  the  theory,  let 
ns  apply  it.  We  have  the  men  and  the  women  and  the  brains 
and  the  acreage.  We  can  develop  this  great  Industry,  which 
will  last  until  all  our  names,  perhaps,  shall  have  been  forgotten, 
for  that  tree  which  grew  a  thousand  years  ago  in  £ur(^;)e  is  still 
bearing  its  fruit  I  sedc  to  h^p  my  own  State  and  every  State 
in  the  UuIml  While  I  have  mentioned  California  and  Arizona 
and  Texas,  there  are  other  States  in  the  Union  whose  soil  and 
climatic  condltiona  are  sndi  as  to  make  it  profitable  to  engage 
in  the  cultivation  and  the  planting  and  the  raising  of  the  olive 
tree.  All  that  is  needed  is  to  make  it  profitable,  and  we  can 
make  It  profitable  by  adequate  tariff  protection  and  encourage* 
ment 

Mr.  HEIFLIN.  Mr.  President  what  is  the  parliamentary 
status  of  these  amendments?  Which  amendment  is  to  be  voted 
on  first? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  now  is  cm  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  WAonu] 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 

GOUDSBOBOUQ  H  ] . 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  And  the  rate  prcpoeed  by  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  is  9^  cents? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Nine  and  a  half  cents;  and  the 
rate  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  Is  6  centa. 

Mr.  WAQNER.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  rolL 

Mr.  McKELLAR  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  quea^ 
tion  I  am  paired  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Townsend].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  my  colleague  [Mr.  Baooc], 
and  vdll  vote.    I  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  (when  his  name  was  called).  I 
have  a  pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Stsphenb].  In  his  absence,  not  knowing  how  he  would  vote,  I 
withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bijaioif  ].  I 
traxutfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Roanvsoiv]  and  vote  **  nay." 

Mr.  TYDING8  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  vota 
I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
MrrcALF],  who  is  lU.  If  he  were  iresent,  I  understand  he 
would  vote  as  I  shall  vote.    I  therefore  vote.    I  vote  "  nay." 

The  roll  call  concluded. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  have  a  general  pair  vrith  the  sailor  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watsok].  In  his  absence  I  widihold  my 
vote. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  have  a  general  pair  vrith  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the 
senior   Senator  from   Rhode  Island    [Mr.   MnroAur]   and  vote 

"  nay." 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  desire  to  annotuce  that  my  c(dleague  [Mr. 
Shipstbad]  is  ilL 

Mr.  KINO  (after  having  voted  in  the  afBrmative).  I  am 
paired  vrith  the  Junior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Kktxs].  I  am  imable  to  secure  a  transfer  and  am  compelled 
to  vrithdraw  my  rote. 

Mr.  OOPBLAND.  The  senior  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Bratton]  is  necessarily  absent  from  the  Senate.  He  is  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ban]. 

Mr.  FBSS.  I  desire  to  announce  the  absence  of  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Red]  on  official  business. 

Mr.  SEffiPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  Ariaona  [Mr.  Ashttbst],  the  Senstor  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Robinson],  and  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Whbcub]  ara 
necessarily  detained  on  <rfBciaI  business. 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  8,  nays  87,  as  fbllows : 


Blaine 
Bleaae 


AUen 

BarUey 

Blnrliaa 

Black 

Borah 

Brookhart 

Brouuard 

Capper 

caiavay 


Copelaod 
Cnena 


Co&aany 

Omuens 

CuttiBg 

Dal* 

DcBcan 

DiU 

Edge 


TKA8— 8 

Plttawa 
Wasxter 

NATS— e? 

Ffader 

Glll«tt 

Ooff 

Ool^boi 

Oreea* 

Ha1« 

Ranfa 


WaJsb.  Mont. 


Baadan 

Rave* 

B«ti0rt 

HcStlo 

HoweU 

7ohiiaoa 
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MrKoIlar 

McllMter 

McNArjr 

1^ 

Aafaant 

Bnttoa 

Brock 

Barton 

OlaM 


Tbom*M,OUM. 

Tnunadl 

Tydlngs 

VaDdenberg 

Waleott 

Warreo 

Watermaa 


Smith 

Stvphena 

Towosejid 

Watson 

Wheeler 


La  Kollett*  Orerman  8hortrid«e 

Pattenon  Blmmona 

fhlw  gmoot 

ptne  Bteck 

BanadeU  Steiwer 

Sackett  ST'^^^i^w^ 

gehall  Tbomas,  Idalio 

NOT  VOTING — 20 

GooM  I*®'''*^ 

Hvd«  B««a  .  . 

Keyea  Robinson,  Ark. 

Klnc  RoMoBon.  Ind. 

HiOT  MetcaU  Sbipstead 

8o  Mr  Wa4i:«bi'8  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejectet . 
Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  on  further  examination  into  t&J 
amendment  to  strike  ont  the  dntj  of  8H  «nt8  prodded  by  t h , 
Hotwe  and  to  Insert  7%  cents,  as  recommended  by  the  Senat , 
Finance  Committee.  I  am  convinced  that  the  spread  betweei 
6%  and  7^6  cents  is  not  snlBcient  The  bnlk  oUve  oU  carries  ii 
rate  of  6%  cents  a  pound.  When  the  oiMa  pat  into  conta^ij. 
Into  bottlee.  and  smail  cans,  the  differential  glTcn  by  the  Senat  > 
Finance  Committee  is  only  1  cent  a  pound.  I  think  the  Honfl » 
was  correct  In  making  it  2  cents,  and  pnMding  «  «te  of  S\ , 
cents,  and  as  fiir  as  I  am  personaUy  concerned  I  think  the  rati 
should  be  made  S^i^  cents,  and  that  the  Senate  committe* 
Amendment,  therefore,  should  be  rejected. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  I^reaident,  I  agree  wit  \ 
the  Senator  from  UUh  that  there  should  be  a  correction  In  tli  e 
spread  between  the  rate  on  olive  oil  in  containers  and  olive  o  1 
not  In  containers.  I  disagree  with  the  Senator  In  seeking  t[> 
increase  the  rate  which  the  Senate  committee  reported  on  oliv  e 
oil  in  containers  from  7%  to  8%  cents.  It  seems  to  me^e 
should  retoin  the  rate  recommended  by  the  committee  aft<  r 
study  and  Investigation,  and  if  any  change  Is  desirable,  let  is 
rednce  the  rate  of  6Vj  cents  per  pound  on  olive  oil  in  bulk. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Six  and  a  half  cents  is  the  rate  in  the  presei  t 
law  on  olive  oil  In  bulk,  and  I  am  positive  that  there  ought  \  o 
be  a  2-cent  differential.  If  there  is  to  be  any  change  made,  <  t 
course,  the  proper  method  to  pursue  would  be  to  change  tte 
rate  on  the  olive  oil  in  bulk. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Nothing  can  be  done  at  th  s 
itagt'  in  the  way  of  offering  an  Individual  amendment,  but  lat(  r 
on  I  shall  present  the  amendment  to  which  I  have  referred. 

Mr.  BORAH.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Mar;^- 
land  Is  to  make  the  rate  \0\^  cents? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  offered  by  tie 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Goii>aBOBouGHl,  as  modiflel, 
would  make  the  rate  9V^  cents. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 
The  yeas  and  nuys  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pti>- 
ceeded  to  call  the  rolL 

Mr.  McKELLAR  (when  hi.s  name  was  called).  On  this  vo» 
I  am  paired  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
TowxsKND].    I  transfer  that  pair  to  my  colleague  [Mr.  Bbock] 

and  vote "  yea."  '  ..  ^v      , 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  (when  his  name  was  called).  I 
have  a  pfttr  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Mississippi  [1  r. 
STKPUcns].  In  his  absence,  not  knowing  how  he  would  vote,  I 
withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SIMMONS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  iiy 
pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Buaros]  to  t  le 
senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  and  vote  "  na: ." 

Mr.  SMITH  (when  hU  name  was  called).  Annoonclng  xiy 
pair  as  before,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  TTDINGS  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  TOt«  I 
liaTe  ft  pftlr  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [S  r. 
MncAtr],  who  is  ill.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  WHKEun]  and  vote.    I  vote  "*  nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SHSPPARD.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  Senator  fr<  m 
Arkansas  [Mr.  RoBiifson],  the  Senator  from  Arisona  [llr. 
Ashvbst],  and  the  Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  WboubI 
are  necesnrlly  detained  on  oflldal  business. 

Mr.  KING  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  I  have  a 
pair  with  tlie  Junior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Ksn  )]■ 
I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Arizona  [l  Ir. 
ABHtmsT]  and  permit  my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  BINQELAM.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Junior  Sei  ta- 
tor  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass].  Not  knowing  how  he  would 
vote,  and  being  unable  to  obtain  a  transfer,  I  withhold  my  v(  te. 
Were  I  permitted  to  vote,  I  should  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  desire  to  annonnce  that  the  senior  Sei  la- 
tor  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  BsArroif]  is  unavoidably  detailed 
from  the  Senate.  He  Is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Penn  yl- 
vania  [Mr.  Rbs]. 

Mr.  JONBS.  I  desire  to  announce  that  Vbc  Senator  fr>m 
PennsylTante  [Bir.  Rbeb]  is  aecessarUy  detained  on  ottdal  bi  si- 


RECORD— SENATE 


October  28 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORJ)— SENATE 


49T9 


/ 


The  result  was  announced — yeas  43  and  nays  34,  as  follows : 

YBA8— 43 

Allen  Goff  K<>«5_^  ^  £1°«  , 

Borah  OoJtlsboroasrb  Kendrtck  S^°""     . 

Brookhart  Greene  McKellar  S^**?*^*;! 

Brou««rt  Harris  SJ^'S'''^*^'  I^.TwIir^** 

Capper  Hastlnra  McNary  t\!^^^       n  k.. 

Svb  Hatfield  Moses  Thomaii,  Idaho 

dS^  HeSrt  Norbcck  Tl.om.s  Okla. 

Bdse  Heflin  Nye  Waleott 

nS^her  Howell  ofidie  ^SflT^.B 

FVaaier  Johnaon  Patterson  VVaterman 

QiUett  Jones  Plilpps 

NAYS— 34 

Barki..  Dill  I-»  PolJette  Swanson 

oiTcw^'  Fegg  Norrls  Trammell 

Blaine  George  Overman  ,       Tr^^lf^'..^. 

Blease  Glonu  Plttman  Vundrnberg 

Caraway  Hale  Banadell  Wagner 

cln^i  Harrtoon  Sackett  S-^l^h' wS^t: 

Copeland  Hawes  Simmons  Walsh,  Mont 

Couxena  Hayden  Smoot 

CntUng  King  Steck 

NOT  VOTING— 18 

Aahurat  GUm  Robinson,  .\rk.        Town«end 

Btngham  Goald  Koblnaon.  Ind.         Watson 

BtLttoT  .     Keyes  Shlpstead  Wheeler 

Brock  Metcalf  Smith 

Burton  Keed  Stephens 

So  Mr.  GoLoeBoaotroH's  amwidment  to  the  amendment  was 

*  Mr  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  give  iiofice  that  upon  the  amend- 
ment Just  agreed  to  I  shall  ask  for  a  separate  vote  in  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  now  is  upon  agree- 
ing to  the  Senate  committee  amendment  as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  lieit  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  24.  line  23,  after  the  word 
"  oil  "  to  strike  out  "  5  cents  per  pound  "  and  Insert  "  2ftj  cents 
per  pound,  but  not  less  than  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,"  so  as 
to  make  the  paragraph  read: 

Pa«.  55.  Coconut  oil,  2  cents  per  pound;  cottonseed  oU,  8  cents  per 
pound ;  peanut  oil,  4  cents  per  pound  ;  palm-kernel  oU,  1  cent  per  poond ; 
■Mame  oil.  3  cents  per  pound ;  and  soybean  oil,  2A  cenU  per  pound, 
bat  not  less  than  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  25,  line  9,  before  tlie  words 
"  per  pound,"  to  strike  out  "  4  cents  "  and  insert  "  3  cents,"  so  as 
to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Pab.  67.  Hydrogenated  or  hardened  oils  and  fats,  3  cents  per  pound ; 
other  oils  and  fats,  the  composition  and  properties  of  which  have  been 
changed  by  vnlcanlsing,  oxidising,  chlorinating,  nitrating,  or  any  other 
chemical  process,  and  not  sp*<laUy  provided  for,  20  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tlie  next  amendment  was  on  page  26,  line  20,  where  the  com- 
mittee propose  to  strike  out  "  vanillin." 

Mr.  KING.  I  understand  the  purpose  of  the  committee  Is  to 
transfer  vanillin  from  paragraph  61  to  paragraph  27  or  para- 
graph 28. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  it  is  to  go  over  Into  paragraph  28  under 
American  valuation. 

Mr.  KING.  The  purpose  is  to  double  the  duty.  In  view  of 
the  fact  that  that  will  involve  some  debate  I  suggest  that  the 
amendment  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Treasury  Department  has  already  made  a 
ruling  in  relation  to  this  matter.  It  has  been  classified  under 
paragraph  28  for  two  or  tliree  years  at  least,  under  a  ruling 
of  the  Treasury  Department,  and  we  are  now  putting  it  in  this 
bill  Just  where  it  has  been  as  acted  upon  by  the  Treasury  De- 
partment and  giving  It  the  rate  of  duty  proponed  under  the 
American  valuation. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  aware  of  the  action  stated  by  my  colleague, 
hat  I  wholly  disagree  with  the  action  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment. I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  passed  over  for  the  present. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  in  the  chair).  At  the 
request  of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  the  amendment  will 
be  passed  over. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  returning  for  a 
moment  to  paragraph  67,  page  25,  line  8,  the  amendment  Just 
agreed  to,  "  hydrogenatetl  or  hardened  oils  and  fats,  3  cents  per 
pound,"  In  the  different  set-up  of  the  amendments  involving 
substitutes  for  oils  and  fats  that  schedule  may  be  maicriaiiy 
changed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  may  be  done. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  What  shape  will  we  be  In  with  ref- 
erence to  the  amendment  to  which  I  have  Just  referred? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Just  the  same  as  with  reference  to  the  amend- 
ments which  have  been  adopted  in  paragraphs  54  and  r>6.  As 
•oon  as  we  get  through  with  the  committee  amendments  the 


Senator  may  offer  his  subsHtnte  for  paragraphs  64  and  56  and 
the  particular  item  referred  to  in  paragraph  67. 

Mr.  THOM.\S  of  Idaho.  The  acceptance  of  tho  amendmoit 
at  this  time  will  not  invalidate  my  substitute? 

Mr.  KING.  Not  at  all.  The  Senator  may  offer  it  whfn  we 
have  cf included  the  committee  amendments. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  a  question? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Is  It  the  policy  of  the  majority  members 
of  the  Finance  Committee,  whenever  an  increase  is  made,  to 
leave  the  Senator  from  Utah  all  alone  when   the  vote  takes 

place? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Every  8«iator  has  the  right  to  vote  Just  as  he 

sees  fit. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  noticed  on  the  last  roll  call  ttat  only 
one  other  member  of  the  committee  stood  with  the  Senator 
from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Senators  have  that  right 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Then  they  are  doing  it  with  the  permission 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
(.         Mr.  SMOOT.    I  could  not  prevent  It  If  I  wanted  to  do  so 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  am  I  to  understand  that  para- 
graphs 54  and  55  go  over  until  to-morrow? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  the  amendments  in  those  paragraphs  have 
already  been  agreed  to.  but  the  Junior  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Thomas]  has  presented  an  amendment  to  strike  out  those  para- 
graphs and  to  insert  new  language  and  new  rates. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  understand  that  the  amendments  were 
agreed  to.  It  was  done  so  quietly,  however,  that  it  escaped  my 
attention  although  I  was  sitting  right  here  at  my  desk.  I  do 
not  object,  because  the  question  can  be  reopened  If  desired. 

Mr,  SMOOT.  We  were  disctiBsing  one  of  the  amendments  for 
an  hoar  and  a  half. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Oh,  I  know  we  were.  To  make  myself 
clear  to  the  Senator,  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Thoicas]  has  a  substitute  for  the  two  paragraphs  which 
he  proposes  later  to  submit. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     He  has. 

Mr.  SIlkLMONS.  Will  the  Senator  agree  that  that  substitute 
may  be  submitted  to-morrow  and  voted  upon,  or  does  he  insist 
that  we  wait  until  we  get  through  with  all  the  committee 
amendments? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  say  to  the  Senate  now  that  whMiever  the 
committee  amendments  are  agreed  to  upon  any  schedule,  I  want 
that  schedule  then  to  be  open  to  individual  amendments  ao  we 
may  clean  up  the  schedule.  I  have  twice  asked  for  unanimous 
consent  to  carry  out  that  plan,  and  it  has  been  refused.  I  am 
going  to  ask  to-morrow,  or  to-day  if  we  get  through  with  this 
particular  schedule,  that  individual  amendments  shall  be  con- 
sidered to  the  schedule  and  that  we  shaD  comiriete  the  schedule 
and  then  take  up  Schedule  2. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  in  sympathy  with  the  desire  and  pur- 
pose of  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  but  the  ques- 
tion I  was  asking  is  wh^her  he  proposes  that  the  two  para- 
graphs shall  go  over  now,  the  committee  amendment  having  beeo 
adopted,  and  that  the  substitute  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  will  not  be  in  order  until  we  finish  with  the  committee 
amendments. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  will  not  be  In  order  until  we  have  finished 
with  the  committee  amendments,  and  there  are  very  few  of  them 
left. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Very  weU. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  my  colleague  want  to  have  the  amendmwt 
on  page  26,  line  20,  with  reference  to  vanillin,  go  ov^? 

Mr.  KING.     Yes. 

Mr.  HARBISON.  Mr.  President,  I  notice  that  eucalyptus  was 
put  on  the  free  list 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  was. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  How  did  the  committee  ever  manage  to 
take  a  California  product  from  the  dutiable  list  and  pat  It  on 
the  free  list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  I  can  say  In  answer  to  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  is  that  we  thought  it  ought  to  go  to  the  free  list 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Did  all  the  majority  members  of  the  com- 
mittee agree  that  this  product  should  be  put  on  the  free  list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  not  the  vote  here,  so  I  can  not  answer 
the  Senator's  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  King]  aslts  that  the  amendment  on  page  26,  line  20,  where 
the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  the  word  "  vanlHiB,"  shall 
go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Let  it  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over.    The  next  amendment  wiU  be  stated. 


'Hie  next  amendment  was,  on  page  29,  Ibw  16,  after  the  word 
"  ultramarine,"  to  Insert  "  If  valued  at  more  Urnn  10  cmts  per 
pound,  4  cents  per  pound;  if  valued  at  10  cents  per  pound  or 
less,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Pam.  69.  Bine  pigments  and  all  blues  eoDtalnlng  Iron  ferroqranide 
or  Iron  ferricyanlde.  In  pulp,  dry,  or  ground  In  or  mixed  with  oil  or 
water,  8  cents  per  pound ;  oltramarlne  blue,  dry,  in  pulp,  or  gronnd 
In  or  mixed  wtth  oil  or  water,  wash  and  all  other  bines  eonuiniug 
oltramarlne.  if  valued  at  more  than  10  cents  per  pound,  4  cents  per 
pound :  if  valued  at  10  centa  per  pound  or  lean,  t  eenta  per  pound. 

■gTOBBWCE  or  AI«r»AWT  BHXS 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President  a  few  days  ago  I  intro- 
duced an  amendment  to  the  aircraft  act  In  the  form  of  the  hill 
(S.  1947)  to  provide  for  ♦he  investigation  of  accidents  In  dvll 
air  navigation,  providing  that  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
should  have  full  authority  in  the  investigation  of  accidents  in 
civil  air  navigation.  At  that  time  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  BRATToit]  asked  that  the  measure  proposed  by  me  should 
lie  on  the  table  so  that  he  might  investigate  It  He  lias  to-day 
very  kindly  said  to  me  that  he  does  not  wish  it  to  lie  on  the 
table  any  longer.  So  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill 
may  be  taken  from  the  table  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Commerce. 

I  further  ask  unanimous  ccmsent  that  the  bill  (S.  1880)  to 
regulate  interstate  and  foreign  air  commerce,  which  Is  lying 
on  the  table  at  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Jones],  m^  be  taken  from  the  taUe  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Interstate  Commerce.  I  understand  tliat  la  agreed 
to  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

Mr.  JONES  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  ask  something 
about  the  bills  that  are  going  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mittee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Washington 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objection  to  tl»e  ref- 
erence of  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce.  I 
am  inclined  to  think  that  it  would  be  wiser  to  refer  it  to  the 
Conunittee  on  Commerce,  which  has  been  dealing  with  aviation 
matters  for  8  or  10  years,  but  it  is  so  framed  as  to  deal  with 
interstate  conunerce.  I  simply  want  to  exiuress  the  hope,  how- 
ever, that  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  will  not  in- 
clude the  particular  matters  in  the  bill  which  have  been  and  are 
being  dealt  with  especially  by  the  Department  of  Conomerce  and 
which  have  been  especially  dealt  with  by  tlie  Committee  on 
C<mimerce. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  thae  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Cooneetieut? 

Mr.  MoKELLAB.  Mr.  President,  I  undwstand  this  Is  merelj 
a  reference  to  the  committee? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    That  is  alL 

Mr.  McKELLAB.  Why  has  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mittee been  singled  out  at  this  time  to  consider  these  bills  whM 
heretofore  such  bills  have  been  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce?  For  Instance,  Just  a  day  ot  two  a^o  we  had  a  reso- 
lution relating  to  aircraft  which  w«it  to  the  Commerce  Com- 
mittee. We  have  a  very  satisfact<H7  adjustment  so  far  as  the 
committee  Is  concerned.  The  res^Hution  to  which  I  have  Just 
referred  was  adopted,  hot  we  have  had  nothing  in  reply  from 
the  Dqwrtment  of  Comm^tx.  I  understand  the  department  is 
behind  the  bill  in  question,  bat  I  am  unwilling  to  agree  to  the 
request  until  we  hear  from  the  Department  of  Commerce  about 
the  resolution  which  has  already  been  miopUsA.  Therefore  I  ob- 
ject 

Mr.  JONBS.  Mr.  Preiddent  may  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
from  Tennessee  that  the  bill  introduced  by  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICEB.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee withdraw  his  objection? 

Mr.  McEHBiLLAB.  I  will  for  tbe  nKxnent  in  order  to  hear 
what  the  Senator  fnnn  Washingtcm  has  to  say. 

Mr.  JONES.  The  bill  Introduced  by  the  Soiator  from  Con- 
necticut deals  especially  with  matters  covered  by  the  resolution 
acted  upon  by  tlie  committee  the  other  day,  and  it  goes  to  the 
Committee  on  Commerce.  The  bill  introduced  by  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Beaxtoh]  deals  with  rates  to  be  charged 
on  the  transportation  of  merchandise  in  interstate  commerce 
and  matters  of  like  nature,  which  I  think  very  properly  should 
go  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Committee. 

Mr.  McKELLAB.  The  two  bills  do  not  go  to  the  same  com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  JONES.    Oh,  no.  ^  ^       „        ^ 

Mr  McKELLAB.  But  the  bill  <rf  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut [ilr.  BiNOHAic]  goes  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce? 
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Kr.  JONB&    That  U  correct. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  h»Te  no  objection  then. 

Tbe  PBUaiDINO  OFFICKB.    Without  obiection,  the  reqoee 
<rf  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  ie  granted.    ^    ^      .    ,  . 

Mr.  McKELLAB.    May  I  a»k  a  qoesUon  or  the  cnalrman  o 
the  Commerce  Committee? 

Mr.  JONKS.    CerUinU.  ^    «       ^      . 

Mr  McKBLLAR.    Several  days  ago,  as  the  Senator  is  aware , 
the  Senate  unanimonsly  adopted  a  resolution  about  alrcran  _ 
Has  the  Senator  any  information  as  to  when  the  Department  o 
Commerre  is  g^Ang  to  report  in  accordance  with  that  resolution  ' 

Mr    JONES.     No ;  I  hare  not.     It  has  not  been  very  man 
days  since  the  resolution  was  sent  down  to  the  department,  so 
/        have  not  troubled  the  department  by  asking  when  they  wll 
make  the  report.    We  expect  to  hear  from  them  very  soon. 

Mr   BRATTON.    I  may  say.  In  response  to  the  question  pre 
pounded  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  that  Major  Young  a<  - 
vised  me.  In  the  course  of  a  telephone  conversation  on  Saturdaj . 
that  the  report  is  being  prepared,  and  he  thought  it  would  reac  » 
the  Senate  on  Tuesday  of  this  week. 

■EVISION   or  THE  TAMSTT 

Tbe  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  coi  - 
sideratioB  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  rege- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indm- 
triee  of  the  United  SUtee,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purpoeea.  ,    ^ 

Mr.  OOPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  the  amem - 
ment  on  page  20,  line  16,  is  the  amendmwit  now  before  us. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    It  is. 

Mr.  COPKLAND.  I  would  like  to  say  to  the  chairman  of  tb  e 
committee  that  I  And  in  my  State  conskleraWe  opposition  to  th  e 
proposed  amendment.  The  objection  Is  to  having  the  ultn - 
marine  valued  at  more  than  10  cents  given  any  other  rate  tha  i 
the  general  rate  on  ultramarine. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  desires  I  will  make  a  britf 
statenicnt  about  it.  That  is  the  only  change  in  the  existing  la^  v 
reUtlng  to  the  subject 

Mr.  OOPELAND.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wish  to  make  a  brief  statement  in  regard  I  d 
this  item. 

Tlie  imports  of  ultramarine  have  averaged  about  11  per  cer  t 
of  production  In  recent  years.  The  Imports  consist  chiefly  <f 
those  gradM  valued  at  10  cents  or  more  per  pound,  and  tbe  in  i- 
ports  have  been  sufficient  in  volume  continually  to  depress  pri<  p 
levels.  There  are  about  26  grades  of  ultramarine  and  the  prlc<  s 
range  from  6  to  26  cents  a  pound. 

The  unit  value  of  the  imports  of  all  grades  through  the  poi  t 
of  New  T«irk  for  the  first  four  months  of  1920  was  11.7  cents  a 
pound.  The  unit  value  of  grades  \-alued  at  10  cents  or  more  pi  t 
pound  was  12.2  ceats  and  of  grades  below  10  cents  o  pound  9/  0 
crents  per  pound. 

The  average  cost  of  production  of  domestic  grades  as  report(  d 
by  five  manufacturers  in  a  brief  filed  is  stated  to  be  12.9  cen  s 
per  iMmnd.  In  the  domestic  production  about  30  per  cent  Ik 
unavoidably  of  the  lower  grades,  which  have  sold  at  or  near  t  le 
cost  of  production. 

The  amendment  is  simply  to  protect  the  hlghM^prieed  grad  »e 
of  ultramarine  Mne  in  which  the  importatloas  come.  From  t  te 
facts,  stated  In  the  brief  and  from  the  report  that  was  recelv  d 
from  die  Tariff  GommlssloB  we  f^lt  justified  In  proposing  t  le 
Increase  of  1  cent  a  pound  on  ultramarine  blue  that  costs  mo  re 
than  10  cents  a  pound.    That  is  the  story. 

Blr.  OOPELAND.  Mr.  President  I  thank  the  Senator  frc  m 
Utah,  and  I  have  no  doubt  he  is  rii^t  but,  at  the  same  time,  t  le 
Senate  should  know  that  there  is  oppoeiti<».    For  Instance 

Mr.  OOFT.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  ttie  Seoat  )r 
from  New  York  to  speak  a  little  louder.  If  he  can,  for  we  s  re 
very  much  interested  in  this  item,  and  we  can  not  hear  what  t  le 
Senator  is  saying. 

Mr.  OOPELAND.  Mr.  President  I  will  repeat  that  I  aasni  >e 
ttet  the  committee  Is  on  sound  ground ;  that  everything  is  i  II 
right,  and  that  this  amendment  should  be  adopted,  but  at  t  le 
same  ttme,  I  hare  certain  criticisms  of  this  am^odment  coml  ig 
from  mj  State  and  I  want  the  Senate  to  be  advised  reg ardl  ig 
them.  I  know  that  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Gor  r] 
Is  prepared  to  answer  any  questions  and  perhaps  to  make  c<  t- 
taiu  that  the  amendment  should  be  adopted;  but  I  have,  lor 
Instance,  a  telegram  which  states : 

A  propowd  ckaage  la  tarUt  oltraakartn^  Uae.  paragrapli  70.  u  let 
forth  tkls  OMwrnlac's  pr«as.  will  Inflict  onwarraBted  bnrdea  on  tbouani  ds 
of  Aawrican  eiOaena  oalng  paints,  paper,  tezfllca,  rubber  products,  Ui  lo- 
teOBM,  etc.  In  which  ultramarine  is  nsed.  Have  seen  complaint  of  pr  n- 
dpal  Aaerlenn  producw.  who  has  tried  for  aoaM  tlao  to  monopot  ae 
VoatneM.  and  poattive  aad  careful  lavcatisatton  of  records  will  dlspn  ve 


RECORD— SENATE 


OCTOBBB   28 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RBGORB— SENATE 


4981 


every  f'f*  dslm  tbey  have  made.     We  can   prove  that  they  are  at 
present  overprotected. 

The  sender  of  the  tdegram  further  says: 

Befer  yon  brief  we  sabmltted  Senate  Finance  Committee.  Bach  con- 
ditions as  this  by  bad  feeUns  they  create  also  serioasly  affect  export 
bosiaess. 

Then  I  have  a  letter  <rf  very  recent  date  from  KenUer  Bros., 
136  Liberty  Street,  New  York.    In  that  letter  I  am  told : 

In  the  monthly  gummary  of  Foreign  Commerce  of  the  United  States 
tbe  Importations  of  ultramarine  bine  are  not  given  separately. 

Did  the  Senator  from  Utah  find  any  .separate  figures? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  figures  are  given,  and  if  the  Senator  de- 
sires to  «ee  them  they  are  found  on  page  332  of  the  Sununary  of 
Tariff  Information.  The  figures  that  I  quoted  are  exactly  the 
figures  found  there,  and  also  the  percentages  of  Imports  as  com- 
pared to  domestic  prodoction. 

Mr.  COPELAPW.  Then  my  correspondent  Is  incorrect  in  say- 
ing that  the  imports  are  not  given  separately? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     He  i.**  ineorre<'t. 

Mr,  COPBLAND.     Because  they  are  given? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     They  are. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     This  letter  further  states : 

As  it  Is  customary  to  give  separate  Importations  figures  for  commodi- 
ties wbi<^  are  Imported  to  an  appreciable  extent,  it  must  follow  that 
there  really  Is  no  banlc  necessity  for  the  increase  of  dnty  from  3  centH 
to  4  cpnts  per  pound,  an  provided  in  paragraph  69  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  »>lll.  In  fact,  the  House  did  not  Increase  the  duty  although 
an  organised  appeal  w«8  made  for  such  Increaae. 

The  final  paragraph  of  the  letter  reads : 

If  we  aw  to  Judge  by  our  experience,  Iniported  ultramarine  valued  at 
more  than  10  cents  per  pound  Is  In  no  way  harming  the  ultramarine 
manufacturing  bnsinctts  In  this  country.  Our  experience  shows  that 
the  vast  majority  of  ultramarine  users  in  the  United  States  hsve  been 
continually  using  the  American  ultramarine  blues,  and  It  Is  very  doubt- 
ful If  even  a  lower  duty  than  3  cents  per  pound  would  harm  the  Ameri- 
can tiltramarine  manufacturers. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  may  I  teU  the  Senator  the  facts 
of  the  matter? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  ylrfd  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Taking  one  company.  In  1925  Its  profits  were 
$»».9(>4.85;  in  192C  they  fell  to  $88,746.54;  In  1927  they  feU  to 
$52,145.72;  and  in  1928  they  fell  to  $4,751.10.  That  shows  how 
the  Industry  stands  to-day.  The  committee  did  not  increase  the 
duty  on  the  lower-priced  grades,  those  costing  less  than  10 
cents,  but  the  committee  sought  to  take  care  of  the  higher 
gradecL  I  do  not  believe  the  action  proposed  will  Interfere  at 
all  with  any  Industry  in  this  country. 

Mr.  COPElJkND.  I  am  very  much  obliged  to  the  Senator  for 
the  information. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  regret  exceedingly  that  the 
Tariff  Commission  while  always  fundshltig  the  imports  down 
lO  dnte  seem  to  be  unable  to  ^•upply  up-to-date  Information  as  to 
domestic  production.  The  last  report  furnished  tis  of  dome-stlo 
production  was  for  1925  and  the  statement  appears  in  the  tariff 
sumi^lTy  that  the  inc^ea^^e  was  18.4  per  cent  in  quantity  over 
the  production  iu  l'J23,  and  that  the  domestic  production  in  1925 
was  8,366,920  pounds.  Apparently  the  industry  was  developing 
and  the  output  was  being  increased  annually.  Considering  tbe 
antecedent  production,  there  is  indicated  a  progressive  develop- 
ment 

The  imports  were  correctly  stated  by  my  colleague. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Has  the  Senator  the  figures  as  to  the  production 
In  1927? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  have  not  the  production  figures  for  1927. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  can  give  the  Senator  the  figures. 

Mr.  KING.  I  say,  unfortunately  they  have  not  been  printed 
in  the  Tariff  Summary. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  them  written  in  lead  pencil.  The  TsrlfC 
Summary  as  printed  does  not  carry  the  information  of  domestic 
production  of  ultramarine  blue  later  than  1926.  I  have  the 
figures  in  pencil  before  me.  however,  and  I  can  tell  the  Senator 
Just  what  they  are. 

Mr.  KING.  I  win  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator  give  them.  I 
asked  Doctor  Craig,  who  is  the  expert  of  the  Tariff  Commission, 
to  furnish  me  the  information,  but  apparently  he  was  unable  to 
obtain  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  figures  were  8.347.898  pounds. 

Mr.  KINO.    That  was  the  production  for  what  year? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     For  1927.  including  all  grades. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  in  turning  through  the  pages  of 
the  House  heartofs — I   just    acddentaily    happened  ui>on  this 


ttatem«it — I  find  on  page  797  the  ftdlowlng  statement  by  Stan- 
ley Doggett  (Inc.)  : 

Above  we  indicated  that  not  very  long  after  the  last  change  in  duty 
a  new  concern  started  in  the  ultramarine  bine  business  end  it  was  quite 
evident  from  state  of  conditions  from  that  time  on  that  the  older  houses 
te  the  business  were  evidently  resolved  that  no  one  should  ever  survive 
against  them. 

Dating  back  to  th*  time  of  the  entrance  Into  the  business  of  the  new 
concern  referred  to,  there  has  been  no  end  of  price  cutting  (this  the 
unfair  competition  we  have  referred  to  above).  In  fact,  the  feeling  for 
the  old  against  the  new  was  so  strong  that  the  largest  one  of  the  old  pro- 
ducers even  fought  the  new  concern  in  the  United  States  courts  la 
an  attempt  to  put  them  oat  of  buslneas. 

I  had  been  told  that  there  had  been  litigation  growing  out  of 
the  contest  between  producers,  but  I  was  not  advised  of  Its 
charaotw. 

A  quite  evident  uncalled  for  Jealousy  has  existed  resulting  la  an 
onroerciful  slashing  of  prices ;  for  example,  a  few  years  ago  the  average 
selling  price  for  the  grades  of  ultramarine  blue  produced  in  the  largest 
quantltlea  was  from  13  to  15  cents  per  pound,  whereas  to-day  the  figures 
average  from  at>oat  0  to  8  cents  per  pound.  Please  bear  In  mind  we 
hare  mentioned  last  referred  to  condition  refers  to  the  largest  part  of 
the  present  ultramarine  production. 

Believing  our  figures  to  be  absolutely  correct  now  let  us  draw  your 
attention  to  the  fact  that  we  have  Investigated  costs  abroad,  and 
find  that  at  present  there  Is  really  very  little  difference  between  cost 
here  and  there,  since,  even  though  labor  may  be  a  little  cheaper  in 
Europe,  foreign  producers  have  to,  in  a  large  measure,  depend  upon 
American  sulphur — 

The  Senate  is  aware  of  the  fact  that  we  export  large  quanti- 
ties of  sulphur  to  Germany  and  other  countries — 
which  Is  used  In  large  quantities  in  ultramarine  production,  and  on 
account  of  a  set  scale  of  prices  that  seem  to  be  maintained  for  export 
shipments  foreign  producers  have  to  pay  more  for  their  sulphur  than  the 
American  blue  manufacturers. 

Several  of  the  European  producers  inform  as  that  it  Is  impoasible 
for  them  to  produce  and  market  even  one  of  the  cheapest  qnalliies  of 
blue  at  6  cents  per  pound,  and  now  considering  that  even  If  tbey 
could  produce  such  a  blue  at  6  cents  per  pound  and  were  deslroos  of 
disposing  of  a  part  of  tbelr  production  in  this  market  tbey  would  then 
hare  to  pay  freight,  and  then  on  top  of  this  a  duty  of  3  cents  jier 
pound,  it  is  plain  to  be  seen  that  the  American  manufacturers  would  be 
amply  protected  with  a  15  per  cent  dnty. 

Mr.  OOFF.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KINO.    CerUlnly. 

Mr.  OOPF.  Did  the  Senator  say  that  there  Is  no  difference 
in  the  cost  of  production  of  tiltramarine  blue  in  Europe  and  the 
United  States? 

Mr.  KING.  I  read  from  the  statement  of  a  witness,  Mr. 
Stanley  Doggett  who  appeared  before  the  House  committee.  I 
called  attention  to  the  page.  He  made  the  statement  which 
I  have  Just  read  as  to  the  cost  of  production.     I  will  repeat  It : 

Believing  oar  figures  to  be  abaolately  correct,  now  let  us  draw  your 
attention  to  the  fact  that  we  have  investigated  costs  abroad,  and  find 
that  at  present  there  is  really  very  little  difference  between  cost  here 
and  there,  since,  even  though  labor  may  be  a  little  cheaper  in  Europe, 
foreign  producers  have  to,  in  a  large  measure,  depend  upon  American 
■utpbur,  which  is  used  In  large  qiuintltles  in  ultramarine  production. 

Then  he  adds  that  European  manufacturers  state  that  tbey 
can  not  produce  the  lower  grades  of  ultramarines  in  competi- 
tion with  American  manufacturers. 

Mr.  GOPF.  Mr.  President  in  order  that  we  may  have  thia 
matter 

Mr.  KINO,  Let  me  say  that  the  statement  of  Mr.  Doggett 
was  not  challenged,  so  far  as  I  know,  in  the  Hotise  hearings, 
and  I  do  not  recall  any  challenge  having  been  made  to  it  in  the 
Senate  hearings. 

»Ir.  GOFF.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  In  possession 
of  evidence  that  shows  that  the  cost  of  production  in  Europe  is 
less  by  one-half  than  the  cost  In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KING.    Does  the  Senator  refer  to  this  commodity? 

Mr.  GOFF.  To  this  very  commodity.  I  am  not  now  going  to 
take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  reply  to  the  brief  of  Mr.  Doggett, 
but  in  connection  with  my  remarks  I  am  going  to  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  a  reply  to  the  testimony  to  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  has  referred  may  be  printed  in  the  Racoao. 

Mr.  KING.  Of  course,  I  have  no  objection  to  the  matter 
being  printed  in  the  Recokd,  but  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
whom  does  he  derive  the  information  which  he  wishes  to  Insert 
In  the  ItEcoEn? 

Mr.  GOFF.  This  comes  from  the  manufacturing  industry  in 
my  State  engaged  in  the  production  of  tiltramarine,  the  Stand- 


ard Ultramarine  Co.,  at  Huntington.  They  have  giv^en  thla 
matter  very  serious  and  careful  conalderation.  They  have  gona 
into  the  matter,  not  with  the  idea  of  critlctsm  but  with  tha 
idea  of  dl8cor«-lng  the  ultimate  facts:  and  in  order  to  Justify 
the  conclusions  which  they  have  reached,  they  have  shown  that 
the  cost  of  production  in  the  United  States  la  substantially 
twice  what  it  is  in  Europe. 

I  have  the  figures  here,  and  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  go  into 
this  matter,  which  will  take  some  time,  if  the  Senator  deslrea  it 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  is  that  a  teief  which  the  Senator 
hcHds  in  his  hand?  My  attention  has  Just  been  called  by 
Doctor  Craig,  who  sits  at  my  left,  to  the  brief  appearing  on 
pages  414  and  416  of  tbe  Senate  hearings — brief  of  the  Standard 
Ultramarine  Co.,  Huntington,  W.  Va. — which  purports  to  be 
comments  on  the  Importers'  brief? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  the  company. 

Mr.  GOFF.  That  Is  the  company;  but  I  have  not  seen  the 
brief  to  which  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  referring,  and.  of 
course,  I  will  not  make  an  answer,  either  affirmative  or  nega- 
tive, until  I  see  the  brief  as  printed  on  the  pages  to  which  the 
Senator  refers. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  KING.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  hears  no  objection, 
and  It  will  be  Inserted  in  the  Rk»bd. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

ANSWSa  TO   THS   IMI>OaTBB8'   BaiBT 

The  Stanley  Doggett  brief,  asking  for  a  return  to  a  15  per  cent  ad 
valorem  duty  on  ultramarine,  is  more  of  the  nature  of  a  libel  than  of  aa 
economic  document. 

To  answer  it  as  far  as  the  sccusations  of  fixing  prices,  unfair  prac- 
tices, slsshing  of  prices,  exaggerated  profits  are  concerned  Is  out  of  place 
here.     No  facts  are  given,  only  gossiping  slander. 

A  fact  to  be  noticed  is  that  the  victimised  "  new,  very  progressiva 
concern  "  allnded  to,  namely,  the  National  Ultramarine  Co.,  has  signed 
through  its  president,  N.  B.  Conley,  the  brief  of  ultramarine  bine  nana- 
facturera  asking  for  a  6-cent  specific  duty,  while  its  apparently  disin- 
terested champion,  Stanley  Doggett  was  alone  to  atga  the  paper  !ie  filed 
with  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Bevertlng  to  tbe  few  economic  facts  quoted,  the  Importer  says  that  the 
average  selling  price  was  a  few  yeara  ago  from  IS  to  15  cents  per  pound 
and  to-day  avenges  6  or  8  cents  per  pound.  This  is  an  untrutli.  The 
average  to-day  is  close  to  13  cents,  and  only  very  low  grades  are  aelUng 
from  6  to  8  cents,  but  there  we  meet  again  the  old  paradoxical  argnment 
of  tbe  importers.  They  take  as  term  of  comparison  the  lowest,  ebcapast 
adulterated  blue,  which,  being  a  drug  on  tbe  market,  is  selliBg  way 
under  cost  and  attempt  to  show  the  big  pro  rata  duty  aa  imported 
bitie  would  have  to  pay. 

Tbey  say,  here  is  a  6-cent  piece  of  goods  on  which  you  ask  us  to  pey 
6  cents  duty.  The  truth  is  that  prices  vsry  from  4^  cents  a  pound  to 
26  cents  a  pound,  according  to  the  quality.  Taking  the  avenge  we  find 
it  was  15  cents  in  1926,  while  it  is  close  to  18  cents  to^y,  regulated, 
you  may  see,  not  by  any  agreement  or  disagreement  t>etween  domestic 
manufacturers,  but  by  the  value  put  by  foreign  nanufacturers  on  the 
goods  they  send  here  (12.4  cents  In  1927). 

Stanley  Doggett's  contention  that  there  is  very  Uttle  dlflereaoe 
between  cost  here  and  abroad  is  absurd,  aad  for  an  importer  to  say 
that  labor  may  be  a  "  little  cheaper  "  in  Earope  shows  very  well  that 
he  does  not  have  to  meet  American  pay  rolls. 

His  ststement  that  American  sulphur  is  dearer  in  Earope  than  it 
is  here  is  wrong — quite  contrarlly,  the  seaboard  location  of  the  largest 
European  manufacturer,  Reckitt  of  Bull,  glrea  him  an  advantage  orer 
us,  tbe  price  of  sulphur  to  him  being  $26  per  ton,  c.  1.  f.  Hull,  while  it 
is  to  us  $28.27,  f.  0.  b.  Huntington,  W.  Va.  On  the  other  hand 
domestic  manufactnren  are  paying  a  duty  on  English  clay,  besides  the 
ocean  freight  and  long  inland  freight  meaning  altogether  $10  extra 
per  ton  for  this  commodity. 

A  higher  duty  would  have  a  tendency  to  stabilise  the  price  of  ultra- 
marine and  perhaps  slightly  increase  its  cost  to  the  consumer.  Let  us 
say,  for  instance,  that  this  increase  in  cost  would  be  1  cent  per  pound, 
it  wooM  mean  an  increaae  of  one-tenth  of  1  cent  per  capita  and  per 
year. 

We  may  add  also  that  the  quantity  of  ultramarine  blue  imported  In 
the  United  States  would  not  be  materiaUy  reduced  by  such  an  increased 
dnty. 

The  bulk  of  the  Imported  blue  goes  to  an  English  manafaeturer 
(Reckitt)  established  in  this  country,  where  it  repacks  its  English- 
made  goods.    This  would  suffer  no  decrease. 

A  foreign  high  quaUty  would  always  find  lU  market.  And  there  an 
many  consumen  who  want  foreign  goods  nevertheless. 

As  to  Stanley  Doggett's  parting  shot  of  only  five  firms  producing, 
his  own  brief  shows  thst  there  Is  only  one  Importer,  absolutely  unsop- 
ported  by  any  other  signatures^  opposing  tfu  vital  iatercata  of  tbcae 
five  flraw. 
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Mr.  SDOa.  Mr.  PTerid«»t  I  «raw  the  Senatof*  •ttentlon  to 
the  Howe  brlrf.  H«  protably  has  •  copy  of  It,  bat  I  will  ^ve 
htm  tbe  report.  It  i«  the  brief  on  tariff  readjustment  before  the 
W«7>  «nd  Mcan»CamiBlttee,  on  {wge  795  of  the  House  he«rlngs, 
ilgned  bjr  an  of  the  American  companies,  I  take  It— the  Inter- 
natloMa  Ultramartiie  Works,  the  Ross  Co.,  the  Standard  Ultra- 
marine Co..  the  National  Ultramarine  Co.,  and  the  Heller  ft 
Mars  Co-^-abowteg.  as  has  been  Indicated  by  the  Senator  from 
West  Vlrgtala,  the  coet  of  prodactlon  In  the  United  States  pet 
pound  as  i2A  cents,  and  the  cost  In  Belgium  as  6.21  c^^ts.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  have  that  placed  In  the  Recobd  as  from  the  brief 
already  stated.  ,^  ,     _^ 

The   PRBSIDINO   OFFICKR.    Without   objection,   It   Is   so 

Sffderrd. 
The  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows : 

COST  or  rsooocTioH  m  ths  owrrsp  statss 

Tht  fWluwtaf  to  a  repr«stat«t»»e  •et-op  of  the  eoi<  •<  prodactloB  per 
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to  akMt  tiM  «MM  for  both  tbo  Vnltod  mates 
Tbo  CorctssMw  nsy  hav*  •  sllflit  atfvaatat* 
day  vbSeli  baa  a  ehcapor  freifbt  rate  (kMB  Bagtosd 
te  B«lataa*>  Fiata.  aatf  Ocnaaay  than  to  tb»  United  States;  aalphar, 
whether  fnn  Italy  or  from  the  IMtcd  Itatee,  coots  the  eaae ;  and  there 

la  the  rfwalnlag  rew  autertala. 
Bnropeaa  eoste  and  AnerleaB  eoate  Ues  ea- 
the  liter  ehargo  aad  la  the  eoeta  of  sappllea  other  thaa  raw 


kiter  tap 


•Bd  Beiflaa  faetorlee  are  located  In  the  niral  dlstrlete 
thcto  lahor  tnm  the  nearhy  Tfllages.  The  wasca  for  anakUled 
Aemlcal  taetorlca  to  36  frsacs  In  Prmnee  or  f  1  par  day — 
MTieaa  Boaey.  Thto  to  one-ftftb  the  aatoaat  pnld  in  the 
Uaited  States  (tor  tobw  of  the  uune  grade  The  waces  paid  for  naakllled 
taihar  In  rhaainal  tactorlea  tn  the  United  States  to  |S  to  9S.50  per  day. 
OSiee  aalsrti  aad  adatatotratire  eoets  in  thto  eoantry  and  in  the  for- 
elcB  ceoatrloB  staad  la  the  same  ratio  as  Aiaerieaa  anakllled  labor  aad 
fervlta  aaakllled  lahor  eoeta. 

Tke  eoata  ef  aoppItoB  and  naehinery  repUceoMnts  and  maintenance 
are  aboot  half  as  high  In  the  foreign  coontries  as  in  the  United  States. 
TIm  rates  of  wages  for  skilled  mechaniea,  machinists,  eJectridana, 
carpcaters,  and  naaons  in  the  mral  dtotrtets  of  rranee  and  Belgian 
aasooat  to  18  cents  per  hoar  of  American  money  as  compared  with  ratea 
«f  iladtor  skilled  American  labor  of  |1  to  |1.2S  per  boor  fbr  electrlcUns 
aad  machlalsta,  10.70  to  |1  for  carpenters,  and  $1  to  $1.25  for  masons, 
depeadlBg  an  the  partleolar  locality  in  the  United  Statea. 

The  ■aaiifnliiiB  of  oltramarlne  tnrolTes  the  nse  of  fomaces  and 
heavy  ii  ashing  aad  grinding  machinery.  These  high  wagea  make  the 
matateaaaes.  sopply,  and  repair  elkargea  an  imiwrtaat  Item  in  tlie  cost 
«f  prodaetloa. 

Ths  asthaated  dUteroMS  of  coat  to  the  manofaetarers  of  oltramarlne 
la  the  Ualtad  Statas  aad  in  fbreign  coontries,  paxtlcolarly  la  rraaee 
aad  BelglBm.  amoaam  to  6.08  erats  per  pound. 

la  thto  fonnectlwn  It  most  be  remembered  that  the  maaa£actar«  of 
altxamarlae,  aa  atatod  la  the  earlier  part  of  thto  brltf,  laTolvea  the 
oaaToMabls  ptt>daetioa  of  aboot  SO  per  cent  of  second-daas  material 
whldi  moat  be  sold  at  or  near  the  cost  of  prodactlon.  Karopean  maao* 
tsctoreast  with  thair  lattlal  lower  east  of  production,  can  market  their 
aecoad-grads  matariato  la  the  Uaited  States  to  the  aerioaa  eaibar- 
it  gr  to  the  daatraetlon  of  the  Americaa  oltraowrine  Indostry. 
ths  ladostiy  rsealTca  adSQoate  psotcctloa  oa  both  the  high  and 
the  law  grades  of  altramariaa 

Mr.  QOfT.  Mr.  President,  since  examining  the  brief  in  the 
tariff  bearings  of  1«Z0,  pages  414  and  418,  I  win  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah  that  it  la  ttie  same  brief,  and  It  la  snbetan- 
ttally  the  same  as  indicated  by  the  Senator  from  New  J«8ey. 

Mr.  KXHO.  Mr.  President  does  the  Soutor  know  of  the 
Vtlgatton  whleh  recently  took  i^ee,  tn  which  one  of  Oie  do- 


mestic producers  sought  to  destroy  some  of  his  competitors? 
8  the  Senator  familiar  with  that? 
Mr.  GOFF.    I  would  not  say  that  I  am  familiar  with  it,  bat  I 

w'  generally  timt  such  a  litigation  did  take  place. 

Mr.  KING.    Was  there  not  a  charge  made  of  a  combination 

restraint  of  trade,  or  an  attempt  to  monopolize,  and  was  not 

e  suit  brought  because  of  the  monopolistic  aggressions  of  the 

idants  named  la  the  case?    I  am  aaking  for  iufommtion. 

have  heard  that 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  do  not  so  understand;  but  let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah  that  aa  a  matter  of  course  allegations  of  tliat 
dnd  In  a  bill  in  equity  would  follow  the  lines  of  the  scholastic 
magination  of  the  attorney  drafting  the  bUl,  in  order  to  bring 
he  litigant  clearly  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  court  as  based 
ipon  the  statute  which  was  brought  into  the  case. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  have  a  little  more  confidence  in  lawyers  than 
my  friend.  I  do  not  think  a  lawyer  would  project  a  snit  based 
upon  a  Ti(4ation  of  the  Sherman  law  or  the  antitrust  law  mei-ely 
tor  the  purpose  of  presenting  his  scholastic  attainments.  I 
Ehlnk  there  would  be  some  fact  upon  which  to  base  his  bill  in 
eqaity;  and  the  complaint  as  I  am  adrlsed,  charges  a  combina- 
tion In  restraint  of  trade,  or  an  attempt  to  monopolise,  upon 
the  pari  of  one  of  these  domestic  corporations. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Well,  suppose  this  bill  in  equity  does  so  charge, 
rbe  Senator  from  Utah  would  not  contend  that  dissensions  and 
litigation  between  domestic  competitors  should  determine  the 
question  of  tariff  rates  in  a  matter  of  this  character. 

Mr.  KINO.  Tes  and  no ;  it  might  or  it  might  not,  depending 
Dpoo  the  fscta  of  each  pariicolar  case.  If  sone  manQfaetarer, 
biding  behind  the  ramparts  which  the  tariff  affords  him,  at- 
tempts to  tmild  np  a  monopoly  and  to  crush  any  possible  com' 
petition,  I  ibonld  feel,  wlien  we  came  to  enact  uriff  legislation, 
not  rery  enthnsiastlc  to  Increase  the  rates  in  order  to  confirm 
his  strangle  bold  upon  the  domestic  indostry ;  and  I  confess  tliat 
I  sball  not  be  aatlsfled  with  the  final  disposition  of  this  item 
until  I  am  fnrther  adTlsed  In  regard  to  the  facts. 

Of  course,  I  tiave  no  right  to  hold  op  the  passage  of  legisla- 
tion in  order  to  ascertain  those  facts;  but  the  charge  is  made 
here  in  this  statement  and  the  Information  which  I  hare  re- 
ceived bears  out  the  dmrge,  that  there  was  litigation  based  upon 
aa  effort  made  by  one  of  the  domestic  manufacturers  to  control 
the  market  and  the  tariff  had  been  so  high  as  to  Induce  a  num- 
ber to  go  into  the  bosiness.  The  Increase  has  been  rather 
remarkable,  from  an  Insignificant  production  to  more  than 
8,000,000  pounds,  as  against  Importations  of  about  800,000 
poumls  as  the  maximum ;  all  of  which  indicates,  it  would  seem 
to  me,  that  there  Is  no  necessity  for  increasing  the  rate,  and 
particularly  In  the  higher  brackets,  because  In  the  lower  brack- 
ets, as  I  am  advised,  the  domestic  producers  have  practically 
the  control  of  the  market 

Mr.  GOFF.  Then  that  simply  means  that  at  some  future  day. 
not  far  distant,  my  friend  and  I  will  be  prepared  to  discuss  this 
bill  in  equity,  as  well  as  the  increased  rate,  us  to  whether  or 
not  it  is  Justified. 

Mr.  KING.  I  have  no  purpose  to  discuss  a  bill  In  equity.  I 
hope  that  in  the  near  future  I  shall  have  some  facts  which  will 
fortify  the  position  which  I  am  attempting  now  to  take ;  namely, 
that  it  is  unfair  and  unjust  to  increase  the  tariff  rates.  It  is 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  confirming  a  mon(^)Oly  that  is  already 
in  existence. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  will  say  that  I  will  have  facts  which  will 
undermine  my  friend's  position. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  very  happy  to  know  that  my  friend  is 
optiniistic. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  am  very  optimistic,  and  in  no  sense  pessimistic, 
hi  this  matter. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment on  page  29. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  ta 
The  reading  of  the  bill  was  remimed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Flnahce  was,  on 
page  29,  line  IS.  after  the  word  "  char,"  to  strike  out  "  25  per 
cent "  and  insert  "  20  per  cent,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph 
read: 

PAa.  TO.  Bone  tdack  or  tMue  char,  and  blood  char,  20  per  cent  ad 
valerem;  decolorising,  deodorising,  or  gas-absorfoing  cbars  and  cartKms. 
wliether  or  not  activated,  and  aU  activated  ciiars  and  csrtwns,  45  per 
eeat  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  KING  rose. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President  I  will  say  to  my  colleague • 

Mr.  KING.    I  am  willing  to  assent  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President.  I  have  an  amend- 
ment to  offer.  On  page  29,  line  19,  I  move  to  strike  out  "20 
per  cent "  and  insert  In  its  place  "  25  per  cent" 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  all  that  would  be  necessary  to 
accomplish  that  result  would  be  for  the  Senate  to  reject  the  com- 
mittee amendmeoL    That  would  be  the  same  thing. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  is  not  necessary. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  what  the  present  rate  is? 
Mr,  SMOOT.    Twenty  per  cent. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  There  is  no  Justification  for  an  increase 
in  the  rate,  I  take  it.  If  there  had  been,  the  committee  would 
have  recommended  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  House  gave  a  duty  of  25  per  cent.  The 
Finance  Committee  thought  that  the  rate  of  existing  law  was 
sulftrient.  The  production  in  the  United  Statee  in  1927  was 
68,159.476  pounds,  of  a  value  of  12.466,343.  The  Imports  In 
1927  were  481,234  pounds,  and  in  1928,  1,017,171  pounds. 

Tliat  Is  the  history  of  the  production  and  the  imports.    The 
Finance   Committee,  of  course,   thought   that   being   the   case 
under  the  20  per  cent  duty,  that  the9«  was  little  Jtistlflcatlon 
for  an  increase  in  the  i>resent  rate. 
That  is  the  situation. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  the  Information  I  have 
from  a  concern  In  my  State,  and  from  briefs  presented,  is  that 
there  Is  no  Justification  for  this  increase.  I  hope  the  suggestion 
of  the  Senator  from  Maryland  will  be  voted  down  and  the  com- 
mittee supported. 
Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH  obtained  the  floor. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  wiU  tbe  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland  kindly  repeat  his  amendment? 

Mr.  GOLD8BOHOUOH.  Yes ;  I  will.  On  page  2»,  line  19.  I 
move  to  strike  oat  ** 29  per  cent"  and  Insert  in  ito  place  "20 
per  cent"  Which  was  the  rate  given  In  the  Uonse  bill. 

Mr.  Prefddent  on  this  point  bone  black  Is  an  absolute  neces- 
sity in  the  refining  of  white  sugar,  glnoose,  and  also  of  mineral, 
vegetable,  and  animal  oils,  and  in  water  poriflcstion. 

Tbe  tariff  act  of  1922  provides  for  20  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and 
has  given  tbe  domestic  Industry  some  protection  since  It  was 
enacted :  but  we  are  now  confronted  with  rapidly  growing  Im- 
ports. These  originate  from  various  prodncers  located  In  Ger- 
many, France,  Belgium.  England,  Scotland,  India,  and  the 
Argentine.  A  history  of  these  imports  of  bone  black  and  bone 
char  over  several  years,  as  compiled  by  the  United  States  De- 
partment of  Comm«t?e,  shows  a  steady  yearly  growth,  excepting 
that  in  1928  the  figures  have  more  than  doubled  themsrives. 
This  is  causing  great  concern  to  the  domestic  Industry,  and  It  is 
believed  that  unless  additional  aid  is  received  in  the  way  of  an 
increase  in  duty,  the  industry  will  not  be  aWe  to  survive  the 
rapidly  growing  onslaught  from  abroad. 

Only  approximately  20  per  cent  of  the  raw  material — that  is 
to  say,  cattle  bones — used  by  the  domestic  industry  is  iMWluced 
in  the  United  States,  and  the  remaining  approximately  80  per 
cent  Is  Imported,  principally  fnmi  Argentina  and  India. 

Forei^  producers  of  bone  black  located  in  continental  Europe 
have  another  decided  advantage  over  the  domestic  producers  in 
addition  to  their  surprisingly  lower  wage,  namely:  Russia  is 
prepared  to  ship,  as  I  am  advised,  practically  unlimited  tcmnage 
of  bones  Into  Germany  and  other  near-by  countries  at  very  much 
lower  cost  than  would  be  the  ease  were  the  bones  transported 
overseas  to  tbe  United  Statea 

Another  grave  feature  that  confronts  the  industry,  and  which 
has  ari.sen  only  within  the  past  year  or  two,  is  the  fact  that 
India  and  Argentina,  to  which  we  most  look  for  ai^roximateiy 
80  per  cent  of  our  raw  material,  have  now  themselves  gone  into 
the  manufacture  of  bone  black,  and  are  therefore  now  producing 
and  offering  the  finished  product  in  this  market 

The  House  reported  a  rate  of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  this 
commodity ;  but  wh^i  the  bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate,  the 
Finance  Committee  reduced  it  to  20  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Unless 
additional  protection  to  the  amount  of  at  least  25  per  crat  is 
given,  the  domestic  industry  can  not  hope,  as  I  see  it  to  meet 
the  cheap  cooUe-labor  rates  abroad  with  the  wages  now  being 
paid  to  our  American  workers,  and  the  industry  will  not  be 
able  to  survive  under  such  a  handicap. 

The  domestic  producers  have  asked  for  a  30  per  cent  rate,  but 
I  feel  Justified  in  asking  for  the  restoration  of  the  duty  fixed  by 
the  Hou.se,  namely,  25  per  cent.  This  increased  duty  is  earn- 
estly requested  in  order  to  preserve  the  domestic  industry. 
Unless  it  be  granted,  it  seems  appai^nt  to  those  who  have  given 
the  subject  much  thought  that  many  thousands  of  laborers  de- 
pendent upon  these  allied  industries  f<^  their  livelihood  will  be 
thrown  out  of  employment  and  the  many  dollars  now  Invested 
in  an  absolutely  necessary  home  industry  will  be  lost  or  at  least 
seriously  impaired. 

The  manufacturing  plants  in  the  United  States  are  completdy 
equipped  with  modem  fadlltlee,  and  with  the  raw  material  on 
the  free  li&t  can  produce  a  sufficient  volume  of  bone  Mack  or 


bone  char  to  meet  tbe  entire  domestic  requirements.    They  have 
not  been  and  are  not  now  operating  to  full  capacity. 

The  domaBtic  producers  of  bone  lAack  Indude  the  following 
companies: 

American  Agricultural  Ghemlcal  Co.,  New  Torit  N.  T. ;  Ar 
mour  Fertilizer  Works,  New  Orleans,  La.;  Baugh  &  Sons  Co.. 
PhlUidelphia,  Pa.,  and  Baltimore,  Md. ;  Mldilgan  Carbon  Works. 
Detroit  Mich. ;  Pacific  Bone  Coal  &  Fertlliaer  Co..  San  Fran- 
cisco^ Calif.;  Pacific  Guano  &  Fertiliser  Oa,  San  Francisco, 
Calif. ;  Texas  Chemical  Co.,  Houston,  Tex. 

I  therefore  offer  formally  my  amendment  on  page  29,  line  19. 
to  strike  out  "  20  per  cent "  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "  25  per 
cent" 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  desires  to  announce 
to  the  Senator  that  a  negative  vote  on  the  Senate  cmnmlttee 
amendment  would  accomplish  the  result  he  de^lresw 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  the  Tariff  Summary  states  that 
the  competition  in  the  way  of  imports  is  negUgltile.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland  has  accurately  stated  some  of  the  uses  to 
which  this  important  product  is  put  It  is  xerj  important  in 
the  sugar  business,  both  beet  and  cane,  aa  I  am  advised.  It  is 
used  as  a  pigment  under  some  circumstances,  but  the  principal 
purpose,  aside  from  its  use  in  the  sugar  iMisiness,  is  as  a  de- 
colorlzer,  and  also  In  the  manofaiture  of  sirups.  It  is  employed 
largely  in  tlie  pttriflcatlon  of  drinking  water.  I  know  that  many 
cities  are  interested  In  the  acquisition  of  this  product  to  purify 
the  water,  in  order  that  the  inliabltants  may  obtain  a  proper 
supply  of  potable  water. 

Mr.  President  the  output  has  increased,  starting  in  a  number 
of  yenrs  ago.  and  in  1927  the  prodoctlon  was  88.199,476  pounds; 
in  1919  it  was  47jOO(ijOOO.  in  1921  It  was  68.000.000.  and  so  on. 
The  Imports  are  probably  2  or  8  per  cent  of  tbe  dnmewdc  pro- 
dtiction.    The  Imports  In  1922  amounted  to  286,000  pounds. 

Yhe  Senator  states  that  there  is  a  large  Import.  Tlie  state* 
roent  would  seen  to  indicate  that  tbe  Imports  are  larger  now 
than  ever  before.  I  And  that  In  1926  the  Imports  were  2.488,189 
pounds,  and  in  1926  they  were  1.694.040  pounda.  In  each  of 
those  years  tbe  Itaporta  were  larger  than  they  were  in  1927.  In 
1928  there  was  an  Increase  up  to  1.017.000  pounds. 

I  am  advised,  however,  that  that  Increased  Importation — and 
of  course  It  does  not  readi  the  limit  of  the  importations  In  tbe 
preceding  years— was  brought  about  by  reason  o(  the  expected 
increase  in  the  tariff.  The  Senator  knows  that  along  the  Atlantic 
coast  In  many  places,  there  are  In  the  warehouses  under  bond 
a  larger  Importation  of  a  number  of  commodities  tlmn  there  were 
fw  the  year  1928. 

We  may  not  determine  the  question  of  imports  by  the  number 
of  Imports  for  the  six  months  In  1920.  Always  where  there  is 
an  increase  in  the  tariff,  or  an  expected  increase  in  the  tariff, 
there  will  be  an  increase  in  the  importations,  a  limited  increase, 
and  the  products  imported  will  be  placed  in  warehouse  or  in 
bond  for  future  use. 

It  means,  of  course,  that  when  the  supplies  of  those  products 
are  exhausted,  there  will  be  a  diminution  In  the  Imiwrts,  and 
the  figures  for  imports  for  the  following  year  will  show  a  de- 
creased importation.  So  that  one  year  will  simply  balance 
another. 

I  see  no  reason  whatever  for  the  Increase  desired  by  the 
Senator  from  Maryland,  and  I  think  the  Senate  ought  to  stand 
by  the  committee.  The  committee  Is  not  receiving  very  much 
8UM>ort,  and  I  think  we  should  give  it  support  whenever  we 
can.  In  this  respect  because  they  have  Investigated,  they 
knew  what  they  were  doing,  and  this  Intelligent  Republican 
committee — and  my  friend  frwn  Maryland  has  been  following 
them  with  a  great  deal  of  devotl<m — ^undoubtedly  decided  cor- 
rectly in  this  insunoe.  and  I  hope  the  Senator  will  support  the 
committee. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from 
Utah  U  showing  nnvsual  generosity  in  his  offer  to  support  the 
committee.  I  am  rather  surprised  that  he  should  come  that  far. 
In  reply  to  the  Senator,  I  want  to  say  that  the  figures  which 
I  have  gotten  do  show  that  the  imports  of  bone  Wack  and  bone 
char  over  several  years,  as  compiled  by  the  United  States  De- 
partment of  Commerce,  show  a  steady  yearly  growth,  except  In 
1928. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  would  have  the 
effect  of  restoring  the  House  provision  of  25  per  cent.  If  the 
Senate  should  reject  the  Senate  committee  amendment  the  same 
result  would  be  obtained,  and  therrfore  the  question  Is  on 
agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment 
The  am«)dment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr    SMOOT.    Mr.  Presid^it  I  ask  nnanimoos  consent  that 
when  the  Senate  concludes  its  business  to-day  it  take  a 
until  to-morrow  at  10  o'clock. 
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Tbe  PRBSmiNO  OmCEB.  !•  there  ofc(Jectloot  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  It  la  so  ordered.  -<    «       oo 

The  next  amendment  paawd  orer  wae  oo  page  alt  nne  », 
where  the  committee  proposed  to  Btrike  out  "  Sodto^and 
potmmlnm  **  and  to  laaert  in  Uea  thereof  "  Sodium,  potaadnm. 
Uttilom,  heryliliim.  and  caeaimn."  .  ^       ^ 

Mr.  8M00T.    I  have  been  aaked  to  haTa  tlila  amendment 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICKB.    The  amendment  wm  be  paeaed 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  Mr.  Prealdent,  I  want  to  ask  a  queatlon 
of  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee.  On  page  82,  line  8, 
there  la  an  amendment  raUing  the  rate  on  chlorate  of  sodium. 
What  was  done  with  that?  ^  _^^        .  ^. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  That  amendment  has  been  rejected,  and  tne 
rate  of  IH  ctntM,  aa  provided  in  the  Hooae  text,  haa  been 
restored. 


The  PBESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  Chair  refers  to  the  ap- 
propriate committees  sundry  executlre  messages  received  from 
the  President  of  th«  United  Stotes. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recesa  until 
to-morrow  at  10  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Senate  (at  6  o'clock  and 
SK  minutea  pw  m.).  under  the  order  prerionsUr  entered,  took  a 
roceaa  until  to-morrow,  Tuesday.  October  29,  11189,  at  10  o'clock 
a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executkm  mmdmmtioiu  reoeivtd  »y  the  Senate  October  t8  (legit- 
lative  4av  of  September  SO),  1929 
AaaiaTAHT  SaoKrjjn-  or  tbm  TmmABvn 
Walter  B.  Hope,  of  New  York,  N.  Y.,  to  be  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  in  place  of  Henry  Herrick  Bond,  resigned. 
ApponmaitT  m  the  Omcxas*  Resebve  Oobpb  of  th«  Akht 

To  he  brigadier  general,  reeerve 
Brig.  Qvx.  James  Joseph  Quill,  WLsconain  National  Guard, 
from  October  24.  1929. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

MoiTDAT,  October  28,  1999 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order  by 
the  Clerk.  Hoa.  William  Tyler  Page,  who  read  the  following 
eommoalcatioii  ttom  the  8|waker : 

TBB  SFBAKasM  Rooics. 

Bouaa  or  BapaassMTATTTss,  trmrw)  Statbs, 

WMhtmgteii.  D.  C,  Oetobm-  M.  JMt. 
Tb«  Clbsk  op  ths  Horaa  or  RaPiasairrATrras : 

I  bcKtoy  flfiglgnatt  tlie  Hon.  Wnxis  C.  Hawlbx  •■  Speaker  pro  tempore 
for  this  4»7. 

Nicholas  Lohqwobxh. 
Eon$9  9f  K»prtmmtmtl9n. 


Mr.  HAWLBT  took  the  chair  as  Speaker  pro  tempore. 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.    The  Chaplain  will  offer  prayer. 
Tbe  Chaplain.  Rer.  Janea  8h«ra  Montgomeiy.  D.  D.,  <rftoed 
tha  foUowhiig  prayer: 

Almighty  God,  we  pray  for  the  blessed  inspirational  guidance 
of  Thy  H(rty  Spirit  How  strong  frail  human  nature  can  be- 
come when  conatrained  by  the  love  and  power  of  the  Divine. 
We  coMM  to  Thee  with  loving  wonder ;  we  are  lost  in  One  mystery 
el  godttMaa.  Bat  answer  the  longings  of  o«r  hearts,  and  send 
■a  ftMTth  thro««h  the  hours  oi  thia  day  clothed  in  rlghteousneas 
and  with  tlie  inerey  of  ferglveneaa  in  our  hearts.  Remind  us  of 
oar  sotaBB  vows  and  oar  slighted  obUgationa,  and  ftnrglve  ua  as 
we  pray  to  be  fbrgtven.  A^Un  we  thank  Tlwe  for  the  lovttg 
aya  that  seaa  oar  patha  and  for  tba  loving  ear  that  hears  oar 
voice. 
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The  Joaraal  of  the  proceedlnga  of  Thnrsday.  October  M,  1929, 
read  and  approved. 

jjurocaxMSBT 
Mr.  TSBADWAT.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  OMva  that  tho  Hoaaa  do 
now  adjourn. 

The  motion  waa  agreed  to ;  accordingly  (at  IS  «'elociE  and  8 
m^-*"  PL  B.)  tha  Hoosa,  under  Ekmaa  ncaaiaHfi  08^  odjoamed 
r*  Oetobw  Si.  isn^  at  IS  o'clock  BOOB. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  daase  2  of  Rule  XXIV,  executive  communications  wero 
taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

70.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting 
rep<^  from  the  Chief  of  Engineers  on  preliminary  examination 
of  Missouri  River,  near  Elk  Point,  S.  Dak. ;  to  the  Committee 

on  Flood  Control.  .     .     ^ 

71.  A  letter  frwn  the  dialrman  of  the  Pablic  Utilities  C(Mnmla> 
sion  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  transmitting  a  report  of  Its 
olBcial  proceedings  for  the  year  ended  December  31,  1928 ;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions  were 
introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  EVANS  of  Montana:  A  blU  (H.  R.  4810)  to  add  cer- 
tain lands  to  the  Helena  National  Forest.  In  the  State  of  Mon- 
tana ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Limds. 

By  Mr.  KELLY :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4811)  to  authorize  the  Bureau 
of  Mines  to  manufacture  1  gram  of  radium;  to  the  Committee 
on  Mines  and  Mining. 

By  Mr  McMILLAN:  A  bill  (H.  R  4812)  to  allow  newgpttpera 
and  other  publications  containing  matter  In  respect  of  lotteries 
to  be  mailable  in  certain  cases;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post 
Office  and  Post  Roads.  ^  ^  ^.        ,. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAMSON:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  4813)  extending  the 
period  of  time  for  homestead  entries  on  the  Cheyenne  River  and 
Standing  Rock  Indian  Reeervatiwia ;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian 
Affairs.  -   _ 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4814)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  M«ct  a  monument  to  commemorate  the  sacri  flees  and 
services  of  the  fool  soldiers;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

By  Mr.  McMILLAN:  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  123)  pro- 
viding tor  the  Issuance  of  a  special  posUge  stamp  in  com- 
memoration of  the  two  hundred  and  fiftieth  anniversary  of  the 
founding  of  the  city  of  Charleston.  S.  C ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Post  OflQce  and  Post  Roads. 

By  Mr.  BRITTEN:  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  124)  relathig 
to  the  esUbtishment  of  commodity  quantity  units  for  general 
use  m  merchandising  aftw  1935;  to  the  Committee  on  Coinage. 
Weights,  and  Measures. 

Also,  Jcrfnt  resolution  (H.  J.  Ree.  125)  relating  to  the  use  of 
the  metric  system  of  weights  and  measures  In  the  United  States ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Coinage,  Welghu,  and  Measures. 

By  Mr.  BECK:  Reeolution  (H.  Res.  64)  providing  that  there 
be  printed  and  bound  1,000  copies  of  volume  1  of  the  Annals  of 
the  Congress  of  tbe  United  States,  for  the  use  of  the  House  of 
Representatives;  to  the  Committee  on  Printing. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ANDREW:  A  biU  (H.  R  4815)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Charles  W.  Smith ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensiona 

By  Mr.  BEEDY:  A  bill  (H.  R  481«)  for  the  rrilef  of  Henry 
Stanley  Wood;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4817)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Carrie  L.  Ockington ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BOWMAN:  A  bill  (H.  R  4818)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Sarah  A.  McElroy;  to  the  Committee  oo  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4819)  granting  an  increase  of  pension 
Sarah  E  Wolf;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R  4820)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension 
Sarah  A.  Miller ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  COLE:  A  bill    (H.  R  4821)   granHng  a  pension 
Susie  B,  Weeden ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4822)  granting  an  increase  of  pension 
Mary  B.  Co<A ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  GREENWOOD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4823)  granting  an  in- 
crease of  pension  to  George  Wegner;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4824)  granting  a  pension  to  Dlanah  Arnett; 
to  the  Committee  oo  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4826)  granting  a  pension  to  Lucy  J.  Wa^ 
klna ;  to  the  Committee  oo  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JENKINS:  A  biU  (H.  R  4826)  granting  a  pension 
to  Ulywos  Garrett  Sheets;  to  the  Committee  cm  InvalUl  Pen- 
sloiia. 

By  Mr.  KENDALL  of  Kentucky:  A  bill  (H.  B.  4827)  gran^ 
Ing  a  pensi<m  to  James  Kelly ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  blU  <H.  R.  4828)  granting  a  pensioa  to  Daisy  Pal- 
frey; to  the  Oaaamittee  oo  Pensiona. 
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Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4829)  granting  a  pension  to  Pink  Curley ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensiona 

Also,  a  bill  <H.  R  4830)  granting  a  pension  to  Billie  Fields; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4831)  granting  a  pension  to  Peleg  Bar- 
rett ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4832)  granting  a  pension  to  Emily  Gam- 
brel ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4833)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Van 
Boren  Angel ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4834)  granting  a  pension  to  Darcas  John- 
son ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4835)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  John- 
son, jr. ;  to  the  C<Mnmlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4836)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  E.  Dobbins ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4837)  granting  a  pension  to  Nannie  Grubb; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  McREYNOLDS :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4888)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  William  B.  Gamball ;  to  the  Committee  <m  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  MILLIOAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4839)  granting  a  pension 
to  John  A.  Pate;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  MURPHY:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4840)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Avarllla  C.  Culler;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  PALMER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4841)  granting  a  p^iaion  to 
Daniel  B.  Huffman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ROMJUE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4842)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Abble  E.  Olbbs ;  to  the  Committee  oo  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  SHORT  of  Missouri:  A  Wll  (H.  R  4843)  granting  a 
pension  to  Mary  Barnard ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  P«i- 
slons. 

By  Mr.  SNELL:  A  blU  (H.  R.  4844)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Rose  Dufore :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  VESTAL:  A  bill  (H.  R  4845)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Cynthia  A.  Dwlggins ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAMSON:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  4846)  granUng  an  in- 
crease of  pension  to  Charles  W.  Nelson;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4847)  for  the  relief  of  Albert  H.  Puthoff ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

758.  By  Mr.  BUCKBEE :  PetiUon  of  J.  S.  Bean  and  156  other 
dtlzens  of  Sycamore,  III.,  asking  that  the  rates  for  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans  indorsed  by  the  National 
Tribune  be  enacted  Into  law;  to  the  Committee  oo  Invalid 
Pensions. 

759.  By  Mr.  PALMER :  PetiUon  from  the  Sam  George  Circle 
of  Women's  Auxiliary,  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic,  Humans- 
ville.  Mo.,  to  increase  the  pensions  of  widows  of  Civil  War 
veterans  to  $50  per  month,  and  at  the  age  of  80  years  to  $75  per 
month;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensiona. 


SENATE 
Tuesday,  October  29,  1929 
(Legislative  day  of  Monday,  September  SO,  1929) 
The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 


recess. 


DBATB    or   SENATOB   THBODORK  E.   BUBTON 


Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Thbodobe  E.  BmrroN]  passed  away  late  last  evening.  As  all  his 
colleagues  well  know,  he  was  one  of  the  great  outstanding  fig- 
ures In  public  life,  having  had  a  continuous  service  covering  a 
period  of  almost  40  years.  During  that  time  he  was  engaged  as 
a  leader  In  almost  every  great  public  Issue  before  the  country. 
The  recognition  of  his  ability  was  not  confined  to  his  own  coun- 
try, but  extended  throughout  the  world.  His  death  is  a 
national  loss. 

At  a  later  date  I  shall  ask  the  Senate  to  make  a  more  formal 
recognition  of  his  life,  character,  and  public  services. 

Mr.  President,  I  offer  the  following  resolutions  and  ask  that 
they  be  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  cleric  wUl  read  the  reso- 
lutions. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolutions  (S.  Res.  14S),  aa 
follows : 


Jt«Mli>«^  That  tke  8enat«  has  heard  wiUi  de«p  regret  and  profooad 
•orrow  tbe  announoement  of  tbe  deatb  of  tbe  Hon.  THBOOOsa  ■. 
BOBXOit.  late  a  Senator  froBi  tbe  State  ot  Obia 

Re$otv«d,  Tbat  a  committee  ot  20  Seoatora  be  appointed  by  tbe  PresI 
dent  of  tbe  Senate  to  take  order  (or  auperlntendlns  tbe  funeral  ot  Mr. 
BcaTON,  which  shall  take  place  In  tbe  Senate  Chamt>er  at  2.30  p.  m.  oa 
Wednesday.  October  SO.  1929,  and  tbat  tbe  Senate  attend  tbe  wme. 

Retolved,  That  aa  a  (urtber  mark  of  req>ect  hla  remalna  be  rcmovad 
from  Waahingtim  to  Cleveland,  Ohio,  tor  borUl.  ia  charge  of  the  Ser- 
geant at  Arms,  attended  by  the  committee,  who  ahaU  have  fall  power  to 
carry  tbeae  reaolutiona  into  effect ;  and  tbat  tbe  neceaaary  expenses  In 
connection  therewith  be  paid  oat  ot  tbe  coottnceat  fond  of  tbe  Senate. 

Reaolved,  That  tbe  Secretary  commnnleate  these  resolutions  to  the 
House  of  E^reaentadves,  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the 
deceased,  and  invite  tbe  House  of  Bepresentatlvea  to  attend  the  funeral 
in  the  Senate  Chamber  and  to  appoint  a  eonualttee  to  act  with  tbe  com- 
mittee of  tbe  Senate. 

Beaolved,  Tbat  Invitations  be  extended  to  tbe  President  of  tbe  United 
States  and  the  members  of  tbe  Cabinet,  the  Chief  Justice  and  Associate 
Justices  of  tbe  Supreme  Court  of  tbe  United  State*,  tbe  diplomatic 
corps  (through  the  Secretary  of  State),  tbe  Chief  of  Staff  of  tbe  Army, 
tbe  Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  and  the  Major  General  Commandant  of 
tbe  Marine  Corps  to  attend  tbe  faneral  In  tbe  Senate  Chamber. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate  con- 
sideration of  the  resolutions. 

The  resolutions  were  considered  by  unanimous  consent  and 
unanimously  agreed  to. 

Under  the  second  resolution  the  Presldmt  pro  tempore  ap- 
pointed aa  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  the  Smator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Febb],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watsou], 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robihson],  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  WAaaxR],  the  smlM'  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  SiMifONS],  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  tbe 
Juniw  Senator  from  Norih  Carolina  [Mr.  Ovbucan],  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moan],  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  HAaais],  the  Smator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Cappoi], 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  AsHtrasT],  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackkit],  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Dnx],  the  Senator  ftt>m  Illinois  [Mr.  DEinxif],  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  CoififAixx],  the  Senator  fnmi  Oregon  [Mr. 
STciwn],  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Tkammbx],  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Kban],  the  Senator  from  New  Mex- 
ico [Mr.  BaATTOR],  and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
QoutBBomovan], 

ADJOtraNMisrT 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  to 
the  memory  of  our  departed  colleague,  I  move  that  tha  Sen- 
ate adjourn  tmtU  2.15  p.  m.  to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  unanimously  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at 
10  o'clock  and  5  minutes  a.  m.)  adjourned  imtil  to-morrow, 
Wednesday,  October  80,  1920,  at  2.15  p.  m. 


SENATE 
Wednesday,  October  SO,  1929 
The  Senate  met  at  2.15  o'clock  p.  m. 

rUNDlAL  OF  SENATOB  THB(»X>EB  ■.  BUKTOII 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  took  the  chair. 
The  Chaplain  of  the  Senate,  Rev.  ZSBanMgr  T.  Philip  D.  D., 
offered  the  following  prayer: 

Our  Father,  toho  art  4a  heaven,  hallowed  be  Thy  name;  Thjf 
kingdom  oome;  Thy  wiU  be  done  on  earth  at  it  ie  in  heaven; 
give  u*  this  day  our  daily  bread,  and  forgive  us  ottr  trespasses 
as  toe  forgive  those  who  trespass  againsi  us;  and  lead  us  not 
inio  tempttiHon,  but  deUver  us  from  evU.  For  Thine  is  the 
kingdom,  the  power,  and  the  glory,  forever  and  ever.    Amen. 

O  Lord  Jesus  Christ  who  by  Thy  death  did  take  away  the 
sting  of  death,  grant  unto  us  Thy  servants  so  to  toUow  in  faith 
where  Thou  hast  led  the  way  that  we  may  at  length  fall 
asleep  peacefully  in  Thee  and  wake  up  after  Thy  likeness, 
through  Thy  mercy,  who  llvest  with  the  Father  and  the  ¥Mj 
Ghost,  one  God,  worid  without  end.  Amen.  The  grace  of  oat 
Lord  Jesus  Christ  and  the  love  of  God  and  the  fellowrtiip  of  the 
Holy  Ghost  be  with  us  all  evermore.    Amen. 

The  Members  ot  the  House  of  Rq;>resentative8,  headed  by  tha 
Cleric  and  the  Doorkeeper  and  preceded  by  the  Sergeant  at 
Arms,  entered  the  Chamber  and  were  seated  to  the  rii^t  of  the 
Vice  President. 

The  members  of  the  diplomatic  corps  entered  the  Chamber 
and  were  seated  to  the  right  of  the  Vice  Presideat. 

Tbe  Chief  Justice  and  Associate  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States,  preceded  by  the  marshal  and  dark,  — 
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lef«d  tte  ChanAer  and  were  aeated  In  the  area  to  the  taft  of 
the  VIee  PfeaMent's  deek.  ^  «    ..  ^    ■  - 

The  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army,  the  Chief  of  Naral  Opm- 
noBS,  and  the  Major  General  Commandant  of  the  ""f™*  *W8 
CBtered  the  Chamber  and  were  seated  In  the  area  to  the  left 
flf  the  Vice  President's  desk.  ^ ^  _.  *«.    m.-«iw«. 

The  family  of  the  late  Senator  Bxntrow  entered  the  Chamber 
and  were  seated  to  the  left  of  the  casket  containing  the  re- 
mains of  the  deceased  Senator,  which  was  In  the  area  Immedi- 
ately in  front  of  the  Vice  PreaWent's  desk. 

The  PreskJent  of  the  United  States  and  the  members  of  his 
Cabinet  entered  the  Chamber  and  were  seated  In  the  area  to 
the  right  of  the  Vice  President's  desk.  „      ^  *« 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  exercises  in  the  Senate  tt 
memory  of  oor  late  coUeagne,  who*  passing  we  afl  mouni,  wBl 
be  In  charge  of  the  Chaplain  of  the  Senate,  assisted  by  the 
Oiaplain  of  the  House  of  Repreewitatlvea. 

TxrstMJj^  aimviccs 

Ber  Z(Bamey  T.  PhliUpa,  D.  D..  Chaplain  of  the  Senate,  and 
Bev.  Jamea  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D..  Chaplain  of  the  Honae  of 
BepreaenUtlTea  took  seats  on  the  Vice  Presldwat's  rostrum. 

The  Chaplain  of  the  Senate  redted  from  the  I^tlacopal  burial 
oCBce  as  follows : 

I  am  the  resurrection  and  the  life,  salth  the  Lord.    He  that 
btileveth  in  Me.  thom^  he  were  dead,  yet  shall  he  live, 
wboeoerer  llTOth  and  beliereth  In  Me  shall  never  die. 

•  •••••« 
I  know  that  my  Bedeoner  lireth,  and  that  He  shaU  stand  at 

the  latter  day  upon  the  earth,  and.  though  after  this  body 
destroyed,  yet  in  my  spirit  shall  I  see  God,  whom  I  shall 
for  myaetf,  and  mina  eyes  ahall  behold,  and  not  another. 

We  brought  nothing  into  thia  world  and  it  is  certain  we  can 
carry  nothing  o«t  The  Lord  gave  and  tlie  Lord  hath  taken 
•way :  hlesaed  be  the  name  of  the  Lord. 

•  •••••♦ 
Lord  Tliofi  hast  be«i  oar  refuge  from  one  foieratlon  to  an- 
other.   Before  the  mountains  were  brought  forth  or  ever  the 
earth  and  world  were  made.  Thou  art  God  from  ereriastlng  and 
world  without  end. 

Thou  tumest  man  to  destruction,  again  Thou  salth.  Come 
again  ye  children  of  men.  For  a  thousand  years  In  Thy  sight 
are  but  as  yesterday  seeing  that  is  past  as  a  watdi  in  the  nl^t 
As  soon  as  Thou  scattereet  them  they  are  even  as  a  sleep  an^ 
fade  away  suddenly  like  the  grass.  In  the  morning  it  Is  greet 
and  groweth  up*  bot  in  the  eyening  It  la  cut  down,  dried  up  anc 
withered.  For  we  consunte  away  in  Thy  displeasure  and  arc 
^braid  at  Thy  wrathful  Indignation. 

Thou  hast  set  our  misdeeds  befc»«  Thee  and  oar  secret  sin: 
In  the  light  of  Thy  count«iance.    For  when  Thou  art  angry  al 
our  days  are  gone;  we  bring  our  years  to  an  tfui,  as  it  were 
tale  that  la  told. 

The  days  of  our  age  are  ttueeacMV  years  and  ten,  and  thougt 
men  be  so  strong  that  they  come  to  fourscore  years,  yet  is  thelJ 
strength  then  but  labor  ai>d  sorrow,  so  soon  pasaeth  it  away 
and  we  are  gone. 

O  teach  us  to  number  our  days,  that  we  may  apply  oui 
hearts  unto  wisdom.    Glory  be  to  the  Father  and  to  the  Son  an< 
to  the  Holy  Ghoet.    As  it  was  In  the  beginning,  Is  now,  and  evei ' 
tkMU  ha.  woild  without  end.    Amen. 

The  Chaplain  <rf  the  House  of  B^wesoitatiTes  then  said : 

The  Lord  is  sty  rtspAard;  /  afcoO  «ol  viant. 

E9  wMkeih  MM  to  Ua  4owtk  in  green  j»««tiirs«:  He  leadeth  m4 
Wftde  tM  itm  waiere. 

Me  rettoreth  wnf  eotd:  Be  leadeth  me  in  the  path*  of  right  • 
0oueite$e  for  Sit  wetnift  eeke, 

Tea^  though  I  wmlh  through  the  ifeUeg  of  the  $he4ow  of  iemth , 
I  wa  femr  wo  eoU:  for  Thou  mi  wUh  mto:  TAy  rod  amd  Th  r 
atoif  Uieg  eoe^ort  me. 

Thou  grogmreet  •  te>hle  hefore  me  im  the  pretemoe  of 

Thou  mmtimiett  mg  heed  with  eU;  mug  oug  fiMMtft 
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theg  toU  not, 
aU  hie  ffiory 


Bmtyg  goodmeee  emd  merog  eheU  foOow  me  eU  the  dmge  of  m  i 
Hfe:  emd  I  wiU  dteeU  im  the  heuee  of  the  Lord  forever. 

•  •••••• 

Let  mot  gour  heart  he  troubled:  ye  heiiew  in  Ood,  Mteoe  ola^ 
Hi  if  a. 

In  Mg  Fether*i  house  are  tnang  maneione:  if  U  were  not  «(f, 
i  woutd  hnve  teid  gou.    I  go  to  gregmre  a  gtaee  for  gou. 

And  if  1  go  end  gregere  a  gluce  for  gou,  J  wiU  come  egak  ^ 
gnd  reeeiva  gou  unto  Mi^eif;  that  where  I  sas  there  ge  mag  lip 
•Uo. 

a  a  a  a  a  •  a 


GomeUer  the  VUee  of  the  Iteld,  how  they  grow: 
neither  do  they  spin: 

And  yet  I  sng  unto  gou,  that  even  Solomon  in 
wot  not  arrayed  Wee  one  of  these. 

Wherefore,  if  Ood  so  ctothe  the  grass  of  the  fUld,  which  to-day 
is  and  to-morrow  is  cast  into  the  oven,  shaU  He  not  much  more 
clothe  gou,  O  ge  of  little  faitht 

•  •••••• 

And  he  shewed  me  a  pure  river  of  water  of  life,  dear  as 

crystal,  proceeding  out  of  the  throne  of  Ood  and  of  the  Lamb. 

In  the  midst  of  the  street  of  U,  and  on  eUher  side  of  the  river, 
was  there  the  tree  of  life,  which  bare  twelve  manner  of  fruits, 
and  gieided  her  fruit  every  month:  and  the  leaves  of  the  tree 
were  for  the  heating  of  the  nations. 

And  there  shall  he  no  more  cwse;  but  the  throne  of  God  and 
of  the  Lamb  shall  be  in  it;  and  HtJt  servants  shall  serve  Him; 

And  they  shaU  see  Bis  face;  and  His  name  shall  be  in  their 

And  there  shaU  be  no  night  there;  and  they  need  no  candle, 
neithor  Hght  of  the  sun;  for  the  Lord  Ood  giveth  them  light: 
and  they  shall  reign  forever  and  ever. 

•  •••••• 

Still,  still  with  Tb«e.  wben  parple  morniiig  breakcth. 

When  the  bird  waketb.  and  the  shadows  flee ; 
Fairer  than  morning,  lovelier  than  daylight, 

Dawna  the  sweet  conBdoaanesa,  I  am  with  Tbae. 

Alone  with  Thee,  amid  the  mystic  sbadowa. 

The  aolemn  hash  of  nature  newly  born  ; 
Alone  with  Thee  In  breathless  adoration. 

In  the  calm  dew  and  freabness  of  the  mom. 

So  ihaU  it  be  at  last,  in  that  bright  morning. 

When  the  soul  waketh,  and  life's  shadows  flee; 
Oh,  In  that  hoar,  fairer  than  daylight  dawning. 

Shall  rise  the  ^orlous  thooi^t— I  am  with  Thee. 

And  now  unto  Him  who  Is  able  to  keep  you  from  falling,  and 
present  you  faultlees  before  the  presence  of  His  glory  with  great 
joy.  unto  the  only  wise  God  our  Savior,  be  glory  and  majesty, 
doBQinlon  and  power,  both  now  and  ever.    Amen. 

The  Chaplain  of  the  Senate  (by  request  of  the  Vice  President) 
read  the  following  letter: 

THB   AnSTXIAN    MiMISTBB, 
Wathington,  D.  C,  October  tS.  1913. 
The  Hon.  Chasliis  CtnrrTs. 

Pntident  of  the  VnittA  States  Senate,  Washinffton,  D.  C. 
Mr.  PaasroanT :  With  deep  regret  and  sympathy  I  received  the  moam- 
fal  tidings  of  Senator  Bcthton's  demise.  Thla  sad  news  will  not  fall 
to  create  a  aorrowfal  Impression  in  Austria,  where  the  name  of  this 
distinguished  statesman  Is  and  always  will  be  remembered  In  great 
esteem,    reverence,    and    friendship. 

The  memorable  career  of  the  departed  brought  him  on  several  occa- 
sions In  close  relation  with  Austrian  people  and  Austrian  aflTairs ;  and 
In  an  his  dealings  with  problems  concerning  my  country's  weal  he  has 
rrlneed  a  profound  and  equitable  understanding  for  the  situation  faced 
by  Austria  after  the  termination  of  the  World  War. 

I  therefore  fulfill  a  mission  Intrusted  to  me  by  my  people  and  my 
Government  when  before  the  bier  of  our  great  American  friend  I  bow 
and  reiterate  our  undying  gratitude  and  devotion. 

I  deeply  sympathise  with  the  Senate  for  the  great  loss  this  exalted 
body  saffers  through  the  death  of  one  of  its  most  distinguished  Mem- 
bers. Will  yon.  Mr.  President,  be  kind  enough  to  convey  this  expres- 
sioa  of  condolence  to  the  honorable  Members  of  the  United  States 
Senate  f 

Benewlng  to  yon,  Mr.  President,  the  expression  of  my  highest  esteem 
And  Kcard.  I  bea  to  remain. 

Most  respectfully  yoora, 

EOOAB   Pbochnik. 


Senator  FESS,  of  Ohio,  advanced  to  the  Secretary's  desk  and 
spoke  aa  follows : 

Senators  and  friends,  the  Intellectual  and  moral  appreciation 
of  eadi  generation  Is  best  reflected  in  the  type  of  leadership  It 
supports.  A  low  appreciation  will  not  welcome  a  high  standard, 
while  a  high  aKHredatlon  will  not  support  a  low  standard. 
Gaged  by  that  measure,  American  public  service  demands  a 
noble  standard  of  public  conduct.  There  is  no  better  concrete 
example  than  the  life  and  character  of  our  departed  colleague. 

fy>r  more  than  40  years,  with  but  slight  Interruptions, 
Thsodobe  E.  Bukton  has  stood  In  the  biaxe  of  public  service, 
Aarpiy  scrutinised  in  his  every  act,  without  a  blot  upon  his 
garb  or  a  blight  upon  his  armor,  with  an  increasing  public  appre- 
datlmi  of  a  career  never  more  appreciated  nor  so  applauded  as 
at  its  close.  The  last  vote  of  confidence  of  his  people  was  his 
greatest  tribute.  This  notable  career  is  a  splendid  comment 
upon  pc^mlar  appreciation  of  American  public  life. 


Contrary  to  the  too  common  declaration  that  in  public  life 
right  must  give  way  to  expediency,  that  the  statesman  must 
make  room  for  the  politician,  Soiator  BuvroN  in  his  long  and 
notable  career  demonstrated  the  signal  success  of  the  man  of 
mental  Integrity  and  moral  courage  when  made  known  to  the 
people.  As  such,  be  will  be  preferred  to  the  man  of  duplicity 
and  mental  dishonesty. 

Senator  Bustoit  early  in  his  public  career  gripped  the  im- 
agination of  the  public  by  his  brilliant  talents  and  hla  in- 
defatigable Industry.  He  early,  by  dint  of  ability,  forged  to  the 
front  and  became  a  leader  in  the  House  of  Bepresentatlves  soon 
after  his  entrance  Into  that  body.  Nothing  short  of  an  ex- 
haustive investigation  would  suffice  him  on  a  matter  of  public 
concern.  While  his  intellect  quickly  detected  the  underlying 
principle,  he  had  an  enormous  capacity  for  detail. 

When  chairman  of  the  Rivers  and  Harbors  Committee,  It  was 
said  that  he  was  familiar  with  all  the  details  of  every  stream 
asking  for  consideration.  It  was  believed  that  he  knew  more 
about  the  rivers  and  harbors  question  than  any  living  man  in 
Europe  or  America.  His  success  in  handling  these  measures  in 
the  interest  of  the  public  was  outstanding  and  marked  him  as 
a  notable  legislator.  It  was  not  infrequent  that  he  would  turn 
down  recommendations  ot  our  Army  engineers  on  projects  In 
which  his  own  constituents  were  interested,  but  with  that 
masterful  marshaling  of  facts  backed  by  that  cogency  of  rea- 
soning that  left  no  ground  upon  which  the  project  could  be 
urged.  Not  that  he  had  any  peculiar  taste  for  the  subject  of 
rivers  and  harbors ;  his  masterly  mind  would  have  been  revealed 
in  any  other  line,  such  as  finance,  commerce,  taxation,  or  any 
character  of  legislation  committed  to  his  charge  and  directiou. 

It  is  well  known  that  he  was  recognized  as  of  the  country's 
best-posted  men  on  the  science  of  finance,  having  made  notaUe 
contributions  on  the  subject.  Many  men  yet  in  public  life  will 
recall  his  distinguished  service  as  a  member  of  the  National 
Monetary  Cknnmisslon  In  1906-1910.  He  was  also  regarded  as 
an  authority  on  taxation,  and  was  conceded  to  be  one  of  the 
best-posted  legislators  on  the  subject  of  tariff  legislation,  a 
strong  advocate  of  the  American  system  of  protection  of  the 
Henry  Clay  brand. 

He  was  eminently  fitted  by  natural  ability  and  training  for 
such  service.  Born  of  an  educated  parentage,  brought  up  in  an 
atmosphere  of  scholarship,  his  college  life  was  prc^etlc  of  the 
scholar  in  politics.  His  mastery  of  the  classics,  his  famillarixa. 
tion  with  Shakespeare,  his  power  of  utterance  as  a  thinker  on 
his  feet,  which  made  him  a  ready  debater,  all  pointed  to  the 
intellectual  leader  in  public  life.  His  training  In  the  law — not 
its  mere  technique  but  its  underlying  principles — was  but  an 
additional  iMreparation  for  a  public  career  upon  which  he  was 
soon  to  enter. 

Senator  BimTx>N  thought  In  natlcHial  and  International  dimen- 
sions. While  a  Member  of  either  the  House  or  Senate,  he  re- 
garded himself  as  speaking  for  the  Nation  rather  than  for  the 
people  of  his  State  or  district  While  national  problems  gripped 
his  attention,  our  international  relations  commanded  much  of 
his  thinking.  He  would  have  made  an  ideal  diplomat,  in  that 
while  he  sympathized  with  foreign  conditions  he  never  lost  the 
American  viewpoint  His  frequent  trips  to  the  Old  World  for 
investigation  of  various  problems  in  which  his  country  was 
interested  acquainted  him  In  an  unusual  manner  with  the 
Importance  of  a  proper  foreign  policy. 

Those  who  knew  him  best  fully  realised  his  great  concern 
about  the  peace  of  the  world.  He  was  perhaps  the  foremoet 
American  In  an  endeavor  to  promote  this  great  object  He  en- 
thusiastically supported  both  The  Hague  conferences  and  felt 
that  their  deliberatlcms  had  contributed  substantially  to  world 
peace.  He  was  the  foremost  American  in  the  organization  of 
the  Interparliamentary  Union,  of  which  he  had  long  been  an 
executive  oflScer. 

It  so  happened  that  at  the  outbreak  of  the  World  War  he  was 
not  In  public  life,  having  gone  into  business  in  New  York.  No 
one,  either  In  or  outside  of  public  life,  showed  gravw*  concern 
over  the  possibilities  of  the  World  War ;  and  when  the  treaty  of 
peace  was  proposed,  Including  the  plan  of  the  League  of  Nations, 
Senator  Bttrton  was  one  of  the  closest  students  of  that  covenant 
He  expressed  his  deep  concern  over  what  should  be  the  proper 
attitude  of  his  country.  In  the  onset  It  appeared  that  the  pur- 
pose of  the  league  appealed  greatly  to  him  as  a  possible  guar- 
anty against  war,  and  he  expressed  his  hope  that  his  country 
would  study  the  possibilities  before  making  an  uncomiH^mlslng 
commitment  either  way.  I  speak  authoritatively  on  this  matter, 
for  I  hk«e  had  sevenil  letters  from  him  on  the  subject.  While 
he  displayed  a  strong  leaning  toward  some  such  plan,  he  gradu- 
ally came  to  the  conclnsion  that  the  leagtie  would  be  a  splendid 
agency  for  Eurofie,  but  doubted  the  wisdom  of  our  becoming  an 
organic  ;iurt  of  it 


S^iator  Bttbtoh  in  his  long  career  was  concerned  about  oar 
military  equipment.  He  wag  not  a  large-army  man;  neither 
was  be  a  large  or  smaU-nary  man.  He  tlioroughly  brileved  in 
adequate  national  defense,  but  was  outspoken  all  through  his 
career  against  the  unnecessary  burdens  and  dangers  of  heavy 
armament  He  strongly  supported  tlie  efforts  and  reanlta  of  th« 
Washington  conference  In  1921-22,  looking  upon  that  «v«at  aa 
one  of  the  longest  steps  toward  the  peace  of  the  worIA  fet 
taken.  He  was  eqieclally  gratified  with  the  cancdlati—  at 
the  Anglo-Japanese  alliance  and  the  set-up  for  adjustmant  of 
difficulties  that  might  arise  in  the  Pacific. 

Quite  naturally  he  would  be  one  of  the  first  men  the  GoTem» 
ment  would  think  of  to  represMit  it  in  the  rarloua  conferences 
held  In  the  Interest  of  peace.  The  work  of  these  conferences 
was  strongly  sui^wrted  by  him  as  a  Member  of  Oongress.  His 
eminent  ability,  not  only  in  finance  but  in  foreign  relations,  sug- 
gested him  as  one  of  the  leading  members  of  the  Foreign  Debt 
Commission  to  adjust  the  foreign  loans  made  by  our  Govern- 
ment to  other  governments.  In  all  of  these  fl^da  our  departed 
colleague  stood  out  as  a  leading  figure.  Aa  tlie  President  ot 
the  United  SUtea  weU  said: 

When  the  origins  of  great  and  successful  policies  are  examined  la 
the  retrospect  of  history,  the  Senator's  name  will  rank  amoag  the  flnt 
leaders  of  his  time. 

A  casual  g^nce  over  the  ontatanding  events  will  Indicate  the 
basis  for  his  notable  career.  A  college  graduate  of  one  of  Ohlo'j 
famous  Institutions ;  a  law  student  In  one  of  the  leading  offices 
of  Chicago;  a  lawyer  of  note  and  member  of  the  Cleveland 
Council ;  a  Member  of  the  House  at  BepreeentatiTes ;  a  Member 
of  the  Senate ;  a  business  man  at  the  head  of  one  ot  New  York's 
financial  institutions;  reentrance  into  the  House  of  Bepreaeata- 
tlves:  delegate  to  national  conventlcms  at  different  times;  tem- 
porary chairman  and  keynote  speaker  of  the  national  coot«i- 
tlon  of  1924 ;  faTorably  considered  for  a  Cabinet  position ;  and 
a  leading  cmitender  fOr  the  Presidency.  This  outline  indicates 
the  basis  of  a  notable  public  career.  Hia  service  in  Congreea, 
covering  a  period  of  nearly  40  years,  admirably  equipped  him 
for  ctmstructive  suggestions  on  legislaticm  such  aa  ia  now  daim- 
Ing  the  attention  <^  the  special  session,  in  the  midst  of  which 
we  are  now  laboring. 

Entering  Congress  as  a  friend  of  McKinley  In  1880,  he  became 
his  right-hand  man  in  the  enactment  of  the  McKinley  law  in  the 
following  year.  Three  years  later  he  was  one  of  the  militant 
debaters  resisting  the  Wilson  bill.  In  1897  he  had  reached  a 
commanding  position  and  was  a  tower  of  strength  in  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Dingley  bill  In  1909  he  tcwk  advanced  posi- 
tion on  wtiat  was  known  as  the  Payne-Aldrich  bill.  In  1913  he 
was  one  of  the  leading  figures  resi|^g  the  trend  In  the  Under- 
wood-Simmons bill.  In  1922,  having  reentered  the  House  the 
year  before,  he  became  a  tower  of  strength  in  the  consideration 
of  the  Fordney-McCumber  bill.  It  is  quite  obvious  that  no  man 
In  public  life  had  a  better  background  for  the  consideration  of 
tariff  legislation.  This  accounts  for  his  deep  concern  about  the 
present  bill,  about  which  he  daily  inquired  up  to  the  last  days 
of  his  life. 

It  was  touching  to  me,  as  I  called  upon  him,  that  he  would 
want  a  report  of  the  proceedings  In  the  Senate.  He  would  in- 
quire Intimately  about  this  amendment  and  that  amendment, 
and  wotild  frequently  say,  "  I  am  not  sure  whether  I  am  in 
favor  of  that  amendmeut  or  not  I  will  want  to  think  about  It 
a  little  while." 

Senator  Bcbtcw  would  properly  be  claased  with  the  conaerTa* 
tive  element  of  the  Bepublican  Party.  He  was  open  minded, 
and  quite  responsive  to  much  of  the  {srogram  announced  by 
Colonel  Boosevelt.  He  iMroke  with  that  leader  on  his  attitude 
toward  the  national  judiciary.  He  looked  upon  the  proposal  of 
the  recall  of  judges  and  judicial  decisions  as  fundamentally  un- 
sound. During  the  session  of  the  Ohio  constitutional  conven- 
tion, before  which  Colonel  Boosevelt  appeared  and  made  his 
famous  luronouncemeut,  Senator  Buaroif,  sutMiequently  address- 
ing the  same  convention,  took  strong  grounds  against  the  Boose- 
velt pronouncement. 

He  regarded  the  subjection  of  the  Judiciary  to  the  force  of 
public  clamor  as  a  fatal  pos.sibility.  An  independent  judiciary, 
free  to  decide  In  accordance  with  the  law  made  in  pursuance  of 
a  written  constitution,  was  the  palladium  of  American  liberty, 
and  any  subserviCTcy  of  the  Judiciary  was  looked  upon  by  him 
as  an  undermining  of  the  one  feature  of  the  American  system 
which  differentiates  it  from  all  other  systems  In  the  worid. 

The  Senator  was  at  home  in  the  discussion  of  constitutional 
questions,  both  from  his  study  of  theory  <»f  government  and  hia 
practical  knowledge  ot  administration. 

He  never  married.  He  chose  for  his  bride  his  country.  To 
her  he  gave  the  last  full  measure  of  devotion.    Bar  welfare  waa 
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his  amUtloB.  her  honor  fala  p«88loD.  Lore  of  coantry  to  him 
WS8  the  i^lsion  U  the  itate.  Of  a  deep  religioiw  nature,  pro- 
foundly ImprcsMd  with  the  workings  of  an  aU-wtae  Prorldence, 
next  to  his  (3od  his  derotloo  was  to  his  belored  land. 

His  friends  recall  his  oft-repeated  desire  to  die  In  the  harness. 
This  desire  was  realized ;  hence  this  public  serrlce.  From  this 
Chamber,  In  which  his  Tolce  has  been  so  often  raised,  we  bear 
OQT  belored  colleague  to  hU  final  resting  place  In  his  home  dty 
^Clereland.  where  we  will  Wd  a  sad  farewell  to  one  whose 
character  has  endowed  American  public  life  with  a  hlc^  stand- 
ard of  public  service. 

ReprcaentatlTe  W.  C.  HAWLBY  advanced  to  the  Secretary's 
desk  and  spuke  as  follows :  ^  ,     i.w 

Thhidobb  B.  BtwiDH  for  the  last  time  has  appeared  In  the 
Congreaa  of  the  Unltetl  States,  where  during  a  period  of  40  yeara 
he  has  devoted  his  nnnxual  and  great  abilities  to  the  service  of 
hi*  country.  He  had  taken  care  to  prepare  himself  for  a  pablic 
career  by  general  education  and  special  training  in  the  law. 

He  was  a  Member  of  the  House  of  RepreseatatlTee  during  the 
rifty-flrat  Congress,  the  Fifty-fourth  Congreas,  and  soeceedlng 
Congresses  to  and  indudlng  the  Sixtieth  Congress.  He  was  a 
Mcmher  of  the  United  States  Senate  during  the  Slxty-flrat, 
SIxtv-second,  and  Sixty-third  Congresses ;  was  again  a  Member 
of  the  House  during  the  Sixty-seventh,  Sixty-ei^ith,  Sixty-ninth, 
and  Seventieth  CuDgreetiea,  and  again  elected  to  the  Senate  for 
the  Seventy-first  Congress,  from  which  forum,  after  a  legislative 
8»rrlce  of  more  than  30  years,  he  was  summoned  to  appear 
before  the  Supreme  Judge  of  all  men  to  render  an  accounting  of 
his  earthly  stewmrdshlp.  This  accounting  he  was  w^  prepared 
to  make. 

During  an  extended  span  of  life.  In  the  midst  (A.  aerions  and 
difBruIt  situations,  when  matters  of  vital  Import  were  being 
determined,  where  the  patience  and  wisdom  of  strong  men  were 
severely  tested,  he  made  his  manly  way  with  good  report,  with 
increasing  honor,  and  in  the  public  confidence  of  the  whole 
world.  He  was  charged  with  duties  that  brought  on  him  the 
fierre  light  of  general  Intereet  and  inquiry.  He  grew  with  his 
opporiunltiea.  His  generous  and  noble  afiirit  became  well 
known,  until  the  time  came  when  the  puMlc  mind  was  w^  coi^ 
tent  when  great  trusts  were  committed  to  him  for  execution. 

His  public  life  may  be  divided  into  three  periods,  character- 
ized in  each  case  by  a  leadership  which  he  assumed  or  to 
whidi  he  was  called.    These  are  taken  in  chronological  order. 

HIS  tnmt  i.aii>SMHir 

For  many  years  Soiator  Bubton  devoted  his  great  ability  and 
energy  to  a  comprehensive  inquiry  into  the  proper  function  of 
water  transportation  and  the  extent  to  which  the  Government 
should  develop  this  means  of  exchange  in  commerce 

He  had  a  g^ilus  for  seeing  things  In  their  entirety — the 
finished  construction  from  the  suggested  oatUne.  In  any  great 
undertaking  some  one  must  state  its  pnrpo<«es,  outline  its  de^ 
velopment,  iMtipose  the  limit  of  its  expansion,  and  determine 
the  practicability  of  plans  for  its  accomplishment  The  path- 
way of  progress  is  strewn  with  the  ruins  of  ill-considered  under- 
takings. He  made  the  resnlts  of  his  Investigation  known 
through  nmny  channels  of  conveying  intelligence  with  a  bene- 
ficial reanlt  to  the  country.  The  general  summary  of  his  con- 
elusions  marks  an  «^  in  the  history  of  this  governmental 
activity. 

Senator  Buvroiv  was  chairman  of  the  Inland  Waterway 
OommiasiOB  la  1907-8  by  appointment  of  President  Roose- 
velt; chalraian  of  the  National  Waterways  Commission  from 
1906  to  1012,  under  an  act  of  Congress ;  and  also  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
aentatiws.  He  regarded  waterways  as  an  essential  factor  In 
modem  development,  as  a  means  of  distributing  goods,  wares, 
and  commodities  at  a  minimum  of  coat,  and  promoting  the 
gnieral  welfare  and  prosperity. 

He  aarrad  on  the  Natioaal  Monetary  Oommlaslon,  whldi  laid 
the  faundatSaa  for  Deceaaary  reforms  In  our  general  financial 
structure. 

■ta  SBCOHD  tainaasmp 

Senator  Binrroif  became  decfdy  interested  In  teteraational 
vdatlena,  with  the  special  purpose  of  promoting,  ao  far  as  In 
Urn  lay.  andty.  peace,  and  good  will  among  nationiL 

Aa  a  BDMnber  of  the  executive  cmamittee  and  cmcntlve  coun- 
cil of  the  Interparliamentary  Union,  partldpattaig  In  flie  meet- 
ings of  thcae  bodiea  at  St  Louia,  Paris,  Gearra,  Tba  Hagne 
Vienna.  Copenhagen,  Berne,  and  again  at  Parta,  from  1904  to 
192rr  be  earnestly  advocated  the  agreement  of  nations  to  such 
policlas  and  pro(«darea  aa  would  immiote  the  }ust  peace  of  the 
world  aa  tte  ffcateat  bli swing  to  mankind     Bs  wtt  a  patriotic 


Amerfean,  and  peace  to  him  meant  "  peace  with  honor."  Love 
of  country  Is  one  of  the  strongest  passions  of  men  and  women. 
It  Is  constantly  inculcated  In  the  growing  child. 

Other  nations  in  the  past  may  have  been,  and  In -the  future 
may  become,  active  opponents  of  one's  country.  But  it  must  be 
remembered  that  the  normal  relation  of  nations  for  a  long 
period  past  has  been  that  of  peace,  concord,  and  commerce, 
Interrupted  by  comparatively  brief  periods  of  violent  strife. 
Many  great  and  brave  men  have  believed  and  still  believe  that 
war  is  an  anomaly,  a  survival  from  a  less  civilized  era  In 
the  progress  of  mankind ;  that  reason  and  justice  should  con- 
trol the  relations  and  conduct  of  states  by  agreements  arising 
out  of  the  CMnity  of  nations,  as  reason  and  Justice  do  now 
govern  the  relations  and  conduct  between  individuals  under 
law.  This  is  the  hlglier  and  wider  view  which  Senator  Bubtoh 
undertook  to  promote  as  the  public  policy  of  the  world. 

He  was  a  strong  man  of  vigorous  frame  and  creative  mind ; 
he  strove  mightily,  with  the  talent  Intrusted  to  him,  to  build  up 
In  the  common  mind  of  humanity  a  new  c<»nception  of  the  rela- 
tions of  men  to  each  other  outside  the  borders  of  the  country 
to  which  they  owe  allegiance.  It  Is  believed  that  such  a  concep- 
tion, which  contains  in  it  that  which  will  ultimately  eliminate 
wars,  is  growing  in  the  general  mind.  It  is  not  to  be  under- 
stood that  Senator  BtraTow  Is  to  be  considered  alone  In  this,  but 
that  he  was  a  great  figure,  playing  an  Important  part  in  this 
drama  of  destiny.  A  citizen  may  be  a  great  patriot  and  regard 
other  nations  with  friendly  heart.  Senator  Bubtow  believed 
that  conamunltles  and  nations  benefited  by  and  prospered  with 
the  gwieral  amdioration  of  the  c<»ndition  of  others ;  that  rea.son 
and  Justice  could  find  a  fair  solution  of  international  difBculties, 
not  arising  out  of  violence  and  aggression,  ilaniestly  he  la- 
bored, diligently  be  persuaded,  eloquently  he  supported  such 
agreements  among  nations  as  would  obviate  the  occurrence  of 
armed  conflict  or.  In  cases  where  onflict  proved  unavoidaWe, 
would  limit  and  diminish  Its  ravages. 

HIS   THISO   LBAOCR8HIP 

Senator  Bubton  died  leaving  the  work  of  his  first  leaderships 
strongly  under  way  but  unfinished.  He  saw  his  third  leader- 
ship attain  its  practical  constunmation. 

His  last  service,  and  the  one  for  whidi  he  will  probably  be 
longest  remembered,  arose  out  of  his  membership  on  the  Debt 
Funding  Commission  In  arranging  with  our  former  allies  for 
the  payment  of  loans  made  to  them  during  the  World  War, 
These  settlements  presented  extreme  difficulties  and  required 
the  exercise  of  great  diplomacy.  With  distinguished  ability, 
Senator  BtnrroN  participated  in  this  work,  going  to  Europe  to 
secure  information  he  demed  indispensable,  and  so  thoroughly 
informed  himself  that  he  became  recognized  as  authority  on 
the  questions  involved. 

He  attended  the  conferences  held  with  representatives  from 
the  countries  Indebted  to  us.  He  supported  the  views  of  the 
United  States  vigorously  but  courteously.  To  him  was  due  In 
laige  measure  the  success  of  these  settlements.  When  they 
were  under  discussion  on  the  floor  of  the  House  he  advocated 
th^r  approval,  reasoning  on  their  fairness  and  justice  to  the 
parties  thereto  with  a  wealth  of  understanding  of  their  details, 
submitting  to  the  decision  of  the  House  their  imiwrtance  on  the 
ground  of  our  past  and  future  relations  with  the  countries  in- 
volved. With  profound  demonstrations  of  wisdom  and  Judg- 
ment he  proved  to  the  House  their  rea8Miablene.«is  and  neces- 
sity.   He  spoke  to  us  both  with  the  heart  and  with  the  tongue. 

In  these  settlements,  with  his  associates  he  rendered  the 
country  an  Invaluable  swrrice.  It  was  the  culminating  work  of 
a  Ufe  well  spent  in  the  public  good.  Others  have  occupied  more 
dramatic  poaltions ;  but  In  these  settlements  our  country  faced  a 
new  relation  with  other  nations  of  the  wortd,  to  whom  we  had 
for  a  long  period  of  years  presented  many  proposals  to  promote 
comity  among  nations.  Our  future  relations  with  the  powers 
and  peoples  of  earth  were  involved. 

Senator  BiTKroif  was  courteous  but  rigilant  In  debate,  kindly 
toward  his  fellows,  highly  esteemed  and  greatly  loved  by  us 
who  daily  worked  with  him. 

He  spcAe  with  the  directness  and  certainty  dt.  a  man  whose 
mind  comprrtiended  and  whose  consciwice  approved  the  rlght- 
fnlneaa  of  the  measures  he  advocated,  and  who  felt  It  was  his 
bounden  duty  to  convince  others  of  th^r  necessity  and  pro- 
priety. 

Hla  brave  heart  had  a  courage  that  rose  when  he  defended  a 
cauae,  even  an  unpopular  one,  which  his  sense  of  right  approved, 
until  the  suffldency  of  his  information,  the  strength  of  his  per- 
snaaion,  and  the  vigor  of  his  ^oquence  convinced  those  who 
heard  him  of  its  Justice. 

He  goes,  I  beUeve,  to  the  Great  Assize  without  fear,  and  I  am 
oonfid^t  he  leaves  earth  without  reproach,  wh»%  he  did  the 
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work  of  a  man  so  wen.  He  fought  his  good  fight  he  finished  his 
course,  he  kept  faith.  He  has  left  these  transitory  scenes  for 
his  eternal  place  among  the  worthy. 

The  Chaplain  of  the  Senate  then  said : 

P(«re,  perfect  peace  in  thU  dark  world  of  ain  ? 
The  blood  of  Jeeua  wtatapera  peace  within. 
Peace,  perfect  peace  by  throDging  dutiea  pressed? 
To  do  the  will  of  Jesus,  this  la  reat. 
Peace,  perfect  peace,  with  loved  one*  far  awayf 
In  Jeaua  keeping  we  are  safe  and  tbey. 

Peace,  perfect  peace,  our  fatnre  all  unknown? 
Jeaoa  we  know  and  He  is  on  the  throne. 
Peace,  perfect  peace,  death  ataadowtng  us  and  onn? 
Jesus  has  vanquished  death  and  all  its  powera. 
It  is  enough,  earth's  struggles  soon  shall  cease. 
And  JpsuB  call  us  to  heaven's  perfect  peace. 

O  Merciful  Gk)d  and  Heavenly  Father,  who  hast  taught  us 
in  Thy  holy  Word  that  Thou  dost  not  willingly  aflllct  or  grieve 
the  children  of  men,  look  with  pity,  we  beseech  Thee,  upon  the 
sorrows  of  these  Thy  servants  for  whom  especially  our  prayers 
are  desired.  Remember  them,  O  Lord,  In  mercy.  Endue  their 
souls  with  patience  under  this  their  great  affliction  and  with 
resignation  to  Thy  blessed  will.  Comfort  them  with  the  sense 
of  Thy  goodness.  Lift  up  Thy  countenance  upon  them  and  give 
them  peace.    Through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Am^i. 

O  Lord  JeMis  Christ,  grant  unto  us  Thy  servants  so  to  follow 
in  faith  where  Thou  hast  led  the  way  that  we  may  at  length 
fall  asleep  peacefully  in  Thee  and  awake  after  Thy  likeness 
through  Thy  mercy,  who  llveth  with  the  Father  and  the  Holy 
Ghost,  ever  one  God,  world  without  end.    Amen. 

O  Almighty  God,  who  ha.<t  knit  together  Thine  elect  in  one 
comuiuiiion  and  fellowship  In  the  mystical  body  of  Thy  Son, 
Christ  our  Lord,  grant  us  grace  so  to  follow  Thy  blessed  saints 
in  all  virtuous  and  godly  living  that  we  may  come  to  those 
uns|)eakable  Joys  which  Thou  hast  prepared  for  those  who 
unfeignedly  love  Thee.    Through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 

O  Almighty  God.  who  hast  been  pleased  to  take  unto  Thy- 
self the  soul  of  this  Thy  servant  we  thank  Thee  for  the  noble 
life  which  has  characterized  all  the  years  of  his  sojourn  here 
below,  and  we  pray  that  we,  with  all  those  who  are  departed 
ill  the  true  faith  in  Thy  Holy  Name,  may  have  our  perfect 
constunmation  and  bliss  in  Thy  eternal  and  everlasting  glory. 
Through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 

()  God.  the  God  of  the  spirits  of  all  flesh.  In  whose  embrace 
all  creatures  live  In  whatsoever  world  or  condition  they  be,  we 
beseech  Thee  for  him  whose  name  and  dwelling  place  and  every 
need  Thou  only  knowest.  Lord,  vouchsafe  him  light  and  rest 
peace  and  refreshment,  Joy  and  consolation  in  Paradise,  in  the 
ct»miMini(»nshlp  of  saints,  in  the  preMence  of  Chri.st,  In  the  ample 
folds  of  Tli>  great  love.  Grant  that  his  life  may  unfold  itself  in 
Thy  .sight  and  find  sweet  employment  in  the  spacious  fields  of 
etMmity.  If  in  aught  we  can  minister  to  his  peace,  be  pleased 
erf  Thy  love  to  let  this  be.  And  so  keep  us  frcma  every  act  which 
may  deprive  us  of  the  sight  of  him  as  soon  as  our  trial  time  is 
over,  or  mar  the  fullness  of  our  Joy  when  the  end  of  the  days 
hath  come.  Pardon,  O  gracious  Lord  and  Father,  whatever  is 
amiss  in  this  our  prayer,  and  let  Thy  will  be  done,  for  our  will 
is  blind  and  erring,  but  Thine  is  able  to  do  exceeding  abundantly 
above  all  that  we  ask  or  think.  Through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord. 
Amen. 

And  now,  Lord,  support  us  all  the  day  long  of  this  troublous 
life  until  the  shadows  lengthen  and  the  evening  comes,  and  the 
busy  world  is  htished  and  the  fever  of  life  is  over  and  our  work 
is  done.  Then  In  Thy  great  mercy  grant  us  a  safe  lodging,  a 
holy  rest,  and  peace  at  the  last.  Through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord- 
Amen. 

Unto  God's  gracious  mercy  and  protection  we  commit  you.  his 
dear  dilldren.  May  the  Lord  bless  you  and  keep  you.  May  the 
Lord  make  His  face  to  shine  upon  you  and  be  {.racloug  unto  you. 
May  the  Lord  lift  up  the  lljdit  of  His  countenance  upon  you  and 
give  you  His  peace  both  now  and  evermore.    Amen. 

BBOBSS 

The  funeral  ceremonies  having  been  concluded,  and  the  invited 
guests  having  retired  from  the  Chamber, 

Mr.  FBSS.  Mr.  President,  as  a  further  remark  of  respect  to 
the  memory  of  the  deceased  Senator,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
stand  in  recess  until  to-morrow  at  10  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  unanimously  agreed  to ;  and  (at  S  o'clock  and 
10  minutes  p  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow, 
Thursday,  October  81,  1029,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 
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(LegUlative  day  of  Wedne«day,  October  SO,  1929) 


The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a. 

receas. 


m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 


THE  JOlJaMAL 

Mr.  JONBS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for'  the 
aw>roval  of  the  Journal  for  the  calendar  days  of  Monday,  Octo- 
ber 28,  and  Tuesday,  October  29. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

CALL  or  THE  BOLL 

Mr.  JONES.    Mr.  President  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  U»e  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senatora 
answM^  to  their  names: 


AUen 

Ashurst 

Barkley 

Bingham 

BUck 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Brock 

BruoUiart 

Brooasard 

Copeland 

Cousens 

Cutting 

Edge 

Fletcher 

Prazler 

George 


Oillett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Ooff 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harriaoa 

Hastings 

Hawea 

Haydea 

Uebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Keudrlck 


Keyea 

Smith 

Kins 
Mc&llar 

Bmoot 

Steck 

McNary 
Norbedi 

StHwer 

Swanaon 

NorrU 

Tbomaa,  Idaho 

Nye 

Oddle 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Townaend 

OverBian 

Tydtngs 

Patterson 

Vandeoberg 

Phippa 

Wagner 
Walcott 

Pine 

Plttman 

Walah.  Mass. 

Rauadell 

Warren 

Reed 

Watennan 

Slieppard 
Shortrldge 

VNataon 

Wheeler 

Bimmona 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  wish  to  announce  the  absence  on  trfBdal 
bnsiness  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Caeawat],  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson],  and  the  Senator  from 
Montana  TMr.  Wai:.sh]. 

Mr.  SHBPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  the  necessary  ab- 
sence on  business  of  the  Senate  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  Robinson],  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Teammell],  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Conn  ally],  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  Bbatton],  and  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Dill]. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
McMastee]  is  unavoidably  absent  because  of  Illness  In  his 
family.    I  aak  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for  tlie  day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-one  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  Is  present 

PETmONS  AND  MEMOBLiLL8 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  Mary  P.  Van  Valkenburgh,  of  Belleville,  N.  J.,  trans- 
mitting a  paper  written  by  her  entitled  "  Peace,"  ^hich  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  paper 
in  the  nature  of  a  memorial  from  Charies  McAdam,  of  Dan- 
ville, 111.,  remonstrating  against  certain  alleged  acts  and  alleged 
misconduct  on  the  pnrt  of  United  States  District  Judges  James 
H.  Wilkerson  and  George  A.  Carpenter,  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
In  the  nature  of  a  petition  from  Rev.  John  A.  Wade,  rector  of 
St.  John's  Church,  of  New  York,  N.  T.,  praying  in  the  interest 
of  worid  peace  that  the  name  of  the  War  Department  be 
changed  by  eliminating  the  wwd  "war,"  that  the  department 
having  to  do  with  the  fighting  forces  be  known  as  the  de 
partment  of  national  defense,  and  that  the  three  proposed 
branches  thereof  be  named  field,  naval,  and  air,  respectively 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

AOFLANE  ACCIDENTS  OF  SEPTCMBEE  3  AND  «,   1939    (8.  DOC.  NO.  3«) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi 
cation  from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  reporting,  in  com 
pUanee  with  Senate  Resolution  136  (agreed  to  October  23.  1929)« 
relative  to  the  causes  of  the  airplane  accident  of  September  a, 
1920,  near  Mililngton,  Teun.,  and  the  airplane  accident  involr> 
ing  the  City  of  San  Francisco,  which  was  referred  to  the  Oom- 
mlttoe  (m  Commerce  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  and,  on  request 
of  Mr.  McKbxae,  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcoeo,  as  follows: 

DirAB*IIBIf9  OV  COMMBBCB, 

Omcs  or  THE  Brcwmrkmr, 
Wathimgttm,  Oetoktr  m,  tut. 
The  Ukit«I)  8TAncs  Skmatk, 

yrwMngtvn,  D.  C. 
The  Department  of  Commerce  baa  received  ^fttrntt  BeaOIotloa  No.  ISS, 
dated  September  SO,  1929,  whidi  reads  as  follows  t 
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to  Tsa  Bmi«n  m  ««s  UNmo  Btatm, 

BtpUmbtr  m  (etiemdmr  day,  October  U),  an. 

W%OT«M  OB  tkc  6Ck  day  of  SvMBber,  1929.  one  Fnnk  Bays,  u 
«nllceBOT<l  pilot,  at  •  field  vtu  Memphl*.  Tenn.,  was  allowed  and  did 
take  ap  in  an  airplane,  Heenwd  by  the  Department  of  Ormmeree,  ander 
]l«eM«  Wo.  C-M80.  aMl  earried  two  paaamura,  Bwila  M.  Dovg^aaa,  >-.. 
■a*:  Bath  Orecr,  ud  that  Mid  plaao  fell  and  both  pMoeofera  wcrt 
klUed;  and 

Whereas  tiie  airplane  (Ttty  •t  Btm  FrumoUc;  owned  by  the  Traaacon- 
tinental  Air  Tiaasport  (lac),  while  enpi«ed  la  IntereUte  air  commerce. 
was  wmrked  near  Mount  Taylor  in  the  StaU  of  New  Mexleo,  8ept*n»ber 
t,  1929,  resoltlnc  la  the  death  of  eight  pereoas ;  and 

-vrhcreas  by  the  act  of  Concreas  approred  May  20,  1926,  It  U  provided 
that  It  thflii  be  the  doty  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  "  to  Inreetlgate, 
^^^-fword.  and  make  pnbUc  the  caiwea  of  accidents  in  cItU  air  naTlgation 
in  the  United  StatM  "  ;  and 

Whereas  the  8eet«tary  of  ComaieroB  has  made  such  InTestl^tloa  and 
i^epraed  the  saaM  la  each  of  the  abore-aassed  cases,  bat  refosca  to 
make  the  caoaeo  of  soch  scdden  ta  public,  or  to  furnish  copies  of  the 
record  to  Senators  of  the  United  SUtes  upon  reqaeat,  except  in  eon- 
Idence  :  Therefbre  be  it 

Rem>lv*d,  That  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  be,  and  he  hereby  la,  re- 
Qoeeted  to  fuatah  to  the  Senate  a  statement  of  the  eansea  of  each  of 
the  acddeats  referred  to  in  this  reaolntlon  as  found  hy  the  department. 

Attest: 

( Signed)  iDWtH  P.  TaATBS, 

iSccretsvy. 

The  foUowlac  concerns  the  two  cases  speciflcally  referred  to,  and  Is 
■nbmltted  in  compliance  with  the  request  contained  in  the  resolutioa : 

ACCIU—T  or  SEmtfBSB  t,  1«9,    NKAS    MtUjaOTO!!,  TEMM. 

On  September  A,  1929,  one  Frank  Hays,  not  Uceased  ss  a  pilot  by  the 
^^)lei»artnient  of  Coatmerce,  piloted  an  airplane,  licensed  by  said  depart- 
ment i^  the  nasM  <rf  Valley  Air  line  (lac),  and  beariac  llc»se  No. 
C-998ft.  He  waa  accompanied  durlnc  the  lUcht  by  two  passencers 
whose  aasMs  «!•  (!▼«&  as  Bania  Oonslaa  aad  Rath  Orner.  Dorlnf  the 
prorress  9t  the  ilght  the  alrplaae  feU  from  a  low  altltnde  and  eraahed 
to  earth.     Tte  paMsacers  were  kUlud  and  the  pilot  serkmsly  iajiired. 

From  availahla  iafttrmatlon  it  appears  that  Frank  Haya  was.  la  the 
partleolar  iaatanee,  flying  the  aliplane  la  Tiolation  of  the  owner's 
Instructions:  that  he  waa  executlns  acrobatic  maneurers  at  low  altl- 
todss ;  aad  that  dnrlns  one  soch  maneaver  he  apparently  perstitted  the 
airplane  to  lose  flying  speed  and  was  unable  to  regain  control  in  ttras 
to  prerant  eontaet  with  ths  ground. 

It  la  noted  that  Senate  Besolotloa  185  Indodea  ths  following  state- 
maat :  **  Ftaak  Bays,  an  onllccnsed  pilot  •  •  •  was  allowed  and 
did  take  ap  an  ftTp'aitt.  liceoaed  by  the  Departsaent  of  Commerce."  At- 
tention Is  InTlted  to  the  fset  that  no  soch  permission  was  given  hy  the 
department.  Bather  the  flight  by  Hays  was  not  only  a  Tiolation  of  the 
air  commerce  regulations  bat  also  of  the  air  commerce  act. 

aurtoan  accmaaT  nrvoLTiiio  "cirx  of  sah  ff«i.nctacD" 

On  nuitiMatiiir  S,  ltS9.  an  alrplaas  belonging  to  Transcontinental  Air 
Transport  (Inc.)  left  Alboqaarqoe,  N.  Max..  at  10.20  a.  aL  oa  a  schednlsd 
flight  to  QlMdaJs,  Oallf.  At  approximatsly  00  milaa  westerly  f^om 
Aibnqaerqae.  at  the  indicated  Ume  of  11.01  a.  sa.,  oa  ths  same  date,  it 
eraahed  into  s  slope  leading  to  Mount  Taylor. 

The  airplane  In  oasstloB  waa  licensed  by  the  Department  of  Coaunaree 

I     la    the    name    of   Traaacoattnental   Air    Transport    (Inc.),    and   bars 

llcen«i  No.   NC-O049.     The  pilot  was  J.  B.   Stowa.   the  copilot  S.  A. 

Dletel.  both  «<  whom  ware  Uceased  aa  traaa|>ort  pUats  by  ths  depart- 

m«ait. 

From  aTallabla  Information  it  is  obTlons  thst  the  alrplana  eacoun- 
tersd  a  serara  thuaderstarm  la  the  immediate  Tldnlty  of  Mbant  Taylor, 
daring  which  It  coUldad  with  the  slope  of  the  mountala,  on  the  wind- 
ward aide  tharaaL  All  oeenpanta  of  the  alrplaae.  iaeladtng  passengers 
aad  ertw,  araca  fatally  taiTolved.  Therefore  ao  direct  infomatloa  fram 
any  vt  tbem  Is  aTallable.  aad  becaaas  it  oecwred  la  aa  iaolatad  area 
ft  baa  aet  ban  poariMa  ta  loeate  say  eyswltnssssa  ta  tha  acckUnt. 

It  li  as<  pesslbis  to  dsflaltely  determlaa  ths  contrfbatlag  factors 
•tfesr  fkaa  h$»  bsaa  aCatai  la  tbs  prseadteg  paragrapb.  BowsTtr,  three 
aliawaMfi  MMpat  ttaaMHao,  ••  fMawi : 

VN  ptmi  ma9  teat  satsrai  fba  atarm  afaa  lataadtag  to  flr  tbaaagt 
H  aai  mmwt  Ma  fla»fl  *ffm  aaadlllaaa  on  tfca 
tefa  ■Jawliiiirii  Ma  ilaaiiag  oM  aalaaMf  a#  tta 
vtaiii  to  PMflifty  il^  it  aof  feofa  law  aiMMa  la  owaM  Mm  mm 
tmi  «M  ininiflf  %9  mmaHt  WHim  H,  fflof  iftowly  ta  ii«  Mrrato 

V^VIV^^^P  f    ^V    ^^r    ^BV^     ^^^^^r    ^^^WP    VPP^^^^PPVI^P    p^    ^^^^V    ^^W^w^^WP    v^^F    ^^^^fHP 
Wlt^m   P^^F   B^^^H^V^^RP  0OT  flPV   i^WP   ^^^^^^Wr^    WPP^lWWww    HPV   P^^WP^Tw   "^W^W^w^^W 

01  Ifea  atom  floi  flIfpiMMr 
TftaNTli  MtaMNM  ttM  Ifea  »tn*t>'»  MM  la  ligrtlag  ffafarfr  M 
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ttffi*  an  far  tha  porpoae  of  arrlTing  at  pracdeal  condusioas.  In  aa  eCact  - 

to  a  nt9  remedial  BKssures  la  fntare  operations. 

E  ispectfully  submitted. 

B.  P.  Lamoitt, 

Beertiartf  of  Commerce. 
B0OBT  07  A  HOMINATION 

l4r.  GILLETT,  aa  in  execatlve  seaaiou,  from  the  Committee  on 
tlie  Jadlciarj,  reported  the  nomination  of  Loais  Edward  Gra- 
ham, of  Pennsylvania,  to  be  United  States  attorney,  western 
district  of  Penn^rlTanla,  vice  John  D.  Meyer,  resigned,  which 
wa4  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Executive  C^endar. 

BILLS  INTBODUCED 

Ejills  were  introduced,  read  the  flrst  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 
m  Mr.  COPBLAND : 

A  bill  (S.  1963)  for  the  relief  of  members  of  the  crew  of  the 
transport  AntUlei;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
I  y  Mr.  SHORTIUDGE  : 

A  bill  (S.  1964)  for  the  rdief  of  Dtmald  M.  lIcRae;  to  the 
Cm  unittee  on  Finance. 

i  bill  (S.  1965)  for  the  relief  of  Titus  Leo  Crane;  to  the  Com- 
mit ;ee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

i    bill  (S.  1966)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Clarence 
S.    »«rson8 ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensiwia 
i   bill  (S.  1967)  for  the  relief  of  Frank  W.  Campf)ell ; 
i .  bin  (S.  1968)  for  the  reUef  of  .Joseph  L.  Kavis ; 
i    bill  ( 8.  196»)  for  tlie  relief  of  Harry  Breeze  JtAnson ;  and 
> .  bill  ( 3.  1970)  for  the  reUef  U  Eugene  Sullivan ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 
y  Mr.  HARRISON : 

Mil  (S.  1971)  for  the  reUef  of  Bnford  E.  EUis;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Qaims. 
y  Mr.  COUZBNS: 

bill  (S.  1972)  granting  a  pension  to  Raymond  C.  Lee  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions, 
y  Mr.  TYDINGS : 

bUl  (S.  1973)  to  amend  section  4  (a)  of  Public  Statute  No. 
Seventieth  Congress,  entitled  "An  act  to  enable  the  mothers 
widows  of  the  deceased  soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines  of  the 
An^erican  forcea  now  interred  in  the  cemeteries  of  Europe  to 
make  a  pilgrimage  to  these  cemeteries";  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 
J  Mr.  HARRIS : 

bill  (S.  1974)  to  provide  for  holiday  mail  service  in  certain 
on  rural  free-delivery  routes;  to  the  Committee  on  l*oat 
and  Pofl*  Roads, 
y  Mr.  JONES  (by  request) : 
bill   (S.  1975)   to  create  and  establish  a  national  United 
Stitee    educational    peace    ci>inmlsHion    to    promote    peace    by 
of  education ;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
y  Mr.  McKELLAR : 
bill  (8.  1976)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  J.  Hutchens 
(^th  accinnpanylng  papers) ;  and 

bill  (8.  1977)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Henry  H. 
(with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 

y  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana : 

jt  bill  (8.  1978)  providing  for  the  preparation  and  dlstribu- 
tlo  1  of  a  pamphlet  commemorating  the  two  hundred  and  fiftieth 
aaiiversary  of  the  landing  of  Rene  Robert  Cavelier  Sieur  de 
La  Salle  on  the  soil  of  St.  Joaefdi  County,  Ind. ;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Library. 

AinovnioBrr  to  thx  tabitv  kojl 

Mr,  A8HUR8T  submitted  an  amendment  Intended  to  be  pro- 
po(ed  by  him  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which 
wuft  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

MViSIOH  or  THI  rAKur 

le  flenate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con* 

.•MtUm  of  tbe  bDI  (H.  R  2807)  to  pn;rtde  revf^ue,  to  regU' 

ennaieree  with  foiwlyii  conntrlea,  t«  encourage  the  Imln^trte^ 

\th§  Ufllted  fUtae^  to  prot««rt  Atnerkan  latNir,  and  ftn  other 

WAT80N/    Mf/  FffNldent,  wtntt  fl  m§p*M  i^fMm)  fiH^' 

•nr  m$wt§wtmt  datfMrtM  gud  itU  iwrfitni*  nymtpm  ts  rnttuUtu  wt 

iMi  IM  pft4mMf  UUtm  •  mm*  mt^itMUftt  and  rtHmftifm  f^fw 

\ik/m,  §»6  •  imm  ptmmtfUim  mm,  %hm»  mtAm  ttihm  ttmt4i* 

Pitoff  flOMtfwlMt  til  tk§i  m$n^Uiim.  I  §m  ^iitm\h%  the 

to  tlw  ItflMfi  Mi  iMa  time  to  (Mrrtoifw  •  ntotn  eintumt' 

'9  wttf  tlM0  I  elhiiwlae  Mtoto/ 

m»  Mt  f^ofiat  dMI  dito  la  die  MmmU  id  ihm  United  HUlea* 

ttH  Mi  fWMttoB  to  Ut  tottotote.    I  am  im^  pet^pMmi  Ut  mv 

tt#  tflO«to  to  tocfl^aMe  ot  fmettontof  ta  the  faUierM  <!•- 

'  to  tte  CtmtfdtVtUm  and  m  has  beao  its  wtmt  and  ita  abll- 

tnm  tim  foandaUon  of  tbe  Oorenuneot  op  to  tbto  boor.    As 
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long  as  men  bold  one  another  off  at  arm's  length  and  hurl  ^• 
tbets  they  get  nowhere.  That  course  of  conduct  never  does  lead 
to  anjthing  bot  disturbance  and  perhaps  warfare.  But  If  men 
will  sit  down  about  a  table  and  contemplate  a  situation  in  all 
its  aspects  and  have  the  will  to  do  the  tilings  which  ought  to  be 
done  a  reuiK)nable  way  can  always  be  found  to  do  them. 

I  speak  with  entire  kindness  for  everybody,  but  I  realise  how 
in  the  give  and  take  of  debate  in  a  parliamentary  body  men  be- 
come aroused  and  perhaps  view  situations  as  they  would  not 
otherwise  do.  ThM*e  are  literally  a  sufficient  number  of  Sena- 
tors in  this  t>ody  who  represent  agricultural  States  and  who 
realise  that  there  must  be  adilitioual  rates  imposed  upon  agri- 
cultural products  coming  into  this  country  from  abroad  in  com- 
petition with  tlieir  own  to  pass  a  tariff  bill.  There  are  Senators 
here  representing  industrial  States  who  brieve  that  some  of 
their  industries  are  entitled  to  additional  rates.  They  could 
facilitate  the  passage  of  the  tariff  bill.  But  the  trouble  about 
it  is  that  they  do  not  get  together  to  accomplish  tlie  coauaou 
purpose. 

Nobody  wants  to  destroy  an  American  industry.  There  is  not 
a  Senator  from  the  Northwest  who  deliberately  would  ruin  an 
American  institution  or  pull  down  a  factory  and  (urn  its  labor- 
ing i)eople  adrift.  Nobody  wants  to  do  that  Therefore  it  is 
the  sane  and  sensible  thing  for  men  to  do  to  sit  down  around  a 
table  and  reason  out  what  are  the  just  rates  to  be  imposed  in  a 
measure  of  this  kind,  and  then  proceed  to  pass  the  bill. 

It  Is  true  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  McNaky]  and  I 
▼Islted  the  President  yesterday  evening,  not  at  his  request  but 
at  my  suggestion,  and  that  we  discussed  the  situation  with  him. 
It  is  true  that  the  President  is  anxious  to  have  a  bill  passed, 
because  it  is  a  part  of  his  presidential  program ;  we  all  know 
that.  This  session  was  called  especially  for  two  purix)se8 — one 
the  farm  bill,  which  is  beMnd  us,  and  the  other  the  enactment 
of  tariff  legislation.  Whatever  the  President  may  have  had  in 
mind.  Senators,  the  House  of  Representatives  passed  a  bill  and 
sent  it  over  to  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate  had  nothing  to  do  but 
to  consider  that  bill  sent  to  it  by  the  House  by  a  very  great 
majority. 

Of  course,  this  body  has  twice  acted  upon  the  propositicm  to 
consider  the  agricultural  schedule  alone,  and  twice  it  was  de- 
cided that  industrial  sche<lules  must  also  be  considered.  There- 
fore the  sane  thing  to  do,  from  my  viewpoint,  is  to  find  out 
what  schedules  ought  to  be  considered  and  what  rates  In  those 
schedules  ought  to  he  imposed.  Tliat,  of  course,  seems  in  some 
resitects  like  a  difficult  task,  but  the  will  to  do  will  accomplish 
the  deiHl ;  the  will  to  peace  is  essential  to  peace,  and  the  will  to 
pass  a  tariff  act  and  the  intent  to  do  it  is  an  inevitable  pre- 
cursor to  the  passage  of  the  act  its^f. 

I  am  assuming  that  there  are  Senators  enotigh  in  this  body 
on  both  sides  who  feel  that  there  are  institutions  and  indus- 
tries in  their  States  that  really  need  additional  protection 
to  pass  a  bill.  The  trouble  about  it  is  we  have  not  gone  about 
it  in  a  conciliatory  fashion,  and  at  the  present  time  there  Is 
a  disposition  on  the  part  of  many,  some  of  them  my  very  closest 
friends,  to  adjourn  Congress  and  go  away  without  passing  the 
tariff  bill.  I  am  compelled  to  go  away  under  the  advice  of 
doctors  for  a  little  while,  but  if  I  were  here  I  never  should 
agree  to  a  proposition  to  adjourn  this  Congress  without  passing 
the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indtona 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  yield,  though  I  should  prefer  to  finish  my 
statement. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senator  referred  to  tlie 
fact  that,  whatever  the  original  program  was,  the  House  has 
passed  a  tariff  bill,  and  we  ought  to  give  consideration  to  and 
pas!«  a  tariff  bill.  However,  how  can  we  iKwslbly  do  that ;  bow 
can  it  be  done  nn<ler  our  resi>onHlblllty  without  a  comploie  and 
full  study  of  evt^ry  single  amendnMmt  made  to  the  preaent  tow 
by  the  Houae,  and  Is  not  that  bound  to  take  a  ffraat  deal  of 


by  the 
time? 


Mr.  WATMON,  Mr  President,  trt  courm  \t  we  tkUi  fofnf  to 
atand  np  and  debate  t^ttry  item  whirh  cornea  ttt^^and  tbere  are 
2\mi  Wmtm  to  tbto  toriff  tdU--we  wu\d  he  beiv  tl4Mt  difa 
or  2UNX)  WM4ai  \mi  to  tlie  «lve-«nd  tolM*  oi  tofftototl/m^-^ind  1 
bate  ml  ihfmuiU  i  isnmi  nmuif  tHritt  tdlto— Memt^^ra  tm  tmih 
^Ulm,  im  all  n\ntm,  i'nn  ait  6*mn,  tolfc  it  ttifttf,  and  l»rni^y  Mfgrm 
wp</(>  what  4uh  im  (Untti,  tUmut  mm  muf  imuftt^,  '*tm,  ttoit  to 
•  Ntsf'^iMMl/sv  tfrmvmUtt^"',  tml.  im,  it  to  utA^  TW  rmtAt  to 
bfimidit  tiui  \uttt  i\m  tfptfUi  #r4«r)lMdf  toM  an  npfaMtonltf  U» 
fuUt  tm  It,  It  to  a  maKinff  td  mfnda  ifthtrwtm  uppvimA  *m  a 
etimmtm  urupfHiUUm,  and  irtoere  tUmm  to  a  nmetlni  *>t  mtoda 
tbttn  will  tm  d4Mftoive  at^Um,  I  tbtok  tkU  tlito  tMhS  Mil  cm  to 
ImumhmJ,  aad  X  tldnk  it  ongUt  ta  bt  jwiaml 


Tto>«e  waa  some  soggeetion  to  the  momtog  newspapers  that 
the  Preaident  said  be  would  do  thto  or  do  that.  I  very  greatly 
regret  that  the  dear  friend  ot  mine  who  wrote  the  article  per- 
haps drew  a  little  bit  on  hto  imagination  to  that  reqiect  I 
have  never  at  any  time  asked  the  President  to  tell  me  whether 
be  would  sign  the  bill  or  not  or  what  he  would  do  by  way  of 
making  a  concessioo.  I  do  not  think  any  President  ought  to  be 
asked  what  attitude  he  assumes  toward  a  measure  pending  in 
Congress.  When,  however,  the  bill  goes  to  conference  and  ap- 
proaches a  finality  then  we  may  determine  with  the  President 
what  or  what  not  should  be  left  out  in  accordance  with  his  desire 
pending  a  veto  or  facing  a  veto,  but  never  before. 

Senators,  I  can  not  get  It  out  of  my  mind  but  that  we  could 
sit  down.  Senators  from  tbe  Northwest  and  Senators  from  the 
East  and  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber — because 
there  are  iSenators  over  there  who  want  a  protective  tariff  bill 
passed — and  come  to  a  condusion  about  certain  rates.  We 
must  either  do  that,  or  recognize  and  acknowledge  that  the 
S«iate  (^  the  United  States  is  an  impotent  and  incompetent 
body  to  legislate. 

My  friends,  I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that  there  to  something  of 
sectional  strife  in  this  matter,  but  it  is  more  apparent  than 
real.  I  have  talked  with  Senators  from  the  Northwest  They 
are  not  nearly  so  hostile  as  some  imagine.  We  must  not  forget 
that  Senators  from  the  East  voted  for  the  farm  bill  and  the 
legislation  and  the  appropriations  to  carry  it  into  effect,  and 
that  thej'  are  ready  to  vote  for  other  appropriations,  If  neces- 
sary, to  carry  out  the  final  design  of  that  legislation.  And  we 
must  not  forget  that  Senators  from  tlie  Northwest  recognize 
the  fact  that  there  are  industries  which  need  bolstering  up  in 
accordance  with  the  suggestion  of  the  President,  Industries  lag- 
ging behind.  Industries  that  need  additional  protection.  No- 
body disputes  that.  Then  wliy  can  we  not  sit  down,  find  out 
what  industries  need  additional  protection  and  afford  that  pro- 
tection. That  to  me  is  tlie  sane  way  for  a  body  of  United 
States  Senators,  the  very  leaders  of  public  thought  and  opinion 
In  America  to  conduct  themselves. 

Pardon  me;  I  am  not  try  tog  to  lecture  anyl>ody  or  to  pre- 
scribe a  course  of  conduct  I  am  merely  expressing  my  toward 
feeling. 

When  men  came  before  our  committee  they  made  stotementa 
about  the  conditions  of  their  Induatries;  they  went  toto  detail 
as  to  the  number  of  workers  who  were  employed,  tbe  wages 
paid,  the  production,  the  cost  of  conversion,  and  they  gave 
similar  data  as  to  competing  production  abroad,  and  all  that 
sort  of  thing.  They  thought  certato  rates  were  necessary.  We 
then  took  those  questions  up  with  the  representatlvea  of  tbe 
Tariff  Commission,  and — I  may  be  mistaken,  I  may  overstate  It 
but  I  do  not  intend  to  do  so — my  present  recollection  is  that  to 
nearly  every  instance  we  took  the  words  as  they  fell  from  the 
lips  of  the  representatives  of  the  Tariff  Commission  as  to  the 
necessities  of  the  situation,  and  not  the  words  presented  by 
the  manufacturers  or  the  leaders  of  tlie  industries  themselvesL 
We  finally  had  to  rely  upon  the  experts  furnished  by  tbe  Gtor- 
ernment,  and  we  laid  down  the  yardstick  and  attempted  to  fix 
the  rates  whicli  should  be  imposed  to  order  to  measure  tbe 
difference  in  the  conversion  cost  here  and  in  competing  oaua- 
tries.    If  we  were  wrong,  let  the  facts  be  developed. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  WATSON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  proposition  just  sUted  by  tbe  Sena- 
tor is  one  that  has  given  me  more  trouble  than  any  other.  As 
I  understand,  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  admitted 
that  in  ocmsidering  the  rates  the  committee  did  not  bare  befoiv 
it  the  mass  producers,  as  be  described  them,  and  the  committee 
got  no  estimate  of  production  coata  from  tbem.  The  trouble 
wltb  us  in  tbe  Northwest  la  ttwt,  whito  we  are  willing  to  pro- 
tect erery  totdtlmate  Indttstry,  we  are  not  willing  to  protect 
|80«000,000  to  profits  a  quarter  for  the  United  lltatea  ffteel  Co. 
That  to  one  of  the  cmunm  of  our  trouhto— the  exrew*  profit* 
piled  ttp  mider  tarllT  lawa.  TImi  United  Mtatea  Meff  C4f,  and 
otbar  torff*  ffumtifaetiirvrs  dtd  not  nmut  trnforit  ttm  itrmmHttm 
•nd  did  imC  muiB  Umtf  mwm  or  anytbtof  of  ihu  UinA,  It  iwffiii 
t*f  mo  tliMt  to  ttw  lino  trf  difittim  im  wkMi  tho  fttrrthwtmt  and 
tho  Motffb  ara  tmltod  to  tlito  ttmiMwrn,  It  to  not  n^rNff  tt*o 
tfmptu  of  0m  Waal  wtto  Bto  mdlMtmi  ttNi  tnmmn  oif  itm  Kaat 
•iw  m^orUm,  ym  aa  dto  Mrmara  of  tlia  Waal  arv,  and  ttoi 
gHumtUm  Ommrrm  mttmttitm  in  titoir  Mtolf, 

Mr,  KOHmSHK,    Mr,  VrmMtmi 

Tha  VICV  trnxnUHSWr,  Itom  tho  ItoAator  from  ladtoM 
rtold  to  tha  Itooator  from  ttotth  DsfcoUl 

Mr.  WATHOM .    1  jrteM. 
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Mr.  NORBECK.  I  challeBse  the  sUtemeot  <rf  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  that  africoltnre  ia  deprcaecd  in  the  Eaat  to  any  such 
extent  aa  U  la  Ui  the  West 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Perhaps  It  is  not  depresaed  in  eqnal 
degree,  hot  in  AoKust  I  saw  bondreds  of  abandoned  farms  in 
northern  New  York  and  sobm  over  in  Vermont,  and  tliose  were 
In  the  dairy  districts,  which  are  sappoeed  to  be  the  moat  proa- 
peroos  of  all  the  agricultoral  industries. 

Mr.  NOBBECK.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  is  no  doubt 
aware  of  the  Induatrlal  Conference  Board  report,  and  girea 
credence  to  tlieir  statonent.  which  shows  that  during  tlie  time 
the  farmers  in  the  Northwest  took  an  arerage  deflation  of 
more  than  00  per  ctet  the  New  England  farmer  gained  a  little. 
His  market  is  a  limited  market,  and  he  has  the  same  large 
Increase  in  cost  of  production,  but  he  was  able  to  aak  a  high 
price  and  to  get  It,  while  the  farmer  in  the  Northwest  was  not 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  think  the  Senator  is  about  right  aa  to 
that ;  bat  notwithatandlng  that  the  dairy  farmer  of  New  Eng- 
land is  not  prosperous.  Pertiaps  he  is  not  aa  badly  off  in  er^y 
regard  as  la  the  dairy  farmer  in  Iowa,  but  I  think  there  is  not 
much  dUference. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  President,  I  should  Uke  to  be  permitted 
now  to  say  Just  a  few  words  more,  if  the  Senate  will  indulge  me. 

The  VI€!E  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Indiana  declines 
to  yield  further. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  passage  of  a  Uriff  bill  is  always  filled 
with  complexities  became  it  reaches  ey«y  business  institution 
and  goes  practlcany  into  erery  township  in  America,  as  it  re- 
lates to  either  apiculture  or  manufacturing  or  mining.  There- 
fore, naturally  erery  body  is  interested,  but  I  beg  my  friends, 
those  on  the  other  side  and  those  behind  me,  to  remember  that 
after  all,  this  is  really  a  protectiTe  tariff  country;  protection 
has  been  its  coonomic  policy  during  practically  all  the  history 
of  America.  While  I  do  not  claim  that  was  the  sole  iasoe  in  the 
last  campalgD — it  would  be  folly  to  make  such  a  statraoent  as 
that — ncrerthcleas  the  tariff  entered  into  It  Ererybody  who 
supported  Mr.  Hoorer  on  the  stump  talked  it  A  aiajority  was 
given  to  him,  and  the  President  has  made  known  his  Tiews  in 
acoordanee  with  the  platform.  The  President  is  tor  the  passage 
vt  a  tariff  bill ;  the  House  of  RepresentatiTes  already  has  passed 
a  tariff  bill,  and  those  of  aa  who  were  on  the  Finance  Committee 
hen  in  the  Senate  formulated  for  the  Senate  the  bill  which  is 
now  under  consideration  here.  It  Is  to  me  unthinkable  that  some 
sort  of  tariff  bill  will  not  erentuate  from  this  situation  in  whidi 
we  find  ovrselTea. 

As  a  Soaator  of  long  experience,  one  who  has  in  riew  finally 
the  good  of  the  eoontry  rather  than  the  good  of  any  party,  I 
piaad  with  Biy  aamdates  to  get  together  in  the  qilrit  of  concilia- 
tion and  not  hostility,  and  finally  paas  a  tariff  Mil,  which  I  hope 
arill  rssRSlt  to  the  benefit  of  all  character  of  industry  in  America. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Preddent  I  am  sure  that  the  Senate 
will  pardon  ■•  for  qwaking  just  a  moment  in  a  personal  vein. 

Aa  one  of  those  who  haa  served  fhiriy  long  I  wish  to  eipress 
to  the  Bewator  tnm  Indiana  my  very  deep  regret  that  he  is  com- 
pelled by  physical  necessity  to  leave  the  Chamber,  as  we  an 
know  he  Is  conpelled  to  do,  and  to  cxptcos  to  him  my  hope  that 
within  a  very  brief  tfane  he  wHl  return  to  us  wholly  restored 
la  health. 

I  am  not  goteg  to  dtscusa  now  the  qnestloo  preocnted;  later 
in  the  day.  if  it  shall  become  pertinent  I  may  do  so;  but  y»- 
terday,  sir,  there  waa  etched  upon  my  memory  with  a  eameoiike 
distinctness  a  scene  here  that  never  shall  I  forget  And  as  one 
who  has  served  here  now  for  many  years^  one  who  has  known 
the  Senator  tnm  Indiana  tot  a  quarter  of  a  century,  one  who 
knowa  hla  pveaent  phjsleal  condition,  I  wish  him  Godspeed  in 
the  «Ddsavnr  to  re^in  hla  health.  I  trust  he  will  return  to  us 
the  sanse  old  Jut  WAiaoir  that  he  was  in  the  past  and  that  he 
■ay  be  with  «•  for  ssany,  many  years  in  the  future.  [Applause 
on  both  sides  of  the  CaMmber.] 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 
tnm  Indiana  are  qvlte  timely ;  and  I  am  very  glad  that  he  haa 
set  at  fast  the  false  tnpresalon  that  might  have  been  created 
apoo  the  pohUc  oUnd  by  newa  articles  appearing  in  this  mom- 
ing's  papcta.  I  aai  glad  that  he  had  hla  conference  with  Presi- 
dent Hoover.  Bat  I  am  aonry  that  he  was  unat»le  to  extract 
fron  the  President  soose  expression  aa  to  hla  viewa  toudiing 
thia  partlcolar  tariff  MIL 

There  haa  been  a  lot  <rf  talk  daring  the  last  two  days  as  to 
the  wise  policy  for  the  Senate  to  porsne  in  view  of  the  eoaf»- 
slon  brought  aho«it  by  this  tariff  controversy.  Some  of  the 
RepubUean  leadera.  it  la  <|uite  tree,  have  initiated  a  movement 
to  have  Ooogress  adjourn  now;  others  at  a  later  date.  Still 
oChsrs  thiak  that  we  shoold  go  ahead  and  fi^  It  out  But 
in  view  of  what  the  leader  of  the  Repnbllcan  majority  in  the 
Senate  aaya  now  rewperting  the  Preeidenfa  p«>^t«ff»  that  a  tariff 
bill  oaght  to  be  psBKd  during  this  session  of  Congress,  them 
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ii  but  one  thing  left  for  the  Senate  to  do :  We  ought  to  drive 
t  irough ;  we  ought  to  do  it  expeditloosiy,  offer  amendments, 
c  ebate  for  a  reasonable  time  those  that  shonld  be  debated,  vote 

0  Q  them  as  quickly  as  possible,  frame  our  tariff  legislation  here, 
■  nd  let  the  matter  go  to  conference. 

I  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Indiana  when  he  says 
ti  kat  the  President  should  not  take  a  hand  now,  t>ut  should  wait 

1  ntil  we  get  into  conference  on  this  tariff  bill.  I  am  not 
coamored  of  the  idea  of  a  President  trying  to  whip  Congress 
iito  line;  but  when  the  President  calls  the  Congress  into  ex« 
taordinary   session   to  revise   the   tariff,   and   his  own   party 

<  ivlde  aa  they  have  divided  on  this,  each  wing  of  the  party  con- 
iclentioua  in  their  convictions,  I  say  that  as  the  leader  of  the 
I  arty  the  President  ought  to  express  himself  and  take  sides  as 
between  the  opposing  factions  of  his  party ;  and  certainly  if  he  ia 

Ing  to  do  it  when  the  bill  gets  Into  conference,  there  is  no 

n  tor  his  not  doing  it  at  this  particular  time. 
We  are  here  every  day  from  10  o'clock  in  the  morning  until 
o'clock  in   the  evening,   working  as  I   have  never  seen   the 
denate  work  before,  in   the  consideration  of   this   tariff  bilL 
(lortainly  it  is  enough  to  kill  Senators;  and  if  we  are  fighting 

I  bout  a  vain  proposition,  if  it  is  a  fruitless  effort,  if  the  matter 

I I  going  to  be  strangled  and  our  fight  lost  in  conference  through 
■xecntive  interference,  then  why  not  know  now  and  adopt  a 
I  olicy  that  will  save  needless  work  and  worry. 

That  is  my  idea  about  it ;  but  the  Senator  from  Indiana  has 
cipressed  himself,  frtwh  from  a  conference  with  the  President, 
I  nd  he  says  that  the  President  wants  a  tariff  bill  passed.  The 
fenator  from  Indiana  wants  a  tariff  bill  passed.  Those  of  us 
^ho  disagree  ';;7ith  the  recommendations  of  these  gentlemen  of 
e  majority  of  the  Finance  Committee,  handed  to  us  In  the 
riff  bill  which  we  are  considering,  must  express  our  views  in 
form  of  amendm^its  and  put  them  through  here — the 
uicker  the  better. 
So  it  seems  to  me  that  the  policy  from  now  on  should  be 
r  us  to  offer  amendments  that  we  think  will  help  the  bill, 
t  will  carry  out  our  Ideas  of  tariff  legislation,  and  vote  on 
em  after  they  have  been  discussed  for  a  reasonable  time; 
at  no  ol)8tacles  ^ould  be  thrown  in  the  way,  that  no  delay 
ould  be  fostered,  and  we  shonld  submit  to  the  President  some 
Mind  of  a  Mil;  and  then  he  can  assume  the  responsibility  of 
i  edding  whether  or  not  it  meets  with  his  wishes  and  camiMlgn 
I  icdaes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dties  the  Senator  from  Mifislaslppl 
jleld  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr.  HARRISON.  I  yl^d  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Indiana,  for  whom  I 
4ntertain  an  affectioimte  regard,  during  the  course  of  bis  re- 
1  Barks  suggested  that  representatives  of  the  divergent  groups 
I  ere  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  get  off  into  a  conferenc**  and 
igree  on  what  rates  ought  to  be  maintained  and  what  ought 
1  ot  to  be,  and  bring  back  the  result  of  their  labors  here  and  put 
i^  through. 
I  do  not  suppose  the  Senator  from  Indiana  intended  to  convey 
e  Impression  that  he  thought  that  any  group  of  men  here  on 
floor  of  the  Senate  ought  to  go  out  into  secret  session  and 
ring  back  the  result  of  their  deliberations  and  expect  the 
nate  to  adopt  it  without  consideration  or  debate.  Does  the 
^nator  from  Mississippi  believe  tliat  «udi  a  course  pursued  by 
1  BfiMsentatlves  of  the  divergent  views  on  the  pending  bill  would 
lesult  in  expedition  or  in  worse  confusion?  Is  there  any  way 
la  whi<A  the  Senate  can  perform  its  fnnctions  except  drfiber- 
I  tely  to  debate  each  amendment  as  it  is  offered,  and  consider 
i^  here  aronnd  our  own  table  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate? 
Mr.  HARRISON.  There  is  none  whatever.  We  are  follow- 
g  the  <mly  logical  course.  It  may  be  that  we  could  save  a  few 
ments  of  time ;  but,  so  far  as  the  mlnwlty  are  concerned,  we 
ve  never  attempted  to  delay  the  bill.  We  want  to  expedite 
and  we  are  going  to  cooperate  to  that  end. 
One  word  more,  Mr.  President  and  I  shall  have  flnlsbed: 
The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  is  one  of  the  most 
tteloved  Senators  In  this  body.  I  know  that  the  Senator  from 
<!allf0mla  [Mr.  Johhboi»]  has  voiced  the  unanimous  sentiment 
<f  this  body  when  he  wishes  him  a  quick  restoration  to  full 
1  ealth.  I  served  with  the  Senator  from  Indiana  in  the  House. 
1  hare  served  with  bhn  in  the  Senate  I  sat  by  his  side  through 
t  Je  hot  months  of  this  summer,  listening  to  witnesses  from  enriy 
I  lom  sometimes  to  late  at  nlgjit  I  know  that  he  has  worked 
1  ard.  I  know  that  he  has  worked  himself  almost  into  a  frazzle 
c  a  thla  bill.  He  Is  taking  the  right  course  to  go  to  some  place 
1  >r  complete  rest    He  says  he  is  going  on  an  antomobile  trip 

<  own  through  the  sunny  South — one  of  the  best  places  in  the 
1  orld  to  go.  I  hope,  when  he  shall  have  finished  his  Journey 
t  irough  Florida,  that  he  will  go  to  God's  real  cotmtry,  over 
a  Diongst  the  magnolias  of  Misalfisii^  where  the  breeses  are  a 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  IlBOORI>— SENATE 


4993 


little  softer  and  the  sun  shhies  a  bit  brighter,  and  he  can  have  a 
better  time  than  anywhere  else  in  the  world;  and  I  promise  him 
that  if  he  will  go  there  he  will  socmi  be  restored.  Yes ;  I  should 
like  to  get  rid  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  too  [laughter],  and  let 
him  go  down  there,  so  that  he  will  get  the  same  benefit 

So  I  wish  the  genial  Senator  from  Indiana,  also,  Godspeed  and 
restoration  to  health. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  listened  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watboiv].  It  seems  to  me  it  is 
going  to  be  Impossible  to  finish  this  bill  by  Dec^nber  1.  I  do 
not  think  there  is  a  Senator  here  now  who  thinks  that  can  be 
done. 

I  suggest  that  the  Senate  get  right  down  to  the  schedules 
before  us  and  get  along  with  them  as  rapidly  as  possible  until 
the  15th  of  November,  and  at  that  time  adjourn  this  extra  ses- 
sion of  Congress  and  let  the  Members  have  two  weeks  in  which 
to  rest ;  and  during  that  time  let  the  leaders  cm  the  other  side 
and  the  leaders  on  this  side  see  if  they  can  not  agree  on  a  great 
many  of  these  schedules  and  report  to  us  early  in  December,  and 
then  take  up  the  bill  again  and  finish  it  by  Christmas. 

Senators  know  that  not  a  very  great  deal  is  done  in  the  first 
two  or  three  weeks  before  Christmas  at  a  general  session.  By 
having  this  two  weeks'  rest  and  coming  back  here  fresh,  with 
this  other  work  having  been  carried  on  by  the  leaders  on  this 
side  and  the  leaders  on  the  other  side,  I  believe  that  we  would 
be  able  to  finish  the  bill  by  Christmas. 

I  make  that  suggestion  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  the  expressions  of  the  SMiators 
from  California  and  Miasissippi  with  reference  to  the  feeling 
which  we  entertain  toward  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
WATSori]  will  be  agreed  to  by  alL 

Mr.  President  there  Is  an  issue  involved  In  this  situation 
which  is  more  important  than  the  convenience  or  health  of  any 
Senator  or  Senators,  and  there  is  no  way  to  settle  it  except  by 
open  discussion  and  frank  consideration  of  the  different  Issues 
presented  here  in  this  body. 

I  should  be  one  of  the  first  to  expedite  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  by  such  limltaticm  of  debate  as  it  is  possible  for  us  to 
impose,  and  certainly  by  excluding  all  unnecessary  discussion; 
but  the  great  issue  which  is  involved — that  of  restoring  agri- 
culture to  equality  with  the  other  Industries  of  the  country — 
is  one  that  can  be  settled  nowhere  except  in  the  open  discus- 
sion here  in  the  Senate. 

Certainly  there  is  no  use  in  talking  about  not  passing  a  bill. 
When  we  come  to  the  final  vote,  if  there  are  enough  votes  here 
to  defeat  the  bill,  that  is  one  thing ;  but  to  abandon  legislation, 
to  surrender,  to  refuse  to  legislate  is  unthinkable;  and  thoai? 
Senators  who  have  announced  that  the  bill  is  now  dead  and 
that  solid  delegations  from  States  are  ready  to  kill  it  in  my 
judgment  are  mistaking  the  situation.  This  bill  is  not  dead.  It 
is  in  the  making,  it  is  in  the  formation,  and  the  issue  which  is 
presented  by  the  trfll  will  not.  In  my  opinion,  be  killed  in  this 
Chamber  when  the  final  vote  comes. 

We  went  into  the  last  campaign,  Mr.  President  with  our 
eyes  open  to  the  situation.  We  und^^tood  perfectly  the  issue 
which  was  presented  to  the  voters  of  thia  country.  We  were 
clear  and  unmistakable  in  our  assertions  in  the  campaign.  We 
have  only  here  to  follow  out,  to  conclude,  and  to  put  into  form 
the  pledges  which  we  made  to  the  American  people;  and  the 
Senate  should  never  adjourn  for  holiday  or  for  rest  until  that 
job  is  completed,  and  can  not  do  so  without  compromising  its 
own  standing  before  the  people  ot  this  country. 

The  farmers  have  waited  for  10  long  years.  Thousands  ot 
them  have  left  their  homes.  Thousands  of  them  have  forfeited 
their  farms.  For  us  now,  out  of  a  consideration  of  mere 
convenience  to  our  health  or  to  our  wtifare,  physically  speaklpg, 
to  abandon  this  job,  would  be  to  abandon,  as  a  matter  of  fact 
our  right  to  a  seat  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President  I  have  only  one  thing  to  say  and  that  is  that 
in  my  judgment  there  will  be  no  abandonment  of  this  bill  until 
it  is  flnally  passed  up  to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
or  expedient  at  this  time  to  discuss  the  question  of  whether  or 
not  we  are  going  to  abandon  this  bilL  I  do  not  believe  that 
there  is  any  serious  purpose,  except  on  the  part  of  a  very  few 
Senators,  to  abandon  the  ccmsideration  of  the  MIL 

I  agree  entirely  with  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bosah]. 
We  have  been  called  here  to  accomplish  a  purpose^  to  perform 
a  duty,  and,  however  arduous  it  may  be,  however  trying  upon 
us,  we  are  Ixmnd  by  every  oUigation  to  our  constituents  to 
follow  this  Mil  to  its  enactment  or  defeat 

On  yesterday  I  took  that  position,  before  I  had  heard  from 
the  President  or  frwn  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watsoh]. 
I  felt  that  nothing  the  President  might  say,  If  he  was  willing 
to  conomit  himaelf  with  respect  to  hla  ultimate  purpose  regard- ' 


tng  thla  Un,  would  ju8tif3lr  us  ]n  abandoDiof  It.  rittMr  hers  or  Itt 
conference,  and  I  feel  that  way  about  it  to-day. 

I  do  not  agree  with  my  colleague  from  Miaaisslpirt  [Mr.  Hab- 
Biaoit]  that  the  Presidait  la  nndw  any  obligation  to  the  country 
to  express  his  posltioD  upon  this  question.  On  the  contrary,  I 
teel  thHt  the  President  shonld  not  Lntarfsre  with  legialatliMi, 
either  in  the  Hoosea  of  Congress  or  in  conference.  I  do  not 
agree  that  it  is  any  more  hla  doty  or  any  more  hla  privilege  to 
interfere  with  the  action  of  the  conferees  of  the  two  Houses  on 
their  diaagreeittg  votes  than  it  ia  his  right  and  privilefe  to 
interfere  with  the  action  ot  the  two  Houses  when  they  are 
consid^MTing  legislation  which  must  ultiauitely  have  his  approval 
if  it  la  to  become  effecttre. 

I  do  not  wish  to  see  the  day  when  one  ot  the  coordinate 
brandies  of  the  Government  will  fed  justified  in  attempting  to 
bring  pressure  and  infiuraoe  upmi  another  coordinate  Intuidi  of 
the  Government  I  am  g^ad  to  observe  that  the  Preaident  has 
not  seen  fit  to  make  any  expression  with  regard  to  the  matter 
in  the  present  instance. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senatw  from  North  Carolina  wHl 
recall  that  when  the  farm  bill  waa  before  the  Senate  the  Presi- 
dent thought  it  wise  to  express  his  opposition  to  the  debenture 
plan.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  when  tb«  flexible  provisioa 
fight  was  on,  the  President  expressed  himscdf  in  regard  to  the 
matter,  and  that  In  the  cruiser  fight  on  the  fioor,  after  the 
President  had  been  elected,  but  before  he  took  his  seat  he 
exiwessed  himself  with  reference  to  that  matter. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  I  know  that,  and  I  regret  it 
I  think  it  is  a  bad  practice,  and  I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  be 
encouraged  by  the  Congress  m-  by  Members  of  the  Gongnan. 

It  was  not  about  that  however,  I  desired  to  take  the  floor. 
The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watsoiv]  has,  in  his  adroit 
way,  made  a  proposition  with  respect  to  the  pending  legislation. 
He  has  virtually  proposed  to  the  different  groups  in  thia  body 
that  they  should  get  together,  talk  over  their  differences,  and 
see  If  they  can  not  reach  a  ccHnpromlse  with  respect  to  this  bill. 
I  think  this  legislation  has  proceeded  entirely  too  far  to  expect 
any  results  from  a  conferaice  of  that  von.  The  time  when 
there  ought  to  have  been  a  confoence  among  the  different 
groups  in  this  body  was  when  the  bill  was  In  committee,  and  in 
the  rewriting  by  the  committee. 

There  are  two  or  three  s^Mrate  groups  in  thia  body.  The 
country  knows  that  Every  Member  of  the  body  knows  it. 
They  entertain,  with  respect  to  many  things,  diverse  views.  If 
the  Finance  Committee  had  been  made  up,  as  it  should  have 
been  made  up,  of  representatives  of  each  one  of  these  groups, 
and  if  the  Finance  Committee,  after  the  hearii^s  on  the  tariff 
bill,  had  met  with  the  representatives  of  each  of  these  groups 
present  and  proceeded  to  revise  and  amend  the  House  bill,  then 
we  might  have  gotten  together. 

When  there  was  pending  before  thia  body  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas]  to  reoommlt  the  bill,  I 
said  that  if  that  motion  prevailed,  I  Intended  to  offer  a  resolu- 
tion in  this  body  providing  that  in  the  future  consideration  of 
the  bill  by  the  committee  every  member  of  the  conunittee, 
whether  bdonging  to  the  majority  or  the  minority,  could  be 
present  at  the  meetinga,  and  have  an  c^iportanity  to  participate 
in  such  meetings. 

I  know  our  present  method  is  in  aooordanee  with  long  prac* 
tice,  but  I  think  the  time  has  arrived  in  the  Senate  of  the 
United  Statea  when  the  vidoua  practice  of  the  majority  segre- 
gating Itsdf  tnm  the  minority  and  in  private,  secret  session 
framing  or  amending  a  tariir  bill  should  be  abandoned. 

There  were  long  periods  in  our  history  when  there  were  but 
two  parties  in  this  country,  when  the  line  of  political  cleavage 
was  mariced  by  thia  aisle  here.    ThtLt  ctmdition  no  longer  exists. 

It  might  be  said  that  on  this  side  of  the  Qiamber,  upon  many 
questions,  e^>ecially  upon  thia  great  question  of  the  tarifE,  there 
is  not  unanimity  of  thought  just  as  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Chamber  there  is  not  unanimity  of  thought  not  only  upon  the 
tariff  but  upmi  many  other  vital  questions  ot  importance  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  The  time  has  come  when  eadi  of 
these  groups  should  have  representation  upon  the  big  commit- 
tees, and  the  trouble  we  are  in  here  to-day  ia  by  reason  of  the 
fact  that  one  of  the  most  important  groups  in  thia  body  had  no 
representation  upon  the  Finance  Committee,  and  all  belonging 
to  this  aide  of  the  Chamber  were  excdnded  from  participation. 

If  these  groups  had  had  repres«itatl(m  on  the  conunittee.  If 
each  member  of  the  committee  had  been  entitled  to  partldpata 
in  the  rewriting  ot  the  pending  bill,  it  would  not  have  been  nee- 
essary  for  the  Senator  from  Indiana  to  propose  a  eompnmlue 
arrangement  thxough  bringing  these  grovps  together  at  this  late 
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5^Kf«.  we  hare  -ade  to  th«  com«Weimtioo  of  mm  WU. 

2r  PflMldenL  U  1b  too  Ute  to  teU  na  we  mart  get  toccther 
BOW  awl  eoapwmlee  oar  differences  Oar  diffewBcwean  not 
BOW  be  comnwmlsed.  Two  of  the  thin*,  we  hare  done  with 
naoeet  to  the  blU  op  to  thi»  time  are  thinga  of  freat  imimt  to 
S?l2»pte^  ttoia  Suntry.  the  acdoo  on  the  fl«iWe  P«>TWon 
aad  tte  aeiioB  oa  the  dehentare,  one  goaranteelnc  to  the  people 
Sthia  eoontry,  aafkraawecaninthiabodj  do  «.  the  right  to 
wi^  thepm  rtrlngs  and  the  taxing  power  of  thla  Nation  as 
MBlnit  anTwabitiwa  designs  in  other  direction,  to  oanrp 
Boww:  the  other  the  ntcatnary  corollary,  in  order  to  make 
Sectlre  these  hitherto  Ineffective  rates  which  have  been  im 
Boaed  and  wiU  be  imposed  npon  agricoUoral  prodncts. 

Ido  not  thlnli  the  debentare  was  of  moch  importance  in  con- 
Bectlon  with  the  farm-relief  measure,  but  with  respect  to  the 
tariff  MIL  It  has  a  function  that  is  vital,  the  function  of  mak- 
ing alive  these  dead  and  useless  rates  on  agrlealtnral  prod- 
Bcta.  We  can  never  compromise  those  two  questions.  Tius 
side  and  our  allies  on  the  other  side  can  never  conqpromise  those 
two  questions.  And  there  are  otJier  questions  that  can  not  be 
comDromised.  ._     __ 

We  are  in  favor  of  farm  relief  through  the  tariff.  We  can 
■ecnre  that  only  by  patting  rates  upon  agricultural  products, 
and  then  by  bolwarking  and  supporting  those  rates  ^  the  de- 
benture p»tn  But  even  if  we  secure  hl^  rates  on  agricultural 
prodocta.  and  have  the  debenture  to  make  thMi  ffectlje.  y^* 
tf  the  high  peak  rates  of  tariff  protection  provided  in  this  bill 
on  manufactured  producta  are  to  obtain,  then  aU  of  our  pian- 
litnf  and  aU  of  our  efforts  In  behalf  of  agriculture  will  be  nuiu- 
flsd  and  offset,  and  instead  of  a  bill  in  the  interest  of  agriculture, 
we  dial]  have  a  Mn  that  will  be  the  most  serious  blow  that 
great  industry  ot  this  country  has  ever  received. . 

It  Is  necessary,  therefore,  if  we  are  to  accompUah  anything 
for  agriculture  through  this  bUl,  that  we  shall  paU  down  these 
pixmoaed  high  indostrial  rates^  We  know  and  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  should  know  that  the  industrial  East  is  not  going  to 
sobmit  without  protest  to  a  reduction  of  the  rates  which  have 
been  demanded  by  It  from  the  Ways  and  Means  Ckwamittee  of 
the  House  and  the  nnance  Omunittee  of  the  Senate.  The  Sea- 
ate  Finance  Committee  dealt,  rdatively  speaking,  with  but  few 
things  that  are  found  in  the  House  WJL 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  said   that  the  commodities  em 
braced  in  all  of  the  different  items  and  paragraphs  were  care- 
fully studied  and  analysed  and  the  cost  of  production  here  and 
abroad  ascertained  before  the  rates  were  written  and  before  the 

committee  acted.  _         ,.      . 

Mr  Prealdent,  if  anyone  win  take  the  House  hearings  and 
the  Senate  hearings  upon  the  21,000  Itons  about  which  be 
speaks,  although  about  only  4,000  or  5,000  of  them  are  of  any 
Importance  whatsoever— *ut,  taking  the  several  thousand  vital 
and  Important  Items  in  the  MU,  It  will  be  seen  that  very  little 
was  said  about  the  cost  of  production  here  and  abroad.  Some- 
tUng  wae  said  sometimes  about  labor  on  the  part  of  witnesses 
who  appeared,  but  when  they  tipoke  about  labor  abroad  they 
always  spoke  In  general  terms,  and  they  always  were  speaking, 
as  ererybody  knew,  without  authority  when  they  claimed  the 
labor  coalB  here  were  so  much  In  excess  of  these  costs  elsewhere. 

There  is  nodilng  to  show  that  there  was  any  very  seriona 
effort  to  tnd  oat  what  was  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  pro- 
ductlcn  here  and  abroad.  In  fact,  it  has  been  declared  by  some 
of  the  leading  adrocates  of  the  l^.  especially  by  the  Senatoi 
from  PcnaiylvuUa  [Mr.  Ram],  that  the  cost-of -production 
theory  has  totally  broken  down  and  was  Incapable  of  applica 
tkm,  becauae  the  cost  of  production  abroad  could  not  be  ascer 
talned.  The  bUl  waa  not  framed  on  the  cost  of  production 
theory.  Of  the  more  than  20,000  retes  In  the  bill  upon  whicb 
the  Hooae  acted,  enormously  increasing  them  as  s  general  rule 
both  as  to  agricalture  and  as  to  other  faidastries,  the  Senah 
FlBanee  Oomasittee  dealt  with  probably  less  than  Mie-thlrd  oi 
them.  Those  rates  stand  right  where  the  House  pot  them,  am 
the  country  knows  that  the  Hoose  bill  Is  reeking  with  sections 
dl8criariBati<»,  la  reeking  with  industrial  discrimination,  U 
framed  In  the  Intereat  ot  manufacturing  and  hidustrlal  Interest! 
of  the  United  States  and  with  very  llttie  regard  to  Amerleai 
agricalture.  We  are  engaged  in  the  work  of  repairing  thai 
wrong  to  agrlcahare,  and  we  can  not  do  It  by  Just  giving  hlgo 
rates  to  agriculture.  I 

We  can  only  do  Justice  to  agriculture  In  the  bill  by  giving  1 
jiMt  rates  aad  then  bringing  the  rates  on  the  things  tiist  tlM 
farsser  bay*  down  to  the  same  level.    That  Is  the  only  way  w< 
«an  do  Jm*k»  to  the  farmtf .    To  pass  the  bill  as  it  is  with  an; 
Uttie  tinkeriBg  and  compromise  arrangement  that  does  not  gn  > 
to  the  vitals  of  the  matter  and  docs  not  present  to  the  Senati  i 
the  real  wra^  and  iajostke  and  Iniquity  o<  aome  of  the  latei  i 
bearing  down  ao  heavily  upon  agriculture  would  be  to  trifli  >  I 


with  the  fhrtner  and  to  trifle  wltii  the  country.  I^  us  go  ahead 
Uka  saen.  If  it  takes  until  «»  laat  day  of  tills  seMion  or  If 
It  takes  until  tiie  laat  day  of  tiie  next  session,  let  us  finish  with 
the  bill  and  send  it  to  conference.  Let  us  make  the  fight  to 
put  it  into  conference  and  tiien  fight  to  tiie  death  in  conference^ 
If  the  House  or  the  President,  one  or  both,  finally  prevails,  let 
Uie  country  understand  that  everytiiing  has  been  done  that 
could  be  done  to  make  tiie  tariff  laws  of  tiie  country  Just  and 
equitable  to  every  section  and  to  every  class  of  people,  «nd  that 
toe  responsibility  for  tiie  defeat  of  tiiat  effort  rests  with  tiia 
administration  and  the  other  branch  of  Congress. 

Mr  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  I  was  much  impressed  wltn 
the  remarks  of  Uie  RepabUcan  leader,  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr  Watsor].  Every  Member  of  tiiis  body  deeply  regrets  that 
Uie  burden  that  he  has  been  carrying  has  been  beyond  hia 
8tr«igth  and  that  it  becomes  necessary  for  him  now  to  seek  a 
much-needed  rest.  „       . ,,        . 

I  listened  with  mudi  interest  to  his  plea  for  RepubUcan  har- 
mony, and  he  has  a  right  to  speak  in  that  vein,  for  he  baa 
endeavored  on  many  occasions  to  harmonise  the  different 
groups.  He  is  one  of  the  few  Senators  here  who  seems  to 
understand  the  problems  both  of  tiie  indostrial  section  and 
thoae  of  agriculture.  At  one  time  he  Joined  with  the  north- 
western Senators  In  the  fight  for  agricultural  equality.  He 
made  it  possible  that  snbetantial  farm  legislation  was  passed 
by  this  body.  It  was  not  his  fault  that  It  failed  to  become  a 
law  He  did  not  give  up  this  fight  until  the  Kansas  City  con- 
vention  turned  a  cold  shoulder  to  the  farmer.  The  so-called 
farm  group  lost  out  at  Kansas  City ;  they  were  told  to  "  go  to 
the  dickens,"  and  they  had  no  other  place  to  go. 

The  eastern  Republicans  had  forgotten  that  for  half  a  cen- 
tury the  Northwest,  the  Northeast,  as  well  as  the  East  and  the 
West  had  had  a  common  sentiment  and  a  common  purpose. 
They  considered  their  Interests  mutual.  The  prosperity  of  one 
meant  the  prosperity  of  the  other.  There  was  a  time  not  so 
many  years  ago  that  the  Senate  leadership  of  the  Republican 
Party  had  a  national  scope  and  a  national  interest  They  de- 
sired to  deal  fairly  with  all  sections  of  the  country.  During 
the  last  decade  selfishness,  for  some  reason,  has  come  to  the 
surface  like  It  never  has  before.  The  strong  take  all  they  can ; 
that  leaves  very  Uttie  for  the  weak.  The  majority  b<4leve  that 
might  la  right,  and  they  forget  that  the  Constitution  aims  to 
protect  the  minority,  also.  .      t  ^ 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  has  not  an  attitude  of  mind  un- 
friendly to  the  Northwest,  and  if  there  were  more  like  him 
there  would  be  more  harmony  in  the  Republican  Party.  But  I 
do  not  share  his  view,  that  this  tariff  bill  is  Important  to  agri- 
culture, nor  do  I  share  his  riew,  that  this  Senate  is  responsible 
for  the  delay  In  handling  the  tariff  bill.  This  Senate  went  on 
record  during  the  last  Congress  in  favor  of  reduced  tariffs  by 
passing  the  McMaster  resolution. 

The  Finance  Committee  had  full  knowledge  of  the  sentiment 
of  this  body.  President  Hoover  advised  a  limited  tariff,  but  the 
Finance  Committee,  or  rather  a  majority  of  them,  ignored  the 
expressions  of  the  Senate,  and  they  ignored  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  President.  The  committee  was  controlled  by  the 
prosporotts  and  selfish  manufacturing  Interests  who  had  an 
uncoctroUable  desire  for  greater  profits ;  they  reflected  the  sen- 
timent of  a  very  few  small  sections  of  the  country.  They  insist 
that  their  voice  is  the  voice  of  the  Republican  I'arty,  and  we 
who  refuse  to  follow  are  disloyal.  I  am  not  surprised  at  their 
attitude.  They  have  had  their  own  way  so  long  they  can  not 
tolerate  any  opposition.  They  believe  there  is  no  vlewpfilnt 
except  their  own.  They  believe  they  have  an  inherent  right  to 
levy  additional  taxes  upon  agriculture  In  order  that  larger  dlri- 
deoda  may  be  paid  in  Penn.«5ylvanla  and  Connecticut.  It  Is  easy 
to  understand  why  they  have  this  attitude.  They  were  so  suc- 
cessful In  the  Republican  convention  at  Kansas  City  and  they 
were  not  without  Influence  in  the  Democratic  Party.  The 
November  Section  went  exactly  as  they  decided  it  They 
thou^t  their  w^ers  were  mandates  from  heaven. 

When  the  farm  bill  was  up,  the  Interest  of  the  depresse*!  agri- 
cultural sections  was  entirely  ignored.  The  farm  bill  given  us 
was  one  that  the  Industrial  sections  tried  to  force  upon  us 
three  yeare  ago  and  failed,  but  they  were  .lucressful  In  getting 
through  a  farm  bin  this  summer  that  was  exactly  suited  to  the 
political  philosophy  c^  the  Eastern  States  and  New  England. 
This  law,  enacted  for  tiie  "  relief  of  the  farmer,"  declares  in 
effect  that  be  shall  buy  his  goods  In  the  high-priced  American 
market,  but  sell  his  staple  products  at  prices  that  prevail  in  the 
world  market  By  the  very  nature  of  the  law  equality  Is  denied 
him.  The  Senator  from  Indiana  says  that  the  eastern  Senators 
voted  fbr  the  farm  bill,  as  though  that  ought  to  make  an  ap- 
peal to  us.  Why,  Mr.  President,  that  is  one  of  our  complaints ! 
Tbt  Industrial  section  feels  that  those  from  the  agricultural 
section  should  not  have  a  voice  Id  the  tariff  bilL     (Note  Mr. 


Grundy's  testimony  at  the  hearing.)  By  the  same  logic,  the 
industrial  section  should  have  no  voice  in  the  farm  bill,  but 
they  took  the  unfair  position  that  the  agricultural  States  should 
have  no  voice  In  either. 

I  know  there  are  eastern  Senatore  who  disagree  with  ma 
and  they  insist  that  there  is  much  protection  for  agriculture 
In  this  very  tariff  bill  about  which  we  are  comi^aining.  A  day 
does  not  pass  by  but  what  some  one  Is  pleading  for  the  passage 
of  this  bill  In  the  name  of  agriculture. 

It  reminds  me  that  during  the  war,  every  scheme,  good  and 
bad,  was  promoted  in  the  name  of  patriotism.  To-day  we  find 
that  when  anyone  is  asking  for  a  special  privilege,  that  will  be 
a  profit  to  him  and  a  penalty  to  othois,  he  pleads  that  it  is  in 
the  name  of  agricultural  welfare. 

The  well-known  lobbyist  from  Pennsylvania,  Mr.  Orundy,  has 
the  last  few  days  expressed  himself  very  clearly  before  the 
investigating  committee.  He  takes  the  position  that  the  dollar 
should  be  the  measure  of  infiuence.  He  even  criticises  the 
Norihwestem  States  because  they  do  not  pay  enough  Federal 
taxes.  Our  agriculture  has  well-nigh  been  ruined  for  the  benefit 
of  this  industrial  section.  Now  they  complain  because  we  do 
not  produce  great  values  and  make  sufllcient  profits  to  pay  In- 
come taxes.  Tbey  feel  that  is  sufficient  reason  for  robbing  us 
some  more. 

But  I  want  to  get  back  to  the  Increased  duties  on  agriculture 
In  the  pending  tariff  bill.  I  will  admit  that  the  McCumber  Act 
of  seven  years  sgo  relieved  certain  branches  of  agriculture  in  a 
substantial  way  by  reducing  the  Importations  of  livestock,  dairy, 
and  poultry  products  from  foreign  countries.  It  was  helpful  to 
those  farmers  who  were  engaged  In  these  particular  lines.  The 
sugar  tariff  was  especially  helpful  to  the  limited  number  of 
farmers  who  are  producing  sugar  beets.  The  sheep  Industry, 
which  is  a  comparatively  small  one,  was  very  much  helped  by 
this  tariff  measure,  but,  Mr.  President  it  did  not  reach  out  to 
the  American  farmer  as  a  whole.  His  inequality  has  continued 
through  these  10  years  down  to  the  present  day.  Our  Dopart- 
ment  of  Agriculture  has  repcn'ted,  not  only  annually  but 
monthly,  on  the  disparity  of  the  purehaslng  pow^  of  the 
farmer's  dollar. 

Now  the  Pennsylvania  propagandists  are  tnrlng  to  make  a 
real  aj^ieal  to  the  Norihwest  farmer  by  telling  him  that  our 
agricultural  Imports  are  large  and  that  tbe  American  fanner, 
instetid  of  the  foreigner,  is  entitled  to  this.  The  argument 
sounds  good.  We  are  told  that  these  agricultural  imports 
amount  to  nearly  $2,500,000,000,  but  they  are  always  careful  to 
use  the  expression  "  agricultural  products " ;  they  do  not  say 
"  farm  products,"  because  the  figures  would  be  less  imiiresslve. 

Included  in  these  agricultural  products  are  several  hundred 
million  dollare'  worth  of  forest  products — lumber,  shingles,  and 
tbe  like.  These  are  not  produced  by  the  farmer.  Why  mislead 
him?  It  is  often  more  misleading  to  tell  a  half  truth  than  to 
tell  a  falsehood. 

Agricultural  Imports  are  well  classified  on  page  1016,  Agricul- 
tural Yearbook,  1828.    They  come  under  three  heads,  as  follows : 

Forest  products |215.  768.  000 

Vpi^table    prodncTB i,  455,  856.  000 

Auimali  and   aolmal   prodocts 786,  748.  000 

Total •_ 2.  408, 170.  000 

When  w9  go  further  we  find  the  largest  single  Item  of  imported 
"Vegetable  products"  is  the  tropical  product,  rubber,  to  the 
value  of  $312,300,000. 

The  second  item  does  not  interest  the  Mississipirf  Valley  nor 
the  producers  on  either  coast  It  is  coffee,  valued  at  very  near 
$300,000,000. 

And  the  third  largest  Item  Is  classified  as  sugar,  molasses,  and 
Sirup.s,  $24o,?538,000. 

The  total  of  these  three  items  in  round  numbers  Is  $887,000,000. 

So  we  find  that  our  billion  and  a  half  of  vegetable  imports 
have  dwindled  about  70  per  cent 

It  is  true  that  sugar  is  an  agricultural  product,  but  the  48 
States  produce  less  than  one-fifth  of  our  domestic  consumption. 
It  is  going  to  be  a  slow  process  to  build  up  a  substantial  pro- 
duction of  sugar  in  this  country.  I  voted  for  the  sugar  tariff. 
I  believe  in  it.  But  I  do  not  want  to  hold  out  the  hope  to  the 
farmer  that  even  an  increase  In  the  sugar  tariff  is  going  to 
reach  a  very  large  number  of  them.  A  tariff  on  molasses  would 
be  helpful,  as  It  comes  in  competition  with  certain  other 
products. 

But  I  am  not  yet  through  with  the  list  known  as  "vegetable 
products,"  which  the  farmer  is  invited  to  produce  Instead  of 
buying  from  the  foreignere.  The  most  important  item  Is  fruit, 
valued  at  $54,504,000;  mostly  tropical  fruits,  and  bananas  con- 
stitute 62  per  cent  of  the  totaL  It  is  of  no  interest  to  any  of 
our  producers. 


Chocolate  and  cocoa  importations  are  still  larger,  and  valued 
at  $87,897,000,  and  we  must  buy  these  products  from  foreign 
lands  whethM-  we  have  high  tariff  or  low  tariff  on  agricultural 
producta.  We  find,  in  fact,  that  most  of  the  vegetable  products 
Imported  are  such  that  the  American  fanner  can  not  produoa 
them  in  competition  with  other  lands.  Generally  the  dlmata 
forbids  it 

But  yon  maybe  think  I  have  forgotten  the  third  class,  the 
class  known  as  animals  and  animal  products.  I  have  not  for- 
gotten it  at  all,  and  the  figures  are  large,  about  $787,000,000, 
nearly  three-quarters  of  a  billion  dollars. 

Why  not  give  this  market  to  the  American  farmer?  That  la 
an  appeal  that  has  been  sent  out  throng  the  dally  papers  and 
through  the  farm  journals,  through  the  propaganda  emanatUaf 
from  Pennsylvania — to  give  the  farmer  a  dmnce  to  produce 
these  animal  products.  But  what  do  vre  find  when  we  look 
into  it?  We  find  tbe  largest  item  is  unmanufactured  silk,  to  the 
amount  of  $388,214,000,  and  that  thla  cooatitutes  more  than  one- 
half  the  value  of  imported  animal  producta. 

The  silk  worm  is  an  animal,  even  though  our  farmers  were  of 
the  impression  that  animal  producta  had  reference  to  catUe, 
sheep,  and  hogs.    We  w««  mistaken. 

But  what  is  the  next  Urgest  item  in  this  list?  It  Is  hides  and 
skins,  over  $146,000,000.  Yes ;  we  have  heard  a  great  deal  here 
about  the  importance  of  producing  additional  hides.  Tbe  farmer 
is  told  that  he  should  produce  these  for  the  American  market ; 
tbey  should  not  come  from  foreign  lands.  Those  who  talk  so 
glibly  and  know  so  little  are  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  tbe 
hide  is  not  a  product  but  a  by-prodoot  The  farmer  must 
raise  the  animal  first  b^ore  there  is  a  hide.  He  has  been  pro- 
ducing all  the  animals  that  the  American  market  would  ab- 
sorb ;  he  has  produced  than  at  s  loss  throughout  most  of  these 
last  10  years.  It  Is  only  lately  that  a  fair  price  for  meat  animals 
has  prevailed,  and  that,  we  are  told,  is  due  to  a  shortage  of 
supply  here  and  In  other  lands. 

But  we  continue  to  import  neariy  half  the  hides  we  use. 
about  40  per  cent.  Our  country  seems  unable  to  produce  enough 
hides  to  shoe  our  own  pei^e.  We  are  depending  so  largely  00  for- 
eign countries.  It  proves  one  sad  thl^g,  nam^,  that  a  good 
share  of  the  wwld  must  go  barefooted,  but  it  also  iwtyves  that 
we  must  continue  to  dep^id  on  imp(xtati<Hi8  and  that  there  la 
no  farm  relief  in  producing  additional  hides,  even  though  tha 
duty  is  Increased,  according  to  this  bill,  so  the  fanner  will  get 
50  or  00  cents  additional  for  the  cow  or  the  steer,  becsuse  of 
Its  more  valuable  hide,  assuming  that  the  packer  recognises  this 
and  actually  pays  the  fanner  the  extra  value.  The  farmer  la 
asked  to  forget  that  the  20  per  c«it  Increase  In  the  price  of 
shoes  will  probably  add  a  dollar  a  pair  to  same. 

The  next  largest  item  under  animal  products  comes  under  the 
head  of  wool  and  mohair,  $79,451,000. 

This  item  looks  atiractlve  until  we  examine  it  closdy  and  find 
that  a  great  part  of  it  Is  a  coarse  material,  and  some  of  It  is  hair 
rather  than  wool,  dipped  from  alpaca,  cashmere,  angora  goata; 
and  the  like,  of  which  only  a  small  amount  is  produced  In  this 
country,  lliere  is,  however,  a  substantial  amount  of  wool  Im- 
ported, and  it  is  quite  logical  to  say  that  it  should  be  produced 
In  this  coimtry  if  it  can  be  produced  at  a  ptxjRt  We  must  ad- 
mit that  tor  the  last  seven  years  under  the  present  tariff  law, 
wool  has  been  produced  at  a  profit,  notwithstanding  the  depres- 
sion at  the  present  time,  due  to  Australian  overproduction. 

The  farmer  who  produces  wool  has  for  a  number  of  years  been 
able  to  sell  it  at  an  advance  over  the  world  price,  while  the 
wheat  farmer  has  not  He  sells  his  vriieat  at  wortd  price,  less 
transportation  charges — a  large  Item.  He  ^fbo  keeps  sheep  and 
produces  wool  Is  like  the  dairyman;  he  has  for  several  years 
been  getting  some  wages  for  bis  work. 

We  will  find  It  just  as  impossible  to  produce  all  our  wool  as 
all  our  hides.  Wool  Is  also  a  by-product.  We  can  Increase 
our  sheep  population  only  a  limited  ext^it  before  we  depress 
the  price  of  mutton  and  otiiw  meats.  I  have  gone  over  this 
matter  carefully  with  the  experts  In  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture and  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  when  we  in- 
crease the  number  of  our  sheep  by  16,  16,  or  18  per  cent,  tha 
profitable  limit  has  been  reached.  Therefore  it  ia  impossible 
for  the  American  farmer  to  provide  the  American  market  with 
its  demand  fbr  wool ;  part  of  it  must  be  imported. 

TAMU   PBODOCTS 

To  those  who  believe  that  an  increase  In  tariff  rates  can 
substantially  Increase  the  value  of  our  farm  prodocta,  I  sub- 
mit the  following  facts : 

First.  That  tbe  total  value  of  our  agricultural  jvoducta. 
listed  in  over  40  classifications  and  exclusive  of  animal  products, 
in  1928  was  $9,726,822,000. 

Seventy  per  cent  of  this  total  falls  within  six  clasaifleatioaa, 
which  constitute  our  six  largest  agricnltnral  prodoctloiia. 
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It  will  be  noted  that  an  Increase  In  the  tariff  rates  on  these 
dtt  Itetna  will  haTe  no  Important  effect  on  the  farmer's  Income. 

The  market  for  com  belongs  to  him.  Only  1  bushel  out  of 
900  is  Imported.  The  present  duty  is  26  cents  per  bushel.  No 
one  contends  that  a  tariff  on  cotton  will  help  any.  Two-thirds 
of  our  crop  constitutes  an  exportable  surplus.  Hay  is  consumed 
In  the  locality  where  It  Is  produced.  The  wheat  tariff,  often 
referred  to,  la  considerable  of  a  Joke.  This  year  the  wheat 
prices  in  Canatte  rat«ed  much  higher  than  In  the  United  States. 
Hardly  any  o«ta  are  imported ;  and  forest  prodacts  should  not 
be  in  the  list — the  fitrmer  does  not  produce  them. 

As  to  the  other  85  classes,  constituting  about  30  per  cent  ofl 
the  farm  prwlucts,  many  are  beyond  the  tariff  to  help.  Somd 
items  are  rery  small,  like  spelt,  popcorn,  pecans,  cranbcrrlesJ 
b«np;  but  there  are  the  large  items  also  beyend  the  ability  a 
the  tariff  to  reach,  like  greenhouse  products,  |7«,000,000,  ani 
fann-s»rden  (vodncts,  |S08,000,OOa  Orances  constitute  ^42,^ 
eOO,000,  but  are  well  protected  now. 

ASUIAL   PSOOCCTS 

Tbe  the<»ry  that  a  tariff  increase  will  be  helpful  to  agrlcultun 
te  equally  disappointing  as  applied  to  animal  products;  of  whici 
the  IfiaS  total  ralue  was  $6,184,884,000 ;  the  three  largest  Itenii 
constituting  two-thirds  of  the  ralue.    They  are  as  follows : 
1   mik  $2. 0«1.  464.  00( 

1,  in.  176, 00( 


S.  UcM — — 

a.  CitOt  sad  cftlvM — 


iy,tal 4.  686.  762. 00<  • 

nmk  carries  quite  a  satisfactory  duty  now.    The  tariff  oi 
hogs  is  ineffcctlre,  for  we  frequootly  hare  an  exportable  tnt- 
plus.    The  cattle  production  has  been  fairly  well  protected  fo' 
aeren  years :  but  the  tariff  has  been  inefnectlre  until  the  short  ■ 
tie  o(  supply  dereloped  in  the  last  two  years. 

Tba  other  third  is  made  up  of  sereral  items,  some  of  which  ai^ 
well  protected  now  aiMl  some  of  which  we  hare  an  exportabl  i 
■arpltia,  like  mules,  and  no  one  contends  the  tariff  to  be  effectlr^ 
ta  thatcasK 

HCTLTinuL   SCHSOCLSa   IN   TRS  rSSBBlTr   sitx 


"But  we  hare  a  bill  about  an  inch  thick,  leas  than  a  twentiei 
purt  of  which  is  deroted  to  agriculture,  and  eren  In  this  1: 
we  find  sereral  pages  deroted  to  Ash — salmon,  cod,  hadd 
hoke,  pollock,  and  so  forth.  Then  comes  hiring,  mackere 
eta^  and  carlar — nuuiy  names  strange  to  our  farmers.  Whei 
we  leare  out  the  fish  schedule  we  come  across  items  like 
hraakfast  foods,  biscolts,  and  wafers— articles  which  are  n 
produced  <a  the  fiirm,  but  which  are  the  products  of  factorie  i 
demaDdioff  proteetlon  in  ordor  that  they  may  charfe  the  Amer  • 
can  eoosusMT  higher  prices.  These  we  find  in  the  agricultnnl 
Bchedulea.  Among  the  items  listed  we  find  apricots,  berrlei, 
cherries,  orancea,  flga»  dates,  oUres.  and  so  forth. 

The  fanner  is  protected  by  a  tariff  of  5  cents  per  gallon  on 
cider  and  0  cents  on  vinegar,  just  as  though  the  farmer  wai 
famlaiiinc  fbeae  products  for  the  market.  They  are  carried  L  i 
the  agricultural  schedules.  No  doubt  the  tariff  on  yinegar  has 
been  aoimht  by  the  manufacturer. 

In  this  Ust  of  agricultural  schedules  we  find  other  itenu  ala< ', 
which  the  farmer  will  not  understand,  like  reindeer  meat.  [ 
want  to  be  fair.  The  products  of  my  State  are  generaUy  oii 
the  protected  Hat  starting  with  wheat  at  the  high  but  ix- 
eff^ctlre  rate  of  42  cents  a  bushel.  The  tariff  <mi  com  is  tb» 
saaoe  as  b^Core.  We  And  oats,  both  hulled  and  onhuUed,  a^ 
well  as  macaroui  and  noodles,  paddy  rice,  screenings  and 
peanuts,  coconuts,  and  cream  of  Braxll  nuts — all  in  the 
of  agrtcultural  wrifare.  Mother  has  the  iMrohihition  law 
orerlDoked— the  tariff  on  hops  is  stUl  to  reoMln  at  M  cents 
pound. 

The  afrleultural  schedule  readies  out  Its  proteetire  arms 
BoA  Batten  as  the  farmer  is  deeidj  Interested— finger 
tum^,  hay,  and  straw,  and  such  other  products  as  are 
posed  to  come  from  an  American  fhrm— Oxidant,  canary  seed, 
cocoe  and  chocolate,  and  B<mbay  mace,  spices,  mixed  and  uq- 
mixed,  dandelion  roots,  and  coBee  substitutea. 

The  fact  of  die  matter  is  that  in  the  semal  ttiouaand  iteak 
foMMl  In  this  MH  it  b  difleult,  indeed,  to  And  a  half  doaen  tha  t 
will  be  of  substantial  ralue  to  the  American  fhnner,  hut  no  oo  i 
eaa  4kdt  that  the  propoaed  Increase  tn  the  tndntrlal  achedulc  i 
will  vat  an  addltloaial  tax  upon  all  eonsnmeta,  induding  th! 


I  do  not  want  to  be  erltleal  of  the  FInaaee  Committee  as  t  > 
that  part  ef  the  MU  which  la  Intended  to  help  agriculture,  ere  i 


if  they  rtduced  the  rate  on  nnscoured  wool  and  Increased  that 
of  pig  iron,  for  in  the  main  the  aKTlcultural  rates  are  fair.  Our 
comirfalnt  la  against  the  Industrial  rate* 

The  real  difficulty  is  that  this  country  ctrntinues  to  have  a 
large  agricultural  surplns-  This  is  not  a  recent  development. 
There  has  be«i  no  substantial  increase  the  last  doien  years — 
not  enough  to  keep  pace  with  the  increase  in  population.  Wo 
always  will  have  the  exportable  surplus  and  the  world  needs  It. 
It  needs  our  cotton  and  it  needs  our  wheat  The  farmer's  dift- 
culty  is  due  entirely  to  the  increased  cost  in  iMroducUon.  The 
factory  was  permitted  to  add  Its  increased  cost  to  the  price  of 
the  goods ;  that  prlvUeffe  was  denied  tJie  farmer. 

The  thought  back  of  farm  legislation  is  plainly  that  the 
American  manufacturer  is  enUtled  to  eeU  his  goods  in  the 
American  market  at  an  American  price— cost  of  production  plus 
a  profit — but  that  the  farmer  must  sell  the  major  part  of  his 
^roducto  at  world  prices.  ^     »     _j 

The  tariff  do»  not  lend  itself  easily  to  helping  the  American 
farmer.  It  is  ineffective  aa  to  his  major  products,  because  there 
is  an  exportoble  suriHus.  A  few  lines  are  weU  protected  at  the 
present  time— like  wool,  olives,  and  so  forth;  but  the  farmer 
finds  himself  unable  to  meet  the  demands  <^  the  American 
market — for  climatic  and  other  reasonsi 

And  again,  a  great  deal  of  the  farmer's  products  are  not  in 
commerce.  Hay  is  fed  at  home,  so  is  meet  of  the  corn.  The 
products  of  the  farm  garden  go  to  the  farmer's  kitchen  and  they 
are  a  large  part  of  our  total  farm  products. 

A  few  minor  lines  are  so  well  protected  now  that  there  is 
danger  of  oversupplying  the  market  and  losing  the  benefit  of 
the  tariff,  as  is  tlte  case  with  dairy  products. 

Take  it  all  in  all,  the  farmer  has  much  to  lose  and  little  to 
gain  if  this  bill,  as  reported  by  the  committee,  should  become 

a  law. 

If  amendments  can  be  secured  in  the  Senate  to  make  the 
industrial  rstes  reasonable,  there  may  be  justification  for  the 
Senators  fronr  the  farm  States  in  supporting  the  measure. 
Thst  will  be  the  esse  if  the  debenture  feature  is  retained.  From 
the  af^enltural  standpoint  this  is  the  one  important  item  in 
the  bill. 

Mr.  COPELAND,  Mr.  President,  I  share  with  my  colleagues 
the  love  and  esteem  we  have  for  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Watsom].  I  pray  that  he  may  be  restored  to  health  and  come 
back  in  full  vigor. 

But  if  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  discussion  this  morning  to 
hasten  action  on  the  tariff  bill.  In  the  hope  and  expectation 
that  it  will  be  disposed  of  at  this  special  session,  I  am  sura 
it  is  a  hope  which  is  bound  to  falL 

I  come  from  a  State  which  stands  eighth  in  agriculture,  but, 
beyond  that,  it  is  the  greatest  industrial  State.  We  have  before 
us  s  tariff  bill  which  is  of  great  concern  to  New  York.  Had 
the  committee  brought  here  a  bill  conflned  to  agriculture,  and 
providing  for  the  very  limited  revision  originally  in  the  mind 
of  the  President,  we  might  have  disposed  of  it  in  a  short  time. 
Bat,  Mr.  President,  if  we  are  to  have  a  general  revision  of  tht 
tariff  act — and  that  is  what  is  proposed— we  shall  be  here  for 
months  giving  it  consideration.  There  is  no  use  of  our  fooling 
ourselves  or  attempting  to  fool  the  c<»untry.  It  Is  utterly  im- 
possible, as  I  see  it,  that  there  shall  be  final  action  on  the  bill 
for  months  to  come. 

There  has  been  brought  in  an  amendment  to  the  bill  relating 
to  oil;  and  I  have  this  great  batch  of  letters  and  tele^ams, 
hundreds  of  them  [exhihiting],  from  industries  in  my  State 
protesting  against  the  amendment.  These  communications  are 
from  laundries,  from  soap  makers,  from  dyeing  establishments ; 
and  it  is  not  to  be  expected  that  this  one  amendment  can  be 
disposed  of  until  the  whole  question  shall  have  been  presented 
to  the  Senate,  so  that  the  Senate  may  make  a  wise  decision. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  throw  any  cold  water  on  the 
hope  that  we  may  have  an  early  adjournment,  and  hundreds 
of  citizens  of  my  State  are  demanding  an  early  adjournment. 
They  are  disgusted  because  Oougress  does  not  adjourn,  but  we 
are  faced  by  tlie  fact  that  if  we  are  to  deal  with  the  multitude 
of  subjects  included  in  this  general  tariff-revision  measure  it 
will  take  weeks  and  months  of  the  time  of  the  Senate.  We 
might  just  as  well  face  the  matter  as  it  Is. 

Mr.  FLKTCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  sorry  that  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson],  because  of  his  hard  work 
here  and  on  account  of  his  health,  is  obliged  to  leave  Washing- 
ton and  to  seek  a  rest  I  am  satisfied  that  the  sunshine  and 
orange  juice  of  Florida  will  restore  him.  I  tiope  he  will  enjoy 
his  trlp^  and  I  trust  that  he  will  soon  be  back  to  resume  his 
duties  in  the  Senate.  He  is  not  indulging  in  that  pastime 
about  Washington  of  "passing  the  buck"  when  he  leaves  us 
with  the  suggestion  that  we  get  together  on  this  MIL 

Mr.  President,  with  regard  to  action  on  the  pending  bill,  I 
have  quite  varying  fteUngs  about  it  at  different  times.    We  have 


heard  here  for  some  time  past  that  the  whole  question  of  legis- 
lation on  the  tariff  ought  to  be  left  entirely  to  Congress.  Over 
and  over  again  we  have  been  lectured,  and  those  of  us  who  feel 
that  perhaps  the  President  had  something  to  say  about  it  have 
been  told  we  were  advocating  and  favoring  a  course  that  would 
lead  to  oppression  and  to  a  violation  of  the  very  principles  of 
our  Government. 

We  have  been  warned,  advised,  and  directed  to  Insist  that 
the  President  has  nothing  to  do  with  passing  tariff  legislation. 
Of  course,  that  proposition  overlooks  the  very  fundamental 
principle  contained  in  the  Constitution  that  the  President  does 
have  to  do  not  only  with  tariff  legislation  but  with  all  legisla- 
tion. His  duty  under  the  Constitution  is  either  to  approve  or 
disapprove  of  any  legislation  Congress  may  pass.  We  can  not 
take  that  power  away  from  him ;  we  can  not  limit  it.  Congress 
can  pass  legislation  without  any  suggestion  from  the  Presideut, 
oiie  way  or  the  other,  but  the  proposed  legislation  goes  finally 
to  the  President.  So  it  seems  to  me  it  is  not  very  far  wrong  to 
concede  that  the  President  has  something  to  do  with  the  enact- 
ment of  legislation  with  respect  to  the  tariff  as  well  as  with  the 
enforcement  and  execution  of  that  legislation. 

Again,  we  have  heard  to-day  that  it  is  very  important  that 
the  President  should  intervene  and  tell  Congress  what  to  do. 
Of  course,  that  is  thoroughly  inconsistent  with  the  idea  that 
the  President  has  nothing  to  do  with  legislation  and  ought  to 
assume  a  position  of  hands-off  on  all  legislation.  However,  it 
is  also  suggested  that  unless  the  President  comes  and  tells 
us  what  must  be  done  in  this  case  the  pending  tariff  bill  Is 
dea(^  and  there  will  be  no  legislation. 

Some  of  our  friends  seem  to  me  to  take  perfectly  inconsistent, 
conflicting,  and  indefensible  positions  with  reference  to  the 
whole  matter.  They  know  perfectly  well — or  they  ought  to 
know — that  if  the  President  undertook  to  suggest  to  the  Senste 
now  what  it  might  do,  and  could  do,  and  should  do,  in  this 
connection,  the  whole  Chamber  would  reverberate  with  the 
harshest  criticism  imaginable.  Senators  would  denounce  such 
action  by  the  President  as  intervening  in  and  Interfering  with 
legislation.  Still.  Senators  say  the  President  ought  to  do 'this 
thing  and  ought  to  do  that  thing.  It  must  not  be  forgotten  that, 
of  course,  the  duty  of  legislating  rests  primarily  with  the  other 
House  of  Congress  and  the  Senate.  The  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  BoBAB]  is  entirely  right.  It  would  be  a  surrender  of  our 
duties  here,  a  violation  of  our  trust,  and  a  disregard  of  the 
responsibilities  and  obligations  that  rest  upon  the  Senate  for  us 
to  throw  up  our  hands  and  say,  "  We  can  not  go  any  further 
with  this  proposed  legislation ;  let  us  quit  and  go  home  and 
rest."    That,  to  my  mind,  is  not  to  be  thought  of  for  a  moment. 

We  must  go  on  here ;  we  ought  to  go  on.  During  my  service 
in  the  Senate  I  have  seen  this  body  transact  business  very 
rapidly.  I  have  seen  bills  embracing  two  or  three  hundred 
pages  disposed  of  in  a  day.  Wlienever  the  Senate  makes  up  its 
mind  to  act,  it  proceeds  to  act  and  to  dls];>ose  of  business  very 
quickly.  I  think  that  time  is  coming  with  reference  to  this 
measure.  I  believe  It  will  come  If  we  persist  and  diligently 
pursue  the  subjects  which  are  brought  before  us  and  not  waste 
so  much  time  on  other  matters.  We  shall  then  reach  a  point 
eventually  when  we  can  take  up  the  items  in  the  pending  bill 
and  dispose  of  them  at  the  rate  of  two  or  three  hundred  a  day. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  from  Florida  win  remember, 
however,  that  the  bills  of  which  he  speaks  which  were  passed  so 
rapidly,  containing  a  great  many  items,  were  the  ordinary  ap- 

{)n)priatlon  bills,  which  are  very  similar  one  to  the  other,  year 
n  and  year  out.  and  not  measures  of  the  kind  now  pending  in 
the  particular  items  of  which  individual  Senators  are  inter- 
ested, and  about  which  they,  of  course,  want  to  have  something 
to  say. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  recognize  what  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee states.  It  is  going  to  take  longer  to  consider  the  pend- 
ing tariff  bill  than  an  ordinary  measure  or  any  other  proposed 
piece  of  legishition  would  require.    I  grant  that 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  agree  with  the  Senator,  if  the  Senator 
will  permit  me,  in  the  view  that  we  should  move  along  as  rapidly 
as  possible  under  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  There  will  be  no  need  of  any  lengthy  dis- 
cussion of  the  different  items.  We  are  not  a  lot  of  school  boys 
who  have  to  be  instructed  about  all  the  details  with  req;>ect  to 
every  item  in  the  bill  We  have  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, we  hsve  the  facts  and  the  data  before  us.  A  &-mlnute 
statement  of  facts  with  reference  to  any  of  the  items  ought  to 
be  enough,  and  then  let  us  vote.  We  shall  dispose  of  the 
various  items  very  quickly  if  we  can  get  a  vote  ou  them,  and  I 
think  there  will  not  be  need  of  very  much  discussion  on  each 
Mem. 

LXXI- 


Further,  with  reference  to  this  matter  of  legislation.  It  aB 
goes  back  to  the  proposition  that  apparently  Congress  Is  not 
making  any  triumphant  success  of  legislating  on  the  tariff. 
We  have  heard  the  Paj-ne-Aldrich  bill  denounced  here  as  an 
iniquity.  We  have  heard  the  Fordney-McCumber  bill  denounced 
as  a  monstrosity,  and  the  Underwood-Simmons  biU  as  wholly 
Inadequate  and  insufllclent  We  have  heard  the  pending  bill 
denounced  as  an  abomination  and  almost  every  kind  of  a 
measure  that  it  ought  not  to  be.  Yet  that  is  all  the  work  of 
Congress;  that  is  the  kind  of  measure  Ckmgress  enacts  into 
law;  and  the  people  who  do  that  insist  that  the  President 
ought  not  to  have  anything  to  say  about  a  tariff  bill,  or  be  givea 
any  power  with  reference  to  the  adjustment  of  rates  based 
upon  the  recommendation  of  a  bipartisan  commission,  a  leeway 
of  50  p&r  cent  of  the  rates  fixed  in  the  bilL 

To  my  mind,  all  this  discussion  that  we  have  heard  and  all 
these  statements  that  are  being  made  show  that  the  objection 
to  that  feature  of  the  bill  is  without  merit;  we  concede  that 
Congress  ought  to  legislate ;  we  insist  that  the  Tariff  Commit 
sion  should  report  to  Congress,  and  Congress  should  alone  legia- 
late,  and  so  forih.  Weil,  Congress  does  occasionally  pass  amend- 
mmts  to  the  tariff  law.  We  had  four  popgun  tariff  bills  during 
the  Taft  administration,  all  of  them  vetoed,  and  not  one  of  them 
became  a  law ;  and  yet  we  are  told  the  President  has  nothing  to 
do  with  tariff  legislation.  Within  his  constitutional  rights  and 
powers,  he  vetoed  every  one  of  those  Mils,  and  none  of  them 
became  a  law;  so,  under  the  Constitution,  he  does  have  some- 
thing to  do  with  this  subject.  We  can  not  take  it  away  from 
him.  The  power  is  there.  These  statements  made  here,  the 
positions  taken,  the  comment  on  the  work  of  Congress,  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  logrolling  practice,  and  the  methods  and  processes 
employed  by  Ccngress  are  all  arguments  in  support  of  the  flexi* 
ble  provisions  contained  in  the  existing  law. 

But  let  us  go  on  with  the  bilL  In  my  judgment  the  country 
quite  generally,  if  not  almost  universally,  was  In  favor  of  legis- 
lation at  this  time,  primarily  in  the  Interest  of  agriculture,  and 
then  to  take  care  of  needed  industries  within  the  lines  pointed 
out  by  the  President  In  calling  for  a  limited  revisloo  of  the 
tariff.  The  country  expected  that.  We  can  go  on  here  and  pass 
this  bill,  make  the  bill  about  what  the  majority  pleases,  and  then 
perhaps  we  will  have  two  bills — the  House  bill  and  the  Senate 
bill — in  conference.  The  question  wiU  be,  Which  one  shall  be 
accepted?  Let  the  responsfbillty  rest  where  it  may  between  re- 
jecting or  accepting  one  of  these  two  bills.  If  we  can  not  get 
together  on  a  compromise  arran(ement,  let  us  accept  one  and 
reject  the  other.  The  effect  of  the  action  here — and  that  action 
ought  to  proceed  rapidly,  in  my  judgment — will  be  to  make  an- 
other bill,  quite  different  from  the  House  bllL  That  is  our 
right ;  and  if  you  have  the  votes,  and  if  that  ia  the  sentiment  of 
the  inajority,  let  us  go  ahead  and  do  that,  and  comiriete  the 
work. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  Inserted  In  the  Rscobd  an  article 
published  in  the  Washington  Post  of  October  20,  entitled  "  Con- 
gress Struggles  over  Tariff  Duties  Date  Back  to  1789,"  by  Mr. 
David  Rankin  Barbee.  It  is  a  yery  thoughtful  article,  the  result 
of  some  research,  and  I  think  a  contribution  to  this  general 
subject.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Tahdovbkbo  in  die  chair). 
Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  f oUowa : 

(From  the  Waabingtoa  Post  of  Bsnday,  Octob«r  20,  1929] 
CoNOSBss  SntDoetas  ovss  Tabov  Donss  Datb  Back  to  1789 — FtssT 
Bill,  Dbawn  bt  Maoisos  ako  ELuiiltos,  Took  Thbbs  Mom-Hs  *o 
Enact — Jackson  a  Pboxbctiomist — Txlbb  Tstokd  Two — Aoucultubs 
AVD  iNOCSTaX  ALWATS   IS   OPTOSITIOX 

By  David  BahUd  Barbee 

Little  did  Prestdent  Hoover  dreus.  when  be  promloed,  more  tbsa  12 
nODtbs  ago,  that  be  wooM  eaU  OongNw  in  acMioa  for  "  a  limited  revi- 
sloo of  the  tariff"  that  •  year  and  probably  looser  wooid  be  conraaMd 
in  wrltlog  tbe  cbaogea  oeeeMsry  to  bring  the  Fordney-MrCiuaber  Act 
np  to  date.  Tbe  Ways  and  Means  Committee  began  bearings  on  Jaoa- 
ary  7  last.  Ten  mootbs  bave  passed  and  tbe  Senate  Is  lo  a  maddte 
over  tbe  bill  as  tbe  Finance  Commltteo  bas  recast  tt.  The  prospects 
are  that  It  will  not  be  passed  during  this  extra  session,  wUch  bas  be^ 
stttlug  since  early  last  AprIL 

Tbe  bill  will,  in  all  probability,  be  carried  over  to  tbe  rcgalar  s<>stioa. 
wblcb  convenes  December  1.  And  tbe  Lord  <mir  knows  how  long  it 
will  be  then  before  a  vote  Is  rcadiad,  beCsta  tb*  eoafefcoes  eoaunittees 
bave  ironed  oat  tbe  dlffer«ices  between  tbe  two  Houses  and  before  tba 
bUl  Is  signed  or  vetoed.  But  this  Is  not  the  only  tariff  bin  that  bas  bam 
a  year  in  tbe  making.  The  IVtrdaey-lieCasihsr  Act  was  90  months  la 
tbe  mill. 

It  baa  bscn  140  years  sines  JasMS  Msfflsso  lstro<ueed  the  arst  tariff 
that  epochal  aveat  theta  hava  hasa  maay  tariff  MUs  la 


4998 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SEN  ATE 


OCTOBBB  31 I 


Ir  I 


tecapT  tbe  tlSM  and  talent  of  Congres*  and  of  the  commerelal  and  mami- 
tactnriaf  and  polttlcal  gentlcBien  who  luiTe  more  than  a  paMtns  intereat 
la  aooer  acaaurca.  Bone  of  tbem  brought  the  coootry  to  the  Terse  of 
war :  one  of  them  did  hrlng  on  th«  War  between  the  Statea ;  two  or  three 
ef  them  wrecked  admin latrationa ;  one  made  a  PreaWent  of  Ita  aotbor ; 
aad  anotber  waa  the  occasion  of  a  New  Jer«ey  ichoolmaater  reacMnc  the 
throne.  More  than  one  of  theae  bllla  has  been  long  montha  la  the 
maklttg.  hat  only  two  of  them  hare  Uken  ao  long  in  the  making  aa  the 
Bawley-Smoot  tariff  now  on  the  lapa  of  the  goda. 

COMUBirr  BT   AifDUIW   JOHltaOH 

▲adfcw  Johoaoo,  who  helped  frame  one  or  two  tariff  bllla  and  who 
BigMd  one  of  the  moat  celebrated  In  one  of  the  moat  dramatic  inel- 
denta  Id  the  hlatory  of  tariff  making,  aald  that  govemmenta  bad  aolved 
all  other  quwtioaa  hat  that  of  finance,  and  that  no  government  had  erer 
learned  bow  to  write  a  satlafaetory  rerenne  blU.  Thomaa  Jeffcraon,  who 
waa  the  aeanat  thing  to  a  aaer  thia  eoaatry  haa  prodoced.  recogniaed 
thia  In  hia  memorable  communication  to  Coogrea  in  December,  1793. 
when  ha  nvged  apon  Coogreee  a  poUcr  of  free  trade  among  all  nationa, 
and  with  oal7  one  nation,  if  hot  one  woold  enter  into  a  treaty  to  that 

"  Bat,"  he  coneloded,  "  abould  any  nation,  contrary  to  oar  wiabea, 
nippoae  It  may  better  find  ita  advantage  by  continoing  ita  lyatem  of 
prohiUtioaa,  datlea,  and  reguUtiona.  it  behoovee  oa  to  protect  oar  dtl- 
aena.  their  eomoieree  and  naTigatton.  by  ooanter  probiUtlona,  dntiea, 
and  NVolatlona  alao.  Free  commat»  and  narigation  are  not  to  be 
given  in  exchange  for  reatrictlons  and  vezationa ;  nor  are  they  likely  to 
ptodace  a   relaxation  of  them." 

The  tariff  hlatwy  of  America  ahowt  how  neariy  right  both  the  great 
Virginian  and  the  great  Tenneaaean  were.  The  tariff  la  in  national 
poUtica  and  in  International  poUtica;  it  la  in  baaineaa  and  it  la  in 
flaance :  it  la  In  ahlpping  and  it  ia  in  diplomacy ;  It  la  in  Ubor  and  it  ia 
IB  agricaltare.  Even  the  chorchea  hare  taken  notice  of  it,  for  the  Fed- 
eral Coundl  of  Churchea  In  America  hai  preaomed  on  ocearton  to  deter- 
mine a  tariff  poiley  for  the  Nation. 

Thia  la  not  aald  in  any  spirit  of  crltldam.  bat  to  state  a  Caet  Ulaa- 
tratlng  how  elaalTe,  how  faacinatlng.  how  elective  and  allarlng  the  tariff 
li.  To  oaa  a  moeh-ahoaed  word,  it  intrignea  the  phlloaopher  in  his 
Xa^nry,  the  monk  la  hla  clolater,  and  the  legialator  in  hie  foram.  No 
mndeff  It  ralaea  more  heat  than  light  in  Ooogrcaa. 

isava  naT«8  back  to  abk. 
A  rapid  snrvay  of  the  Urlff  biatory  of  the  coontry  will  ahow  that  the 
tnoe  which  haa  hew  ralaed  over  the  Bawley-8moot  bill  ia  not  a  new 
laao*.  It  bc^n  with  the  first  Urtff  and  haa  been  a  problem  and  a  per- 
plexity with  every  succeeding  major  tariff  meaaore.  As  a  matter  of 
fhct.  It  began  In  the  dawn  of  faiatory,  when  Cain  klllad  hia  brother 
Abel,  for  at  bottom  it  U  a  Jealona  competition  between  two  conflicting 
•lemeata  of  oar  aeciety — agriculture  and  manufacture. 

When  Alexander  Hamilton  made  hla  famoua  reaponae  to  the  reaolu- 
Uoaa  of  the  Hooae,  calling  on  him  for  a  report  "  for  providing  for  the 
natloBal  debt  and  for  aoataining  the  poMic  credit,"  he  urged  additional 
datlea  oa  wlnca,  9lrits  (including  those  distilled  in  the  United  States), 
teaa,  and  eoffeea,  "  wMltoat  any  peaaible  dlaadvantage  to  trade  or 
agricnltara." 

Thia  report  atlrred  up  an  aniaMted  debate.  In  tact,  it  waa  aw>re  heat 
tMp  Ugfit  that  Caa^vas  got  from  the  diacoaaion.  and  the  opponents 
were  the  repeeaenUtives  of  the  agricultural  intereata.  Said  the  spokea- 
man  for  this  gioap.  to  endeavor  to  force,  by  extraerdiaary  Oovernment 
patroaacs.  the  growth  of  manufactures  would  be  to  tranafer  the  nat- 
ural ennent  of  industry  from  a  store  to  a  leas  beneficial  channel.  Thia. 
they  said,  would  sacrifice  general  to  pariicular  intereata.  It  can  hardly 
ever  be  wlae,  they  eoadoded.  for  a  government  to  try  to  r»«  direction 
to  the  ladaalij  of  lU  eltiaeaa.  the  aomdeat  and  simpleat  policy  in  almoat 
to  leave  the  iadoatry  to  itaelf. 
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nor  oaMocaanc  imfamt 

It  la  a  iMMt  latcreattaig  aa  weU  aa  a  remarkable  fact  that  Madiaon, 
Jeffersoa.  and  Andrew  Jaefeaoa.  all  three  piantera  aad  coming  from 
plaattag  Btatca,  oalaelded  with  Haarilton's  views  and  were  in  a  meas- 
vu*  pcotectloaista.  The  aeparatloa  of  the  politics  of  the  country  on  a 
tariff  policy  waa  a  later  developaent.  Tariff  reform,  so  Intimately 
totwiaad  with  the  name  of  Orover  Cleveland,  another  great  Democrat, 
waa  not  orlglaaUy  a  Democratic  Infant,  for  Cleveland  got  hia  Inapira- 
tloB  from  the  Uberai  Repobllcaaa  who  aapported  bias — Cart  Schura. 
OodUa,  aad  ether  tariff  rcfenacra. 

Aa  eTccjoas  haowa,  the  obatmctloa  to  the  iauwdlate  passage  of  the 
Bawley-aaoot  bW  ia  the  age-old  obatacle  to  the  paaaagi  of  every  tariff 
kUK— the  coatsat  betaeea  agrlealtnre  aad  manufacture.  Beaator  Bobah. 
who  prevailed  apaa  Prastdaat  Hoover  to  cnll  the  extra  aeaaion  for  "  a 
limited  levMoa  of  the  tariff,"  tried  to  limit  tbe  chaages  to  the  agri- 
coitaral  aehcdulea  alone  aad  waa  defeated  by  oae  vote.  The  Seaate 
epeaed  the  bill  np  to  wholeaale  ehangea  in  the  latercat  of  all  elasaes, 
■o  ttet  a  seaaial  limtrart  of  a  partlealar  revision  la  the  reault.  It  is 
Uarited  la  ao  aenoa. 

Aad  hiiaaas  It  to  gaaonl ;  haeaoae  th«<e  la  thia  IrreeoncUaMe  conflict 
hetwaaa  the  two  vent  lIsmm  91  Amarteaa  aocMy ;  aad  heoaaia  of  the 
■aiBlli  ds  of  tka  meaaare  Itself,  the  conaMaratloa  «<  It  has  coasaaed 


t  le  time  It  baa.  No  one  expects  either  side  to  yield.  Each  side  taunU 
t  le  other  with  delay.  There  Is  conflict  of  leadership  and  all  that  sort 
c  r  thing.  But  the  cauae  is  as  deep-neated  as  human  nature  Itself.  Let 
I  a  glance  at  the  history  of  a  few  of  the  memorable  tariff  battles  to  see 
1  r  thia  U  not  so ;  to  learn  how  long  they  were  in  the  making  and  what 
caused  any  delay  In  their  passage;  what  confllctf  were  aroused,  who 
1  bonldered  arms,  and  who  left  the  most  dead  on  the  field  of  battle. 

naar  tabitf  bill  im  itm 
The  first  tariff  blU  under  the  Constitution  of  1787  waa  Introduced 
1  ly  Jamea  Madison  April  8,  1789.     Prior  to  that  every  State  In  the  con- 
federation levied  Ita  own  taxes.    Madison's  bill  waa  debated  In  the  Com- 
liittee  of  the  Whole  until  May  16,  when  It  was  passed  and  sent  to  the 
Senate.     That  body  took  it  up  May  20  and  poatponed  discussion  until 
he  26th.     It  waa  then  amended  and  debated  until  June  27,  when   It 
taaaed.     The  Houhc   refused  to  accept   the  amendments  tacked  on  by 
he  Senata  and  the  Mil  went  to  conference.     A  few  changes  were  made 
ind  the  House  then  accepted  the  bill.     It  was  signed  on  July  4.     There 
vere  but  15  States  in  the  Union  at  that  time ;  the  membership  of  both 
loaaee  of  Congreas  was  small,  and  yet  this  bill  took  three  months  to 
>i«pare.     It  was  a  small  bill,  with  very  few  Items,  as  we  shall  see,  and 
ret  that  Congress  waa  unable  to  put  It  through  In  a  hurry  with  James 
kfadison  and  Alexander  Hamilton  steering  it.     Its  course  through  Con- 
gress has  been  the  track  that  all  subsequent  bills  have  taken.     Let  as 
rollow  it  throuRh  the  debates. 

Madiaon's  bill  levied  certain  dntiea  on  goods,  wares,  and  mercbandiae, 
ind  on  tbe  tonnage  bringing  them  Into  the  country.  The  items  taxed 
rere  rum  and  all  spirituous  liquors,  molamea.  Madeira  and  all  other 
wines,  common  bohea  and  all  other  teas,  pepper,  brown,  loaf,  and  all 
other  sugars,  cocoa,  and  coffee.  No  rates  were  specified,  tnit  the.  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  inserted  them  by  amendment. 
Tbe  hiatorlan  of  the  tariff  says : 

"  The  debates  in  the  House  on  this  bill  brought  out  fairly  well  every 
argument  sinte  used,  except  '  the  want  of  power  in  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment to  lay  duties  for  protection.'  " 

Senator  Maclay,  of  Pennsylvania,  wrote  the  only  account  we  have  of 
the  debates  In  tbe  Senate.  Taking  note  of  tbe  eritldam  over  the  delay 
In  the  passage  of  the  bill,  he  wrote  in  his  Journal :  "  The  idea  has  got 
abroad  that  the  mercantile  interest  has  been  excited  to  delay  this  Mil. 
The  merchanta  have  undoubtedly  regulated  the  prices  of  their  goods 
agreeaUy  to  the  proposed  duties,  so  that  the  consumers  of  dutied 
articles  really  pay  tbe  wltoie  impost,  and  whatever  tbe  propoaed  duties 
exceed  the  State  duties  now  Is  clear  gain  to  the  merchant.  Some  of 
them,  indeed,  dispute  the  payment  of  the  State  Impost." 

SBIfATB    MAKXS    CHANOXS 

In  hla  quaint  phraae  Maclay  tells  how  the  bill  was  being  changed  In 
the  Senate,  and  this  depicts  tbe  story  of  every  subsequent  tariff  bill. 
*'We  sat  on  the  impost  bill,"  he  wrote  on  May  25,  "and  debated  long 
on  the  style  of  tbe  enacting  clause.  It  was  an  old  friend,  and  the  same 
argumenta  were  used  which  had  formerljf  been  advanced ;  but  the 
style  of  the  law,  which  had  already  passed,  was  adopted.  Now  came 
the  first  duty  of  12  cents  on  Jamaica  proof.  We  debated  until  a  quar- 
ter past  3,  and  it  was  reduced  to  8.  Adjourned.  I  fear  that  our  Impost 
bill  will  be  rendered  in  a  great  measure  unproductive.  This  business 
Is  the  work  of  New  England  men.  They  want  the  article  of  molatiseii 
qolte  struck  out,  or  at  least  greatly  reduced ;  or  to  place  it  in  a  different 
point  of  view,  almost  every  part  will  be  proscribed  either  by  one  or 
other  of  those  who  choose  to  be  our  opponents,  for  every  conspirator 
must  be  indulged  In  tbe  sacrifice  of  his  particular  enemy." 

As  the  debate  wore  on  light  grew  darker  and  heat  flamed  higher. 
Thia  la  characteristic  of  every  tariff  debate.  On  June  0  Maclay  wrote 
that  the  discussion  was  being  conducted  "  with  less  order,  less  sense, 
and  less  decency,  too,  than  any  question  I  have  ever  yet  heard  debated 
in  the  Senate."  On  June  11  there  was  a  lengthy  debate  on  drawbacks, 
and  "  Butler,  of  South  Carolina,  flamed  away  and  threatened  dissolu- 
tion of  the  Union  with  regard  to  his  State  as  sure  as  Ood  was  in  the 
firmament.  •  •  •  His  State  would  live  free  or  die  glorious."  Here 
was  the  South  Carolina  tariff  doctrine  showing  ita  head  on  tbe  first  tariff 
MIL     Secesaion  and  nullification  were  not  bom  overnight. 


HBU)  RATB8   TOO   IX)W 

When  the  debate  had  ended  and  he  had  had  time  to  make  an  asacaa 
ment  of  its  provisions,  Maclay  turned  the  light  on  in  these  worda: 

"  The  Senators  from  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  and  Mary- 
land (the  manufacturing  States)  in  their  every  act  seemed  desirous 
of  making  the  Impost  productive,  both  as  to  revenue  and  effective  for 
the  encouragement  of  manufactures,  and  seemed  to  consider  the  whole 
of  the  imposta  (salt  excepted)  much  too  low.  Articles  of  luxury, 
many  of  them  would  have  ralaed  one-half.  But  the  Members  from  the 
North,  and  still  more  particularly  from  tbe  South,  were  ever  in  a 
fiame  when  any  articles  were  brought  forward  that  were  In  any  consid- 
erable ose  among  them." 

Thia  outline  shows  the  dividing  line  that  has  to  this  day  demarcaterl 
the  aectlons  on  the  tariff.  New  England,  manufacturing  rum,  which 
caase  in  competition  with  Jamaica  rum,  asked  for  free  molasses  and 
for  an  impoat  on  Jamaica.  South  Carolina,  an  agricultural  State,  op- 
posed impoats  on  articles  she  used,  and  the  manofacturiog  States  wished 


the  taapoata  effective  hoCb  for  revenue  and  for  the  apboUdlng  of  ta- 
dostry.  It  waa  some  years  before  New  ftegtaad  became  a  aiannfac- 
torlag  region,  and  she  was  until  that  tiase  came  opposed  to  protection, 
because  It  injured  her  shipping  aad  her  Ashing,  which  eoald  not  he 
carried  on  without  mm. 

The  poor,  which  the  Lord  said  we  have  with  us  always,  found  friends 
In  tbe  opponents  of  this  Mil,  for.  It  vras  serionriy  argued,  the  Import 
OB  molasses  would  make  them  suffer  because  it  wan  an  Item  of  their 
ordinary  diet.  Madison  wrote  Jofferson  that  this  argument  was  coun- 
tered by  another,  that  "  the  poor  who  consume  molasaes  would  escape 
the  burden  falling  on  the  poor  who  consume  sugar." 

This  requires  an  Interpretation.  Those  simple  days  were  the  days  of 
the  "  long  sweetening "  and  the  "  short  sweetening,"  when  tea  and 
coffee  were  made  palatable  either  with  sugar  or  molasses.  If  yon  were 
amMtlous  and  had  social  aspirations,  you  used  sugar ;  If  you  were  aeif- 
satisfled,  yoa  uaed  molasses. 

PaOTBCTIVB    TAHirV    ABKBD 

Between  the  Madlaoa  tariff  ai>d  1816  Congress  passed  a  number  of 
tariff  Mlla,  none  of  which  created  any  disturbance  becauae  of  the  War  of 
1812.  To  show  how  well  controlled  Congress  waa,  a  bill  was  pasaed 
July  1,  1812,  imposing  double  duties  on  Imports,  and  another  on  July  29, 
181.3,  imposing  a  duty  on  Imported  salt.  Tbe  second  war  with  Bag- 
land  stimulated  the  growth  of  domestic  maaufkcturera,  ao  when  Con- 
gress met  in  December,  1816,  it  received  many  petltlona  from  manufac- 
turers asking  for  a  protective  tariff,  thoae  from  the  cotton  manufac- 
turer attracting  the  moet  attention.  Tbeae  manufacturera  repreaented 
that  they  gave  employment  to  100,000  peraons  and  produced  annually 
gooda  valued  at  $24,000,000. 

A.  J.  Dallas,  ef  Pennsylvania,  waa  Secretary  of  tbe  Treaaury,  aad  la 
that  capacity  be  made  an  elaborate  report  to  Congreas,  recommending 
the  repeal  of  a  number  of  tariff  Mils,  the  reduction  of  the  direct  tax 
from  $6,000,000  to  $3,000,000  annually,  and  the  diacontinuance  of  the 
tax  on  distilled  spirits  after  June  30,  1816.  Ue  followed  this  with  an- 
other report,  February  13,  1816,  which  surveyed  the  whole  tariff  situa- 
tion and  recommended  that  a  new  general  tariff  bill  be  written,  to 
provide  a  revenue  of  $24,000,000  to  meet  estimated  Oovernment  expenses. 

This  Is  the  first  instance  of  a  Secretary  taking  the  lead  In  the  fram- 
ing of  a  tariff  bill,  and  It  Is  also  the  first  Instance  of  tariff  reform  pro- 
posed In  our  legislative  history.  The  Dallas  tariff  went  through  speedily, 
being  opposed  by  New  England  led  by  Webster  and  by  John  Randolph, 
of  Roanoke.  Calhoun  and  Clay  led  the  flgbt  for  the  bill.  Tbe  division 
tn  the  several  sections,  as  recorded  in  the  Bouse  votes,  shows  how  senti- 
ment was  then  beginning  to  shape  up  on  a  definite  tariff  policy.  It 
was: 
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The  bai  passed  the  Senate,  25  yeas  to  7  nays. 

PBOTECTION    DETINITX    POLICT 

Protection  waa  now  a  definite  policy  of  one  political  faction  and  waa 
aoou  to  divide  the  country  and  produce  the  first  great  sectional  convul- 
aion.  An  effort  was  made  at  tbe  session  of  1819-20  to  pass  a  protective 
tariff  biU.  The  Houae,  88  to  71.  put  it  through,  but  the  Senate,  22  to 
21,  killed  It  OB  a  motion  to  postpone  action  until  next  aeaaion. 

President  Monroe,  wedded  to  the  idea  of  protection,  twice  recom- 
mended in  his  annual  messages  a  review  of  the  tariff  for  maldng  it  more 
protective,  and  a  UU  to  carry  this  into  effect  was  introduced  in  the 
Houae  early  in  January,  1824.  debated  more  than  two  montha,  and 
passed,  107  to  102.  Tbe  Seaate  consumed  some  months  in  ita  considera- 
tion, variously  amended  it,  and  after  a  conference  had  ironed  out  the 
differences  it  was  passed,  25  to  22.  Webster  led  an  impreaaive  fight 
on  tbe  bill  and  Clay  sponsored  it  Andrew  Jackaon  voted  for  it.  Fenn- 
aylvanla  and  tbe  South  were  again  at  loggerheads.  The  vote  oa  thia 
bill,  becauae  it  immediately  preceded  tbe  "  tariff  of  abomlnatkns,"  which 
convulsed  the  Nation,  is  not  without  interest : 
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No  Mil  ever  paased  Oongresa  with  anch  a  dooe  margin  aa  thia  oa«. 
Niles*  Register  explains  the  line-up  in  theee  words :  "  The  navigatiag 
and  fishing  States  opposed  the  bill  becauae  of  aa  apprehenaion  that  it 
would  injure  oommeree ;  the  graln-growiag  States  aapported  It  beeanae 
of  a  belief  that  ita  pasaage  would  heaefit  agrfcalture ;  and  tiie  pleating 
States  united  with  the  navigating  againat  the  bill  for  tbe  reaaoo  that 
it  wonld  be  injurious  to  agriculture." 

JACK80M  A  PBOTBCnOinST 

Jackson's  support  of  thia  ao-called  "  tariff  of  woolens "  definitely 
placed  him  in  the  rank  of  the  protectionista,  but  there  is  a  reasonable 
ground  for  the  suspicion  that  he  voted  for  tbe  Mil  with  an  eye  on  the 
Prcaldency.  Aa  an  evidence  that  be  waa  not  above  suapicion,  the 
Legislature  of  Indiana,  favorable  to  hia  candidacy,  felt  impelled  to 
pledge  him,  ao  in  January,  1828.  a  resolution  waa  adopted  by  the 
senate  of  that  body  "inviting  him  (General  Jackaon)  to  state  explicitly 
whether  be  favors  that  construction  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  which  authorises  Congreaa  to  appropriate  money  for  the  purpose 
of  making  internal  improvementa  in  the  several  Statea  and  whether 
he  is  in  favor  of  such  a  system  of  protective  duties  for  tbe  benefit  of 
American  manufacturers  as  will,  in  all  caaee  where  the  raw  material 
and  the  ability  to  manufacture  extsta  In  our  cotmtry,  secure  tbe  patron- 
age of  our  own  manufactures  to  the  excluston  of  thoae  of  foreign  coan- 
triea,  and  whether,  if  elected  President  of  tbe  United  States,  he  wm 
In  his  poMlc  capacity  reconunend,  foater,  and  aopport  the  Amerleaa 
system." 

Jackaon  replied,  pointing  to  hla  vote  oa  the  "  tariff  oa  woolena  "  and 
to  a  letter  he  had  written  to  a  Doctor  Colcoun,  of  North  Osroilaa,  the 
preceding  year,  a  letter  that  somehow  got  Into  the  pobUc  press  aad  waa 
aever  repadiated.  In  the  letter  to  Doctor  Coleman,  Old  Hickory  aald 
we  were  producing  too  maeb  of  farm  prodocta — more  than  we  could 
consume.  "  Draw  from  agriculture  this  superabondaat  labor."  aald  he ; 
"employ  It  in  mecbaninn  and  manufactures,  thereby  creating  a  hoasa 
market  for  yoor  Ineadstulfs  and  dlatrlbotfag  labor  to  the  most  profltaMs 
aeoount,  and  benefits  to  tbe  country  arfll  result ** 

Not  even  Senator  SHoanrDos,  of  California,  eonld  pat  the  caae  more 
socdnctly.  No  wonder  dd  Hickory  was  under  aospleion  In  the  ptant- 
tag  States.  Can  we  not  an  see  htm  presa  a  little  harder  with  hla  qoUl 
pea  aa  he  wrote  ttie  sentence:  *It  ia  time  we  should  become  a  Ilttis 
more  Americanized  (he  aoderseored  that  word)  ;  tnatead  of  feeding  the 
paupers  and  laborers  of  Bag^aad,  feed  oar  own,  or  else  In  a  short  time, 
by  continuing  our  present  policy,  we  ahall  be  rendered  paupera  oar> 
selves."     Did  thia  not  forecast  the  "tariff  of  abominations"! 

KiLLBo  orr  CAiAoov 

If  that  tariff  made  a  Preaident.  tbe  next  one  killed  off  a  promiaing 
caadidate— John  C.  Calhoun.  It  also  auirfced  the  flrat  deflatte  entry  of 
the  manufacturing  intereata  of  tbe  country  into  a  tariff  flght  aa  an 
organised  body,  aad  it  began  the  Peansylvaala  plaa,  which  has  coa- 
tinued  to  this  day.  Mr.  MaUary,  of  Termont.  chairman  of  the  Uooss 
Committee  on  Manufaeturea,  on  January  10,  182T,  hrooght  la  a  general 
tariff  biU  and  after  a  lengthy  aad  animated  debate  It  was  mabed 
through,  106  to  95,  the  Houae  dividing  again  geographicaDy  rather 
than  partiaan.  There  waa  little  time  for  tbe  Senate  to  act  on  tbe  bill, 
ao  Martin  Van  Boren,  vrith  hla  eye  on  the  White  Houae,  jockeyed  the 
bill  Into  a  vote  for  poetponement,  whleb,  being  a  tie,  compelled  Calhoun, 
the  Vice  Preaident.  to  cast  the  deciding  vote.  He  voted  with  the  plant- 
ing Btatea  and  arouaed  the  enmity  of  every  protectionist  and  mano- 
tacturer  in  the  country.  These  gentlemen  now  formally  orgaaiaed  the 
Pcnnaylvaaia  Society  for  the  Promotion  of  Manafactnraa  and  the  Ms- 
chanles  Arta  on  May  14.  1827,  and  called  a  national  eoBvendoa  to  meet 
at  Harrlsbnrg  on  July  30  of  that  year  "  to  deliberate  what  meaanras 
are  proper  to  be  tahen  la  the  preasat  postnre  of  affalra."  A  committee 
faroadeaat  an  addreaa  to  the  eountry. 

Nlnety-Ave  delegates  attended  the  eonrentloa  from  theas  Btatss :  New 
Hampsiare.  Ycrswnt.  Msssschnsetta,  Rhode  Islsad.  Conneetlcat,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virgtnia,  Eea- 
tnefcy,  and  Ohio.  Bvery  asetian  of  the  oonatry  except  the  deep  Booth 
sr  the  planting  Statea  wets  ceprMented.  Oae  can  aot  uaderstaad  ths 
aaUlflcatlon  controreray  wlthsat  •  glanee  at  thia  hiatory. 

A  memorial  to  Congreas  aakiiv  a  tariff  sa  wool  aad  oa  the  diffeeeat 
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M  other  aaavtecCaKd  utUin  wm  prtfrtd ;  u  wen  m  u  mO&nm  to 
tb*  paoplt  •<  the  ITBltfld  Statw  and  aootbcr  to  laaaafactiiriiig  mdnatrtea 
»t  tte  Maatry.     BrMTthlng  open  and  aboTc  board. 

MOST   nmUAMKXMLM  TABtlT   BILL 

When  CongrcM  met  that  Deeeaber  the  making  of  the  moat  memorable 
tarlC  Un  la  oar  hlatory  waa  the  lole  topic  of  dlacoMton.  Por  tha  txwt 
time  a  eommtttae  hi«an  to  take  taatlmony.  Thoa  waa  Initiated  the 
P^C7  that  exlata  to  thla  good  day.  It  took  the  committee  oa  mana- 
factnrea  exactly  one  month  to  conduct  Ita  bearings,  whldi  began  early 
In  Jaaoary.  Oebat*  on  the  bill  commenced  March  8  and  eontinoed 
ontll  ApfU  21.  The  bill  had  been  ordered  to  a  third  reading  on  April 
IS,  by  a  vote  of  109  lo  91,  bat  on  that  day  John  Randolph  made  a 
iMgthy  and  apirited  attack  npoo  it,  acatterlng  his  thonderbolta  In  all 
direetlona.  Another  debate  eaaoed  on  tlie  merits  of  the  btU  and  on  the 
general  qnastion  at  ^•Cectim,  the  bill  Inally  passing.  101  to  9«,  with 
1«  Mambars  abaent. 

The  spirit  ot  the  fierce  epposltton  la  shown  by  the  efforts  to  amend 
the  caption  at  the  bUL  It  waa  entitled,  "An  act  in  alteration  of  tlie 
sereral  acts  Imposing  dottcs  on  imports."  Mr.  Wild*,  of  Oeorgia.  the 
poet  mo^ed  to  aatend  it  by  adding,  "and  for  the  cncouacement  of 
domestic  manafactursB." 

Bandolph  flared  out,  "  insisting  that  domeatlc  manufactnres  were  thoae 
carried  on  in  the  tamiliea  of  the  farmers  in  the  making  at  wliat  oaed 
to  be  called  Virginia  doth."  Said  he,  "The  gentleman  from  Oeorgia 
shoold  call  it  a  Wl  to  rob  and  plander  nearly  one-half  of  the  Union  to 
fill  the  pockets  of  the  other  hatf." 

To  this  Mr.  Hodges,  of  Maaaaehaaetts,  agreed,  bot  offered  hia  own 
aoMndment  to  add  to  it,  "and  to  tranafer  the  capital  and  indoatry  of 
the  Mew  BngUnd  Statea  to  other  States  in  the  Union." 

In  the  Senate  Webster,  now  a  conrert  to  protection,  supported  the 
MU,  "  declaring  N»w  Sagland  waa  now  for  protection."  After  a  debate 
lasting  three  weeks,  and  adding  only  IS  ameodmenta,  the  Mil  passed 
26  to  31,  was  aceeptad  by  the  Hoose  two  days  later,  and  on  May  19 
John  Qalncy  Adama  signed  it.     Then  tlie  fan  began. 

BBOOOHT   ABOOT   HVLUTlCATlOn 

Hardly  la  It  neeeasary  to  recount  the  history  of  the  nulUfleatlon  coa- 
trorersy.  Been  yet  the  historians  differ  on  the  facto  and  on  tiie  phl- 
loaophy  of  that  onamlahle  controTeray.  By  formal  act  the  people  of 
South  Carolina,  in  conveotlon,  nollifled  the  tariff,  but  only  after  a  ter- 
rific coatroTersy  before  the  people.  At  a  maaa  meeting  at  Columbia 
the  ptcatdeat  of  tlie  Unlvccnlty  of  South  CaroUha.  Dr.  Thomaa  Cooper, 
who  had  been  a  Jod^e  in  PennaylTania,  and  whom  John  Adams  bad 
plaead  la  Jail  for  critidalng  him,  made  a  speech  that  first  formally 
enunciated  the  doctrine  that  protection  was  onconatlturional.  and  in 
which  he  oaed  thla  mesaorable  phraae :  "  It  la  time  for  the  South  to  cal- 
culate tha  vahse  of  the  Union."  Thla  la  the  first  time  that  secession 
waa  proclaimed  In  the  Soath,  and  by  an  alien  at  that  and  aa  InfideL 

We  all  know  that  IHrglnla  iatercsded  both  with  South  Carolina  and 
with  tiw  adaaialatratioB  and  that  Jaekaon  urged  the  Congresa  to  rerise 
tha  offeaaTee  "  tariff  abominationa  "  He  wished  to  avert  dTil  war.  and 
BB  did  VlrglBla  and  ao  did  South  CaroUna,  for  it  is  often  overlooked  that 
IT.OOO  vot«*s  appoBsd  aulilllcatlon  in  the  Palmetto  SUta ;  that  CharlCB- 
tna  and  the  weatera  eoontiaa  stood  by  Old  Hickory. 

ci.AT'B  nnat  comfbomibb 


Clay  took  thla  oecBBloa  to  raah  throogh  hla  first  celebrated  com- 
promise, and  so  befuddled  was  the  state  of  mind,  so  at  crisacroaaca 
all  the  popular  thought,  that  he  actually  began  to  modify  the  tariff  by  a 
Mil  Introdocad  la  tha  Saaate,  when  the  ConBtitutloB  says  that  money 
bllla  shall  Miglnate  la  the  Houac.  The  tariff  bill  waa  hurried  through 
Iwth  braacheB  of  Congreaa,  Jackaoa's  plea  (or  more  power  to  put  down 
TCheUloB  la  Soath  CaroUaa  aad  to  enforce  the  collection  of  the  rerenoe 
waa  delayed  oatU  the  controTeny  waa  orer  and  Sooth  Carolina  had 
rfBflnded  har  aaiUfieatton  act  through  the  same  formal  proeeaa  by  which 
H  had  bMB  paased.  In  about  three  weeks  the  whole  incident  scemsd 
ta  be  over. 

It,  -howerer.  rala^  a  wlad  that,  like  the  terrlbla  hsrricane.  gnthered 
teres  aa  it  blew  aatll  It  spsat  ItaeU  at  Apponattoz.  Webater  and  Benton 
fsBght  tha  msnanrs,  bat  to  ao  sad.    Clay  aad  Calhoun  for  once  were 


la  tha  nest  tariff  coatroreray  we  hare  the  flrat  of  oar  prealdcBtlal 
battlSB  with  that  probleB^  for  Joha  Tyler  and  Congreaa  got  at  logger* 
heads,  aaa  ha  vetoad  two  tariff  bOla  becauae  "  they  did  aot  aoapend  tha 
dlatrlbatlea  •€  tha  prareada  of  tha  bbIbb  of  tha  pahUc  landa  among  tha 
aaveral  Stataa  of  tha  Ualaa." 

Tha  first  of  thsas  btlls  was  writtaa  hi  coan>llaaea  with  a  paMtkal 
pladge  Cor  a  gaoaral  rerlaloa,  a  pla^a  that  had  batpad  tha  Whlga  win 
It  kattla.  Tha  Hoaas  Osmmlttee  oa  Maauthctwea  bscaa  work 
aa  PiPiMiH  1.  1S41.  bat  had  aa  maeb  trsiMa  pettlag  tafoe^ 
It  waa  aot  antU  bbom  time  la  March  of  the  aext  year  that 
tha  bW  caam  tmt  «f  eammlttaa.  Whlla  the  Baoaa  waa  defenth«  It, 
of  tha  Ways  aad  Maaaa  Caanalttee,  hM  boCasa  tha 
the  ■seNtary  at  the  Tveasarjr  aaktaf  that  a  MU  at  a 
c*al  layfBBi  ahafefr  ba  iiinfi. 

riiBt.  tha  Baaaa  paaBBd  aad  tha  teaata  mawiiad  la  a  kfll  t» 
tha  Omr  tm§mmlm»tt  mm  AMfpm  I,  bat  x^ler  mUmi  ttet.  aad  th« 


c  Vort  to  paaa  it  orer  hia  veto  failed.  On  July  5  the  Houae  thea  took  op 
t  le  general  tariff  blU  and  passed  it  on  the  16tb,  and  on  August  5  tha 
i  enate  paased  It,  which  was  pretty  speedy  work.  It  shoold  be  remem- 
I  ered,  howerer,  that  Tyler  tuul  incensed  the  Whigs  to  no  end. 

AlMf  HBLPBD  BT  TTLBB 

Tyler  Tetoed  thla  bill  alao,  and  wrote  a  sharp  letter  to  Congress,  which 
c  tnaed  that  honorable  body  to  pass  a  reaolotion  of  censure  on  him,  which 
I  till  stands  on  the  booka.  No  other  President  was  ever  ao  treated  orer  a 
t  iziff  bill,  but  years  later  another  waa  to  get  into  a  furious  controrersy 
1  ith  the  Senate  orer  a  tariff  bilL  It  waa  now  near  the  end  of  August, 
(  ongresa  had  tor  nine  months  been  considering  the  tariff  bill  and  cussing 
J  »hn  Tyler,  and  the  pay  che<^  were  being  endangered  for  lack  of  fonda 
li  I  the  Treasury.  So  in  the  last  two  ■  weeks  of  that  month  Congress 
puNwd  the  tariff  bill  in  conformity  with  Tyler's  desires,  and  he  signed 
i  :  on  August  30.  This  was  the  longest  seasion  In  our  biatory  deroted  to 
a  tariff  bill  until  the  present  extra  sesaion. 

Tbe  next  important  tariff  bill  Is  known  to  history  as  the  Walker 
tiriff  and  is  tbe  only  one  that  bears  the  name  of  s  man  not  a  Member 
ot  Congreas.  It  came  during  Polk's  administration  and  waa  baaed  upon 
a  report  made  to  Congreaa  by  Robert  J.  Walker,  Secretary  of  tbe  Treaa- 
iry,  a  Pennsylrania  man  who  had  been  a  Senator  from  Mississippi  and 
1  raa  later  to  become  Territorial  goTemor  of  "  bleeding  "  Kansas.  Mr. 
}  Talker  was  s  low-tariff  man,  and  so  was  tbe  President  The  latter 
attacked  the  protectiTe  principle  in  his  message  in  1845,  and  it  was 
Inmediately  followed  by  Walker's  report,  which  was  tbe  basis  on  which 
t  He  Committee  on  Ways  and  Meana  now  for  the  first  time  began  to 
trrite  a  bill.  From  December  until  April  14  the  committee  and  Mr. 
liTalker  strnggled  with  the  bill,  wbicb  waa  debated  until  July  2,  when 
i  [  passed,  114  to  97.  Tbe  Senate  laid  it  aside  for  three  weeka,  and  aa 
I  bat  body  waa  known  to  be  evenly  divided  on  the  measure  it  waa 
i  eared  that  It  would  not  pass.  However,  with  little  debate  and  no 
I  mendmeata,  it  waa  taken  op  on  July  28  and  paased  28  to  27. 

MORaiLL   BILL  BAStLT   PA8SBO 

For  the  next  few  years  tbe  mind  of  the  country  was  on  war  and  not 
4  ven  the  Morrill  tariffs  of  tbe  war  period  have  much  interest  for 
I  tudents.  As  soon  as  tbe  Southern  Statea  seceded  that  gave  tbe  Repub- 
I  leans  control  of  both  Houses  of  Congresa,  and  they  put  tbeir  billa 
I  hrongh  without  much  trouble.  Revenue  waa  badly  needed,  and  no  one 
I  ook  a  lantern  with  him  when  looking  over  a  tariff  bill.  There  were 
lome  Interesting  features  of  these  bills  if  not  much  delay  in  tbeir  paa> 
1  age.  That  of  1863  provided  for  the  appointment  of  three  cominissionera 
I  0  consider  the  whole  revenue  situation,  to  reviae  tbe  tax  nystem.  and  to 
iropose  lawa  for  unifying  the  same.  That  aucb  a  bill  should  have 
<ome  out  of  the  hopper  in  war  timea  abowa  that  the  atateamen  in  Con- 
liresa  had  other  thoughta  beside  the  main  thought  of  winning  tbe  war. 
1  Nothing  ever  came  of  this  proposal  to  make  a  acientiflc  tariff  and  take 
It  oat  of  politics. 

The  Morrill  tariff  of  1866  waa  rushed  through  the  House  after  a 
3 -day  debate,  being  passed  on  July  10,  97  to  62.  The  Senate,  by  a 
vote  of  27  to  17,  instructed  the  Finance  Committee  to  pigeonhole  It 
intil  next  session,  when  it  was  taken  up  at  the  beginning  of  ibe  ses- 
I  Ion,  debated  at  great  length,  and  passed  at  midnight,  February  1,  1867. 
'  'he  Houae  refused  to  concur  in  the  Senate  amendments,  and  tbe  bill 
yf»  lost.  This  is  tbe  only  instance  in  which  a  bill  baa  met  this  fate 
it  thla  manner. 

Always  from  the  beginning  the  wool  people  have  been  tbe  most  insist- 
4nt  for  protection  for  their  industry,  and  this  has  made  the  rather 
lelehrated  wool  and  woolens  act  of  1867  dramatic  with  interest  and 
I  laced  it  in  the  ball  of  tariff  fame  alongside  of  tbe  "  tariff  of  abomina- 
tions" and  Clay's  compromise  act  of  1832. 

Judge  Bingham,  of  Ohio,  brought  in  a  bUl  July  23,  1866,  to  provide 
increased  revenue  from  imported  wool,  and  for  other  purposea.  The  sec- 
I  etary  aad  legislative  agent  of  tbe  Wool  Manufacturers  Association,  ex- 
I  mining  the  bill,  found  out  that  It  "  threatened  no  little  injury  to  our 
iatercata,"  and  so  notified  bis  people.  Judge  Bingham  on  an  appeal 
leing  made  to  him  agreed  to  restore  the  rate  in  the  Morrill  bill,  and 
I  lie  House,  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  without  taking  a  record  vote, 
I  Based  it  The  next  day,  July  28.  being  tbe  last  legialative  day,  the 
I  111  waa  raabed  to  the  Senate,  and  that  body  refused  to  conrider  It. 

OPPOBBO  BT   FBBSBHDBlf 

reflBeadea,  of  Malae,  was  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  be 
<ppoaed  the  MIL  At  the  short  session  the  bill  was  taken  up  by  the 
1  Inaaee  Committee  and  reported  out  on  March  1.  variously  amended. 
liTsry  protected  interest  in  the  country  fought  the  bill,  and  Senator 
<  attell,  Pennsylvania,  offered  an  amendment  which  opened  up  the  qoa** 
1  on  of  «eaeral  tariff  revision.  Thla  meant  tbe  defeat  of  tbe  bill.  The 
irool  people  were  bleating  like  a  dock  of  sheep  surrounded  by  one  lone 
t  nolf.  Thar*  was  treoiendoas  excitement  on  the  hill  and  throughout  the 
t  rantry.  FlaaUy,  before  a  crowded  Senate,  with  the  Capitol  filled  with 
t  lUors  aad  toUera,  the  Cattail  aoMadment  cane  to  a  vote.  The  demo- 
^tB  BBved  the  day  for  the  wool  men  that  time,  for  led  by  Beverdy 

EOBBB,  of  Maryland.  tb«y  joined  with  the  western  antitariff  mea  la 
mtlag  the  smwidmeat  Then,  on  the  vary  Mat  leglalatlTe  day  th« 
>— la.  SI  to  u. 
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it  day  a  taflor  eat  la  the  PreaMeatli  room  of  the  Senate  aorrauaded 
hy  hla  cabinet  Msardy  kwklag  over  the  Mils  that  ho  araat  slga  or  i«ta. 
It  waa  noticed  that  he  took  the  tariff  bill  aad  laid  It  aside,  aad  wee* 
ahead  slgalng  the  other  bllla.  The  tailors  who  bad  been  applauding  in 
tbe  gallery  an  hour  or  two  before  heard  that  their  bill  had  been 
cast  aalde.  They  ruahed  across  the  corridor  of  the  Hoose  wing  In  minus 
nothing  and  got  bold  of  Judge  Bingham.  They  were  ao  out  of  breath. 
It  is  said,  they  could  aot  speak.  But  he  read  their  minds  and  at  one 
minute  before  12  o'clock  he  stood  in  tbe  presence  of  the  man  ha  waa  even 
then  getting  ready  to  crucify,  and  with  beads  of  sweat  rolling  down  his 
cheeks  be  asked  Andrew  Johnson  to  sign  his  bill.  With  an  air  that  aald, 
"  I  was  Just  getting  ready  to  do  that,"  Andrew  Johnson  took  up  his  quill 
pen  and  made  history.  That  waa  the  narrowest  squeak  a  tariff  bill  ever 
got. 

ynST  TABITF  covmssTOff 

For  the  next  16  years  tariff  Ulls  were  Infrequently  and  uninteresting 
affairs.  That  of  1882  waa  memorable  only  In  that  created  the  Tariff 
Commission,  and  President  Arthur  could  get  no  tariff  reformer  or  man 
of  prominence  to  serve  on  tbe  commission.     Then  came  Qrover  Cleveland. 

Tariff  reform  centera  around  the  name  of  the  great  Democratic  Presi- 
dent When  be  first  became  President  be  bad  never  read  a  book  on  the 
tariff  and  be  didn't  know  the  difference  between  a  tariff  rate  and  a  glass 
of  beer.  But  under  tbe  guidance  of  Carl  Schurs,  who  gave  him  the 
books  to  read,  he  took  up  seriously  the  study  of  that  question  and  became 
the  moat  Ulustrions  tariff  reformer  in  our  history. 

The  first  of  tbe  Cleveland  bills,  known  as  the  Mills  bill,  came  in  188T 
Roger  Q.  Mills,  of  Texas,  waa  chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee. Theoretically  he  was  a  free  trader.  As  he  yesrs  later  told  the 
Senate,  he  sat  down  in  his  atudy  in  Texas  and  for  six  months  worked  ont 
the  details  of  the  bill  which  bore  his  name,  only  to  find  ont  when  he 
got  before  the  committee  he  knew  little  about  tbe  technical  side  of  mak- 
ing ratca  Thla  is  tbe  first  Instance  in  our  history  of  one  man  attempt- 
ing to  write  a  tariff  bill.  Not  even  Hamilton  or  Madison  would  under- 
take that  when  the  country  was  young. 

ONB  HDITDBXD  AND  TIITT-ONB  8PEXCHB8   WBSB   MAOB 

General  debate  on  the  bill  began  April  17,  1888,  with  Springer,  of 
lUinols,  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  On  July  19  it  was 
over.  151  speeches  having  been  made,  consuming  111  hours  and  54 
aiinutca.  The  bill  then  passed,  162  to  114,  only  four  Democrats,  includ- 
ing Samuel  J.  Randall,  of  Pennsylvania,  opposing  it.  The  Republicans 
controlled  the  Senato,  so  they  made  a  farce  out  of  the  bUL  The 
Finance  Committee  considered  it  from  July  21  until  October  3,  when  it 
come  out  with  three  reports,  one  by  Aldrtch,  the  chairman ;  one  by 
Beck,  of  Kentucky ;  and  a  third  by  the  ether  DemocratiG  memiwra.  For 
two  weeka  It  waa  debated,  aad  then,  on  October  20,  CongreBs  adjoamed 
without  taking  a  vote.  At  the  rtiort  session  the  bill  waa  taken  up 
December  6  and  discussed  until  January  22,  1889,  when  It  was  passed 
by  a  vote  of  82  to  30.  Tbe  Houae  took  tbe  position  that  It  waa  a  brand 
new  bill  and  they  refused  even  to  consider  it  Bo  this,  the  longest  of  tbe 
tariff  sessions,  thus  came  to  an  end. 

At  the  next  turn  of  the  wheel  the  Republicana  were  in  control  of 
every  department  of  the  Oovemment,  and  in  this  rituatlon  came  the 
McKlnley  Mil.  Even  with  Tom  Reed  as  Speaker  and  with  the  aUest 
Waya  and  Means  Committee  that  ever  aat  in  the  Houae,  the  Mil  was 
from  December  9  untU  October  1  In  the  making.  It  carried  496  amend- 
menta.  the  Houae  accepting  272.  compromising  on  173,  and  the  Senate 
receding  from  M. 

There  are  few  tariff  Mils  that  have  made  as  much  history  as  the  ill- 
fated  Wilson  biU  of  1894.  That  waa  the  blU  that  wrecked  the  Demo- 
cratic Party,  because  tbe  Senate  insurgents,  led  by  Gorman,  of  Mary- 
land, and  Brice,  of  Ohio,  rewrote  the  bill  In  conformity  with  their  own 
Ideas  of  protection  and  to  meet  the  wishes  of  certain  Democratic  Sena- 
tors who  were  out-and-out  protectionista  Cleveland  refuaed  to  algn  it 
and  In  two  letters — one  to  William  L.  Wilson  and  the  other  to  General 
Catchings,  of  Misatssippi — blistered  the  Insurgents.  Tbty  replied  with 
their  shiUalaba  and  a  merry  fnss  resulted. 

CaiXaO   COWABOLT   BCKBaWDBB 

Chairman  WUson  began  public  hearings  on  the  MU  Aaffost  2S,  18M, 
and  dosed  them  September  20,  amid  tbe  Jeers  of  tbe  BepnbUcans.  He 
wrote  an  elaborate  report  to  accompany  the  Mil,  and  Henry  Watteroon 
denounced  it  as  a  cowardly  aorreoder  to  protection.  On  Janoary  6 
general  diseusslon  began  and  ended  five  days  Ister.  RepabHeBDS  broke 
a  qaorom  and  the  bill  could  not  come  to  a  vote.  Speaker  Crisp  refused 
to  follow  Tom  Seed's  precedent  sod  cooat  a  qnoraa.  finally  It  was 
bedded  to  take  a  vota  on  Fsbraary  1,  and  after  a  BtemoraMe  debate 
between  Crisp  and  Reed  the  Mil  paaeed,  204  to  140.  It  was  a  day  of 
great  exdteneat.  People  had  ooom  long  ways  to  hear  the  debate. 
Aad  when  the  vote  was  coanted  excited  Dcoiocrats  seised  Chairman 
WUaon,  raised  him  to  their  shooMera,  and  began  a  parade  that  was  tha 
first  aad  oaly  tariff  parade  la  the  reeord. 

The  bill  waa  eoasldered  sevea  weeks  by  the  finance  Coflmrfttee  of 
the  Senate  and  then  debated  for  three  moaths,  finally  pssBing  Jaly  8. 
It  became  a  law  wfthoat  the  PresldeDTs  atgaatota  SB  AafOSt  27,  1894, 
Jost  one  year  after  Mb  laccptloa. 


Neither  tte  Dlagley  taiHT  aer  Oe  Payae-AMtfeh  taifff  aer  the  Uh> 
fiirBBsfiWIWBiaiis  tarlC  asr  the  Payne-McCoasher  tariff  took  tha  tlat  f 
writs  that  the  other  bills  of  mosseat  accaplsd.  The  Dtaglcy  tariff 
pat  throach  a  w«tt-orgaalasi  CoagrsM;  the  Payme-^Odrich  tariff 
faith  with  the  ptomIsbb  of  the  PrasUeat  aad  hroaght  oa  the  BaH 
Moose  BMreawat  which  was  la  effect  the  rrrlval  a(  the  aacieat  esa- 
tru»siay  between  the  agrlenltatal  St^tsa  aad  the  iMaafacCaxlng  Btataa. 
The  last  Deaioeratlc  bill  was  epwiaeted  throogh  the  Boosa  br  a 
■aster  polttlcUn  and  It  had  behind  It  tha  teadershlp  of  PrvMMl 
Wllsoa,  whs  peraooaUy  took  a  haad  la  It,  aad  poAsd  It  throogh. 

TWBIITI   MOHTHI  VK  UAKVK9 

Althoogh  the  Daaocrats,  la  lM.fi,  tried  to  take  the  tariff  oat  ef 
politics,  and  althoogh  thla  has  been  the  dream  of  isaay  RepubUcaa 
statesmen,  all  cfforto  In  this  direetlon  hare  Called,  because  of  the 
eternal  oonfllet  between  acrlcnltnra  and  manofactarea.  Thla  coafiAct  la 
1921.  provoked  the  longeat  coatreversy  la  tariff  boildlag.  for  tbe  Ford- 
ney-McCnmber  bill  waa  20  nontba  la  tbe  "«f>«"t.  and  Senator  B<mum 
then,  aa  now,  waa  la  the  torefront  fighting  for  the  farssec 

Heariaga  on  the  bill  began  in  the  Waya  aad  Meana  Coaunittee  oa 
January  6,  1921,  and  the  bill  passed  the  Hoaas  the  fOUowlag  July  21. 
The  Finance  Committee  did  not  report  oat  the  blU  oatll  April  11,  1922, 
aad  then  it  came  with  more  than  2,000  ameodmenta.  Tbe  Senate  passed 
the  bill  on  August  19  following,  with  ahnoat  2.500  amendaaaata,  aad  It 
went  to  conference.  On  September  16  the  Houae  adopted  tbe  confer- 
ence report  210  to  90,  and  four  days  later  tbe  Senate  adopted  it  43  to 
28.  Ita  moat  important  provialon  was  the  fiaxlble-tarlff  daoae,  which 
has  been  eliminated  from  the  present  'dUl.  It  should  be  perfectly  ob- 
vious that  It  takes  long  and  weary  montha  now  to  write  aad  pass  any 
tariff  bill,  unlees  both  Housea  ot  Congreaa  are  perfectly  dlaclplined  and 
the  President  takes  the  lead  aa  was  done  when  tha  Underwood-SlB> 
mons  bill  became  the  law  of  the  land. 

UEDmaauuntkit  ruvn  ixr  cAMPAioir 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  alao  mak.  while  I  ha^e  tlie  floor,  to  haTe 
Inserted  in  the  Rscord  at  this  point  another  matter,  the  report 
of  the  special  committee  to  study  the  atatua  and  needa  of  tbe 
Mediterranean  fruit  fly  campaign. 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objectkm.  it  la  ao 
opdered- 

The  matter  referred  to  la  aa  foUowa: 

Ocioaaa  28,  1929. 


Rbpoot  or  SPBCtu.  CoKUTrraa  to  SrtniT  Status  ahd  Naaos  or  Mam- 

TBBBAmUff  WtVVT  FLT  CaMPAIOH 

The  Secretary  of  Agrlcnltnre  rdcaass  herewith  a  report  of  a  apedsl 
eommittse  on  the  Mediterraaean  frolt  flly  campaign  la  Florida.  Thta 
committee  was  selected  at  the  BUggestioa  of  tiie  Secretary  ander  the 
dlrectioa  o<  Hoa.  Wiluam  B.  Wood,  chainaan  of  the  Appropriatloas 
Committee  vi  the  Heoae,  to  aecore  the  latest  Infomwrion  for  the  use  of 
that  coaaalttoe.  Thia  report  proseata  an  addittoaal,  independent  aad 
recent  Judsnaent  of  the  work  aad  Ita  fotore  needa.  The  psraonnel  sf 
thla  eommittee  was  aa  foUaws :  W.  O.  Thos^Mon,  president  eoKritos  of 
Ohio  State  University:  W.  C.  Reed,  commercial  fruit  grower,  of  Vla- 
cennea,  lad. ;  W.  P.  fUat  chief  eateoiologlst  of  the  HUaola  Nataral  Hla- 
tory  Sarvey ;  W.  H.  Alderman,  head  of  the  department  of  hortleolttBo. 
University  of  Minnesota:  and  J.  J.  Davia,  head  «i  the  dapartmeat  01 
entomology,  Purdoe  Univwalty. 

Wasmmroa,  D.  C'  0«Uher  U,  tm. 
Hoa.  Aamtm  M.  Htdb, 

Becrefry  of  Agriemltmrt,  W—hlmgfon,  D.  O. 

Sib  :  Toar  committee,  appointed  to  make  a  stody  of  the  Ifedtterraaesn 
fruit  fly  in  Florida,  with  special  reference  to  progress  of  the  work  the 
past  three  months,  the  possiMlitles  of  eradication,  and  the  future  needa 
ao  far  as  determined  at  the  present  time,  reports  as  follows : 

la  order  to  be  familiar  wHh  the  jwoblem  the  eommittee  qient  the  past 
week  in  Florida,  during  which  tlm«  1,300  mfies  throogh  the  Infested 
and  outlying  areas  were  oorered  and  many  dtlsens  of  Florida  inter- 


We  coaenr  with  the  report  of  yoor  eommittse  of  seven  regarding  the 
economic  Importance  of  tbe  Insect  aad  tbe  need  for  eradlcatlou.  Tbe 
Mediterranean  frolt  fly  ahoold  be  reoogalsed  as  a  potenttal  pest  of  very 
great  Importaaee  to  tbe  frolt  Indoatry  of  the  Soothem  States ;  also,  the 
resolta  to  date  clearly  forecast  the  possibility  of  eomplete  ersdkatloo  la 
Florida,  and  this  goal  ahoold  be  rigorooaly  sooght. 

We  erasmend  the  work  of  the  research  and  control  forcoa,  the  former 
for  the  progress  made  la  the  short  period  sines  the  discovery  of  the 
iafeststloB  April  fi,  1929.  with  sttrBctaota,  poison  sprayB.  host  plant 
stodiea,  and  fruit  sterilfamtloo ;  the  latter  for  the  apparent  thoroaghness 
sad  eoa^eteaess  of  the  qoarantlne  and  eradleatSon  work.  We  lika> 
wlae  cemmend  the  eeopetatioB  of  the  gioweis  and  the  aicriflors  wbleh 
they  have  made  la  destroylag  hondreds  of  thoossads  of  boxes  of  frolt 
la  order  to  sld  In  the  enuHeatlon.  A  stody  ot  the  sctfvftles  of  ths 
research  and  control  foroea,  and  the  expeadltares  to  date  show  aa 
aeoBolcBJ  aad  cOdeet  oss  of  the  foads  avaJhMa. 
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or  BBADiCATIOS  AlfO  *«■»•  rOB  THS  WVTVtM 

Md*  (i»4uD«ntaI  rtodlea  which  bare  h«d 
an  laportaat  bc«rli«  on  the  coadnct  of  the  endlcattoo  proffran  of  the 
paat  its  Mflnthat  and  which  wlU  have  an  incrcatlnc  rahM  for  anjr 
faton  prograai  of  eoatrol  or  eradication.  A  stody  of  wild  tmlta,  tn- 
etadlBC  tha  period  of  autnrtac  and  •oMeptibUity  to  fly  attack,  haa 
f«T««led  fhcta  which  will  enabla  a  contlnoatlon  of  the  eradication  pro- 
graa  aad  dlmlaatloa — fbr  th«  preaent.  at  least — of  work  wbl^  would 
coat  naay  bUIIom  of  dollars.  The  stodtae  of  cold  and  beat  aterlllxinK 
proctMsa  which  will  paradt  anlntermpCcd  shipment  of  ettran  tmlU  baa 
been  baale  and  scema  to  aasnre  the  deTelopment  of  metboda  which  will 
not  only  eUmlnate  the  danger  of  spread  bat  may  improve  the  color  and 
radvce  rvts  over  prerloos  commercial  methods.  The  flndlns  and  ntllisa- 
tkm  of  a  potoon  spray  to  deatroy  the  fllea  was  doobtleas  one  of  the 
chief  tactora  lo  brladnff  abont  the  preaent  apparent  absence  of  tnf^ata- 
tioa.  BrMeacea  of  temporary  Injnry  by  this  spray  to  the  dtms  tree 
aad  ita  firatt  woe  apparent,  especially  in  groTes  where  the  frower  has 
baea  aaahle  to  flnan«e  proper  upkeep,  bat  fortber  stndlea  now  under 
way  Indicate  the  poaalblllty  of  the  deTelopment  of  a  safe  and  equally 
eCecttre  spray.  Bait  trapa  are  now  nsefol  only  In  detecUag  InfesU- 
tions  sn  Important  aae  since  the  keroaene  attractant  osed  will  sttract 
only  BMie  ilesL  ContUraed  stadies  may  reveal  an  attractant  to  which 
ttmmim  as  weO  as  stalca  will  respond.  These  dcTelopments  reveal  im- 
portant leads,  and  reaeareh  along  tbeae  and  other  linea  are  easentlal 
for  the  eradication  program  which  has  been  so  elfecrttTe  daring  the 
flrst  six  moatha  of  the  campaign.  A  study  of  the  canning  Industry, 
with  spedal  reference  to  the  utilisation  of  by-products  and  its  bearing 
oa  frott-fly  contnd,  woold  seem  to  be  a  very  deairable  addlUon  to  the 
faneareh  prograsL 

Tbe  etadteatloB  dlrlaleB  iarolTes  many  imjMrtant  fMiturea.  From 
an  lafsatatloa  where  hundreds  of  flies  roald  be  obtained  with  a  few 
8%7eepa  with  a  net  and  where  infested  fruit  was  common,  to  a  point 
where  all  awthods  of  trapping  fall  to  catch  a  single  fly  and  where  no 
fruit  InfMtatlon  can  be  located  in  spite  of  diligent  and  extensive  search, 
la  little  leas  than  marrelooa.  Weather  conditions  may  have  assisted  In 
reducing  the  inflestattoii,  but  a  study  of  all  the  data  clearly  shows  that 
the  conptote  dastmction  of  fruits  in  the  Infeated  sooee  and  the  thorough 
use  of  poison  sprays  have  been  largely  reaponslble.  That  Infestations 
have  not  beca  found  in  adjoining  States  where  mudi  fruit  was  shipped 
prrrloas  to  ttie  discovery  of  the  infetttatlon,  nor  in  the  known  infested 
area,  are  facts  dltlcalt  to  explain.  That  Infestations  will  be  foond.  at 
kaat  in  the  original  infeeted  sones,  before  the  end  of  June,  1930,  seems 
almost  certala.  Wor  thia  reason  saOdent  fanda  should  be  immediately 
avallabie  for  stamping  out  Incipient  outbreaks,  should  tbey  appear.  A 
continuation  and  enlargement  of  the  inspection  and  acoating  work  is 
caaentlal  to  dlaeover  any  occurrences  of  the  flyt  before  tliey  become  con- 
apicaoaa.  Spraying  ahould  be  continued  In  the  vicinity  of  dtnia  grovea, 
where  IsiJary  to  the  treea  and  shrubs  is  not  likely  to  reault.  The  com- 
plete deatmetloa  of  "  drops  "  and  the  Inauguration  of  a  boat-free  period 
(approximately  April  1  to  September  1)  by  removal  of  the  dtrua  and 
other  ausceptibie  ftrnlta,  each  as  peach,  pear,  gnava,  and  Surinam  cherry, 
aeeass  to  be  an  important  ffeature  of  the  eradication  program.  Destrue- 
ttoB  of  abandoned  grovea  la  Ukewiae  important  in  the  jtropoeed  program 
•f  eradication. 

A  very  thorough  study  of  wild  native  boat  fruits  in  900  square  milea 
of  wild,  natural  growths,  exclusive  of  abandoaed  grovea.  has  fbiled  to 
reveal  a  alngle  infested  fruit.  For  thia  reaaon,  and  until  such  flndlngs 
are  made,  we  believe  a  general  clean-up  in  such  areas  nnneceasary. 
This  will  materially  reduce  the  coat  of  an  eflident  eradication  campaign. 

An  important  part  of  tbe  project  is  the  quarantine  which  Inrvolvea  the 
poasibi«  spread  of  the  fly  1^  meana  of  public  carriers.  Thia  work  has 
been  admiraMy  accomplished  by  the  National  Guard  of  Florida.  The 
atillxatlon  of  the  State  national  guard  for  the  enforcement  of  qnaran- 
Unea  haa  never  before  been  attempted  and  tbe  metboda  and  eifective- 
•eas  of  this  orgaaiaation  for  quarantine  duty  where  a  single  State  is 
inrohred  are  heartily  Indoraed.  Tbe  enforcement  of  garbage  disposal, 
acrcenlng  of  fruit  atanda  and  fruit  delivery  wagons  la  Important  from 
the  staadpalnt  of  eradication  and  should  continue  aa.  a  phase  of  the 
quarantine  under  tbe  supervUion  and  control  of  the  State  national  guard. 

Many  who  have  objected  to  one  or  another  pbaae  of  tbe  fruit-fly 
project  arera  interviewed,  but  after  discussion  snd  conference  a  distinct 
majority  were  In  fBvor  of  a  continuation  of  the  reaeareh  and  eradica- 
tion work  on  a  reaaanable  basis.  It  was  apparent  that  the  compara- 
tively few  who  quesUoaed  tbe  need  or  eflldency  of  the  work  usually  did 
ao  becauae  they  were  uninformed  on  the  signlflcance  of  the  Mediter- 
rancaa  fruit  fly  ahould  it  become  establlahed  and  beyond  control,  and 
OB  tbe  Immenalty  of  a  program  of  eradication.  For  tbeae  reasons  we 
beUevc  better  metboda  of  fully  Informing  tbe  public  should  be  used  aad 
that  aa  eMdent  program  of  educatioa  be  inaugurated. 

The  appropriations  already  made  for  the  eradication  program  have 
been  so  eCeetlvely  uaed  that  infestation  la  not  now  apparcnL  Tbe  fail- 
ure to  contlBoe  the  program  of  eradication  as  a  measura  of  precaution 
might  thraataB  the  eAdency  of  tbe  work  already  accompllahcd.  la  addl- 
tloa.  aa  eaiergSBcy  foad  aa  a  reaerve  might  well  be  provided  and  oiade 
available  oaly  in  case  of  new  oatbreaka  la  oataide  araaa  wUeh  would 
canstttttte 


The  committee  deaires  to  express  its  appreciation  for  the  active 
sod  willing  cooperation  on  tbe  part  of  the  Federal.  State,  and  county 
«  Ddals  in  tbe  inauguration  and  prosecution  of  the  eradication  program. 

W.  O.  THOlfPSON,  Chairmam. 

William  C.  Rebo. 

W.  H.  Alorkman. 

W.  P.  Flint. 

J.  J.  Davib, Jgecretsnf. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  also  ask  to  have  inserted  In  the  Recobd 
u  copy  of  the  resolutions  of  the  National  Association  of  Com- 
lolssioners,  Secretaries,  and  Departmetits  of  Agriculture,  which 
1  net  here  in  Washington  yesterday  and  passed  certain  resolutions 
'dth  reference  to  this  subject. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
( ►rdered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

Whereas  tbe  National  AssodaUon  of  Commissioners,  Secretaries,  and 
)epartments  of  Agriculture,  in  convention  assembled  in  tbe  dty  of 
^sahlngton,  appreciates  the  notable  results  obtained  to  date  in  tbe 
I'ederal  and  State  efforts  to  effect  tbe  elimination  of  tbe  Mediterranean 
rult  fly  in  Florida,  and  believing  that  a  continuation  of  these  efforts 
rill  effect  tbe  eradication  of  this  fruit  fly ;  and 

Whereas  it  is  the  desire  of  this  association  tliat  adequate  funds  be 
provided  to  prevent  tbe  spread  and  to  complete  tbe  extermination  of  this 
1  mt ;  and 

Wbereaa  this  assodatlon  believes  that  In  connection  with  such  pre- 
rention  of  spread  and  eradication  means  can  be  provided  for  ttie  orderly 
marketing  of  Florida  fniits  and  vegftables  under  regulations  of  tbe 
Tnlted  States  Department  of  Agriculture :  and 

Wbereas  the  fruit  growers  and  others  In  Florida  have  suffered  serious 
oases  in  the  national  Interest  occasioned  by  tbe  destruction  of  fruit 
I  ind  vegetables  and  tbe  prohibition  of  the  growing  of  the  same ;  and 

Whereas  the  eradication  effort  and  tbe  cost  to  the  State  and  its 
oases  to  indlvidtuls  Is  in  tbe  Interest  of  protecting  tbe  United  States 
ta  a  whole  from  the  menace  of  a  new  and  very  serious  fruit  and  vege- 
able  pest :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Retolvei,   (1)  That  this  association   appeals  to  Congress  to  provide 

It  the  earliest  possible  time  funds  for  the  United  Stakes  Department  of 

Agriculture  adequate  to  carry  forward  and  complete  tbe  campaign  of 

I  eradication   Inaugurated  with   reference  to  the   Mediterranean   fruit  fly: 

(2)  That  this  association  urges  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  extend 
he  markets  for  Florida  fniits  and  vegetables  as  rapidly  as  is  consistent 

nth  safety; 

(3)  That  this  assodatlon  recognises  and  heartily  approves  a  policy 
it  reasonable  indemnification  or  reimbursement  of  persons  whose  crops 
lave  Iwen,  or  may  hereafter  be,  destroyed  as  a  necessity  of  the  eradlca- 
:ioB  campaign ;  and 

(4)  That  thia  assodstion  transmit  a  copy  of  these  resolutions  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and 
o  the  Members  of  tbe  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  also  ask  to  have  Inserted  in  the  Ricobd 
in  editorial  from  the  Wail  Street  Journal  of  October  4  entitled 
'Florida  and  tbe  Medfly." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

[From  tbe  Wall  Street  Journal,  October  4,  1929J 
FLOaiDA   and  THI  MKOrtT 

In  Its  light  against  tbe  Mediterranean  fruit  fly  Florida  asks  three 
hings  of  the  Government — soffldent  money  to  carry  on  tbe  war  until 
be  last  fly  Is  dead,  compensation  to  the  grrowers  whose  products  are 
lestroyed  In  tbe  eradication  work,  and  easing  of  the  regulations  to 
>ermlt  marketing  of  uninfected  fruit.  It  seems  no  more  thsQ  Justice 
o  grant  these  reque.«ts. 

This  Is  by  no  mesns  a  local  or  State  matter.  The  fly  is  not  bound 
ty  State  lines,  but  is  capable  of  spreading  over  a  large  percentage  of 
he  country.  It  is  a  direct  menace  to  that  part  of  the  country,  in- 
lirectly  affects  business  in  tbe  other  parts,  affects  the  food  supply  of 
be  whole  country  and  promises,  if  let  alone,  to  Increase  the  cost  of 
iving  for  alL 

Our  gross  agricultural  income  from  all  fruits  and  vegetables  approxi- 
natea  11,500,000,000  a  year.  Tbis  is  equal  to  the  cotton  crop,  lint  and 
I  teed,  and  la  about  one-eighth  of  the  total  agricultural  income  including 
Jiat  received  from  all  livestock  products.  A  large  proportion  of  that 
traduction  ia  threatened  in  case  the  fly  should  get  out  of  band  in 
^orida. 

We  are  apt  to  think  of  the  fly  merely  In  connection  with  citrus  fmita. 

nua  of  Itself  would  be  serious  enough,  but  that  is  only  a  beginning. 

Lll  deciduous  fruits  and  most  vegetables  are  liable  to  its  infection.     All 

mt  the  colder  States  are  In  danger  of  It.     Just  how  far  north  It  can 

1  lunrlve  la  not  yet  known,  bat  probably  up  to  the  Pennsylvania  border. 

loothem  Ohio  and  Illinois. 

More  thsB  a  million  carloads  of  fruits  and  vegetables  are  shipped 
rvery  season  in  the  United  States.  A  large  proportion  comes  from  the 
numtr  SUtes  within  the  range  of  the  fly.  extending  from  Florida  to 
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Galifonla.  The  loas  of  a  subatantial  percentage  of  tlda  traflc  would 
mean  something  to  the  railroada  and  to  the  labor  that  handlet  tbe 
freight 

Perhaps  tbe  least  Important  item  in  this  business  is  that  of  the  con- 
tainers necessary  to  pack  tbe  shipments.  But  to  pack  the  fruits  and 
TegetaMes  for  market  requires  more  than  a  billion  containers,  and  the 
business  of  making  them  Is  an  industry  running  Into  some  miuiops  of 
dollan.  Labor  In  tbe  forests,  sawmills,  and  factories  la  directly  eon- 
eemed  in  this  matter. 

But  the  greatest  menace  la  in  the  danger  of  loss  to  tbe  producers. 
Some  States,  such  as  Florida  and  California,  depend  upon  fruit*  and 
vegetables  for  a  large  proportion  of  their  agricultural  Income.  Cut  off 
the  purchasing  power  of  any  community,  State,  or  group  of  States  and 
the  whole  country  feels  tbe  effect  of  this  lessened  spending  power. 

Florida  is  not  asking  generosity.  The  flght  Is  not  her  flgbt  but  that 
of  tbe  whole  people  of  tbe  United  States,  and  they  should  enter  it  Whole- 
heartedly IB  order  to  save  a  great  industry  in  which  all  are  Interested. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  should  like  to  say  in  this  connection 
that  the  special  committee  sent  to  Florida  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  look  into  the  work  of  eradication  and  the  needs 
for  carrying  It  on  to  completion  Lave  reported. 

They  commend  tbe  effort  already  made  and  speak  highly  of 
Its  progress 

They  recommend  that  the  work  be  continued,  and  that  soflH- 
dent  funds  be  provided  to  accomplish  the  thorough  and  com- 
plete eradication  of  the  Mediterranean  fly. 

They  do  not  specify  the  amount  required. 

Florida  is  not  asking  for  any  specific  amoont;  in  faict,  all 
Florida  asks  is  that  the  Mediterranean  fly  be  exterminated  and 
that  there  be  no  let-up  io  the  flght 

The  department  says  that  we  can  exterminate  the  fly. 

The  President  says  that  whatever  is  necessary  to  that  aid 
will  be  supplied. 

We  can  therefore  leave  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the 
Budget  Director,  and  the  President  the  determination  of  what  is 
needed  In  this  regard. 

What  Florida  wants  is  to  be  rid  of  this  menace  entirely  and 
completely.  We  do  not  want  to  hear  any  m<we  about  it  after 
next  April. 

The  questicm  of  compensation  and  reimbursement  will  have  to 
wait  until  the  work  of  eradication  is  practically  over,  because 
losses  and  damage  caused  by  tbe  eradication  process,  which  is 
for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  country,  can  not  be  determined  until 
that  is  completed. 

People  who  say  that  mcmey  has  been  wasted  and  that  only  a 
limited  amount  will  be  required  are  not  helping  the  sitnatloD. 
The  experts  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  Bureau 
of  Entomology  and  those  who  have  been  called  to  their  assist- 
ance are  better  Judges  and  more  competent  to  advise  respecting 
the  problt  m  and  the  means  of  dealing  with  It  and  requirements 
for  its  satisfactory  solution. 

BKVISION   OP  THE  TAKDT 

The  Senate,  aa  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2«67)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  forelgir<»ountrles,  to  encourage  the  industries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Mr.  Preeid«)t,  there  has  been  a  great  deal 
of  complaint  regarding  the  delay  of  this  bill  in  the  Senate.  The 
country  and  the  Senate  to  some  extent  do  not  really  apiw^ate 
the  conditions  under  which  this  bill  was  received  from  the 
House. 

When  the  bill  was  in  the  House,  a  rule  was  adopted  permit- 
ting amendments  fr<mi  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  to  be 
first  considered.  All  the  time  was  consumed  In  that  way;  for 
I  am  told  by  an  expert  who  has  examined  the  Rixx»u>  that  there 
was  but  one  amendment  offered  from  the  floor  to  the  bill  when 
it  was  pending  in  the  House.  In  other  words,  under  the  rule 
adopted  in  the  House,  435  Members  of  Congress,  except  1,  were 
debarred  of  the  privilege  of  offering  amendments  to  correct  this 
bill. 

As  far  as  an  opportunity  to  correct  this  bill  is  concerned,  as 
far  as  an  opportunity  has  been  given  for  the  people  of  tbe  dif- 
ferent States  and  the  different  districts  to  have  their  views  and 
convictions  upon  the  tariff  question  presented,  it  can  be  done 
alone  In  the  Senate.  In  the  Senate  we  have  given  permission  for 
the  amendments  of  tbe  Finance  Committee  to  be  flrst  considered. 
The  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  are  now  impatient.  The 
needs  of  States  ai»d  constituencies  and  districts  should  hare 
an  opportunity  to  be  presented  and  voted  on  in  tMs  body.  If 
the  House  would  permit  debate,  would  permit  amendments  to  be 
presented  in  the  House,  and  send  the  bill  here  only  after  full 
discussion  and  opportunity  of  voting,  tbe  spMd  in  the  Senate 
could  be  macii  increased. 


Tbe  important  thing  is  not  the  rapidity  with  which  tbe  blQ 
is  passed,  but  whether  or  not  the  bill  is  a  good  one  when  passed. 
We  have  not  had  any  tariff  legislation  since  1922. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  will  tbe  Senator  yl^d  for  a 
minute? 

Mr.  SWANSON.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  My  understanding  is,  as  tbe  Senator  has 
stated,  that  no  am«idment8  were  allowed  in  tbe  House,  bat 
that  the  committee  itself  made  certain  amendments,  and  tbey 
proposed  some  00  amendments  after  the  bill  bad  been  reporietl 
and  nearty  all  of  them  were  increases. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  The  Senator  has  stated  tbe  matter  well.  I 
stated  that  only  1  Member  out  of  435  Members  in  the  House 
was  allowed  to  offer  an  individual  amendment,  and  that  was 
upon  the  privilege  of  bonding  wheat  to  Cuba.  Only  one  Mem- 
ber was  permitied  to  offer  an  amendment  to  tbis  bill  in  the 
House  except  the  Members  who  belonged  to  tbe  Ways  and 
Means  Committee.  As  tbe  Senator  said,  tbey  offered  ninety-odd 
amendments,  which  consumed  all  the  time,  and  all  of  those 
amendments  proposed  increases.  The  Republican  members  of 
that  committee,  constituting  abont  19,  I  brieve — I  do  not  know 
tbe  exact  number— acting  together,  composing  that  committee, 
were  tbe  only  people  privilegad.  not  to  debate  the  bill— that  la 
not  so  bad — bat  even  to  offer  amendments  to  correct  the  oat- 
rages  In  this  biU  as  far  as  their  States  and  constltcencies  were 
concerned. 

When  tbis  bill  came  here  with  that  sltnation,  with  over  400 
ccmgressional  districts  practically  deprived  of  tbe  rlgtit  of  offers 
ing  amendments,  it  necessitated  a  long  debate,  and  necessitated 
tlie  offering  of  amendmeuts  here  to  give  the  pet^le  a  dumce  to 
have  their  convictions  exprwoed,  whicb  was  denied  in  tbe 
House. 

I  am  not  for  abandoning  tbis  bllL  As  soon  as  it  becomes 
apparmt  that  a  bill  will  be  am«ided,  and  that  the  rates  will 
be  made  good  and  beneflcial,  those  who  do  not  favor  tariff 
bills  of  that  kind  and  character  apparently  reach  tbe  condnslon 
that  the  bill  ought  to  be  abandoned.  Tbe  Caolt  is  not  with  tu. 
The  President  called  an  extra  session,  and  asked  an  army  to 
come  In  and  get  into  actlcm  when  that  army  was  divided.  He 
has  not  had  time  to  reconcile  it  He  baa  actually  altered  tbe 
fleld  of  battle  on  legislation  with  bis  party  divided  aa  hope- 
lessly as  I  have  ever  seen  it  If  that  fault  briongs  to  anybody 
it  b^ongs  to  the  President  who  alone  had  tbe  rlg^t  to  call 
Congress  into  session. 

I  have  no  complaint  to  make  of  the  President  tor  not  expreea- 
ing  bis  views  and  convictions  on  the  tariff.  It  seems  to  me 
it  bus  been  conceded  by  thoughtful  observers  of  American  poli- 
tics that  the  President  has  two  relations.  In  one  of  them  he  ia 
President  of  tbe  United  States,  and  knows  no  party  in  certain 
functions  and  duties,  and  should  know  no  party.  The  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  should  be  above  partisan  politics.  Partisan 
politics  should  have  no  place  there.  Tbe  department  should  be 
administered  irrespective  of  political  and  partisan  considera- 
tions. The  State  Department  likewise  should  be  free  of  partisan 
politics.  Since  our  policy  tias  been,  when  we  leave  the  coast 
and  go  abroad,  that  we  stand  imited.  the  State  Department 
ahould  be  free  of  partisan  politics.  As  I  say,  neither  the  At- 
torney General  nor  the  Secretary  of  State  should  be  influenced 
in  his  action  by  partisan  peptics.  It  should  be  pure  and 
above  it 

Outside  of  that,  after  giving  good  administration,  the  Presi- 
dent is  tbe  leader  of  his  party.  Roosevdt  was  the  leader  of 
his  party.  Cleveland  was  the  leader  of  his  party  when  it  came 
to  party  politics,  and  so  was  Wilson.  They  were  cboeoi  to  di- 
rect party  policies,  and  they  stood  4s  the  leader  of  the  party. 
Now,  if  the  I^esident  abandons  tbe  leadership,  if  be  has  no 
convictions  and  no  views  and  no  advice  to  give  to  his  party,  it 
would  come  with  poor  Judgment  and  poor  taste  for  a  Democrat 
to  complain  of  a  leader  of  the  opposition  allowing  It  to  scatter 
and  b€KX)me  a  disorganized  mob.  It  is  for  him  to  determine 
whether,  in  tbe  leadership  of  his  party,  It  is  his  duty  to  get  the 
remnants  of  his  party  together  on  this  tariff  bill  and  try  to 
hold  them  together.  It  is  a  matter  for  him  to  decide,  as  leader 
of  the  Repoblican  Party,  bat  not  for  us  Democrats  to  advise  tbe 
leader  of  the  opposition  about  abandoning  his  party  and  leaving 
it  to  be  routed  and  disorganized. 

It  does  seem  to  me  that  that  is  aboat  what  Is  ooeorrlnf  in 
politics. 

Mr.  President,  what  Is  tbe  poeltioa  of  tiie  DeBMcratsT  We 
came  here  and  saw  a  divided  army  on  a  tariff  Mil — tbe  Re- 
pnbllcans  ^vided.  We  reached  tbe  conclusion  tbat  tbe  people 
would  get  more  relief,  a  better  tariff  bill,  and  agricnltare  would 
be  aided,  by  uniting  with  tbe  Progrearive  Repablicaoi^  and  not 
fltaading  here  to  earrj  out  tbe  bebesti  of  tbe  raactioBary  ttcnlar 
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RepsbtkmnL  We  know  It  Is  only  by  this  proce—  that  tb«  exa<s 
tlons  and  Iniquities  end  enormitleB  contained  in  this  bill  can 
be  defeated,  and  we  porpoee  to  defeat  it.  As  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. I  faTor  carrying  the  bill  throof^,  Toting  on  the  amend- 
ments, TOting  on  the  relief  promised  agricaltare,  TOting  to  try 
to  gtre  reductions,  and  to  keep  exactions  and  extortions  from 
the  termers  and  consumers.  If  we  get  a  good  bill,  one  better 
thSnthe  existing  law.  let  us  stand  and  fight  for  it,  eren  if  the 
House  should  surrender  to  the  reactionary  Members  of  the  Re- 
pnhllcan  Party.  ^  _. 

I  think  patriotism  on  the  part  of  those  who  desire  to  glTC 
relief  to  agriculture  and  to  other  industries  of  this  country 
demands  that  we  should  proceed  with  this  bill 

BFWcviJiTvnt  oPBunoifs  on  thk  stock  kxcharos 

Mr.  NTB.  Mr.  Pr^ident,  out  of  order  I  send  to  the  desk  a 
resolution  for  introduction,  and  ask  that  it  may  be  read  and  go 
oyer  under  the  rule. 

The  PBBSIDINO  OrFICER.  The  clerk  will  read  the  resolu- 
tion. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  144).  as  follows: 

WlMTMS  It  sppcari  lapoMlbte.  la  the  mtMnet  of  any  cmt  natvrml 
phjalMl  ealaBity.  that  an  actual  Urn  of  916,000.000.000  of  Intriaalc 
Talua  la  ato^ka  and  bosda,  or  aay  other  lorn  amoantlac  to  btlllona  of 
doilata  mm  actaally  occar  ta  a  aloffla  day  or  In  a  few  daya ;  and 

Wh«r«aa  the  actual  Intrtaatc  Taloen  of  arruritlea  based  upon  the  phyat- 
eal  propartlea  devotad  to  the  laduatrlal  aad  ecoaonlc  proocaaaa  of  the 
Nation  caa  not  chaB«e  day  by  day  at  rcUtWety  great  dltWeaeaa  without 
peril  to  the  eevnoBiic  atracture  of  the  Nation :  and 

Whereas  anck  great  aad  vtolaat  Ooctuatloox  as  haf*  occurred  durtns 
raceat  aoatte  ar«  appanatly  the  reoult  of  apecnlatlve  operattoaa  on 
the  etock  cxehaagCM  of  the  Nation  :  and 

Wtiereaa  aoeh  speculatlTe  operations  have  caaaed  a  ayphoalng  of  the 
SMMey  oeceaaary  to  tbc  normal  comnKTClal  and  laduatrlal  f^aactlona  of 
the  people  froai  remote  sections  of  the  country  ;  and 

Whereaa  the  apccalAtlra  operations  of  the  stock  exehaagca  tttreatea 
the  aUUlity  and  Intetrlty  of  the  entire  Industrial  life  of  the  country ; 
and 

Whtreaa  It  la  necensary  that  leglalatlon  be  enacted  to  regulate  purely 
■pacalatlve  operations  In  the  aecuritlea  repreiM^ntlng  the  phyalcal  equip- 
Meat  of  the  industrial  structure  of  the  Nation ;  and 

Whereaa  the  Supreme  Court  of  tho  United  States  baa  eooflrmed  the 
power  of  Coagr^as  to  elicit  information  as  tbe  basia  of  neceaaary  legia- 
latioo  :  Therefore  be  it 

Jteaolved,  Tttat  a  eommlttee  of  fire  Senators  be  appointed  by  the 
Tlo»  President:  which  ahall  include  aa  mrmbers  thereof  the  chairman 
and  the  raaklag  minority  member  of  both  tbe  Committee  on  tbe  Judi- 
ciary and  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency  of  the  Senate,  and 
that  aach  committee  la  hereby  authorised  and  directed,  by  subcom- 
mittee or  otherwiiie.  to  IttTestlgate  the  facta  and  the  practicea  concerning 
or  relating  tu  apetruIatlTe  operatlona  connected  with  stock  ezrbangea 
within  the  United  States  aad  to  report  their  flndln«s,  toaether  with 
aach  rccommendatlooji  as  they  deem  iM>ci>ssary,  to  the  Senate  not  later 
thaa  February  1.  IIMO. 

The  aald  committee  or  subcommittee  Is  hereby  authorised  to  alt, 
act.  aad  perform  lu  duties  at  auch  timea  and  placea  aa  it  deoaa  naces- 
aary  or  proper ;  to  require  by  subpoena  or  otherwise  tbe  attendance  of 
wltaaaaaa ;  to  require  tbe  production  of  books,  papers,  docoiaente.  aad 
other  eTldeace ;  aad  to  eoiploy  counael.  accoontaata,  ezperta,  and  other 
aasiatants.  The  cunt  of  stenographic  aerrice  to  report  aach  hearinga 
ahall  not  exceed  25  centa  per  100  words.  The  ctulnaaa  of  the  com- 
mittee, or  of  the  subcommittee,  or  any  member  thereof,  may  aign  sub- 
posaas  and  adminlst<>r  oaths  to  wltneaaes. 

Reada  of  departakeata  and  their  reapective  aasiataata  and  subordi- 
aates  are  hereby  respectlrely  directed  to  comply  with  all  dirertioaa 
of  the  comaUttee  for  aaaistance  In  Its  labors,  to  place  at  the  serriee 
of  the  c(»imlttec  all  the  data  and  recorda  of  their  reapectlre  depart- 
meata,  to  procure  for  the  committee  from  time  to  time  aach  Informa- 
tloa  aa  la  rnhject  to  their  control  or  laapection,  and  to  allow  the  oae  of 
their  aaaistaata  for  the  making  of  aach  InTestlgatlona  with  reapeet  to 
ladlTldaala  aad  corporatioas  under  their  respectiTe  Jnrladletlona  aa  the 
coaamlttee  or  any  suhcooualttee  thereof  may  from  time  to  time  request. 

The  cost  of  iaTeatlgatloa  ahall  be  paid  out  of  the  coatlngent  fond  of 
the  Seaate  oa  ▼oachera  of  the  comatittee  or  subcoaunlttee.  aigned  by  the 
chainaan  aad  approved  by  the  Coaualttee  to  Audit  aad  Control  the 
Contiagent  Kiptiiaea  ot  the  Senate. 


The  PRK8IDINQ  OFPICBB.  The  reeoluUon  wiU  go  over 
under  the  rule. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  notice  in  the 
morning  press  a  statement  made  by  the  minority  leader  on  this 
aide  with  reference  to  the  sto^  market,  which  I  desire  to  hare 
Inserted  la  the  fiBOoao  In  connection  with  the  resolutioa  offered 
hy  the  Senator  from  Korth  DakoU. 

Thf  PBEaSIDINO  OFFICBB.  Without  ohjectioo,  the  matter 
win  be  printed  in  the  Raoow, 
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The  statement  of  Senator  Robinsow  of  Arkansas  is  as  follows : 

THB   BTOCK    BCCHAIfOS   DSSACU 

Confidence  In  buslneaa  condltiona  in  the  United  States  has  been 
dliturbed  and  somewhat  upset  by  the  recent  collapse  of  the  stock  mar- 
tu  t.  The  financial  world  witnessed  last  Thursday  an  amaxing  specUcle. 
It  was  tbe  culmination  of  unprecedented  speculation  in  stocks — a  proc- 
eiB  which  has  been  going  on  for  many  months*.  It  is  regretUble  to  note 
tlat  In  spite  of  efforts  of  large  financial  organisations  to  restore  confi- 
de nee,  there  are  still  dally  exhibited  eridences  of  general  instabiUty  of 
pi  ices — downward  tendencies  to  polnta  almost  as  far  below  fair  and 
rtasonable  standards  as  they  Were  aboye  when  the  panic  came.  As  any- 
oie  might  hare  anticipated,  and  as  some  did  foresee,  millions  of  small 
lirestors  lost  their  resources  and  are  involved  In  bankruptcy  and  ruin. 
Hundred  of  thousands,  perhaps  several  millions,  of  cltisens  of  limited 
rt  sources  have  seen  their  savings  disappear  in  a  financial  maelstrom 
w  lich  baa  also  drawn  into  its  vortex  some  who  until  recently  believed 
tlemselves  rich. 

Nerer  in  the  history  of  the  world  hare  the  values  of  stocks  ad- 
viinced  so  rapidly,  and  perhaps  wltb  so  little  Jnstlflcatlon,  as  during  tbe 
li  st  several  montha.  Funds  were  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  conserva- 
tlre  Investments  and  employed  In  specuIatlTe  ventures.  Securities,  In- 
c  Ddtng  bonds  which  were  unquestionably  safe,  have  found  no  purchasers. 
F  >litical  agencies  and  large  financial  concerns  are  censurable  for  en- 
a  luraglng  speculation  in  preference  to  conservative  Investments.  No  one 
ti  authority  stood  in  the  way  or  resisted  the  movement — a  movement 
wblch  clearly  from  its  Inception  foreshadowed  disaster. 

Until  the  storm  had  come  In  full  fury  little.  If  any,  warning  was 
g  Ten  to  the  helpleas  to  seek  shelter  from  its  wrath. 

With  the  whole  world  copying  the  efflclenctes  of  the  United  States, 
h  lying  our  goods  and  looking  with  Jealous  eyes  at  our  great  storehousea 
o  wealth  and  gold,  we  witness  the  humiliating  spectacle  presented  in 
tl  le  collapse  of  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange — a  collapse  greeted  by 
f(  reign  experts  as  a  great  relief  to  their  business  InHtltutlons. 

One  aympathizea  only  with  those  who  were  deluded  into  the  pur- 
c  laae  of  securities  at  prices  which  bore  no  relationship  to  their  present 
o-  prospective  values.  How  pitiable  would  be  tbe  narrative.  If  It  could 
h>  fully  told,  of  the  thousands  who  have  been  plundered  by  a  financial 
s:  'Stem  of  transactions  which  finds  approval  neither  In  economics  nor 
li  1  morals !  Happily  tbe  storm  is  receding,  but  what  a  wreckage  is 
T  slble  in  its  wake !  Ererywhere  the  surface  of  the  financial  sea  reveals 
b  -oken  masts  and  fallen  spars.  Along  the  beach  are  stranded  shattered 
h  ilks  and  wasted  canroes. 

Will  the  scavengers  of  the  financial  sea  feast  and  fatten  upon  the 
gitrbage  and  the  refuse? 

It  may  be  well  to  trace  tbe  beginning  of  this  calamity.  If  the 
f(  nndatlon  of  the  belief  of  ruined  investors  was  faith  in  the  strong 
p  wltion  of  American  industry,  it  is  also  true  that  the  prophets  and  high 
P  'iests  of  American  prosperity,  represented  by  no  less  personalities  than 
a  former  President  of  the  United  SUtes.  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
a  id  the  former  Secretary  of  Commerce,  now  President,  contributed  by 
u  iduly  and  repeated  optimistic  statements  to  the  creation  of  enthusi- 
a  rtic  If  not  frenxied  ventures  in  stocks.  The  good  faith  of  these  gentle- 
nen  may  not  be  impugned  except  in  so  far  as  their  seal  is  Justly  at- 
tilbutable  to  the  desire  for  that  partiMin  political  advantage  which  la 
m>  often  derived  from  real  or  fancied  business  conditions.  Had  the 
E  emocratlc  Party  been  in  power  when  tbe  stampede  on  tbe  stock 
ecchange  occurred  the  ruinous  results  would  have  been  charged  by 
B  ppublicaa  leaders  to  the  financial  policies  of  tbe  administration.  What- 
e  rer  causes  may  have  contributed  to  the  trouble,  it  must  be  admitted 
t  lat  neither  the  President,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury — the  greatest 
a  nee  Alexander  Hamilton,  we  are  told — nor  any  other  leader  or  agent 
o '  the  administration  took  adequate  steps  to  prevent  the  collapse, 
m  hlch  they  should  have  known  must  follow  the  orgy  of  speculation 
a  Imulated  by  their  utterances ;  nor  were  any  appropriate  steps  promptly 
t  Lken  to  stay  or  check  the  recession  when  it  passed  below  tbe  sane  eco- 
n»mlcal  level — tbe  level  established  by  the  due  and  proi;>er  Infiuence  of 
t  ke  capital  involved  and  the  earning  power. 

The  power  and  prestige  of  the  United  States  has  been  greatly  lefls- 
e  led  In  the  eyee  of  everyone.  All  Americans  shrink  with  shame  at 
t  \»  humiliating  spectacle.  In  Justice  and  in  fairness  the  hope  is  born 
t  lat  readjustment  will  be  prompt  and  recovery  speedy.  That  in  the 
f  iture  prudence  aad  sound  Judgment  will  predominate;  that  political 
a  ithoiitiea  will  refrain  from  fanning  speculative  enthusiasm  into  a  flame 
a  Id  then  refosing  to  quench  the  flame  before  it  has  consumed  so  much 
o  the  wealth  and  destroyed  so  much  of  the  bapplneaa  of  blameless  and 
ii  Boceat  people. 

In  a  belated  effort  to  atabillse  conditions  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
C»aBmerce  delivered  a  radio  address  last  night  in  which  he  attributes 
tl  le  panic  on  the  stock  exchange  to  boom  psychology,  and  in  which  he 
a  laerta  that  the  purchasing  power  of  the  public  has  not  been  diminished 
B  aterially.     It  aounda  like  irony  when  Mr.  Klein  declares  : 

"  The  growth  of  the  income  of  the  Nation  and  the  advance  in  the 
atU-being  of  its  buainesa  men.  its  wage  earners,  and  its  farmers  during 
n  cent  years  has  not  beea  due  to  boom  psychology  nor  to  temporary  and 
ft  eting  caaa«SL" 
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R  is  aeltber  neeeesary  aor  wlae  to  employ  now  tlie  same  iiioiiata  «t 
exaggeration  which  reeolted  la  excessive  speeolatioa.  Bveryooe  knows 
tbat  among  farmera  and  among  many  small  buainesa  men  in  other  Indos- 
trlea  there  bsa  existed  for  a  long  period  alarming  deptesaloa.  Cengreea 
la  la  extraordinary  seaaioa  in  reoognitioa  of  that  fact.  There  baa  been 
sabataatial  dimlaattoa  in  the  purctiasing  power  of  oonanmers,  doe  not 
alone  to  tbe  loasea  and  bankruptcies  whicb  have  occnrred  ttroegb  stock 
traaaactloBS  but  due  in  part  to  tbe  natural  and  logical  reaetloaa  whicb 
alwaya  follow  perioda  marked  by  unusual  apecolatloo — reaeOons  wbl<A 
Wing  contraetloB  aad  alowing-down  processes  in  varioas  spheres.  Oon- 
fldeace  will  return  and  stocks  will  recover  so  that  their  prieee  wlD  bear 
fair  reUtionship  to  actual  values.  These  conditions  and  resulta,  bow- 
ever,  may  best  be  promoted  l>y  frank  recogaition  of  tbe  certainty  tbat 
coBservatism  will  superaede  recklessness  In  business  atTairs  aad  that 
this  may  mean  some  shrinkage  in  the  volume  of  business  transacted  for 
a  considerable  time. 

THB  F.   H.   SUTTH  CO. 

Mr.  BROOKHABT.  Mr.  President,  some  time  ago  I  offered 
a  resolution  to  inrestigate  the  operatlona  of  the  F.  H.  Smith  Ca 
aod  other  like  companies  here  in  this  clt>\  Since  then  tbe 
Department  of  Justice  has  made  an  extensive  Investigation  of 
that  affair.  I  learn  that  this  Smith  Co.  outfit  is  still  engaging 
In  this  btisiness  through  the  malls  and  other  Instrumentalities 
of  the  United  States.  I  therefore  desire  to  have  inserted  in  the 
BcooBO  the  information  the  Department  of  Justice  has  furnished 
me  at  my  request. 

I  eeiiecially  want  to  call  attention  to  a  letter  to  Mr.  R.  Qolden 
Donaldson,  of  Washington,  D.  C„  who  I  believe  is  a  lawyer  and 
a  banker,  in  reference  to  a  case  in  which  he  received  some 
135,000,  what  we  would  ordinarily  call  a  "rake-off,"  in  these 
transactions,  all  of  which  is  unethical  for  a  lawyer  and  banker. 
I  am  informed  that  there  are  20  or  30  of  those  cases  in  which 
he  so  participated. 

I  am  having  tliis  matter  printed  at  this  time  as  a  special 
wnrnlnB  to  the  people  ot  the  country  to  keep  out  of  these 
investments,  and  to  caution  them,  if  they  already  have  invest- 
ments, to  go  to  their  own  reliable  banker  <«•  to  one  of  the  better 
business  associations  before  they  transf»^  back  to  this  company 
any  paper  they  now  hold,  because  the  company  is  practicing  as 
great  frauds  in  buying  back  this  paper  as  it  did  in  issuing  the 
original  paper. 

For  these  reasons  I  ask  that  this  documrat  be  inserted  in  the 
Recokd. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 
There  being  no  objection,  the  paper  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  RBcoao,  as- follows: 

la  THB  SCPBKMK  COtTBT  OF  THB  DlSTBirT  OF  COLITVBIA 
THB   DlttTn>   8TATC8    V.    JOHN    DOB 

No.  — ,  originaL     Criminal  docket 

Now  comes  the  United  States,  by  Nugent  Dodda,  spedal  assistant  to 
the  Attorney  General  thereof,  and,  in  answer  to  motions  to  quash  sub- 
ptsnas  duces  tecum  heretofore  Issued  and  served  upoa  the  P.  H. 
Smith  Co.,  a  corporation;  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  of  Virginia,  a  cor- 
poration ;  the  F".  H.  Smith  Investment  Co.,  a  corporation  ;  the  Union 
Trustee  Co.,  a  corporadon  ;  the  Smith  Selling  Co.,  a  corporation ;  and 
the  Columbia  Trustee  t  Registrar  Corporation;  and  subpcEuaa  here- 
tofore iaaoed  and  aerved  upon  B.  F.  Vtehmaan,  J.  W.  Tastet,  M.  M. 
Nelson.  B.  F.  Dawes,  and  George  B.  Sehroebel,  aays : 

That  each  and  every  of  the  books,  papers,  recorda.  doenmenta, 
and  writings  designated  in  said  subp<ena8  duces  tecum  are  retailed  te 
be  produced  as  ordered  U  said  aubp<jBBas  for  the  examination  of  the 
grand  Jury  before  which  is  now  pending  an  investigation  in  respect 
to  alleged  criminal  conduct  of  divers  persons  and  corporations  in  con- 
nection with  the  affairs  of  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.,  the  F.  H.  Smith 
Investment  Co.,  the  Smith  Selling  Co.,  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  of  Vir- 
ginia, the  Columbia  Trustee  &  Registrar  Corporation,  the  Unioa 
Tru.stee  Co.,  and  other  corporations  hereinafter  named;  and  concern- 
ing the  conduct  of  the  following-named  persons,  among  others.  In  re- 
spect to  their  dealings  with  the  above-named  corporations,  and  with 
other  persons  and  corporations;  G.  Bryan  Pitta,  Samuel  J.  Henry,  C. 
Elbert  Anadale,  Henry  C.  Maddux,  B.  Golden  Donaldson,  Daniel  E. 
Crlsslnger,  Frederick  N.  Zihlman,  John  H.  Edwards,  Jr.,  and  others. 

Concerning  the  mattera  that  are  to  be  preaented  to  aald  grand  jury 
for  its  investigation  and  in  resiwnse  to  and  particularly  answering 
paragraphs  5  and  6  of  the  motion  to  qnaah  that  anbixena  duces  tecum 
heretofore  hiaued  to  aald  the  F.  H.  Snoith  Co..  aald  special  aaalstant 
to  the  Attorney  General  says  that  he  has  been  informed,  and  la  aboot 
to  present  evidence  to  the  grand  Jury,  of  the  following : 

That :  In  1873  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  waa  established  hy  one  Francia  H. 
Smith,  in  Washington,  D.  C,  to  conduct  a  real-estate  loan  and  insurance 
business.  The  company  was  unincorporated  until  May  13,  1901,  at 
which  time  It  obtained  a  charter  from  the  State  of  Delaware,  as  the 
F.  H.  Smith  Co.  Oa  May  27,  1920,  another  corporation,  the  F.  H. 
gnith  Inveatmeat  Co.,  waa  organiied,  also  oader  tJke  laws  of  Delaware, 


witb  a.  Bryan  Pitta  aad  Bamael  J.  Henry  aa  two  of  the  oflcera  aod 
dtreetore.  Pitta  and  Heary  were  alao  oacers  of  the  previonaly  tneor- 
porated  the  F.  H.  Baslth  Co.  The  prior  corporation,  the  F.  H.  Smith 
Co.,  hecBBM  laactlve,  aad.  on  July  8,  ItM,  changed  Its  name  to  the 
Si^th  SeiUag  Oe..  aad  the  P.  H.  Anlth  lavestmeat  Co.  tbeu  changed 
Its  aaae  to  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  Pitta  and  Htwry  were  ofllcers  ot 
an  of  theae  corporatioas.  Branch  oAces  w«re  malaUined  in  New  York 
City,  Chicago,  Boaton,  MlnaeapoUa,  and  other  large  dtiee. 

Tbe  aew  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.,  erganlaed  by  ameadatent  to  tbe 
charter  of  the  ».  H.  Smith  lavestmeot  Co.  on  July  8,  1926.  as  afore- 
Bald,  has  not  eondacted  a  real-eatate  loan  and  Insurance  buslneM  as  a 
aucceasor  of  the  old  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.,  but,  ainee  Ita  organisation, 
baa  beea  eagaged  largely  la  floanchic  the  constniction  of  buildings  in 
some  of  the  larger  cities  of  the  tJnlted  States— -aot  aa  a  matter  of 
loanlag  atoBey  to  outside  peraons  aad  corporatiima  orlgtaatlng  such 
projecta,  but  as  enterprises  of  tbe  F.  H.  Bmltb  Co.  itartf,  through 
asaoelated  eorporatioos  created  and  organlied  by  the  ofleers  of  the 
F.  H.  Smith  Co.  aod  their  aasodatea  aad  employee*.  Dnrtog  tbe  last 
few  years  G.  Bryaa  Pitta  has  been  chairmaa  of  the  board  of  directors ; 
Samuel  J.  Henry,  preeident ;  one  C.  Blbert  Anadale,  first  vice  president ; 
and  John  H.  Bdwarda,  Jr.,  a  vice  prealdeat 

During  this  latter  period  the  company  hat  been  engaged  largely  lo 
**>*^^»*—  of  aelllBg  real-estate  honda  purporting  to  be  secured  hy 
nertgagea  oa  divers  propertiea  In  the  dUea  of  Waahtngtoa,  D.  C; 
Pittaburgh,  Pa.;  PhiUdelpbU.  Pa.;  Buffalo,  N.  T. ;  and  Orange,  Va. 
The  general  plan  of  operatloa  baa  been  to  orgaalae  eorporationa  ofB- 
cered  by  employees  or  aasodatea  of  tbe  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  or  of  aaid 
Pitta,  Henry,  and  Anadale.  Such  eorporationa  would  then  acquire  the 
title  to  real  eatate  in  one  of  the  cities  above  named,  which  property  waa 
aauaBy  peraonally  seleeted  and  purchaBcd  by  aod  through  aaid  Pitta 
and  aald  Heary.  Thereupon  tbe  corporatloa  tbat  liad  been  formed  for 
that  purpose  would  issue  Its  honda  purporting  to  be  aeeared  by  a  mort- 
gage upon  tbat  land  and  tbe  boildiag  to  be  erected  thereon.  Theae  boada 
would  then  be  sold  to  the  public  la  an  amount  appixizlmately  aufllcleBt 
to  pay  for  tbe  eonstructioB  of  tbe  building  and  a  profit  of  about  IS 
per  eeat  to  tbe  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  StAsequently  the  title  to  tbe  property 
would  be  transferred  to  some  other  corporation,  llkewiae  organixed  by 
and  officered  by  Pitta  aod  Henry  or  their  associates.  A  new  mortgage 
would  theo  be  executed  hy  the  oew  corporation  lo  a  mneh  greater  ram 
than  the  origioal  mortgage,  and  more  bonds  woald  then  be  isaued. 
Theae  bonds  would  also  be  sold  to  the  public  by  aaid  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co., 
which  would  get  for  ita  service  in  such  sale  approximately  another  15 
per  cent.  SubeeqQently  a  further  mortgage  or  mortgagee  would  be  oude, 
the  last  of  which  would  be  uaed  aa  tbe  basis  of  still  another  bond 
lesoe,  whicb  latter  txmds  would  also  be  aold  to  the  public,  puri>ortlng 
to  be  secured  by  the  same  properties.  In  connection  with  the  sale  of 
these  latter  bonds  another  "  profit "  would  be  taken  by  the  F.  H. 
Smith  Co. 

la  each  inatance,  aa  above  auggeated,  the  eorporationa  that  Issued 
the  bonds  were  creatures  of  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  and  Its  ofllcers  above 
named.  Also,  the  trustees  to  whom  the  mortgages  were  made  securing 
those  bond  issues  were  either  Pitts  aod/or  Henry  persooally  or  corpora- 
tions controlled  by  ofllcers  of  tbe  F.  H.  Smith  Co,  Thus  tbe  mort- 
gagors, the  mortgagees,  and  the  corporation  that  advertlaed  and  aold 
the  bonds  were  practically  identical. 

As  buildings  were  constructed  by  the  straw  corporations,  tbe  money 
realised  from  tbe  original  constmdion  twnd  iasues  waa  bdd  by  the 
F.  H.  Smith  Co.,  to  be  paid  to  auch  contractors  as  were  engaged  to  do 
the  constmdion  work.  The  contracts  for  construction  were  awarded 
opon  bids  submitted  to  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co..  who  held  tbe  constructioa 
funds,  as  aforeaaid,  and  supervised  and  controlled  the  erection  of  aD 
buildinga.  The  bids  were  paaaed  upon  aad  eentracta  awarded  by  said 
Pitts  and  aaid  Heary,  as  offiecrB  of  aaid  tbe  F.  H.  Smitti  Co.  It  waa  a 
common  praetloe  for  tboae  oOlcera,  who  thas  bad  coBtrol  of  tbe  award- 
ing the  contracts,  to  surreptitiously  demand  and  receive  from  aome  eae 
of  tbe  biddiag  eontractora  personal  gratuitlca  aggregating,  la  maay 
insUaeea.  180.000  or  more  in  c<»sideratioB  at  their  acceptance  of  that 
eontraeter't  bid. 

Said  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  bad.  as  aforeaaid.  braach  ofltees  in  maay 
large  dtles — the  general  ofllee  belag  at  Washlagtoa,  D.  C.    These  oOIcbb 
were  headquartera  for  State  agenta  and  representatives  who  were  ea- 
gaged In  selling  real-eatate  bonds  «i  tbe  fciad  and  nature  above  mea- 
tioned  to  the  pobOc,  and  wlw  were  alao  encaged  la  seUiag  stock  in  the 
F.  H.  Soilth  Co.  by  peraonal  aoUdtatton.    In  1926  and  tbe  years  follow, 
log  diflicnlties  were  encountered  in  the  personal  aale  of  aach  aecnrttlv 
la  aeveral  States.    Oa  Aoguat  24,  1926.  the  Ohio  State  Seeortties  Coas- 
■iaahm  refaaed  to  grant  a  license  to  seU  tbdr  seearitles  la  tbat  SUta. 
Oa   May  24,   1927,   their   Uceaae   la    Pnaayhrania   waa   revoked.     Oa 
Aogoat  29,  1927,  the  State  of  Indlaaa  also  revoked  tbdr  lieenae.     Oa 
Marcb  6.  t9S9,  tbe  State  at  kOaaeaetB  revstod  tfaeir  llecMe  and  ref  oast 
them  penafssioB  to  aeU  tbdr  secorltiea  ta  that  State;  and  en  iene  12, 
l»29.    tbdr   Ucenae   waa   aaapeaded   la    the   State   of   Hew   York.      Oa 
Oecemttf  19,  1927.  at  a  meettag  of  the  boari  at  dbedovs  at  said  the 
F.   a.   Sadth  Oo^  attended   hy  Dlrartsrs  O.   Bryaa   Pttta,  Samsd  I. 
Beaty.    /oha    H.    Bdwaida,    Jr.,    DaaM    A.    Crtssjagu,    Frederick    M. 
Bsa  CtooM,  tt  was  xasdved  tkmt  Ch*  F.  H.  Sadtb  C< 
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barlat  bMs  Oeprtr^  •(  Its  riglit  to  m-a  wenrltlM  thrwM^  Mnts  la 
Umm  8tatw  la  wblch  tbair  Ueenaea  had  beea  raspoidad  or  reroked, 
would  contUMM  to  acU  to  tbo  raatdenta  of  thoM  BUtes  tor  th«  oa*  of  tbc 
aaOs;  aad  a  auUl-ordcr  departneot  waa  thateafter  malatalaad  and 
•st«Bat«el7  •pcratad  by  tba  corpofatioo.  and  naay  bonda  aad  itecka 
war*  soM  tor  Matt  la  tboa*  SUtaa.  Doriag  the  coarse  of  the  exiatenee 
af  the  pMaent  the  r.  BL  SoBlth  Co.— that  la.  from  Joly  8,  102«— aad 
its  laaedlata  prcdeeeaaor,  the  F.  H.  Balth  laTcataieat  Co..  more  thaa 
SO  other  corporatloaa  were  organised  la  the  course  of  Ita  deallags  of 
the  aatore  abore  sMBtloaed — asMHis  others  the  foUowliic: 

HaaUtoo  Hotel  Corporatioa — C  Elbert  Anadale,  secretary  and  traaa- 
orer;  O.  Bryan  Pitta,  director. 

Wllklna  CotporatiOB — Q.  Bryaa  Pitta,  president:  Bamoel  J.  Henrr. 
nee  preaideat :  C  Bibert  Anadale.  secretary  and  treasorer. 

Consolidated  Hotel  Co.— O.  Bryan  Pitta,  president ;  BaBoel  J.  Henry. 
Tlee  presldeat ;  C.  BIbcrt  Anadale.  aseretary  and  treasurer. 

Cheaapeahe  BalkUnc' Co.— WUIlaat  Frank  Tbyson,  president  (renting 
t  for  tbe  F.  H.  Bmith  Co.  properties). 

Rochester  Corporation — Henry  C  Maddns,  presl4)ent. 

BaBllton  Hotel  (Inc.) — Heary  C  Maddni.  prealdent. 

HasBllton  Hotel  Co. — Henry  C.  lladdu*.  prijsident. 

Areo  Hotel  Co.— Heniy  C  Maddnx.  ebalnnan  of  the  beard. 

Propertlea  Invcstaeat  CorporatloD — Henry  C.  liaddax,  president 

Fifth  Armvm  Apartment  Corporation — Edward  J.  Brcnnan,  presldaat 

isnaser  of  Baadlton  Hotel)  ;  William  Frank  Thyson.  sseretary. 

Fairfax  (lac),  of  Plttaburgfa     Henry  C.  Maddux,  prssldenL 

Oleomore  (Inc.)— Henry  C.  Maddnx.  president. 

Washlnftoa-Plttaborgh  Holding  Corporation- Heary  C.  Maddux,  piaal- 


( 


Berkablrs  Corporation— WUItam  F.  Jorgsaaen.  president  (manager  of 
laauranea  dtpartaMnt.  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.). 
^  CaTaller  Cvrporation — Henry  C.   Maddnx.  president. 
"^%0HnbertSB  Bvllding  Co.- Alexander  Snter.  secretary  (boainess  aaaod* 
•t«>  of  Pttta). 

Drummond  Apartment  Corporation — Alexander  Sater.  prealdent 

Fairfax  Apartment  Corporation  of  Buffalo— Henry  C  Maddux,  preal- 
dent 

Bererly  Building  Co. — William  Frank  Tbyson,  seeretsry. 

Law  and  Finance  Building  (Inc.) — Henry  C.  Maddux,  prealdent 

Metropotltaa  Properties  Corporatioo — Henry  C.  Maddux,  president 

Columbia  Trast  Co. — Samuel  J.  Henry,  president ;  C.  Elbert  Anadale, 
▼lee  president 

Columbia  Tmatee  and  Registrar  Corporatioa — Bamoel  J.  Elenry.  presi- 
dent :  C.  Elbert  Anadale.  rice  president 

Unioo  Trustee  Co. — C.  Elbert  Anadale,  president ;  John  H.  Edwards, 
Jr.,  Hee  pec^dcat 

Bartlaad  ApartsMnt  Co. — William  Frank  Thyson.  prealdent 

IfdClaley  Co. — William  Frank  Thyson.  president 

Mew  Jimsterdam  Co. — Alexander  Suter,  Tlce  president ;  J.  Heary 
Brown,  aaalMant  secretary  (sujierlntendent  Smith  Bolldlng). 

Freasont  Corporatioa — Henry  C  Maddux,  president 

Martiaiqoe  (lae.) — Henry  C.  Maddux,  president. 

JeSbnon  ApaitaMats  (Inc.)— Alexander  Svter,  aeeretary-treaaorer. 

JaaMs  Madlaon  Hotel  (Inc.) — Henry  C.  Maddux.  Tlee  prealdent 

Hot^  (Inc.)— Henry  C.  Maddux,  prealdent:  J.  Maynard 
K  (formerly  vlee  president  the  F.  H.  SnUth  C^>.).  Ties  peeaident ; 
Paul  J.  Dnadon  (foraacrly  comptroller  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.),  secretary- 
traaMner. 

Spcctfle  taataneca — eoacemlng  wblch  eTidence  is  to  be  pesaented  to 
the  grand  Jury— of  the  manipnlatlon  of  property  by  tbe  F.  H.  Saiith 
Ca.,  Ita  ofleers  and  agents,  and  aaaodates,  follow : 

ma  MAUivton  Bom..  WAmBinoton,  n.  c. 

la  IMl  oae  Felix  Lake  obtained  a  90-day  optloa  on  the  two  lots  on 
which  the  HasKllton  Hotel  now  staada  Shortly  thereafter  Lake  was 
appreaehed  by  O.  Bryan  Pitts  and  an  associate,  who  sskcd  him  tor  s 
two-thlxds  latatest  la  the  properties,  in  return  for  which  they  would 
laanee  tiw  ixaetlan  of  a  new  hotel  and  glT«  Lake  one-third  Interest  In 
the  proAt  Lske  sgreed  to  this  and  the  property  was  purchaaed.  Tbe 
total  osat  at  the  laad  waa  approximately  9840,000.  Tbe  construction 
of  the  balMIng  coat  apprsxlmately  11,200.000.  a  total  eost  of  approxi- 
■atsly  fl.540,000. 

The  trat  matttags  an  this  property  was  executed  by  the  Hamilton 
Botai  CorpaiaMaa,  whldi  had  been  lately  organised.  The  trustee  naoMd 
in  thia  aaortgage  waa  said  Samuel  J.  Henry,  and  the  said  Pitta  and 
Anadale  aoaa  tharaaft>r  became  oAcera  of  that  eorporatloa.  Against 
this  llrat  mertgaga  the  sam  af  $1,200,000  la  bonds  were  lasaed  and  aold 
to  the  pablle.  Oa  the  aame  day— July  1.  1021— a  aeeond  mortgage  waa 
aoacnted  hy  said  the  Hamilton  Hotel  Corporation  to  said  Pitta  aad 
another  aa  twat«aa>  purporting  to  secare  oae  Fraacis  Coak,  a  clerk  of 
the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.,  ftor  a  purported  advanee  In  the  earn  of  $000,000. 
Thla  aMrtgags  waa  later  rtitaaad  aad  aaother  second  BMrtgage.  in  the 
earn  ot  $1,000,000.  waa  asecnted  oa  February  2.  1024,  advancing  the 
total  aaortgaga  Ingiitaaaiss  at  that  tlass  to  the  sam  of  $2,S00.00a  A 
■oath  pctor  ta  the  aascntlaa  U  this  second  sMWtgags  an  nadH  of  the 
affhlrn  of  the  HaaiUtsa  Hotel  Catporatlon  had  diaclosed  a  defldt  of 
;33»,S0Q,  aad  It  sabosfaaatly  bsaaaw  haahn«t.    TWa  lattar  aMrtgags 


i  1  the  sam  of  $1,000,000  waa.  In  the  meantime,  on  March  SI,  1925.  fore- 
c  looed.  and  the  many  creditors  of  the  corporation  who  bad  taken  bonds 
■  scored  by  tbat  mortgage  In  lieu  of  money  due  them  lost  all  but  4  per 

<  ent  of  their  respectlTe  accounts  by  reason  of  the  fact  tbat  the  property. 
I'hlch  waa  bid  In  at  the  mortgage  sale  by  one  Tbyson,  as  an  agent  of 
Iltta,  brought  only  $54,500.  subject  to  the  first  mortgage  of  11,200,000. 
I  >lTers  crwUtors  were  requested  by  Pitts  to  refrain  from  bidding  at  the 
I  lie.  and  were  promised  a  consideration  so  to  refrain.  On  April  1, 
1»2S,  the  tiUe  to  said  property  passed  to  the  aboTe-mentioned  Anadale, 
1  Ice  prealdent  of  said  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.,  by  assignment  of  the  right 
t  lat  said  Thyson  had  acquired  at  the  mortgage  sale.  Shortly  thereafter 
J  nadale  deeded  the  property  to  tbe  WUklns  Corporation,  after  leasing 
tie  hotel  Itself  to  the  ConaoUdated  Hotel  Co.,  of  which  Anadale  waa 
I  resident  and  of  which  ssid  Pitts  and  said  Henry  later  became  officers. 
1  he  controlling  Interest  In  the  capiul  stock  of  tbe  WUklns  CorporaUon 
i(as  owned  by  said  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co..  and  the  officers  of  tbe  Wllkins 
(iorporatlon  were  also  tbe  said  Pitts.  Henry,  and  Anadale.  Four 
I  lontbs  after  tbe  transfer  of  the  legal  title  to  the  said  Wllkins  Corpora- 
t  on  the  Hamilton  Hotel  Corporation,  of  which  said  Pitta  had  become 
I  M  managing  director,  was  adjudged  a  bankrupt.  The  books  of  account 
i  mid  not  be  found,  and  the  creditors'  claims  were  entirely  lost.  On 
.  anuary  6,  1027,  the  Wllklna  Corporation  transferred  the  Utle  to  said 
I  otal  to  ths  Chesapeake  Building  Co.,  which  never  bad  any  actlTe  cor- 
I  orate  exlstance.  From  tbe  Chesapeake  Building  Co.  tbe  legal  title  was 
f  ransferrad.  on  April  28,  1027,  to  tbe  Rochester  Corporstlon,  snd  there- 
I  pon  the  Consolidated  Hotel  Co.,  who  bad  theretofore  operated  the  hotel 
I  nder  a  lease,  as  sforesald,  also  became  bankrupt.  Thereafter,  on  July 
( ,  1027,  the  Rochester  Corporation  executed  a  mortgage  In  the  sum  of 
1  1,000.000  to  the  Southern  Maryland  Trust  Co.,  trustee,  of  which  latter 

<  ompany  said  Samuel  J.  Henry  wss  president.  This  mortgage  refunded 
ind  Increased  the  ortgiosl  first  mortgage  of  $1,200,000,  and  Is  still  an 
(DCumbrance  on  tbe  property.  Bonds  for  tbe  full  smonnt — $1,5'K),000— 
uers  Issued  and  sold  to  tbe  public.  Thereafter,  on  December  10,  1028. 
<ne   Henry   C.    Maddux — the   Properties    Inyestment    Corporstlon — pur- 

<  baaed  tbe  entire  property  for  spproximately  tbe  amount  of  the  first 
I  nd  second  mortgages  that  then  existed,  in  the  aggregate  sum  of 
I  1,800,000.  On  the  same  day  that  thin  property  waa  so  purchased  by 
1  be  Properties  Investment  Corporstlon,  an  additions!  mortgage  was 
I  lade  and  uaed  as  the  t>aals  for  still  snotber  Issue  and  sale  of  bonds  In 

<  be  aggiagate  sum  of  $1,060,000.  Tbe  two  trustees  Involved  In  this 
transaction  were  the  Union  Trustee  Co.  (whose  officers  were  Anadale, 
]  Uwards,  and  Miller,  of  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.),  and  tbe  ColnmUa  Trustee 
i  I  Registrar  (Corporation  (whose  oflkers  were  Henry,  Anadale,  and 
"rlmble.  of  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.). 

Thus  the  Hamilton  Hotel  property,  the  operation  of  which  had  been 
I  be  subject  of  two  bankruptcies,  snd  which  had  been  purchased  by  Pitts 
I  nd  his  associates  at  tbe  above-mentioned  foreclosure  sale  for  approxl- 
I  lately  $1,300,000.  waa  made  and  now  la  tbe  puriwrted  security  for  bond 
■sues  in  the  aggregate  sum  of  $2,800,000,  of  wblch  bonds  $2,000,000 
^rere  sold  to  tbe  public. 

At  the  time  of  tbe  sale  of  the  last  $1,050,000  bonds  purporting  to 
I  •  secured  by  this  property  an  appraiaal  of  tbe  property  by  Ford.  Bacon 
I  c  Davla,  of  New  York  C^ty.  to  the  effect  that  the  property  and  equip- 
ment was  worth  more  than  $3,000,000,  wss  extensively  circulated 
through  tbe  msils.  Ford.  Bacon  A  Davis  also  appraised  many  other 
I  tropertieB  which  were  promoted  sud  financed  by  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co. 
I  Ad  Its  ofilcers.  Tbe  circtunstances  under  which  such  appraisals  were 
I  Bade  merit  the  Investigation  of  the  grand  jury,  as  is  Indicated  in  the 

I  ibotostats  following,  said  Umsted,  to  whom  tbe  following  memorandum 

I I  addressed,  being  then  the  president  of  the  Hsmilton   Hotel  Corpora- 
ion,  and  aaid  Both  being  employed  from  time  to  time  to  obtain  such 

I  ippraisala  aa  were  desired. 

"  Memorandum  for  Mr.  Umsted 

"  Please  let  this  serve  as  a  memorandum  to  ask  Wtalteford  to  send  me 

I  i  copy  of  H.  D.  Todor's  memorandum  on  adjustments  to  be  made  out 

(*   the  $3,800,000   second    trust   on    the    City    Investment    Building.     I 

bink  there  are   several   copies   in   the  City    Investment  folder   which 

lie  has. 

"  Both  is  going  to  Clevelsnd  to-night.     Be  will  wire  yon  st  the  HamlK 

I  on  to-morrow  night  for  an  appointment,  his  idea  being  he  go  to  Wasb- 

•  Bgton  at  hia  own  expense,  together  with  the  manager  of  Ford,  Bacon 

i  I  Davis,  to  look  over  our  properties  in  a  general  way  with  you  for  the 

Mrpoae  of  seeing  whether  Ford.  Bacon  4  Dsrls  can  issue  appraisala  of 

iuffldent  slxe  to  Justify  loans  agsinst  our  equities.     He  tells  me  that 

^)^d,  Bacon  k  Davis  made  an  appraisal  of  $4,300,000  for  the  Southern 

luildlng.  against  a  previous  best  appraisal  in  Washington  of  $2,700,000 

ind  tbat  it  was  on  the  basis  of  thin  appraisal  that  be  was  able  to  get 

new   first   mortgage   of  $2,100,000   tind   a    new    «econd    mortgage   of 

400,000,  or  a  total  of  $2,500,000,  although  the  buUdlng  actually  cost 

talker  In  the  first  plsce  only  $1,750,000. 

'Apail.  20.   1924.- 

Joumal  entry 

Debit     Credit 

J  dminlstiatlon  expense  control. _     $000 

J  .dmlnlstratlon  expense,  general,  to  suspense,  Colorado 
Building  Corporation ggoo 
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December  IB.  1924.  above  company  psld  by  Its  chedt  No.  113  to 
Richard  Roth  for  servicea  rendered  la  securing  appraiaal  for  our  account 
an  Hotel  Hamilton. 

Entered  October  29.  192S.  W.  B.  HiKX. 

Jdlx  14,  1925.       .. 

CATALIXa  AFABTMBirr   HOTEL,    WASHINQTON,   D.   C 

This  building  was  completed  In  1927  on  a  tract  of  land  at  8500 
Fourteenth  Street  NW.,  Wartlngton,  D.  C.  Tbe  land  was  purchased 
for  approxlmstely  $172,000,  and  tbe  Hilltop  Manor  Co.  erected  the 
8-story  apartment  building  now  known  as  the  Cavalier  Apartment  Hotel, 
at  a  cost  of  approximately  $1,400,000,  which  was  loaned  to  that  company 
by  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.,  and  bosds  In  .that  sum  were  sold  to  the  public 
by  tbe  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  Q.  Bryan  Pitts  appears  as  trustee  In  tbe 
mortgage.  The  Hilltop  Manor  Co.  subsequently  got  into  financial 
difficulties  and  applied  for  an  extension  in  connection  with  its  mort- 
gage indebtedness.  Pitts  insisted  on  immediate  payment,  and  the  Hill- 
top Manor  Co.  abandoned  the  entire  proi;>erty  to  htm.  Tbe  building 
was  then  practically  completed,  and  was  finished  by  Pitts  for  a  small 
sum.  Tbe  following  fall — 1928— tbe  property  was  deeded  to  tbe  Berk- 
Shire  (Corporation,  whose  president  was  an  employee  of  the  F.  H.  Smllh 
Co.  Subsequently,  within  two  or  three  months,  the  property  was  deeded 
to  tbe  Cavalier  Corporation,  and  on  the  same  day  a  refunding  mort- 
gage In  tbe  sum  of  $1,950,000  and  a  further  mortgage  In  tbe  sum  of 
$350,000  were  placed  on  tbe  property.  One  million  nine  hundred  and 
Sfty  thousand  dollars  of  bonds  were  issued  agsinst  tbe  mortgage  in  tbat 
sum.  Subsequently,  In  May,  1929,  tbe  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  offered  for  sale 
through  tbe  United  States  malls  bonds  purporting  to  be  secured  In  part 
by  the  said  mortgage  In  tbe  sum  of  $360,000,  thus  increasing  the  Issues 
to  be  secured  by  mortgages  on  this  building  to  tbe  aggregate  aum  of 
$2,300,000,  and  tbU  when,  ■■  aforesaid,  tbe  ssld  property  had  actually 
coat  approximately  $1,500,000  within  two  years  of  tbat  time.  The 
trustees  In  each  of  the  three  mortgsges  were  corporstions  whose  officers 
were  also  officers  of  tbe  F.  H.  Smith  Co. 

rAlBTAX  APABTUXNT   HOTBL,  PHT8BCBOB,  PA. 

In  November,  1925,  O.  Bryan  Pitts  and  Samuel  J.  Henry  selected  a 
site  for  the  erection  of  an  apartment  building  at  4614  Fifth  Avenue, 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  This  site  waa  purchased  for  $92,500,  tbe  contract  being 
executed  by  John  A.  Wahl.  an  employee  of  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.,  and  the 
property  was  deeded  in  1926  to  the  Fifth  Avenue  Apartment  Corpora- 
tion, of  which  W.  F.  Tbyson,  a  rental  agent  for  tbe  F.  H.  Smith  Co. 
properties,  was  secretary.  A  mortgage — Q.  Bryan  Pitts,  trustee — was 
Immediately  executed  In  tbe  amount  of  $1,500,000,  and  bonds  in  that 
aum  were  sold  to  the  public  by  tbe  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  Tbe  building  was 
erected  for  spproximately  $1,200,000.  Tbe  F.  H.  Smith  Investment  Co., 
operating  with  said  tbe  F.  H.  Smith  Co.,  was  the  custodian  of  tbe  pro- 
ceeds of  the  bond  Issue  used  to  construct  the  building.  At  this  time — 
January,  1926 — tbe  law  firm  of  Donaldson  A  Johnson,  of  Washington, 
D.  C.,  were  under  s  retainer  of  $2,500  per  month  as  attorneys  for  said 
the  F.  H.  Smith  Investment  Co.  Officers  of  tbe  F.  H.  Smith  Invest- 
ment Co.  were  to  and  did  pass  upon  bids  submitted  for  the  erection  of 
the  building  and  award  tbe  contract  At  this  time  B.  Golden  Donald- 
son, of  the  aforesaid  law  firm  of  Donaldson  A  Johnson,  who  were  under 
retainer,  as  aforesaid,  to  the  said  F.  H.  Smith  Investment  Co.,  demanded 
and  subsequently  received  from  tbe  contractor  who  ultlnutely  received 
tbe  contract  $30,000  In  consideration  of  the  services  rendered  by  said 
R.  Oolden  Donaldson  In  assisting  said  contractor  to  secure  the  contract 
for  the  erection  of  said  apartment  house. 

In  May,  1028,  tbe  proi;>erty  was  deeded  to  a  new  corporation  known 
as  tbe  Fairfax  (Inc.),  of  Pittsburgh.  On  the  following  day  two  new 
mortgages,  one  in  tbe  sum  of  $2,140,000  snd  one  in  tbe  sum  of  V860.- 
000,  were  made  by  tbe  new  corporation  on  tbe  same  property.  The 
trustees  of  both  of  these  mortgages,  aggregating  $3,000,000,  were  cor- 
porations whose  officers  were  also  officers  of  tbe  F.  H.  Smith  Co. 
Bonds  were  sold  until  an  aggregate  of  $2,140,000  were  outstanding, 
purporting  to  be  secured  by  this  property ;  and,  sutisequently,  another 
Issue  waa  aold  against  the  $860,000  mortgage  and  other  worthless 
securities. 

Thus,  the  total  sum  of  the  mortgages  on  this  property,  against  which 
bonds  were  sold  to  tbe  public,  was  $3,000,000,  In  spite  of  the  fact  that 
tbe  building  bad  been  erected  and  equipped  tbe  previous  year  at  a 
total  cost  of  approximately  $1,500,000,  which  Included  the  furnishings 
thereof  and  tbe  land,  upon  which  it  was  erected.  In  computing  the 
cost  of  the  property  at  tbe  aforesaid  approximate  sum  of  $1,500,000, 
no  deduction  has  been  made  of  tbe  gratuity  of  $50,000  exacted  by  the 
F.  H.  Smith  Investment  Co.'s  attorneys  from  the  contractora. 

(See  exhibits  following.) 

WASHIlfOTOH,  D.  C  /OMiMry  U,  tm. 
Mr.  R.  (30L0BX  DoNALoaoN, 

WaahingUm,  D.  O. 
Dbab  Sib  :  Pursuant  to  our  verbal  agreement  and  in  eonalderation  of 
the  services  rendered  by  you  in  assisting  us  to  secure,  through  the 
F.  H.  Smith  Co.,  tbe  contract  for  tbe  erection  of  aa  apartment  houae 
in  Pittsburgh,  to  be  known  as  the  Fifth  Avenue  Apartment  we  agree  to 
pay  you  tbe  sum  of  thirty-five  thousand  dollars  ($35,000).  aa  follows :  I 


Five  theuaand  dollart  ($5,000)  oat  of  each  of  the  first  three  paymeata 
received  by  lu  on  account  of  the  contract,  and  ten  thouaand  dollar* 
($10,000)  out  of  each  of  tbe  next  two  payments  received  by  us  oa 
account  of  the  contract  If  wo  are  paid  in  full  for  the  building  la  a 
less  number  of  payments,  then  the  balance  due  yon  shaU  be  paid  out 
of  the  final  payment  to  ua. 

Thia  is  contingent  upon  oar  signing  contract  with  the  owner  of  saM 
building  on  terms  satisfactory  to  imi 
Very  truly  yoors, 

Botlb-Robbbtsok  CoifSTaccnoN  <?©., 
J.  C  RoBaaraoM,  Trttmrvr, 
Approved  and  agreed. 

R.  0.  DoBALOaoif. 
July  «,  192S.  Received  $5,000  on  account     A.  B.  Bngel. 
August  6,  1926.  Received  $5,000  on  account.     A.  B.  EngeL 
September  8,  1928.  Received  $10,000  on  account.    R.  O.  D. 
October  8.  1928.  Received  $5,000  on  account     A.  B.  Engel. 
November  6,  1926.  Received  $0,000  on  account    A.  B.  EngeL 
■xxmACTs  noM  MiKims  ov  araciAi.  maniro  or  boabo  or  otaacnoBa 

or  THB  r.  H.  BMITH  tKTBSTirBMT  CO..  RaU)  OBCaMBaB  s«.  uss 

A  meeting  of  tbe  board  of  director*  of  the  F.  B.  Smith  Investment  Co. 
was  held  st  the  offices  of  the  company,  815  Fifteenth  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C.  on  Tborsday.  the  S4th  day  of  December.  1920,  at 
11  o'clock  a.  m.,  in  th*  forenoon,  said  meeting  having  bean  duly  callad 
by  order  of  the  chairman  of  the  board  of  directors. 

The  bond-purchase  agreement  executed  betwasa  th*  Fifth  Aveno* 
Apartment  Corporation  and  the  company,  dated  Novamber  S7.  1020,  for 
the  purchase  of  sn  issue  of  first-mortgage  bonds  la  the  sum  of  $1,400,000 
was  pr**cnted  for  eonsideratioa. 

Mr.  Pitts  moved  the  following  rsselntlan: 

«*  Resolved,  That  the  bond-porchase  agreemant  betwasa  th*  Fifth 
Avenue  Apartment  Corporation  and  tbe  F.  H.  Smith  lavcataMot  Co. 
be  In  all  r«*p*cta  ratified  and  approved  aad  the  proper  edeers  of  tha 
corporation  are  hereby  authorised  to  do  any  aad  all  act*  asceasjry  ta 
carry  out  Its  terms,  and  that  a  copy  of  said  agreoawat  be  filed  in  th* 
record  book  of  the  corporation." 

The  resolution  having  been  seconded  and  a  vote  taken  thereon,  tba 
resolution  was  dedsred  unanimously  adopted. 

Tbe  chairman  presented  the  matter  of  tbe  retainer  of  Masar*.  Doaald- 
*on  and  Johnson. 

Mr.  Henry  moved  the  following  resolution : 

"  Resolved,  That  Measr*.  Donaldson  and  Jobnaon  be  retained  as  sttor- 
neys  for  tbe  corporation  fbr  the  period  from  January  1  to  July  1, 
1926,  at  a  retainer  of  $2,500,  payaUe  monthly." 

The  resolution  having  been  seconded  and  a  vot*  taken  thereon,  th* 
resolution  was  dedared  unanlmoualy  adopted. 

C.  BliBBBT  AKADALa,  gaptslatg. 
LAW   AMD  niTAITCB  BCILDHfO,   PtTTBBOBOH,   PA. 

The  site  for  this  building  was  selected  by  G.  Brysn  Pitts.  Ssmuel  J. 
Henry,  and  one  Philip  M.  JuUien,  an  architect  of  Washington,  D.  C 
A  sale  contract  was  made  In  tbe  nsme  of  s  stenographer  in  the  office  of 
said  JuUlen.  The  purchase  price  of  the  land  was  $287,500.  Deeds  were 
made  to  tbe  Beverly  Building  Co. — William  F.  Thyson,  secretary-treaa- 
urer — In  September,  1926.  The  construction  of  the  building  was  com- 
pleted in  the  esrly  part  of  the  year  1928  at  a  eost  of  approximately 
$1,237,000,  which,  adding  the  cost  of  the  land,  brought  the  total  cost 
to  approximately  $1,500,000.  Flrst-mortgsge  bonds  were  sold  for  the 
latter  sum,  tbe  mortgage  naming  Samuel  J.  Henry  aa  trustee.  On  May 
14,  1928,  said  building  was  deeded  to  the  Law  and  Finance  Building 
(Inc.) — Henry  C.  Maddux,  prealdent — and  two  new  mortgages  were 
executed  on  tbe  following  day  in  the  aggregate^um  of  $3,360,000 — one 
In  tbe  sum  of  $2,400,000  and  one  for  $950,000.  Against  these  mortgages 
bonds  were  sold  in  the  aggregate  sum  of  $2,400,000,  and  a  further  Issue 
of  bonds  was  advertised,  and  "  interim  receipts  "  therefor  sold,  based, 
in  part  upon  the  $950,000  mortgage  last  above  mentioned.  As  s  con- 
sideration for  swarding  the  contract  for  tbe  construction  of  this  build- 
ing to  the  contractors  who  erected  it,  said  Pitts  and  ssid  Henry 
exacted  a  gratuity  in  the  sum  of  $30,000,  which  was  paid  in  cash. 
Said  Henry  was  the  trustee  named  in  the  construction  mortgage,  and 
both  were  executive  officers  of  the  F.  H.  Smith  C^. 


■AUI  OP 


STOCK 


During  the  past  two  years  prefored  stock  of  tbe  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  has 
been  continuously  advertised,  offered  and  sold  to  the  public,  in  an  aggre- 
gate sum  of  sereral  ndUlon  dollara.  RepreacntatloBa  were  made  to  th* 
effect  tbat  the  average  net  earnings  of  tbe  company  were  more  than 
twice  tbe  amount  required  to  pay  tbe  stipulated  annaal  dividends  oa 
all  preferred  stock  outstanding.  Such  representation  of  net  anDnal 
earnings  is  at  variance  with  all  Information  that  has  beea  available  ts 
tiie  Government  and  aaerlts  Investigation  by  tbe  grand  jory.  Further, 
such  preferred  stock  has  been  freqoMtly  offered  to  h*lders  of  mort- 
gage bonds  for  exchange  for  sach  bsnds ;  such  exchsngea.  and  ail  sales 
of  stock,  bsve  been  made  on  th*  baal*  of  the  par  value  of  the  atocfc.  and 
much  baa  been  so  dlapoaed  of,  throng  the  aMlls,  to  persoa*  la  dJstaaft 
Bute*  at  tiaie*  whsft— unkaown  to  mwh  proapeethre 
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stock  vai  bitac  vMrad  for  aal*  by  dlv«n  broken  In  Wubingtoa,  D.  C. 
at  approximately  70  per  c«nt  of  the  par  ralae  thereof ;  and,  further,  that 
the  funds  of  tbs  corporation  hare  been  dissipated  by  the  payment  of 
saUrles  as  great  as  fOO.000  per  year  each  to  said  Pitts  and  aald  Henry  ; 
and  by  the  payment  of  large  sums  as  diTidends  to  said  Pitts  and  said 
Henry  as  the  owners  of  practically  all  of  tbe  common  stock,  thus  greatly 
dlmlnlablng  tbe  assets  opon  which  tbe  preferred  stoekboldars  are  de- 
pendent for  tbe  security  of  their  respective  Inrestments. 

Wherefore,  escb  snd  erery  of  the  said  books,  papers,  records,  docu- 
ments, asd  wrttlags  designated  in  satd  subpoenas  duces  tecum,  and  each 
and  CT^ry  of  tbs  witnesses  named  in  all  of  tbe  subposnaa  Issued  in  this 
connection  are  required  In  the  inTSstlgatloD  by  said  grand  jury  of  tbe 
■attsm  feereiob«for«  mentioned,  and  In  tbs  Inrestlgatloa  by  aald  grand 
jury  of  many  otber  alk'ged  crimss  and  misdemeanors  on  tbs  part  of 
dtrera  of  the  pstvoaa  asd  eorporailoss  b«fsln  samsd, 

NOOflWT  DOOM/ 

nATffiA0  mtuii  9owm  i*nta 
Mr  mmALL.   Mr  VrmMmtU  I  tnlmU  «  rMWltttlon,  wWcb  X 
Mk  WMt  llo  OB  tbo  CaMo. 
Thm  rawHutton  (»,  Um.  14B)  w§  ord«r«4  to  M«  on  tbo  Ublo, 

TIm  nmAution  U  M  MUm§ ; 

Wlisraas  ■sasr<tog  to  ioew—tory  srldeoss  breoglit  sut  M  tfes  bMr* 
lug  Mw  bslng  bsM  by  ttrn  Fa^srsl  Wvmt  CommlMMon  Is  tbs  motter  sf 
Isaslag  tbs  nathso4  psvsr  sltsa,  oos  of  Chs  appllcMts  for  •  ttmporary 
ysraft  spMt  eonstdembls  soaao  «€  mooey  ««  Isdian  powwsws  and  need 
otber  Improper  asoM  of  tntosoclng  tbs  Indians  who  own  tho  po'#sr 
aliss:  aad 

Whereas  aeeording  to  docaiMstary  eridsaee,  broogfat  oot  at  tbe  bear- 
lag4  BOW  In  seasloB,  ottclals  and  acents  of  tbe  Boeky  Mountain  Power 
Co.,  one  of  tba  apidlcmnta  for  a  preiimtaary  permit  and  license  for  tbe 
deTFlopowat  of  tbo  nathead  power  sites,  made  donationa  to  churches, 
elBbs.  atbletle  aasedatlons.  and  Tarloua  organisations,  spent  sums  of 
money  to  snteitaln  certain  CMirentlons.  and  even  defrayed  tbs  funeral 
expenses  of  a  ccttato  man ;  and 

Whereas  tbe  salaries  and  expense  accounts  of  certain  oSclals  and 
agenta  of  tbe  Montana  Power  Co.  were  charged  to  the  pretlmlnary  de- 
velopment as  a  part  of  tbe  prellcense  costs  Incurred  by  the  Rocky 
Mountain  Power  Co. :  and 

Wbereaa  ofltelala  of  the  Rocky  Mountain  Power  Co.  made  aOdaylta 
that  theae  charges  were  part  of  tbe  legitioMite  cost  and  actual  legitimate 
lavsstment  la  derelopment  of  tbe  Flathead  power  sites,  as  to  which 
the  Bocky  Msoatain  Power  Co.  has  applied  for  a  temporary  permit  and 
license ;  and 

Whsreaa  tbs  accountant  and  solleltor  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis- 
sion la  written  opinions  pointed  oot  that  those  cbargea  were  Illegal 
and  abovM  aot  be  allowed  and  would  open  the  door  to  fraud,  deception, 
Illegal  traaaacHons,  and  were  against  public  policy ;  and 

Whereas  otber  higher  otBciala  of  the  P<^deraI  Power  Commlasion 
recommended  that  these  fictitious  claims  be  allowed,  despite  these  uq- 
eqolrocal  protests ;  and 

Whereas  If  allowed,  these  fletltlous  and  Illegal  claims  would  have 
been  made  tbe  basis  for  rate-making  puriwses  and  would  bSTe  thus 
Imposed  an  oafair  burden  upon  tbe  consumers  of  power  developed  by 
tbe  Flathead  sites:  and 

Whereas  theae  fictitious  and  illegal  costs  would  also  bare  been  part 
of  the  recapture  price  which  the  United  States  OoTemnwnt  would 
eTentoally  bars  had  to  pay  for  these  sites ;  and 

Wbarsaa  the  ultimate  effect  of  tbe  approval  of  these  fictitious  and 
niesal  eosta  clearly  tended  to  defraud  the  Government  of  the  United 
States;  aad 

Whereas  tbe  Federal  statutes  and  also  the  regulationa  of  the  Federal 
Power  CoBUBlsaloa  provide  penalties  for  the  making  and  approval  of 
false  aBdavlts  la  connection  with  costs  connected  with  preliminary  de- 
velopaDents  of  power  sites  :  Therefore  be  it 

Jlesolretf,  That  the  Committee  on  Interatate  Commerce  be  authorised 
sad  direeted  to  make  a  full  and  searching  Investigation  Into  tbe  dr- 
eomstanecs  surrounding  the  application  of  the  Rocky  Mountain  Power 
Co.  tor  tha  development  of  tbe  Federal  power  sites;  to  investigate  the 
reasons  why  the  recommendations  of  the  accountant  and  solicitor  of  tlie 
Federal  Power  Cooimisslon  were  overruled  by  higher  oflldals ;  aad  to 
ascertain  whether  fictltlooa  aad  illegal  claims  of  this  character  have 
been  mads  ths  basia  for  late-makiag  purpoaes  In  other  applicatlona  for 
power  altss;  aad  to  report  to  tbe  Senate  its  findings  la  tbe  premises, 
together  with  recoameadattoaa  for  the  eorrectioa  of  abases  that  may 
bs  foaa4  to  exist ;  sad  bt  It  farther 

Jgsssfastf,  That  the  flsdli«s  of  this  committes  be  Isld  before  ths 
Attorney  Qeneral  of  ths  Ualted  Sutea,  aad.  If,  in  bia  opinkm,  a  erlme 
has  bssn  comailtted.  it  shaU  bs  the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  he  ahsll 
prsmpUy  proesed  to  take  the  aieeaaary  atepa  for  the  prosscatloa  of 
those  who,  la  his  epinioa,  assy  have  violstcd  the  law. 

Mr.  8CHALL.  In  aopport  of  the  reoohitlon  and  to  aceoniMtiiy 
it  I  svbmlt  a  fonDAl  opinion  trf  €9karies  A.  BiukII,  Solicitor 
«C  tlM  f>Bdflt«l  Pvwtr  Oommlwlon,  In  coonectloa  with  th*  FUt- 
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he  Id  power  site  application,  which  I  ask  may  be  printed  in  the 

R^OOBO. 

Eliere  being  no  objection,   the  oi^ion   waa   ordered   to  be 
ited  In  the  Rccobo,  as  follows : 
Fo  (MAL  OptxioN  or  CHABLSfl  A.  RussBLL,  SoLicrfOB  o»  THS  FrosaAi. 
:  *owiB   Commission,   im   Comnbction    With   Fi.ath«ad   Powia   Srm 

i  LITUCATION 

FSOEBAL   POWEB  COMMISfllOlf, 

WatMnfftoH,  September  90,  M$. 

SOLICITOa'S    OPtWIOTf    NO.    • 

(LfOplnlons-Formal  (Solicitor).     Flathead  Lake  project.  No.  i,  Montana. 
Rocky  Mountain  Power  Co.) 

Memorandum  for  Mr.  King,  chief  accouotsat 

Too  hart  submlttMl  to  me  tbs  reeord  In  tbe  above-ealltled 
(Toi  sisting  of  the  flies  of  tbo  commissloo,  aad  have  a«k«d  advice 
at  m  ttpott  th«  «iM>stlofl  ai  tbo  InstoslOB  la  tbo  prsHsesss  seat 
pr(  js«t  of  th4i  it^^aM  saaH'd  above. 


BMltSf, 

of  Ibis 
of  tbo 


000, 
000. 


^ 


!'•  rMsst  to  Cbas,  T,  Mala  {\—.)  tot  essMllstlSB  of  eoa- 

raOf  m  m^mmmmmm  mmmmm  m  mmmmmmmmmmm  wmmmmmmwmmmmmmmmmmmm     S^^l 

fta  arfes  iut  irSlctala  lA  tba  Montana  Powsr  Co 40, 

Ot  isr  tt««M  rharicad  ro  the  espeos*  accounts  of  F.  M.  Kerr 

iBd  oth<fr  oiiklats  of  tbs  Moouns  Powsr  Co,,  spprotl-  ^  ,,.-  -, 

BStsiy . ., .. .^..^. 20.000  00 

Totsl M.  OM.  TS 

STATCMaUT   019  THS   CASS 

rbe  application  of  the  Rocky  Mountain  Power  Co.  for  a  preliminary 
pel  mit,  dated  June  18,  l»l>0.  and  aubseqaeotly  filed  with  this  commission. 

in  amendment  to  this  application,  to  conform  with  the  rules  and 
rei  ulationa  of  this  commission,  was  dated  December  21,  1920,  and 
fll<  d  with  this  commisfiion  on  January  25.  1921. 

l4o  action  wa8  taken  on  tbe  preUminary  permit  application  nor  baa 
tbi  re  ever  been. 

Application  for  a  Ucense.  dated  March  26,  1928,  was  filed  with  tbs 
coi  amission  on  March  27,  1928.  Orders,  No.  27,  were  issued  on  May  28, 
19  ». 

The  Rocky  Mountain  Power  Co.  Is  owned  and  controlled  by  the 
M<  ntana  Power  Co.,  and  the  performance  of  tbe  conditions  named  la  Its 
ap  ;>iicatlon  for  license  Is  guaranteed  by  tbe  Montana  Power  Co.  in  writ- 
ini :  under,  and  by  virtue  of.  an  instrument  executed  on  May  23,  1928, 
an]  filed  with  the  commission  on  May  24,  1928. 

Early  in  February,  1929,  the  then  executive  secretary  inquired  of 
yo  ir  ofllce  as  to  whether  or  not  any  determination  had  been  made  of 
thi>  prellcense  co«t  and  waa  advised  by  you  that  none  had  been  so  made. 

3n  February  28.  1929,  Mr.  J.  F.  Denison,  who  is  the  treasurer  of  the 
Reeky  Mountain  Power  Co.,  and  holds  the  same  office  with  the  Montana 
P<wer  Co.,  accompanied  by  Mr.  C.  B.  Smith,  accountant  for  tbe  Electric 
Bend  A  Share  Co.,  left  with  your  ofllce  a  statement  purporting  to  show 
tb  >  prelieense  cost  of  this  project  to  January  31.  1929,  in  the  sum  of 
II  13,004.68. 

L'p  to  that  time  the  Electric  Bond  A  Share  Co.,  of  New  York,  bad 
not  appeared  in  tbe  matter,  so  far  as  the  record  discloses,  but  shortly 
af  er  flllnj?  of  the  Informal  statement  of  February  18,  1929,  the  Rocky 
M(  lontaln  Power  Co.,  under  the  direction  of  the  Electric  Bond  A  Share 
Co  ,  filed  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  orders  No.  27,  showing  the 
pr>Ilcense  coet  to  January  31,  1929,  which  statement  was  sworn  to  on 
Mi.rch  29,  1929,  and  received  and  filed  in  the  offices  of  this  commission 
on  April  8,  1929.  The  latter  statement,  prepared  by,  and  under  the 
dliection  of,  the  Electric  Bond  A  Share  Co.,  Increases  the  amount  of  tbe 
prellcense  cost  claimed  from  1143,00468  to  $180,131.52,  which  increase 
is  represented  largely  by  the  claim  now  asserted  as  a  claim  for  salariea 
of  tbe  officials  of  the  Montana  Power  Co. 

[n  other  worda,  the  Montana  Power  Co.,  up  to  the  time  of  filing  of 
tb>  first  statement,  had  not  conceired  the  idea  of  charging  nearly 
141,000  for  salaries  of  Its  officials  until  advised  by  tbe  Electric  Bond 
A  Share  Co.  to  include  this  in  prellcense  cost  as  per  the  last  statement 
filid. 

The  record  further  discloses  that  at  the  time  of  tbe  first  prellcense 
St]  tement  objections  were  made  by  you  to  certain  times  therein,  but  no 
ar  ion  was  taken  on  such  objections  by  any  of  the  officials  of  tbe  Federal 
Pc  wer  Commission.  At  the  time  of  the  filing  of  tbe  amended  statement 
by  the  Electric  Bond  A  Share  Co.  the  records  show  that  yon  again  made 
wi  Itten  objection  to  tbe  prellcense  statement,  under  date  of  April  10, 
19  !9,  and  tbe  record  abows  no  action  taken  on  the  part  of  any  of  the 
ofl  clals  of  tbe  Federal  Power  Commisninn  with  reference  to  this  last 
ob  ection  except  that  tbe  chief  engineer.  Major  Edgerton,  stiggested  that 
In  view  of  your  objections  orders  No.  27  be  soiipendcd. 

rhe  record  further  shows  that  on  April  26,  1929,  the  then  executive 
se4reUry,  without  your  approval  and  over  your  objections,  addressed  a 
let  ter  to  the  Rocky  Mountain  Power  Co.  wbereln  be  said : 

'The  staff  of  this  office  baa  examined  your  statement  and  la  prepared 
to  present,  at  tbe  recommendation,  your  cUim  of  $183,312.47  as  repre- 
••■  tlag  ths  preUeense  eost  «f  the  project  as  of  January  tl,  1929." 
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The  copy  of  the  letter  In  the  IBes  has  ai>oa  It  this  aotatloB:  'Net 
spproTcd,"  Initialed  by  you. 

So  fhr  as  the  preBcease  cost  Is  ceneeraed,  nothing  hsa  been  doss  alaes 
that  date,  and  the  mstter  la  now  jwndlng  l>efore  the  commlasion  la  ths 
nature  of  an  application  for  a  license,  the  prellcense  cost  of  whleh  haa 
been  approved  by  the  exeeatlve  secretary  and  by  him  proposed  to  bs 
recommended  to  the  commlaalon  for  approral. 

Notwfthstsndlag  tbe  fact  that  such  approval  has  been  made,  aad  soeb 
reeoameBdatlon  about  to  be  mads,  you  have  requested  the  opinion  of  thli 
ofllce  as  to  tbe  legality  of  such  elalas  as  a  part  of  the  prrilcsnss  eost 
of  this  projsei. 

yaiMaara  «o  ouatM  t.  Maw  tiao.),  lio,see 

Thli  fltaha  Is  psssaaMd  Is  bs  feassi  apsa  a  ssatract  sr  agyessMat, 
■sds  on  Msfth  M,  19M,  ssvsrlag  a  swtalo  saflassylaf  work  far  ths 
Ills«k  Isgls  trails  dsrsloiMMt  aa4  ths  Malnmey  SsirslspsMat  for  ths 
Msauaa  Pswsr  Co^  saptlsasBtsd  bf  a  Istisr,  dstsS  ialy  fl,  19t7,  fiwai 
ChaHss  T,  Mala  iVm.)  la  ths  Msaiaoa  Psarsr  Os.,  wMrtt  shows  that 
thsrs  aas  athsr  joia  sa  which  ao  ssostrastlsa  wsrh  has  bssa  Ssas  ssssfl 
rspertfl  sod  sstlmstas,  as  follswst 

91s«hsa«  isfshtpMsaf  ispsrt ;  Kstlaatsi  ssol  tt  dsfilnpiiBt.  |S,700;W0, 

This  Isttsr  froBi  Charlas  T.  Mala  (Inc.),  did  sot  eonstltsts  aa  asMwl' 
■sal  to  ths  srtglaat  ssatrsct  ss  H  hss  nmm  hssa  acssptsi  fsnaalfy  by 
ths  Koefcy  MowMsla  Power  Co. 

A  latter,  dated  July  22,  1027,  slgntHl  by  Mr.  Kerr,  ss  viss  passldeat 
aaS  gaosral  sasnacsr  of  ths  Rocky  Moontsin  Power  Co.,  rss4s  ss  fallows : 

"DSAB  Ma.  Maim:  I  havs  yoor  Icttsr  of  July  fl  sommsrlslag  ths 
ststos  of  our  vsrlsns  Jobs.  It  hi  sgraesbis  to  as  to  hsvs  thsss  sceouats 
considered  as  you  have  set  forth  in  your  letter,  and  to  have  oor  fomMr 
agreement  extended  ts  cover  theae  Items.  I  havs  had  as  spportnnlty 
to  consult  with  Mr.  Ryan  in  this  matter,  but  be  will  be  in  Montana 
later  on,  and  I  win  then  hsve  aa  opportunity  to  take  it  op  with  bhn. 
I  hare  no  doubt  be  will  l>e  entirely  agreeable." 

This  letter  does  oot  constitote  unequivocaMe  acceptance  of  any  aocb 
thlag  aa  may  be  termed  a  ooatxact  la  the  letter  of  Joly  6,  193T,  but  la 
view  of  the  decision  here  made  it  is  ImmaterlaL 

Tbe  record  fortter  slwwa,  from  tbe  statement  of  April  6,  1928,  that 
tbe  services  of  Ckarlea  T.  Malm,  op  to,  aad  including,  tbe  month  of 
November.  1928.  were  paid  by  tbe  Mootans  Power  Co.  and  tbe  whole 
charged  as  a  part  of  the  capital  exfienae  of  the  Flathead  project. 

Tbe  record  shows  that  In  tbe  latter  part  of  Fpt>ruary,  1929,  ths 
address  vt  the  Rocky  Mountain  Power  Co.  was  changed  to  8  ReeSnr 
Street.  New  York,  tbe  office  of  tbe  Electric  Bond  A  abar«  Oa. 

The  recorda  further  show  that  a  letter  from  J.  Thosasa.  assistant 
treasurer  of  tbe  Mostaaa  Powsr  Ca,  addressed  to  J.  F.  Denlsim,  seers> 
tary  aad  treassrer  of  the  Rocky  Mountain  Power  Co.,  at  2  Rector 
Street,  dateA  March  28,  1929,  reada  in  part,  aa  follows : 

"The  foQowiag  exidanatioa  Is  oflfered  In  anbstantlatioa  of  ths  pay- 
■cat  «f  $10,000  to  Cbarlea  T.  Mala  (Inc.),  for  their  withdrawal  freaa 
tha  Flatfaend  power  development  andertahtng :  Aa  per  wxlttea  agree- 
ment between  tbe  Montana  Power  Co.  and  Cbarlea  T.  Main  (Inc.),  It  bad 
been  understood  that  Charles  T.  Main  (lac),  would  sopervise  the  plans 
aad  tbe  censtmctloa  of  the  power  plant  at  tbe  foot  af  Flathsad  Lahe 
whea  tbe  necessary  Federal  license  bad  t>een  secured.  Under  thia  andcr- 
taking  they  auppUed  tbe  aerviecs  and  tbelr  obllgationa  at  bare  cost,  with 
the  Idea  that  a  rensonable  profit  would  evottnally  t>e  realtaed  whea  con- 
stractloB  waa  aathorlsea  aad  begun.  Vsdar  oar  new  rstaMonsAlp  «s<th 
mimtrie  Bam*  d  Mkmn  Co.,  Aowersr,  «ss  «siU  be  oMs  is  assU  onraetass 
of  tbo  enpiiierrfaa  aerrloe^of  tkmt  ooaipnny  hamaftor  to  eonstmoMon 
«adsrtBMn0<  of  thia  Otarmeter.  amd  it  «ss«  os«tsldsred  to  ^  Ote  best 
«n««rrs«s  of  Ms  Jtoe*v  Momrntatn  Power  Oe.*  sn4  M«  Jf en«sn«  Po«oer  Cs. 
«e  wUhdram  from  tha  eantraet  enterai  imto  with  Ohsriss  T.  Matm  (/na). 
As  s  res«l>  af  aamfaramaea  batucaam  Mr.  Charles  T.  Malm,  Mr.  /ahn  D. 
Ryan,  and  Mr.  F.  M.  Kerr,  the  turn  of  tK/m  waa  agreed  wgan  aa  a  fatr 
amd  oqaitahle  meaamre  o/  profit  accraad  to  OhmrUt  T.  ifste  (/ne.),  mder 
the  contract.     (Italics  mine.)" 

In  tbe  last  snslyala  it  ameoota  to  a  data  for  anNquldated  daarngss 
fbr  breach  of  eoatract  between  the  Mentaiw  Power  Co.  and  Charles  T. 
Main  (Inc.),  aa  directed  by  the  Sectric  Bead  A  Share  Co.  to  wbid  this 
si^caat  waa  not  a  part^. 


Coder  the  act  this  commission  is  directed  to  find  tbe  actual  legitimate 
coat  of  construction  of  the  project  ao  that  whether  the  $10,000  waa 
paid  by  tbe  Montana  Power  Co.  or  not  la  here  immaterial.  It  waa  an 
actual  legitimate  cost  of  construction  of  this  iiroject  and  should  not  be 
included  under  any  drctuastancea.  We  are  dealing  with  fair  value.  We 
are  dealing  with  the  water  power  act  and  under  tbe  law  which  controls 
the  activities  of  this  commission  such  amount  of  $10,000  can  not,  and 
must  not,  be  included  in  tbe  actual  coat  of  construction  because  It  is 
not  any  such  thing.  If  the  Electric  Bond  A  Share  Co.  is  taking  over 
tbe  supervision  of  this  company's  affaire,  and  before  so  doing  desire  to 
eliminate  Chaa.  T.  Main  (Inc.)  and  cause  that  contract  to  be  abro- 
gated, that  is  Ita  Ikuaineaa,  but  It  Is  an  improper  charge  to  the  actual 
cost  of  tbe  construction  of  the  project  upon  which  the  public  win  be 
required  to  pay  rates  and  which  sum  is  returnable  to  tbe  llcenaee  at  the 
tennlnation  of  tbe  license  and  paid  by  tbe  Government.    The  claim  Is  so 


la  ths  fhes  sf  «s  statala.  that  tt 


This  dataa  Is  based  upon  a  compwtstka  for  latersst  on  moneys  n- 
peaded  by  tbe  Montana  Powsr  CO.,  frsrn  tlsM  to  time,  daring  tbe  years 
1920  to  1928,  ladoslve,  phis  tbs  first  month  of  1929,  as  shewn  on  psfs 
U  Of  ths  statcasat  filed  by  ths  Bleetrle  Bead  *  Bhars  Cs^ 

aaiBP 
InasBueb  as  this  questloa  of  latsrest  Is  brought  fonrsrd  la  ewrr 
eass  In  which  tbe  capital  stmcturs  or  accounting  matters  are  Involvsd, 
it  to  dseasfl  sapsdIfBt  at  tMs  tlas  ts  dstsraloe  ths  fosstlsB  as  to  ths 
anowaaet  of  tetsrsst  aad  thog  piwsat  a  fsfwUtlsa  of  ths  4«sst1oa  sa 
sach  ocesMoa  ansas. 

Af  as  plact  la  ths  fMnal  wstsr  power  aat  Is  thsrs  aof  praslstsR 
for  ths  atteiraass  of  latsfsol  oa  capltat  saiu—i  MsaM.  IssClsa  14, 
nmdar  wMsh  tMs  prsswdlafl  Is  ba«,  prsfMss  a^af  oehsr  tfetofs  i 

"Thai  ths  falas  allswsd  far  waisr  rtfhts,  Hfhis  of  waf,  leads  sr 
laUrsst  fa  liMli  akall  aot  hs  fa  «wsw  af  ths  astaal 
thsrsof  at  ths  tlaw  sf  ssgaiHtfoa  9f  ths  Hasasss    •    •    •," 

ft  will  hs  Bststf  that  thssi  Is  as  slattsry  pasrlslSB  fhr  ths  sHswa 
at  hMsrsst.  bat  thsrs  Is  a  pmlMis  far  ths  dNsflaaWaa  sf  ths  srtaal 
rsasoaaMs  ssst  self,  and  ths  ttaa  to  ffastf  as  ta  ths  tima  sf  ssfatolilsi 
Thto  to  the  bssto  of  aot  lassftaMnt.  sr.  la  sthsr  vsrtfs,  ths  astasi  togftt* 
msts  coot  of  esastructlsa.     (Rse  •sHcttot's  Optelsa.  Mo.  2.) 

Datoss  th«s  to  aa  sspltolt  prorlsloa  te  ths  sutots  for  Ihs  allowmaaa 
sf  lateral.  It  «8ss  aot  appear  ts  ma  that  soeh  tetsrsst  auiy  bs  allsws4. 
The  Uw  aUowa  Interest  oaly  oa  ths  gfsoad  sf  s  csatrsst,  sapcsss  sr 
tanpHed,  for  ths  psyment,  er  ss  aamagea  for  the  detention  of  money, 
or  for  ths  breach  of  aoaae  eoatract,  or  ths  rtotatlen  sf  seas  doty,  sr 
where  It  to  provided  for  by  statute.     (SS  C.  i.  182  aad  casee  dtcd.) 

It  to  vary  gsocrafly  sUted  that  latsfsst  to  of  pvsly  sUtutery  orlgla 
and  not  the  creature  of  ceanMO  Isw ;  aad  that  Interest  shoaM  be  rsfwsd 
except  in  such  caaea  as  come  wltbla  the  terme  of  tbe  statute,  nnlsss  It 
has  been 'contracted  for  either  expressly  or  Impliedly.  And  It  haa  bsaa 
said  to  determine  whether  Interest  to  to  be  allowed  la  a  partlmtor  cass 
to  a  mere  matter  of  statutory  Interpretation,  even  where  It  to  contended 
that  greet  tejnstice  will  be  done  In  a  particular  case.  (S3  C.  L.  18S 
and  cases  dted.) 

8o  that,  tt  to  clear,  unless  there  to  ezpreas  provision  to  the  statats 
for  sBowanee  of  tnteiest,  no  Interest  oea  be  allowed  tat  thto  procaedlaf 
en  these  Items. 

The  inpreme  Court  of  tbe  milted  Ststee  haa  held  tibst  aa  a  general 
rule  Interest  to  not  reeeverabls  from  tbe  QorcraBicat.  (Shcekeb  v. 
D.  of  C  246  V.  8.  S88.)  While  It  amy  be  said  that  thto  to  not  a  strict 
«se  of  reeoverlag  from  the  <9ev«naaeot,  yet  It  results  In  deallnga  be- 
tween the  (Government  and  the  applicant  hi  which  the  Oovemment  to 
Interested  in  the  amount  of  money  that  tt  riiall  pay  at  the  termtnatloa 
of  tbe  Heense,  aad  to  llhewlse  interested  fa  the  amoont  of  moaey  upon 
which  tbe  rate  iftaR  pay  a  return,  so  thst  In  the  face  of  interest  upon 
payments  sheald  be  entirely  eliminated  from  the  capital  account. 

It  may  be  eenteaded  that  under  tbe  accountlnir  role  of  ths  laterststs 
Coauncrc*  Commtoslon  there  to  provision  for  the  allowaaee  of  intsnat 
during  constructloa,  wberela  the  rale  providee : 

"  This  account  abaU  alao  include  reasonable  charge  for  interest,  daring 
the  construction  period  before  tbe  pr<q;>erty  becomes  avaltobls  for  aerviee, 
on  tbe  carrier's  own  funds  expended  for  construction  purposes." 

Thto  claaaiflcation  of  accounta  and  tbe  determination  of  the  Itema  ts 
be  chargeable  to  tboae  accounta  to  baaed  upon  tbe  act  to  regotote  com- 
merce. There  to  no  provision  In  tbe  Interstate  commerce  act  requiring 
the  Interatate  (^>mmerce  Commission  fo  find  the  actual  cost  of  acqulal- 
tlon  or  tbe  actual  cost  of  construction.  The  Interstate  Cosnaerce  Coat- 
mlsslon  Is  dealing  with  an  entirely  different  subject.  The  question  of 
net  investment  In  tbe  properties  to  not  circumscribed  by  a  strict  stato- 
tory  provtoloa  aocb  aa  the  water  power  set. 

And,  even  though  it  were,  the  mie  does  not  permit  the  inclusion  of 
any  arbitrary  or  estimated  amount  of  Interest  but  permlto  the  Inclusion 
only  of  such  Items  of  interest  upon  the  carrler'a  own  fonda  wblcb  were 
expended  for  construction  purposes. 

Tbe  classification  of  accounts  of  the  Interstate  CV>nuneroe  Commlaalon, 
controlling  the  commlaalon  by  a  statutory  provtolon,  deato  with  what  the 
carriers  may  do  subsequent  to  tbe  adoption  of  those  rules.  Thst  Is,  ta 
any  construction  of  railroads  taking  ptooe  after  the  pasaags  of  tbe  act 
and  tbe  adoption  of  tbe  rules  the  allowanee  of  Interest  during  thst 
construction  may  be  made  aa  provided  in  those  rtiles,  but  at  no  ptooe  la 
tile  interatate  commerce  act  to  there  provision  that  tbe  Interest  during 
conatructlun  of  past  performancea  shall  be  computed  In  that  manner. 

Of  course,  under  s  reproduction  theory  Interest  during  eonstroctlea  to 
estimated,  but  we  are  not  dealing  with  production  valnea;  we  are  not 
dealing  with  fair  values ;  we  are  controlled  by  tbe  water  power  act. 

Therefore  tbe  rules  set  forth  In  the  claaaiflcation  of  aecoaats  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commlasioa,  here  discussed,  are  not  appHcaMs  to 
the  questlOB  of  anewaoce  of  Interest  aader  the  facts  la  ths  esse  whet* 
we  sre  Oetermbilnr  Ae  aetnal  reaaaaaMe  cost  of  the  aeqniiltlsn  of  ths 
pwpertj  by  the  licensee. 

It  must  be  borne  te  mted  that  thsss  greMcaass  casts  srs  aot  te    ~ 
eCaeCaal 
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^ •£  4«tMaiate(  wtMdMr  Umt*  stell  to  aay  sctaal 

ttoa'or  Mt  «Ml  to  tto  Mtora  9l  •  piotaetlv*  riilit  to  to*  II 
pffatttCM.  ao  toat  sar  npntfttors  bf  tbMi  will  to  pretoeted  to 
to*r  itrlilT  to  togto  eoMtncdM  Mito««aeat  to  tiM  torartlcBttoa. 

If  flto*  ««•  any  actoal  pajrarato  aada  of  totera^  dartof  tola 
9«to4l  toM  It  ailskt  Ml«w  toat  aaeb  lt«a  m  aetoally  paid  waold 
tifiiBi  mm  aetoal  tesidaato  raaaooabla  coat  of  mA  pcvjaet.  to  a  aattar 
te  4ot«rateatloa  of  tha  actnal  eoaatroetloa  coat  MilMeaaeat  to  eooatrae- 
tloa  eaauaeacoMat 


ooMFOoap  iimtBaT 

It  to  tba  pottelM  of  tbe  power  coaipaaica.  to  aUag  tWif  topttal  accoaat 
■tottianaf  wlto  th«  foaiialwlnn.  to  coapooad  toteraat.  Tbia  la  atrictly 
prablMtcd  bjr  law.  aBd  tb*  rala  of  Uw  !•  tbat  to  tbe  abaaaet  of  eoatraet, 
CMBpoaad  totafaat  la  aat  allowed  to  to  coaipated  opoa  a  debt,  and  tbe 
eoarto  look  apaa  It  with  appreto^ieton  and  dlaregard  aay  dais  for  eoai- 
pooad  totereat  oalcae  tbcre  la  aa  eipreaa  atototorjr  provtatoa  permit- 
ttoc  aad  aUowtog  totereat  to  be  eeapoonded  as  It  la  agatoat  public 
poUcjr.    (Sea  eec  SS,  C  J.  191.  test  aad  dedalona  f(dtowla«.) 

Tbe  rale  aaj  be  eettled  aow  aa  at  aoaM  other  tliM  tbaa  oader  the 
taw  totereat  IteaM.  eseept  dartac  eonatractloa.  will  aot  be  permitted  or 
allowed,  and  I  eobadt  thla  aMmoraadua  to  tbe  end  tbat  the  eoaaltatoa 
aaj  altlaateljr  aad  flaolljr  determine  aad  decide  tbat  qoeatlon. 

There  Is  no  aecearity  for  prolenstog  tbe  dlscosaton ;  there  is  no  necea- 
■lt7  of  eoBttoaoaa,  repeated  coaferencea  over  tbe  QocatloB.  The  matter 
ought  to  to  settled  and  determined  aa  a  broad  prtodple  to  tbe  toeeption 
of  the  work  aad  ttow  oirtaU  the  aeceaalty  for  additional  conferences, 
addltloaal  ttoM,  laher,  aad  semcas. 

If  iatereat  to  to  be  allowed,  as  claimed  under  tbe  facto  to  this  caae, 
or  U  laterat  la  to  be  denied,  aow  Is  tbe  time  to  settle  thla  qneatlon. 

I  respeetfoOy  snkmlt  that  as  to  this  claim  tbe  entire  amount  should 
be  rejected  aa  not  a  proper  chargeaUe  Item  to  tbe  aetaal  coat  of  aoqulsl- 
tloa  of  whatercr  property  may  bare  been  acquired  tberconder. 

aAiAkiaa  or  nu  oaviCLUji  or  tbb  Montana  powaa  ca  no,as^ 
This  is  the  ctalm  that  was  tbe  afterthoagbt  of  the  Dectrle  Bond  ft 
Share  Co.  This  is  another  attempt  to  capitalise  the  operating  expenses 
of  a  parent  corporation.  Tbeae  expenma  were  paid,  so  far  as  this  record 
show,  by  tile  Montana  Power  Co.  many  years  prior  to  toe  date  of  toe  as- 
sertion of  tbe  claim  tofore  this  commission.  Tb*  aUarlea  of  these 
padaU,  as  set  torto  to  tbe  new-claimed  statement,  are  sslarlea  of  toe 
oilrtsls  and  emphtyeca  of  the  Montona  Power  Co.  There  Is  no  question 
aa  to  that  stotement  of  toct.  The  Montana  Power  Co.  la  a  pubUc-aerr- 
lee  corporattoa  angagad  to  tbe  diatrlbatlon  of  electric  energy  tbrongboat 
the  Stoto  of  Moatona.  Whatever  salaries  were  paid  to  these  offlciala,  as 
claimed  to  thla  atotemeat,  were  paid  out  of  toe  operating  expenses  of  the 
Montaaa  Powar  Co.,  and  aa  such  were  contributed  by  toe  public,  and 
to  now  pendt  this  company  to  Include  such  salaries  as  the  capital  ac- 
count of  tho  Vlathead  project  would  be  espitallxlng  tb*  operattog 
expenses  of  tbe  Montana  Power  Co..  which  ond<>r  the  law  and  the 
dedsioaa  of  the  court  can  not  be  done.  (See  Solicitor's  Opinion  No.  6 
and  sapptomant  thereto  eontalntog  dtotlon  of  authorisatloa.) 

oma  nwca  cHAaom>  imo  trb  axpaifaa  accoortb  or  v.  m.  saaa  aho 
oraaa    owviciALa    or    thb    moxtana    Powaa    ca    iUPrBaxiMA3H.T 


There  Is  tocludcd  to  the  claimed  prellcense  coat,  to  the  natore  of 
ebargca  actually  accrued  aad  entered  in  tbe  aceoonta  of  January  31. 
1P29,  bat  not  paid  as  of  that  date.  Item  r«i>resentiog  peraonal  expenses, 
denatloas,  oo^trlbntlona,  railroad  fares,  botd  expenses  of  dlrers  and 
saadry  oflkials  employed  by  tbe  Montana  Power  Co.,  and  also  such  ex- 
psaas  by  partlee  not  connected  with  tbe  Montana  Power  Co.  of  toe 
Boeky  Mountoto  Power  Co..  tt>e  applicant  herein. 

As  to  aU  of  these  expenses,  tbe  record  dlscloaea  that  while  toe 
sasM  are  Itcmlaed  for  each  todlTldnal.  tbe  fact  remains  that  the  same 
records  show  that  such  IteaBlsed  expenses  day  by  day  hare  been  totaled 
and  thereupon  aa  arbitrary  part  of  the  total  expenses  ot  each  Indlridual 
ehargad  or  rendered  to  the  aatore  of  an  account  to  the  Boeky  Mountoto 
Pawer  Co. 

These  charges,  so  charged  to  the  applicant,  are  IdeatUled:  they  are 
arbitrarily  determtoed  from  total  attributoUe  to  all  aorto  of  expendl- 
tores :  totals  tbat  torolve  trips  to  New  York,  to  Washington.  Miles  City. 
Great  FaUa.  ItlHtngs,  Wise  Rirer,  and  other  prcjecto  tbat  are  seTeral 
hundred  miles  dtotant  ftoa  tbe  project  under  construction,  and  no  con- 
nection whatsoerer  shown  as  to  why  such  expenses  should  to  allocated 
to  thla  applicant.  Donations  hare  been  induded  to  ancb  coat  running 
toto  hundreds  of  dollars  which  wer«  made  by  charitable  organisations  to 
the  nature  of  churchea,  the  T.  M.  C.  A.,  and  tbe  Boy  Soonto.  Tbere  ai« 
also  eontrlbutioas  to  tndlTlduals  for  Indians  and  wlto  no  explanation  as 
to  who,  why,  where^  whet,  aad  what  for.  To  go  toto  the  detoila  of 
these  charges  would  to  an  endless  sMmorhndum,  but  a  cursory  examina- 
tloa  of  the  expanse  accounts  attoched  show  coaduslTely  that  there  Is  no 
founds  tloa  whatevar  far  the  Indualon  of  these  Items,  aa  propoaed,  aa  to 
aetaal  lagitlmato  cost  of  oanatractlon  or  toe  project  nadar  coosideiatloa. 

Taking  up  tb*  mmtUx  of  donations,  contributions,  etc..  the  commla- 
gtaaw  and  cwuto  have  untoeraally  held  that  such  charges  shoald  be  home 
liy  th*  stoekholdna  gad  aot  chaxgad  to  the  rato  paycn  af  th*  atlUty  ar 
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t »  the  rata-bvytog  poMtc.  Ko  decisions  sre  fonad  to  the  contrary,  aad 
ii  is  the  uaiverMi  rule  that  expnuMV  fur  picnics,  photographs  of  eai- 
P  layess,  rodeos,  charluMe  orgsnisatlona,  aagssinea,  aewspapers.  floral 
p  tse*%  sad  ansle  should  not  be  imposed  upon  tha  rato  payers  of  atllitlsa. 
(lee  Baao  Power.  Light  ft  Wster  v.  Public  8«>nrlce  Commissloa  of  Na- 
iida,  Uaited  Btotes  district  court,  by  Judge  Parrtogton.  reported 
I.  U.  B.  1923,  E  49»-^M>l.) 

Charges  to  operating  expenses  consisting  of  donations,  presents,  dub 
i  Bca,  etc.,  should  to  paid  out  of  net  eamings.  (Red  Hirer  Power  Co. 
1  orto  Dakota.  P.  U.  R.  1923  E,  534-^67.) 

Donations  to  chsrlty  can  not  be  cbsrged  in  operating  costs,  (to  to 
Crystal  City  Oas  Co.,  N.  T.  P.  U.  R,  1923  E.  91-102.) 

Sridence  of  items  consisting  of  club  dues  snd  donationa  to  charities 
\  ere  considered  by  tbe  Idaho  commission,  and  tbat  commission  Mid : 

"  Tbe  eddence  does  not  wsrrant  tbe  charge  of  these  items  to  the  rate 
lujtT."     (Idaho  Power  Co.  r.  Thompson.  P.  U.  R.  1927  D.  308-402.) 

The  same  commission,  to  considering  donations  In  a  similar  case,  ssld : 

"  *  *  *  The  commission  is  of  the  optolon  that  donations  should 
le  bom*  by  the  company  snd  not  by  tbe  rate  payer,  and  so  finds."  (In 
tt  Boise  Wster  Co..  P.  U.  R.  1926  D,  321-300.) 

Tbe  PennsylTanla  eommlnion  has  likewise  followed  the  general  rule 
then  It  said: 

"  Donations  are  payable  out  of  fair  reta'm  and  will  therefore  be  ex- 
( luded  from  operating  expenses."  (Herring  v.  Clark's  Ferry  Bridge  Co.. 
1.  U.  R.   1926  D,   D  514-530.) 

Such  expressions,  of  course,  mean  that  not  betog  chargeable  or  inclod- 
i  >le  to  operating  expenaes,  any  such  donations,  etc.,  shoald  be  paid  by 
t  lie  stockholders  and  directors  of  the  company  and  not  to  borne  by  tb* 
lite  payers. 

TiM  West  VirglnU  conunlMion  had  definitely  adopted  toe  policy  when 
I:  said: 

"  The  company  has  charged  to  operating  expense  9566  donations.  The 
commission  is  of  the  opinion  tbat  donations  should  be  borne  by  tbe 
<Mnpany  and  not  by  consumers,  this  amoant  is  not  allowed,  toerefore. 
IB  an  operattog  expense."  (In  re  Cumberland  ft  Alleghany  Oas  Co., 
]*.  U.  R.  1928  D.  20-76.) 

These  items  shown  on  their  face  to  be  donations,  according  to  the 
t  emised  expense  account,  should  be  totolly  eliminated  from  any  com- 
I  utotion  made  by  this  applicant  ss  not  proper  charge  to  capital  account 
flf  tols  applicant  for  toe  reason  that  if  tbe  stockholders  desire  to  make 
( vntributlons,  toat  Is  their  bnstoess  and  must  be  at  their  own  expense. 

I  he  rate-paying  public  and  consumers  shoald  not  be  required  to  bear 
t  tie  burden  of  promiscuoas  donations,  even  tooagh  commendable. 

Such  a  procedure,  even  though  toe  amount  Involved  may  be  small, 
trhen  adopted  by  the  Federal  Power  Commission  would  open  tbe  door 
t»  fraud,  deception,  illegal  transactions,  and  against  public  policy,  and 
1 !  permitted  in  one  instance,  sanctioned  by  this  commission,  toe  power 
CMnpanles  toroughout  toe  country  could  by  donations  of  unlimited 
amounts  use  toe  rate-payer's  money  for  tbe  parrwse  of  infloendng 
fl  pinions,  controlling  local  politics  and  policies,  against  the  will  and 
c  [press  desire  of  tbe  consuming  public. 

The  time  to  stop  tols  process  is  to  Ite  inception,  and  while  I  may  be 
c  rltidsed,  as  I  expect  to  be.  for  raising  tbe  question  where  the  item  Is 
c  smparatlvely  small,  yet  I  do  not  propose  to  violate  the  oath  as  an 
attorney  at  law  and  sit  Idly  by  and  permit  the  commission  to  be  led 
tito  toe  podtlon  of  recognising  and  sanctioning  charges  of  this  char- 
a  eter  which  would  be  criticised,  and  Justly  so,  when  this  is  examined  to 
Liter  years  by  those  to  satbority.  Those  Items  bdng  wbolly  contrary 
ti  stotote,  contrary  to  the  decisions  of  the  pommlseion  and  the  courto, 
cm  not  be  included  or  recognised  to  tbe  accounts  of  tbe  power  com- 

II  tnies,  and  to  do  so  would  tie  violation  not  only  of  toe  statote  itself 
b  It  would  be  contrary  to  toe  decisions  which  have  been  carefully  coa- 
adered,  properly  adjudged,  and  entered  as  to  toe  policy  governing  tb* 
public  and  power  companies. 

Reviewtog  next  tbe  expense  accounte  filed  by  Mr.  Kerr  and  otoer 
o  Beers  and  employees  of  toe  Moutona  Power  Co.,  It  la  noted  that  toere 
a  re  many,  many  Items  of  uncertain  description,  one  of  such  repeatedly 
o  wurring  betog  a  "  apedal  expenae  *'  item  of  $38.  Directing  your  atten- 
t  on  to  tbe  expense  item  of  April  16,  1927,  of  Mr.  Kerr,  here  la  an  Item 
biginning  January  14,  extending  through  to  December  31,  covering  a 
n  alter  of  a  year,  upon  which  they  have  allocated  out  of  toe  $2,607.47 
t  le  amount  of  $2,000  to  the  capital  cost  of  this  project.  This  is  too 
UBcertato  and  too  Indefinite  to  be  recoguited.  If  any  part  of  this  sum 
his  been  paid  as  a  part  of  toe  expense  in  obtoinlng  the  permit  or  tbe 
U  sense  of  this  applicant  it  will  do  no  barm  to  point  out  In  toat  account, 
a  id  what  part  Is  so  attribotoble. 

Furthermore  there  are  items  included  here,  such  as  Hamilton 
p»wwow.  Those  of  us  who  have  lived  in  the  far  West  know  what  an 
Indian  powwow  Is;  but  why  to  tbe  Lord's  name  the  consumers  of  tols 
n  mty  and  the  general  public  at  large  should  be  expected  to  stand  the 
e  pense  of  an  Indian  powwow  Is  more  than  I,  as  a  lawyer,  can  under- 
m  and,  and  Is  probably  beyond  toe  conception  of  any  lawyer.  Such 
o  nduct  can  not  be  too  severely  condemned. 

Again,  under  toe  expense  of  item  of  January  4,  1928.  extendtog  from 
October  19  to  December  13,  th*  whole  amount  of  $2,379.39  is  charged  to 
tl  la  piojeet    Does  Mr.  Kerr  mean  to  saj  that  daring  those  tbree  months 
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an  of  this  axptass  torolved  this  slagle  project,  or  did  be  do 
Bcas  for  the  Montana  Power  Co..  tor  the  Anaeonda  Copper  Co..  aad  tor 
the  Biactrte  Bond  ft  Bhar*  Co.  daring  that  tiawT  It  will  he  noted  fraa 
tola  Item  that  there  Is  nwre  than  $1,200  for  hotel  bills  atona.  la  addition 
to  which  there  Is  the  ersr-repeated  "  spedal  expense "  and  $100  dona- 
tion to  Steve  Murphy.  It  should  be  Interesting  to  have  Mr.  Kerr 
cxpUIn  just  who  Steva  Murphy  la  and  what  work  be  did  on  this  devel- 
opment. It  Is  unnecessary  to  go  through  each  item  of  toese  expense 
aeeoante  and  point  out  the  ridiculous,  preposterous,  and  illegal  claims  as 
evidenced  therein ;  the  face  of  tbe  amounts  shows  that. 

This  whole  claim  of  this  expense  account  should  be  entirely  rejected 
and  thrown  out  of  toe  computation  for  toe  reason  here  urged  arltb  to- 
structlons  to  tois  applicant  to  make  up  a  claim  setting  forth  the  Iden- 
tical items  which  are  chargeable  to  this  project,  if  any,  without  toclud- 
ing  expenditores,  percentages,  or  deductions  from  items  which  sr«  wholly 
Improper. 

As  evidenced  by  tbe  first  sheet  of  Mr.  Kerr's  account,  under  date  of 
March  31,  1929,  there  Is  charged  to  the  applicant  $86.14.  ThU  item  ia 
readily  deducted  from  toe  claim  as  constituting  the  six  items  beginning 
with  the  one  headed  "To  Missoula"  and  ending  wlto  the  one  "To 
Butte."  Why  Is  it  necessary  to  encumber  this  record  with  donations 
to  Frank  A.  Hasdbaker.  who  lives  down  In  Beaverhead  County,  for 
making  a  trip  to  Great  Falls,  in  no  Instonce  where  he  would  come  nearer 
than  300  miles  from  this  project  T  Why  Is  it  necessary  to  include  dona- 
tions to  Reverend  Berry  to  Butte  as  "  spedsl  expense  "  of  $35  and  items 
concerning  travel  outside  tois  territory  where  this  project  is  located T 
Tbere  can  be  hut  on*  answer — that  it  is  an  attempt  to  have  the  com- 
miaion  approve  Itema  which  are  wholly  Illegal,  and.  toeretore.  lay  a 
basis  and  foundation  for  toe  Injection  of  further  illegal  Items  toto  these 
expense  accounte  from  time  to  time.  This  one  page  of  the  expense 
account  can  be  eliminated  and  toe  item  of  $86.14  can  be  sustolned,  as 
It  is  undoubtedly  proper,  but  it  is  not  proper  to  have  tois  commissloa 
assume  the  illegal  charges  which  were  incorporated  in  that  bill  aad  than 
accept  a  deduction  from  some  one  unknown  to  this  commission  aad  on- 
known  to  this  record.  That  sutement  applies  to  every  one  of  tbe*e 
accounte,  and  it  is  my  opinion,  and  I  suggest,  that  the  whole  of  thla 
expense  account  be  entirely  eliminated  and  the  applicant  be  required 
to  furnish  an  actual,  detoiled  atotement  of  expense  which  is  applicable 
to  tola  project 

It  is  not  for  thla  commission  to  prove  what  toe  applicant  expended ; 
It  is  not  for  this  commission  to  detoll  employees  to  check  from  s  lump- 
sum stotement  of  any  character,  which  this  applicant  may  desire  to 
present,  and  to  underiake  to  prove  to  the  commissloa,  torough  ite  own 
employees  that  toe  account  is  correct  It  is  up  to  this  applicant  to 
present  to  tois  eommission  a  daim  that  is  free  from  doubt,  that  la  free 
from  critlciam,  and  until  it  presents  such  a  daim  which  can  be  ascer- 
tained, which  can  be  understood,  and  which  Is  legal  to  form,  aa  to  its 
contents  and  claims,  tbe  whole  of  this  daim  should  be  rejected. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

(Signed)  CHAaun  A.  Rossbll, 

BoliOUmr. 
.     ■XBL'UnVB  UB88A0ES 

Sundry  messages  In  writing  were  commonlcated  to  the  Senate 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Hess,  one  of 
his  secretaries. 

CLAIM    Off  CHABIXB    i.    HABRAH    AGAINST   THB  CUBA3S    OOVISNMKIVT 

(8.  DOC.   NO.  35) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  following 
message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read,  and,  with  the  accompanying  paper,  referred  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations  and  ordered  to  be  printed : 
To  the  Congre9»  of  the  United  States: 

I  inclose  herewith  a  report  which  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
addressed  to  me  in  regard  to  the  claim  of  Charles  J.  Harrah 
an  American  citizen,  against  the  Government  of  Cuba,  growing 
out  of  the  destruction  in  1917,  by  authority  of  the  Cuban  Gov- 
ernment, of  a  railroad  built  and  operated  by  him  in  the  Prov- 
ince of  Habana. 

It  will  be  noted  that  an  agreement  has  been  concluded  with 
the  Government  of  Cuba  In  accordance  wfth  which  the  claim  of 
Mr.  Harrah  is  to  be  submitted  to  arbitration. 

I  recommend  that  an  appropriation  in  the  amount  suggested 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  be  made  in  order  that  the  expenses 
which  It  will  be  necessary  to  incur  on  the  part  ot  tbe  Gixvem- 
ment  of  the  United  States  in  the  prosecution  of  the  claim  to 
final  settlement  may  be  met. 

„       ^  „  Bebbbt  Hoovia. 

THg  Warn  House,  October  SI,  1929. 

HOiaif AT10N  or  BICHARD  /.   HOPKIIfS 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  submit  a  series  of  complaints  and  charges 
against  Richard  J.  Hopkhns,  who  has  been  nominated  for  United 
States  district  Judge  In  Kansas,  and  ask  that  the  complaints, 
■od  so  forth,  may  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  which,  I  beUere,  ia  cousideriiis  that  nomliiatlon. 


The  VICE  PBBSIDBirr.    Without  objeetlon,  it  Ig  ao  ordentf. 

BRANCH  BAVKIRO 

Mr.  PINK.  Mr.  Prealdent,  I  ask  ODaniioons  conaant  to  hat« 
printed  in  the  Raooao  an  article  entitled  **  Branch  Banking  aa 
Viewed  by  a  Gooutry  Banker."  which  appeared  la  Bank  New* 
of  September  1.  102B. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICES  (Mr.  YAinKBBBM  in  the  chair). 
Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  artide  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Bboobo,  as  follows : 

muNCB  Bavkiho  as  TnwBD  at  a  Cooittbt  BAWcaa 


By  B.  W.  Hutto,  cashier  Becnrlty  National  Bank.  Norman,  Okla. 
[Editor's  noto:  The  following  stotement  was  prepared  by  Mr.  Ilutto 
to  response  to  a  request  from  J.  W.  Pole,  Comptroller  of  the  Currency, 
that  nattonal  banhers  write  him  their  views  on  ths  subject  of  branch 
snd  group  banking.] 

B.  W.  Hutto  gives  the  foUowlng  reasons  tot  being  opposed  to  the  sya* 
tem  of  branch  banking : 

First.  It  ia  a  concentration  and  centraUsaUon  of  flnandsl  structure 
Into  a  few  powerful  groups. 

Second.  A  system  of  branch  banking  will  reanlt  la  withdrawal  mt 
funds  from  smaller  eommunltlca  toto  toe  **^nitTls  ol  trade  of  tbs  larger 
dtlea. 

Thltd.  The  todlvMnal  laitlatlTe  of  the  AsMrleaD  hanker  wUI  ha  da- 
stroyed  If  we  adopt  the  branch  system  of  banking. 

Fourto.  Nation-wide,  or  even  state-wide,  branch  banking  la  not  aaaad 
economically. 

Flfto.  Individual  responsibility  of  a  stockholder  to  tbs  depositor  wlU 
be  leoseacd  by  branch  banking. 

Sixth.  Branch  baiddag  will  llnC  abaorb  the  Incompeteat.  waak,  and 
tolllag  banks,  thus  IncreaMng  haaards  of  aew  ventore. 

Seventh.  Branch  banking  will  ellmlnate  toe  need  and  lead  to  the 
oOdal  destruction  of  f^BderaI  reaervt  banks  which  bava  piwvea  their 
worth  to  Amerlcaa  banking  and  bnstoeas. 

Eighth.  Any  necessity  of  branch  banfctog  may  be  eUmlaatad  hy  aaand- 
ments  to  the  Federal  reserve  act 

Ninth.  Branch  banking  will  destroy  the  peraonal  dement  aad  tovdi  ia 
banking. 

Tbe  question  of  group  or  brandi  hanking  appeared  on  the  horlaoa 
of  our  American  banktog  system  s  few  years  ago  on  the  Pacllle  coast 
I  remember  one  of  the  chief  promoters  of  the  Idea  at  that  time  was  a 
Mr.  Giannlnl.  This  gentleman  and  his  Institution,  the  Bank  of  Italy, 
were  held  up  to  the  members  of  the  American  Bankets  Association 
to  no  enviable  attltodc.  It  was  then,  and  I  believe  now,  toe  consensus 
of  opinion  that  this  was  a  dangerous  tendency  and  one  that  wonid 
lead  to  a  deel'ne  of  our  present  banking  system. 

I  followed  closely  the  discussion  both  for  and  against  the  McFadden 
bill.  I  was  convtoced  toat  the  passage  of  such  act  would  not  termlaato 
this  controversy.  On  toe  other  band,  I  was  convinced  that  thla  was  a 
compromise  measure  and  only  an  entering  wedge  for  that  school  of 
bankers  whose  ambition  It  Is  to  establish  in  America  toe  system  of  bank- 
ing which  has  been  to  operation  to  European  countries  for  ssvetal 
centuries. 

My  views  are  to  be  on  the  subject  of  branch  rather  than  group  bank- 
ing. We  now  have  sufficient  laws  to  permit  the  present  form  of  group 
banking  which  is  becoming  popular  to  certato  sections.  I  do  not  object, 
particularly,  to  group  banking.  I  believe.  If  we  are  to  have  dthar. 
tbat  group  banking  la  the  lesser  of  the  two  evils.  The  very  fact  that 
such  a  system  is  not  sis  flexible  as  the  branch  aystem  and  does  not  lend 
Itself  to  domlnatton  of  the  parent  bank  so  readily,  to  my  Judgment 
Is  an  advantage  rather  than  a  dlsadvantogs.  Group  ownership  permlta 
of  some  local  participation  to  ownership  and  control,  tocreby  maktog 
such  individual  units  amenable  to  community  needa 

This  article  will  deal  entirely  with  the  subject  of  brandi  haaMng,  « 
system  of  banking  to  which  I  am  tooroughly  opposed.  Wlto  your  to- 
duigence  I  beg  to  submit  to  detail  some  of  my  reasons  for  betog  to  this 
stote  of  beUef. 

(1)  Concentration  and  centrsllsatlon  of  financial  structure  toto  a  few 
powerful  groups. 

The  larger  dUes  wUI  dominate  the  business  interest  ot  tbe  remainder 
of  toe  country.  Such  concentrstlon  of  power  will  be  a  constant  menace 
to  all  Unds  of  bostoess,  todudiug  that  of  banking.  In  1920  and  agato 
during  toe  present  year  we  witnessed  toe  storm  of  criticism  heaped  upon 
the  Federal  Beserve  Board  because  of  its  exercise  of  power  to  attempting 
to  govern  totereat  rates.  In  my  Judgment  the  power  of  the  Federal 
Beserve  Board  will  pale  toto  Insignilicance  compared  to  toe  power  of  the 
fluandal  group  which  will  come  toto  being  once  our  n»*t>tii^i  tMnMng 
laws  openly  permit  branch  ownership.  Not  only  will  money  rstes  be 
regulated,  but  credit  will  be  supplied  when  and  where  It  Is  desired  by 
such  group.  Such  condition  will  apply  both  as  to  borrowsd  money,  or 
credit  and  to  rates  on  time  depoaita  or  savings.  Large  oorporatlons 
win  be  extended  credit  upon  easy  terms,  whOe  small  independent  oon- 
eerns  wOI  be  denied  or  furnished  at  prohlMtlve  cost. 

(2)  A  system  of  branch  banking  wUl  result  to  withdrawal  of  fuada 
from  smaller  communities  toto  the  Hiaaads  of  ttads  of  tbs  latgar  
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•ad  the  Mg  taaadera  of  th«  dttM  wUl  b*  tk* 

«rlU  be  eoiieeBtr*t«d  for  um  In  ftnaaelBC  the  Us  •ntcr- 

prlMB.  Th«  dty  or  p«r»t  bonk  will  and«fwrlt«  bood  aad  rtocfc  Imom 
•ad  wofk  tboB  oat  to  tb*  laterlor  tbroosb  tbe  nedloa  ot  ttuix  br«aebes. 
Tht  entfit  amted  by  tbe  Urge  Tolnme  of  depoidta  of  die  parent  benk 
artolBf  fro*  tbe  vmrlow  bnnebeo  will  fom  tbe  ba«ls  for  •■  cnorawaa 
expanaloB  of  eredtt.  Tbe  kwaable  funds  of  tbe  local  branch  wtU  be 
laveetcd  by  tbe  parent  bank  In  boode  and  other  open-aartet  paper. 
Tbe  matter  of  flnandnc  tbe  amall  local  merchant,  the  Camer,  and  other 
ladlTldaals  of  tbe  nral  commoaltles  will  be  left  to  local  means.  Soch 
institutions  ss  the  Morris  plan  of  banUng  wUl  be  tbe  only  means  left 
b>T  indirtdaal  loaaa.  Flnanoe  companies  will  be  giTen  a  complete  mo- 
lopol/  OB  all  classes  of  commercial  paper  formerly  offered  to  the  local 
bank.  If  tbls  tendency  increases  the  bank  in  tbe  small  community  wiU 
simplr  become  a  depository  and  no  longer  will  its  oflicer*  hare  any 
ladaencc  la  the  derelopment  of  the  community.  The  theory  of  a  bank 
being  a  reservoir  of  credit  for  tbe  needs  of  tbe  local  community  will  be 
set  aside.  When  this  condition  prerails.  then  truly  the  savings  of 
society  will  be  aTEilahle  for  the  larger  corporations. 

(3)  National  sentiment  and  racial  prejudice  alone  should  have  an  In- 
fluence In  molding  the  form  ot  our  banking  system.  Our  banking  system 
bas  beea  peculiarly  ▲oKricao.  Tbe  contact  of  some  of  our  financiers 
with  thoae  of  Europe  aad  their  resultant  desire  to  Imitate  is  responsible 
for  tbe  present  attempt  to  unite  our  banking  structure  under  tbe  rule 
of  one  powerful  hand.  Is  it  possible  that  the  people  of  America  wish  to 
desenerate,  rather  thaa  to  continue  to  progress  T  The  individual  initia- 
tive of  the  Amerteaa  banker  will  be  destroyed  if  we  adopt  the  braaeh 
system  of  banking. 

(4)  Nation-wide,  or  even  state-wide,  branch  banking  is  not  sound 
ecoBoadcally.  Banking  by  reaaon  of  its  nature  does  not  lend  Itself  to 
braacb  or  chain  management.  Granted  that  tbe  bead  of  the  branch  is 
sincere  in  his  desire  to  extend  the  fullest  service  and  use  of  each  branch 
to  tbe  local  ossnaraaity  In  which  it  Is  located,  it  is  not  humanly  possible 
for  one  nuia  to  supervise  the  loans  and  policies  of  100  toanchea.  I 
doubt  bis  ability  to  handle  sneccasfally  as  many  as  10.  Under  branch 
management,  as  I  understand  it,  the  authority  for  granting  loans  and 
deciding  potidea  ot  management  will  be  passed  upon  at  the  head  ofllce. 
The  brandi  auaager  will  be  simply  an  ofllce  boy.  Otherwise  be  must  be 
delegated  the  authority  to  pass  upon  and  approve  security  aud  shape  the 
poUciea  of  hia  braacb.  The  experience  of  tbe  average  banker  will  reveal 
the  fact  that  with  aevcral  of  the  best  minds  of  the  community  daily 
eonsnltlBg  upon  these  matters  serious  ^rors  are  committed.  Furtlier- 
moie,  I  am  thasooghly  convinced  from  Inqnlrles  made  among  my  per- 
sonal acquaintances  that  no  Individual  of  any  degree  of  flnancial  inde- 
pendence will  submit  to  the  delay  and  consequent  uncertainty  in  obtain- 
ing credit  in  a  braaeh-bank  system. 

CRAiit  wiix  cotXAPaa  or  own  wkisht 

I  further  beflcve  that  a  nation-wide  system  of  chain  banking  will  col- 
lapas  of  Its  own  weight.  Only  a  few  years  ago  a  German  venture  in 
large  flaaace.  under  tbe  direction  of  Mr.  Stlnnes,  suffered  a  collapse 
largely  because  of  the  question  of  management  It  is  a  case  of  tbe  tail 
wagging  thm  dog.  As  it  was  in  the  German  venture  so  It  will  be  In 
chain  banklBg.  No  one  at  tbe  bead  ofllce  can  possibly  have  such  super- 
hoflMa  ability  as  to  know  at  all  times  what  is  going  on  within  the 
orgaaliatkm.  Our  large  city  banks  are  now  becoming  so  large  and  de- 
partsMBtiart  that  the  matter  of  flxing  reaponslbility  and  obtaining 
proper  managesMat  la  difllcnlt.  The  bank  ceases  to  be  an  institution 
and  becoBws  a  anefaine.  Our  old  banking  economist  taught  that  along 
with  the  preacher,  the  doctor,  and  the  lawyer,  a  man's  banker  bore  an 
equally  Important  and  confidential  relation.  Branch  banking  will  see 
the  pasatag  of  another  distinctly  American  Inatitntioa. 

■eoBoarically  chatn-atore  atanagement  when  applied  to  banking  is  nn- 
aauad.  itecauae  such  system  can  not  be  operated  by  a  rule  of  thumb. 
Mr.  fbrfl  eaa  operate  hia  many  branches  because  he  knows  Just  how 
SMy  parti  are  required  in  the  manufacture  of  bis  car.  He  knows 
exactly  how  loag  It  will  require  a  given  number  of  men  to  assemble  tbe 
ear.  If  the  proper  number  of  cars  are  not  produced  within  a  given 
length  of  time,  soaselwdy  is  loafing  and  Mr.  Ford  checks  up. 

A  groeery  store  can  be  establlahed  upon  a  cash  basis.  A  pound  of 
■agar  or  sack  of  flour  can  be  placed  on  the  floor  at  a  definite,  prede- 
termlaed  coat  aad  aold  to  retail  at  a  certain  price  to  yield  a  deflnite 
peaflt.  AH  of  the  overhead  can  be  reasonably  determined  in  advance. 
Tke  averaga  man  or  wossaa  when  making  daily  purchases  of  food  is  eea- 
eeraed  chiefly  with  the  question  of  price  aud  quality.  Banking,  on  the 
other  haad,  la  aot  amcaable  to  such  exact  administration.  We  knew  it 
eoats  so  Maeh  pet  Ittm  to  operate  our  bank,  and  the  larger  tbe  volume 
the  lesaer  o«r  average  co«t  per  item.  We  know  it  requires  a  certain 
aaMwat  of  overhead  to  take  care  of  a  given  amount  ot  deposits.  Such 
a  given  aawaat  aaay  be  doubled  without  appreciable  additional  coat 
Bat  who  can  fuecaat  the  local  deaund  for  loans  or  the  probable  amount 
of  faadi  that  arlll  be  available  during  the  year  for  loaning  purposes t 

It  la  also  aa  eatahllahed  fact  that  people  do  not  patroaise  banking 
tnstltvtlaas  oa  accouat  of  tbe  question  of  cost.  They  are  not  very 
with  nlea  or  diarges  so  long  aa  they  are  aot  oareaaaa- 
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iMy  high.  They  are  aaere  especially  concerned  with  the  matter  of  safety 
If  their  fuada  aad  the  character  of  service  they  receive.  Financial  Bali- 
ng with  baafcs  as  well  aa  with  iadividnals  is  not  always  snaooth.  The 
■epatatkw  a  hank  haa  gaioed  for  assisting  its  patrons  through  roogh  aa 
veil  as  smootb  sailing  is  a  determining  factor  in  obtaining  the  patroa- 
ige  aad  confidence  of  tbe  local  community. 

IKOfVIDOAL    aaSPOMSIBIUTT    DBCBBA8BD 

(S)  Individual  responsibility  of  a  stockholder  to  tbe  depositor  win  be 
essened  by  branch  banking.  Our  present  national  banking  laws  wisely 
provide  for  double  liability  on  the  part  of  tbe  stockholder.  Tbe  large 
ronaolldatlon  of  corporations  throughout  this  country  could  not  have 
»een  affected  If  this  condition  applied  in  tbe  ownership  of  atock  in  pri- 
rate  corporations  as  It  does  with  banks.  It  is  quite  evident  that  a  num- 
wr  of  such  consolidations  are  merely  promotion  schemes.  Tbe  actual 
tangible  values  and  earning  capacities  of  tbe  enterprises  involved  do 
not  justify  the  enormous  capitalisation.  When  the  same  methods  are 
ipplled  to  tbe  stock  of  large  branch  banking  institutions  public  confl- 
ience  In  our  banka  will  decline.  No  individual  will  feel  disposed  to 
>lace  confidence  in  an  Institution  the  ownership  of  which  Is  uncertain, 
md,  in  like  manner,  the  management  dependent  upon  a  group  of  pro- 
moters. It  la  a  well-known  fact  that  many  corporations  are  now  selling 
their  stock  at  a  price  many  times  over  tbe  original  cost  of  the  plant  or 
the  cost  of  duplication.  The  principal  that  the  rate  of  yield  should  gov- 
ern the  selling  price  has  been  lost  sight  of. 

A   CHAIN   or   WBAK    LIKK8 

(9)  Branch  banking,  if  permitted,  will  first  absorb  the  Incompetent, 
weak,  and  falling  institutions.  This  of  itself  will  increase  the  hazards 
i>f  the  new  venture.  In  my  opinion  no  strong  bank,  doing  a  saccesaful 
business,  enjoying  the  confidence  of  tbe  community,  and  paying  its 
itocfcholders  a  fair  return,  will  wlsb  to  surrender  its  identity  unless  a 
targe  bonus  la  paid  for  tbe  control,  and  far  beyond  tbe  merits  from  an 
Miming  standpoint.  Tbls  condition,  as  wl.l  be  seen,  leads  again  to  tbe 
goestion  of  overvaluation  and  tbe  watering  of  jtocks.  This  will  be  a 
iplendid  field  for  the  promoter,  but  a  very  poor  one  for  the  investor. 

(7)  Will  branch  banking  be  an  Improvement  over  our  present  formT 
Will  it  be  an  Improvement  upon  the  Federal  reserve  system?  These 
tbould  be  tbe  only  justification  for  a  change.  Tbe  Federal  reserve 
>>anks  were  organized  as  a  means  of  furnishing  a  reservoir  for  credit 
md  in  aiding  the  interior  banks  better  to  serve  their  communities.  We 
were  told  that  the  Federal  reserve  tMinks  would,  and  did,  loosen  from 
the  throata  of  American  banking  Institutions  the  power  of  Wall  Street 
tianks.  The  mensee  which  large  independent  bankers  of  Wall  Street 
ronataotly  held  over  American  business  was  one  of  the  chief  incentives 
for  an  effort  to  establish  the  Federal  reserve  banks.  We  know  that  tbe 
Federal  reserve  l>anka  have  accomplished  more  than  the  greatest  expec- 
tations of  Its  orgnnlzers.  If  thoy  have  failed  in  any  particular  It  has 
not  beea  because  of  tbe  limitations  surrounding  them,  but  because  of 
ttie  lack  of  proper  use  being  made  by  the  Individual  members,  and  pos- 
sibly because  of  a  lack  of  desire  at  times  on  the  part  of  certain  indi- 
viduals in  whom  the  authority  of  management  was  vested.  Theoreti- 
cally and  practically  the  Federal  reserve  banks  have  proven  their  worth 
to  American  banking  and  business.  They  are  the  backbone  of  our 
financial  system.  Branch  banking  will  eliminate  their  need  and  lead  to 
their  official  destruction. 

(8)  Amendments  to  tbe  Federal  reserve  act  rather  than  to  the 
national  baaklng  act  will  eliminate  the  neceaalty  of  branch  banking, 
[n  tbe  first  place,  the  law  providing  that  sU  net  earnings  of  the 
federal  reserve  bank  In  excess  of  0  per  cent  be  paid  to  tbe  Oovem- 
nent,  as  an  excise  tax,  is  unjust.  This  should  be  so  amended  as  to 
illow  the  member  banks  at  least  50  per  cent  of  such  excess  earnings. 
Secondly,  tbe  reserve  balances  of  member  banks  In  the  Federal  reserve 
!>anks  should  be  subject  to  interest  earnings  on  a  daily-balance  baais. 
These  funds  are  being  made  use  of  in  daily  market  operations  and  are 
I  source  of  profit  not  only  to  such  banks  but  also  to  the  Federal 
Qovemment. 

The  two  above-mentioned  points  are  the  cause  of  the  greatest  amount 
>f  disaatlBfactlon  and  criticism  on  the  part  of  member  banks.  It  is 
lot  unjust  or  unsound  for  tbe  member  banks  to  raise  these  objections. 
[  am  free  to  confess  that  soch  have  been  my  objections  from  the  begln- 
liag  of  operation  of  the  Federal  reserve  banks. 

paaaoiiAL  toccb  kliminatxo 

(9)  Branch  banking  will  destroy  the  personal  element  and  touch  in 
lanking.  Loans  will  be  extended  on  a  collateral  basis  only.  Character 
ind  integrity  of  the  Individual  will  have  no  weight  Every  banker  bas 
n  hia  Bote  ease  evidence  of  Indebtedness  with  no  other  collateral  except 
hese  intangible  valuea  The  willingness  of  the  intUvidual  and  his  earn 
ng  capacity  will  count  for  nothing.  Again  we  shall  see  thrown  to  the 
:raab  heap  one  of  the  cardinal  principala  not  only  of  banking  but  also 

(»f  all  business  deallnga.  via,  that  moral  character  and  individual  In- 
egrtty  are  governing  elements  in  all  credit  dealings.  Just  as  the  chain 
itore  sells  for  cash  only,  so  will  loans  in  a  branch  bank  be  made  solely 
«  •eoUateral  basla.  Dealing  with  such  an  inatitution  wlU  be  as 
mpersonal  aa  with  the  local  post  ofllce  or  railroad  ticket  ofllce.  Then 
he  mythical  "  glaatyed  banker  "  wiU  become  a  reaUty. 
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Banking  Is  cooperation  la  Ita  highest  sensa  The  coatoBMra  ot  the 
average  bank  take  aa  keen  aa  Interest  in  their  hank  aa  though  they  were 
actoally  stockholders.  They  Invite  their  friends  to  do  businev  with 
their  bank  and  tbe  stranger  within  the  gate  is  introduced.  Statistics 
will  show  that  about  TB  pet  cent  of  new  busineas  coming  into  tbe  banks 
over  tbe  country  Is  brought  to  them  by  old  customers.  In  like  manner 
the  country  banks  have  always  had  their  afllllatton  with  city  banka. 
Some  of  them  tied  by  bonds  of  friendship  created  through  many  years 
of  pleasant  association,  others  by  the  sense  of  obligation  becauae  of 
favors  extended.  The  larger  institutions  of  our  cities,  as  well  as  the 
smaller  of  the  country,  are  due  credit  for  the  development  of  our 
frontiers.  The  names  of  such  city  banks  are  legion  who  have  fumlahed 
capital  In  the  development  of  the  West.  Their  contributions  have  been 
invaluable  and  their  Influence  beyond  calculation.  We  are  now  witneas- 
ing  a  transition  In  our  economic  conditions.  Heretofore  the  Middle 
West  has  been  a  borrowing  community.  Within  a  few  years  it  has 
become  an  investing  one.  The  safeguarding  of  these  funda  and  the 
proper  management  of  tbe  institutions  with  which  the  investing  public 
comes  in  contact  Is  a  matter  of  no  little  moment. 

In  conclusion,  may  I  urge  that  you  give  most  serious  attention  to 
that  great  body  of  Independent  American  tMiiikers  who  have  striven 
conacientiottsly  to  serve  their  various  communities.  These  are  the  men 
who  hpli>ed  pioneer  and  build  our  aplendid  country.  They  have  assisted 
in  making  American  institutions  distinctly  American.  It  is  by  them  that 
the  springs  of  continued  prosperity  must  be  fed.  We  can  not  continue 
to  withdraw  ail  our  funds  from  the  wells  of  the  rural  communitieB 
without  the  spring  going  dry.  Already  the  chain  store  is  making  a 
drain  upon  the  smaller  towns  and  cities.  They  refuse  to  leave  a  balance 
with  the  local  bank,  refuse  to  support  the  local  chamber  of  commerce, 
the  community  cheat,  or  pay  any  local  taxes.  They  Insist  that  their 
funda  be  rushed  to  New  York,  frequently  by  wire,  to  avoid  delay,  for 
the  uae  of  broker  and  apeculator.  Shall  we  complete  the  demise  of  the 
small  town  by  taking  away  the  local  bank  and  simply  make  the  village 
a  filling-station  corner? 

rABUAMOfTABIAJTS   OF  TRK   WBSTEKN    HEMISPHDBE 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  In  the  Rix:(»o  a  1-page  article  by  Dr.  Arthur 
Deerin  Call  from  the  Pan  American  Magazine  entitled  "Par- 
liamentarians of  the  Western  Hemisi^ere." 

There  being  no  objet'tlon,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rsoobd,  as  follows: 

PABLIAMBNTAaiAMS   OW   TRB    WESTEBN    HKMISPHKaa 

(A  Buggestion  by   Dr.   Arthur   Deerin   Call,   editor  Advocate  of  Peace; 
secretary    American     Peace    Society;    executive    secretary    American 
Group   Interparliamentary   Union,  Washington,   D.   C.) 
There  are  22  governments  in  tbe  Western  Hemisphere,  each  with  its 
parliament  responible,   not  only  for  tbe  laws  within  its  own  territory, 
but  In  varying  degrees  for  tbe  determination,  support,  and  direction  of 
Its  country's  foreign  policies.     These  governments  naturally  have  many 
common  interests  to  reconcile.     Most  of  these  mutual  interests  require 
parliamentary  action,  and  that  often  outside  of  treaty  and  other  execu- 
tive functions  of  states.     One  wonders,  therefore,  why  there  is  so  little 
effort  on  the  part  of  tbe  members  of  these  parliaments  to  become  ac- 
quainted with  each  other.     Pan  American  conferences  on  a  wide  variety 
of  them(>s  are  held  almost  continuously.     Why  are  there  no  meetings 
of  the  parliamentarians  of  our  hemisphere? 

There  is  an  Interparliamentary  Union  with  headquarters  in  Geneva, 
Switzerland.  It  held  its  twenty-fifth  conference  at  Berlin  in  August, 
1928.  Its  permanent  study  commissions,  concerned  with  political  and 
organization  questions,  juridical,  economic,  financial,  ethnic,  colonial, 
social,  and  humanitarian  matters,  have  just  been  holding  sessions  in 
Geneva,  from  August  23  to  31.  Twenty-one  parliaments  were  repre- 
sented, the  United  States  by  14  delegates.  The  only  other  parliament 
of  the  Western  Hemisphere  to  have  a  delegate  was  the  Republic  of  San 
Salvador.  Thirty  six  parliaments  belong  to  the  Union,  carrying  a  mem- 
bership of  near  4,000  parliamentarians ;  but  only  8  of  these  are  from 
the  Western  Hemisphere,  and  of  these  8  only  4  paid  their  dues  during 
the  last  year — tbe  United  States,  Canada,  the  Dominican  Republic,  and 
Venezuela. 

The  InterparlUmeniary  Union  Is  an  international  agency  of  proved 
importance.  Pounded  In  1888,  upon  the  initiative  of  Wmiam  Randal 
Cremer,  of  tbe  British  House  of  Commons,  there  have  been  conferences 
as  folluws  :  Vint,  in  Paris,  1888 ;  second,  In  London,  1890 ;  third,  in 
Rome.  1801;  fourth,  in  Berne,  1892;  fifth,  at  The  Hague,  18M;  alxth, 
at  Brussels,  1805 ;  seventh,  at  Budapest,  1896 ;  eighth,  at  Brussels,  1807 ; 
ninth,  at  ChrlBtiania,  1899;  tenth,  at  Paris,  1900;  eleventh,  at  Vienna, 
1903 ;  twelfth,  at  St.  Louis,  1904  ;  thirteenth,  at  Brussels,  1905 ;  four- 
teenth, at  London,  1906 ;  fifteenth,  at  Berlin,  1908 ;  sixteentb,  at  Brus- 
seJa,  1910;  seventeenth,  at  Geneva,  1012;  eighteenth,  at  The  Hague, 
1913 ;  nineteenth,  at  Stockholm,  1921 ;  twentieth,  at  Vienna,  1922 ; 
twenty-first,  at  Copenhagen,  1923 ;  twenty-second,  at  Berne  and  Geneva, 
1924  ;  twenty-third,  at  Washington.  1926 ;  twenty-foorth,  at  Pail^  1927 ; 
twenty  fifth,  at  Berlin,   1928. 
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Tha  BBloB  haa  heea  aMa.  thrnagh  thcoe  cMifertaeaa.  to  exert  aa 
abldlag  Infiuenoa.  Both  Cremer,  Ita  founder,  and  Lang^  Its  imaaat 
director,  have  received  the  Nobel  Peace  Award. 

At  the  eonfisreace  In  Waahlngton.  la  1925,  Ifl  of  the  41  parllamenta 
represented  were  of  the  Weatera  Hemisphere.  Since,  however,  so  few  of 
these  parliaments  send  delegates  to  the  conferencea  in  Burope,  It  would 
seem  thst  there  la  a  special  interest  In  tbe  parliamentary  aapects  of 
international  relations  peculiar  to  the  Weatera  Hemisphere.  If  this  he 
the  fact,  why  not  have  a  parliamentary  conference  tor  the  Western 
Hemisphere,  with  the  view  of  asearUining  what  work,  if  any,  can  be 
done  by  parliamentarians  of  onr  western  world,  laboring  together  for 
their  own  enli^tenment  and  the  mutual  advantage  of  their  respective 
peoples? 

At  the  recent  ateetings  in  Geneva  the  standii^  commute  oa  political 
and  organisation  queations  urged  that  the  Interparliamentary  Bureau 
ahould  assist  and  facilitate  mutual  visits  between  the  groups  of  tbe 
union,  and  organlae  journeys  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  members  of 
foreign  parliaments  to  study  each  other'a  problema.  A  meeting  of  the 
parliamentarians  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  would  be  in  line  with  the 
spirit  of  that  suggestion. 

Tbe  United  States  Government  believes  In  the  Interparliamentary 
Union.  It  appropriates  $6,000  a  year  for  the  support  of  the  head- 
quartera  at  Geneva,  and  «10,000  a  year  for  the  ezpensea  of  its  «wa 
group.  It  was  host  to  the  Union  in  1904  and  again  in  1925.  If  under- 
stood, the  other  parliaments  of  our  western  world  would  not  be  slow 
to  cooperate  similarly  according  to  their  strength. 

Governments  follow  where  their  interests  appear  to  lead.  Tlwte  are 
parliamentary  interests,  common  to  tbe  statea  of  the  Weatem  Hemi- 
sphere, especially  economic,  huounltarlan,  and  social,  which  caa  not  be 
trusted  to  work  out  themselves,  or  left  wholly  to  diplomats.  These  are 
often  matters  of  peculiar  concern  to  tbe  lawmakers.  A  conference  of 
parliamentarians,  therefore,  unofilcially  called  and  conducted,  might  be 
made  the  means  of  a  wlaer  legislation  all  along  the  Une,  of  a  frlendUw 
aolutlon  of  many  of  our  common  problems  as  they  arise.  Indeed,  of 
prime  importance  to  tbe  parliamentary  system  Itself. 

Tbe  Interparliamentary  Union  has  been  a  constructive  force.  It  had 
a  direct  influence  upon  the  constitution  of  the  Permanent  Court  of 
Arbitration,  provided  for  In  1899  at  tbe  first  Hague  conference.  It  wag. 
primarily  resiwnslble  for  the  calling  of  the  aecond  Hague  conference 
in  1907.  Its  model  arbitration  treaty  received  at  the  second  Hague 
conference  the  votes  of  32  out  of  44  states  represented. 

Perhaps  its  greatest  achievement  bas  been  tbe  promotion  of  intelligent 
relations  between  governments  by  enabling  tbe  parliamentarians  of  the 
world  to  get  acquainted  with  each  other.  The  head  of  the  union  la 
Femand  Boulsaon,  president  of  tbe  French  Chamber  of  Deputies.  Tha 
executive  secretary  Is  Dr.  ChristlaB  L.  Lange.  The  venerable  and  ven- 
erated president  of  the  United  SUtes  group.  Senator  THaoDoai  E.  Bub- 
ton,  of  Ohio,  haa  labored  valiantly  in  behalf  of  the  union  for  26  years. 

A  conference  such  as  Is  here  proposed  would  naturally  be  held,  not 
outside  the  Interparliamentary  Union  but  as  a  part  of  it  and  In  dosrat 
harmony  with  the  spirit  and  principles  which  through  the  years  it  baa 
BO  successfully  developed.  It  would,  of  course,  be  premature  here  to 
forecast  any  program  for  such  a  conference.  Tbe  fact  is,  however, 
there  is  a  very  active  branch  of  the  Interparliamentary  Union  made  up 
of  the  Baltic  States — Norway,  Sweden,  Denmark,  and  Finlund.  From 
time  to  time  it  has  been  proposed  that  there  should  be  branches  of  the 
Interparliamentary  Union,  say,  of  the  representatives  from  the  parlia- 
ments of  Japan  and  the  United  States,  of  certain  Near  Batrtem  states, 
and  elsewhere.  The  suggestion  here,  however,  is  that  tliere  be  a  ccn^ 
ference  of  delegates  from  tbe  22  parliaments  of  the  Western  Hemisphere, 
with  the  view  of  studying  what  new  direction,  if  any.  Interparlia- 
mentary cooperation  here  may  wiaely  and  profitably  take. 

The  ways  of  peace  between  states  are  the  ways  of  justice.  Tha 
language  of  justice  is  the  law.  and  law  la  the  very  object  of  parlia- 
ments.   It  is  necessary  only  to  mention  this  aspect  of  the  case. 

A  meeting  of  the  parliamentarians  from  our  weatera  statea  couhl  do  ae 
harm.  It  might,  indeed,  open  happy  and  profluble  oouraes  of  action  aa 
yet  qoite  unsospected  by  the  stateHnea  concerned  to  advance  the  real 
interests  of  our  Amerlcaa. 

KKVIBION  or  THX  TAXIFF 

The  Senate,  as  in  Ck)mmittee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  cob- 
Blderation  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  r^u- 
late  commerce  with  torelgD.  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  wtmder  if  it  is  not  possible  to 
have  Just  a  few  minutes'  consideration  ot  the  pending  bill  We 
have  been  in  session  this  morning  an  hour  and  50  minutes,  and 
the  bill  has  not  been  referred  to  except  in  a  general  waj.  I  ask 
that  tbe  cleric  report  the  pending  amendm«it 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  VAirmofBDM  in  tbe  chair). 
The  dei^  will  report  the  pending  amendment 

The  CHiKg  CuBK.  On  page  81,  paragraph  SO,  line  22,  the 
committee  proposes  to  strilEe  out  "  Sodium  and  potasstom,"  and 
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to  Inaert  In  lien  thereof  ••  Sodlinn,  potasBimn,  Uthimn,  beiylUnm, 
■ad  caeshini.*' 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  had  hoped  that  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  woald  coosent  to  take  op  the  item  of  oil  this 
momins.  because  there  are  a  number  of  Senators  neceasarllj 
absent  who  are  Interested  In  theae  other  amendments. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement  we 
can  not  take  np  the  oil  item.  I  would  be  perfectly  willing  to 
hare  it  taken  up,  bat  the  amendment  relating  to  oil  is  one  out- 
aide  of  the  committee  amendments,  and  I  have  been  told  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  SiKnons]  that  consent  will 
not  )«  given  to  consider  Individual  am«>dment8  to  Schedules  1, 
2,  and  3. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  I  think  my  coIleagDe  Is  in  error. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  not  In  error.  The  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  is  here  and  he  can  answer  for  himself. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Soiator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  from  Utah,  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  will  understand  that  I  had  reference  to 
all  the  schedules  of  the  bill  except  the  first  three  that  were  un- 
amended by  the  committee,  not  to  any  particular  one  I  thought 
we  agreed  that  we  should  pursue  the  usual  course  with  refer- 
ence to  these  first  three  schedules;  that  is  to  say,  that  after 
we  had  finiriied  the  ctmslderation  of  the  Senate  committee 
amendments  there  would  be  no  other  amendment  considered 
with  reference  to  that  schedule  until  we  had  finished  the  r»nain- 
ing  sdiedulcB. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  Tlioraaa  amendment  is  to  strike  oat 

Mr.  SIMMONS,  tfnder  this  agreement  if  the  amendment  the 
Senator  now  proposes  comes  within  the  category  of  an  amend- 
ment from  the  floor  ai^  is  not  an  amendment  to  some  amend- 
ment pn^MMed  by  the  committee,  it  would  come  under  the  gen- 
eral rule  and  would  now  be  in  order.  I  thought  the  junior 
Senator  from  Utah  desired  that  course  to  be  pursued  with  refer- 
ence to  these  three  schedules. 

Mr.  KINO.    I  did,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Then  I  sUted  to  the  Senator  from  Utah 
that  after  these  three  schedules  were  disposed  of  we  would  be 
wflllnc  to  apply  the  rule  he  desires;  that  is,  to  take  up  and 
consider  Senate  committee  amendments  first,  and  then  go  back 
and  consider  any  and  all  amendments  from  the  floor  relating  to 
tiiat  schedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT-  Mr.  President,  the  Thomas  amendment  changes 
the  paragrapiis  in  the  bill  and  parairraiAs  to  which  there  are 
no  amendments.  I  was  perfectly  willing  to  take  it  up.  I  have 
twice  aAed  unanimous  consent  that  when  the  committee  amend- 
ments hare  been  agreed  to.  we  then  allow  tediridnal  amend- 
aents,  and  that  has  been  objected  to.  I  am  not  going  to  ask  it 
asain,  because  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  has  told  me  the 
ptogram  agreed  to  upon  the  other  side.  I  would  like  to  dean 
it  up,  as  I  liave  already  said,  but  I  can  not  unless  it  Is  done 
by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  ac<iule8ce  In  the  statement  just  made  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina.  My  understanding  was,  and  still 
la,  that  we  shaB  go  through  with  tbe  amendments  to  the  chem- 
ical achcdule.  the  ceramic  schedule,  and  the  metals  schedule, 
and  that  we  shall  not  take  np  amendments  original  in  chamcter 
mhU±  may  be  offcavd  to  what  might  he  called  the  Fordney  Act 
until  we  have  disposed  of  the  schedules  and  have  come  back 
•sain  fmrthat  purpose.  But  where  an  amendment  has  been 
mAda  aAectlng  a  product,  such  as  amendments  have  been  made 
rsUtliBg  to  vartous  vegetable  oils,  it  did  seem  to  me  that  that 
wuuld  not  come  within  the  understanding,  or,  If  it  did,  by 
unanimous  consent  we  could  consider  the  question  of  t^,  be- 
caoae  the  amendments  are  so  Interrelated.  It  did  seem  to  me 
to  take  np  acnne  little  amendment  to  cottonseed  oil,  or  some 
othM-  ott,  haeause  Okat  had  been  suggested  by  the  committee, 
aad  then  leave  the  question  and  come  back  to  it  agdn,  perhaps 
wovid  Bot  ba  the  best  way  to  dii^toae  of  the  question  of  oils, 
the  aaMDdtaeaCa  eencemlng  which  are  so  doedy  interrelated. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  are  only  a  few  of  the  other  amendm«its 
^I'hWi  went  over  on  request  that  have  not  been  acted  on,  and  I 
ttiought  we  certainly  could  take  up  those  amendments.  I  do 
Mt  thlBk  tbeywffi  lead  to  very  much  discussion.  There  are 
aAly  diraa  or  four  committee  amendmeBta,  ual^a  we  turn  back 
to  the  ametkhnenta  that  have  been  pamed  ovw.  Paragraph  20. 
wfetflBf  and  putty,  la  the  first  one,  and  then  the  paragraph  on 
American  valuation,  the  vanillin  paragraiA  la  next,  and  the 
eamphar  fanffraph  next  AQ  I  want  to  do  ia  to  pcuceed  with 
the  bU.  n«  get  aeaaetkiaf  done 
Mr.  OQPBLAMB.    Mr.  President,  will  the  BcDator  yield? 
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Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COPBILAND.  I  am  sorry  I  am  not  dear  about  what  we 
have  determined  to  do  about  these  amendments.  As  I  under- 
stand the  situation.  If  a  paragraph  Is  ti»ken  up,  or  if  a  pam- 
grapfa  is  found  In  the  bill  to  which  no  amendment  has  been  of- 
fered by  the  committee,  then  no  amendment  to  that  paragraph 
can  be  made  from  the  floor  dntil  we  have  finished  the  first  three 
schedules. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  the  gist  of  the  notice  which  hns  already 
been  given.  It  could  not  be  considered  unless  It  was  considered 
by  unanimous  con^^ent  We  have  a  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment that  committee  amendments  shall  be  considered  first.  I>*t 
us  not  waste  any  time  in  discussing  this  now.  There  is  objec- 
tion to  It  Let  us  go  on  with  the  amendment  now  and  get 
through  with  It,  and  then  take  up  the  amendments  which  have 
Ijeen  passed  over  at  the  request  of  some  of  the  Senators,  and 
we  can  consider  them.  I  hope  my  colleagrue  will  not  consider 
me  imjust  or  unreasonable  in  asking  that  that  shall  be  done. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  insists  on  taking 
up  paragraph  80,  we  will  take  It  up.  I  should  have  been  very 
glad  to  have  It  go  over,  because  there  are  one  or  two  Senators 
absent,  at  least  one  of  whom  wanted  to  speak  on  the  amend- 
ment.   I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  fact  is,  we  do  not  know  how  we  are 
going  to  proceed. 

Mr.  KING.  We  are  proceeding  with  the  consideration  of  the 
amendment  In  paragraph  80,  on  page  31. 

Mr.  COPELi^rt).  Does  the  S«iator  know  when  we  can  offer 
amendments  from  the  floor? 

Mr.  KING.     I  do. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     When  Is  it? 

Mr.  KING.     Is  it  an  amendment  to  an  amendment? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  No ;  it  is  an  amendment  to  an  unamended 
paragraph. 

Mr.  KING.  It  can  be  offered  after  we  have  finished  all  of 
the  schedules  and  come  back  to  this  item. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  That  Is  to  say,  we  can  offer  from  the 
floor  no  amendments  to  an  tmamended  paragraph  until  we 
have  flnlshed  the  15  schedules? 

Mr.  KING.     Tes ;  and  come  back  again  to  this  item. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    That  is  the  old  rule. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  the  proposition  before  us  now  la 
to  subject  sodium,  iwtassium,  lithium,  beryllium,  and  caesium 
to  a  duty  of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Each  of  these  products, 
as  I  now  understand.  Is  on  tlie  free  list  except  sodium  which, 
under  some  Treasury  decision,  has  been  subjected  to  a  duty. 
The  Treasury  has  the  happy  faculty,  when  complaint  is  made 
by  some  manufacturer,  to  distort,  as  I  conceive  it,  the  law  or 
place  an  interpretation  upon  It  which  subjects  an  Item  to  a 
high  rate  of  duty  or  transfers  it  from  the  free  list  to  the 
dutiable  list,  as  I  understand  has  been  done  In  the  case  of 
sodium. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  let  me  correct  the  Senator.  ^ 
Under  the  act  of  1922  sodium  and  potaswlnra  carried  a  rate  of 
25  per  cent  ad  valorem  In  paragraph  5.  There  was  a  Treasury 
decision  numbered  43066,  delivered  on  December  4,  1928,  placing 
sodium  potassium  on  the  free  list,  holding  that  It  was  a  metal 
unwTonght  and  it  was  taken  from  the  dutiable  Ust,  where  It 
carried  a  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  In  the  1922  act,  and  was 
put  upon  the  free  list  by  that  Treasury  decision.  What  the 
House  has  done,  and  what  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  has 
done,  has  been  to  put  it  back  where  It  was  under  the  act  of 
1002,  and  to  include  the  three  new  items  that  were  not  com- 
mercially known  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  act  of  1922, 
namely,  lithium,  beryllium,  and  caesium.  They  are  new  prod- 
ucts entirely  and  were  not  known  in  1922,  but  they  are  of  the 
same  character  as  sodium  potassium. 

Mr.  KING.  According  to  the  Tariff  Commission,  sodium  la 
produced  by  one  company,  and  its  estimated  production  Is  about 
5,000  tons  at  the  present  time,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
sodium  was  on  the  free  list 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No;  it  carries  a  rate  of  25  per  cent 

Mr.  KING.  It  was  held  by  the  Treasury  Department  to  be 
on  the  free  list 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Treasury  decision  so  held  it  In  1928. 
They  hdd  that  it  is  a  metal  unwrooghL 

Mt.  KINO.  The  lawduction  was  6,000  tons.  The  amount  of 
imports  is  negligibie,  260  pounds.  That  is  the  information 
which  I  have. 

Mr.  SHKPPARD.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  S^iafcor  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  yield. 


Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Why  was  not  potassium  treated  enUrely 
in  paragraph  79,  which  is  entitled  "  Potassium "  ?  Why  is  It 
again  taken  up  in  paragraph  80? 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  not  sure  as  to  the  reasons  that  prompted 
the  Finance  Committee  to  take  It  in  this  fashion.  Perhaps  my 
colleague  can  enlighten  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  did  not  hear  the  question  of 
the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  SUBPPARD.  Why  was  not  potassium  treated  entirely 
in  paragraph  79,  which  deals  with  potassium?  Why  is  it  again 
taken  up  In  paragraph  80? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  One  Is  an  element  and  the  other  is  the  salt 
They  are  different  products. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  explanation  Is  not  apparent  from  the 
sections  themselves. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  If  he  will  read 
paragrafrfi  79  carefully  be  will  find  that  it  api^es  to  salts  of 
pota.s8ium  only.  The  items  mentioned  there  are  all  salts, 
whereas  In  paragraph  80  they  are  entirely  a  different  product 
Mr.  GEORGE.  Paragraph  79  treats  of  the  compounds  and 
paragraph  80  treats  of  the  metal. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Salts  or  compounda     They  are  entirely  dif- 
ferent 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Do  the  uses  differ? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Entirely. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    What  is  the  use  for  the  metal  potassium? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    The  great  use  of  sodium  is  the  manufacture  of 
indigo. 
Mr.  SHEPPARD.    I  am  asking  about  potassium. 
Mr.   SMOOT.     Pota.s8ium   is  used  in  organic  compounds.     I 
can  not  tell  the  Senator  just  the  particular  items.     It  has  so 
many  different  uses  I  can  not  tell  the  Senator  what  they  are. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  What  is  the  sUtus  of  potassium  used  In 
fertilizer? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  on  the  free  Ust  Every  bit  of  that  is 
on  the  free  list 

Mr.   SHEPPARD.     Then  the  potassium  in  these  two  para- 
graplis  have  no  connection  with  fertiliaer? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    None  whatever. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  I  would  like  to  ask  my  colleague 
what  justification  the  committee  found  for  Imposing  a  tariff 
upon  either  sodium  or  potassium  in  view  of  the  fact  that  as  to 
sodium,  which  is  an  important  element  in  the  manufacture  of 
indigo  and  various  other  important  products,  there  are  no 
imports. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  the  chief  iM-oduct  in  the  making  of  indigo, 
I  will  say  to  my  colleague.  That  buslneas  was  established  here 
under  the  25  per  cent  rate.  It  is  true  there  have  not  been  very 
many  imports,  but  the  new  Items  named  h»«  to  which  I  have 
called  attention  are  just  beginning  to  be  manufactured  in  the 
United  States.  They  are  all  manufactured  in  Europe  now 
The  committee  felt  that  If  this  was  to  be  a  new  industry  it 
at  least  ought  to  have  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  in  order  that  It 
may  be  established  as  an  Industry  in  this  country. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  I  am  not  in  the  slightest  agree- 
ment with  my  coUeugue  that  this  is  an  industry  just  estab- 
lished. It  has  been  established  for  a  considerable  length  of  time. 
The  Senator  said  that  sodiiua  or  potassium  is  a  sort  of  key 
product  in  the  manufacture  of  indigo.  We  are  exporting  Indigo 
to  Germany  and  to  China  and  to  various  other  parts  of  the 
world.  We  can  undersell  almost  any  other  country  in  the  world 
in  the  production  of  indigo.  If  it  is  imporUnt  as  it  is,  in  the 
production  of  indigo  and  we  are  producing  indigo  cheaper  than 
any  other  cotmtry  in  the  world  and  exi»orting  It  In  competition 
with  other  countries,  obviously  there  is  no  reason  for  a  tariff 
up<.n  this  product.  It  seems  to  me  there  ooi^t  not  to  be  an 
imposition  of  a  tariff  upon  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  really  feel  that  we  ought  to  have  a  duty  to 
maintain  this  industry,  particularly  on  the  items  that  have  been 
named  by  the  committee.  If  there  are  no  imports  or  If  they 
are  small,  as  they  may  be,  then  no  harm  has  been  done  to  the 
manufacturers  in  this  country  in  the  making  of  Indigo.  Of 
course,  the  process  of  manufacture  is  a  comparatively  new  one. 
It  i*  true  we  are  exporting  indigo,  but  that  has  all  been  de^ 
veloi)ed  since  the  war. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  not  in  agreement  with  my  colleague  with 
respect  to  the  development  of  indigo  entirely  since  the  war. 
But  even  If  that  were  true,  our  exports  of  Indigo  are  enormous, 
and  they  compete  successfully  with  Europe,  with  Germany, 
Switzerland,  France,  and  Great  Britain  In  the  production  of 
indigo,  and  so  there  is  no  reason  whatever  for  the  Imposition 
of  a  tariff :  If  the  tariff  Is  for  the  purpose  of  protection  and  we 
projluce  en(M^ous  quantities  and  have  no  compeUtion,  It  would 
mdlcate  that  other  nations  are  not  sending  any  into  the  United 
States.  If  we  are  producing  and  there  are  no  imports  when  they 
are  on  the  free  liat,  as  some  of  these  products  have  been,  then 
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it  is  obvious  that  there  ia  no  competition  and  there  Is  no  justi- 
fication for  a  tariff. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  has  been  on  the  free  Ust  only  a  short  time, 
since  1928.  There  is  no  telUng  what  the  importations  may  be. 
I  say,  again,  that  there  was  not  a  single  pound  of  synthetic 
indigo  made  in  the  United  States  before  the  war. 

Mr.  KINO.  O  Mr.  President  my  colleague  now  is  talking 
of  synthetic  indigo.  ^^* 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  other,  of  course.  Is  not  a  manufactured  prod- 
uct It  is  Uken  from  the  ground,  the  original  or  natural  indigo. 
It  occupies  a  minor  position  In  the  dye  industry  of  the  United 
States.  Germany  worked  for  about  28  years  before  she  found  a 
synthetic  indigo  to  take  the  place  of  the  natural  indigo.  It  has 
Just  been  put  on  the  free  list  by  Treasury  dedsicms  and  the  com- 
mittee felt  that  we  ought  to  maintain  the  industry  in  the  United 
States  and  therefore  we  propose  to  give  it  a  26  per  cent  ad 
valorem  duty,  and  I  hope  the  Senate  wlU  agre«  to  that  action 
of  the  committee. 

Mr.  KINO.    My  coUeague  ia  speaking  of  sodium  and  not  of 
the  rest  of  the  items? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Tes ;  I  am  speaking  of  sodium  now. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER    Does  the  junior  Senator  from 
Utah  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Misslssipnl? 
Mr.  KING.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  WlU  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  give  us 
some  facts  about  the  importatl<ms  and  what  they  were  for  the 
last  three  or  four  years  as  to  each  of  these  items?  Did  just  a 
few  pounds  come  in  while  the  duty  was  26  per  cent  ad  valorem 
and  in  what  year  did  they  come,  and  how  many  pounds  were 
brought  in? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  items  are  not  given  separately  and  I  can 
not  tell  the  Senator.     I  have  asked  the  experts  If  they  have 
the  informatioa  and  they  say  the  items  are  all  kept  together 
so  we  do  not  know.  ' 

Mr.  HARRISON.  So  we  do  not  know  whether  the  122  pounds 
came  in  during  the  last  10  years  or  whether  in  1927  or  In  1928? 
In  other  words,  we  are  asked  to  impose  a  25  po"  cent  ad  valorem 
duty  on  something  as  to  which  we  do  not  know  what  the  imnor- 
tations  are  or  anything  about  the  facts. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  What  we  are  d(^g  is  on  account  of  the  Treas- 
ury decision  that  was  rendered  which  placed  these  products  on 
the  free  list  We  are  restoring  them  to  the  same  rete  that  was 
carried  in  the  act  of  1922.  As  I  said,  under  that  act  fixing  2S 
per  cent  indigo  has  devdoped  so  that  we  now  produce  5,000 
tons  in  the  United  States.  No  one  can  tdl  what  the  result  will 
be  from  the  declMon  of  the  Treasury  Department  putting  It  on 
the  free  list,  but  we  do  want  to  maintain  the  industry  in  the 
United  States.  The  decision  was  rendered  just  a  few  months 
ago.  <Mi  December  4,  1928. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  wUl  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARBXET.  I  want  to  inquire  of  the  senior  Senator 
from  Utah  which  one  of  these  items  he  is  referring  to  as  hav- 
ing been  placed  on  the  free  list  by  a  decision  <rf  the  Treasury? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  paragraph  80  all  of  the  items  mentioned  are 
covered.    The  decision  was  rendered  December  4,  1928. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  They  decided  that  Gongreas  did  not  Intend 
to  put  those  items  on  the  dutiable  list  and  so,  notwithstand- 
ing the  efforts  of  Oongress  to  tax  them,  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment dedded  to  put  them  on  the  free  list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  dedded  that  they  were  metal  nnwrought, 
and  upon  that  basis  they  went  upon  the  free  list. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    So  this  to  one  of  the  baaket  danses? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  it  was  not  a  basket  clause.  It  was  in 
paragraph  5  of  the  act  of  1922.  They  all  carried  the  26  per  cent 
rate  just  as  we  have  provided  here. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Is  not  the  Senator  able  to  advise  us  as  to 
the  domestic  production  or  the  imports  or  the  exports  or  the 
competitive  conditions  of  any  of  these  articles? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  sodium,  about  6,000  tons  a  year,  as  I  hava 
stated  before. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    The  imports? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No;  the  production. 

Mr.  BAREOiiET.    The  production  of  sodium? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  three  commodities  the  manufacture  of 
whldi  Is  being  developed.  I  refer  to  the  Items  which  were  put 
in  by  way  of  amendment 

Mr.  BARKLET.  The  production  aU  together  is  about  6,000 
tons. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  three  that  I  have  mentioned  are  just  being 
devdoped.  I  prestmie  there  wlU  he  prodtioed  whatever  is  called 
for. 
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Mr.  BARKLET.  80  far  M  tbe  Ssnator  know%  tlieB,  Booe  of 
these  articles  are  Imported? 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  Preaideiit 

TiM  PBBSmiNO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tuAj  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  BARKLET.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EDOE  I  think  an  answer  to  the  <|iiestiOB  of  imports 
Is  that  these  tliree  metals  only  rery  recently  became  prominent 
and  caaw  into  use.  It  la  my  information  that  because  of  theii 
strength  and  Ufdhtaeas  two  of  them  are  used  in  the  mannfacture 
of  airplane  parts  and  another  one  in  the  metal  part  oC  incan- 
deaeent  lamps.    It  is  prsctically  a  new  ladnstxy. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Is  it  new  in  this  country  or  new  in  the 
world? 

Mr.  BDQB.  It  is  new  in  the  world  troa  a  metalliirslcal 
Btaadpoiat. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Ars  any  of  theae  commodities  being  mano- 
factured  in  other  countries? 

Mr.  EDGE  I  pcesame  other  coontrles  are  mamifactnring 
thetn ;  Germany  Is  a  great  manufacturer  of  chemical  and  othei 
commodities  and  is  CDdeaToring  to  try  to  commerdaliae  them, 
no  donbt. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  In  wliiefa  country  did  the  manufacture  start 
first— In  Germany  or  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  EDGE  The  question  would  never  hare  arisen  had  i< 
not  be«i  for  tho  deddon  of  the  Customs  Conrt  We  are  merely 
trying  to  protect  the  situation  bron^t  abont  by  Uie  decision  oi 
the  Customs  Court.  { 

Mr.  BARKLET.  I  am  not  so  mnch  worried  about  the  dedrtonl 
•a  I  an»  about  the  question  whether  the  commodities  men 
tlooed  ought  erer  to  hare  been  placed  on  tbe  dutiable  list  II 
this  is  a  new  Industry,  just  started,  and  the  committee  can  not 
gire  us  any  information  about  how  far  the  industry  has  gaoe 
1  am  wondering  whether  these  items  ought  to  hare  been  placet] 
on  the  dutiable  list  seven  years  ago  before  the  Industry  started 

Mr.  8MOOT.    They  w»«  not  known  aeren  years  ago. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  If  they  were  not  known  seren  years  ago< 
why  was  tbe  effort  made  seven  years  ago  to  put  them  on  tin 
dutiable  list? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  No  bwA  efftirt  waa  made.  The  three  itemi 
refored  to  w«r«  not  known  at  that  time;  they  hare  developetj 
ainoe  that  time.  They  are,  as  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  hai 
said,  used  In  the  manutecture  of  incandescent  lamps  and  radio 
tubes,  and  they  are  now  experimenting  with  them  in  eonnectloa 
with  television.  ^^ 

Mr.  BARKLET.    To  which  three  Is  the  Senator  referring? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  To  three  of  the  items  mentioned  in  pangrapb 
SC^Uthtum.  beryllium,  and  caesium. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  We  are  now  considei1x«  paragraph  SO,  mn 
we  not  on  page  31? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    We  are. 

Mr.    BARKLET.     Whl<4i    of    tbe   five    articles 
•odlam,  potasainm,  h»kih»    beryllinm,  and 
known  seven  years  ago? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  three  I  have  mentioned  to  the  Senatoi 
several  tluMa. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    Three  of  theat— which  three? 

Mr.  8MOOT.    litUum,  beryllium,  and  caelum. 

Mr.   BARKLET.    Sodium   and   potassium,   of 
known  sevan  years  ago. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Of  course;  and  the  House  provided  for  thoeej 
two  eoauBodltles  in  the  bOl  as  passed  by  it,  and  by  tlie 
■MBt  propossd  by  the  Senate  committee  the  other  thiee 
added. 

Mr.   BARKLET.    Did   the  decision   of  the 
potassium  and  sodium? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Tbooe  ar«  the  products  it  did  cover. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    And  the  others  also? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  others  are  just  fairly  beginning  to  be 
nanufaetured.  but  they  are,  in  a  way,  abnilar  to  tbe  others,  and, 
of  coarse,  would  fall  under  tte  Treasury's  dedslea. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    This  industry,  which  has  Just  started,  and 
against  which,  so  far  as  tha  Senate  knows,  tlms  is  no  enmpeti 
tion  ceasing  firan  Oermai^,  is  now  to  be  placed  under  a  25  per 
cent  ad  valorem  tax. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    We  do  know  tliat  they  are  made  in  Germany, 

Mr.  BARKLET.  But  the  Senator  does  not  know  what  the 
coat  of  productioa  there  is;  he  does  not  know  whether  they  are 
being  iauwwted  into  this  country ;  and,  if  he  does  not  know,  the 
pfresuaption  is  tlkat  they  are  not  being  imported. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  do  know  that  they  prodnce  ^tfnieals  in 
GariMUiy  daempa  tliaa  tha  coat  for  which  they  can  be  produced 
in  the  United  States ;  that  we  do  know. 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  Prasldent 

Tho  PSS8IDINO  OFFICEE.  Does  the  SouUor  tiom  Ken- 
tacky  yield  to  the  Senator  frooa  Pennsylvania? 
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Mr.  BARKLET.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  the  floor,  but 
If  I  have^  I  yidd  to  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.^  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  In  paragraph  6  of  the  tariff  law 
of  1822  the  Senator  will  see  that  all  chemical  elements  not 
otherwise  provided  for  are  taxed  at  26  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
The  question  arose  whether  sodium  and  potaasinm  were  eliemi- 
cal  elements  or  were  metals  unwroo^t  within  the  meaning  of 
two  different  paragraphs  of  the  1922  law.  If  they  were  held  to 
be  metals  unwroaght,  they  came  in  on  the  free  list,  whereas  if 
they  were  held  to  be  chemical  elements,  then  they  came  in  at  25 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  Obviously,  in  the  strict  sense  of  the  word, 
they  fell  in  both  paragraphs,  because  they  are  chemical  elements 
irreducible  Into  other  eiemeots,  and  at  the  same  time  they  are 
metals  and  they  are  unwrougfat;  and  the  Treasury's  decision 
or  the  Customs  Court's  decisi<« — I  do  not  recall  which,  although 
I  think  it  was  a  Treasury  decision 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  was  a  Treasury  decision. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Treasury  decision  chose  the  horn  of  the 
dilemma  that  put  them  on  the  free  list.  It  was  perfectly  plausible 
to  place  them  with  other  chemk-al  elements.  AH  we  have  done 
In  paragraph  80  of  the  p«iding  bill  is  to  take  those  two  chemical 
elements  and  put  them  by  name  where  they  had  meant  to  be 
put  in  the  act  of  1922,  along  with  all  other  elements  not  specially 
mentioned.  At  the  same  time  in  doing  that,  beryllinm,  and 
lithium,  and  ciesium  were  put  in  with  them  so  as  to  prevent  a 
similar  mistake  or  avoid  a  similar  decision  by  the  Treasury  In 
regard  to  them. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  In  other  words,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  they  partake  of  the  properties  of  chemical  elements  and 
metals  unvrrought,  the  language  has  been  framed  so  that  here- 
after they  will  not  be  metals  unwrought  but  they  will  be  cbem- 
Ical  elements,  in  order  that  they  may  be  taxed.  That,  legally 
speaking,  is  the  effect  of  the  change? 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course  the  Senator  knows  that  there  !s  a  list 
of  elements  in  chMnistry  many  of  whlrfj  are  of  small  importance, 
and  SMne  of  them  become  Important  as  uses  are  developed  f(»r 
them,  as  In  the  case  of  the  three  metals  that  are  newly  added 
to  paragraph  8a  They  are  both  metals  and  elements,  Just  as 
iroB  is  a  metal  and  an  dement. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  80  that  the  effect  of  this  amendment  is 
that  hereafter,  regardless  of  other  properties,  they  will  come  In 
under  this  25  per  cent  basket  clause? 

Mr.  REED.  Exactly,  like  all  other  elwnents  not  specially 
provided  for. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  consume  the 
time  of  the  Sepate ;  I  am  ready  to  vote ;  bat  I  desire  simply  to 
say  that,  with  the  Information  before  the  Senate  as  to  the  con- 
dition o#  this  industry,  I  do  not  feel  Justified  in  voting  for  this 
increase.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment reported  by  the  committee.  [Putting  the  question.]  By 
the  sound  the  noes  seem  to  have  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  naya 

Hie  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  absence  of  a  quorum  being 
anggeated.  the  clerk  wiU  call  the  roU. 

The  legislative  derk  called  the  roll,  and  toe  following  Sena- 
tors answered  to  th^r  names : 


Anen 

Aahant 

Bmikktj 

Btnsbam 

Black 

BlaiM 

Bleew 

Borah 

Brock 

BiooklMrt 

Biooaaud 

Carawaj 

CopeUnd 

Covaeas 

Cnttiac 


Fletcher 


Frailer 

George 

OtaW 

Ck>ff 

Goald 

Oreene 

Hale 

Harris 

HarriaoB 

HastlagB 

Hawee 

Ha/den 

Hebert 

Heflin 

HoveU 

Jones 

Kendrlck 


Kejea 

Bimmona 

Kinjr 
McKellar 

Bmoot 
Bteek 

Norbeek 

Btelwer 

Nortla 

Swanson 

Nye 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Oddle 

Townsead 

Overman 

Tydlngs 

Patterson 

Yandenberg 

Pblpps 

Waraer 
Wafcott 

Plttmaa 

Eansdell 

Wabih.  Masa. 

Reed 

Walsh,  Mont 

RoblDsoB.  Ind. 

Warren 

Bcball 

Waterman 

Sheppard 

Sbortridge 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
La  FoLuem]  is  unavoidably  absent  I  ask  that  this  announce^ 
ment  auiy  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
DnxJ  is  necessarily  absent,  and  I  wiU  allow  this  announcement 
to  stand  for  the  day. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Sixty-six  Senators  having  an- 
swered  to  their  names,  there  is  a  quorum  present.  The  question 
Is  on  agreeing  to  tbe  amendment  in  paragraph  80  as  reported  by 
tha  rommtttfift 
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Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
The  House  added  "sodium  and  potastiium,  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem."  That  is  stricken  out  under  the  Senate  committee 
amendment  and  "  sodium,  potassitmi,  lithium,  beryllium,  and 
caesium  "  are  included.  If  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  com- 
mittee is  voted  down,  does  that  eliminate  sodium  and  potassium, 
as  recommended  in  tiie  House  bill? 

Mr.  SMOUT.    Without  another  vote. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  vote 
prevail  without  another  vote.  In  other  words,  if  this  should  be 
stricicen  out,  then  that  will  settle  the  question,  and  sodium  and 
potassium  will  be  out. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  it  will  lead  to  any  discussion  at 
all.  The  only  way  to  do  that  would  be  to  strike  out  the  whole 
paragraph. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  move,  as  a  substitute,  to  strike  out  the 
whole  paragraph,  then. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi 
moves  to  strike  out  the  whole  paragraph?  Is  that  tbe  Senator's 
motion? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  As  a  substitute  for  the  Senate  committee 
am«idment,  yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Chair  Is  advised  that  that 
motion  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  ih  order  or  not; 
but,  if  it  is,  I  have  not  any  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  advised  that  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  Is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  SMOOT,    That  is  what  I  thought. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  vote  on 
this  proposition,  whatever  it  may  be,  prevail,  so  that  we  will 
not  have  to  vote  again  on  sodium  and  i^otassium.  because  that 
is  included  in  the  Senate  committee  amendmeut. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  suggest  that  the  Senator  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  no  further  discussion  be  had — I  shall  be  glad  to  have 
that  done — and  let  us  take  it  up  in  regular  order. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    AU  right ;  I  make  that  request 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi?  The  Chair  hears  none. 
The  question  is  on  the  committee  amendment  On  that  ques- 
tion the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered.  The  clerk  will  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  NORBBCK.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  give  notice  at 
this  time  that  I  may  want  to  take  up  this  matter  in  the  Sraate 
when  it  comes  up  there. 

I  did  not  vote  (»n  this  question.  I  should  not  know  how  to 
vote  on  it.  My  attention  has  been  called  by  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge]  to  a  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
stating  that  all  of  this  lithium  ore  comes  from  my  State  of 
South  Dakota.  This  amendment  does  not*  propose  a  tariff  on 
lithium  ore. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  May  the  Chair  call  tbe  Sena- 
tor'*, attention  to  the  fact  that  the  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment Just  entered  into  calls  for  no  further  debate  upon  this 
item. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  If  the  unanimous-consent  agreement  was 
entered  into,  Mr.  President,  the  item  Is  disposed  of,  is  it  not? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Unanimous  consent  was  given 
that  the  item  should  be  considered  as  a  whole,  and  that  no 
further  debate  should  take  place. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  shall  ask  recognition  when  the  matter 
has  been  disposed  of,  then. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President,  a  pai1iam«Qtary  inquiry. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER     The  Senator  from  Tennessee 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  On  the  roU  call,  those  who  desire  to  strike 
out  the  entire  paragraph  should  vote  "nay,"  should  they  not, 
under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No,  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  We  are  voting  upon  the  com- 
mittee amendmoit 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Are  we  Voting  upon  the  committee  amend- 
ment, or  are  we  voting  upon  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Chair's  understanding  is 
that  we  are  voting  upon  the  committee  amendment 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  thought  we  were  voting  on  the  motion  to 
strike  out 

Mr.  HARRISON.    That  has  been  ruled  out  of  order. 

Mr,  McKELIxAR.  Mr.  President,  another  parliamentary  in- 
quiry: Do  I  understand  that  if  the  committee  amendment  is 
voted  down,  then,  imdw  the  unanimous-cons^tt  agreement,  the 
paragraph  will  be  stricken  out  later? 


Mr.  SMOOT.     We  shall  have  to  take  another  vote  without 
further  discussion. 
Mr.  McKELLAR    Very  welL 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  my  understanding  was  that  ddiate 
would  be  precluded  following  this  vote,  but  not  before  this  vote. 
It  seems  to  me  perfectly  ridiculnus  that  Senators  who  have  come 
Into  the  Chamber  within  the  last  five  minutes  and  answered  to 
the  roll  call  should  not  have  at  least  a  2-minut^  explanatUw  of 
what  they  are  voting  on.  Following  tliat.  I  understood  the 
Senator  frcnn  Mississippi  or  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  say  that 
the  8ec<md  vote  would  be  taken  without  debate;  but  certainly 
the  first  vote  was  not  supposed  to  be  taken  in  that  way.  Debate 
was  not  supposed  to  be  shut  off  on  the  first  vote. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  request  was  that  we  should  vote  upon  this 
matter  without  any  further  debate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  That  is  the  Chair's  under- 
standing of  the  unanimous-consent  agreement. 

The  question  is  on  the  committee  amendment  On  that  ques- 
tion the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered.  Tbe  clerk  will  call 
the  roll. 
The  legislative  derk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 
Mr.  HAWEiS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair  with 
the  senior  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  SacKcrr).  Not  know- 
ing how  he  would  vote  on  this  question,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  (when  his  name  was  called).  I 
have  a  general  pair  with  tbe  Junior  Senator  from  Miasisalppl 
[Mr.  StkpheksI.  In  his  absence,  and  not  knowing  how  he 
would  vote,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SCHALL  (when  Mr.  Shipstsao's  name  was  called). 
I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr.  SnirancAo]  is 
still  m. 

Mr.  TYDING8  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  ques- 
tion I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Metcalf],  who  is  III.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Whibjb]  and  will  vote. 
I  vote  "  nay." 
The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  REED  (after  having  voted  in  the  affirmative).  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  Senator  fr<«n  New  Mexico  [Mr.  BaArroif). 
I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
KcAN]  and  will  allow  my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  BLAINE  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Hattiku)].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  my  c<rileague  the  senior 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  FoLLcm]  and  will  allow  my 
vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  desire  to  state  that  my  ctrfleague  [Mr.  Hat- 
FiEL»l  is  detained  from  the  Senate  on  oflMal  business.  He  is 
paired,  I  am  told,  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Blaine]. 
Mr.  JON^S.  I  desire  to  annoimce  the  following  general  pairs : 
The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DDcixif]  with  the  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Dill]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fbbs]  with  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  CorfWAiXT] ; 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Cappb]  with  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Tkamkou.]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watboh]  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinsoic]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Gouisbobocoh]  with  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr,  Gillrt]  with  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas]. 

I  also  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dknkbn].  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fuss],  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Cafpbb],  and  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Moses]  are  absent  on  the  business  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas],  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Smith],  and  my  colleague  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  WHOBUca],  are  necessarily  detained  on 
ofilcial  btisiness. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  the  necessary  absence 
on  business  of  the  Senate  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  RoKiNBOir],  tbe  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Tuammiu]. 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Connallt],  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  [Mr.  BrattorJ,  and  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Dill]. 
The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  80,  nays  84.  as  toUowu : 


AUen 

Bingbam 

Brouaaard 

Copeland 

Couiena 

Kd«e 

Glenn 


Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Hastlac* 

Heliert 

Kendrlck 

Kej«« 

Odd? 


TEAS— SO 

PsttersoD 

Pblppc 

Plttmaa 

Baasdoll 

B««l 

Sbortrklcs 

Bmoot 

Stall 


Townaead 
Vandeal>erK 

w2(«tt 

Wanva 
Watermas 
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tl 


';i 


▲<li«rat 

Cnttlnf 

Barkl«7 

Fletcher 

Black 

Frailer 

Blaloe 

George 

BleM« 

OlaM 

Bonh 

Harris 

Brock 

Barriaoa 

Brookbart 
Cuuwmf 

Hardea 
'Bella 

NOT 

Brmttoa 

Ooldaboroagh 

Capper 

Hatfield 

Connally 

Hawpfl 

Dale 

Johnson 

Deneen 

Keen 

DIU 

LaPollette 

Fc«s 

McMaster 

OlUett 

McNarjr 

80  the  iiineodment  ot  the 

HATS— 44 

Howell 
Jones 
Kins 
McKellar 


Bteck 
Bwanaoo 
Tboanas,  Idaho 
TVdlass 

Walsh.  Mass. 
Walsh.  Mont. 


Nwrls 
Nye 

Orerman 

Schall 

Shcfipard 

VOTINO— 30 

Metcalf  Smith 

MosM  Stephens 

Nortoeck  Thomas,  OUa. 

Pine  Tramm^ 

BoMnsoB.  Ark.  Watson 

Boblnson,  Ind.  Whedar 
Sackett 
Shlpatead 

committee  was  rejected. 

WILUAM    U.    8PAXKS,    CIBCUIT   JX7D0K 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.    Mr.  President,  at  the  directk^ 
of  the  Ck>mmittee  on  the  Judiciary,  as  in  open  execntiTe 
gton,  I  ask  ananlmoos  eonaent  to  submit  a  report 

The  VICB  PBBSIDBNT.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  most  protest,  and  object  to 
any  execvtire  bnalmsa  being  done  at  this  time.  I  h<ve  t^e 
Senator  wlU  pardon  me.    I  do  not  think  we  ought  to-^ 

Mr.  NORBI8.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yidd? 

Mr.  ASHUBST.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ar 
asoa  that  the  action  whidi  the  Senator  from  Indiana  Is  tryii  g 
to  take  is  not  only  at  the  direction  bot  opon  the  tmanlmots 
recommendation  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary;  and  when 
he  makes  the  rqxMt,  if  he  is  permitted  to  make  it,  I  am  goiijg 
to  ask  ananimons  conseDt  for  its  immediate  oonsid«ration. 
is  a  case  In  which  action  is  desired  to  be  taken  only  a  few  dais 
In  adrance  of  when  the  matter  will  coose  up  regularly.  Thei  e 
is  no  objection  anywhere.  E^reryone  is  unanimous.  The  fl;- 
ness  of  the  appointee  is  recognised  and  admitted  by  everybod] 
and  the  action  is  proposed  because  the  appointee  comes  froin 
the  hoaw  town  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Wa  v 
soH],  who,  OB  account  of  his  condition,  the  Senator  unde-- 
stands,  is  anxious,  perhaps  without  cause — ^Just  as  a  matter  <  t 

itiment.  perhapi»--to  have  action  by  the  Senate  before  qe 


I  do  hope,  therefore,  that  no  S«iator  will  object 

The  VlCm  PBBSIDBNT.    Is  there  obJeeUonT 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  explanation. 

Chink  It  Is  entirely  appropriate  that  I  withdraw  my  objectiok 

I  coBseqf  tly  do  so  at  this  time,  with  the  assurance  that  as  y 

personal  courteaiy  or  personal  faror  I  can  erer  extend  to  either 

of  the  Senators  from  Indiana  will  be  a  great  pleasure  to  me. 

Tbe  TIGB  PBBSIDBNT.    The  Senator  will  send  up  his  r^ 

Mr.  BOBIlf  SON  of  Indiana.  The  rsport  Is  at  tbe  desk,  M^. 
Fiwilisnl, 

Mr.  NORBI8.  I  ask  unanimous  coossot  for  tlM  immedlaW 
consideri  Hon  ot  the  report. 

Mr.  MofOELLAB.    Let  It  be  stated  who  the  Bomiaee  ta. 

The  VICE  PBBSlDBIfT.    The  SeertUry  wUl  report 

The  ieglslatlre  derk  read  as  follows: 


•r  Indfsaa, 

Ai 


U  U  Vattsd  Stslss  sbealt  Je^  •. 


ssvsMh  ctecstt,  rwt  AMcrt  B. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President  I  would  like  to  caU  tbe  attef 
tiea  ot  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  to  tbe  fact  that  tbe  Junk  r 
Isoator  Crnb  Washington  [Mr.  Dux]  stated  on  the  floor  a  fe  r 
4ays  ago  that  be  wanted  to  pot  In  a  standing  objection  ^ 
paiaring  q^on  exeentlTe  appointments  Immediately  upon  a 
port  sacfa  aa  Is  made  in  this  case.  I  simply  wanted  to  dlre^ 
tbe  attaotloo  of  tbe  Senator  from  Nebraska  to  that  fact 

Mr.  NOBBI8.  I  appreciate  what  the  Senator  has  said,  and 
am  la  full  accord  with  the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  Junii  >r 
Senator  from  Washington.  I  would  not  be  making  this  reque  it 
If  tbera  were  not  an  extraordinary  condition  confronting  qb. 
I  can  recall  tbe  time  when  I  could  not  appreciate  what  it  meai  tt 
to  bare  a  nerroos  affliction ;  I  did  not  think  tboe  was  anythh  g 
In  it  But  I  hare  reached  the  time  in  my  life  when,  from  n  y 
own  expezlMKe,  I  know  that  a  nervous  breakdown  Is  the  woc^ 
possible  affliction  that  can  come  to  a  human  being,  and  when 
man  la  la  that  condition,  he  has  my  sympathy  from  the  veiy 
bottom  of  my  heart  Some  little  thing  will  oft»  do  him  moi  e 
good  than  a  great  thing.  If  this  report  were  not  unanimous.  If 
everybody  were  not  perfectly  satisfied,  or  if  tt  were  an  ordina^ 
ease.  I  would  not  think  of  maklog  the  request  I  hare  madfe. 
But  I  bare  an  idea  that  small  as  this  may  seem,  it  will  do  mo|e 
good  to  tbe  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  WAifloii  J  than 
prescription  from  a  doctoc  . 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  T  The  Chair 
bears  none,  and  the  nomination  is  confirmed,  and  the  President 
will  be  notified. 

KOnCE  or  EUCUTIVE  SKSSION 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President  while  thwe  is  a  pretty  good  at- 
tendance of  Senators  I  desire  to  say  that  several  Senators  have 
asked  if  we  could  have  an  executive  session  to-day.  Accord- 
ingly, I  am  going  to  ask  for  an  executive  session  wb«i  the  Sena- 
tor  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  has  concluded  his  work  on  the 
tariir  bill  this  afternoon. 

BKVISION  or  THI  TABIIT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  B.  26«7)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Industries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  let  us  finish  up  with  this 
amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  understands  that  there 
was  a  unanimous-consent  agreement  that  a  vote  be  taken  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  without 
debate.    The  clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Lboislahvb  Cixkk.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  pro- 
poses to  strike  out  on  page  31.  lines  22  and  23,  being  para- 
graph 81. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 
amendment 

The  next  amendment  passed  over  was,  on  page  32,  line  21, 
under  silicofluoride,  where  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out 
"  1%  "  and  insert  in  Ueu  thereof  "  IV^." 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  as  I  imderstand  the  fact  with 
respect  to  this  item,  th«re  was  a  presidential  proclamation 
which  based  the  tariff  upon  the  American  selling  price  rather 
than  upon  the  foreign  price.  That  Increased  the  rate  mate- 
rially. I  do  not  know  how  much  the  increase  was.  I  think  It 
waa  approximatriy  60  per  CMit. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  proclamation  of  the  President  was  equal 
to  1.43  cents  per  pound.  That  proclamation  was  Issued  by  the 
President  on  September  ICk  1928.  The  House  fixed  the  rate  at 
1%  centa,  and  the  Senate  committee  simply  put  into  effect  as 
nearly  as  it  could,  the  presidential  proclamation,  fixing  the  rate 
at  IH  centa    Those  are  the  facts. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  What  waa  the  date  of  the 
presidential  proclamation? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    September  15.  1928. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Have  circumstances  changed 
since  that  time  with  reference  to  this  commodity? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  only  diaoge  is  that  the  price  Is  lower 
to-day  than  it  was. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  And  tbe  Senate  committee 
bas  recommended  a  reduction  from  the  House  rate? 

Mr.  IMOOT.    We  have. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  fresideot  this  item  Is  very  Important  for 
add  rtases  in  laandries  and  for  use  In  tbe  manofaetafe  of  Iron, 
ensael  ware,  and  tlie  production  of  opalescent  glasa  There  la 
DO  doobt  but  that  tlie  rate  now  suggested  by  the  Senate  cooi' 
mlttee,  tboogb  It  is  lower  than  the  rate  suggested  by  the 
House,  is  an  increase  over  the  Furdney-McCumber  law,  where 
tbe  values  were  based  upon  the  foreign  prices  rather  than  upon 
tbe  American  prices.  80  that  we  are  now  increasing  the  tariff 
duties  above  thoee  of  the  Fordney-HcCumber  law.  We  are  de- 
creasing them  slightly  below  the  tiguret;  fixed  by  the  House,  but 
approximately  in  harm<my  with  the  figures  fixed  in  the  presi- 
dential proclamation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Item  carried  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and 
the  presidential  proclamation  Incn^ased  that  so  that  the  rate 
would  be  1.43  cents  Instead  of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  KING.  The  Increase  would  amount  to  approximately  50 
per  cent  ad  valorem  on  the  foreign  selling  price,  which  would 
make  It  100  per  cent  above  the  rate  fixed  In  the  Fordney- 
McCumber  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  call  my  colleague's  attention  to  page  48  of 
the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information,  where  he  will  see  that  the 
imports  are  vastly  Increasing. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  am  familiar  with  that  May  I  say  to  my 
colleague  that  I  am  In  favor  of  a  tariff  upon  this  product?  I 
think  it  is  entitled  to  conaideration.  I  do  think,  however,  that 
the  rate  suggested  by  the  committee  Is  too  high  because  it  is 
100  per  cent  Increase  over  the  rate  in  the  Fordney-McCiunber 
law.    Bat  I  iball  not  make  any  further  objection. 
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Mr.  HARRISON.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
a  question  with  reference  to  this  item,  which  is  so  unlike  the 
other  item.  The  amount  imported  is  practically  the  same  as 
that  produced  In  this  country,  3,000,000  pounds.  There  has  been 
a  full  Investigation  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  they  have 
recommended  practically  this  rate.     Those  are  the  facts. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  LxoisLATTva  Clckk.  On  page  32,  Une  24,  the  committee 
proposes  to  strike  out  "  three-eightlis "  and  to  insert  in  lien 
thereof  "  one-half,"  so  as  to  read : 


Sudlam  sulphide,  one-half  of  1  cent  per  poand. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  I  would  Uke  to  have  an  exirilana- 
tion  of  the  amendment  I  understand  it  is  an  increase  in  the 
rate  on  this  product 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  paragraph  82  of  the  act  of  1922  it  was  pro- 
vided that  sodium  sulphide  containing  not  more  than  35  per  cent 
of  sodium  sulphide  should  bear  a  rate  of  three-eightlis  of  1  cent 
per  pound,  and  that  the  rate  on  sodium  sulphide  containing  more 
than  35  per  cent  of  sodiimi  snliriilde  should  be  three-fourths  of 
a  cent  p^  pound. 

The  House  provided  a  rate  of  1  cent  a  pound  on  the  product 
containing  not  more  than  35  per  cent  sodium  sulphide,  and 
three-fourths  of  a  cent  per  pound  on  that  containing  more  than 
85  per  cent  The  Senate  committee  amendment  provides  a  rate 
of  one-half  of  1  cent  per  pound  on  the  product  containing  not 
more  than  35  per  cent  of  sodium  sulphide,  and  1  cent  per  pound 
on  that  containing  more  than  35  per  cent 

Sodium  sulphide  occurs  in  commerce  aa  (1)  crystal  suli^de, 
containing  about  30  per  cent  of  sodium  sulphide,  and  (2)  the 
fused  or  concentrated,  containing  about  twice  as  much  sulphide 
as  the  crystal  product.  Sodium  sulphide  Is  used  chlefiy  in  the 
manufacture  of  dyes  and  in  the  dyeing  of  sulphur  colors,  and 
as  a  depilatory  agent  in  leather  manufacture. 

Sodium  sulphide  was  formerly  manufactured  from  salt  cake 
A  substantial  pert  of  the  present  consumption  is  now  supplied 
as  a  Joint  product  in  the  manufacture  of  certain  barium  chemi- 
cals. In  which  It  is  an  important  item  of  credit  Sodium  sul-  ' 
phide  is  also  obtained  as  a  by-inroduct  in  the  manufacture  of 
carbon  bisulphide. 

rw.'^^227  ^^  domestic  production  of  sodium  sulphide  was 
2?'2S'2^  pounds;  sales  were  76,892.000  pounds,  valued  at 
11,802.000,  or  a  unit  value  of  $0,022. 

Imports  of  sodium  suljAlde  containing  not  more  than  35  per 
cent  of  sodium  sulphide  in  1928  were  837.000  pounds,  valued  at 
fv  '  -.  ***"  '  ""*'  ^"^"^  *•'  $0,020.  Imports  conUlning  more 
than  85  per  cent  of  sodium  sulphide  In  1928  were  8,376.000 
pounds,  valued  at  $166,000.  or  a  unit  value  of  $0XM0.  Quota- 
tions in  19S8  were :  >«  VMl 

Cryauis.  80  pn  cwU  3^  cnts  per  ponad ;  solid.  00  par  emit  »% 
••Bta  per  poond.  "     ^ 

rJ^JSS^J!^  ^  .?•*-  ^'^  "^  «»•  importatlona.  th^ 
rate  CN«ht  to  be  one^tf  cent  per  pound.  That  is  tbe  picture  as 
u  appeared  before  tbe  committee,  and  instead  of  tbr««*-elfbtbs 
^  *T2.7J2*  «>»«*ttee  made  tbe  rate  one-half  a  cent 

*2I''  '^i^  ^  I  imderstand.  we  are  now  constdeHag  tbe 
I«?iJ*^I^/"**~*"**"*  and  not  the  one  later  in  the  para- 
ffrapu,  Which  deals  with  tbe  same  commodity,  but  of  a  bicber 
grade.  ^^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes,  tbe  first  grade.  We  ate  dealing  with  tbe 
crystal  now.  ^^ 

-iJff7^J^^;  S*  *^  ?*  ^"^  imposed,  if  we  are  to  determine 
r~i  !?•  Jl  ^  5"'*?  "'*  *■  *'y  **  Imports  and  the  production,  a 
^  n^,'SS,.i5r**^**5****  of  a  cent  per  pound.  The  imports 
were  only  836.000  pounds,  and  the  production  was  92,988.000 
pounds,  of  all  grades.  Unfortunately,  the  tariff  expert  has  not 
fnmiahed  me  the  data  as  to  the  proportion  to  be  allocated  to  the 
Item  under  consideration  now  and  what  proportion  is  to  be  al- 
located to  the  next  amendment  *-    *-«         «  iv  inj  lu 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
equivalent  ad  valorem.  The  equivalent  ad  valorem  In  1926  waa 
14.01  per  cent  in  1920  it  was  14.59  per  cent  and  In  1927  it  was 
1S.44  per  cent  That  is  the  specific  rate  of  three-eighths  of  a 
cent  a  pound  translated  into  the  equivalent  ad  valorem 

."  ^1:^2^.^  me  ask  my  colleague,  where  the  production  is 
nearly  83,000.000  pounds  and  the  imports  are  only  836.000 
pounds 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  is  quoting  figures  about  both 
Items. 


Mr.  KINO.  I  stated  that  that  comprised  the  two  items  in 
Sfp'SS'S.S^Sf"^^'**  my  advices  are  that  tbe  greater  part  of 
tnis  ii:i,8(0,ooo  pounds  would  come  in  under  tbe  first  amend- 
ment tlie  one  we  are  now  considering. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator  what 
sodium  sulphide  is  used  fw? 

Mr.  KINO.  It  is  used  for  colors,  for  the  manufacture  of 
leather,  for  sodium  add,  and  in  the  production  of  nitrocellulose 
silk.  So  it  has  a  very  important  use.  The  fact  that  there  may 
be  a  very  small  ad  valorem  tariff  is  not  to  me  the  principal  con- 
sideration. The  question  is.  What  duty  is  necessary  for  a  rea- 
sonable  i^otection.  If  we  do  not  desire  duty  for  revraue  nur- 
poses? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  correct  tbe  statement  the  Senator 
make«,  that  this  first  bracket  Is  the  one  in  which  most  of  the 
importations  come.  It  is  In  the  second  bracket  that  most  of  the 
importations  come. 

Mr.  KINO.  Is  the  Senator  speaking  of  importation,  or  pro- 
dnction? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  production.  I  can  give  figures  as  to  both 
if  the  Senator  wants  them. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  am  interested  In  ascertaining.  Doctor  Craig 
who  is  sitting  at  my  side,  tells  me  that  the  producUon  in  the 
two  grades  is  2.908,000  pounds.  He  stated  he  was  unable  to 
indicate  what  proportion  would  coaae  in  under  the  ammdmmt 
we  are  now  considering.  Does  the  Senator  have  later  figures 
than  thoee  fumlAed  me? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No.    I  thought  the  Senator  said  the  importa- 
tions fell  within  the  first  bracket  we  are  now  considering. 
Mr.  KINO.    Oh.  no. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Importations  fail  within  the  second  bracket 
That  is  done  in  order  to  save  freif^t  Necessarily  they  would 
do  that  because  one  is  a  crystal,  and  In  crystal  form  they  do  not 
have  water  or  other  materials  In  the  product 

Mr.  KINO.  I  am  unable  to  understand  the  Justification  for 
an  Increase  where  tbe  Importa  are  only  836,000  pounds  of  less 
than  36  per  cent  strength,  and  the  total  domestic  production  in 
this  grade  is  92.998.000  pounds.  I  can  not  understand  why  there 
la  any  necessity  for  an  increase.  It  seems  to  me  tbe  House,  If 
th^  Increased  it  did  wrong  and  the  Senate  Is  now  asked  to 
perpetuate  that  wrong.  I  should  be  very  happy  to  support  a 
reasonable  protection,  but  with  this  mcmnous  production  I  can 
not  do  so.  I  think  that  my  colleague  speaking  for  die  committee 
ought  not  to  ask  for  an  Increase  here. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  hmportations  are  only  10  per  cent  of  tbe 
total  amount  of  consumption.  I  do  not  want  to  give  them  a 
single  solitary  penny  more  protection  than  Is  sufflcient  to  main- 
tain the  Industry. 

Mr.  KINO.  Tbe  Senator  now  is  apeiMnt  ot  tbe  second  grade. 
I  am  qieaklac  of  tbe  first  grade.  There  are  large  Importa  in 
tbe  second  grade,  but  In  the  grade  we  are  now  canalderlng  the 
imports  are  only  886,000  pounds. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  trouble  is  if  we  Incrsase  one  and  not  tbe 
other  then  tbey  wUl  shift  tbe  sblpoMSts.  That  would  be  tbe 
natwal  tbiag  for  tbem  to  do.  If  we  disafree  to  tbe  one  we 
ought  to  disagree  to  tbe  otbsr.    If  we  Inereaas  tbe  om  awl 

*^"fSfl**i?  *^****'  ***^  <^  oourae,  they  would  ablp  to  the  tona 
oa  whicb  there  Is  tbe  least  protectloa. 

S'  ff/!!SL  '  ****"*^ '^  *»«»»*««•  <»l«M«»e  te  both  of  thsai. 
^'ViSS?'    I  hope  tbe  Senate  will  not  do  so. 
Mr.  OOPF.    Mr.  Prssktent,  Is  it  not  troe  that  tbe  lapofts 
hare  increased  very  markedly  sinoe  lIHSt 

**';^^^'  *'**'  ■**  months  in  199»  tbe  fanpocts  Ineieased 
oyer  1928.  In  1926  tbey  increased  2.000,000  pounds,  but  in  1927 
T^JH^  **^  ftOOO.000  pounds  imported,  and  tbe  total  importa 
for  ivca  would  be  about  the  same  If  the  second  six  months'  im- 

^*  "3^tS?*'  ^^  *^™®  **  ^<***  during  the  first  six  months. 

Mr.  OOFF.  Is  It  not  also  true  that  the  price  has  steadily 
declined  since  this  bicrease? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tee;  the  price  for  tbe  commodity  is  less.  The 
importation  price  is  now  down  to  2  centa. 

Mr.  OOFF.  Therefore  does  It  not  follow  that  this  slight  in- 
crease In  the  tariff  schedule  is  merely  to  protect  the  domestic 
production  of  this  product  without  increairfng  tiie  price  to  the 
domestic  consumer? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  was  the  idea  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  to  my  colleague  that  X 
discover  that  back  in  1923  the  Importa  were  12,372.681  potmda 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  in  the  second  bracket 

Mr.  KING.  Exactly;  but  my  colleagne  mentioned  8,000,000 
pounds  a  few  mom«ita  ago  in  the  second  bracket  Tbere  bas 
been  a  diminution  In  importa  from  1923  to  1927,  there  being 
only  8.000,000  pounds  in  the  last  year. 
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-^Mr.  SHOOT.    Tm;  bvt  the  year  after  that  there  were  ool; 
424,200  pooDda  iaaix^ted,  and  the  higher  the  iiapMlationa,  o ! 
eottrae,  the  more  protectioo  ia  neceaaary. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  qoeetioa  ia  on  asreeins  to  thii 
aaMndment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KINQ.  I  desire  to  gire  notice  that  on  thia  Item  I  ahal 
aalc  for  a  sepurate  Tote  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  b^ore  we  leave  page  32 
should  Uke  to  aak  the  chairman  of  the  committee  about  the  Iten  i 
in  line  8.  the  amendment  raisins  the  rate  on  chlorate  o<  aodium, 
What  happened  to  that? 

Mr.  SM<K)T.    That  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  COI'ELAND.    Was  it  debated  at  all? 

Mr.  8MOOT.    Yes:  quite  considerably. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Is  this  final  or  do  we  have  another  an< 
further  chance  upon  the  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tlie  Senator  can  reserve  the  right  tt>r  a  sep- 
arate vote  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.   COPELAND.    I  have  given   considerable  study  to  thii 
question  in  the  last  few  days  and  I  think  It  la  a  great  mistake 
to  lower  the  rate  on  sudium  chlorate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  us  not  have  it  come  up  now.  It  will  eoou  > 
up  when  the  bill  Is  In  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Yoil: 
give  notiee  of  his  desire  for  a  separate  vote  In  the  Senate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  One  or  two  Senators  have  already  spoken  abon 
It.  If  the  Senator  will  reserve  the  rl|^t  to  a  aeparate  voti 
when  the  bin  la  In  the  Senate,  It  can  be  taken  np  then. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.    If  the  Senator  from  Utah  faela  that  la 
hptter  courm  I  am  glad  to  agree  to  it    Bowerer,  I  am 
vlnrvd  thmi  tlM  aetkn  of  tlw  ScMila  was  rery  kaaly  a 
frferaiMi  Uf  a  likuttm  fn  tlria  Item  and  1  tMnk  that  lan 
sliowfi  If  tk«  iMtter  la  firtfy  4lsnH»Ml    1  widt  <«  gtfa  nH 
ttt  mf  tMe«Hk«i  %tt  affer  a  cWmga  \m  thkt  kma  trkan  Ilia  MM 

w^^rm/      m  fpWiW  W0  IW^fWf^  m  WwrwW  WPWy    f^ffWW/Hf  WW  ^Ww  WM   . 

is  Mm  fffliit^  lk»iM»  mrirfaa  liite  asa^Mrt.    fl^y 

•WHt  to  tta  — tlwy  W  «M<*<i*ras  aM4  mmmmrtiv  Ut  H  wa$m 

Mr,   MIOOT.    Tkasa   rery   igarea   were   praaswtitf 
Sanata  bafore  tba  ameodaaeut  was  voted  down,    I 
the  ■anator  from   New  York  that  the  ImportatSooa'have 
creaaadL    Tbat  faet  mva  called  to  the  attention  of  the  Sena 
I  bnr  the  Senator  to  let  the  matter  go  over  until  the  bill 
In  the  Senate  and  then  we  will  have  further  dlacnssloii. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President  win  the  Senator  from  New  Tori 
yWdT 

The  YIGS  PRXSIDBNT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Yor  : 
yield  to  the  Senator  frMn  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  COPBLAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  aimply  want  to  Invite  the  attention  of  th  > 
Senator  from  New  York  to  aaodier  argument  which  had  con- 
siderable effect  Sodium  <4ilorate  Is  uaed  ahnoet  exduslvel  ' 
by  tba  fanaera  of  the  country  as  a  weed  kUIer,  and  f^r  tha : 
reason  as  much  as  anything  else  the  rate  waa  reduced.  Ilia : 
waa  an  additional  axroment  why  U  should  be  reduced.  It  li  i 
i»ed  for  the  pwpoae  at  kllUng  weeda  on  the  fknn. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  I  aaanme  the  Senator  meaaa  to  say  tlia : 
was  the  argnaMnt  naad? 

Mr.  BDOB    And  very  aoeceasfaUy. 

Mr.  (X^BLAND.  Of  coorae,  a  very  Umtted  amount  of  tiiK 
total  production  of  the  material  is  used  for  that  pnrpoea.  I : 
la  a  daacMvna  artlele  to  use  anyhow ;  but  aa  a  matter  of  fac : 
It  has  other  uaes  much  larger  and  mose  In^MMtant  than  its  us  r 
OB  the  fkrou  At  the  proper  time  I  lu^e  theae  facta  may  bo 
brought  out  I  am  frank  to  aay  I  think  It  waa  a  mlatake,  a» 
that  it  la  an  lojuatice  to  tha  eoooem  attwnpHng  to  eompeti 
with  the  foreign  manufkcturers  ot  an  article  of  great  Inqwi- 
tance  to  the  Aaartcan  people  beyond  the  eradication  of  weeds. 

The  VIGB   PBB8IDENT.    Tbe  dark   will  atate  the  nex 


T1»a  Tawai.AiTf  Cfcax.  The  next  amendoient  of  the  Gommlt 
tee  OB  nnance  la  on  page  83,  In  line  1,  where  the  conunittet » 
jgupuam  t»  atrlke  out  *  aniphite,  blanfphlte.  ibetabiaulplilta.** 

■r.  flu OOT.    ne  anwtirtwwfit  wouhl  hare  the  eflhKt  of  glttni 
pastketku  Itanu  ooe^Mlf  of  1  cent  a  pound  aad  leavln 


the  thloaulphate  and  silicate  at  three-eigfath.s  of  1  cent  a  pound. 
It  gives  the  same  rate  as  we  gave  in  paragraph  82,  but  leaves 
thloaulphate  and  silicate  at  three-eighths  of  a  cent  a  pound, 
aa  the  House  provided,  and  gives  the  sulphite  and  blsolirfiite  one- 
half  a  cent  per  pound,  which  is  the  same  rate  as  given  in  tlie 
previous  section. 

Mr.  KINO.  Under  the  present  law  what  rate  is  Imposed  on 
sulphate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Three-ei«htJis  of  1  cent  a  pound. 

Mr.  KING.  And  It  is  increased  now  to  one-half  of  1  cent  a 
pound? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  on  the  three  items  named,  Just  as  the  In- 
crease was  made  on  paragrai^  82. 

Mr.  KING.  I  understand,  and  I  perceive  no  reason  whatever 
for  the  increases. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  me  call  my  colleague's  atention  to  the  fact 
that  the  imports  of  sodiam  sulphite  have  more  than  doubled 
since  1925,  and  the  price  has  steadily  declined  ever  since  1925. 
Imports  of  sodium  bisulphite  have  increased  more  than  four- 
fold since  1925  and  It  has  also  decreased  In  price.  If  there  is 
any  item  in  the  biU  that  ought  to  have  an  increase  It  is  the 
three  items  which  we  have  pmposied  to  increase  here  from 
three-eighths  to  one-half  of  1  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  KING.  As  I  understand,  sodium  bisulphite  is  produced 
in  the  United  States  and  was  produced  to  the  extent  of  30,- 
470,000  pounds  in  1927,  while  the  imports  in  1928  were  only 
095,364  pounds.  That  is  a  very  small  percentage  of  the  more 
than  30,000,000  pounds  of  production. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  ix  quoting  the  importations  of  all 
of  the  items.  If  be  will  take  each  Item  by  itself,  he  will  find 
that  H  would  not  be  so  great.  That  is  why  we  took  out  the 
soiplilte  and  Msulnbite  and  gave  a  rate  of  one-half  cent  inMf«a4 
«Ff  ftifa»  ekitf ha  of  1  cent.  The  Impnftatlons  o(  fh/ise  ftem^  hate 
tan  ifftmuf  tneremeol.  Sodium  snlfMte  ht*  mart>  fhan  (UtttitHt 
in  mpfffta  i^nm  ftM  u»4  tJke  thkntrii^iafe  lfa««  ofeedily  d*f1iw& 
iStrnpntmS  liwyrfa  *ff  tike  ttfhtv  H^fUm  hi>^MMed  mk^^  ttmtt  inm^ 

Siii  IMtt  Witm  Mkv  tHAXAi  u  Mu4m  id  M^iiMiA   — ^--*-^^- 

f«r|r  Ung/i  itrti4miiim,  U  s**imr  u*  mt*  wa  ar«  tmi^kmi^xim  yf*^ 
UiftUm  Ui  UM  Mgit  a  4«irrae  ut4  miAtUm  U*  »mi»taUt  a  imm*»i^f 
nOmr  than  a4Curd  adt^qayn*?  pruieetjMi.  I  think  UoCb  of  dk« 
aaB«nda»eota  at  the  to|>  of  pegic  3d  should  be  raieetjid. 

The  VICE  PBBKIDENT.  The  queKtiou  is  on  agreeing  to  tha 
aasendmen^  In  line  1,  page  33. 

Tike  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President.  I  reserve  the  right  for  a  aqiarata 
vote  on  the  amendment  in  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chux  Cusk.  On  page  33,  line  2,  the  committee  pro- 
poaes  to  strike  out  the  word  "pound"  and  insert  "pound; 
sulphite,  bisulphite,  and  meCabisulphite,  one-haif  of  1  cent  per 
pound." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  smendmait  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  propose<l  by  the  Committee  on  Finance 
was,  at  the  top  of  page  3^  to  strike  out  paragraph  98,  as  follows : 

PAa.  as.  Wood  Ur  and  pitch  of  wood,  and  tsr  oil  from  wood,  1  cent 
per  pound. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Gboboe]  wishes  to  discuss  this  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  thia  is  the  last  amendment  in 
pasctog  over  the  chemical  schedule  for  the  first  tima 

Mr.  GEORGE  entered  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  have  reached  page  35,  paragraph  98,  rela- 
tive to  wood  tar,  iritdi  of  wood,  aiul  tar  oil  from  wood,  on  which 
the  MU  aa  It  came  from  the  House  imposes  a  duty  of  1  cent  per 
pound.  The  Committee  on  Finance  have  reported  an  amend- 
ment to  strike  out  the  paragraph  and  let  the  articlea  go  on  the 
free  nst  

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  wfll  say  to  the  Senator  from  GeorgU 
ttat  I  stated  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee  that  I  thought 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  desired  to  discuss  this  amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  desire  to  call  the  attention 
oftte  Senate  to  the  fact  that  with  the  exception  of  the  year 
UaOoqwrts  of  tar  and  pitch  of  wood  have  exceeded  the  importa. 
I^refore  the  Finance  Committee  returned,  those  iwoducts  to  the 
free  list  Tarand  iritdi  of  wood  are  produced  principally  from 
treea  wlildi  grow  tn  tbe  Southern  States.     The  output  is  in 
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excess  of  the  requirements.  In  1928  the  imports  amounted  to 
14,570  barrels  and  the  exports  to  27,067  barrela. 

Under  the  present  law  these  products  are  provided  for  In 
paragra[4i  1681  of  the  free  list.  The  bill  as  it  came  from  the 
House  proposes  to  impose  a  duty  ot  1  cent  a  pound,  but  the 
Committee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate  accepted  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Has  the  Senator  from  Utah  the  figures  as  to  the 
total  domestic  production? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  I  will  give  them  in  just  a  moment 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  think  I  might  furnish  that  information. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    As  I  stated,  I  shall  have  them  in  Just  a  moment 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Has  the  Senator  from  Utah  c<Miclnded? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yeat 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  wish  to  thank  the  Senator  from  New  York 

(Mr.   Coi'ELAND]    for  directing   attention   to   this   paragraph 

paragraph  98. 

Mr.  President,  the  last  authentic  figures  which  I  have  relative 
to  the  products  enumerated  in  paragraph  98  gives  the  domestic 
prcKluttion  at  8,446,847  gallons,  while  the  Imports  for  the  same 
year  amounted  approximately  to  600,000  gallons.  The  pro- 
ducers—and it  is  from  the  producers  that  I  get  most  of  the 
information  which  I  shall  now  give  to  the  Senate— estimate  that 
the  preaent  importa  are  approximately  10  per  cent  of  domestic 
production ;  that  la  to  say,  that  during  tlie  flrat  >ilx  months  of 
193»  the  imports  have  amounted  to  about  10  per  cant  of  Um 
Mai  (Urtni^U'  pfii^htetitm. 

It  h  intf  fimf  file  etptfa  #f  ffMv  *mmm4tlUm  hatP  WMmth 
«/*e*i#*t  fiie  tmpffrtM,  m*  fife  Heiwfor  ff»m  I'fafc  fUr,  nmfrrr) 
ham  mnU^.  Thai,  >#*w#vef,  waa  atfl  ifWf  kt  tmf  f^ar,  ta  iWm, 
wht^  ihf  prt&4f  fit^  rmm  a4fam<4  fa  iM*  tmatff  a*t4  ifaftt 
wa^aa  mmmA  ^»'mimj^  m  mf  ^  wm^  taf  aa4  ptMt 
aa4taf^iaf$m  ft4a4mafUm  m m4aimhm *4  fwkh^,  a»n  h 
mUM.  rt*0jm^0  ta  jm  pmf  ammatM  u*  mam  mmm 
imfff^  *4  m  ptmaSa  iM  iim  tmf0»4.  rUa4^  wa*  rtm  rmf  *4  iafg.- 
m4  UapmifUm,  aa4  H  4mmt4faui4  (Uai  tUtfa  waa  a  \0ti4mo 
tt*m  *4  0mm  ^n^itilkut  wm4  prmta^  0tfrm4  tlm  w*ml4 
fatp*m4  httfit  t0  Mmr  auiea*^U*t  tut  er««i  yr^miMti  ^fUat. 

Mr.  t*fmMafd.  tith  U  a  rmtUar  atumtai  UtAaattf,  Thew  ia 
M  (arMT  «n  Mtrai  ¥Utf»u.  rtm  aawtA-atrntiu  produiete  mn  tmr- 
iumtim  and  rosin  Uken  froiu  Uve  or  givwiag  trwia.  Tb«  wood 
tar  sod  pUab  and  oils  cohered  by  thl»  paragraph  are  not  taken 
from  the  live  tree  but  from  the  dead  tree,  from  the  rootM.  frou* 
the  stumiw.  These  stumps  are  gathered  from  rut-over  lands 
and  are,  therefore,  waste  prcKluc-ts  unless  utilir>ed.  The  uses  of 
thewe  particuUir  products  are  growing  year  by  year.  The  pro- 
duction therefore  Is  growing.  Imports  come  largely  from  Rus- 
sia and  Poland,  and  comes  to  tis  through  the  free  port  of 
Danzig.  *^ 

The  water  rate  from  the  free  port  of  Danzig  to  the  chief 
consuming  centers  In  the  United  States  Is  as  low  as,  4f  not 
lower  than,  the  freight  rate  from  the  chief  producing  centers  in 
the  South.  The  principle  of  c<jnseryation  does  not  enter  here 
as  In  the  case  of  growing  timber  or  live  trees.  These  products 
are  made  from  the  stumpage  and  from  the  dead  trees.  Asslst- 
f.°^»!**  ^^^^  Industry  is  very  closely  related  to  agricultural  re- 
Uef,  because  the  stumps  are  on  lands  which  are  owned  in  large 
part  by  farmers  in  Florida,  in  Georgia,  in  the  Carollnas,  in 
Alabama,  and  in  Mississippi. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  am  wondering  If  the  last  remark  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  that  the  item  he  is  discussing  was  clf»srfy 
related  to  agriculture  furnished  the  alibi  for  the  Senator  appeal- 
ing for  a  duty  on  a  product  the  exports  of  which,  generaUy 
speaking,  are  deariy  in  excess  of  the  Imports,  the  Imports  being 
from  7  to  10  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production,  as  the  Senator, 
I  think,  has  already  stated?  On  the  basis  of  past  votes  and 
divisions  in  the  Senate  In  the  case  of  commodities  in  a  similar 
situation,  so  far  as  exports  being  In  excess  of  Imports  Is  con- 
cerned,  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  has  usually  been  very  de- 
cisively expressed  as  against  the  imposition  of  any  duty  In 
this  case  the  Finance  Committee,  because  of  the  facts  I  have 
stated,  has  reci>mmended  the  transfer  of  these  items  to  the  free 
list.  The  Senator  takes  the  position  now  that  they  should  not 
fo  to  the  free  list,  as  I  followed  hia  early  discussion. 


Mr.  OBOBGB.  Yes,  Mr.  President;  that  Is  the  poaiUon  I 
take.  Here  is  a  commodity  which  is  produced  In  a  few  of  tha 
Southern  States.  Like  other  products  of  that  particular  sec- 
tion, the  ax  has  fallen  prettj  hesvlly  upon  it  We  do  not  want 
this  bill  to  mnain  an  entirely  sectional  biU.  The  House  con- 
sidered this  question  and  the  House  put  a  small  duty  on  tar, 
plt<dj,  and  oil  of  wood  and  sent  the  bill  to  the  Senate  In  that 
form.  It  is  true  that  the  imports  amoont  to  only  about  10  i)er 
cent  of  the  domestic  production ;  it  Is  true  that  the  exports  have 
usually  exceeded  the  imports ;  but  It  Is  also  true  that  since  1923 
the  imports  have  been  Increasing.  There  was  a  marked  in- 
crease of  the  imports  in  one  year  and  the  Imports  now  are 
relatively  higher. 

However,  Mr.  President  I  wish  to  bring  to  the  attention 
of  the  Senate:  In  the  tariff  biU  a  duty  has  been  imposed  on 
many  commodities,  both  raw  and  manufactured,  although  the 
imports  amount  to  only  1  per  cent  of  the  production,  or  letts 
than  1  per  cent  of  the  production,  and  large  numbers  of  com- 
modities have  been  made  dutiable  where  the  Imports  are  less 
than  10  per  cent  While  it  ia  true  that  the  Imports  of  pitch 
and  tar  of  wood  amount  to  only  approximately  10  per  cent  of 
the  domestic  production,  the  Senate  ou^t  to  bear  in  mind  the 
fact  that  the  naval  stores  market — and  while  this  ia  not  naval 
stores  iwoperly,  it  is  very  closely  related — ^Is  made  at  public 
auction.  The  marlcet  ia  not  made  as  in  the  case  of  ordinary 
commoditlee.  For  inatance,  quantities  of  naval  stores  are  con- 
centrated at  the  port,  and  sold  at  public  auction.  The  price  of 
naval  stores  is  fixed  by  public  bidding,  much  as  tohaceo  la  sold. 

Mr.  BDOB.    Mr.  PrnMent 

The  VICE  PBESIDBNT.  Does  the  Senator  fron  Oaorgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  iarmtl 

Mr.  amtmam.  i  yield. 

Mr  KtmK,  I  dM  am  warn  itm  nmatar  ia  arfauiNlmfand  m 
and  I  fcfMfw  l»e  wtH  ant,  1  am  mt  ta^ttanl  f/y  <wrahM  Ma  •fMk 
trmn  hftwiam,  aa  a  taaUtt  tit  Inrt,  1  am  tprf  mat^  WItmaHt  ia 
m4«a>m  itm  ttt^mim  aa  Iwf  aa  Int  wm  $it*  akam  peatatiim^ 


ST^f**'  i^  if*  ^  *"j^^»^»  ^  rt*»  4*4ai4alSi  i  ^ 
flm>a4  wat4mm  tataa  a  if^  mmiam^a  imm,  aa4  flm  i 
ma  Mmm4Ut  «r^  fm  mmf  m  m  mmfm^a  mm.    U  U 

wm  vmi^  Maatm  Hr  Tim  pn^mvfa  mllfa4  tm  a  %imm  uttf 
wmnA  Owifi  tka  f§maa  md  mat  mam  ta  Om  matam,  fim 
fUam  0f«i  a  4ntf  af  I  t^m.  a  m>m4,  TMa  ifmtmt  matgtut  UM 
pounds  laar  giMm.  The  4my.  ttmrtfton,  woml4  ha  Imm  ttma  « 
eeots  a  galfew.  Those  of  us  who  re»usui«e  the  Importance  of 
the  industry,  wbo  know  that  it  la  largely  the  raefmamtUm  ot 
an  otherwise  waate  product,  and  who  alao  know  that  the  In- 
dustry exists  In  that  part  of  the  country  that  Is  most  in  need 
of  relief,  believe  that  the  House  provision  should  be  accepted. 
In  other  words,  that  the  Senate  amendment  should  be  dls^ 
agreed  to. 

Just  one  word  more,  Mr.  President.  It  Is  not  disputed  that 
the  cost  of  producing  these  oils  and  tars  of  wood  abroad  is  In 
the  neighborhood  of  11  cents  per  gallon,  while  the  cost  of  pro- 
ducing them  In  the  United  States  Is  admitted  to  be  from  26  to 
28  cents  a  gallon.  It  Is,  therefore,  obvious  that  a  duty  of  1 
cent  a  pound  Is  not  a  prohibitive  duty,  ncn-  is  it  a  protective  duty 
in  the  strict  sense.  It  would  place  the  domestic  producer  some- 
what on  a  basis  of  equality ;  it  would  give  him  somewhat  of  a 
competitive  standing  In  the  production  and  sale  of  these  particu- 
lar products. 

I  therefore  hope,  Mr.  President  that  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  will  agree  to  recede  from  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee amendment 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President  It  is  scarcely  necesaary  to 
attempt  to  add  to  what  the  Senator  from  Geoi^la  haa  said  on 
this  subject.  I  should,  however,  like  to  emphasise  the  fact  that 
this  industry  grows  out  of  a  situation  like  this : 

Where  pine  timb«iands  are  owned,  where  wood  lots  and 
that  sort  of  thing  are  found,  where  farmers  own  land  which  U 
used  for  grazing  purposes,  and  so  f(Hth,  the  timber  Is  Uken 
off  for  sawmill  purposes,  making  merchandlae  lumber,  and 
there  mnain  stumps — Just  simirty  dead  stumps.  Fires  get  In. 
and  in  the  course  of  time  these  stumps  are  either  burned  by 
the  fires  and  totally  destroyed,  or  euse  they  are  consumed  for 
fuel  purposes  here  and  there,  or  else  they  remain  and  have  to  be 
dug  up  when  the  land  is  finally  deared  and  used  for  agricultural 
purposes,  and  are  wasted. 

As  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  so  weU  said,  the  foundation 
of  this  industry  Is  In  a  product  that  otherwise  would  be  waated. 
When  the  petite  In  this  Industry  get  to  work,  and  It  la  found 
suflleiently  profitable  to  do  it  these  stumps  are  dug  up  by  ma- 
chines, or  otherwise  takra  out  of  the  ground,  and  ttkey  ate 
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eanied  to  a  mill,  where  tile  stumps  are  ground  up,  and  tluron  ;tt 
a  dlatlUatloB  process  this  pine  tar  is  extracted  and  pot  od  t  ic 
market.     So  that  we  hare  here  a  means  of  ntiliring  what  otb<  r 
wise  woQid  be  totally  wa^ed,  and  making  a  commercial  product 
out  of  it 

There  is  not  at  present  moch  profit  in  the  industry.  The  lin 
portatiOQs  are  coming  in  with  rery  considerable  volume.  I>4r- 
Ing  the  year  1828  there  were  8,554  barrels  of  approximately 
galloos  each,  or  500  pounds  gross  weight  each,  imported  into  the 
United  StatesL  During  the  first  six  months  of  1029  there  wc  re 
Imported  Into  this  country  4J092  barrels,  llj  correspondent, 
whose  letter  I  desire  to  hare  go  in  the  Rboobd,  says  that  le 
would  figure  the  production  of  pine  tar  in  the  United  Stales 
for  the  flrac  six  months  of  this  year  as  approximatelj  50,0po 
buTria. 

That  is  about  the  situation.     The  Importaticnis  amount 
approxiflsately  10  per  cent  of  what  is  («oduced  in  this  country 
and  the  importations  are  increasing.    In  my  judgment  this  dv  ty 
ought  to  be  continued  as  provided  in  the  House  bill,  and  I  ho  le 
the  Senator  from  Utah  will  recede  from  the  committee  ameqd 
ment 

I  aak  to  have  this  letter  printed  in  the  Rsoaaot. 

The  VICE  PBB8IDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  ao  ordered. 

Tha  letter  is  as  follows : 

jACKaoHTiixa^  TUL,  Mt^teat^tr  n,  m», 
■•Bator  DoscAH  U.  FugpcHsa, 

VfHi»4  Btmtn  Dmmtm,  Wmtktmgttm.  D.  O. 
DB*a  8u:  Referring  to  yoor  letter  at  Septeaber  12  nqocvtina 
-JoiMatlaii  «■  tbe  taaportatleas  of  pine  Ur  sad  also  spproxiiaate  prod^e 
tloB  of  this  product  In  tbe  United  States. 

Dorlat  the  jesr  of  1928  tbere  were  8,S54  barrels,  of  appiozlBiately 
Bach,  or  aOO  paoadB  isms  velcbt  each,  Importad  into  the  Uai^ 
Durtaf  the  Ant  afi  aoattu  of  1929  tbera  wen  Imported  i^to 
thlH  eoatry  4.002  bands. 

I  woald  agar*  the  prodacttoo  of  pine  tar  In  tha  United  Statea  for  ^ 
Ant  wix  aootba  of  this  year  aa  approximately  SO.OOO  barrels. 

We  flcare  fbat  dnriac  the  past  year  and  so  fSr  this  year  the  hnpor^ 
tlons  of  tar  from  north  Bnropean  eoontrtes  roa  apprealmately  abeot 
per  cent  of  that  that  Is  produced  In  this  coontry. 

The  above  flswcs  on  Imports  were  taken  from  taf«»inatloa  sent 
ky  tbe  Bvrean  of  rwdgn  and  Domestic  Commerce,  and  therefore  V« 
can  ba  ^ott*  sara  that  the  flgnrea  are  quite  approzimateiy  correct. 

If  there  is  aay  other  information  yon  itealra  to  hava  we  would  ba  v^ 
glad  to  mpply  same  if  at  all  poaslbte. 
Toars  vary  tmly, 

■.  W.  Couaasa.  O.  8.  A.  (Ikc), 
Per  K.  W.  GoixsBGa,  n^ttUtemt. 

Ur.  SHOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  think  the  Senator  is  wrong  ^ 
the  amount  ot  exportations  or  importations  of  pine  tar  jvovid  d 
for  in  thia  aectlon.  I  will  give  the  Senator  the  flgurea  The  re 
are  ascwe  exportations  than  there  are  importations.  There 
always  have  been. 

Mr.  6BOBOB.     No,  Mr.  President:  not  every  year— not 

Mr.  8MOOT.    I  think  there  waa  one  year  when  the  importli 
tlons  wars  a  little  more  than  the  exportationa. 

Mr.  GBORGB.    Yes— 1028. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  But  in  every  other  year  our  eqwrtatlans  ha|e 
lyp  OMR  than  our  importationa.  The  committee  did  not  feri 
jwntiiad  in  putting  a  duty  upon  this  article  because  of  the  fa  :t 
that  dear  through  the  bill,  in  cases  of  that  kind,  the  policy  hi  m 
been  not  to  change  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  GBOBOB.    Mr.  Preeldent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  f^mn  Florl4a 
jMd  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  FLMTGHEB.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  OBOIIGIL  Wltb  the  Senator'a  permiasion,  I  should  lfl» 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  one  fact 

Tbe  cxpoiti  of  this  product  have  been  ver7  largc^  to  Oaaad  u 
whara  them  ia  no  liuAlar  production.  The  Imperts,  of  course. 
aU  eoBw  to  us— I  aay  "all " ;  practically  all— from  Rimrta,  fira n 
Poland,  and  aoase  aanUl  gnantity  from  Ilaland.  On  the  oth«  ir 
hand,  oar  exports  are  very  larydy  to  Canada,  and  some  expor  ■ 
to  Vkanoai 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Of  eoorse.  If  Canada  eonld  get  the  prodot 
-  TthtT  country  ahe  certainly  woold  do  ao,  ai  d 
that  export  trada 
_>fc  OaOBOJB.    Oar  exports  aiaoant  to  only  •  per  eent  of  oi  r 
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Mr.  SMOOT.    Tea    The  Imports  are  asiah.  too.    He  espor  s 


■*•  ■nail,  aa  waU  as  the  imports^    If  we  are  rnnim  to  carry  odt 
tha  thaoty  of  the  Mil,  of  coarse  It  wonkl  be  fc  ^^^ 


a«My 


tar  uader  the 


Impnaslhle  for  as  ia 
aslMI^  le-di^ 


and  those  that  have  existed  in  the  past.    I  am  perfectly  willing 
that  the  Senate  .shall  talce  a  vote  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Here  is  an  industry  that  can  be  increased. 
As  the  pine  tlmt>er  is  taken  off  for  milling,  commercial  parposes, 
conversion  into  lumber,  these  stumps  remain ;  and  there  is  no 
reason  why  this  should  not  be  an  important  induittry  and  grow 
to  a  very  considerable  extent.  Tbe  cost  of  talcing  up  these 
htumps  and  grinding  them  and  then  distilling  them  and  getting 
this  tar  is  such  that  it  seems  to  me,  if  we  are  jnstifled  in  impos- 
ing a  tariff  upon  anything,  that  we  ought  to  put  on  this  duty 
here — not,  as  the  Senator  has  said,  that  it  would  exclude  Im- 
porta,  but  it  would  provide  revenue  and  it  would  give  reasonable 
protection  in  a  way  to  the  people  engaged  in  this  industry. 

Importations  are  growing.  The  industry  can  expand,  and  it 
ought  to  be  reasonaiily  encourage<l.  Thot*  engaged  in  it  are 
apprehensive  that  these  importations  will  grow  larger;  and  cer- 
tainly there  is  no  prospect  that  the  cost  of  producing  the  product 
will  be  decreased. 

I  hope  the  Senate  win  reject  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand,  the  price  of  the 
oil  is  about  2%  cents  a  pound.  A  doty  of  1  cent  a  pound  is 
virtually  a  SO  per  cent  ad  valorem  rate.  I  do  not  believe  the 
Senator  can  justify  that  in  view  of  the  exportationa. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  I  say,  the  price  of  this  tar  and  pitch  of  wood 
is  about  2%  cents  a  pound,  l^at  being  the  ca&e,  it  does  seem 
to  me  that  a  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  is  altogether  ont  of  propor- 
tion. In  other  words,  on  this  article,  of  which  we  are  exporting 
more  than  we  import,  a  duty  of  about  50  per  cent  ad  valorem 
seems  to  me  unreasonable. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  will  find 
that  the  landed  cost  ol  the  imports  runs  around  11  cents.  I  do 
not  know  just  where  the  Senator  gets  his  figure  that  it  costs 
only  3^  cents  or  2%,  to  2^^  cents.  I  did  not  understand  hia 
statement  about  IL 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  wiU  send  for  the  figures,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  FLETCHER  I  think  there  is  some  cmifusion  about 
gallons  and  pounda 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes;  there  may  be.  A  duty  of  1  cent  per 
pound  is  less  than  9  cents  a  gallon;  and  the  Senator  probably 
has  confused  gallons  with  pounds,  as  the  Senator  from  Florida 
says.  The  producers  earnestly  urged  the  House  to  give  them  a 
duty  of  2  cents  a  pound,  but  the  House  fixed  the  duty  at  1  cent 
a  pound  only.  The  landed  cost  per  gallon  is  approximately  11 
to  12  cents. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     A  gaUon? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  A  gallon;  and  the  gallon  weighs  a9  pounds; 
so  that  a  duty  of  1  cent  a  i)ound  would  be  letis  than  9  cents  a 
gallon  on  the  i>roduct. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  At  9  cents  a  gallon,  on  a  cost  of  11  cents  a 
gallon,  it  is  even  worse  than  I  thought  it  was. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  think  it  would  run  about  thaL 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  did  not  think  the  duty  was  so  large  a  propor* 
tion  of  the  cost 

Mr.  GEORGE.     That  of  course,  is  the  export  or  foreign  value. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    All  of  our  rates  are  based  on  the  import  price. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  am  not  speaking  of  the  domestic  value. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  that  were  the  case,  the  duty  would  be  9 
coits  a  gallon  on  a  valuation  of  11  cents  a  gallon.  That  would 
be  over  80  per  cent.  If  we  are  going  to  have  a  duty,  I  do  not 
think  It  is  necessary  to  have  one  as  high  as  a  cent  a  pound, 
because  that  would  be  80  per  cent  and  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee.  [Putting  the  question.]  The 
"  noes  "  seem  to  have  it.  The  "  noes  "  have  it,  and  the  amend- 
ment is  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  if  that  is  the  case,  will  not  the 
Senator  accept  an  amendment  making  the  rate  one-half  cent  a 
pound?  If  the  price  quoted  by  the  Senator  is  correct  that 
would  be  about  fM)  per  cent 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  should  not  feel  justified  in 
doiBg  that  because  the  undisputed  testimony  and  the  undlqiuted 
tec^are  to  the  effect  that  the  cost  of  manufacturing  this 
prodnct  in  the  United  States  is  from  23  to  28  cents  a  gallon. 
It  la,  of  coarse,  a  relatively  ctietkp  prodnct ;  and  the  duty  of  l 
eent  per  pound  does  make  a  high  ad  valorem,  but  that  is  because 
of  tbe  very  cbeapoeaa  of  the  prorlnct.  It  seems  to  me  that  If  «ny 
da^  at  an  ia  to  be  placed  on  the  product.  It  should  be  a  duty 
of  1  cent  a  pound. 

Mr.  SMOCrr.    That  la  over  90  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

—if';  ^!S!^"^  '**'*  ***  *»«nily  «ny  Senators  in  the  Chamber; 
and  I  win  reserve  the  right  to  have  a  separate  vote  on  thia 
amendment  when  the  MU  reaches  the  Senate    In  the  meantlma^ 
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I  hope  to  talk  the  matter  over  with  the  Senator  and  see  if  we 
can  not  come  to  some  airreement  in  regard  to  it 

llie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  wiU  continue  the  reading 
of  the  biU. 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Conunittee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  35,  line  3,  after  the  words  "  Sdiedule  2,"  to  insert  "  Earths, 
earthenware,  and  glassware." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  a  number  of  amendments  were 
passed  over  that  I  should  like  to  take  up  now. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  suggeats  that  a  vote  be 
taken  on  thia  amendment  to  the  subhead. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  first  amendment  passed  over  in  Schedule 
1  will  be  found  on  page  7. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Before  that  ia  done,  I  auggest  the  abaenoe  of  a 
quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Allen  OiUett  Keyes  Simmons 

Aithurst  Glass  King  Smoot 

Barkley  Glenn  McKellar  Stelwer 

Bingham  Ooff  McNary  Swanson 

Black  Ooldsborongb  Norbeck  Thomas,  Idaho 

Blaine  Gould  Norrts  Thomas,  Okla. 

Blease  Greene  Nye  Townsend 

Borah  Hale  Oddie  Tydings 

Brock  Harris  Overman  Vandenberg 

Brookhart  Harrison  Patterson  Wagner 

BroQssard  Hastings  Pblpps  Walcott 

Caraway  Hawes  Pine  Walsh,  Mass. 

Copeland  Hayden  Pittman  Walsh,  Mont 

Conaens  Hebert  Ransdell  Warren 

Cutting  Heflin  Reed  Waterman 

Edge  Howell  Robinson,  Ind.         Wheeler 

F'letcber  Johnson  Bchall 

Fraiier  Jones  Bbeppard 

George  Kendrick  Shortridge 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-three  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.     A  quorum  is  present 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  I  have  in  my  hand  the  text 
of  a  White  House  statement  that  has  just  been  made  in  refer- 
ence to  the  tariff  bill,  which  I  desire  to  read  at  this  time.  The 
statement  is  as  follows: 

The  President  was  visited  yesterday  by  a  number  of  Senators,  all 
of  whom  railed  at  tbelr  own  snicgeBtions,  and  presented  to  him  the 
grave  situation  that  has  arisen  by  delays  in  tariff  legislation.  They 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  tbe  Senate  has  had  the  tariff  bill  since 
June,  with  15  schedules  to  work  oat  and  has  not  yet  completed  Sched- 
ule 1.  It  was  pointed  out  that  a  large  amount  of  Important  leglalatlon 
must  be  undertaken  at  the  regular  session  which  would  be  prevented  by 
carrying  the  debate  into  the  next  session.  Some  of  the  Senators  con- 
sidered  progress  hopeless,  as  it  appeared  to  them  tbst  the  coalition 
Intended  to  delay  or  defeat  legislation  or  did  not  Intend  to  give 
adequate  protection  to  Industry.  Others  felt  that  some  understanding 
should  t>e  attempted  among  Senate  leaders  by  which  the  bill  could  be 
sent  Into  conference  with  tbe  House  at  an  early  date. 

The  President  ssid.  as  he  has  uniformly  stated,  his  position,  that 
campaign  promises  should  be  carried  out  by  which  adequate  protection 
should  be  given  to  agriculture  and  to  the  industries  where  the  clianges 
in  economic  situations  donand  their  assistance.  He  stated  tlut  he 
could  not  believe  and  therefore  would  not  admit  that  the  United  States 
Senate  was  unable  to  legislate  and  that  the  Interests  of  tbe  country  re- 
quired that  legislation  should  be  completed  during  the  special  session. 

The  President  has  declined  to  interfere  or  to  express  any  opinion  on 
tbe  details  of  rates  or  any  compromise  thereof,  as  it  Is  obvioos  thst 
If  for  no  otiier  reason,  he  could  not  pretend  to  hsve  the  necessary  In- 
formation In  respect  to  auuiy  thousands  of  different  commodities  which 
such  determination  requires,  but  he  pointed  out  that  tbe  wide  differences 
of  opinion  and  the  length  of  the  discussions  in  the  Senate  were  them- 
selves ample  demonstration  of  the  desirability  of  a  real  flexible  daase 
in  order  that  Injustice  in  rates  could  t>e  promptly  corrected  by  scientiflc 
and  impartial  investigation  and  put  io  action  without  such  delays  as 
the  present  discussions  give  proof.  He  urged  tbe  Republican  leaders 
to  get  together  and  see  if  they  could  not  expedite  the  early  completion 
of  the  schedules,  and  thus  send  ths  bill  to  confereaes  with  tb»  Hoase 
within  the  nest  two  weeks. 

Mr.  l*resideot  this  la  now  the  81st  of  October.  It  has  taken 
the  President  a  long  time  to  urge  expedition  in  tbe  handling  of 
this  bilL  In  this  connection  I  want  to  quote  from  an  interriew 
given  out  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Miaalasippi  [Mr.  HabbuohJ 
as  early  as  June  26  last.  This  is  what  tlie  Senator  from  Mla- 
aissippi  then  said: 

"  President  Hoover  onght  to  teU  the  Senate  Flnsnoe  Comailttee  where 
he  stands  on  tbe  Hswiey  tariff  bill,"  asld  Senator  Pax  Habbisom.  who 
Is  a  member  of  tbs  cosuilttee  now  considering  the  bilL  "  By  so  doing. 
he  could  not  only  save  weeks,  if  nat  months  of  tiaie  with  the  public 


expense  attadied  thereto^  bat  eoold  r^eve  tbe  sospense  ef  boslness,  and 
incidentally,  a  lot  of  public  anxiety. 

"As  soon  as  the  Agricultural  Committee  of  the  Senate  reported  the 
so-caUed  farm  relief  bill  with  the  debenture  feature  as  a  part  of  It,  tbe 
President  took  occasion  to  send  its  chairman,  Senator  McNast.  a  letter 
which  was  promptly  given  to  the  press,  calling  the  committee's  attention 
to  the  President's  objection  to  the  debenture  plan. 

"  The  tariff  bUl,  so  far,  has  been  created  by  the  House  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means,  reported  to  the  House,  and  passed  by  the  House,  with 
high  protective  schedules  on  a  variety  of  subjects,  amounting  to  a  gen- 
eral revision  of  the  tsrilt  A  resolotlon  by  Senator  Bosah.  restricting 
the  tariff  bearings  of  tbe  Finance  Committee  to  agricultural  schedolea 
was  voted  upon  and  rejected.  Subcommittees  of  the  Finance  Coauaittee 
have  been  in  progress  now  10  days  or  so. 

"  Every  few  days,  or  even  more  often,  word  comes  In  an  *  aathorlta'tive.' 
though  not  in  a  public  way,  that  the  President  wHl  veto  the  bill,  If  tbe 
rstes  are  too  high,  or  the  revision  too  general 

"  Senator  Shoot^  chairman  of  the  Committee  oa  Ftnanee,  tn  a  discussion 
with  Senator  Robinsoh  of  Arkansoa,  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on  June 
14,  committed  himself  to  a  general  revision  of  the  tarifL 

"  It  seems  to  me  that  if  the  President  has  any  intention  of  vetoing  the 
bill  or  any  direct  views  regarding  the  tariff  contrary  to  those  that  are 
now  under  way,  he  should  make  them  public,  so  that  the  Committee  on 
Finance  may  act  accordingly. 

"The  public's  Interests  can  be  best  served  by  the  President  giving 
notice  now  rather  than  having  all  tills  time  wasted. 

"  If  it  is  tbe  President's  intention  to  veto  the  tariff  bill,  as  we  so  fre- 
qoently  hear,  he  should  send  a  letter  to  the  Finance  Committee,  stating 
that  the  bill  should  be  limited  to  certain  schedules,  and  on  indication  of 
such  limltatlODA,  also  his  views  as  to  any  increase  In  rates,  or  the 
changing  of  any  rates  on  existing  schedules.  He  should  take  tbe  Finance 
Committee  and  tbe  country  into  his  eonfldeace  and  let  the  tariff  work 
proceed  in  the  fullest  light  possible." 

Mr.  Presidrat  it  will  thus  be  seen  that  a  Democratic  member 
of  the  Finance  Committee  more  than  four  montha  ago  urged 
the  President  to  do  what  he  is  attempting  to  do  now  four  montha 
afterward — speed  up  the  bill  and  give  the  country  and  give  the 
Senate  his  views  about  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  In  just  one  moment.  In  so  ter  as  this 
statement  just  given  out  is  concerned,  the  country  and  the 
Senate  will  be  just  as  much  in  the  dark  as  before,  so  far  as  the 
views  of  the  President  in  regard  to  the  bill  are  concerned,  except 
that  he  would  like  to  see  it  passed  by  the  Senate  within  the 
next  two  weeks.  That  is  the  only  definite  thing  in  this  com- 
munication. Evidently  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle 
have  been  trying  their  best  to  get  the  President  to  aid  them  by 
giving  them  his  views  In  reference  to  this  matter.  All  the  aid 
he  gives  is  that  at  this  belated  hour,  juat  SO  days  before  the 
session  Is  to  adjourn,  lie  comes  In  and  says  that  the  bill  onght 
to  be  passed  in  two  weeks.  Tliat  ia  the  extent  of  the  aid  the 
President  is  giving  the  Senate  at  this  time.  I  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentudky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  rose  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  tnm 
Tenne8i«e  whether  this  statement  Just  issued  from  the  Wliite 
House  gives  any  intimation  of  the  President's  view  of  the  pend- 
ing tarlir  bill  as  it  is  now  b^ore  the  Senate,  what  rates  ought 
to  be  inoreaaed  and  what  rates  onght  to  be  lowered,  what  he 
will  do  with  it  if  it  is  sent  to  him  in  its  present  shape.  In 
other  words,  does  he  throw  any  light  whatever  on  his  views 
as  to  the  merits  of  the  bill,  the  thing  about  which  the  Bepub- 
lican  leaders,  no  doubt  have  been  endeavoring  to  aecure  an 
opinion  from  him? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  only  light  it  shed  on  the  present  situa- 
tion is  this,  apparently,  that  he  restates  and  reiterates  his  in- 
tense desire  to  have  legislatiTe  duties  left  with  him — that  Is  to 
say,  that  he  ia  ciiposed  to  tlie  taking  away  of  his  power  to 
change  rates  under  the  so-called  presidential  flexible  clause. 
The  other  matter  contained  In  the  commtmication  Is  that  he 
would  like  to  have  tbe  bill  pasaed  wlthia  two  weeks.  Be  does 
say  that  he  does  not  know  much  about  rates  and  is  not  going 
to  take  any  part  in  the  fixing  of  ratea. 

Mr.  BARKLBT.  Mr.  President  doea  not  the  Senator  think 
tlut  the  suggestion  coming  from  any  aoarce  that  a  bill  of  this 
nature,  containing  15  achednleo  and  21,000  lteni%  conld  be 
deliberated  upon  and  paaaed  in  two  weeka  reflects  snail  endit 
oa  tbe  understanding  of  anyone  who  would  lasoe  aoch  a 
statement? 

Mr.  COPBLAND,  Mr.  SMOOT,  and  Mr.  OILL0TT  addieased 
the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  tlie  Senator  from  Tenneasee 
yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 
Mr.  McKELLBB.    I  yield  to  tiM  Senator  from  New  Totft. 
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Ifr.  COPSLAND.  Did  fh«  PreaideBt  sbrte  tiiat  ttie  MD  ^ooM 
be  pawed  In  two  weeks? 

Mr.  McKTCTJiAR.  I  will  read  the  exact  wordfl»  becaiiae  I 
would  Dot  miaqaote  tbe  President  In  any  waj: 

B«  v«0d  the  Scpotollaui  iMdcra  to  act  torctbar  sad  se*  tf  tter  coold 
not  expedite  the  early  eonptotkw  of  the  ■rhgdniM  sad  tfaas  wm/k  tte 
MU  to  ooalcreac*  vita  tbo  Boom  within  th*  aat  two 


or 
the 


CalUonia? 


Ptesdent 


Ifr.  JOHNSON.    What  leadenT 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Tbe  Bq>iibUcan  leaden. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Whom  did  he  name? 

Tbe  VICE  PRSSIDBNT.    The  CSiair  hopes  that  Sei^Ltors 
destrlng  to  Interrnpt  will  first  address  tbe  Oialr.    Time 
foor  Senators  are  trying  to  fspstik.  at  the  same  time.    Doep 
Senator  from  Teaneasee  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

Mr.  McKIXLAB.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Majr  I  Inquire  what  leaders  the 
named  :^ 

Mr.  McKRTJ«AR    In  this  statancmt  he  named  no 
It  is  said  that  leading  BepubUcan  Senators  called  on  him 
day  and  he  had  a  talk  with  tliem.    The  S^iator  was  not 
Chamber,  I  believe,  when  I  read  the  statement  coming 
the  White  House.    It  doea  not  name  any  leaders,  but  says 
after  talking  with  Senators  yesterday  the  President  urged 
to  get  together  and  get  the  MU  into  conference  within 
weeks. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Who  is  to  get  together,  and  npon  wha 
they  to  get  together?    What  did  he  say  aboat  that? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    The  Senator  would  know  more  about 
than  I  would.    Tlie  statement  reads: 


lefldezs. 
y(  ster- 


h\ 


the 

Erom 

that 

hem 

two 

are 

that 


He  arsed  the  BepoMleu  lesdera  to  get  tocetlier  and  we  if  tbey  Icoatd 
not  expedite  tbe  eariy  completloB  of  tbe  Kkedoka  «ad  tbuo  sn^  tbe 
UU  to  eoBforenee  wltb  the  Hooae  wltbln  tbe  next  two  weeks. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Mr.  Preaidait 

T\»  yiCB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Califoniia? 

Mr.  McKELLAR    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    I  am  sure  that  the  Senator  is  reading  Some- 
thing that  nera  waa  uttered  by  the  President    It  m 
crediUe  that  any  such  statement  should  have  been  givec 
by  the  Prceident,  and  I  beg  the  Senator  to  make  Tery  obtain 
ol  what  he  ia  doling  because  this  can  not  be  accurate. 

Mr.  McKEIXAR.  I  have  it  as  given  to  me  by  newspaper 
and  that  ia  tbe  only  knowledge  I  have  of  iL  (X  course, 
have  been  asialed  as  to  the  statement  gives  out  by  the  \thite 
House;  I  am  sorry.  I  will  ask  the  S«aator  from  Utah  [Mr 
Smoot]  if  he  has  seen  the  statement,  because  I  would  not  want 
to  BilileMd  anyone  on  earth  about  it 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  hava  not  aeen  the  sUtement  I  just  heard 
tbe  Senator  read  It 

Ml.  McKXLLAB.  I  wtU  aak  the  Senator  from  Penasyl^nia 
(Mr.  Ba»]  if  ba  baa  seen  the  statement  gtven  oat  bf  the  ip  liite 
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Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President ;  I  never  saw  It  and  hac  not 
beard  of  it  imtil  it  was  read  by  the  Senator  from  Tenaessee 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  was  sent  to  ate  by  newspaper  meiu  I 
wiU  aak  if  any  other  Senator  has  seen  the  statement? 

Mr.  SIMMONS  and  Mr.  BARKLEY  addreaaed  the  CSial  >. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  txouk  Tenu  saee 
yield;  and  If  ao,  to  whom? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  wiU  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  V  nth 
OaroUna. 

Mr.  8IMM0N&  I  have  aeen  what  pvports  to  be  a  s  ate- 
ment  frtna  the  President  and  it  is  the  same  as  tbe  Senator  has 
read.  But  I  fed  aa  the  Senator  from  Califbraia  [Mr.  Jobui  ion] 
doea  about  the  atatemeat.  I  am  disposed  to  question  It,  bee  lose 
tbe  statement  says  that  we  ought  to  act  upon  the  bill  and  sei  d  it 
to  conference  la  the  next  two  wedcs.  Certainly  the  Preaidei  t  of 
tha  United  Statea  aft«r  conferring  with  the  majority  leader,  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watbox],  who  said  that  he  aavi  the 
Prealdemt  <»  yesterday,  would  not  say  that  it  ia  passible  foe  the 
Sanate  to  diqpoae  <tf  16  aehednlaa  in  12  working  days,  w  ^h 
would  be  s  Uttle  more  than  one  schedule  per  day.  That  m  ems 
to  be  so  vnrsaaooabie  that  I  can  not  believe  that  the  stata  tent 
really  was  isaned  by  tbe  President  after  be  had  this  conf^  ace. 
There  oMist  be  soaw  mistake  about  it 

Mr.  BBOOKHABT.    Mr.  President 

Tba  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tbe  Senator  trim  TenneUee 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  MfKllTJiAB     Let  me  coaunent  first  on  what  tbe  Bei4ttor 
from  North  Carolina  has  said.    I  am  indined  to  fed.  as 
Senator  iraas  CaUfocaia  and  the  Senator  frm  North  _ 

that  It  la  almost  Inconceivable  that  tbe  Picatdoit  woidd  kve 
oQt  a  stataipnt  «f  tbla  kind  about  tba  pendiat  sitaatlon. 


lb.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  win  tbe  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  In  one  moment  I  have  no  doubt  that  It 
la  a  correct  atatement,  if  I  may  jadge  from  the  source  from 
which  I  received  it  If  any  Senator  has  any  InformatiMi  to 
the  effect  that  it  is  inc(RTBct,  I  would  be  very  happy  to  bave 
him  interrupt  me  here  and  now  and  say  that  it  is  incorrect 
becaiae  it  is  IncoDceivabie  that  the  President  should  issue  such 
a  statement 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  desires  to  announce 
that  no  S^iatotr  has  a  right  to  ask  other  Seoators  on  the  floor 
to  comment  in  that  way.  The  Chair  desires  to  announce  that 
the  Senator  having  the  floor,  except  by  unanimous  consent  can 
yield  only  for  a  qnesdoo.  Does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
yidd;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  McKELLAR  I  am  going  to  yidd  flrst  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Ohxrt],  who  rose  snzie  time  ago^  I 
intended  to  yidd  to  him  sooner.  I  apdoglae  and  sm  glad  to 
yield  to  him  now. 

Mr.  GILLBTT.  Mr,  President  I  wish  to  say  in  connection 
with  the  question  of  whether  or  not  the  memorandum  is  correct 
that  the  leader  on  the  Democratic  side  only  a  month  ago  told 
us  that  It  was  not  only  his  wish  bat  bis  opinion  that  we  could 
compile  the  consideration  of  the  bill  by  the  flrst  of  Novemb^. 
That  Ijb  my  recollection. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  do  not  recall  it  I  think  it  has  be^  the 
hope  of  those  of  us  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  and  of  many  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle  to  get  the  bill  through  at  the  present 
session  of  Congress.  I  am  quite  sore  that  Senators  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle  have  not  impeded  the  progress  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  yidd  to  the  Senator  from  Mississipirf. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  May  I  ask  the  Senator,  since  there  is  so 
much  doubt  raL«»ed  among  the  Republicans  in  the  Senate  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  President  issued  the  stateoiient,  if  he  does 
«iot  think  it  advisable  to  have  a  'jommittee  appointed  to  investi- 
gate and  report  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  My  own  view  is  that  the  statement  is  an 
absolutely  genuine  statement  I  do  not  believe  any  newspaper 
man  in  the  world  would  send  this  statemeut  in  here  to  a  Sena- 
tor unless  it  was  a  genuine  bona  fide  statement. 

Mr.  SW ANSON.    Mr.  Presidoit  wlU  the  Senatw  yield? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  In  a  moment.  I  can  not  understand  how 
Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  and  even  Senators  on 
this  side  of  tlte  aisle  could  wonder  whether  or  not  any  such 
statement  ever  emanated  from  the  President  of  tbe  United 
States.    I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  SW ANSON.  It  seems  to  me  that  tlie  statement  bears  the 
unmiatakabte  marka  of  the  President's  mind  and  action  since  the 
Congrees  met  in  extraordinary  session.  We  have  a  picture  here 
of  a  disorganised  party  going  to  the  White  House,  a  scattered 
mol^  to  appeal  to  its  leader  to  reach  a  decision  and  lead  them  to 
victory  and  not  let  them  remain  scattered  as  a  mob.  The  state- 
ment would  Indicate  that  the  President  was  silent  that  he 
said  Botbing,  that  **  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  rates,  nothing 
to  do  with  anything  but  to  get  wliat  I  previously  recommended. 
Otve  Bse  tbe  flexible  provision.  Give  me  the  power  to  fix  rates, 
wbidi  I  will  turn  over  to  a  tariff  commiadon,  not  having  the 
time  myadf  to  find  what  ttie  rates  are." 

Tbe  next  thing  is  speed.  It  is  the  same  v)eed  that  prevailed 
in  tbe  House  wliich  the  Pre$<ident  dominates,  dictates  to,  and 
oontrola  Cooaequently  the  idea  of  refusing  to  be  the  leader 
of  tbe  disorganised  army  of  which  he  was  elected  to  be  the 
leader,  leaving  them  scattered,  routed,  divided,  would  seem  to 
indicate  that  he  intends  to  take  care  of  himself  \n  the  md^ 
and  that  he  is  asking  simply  for  the  privilege  of  having  the 
right  to  pass  on  tariff  rates  himsdf,  and  thai  bis  asking  for 
speed  is  in  thorough  accord  with  what  he  has  done  since  the 
extra  session  was  called.  It  is  unmistakably  the  President's 
very  tiiougbt  and  action.    I  think  it  is  a  correct  statement. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Preddent  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
to  enable  me  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Virginia  a  question? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Tbe  Vke  President  objecta  to  that  bdng 
done. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tbe  Chair  suggests  again  that  the 
Senator  may  yield  only  for  a  question. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    WUl  the  Senator  yidd  for  a  queation? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  yidd  to  the  Senator  from  MisdsdppI  for 
a  question. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  My  question  is  that  I  want  to  call  the  at- 
t«iUon  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swanson]  to  the  fact 
that  he  has  done  the  Preddent  a  great  Injustice.  He  has  said 
thai  this  statement  does  not  show  that  the  President  com- 
mitted himself  to  anything.  The  Preddent  did  state  in  this 
statemoit  that  the  Republican  leaders  who  vldted  him  paid 
there  ia  a  grave  dtuation  existing  In  the  United  States  Senate. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.    And  in  the  country. 

Mr,  REED.  Mr.  Preddent  will  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
yidd  for  a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  S^ator  from  Tennessee 
yidd  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 
Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yidd. 

Mr.  REED.  Am  I  to  understand  the  Senator  to  disagree  with 
the  statement  of  tbe  Preddent  that  the  bill  might  not  be  passed 
in  two  weeks? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  In  view  of  the  histcMry  of  tariff  legidation, 
I  do  not  see  how  it  would  be  possible  to  pass  the  bill  within  the 
next  two  weeks.  I  will  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  one  item 
only,  and  that  Is  the  sugar  item.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  sugar 
item  could  be  disposed  of  in  less  than  two  weeks.  A  number  of 
Senators  who  are  intensely  opposed  to  the  am«idment  increadng 
the  tariff  on  sugar — and  I  am  one  of  them — want  to  be  heard, 
and  I  imagine  that  almost  every  Senator  here  is  interested  in 
the  provision.  It  is  certain  to  bring  on  a  great  deal  of  debate, 
as  the  Senator  knows.  Therefore  I  will  ask  the  Senator  if  he 
thinks  that  the  Mil  could  be  passed  in  the  next  two  weeks? 

Mr.  REED.    If  the  Senator  will  p^mlt  another  question 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Will  the  Senator  answer  that  question 
flrst? 

Mr.  REED.  I  will,  but  flrst  let  me  ask  tbe  Senator  how  long 
be  thinks  it  would  take  to  dispose  of  the  16  schedules  and  pass 
the  bill? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  very  much  in  hopes  that  we  might  be 
able  to  complete  the  bUl  by,  say,  the  first  day  of  January.  It 
depends  largdy  on  the  Vare  case.  I  understand  the  Vare  case 
is  likdy  not  to  take  any  time,  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania is  going  to  make  a  speech,  and  im)bably  there  will  be  one 
other  speech,  and  it  mi^it  take  no  longer  than  one  day  to  decide 
upon  the  Vare  case.  If  that  is  done  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
might  reasonably  expect  to  pass  the  bill  finally  by  the  1st  of 
January. 

Will  the  Senator  answer  the  question  that  I  asked  him, 
whether  he  thinks  the  bill  can  be  completed  witliin  the  next 
two  weeks? 

Mr.  REED.  It  has  not  seemed  possible  to  me  in  view  of  the 
attitude  of  the  coalition. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Would  it  be  possible  under  any  circum- 
stances except  merdy  by  accepting  the  committee's  statements 
without  any  argument,  and  has  that  been  done  in  connection 
with  any  tariff  bill? 

Mr.  REED.  No  tariff  bill  has  been  passed  at  that  speed  so 
far  as  I  can  recollect 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  So  that  the  Senator  wotdd  say,  looking  at 
It  from  his  long  experience  and  knowledge,  that  it  would  be 
virtually  imposdble  to  pass  the  bill  within  the  next  two  weeks? 
Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  think  it  impossible,  but  in  view  of  the 
attitude  of  the  coalition,  wtiich  constitutes  the  majority.  I  think 
that  it  is  entirely  improbable. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  coalition  desires  very  much  to  bring 
the  bill  to  an  early  conclusion. 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  noticed  no  evidence  of  that  desire. 
Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  recall  that  as  long  ago  as  June,  1929,  the 
Senator  from  Mlssisdi^i  [Mr.  Habsison]  was  then  urging  the 
Preddent  to  take  steps  to  expedite  the  Mil,  and  time  and  again 
the  Senator  from  Missisdppi  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  urged— 
and  I  think  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Sixhonb] 
joined  with  him — if  my  recollection  is  correct  in  urging  that 
we  proceed  as  rapidly  as  possible  with  the  bUl. 

Mr,  REED.  The  Senator  from  MississlK^  has  been  very  gen- 
erous In  his  advice  to  the  Preddent  ever  since  the  sqpedal  ses- 
sion flrst  convened. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    Mr.  Preddent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
yidd  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 
Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
why  he  appealed  to  the  Senator  from  Penn^lvanla  about  the 
length  of  time  required  to  pass  the  bill  when  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  has  already  pronounced  it  dead?  He  was  the 
first  man  I  know  of  who  advised  the  country  that  they  had 
decide<l  to  kill  th<'ir  own  Wll. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Yes ;  I  read  that  In  the  paper.  I  did  not 
hear  the  Senator  make  that  statement  personally  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  but  I  read  in  the  paper  interviews  purporting  to  be 
givj'n  out  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  saying  that  the 
bill  was  already  dead.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  SenatM-  from 
Pennsylvania  in  any  manner,  shape,  t*  torm,  becanse  I  do  not 
think  the  Nil  is  dead.  I  think  it  is  our  duty  to  go  forward  with 
it  and  pass  it  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  BARKLEY,  and  Mr.  8WANSON  addressed 
the  Chair. 


Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Doea  tbe  Benato):  from  Tennessee' 
yidd;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  1  wiU  yldd  flret  to  tbe  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr.  REED.  I  agree  with  tbe  Senator's  conception  of  our  duty 
that  we  ought  to  go  ahead  and  pass  tbe  bill  at  the  earliest 
posdble  moment  but  I  am  still  <^  the  opinion  that  the  coalition 
will  not  permit  It  to  be  done. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  not  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  think 
if  the  Senate  would  adopt  a  rule  prohibiting  amendments  by 
Members  of  the  Senate  except  from  the  Finance  Committee, 
would  adopt  a  rule  prohibiting  debate,  and  would  adopt  a  rule 
offering  opportunity  for  only  cme  motion,  and  that  is  a  motion 
to  recommit  that  within  two  wedts  we  could  pass  this  bill  in 
the  form  in  which  it  was  reported  by  tbe  Finance  Oommittea 
and  as  amended  by  It  aloce? 

Mr.  McKELLAR  Yes,  Mr.  President;  I  agree  that  the  bUl 
could  be  passed  by  such  methods  as  those;  but  I  am  utterly 
opposed  to  any  such  methods,  and  I  bdieve  that  nine-tenths  of 
the  Senate  are  utterly  opposed  to  any  such  methods.  Certainly 
they  are  opposed  to  the  closure  of  ddmte,  and  I  am  quite  sure 
that  such  methods  will  not  be  adf^ted. 

Mr.  SWANSON,  Mr.  COPELAND,  and  Mr.  BLAINE  addressed 
the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swansoh] 
first  rose,  and  I  will  yidd  to  him. 

Mr.  SWANSON,  Mr.  President  why  the  call  for  extraordi- 
nary speed  in  the  passage  of  the  pending  bill,  as  if  there  were 
some  other  proposed  legislation  to  be  considered?  If  wt-  shall 
adjourn  before  the  r^ular  sesdon,  nothirg  will  be  done,  of 
course,  until  that  time;  and  if  we  should  continue  in  session, 
there  would  be  no  other  budness  than  the  condd«:atlon  and 
discussion  of  the  pending  bill.  Ordinarily  when  the  Senate 
meets  in  regular  session  in  December  nothing  is  done  during 
that  month.  I  do  not  recall  a  regular  sesdon  where  atvythlng 
of  practical  ccmsequence  was  accomplished  until  January, 

I  protest  against  the  effort  to  railroad  the  tariff  bill  through 
the  Senate  without  adequate  condderatiou,  and  the  effort  to 
place  burdens  on  the  people  of  tbe  United  States  which  the 
Senate  is  not  wiiltng  should  be  placed  upon  them. 

As  I  have  suggested,  if  we  were  to  adjourn  now,  what  would 
be  done  between  now  and  December?  And  at  the  regular  ses- 
don In  Dec^nber  there  will  be  practically  no  other  legidation 
to  condder  until  January,  when  the  committees  submit  re- 
ports. Frequently  in  December  it  has  been  the  practice  to 
adjourn  from  day  to  day.  How  better  can  we  q;iend  the  time 
than  to  stay  here  and  seek  to  frame  a  good  bill,  one  that  will  be 
jud  to  the  great  masses  of  the  American  people?  It  seems  that 
speed  is  desired,  and  in  order  to  secure  expedition  there  Is  a 
demand  that  we  pass  the  bill  without  examination  and  dis- 
cussion. The  discusdon  so  far  on  the  pending  bill  has  made  it 
so  odious  that  it  has  hardly  foimd  a  sunwrter  in  this  body. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  announces  that  should 
there  be  any  more  yielding  by  Senators  for  speeches,  the  Chair 
will  hold  that  the  Senator  so  yielding  yields  the  floor. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  promised  to  yield  to  two  other  Senators, 
one  being  the  Senator  from  New  York.  I  flrst  yidd  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Yoric,  then  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Wiscondn,  and  then  I  am  going  to  yidd  the  floor. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  Preddent  we  have  bad' condderable 
fun  about  this  statement,  but  let  us  look  at  it  aerloualy  for  a 
moment 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York  for  a  speech? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  am  obliged  to  yield  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  let  us  look  at  the  matter 
for  a  moment.  The  statonent  of  the  Preddent  will  be  printed 
In  every  newspaper  in  the  United  Statea  from  Maine  to  Cali- 
fornia to-morrow;  it  will  be  stated  that  the  coalition  in  tbe 
Senate  is  delaying  budness,  and  that  if  it  would  give  in  and  act 
as  the  President  wants  it  to  act  the  tariff  bill  could  be  paased 
In  two  weeks. 

Mr.  Preddent  it  is  not  fair  to  tbe  country  or  to  tbe  Senate  to 
have  sudi  an  Impresdon  prevail.  If  tbe  bill  bad  been  made  la 
conformity  to  the  Preddent's  message,  if  it  bad  been  limited 
to  farm  relief  and  to  a  limited  numb«'  of  items,  we  coold  have 
gottra  throu^  long  before  now;  but  it  is  not  fair  for  tbe 
Preddent — and  I  say  it  with  all  reqjwct  to  bis  Idgb  ofllce — to 
give  tbe  country  tbe  impresdon  that  we  could  paas  tbe  MU 
prodding  to€  a  geoend  revision  o<  tha  taxIC  In  two 
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Notiody  who  Is  informed  belterea  It  We  IwTe  been  two  k  vdcs 
oo  one  Khedale:  we  have  15  more  sdiedvleB;  and  if  we  diall 
tnlsh  the  bill  in  80  wertc»— in  aeTen  moothe  firaa  now — we  Fhall 
be  doing  Tei7  well,  indeed. 

It  Is  not  to  be  expected  that  the  thonasnds  of  itenai  lii  the 
pending  bill  can  be  passed  on  In  anj  intelligent,  pr(^)er.  and 
patriotic  manner  except  by  the  consiunption  of  tbae;  aid  I 
say  it  is  not  fair  for  tbe  President  to  glTe  the  Impceaalon  t » the 
conntry  that  becanae  we  are  seeking  to  do  the  right  thin  ;  by 
the  people  of  the  United  States  we  are  therefore  hiterf*  ring 
with  the  progress  of  the  legislation  and  interpoeing  obJecrlMia 
which  are  improper.  Those  of  as  who  are  here  and  are  fan  iliar 
with  the  facts  know  that  we  are  not  aeddng  at  all  to  difeat 
the  bin,  hot  we  are  trying  to  make  a  bill  worthy  of  onr  rot ». 

I  protest,  Mr.  President  that  it  is  unfair  for  the  Preadent 
of  the  United  States  to  make  nse  of  his  high  oflke  to  gir* :  the 
impression  to  tbe  coontry  that  those  who  are  objecting  to  tome 
of  the  schedules  pnxposed  are  interfering  with  tbe  progre  is  of 
legislation  in  any  improper  manner. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  I  am  going  to  detain  the  a<  oate 
for  bat  a  moment  Undoubtedly  it  will  take  aome  time  to  pass 
this  bill ;  Jnst  bow  long,  it  would  be  futile  to  prophesy,  but  I  do 
think  that  we  ought  to  devote  our  entire  time  to  an  effoi,  to 
paas  it  We  are  not  making  any  progress  with  the  tarif  bill 
by  discussing  thef«  extraneous  matters.  Those  whom  the  able 
Senator  from  Pennsylyania  [Mr.  Rom]  called  the  coaliUoi  are 
practically  in  charge  of  the  biU,  and  we  ought  to  devote  our 
time  to  potting  it  in  the  shape  in  whl<±  we  want  it  and  p«  ss  it 
np  to  the  President  Then  the  President  can  speak  with  a  Teat 
deal  more  aathority  than  he  can  at  this  time. 

The  YICB  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amend]  tent, 
which  the  Secretary  will  state. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  I  rise  in  onse- 
quence  of  some  obeerrations  to  the  effect  that  the  delay  lii  the 
passage  of  the  pending  bill  Is  due  to  the  attitude  of  the  <oali- 
tion,  and  that  the  bill  can  be  passed  within  two  weeks  pro^  ided 
the  coalition  is  willing  to  have  It  pass  within  that  time. 

What  has  been  the  attitude  of  the  coalition  ?  What  obe  tuc- 
tive  tactics  hare  the  coalition,  so  called,  pursued?  I  think 
everybody  will  agree  that  the  debate  on  the  pending  bi  1  so 
far  has  proceeded  without  even  a  suggestion  of  a  lUibu  iter ; 
without  any  attempt  from  any  quarter  whatever  to  com  ume 
time ;  without  the  introduction  of  any  extraneous  matter  a  all. 
Practically  speaking,  all  other  business  has  been  set  aside 

The  statement  then  means  that  too  much  time  has  been  t  iken 
in  the  expression  of  legitimate  objection  to  the  bill.     If    here 
la  anj  delay  at  all,  it  arises  from  that  reason.    Of  coarse,  1 '  the 
coalitlOD  la  perfectly  willing  to  vote  In  ftivor  of  every  anend- 
meot  proposed  by  the  majority  of  the  committee,  we  can  pass 
this  bill  within  two  weeks;  and  that  is  obvioualy  whet  w<  are 
asked  to  do.    In  other  words,  to  withhold  any  objection  vhat- 
efer  we  may  have  to  any  of  the  items  of  the  bill. 
Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  MonUna.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  ask  the  Senator  if  what  be  has  Just  stati  d  is 
an  entirely  correct  analysis  ot  this  statement?  As  I  heaid  It 
read,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  so.  Whether  tbe  stateitient 
helps  the  situation  or  not  is  aside  from  the  qosstioo,  but  did 
not  the  President  suggest  that  the  Republican  leaders,  rho- 
rrer  they  may  be,  should  get  together?  That  would  not  Imply, 
as  I  interpret  it  that  the  bill  as  reported  by  the  Flnance^om- 
mtttse  dumld  necessarily  be  accepted,  but  it  certainly  m>ant 
that  varioos  vlewpolnta  or  schoola  of  thought  among  the  ma> 
Jority  party  should,  if  poesiUe,  be  brought  together. 

Mr.  WALSH  at  Montana.  I  was  going  to  make  that  BUg- 
fcation. 

Mr.  Preslde&t  everybody  reeognlaee  that  mtick  of  tiae  d  elay 
In  the  passage  of  the  pending  proposed  leglalaaan  la  due  to  the 
DmC  that  as  It  standa  It  la  opposed  by  a  majority  of  thia  t  ody. 
and  Ukewlaa  It  la  opposed  by  a  very  large  section  of  the  cou  itry 
darotod  diattDctly  to  the  iadustry  of  afficoltiira.  That  la  t  ^hat 
la  tha  tnmbla  with  thia  MIL  Of  conrse,  if  they  woaU  wIthAaw 
tibair  objactlona  to  It  it  woaM  go  al<»g  withoot  any  hcflltiiloii 
ataU. 

Tbe  President  In  his  desire  to  have  the  passage  of  the  bill 
opsdltad,  imposes  that  Repoblican  leaders  get  together  and 
tea  what  they  eaa  do  to  expedite  ita  paaMgfc  It  k  qalte  <  om- 
■MQ  knowMie  that  the  RepobUcaa  leaden  confeiTing  ^rith 
tta  Praaldeat  yeaterday  were  the  Senator  from  Indiana  I  Mr. 

Wjomam],  tlR  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot] 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  waa  not  thei*. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  from  Oiegon  |Mr. 
MoNjkBr],  tba  Senator  froas  Fauarlvanln  iMr.  B^]«  aiA  I 
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think  one  other  Senator — at  least  that  is  what  the  preas  reports 
ten  us. 

There  is  no  need  of  the  President  consulting  with  those  gentle> 
men  concerning  the  expedition  of  tbe  bill.  They  are  with  him ; 
they  want  to  have  the  bill  passed  practically  as  it  stands,  prac» 
tically  as  it  come  from  the  House,  or,  at  least,  as  it  came  from 
the  Finance  Committee.  If  tbe  President  wants  to  expedite 
the  passage  of  the  bill  it  will  be  quite  reasonable  for  him  to 
call  into  conference  some  of  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  bill 
as  it  stands,  and  see  if  the  differences  can  not  be  adjusted  in 
pome  way  so  as  to  expedite  the  pessefre  of  the  bllL  I  have 
not  heard  that  the  President  has  been  in  conference  with  any 
other  Senators  upon  either  side  of  the  Chamber  who  entertain 
objections  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Again  from  recollection,  I  think  the  statement 
sets  forth  that  the  President  had  not  sent  for  any  of  the  Sena- 
ton  who  happened  to  visit  the  White  House. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Tbe  statement  actoaUy  says  that 
the  Senators  referred  to  called  of  their  own  accord,  and,  of 
course,  they  called  of  their  own  accord,  and  doubtless  to  advise 
the  Presldait  that  it  is  utterly  impossible  to  pass  this  bill  within 
the  limits  of  the  extra  ses-sion ;  certainly  they  could  not  have 
advised  him  that  it  was  possible  to  pass  it  within  two  weeks. 

Mr.  President  this  constant  hammering  away  at  those  who  are 
opposed  to  this  bill,  the  charge  that  they  are  obstructing  leg- 
islation, the  charge  that  they  are  preventing  the  passage  of 
the  bill  is  obviously  for  the  purpose  of  arraigning  imblic  opinion 
against  them  so  that  they  will  desist  from  tbe  iMroper  presenta- 
tion of  any  objection  they  may  have  to  it  Whether  or  not  that 
kind  of  a  campaign  will  succeed,  now  reinforced  by  the  Presi- 
dent, will  depend  upon  the  stamina  exhibited  by  those  M^nbers 
of  this  body  who  find  objections  to  the  measure. 

Mr.  GLASS.    Mr.  President 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Swiator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GLASS.  What  is  the  meaning  of  all  this  talk  about  a 
coalition  in  the  Senate?  Nobody  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Chamber  and  not  a  soul  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  has  ever 
made  a  suggestion  to  me  as  to  how  I  should  vote  on  any  item 
in  the  prading  tariff  bill.  So  what  is  the  coalition?  It  means 
in  substance,  in  its  final  analysis,  that  a  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate,  composed  largely  of  Senators  on  each  side  of 
the  Chamber,  are  opposied  to  this  bill. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Quite  so. 

Mr.  GLASS.  We  have  presented  to  us  one  of  the  most  unique 
situations  that  I  have  ever  known  in  all  of  my  public  experi- 
ence. When  this  bill  came  from  the  House  it  was  almost  uni- 
versally denounced  in  the  press.  I  happen  to  recall  that  so 
sane  a  paper  as  the  New  Yorlt  Times  in  its  editorial  columns 
was  literally  merciless  in  its  critician  of  the  House  bill.  Yet 
that  newspaper  has  been  quite  as  merciless  In  its  denunciation 
of  a  majority  of  the  Senate  because  that  majority  has  proposed 
to  improve  the  bill  which  that  newspaper  denounced  without 
reservation  and  in  the  most  intemperate  way.  That  is  the  situ- 
ation that  we  have  to  face  in  this  controversy. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  Presidoit  I  merely  wish  to 
add  that  if  the  President  really  desires  to  expedite  the  passage 
of  this  bill  he  can  do  it  easily  by  Indicating  to  his  friends  upon 
the  Repukriican  side  of  the  Chamber,  who  are  urging  the  passage 
of  this  bill  practically  as  it  comes  from  the  Finance  Committee, 
that  he  is  opposed  to  a  great  many  of  the  increases  in  rates. 
It  would  cut  short  otherwise  necessary  debate  if  anyone  author- 
ixed  to  speak  for  him  would  rise  and  say,  "  The  President  be- 
lieves that  this  rate  ought  not  to  be  incorporated  in  the  bill: 
that  it  is  too  high."  «  "«  , 

The  President  in  his  statement  has  referred  to  the  value  of 
tbe  flexible  provision  of  the  tariff  act  and  to  the  misfortune 
which  would  ensue  if  that  provision  of  the  law  should  not  be 
continoed  in  tbe  pending  bill  In  considering  the  delay  in  the 
Senate  in  the  disposition  of  a  bill  emlMracing  more  than  4.000 
items,  let  us  not  forget  that  the  record  discloses  that  the  Execu- 
tive and  the  Tariff  Commission  have  been  able  within  seven 
years  to  dispose  of  Just  37  items.  But  Mr.  President  If  the 
Bzecative  would  only  indicate  in  some  way  or  other  to  bis 
friends  hers  whether  he  wants  them  to  go  on  and  fight  for  all 
these  rates,  aa  they  have  been  doing,  or  whether  he  desires  to 
have  them  withdraw  from  urging  these  increases,  it  would  un- 
donbtedly  brip  a  lot  Fmt  instance,  if  he  would  indicate  that  he 
la  opposed  to  ralaing  the  duty  on  sugar  from  $1.76  aa  provided 
In  the  present  law  to  12,20  net  as  provided  in  tbe  present  bill. 
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or  would  like  to  have  the  conclusion  of  die  oommiaslon  adopted 
that  $1.22  represents  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  productlan  in 
this  country  and  abroad,  it  would  sh<Mten  rerj  much  the  debate 
apon  the  sugar  schedule. 
Mr.  GLENN.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  In  Just  a  moment  If  the  Presi- 
dent would  indicate  whether  he  approves  of  raises  in  the  rates 
upon  44  out  of  62  leading  products  of  the  State  of  Connecticut 
he  would  help  a  lot  If  he  would  indicate  that  he  disapproves 
of  similar  raises  on  the  leading  products  of  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, he  would  help  the  passage  of  this  bill  quite  a  little.  So 
long  as  his  views  have  been  defied,  and  instead  of  a  bill  dealing 
with  agricultural  products  alone  and  a  limited  revision  of  the 
inda»trial  schedules  a  bill  comes  in  here  that  makes  raises  in 
every  schedule  of  the  entire  16,  and  covers  practically  the  entire 
field,  he  can  not  expect  that  the  measure  is  going  to  be  dimiosed 
of  with  the  celerity  which  his  statement  to-day  givoi.  Indicates 
that  he  desires. 

I  now  yi^d  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Mr.  President  does  the  S«iator  from  Montana 
sincerely  believe  that  such  action  by  the  President  would  be  a 
proper  exercise  of  his  function? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Why  not?  Has  the  Senator  any 
doubt  that  Presidents  of  the  United  States  have  repeatedly 
called  iheir  friends  in  the  Senate  to  talk  with  them  and  have 
ni^ed  the  action  that  they  ought  to  take  with  respect  to  legis- 
lation here? 

Mr.  GLENN.  I  am  merely  asking  for  the  Senator's  opinion, 
because  I  have  heard  directly  oniosite  vieiws  Expressed  on  the 
fioor  this  afternoon  by  two  of  the  leading  Members  of  the 
minority,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  HABaisoN]  taking 
one  view,  as  I  recall,  and  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  SiMMONsl  taking  exactly  the  opposite  position. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  can  not  recall  a  President  of 
the  United  States  who  did  not  call  his  friends  to  the  White 
Hour«  and  indicate  to  them  generally  what  his  attitude  was 
with  respect  to  important  legislation. 

Mr.  GLASS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  MonUna 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Has  not  the  present  occupant  of  the  White 
House  done  that  very  thing?  Did  he  not  tell  the  Senate  that 
he  (lid  not  want  the  debenture? 

Mr.  GLENN.  Oh,  I  am  quite  aware  that  that  would  be  the 
answer  made  by  the  Senator,  perhaps;  but  the  fact  that  the 
President  has  erred,  in  the  (pinion  of  some  Members  who  have 
taken  the  position  that  he  made  a  great  mistake,  is  no  reason 
why  he  should  continue  further  in  his  error. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Well,  he  ou^t  to  make  the  mistake  on  tbe  rl^t 
side  of  the  question  instead  of  on  the  wrong  side 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  the  situation  has  been  made  very 
mudi  plainer  by  the  brave  candor  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  BoKAH]. 

When  the  Finance  Committee  set  to  work  upon  this  Mil, 
the  Republican  majority  of  that  committee,  acting  in  accordance 
with  its  philosophy  of  the  tariff  and  its  understanding  of  the 
Repuldican  philosophy  of  the  tariff,  spent  weeks  of  conscientious 
work  and  reported  here  a  bill  in  which  the  majority  of  the 
committee  believe. 

After  the  bUl  had  been  reported.  It  was  very  plain  to  all  of 
us  that  it  waa  not  approved  by  a  majority  of  the  Members  of 
the  United  States  Senate;  and  in  time,  in  the  papers  and  on 
the  floor,  that  disapproving  majority  of  the  Senate  came  to  be 
known  as  the  coalition.  Every  man,  woman,  and  child  in  the 
United  States  who  has  given  any  thought  to  tariff  revision  since 
the  Senate  began  ita  work  knows  what  is  meant  when  the  coali- 
tion is  spoken  of.  Most  of  the  Senators  who  have  discussed  the 
situation  of  the  bill  here  know  jierfectly  what  Is  meant  by  the 
term  "coalition";  and  they  know  that  by  that  phrase  they 
describe  the  Democratic  Senators,  or  practically  all  of  thwu, 
and  a  group  of  a  doaen  or  fourteen  Senators  who  sit  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle,  whose  thought  marches  in  step— if  I  may  mix 
my  metaphor— with  that  of  the  Democrate. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President  it  may  be  the  facte  and  not 
the  rhet(Hic  that  the  Senator  is  mixing. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Idaho  has  very 
frankly  and  candidly  stated  the  situation.  The  coalition— that 
la,  the  great  majority  of  the  Democrate  here  and  the  dozen  or 
fourteen  Republicans  who  think  with  them— are  in  actual 
charge  of  tariff  legislation  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 


llr.  BEMD.  Juat  a  mlnata  Tl»ey  control  the  action  that  tbte 
body  wUl  take.  I  am  glad  to  bear  the  Senator  from  Idaho  admit 
that  frankly,  because  I  think  it  is  something  that  all  (rf  as  have 
recognised  and  not  many  of  us  have  stated. 

That  being  so,  the  coalition  is  going  to  write  Ita  tariff  bill 
here  in  the  Senate;  I  think  the  statement  of  the  President  is 
optimistic  when  he  Implies  that  a  group  of  Repoblican  leaden 
coold,  if  they  would,  put  this  bill  throuf^  in  two  weeks.  I 
myself  am  not  so  optimistic  as  is  the  President  I  do  not 
believe  that  a  group  of  Republican  leadna  could  put  this  bUl 
through  in  two  years  unless  the  coalition  is  willing  that  it 
should  be  put  through ;  and  when  it  is  put  through  it  wlU  be  la 
the  form  in.which  the  coalition  wishes  it  to  be.  "nien  it  will  go 
to  conference,  and  we  shall  have  an  insoluble  difference  of 
opinion  between  Senate  and  House. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.    Jnst  a  minute. 

The  bUl  that  the  majority  of  tbe  Senate  will  pass  can  not  In 
my  opinion,  ever  be  accepted  by  a  majority  In  the  Hoase  of 
Representatives,  and  that  Is  why  I  prophesied  with  such  confl- 
dence  that  this  tariff  Mil  is  dead.  That  Is  the  situatl<m.  Now 
the  coontry— which  has  reasoned  it  out  for  itself  to  that  conclo- 
Mon,  I  think— has  it  on  the  aathority  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 
The  coalition  is  in  charge  of  this  bill,  and  we  In  tbe  minority 
will  be  outvoted  at  every  turn,  and  the  bill  will  be  aa  tbe 
coalition  wishes  it  to  be. 

Mr.  GLASS,  Mr.  NOBRIS.  Mr.  BROOKHART.  and  other 
Senators  addressod  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield;  and  to  whom? 

Mr.  REED.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia  for  a  ouea- 
tlon. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
PennsylvanU,  if  what  he  says  be  true,  why  do  you  persist  in 
your  opposition,  then,  and  prolong  the  debate?  Why  do  you  not 
accept  the  amendments  that  the  coalition  offers  to  this  bill  and 
1^  us  go  ahead  and  pass  it? 

Mr.  REED.  Four-fifths  of  the  debate  on  this  measora  up  to 
the  present  time  has  come  from  the  coalition. 

Mr.  GLASS.  I  should  qoeetlon  the  accuracy  ot  that  state- 
ment 

Mr.  REED.  The  aocoracy  of  the  statement  is  proven  1^  the 
figures  which  were  put  in  the  Rboobd  by  the  Senate  from  Utah 
(Mr.  Shoot],  showing  the  number  of  pagea  of  the  Racxsa  con- 
sumed on  this  bill. 

Mr.  GLASS.    Mr.  Presidents- 
Mr.  REED.    Just  a  minute. 

I  make  no  complaint  of  the  fact  that  foar-llftha  of  the  time  baa 
been  taken  by  the  adversaries  of  the  bill,  hot  surely  we  who 
believe  In  the  Finance  Committee  Mil  have  a  right  to  say  why 
we  believe  In  it.  and  I  for  one  intend  to  continue  to  voice  my 
feeling  about  each  of  these  amendmento  that  I  cmiaider  impor- 
tant I  have  a  right  to  do  that  although  I  know  that  I  n^V 
be  defeated  by  the  rote  of  the  8«i8te. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Mr.  President  if  it  be  true  that  four-llftha  ot 
the  time  has  been  taken  up  by  the  opp<mento  of  the  Mil,  tba 
reason  why  ought  to  discloae  Itself  to  anybody  with  any  mind. 
This  Mil  was  considered  in  secret  tj  tbe  Bepoblican  members  of 
the  Finance  C<mimittee.  Nobody  on  this  side  or  on  eith«r  side, 
outside  of  the  committee,  bad  any  opportunity  to  preaent  argo- 
menta  against  a  single  Item  cmitalned  In  the  MIL 

Mr.  REED.    I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Therefore,  when  a  Mil  is  taken  up  in  that  way 
and  presented  to  the  8«iate  in  that  way.  necessarily  argument 
has  to  be  made  againat  ita  varioos  itema. 

Mr.  REED.  Tbe  Senator  la  thinking  aboat  tbe  Underwood 
MU,  not  thia  MIL 

Mr.  GIJLSS.  No;  I  am  thfaiklng  about  thia  bill— tbe  Smoo^ 
Hawley  MIL 

Mr.  REED.  Let  me,  then,  tell  the  Senator  the  sltaation. 
When  tbe  Finance  Committee  was  having  hearings  on  all  these 
items.  Democratic  Members  were  appointed  on  each  of  tbe  sal>> 
committees.  In  all  those  hearinga  Democrata  were  present, 
and  aided  in  tbe  examination  of  the  witnesses.  In  the  case  of 
the  Underwood  bill  of  1013  the  Bepublicana  were  not  even  per> 
mitted  to  be  present  at  the  hearings. 

Mr.  GLASS.  That  is  the  reas(m  why  It  was  such  a  good  MIL 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  the  reason  why  It  was  Jnst  socb  a  good 
bill  as  it  was ;  yes.    I  think  we  are  agreed  on  that 

Mr.  GLASS.    I  think  we  are— that  it  was  a  good  MIL 

Mr.  REED.  It  would  have  been  r&ry  different  If  tbe  benefit 
of  Republican  advice  had  been  had  and  taken.  Bat  Mr.  PreM- 
dent  In  the  case  of  this  bill  we  gave  onr  Democratic  oolleago^ 
two  or  three  weeks  to  study  our  own  reoonunendatlons  before 
the  committee  met  to  act  on  tbe  MIL    In  tba  case  ot  tba  Uadar> 
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wood  blU  I  aa  told  that  they  forced  it  tbroogh  wttHoat  ^Mns 
A  copy  of  It  to  the  Bepoblioui  memben  of  the  Flsutee  Oom- 
adttee^ 
Mr.  GLASS.    With  the  remit  that  It  waa  a  good  bUL 
Mr.  BESD.    I  do  not  thiok  the  Senator  can  briaf  any  ^flt 
tP  hia  party  by  contrasting  the  two  proeedurea. 

Mr.  MORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  have  Uatened  OMBt  of  thi  day, 
ao  far,  and  a  considerable  time  on  other  daya,  to  debate  aa  to 
why  we  do  Bot  pasa  thia  bill,  why  we  should  not  paaa  thii  i  bill, 
why  w«  shall  not  bare  any  bill*  what  the  Prealdeitf  thinks  ibovt 
this  bill,  and  what  he  thinks  ahoat  some  other  UlL  In  ti  iking 
ahoot  why  we  are  going  to  do  something  or  not  going  to  do  nrne- 
thing  we  waste  time  that,  if  properly  used,  wooki  ^enable  as  to 
pass  this  hill. 

I  hope  we  will  get  to  work,  and  drive  on,  and  take  n  >  the 
amendments  as  they  come  we  hare  to  do  that — and  get 
through  with  as  little  debate  as  we  can.  Let  os  oooaidei  this 
bill  as  we  hare  considered  other  bills  In  the  Senate,  si  we 
neceasarlly  most  conaider  them  onleas  we  apidy  the  gag  rule, 
which  nobody  wants  to  do  and  wiildi  ndbody  haa  soggiated, 
and  which  we  coold  not  do  if  we  wanted  ta  When  w*  get 
through  we  should  hare  a  bill,  and  rery  lUDSly  it  will  be  a  Hll  In 
which  a  majority  of  the  Senate  beUcTe;  and  In  that  condit  on  it 
will  probably  pasa. 

That  is  what  we  are  here  for;  that  la  the  theory  oi  our 
legislation ;  and  that  is  what  the  Senate  oaght  to  do.  Tbi  re  la 
nothing  wrong  about  that  As  far  aa  I  am  eoocemed,  a:  the 
beginning  of  this  debate  I  did  not  think  I  iiioold  vote  fo  ■  the 
paaaage  at  this  bUL  Perhaps  I  shall  not.  It  depends  oo  What 
shape  it  is  in  when  we  get  to  that  point ;  bat  It  looks  to  me  now 
as  thoogh  I  shall  vote  for  it.  It  seems  to  me  it  la  gittlng 
better  all  the  time,  and  that  we  are  going  to  get  a  gooi  bill 
oat  of  It 

It  doea  not  follow,  beeanae  we  change  the  Mil  in  the  S  nate 
▼ery  materially  from  what  the  nnance  Committee  report  d  it 
that  ont  of  the  conference  there  will  not  come  a  bilL  1%  at  te 
one  point  on  which  I  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Penasylraaia.  He  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  bill  ia  dead,  and 
that  we  will  not  hare  any  tariff  te^alation.  Let  as  asnimc 
that  the  eoalition  pasaes  a  bill  it  wants,  very  materially  i  lodi- 
fled  from  the  Wll  as  It  was  reported  by  the  Finance  Comm  ttee, 
with  rery  many  amendments  to  the  Hoiwe  text  and  It  gets  Into 
eonf^reoee,  with  disagreementa  on  a  great  many  things,  rhat 
la  aJwaya  tme  of  a  tariff  biU.  That  would  be  tme  if  w(i  did 
not  permit  the  Democrats  to  vote  either  In  the  Honse  or  ii  i  the 
Senate.  That  would  be  true  if  they  were  handling  the  bil  and 
we  were  not  permitted  to  vote.  That  haa  always  been  trie  in 
regard  to  a  tariff  Ull,  necessarily  tme  aa  to  any  bill  thaibas 
thoosaada  of  Items  in  it  That  most  be  tme  where  m^  in 
each  Hooae  have  given  honest  fair.  InteiligHit  cooaden&oos 
cousldenition  to  the  blli.  That  is  no  objection.  We  will  kave 
a  lot  of  dtflierences  to  adjost  We  will  have  to  sarrendv  on 
aome  of  oar  conteatlon^  and  they  will  haTfr  to  sorreod^  on 
some  of  th^rs,  and  we  will  have  a  cosqiKMBlBe,  a  Mil  Which 
wiU  probably  pass  each  Hooae,  realiaing  that  eomprondses  bust 
be  made. 

Nobody  oqMcts  that  we  are  going  to  hava  oar  way  on  « raty- 
thUig.  Bverybody  wiU  admit  that  in  all  leglaiatiaa.  havli  g  to 
do  with  the  Uriff  or  anything  else,  nnleaa  it  la  aomething  lEoot 
which  thcee  is  no  diaai^eement  people  moat  compromise  ;|thesr 
most  sorrender  some  of  their  convictioas  aa  to  what  the  Wkia- 
tion  ought  to  be  In  order  to  get  any  leglsiatioo.  Aa  wlsefleg 
mlatora,  aa  atateaneu,  I  prenune  our  coofereea  and  the 
hKwm  of  the  Hoaae  will  reaUae  that 

There  is  only  one  way  in  whldi  the  bill  coold  he  killed, 
1  have  heard  it  aoggested  a  good  many  ttmes;  that  la,  thai 
Hoose  will  refuse  to  agree  to  any  of  our  ameadmeata,  aac  the 
^wau  gBBMaUy  spaa  king,  ia  conceded  to  voice  the  wish  oi  the 
Preaident  On  the  other  hand,  we  hear  it  said  that  the  I  reai- 
4eat  la  appoaed  to  aome  of  theae  terribly  higfa  ratea.  Son  e  of 
hia  doaeat  fHanda  allege  that  and  say  that  the  Piwdda  t  Is 
niHiiaiMl  to  tbia  bill  aa  the  Senate  Ffaumea  Coaamittee  xept  rted 
it  U  that  la  tme,  thne  will  not  be  mach  diOculty  in  hii]ring 
n  ^  laaaonahla  about  aorrendcaring  en  ratsa  It 


con- 


and 

the 


M<n«OTer.  Mr.  Preaident.  the  Houae  passed  this  blU  saieral 
^ontta  aco;  It  paaaed  It  nnder  a  gag  role,  as  it  neeesaiirily 
most  I  am  not  qpeaking  in  any  criticism.  In  a  body  wl  h  a 
ftwve  mtBihegsidp»  a  tew  moat  neeeatariiy  dMpe  Ici^alatio  i  of 
this  kind.  It  can  not  he  eonatdeved  hi  a  body  us  huge  aa  hat 
and  Mewbara  givan  the  prlTilege  of  ftoe  debate  and  fic«  light 
*•  .'S?  '^*g*-"*^  Bretybody  reallaea,  the  Hove  i  aelf 
lanlmeit  It  SMSt  raalte,  that  there  waa  no  fall,  open  dtaews  don 
of  the  variova  prorlaiooa  fai  the  MIL  neither  the  rateslaor 
Iba  adahUakraCiva  faatnree  of  thIa  MU 
t  OMl  caoalderad  in  the 


'eta  fairly  and  t  korr 


Tha  cooatay  haa  been  diacnsaing  the  bill  since  it  paased  the 
Hoaae.  After  the  House  passed  it  It  was  th(H>oaghly  discussed 
in  the  press  of  the  United  States.  All  over  the  country  It  has 
been  intelligently  discussed  and  analysed,  and  the  country  has 
a  more  definite  idea  to-day  as  to  what  the  bill  Is  than  at  the 
time  it  paased  the  House.  The  people  of  the  country  have  been 
educated  by  the  debates  which  have  taken  place  here.  So  that 
I  do  not  anticipate  any  more  difficulty  than  we  have  under  any 
other  drcomstances  about  the  coofereea  failing  to  agree. 

^niere  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  we  will  not  have  a  tariff 
bilL  We  will  at  least  in  due  course  and  in  the  regular  way.  If 
we  will  stop  talking  about  why  we  can  not  and  why  we  can, 
reach  a  point  where  we  will  get  a  vote  directly  on  whether  the 
Senate  will  pass  the  bill  or  whether  it  will  reject  it 

We  oo^it  to  go  on  and  do  oar  best.  We  ought  to  go  on  dili- 
gently and  hitelligentiy  to  debate  the  bill  and  discuss  it  and  in 
the  end  we  will  get  the  judgment  of  a  majority  of  the  Senate. 

When  the  bill  gets  to  the  conferees,  to  whom  it  will  be  re- 
ferred, and  to  the  House,  they  will  have  the  debate  that  has 
taken  place  in  the  Senate,  and  the  benefit  of  the  diacnssion  that 
has  gone  on  throogboat  the  coontry  since  the  bill  paased  the 
House. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  discouraging  ahead  of  us. 
We  have  not  been  exceptionally  long,  when  we  consider  thA  job 
we  had  before  us.  Here  we  have  a  Mil  brought  In  by  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Finance  Committee.  I  do  not  think  they  handled 
the  matter  in  the  proper  way.  They  excluded  the  minority 
members  when  they  rewrote  the  bill.  That  loigthens  the  de- 
bate here,  there  is  no  doul)t  about  it  and  I  say  that  In  a  fair 
and  honest  critical  way.  I  Intend  it  as  a  criticism.  But  it  Is  a 
crltidsm  which  I  concede  applies  to  every  tariff  bill  that  has 
ever  been  passed.  It  applies  to  every  political  party  that  has 
ever  passed  a  tariff  blli.  or  that  has  ever  been  in  control  of  the 
Congress  when  a  tariff  bill  was  passed.  But  that  is  no  defense 
for  the  unsdentiflc  way  In  which  tariff  bills  have  been  con- 
sidered in  the  past 

Mr.  President  I  want  to  say  that  I  have  been  delight e<l  In 
this  debate  to  hear  trom  the  Democratic  side  the  condemnntlon 
of  that  method,  which  they  followed  when  they  were  In  power, 
just  as  we  followed  It  when  we  were  in  power.  There  will 
never  be  a  time  when  they  can  go  back  on  the  record  they  have 
made  here  about  the  consideratitHi  of  tariff  bills  and  of  the 
am«idments  which  we  have  already  put  into  the  Mil,  and  I  do 
not  believe  that  from  the  Bepnblican  side  there  wUl  ever  come 
another  tariff  bill  considered  as  this  haa  been  conslderefl.  I 
have  heard  the  Repablican  leaders  in  public  debate  here  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  themselves  condemn  the  method,  and  in  a 
general  way  admit  the  error. 

That  is  a  wonderful  thing  to  accomplish,  when  we  have  a 
practical  admission  from  both  political  parties  that  fnrnre 
tariff  bills  will  be  considered  in  a  different  way  from  th.it  in 
whidi  this  and  all  prior  Urlff  Mils  have  baen  considered. 

A  debate  that  will  bring  about  such  a  thing  Is  worth  ^^me- 
thhig.  not  to  us  alone,  but  it  is  worth  something  to  future  gen- 
erationa,  and  if  this  bill  should  be  killed,  or  if  it  should  be 
vetoed,  or  any  provision  we  now  have  In  the  bill  should  go 
out  (rf  it  in  conference,  even  the  admission  that  has  been  made 
here  that  future  tariff  bills  ought  to  be  considered  scientiflcnily. 
with  everybody  entitled  to  representation  represented  In  the 
making  of  tiie  bill,  it  will  be  worth  something  in  future  confer- 
encea^  and  It  will  save  mnch  debate  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  am  sorry  for  having  taken  up  this  much  of  the  time  of  the 
Senate,  bat  the  idea  of  the  tariff  biU  being  dead  tcxlay,  and 
dying  again  to-morrow,  and  behig  revived  again  the  next  day, 
and  talked  about  and  talked  about  is  something  we  on^t  to 
forget  it  aeons  to  me. 

Let  us  go  on  with  the  bUl.  Let  us  take  thene  amendments  up 
and  get  throui^  with  them  just  as  rapidly  as  we  can,  and  if  we 
do  not  flniah  the  consideration  of  the  Mil  In  the  special  seepion. 
let  ua  finish  it  in  the  regular  session.  The  Wll  will  not  be 
dead,  and  I  think  we  should  make  up  our  minds  that  there  Is 
goteg  to  be  no  receni  unless  the  bill  diould  pasa,  and  I  do  not 
anticipate  it  wiU  be  passed  before  the  regular  session  begins. 
This  is  the  bett  thne  of  the  year  to  work.  Let  us  go  on  with 
It  untU  we  finish  it  and  we  wIU  finish  it  In  due  time,  and  we 
will  make  more  rapid  progreas  later,  perhaps,  than  haa  been 
made  q>  to  the  present  time. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  Mr.  Preaident  as  a  aort  of  a  silent  obaerver 
for  a  good  many  days  I  think  I  have  discovered  what  the 
naatter  ia. 

I  have  been  consdoos  of  the  coalition.  I  vote  with  tt  moat  of 
ir  H!^  I^'  ^^  ***°  *  tJVkal  day  in  our  recent  legiala- 
tlve  life.  We  have  been  here  just  five  hours.  Vom  and  a  half 
hours  <rf  that  time  have  been  ^ent  upon  utterly  bootlcM  oiatory. 

JJ'f^PSJ-    »*^  P«*d«»t.  will  the  Sanator^Sd?^^^ 
Mr.  ALLEN.    I  yield. 


'Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  «»e  Senator  to  be  precise.  We  liaTe 
had  the  bill  under  consideration  S6  minutes,  instead  of  aboat 
2S  or  90,  aa  the  Senator  suggested. 

Mr.  ALLEN.    I  retract  my  statement 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  the  Senator  to  be  correct  I  am  going 
to  keep  track  of  ttiis  thing. 

>     Mr.  ALLEN.    I  am  astonished  that  65  minotea  have  been 
ispent  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Fifty-five  mlnntea. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  The  Senator  from  New  York  expressed  a  proper 
concern  wb«i  he  said  that  this  statement  from  the  President 
would  be  taken  by  the  coontry  as  a  crldeian  upon  the  Senate. 
Twice  daring  this  week  I  have  heard  Members  of  the  Senate 
rise  and  plead  for  a  rtatement  from  the  President  and  when  It 
comes  to  the  Senate  we  have  this  sort  of  a  fidd  day.  The  state- 
ment starts  the  pack  off  with  a  cry  against  the  President 

Though  I  have  no  right  to  express  an  (pinion  as  to  what  the 
President  Is  thinking  about  I  dare  say  he  is  entirtiy  familiar 
with  the  very  splendid  reaction  In  his  favor  every  time  the 
Senate  gives  a  field  day  of  the  sort  it  has  given  to-day.  In 
recent  years  the  Senate  has  on  more  than  one  occasion  distin- 
guished itself  fighting  Presidents,  and  every  time  the  Senate 
has  thus  distinguished  itself  the  reputation  of  the  President 
has  gone  up  and  the  reputation  of  the  Senate  has  gone  down 

So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  believe  we  could  pass 
ttie  pending  bill  containing  the  rates  to  which  the  coalition  has 
already  devoted  Itself.  I  will  be  voting  that  way  most  of  the 
time.  But  we  will  never  be  aMe  to  pass  this  bill  until  the 
Members  of  this  body  learn  to  contrcfl  their  feelinga. 

I  will  be  perffecUy  frank.  I  thought  at  first  there  was  a  de- 
sign to  delay  legislation;  bnt  as  I  have  witnessed  this  exhibi- 
tion, I  have  realised  it  is  not  a  design ;  It  is  just  an  utter  In- 
capacity to  control  your  feelings  when  you  arise  to  make  a 
speech. 

If  we  could  devote  our  speeches  to  the  discussion  of  the 
aasues  In  this  bill,  we  would  make  progress. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  ALLEN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Then  I  judge  the  Senator  regrets  that  he 
is  a  Member  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  ALLEN.     Oh,  not  at  alL 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    Does  he  want  to  be  In  a  discredited  bodv? 

Mr.  ALLEN.     How  is  ttwt?  ^^ 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Does  he  want  to  be  a  Member  of  a  dis- 
credited body? 

Mr.  ALLEN.  Oh.  na  I  would  like  to  eUy  here  long 
enough— I  think  perchance  we  may  Improve  this  body,  which 
la  not  perfect 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  It  has  been  very  greatly  Improved  since  the 
Senator  came. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  can  not  understand  the  Senator.  If  he  will 
not  epeak  so  fast  and  if  he  will  address  me  properly  having 
addressed  the  Vice  President  first  and  then  give  me  time  to 
understand  what  he  says,  I  will  try  to  answer  him. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    I  do  not  expect  to  live  that  k>i«.    [Laogh- 

Mr.  ALLEN.  Aa  I  was  going  to  say,  Mr.  President  if  any 
new  material  were  brought  into  these  hours  ot  debate  that 
would  aid  us  in  digeathig  this  tariff  bUl  then  I  would  be  glad 

^'ILT^f'  ****"  ^^^  *•  ■•*"'  ^  the  progieas  of  the  debate,  bat 
most  ot  the  material  that  comes  in  is  material  that  has  bera 
^w  o«^  by  the  experts;  it  has  been  before  both  committees 
and  M^nbers;  moat  of  the  Members  who  have  heard  it  agaia 
come  here  with  their  minds  made  up  as  to  how  they  are  going 
to  vote.  They  have  the  information  with  which  to  vote  Intel- 
ligently upon  this  bill,  but  they  are  chained  to  their  seats  hoar 
after  hour,  hour  after  hour,  because  of  the  apparent  neceasity 
for  the  expresaion  of  all  thia  oratory,  much  of  which  la  entirely 
Irrelevant. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  I  dislike  to  delay  the  Ben- 
ate,  but  the  Senator  from  Kansas  provokes  me  into  partici- 
pating in  this  discussion. 

Thia  la  an  unusual  occasion.  We  did  not  Invite  thia  particu- 
lar statement  Some  of  ua  have  believed  that  the  Preaident 
Mnce  he  called  the  Congress  Into  extraordinary  session  to  re- 
vise the  tariff  and  paas  farm  legislation,  ought  to  take  Into  his 
confidence  his  party  leaders,  and  make  some  sUtement  aa  to 
what  his  views  are. 

For  that  reason  we  have  deemed  it  necessary  to  say  some- 
thing on  aeveral  occasions.  But  In  this  sUtement  the  Preaident 
says  nothing  exoept  to  shame  certain  Republican  leaders  who 
went  up  to  see  him,  uninvited,  and  he  tells  the  coantiy  how 
Ignorant  he  Is  with  reference  to  the  tariff  queotioa. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    Bveryhody  knew  *^«t 
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Mr.  &ABRI80N.  Biat  ia  abont  aff  that  the  sUtemeot  «yt. 
I^  us  analyae  it  for  a  moment  since  the  Senator  from  g*n— jf 
[Mr.  Aiuw]  and  some  other  Senators  say  that  it  wUl  be  her- 
alded to  the  country  that  the  Preaident  has  whipped  the  Senate 
again  and  that  the  Senate  has  once  more  been  discredited  Let 
2*  "L^'i*^  Senate  that  If  the  Republican  leaderahlp  has  been 
^tecredited,  we  are  not  to  be  blamed  for  it.  The  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ran]  acknowledges  his  leadership  in  thia 
body.  He  said  that  the  RepubUcan  leadership  can  not  get 
togrther  on  the  bUL  I  admit  his  leadership.  He  Ia  an  able  and 
matinguidied  Member  of  this  body.  He  has  fine  foresight  He 
knows  what  he  Is  about  and  he  can  generally  do  what  he 
undertakes  to  do.  He  admits  that  the  bU!  Is  dead.  He  adnlta 
that  Reinibfica&  leadendiip  can  not  revive  It  Then  he  hurls, 
not  abuse,  not  praise,  but  criticism  at  thoae  of  us  who  are  work- 
ing together  here  in  trying  to  effect  a  revigton  of  aome  of  the 
rates.  T*e  Senator  from  Virginia  (Mr.  SwAjraojr]  and  the  Sen- 
ator from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  stated  a  while  ago  that  there 
Is  no  coalition  ao  far  aa  getting  together  tn  agreement  upon  the 
rates  is  concerned,  and  there  has  not  beat 

][  am  a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee.  There  has  never 
been  any  anderstanding  between  Senators  on  the  other  side  of 
the  aisle  and  those  of  us  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  with  r^^rence 
to  any  particular  rate.  We  have  fought  for  what  we  thoo^t 
was  right  We  have  offered  amendments  to  reduce  rates  when 
we  believed  that  the  rates  proposed  were  too  hi^.  We  havd 
voted  for  some  increases  over  the  present  duties.  The  fttct  that 
certain  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  agree  with  us 
Witt  reference  to  some  matters  or  that  we  agree  with  them  is 
onlj  a  colncid«ice.  All  praise  should  be  given  to  them  for  hav- 
ing the  courage  to  defy  prpsent  Repablican  leadership  here  and. 
If  necessary,  defy  their  own  President  In  order  to  vote  their 
conaclentlons  convictions.  Unless  I  am  mistaken  In  the  signs 
of  the  times,  the  American  people  wUl  diower  praise  upon  them 
where  they  will  denounce,  as  they  are  now  dohig,  the  action  of 
other  RepoMlcans  hi  fostering  this  bill  and  trying  to  f^»ce 
through  tills  body  so  many  IndefenslMe  Increaaed  rates. 

So  we  are  not  going  to  try  to  further  a  propoaal  framed 
ttrough  the  worst  method  that  was  ever  concocted  by  any  set 
of  legislators  In  all  the  history  of  the  country.  Incidents  have 
been  revealed  and  facts  exposed  In  connection  with  the  writing 
of  these  tariff  rates  that  have  not  only  diacredlted  Senators 
individually,  but  have  reflected  upon  this  body.  It  will  prove 
disastrous  in  the  future  to  those  Soutors  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Chamber  who  have  stood  and  will  stand  with  thoae  who 
framed  this  Mllr  :< 

Of  coorae  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ra3>l  can  do 
that  becaoae,  to  defend  his  course,  he  will  have  a  great  champion 
In  Mr.  Orandy.  of  his  SUte.  and  of  course  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  BrNOHAX]  will  have  an  ardent  champion  to 
defend  his  coarse  in  the  person  of  Mr.  Byanson.  of  Connecticut 
But  the  rank  and  file  of  Senators  who  have  been  standbig  with 
the  RepubUcan  leadership  whidi  drafted  the  bHI  are  going  to 
find  themselves  left  in  the  lurdi  when  they  go  before  their  own 
peeirfe. 

The  President  ia  this  statement  haa  osed  thia  significant 
language : 

The  Prestdent  haa  declined  to  Intofer*  or  to  riQiiss  any  opfnloD  oa 
tbe  details  of  rates  or  any  compronilae  thereof,  as  It  to  ebvlotu  that  if 
for  oo  other  leaaon,  he  coold  act  pretend  to  have  the  nncfwrj  Informa- 
tion In  reapect  to  many  thonaanda  ot  durerent  eommodlties  which  aneh 
determination  reqidrea. 

He  admits  that  he  knows  nothing  aboirt  it  and  yet  he  eoo> 
dndea  the  atateoMut  by  telling  the  Senate  that  we  ought  to  pasa 
the  bill  in  the  next  10  daya.  That  Is  about  the  only  thing  to 
whldi  he  doea  commit  hlmaelf ,  except  that  he  says  that  the  sitn- 
ation  ia  "  very  grave."  Oentlemea  on  the  other  side  of  the  aiale 
who  aaw  fit  In  the  interest  of  th^r  party  to  vlait  tbt  President 
yesterday  and  try  to  exchange  views  with  htm  with  refermee 
to  the  aituatlon  tor  the  parpoae  of  *'g«ttlm  together**  should 
feel  a  little  hit  chagrined,  if  not  humiliated.  In  thia  pahUe 
statemmit  the  Preaident  aald  that  you  were  uninvited  gnaots^ 
that  you  came  there  voluntarily,  not  at  his  aaggaati<m.  Ha 
wante  to  tosep  away  from  yoa  as  polaonona  thlnga,  yon  who  hava 
handled  the  bill,  yon  who  have  framed  it  He  la  afraid  to 
touch  yoa  1 

Yea;  the  Preaident  is  brave  enough  in  thia  statanMot  to  aay: 
"The  President  said  he  has  uniformly  atatsd  hia  poidtion  that 
campaign  promises  should  be  earrled  oat  by  whkdi  adequate 
protection  shonld  be  given  to  agriculture  and  to  the  Indnstrlea 
where  the  duuiges  in  economic  Mtoatlona  disnsial  that  aariat* 
ance."  That  is  what  ttie  coalition  is  trying  to  do.  The  de- 
benture shoold  meet  that  piadge.  The  rataa  we  will  advocate 
and  hove  to  adopt  will  help  him  to  vadeem  that 
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Iw.  We  an  brjtag  to  pK«fT«Bt  those  who  tnmmi  Che  bill,  whc 
hare  dcurtrvd  africaltnre  ot  Juat  and  ttJx  tvaatment,  froa 
pOlnf  fa^ilwr  the  bencAU  to  the  indnatrtea  of  tte  cooatiT.  an^ 
therebj  adding  greater  hardens  to  the  Ameiiean  oonaomer  and 
pfodneeg.  We  haye  shown  bj  reaaon  and  logle  and  facta  the 
Indefeanlhla  poaltlon  that  amniwtaia  ot  the  MB  are  in  by  reaaoe 
of  their  attempts  to  rate  ttm  rates  In  the  earthenware^  metal, 
and  other  achednlea  to  audi  an  extent  that  the  eonntry  U 
amaned,  and  I  am  avrprtaed  thdt  the  Senatom  ictexnd  to  have 
not  leBaed  It  and  been  conrlnccd,  beeanae  tte  pceaa  from  ou 
cad  of  the  eoontxy  to  the  other,  and  the  peopin  Bknwte^  knc 
that  the  biU  tn  the  form  In  which  it  was  reported  oat  o<  the 


No;  tha  rrsildent  can  not  expect  too  mneh.  I  am  serty  timt 
he  did  not  see  tt  aome  three  or  f onr  BMntha  ago  to  aak  the 

Senate  to  pam  tlie  bin  witlUa  two  mootlw  or  aix  wed 
then  gire  hla  rlewa  to  tlie  Sepoblicaa  leadenh^  ao  ttat 
thing  ml^t  ba^  been  done.  Bat  at  thia  late  hoor,  when  all 
thhi  confMon  Is  opoa  a%  he  tells  as  that  nnlnvlted  gnssts 
to  the  White  Boose  and  presented  this  reaaon  and  ttat  i 
tag  tta.  dsiaj  and  fallare  of  the  Mil  to  paap,  and  says  that  he 
toM  them  thegr  shonM  go  back  and  pam  ttie  Mil  wtthtn  the  neart 
10  days. 

So  &r  as  delay  is  concerned,  there  has  been  aoow  delay 
toKlay.  bat  the  statement  of  the  Preeident  Is  naponaihie  tor 
acnae  of  the  delay.  Hare  we  not  a  right  to  expiem  onrsdies 
with  leffaenue  to  his  statemeotT  Is  not  the  country  Intetcstad 
in  kaiowlng  the  other  Me  of  the  qoeetloa?  Of 
that  la  the  reaaon  for  the  Uttle  delay  to-day.  The 
Utah  (Mr.  Bmoov]  knows  tiiat  the  minority  membeva  <rf  the 
conunittee  have  not  nnneneamrily  delayed  cooalderatloo  of  the 
Mn  or  of  a  aingle  item  in  it  We  have  amuiod  htan  mid  we  now 
reasmre  him  that  we  are  going  to  be^  eocpedUe  eonaideratl<» 
of  the  rates  and  at  least  get  to  a  final  Tote  as  soon  aa  poasible 
npon  the  bilL 

If  r.  8M00T.  Mr.  President,  I  sincerely  hope  now  that  we 
may  glva  10  or  15  ayaotea  of  ov  tiaae  to  consideration  of  the 
MIL    I  tfk  that  the  max  amendment  be  atated. 

The  yiGV  PBHttDBNT.    The  next 
wiU  be  atated. 

The  iMBMLAXtfrn^  Guess.  In  paragraph  »,  page  7,  nne  10, 
the  coaualttea  proposee  to  strike  ont  "  three-foarths  of,"  in  the 
paragraph  relating  to  chalk  or  whiting  or  Paris  white,  ao  aa  to 
read  "graond  in  oil  (potty),  1  cant  per  poond." 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  PresidMit,  it  Is  obvloas  that  the  conaidaration 
of  this  amendment  at  this  time  will  not  be  decisive  of  the  qnes- 
tlon  InTohred.  The  committee  have  asMaded  the  Mil  by  In- 
essasing  the  daty  on  dbmXk  or  whitlag  or  Paris  white  grooad 
la  eilw-potty— fkmn  three>fowths  of  1  cent  per  poond  to  1 
cent  per  poond.  There  la  aboelately  no  excnae  whatever  for 
increasing  the  doty  nptm  potty  anless  it  Is  baaed  opon  the 
tteory  that  we  are  to  Increase  the  doty  on  chalk  or  whiting  or 
Paris  ^Mt»,  and  also  on  linseed  «a<  We  hare  not  yet  dealt 
with  the  oU  foestlon.  That  wlU  come  op  Mter,  as  I  am  ad- 
Tised.  We  bare  not  dealt  with  flaxseed,  beeanae  that  is  the 
basis  of  any  doty  opmi  lins^  oil.  or  rather  the  doty  iq>on  Un- 
seed oil  depends  npon  the  di^weitlon  that  Is  made  of  the  doty 
on  flaxseed.  I  ask  my  cc^eagoe  now  whether  thoe  is  any 
wisdom  tn  oor  taking  op  thia  Item  In  riew  of  the  fact  that  the 
qoestton  of  flaxseed  Is  nndlqweed  of  and  will  not  be  reached 
for  a  ctmalderahle  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  course,  I  want  the  Senate  to  agree  or  dla- 
agree  to  the  amendment.  If  there  is  any  change  made  in  the 
rate  on  flaToead  or  in  the  rate  on  Unseed  oU  as  pxorided  by 
proclamation  of  the  President,  then  we  wlU  retom  to  this  item 
and  proTida  a  eompenaatory  doty  at  Jost  what  It  ooght  to  be. 
Bot  I  do  believo  the  amendment  ooght  to  be  acted  on  at  this 
time;  and  that  we  Aoold  deian  op  aU  of  the  ameodments  to 
each  aehedoie,  achedole  by  aehedole,  as  we  proceed  with  the 
MU. 

Mr.  KOfQ.  It  aeana  to  me  we  are  potting  the  cart  befme 
the  home  In  ao  doing.  Moreover,  any  action  taken  now  with 
regard  to  thia  partlcolar  Item  depends  finaUy  opon  the  dlsposi- 
tlon  which  simfi  be  smde  of  chalk  or  whiting.  We  can  not 
edBsr  an  amwihaini  to  that  provlsioo  at  the  preaent  time,  al- 
thoagh  the  Haoae  and  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  majority 
membera  have  Increaaed  the  rate  from  25  per  cent  ad  valorem 
to  1T5  per  sent.  That  la  Oe  eifcct  of  the  Increaae  on  chalk  or 
whltiiw  or  Parla  wMte. 

Mr.  MDOK    Mr.  President 

The  yiGB  PBniDBMT.  Doea  the  Senator  tnm  Utah  yield 
to  the  Saantar  fnm  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  KINa    I  yield. 

Mr.  MDCOL    It  sseam  that  the  debate  mart  neeesaarUy  be  a 
«<  paUcy,  aa  the  Seaator  haa  Indicated.    The  Boose  has 


already  ralaed  the  doty  on  whiting.  Under  onr  nnanlmon»-con- 
sent  agreement  we  can  not  even  discoss  that  qnestion  at  this 
time.  As  I  onderstand,  the  program  is  to  go  on  throogh  the 
varloaa  adbedoles,  so  it  is  indefinite  whm  we  wiU  reach  It  So 
long  as  it  ronalns  in  the  bUl  as  the  rate  on  whiting  there 
can  not  be  a  question  of  doubt  that  putty  la  entitled  to  three- 
foorths  of  1  cent  compensatory  doty.  My  memorandum  shows 
that  the  compensatory  duty  allowed  in  the  three-foarths  cf  1 
cent  per  pound  for  putty  Is  less  from  the  conversion  stand- 
point than  the  compeaisatory  duty  allowed  now  In  the  existing 
doty  on  whiting.  In  other  words,  we  are  not  provhling  for  as 
much  conversion  as  we  do  under  the  present  law. 

Mr.  KINO.  Let  me  ask  my  friend  from  New  Jersey,  who  la 
disposed  to  be  a  very  fair  man  and  a  good  legislator.  If  he  doea 
not  think  that  it  la  unfair  to  increase  the  duty  on  potty,  an 
article  or  commodity  so  indiq;)ensaMe  now  In  boUdins,  when 
bonding  operations  are  so  exp^wlve?  Why  not  disagree  to  the 
proposed  amendment  on  potty,  and  when  we  reach  whiting  that 
wlU  be  an  additional  reason  fw  as  to  reject  the  action  of  the 
Booae  and  the  action  of  the  Finance  Ooramlttee  In  increasing 
the  tariff  dnty  on  whiting?  But  if  we  now  accept  the  increased 
doty  on  potty,  thai  when  we  come  to  offer  an  amendment  to 
wMtlng  it  wiU  be  said,  "  But  you  have  Increased  the  duty  on 
potty  opon  the  thecNry  that  there  would  be  an  increase  on  whit- 
ing, and  therefore  we  should  adhere  to  the  dnty  on  whiting." 

Mr.  WDQK.  Mr.  President  It  seems  to  me  there  is  a  distinc- 
tion without  a  difference  In  the  Senator's  argument  We  could 
do  it  in  dther  way,  but  the  fkct  remains  that  the  bUl  before  us 
has  ralaed  the  dnty  on  whiting.  It  is  impossible  for  us  to 
change  tt  at  this  thne.  ThM^^ore,  If  we  are  going  to  perfect  the 
bUl  as  we  go  along,  it  seems  to  me  thst  the  only  businesslike 
aaethod  to  porsoe  is  to  accept  the  compensatory  duty  that  has 
bean  figored  oot  as  I  have  alrMdy  said,  on  a  basis  of  less 
than  the  conversion  cost  If,  later,  an  amendment  should  be 
oCeind,  aa  ao  doobt  It  wUl  be  offered,  te  rednce^  the  rate  on 
whiting  as  provided  by  the  Hoose,  and  that  amendment  shooM 
prevail,  there  could  not  be  any  contention  against  reducing  the 
doty  on  potty  in  proportion. 

Mr.  BABKLBY.    Mr.  President 

The  PBBSIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  BiAiwa  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  the  Senator  firom  Ken- 
to*^? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  we  should  pass  this  biU  within  the  next 
two  weeks,  we  might  not  ev«i  reiul  the  Item  as  to  putty;  we 
might  not  even  get  a  vote  «i  It ;  so  that  we  might  as  well  take 
care  of  the  situation  while  we  are  facing  it 

Mr.  SMOOT  and  Mr.  COPBLAND  addraseed  the  Chair 

The  PBBSIDINO  OFFICBR  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  KINO.  I  yield  first  to  my  c<Aleague,  but  I  do  net  yield 
the  floor. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Under  the  duty  on  putty,  let  us  see  Jort  what 
the  compensatory  doty  should  be.  It  takes  86  pounds  of  whit- 
ing to  make  a  hmidred  pounds  of  putty;  at  0.4  of  a  cent  the 
dnty  on  whiting  would  represent  34  centa  Also  m  a  hundred 
pounds  of  putty  there  are  15  pounds  of  linaeed  oil,  the  duty 
on  which  at  S.7  cents  would  make  55.5  cents.  So  the  total 
would  be  88JS  cents  a  hundred  pounds.  What  we  have  given 
here  Is  1  cent  a  pound.  Hie  actual  differential  Is  8.96  of  a 
cent  That  is  why  the  rate  was  increased  from  the  House  rate 
of  three-fourths  of  a  cent  a  pound. 

If  the  rate  on  Unseed  oil  shall  be  Increased  from  the  rate 
now  provided  In  the  blU  or  If  the  flaxseed  duty  shall  be  in- 
creased— and  both  bear  a  duty  at  preaent  under  preRldential 
proclamation,  and  we  have  put  in  the  bill  the  rate  prescribed 
under  the  presidential  proclamation — then,  of  course,  we  will 
have  to  return  to  the  putty  Item  and  change  the  rate;  bot 
I  do  not  think  there  Is  going  to  be  any  increase  on  the  other 
Items  I  have  named. 

Mr.  BARRISON.  Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
soggestion? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  BABRISON.  If  that  la  true,  then  why  not  pass  over 
this  particular  item?  We  would  save  that  mach  debate,  and 
then  we  can  come  back  to  it  after  the  Senate  has  taken  action 
*■  ^[•'fJi  *^J?*®  **™'y  ^°  flaxseed  and  the  duty  on  linseed  oil. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  would  nerer  get  through  the  bUl  lo  that 
way.  It  seems  to  me. 

Ifr.  BABRISON.  If  the  method  I  have  suggested  were  pur- 
sued, we  would  not  have  to  take  two  or  three  whacks  at  It 

Mr.  SMOOT.    We  may  not  take  any.    I  do  not  think  there 
WlU  be  any  increaae  in  the  duty  on  Unseed  oU  and  on  flaxseed 
because  both  of  them  at  present  bear  dutlea  under  proclamation 
of  the  Pieaident  of  the  United  States. 
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Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  agree  with  my  eoUesgoe 
in  the  suggestion  whidi  he  has  made.  First,  we  have  dwik  or 
whiting,  and  the  propositimi  is— of  course,  we  can  not  s»t«>m|i#  it 
now  under  the  rule — to  raise  the  rate  from  25  per  oeait  to  17B.7S 
per  cmt  had  when  the  rate  on  that  item  is  raised  from  25  per 
cent  ad  valorem  to  175.76  per  cent  ad  valorem,  then  obviou^, 
because  it  is  one  of  the  principal  component  parts  of  potty,  there 
would  have  to  be  a  compensatory  duty  on  putty.  A  proposition 
is  made  to  increase  the  rate  from  37.37  per  cent  to  40.82  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  and  the  reason  urged  for  increasing  the  rate  on 
putty  from  87  plus  to  40  plus  is  that  we  are  increasing  the  rate 
or  duty  on  chalk  or  whiting  from  25  per  cent  to  175  per  cent, 
and  there  has  been  a  presidential  proclamation  with  respect  to 
Unseed  oU  and  with  respect  to  flaxseed.  When  we  reach  those 
items.  It  is  asserted  we  wiU  raise  the  duties  on  each  ot  those 
Items  up  to  the  standard  set  by  the  presidential  prodamation, 
and,  therefore,  it  must  follow  that  we  should  raise  the  duty  on 
pntty.  -^ 

.   Mr.  SMOOT.    The  proclamation  rates  are  In  the  bUl  now,  I 
wiU  say  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  KING.    I  know,  hut  we  have  not  reached  them  as  yet 
■   Mr.  SllOOT.    No ;  but  I  do  not  think  there  Is  going  to  be  any 
change  In  the  rates  as  fixed  by  the  presidential  proclamation. 

Mr.  KING.    I  think  there  wiU  be ;  there  may  be,  at  any  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  there  should  be,  the  proper  rate  as  to  potty 
could  be  figured  out  In  two  minutes. 

Mr.  KING.  There  has  been  no  presidential  imwlamation  with 
respect  to  the  rate  on  whiting;  but  if  we  adopt  the  jH-oposed 
rate  on  putty  there  will  be  a  strong  argument  to  hdopt  the  175 
per  .cent  rate  oa  whiting. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  A  report  on  whiting  has  been  sent  by  the  Tariff 
Commission  to  the  Preeident 

Mr.  President  I  will  do  anything  in  the  world  In  ordw  to 
hasten  the  consideration  and  passage  of  the  bill;  I  wiU  fMlow 
any  course  the  Senate  may  desire. 

Mr.  KING.  I  suggest  then,  that  we  disagree  to  the  committee 
amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  can  not  consent  to  that  I  am  perfectly 
willing  that  we  should  pass  it  over,  and  pass  over  any  other 
amendsMnt  but  let  us  get  to  something  upon  which  we  can  act. 

Mr.  KING.  That  is  exactiy  what  I  have  been  trying  to  da 
I  ask  that  the  amendment  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  the  amendment  ,go  over.  I  want  some  kind 
of  action  on  something. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President  If  the  Senator  will  yield-  ■ 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  has  beea  requested  that  the  aaieodment  go 
over,  and  I  hope  that  we  may  take  up  the  next  amandment 
.    The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  ot^jection,  the  amendment 
will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  object  until  I  can  get  this  sentence  oot  of 
my  mouth.  We  might  as  well  vote  on  this  amendment  now 
inasmuch  as  debate  has  been  exhausted.  If  we  should  pass  it 
over,  and  come  back  to  it  It  will  probaUy  reqidre  as  much  more 
debate  before  we  shaU  vote  on  it  as  it  has  required  in  thia 
instance.  If  we  shaU  change  the  rate  on  Unseed  oil,  the  same 
debate  would  be  brought  on  again. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  amend- 
ment wiU  be  passed  over.  The  next  amendment  passed  over  wUl 
he  stated. 

The  IjBoisi:.attvs  Cuouc  The  next  amendment  passed  over  is 
on  page  14,  In  line  8,  after  the  word  "  derivativea,"  to  insert 
"vanillin,  from  whatever  aource  obtained,  derived,  or  manu- 
factured." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  should  Uke  to  ask  now  if  we 
can  not  take  up  the  qnestion  of  American  valuation,  and  decide 
that  whlcb  will  obviate  debate  on  a  number  of  other  Items 
which  are  held  up  on  that  account? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  does  the  Senator  ask  unanl- 
moos  request  ihttt  American  valuation  be  taken  op  now? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  asked  that  It  be  taken  up  two  or  three 
times  prevlourty,  and  I  have  done  so  now ;  but  I  presume  there 
will  be  objecti(m,  and  so  I  will  not  Insist  on  It 

Mr.  GEOROB.  I  have  no  dteposltion  to  object  but  the 
Senator  from  WIsconain  [Mr.  La  Foii*rnc]  asked  that  it  go  over 
untn  he  could  return. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Very  weU.  let  it  go  over. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Let  the  Secretary  report  the  next  amend- 
ment 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  next  amendment  Is  on  page  14. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  Is.  on 
page  14,  lUie  8,  to  insert  "  vanllUn."    It  has  already  been  stated. 

Mr.    KINO.    Mr.    President    that    amendment    Involres    the 
question  of  American  valuation,  but  if  the  Semitor  Insists  upon  - 
taking  up  the  item  of  vanUlin  I  shaU  not  resist  it  although  the 


8«mtor  fhun  Wiscomdn  is  rtxj  anxfoos  to  dlseom  the  amend- 
mcnt 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  this  amendment  depend  opon  whether 
we  shaU  retain  or  reject  American  valuation? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  at  aU ;  hot  let  It  go  over. 

Mr.  KING.  It  does  depend  on  that  Mr.  President  Tlw 
proposition  is  to  transfer  vanillin  from  the  forelfn  valuation 
to  American  valuation;  that  Is  the  principle  Involved  In  the 
amendment.  Of  course,  If  we  can  defeat  this  amendmwt  as 
we  ought  to  do,  then,  I  presume.  It  woold  leave  the  Item  under 
foreign  valoiitiott. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wish  to  soggest  to  the  Senator  that  under 
the  ruling  of  the  Treasury  Department  v^nUlIn  has  been  under 
American  valoation  for  years ;  and  we  are  putting  it  now  under 
American  voloation  In  tiie  blU  in  conformity  with  the  roling 
of  the  department    That  is  all  there  la  to  it 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Mr.  President - 

The  VICE  PRBSIDKNT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yltid 
to  die  Senator  from  WlsconslnT 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  My  eoHeague  [Mr.  La  FounmE]  Is  faitereeted 
In  the  questloo  of  American  valuation  as  applfed  to  vanlUin. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    We  are  not  now  taking  up  American  valuation. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    It  is  not  proposed  to  take  It  up  at  this  timet 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No.  ^ 

Mr.  BLAlNB.  I  wish  to  suggest  that  my  collea«;oe  is  neeen< 
scrtly  absent  hut  wiU  be  in  the  Senate  Chamber  on  Monday 
morning. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  already  agreed  that  American  valuation 
shaO  go  over. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  thank  fiie  Senator. 

Tbe  nOB  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob|ectloa,  tihe  ammdment 
will  go  over. 

itt.  SMOOT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  pending  amendment 
Mr.  President? 

Mr.  KING.    May  I  Inquire  whldi  amendment  that  Is? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  amendment  relative  to  vanUlin. 

Mr.  KING.  I  thought  that  was  the  one  the  Senator  asked  to 
go  over? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No.  I  mady  said  that  ttie  item  ia  praposed  ts 
be  put  under  American  valuation,  as  at  the  present  time  uadsf 
a  Trensary  decision  It  is  onder  American  vsluallon.  We  are 
in  this  Instance  merely  adhering  to  that  position. 

Mr.  KING.  T%e  Senator  knows  that  la  the  act  of  1922  there 
was  no  phrpose  to  have  vnniUin  placed  onder  American  val- 
uation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  under  the  ruling  of  the  Treasury  Deport- 
hient  it  has  been  i^aced  onder  American  valoatian.  Bowover, 
if  tlie  Senator  objects,  let  it  go  over. 

Mr.  KING.    I  object. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Over  it  goe*,  . 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  wIU  be  passed 
over.  WiU  the  chairman  of  th<i  oommittee  ln<U(xte  the  next 
amendment  he  desires  to  have  conaidered? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  next  amendment  is  on  page  14,  line  17, 
rdating  to  i^nthetlc  indigo  and  sulphur  Mack. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  I  regret  to  aiveal  to  the  Senator 
again,  but  those  are  amendments  which  the  Senator  from  Win* 
cousin  [Mr.  La  Fouxm]  desired  to  discoss  when  they  were 
being  considered.  They  can  be  discussed  at  the  ssme  time  that 
we  take  op  the  American  valnatloB,  and  we  can  have  the  qoen- 
ttons  determined  In  one  debate  Instead  of  a  double  debate.     .  i 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Hiia  la  quite  a  different  thing  from  that 
There  are  rates  involved,  and  the  rate  proposed  by  the  Senate 
committee  is  a  redoctiuo  from  the  rate  in  the  present  law. 
Bow«ver,  of  eoone.  it  had  better  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  win  be  passed 
over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  are  certainly  hastening  action  on  the  Mil 
y&ry  rapidly. 

Mr.  President  the  next  amendment  passed  over  Is  on  page 
2a,  lines  17, 18^  and  19,  proposliw  to  strike  out— 

PAS.  SX  Iteithol,  T6  eats  per  roood;  satwsl  enOe  eaaphor  sad 
qmtlMdc  esapbor,  1  cent  par  pouad ;  astnnil  retecd  esBphor.  6  eeats 
per  pound. 

Mr.  BARRISON.    Mr.  President  wfll  the  Senator  ylrid? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Missfssipitf? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARRISON.  IMs  Is  an  amendment  in  which  I  under- 
stand the  Smator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Fbcxjarsj  la  Inter- 
ested? 

Mr.  nsOE.  Mr.  President  the  Senate  may  recall  that  this 
paragraph  was  before  the  Senate  a  few  days  ago^  and  at  the 
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tliM  I  soneated  tbat  I  wouM  secure  additional  Informatioii  as 
to  the  estabUshment  <rf  a  plant  in  New  Jersey  tor  tbe  productioa 
of  ajntbetk  camplior. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  will  tbe  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tbe  Senator  ttom  New  Jersey 
yield  to  tbe  Senatw  from  MlasLssippl? 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Is  this  tbe  amendment  in  whleh  tlM  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  FoixBrrs]  is  interestad? 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  was  Just  about  to  remark  that  tlie  Senator 
jbroB  Wisconsin  erinced  considerable  interest  in  tlie  amendmoit 
at  tlie  time.  I  am  preiaued  to  preaent  tbe  situation,  bat  because 
of  his  absence  I  think  it  should  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  wiU  ba  passed 
oftr.  Will  the  Senator  from  Utah  state  tbe  next  amendment  he 
desires  conaUered? 

Mr.  8MOOT.    I  wiU  In  a  moment. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  tbe  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Thomas]  if  he  is  willing  to  take  up  the  oils  paragrai^ 

BOW? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.    I  think  we  can  take  It  vp. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  That  is  aU  that  la  left,  with  the  exceptlofi  of 
the  itesMS  that  we  have  been  asked  to  pass  over  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  Pnwident.  I  think  I  shaU  hare  to  ask  that 
the  poUcy  we  Irnve  fi^owed  beretcrfnre  be  followed  in  this  case 
and  that  tbe  committee  amendments  be  disposed  of  ftrst. 

Mr.  MoKWI.ItAB.  Thon  we  shall  have  to  go  to  the  next 
achedule. 

Mr.  8M00T.  They  are  the  only  mies  that  are  paand  orer. 
Then  we  wUl  take  ap  tbe  oils  schedule. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  desire  to  say  that  I  took  that  position  because 
that  ia  what  I  have  understood  all  the  time.  I  understood  it 
•Ten  an  boor  ago. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  On  page  28  is  the  amendment  dealing  with 
Tanillln.  That,  I  suppose,  will  go  over  with  the  oth«r  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  McKBLLAR    That  wiU  go  over  with  the  others? 

Mr.  8MOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  may  I  Inquire  of  my  colleague 
what  diapositiou  was  made  of  the  amendment  on  line  12, 
pa«e  24? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  was  agreed  to.  That  waa  a  presidential 
proclamation. 

Mr.  GOPELAND.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRBSIDUrr.  Does  the  Senator  from  UUh  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  OOPBLAMD.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  be  was  to  get 
cerUin  information  about  glue.  Has  that  come  to  liim  as  yet? 
That  ia  on  page  22,  paragraph  42. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    As  I  remember,  timt  was  the  tedinical  Infor- 

ition  as  to  gelatin. 

Mr.  OOPBLAND.    Yes;  and  the  deflnitloo. 
SMOOT.    No ;  I  hare  not  rec^ved  it  yet 
€X>Pia«AND.    Then  we  will  take  that  up  at  a  later  time. 
SMOOT.    That  is  only  a  question  of  wording. 
HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  why  do  we  not  proeaed  with 
the  earthenware  achedule? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  going  at  this  time  to  aA  unanimous  con- 
sent to  take  up  Jie  oils  paragraphs  and  ha^e  indlrldnal  am«td- 
BMUts  otftored  to  them.  That  is  all  we  have  at  tiiis  particnlar 
time. 

Mr.  HARBISON.    This  is  on  the  oils  paragraphs? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    On  the  <rfls  paragraidis. 

Mr.  GOUZBNS.    What  Is  the  propoaitkin? 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.    Will  the  Senator  state  hla  request? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  aak  unanimous  consent  that  tbe  Senate  c(m- 
Mdar^e  oils  paragraphs,  and  allow  individual  amendments  to 
ba  oJteted  to  fhmi. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    Is  not  thst  in  violation  of  the  agreement? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  aak  uaantmooa  consent  that  tiiat  be  dene. 

Mr.  CODZENa  Mr.  President,  if  that  is  to  be  done  in  one 
case,  why  not  in  all  casee?  The  Senator  from  Utah  la  in  fivor 
of  deaning  up  each  schedule  at  a  time.  Tbat  has  not  been 
agreed  to  by  some  otl>er  Smators. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    And  I  can  not  get  an  agreement 

Mr.  COUZENS.  And  we  can  not  get  an  agreement  to  dean 
vp  one  schedule  at  a  time;  and,  yet,  when  somebody  comes 
along  and  wants  to  pot  over  one  particular  proposal  in  a 
achednia  it  aeens  to  be  in  order  to  have  tbe  peeMBt  agreement 
▼Itdatad.  

Mr.  McKELLAR.  We  ought  not  to  stop  simply  becauae  we 
kave  Unishad  all  that  we  oan  in  ona  arhndaki.    it  aasaw  to  ma. 
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as  a  matter  of  fact  that  we  onght  to  go  on  with  tbe  next 
sc-hedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  have  not  flniabed  all  tbe  amendments  in 
that  schedule. 

Mr.  MoKELLAR.  I  know ;  but  there  are  some  that  have  been 
passed  over  because  of  the  absence  of  Senators,  and,  where  tbat 
has  been  done,  surely  we  ought  to  take  up  the  next  schedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Is  there  any  objection  to  taking  up  the  olUi 
schedule  now? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  'nte  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jones] 
has  objected  to  taking  op  the  oils  schedule  now.  He  objected 
a  while  agoi,  and  insisted  upon  proceeding  under  our  unanimous* 
consent  agreement 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then,  let  us  proceed  with  Schedule  2,  Earths, 
Baithenware,  and  Qlassware,  beginning  on  page  35. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  tbe  first  amend- 
ment in  Schedule  2. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  a  number  of  Senators  have 
asked  me  to  see  that  a  quorum  was  called  when  this  schedule 
was  taken  up.    Ther^ore,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quornm. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

llie  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


AJ1«B 

OlUett 

A«hunrt 

Olasa 

BarkkT 

01«on 

Bfaisiuiin 

Ooff 

Black 

OoldatHtrongh 

Blaine 

Goold 

Bleue 

Greene 

Borah 

Hale 

Brock 

Uarrto 

Brookhart 

Harrtaon 

Broiuaard 

Uastiiiga 

Caraway 

Hawea 

Copebutd 

Haydea 
Hebert 

Consena 

Cottlog 

HeSln 

richer 

Howell 
Johnaon 

Frasier 

Jonea 

Oeorse 

Keodrtek 

Keyca 

Slmmona 

Kina 
MeKellar 

Smith 

Smoot 

McNarr 
Norfoeck 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Norrla 

Bwanaon 

Nye 

Thomaa,  Idah^ 

Oddie 

ThomaH.  Okla. 

Orennan 

Townaeod 

Patterson 

Tjd\ngn 

Phtpps 

Vandenberg 

Pine 

WagBCT 

Pfttman 

Waleott 

BanadeU 
ieed 

WalBh.  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont 

Robtnaon,   Ind. 

Warren 

Schall 

Waterman 

Sbeppard 

Wheeler 

Short  ridge 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-five  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quonun  is  present 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President  I  understand  that  before  the 
quorum  call  It  bad  been  announced  that  the  Senate  would  now 
proceed  to  Schedule  No.  2.    May  I  a.sk  whether  that  is  correct? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    That  !.«»  correct. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  simply  desire  to  announce  that  I  assumed,  with 
all  the  passed-over  committee  amendments  In  Schedule  No.  1, 
that  there  would  not  be  any  possible  chance  of  reaching  Sched- 
ule No.  2  until  next  week.  While  my  presence  is  not  nt  all 
essential,  I  happened  to  serve  as  chairman  of  the  Hubcommittee 
dealing  with  that  schedule.  The  Senator  from  VtAh  [Mr. 
Shoot]  served  on  the  subcommittee  a.s  well ;  bat  I  simply  desire 
to  announce,  so  that  it  will  be  understood,  that,  on  account  of 
engagements  I  have  made.  I  must  leave  the  city  at  1  o'clock 
to-morrow,  and  will  not  be  here  again  until  Monday  morning. 
I  make  that  statement  so  that  my  absence  will  be  understood. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  first 
committee  amendment. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  to  this 
sdiednle  was,  under  the  heading  "  Schedule  2— Earths,  Earthen- 
ware, and  Glassware,"  on  page  35,  line  19,  after  the  word 
*•  tiles,"  to  Insert  "  and  except  tiles  provided  for  In  subparagraph 
(b),  (c),  or  (e),  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read: 

Pa*.  202.  (a)  TUm,  unglaaed.  glaaed.  oraaoMated,  baad  paintad, 
eoanoeled.  Titrtfled,  aenilTl trifled,  decorated,  encaustic,  ceramic  mosaic, 
flint,  q>ar,  embossed,  gold  decorated,  grooved  or  corrugated,  and  all  other 
eartheo  tiks  and  tUlng  by  whatever  name  known  (except  pill  tUea.  and 
excspt  tUca  provided  for  in  labparagraph  (b),  (c),  or  (e),  but  Indnd- 
1ns  tUea  wholly  or  In  part  of  cement),  all  the  foregoing  valued  at  not 
more  than  40  cenU  per  sqoare  foot,  10  cents  per  square  foot,  but  not 
less  than  50  nor  more  than  70  per  cent  ad  valorem;  valued  at  more 
than  40  ceats  per  aqoare  foot  80  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  ask  my  colleague 
the  implications  of  this  amendment  I  confess  that  I  am  unable 
to  determine  Just  what  tbe  effect  of  the  amendment  i»— "  except 
VOl  tiles,  and  except  tiles  provided  for  in  subparagraphs  (b), 
(c),  or  (e)."    What  change  will  that  make  in  tbe  pending  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     If  the  amendment  on  the  next  page  Is  agreed 

Olaasd  earthen  tile  eommercUlly  or  commonly  known  aa  strips  •  One 
ertor,  aot  caeeadiac  1  inch  la  width,  l%  cenU  eaelh-~ 


And  ao  forth.  If  that  amendment  Is  agreed  to,  this  amendment 
will  be  necessary  to  carry  it  out  Let  us  just  pass  over  ttiis 
amendment  for  the  present  if  the  Senator  wiahes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objectioo,  tlie  amendment 
will  be  passed  over. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  at  the 
top  of  page  36,  to  insert : 

(b)  Glased  earthen  tile  commercially  or  commonly  known  aa  strips: 
One  color,  not  exceedlni:  1  Inch  In  width,  1%  cents  each;  stenciled, 
regardless  of  color,  not  exceeding  1  inch  in  width,  1%  cents  each ;  all 
the  foregoing.  If  embossed,  or  decorated  except  by  stenciling,  and  an 
other  strips,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

(c)  QIaxed  earthen  tile  commercially  or  commonly  known  aa  trimmers 
or  trim,  one-fourth  of  1  cent  per  square  Inch,  but  not  less  than  60  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

And  on  page  36,  after  line  13.  to  Insert : 

(e)  So-called  quarries  or  quarry  tiles  measuring  seven-dghtlis  of  an 
Inch  or  over  in  thickness,  80  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  from  Utah 
explain  the  differences  between  the  House  provision  and  the 
committee  amendments?  They  are  confusing  to  me. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  I  caU  attention  to  subdiviaion  (b)  on  page  86: 
Olaaed  earthen  tlTe  commercially  or  commonly  known  aa  strips: 
One  color,  not  exceeding  1  Inch  in  width,  1^  cents  each;  steneitod, 
regardless  of  color,  not  exceeding  1  inch  in  width,  1%  cents  each;  aB 
the  foregoljig.  if  embossed,  or  decorated  except  by  stenclliBg.  and  all 
other  strips,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Olaaed  earthen  tile  commercially  or  commonly  Icnown  as 
trimmers  or  trim,  one-fourth  of  1  per  cent  per  square  inch,  but 
not  less  than  00  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  proposes  to  make  no  change 
in  the  House  bill  with  respect  to  other  types  of  earthen  tilea. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  this  amendment  seems  to  fit 
into  an  entirely  new  subsection,  and  I  would  like  to  know  what 
effect  It  would  have  on  these  particular  articles.  Are  they  on 
the  free  list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Where  are  they  provided  for  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  are  provided  for  in  the  general  provision 
in  paragraph  202. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  think,  then,  as  a  parliamentary  ix^po- 
sition  it  would  be  necessary  to  strike  out  something  in  section 
202  and  insert  this  langiiage. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Na  In  paragraph  202,  on  page  36,  we  have 
added: 

Aad  except  tiles  provided  for  In  subparagraph  (b),  («),  or  (e). 

Those  are  found  on  the  other  page,  and  if  we  reject  that 
am^idment  then,  of  course,  we  will  have  to  strike  out  the 
amendment  in  the  first  part  of  the  provision. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  is  the  reason  why  the  amendment  went 
over? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is  the  reason  why  I  asked  that  It  go  orer. 

By  omitting  the  specific  provision  for  quarry  tiles,  the  rate 
of  duty  for  most  imports  of  such  tiles  would  be  increased  from 
30  per  cent  to  70  per  cent  ad  valorem,  an  increase  of  183  per 
cent  above  the  rate  in  the  present  law.  A  comparison  cf  the 
wholesale  selUng  prices  of  comparaUe  domestic  and  imported 
quarry  tile  at  New  Yoilt  City  indicates  that  tbe  price  of  the 
foreign  tile  In  most  Instances  is  ulightly  higher  than  the  price 
of  tbe  domestic  at  that  point  l*e  d<miestic  industry  is  fairly 
profl|)«x>us.  and  th^e  appears  to  be  no  reason  for  giving  it 
additional  tariff  protection. 

The  domestic  wall-tile  Industry  has  apparently  been  unable 
to  compete  In  price  with  the  types  of  gUaed  wall  tile  known  aa 
stripe  and  trims.  Imporu  of  such  articles  have  been  increasing 
in  the  pest  few  years,  and  the  industry  is  finding  it  increas- 
ingly difflcnlt  to  sell  strips  and  trims  in  Urge  seaboard  markets. 
Contractors  In  New  York  in  many  instances  purchase  the  do- 
mestic flat  tile  but  use  foreign  stripe  and  trims  becauae  of  their 
lower  value. 

The  strips  and  trima.  I  suppose  Senators  know,  are  the  tops 
of  the  tiles,  different  forms.  They  form  Jmrt  a  small  part  of 
the  tile  bosinesa,  but  they  are  exceedingly  dlfiknlt  to  make. 
They  are  omistantly  changing  In  style.  That  is  the  dass  of  tile 
being  imported. 

Mr.  McKKLLAR.  Am  I  to  understand  from  tbe  Senator, 
then,  that  on  tbe  peculiar  kinds  of  tilea  mentioned  in  subdivlirton 
(b),  subdivision  (c),  and  subdiyisioo  (e)  the  rate  is  reduced 
from  the  Housa  rata? 


Does   tka   Seaatar   mean    subdlTlsloiM    (b) 


Mr.    gMOOT. 

and  (c)? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Subdivisions  (b).  (c),  and  (a);  that  is. 
those  included  in  the  Senate  committee  amendment.  Does  the 
committee  amendment  bring  about  a  reduction  of  rates  as  to 
these  three  kinds  of  tiles? 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President  if  the  Senator  wiU  yiald,  I  think 
I  can  help  on  this  particular  achedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  In  subdivision  (b)  and  subdivision  (c)  there  Is 
a  raise  from  the  Houae  rate.  In  subdivision  (e)  there  is  a 
reduction  of  the  House  rate. 

Mr.  McSXLLAR.  To  what  exent  is  there  a  lalae  in  the  first 
two,  and  to  wliat  extent  is  there  a  reduction  in  the  third? 

Mr.  EDGE.  As  the  chairman  of  the  committee  has  already 
indicated,  these  three  were  taken  out  of  the  general  paragraph 
because  of  the  peculiar  situation  surrounding  them.  The  im- 
portations have  rairidly  increased  and  they  were  given  a  some- 
what  high«>  rate  of  duty.  Conversely,  as  the  Senator  from 
Utah  has  already  read,  it  waa  considered  that  tlie  importation 
of  quarry  tUee  did  not  Justify  the  House  rate,  so  that  in  8ul>- 
divlaiOD  (e)  the  rate  waa  cut  from  70  per  cent  ad  valorem  to 
80  per  cent ;  in  otiier  words,  about  a  67  per  oent  reduction. 

In  snbdlTisioBB  (b)  and  (c),  strips  leas  than  1  inch  in  width, 
the  rate  has  been  increased  from  60  to  60  per  cent  and  oa 
another  type  from  60  to  88  per  ooit    I  think  that  la  correct 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Thoae  are  the  figures.  Tliey  are  qtecial  tilea, 
•trips,  and  tlttie  items  for  the  comna. 

Mr.  McAiajLAR.     Trim. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  trim. 

Mr.  RLACK.    Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  The  Senator  stated  that  the  Imports  w«re  in- 
creasing. What  is  the  parentage  of  imports?  I  did  not  Itear 
that  figure  mentioned. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  imports  beginning  in  ld2S  were,  in  aquara 
feet  3,668,660,  and  in  1826  they  had  increased  to  6,077,661  squaxv 
feet 

Mr.  BLACK.  What  percentage  of  tlie  total  consumption  ia 
that? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  takes  in  all  of  the  kind  and  character  that 
subdivision  (b)  covers. 

Mr.  BLACK.  The  questimi  I  meant  to  taik  waa  tlds:  What 
percentage  of  the  domestic  consumption  is  imported? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tlie  quantity  at  production  rana  from  18,- 
018,610  square  feet  up  to  46,00Q,00a  The  increase  has  been  over 
50  per  cent. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  do  the  facts  brought  out  in 
the  hewrlngH  show  that  the  factories  engaged  in  thia  boiinesa 
are  in  a  bad  condition,  that  tbey  are  not  malting  ;ood  returns 
on  thdr  money?  Even  if  some  tile  is  bronc^t  into  tbe  country, 
if  our  own  tile  concerns  are  making  money  and  doing  well,  why 
Increase  the  rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  claases  of  tile  now  under  conaideratimi 
have  always  fallen  under  tbe  rate  provided  for  general  tilea. 
They  are  very  much  mcwe  dllBcult  to  make,  aa  tlie  Senator  must 
know,  and  we  increased  the  rate  upon  those  tiles  in  order  to 
maintain  the  industry  la  the  United  States,  and  decreaaed  the 
rate  upon  the  quarry  tile,  which  forma,  of  course,  the  great 
bulk. 

Mr.  MoKELLAR.  Tbe  Senator  remembers  tiiat  the  Prealdait 
said  this  tariff  bill  ^onld  be  confined  to  those  Industries  not 
making  money  or  not  In  wood  financial  condition,  which  war* 
suffering. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  quite  sore,  as  far  as  thoae  adripa  ara 
concerned,  tbat  can  be  ahown.  It  can  not  be  stiown,  perhsps, 
in  tlie  general  financial  ststenMots  of  the  companiee,  because 
their  tosaea  in  tliia  business,  if  any,  are  taken  out  of  their  galas 
in  the  general  busineas.  The  committee  tliou^t  this  was  a 
very  deserving  amendment  to  maintain  tills  daas  of  industry  in 
the  United  Statea. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President  if  the  Senator  will  yield  just  s 
moment  I  will  read  a  line  or  two  from  a  letter  addrewed  to  the 
Hon.  Jambs  B.  WATaQV  from  the  National  Tile  Co.,  of  Ander- 
son, Ind.,  as  foUows: 

Mr  DBAS  SasATOs:  Tbe  tile  todastry  of  TaAaaa  needs  yoar  sn^ 
port  and  actJvs  help  in  obtaining  a  ssflldent  degree  of  jmrteetioo  ■gilpst 
foreign  tile  importationa,  and  I  aa  taking  the  liberty  of  aendtag  hsrs- 
with  certain  iafonnatioD  tonclilog  upon  tbe  high  potats  of  the  attnatiim. 

nils  is  two  pages  of  a  brief  iHiich  goea  into  detail,  and  it  lias 
particular  reference  to  the  necessity  for  a  asparata  rate  for  trim- 
mers  and  utxtjgm,   I  wo«ld  ba  vary  glad  to  nad  it  if  the  Senator 
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vmild  like  to  hent  It    It  is  information  from  manvtectmen. 
Tht-j  saj: 
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A»  oar  ladwtry  pointed  out  to  the  Ways  tnd  Means  CBoutlttM  the 
regalar  ntee  applTlnc  to  tllea  can  not  be  autde  to  evr«r  ao-called  triiD> 
Ben  and  ctrlpd,  which  ere  really  handmade  plecea  that  are  larfdy 
hand  pre— ed,  band  gUaed,  and  hand  decorated  and  require  a  mach 
freater  naaber  of  haadllBsa  by  akilled  and  nnaUUed  labor  dnrtaig  the 
proceaa  of  prodnctloa  than  other  klnda  of  tilea.  ConaeQoently  the  do- 
■lestle  aaaafaeturers  with  wace  acalee  four  to  five  times  higher  than 
thgae  of  the  foreign  manafactnrer  la  at  a  considerable  dlaadrantage 
■nlMe  a  separate  and  speeiflc  doty  on  tbeae  artlclea  la  atipolated  In  the 
paragraph.  In  1022  our  industry  did  not  hare  to  eoatead  with  this 
eompetltloB  and  the  paragraph  consequently  made  oo  proTlslon  for  it, 
bat  in  the  last  few  years  the  Importers  hare  taken  advantage  of  this 
deflcleaqr  in  the  1922  Mil  and  haTe  brought  in  great  quantltleB  of  these 
artldf*  on  the  square-foot  rate  of  duty,  which  has  made  It  abaolutely 
Impossible  for  the  domestic  maaofacturer  to  sell  the  aame  artlclea  in 
competition  with  the  foreign-made  articles. 

I  am  rare  tbe  Senator  nnderatands  that  these  gtripg  are  tlie 
little  comer  pieces,  generallj  cnrred,  wliidi  go  la  tile  work, 
bathrooms,  and  other  such  work.  Coming  in  nnder  the  aqoare 
foot  rate  of  dnty,  one  can  readily  imaKlne  why  there  would  be 
a  distinction  in  the  case  of  those  small  piecea.  So  the  com- 
mittee, having  that  eridence,  reconunended  this  anbdlTiaimi  to 
corer  this  parbcnlar  type  of  tile. 

Am  I  hSTs  already  indicated,  so  far  aa  the  qoarry  tile  Is  con- 
cerned, oar  inrestigatlona  demonstrated  jnst  the  opposite,  and 
we  hare  recommended  a  redaction  of  orer  50  per  cent  in  the 
ad  raloren  daty  on  qaarry  tile. 

Mr.  KINQ.  Mr.  President,  aa  I  anderstand  ths  incrsaae 
which  ths  Senator  seeks  upon  the  particular  Itons  whidk  he 
haa  described.  It  la  from  60  to  117  per  cent  It  Is  an  Increase 
op  to  117  per  cent. 

Mr.  BDOB.  There  is  an  Increase  on  the  tile  designated  m 
"  oas  color "  from  80  to  60  and  from  60  to  88.  aa  I  think  I 
stated  a  ftew  aosMBts  ago,  That  ia  stencUa.  Then  there  are 
strips  of  one  color  that  go  In  one  rarlety  from  50  to  60  per  cent, 
and  ia  another  Tariety  frmn  175  to  114  per  cent 

Mr.  KINO.  My  Information,  obtained  from  the  Tariff  Oom- 
mlssloa.  Is  that  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  made  a  separate 
INTOvlslon  for  glaaed  earthoi  tile,  known  as  strips  and  trims, 
and  ths  lacrsases  are  shown  to  range  from  60  to  117  per  cent. 

Mr.  BDOM.  Tlis  flgorea  I  haTe  from  the  Tariff  OonuniaslcQ 
aa  to  atcodla  are  Jost  aa  I  read  them,  from  60  to  88  per  cent 

Mr.  KINO.  Doss  the  8aiat<»  qoestion  the  figarea  I  haTe 
jost  read? 

Mr.  BDOB.  I  do  not  qoestion  any  flgnrea.  I  simply  repeat 
the  flgtnes  given  to  me.  I  am  incapable  of  flgnring  ap  that 
kind  at  a  partlenlar  cMapotatlon. 

Mr  8MOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  la  Hght  from  60  to  117 
as  to  mbdlTlsioB  (e). 

Mr.  KINO.    That  is  on  trim  tiles,  as  they  are  called. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  The  Senator  can  see  that  maUng  computations 
on  the  basis  of  sqaare  feet  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to 
protect  the  production  of  those  little  pieces,  little  comers.  It 
was  imposslhle  to  fwotect  it  under  the  exlstli«  law. 

Mr.  MoKKLUJt    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  8MOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  MoKBLLAR.  Those  of  us  who  have  to  buy  tile  occasion- 
ally know  how  tremendous  the  cost  is.  Does  the  Senator  think 
that  because  the  tile  company  is  not  making  an  enormous 
pr^tt  out  of  eadi  kind  of  tile  i^oduced.  but  la  making  a  very 
large  profit  on  production  In  general,  the  Congress  ought  to 
legislate  ao  the  tile  manufacturers  can  make  an  enormous  profit 
on  eacft  and  erery  kind  of  tile  they  make? 

In  all  hasinesses  there  are  sosoe  parts  more  expenaive  than 
others  and  some  parte  on  which  greater  profits  are  made  than  on 
others.  Does  not  the  Senstor  think  we  ought  to  legislate  more 
carefully  than  la  here  proposed? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  There  was  no  eridence  to  show  there  was  an 
Immense  profit  made  by  these  companies.  I  think  that  wherever 
there  is  an  industry  in  the  United  States  which  needs  protec- 
tion It  eui^t  to  have  it  In  other  words,  I  do  not  think  tbc^^ 
ou^t  to  have  a  duty  on  one  part  ctf  their  business  that  would 
give  them  an  exorbitant  profit  and  then  let  the  other  parts  be 
produced  at  less  than  cost  or  at  a  loss. 

Mr.  MeKELLAB.  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's  attmtion  to 
the  brief  read  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  a  moment  ago 
firorn  the  aumafacturers  themselves.  They  do  not  claim  thst 
their  bailnsas  as  a  whole  is  not  remunerative,  but  they  daim 
ttmfc  oa  certain  articles  whl^  they  produce,  certain  parts  <rf  the 
tUlag  that  they  protece.  thsy  do  aot  make  aa  great  a  profit  as 


on  other  parts,  and  therefore  they  ought  to  be  put  In  a  position 
so  they  can  make  a  profit  on  all. 

Mr.  SHOOT.  Taking  the  items  on  which  they  make  money, 
we  have  reduced  the  rates  from  70  to  30  per  cent  That  is  oo 
the  tiles  themselves. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  cMnmend  the  Senator  for  making  that 
reduction,  because  my  investigation  of  tbe  returns  which  have 
been  furnished  as  would  not  show  that  the  tile  bosineas  is  a 
business  in  which  there  is  any  distress  whatsoever.  We  all 
know  from  practical  experience,  and  I  expect  every  Senator  here 
has  had  the  same  experience,  that  tbe  cost  of  tile  is  very  great 
It  Is  a  very  great  tax  on  tbe  American  people  to  require  them 
to  pay  these  additional  costs. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  have  reduced  the  duty  from  70  to  30  per 
cent  on  the  great  bulk,  or  in  fact  all  of  the  tile  outside  of  the 
little  strips. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  if  there  is  any  inex- 
cusable increase  in  any  rate  to  be  found  in  the  biU,  it  will  be 
found  in  the  earthenware  schedule.  The  domestic  production 
of  tiles  has  increased  since  1922,  when  it  was  40,415,006  square 
feet  until  in  1927  it  was  90,612,072  square  feet  The  Tariff 
Commission  has  not  furnished  me  the  report  for  1928,  but  I 
luderstand  there  has  been  an  increase  over  previous  years. 

The  Imports  in  1923  were  3,000,000  sqtuire  feet  and  the 
domestic  production  62,000,000.  In  1925  the  domestic  production 
was  67,000,000  and  tbe  imports  2.000.000  square  feet.  In  1920 
the  domestic  ivodactloa  was  74,000,000  and  the  Imports  2,616.- 
000  sqaare  feet  The  imports  for  1928  were  54230,000  square 
feet  and  the  value  11,296.000.  For  the  first  four  months  of  1928 
the  imports  were  1,850,000  square  feet. 

Mr.  BDOB.    Mr  President  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRBSIDBNT.  Does  the  Senator  from  UUh  ylel4 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  KINO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BDOB.  The  actual  net  difference  was  shown  according 
to  the  testimony  beard  by  the  subcommittee,  of  which  the  Sena* 
tor  was  a  member,  which  indicates  that  in  the  last  six  years  the 
laqKnts  have  Increased  from  8,064,000  square  feet  to  5,248,000 
square  feet 

Mr.  KINO.  In  1926  there  were  4,484,000  square  feet  im- 
ported, and  in  1927  the  imports  were  4,745,000  square  feet  I 
am  informed  that  one  of  the  domestic  plants  was  destroyed,  and 
that  accounts  for  the  increase  In  imports  for  the  year  Just 
referred  to.  But  It  is  evident  that  the  Imports  for  this  year  wUl 
be  no  greater  than  they  were  a  nnmber  of  years  ago.  The  do- 
mestic production  has  progressively  increased,  and  the  imports 
have  been  from  1  per  cent  to  6  per  cent 

I  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  an  editorial  from  the 
June,  1929,  issue  of  Tile  and  Tile  Work,  a  trade  paper  of  the 
industry.  This  is  not  from  sn  enemy;  it  is  from  the  industry 
Itself,  and,  I  understand,  from  its  organ: 

Hardly  a  week  passes  but  that  a  report  reaches  this  desk  telling 
about  this  factory  or  that  factory  greatly  Increasing  its  production. 
It  caa  be  safely  said  that  rlrtually  every  tile  factory  in  tbe  United 
SUtes  is  now  working  full  time,  and  acveral  of  them  hare  found  it 
necessary  to  engage  double  shifts  to  keep  up  with  the  demand.  We 
prophesy  that  tbe  production  and  consumption  of  tile  for  the  current 
year  will  la  rolume  and  money  greatly  exceed  the  fondest  ezpectatloas 
or  estlnuites  of  any  so  far  made. 

Mr.  EDOE.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  again** 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  KINO     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDOE.  I  merely  wish  to  Invite  attention  to  a  comparison. 
we  only  have  to  go  back  a  brief  period.  Tbe  domestic  production 
for  1928,  according  to  the  Senator's  own  figures,  was  In  the 
neighborhood  of  85,000.000  square  feet  and  the  imports  in  the 
neighborhood  of  6.000,000  square  feet  That  is  approximately 
14  per  cent  Fourteen  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production  Is 
represented  by  imports. 

Mr.  KINO.  I  think  the  Senator  is  in  errw.  The  imports 
w«pe  64230,000.  as  indicated  by  the  report  given  me  by  the  Tariff 
Commission. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  have  given  tbe  figures  according  to  the  record 
team  the  Tariff  Commission.  I  do  not  know  where  the  records 
are  made  up  or  whether  they  are  compared,  but  tbe  figures 
deariy  Uidlcate  that  the  numl>er  of  square  feet  of  Impwts  for 
1828  was  6,133,127  and  the  domestic  production  for  the  same 
year  was  85,845,656  square  feet. 

Mr.  KINO.  It  would  appear  that  the  commission  furnished 
dlffMent  figures.    Those  given  me  are  as  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Just  to  complete  the  thought  that  I  interrupted 
the  Senator  to  express,  the  necessity  of  providing  a  duty  on 
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turpentine  and  pitch-oil  and  prodnets  ot  that  character  from  pine 
trees  was  very  eloquently  presented  this  morning  by  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  GbosqeI  on  the  basis  that  the  Imports  had 
reached  a  figure  of  aK«t>xlmately  10  per  cent  I  agreed  that  he 
probably  had  a  very  good  case.  But  when  we  demonstrate  and 
produce  figures  to  show  a  14  per  cent  ctmipetition,  the  business 
is  too  prosperous  to  be  permitted  to  have  American  protection. 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  not  comment  upon  the  position  taken  by  the 
Senator  from  Georgia.  That  case  will  sUnd  upon  its  own 
foundation. 

My  information  is  that  the  American  Encaustic  Tiling  Oo. 
(Ltd.),  the  largest  clay-products  unit  In  the  wortd,  {Nroducing 
about  26  per  cent  of  entire  domestic  production,  declared  100  per 
cent  stock  dividend  in  1929,  after  increasing  dividends  on  com- 
mon stock  frOTn  |2.40  to  |3.40  per  share  In  August  1928,  and  in 
November,  1928,  increased  tbe  dividend  to  $4  per  share. 

This  is  one  of  the  largest  tile  producers  in  the  United  States, 
and  it  is  so  much  of  an  infant  and  Its  profits  were  so  large  that 
it  declared  a  100  per  cent  stork  dividend.  I  may  say  in  passing 
that  many  corporations  instead  of  distributing  their  earnings, 
whidi  would  result  in  Income  taxes  being  paid  by  the  stock- 
holders, reUln  them  in  their  treasuries  for  varying  periods  and 
then  declare  a  stock  dividend.  These  increased  stock  issues  are 
treated  as  capital  and  are  used  as  a  basis  for  hlg^r  diarges 
upon  commodities  manufactured  and  sold,  as  w^  aa  for 
demands  for  higher  tariff  rates. 

The  company  to  which  I  have  Just  referred  declared  a  100 

per  cent  stock  dividend  In  1920,  after  increasing  the  dividend  on 

omnmco  stock  frwn  $2.40  to  $3.40  per  rtiore  in  August  1928. 

This  is  one  of  tbe  poor  Industries  which  my  friend  from  New 

Jersey  would  have  us  believe  exist  In  the  tile  business.    In 

November.  1928,  the  same  company  Increased  its  dividends  f4 

>er  share.    Hiere  were  two  cash  dlvidenda  and  a  stock  dividend 

of  100  per  cent  in  1928. 

The  Bosaman  Oorporation,  whkii  is  another  straggling 
Infant—  -••  — • 

is  a  consolidation  of  four  tile  establishments  showing  steady  and  sob- 
•tantlal  profits  aceordlag  to  tbe  prospeetua  Issued  at  »<~'  of  aeritr 
two  years  ago. 

According  to  a  report  iasBed  by  R.  0.  Dun  and  Bradstnet  atber 
domestic  tile  manufacturers  show  continued  and  substantial  proAta. 

The  editorial  from  the  Tile  and  TUe  Work,  which  I  read  a 
mmnent  ago,  oonciodes  with  this  statement: 

Oood-slced  melons  are  being  cut  by  almost  every  factory, 

Good-slsed  melons  are  being  cut  by  ahnost  every  tfle  factory 
in  the  United  States,  and  yet  after  a  100  per  cent  stock  dividend 
by  one  of  the  largest  of  these  companies  and  two  extra  cash 
dividends  we  are  asked  to  increase  the  tariff  ratea 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KING.    CerUlnly. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  am  very  glad  to  know  the  Industry  is  pttHper- 
ous.  I  do  not  know  Just  bow  many  additional  commodities  may 
be  included  in  their  iH-oflts,  but  so  far  as  this  rate  is  concerned 
in  which  the  conunlttee  is  particularly  Interested  the  cost  Aeets 
fumiahed  the  committee  by  the  Tariff  Commission  indicate— 
and  I  will  have  them  placed  in  the  Rboobd  so  at  least  the  rep- 
resentaUon  made  by  the  committee  wlU  be  shown  to  be  baw^ 
upon  aU  available  facts—that  the  particular  rates  r«»mmended 
by  the  committee  in  the  case  of  increases  and  as  recommended 
by  the  committee  in  the  case  of  decreases  represoit  as  nearly  as 
it  can  be  figured  out  the  difference  in  the  s^ing  price  at  home 
and  abroad. 

The  representatives  of  the  eommlssicm  have  advised  me  that 
they  have  not  In  aU  cases  been  able  to  secure  the  cost  of  rao- 
doction  abroad. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KING.     I  yield  to  the  SenatM-  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  a  question.  The  cost  sheets  will  apply  only  to  that  part 
of  the  business  known  as  strips  and  trimmers  or  trim.  Thev 
do  not  apply  to  a  whole  business  of  small  manufkctorinc  la 
not  that  true? 

Mr.  EDGE.  We  have  the  tables  for  practicaUy  all  classes 
of  production. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  understood  the  Senator  from  Utah  a 
whUe  ago  and  the  Senator  from  Ntw  Jersey  also  to  admit  that 
the  demand  for  an  increase  was  only  as  to  stripe  and  trim. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Tes;  that  Is  correct 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  decrease  was  on  the  tile  and  tiles  them- 
selves? 

Mr.  McKBLLAR.     Yes;  I  understand. 


Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President  there  Is  some  evidence  tending  to 
show  that  some  corporations  which  are  producing  a  nuinber  of 
commodities  adjust  matters  so  that  notwithstanding  their  Urge 
earnings  and  profits  and  8tcx±  dividends,  a  situation  is  pre- 
sented whldi  seems  to  indicate  that  upon  some  commodity,  by 
a  sort  of  compartment  bookkeeping  system,  there  has  been  no 
profit  and  therefore  a  higher  Uriff  la  required  upon  such  com- 
modity. It  may  be  that  the  company's  profits  were  millions  of 
dollars,  and  yet  as  to  some  Item  produced  by  It  a  loss  will  be 
daiaaed  In  its  production.  Mr.  President,  there  are  elements  of 
unfairness  if  tariff  duties  are  levied  upwi  fhcts  of  this  diaracter. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOB.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  California? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    May  I  ask  my  friend  a  quesUon? 
Mr.  KING.    I  yield  to  my  friend, 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  listened  with  great  Interert  to  the 
observation  Just  made  by  the  Senator  from  Utah,  Assuming 
what  the  Senator  says  to  be  accurate  and  sound  economically, 
mat  as  to  one  particular  article  of  many  manufactured  by  a 
given  concern,  that  one  article  is  manufactured  at  a  loss,  my 
question  is.  Is  It  the  better  policy  for  us,  as  a  legislative  body, 
and  for  the  country,  to  continue  to  make  that  article  at  a  loss 
**r  *>  *?  «<yn«^  the  tariff.  If  we  can,  aa  to  enable  the  company 
at  least  to  make  it  without  a  loss? 

My  second  question  is  this,  If  a  given  company  can  not  under 
K?™  _i?.^  produce  that  article  other  than  at  a  loss,  is  It  the 
ZT^J^^  ^  ^^  ^^*  article  from  abroad,  or  to  endeavor  so 
to  adjust  the  law  as  to  manofacture  the  article  here  in  America 
^American  skilled  or  unskilled  labor?  Does  the  Senator 
grnp  the  force  of  my  question?  I  ask  It  In  no  contentious 
jUrtt  or  other  than  to  get  at  the  phflosophy  of  tbe  Senator  in 
fixing  tariff  rates  upon  imported  manufactured  artidei  com- 
parable to  those  produced  in  America. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  Pnpldent  I  shall  endeavor  very  brteffy  to 
>«ply  to  tile  Senator's  qnestion. 

If  a  company  manufactures  a  number  of  commodities  and  so 
eondocts  its  business  as  to  show  a  loss  on  one  particular  article, 
absolutely  differentiated  in  every  particular  from  the  other 
commodities  produced  and  having  no  relation  to  them,  and  it 
TOBUSceptible  <rf  demonstration  that  the  article  could  not  be 
produced  except  at  a  los^  then  I  would  not  oppose  separating 
It,  ao  to  q^k,  trom  the  maas  of  other  articleB  produced  and 
treating  It  separately. 

But  that  la  not  the  course  usually  porsoed  by  mannfacturtng 
eorporationa,  espedally  those  that  have  large  production  In 
many  manufacturing  idants  there  are  paramount  or  primary 
enterprises  carried  on,  but  flowing  from  them,  and  as  an  out- 
£Owth  of  audi  enteiinises.  there  are  varioos  products  manu- 
factured. By-products  result  in  many  manufacturing  idants 
and  they  contribute  to  Uie  proflbi  of  the  company.  In  thepro- 
duction  of  pig  iTMi,  coal  is  employed  and  manufactured  Into 
coke,  and  in  the  utHlntioa  of  the  coke  varioua  coal-tar  products 
result  As  Senators  know,  coal-tar  products  are  numerous,  and 
though  the  coke  is  indiq>ensat^e  in  reducing  or  smelting  the 
Iron  ore  the  by-products  from  the  coke  yield  asaay  substances 
which  are  of  great  value. 

I  have  rececUy  been  adviaed  that  a  eompany  producing  pig 
iron  contemplates  manufacturing  creosote  oils  as  a  by-product 
from  the  ooke  used  in  the  fumaceo.    Through  the  devd<^UBcnt 
of  cfaemlotry  and  sctentiflc  methods  in  our  manufacturtog  idanta 
valuable  products  which  have  heretofore  been  wasted  are  now 
being  conserved  and  converted  into  commodities,  valuable  and 
important  to  industry.    In  situations  of  this  kind  it  is  diflkutt 
to  determine  the  cost  of  any  given  article  or  commodity  grow- 
ing out  of  the  production  of  other  commoditim.    It  is  difihmlt 
to  determine  Just  what  the  cost  of  creosote  oil  would  be,  as  well 
as  any  particular  coal-tar  product  developed  from  the  operation 
of  a  idant  produehig  pig  Iron.    There  would  be  some  dIfiBeulty 
in  ascertaining  just  what  percentage  of  the  overhead,  or  ths 
cost  of  the  coke,  or  of  the  technical  akill,  or  many  other  factora 
entering  Into  the  cost  of  {xttduction,  should  be  allocated  to  the 
cost  of  manufacture  ot  the  by-product  or  to  the  cost  of  the 
primary  manufactured  product    There  might  be  a  temptation 
to  attribute  to  tbe  iwoductlon  of  some  by-product  elements  of 
cost  with  whidi  it  should  not  Justly  be  charged.    An  unjust 
proportion  of  the  charge  for  research  work  might  be  ascrttied 
to  the  by-product  or  the  new  product    It  is  easy  to  perceive 
that  there  are  difiSculties  in  determining  the  exact  cost  to  be 
diarged  or  allocated  to  any  given  commodity  where  a  pteot 
or  induirtry  is  producing  a  c<m8iderable  nnmber  of  coounoditles, 
and  that  is  particularly  true  where  commodities  so  produced 
are  associated  and  connected  with  the  production  of  the  primary 
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eomuaodltj.  It  wo«ld  be  aiftBlfcBtly  unfair  to  rincte  oat  mmm 
eonaodity  vader  ttieae  circomstaiieer  aad  attrlbvte  to  It  facton 
of  prodocCloD  tlMt  appertain  to  one  or  more  otber  pradoets  con- 
tanporaneoaaly  manvfaetnred. 

Mr.  SHOBTRIDOB.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PftBSIDCNT.    Doe*  tbe  Senator  trom  Utab  jMA 
to  the  Senator  firon  CaUtomia? 
Mr.  KIKO.    I  /leld. 

Mr.  8HOBTRIDOS.    I  can,  of  course,  well  appredata  the 

dilBcQltjr  of  ■ftgriijiitlng  coats  and  detamtninff  whcdier  a  gtrcn 

article  of  Banvtectvre  U  made  at  a  low  or  at  a  proAt;  and 

if  so.  bow  mnch?   Take  the  caae  of  creoeote  oil ;  is  that  imported  ? 

Mr.  KINQ.    There  are  imports. 

Mr.  8HORTBIDOK.  Very  wdL  Is  there  competition  be- 
tween as  and  the  foreifntfT 

Mr.  KINO.  I  hope  there  Is  some  competition,  because  witliont 
oompetitiMi  the  teaoptation  to  exploit  the  consomer  is  not  al- 
ways resisted. 

Mr.  SHOBTRIDOB.  Precisely.  Tb^efore.  if  tboe  is  ma- 
terial and  snbstaotial  competition,  I  wonld  fix  sach  a  tariff  as 
wuuld  fire  the  company  yonder  in  Utab  the  adTaatage  so  that 
they  could  and  would  contlnne  to  make  and  dertiop  that  par- 
ttenlar  article  of  conunerce. 

If  It  is  made  at  a  losa,  they  may  cease  entir^  to  mannfac- 
tvre  or  prodnoe  it,  and  compel  os  to  turn  to  the  imported  arti- 
cle. So  my  theory  is  that  if  we  can  manufacture  a  glren 
article  of  use  to  our  own  peoide  we  should  endearor  to  do  so, 
and  to  fire  the  producer  of  that  article  the  benefit  ol  the 
American  conMmlns  puMic.  Whether  yon  call  that  a  cmn- 
petitlre  tarilf  or  a  hii^  tarilT  or  a  prohibitiTe  tariif  I  am  not 
concerned,  but  I  want  the  laws  made,  if  I  can  make  them,  in 
such  a  way  as  to  pwacrve  primarily  the  consnminc  market  for 
the  American  producer. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  has  not  announced  a 
new  doctrine;  be  has  beretofoie  stated  it;  and,  aa  I  interpret 
it.  if  carried  to  its  logical  conclusion,  it  would  result  in  pro- 
hlbltinf  Imports. 

Mr.  KDOE.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  KINO.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jcrsi^. 
Mr.  BDOB.  I  think  I  recognise  the  fundamental  dUterence 
In  the  cottTlctlmi  and  belief  of  the  Senator  tram  Utah  and 
the  oonTlctlon  and  belief  of  tlie  Senator  from  California,  but  is 
not  the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  a  great  extent 
answered,  spplytng  it  to  the  paragraph  under  discussion,  when 
It  is  recogniaed  that  the  total  imports  of  all  types  of  earthen 
tiles  have  more  than  doubled  in  the  short  space  ot  tma  years, 
according  to  Oe  statements  which  I  bare? 

That,  tt  seems  tome,  is  positive  erldence,  whether  the  manu- 
fkcturer  in  ttis  country  is  producing  many  commodities  or  pro- 
ducing speddknd  commodities,  tiiat  be  is  not  aMe  to  compete 
aatistactorfly  with  the  Oerman  manufacturer  ot  the  manufsc^ 
turer  of  any  country  trcm  which  the  imports  may  come,  other- 
wlw  the  imports  would  not  double  in  four  years. 

Mr.  KINO.  My  information  is  diiVerent.  In  1920  thei«  were 
4,480.489  SQuare  feet  Imported,  as  against  9i,xejm9  produced 
In  the  United  States.  In  1027  the  Imports  were  V4B,12B,  and 
te  ins,  liJM>.ffN>. 

Mr.  EDOB.  I  do  not  want  to  get  Into  a  continual  argument 
with  my  fMend  as  to  ttie  accuracy  of  flgurea  I  know  poteetly 
well  that  he  has  been  consulting  figures  which  hare  been  fnr- 
Blriwd  hlsi.  and  I  hare  been  consulting  figures  fnmliiied  me. 
premoMblyftum  the  same  geseral  source.  I  do  not  want,  either, 
to  fill  the  BuDOSi^  but  in  order  to  demonstrate  that  I  waa  not 
aistakM  in  my  tfuras,  let  me  say  that  in  1924  the  imports  are 
iBdleated  as  balag  2»ifi»  and  In  1998.  «488,1S7.  That  would 
indicate  almout  three  times  gVMtcv  impacts  la  1908  than  In  1924. 
1  ilM«id  hare  read  the  figures  for  19K  which  showed  Imparts 


Mr.  WJ9Q.  TItt  tnator  ought  to  call  attention  to  the  ftet 
that  la  19V  the  laipei'ts  were  S.a84.000.  Consdmption  haa  some- 
titfnff  to  do  with  laiperti.  and  with  an  increased  demand  for 
pwtlealar  tUas^  tktn  would  be  lacrcased  consumption  of  that 
type  &l  ttii^ 

Mr.  mOWL  It  Is  my  uaderstandlag  thut,  generally  neaking: 
the  Imports  of  buUdlag  aaatiBrlals  hare  not  Increased  during  the 
past  Ihna or  fiMT  years;  they  hare  rather  decreased.  The  year 
MM  was  a  raty  had  oaa.  aa  I  recall,  la  the  case  of  most  thian. 
bat  as  to  tOea  II  sseaea  to  have  been  quite  a  large  one. 

I  tMak  I  CBB  offer  a  sagveatloa  tbst  may  at  least  bring  our 

igether.    It  has  been  suggested  to  me  that  the 

_         *•■•*  todade  the  imports  from  Cuba.    The 

-     __*•*  *  ^•^  t*»au  do  indode  the  Imports  from  Caba.    In 

the  iipluiui  «f  theJTarMr  Oosamisskm,  that  ougr  auke  19  ap- 


Mr.  OOnr.    Mr.  Prasident 

The  TICK  PBJB8IDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
t(  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  KINO.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  for  a  question. 

Mr.  OOFF.  In  connection  with  the  compatations  which  the 
8  snator  from  Utah  has  Just  submitted  I  wish  to  oifer  this  com- 
pi  ttation,  which  is  suuto  upon  the  report  submitted  by  the  Tariff 
C  munisslon,  that  the  arerage  monthly  importations  of  trim- 
■  ers  and  strips  in  1929  increased  75  per  cent  orer  1928  and  that 
tie  importations  in  1929  were  563  per  cent  greater  than  they 
w  sre  In  1922L 

In  riew  of  that  general  statement,  which  I  know  Is  correct 
aiid  based  upon  the  figures  which  hare  been  submitted.  I  con- 
ri  ide  that  the  increase  of  the  tariff  in  the  Senate  biU  is  really 
tk  t  soileient  to  measure  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production 
in  S*urope  and  the  United  States. 

In  the  present  l^U 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  West  yirginia 
his  taken  the  floor.  I  supposed  be  wanted  to  ask  me  a  qnes- 
ti  m,  but  be  is  making  a  speech,  and  I  yield  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PBBSIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utab  yields  the 
fl<  or.    The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  is  recognized. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Very  well,  Mr.  President.  When  I  hare  finished 
I  shall  retender  the  floor  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
U  ah,  which  will  be  nothing  but  a  fair  exchange. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  may  not  be  done  under  the 
nles. 

Mr.  OOFF.    I  am  very  sorry  about  that. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  provided  in  paragraph  202  that  the  duty 
sb  dl  be  10  cents  per  square  foot,  but  not  less  than  50  per  cent  nor 
m  )re  than  70  per  cent  ad  valorem.  I  submit  that  in  view  of  the 
cost  of  production  in  America  as  measured  with  the  cost  of 
pi  odnction  in  Europe,  the  change  in  this  duty  sbonld  be  from 
Oi  per  cent  to  00  per  CMit  in  the  minimom  ad  valorem  rate,  and 
tbit  tltat  would  merely  measure  the  difference  in  the  cost  of 
pt  odnction ;  and  that  in  the  specific  duty  which  is  in  subdi virion 
(c )  of  glased  earthen  tile  commercially  or  commonly  known  as 
tr  mmers  or  trim,  one-fourth  of  one  cent  per  square  inch  should 
re  illy,  in  fact,  if  it  la  to  measure  the  differmce  in  the  cost  of 
pr  Nluction,  be  foor-t^iths  of  one  cent  per  square  inch. 

Unless  I  shall  be  requested  so  to  do,  I  shall  not  at  this  time 
go  Into  the  dlfflerences  in  the  cost  of  ivoduction  as  based  upon 
th  (  wage  scale ;  but  If  the  domestic  production  is  to  wmtinue  I 
th  nk  that  this  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission  is  not  only  justi- 
fle  i  by  the  Increase  in  the  importations,  but  that  in  view  of  the 
direrences  In  the  cost  of  production  it  Is  not  as  high  as  it 
sb  mid  be  if  the  domestic  producer  is  to  be  protected 

Ir.  EDOB.    Bir.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

lie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
gil la  yield  to  the  Seoatw  from  New  Jersey? 

<r.  OOFF.    I  yield. 

EDGE.  The  Senator  is  entirely  correct  in  that  assertion, 
brief  ot  the  National  Tile  Co.,  of  Anderson,  Ind.,  from  which 
ire  already  quoted,  dearly  sets  that  forth.  The  duty  does 
represent  the  spread  between  the  costs. 

OOFF.    That  is  as  I  understand, 
r.  EDGE.    The  costs  and  the  seUing  prices  are  all  included 

the  brief,  so  that  I  shall  not  attempt  to  put  them  in  the 

I  should  like  to  draw  attention  very  briefly  to  the  fact 

thtit  we  hare  been  dlscnssing,  of  course,  the  general  tile  In- 
du  itry ;  but  so  far  as  the  Finance  Committee's  reconunendation 
is  concerned,  it  simfrty  takes  out  what  in  total  is  a  very  small 
pai  t  of  the  Industry.  It  simply  attempts  to  protect  those  small 
str  ps  that  heretofore  have  gone  in  bulk  with  the  large  flat  tiles. 
Aa  I  hare  also  triad  to  point  out.  we  are  recommending  three 
duiaaaa,  two  of  which  are  raises,  and  one  of  which  Is  over  a 
60  per  cent  reduction,  demonstrating  that  the  committee  is  not 
att  mvOaf  simply  to  boost  rates.  I  think  the  changes  are  based 
ab^utdy  on  the  facts. 

r.  BAkKLET.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  there? 
VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vlr- 
yleld  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
r.  OOFF.    I  do. 

BARKLET.     I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  frtMn  New 
whether  the  two  increases  represented  in  subsections  (b) 
(c)  do  not  represent  ad  valorem  rates  rauging  all  the  way 
-  high  as  114  to  117  per  cent? 

r.  EDGE.  Exactly.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  we  hare 
air  ady  put  the  figures  in  the  HwxxmD ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
tha  ;  Is  justified  if  we  are  to  pattern  this  bill  upon  the  formula 
so  iften  indicated  by  Senators  on  both  sides— tliat  is,  the  dlffer- 
enc&  in  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad,  whether  It  Is 
^^"par  cent  or  000  per  cent 
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Mr.  BARKLET.  Of  course  ft  !s  easy  to  point  out  many  Items 
In  any  tariff  bill  where  tte  tariff  doeg  not  absolutely,  to  a 
nicety,  equalise  the  difference  In  the  cost  of  production  at  home 
and  abroad.  Sometimes  It  more  than  equalises  it;  sometimes 
it  does  not  come  up  to  that  standard.  It  strikes  me,  howerer, 
that  a  suffldent  increase  to  make  the  tariff  on  these  tiles  the 
equivalent  ot  114  to  117  per  cent  is  not  Justified. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 
" '^*e  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  West  VTr- 
gtnia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  OOFF.    I  do. 

Mr.  EDGE.  We  increased  the  tariff  on  casein  the  other  day 
trom  2  to  6^  cents.  That  would  be  150  per  cent,  or  something 
of  that  kind;  and  we  tfd  not  even  have  the  figures  from  the 
Tariff  Conmiission. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course  that  was  not  necessarily  based 
altogether  on  the  question  of  difference  between  the  cost  of 
ptDdttctlon  In  the  Argentine  and  In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  EDGE.  It  was  not  We  did  not  even  have  the  figures  on 
which  to  base  it    We  Just  guessed  at  it 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And.  if  it  had  been,  it  is  not  certahi  that 
even  5H  cents  would  cover  the  difference  So  the  Illustration 
of  casein  stands  on  an  entirely  dlfl^mt  footing  from  that 
which  we  are  now  considering. 

Mr.  MdKELLAR  Mr.  President  I  ask  unanimous  c(ws^t 
that  we  may  now  vote  on  subsections  (b)  and  (c),  taken 
together.    They  Involve  the  same  matter. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  ask  for  a  sep- 
arate ToteT 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  No.  We  can  take  one  rote  on  those  two 
Items. 

Mr.  REED.  Whldi  items  does  the  Soiator  want  separatdy 
considered? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Not  separatdy;  I  bA  unanimous  consent 
that  we  may  now  vote  on  subsections  (b)  and  (c),  at  the  top  ot 
page  9&     Those  are  the  two  items  in  wbidi  there  Is  a  large 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 

M^.  EDGE.  Mr.  President  reserving  the  right  to  object,  it 
does  seem  to  me  that  we  should  vote  on  these  paragraphs  trom 
the  standpoint  of  information  and  as  much  sdenttflc  considera- 
tion as  we  can  give.  I  do  not  think  they  should  go  in  a  blanket 
vote  merely  because  both  of  them  happen  to  be  raises. 

There  are  three  or  four  different  and  distinct  items  there.  If 
they  are  right,  they  should  be  voted  up.  If  they  are  wrong, 
they  ^ould  be  voted  down.  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  collect  a 
number  of  items  Just  because  they  are  up  and  attempt  to  deal 
with  them  in  that  way,  and  in  the  case  of  those  that  are  down 
deal  with  them  together  because  they  are  down. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  If  the  Senator  objects  to  that  then  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  we  may  now  vote  on  paragrai^  (b),  at 
the  top  of  the  page. 

Mr.  REU).    Does  the  Senator  mean  without  further  debate? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Without  further  debate. 

Mr.  REED.    Oh,  no ;  I  have  a  word  to  say. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  object? 

Mr.  REED.    I  object 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  is 
recogniaed. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  the  experience  of  the  domestic 
potters,  the  domestic  manufacturers  of  tile  in  western  Pennsyl- 
vania and  eastern  Ohio,  shows,  without  the  need  of  any  figures  to 
prove  it  that  products  that  could  be  and  should  be  made  by 
American  labor  are  being  made  abroad  and  imported  here  at 
such  ivices  that  It  is  utterly  impoaslble  for  the  American  fac^ 
tories  to  compete. 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  En^]  has  already  given 
illustrative  cases;  but  in  order  that  the  Senate  may  know  the 
procedure  whida  v>e  followed  In  arriving  at  the  duties  fixed  in 
subparagraphs  (b)  and  (c)  I  ask  leave  to  put  in  the  Raooaa 
at  this  point  three  statements.  One  of  them  shows  the  calcula- 
tions of  the  Tariff  Commission  on  the  foreign  involoe  prices 
of  earthen  tiles,  together  with  their  duty  under  the  present 
law  and  thdr  delivered  cost  here,  showing  also  the  duty  im- 
posed by  ttaa  House  bill,  which  the  Ftnance  Committee  has 
approved,  and  comparing  those  with  the  domestic  selling  prices 
of  the  same  articles  made  in  this  country.  The  next  statement 
gives  the  same  treatment  to  glazed  earthen  tile  In  Uie  form  of 
trimmers,  or  trim,  as  it  is  called.  Those  are  the  comer  mar- 
gins used  In  completing  tile  walls.  It  gives  the  foreign  costs, 
the  typical  slses  and  typical  shapes,  and  shows  the  duty 
under  the  present  law  and  the  delivered  cost ;  It  shows  the  duty 
under  the  House  bill  and  the  duty  proposed  by  the  Finance 


Committee  and  Oe  delivered  coat  tmder  that  duty,  iod  eom- 
pares  that  with  the  domestic  selling  iNrlce  of  the  same  article; 
and  then,  finally,  it  gives  the  sanw  treatment  to  glased  earthen 
tile  in  the  form  of  strips. 

Let  me  pick  out  a  couple  of  typical  cases. 

We  found  chat  in  the  case  of  what  Is  known  as  sanitary 
base— that  is,  a  rounded  form  of  tile  which  goes  at  the  point  of 
Junction  of  the  wan  and  the  floor — of  sine  fi  by  6  Inches,  con- 
taining 96  superficial  square  Inches,  the  f.  o.  b.  price  for  100 
tiles  of  that  sort  abroad  at  the  port  of  shipment  Is  |7.7a  Al- 
though there  are  many  manufacturers  of  those  tOes  In  those 
countries,  and  althou^  nobody  suggests  that  the  prices  are  kept 
Tip  by  agreement,  the  lowest  competitive  price  for  the  same  ar- 
ticle of  domestic  manufacture  is  fM.90  per  100  pieces,  as  against 
a  tor^ga  price  at  the  port  ot  shipment  of  |7.70. 

Now,  obviously,  if  the  domestic  artide  is  to  sell  in  competition 
vrlth  the  imported  article,  American  labor  has  to  accept  about 
one-fourth  of  its  present  scale  of  wages  or  it  has  to  lose  the 
business. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennayl- 
vania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  While  the  Senator's  figures  in  regard  to 
tbese  particular  items  of  stripe  and  trim  perhaps  may  be  correct, 
on  the  otiier  hand  these  are  Just  two  tile  artides  out  of  a  great 
many;  and,  taken  as  a  whole,  the  tile  companies  are  making 
tremendous  pr<^lts,  aa  shown  by  the  record.  Why  should  we 
add  to  their  already  very  large  profits,  more  than  most  other 
companies  in  the  country  make,  by  seeing  to  It  throufd^  a  tariff, 
through  a  governmental  bounty,  that  they  make  these  enormous 
profits  on  each  and  every  one  of  the  artides  thoy  manufacture? 

Mr.  REED.  These,  Mr.  President  are  the  only  two  Itams  la 
the  wh(rfe  range  of  tile  products  the  rates  on  which  the  commit- 
tee has  Increased.  We  increased  them,  not  to  ratae  the  profits 
of  the  mannflictnrlng  compaides  so  much  as  to  sea  that  the 
articles  themsdves  are  made  In  this  country,  or  at  least  that 
the  Industry  here  has  a  fair  chance  in  competition  with  the 
Importer. 

It  is  of  no  consequence  to  the  workman  who  is  an  expert  In 
malEing  these  tile  sliapes  like  the  sanitary  base  to  tell  him  that 
the  company  for  which  he  need  to  work  is  aaaking  a  lot  of  money 
in  other  products.  We  are  not  trying  to  raise  the  duty  on  all 
varieties  of  tile.  We  think  that  the  figures  which  I  am  putting 
into  the  Raman  now  show  that  the  present  duty  ii  almcrst  suf- 
fldent, but  they  also  show  that  the  present  duties  on  trlnuaets 
and  strips  are  wholly  tnsufllcieut 

Let  me  follow  out  the  illustration  I  started  to  give  of  tlie  tiles 
6  Indies  square,  rounded  at  the  bottom  so  as  to  prevent  thete 
being  a  idace  where  dust  and  dirt  can  collect  which  is  now 
used,  I  believe,  in  practically  every  bomittal.  It  is  known  as  the 
sanitary  base.  I  think  in  modem  bathrooms  it  is  quite  geaer- 
ally  used.  It  is  all  handmade,  necessarily.  No  madiine  can 
make  a  tile  of  that  shape. 

The  foreigner  puts  them  on  board  ahip  at  a  delivered  coat 
abroad  of  $7.70  for  a  hundred  pieces.  The  American  maautee- 
turer  in  competition  vrith  his  fdlows  still  haa  to  charge  fdlfiO 
per  hundred. 

Mr.  KINO.    Mr.  President  wlU  the  Senator  ylddT 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KINO.  My  infonaatioD  la  that  on  the  strips  decorated, 
e  by  1,  oae  ccrior,  the  Americaa  prior  is  8  cents  per  pleee. 
established  American  avenge  adliag  price  f .  a  b.  New  Tort, 
per  aviare  foot,  iaduding  packing.  The  import  cost  f.  o.  b. 
warehouse  New  York  per  sqnars  foot,  tadadiag  paddag  aad 
duty,  la  m  cents  per  piece. 

Strips  decorated,  fi  tqr  L  two  colors,  8  eeaU  per  pleeev  the 
American  prtee,  aad  the  Import  eost  price  f.  a  b.  warehnase 
New  York,  per  square  foot  is  4  cents  per  piece. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  I  started  to  talk  about  trimmers, 
aoi  strips.  I  meam  to  come  to  strips  presently,  and  I  dare 
say  I  will  rsadi  the  articles  ot  vrhidi  the  Senator  has  spoken. 
Bat  I  want  to  carry  on  my  illuatratloB. 

Mr.  KINO.    I  thought  the  Senator  was  speaking  of  stripa. 

Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President;  I  was  talkiog  about  trim- 
mers. 

Mr.  KINO.    I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon. 

Mr.  REED.  Ttie  triamiers,  as  the  Senator  will  remcflBber,  are 
the  arddes  that  are  mentioned  in  subdivirioa  (e),  and  I  hap- 
pened to  start  by  speaking  about  those. 

Let  me  carry  on  the  illustration  further,  still  using  these 
6  by  6  sanitary  bases  fer  the  parpoae  of  illnstratiaB.    Seven  dol- 
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faua  tad  Mmty  «ma  la  fbe  ddlTored  coft  jier  hmdred  of 
tben  iB  tbe  taniga  porta;  fMJSO  tbe  domeatk  prlea. 

Tte  law  o(  19S2  pota  a  46  per  omt  dvty  oo  flKiae  utldaa, 
•Bd  that  SMaiw  that  tbe  artkde  deUrved  in  thia  ooontry,  dotj 
paid,  addLng  SO  per  east  for  the  proAt  of  the  importer ;  and  tlie 
laaportcr'a  ezpnaea  are  $14,410  per  hundred  pieeea.  Ihe  artlde 
told  down  hc««,  with  90  per  cent  allowed  the  importer  for  hla 
owrbiad  and  hla  proAt,  cornea  to  $14.40  per  hmdred,  flOLSO  a 
aaa  thaa  the  price  at  wlildi  the  domeatte  sKaker  can 


Wbeo  the  Bovae  aaw  that  ittoatloci  they  ralaad  tbe  daty 
tlaydly  to  00  par  cent,  and  that  made  the  dettreted  eoat  to  the 
fotelgMct,  datheted  In  America,  plae  20  per  cant,  914j00^  or 
IOlOO  leaa  than  it  can  be  made  and  aold  for  hoe. 

ICot  tntandlBC  to  amke  op  the  whole  diffanoee,  becaaea  we 
beilefed  that  would  not  BMet  with  anceeaa  oa  the  floor  or  In 
eoollMeBcc;  nerertbdeaa  we  pot  In  tbe  dnty  ot  a  qoarter  ol  a 
east  per  aqoaie  Inch,  and  that.  If  It  la  adivted,  wHl  tarlac  the 
daltvafed  eoat  ot  the  foreign  trim  of  that  abape  up  to  |a0.78k 
which  la  atUl  KTI  laaa  per  hundred  ptocee  than  tbe  coat  at  the 
daniaattc  pcedoet  That  will  ghre  the  AmerteaB  weCkaftan  who 
aMhea  thoee  tilaa  by  hand  aomethinc  of  a  diaBee;  at  preaent 
he  baa  no  dmnea. 

I  eo«ld  carry  that  lUaatratloa  oo  farther.  I  eoold  take  bnll- 
Boea  eapa  and  atretdaera  and  rarioaa  thinga  wblA  eooatitvte 
thia  groop  called  trinunera,  but  inatead  of  taking  tbe  time  of 
tte  Senate  to  do  ttmt,  I  will  pot  a  table  into  the  Baoaaa,  and 
I  aak  tboae  wlio  are  Intweated  in  It  to  remember  that  It  waa 
opea  that  Inftormatloo,  funiabed  by  tbe  Ttrtir  Oomttlaalon,  that 
tte^FlnaBce  Committee  acted  hi  flxfaig  ttMae  dutlea  on  tilm- 
aaeta  and  alxlpa 

Nobody  la  going  to  get  rldi  oot  of  theea  two  itema,  bat  tf 
we  adbera  to  the  duty  calenlated  in  tbla  way.  oa  tbe  baala  of 
tbm  Tariff  Onmnilaainn'a  inf ormatioii,  bnndradt  more  #iii**<^*n« 
are  going  to  make  tboae  artldce.  The  wa^  of  thoee  hondreda 
of  Americana  are  going  to  atay  in  tide  eoontry,  to  tbt  advan- 
ta«e  ef  eraryooe  who  aella  to  flieni,  whether  be  adla  them  food 
to  eat,  whether  be  adla  them  clotbea  to  wear,  whether  he 
arila  timm  any  af  dke  thooaand  and  one  artldea  they  need  fte> 
their  H-ring.  That  weald  be  the  effect  of  tlie  amendmoita  Ire 
have  reeoounaDded.  It  ia  not  going  to  have  a  sabetantial  effect 
open  the  proAta  of  the  companlea  whidi  mid»  tbe  artlde.  I 
hope  It  wfll  baTe  aoaw  effect,  bat  I  do  not  think  it  la  going  to 
iBcreaae  tifce  prodta  to  any  appreclaMe  degree. 

How.  cemiait  to  atripe- — 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maaaacbnaetta.  Mr.  PrealdeBt  will  the 
■falot  yiaidt 

Mr.  RBBD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  Maaaachaertta,  I  wia  aboat  to  iak  tiie  Sen- 
ator If  the  atripa  and  the  ttimmen  referred  to  In  aobdfrialona 
<b)  and  (e).  apon  which  an  Inereaee  baa  been  aoggeated  by  the 
majority  of  the  Finance  Committee,  conadtate  a  large  or  a 
tmtta  pnpntkm  of  the  entire  naannfhctnre  of  tfle? 

Mr.  BMBD.  They  rary.  In  the  fanperted  article,  apeaklng  of 
recent  importa.  I  flad  that  the  percentage  of  trfaa  aaiong  tbe 
axticlea  la  aboot  44  par  cent,  tbe  flat  tile  M  par  cwt  of  the 
iaipaata.  the  trim  oonatitattag  44  per  cent  In  ttie  domeatic 
ootpot  the  flat  tile  oenatltataa  Oae  per  cent  and  Oie  trim  S0.4 
per  oaat.  or  on  a  weighted  aTerage  flat  tile  conatitntea  60.5 
per  eent  of  the  doeaeatle  inodnet,  and  tbe  trim  conatitatea  only 
flOiO  per  cent 

The  raaana  for  the  dlffer»oe  ia  that  we  are  able  to  cmapete 
with  the  ftaelgnera  better  on  the  flat  tile,  where  we  make  no 
iBcraaaa^  bat  thay  haTa  each  an  adranuge  of  oa  <m  tbe  trim 
that  It  oeoetttataa  44  per  cent  of  their  ahipmenta.  while  it  is 
only  JO  per  cent  of  the  domeatic  prodoction. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maaaachosetta.    I  notice  that  in  daoae  (e) 
**8»«alied  qaarrlea  or  ^oarry  tUea  meaaoring  aeren-ei^tba 
of  an  Inch  or  over.**  the  duty  la  redoced  oo  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  ooaunittee. 

Mr.  RBBD.    Tea 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MaaBacboaetta.  Win  tbe  Senator  atate  to 
what  extent  thoee  ocxadled  ''qaarrlea  or  qnarry  tilea"  com- 
pare wttb  the  entire  mannfactore  of  tUea  of  an  gradee  and 
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Mr.  BMBD.  My  reeoOectioo  ia  that  that  la  ghrm  In  the 
Thrift  Commiaaion  Sommary. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MaaaacboKtta.  Mr.  Preaident,  the  Senator 
wlU  obaerre  that  I  am  trying  to  determine  how  much  tbe  mana- 
tactoma  of  qnarry  tile  have  bem  glTen  a  redaction  opon  the 
reeoaunaadation  of  tbe  committee;  and  to  what  extent  other 
tUea  bare  been  given  an  increaae. 

Mr.  BBBD.  I  can  answer  that.  Boogbly,  at  the  preeent 
time.  In  aqaare  feet  the  quarry  tiles  constitute  about  10  per 
ont  of  the  total  importa  of  die.     The  reason  why  we  liaTe  I 


xeatad  them  differently  is  that  we  have  foond  that  the  im- 
tiona  of  tbe  quarry  tUea  bare  been  dedLining  to  a  oonsid- 
Me  eztoit.  and  we  gatha«d  the  impreeslon,  both  from  that 
and  from  tbe  flguree  of  tbe  commission,  that  the  present 
inty  ia  too  high.    Tb^^fore,  we  reduced  it 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Maaaacbusetts.    Did  I  understand  tbe  Senator 
aay  that  tbe  conaamption  of  the  foreign  tile  is  about  10  per 

4ent?     

Mr.  BEED.  No,  Mr.  President  I  do  not  think  anybody  baa 
tiny  Informatioo  that  wiU  tdl  us  about  consumption,  but  out 
(f  tbe  total  imports  in  1927,  for  example,  of  4,746.000  square 
feet,  the  impcnrta  of  quarry  tile  were  087,000^  or  aomething 
irtr  10  per  cent;  in  1028  the  total  importa  were  fire  million 
And  a  quarter,  roughly,  while  tbe  importa  of  quarry  tile  were 
]r7S,000. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Masaacfauaetts.  I  tliank  tbe  Senator,  bat  I 
'  raa  partlcnlarly  anxious  to  team  to  what  extent  tlie  total 
i  imerlcan  oooanmption  relatea  to  these  rarioua  clauaea  (b),  (c), 
I  nd  (e>. 

Mr.  HBED.    I  wish  I  kaew,  but  I  hare  gireo  the  flguree  aa 
1  o  tbe  oommerdal  atr^    We  have  no  flguree  a  x>ut  tbe  qnarry 
He. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  a  good  deal  more 
<oald  be  said  about  tbe  committee's  recommendation,  for  in- 
I  tance^  if  it  appeared  that  there  was  a  very  large  consumption 

<  t  tbe  qnarry  tUes,  offtettlng  the  increase  in  the  other  two  para- 
raphs,  regardless  of  tbe  merita  of  the  question  itself,  which 
le  Senator  baa  ably  presented. 

Mr.  BBSD.    Qoita  frankly,  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  the 

oo  the  trimmers  and  the  stripe  is  much  nn^e  Important 

the  Industry  ttum  is  tlie  reduction  od  quarry  tile     I  think 

t  tbe  effect  of  tbe  revenue  oo  the  United  States  will  be  a  net 

The  Government  wlU  make  more  from  tbe  increaae 

tbe  trimmers  and  strips  than  it  wiU  lose  by  tbe  reduction  oo 

quarry  tiles. 

Mr..  WALSH  of  Maaaacbnaetta.    I  ahould  aasume  from  the 

or's  argument  that  from  tbe  standpoint  of  the  industry 

stripe  and  tbe  trims  were  the  important  tUes  to  be  given 

increaae. 

Mr.  BSBD.    They  are  relatively  more  important    Now,  let 

show  tbe  Senator  why  we  reduced  tbe  rate  on  tiie  quarry  tUe. 

e  fband  that  tbe  f.  a  b.  price  of  tbe  typical  English  quarry 

say  6  inches  square,  was  112.44  per  square  foot  at  tbe 

;rlti8h  plant    Tbe  dnty  under  tbe  1022  law,  as  I  recaU  it. 

80  per  cent,  which  made  tbe  duty  $3.73,  and  adding  to  that, 

coarse,  insurance,  freight  and  importer's  profit  it  made  the 

~  coat  I2S.77.  aa  againat  the  domestic  selling  {rice  of  |20. 

to  make  up  that  difference  in  cost,  tbe  House  raised 

doty  on  the  quarry  tUe  to  70  per  cent  bringing  it  up  to 

71. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  am  frank  to  say  to  the 

tor  that  I  think  there  is  some  evidence  here  that  would 

to  Justify  an  increase  over  tbe  present  rate,    I  do  not 

ow  whether  the  increase  rectmimended  is  adequate  or  not    I 

frank  to  say  that  there  appears  to  be  some  evidence  tending 

indicate  that  this  industry  Is  distressed  in  these  particular 

Mr.  REED.  I  thank  tbe  Senator.  What  we  concluded  waa 
i  liat  tbe  House  Increase  was  too  much,  and  therefore  we  have 

<  at  down  tbe  increase  on  tbe  quarry  tile  given  by  the  House. 
^Ve  did  not  think  that  was  Justified,  But  we  did  think  that 
I  ometbing  more  ought  to  be  done  on  tbe  trimmers  and  tbe 
qtripa. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President  wlU  tbe  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  REED.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  Is  stated,  and  I  presume  it  is  in  accor<!ance 
1  ritb  tbe  facts,  that  the  ad  valorem  equivalent  of  tbe  dpeclflc 

<  uty  Btated  in  subdivision  (b)  ranged  from  60  to  114  per  cent, 
1  nd  that  the  ad  valorem  equivalent  of  the  rate  fixed  in  pub- 
( Ivision  (c)  ranged  from  60  to  117  per  cent  Assuming  those 
i  gures  to  be  correct  is  tbe  Senator  able  to  give  us  the  ad 
nalorem  equivalent  of  tbe  specific  in  those  two  cases? 

Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President.  That  would  depend  entirely 
€D  the  particular  sises  that  happened  to  be  Imported  in  any 


Mr.  GEORGE.  I  know  that  Is  true,  but  I  thought  perhaps  the 
qenator  bad  those  figures. 

,  Mr.  REED.  No;  and  I  do  not  think  that  information  cau  be 
I  repared.  I  would  like  to  say,  with  regard  to  the  114  and  117 
I  tr  cent  duties,  that  thoee  high  rates  would  result  only  In  the 
ciae  of  an  extremely  small  and  extremely  cheap  artide.  Tbe 
a  rerage  ad  valorem  would  be  very  much  less. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  know  that  is  true,  unless  it  so  happens  that 
a  1  tbe  importa  faU  into  tboae  classes  which  take  the  very  high 
r  ites.  I  an>rehend  that  is  not  true,  and  I  would  like  to  know 
t  le  average  ad  valorem  or  have  some  informution  on  that  point 
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Mr.  REED.  I  am  sorry  Oiat  I  can  not  give  it,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  anybody  would  be  able  to  calculate  it  May  I  say 
that  when  I  took  that  6  by  6  Inch  sanitary  base  for  illustration 
a  little  while  ago,  one  reason  why  I  selected  it  as  an  Illustration 
was  that  that  was  the  one  case  In  which  the  duty  on  trim  went 
up  as  hlRti  as  114  per  cent  I  wanted  to  take  the  most  extreme 
case  of  ao  increase  In  duty.  On  every  other  variety  of  trim  tbe 
equivalent  ad  valorMn  is  less  than  in  the  illustration  I  took.  In 
the  ca.se  of  the  strip  6  Inches  long  and  half  an  Inch  wide,  I 
think  our  own  observation  in  tile  that  we  see  in  bathrotims,  for 
example,  would  indicate  that  there  is  very  little  tile  of  that 
particular  type  that  is  used. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vauia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  REED.     Certainly. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Just  on  that  particular  point  and  helping  to 
answer  the  query  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gboboe],  I 
want  to  invite  attention  to  the  fact  that  on  all  sizes  of  strips 
over  an  inch  wide  the  existing  duty  Is  only  from  50  to  60  per 
cenf  and  the  new  doty  proposed  is  a  flat  60  per  cent.  In  other 
words,  all  sizes  of  strips  over  1  inch  in  width  come  under  a  60 
per  cent  ad  valorem  rate,  instead  of  a  duty  ranging  from  50  to 
00  per  cent  as  provided  in  the  House  text. 
-Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  subsection  (b)  there  is  provided  a 
specific  rate  for  each  of  those  tiles  of  H4  cente  and  1%  cents, 
depending  on  the  width.  Then,  "  all  the  forejrolng,  if  embossed 
or  decorated  except  by  stenciling,  and  all  other  strips.  60  per 
cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  EDGE.  Not  specially  described  by  stenciling  process  or 
otherwise. 

Mr.  R.\RKLEY.  It  appears  that  about  62  per  cent  of  the  Im- 
porta of  the  tiles  about  which  we  are  talking  enter  the  port  of 
New  York  and  about  25  per  cent  enter  the  port  of  Los  Angeles, 
comprising  almost  the  entire  quantity  of  importations.  Can  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  or  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
advise  us  at  what  distance  It  Is  profitable  to  transport  these 
tiles  from  the  port  of  entry,  so  as  to  make  them  compete  with 
the  products  produced  In  the  Interior? 


Mr.  REED.  Aa  to  that  I  know  no  more  than  the  Tariff  Com- 
miaaion  haa  advised  us,  that  it  coato  about  the  same  to  bring 
it  from  tbe  factory  In  Germany  to  New  York  City  as  It  doee 
to  take  It  to  New  York  City  from  Sharon,  Pa.,  or  Bast  Liver- 
pool or  one  of  the  eastern  Ohio  towns  where  it  is  made.  Tbe 
transportation  costo  to  market  are  Just  the  same  from  Germany 
as  they  are  from  eastern  Ohio. 

I  think  it  is  worth  carrying  in  mind  that  there  are  two  fac- 
tors which  enter  into  the  competition  that  seriously  affect  the 
American  industry.  One  is  that  there  is  a  cartel  In  Germany 
which  controls  the  production  and  the  prices.  Another  Is  that 
a  great  deal  of  work  that  Is  done  by  men  In  this  country  Is  done 
by  girls  in  Germany  at  very  much  less  wages  relatlvdy  tlian 
if  the  women  were  employed  over  here.  In  other  words,  the 
disparity  in  the  wage  cost  is  more  than  the  ordinary  disparity 
that  obtains  between  Germany  and  the  United  Statce.  I  think 
both  of  those  things  ought  to  be  carried  in  mind.  We  ha^-e  an 
established  Industry  here.  I  have  seen  tlie  factories  standing 
idle.  We  know  by  sad  experience  that  In  these  particulars  we 
are  unable  to  compete^  and  we  know  from  the  Tariff  Oommia- 
slon  tliat  the  r^Ief  we  are  trying  to  give  here  wiU  not  in  any 
case  suffice  to  put  tlie  forelgti  costs  over  the  prevailing  domestic 
price.  There  is  no  cartel  in  America.  There  are  no  girls  em- 
ployed here  in  the  manufacture  and  shaping  of  these  tiles  aa 
in  Germany.  There  Is  no  suggestion,  and  never  has  been  so 
far  as  I  know,  that  there  Is  any  conspiracy  in  restraint  of  trade 
that  fixes  the  American  price.  I  have  never  heard  it  suggested 
tlmt  it  was  not  freely  a  competitive  price  here. 

It  does  seem  Important  that  we  should  try  to  protect  that 
type  of  American  labor.  Our  experience  always  la  that  if  we 
surrender  the  market  to  one  of  the  cartels  abroad  they  Immedi- 
ately boost  the  price.  Their  low  price  only  obtains  in  competi- 
tion. They  are  Just  as  shrewd  and  wise  as  any  business  man 
can  be,  and  the  moment  American  competition  disappears  they 
put  Into  effect  tbe  Increased  prices  on  their  product. 

Mr.  President  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  printed  at 
this  point  in  the  Rxcobd  the  three  statementa  to  which  I  havo 
heretofore  referred. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection.  It  U  ao  ordered. 

The  statementa  are  as  follows: 


Bartken  (Uei.  Flat  wall  nd  floor-LhUf  tmkuUUed  at  rvttt  tnpo$t4  under  aet  cf  /fttff,  nd  in  H.  R.  tUT  {tpprmtd  b§  Jfnciuf  Cvmrnm^.nimrnpviantt-mna  vrteti  ^ 

dnuttk  nd  imparted  artieUe  at  New  York  Otf  baatd  mpn  tmik  rate  ' 


• 

8i» 

Lo.h. 

port  Of 

dilpment 

Duty  impond  andar  act  of  UB3 

Doty  ImpoaBd  under  H.  R.  9887  nd 
approved  by  Finanae  Commlttaa  ■ 

Tiat  wall  Ufe.  floor  tOe,  and  qnvry  tOe 

Bate 

Amoont 

Selling 

price  of 

imported 

(c.  Lt 

oc«t  pins 

ao  per  cent) 

Rate 

Amotint 

Seninf 
price  of 

ImpotWd 
(cLL 

cost  pins 
30per  oeot) 

Bamiiff 
price  o( 
doiDeatJo 

1  Cotaed  Bland  w»U.       

WhlU!  glMAd  W»ll 

Btacit  Klaud  wmll 

1  BamlTttnous  Ooor ■ »;. 

:  Vitreous  floor 

4>ib7  4HllM)Mi.. 

6by3  1nrfi« 

*H  by  4\i  Inches.. 

4b7  4ta>dM8 

flby  fl  inches 

CerUtper 
atuarejaot 

moe 

IS.  40 

28.00 

>1X90 

M8.00 

'1X44 

45  par  ont.... 

8<NDto 

45  per  cent 

mparcmt 

45  per  cent 

ao  per  oaat.... 

Centtper 

etmarefoit 

13.80 

aioo 

UL«0 
7.10 
&10 
173 

Omit  per 
apiarr/M 

u.ao 

32.30 
81.70 

s.oa 

34.90 

aa.77 

50  per  cant 

lOoaott 

SO  per  cent 

70  per  cant 

MparcMtt.... 
TOper  oBot'... 

Centtper 

ifuarefoet 

15.00 

laoo 

14.00 

aTB 

9.00 
171 

Oatftpar 

tuvejoat 
57.00 
34.70 
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».ao 

38.00 
».86 

atnartfait 

67.  a 

18.9 
66.9 
•7.4 
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mo 

1  Except  qnaity  tUa.  <  F.  o.  b.  plant.  •  Bate  andar  H.  R.  3887  dianced  by  yiaaaoa  Commlttaa. 

Glazed  earAen  tiU  trimmtri  or  trim—Compariatm  ef  ealeulaUd  tetlint  prieea  of  rapreaentaUae  tfpea  of  importad  trimi  it  ratea  impoaad  wnder  tm  act,  H.  R.  am.  eatf  at  r^et  im. 

P-«^  h  finance  Oommitlee  wjtk  uUtnc  prietM  of  eomparabU  dnuatU  trimt  a<  Nam  Yarkoit  i^' .  mmm  m  wmm  pra- 


Trim 


White  glaiad  trimmers  or  trim  tile: 

Bulhioea  cap . . ..„_. 

Stretcher ] 

Sanitary  base '.-.'.".. 

Cokvad  idatad  trimmers  or  trim 
tila: 

Ballnoaa  cap ...... 

Stretcbar 

Sanitary  baas.r.."""""!"! 

Black  Klaaad  trinunara  or  trim  tUa: 

Biulnoae  cap 
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Sanitary  baaa 


6  by  2  Inchee— U  aqoara  iodiea.... 
6  by  6  in^ee-36  sqoan  inchMrr~ 
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ILOe 
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45 
60 
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60 
50 
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60 
60 
46 
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60 
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80 
80 
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80 
80 
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Doty  propoaad  by 
nnanca  Committaa 
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I  mpottti  ttrip$  when  ua«t»t4  at  nUt  impottd  under  tOtt  act, 
co«  iporcM*  domutie  ttript  at  New  York  CUf 
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I  Miaiataia  r»t«  of  00  par  omt  ftppUaa. 

Mr.  BARKLBT.  Mr.  President,  I  appreciate  the  facts  which 
hare  been  disclosed  bj  the  Senator  from  Pemu^lranU,  and 
which  are  carried  in  the  statements  practically,  I  think,  as  sent 
orer  by  the  Tariff  C(Mnmlssion  in  some  papers  whidi  I  have 
here  prepared  by  them.  I  am  frank  to  say  that  I  think  to  a 
certain  extent  this  item  comes  within  the  range  of  the  Presi- 
dent's 8tigg«ati<m  when  he  culled  Congress  Into  extra  session 
for  the  parpoae  of  reriidng  the  tariff  on  agrlcnltural  articles 
and.  in  a  limited  way,  npcn  certain  other  articles  of  Industrial 
productioB  In  which  economic  changes  hare  taken  place. 

I  take  for  granted  the  tmth  of  the  statement  at  the  Tariff 
ConnnlflsloB  to  the  effect  that  within  the  last  foor  yean  these 
imports  hare  more  thain  doubled.  Certainly  X  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  dispute  that  statement  Accepting  the  theory  upon  which 
the  blU  is  based  and  accepting  the  theory  upon  which  the  iHres- 
oit  law  la  based,  I  hope  that  I  am  frank  enough  to  admit  when 
there  is  a  jastiflable  increase  pr<^;)osed  that  it  shonld  be  made. 
I  am  frank  to  say  that  I  think  the  facts  here  Justify  some  In- 
crease In  this  particular  item.  The  thing  that  worries  me  la 
whether  It  la  proposeii  to  increase  it  too  much,  whether  by 
reaaon  of  the  fiict  that  the  House,  in  learlng  out  certain  spe- 
cifle  language  Increased  the  rate  on  some  of  these  tiles  to  70 
per  cent  and  in  the  two  paragraphs  fix  specific  rates  of  1^  and 
IV^  ceiita.  and  then  in  sub^iection  (c)  one-foorth  of  1  cent  per 
square  inch  bat  not  less  than  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  the  com- 
mittee has  not  more  than  bridged  the  difference  between  the 
conditions  wMcb  existed  four  years  ago  and  those  that  exist 
now. 

Mr.  EDOEL  I  admit  that  that  question  can  be  frankly  raised, 
but  the  only  eridmce.  and  it  is  not  oitirely  conchnive,  upon 
which  we  coold  t)ase  our  computations— end  a  refffesentatlTC 
of  the  Tariff  Commission  helped  to  work  out  the  differential — 
was  the  selling  cost.  It  is  absolutely  Impossible  to  ascertain 
the  coat  of  prodoctlon  abroad.  In  order  to  meet  that  kind  of  a 
aituatkm.  after  all  is  said  and  done,  we  must  accept  the  invoica 
price,  and  on  the  baais  of  the  inroice  price  1  think  these  rates 
are  perfectly  fair. 

Mr.  BARKLBY.  Of  course  In  the  absence  of  definite  Infor- 
mation as  to  the  cost  of  production,  where  we  start  out  to  flx 
a  rata  baaed  on  a  guess,  we  are  Just  as  apt  to  flx  it  too  high 
aa  to  flx  it  too  low.  It  seems  to  me  that  in  this  particular 
instance  the  coounlttee  hare  given  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  to 
the  fnllast  axteot  to  a  supposed  cheaper  cost  in  Oennany  than  is 
actually  the  fact,  as  compared  to  the  American  iMtNhict.  I  am 
not  la  a  poaltloa  to  say,  because  I  do  not  know  any  more  about 
It  than  do  the  majority  memhna  of  the  committee^  and  cer- 
tainly no  more  than  the  Tariff  Commission,  which  seems  to 
know  very  nttle ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  1^  cents  and  1^  cents 
a  piece  00  these  small  tiles,  which  may  in  thdir  extreme  equiva- 
lent ad  vakMem  represent  114  and  117  per  cent,  borders  ahnost 
upon  a  prohibitive  rate.  I  wonder  whether  the  Senators  would 
be  wininf  to  accept  1  cent  in  8ubdlvisi<m  (b)  and  1%  cents  in 
aobdlTlaion  (c),  which  would  reduce  the  extreme  ad  valoran  to 
aomethlng  In  the  neighborhood  of  100  per  cent?  When  we  get 
above  a  100  per  cent  ad  valorem  tariff  on  a  prodnct  of  this  type. 
It  Msaa  to  ■«  we  are  goinc  beyond  what  the  facts  iwttty. 
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Mr.  RBBD.  In  the  case  where  the  rate  comes  up  to  114  per 
c'nt,  the  foreign  delivered  cost,  with  20  per  cent  allowed  to  the 
ii  aporter  to  cover  his  charges  and  profits  over  the  foreign-invoice 
vilne,  brought  it  up  to  ^.89  per  100  feet,  while  the  domestic 
s  filing  price  is  17  cents  more  than  tliat,  or  $3.06.  If  it  brought 
ii  up  evm,  I  could  agree  with  the  Senator  tliat  we  ought  to  give 
o  irselves  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  and  not  make  the  duty  so 
hlg^.  But  it  is  a  fair  presumption  that  those  people  over  there 
a  re  not  persisting  in  selling  things  at  less  than  it  costs  to  make 
t  lem,  and  that  the  invoice  value  is  good  circumstantial  evidence 

0  '  what  they  can  make  the  goods  for.  Allowing  the  foreign 
n  annfacturers  a  pn>flt  that  is  concealed  in  the  foreign-invoice 
price  and  putting  on  this  duty,  we  still  have  not  brought  it  up 
t( )  the  domestic  equivalent 

Mr.  BABKLEY.  There  is  no  charge  that  the  foreign  manu- 
f  tcturer  is  deliberately  reducing  his  price  in  order  to  undersell 
t  le  American  manufacturer? 

Mr.  REIED.    Every  competitor  does  that  in  competition. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  understand. 

Mr.  REED.  There  is  no  charge  of  dumi^ng,  if  that  is  what 
t  le  Senator  meacs. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  is  no  charge  that  they  have  deilb- 
e-atrty  reduced  their  price  below  a  living  point  in  order  that 
t  ley  may  enter  this  market? 

Mr.  REED.  That  has  not  been  suggested.  It  se^ns  to  me 
t  lat  right  here  in  this  particular  detail  of  this  industry  we 
hive  a  case  which  Is  covered  as  well  by  the  Democratic  plat- 
form definition  of  a  competitive  tariff  as  by  the  Republican 
diflnltion  of  a  protective  tariff.  Looked  at  from  either  etand- 
pjint,  these  duties  are  amply  Justified,  and  I  hope  the  Senate 
«  ill  agree  to  them. 

Mr.  KINO.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
M  here  he  got  the  figures  indicating  the  difference  in  cost. 

Mr.  REED.    From  Mr.  Koch,  the  chief  of  that  divi.slon  of  tha 

1  iriff  Commission. 

Mr.  KING.  Those  were  not  the  cost-production  figures  but 
n  erely  the  selling  prices? 

Mr.  REED.     The  selling  prices  in  the  two  countries ;  yes. 

Mr.  KING.  The  selling  prices  in  the  two  countries  or  in  New 
I(Mrk? 

Mr.  REED.  No ;  the  selling  prices  in  Germany  and  the  selling 
ppces  in  America  of  the  American  product. 

Mr.  KINO.     Does  the  Senator  have  the  cost  of  production  of 

le  American  manufacturers? 

Mr.  REED.  So  far  as  I  know  the  Tariff  Commission  has  not 
tfat  information ;  I  have  never  seen  it. 

llr.  KINO.  Then  the  Senator  is  not  basing  any  of  his  state- 
nents  upon  the  cost  of  production  wither  at  home  or  abroad? 

Mr.  REED.  Only  in  so  far  as  they  can  be  inferred  from  tho 
p  »rsi8tent  course  of  conduct  of  the  parties  selling  at  these  prices. 

Mr,  KINO.  The  Senator  was  not  in  the  Chamber  a  few 
n  omenta  ago  when  I  called  attention  to  the  article  in  the  June 
n  imber  of  Tile  and  Tile  Work,  a  trade  paper  of  this  industry, 
14  which  It  is  stated : 

Bardly  a  week  pasan  but  that  a  report  reactaea  thla  deak  teUIng  about 
tlio  factory  or  tbat  factory  greatly  increuiog  Its  production.     It  caa 
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lie  iafUy  said  ttat  vlrtatny  every  lOe  laetary  la  the  Ualttd  Mates  is 
BOW  worfctac  tall  tbae  and  serwal  of  then  havo  fOaad  It  nmnasarj  to 
engac«  double  aklfts  to  ke«p  ly  with  the  deauad.  Wo  prophesy  that 
the  production  and  eoaanmptioa  of  tile  for  the  current  year  wHI  in  value 
and  money  greatly  exceed  the  fondest  expeetatlona  or  coUiaatea  of  any 
ao  far  ohhIo. 

Mr.  REED.  To  a  large  extent,  I  think,  that  is  true  of  the 
flat  tile,  but  it  is  a  fact  that  to-day  the  builders  In  New  York 
are  buying  the  domestic  flat  tile  and  baying  the  imiwrted  trim- 
mers and  strips.  It  is  the  trimmers  and  strips  where  moat  of 
the  labor  ia  involved.  Much  more  labor  goes  into  the  forma- 
tion of  a  bull-nosed  cap,  for  example,  thian  into  a  plain  flat 
tile  which  fits  next  to  it  That  is  what  we  are  trying  to  take 
care  of.  We  obtained  these  statements  from  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission. Then  we  had  calculations  made  to  see  what  the 
effect  would  be  if  we  fixed  the  duty  at  one-fifth  of  a  cent  on  the 
trimmers  Instead  of  a  quarter  of  a  cent.  Then  we  also  had 
tables  made  to  calculate  what  the  duty  would  come  to  If  we 
made  It  three-tenths  of  a  cent  We  tried  to  whittle  It  down  to 
the  most  exact  figure  we  could  get.  We  concluded  that  three- 
tenths  of  a  cent  per  square  Inch  was  too  much  and  that  one- 
flfth  of  a  cent  or  two-tenths  of  a  cent  was  too  little,  and  that 
Justice  lay  at  some  rate  above  a  quarter  of  a  cent  and  so  we 
put  it  at  a  quarter  of  a  cent  for  ease  of  calculation. 

Mr.  KINO.  Did  the  Senator  answer  the  statement  to  which 
I  directed  his  attention  a  few  moments  ago,  that  the  strips, 
decorated,  6  by  1,  one  color,  were  3  cents  per  piece  for  the 
domestic  price  and  3%  cents  per  piece  tlie  lmiK>rt  cost  price 
f.  o.  b.  warehouse  New  York  per  square  foot.  Including  paddng 
and  duty?  Has  the  Senator  any  information  relative  to  the 
accuracy  of  that  statement? 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  quite  a  little  information.  Does  the 
Senator  ref^  to  the  plain,  glased,  l-c(rfor  type? 

Mr.  KING.    I  will  give  some  particular  instances: 

Matt  glased,  47.8  cents  per  square  foot,  which  is  the  eatab- 
lished  average  American  selling  price  f.  o.  b.  New  York,  while 
the  import  cost  price  f.  o.  b,  warehouse,  New  York,  is  47  cents 
per  square  foot 

Enameled  glased  colored  bright  41.5  cents  per  square  foot 
for  the  domestic  price,  and  47  c^its  per  square  foot  for  the  Im- 
port cost 

Bright  enameled  Mack,  86US  cents  per  square  foot  domeatie 
price,  and  37  cents  per  square  foot  for  the  Import  cost. 

White  glazed  wall,  27.5  cents  per  square  foot  for  the  domestic 
price  and  25.5  cents  per  square  foot  for  the  foreign  cost  price. 

White  6  by  6  straight-top  base,  15JJ  cents  per  piece  for  the 
domestic  price  and  11  cents  per  piece  the  import  cost  price. 

Strips  decorated,  6  by  1,  one  color,  8  cents  per  piece  the 
domestic  price  and  3.6  cents  per  irfece  the  Import  price. 

Strips  decorated.  «  by  1.  two  colors,  3  cents  per  piece  the 
domestic  price  and  4  cents  per  piece  the  import  price. 

Black  enameled  angle  beads,  0  by  1.  5.76  cents  per  piece  do- 
mestic price  and  0.5  cents  per  piece  the  Import  price. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  I  have  trouble  in  meeting  the 
Senator  on  common  ground,  because  the  prices  furnished  me 
are  on  the  basis  of  dollars  and  cents  per  hundred  feet  I  take 
a  6  by  1  plain  glazed  tile  strip,  and  am  told  that  the  f.  a  b. 
price  at  the  Gernmn  port  is  $1.66  a  hundred,  while  the  domestle 
price  of  that  same  article  Is  $4.08. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  P^inayl- 
vania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand  that  domestic  prices  are  tak»i 
from  list  prices  without  con^dering  any  discount  whatever.  In 
other  words,  in  estinuiting  the  foreign  price  they  take  what  is 
supposed  to  be  the  selling  price  plus  transportation,  and  I  think 
include,  on  about  a  20  per  cent  basis,  ov^iiead  and  profit 
which  may  or  may  not  be  high  or  low;  but  in  estimating  the 
American  price  that  take  the  price  as  acheduled  in  the  cata- 
logues, the  list  iMice  plus  transportation  to  New  York,  without 
any  discount  whatever.  The  Senator  knows  that,  of  course,  the 
Mst  price  of  a  wholesaler  or  a  manufacturer  la  not  the  price  at 
which  the  article  Is  actually  bought  so  that  it  may  be  possible 
that  both  of  these  estimates  are  Inaccurate.  It  may  be  that  the 
estimate  on  the  foreign  goods  is  too  high  or  too  low,  but  If  it  la 
true  that  the  list  price  has  been  taken  as  a  basis,  without  any 
diaoount  at  all.  and  to  that  has  been  added  transportation  to 
New  York,  it  may  be  higher  than  the  price  actually  paid  by 
thoae  who  pawAased  the  coounodity. 

Mr.  REED.  Hie  Senator  la  absolutely  rlstat  about  that,  bat 
of  course,  we  understood  at  the  time  that  what  was  stated  aa 
the  domestic  price  was  the  actual  money  value  at  which  the 
sales  were  being  made. 

I  have  Just  conferred  with  the  expert  of  the  Tariff  Commls- 1 
Mon  in  duurge  of  this  diriaioo  and  he  informs  me  that  tbcac  are  ' 


the  actual  sale  prices^  th»  actual  money  paid  for  the  domestic 
ivodvct,  Bot  the  list  prices.  The  Senator  would  be  absolutely 
rt^  tf  they  had  done  what  he  stated,  but  the  expert  assures 
me  that  tluit  is  not  what  they  did. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  Prealdent  will  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
ranla  yield  to  me? 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
T«Bla  yieW  to  the  Senator  f*om  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  merely  want  to  emphasise  that  tte  expert  in 
charge  of  ttAa  particular  division,  who  was  constantly  in  con- 
sultation with  the  subcommittee  at  the  bearings  on  the  earthen- 
ware schedule,  and  who  has  been  available  alao  to  any  other 
members  of  the  committee  who  desired  to  consult  with  him,  is 
Mr.  Koch,  who  has  received  unlimited  praise  from  our  good 
frinds  on  the  other  side  of  the  aide.  Bo  I  am  quite  sure  that 
these  estimates  are  as  nearty  correct  as  they  can  possib'.y  be. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  questl<m  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President  the  laat  amendment  baring  been 
agreed  to  on  page  36,  I  now  ask  the  Senate  to  return  to  page 
36  and  agree  to  the  amendment  on  lines  19  and  20,  which  ia 
taa6B  neeeewary  by  the  amendment  Just  agreed  to. 

Mr.  M<«ELLAR.    Did  we  not  Just  vote  on  subsection  (b)  T 

Mr.  SMOOT.  On  subsections  (b),  (c),  and  <e) ;  that  W  one 
amendment. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Win  tbe  Senator  from  Utah  utate 
the  next  amendaaent  he  desirea  to  hav«  considered? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  aa  I  understand,  the  amendment 
found  on  page  36,  subparagraphs  (b).  (e),  and  (e)  has  been 
agi'sod  tof 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  being  the  caae,  I  aak  now  to  turn  to  page 
35  and  to  the  amendment  found  in  lines  19  and  tti 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  Just  a  mere  cross-reference.  I  thitfk. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  was  stated  that  we  would  not  act  upon  the 
amendm^it  in  question  until  we  acted  upon  the  amendraenrs  on 
page  88.  Having  acted  upon  than,  I  a^  for  an  agreement  now 
to  the  ameodmoit  on  page  85.  in  lines  19  and  20. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  CHisr  Gumx.  On  pave  85,  la  line  19.  after  the  word 
"  tiles,"  it  la  proposed  to  insert  "  and  except  tilea  prorided  tor  in 
subparagraph  (b),  (c),  or  (e)." 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  TIm  queetien  ia  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  waa  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  neact  aaMudflMnt  la  in  para- 
graiA  204. 

Mr.  RBBD.  Mr.  President  that  introduces  a  totally  new  sub* 
Ject    Can  we  not  take  that  up  in  tlie  morning? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  am  going  to  ask  that  that  be  done. 

Mr.  President  I  desire  to  state  that  I  have  had  deUyered  to 
each  Senator  one  copy  of  part  2  of  tiie  atatement  by  the  Oom- 
missioner  of  Internal  Revenne  in  response  to  Senate  Reaolutlon 
106,  rdative  to  furnishing  the  Committee  on  Finance  with  atate- 
menta  of  profit  and  loas  of  certain  taxpayers  affected  by  the 
tariff  MIL 

I  also  desire  to  state  that  as  soon  aa  the  remainder  of  tlie 
statements  shall  have  been  printed,  I  shall  see  that  each 
Senator  is  furnished  with  a  copy  of  the  docuniMit  Thoae  are 
the  ones  that  have  come  In  ao  late  that  we  could  not  get  them 
into  the  second  volume. 

MX.  OKXTHVT  AITO  THS  TAMJWW 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  Prealdent  I  aak  unaftlmoua 
consent  that  there  may  be  printed  In  the  Rsooan  an  editorial 
from  the  Philadelphia  Record  of  October  31,  1929,  entitled  "  Mr. 
Grundy  Himsrif  Explains  Joat  What  Grundylam  la." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  waa  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rkooko,  as  follovirs: 

(FMMa  tho  FhUadelphJa  Boeord,  Octotw  81,  18S0] 
jca.  oaoaD*  aiHsaLF  mxriASMu  rvtnt  miAs  savvansif  m 

"  There  ain't  so  ooeb  an  aaloial  I "  lauttared  tho  backwoods  visitor  to 
the  drcQs  upon  flnt  aecfaig  a  giraaie. 

So  eomo  dtlaens.  even  after  oboervtog  Onmdylaai  ta  actSoa,  havo 
doobted  Ha  gilatenco. 

Tbero  iaa't,  there  eaa't  be.  they  bavo  told  thcnaaSvea,  woOt  a  systcaa 
aa  that  aa^rfasly  lapiaaiHtad  by  tha  ji  aaUft  «r  tho  PtanaylvaBia 
Mannfaetoreri'  Aaaodation. 

Thore  cooKta't  be,  aawna  aMa  latMUsaat  ODoagh  to  ho  saieaaifBl  la- 
daatrtalista,  aodi  caJlono  dteogard  of  paMle  tii^tm, 
raooc   of  political  aad 
practice  ao  cyakaL 
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Tet  »n  Umw  tbtatpt  art  bow  la  ptela  rlew. 

Omodiyiia  Is  u  rtal  M  Mr.  Oruady  blmMlt  Aad  Ita  aatMlahlaf 
Mms  have  beaa  ■««  fortb  by  a*  lew  •otboritatiT*  a  pataM  tbaa  that 
«mla«nt  fat  frrer  at  B^abUcaa  caaipalca  fawla  aad  npwMiknat  for  a 
apMlal-prlTltase  tarUL 

Hear  hiai.  aa  ba  laatracta  tbe  Natloa  throosk  tba  8«Bata  eowalttee 
tavaartiattag  lobby  Maadala: 

"  It  i«  nnfortuaata  that  tba  CanstltatloB  graati  to  all  tha  Btatca  aqual 
reprcaeaUtiOD  la  tbe  Scnata. 

"  If  tba  Tolaaie  of  roiee  la  tbe  Scaata  irere  proportloaatf  to  popalatloa. 
prodoctiTa  power,  or  coatrlbatlooa  to  aatloaal  apkeep,  mbo  Btatea  aow 
moKt  Tocal  woold  a«ed  aiapUfleia  to  awka  their  wblipera  heard. 

-A  mam  of  propriety,  U  not  iaw.  aboold  elleaoe  tba  Bcaatora  from 
baelnranl  Statao — aueb  aa  Arlaoaa.  the  Dakotaa,  Idaho,  Mleiieaippi.  Ar- 
kaana.  Moataaa,  and  Wlacoaate — whea  a  tariff  blU  ia  baias  (raaMd. 

"Tbeae  backward  SUtae  atlsbt  be  permitted  to  ba?a  tb^  mf  oa 
Jaalor  Red  Croaa  work  aad  outdoor  relief,  bat  ehoold  be  icqaired  to  bold 
thetr  peace  oa  matters  affeettac  iadaatry  and  tba  matrrial  wtfara  at  the 
conatry. 

**  Tbe  flffurea  of  wealth  and  ladaatrlal  prodoctioa  aad  tacaoM-taz  pay- 
mento  abow  that  thay  have  oaly  wblto  ehipa  la  tha  game.  They 
■hoold  accept  foldaace  from  the  ladaatrlal  Statca." 

That's  Onindyism — aot  aa. portrayed  by  the  satirist  or  the  critical 
ecoaomist  bat  aa  ptctared  by  Its  stoat  ladostrloos  and  roloble  ezpaaeat. 

A  system  which  la  at  war  with  the  first  prlaciplea  of  dM  Coastitatlon. 

Wbicb  ftals  aigleted  over  the  onion  of  aoTcreicn  Btatsa  aad  yearns 
for  a  dictotorship  by  those  poaspsslng  the  most  property. 

Wbleh  woald  eotabHah  the  Indimtrlal  Beat  aa  aapreaM  aad  tha  agri- 
ealtural  Weat  aad  Booth  as  Its  colonial  dependsadea. 

Which  woald  traaaform  the  OoreranMat  of  the  Ualted  Btataa  from  a 
democracy  lato  a  ptatoeraey. 

Which  wooJd  make  wealth  the  test  of  partidpatloa  hi  lawmaking 
aad  the  dallar  siga  the  eotblem  of  p<riitleal  power. 

Which  w««M  rato  dvU  righto  aa  tha  basia  of  baak  dsanaeaa  aad  tbe 
oatput  of  pig  teoa. 

WMeh  waald  aaalt  money  ahsva  manheod, 

la  aosae  aapaeto  thaaa  aauudng  nttacaaosa  aia  rahMhlSL    They  a«s  at 


ladoatrtal- 


lau  to 
sdc 
Mr, 


th?  beliefs  aad  the  aMtlrea  which 
taiMt  makiag  aa  thetr  privato  eoacam 

far  ecoaoaalc  eqoallty  aa 

followers 


ata  bepaleasly  moddlad,  hat  ^te 


the  iadastry 


Thay  really  ballere  that  tha  ladnstry  of 
la  eaaaaarte  a^d  sadal  well  being,  aad 
lamm.  If  aol  aa  Irreleraaey. 

Thay  taaOy  beilave  that  oaly  thoaa  Malea  which 
ara  adnacad,  while  thoaa  whteh 


to  the 
tt  agrlcaltare 


Bopply  tha  Natloa 
tt  with  raw 


the  prtadplca  of  repreesnatlTe  giirsiasmar.   the 

actlTttlaa,  tha  laipeiatlTa  need  fbr  hanacalooa 

and  capacltisa    ta  thaae  faadamsatol 


at  the  BepaMIe,  Mr.  Oraady  grartwaaly  adartta. 
they  eaald  with  what  they  had."    Bat  thay  had  aiUy  " 
iltla^   far  tha   thirtesa   CMaales   lacked   faatatlsi 
thsir  aeeasMriatlen  at  weaKh  waa  nsgllfflhin 

Be^  tea,  la  tha  ay«a  of  Oraadylam  the  agilcaltaral  Btatss  ata 
ward  aad  their  partidpatloa  ia  gorerameat  shooM  be 


did 


/ 


I't  eaovtlae  a  part  of  oar  merimalssd  dviMaatlaa  they 
awnly  sapport  aad  aoorlah  it,  aad  shoold  resMla  la  a  '■^*«— «ag  stoto 
af  asffCdoak 

They  are  dsBdaat  la  adntoaaircai 

They  doa't  prodoce  sueb  eascatials  as  machlae-made  goods,  bat 
laddeatalB  as  grala  and  bcaf  end  tlmher  aad  oil  and 
thiacs  that  sastala  life  aad  keep  Industry  golag-'-aBd  a 
far  maaafa»liiiss. 

Aad  thetr  other  coatribatioaB  to  sodal  welfare  aad  aatloaal  progress 
are  to  Oraadylam  area  leas  weighty — each  totanglble  tblaga  as  political 
tadepaadiaca.  rigor  of  thooght,  the  ptoneerlag  spirit,  a  sease  af  fair 
play,  aad  Aaaarlcaa  tdeaUam. 

Orer  ia  Bnaals  the  Qraadlae  of  commonism  are  eafbrdag  oa  "  ha^- 
ward "  gnapa  at  tha  popalatloa  their  conception  of  public  affairs. 

Peaaaata  who  rsaeat  helag  exptoitcd  by  soTletiaed  ladostry  are  Uaed 
ap  before  flrlag  agnads  aad  shot. 

Oar  Oraadlca  are  aot  oo  crude  and  sangolnary  of  mind.  They  woald 
oaly  dlatraachlse  the  lahahitaats  of  nontodustrlaUsed  States. 

But  ttotr  ecoaosilc  aad  political  philoeopby  is  Jost  as  trratioaal  aad 
dastroetlve  as  that  af  the  aatoerato  of  Moaeow. 

cuMiive  or  washihotoit  cbrtib  ^^mmr 

Mr.  JONSa    Mr.  President 

Mr.  8M00T.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  t— Idtrttion  of  the  Joint  reeotatlon  <8.  J.  Bea.  77)  nro- 
▼Idhw  for  the  dosiag  of  Center  Market  la  the  city  of 
WaahlngtOB. 


The  VIC5B  PBE81DBNT.    Is  there  objection? 
There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
M^hole,  proceeded  to  consider  the  joint  resolution. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    In  line  0,  I  more  to  strike  oat  "Jannary  1. 

IdSl,"  and  to  insert  "  Jane  30,  1980." 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 
The  CHixr  Cuok.    On  line  6,  after  the  word  "  after,"  it  is 
tropoeed  to  strike  oat  "  Janaary  1,  1931,"  and  insert  "  June  30, 
930,"  so  as  to  make  the  joint  resolution  read : 

Remlvet,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorised  and 
lirected  to  glre  notice  that  the  OoTerament  will  cease  to  maintain  tbe 
tnbllc  market  known  aa  Center  Market  in  tbe  city  of  Washlnf^on  after 
rune  80,  1990.  The  buildings  used  and  occupl<>d  for  tbe  purposes  of 
inch  market  shall  be  Tacated  on  or  before  such  date. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  joint  resolution  was  rept>rted  to  the  Senate  as  amended, 
ind  the  amendment  was  concurred  in. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
"eading,  read  tbe  third  time,  and  passed. 

KXBOUnVK     SKSBIOir 

Mr.  JONES.  I  more  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consider- 
ition  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  S«iate  proceeded  to  the 
»nsideration  of  executiye  business  in  open  session. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Reports  of  committees  are  in 
Mrder. 

irOHINATION    or    EUOENK    BLACK 

Mr.  SMOOT.  From  the  Committee  on  Finance  I  report 
aroraMy  a  nomination. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nomination  wiU  be  i^ced  on 
he  calendar. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  what  is  the  nom- 
nation  which  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  just  reported? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is  the  nominatloD  of  Mr.  Black. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  nomination  will  be  stated. 

The  Ohiv  Clsx.  Eugene  BUck.  of  Clarksrille,  Tex.,  to  be 
I  member  of  the  United  States  Board  of  Tax  Appeals  for  the 
inezpired  term  of  six  years  from  June  2,  1926,  vice  John  B. 
iUUken  redgned. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  ask  ananimous  consent  for  the  Immedl- 
ite  consideration  of  the  nomination. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
tear*  none,  and  without  objection  the  nomination  is  confirmed, 
ind  the  PregMent  wlU  be  notified. 

BZKcxrnvs  icBsaAOKg  KawaaxD 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  sundry  execu- 
Ive  measagea  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which 
nrere  referred  to  tbe  appropriate  committees. 

BSPOBTS  or  FO0TAI,   NOMINATIOITS 

Mr.  JONES.  On  behalf  rtT  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
■»Hirps]  I  submit  certain  reports  from  the  Committee  on  Post 
>fllces  and  Poet  Roads  for  the  calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nominations  will  go  to  the 
^endar.  Are  there  further  reports  of  committees ;  If  not,  the 
nlendar  is  in  wder.  The  clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on 
he  calendar. 

NOMIITATIOir  or  BAYMOITD  C.  BBOWIf 

The  CHmr  Ci.bk.  Raymond  C.  Brown  to  be  Secretary  of 
he  Territory  of  Hawaii 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nomination 
a  confirmed,  and  tlie  President  will  be  notified. 

HOMIRATIOIf  or  PSm   MICHAKL  LABSOIf 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Peter  Michael  Lar- 

rn  to  be  register  of  land  office  at  Cass  Ljike.  Minn, 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  nomination 
confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 
iroMiNATioir  or  johtv  b.  tuvib 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination  of  John  B.  Turner  to 
he  captain  (engineering)  in  the  Coast  Guard,  to  rank  as  such 
from  May  7,  1929. 

I  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  nominaUon 
^  cimfirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

COAST  AUD  QBODBnO  SUaVET 

The  Chief  Clerk  reed  the  nominations  of  sundry  oflkers  for 
Nvmotion  in  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  the  nominations 
I  ire  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

roaTAL  NOUlNATIOIfS 

Mr.  JONES.    I  ask  that  the  nominations  of  postmasters  may 
le  confirmed  en  bloc. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objecUon  to  the  confirma- 
\  ton  of  nominations  of  postmasters  on  the  calendar  en  Woe? 
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The  Chair  hears  none,  and  It  la  so  ordered.  The  nominations 
are  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified.  That  com- 
pletes the  calendar. 

ifAVAi.  mncnrATioifg 

Mr.  HALE.  From  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  I  report 
certain  nominations  In  the  Navy  and  Marine  Corps. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nominaticms  will  be  placed  oa 
the  calendar. 

IfOlIIKATION  or  LOtTIB  K.  ORAHAIC 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Gillett],  to  whom  I  had  delegated 
authority  to  report  a  nomination,  is  not  here. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  think  the  S«iator  from  Massachusetts  re- 
ported the  nomination ;  he  told  me  that  he  would  report  it 

Mr.  NORRIS.    To-day? 

Mr.  JONES.     Yes. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  understand  that  he  has  not  been  here. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  not  heard  of  It  being  done. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  I  will  take  the  responslbiUty  on  behalf 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  reporting  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Louis  E.  Gruham  to  be  United  States  attorney  for  the  western 
district  of  Pennsylvania,  and  ask  that  it  go  to  the  calendar. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  inasmuch  as  the  action  of  the 
committee  was  ananimous 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  was  unanimous ;  but  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr.  Gillett]  was  authorized  to  make  the  repatt. 
There  may  be  some  reason  why  he  has  not  done  so. 

Mr.  REED.    No ;  he  told  me 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
sent  the  nomination  to  the  desk  before  he  left  the  Senate. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  have  no  objection  then. 

Mr.  REED.    Then  I  ask  its  present  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objecUon,  the  nomination 
will  be  confirmed,  and  the  President  notified. 

(All  nominations  confirmed  this  day  appear  at  the  end  of 
to-day's  Senate  proceedings.) 

BECKSg 

Mr.  JONES.  As  in  legislative  session,  I  more  that  tbe  Senate 
take  a  recess  until  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  9  o'clock  and  SO  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Friday,  Novem- 
ber 1,  1929,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Mmeeutive   nominationM   received    by    the   Senate   October   81 
(leffitlaUve  day  of  October  SO),  1929 

SBCBaTABIIS    IK    TBB   DlPLOMATIO    B^VICB 

Henry  Carter,  of  Maasachusetta,  to  be  a  secretary  In  the 
Diplomatic  Service  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

The  following-named  persona,  now  Foreign  Service  ofllcera, 
nnelaseified,  and  vice  consols  of  career,  to  be  also  secretarlea  In 
the  Diplomatic  Service  of  the  United  Statea  of  America: 

H.  Eric  Trammell,  ot  the  District  of  Columbia. 

S.  Walter  Washington,  of  Weat  Virginia. 

FoBDON  StsnoB 

CLASS  B 

Henry  Garter,  of  Maaaachnaetta,  to  be  a   Foreign   Service 
officer  of  class  5  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
Pbomotions  in  the  Navt 

Capt.  Thomas  C.  Elart  to  be  a  rear  admiral  in  tbe  Navy  from 
the  1st  day  of  October,  1S29. 

Lieut.  Allen  R,  McCann  to  be  a  lieatenant  commander  In  the 
Navy  from  the  6th  day  of  June,  1929. 

Lieut.  Seabury  Cook  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  In  the 
Navy  from  the  6th  day  of  September,  1929. 

Lieut  Caiarles  W.  Weltzel  to  be  a  lieatenant  commander  In 
tbe  Navy  from  the  10th  day  of  October,  1929. 

Lieut  (Junior  Grade)  Charles  A.  Havard  to  be  a  lieutenant 
In  the  Navy  from  the  Slst  day  of  August  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Harry  Ke^»,  jr.,  to  be  a  lieatenant 
In  the  Navy  from  the  Ist  day  of  October,  1929. 

Ensign  Richard  K.  Cainea  to  be  a  lieatenant  (jonlor  grade) 
in  the  Navy,  from  the  4th  day  of  Jane,  1928. 

POBTMASTtBS 

CALlrVMlNIA 

Joseph  G.  Petar  to  be  postmaster  at  Bollnaa,  Galit  Ofllce 
became  presidential  Jaly  1,  1929. 

TUmiDA 

Ralph  F.  Blatchley  to  be  postmaster  at  Donedin,  Fla.,  la  place 
of  E.  F.  Hope,  resigned. 


Jutm  E.  Brecfat  to  be  poatmaater  at  Fort  Myers,  Fla.,  In  place 
of  J.  B.  Brecbt  lactu&bent'a  ooBmisaion  exidred  JanaarT  2B. 
192ft. 


QeoTge  B.  McIntTre  to  be  postmaster  at  Alley,  Oa.,  in  place 
of  O.  B.  Mclntyre.  Incombenfs  commission  expired  March  S, 
1929. 

Edward  R.  Johnson  to  be  postmaster  at  Angosta,  Ga.,  In  place 
of  J.  P.  Wood.    Incumbent's  commission  exfrfred  March  S,  1929. 

Olene  Watson  to  be  postmaster  at  Menlo,  Qa.,  In  place  of  Ida 
Hale,  resigned. 

Janice  M.  Royster  to  be  postmaster  at  Nahunta,  Oa.  Oflloa 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Robert  B.  Bryan  to  be  postmaster  at  WrightsTille,  Ga.,  in  place 
of  J.  H.  McWhorter.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  February 
27,  1929. 

lUJltOIS 

Mllle  Fllcklnger  to  be  postmaster  at  Lanark,  Hi.,  In  place  of 
J.  F.  Fllcklnger,  deceased. 

Elizabeth  B.  Wetmore  to  be  postmaster  at  Eola,  IIL  Office 
became  presld^tial  July  1,  1^9. 

Curl  H.  Holtz  to  be  postmaster  at  Hollywood,  IIL  Office  be- 
came presidential  July  1,  1929. 

William  J.  Ohlhab«  to  be  postmaster  at  SchiUer  Park,  IIL 
Office  became  presidential  July  1.  1929. 

lOWA 

Ellsworth  Fry  to  be  postmastsr  at  Dnnkertoo,  Iowa,  In  place 
of  F.  O.  Canfield,  resigned. 

Abner  Reynolds  to  be  postmaster  at  BUswortb.  Iowa,  In  ptafet 
of  O.  A.  Cragwick,  deceased. 

Wayland  R.  Christiansen  to  be  postmaster  at  Nortbwood, 
Iowa,  in  place  of  B.  K.  Pitman,  realgned. 

KAHgAg 

Edward  Boebler  to  be  pogtmaster  at  Wilson,  Kans,,  in  plaeg 
of  H.  C.  Walter,  removed. 

XBITDCXT 

Charles  E.  Balee  to  be  postmaster  at  TrSBtoa,  Kjr^  la  place  of 
B.  a  Stockwell,  deceased. 

LOCiaiAHA 

Mildred  M.  Oleason  to  be  postmaster  at  Belefaer,  La.  Ofllce 
became  presidential  July  1,  1829. 

William  0.  Reynolds  to  be  postmaster  at  Ida,  La.  Ofllce  b*- 
came  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Bernard  B.  FranQoes  to  be  postmaster  at  Opelousas,  La.,  in 
place  of  O.  Lk  Lassalle,  removed. 

MASSACHVI 


Arthur  E.  Sears,  to  be  postmaster  at  Aabby,  Mass.,  in  ^oe  ot 
H.  F.  filngbam,  deceased. 

uitmaoAM 

Freeman  O.  Hall  to  be  postmaster  at  Martin,  Mich.  Offlcv 
became  iiresldentlal  Jnly  1,  1929. 

Florence  B.  Young  to  be  postmaster  at  Newberry,  Mlcb.,  la 
friace  of  W.  H.  Palmer,  deceased. 

MIHinSOTA 

Frank  A.  Schneider  to  be  postmaster  at  Lake  Elmo,  Iflnn.,  in 
iHace  of  Sam  Domfeld.  Incambent's  commlasloB  ezplxed  May  S, 
1928. 

Loois  M.  Larson  to  be  postmaster  at  Alberta,  Minn.  Offlca 
became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

Arthur  J.  Schunk  to  be  postmaster  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  la 
place  of  Arch  Cinema  n,  resigned. 

Tollef  P.  Anderson  to  be  postmaster  at  Thief  River  Falls, 
Minn.,  in  place  ot  Tolly  P.  Anderson ;  to  correct  name. 

mssissim 

Mattie  B.  Patton  to  be  postmaster  at  Shabata,  Miss.,  In  place 
<rf  L.  B.  Fairctaild,  removed. 

Cecil  D.  Chadwick  to  be  postmastw  at  Walnnt  Grovc^  Misa« 
in  place  of  Katie  Starling,  removed. 

lUSSOCBI 

Rudolph  J.  Benneberg  to  be  postmaster  at  Gray  Snnnait,  M& 
Office  became  presidential  Jnty  1,  1929. 


Esther  A.  Carlson  to  be  postmaster  at  Mead,  Nrixr.,  in  j^ce  of 
J.  A.  Johnson,  resigned. 

Gordon  H.  Cary  to  be  postmaster  at  Mlnatare,  Nebr..  in  plaos 
of  W.  M.  McDanlel,  resigned. 

new  jnaanr 

William  L.  Scheuerman,  to  be  postmaster  at  Baaklnc  Rldc% 
N.  J.,  In  place  of  F.  0. 


f.  i 
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HCW   MXXICO 

Bertha  B.  Teader  to  be  poistmaster  at  Nan  Vlaa,  M.  Hex..  1b 
place  of  Florence  Sheipauui,  reaigned. 

IfEW  TOKK 

Oharlea  B.  Wataon  to  be  poetmaster  at  Johnson  City,  N.  Y^  In 
plaea  of  F.  B.  Whltteaore.  deceased. 

Bogr  G.  Clark  to  be  poetmaster  at  Lardunont,  N.  Y.,  In  place 
of  O.  B.  Ooldandth,  declined. 

HOITH  OABOUIf  A 

Byroa  J.  Luther  to  be  postmaster  at  Bnka^  N.  G.  Office  be- 
came presidential  October  t  1929. 

OKLAHOMA 

Bdward  Pennlncton  to  be  postmaster  at  Commerce,  Okla^  in 
pUce  of  P.  C.  Merrell,  resigned. 

FCIfNSTI.TAIfIA 

William  8.  Leran  to  be  postmaster  at  Esterly,  Pa.  Office  be- 
came presidential  Joly  1,  1929. 

Esra  H.  Ripple,  jr..  to  be  postmaster  at  Scranton,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  M.  W.  Lowry.  Incmnbent's  eommissiim  exi^red  Angust  23, 
1926. 

SOITTH   CABOURA 

Foster  P.  Lee  to  be  postmaster  at  Lamar,  S.  C,  In  place  of 
E.  L.  Spears.  remoTed. 

nEIflfBBSEB 

Edna  R.  La  Fan  to  be  postmaster  at  Iron  City,  Tenn..  in  place 
of  L.  M.  Bromley,  resigned. 

Horton  Fuson  to  be  poHtmaster  at  Comberland  Gap,  Tenn..  in 
place  (rf  W.  a  Brooks,  resigned. 

TTTAB 

Etta  Moffltt  to  be  postmaster  at  Kenilworth.  Utah.  Office 
became  presidential  Joly  1.  1929. 

Erastns  R.  Cnrtis  to  be  postmaster  at  Orangeviile,  Utah,  in 
place  of  v.  O.  Fullmer,  remored. 

WEST  VntGIIfIA 

Walter  A.  Sherwood  to  be  postmaster  at  Flemlngton,  W.  Vs.. 
hi  plaee  of  Ira  Oreathonse.  resigned. 

Otto  B.  Kessler  to  be  postmaster  at  Nltro,  W.  Va.,  in  place  of 
B.  H.  Harris,  removed. 

wiacoRsiif 

Aimer  E.  Adams  to  be  postmaster  at  Mlnong,  Wis.,  in  i^ce  of 
M.  V.  Brown,  resigned. 

WTOMIIfQ 

Herbert  B.  Wise  to  be  postmaster  at  Basin,  Wyo.,  in  place  of 
O.  T.  Gebhart.  removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Ererutire   nominations   confirmed    by   the   Senate   October  SI 
Uegitlative  day  of  October  SO),  1929 

Uxms  Statsb  Cuccit  Judqb 
WUUam  M.  Sparks,  seventh  circuit 

MncBBt  or  thk  United  Statbb  Boabd  or  Tax  Appkals 
Eugeue  Black. 

U:nTiD  Statcs  Arrotisrr 
Louis  Edward  Graham,  western  district  of  Pennsylvania. 

SnaBTAaT  or  the  TntarroBT  aw  Hawau 
Raymond  C.  Brown. 

RoBiarmt  or  Land  Omca 
Peter  Michael  I^arson.  Cass  Lake,  Minn. 

Coast  Gcabo 
John  B.  Turner  to  be  captain  (eugineering). 
Coast  and  Obodctic  Subvet 
To  be  aide  with  relative  rank  of  engiffn  In  the  N»vp 
GUbert  Carlton  Mast. 
Marshall  HodHon  Reese. 
Fred  Anderson  Riddell. 

To  be  junior  hitdroifra^ic  and  geodetic  engineer  Kith  relative 
rank  of  Uemtenani  Uumior  grade)  in  the  Navy 
Clarence  Amandus  Burmister. 
Percy  Levy  Bemstein. 
James  Dennis  lliurmond. 

PosTicAsnaa 

ALARAMA 

M.  Lee  Hammond,  Whistlw. 

CAUPOaiOA 

Antoinette  E.  Williams,  Merced  Falls. 
Haael  Hooker,  Waterman. 
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FLOaiOA 

Garter  T.  Daves,  Bebson  Park. 
J^erson  Gaines,  Bocagrande. 
Adam  E.  Koehler,  Jacksonville  Beach. 
Charles  E.  Getchell,  Kelsey  City. 
Nellie  P.  Perry,  Lake  Jovlta. 
Frands  0.  Leavins,  Ponce  de  Leon. 
Hmner  T.  Welch.  Sarasota. 
Amanda  H.  Richards,  Wewahitcbka. 
Edward  O.  Sawyers,  Zolfo  Springs. 

OBOBGLA 

Henrietta  E.  Butt,  Buena  Vista. 

ILUIfOIS 

Louis  A.  Wlllman,  Metamora. 

INDIANA 

Lois  J.  Gustafson,  Chesterton. 
Orville  D.  Evans,  Oolitic. 

KANSAS 

Allen  W.  Howland,  Ludell. 

KENTUCKY 

Rex  A.  O'Flynn,  Utlca. 

KAINK 

Marion  L.  Prescott,  HoUis  Center. 
Louis  S.  IsbeU,  North  Anson. 

MABTLAND 

Edgar  8.  Wootton.  Ebilethorpe. 

MINNESOTA 

Fannie  £.  Christman,  Monterey. 

MONTANA 

Joseph  Rorvfk,  Circle. 

NEBRASKA 

Earl  S.  Brlndle.  Belvidere. 
Bertha  C.  Levenburg,  Madrid. 

NORTH    CABOLINA 

Jesse  T.  Wilkinson.  Aurora. 

NOBTH    DAKOTA 

Frances  Meagher,  Velva. 

OKLAHOMA 

John  C.  Ely.  Canute. 
Joseph  A.  Godown,  Keyes. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Kathryn  K.  Endy.  Stony  Creek  Mills. 
Ella  J.  Dunlap,  West  Middlesex. 

RHODE  IHI-ANtf 

Kenneth  B.  Gardiner.  Warwick. 

TBNNESSIX 

James  H.  Dootson,  Signal  Mountain. 

TEXAS 

Lillian  L.  Hodierne.  Presidio, 
Lee  R.  Grigsby,  Sanderson. 
Mary  Featherhoff,  Velasc-o. 

WISCONSIN 

Thomas  D.  Morris,  Cambria. 
Anton  J.  Cherney,  Edgar. 
Elmer  S.  Byers.  Marion. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

TnuRSDAT,  October  31,  1929 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order 
1  y  its  Clerk,  Hon.  William  Tyler  Page,  who  read  the  following 
(Communication : 

Thx  Spkakck'8  Room, 
Hocsx  OF  Bepusentativis.  Unitbo  Statxs, 

Wathington,  D.  C.  October  Si!  oa. 
'^be  Clbbk  or  tbs  Hocsa  or  Kkpbimkmtatives  : 

I  hereby  deelwinte  the  Hon.  Fbedkbick  B.  Lbhlbach  as  Speaker  pro 
tempore  (or  this  day. 

Nicholas  I.onc worth, 
Bpraker  Houae  of  Repraentativw. 
Mr.  LEHLBACH  took  the  chair  as  Speaker  pro  tempore 
The  SPEAKER  pro  temponv    Tlie  f Chaplain  will  offer  prayer 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D   D    offered 
t  lie  foUowing  prayor: 


Dear  Lord,  just  for  a  moment  we  calmly  wait.     Nothing  but 
t  »e  bread  of  Heaven  can  feed  our  souls,  and  nothing  but  the 
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blessed  balm  of  GUead  can  heal  the  hurts  and  woands  of  life. 
Be  with  that  Member  upon  whom  a  great  sorrow  has  come  and 
whose  fireside  is  dark.  Draw  as  from  self  and  sin  to  Thee  and 
SoodnesB.  We  want  the  old  truth,  namely,  Qoi  in  human  life. 
A  truth  as  old  as  eternity  and  as  new  as  the  last  ray  that  floods 
the  earth.  Bless  our  homes,  Heavenly  Father.  Make  every  one 
a  house  of  God  and  every  hearthstone  an  altar  of  prayer.  Help 
us  to  obey  Thy  commandments  and  keep  Thy  ordinances.  Keep 
Thy  serraots  from  presumptuous  sins  and  let  them  not  have 
dominion  over  us.    Through  Jesos  Christ  our  Lord.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  October  28,  1929, 
was  reed  and  approved. 

lOCSSAOS  VaOM  THB  PBEBIMCNT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  President  of  the  United  Rtates 
was  communicated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Hess,  one  of  his  secre- 
taries, who  also  informed  the  House  that  on  the  following  date 
the  President  approved  and  signed  a  Joint  resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  following  title : 

On  October  17.  1929 : 

H.  J.  Res.  80.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  ttie  postpon^nent 
of  the  date  of  maturity  of  the  principal  of  the  lndebtedn(«8  of 
the  French  Republic  to  the  United  States  in  respect  of  the 
purchase  of  surplus  war  supplies. 

MB8SAOB  FBOM  THE  SENATB 

A  message  from  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Graven,  its  principal  clerk, 
announced  that  the  Senate  had,  on  October  29,  1929,  passed  the 
following  resolution : 

Retolred,  That  the  Senate  has  beard  with  deep  regret  and  profoand 
sorrow  the  announcement  of  the  death  of  the  Hon.  Thcodori  E.  Bubtom, 
late  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Ohio. 

Reaolced,  That  a  committee  of  20  Senators  be  appointed  b7  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate  to  take  order  for  superintending  the  funeral  of  Mr. 
Bdbton,  which  shall  take  place  in  the  Senate  Cliambet  at  2.80  o  clock 
p.  m.,  on  Wednesday,  October  30,  1929,  and  that  the  Senate  attend 
the  ttame. 

Re-Holved,  That  as  a  farther  mark  of  respect,  bis  remains  be  removed 
from  Washington  to  Clereland.  Ohio,  for  burial,  in  ctiarge  of  the 
Sergeant  at  Arms,  attended  by  the  committee,  who  shall  have  full  power 
to  carry  these  resolutions  into  effect;  and  that  the  necessary  ezr^enses 
In  connection  ttierewith  l»e  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
Senate. 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  commanicate  these  resolutions  to  the 
House  of  Representatives,  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  family  of  the 
deceased,  and  invite  the  House  of  Representatives  to  attend  the  funeral 
in  the  Senate  Ctiamber,  and  to  appoint  a  committee  to  act  with  the 
committee  of  the  Senate. 

Resolved,  That  Invitations  be  extended  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  the  members  of  the  Cabinet,  the  Chief  Justice  and  As^iociate 
Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  the  diplomatic 
corps  (through  the  Secretary  of  State),  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  hrmj. 
the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  and  the  Major  General  C4>mmandant  of 
the  Marine  Corps,  to  attend  the  funeral  in  the  Senate  Chamber. 

Resolved,  That  as  a  further  mark  of  reapect  to  the  memory  of  the 
deceased,  the  Senate  stand  adjourned  until  2.15  o'clock  p.  m.  to-morrow. 

AOJOUBNMKirT 

Mr.  HAWLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  12  o'ck>ck  and 
4  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  59, 
adjourned  until  Monday.  November  4,  1929.  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXBCUTI\'B  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  Rule  XXIY,  executive  communications 
vere  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

72.  A  letter  frwn  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  advice 
fhat  the  reports  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  3929,  have 
betn  audited  by  the  Chief  of  Finance,  United  States  Army,  and 
found  ctirrect,  and  an  Itemized  report  is  transmitted  herewith, 
for  the  American  National  Red  Cross;  to  the  Committee  cm 
Military  Affairs. 

73.  A  letter  from  the  CfmiptroUer  General  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  report  and  recommendation  to  the  Congress 
cuncerniug  the  claim  of  John  Baba  against  the  United  States 
(H.  Doc.  No.  122) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

74.  A  letter  from  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting  a  supplemental  report,  with  recommenda- 
tion thereon,  relating  to  the  claim  of  H.  L.  Lambert  for  per- 
sonal Injury  and  property  damages  (H.  Doc  No.  1^>  ;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  Claims  and  o«rdered  to  be  inrinted. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  daoae  S  of  Role  XXII,  public  bills  and  reaolitlons  were 
Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  f oUowt : 

By  Mr.  GREEN:  A  biU  (I^  &.  4848)  to  make  an  appropria- 
tion for  the  erectltm  of  headstones  on  graves  of  certain  soldiers 
who  served  in  the  Confederate  Army;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
Appropriatlona. 

By  Mr.  BRITTEN:  A  biU  (H.  R.  4849)  to  provide  for  tHa 
purchase  of  a  bronae  bust  of  the  late  Lieut  James  Mdvllle 
Giliis,  United  States  Navy,  to  be  presented  to  the  Chilean 
National  Observatory ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  B.  4850)  to  equalise  the  allowances  for  quar- 
ters and  subsistence  between  enlisted  men  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Marine  CcNrpe ;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4861)  to  provide  for  the  removal  of  civil 
or  criminal  prosecution  from  a  State  court  to  the  United  States 
district  court  in  certain  cases ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DALLINGER:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  48S2)  for  the  promotion 
of  certain  retired  officers,  warrant  officers,  and  enUsted  men  of 
the  United  States  Army ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SIMMONS:  A  bill  (H.  R  4868)  in  resftect  of  rates  of 
postage  on  semiweekly  newspapers;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Idaho:  A  MU  (H.  R.  4854)  for  the  protec- 
tion  of  the  water  flow  of  streams  in  the  puMic-land  States ;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

Also,  a  bill    (H.  R.  4865)   to  amend  section  00  (tf  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  to  codify,  revise,  and  amend  the  penal  laws  of 
the  United  States."  approved  March  4,  1909 ;  to  the  Committer 
on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  WOODRUFF:  A  biU  (H.  R.  4856)  to  amend  section 
1  of  the  act  of  February  14,  1927.  entitled  "An  act  auth<«rlslug 
the  Setretary  of  the  Navy  to  accept  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States  title  in  fee  simple  to  a  certain  strip  of  land  and  tlio  con- 
struction of  a  brld'ge  across  Archers  Creek  in  South  Carolina  "; 
to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R.  4857)  authorising  the  transfer  of  certain 
lands  near  Vailcjo,  Calif.,  from  the  United  States  Housing  Cor- 
poration to  the  Navy  Department  for  naval  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXIL  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  BECK :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4858)  for  the  relief  of  Margaret 
Thonikln ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BOWMAN :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4859)  granting  a  pension  to 
Elizabeth  Huffman;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BUCKBEE:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  4800)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Sarah  Lyons;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions 

By  Mr.  BURDICK :  A  bill  (H.  R  4861)  to  provide  for  the 
reimbursement  of  GuUlermo  Medina,  hydrographlc  surveyor,  for 
the  value  of  personal  effects  lost  in  the  capaixing  of  a  Navy 
whaleboat  off  Galera  Island,  Gulf  of  Panama ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  CROWTHER:  A  MR  (H.  R.  4862)  grantinff  an  in- 
crease of  pension  to  Verona  K.  Mitch^ ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4863)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Alice  Fin(^ ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4864)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Phoebe  Putman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4865)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Addie  M.  Tower ;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  EATON  of  New  Jersey:  A  bilt  (H.  R.  4866)  granting 
an  Increase  of  pension  to  Margaret  B.  Fletcher;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4867)  granting  an  increase  of  pulsion  to 
Mary  L.  Baird ;  to  the  Committee  mi  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4868)  granting  an  increa«ie  of  pension  to 
Clara  E.  Wade ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FITZGERALD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4889)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Smith  Boyd ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  GAMBRILL:  A  biU  (H.  R.  4870)  for  the  relief  ot 
Marie  B.  Neale ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4871)  for  the  relief  of  Hans  Herman 
Rudolph ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  HOPKINS :  A  biU  (H.  R.  4872)  granting  a  pension  to 
E.  M.  Austin ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

AlHO,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4873)  granting  a  pension  to  Harriet  a. 
GM^en ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  <H.  R.  4874)  granting  an  increase  of  penston  to 
Harriet  Hng^iee ;  to  the  CoanDittee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 
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Ity  Mr.  KEARXS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4875)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Frank  Johnson ;  to  the  Ck)mmlttee  on  Pensions. 

Al.»<o,  a  bill  (II.  R.  4876)  for  the  relief  of  Joseirti  Bratten;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  KIEFNEB:  A  biU  (H.  B.  4877)  granting  a  pension  to 
John  Mund ;  to  the  O'nimittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (II.  R.  4S7S)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Knoll;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LAMPERT:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4879)  granting  a  pension 
to  tlmma  J.  Peterson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4880)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Jane  A.  Brill :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LOZIER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4881)  granting  a  pension  to 
Susan  S.  Mayo ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al!»o.  a  bill  (H.  R.  4882)  granting  a  pension  to  Nellie  Mc- 
Laughlin ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4883)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Coreilab  B.  Price ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (U.  I^  4884)  granting  a  pensl<Hi  to  Ellen  Viola 
Lebr;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  McFADDEN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4885)  granting  an  In- 
creiise  of  pension  to  Jnlia  Squires;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pen.silons. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4886)  granting  a  pension  to  Fred  C.  Vander- 
pool ;  to  the  O^mmittee  on  Pensions. 

Alw),  a  bill  (II.  R.  4887)  granting  an  increa.se  of  pension  to 
Pally  Messenger :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  MAPES:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4S8S)  granting  a  pension  to 
Anna  E.  Stout ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
•      By  Mr.  PALMER:  A  hill  (II.  R.  4S.80)  granting  a  pension  to 
O.  D,  Ounn ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SCIL\FER  nt  Wisconsin :  A  biU  (H.  R.  4890)  granting 
•  pension  to  Martha  Carter;  to  the  Committee  on  Invali<l 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SCHNEIDER:  A  biU  (H.  R.  4891)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Saroantha  Vose ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4892)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Charles  F.  Walker;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  THURSTON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4893)  granting  an  in- 
crease of  pension  to  Mary  A.  Reece;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
valid Pensions. 

By  Mr.  VESTAL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4894)  granUng  a  pension  to 
Albert  C.  Whitaker;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  VINCENT  of  Michigan:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4895)  granting 
a  pension  to  Anna  Kelley;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 


PETITIONS,  ETa 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

7t>0.  Petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey, 
favoring  Increase  of  pension  to  soldiers  and  sailors  of  the  Civil 
War  and  widows  of  soldiers  and  sailors;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

761.  By  Mr.  BOTLAN :  Resolution  adopted  by  the  National 
Paint,  Oil,  and  Varnish  Association  (Inc.),  of  New  York  City, 
protesting  against  tariff  on  blackstrap  molasses;  to  the  Coounlt- 
tee  on  Ways  and  Means 


SENATE 
^^  Fridat,  November  i,  1929 

{Lcgitlatire  day  of  Wednesday,  October  SO,  19i9) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
lecesB. 

Mr.  FBSS.    Mr.  President  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  derk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislatire  derk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 

AII<>B 

Asburst 

BarUe7 

Bin  (Cham 

Black 

Blaise 

BIrase 

Borah 

Bratton 

Bro<-k 

Brookbart 

Brousnard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Conn.Hily 

Ccpcland 

CooaMM 

CuttiDS 

IVneen 

Kds« 

FCM 


Fletch«r 

Jones 

Sbortridge 

Prasier 

Kean 

Simmona 

George 

Keodrick 

Smith 

Glllctt 

Keyes 
McKenar 

Smoot 

GUm 

Steck 

Gkan 

McNary 
If  etcal ' 

Steiwer 

Goff 

Swanaon 

Goldsboroogh 

Mows 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Gould 

Norlxy* 

Ttaomaa.  Okia. 

Greene 

Norria 

Trammell 

Hale 

Nve 

Oddle 

Tydinss 

UarrU 

yan<!enbarg 

Harrison 

OTennaa 

Wagner 

HaatlBsa 

l^tteraoa 

Walcott 

Hatflck) 

Pine 

Wal>ih.  Mas*. 

Hawea 

PittnuiQ 

Walab.  Mont. 

He2!m 

Ran!<dell 

Warr«n 

Reed 

Watenaaa 

Heflin 

RobiMoa,  Ind. 

Wheeler 

HoweU 

Schatl 

JohnaoB 

Bheppard 

NOVEMBEE    1 


Mr.  8HEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  Kcfo]  Is  absent  on  account  of  Illness. 
This  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  wish  the  Record  to  show  that  my  colleague 
[Mr.  Shtpstead]  Is  still  absent,  ilL 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  wish  to  ann.>unce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
McMasttb]  is  unavoidably  absent  on  acct)unt  of  sickness  in  his 
family.     I  ask  that  this  annonnf-em^'nt  may  stiind  for  the  day. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-two  Senators  having 
an.'^wered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  Is  present, 

ADDiUEBS    BY    BISHOP   M'DOWHX    AT    BUKIAL    OF    THE   lATB   SENATOR 

BUKTO.V 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  on  yesterday  Bishop  McDowell,  of 
this  city,  delivered  the  funeral  oration  on  the  occasion  of  the 
burial  of  the  late  Senator  Theodore  E.  Burton.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  that  It  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  address  is  as  follows : 

I  am  8peakiDg  at  Senator  Bukton's  request ;  one  native  son  of  Ohio 
proudly  responding  to  the  wish  of  another. 

Many  years  ago  In  this  city  a  vrell-beloved  clergyman  of  that  day 
preached  on  David  UTln«:stone.  Among  other  things  he  said  that  such 
a  man  as  that  Scotch  missionary  physician  was  the  final  answer  to  other 
relijrtona  aa  to  the  worth  of  Christianity.  It  proves  itself  by  the  per- 
sonal characters  it  creates  and  the  sorvice  It  permits  them  to  render 
to  the  world.  That  also  is  an  essential  proof  of  the  quality  of  a  clvlllxa- 
tion.  What  kind  of  men  does  it  grow  at  its  best,  and  what  kind  of 
work  does  it  give  them  opportunity  to  perform?  Religions  and  states 
alike  must  meet  these  tests.  The  man  whose  womuut  body  lies  here 
before  ua  was  the  sort  of  man  of  whom  we  could  proudly  and  con- 
fidently say:  This  Is  the  kind  of  man  that  Christian  dvilixation  &t  its 
best  creates  in  the  world  and  offers  to  the  world. 

He  vividly  illustrated  another  universal,  fundamental  principle.  The 
problem  of  the  pulpit  is  the  preacher ;  the  problem  of  the  school  •»  the 
teacher ;  the  problem  of  the  state  is  the  statesmaa.  Tried  by  all  the 
severest  tests  of  statesmanship,  this  man  may  walk  with  the  worthiest 
public  servants  of  any  state  or  country.  Forty  years  ago  this  city  sent 
him  to  Congress.  Nearly  all  of  the  years  since  have  seen  him  !n  the 
House  of  Representatives  or  Senate  of  the  United  States.  He  has  been 
in  unusual  manner  and  degree  a  Federal  and  international  man.  The 
President  of  the  United  States  the  other  day  spoke  yonder  on  our 
Ohio  River  of  the  abilities  and  devotion  with  which  Senator  Bcrtok 
liad  "endowed"  public  life.  In  a  very  real  sense  Ohio  gave  hira  and 
his  abilities,  bis  character  and  his  consecration  to  public  welfare  as  ao 
endowment  to  the  Nation  and  the  nations.  It  was  said  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel  that  he  left  to  England  "  a  legacy  of  statesmen."  Ohio  holds  a 
noble  place  with  the  other  States,  old  and  young.  In  her  gift:*  of 
genuine  statesmen  to  the  country.  It  would  be  tragic  If  this  w-e-'e  the 
only  one.  It  Is  our  pride  that  this  one  was  worthy  of  hla  place  among 
the  best 

What  will  a  true  statesman  do?  He  will  make  the  people  think 
nobly  and  sacredly  of  the  state  as  an  institution.  There  are  cheap  and 
dangerous  ways  of  thinking  of  the  state.  There  are  high  and  boly 
ways.  Scarcely  anything  Is  more  needed  anywhere  to-day  than  a  sober, 
sound,  exalted  view  of  government  Itself.  In  It  we  live  and  move  and 
have  our  being.  Its  sacredness  inheres  in  its  very  relation  to  human 
life.  And  there  are  men.  some  In  public  life,  who  cheapen  and  degrade 
the  whole  thought  of  the  state.  They  never  make  men  think  of  the 
republic  as  a  holy  thing,  a  republic  of  God.  There  are  others,  and  this 
was  one  of  them,  who  lift  the  whole  idea  of  civil  government  to  a  high 
level.  They  see  Its  relation  to  human  welfare,  to  what  it  does,  to  what 
It  alone  can  do  for  highest  human  outcome.  No  matter  what  they  do 
whether  for  better  waterways,  sounder  finance,  jnster  taxation.  Inter- 
parliamentary unions,  or  peace  societies,  such  statesmen  are  always 
thinking  of  their  relation  to  humaa  welfare.  They  know  that  the  last 
answer  of  any  nation  to  the  world  is  the  human  life  it  produces,  the 
human  society  It  makes  Inevitable.  Human  life  and  welfare  are  sacred. 
And  the  whole  question  of  legislation,  of  statecraft,  of  wars,  of  peace, 
of  all  civil  Ideals  runs  at  last  into  human  Interest  and  character. 

The  genuine  statesman  will  be  tested  also  by  the  size  of  the  Issues  he 
makes  supreme  In  his  public  service,  the  size  of  the  purposes  he  stead- 
fastly sets  before  him,  the  kind  of  relationships  which  he  selects  and 
cherisbes  for  hla  life.  I  do  not  need  to  tell  yon  how  well  this  son  of 
America  met  this  exacting  demand.  It  was  said  of  a  famous  German 
general  that  his  very  presence  made  other  men  brave  and  unselfish.  A 
younger  Senator  nid  to  me  the  other  day :  "  It  Is  easier  to  take  a  large 
view,  harder  to  take  a  small  one,  easier  to  go  right,  harder  to  go  wrong 
In  the  consideration  of  public  questions  when  Senator  Bcrtow  Is  around." 
It  Is  the  trial  of  many  public  men  that  their  lives  are  worn  out  by  the 
pettiness  that  Is  constantly  thru.st  upon  them.  Blessed  is  a  country 
when  It  has  men  In  public  service  who  have  a  clear  sense  of  proportion, 
who  see  large  Issues  as  large  Issues,  and  who  refuse  to  waste  their  Uvea 
«■  the  snull  matters  that  are  so  clamorous  and  mean  so  little.  These 
are  the  men  who  become  as  shadows  of  great  rocks  In  a  land  that  is 
weary  of  meanness  and  littleness,  strong  towers  in  whose  strength  weaker 
men  may  take  rafoce  and  ceaae  to  he  weak. 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5047 


It  would  be  at  once  a  leason  and  inspiration  (or  younger  statesmen 
Just  to  study  the  subjects  to  which  Thcodorb  B.  Bdbton  through  40 
years  of  public  life  gave  the  attention  of  his  well-dlsclpllned  mind,  and 
to  measure  the  men  at  home  and  abroad  with  whom  he  considered,  as 
an  equal,  the  deeper,  larger  problems  of  world  government.  We  here 
mourn  his  going,  feeling  that  "  true  hearts  perish  in  the  time  we 
bltterliest  need  them,"  but  this  man's  death  touches  with  personal 
sorrow  other  men  of  his  own  stature  In  Great  Britain,  In  Europe,  in 
Japan  and  China,  and  the  nations  to  the  south  of  us.  We  sit  here  by 
the  lake  that  he  loved  and  presently  shall  lower  his  still  body  Into  the 
soil  of  this  dear  State  that  he  loved  as  others  of  us  do,  ineiprcsgibly. 
Over  It  In  many  places  our  infant  feet  were  led  by  parents  now  long 
gone.  But  as  we  sit  here  we  are  surrounded  by  a  great  cloud  of 
witnesses,  in  other  lands  as  in  our  own,  men  of  serious  purpose  and 
large  grasp  of  large  affairs,  who  to-day  hold  the  fate  and  welfare  of 
our  world  in  their  hands.  I  am  thinking  of  a  prophet  in  an  older  day, 
whose  name  Elijah  this  man  proudly  bore,  and  I  am  wishing  for 
America's  sake  that  younger  statesmen,  men  about  to  be  statesmen, 
new  EliKhas  waiting  to  perform  prophetic  service  in  the  spirit  of 
a  true  prophet  may  cry  out  that  a  double  portion  of  hla  spirit  may  fall 
upon  them.  For  at  last  young  prophets  determine  for  themselves 
what  spirit  shall  come  upon  them  by  the  spirit  they  ardently  desire. 

Take  the  single  matter  of  world  peace  to  which  Senator  Bdbton 
gave  early  and  prolonged  study  and  devotion.  Even  as  this  man.  twice 
president  of  the  American  Peace  Society,  slips  out  of  our  sight  the 
Prime  Minister  of  fJreat  Britain  sails  from  our  shores  after  a  signifi- 
cant visit  to  the  President  in  the  interest  of  the  new  day,  the  day  of 
reason  and  good  will  instead  of  hate  and  war. 

As  he  sails  he  sends  back  to  this  Senator  a  message  of  good  will  and 
solicitude  as  to  one  like-minded  with  himself  in  the  high  purpose  that 
brought  Mr.  Ram.say  MacDonald  here.  Heretofore  men  have  made  laws, 
levied  taxes,  governed  countries,  made  philosophies  of  political  economy, 
and  government  for  nations  and  between  nations  with  war  in  their 
minds  as  Inevitable.  What  has  bad  such  overwhelming  place  in  history 
will  not  easily  cease  to  be.  We  shall  need  in  all  governments  a  new 
brood  of  political  thinkers  who  will  think  and  lead  the  nations  through 
the  days  uf  transition  from  war  as  inevitable  to  peace  as  Imperative. 
This  was  one  of  the  fine  Ideals  lying  before  the  Interparliamentary 
Union,  of  whose  American  section  be  was  for  a  long  time  chairman. 

We  shall  sorely  miss  this  man  of  ours  as  we  are  taking  these  sig- 
nificant .steps  in  untrod  paths.  It  was  said  that  for  many  days  after 
Mirabeau's  death  the  French  Assembly  in  every  perplexity  turned  In- 
stinctively toward  the  seat  where  he  had  sat  and  longed  for  light. 
So  we  shall  turn  again  and  again  to  the  place  where  we  were  used 
to  see  this  man  of  truth,  information,  courage,  and  insight,  and  without 
him  try  to  go  forward  into  the  new  and  better  world  which  shall  not 
learn  war  any  more.  Tested  by  sheer  ability,  courage,  sincerity,  and 
the  conviction  It  revealed  and  created,  nothing  finer  or  more  Inspiring 
has  happened  in  Congress  in  recent  years  than  the  address  Mr.  BcsTOif 
made  one  late  afternoon  against  the  iwllcy  of  a  big  Increase  In  the 
fighting  strength  of  the  Navy.  The  prophet  said  that  old  men  dream 
dreams  and  young  men  see  visions,  but  on  that  exalted  afternoon  as  he 
spoke  men  sitting  by,  enraptured  and  enthralled,  were  conscious  that  a 
man  no  longer  young  was  also  seeing  on  the  far  horisons  the  vision 
of  a  world  at  peace.  He  saw  his  country,  strong,  rich,  and  free,  leading 
a  war-weary  world  not  In  a  race  to  Increase  armaments  but  in  that 
nobler  competition  in  the  arts  and  life  of  peace.  I  suspect  that  that 
was  the  high  day  of  his  later  years  in  Congress. 

This  was  one  of  the  subjects  on  which  he  helped  to  create  the  mind 
and  soul  of  his  country.  Scarcely  any  thing  is  more  important  than 
the  question  what  a  statesman  does  to  the  nation  he  lives  in  and  serves 
than  what  he  does  to  its  soul.  Men  in  high  place  do  create  or  do 
destroy  the  very  soul  of  their  country.  And  no  matter  what  they  do 
for  it  in  the  way  of  taxes,  tariffs,  and  the  like,  what  they  do  to  the 
mind  and  soul  of  it  Ls  far  more  important. 

Men  long  in  public  life  and  ofilce  may  make  their  country  sordid, 
materialistic,  militaristic,  and  provincial,  or  they  may  make  It  spiritual, 
moral,  thoughtful,  and  human  during  their  lives  and  for  long  after  they 
are  gone.  What  have  great  men  done  in  and  to  the  souls  of  their  coun- 
tries? What  are  they  doing?  What  did  Bismarck  do  in  the  soul  of 
Germany  and  what  did  he  do  to  Germany's  soul  in  the  long  years  of 
his  domination?  What  did  Gladstone  do  in  like  respects  in  and  to  the 
soul  of  Great  Britain  in  almost  the  same  period  of  history?  Lincoln 
and  Gladstone  were  born  in  the  same  year.  Lincoln  had  only  a  short 
lease  of  highest  power.  Gladstone  was  active  for  a  generation  after 
Lincoln's  early  death.  But  what  did  they  do  to  the  spirit  of  Great 
Britain  and  the  United  States  in  their  years  of  leadership? 

We  can  not  have  an  occasion  like  this  without  asking  and  pressing 
the  question.  We  can  not  consider  a  life  like  this  on  any  lower  level. 
For  men  to  whom  the  Nation  is  given  in  sacred  trust  must  keep  the  soul 
of  the  Nation  nlive  and  spotless.  How  has  it  fared,  how  is  it  faring  in 
the  hands  of  the  men  in  highest  place?  What  are  they  doing  in  the 
spirit  and  to  the  spirit  of  the  land  in  the  matter  of  national  integrity. 
International  honor  and  wisdom,  regard  for  the  laws  and  Constitution, 
for  the  Puritan  principle  of  liberty  under  law,  and-  toward  all  those 
absolutely   human  rights  that  inhere  in  freedom  and  free  personality 


without  reference  to  color  or  race?  Is  anybody  In  high  place  lowering 
the  mental  tone  or  the  moral  ideals  of  the  Nation's  spirit,  making  some- 
thing less  human,  less  creative,  less  constructive? 

Charles  H.  Spurgeon  once  wrote  to  Gladstone :  "  You  do  not  know 
how  those  of  us  regard  you  who  feel  it  a  Joy  when  a  Premier  believes 
in  righteousness.  We  believe  in  no  man's  infallibility,  but  it  is  restful 
to  be  sure  of  one  man's  integrity."  I  am  of  those  who  hold  their  faith 
even  while  some  doubt.  And  It  Is  my  grateful  belief  that  public  life 
was  as  a  whole  never  better  than  in  this  hour,  but  there  never  was 
deeper  need  of  men  who  "  can  think  without  confusion,"  who  can  stand 
clear  and  straight  amid  the  shallow  thinking  and  disturbed  morals  of 
our  time.  For  neither  men  nor  nations  can  think  crookedly,  live  ignobly 
and  meanly,  and  come  out  right  or  reach  high  levels.  Blessed  be  the 
God  of  our  country  and  our  fathers  for  this  man  and  the  great  host  who 
like  him  have  nobly  served  the  Republic,  whose  palms  have  never  itched 
for  bribes,  and  whose  tongues  have  never  blistered  with  lies ;  who  have 
kept  the  soul  of  the  Nation  alive  and  true  to  things  that  are  lovely  and 
of  good  rejwrt. 

It  is  interesting  to  8];>eculate  upon  what  Senator  Burton  might 
easily  or  naturally  have  been  If  he  had  wholly  given  himself  to  other 
lines  than  those  to  which  he  has  devoted  his  life  since  this  city  sent 
him  to  Congress  four  decades  ago.  Had  he  continued  to  be  a  college 
professor  he  would  have  attained  distinction  as  an  educator.  Had  he 
given  himself  to  the  practice  of  law  he  could  easily  have  come  to 
eminence  at  the  bar  or  on  the  bench.  Had  he  given  himself  to  banking 
be  would  surely  have  been  a  captain  of  finance.  He  might  readily 
have  accepted  the  proffered  Secretaryship  of  the  Treasury  and  be  would 
have  adorned  the  Secretaryship  of  State  or  shone  as  two  other  Cleve- 
landers,  John  Hay  and  Myron  Herrick,  have  recently  done  as  ambassa- 
dors to  friendly  nations ;  and  he  was  wholly  worthy  of  and  equal  to 
the  Presidency  Itself.  He  represented  the  Christian  scholar  In  public 
life  at  the  highest  leveL  It  is  one  of  the  proofs  of  real  greatness  that 
it  does  not  exhaust  itself  in  its  occupations  but  Is  always  In  itself 
larger  than  the  things  it  actually  does. 

In  a  modest  scholar's  parsonage  not  far  from  where  we  sit  to-day 
this  man  was  born  5  days  before  Christmas  78  years  ago ;  bom  Into  a 
home  rich  In  the  things  that  are  true,  honorable,  Jost,  lovely,  and  of 
good  report.  He  inherited,  as  he  has  left,  a  good  name  which  Is  still, 
after  all  the  wealth  that  ever  was  found,  better  than  great  richea. 
He  came  to  his  majority  with  Oberlin's  spirit  within  him,  and  the 
indelible,  permanent  mark  of  the  great  Oberlin  of  that  day  upon  him. 
For  full  40  years  the  people  of  this  city  and  State  have  trusted  and 
honored  him.  He  has  carried  their  confidence  across  many  lands  and 
through  trying  years  and  has  not  allowed  spot  to  fall  ui>on  it  or 
dishonor  to  mrar  it.  He  has  sat  or  walked  with  the  great  aad  has 
not  been  ashamed,  as  he  has  befriended  the  lowly  without  pride  or 
condescension.  He  has  (ought  In  the  good  fight  for  a  better  world, 
he  has  run  a  straight  race  by  God's  good  grace,  be  has  kept  the  faith, 
believing  that  "  what's  excellent,  by  God's  grace,  la  permanent." 

When  he  was  bom  he  was  named  Theodore  by  his  godly  parents 
because  he  was  a  gift  from  God  to  them.  They  did  not  know,  they 
could  only  trust  and  pray,  that  as  life  went  on  it  would  be  clear  that 
through  them  he  was  also  a  gift  of  God  to  the  country  and  the  world. 
On  a  day  a  week  ago  at  his  request  I  administered  to  him  the  boly 
communion.  He  took  It  with  the  simple  faith  and  reverence  with 
which  he  has  been  accustomed  to  receive  it  through  the  years.  On  the 
evening  of  that  day  the  President  of  the  United  States  visited  him  as 
he  had  done  more  than  once  before  during  his  illness.  With  mind  clear 
this  elder  statesman  held  glad,  proud  converse  with  his  friend  whom  be 
highly  honored  and  who  equally  honored  him.  Next  day  the  clouds 
began  to  overshadow  him  and  at  last  at  eventide  he  entered  into  light. 
We  bring  bis  body  back  to  the  people  who  knew  his  spirit,  to  leave  his 
body  in  your  keeping  along  with  your  other  honoreif  sons  and  daughters, 
while  his  spirit  abides  In  the  work  be  has  done,  the  ideals  he  has  cher- 
ished, the  friendships  he  has  had  and  with  the  eternal  God  who  gave 
it  and  preserved  it  blameless. 

And  If  you  ask  me  the  words  that  came  to  my  lips  when  the  end  came 
I  will  repeat  them.  They  had  been  spoken  to  me  of  him  by  one  who 
knew  and  honored  him.  "  Senator  Borton  had  clean  hands  and  a  pure 
heart ;  he  has  not  lifted  up  his  soul  unto  vanity  nor  sworn  deceitfully. 
He  naturally  ascends  unto  the  hill  of  the  Lord."  And  we  amy  use  these 
words  concerning  him  this  October  afternoon,  here  and  on  yonder  boly 
hill,  commanding  the  sleepless  lake. 

Senator  Thcodork  Elijah  Bdrton  has  come  with  full  honor  to  his 
own  and  his  own  have  affectionately,  gratefully,  proudly  received  him. 
He  win  go  no  more  out.  His  place  is  secure.  The  favor  of  the  Lord 
was  upon  him  and  the  work  of  his  hands  is  established. 

PIONEERS    IN    AIR    TRANSPORTATION 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts  Mr.  President,  in  a  publica- 
tion called  Aeronautics  for  NovenTt>er,  there  Is  an  interesting 
artlde  entitled  "  Protect  the  Pioneers  in  Air  Transports  tion," 
by  Congressman  John  L.  Cable,  of  Ohio.  I  ask  that  the  article 
may  be  inserted  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Recobo. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 
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The  artide  is  as  foOowst 

rBoncr  tbb  pionbssb   in   aib  tsahbtobtahoii 
By  CongreMman  Johm  L.  Cablb 

The  latter  part  of  Joly  this  year,  Maaon  and  Dtxoa  Air  Line*  (lac.) 
•■tabUabed  a  tkroagb  air  traasportatioii  route  between  Ondniiatl,  atop- 
ptav  at  ettlea  alone  tbe  roote,  tndadlng  mj  borne  dty  of  Lima,  Oblo, 
•ad  M  to  Detroit,  Mhrh.  Tfala  waa  tb«  flrat  company  to  offer  tncb 
aerrlc*  to  tbe  people  of  Lima. 

Tbe  Initial  lllgbt  began  at  Cincinnati  wltb  a  great  celebration  In  whlcb 
tha  Speaker  of  tbe  Hoaae  of  RepreaentatiTe*.  Nicholab  LoitowoaTH  ; 
OoT.  r.  D.  Saaaaon.  of  Kentucky :  former  Got.  James  M.  Cox,  of  Ohio ; 
aad  otbera  participated.  Several  tbooaand  people  were  on  band  wben 
tbe  planea  arrived  at  Lima  to  offer  coagratnlationa  to  tbe  officers  of  tbe 
company  for  tbelr  conrage  and  pioneer  spirit  In  establishing  the  line. 
Mr.  J.  R.  Vorbees,  State  director  of  aeronautics,  and  others  made  short 
aildiiasrs-  Tbia  acene,  no  donbt,  baa  been  duplicated  many  times 
throngboat  tbe  United  States,  and  tboasands  have  aasembled  in  dtlea 
to  imliirate  by  tbelr  presence  friendly  cooperation,  aa  well  as  a  tribute 
to  tbe  officers  and  Investors  of  companies  engaged  In  a  comparatively 
new  bat  great  commercial  industry.  As  one  of  that  crowd  assembled  at 
Lima,  I  felt  that  tbia  company  and  aD  other  alr-Une  companies  now  In 
operation,  particularly  tbe  first  to  venture  Into  thia  new  line  of  boalness, 
nut  only  should  have  tbe  greatest  amount  of  encouragement  but  also 
that  their  investment  should  be  protected  so  far  as  could  be  done  with- 
out affecting  the  tremendous  progress  being  made  in  air  transportation 
and  the  wonderful  growth  and  development  of  the  industry. 

Aa  a  lawyer  practicing  In  Oblo  for  quite  a  few  years,  I  had  often  been 
engaged  in  tbe  courts  and  before  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of 
Ohio  in  bearings  where  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
waa  an  iasue.  I  believe  that  protection  can  best  come  to  air  tranajMrta- 
tlon  eompanlca  by  meana  of  a  Federal  law,  because  a  State  would  have  no 
Jarisdictioa  over  tbe  interstate  linea  excepting,  perhapa,  from  Its  police 
power,  rentricted  to  the  regulating  of  air-line  companiea  operating  wholly 
within  the  Sute  or  to  laws  and  regulations  goreming  safety  of  the 
tntraatate  traveling  public. 

The  State  of  Ohio  could  not  prohibit  an  Interstate  air  line.  If  it  eora- 
pUed  with  its  police  regulations,  from  entering,  stopping  at  such  dtlea 
•a  such  company  might  see  fit  and  leaving  the  State.  Congress  has 
full  authority  under  the  Constitution  to  regulate  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce,  and  thia  should  and  does  Include  interstate  commerce  by  air. 

Why  should  a  second  company  not  having  the  courage  or  Initiative 
to  make  a  survey,  establish  a  new  route,  develop  business,  and  educate 
the  people  to  travel  by  air,  be  permitted  to  set  up  a  parallel  route  and 
take  the  cream  wben  public  convenience  and  necesaity  does  not  demand 
such  serrloe,  tbe  pioneer,  or  first  company,  adequately  taking  care  of 
the  bustaess  offered  T  The  public  and  tbe  Investor  have  suffered  too 
oftea  when  two  carriers — railroads,  motor-bus  lines,  or  interurban  rail- 
ways— have  both  attempted  to  carry  on  their  business  in  a  territory 
wben  there  is  bat  sufficient  busiaeas  for  one.  This  baa  pat  companies 
out  of  business  or  raised  rates. 

Believing  that  the  "  public  convenience  and  necessity  "  rule  would  be 
of  great  benefit  not  only  to  tbe  public  and  the  present  investor  in  tbe 
airplane  industry,  and  would  bring  in  more  capital  for  tbe  establish- 
Btent  of  new  routes  la  territory  not  now  served  by  this  mode  of  travel, 
I  wrote  Mr.  Ziff,  president  of  Aeronautical  Publications  (Inc.),  for  bis 
opinion  on  the  subject.  He  was  Und  enough  to  give  the  idea  serious 
consideration,  but  waa  of  tbe  opinion,  "There  seems  to  be  plenty  of 
available  money  for  dsvdopment  of  every  type  and  not  much  hesitancy 
aboat  oslag  It.  The  great  dUBculty  does  not  seem  to  be  tbe  attracting 
of  capital  at  this  time.  Tbe  nuijor  difficulty  is  In  selling  tbe  people  on 
the  convenience  and  soundness  of  air  transportation." 

My  thought  waa  that  to  protect  tbe  investor  would  encourage  others 
to  make  new  sarreys,  establish  new  routes,  purchase  more  planes,  and 
develop  new  air  lines ;  that  the  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  rule  would  have  a  stabilising  effect  on  the  industry. 

Mr.  Biff's  reply  raises  another  question,  and  that  is,  for  example ; 
Tbe  Maaon  A  Dixon  Air  Lines  (Inc.)  and  all  other  companiea  similarly 
situated,  mast  neeessarlly  expend  a  considerable  amount  of  money, 
as  Mr.  Elff  says,  in  aelllng  tbe  public  on  the  convenience  and  soundneso 
of  air  transportation.  Tbe  pioneer  air  line  spends  money  for  this  pur- 
pose, and  then,  having  bulJt  up  a  bosineos  until  tbe  income  may  perhaps 
Justify  reduction  in  ratea,  a  second  eompany  enters  tbe  field  and  takes 
part  of  tbe  buaineas.  The  second  company  thus  benefits  from  the  dollars 
spent  by  the  first  company  In  educating  the  public  to  travel  by  air. 
Tbe  first  company  asay  be  prepared  to  offer  additional  facilities  in  tlie 
way  of  bigger  and  better  planea  for  the  transportation  of  passengers 
and  express  matter,  but  the  second  company  steps  In  and  divides  the 
buainess,  until  by  such  division  the  Income  of  each  company  is  not 
sufficient  properly  to  maintain  the  overhead  and  set  aside  a  suflldent 
amount  to  cover  depredation-  and  the  purcbaae  of  new  planea.  It 
seenss  to  me  thia  is  unfair  to  the  first  company.  It  win  not  result, 
la  tbe  long  ran,  in  the  purchase  of  more  planes;  the  service  win 
deteriorate :  the  flying,  because  the  planes  are  older,  will  be  less  safe ; 
and  there  is  no  practical  benefit,  either  to  tbe  pobUc  or  tbe  eompany 
Itself. 
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The  only  remedy  for  soeh  a  dtuatloa  In  my  opinion,  is  the  enactment 
of  a  Federal  law,  similar  to  laws  adopted  by  various  States,  providing 
in  sabstance  that  when  a  public  utility,  such  as  a  telephone  company, 
for  example,  malntalna  its  plant  In  good  condition,  offering  tbe  best 
of  services  to  an  those  who  may  desire  it,  that  a  second  company  shall 
not  be  permitted  to  enter  the  territory. 

Public  conrenience  and  necessity  statutes  likewise  apply  to  motor 
transportation  in  the  State  of  Ohio.  There  is  a  motor  transportation 
company  operating  between  Lima,  through  Kenton  to  Marion,  Ohio.  So 
long  as  this  company  offers  p.oper  tran.sportatlon  fBCllitles  for  the  peo- 
ple within  that  territory,  then  a  second  company  Is  not  i>ermitted  to 
operate  over  this  same  route.  There  may  not  be  enough  business  for 
two  companies,  so  why  divide  ItT  In  event  a  motor  transportation  com- 
pany  wishes  to  operate  over  a  longer  route,  including  this  particular 
one,  then  its  cerilflcate  would  be  restricted  so  that  it  could  not  pick  up 
and  let  down  passengers  between  Lima  and  Marion  ;  but  It  could  pick 
up  passengers  outside  of  that  particular  route  for  points  either  within 
or  without,  or  pick  up  passengers  along  that  route  for  a  point  beyond 
that  particular  Marion-Lima  route. 

I  believe  a  similar  law  applicable  to  air  transportation  companies 
would  be  beneficial  to  both  the  public  and  tbe  companies.  It  should 
not  apply  to  a  private  carrier  by  air.  Companies  operating  from  a  cer- 
tain city,  but  not  on  a  regular  route  and  schedule,  should  likewise  be 
required  to  obtain  an  Irregular  certificate,  and  when  there  were  suffi- 
cient air  transporiation  facilities  operating  out  of  a  dty,  no  other 
irregular  route  certificates  should  be  granted. 

Under  the  present  Federal  law,  passed  in  the  Sixty-ninth  Congreaa 
and  entitled  "An  act  to  encourage  and  regulate  the  use  of  aircraft  la 
commerce,  and  for  other  purposes,"  It  is  provided,  among  other  tblng% 
that  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  (the  great  development  of  commercial 
aviation  and  Its  regulation  by  tbe  Federal  Government  has  been  undet 
Herbert  Hoover  during  his  tenure  of  ofllce  as  Secretary  of  Commerce — ■ 
Congress,  no  doubt  appredating  his  capadty  for  work  and  great  busi- 
ness abiUty,  placed  the  power  in  bis  department)  Is  authorised  to  deslg* 
nate  and  establish  dvll  airways.  Congress  specifically  prohibited  the 
creating  of  an  exclusive  right,  providing : 

"  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  shall  grant  no  exdusive  right  for  tbs 
use  of  any  dvU  airway,  airport,  emergency  landing  field,  or  other  air 
navigation  facilities  under  his  Jurisdiction." 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  Industry  bas  now  grown  to  such  an  extent 
that  Inevitably  there  will  come  a  Federal  law  requiring  commercial  com- 
panies not  only  to  obtain  a  certificate  to  operate  but  also  to  file  tbelr 
rates,  tariffs,  and  schedule  with  some  Federal  body  and  to  deposit  a 
bond  for  the  protection  of  the  traveling  public  In  other  words,  regula- 
tion of  rates,  services,  equipment,  and  schedules  is  on  tbe  way.  I  feel 
that  the  proper  body  to  have  charge  of  this  important  and  ever-growing 
commerce  is  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

I  have  drawn  and  introduced  a  bill  covering  a  public  convenience  and 
necessity  certificate  requirement  for  all  companies  seeking  to  operate  in 
interstate  commerce  after  the  enactment  of  such  a  law.  All  companies 
who  have  and  are  maintaining  bona  fide  operations  at  tbe  time  of  tbe 
enactment  of  the  law  would  obtain  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  as  of  a  right,  provided  such  companiea  comply  with  the 
regulations  of  the  governing  body  having  charge  of  tbe  same.  With 
sucb  a  certificate  the  company  is  protected  from  invasion  by  a  second 
company,  the  public  is  protected  by  proper  regulations,  and  I  feel  such 
a  law  would  act  as  a  stabiliser  for  the  industry. 

A  company  not  in  operation  at  tbe  time  the  law  goes  into  effect  shall, 
tbe  hill  provides,  file  application  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion for  a  certificate.  In  determining  whether  or  not  a  certificate  shall 
be  issued,  the  commission,  among  other  pertinent  matters,  shall  give 
reasonable  consideration  to  tbe  convenience  and  necessity  to  the  public 
to  be  served  by  the  applicant  and  its  existing  available  air  transporta- 
tion agendes.  Tbe  bill  further  provides  that  tbe  commission.  In  decid- 
ing the  matter  of  granting  a  certificate,  may  authorize  the  proposed 
operation,  iu  whole  or  in  part,  and  may  attach  to  the  exercise  of  all 
rights  granted  thereby  such  reasonable  terms,  conditions  and  regulations 
as  in  tbe  commission's  Judgment  tbe  public  interest  may  require ;  the 
commission  would  specify  tbe  route  or  routes  over  which  and  the  fixed 
terminal.  If  any,  between  which  the  company  is  authorized  to  operate. 

Any  company  holding  a  certificate  under  tbe  act  may  operate  chartered 
aircraft  in  Interstate  commerce  and  may  occasionally  depart  from  its 
regular  route  for  the  purpose  of  providing  gpedal  service  to  a  point 
beyond  such  route,  according  to  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the 
commission   may   presorit>e. 

The  bill  also  provides  that  a  certificate  issued  to  a  person  shall  not 
expire  by  reason  of  death,  but  a  personal  representative  may  operate 
under  sucb  certificate  to  the  same  extent  and  subject  to  the  same  con- 
ditions as  decedent  could,  if  living.  The  bill  further  provides  that 
certificates  may  be  transferred  subject  to  the  approval  of  tbe  commis- 
sion and  upon  compliance  by  the  transferee  with  sucb  general  rules 
and  regulations  as  the  commission  may  prescribe.  It  Is  also  provided 
that  if  a  person  or  company  engaged  in  air  transportation  violates  any 
of  the  provisions  of  the  act  or  fails  to  comply  with  the  regulations  of 
tbs  commission,  tbat  any  party  injured  may  apply  to  the  commission 
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for  an  order  against  further  violations  thereof,  or  for  a  revocation  of 
the  certificate. 

Congress  does  not  act  swiftly  in  the  enactment  of  most  laws.  Septem- 
ber 17.  being  "  Constitutional  Day,'*  I  am  reminded  of  the  story  told 
of  a  visit  by  Benjamin  Franklin  to  George  Washington  at  his  home 
in  Mount  Vernon.  It  was  some  time  prior  to  the  Constitutional  Conven- 
tion at  Philadelphia.  These  two  great  leaders  were  discussing  tbe  form 
of  government  tbat  should  be  adopted  by  the  States,  Franklin  insisting 
that  there  abould  be  one  legislative  body  and  Washington  insisting 
that  there  should  be  two.  They  were  both  drinking  tea.  Franklin 
poured  part  of  his  tea  in  bis  saucer.  Washington  said,  "  Why  did  you 
do  that?"  Franklin  replied,  "To  cool  it,  of  course."  Washington  said, 
"  That  illustrates  my  theory ;  we  should  have  two  legislative  bodies, 
one  elected  often  from  the  people  where  hasty  legislation  might  be 
passed,  but  tbe  other  body  elected  for  longer  terms  and  less  often,  would 
have  more  opportunity  for  deliberate  consideration  of  legislation  passed 
by  tbe  House." 

The  bill  I  Introduced  bas  been  sent  to  the  House  (Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce.  The  chairman  of  tbe  committee,  after 
Congress  convenes  In  December,  may  assign  the  bill  for  a  hearing.  All 
persons  and  companies  interested  in  tbe  bill,  both  for  and  against  the 
measure,  will  have  full  opportunity  to  appear  and  testify.  If  the  com- 
mittee then  believes  the  bill  should  become  a  law,  it  will  be  reported 
out  to  tbe  House  with  a  writt??  re(>ort  giving  tbe  committee's  reasons, 
and  take  its  place  on  tbe  House  calendar.  The  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee can  then  call  up  the  bill  for  debate  in  the  House  some  time 
during  the  session. 

If  tbe  bill  should  be  passed  by  the  House,  It  then  will  go  to  tbe 
Senate,  where  the  procedure  is  similar  to  tbat  of  tbe  House,  as  to  tbe 
committee  hearings,  etc. 

I  served  on  tbe  Immigration  Committee  of  the  House  for  several  years 
and  helped  draw  tbe  present  1924  restrictive  immigration  law.  The 
committee  and  Congress  considered  this  bill  for  more  than  five  years 
before  it  was  ultimately  enacted  in  Its  present  form.  Such  is  the 
thorough  consideration  which  Congress  gives  to  the  enactment  of  an 
important  measure. 

Wonderful  progress  bas  been  made  In  air  transportation,  a  larffs 
amount  of  capital  bas  been  invested,  many  people  are  employed ;  and 
tbe  future  of  our  Nation  depends  to  a  very  great  extent  upon  its  devel- 
opmi-nt.  With  this  development  should  go  staltillsation  by  proper  and 
deliberate  legislation.     My  thought  and  desire  are  to  aid  the  Industry. 

FEDERAL  JX7D0ESHIP  IN   KANSAS 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  tlie  Recusd  an  editorial  appearing  in  the 
Chicago  Daily  Tribune  headed  "  Kaxisas  Names  a  Federal 
Judge." 

Tlie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  It  is  so 
ordered. 

Tlie  editorial  is  as  follows: 

[From  tbe  Chicago  Daily  Tribune,  Saturday,  October  19,  19291 

KANSAS    NAMES    A    FEDERAL    JUDGE 

President  Hoover  baa  named  Richard  J.  Hopkins  to  be  Federal  district 
Judge  in  Kansas.  He  is  a  Justice  of  the  Kansas  Supreme  Court.  In  an 
investigation  of  Anti-Saloon  League  accounts  and  practices  in  that  State 
be  was  found  in  the  books  as  the  recipient  of  money  for  lecturing  for 
prohibition. 

When  a  vacancy  in  the  Federal  district  court  was  made  by  the 
appointment  of  Judge  McDermott  to  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  the 
Kansas  Senators,  Abtuub  Capfsb  and  U.  J.  Allan,  recommended  Hop- 
kins for  the  place.  Mr.  Hoover  referred  the  recommendation  to  At- 
torney General  Mitchell,  who,  after  an  Investigation,  withheld  his 
approval  of  it  on  the  ground  that  tbe  Kansas  Justice  was  not  qualified 
for  the  Federal  court. 

The  Kansas  attorney  general,  Charles  B.  Orlflltb,  also  received  pay- 
ments from  the  Antl-Saloon  League  at  the  same  time  that  Justice  Hop- 
kins was  being  paid  expenses  for  his  lecturing,  and  wben  the  disclosure 
of  these  facts  was  made  tbe  Rev.  Charles  M.  Sheldon,  of  Topeka,  said : 
"  The  man  on  tbe  street  does  not  understand  why  public  ofllcials  elected 
by  tbe  State  to  enforce  certain  laws  should  receive  two  salaries,  one 
from  the  State  and  one  from  an  organization  which  is  supported  by  the 
churches." 

There  Is  no  evidence  that  this  unethical  conduct  was  considered  at 
Washington  when  Mr.  Hopkins  was  pronounced  not  qualified  for  the 
Federal  bench.  It  could  not  have  failed  to  make  an  Impression  when 
tbe  Kansas  drys  demanded  Federal  place  for  their  man,  but  Mr.  Mitchell 
based  his  opinion  on  the  legal  imperfections  in  decisions  of  Hopkins  and 
on  the  number  of  reversals  they  bad  experienced  on  appeals  to  higher 
courts. 

This  refusal  to  submit  to  the  drys  was  early  In  Mr.  Hoover's  adminis- 
tration, and  It  seemed  to  warrant  the  belief  that  tbe  Federal  court  was 
not  to  be  packed  for  them.  Mr.  Mitchell  was  generally  commended  for 
his  position,  and  it  was  supposed  that  the  President  would  sustain  him. 
The  expectation  did  not  take  Into  account  the  persistence  of  the  Kansas 
drys  and  their  entire  indifference  to  anything  except  the  promotion  of 


their  own  purposes.  Caffbb  and  Allbn  were  without  any  scruples  In 
the  matter.  They  let  it  be  known  that  tbey  would  have  Hopkins  or 
make  trouble  all  along  the  line.  Tbe  administratloa  maintained  Its 
position  for  about  six  months  and  then  weakened.  It  submitted  to  the 
Kansas  dictation  and  Mr.  Mitchell  was  constrained  to  find  that  Hopkins 
was  really  not  so  bad  as  tbe  first  inquiry  revealed  him  to  be. 

It  has  been  thought  tliat  the  control  of  patronage.  Including  appoint- 
ments to  the  bench,  by  tbe  Senators  of  a  State  and  by  tbe  Infiuencss 
back  of  them  could  he  Justified  on  the  theory  that  at  least  It  gave  a 
State  what  It  deserved.  If  It  wanted  poor  officials  it  got  them  and 
suffered  from  them.  If  this  was  an  expression  of  the  incompetence. 
Ignorance,  or  indifference  of  the  SUte's  political  control.  It  at  least  bad 
a  aauction  and  was  a  sort  of  rough  Justice,  however  discreditable  it 
might  be  to  the  Federal  service  in  general. 

But  recent  practices  of  the  Department  of  Justice  remove  even 
this  poor  compensation  for  the  injury  done.  The  department  bootlegs 
Federal  Judges  from  the  districts  iu  nnscrupulous  States  and  sends 
them  to  administer  law  upon  tbe  persons  and  property  of  people  in 
civilised  States  which  are  not  responsible  for  tbeir  appointment. 

This  Capper-Allen  Judge  whom  the  Autl-Saloon  League  of  Kansas 
has  forced  Into  the  Federal  Judiciary  may  be  brought  to  Chicago  or 
sent  to  New  York  as  s  carpetbagger  to  exercise  the  rare  Judidal  discre- 
tion which  made  him  a  lecturer  for  the  drys.  and  out  of  this  cboloe 
Judidal  temperament  may  come  decisions  and  sentences  affecting  tbe 
fortunes  of  civilized  people  who  never  would  consent  to  the  presence 
of  such  a  man  on  the  bench  If  tbey  could  help  themselves. 

New  York  had  one  experience  with  a  Judicial  visitor  from  Texas  who 
outrageously  berated  tbe  attorney  for  a  woman  defendant,  an  Italian 
accused  of  liquor  violations,  and  lectured  her  from  the  bench  on  the 
impropriety  of  living  In  a  neighborhood  In  which  there  were  colored 
people.  That  demonstration  of  Judidal  fitness  was  Illustrative  of  what 
may  be  expected  when  tbe  low-grade  dry  politics  of  certain  States  is 
allowed  to  send  their  Jndldsl  favorites  Into  Intelligent  communities 
where  the  courts  have  been  entitled  to  respect. 

Mr.  Cappib  and  Mr.  Allen  and  tbe  drys  of  Kansas  are  satisfied  by 
the  withdrawal  of  the  official  condemnation  of  Hopkins  and  by  th»  yield- 
ing whlcb  names  him  for  the  place,  but  it  need  not  follow  that  fteaators 
from  other  States  must  accept  him.  If  they  bad  any  respect  tor  the 
possible  fate  of  their  own  constituents  who  may  find  themselves  before 
such  a  Judge,  tbey  would  defeat  the  appointment.  The  manner  In 
which  tbe  Senate  conducts  such  aifalra  may  not  Justify  the  thought  that 
there  wlU  be  opposition,  but  If  there  isn't  It  means  that  the  Senate 
accepts  a  Judge  whom  the  Attorney  General  himself  has  condemned 
and  accepts  him  because  the  Antl-Saloo.^  League  demands  that  be  be  a 
Federal  Judge. 

sn-BcrrvK  immiqbation 

Mr.  METCALF.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  hove  printed  in  the 
Congressional  Recoko  an  editorial  from  the  Sharon  (Pa.) 
Herald  of  Thursday.  October  10,  1«2»,  entitled  "Davis  and 
Selective  Immigration." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

[From  the  Sharon  (Pa.)   Herald  of  Thursday,  Ortober  10,  1929] 

DAVIS     AND    SBLBCTIVa    IMlf  IGSATION 

The  wisdom  of  the  policy  of  selecting  Immigrants  In  accordance  with 
the  country's  legitimate  individual  needs,  which  our  townsnun.  Secre- 
tary of  Labor  James  J.  Davis,  so  vigorously  advocates  on  every  possible 
occasion,  is  well  illustrated  in  the  establishment  of  the  Sharon  Tube 
Works.  Tbe  new  process  which  made  this  industry  possible  in  Sharon 
was  developed  in  Birmingham,  England,  and  its  introduction  here  was 
practicable  only  in  the  event  a  key  man  could  be  brought  from  England 
to  direct  the  work.  Obviously,  it  would  have  been  highly  desirable  If 
this  man  could  have  come  in  for  permanent  residence  without  delay, 
but  under  the  present  quota  limit  system  he  could  not  have  done  this 
without  taking  his  place  at  the  end  of  a  line  of  160,000  applicants  for 
permanent  visas,  and  awaiting  his  turn  which  at  tbe  time  would  have 
delayed  him  two  or  three  years.  In  this  particular  Instance  the  man 
in  question  was  temporarily  admitted  as  a  nonimmigrant  business  vis- 
itor. The  tube  plant  has  been  established  under  bis  direction  and  gives 
every  promise  of  success.  It  is  already  affording  profitable  employment 
to  a  considerable  number  of  American  workers.  This  number  wiU  in- 
crease as  time  goes  on,  but  the  man  who  made  the  new  industry  possible 
must  return  to  England  to  wait  until  a  permanent  visa  under  the  Brit- 
ish quota  is  available  before  he  can  take  up  permanent  residence  here. 
In  the  meantime,  the  enterprise  which  he  has  started  in  Sharon  wUl 
have  to  go  on  without  tbe  benefit  of  bis  personal  guidance. 

What  Secretary  Davis  wants  to  accomplish  is  simply  that  In  cases  like 
this  the  person  concerned  shall  be  granted  a  preference  when  he  applies 
for  the  necessary  quota  visa,  under  which  only  he  may  be  permanently 
admitted  to  this  country. 

Under  the  Secretary's  plan  the  present  Immigration  quotas  would  not 
be  increased  even  to  the  extent  of  a  siogie  ImBiisrsat.  but  the  apptlcaats 
whose  coming  would  benefit  an  Aaericaa  industry  or  cooimaaity 
afford  new  opportunities  for  Americaa  waga  «anec%  as  km  tbs 
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M«<«  v1k«*  Ink*  »#  taMHN'  IM«  lMf«  iff  M  4«#ffN«  ft'Ml  ^ 
|»4««<fMil  <M'i»<|niMK»i  Imm  f«f  tt«  mm*  imH  pmnm»4  tf^m  fM 

IM4M   IMKM   tM    llM   MMKM   «f   tiNM   thmft   WM   BO   l<»ll«*r   IIM4   t*   Mlf^ 

■w«|i  iBlMf .     TMn  rvuM*  ttM  «r«  «#  IW9(/ff«4  iNiakitUtf  Ukof.  irkfd  a  ill 
tl*n«  w(  immtitr»Ht»  mtn*  frf»«i  oibrr  |Mrt«  of  Wnfopt,  twt  th*  Vftf*  M 
•««  4<»*«  ■«•(  •<  tb«  eoain»</u   work   lud   <r«  *4«lt   oaif  tli^oaa^di 
vh«f*  («••  •(  tbAUMnd*  canM  b#f»r*  fmmlyrattoo  wm  r«atrf«t«4. 

Inf*s(l^  0raitia  tiMl  manafs^rturlDii  alilU,  tioir«T«r,  arc  n«t  l*B{l«d 
%»  ttM  ITnltMl  •Ut<'«.  N<>w  tavmttona  and  new  prowwa  trt  em 
Maatly  brlDK  <l»vl(up<>«1  in  otb^r  rountrlM.  tb«  prodarta  of  whi"!!  vlll 
•ntf  a  iDarki>t  htrt.  t^u^rctary  FHitI*'*  idM  ta  that  aucb  pmdartt  oai  ;ht 
to  b«>  manafaftarail  hrr«  iDatead  of  Inported,  and  hia  Bcna<bl»  no^  pt  ic 
ttral  pliia  fat  aeUctloff  ImmlcraDta  with  a  view  to  promottng  tbta  hY^\y 
dentrablc  end  deaerrM  fiTorable  and  early  oonaideratlon  by  Congrvva. 

When  Jim  Davla  ii>««kii  concerning  Indnstrlal  derelopment,  Infai- 
gratlon.  and  tbe  welfare  of  Anerlcnn  labor  be  apeaka  from  peraoial 
axparteaoe  and  hla  atatementa  at*  backed  op  by  hard  facta. 

▲DOUSS    BT    8I3TAT0&    8ACKETT    AT    U>UISVIUX    ON    BCBUlESe 

UANAGCMENT 

Mr.  YANDENBERG.     Mr.  President,  the  senior  Senator  fr^ 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackctt]  delivered  a  very  brilliant  address 
Looisviile.  Ky..  on  tlie  Slst  ultimo  on  the  subject  matter  of 
nes8  management.    I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  be  printed 
in  the  RxcoBo. 

There   being  no  objection,   the  address   was   ordered   to 
prh]te<l  in  the  Record. 

Senator  SAdcrrr  ttpuke  as  follows : 

In  coming  before  micb  a  brilliant  awiemblage  of  Loalarille  people 
I  am  minded  to  take  a  sbort  ezcarslon  Into  tbe  realm  of  nations] 
latlve  work.  In  my  present  position  aa  your  repreaentative  In 
Senate.  I  crave  tbe  aympatketic  Interest  of  my  conatltuents  and  I  lciA>w 
of  no  more  practical  way  of  securing  it  tban  to  give  yon  an  Insi;  ;bt 
of  some  things  that  perplex  me  and  my  colleagnea. 

I  ataall  not  attempt  to-nigtat  to  solre  any  questlona  or  even  to  persuidf^ 
yoQ  to  view  tbem  from  my  standpoint,  but  I  do  want  to  direct  yoar  train 
•f  thoaglit  through  a  croaa  aectlon  of  a  new  goremmental  problem 
disclose  one  that  is  bound,  from  now  on,  to  absorb  thinking  people. 

Among  the  New  World  relationships  that  fell  as  a  mantle  on  America 
aboulders  from  tbe  World  War  is  tbe  great  economic  change  that  lifted 
this  eooBtry  In   two  abort  years  from  a  debtor  to  a  creditor  nati>n 
Previous  to  1920  tbe  derelopment  of  this  Western  Continent  was  tn 
financed  by  money  borrowed  from  or  invested  by  the  people  of 
They,  aa  the  world's  bankers,  owned  the  great  reservoirs  of  money 
credit.     Having  greater  reaonrees  than   could   be  properly  employed 
home.  Europe  found  for  herst>lf  new  avennes  of  profit  in  assisting  fl 
riaUy   the  requirementa  of  growing  Indufitriea  and   the  tranaporta 
systems  in  America.     To  such  an  extent  bad  they  given  their  financial 
aid  that  In  1»14,  when  the  war  broke,  we  owed  them  tn  tbe  form  of 
enrtties  of  one  kttxl  or  another  upward  of  five  billions  of  dollars, 
aemrlty  waa  good,  tbe  interest  or  profit  rate  waa  satisfactory,  and 
pay  was  retwlar.     The  situation  was  pleasing  to  our  credltora. 
rame  tbe  war.     America  waa  the  largest  producer  of  Army  and  dvll 
needs  upon  which  the  warring  countries  could  draw ;  tbe  demand  for 
prodnets  far  exceeded  the  anpply  and  prices  of  everything  we  were 
Ing    rose    sharply.     A    few   years   of   such    active   trading   at 
profit   made  this  country  rich   and  enabled  os  to   liquidate  these  det>t8 
and  other  invested  funds,  for  tbe  payment  or  return  of  which  Eu 
war  necesaltles  calli'd  aloud. 

Even  theae  credit  reaervea,  which  the  previous  long  years  of  peace 
•oahled  Europe  to  build  up  in  AmM>ica,  far  from  satisfied  the  rapac4 
deaaaada  of  the  armies  in  the  field,  and  in  addition  to  the  money 
these  investments  tbe  gold  reserves  of  foreign  lands  poured  Into  America 
ta  retnra  for  the  supplies  and  foods  so  vitally  needed  there.     Ploa 
rapidly  ecntered  In  America.     After  we  bad  discharged  their  calls 
their  Invested  capital,  eonairildated  the  further  proflta  of  oar  Increa^ 
trade,  and  capitalised  the  credits  arising  from  tbe  transfer  to 
of  the  world's  gold  sopply,  we  began  loaning  money  In  gigantic  same 
the  other  natlona.     At  tb«  end  of  tbe  real  war  period  In   1920 
loans  to  foreign  eotiatrleo  atood  above  120.000,000.000. 

The  dlffereac*  between  being  a  debtor  nation  to  tbe  world  anO 
creditor  natl<>a  to  tbo  world  in  those  few  years  spslla  a  flaaadal  revc  lo* 
tloa  never  before  wttnesasd  by  any  people.  It  involved  a  net  trans  !er 
at  aoaoy  and  credit  froai  ens  part  of  ttis  world  to  tbs  otbrr  of  n<  >re 
than  twenty  Mlltoos.  Wealtby  befors  tbs  war  In  tbs  aense  of  tbs  act^  lal 
ownsrsblp  of  a  aabstantlal  sqnity  la  tbe  nuitsrlal  tMnpi  of  «or  orn 
land,  we  barama  fab«lotMily  rlrb  ••  •  aatlofi  tbroagb  cba  snlarfad  own  tt 
■Mp  af  MV  svn  riaaarasa  aad  a  bsavy  BMrtgafs  «•  practically  tvirf 
•oMBtrjr.    Tha  par  eapiu  vsaltb  aad  laaaaa  nm  kf  leapt  i  mi 
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I»w«nM«/  «m4  llM  fwM«  «1»M»  llMfi4^  ^nftm*  •faH«M«  i*  IIm  AmmMtp  ^ 
«/  Am*rU'4  g»fa  tt»w  »h<\  «MMi«'0«4  »M\Uf  1»r  itts  f^rgHHUMHUm  §n4] 
$m»tttpm00t  kf  mtf  afttnHmU  9tf»jjHtf$,    7%»  f0mMf1ntMs  iiit»H§»  la  tm§, 
MiUm»\  wU%  riKM  wftmgln  fttfm»  tk«  Ht^  Im  tiM  Iralu  m  lltvMfM 
f  l»naf  ut  fim  llile  iifimiHg 

ihtf  km0fi*mn  ti0f0fim»M  Inm  alvara  aartwrM  aa  M«aH*«f«  airaia, 
fHtr  astMial  ptrtt^r  k»»  um»t»»tif  §tmgkt  MfMsM'f  o/  t/fiHtHHitttf  iiff 
Its  ps*f/i«  aad  pfotMtftUm  of  tbe  ir«ak  ag«li*si  th*  alroaf.  It  kaa  pro* 
fUM  lawa  (•  4\»anHr»g»  pftnlinoff  HT'^t  of  lbs  un|/fin<'lpl«4  la  fin»nft 
aM  flMr«  bss  bM»rp  a  (Mioftu  ai|a«(<*fl  Um»r4  (!•«  tteft^rpttfUt  of  einfiL 
tisas  of  sar  psopis  Hi  Its  nafloaal  Isclalatloa.  Wblls  ws  arsai  a  dHKor 
n»tUm  tha  Uftvlatlve  restrHlata  wbirto  our  tsigt^neiM  raqulrad  were 
et#reta«d,  If  I  ouy  so  put  it,  In  crusblog  group  power  arbsn  egefdiMt4 
by  avreement  against  the  common  weni 

To  particnlariie,  for  fmitarice,  wc  passed  tbe  Rherman  Act  to  pes' 
vsot  agreements  to  restraint  of  trade.  Tbe  dangers  that  we  aaw— 
danger*  that  menaced  ttiose  unable  to  protect  theoMelves,  lay  In  tba 
fact  that  men  or  companies  of  mean*  could  combine  through  agreements 
among  tbemflelves.  They  were  called  agreements  In  restraint  of  trade 
and  were  efft-ctive  to  control  the  price  and  distribution  of  commodities 
and  thereby  levy  the  tribute  of  undue  profit  upon  the  weak  for  tbs; 
benefit  of  the  financially  powerful.  The  Sherman  Act  was  the  legislative 
preventative  and  rendered  the  individual  units  cooperating  In  such 
undertakings  punishable  by  Indictment. 

Tbe  same  general  principle  was  involved  in  the  establishment  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  under  the  transportation  acts  which 
served  to  bold  in  check  the  railroad  systems  of  the  country  and  assure 
equality  of  benefits  to  all  users  of  those  systems.  Each  railroad  la 
controlled  as  a  separate  entity ;  it  is  subject  to  the  commission's  orders ; 
industry  is  assured  equal  rates  and  their  services  are  given  supervision 
to  the  end  that  public,  and  not  selfish,  Intereats  shall  be  promoted  and 
protected. 

Either  oar  State  or  national  legislation  gave  like  assurance  in  other 
lines,  as  the  laws  that  govern  the  Investments  of  savings  institutions 
disclose.  The  Individual  depositor  was  helpless  in  regard  to  the  use 
made  of  his  savings  by  those  In  control  of  his  depo.citory  and  so  legisla- 
tion stepped  in,  in  a  way  supposedly  not  to  interfere  with  honest  enter- 
prise, through  laws  to  protect  the  Innocent  against  unscrupulous  man- 
agement. The.«ie  laws  provided  specifically  the  class  of,  and  often  the 
Identical,  security  In  which  each  such  bank  might  invest  its  funds. 

So,  too,  with  the  public  utilities.  Each  was  subjected  to  either  State 
or  Federal  control  in  such  a  nunner  that  no  matter  how  large  or  how 
powerful  the  capital  the  public  intorest  was  preserved  through  control 
of  the  company  Itself,  its  rates,  its  service,  and  Its  public  relations. 

Under  the  national  bank  acts  and  the  Federal  reserve  act  passed  by 
Congress  a  careful  oversight  was  kept  of  each  national  bank  In  the 
Federal  reserve  system.  Detail  Government  Inspection  was  provided 
for  and  laws  passed  to  control  or  retard  the  growth  of  a  tendency  to 
branch  banking.  For  sufllcient  reason  it  was  firmly  rooted  in  the  legis- 
lative mind  that  a  large  aggregation  of  banking  capital  did  not  augur 
the  national  good  if  it  were  spread  over  a  large  area  through  the 
establishment  of  branch  bank  systems. 

So  tbe  McFadden  Act  and  other  laws  gave  to  the  privilege  of  estab- 
lishing branches  definite  limits  constricted  to  tbe  municipal  home  of  tbe 
parent  bank  lest  should  arise  some  public  menace. 

The  list  might  be  Indefinitely  prolonged,  but  the  point  must  be  evident 
that  our  protective  laws  were  designed  to  meet  conditions  aa  they 
existed  under  the  business  structure  which  existed  at  the  time.  These 
laws  In  general  restrain  the  corporation  Itself,  engaged  in  the  particular 
basiness,  or  prevent  It  from  entering  into  agreements  with  others 
engaged  In  the  same  kind  of  occupation  where  such  agreements  might 
menace  the  public  good.  Such  laws  were  effective — prosperity  con- 
tinued— the  public  was  protected.  Such  was  the  condition  before  the 
war  and  It  followed  through  the  years  as  we  emerged  from  the  status 
of  a  debtor  nation. 

Cautiously  perhaps,  but  certainly,  the  consciousness  of  changed  condi- 
tions pervades  the  body  politic  to-day.  With  the  emergence  from  debtor 
to  creditor  as  a  nation  and  the  vast  increase  in  capital  resources  has 
come  a  change  from  the  prevaiance  of  *'  group  power  by  agreement  "  to 
that  of  "  gronp  power  from  wealth."  Our  present  legislation  is  well 
acclimated  to  the  former,  but  let  me  direct  your  thought  to  the  new 
condition  we  face  to-day  and  to  a  consideration  of  these  current  lawa 
In  the  light  of  the  new-day  business  methods. 

I  take  It  for  granted  we  wish  to  preserve,  even  as  a  rich  and  powerful 
country,  compared  to  our  pre-war  state,  the  same  idealisms,  the  equality 
of  opportunity,  the  protection  of  the  weak  against  the  strong,  and  the 
aoppreasion  of  those  predatory  instincts  which  exist  In  any  civilization, 
be  it  ricb  or  poor. 

Let  me  visualize  this  new  basiness  situation  which  baa  followed  tbifl 
great  Increase  of  wealth  and  Its  consequent  Idle  fanda,  seeking  new  fields 
to  eooqoer,  that  has  flowed  from  America's  conspicuous  change  to  the 
creditor  aatlon  of  tbs  world,  Let  me  apply  that  which  I  denomloata 
as  "tbs  gronp  power  from  wealth"  In  these  same  fields  wblcb  our 
prcasnt  legislation  Is  supposed  to  cover,  rieaas  renu'nber  that  I  tm 
not  charging  tiMss  changes  ars  bad;  I  an  only  opening  up  a  tbougbt 
that  tkeaa  lawa  tkat  ralsd  aad  govsmad  tbs  ladivldDalistlc  oosditloBf 
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$1  pfK  WBf  MMMfi  k»u  iMeA  lafgaff  ■aparaaded  twsaaaa  iIm  wmMt  Mrw 

gf  tm9  laglalalM's  ifftrtMttva  tmffUitit,  Ah4  mtftf  la,  Waa  M  imi  drlfaa 
as  to  pfo^ff  a  H^im  amumA  Um  tt  4otanm  la  MgMaiMif 

\M  MM  a««a»la«  iktm  la  a^Mllar  afdsf,  TaM  dm  Ilia  M«r  Iddwa' 
trial  IM/I4lag  mtm^itf,  fia  f»ot  tmifHnt  ftnittUommHo  wof»  luH  arallaMa 
fa  uuf  4tMof'»»il4*n  daft,  li  l«  a  nfoinura  tH  iU$  Mm  wt*MUi  Ma 
mnmtMitH»  Uf4»t  »fo  aaallf  dwsiMl  la  iIm  mm  salargad  raaifralr  af 
aradli,  Aa  ladaatHal  baldlag  saaipaaf  Is  wot  sagagad  la  SMflMMfsa ;  it 
aalf  tm»»  tfes  slaefes  of  eompamUm  ttutt  «r«  as  sagagad.  It  bafa  tk» 
a{<««lM  of  aoflipetlng  li»d««strlss  at  least  la  sudUtsat  ^uaatlty  ta  bsaaaftv 
a  d</«il»aat  factor  la  muIi  one.  Its  laanagMasnt  baa  oa«  poller  t^r  all 
tboss  eoaipaalsa.  There  la  ao  assd  of  agroeflMwts  la  rostralat  of  trade 
aau>ag  tbass  aabaidieritHi  sngagsd  la  ths  like  bustaaas  that  would  reader 
tbem  subject  to  the  Mberman  Act ;  and  yet  there  may  be  preaeot  under 
a  management  In  wrong  banda  the  aame  dangers  at  which  tbs  antitrust 
legislation  was  aimed.  What  then  beconea  of  our  antitmat  protection  1 
Has  not  tbe  flank  of  the  Bherman  Act  been  turned? 

Take  tbe  newly  developed  railroad  inveators*  corapaniea.  The  rapid 
formation  of  the  Allegheny,  the  I'ennroad,  and  boats  of  others,  show  tbe 
flotation  power  of  tbe  new  wealth.  You  know  ttie  type — Iniiit  to  bold 
the  Btocka  of  railroads  whoae  community  of  interesta  may  he  of  great 
strategic  value.  Such  companlea  can  if  they  wish  also  acquire  tbe 
atocks  of  equipment  corporatlona ;  to  which  might  be  added  even  tlioae 
of  industries  located  upon  some  of  the  linea  in  which  tlieir  atock 
interest  la  dominant. 

These  security  holding  corporations  do  not  operate  the  railroads  whoae 
stocks  they  own.  Over  them  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  can 
exercise  no  anthority,  because  the  Constitution  limits  the  conunlsalon's 
authority  to  agencies  engaged  in  Interstate  commerce.  In  the  hands 
of  an  unwise  or  even  perverted  management,  such  as  we  of  tlie  okler 
generation  knew  among  the  railroads  themselves  in  the  early  days,  there 
could  easily  be  brought  about  through  their  freedom  from  control  of 
tbe  transportation  laws  some  of  the  dangers  and  inequaiitiea  tlioae  laws 
prevented. 

Is  there  need  for  a  new  line  of  national  defense,  aa  the  flank  of  the 
transportation  act  Is  termed  by  this  "group  power  from  wealth"? 

Consider  wherein  lie  similarities  In  principle  between  the  newly 
formed  Investment  trusta  thrusting  themselves  on  our  borlson  and  our 
savings  institutions.  Through  purchase  of  shares  or  deposit  of  funds 
tM>th  are  open  to  ail.  Both  pay  interest  to  the  small  holder ;  both 
afford  to  the  owner  of  small  or  large  means  tbe  benefits  of  a  wide 
diversity  of  securities  presumably  acquired  under  the  care  of  experta  in 
aecurlty  aelectlon.  While  differences  in  the  purpose  of  such  companies 
may  be  admitted,  yet  the  protection  accorded  the  savings  depositor  does 
not  surround  tbe  same  man  if  he  confides  his  capital  to  the  managers  of 
an  Investment  corporation.  England  has  had  a  long  experience  with 
this  new  class  of  semibanking  companies  that  are  multiplying  here  so 
rapidly  to-day — new  here  in  the  sense  that  only  In  the  past  few  years 
has  the  availability  of  capital  permitted  them  to  become  widespread — 
and  tbe  experience  of  Bngiand  would  warrant  the  thought  that  limla- 
tions  by  law  would  be  in  order  both  as  to  investments  and  publicity 
similar  in  effect  to  those  which  have  gained  for  our  savings  Institutions 
world-wide  fame  and  stability. 

This  new  wealth  has  broadened  the  organising  of  public-utility  holding 
companies  and  brought  together  in  ownership  widely  scattered  properties 
with  the  consequent  safety  due  to  diversiflcation  of  territory.  This 
new  class  has  become  so  numerous  in  the  last  few  years  that  already 
the  Congress  has  directed  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  toward  a 
study  of  the  possible  methods  of  control  of  their  activities  in  the  public 
interest.  There  is  no  central  authority  as  was  In  the  days  when  State 
commissions  had  ascendency  over  the  services  of  Individual  corporations 
operating  In  a  single  State.  Those  commissions  still  operate;  they 
govern ;  they  supervise  the  rates ;  but  they  have  no  power  over  the 
parent  owner,  whose  patent  rights  or  other  proprietories  may  become 
the  most  influential  features  of  Its  competitive  situation. 

One  other  field  in  which  group  power  through  wealth  in  this  new  rich 
country  of  ours  presents  new  problems,  lies  in  the  spread  of  chain 
banking.  It  is  perhaps  our  most  modern  business  development  and 
for  my  purpose  to  be  contradistinguished  to  branch  banking.  The  loca- 
tion of  branch  banks  is  controlled  under  the  McFadden  Act,  now  part 
and  parcel  of  the  Federal  reserve  laws.  That  act  limits  the  establish- 
ment of  national-bank  branches  to  the  territory  of  the  municipality  In 
which  the  bank  itself  Is  located,  and  even  then  branches  are  only  allowed 
in  States  which  permit  their  own  State  banks  to  have  branchea.  Already 
this  restriction  is  threatening  the  solid  continuance  of  o'ur  Federal- 
reserve  membership.  Where  State-bank  branches  are  permitted  they 
have  wider  privileges  than  do  our  national  banks  located  In  those  States. 
This  competitive  situation  la  not  only  serious  but  is  the  subject  of  wide 
discussion  among  bankers  wtio  are  seeking  a  proper  eolation. 

Becauae  the  establishment  of  branchea  ia  ao  controlled,  many  flnan- 
dera  of  vision  have  taken  advantage  of  tbe  new  supplies  of  llauld 
rnpltal  to  form  and  float  tbe  Huperhank  corporation  which  purchases 
the  atocks  of  hanks  in  many  dties  and  MUtea ;  in  fact,  owns  and  holds 
tbe  stocka  of  a  cbain  of  banks,  Tbe  effect  la  practically  tba  aame  aa 
tbe  prohibited  pareat  bank  with  brancbea, 


le  g  gfaai  gM  M  IIM  dayaiagflieat  al^Mi  Me  gratrfb  of  im  Nidaainef 
><aaiagda  Jaal  »•  I  io  tmi  tm  aorUmo  iwMI^  ih^mm  tn  tlmm  albsf 
etaaaMMillMM  irHMk  f  bare  aisailaaad  irliaee  aiaaagaai»at  Is  M^ei 
Md  mtimd,  Ian  ebala  tmuMtni  U  raaaggfcad  »•  irMMfawlag  fbe  pritf 
itfia  of  bfaaeb  baablag  rrwai  wadar  ttM  lava  wMeft  pnddMt  tbat 
aettrkr  bf  aar  naliaagl  baafea, 

11  Is  tbe  laeraaaad  vealib  ot  tbe  mmtitrf  tbat  flMfeea  ready  i»  tbe 
baad  ot  aar  caytataa  at  ladastry  tba  taads  tbal  pwraUt  tbe  iatattaa  at 
muh  great  laatltatlaaa  as  eaa  owm  a  baak  ia  nforf  eitf  aad  la  eCaat, 
aad  prvbaMy  ta  gaod  parpoae,  abrogate  tba  prorbdaaa  ot  tbe  Mcraddsa 
Act.  Agaia  aiay  I  aay,  Has  aot  tba  cbaage  la  our  daaadal  sutaa 
taraad  tba  flaak  ot  ear  baakiag  Uars?  May  not  tbe  iatrodactioa  of 
ebala  baakiag  farce  a  too  lethargic  goveraaMat  to  anendaieat  of  Its 
law  lest  we  loas  tbe  advantage  of  BMblliaad  credits  by  tbe  decreasing 
meBuberablp  of  our  FMeral  reaerve  ayatem? 

Tbe  iaeraaaa  of  national  wealth  auking  poaaible  tbe  fioUtioa  aC 
aapercorporate  atmcturea  baa  tbua  outgrown  tiie  protective  qualities  of 
our  laws.  Dnreatralned  by  law,  eompeteot  lioneat  management  alone 
aasurea  tbe  people  protection  from  ezplotUtlon.  All  of  tiiase  giant 
companlea.  holdera  of  atocka  in  ieaaer  corporationa.  in  reality  ars 
owned  by  tbe  investing  public,  by  the  nmn  in  the  atreet.  They  appeal, 
through  their  rlalng  shares,  to  the  speculative  fervor  of  the  people 
as  they  sail  an  uncharted  coarse,  enjoying,  metaphorically,  the  freedom 
of  tbe  aeaa.  They  have  sorrounded  the  armiea  of  tbe  national  protec- 
tive laws  by  their  new-found  capiUl  reaonrcea.  Aa  apeculatlve  bubblea 
unrestrained,  may  they  not  dance  upon  the  waves,  glistening  ia  the 
sunlight,  beckoning  the  Investor  and  ^>ecalator,  only  perhaps  to  burst 
at  the  dutdi  of  thoae  who  aeek  the  easy  road  to  alBoence? 

Is  there  need  for  control  of  the  new  form  of  baalmas  maaagement 
aa  we  felt  tliere  waa  of  tbe  old  form?  If  there  is  such  nsed,  we  can 
practically  start  anew  as  the  old  laws  so  little  govern  now.  And  shall 
that  control  be  as  restrictive  as  was  the  old  legialatioo  to  tlie  enter- 
prises of  the  country  in  the  days  when,  aa  a  debtor  aatlon  borrowing 
for  development,  ws  eoold  not  command  the  money  marketa  of  tba 
world?  .  ^ 

We  in  Wasldngton  are  mulling  over  these  eliangea.  We  want  yoo  to 
think  of  them  and  to  as  will  drift  the  meat  of  your  discuaalona.  Tbe 
problema  are  well  worth  eCtort,  for,  no  matter  bow  far  America  baa 
progressed,  ahe  ia  atill  in  the  maktaig;  and,  wttb  all  our  future  before 
ua.  it  ia  op  to  tbe  aaen  of  this  day  to  preserve  tlut  baaic  American 
principle  of  "equality  of  opportunity"  that  waa  the  foundation  stone 
of  the_Republlc. 

CLAIM  or  JOHIV  BABA  AGAINST  THI  UinnD  8TATEB 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communicA- 
tlon  from  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States,  trans- 
mitting, pursuant  to  law,  hia  report  and  recommendation  con- 
cerning the  claim  of  John  Baba  against  the  United  States,  which, 
with  the  accompanying  report,  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims. 

PVrmONS  AIVD  MCMOBIALg 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Georgetown  Citizens'  Association  of  the  Dislrict 
of  Columbia  relative  to  tiie  criticism  of  officials  of  the  District 
government  by  Members  of  Congress,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions  adopted  by  the 
annual  convention  of  the  National  Beauty  and  Bartiers  Supply 
Dealers'  AsRociation,  at  Chicago,  111.,  opposing  the  passage  of 
legislation  Increasing  the  existing  duty  on  nonedible  blackstrap 
molasses,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  resolutions  adopted  by  the 
annual  conv»iti(m  of  the  National  Beauty  and  Bari>er8  Supply 
Dealers'  Association,  at  Chicago.  111.,  opposing  tbe  proposed 
transfer  of  the  Bureau  of  Prohibition  from  the  Treasury  De- 
partment to  the  Department  of  Justice,  which  were  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  COPBLAND  pref<ented  petitions  of  sundry  dtisens  of 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting 
increased  pensions  to  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  their 
widows,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

BTIX8   IirmODUCH) 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  foUowa: 

By  Mr.  WAI^SH  of  Massachusetts: 

A  bill  (8.  1»79)  for  the  relief  of  Warren  J.  ae«r;  to  tbe 
Committee  on  Claims. 

A  Mil  (H.  1960)  for  tbe  relief  of  George  Preai;  to  tbe  Com- 
mlltee  on  Military  Affaira. 

Br  Mr  NOKRIH: 

(By  request,)  A  bill  (fl.  19^)  to  amend  eertioa  1130  of  tbe 
Beriaed  Ktatatea  of  tbe  UnttiHl  Mtates; 

(By  request.)  A  bill  (».  1902)  to  r»p«U  P«t  of  agctloo  f  ot 
th9  get  ot  May  28^  1W«; 
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A  bUl  (8.  1983)  to  authorize  the  destnictlon  of  dnpUcate  ac 
counts  and  other  papers  (lied  In  the  oflJoes  of  clerks  of  th^ 
United  States  dl-trict  ctnirts ;  „      ^  .^         *     » 

A  bUl  (S   19S4)  to  repeal  section  144,  Title  II,  of  the  act  o 
March  3,  1890.  chapter  429   (sec.  2253  of  the  Compiled  Lawn 

of  Alaska)  ;  -    x-  *  .  w  j 

A  bill  (S.  1985)  providing  against  misuse  of  olBcIal  bodges 

and  .     --. . 

A  bin  (S.  1986)  establishing  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  a  division  of  the  Bureau  of  Investigation  t ) 
be  known  as  the  division  of  IdentiflcaUon  and  information ;  t^ 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr   HALE:  ^      .    «„     .    /i 

A  bill  (S.  19H7)  granting  an  Incrrase  of  pension  to  Ella  A.  t 
Oo«r  (with  a«ompiuiying  papers)  ;  tut 

A  bill  (S.  198«>  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Julia  li. 
Buck  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  »,  „,    « 

A  bill  (S.  1989)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Nellie  ^ 
Lewix  (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bDl  (S.  1990)  granting  a  pension  to  Blancharo  L.  Stuai|t 
(with  accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  199H  granting  a  pension  to  Clara  B.  Weema^ 
(with  aceumpanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana: 

A  bill  ( S.  1992)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Margaret 
P,  Lee  (with  ac<'f)mi)anying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  1993)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Susan 
Little  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  CommlttPe  on  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  METCALT :  . 

A  bill  (S.  1994)  granting  a  pension  to  Harriet  Griffln  (witti 
accompanying  papers)  ;  and  I 

A  bill  (S.  1986)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Jane  J* 
Sprague  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  (^ 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WHEEI^R: 

A  bill  (S.  1996)  granting  a  pension  to  Ida  Fordyce;  to  tlje 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  TABIIT  BIIX 

Mr.  HATDEN  submitted  an  amendment  and  Mr.  RANSDEIIj 
submitted  two  amendments  Intemled  to  be  proposed  by  them, 
respectively,  to  House  bill  2«67,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  whi<^ 
were  severally  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

AMEITDMEirT    TO    WAS    NEPAJrTHENT    APPBOiPBIATIOilf    BILL 

-  Mr.  McNARY  submitted  an  amendment  authorizing  and  di- 
I  xectiug  the  Secretary  of  War,  through  the  Corps  of  Army  Enm- 
neers  and  the  Federal  Power  Conunission.  to  (Mrepere  and  subimt 
to  Congress  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  making  examinutioii }, 
surveys,  and  other  investigations  with  respect  to  the  Coquil  e 
River,  Oreg.,  etc.,  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the  Wi  r 
Department  appropriation  bill,  which  was  referre<i  to  the  Coii- 
mlttee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  jH'inted. 

aCVlSIOM  (W  THE  TAEirr 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  ot  the  Whole,  resumed  the  coi- 
sideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2867)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regi- 
late  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  industrii  »s 
ot  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  oth(>r 
porpoaes. 

Mr.  BLBA8B.  Mr.  PreaideDt,  as  bearing  on  the  pending  bi  I. 
I  ask  permission  to  tuve  printed  in  the  Rbcobo  a  letter  from 
H<m.  V.  C  Badtiam,  ot  South  Carolina,  in  reference  to  railrot  d 
rates,  and  a  second  letter  from  him  in  reference  to  rates  on 
lumber.  I  ask  the  Senators,  and  especially  Democratic  Seni- 
tors,  to  please  read  the  letters  and  see  where  Mr.  Al  Smith  |Is 
getting  the  lombcr  that  he  is  using  in  the  construction  of  tks 
hotel  and  office  building.  I  also  ask  to  have  printed  a  brief  qiio- 
tatlon  from  an  article  in  a  lumber  trade  journal  attached  by  li^ 
Badham  to  his  second  letter. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore     Without  objection,  leave 
granted. 
,      The  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows : 

DoBrHBatmB  Lcmmb  Co.. 
Boiham.  8.  C,  October  M,  OU. 
Hon.  CoLi  L.  Blbass, 

I7iMI«d  Btuttt  Bemator.  WmMm^oh,  D.  O. 
Dbak  Mb.  BLBA8I :  I  noticed  some  tim«  tMck  jonr  crltldsma  in  the 
Senate  concerning  the  extortionate  charges  of  the  Pallman  Co.,  and  I 
•m  flad  tbat  yov  are  Interesting  yourself  in  this  matter.  The  bii^h 
trelgbt  tariff,  aa  well  as  the  paasenger  tariff,  of  tbe  mtlroada.  in  ity 
QplnloB,  Is  tiM  greatest  tax  we  have  upon  the  Industries  of  this  count]  y. 
Mot  only  are  the  charges  In  interstate  commerce,  either  ioog  or  short 
baola,  very  bordensome  but  tite  freight  ebarges  within  our  own  State 
are  wcD-slgh  Intolerable,  and  seriously  affect  the  interetaanss  oC  pr<id- 
octa  within  th«  borders  of  our  own  State. 


I  have  a  plantation  in  Hampton  Connty  on  which  we  nrfse  a  conald* 
erable  quantity  of  corn.  The  market  In  that  section  Is  very  limltt>d, 
and  the  freight  charges  from  that  plantation  to  Badham,  where  I  use 
great  quantities  of  It  in  feeding  my  stock,  are  so  hlRh  that  I  do  not  find 
It  profitable  to  send  It  to  this  mill,  but  buy  from  our  local  farms. 

As  far  aa  I  know,  yon  are  the  only  one  in  Conpress  who  has  called 
attention  to  the  intolerable  burden  of  hinh  freight  charges. 

You  would  be  surprised  to  sec  how  much  of  our  local  products  are 
being  carried  to  the  market  by  trucks,  which  the  public  are  patronizing 
because  the  service  Is  better  and  the  freight  charges  are  less  than  the 
rallroad.1.  I  have  seen  truck  after  truck  loaded  with  cattle  going  from 
Walterboro  to  Richmond  because  the  serrlee  Is  much  quicker  and  the 
transportation  is  much  less. 

I  hope  to  see  the  day  that  the  farmers  and  merchants  within  the 
borders  of  our  own  State  and  contiguous  States  will  be  independent  of 
the  railroads. 

Sincerely  yours, 

V.  C.  Baoham. 

DORCH««T«B    LTMBIB   CO., 

Badham,  8.  C,  October  30,  t»S$. 
Hon.  COLK  L.  Blea«x, 

Vnitett  States  Senator,  WashhigtoH,  D.  C. 
D«AB  Ma.  Blbase  :  You  hear  much  about  the  distress  of  the  agricul- 
tural interests  of  the  South,  b'jt  I  doubt  that  you  have  heard  anything 
of  the  dl.stress  of  the  lumber  industry  in  thin  section.  However,  the 
agricultural  distress  is  no  more  acute  than  that  of  the  lumber  Industry. 
The  Pacific  coast  mills,  which  have  a  higher  grade  of  lumber  than 
anything  in  the  South  Atlantic  States,  by  reason  of  the  water  shipment 
throURb  tbe  Panama  Canal,  have  a  freight  charge  less  than  the  mills 
in  this  section  can  deliver  In  New  York.  I  thought  that  this  was  tbe 
only  factor  which  was  depresaing  the  lumber  Industry  In  the  South.  I 
made  a  business  trip  to  the  eastern  cities  in  September,  and  In  New 
York  I  fonnd  few  wholesalers  who  were  interested  In  the  yellow  pine  of 
North  and  South  Carolina.  I-«'avinK  the  office  of  one  of  these  whole- 
aalera,  I  went  east  on  Thirty-fourth  Street,  and  aa  I  approached  the 
Waldorf  Hotel  I  saw  tbe  sidewalk  blocked  with  immense  quantities  of 
lumber  which  was  t)eiiig  UHed  as  propn  and  scaffolds  in  tearing  down 
the  old  building.  I  stopped  to  examine  this  lumber  liecnuse  the  color 
and  texture  was  new  to  me.  I  thought  that  it  was  some  of  tbe  varieties 
of  the  Pacific  coast  timtxr,  but  found,  however,  that  it  was  a  consign- 
ment of  lumber  from  Russia,  and  it  was  sold  at  |20.2U  per  thousand  feet. 
The  average  cost  of  manufacturing  lumber  by  us  in  South  Carolina  is 
to-day  925   per  thousand   feet. 

I  operate  three  large  mills,  with  the  latest  improved  machinery,  and 
bring  to  bear  upon  my  operations  tbe  economic  experience  of  29  years  in 
tbia  business.  Our  labor  cORt  has  been  reduced  to  the  irreducible  miai- 
mum,  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of  any  decent  kind  of  living  for 
our  latwrers — white  or  black — and  yet  our  business  for  three  years  has 
shown  an  absolute  loss.  In  other  wordu,  we  have  been  converting  our 
timber  into  money  without  a  dollar  profit,  and  I  know  tbat  tbe  saute 
condition  confronts  other  mill«.  lu  proof  of  It  is  tlie  multitude  of 
bankruptcies  in  the  lumber  business  within  the  last  three  years.  Every- 
thing which  we  use  in  the  operation  of  this  business — supplies,  etc.,  ex- 
cept labor — Is  almost  as  high  as  It  was  in  1920.  Tbat  is,  we  are  buying 
our  supplies  in  a  protected  market  and  we  are  selling  our  lumber  in 
competition  with  the  markets  of  the  world.  Those  of  us  who  have  our 
capital  invested  in  mills  and  timber  see  no  way  to  get  out,  and  yet  we 
are  being  ground  to  dust  and  the  life  is  being  crushed  out  of  us. 

I  understand  that  members  of  the  Southern  I'ine  Aasociation,  the 
Southern  Cypress  Association,  and  the  North  Carolina  Pine  Associa- 
tion will  bring  this  matter  to  the  attention  of  Congreas.  Not  being 
actively  associated  with  any  of  these  lumber  aasociations,  I  am  writing 
this  letter  to  you.  simply  giving  you  a  statement  of  facts,  which  I 
hope  will  induce  you  to  come  to  the  relief  of  this  stricken  industry, 
which  is  second  In  importance  only  to  the  textile  Industry  In  this 
State.  I  wish  you  would  help  us  In  this  matter. 
Yours  very  truly. 

V.  C.  Badham. 

P.  8. — Bearing  upon  this  matter,  I  see  by  a  lumber  trade  Journal 
an  item,  copy  of  which  I  am  herewith  attaching. 

"The  Department  of  Commerce  has  just  informed  us  that  their  re- 
porta  for  September  show  that  there  were  3,390,000  feet  of  Russian 
lumber  received  In  the  United  States  during  the  month  of  September, 
and  this  was  sold  for  168,480.  or  $20.20  per  thousand. 

"  We  have  Just  received  word  that  7,000,000  feet  of  Russian  lumber 
has  Just  landed  In  New  York  and  is  of  a  grade  comparable  with  North 
Carolina  pine  No.  1  and  Is  soiling  for  less  than  North  Carolina  pine 
No.  3  at  the  mllL  One-half  million  feet  of  this  lumber  is  being  used 
by  the  contractor  of  the  new   Waldorf-Astoria  office  building. 

**  We  have  been  assured  by  both  Louisiana  Senators  and  Senator 
COPEi^AND,  of  New  York,  that  they  are  In  sympathy  with  us  and  will 
do  everything  they  possibly  can  to  see  that  our  Industry  gets  the 
proper  protection.  We  understand  tbat  the  Senators  from  Tennessee 
are  favorably  Inclined  toward  us,  but  we  do  not  know  definitely  (he 
position  at  the  Senators  from  Arkansas,  Alabama,  Florida,  and  Okia- 
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boma.      We    bare   been    Informed    tbat    tbe    Senators   from    Mlaaiaalppl 
aad  Georgia  aa  yet  bave  abown  no  Inclination  to  belp." 

Mr.  RANSDBLX.  obtained  tbe  floor. 

Mr.  NORMS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebragka? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No,  Mr.  President ;  I  desire  to  take  the  floor 
in  my  own  right 

Mr.  RANSDELL.  Unless  It  is  a  prlvil^ed  matter,  I  ehonld 
like  to  proceed. 

Mr.  NOKRIS.  I  will  wait  until  the  Senator  has  flnishe*!,  and 
then  I  shall  take  tbe  floor  in  my  own  right. 

THB    DEMOCRATIC     PABTT    AWD    THE    TABITV — OKIOIN     OW    THI     PROTCCTm 

THBORT 

Mr.  RANSDELL.  Mr.  President  and  Senators,  in  view  of  the 
apparent  uncertainty  of  tbe  passage  of  the  pending  tariff  1>U1,  the 
many  obstructions  and  delays  which  it  has  encountered  thus  far, 
and  the  im(>erutive  necessity  for  tbe  prompt  passage  uf  tbe 
measure,  I  dwm  it  my  duty  to  discuss  at  this  time  the  origin 
and  growth  of  the  protective  policy  and  the  Democratic  Party's 
connection  therewith.  This  is  especially  pertinent  now  a?  It  is 
currently  rumored  that  the  awful  crashes  on  Wall  Street  of  the 
last  few  days,  during  which  various  stocks  have  depreciated  in 
value  about  $20.0(X).000.000,  are  due  to  tbe  failure  of  Congress 
to  pass  tbe  tariff  bill  after  many  months  of  labor  and  to  the 
general  fear  tbat  it  will  fail  altogether,  although  tK)tb  political 
parties  are  pledge<l  to  tbe  passage  of  a  tariff  act  which  will 
fairly  protect  American  industry. 

In  tracing  the  protective  movement  It  is  necessary  to  go  back 
to  first  principles  and  consider  the  early  beginnings  of  our 
industrial  and  economic  system.  In  the  period  between  the 
end  of  the  Revolution  and  the  adoption  of  the  Constirution 
we  exifcted  as  a  loose  confederation — a  union  of  colonies— and 
we  had  free  trade.  The  States  were  then  acting  independent 
of  each  other  in  matters  of  foreign  policy,  and  none  of  them 
would  incur  Britf.sh  enmity  by  undertaking  to  raise  a  barrier 
of  any  character  against  her  commerce.  In  the  simplicity  and 
vigor  of  our  early  agricultural  state  the  protective  system  as 
we  know  it  to-day  had  no  place,  as  tbe  idea  of  a  complete  de- 
pendence upon  England  for  our  manufactured  articles  and  a 
firm  belief  in  tbe  ability  to  sustain  ourselves  upon  the  pro- 
ductivity of  our  virgin  soil  were  so  firmly  embedded  in  the 
economic  fiber  of  our  national  being  as  to  exclude  from  discus- 
sion tbe  subject  of  protection  to  manufactures.  The  new 
Republic,  which  had  retained,  on  tbe  whole,  the  same  Indus- 
trial conditions  as  the  Colonies,  was  engaged  almost  exclusively 
in  tilling  the  soil  and  in  occupations  closely  connect«*d  with  it 
What  could  be  imported  at  that  time  was  imported  and  was 
paid  for  largely  by  barter  through  tbe  export  of  agricultural 
products.  It  is  true  that  the  agricultural  comnmnity  could  not 
get  on  without  blacksmiths,  carpenters,  masons,  shoemakers, 
and  other  artisans,  but  these  existed  side  by  side  with  the 
farmer  and  owed  their  being  to  him. 

It  soon  became  apparent,  however,  that  such  a  condition  could 
not  long  exist.  The  economic  condition  of  the  country  during 
the  early  years  was  most  distressing.  There  was  little  for  the 
laboring  people  to  do.  All  the  money  went  out  of  the  country 
to  buy  goods  of  foreign  manufacture  and  about  the  only  progress 
was  tbat  of  incurring  debts.  The  fathers  of  our  country  saw 
that  something  had  to  be  done.  They  talked  of  a  financial 
system  and  a  better  understanding  between  the  States;  they 
talked  of  a  constitution,  which  was  of  supreme  importance;  and 
they  talked  something  else — the  regulation  of  foreign  commerce 
by  the  collection  of  duties  at  American  ports.  This,  it  was 
urged,  would  relieve  the  financial  embarrassment  of  tbe  new 
government  by  supplying  revenue  and  would  also  encourage 
home  production,  give  employment  to  the  people,  and  keep  the 
money  of  the  country  from  going  abroad. 

The  crystallization  of  this  sentiment  found  expression  in  the 
Constitutional  Convent ioii,  lu'ld  In  Philadelphia,  out  of  which 
grew  •'  tbe  greatest  instrument  struck  from  the  mind  and  pen 
of  man,"  our  American  Constitution.  Washington  and  Madison 
were  there,  and  it  was  their  broad  vision  and  keen  intellect 
which  wrestled  with  tbe  complexities  of  the  problems  confront- 
ing them  and  gave  to  the  world  this  great  example  of  a  true 
republican  government. 

Thus  was  the  virgin  soil  of  the  new  government  broken,  and 
then  and  there  by  a  great  Democrat,  James  Madison,  author  of 
the  first  revenue  act  of  1789,  were  the  flist  seeds  of  protection 
planted.  That  measure,  presented  by  Madison  to  the  first  Con- 
gress under  the  newly  adopted  Constitution,  was  one  which  pro- 
vided specific  duties  on  spirituous  liqu(*rs,  wines,  teas,  sugar, 
pepper,  coct»a,  and  spices  and  levied  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  ail 
other  articles. 


All  of  the  leaders  of  any  consequence  of  that  time  who  were 
associated  with  Thomas  Jefferson  and  who  accepted  his  theorj 
of  government  assisted  in  putting  through  this  bill  of  Madison 
and  spoke  for  the  safeguarding  of  American  industries  against 
foreign  competition.  They  were  not  engaged  in  making  a  plat* 
form  to  catch  votes,  nor  did  the  idea  of  serving  a  certain  section 
or  a  certain  class  of  people  enter  their  minds.  They  were  plan- 
ning as  master  architects  for  a  building,  the  magnificence  of 
which  is  to-day  the  wonder  and  the  admiration  of  the  world. 

THOMAS  jarraasoH 

It  is  not  liard  in  the  light  of  recorded  history  to  recognise  the 
fact  that  tbe  doctrine  of  protection  for  American  farm  and 
factory  products  is  not  a  new  one  to  the  Democratic  Party.  Its 
great  founder,  Thomas  Jefferson,  his  illustrous  contemporaries 
and  followers,  Madison,  Monroe,  Jackson,  and  a  host  of  others, 
emphatically  and  unequivocally  Indorsed  that  doctrine  and  be- 
lieved in  its  ultimate  workability  and  good  for  the  American 
people.  Jefferson's  remedy,  in  its  simplest  terms,  for  agricul- 
ture and  industry  alike,  was  adequate  protection.  His  handi- 
work is  seen  in  the  first  revenue  act,  passed  by  the  First  Con- 
gress, and  placed  upon  our  statute  books  on  July  4,  1789.  That 
measure  came  from  the  inspired  pen  of  James  Madison,  who, 
in  its  preparation,  counseled  with  liis  closest  friend  and  political 
mentor,  the  Sage  of  Monticello. 

In  his  foreign  commerce  report  as  Secretary  of  State  in  De- 
cember, 1793,  we  find  -efferson's  views  on  protecti<Mi  expressed 
in  positive  language,  as  follows: 

Where  a  nation  imposes  bigb  dutiea  on  our  prodactione,  or  problblts 
tbem  altogether.  It  may  be  proper  for  aa  to  do  the  aame  by  tbeirs ; 
first  burdening  or  excluding  tboae  production!  wblcb  tbey  bring  here 
in  competition  wltb  our  own  of  the  same  kind ;  selecting  next  sach 
manufactures  as  we  take  from  tbem  in  greatest  quantity,  and  wblcb, 
at  the  same  time,  we  could  the  soonest  furnish  to  ourselves,  or  obtain 
from  other  countries ;  imposing  on  them  dutiea  lighter  at  first  but 
heavier  and  heavier  afterwards,  as  other  channels  of  supply  open.  Such 
duties,  having  the  effect  of  Indirect  encouragement  to  domestic  maou- 
factures  of  the  same  Icind,  may  induce  the  manufacturer  to  come  him- 
self into  these  States,  where  cheaper  subsistence,  equal  laws,  and  a  vent 
for  his  wares,  free  of  duty,  may  insure  him  tbe  bigbeat  profits  from 
bis  skill  and  industry.  •  •  •  The  oppressions  on  our  agricolture  la 
foreign  porta  would  thus  be  made  tbe  occasion  of  relieving  it  from  a 
dependence  on  the  councils  and  conduct  of  others,  and  of  promoting 
arts,  manufactures,  and  population  at  home.  (Jefferaonlan  Cyclopedia, 
p.  850.) 

In  his  message  of  1802,  as  President,  Jefferson  said : 
To  cultivate  peace,  maintain  commerce  and  navigation,  to  foster  our 
flsberies  and  protect  manufactures  adapted  to  our  clrcamstancea  are  the 
landmarks  by  which  to  guide  ourselves  in  all  our  relations. 

Nowhere  will  there  be  found  a  clearer  exposition  of  Jeffer- 
son's view  on  protection  than  in  his  sixth  annual  message, 
wherein  he  said : 

Shall  we  suppress  the  Impoat  and  give  tbat  advantage  to  foreign  over 
domeatic  manufactures  7  On  a  few  articles  of  more  general  and  neces- 
sary use  tbe  suppression  in  due  scaaon  will  doubtless  be  right,  bat  tbe 
great  mass  of  articles  on  which  impost  ia  paid  is  foreign  luxuries,  pur- 
chased by  those  only  who  are  rich  enough  to  afford  tbemaelvea  tbe  use 
of  tbem.  Their  patriotism  would  certainly  prefer  Its  continuance  and 
application  to  tlie  great  purposea  of  tbe  public  education,  roada,  rivers, 
canals,  and  such  other  objects  of  public  Improvement  aa  it  may  be 
thought  proper  to  add  to  tbe  const!  tutional  enumeration  of  Federal 
powers.     (Jefferaonlan  Cyclopedia,  p.   850.) 

Statements  so  forecful  in  context,  so  clear  and  concise  in 
thought,  scarcely  need  further  comment.  As  a  Jeffersonian 
Democrat,  I  subscribe  to  those  principles  as  a  means  of  "  pro> 
moting  arts,  manufactures,  and  population  at  home." 

JAMKS    MADISON 

James  Madison,  close  student  of  Thomas  Jefferson's  school  of 
political  thought,  succeeded  the  great  Virginian  in  the  presi- 
dential chair.  He  had  witnessed  the  decline  of  our  commercial 
star  when  our  c<.>mmerce  was  torn  and  all  but  destroyed  between 
the  French  on  the  one  hand  and  the  English  on  the  other  during 
the  generation  of  war  covered  by  the  Napoleonic  era.  That  he 
believed  in  protection  of  our  products  as  the  quickest  and  surest 
way  to  restore  prosperity  is  clearly  Indicated  in  his  special 
message  to  Congress  in  1815,  in  which  he  said: 

There  can  be  no  subject  that  can  enter  with  greater  force  and  ncrit 
into  tbe  deliberations  than  the  consideration  of  the  means  to  preserve 
and  promote  tbe  maaufactures  which  have  sprung  Into  existence,  and 
attained  au  unparalleled  maturity  throughout  the  United  States  dnrtag 
the  period  of  the  European  Wara.  This  source  of  national  independ- 
enco  and  wealth  I  anxiously  commend  to  the  proaipt  and 
guardianship  of  Congresa. 
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MadUKm,  one  of  the  anthocB  of  the  Coostitiition,  and  Its  gre  it 
ezpoaader  In  the  Federalist,  father  of  the  first  revenue  ad, 
loyml  dladple  of  Thomas  Jefferson,  second  Democratic  Preside  at 
of  the  United  Status,  rose  in  later  years  from  the  obscurity  at 
his  retirement  to  smite  the  enemies  of  tids  system,  in  the  form  a- 
tlon  of  which  be  played  snch  a  noble  part  In  1828,  11  years 
after  learlnc  the  White  Hooae,  when  ^orts  were  being  male 
to  create  a  party  of  opposition  to  the  prin<dplea  of  protects  n, 
Madison  rebuked  tlie  agitators  in  uneqnlTOcai  terms,  saying : 

A  farther  erldence  of  tbe  comtittitloiial  i)ower  of  Congre«  to  proti  <t 
•ad  fostrr  iMiiiifactiires  by  regulatloiis  of  trade  <«n  eTldeocc  that  oag  ht 
ttaclf  to  arttlfl  tbe  qocstion)  la  tb«  anlform  aod  practical  MQction  gltn 
to  that  power  for  near  40  years. 

In  those  pungent  word:},  Madison  added  the  weight  of  cons  i- 
tutioual  sanction  to  the  commercial  wisdom  of  the  protective 
system.  He  viewed  tlie  principles  on  the  broad  practi<  fd 
grounds  of  everyday  governmental  alfairs,  rather  tlian  on  t  le 
narrow  theoretical  basis  of  political  economy.  In  further  jus  :i- 
flcatlon  of  the  system  of  protection  to  domestic  products,  Mai  11- 
son,  in  18S1,  wrote,  in  one  of  the  many  letters  that  give  us  a 
clear  vision  of  his  later  days,  that — 

If  a  <taty  cmo  be  conatitatlonanjr  laid  on  importa,  not  for  the  parp<  «e 
of  revenae.  which  may  be  reduced  or  deatroyed  by  the  duty,  but  as  a 
Bteaiw  of  retaliating  tbe  commercial  regalatioDS  of  foreign  coantriea, 
wbicb  regolatlona  bare  for  their  object,  aometlmea  their  sole  objcirt, 
tbe  encouragement  of  their  manofactorea,  it  -woald  aeem  strange  to 
infer  that  an  Impost  for  the  encouragement  of  domestic  manufactn -es 
was  oncoDstttatlonal  becanse  it  was  not  for  the  porpotse  of  revenue  and 
the  more  strange,  as  an  impost  for  the  protection  and  encouragerat  nt 
of  national  manofactnres,  is  of  mach  more  general  and  familiar  pric- 
tioe  Uian  as  a  retaliation  of  the  injustice  of  foreign  regulations  of 
comoMree.     (Writings  of  James  Madison,  vol.  9,  p.  431.) 

We  are  told  that  Madison  changed  later  and  was  in  favor  o '  a 
reduction  of  tariff  duties.  History,  however,  does  not  reveal  a  ny 
^ — nuA  "  recanting  "  on  the  part  of  this  great  Democrat.  As  <  he 
Second  War  with  Great  Britain  came  on,  every  one  of  the  dut  es 
in  his  original  bill  was  doubled  in  order  to  secure  additioi  lal 
revenue,  with  the  specified  understanding  that  within  a  y<ar 
after  peace  came  they  were  to  be  reduced  again.  In  compUai  ce 
with  the  terms  of  the  measure.  President  Madison  did  sumni  on 
Congress  to  the  task  of  revising  the  tariff,  but  he  made  it  pli  in 
that  the  cardinal  principle  of  protection  was  not  to  be  destroy  >d. 
He  said  that  the  manufactures  which  had  sprung  up  should  be 
properly  cared  for,  and  John  G.  Calhoun,  the  great  Democrat 
of  South  Carolina,  led  the  fight  with  that  object  in  view. 

Mr.  SHOBTBIDGE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  pen  lit 
me  to  interrupt  him? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Lo  oi- 
siana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  RANSDELL.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTBIDGE.  I  am  being  much  benefited  by  the  mts- 
terly  review  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana.  Rif^t  in  that  c  »n- 
nection  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  has  before  him  or 
will  rtfer  to  tbe  position  taken  by  Lord  Brougham  in  the  Engl  sh 
Parliament  as  of  about  that  time.  That  great  EngUsh  states- 
Ban  adrtoed  that  Ehigland  should  sell  in  America  even  at  a  !<  «s 
after  the  War  of  1812  in  order  to  crush  the  Infant  industt  es 
which  had  spmi^  up  in  tlie  United  States  during  that  war. 

In  other  words,  dtirlng  that  war,  as  the  Senator  has  poin  ed 
«Qt,  our  industries  multliHled.  greatly  increased.  That  gr  at 
E^lish  statesman,  thinking  first  and  always  of  England,  i  d- 
Tised  what  we  would  now  call  **  dumi^ng  "  in  America,  in  on  er 
to  crush  oat,  as  he  said,  the  "  infant  industries  which  had  spn  ng 
up  there  dnriiw  the  late  war  " — the  War  of  1812. 

Will  the  Soiator  pardon  me  for  this  interruptioD? 

Mr.  RANSDELL.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  contribatli>n. 
It  is  yetj  ajMTopos.    It  fits  in  finely  with  my  argument. 

Mr.  Calhoun  dashed  with  Daniel  Webster  on  the  floor  of  ihe 
House  in  opposition  to  the  Pickering  resolution  to  reduce  he 
duties  on  India  cotton  and  scorned  the  proposal  of  surrender  ng 
the  intereiBts  of  American  producers  and  manufacturers  to  he 
interests  of  a  few  gentlemen  engaged  in  shipping  between  a 
province  of  England  and  our  home  ports.  The  advisability  of 
protection  was  urged  by  him  to  relieve  forever  the  necessity  of 
huylng  aliroad  in  case  of  war,  as  well  as  a  h^p  to  our  produe  ^rs 
who  furnished  the  raw  materials  for  manufacture.  He  sjild 
that  he  did  not  come  from  a  manufacturing  section ;  that  he  I  ad 
no  interest  except  the  cultivation  ot  the  soil,  but  that  the  qu  is- 
tioD  touched  **the  security  and  permanent  prosperity  of  ^t 
oonotry,"  and  that  be  could  not  remain  silent  on  that  account. 

In  his  speech  of  January,  1816,  advocating  the  retention  of 

this  Ulustriona  Democratic 


duties  to  be  protectiv*^ 
statesman,  Calhoun,  said: 


The  qoestioa  relating  to  manufactures  mast  not  depend  on  th«  a^ 
Btract  principle  that  Industry,  left  to  pursue  Its  own  course,  will  And 
in  Its  own  interest  ail  that  is  necessary. 

And  again  In  April  of  that  year  he  declared  that  protection 
was  needed  to  put  industries  "  beyond  the  reach  of  contingency 
for  the  national  safety"  and  to  keep  our  laborers  employed. 
"  It  will  introduce  a  new  era  in  our  affairs,"  he  said,  "  highly 
advantase«jus,"  arguing  that  manufactures  would  cement  to- 
gether more  firmly  all  parts  and  that  union  and  liberty  of  all 
the  States  were  es.«ential  to  the  long  life  of  the  Nation. 

In  1824  this  brilliant  man,  who  feared  no  adversary  in  foren- 
sic battle,  took  sides  with  those  who  opposed  the  collection  of 
customs  duties  at  our  ports.  He  completely  reversed  himself  on 
that  imix)rtant  Issue.  But  there  was  a  reason  for  the  change, 
which  1  shall  give.  In  giving  that  reason,  however,  I  shall  do 
so  without  any  thought  of  reflecting  discredit  upon  his  great 
intellect  and  unimpeachable  character.  Jolm  C.  Calhoun  was  a 
Democrat  of  the  old  days,  when  we  had  giants  In  our  ranks  to 
defend  the  partj's  fundamental  priutiplos.  I  honor  him  without 
reserve,  in  spite  of  what  I  think  was  a  serious  mistake  on  his 
part.  As  a  true  southerner,  I  respect  his  memory,  and  am  sure 
that  he  contended  for  what  he  believed  was  right  and  best  for 
his  constituents. 

During  the  period  between  the  time  Mr.  Calhoun  fought  so 
valiantly  for  protection  and  1824,  when  he  was  found  on  the 
opposing  side,  the  Invention  of  the  cotton  gin  had  brought  about 
an  Industrial  revolution  in  the  South.  Mr.  Calhoun's  constitu- 
mts  were  agriculturists ;  they  were  cotton  raisers ;  and  they 
believed  that  their  future  welfare  depended  upon  makiug  it  as 
easy  as  possible  to  carry  on  foreign  trade.  In  other  words,  they 
sold  the  bulk  of  their  products  to  the  English,  and  they  wanted 
the  privilege  of  buying  their  needs  over  there  as  cheaply  as 
pos-sible,  and  to  bring  them  home  without  having  to  pay  any 
duty  at  our  ports  for  the  privilege.  They  had  not  entered  the 
manufacturing  field  then ;  and  the  great  Calhoun  little  dreamed 
that  some  day  South  Carolina  would  consume  more  cotton  in 
her  mills  than  any  State  in  New  England,  as  is  the  case  at  this 
time. 

That  policy  was  promising  enough  for  a  single  industry. 
None  other  could  have  served  South  Carolina  better,  so  long  as 
the  world  was  at  peace,  and  the  by-products  of  the  cotton  field 
were  unknown.  But  it  was  a  policy  which  offered  no  hope  to 
the  progress  of  a  nation  starting  out  to  achieve,  by  a  thorough 
development,  the  proud  position  of  world  leadership.  It  would 
never  have  c<Miverted  the  rich  minerals  of  our  mountains  and 
the  products  of  our  broad  plains  into  effective  agencies  for  the 
buUding  of  wealth  and  strength  and  safety  for  the  whole 
Nation.  Calhoun  was  representing  what  he  conceived  to  be  the 
best  interests  of  those  who  had  chosen  him  to  serve  them,  as 
the  amditlons  were  in  South  Carolina  at  that  time.  I  only  wl<«h 
more  of  our  Democratic  statesmen  to-day  would  take  to  heart 
the  welfare  of  the  home  farmers  and  stockmen,  who  are  forced 
to  produce  under  far  different  circumstances,  and  serve  them  as 
he  did. 

Mr.  Calhoun  was  a  real  patriot  and  statesman,  but  he  lacked 
the  vision  to  see  into  the  future.  He  believed  that  slavery  was 
a  permanent  institution;  and,  with  slave  labor  for  the  cotton 
fields,  he  saw  nothing  ahead  to  hamper  the  prosperity  of  the 
agricultural  interests  of  South  Carolina.  But  the  statesman  of 
to-day  knows  the  error  of  those  ideas.  He  has  witne5»e<l  the 
depressing  and  ndnous  results  of  allowing  foreigners  to  dump 
their  products  on  our  shores.  As  the  Senator  from  California 
so  eloquently  stated  a  few  moments  ago,  that  was  the  English 
policy  in  the  early  days :  "  Sell  your  home  products  at  a  loss,  if 
necessary,  to  destroy  the  Infant  industries  of  America."  The 
statesman  of  to-day  can  no  longer  have  an  excuse  for  advocating 
free  trade,  or  inadequate  protection. 

No  one  acquainted  with  the  character  of  heart  and  the  quality 
of  statesmanship  of  this  grand  old  American  can  believe  that 
with  conditions  as  they  are  to-day  In  his  State  he  would  now 
vote  to  force  his  constituents  to  compete  with  their  products  of 
agriculture  and  manufacture,  created  by  high-priced  labor, 
against  the  half-clad,  underpaid  toilers  of  the  Orient,  and  the 
dieap  factory  workers  of  Europe. 

/AMIS    MONROa 

The  man  who  followed  James  Madison  to  the  White  House 
was  undoubtedly  Influenced  by  the  opinions  expressed  by  his 
predecessors  in  office,  and  by  the  policy  of  protection  evolved 
from  the  fullness  of  their  political  and  economic  sagacity. 
President  Monroe  was  so  well  convinced  that  an  abandonment 
of  this  policy  would  result  disastrously  to  the  public  welfare 
that  he  departed  from  the  customary  course,  and  referred  to 
the  subject  in  his  inaugural  address  in  1817  by  saying: 

Our  manufactures  will  require  the  systematic  and  fostering  aid  of 
the  Government 
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And  again  in  1823,  in  his  message  to  Congress,  he  said : 

Having  communicated  my  riewa  to  Congress  at  the  commencement 
of  the  last  session,  respecting  the  enconragement  which  ought  to  be 
given  to  our  manufactures,  and  the  principle  on  which  It  should  l>e 
founded,  I  have  only  to  add  that  those  views  remain  unchanged.  I 
recommend  a  review  of  the  tariff  for  the  purpose  of  affording  such 
additional  protection  to  those  articles  which  we  are  prepared  to  manu- 
facture, and  wtilch  are  immediately  connected  with  the  defense  and 
Independence  of  our  country.  (Messages  and  Papers  of  the  Presidents, 
vol.  2,  p.  784.) 

The  Illustrions  promnlgator  of  the  Monroe  doctrine,  sensing 
the  advent  of  our  inanufHcturing  era,  advocated  a  policy  which 
would  preserve  th<»f«e  industrie.s  which  had  grown  up.  He  con- 
tende<l  for  "  additional  protection  to  those  articles  which  we  are 
prepared  to  manufacture,"  and  he  declared  "we  ought  not  to 
depend,  in  the  degree  we  have  done,  on  supplies  from  other 
countries.  The  sudden  event  of  war  can  not  fail  to  plunge  us 
Into  the  most  serious  difficulties." 

ANDREW   JACKSON 

In  the  presidential  election  of  1824,  all  of  the  aspirants — 
Adams,  Jaclcson,  Crawford,  and  Clay — based  their  candidacies 
in  part  on  their  support  of  Mr.  Monroe's  advocacy  of  additional 
protection.  During  that  campaign  none  of  the  candidates  ex- 
pressed himself  so  strongly  and  earnestly  upon  the  subject  as 
did  "Old  Hickory,"  who  had  a  habit  of  being  so  frunk  and 
outspoken  in  the  avowal  of  his  opinions  as  never  to  leave  any 
room  for  doubt  about  his  meaning.  He  had  occasion  to  write 
to  Doctor  Coleman,  of  North  Carolina,  upon  the  special  subject 
of  protection,  and  in  a  letter  dated  April  26,  1824,  he  said : 

*  *  *  He  [I'rovidence]  has  filled  our  mountains  and  our  plains 
with  minerals — with  lead,  iron,  and  copper — and  given  us  a  climate 
and  soil  for  the  growing  of  hemp  and  wool.  These  being  the  greatest 
materials  of  our  national  defense,  they  ought  to  have  extended  to 
them  adequate  and  fair  protection,  that  our  manufacturers  and  labor- 
ers may  be  placed  in  a  fair  competition  with  those  of  Europe.     •     •     • 

*  *  *  It  is  time  we  should  become  a  little  more  Americanised,  and 
Instead  of  feeding  paupers  and  laborers  of  England  feed  our  own ;  or 
else,  in  a  short  time,  by  continuing  our  present  policy,  we  shall  all  be 
rendered  paupers  ourselves.  •  •  •  (History  of  the  Protective 
Tariff,  Thompson,  p.  182.) 

This  is  convincing  testimony  of  the  adherence  of  one  of  our 
greatest  Democratic  statesmen  to  a  policy  which  we  are  told 
toHlay  is  a  Republican  device;  and  it  contained  the  admonition 
that  it  was  time  for  the  people  to  become  a  little  more  Ameri- 
canized and  to  repudiate  the  policy  of  tariff  for  revenue  only, 
which  threiitened  then,  a.s  it  does  now,  to  reduce  our  people  to 
want  for  the  benefit  of  foreigners. 

As  a  United  States  Senator  from  T^inessee,  General  Jackson 
wrote  and  spoke  in  favor  of  the  policy  of  protection.  As  a  can- 
didate for  the  Presidency,  when  he  vt'BB  told  that  his  Ideas  on 
the  tariff  would  hurt  him  in  the  South,  he  asserted  his  views 
and  said: 

I  declare  to  you  that  I  would  not  barter  them  for  any  office  or  situa- 
tion of  a  temporal  character  that  could  be  given  to  me. 

And  as  Chief  Executive  of  the  Nation  he  forced  his  native 
State,  South  Carolina,  under  threat  of  using  all  the  powers  of 
the  G<}vernment,  to  abide  by  a  protective-tariff  policy. 

With  the  first  Democratic  President  and  founder  of  the  party 
a  protectionipt ;  with  the  three  who  followed  him — Madison, 
Monroe,  Jackson — all  protectionists ;  with  the  evidence  tliat  the 
first  protective  measure  that  became  a  law  under  our  constitu- 
tional government  was  written  by  one  of  those  men,  how  can 
any  public  man  who  weighs  his  statements  tell  an  intelligent 
▼oter  that  protection  is  un-Deniocratic?  The  outstanding  fact  iu 
the  history  of  American  tariff  making  is  that  protection  is 
stamped  as  indelibly  on  the  party  of  Thomas  Jefferson  as  free- 
dom is  inculcated  in  the  heart  of  the  Constitution. 

POLICY    OF    PRKSENT   DEUOCRATIC    Lr.ADEIS 

Having  reviewed  thus  briefly  the  history  of  the  early  tariff 
policy  of  the  founders  of  our  Nation,  among  whom  were  our 
great  Democratic  chieftains,  let  us  turn  to  a  consideration  of 
the  stand  taken  by  the  leaders  of  the  party  to-day. 

We  are  now  engaged  in  a  revision  of  our  tariff  law.  Public 
hearings  have  been  held  by  the  proixr  committees  of  Congress. 
Voluminous  data,  greater  in  amount  than  have  ever  before  been 
acces.sible  to  the  Congress,  have  been  supplied  by  the  Tariff 
Commission.  A  tariff  bill  that  originated  in  the  House,  and 
was  amended  by  tJie  Committee  on  Finance,  is  now  before  us  for 
consideration.  As  applicable  to-day  as  they  were  when  penned 
by  Thomas  Jefferson  are  tliese  words : 

If  in  the  course  of  your  obser\'ation8  or  inqairie*— 


Agriculture,  manufactures,  commerce,  and  navigation — 

should  appear  to  need  any  aid  within  the  limits  of  our  constitutional 
powers,  yoor  sense  of  their  importance  is  a  sufficient  assurance  tbey 
will  occupy  your  attention. 

This  extraordinary  session  of  Congress  was  called  for  the 
purpose  of  affording  relief  through  the  tariff  to  American  agri- 
culture, and  to  such  other  industries,  or  branches  of  them,  as  are 
injuriously  affected  by  foreign  competition. 

The  platform  adopted  by  the  Democratic  Party  at  Houston 
last  year,  reiterates  its  belief  in  adequate  protection  for  Amcr- 
lean  industries  and  agriculture  alike.    It  stated  that — 

The  Democratic  tariff  legislation  will  be  based  on  the  (oUowlog 
policies : 

(a)  The  maintenance  of  legitimate  businesa  and  •  high  standard  of 
wages  for  American  labor. 

(t>)  Increasing  the  purchasing  power  of  wages  and  income  by  the  re- 
duction of  those  monopolistic  and  extortionate  tariff  rates  bestowed  in 
payment  of  political   debts. 

(c)  Abolition  of  log  rolling  and  restoration  of  the  Wilson  conception 
of  a  fact  finding  tariff  commission,  quasi  Judicial  and  fr«e  from  the 
Executive  domination  which  has  destroyed  the  usefulness  of  the  present 
commission. 

(d)  Duties  that  will  permit  effective  competition,  insure  against 
monopoly,  and  at  the  same  time  produce  a  fair  revenne  for  the  sup> 
port  of  Government.  Actual  difference  between  the  coat  of  production 
at  home  and  abroad,  with  adequate  safeguard  for  the  wage  of  the 
American  laborer,  must  be  the  extreme  measure  of  every  tariff  rate. 

(e)  Safeguarding  the  public  against  monopoly  created  by  special  tariff 
favors. 

(f)  Equitable  distribation  of  the  benefits  and  burdens  of  the  tariff 
among  all. 

Wage  earner,  farmer,  stockman,  producer,  and  legitimate  bualnesa  in 
general  have  everything  to  gain  from  a  Democratic  tariff  baaed  oa 
justice  to  all. 

That  declaration  was  consistent  with  the  protective  vlewg  of 
the  fathers  of  the  Democratic  Party,  and  in  accord  with  the 
economic  experience  of  the  country.  It  was  a  happy  day  for 
those  of  us  who  had  been  fighting  the  battle  of  protection  within 
the  ranks  of  the  party  almost  single  handed  to  know  that  once 
more  our  party  liad  returned  to  the  moorings  of  its  first  40  years,  , 
after  nearly  a  century  of  adherwice  to  the  policy  of  free  trade 
and  tariff  for  revenue  only. 

When  Governor  Smith,  standard  bearer  of  Democracy  In  the 
last  presidential  campaign,  in  his  speech  of  acceptance,  said  : 

The  Democratic  Party  does  not,  and  under  my  leadership  will  not, 
advocate  any  sudden  or  drastic  revolution  In  our  economic  system  which 
would  cause  business  upheaval  and  popular  distrcaa. 

He  pledged  the  Democratic  Party  to  consider  the  tariff  prob- 
lem as  a  business  question,  as  an  economic  question,  and  not  aa 
a  political  question. 

In  his  speech  at  Louisville  Governor  Smith  said  that — 

The  tariff  should  be  taken  out  of  politics  and  should  be  treated  as  a 
business  and  economic  problem. 
I  am  opposed — 

He  said— 
to  politics  in  tariff  making. 

Continuing  the  exiKMition  of  his  tariff  views  In  his  speech  at 
Louisville,  Governor  Smith  said  that  new  conditions  commit 
the— 

I>emocratlc  Party  to  a  definite  stand  In  favor  of  sucb  tariff  schedules  as 
will  to  the  very  limit  protect  legitimate  bustness  enterprise,  as  well  as 
American  labor  from  ruinous  competition  of  foreign-made  goods  pro- 
duced under  conditions  far  t>elow  the  American  standard. 

A  little  later,  in  the  course  of  that  speech,  he  said : 

*  *  *  No  revision  of  any  specific  schedule  will  have  the  approval 
of  the  Democratic  Party  which  in  any  way  interferes  with  the  Ameri- 
can standard  of  living  and  level  of  wages,  fn  other  words.  I  say  to  the 
American  workingman  that  the  Democratic  Party  will  not  do  a  single 
thing  that  will  take  from  his  weekly  pay  envelope  a  5-cent  piece.  To 
the  American  farmer,  I  say  that  the  Democratic  I'arty  will  do  every- 
thing in  its  power  to  put  back  into  bis  pocket  all  that  belongs  there. 
And  we  further  say  that  nothing  wiU  be  done  that  will  embarrasa  or 
Interfere  in  any  way  with  the  legitimate  progress  of  bosincas,  big  or 
small. 

During  the  course  of  the  campaign,  the  following  telegram, 
signed  by  Mr.  John  J.  Raskob,  chairman  of  the  I>em«icTBtic  Na- 
tional Committee,  and  Senator  Miu..\bd  E.  Ttoino*.  chnlrm:iD 
of  the  Democratic  senatorial  committee,  was  seut  to  Deiuocratic 
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Senators  and  Reprewntatlvcs  and  Democratic  candidates  for 
office: 

Repabllcan  campaign  manasement  ia  trying  to  frighten  basiness  w  th 
the  claim  thai  coantry  can  only  be  prosperoiu  under  Republican  rnle. 
They  willfully  mlarepresent  the  Democratic  Party'*  attitude  on  tar  ff. 
We  are  asking  erery  Democratic  candidate  for  Senate  and  House  to 
pernflt  oa  to  algn  his  name  to  following  declaration :  "  We  the  und  er- 
•Igned  Democratic  candidates  for  the  House  and  Senate  reaffirm  <  be 
allegiance  of  our  party  to  a  nonpartisan  tariff  commiaaion  aa  enunda^  ad 
lo  the  Democratic  platform  adopted  at  Houston,  and  declare  our 
pioTal  of  the  constructive  interpretation  placed  on  the  tariff  plank 
our  standard  bearer,  Oovemor  Smith,  In  his  Louisrille  speech  when 
■•id  '  I  dettnltely  pledge  that  the  only  change  I  will  eonalder  in 
tariff  will  be  apeclflc  revlidons  in  specific  schedules  each  considered 
Ita  own  merits  on  the  basis  of  InTestigation  by  an  Impartial  Tariff  C^- 
mlaaion  and  a  careful  h(>aring  before  Congress  of  all  concerned.  Tl  lat 
BO  rerlaion  of  any  specific  schedule  will  bare  the  approval  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party  which  in  any  way  Interferes  with  American  standard  of 
living  and  level  of  wages.  In  other  words,  I  say  to  the  American  wa  rk- 
lagaian  that  the  Deaoocratic  Party  will  not  do  a  single  thing  that  vill 
take  from  his  weekly  pay  envelope  a  &-cent  piece.  To  the  American 
farmer  I  say  that  the  Democratic  Party  will  do  everything  In  its  potrer 
to  put  back  Into  his  pocket  all  that  belongs  there,  and  we  further  lay 
that  Bothlng  will  be  done  that  will  embarraas  or  interfere  In  any  vay 
with  the  legltlntate  progresus  of  business,  big  or  smalL  With  this  Sro- 
•crlptlon  honestly  pat  forth  with  a  clear-cut  and  definite  promiite  to 
Bake  It  effective  I  aaaert  with  conAdence  that  neither  labor  nor  Indus  ry 
Bor  agrlcnltare  nor  bnsinesa  baa  anything  to  fear  from  Democratic  » ae- 
eaaa  at  the  polls  in  November.'  And  we  hereby  pledge  our  cooperat  on 
in  earrylng  out  the  principles  and  policies  therein  set  forth."  Will  ;  ou 
wlra    Immediately,    telegram    collect,   permlaaioo    to    sign    yi»ur 

To  tbia  telefnvm  24  Democratic  Senators  and  115  Represen  :a- 
tlres  now  holding  office  in  the  upper  and  lower  Halls  of  Congn  'ss 
replied  favorably,  granting  tlie  permission  requested.  The  Sei  la- 
tors  Hitting  on  this  aide  of  the  Cbamtjer  wtu>  wired  unqualif  ed 
approval  of  the  prlnciplea  outlined  in  that  meHoage  are: 

Hbist  F.  AaHCBST,  Arizona;  Albbs  W.  Barklet,  Kentucky; 
Bdwim  S.  BaocssAao,  Loublana ;  T.  H.  Cakawat,  Arluins  la, 
BoTAi.  &  Cwmlaho,  New  York ;  C.  C.  Divl,  Washington ;  Dt  v- 
CAN  U.  Flxtchb,  Florida ;  Waltkb  F.  Obobge,  Georgia ;  C^^  xl 
Hatd«,  Arisona ;  Pat  EUaaisoN,  Misaisglppi ;  Habbt  B.  Haw  bb. 
Mlaaoarl;  Wiujam  J.  Harris,  Georgia;  William  H.  Kiiro, 
Utah ;  Lbs  S.  Ovxsican,  North  Carolina ;  Kcr  Ptttman,  Nevad  a ; 
Joa^H  E.  Rajisdcli^  Loultslaua  ;  Joskpu  T.  Bobuvson.  Arkanst  s ; 
H.  D.  SnPBEfS,  Mbislssippi ;  Morris  Shefparo,  Texas  ;  Milu  rd 
B.  TTMiros,  Mar}-land;  T.  J.  Walsh,  Montana;  Bttrton  K. 
WmBua,  Montana ;  David  I.  Walsh,  Massachusetts ;  Robert  F. 
Waonb^  New  York. 

I  woQld  aak  my  Democratic  colleagues  to  remember  the  cm- 
tents  of  that  telegram  and  their  approbation  thereof  when  he 
time  comes  to  vote  upon  many  of  the  schedules  of  this  bill.  I 
would  aak  them  to  remember  that — 

Neither  labor  nor  Industry  nor  agriculture  nor  boalneaa  baa  anythng 
to  fear  from  Democratic  snccesa.     •     •     • 

In  view  of  the  attitude  on  protection  of  the  founder  of  the 
Democratic  Party,  of  the  three  illustrious  Democratic  Pr*  si- 
dents  who  succeetled  him  In  the  early  days  of  our  history,  of 
the  declaration  of  our  party  platform  at  Houston,  of  the  pledges 
of  oor  candldate«  In  the  last  campaign,  and  promised  adherence 
thereto  of  so  many  of  the  representatlTes  in  Congress  of  thise 
States  which  liave  long  formed  the  barklKme  of  the  Democraitic 
Party,  and  which  gave  to  Governor  Smith  74  per  cent  of  pis 
Sectoral  votes,  we  certainly  have  party  authority  In  addition 
to  economic  expediency  as  Justification  for  supporting,  as  I  sh  ill 
support,  the  pending  bill,  reserving  to  myself  the  right  to  opp<  lee 
certain  increases  or  decreases  In  some  schedules  which  I  c^ 
aider  economically  unjust. 

uxnaiAHA's  ooMsiamiT  AOHaaaiica  to  paoracTiva  tHaoav 

For  nearly  100  years  the  cotmtry  has  been  aware  that  jhe 
predondnant  sentiment  of  the  people  of  Louisiana  has  been  taat 
the  policy  of  ixDtection  is  essential  to  its  welfare.  I 

On  December  28,  194d,  Senator  Henry  Johnson,  of  Loulslajia, 
presented  to  the  Senate  a  memorial  of  the  inhabitants  of  fiie 
parish  of  St  Mary,  which  set  forth  with  reference  to  i  he 
Walker  tmriff  bill  of  1846,  whkb  carried  drastic  redoctio^, 
tbat— 


lo. 


folly  eonvlaeed  that  the  eMkffltlea  of  oor  aatlopal 
aCalve  required  rather  an  inereaae  than  dimhration  of  the  revenoe. 
■a  Men  Mtadfol  of  tbdr  own  Indivkliial  piutaetloB  aiMI  safety  fiom 


i    \ 


ruin,  and  aa  patriotic  men  deeirotn  of  their  country's  good,  most 
earnestly  and  respectfully  remonstrate  against  the  pruvlaiona  of  the 
tariff  of  1846  and  pray  for  its  repeal.     •     •     • 

Owing  to  the  peculiar  nature  of  Louisiana's  agricultural  and 
industrial  pursuits,  the  majority  of  its  congressional  delegation 
has  always  adhered  to  the  Democratic  principles  of  protection 
so  fonibly  and  persistently  advocated  by  many  illustrious  men 
of  the  party.  For  years  we  have  been  targets  for  shafts  of 
criticism  hurled  from  the  Democratic  side  of  the  Senate  and 
House,  and  it  was  our  sincere  hoj*,  in  view  of  the  attitude 
taken  by  our  leaders  in  the  last  national  campaign,  that  the 
party  had  once  more  returned  to  the  faith  of  its  fathers.  Tlie 
position  taken  by  many  of  my  distinguished  colleagues  on  the 
pending  bill  will  largely  write  the  history  of  our  return  to  the 
fold,  or  tell  to  posterity  the  story  of  an  unjustified  adherence 
to  policies  originally  engendered  by  narrow  and  selfish  interests, 
which  no  longer  exist 

INDU8TBIAL    PBOGRE8S    OF    THS     SOUTH 

The  experience  of  recent  years  has  taught  the  South  that  its 
industries  can  not  prosper — if,  indeed,  they  can  survive — with- 
out a  reasonable  measure  of  protection.  The  South  is  no  longer 
a  purely  agricultural  section,  nor  is  it  devoting  its  energies  to 
one  major  agricultural  product.  The  growing  of  diversified  crops 
and  of  fruits  and  v^etables,  as  well  as  dairying,  is  becoming, 
year  by  year,  a  larger  part  of  the  industrial  life  of  the  South. 
We  do  not  want  our  people  forced  into  the  status  of  the  latH>rers 
of  Cuba  and  Mexico.  We  demand  some  part,  at  least,  of  that 
wider  opportunity  for  the  development  of  American  standards 
of  living,  the  establishment  of  better  conditions  for  the  families 
of  the  South,  and  open  doors  of  economic  improvement  and  ad- 
vancement of  its  children.  These  opportunities  can  only  be 
afforded  by  a  diversification  of  industries  under  a  wisely  ap- 
I^ied  system  of  national  protection.  The  South  asks  no  special 
favors,  but  rather  for  the  adeiiuate  safeguarding  of  Its  indus- 
tries from  the  comi)etltion  of  foreign  couuLrlcs. 

Most  of  the  Southern  States  lie  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard 
or  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  Tlie  Southern  States,  like  the  Eastern 
States  and  those  on  the  Pacific,  are  exposed  to  the  competition 
of  foreign  countries  to  an  extent  that  is  not  felt  in  the  sheltered 
Inland  States  of  the  country.  It  has  always  been  the  seaboard 
States  that  have  most  keenly  felt  the  need  of  coastal  fortifica- 
tion and  naval  defense.  We  are  living  In  an  era  when  the 
hopes  of  men  are  centered  upon  the  establishment  of  world 
peace.  The  time  may  come  when  we  can  abandon  the  forts 
along  our  coasts  and  reduce  our  naval  armaments,  but  I  doubt 
If  an  era  will  ever  come  when  we  can  abandon  wise  precautions 
for  the  safeguarding  of  our  Industries. 

The  South  is  as  keenly  cognizant  of  this  situation  as  any  sec- 
tion of  the  country,  if,  indeed,  not  more  so.  It  is  the  section 
where  manufacturing  is  of  most  recent  establishment  and  most 
rapid  development.  Great  strides  have  been  made  in  the  manu- 
factures throughout  the  South. 

In  the  first  27  years  of  the  present  century  the  group  of  States 
comprising  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  North  C^aroilna,  South 
Carolina,  Georgia,  Florida,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Mis- 
sissippi, Arkansas,  Louisiana,  and  Texas  made  relatively 
greater  progress  industrially  than  the  United  States  as  a  whole. 
Oklahoma  is  not  included  in  this  comparison,  nor  in  the  statis- 
tics which  follow,  t)ecause  It  was  an  Indian  Territory  in  the 
earlier  years  of  the  twentieth  century,  and  comparable  statistics 
are  not  available,  but  the  progress  in  this  State  has  been  re- 
markable. 

I  am  Informed  by  the  Federal  Tariff  Commission  that  the 
census  of  manufactures  reported  for  the  13  States  named  above — 
excluding  Oklahoma — the  total  wage  earners  In  1899  numbered 
625,672,  and  had  increased  to  1,320.269  in  1927,  an  Increase  of 
111  per  cent.  For  the  same  peri'>d  wages  increased  from  $184,- 
794  to  $1,188,121,000,  an  increase  of  543  per  cent,  or  more  than 
$1,000,000,00<J  paid  to  southern  laborers.  The  value  of  products 
manufactured  increased  from  $1,012,243,000  to  $7,304,763,000, 
or  an  Increase  of  622  per  cent.  For  the  same  period  the  in- 
crease In  wage  earners  in  the  United  States  was  77.25  per  cent, 
as  against  111  per  cent  in  the  South ;  wages  increased  440  per 
cent  as  compared  with  543  per  cent,  and  the  value  of  products 
manufactured  Increased  450  per  cent  as  compared  with  622  i>er 
cent  It  thus  a{^)ears  that  the  pn^ress  of  manufacturing  indus- 
tries was  much  greater  in  the  Southern  States  during  the  28 
years  covering  that  period  than  in  the  entire  United  States. 

I  ask  permission  to  have  Inserted  in  the  Rbcobd  as  Exhibits 
A  and  B  tables  showing  the  comparative  growth  of  manu- 
factures throughout  the  United  States  In  general  and  the  South- 
em  States  Id  particular.    Exhibit  A  shows  a  summary  of  manu- 
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factares  for  the  Sonthem  States  for  the  years  1899,  1914,  and 
1927.  It  also  shows  the  totals  for  wage  earners,  wages,  and  the 
value  of  products,  not  only  for  these  Southern  States  but  also 
for  the  United  States,  and  the  per  cent  of  the  United  States 
total  as  represented  by  the  operations  in  the  13  States,  also  the 
per  cent  of  increase  for  the  United  States  as  well  as  the  13 
States  in  1927  over  1899. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  bo 
ordered. 

(See  Exhibits  A  and  B.) 

Mr.  RANSDELL.  The  progress  of  manufacture  in  the  South- 
ern States  has  not  been  conflned  to  any  one  particular  group  of 
commodities.  In  practically  every  schedule  of  the  dutiable  list 
of  the  tariff  act  of  1922  are  found  important  items  produced  in 
one  or  more  of  these  States.  Individual  tables  have  been  pre- 
pared for  each  of  these  States,  giving  the  details  of  the  more 
important  manufactures.  They  are  shown  in  Exhibit  B.  There 
has  been  omitted  from  the  individual  State  reports  thus  shown 
certain  industries  which  are  large  in  most  of  the  States,  such 
as  the  manufacture  or  repair  of  street  cars  and  railroad  rolling 
stock,  priuting  and  publishing,  and  the  manufactured  food  in- 
dustries. The  reason  for  this  omission  is  that,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  food  industry,  most  of  the  manufactures  omitted 
are  those  which  are  not  directly  affected  by  tariff  legislation. 
In  the  ca«e  of  the  food  industries,  it  is  well  understood  that 
practically  every  State,  whether  southern,  northern,  eastern,  or 
western,  lias  important  manufactures  of  food  products. 

A  summary  of  Exhibit  B  showing  the  value  of  the  manufac- 
tured products  in  each  of  the  aforesaid  13  States  for  the  year 
1927  is  as  follows : 

Alatmma . |550.  372.  000 

Arkansas 182,  751,  000 

Florida 218,  790.  000 

GeorgU 609,  918,  000 

Kentucky 447,  765,  000 

Louisiana 638,  361,  000 

Mlssisaippi 196.  641,  000 

North  Carolina 1,  154.  647,  000 

South  Carolina 358.  384,  000 

Tennessee 614,  041 ,  000 

Texas 1,  206,  580,  000 

Virginia 671,  347.  000 

West  Virdnla 465.  217.  000 

Total 7,  304.  763, 000 

Details  of  these  figures  appear  in  Exhibit  B. 

I  also  ask  to  have  inserted  as  Exhibit  D  at  this  point  a  short 
statement  on  each  dutiable  schedule  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922, 
upon  which  is  based  the  pending  bill,  indicating  their  impor- 
tance to  gome  or  all  of  these  Southern  States  in  the  production 
and  manufacture  of  articles  covered  by  the  8(±edules  in  ques- 
tion. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

(See  Exhibit  D.) 

AORICULTt7KI  AND   TBI   TASIFT   IN    BOtTTRIRN    STATI8 

Mr.  RANSDELL.  It  may  well  be  said  that  southern  agricul- 
ture will  gain  more  from  the  application  of  the  protective  prin- 
ciples to  farm-grown  products  than  northern  and  western  agri- 
culture, which  is  so  largely  devoted  to  such  greet  staple  products 
as  wheat,  com,  hogs,  and  dairying.  It  is  generally  recognized, 
however,  that  all  branches  of  agriculture — North,  South,  East. 
West — have  at  last  reached  a  point  where  a  protective  policy  is 
becoming  more  definitely  and  directly  effective  than  was  thought 
possible  10  or  20  years  ago.  During  this  period  the  Industrial 
and  urban  population  has  increased  by  leaps  and  bounds,  leaving 
a  relatively  smaller  rural  population  to  produce  all  of  the  so- 
called  raw  materials — the  finished  products  of  rural  dwellers — 
which  are  needed  by  the  Nation.  The  number  of  farms  and  the 
amount  of  land  in  farms  has  remained  almost  stati(Hiary.  In  the 
meantime  foreign  sources  of  supply  of  food  and  clothing  mate- 
rials and  industrial  raw  materials  each  year  more  deflnit^y 
threaten  the  farmers'  domestic  market. 

*  Under  these  circumstances  there  is  a  general  agreement  that 
the  i^otective  policy  should  be  applied  to  agricultural  products. 
In  the  api^ication  ol'  this  policy  the  South  is  as  vitally  inter- 
ested as  any  other  section  of  the  country,  if,  Indeed,  It  is  not 
more  vitally  interested.  It  Is  In  the  South  that  the  diversifica- 
tion of  agriculture  has  been  most  pronounced.  It  is  In  the 
South  that,  during  the  last  20  years,  there  has  been  the  greatest 
percentage  of  increase  in  agricultural  products. 

While  the  value  of  all  farm  products  increased  92  per  cent 
in  1927,  compared  with  1909,  the  value  of  agricultural  products 
in  the  South  during  the  same  period  has  increased  111  per  cent. 


In  Texas,  during  the  period  1909-1927.  the  increase  In  the  value 
of  all  farm  crops  has  been  175  per  cent ;  in  North  Carolina,  198 
per  cent;  and  in  Florida,  203  per  cent;  the  average  for  all 
Southern  States  being,  as  I  have  said.  111  per  cent  The  in- 
crease in  Louisiana  during  that  period  amounted  to  114.84  per 
cent. 

I  ask  that  there  may  be  Inserted  In  this  connection  a  table 
showing  the  value  of  farm  crops  produced  in  the  12  Southern 
States  In  1927  and  in  1909,  compared  with  the  value  of  farm 
crops  for  the  «itire  United  States  for  the  same  period. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

(See  Exhibit  G.) 

SOCTB'S   8UPFOKT  OF   TARIIT    NBBDBD 

Mr.  RANSDELL.  The  expressed  purpose  of  the  present 
special  session  of  Congress  has  been  declared  to  be  primarily 
for  agricultural  relief.  Certainly  the  South  lias  more  direct 
interests  in  the  revision  of  the  tariff  upon  agricultural  and 
other  products  than  has  the  North  or  the  East.  I  have  no 
hesitancy  in  saying  that  there  are  more  products  of  the  Soutli 
that  will  be  benefited  through  tariff  revision  than  those  of  the 
West.  In  fine,  this  is  a  tariff  accruing  to  the  industries  that 
are  suffering.  It  seems  to  me  that  instead  of  the  opposition 
which  is  being  exhibited  by  some  of  the  southern  Senators,  they 
should  be  t>endlng  every  effort  toward  securing  the  early  pas- 
sage of  a  bill  which  carries  so  many  benefits  to  the  Nation  and 
to  every  State  in  the  Sou^h.  When  I  consider  the  important 
changes  ttiat  are  being  made  for  the  protection  of  southern  in- 
dustries, I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  anyone  can  be* 
grudge  the  equal  benefits  which  go  to  others.  The  development 
along  agricultural,  manufacturing,  and  mining  lines  in  the 
South  which  will  come  from  the  protection  furnished  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Hawley  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, offers  great  possibilities  of  progress  and  advance- 
ment We  of  the  South  are  now  engaged  in  great  state-wide  and 
sectional  movements  looking  to  manufacturing,  mining,  and 
agricultural  prosperity,  toward  wtilch  we  are  contributing 
millions  of  dollars  and  engaging  upon  advertising  projects  of 
stupendous  proportions. 

The  State  of  Mississippi  has  been  a  leader  in  sending  com- 
plete trains  into  the  Northern  and  Eastern  States  for  the  pur- 
pose of  advertising  Mississippi  and  of  inviting  capital  and 
industry  into  its  boundaries.  Other  Southern  States  have  done 
likewise.  My  own  State  sent  such  a  train  into  the  Northwest 
this  year,  from  which  will  come  incalculable  good.  Vast  soma 
of  money  and  great  organizations  are  bc^ng  used  to  bring  g'leater 
prosperity  into  the  South.  But  I  declare  to  yon,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, in  all  candor  and  earnestness  that  the  far-reaching  effect 
of  the  protection  given  to  southern  manufactures,  mines,  and 
agriculture  by  the  bill  which  we  are  now  ccmsidering  transcends 
by  far  in  importance  any  of  these  movements  organised  and 
paid  for  by  our  southern  peoirie. 

I  can  not  believe  tliat  my  Democratic  colleagues  will  refuse 
to  accept  the  benefits  which  this  bill  offers.  I  am  unwilling 
to  concede  that  the  increased  cost  of  certain  products  which 
may  result  from  its  passage  will  come  anywhere  near  the  direct 
benefits  that  will  be  received  by  all  citizens  of  the  Nation. 

The  remaiicable  progress  of  the  East  and  North  has  been  pos- 
sible mainly  through  the  policy  of  protection,  and  if  we  of  the 
South  expect  to  approach  the  prosperity  of  other  sections  of 
the  country  we  must  subscribe  to  a  wise  ai^lication  of  that 
policy  to  every  State  in  the  Union. 

I  appeal  to  Democratic  Senators  to  view  the  situation  with 
the  same  breadth  of  vision  which  characterized  our  early 
founders.  Put  aside  your  political  differences,  instill  in  your 
hearts  the  larger  patriotism  which  recognizes  no  party  lines, 
and  follow  the  wise  advice  of  Governor  Smith  when  he  said, 
"  I  am  opposed  to  politics  in  tariff  making."  There  should  be 
no  sectional  animosity,  no  party  prejudice.  The  North  and 
South,  the  Bast  and  West — Democrats  and  Republicans  alike — 
need  this  great  American  protective  policy,  the  first  child  cf  the 
First  Congress,  the  ablest  assistant  in  the  building  of  the 
earth's  mightiest  republic. 

In  the  words  of  one  of  the  South's  gifted  orators,  John  H. 
Kirby,  of  Texas,  we  should  all  recognize  that — 

Protection  sprang  from  the  minds  and  hearts  of  our  tw«t-Ioved 
apoatles  of  the  faith ;  it  was  the  theme  of  the  plumed  warriors  of  tli« 
party  in  that  old  day  when  your  Southland  and  mine  was  fumtstalBg  it 
with  invincible  leadership.  And  If  we  will  but  return  to  tiie  path 
immortalised  by  Jefferson  and  Jackson  we  can  aid  in  bringing  to  our 
fair  portion  of  the  Republic  that  industrial  strength  and  flnaoclal 
primacy  Justified  by  the  abundant  gifts  of  a  most  beneficent  Creator. 
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218. 


NOVEMBEB    1 


Exhibit  A 

for  SotUJum  Oala.  t8»,  19H,  1U7 


1914 


Wage 
earners 


104  830 
71,078 

136,844 
71,914 

104,461 
66,008 
64,586 
74,373 
78.717 
40,702 
41,979 
77.665 
74,853 


Wages 


$44,874,000 

43,  7H4.  000 
46.039.000 
34.173.000 
38.  128,  000 
34. 8-24  W) 
31.«3a00O 
33.083,000 
33.897.000 
19, 177, 000 
30,754000 
39,544.000 

44.  »21. 000 


Value  of  prod- 
ucts 


$264,039,000 

K.3.  514  000 

289. 414  000 

138.  SOI.  000 

2.'3,271.000 

81,114000 

230,  249. 000 

214  071,000 

178,  798.  IXX) 

79.  .S30,000 

83,94O,0OJ 

255, 313. 000 

361,  27V,  000 


000  I     1, 001.  600  ;       444, 934,  OOOl       4  621,  437, 000 


1927 


Wage 
earners 


114,918 

77.(530 
304,590 
108.992 

154.  ins 

m,  219 

74.913 

114,9fi8 

119,003 

50.569 

40.032 

K4415 

116.763 


Wages 


$Ua378.000 

10B.431.000 

1.S8,  394.  000 

74.  47S.  000 

108.118.000 

.SO,  674  000 

83.800.000 

101.  198. 000 

105.489.000 

40.  734.  000 

36,  28?.  000 

7^  i^Ti.  000 

130.  400, 000 


1,330.369       1.  ISH.  121.  000 


000 


7,036,H7  '  4,0r78.334flOO!     21  346, 435,  OOOl      8,353.9771     m  848,  Httl  000 


1123 


ia9i 


ia8i 


1&81 


10  95 


Value  of  prod- 
ucts 


$871,347,000 
455. 216.  000 

1, 164,  «47, 000 
35H.334.000 
«».91'<.  000 
21«.79a000 
447,765.000 
611 041. 000 
650,374000 
196,  Ml,  000 
184  751. 000 
638,361.000 

1,  308,  580, 000 


7, 301  763,  UOO 


64  721,  347. 000 


11.65 


^B«.( 


000 

,000 

000 

.000 

63.600 

104000 


I68.( 

:06. 


14IM.O0O 
6,    13.000 


oeoboia:  cxiisi's  aaroaTa  roa  impoktavt  MAKifAcruBas,  leo? 


Industry 


94000 
44  n» 


106,000 


$4  156,000 


B7,000 
C7.000 
70,000 

M,000 
131,000 

BO,  000 
188,000 
r36,000 

>21000 

M3,000 


rscooo 


r5i,ooo 


$5,  MO.  000 

34  il8,000 

,p07,000 

,000 

.|U7,000 


B3.000 
1.600 


4W, 


i07,000 


r90.ooo 


Beverages 

Clay  products  (other  than  pottery)  and  non- 
clay  reiractorics 

Clothing  (except  work  clothing),  men's 
youths',  and  boys',  n.  e.  c 

Clothing,  women's,  exclusive  of  corsets  and 
allied  garments  and  garments  made  in 
knitting  milb. 

Clothing,  work  (except  shtrts),  men's........ 

Confectionery 

Cotton  goods 

Feeds,  prepared,  for  animals  and  fowls 

Fertilizers 

Flavoring  extracts  and  flavortn(j  simps. 

Flour  an<l  other  grain-ruill  protlucts. 

Foun<lry  and  niacliine-siiop  products,  n.  e.  c. 

Fnmiture,  inchiding  store  and  office  fixtures. 

Knit  goods 

Lard  snbetitutes  and  vegetable  cooking  oils.. 

Lumb«  and  timber  products,  n.  e.  c 

Marble,  granite,  slate,  and  other  stone  prod- 
ucts  

Oilefke,  and  itteal.  oottonaead. 

Planing-mQl  products  not  made  in  planing 
mills  connected  with  sawmills 

Wood  preserving 

Woolen  goods ...„„._......._„.... 


Total  for  selected  industries 


Wage 
earners 


807 
4 188 

186 


260 

4849 

1,126 

66,607 

56 

4509 

134 

239 

4M)3 

4148 

^0^5 

500 

16,363 

4  490 
4143 

4751 

447 
766 


Total  for  an  Industries. 


104296 


151168 


$778,000 
1, 536.  OOJ 

iiioob 


178,000 
1,499,000 

(^7.000 

36.909,000 

40.000 

1.624000 

149.000 

363.000 
3,086,000 
1,761,000 
3,  376, 000 

339.000 
9,006.000 

4  530.000 
1.601 000 

4158,000 
405,000 

656,000 


68,676,000 


Value  of 
products 


$7,685,000 

1851,000 

704000 


1,130.000 

7,661000 

6.097,000 

180. 509. 000 

1.54J.003 

24091000 

7,868,000 

7,166,000 

11, 845,  OOJ 

6,971,000 

16.  761. 000 

34011,000 

30^786.000 

8,389,000 
27,904000 

11511,000 
\  311  000 
4  87^000 


394,385^000 


108,118,000 


600,918,000 


XXmtVCKf.   CXIISVS  BBFOBTS  fob  IMVOBTANT  ItAMVrACriTBXa,  1937 


Beverages 

Boots  and  shoes  other  than  rubber 

Cigars  and  cigarettes. 

Clay  products  (other  ttnn  pottery)  and  non- 

ciay  refractories 

Clothing    (except    work   clothing),    men's, 

youths'  aind  boys',  n.  e.  c 

Clothing,  work  (except  shirts),  men's 

Coppr,  tin.  and  sheet-iron  work,  mclnding 

galvanized  iron  work,  n.  e.  c 

Cordage  and  twine 

Cotton  goods 

Feeds,  prepared,  for  animals  and  fowb 

Foundry  and  maohine-shop  products,  n.  e.  c. 
Furniture,  including  store  and  office  ftxtures. 
Iron  and  steel:  Steel  works  and  rolling  mills.. 

Leather;  Tanned,  curried,  and  finished 

Lumber  and  timber  products,  a.  e.  c 

Petroleum  refining 

Planing-mill  products  not  made  in  planing 

mills  connected  with  sawmills 

Slaughtering  and  meat  packing,  wholesale... 
TobMCo:  Chewing  and  smoking,  and  smifl. . 
Wood  preserving... 


Total  tat  selected  industries. 


Total  ior  all  induatrias. 


•61 

4323 
1.033 

4742 

4456 
790 

S08 

766 
1,100 

104 
4130 
4173 
1542 

473 
3,255 

2S3 

1,786 
836 

1,956 
377 


30,860 


71912 


$474000 

1,619,000 

980,000 

4688,000 

1.943,000 
434000 

580,000 

908,000 

827.000 

104000 

4  6.57, 000 

4  087,000 

6,640,000 

51.300 

4848.000 

340.000 

4  134  000 

1,045,000 

1,369.000 

508,000 


30,291.000 


83,850,000 


$looaooo 

7,514000 
8,8S6,000 

7.366,000 

7,958,000 
4341000 

5,750,000 
4  407.000 
8,834,000 
4686,000 

11,  144, 000 
7,723,000 

36,987,000 
1636.003 

14304000 
8,246.000 

0,054000 
18.376,000 
20,047,000 

8,783,000 


18,995,000 


447, 765, 0O3 


lOVmUKA:  CXK8V8  BBPOBT8  rOB  QfrOBTAirt  MABUrACTUBBS,    1BS7 


Ak»hol,  ethyl 

Bags,  other  than  paper,  not  made  in  textile 


270 
1.181 


$336,000 
793,000 


$6,203,000 
15,218,000 


1929 
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u>ri8iANA :  cvNstTa  »fokt8  vob  imfobtant  UAsvTkCTVMma,  iMT — eoa.  ( 


mmasBs:  txtmrn  bspobts  torn  ncroBTAirr  MirnvwAcmu,  nar 


Industry 


Bvvmges 

Bone  buck,  carbon  black,  and  lampblack... 

Cigars  and  ci<ar«tt«s 

Clothing  (exoeot  work  <dothinK),  men's, 
youths',  and  boys',  n.a.f 

Clothing,  work  (except  shirts),  men's 

yeeds,  prepared  for  animals  and  fowls 

FertillzM- 

Flavoring  extracts  and  fla\orlng  sirupa 

Foundry  and  machine-shop  products,  n.  e.  c. 

Furniture,  inchiding  stor«  and  ofBoe  ftxtona. 

Knit  goods  „ 

Lumber  and  timber  products,  n.  e.  c 

Oil  cake,  and  meal,  oottontaed . 

Paper 

Petroleum  reflning 

Planing-mill  produfta,  not  made  in  plwiing 
mills  oonnected  with  sawmiOa 

Pulp  (wood  and  other  fiber) , 

Rice  cleaning  and  pfrfisbing 

Slaughtering  and  meat  packing,  wbotaaale.. 

Sugar  cane,  not  tnchiding  prodoets  of  ra- 
il neries ..................... 

Sugar  refining  cane ....^..... . 

Wood  preserving 

ToUl  for  selected  induatriea 

Total  for  all  indnstriea 


Wage 
earners 


no 

800 
1,440 

7U 
740 

47e 

90 

1,378 

MO 

837 

31,010 

007 

1,345 

fi,009 

^008 
083 

&aB 
Xoe7 

708 


SS,0«3 


82,412 


Wagea 


tS04,000 

OH  000 

1,041,000 

423.000 

401,000 

143,000 

442,000 

M,000 

1,001,000 

608,000 

408,000 

37,145,000 

530,000 

1,478,000 

1,187,000 

2,077,000 

1,238,000 

550,000 

357,000 

630,000 

1. 867. 000 

628,000 


62.6801000 


70,073,000 


Vahieof 
produeta 


$6,560,000 

7,183,000 
4,100,000 

2,230.000 

X 147, 000 

2, 740.000 

1142,000 

4,100,000 

6,836,000 

3,008,000 

1.812,000 

85,077.000 

21,330,000 

16,51'i.OOO 

138,230,000 

10,087,000 
7,480,000 

».  753, 000 
3,425,000 

8,000,000 
8^674,000 
10,372,000 


407,387,000 


038,301,000 


MJiBiirti:  CMxamt  skpostc  ?o«  ntromun  m amrvAcrvBsa,  in? 


Baveracie , 

Clay  products  (other  than  pottery)  and  non- 
day  refractoriei ., 

Cotton  goods .: 

Feeds,  prepared,  for  anhnals  and  towli 

Fertilisers 

Foundry  and  maehine-shoi)  produeta,  n.  a.  e 

Lumber  and  timber  produ<3ts,  n.  e.  c 

Oil.  cake,  and  maal,  oottoniead 

Planing-mill  products,  not  made  in  planfaig 
mills  connected  with  sawmflM 

Wood  distillation  and  etaarooal  mamifaotnre. 

Wood  prefierring 

Total  for  aalaeted  industries 

Total  for  all  indnstriea 


180 
307 
203 

3a  iM 

%338 

1.278 
331 
0B2 


30,347 


60^500 


8478,000 


3^006,000 


40^734,000 


K566,000 


306,000 

1.140,000 

1,634,000 

<v6«3,000 

137,000 

0,010,000 

270^000 

2^702;  000 

30^000 

1.04a  000 

31,043,000 

7^314,000 

1.500,000 

37.978^000 

808,000 

7,673,000 

262,000 

1,027,000 

671,000 

a  018, 000 

14a  431;  000 


196,041.000 


IIOKTB  CABOLWA:  CKNSCB  EXrOBTS  rOB  DfrOBTAlTT  MAinTTACTUBBS,  ItST 


Bererages . .........'........ 

Cigars  and  dgarettea .:.......'... 

Clay  products  (other  than  pottery)  and  non- 
day  refractories 

ClothinK.  work  (except  shirts),  men's 

Cordage  and  twine 

Cotton  fnioda 

Cotton  small  wares 

Dyeing  and  finishing  t«xtilea 

Fertiliiers 

Foundry  i^d  machine  shop  products,  n.s.c. 

Furniture,  induding  store  tmd  office  ftxturea. 

Knit  goo<te 

Leather:  Tanned,  carried,  xnd  finished 

Lumber  and  timber  prodiuts.  n.  e.  c 

Mirrors,  framed  and  unfraraed 

Oil.  rake,  and  meal,  oottonteed 

Peanuts,  and  other  nuts,  pioceaaed 

Planing-mill  products,  not  made  in  planing 
mills  connected  witii  sawmills.. 

Textile  machinery  and  parts 

Woolen  goods 

Total  for  selected  industries.. 

Total  fbr  all  industries 


863 
14.081 

1,001 
1,392 
1.460 

06,786 

161 

3;  645 

1.860 

1,040 

14.821 

17,427 
1,342 

18,403 

188 

1,418 

372 

3,080 

340 

1,166 


1040,000 
11,663,000 

1.195,000 

845,000 

916,000 

00, 15a  000 

172,000 

%228,ono 

1,532,000 

1,286,000 

12, 41ft.  000 

11,961.000 

1,337,000 

1^883.000 

210.000 

1,068.000 

127,000 

^037,000 

425,000 
1,028,000 


179, 349       13a  908, 000 


30i680       158,394.000 


•8, 44a  000 
S99L06aOOO 

3,8iaooo 

4.581,000 

a63aooo 

3ia  299, 000 

857,000 

18,996,000 

18,424,000 

4,094,000 
63,551,000 
01,306,000 
la  406, 000 
38,704,000 

2, 46a  000 
17, 613,  000 

3,834,000 

14.923,000 

2,230.000 
5,506.000 


084.004,000 


1. 164, 047, 000 


SOVTB    CABOLDU:  CBMSUS    BBFOBIB    FOB    DfTOBtAIlT    MAVITTACTUBBS,    19X1 


Beverages 

Clay  products  (other  than  iiottery)  and  non- 
clay  refractories 

Cotton  goods ... 

Dyeing  and  flniriiing  teztilQi . 

Fertilizers ... 

Knit  goods 

Lumber  and  timber  products,  n.  e.  c 

Oil,  cake,  and  meal,  cottonneed 

Planing-mill  products,  not  made  In  planing 
mills  connected  with  sawmills 

Total  for  selected  industries 

Total  for  all  industries 


923 
76,009 
1,302 
1.563 
1,064 
14.538 
1,120 

975 


97,000 


$4oaooo 

580,000 

4a  383, 000 

l,i35,nno 

1, 137.  000 

587.000 
a  339, 000 

653,000 

744,000 


63,964,000 


lOa  992         74,  478, 000 


IS.  18a  000 

1,88a  000 

231,273,000 

7, 163. 000 

11,740,000 

3,017.000 

34,153,000 

uooaooo 

6,461,000 


30a48%000 


85a  334, 000 


In<kistry 


Bags,  other  than  paper  not  mad*  In  taxtOe 
mills 


Beverages 

Boots  and  shoes,  other  than  rubl     . 

Cast-iron  pipe 

Cement 

Cbsmioab,  not  elsewhsn  daasiflad. 

Clay  products  (other  than  pottery)  and  non- 
day  refractories 

Clothing  (except  wort:  clothing),  man's, 
youths',  and  boys',  n.  a.  c 

Clothing,  woman's,  exclusive  of  corsets  and 
allied  gannaots  and  garments  made  in 
knitting  mills 

Clothing,  work  (esceptsfaiits),  msB'a. 

Cotton  goods 

Dyeing  and  finishing  textiles 

Feeds,  prepared,  for  animals  and  fowls 

Fertilisers 

Foundry  and  machine-shop  prodi 

Furniture,  induding  store  and  oflloe 

Iron  and  steel:  Blastfurnaces 

Knit  goods 

Lard  substitutes  and  vegetable  cooking  oils.. 

Leather:  Tanned,  carried,  and  finished 

Lumber  and  timber  products,  n.  e.  c 

Oil,  cake,  and  meal,  eottonaead 

Paper 

Parfames,  oocmetles.  and  other  toilet  prepa- 
rations  

Planing-mill  produeta.  not  made  in  planing 
mills  oonnected  with  sawmills 

Pulp  (wood  and  other  fiber) 

Shirts 

Slaughtering  and  meat  packing,  wholesale... 

Stoves  and  ranges  (other  than  alectrio)  and 
warm-air  furnaces 

Structural  and  ornamental  Iron  and  stMl 
work,  not  made  in  rolling  mlDs 

Tobacco,  chewing  and  smoking,  and  snufl... 

Wood  distillation  and  diarooal  manufactures. 

Wood  preserving - 

Wood,  turned  and  shapad,  n.  •.  t 

Woolen  goods 


Wage 


Total  lor  selected  indnstriss. 
Total  for  all  indostrias. 


834 
083 

1.773 

1,639 

836 

7T1 

1,717 

1.347 


431 

1,418 

7.311 

1.183 

474 

003 

4071 

3,614 

339 

ia643 

419 

830 

laooo 

1.878 

3a 


4,811 
104 

LWl 
738 


978 
807 
314 
875 
1,663 


Ws 


71.T01 


$67a000 

0631000 

1,33a  000 

1,573^000 

976,000 

i,ooaoeo 

l,30a0QO 
873,000 


383^000 

8610UO 

< 77a 000 

i,ooaooo 

411,000 

48a  000 
^971,000 
^7231000 

34a  000 
la  4:17, 000 

4ia000 

a'ji.ooo 

asiiaooo 

•4a  000 

arr.ooo 

3Ka«00 
1261.000 

soaooo 

a»aooe 
siaooo 

%4oaooo 

«M,000 
727.000 

4«r,ooo 
i«aoo8 
«^ooe 

1,011,000 


VahMof 
products 


•afoaooo 


$ia874.000 
4,871000 

a6u,ooo 

1081.000 
7.38,000 
a8«7,008 

ITU,  008 

i»aooo 

1,  •47.008 

1631000 

XI,  907,000 

iToaooo 

Sa  817, 000 

19M.O0O 

ILXKHOOO 

11.16a  otio 

1637,000 
41601000 
31081000 

1087,000 
31087,000 
11307.000 

^381 000 

1311000 

31471000 
1M7,000 
1301800 

11  OH  000 

1811000 
1871000 
3(081 080 


1811000 
13M,000 


U190BI    ioi.ite.ooo 


08100,008 
011041.000 


TBXAS:  CBMSUS  BBTOBIS  FOB  nfrOBTAMT  HAJnTfACTVBM,  ItST 


Bags,  and  other  paper  not  made  in  teztile 

Beverages ; ....: 

Cement .. ... . 

Clay   nroducta   (other  than  pottery)   and 
nonday  refractories 

Clothing,  work  (except  sbtals).  men's 

Cotton  goods 

Feeds,  prepared,  for  animals  and  fowls 

Foundry  and  machine  shop  products,  n.  e.  c. 

Furniture,  induding  store  and  ofBoe  fmores. 

Lard  substitutes  and  vegetable  cooking  oils.. 

Lumber  and  timber  products,  n.  e.  c. 

Oil,  cake,  and  meal,  oottonseed 

Peanuts,  and  other  nuts,  processed 

Petroleum  reflning 

Planing-mill  products,  no*  made  In  p'»"»"g 
mills  oonnected  with  sawmills 

Rice,  cleaning  and  polishing ,.. 

Slaughtering  and  meat  packing,  wholesale. 

Structural  and  ornamental  iron  and 
work  not  made  in  rdling  mills 

Wall  plaster,  wall  board,  and  floor  composi- 
tion  

Wood  preserving 


Total  (or  selected  industries. 
Total  for  all  industries 


1277 
083 

1451 
1434 
1604 

100 

1881 

1.001 

330 

11267 

1675 

TOO 

11730 

%7» 

339 

1070 

1.450 

647 
1.903 


07,347 


111703 


tSCLOOO 
1.  SCI  000 
1,311000 

1.021.000 
1.9^1,000 

iote,ooo 

171000 

7.0(1000 

1. 157, 000 

371000 

11371000 

1903,000 

367.008 

11 081 000 

1542,000 

329.  JOO 

1101000 

1.887,000 

731000 
1049,000 


87.9010M 
la  001 000 
11971000 

12)1000 

1761,000 
31.131000 

1131000 
3^031,000 

1101000 
11071000 
41001000 
71231000 

1431000 
430,601000 

11,561000 
11117.000 
01661000 

1877,000 

1187,000 
21381000 


7a2s«.ooo      831,  loaooo 


131401000  1  1.301»aOQ0 


vnoaoA:  cbnscs  bbfobts  fob  impobtant  m amufactcbbi  vast 


Bags,  other  than  paper  not  made  in  textile 
mills .. 

Beverages . 

Chemicals,  n.  e  c ..... 

Cigars  and  dgarettea 

Clay  products  (other  than  pottery)  and  non- 
day  refractories 

Clothing  (except  work  clothing),  men's, 
youths',  and  boys',  n.  e.  c 

Clothing,  work  (except  shirts),  men's 

Confectfonery 

Cotton  goods 

Fertillsere 

Foundry  and  machine-shop  products,  n.  e.  c. 

Fomlture,  induding  store  ai>d  office  flxtures. 

Knit  goods 

Leather:  Tanned,  curried,  and  finished 


310 

613 

1,357 

a  762 

1,380 

1,434 
LSOO 
1,646 
1426 
lOM 
1,345 
1399 
1138 
809 


liciooo 

547.000 
1,  5(  1.  000 
1812,000 

i,i«aooo 

991000 

99S,000 

035,000 

7,05^000 

1,70^000 

1, 41 1. 000 

1307.000 

1,880,000 

77^1^000 


$1761000 

1777,000 

1171000 

131881000 

1039,000 

1711000 

1861000 
11777,000 
37,201000 
11371000 

1009,000 
31911000 

1061000 
la  301 000 


r 
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TTBaixu:  csMstra 


worn  ntroBTAirr  uAmwMcrcwam,  ittr-— ron. 


ladoitry 


LmnlMr  sod  timber  prodacts,  n.  •.  eL.._.... 


earners 


PMnaU.  and  otbar  nau.  procaaad 

Ptaatoff-mill  products,  not  made  in  planinc 

alUa  conoerted  with  tswmilto 

Pulp  (wood  and  oUmt  flbar).... — 

Stilt  nraovfactorai — . 

eiauchtehni  ami  meat  packing,  wholemle.. . 
Straotorai  aotl  onuanflotal  iron  and  sual 

work,  not  made  in  rolIinK  mills 

Tohttmo,  chewinc  and  smokinc,  and  moll... 

Trunks,  witcases,  and  trngt 

Wood  prenerving ..._. 

Woolen  goods - — 


Total  for  aaiocted  iodostriae. 
Total  for  all  iDdostries 


7,sei 

1.75ft 
1.215 

2.106 

1,426 

1,«25 

U0 

754 
1.831 
1. 1H4 

«i3 

74U 


Wl 


Value  Of 
products 


57,172 


•8.196,000 

1.027.000 
505,000 

2.213.000 

1.2&2.000 

1,250.000 

652, «0» 

1.217. 000 

1.115.000 

1.136,000 

513.000 

738,000 


47,027,000 


114,918 


110.378,000 


$18,461,000 
19.481.000 
14,332.000 

11.143.000 

11. 246. 000 

8,209,000 

9,533,000 

6,398,000 
17,078,000 
5,255,000 
1  570, 000 
3.544,000 


380,750,000 


671,347,000 


VB*r  rmaanx:  CEwacs  SBrosTS  ros  mrokTAUt  uAavwtctvumt,  iM7 


CtaomiealB,  n.  e.  e 

Ct»y  prodocts  (otber  than  pottery)  and  non- 

fllay  nftActorlea - 

dethloK    (except    work    ciothtng),    men's 

youth's,  and  boy's,  n.  e.  c. 

CMbteg,  work  (axcept  shirts),  men's 

Foundry  and  machine-shop  pro(lucts,n.e.e.. 

UlMi 

Iraa  and  steel:  Staai  works  and  nilinii  mills. 

!— fher:  Tanned,  eurrted.  and  finished 

Lombar  and  timber  laoducts,  not  elsewhere 

ckMaated 

Miiileimi  reflniac- 

rianinc-mill  pcodncts,  not  made  in  planteg 

miUs  connected  wiUi  sawmills. 

Pottery,  taclodiac  porcelain  war* 

Slnctitering  and  meat  packinc  wholesale... 
Stmetorat  and  emamenial  iron  and  steel 

work,  sot  made  iBroUingmiUi 

WwJnfBoda. 


Total  Itar 


iadtistries. 


Total  tor  ail  liidiatnes.. 


337 
1,133 

1,664 

387 

389 

1.406 

10,190 

11,688 

1,067 

7,680 
508 

798 

4.222 

45ft 

233 

618 


42,663 


3394.000 
1,676,000 

1,966,000 

336,000 

209,000 

1,933,000 

12,798,000 

30.900,000 

1,065,000 

9^416,000 
755,000 

1.009,000 

4, 767, 000 

656,000 

325^000 
606^000 


68,618,000 


77,630  1     103,431,000 


t2. 679. 000 
10,777,000 

5,466,000 

^339,000 

1,102,000 

0,496,000 

44,161,000 

87,873,000 

13,291,000 

23,74Z00O 
14,827,000 

5.906,000 
11,433,000 
U358,000 

2^767,000 
%551,0OO 


249,666.000 


466, 217, 000 


Exhibit  C 

produced  in  tt  Southern  Statet,  hp  totals 
principal   eropt 


»y 


CSLCJVDAK    TKAXS    1927    AXD    1909 

Value  o(  prodoets 

Percent 
or  in- 

gtadg and  prtndpal  Ihrm  crops 

1037 

1900 

crease, 

19rover 

1900 

VkfiBJa  (all  crops) 

(213,039,000 

tn.77S.048 

139.53 

Com       ......... 

44,130.000 
28,888.000 
29.033.000 
23.SO4.U0O 
11. on.  000 

381885.944 
6,667,667 

U10S1086 
9,266,304 
8,770^061 

Potatoea       

Hay  (all  tune) 

Wheat 

North  Carolina  (aU  cropa).... 

390,990.000 

131,  on,  969 

196.00 

Tobano....     .^.^ 

130.744.000 
83.  .VW,  000 
48.790.060 
18.453.000 

IS,  847, 669 

42,066,099 

31,286,103 

4,798,823 

Cotton 

Cera — — . 

Hjar 

Sooth  CaroUiM  (all  crops) — 

190,119.000 

m.  S79t  131 

38.39 

CottOA . 

71.640,000 
22,901000 
15.713.000 
12,7».000 

aa  337,946 

30^68%  633 

1133.578 

'16,043,122 

Com  

Tobacco . . ........ 

Cottonseed _ 

\- 

O«orgte  (all  enpH ~ 

290.182.000 

216, 971, 974 

37.89 

C«<tMi            .1      . 

106,70a000 

44,147.0110 

11.463.000 

9,431.000 

8.500.000 

13^096,612 

37,  on.  981 

397.167 

4,107,080 

3.441X036 

Cora        ........ ........ 

Titharro       ......................... 

Hay  (all  kinds) 

p«aata         

Plorite  (all  ooiai) 

100^713,000 

33,317,666 

mi9 

Fruits  and  nnta 

V«aublea 

'31.325,083 

iUl6M.450 

» 6k  317, 258 

-1.7801633 

7,71^649 
81388^343 

4,841,681 

— 

Cum.     ..............    ..    ...... 

CottnD 

'Crop  year  becianing  July  1,  1926.     DaU  (rom  pul 
ol  Agricultute  ot  the  StaU  ot  FVorida. 


bllaattoo  of  the  D^wrtmant 


F«to«  »f  farm  crop*  produced  *»  tt  Bovthem  Btat«$,  fry  total*  and  by 

principai  cropa — Continued 

CALCXDAR   TEABS   1927  AND   1909 COntlDaed 


'.  Centoeky  (all  crops) . 

Corn 

Tobacco 

Hay  (all  kinds)... 
Potatoes,  Irish.... 
Wheat 


'  'enneaaee  (all  crope) . 

Cora 

Cotton 

Hay  (tame) 

Tobacco 

Wheat 


.  Llabama  (all  crops) . 


kfissiSBippKaU  crops). 


Cotton 

Com 

Cottonseed 

Hay  (all  kinds).. 
Potatoes,  sweet.. 

Louisiana  (ail  crxipa). 


N0VE]VrBER    1 


state  and  prlndpal  brm  crops 


Value  of  products 


Cotton 

Corn 

Hay  tall  kinds). 
Potatoes,  sweet. 


Cotton 

Corn .^^. 

Rice 

Sugarcane. 

Potatoes,  sweet. 


( >klaboma  (all  cn^a). 


Cotton 

Com 

Wheat 

Cottonseed 

Hay  (all  kinds) 


'  "osas  (all  cropa). 


Cotton 

Com 

Cottonseed. 

Wheat- 

Oats 

Rice- 


Total   value  of  all   crops  (or   12 
Soothera  Stales 


Total  value  of  all  crops  for  the 

United  States 

^-oentage  that  the  total  value  of  all 
crops  for  12  Southern  States  is  of  the 
total  value  of  all  crops  for  the  United 
Slates 


19Z7 


$210.  926,  000 


190* 


$130,  594. 808 


OA,  009. 000 

4a  U<^5,  000 

27,  620,  000 

Mft2.000 

4,130,000 


50,440.  112 

39, 868,  753 

10,  510,  422 

2, 734. 043 

8,  812,  46U 


Per  cent 
of  in- 
crease. 

1927  ov« 
1900 


6L61 


229.446.000)        111.133,210 


106.46 


45,  819, 003 

17,966,517 

ia3»iQ,552 

5,661,681 

6,913,335 


58,644,000 
32,  507.  (OO 
26,  4oO.  000 
14.655,000 
6, 137,  000 


366, 473, 000  !         137,  640^  733 


133,  721, 000 

43.660.000 

7.931.000 

6,248.000 


73,206.236 

28,  677, 083 

3.  408.  V« 

3, 678,  710 


U3.0I 


3B7,  W7,  000 


14^631,671 


137. 35a  000  I 
31,  750. 000  I 

22.  9(JH,  (JOO 
9, 328.  000  I 
6, 182,  OaJ  I 


83.148.806 

2n.aBa376 

'  13,  204.  628 
3.  410.  SiM 
3,073,2aO 


167,969,000 


73,530,638 


62,320.000  i 

18, 1>S6. 000  , 
15. 066,  000  , 

7.  fm.  ooo 

6.  791. 000  ; 


17.324.804 
l^  4t«,  :<22 

8,063.222 
17.  752, 537 

2,357,729 


301.  405, 000 


131. 522.  220 


102,663.000 
49. 672. 000 
40,046.000 
17. 020. 000 
13,408,000 


36.399,366 

48.  0«).  .S54 

Utt64.:i22 

'5,788.052 

9,877,704 


791,860.000 


287,  456. 030 


419. 968. 000 
77.  576, 000 

>  60, 768, 000 

21, 713, 000 

19. 77a  000 

6, 914. 000 


162.735,041 
50.  .Tfl4. 61S 

i25.93H,9n 
2,891,061 
3,609,634 
6,106,323 


3, 42a  073. 000 


la  07a  581, 000 


33.96 


1, 620, 729. 965 


6, 231, 850, 683 


3a  08 


gai7 


114.84 


129.24 


17&47 


llLOa 


92.49 


'Estimated. 

Source:  Statistics  for  1909  tmn  the  Fourteenth  Census  of  the  United  States,  1920, 
'  'oi.  VI.  pt.  2.  Statistics  for  1927  from  reports  lUmished  by  the  Bureau  of  Crop 
]  Istimates,  Department  of  Agriculttire. 


KXBIBIT    D 

Schedule  1.  Chemicals,  oils,  and  paints :  There  has  been  an  extraordi- 
nary development  of  important  chemical  Industries  in  the  Southern 
I  Itates  during  the  past  30  years,  and  especially  since  the  tariff  act  of 
'.  922.  The  production  of  oils  from  cottonseed  and  peanuts  has  always 
lieen  of  major  importance  in  the  South.  In  recent  yenrs  cottonseed  oil 
:  tself  has  been  marketed  as  a  fat  after  hardening  and  as  a  lard  substi- 
1  ute  in  certain  compounds.  Cotton  lintens,  a  by  product  obtained  In  the 
I  DttOBseed-olI  industry,  has  become  an  important  raw  material  for  tb« 
iiew  artifldal-sllk  (rayon)  industry.  The  development  of  chemical  fer- 
liUaers  in  the  South  has  rapidly  increased.  In  many  States  there  are 
"aloable  deposits  of  phosphate  rock  and  a  great  industry  has  been 
I  stablisfaed  not  only  for  the  preparation  of  phosphate  fertilizers  but  also 
iur  the  production  of  many  needed  phosphorous  compounds.  In  addi- 
ion  there  has  been  developed  since  the  close  of  the  World  War  an 
mportaat  industry  for  the  manufacture  of  fertiliser  from  nitrates  and 
or  the  manufacttire  of  nitric  acid  and  nitric  compounds  needed  by 
rhemlsts.  The  fabrication  of  artificial  silk  In  the  South  has  caused  the 
( stablishment  of  a  new  industry  for  the  production  of  various  chemicals 
leqnlred  in  the  process. 
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In  L4Nilstoiia  there  is  •  large  productiaD  ot  etiiyl  alcohol,  another 
basic  material  for  the  chemical  indxistriee.  The  Tccovcry  of  solphor  and 
sulphur  componnds  from  sulphur  deposits,  particularly  in  Lordslana  and 
Texas,  has  freed  the  Tnited  States  from  the  domination  of  foreign- 
produced  snlphnr,  from  which  it  has  snlTered.  Mnch  natural  gas  is  now 
being  used  for  making  carbon  Mack  and  la  also  the  raw  material  for 
many  important  synthetic  chemicals. 

The  list  could  be  indeflnltely  extended,  but  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
certain  articlee,  anch  as  casein  and  carbide,  in  which  the  Seoth  is 
Tftally  interested  have  already  been  acted  apon,  I  do  not  propose  to  do 
more  than  list  a  few  of  the  items  dutiable  under  Schedule  1  which  the 
Southern  States  now  produce  in  considerable  volume : 


Item 

Uratsd  States  prodoe- 
tion 

Southern  States 

Phosphoric  acid ...... 

61,000,000  pounds 

47a000,000  pounds 

saooo.ooo  pounds 

1,  888,000.000  pounds.. 

10,600.000  pounds 

198,000,000  pounds 

More     than     one-half 

Chestnut  and  other  wood  extracts 

(par.  39). 
Menhaden  oil  .        .. . . 

total  productioTL 
About  50  per  cent. 

Entire  production. 

Cottonseed  oil,  crude.. 

Nearly  entke  prodoo- 
tlon. 
Do. 

Carbon  hlaek                           ^   .  . 

These  statistics  have  been  famished  through  the  Tariff  Commission. 

lu  addition  to  the  above  items  a  substantial  proiwrtion  of  many  of 
the  organic  chemicals  and  products  used  in  many  industries  is  now 
being  produced  by  cliemical  manufacturers  in  the  Southern  States,  with 
West  Virginia  predominating.  Of  course,  as  is  well  known,  the  various 
tars,  tar  oils,  and  pitches  made  from  wood  have  alwaya  been  produced 
largely  in  the  Southern  States. 

Schedule  2.  Elarths,  earthenware,  and  glassware :  This  sdiedaie  In- 
cludes many  valuable  clays  and  earths  in  the  Southern  States.  (Jhina 
clay,  produced  in  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  Florida,  and  North  Carolina, 
finds  wide  use  in  the  manufacture  of  paper.  Florida,  North  Carolina, 
Kentucky,  and  Tennessee  are  the  principal  sources  for  pottery  clays. 
West  Virginia  is  one  of  the  principal  centers  for  the  production  of 
pottery  in  the  United  States.  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  Oarollna, 
and  Florida  are  all  Important  in  the  manufacture  of  various  types  of 
building  brick.  Georgia,  .Alabama,  and  Tennessee  also  produce  large 
amounts  of  cement.  West  Virginia  Is  second  In  importance  in  glass  pro- 
duction in  the  United  States.  West  Virginia,  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  and 
Texas  furnish  about  45  per  cent  of  the  total  United  States  production  of 
window  glass.  About  30  per  cent  of  the  total  United  States  production 
of  rolled  glass  comes  from  Tennessee  and  Virginia.  North  Carolina  and 
Tennessee  supply  about  14  per  cent  of  our  mirrors.  West  Virginia  pro- 
duces about  oneithird  of  the  total  domestic  output  of  blown  tableware 
and  about  10  per  cent  of  the  Illuminating  glassware — chimneys,  ^obes, 
and  shades. 

In  the  following  table,  a  brief  summary  is  given  of  the  production 
in  Southern  States  Of  important  items  in  Schedule  2 : 


Item 


Common  baikiing  tniok.. 

Lime 

Limestone ... 

Cement .......... 

Bauxite,  crude 

China,  clays  or  kaolin 

Feldspar 

Fluorspar ... 

Fuller's  earth 

Other  clays  (ball  clay)... 

Mica 

Karthsnwws  (table   and 

Hotel  china . .. 

Graphite . 

Glass  bottles  and  Jars 

ninminating  glassware 

Table  glassware  (blown) 

Table  glassware,  pressed 

Cylinder,  crown,  and  sheet  glass... 

Rolled  ^ass 

Mirrors 

Marble „ 


kitchen 


United  States  produc- 
tion 


7,500,60a000 

$38,(100,000. 

IBO.OOaOOO 

173.00aoeO  barxais. 

320,900  tons 

454,  tW)  tons 

202,000  tons 

112.500  too? 

264.000  tons 

119,000  tons 

6,900  tons 


$33,500,000 

yiasooiDoo 

2,600  toos 

»7.800.nOO 

$i4,ooaooo 

$3.900,000 

$17,5004100. 
$38,000.000 

$o,ooaooo 

$36.ooaooo 

$16,60a000 


Soothera  States 


36  par  cent. 
$9,300,000. 
$34,000,000. 
33,6Qa000  barrelSL 
lOOperoeat. 

75  par  cent. 
61  percent. 

Do. 

76  per  cent. 
80  per  cent. 
69  percent. 

$7,600,00a 
$1,200,000. 
90  per  cent. 

10  per  cent. 

11  per  ceiiL 
33  per  cent. 
28  percent. 

$13,000,000. 
33  percent. 
$3,700,000. 
19,000  000. 


Schedule  8.  Metals  and  manufactures  of:  A  great  many  commodities 
listed  in  Schedule  3  are  manufactured  in  substantia]  amounta  In  the 
Southern  States.  In  Alabama,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Kentucky,  and 
Tennessee  blast  furnaces  are  in  operation.  Birmingham,  Ala.,  is  one  of 
the  most  important  centers  for  the  production  of  iron  and  steel  In  the 
United  States.  The  value  of  blast-furnace  production  in  Alabama  for 
1927  was  149,455,000.  and  of  its  steel  and  rolling  mills  for  the  same 
year,  $73,487,000.  In  addition,  foundry  and  machine-shop  producta  were 
valued  at  113,741,000;  cast-iron  pipe.  $42,5»1,000.  The  production  of 
manganese  ore  is  important  to  Alabama,  Arkansas,  North  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  and  Virginta,  where  26  per  cent  of  the  total  production  fbr 
the  United  States  was  mined  in  1920.  Ferromaoganese  is  produced  in 
i*Tfh*™«  and  Virglnta ;  ferrochrome  la  produced  in  West  Virginia.  Ytr- 


glnla,  and  MarTlaad  to  the  extent  of  86  per  c«»t  of  the  tvtid  United 
States  production.  AH  ot  the  ferrophoephoros  prodoced  la  the  United 
States  comes  from  Tennessee  and  Alabama.  North  Carolina  aitd  T«n- 
aessee  are  Important  in  the  production  of  aluminum ;  Texas  Is  oite  of  the 
important  sources  of  mwcury.  The  entire  production  of  nickel  and  Ita 
alloys  in  this  country  comes  from  West  Virginia.  Fifty  per  cent  of  the 
United  States  productioo  of  emery  comes  from  Ylrgiafa. 

In  the  following  short  table  a  summary  is  given  of  the  prodnrtlon  in 
the  United  Statea  and  In  the  fk>athern  States  of  important  items  In 
Schedule  3: 


Iron  sod  pigs 

Wrought  iron 

Steel  ingots  and  eastfngs 

Concrete  reinforearaant  bars .... 

Black  sheets  of  iron  or  staal .... 

Hoops,  bends  of  iron  or  steal 

Wire  rods  of  iron  or  steel 

Wire,  Hat  and  stripe  of  iron  or  steel 

Cast  iron  pipe  and  fittings 

Manganese  ore 

Fernmanganess . 

FerroGbrome .^^ 

Ferrophosphorus 

Wire,  not  elsewhere  dassifled 

Aluailnnm . . ...._, 

Mareury ....^.......~.... 

Nickel  and  alloys — . . 

Emery 

Motor  vessels,  including  ships 

Cotton  gins . 

Railroa  dears 

Shovels,  spades,  ete.  (tkrm  equip- 
meot) 


Unitad  States  pnduo- 
tion 


8,809,000  long  tons 

SiiaOOO  long  tons 

44,936,000  kwg  tons.... 

816,000  kmg  tons 

3,979»000  Iwig  tons 

4(NL000  long  tons 

3,880,000  long  tons 

1,464,000  tons _. 

1,480,000  tons 

44,700  tons 

3M,000tons 

30,000  tons 

11,000  tons 

$66,443,000 

189,366,000 

8461000  [KNinds.. ..».., 

3,810  short  tons 

006  short  tens 

86,668,000 

$12,8O7i)00i 

$812,500^000 

^6,000,000 ........ 


Sonthem  States 


27.3  per  cent. 

10  percent 

Do. 
Wperesat 
16p«roaiu. 
13.6  par  eaot. 
Spareaot. 
lOperoant. 
60  per  cent. 
38  per  eent. 

11  pareant. 
36  per  cant. 
100  per  cant. 
14.8  per  eent. 
13.6  per  oeal. 
2L8p«csnt. 
100  p«r  osot. 
tOperoeot. 
16  par  eent. 
75  per  cant. 
16.3  per  cent 
11.6  per  I 


Scfaednle  4.  Wood  and  maaafactures  of :  Of  the  total  United  States 
production  of  softwood,  which  in  1927  was  28.442,000,000  feet,  the 
Southern  States  produced  30  per  cent.  The  southern  lumber  industry, 
particularly  in  Loaislana.  is  being  organised  on  a  permanent  basis  by 
the  use  of  scientific  methods  in  close  cooperation  with  the  experts  of 
the  United  States  Forestry  Service.  Outstanding  examples  in  reforesta- 
tion are  the  methods  now  being  conducted  by  the  Great  Southern  Lum- 
ber Co.  at  Bogahisa,  La.,  and  by  Beary  Hardtner  at  Urania,  where  the 
Yale  University  School  of  Forestry  condncta  classes  in  reforestation. 
Operationa  in  Louisiana  and  other  Southern  States  are  planned  m>  that 
the  lumt>er  industry  will  not  be  one  conducted  with  the  idea  of  remov- 
ing the  forest  growth  In  a  short  time,  but  rather  on  the  broader  base  of 
a  permanent  industry  by  intelligent  conservation  and  selection  of  trees 
to  be  cut.  Incidental  to  these  operations  in  the  Southern  State*  there 
has  been  developed  a  by-product  industry  fmm  waste  products  of  such 
trees  as  yellow  pine,  which  has  become  of  distinct  importance.  A  strik- 
ing example  is  the  manufacture  of  kraft  wrapping  paper  la  Loolsiana. 

The  productioo  of  wood  furniture  in  the  Sonthem  States,  especially 
In  North  Carolina,  Virgina,  and  Tennessee,  is  of  considerable  impor- 
tance. In  North  Carolina  In  1927  there  was  produced  a  large  portion 
of  the  total  bent-wood  furaftnre  made  In  the  United  States.  The 
quantity  of  the  production  and  ita  relationship  to  the  total  United 
States  production  can  not  be  given,  since  only  one  firm  la  operating  in 
thut  State. 

Prom  the  Southern  States  has  come  somewhat  more  than  16  per  cent 
of  the  total  fnraiture  mannfactored,  which  was  valued  at  (879.776,000. 

Schedule  5.  Sugar  and  molasses  snd  manufactures  of:  In  the  produc- 
tion of  sugar  cane  and  sugar  made  from  cane  Louialana  dominates 
southern  production,  but  large  developraeota  are  going  on  in  Florida  at 
the  present  time.  Daring  the  past  year  26,500  acres  of  Florida  land 
were  planted  In  sugar  cane,  while  a  great  Increase  in  acreage  is  planned 
for  next  year.  I  propose  to  discuss  this  schedule  at  length  at  a  Uter 
date,  hence  I  shall  confine  my  remarks  to  but  a  general  statement. 

In  the  manufacture  of  edible  molasses  and  cane  sirup  eight  Southern 
States  produce  all  of  the  output  of  the  United  States.  Louisiana  pro- 
dnces  about  7  per  cent  of  the  total  domestic  supply  of  Uaefcstrap 
molasses. 

The  followfng  short  table  indicates  sirup  production  and  acreafe  In 
cane  hi  the  Southern  States: 


BtatB 

Tbaosaads  csUoos 
of  sin4>mada 

Aarss  used  for  mak- 
ing sirup 

1928 

193P 

1938 

1939 

Soath  Carolina — 

760 
i060 
1,440 
1.872 
1^600 

240 
6.679 
1.780 

883 

4,636 
1.871 
9^447 
4.188 
178 
8,000 
1.618 

6.000 
38,000 

8,000 
18,000 
18,000 

4000 
3a  000 
11.000 

6,000 
38,000 

Alabama. 

MtniaaiDOi        .      .............. .... 

9.000 
17,000 
19.000 

Arkansss 

I^Hiisiana 

Texas 

XOOO 
31,000 
11,000 

United  States.      —                  

3(^401 

21,600 

lUCOOO 

UJ^OOO 

i 
I 
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8rb«dal«  •.  Tob«c«»  »m6  mnmutmctwt*  of:  8ctMdul«  6  relates  to 
pradncu  whidi  «re  alinoet  enUirly  conflnwl  to  the  Sooth — tobacco, 
c^ra.  dcuvttCB.  sod  snut.  Cigar  wrapper  tobacco  U  grown  In 
flortda  and  G«orKla.  PracUcally  all  of  the  leaf  tobacco,  other  than 
cisar.  Is  grows  In  North  Carolina.  South  Carolina.  Virginia.  Kentocky, 
OeorgU.  and  Teaaeaaee.  and  a  conaldnrable  portion  of  the  enair  is  made 
In  Tenneasc«>.  cigars  U  Florida,  an.l  cl«arett.'S  In  North  Carolina  and 
TIrglBla.  Ib  LoaisUaa  Is  produced  the  famous  perique  tobacco,  which 
to  grown  nowh«rv  else  la  America.  The  detaUs  of  li»e  priodpal  commodi- 
tlM  covered  by  Schedule  «  are  shown  below. 


Item 


United  States  Southern 
prodoction       States 


ClKsr  wrapper  tobacco 

Leaf  tobacco,  other  than  rigsr 

AU  other  maoulactorlnc  tobsoeo. 

Snuff  

Clears 

Cigarettes — .i^- 


/'oundM 
11.108,000 

i.ao8.7oaooo 
ucioaooo 

£a  197.000 

i3a4oaooo 

374.00a  000 


88 

W 
08 
44 
23 

n 


flchf^tale  7.  Agricultural  products  and  provisions:  Agricultural  prod- 
ocia  an«l  provisions  are  of  ptrhsps  greater  Importanci'  to  the  Southern 
8Uf»^  than  to  any  other  section  of  our  country.  To  present  a  complete 
Hat  would  ba  to  a><>ntlon  pmctically  every  farm  sUple  crop.  Certain  of 
the  lt«>ma,  such  as  the  early  vegetables,  are  practically  limited  to  tlie 
Si>uthern  States  bordering  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  from  Florida  to  Texas. 
Very  nearly  100  per  cent  of  the  peanuts  and  pecans  are  grown  in  the 
Southern  Htatee. 

lu  addition  to  the  no-cnlled  farm  products.  Schedule  7  also  covers 
flub  product*.  Our  border  Southern  States  derive  considerable  income 
from  Oibing  operatiomt  in  the  waters  of  the  Atlantic  and  Gulf  of 
Mexico. 

The  details  of  some  of  the  products  and  provisioiu  are  outlined  below. 


Item 


Cattle  (bcefonly) 

Bse«  (from  hwf  cattle) pooada.. 

Mutton  aiMl  lamb • 

Swine  and  swine  products — —  -■ 

Poultry .» poonda. 


Hones. ......... 

Mules 

FTMb  snd  traaeo -     . 

Riccdcaned vi**  1. 

WbMtlVNir^ -jjfr*"- 

Braa  or  sbe«tL - -«»«*  *^- 

Appin *T^ 

CUwaadvta^       dollars. 

rrcah  flv  for  tabls  OSS tf"- 

OraarT ipounda. 

«"«-*-^ n:":::::::::::::::::b.»^: 

carloads. 


United  Ptates 
production 


la  000. 000 
5,130,000,000 


64&.oao,ooo 
i,(ioaooo,ooo 


ChfBb 

Oalaaia. 

rotatoea.. 


CaMMWM, 
Early 
Eggplant 
Cueaaabass. 
Caansd  ntmiantns. 
Dried  red  eapiscnn 


crpeppsis. 


poonds. 

do... 

do... 

bushels. 

„. tons. 

.....siMrt  tons. 

pounds. 

do... 

do— 

do... 

do... 

do... 

do... 

, do... 

do... 


1,100,00a  000 

1,282,000,000 

114.000.000 

4.4aaaoo 
7s,oao.ooo 
12,000.000 

10.379 

2, 40«,  000,600 

^648.000.000 

4&,0Q0iOQO 

46,400 

117.  too,  no 

2S7.O0a00O 
23.200,000 

7.4eaooo 

Sv  791,  ODD 

ia>,ooo 
i,s44.ooo.oao 

X  138. 000. 000 

9B4.00aO0O 

1,304,000 

87.000,000 

21,900,000 

3n,  000, 000 

laToaooo 
>i,ooaooo 
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States 


Ptr 


cent 
84 
84 

'18 
>30 
88 
» 
'•34 
>80 
30 
80 
21 
21 
10 
20 
47 
30 
90 
80 
80 

100 

100 

06 

40 

£0 
11 
18 
00 
32 
49 
67 
77 
28 
100 


« Kstimstsd 

SehMtale  S.  Spirits,  winea.  and  other  beveragea :  Tbis  schedule  Is  on- 
Important  in  so  far  as  the  manufacture  of  distilled  spirits  and  winea  Is 
coBccrwed.  bat  tbera  are  ceruin  items  in  which  Southern  States  are 
fairly  imporUnt  In  production.  Without  going  into  any  particular 
datall,  tbeas  ar«  In  the  manufacture  of  fralt  Juices  and  soft  beverage!). 
Practicttlly  tttrj  State  in  tbe  South  has  an  important  soft-bevwage 
industry  for  local  consumption.  Some  of  the  Sutes,  as  for  example. 
eoco-i.'ola  la  Georgia,  have  developed  an  important  soft-beverage  indus- 
try with  national  distribution. 

Si^'hedule  9.  Cotton  manufactures. 

Schedule  10.  Flax,  hemp,  jute,  and  manafacturea  ot. 

Scbedvlc   11.  Wool  and   manufactures   of. 

8cb<Klale   12.  Silk   manufactures. 

Schedule  IS.  Manufacturea  of  rayon  and  other  synthetic  textllet. 

The  above  schedules.  l>roadly  classified  as  the  schedules  covering  the 
textile  industry,  eoataia  laany  Itema  in  which  there  la  Important  pro- 
dactlon  In  the  Southern  States.  Thla  is  chiefly  true  in  the  case  of  the 
cotton  sehcdole  and  the  new  rayoa  scbedola.     Southern  SUte*.  pgrtle- 


ulaily 
neaiiee 


tan 
var 

been 


var  ous 


South    Carolina,    North   Carolina,   Georgia,    Alabama,    and   Ten- 
are  of  great  Importance  In  the  production  of  cotton  yarns  and 
cot*)n'  fabrics  of  various  types.     There  hss  been  an  Increasingly  Impor- 
development   throughout  the   South   in    the   manufacturing   of   the 
textiles  for  which  cotton  is  the  basic  raw  material.     This  ban 
supplemented   In    recent   years   by   the   establishment    of    the    new 
rayfn   Industry    which    U   now   operating   In    the    States   of   Tennessee, 
North   Carolina,    Virginia,    and    West    Virginia.      In    no   other 
scbidale  of  the  Urlff  bill  does  manufacturing   in   the   Southern   States 
repieoent  such  a  large  proportion  of  the  total  United  States  production 
the  case  of  cotton  and  the  rayon  industries. 
le  table  t>elow  givea  some  idea   of  the  importance  of  these  Indus- 
to  the  South. 
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Cott  }Q  yam.... . pounds. 

Shee  tings jqnare  yards. 

Print  cloth do... 

Nap  fabrics ..do... 

Shir  ings do. 

Twi  is  and  satines . 


Den  ms 
Drlls 


Repfas,  poplins,  broadcloths do. 

Oini  hikms do. 

-    •  do. 


Ticling do. 

Cot!  onades  and  cotton  worsteds do. 

Otb  ir  woven  goods  over  12  inches  wide do. 

Tire  fabric do. 


Cotjon  table  damask do. 
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hosiery 
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Item 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


United  States  '  Southern 
production        States 


2. 976, 000. 

1.  867, 000. 

1,  583.  000. 

400.000, 

387,  OOa 

414, 000. 

254,000, 

847,000. 

264,  WM). 

290.  UOO. 

SO,  000, 

32,800, 

1, 835.  COO, 

225.  'JOO, 

33,  .'lOO, 

$87,  7l«, 

$228,1100, 

$44,600, 
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000 
000 
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000 
000 
000 

000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
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75 
72 
81 
59 
63 
40 
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94 
34 
62 
65 
60 
43 
54 
90 
60 
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statistics  are  not  available  for  the  rayon  Industry,  and  particularly 

branch  which  Is  active  In  the  Southern  States,  but  it  is  known  that 

the*e  are  located  in  the  States  of  Tennessee,  Georgia,   North  Carolina. 

Ir  tlnla,  and  West  Virginia  10  concerns,  some  of  which  have  more  than 

plant.     All   indications    are    that    this    Industry    will    be    ultimately 

doi4inated  by  the  production  in  these  Southern  States. 

the  Southern  States  In  1929  there  were  listed  3.36  plants  engagetl 
I  he  manufacture  of  silk  fabrics,  silk  and  cotton,  and  rayou  and  silk 
ures.      With  a  total  of  3,846  silk  pUnts  in  the  United  States,  this 
Indicate  that  approximately  10  per  cent  of  these  factories  are  In 
South. 
Jtijchedule  14.  Papers  and  books :  There  is  an  important  printing  Indus- 
In  every  one  of  the  Southern  States.     However,  the  most  important 
indhstry  directly  allied  with   the  manufacture  of  paper  is  that  for  the 
manufacture  of  kraft  wrapping  paper  in   Loulsians.     This  industry    Is 
outgrowth   of    the   scientific    lumber   operations    now    conducted    in 
Lodislana   and   is   based    largely    on    the    utilisation    of   waste   producU 
obtaineil  from   the  lumber  Industry.     In   Louisiana  the  manufacture  of 
krajrt  wrapping  paper  in  1927  represented  one-third  of  the  total  produc- 
In  the  United  States  iiad  was  valued  at  $21,790,000.     The  manii- 
fac4ure  of  paper  is  also  of  importance  In  Virginia,  which  In  1927  pro- 
du<i^   products   to   the   value   of   $19,400,000.     Combined    statistics   for 
various  commodities  covered  by   Schedule   14   are  not  available,   but 
Southern  States — for  example.  Tennes«»e — also  produce  consider- 
qoantltlea  of  paper, 
ilcbednle  15.  Sundries  :  The  sundries  schedule  comprises  a  great  many 
Items  and  for  many  of  these  the  Southern  Statea  are  a  factor  in 
doi^eMtic  production.     It  Is  difficult   to  separate  the  basket  paragraphs 
clauses   as    given    in    thi»    schedule    for    Individual    items.     In    the 
following  summary  some  of  the  outstanding  articles  or  groups  produced 
he  Southern  States  are  mentioned : 


th?r 


Itsm 


Braoms. 


doth.... 

CalCle  hides  and  calfskins 

Lm  thsr,  tanned,  curried,  and  finished. 

Sac  diary  and  harness 

Spcngss. - 


United  SUtesI   Southern 
production         States 


$21,  700, 000 

1,900,000 

21,  fiOO,  OOO 

462.000.000 

30,000,000 

865.000 


$5,780,000 

i,9oaooo 
6,ooaooo 

36.900,000 

10, 000, 000 

865,000 


{.:.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  merely  to  tbank 
an  1  to  congratulate  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  for  his  learned 
anl  altogether  splendid  address. 

Mr.  RANSDELL.     I  thank  the  Senator  from  California. 

COTtONSEZD  MARKET 

dr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  submit  a  resolution  to  which 
I  (  o  not  think  there  will  be  any  objection. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  resolution  will  be  read 
fof  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

'  lie  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  147),  as  follows: 
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Whereas  It  la  alleged  that  certain  cottonseed-oil  mills  have  acquired 
control  of  cotton  gins  and  have  arranged  with  glnuers  not  to  store 
cottonseed  for  farmers  in  order  to  force  the  farmers  to  put  their  aead 
upon  the  market  immediately  Instead  of  holding  them  for  the  purpoae  of 
obtaining  a  profitable  price;  and 

Whereas  It  Is  essential  that  full  publicity  be  given  to  such  matter* : 

Therefore  be  It 

Rrj)olV9d,  That  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  is  hereby  directed  (l) 
to  investigate  the  charge  that  certain  corporations  operating  cottonseed- 
oil  mills  are  acquiring  by  purchase  or  othervrise  the  ownership  or  con- 
trol of  cotton  gins  for  the  purpose  of  destroying  the  competitive  market 
for  cottonseed  and  depreaalng  and  holding  down  the  price  paid  to 
farmers  for  cottonseed  and  (2)  to  hold  public  hearings  In  connection 
with  the  Investigations  with  respect  to  such  matters  and  in  connection 
with  the  Investigations  pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  136.  agreed  to 
October  21,  1920.  The  commission  sbaU  report  to  the  Senate  as  soon 
as  practicable  the  t«sults  of  Its  lnveatigati<Mis  under  this  resolution. 

Mr.  JONES.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Alabama 
asks  unanimous  consent  for  the  present  consideration  of  the 

resolution.  .        ,  ^   ^      ^  ^    ..     tv^ 

Mr  HEFLIN.  Mr,  President,  I  merely  wish  to  state  to  tbe 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jonkb]  that  the  resolution  is 
practicjiUy  an  amendment  of  the  resoluUon  which  was  adopted 
by  the  Senate  some  days  ago.  The  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
however,  (k«s  not  think  that  it  is  authorized  to  investigate  the 
other  matter  Involved  which  has  arisen  since.  So  the  resolution 
which  I  have  just  offered  provides  that  the  commission  may  go 
into  that  phase  of  the  subject,  and  that  the  hearings  shall  be 

Mr  JONES.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama  that 
two  or  three  different  Senators  have  asked  that  the  resolution 
shall  go  over,  and  I  think  it  should  go  over  until  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  has  an  oppor- 
tunity to  examine  it,  anyway.  ^,        .  ^     ♦     »».„ 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Objection  is  made  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  resolution,  and,  under  the  rule,  it 
will  go  over. 

COMPILATION  or  STATE  LAWS  BELATIVK  TO  OB8CBNB  imCRATTrM 

Mr  CUTTING.  I  send  to  the  desk  for  reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Printing  a  comjilatlon  of  the  State  laws  relative  to 
obscene  literature,  with  a  view  to  having  it  printed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  document  will  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Printing. 

EMFLOTMENT  OF  CHARLK8  L.  ETANSOIf 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  subcommittee  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  Investigating  the  so-called  lobby,  re- 
ported to  the  Senate  the  other  day  after  it  had  taken  some  evi- 
dence and  developed  certain  facts  in  relation  to  the  employment 
of  a  representative  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Associa- 
tion by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bingham]  and  the 
placing  of  that  person  upon  the  rolls  of  the  Senate.  The  facts, 
I  think,  are  practically  undisputed;  there  is  no  material  dif- 
ference as  to  them.  Later  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  rising  to  a  question  of  personal  privilege, 
in  language  that,  it  seems  to  me,  was  discourteous,  assailed  the 
members  of  the  committee  by  name  and  the  chairman  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  who  had  made  the  appointment  of  the 
subcommittee  making  the  investigation,  while  not  denying  but 
rather  admitting  all  the  material  facts,  at  least,  that  were  set 
forth  in  the  report  of  the  committee. 

It  is  not  my  purpose,  Mr.  President,  to  discuss  that  report  at 
present  or  to  make  any  extended  remarks  upon  the  conduct  of 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  at  this  time.  I  may  later  on 
discuss  the  subject  at  some  length,  but  that  will  depend  upon 
what  action  the  Senate  and  its  Members  desire  to  take  upon  the 
resolution  which  I  projwse  to  offer. 

I  offer.  Mr.  President  a  resolution  at  this  time,  and  ask  that 
It  may  be  read  by  the  clerk. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  re«)lntlon  will  be  read 
for  the  Information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  146),  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  action  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  Mr. 
BiNQBAM,  in  placing  Mr.  Charles  L.  Eyanson  upon  the  official  rolls 
of  the  Senate  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  set  forth  In  the  report 
of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  (Rept.  No.  4S, 
7l8t  Cong.,  1  sess.),  is  contrary  to  good  morals  snd  senatorial  ethics 
and  tends  to  bring  the  Senate  into  dishonor  and  disrepute,  and  such 
conduct  is  hereby  condemned. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr  President,  as  I  have  stated,  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  discuss  the  resolution  at  this  time.  In  my  Judg- 
ment, while  It  is  a  privileged  resolution,  I  have  no  objection,  if 
any  Senator  so  desires,  to  having  the  resolution  go  over,  or  to 
having  any  other  action  taken  which  the  Senate  may  desire. 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  is  of  the  opinicm 
that  the  resolution  Is  privileged. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I,  therefore,  ask  tinaalmotis  consent  for  the 
present  consideration  of  the  resolution, 

Mr.  PBSS.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr  FESS.  I  ask  the  Senator  if  he  will  not  allow  the  resolu- 
tion to  go  over  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Does  the  Senator  want  to  have  it  go  over? 

Mr.  FESS.    I  should  like  to  have  it  go  over. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Very  well ;  I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Although  privileged,  with 
the  assent  of  the  mover  of  the  resolution,  it  will  go  over  one  day. 

MSPONSrenJIT  FOR  DHXXINB  IN   STOCTK   MABKET 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  take 
a  few  minutes  of  the  Senate's  time  on  a  subject  that  is  not 
related  to  the  bill  which  is  now  under  discussion.  I  am  embar- 
rassed somewhat  in  the  absence  of  my  very  warm  personal 
friend  the  senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson],  who 
directs  with  disUnguished  ability  the  efforts  of  the  Members  of 
this  body  on  the  other  side  of  the  Cliamber.  I  had  much  rather 
he  were  present,  since  wliat  I  am  about  to  say  relates  to  a 
statement  which  has  been  attributed  to  him ;  but  while  I  had 
rather  say  what  I  am  about  to  say  in  the  presence  of  the  dis- 
tinguished Democratic  floor  leader,  I  feel  that  the  statement 
made  by  him  can  not  go  by  unchallenged,  even  though  it  must 
be  discussed  to  some  extent  in  his  absence. 

Mr.  President,  the  statement  relates  to  the  recent  condition 
of  affairs  in  the  stock  market,  and  in  that  statement  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  undertakes  to  lay  considerable  of  the  blame  on 
the  shoulders  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  and  a  former  President  of  the  United 
States,  Calvin  Ooolidge ;  unjustly  and  unfairly,  I  think,  beyond 
any  question  or  shadow  of  doubt. 

I  quote  from  the  statement  as  published  in  the  newspapers 
yesterday,  this  excerpt  having  appeared  in  the  Washington 
Star  of  last  evening : 

"  If  the  foundation  of  the  beUef  of  ruined  investors  vrns  faith  in  the 
strong  position  of  American  industry,"  he  said,  "  It  Is  also  true  that  the 
prophets  and  high  priesu  of  American  prosperity,  represented  by  no 
less  personalities  than  a  former  President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  former  Secretary  of  Commerce,  now 
President,  contributed,  by  unduly  and  repeated  optimistic  aUtements, 
to  the  creation  of  enthusiastic,  if  not  frenxied.  adventures  in  stocka 

Still  further,  in  a  different  part  of  the  statement  as  issued : 

The  power  and  prestige  of  the  United  States  has  been  greaUy 
lessened  In  the  eyes  of  everyone.  All  Americans  shrink  with  shame 
at  the  humiliating  spectacle.  In  justice  and  in  fairness  the  hope  la 
bom  that  readjustment  will  be  prompt  and  recovery  speedy.  That  in 
the  future  prudence  and  sound  Judgment  will  predominate;  that 
political  authorities  wUl  refrain  from  fanning  speculative  enthusiasm 
into  a  flame  and  then  refusing  to  quench  the  flame  before  it  has  con- 
aumed  so  much  of  the  wealth  and  destroyed  io  much  of  the  happlneta 
of  blameless  and  Innocent  people. 

Mr.  BLBASE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fkss  In  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator   from   Indiana   yield   to  the   Senator   from    South 

Carolina?  ^,         ,   ^ 

Mr   ROBINSON  of  Indiana.    Not  at  tliis  ptrinL 
Mr!  BLEASE.     I  should  just  like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  ques- 

*The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  declines  to  yield- 
Mr   BLEASB.    Mr.  President 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  yirid  to  the  Senator. 
Mr  BLEASE.  This  ia  Mily  a  newspaper  report,  I  under- 
stand. I  Itave  no  apologiea  to  make  for  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas;  I  am  no  defender  of  the  S«iator;  but  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Indiana  if  he  has  information  from 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  in  which  he  states  that  this  pubU- 
cation  is  a  correct  statement  of  what  he  said? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.     No,  Mr.  President;  I  can  not 

Dossibly  know  wliether .      , .        w 

Mr   BLE\SE      Then  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  should  make 

his  speech  in  the  absence  of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
Mr   ROBLNSON  of  Indiana.     But  it  has  been  published,  Mr. 

President,  and  I  assume  it  is  correct;  and  if  it  is  not  correct, 

the  Senator  from  Arkansas  can  make  the  correction. 
Mr.  BLEASE.    Many  a  statement  la  published  that  every- 

hndv  knows  is  false.  _    ,, 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 

further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 
Mr.   ROBINSON  of  Indiana.    I  do  not   yield  further,   Mr. 

^'Sf^RESIDINQ  OFFICER.    The  Senator  dedUies  to  ylekL 
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Mr.  ROBINSON  nt  Indiana.  Mr.  President,  when  did  the 
lTfsi<lfnt  of  the  Unitetl  States,  throughout  his  long  career  in 
the  public  service,  ever  encourage  anybody  to  Invest  his  money 
m  the  stock  market.  In  stocks  of  any  kind?  When  did  either 
of  the  three  who  have  been  charged  give  any  such  encourage- 
ment to  any  bo»ly? 

Mr.  PreMdent,  stocks  and  securities  have  a  certain  weli-cie- 
flned.  easily  deterniined  value;  and  that  Is  predicated  on  the 
cbancter  of  and  on  the  mone>-  Invested  in  the  business,  on  the 
earning  r«wer.  on  the  established  business  of  the  concern,  on 
profits.  an<l  to  some  small  degree  perhaps  on  anticipated  profits 
ill  the  future. 

*>  long  ax  monev  is  InTested  within  these  figures  it  may  rea- 
•onably  be  said  that  It  Is  safe;  but  when  the  rates  go  higher 
than  these  figures  would  ja.»«tlfy.  then  inflation  begins,  and  a 
wild  orgy  of  speculation  frequently  ensues.  Prices  rise.  You 
have  a  rising  market.  Prlct's  mount  higher  and  higher;  Into 
this  maelstrt)m  vt  !»i)eculatlon  buyers  plunge,  both  outright  and 
marglnnl.  and  after  a  while  the  rates  reached  are  out  of  all 
pro|>«>rtlon  to  the  actual  value  of  the  security  itself,  and,  of 
course,  beyond  any  reasonable  margin  of  safety.  Still  people 
will  bay.  Still  they  will  pay  high  prices  for  stocks ;  and  many 
of  them  buy,  either  on  margin  or  outright,  without  even  taking 
the  precaution  to  consult  a  financial  statement  of  the  company 
whose  stocks  they  are  purchasing. 

Finally  the  point  Is  reached  where  the  bottom  falls  out,  and 
the  market  collapses ;  and  when  the  collapse  takes  place  many 
people  are  unhappy  because  they  have  lost  their  money.  Many 
have  lost  the  margin  they  had  put  up  and  many  have  seen 
shrinkage  in  the  market  price  of  the  stocks  they  hold.  But,  Mr. 
I*re«ldent.  always  It  Is  a  r>ersonal  business.  Under  existing  laws, 
people  In  this  country  have  a  right  to  pnrcha.se  these  securities 
If  they  desire  to  do  so ;  and,  notwithstanding  conservative  warn- 
ings from  all  sides  during  the  past  several  months,  the  wild  orgy 
of  .xpttulation  has  continued,  and  Individuals  have  Insisted  on 
buying,  until  to-day  the  statement  is  true  that  many  are  unhappy 
because  they  have  lt>st  their  holdings.  But,  Mr.  President,  I 
stale  again  that  no  one  of  the  three  who  have  been  mentioned 
in  this  statement  has  enct)uraged  speculation  of  this  kind.  No 
one  of  the  three  ha.s  been  known  as  a  speculator  in  the  stock 
market.  No  one  of  the  three  by  word  or  deed,  in  any  manner, 
shape,  or  form,  has  suggested  to  anybody  in  this  country  that 
be  should  gamble  In  the  stock  markets  of  New  York  or  elsewhere. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indi- 
ana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  to  give  a 
reference  to  the  warnings  to  which  he  refers.  The  Senatin*  said 
that  there  had  l>een  a  great  number  of  warnings  from  conserva- 
tive sources  during  the  last  few  months. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  at  this 
moment  the  exact  statements  that  have  t>een  made,  and  I  am  not 
undertaking  to  say  tliat  the  warnings  came  from  oflk'lal  sources; 
but  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Michigan  has  seen  in  all  the 
papers  sujcgestlons,  conservative  suggestions,  from  various  per- 
sons, not  neceK-sarlly  authorities,  through  publications  of  vari- 
ous kiiHls.  suggesting  that  sooner  or  later  the  bottom  would  drop 
oat  of  this  Inflated  market.  That  Is  what  I  meant  by  saying 
•*  wamlnics  from  c*)U8ervative  sources." 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
soggestlon? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  want  to  remind  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
that  not  a  great  while  ago — I  think  within  the  last  three 
moutha— the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was  quoted  In  the  press 
of  this  country  as  advising  against  the  purchase  of  stocks  and 
advising  in  favor  of  the  purchase  of  tionds,  which,  he  suggested, 
offered  a  saffer  InTestmest  for  the  American  people. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.    I  do. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  was  very  much  Interested  In  the  question  pro- 
pounded by  the  Senator  from  Michigan ;  and  I  am  rather  sur- 
prised that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  sboold  leave  the  Impressioa 
that  the  preponderance  of  advice  during  more  recent  months  has 
been  in  oppoaition  to  speculation  and  in  warning  of  a  pending 
crash. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  think  it  has.  I  think  that  la 
tme.  I  think  I  can  answer  that  In  the  aflHrmative,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent    I  have  not  here  now  the  exact  statements  that  have  been 
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iiade;  but  it  seems  to  me  the  Federal  reserve  bank  time  and 
I  gain  recently  has  increased  the  rates  and  has  warned  the 
American  pul)iic  against  speculation  in  this  so-called  bull  market. 

]  Mr.  NYE.  Then  the  Senator  is  confining  his  observations 
ilone  to  oflicial  stmrces  and  not  necessarily  to  conservative  and 
active  leaders  in  the  speculative  field? 

]  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  No,  Mr.  President ;  I  will  get 
io  that  in  jast  a  moment.  The  warnings  to  which  I  refer  have 
<ome  from  conservative  sources,  I  should  say,  and  to  a  degree 
from  official  sources. 

Mr.  President,  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arkansas  pro- 
teeds  In  his  statement  with  the  suggestion  that  the  President 
cf  the  United  States  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  have 
leen  remiss  in  their  duty  in  not  checking  this  wild  speculation 
ia  the  first  plate.  I  have  already  suggested  that  that  is  a  per- 
sonal matter  with  every  individual  who  buys.  If  he  Insists  on 
luylng,  he  is  bound  to  do  so  and  can  not  be  deterred;  again, 
t  lame  is  attached  in  the  statement  to  the  President  of  the 
i'uited  States  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  not  going 
4>  the  relief  of  these  speculators  when  the  crash  began. 

That  suggests  an  interesting  query,  Mr.  President:  Just  what 
'  rould  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  have  done  if  he  had  been  the 
» "hief  Magistrate  of  this  Nation?  Does  he  find  fault  with  the 
:  ^resident  of  the  United  States  because  he  refused  to  dump  the 
1  esources  of  the  Nation  and  of  the  Federal  Treasury  Into  Wall 

Jtreet  to  prop  up  artificial  and  fictitious  values  when  they 
;  tarted  to  seek  their  own  proper  level?  Would  he  place  the 
"reasury  of  the  United  Statts  in  this  speculative  stock  market? 
If  that  is  his  view,  Mr.  President,  then  the  American  people 
will  thank  God  that  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  Is  not  Presl- 
ient  of  the  United  States  and  that  Herbert  Hoover  Is,  because 

»o  such  reckless  undertaking  as  that  would  be  initiated  or  at- 

empted  to  be  consummated  by  the  man  who  now  occupies  the 

Vhlte  Hoose. 
Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  still  further  finds 

ault.  "  Why,"  says  he,  substantially,  "  this  Injures  us  In  the 
I  yes  of  the  foreign  world ;  our  prestige  has  fallen " ;  and  he 

leems  to  suggest  that  sympathy  ought  to  be  extended  in  foreign 

lelds. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  not  so  much  worried  about  that.  My 
iiympathy  goes  not  so  much  to  people  abroad  as  It  does  to  our 
Dwn  people.  I  am  genuinely  sorry,  as  I  think  every  Member 
I  >f  this  body  is,  for  the  plight  in  which  some  of  our  own  people 

Ind  themselves;  but  in  connection  with  the  statement  made  by 

he  Senator  from  Arkansas  it  is  Interesting  to  note  a  statement 

nade  last  night  In  the  Washington   Star  by  a  noted  writer, 

)avid  Lawrence,  on  this  very  subject. 
The  headline  reads  as  follows : 

European  traders  blamed  for  crash. 

And  then  I  quote  a  part  of  the  article: 

Wbo  raided  the  American  stock  market? 

This  question  may  never  lie  answered  conclusively  and  may  prove  one 
if  the  mysteries  of  the  century,  but  the  theory  advanced  here  in  quarters 
hat  ought  to  know  is  that  European  trader:*  caught  their  American 
irethren  off  their  guard.  Reports  indicate  that  the  first  large  selling 
»me  from  London  and  represented  a  feeling  on  the  part  of  European 
lolders  of  American  securities  that  the  time  had  come  to  unload. 

If  this  be  true.  Mr.  President,  then  It  seems  to  me  there  is 
lo  occasion  for  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  to  waste  tears  or 
sympathy  on  the  foreign  traders  who,  at  least,  according  to  this 
ivrlter,  precipitated  the  recent  fall  in  the  prices  of  stock  that 
ivere  listed  in  the  catastrophe. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion  it  is  true  that  American  busi- 
ness is  sound.  In  my  opinion  It  Is  true  that  during  the  past 
>ight  years  American  Industry  and  American  commerce  have 
leen  sound  ;  and  jierhaps  because  of  that  very  fact  optimism  has 
lown  too  high  In  some  respects,  and  some  of  our  people  have 
aken  chances  and  assumed  responsibilities  that  were  onwar- 
•anted.  But  it  Is  impossible  to  lay  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
Iiree  distinguished  gentlemen  mentioned  by  the  senior  Senator 
'rom  Arkansas  any  blame  for  the  collapse  in  the  stock  market 
■ecently  experienced  by  the  country. 

Mr.  WHEELER     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  In- 
Ilana  yield  to  the  Senator  froip  Montana  ? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Not  just  at  this  moment  I 
*ill  later. 

Mr.  PreaidHit.  It  is  tme  that  Calvin  Coolidge  throughout  his 
idministratitm  Insisted  that  American  btislness  and  American 
ndostry  were  sound.  It  is  true  that  Hebert  Hoover,  the  Presl- 
lent  of  the  United  States  at  this  moment,  and  the  Secretary 
>f  the  Treasury.  Andrew  Mellon,  have  insisted  that  business 
8  soond  at  heart,  and  have  rejoiced  in  the  fact.  But  It  is  a  far 
rrj  from  stating  facts  with  ref«%nce  to  the  fundamental  sound- 
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ness  of  American  business  and  enconraglng  and  urging  people 
to  gamble  In  the  stock  market. 

It  develops  therefore,  Mr.  President,  that  Herbert  Hoover  is 
no  more  responsible  for  the  situation  In  the  stock  market  com- 
plained about  than  the  man  In  the  moon. 

Not  quite  so  much  can  be  said  for  Mr.  John  J.  Raskob.  If 
there  Is  a  question  of  psychology  witerlng  here,  then  let  us 
consider  that  gentleman  for  a  moment  or  two.  I  gather  from 
the  statement  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  that  he  does 
not  directly  blame  the  President  of  the  United  States  for  the 
debacle  in  the  stock  market.  He  implies,  as  I  get  it,  that  there 
has  been  some  psychological  suggestion,  because  of  the  optimism 
toward  American  business  expressed  by  this  administration, 
and  the  one  which  preceded  it,  which  would  lead  people  astray 
somehow  or  other,  he  does  not  say  exactly  how,  and  Inveigle 
them  against  their  own  best  interests  and  their  own  wishes  Into 
this  orgy  of  speculation. 

If  that  is  the  meaning  of  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas,  It  seems  to  me  he  has  overlooked  tlie  strongest 
psychological  suggestion  for  playing  stocks  in  the  person  of 
any  single  Individual  when  he  fails  to  mention  Mr.  John  J. 
Raskob,  who  is  the  leader  of  the  Democratic  Party  and,  there- 
lore,  the  leader  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Arkansas,  so 
far  as  political  affairs  are  concerned. 

Mr.  President,  It  will  be  remembered  that  Mr.  Raskob  was 
personally  selected  as  chairman  of  the  Democratic  National 
Committee  by  the  Democratic  candidate  for  President  In  the 
last  campaign,  former  Governor  Smith.  At  any  rate,  the  press 
leixnrts  were  to  that  effect.  It  was  generally  conceded  that  he 
was  the  choice  of  Governor  Smith,  and  that  therefore  he  was 
selected  by  hlra  to  be  general  manager  of  that  great  party. 

Headlines  appeared  in  the  press  all  over  the  United  States 
featuring  the  marvelous  rise  of  John  J.  Raskob  from  a  seven 
dollar  and  a  half  a  week  position  as  a  stenographer  to  that  of 
a  millionaire.  And  how  had  he  made  his  money  ?  In  the  stock 
market,  In  General  Motors  and  other  corporations.  He  plunged  ; 
be  was  known  as  a  plunger  In  the  market,  but  a  lucky  plunger. 
He  had  to  be  lucky  to  rise  from  $7.50  a  we^  to  the  ranks  of 
the  millionaires,  and  I  think  there  was  genuine  admiration 
for  this  man's  great  ability  among  the  people  of  the  country. 

Then  he  conducted  the  campaign,  even  for  my  distinguished 
friend  the  S«iator  from  Arkansas,  who  was  honored  by  his 
party  by  being  named  as  Its  candidate  for  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States,  the  second  position  in  the  gift  of  the  people. 
To  this  day  Mr.  Raskob  continues  to  be  the  general  manager 
of  the  Democratic  Party ;  that  Is,  he  Is  the  national  chairman. 

Of  course,  I  do  not  state  or  even  suggest  that  Mr.  Raskob  Is 
responsible  for  the  stock  cata8troi)he  of  the  last  few  days, 
but  I  do  say  that  the  tremendous  publicity  Mr.  Raskob  and  his 
activities  have  received  throughout  the  last  two  years  In  the 
press  everywhere  with  reference  to  the  opportunities  In  the 
stock  market  embraced  by  him  have  been  responsible,  doubtless, 
for  veritably  thousands  of  Americans  plunging  into  the  i«a  of 
speculation.  If  psychology  means  anything,  here  was  a  psy- 
chological suggestion  in  the  person  of  one  man  that  would  un- 
doubtedly carry  tremendous  Influence  with  the  people. 

Mr.  President,  that  suggests  another  query :  What  would 
Mr.  Raskob  have  done,  considering  his  environment,  consider- 
ing the  manner  In  which  he  has  risen  to  the  top  and  forged  to 
the  front,  had  he  beea  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  this  crisis? 
I  mention  this  because  It  was  currently  reported  during  the 
last  campaign  th.it,  in  the  event  of  the  success  of  the  Demo- 
cratic Party,  Mr.  Raskob  would  be  the  choice  of  Governor 
Smith  for  the  great  ofllce  of  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  Would 
Mr.  Raskob  have  plunged  into  the  stock  market?  Would  he 
have  undertaken  with  the  National  Treasury  to  uphold  the 
fictitious  values  during  these  weeks  past  against  which  for 
many  moons  past  the  American  people  have  been  warned? 

Mr.  Raskob  has  continued  to  express  his  faith  in  stocks.  I 
read  in  tlie  press  a  night  or  two  ago  somewhere  a  statement 
reported  as  coming  from  him  to  the  effect  that  there  were 
many  good  bargains  In  the  market.  As  recently  as  last  May, 
Mr.  Raskob  suggested  to  the.  people  of  the  country  that  they 
ought  to  buy  stocks,  and  expre.s.sed  great  faith  in  the  market. 
His  views  were  given  wide  currency.  I  do  not  know  how 
widely  they  were  published,  but  I  think  in  a  number  of  papers 
all  over  the  country.  Certainly  he  gave  an  interview  to  the 
New  York  Times,  and  I  want  to  quote  from  that  publication 
the  views  expressed  by  Mr.  Raskob  on  matters  of  this  kind. 

I  quote  from  the  New  York  Times  of  May  7,  1929.  The  head- 
line Is  Raskob  Will  Help  Workers  to  Invest 

John  J.  Raskob,  wbo  fathered  the  Installment  plan  for  the  Mile  of 
automobiles  before  be  left  the  cbalrmansblp  of  the  finance  committee 
of  the  General  Moters  Corporation  to  manage  Alfred  K.  Smith's  presi- 
dential  campaign,   revealed  here  yesterday   that  be  was  preparing  to 


laao^   th*  Installmant  plan  oa  a  laige  aealt  fa  tke  Add  of  stock 

investment. 

Perhaps  within  the  next  tbreo  montha,  Mr.  Baskob  said,  be  might 
b«  ready  to  annooace  the  formatkio  of  an  investmeiit  company,  of  iha 
type  which  has  been  operated  aaceeaafully  la  the  past  two  yean,  to 
purchase  and  hold  common  stock  in  diversified  enterprises  carefaUy 
selected  for  their  soundness  in  order  to  insare  stability  of  yield. 

*0  SBBK  SMALL  INVasTOBS 

The  feature  of  the  new  investment  company,  according  to  Mr.  Raskob, 
wonld  be  the  participation  offered  to  small  investors,  principally 
American  worklngmen.  who  have  been  forced  heretofore  to  leave  their 
savings  at  low  Interest  in  bank  accounts  or  mortgages  or  risk  taking 
the  advice  of  stock  swindlers  who  paid  most  attention  to  them. 

Mr.  Raskob  proposes  to  make  it  possible,  as  he  expUiined,  for  a  fke- 
tory  mechanic  in  Detroit  with  $200  to  purchase,  say,  $500  worth  of 
stock  in  the  new  iaveetment  company  by  paying  tbe  (200  down  and 
negotiating  a  loan  with  a  local  bank  for  the  balance,  patting  np  the 
stock  which  he  baa  purchased  as  security  for  the  loan  and  paying  It 
off  in  installments  of  perhaps  f25  a  month. 

MeaawhUe  tbe  factory  mechanic  will  be  enjoying  a  ffiOO  paid-in  par- 
ticipation In  an  Investment  company  which  Mr.  Raskob  describes  as  "of 
unlimited  capital,"  In  which  the  operations  will  be  controlled  by  men  of 
investing  judgment. 

In  his  offices,  230  Park  Aveaae,  Mr.  Baskob  explanied  yesterday  that 
he  has  been  discussing  the  principles  of  tbe  scheme  with  bankers,  lead- 
ers of  industry,  and  economists  from  Chicago  to  New  York,  to  determine 
whether  it  had  any  weaknesses ;  and.  he  said,  "  I  have  not  been  able  to 
find  any." 

Ula  discussions  ondonbtedly  brought  it  to  the  attention  of  news- 
papers in  this  city  yesterday,  he  said.  He  was  not  prepared  to  announce 
the  names  of  any  of  his  associates.  "  The  matter  has  not  advanced  to 
that  stage  yet,"  be  said,  "although  It  U  not  impossible  that  in  tlure* 
months  more  I  may  be  more  definite." 

Note  this: 

He  spoke  warmly  of  his  confidence  in  the  future  of  American  Industry 
and  of  the  wisdom  of  Investing  in  common  stodca  wisely  chosen,  of 
course — If  the  investor  has  any  belief  in  America. 

And  further: 

"  I  have  heard  some  opinions."  be  said,  "  that  tbe  preaent  time  la 
not  opportune  for  Investment  because  tlte  general  level  of  prices  Is  too 
high  and  perhaps  It's  true  that  some  stock  may  be  selling  at  20  per  cent 
less  in  another  year :  iMit,  In  my  Judgment,  many  stocks  are  not  too  Ugil 
even  at  their  present  level." 

In  offering  the  American  worklngman  participation  in  his  investing 
Judgment  on  the  installment  plan,  Mr.  Raskob  is  appealing  to  a  sonros 
of  capital  which  has  never  been  evaluated,  but  in  which  It  is  estimated 
there  are  billions  of  dollars  not  aceounted  for  by  savings  banks  and 
small  tBveetments,  or  bow  dispersed  in  waste  and  carelessness. 

In  Us  Judgment,  the  company  which  he  proposes  to  launch  may  well 
develop  into  one  of  the  most  powerful  organizations  In  the  new  field 
of  Investment  companies  which  developed  so  tapldiy  recently  that  the 
devdopment  is  still  a  legislative  concern  aa  well  as  a  practical  financial 
preoccupation. 

A  copyrighted  survey  of  80  investing  companies  pubUabed  recently 
In  the  Annalist  by  Grover,  O'Neill  *  Co.,  showed  actual  profits  of  11 
per  cent  on  $500,000,000  Invested  caplUl  plus  14  per  cent  unfeaUsed 
profits. 

Mr.  Raskob,  however,  offered  no  such  prospective  yield  as  this  yester- 
day, because,  he  explained,  his  principle  of  operation  would  be  to  Invest 
and  hold  stocks  and  to  keep  out  of  the  trading  and  money-lending  opera- 
tions which  accompanied  the  operations  of  many  Investment  companies 
In  the  recent  market. 

He  said  be  was  not  yet  ready  to  decide  the  capital  structure  of  bis 
proposed  investing  company  or  do  anything  more  than  acknowledge  he 
was  actually  working  on  It.  He  denied  that  Calvin  Coolidge  would  be 
an  officer  in  the  company  or  that  It  had  any  connection  with  earlier 
rumors  that  he  intended  to  found  a  bank  in  which  Alfred  B.  Smith 
would  be  president. 

At  the  age  of  BO,  having  risen  from  a  salary  of  |7.50  a  wee*  as  a 
clerk  to  the  ownership  of  many  millions,  he  said :  "  I  have  all  the  money 
I  want  and  now  I  want  to  help  a  lot  of  other  people  make  some." 

Mr.  President,  those  are  the  words  of  the  leader  of  tbe 
Democratic  Party,  and  I  submit  that  statements  of  this  kind, 
published  tlu-oughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  have 
encouraged  Americans  everywhere  to  believe  that  they,  too,  can 
get  rich  quickly  by  playing  the  stock  market 

"  Mr.  Raskob,  the  financial  genius,"  people  say.  And  I  sup- 
pose everyone  thinks  he  has  some  genius  if  given  an  opportunity 

to  exercise  it,  ,  ^       .  , 

So  I  say  there  Is  a  question  of  psychology.  Here  Is  not  only 
a  naychological  suggestion  in  the  person  of  one  individnal  bat  a 
statement  from  him  that  he  has  all  of  the  money  he  wants 
and  now  deaires  to  help  otlier  people  get  money  to  Juia  tlM 
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ranks  of  the  rich;  ud  the  obrious  method  suggested  Is  the 
stock  market. 

Mr.  President,  contrast  the  eoTlrwiment  and  the  attitude 
toward  stoiAu*  and  the  stock  market  of  the  leader  of  the 
Democratic  Party  with  the  known  attitude  and  constructive 
record  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  throughout  his 
own  life  and  especially  during  the  eight  years  he  was  the  dls- 
tlugubhed  Secrrtary  of  Commerce.  Legltimnte  commerce  and 
Indtistry  lu  the  country  under  Herbert  Hoover's  management 
of  the  Dei»artment  of  Commerce  reached  unheard  of  heights  of 
socceas  and  prosperity. 

I  want  t<»  read  Just  a  few  words  from  that  record  entitled 
"Mnrvi'luos  Increase  lu  Business  of  Bureau  of  Foreign  Com- 
merce." Just  to  mention  that  phase  alone : 

An  lBd«  of  the  b«lxhtraed  appi^cUtlon  of  the  •errlce  r«mltlB«  from 
tbU  rcorsanlutloB  Is  Indicated  In  a  ■trtUns  manner  by  tbe  arerage 
detaU«d  reqoMti  for  information  which  baTc  bern  handled  by  the 
Bufwu  of  Foreisn  and  Domeatic  Commerce  during  the  lajit  aeveral 
yearn.  Kor  the  flacal  year  1922.  689.533  reqneets  for  aaatotance  were 
recflrFd.  w  about  doable  tbe  number  durtoc  tbe  prec-edlng  flacal  y«ar. 

The  year  1922  was  the  next  year  after  Mr.  Hoover  became 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Thaa  la  1922  a  daily  average  of  1.621  inquiries  were  received  as 
comparrd  with  about  800  for  the  flacal  year  1921.  but  In  1926  the 
daily  average  had  reached  6.542  a  day.  For  the  flacal  year  1927  the 
aretage  amounted  to  7.761  inquirlea  a  day  and  since  the  1st  of  January. 
1928.  the  aT<>rage  baa  been  at  the  rate  of  10.(H>0  commonlcations  re- 
qaeatlng  tbe  ski  of  tb«  biireau  in  coaunerdal  and  indastrial  matter*. 

Again: 

Tbe  foreign  eerrice  of  the  bureau  baa  been  greatly  extended  during 
tbe  iKverHl  years  immediately  after  1921.  The  overseas  personnel  was 
reoncHuized  and  Increased.  From  this  reorganiiation  period  until  the 
pr>>>^nt  the  number  of  ofllcers  has  been  increased  from  22  to  60,  and 
the  .\merlcan  exporter  can  now  secure  the  information  as  to  current 
markets  and  potential  demands  for  bis  goods  from  almost  any  important 
xvgi»n  of  tbe  globe. 

Still  further: 

The  energy  of  American  boalneaa  m«i.  with  the  aid  of  tbe  QoTem- 
ment.  has  brought  great  success  In  finding  and  developing  new  foreign 
Barketn.  Our  export  trade  has  steadily  grown  In  the  face  of  tbe  reduc- 
tion lu  buying  power  of  many  countries  of  tbe  world  resulting  from 
the  war.  The  value  of  our  exports  In  1926-27  was  more  than  two  and 
one-fowtb  times  greater  than  before  the  war.  The  quantitative  in- 
rreaar  as  cuaapared  with  1921-22  has  been  more  than  30  per  cent. 
Imports  have  iacreaaed  even  more  than  exports;  in  dollar  value  tbey 
were  last  year  more  than  two  and  one-half  times  larger  than  the  pre- 
war averaas  and  la  quantiutlve  terms  nearly  90  per  cent  larger. 

Although  Karope  is  steadily  recovering  from  tbe  shock  of  the  war 
and  is  rapidly  ezpaading  its  exports  as  compared  with  the  extremely 
luw  flgares  of  the  war  and  Immediate  postwar  years,  our  foreign  trade 
poaltloa  eomparso  more  than  favorably  with  that  of  most  other  coun- 
tries. Adjusted  for  change  In  the  buying  power  of  money,  exports 
from  the  UalUtf  States  la  the  calendar  year  1926  wess  about  46  per 
cent  greater  than  la  1913.  Similarly  adjusted  the  ezporta  of  all  of 
the  rA<t  of  the  world  were  only  about  equal  to  their  pre-war  volume, 
while  the  exports  of  Curope  showed  a  decrease  as  compared  with  1913 
of  about  30  per  «eat. 

Mr.  President,  domestic  commerce  has  increased  and  ex- 
pamled  fundamentally  and  legitimately  along  the  same  lines,  as 
ever>'oue  in  this  Chamber  knows. 

Now.  what  Is  the  situation?  Industries  continue  to  go  on 
and  continue  to  employ  all  of  the  pepole  they  bare  been  em- 
plojring.  These  people  receive  their  wages  and  their  pay  n^gu- 
larly  and  are  in  a  position  to  continue  buying  the  commodities 
they  re(|uire.  American  busines«)  is  fundamentally  sound.  Per- 
mit me  now  to  read  briefly  from  Mr.  Herbert  Kaufman,  who,  I 
luiderstand,  is  one  of  the  editorial  writers  oi  the  Washington 
Tliues. 

Mr.  WHEELEK.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fiss  In  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield  to  the  S^iator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.     Not  at  this  point 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER     The  Senator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  The  subject  of  the  editorial  is 
Back  t(»  Sanity.  I  give  this  to  the  Soiate  for  what  It  is  worth. 
The  writer  is  distinguished,  I  think,  in  his  field : 

The  stock  market  has  again  collapsed,  and  for  the  same  reason  that 
all  structures  totter  when  undue  weight  Is  placed  upoa  B  foondatlon 
which  wasn't  designed  for  It. 

Speeatattaa  slsi^  pAlod  Its  antlctpations  too  bi^  tor  tbeir 
ptnnlog. 
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Too  many  persons  unacquainted  with  tbe  relation  of  price  to  value 
W(  re  dabbling  in  Wall  Street. 

Millions  of  amateurs  had  crowded  their  hopes  upon  a  bridge  which 
w<  isn't  stressed  to  stand  tbe  strain. 

Conservatism  and  Federal  reserve  warnings  attempted  to  esUbllsh 
orler.  safeguard  tra/Dc,  and  protect  Incautious  cash  from  disaster. 

Charts,  graphs,  and  sUtistics  vainly  pointed  the  disparity  between 
di  idend  rates  and  ticker  quotations,  but  savlDg8-l>ank  withdrawals  and 
in  xune  surpluses  were  in  no  mood  to  take  counsel. 

At  another  point  In  this  article,  referring  to  certain  named 
CO  Dcems,  among  which  is  General  Motors,  he  continued : 

rhey  command  the  same  funds  and  employ  the  same  number  of  work- 
er! as  l)efore.  And  so  do  all  the  other  concerns  whose  securities  have 
be  sn  as  unseasonably  mangled  under  bear  attack  as  they  had  previously 
be;n  inflated  by  bull  optimism.  Which  metaphor,  however,  inaccurately 
in  erprets   tbe  situation. 

Neither  group  strategy  nor  Machiavellian  craft  can  be  blamed  for  the 
de  tMicie. 

The  market  has  crumbled  because  its  supporters  failed  to  invest  the 
fujds  and  faith  to  arrest  Its  downward  trena. 

A  new  lot  of  margin  gamblers,  unimpressed  by  the  drubbing  which 
mllions  of  their  fellows  bad  Just  received,  rushed  in  where  seasoned 
oferators  feared  to  tread,  overspread  themselves,  and  were  unable  to 
co^er  commitments  when  hastily  applied  emergency  brakes  started  to 
slip. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from 
a  untana. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  When  the  Senator  was  telling  about  the 
prosperity  of  the  countrj-.  it  occurred  to  me  that  I  should  like 
t(  have  him  quote  flj^ures  as  to  the  prosperity  of  the  farmers  of 
tie  country  which  was  brought  al>out  by  the  Rt'pubiican  ad- 
ninistration  during  the  Coolidge  and  Hoover  administrations, 
especially  during  the  Coolidge  administratliHi  while  Mr.  Hoover 
was  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  ob- 
sdrration  is  wide  of  the  mark,  with  all  due  deference  to  the 
Senator  from  Montana,  in  that  I  am  not  discussing  the  farm 
si  tuation  in  the  slightest  degree.  This  is  one  thing  that  can  not 
b?  blamed  upon  the  American  fanner.  These  are  industrial 
SI  ocks  and  commercial  stocks.  These  are  not  agricultural  stocks 
ill  any  sense  of  the  word.  I  am  not  undertaking  to  say  that 
a  friculture  is  prosperous,  and  I  do  not  desire  to  be  diverted  Into 
tl  lat  field.  No  one  in  this  bt»dy  has  attempted  during  my  mem- 
b^rship  here  to  do  more  than  I  for  the  genuine  relief  of  agri- 
cilture.  But  I  am  talking  now  about  an  entirely  different 
SI  ibject. 

Before  concluding  I  would  like  to  quote  a  few  sentences  from 
a  speech  made  a  night  or  two  ago  by  Hon.  Julius  Klein,  Assist- 
aat  Secretary  of  Commerce,  with  reference  to  the  situation  in 
g  ineral.    He  said : 

We  have  been  under  the  Influence,  as  regards  stock  prices,  of  a  boom 
psychology.  Many  persons  have  bought  stocks  with  little  knowledge 
o'  their   present  or   probable   future   dividend-paying  capacity.      Many, 

0  oreover,  have  borrowed  money  In  order  to  make  these  stock  purchaaes. 
^  reaction  is  bound  to  occur. 

I  think  we  can  all  agree  with  that. 

Again  he  said: 

All  of  OS  are  Justified,  In  my  opinion,  la  a  profound  confidence  in 
tkt  general  economic  future  of  tbe  country.  Just  what  relation  should 
e  [1st  between  that  confidence  and  his  present  attitude  toward  the  stock 
market  Is  something  for  each  lodiTidual  to  decide  for  himself. 

Mr.  President,  it  all  gets  back  to  that  proposition.  If  people 
ijisist  on  going  Into  the  stock  market.  ln*perillng  whatever  for- 
tune they  may  have,  then  of  course  there  is  no  way  to  restrain 
tpem  from  doing  so.    It  is  purely  a  personal  matter. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Indl- 
j^a  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  want  to  finish  this  statement 
4nd  then  I  shall  be  glad  Co  yield  to  the  .Senator. 

Again.  Mr.  Klein  said  In  the  8i>eech  to  which  I  have  referred: 

The  fundamental  factor  in  tbe  general  situation  of  business  is  pur- 
(iiasing  power.  Beal  purchasing  power  Is  made  up  of  wages,  salaries, 
rtceipta  of  farmers,  merchants,  professional  men.  and  others,  and  the 
{roflts  of  Industry.  These  factors  have  not  been  changed  by  the  drop 
li  stock  prices.  The  national  income  of  the  United  States  at  this  mo- 
il lent  is  hardly  a  fraction  less  than  It  was  a  month  ago.     Rstablisbed 

1  idexes,  such  as  the  quantity  of  output  of  our  farms,  our  mines,  and  our 
fictorles,  and  the  volume  of  our  railroad  tran-HporLttion,  support  this 
vpc-w. 

Tha  namber  of  citizens  whose  buying  ability  has  been  affected  by  the 
I  4wMns  in  ths  value  of  speculative  securities  la  not  very  large.     Thoir 
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pnrebsses  do  not  make  op  s  very  significant  fraction  of  the  demand  for 
gooda.  There  Is  no  resaon  why  the  twenty-five  or  more  mUlion  families 
representing  over  96  per  cent  of  our  population  whose  Incomes  remain 
nndlminished  should  cut  down  their  purchases  of  commodities,  and 
therefore  very  few  industrlea  should  see  any  appreciable  reduction  In 
the  sales  of  their  output. 

Still  further,  Mr.  President,  and  then  I  shall  conclude : 
The  busineas  man  who  Is  momentarily  disturbed  by  the  sharp  decline 
in  stock  prices  will  glance  at  the  current  statistics  of  other  economic 
factors.  He  will  find,  for  example,  that  in  September — of  course  the 
actual  October  figures  are  not  yet  available — Industrial  employment  was 
6  per  cent  greater  than  a  year  ago  and  that  the  amount  of  wage  pay- 
ments by  our  factories  was  8  per  cent  larger  than  In  September  last 
year.  He  will  see  no  ground  for  expecting  reduced  purchases  of  com- 
modities on  the  part  of  the  wage  earner.  He  will  find  that  there  has 
been  no  accumulation  of  stocks  of  manufactured  gooda  because  of  over- 
anticipation  of  future  demand  or  because  of  any  present  falling  off  in 
demand.  The  American  Railway  Association,  which  collects  advance 
Information  as  to  the  probable  demands  for  cars,  has  received  reports 
Indicating  freight-car  requirements  for  the  present  quarter  are  more 
than  2  per  cent  greater  than  for  the  same  quota  of  1928.  This  demand 
for  freight  cars  reflects  the  productioo  of  and  the  demand  for  goods. 
•  »••••• 

One  of  the  major  Indications  of  general  prosperity  Is  the  amount  of 
new  life  insurance  taken  out ;  only  when  people  have  high  buying  power 
can  they  afford  to  add  to  this  protection  of  their  families.  Boles  of 
insurance  were  16  per  cent  greater  last  month  than  In  September.  1928, 
and  every  recent  year  has  shown  a  gain  In  the  annual  volume  of  new 
insurance  until  to-day  we  have  the  truly  prodlgtoos  total  of  over 
1100,000,000,000  of  insurance  now  In  force.  Some  small  fragment  of 
this  doubtless  was  bought  with  the  proceeds  of  speculation,  hut  by  far 
the  greater  part  of  It  stands  as  a  mighty  symbol  of  the  inherent  eco- 
nomic soundness  as  well  as  the  farslghted  frugality  of  our  Nation. 

Mr.  President,  business  is  fundamentally  sound  and  Repub- 
lican leaders  have  rejoiced  that  it  is  so^,  No  one  in  the  wildest 
flights  of  his  imagination  could  find  any  su^eetion  from  any  one 
of  the  three  who  have  been  condemned  by  the  senlcM'  Senator 
from  Arkansas  that  could  be  construed  as  urging  speculation  or 
jobbing  in  the  stock  market. 

Mr.  President,  down  deep  in  the  hearts  of  the  American  people 
there  Is  an  abiding  confidence  in  the  Chief  Executive  of  the 
Nation,  and  I  feel  sure  that  in  this  hour  they  thank  God  that 
Herbert  Hoover,  cautious,  careful,  conservative,  honest,  frugal, 
farslghted,  is  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

At  this  point,  Mr.  President,  I  a&k  unanimous  consent  to  have 
Inserted  in  the  Rboobd  tbe  complete  speech  made  by  the  Hon. 
Julius  Klein.  Assistant  Secretary  of  Cwnmerce,  a  few  evenings 
ago. 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.    Without   objection,   it  la   so 

ordered. 

The  speedi  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

At  the  request  of  tbe  Columbia  Broadcasting  System,  1  am  glAd  again 
to  avail  myself  of  their  facilities  to  review  briefly  with  you  the  general 
business  outlook. 

On  Friday  last  the  President  stated  that  "  the  fundamental  buahieas 
of  the  country — that  is,  production  and  distribution  o<  commodities — is 
on  a  sound  and  prosperous  basis.  The  best  evidence  la  that  although 
production  and  consumption  are  at  high  levels,  the  average  prices  of 
commodities  as  a  whole  have  not  Increased  and  there  have  been  no 
appreciable  Increases  in  the  stocks  of  manufactured  goods.  However, 
there  has  been  a  tendency  of  wages  to  Increase  and  the  output  per 
worker  In  many  industries  again  shows  sn  increase,  all  of  which  lodl- 
estes  s  healthy  condition." 

SUPPOSTS    BOOVaS'S   VUBW 

There  is  no  reason  to-day  to  change  a  single  word  of  this  ststemsnt 
•f  the  President.  Stock-exchange  prices  have  gone  down  msterlally 
since  Friday,  but  the  stock  market  Is  not  the  major  barometer  of  busi- 
ness, and  a  decline  in  security  prices  does  not  greatly  affect  the  buying 
power  of  the  community,  on  which  buying  power  rests  the  activity  of 
production,  the  earnings  of  corporations  and  other  bosiness  enterprises, 
and  the  employment  of  labor. 

No  one  knows  the  number  of  persons  engaged  in  this  specnlstlve 
sctlvlty,  Init  even  If  we  accepted  the  apparently  liberal  estimate  of  some 
nonofllcial  observers  who  place  tbe  speculative  accounts  at  about  a 
million,  these  wonld  still  involve  leas  than  4  per  cent  of  all  of  the 
families  in  tbe  entire  Nation.  Or,  if  we  put  it  on  the  basis  of  indi- 
viduals, the  ratio  would  be  leas  than  1  per  cent  of  the  total  population. 

Please  don't  misunderstand  me  or  think  that  I  am  belittling  tbe 
hardahips  of  even  this  small  fragment  of  our  people,  but  even  If  all  of 
these  speculators  suffered — and  there  were  untold  thousands  who  did 
not — you  would  still  bsve  s  vastly  preponderant  majority  of  ths  Nation 
unaffected  by  tbese  ayscQlatlvs  gjntioat.    And  rometabsr,  inddeataUy. 


to  cite  Just  one  corrective  of  this  situation,  that  these  speculative  sc- 
counts  could  be  nutched  twice  over  by  the  more  than  2.000,000  families 
who  derive  their  llv^hood  from  the  export  trade,  which  la  almost 
entirely  unaffected  by  this  movement, 

SAPID  aiSS  BSIHOS  CSASH 

Stock  prices  hsve  gone  down  suddenly  because  over  the  last  two 
or  thres  years  it  seems  to  be  generally  agreed  that  they  had  risen  mach 
too  rapidly.  Throughout  the  last  eight  years,  with  very  temporary  and 
minor  recessions,  the  production  of  goods  and  services  in  the  United 
States  has  gradnaUy,  but,  on  the  whole,  very  considersbly,  increased. 
That  Is  tbe  aame  thing  as  saying  that  national  income  increased.  This 
naturally  added  to  the  profits  of  busineas,  especially  ss,  st  the  same  tlnw, 
many  economies  in  production  methods  were  introduced.  The  increased 
profits  of  business  Justified  an  advance  in  stock  price,  bat  they  did  not 
Justify  going  up  to  tbe  sky. 

It  would  have  been  proper,  no  doubt,  for  stocks  to  rtae  m  price 
somewhat  faster  than  actual  production  of  commodities  becsuse  of  the 
gradual  spread  among  the  people  of  confidence  in  tbe  general  future  of 
American  business,  of  confidence  that  the  increase  in  production  of  com- 
modities and  profits  of  Industry  woold,  in  the  long  run,  continue.  Such 
a  conviction  might  Justify  some  discounting  of  future  larger  earnings 
in  the  prices  of  securities.  It  did  not  Justify  carrying  them  to  such  a 
level  that  in  many  cases  only  a  good  many  years  hence  could  one  hope 
for  corporate  earnings  that  would  pay  a  tolr  rate  of  return  on  th« 
prices  paid  for  stocks. 

BOOM  PSTCHOIiOOT  PBSVAUiVT 

We   have   been   under   the   Infiuence,   as    regards   stock   prices,   of   a  ' 
boom  psychology.     Many  persons  have  bought  stocks  with  little  knowl- 
edge   of    their    present    or    prot)able    future    dividend-paying    capacity. 
Many,  moreover,   have  borrowed  money  in  order  to  make  tbese  stock 
purchases.     A  resctlon  was  bound  to  occur. 

The  main  point  which  I  wish  to  empbsslse  Is  the  fundsmentsl 
soundness  of  that  great  mass  of  economic  activities  on  which  the  srell- 
being  of  the  vast  majority  of  us  all  depends.  One  may  have  due 
sympathy  for  the  very  considerable  number  who  have  lost  money  in 
the  stock  market  without  losing  sight  of  the  fact  that  there  has  been  no 
change  in  tbe  situation  of  the  overwhelming  majority  of  American 
families.  The  growth  of  the  income  of  tbe  Nation  and  the  advance  in 
the  well-being  of  its  business  men,  its  wage  earners,  and  its  farmera 
during  recent  years  has  not  been  due  to  boom  psychology  nor  to  tem- 
porary and  fleeting  causes.  It  has  been  a  definite  upward  trend,  not  a 
wave,  whose  subsidence  would  leave  tu  in  a  deep  trough. 

■maaffCT  is  fbodoctios 
The  fundamental  cause  of  tbe  expansion  of  business  and  the  Im- 
provement in  standards  of  living  has  been  the  growing  efficiency  of 
production.  We  have  been  able  to  produce  more  and  more  goods  and 
services  s  person  at  work.  This  gsin  in  efliciency  in  turn  has  been 
due  to  causes  of  an  enduring  and  ctmrnlattve  character,  causes  that 
enter  Into  the  very  bodies  and  minds  of  our  people  and  into  the  very 
foundations  of  our  economic  structure.  The  steady  spresd  of  educa- 
tion is  perhaps  the  most  basic  of  tbese  upward-pushing  forces.  Closely 
allied  with  this  is  the  growth  of  scientific  research  with  Its  hsrvest  oC 
inventions  and  discoveries.  The  abundant  savings  of  the  people,  with 
tbe  consequent  expansion  of  our  capital,  have  enabled  us  to  provids 
more  and  better  equipment  for  production,  thus  reducing  costs.  Ons 
could  readily  name  other  basic  factors  which  hsve  contributed  to  our 
progress  and  which  are  Just  ss  real  and  powerful  to-day  as  they  wers 
a  month  ago  and  tar  more  powerful  than  they  wers  even  8  or  10 
years  sgo. 

PSICBS   SaiCAtH   STVAOT 

The  most  conclusive  evidence  that  the  progress  of  Americsn  In- 
dustry and  commerce  in  recent  years  has  not  been  fictitious,  has  not 
been  s  mere  inflationary  boom,  lies  in  the  stesdlness  of  prices  of  com- 
modities. Against  the  immense  advance  in  prices  of  securities,  thoss 
of  goods  snd  services  have  for  years  been  stationary  or  with  a  slight 
downward  trend.  A  business  boom  which  threatens  a  subsequent 
collapse  of  business  is  always  accompanied  by  considerable,  If  not 
great,  advance  in  commodity  prices. 

Some  ot  you  may  be  expecting  me  to  tell  you  what  la  going  to 
happen  to  stock  prices  to-morrow  and  next  week.  If  you  pause  to 
think  about  it,  however,  you  will  realise  that  It  would  be  quite  Im- 
proper as  well  ss  impossible  for  sny  Government  ofllcial  to  give  out 
such  an  opinion.  The  careful  student  of  American  economic  Ufe, 
equipped  with  an  abundance  of  sUtlstlcs,  can  forecast  fairly  well  tha 
long-time  trends  of  production  and  of  standards  of  living  and  even  of 
many  more  speclflc  branchea  of  business  or  other  economic  sspects. 
He  can  not  foresee  sccurately  short-time  changes  in  economic  condi- 
tions and  least  of  sO  those  speculative  chsnges  which  depend  largely 
on  the  psychology  of  the  people  or  of  a  fraction  of  tbe  people.  All  ot 
us  sre  Justlfled,  In  my  opinion,  in  s  profound  confidence  in  the  general 
economic  future  of  the  country.  Jurt  what  relation  should  exist 
botwaea  that  confldence  sad  his  present  sttltud*  toward  th«  stock 
BMkst  is  something  for  soch  individual  to  dselds  tor  hlmselL 
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»«O0CCTIOX    0Ai:<8    HIATT 

Broadly  RpMktnc.  our  average  per  capita  production  ha«  liKM*««ed 
by  from  50  to  75  per  cent  since  1»00  and  by  from  28  to  35  per  cent 
since  19l».  and  remember  that  1919  wa«  not  a  depreinrton  year  but  one 
of  bigh  activity  I  fully  believe  that  the  caoaea  which  hare  broaght 
about  this  great  advance  will  accomplUb  a«  much  dnrtaff  tbe  next 
decade  or  tbe  next  quarter  of  a  century.  There  may  be  temporary  recea- 
aiona.  but  tbeae  can  be  reduced  to  a  minimum  If  we  aU  bare  confldeoce 
in  the  general  upward  trend.  Many  of  the  buainena  depresaloaa  of  past 
decadeii  have  been  primarily  psychological  and  could  hare  been  aTOlded 
»r  miulcnlsrd  if  the  buaine*«  men  and  the  maaaea  of  tbe  people  had  bad 
tbe  proper  coofldence  In  tbemselveti.  The  general  public  of  to-day  under 
atanda.  letter  than  ever  before,  tbe  long-term  trenda  of  our  economic 
llfe^jw'.  tbe  fundamental  force*  at  work  In  It.  I  bellere  that  we  have 
^r?ry  good  reaaon  to  anticipate  that  thla  great  knowledge  will  breed 
greater  confidence  and  will  prevent  ua  from  giving  way  in  any  Urge 
menaure  to  a  defeatiat  paycbology. 

IKDBXES    BUPPOBT   TIKW 

The  fundamental  factor  In  the  general  altuation  of  business  is  pur- 
chasing power.  Heal  purchasing  power  is  made  up  of  wages,  salaries, 
receipts  of  farmeni,  mtrchants.  professional  men  and  others,  and  the 
pr>flt8  of  industry.  Thoae  factors  have  not  been  changed  by  the  drop 
In  «tock  price*.  Tbe  naMonal  income  of  the  United  States  at  this 
moment  Is  hardly  a  fraction  less  than  It  was  a  month  ago.  established 
Indexes,  such  as  the  quantity  of  output  of  our  farms,  our  mines,  and 
our  factor<es  and  tbe  ToliUBe  of  our  railroad  transportation  support  this 
view. 

Tbe  number  of  dtlsena  whose  buying  ability  has  been  affected  by 
tbe  decline  la  the  Tahie  of  (tpeculatlTe  aecurttles  la  not  very  large. 
Their  purchases  do  not  make  up  a  very  significant  fraction  of  the  de- 
mand for  goods.  There  is  no  reason  why  tbe  twenty-five  or  more  mil- 
lion fHmUles.  representing  over  iKt  per  cent  of  our  population  whoee 
incomes  remain  undimlnlsbed,  should  cut  down  ttteir  purchases  of  com- 
moditlem  aad  therefore  very  few  induatiies  should  see  any  appreciable 
reduction  la  the  sales  of  their  output. 

CAPITAL    IQt'lPMSXT    IMPOgTANT 

Aside  from  purchase  of  goods  by  consumers  for  their  own  aetnal  Qse. 
tbe  biggest  demand  for  comimHiltleii  la  that  for  expaudlng  what  tbe 
economlat*  call  the  capital  e<|ulpment  of  the  Nation.  In  normal  time* 
there  Is  an  Immenae  call  for  building  materials,  stei'U.  machinery,  rail- 
road eqnlpaent,  and  many  other  claaae*  of  goods  for  tbe  parpose  of 
building  snd  equipping  fsc-torles,  public  works,  and  otber  prodnedve 
enterprises.  At  leaat  a  lentb,  and  porhap*  an  eighth  of  the  prodtictlTe 
fBrrgy  Is  DoraaUy  devoted  to  thU  creation  of  capital  gooda.  If  our 
bostaeas  aea  and  oar  people  nalntuio  that  cunfldence  la  the  future 
which  the  lABg  experience  of  tbe  post  fully  justifies,  we  shall  see  do 
dlmiautloa  la  the  demand  for  cspltat  gotMls  as  the  result  of  tba  break 
U  stock  prices.  On  the  contrary,  the  diversion  of  capital  from  stock 
Market  speculation  to  direct  pro<tu(ilve  enterpriae  might  readily  increase 
Um  drisnrt  for  commodlUss  of  tbis  sort. 

STATISTU'S    HBLPVin. 

Ons  of  tbe  ma|ur  grounds  for  confidence  In  tlie  steadiness  of  Ameri- 
can Industry  lies  In  the  wldeepread  dissemination  of  better  statistical 
infonaatloa  snd  the  practict?  of  bUHlnesx  men  In  gnldlng  their  policies 
la  tbe  light  of  such  statistics.  .Never  before  has  American  Industry  and 
commerce  been  so  sIHy  managed  as  at  present.  (Hir  commercial  and 
Industrial  corporations  are  headed  by  men  of  broad  vision,  high  qiulifl- 
callona  aad  large  experience  with  the  intricate  problems  of  our  com- 
plex economic  scheme.  More  ttutn  tbi8,  tbe  executives  of  American 
business  bare  to-day  at  their  finger  tips  current  facta  upon  the  move- 
■leot  of  their  own  industries.  allle<l  Industries  and  all  industry  and 
busl  ntmn.  which  la  the  last  analysis,  because  of  the  Interdependence 
between  ladnstry  and  industry,  Is  of  great  importance.  Rule-of-thumb 
practices  hare  long  since  given  way  to  policies  based  upon  proper  facts 
aad  analysea. 

The  business  man  who  is  momentarily  dlsturt>ed  by  the  sharp  decline 
ta  stock  prkas  will  glance  at  the  current  statistics  of  otber  economic 
factors.  Be  will  find,  for  example,  that  in  September — of  course,  actual 
October  Agnras  are  not  yet  available — Industrial  employment  was  5  per 
cent  greater  than  a  year  ago  and  that  tbe  amount  of  wage  payments 
by  our  factories  was  8  per  cent  larger  than  In  September  last  year.  Be 
wlU  see  no  gronnd  for  expecting  reduced  purchases  of  commodities  on 
the  part  of  the  wage  earner.  He  will  find  that  there  baa  been  no 
accnmalatlon  of  atocks  of  manufactured  goods  because  of  overantidpa- 
tloa  of  future  demand  or  because  of  any  present  falling  off  In  ilemand. 

Tbe  Aaerli-an  Railway  Aaaodatioa,  which  collecta  advance  informa- 
tion a«  to  the  probable  demanda  for  cars,  has  received  reports  Indicat- 
ing freight-car  requirements  for  the  present  quarter  are  more  tliaa  2 
per  cent  greater  than  for  the  same  quarter  of  1928.  This  demand  for 
freight  can  rsdecta  tlia  production  of  and  demand  for  guoda^ 

VABMaa    111   QOOO   CONDITION 

Agata  tbe  stattadcs  show  the  farmer  In  a  relativHy  fsTorable  con- 
dltioa,  and  his  desaaad  for  aunafactured  goods  may  well  be  expected  to 
rsmala  stroac.     Tbe  qoantit/  of  crop  prodactkw  this  year  has  been 
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a  most  as  great  as  last  year  when  the  income  of  the  farmer  was  the 
hgbest  In  history.  One  can  not,  of  course,  forecast  the  price  of  farm 
Pfvdncts  but  thus  far  they  are  practically  the  same  as  a  year  ago. 

We  must  not  forget,  howerer.  that  export  trade  has  become  a  very 
important  factor  in  American  businesti.  Exports  of  manufactured  goods 
enpecially  liave  Increased  steadily  and  rapidly  In  recent  yeare.  We  now 
e:port  approximately  10  per  cent  of  the  toUl  output  of  our  factories. 
T  here  is  no  reason  to  anticipate  any  decline  In  this  big  factor  In  demand 
and  on  the  contrary  the  upward  movement  of  recent  yeara  Is  likely  to 
cfntlnne. 

One  of  the  major  indications  of  general  prosperity  is  the  amount  of 
ntw  life  Insurance  taken  out ;  only  when  people  have  high  buying  power 
Clin  they  afford  to  add  to  this  protection  of  their  families.  Sales  of  In- 
surance were  15  per  cent  greater  last  month  than  In  September,  1928. 
aid  every  recent  year  has  sbown  a  gain  In  tbe  annual  volume  of  new 
liisurasee  until  to-day  we  have  the  truly  prodigious  total  of  over 
$100,000,000,000  of  Insurance  now  in  force.  Some  small  fragment  of 
t  lis  doubtless  was  bought  with  the  proceeds  of  speculation  but  by  far 
t  le  greater  part  of  It  stands  as  a  mighty  symbol  of  the  Inherent  eco- 
nomic soundness  as  well  as  tbe  far-sighted  frugality  of  our  Nation. 

8TBt;CTCaC  SOCND 

After  all,  tbe  volume  of  our  purchasing  power  measures  the  heights 
df  our  living  standards  ;  It  is  the  impressive  manifestation  of  our  high 
V  age  rates.  And  basically  our  normal  purcbaHlng  power  has  not  been 
a|>preciably  Impaired. 

Kegardiees  of  regrettable  speculative  uncertainties,  the  industrial 
^id  commercial  structure  of  tbe  Nation  is  sound. 

Good-night  and  thank  you. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Before  taking  my  seat  I  will  be 
lad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa  for  a  question. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Tlie  Senator  has  quite  ably  described 
t^e  terrific  speculative  gamble  which  the  country  has  witnessed. 

did  nut  hear  all  of  bis  description,  but  what  I  did  bear  I 

ought  was  very  good.  The  Senator,  however,  stated  that  It  is 
u  Individual  problem ;  that  if  individuals  want  to  go  into  stock 

mbling  transactions  there  is  no  way  in  wliich  to  stop  them. 
Te  have  pasned  laws  against  poker  games  and  crap  games. 

Mr,  ROBINSON  of  Imllaiia,     Mr.  l*re»ldeut,  I  had  reference 

conditions  under  existing  law  In  saying  that  it  was  a  purely 

Kial  matter.     I  am  not  saying  that  Congress  could  not.  In 

s  wisdom,  enact  laws  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  what  bus  Just 

ppened. 

Mr.  BR(X>KHAET.     Ttu>n  let  me  ask  the  Senator  will  be  sup. 

rt  the  amendment  to  the  tariff  bill  which  has  been  proiiosed 
y  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Gi^AasI  providing  for  a  5 
ler  cent  sales  tax  upon  speculative  stock  trunsactioiis  when 
he  stock  is  resold  within  0U  days. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  have  not  studied  tbe  amend- 
nent  and  do  not  care  to  commit  myself  oi)enly  on  the  subject 
It  this  moment.  I  wlil  say,  however,  that  I  am  in  sympathy 
vith  the  amendment  so  far  as  I  understand  it  at  this  time. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Again,  the  Federal  reserve  law  in  its 
)re9ent  terms  prohibits  a  redlscountlng  of  spec-ulatlve  loans. 
Speculative  loans  are  outlawed  now  for  rediscount  purposes  by 
he  greatest  bank  ever  established  in  the  world,  tiie  American 
Tederal  reserve  bank.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  such 
cans  ought  to  be  outlawed  by  all  banks? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  would  want  to  Inquire  into 
bat  subject  a  little  further  before  expressing  an  opinion. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Is  there  not  the  same  reason  existing 
or  outlawing  original  loans  of  that  character  as  there  is  for 
robibitlng  the  rediscounting  of  such  loans  by  tbe  Federal  Re- 

rre  Board? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  The  Senator  from  Iowa  has 
iren  considerable  study  to  tbis  question,  and  I  think  his  opinion 
8  made  with  reference  to  it.  I  should  want  to  study  it  a  little 
urther  before  I  make  any  definite  decision. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  Senator  mentioned  the  fact  that 
oainess  is  sound.  Former  Senator  Pepper,  an  authority  on 
<uch  questions,  said  tliat  92  per  cent  of  American  business 
ultimately  fails.  Does  the  Senator  consider  a  system  under 
irhich  business  concerns  may  be  shaken  and  destroyed  by  gum- 
>lii>g  institutions  which  are  permitted  to  exist  a  sound  system 
vhen  i>2  per  cent  of  all  business  ultimately  fails? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  am  not  even  willing  at  this 
noment,  without  having  more  information  on  that  subject,  to 
idmit  that  the  statement  the  Senator  just  made  is  accurate. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  quoted  former  Senator  Pepper  as  my 
Authority,  and  my  own  investigation  corrotwrates  the  statement 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Then  that  evidently  is  the  view 
of  former  Senator  Pepper,  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa  has  tlie 
uune  view.  I  am  saying  that  stocks  may  have  a  perfectly 
IcUtioos  value  witboat  any  relation  whatever  to  their  real  value 
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or  the  sotmdness  of  the  business  itself,  and  that  is  iworen  by  the 
recent  debade  in  the  stock  market. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  If  It  be  true  that  92  per  cent  of  Ameri- 
can business  enterprises  ultimately  fail,  then  highway  robbery 
Is  more  stable  than  American  business,  for  more  than  8  per  cent 
of  the  highway  robbers  get  away. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  That  is  speculation  on  tbe  Sena- 
tor's part.  If  the  Senator  has  some  question  to  ask  me  fur- 
ther, I  will  be  very  glad  to  endeavor  to  answer  It. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  have  been  very  much  interested  in  the 
useful  remarks  the  Senator  has  made,  but  I  am  ten  thousand 
times  mcrre  interested  in  a  remedy  for  the  situation  to  which  I 
have  referred. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  repeat  to  the  Senator— per- 
haps l>e-did  not  understand  me — that  there  Is  no  doubt  In  my 
mind  but  that  Congress  in  its  wisdom  may  be  able  to  tnact 
laws  which  wdll  prevent  any  recurrence  of  this  sort  of  thing. 
I  am  iH>t  certain  of  that,  but  I  think  it  is  poflsible. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
Is  correct  in  ttuit  the  senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robin- 
son] voiced  the  sentiments  contained  in  the  article  which  he 
has  read.  The  statement  was  placed  in  the  Rnooan  on  yester- 
day l»y  the  Junior  Senator  from  Mas^acbiisetts  [Mr.  Walsh]. 
However,  the  Senator  from  Indiana  does  injustice  to  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  in  his  criticism  of  the  letter's  statement.  The 
statement  Issued  by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  reflects  the  fine 
qualifies  of  statesmanship  which  have  been  evidenced  through- 
out his  long  and  eventful  puhiic  service.  The  only  expression 
used  by  tbe  Senator  from  Arkansas  which  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana in  the  «rildest  flights  of  his  imagination  could  interpret  as 
being  critical  of  the  President  was  that  the  enthusiastic  state- 
ments of  President  Hoover  and  President  Cooiidge  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  had  encourag-ed  a  speculative  orgy  which  no 
effort  was  made  to  check,  and  nothing  was  done  to  stop  the 
precipitate  decline  in  tlie  market  last  week.  I  am  sure  that 
99  per  cent  of  the  people  of  America  will  indorse  tbe  statement 
of  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

I  did  not  rise  to  enter  into  a  political  discussion  or  to  try  to 
take  any  party  advantage  of  what  this  administration  has  failed 
to  do  or  what  Mr.  Raskob  has  done.  Tbe  whole  situation  to-day 
in  America  is  one  of  such  delicate  tension  that  it  seems  to  me 
We  could  emjiloy  our  talents  and  Judgment  to  better  advantage 
at  this  fiarticular  time  than  by  criticizing  this  or  that  person 
or  this  or  that  system.  From  one  end  of  tbe  country  to  the  other 
people  bare  been  hurt.  That  condition  is  wrt  confined  to  the 
city  of  New  York  but  exists  in  the  remote  districts  of  the 
Benatof'g  own  State  and  section,  in  tbe  far  West,  in  the  South, 
and  tbnnighont  the  entire  country.  Of  course,  thousands  on 
thousands  of  innocent  persons  who  bought  stocks  on  margin 
were  engnlfed  in  that  precipitate  decline,  lost  their  all,  and  bad 
their  holies  blasted. 

I  do  not  know  what  caused  the  debacle  In  the  stock  market ; 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  does  not  know  what  caused  it ;  we  all 
may  have  our  different  opinions  as  to  what  was  the  cause ;  but 
we  all  know  what  the  effect  was.  I  am  glad  to  have  read  in  the 
new>pai»ers  that  the  best  minds  In  the  financial  world  have 
worki-d  day  and  night  counsding  together  that  they  might 
devise  some  plan  that  will  restore  actual  values  in  the  economic 
life  of  the  Nation,  and  as  one  Member  of  the  Senate,  I  do  not 
propose  at  this  particular  time  to  do  anything  either  by  vote  or 
expression  that  will  retard  their  efforts  to  restore  economic 
Htability.  Of  course,  there  were  innumerable  stocks  that,  per- 
haps, under  the  wave  of  speculation  had  climbed  too  high,  and 
they  had  to  come  down.  It  is  likewise  true  that  in  goltig  down 
those  stocks  went  so  far  that  tbe  price  did  not  represent  their 
true  value.  The  situation  we  ought  to  want  to  see  Is  one  in 
which  the  price  of  stocks  represent  their  real  and  true  value. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  has  taken  this  occasion  to  pour 
forth  expressions  ot  condemnation  on  the  services  of  John  J. 
Raskob.    What  has  Raskob  to  do  with  this  controversy? 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  rose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  the  Senator  will  wait  for  one  moment 
and  let  me  finish,  I  shall  convince  him — and  that  is  no  easy 
thing  to  do. 

Tbe  Senator  thinks  that  he  can  get  a  little  political  advantage, 
bec-ause  Mr.  Raskob  is  now  the  chairman  of  the  Democratic 
National  Committee,  by  acctudng  him  of  being  a  great  specu- 
lator ;  and  the  Senator  thinks  it  might  help  him  in  the  State  of 
Indiana  to  state  that  he  was  chosen  by  Governor  Smith  as 
chairman  of  that  party. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.     la  not  that  true? 

Mr.  HARRIS<^>N.  I  have  not  denied  It,  and  If  the  Senator 
gets  any  satisfaction  out  of  that  statement,  I  will,  of  course, 
say  that  it  is  true ;  it  is  quite  true. 


Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  And  Mr.  Raskob  is  also  the 
Senator's  leader,  is  be  not? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  He  is  tbe  (^airman  of  the  Democratic 
National  Committee. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Does  not  the  Senator  from 
Mlssis^ppi  acknowledge  Mr.  Raskob  as  his  political  leader? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  do  not  acknowledge  anylxMly  as  l>efnK 
my  leader.  I  am  different  from  the  Senator  from  Indiana  in 
that  respect. 

But,  anyway,  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  fn>m  Indiana  can 
not  point  to  any  expression  of  Mr.  Raskob  that  would  tend  ta 
influence  the  American  pe<^e  into  plunging  Into  an  orgy  of 
wild  8i)eculatlon. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  rose. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  hope  tbe  Senator  win  bear  with  me  for 
a  few  moments. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi 
declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Sejiator  from  Indiana  read  from  a 
statement  In  a  newspaper  quoting  Mr.  Raskob  wherein  he  gave 
his  ideas  to  the  country  as  to  the  contemplated  organization  of 
an  investment  trust,  which  would  permit  laboring  people  to  take 
a  limited  amount  of  stock,  the  funds  to  be  derived  therefrom 
to  be  Invested  not  In  speculative  stock  but  in  stocks  producing 
good  dividends,  sound  stocks,  as  the  statement  says. 

Of  course,  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  in  his  own  imagination, 
may  think  that  his  Judgment  of  stocks  Is  better  than  that  of 
Mr.  Raskob,  but  I  dare  say  that  there  is  not  a  business  man 
in  the  Senator's  own  State  but  would  accept  Mr.  Raskob* 
Judgment  quicker  and  as  being  a  little  better  than  that  of  the 
Senator  from  Indiana. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  sees  fit  to  criticize  Mr.  Raskob  for 
having  started  out  as  an  office  boy  at  wages  of  $7.50  a  week, 
and  of  now  being  interefsted  as  one  of  the  leaders  of  Greneral 
Motors  and  a  very  rich  man,     I  admire  men  who  can  do  that. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  only  sorry  that  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  and  myself  have  not  tbe  ingenuity  and  talent  to  do 
likewise. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indlamu  Mr.  President,  I  was  careful,  I 
thought,  to  give  full  credit  to  Mr.  Raskob  for  tbe  great  success 
be  has  made  of  his  life. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Ob.  yes. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  I  do  not  think  tiiere  Is  any  ques- 
tion about  that. 

Mr.  HARBISON.  So  every  expresdon  of  Mr.  Raskob  has 
been  to  the  effect  that  investments  should  be  made  on  safe  and 
sound  lines  and  In  stable  stocks,  paying  good  dividends,  and  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  can  point  to  nothing  that  would  show  that 
he  has  ofteed  oDcotiragement  to  speculation. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  i^resident,  may  I  interrupt 
the  iienator  once  more? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippt 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Oh.  yes;  the  Senator  may  interrupt  me. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  There  is  Just  one  question  I 
should  like  to  ask  tbe  Senator:  What  about  General  Motors 
stock?  It  has  been  considered  very  good,  but  there  is  no  stock 
that  had  a  more  unhappy  experience  in  the  recent  crash. 

Mr.  UAUHISON.  I  do  nut  know  anything  about  any  particu- 
lar stock  myself. 

Mr.  Raskob  Is  not  trying  to  play  politics  at  this  time,  with 
this  terrible  situation  confronting  the  American  people ;  and  no 
Democrat  wants  to  play  politics  with  it.  It  would  have  been  a 
catastrophe  If  those  stocks  had  declined  much  further,  because 
when  tbe  stocks  go  down  in  New  York  to  the  extent  that  they  did 
recently,  the  disastrous  effect  is  felt  throughout  this  whole 
country.  It  does  not  stop  at  the  individual  who  made  an  Invest- 
ment and  lost.  It  goes  down  into  the  country  bank  that  has  put 
money  on  deposit  in  New  York.  It  goes  Into  every  induxtiy 
that  must  sell  the  product  of  farm  and  factory.  It  affects  indi- 
viduals In  every  trade  and  In  every  calling  and  In  every  section 
of  this  country ;  and  It  would  have  proved  rulnotis  to  Democrats 
as  well  a.s  Republicans  if  the  stock  decline  had  not  been  checked 
and  something  done  to  restore  confidence  and  stabilize  values  In 
tbe  city  of  New  York  and  throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  Raskob,  whom  the  Senator  criticizes.  Joined  in  the  move- 
ment to  try  to  help  the  Investor  of  tbe  country  who  was  hanging 
on  by  bis  finger  tips  to  the  investments  be  had  made.  I  say 
that  because  he  gave  out  a  statement  in  New  York  on  last  Tues- 
day, appearing  In  the  papers  of  Wednesday,  In  which  he  voiced 
high  and  patriotic  sentiments,  which  ought  to  be  applauded  by 
the  Senator  frr«m  Indiana,  even  thou^  they  come  from  the  chair- 
man of  the  Democratic  Naticmal  Committee,  even  though  they 
come  from  the  friend  of  Gov.  Alfred  E.  Smith.  In  this  state- 
ment he  was  trying  to  help  your  admlnistratloo,  because  if  stocks 
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bad  coutlnned  to  dwrllne  hi  T«lae  and  Industries  In  this  country 
had  (XHsed  operations  aitd  bank?)  had  been  forced  to  close  their 
doors.  It  would  haTe  been  good  politically  for  the  Deuiocratic 
Party,  yea ;  but  It  would  have  been  bad  for  the  American  people 
and  tut  this  Nation. 

Here  is  what  Mr.  Biiskob  said — this  great  financier  that  the 
Senator  talks  about ;  this  man  who«^  Tolce  perhaps  at  this  par- 
ticular thne  mlKht  Inspire  some  confidence  and  might  help  In 
the  restoration  of  economic  si^uudness  in  this  country : 

Maa/  of  m  htrt  lone  f*lt  rr««t  ooocerB  becaow  of  the  iaflated  eo»- 
dttk>n  of  tte  stock  BMrkrt  daring  tiM  put  wvorsl  mootbs. 

Has  Mr.  Mellon  erer  elren  out  that  kind  of  a  statement?— and 
I  ask  it  not  In  a  critical  way.  Has  Mr,  Hoover  erer  given  oat 
that  kind  of  a  sUtera«'nt ?— and  1  ask  it  not  in  a  critical  way. 
Did  Mr.  Cijolldge,  before  he  left  the  White  House  and  went  up 
Into  Vermont,  give  out  such  a  wtatement  ?— and  I  ask  It  not  in  a 
critical  way.  No!  Thof«*  gentlemen  did  give  out  statement* 
■aylng  that  this  country  was  sound,  that  it  was  prosperous,  that 
It  was  doing  wonderfully  under  this  gn-nt  Kepubllcan  adminis- 
tration. I  am  going  to  read  to  the  Jk-nator  in  a  moment  soma 
of  th<ise  «'xpr<>sNlons.  so  that  he  himself  can  be  oonTisced;  hot 
Mr  Riiskob,  whom  be  criticises,  says : 

Msay  of  MS  bsv*  long  frit  grMt  concvm  iMrsust  of  tlM  Islatsd  eso- 
ditluu  wf  th«  stock  Mirkrt  durlog  tbr  pMt  aovftsl  SMottos. 
'    lloaa  saiooBts  of  SMOrjr   bsv*  b*€n  looDod  In  ttM  csil-moaey  tasrfcct 
•t   Most   attrscUre   rstcs   by    people   who   ordtnsrUy    woald   bST«   this 
momj  lavMt«d  la  sscurltlss. 

Tbo  pmMit  dsellM  bss  carried  prtccs  In  msoy  iBstancoa  to  lersls 
rUHralvusly  low,  with  (ttc  rMolt  that  nearly  all  tb«  •Uo<Urd  railroad 
■tocka  are  ciieap.  and  the  Induatrial  llat  la  filled  with  stocks  aeUlag  St 
rssl  bsntslBS. 

i*nid«fDt  investors  si*  now  buying  atocks  In  huge  qasntltles,  sod 
will  profit  bandsooiely  wb«n  thU  byaterU  la  over. 

Tb«  llat  la  All«d  wltb  bargalna,  and  1  and  my  friends  are  all  buying 
stocks. 

Did  not  that  inspire  confidence?  Was  Mr.  Raskob  in  that 
■iatement.  because  at  that  time  he  was  the  chairman  of  the 
Democratic  National  Committee,  trying  to  hamper  the  adminis- 
tration, trying  to  affect  adversely  the  economic  life  of  this 
country?  Was  he  at  that  time  trying  to  get  aome  party  ad- 
vantage out  of  this  deplorable  situation?  No!  Be  was  working 
and  trying  to  help  to  restore  confidence. 

On  last  Friday,  Mr.  H<x»ver — and  this  is  merely  In  answer  to 
what  the  Senator  has  stilted — returned  from  his  sojourn  at 
Louisville  and  in  Ohio ;  and  of  course  It  is  a  peculiar  coincidence 
that  this  panic  in  New  York  happened  jn.st  after  he  had  left  the 
city  of  WaahingtOD.  and  while  he  was  out  there.  Now,  it  may  be 
that  that  was  the  reaM>n  for  what  happened,  but  I  do  not  believe 
It     I  think  it  would  have  happened  if  Mr.  Hoover  had  been  in 

ashlngton  at  that  particular  time. 

Ju.<(t  as  soon  as  he  returned,  however,  Mr.  Hoover  laaued  a 
Btatement  from  the  White  House,  appearing  In  the  New  York 
Times  of  Saturday  morning,  October  26,  the  heading  being : 

Preoldeat  Hoover  Isaues  a  atatemeot  of  reaaanraaee  on  continoed 
proaperlty  of  fondaaental  IraslDesa. 

Sajs  he: 

Tbe  randsBentsl  boaineas  of  the  eoontry — that  Is,  prodnctton  and 
dUtrtlmtlon  of  conuaodltlfls.  la  oa  •  aound  and  proaperoua  baala. 

And  I  desire  to  point  out  that  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  Doctor  Klein,  wlKMn  tlie  Senator  has  quoted  and 
whose  speech  he  puts  Into  the  Rbcobd,  said  in  that  speech  that 
the  growth  of  tbe  Income  of  the  Nation  and  the  advance  In  the 
well-being  of  Its  business  men.  Its  wape  earners,  and  its  farmers 
during  recent  years  has  not  been  due  to  boom  psychology,  nor 
to  temporary  and  fleeting  causes.  Why,  similar  fine  expres- 
sions regarding  business  pro8{>erlty  and  soundness  were  voiced 
in  tbe  last  utterances  of  the  ex-Presldent  of  the  United  States, 
Mr.  (Vxilidge.  There  has  not  been  a  speech  made  in  any  cam- 
paign since  I  bet*ame  of  voting  Hge  by  any  Republican  leader  of 
this  country  who  has  not  tried  to  impress  upon  his  audience 
tliat  having  the  Republican  Party  In  power  Insures  stability  of 
business  and  the  maintenance  of  prosperity,  and  that  If  the 
r>ei»<xTiits  get  in  everything  will  go  to  the  "demnitlon  bow- 
wows." 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robiksoiv]  stated  that 
tbrtmgbout  Indiana  In  his  last  carapaign.  I  heard  It  over  the 
radio  and  read  It  in  the  papers  everywhere ;  and  we  all  know — 
thmigh  I  dislike  even  to  give  a  partisan  tinge  to  the  discus- 
sion— that  If  (Jovemor  Smith  had  been  elected  and  we  had  been 
In' power,  and  this  catastrophe  had  come,  there  would  have  been 
s|teeches,  t  d  I  imagine  that  my  friend  from  Indiana  would 
have  led  In  the  chorus,  saying  "  We  told  you  so !  We  said  that 
the  Democrats  did  not  have  sufficient  qualities  of  statesmauahlp 
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t  >  run  the  Government  If  they  had  Just  lifted  their  finger,  if 
t  ley  had  Just  consulted  with  these  powers  that  be  in  New  York, 
\e  would  not  have  had  this  terrible  situation.  Stocks  would 
rot  have  gone  down;  but  it  is  the  natural  sequence  that  fol- 
1  >wed  the  acquisition  of  power  by  the  Dem(x:ratic  Party."  And 
jet  because  the  leader  of  the  Democratic  forces  in  this  body 
mvea  voice  to  fine  expressions  of  statesmanship,  and  says,  too, 
li  order  to  restore  confidence,  that  stocks  will  climb  back  to 
t  leir  real  values,  the  Senator  from  Indiana  utilixes  an  hour  of 
tie  Senate's  time  In  condemnation  and  criticism  of  John  J. 
I  aakob. 

Let  us  get  at>out  our  business.  Let  us  hope,  as  Democrats  and 
Hepublicans,  that  the  situation  will  improve,  not  only  in  New 
Mork  but  throughout  the  country,  and  that  stock  prices  will 
r»pre8ent  real  values,  and  let  us  hesitate  to  do  anything  that 
V'ill  emlmrrass  or  confuse  the  situation  at  this  particular  time. 

Mr,  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  I  desire  to  congratulate  the 
flenatw  from  Utah  [Mr,  Smoot]  on  the  valuable  assistance 
rendered  by  the  Setuitor  from  Indiana  I  Mr,  HoBinaoM]  in  »c- 
c  iring  the  early  passage  of  the  tariff  bill.  1  am  serious  ab^mt 
t  lat.  Mr,  Pntsident  l>ec'auae  If  we  are  force<I  to  listen  to  a  fow 
t  lore  fnlmluatlouM  like  that  which  emanated  from  the  feiefiator 
from  Indiana  to-day  we  shall  all  be  willing  to  vote  on  this  bill 
(JU  tbe  theory  that  aelf-preservatiun  Is  tin*  firat  law  of  nature, 

Mr.  PreMideui.  I  do  not  desire  to  wuMte  any  time  in  replying 
tf)  the  NOggcstion,  brilliant  though  it  is.  that  the  stock  crash 
uring  the  last  week  or  10  days  is  attributable  to  John  J.  Rae- 
ob  atid  King  George.  I  do  not  profess  to  know  what  was 
esponslbie  for  tlie  stock  crash.  I  Join  with  every  sincere  man 
nd  woman  In  regretting  the  stupendous  losses  that  were  suf- 
ed  by  men  and  women  who  were  tbe  victims.    But  the  Sena- 

r  from  Indiana,  in  his  effort  to  exculpate — IX  that  word  is 

oper  in  the  circumstances — those  who  have  been  responsible 
•  or  the  Government  of  the  United  States  during  the  last  few 
:  ears  from  any  responsibility  for  the  events  which  have  led  up 

0  this  crash,  has  8i>ught  to  lay  reeixmslbility  on  the  party  that 
B  not  in  power,  becau.se  the  man  who  happens  to  be  chairman 
•f  its  national  committee  has  been  a  great  investor,  we  are  told. 

)  ind  has  grown  rich  by  his  ability  In  industry. 

It  would  be  Just  as  fair  to  charge  any  Meml)er  of  the  S«iate 
vlth  responsibility  for  the  defeat  of  some  ambitious  young 
politician  because  he  went  out  and  sought  to  acquire  a  seat  in 
he  Senate  of  the  United  States  l)ecause  he  admired  the  per- 
brmances  of  some  Member  of  this  body. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson],  In  his  statement 
he  other  day,  said  nothing  that  could  have  been  construed  into 

1  condemnation  of  any  policy  or  act  of  this  administration  or 
I  >f  President  H<X)ver  in  bringing  about  this  unfortunate  financial 
iiltnation  in  the  stock  market,  unless  it  might  have  been  his 

'eference  to  the  statement  issued  on  last  Saturday  morning  or 
riday  evening  by  the  President. 

Mr.  President  why  did  the  President  of  the  United  States 

ue  that  statement?  I  have  here  the  Washington  Post  which 
s  not  tuifriendly  to  the  admlnLstratlon,  and  its  leading  editorial 

turday,  October  26,  was  based  upon  a  statement  Just  Issued 
y  the  Pre8i<lent  I  will  not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  read 
t  all,  but  I  will  quote  from  it    The  title  of  the  editx>rlal  la 

und  Conditions.    I  read: 

President  Hoover  has  taken  timely  and  wholesome  action  by  Inform- 
ag  the  people  that  tbe  fundamental  business  conditions  of  the  country 
lire  soond,  thereby  checking  unwarranted  Interpretations  of  tbe  slump 
n  the  atock  market. 

I  do  not  criticiie  the  President  for  Issuing  that  statement. 

I  am  willing  to  accord  to  him  the  belief  that  he  thought  tbe 

conditions  of  hysteria  and  panic  which  then  prevailed  justified 

[be  Issuance  of  the  statement.     I  am  Inclined  to  l)elieve  that 

hey  did  justify  the  Issuance  of  a  statement  from  the  President 

it  the  United  States.     But  it  will  be  Idle  for  the  Senator  from 

ndiana   [Mr.  Robinson]  or  for  any  other  Senator  to  contend 

hat  the  President's  statement  Issued  on  last  Saturday  morning 

vas  not  precipitated  by  the  crash  in  the  New  York  stock  market, 

ivhlch  It  was  Intended  at  least  to  reverse,  if  possible.     Other- 

ivlse  there  would  have  Xteen  no  occasion  to  issue  a  statement  re- 

issurlng  the  country  that  business  conditions  were  sound.     I 

luote  further  from  the  editorial: 

There    Is    no    valid    reason    for    associating    the    collapse    of    certain 

market  prices   with   suggestions  of  an  unhealthy   business  condition   In 

he  country,  according  to  the  unmistakable  purport  of  the  l*reBi<ient'i 

itatement.     Mo  man  or  woman  who  ia  working  and  not  speculating  baa 

my  eauae  to  worry. 

Then  the  editorial  goes  on  at  some  length  to  describe  the  con- 
litions,  and  without  reatling  it  I  ask  that  It  may  be  printed 
n  full  at  this  point  iii  my  remarlLs. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
{Hinted  In  the  Rexxwd,  as  follows: 

[From  the  Washington  Post,  Saturday,  October  26.  1929] 

SOCND    CONDITIONS 

President  Hoover  has  taken  timely  and  wholesome  action  by  laform- 
ing  tbe  people  that  the  fundamental  basineas  conditions  of  the  eoontry 
are  aound,  ttowreby  chocking  on  warranted  Interpretations  of  tha  slump 
In  tbe  stock  market. 

There  Is  no  valid  reason  for  associating  the  collapse  of  certain  market 
prices  with  sugKeatlons  of  an  unhealthy  business  condition  in  the  coun- 
try, according  to  tbe  unmistakable  purport  of  the  Presldent'a  atate- 
ment.  No  man  or  woman  who  la  working  and  not  apeculatlng  has  any 
cause  to  worry. 

Mr.  Hoover  points  out  that  the  prodnction  and  distribution  of  eom- 
Bio<lltl«'H  Is  on  a  aoand  and  prosperous  basis  and  that  tiM  average  prieea 
•f  comBMidlttM  have  not  Increased,  despite  tb«  fact  that  prodoetioo  <ukd 
eonsaaiptlon  arc  at  high  l«v«la. 

With  tbe  coat  of  llviog  stabilized  at  a  time  when  wagrs  show  a 
tendency  to  Increase,  and  with  the  output  p«r  worker  also  Incrvaalnc, 
tber*  are  rellabi*  IndlcatloBa  of  what  tiw  Prealdeot  dcMribe*  a*  "a 
bealtby  condition." 

Tlie  I'rtHildrat  flnda  that  blgta  Intcrsst  rstss  tndneed  bf  stock  •pecula- 
tion have  to  some  extent  affects  tb«  cooatroctlon  and  bulhUng  ladas' 
trie*,  and  he  atao  flnda  that  a  temporary  drop  In  grata  prloes  baa  eolii- 
ddad  •ympatbi'tlcally  wltb  •tock.market  dacllnea.  But  this  is  recanted 
as  of  secondary  Importance,  altboagb  It  carries  a  plain  warning  against 
I  be  inevitable  evils  of  nnnvtratned  speculation. 

With  a  wholesome  condition  of  business  and  a  continoed  prenUam  on 
every  man's  boneat  day's  work  there  la  every  reason  for  confidence. 
Tbe  country  aa  a  whole  need  not  be  distnrbed  over  flnctoationa  to 
Inflated  prices  on  the  atock  naarket. 

As  might  have  been  expected,  the  stock  market  flurry  brought  a  aog- 
gestion  of  a  senatorial  InTcatlgatlon.  Fortunately,  this  la  not  taken 
seriously.  Stock  apeenlatlon  ia  meeting  a  mora  telling  rebuke  than 
politicians  could  administer. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  Pre&ldent,  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  BoBiNHON]  has  undertaken  to  create  the  Impression  that 
by  no  act  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  by  no  statement  he 
ever  made,  and  that  by  no  statement  ever  issued  by  Mr. 
Coolidge,  were  men  encouraged  to  speculate  in  the  stock  market. 
The  so-called  Coolidge  bull  market  began  after  the  election  of 
1924.  It  was  assumed  by  those  who  were  Interested  in  the 
prices  of  Industrial  stocks  that  the  election  of  Mr.  Coolidge 
foreshadowed  an  era  in  which  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  would  keep  its  hands  entirely  aloof  from  business  trans- 
actions or  financial  manipulation. 

Ba.sed  upon  that  beliei,  which  was  probably  well  founded, 
there  began  immediately  after  the  election  of  1924  what  has 
become  known  as  the  Coolidge  bull  market  From  that  day 
until  the  day  when  the  Coolidge  administration  retired  from 
oflSce  there  was  scarcely  a  day,  week,  or  month  when  there  was 
a  serious  slump  in  the  prices  of  industrial  stocks  In  the  United 
States  that  did  not  bring  forth  a  statement  from  the  Secretary 
of  tlie  Treasury  reassuring  the  country  that  there  was  no  reason 
for  the  decline  in  the  value  of  industrial  stocks. 

Some  months  ago,  when  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  was 
popularly  supposed  to  be  in  a  deadlock  as  to  whether  rediscount 
rates  should  be  Increased  in  order  that  market  si)eculatlon 
might  be  curbed,  in  order  that  brokers'  loans  might  be  held 
down,  it  was  a  common  rumor.  If  not  an  open  secret  tliat  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was  exerting  his  full  power  in  the 
Federal  Reserve  Board  to  prevent  the  increase  of  rediscount 
rates  to  such  an  extent  that  It  was  a  common  rumor  months 
before  the  rediscount  rate  was  finally  raised  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  had  threatened  to  resign  if  the  Federal 
Reserve  Board  increased  rediscount  rates  from  5  to  6  per  cent 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  RomNsoN]  had  these  things 
in  mind  when  he  issued  the  statement  the  other  day  charging 
at  least  a  portion  of  the  responsibility  for  the  orgy  of  specula- 
tion In  which  people  have  indulged  to  the  attitude  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  former  President. 

Mr.  President,  there  appeared  to-day  in  the  New  York  World 
an  editorial  which  I  shall  read,  because  it  is  brief.  It  sets  forth 
the  incidents  about  which  I  am  talking.  The  title  of  this 
editorial  is  "That  Coolidge-Mellon  Market"  I  read  from  the 
editorial : 

Senator  Robinson  of  Arkansas  makes  tbe  point  that  if  tbe  Democrata 
bad  l)een  in  power  when  tbe  stampede  on  tlie  stock  exchange  occurred 
"  tbe  ruinous  results  would  have  been  charged  by  Republican  leaden  to 
tbe  financial  policies  of  the  administration." 

No  man  can  deny  that  statement,  not  even  the  Senator  from 
Indiana.  The  charge  would  have  been  made  regardless  of  the 
fact  that  Congress  might  not  even  have  been  ia  extra  aeaakou,  go 


that  no  legislation  could  have  been  enacted.  No  Executive  polky 
might  have  been  determined  upon.  Yet  the  mere  fact  that  such 
a  crash  might  have  occurred  after  the  inauguration  of  a  Demo- 
cratic admini8trati<Mi  would  have  brought  forth  criticism  much 
more  vicious  and  more  pointed,  no  doubt,  In  their  efforts  to  dis- 
credit the  Democratic  administration  than  have  been  forth- 
coming from  anybody  seeking  to  discredit  the  administration 
now  in  power,  for  nobody  has  done  that     I  quote  further : 

And  so  they  would.  Even  wltb  a  Republican  administration  lo  full 
power  Senator  Watsok  baa  tried  to  place  the  blame  for  the  debacle  on 
the  Democrata  and  Insurgenta.  If  they  had  only  let  Mr.  Grundy  have 
hla  way  aboot  the  tariff  bill,  stock  prlcea,  according  to  bla  theory,  would 
never  have  broken. 

Senator  Robinson  doea  not  blame  the  polldes  of  the  present  admlnio* 
tratlon  for  all  that  baa  recently  happened  In  Wall  Street  The  break 
came  not  becaate  of  this  or  that  thing  done  by  tbe  administration  but 
because  the  boom  bad  been  overdt^ne,  and  It  ia  at  this  point  that  be  finds 
certain  Republican  spokemneo  culpable.  Thprn  la  ample  evidence  te 
support  this  verdict.  During  1927  and  1928  Mr.  Coolidge  or  Srcriury 
Mellon,  and  •omctlmes  both  of  tbem,  repeatedly  eam«  forward  with 
cheerful  ftatements  which  supplied  a  stimulus  to  tbe  stock  market  at 
the  very  moment  It  was  needed.  When  the  market  grew  stale  in  Jan- 
uary, 1927,  Mr.  Mellon  lnj<cl«>d  new  life  Into  it  with  a  blghly  optimistic 
interview,  and  tbe  bull  movrnw-nt  was  soon  under  full  headway  again. 

Every  Senator  oo  this  floor  remembers  that  Interview.  Every 
Senator  oo  this  floor  remembers  that  st<icks  were  aaggiug  at  that 
time,  and  every  Senator  who  kept  In  touch  with  the  financial 
developments  and  the  coarse  of  events  will  recall  that  baj>e<l 
upon  that  optimistic  statement  of  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
the  market  again  started  upward  and  thousands  if  not  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  men  and  women  were  encouraged  to  buy  in  the 
hope  that  a  brief  and  a  favorable  turn  of  the  market  might 
bring  profits  to  their  exdiequer. 

In  March  of  the  same  year  the  market  had  another  period  of  hesi- 
tancy, and  be  applied  the  stimulant  again,  with  tbe  desired  results. 

During  tbe  snmmer  Mr.  Mellon  visited  Europe. 

We  all  remember  that  trip  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
Europe. 

During  the  siunmer  Mr.  Mellon  visited  Europe,  and  in  June  when 
stock  prices  began  to  sag  Mr.  Coolidge  came  to  the  reacue.  And  then 
one  day  early  in  January,  1928,  after  a  sharp  decline  In  stocka  follow- 
ing a  report  of  a  huge  ineieaae  in  brokers'  loaua,  Mr.  Coolidge  amased 
even  Wall  Street  Itself  by  announcing  that  neither  he  nor  Mr.  MelJon 
Miw  any  danger  in  tbe  expansion  of  brokers'  loona.  To  tbe  traders  that 
seemed  almost  too  good  to  be  true.  Prices  not  only  rebounded  bat 
both  the  atock  exchange  and  tbe  cnrb  enjoyed  tbe  moat  active  days  In 
their  history  up  to  that  time.  This  constant  prodding  from  Washing- 
ton played  no  small  part  in  bringing  on  tbe  orgy  of  speculation  which 
has  had  aoch  unfortunate  results  daring  tbe  past  10  daya.  Senator 
Robinson  la  right  in  ascribing  much  of  tbe  responalbillty  to  a  former 
Republican  administration,  and  particularly  to  Mesars.  M'ellon  and 
Coolidge.  The  fault  lies  not  In  the  break  In  the  market — that  had  to 
come — bat  in  tbe  careful  fostering  of  conditlona  which  mode  the  break 
Inevitable. 

Mr.  President,  that  editorial,  I  think.  In  the  restraint  of  Its 
statement  and  the  fairness  of  its  condu.sfons,  sets  forth  com- 
pletely the  situation,  and  the  responsibility  for  it  at  least  in 
part.  Therefore  I  do  not  desire  to  take  any  further  time  of  the 
Senate  In  discussing  It  I  agree  absolutdy  with  the  statements 
it  contains. 

Mr.  JONES.    Mr.  Presitlent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  Just  fdt  that  I  should  say  this :  I  note  that 
in  the  New  York  World  editorial  which  the  Senator  has  read 
certain  remarks  were  attributed  to  the  senior  Senator  from  In- 
diana [Mr.  Watsom].  Of  course,  I  do  not  know  whether  that 
is  correct  or  not ;  but  I  do  know  that  I  have  never  seen  any 
such  remarlcs  attributed  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  and  two 
or  three  Senators  with  whom  I  have  talked  say  they  never  saw 
any  remark.s  of  that  character  attributed  to  him. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  able  to  say  whether  the  Senator 
fnMn  Indiana  said  the  precise  things  set  out  in  the  editorial  or 
not.  I  neither  confirm  nor  deny  the  statement  because  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  JONES.    I  was  very  sure  the  Senator  would  make  that 

of  tit  t^mAfi  t", 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Rixx>b<)  two  editorials  from  the  Baltimore 
Sun,  one  dealing  with  the  President's  statement  of  yesterday  In 
ref««nce  to  the  tariff;  the  other  dealing  with  the  decline  iu  the 
market  I  ask  that  the  one  dealing  with  the  decline  iu  tbe 
stock  market  be  Inserted  in  the  Rboobd  immediately  following 
the  remarks  oX  tbe  Senator  tiom  Kentucky. 
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The  VICl!  PRESTDRNT.    U  therp  objection? 

There  being  no  ol.Jeotlon.  the  editorialw  were  ordered  to  be 
jMrlnted  In  the  Rbcovd.  as  follows: 

(Prom  the  Baltimore  Son,  October  30,  19»1 
A  von  rcDOLXs 

T%«  stodi-marfcet  cmrt  la  obrioualy  the  rewilt  of  many  torwa.  moat 
e(  tbam  tranaitory  and  all  of  tbf'm  combined  Incapable  of  upaettins  the 
Arm  baae  of  pronprrlty.  The  taak  of  uuniTeUng  and  welgliins  all  of 
tbnw  forcea,  which  In  all  their  fury  yesterday  did  not  toach  the  maln- 
aprinsa  of  pro«p«rlty.  la  one  that  wtU  occupy  apeclaUaU  for  many  yeara. 
Aa  aapect  of  trie  cni»h.  hower^r.  that  la  perfectly  obrioua  to  anyone 
who  rt-ada  ia  that  It  la  an  Inerltable  reaction  to  a  conaiatent  poat-war 
Kapabiican  policy  of  pumplnjt  artificial  atimuIanU  Into  the  economic 
ayatem. 

Throairhont  the  Coolldite  ndmlnlatratlon  •tatemanta  were  conalateniiy 
glren  off  from  tbe  White  llouw  and  the  Treasury  which  served  to  arouae 
popatar  enthoalaam  for  Btock  upeculatlon.  With  tbe  hlglieat  offlcera  of 
the  FHJeral  Oovfmm«>nt  playing  auch  a  rOle  it  waa  incTltable  that 
people  generally  should  hf  taken  with  the  atock-gambttng  feyer.  The 
reaalta  are  at  preaent  b»'lng  painfully  recorded.  To  hla  credit  It  can  l>e 
aatd  that  Prealdent  Hooyer  ban  not  i4ayed  the  rOle  of  •  come-on  man 
for  tt>e  Btockbrokers.  He  baa  confined  hla  obaervatlona  on  the  economic 
condition*  of  the  country  to  baaic  conaiderations  of  trade  and  Induatry, 
and  baa  not  ua<^  the  White  Huua**  to  broadcaat  atock-market  tipa. 

At  the  exact  time,  hownrer,  when  we  are  witneaaing  the  coUapae  of 
•  apecutatlTe  atructure  in  atocka,  pumped  up  to  dlasy  heighta  with 
Bepobllean  atatesmen  at  tbe  pump  handlea.  the  KepuUlcan  admlnlatra- 
tton  la  actlYely  engaged  tn  Inflating  another  part  of  the  economic  atruc- 
ture.  Tba  Federal  Farm  Board,  an  agency  of  Hoover  design  and  com- 
posed of  Hoover  appointeiea,  daring  recent  daya  baa  committed  the 
Federal  Government  to  the  task  of  fixing  wheat  and  cotton  pricee  at 
levala  higher  tlian  tboae  exlating  In  a  market  free  from  Government 
manipulation. 

With  tiie  Uovernment  definitely  committed  to  a  program  of  price  boost- 
ing for  agriculture,  there  ia  one  basis  for  a  speculative  boom.  Such  a 
boom  in  not  at  all  likely  to  materialise  aoou.  Agriculture  atlll  haa  too 
much  to  reclaliQ  out  of  the  wrvckai;e  of  ita  last  apeculative  Joy  ride, 
diaaatroaaly  concluded  in  1920,  to  become  a  "  blue  chip "  in  the  near 
future.  Th«-  fact  remains,  however,  the  Government  ia  opening  tbe  way 
to  what  might  become  a  speculative  «prec  by  providing  artificial  atimulus 
to  a  great  induatry. 

Because  the  United  States  haa  auch  enormooa  economic  atrength  ita 
Tltahty  thue  far  has  mtt  been  dangeroualy  sapped  by  speculative 
aprees.  But  auch  sprees  are  groasly  wasteful,  consume  resources  far 
better  devoted  to  oonatructlve  projecta,  and  carry  great  personal 
diaaater  in  their  wake. 

If  they  were  purely  the  product  of  an  anquench«l>le  American  thirst 
(or  gambllBg.  they  would  have  to  l>e  written  off  aa  a  product  of  a  quaint 
human  nature,  to  be  treated  only  by  Individual  connae).  Tbe  fact  la, 
however,  that  under  recent  KepubUcan  admlni»trationa.  profesBlng  to  be 
peculiarly  aloof  fmm  paternalism,  tbe  Government  has  taken  a  direct 
Iwad  in  the  promotion  of  speculation.  It  did  it  la  the  atock  market,  and 
■ow  It  ia  pumping  atimulants  Into  agriculture. 

In  other  words,  xince  the  war  tbe  Kepublican  Party,  deserting  ail  its 
long-profeiuM-d  prtnriplea.  has  become  an  economic  dope  peddler.  That 
fact  should  not  be  lost  alght  of  in  the  confuaion  tiiat  attenda  tlie  ending 
of  the  latest  and  largest  stock-market  spree. 

[Prom  the  Baltimore  Snn,  November  1,  19291 

MR.    HOOVSa'S    STATBMBNT 

It  la  Impoaaible  to  describe  Preaident  Hoover's  stateaient  on  the  tariff 
yesterday  aa  other  than  t>o  many  paragraphs  of  nonsense. 

If  Mr.  Hoover  sought  to  use  the  White  House  sounding  board  to 
Make  a  partisan  arsument  to  the  country  that  tlie  Democrats  and  insur- 
gents who  have  opposed  the  Smo<»t  Hawley  bill  have  Improperly  delayed 
coaaideration  and  action,  h^  tritied  with  tbe  intelligence  of  the  country. 
The  MO  haa  not  t>een  improperly  delayed,  and  everyl>ody,  including  the 
Preaideat,  kaowa  thia  to  be  true.  Mr.  Hoover  apeaks  of  the  bill  hav- 
ing beea  in  tbe  hands  of  tbe  innate  since  June.  But  he  well  knows 
tiMt  it  waa  late  in  August  before  the  Finance  Committee,  controlled  by 
his  party  and  hia  followera,  presented  the  measure  to  the  Senate.  It 
haa  been  open  to  discoaaion  on  the  fioor  for  approximately  two  months — 
little  eno«igh  time  for  such  a  sweeping  revision  aa  has  been  attempted, 
little  enough  time  In  comparison  with  other  tariff  debates  in  the  Senate. 

It  Mr.  Hoover  was  not  using  the  Wliite  House  sounding  board  S::  a 
merely  partisan  attein|>t  to  score  oo  the  Democrata,  if  he  waa  actually 
making  an  effort  to  bring  about  the  paasage  of  tbe  Smoot-Hawley  bill 
bj  the  Senate  within  two  weeks,  his  at.ttement  waa  equally  nonsensical. 
Tbs  Prcaldeat'a  prestige  with  the  country  is  very  great  But  it  Is  not 
gtsat  cnongh  to  crowd  through  this  bill  In  a  fortnight.  So  far  as  tbe 
flmstBi  to  coacemed,  the  DenM>crata  and  Inaurgeats  who  have  baited  the 
grab  thai  ease  trum  the  House  and  from  the  majority  of  the  Finance 
Coawtittea  are  still  la  eoatroL     So  ter  sa  the  puhUc  Is  eoaccmed,  s*e 
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■  lay  quote  Mr.  Mark   SuUivan,   who  cerUinly  is  not  an  enemy  of  the 

Joover     administration.     Writing     only     yesterday     In     the     stanchly 

epublican  »w  York  Hirald  Tribune  of  the  publics  attitude,  Mr.  Sul- 

van  said:  "These  reports  say  the  bill  Is  damned  equally  by  tboae  who 

(Understand  It.  or  think  they  do.  and  by  those  who  do  not." 

There  ia  no  trouble  in  understanding  that  Mr.  Ho<»ver  ia  disturbed  by 
le  develoiimenta  in  the  Senate's  debate  on  the  Uriff  bill.  Ue  called 
^ongreaa  Into  apetial  session  to  enact  leglsUtion  for  the  relief  of  the 
rmer.  This  legislation  was  to  take  two  forms.  One  was  tbe  measure 
ietting  up  a  great  revolving  fund  to  be  loaned  to  cooperatives.  The 
(ther  was  to  be  a  revision  upward  in  the  tariff  rates  on  agricultural 
<ommodities — a  dubious  undertaking,  but  one  the  farmers  wanted  and 
dne  Mr.  Hoover  had  pledged.  Mr.  Hoover  is  in  very  grave  danger  of 
lulling  to  redeem  his  tariff  pledge  to  the  farmers,  and  of  having  the 
iiane  run  into  tbe  congressional  campaign  which  will  open  within  a 
lew  months.  In  addition,  he  ia  within  a  hair's  breadth  of  one  of  tbe 
iioat  embarrassing  upsets  In  the  Senate  any  of  the  Presidents  haa 
Inown.  The  feeble  Mr.  Coolidge  knew  nothing  in  the  first  year  of  his 
(erm  like  the  threatened  debacle  in  the  Senate.  It  is  being  compared 
irlth  Woodrow  Wilson's  defeat.  But  that  occurred  at  tbe  end  of  Mr. 
'  ITilson's  second  term  and  when  he  waa  physically  flat  on  his  back,  a 
ft  rick  en  man. 

The  solid  grounds  for  Mr.  Hoover's  perturbation  may  well  be  con- 
(feded.  But  when  he  aeeks  relief,  he  should  turn  not  to  a  partisan 
maneuver  against  the  Democrats.  He  should  look  squarely  at  his  own 
■eeponsibillty.  He  said,  in  outlining  tariff  legislation  to  this  session  of 
Congress,  that  revision  of  ratea  applying  to  industries  should  be  limited 
o  those  which  are  suffering  "  slackening  of  activity  "  and  "  insurmouut- 
iWe  competition."  And  it  is  known.  It  has  been  demonstrated  over  and 
>ver  again,  that  the  Smoot-Uawley  bill  gives  additional  tariff  aubsidiea 
to  concerns  that  have  been  breaking  all  records  in  profits.  Mr.  Hoover 
s  In  trouble  because  he  has  stood  by  in  silence  while  his  party  flouted 
lis  own  p^ofe8^^♦'d  principles.  He  could  Intervine  in  a  congressional  de- 
bate in  behalf  of  the  flexible  tariff,  but  not  for  honest  indu.strial  rates. 
He  could  Intervene  in  a  congressional  debate  against  the  farmers'  de- 
benture, but  not  for  honest  Industrial  rates. 

Mr.  Hoover,  in  his  atatement  ytxterday,  offered  aa  an  excuse  for  his 
liilence  that  he  could  not  be  expected  to  pass  on  rates  for  thousands 
of  commodities.  That  also  Is  nonsensical.  It  is  the  kind  of  thing  a 
man  aays  when  he  does  not  wish  to  act.  In  the  first  place,  Mr.  Hoover 
has  at  hla  elbow  the  machinery  by  which  he  could  obtain  Information  on 
all  rates  as  fast  as  the  Senate.  In  the  second  place,  Mr.  Hoover  can 
form  Judgment  upon  Industrial  rates  as  well  to-d:iy  as  he  could  If  and 
when  a  completed  tariff  bill  were  presented  to  him.  Is  the  country  to 
believe  that,  in  the  event  Mr.  Hoover's  party  could  have  its  way  in  Con- 
gress, he  would  sign  any  tariff  bill  submitted  to  him  .simply  because  he 
felt  that  he  could  not  pass  on  thousands  of  rates?  Is  that — a  man 
with  hla  hands  down— what  the  country  has  to  expect  from  the  great 
bualnees  executive  voted  Into  the  White  House  last  year? 

There  is  a. suggestion  in  this  strange  statement  of  yesterday  that  Mr. 
Hoover  may  really  believe  that  amaxing  course  would  be  proper.  He 
talka  of  the  Imposaiblllty  of  bis  passing  on  the  rates.  He  talks  of  the 
difficulty  the  Senate  has  had  with  rates,  as  shown  In  thr  protractwl 
debate.  Then  he  talks  of  the  beauty  of  the  flexible-tariff  plan — that 
gorgeous  system  which,  as  Mr.  Hoover's  friend,  Alfred  P.  Dennis,  of  the 
Tariff  Commission,  has  explained,  does  flex,  but  only  upward.  Assum- 
ing this  part  of  the  Hoover  statement  to  have  any  real  meaning,  the 
only  conclusion  from  It  must  be  that  any  sort  of  a  tariff  hill  may  be 
passed  by  Congress  and  any  sort  of  a  tariff  bill  may  be  signed  by  the 
President,  provided  only  that  the  I'resldent  may  subsequently  revise  the 
ratea  at  will.  And  if  that  means  anything.  It  means  that  Congress  shall 
go  through  the  constitutional  motions  of  representing  the  people  In  the 
levying  of  taxes,  but  that  actual  power  to  tax  shall  rest  in  one  man — 
Herbert    Hoover. 

It  Is  not  necessary  to  argue  the  vice  of  any  such  surrender  of  con- 
stitutional power  by  Congress.  But  if  It  were  necessary,  one  could 
turn  to  the  speech  of  Mr.  Hoover  In  the  1928  campaign,  in  which  he 
sonorously  declared  that  the  American  people  will  never  delegate  power 
over  the  tariff  sy.>*tem  to  any  commission  save — to  u.se  hie  own  woirts — 
the  great  commission  of  their  own  choosing,  tbe  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

CAIX  OF  THE  BOLL 

Mr.  SMITH  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina yMd  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dues  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  yield  for  that  purpo.«e,  provided  I  do  not  lose 
the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Setretary  wiU  call  the  roll. 

The  lesifdative  clerk  called  the  roU,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Alien 

Ashurst 

Barkiey 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

D I  ease 

Borah 

Brat ton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Brouaaard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Copeland 

Couaens 

Cutting 

Deneen 

Bdge 

Fess 


Fletcher 

Frailer 

George 

GlUett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Goff 

Goldsboroofh 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Bastings 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Rebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 


ShortrldflS 

Simmons 

Smith 

Bmoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Trammell 

Tydlnga 

Vandenberc 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Wahih,  Mont. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Jones 

Kean 

Kendrldc 

Keyea 

Mckellar 

McNarr 

Metcalf 

Moses 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Patterson 

IMne 

IMttman 

Kansdell 

Reed 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Schall 

Sbeppard 

Mr,  SCHALL.  I  shoukl  like  to  announce  that  my  colleague 
[Mr.  SHipeTVAo]  is  still  detained  from  the  Senate  by  Illness. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Vandenbixo  In  the  Aair). 
Eighty-two  Senators  have  answered  to  their  names.  A  quorum 
is  present 

PAKMOUS    NATIONAL  OKAIR   COBFOILATIOIf 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  through  the  cooperation  of  the 
Federal  Farm  Board  and  the  cooperative  grain-handling  asso- 
ciations and  the  national  farm  organizations,  the  Farm«« 
National  Grain  Corporation  has  just  been  organized  and  Incor- 
porated. 

This  is  the  first  big  step  toward  solving  the  farm  problem 
for  the  producers  of  grain,  including  wheat,  under  the  new 
agricultural  marketing  act.  Of  course,  it  Is  an  experiment,  as 
is  the  agricultural  marketing  act,  but  it  is  an  exr)eriment  that 
promises  much  for  the  future. 

In  asking  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  In  the  Rec(«d 
statements  from  the  Federal  Farm  Board  and  also  a  copy  of 
the  articles  of  incorporation  of  the  Farmers  National  Grain 
Corporation,  I  desire  to  approve  this  step  taken  by  the  board 
and  to  express  the  hope  that  It  will  be  of  material  benefit  to 
the  wheat  growers  and  other  grain  growers  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Presddent,  I  send  to  the  desk  a  copy  of  statements  Issued 
by  the  Farm  Board  under  date  of  October  28  and  29,  and  also 
a  copy  of  the  articles  of  incorporation  of  the  Farmers  NatltHial 
Grain  Corporation  and  ask  that  they  be  printed  in  the  Rexx>bd 
in  connection  with  these  remarka 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  la  as  follows: 

With  the  filing  of  articles  of  Incorporation  at  Wilmington.  Del., 
to-day  the  Farmers  National  Grain  Corporation,  a  central  marketing 
agency  for  tbe  grain  cooperatives  of  the  United  States,  came  Into  legal 
existence,  with  headquarters  In  Chicago.  This  is  the  first  natioaal 
commodity  cooperative  sales  association  to  be  set  up  under  tbe  guid- 
ance of  the  Federal  Farm  B<iard.  Similar  organisations  for  the  wool 
and  mohair  and  livestock  cooperatives  are  in  the  process  of  formation 
and  will  be  completed  at  an  early  date.  Organization  of  tbe  coopera- 
tives baadling  other  eoannodities  on  natioaal  or  regional  lines,  depend- 
ent upon  the  particular  commodity,  is  being  fostered  by  the  Farm  Board 
In  the  hope  that  they,  too,  will  put  themselves  in  position  to  take  full 
advantage  of  the  provisions  of  the  agricultural  marketing  act. 

The  Farmers  National  Grain  Corporation  is  organised  on  a  strictly 
cooperative  basis,  which  will  make  nse — to  tbe  greatest  extent  pos- 
sible— of  all  exlatlng  farmer-owned  grain -marketing  ftecilities.  The 
organisation  will  have  adequate  capital,  and  if  given  the  support  of 
existing  farmer-owned  grain-marketing  aasociatlons  will  handle  annually 
a  volume  considerably  in  excess  of  600,000,000  bushels  of  ail  grains. 
General  and  active  management  of  the  corporation  will  be  In  tbe  hands 
of  a  general  manager,  who,  the  by-laws  provide,  "  shall  be  a  person 
acceptable  to  the  said  Federal  F&na  Board." 

TtlB  corporation  provides  a  medium  throng  which  the  Federal  Farm 
Board  may  make  loans  to  cooperative  grain-marketing  associations, 
both  for  current  marketing  purposes  and  for  the  acquirement  of  physi- 
cal facilities.  Such  an  orKaniaatlon,  If  properly  managed  and  properly 
supported  by  tbe  farmer-owned  grain -marketing  associations,  should 
not  only  reduce  local  and  terminal  marketing  costs,  and  eliminate 
much  waste  In  marketing,  but  also  ahotild  exert  a  strong  Influence 
toward  greater  market-price  stabilisation. 

Tbe  Farmers  National  Grain  Corporation  provides  a  plan  whereby 
farmers  may  extend  their  cooperative  grain-marketing  activities  on 
extensive  scale  into  the  domestic  terminal  and  export  nurkets.  The 
plan  which  has  been  provided  la  the  result  of  conscientious  effort  on 
the  part  of  a  committee  representing  all  types  of  existing  fanner- 
owt>ed  grain-marketing  agencies.  Great  pains  have  been  taken  to 
Insure  that  the  provisions  are  essentially  fair  to  all  tTpee  of  grain- 
marketing  associations  and  provision  has  been  made  for  tusnrtng  fair 
representation  for  all  associations  In  accordance  with  the  relative 
volume  of  business  and  support  which  they  give  to  the  corporation  in 


tatnro  years.  Bsst  of  all.  It  provides  a  means  whereby  the  grain 
producers  may  help  themselves  through  their  own  efforta  rather  tliaa 
by  receiving  what  might  be  termed  a  direct  "  dole "  out  of  public 
funds.  With  these  provisions  the  new  corporation  has  a  splendid 
opportunity  for  accompltahlng  worth-while  resulta  for  grain  produci^rs 
and  should  receive  th«  full  support  of  all  exlstinc  farmer-owned  grain- 
marketing  associations. 

At  the  call  of  the  Federal  Farm  Board  52  representatives  of  36 
farmer-owned  grain-marketing  associations  met  In  Chicago  Jnly  26  as 
the  flrst  step  in  the  organisation  of  the  corporation.  An  organisation 
committee  of  16  members  waa  created  and  met  with  tbe  Farm  Board 
In  Chicago  late  in  Aognst,  at  which  time  a  subcommittee  of  S  members 
waa  designated  to  draft  artidss  of  Incorporation  and  by-lawa  This 
subcommittee  conferred  with  the  Farm  Board  In  Chicago  early  ta 
October  and  again  in  Washington  two  weeks  later,  when  complete 
agreement  was  reached  on  the  details  of  organisation.  The  subcom- 
mittee made  Its  final  report  to  tbe  organisatiou  committee  In  Chicago 
October  25  aad  the  articles  of  incorporation  and  by-lavrs  were  formally 
adopted  and  ordered  flled. 

Tbe  corporation  has  an  authorized  capital  stock  of  $10,000,000  and 
no  patronage  dividends  will  be  distributed  until  the  cspital  and  surplus 
total  $20,000,000.  Dividends  on  all  stocks  will  be  Umlted  to  8  per 
cent  Stock  may  be  subscribed  for  only  by  fanner  elevator  aasocia- 
tlons, farmer-owned  grain  sales  agencies,  and  growers'  grsin  pools  upon 
the  minimum  basis  of  one  $100  share  for  each  2,000  bushels  of  sll  grains 
handled  by  tbe  association.  Stock  may  be  paid  for  in  full  or  on  terma. 
If  purchased  on  tenna,  10  per  cent  must  be  paid  down,  and  the  balance 
covered  by  five  notes  of  equal  amoont,  one  of  which  is  payable  annually. 

Only  associations  meeting  the  provisions  of  tbe  Capper-Volstead  Act 
may  subscribe  for  the  capital  atock  of  the  corporation.  Tbe  main  pro- 
visions of  this  act  are  : 

First  That  the  membership  shall  be  made  ap  of  agricultural  pro* 
ducers; 

Second.  That  tbe  aasoclatlon  must  be  operated  for  tbe  aotnitl  benefit 
of  its  members ; 

Third.  That  tbe  association  does  not  do  more  bosiness  with  non- 
members  than  with  members ;  and 

Fourth.  The  association  must  conform  to  one  of  tlie  following: 
Either  that  it  follow  the  principle  of  one  vote  per  member,  or  else 
dividends  on  capital  stock  must  be  limited  to  8  per  cent. 

At  the  present  time,  according  to  records  in  the  division  of  coopera- 
tive marketing,  Federal  Farm  Board,  about  M  per  cent  of  all  farmers' 
elevators  In  tbe  United  States  now  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this 
act  In  addition,  a  very  large  proportion  of  tbe  tarmers'  elevator  asso- 
ciations which  do  not  now  comply  with  the  provisions  of  tbe  set  can 
do  so  by  changing  one  or  more  of  tbe  provisions  in  their  by-laws. 

The  corporation  will  have  1ft  directors,  7  of  whom  shall  be  selected 
by  the  famers'  etevator  associations,  6  by  the  farmer-owned  grain  sales 
agencies,  5  by  the  growers'  grain  pools,  and  1  each  by  the  American 
Farm  Bnreaa  Federation  and  the  National  Orange,  Patrons  of  Hus- 
bandry. With  the  exception  of  tbe  Inoorpoiatlng  directors,  and  part  ot 
the  first  board,  each  director  will  hold  oOee  (or  a  term  of  three  years. 
The  territory  within  which  the  corporation  will  operate  Is  to  be  divided 
into  five  districta  and  directors  from  any  district  will  be  nominated  by 
tbe  type  of  association  which  they  represent  which  nomination  will  be 
aqnivalent  to  election  at  the  annual  meeting  of  stockholders  in  April 
of  each  year.  Provlslou  Is  made  for  rcapportlonaent  of  directors  froB 
time  to  time  as  Inequalities  develop. 

In  making  arrangementa  to  handle  the  grain  of  Its  stockholding  mttm- 
hers  the  corporation  may  boy  the  grain  or  handlct  It  on  a  brokerage 
basis.  The  corporation  will  undertake  to  assist  and  strengthen  ita 
stockholding  member  aasociatlons,  but  when  doplicatlon  of  effort  or 
wastefal  practices  exist  attempt  will  be  made  to  eliminate  such  waste 
•8  soon  as  practicable. 

The  following  statement  was  Issued  In  Chicago  Batnrday,  October  26, 
by  tbe  new  Farmers  National  Grain  Corporatioa : 

"Articles  of  incorporation  and  by-laws  of  the  Fanners  National  Grain 
Corporation  have  been  unanimously  adopted  by  tbe  organisation  com- 
mittee of  16  members  selected  several  weeks  ago  by  grain  growertf* 
representatives  throughout  the  United  States.  Tbe  articles  will  be  re- 
leased to  the  public  in  Washington,  D.  C,  Immediately  after  they  are 
flled.  Tbe  following  oflScers  have  been  elected  by  tbe  incorporating  bosrd 
of  direeten : 

*'  S.  J.  Cottlngton,  president.  Stanhope,  Iowa  ;  C.  B.  Huff,  vloe  presi- 
dent Sallna,  Kans. ;  L.  E.  Webb,  secretary-treasurer.  Dodge  City,  Kana. 

"  Below  are  the  names  of  tbe  executive  committee  menrbers: 

"  J.  J.  Knigbt.  Ksnaas  City,  Kana. ;  F.  H.  Sloan,  Sioux  Falla,  B.  Dak. ; 
WUItam  H.  Settle.  Indlanapolla,  Ind. ;  John  Manley.  Bnld.  Okla. 

"The  incorporating  board  of  directors  Is  composed  of  the  foUowtag 
men :  S.  J.  Cottlngton,  Stanhope.  Iowa :  C.  B.  Huff,  Sallna,  Kans. ; 
Ix  B.  Webb.  Dodge  City,  Kana. ;  Willtam  H.  Settle,  Indlanapolia,  Ind. ; 
M.  W.  Thatcher.  St.  Paul.  Minn. ;  George  Dula,  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak. ; 
Bmest  R.  Dowale.  Wichita.  Kans. ;  John  Manley.  Enid.  Okla. ;  H.  O. 
Keeney,  Omaha,  Nebr. ;  B.  G.  IfcCollom.  Indianapolis.  Ind. ;  Lswrenc* 
Farl0<r,  BloomlB«toa,  IlL ;  F.  H.  Sloan,  Bleu  Falls,  8.  Dak. ;  P.  A.  Lee, 
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Grand    Fork*.    N.   D«k. :   8.    H.   Thompron,   C1ilc«go.   lU. ;   L.   J.  T«ber. 
ColiirabuM,  Ohio;  J.  J.  Knigtat,  Kansas  C!ty,  Mo. 

"  Th*  taexlquarten  of  the  Farmers  National  Uraln  Corporatton  will  be 
te  Cblcago." 

CmrrinoATi  or  iJicoaroBATioii  or  Fabmus  National  Giais  ComroBATioii 

ASTICLB    I 

The  name  of  tbU  corporation  is  Fannera  NaUonal  Gr»ln  Corporation. 

AKnCLI  ti 

tta  prlnrlpal  olBce,  In  the  State  of  Delaware.  f«  to  be  located  at  No.  7 
Went  Tenth  «tr»K»t.  in  the  city  of  Wilmington,  county  of  New  Caatle, 
and  the  name  and  addrero  of  ltd  resident  agent  Is  the  Corporation  Trust 
Ca  of  Amerlcfl,  No.  7  West  Tenth  Street,  Wilmington,  DeL 

ABTICLI  III 

The  nature  vl  the  busineiM  and  the  objecu  and  purposea  proposed  to 
be  tmnsBcted.  prompted,  and  carried  on  are  to  do  any  or  all  the  thlnga 
B«>ntioned  aa  fully  and  to  the  same  extent  as  natural  parsons  might  or 
could  do,  rix : 

Macxiux  1.  To  prumote  and  provide  a  medium  for  unity  of  effort  by 
farmera  and  their  aModatlona  In  the  handling  and  marketing  of  wheat 
and  other  grains ;  to  reduce  waste  In  the  marketing  of  grain  and  effect 
ecooumie-s  with  reference  thereto ;  and  to  do  anything  titat  ia  conduclTe 
to  carrylBg  out  the  policy  of  the  Congrcsa  of  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica BUted  in  the  aicricultural  marketing  act,  approved  June  15,  192d 
(Public,  No.  10,  71st  Cong.).  The  word  "grain  "  aa  used  In  this  eer- 
tllicate  shall  include  all  grains  and  fWld  seeds  which  the  Federal  Farm 
Board  hereinafter  mentioned  shall  determine  are  covered  by  said  words. 

Skc.  2.  To  establish,  maintain,  and  provide  faciiitiea  in  any  ^raln 
"market  or  elsewlwre  for  efficiently  and  economically  haadllog  and  mar- 
keting, in  any  capacity  and  on  any  basis  that  asay  be  agreed  upon, 
wheat  and  other  gralBM  ;  tu  prepare,  grade,  tent,  and  mix  the  same  for 
market,  to  buy,  aril,  and  distribute  the  same,  and  to  do  anything  that 
Is  conducive  to  any  of  said  porpow>8. 

8cc.  a.  To  buy  grain  from  its  stockholders  and  others  and  sell  the 
same,  l>at  it  shall  not  deal  In  grain  of  nonstockholders  to  an  amount 
gmter  In  value  than  such  aa  is  haudled  by  It  for  stockholders. 

Sac.  4.  To  enter  Into  contracts,  if  deeme<l  adviaable,  with  stockholders 
or  others  requiring  them  to  market  their  grain  for  a  specified  period  to 
or  through  this  corporation ;  and  to  act  as  agent,  representative,  or 
owner  with  reference  to  wheat  or  other  grain  in  the  handling,  preparing 
tor  market,  and  marketing  of  the  same. 

8ac.  5.  To  lease,  purctiaHe,  or  const  rvct  storage  and  other  physical 
facUitlM  for  the  storing,  handling,  preparing  for  market,  and  marketing 
of  grain,  which  can  not  reasonably  be  provided  through  the  local  or 
rocioi>*l  cooperative  activities  of  stockholders  hereof,  snch  aa  storage 
and  Barketing  facllltiw  for  grain  at  diversion  or  other  poiaatB  and  at 
teralnal  markets. 

tiBC.  «w  To  lead  aMMi«y  In  keeping  with  the  restrlctioas  and  limitations 
preacrihed  ia  said  agrlcolturml  marketlBg  act  to  farmer-owned  grain- 
elevator  aaaodations,  grain-aalea  agencies  and  grain  pools  which  are 
stockholders  hereof,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to  construct  or 
ac<|uire  by  parchase  or  lease  physical  facilities  for  the  storing,  handling, 
preparing  for  oiarket,  and  marketing  of  wheat  and/or  otbsr  grains. 

Hac.  7.  To  lend  moaey  to  farmer-owned  grain-etsvator  assodatlona, 
grsia  sales  agenelea.  and  grain  pools  which  are  stockholders  hereof  to 
anlst  them  In  financing  and  marketing  the  grain  of  their  members  or 
stockholders  sad  to  enable  sach  associations  to  maka  advancea  to  their 
aMBDbera  or  stockholders  on  grain  delivered  by  them ;  bat  no  loan  shall 
be  made  for  any  of  th«  purpoaes  described  in  this  or  the  preceding 
paragraphs,  if  it  is  erldeot  that  to  do  so  wonUl  encourage  inefficient 
•ad/or  uadeairatde  competition  among  or  between  cooparative  asso- 
datloas,  nor  shall  any  such  loan  t>e  made  to  any  association  unleaa  it 
patronises  and  usee  the  marketing  facilities  of  this  corporation. 

Sac.  8.  To  establMi  and  laalntaln  a  departneat  for  edticatiOBal  and 
publicity  purpoaes  which  shall  (a)  prepare  and  dissemlaate  in  formation 
on  agriealtaral  cooperation  and  matters  pertainlnif  thereto ;  provided 
that  ouch  activity  in  any  territory  shall  be  conducted  in  harmony  with 
the  work  of  all  stockholdera  of  this  corporation  operating  in  anch  ter- 
ritory:  (b>  assemMe  and  distribute  information  relative  to  adjusting 
the  production  of  agricultural  products  to  the  prospective  demand 
therefor. 

Set.  !>.  Tn  encourage  the  Improvement  of  business  efficiency  of  asso- 
datlttna  holdlag  stock  herein  by  making  available  to  such  assoclntlons, 
when  desired,  experienced  accountants  and  business  analysts  and  such 
informstion  aa  may  be  of  value  in  this  ct)nnectloa. 

Sac.  10.  To  establish  aad  maintain  a  research  department  (a)  for  the 
purpose  of  assembling,  analysiag.  and  disseminating  statistics  and  other 
taformatloB  relative  to  the  supply  of  agricultural  prodacta  and  the  de- 
saand  for  such  products,  and  in  addition  to  acquire  and  interpret  data 
relative  to  prices :  (b)  to  analyse  and  Interpret  hosiacas  statistics  of 
aieasberiL  assodatioBa.  aad  others. 

Sac.  11.  To  bay.  acanire,  hoU.  own,  lease,  sell,  and  alharwlae  dispsst 
•f  and  CBerctee  all  privileces  of  ownership  over  soch  real  or  personal 
property  of  any  character  as  may  he  deemed  neceasary  ar  caaraolsot 
far  the  conduct  aad  oparstioa  •(  this  corporation. 
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Sec.  12.  To  acquire  the  rights  and  property  and  to  undertake  the 
irhole  or  any  part  of  the  assets  and  liabilities,  of  any  person,  firm, 
Bssoclatlon,  or  corporotlon  for  the  purpose  of  furthering  the  grain 
l)U8ine8s  authorized  herein  ;  to  pay  for  the  same  in  cash,  the  bonds  of 
this  company,  or  otherwise,  to  hold  or  in  any  manner  dispose  of  the 
whole  or  any  part  of  the  property  so  purchased,  to  conduct  In  any 
lawful  manner  the  whole  or  any  part  of  any  business  so  acquired  and 
to  exercise  all  the  powers  necessary  or  convenient  in  and  about  the  . 
conduct  and  management  of  such  business. 

Sec.  13.  To  guarantee,  purchase,  or  otherwise  acquire,  hold,  sell, 
isslgn,  transfer,  mortgage,  pledge,  or  otherwise  dispose  of  shares  of 
the  capital  stock,  bonds,  or  other  evidence  of  indebtedness  created  by 
)ther  corporations  for  the  purpose  of  furthering  the  grain  business 
luthorized  herein  and  while  the  holder  of  such  stock  to  exercise  all  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  ownerahlp,  including  the  right  to  vote  thereon. 

Sec.  14.  To  b<>rrow  money  for  any  of  the  purposes  of  this  corporation 
irithoat  limitation  ;  and  to  issue  bonds,  deeds  of  trust,  dettentures,  notes, 
md  other  obligations  therefor,  and  to  secure  the  same  by  pledge,  mort- 
gage. <fr  trust  deed,  on  the  whole  or  any  part  of  the  property  of  this 
corporation  either  real  or  peraonal,  or  to  Issue  bonds,  notes,  or  other 
Dbligations  without  any  such  security. 

Sec.  15.  To  draw,  make,  accept,  indorse,  guarantee,  execute,  and  issue 
promissory  notes,  bills  of  exchange,  drafts,  warrants,  certificates,  and 
all  kinds  of  obligations  and  negotiable  or  transferable  instruments  for 
any  purpose  that  is  deemed  to  further  the  objects  for  which  this 
corporation  Is  formed. 

Sec.  16.  To  purchase,  hold,  and  reissue  the  shares  of  its  capital 
stock,  as  provided  by  law. 

Sec.  17.  To  do  any  of  or  all  the  things  herein  set  forth,  to  the  same 
extent  as  natural  persons  might  or  could  do  and  in  any  part  of  the 
world,  as  principal,  agent,  contractor,  trustee,  or  otherwise,  alone  or  In 
company  with  othera,  and  in  addition  to  all  the  powera  herein  enumer- 
ated the  corporation  may  perform  any  and  all  other  functions  neces- 
sary to  the  handling  and  merchandising  of  grain. 

Sec.  18.  The  objects  specified  herein  shall,  except  where  otherwise 
expressed,  be  In  no  way  limited  nor  restricted  by  reference  to  or  infer- 
ence from  the  terms  of  any  other  clause  or  paragraph  of  this  certificate 
of  lncori>oratlon. 

Sac.  19.  The  foregoing  shall  be  construed  both  as  objects  and  powers  < 
and  the  enumeration  thereof  shall  not  be  held  to  limit  or  restrict  In  i 
any  manner  the  general  powers  conferred  on  this  corporation  by  the  ' 
laws    of   the    State   of    Delaware,    all    of   which    are   hereby   expressly 
claimed.  ' 

ABTiCLB  nr 
SacnoM  1.  The  total  number  of  shares  of  stock  which  this  corpora-  i 
tlon  Is  authorised  to  issue  is  100,000  shares  of  the  par  value  of  $100 
each,  amounting  to  $10,000,000. 

Sec.  2.  When  this  corporation  shall  have  30  or  more  stockholders 
no  stockholder  shall  be  permitted  to  own  more  than  one-twentieth  of  \ 
the  total  outstanding  shares  of  said  stock,  and  the  by-laws  may  provide 
a  lower  limitation  t>ased  upon  the  volume  of  grain  handled  by  the  sub- 
scriber as  the  minimum  or  maximum  amount  to  be  issued  to  any  sub- 
scriber for  stock. 

AETICLB    T 

SacnoH  1.  The  following  only  and  In  the  manner  stated  are  eligible 
to  sobscribe  for  and  hold  stock  on  the  basis  stated  in  the  by-laws,  to 
wit :  Farmer-owner  grain-elevator  assodetlons.  grain-sales  agencies,  and 
grain-pools  meeting  the  conditions  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
February  18,  1923.  entitled  "An  act  to  authorise  association  of  pro- 
ducera  of  agricultural  products,"  and  otherwise  found  eligible  by  the 
board  of  dlrectora  hereof. 

Sac.  2.  In  order  to  further  the  purposes  for  which  this  corporation  is 
formed  by  preventing  those  who  are  ineligible  to  subscribe  for  stock 
hereof  from  acqidrlng  the  same,  no  stock  or  certificate  of  stock  of  this 
corporation  may  be  transferred  l^  the  bolder  thereof  except  with  the 
approval  ami  consent  of  the  board  of  directors  thereof,  and  then  only 
to  such  associations  as  are  ellgittle  to  sulMcrlbe  for  same ;  and  any 
attempt  to  transfer  any  stock  or  certificate  of  stock  hereof  except  as 
described  above  shall  vest  no  title  thereto  In  the  purchaser  or  receiver 
and  DO  right  to  parikipate  in  the  affairs  of  this  corporation  by  reason 
thereof.  In  the  event  a  stockholder  hereof  is  found  Ineligible  by  the 
board  of  directors  to  own  stock  herein,  the  board  of  directors  may  pur- 
chase the  same  at  its  par  value  or  it  may  be  sold  to  any  a.<<8ociation 
approved  by  the  board  of  dlrectora.  By  subscribing  or  applying  for  or 
accepting  stock  of  this  corporation  each  subscriber,  applicant,  or  ac- 
ceptor expressly  warrants  that  It  Is,  or  will  at  once  become  and  con- 
tinue to  be.  eligible  to  bold  stock  in  this  corporation,  and  expressly 
agrees  that  if  and  when  the  board  of  dlrectora  of  this  corporation  finds 
It  to  be  Ineligible  to  hold  such  stock,  and  during  the  period  of  such  in- 
eligibility. It  shall  have  no  voice  or  right  as  a  stockholder  in  the  man- 
agemeat  of  the  affairs  of  this  cori>oration,  and  all  such  management 
shall  be  determined  and  conducted  as  though  such  subscription  or  appli- 
catiOD  tor  or  Issaaace  of  such  stock  had  never  been  made. 

Sac.  3.  The  territory  within  which  the  stockholders  of  this  corpora- 
tion are  located  shall  be  apportioned  into  five  districts.  These  districts 
shall  be  designated  as  follows:  District  No.  1,  composed  of  the  States 
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of  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Colorado,  and  Texas,  and  also  including  the 
stockholdera  excepted  from  the  next  mentioned  district ;  district  No.  2, 
composed  of  the  States  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  Michigan,  and  Missouri,  ex- 
cept that  stockholdera  with  headquarters  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  shall  be 
Included  in  district  No.  1 ;  district  No.  3,  composed  of  the  States  of 
W^lsconsln,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Monuna ;  dis- 
trict No.  4,  composed  of  the  States  of  California,  Oregon,  Washington, 
and  Idaho ;  and  district  No.  6,  composed  of  the  States  of  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Nebraska,  and  Wyoming.  Stockholdera  located  In  States  other  than 
those  above  named  may  be  included  in  any  of  said  districts  at  any  time 
by  order  of  the  board  of  dlrectora  and  shall  have  the  *inie  privilege  and 
rlghta  as  those  above  specifically  Included  in  such  districts. 

ABTICUI   VI 

Section  1.  The  number  of  dlrectora  of  this  c-orporatlon  shall  be  19, 
17  of  whom  shall  be  elected  from  districts  as  hereinafter  provided,  and 
2  of  whom  shall  be  elected  at  large  and  iu  so  far  as  practicable,  1  from 
a  nomination  made  by  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  and  1 
from  a  nomination  made  by  the  National  Grange,  patrons  of  husbandry. 
The  firat  term  of  all  dlrectora  shall  end  at  the  stockholdera  meeting  in 
April,  1930.  At  said  meeting  In  April.  1930,  there  shall  be  elected  the 
said  two  dlrectora  at  large  for  a  term  of  1  year  and  17  directors  frooi 
the  districu,  6  for  1  year,  6  for  2  yeara,  and  6  for  3  yeara.  The  al- 
location of  said  17  directors  to  such  terms  shall  be  determined  by  lot, 
drawn  by  such  dlrectora,  or  their  Impartial  representatives,  at  such 
meeting.  Thereafter  the  term  of  each  of  the  two  directors  at  large 
shall  be  one  year,  and  the  term  of  each  other  director  shall  be  three 
yeara.  At  each  annual  meeting  thereafter,  there  shall  be  elected  that 
number  of  dlrectora  required  to  fill  the  dlrectorehlpe  expiring  at  that 
time,  and  as  far  as  practicable,  each  director  shall  be  elected  so  as  to 
represent  the  same  organisation  or  district  and  kind  of  stockholder  as 
his  predecessor  represented. 

Sec.  2.  The  sto<  kholders  of  this  corporation  shall  be  of  three  classes, 
to  wit :  Farmer-owned  grain-elevator  associations,  grain-sales  agencies, 
and  grain  pools.  Until  changed  as  hereinafter  provided,  the  number  of 
dlrectora  to  represent  each  of  the  aforementioned  districts  and  classes 
of  stockholdera  shall  be  as  follows : 


Districts 


No.  2 

No.  8 „ 

No.  4. 

No.  Bl 

Total 


Farmers' 
elevator 
associa- 
tions 


Grain 

sales 

agencies 


Grain 
pools 


Bbc.  3.  Whenever  the  above  apportionment  of  dlrectora  becomes  dis- 
proportionate to  the  relative  volume  of  grains  marketed  through  this 
corporation  and/or  the  amount  of  stock  subscribed  and/or  any  other 
factors  affecting  the  Itest  interests  of  the  corporation  In  obtaining  addi- 
tional volume  of  grain,  then  at  a  meeting  of  the  dlrectora,  held  at  least 
90  days  prior  to  the  next  annual  meeting  of  stockholders,  the  dlrectora 
sball  reapportion  the  number  of  directors  to  be  elected  from  any  of 
such  districts,  and/or  by  the  various  types  of  stockholdera  In  such  dis- 
tricts. Any  director  removed  from  service  by  such  reapportionments 
shall  tie  considered  to  have  resigned  and  his  soceeesor  shall  be  elected 
by  the  stockboldt^is,  entitled  by  such  reapportionment  so  to  do,  to  serve 
out  the  unexpired  term  of  the  director  whose  services  have  been  dis- 
continued by  such  reapportionment. 

Sac.  4.  Whenever  a  directorship  (other  than  one  vacant  by  death  or 
resignation  not  due  to  reapportionment)  is  to  be  filled,  the  secretary, 
between  90  and  60  days  prior  to  the  annual  meeting  of  stockholdera,  shall 
give  writttn  notice  of  that  fact  to  all  stockholders  who  shall  be  entitled 
to  vote  for  the  respective  director,  and  such  stockholder  shall  hold  meet- 
ings according  to  district  and  kind  and  nominate  such  dlrectora  as  they 
are  entitled  to  nominate  by  such  methods  or  plana  as  shall  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  board  of  dlrectora ;  but  In  no  case  shall  the  number  of 
peraons  so  nominated  exceed  the  numt>er  of  dlrectora  to  be  elected  to 
represent  such  stockholdera.  They  shall  then  notify  the  secretary  (in 
writing)  of  the  nomination  of  snch  dlrectora  at  least  10  days  prior  to 
the  annual  meeting,  and  by  a  delegate  or  by  mail  send  to  the  annual 
meeting  of  stockholdera  proxies  to  vote  their  stock  for  such  nominees, 
respectively.  When  the  term  of  a  director  nominated  by  the  American 
Farm  Bureau  Federation  or  National  Grange,  Patrons  of  Husbandry,  Is 
about  to  expire,  the  secretary  shall  give  notice  to  the  respective  organi- 
sation at  least  60  days  prior  to  the  annual  meeting  at  which  such 
director's  snceessor  is  to  be  elected,  and  request  It  to  notify  him  of  its 
nominee  for  such  successor  at  least  10  days  prior  to  such  meeting. 

Sec.  6.  The  dlrectora  shall  be  elected  by  the  stockholdera  at  their 
annual  meeting  from  the  candidates  theretofore  nominated  and  classified 
88  aforesaid.  The  voting  rights  and  powers  of  stockholdera  hereof  are 
hereby  expressly  restricted  in  the  manner  above  stated. 


Sac.  6.  In  fnrtherance  and  not  la  limltatloB  of  the  powera  conferred 
by  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Delaware  the  board  of  dlrectora  is  expressly 
authorised  : 

(a)  By  the  afllrm-itlve  vote  of  three-fourths  or  more  of  the  dlrectora 
to  make  and  alter  the  by-laws,  provided  that  all  changes  In  the  by-laws, 
after  they  are  once  adopted,  affecting  fundamental  policies  of  the  cor- 
poration or  rights  of  stockholdera  other  than  chancres  of  districts  and 
number  of  dlrectora  to  be  nominated  by  any  class  of  stockholders,  as 
hereinbefore  provided,  l>e  made  only  by  the  affirmative  vote  of  a 
majority  of  the  stock  outstanding. 

(b)  To  enter  into  such  agreements,  stipulations,  or  arrangements 
with  said  Federal  Farm  Board  as  may  be  deemed  advisable  for  obtain- 
ing, securing,  protecting,  safeguarding,  and  Insuring  the  payment  of 
loans  made  to  this  corporation  by  said  board. 

(c)  To  set  apart  out  of  any  of  the  funds  of  the  corporation  available 
for  dividends  a  reserve  or  reserves  for  any  proper  purpose,  and  to 
abiilish  such  reserve,  and  to  authoriee  and  cause  to  be  executed  mort- 
gages and  liens  upon  the  property  and  franchises  of  this  corporation. 

(di  To  designate,  by  resolution  passed  by  a  majority  of  the  whole 
board,  a  committee,  to  consist  of  five  dlrectora.  including  the  President, 
which  committee  shall  be  known  as  the  executive  committee,  and  to  the 
extent  provided  In  the  resolution  or  in  the  by-laws  of  the  corporatloa 
shall  have  and  may  exercise  any  of  or  all  the  powera  of  the  board  of 
dlrectora  In  the  management  of  the  business  and  affairs  of  this  cor- 
poration and  have  power  to  authorise  the  seal  of  this  corporation  to  be 
affixed  to  all  papers  which  may  require  it;  and  the  board  of  dlrectora 
may  appoint  such  other  committees  as  shall  be  provided  in  the  by-laws. 

ABTICLE    VII 

SacnoM  1.  This  corporation  is  formed  to  function  on  a  cooperative 
basis  for  the  mutual  benefit  of  its  stockholdera.  and  no  dividends  shall 
be  paid  on  the  stock  hereof  in  any  year  in  excess  of  8  per  cent  of  its  par 
value.  Reasonable  reserves,  as  determlni-d  by  the  board  of  directors, 
may  be  set  aside  from  year  to  year.  After  setting  aside  such  reserves 
and  after  the  payment  of  a  fair  rate  of  Interest  or  dividend  in  any  year, 
the  balance  of  the  net  earnings  or  savings  of  the  corporation  shall  bs 
distributed  on  a  patronage  basis.  Amounts  carried  to  reserves  from 
business  done  In  any  year  shall  be  allocated  on  the  books  of  the  corpora* 
tion  on  a  patronage  bHsis  for  that  year,  or  In  Hen  thereof  the  books  and 
records  of  the  corporation  shall  afford  a  means  for  doing  so  at  any  time, 
so  that  in  the  event  of  dissolutioo,  or  earlier  if  deemed  advisable,  in  the 
sole  discretion  of  the  board  of  directors,  such  reserves  or  any  part 
thereof  may  be  returned  to  patrons. 

Sec.  2.  Without  regard  to  the  foregoing,  until  the  sum  of  paid-up 
capital  and  surplus  of  this  corporation  equals  $20,000,000,  every 
stockholder  on  becoming  such  thereby  aothorixea  ond  directs  that  all 
net  earnings  made  or  savings  of  every  character  effected  by  this  cor- 
poration, which  are  distributable  to  the  stockholder  as  aforesaid,  shall 
firat  be  applied  to  the  payment  of  any  stock  subsc:ription  or  indebted- 
ness owed  by  it  to  the  corporation  and  the  balance  shall  be  paid  ia 
the  form  of  stock :  Provided,  however.  That  when  and  after  any  stock- 
holder shall  have  acquired  and  paid  for  all  the  stock  which  may  bs 
issued  to  it  under  Article  IV  of  this  certificate  of  Incorporation,  any 
earnings  or  savings  accrued  to  it  may  be  paid.  In  certificates  of  In- 
debtedness  Issued  by  the  corporation  and  bearing  interest  at  the  rate 
of  4  per  cent  per  annum,  payable  annually ;  such  certificates  of  Indebted- 
ness shall  be  redeemable  by  the  corporation  by  the  issue  of  stock 
thereof  in  an  equal  amotint  If  and  when  such  stork  may  be  Issued  to 
such  stockholder  under  said  Article  IV,  and  they  shall  be  redeemable 
in  cash  at  par  and  accrued  Interest  at  the  discretion  of  the  board  of 
directors.  The  application  of  eamlags  or  savings  to  the  payment  of 
the  stockholder's  subscription  or  indebtedness,  or  to  the  purchase  of 
stock  or  certificates  of  Indebtedness,  as  above  provided,  shall  have  the 
same  force  and  effect  as  though  the  money  in  qu<i8tion  had  been  paid 
to  such  stockholder  and  then  had  been  used  by  It  no  pay  such  subscrip- 
tion or  indebtedness,  or  to  pnrcbase  such  stock  or  certificate  of  indebted- 
ness. 

AancLi  mi 

SacnoN  1.  This  corporation  ia  to  bare  perpetual  existence. 

Bbc.  2.  The  private  property  of  the  stockholders  shall  not  be  subject 
to  the  payment  of  corporate  debts  to  any  extent  whatever. 

Sec.  3.  As  long  as  this  corporation  shall  be  indebted  to  the  Federal 
Farm  Board  created  under  said  agricultural  marketing  act,  the  general 
manager  and  the  business  policies  of  this  corporation  shall  be  such  as 
are  satisfactory  to  said  Iward. 

Sec.  4.  It  is  the  intent  of  this  corporation  to  encourage  and  safe- 
guard the  cooperatives  which  own  stock  herein,  and  all  contracts  and/or 
agreements  defining  or  affecting  the  marketing  relationship  between  this 
corporation  and  the  stockholder  cooperatives  shaL  be  so  made  as  to 
carry  out  this  Intent.  No  such  marketing  contract  and/or  agreement 
shall  be  made  which  discriminates  against  or  in  favor  of  any  stock- 
holder cooperative,  but  the  provisions  of  each  such  contract  and/or 
agreement  shall  be  so  sdjusted  to  the  type  or  kind  of  stockholder  co- 
operative as  to  render  approximately  uniform  service  and  to  secure 
approximately  uniform  results.     Bat  where  duplies  tioa  of  fliclliUes  or 
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•cenctM  «zlste  aad  to  iibown  by  experience  to  be  wasteful  and  competi- 
tive the  corpormtioo  aiuU  use  lt«  Infloeoce  to  secure  luch  adjiwtiiient 
between  or  amonB  t!»«  atoclchuldinK  coopt-ratlvea  a*  will  correct  tl»e 
dlOcaltjr. 

Bbc.  5.  The  minimuin  amount  of  capiUl  with  which  thla  corporation 
will  commrnce  buNineM  U  $10,000. 
/        Sac.  6.  The  books  and  acconnta  of  this  coriwration.  ©r  any  of  them. 
at  all  r««aoDabl«  hours,  shall  be  open  to  the  Inspection  of  the  stock- 
holders. 

8«c.  7.  The  sti^kholders  and  directors  shall  have  power  to  hold  their 
Bietings,  to  have  an  ofllce  or  ofBos,  and  to  kf^p  the  books  of  tills  cor- 
poration  (subject  to  tlie  provisions  of  tlie  statute)   outside  of  the  State 
of  Delaware  at  such  places  as  may  from  time  to  time  be  designated  by 
-  th»'m,  and  in  accordance  with  the  by  laws. 

8»c.  8.  No  stockholders  shall  have  any  preemptive  right  to  su'jscrlbe 
to  any  new  or  additional  issue  of  stock  of  this  corporation  or  any  part 
thereof. 

Sac.  9.  This  corporstion  rpserves  the  right  to  amend,  alter,  cl-ange. 
or  repeal  any  provision  contained  in  this  cortiflcate  of  Incorporation 
lo  the  manner  now  or  hereafter  prescribed  by  law.  and  all  righ^^s  con- 
ferred on  officers,  directors,  and  stockholders  b<'reln  are  grantetl  subject 
to  this  rrservation. 

AKTICLa   tx 

The  name  and  place  of  residence  of  each  of  the  incorporators  sre  as 
follows : 

Sydney  J.  Cotttngton.   Stanhope,   Iowa. 

Clarence  E.   Huff,  Sallna,   Kans. 

John  Manley.  Knld.  Okla. 

We,  the  undersigned,  t>eing  all  the  Incorporators, 
forming  a  corporation  in  pursuance  to  an  net  of 
the  State  of  Delaware,  entitled  ".\n  act  providing 
tlon  law"  (approved  March  10,  1899),  and  the  acts  amendatory  tacreof 
and  supplemental  thereto,  do  make  and  Ale  this  certificate  of  Incor- 
poration hereby  declaring  and  certifying  that  the  facts  herein  iitated 
are  true,  and  accordingly  hereunto  have  set  our  respective  hands  and 
•tttJa  thla  day  of  October,  A.  D.  1929. 


for  the  purpose  of 
the  Legislatbre  of 
a   general  «orpora- 


In  the  presence  of — 


[SIAL.] 

[SBAL.] 

. [8CAL.] 


day   of   October.    1929.    pcr- 


DlSTBICT  or   COLCMBIA,   »$: 

Be  it   remembered    that   on   this  

aonaliy  app<'ared  before  me.  a  notary  public  in  and  for  the  [district 
of  Colombia,  Sydney  J.  Cottington.  Clarence  E.  Huff,  and  John  Mnnley, 
all  the  parties  to  the  foregoing  certificate  of  incorporation,  known  to  me 
personally  to  be  such,  and  severally  acknowledgi>d  the  said  certificate 
to  be  the  act  and  deed  of  the  signers.  re««pectlvely,  and  that  the  facts 
therela  stated  are  truly  set  forth. 

O1TS0  under  my  band  and  seal  of  office  the  day  and  year  aforeaiid. 


Xottry  Public. 


My  tern  expires 


TEiBirre  to  8en.\tok  rorbis 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  Prpsideat  I  nsk  pernii.«<9ion  that  an 
editorial  app^arioK  in  the  Btilfimore  Sun  oii  Tbnrsday  morning, 
Ortober  81,  1929.  paying  a  Rue  tribute  to  the  sienior  Senator  from 
Nebnuika  (Mr.  Nouus].  may  be  printed  in  the  Kecoro. 

There  t>elni  no  objection  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rxt-oBo,  a8  follows: 

[From  the  Baltimore  Sun,  October  31,  1929] 

Moaais,  or  Nebraska 

Almost  anybody  but  GKoaua  W.  Noaai.s,  of  Nebraska,  would  long  ago 
have  quit  the  discouraging  business  of  disseminating  facts  In  a  country 
which  prefers  Buah.  Why  Is  it  that  a  man  who  has  b<*en  despised  and 
rejected  as  consistently  as  Noaaia  has  been  continues  to  play  a  sort  of 
Joint  rftle  compo3e«l  of  Cassandra  and  the  (Jracchi.  and  goes  on  believing 
that  his  fellow  men  are  worth  fighting  for?  It  is  a  mystery  which 
alMntld  coounand  the  study  of  tired  liberals  everywhere. 

If  Senator  Noaais  were  a  fanatic  or  a  lealot  or  a  drmiigugue  or  an 
egoist,  there  would  be  no  mystery.  The  quostion  would  baffle  nobody  if 
one  could  place  one's  finger  upon  some  definite  political  concept  for 
which  Noaus  could  be  said  to  t>e  willing  to  fight  and  bleed  and  die.  His 
career  presents  no  such  easy  explanations.  Itather.  we  are  left  to  the 
conclusion  that  Okobgk  W.  Norbis  Intend"  to  fight  the  Republican 
regulars  In  their  efforts  to  defeat  him  In  hl»i  own  State  because  he  is 
constitutionally  unable  to  stand  aside  and  let  predatory  Inten^sts  walk 
off  with  the  awag.  Thttr  methods,  bad  logic,  propaganda,  and  consum- 
mate conscloosness  of  rctitude,  disgust  and  enrage  blm.  He  has  sp<>nt 
his  life  unveiling  hypocrisies  and  pretense,  and  when  be  thinks  he  se<-s 
tb«  Power  Trust  lurking  behind  a  .nweit  and  Innocent  WU,  S«nator 
Noaaia  la  irreclatlhly  impelled  to  expose  the  fraud. 

Thla  la  not  to  auggcat  that  Senator  Noaais's  career  la  In  any  way 
cold  or  OBBoral   In  Its  insplratlona.      He   is   frankly   la  faror  of  the 
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agrarian  masses ;  in  Europe  he  would  perhaps  lead  a  peasant  party. 
But  In  America,  where  the  agrarian  mawjes  habitually  ally  themselves 
with  the  Industrial  classes,  a  man  like  Noaais  is  forced  to  play  a  lone 
game.  In  the  circumstances  It  is  remarkable  that  he  is  not  cynical 
altogether;  that  he  still  retains  his  enthusiasms  in  the  constant  flgbt 
against  the  more  fl.ngrant  forms  of  peculation  which  he  sees  all  about 
blm.  Men  of  Noaais's  instincts  have  gone  far  when  nourished  by  the 
heavy  meat  of  popularity.  It  is  usual  for  men  starved  of  such  food  to 
scoff  at  the  crossroads.     Hence,  in  part  at  least,  the  mystery. 

No  mere  intellectual  distaste  for  pomposity  can  account  for  the  Im- 
posing list  of  NoBBis's  services.  His  successful  flgbt  against  the  auto- 
cratic rule  of  Joe  Cannon,  his  bitter  opposition  to  "  lame  ducks "  In 
Congress,  his  exhaustive  analysis  of  the  efforts  of  the  power  "ombinea 
to  seise  the  water-power  sites  of  America,  his  tireless  investigations 
Into  the  background  of  the  oil  scanilals,  his  fearless  assults  upon  the 
Treasury  Department  for  tax  refunds  to  great  corporations — these  are 
episodes  which  demand  a  degree  of  devotion,  courage,  and  stamina 
denied  to  most  men,  even  to  those  actuated  by  similar  emotions. 

The  present  effort  to  defeat  him,  says  Senator  Nobkis,  "  constitutes  a 
direct  challenge,  not  so  much  against  me  personally  but  against  the 
fundamental  principles  of  government  for  which  I  have  stood  and 
fought."  Therefore,  Norbis  puts  aside  his  wlshed-for  retirement  and 
announces  that  the  challenge  will  be  met.  Plenty  of  men  have  acted 
this  way  when  a  host  has  arisen  at  their  backs.  Few  have  carried  on 
when  defeat  of  his  projects  and  ridicule  seemed  inevitable  rewards. 
The  formula  for  Nobbis  seems  impossible  to  find.  Probably  he  himself 
could  not  provide  It.  Courage,  a  touch  of  Puritanism,  the  bitterness 
of  experience,  an  acid  reaction  to  poisoned  sweetness  arc  a  few  of  the 
ingredients  In  this  grim  Nebraskan.  The  subject  for  a  brilliant  biog- 
raphy in  the  modern  manner  awaits  adequate  consideration. 

BEVI8ION   OF   THE  TABUF 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  re8ume<l  the  con- 
rideratlon  of  the  bill  (H.  K.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to 
regulate  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the 
Industries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr,  President,  I  desire  to  have  inserted  in 
the  RixoRD  a  double-page  advertisement  by  the  Miiuieai)olis 
Tribune  with  reference  to  the  tariff.  The  Minneapolis  Tribune 
is  a  Republican  paper  and  one  of  the  chief  ^ipporters  of  the 
present  administration  in  the  last  election.  The  advertisement 
appt^ared  in  the  Washington  Post  of  Friday,  October  25,  1929. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
oniered. 

The  advertisement  is  as  follows : 

INOUSTBIAL     PbOSPBBITT     DEPBXDS     UpON     AGBICULTUBE "  PABITT  "     FOB 

AoBicuLTi'BB   Means   Billions   fob  Inochtrt 
"  urr  va  kibp  ocb  pledges  to  the  fabmeb" — the  bepitblican  pabtt's 

PBOMISES   to  AGBICULTUBE 

(Extracts  from    the   Republican    platform,    adopted   at    Kansas    City, 

June  12-15,   1928) 

A  protective  tariff  Is  as  vital  to  American  agriculture  as  it  Is  to 
American  manufacturing.  The  Republican  Party  believes  that  the  home 
market,  built  up  under  the  protective  policy,  belongs  to  the  American 
farmer,  and  It  pledges  its  support  of  legislation  which  will  give  thla 
market  to  him  to  the  full  extent  of  his  ability  to  supply  it. 

We  favor  adequate  tariff  protection  to  such  of  our  agricultural 
products  as  are  affected  by  foreign  competition. 

The  Republican  Party  pledges  Itself  to  the  development  and  enact- 
ment of  measures  which  will  place  the  agricultural  interests  of  America 
on  a  basis  of  economic  equality  with  other  Industries  to  Insure  ita 
prosperity  and  success. 

[Editorial  In  the  Minneapolis  Tribune,  October  12,  1929] 

Agriculture  would  promptly  turn  over  the  bulk  of  the  sum  to  In- 
dustry, In  exchange  for  the  products  which  Industry  has  to  sell. 

Industry  would  profit  by  the  Increased  buying  power  of  American 
agriculture  Just  as  it  has  already  profited  by  the  increased  buying  power 
of  American  labor. 

**  Parity  "  for  agriculture  means  nothing  more  and  nothing  less  than 
enormously  lncrease<l  sAles  for  industry. 

Why,  then,  shouldn't  industry  exert  all  the  vast  influence  it  has 
at  Its  command  to  hold  the  tariff  revision  to  the  purposes  outlined  by 
I*resident  Hoover  T 

Widen  the  spread  between  agriculture's  costs  and  prices  by  fl,000 
per  individual  farmer  per  year,  and  you  place  at  Industry's  disposal 
the  colossal  added  buying  power  of  $7,000,<m>0.000  per  year. 

Where  else  in  the  world  has  Industry  the  target  of  a  $7,000,000,000 
market  to  shoot  at? 

The  tariff  can  be  so  revised  as  further  to  weaken  agriculture's  buying 
power  or  it  can  be  so  revised  as  greatly  to  expand  It. 

Surely  Industry  should  b»'  able  to  s<e  that  a  weakened  buying  power 
on  the  part  of  agriculture  would  represent  to  Industry  a  calamity  of 
the  first  magaituda. 
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Sorely  It  ahoald  be  aWe  to  aee  that  Its  Intereata  all  11«  on  the  aide 
of  expanding  agricnlture'a  buying  power  via  the  plan  of  tariff  revision 
originally  sketched  in  the  Republican  Party  platform. 

American  industry  is  crying  that  It  must  have  new  outlets  abroad. 
Has  it  ever  occurred  to  industry  that  the  greatest  and  richest  poten- 
tial  market  In   the  world  lies  in  the  Interior  of  a   country  called   the 
United  SUtea  and  along  a  valley  called  the  Mississippi? 

Has  It  ever  occurred  to  industry  that  a  doubling  of  the  buying  power 
of  this  region  would  do  more  to  assure  Industry's  continued  expanalon 
and  prosperity  than  almost  anything  else  the  human  mind  could 
conceive  ? 

And  has  It  further  ever  occurred  to  industry  that  the  direct.  Imme- 
diate, and  logical  way  to  increase  the  buying  power  of  this  region  Is  to 
put  Its  shoulder  behind  the  movement  to  hold  the  Republican  Party  to 
Its  pledgee  to  agriculture? 

A  literal  fulfillment  of  the  Republican  Party's  pledges  would  mean 
a  substantial  Increase  in  the  buying  power  of  the  agricultural  area  of 
the  United  States. 

The  present  Income  enjoyed  by  agricultural  America  is  approximately 
$12,000,000,000. 

Were  agriculture  enjoying  the  same  proportionate  Income  that  the 
rest  of  the  United  States  is  enjoying  that  Income  would  be  $18,000. 
000.000. 

"  Parity  "  for  agriculture  means  Just  that — an  added  annual  Income 
of  roughly  $6,000,000,000. 

Were  this  ideal  realixed,  who  would  get  the  additional  $6,000,000,- 
000 — agriculture  or  Industry? 

Obviously,  both. 

Why  should  Industry  worry  Itself  about  foreign  markets  when  the 
world's  greatest  market  lies  right  at  its  door? 

Iowa  is  a  better  market  than  India,  Kansas  Is  better  than  Kam- 
chatka, and  Minnesota  Is  l)etter  than  Mesopotamia. 

The  will  to  buy  la  In  the  West.  There  no  want  needs  to  be  created, 
no  racial  prejudice  needs  to  be  broken  down,  no  old-age  habit  needs  to 
be  overcome. 

There  sales  resistance  is  at  Its  lowest,  and  there  foreign  competition 
ia  virtnally  nonexistent. 

There  no  antl-Amerlcan  legislation  needs  to  be  feared. 

There  no  salesman  has  to  bo  taught  a  new  language,  and  no  adjust- 
ment has  to  be  made  to  strange  commercial  practices. 

Industry  should  acquaint  Itself  with  the  fact  that  the  "greatest 
foreign  market  '  In  the  world  lies  along  the  Mississippi  Valley. 

Nor  should  It  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  every  added  billion  dollars 
a  year  for  agriculture  means  an  added  billion  dollars  a  year  for 
industry. 

"  I'arity  "  for  agriculture  means  billions  for  Industry. 

Isn't  It  time  that  Industry  began  to  see  straight  on  this  matter? 

Isn't  it  time  that  it  caught  the  idea  that  instead  of  opposing  agri- 
culture's case  before  Congress  It  should  be  agriculture's  most  vigorous 
champion  and  special  pleader? 

UfDCSTBT'a      INTEBEST      IN     THB     HOME-MABKPr     PLEDOB NOW     AMBBICAN 

INDDSTBY    StJFFBBS    FBOM    UNBBPBBSBNTATIVB    BBPBB8BNTATION 

[Editorial  in  the  Minneapolis  Tribune,  October  14,  1929] 

Industry's  stake  In  the  Republican  Party's  famous  "home-market 
pledge  " — reproduced  at  the  head  of  this  column— la  as  pronounced  as 
agriculture's. 

At  present  the  American  people  pay  about  a  billion  dollars  a  year  to 
foreigners  for  agricultural  products  which  American  agriculture  could 
quite  as  satisfactorily  produce. 

Through  the  home-market  pledge  the  Republican  Party  promised  to 
exclude  from  American  shores  thla  annual  billion  dollars'  worth  of  Im- 
ported agricultural  products  and  so  to  turn  that  bllllon-dollar  market 
over  to  the  American  farmer. 

The  exclusion  was  to  be  accomplished  by  a  tariff  revision  which  would 
wall  off  that  Inflow  of  competitive  agricultural  products. 

This  particular  billion  dollars  of  American  money  spent  on  agricnl- 
tural  products  Is  now  passing  outside  the  boundaries  of  continental 
United  States,  and  traveling  to  the  Argentine,  Cuba,  the  Philippln'*, 
the  West  Indies,  the  East  Indies,  Java,  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  Germany, 
Holland,  Porto  Rico,  and  countless  other  far  places. 

How  much  good  to  American  Industry  is  a  billion  dollars  of  American 
money  scattered  over  the  four  comers  of  the  globe? 

Perhaps  some  small  fraction  of  it  may  be  recovered  by  the  American 
automobile  manufacturer  and  the  American  movie  corporation,  but  the 
bulk  of  it,  obviously,  is  lost  to  American  industry. 

Consider  now  what  would  happen  if  that  billion  dollars,  instead  of 
l)elng  disbursed  abroad,  were  disbursed  among  the  American  farmers 
living  on  the  mainland  of  the  United  States. 

The  largest  part  of  the  sum  would  inevitably  linger  but  a  short  time 
in  the  hands  of  the  American  farmers.  It  would  quickly  be  turned  over 
to  the  American  manufacturers  In  exchange  for  products  which  the 
maanfactnrers   have   to   sell. 
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Thus  that  bUUoB  dollars  might  be  likened  to  a  football  which  the 
United  States  Government  would  toss  to  agriculture,  and  which  asri'- 
culture,  in  turn,  would  toss  to  Industry. 

Logically,  therefore.  Industry  should  be  fighting  as  hard  as  agricul- 
ture to  see  the  transfer  of  that  bUlion-doUar  market  effected. 

Yet  here  we  are  confronted  by  the  paradox  that  Industry  Is  opposing 
the  fulfillment  of  the  home-market  pledge  Instead  of  championing  It. 
Here  we  are  confronted  by  the  paradox  that  industry  Is  maklug  extra 
and  special  efforts  to  escape  the  annual  billion  dollars'  worth  of  sales 
freely  offered  It. 

What  causes  Industry  to  stand  In  Its  own  light,  to  range  Itself  against 
Its  own  interest,  to  block  its  own  advancement? 

One  need  not  hunt  long  to  discover  why. 

The  individual  American  Industry  is  well  organised,  but  American 
industry  »s  a  whole  la  not. 

It  so  happens  t*iat  the  interests  of  the  individual  American  Industry 
are  often  diametrically  opposed  to  the  Interests  of  American  industry 
as  a  whole. 

Thus,  while  a  fulfillment  of  the  home-market  pledge  in  terms  of  casein 
might  be  harmful  to  one  individual  American  Induatry,  it  would  be 
helpful  to  American  industry  as  a  whole. 

Or  while  a  fulfillment  of  the  home-market  pledge  In  terms  of  vegetable 
oils  and  fats  might  be  harmful  to  one  Individual  American  industry.  It 
would  be  helpful  to  American  Industry  as  a  whole. 

Or  while  a  fnlflilment  of  the  home-market  pledge  In  terms  of  black- 
strap molaases  might  be  harmful  to  one  Individual  American  Industry, 
it  would  be  helpful  to  American  industry  as  a  whole. 

Hence  this  strange  situation  develops :  When  a  concrete  issue  Is  under 
fire,  the  one  adversely  affected  Industry,   that  Is  to  say  the  one  tm 
representative  Industry,   Is  certain  to  apeak  for  Induatry  as  a   whole. 

Industry  as  a  whole,  being  unorganised,  is  inarticulate. 

It  remains  silent  and  indifferent  while  the  one  Individual  Industry 
which  Is  really  fighting  its  best  interests  volunteers  to  act  as  its  spokes- 
man. 

In  other  words.  Industry  as  a  whole  Is  the  victim  of  unrepresentative 

representatives. 

Were  Industry  organised  as  a  solid  unit,  did  it  have  a  supreme 
directorate  let  us  say,  this  sort  of  thing  could  never  happen.  The 
directorate  would  put  all  its  power  and  weight  and  authority  behind 
every  move  Intended  to  fulfill  the  home-market  pledge  made  agriculture. 
The  false  credentials  of  the  individual,  vocal,  and  unrepresentative  In- 
dustry would  be  exposed. 

Surely  it  Is  high  time  that  Industry  as  a  whole  began  to  organise  in 
its  own  defense. 

A  failure  to  redeem  the  home-market  pledge  will  cheat  Industry  out 
of  an  annual  billion  dollars'  worth  of  saK^s  quite  as  certainly  as  It  will 
do  the  same  thing  to  agriculture.  Agriculture's  loss  will  be  Industry's 
and  Industry's  will  be  agriculture's;  the  two  are  one  and  coterminous. 
Can  not  American  Industry  as  a  whole  see  the  damage  It  Is  likely  to 
suffer  unless  It  finds  some  method  of  stamping  out  this  evil  of  unrepre- 
sentative representation? 

[Editorial  in  the  Minneapolis  Tribune,  October  25] 

AN    APPALLING    DtSPABITT 

Since  1919  the  income  of  American  industry  h-is  Increased  from 
fifty  billion  to  seventy-six  billion  dollars  a  year. 

Industry's  income  In  that  period  has  Increased  62  p^-r  cent  since  1919. 
Agriculture's  Income  has  decreased  from  fifteen  to  twelve  billion  dollars. 

In  the  same  period  that  industry's  Income  increased  52  per  cent, 
agriculture's  income  decreased  20  per  cent. 

This  appalling  disparity  may  well  give  pause  to  anyone  forecasting 
the  future  prosperity  of  the  Nation. 

The  baais  of  wealth  of  the  Nation  lies  in  a  aonnd  and  prosperous 
agriculture. 

The  wiping  out  of  billions  of  dollars  of  paper  profits  In  the  laat  few 
days  irresistibly  brings  this  fact  home. 

If  this  disparity  between  the  incomes  of  agriculture  and  industry 
continues,  agriculture  finally  will  collapse.  The  colUpee  of  agrlculturw 
means  eventual  disaster  to  Industry. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  understood  tlie  Senator  from 
Montana  (Mr.  Wheeleb]  to  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Rbcobd 
a  letter  from  Mr.  F.  E.  Mnrphy,  publisher,  addressed  to  Sena- 
tors. ^  .      ^    „ 

Mr.  WHEELER.  No ;  I  asked  to  have  Inserted  in  the  Recoro 
a  double-page  advertisement  of  tl»e  Minneapolis  Tribune  that 
appeared  In  tiie  Washington  Post  There  are  contained  In  the 
advertisement  two  editorials  written  by  tlie  editor  of  the  Tri- 
bune with  reference  to  the  tariff.  ,       ,         .  ^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  a  letter  from  Mr.  Murphy,  the  pub- 
lisher, and  I  thought  perhaps  it  was  the  same. 

Mr  WHEELER.     I  have  not  seen  tiie  letter. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  I  ask  that  Mr.  Morphy's  letter  of  Orto- 
ber 24  and  my  letter  in  reply  thereto  dated  Ortober  30.  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter,  naay  be  printed  in  the  Rbcom. 
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Th«   PRESIDING   OFFICER.    Without   objection,   leave   Is 
granted. 
The  letters  are  as  follows : 

L«rm   ADOUMHID   TO    CHAIKMAX    SMOOT    BT    rSBDBUCS    «.    IIC«PHT,    FUB- 
LlMBn   TH«    MIMXBU>OLIS   TW»C!*»,   CKDM   DAT«   0»  OCTOBSB   U,   1»» 

OcToan  24,  1929. 

Bon.  R&n>  Shoot. 

Bemit9  OtUm  BfMding,  Wtthington,  D.  C 

Mt  DBA*  8KNATOB  :  Kfpnbllcan  newspap*"!^  and  Republican  workers 
seaeraUy  lo  tbr  a«rlc-alturaJ  West  are  belnc  pat  in  ■  position  of  em- 
tMrrasament  bj  the  attitode  of  th«  ao-called  "  recolan  "  in  the  United 
fitates  Senate. 

TiM  ItepwbUcan  Partj  made  cprUin  definite  pledfes  to  the  people 
before  the  pr«Tii«l^ntial  ♦•Iirtlon.  Jn  the  minds  of  a  (reat  Dtunber  of 
Totera  in  Xbe  agricnltural  West  the  Republican  I^artjr  and  a  Repablloui 
Praatdent  bore  the  onas  of  baling  prevented  tbe  paaatfe  of  certain  farm 
leglalatton,  whirb  rtgbtly  or  wronsljr,  bad  its  sincere  and  entboaiaatle 
supporters.  ^ 

In  face  ot  this  reeeatment  weetera  Repabllean  newspapen  nrged  tbe 
support  of  tbe  K«*publiran  I'arty.  Tbey  aaeared  tlielr  bitterly  dlsap- 
poiafcd  friends  that  tbe  RepaMicaa  Party,  barias  giTen  its  solemn 
pledge,  would  carry  out  tbat  pledge  in  letter  and  spirit.  It  was  Incon- 
cvlvable  tiiat  a  promise  ao  aolemnly  giren  by  a  great  party  woold  not  be 
carried  out. 

To-day  tbeae  Sepoblican  newspspers  aod  tbeae  Bepablicaa  workera 
•re  confronted  by  a  repodlatlon  of  tbls  promise.  Day  la  and  day  oat 
tbey  are  uonted  wltb  tbe  tact  tbat  tbey  gare  tbeir  word  tbat  certain 
tblngs  would  be  done ;  tbat  tbey  went  on  tlie  bond  of  tbe  Republican 
Party,  and  tbe  demand  Is  being  made  tbat  tb«y  mate  good  tbeir  party's 
promises. 

Coincident  wltb  tbls  embarrassing  situation  is  aaotber  of  eqaal 
bamillatioB.  Tbeee  same  Republican  newspapers  and  workers  find 
themiielTes  Inescapably  aligned  with  political  furces  with  whom  tbey 
otberwlse  bare  nothing  in  common.  These  political  forces,  for  reasons 
snd  ends  of  their  own,  are  demanding  tbat  the  Republican  Party's 
pledges  be  kept.  It  matters  not  tbe  least  what  tbe  motive  back  of 
tbeir  demand  may  be.  tbeir  efforts  are  forcing  from  Bepobllcan  news- 
papers a  corameodatlon.  which,  it  will  be  imposaible  to  minimise  or 
negatlTe,  on  future  occaaions  when  the  Interest  of  tbe  Republican  Party 
will  be  at  atake. 

Conditions  are  here  described  in  tbeir  stark  reality  tbat  sboold  bare 
tbe  serioos  consideration  of  every  Republican  of  tbe  regular  faction  in 
tlte  United  States  Senate.  If  there  is  anything  to  party  principles  be- 
yond tbe  mere  getting  of  votes  from  time  to  time,  tbe  prevent  feeling 
to  tbe  agrlcoltural  West  and  tbe  Ukellbood  of  its  intensiacatlon  and 
oontinunnce.  should  bring  to  the  believers  in  Republican  Party  prin- 
ciples a  resllsatlon  of  tbe  necessity  of  making  good  Its  campaign  pledge 
to  legislate  for  tbe  betterment  of  agriculture. 

Facta  will  be  facts,  and  th«  consequences  of  them  will  be  what  tbey 
will  be  and  the  petty  advantages  won  by  the  present  policy  of  obstinacy 
and  obstruction   may   have  to  be  paid  for,   many  times  over,  by   those 
eblefly  reeponaible  for  tbe  repudiation  of  the  party's  pledges. 
Sincerely  yours, 

F.  S.  MCBPHT.  Pmhlither. 

aSPLT  or  BBKATOa  aCBD  8MOOT.  CHAIMCAK  BKRATI  nNAwca  coMMrrTBa, 
TO  LBTTUa  AOOaaSSBD  TO  BIM  BT  F.  B.  MPBFBT,  PCBLISBBB  THB 
llIN.fBAPOI.IS  THBt'KB 

OCTOBBa  30,  1929. 
Mt  Dbab  Sib:  I  bave  received  atid  read  carefnlly  your  commnnication 
of  October  24  regsrdtng  the  tariff  and   ttte  oft-repeated   charge   in   the 
West  and  Northwest  that  tbe  Republicans  in  Congress  are  not  carrying 
out  tbe  party  pledges  made  In  the  last  presidential  campaign. 

In  order  to  dlscoes  tbls  matter  Intelligently.  I  ask  what  were  tbe 
pledges  tbe  Republican  Party  made  In  tbe  platform  and  on  tbe  stomp, 
tbreogb  the  words  of  Its  candl<late  for  President  and  antborlied  speak- 
•raf  I  ahall  coaflne  my  obeerratioas  largely  to  the  tariff  and  agri- 
culture, for  those  points  are  what  yon  obviously  bave  In  mind. 
Tbe  RcftuhUcan  platform  adopted  at  Kansas  City  say«: 
"  We  raaflra  oar  belief  in  tbe  protective  tariff  as  a  fundameatal 
aad  essential  prtncipJe  of  tbe  economic  life  of  this  Nation.  While  cer- 
tain provisions  of  the  present  law  require  revision  In  tbe  light  of  changes 
to  the  world  compeUtlve  situatkui  aince  its  enactment,  tbe  record  of 
tfea  United  States  atoce  1922  clearly  ahowa  tbat  the  fundamental  pro- 
tective prtodple  of  tbe  law  has  been  folly  jostlAed.  •  •  •  The 
great  ezpaaslon  in  the  wealth  of  our  Natior  during  the  past  60  years, 
and  particularly  in  tbe  past  decade,  could  not  bare  beea  accomplished 
witheat  a  protective  tariff  system  designed  to  promote  the  vital  in- 
terests of  all  classes.  •  •  •  Tbeir  stimulus  has  been  felt  In  indua- 
trlea.  fanning  sectlona,  trade  circle^  and  commanitlea  In  every  quarter. 
Howerer.  w«  reallae  that  there  are  eertato  Induatries  whick  can  not  now 
saecesatelly  ooaspate  with  foreign  producers  becaoae  of  lower  ftoreiga 
waces  and  a  lawer  coat  of  living  abroad,  and  we  pledge  the  next  Re- 
pabllean Congresa  to  an  examination  and.  where  necessary,  a  revision  of 
thoas  sehedales  ta  the  and  that  American  labor  in  thsae  Industrlea  may 


NOVEMHEE    1 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5079 


agato  command  tbe  home  market,  may  maintain  its  standard  of  living, 
and  may  count  upon  steady  employment  in  Its  accustomed  field.  Ad- 
herence to  tbat  policy  is  essential  for  tbe  continued  prosperity  of  tbe 
country.  •  •  •  A  protective  tariff  is  as  vital  to  American  agricul- 
ture as  It  Is  to  American  manufucturing.  The  Republican  Party  believes 
tbat  tbe  home  market  built  up  under  tbat  protective  policy  belonm  to  the 
American  farmer,  and  It  pledges  its  support  of  legislation  which  give 
tbia  market  to  him  to  tbe  fullest  extent  of  bis  abUlty  to  supply  It." 

In  his  speech  of  acceptance,  August  11,  1929,  Mr.  Hoover  said; 

"An  adequate  tariff  is  tbe  foundation  of  farm  relief.  •  •  •  The 
domestic  market  must  be  protected.  Foreign  products  raised  under  lower 
standards  of  living  are  to-day  competing  in  our  home  markets.  I 
would  use  my  ofllce  and  Influence  to  give  tbe  fanner  tbe  full  bcni-fit  of 
our  historic  tiiriff  policy.  •  •  •  The  Republican  Party  has  ever  been 
the  exponent  of  protection  to  all  our  people  from  competition  with  lower 
standards  of  living  abroad.  *  *  *  A  general  reduction  in  tbe  tariff 
would  admit  a  fiood  of  goods  from  abroad.  It  would  injure  every  borne. 
It  would  fill  our  streets  with  idle  workers.  I  am  sure  tbe  American 
people  would  rather  intrust  tbe  perfection  of  tbe  tariff  to  tbe  consistent 
friends  of  tbe  tariff  than  to  our  opponents,  who  have  always  reduced 
our  tariffs,  who  voted  against  our  present  protection  to  workers  and 
tbe  farmer,  and  whose  whole  economic  theory  over  generations  has  been 
the  destruction  of  the  protective   principle." 

In  his  message  to  tbe  Republican  National  Convention,  Jane  14,  1028, 
Mr.  Hoover  said  : 

"At  a  later  date  I  shall  discuss  it  fully,  bnt  In  the  meantime  I  may 
as  well  say  that  under  these  principles  the  victory  of  the  party  will 
assure  national  defense ;  maintain  economy  in  the  administration  of 
Government ;  protect  American  workmen,  farmers,  aad  business  men 
alike  from  competition  arising  out  of  lower  standards  of  living  abroad ; 
foster  individual  initiative :  insure  stability  of  buainess  and  employment ; 
promote  our  foreign  commerce ;  and  develop  our  national  resoorces." 

lu  his  Boston  (Mass.)  speech  of  October  IS,  1928,  Mr.  Hoover  said: 

"It  would  seem  fair  to  assume  *  •  •  that  it  [the  Underwood 
tariff]  was  tbe  ideal  of  an  effective  competitive  tariff.  Be  this  as  it 
may,  competition,  to  be  effective,  must  mean  tbat  foreign  goods  will 
have  opportunity  of  successfully  invading  our  home  markets.  Tbe 
efftMJt  of  the  formula  there  set  forth  means  a  reduction  of  the  tariff 
and  a  depression  in  American  wages  and  American  farm  prices  to  meet 
foreign  com{>etitlon.  It  means  a  flood  of  foreign  goods,  of  foreign 
farm  products,  with  the  consequent  reduction  of  wages  and  Income,  of 
not  only  workers  and  farmers,  but  the  whole  of  those  who  labor,  whether 
In  tbe  field,  the  bench,  or  the  desk  •  •  •.  The  Republican  Party 
stands  for  protection  •  •  •.  In  short,  there  is  no  practical  force 
in  tbe  contention  that  we  can  not  have  a  protective  tariff  and  a  growing 
foreign  trade.      We   havi-  both   to-day." 

In  hla  Newark  (N.  J.)  speecb  of  September  17,  1928,  Mr.  Hoover  said  : 

"  1  suggest  that  the  employees  of  industries  In  New  Jersey  and  the 
country  should  directly  Investigate  as  to  what  would  happen  to  their 
employment  with  lowered  tariffs  •  •  •.  Real  wages  and  standards 
of  living  have  improved  more  In  the  past  sfven  and  a  half  years  of 
Republican  rule  than  in  any  Bimilar  i>eriod  in  tbe  history  of  this  or  any 
other  country  •  •  •.  Continuous  employment  and  prosperity  of 
labor,  depends  upon  the  continuance  of  those  policies." 

These  are  some  of  the  pledges  the  Republican  Party  made  con- 
cerning the  tariff.  It  is  perfectly  clear  tbey  involve  a  continuance  of 
tbe  Republican  policy  of  protection,  not  only  for  agriculture  but  for 
industry.  The  platform  and  Mr.  Hoover,  and  all  who  spoke  for  him, 
fully  understood  that  Congress,  if  Republican  and  in  control  of  both 
Houses,  would  legislate  to  continue  protection,  and  so  readjust  the  tariff 
as  to  provide  that  "American  !ab<ir  in  these  indu.stries  may  again  com- 
mand tbe  home  market,  may  maintain  its  standard  of  living,  and  may 
count  upon  steady  employment  in  its  accustomed  field."  (These  are  the 
exact  words  of  the  Republican  platform  of  1928.) 

There  is  nothing  in  this  derlaration  to  warrant  that  whatever  read- 
justment of  the  tariff  should  take  place,  if  the  Republicans  were  given 
control  of  both  Houses,  should  be  confined  to  agricuuure. 

Much  has  been  said  of  tbe  language  of  President  Hoover  in  bis  mes- 
sage  to   the  8pt>cial   session.     He   said : 

"  1  have  called  this  special  session  of  Congress  to  redeem  two  pledges 
given  in  the  last  election — farm  relief  and  limited  changes  in  tbe 
tariff  •  •  •.  In  considering  the  Uriff  for  other  industries  than 
agriculture,  we  find  that  there  bave  been  economic  shifts  necessitating  a 
readjustment  of  some  of  the  Uriff  schedules  •  •  •.  It  would  seeui 
to  me  that  tbe  teat  of  necessity  for  revision  is  in  the  main  whethrr 
there  has  been  substantial  slackening  of  activity  in  an  industry  during 
tbe  past  few  years,  and  a  consequent  decrease  of  employment  due  to 
insurmoontable  competition  in  the  products  of  tbat  industry.' 

Again,  It  Is  perfectly  clear,  that  I'resident  Hoover  did  not  Intend 
to  confine  tariff  readjustment  to  agriculture  only,  but  recommended  read- 
justment in  say  tariff  rate  where  investigation  demonstrated  a  need  of 
readjustment ;  and  obvioualy.  applying  the  President's  test,  that  readjnst- 
meat  meant  increases  in  uriff  rates  above  1922. 

When  it  comes  to  the  specific  rates  and  provisions  in  tbe  House  bill, 
or  even  the  Senate  bill.  I  wish  to  state  that  I  personally  have  not 
indorsed  either  just  as  written.     I  have  taken  the  position  that  most 


of  the  public  criticism  launched  against  both  has  been  based  on  tbe 
assumption  that  one  or  tbe  other  would  be  sgreed  to  and  finally  made 
a  law.  For  that  reason  indiscriminate  comment  has  been  premature 
and  ill-founded.  No  Uriff  blU  ever  U  translated  into  law  without 
numerous  changes  due  to  additional  information  and  the  discovery  of 
more  truth.  The  Senate  tariff  bill  Is  no  exception  to  this  rule. 
When  a  bill  Is  flnaUy  agreed  to  by  both  Houses,  If  any  is  agreed  to 
and  sent  to  conference,  it  will  be  high  time  for  the  enemies  of  pro- 
tection to  complain  publicly  and  loudly.  The  purpose  of  the  respon- 
sible leaders  In  both  Houses  of  Congress  is  to  preserve  tbe  principle 
of  adequate  protection,  such  as  the  Republican  platform  and  President 
Hoover  promised  the  country.  In  so  doing  I  maintain  that  the  Re- 
publican Party  is  not  repudiating  its  pledgee  but  amply  fulfilling  them. 

Bear  in  mind  that  most  of  the  objections  raised  against  the  urlff 
bin  Is  raised  by  those  who  for  years  have  always  opposed  the  doctrines 
of  protection. 

Western  Republican  papers  that  are  charging  the  Republican  leaders 
in  Congress  with  "  repudUtlon  of  their  promise  "  in  regard  to  tbe  tariff 
•re  failing  to  fairly  Interpret  the  campaign  pledges  and  the  utterances 
of  the  I'rcaident.  It  Is  not  necessary  to  Indorse  the  House  bill,  but  it 
is  necessary  to  have  regard  for  the  principle  of  adequate  protection 
made  necessary  by  tbe  party  pledge.  Western  papers  are  not  justified 
In  tbeir  condemnation  of  the  Republican  Party  so  far  as  the  leaders  in 
Congress  adhere  to  this  great  principle. 

It  is  most  unfortunate  that  cerUln  Republican  Members  of  the  Senate 
from  the  West  snd  Northwest  are  so  obsessed  with  sectional  and  per- 
sonal hatred  directed  to  the  Industrial  Bast  and  some  Senators  from 
the  East  as  to  be  blinded  to  Republican  pledges  and  Republican  suc- 
cess. It  is  not  strange  tbat  many  of  the  papers  in  thoae  sections  have 
taken  tbeir  cue  from  these  few  Senators  and  bave  condemned  tbe  tariff. 
The  tariff  bill  in  its  main  principles  is  a  fulfillment  of  Republican 
pledges*,  despite  what  a  few  Senators  and  a  few  papers  following  them 

say. 

May  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  outcry  against  the 
proposed  tariff  is  due  largely,  not  to  a  charge  of  repudiation  of  pledges 
but  to  the  mistaken  notion  that  any  increases  in  industrial  rates  will 
raise  prices  to  the  fsrmeni  and  add  to  their  burdens.  This  is  not  true, 
and  tariff  and  economic  history  proves  that  a  Uriff  does  not  of  Itself 
increase  prices.  Prices  are  governed  by-  forces  entirely  outside  the 
tariff.  In  his  Boston  speech  of  October  15,  1928,  discussing  tbe  poiiUcal 
predictions   of   the    Democrats   in    1022    touching    the    1922    Urlff,    Mr. 

Hoover  said : 

"  Every  argument  urged  by  our  opponents  against  tbe  increased  duties 
in  tbe  KepubUcan  tariff  act  (1922)  has  been  refuted  by  actual  expe- 
rience. •  •  •  Tbey  urged  tliat  the  duties  which  we  proposed 
would  increase  the  prices  of  manufactured  goods;  yet  prices  bave 
steadily  decreased." 

This  fear  has  been  Instilled  into  tbe  minds  of  many  newspaper 
editors  and  voters  until  they  imagine  they  wUl  be  robbed  by  Uriff  in- 
creases to  correct  tbe  Industrial  economic  maladjustments  referred  to  by 
President  Hoover  In  his  message  to"  tbe  extra  session  of  Congress.  If 
such  editors  and  voters  "  are  Uunte<l  wltb  tbe  fact  tbat  they  gave  their 
word  that  certain  things  would  be  done ;  and  the  demand  is  being  made 
tbat  they  make  good  their  party  promlHcs,"  refers  to  tbe  Uriff,  they 
have  a  complete  answer  in  the  realisation  that  tbe  Republican  Party  is 
trying  to  fulfill  Its  pledges  In  regard  to  the  Uriff. 

You  aay  that  these  same  Republican  newsiwpers  and  workers  "  find 
themselves  Inescapably  aUgned  wltb  political  forces  with  whom  tbey 
otherwise  bave  nothing  in  common."  Of  course,  tbls  Is  unfortunate; 
but  I  ask  you  to  recall  tbe  situation  In  1895  and  1896  when  a  large 
part  of  the  Republican  Party  in  the  Middle  West  went  over  completely 
to  tb<^  doctrine  of  free  and  unlimited  coinage  of  silver.  At  that  time 
It  was  said  by  the  newspaper  editors  and  Republican  leaders  who  Joined 
the  free  silver  forces,  that  they  likewise  "  found  themselves  inescapably 
aligned  wltb  political  forces  wltb  whom  they  otherwise  have  nothing  In 
common."  Those  editors  and  voters  In  1896  went  over  to  tbe  free-trade 
and  fne-Kllver  party,  the  Democratic  Party,  They  were  not  obliged  to. 
They  listened  to  false  gods,  and,  when  reason  returned,  came  back  to  tbe 
Republican  Party.  The  situation  now  Is  not  unlike  tbat  of  1895  and 
1896. 

From  what  I  have  read  In  the  CoNoaBBSidNAi.  Rbcobo  and  in  western 
papers,  the  Minneapolis  Tribune  has  responded  to  tbe  false  notions  and 
fallacies  instead  of  pointing  out  the  fallacies.  I  maintain  that  the  news- 
papers and  voters  to  whom  you  refer  are  misled  and  blinded  by  the 
noise  raised  against  the  Republican  Party  by  a  few  because  it  does  not 
accept  si»me  of  the  economic  doctrines  propounded  by  a  small  faction 
of  Republican  Senators  who  refuse  to  play  unless  those  false  doctrines 
are  followed.  As  in  free-silver  period,  It  Is  a  question  whether  tbe 
group  obst'ssed  with  false  notions  shall  rule  or  ruin,  or  whether  the 
Republican  principles  so  long  tried  and  found  true  Bhall  prevail. 

The  protective  Uriff  Is  one  of  those  principles,  and  the  Republicans 
to  Congress  are  carrying  out  tbat  principle,  so  far  as  tbe  group  in  tbe 
Northwest  will  permit  it.  Bear  in  mind  that  tbe  Republican  Party  does 
not  control  the  Senate.  Tbe  group  from  the  Northwest  has  eliminated 
the  flexible  tariff  In  the  hands  of  the  President,  whereas  tbe  flexible 
Uriff  has  proved  particularly  beneficial  to  tbe  farmers.    Tbe  same  group 


has  tacked  on  what  Is  known  as  the  "  debenture  "  section,  which  is  un- 
sound and  will  simply  aggravate  the  agricultural  situation.  It  Is  said 
that  tbe  President  will  veto  any  tariff  bill  conUlnlng  these  provisions. 

You  write : 

"  In  the  minds  of  a  great  number  ot  voters  In  the  agricultural  West 
the  Republican  Party  and  a  Republican  President  bore  tbe  onus  of  bav* 
Ing  prevented  the  passage  of  ccrUln  farm  legislation,  which,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  had  Its  sincere  and  enthusiastic  supporters." 

I  suppose  you  refer  to  the  farm  bills  of  1924  and  1925  containing  tbe 
eqiiallzatlon-fee  proposition.  A  Republican  President  opposed  such  a 
farm  bill  because  such  a  plan  was  deemed  by  the  lilghest  authorities 
uusotind,  if  not  unconstitutional.  I  can  account  for  much  of  tbe  agri- 
cultural enthusiasm  for  such  a  measure  just  as  I  accounted  for  farmer 
enthusiasm  for  free  and  unlimited  cotoage  of  sHrer  at  16  to  1. 

The  Republican  Party  has  made  good  In  this  regard  also,  for  it  has 
passed  a  farm  relief  bill  which  is  now  a  law  and  to  operation  under  a 
Federal  Farm  Board  appointed  by  President  Hoover.  There  can  be  no 
Just  criticism  on  this  score. 

If  a  urlff  bill,  a  1929  bill.  Is  passed  and  Is  aiade  a  law  and  Is 
signed  by  tbe  President,  I  an  sure  It  will  meet  with  the  sober  jadg- 
ment  and  approval  of  the  Minneapolis  Tribune  editor  and  all  the  Re- 
publican editors  of  your  section  of  the  Northwest. 

You  must  admit  upon  serious  consideration  that  BMny  of  the  eco- 
nomic suggestions  made  by  tbe  group  In  whose  welfare  you  are  Inter- 
ested and  we  are  all  Interested  as  Republicans,  aia  aot  only  unsound 
but  actually  wild  and  dangerous.  Certainly  as  a  good  and  conserva- 
tive Republican  you  do  not  wish  to  lead  tbe  people  of  your  section  out 
into  a  wilderness  of  blind  alleys,  wltb  no  guides  or  stgnposts  pototlng 
tbe  right  way. 

I  am  replying  to  your  letter  with  the  utmost  good  faith  in  and  per- 
sonal regard  for  yon  as  the  editor  of  a  great  and  Infloential  newspaper. 
Let  your  light  so  sblne  that  your  readers  may  see  your  good  works 
and  rejoice  in  you. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Rkbd  Smoot. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  it  i«  not  my  porpoee  to  dlscoss 
the  controversy  which  has  arisen  here  to-day  with  reference  to 
the  stock-market  crash.  I  think  we  all  are  thoronghly  aware 
of  the  fact  that  for  10  or  15  years  there  has  been  a  great  cry 
published  In  all  of  our  papers  about  universal  prosperity.  The 
investors  could  net  find  it  In  the  country  at  large  and  they 
therefore  patronleed  that  place,  where  it  seemed  to  be.  I  think 
the  reason  for  the  present  condition  is  because  too  many  to*A 
suckers  tried  to  cash  in  on  paper  profits  and  the  powers  that 
be  did  not  propose  to  have  the  cash  go  in  that  direction.  I 
think  the  Immediate  cause  was  that  the  deluded  individuals 
who  had  bought  on  the  fictitious  and  fabulous  inflation  thought 
they  could  cash  in,  and  when  they  attempted  to  do  so  they  were 
crashed  out 

Mr,  WHEELER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  SMITH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Is  it  not  a  fact,  however,  that  they  were 
trying  to  cash  in  on  the  80K»lled  Coolidge  and  Hoover  market? 

Mr.  SMITH.  Why,  certainly.  That  is  the  point  I  am  making. 
They  had  been  encouraged  to  believe  that  there  was  no  end  to 
the  proHperlty  In  spots  and  that  their  investments  were  all 
right  and  that  the  blue  sky  was  the  limit;  but  when  they 
attempted  to  cash  In  they  necessarily  were  crashed  out  because 
it  was  not  intended  that  the  money  should  go  to  the  suckers 
but  to  those  who  control  the  market. 

Mr.  WHEELER  I  think  the  Senator  will  agree  with  me 
that  during  the  last  two  or  three  years,  at  least,  the  newspapers 
have  carried  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other  the  state- 
ment that  it  was  a  Ckjolldge  market,  and  after  the  last  election 
that  It  was  a  Hoover  market.  When  it  was  going  up  the  admin- 
istration apparently  took  the  credit  and  claimed  it  was  a  Hoover 
market,  but  when  it  commenced  to  go  down  and  when  we  have  a 
panic  In  the  stock  market,  then  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Robinson]  comiriains  bitterly  because  stmiebody  suggests  that  ft 
is  still  a  Hoover  market 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  Preeddeat  perhaps  I  have  not  the  intellec- 
tual power  to  analyae  a  situation  which  seems  to  me  to  be  quite 
obvious.  In  the  midst  of  this  so-called  prosperity  we  have  the 
startling  paradox  that  right  at  the  very  crest  of  what  was 
called  national  prosperity  an  extraordinary  session  of  Congress 
is  called  to  relieve  the  tragic  distress  of  40,000,000  American 
people— 40,000,000  engaged  in  producing  actual  wealth  and  the 
only  ones  who  do  iMroduce  the  basic  and  major  part  of  the  actual 
increase  in  wealth  of  the  country. 

National  prosperity!  Nothing  must  be  done  to  disturb  It 
wWle  at  the  same  time  the  PreeMent  calls  an  extraordinary 
session  of  Ojngreas  to  relieve  the  distreaa  of  40,000,000  engaged 
in  bread  aod  textile  production.    I  shall  have  aomething  to  say, 
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flitiwfr  tfMMUf  '4  mnumi  (•)>«>#  1  !«•««'<'  tttwmHiM  wfHki  I  tMV« 
t«  Mr  til  Mrt  ft  U««c  ti)  writlfttf,  ttiiHitfti  I  4o  nU  ltk«  Ut  nmilt 
fro»  •  irrtiuw  jmv  Tb«  Mibjart  U  «>it«  that  I  h«r«  tuH  l)«Mr4 
ildi  ^wMiil  I  bttf*  Mt  haf  d«x  •rt'T  dtf.  ao^  4«f  «ft«r  dJt)^. 
aad  I  lwr«  tte>«r(l  trtU'W  aftt^r  «rtii1«  und  Ml>«dol«  sft^r  AdMd' 
■I*  dtaruMCd  ai  to  tb#  Dm-etMilty  for  a  hljKb  prot0etl?«  t«rfff  to 
nraMiTii  th«  Uf*  and  prucreM*  of  t«rt«iD  AncrUran  lodnafrlea. 
IhsT*  bMrd  Invoked  lunv  ttiat  age-okl,  tim»-imiii«inorUJ  ploa 
that  we  niut  not  bring  American  labor  Into  competition  with 
foretgn  lAlK>r  and  that  we  munt  measure  the  cotit  of  American 
prodoctlon  with  the  coat  of  foreign  production  in  order  to 
pnaerre  tbe  markets  to  the  manufacturers  of  America. 

I  wt*h  now  to  dismal  the  effect  upon  tbe  production  and  prices 
of  American  manufactures  of  the  Introduction  of  labor-savinc^ 
dcTlcen  and  the  ImprovementA  which  have  been  made  in  such 
devices  irom  time  io  time.  That  is  a  question  which  has  not 
been  discussed  in  detail  on  the  floor,  or,  at  least.  I  have  not 
beard  it  so  discussed. 

The  principal  basis  of  our  tariff  legislation  has  been  the  differ- 
ence between  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad.  That 
has  been  the  basis  upon  which  such  legislation  has  been  fnuned 
from  the  time  of  Hamilton  until  to-day.  The  two  great  parties, 
however,  have  differed  on  it  The  principal  argument  in  favor 
of  a  very  high  protective  tariff  has  been  that  the  American  wage 
earner  should  not  be  brought  In  competition  with  the  pauper 
labor  of  Europe.  That  is  the  arjiument  that  is  now  being  used. 
and  is  the  only  argument  which  would  justify  any  pretense  for 
the  imposition  of  a  high  protective  tariff.  I  shall  discuss  these 
two  grand  divisions  of  the  subject  as  they  relate  to  the  tariff. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  conceded  that  no  labor-saving  device  is 
employed — and  this  is  a  point  which  I  should  like  to  impress 
especially  on  the  minds  of  Senators — no  labor-saving  device  is 
employed  anleaa  it  can  be  more  economically  operated  than  can 
maooal  labor.  The  argument  being  that  we  should  not  bring 
American  labor  into  competition  with  the  pauper  labor  of 
Borope,  then  one  (tf  the  major  things  that  the  prcqponents  of  a 
hlsh  protective  tariff  should  see  to  is  that  American  labor  shall 
be  employed  at  a  living  wage,  guaranteed  to  that  labor  by  virtue 
of  tbe  impoeitioa  of  the  tariff  in  America  as  against  other  coun- 
trtes.  I  now  want  to  iMring  to  the  attention  of  the  American 
imbiic  facta  showing  in  just  what  degree  tbe  advocates  of  tlie 
protective  doctrine  have  carried  out  that  princifde. 

I  say  U  Is  conceded  that  no  labor-saving  device  is  employed 
■nif—  It  can  be  more  economically  operated  than  can  manual 
labor  mjcA  can  show  a  much  greater  net  profit  than  can  be 
derived  by  the  employment  of  manual  labor. 

This  profit  may  come  in  two  ways :  First,  by  increasicg  the 
poasible  ootpat  of  a  plant,  and,  second,  in  tbe  greater  stand- 
ardised perfection  of  tbe  things  produced.  One  approach  to 
an  understanding  ot  the  increased  productive  capacity  of  a 
fflTen  plant  oaiug  labor-saving  devices  may  be  found  in  the 
increased  capacity  of  individual  production  through  the  ase  of  a 
machine.  That  proposition  I  shall  discuss  a  little  later  on  more 
particularly. 

It  ia  almost  impossible  to  get  the  exact  data,  tbe  exact  cost 
of  the  machine-noade  article  as  compared  with  tbe  cost  of  the 
Ban-made  article  in  the  various  noanufacturing  plants  of  the 
country.  Tbe  figures,  however,  can  be  approximate  ascer- 
tained by  taking  into  account  the  initial  cost  of  the  machine, 
its  upkeep^  its  output,  and  the  cost  of  tbe  man  or  men  on  the 
■ajBS  baala.  This  in  turn  can  be  approximately  ascertained  by 
eompartng  tbe  onits  produced  in  a  given  time  by  the  uuita  pro- 
dsoed  by  a  person  in  tbe  same  time. 

Mr.  Stuart  Cbase,  in  his  book  entitled  "  Men  and  Machines," 
jMnblisbed  in  VKS^  at  page  210— and  before  I  quote  what  he 
•ajB  I  want  to  recommend  to  those  who  may  read  my  remarks 
la  tbe  HaooaD  and  those  who  may  listen  to  me  a  careful  study 
sf  Mr.  Chase's  book— aaya : 

TsklBc  1014  aa  tb«  index  ot  facto  17  prodaetloa  In  wlatkn  to  snaploy- 
,  It  has  feecB  aboiro  Uwt,  wbereaa  prodoctlon  iaercsaad  70  per 
bstw— M  iai4  and  1017.  tte  nnaber  of  factory  aoiployeao  laereaaad 
If  par  esat 


Dexter  8.  Kimball,  In  Industrial  Bcooomlea,  1919,  at  page 


la  tanss  •(  value  la  ladostry  as  a  wh«|«  ib«  0Qtp«tt  per  worker  ia 
vas  91>aOO.    iB  1010  It  waa  $7,500. 

From  irarioos  authorities  I  have  the  statemsBt  from  one 
who  took  the  time  and  trouble  to  gather  tbe  facts  and  note  tbe 


diaptae 
la  a  Uttle  m 


Mt  of  Bica  by  macfitacs  la  rrtdent  fran  the  fact  that 
tfeaa  a  decade  there  has  beta  a  per  man  tacreasi  la 


mum  •mmnmiHl  Is  Iff  par  anK  to  faMMr  wmiit»Ht$rt^,  M  fsr  «»## 

Him  m^n^mu    A  umm  wsrk»f  is  l#ai  f9ttA>tm4  Wimtt  mur  Madat 
is  Iba  tim»  ftttHnm  is  pf»4tt*0  mo  Is  MM, 

Jhma  ira  tomt  of  tbs  ttUU!iilu»-mBA*  trtUilM,  tlia  tmplof  msnl 
of  manual  labor  In  cntirmitUm  with  tba  manaftt«titr«  ot  wbieh 
ba«  btfen  ut  ttuf  vanishing  ptAnt,  thnt  we  are  called  npon  hers  Ut 
protect  by  ro«ana  of  a  higher  protei^tive  tariff. 

J0IIUS  Klsla.  In  Factory  wmdeoej  and  UDsmployment,  pob" 
llshed  In  tbe  Protectionist,  Jaonary.  1929,  at  page  429.  sayf 
that  the  productivity  per  man  In  the  antomoblle  industry  in- 
creased 172  per  cent  in  11  years. 

According  to  Oifford  K.  Simonds  and  John  O.  Thompson,  lo 
their  book  on  The  American  Way  to  Prosperity,  page  50.  pob- 
lisbed  in  1928,  the  Buick  Motor  Co.  built  1.400  per  cent  more 
cars  with  only  10  per  cent  more  men. 

The  increase  in  per  capita  production,  according  to  the  best 
information  obtainable,  in  the  steel  and  iron  industry  since  1914 
is  50  per  cent. 

That  statement  does  not  take  into  consideration  the  enormous 
increase  in  production  per  man  l)efore  the  installation  of  labor- 
saving  devices  in  the  steel  industry.  I  shall  insert  at  the  proper 
place  a  table  that  will  throw  more  liffht  on  that  subject. 

As  I  have  said,  in  the  iron  and  steel  indastry  the  increase  in 
per  capita  production  since  1914  has  l)e<^n  50  per  cent,  although 
the  working  day  is  now  8  hours,  while  before  1914  it  was  12 
hours. 

According  to  a  statement  furnished  me  by  reliable  authority 
and  also  borne  out  by  Dexter  S.  Kimball  in  Industrial  Eco- 
nomics, pages  290-291,  In  1900,  28,014  establishments  were  en- 
gaged in  making  men's  clothes,  employing  191,043  persons,  with 
an  output  valued  at  about  $450,000,000.  In  1925  there  were 
only  4,000  such  establishments,  which  were  employing  173,332 
persons,  with  a  total  outpnt  valued  at  $1,000,000,000.  The  num- 
l)er  of  factories  had  been  reduced  to  one-seventh,  while  the  value 
of  the  output  had  more  than  doubled. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator permit  an  Interruption? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 
Mr.  SMITH.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  To  what  extent  was  this  un- 
employment due  to  consolidation  in  the  Industry? 

Mr.  SMITH.  Two  factors  entered  into  the  situation.  There 
was  not  only  consolidation,  but  the  substitution  of  labor-saving 
devices  in  addition. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Labor-saving  devices  have 
reduced  employment  materially  In  what  may  be  called  the  com- 
mon and  skilled  vocations  among  the  laboring  classes,  but  con- 
solidations have  l)een  a  very  large  factor  In  reducing  employ- 
ment among  executives  and  in  the  case  of  foremen,  superin- 
tendents, and  assistant  treasurers  and  many  other  executive 
officials.    Am  I  not  correct  as  to  that? 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  Senator  Is  correct  in  that  statement,  and 
strange  enough  there  are  devices  now  available,  to  which  I  shall 
refer  later,  which  particularly  have  an  effect  on  what  Is  called 
tlie  "  white-collar  brigade."  Such  devices  In  numerous  instances 
have  taken  the  place  of  clerks  and  superintendents,  and  the 
machine  does  the  work  better  than  the  Individual  did  It  In  a 
large  percentage  of  clerical  and  superintending  positions.  I 
shall  later  on  call  attention  to  that. 

I  also  wish  to  show  how  labor-saving  devices  not  only  save 
labor  but  Increase  incalculably  the  unit  of  production.  To  such 
an  extent  is  that  true  that  the  market  is  saturated  now— I  will 
later  give  tbe  percentages — in  the  case  of  the  necessaries  of 
life  beyond  the  capacity  of  America  to  absorb  the  production, 
thus  creating  a  surplus  In  the  manufacturing  world  similar  to 
the  so-called  surplus  in  the  agricultural  world.  Yet  under 
tbe  tariff  manufacturers  are  able  to  dispose  of  their  surplus 
abroad  at  the  world  figures  and  still  maintain  the  American 
jwlce  for  the  American  consumer. 

Mr.  WAI..SH  of  Massachusetts.  Does  not  the  Senator  think 
that  a  very  recent  public  announcement  with  reference  to  auto- 
mobiles  tends  to  prove  the  statwneot  the  Senator  has  jnst  made 
with  respect  to  overproduction? 

Mr.  SMITH.  That  Is  true  of  the  purchasing  power  of  the 
people  in  tbe  case  of  automobiles,  and  that  has  been  brought 
about  largely  by  virtue  of  the  use  of  machines  and  the  substitu- 
tion of  machines  for  manual  labor,  not  only  denying  American 
labor  the  opportunity  to  earn  wages,  but  exceeding  the  capacity 
of  tbe  average  American  to  absorb  commodities  pniduced.  Per- 
haps at  swne  later  time  I  will  discuss  the  total  inefficiency  of 
onr  financial  system  to  meet  the  conditions  growing  out  of  devel- 
opments in  the  industrial  field. 

In  the  same  year,  1900,  there  were  a  large  number  of  custom 
ahoemaklng  esUblldunents,  emiHoylng  9,689  persons,  and  1,900 


0lnm  fm^ufUm  frntAityUm  i4H4iini  ptvmtn*,  tit  Mm  iti#rs  wi^s 
tm\f  }r4M>  tA^M^mkUm  nmuSt^Mmmii*,  t*m\Ai»fUtu  lid^/NiM  pttfrnmn, 
wMb  MH  tmi^i  raliM  si  9<^4aaM«i^^  </r  i^U'u  iUm  vstus  oi 
i\m  tmiimi  of  itttf  itrevUnft  MiuipOM^ii. 

Mr.  H'AI/*<fl  i't  MsMtM<1(U««H(i(,  Hipuut  rmmn  tignren  attow 
fbat  tlutru  h0«  twuu  tfv^n  a  furtlMrr  iiirtailm*wt  </f  tb«  uuiitber 
of  t(ht>»  fni'iurii-'it. 

Mr  HMITH,  Yett;  and  I  bfll^e  tbe  Kenat/>r  from  MaMiacbn- 
»HtK  will  agree  wilb  ute  that  that  bat*  l>een  due  to  tbe  eflkieucy 
of  machinery  and  the  necessity  of  mass  production  in  order  to 
preempt  the  market  of  this  country. 

Mr.  WALHH  of  MaH«>achuiw>ttH.  That  is  very  true.  I  might 
add  that  there  has  been  less  consolidatitm  in  the  shoe  industry 
than  In  othern  of  the  great  industries  of  the  country.  The  de- 
creuKe  In  the  number  of  factories  in  other  lines  of  industry  may 
be  accounteil  for  to  some  extent  by  the  many  consolidations 
which  have  taken  place,  but  that  is  not  so  in  the  case  of  shoe 
factories.  In  that  iuistauce,  as  the  Senator  has  stated,  it  is  due. 
In  my  opinion,  to  the  great  advance  that  has  been  made  in 
lulwr-saving  machinery. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Dexter  S.  Kimball  says  that  a  new  automatic 
machine  punches  twenty-five  times  as  many  needles  as  the  origi- 
nal machine,  thus  saving  the  labor  of  25  operators.  A  girl  can 
in8r»ect  3.000  needles  an  hour,  and  a  machine  with  slightly  less 
accuracy  can  inspect  27,0(X)  needles  an  hour. 

Ill  the  steel  industry,  two  men  now  charge  a  steel  furnace 
which  once  required  14  men :  7  men  cast  as  much  pig  iron  as  60 
used  to  do  15  years  ago. 

We  are  all  familiar  with  the  Installation  of  the  dial  telephone. 

Mr.  William  Green,  president  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Lal>or,  submitted  the  following  statement  showing  examples  of 
machine  displacement  of  workers: 

SOME    EXAMPLES    OF    MACBINK   DISPLACEMENT  OV    WORKERS 

However,  no  governmental  or  other  agency  has  been  recording  the 
results  of  dlBplacoment  of  workers  by  mechanical  devices  and  power. 
We  know  some  such  displacements  as  these  were  in  progress  : 

Steel :  Seven  men  now  do  the  work  which  formerly  required  60  to 
perform  in  casting  pig  iron  ;  2  men  now  do  the  work  which  formerly 
required  128  to  perform  in  loading  pig  iron ;  1  man  replaces  42  in 
operating  open-hearth  furnaces. 

And  there  Is  not  an  article  In  this  tariff  bill  that  is  asking  for 
more  protection  than  the  iron  and  steel  industry,  although  the 
employment  of  manual  labor  has  decrea.sed  almost  to  the  vanish- 
ing point. 

Machine  shops  and  railway  repair  shops :  One  man  replaces  25  skilled 
mnchinlsts  with  a  "gang"  of  5  or  10  semiautomatic  machines;  4  men 
can  now  do  in  3  to  7  hours  what  It  formerly  took  8  men  3  weeks  to 
perform  in  repair  work  on  locomotives,  due  to  oxyacetylene  torch ;  15 
years  nno  it  took  15  to  30  hours  to  turn  one  pair  of  locomotive  tires. 
Now  it  taki'9  8  hours  to  turn  6  pairs  with  same  n\unl>«r  of  men  by  use  of 
modern  processes.  (Time  reduction,  15  to  30  hours  to  1  hour  and  20 
minutes.)  Thirty  workers  with  10  machines  now  do  the  work  of  240 
workers  with  20  machines  in  the  Sun  Tube  Corporation  machine  shop. 

Brick  :  A  brickmaking  machine  In  Chicago  makes  40,000  bricks  per 
hour.  It  formerly  took  one  man  8  hours  to  make  450.  Change :  It 
would  take  711  hours  to  make  40.000  bricks  by  the  old  method  with  1 
man  working.     It  now  takes  1  hour. 

Glass  :  The  most  up-to-date  automatic  machine  makes  In  1  hour  what 
It  would  take  more  than  41  workers  to  make  by  hand  in  tbe  manufacture 
of  4-ounce  oval  prescription  bottles.  In  25  and  40  watt  electric  bulbs  tbe 
man-hour  output  of  the  automatic  machine  is  more  than  thirty-one  times 
tliat  of  the  hand  process. 

Crane.'?  and  tractors :  Three  men  replace  28  in  Youngstown  Sheet  ft 
Tube  Co.  with  tram-rail  crane ;  5  men  with  tractors  replace  48  men  as 
crane  loaders  In  Willys  Overland  Co. 

Conveyors  :  Five  men  do  three  days'  work  in  one  day  In  cmptylnj; 
brick  kiln. 

Paper-box  industry :  Id  New  York,  from  1914  to  1926,  the  Dumt>er 
of  workers  decreased  82  per  cent,  while  the  oatpat  per  wage  earner 
Increased  121  per  cent. 

General :  In  the  automobile  industry  the'  same  number  of  men  are 
producing  three  times  as  many  cars  as  in  1914 ;  steel  mills  ttirn  cat 
twice  as  much  again  as  in  1918. 

This  is  only  a  very  meager  and  Incomplete  statement  of  the 
revolution  in  American  manufacture.  The  actual  manufacture 
of  the  finished  product  ready  for  the  consumer  Is  perhaps  from 
five  to  six  times  cheaper  or  less  costly  than  the  old  hand  process, 
and  yet  the  cost  to  the  consumer  of  practically  all  the  neces-sary 
articles  of  domestic  consumption  has  steadily  risen  during  the 
precise  period  when  the  greatest  use  of  machine  production  is 
in  effect. 

Considerable  discussion  has  taken  place  on  the  flttor  of  the 
Senate  as  to  fixing  the  rate  of  duty  on  the  American  valuation. 
It  would  be  interesting,  just  at  this  j;K>int,  to  inquire  what  are 


MMMMt  itf  ttm  0Ummtte  imtmin§  ^nta  tha  ttfUtt  M  llw  k\mf\f%n 

iHw  ot  i\ut  stsrtMiig  iiu'iu  Unmt^ii  Ut  my  HttrnttUm  t^y  «  study 
of  ttm  lr*m4  of  it^tm  Im  AnMTlrs  Is  ilw  iimi  uf  dlstrltHjii^m, 
in  tint  dlsiiissU/fi  ou  Urn  tUmr  iH  tb«  KUnmte  of  tlta  im|MMitU>n 
of  a  stilt  blKlMtr  tariff  on  fabulously  blgb-f^rkwd  artUlim  I 
bars  Ui/t  turard  a  word  about  tlie  factors  that  have  pla^'tnl  tbs 
liScasMlttes  of  lift*  In  America  practically  lN»yoiul  tbe  reach,  in 
adequate  quantities,  of  tbe  average  lionsebolder. 

Let  us  see  some  of  the  things  that  euti*r  Into  tbe  cost. 

Of  course,  our  present  freigtit  rates  are  responsible  for  a  con- 
siderable element  of  cost ;  but  they  are  very  small  as  comimred 
with  other  costs.  One  authority  states  that  distribution  costs 
have  multiplied  threefold  since  1870 ;  that  Is,  outside  of  the  ele- 
ment of  freight.  The  same  authority  says  that  for  every  fac- 
tory worker  there  is  one  person  engaged  in  distribution,  and  in 
some  industries  two,  and  that  the  cost  of  selling  goods  exceeda 
the  entire  manufacturing  cost  except  the  cost  of  raw  material* 
and  that  the  cost  of  selling  goods  to  the  retailer  and  again  to 
the  public  amounts  to  twice  as  much  again. 

Three  common  foodstuffs  are  selected  by  this  authority  to 
illustrate  this  Item  of  cost. 

The  cost  of  producing  rolled  oats,  including  the  raw  material, 
is  31  cents  per  pound.  The  distribution  cost  is  60  cents — ^more 
than  twice  as  much  as  the  cost  of  the  entire  manufacturing 
process,  including  the  purchase  of  the  raw  material. 

In  the  case  of  corn  flakes,  the  production  cost  is  33  cents  per 
pound ;  the  distribution  cost,  67  cents. 

In  the  case  of  bread — the  common,  oi*dlnary  bread  that  we 
eat.  the  loaf  bread — the  production  cost  is  46  cents ;  the  distri- 
bution cost  is  54  cents. 

Simonds  &  Thomi^on,  on  page  85  of  the  American  Way  to 
Prosperity,  quote  Henry  H.  Williams,  as  follows: 

In  our  own  business,  for  example  (and  we  deal  in  a  staple  commodity), 
the  cost  of  selling  and  advertising  oar  goods  exceeds  the  entire  manu- 
facturing cost,  if  we  except  the  cost  of  the  raw  materlaL  The  cost  of 
selling  tbeHe  goods  to  the  retailers  amounts  to  twice  as  much  again. 
We  and  our  competitors  have  great  forces  of  salesmen  engaged  in  over- 
coming sales  resistance.  There  is  no  sales  resititance ;  there  Is  only  an 
excessive  productive  capacity  in  our  industry,  nurtured  by  our  Nation's 
financial  policy. 

Now,  are  we  called  upon  to  raise  our  tariff  wall  so  high  as 
to  encourage  this  absurd,  enormous  additional  cost  for  sales- 
men and  advertising  which  is  the  sole  result  of  the  excessive 
machine  production?  According  to  these  statements  and  these 
authorities  the  cost  of  the  "  go-getters  "  and  our  attractive  cur- 
rent advertisements  in  magazines  and  papers  is  twice  to  three 
times  the  cost  of  all  the  manufacturing  proces-s,  including  the 
raw  material.  When  we  come  to  the  question  of  establishing 
our  ad  valorem  rates  upon  the  cost  of  the  American  iwoduct,  we 
necessarily  include  this  orgy  of  advertising,  which,  according  to 
the  l)e8t  authorities  obtainable  in  this  country,  is  twice  as  much. 
In  the  case  of  a  great  many  of  the  necessaries  of  life,  as  the 
entire  cost  of  the  raw  material  and  the  manufacturing 
proces.ses. 

Mr.  8MOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Bbatton  In  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah? 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  quite  in  accord  with  most  of  what  the 
Senator  says ;  and  I  can  not  bring  myself  to  t)elieve  that  rates 
ought  to  be  imposed  upon  American  valuation.  I  have  always 
opposed  it  in  the  past,  and  unless  I  am  convinced  otherwise — 
and  1  do  not  believe  that  is  possible  to  be  done — I  shall  oppose 
it  in  the  future. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  if  I  could  get  the  Senator  from 
Utah  to  accede  as  readily  to  other  absurdities  in  this  tatiff  bill 
as  he  has  to  this  absurd  lAase,  I  should  be  very  greatly  encour- 
aged to  l)elieve  that  the  American  people,  the  human  family, 
pertiaps  were  not  without  hope  of  some  time  toeing  the  bene- 
ficiaries of  the  genius  that  has  revolutioalzed  production. 

I  want  to  discuss,  later  on  In  this  address,  who  are  the  bene- 
ficiaries of  the  di.scoveries  of  genius,  and  why  the  masses  are  not 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  repeat  right  here  that  according  to 
the  facts  studied  and  brought  out  by  the  best  authorities  in  this 
country,  our  system  of  distribution  is  costing  two  and  three- 
quarters  times  more  than  the  raw  material,  the  manufacturing 
processes,  and  all  the  other  overheads  combined ;  and  right  here 
on  this  floor,  with  ail  these  weeks  of  discussion,  we  have  not 
heard  one  word  as  to  why  the  American  people  are  under  l>ond- 
age  to  a  system  that  denies  them  the  privilege  of  enjoying  the 
marvelously  cheapening  processes  of  machine  production. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasachoaetta.    Mr.  President 
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Tbe^PRESroiNO  OPTICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  SoQtb 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massadiuaetta? 

Mr.  SMITH.    1  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MaHsacbiisetts.  Doea  not  the  Senator  think 
that  that  excwrtve  coat  of  diatrlbntion  bears  more  hearily  opon 
the  farmer,  perhaps,  than  any  other  class  of  oar  people? 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  before  I  conclude  what  I  have  to 
My  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  logic  of  eveota 
and  the  rery  logic  of  oar  enTironment  is  organisation.  I  woald 
not  decry  it  I  should  be  stupid  to  fly  in  the  face  of  the  opera- 
tion of  a  irreat  natural  law.  What  I  am  inveighing  against  is 
that  the  unorganised  are  the  victims  rather  than  the  bene- 
ficiaries of  the  Wesdngs  that  are  pouring  on  us ;  and  I  do  say 
that  our  system  of  government  is  radically  at  fault  somewhere 
when  an  article  can  be  made  five  times  as  cheaply  now  as  20 
yearn  ago — an  article  of  necessity,  some  simple,  democratic 
thing  of  common  use — and  the  buyer  of  it  has  to  pay  from  five 
to  six  times  as  much  as  he  did  when  it  was  painfully  fabricated 
by  human  hands. 

There  Is  something  wrong,  radically  wrong.  We  take  hours 
and  weeks  and  months  discussing  the  academic  question  of  a 
tariff,  the  principle  Involvetl,  and  what  rate  should  be  on  this 
article  and  what  rate  on  that,  and  no  one  has  put  the  acid 
test  of  the  crudble  on  the  figures  to  show  how  much  Is  fictitious 
and  could  be  burned  away,  leaving  the  American  public  to 
understand  what  are  the  legitimate  costs,  and  wliat  ought  really 
to  lie  done.  We  have  not  done  that ;  it  has  not  l>een  discussed 
on  the  floor. 

The  discussions  to-day  in  reference  to  the  tariff,  taking  the 
entire  detxates  as  they  appear  in  the  Congressional  Kbcobd. 
will  show  that  they  are  based  upon  practically  the  same  assump- 
tion as  though  no  labor-saving  device  had  been  invented  since 
1820.  We  hear  the  same  old  argument  What  man  has  stood 
in  his  place  here  and  particularired  the  instances  where  a 
machine  is  d<rfng  the  work  of  100  individuals?  I  want  to  dis- 
cuss that  and  show  to  what  absurd  position  the  advocates  of 
the  high  protective  tariff  have  come. 

I  speak  now  of  the  coat  of  getting  an  article  to  the  con- 
sumer. Ttie  advocates  of  a  high  protective  tariff  can  not  stand 
here  and  invoke  protection  on  the  plea  that  labor  is  to  be  pro- 
tected because  the  machine  is  eliminated.  They  can  not  stand 
here  and  Invoke  high  protection  on  a  steel  product  in  America 
for  the  sake  of  the  labor  employed,  when  there  ia  no  labor 
employed,  when  the  work  Is  done  by  a  machine. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  SMITH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  Has  the  Senator  gone  Into  an  Investigation  to 
determine  how  many  people  are  employed  in  industry  after  the 
labor-saving  machinery  has  been  Installed? 

Mr.  SMITH.  Yes;  and  I  will  submit  a  table  giving  those 
flgurea.  It  la  not  mine.  I  waa  not  competent  to  prepare  It,  but 
our  stattaticians,  Mr.  Alexander  and  Mr.  Chase  and  others  who 
are  recognixed  as  national  and  international  authorities,  have 
prepared  a  table,  which  I  shall  Insert  in  the  Recobd. 

Mr.  FESS.  Taking  the  steel  Industry  as  an  example,  I 
would  like  to  know  whether,  under  the  new  regime  of  labor- 
saving  machinery,  there  are  more  people  employed  now  than 
before  the  machinery  was  Introduced. 

Mr.  SMITH.  There  may  be  more  numerically,  hot  they  are 
In  wliat  Is  called  the  blotting-paper  department  where  no  skill 
la  required  and  where  the  employees  get  very  little  compensa- 
tion. The  skill  now  is  in  the  mechanization  of  the  industry; 
in  other  words,  the  Inventive  genius  of  America  has  crystalllied 
the  human  process  Into  a  machine  proceas,  and  any  machine 
that  takes  the  place  of  000  men  is  producing  what  000  men 
would  produce;  therefore  ^Iminates  600  men.  That  is  a 
BMthematical  fact  that  neither  the  Senator  nor  I  can  escape. 

Mr.  FESS.  Perhaps  the  Senator  will  give  the  figures  a  little 
later.  Bnt  I  wish  ttie  Senator  would  also  answer  this  ques- 
tion, whether  the  same  situation  d(»es  not  obtain  in  Europe, 
wh^e  Europe  Is  using  labor-saving  machines  the  same  as  we 
are,  and  our  latior-savlng  machinery  will  be  in  competition 
with  a  situation  in  Europe. 

Mr.  SMITH.  That  is  not  a  fact ;  but  if  it  were  a  fact,  the 
old  sloffan  of  the  pretectionists  would  be  gone.  Then  we  would 
bare  to  say.  •*  For  God's  sake,  let  us  protect  the  American 
machine  against  the  pauper  machine  of  Europe,"  and  not 
**Amerlcan  labor  against  the  pauper  labor  of  Europe."  We 
would  have  to  protect  the  American  machine,  which  does 
not  employ  any  human  hands,  against  the  foreign  machine.  So 
we  have  a  machine  war  now  and  not  a  war  of  human  beings. 

Let  me  read  what  Mr.  Magnus  W.  Alexander,  president  of 
the  National  Industrial  Conference  Board,  said — and  I  may 
say,  parentheCieaUy,  that  thia  relates  to  the  ytxj  question  the 
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Senator  from  Ohio  asked  me.  I  want  to  give  the  date  of  this 
publication,  because  I  want  to  show  that  I  have  gotten  the 
information  Just  as  nearly  up  to  date  as  posslWe.  This  is 
dated  1928.    He  said  : 

Economic  and  social  life  100  yeara  ago  in  the  United  States  waa 
restricted  in  scope,  and  the  present  standards  of  business  and  of  llTlng 
would  at  that  time  have  appeared  as  a  dream  beyond  the  poaaibillty  of 
realiaatlon.  It  still  appears  as  "  eppatant  "  to  the  French,  "  kolossal  " 
to  the  German,  "  stnpendosa  "  to  the  Italian,  and  "  amazing "  even  to 
oar  self-contained  English  friends. 

The  mechanisation  of  American  industry,  the  subetitutlon  of 
labor-saving  devices  to  supplant  human  hands  appears  to  the 
Frenchman  as  "  eppatant,"  to  the  German  as  "  kolossal,"  to 
the  Italian  as  *'  stupendoaa,"  and  "  amazing "  even  to  our 
neighbors  Just  across  the  ocean,  the  Englishmen.  He  goes 
on — and  I  invite  attention  to  this — to  particularize  as  to  the 
question  asked  me  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.    WALSH    of    Massachusetts.     Mr.    President,    will    the 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SMITH.     I  yirfd. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    The  Senator  stated  that  some 
of  his  figures  were  obtained  from  the  writings  of  Stuart  Chase. 
Mr.  SMITH.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  he  the  man  who  conducted 
the  investigation  into  the  meat  industry  for  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  some  years  ago? 

Mr.  SMITH.  That  is  the  man.  My  information  is  that  he 
waa  at  one  time  a  memt>er  of  that  body. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  he  a  student  and  writer 
on  labor  questions  and  a&sociated  with  the  Labor  Bureau  (Inc.) 
in  New  York? 

Mr.  SMITH.    Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    And  has  been  for  some  years? 
Mr.  SMITH.     Yes.     He  is  the  author  of  what  is  known  as 
Your  Money's  Worth,  which  I  Invite  all  Senators  to  peruse.    I 
think  that  will  give  them  the  psychology  of  this  orgy  of  specu- 
lation In  New  York. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  he  also  wrote  the 
Tragedy  of  Waste. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Yes;  I  think  he  is  also  the  author  of  that 
As  I  said,  the  increased  cost  of  labor  can  not  be  invoked  here, 
for  the  reason  that  the  average  proiluction  of  an  Individual 
through  these  lat>or-Baving  devices  has  Increased  from  50  to 
100  per  cent  The  avarage  Is  well  alwve  40.  In  other  words, 
one  lat>orer  using  modem  machinery  can  produce  as  much  now 
as  perhaps  four,  five,  or  six  could  produce  a  few  years  ago. 
Yet  hia  wage  is  hardly  double  what  that  of  the  laborer  was  at 
that  time. 

I  want  right  here  to  call  attention  to  what  I  consider  to  be 
nothing  short  of  a  preconcerted  attempt  to  deceive  the  laboring 
public.  It  is  said,  "  You  give  American  labor  engaged  In  these 
industries  the  American  wage,  which  is  far  above  and  beyond 
anything  that  may  be  obtained  In  Europe."  Let  us  grant  that 
But  you  give  it  to  one  where  heretofore  you  have  given  It  to 
hundreds,  an<l  he  can  produce  through  a  machine  a  hundred 
times  more  than  he  could  before.  In  other  words,  though  he 
can  do  what  it  took  a  hundred  to  do  he  does  not  get  a  hundred 
times  the  previous  wage.  That  was  not  the  object  of  the  com- 
pany in  installing  the  machine.  The  company  was  after  making 
money,  and  had  no  regard  to  how  many  men  it  displaced. 
Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Presidedt,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KEIAN.  Does  not  the  Senator  recognize  that  every  ma- 
chine increases  the  amount  of  the  wages  of  the  employee,  that 
when  an  employee  uses  that  machine  his  wages  are  increased? 
Does  he  not  recognize  that  where  you  have  no  machine  and  you 
come  down  to  common  labor  there  the  wages  that  the  employee 
receives  are  25  cents,  as  in  China,  or  18  ceut^,  as  In  India?  Is 
not  that  what  you  come  down  to?  The  more  skilled  a  man,  the 
less  labor  he  has  and  the  more  he  receives  for  his  day's  work. 
That  is  what  is  going  on  in  this  country.  That  is  what  has 
made  it  so  prosperous.  It  is  that  which  releases  so  many  men 
from  working  at  menial  tasks  and  allows  them  to  do  some  other 
work. 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  Senator  has  very  ingeniously  made  my 
argument  for  me.  We  employ  one  man  now  where  we  used  to 
employ  50  at  $2.50  a  day.  Now  we  give  the  one  man  $10  a  day 
and  give  the  49  nothing.  That  is  the  point  to  which  we  have 
come.  We  have  Just  substituted  for  the  50  at  a  living  wage  one 
man  at  a  little  increased  wage  and  turned  the  balance  of  them 
out  to  graze  where  they  can  find  grazing.    That  is  the  idea. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  in  other 
words  we  are  producing  a  condition  in  the  United  States  by 
reason  of  these  labor-saving  machines  which  is  bringing  about 
unemployment,  and  anemployment  in  a  country  where  it  ia 
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more  difl^iult  to  live  because  of  the  high  coat  of  living  than 
In  any  other  country  in  the  world. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  In  other  words  the  United 
States  is.  from  an  economical  standpoint  the  worst  place  in  the 
world  to  l>e  out  of  a  Job. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Let  me  read  right  now,  while  this  thing  is  fresh 
in  the  minds  of  Senators,  what  Mr.  Chase  said  on  the  very  point 
brought  up  by  the  Fenator  from  Massachusetts. 

Senators  of  the  United  States,  we  have  sat  here  and  discussed 
the  question  of  the  tariff  without  informing  the  American  public 
as  to  what  are  the  possibilities  of  a  decent  living  at  a  decent 
wage.  None  of  us,  so  far  as  I  know,  has  dug  up  the  facta  and 
let  the  public  know  the  possibility  of  human  comfort  in  the 
United  States  at  reasonable  prices,  but  we  have  steadily  set  our 
facfs  toward  Increasing  that  burden  and  increasing  that  price, 
in  view  of  the  startling  facts  that  are  here  for  any  of  us  to  get 
If  we  will  take  the  time  patiently  and  patriotically  to  go  and  get 
them.    Listen  to  this: 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  reads  that, 
will  he  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Will  the  Senator  then  explain  why  it  is  that 
workmen  from  all  parts  of  the  world  desire  to  come  to  the 
United  States  If  this  condition  to  which  he  refere  exists?  We 
have  passed  immigratiou  laws  to  restrict  their  coming  into  this 
country,  and  the  Senator  knows  that  if  it  were  not  for  those 
laws  we  would  l)e  overrun  here  by  people  from  all  of  the  coun- 
tries of  the  world. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Will  the  Senator  explain  to  me  why  the  fool 
suckers  put  all  their  money  into  the  stock  exchange  in  New 
York  to  be  caught  in  the  trap  when  the  string  was  pulled?  It 
is  just  fm>l  human  psychology. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Oh,  no;  it  is  not  at  all.  I  say  to  the  Senator 
now  that  if  we  should  put  the  Immigration  bars  down  we  would 
have  the  country  flooded  with  foreign  workmen. 

Mr,  SMITH.  *  Yes ;  I  do  not  doubt  that. 

Mr.  SMCK>T.  Why  should  they  come  here  if  it  is  such  an 
awful  country  as  the  Senator  describes  It  to  be? 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  read  this  morning  a  statement  to  the  effect 
that  the  hotels  of  Bur<^)e  would  have  been  compelled  to  close 
their  doors  If  it  had  not  been  for  the  patronage  of  the  multi- 
millionaires of  America,  and  at  the  same  time  the  Senate  sits 
here  trying  to  devise  means  to  keep  out  of  bankruptcy  and  ruin 
and  the  poorhouse  some  4C>.000,000  American  lal>orer8  and  pro- 
ducers on  the  farm,  and  has  not  done  it  yet  The  Senate  has 
made  a  gesture  and  quit,  but  has  spent  all  the  time  up  until 
now  and  will  likely  run  on  Into  next  year  trying  to  devise  means 
still  further  to  gild  the  glorious  equipage  of  those  who  are 
rolling  in  wealth  and  are  taking  care  of  the  hotels  of  Europe. 
That  ia  what  is  being  done-  How  long  did  it  take  to  pass  the 
gesture  known  as  the  farm  rellei  bill?  What  has  been  the  re- 
suit  in  the  price  of  wheat?  What  has  been  the  result  in  the 
price  of  cotton?  What  has  been  the  result  in  the  price  of  to- 
bacco?   The  prices  have  gone  steadily  down. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  was  a  great  advocate  of  the  farm 
relief  MIL  He  wanted  it  passed  and  voted  for  it,  and  yet  now 
he  says  it  was  only  a  gesture. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Oh,  no !  Stop !  I  was  not  a  great  advocate  of 
it  Thank  God  for  a  crumb.  It  looked  like  a  crumb.  It  was 
<mly  a  thin  entering  wedge  and  we  have  been  hammering  away 
on  the  head  of  the  wedge,  but  we  have  not  driven  it  a  percepti- 
ble inch  yet  We  are  still  driving,  and  if  we  can  ever  get  any- 
thing like  an  opening,  maybe  we  will  get  a  little  relief.  The 
Senator  said  foreign  laborers  would  pour  in  here.  Perhaps  that 
Is  true.  I  do  not  doubt  it.  According  to  the  statistics  which  I 
have,  a  host  of  our  people  will  be  pouring  elsewhere  if  they  do 
not  pour  into  paupers'  graves. 

I  want  to  read  what  Mr.  Chase  said  eloquently  and  much 
more  graphically  than  I  could.  I  think  this  Is  stated  better 
than  I  have  had  it  from  any  economist.    He  said : 

With  every  new  invention,  men  and  women  lo«e  their  Jobs.  Some- 
times they  hit  back.  The  rivermen  of  Cassel.  sensing  what  was  coming, 
destroyed  Papln's  fantastic  attempt  at  a  Bteamboat  in  1707.  The  word 
•'  sabotage  "  is  derived  from  the  wooden  shoes  which  French  workmen 
threw  Into  the  gears  of  machines.  But  always  demand,  due  to  lower 
prices  or  other  cnuses,  came  along  and  saved  their  necks.  Not  Indi- 
vidually, heaven  knows,  but  as  a  class.  New  opportunities,  aervicea, 
trades,  opened  for  those  whom  machinery  had  displaced.  The  only  proof 
needed  of  this  general  statement  is  that  up  to  about  1920 — 

Mark  you,  he  is  trying  to  be  absolutely  fair — 

The  only  proof  needed  of  thia  general  statement  la  that  ap  to  about 
1920  unemployment  was  not  a  steadily  progressive  phenomenon.  Bad 
as  our  gtatistics  were — and  are — we  are  certain  that  decade  by  decade, 
from  1860  onward,  employment  did  not  grow  larger  in  proportion  to 


the  total  population.     It  went  ap  and  down :  down  and  up ;  bat  tha 

reserve  army   of   the   permanently  unemployed   did    not   tend   to   grow 

faster  than  population.     The  total  firing  rate  did  not  exceed  the  total 
hiring  rate  over  the  whole  period. 

As  fast  as  some  were  fired  others  were  hired  over  the  total 
period. 

But  since  the  so-called  wave  of  prosperity  following  the  depression 
of  1921  has  brought  mass  production  and  the  autooiatie  process  t» 
heights  undreamed  of,  an  uneasy  tmsplcion  has  gathered  that  the  satara- 
tloa  point  has  at  least  been  reached ;  the  "  blotting-paper "  indastrte* 
will  soak  up  no  more  men.  (The  situation  la  aggravated,  furthermore, 
by  the  increasing  number  of  women  who  are  invading  iDdostry.)  Where 
are  the  poor  wretches  to  goT  The  announced  answer  ia  the  park  bench, 
a  bench  which  from  now  on  Is  destined  to  grow  longer  and  longer.  A 
new  job  can  no  more  be  created  as  fast  as  the  machinea  take  a  man  out 
of  an  old  one.  Accelerating  unemployment  is  before  ua  and  unless 
something  la  done,  and  that  quickly,  a  very  heavy  bill  caat  In  terms  of 
wretchedness  and  despair  will  ahortly  l>e  aubmltted. 

And  yet  we  are  invoking  here  the  support  of  the  American 
people  to  protect  American  Industry  and  American  labor  from 
comiietition  with  foreign  labor  and  to  protect  the  cost  of  Ameri- 
can production  from  the  cost  of  foreign  production.  I  want  to 
submit  a  few  actual  figures  as  to  the  real  cost  here  and  abroad, 
eliminating  all  this  fanciful  adding  of  advertisement,  and  so 
forth ;  but  I  want  to  finish  the  quotation  from  Mr.  Chase  first 
There  are  a  few  paragraphs  more  that  are  well  worth  the  read- 
ing and  the  attention  of  Senators  who  care  a  cuss  about  the 
tariff,  which  most  of  them  do  not    I  read : 

After  all,  why  not!  Machine  displacement  is  now  proceeding  at  a 
faater  rate  than  ever  before;  a  perfect  fantastic  rate,  aa  we  ahall  ae«. 
Adjustments  which  used  to  have  the  freedom  of  the  years  man  now 
be  made  in  months.  The  cost  of  distribution  has  trebled  since  1870, 
and  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that  there  Is  a  limit  to  the  men  and 
women  who  can  be  packed  into  the  line  between  the  factory  door  and 
ultimate  consumer-retallera,  Jobbers,  houae-to-hoaae  canvaaaera,  and  tl»« 
rest.  There  Is  certainly  one  distributor  at  the  present  time  for  every 
producer,  and  in  many  trades  the  ratio  is  as  high  as  2  to  1.  Mechan- 
ical derioes  are  already  ou&ting  akiUed  clerical  work  and  replaciag 
them  with  operators  who  need  not  know  how  to  add,  aabtraet,  divide, 
or  multiply.  Orders  are  tranafcrrcd  on  conveyer  belta.  wlta  each 
checker  or  typist  doing  one  operation.  OiBce  wore  is  being  meaaured 
by  cyclometers  and  square  inchea  of  typed  matter.  Twenty  simulta- 
neooa  checked  signatures  are  made  with  one  pen.  Opportunity  in  the 
white-collar  service  la  being  steadily  undermined. 

Again  It  is  agreed  by  all  competent  economists  that  pureh«flfn«  power 
has  not  kept  step  with  invention.  Purchasing  power  la  the  flnal  arbiter 
of  all  Jobs  under  the  prevailing  financing  system.  Unless  priors  fall 
aa  fast  as  labor-saving  devices  increase,  the  saved  laborer  must  whistle 
for  employment.  With  a  static  price  level  be  will  have  to  keep  on  whis- 
tling.    Prices  have  not  been  defining  rapidly  withia  recent  years. 

We  have,  then,  at  least  three  moderately  reasonable  theories  for 
the  zero  hour  of  accelerating  unemployment — unheard-of  factory  efll- 
dency.  a  saturated  distribution  system,  no  assured  ezpanaion  Ui  pur- 
chasing power  consistent  with  invention  •  •  •.  And  if  true,  is 
it  not  all  tragically  ridlcnlous?  Men  are  to  tramp  the  stre«ts  by  tha 
thousands  because  machines  can  provide  more  than  eaoagb  to  ga 
around. 

In  other  words,  converting  the  mass  of  American  people  into 
the  condition  of  capital,  walking  to  our  lips  In  tmheard  of  plenty 
without  the  power  to  purehase  even  the  necessaries  of  life. 

Mr.  GOFF.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Seimtor  from  South  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  if  the  logic  of  his  contention  is  not  that 
the  world  is  becoming  too  civilized? 

Mr.  SMITH.  No;  it  Is  becoming  too  uncivilized.  Our  moral 
conception  of  the  situation  has  not  kept  step  with  our  greed  and 
our  efficiency.     That  is  what  I  am  saying. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  see  the  Senator  admits  in  his  statement  argn- 
mentativelv  the  answer  to  the  question.  If  the  world  is  too 
civilized  it*  does  not  have  to  show  it  always  in  progress.  It  can 
show  it  in  retrogression.  .    .     w 

Mr.  SMITH.  No ;  I  would  not  stay  one  jot  or  tittle  the  estab- 
llshraVnt  of  labor-saving  devices  or  the  Increased  capacity  for 
production  through  the  dcNices,  but  I  would  adjust  our  financial 
affairs  and  our  tariff  rates  In  order  that  the  poor  de>ihi  in  the 
fields  and  out  in  the  mass  might  be  able,  at  least,  to  be  reason- 
ably the  beneficiaries  of  the  marvelous  Increased  evidences  of 
Intellectual  civilization.  That  is  what  I  would  do,  and  not 
stand  here  and  try  to  pile  a  tariff  wall  so  hiph  thjit  neither 
the  genius  of  Europe  nor  the  genius  of  America  can  reach  tha 
poor  devil  that  is  outside  the  pale  of  protectioo. 
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sir.  GOFF.  I  would  like  to  tsk  the  Senator  tlila  farther 
question :  How  can  we  bring  about  ease  and  comfort  In  Ameri 
c«n  life  or  any  life  un«ler  our  present  civilization  If  we  do  no» 
coordinate  capital  and  labor  and  bring  about  a  condition  thai 
employs  labor,  aiid  preaenrea  and  safeguards  capital? 

Mr.  SMITH.  That  Is  the  very  point  I  have  been  maWng 
If  capiUl  woukl  do  that  all  would  be  well,  but  capital  Installs 
labor-saving  devices  an<l  will  take  on  1  man  at  $10  a  daj 
wbere  heretofore  they  have  employed  50  men  at  $2  a  day  each 
And  the  I  man  gets  his  $10  and  the  49  do  not  get  a  cent.  The] 
are  turned  out,  und  yet  we  are  to  subscribe  to  the  doctrine  tha 
tb*  $10  a  ilay  mun  Is  two  or  three  times  higher  than  he  wai 
before.     He  te,  but  what  about  the  poor  devils  that  have  nc 

lobs  at  all^ 

Mr  GOFF  Would  the  Senator  undertake  to  state  that  undei 
our  form  of  government  we  can  fix  the  wages  of  men  and  w< 
can  chdnge  the  contracts  which  capital  and  labor  see  lit  to  maki 

with  each  otber? 

Mr  SMITH.  No;  I  do  not  claim  any  such  thing,  nor  do  J 
admit  that  the  Senator  has  a  right,  as  a  high-protection  Re 
publican,  to  fix  an  increase<l  Income  for  those  who  now  do  no 
need  it  at  the  expi'use  of  those  who  protect  this  Government  am 
furnish  the  raw  material,  and  yet  who  c«n  not  even  get  th4 
necessities  of  life.  .  ^  ^  .       ^  .^, 

Mr  GOFF.  If  we  shall  drive  the  laboring  people  of  thin 
country  to  the  principles  of  free  trade,  I  wlU  ask  the  Senatoi  • 
if  that  win  improve  their  condition? 

Mr.  SMITH.    There  Is  no  use  of  going  from  one  extreme  to 
the  other  and   talking  about   free  trade.     The  Senator   froi  i 
West  Virginia  is  Just  as  far  from  free  trade  as  I  am  from  hlg  i 
protection.    Ttie  point  I  am  making,  and  which  everyone  herr 
sees,  is  that  in  my  argument  I  have  attempted  to  show  that  thi 
high  protei-tlonlst  takes  no  cognisance  of  labor-saving  device! 
of  the  displacement  of  labor  by  machine,  and  that  not  only  ha 
labor  Itself  been  afflicted— that  is,  those  who  were  engaged  i 
production    by   machinery — but  that  every   man«    wonsan,  an 
child  in  America  has  been  denied  the  benefit  of  that  machine 
production  by  virtue  of  the  possibiUty  of  combines  and  trusts 
under   the  system  of   protection.     They   have  preempted    th? 
grouwl  and  are  to-day  evideming  their  increased  determinatio  i 
to  eliminate  the  human  element  by  chflin  stores.     They  do  net 
intend  to  have  competition  even  by  the  retailer  or  the  jobber 
or  the   wholesaler.     The  manufacturer  will   dump   his   gooc  b 
onto  the  moving  chain  of  the  retail  stores  and  will  distribute  hi  b 
goods  perhaps  not  at  a  less  price.     (A  pause.] 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  I  am  unable  to  hear  the  argt- 
meat  between  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  and  the  Senate  r 
from  Montana  [Mr.  WacKLca]. 

Mr.  SMITH.  It  was  not  intended  that  the  Senator  froij 
Weat  Virginia  should  hear  it  It  was  a  very  splendid  suggei'- 
tlon  from  one  Democrat  to  another,  of  which  I  shall  aval 
By  self  later. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  be  made  either  thB 
betieflclary  or  the  victim  of  that  silent  conference  right  now. 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  Senator  is  beyond  the  hope  of  being  mac  e 
the  beneficiary  of  anjrthing  but  a  high  protecUve  tarlf. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  am  very  glad  I  am  beyond  the  pale  of  secwt 
Democracy. 

Mr.  SMITH  "  Secret  Democracy "  would  be  more  benefldi  1 
to  the  Senator  than  some  of  the  open  Republican  activities. 

Mr.  President,  the  Industries  that  are  using  these  labor-saving 
davlcea  have  reduced  their  manual  labor  Just  as  many  times  as 
the  machine  output  Is  greater  than  tbe  man  output.  In  oth(  r 
words.  In  all  of  the  leading  nianufarturing  processes  of  th  s 
country  hunum  labor  In  the  actual  production  of  the  article  lui  s 
been  reduced  to  the  vanLshing  point.  Skilled  labor — mark  thli, 
for  we  have  heard  so  much  about  skilled  labor  and  American 
wagea^-akilled  labor  for  the  production  of  the  article  has  been 
aupplauted  by  the  machines  which  do  the  skilled  work.  £  o 
the  labor  involved  Is  not  akilled  labor  In  the  sense  of  belli? 
akilled  in  the  production  of  the  article  but  simply  to  attend 
property  the  machine. 

It  hence  arises  that  those  who  are  outside  the  protected  h  i- 
dustrles  of  this  country  are  getting  a  higher  rate  of  wage  than 
thoae  In  the  highly-  protected  industries.  I  ask  Senators  to  g«t 
the  statistics  and  to  read  them.  It  will  be  found  that  the  en  i- 
ployees  In  tbe  highly  protected  industries,  in  the  manufacturic  g 
proccanca  of  this  country,  are  getting  less  wage  than  those  wli  o 
are  empioTed  by  the  so-called  "  blotting-paper  "  industries ;  aD  d 
In  aplte  of  what  has  been  said  on  the  floor  by  the  advocates  c  f 
high  protectioo,  whose  great  cry  has  been  for  higher  protectioD 
for  the  American  wage,  the  country  has  witnessed  the  tragei'  y 
oi  strikes  because  thoae  employed  by  the  highly  protected  indu  h 
tries  could  not  get  enough  to  live  on  deceoUy. 


If  we  would  honestly  and  ejiraestly  determine  to  protect 
American  industries  at  the  level  of  decency  and  give  to  tbe 
.American  people  the  results  of  the  miraculous  power  of  genius, 
no  right-minded  American  could  take  his  place  here  and  rail 
against  this  Intolerable  condition  that  ought  to  be  known  to  all. 
There  Is  not  an  industry  from  the  making  of  an  ordinary 
sewing  needle  to  tbe  construction  of  a  radio  set  whose  output  is 
not  principally  produced  by  machines.  It  Is  no  argument  for 
the  retention  of  the  high  tariff  on  those  machine-made  articles 
to  say  that  labor  costs  more.  Labor  may  for  Imlividuals  cost 
twice  as  much  as  formerly,  but  the  number  of  laborers  employed 
is  from  60  to  75  per  cent  less  than  were  formerly  employed  to 
do  the  exact  work.  The  laborers  who  are  r^eased  by  virtue  of 
Installing  labor-saving  devices  could  find  employment  In  other 
enterprises,  and  there  may  not  be  very  excessive  arommts  of 
unemployment  in  America  as  a  whole,  but  that  does  not  Justify 
the  Industry  that  is  using  machines  in  place  of  labor  to  Invoke 
the  tariff  for  the  protection  of  labor. 

While  I  have  stated  that  there  may  not  be  a  very  great  amotmt 
of  unemplc^ment  In  America  as  a  whole,  I  am  making  that  state- 
ment simply  for  the  sjike  of  argument ;  I  am  not  conceding  any 
such  condition.  Unfortunately  for  us,  we  have  no  system,  either 
State  or  National,  for  gathering  unemployment  statistics  and 
correlating  the  niTproiln»ate  causes.  That  is  a  sitrnlflcant  thing — 
that  we  can  not  go  to  a  department  of  our  Goveniment  here  and 
secure  a  systematlied,  adequate  statement  of  unemployment  and 
the  approximate  causes  therefor. 

Mr.  President,  the  War  between  the  States,  the  Civil  War, 
when  all  Is  said  and  done,  was  bronclit  about  because  free  labor 
would  not  be  brought  in  competition  with  slave  labor.  The 
Missouri  compromise  and  all  the  activities  of  that  great  genius  of 
compromise.  Mr.  Clny,  and  the  agitation  of  that  question  were 
not  so  much  due  to  philanthropic  and  moral  reasons  as  to  mate- 
rial and  industrial.  The  free  laborer?  ot  this  country  would  not 
tolerate  the  spread  of  slave  labor  throughout  all  the  States  of 
the  Union. 

The  free  laborers  of  America  felt  that  their  chance  for  ad- 
vancement was  practically  destroyed  If  slave  lab(»r  were  allowed 
In  all  the  States  of  the  Union.  How  will  free  labor  answer  now 
that  they  are  brought  In  competition  not  with  slave  labor  but 
with  the  machine,  not  in  competition  with  human  hands  and 
heeds  at  the  dictates  of  a  master,  but  with  the  incarnation  of 
the  brilliant  thought  of  genius.  nia<le  the  subservient  slave  of 
greedy  monopoly?  How  will  the  free  laborers  of  America 
answer  now  that  they  are  brought  Into  competition  with  the 
machine?  What  does  the  future  hold  for  this  vast  horde,  thla 
vast  army  which  heretofore  have  been  tbe  producers  of  our 
manufactured  products?  Not  only  are  they  being  supplanted  by 
machines,  but  what  employment  they  find  in  the  so-called  "  blot- 
ting paper  "  industries  is  at  a  reduced  wage,  and  they  must  pay 
more  for  the  necessaries  of  life.  Not  only  are  they  losing  their 
Jobs  to  the  machines,  but  they  have  got  to  pay  tribute  to  the 
machines,  to  the  machine  owner  In  higher  prices  than  ever 
before  Sa,  Instead  of  the  mass  of  American  labor  being  bene- 
fited by  the  high  protective  tariff  bill,  they  are  being  ground 
between  the  upper  and  nether  miil.'«tones — lower  wages  as  to 
the  mass  of  them,  and  higher  costs  for  what  they  buy. 

As  an  illustration  of  this  condition  the  press  of  this  country 
for  the  last  10  years  has  been  crying  aloud  "  national  prosper- 
ity " ;  yet  in  the  midst  of  this  so-called  prosperity  the  President 
of  the  United  States  calls  an  extraordinary  session  of  Conpress 
to  relieve  the  tragic  distress  of  40,000,000  peoi)le.  Has  <mt 
Government  reached  the  point  where  It  only  reckorra  tlie  highly 
IM"Otected  fabulously  prosperous  industries  as  the  Nation?  It 
certainly  does  not  take  any  cognizance  of  the  40.000,000  when 
the  cry  of  national  prosperity  is  raised.  Are  we  as  a  democratic 
Government  fulfllllng  the  age-old  statement,  *•  to  him  that  hath 
shall  be  given,  and  to  him  that  hath  not  shall  be  taken  even  that 
he  seemeth  to  have."  That  has  been  the  result  of  65  years  of 
practically  unbroken  Republican  administmfion. 

I  said.  Mr.  President,  that  I  was  coing  to  put  Into  the  Rbcohd 
some  tables.  As  I  have  not  had  them  prepared  in  detail,  I  will 
Just  put  a  few  figures  in  the  Rbcobo,  and  they  will  serve  to 
Illustrate  my  point. 

In  cotton  spinning  the  work  which  would  require  300  girls 
to  do  by  hand  can  be  done  now  by  one  girl  and  a  machine.  In 
the  manufacture  of  corkscrews — of  course  they  are  obsolciscent 
BOW ;  we  do  not  need  them  any  more,  and  so  I  will  not  cite  the 
flgtires  as  to  that  item. 

Iron  output  per  man  per  day  by  hand,  500  pounds ;  by  machine; 
5.000  ponnds. 

Nails,  by  hand.  5  pounds :  by  machine,  500  pounds. 
Shoes,  a  quarter  of  a  pair  hy  hand ;  10  pairs  by  machine. 
Coal,  half  a  ton  mined  by  hand,  compared  to  4  tons  by  ma- 
dilne. 


PaiK»r.  20  square  feet  when  manipulated  by  hand  processes 
and  200,000  square  feet  by  machine  processes. 

Men's  boots,  nine  hours  by  hand,  as  compared  to  one  hour  by 
machine. 

Cotton  sheeting,  106  hours  by  hand ;  1  hour  by  machine. 

Woolen  shirts,  76  hours  by  hand ;  by  machine,  1  hour. 

Brussels  carpets,  8  hours  by  hand ;  by  machine,  1  hour. 

Butcher  knives — and  we  need  a  lot  of  them — 29  hours  by 
hand ;  by  machine,  1  hour. 

Marble  slabs,  539  hours  by  hand ;  1  hour  by  machine. 

Lead  paint.  We  have  heard  a  good  deal  about  paints  and  pig- 
ments, and  the  claim  has  been  made  that  we  ought  to  have  a 
high  protection  on  them.  It  takes  17  hours  to  produce  lead  paint 
by  hand  and  1  hour  by  machine. 

Plows — and  the  president  of  the  International  Harvester 
Co  which  manufactures  plows,  has  been  place<l  at  the  bend  of 
the'  Farm  Relief  Board— 32  hours  by  the  old  process  of  mak- 
ing them  by  hand  and  1  hour  by  machine. 

Iron  pipe,  18  hours  by  hand,  1  hour  by  machine. 

I  am  reading  from  Stuart  Chase's  Men  and  Machines. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  honestly  and  earnestly  tried  to  con- 
tribute something  to  the  facts  of  this  Important— and,  perhaps. 
all-Important — question  that  is  befote  us. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  vleld  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  SM'iTH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts,  I  think  the  Senator  has 
made  an  able  and  Informative  contribution  to  this  highly  Impor- 
tant subject  by  his  powerful  speech. 

I  observe  that  he  has  dlscus-sed  labor-saving  machines  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  tariff,  from  the  standpoint  of  their  effect 
upon  unemployment,  and  from  the  standpoint  of  their  effect  In 
increasing  In.stead  of  decreasing  the  cost  of  living.  He  has 
omitted  to  discuss  one  phase  of  the  matter  which  I  think  is  of 
great  importance,  and  I  desire  to  Inquire  if  he  has  given  any 
particular  study  to  that,  namely,  the  effect  upon  the  physical 
an<l  mental,  If  not.  Indeetl,  the  spiritual,  well-being  of  the 
human  beings  who  work  upon  some  types  of  these  labor-saving 
machines.  I  assume  that  the  Senator,  in  his  research,  has  come 
In  contact  with  some  discussions  upon  that  line,  especially  to 
the  effect  that  this  kind  of  work  tends  to  quickly  exhaust  and 
bring  about  physical  and  mental  deterioration. 

Mr.  SMITH.  On  pages  156  and  157  of  Men  and  Machines 
Mr.  Stuart  Chase  dLscusses  that  very  point.  The  research  along 
that  line  is  still  In  the  empirical  stage;  but,  as  far  as  the  re- 
search has  gone,  mental  diseases  have  been  observed  to  be  on 
the  Increase,  according  to  statistics  kept  up  to  date.  The  con- 
stant, uniform  motion,  and  the  monotony  of  that  motion,  have 
had  a  very  decided  and  very  disastrous  effect  In  a  great  many 
cases.  As  Mr.  Stuart  Chase  very  humorously  and  facetiously 
puts  it,  the  installation  of  labor-saving  devices,  though  it  sadly 
removed  skill  and  Intelligence,  holds  out  hope  for  the  maimed 
and  the  halt  and  the  blind,  because  they  can  manipulate  these 
highly  developed  machines  that  It  takt^  no  thought  to  operate, 
no  brains,  but  Just  simply  a  human  ally  in  the  form  of  a 
nervous  system  that  has  enough  sense  to  know  where  to  put 
its  fingers  as  indicated  by  tbe  dial. 

As  to  its  effect  on  the  mind,  it  must  be  apparent  to  all  Senators 
that  there  is  going  to  be  an  atrophy  of  the  mathematical  ele- 
ments in  a  man's  mind  when  all  he  has  to  do  is  to  read  from  a 
paper  and  touch  certain  keys  and  the  machine  will  multiply, 
add,  subtract,  and  divide.  His  brain  will  atrophy.  Genius  Is 
crystalized  in  that  machine;  and  until  some  one  develops  a 
more  perfect  machine  his  brain  will  not  be  called  upon  to  act. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  If  you  give  a  typist  the  same 
letter  to  write  hour  after  hour  and  day  after  day,  will  not  that 
typist  in  time  collapse  from  the  monotony  and  the  constant 
motion  and  unchanging  position  that  he  or  she  must  assume? 

Mr.  SMITH.     No  doubt  that  Is  true. 

Mr.  President,  these  may  be  incidental  physical  disabilities 
and  misfortunes  that  follow  in  the  train  of  the  mechanisation 
of  American  imiustry ;  but  the  plea  that  I  am  making  here 
to-day  is  that  every  American  citizen  shall  be  the  beneficiary  of 
this  cheapening  process,  this  mass  production,  and  not,  through 
an  absurdly  high  protective  tariff,  be  the  loser  by  It. 

What  have  we  come  to?  We  are  now  asking  the  American 
Congress  to  protect  American  machines  against  European 
human  beings. 

Aye,  we  are  going  further  than  that :  We  are  asking  America 
to  protect  the  machine  against  even  American  labor ;  to  put  the 


profits  so  high  and  make  the  Immunities  so  great  that  he  can 
go  on  developing  his  machine  and  go  on  displacing  human  labor. 
I  shall  not  quaiTel  with  that  process  If  there  Is  eliminated  from 
it  that  unjust  and  unholy  protection,  both  in  our  financial  sys- 
tem and  in  our  tariff  policy,  that  will  give  him  a  monopoly  of 
the  blessings  that  God  intended  for  mankind  through  the  dis- 
coveries of  genius  and  the  harnessing  of  the  material  forces  of 
the  world. 
Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SMITH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  agree  with  what  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts said  concerning  the  Senator's  speech  being  a  great 
contribution  to  the  subject  under  discussion,  I  have  not  been 
in  the  Chamber  all  of  the  time;  but  I  was  wondering  whether 
the  Senator  gave  any  figures  or  statistics  showing  how  many 
people  It  took  In  Great  Britain  or  in  some  of  the.se  other 
foreign  countries  to  produce  the  same  article  that  is  produced 
in  this  country. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  Presidait,  I  asked  both  the  Congressional 
Library  research  force  and  our  departments  to  get  me  as  nearly 
dependable  figures  as  they  could  get.  What  I  got  convinced  me 
that  there  Is  no  such  condition  existing  In  Ehirope  as  exists  in 
America. 

Several  years  ago  I  had  occasion  to  ask  one  of  the  great 
masters  of  spinning  and  weaving  In  Manchester  why  It  was 
that  they  did  not  Install  labor-saving  devices  in  their  weaving 
and  knitting  factories.  He  said,  "  For  tbe  reason  that  labor  is 
so  well  organized  in  the  United  Kingdom  that  they  are  paid 
by  the  piece,  and  if  we  were  to  install  a  machine  that  would 
produce  twenty  times  as  much  as  the  one  displaced  the  ofierator 
of  that  machine  would  demand  twenty  times  as  much  wage"; 
and  that  is  the  philosophy  of  the  situation. 

We  have  no  such  inhibition  or  pt^hibition  here.  We  have 
no  labor  organizations  sufficiently  organized  and  equipped  to 
demand  their  share  of  the  Increased  wealth  that  they  produce. 
As  far  as  my  research  has  gone,  it  was  not  of  such  a  direct 
and  particular  character  that  I  would  venture  to  cite  it  as 
embodying  dependable  statistics;  but  I  did  read  from  Mr, 
Magnus  W.  Alexander,  president  of  the  National  Industrial  Cim- 
ference  Board,  where  he  said  that  it  was  amazing  to  France, 
it  was  amazing  to  Germsiny  and  Italy,  and  even  startled  Eng- 
land, to  see  the  mechanization  of  American  industries,  and  the 
marvelous  perfection  of  the  output  and  the  Increased  mass  pro- 
duction. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Ssnator  from  South  Caro- 
lina further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  SMITH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Let  me  make  this  further  observation : 
In  1923  I  happened  to  be  in  Europe.  I  visited  one  of  the  big 
rubber  factories  there.  They  told  me  how  much  they  paid  their 
men — from  $7  to  $17  a  month,  I  think — In  that  particular  fac- 
tory. I  said  to  them,  "  Why  is  it,  paying  your  laborers  such 
small  wages,  that  you  can  not  manufacture  practically  all  of  the 
rubber  goods  usetl  in  the  world?"  They  immediately  replied, 
"  We  can  not  compete  with  America  because  of  the  fact,  first  of 
all,  that  you  have  labor-saving  devices  and  machineiT,  and, 
second,  you  have  mass  production  that  inakes  it  absolutely 
impossible  for  this  country  to  compete  with  the  United  States." 
Mr.  SMITH.  In  the  rubber  industry,  in  less  than  11  years, 
the  productive  capacity  of  one  man  expressed  through  a  machine 
has  Increased  to  the  extent  of  211  per  cent 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  yield  further? 
Mr.  SMITH.     I  do. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  And,  as  I  think  the  Senator  pointed  out. 
when  these  manufacturers  come  here  to  the  committees  of  Con- 
gress and  say,  "  We  must  have  this  tariff  for  the  benefit  of 
labor,"  they  take  the  wage  that  is  paid  to  European  labor  and 
the  wage  that  is  paid  to  American  labor,  but  they  never  take 
into  consideration  before  these  committees  of  Congress,  nor  do 
we  take  into  consideration  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  the 
amount  of  work  that  the  American  laborer  turns  out  with  the 
machine  and  couipare  it  with  the  same  amount  of  work  turned 
out  by  the  European  laborer. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Nor  do  we  take  into  consideration  tlie  fact  tliat 
where  in  Europe  they  employ  50  men  to  produce  a  certain  num- 
ber of  units,  1  man  in  America,  through  the  machine,  will 
produce  the  same  amount.  We  have  displaced  49  men  and  per- 
haps doubled  the  wages  of  the  1,  and  say,  "We  want  to  I* 
able  to  pay  the  increased  American  wage."  We  have  given  1 
man  twice  as  much  as  he  got  before,  and  we  have  turned  out  48 
without  a  p^iny. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
pending  amendment,  which  will  be  stated. 
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The  Cnar  Clox.  On  page  36,  paragraph  204,  In  line  23 
It  i«  proposed  to  strike  out  "  five-sixteenths  "  and  insert  "  fifteen 
tbirty-Kconda,"  so  as  to  read: 

Crwte  magnealte,  flfteen  thirty-seconds  of  1  cent  per  poond. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachuaetts.  Mr.  President,  I  obeerre  that 
the  Senator  In  charge  of  the  bill  is  absent  from  the  floor.  I, 
therefore,  raise  the  pr)int  of  order  of  no  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roil,  and  the  f (lowing  Senaton 
answered  to  their  names: 

Allen 
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Blaine 
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Brock 
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Mr.  BLAINB.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr 
La  FOujrtk]  Is  onaToidahly  detained  from  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-two  Senators  have  answ»e( 
to  their  names.    A  quomm  la  present 

Mr.  WHEELER  Mr.  Pmident,  I  am  glad  to  see  the  Senatoi 
from  Pennsyivania  [Mr.  Ron]  in  the  Chamber.  I  wanted  U 
call  his  attention  to  a  brief  sUtemrat  in  the  paper  this  mom 
inf.     It  reads: 

BBir  cBincisas  mbn  wnrr  sshds  to  SBMATa 

Senator  Rod.  RepobUena.  Pennaylyanla,  declared  yeaterday  In  « 
iettar  lo  F.  B.  Murphy,  pobllaher  of  the  Minneapolis  Trlhaae,  that  thi 
W«at  alUMdd  send  men  to  the  Senate  who  will  look  at  the  tariff  an< 
Cam-relSef  problems  "  as  Americana,  and  not  as  tacttonaUata,  section 
allsts,  or  popnUata. 

"  Some  western  Senators,"  he  said,  are  "  far  more  dangeroos  to  ooi' 
economic  aecortty  than  all  of  the  commoaista  combined." 

I  woold  like  to  ask  tke  Senator  if  he  is  qnoted  correctly  ii  i 
this  statement? 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  The  extract  from  the  letter  as  the  Senator  readi  i 
It  does  not  sonnd  like  the  letter  which  I  wrote.  I  have  jns: 
sent  for  a  copy,  which  I  have  in  my  office.  I  do  not  remembe ' 
saying  anything  like  that,  althongh  I  did  say,  as  I  recall  it,  tha 
at  the  present  time  I  thought  more  damage  is  being  dune  t  < 
industry  by  the  opponents  of  the  pending  bill  than  is  neini ; 
done  by  all  the  socialists  and  communists — some  such  expiessioi 
as  that 

Furthermore,  I  do  not  remember  saying  anything  about  this 
Senators  who  were  sent  by  the  West.    I  do  not  know  how  tha 
expreesiiMi  got  into  it,  but  the  letter  itself  will  be  here  In  i 
moment, 

Mr  WHEELER.    The  article  states: 

The  West  shoald  send  men  to  the  Senate  who  will  look  at  the  tarll ' 
and  farm-relief  problems  "  as  Americans,  and  not  as  faetlonalists,  sec  ■ 
tkmalista,  or  popolista." 

It  quotes  the  Senator, 

Mr.  REED.    I  think  that  last  sentence  is  a  correct  quotatioD, 

Mr.  WHESLBR.    Then  it  says 

— **  SoBM  weatcm  Senators,"  he  said,  "  are  far  oiore  dangerous  to  on ' 
seottomlc  necority  than  all  of  the  commnnista  combined." 

I  woold  like  to  have  the  Senator  tell  us  Just  which  Senator) 
from  tha  West  be  thinks  are  far  more  dangerous  to  our  ecoDOoaii  ^ 
security  than  communists ;  and  I  would  like  to  have  him  tell  v  i 
put  which  ot  those  Senators  who  come  from  the  West  h<! 
thinks  are  oot  good  Americans. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think,  in  fairness  to  me.  It  would  be  better  t^ 
iMve  the  letter  quoted  correctly 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes. 

Mr.  RBBD.  I  have  the  copy  now,  and  I  would  be  glad  to  sent 
It  to  tbe  deak  to  be  read.  ^ 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  would  be  glad  to  have  the  copy. 

Tbe  YICB  PRB8IDBNT.  The  Secrstaiy  will  lewi  the  cor 
sent  to  the  *  ^ 
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Mr.  F.  E.  MURPHT, 

Publisher  the  Jffnneapoto  Tribune,  Minneapolig.  Minn. 

Mt  DBAS  Mx.  M17WHT :  Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  the  23d  and  the 
inclosed  editorial.  I  am  willing  to  do  anything  within  reason  to  rehabili- 
tate agriculture,  and  have  so  informed  the  Senate.  Most  certainly, 
however,  our  agriculturalists  can  not  hope  to  Improve  their  condition 
by  dragging  industry  down  to  a  level  of  common  misery.  The  interests 
of  the  two  are  IdentlcaL  The  farmers  are  the  best  cash  cuRtomers  for 
Industrial  production,  and  vice  versa.  Neither  can  prosper  without  the 
other  and  the  niisfortunes  of  one  are  the  misfortunes  of  both. 

That  Is  the  general  picture  as  I  see  It,  and  I  qucetion  the  wisdom 
of  some  of  the  measures  proposed  by  the  so-called  friends  of  agriculture 
for  its  beUef. 

I  don't  like  the  debenture  amendment,  and  regard  the  proposal  as 
economically  unsound. 

It  is  senseless,  moreover,  to  expect  to  build  up  agriculture  by  chang- 
ing tariff  duties  in  a  way  which  threatens  to  put  several  million  Indos- 
trlal  workers  on  the  streets. 

With  serious  study  and  a  little  sanity  we  can  work  out  our  mutnal 
problem  In  «  way  which  will  afTord  maximum  benefit  to  all  groups  of 
our  population.  We  can  not  do  so  by  half-baked  legislation,  conceived 
in  prejudice  and  having  for  Ita  objective  the  destruction  of  the  pros- 
perity of  those  portions  of  our  population  which  are  prosperous. 

On  the  afflrmatlve  side,  the  Farm  Board  is  good,  waterway  Improve- 
ment la  good,  the  tendency  toward  larger  farms  and  more  efficient  meth- 
oda  Is  good,  and  the  disposition  of  the  farmer  to  help  himself  is  best 
of  all. 

But  how  in  the  world  can  yon  expect  to  make  agriculture  prosperous 
by  impoverishing  the  industrial  districts?  And  that  Is  exactly  what 
will  happen  if  the  Senate  coalition  goes  through  with  its  present 
program.  Ton  ask  for  a  concrete  suggestion.  My  best  suggestion  is 
that  you  send  us  a  few  Senators  who  will  look  at  this  problem  as 
Americans,  and  not  as  factional ists,  sectlonalists,  and  populists. 

This  is  not  an  indictment  of  Senators  Schaix  and   Sbipstead  hot 
rather  of  some  of  their  colleagues  whose  attitude  with   respect   to  the 
present  tariff  bill  is,  to  my  mind,  far  more  dangerous  to  our  economic 
security  than  all  of  the  communists  combined. 
Faithfully  yours, 

D.  A.  RCKD. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Then  the  paper  did  correctly  quote  the 
Senator  with  reference  to  saying  that  some  of  the  colleagues 
of  these  men  are  far  more  dangerous  to  our  economic  system 
than  all  communists  combined. 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yirfd? 

Mr.  WHEELER     I  yield. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Does  that  letter  antedate  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Grundy,  because  I  feel  that  he  must  have  plagiarized  that 
statement. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     This  was  on  October  29. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     He  had  already  testified  then. 

Mr.  WHEELER  He  had  already  testified.  Of  course,  I  am 
interested  to  know  Just  whom  the  Senator  had  reference  to, 
and  I  think  In  all  fairness  to  all  the  Senators  from  the  West 
he  ought  to  tell  us,  to  just  specify,  because  otherwise  people  in 
the  West  are  going  to  say,  "  Well,  yon  have  been  ola.ssed  as 
worse  than  a  communist."  I  am  not  afraid,  myself,  of  the 
Senator's  cla.ssiflcation  of  me,  but  I  think  In  justice  to  those 
Republican  Senators  who  were  out  speaking  for  the  Republican 
Party  during  the  last  campaign  the  Senator  ought  to  tell  us 
just  which  ones  are  those  he  tliink.s  ought  to  be  left  at  home 
next  time  because  of  the  fact  that  they  are  more  dangerous 
to  our  economic  system  than  are  the  communists.  Does  he 
mean  my  good  friends  from  Idaho,  Senator  Borah  and  Senator 
Thomas?  Are  those  two  of  those  whom  he  classes  among  these 
men? 

Mr.  REED.     Is  the  Senator  addressing  me? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes ;  I  was  addressing  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HEED.  In  the  first  place,  the  Senator  has  no  warrant 
for  saying  that  my  expression  of  oi^nion  Is  confined  to  Senators 
from  the  West.    There  Is  nothing  In  the  letter  which  says  that. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  can  not  place  any  other  interpretation 
upon  it.  The  reporter  placed  exactly  the  same  interpretation 
upon  It.  He  is  writing  It  to  a  western  newspaper  in  the  first 
instance  and  he  is  specifically  eliminating  Senator  Schall  and 
Senator  Shtpstxad,  and  then  says  it  is  their  colleagues,  and 
he  is  speaking  of  the  farm  section  and  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  think  that  is  so.  I  was  speaking  of 
ttie  tariff  bill :  I  was  not  speaking  of  the  farm  section 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Will  the  Senator  tell  me  whether  or  not 
he  did  include  the  two  Senators  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  going  to  leave  that  to  the  conscience  of 
tke  several  Senators  themselTes. 
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Mr.  WHE^JLER.  Will  the  Senator  tell  us  exactly  whom  he 
does  mean,  and  will  he  name  the  Senators  he  had  in  mind 
when  he  wrote  the  letter? 

Mr.  REED.     No;  of  course.  I  will  not.     I  will  leave  that  to 
their  c<»n8cience  and  to  the  observation  of  the  country. 
Mr.  NORBECK.     And  to  Mr.  Grundy. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  it  Is  entirely 
fair  to  the  membership  of  this  body  and  particularly  to  those 
who  have  been  fighting  for  agricultural  relief,  to  Issue  a  state- 
ment condemning  a  certain  group  of  Senators  in  this  body,  of 
which  he  is  a  Member,  and  say  that  they  are  more  dangerous 
to  the  economic  structtire  of  the  country  than  are  the  com- 
munists? 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  going  to  leave  that  to  the  conscience  of 
the  Senators  and  the  observation  of  the  country.  My  denuncia- 
tion is  not  going  to  make  anybody  feel  uneasy. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     It  Is  not  going  to  make  me  feel  uneasy. 
Mr.  REED.     No;  it  Is  not  going  to  make  the  Senator  from 
Montana  feel  tmeasy.     I  speak  with  authority  on  that  subject, 
because  I  have  had  my  share  of  it  and  I  have  not  been  made  the 
least  bit  uneasy. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  understand  what  the  Senator 
means  by  saying  he  has  had  his  share  of  it. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  I  have  had  something  more  than  my 
share  of  denunciation  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senatt»r  means  that  he  has  been  de- 
nounced in  the  Senate? 

Mr.  REED.  Yes;  and  I  find  my  sleep  still  undisturbed.  I 
am  sure  the  Senator  will  have  the  same  experience. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  sure  I  have  not  been  disturbed  up  to 
date. 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  no :  the  Senator  has  not  been. 
Mr.  WHEELER  But  I  still  think  In  all  fairness  to  the 
Memliers  of  this  body  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
ought  to  specify  those  Senators  whom  he  thinks  are  more  dan- 
gerous than  the  communists,  and  I  am  anxious  to  know  whether 
or  not  he  thinks  the  two  Senators  from  North  Dakota  come 
within  that  category. 

Mr.  REED.  I  will  leave  that  to  the  Senators  themselves  and 
t«»  the  country.    There  is  not  much  doubt  in  anybody's  mind. 

Mr.  WHF:ELER.  Does  the  Senator  think  the  Senators  from 
Wisconsin  come  within  that  category? 

Mr.  REED.  I  will  leave  it  to  their  conscience  and  the  oh 
servation  of  the  country. 

Mr.  WIIF^ELER.     Will  the  Senator  say  that  he  does  or  does 
not  include  the  Senators  from  Wisc<m.slu? 
Mr.  REED.     I  will  not  say  either. 

Mr.  WHEELER  Will  he  say  that  he  included  in  the  list  the 
Senators  from  Washington? 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  Intend  to  answer  either  way  about  any 
Senator.  The  Senator  may  call  the  whole  roll  If  he  wishes  and  I 
shall  answer  In  the  same  way  in  reply  to  each  name. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  would  not  say  that  my  friend 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  NorbbckI  comes  within 
that  category,  would  he? 

Mr.  REED.     I  answer  that  in  the  same  way. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr.  WHEELER     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  in  his  letter 
eliminated  the  two  Senators  from  Minnesota,  one  of  whom  has 
been  constantly  present  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  voting  with 
those  who  oppose  the  theory  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
and  the  announc-ement  has  lieen  made  on  each  occasion  that  the 
other  Senator  from  Minnesota  If  present  would  vote  likewise. 
Why  eliminate  those  two  and  not  be  willing  to  specify  the 
others  who  come  within  his  castigatlon?  In  what  respect  do 
they  difiTer  from  those  who  voted  right? 

Mr.  REED.  I  make  the  same  answer  to  that.  I  leave  that 
to  the  observation  of  the  country  and  the  common  knowledge  of 
the  Senate.  If  the  Senator  from  Montana  is  trying  to  provoke 
me  into  saying  something  Insulting  about  one  of  my  colleagues, 
he  is  not  going  to  succeed. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  No;  I  am  not  trying  to  make  the  Senator 
say  anything  that  reflects  upon  any  of  his  colleagues,  because 
I  think  he  has  already  done  that  in  his  letter.  He  has  not 
only  picked  out  some  of  them  and  said  those  men  are  worse 
than  communists  but  he  said  that  everybody  voting  with  the 
coulition  is  worse  than  a  communist. 
Mr.  REED.     Oh  no.  Mr.  President ! 

Mr.  WHEEI..ER.  Oh,  yes;  all  except  the  two  Senators  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  RE£U>.  The  Senator  could  not  find  that  statement  any- 
where. 


Mr.  WHEELER     He  said: 

This  is  not  an  indictment  of  Senators  Schali.  and  StnPsraAO  hot 
rather  some  of  their  colleagues,  whose  attitude  and  expressions  on  the 
tariff  bill  are,  to  my  mind,  far  more  dangerous  to  economic  security  than 
the  communists  are. 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  According  to  that  statement,  anybody  who 
voted  against  the  views  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  upon 
the  tariff  bill  is  more  dangerous  to  the  economic  structure  of 
the  country  than  the  communists  are. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  think  the  communists  are  a  substantial 
menace  to  the  country. 

Mr.  WHEELER  I  agree  with  tlie  Senator  that  they  are  not 
a  substantial  menace  except  In  the  fact  that  they  are  always 
used  as  a  bugaboo,  the  same  as  the  Senator  used  them  in  this 
letter.  They  are  always  used  as  a  bugaboo  for  the  purpose  of 
trying  to  scare  the  American  people  when  anybody  stands  up 
and  fights  against  tite  great  combination  of  wealth  or  intrenched 
privilege  on  a  tariff  bill  or  something  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  REED.  But  not  by  me.  I  have  never  appealed  to  the 
communists  and  u.sed  them  as  bugaboos  or  terrible  things  to 
dream  of.  I  do  not  believe  communism  has  any  chance  of  b^- 
coming  established  in  this  country. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  Senator  say  that, 
because  I  am  in  thorough  accord  with  that  view.  I  never  have 
felt  that  they  had  any  chance  of  getting  into  this  country,  be- 
cause I  have  always  felt  that  there  was  too  much  Intelligence 
and  far  too  many  Ford  automobiles  in  the  country  for  anything 
of  that  kind  to  get  a  chance  here. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wonder  whether  the  Senator  from  Mon« 
tana,  who  is  a  skillful  cross-examiner,  could  induce  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  to  advise  us  whether  In  the  list  condemned 
in  the  letter  he  Included  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Bingham]  ? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Oh,  of  course  not.  I  can  answer  that  ques- 
tion. It  is  apparent  that  he  would  not  Include  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  because  of  the  fact  that  they  have  been  working 
hand  in  hand  with  the  Manufacturers'  Association  of  Connecti- 
cut and  the  Manufacturers'  Association  of  Pennsylvania.  The 
head  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association  of  Pennsylvania,  Mr. 
Grundy,  Is  in  thorough  accord  with  the  views  of  the  Senator 
from  Peimsylvania,  and  he  feels  that  every  State  which  sends 
anyone  here  who  is  not  in  accord  with  his  views  and  the  viewa 
of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  is  a  backward  State. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  StiU,  in  the  letter  he  said  he  referred  to 
Senators  whose  attitude  was  more  harmful  than  that  of  the 
communists,  and  I  was  wondering  whether  that  might  not  bo 
construed  to  include  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Biifo- 

HAII]. 

Mr.  WHEELER  I  think  the  way  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut acted  before  the  Finance  Committee  has  made  more  com- 
munists than  all  the  Lenins  and  Trotskys  and  Marxes  could 
possibly  do. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senate  from  California? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  May  I  not  suggest  to  my  friend  from  Mon- 
tana that  he  is  giving  an  undue  prominence  to  an  incident  of 
this  sort?  The  philoso{Ay  of  government  of  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  is  well  known.  It  is  well  known  to  the  Senators 
from  the  West  and  to  the  Senators  from  the  Bast.  The  Sena- 
tors from  the  West  who  may  be  affected  by  the  remark  made 
in  this  letter  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  knowing  his 
philosophy  of  government,  would  take  his  di^raise  as  a  com- 
pliment 

Mr.  WHBELER.    Of  course. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Why,  then,  pay  further  attention  to  an  Inci- 
dent of  this  sort? 

Mr.  WHEELER  That  is  the  reason,  I  will  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  California,  why  I  wanted  to  emphasize  the  matter, 
I  wanted  the  people  of  Montana  and  of  California  and  the 
people  of  the  West  generally  to  know  just  exactly  how  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  viewed  their  representatives  and 
the  things  that  their  representatives  are  doing  down  here  in 
Washington. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  doubt  that  In  the  eyes 
of  the  Junior  Senator  from  Montana  I  am  a  worse  Influence  on 
the  economic  stabiUty  and  welfare  of  the  country  than  the 


.!:?- 

^ 

h>-\ 

i£i 

J-' 

m 

il 

t^ 

il!•^ 

■la 

, 


' 


^ 


5088 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD— SENATE 


November  1 


average  commanlst.    I  do  not  know  whether  he  attaches  an:r 
Importance 
Mr.  WHEELSB.    I  am  not  making  that  statement  and  havi 

not  made  it.  .  ^  .^        w 

Mr.  REED.  No;  I  am  making  it.  I  do  not  know  whether  tnj 
Senator  attaches  any  imponance  to  my  presence  here  or  t^ 
what  I  say,  but  if  he  does  I  am  sure  he  will  agree  that  in  hito 
ejes  I  am  an  nnqoaliflediy  bad  inflnence  on  the  welfare  of  th* 

United  States. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  Is  entirely  mistaken  abou  t 
that,  becaose  I  hate  never  felt  that  way  and  I  do  not  feel  tha ; 
way  now.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator's  riews  with  refei 
ence  to  the  tariff  and  I  do  not  agree  with  his  views  with  refer- 
ence to  simie  other  matters,  but  I  do  not  characterise  him  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  I  do  not  agree  with  him,  and  I  do  no: 
diaracterlxe  any  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chambe- 
who  have  different  views  from  mine  as  beiog  worse  thaii 
commnnists. 

Mr.  REED.  No;  nor  did  I  say  any  Senator  was  worse  than  ( i 
commnuiMt.  I  said  his  action  on  the  tariff  bill  Is  more  damaglni 
to  the  United  States  than  the  efforts  of  any  ccmunnnist,  und 
believe  that.  Bat  the  Senator  thinks  Jtut  as  little  of  my  vl 
on  the  tariff!  He  thinks  they  are  rery  damaging.  I  am 
vlnced  of  their  sonndnesM.  He  is  convinced  of  their  nnsonni 
neM.  We  had  better  let  It  go  at  that,  had  we  not,  Mr.  President 
and  get  back  to  the  pending  qoestion.  which  I  believe  has  net 
been  dl.<tcn»«Ml  during  the  past  5  boors  and  10  minntes? 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  I*resldent.  anyone  who  took  the  tronW? 
to  read  Mr.  Grundy's  testimony  will  know  where  the  statement 
of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed]  comes  from.  H? 
will  know  its  inspiration  and  its  source.  I  do  think,  however, 
that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  ought  to  have  put  it  ii 
quotation  marks.  I  do  not  believe  he  ought  to  plagiarize  M '. 
Grundy's  statement,  l)ecause  the  remarks  that  were  made  by  hii  a 
and  the  i^llosophy  stated  by  him  were  first  adduced  by  M  ■. 
Grundy.  The  Senator  from  Penn.sylvanla  Is  Just  a  "me 
tooum  "  to  what  Mr.  Grundy  had  already  said. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  accommodate  the  Seni  - 
tor  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rcii>l  and  get  back  to  the  tari:  f 
queitclon.  Before  entering  upon  a  discussion  of  the  reasons  wh  7 
the  tariff  bill  came  to  the  Senate  discredited,  I  will  ask  th» 
Senator  from  Montana  to  advise  me  the  date  of  the  letter 
which  he  has  been  discussing. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    October  29. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  That  was  on  the  same  day  that  Mr.  Grand: ', 
of  Pennsytranta,  the  angel  of  the  Republican  Party  and  ia 
the  tariff  controversy  the  wet  nurse  of  the  Republican  Part:', 
auide  this  remarkable  statement.  I  shall  quote  his  language 
which  will  be  found  in  volume  9  of  the  hearings  of  the  lobbir 
toTestigating  committee,  on  page  1106.    Mr.  Orandy  said : 

U  it  wms  aot  for  the  aafortanat*  provlaion  la  the  Constltation  tbit 
gives  each  SUto  two  8«aator»—  I  say  "  aofortunate ''  becaose  It  wu  a 
great  compromise  that  got  oar  Constltation  thronsh — tliey  probabi  f 
wooid  BOC  b«  heard  «<  at  alL 

And  who  are  "  they  "T  The  -  they  "  to  wbom  Mr.  Gmndy  r  i- 
tarred  are  the  Senators  from  Arkansas,  Ariaona,  South  Dakotii, 
Idaho.  Mississippi,  Montana,  and  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Is  that  the  honor  roU  which  the  Senator  s 
nadliigT 

Mr.  BLAINE.  That  Is  the  honor  rolL  I  think  to  that  Hit 
Mr.  Grundy  later  added  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  also  tlie 
Stat*  of  Nebraska,  and  elasalfled  even  Kansas  as  not  h^ng  alti  h 
geCber  100  per  cent  It  may  not  be  important  what  Mr.  Grundy  s 
pcnonal  views  are  respecting  representation  In  the  Senate  fay 
the  several  States.  It  is  important.  Mr.  President,  when  M-. 
Qraady,  thnmgh  the  collection  box  and  by  way  of  campaig  a 
eovtrlbotlons,  has  iasned  an  edict,  as  though  he  were  a  king 
iqioa  the  tlm>ne,  that  the  Republican  Party  must  carry  out  a 
eoBtraet  Into  which  It  entered  with  certain  Industrial  barons  <  f 
America ;  and  Mr.  Grundy  himself  takes  the  position  that  he  a 
the  representative  of  those  industrial  barons,  and  that  he  can  e 
to  Washington  as  their  representative  to  see  to  it  that  a  tarlll 
hill  were  written  in  such  terms  that  they  would  receive  dividends 
by  way  of  governmental  favors  tm  tlie  aaaount  whkh  they  sub- 
scribed to  the  Republican  national  campaign. 

Then  Mr.  Gmndy  goes  on  to  state,  referring  to  these  sane 
States  and  their  repreHentatives — Senators  will  find  these  wonis 
on  page  1106  of  the  record  of  the  hearing — that  "  they  shouM 
talk  darned  small,"  and  when  the  Senator  from  PennsylvanM 
wrote  the  letter  to  the  Minneapolis  newspaper  he  was  merei  y 
parroting  the  voice  of  Mr.  Grundy,  that  they— the  Senators  wl^ 
represent  certain  States — should  talk  "darned  small."  That 
the  attitode  of  the  representatives  of  certain  States ;  that  is  tlje 
attitude  ot  certain  Intereeta. 


The  tariff  bUl  was  discredited  when  It  left  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. It  took  on  no  greater  character  when  It  came 
out  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  United  States  Senate;  it 
was  discredited,  and  the  prospect  of  tariff  legislation  was  dis- 
credited when  the  Republican  organization  in  the  Senate  set  up 
a  committee  packed  in  the  interest  of  a  few  industrial  States. 
I  say  that  advisedly.  The  comrarittee  that,  in  effect,  organised 
the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  was  first  packed,  and  that 
committee  in  turn  pecked  the  Finance  Committee,  so  far  as  the 
Republican  membership  is  concerned.  Why,  then,  should  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  or  the  people  of  the  country  be  condemned 
when  they  regard  this  tariff  bill  as  being  not  other  than  a  piece 
of  proposed  discredited  legislation? 

I  said  the  other  day  that  the  rates  that  came  here  as  they 
related  to  the  State  of  Connecticut  were  tainted-  Perhaps  I 
overreached  the  proper  characteriiation  of  those  rates,  but  at 
least  every  single  one  of  the  rates  as  related  to  the  principal 
industries  of  the  State  of  Connecticut  comes  here  discredited; 
and  yet  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  desires — end  I  assume 
that  there  are  other  Senati>r8  who  also  desire — to  cram  through 
a  tariff  structure  such  a.«  is  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  In  view  of  Mr.  Grundy's  testimony,  does 
the  Senator  think  that  the  schedules  as  related  to  Pennsylvania 
are  in  any  diflferent  category  from  those  which  relate  to  Con- 
necticut ? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Not  at  all ;  and  I  shall  undertake  to  set  forth 
that  which  Pennsylvania  demands  as  indicated  by  Mr.  Gtundy. 
Our  investlgatioo  disclosed  beyond  any  question  of  a  doubt  that 
this  tariff  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
or  as  it  came  from  the  Finance  C«:»mmittee  ought  not  to  become 
a  law.  Far  better  for  this  country  and  our  people  that  this 
proposed  tariff  legislation  shall  be  defeated  than  to  permit  the 
bill  in  either  form — whether  it  is  the  House  structure  or  the 
Finance  Committee  structure — ^to  become  the  law  of  the  land. 

This  bill  has  been  written  primarily  for  the  benefit  of  those 
who  control  the  majority  of  the  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  NOR  BECK.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Soutli  Dakota? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Might  It  not  even  be  narrowed  down  to  the 
group  that  ccmtrols  the  Republican  membership  of  the  Finance 
Committee?  It  is  common  knowledge  here  that  the  committee 
was  not  unanimous  in  reporting  tlie  rates  carried  in  the  pending 
bill;  that  there  was  merely  a  little  clique  that  controlled  the 
Republican  majority  which  forced  the  rates  Into  the  bill  in 
the  name  of  the  Republican  Party  and  in  spite  of  the  Presi- 
dent's recommendation. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    There  Is  no  doubt  about  it,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  S«iator  from  Wis- 
consin  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  have  sat  here  for  several  weeks,  if  not 
months,  and  because  of  a  hesitancy  to  delay  the  consideration 
of  the  tariff  bill  I  have  refrained  from  saying  anything, 
although  I  have  been  subject  to  all  the  opprobrium  that  has 
been  attached  to  the  majority  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee. I  thank  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  for  having 
brought  the'questlon  up,  because  his  statement  Is  ahsohitely  cor- 
rect, that  there  is  a  majority  of  the  majority  which  controls  the 
committee,  and  the  evidence  is  in  the  hands  of  the  committee  In 
the  form  of  numerous  votes,  some  of  which  perhaps  did  not 
reflect  the  accurate  conclusions  of  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee, but  were  based  at  the  time  on  the  information  which  we 
had  at  hand. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  in  entire  accord  with  the 
suggestions  which  have  been  made  by  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan. It  was  a  small  coterie  in  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
majority  party  that  in  effect  wrote  the  p<'ndlng  tariff  bill,  and  we 
might  as  well  speak  plainly  about  IL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentnclsy? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Just  a  moment  so  that  I  may  clear  up  this 
situation.  The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  was  entirelv  right 
The  States  of  Cwmecticut,  Pennsylvania,  and  New '  Jersey 
wrought  practically  the  entire  influence  In  writing  this  bill,  with 
the  aasiatance  of  two  otlier  members  of  that  committee.     What 
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happened  by  which  they  obtained  the  majority  of  the  Republican 
membership  of  the  committee  I  shall  not  state  upon  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  but  everyone  knows  how  that  majority  was  ob- 
tained, or  at  least  ought  to  know  how  it  was  obtained,  and  I 
believe  everyone  does  know  how  that  majority  was  obtained. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I)<«es  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield  for  a  question  but  not  for  a  speech. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  wUl  not  the  Senator  oblige  us  by 
being  more  explicit  In  telling  us  what  he  means?  I,  for  one,  do 
not  know. 

Mr.   NORRIS.     Mr.   President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  can  answer  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  in  his  own  words.  Only  a  few  mo- 
ments ago  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  refused  to  give  to  the 
S(*nator  from  Montana  the  names  of  Senators  whom  he  regarded 
as  much  worse  than  communists.  So  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin would  be  justified  in  following  the  precedent  establi.-^hed 
by  the  Senator  from  Pi'nnsylvania.  although  I  should  be  glad  if 
both  Senators  would  be  open  and  free  with  the  Senate  and  give 
the  names  In  both  Instances. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  ask  the  Senator  from 
Wihcousin  to  give  any  names.  I  asked  him  to  state  the  method 
by  which  he  ct)usidered  this  thing  was  done.  I  should  be  glad 
to  have  him  explain. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  method.  Mr.  President,  whs  a  very  simple 
one.  The  method  was  merrfy  an  arranfienient  by  which  in  a 
large  number  of  cases  6  votes  out  of  11  votes  were  obtained :  6 
votes  of  the  Republican  membership  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VIC^  PRESIDENT.  I>»es  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  statement  has  been  made  here  that  this 
bill  was  framed  by  a  coterie  of  the  majority  memliers  of  the 
Finance  Committee.  There  are  11  members  of  the  majority, 
and.  as.suming  that  they  were  all  present,  of  course  there  ^vould 
be  6  who  would  control  its  action.  Can  the  Senator  from 
Wl.sconsin  advise  us  whether  the  coterie  referred  to  was  always 
composed  of  the  same  six,  or  did  it  shift,  depending  upon  the 
local  Interest  of  a  Senator  in  a  particular  item  which  may  have 
been  under  consideration? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Of  course,  Mr.  President,  there  was  a  sll^t 
shifting  now  and  then.  We  have  not  the  official  records  of 
that  committee,  but  I  think  if  anyone  sliould  undertake  to 
ascertain  the  facts  with  respect  to  the  main  schedules,  the  main 
paragraphs,  and  the  main  items,  it  would  be  an  easy  matter  to 
determine  the  general  trend  of  affairs  before  that  conunittee. 
Not  having  the  official  record — I  understand  there  is  no  official 
record — of  the  votes  which  were  cast,  of  course,  I  am  unable  to 
advise  the  Senator  as  to  just  what  the  shifting  was.  There 
may  be,  and  no  doubt  are,  members  of  the  Finance  Committee 
who  could  give  that  definite  information.  But  the  attitude  of 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  as  I  view  it  is  Identically  the 
same  attitude  as  that  of  Mr.  Grundy,  that  talk  should  be 
"  darned  small  "  except  as  to  Pennsylvania.  The  trouble  with 
this  tariff  hill  arrows  out  of  the  Grundys  and  the  Eyansons  and 
gentlemen  of  that  kind  wiio  have  had  their  hands  in  the  formu- 
lation of  the  bill.     I  do  not  mean  to  say 

Mr.  REED,  Mr.  President,  will  tlie  Senator  permit  an  inter- 
ruption? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  if  the  Senator  secured  the  votes  he  would 
be  astonished  to  know  how  often  I  myself  voted  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  duties  provided  in  the  House  bill.  I  believe  that  in 
far  more  than  a  majority  of  the  many  reductions  which  we 
made  in  the  House  bill  I  voted  for  the  reduction,  and  I  think 
some  of  the  other  Senators  whom  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
seems  to  accuse  of  being  in  a  conspiracy  to  raise  rates  would 
also  be  found  voting  for  lower  duties.  I  hope  the  Senator  will 
look  up  the  record  before  he  makes  general  accusations  a^inst 
Senator  Edge,  for  example. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Do  I  understand  that  there  Is  an  oflScial  rec- 
ord made  up  of  the  votes  of  the  Republican  membership  of  this 
committee? 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  know  whether  It  was  kept  or  not,  but 
there  certainly  was  a  tally  made  each  time. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  am  going  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee if  such  a  record  is  in  existence. 


I  am  speaking  of  the  majority.    Is  that  record 
I  can  not  say.  Mr.  President,  whether  it  Is  or 


Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Will  the  Senator  from  Utah,  the  chairman  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  advise  us  whether  or  not  there  is  a 
record  existing  with  respect  to  the  votes  on  this  bill? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  was  a  tally  sheet  taken  on  every  vote 
before  the  committee. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Before  the  whole  committee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  before  the  sulxrommittee,  the  majority 
members. 

Mr.  BLAINE. 
in  existence? 

Mr.  SMOOT. 
not. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  One  moment.  If  it  is  in  existence,  will  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  report  it  to  the  Senate,  so  that  there 
may  be  no  dispute  about  the  situation? 

I  do  not  want  to  make  charges  here  that  are  unfounded.  I 
will  withdraw  practically  everything  I  have  said  if  that  record 
is  produced  and  disproves,  generally  speaking,  what  I  have 
stated  here  this  afternoon.  I  shall  l>e  perfectly  willing  to 
withdraw  my  statement,  and  I  will  humbly  apologize  to  the 
committee  and  to  the  Senate  for  indulging  in  the  coqunents 
that  I  have  made  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  do. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  must  not  misunderstand  me  as  say- 
ing that  in  every  ca.se  there  was  a  vote  by  roil  call.  In  many 
cases,  wliere  the  sentiment  of  tlte  committee  was  obvious,  it 
would  be  by  show  of  hands  or  viva  voce,  just  as  it  is  here  in 
the  Senate ;  but  wherever  there  was  a  dispute,  or  the  vote 
was  close,  my  recollection  is  that  a  tally  was  taken.  1  do  not 
know  whether  it  was  kept  or  not. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Seuator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan, 
who  desired  to  proi)ouud  an  inquiry. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  simply  wish  to  correct  the 
statement  that  I  understood  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  make, 
that  there  was  a  roll  call.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
corrected  the  impression  that  first  was  given,  that  there  was 
a  roll  call  on  eaqb  item.  The  Senator  frcHu  Pennsylvania  la 
correct  in  saying  that  when.  In  the  discu.ssion,  a  matter  seemed 
to  be  overwhelmingly  one-sided  the  question  was  not  put ;  or, 
if  it  was  put,  it  was  put  in  a  viva  voce  manner  and  no  record 

Mr.  SMOOT     That  is  true. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  In  other  cases,  where  there  were  probably 
only  one  or  two  opponents  of  a  propt>sed  rate  or  advocates  of  a 
proposed  rate,  there  was  no  roll  call  or  record  taken.  So  far  as 
I  recollect,  when  the  roll  call  was  taken  it  was  taken  Just  in 
the  form  of  a  pencil  memorandum.  I  do  not  believe  the  roll 
calls  were  taken  in  an  official  cai)aclty. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  Presklent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dih>s  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Michigan,  or  any  other  member  of  the  Finance  Committee,  why 
these  votes  were  not  made  official  records  of  the  committee. 
The  fact  that  the  committee  locked  the  doors  against  us  Demo- 
cratic S<'nators,  and  conducted  its  meeting  in  executive  session, 
does  not  make  it  any  less  a  meeting  of  the  conunittee.  They 
were  there  transacting  the  public  business.  A  quorum  was 
present.  If  it  was  an  official  8es.slon  of  the  committee,  and 
roll  calls  were  had  on  the  various  items,  why  are  not  those  roll 
calls  part  of  the  records  of  the  committee's  proceedings? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President.  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  will  recall  that  in  every  conjmittee  of  the  Seuata 
that  I  know  of,  no  oflJcial  records  are  kept  of  the  action  of 
the  individual  members  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  where  there  is  a  roll  call  on  a  motion, 
is  it  not  kept? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Not  necessarily  so.  I  have  been  on  com- 
mlttees  where  no  record  was  kept  of  the  inside  operations  of  the 
committee.  If  there  is  a  majority  one  way  or  the  other,  the 
chairman  is  instructed  to  d«»  so  and  so;  but  there  is  not  an 
official  record  kept  anywhere  in  the  Senate,  so  far  as  I  know, 
of  how  the  votes  are  cast  with  respect  to  ftuy  particnlar  piece 
of  l^islation. 
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Mr.  BARKLET.    If  that  !s  trae,  the  rnles  of  the  commltteo 
ontcht  to  be  revised ;  for  wliere  there  Is  safflcient  Interest  anfj 
miffloient  division  on  any  question  in  a  committee  to  reqnire 
roll  eall,  that  roll  call  ought  to  be  a  part  of  the  proceeding 
of  tlie  rommlttee. 

Mr.  REED  and  Mr.  COUZENS  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Vfe«>ns^ 
yield;  and  to  whom? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  do  not  want  a  3-way  debate  here. 
The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.     To  whom  does  the  Senator  jrlelc^? 
Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  «h«iuld  jusit  like  to  say  that  I  do  not  dlf 
ftgree  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  di«l  not  think  the  Senator  would. 
Mr.  COUZENS.    What  I  am  saying,  however,  is  that  it  hah 
not  t)een  done:  because  I  remember  that  when  the  Interstatp 
Commerce  Committee,  of  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
a  member,  reported  out  the  f»o-cnlled  Fess  railroad  consclidatiol 
bill,  there  were  three  or  four  of  us  who  voted  against  reportl 
the  bill,  but  yon  will  find  no  record  of  it  anywhere;  nor  do 
believe  you  will  find  a  re<t)rd  in  any  committee  of  how  indivl( 
ual  Senators  voted  in  rep'>rtinR  out  bills. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Premdent.  will  the  Sent- 
tor  >ieid  for  a  moment,  until  I  correct  the  record? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  BLAINB.  I  should  like  to  be  permitted  to  go  on,  bat  I 
yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.««*achusetts.  I  should  like  to  state  tie 
complete  ri^curd  about  the  incident  to  which  the  Senator  has 
referred. 

After  the  full  Finance  Committee  met,  following  the  fixing  c  f 
the  rates  by  the  majority,  a  motion  was  made  by  the  Senate  r 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  HABUsoif]  that  the  roll  calls  of  the 
majority  members  shonld  be  made  public.  A  roll  call  was  hal 
upim  that  motion  in  the  Finance  Committee,  and  it  was  defeated  I. 
Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  discussing  the  subject  <  f 
why  this  bill  lias  been  di.scredited  l)efore  the  coantry,  dlscredlte  il 
before  it  got  into  the  Senate,  and  I  think  there  is  a  constat  t 
acrumnlati(Hi  of  evidence  that  it  is  beccMning  more  discredited  s  a 
a  tariff  meu.su re. 

In  the  House — and  I  am  not  offering  this  as  a  criticism  (f 
»DoCh»  body;  I  am  simply  stating  a  fact — in  the  House  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  had  in  its  membership  on  ttie 
Republican  side  only  one  Representative  from  the  agricultun  1 
region  lying  between  the  Misais^iipIH  River  and  the  Pacific  cooit 
oo  the  west  and  extending  from  the  Canadian  boundary  to  tte 
oortltern  boundary  of  Arkansas  on  the  south.  That  constitutts 
the  granary  of  the  United  States.  It  is  the  great  agricultnrrl 
productive  region,  and  yet  there  was  only  a  single  Representative 
from  that  entire  region  on  the  Republican  side  as  a  member  (f 
tlMt  cnmmittee.  and  that  member  was  a  Member  from  Iowa. 

In  the  Senate  that  entire  region  did  not  have  a  single  repn^ 
sentative  on  the  Repat>lican  side  uiK>n  the  Finance  Committee- - 
not  one.  It  is  very  apparent  that  this  committee  was  8ta<*ei 
against  agricolture;  whether  designedly  so  or  not,  I  do  not  charge  ; 
but  the  fact  Is  that  agriculture  has  not  had  a  single  voice  on  th  e 
Finance  Committee  from  the  Republican  side  unless  the  Senator 
from  Utah  (Mr  Smoot].  who  is  the  chairman  of  the  committer ^ 
assumes  to  speak  as  a  representative  of  agriculture. 

That  Is  the  fact  of  the  case.  The  country  knows  that.  Th» 
country  knows  that  this  tariff  bill  was  writtoi  in  the  interest 
of  a  few  iodu.strial  States  of  the  Union  and  against  the  intereet 
of  the  agricultural  States  of  the  Union. 

I  am  not  going  into  the  details  of  that;  but  the  coantry  8> 
recognixes  tiie  sitoation.  Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  am  net 
■urprised  that  there  is  going  to  be  debate  upon  this  lloor  n  ■ 
•pecting  this  bill.  There  oiieht  to  be  debate  up«»  it.  As  I  hav  & 
stated,  no  representative  from  the  region  to  which  I  have  r«- 
ferred  has  had  the  opportunity  to  listen  to  the  debates,  th? 
arguments,  and  the  presentation  before  the  committee.  It  thew- 
fore  beconiee  necessary  for  them  to  make  their  own  criglnsl 
Investigations,  their  own  original  study,  and  then  present  thJ 
facts  to  the  Sensta  That  takes  time;  time  that  could  have  been 
saved  had  agriculture  been  adequately  represented  on  the  Com- 
mittee OB  Finance.  Unless  the  facts  are  brought  ont  in  debat  s 
on  the  floor  then  agriculture  has  no  voice  in  the  Senate,  and  [ 
insist  tlkat  tlKJse  who  are  representing  those  great  regions  woulq 
b«tray  agriculture  If  tliey  did  not  present  the  facts  and  thi 
arguments  as  the  result  of  their  Investigation  and  study  as  they 
alfwt  agricultural  production. 

So,  of  course,  we  are  going  to  have  debate;  but  where  doei 
tba  (Aialt  be?  It  lies  with  the  organization  of  the  Finance  Com  - 
mlttee.  Therein  lies  the  fault ;  and  therein  is  the  fiiiiJt  as  th^ 
people  of  tills  country  know  it.  In  my  opinion. 


Mr  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BLALNE.  I  yield  for  a  question,  Mr.  President  I  desire 
to  continue. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  the  Senator  If  be 
prefers  not  to  be  interrupteil.  I  simply  wanted  to  make  a 
statement.  If  the  Senator  does  not  wish  to  haye  me  do  so,  I 
will  sit  down. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  But  the  Chair  may  hold  that  I  have  yielded 
the  floor  if  I  yield  for  the  purpose  of  a  speech. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Oh,  no ;  it  is  not  a  speech,  of  course.  In  fact, 
if  the  Senator  objects,  I  will  not  seek  to  interrupt  him. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  want  to  be  perfectly  courteous  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah,  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee.  I  am  not 
complaining  about  the  chairman  of  the  committee.  I  have  had 
no  condemnation  of  the  chairman.  I  am  not  complaining  about 
individuals.  I  am  complaining  about  the  organization  of  the 
committee,  the  system  that  wa.s  used  in  organizing  the  com- 
mittee, and  the  results  that  flowed  from  that  kind  of  a  system 
and  that  kind  of  an  organization.  I  presume  any  other  indi- 
viduals in  the  same  place  might  have  done  exactly  what  has  • 
been  done. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  was  complaining  alxmt  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  bill.  This  is  Friday,  and  I  think  we  have  had  an 
hour  and  55  minutes  on  the  bill  this  week. 

Mr  BLAINE.  Mr  President,  I  did  not  yield  for  a  lecture 
from  the  chairman  of  the  committee  because  I  was  taking  up 
some  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  the  Senator  is  mistaken  if  he  thought  that 
was  my  purpose. 

Mr  BLAINE.  I  decline  to  yield  for  any  such  purpose.  I  am 
willing  for  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to  castigate  Mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  and  me  if  he  chooses  in  his  own  time,  and  I 
shall  answer  in  my  time ;  but  I  think  it  is  unfair  for  him  to  do 
so  In  the  midst  of  my  remarks. 

Mr  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  had  just  waited  until  I  finished 
my  statement,  he  would  not  have  made  that  remark.  There  is 
no  necessity  for  it.  I  simply  started  to  make  a  statement,  and 
I  was  not  allowed  to  conclude  it.  I  do  not  want  to  take  the 
time  of  the  Senator  if  he  does  not  want  me  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  As  I  understand,  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee desires  to  show  how  much  time  has  been  taken  up  in 
debate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  that  was  not  my  object.  That  was  merely 
by  way  of  preface.    What  I  wantetl  to  sjiy  was  this: 

I  should  like  to  get  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill.  I  have 
not  refused  a  request  that  has  been  made  of  me  as  to  parsing 
over  Items  in  the  little  time  that  we  have  discussed  it.  and  I 
do  not  want  to.  I  want  to  be  perfectly  courteous  to  every 
Member  of  tills  body;  and  anything  that  has  been  passed  upon, 
I  care  not  what  it  may  be,  can  be  reviewed  if  I  have  the  power 
to  bring  it  about. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  any  doubt  of  the 
sincerity  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee.  There  is  no  reflec- 
tion upon  him.  I  think  he  has  been  eminently  fair  I  think 
the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  is  bearing  a  tremendous 
burden.  I  have  great  sympathy  for  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee. I  do  not  think  he  conscientiously  believes  in  this  bill. 
I  think  he  is  undertaking  to  perform  his  duty  as  chairman  of 
the  committee  as  best  he  can. 

I  think  I  am  not  misrepresenting  the  chairman  when  I  say 
that  he  would  disagree  with  respect  to  many  of  the  items  in 
the  bill;  but  what  I  am  stating  is  that  the  bill  comes  before 
us  in  the  structure  of  a  tariff  bill  written  for  the  interests  of  a 
small  group  of  States,  and  the  chairman  of  the  committee  Is 
perfectly  helpless,  and  he  Is  going  to  be  perfectly  helpless 
throughout  this  debate.  Had  the  great  agricultural  regions  had 
proper  representation  on  this  committee— representation  that 
would  have  reflecte<l  the  majority,  in  fact  the  overwhelming 
opinion  of  agriculture — we  would  not  be  in  this  condition  to- 
day. The  responsibility  for  delay  rests  entirely  upon  the  organi- 
sation of  this  committee.  They  have  brought  in  here  a  dis- 
credited bill  which  it  becomes  necessary  for  us  to  debate  and  to 
analyze,  so  that  we  may  perhaps  construct  a  tariff  bill  that  will 
reflect  the  Judgment  of  the  people  of  this  country  and  redound 
to  the  general  welfare  of  the  people. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  substantiate  my  statements 
with  respect  to  what  may  residt  and  will  result  if  this  tariff  bill 
passes. 

There  has  been  Introduced  In  the  Record  by  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh  1  a  statement  In  connection  with 
the  products  of  Connecticut.  He  showed  how  the  increases  on 
44  Items  would  cost  the  American  people,  in  addetl  cost  of  living, 
$879,000,000;  and  that  is  one  of  the  States  that  are  going  to 
benefit  primarily  if  this  bill  passes. 
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There  was  Introduced  before  the  committee  constituted  to 
investigate  lobbying  a  similar  statement  respecting  the  products 
of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  just  wanted  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  to  the  fact  that  those  benefits  can  not  flow  to  that 
industry  (manufacturing)  except  as  they  are  spread  ont  as  a 
tax  on  the  rest  of  the  people  over  the  country,  and  therefore  we 
would  be  the  burden  bearers,  we  would  be  the  taxpayers,  we 
who  are  told  we  ought  to  talk  "  darned  small" 

Mr  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  Mr.  Grundy,  the  representa- 
tive of  the  Republican  Party,  wants  the  West  and  South  to  have 
"  small  talk,  and  darned  small  at  that." 

Sixty-two  industries  in  I'ennsylvania,  86.4  per  cent  of  the 
State's  total  production,  are  given  $1,381,000,000  under  this 
tariff  bill.  Assuming  the  same  rate  of  increase  for  the  remain- 
ing 13Vi  per  cent  of  Pennsylvania  industries — and  Pennsylvania 
receives  the  additional  sum  of  $1.601,000,000— the  total  cost  to 
the  consumers,  if  these  tariff  rates  are  added  to  the  price — and 
everybody  knows  that  the  consumer  pays  the  tariff  tax — Is 
$3,202,000,000.  That  is  the  amount  that  is  going  to  be  taken 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  taxpayers  of  this  country  if  this  bill 
passes. 

Of  course,  it  is  a  sort  of  a  painless  tax.  It  is  like  painless 
dentistry.  The  dentist  applies  something;  you  do  not  feel  any 
pain,  but  the  tooth  is  gone.  It  is  identically  the  same  with 
this  tariff  which  Pennsylvania  proposes  to  levy  on  the  people 
of  the  United  States.  It  is  a  painless  tax.  When  the  farmer 
buys  farm  machinery,  when  he  buys  other  implements  for  the 
farm,  when  he  buys  certain  clothing  and  othM*  necessities,  he 
pays  a  painless  tax.  He  does  not  see  the  tax  imposed ;  he  does 
not  kn<iw  that  it  is  iraiX)sed  at  the  particular  time,  because  he 
does  not  get  a  tax  receipt.  There  i^  no  tax  collector  oc>ming 
around  to  get  It.  but  he  pays  the  tax' just  the  same;  so  much 
is  extracted  from  his  pockets,  and  Pennsylvania  thereby  will 
be  the  beneficiary. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
further?  '       ^ 

Mr.  BL.\INE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Just  observe  that  the  sum  that  Pennsyl- 
vania is  trying  to  extract,  according  to  the  Senator's  statement, 
is  a  larger  sum  than  the  total  value  of  the  agricultural  staples 
like  wheat  and  cotton  put  together. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Yes;  it  exceeds  the  entire  value  of  those 
crops. 

There  Is  very  little  difference  between  Connecticut  and  New 
Jersey  resiiecting  this  matter.  I  do  not  know  who  has  be«i 
the  special  representative  for  New  Jersey.  I  am  not  reflecting 
upon  the  Senators. "  They  may  hold  to  the  opinion  that  the  West 
and  the  South  and  all  the  rest  of  the  people  of  the  country 
should  "  talk  dam  small." 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  a 
question,  the  Senator  does  not  think  that  any  Senator  has  made 
that  statement,  does  he? 

Mr.  BliAINE.  Mr.  Grundy,  who  se^ns  to  have  more  power 
than  a  Senator,  has  made  the  statement. 

Mr.  REED.  That  Is  all  right,  I  understand  that,  but  the  Sen- 
ator does  not  think  that  any  Member  of  the  Senate  has  said 
anything  like  that? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  have  not  so  charged.  I  think,  however,  to 
be  perfectly  frank,  that  the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  Senator 
la  his  letter  which  has  just  been  read  are  not  so  very  different 
from  the  sentiment  expressed  by  Mr.  Grundy.  The  essence  of 
the  sentiment  is  identically  the  same. 

Let  me  analyze  New  Jersey,  one  of  the  triumvirate  that  had 
the  largest  share  in  writing  this  tariff  bill.  With  her  62  indus- 
tries, the  Important  ones,  78.1  per  cent  of  the  State's  total 
production,  New  Jersey  gets  $637,U0t),000.  All  industries,  as- 
suming the  same  rate  for  the  balance.  $816,000,000.  Or  a  total 
added  cost  to  the  consumers  of  $1,632,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  that  situation  certiiinly  should  condemn  the 
tariff  bill,  not  only  condemn  it,  but  damn  it  and  defeat  it.  and 
that  is  what  ought  to  be  done  with  this  tariff  bill,  miless  it  can 
be  written  in  the  Interests  of  not  only  industry,  but  as  well, 
agriculture,  and  all  other  vital  interests  of  the  country. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  so  optimistic  as  is  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norkis].  I  am  about  as  pessimistic  as  is 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  regarding  the  prospects  of  this 
bill,  except  that  my  pessimism  is  based  upon  entirely  different 
grounds  from  the  pessimism  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 
I  do  not  believe  this  tariff  bill  is  going  to  become  a  law.  but  I 
found  my  belief  upon  the  proposition  that  it  should  not  become 
a  law,  either  as  it  emanated  from  the  House,  or  as  it  came  from 
the  Committee  on  Finance.  If  we  can  write  a  decent,  fair 
tariff  bill  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  in  the  next  few  months, 
it  will  be  worth  whila    I  am  perfectly  willing  to  devote  my  time 


and  my  energy  to  those  ends.  I  am  anxious  to  have  a  tariff 
bill  pass,  bat  not  the  tariff  bill  that  is  before  as.  It  most  be  a 
tariff  bill  constructed  upon  entirely  different  lines. 

I  think  that  the  country  is  of  the  same  attitude  of  mind.  I 
am  quite  cfmvinced  that  I  am  speaking  at  least  for  my  own 
State  when  I  so  declare. 

I  introduced  into  the  Recoko  a  few  days  ago  many  letters 
coming  from  the  farmers  in  different  parts  of  the  State  of  Wis- 
consin. Those  letters  have  been  accumulating  by  the  scores 
since  I  Introduced  the  few  letters  by  way  of  example. 

What  is  the  Information  that  is  being  conveyed  to  me?  I 
am  becoming  interested  in  learning  the  attitude  of  industry  re- 
specting this  tariff  measnre.  I  find  that  at  least  two  of  the 
largest  Industries  in  my  State,  as  a  group,  brieve  that  no  tariff 
measure  should  be  passed.  They  are  dissatisfied  with  both  the 
House  bill  and  the  Finance  Committee's  bill.  They  are  dis- 
satisfied because  they  know,  as  they  have  expressed  It,  that  cer- 
tain material  largely  coming  from  the  mills  of  Penns>'lvania, 
such  as  iron  or  steel,  with  the  proposed  increased  tariff  upon 
those  articles,  will  increase  their  cost  of  manufacturing,  and 
perhaps  destroy  their  indastry.  They  know  that  those  proposed 
increases  are  indefensible  and  anwarranted. 

I  bold  in  my  hand  now  a  letter  from  another  great  industry 
that  protests,  briefiy  but  emphatically,  which  is  a  sample  of 
others.  It  is  dated  October  30,  and  is  from  a  concern  employed  in 
mantifacturlng  ptmips,  cylinders,  gasoline  engines,  pump  Jacks, 
tanks,  and  feed  grinders,  all  of  which  are  primarily  used  upon 
the  farm.    Addressing  me,  they  say : 

We  trust  that  both  the  Senate  and  the  House  tariff  bills  will 
be  defeated.    We  favor  no  tariff  bill  at  this  time. 

Industry  outside  of  the  States  of  Pennsylvania,  Connecticat, 
and  New  Jersey  is  awak^iing  to  the  danger  before  them  in 
this  biU. 

Mr.  I'resldent,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  can  lead  the  people  of  this  coimtry  contrary  to  the 
facts,  notwithstanding  his  statement  from  the  White  House. 
He,  clothed  in  a  great  authority,  assuming  that  his  statement 
would  be  recognized  and  given  great  weight  by  the  people  of 
this  country,  in  my  opinion  can  not  pull  the  wool  over  the  eyes 
of  the  American  people  through  any  attempted  condemnation  of 
the  legislative  department 

Before  I  close  I  want  to  point  ont  just  one  paragraph  In  the 
President's  statement  that  does  tally  well  with  the  facts. 
He  stated  that  "  the  wide  differences  of  opinion  and  the  length 
of  the  discussions  in  the  Senate  were  themselves  ample  demon- 
stration of  the  desirability  of  a  real  flexible  clause  in  order  that 
injustice  in  rates  could  be  promptly  corrected  by  scientific  and 
impartial  investigation." 

Yet  he  knew  full  well  that  the  Tariff  Commission  under  the 
fiexible  clause  took  all  the  way  from  4  to  &2  months  in  report- 
ing upon  single  paragraphs  and  single  items. 

Mr.  President,  I  repeat,  I  am  not  optimistic  about  this  tariff 
bill  If  it  can  be  rewritten  in  the  Senate  so  that  it  will  rea- 
sonably reflect  the  demands  and  the  necessities  of  the  country, 
then  I  hope  it  will  t>e  enacted,  but  if  the  tariff  bill  is  to  be 
rewritten  in  the  Senate,  and  then  go  to  conference,  and  the 
Senate  should,  perchance,  yield  on  a  compromise  measure  that 
would  bring  about  substantially  either  the  House  bill  or  the  Fi- 
nance Committee  bill,  then  tariff  le^lation  should  be  defeated. 

Mr.  President,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall  make  every 
effort  within  my  power  to  hasten  the  final  passage  of  the  bill. 
The  Finance  Committee  has  In  effect  made  it  impossible  to  write 
a  decent  bill  without  ample  and  due  comrideration.  It  would 
be  far  better  to  defeat  the  bill  as  a  whole  than  to  compromise 
this  measnre  at  the  sacrifice  of  agriculture  and  the  consumers. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President,  I  have  noticed  the  As- 
sociated Press  account  of  the  letter  of  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Rhed},  in  which  he  classifies  a  lot  of  us  as  worse 
than   communists  or  bolsheviks.     So   far  as  I  am   personally 
concerned,   I  am   always  proud  to  be  classified   that  way   by 
standpatters.     That  does  not  make  me  mad  at  all.     I  notice 
that  the  letter  went  to  Minneapolis,  the  home  of  Senator  Schaix. 
I  notice  it  quite  courteously  exempted  the  blind  Senator  from 
Minnesota  from  the  accusation.    But  it  is  so  shrewdly  arranged 
that  it  is  really  a  polite  way  of  including  him  in  the  mass  of 
what  he  deprecatingly  calls  populists  who  have  been  doing  so 
much  damage  to  Pennsylvania  standpatters.    It  condemns  every- 
thing Senator  Schaix  has  done.     Of  course  the  standpatters 
down  here  are  well  convinced  that  even   though   the   Senator 
from  Minnesota  is  blind,  he  sees  a  lot  more  than  they  want  him 
to  see.     Therefore  I  can  not  help  but  construe  the  whole  letter 
as  an  attack  upon  the  candidacy  of  Senator  Schaix.     It  will 
fail.    The  people  of  Minnesota  know  valuable  and  aUe  service. 
It  will  be  a  welcome  day  for  victory  for  Senator  Schaix  if  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  will  follow  this  up  and  go  out  into 
that  western  country  and  fight  him.     That  will  absolutely  in- 
sure his  reelection  and  return  by  a  tremendous  majority. 


^"^ 

\'j>. 


'4a 


5^  if 


5092 


CONGEESSIONAL  :  lECORD— SEN  ATE 


Mr.  PrMMrat  I  AeirfK  to  place  In  tb«  Swoid  the  Tery  able 
reply  of  Senator  Schall  to  the  letter  of  the  Senator  ttom  Penn 
■ylvania,  which  I  think  not  only  represcBta  the  Senator's  own 
position  bat  quite  folly  repreeenu  the  poaition  of  all  of  us  who 
xvally  are  llghti]«  for  the  greet  agricoltvral  Intereats  of  the 
country. 

The  VICE  PRBSIDBNT.    WIthoat  objection,  it  Is  lo  ordered 

Mr.  HcHAix's  statement  is  as  fOUuws : 

aTATSMSirr  or  RKXITOS   STHALL  Ilf  AJVSWKB  to  SCIfATOS  tMO)^  coxmikt 

gMuitor  RSBO  admits  the  level  of  mlitery  of  asriculturt  and  protests 
drasglas  iaawtry  dova  to  the  aaj&e  kTcl.  There  U  no  thoosht  in  au 
mind,  and  I  am  cure  there  U  no  thought  in  Senatw  SBirsTiAO'a  mind. 
•f  dra«ln«  Indtwtry  down.  But  we  do  want  to  Utt  acrlcoltnre  ug  to 
•hart-  Id  part  that  wonderful  proaperlty  iudoatrr  h*»  cnjojed  tor  the 
last  eight  yean  under  the  Fordaey-McCumber  Urlff  bill.  For  my  part, 
I  am  only  trying  to  carry  out  the  promlaes  of  the  Bepoblican  Party 
to  give  agriculture  a  parity  with  tndnvtry.  The  apedal  aeaaion  was 
called  for  thl<«  ezpresa  purpose,  not  as  Senator  RsBD  erldently  thinks, 
to  further  aggrandize  Industry.  I  do  not  believe  that  Senator  Ship- 
•nuo  and  I  are  factlonallstH,  sectionallata,  or  populists.  We  merely 
□nderstand  that  agrlruiture  U  a  npuUble  baric  Industry  of  our  ccun- 
try.  and  that  agricultural  returns  for  the  last  year  were  112,000.000,000, 
^  when  they  should  have  tteon  $18,000,000,000  to  compensate  (or  labor  and 
five  even  4  per  cent  Interest  on  Investment 

This  Inequality  can  not  continue  and  our  country  endure,  as  Mr. 
Murphy  well  set  out  in  his  letter  to  Senator  Bx«D.  From  Senator 
BCBD'n  Industrially  minded  environment  I  would  expect  that  he  would 
suggest  as  he  did  In  his  reply  to  Mr.  Murphy  larger  farms  (chain 
'  farms),  or  Just  any  sort  of  bridge  to  croM  over  the  glaring  fact  that 
our  promises  to  the  farmer  are  not  being  Itept.  And  they  are  not  being 
kept  because  of  this  very  eastern  idea  that  Senator  Rek>  unconsciously 
g1vt4  utterance  to,  at  the  same  time  railing  at  what  be  calls  the  preju- 
dice and  dangerous  attitude  to  our  economic  security  of  those  who  can 
nut  cumpreas  themselves  Into  the  environment  of  Pennsylvania  industry. 

I  bsve  assumed  that  the  attitude  of  the  President  Is  in  line  with  the 
party  pledge  to  glre  agriculture  parity  with  Industry  In  the  tarllt. 
Senator  IUb>'s  characterisation  of  western  Senators,  from  which  he 
Ingeniously  excepts  Senator  Shipstsad  and  myself,  while  criticising  the 
attitude  which  Senator  Shipstsad  and  myself  have  taken,  would  seem 
to  place  the  same  characterisation  upon  the  President. 

I  do  not  know  that  he  Intended  to  do  this,  but  I  leave  the  Implication 
to  the  solution  of  his  own  conscience. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  qoestiou  la  on  the  committee 
aaoendmeDt,  which  the  clerk  will  again  rep(«t. 

Tbe  LaoiaLATivK  Cuout.  On  page  36,  In  paragrairti  204.  line 
23,  tile  cununittce  proptxses  to  Htrike  oat  the  words  "  flre-six- 
teeiiths  •'  and  insert  "  fifteen  thirty-seconds,"  so  as  to  read : 

Cnids  Baaaestts.  Afteen  thirty-seconds  of  1  cent  per  pooad. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  It,  the  rate 
Insertrd  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  and  the  House  Ways 
and  Means  Conunittee.  in  section  204  as  it  now  stands,  embract^ 
the  re<  ommendations  by  the  Tariff  Commission  approved  by  the 
President- 
Mr.  SMOOT.    It  was  a  proclamation  by  the  President. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    That,  I  understaod,  is  the  case. 

Mr.  SHOOT.     It  is  tbe  case. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  did 
not  write  the  same  rates  on  mapneslte  as  were  recommended 
by  the  Tariff  Commls.'don  and  approved  by  the  President,  but 
the  Senate  Finance  CommHtee  did  carry  ttmt  rate  into  effect  in 
their  amendment. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  The  House  pave  the  rate  of  the  act  of  1922. 
The  proclamatloo  of  the  President  provided  fifteen  thirty-seconds 
of  1  cent  Instead  of  five-sixteenths  of  1  cen^  as  x>rovided  In  the 
act  of  19S2.  Tbe  Finance  Committee  thought  that  the  presi- 
dential proclamation  at  the  time  it  was  issued  provided  the 
proper  rate.  Tbe  Finance  Committee  also  had,  since  the  issu- 
ing of  the  proclamation.  Information  in  relation  to  the  importa- 
tions of  Grecian  crude  magnesite  offered  at  the  Atlantic  sea- 
board duty  paid  at  less  than  cost  of  production  here.  Plans 
are  already  fonnolated  for  the  importation  of  crude  magnesite 
from  Lower  California  into  California  at  cost  jrfus  transporta- 
tion, at  leas  than  the  duty  and  domestic  cost.  On  that  basis 
It  was  believed  that  we  should  increa?*e  the  duty  from  ten 
thlrty-aeconds  to  fifteen  thirty-seconds  of  1  cent. 

Mr.  OBOROB.  I  merely  wish  to  make  clear  that  the  Tariff 
Commlasi«>n  had  the  articiea  or  minerals  and  had  recommended 
these  rates. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  But  the  Hotise  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
did  not  adopt  the  recommendation  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
with  reference  to  crude  magnesite  and  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
■alttee  has  now  done  so. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  troe. 

Mr.  OBORGB.  I  ai^rehend  that  the  House  Ways  and 
Meana  Oomailttea  <Ud  not  follow  tbe  rate  reconu&eoded  by  th« 
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Tariff  CJonnnlssion  and  approved  by  tbe  President  on  crude 
magnesite  because  99  per  cent  of  the  magnesite  is  calcine,  and 
therefore  there  was  considerably  less  weight,  and  practically 
none  of  It  is  shipped  to  the  eastern  port  of  entry  as  crude. 
Nevertheless,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  do  not  think  there 
should  be  any  opposition  to  the  amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tiie  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  LaoiSLATrvB  Cukx.  On  page  37,  paragraph  205  I  a),  in 
line  6,  the  committee  prop<.»ae«  to  strike  out  "$1.40"  and  insert 
'•  13,"  so  as  to  read  : 

Plaster  rock  or  gypsum,  ground  or  calcined,  fS  per  ton. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  Presi<lent,  the  senior  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Copixa^dI  waa  tiimpelled  tu  leave  for  New  York  City 
at  2  o'clock  this  afternoon.  He  is  deeply  concerned  In  this 
item.  He  requested  that  I  should  permit  It  to  go  over  until 
Monday,  when  he  will  return  to  the  Senata  Therefore,  I  ask 
that  it  may  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEINT.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over.    The  clerk  will  state  the  next  auieudment. 

The  Chitk  Clerk.  On  page  37,  paragraph  205,  line  16,  tha 
committee  prop^jses  to  strilie  out  the  words  "  ton ;  other "  and 
Insert  the  word  "  ton,"  so  as  to  read : 

Keene's  cement,  and  other  cement  of  which  gjpmim  is  a  component  ma- 
terial of  chief  value :     •     •     •     Valued  above  $40  per  ton,  $14  per  ton. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  37,  paragraph  205,  line  17, 
before  the  word  "  cement,"  to  Insert  "(d)  Other,"  so  as  to  read : 

(d)  Other  cement,  not  specifically  provided  for,  20  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  does  tliis  change  tl»e  present 
law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  it  does  not.  The  only  cluinge  is  that  we 
make  a  separate  parnsiraph  of  it.  We  put  it  under  paragraph 
(d)  so  we  could  keep  the  importations  of  that  particular  <-ement 
by  themselves  and  not  as  cla.^sitied  with  the  other  paragraphs. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  present  law  carried  exactly  the  same 
rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  BI.AINB.     The  House  did  not  change  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  did  not  change 
the  rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  NORBBCK.  Mr.  President,  I  could  not  hear  what  the 
Senator  from  Utah  said.  Am  I  to  understand  that  the  cement 
schedule  is  not  Increased  in  tills  instance  ovA:  the  present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  true. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  tbe  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chiet  Cij:rk.  On  page  37,  paragraph  206,  line  21,  the 
coomiittee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  50  per  cent "  and  insert  "  60 
per  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

(e)  Statues,  statuettes,  and  bas-reliefs,  wholly  or  In  chief  value  of 
plaster  of  Paris,  not  specially  provided  for,  00  per  cent  ad  valorem  : 
manntaetures  of  which  plaster  of  Paris  Is  tbe  component  material  of 
chief  value,  not  specially  provided  for,  S5  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  inquire  of  tbe 
Senator  from  Utah  what  increase  is  made  in  this  rate  over 
existing  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  exi-sting  rate  is  35  per  cent.  The  House 
Increased  it  to  50  per  cent. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  invite  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  statues,  statuettes,  and  so  forth,  imported  to  be  used  In 
churches  or  by  reHglous  organizations,  formerly  were  admitted 
free  and  came  in  on  the  free  ILst. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  But  now  all  of  them  are  to  be  subjected  to 
a  60  per  cent  rate.  I  think  by  reference  to  the  free  list  the 
Senator  will  see  that  they  have  been  removed  entirely  from  the 
free  list. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  So  there  is  en  increase  in  duty  from  35  per 
cent  to  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  the  removal  of  these  items 
from  the  free  list  when  u.sed  for  religious  purposes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Not  altogether  for  religious  purposes. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     When  u.sed  by  churdies. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  are  some  under  this  section  that  are 
used  by  churches,  but  this  is  not  the  section  under  which  the 
great  bulk  come  In  that  are  used  by  churches. 

Mr.  GBOBOE.    Bat  none  of  these  items  can  come  In  free. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  No?  that  Is  true.  I  think  the  Senator  was 
convinced  at  the  bearings,  if  be  was  present,  that  if  we  are 
going  to  have  this  Industry  in  the  United  States  we  shall  have 
to  InfTease  the  rate  of  duty.  The  samples  that  were  shown  and 
the  testimony  as  to  wages,  importation.s  and  the  price  of  im- 
ported articles,  all  convinced  the  committee  that  if  we  are  going 
to  maintain  this  industry,  small  as  It  may  be,  we  would  be  com- 
pelled to  Increase  the  rate.  The  entire  production  that  is  now 
left  in  the  United  States  amounts  only  to  about  a  $2,000,000 
industry. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  the  bill  as  it  ia  reported  by  the 
Finance  Committee,  section  1774,  page  270,  altars,  pulpits,  com- 
munion tables,  and  so  forth,  and  statuary,  are  admitted  free, 
except  casts  of  plaster  of  Paris  or  compositions  of  paper  or 
papier-mach^.  Those  who  came  before  the  committee  arguing 
for  the  increases.  If  the  CMumittee  believed  what  they  said, 
favored  an  increase  of  100  per  cent  and  felt  that  It  would  have 
been  justified.  The  committee  evid«itiy  did  not  believe  what 
they  said  because  it  did  not  increase  the  rate  to  that  extent 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  By  what  line  of  reasoning  did  the  commit- 
tee conclude  that  this  particular  article  ought  to  be  transferred 
from  the  free  list  In  so  far  as  sacred  altars  are  concerned  to  a 
CO  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  and  that  the  rate  ought  to  be 
raised  on  the  articles  that  come  In  now  under  a  86  per  cent  rate 
to  60  per  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Altars  are  free,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  They  are  now ;  but  If  any  of  these  articles 
are  made  of  plaster  of  Paris  hereafter  they  will  come  in  under 
the  60  per  cent  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Baptismal  fonts,  shrines,  or  parts  of  any  of  the 
foregoing  statuary — except  casts  of  plaster  of  Paris— are  ad- 
mitted free.    Only  statuary  Is  subject  to  the  duty. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  Includes  all  statuary  made  of  plaster 
of  Paris  and  used  for  religious  purposes  in  the  churches? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  true.  I  will  repeat  that  if  the  Senator 
had  heard  the  testimony  that  was  given  he  would  realise  that 
the  question  Involved  is  whether  we  shall  allow  this  business 
to  go  entirely  to  Italy.  We  allow  everything  else  for  the 
churches  to  come  in  free  with  the  exception  of  this  character 
of  statuary.  I  thought  if  there  was  anyone  who  made  a  case 
that  ought  to  appeal  to  the  Senate  it  was  this  small  industry 
in  the  United  States.  Those  who  appeared  before  the  committee 
submitted  samples,  and  I  really  was  impressed  by  the  testimcmy 
which  was  given. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  I  merely  wish  to  make  a  suggestion.  I  think  one 
thought  that  influenced  the  committee  was  that  these  are  not 
strictly  works  of  art ;  they  are  reproductions  of  works  of  art ;  in 
other  words,  they  are  manufactured  gcwds.  They  are  usually 
made  by  the  thousands  from  the  same  master  copy  or  pattern. 
If  they  were  single  works  of  art,  there  would  be  every  reason 
for  letting  them  come  in  free. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  If  they  were  works  of  art, 
the  ixx>rer  class  of  churches  could  not  purchase  them ;  and 
because  they  are  not  regarded  strictly  as  works  of  art  it  is  pos- 
sible for  small  congregations  and  churches  to  purcliase  these 
articles  and  install  them.  It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  still  less 
reason  why  there  sliould  be  a  60  per  cent  tax  on  them. 

Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President ;  very  cheap  statues  of  marble 
come  In  and  frequently  sell  for  less  than  do  the  plaster  casta, 
which  are  often  elaborately  colored  and  decorated.  However, 
they  are  manufactured  articles ;  they  are  not  strictly  works  of 
art,  and  they  ought  to  be  protected  by  a  tariff  just  as  much  as 
the  chandelier  that  is  used  in  the  churches  or  ti>e  floor  boards 
or  the  shingles  that  are  put  on  the  church.  That  was  the  Idea 
of  the  committee,  at  all  events. 

The  principal  industry  making  these  articles  is  in  Chicago, 
and  a  manufacturer  there  came  before  our  committee  and  ex- 
'  plained  Just  what  elements  of  labor  there  were  in  the  manufac- 
ture, and  showed  us  samples  of  his  work.  Tbe  American  work 
seems  to  be  better  than  the  Italian  or  tbe  German,  though  the 
American  is  now  utterly  unable  to  compete  with  the  foreigner 
because  of  the  very  different  rates  of  wages. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  take  the 
time  of  the  Senate  to  discuss  the  question.  I  think  this  increase 
ought  not  to  be  granted,  and  I  am  going  to  vote  against  it 

The  VICE  PREi^IDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
,  amendment  reported  by  the  committer 

The  amendment  was  agreed  tOi 
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Tbe  next  amendment  reported  by  tbe  OomTnittee  on  Finance 
was,  on  page  37,  line  25,  before  the  word  "  of,"  to  strike  out 
"one-tenth"  and  insert  "one-twentieth";  on  page  38,  line  2, 
before  tbe  word  "of,"  to  strike  out  "one-fourth"  and  insert 
"one-eighth";  and  in  line  3,  before  the  word  "of,"  to  strike 
oat  "flfty-five  one-hundredths "  and  Insert  "three-fourths,"  so 
as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Pab.  206.  Pnmice  stone,  unmanufactured,  valued  at  $15  or  less  per 
ton,  one-twentieth  of  1  cent  per  pound;  valued  at  more  than  $15  per 
ton,  oac-elghth  of  1  cent  per  pound ;  wholly  or  partly  manufactured, 
three-fourths  of  1  cent  per  pound ;  manufactures  of  pumice  stone,  or  of 
which  pumice  stone  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  not 
specially  provided  for,  35  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
why  an  Increase  Is  proposed  in  the  grade  of  pumice  stone  that 
is  wholly  or  partly  manufactured? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  will  look  at  the  figures  showing 
the  importations,  I  think  he  will  find  that  tbe  committee  was 
justified  in  recomrmending  tbe  rate  because  of  the  Importations. 

The  result  of  the  amendment  Is  to  lower  the  rates  on  the  raw 
material  and  increase  the  rate  on  the  wholly  or  partly  manu- 
factured product  There  is  almost  no  production  of  pumice 
stone  in  the  United  States,  although  I  think  sporadic  shipments 
have  been  made  from  California.  The  change  is  made  to  pro- 
mote tbe  domestic  manufacture  as  against  the  imported  iimtc- 
rial.  The  testimony  before  the  committee,  I  think.  Justifies  the 
action  of  the  committee. 

On  pumice  stone  unmanufactured  valued  at  $15  or  less  per 
ton  under  the  act  of  1922  the  duty  was  one-tenth  of  a  cent  a 
pound.  We  cut  that  it  half.  On  pumice  stone  valuc'd  at  over 
$15  per  ton  the  duty  was  one-quarter  of  a  cent  per  pound.  We 
cut  that  in  half.  On  the  wholly  or  partly  manufactured  the 
present  duty  is  fifty-five  one-hundredths  of  a  cent  per  pound, 
and  tbe  committee  recommends  that  tiiat  be  increased  to  seventy- 
five  one-hundredths,  or  three-fourths  of  a  cent  a  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  other  words,  the  committee  propose  to 
reduce  the  tariff  on  the  raw  material,  which  is  unmanufactured 
pumice  stone,  so  that  it  may  come  in  more  cheaply,  and  then 
they  increase  the  rate  from  lifty-flve  one-hundredtlis  to  seventy- 
five  one-hundredths  on  the  finished  product? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  tliat  at  tbe  present 
time  we  are  importing  all  of  the  raw  material  tiiat  we  use. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  does  not  change  the  situation.  Ordi- 
narily when  we  increase  the  tariff  on  a  raw  material  in  order  to 
c<inipensate  the  manufacturer  we  increase  tbe  tariff  on  the 
finished  product.  Here,  however,  it  is  proposed  to  reduce  the 
tariff  on  the  raw  material  and  at  the  same  time  to  increase  the 
tariff  on  the  finished  product.  T^iat  is  certainly  a  reversal  of 
the  ordinary  contention. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  only  reason  I  can  give  is  that  we  want  to 
encourage  the  industry  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  it  is  suflS- 
dent  encouragement  to  allow  them  to  get  their  raw  material 
practically  free? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  affords  some  encouragement,  I  will  say 
to  tbe  Senator,  but  this  is  an  Industry  that  could  be  built  up  in 
the  United  States,  and  I  think  that  with  the  duty  now  proposed 
it  will  be  built  up.     It  is  a  very  small  amount  lu  any  event. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  they  have  to  import  all  the  raw  material, 
would  It  not  be  sounder  to  put  the  raw  matrrlal  on  the  free 
list  and  leave  the  tariff  on  the  finished  product  where  it  is?  I 
am  not,  however,  advocating  that  such  a  course  be  pursued. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  some  hope,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator, 
as  was  expressed  to  tbe  committee,  that  there  may  be  deposits 
of  pumice  stone  developed  in  tbe  United  States.  That  is  the 
reason  a  duty  of  one-twentieth  of  a  cent  was  put  on  the  unmanu- 
factured pumice  stone. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tbe  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was  on 
page  38,  paragraph  207,  in  line  IL  before  the  words  "per  ton," 
to  strike  out  "  $2.50  "  and  insert  "  $1.50,"  so  as  to  read  : 

China  clay  or  kaolin,  |1.50  per  ton. 

Mr,  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President  I  think  the  committee 
amendment  should  be  disagreed  to.  The  Senator  from  Georgia 
is  familiar  with  it  and,  I  think,  desires  to  address  the  Senate. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Senator  from  Utah  Is  willing  to  have  the  Senate  e<nnmittee 
amendment  disagreed  to.  If  not,  I  wish  to  discuss  the  question 
at  some  length,  not  nnduly,  but  in  order  full}-  to  acquaint  the 
Senate  with  this  particular  rate  of  dnty. 

Kaolin  or  china  clay  carries  a  duty  of  $2J50  per  long  ton 
under  the  present  tariff  act.  Althou^  there  was  an  earnest 
request  by  all  of  the  producers  for  an  increase  in  the  duty,  the 
House  left  the  rate  at  $2.90  per  ton.    Tlie  Senate  Cassmittes  on 
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rinanc*  mmiowis  to  redw*  the  duty  from  $2.50  •  ton  to  $IJS0  a 
ton ;  Id  otlier  words,  to  reduce  It  by  $1.  The  producers  of  china 
clay  are  Inaiatpnt  that  the  duty  should  be  ral«ed  above  the  dutj- 
under  existing  law.  InaHmuoh  as  the  Hoa^  refused  to  raise 
that  duty.  Inasmuch  as  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  recom- 
mended a  reduction  in  the  exlHting  duty.  If  the  Senator  from 
UUh  Is  willing  to  disagree  to  the  Senate  Finance  CJommittees 
recommendation,  I  think  we  might  make  time  by  giving  the 
matter  that  direction. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendmMit  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  COUZEN8.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  what  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  proposes  to  say,  hot,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned.  I  would  not  be  agreeable  to  accepting  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  without  knowing  the  reasons 

'wf  *t.  ,^       J  ,*  »  . 

Mr  GEORGE.  I  am  quite  willing  to  go  into  it.  and  if  I  do, 
of  course  I  reaerre  the  right  to  ask  for  an  increose  over  the 
rate  provided  by  exlrtlng  law.  It  occurred  to  me,  however, 
that  it  would  save  time  to  accept  the  rate  proTlded  by  the 
existing  law. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Oe<Hrgla 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  OBOROB.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Montana.  Mr.  President,  as  we  consider  these 
items  socceaaiTely  I  hare  been  endeavoring  to  acquaint  myself 
with  the  relation  between  the  rates  proposed  by  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  and  the  rate  under  existing  law.  I  am 
obliged  to  recur  to  the  i-omparlson  of  rates,  which  is  not  a  very 
convenient  kind  of  thing,  but  with  respect  to  this  particular 
article  I  And  that  the  rate  under  the  act  of  1913  was  16.06; 
under  the  act  of  1922  it  was  42.36 ;  and  under  the  House  bill, 
42,36.  Then,  although  the  bill  before  us  Indicates  that  the 
Senate  coounlttee  iMropoeea  a  reduction,  the  rate  la  stated  to  be 
44.2&    What  docs  that  mean?  ^ 

Mr.  REBD.  I  think  the  Senator's  ilgures  are  in  errc*.  The 
rate  mider  tbe  1918  law  waa  $1.26  a  ton ;  under  the  1922  law  It 
was  $2JM>  a  ton.  Under  the  Finance  Committee's  recommenda- 
tion It  woold  ba  $1.60.  It  would  still  be  higher  than  under  the 
rate  of  1913.  _     , 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Montana.  I  understand  that  perfectiy.  I  am 
giving  the  flgurea  tnxu  the  comparative  table  before  ns  on 

Mr.  REBD.  I  think  tite  figures  there,  Mr.  President,  relate 
to  pumke  atone.  ^ 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MonUna.    I  see  that  that  Is  the  explanation. 

Mr.  OBORGB.  Mr.  President,  I  would  much  prefer  if  the 
Senator  from  Utah  Is  agreeable  to  that  course,  to  let  the  pending 
amendment  go  over  until  the  morning,  because  we  have  been 
here  all  day.  and  necesaailly  I  am  somewhat  tired.  I  must 
dlacuas  this  item  for  some  time. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    I  am  perfectiy  wllUng  that  It  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over.    The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  CHnr  Cubs.  In  paragraph  207,  on  page  38,  In  line  12, 
before  the  worda  **  per  ton,"  the  committee  pruposea  to  strike  out 
**  $1 JSO  "  and  to  insert  "  $1,"  so  as  to  read : 

Criid«  feldspar.  |1  per  toa. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  ameiMlment  ot  the  committee  was,  on  page  38,  line 
15,  after  the  worda  "per  ton,"  to  insert  "earths  artificially 
activated  with  acid  or  other  material,  $5  per  ton." 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
cooualttee  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEINT.    The  amendment  to  the  amendment 

will  be  stated. 

The  Cuar  Cuonc.  On  page  38,  in  line  16,  It  Is  proposed  to 
amend  the  committee  amendment  by  striking  out  "  $5  "  and  in- 
serting In  lieu  thereof  "  one-half  ot  1  cent  per  pound  and  33% 
per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President  I  am  sure  that  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance  will  realize  that  the  committee  made 
a  mistake  in  fixing  the  rate  on  activated  earths  at  $5  per  ton. 
That  must  have  been  done  upon  the  theory  that  the  present 
tariff  rate  under  which  that  commodity  is  imported  info  the 
United  States  to  compete  with  the  American  product  is  $1.80  a 
short  ton  or  $2  a  long  ton.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  existing 
Import  duty  as  now  applied  by  the  customs  apivalsers  Is  30  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  which  is  actually  equivalent  to  $12.34  a  ton. 
So  if  the  committee  amt'udment  should  be  adopted  there  will  be 
a  reduction  trom  $12.34,  the  rate  in  the  existing  law,  to  $5  a  ton. 
Therefore,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  the  Committee  amend- 
ment be  amended. 

I  have  offered  an  amendment  based  upon  a  statement  fur- 
nished by  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  to  the  chairman 
ot  the  Committee  on  Finance,  of  which  I  have  a  copy.    It  la  the 
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Indlng  of  the  Tariff  Commission  that  the  German  activated 
►lays  are  being  laid  down  and  sold  in  the  United  States  at  less 
han  $60  a  ton,  or  at  an  averape  price  of  $48.72,  as  shown  by  the 
Treasury  Department  records.  These  same  earths,  which  are 
mined  near  the  town  of  Chambers  In  northern  Ariaona  and  Im- 
iroved  by  a  process  Involving  the  use  of  sulphuric  add  In  a 
•actory  in  southern  California,  have  been  sold  in  this  country 
IS  high  as  $125  a  ton,  the  normal  price  being  about  $80  a  ton. 
rhe  Germans  to-day  are  therefore  underselling  the  American 
producers  by  a  margin  of  about  $30  a  U>n.  The  effect  of  this 
3erman  competition,  which  came  about  in  a  curious  way,  has 
jeen  practically  to  destroy  this  American  industry. 

If  I  may  go  into  the  history  of  the  matter  for  a  moment,  I  will 
Bay  that  these  days  principally  occur  in  deposits  found  in  Ari- 
Eona  California,  and  Nevada.  In  their  natural  state  they  are 
Dot  useful  for  clarifying  oil ;  but  by  applying  American  chemical 
skill  and  abiUty  to  this  raw  material  there  has  been  produced  a 
finer  and  a  better  product  than  was  ever  known  before.  It  has 
resulted  In  the  development  of  an  entirely  new  Industry. 

This  white  clay,  or  natural  earth,  is  treated  with  sulphuric 
add  by  a  carefully  regulated  process  until  a  very  fine  white 
powder  is  produced.  That  powder  is  so  much  more  effldent  than 
the  old  fuller's  earth  prf)ces8  of  clarifying  and  decolorizing 
oils  that  even  though  fuller's  earth  couid  be  obtained  in  this 
country  at  from  $10  to  $15  a  ton,  the  manufacturers  of 
activated  clay  successfully  convinced  the  great  producers  of 
oil — animal,  mineral,  and  vegetable — in  the  United  States  that 
they  could  afford  to  pay  as  high  as  $125  a  ton  for  it  and  not 
only  make  a  better  product  but  adually  save  money.  Of  course 
there  was  great  sales  resistance  in  putting  over  this  new  prod- 
uct. It  took  concentrated  effort  and  arduous  labor  to  convince 
the  great  meat-packing  organizati'ns  like  Swift  and  Armour, 
the  great  petroleum-oil  priKlucts  companies,  and  the  large  soap 
manufacturers  that  they  should  pay  the  higher  price  for  ac- 
tivated earth.  But  after  a  long  struggle  a  fine  market  was 
developed,  and  they  were  actually  buying  the  new  product,  imto- 
duclng  better  oil,  and  saving  them-nelves  money. 

The  way  this  Industry  fell  into  the  hands  of  the  Germans  Is 
most  Interesting.  A  number  of  technical  journals  are  published 
In  the  United  States  by  the  McGraw-Hill  Co..  one  of  them  being 
a  publication  entitled  "Chemical  and  Metallurgical  Engineer- 
ing." That  publication  sent  a  representative  to  the  Filtrol  Co. 
and  said  to  them,  "  You  have  done  a  wonderful  thing.  You 
have  combined  American  brains  with  some  otherwise  worthless 
white  clay  and  produced  something  that  the  world  has  never 
seen  before.  Let  us  tell  the  world  about  it."  So  in  February, 
1926,  there  appeared  in  that  publication  a  complete  description 
of  the  process  that  was  used  in  producing  this  new  activated 
clay.  'That  journal  drculates  all  over  the  worid.  It  w;ent  to 
Germany,  and  the  Germans  proceeded  to  steal  the  process. 

I  have  In  my  hand  a  telegram  from  the  assistant  general 
freight  agent  of  the  Santa  Fe  Railroad  Co.  I  had  previously 
wired  him  as  follows: 

Washinotok,  D.  C,  October  n,  I9t$. 
F.  P.  Cicics, 

AtHBtmmt  Oenerol  Frtioht  Agent  Banta  Fe  RaUncaif  Co., 

Kerckoof  Building,  Lot  Angeles.  Calif.: 

The  Filtrol  Co..  of  L4»  Angeles,  is  asking  for  Increased  Import  duty 
on  activated  clay  In  order  to  prevent  destruction  of  Its  business  by 
German  competition.  Please  wire  me  collect  advising  total  number 
carloads  of  clay  stiipped  from  Chamltera,  Ariz.,  to  Los  Angeles,  and  total 
•mount  of  freigbt  charges  paid  to  date.  Would  like  to  know  average 
montblj  rate  of  shipments  eadi  year,  and  whether  same  have  recently 
decreaaed. 

Carl  Hatdbn. 

Los  Anqxlbs,  Calif.,  October  n,  19». 
Hoa.  Carl  Hatosn, 

Senate  Otilce  Building: 
Operations  commenced  in  1928.  and  to  end  September,  1929.  Filtrol 
Co.  shipped  from  Chambers  549  cars,  with  revenue  |125,000.  .\«rerage 
1926  was  6  cars  per  month,  1927  was  10  cars.  1928  was  19  ears.  1929. 
14  cars,  but  notable  decrease  commencing  about  April  this  year,  with 
no  movement  in  September.     Hope  you  can  cousistently  help  them. 

F.  P.  Crcicb. 

That  telegram  demonstrates  that  the  business  is  gone.  Even 
though  an  American  manufacturer  Is  willing  to  give  crt-dlt  to 
the  Filtrol  Co.  for  Its  inventive  genius  in  developing  an  entirely 
new  process  and  for  showing  how  by  using  it  he  can  save 
money,  after  he  has  changed  his  plant  so  as  to  use  activated 
clay  Instead  of  fuller's  earth,  yet  when  the  Germans  offer  a 
like  commodity  for  $30  a  ton  less  no  one  can  blame  the  Ameri- 
can manufacturer  for  buying  it  for  so  much  les.s  money.  The 
difference  In  price  is  so  great  that  the  (iermans  are  sure  to  get 
the  business. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record,  at 
the  end  of  my  remarks,  a  memorandum  and  table  prepared  by 
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the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  relative  to  eartha  artifl- 
dally  activated. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  tiie  Reooxd,  as  follows : 

MBMORiROril — KARTHS  ARTinCIALLT  ACTIVATBD 

Activated  earths,  often  called  chemically  prepared  absorptive  cUya, 
are  commodities  of  recent  development.  They  are  produced  by  the 
treatment  of  clay-Uke  minerals  with  adds  and  are  used  largely  for  the 
same  purposes  as  feller's  earth ;  that  is.  In  the  porlflcatlon  of  oils  and 
fats.  ThU  material  is  unlike  fuller's  earth,  which  is  a  natural  absorbent, 
in  that  it  is  prepart-d  by  chemical  treatment  and  is  approximately  three 
times  as  etBclent.  The  petroleum  industry  Is  probably  the  largest  user 
of  this  commodity. 

The  production  ol  activated  earths  In  this  country  was  begun  In  1921 
by  the  Filtrol  Co.,  Los  Angeles.  Calif.  This  company  is  the  only 
domestic  producer  shilling  highly  activated  earth  to  the  trade  In  general. 
It  Is  l>elievcd  that  one  other  company  manufactures  such  commodities 
for  its  own  use. 

The  use  of  this  comparatively  new  product  by  domestic  coosumers 
apparently  has  been  brought  about  wholly  through  the  efforts  of  the 
Filtrol  Co.  The  large  consumers  of  artificially  activated  earths,  prior 
to  the  introduction  of  such  earths,  were  using  fuller's  earth,  and 
possibly  other  natural  absorptive  earths  whose  initial  cost  Is  considerably 
less  than  that  of  the  FUtrol  Co.s  product.  In  order  to  sell  their 
commodity,  which  is  relaUvely  high  in  price,  the  Filtrol  Co.  had  to 
convince  prospective  consumers  that  the  use  of  their  product  would 
result  in  considerable  saving  to  them. 

The  efforts  of  th(»  FUtrol  Co.  aeem  to  have  been  succeasful  to  the  ex- 
tent that  a  number  of  the  largest  users  changed  their  methods  of  purify- 
ing their  products  by  adopting  the  "  contact "  process  of  purlllcatlon. 
This  ncccsBltated  material  changes  in  plant  equipment  and  the  use  of 
highly  activated  eai-ths.  whereas  under  the  old  methods  of  purlflcatlon. 
known  as  percolation  process,  comparatlveiy  Inexpensive  eartha  were  uaed. 

As  the  Filtrol  Co.  is  the  only  domestic  producer  of  arttflclally  acti- 
vated earths,  practically  all  expenses  Incidental  to  the  Introduction  of 
such  commodities  In  the  United  States  bad  been  borne  by  that  company. 
In  the  event,  therefore,  the  Filtrol  Co.  can  not  sell  Its  product  at  a 
price  to  enable  It  to  compete  at  a  profit  with  similar  Imported  eartha, 
the  expenses  incurred  In  promoting  the  use  of  such  earths,  extending 
over  a  period  of  seven  or  eight  years,  will  represent  a  considerable  loss 
to  the  company,  and  at  the  same  Ume  It  will  be  possible  for  the  foreign 
prodooers  to  enter  a  market  which,  throogh  no  efforts  of  their  own,  has 
been  established  in  this  country. 

The  sales  of  the  Filtrol  Co.  are  restricted  practically  to  the  United 
States.  Bt-cause  of  the  somewhat  limited  demand,  production  by  thia 
company  has  been  comparatively  small  and  the  price  of  the  commodity 
Is  correspondingly  high.  At  the  present  time  and  for  a  considerable 
period  the  output  had  been  far  below  the  capacity  of  the  plant.  In- 
creased production  In  response  to  a  greater  demand  for  the  domestic 
product  would  probably  result  In  lower  costs  of  production  and  in  lower 
prices  to  the  consumer. 

According  to  Information  supplied  by  the  company,  the  minimum  sell- 
ing price  of  their  product  to  the  largest  consumer,  f.  o.  b.  plant,  Loa 
Angeles,  Calif.,  Is  $60  per  short  ton.  The  transportation  cost  to  plants 
of  consumers  on  the  North  Atlantic  seaboard,  probably  the  largest  con- 
suming section.  Is  »8.40  per  ton.  giving  a  cost  to  the  consumer  at 
New  York  City,  for  example,  of  $68.40  per  ton.  At  this  point  the 
domestic  product  competes  Intensively  with  the  similar  products  im- 
ported from  Germany.  There  appears  little.  If  any,  difference  In  the 
quality  of  the  domestic  and  foreign  products,  and  price  seems  to  be  the 
controlling  factor  in  their  use  by  the  various  consuming  interests. 

There  Is  no  speciflc  provision  for  activated  earths  under  the  tariff  act 
of  1922.  and  duties  have  been  imposed  upon  this  coounodity  at  various 
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rates.  In  aoaM  Instaaecs  daty  kas  been  paid  at  tl)«  rate  of  $2  per  ton 
nader  the  iirovlslans  (or  wrought  clays,  not  !ip<xrtally  provided  for, 
paragraikh  207,  or  ander  the  same  paragraph  at  the  rate  of  $3.2fi  per 
toa  provided  for  wrooght  fuller^  earth.  It  is  beliered  that  tike  classi- 
fication of  artificially  activated  earths  for  tariff  purposes  under  the 
above  two  provlaloos  is  erroneoos.  This  opinion  is  subatantlated  by 
the  fact  that  the  Treasury  Department  has  recently  instructed  col- 
lecton  of  cnatoaM  to  Impose  duties  on  such  conunoditles  at  the  rate  of 
SO  per  cent  ad  valorem  under  the  general  provisions  of  paragraph  214 
for  earthy  or  ndneral  sahstancea. 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  made  a  speciflc  provision  for  earths 
artlflciaily  activated,  proposing  a  rate  of  |6  per  ton.  TUa  rate  is 
considerably  less  than  the  rate  of  80  per  cent  ad  valorem  which  would 
be  Imposed  upon  this  commodity  In  aceordaoce  with  the  Instructions 
of  the  Treasury  Department. 

Prices  of  Imported  activated  earths,  «.  1.  f.  American  Atlantic  ports. 
Indicate  there  is  a  considerable  sprcnd  between  the  respective  wholesale 
selling  prices  of  domestic  and  comparable  foreign  earths  at  such  point. 
The  prices  of  the  Imported  earths  vary  somewhat,  but  Information 
recently  obtained  from  Invoices  shows  that  the  bulk  Is  sold  c.  1.  f. 
Atlantic  ports,  exclusive  of  duty,  at  approximately  f 53  per  metric  ton. 
which  Is  equivalent  to  about  $48  per  riiort  ton.  Analyses  of  Invoices 
show  that  the  total  transportation  cost  for  the  foreign  commodity  from 
German  plant  to  American  Atlantic  ports  is  considerably  less  than  the 
transportation  cost  for  the  domestic  from  plant  In  California  to  cor- 
responding points.  At  this  point  It  should  be  noted  that  the  German 
producers  also  liave  an  advantage  over  the  domestic  producer  with 
respect  to  transportation  costs  to  Important  consuming  points  to  the 
Middle  West. 

Comparative  prices  at  New  York  City  (probably  the  largest  consuming 
point)  Indicate  that  under  present  conditions  the  proposed  rate  of  |5 
per  ton  falls  far  short  of  equalising  the  wholesale  selling  prices  of  the 
domestic  and  German  products  In  that  market.  In  their  brief  filed  with 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  the  Filtrol  Oo.  requested  a  duty  of  40 
per  cent  ad  valorem.  Representatives  of  this  company,  having  in  mind 
poRSible  changes  In  competitive  conditions,  now  request  the  Flnaneo 
Committee  to  Impose  a  compound  duty  on  the  competing  foreign  com- 
modity. It  is  their  belief  that  If  a  "cartel"  should  be  formed  in 
Germany  the  foreign  producers  would  be  enabled  tbrongh  a  material 
reduction  of  prices  to  dominate  all  Important  markets  and  practically 
force  the  Filtrol  Co.  out  of  buslnesa. 

They,  therefore,  request  a  duty  of  one-half  of  1  cent  per  pound  and 
SSV4  per  cent  ad  valorem,  which.  In  their  opinion,  would  be  necessary 
to  equalise  prices  of  domestic  and  foreign  comnkodltles  in  Important 
markets.  The  Imposition  of  a  speciflc  rate  In  addition  to  an  ad  valorem 
rate  would.  In  their  opinion,  offset  to  some  extent  the  advantage  that 
could  be  gained  by  foreign  producers  through  price  reductions. 

The  following  table  affords  a  comparison  of  the  wholesale  selling 
prices  at  New  York  City  of  domestic  and  Imported  activated  earths.  In 
this  table  the  minimum  price  of  the  domestic  product  at  New  York  City 
la  taken  as  a  basis  for  comparison  with  the  price  for  the  bulk  of  the 
Imported  material.  The  value  of  the  foreign  commodity,  invoiced  in 
metric  tons,  has  been  converted  Into  value  per  short  ton  In  order  that 
the  prices  of  the  domestic  and  foreign  will  be  upon  a  comparable  basis. 
For  the  foreign  are  shown  prices  c.  1.  f.  New  York  City,  transportation 
cost  and  charges  Included  In  the  foregoing  prlci?,  the  dutiable  value, 
and  prices  at  New  York  City,  duty  paid,  calculat<!d  at  various  rates  of 
duty.  The  table  also  shows,  where  compound  rates  are  applit-d,  the 
equivalent  ad  valorem  rate.  The  figures  shown  in  the  table  Indicate 
that  if  the  compound  rate  requested,  namely,  one-half  of  1  cent  per 
pound  and  S3H  per  cent  ad  valorem,  is  Imposed,  the  price  of  the  Im- 
ported at  New  York  City  will  be  somewhat  higher  than  the  minimum 
price  of  the  domestic  at  ttiat  point. 

andeMtloOe  importer  efeempareUt  fartitm  eommodUf  el  Niw  York,  wttt  eod  of  foreign 

ot  poriotu  ratu 

ears.  New  York.  •S8.40  per  short  tonl ^ 


Invoice  value,  $8.80  per  100  kOos,  p«*ed,  c.  I.  f.  New  York  City. 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  MasBachnsettn.  Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Sena- 
tor kindlj  inform  us  what  the  rate  of  15  per  ton  named  in  the 
Senate  committee  amendment  represents  for  ad  valorem  por- 
pomn.  and  then  what  the  amendment  propoeed  by  him  repreaenta 
for  ad  valorem  porposei^? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.     I  can  not  tell  the  Senator  that. 

Mr.  WALSU  of  Massarhuisetta.  Perhaps  the  Senator  from 
Utah  cnn  tell  us  what  the  $5  rate  represents  for  ad  valorem 
purposes. 

Mr    yMOOT.    The  $5  would  be  10.8  per  cent  equivalent  ad 

raioreu. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Then  $5  a  ton  is  10  per  cent 

of  the  value? 

Mr.  8MOOT.    Virtually  11  p«r  cent. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.^sachusetts.  What  does  the  amendment 
prt>po<«etl  by  the  Senator  frt)m  Arizona  represent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  repr*^eut8  57.6  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Massachusetts.  His  amendment  seek*  to  in- 
crease the  Senate  committee  amendment  from  10  per  cent  ad 
valorem  to  57  per  cent  ad  valorem? 

Mr    SMOOT      Ye»». 

Mr  HAYDEN.  But  let  me  explain  to  the  S«iate  that  the 
rate  in  the  torlff  act  of  1922  is  30  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and 
the  rate  proposed  by  the  committee  is  a  material  redaction  from 
the  present  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator— I  was  going  to 
complete  the  sentence — that  there  is  no  doubt  but  that  the 
Senate  committee  made  a  mistake  in  the  amendment.  I  was 
goInK  to  Slate  that  fact  and  a.-^k  the  Senate  to  in(Tea.se  this  rate. 

Mr.  "^VALSH  of  Ma.«^sachusetts.  What  does  the  committee 
recommemi  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Arizona,  In  his  amendment, 
asks  ont^half  of  1  cent  per  pound  and  33%  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
I  am  perfectly  willinK  to  Increase  the  10.8  per  cent  ad  valorem 
to  33'/»  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  but  I  do  not  want  to  add  the  one- 
half  cent  per  p«)und.  which  is  a  specific  duty  of  $10  per  ton. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Musu^achusetts,  In  other  words,  the  Issue 
between  the  committee  and  the  Senator  from  Ariaona  is  that 
the  committee  recomuiend.«*  a  rate  of  33%  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
while  the  Senator  from  Arlrona  recommends  a  specific  ad  va- 
lorem rate  which  represents  a  total  ad  valorem  rate  of  about 
B7  per  cenL 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  say  that  the 
committee  has  not  passed  upon  this  matter.  I  know,  however, 
that  the  mistake  wa>*  made;  and  if  the  Senator  will  modify 
bis  amendment  so  as  to  make  it  33%  per  cent,  without  the  one- 
half  of  1  cent  specific  duty.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accept  that 
amendment.    I  was  goiiij?  to  suggest  30  per  cent. 

Mr.  HAYDEIN.  Thirty  per  cent  is  the  existing  law,  and  under 
the  existing  law  the  American  producers  have  practically  gone 
out  of  business. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  Is  $12.34  a  ton. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  1  understand  that;  but  under  the  tariff  act 
of  1922  the  import  duty  is  30  per  cent  ad  valorem  and  the 
Germans  have  taken  over  the  businesa  We  must  do  better 
than  the  existing  law  if  we  are  to  preserve  this  American 
Industry. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  give  33%  per  cent 
instead  of  the  existing  law  of  30  per  cent.  I  know  that  the  $5 
rate  is  wrong;  there  is  not  a  doubt  about  that;  and  I  would 
ask  that  the  Senate  committee  amendment  be  amended  by 
striking  oat  "  $6  per  ton  "  and  inserting  an  ad  valwem  rate  of 
33%  per  cent. 

Mr.  HAYDEN,  The  suKpestion  of  a  specific  duty  is  found  In 
the  summary  prepared  by  the  United  States  Tariff  Com- 
mission. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Ob.  I  know.  Everybody  wants  a  spedflc  rate. 
I  am  perfectly  aware  of  that,  because,  of  course,  that  adds 
greatly  to  the  duty  upon  nearly  everything  apon  which  a 
speclllr  rata  of  doty  is  Impoaed ;  bat  it  seema  to  me  that  if  we 
five  tbcae  people  33%  per  cent  their  Industry  will  be  all  right. 

Mr.  HATDBN.  If  the  American  prndocers  are  being  driven 
oat  of  bualneM  oo  a  90  per  cent  rate,  it  seema  to  me  there  ought 
to  t)e  some  specifle  duty.  Would  the  Senator  from  Utah  be  will- 
ing to  make  it  a  quarter  of  a  cent  specific — let  as  compromise 
in  that  way— and  SS%  per  cent  ad  valorem? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  roe  see  what  that  would  be.  That  would 
give  them  a  duty  of  $17.34  a  ton,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  HATDEN.  There  is  a  difference  of  alwat  $30  a  ton 
between  the  German  and  the  American  price  now.  The  only 
hope  the  American  producers  of  activated  earth  have  is  to 
l>e  able  to  Increase  their  total  output  and  thereby  reduce  the 
anit  cost  so  that  they  can  meet  German  competition. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  agree  to  the  quarter  of  a  cent  and  let 
it  ga 


No^^:MBER  1 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
tlat  on  yesterday  we  raised  the  rate  to  117  per  cent  on  a  guess 
with  reference  to  three  products  that  were  newly  discovered 
and  newly   invented — beryllium,  caesium,  and   lithium. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  not  any  question  about  discovering 
ttis.  This  Is  mined  material.  We  know  what  this  is.  The 
o  her  was  a  product  that  required  all  handwork,  as  against 
Gjrmany,  which  makes  exactly  the  same  thing.  This  is  mined, 
Ji  St  the  same  as  any  other  commodity,  in  tons  and  by  the 
carload. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  does  not  contend  that  the 
ri  te  ought  to  be  increa.sed  in  proportion  to  our  lack  of  knowl- 
e<  ge  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  I  say  now  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  will- 
li  g  to  agree  to  a  quarter  of  a  cent  and  30  per  cent,  which  will 
g^e  him  $17.34. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Haydkn]  is  to  be  commended  for 
h  s  strenuous  efforts  in  succeeding  in  resuscitating  a  dead 
ii  dustry  in  Arizona,  and  starting  a  new  boom  toward  the 
p -osperlty  of  his  State.     I  compliment  him. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Then  the  amendment  will  read  as  follows : 

With  add  or  other  material,  one-quarter  of  1  cent  per  poand  and  SO 
p^r  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.     Thirty-three  and  one-third  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  30  per  cent  gives  a  total  of  $17.34,  Mr. 
iVesident 

Mr.  HAYDEN.     The  higher  rate  is  needed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  am  perfectly  willing  to  go  that  far. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the  amendment  be  stated. 
\^ill  the  Senator  from  Arizona  give  his  attention,  so  as  to  see 
if  the  amemlment  is  correct? 

The  Chikt  Clerk.  The  Senator  from  Arizona  proposes  to 
strike  out.  in  line  16.  page  38,  "  $5  per  ton  "  and  to  insert  "  one- 
fourth  of  1  cent  per  pound  and  33%  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  the  Senator  from  Arizona  to  accept  the 
rkte  of  30  per  cent  I  have  gone  just  as  far  as  I  feel  that  I 
o  aght  to  go  upon  this  item ;  and  when  it  gets  into  conference  I 
api  going  to  stand  by  this  amount  because  I  think  it  is  right 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  With  that  positive  assurance  by  the  Senator 
f^om  Utah,  I  will  adopt  his  suggestion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Arizona  modi- 
fies his  amendment  so  as  to  read  "  30  per  cent  "  instead  of  "33% 
rer  cent."  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of 
t  le  Senator  from  Arizona,  as  modified,  to  the  amendment  of 
tpe  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  before  the  amendment  as 
cimended  is  agreed  to.  there  Is  another  amendment  On  line  15, 
II  fter  the  word  "  ton  "  and  before  the  word  '•  earths, '  insert  the 
words  "  clay  or." 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  reading  f)f  the  bill  was  resumed.  The  next  amendment 
olf  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on  page  38.  line  16.  to  strike 
out  "silica,  crude,  not  specially  provided  for,  $4  per  ton;  silica, 
suitable  for  use  as  a  pigment,  not  specially  provided  for,  $7.50 
[fer  ton." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  38.  line  23.  after  the  word 
trimmed."  to  strike  out  "  and  "  and  insert  "  35  per  cent  ad 
i^orem,"  so  as  to  read  "  mica,  cut  or  trimmed,  35  per  cent  ad 
^lorem." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  38.  line  24,  after  the  word 

splittings,"  to  strike  out  "30  per  cent"  and  Insert  "25  per 
<^nt"  so  as  to  read  "  mica  splittings.  25  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  the  Sena- 
tbr  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  SimmonsJ,  who  is  present,  desires 
tp  >)e  heard  on  this  amendment 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  was  about  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tl>r  from  Utah  if  he  would  not  let  that  amendment  go  over  until 
t  ie  morning.  I  was  not  expecting  it  to  come  up  this  evening, 
qnd  I  have  not  all  my  data  at  hand? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  want  the  amendment  placing 
ti  duty  of  35  per  cent  on  mica,  cut  or  trimmed,  to  go  over?  We 
liave  just  agreed  to  that — or  is  the  Senator  interested  in  mica 
4>lltting8? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  think  the  chief  interest  is  In  the  split- 
tings and  in  the  waste,  scrap,  and  ground  mica. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  I  will  ask  that  the  amendment  on  line  24 
tie  passed  over. 
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-  !rh6  YICB  PRESIDENT.    Without  ob]eeti<m,  the  amendment 
will  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  the  amendment  on  line  S,  page  S9,  go  over 
also. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Those  amendments  will  be  passed 
over. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  a  question. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  notice  the  committee  amendment  on  page 
S8,  lines  17  to  19,  proposes  to  strike  out  the  House  provision 
with  regard  to  silica.  Is  there  any  other  provision  in  the  bill 
where  we  take  up  the  question  of  the  tariff  on  silica? 

Mr,  SMOOT.  Silica  crude,  not  specifically  provided  for,  is 
transferred  to  the  free  list. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  desire  to  know  whether  or  not  at  the 
proper  time  an  amendment  will  b^  In  order  with  regard  to 
silica. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  would  have  been  In  order  to  disagree  to 
the  committee  amendment.    We  have  already  agreed  to  it 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  If  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  on  that 
subject  subsequently  from  the  fioor,  I  must  wait,  must  I  not, 
until  all  of  the  committee  amendments  in  this  schedule  are 
disposed  of? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes.  Of  course,  we  can  reconsider  the  vote, 
and  the  Senator  can  offer  an  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  vote  by 
which  the  amendment  was  agreed  to  be  reconsidered,  and  that 
the  matter  go  over  until  to-morrow. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Lb  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  39,  line  10,  after  the  word 
"  preparations "  to  strike  out  "  three-eighths  of  1  cent  per 
pound  "  and  insert  "  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,"  so  as  to  make  the 
para^aph  read: 

Pab.  209.  Talc,  steatite  or  soapstone,  and  French  chalk,  crude  and 
nnground,  one-fourth  or  1  cent  per  pound;  ground,  washed,  powdered, 
or  pulverized  (except  toilet  preparations),  25  per  cent  ad  valorem; 
cut  or  sawed,  or  In  blanka,  ccayona,  cubes,  disks,  or  other  forms,  1 
cent  per  pound;  manufactures  (except  toilet  preparations),  of  which 
talc,  steatite  or  soapstone,  or  French  chalk  is  the  component  material 
of  chief  value,  wholly  or  partly  Onlshed,  and  not  specially  provided  for, 
if  not  decorated,  85  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  If  decorated,  45  per  cent  ad 
valorem. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah  what  that  change  represents?  The 
House  rate  was  three-eighths  of  1  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Three-eighths  of  1  cent  a  pound  is  equivalent 
to  42  per  cent,  and  the  Senate  committee  reduced  the  rate  to  25 
per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  What  the  Senate  committee 
recommends  is  the  present  law,  rather  than  the  increased  rate 
which  the  House  jwovided? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  true. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  40,  paragraph  211,  line  15, 
where  the  committee  proposed  to  strike  out  the  words  "  10  cents 
per  dozen  pieces  and." 

Mr.  REED.  Mr,  President,  I  ask  the  Senator  if  he  will  not 
let  all  amendments  to  paragraph  211  go  over  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Coptlawd] 
is  very  much  Interested  In  the  paragraph,  and  I  promised  him 
that  it  should  go  over.  Therefore  I  ask  that  the  pending  amend- 
ment may  go  over,  indeed,  that  both  this  and  the  next  para- 
graph shall  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  paragraphs  will  be  passed 
over. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  President  am  I  to  under- 
stand that  the  committee  amendment  to  paragrai^  208,  page  38, 
line  5,  has  gone  over  for  the  present? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  went  over. 

Mr.  OOFF.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  fN>m 
Utah  to  what  day  paragraphs  211  and  212  were  to  go  over? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  has  been  ordered  that  they  go  over. 

Mr.  GOFF.    Until  to-morrow? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  presume  they  will  have  to  go  over  until 
Monday,  because  the  Senator  from  New  York  said  it  would  be 
impossible  for  him  to  be  here  to-morrow,  and  I  promised  him  to 
let  paragrai^s  211  and  212  go  over  twtil  Monday. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  from  New  York  also  directed 
my  attention  to  some  additional  paragraphs  that  he  desired 
should  go  over. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  a  monorandum  of  them.  Tbtj  are 
paiagrai^is  216  and  218. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  believe  that  is  correct 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  a  notation  of  them  before  me  now. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  wlU  state  the  next 
amendment 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  42,  paragraph  ZIS,  *  Graph- 
ite or  plumbago,"  whore  the  committee  propoeed,  in  line  7,  to 
strike  out  "  10  per  c«Dt "  and  to  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "  5  per 
cent" 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  a  question  in  reference  to  this  paragraph.  I  have 
an  amendment  I  want  to  propose  to  the  entire  section  which  I 
shall  be  glad  to  take  up  now  rather  than  to  take  the  matter  up 
piecemeal,  if  that  is  satisfactory  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  and 
the  Senate.  Of  course,  if  the  agreement  is  not  reached  to  take 
up  my  proposed  substitute  for  the  entire  paragraph,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  have  two  discuasions  of  the  questicxi. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  If  we  decide  upon  this  amendment  it 
will  govern  our  action  on  the  other,  and  so  we  might  as  well 
take  it  up. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  offer  the  following  as  a  substitute  for  para- 
graph 213. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    This  is  a  substitute? 

Mr.  BLACK.  A  substitute  for  the  paragraph  which  has  been 
proposed  to  be  amended  by  the  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  my  attatt^on  was  diverted. 
What  is  the  proposal? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Alabama  asks 
unanltnous  consent  to  offer  a  sulwtitute. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Not  unanimous  consent? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  It  would  be  necessary  to  have  unanimous 
consent  to  do  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Let  it  be  read. 

The  Chikt  Clksk.  On  page  42,  line  6,  strike  all  after  the 
word  and  numerals  "  Par.  213,"  and  Insert : 

Graphite,  plumbago,  black  lead,  or  other  trade  names  referring  to 
graphite,  crude  concentrates  or  refined ;  Amorphous,  10  per  cent  ad 
valorem ;  crystalline,  3  cents  per  pound.  As  used  In  this  paragraph, 
the  term  "  amorphous "  means  graphite  without  crystalline  structure ; 
and  "  crystalline "  means  graphite  or  pIuml>ago  which  has  a  definite 
crystalline  structure  and  which  occurs  as  relatively  thin  flakes  dtdseml- 
nated  throughout  its  containing  rocks  or  in  veins,  stringers,  or  masses 
within  its  containing  rock,  decomposed  or  not,  and  which  may  be  or  has 
been  separated  therefrom  by  ordinary  crushing,  pulrerlelng,  screening,  or 
mechanical  concentration  process,  such  graphite  being  made  up  of  a 
number  of  parallel  lamlne,  which  may  be  separated  by  mechanical 
or  chemical  means  or  both ;  and  that  the  determination  of  tba  Identity 
of  imports  be  vested  In  the  proper  experts  of  the  United  SUtes  Bureau  of 
Mines. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  object 
to  this  proposed  substitute  being  considered  now? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  have  been  notified  already  that  as  to 
Schedules  1,  2,  and  8  of  the  bill  no  unanimous-consent  agreement 
would  be  allowed,  and  therefore  I  am  compelled  to  object 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that 
no  other  Senator  has  objected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  My  colleague  [Mr.  King!  is  not  here,  and  I 
have  been  notified  that  no  tinanlmous-consent  agreement  could 
he  arrived  at  in  relation  to  any  individual  amendment  to  the 
bill  until  the  committee  amendments  had  been  acted  oa.  There- 
fore I  can  not  agree  to  act  on  the  proposed  substitute. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President  I  offer  the  amendment  I  desire 
to  serve  notice  at  this  time  that  I  am  not  to  be  held  reqK>nslble 
for  the  delay  in  connection  with  the  tariff  bill,  and  there  will 
be  delay  in  connection  with  this  amendment,  because  of  the 
necessity  of  taking  this  matter  up  piecemeal  It  will  delay  us 
hours,  because  discussion  will  be  required  now,  and  there  must 
be  another  comirtete  discussion  hereafter,  when  we  could  dis- 
pose of  the  eotire  matter  now.  I  have  not  consumed  any  time 
heretofore  In  the  discussion  ot  the  pending  bill. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  >ield? 

Mr.  BLACK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  same  situation  arises  with  regard  to  a 
number  of  other  paragraphs,  where  the  Senate  committee  has 
proposed  only  one  amendment  in  a  parasraph  which  may  cover 

Mr  BLACK.  This  is  entirely  a  different  situation,  because 
here  there  is  an  artificial  classification,  which  was  put  into  the 
law  as  a  joker  in  1922.  It  is  not  a  fair  classification,  and  the 
only  method  In  the  world  to  reach  the  question  Is  through  an 
amendment  which  will  consolidate  the  two  different  types- 
I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  jMdl 
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Mr.  BLACK.    I  yMd. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Perhaps  It  would  be  better  to  baTe  It  fo  OT«r 
witil  to-morrow,  and  we  wlU  see  If  some  nnanimoua-cooseiit 
agreement  can  be  arrlxed  at  .       .    ^.  ^     w 

I  abare  tbe  Tiews  of  ttie  Senator  exactlj.  I  think  wbereyer 
there  l«  a  paragraph  affected  by  an  amradment  In  Scfaednle  2 
or  Schednle  1  or  Sehednle  3,  It  ought  to  be  diaenaaed.  but  I 
can  not  agree  to  action  on  this  amendment  because  it  can  be 
considered  only  by  nnanimoos  consent,  and  I  hare  been  toid 
three  times  that  an  aureement  can  not  be  entered  into. 

Tbe  VICE  PHBSIDBNT.  Without  objection,  tlie  amendment 
will  go  over  nntil  to-morrow. 

Mr.  8HOBTBIDOB.  Mr.  President,  will  not  tbe  Senator 
from  Alabama  offer  his  amendment  now,  so  that  we  will  know 

what  it  Is?  ,      ^    w  .  ..  w 

Mr.  BLACK.    I  hare  offered  it.  and  I  ask  that  It  may  be 

The  VICE  PBE8IDBNT.    The  amendment   will  be  printed 

and  lie  on  the  Uble.  .      .     ^.  ,    ♦»..♦ 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  my  understanding  now  is  that 
it  will  be  taken  up  th<?  first  thing  in  the  morning. 

Tbe  VICE  PBB8IDENT.     It  goes  over  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  HEFXJN.  The  Senator  from  Utah  is  willing  to  do  that, 
L^  he  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  asked  that  it  should  go  over. 

Mr.  HBFIIN.    And  to  take  it  up  the  first  thing  In  the  mom- 

The  VICE  PBBSIDBNT.    The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 

amendment.  ».  -w- 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  43,  paragraph  ZW. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  New  York  has  asked  me  to 
allow  this  to  go  over. 

The  VICE  PBE8IDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over.    Tbe  next  amendment  is  on  page  45.  paragraph  21& 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  same  applies  to  that  paragrai^. 

The  VICE  PBE8IDENT.    The  amendment  wid  he  paaaed 

Tha  next  amendment  waa,  on  page  47,  paragraph  219,  Une20, 
where  tha  committee  proponed  to  strike  out  the  worda  "That 
none  of  the  foregoing  shall  be  subject  to  a  less  rata  of  duty  than 
80  per  cent  ad  valorem :  ProvidU  further:' 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachosetts.    Mr.  Preaident,  does  not  tbe 

Senator  think  that  to  proceed  to-night  would  be  nadasa,  owing 

;  to  the  abaaaca  of  Senators  who  did  not  expect  theaa  adTanced 

<  paragraptaa  to  ba  reached?    Perhaps  to-morrow  soma  wlU  be 

'  Hn  aaklnc  for  a  rcconaldaratlos  of  tha  rotas,  tad  nothing  will 

bare  bara  MVoapUabad.    Wa  have  passed  orar  manyof  thaaa 

naragrapka  now  wtthoat  action,  and  BMny  of  ns  who  bars 

Uehsts  and  foldara  In  onr  oflk«a  ralatlng  to  tha  TarkMia  ptra- 

grnpha  bara  aot  broi«bt  tboaa  rfUtlng  to  tba  adrtaMd  mm* 

grapba,  and  wa  are  not  prepared  to  discuss  them, 

Mr,  VMOOT.    I  thottght  wa  ought  to  spend  man  than  SO 

Mr.  WALEH  of  Maasachitaattf.  I  agrsa  with  tba  ftaoator,  hot 
wa  bara  paassd  orar  paragraph  after  paragraph,  and  1  broaght 
orer  to  tba  Hornta  about  a  doaan  jackets.  I  thoogbt  that  a^tar 
wa  raacbad  tha  subjeet  of  grapblta  I  would  not  nasd  any  mora 
aoHl  naxt  waak ;  but  moat  of  tha  anaodmaata  bara  baan  pasMd 
over,  and  I  have  no  more  material  with  bm  ralatiBff  to  tbaaa 
adramiNl  mattars. 

Mr  MMOOT.  Then  let  na  pass  this  over,  hot  wa  auiy  eooM  to 
some  to  which  there  will  ha  no  objection. 

Tbe  VICl  PBBSIDBNT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
jnst  referred  to  wUl  be  paased  over.  The  next  amendment  is  on 
page  48,  paragraph  221. 

bir.  SMOOT.  A  request  was  made  that  the  amendment  in 
paragraph  221  be  passed  over. 

The  VICB  PBBSIDBNT.    It  wiU  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  applies  also  to  paragraph  222. 

The  VICB  PBBSIDBNT.  The  amendment  win  be  passed 
over     The  next  amendment  is  in  paragraph  228,  page  49. 

Mr  REED.  Who  suggested  that  paragraph  222  go  over?  1 
did  not  suppose  there  wo«ld  be  any  objecUon  to  the  Finance 
Committee's  amendments  in  that  paragraph. 

Mr  SMO(yr.    I  did  not  think  there  would  be. 

Mr  REED.  In  line  IS  the  rate  Is  reduced  to  less  than  the 
figure  fixed  In  the  President's  proclamation. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  My  remarks  were  of  a  gen- 
eral character  and  did  not  refer  to  any  one  paragraph.  What 
I  had  In  mind  was  that  to-morrow  somebody  would  probably 
come  In  and  say,  **  I  was  not  in  the  Chamber  when  paragraph 
213  was  reached.  I. did  not  expect  it  would  be  reached,  and  I 
ask  tor  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote."  So  we  would  be  just 
wasting  time.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment  In  para- 
graph 213  beinc  taken  op. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  state  the  amoidv 

The  next  amendmwit  was,  on  page  49,  line  8,  after  the  word 
"measuring,"  to  strike  out  "one-half"  and  insert  "three- 
eighths  (tf  l,"  so  as  to  read : 

Pa*.  222,  (a)  Plate  glass,  by  whatever  process  made,  not  exceeding 
$84  aqaare  Inches.  12%  cents  per  square  foot ;  above  tbat.  and  not  ex- 
uding 720  square  Inches,  19  cents  per  square  foot;  all  above  that,  22 
cents  per  square  foot :  Provided,  That  none  of  the  foregoing  meaguring 
three^lgbtbs  of  1  Inch  or  over  In  thickness  shall  be  subject  to  a  lesa 
rate  of  duty  than  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  committee  was,  on  page  49,  Una 
13,  where  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  17  cents  "  and 
to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "  13  V4  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Plate  glaaa  containing  a  wire  netting  within  itself,  not  exceeding  384 
square  inches,  13%  cents  per  square  foot;  above  that,  and  not  exceeding 
TZO  square  inches,  20  cents  per  square  foot ;  all  above  that,  23  cents  per- 
square  foot. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  It  does  seem  to  m« 
we  ougbt  to  have  some  kind  of  an  explanation  of  this  item.  It 
has  been  sugsested  that  the  aineudment  retiuces  the  rates  fixed 
in  the  House  bil!,  but  I  do  not  so  understand  it.  The  50  per 
cent  ad  valorem  is  now  imposed  upon  plate  glass  measuring 
three-eightlis  of  1  inch  or  over  In  thiclcness,  whereas  heretofore 
it  was  applicable  only  to  glass  one-half  inch  thick.  In  other 
words,  some  additional  glass  has  been  brought  In  under  the  pro- 
vision of  the  e-visting  law.  We  onght  to  have  some  explanation. 
Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  the  proviso  was  Inserted  by  the 
House.  The  1922  law  has  no  such  proviso  as  that  beginning  in 
line  7.  We  did  not  agree  with  the  provision  In  the  House  bill. 
We  thought  that  some  protection  oxight  to  extend  similarly  to 
the  three-eighths  Inch  glass.  This  is  the  reason :  As  the  Sena- 
tor will  see,  the  rates  on  glass  are  flxe<l  by  the  square  foot  of 
tbe  surface  of  the  glass.  Recently  there  has  been  used,  both 
in  this  country  and  abroad,  sheets  of  glass  of  very  great  thick- 
ness, ao  that  tbe  duty  per  pound  Is  very  much  leas  than  haa 
been  the  duty  on  the  thinner  glass.  It  is  only  to  take  care  of 
that  naw  development  In  tlie  art  that  this  proviso  was  put  la 
at  all. 

Mr.  BAKKLBY.  Mr.  Preaident.  I  think  In  the  Intereat  of 
conservation  of  time  it  would  be  better  to  take  up  all  tbe  glass- 
ware itams  at  the  same  time. 

Mr,  SMOOT.    Tbe  Senator  maans  window  gUsa  and  plata 
glaaa  aa  well? 
Mr,  HARK  LET.    Yes. 

Mr.  MMOOT,  I  thougftt  parhapa  we  conld  go  on  tonight 
with  it. 

Mr.  RAKKLEY,    I  do  not  think  wa  can,  because  It  Is  going  to 
Inrolra  cotisldrrahle  dimnmton. 
Mr.  SMOOT     Very  wrll ;  then  let  it  go  over. 
Mr,    NOUnE^'R.    Mr.   l'realdi*nt,   my   colli^ague   tba  junior 
Senut<;r  from  Mouth  Dakota  (Mr.  McMastkk)  Iisn  put  In  a  great 
daal  of  tlBMf  studying  tbe  items  in  this  schedule.    Ha  expects 
to  take  part  In  the  dlscussi'm.    Owing  to  lllnesN  In  his  family 
ha  Is  confined  at  home  uud  can  not  be  here.    I  want  to  have 
It  understood  that  these  matters  may  be  taken  up  when  ha 
returns. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I^et  all  of  paragraphs  222  and  228  go  over. 
The  PRESIDING  OrFICKU  (Mr.  Fesa  in  the  chair).    With- 
out objection,  tbe  two  paragraphs  will  be  passed  oyer.    Tlie 
clerk  win  state  the  next  umendmeot. 

The  Cuicr  Clebk.  The  next  amendment  is,  on  page  51, 
paragraph  227,  in  line  12,  liefore  the  words  "ad  valorem,"  to 
strike  out  "  SO  per  cent "  and  Insert  "45  per  cent,"  so  as  to  make 
the  paragraph  read : 

Pab.  237.  Optical  glass  or  glass  nsed  in  tbe  manufacture  of  lenses 
or  prisms  for  spectacles,  or  for  optical  Instruments  or  equipment,  or  for 
opttcsl  parts,  sdentlflc  or  commercial,  in  any  and  all  forms,  45  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Tbe  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  51,  line  25.  after  the  word 
"glasses,"  to  insert  "(not  prism  biuoculars),"  si»  as  to  read: 

(b)  Asimath  mlrroni.  parabolic  or  mangln  mirrors  for  searchlight 
reflectors,  mirrors  for  optical,  dental,  or  surgical  purposes,  photographic 
or  projection  lenses,  sextants,  octants,  opera  or  field  classes  (not  prism 
blnocolars),  telescopes,  microscopes,  all  optical  instruments,  and  frames, 
mountings,  and  other  parts  thereof;  all  the  foregoing,  flnlsbed  or  on- 
flnisbed,  not  specially  provided  for,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendmeot  was  agreed  to. 
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Hie  next  amendment  was,  on  page  52,  after  line  3,  to  insert : 
(c)  There  ahall  not  be  dasslfled  under  this  paragraph  :  (1)  any  article 

chiefly  used  for  th«  amusement  of  children,  or  (2)  any  part  of  aay  such 

article. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  tbe  amendment  provides  that 
tbe  articles  referred  to  shall  go  into  tbe  toy  paragraph,  being 
paragraph  1513. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  is,  on  the  free  list? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Oh,  no.    It  is  under  sundries. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  M(»tana.    What  is  the  rate? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is  a  higher  rate. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  So  these  commodities,  if  used 
chiefly  for  the  amusement  of  ctiildren,  will  carry  a  70  per  cent 
rate  im<tead  of  45  per  cent  ? 
Mr.  SMOOT.  If  that  is  the  case,  they  go  to  paragraph  1613. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  unless  the 
Senator  can  convince  me  that  articles  for  the  amusement  of 
children  ought  to  bear  a  70  per  cent  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  comes  under  the  toy  provision.  The  decisions 
In  the  Treasury  Department  have  made  so  many  changes  and 
come  in  so  many  forms  tliat  it  is  necessary.  It  has  given  a 
great  deal  of  trouble  to  the  Treasury  Department  to  decide  upon 
nearly  every  changed  article  that  conies  into  the  United  States. 
It  is  recommended  that  these  items  be  transferred  to  paragraph 
1513  on  that  account  Not  only  that,  but  the  class  of  goods  made 
under  this  paragraph  are  Just  as  expensive  and  should  receive 
the  same  identical  protection  as  the  toys  uudor  paragraph  1513. 
Of  course  most  of  them  are  made  in  Germany  and  have  been 
coming  here  in  large  quantities. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  want  to  dhscuss  this  at  length,  and 
shall  not  do  so;  but  this  la  an  entlrrfy  dilTerent  kind  of  propo- 
sition from  the  ordinary  cheap  toy  made  out  of  tin  or  some  other 
metal. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  It  Is  the  cheapest  kind  of  toy  made.  They 
are  made  of  glass.  The  retail  price  will  not  be  changed  at  all, 
because  the  price  made  by  the  retailer  Is  exceedingly  high  upon 
this  class  of  goods.  I  do  not  think  it  will  make  one  particle  of 
difference  In  the  price,  but  it  places  all  of  the  Items  In  para- 
graph 1513,  and  there  will  be  no  gneation  then  under  tbe 
Treasury  deciaiona,  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  waa  a 
member  of  that  subcommittee  or  not,  but  toys  were  shown 
there  to  a  considerable  extent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes ;  wa  bad  ao  many  toys  tbat  I  fait  lika  I 
was  u  child  again. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tba  Sanator  will  remember  that  in  tbla  par- 
ticular case  the  glass  toys  were  shown  in  all  shapes  and  fonaa, 
and  in  many  respects  were  tbe  cheapest  of  all. 

Mr.  DARRLRY.    Do«s  ttie  committee  make  any  racommenda- 

tlon  for  a  reduction  ki  rate  on  ortides  with  which  these  will  be 

ctasslfled  If  wa  adopt  this  amendment?    Is  tbar*  any  reduction 

In  toys  in  tba  section  to  wblrti  these  Itnns  will  ba  tranafarrad? 

Mr,  MMOOT,    I  understiind  ttu're  Is. 

Mr.  RBCD.  We  reduce  thif  Us  on  dolls  from  90  par  cant  to 
70  fiar  oant. 

Mr,  HMOOT.  I  an  spaaktng  of  tba  gaoaral  paragrapb  UlS. 
That  is  tha  paragrapb  which  carries  70  per  cent,  and  that  is 
where  thcM  itams  will  go. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Masaachuset ts.  The  objection  seems  to  be  to 
the  high  duty  on  toys.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  Senator's 
objection  goea  so  far  as  to  oppoae  the  elimination  of  these  par- 
ticular artidea,  chiefly  used  by  children,  from  being  clasntied 
as  nontoys,  Tbe  objection  la  to  tbe  duty  on  toy».  Am  I  cor- 
rect? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Not  altogether.  AH  through  this  part  of 
the  bill,  wherever  anything  is  included  that  might  be  used  for 
the  amusement  of  children,  It  has  been  transferred  to  this 
particular  toy  section. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachnaetts.  It  is  because  there  has  been 
a  great  deal  of  litigation  In  the  customs  court  as  to  what  was 
and  what  was  not  a  toy. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  only  that,  but  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  we  use  the  word  "  chiefly,"  so  that  it 
reads  **  any  article  chi^y  used  for  the  amusement  of  children." 
If  It  is  chiefly  used  as  a  toy,  then  of  course  It  will  come  under 
the  toy  paragraph. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Tbat  will  involve  still  mote  litigation  and 
still  more  involved  decisions  as  to  what  c<mstitutes  being 
"  chiefly  "  used. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  it  will  clarify  the  situation  greatly. 
Nearly  everything  that  comes  in  now  is  claimed  to  fall  under 
tills  [laragraph,  whether  it  is  a  toy  or  not  a  toy.  On  account  of 
the  numerous  decisions  made  we  wanted  to  clarify  the  provi- 
sion and  we  have  been  very  careful  in  doing  so  by  providing 
that  the  articles  must  be  "  chiefly  "  so  used. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  attach  any  particular  Importance  to 
the  word  **  chiefly."  I  think  the  policy  adopted  by  the  committee 
has  be^i  to  transfer  all  of  these  articles  that  might  be  uaed 
fur  the  amusement  of  children  to  tlie  paragraph  carrying  the 
highest  possible  rate.  That  is  a  change  of  policy  which  ought 
not  to  be  agreed  to  or  adopted  without  very  serious  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetta  The  courts  have  ruled,  as  I 
understand  it,  that  even  that  which  may  clearly  aiK>ear  to  be 
and  generally  uaed  as  a  toy,  such  as  a  bouncing  ball,  if  used  by 
adults  at  all  Is  not  to  be  classified  a  toy.  There  have  beon 
several  decisions  of  that  character.  If  it  could  be  shown  that 
a  particular  article  was  used  at  all  by  adults,  it  was  held  that 
it  therefore  was  not  to  be  classified  as  a  toy.  I  understand  tiie 
conomlttee  to  recommend  the  Insertion  of  the  word  "  chiefly  "  so 
as  to  remove  these  absurd  rulings  by  the  customs  court,  enabling 
Importers  to  claim  that  something  which  really  is  a  toy  is  not 
to  be  classified  as  a  toy  because  adults  might  at  some  time  or 
other  use  it  for  exercise  <>r  pastime. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  imagine  the  use  of  bouncing  balls  by 
grown  men  has  not  been  sufBdently  universal  to  create  a  great 
deal  of  trouble  in  the  Customs  Court  or  among  the  customs  offi- 
cers. That  might  be  decided  as  a  very  rare  exception.  It  might 
be  that  some  time  an  uduU  would  bounce  a  ball,  but,  of  course, 
it  is  well  known  that  they  are  used  almost  altogether  for  the 
amusement  of  children.  I  do  not  know  just  what  arn  the 
different  sorts  of  articles  made  of  glassware  that  might  come 
In  under  this  section.  It  Is  conceivable  that  articles  of  con- 
siderable value  Involving  considerable  skill  In  their  manufacture 
might  be  transferred  to  tbe  70  per  cent  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do  not  think  that  is  the  Intention. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  going  to  ask  that  It  go  over, 
because  I  want  to  make  some  progress  this  afternoon.  If  pos- 
sible. I  think  tbe  amendment  onght  to  be  defeated  now.  If  it 
should  be  adopted,  then  I  shall  want  to  reserve  the  right  later 
for  reconsideration  of  it  if  I  shall  be  so  advised  after  I  have 
looked  Into  It. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  am  perfectly  wllUng  to  do  that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  It  should  be  defeated  to^ay,  au  that 
we  will  not  have  to  recur  to  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  say  In  answer  to  the  Senator**  last 
statement  that  the  word  "  chiefly  "  applies  to  theae  Items  when 
used  for  the  amiuwinent  of  diUdren.    Tbat  Is  all  it  applies  to. 

Mr.  SMITH.    It  doea  not  say  "  entirely  " :  It  sajra  "  ehlciy." 

The  PBBSIDINO  OimCBll.  'Vbe  qneatlon  la  on  agreeing  to 
tbe  amendment 

The  amewlment  was  rejected. 

The  PRB8IDIN0  OFVICEU.  Tbe  next  aaiendmant  will  ba 
ata  ted. 

Tbe  next  amendment  waa,  on  fwga  02,  Uoe  8.  after  tha  word 
"  with  "  to  strike  out  "fllamenta,^'  and  insert  "*  metal  fliaraetits, 
25  per  cent  ad  raloran;  with  fllamenta  of  cartMMi  or  otlier 
nonaietalttc  natarlal.  1  eent  each  and";  ao  aa  to  Diake  tba 
paragrapb  read : 

P/kM.  830.  lacaadnesBt  •laetriclliht  kalbs  aad  toaps,  wltimtt  flia- 
BMats.  30  p*r  ssat  sd  vslosaa;  witk  BMtal  fllsowsts,  2S  par  seat  ad 
valor*ai:  wrtth  fllaoMats  of  eartwa  or  other  BoaawtalUs  aMt«rlal.  1 
etot  each  and  M  psr  etat  ad  valoiam. 

Mr,  OBOBOB.  Mr.  Preaident  I  hare  some  memoranda  on 
thia  paragrapb  which  I  do  not  have  with  me  In  tha  Chamber. 
I  would  like  to  have  the  amendment  go  over. 

Tbe  PRMIDINO  OFFICER.  Tbe  amendment  will  go  over. 
Tbe  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  62,  line  15,  after  the  word 
"mirrors"  to  inaert  ** (except  framed  or  cased  mirrors  In  chief 
value  of  platinum,  gold,  or  silver),"  and  in  line  19,  after  the 
worda  **  ad  valorem  "  to  strike  out  the  ctdon  and  "  ProvUcd, 
That  no  mirror  In  a  frame  or  case  (unless  such  mirror,  exclusive 
of  the  frame  or  case,  is  the  component  of  chief  value)  shall  be 
elaaalfled  under  this  paragrai^  if  it  has  a  aobstanttal  use  other 
than  as  a  mirror." 

So  aa  to  read : 

(b)  Glass  mirrors  (except  framed  or  cased  mirrors  in  chief  value  of 
platinum,  gold,  or  silver) ,  not  specially  provided  for,  not  exceeding  In 
Blxe  144  square  Inches,  with  or  without  frames  or  cases,  60  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Let  that  go  over  also. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  It  onght  to  go  over  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  others  have  gone  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  go  over. 
The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  S2,  after  line  23^  to  stzika 

out: 
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(e)  QlHM.  aad  aaaaffteturM  of  gUw.  ruled  or  etched  la  any  manaer 
for  plM>to«T«plil«  rcprodactkxu  or  ansraTtec  procwiea,  aad  glaaa  cat  to 
ifaM  and  rtiMI  tat  BMasartac  parpoaea,  55  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

And  In  lien  thereof  to  Insert : 

(e)  Glaai  ruled  or  etcbed  la  aay  manner,  aad  manofactnrea  ot  ■ncta 
glaaa.  for  pbotofraphic  reproductions  or  engntTtnc  proceaaas,  or  for 
■eaaorias  or  recordlsc  purpoaca,  55  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Let  that  go  over  also. 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OKFICBE.  Tbe  amendment  wUl  be  pMsed 
orer.    Tbe  next  amnidment  wlU  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  64,  line  1,  after  the  word 
*■  foot,"  to  strike  out  "  If  mbbed  or  polished  In  whole  or  in  part, 
S  cents  per  snperfldal  foot  in  addition"  and  insert  "in  addi- 
tion thereto  on  ail  the  foregoing,  if  mbbed  in  whole  or  in  part, 
S  cents  per  superficial  foot,  or  if  polished  In  whole  or  in  part 
(whether  or  not  rubbed),  «  cents  per  superficial  foot,"  so  as  to 
read: 

(b)  8UlM  and  pavlaf  tile*  of  marble,  brecda,  or  oojrz :  ConUlnlnf 
not  lea*  than  four  aaperfldal  incbea.  If  not  more  than  1  inch  In  tblck- 
aeaa,  8  rents  per  superflcUl  foot ;  If  more  than  1  Inch  and  not  more 
than  IH  Incbea  la  thickness,  10  cents  per  superficial  foot;  if  more  than 
IVi  Inches  and  not  more  thaa  2  Inches  in  thickness,  13  cents  per 
superflcial  fnot :  in  addition  thereto  on  all  the  foregoing.  If  rubbed  in 
whole  or  in  part,  3  cents  per  superficial  foot,  or  if  polished  In  whole 
or  la  part  (whether  or  not  rubbed),  6  cents  per  superflcial  foot. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  ask  the  senior 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootI  if  he  will  not  now  Uke  a 
recess.  I  desire  to  have  a  conference  with  some  of  my  asso- 
ciates this  afternoon,  and,  in  addition  to  that,  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  KnroJ,  who  has  been  studying  this 
schedule  very  closely,  is  not  here  to-day  on  account  of  lUnee& 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  thought  we  might  run  for  10  minutes  longer 
and  spend  at  least  an  hoar  to-day  on  the  Ull  itself. 

Mr.  GBOROB.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  North 
Caroiina  wiU  yield  for  Just  a  moment,  I  will  say  I  do  not  think 
there  are  any  very  greatly  controverted  questions  in  this 
Bcliedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do  not  think  there  are. 

Mr.  QKOBOBL  I  think  we  could  pass  over  the  schedule  in  a 
very  few  minutes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  item  in  it,  I  will 
say  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina,  that  is  contested. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Very  well.  If  that  is  the  case,  I  shall  not 
press  the  request 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  hope  we  may  go  over  the  schedule  for  the 
ftnt  time  at  any  rate. 

Mr.  GBORGB.  Mr.  President,  in  respect  to  paragraph  232, 
reference  to  rubbed  or  polished  marble,  there  is  no  provi- 
iSon  for  an  Increase  in  the  rate  of  duty.  Hitherto  polished 
marble  was  considered  as  finished  marble  and  carried  an  ad 
valorem  duty  of  90  per  cent  A  court  decision  held  that 
polished  marble  was  not  finished  marble  and  that  it  must  take 
the  same  rate  as  rubbed  marMe,  or  3  cents  per  surface  foot 
The  Senate  Finance  Committee,  I  think  very  properly,  provided 
against  the  effect  of  that  decision  in  this  amendment  and  pro- 
rlded  6  cents  per  superficial  foot  for  polished  marlde;  but  6 
cents  is  not  the  equivalent  of  50  per  cent  ad  valoran.  Nine 
cents  would  be  about  the  equivalent  of  50  per  cent  ad  valorem 
doty.    I  think,  therefore,  the  amendment  ou^t  to  be  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFIC^ER.    The  amendment  wiU  be  stated. 

The  Chio*  Cvok.  On  page  54,  paragraph  232,  in  line  1,  it  is 
pr<H)osed  to  strike  out  the  words  "  if  nibbed  or  polished  in  whole 
or  In  part,  3  cents  per  superflcial  foot  in  addition  "  and  to  insert 
"  in  addition  thereto  on  all  the  foregoing,  if  rubbed  in  whole  or 
in  part,  3  cents  per  superflcial  foot  or  if  polished  in  whole  or 
In  part  (whether  or  not  rubbed).  6  cents  per  superficial  foot;" 
so  as  to  make  the  subsection  read : 

(b>  Slabs  and  parlnc  tiles  of  marble,  brecda,  or  onyx:  CMitainiag 
not  less  than  4  soperflclal  Incbes,  If  not  more  than  1  Inck  In  thlckncM, 
8  cents  per  snperfldal  foot ;  if  more  than  1  inch  and  not  more  than  111 
laches  In  thlckneaa,  10  centa  per  superflcial  foot;  If  more  than  lu 
InchM  and  not  more  than  2  Inches  In  thickness,  13  cents  per  superflcial 
foot ;  In  addition  thereto  on  all  tbe  foregoing,  if  rubbed  In  whole  or 
la  part.  3  cents  per  superflcial  foot,  or  if  polished  In  whole  or  la  part 
(whether  or  not  rubbed),  S  cents  per  soperflclal  foot 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  Prmident,  am  I  to  understand 
that  thi»  amendment  makes  no  (±ange  in  the  i>resent  law  in  fact? 

Mr.  GEOROB.  No.  Let  me  make  the  situation  clear.  Hith- 
erto, that  is  iMlor  to  a  court  decision,  we  supposed  that  polished 
marble  was  a  finished  product  <m>  finished  marble,  and  took  a  50 
per  cent  duty.  That  duty  was  imposed  and  collected  until  the 
question  arose,  and  the  court  held  that  polished  marble  was  not 
a  finished  marhte^  and  therefore  it  would  have  to  take  a  3-cent 
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■ate ;  that  it  fell  naturally  under  the  clause  with  rubbed  marble. 
)ix  cents  is  not  equivalent  to  the  old  50  per  cent  ad  valorem 
■ate  which  it  was  supposed  when  the  1922  act  was  written  would 
>e  the  rate  carried  by  polished  marble. 

The  Senator  will  nnderstand  that  polished  marble  is  finished 
except  on  the  edges  of  the  slab ;  the  surface  is  all  finished ;  but 
he  edges  not  having  been  finished,  the  court  held  it  would  not 
:ake  a  rate  of  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as  the  framers  of  tbe 
1922  act  undoubtedly  supposed,  and  as  it  did  take  until  the  deci- 
uon  of  the  court  was  rendei'ed,  holding  that  It  would  have  to 
>e  a  completed  or  perfected  article  in  order  to  take  that  rate. 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  MonUna.  I  gather  from  the  Senator  that 
khis  is  actually  an  increase,  but  not  above  the  amount  which 
Jie  Senator  thinks  was  intended  by  the  act  of  1922? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  is  not  even  up  to  as  high  as  the  duty  In- 
«nded  by  the  act  of  1922.  Instead  of  6  cents,  if  tbe  ad 
ralorem  were  reduced  to  specific  terms,  the  duty  should  be 
ibout  9  cents. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  duty  proposed  is  higher  than 
Jie  act  of  1922  provided  as  interpreted  by  the  c(»urts,  but  not 
IS  high  as  tbe  Senator  thinks  was  intended  by  the  act  of  1922? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     That  Is  correct;  It  is  not  as  hig^  as  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  other  words,  if  the  duty  were  made  the 
lame  as  that  in  existing  law,  It  would  fall  under  paragraph 
(d)  at  the  rate  of  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
he  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
imendment 

The  Chiet  C*lesk.  The  next  amendment  of  the  C!ommittee 
>n  Finance  is,  at  the  top  of  page  55.  to  strike  out : 

Pab.  234.  Burrstones,  manufactured  or  bound  up  Into  mlligtonsa,  15 
^r  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Why  is  that  amendment  made?  Does 
:hat  article  go  on  the  free  list? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massaehu-setts.  I  should  like  also  to  inquire 
i  it  is  put  on  the  free  list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is  put  on  the  free  list 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  quesUon  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment.  ^ 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  55,  line  5,  after  the  word 
"pointed,"  to  strike  out  "pitched,  lined,'  and  In  line  7,  after 
the  word  "pointed,"  to  strike  out  "pitched,  lined,"  so  as  to 
read: 

Pas.  234.  (a)  Granite  suitable  for  use  as  monumental,  paving,  or 
building  stone,  not  specially  provided  for,  hewn,  dressed,  pointed,  or 
polished,  or  otherwise  manufactured,  60  per  cent  ad  viilorem ;  unmanu- 
factured, or  not  dreased,  pointed,  hewn,  or  polished.  25  cents  per  cubic 
foot. 

The  amendment  wa.s  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  55,  line  10,  before  the 
words  "per  cubic  foot,"  to  strike  out  "25  cents"  and  Insert 
"  15  cents,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read ; 

(b)  Travertine  stone,  unmanufactured,  or  not  dressed,  hewn,  or  pol- 
ished, IS  cents  per  cubic  foot. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  ask  the  com- 
mittee to  recede  from  the  proposed  amendment  in  line  10  on 
;>age  55.  The  duty  In  that  case  ought  to  remain  as  provided  in 
the  House  bill,  namely,  25  cents.  Travertine  stone  is  a  very 
ipwUnt  building  material.  I  say  frankly  I  feel  quite  an 
iterest  in  it  because  there  has  been  discovered  recently  in 
anatee  (bounty,  Fla..  near  Bradenton,  very  extensive  deposits 
f  this  stone:  large  iiive.stments  have  been  made  there,  and  the 
itone  is  being  produced  to  a  conjsiderable  extent  It  is  a 
autiful  stone. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  only  one  company  In  the  United 
tates  producing  it  and  that  company  is  located  in  Florida 
Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  do  not  know  about  any  other  State,  but 
[  Judge  from  tbe  Summary  of  Tariff  Informatiwi  that  there 
may  be  other  places  where  it  is  produced.  That  document 
says : 

The  domestic  quarriers  and  manufacturers  meet  little  foreign  compe- 
tition In  the  stone  industry  as  a  whole.  The  principal  stone  Imported 
(other  than  granite  or  marble)  is  travertine  stone,  a  variety  of  llme- 
itone.  which  is  brought  in  from  Italy  in  the  rough  form  and  manufac- 
tured in  the  United  States  principally  for  the  Interior  decoration  of 
Hdldlags.  This  stone  probably  competes  to  some  extent  with  American 
j«vertine  stone. 

Perhaps  there  are  other  deposits,  other  quarries  than  those 
n  Florida;  but  it  Is  an  Important  lnda<?try  to  us.  It  is  a 
)eautiful  stone,  and  that  now  b^ng  quarried  near  Bradenton  is 
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quite  as  good  and  fine  as  the  Italian  stone.  Experts  agree  that 
it  is  quite  equal  to  the  stone  that  comes  from  Italy,  from  which 
country  our  competition  cornea  The  transportation  rate  from 
there  is  low  and  the  cost  of  labor  is,  of  course,  much  less  than 
it  is  with  tis.  The  circumstances  of  the  industry  are  such  that 
I  think  we  are  justified  in  asking  for  the  rate  proposed  by  tbe 

House  bill. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  kind  of  stone 
of  which  the  Senator  is  sijeaklng.  Is  it  somewhat  similar  to 
what  is  known  as  Alabama  sandstone? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  No.  The  Senator  can  find  a  specimen  of 
it  in  the  Tower  Building,  at  the  comer  of  Fourteenth  and 
K  Streets  NW.,  the  walls  of  the  ground  floor  of  that  building 
being  made  of  travertine.  That  however,  has  been  imported 
from  Italy ;  it  is  not  Florida  travertine,  but  my  understanding 
is  that  it  is  the  same  thing  as  Florida  travertine.  I  should  be 
glad  if  the  Senator  would  look  at  It  in  the  new  building  at  the 
corner  of  Fourteenth  and  K  Streets,  the  walls  of  which  are 
built  of  travertine  stone. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  only  difference  between  the  Italian  and 
the  Florida  stone  is  that  the  builders  claim  that  the  Italian 
stone  takes  a  better  polish  than  the  Florida  stone,  and  I 
rather  think  that  Is  true,  after  seeing  the  specimens  which 
were  submitted. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  I  do  not  know  about  that.  I  know  there 
was  some  question  at  first  whether  the  Florida  stone  quite 
equaled  the  Italian  stone,  but  I  thought  that  practically  ev«T- 
one  had  finally  been  convinced  that  the  Florida  stone  is  equal 
to  the  foreign. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  Is  also  stated  that  the  color  of  the  Florida 
stone  is  not  equal  to  that  of  the  Italian  stone,  nor  is  similar 
stone  from  any  other  country  equal  to  that  of  Italy.  I  think 
the  Florida  stone  comes  nearer  to  the  Italian  than  does  any 
other. 

Mr.  FLETCHFIER.  It  may  be  there  is  something  In  that  al- 
though the  people  who  Ulk  to  me  about  it  think  otherwise; 
and  I  have  seen  samples,  too;  I  have  seen  the  finished  stone, 
and  it  has  been  used  and  is  now  being  used  In  buildings.  It 
looks  to  me  to  be  superior  to  the  Italian  stone.  It  is  claimed 
that  it  is,  and  that  it  has  a  greater  variety  of  color,  and  is 
susceptible  of  a  higher  polish.     I  do  not  know  as  to  that 

Mr.  SMCKXr.  The  quality  of  the  Florida  stone  is  equal  to 
that  of  the  Italian;  there  can  be  no  doubt  about  that  The 
only  question  Is  as  to  the  polish,  and  it  Is  claimed  that  the 
Italian  stone  will  take  a  better  polish. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  We  are  making  earnest  efforts  to  estab- 
lish the  Industry  In  Florida.  The  Senator  frwn  Utah  says 
Florida  is  the  only  lA&oe  where  it  is  found  In  the  United 
States ;  but  they  are  going  right  ahead ;  they  have  a  supply  of 
it;  they  have  an  expensive  plant  and  are  operating  it  and  I 
think  that  they  ought  to  have  the  same  duty  on  this  stone  as 
is  provided  for  granite  In  the  preceding  paragraph. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Is  the  present  duty  virtuaUy  a  competi- 
tive duty?  In  other  words,  does  the  Florida  stone  now  come 
In  competition  with  the  Italian  stoue,  and  do  large  quantitiea  of 
the  Italian  store  come  in? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  that  the  present  duty  Is  15  cents  and 
the  House  raised  it  to  25  cents. 

Mr.  FLETCHEat  In  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee, 
I  will  sny  there  is  quite  an  importation.  The  Tariff  Summary 
shows  that  in  1925  the  imports  amounted  to  150,544  cubic  feet 
brought  into  New  York.  I  do  not  see  the  very  latest  figures 
as  to  imports,  but  I  assume  that  a  greater  quantity  than  that 
is  now  being  imported.  Of  course,  the  imports  are  increasing. 
The  last  figures  j^ven  are  for  19K,  but  there  are  other  figures 
In  the  report  showing  that  the  importations  are  increasing. 
What  I  think  would  be  fair  is  to  impose  the  same  duty  as  is 
csrried  In  paragraph  234,  which  we  have  just  passed,  which 
reads : 

Granite  suitable  for  use  aa  monumental,  paving,  or  building  stone,  not 
specially  provided  for     •     •     •     25  cents  per  cubic  foot. 

Why  should  not  travertine  carry  the  same  rate  as  granite, 
which  is  a  building  material,  and  which  has  a  duty  of  25  cents 
per  cubic  foot?  Why  should  not  the  rate  on  travertine  be  fixed 
at  the  same  rate  as  that  on  granite?  Under  paragraph  234  I 
think  travertine  stone  ought  to  bear  tbe  same  rate  of  duty. 

Mr.  SMCKXT.  Travertine  is  not  considered  as  being  in  the 
same  class  as  granite.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  why  not  let  the 
item  go  to  conference?  In  the  meantime  I  will  talk  to  the 
Senator  about  it  The  House  increased  the  present  rate  by  10 
cents.  Why  not  let  It  go  to  ctmference,  and  I  will  talk  to  the 
Senator  about  it  and  he  can  present  whatever  evidence  he  has 
and  which  the  committee  did  not  have? 


Mr.  FLBTCHHR.  The  Senator  m^kes  a  proposition  that 
does  not  offer  much.  Suppose  vre  make  the  rate  20  cents,  and 
then  the  item  will  go  to  conference? 

Mr.  SMiXrr.    I  will  agree  to  that. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  think  we  had  better  do  that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
otter  an  amendment  to  the  amendment? 

Mr.  FLETCHER  Yes;  I  move  to  amend  the  committee 
amendment  by  striking  otrt  "16  cents"  and  inserting  "20 
cents."  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICJER  The  next  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chut  Clbx.  On  page  55,  pemgrai*i  286,  after  Hue  16, 
the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out : 

PAa.  236.  Grindstones,  finished  or  unfinished,  $1.75  per  ton. 

Mr.  McKELLAR    Does  that  Item  go  on  tbe  free  UetY 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  goes  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  BAKKLEY.    That  is  in  the  interest  of  agriculture,  is  it? 

Mr   SMOOT     Yea. 

Mr!  McKELLAR.  Yes ;  It  makes  the  grindstones  cheaper  for 
the  farmer. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICTER  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  on  behalf  of  tbe  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  GreihcI  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
next  paragraph,  that  is,  to  paragrai*  235.  relating  to .  slate. 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  is  no  committee 
amendment  to  that  section,  and  therefore  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  will  have  to  go  over.  I  offer  the  amend- 
ment now,  however,  tor  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  and  ask  that 
It  may  be  printed  and  He  on  the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be 
printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 

1NVK8TIOATION   BHJ^TITE  TO  OOnrrOK  OIWKTNO  BETOKTi 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  out  of  order,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  I  report  back  favorably  with 
amendments  Senate  Resolution  137.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  resolution.  It  Is  a  very 
brief  one. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Is  there  objection  to  the  Im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  is  this  the  resolution  which  was 
submitted  by  the  Senator  this  morning? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  No.  It  is  a  resolution  which  was  referred  to 
the  Ckmimittee  on  Agriculture  and  provides  that  that  committee 
or  any  subcommittee  thereof  may  make  an  investigation  of 
matters  pertaining  to  the  Issuance  and  publication  by  the  Bu- 
reau of  the  Onsus  of  reports  as  to  the  amount  of  cottwi  ginned 
in  the  United  States.  The  re8oluti<Hi  Is  favorably  reported, 
and  I  should  like  to  have  it  considered  now,  so  that  the  svib- 
committee  may  be  appointed. 

Mr.  JONES.    Very  well. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Is  there  objection  to  the  im- 
mediate consideration  of  the  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider 
the  resolution. 

The  amendments  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  vrere,  to  the  preamble.  In  the  third  "  whereas,"  on 
page  2,  before  the  word  "  report,"  to  strike  out  the  words  "  in- 
accurate and  misleading " ;  and  In  the  fifth  "  whereas,"  on  page 
2,  before  the  word  "  reports  "  where  it  occurs  the  first  time,  to 
strike  out  the  word  "  inaccurate " ;  and  In  the  resolution,  on 
page  2,  Une  9,  before  the  word  "  report,"  to  strfke  out  "  Inac- 
curate," so  as  to  make  the  preamble  and  resolution  read : 

Whereas  on  September  27.  1929,  Senate  Beaolutlon  123  waa  agreed  to, 
requesting  the  Bureau  of  tbe  Census  to  give  to  the  Senate  certain  infor- 
mation with  respect  to  an  alleged  Inaccurate  and  Incorrect  report  mada 
public  on  September  23,  1929,  on  the  number  of  bales  of  cotton  ginned  in 
the  United  States  up  to  and  including  September  15,  1929 ;  and 

Whereas  the  Director  of  tbe  Census,  In  compUanoe  with  such  resola- 
tlon,  caused  to  be  transmitted  to  the  Senate  on  October  7,  1929.  a 
memorandum  In  whldh  It  waa  admitted  that  the  report  made  pobUc  en 
September  23,  1929,  contained  figures  showing  that  300,000  more  bales 
of  cotton  had  been  ginned  up  to  and  including  September  18,  1»2».  than 
the  Government  reports  received  from  the  varioos  cotton  SUtea  Jus- 
tified; and 
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Wkerwa  the  report  of  September  23.  1929,  la  allefed  to  bare  been 
the  GaoM  of  tbe  decline  in  cotton  prices  which  reenlted  la  conaldcrmble 
loea  to  tbe  cotton  farmers  of  the  United  States;  aad 

Wber.  as  the  reports  of  cotton  ginned  from  time  to  tlBK  are  of  the 
greeteet  importance  to  the  cotton  producers  of  the  United  States  and  It 
la  saamtlal  that  these  reports  be  absolutely  accurate ;  and 

Whereas  the  dlsaatroos  consequences  to  the  cotton  tanners  of  the 
United  States  rcsoltlng  from  such  reports  Justify  tboroogh  luTestlga- 
tk>n  of  all  matters  pertaining  to  tbe  iasnauce,  pobUcatlon,  and  eftect  of 
such  reporta :  Therefore  be  it 

M«9»iV0d,  That  tbe  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  or  any 
duly  aathorised  subcommittee  thereof.  Is  hereby  autborlaed  and  directed 
to  make  a  thorough  inTestlgatlon  of  all  matters  pertaining  to  the 
tasoance  and  publication  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  of  reports  of  the 
amount  of  cotton  ginned  in  the  United  States  from  time  to  time  and 
the  effecf  of  such  reports  on  cotton  prices,  aad  partlcniarly  tbe  clrcom- 
■tancea  surrounding  tbe  issuance  and  publication  of  the  report  of  Sep- 
tember 23.  1929,  aad  tbe  effect  thereof  on  such  prices.  The  committee 
shall  report  to  tbe  Senate  as  soon  as  practicable  tbe  resnlu  of  Ita 
Inreatigation. 

For  tbe  purposes  of  this  resolution  the  committee,  or  any  duly 
anthoriasd  subcommittee  thereof,  is  authorised  to  bold  such  hearings,  to 
alt  and  art  at  such  times  and  places,  to  employ  such  experts  and  clerical, 
steaograpbic,  and  other  ssststants,  to  require  by  subpoena  or  otherwise 
tbe  attendance  of  such  witnesses  and  tbe  production  of  such  books, 
papers,  and  documents,  to  administer  such  oaths,  to  take  such  testi- 
mony, snd  to  make  such  expenditure  as  it  deems  adrlsable.  The  coat 
of  stenographic  aerrtces  in  reporting  guch  bearings  shall  not  be  in  excess 
of  1*5  cents  per  hundred  words.  The  expenst-a  of  tbe  committee,  which 
shall  not  exceed  |  .  shall  be  paid  from  tbe  contingent  fund  of  the 

Senate  npoo  rouchers  approved  by  tbe  chairman. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  la  on  agreeing  to 
tbe  retioiatlon  as  amended. 
The  resolatlon  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 
The  preamble  as  amended  was  agreed  ta 

E^>OBT  OF  POSTAL  NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  McKELLI.AR.  From  the  Cktmmittee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads,  as  In  open  exectitlve  sesjsion,  I  report  certain  postal 
nominationa  and  ask  that  they  may  go  to  the  calendar. 

The  FRBSIDINO  OFFICER.  They  will  be  placed  on  the 
calendar. 

THOMAS   S.    WnXXAMS 

Mr.  DENEEN.  From  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  as  in 
open  executive  session.  I  report  favorably  the  nomination  of 
Thomas  S.  Williams,  of  Illinois,  to  be  Judge  of  the  Court  of 
Claijus.  vice  Nicbotas  J.  Sinott,  deceased.  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  nomination. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  There  was  another  name,  that  of  Benja- 
min A.  Littleton,  before  tbe  committee.     Was  that  considered? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  That  was  not  authorized  to  be  reported  by 
tbe  Judiciary  Committee.  It  has  been  considered  and  is  now 
onder  consideration. 

Mr.  HEFIJN.  Mr.  Prerident,  I  hope  the  request  of  the  Sen- 
ator will  be  granted.  Tom  Wiluams  was  a  Member  of  Congress 
and  Herved  for  a  numt>er  of  years. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  shall  not  object  to  Mr.  Wiuuams.  I 
knew  him  welL  I  sened  with  him  in  the  House,  and  he  will 
make  an  excellent  member  of  tbe  court.  At  tbe  same  time,  I 
want  to  suggest  that  I  have  known  Mr.  Littleton — not  in  the 
same  way,  but  I  have  known  him  also  na  an  officer  of  tbe  Gov- 
ernment— for  many  years,  and  I  can  not  understand  why  bis 
name  should  not  be  reputed,  too. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  I  am  not  upon  tbe  subcommittee  hnying 
charge  of  that  nomination.  Another  subeommittee  is  d*^Ung 
with  it 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield  to 
me.  I  can  answer  the  Senator's  question. 

Upon  the  subcommittee  ci>nsldering  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Littleton  was  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Stephen sj. 
who  is  absent.  The  matter  was  reported  to  the  committee  by  a 
part  of  the  subcommittee  only ;  and  upon  the  order  of  the  com- 
mittee It  was  held  orer  to  await  the  arrival  of  the  Senator 
from  Miffflssippi,  or  until  we  might  hear  from  him.  I  wired  to 
him,  in  accordance  with  the  suegestion  of  the  committee,  but 
he  has  not  answered  tbe  wire.  I  understand,  however,  that  he 
will  be  back  Monday,  and  then  we  will  hasten  to  bring  in  a 
report  upon  the  nomination. 
-    Mr.  McKE3iLAR.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  as  in  open 
executive  session,  the  nomination  is  confirmed;  and  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  notUled. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  As  in  legislative  session,  I  move  that  tbe  Senate 
take  a  recess  until  to-morrow  at  10  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'clock  and  82  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Saturday,  No- 
vember 2,  1929,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


CONFIRMATION 

B^eeutice  nominatiwi  confirmed    by    the  Senate  November   1 
{legUlative  day  of  October  SO),  1929 

Junes,  CouBT  (w  Claims 

Thomas  S.  Williams. 


SENATE 

Saturday,  Novemher  2,  J9£9 

(Leffislative  day  of  Wednesday,  October  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  ciUl  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 

Johnson 
Jones 
Kean 
Kendrlck 


Allen 

Ashumt 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Broassard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Conzens 

Cutting 

Dale 

DeneMi 


Fess 

Fletcher 

Frailer 

George 

Glenn 

Goff 

Golds  bo  rough 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Hawea 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 


Keyt's 
McKe 


Sheppard 

Sliortridge 

Simmons 

Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Trammell 

Tydlnss 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont 

Warren 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


ellar 
McNary 
Metoalf 
Moses 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 
Oddie 
Overman 
I'atterson 
Fbipps 
Pine 
Ransdell 
Robinson,  lod. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  the 
junior  Senator  fn^m  South  Dakota  [Mr.  McMa.steb]  is  absent 
on  account  of  illness.  I  will  let  this  announcement  stand  for 
the  day. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino] 
is  detained  from  the  Senate  by  illness.  I  ask  that  this  an- 
nouncement may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  BLAINB.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
La  Fotjxtti!]  is  unavoidably  abftent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-Hix  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.     A  qoomm  is  pres^it. 

PETmONS 

Mr.  CAPPER  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Che- 
topa,  Kans.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  ieginlation  granting  in- 
creased pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  widows,  which 
was  referred  to  tbe  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma  presented  a  petition  signed  by  60 
citiaens  of  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  praying  for  the  passage  of 
legislation  granting  increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans 
and  their  widows,  which  was  referi-ed  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

Mr.  FESS  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Cincin- 
nati, Ohio,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting  in- 
creased pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  widows,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  But- 
ler, Ky..  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting  increased 
pensions  to  Civil  War  vetiTan.s  and  their  widows,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

He  also  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  New  York 
I.eague  of  Business  and  Professional  Women,  favoring  the  mak- 
ing of  only  such  changes  in  tariff  rates  as  will  give  relief  to 
business  but  will  not  effect  a  greater  increase  in  living  costs, 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  tbe  table. 

BILLS   INTBODUCED 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unnnimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  JONES : 

A  bill  (S.  1997)  for  the  relief  of  Adolph  Meyer  (with  accom- 
panying papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Cluims. 
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By  Mr.  SHORTRIDGE: 

A  bill  (S.  1098)  to  establish  a  military  record  for  Daniel  P. 
Tnfe ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  AiEairs. 

By  Mr.  DALE : 

A  bill  (S.  1999)  granting  an  increase  of  p«islon  to  Jennie  M. 
Farmer  (with  accompanying  pap«is) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma : 

A  bill  (S.  2000)  granting  a  pension  to  Orlena  Chlsholm  (with 
accompanying  papers) ; 

A  bill  (S.  2001)  granting  a  p«islon  to  Mary  Ann  Langford 
(with  accompanying  papers) ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  2002)  granting  an  Increflse  of  pensioil  to  Emily  A. 
Roley  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

INVESTIGATION  BELATIVE  TO  COTTON-OINNINQ  BEPOBTS 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  137) 
relating  to  the  Investigation  of  cotton-ginning  reports  passed 
yesterday  afternoon.  It  is  necessary  that  the  resolution  con- 
tain a  limitation  upon  the  amount  to  be  expended  in  the  investi- 
gation of  the  cotton-ginning  reports  made  by  the  Census  Bureau, 
and  I  observe  that  the  amount  does  not  appear  in  the  resolu- 
tion. I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  for  a  reconsideration 
of  the  vote  by  which  the  resolution  was  passed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  vote  by 
which  the  resolution  was  passed  will  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  now  move  to  insert  the  amount  "  $1,000,"'  so 
:  the  last  sentence  of  the  resolution  will  read : 

The  expenses  of  the  committee,  which  shall  not  exceed  $1,000,  shall 
'  be  paid  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon  vouchers  approved 
by  tbe  chairman. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  amendment  Is  agreed  to.  The  question  Is  on 
agreeing  to  the  resolution  as  amended. 

The  resolution  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

CONTBOL  OF  COTTON   GINS 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  I  Introduced  the 
I  resolution  (S.  Res.  147)  relating  to  the  acquired  control  of  cer- 
tain cotton  gins  by  certain  cottonseed-oil  mills.  The  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Jones]  aske<l  that  it  go  over.  I  desire 
to  have  consideration  of  the  resolution  this  morning  so  that  the 
investigation  may  proceed.  I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  preswit  consideration  of  the  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolution  will  be  read  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  147),  as  follows: 

Whereas  it  is  alleged  that  certain  cottonseed-oU  mills  have  acquired 
control  of  cotton  gins  and  have  arranged  with  glnners  not  to  store 
cottonseed  for  farmers  In  order  to  force  the  farmers  to  put  their  seed 
upon  the  market  Immediately  Instead  of  holding  them  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  a  profitable  price ;  and 

Whereas  it  is  essential  that  full  publicity  be  given  to  such  matters: 

Then'fore  be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  is  hereby  directed  (1) 
to  Investigate  the  charge  that  certain  corporations  operating  cottonseed- 
oil  mills  are  acquiring  by  purchase  or  otherwise  the  ownership  or  con- 
trol of  cotton  gins  for  the  purpose  of  destroying  the  competitive  market 
for  cottonseed  and  depressing  and  holding  down  the  price  paid  to  farm- 
ers for  cottonseed,  and  (2)  to  hold  public  hearings  in  connection  with 
the  Investigations  with  respect  to  such  msttere  and  in  connection  with 
the  Investigations  pursuant  to  Senate  Besolution  136,  agreed  to  October 
21,  1929.  The  commission  shall  report  to  the  Senate  as  soon  as  prac- 
ticable the  results  of  its  investigations  under  this  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  [Mr.  McNa«t]  has 
examined  the  matter.  It  is  very  similar  to  a  resolution  hereto- 
fore passed.     I  have  no  objection  to  it. 

The  resolution  was  considered  by  unanimous  consent  and 
agreed  to. 

The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 

EMPLOYMENT    OV    CHABLXS    L.    KTANSON 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  146) 
which  I  Introduced  yesterday  went  over  by  agreement  I  pre^ 
sume  It  Is  subject  to  call  at  any  time  because  it  is  a  privileged 
resolution.  Quite  a  number  of  Senators  who  have  been  seen 
in  regard  to  it,  some  of  whom  can  not  be  here  to-day,  and  some 
speaking  for  other  Senators  who  are  absent  have  requested  that 
it  be  not  taken  up  to-day.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  am 
willing  that  it  shall  come  up  Monday,  and  I  give  noUce  now 


that  I  shall  call  it  op  Monday  and  endeavor  to  hare  tbe  Senate 
take  action  in  regard  to  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT-    The  resolution  will  go  over. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  Prertdent,  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  if  he  will  not  Include  in  his  notice  a  provision 
that  he  will  have  a  quorum  call  before  he  takes  up  the  resolu- 
tion, so  that  some  d  us  who  may  happen  to  be  absent  at  the 
time  may  receive  notice  that  the  resolution  Is  going  to  come 
before  the  Senate? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  when  the  reso- 
lution is  called  up  I  shall  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  so 
that  an  Senators  may  be  here. 

Mr.  BLEASE.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

CHABLESTON.   S.  C. 

Mr.  BLEIASE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  permission  to  have  printed 
in  the  Rbccwd  an  article  from  tbe  Dorchester  County  Record, 
published  at  St  George,  S.  C  entitled**'  Charleston  a  City  of 
Charm."  I  ask  Senators  to  read  the  article.  It  is  not  only 
enlightening,  but  it  contains  historical  facts  which  I  think  Sena- 
tors will  really  appreciate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objecUon,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

The  article  is  as  follows: 

[Prom  the  Dorchester  County  Becord,  St.  George,  8.  C,  October  81, 

1929] 

CHASLBSTON  A  CITT  OF  CRABU SOM::  FACTS   ABOCT  THB  CTTT  BT  TBK   6XA 

By  M.  Bishop  Alexander 
Aladdin's  lamp  has  worked  overtime  In  Charleston,  8.  C.  Delicately 
blended  with  the  ancient  treasures,  traditions,  historic  places,  and 
gems  of  Old  World  architecture  the  countless  thousands  of  visitors  to  the 
quaint  old  seaport  each  year  now  find  modern  comfort,  sanitation, 
cleanliness,  and  a  spirit  in  keeping  with  tbe  times.  Charleston,  long 
famous  as  a  port,  in  recent  years  has  become  Increasingly  famous  as  a 
r&sort,  convention  city,  and  as  a  Mecca  for  tourists  In  search  for  beauty, 
romance,  and  history.  It  Is  a  place  which  every  Americun  should  see. 
Standing  proudly  in  Charleston  are  buildings  where  Revolutionary 
leaders  planned  engagements  on  land  and  water ;  battlements  used  In 
colonial  wars,  the  Revolutionary  War,  and  the  War  between  tbe  States ; 
churches  and  structures  which,  surviving  battle,  fire,  and  earthquake, 
remain  as  monuments  to  the  men  who  more  than  200  years  ago  erected 
them. 

From  the  roof  of  Charleston's  tallest  building,  12  stories  only,  it  la 
stated  without  contradiction  that  one  can  look  upon  more  historic 
spots  t^an  from  any  other  point  In  the  United  States.  There  is  scarcely 
a  foot  of  land  In  or  near  Charleston  that  has  not  played  its  part  in  the 
shaping  of  American  history.  In  the  broad  Atlantic  and  tbe  spacious 
haroor  much  history  has  been  enacted. 

Would  Charleston  Indiscriminately  rub  .Maddln's  lamp  and  swap  old 
for  new?  Charleston  most  certainly  would  not.  And  yet,  Aladdin's 
lamp  has  Indeed  been  rubbed,  and  vigorously,  by  dvic-minded  Charles- 
tonians  In  the  past  10  years.  Just  for  example,  tbe  narrow,  rough, 
and  luefliciently  lighted  streets  with  Inadequate  sewerage  have  with 
many  other  relics  of  the  past  In  recent  years  given  way  to  smooth, 
clean,  well-paved  and  well-lighted  traffic  thoroughfares,  which  have  In 
most  cases  been  8tralghten<»d  and  widened. 

The  heart  of  Charleston,  the  beautiful,  the  quaint,  the  romantic,  and 
ever  the  hospitable,  remains  the  same.  The  Charleston  of  1670,  of 
1776,  of  1860,  and  of  to-day  Is  the  unchanging  symbol  of  culture,  of 
dignity,  of  Individuality,  and  of  vision.  Old  Charleston  remains  despite 
the  modem  Improvements  and  the  onward  march  of  industry  and  com- 
merce. Charleston,  the  city,  has  expanded,  however,  and  welcomes  In- 
dustries, but  has  not  allowed  them  to  encroach  upon  her  historic  shrines. 
Old  Charleston  and  new  Charleston,  figuratively  speaking,  have  merged 
and  are  one,  and  yet  are  likewise  distinct  entitles,  cherlahed,  nurtured, 
and  boasted  of  by  native  and  adopted  sons  and  daughters. 

Two  slogans  have  been  applied  to  Charleston,  both  apt  and  true,  and 
still  as  far  apart  as  the  poles.  One  is,  "America's  most  historic  city." 
and  the  other,  "  Charleston  offers  opportunities."  The  first  appeals 
to  the  casual  visitor,  the  tourist,  the  vacationist,  the  artist,  and  the 
historian.  The  second  is  a  truth  which  attracts  ambitious  and  progres- 
sive Industries  and  men  with  vision  to  grasp  and  make  the  most  of 
the  unlimited  potentialities  of  Charleston  and  vicinity.  The  former 
slogan  is  supported  by  history  and  the  latter  by  oflldal  figures  which 
show  not  only  a  steady  and  remarkable  Increase  in  Charleston's  popu- 
lation within  the  past  10  years  but  show  further  a  tremendous  increase 
In  bank  clearings  and  building  permits. 

Charleston  first  was  settled  In  April,  1670,  and  since  before  the  days 
of  the  American  Republic  it  has  been  noted  as  an  excellent  port,  as  the 
cultural  center  of  what  is  now  known  as  "  The  Old  South  "  and  as  a 
dty  of  beautiful  homes.  With  the  recent  modem  improvements, 
splendid  new  hotels,  excellent  highways,  and  naUonal  realixatlon  of  the 
delightful  all-year  climate  of  Charleston  thousands  upon  thousands  uf 
visitors  have  come,  many  to  remain. 

Cisterns,  fiickerlng  gas  street  lights,  snd  cobbKstones.  long  natlopalty 
known   characterlsUcs  of   Charlestoa.   are   no   more.     rav«4  W^hways 
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extpndins  *eorea  of  miles  oat  of  tb«  city  link  up  with  natioDal  blgb- 
wnys  HDd  point  th*>  way  for  tnotorint*.  In  the  '.-ity  proi)er  the  historic 
C(>bblc»toii««  bare  giren  way  to  60  miica  of  cement  and  asphalt  paving. 
The  dim  Kua  atr«><>t  liKhtu  have  been  r^plac«>d  with  electricity,  and  the 
former  brackiiib  water  xupply  has  b«>eD  sui'planted  by  a  water  depart- 
ment system  which  bas  few  equals. 

The  pric«-i€S8  treasures  of  old  Charleston,  such  as  charehea,  old  homes, 
historic  buildings,  forts,  and  other  lanlmarka.  always  attractions  to 
the  tuuritit.  hare  b«-en  carefully  prti  rred  as  a  proud  part  of  the 
CbariestoD  which  interests  and  charms  old  and  young,  risitor  and 
native. 

There  are  80  charches  in  Charle^iton,  and  they  range  in  age  from 
223  years  down.  St.  Michael's  Cbarch,  where  George  Washington  and 
the  Marquis  de  Lafayette  both  worshiped  on  their  several  visits  to 
the  city,  was  built  in  1732.  St.  Philip's  Church,  completed  in  1723, 
had  for  centuries  in  its  spire  a  light  which  served  to  warn  those  on 
abtpa  at  sea.  In  Its  iaferesting  old  graveyard  is  buried  Edward  Rut- 
ledge,  one  of  the  signers  ot  the  Declaration  of  In(k>pendence.  Also  In 
Charleston  Is  the  Huguenot  Church  (French  Protestant),  the  only 
one  of  Its  kind  in  the  United  States.  Its  architecture  and  its  history 
are  iaterearlng  and  distinctive.  St.  Andrew's  Church,  built  first  in  1694 
and  rebuilt  In  1706,  and  the  Gooae  Creek  Church,  built  in  1711,  are 
In  the  plaotatlou  area,  less  than  10  miles  from  the  city. 

Among  the  especially  iolerestlng  boildings  in  Charleston  is  the  Powder 
Ifagaxine,  boUt  In  170'i  aud  used  during  the  American  Bevolntlon  for 
the  storing  of  powder.  At  present  it  is  the  headquarters  of  the  South 
Carolina  Society  of  Colonial  IMmes.  Not  many  blocks  distant  is  the 
famoua  Fireproof  Buildlug,  constructed  in  1825  and  so  named  because  it 
was  the  first  sttempt  at  fireproof  construction  in  the  United  States. 
Robert  Mills,  who  later  designed  the  United  States  Capitol,  the  Treasury 
Baildlng.  and  the  Washington  Monument,  was  the  designer  of  the  Fire- 
pmof  Building  in  Charleston.  The  Charleston  City  Hall,  bailt  In  1801, 
la  not  only  a  cplendid  piece  of  architecture  but  it  Is  noted  for  Its  price- 
less collection  of  historic  relics,  marble  and  bronse  busts,  paintings, 
battle  flags  and  documents.  In  this  building  is  the  treasured  Trumbull 
portrait  of  Georg*  Washington,  which  In  1929  was  restored  by  Gaston 
Levi,  noted  French  artist,  on  order  on  J.  Plerpont  Morgan.  This  por- 
trait, which  shows  Ws8hini;ton  as  a  geaeml  ic  the  Continental  Army, 
U  considered  the  moat  perfect  likeness  ever  done. 

On  Bast  Bay.  at  the  foot  of  Broad  Street,  is  a  boliding  erected  In 
1771  which  waa  oaed  in  July,  1774,  by  the  Provincial  Congress  to  set 
up  the  first  independent  government  eNtablisbi-d  in  America.  In  1791 
George  Washington  was  an  honored  guest  at  a  magnificent  ball  held 
there. 

The  oldest  museum,  the  oldest  library,  the  oldest  municipal  college, 
and  the  oldest  chamber  of  commerce  In  America  are  located  in  Charles- 
ton. The  Charleston  Museum  Society  was  founded  in  1773,  the  Chsrles- 
ton  Library  Association  in  1748.  the  College  of  Charleston  in  1785,  and 
the  chamber  of  commerce  in   1773. 

Fort  Sumter,  at  which  was  fired  the  first  shot  of  the  War  between  the 
States  in  1861,  and  Fort  Moultrie,  from  which  in  1776  was  repulsed  the 
formidable  British  fleet  under  Sir  Peter  Parker,  are  two  more  historic 
apots  near  Charleston.  Fort  Sumter  is  located  on  an  artificial  island  in 
the  center  of  Charleston  Harbor  and  is  reached  by  boat  service  wtiich 
runs  on  regnlar  schedule  from  the  city  water  front.  The  grave  of 
Osceola,  the  famoas  Indian  chieftain,  is  at  Fort  Moultrie. 

Magnificent  homes  and  private  gardens,  must  of  them  more  than  a 
hundred  years  old,  are  located  along  the  Battery,  a  palmetto-lined  water- 
front boulevard  of  several  miles.  Among  tl>e  particularly  beautiful  old 
homes  elsewhere  In  the  city  are  the  Pringle  House  on  King  Street,  built 
In  1765  and  used  ss  the  British  headquarters  in  1780,  and  the  Brewton 
House  on  Church  Street,  built  for  the  culonial  governor  30  years  prior. 

On  the  very  shore  of  the  Atlantic  Charleston  possesses  an  ideal  cli- 
mate, with  an  average  mean  temperature  of  67°.  Summers  are  delight- 
fully tempersd  by  cool  breeses,  and  the  Gulf  Stream  currents  and  rays 
of  the  southern  sun  keep  things  mild  and  pleatutnt  in  the  winter.  Snow 
Is  seldom  seen  and  Ice  Is  rare.  The  city,  with  a  iwpulation  of  81,000, 
Is  th«  county  seat  of  Charleston  County,  which  has  a  population  of 
121.000.  Charleatoo  is  located  oo  a  peninsula  between  the  mouths  of 
the  Ashley  and  Cooper  Rivers.  Where  the  two  rivers  Join  and  broaden 
out  la  formed  a  beautiful  bay  and  spacious  harbor,  aud  in  this  hartwr 
every  spring  and  fall  the  United  States  Navy,  scouting  fleet,  destroyer 
squadrona  are  baaed.  Up  the  Cooper  River,  a  few  miles  from  the  city, 
the  Ctaarle«ton  Navy  Yard  Is  an  important  link  in  the  national  coast- 
defense  prognm. 

In  the  spring  of  each  .vear  Charleston  is  visited  by  thousands,  who 
come  for  the  sole  purpose  of  seeing  in  full  bloom  the  two  Internationally 
famoas.  historic,  and  beautiful  gardens,  the  Magnolia  Gardens  and 
MidOeton  Place  Gardena.  With  azalea  blooms  at  their  height  from 
mid-March  through  April  the  two  ganiens  present  wliat  is  without  ques- 
tion the  moat  beautiful  floral  display  to  be  8t<en  anywhere  in  the  world. 
Weil  over  400.000  flowering  plants  and  shrubs  cover  plots  which  total 
la  the  two  gardena  100  acres.  The  estates  themselves  have  thousands 
of  aerea,  wboae  wonderful  vistas,  beautiful  lawna.  ){tat^ly  terraces,  and 
magnlflcent  moss-drap«>d  tr<;vs  and  foliage  form  a  picturesque  back- 
S^oand  for  the  masses  of  natural  coloring. 
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The  Middleton  Place  Gardens  were  completed  In  1750,  and  the  Mag- 
nolia Gardens  but  slightly  later.  Both  have  continued  in  the  same 
fi  miliea  since  the  original  grant.s  to  the  land  were  given,  and  in  the 
qiiet  beauty  of  the  Middleton  Place  Gardens  is  buried  Arthur  Middle- 
t(in,  a  signer  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence  and  one  of  the  first 

0  vners  of  the  estate.  At  Middleton  Place  Gardena  from  early  Febru- 
a  -y  through  the  middle  of  March  the  camellia  japonica  arc  In  their 
g'eatest  glory.  Some  of  the  japonica  bushes  at  Middleton  Place  aro 
nore  than  125  years  old,  and  in  sise  could  be  clashed  almost  as  trees 
riither  than  bushes.  Then  comes  nialea  time  in  Cbfliieston.  The 
a:ialeas  at  both  Middleton  Place  Gardens  and  Magnolia  Gardens  in  late 
k  arch  and  early  .\pril  have  become  famed  over  the  world. 

In  addition  t^hree  national  highways,  the  Atlantic  Coastal  Highway. 
the  Dixie  Highway,  and  the  Appalachian  Way,  which  lead  t»  Charleston, 
the  city  is  readily  accessible  by  air  and  water,  for  It  is  dirrctly  on  the 
inland  waterway  route  from  Quebec  to  Florida  and  has  splendid  aviation 
fi  cilities.  The  new  800-acre  municipal  field,  known  ua  the  Charleston 
Airport,  is  less  than  10  miles  from  the  heart  of  the  city,  and  there  is 
a  !»)  available  a  landing  field  at  the  Charleston  Navy  Yard  and  one  at 
Kiverland  Terrace.  Air  tourists  and  commercial  air  travelers  will  ex- 
p^rience  no  difiScuity  In  finding  the  fields  of  Charleston,  for  direction 
K  gus  on  buildings  in  and  near  the  city  are  frequent  and  the  fields  them- 
B(lres  are  well  marked. 

Golf  is  an  all-year  pastime  in  Charleston  and  is  a  favorite  sport.  The 
eturses  of  the  Charleston  Country  Club  are  available  to  visitors.  Joe 
Hirkwood,  the  famous  golfer,  says  of  this  coune  that  "it  is  the  third 
t  'at  in  America."  The  new  18-hole  municipal  course  is  likewise  avall- 
a  >le  and  In  splendid  condition.  Guests  of  the  city  may  also  play  upon 
invitation  on  the  excellent  links  of  the  Yeumans  Hall  (Proprietors' 
C  lub)   near  the  city. 

Each  season  finds  sportsmen  in  their  element,  for  game  Is  plentiful 
111  the  vicinity  of  Charleston,  deer,  wild  turkey,  quail,  duck,  dove,  rice 
b  rds,  and  marsh  hen  being  abundant.  Fishermen  find  trout,  whiting, 
btss.  drum,  red  snappers,  black  fish.  she<pbead,  croakers,  and  other 
Milt  and  fresh  water  fish  arc  not  lacking.  Surf  fisliiug  and  deep-sea 
fluhing  are  popnlar  summer  and  winter  pastimes. 

Three  beautiful  and  splendid  beach  resorts  are  within  a  few  miles  of 
t  le  city,  and  here  every  year,  particularly  In  tlip  summer,  thousands 
fiom  over  the  Nation  revel  in  surf  bathing,  sun  baths,  and  driving  upon 
t  le  smooth  surfaces  of  the  beaches.  Folly  Beach  is  accessible  by  auto- 
n  obile  over  a  hard-surfaced  road  or  by  boat.     SuUivans  Island  and  the 

1  (le  of  Palms  are  reached  over  the  new  10,000.000  .'l-mlle-long  Cooper 
E  Iver  Bridge  or  by  ferry  service  across  the  river.  These  two  beaches 
ape  but  4  and  8  miles,  respectively,  from  the  city.  On  Sullivans  Island 
t  >e  United  States  Army  post  at  Fort  Moultrie  Is  utilised  an  a  training 
c'nter  for  the  Reserve  Ofllcers'  Training  Corps,  the  citixens'  military 
t 'aining  camps,  the  National  Guard,  and  the  reserve  oflicers'  encamp- 
nents. 

Natural  advantages,  augmented  by  extensive  water-front  facilities, 
hive  made  Charleston  a  busy  shipping,  industrial,  and  commercial  cen- 
t((r.  which  a  few  yearh  ago  was  officially  designated  by  the  South  Caro- 
lina General  Assembly  as  the  State  port  of  South  Carolina.  It  is  inci- 
dentally the  headquarters  for  the  sixth  naval  district  and  the  sixth 
lighthouse  district,  and  is  also  the  location  of  a  section  iMise  of  the 
Coast  Guard  Service. 

There  are  157  manufacturing  plants  In  or  near  Charleston  and  among 
t  lem  are  oil  refineries,  fertiliser  plants,  textile  and  lumber  mills.  New 
industries  are  welcomed  and  encouraged  and  are  tux  exempt  for  three 
y>ars.  Three  trunk-line  railroads,  the  Atlantic  Coast  Line,  Southern 
Hallway,  and  the  Seaboard  Air  Line  Railroad  serve  Charleston.  Two 
pissenger  and  freight  steamship  comixinii-s  operate  splendid  ships  on 
ri'gular  schedules  from  New  York  to  Boston,  Charleston,  Jacksonville 
a  id  from  Baltimore  to  Charleston  and  Florida  points.  The  United 
S:ates  StUpplng  Board  vesS'-ls,  privately  owned  vessels,  and  many  ships 
n  ider  foreign  flags  also  operate  out  of  or  touch  at  Charleston  on  coast- 
ulse  or  foreign  trade. 

Charleston  is  the  center  of  one  of  the  richest  agricultural  aectlona  In 
the  country,  the  average  crop-growing  period  being  280  days  per  year 
with  freedom  from  extreme  heat  or  severe  cold.  South  Carolina  grown 
v^etables  ore  rich  In  iodine  and  It  has  been  recently  discovered  that 
fiults  and  vegetables  grown  In  the  coastal  plains  sround  Charleston 
contain  sufficient  iodine  to  prevent  goiter.  The  State  of  South  Carolina 
p-oduces  20  money  crops  and  those  grown  primarily  In  the  Charleston 
ava  include  truck,  corn,  cotton,  fruit,  fomce.  and  mjiny  others.  Dairy- 
ii  g,  livestock,  and  poultry  raising  are  also  likewise  profitably  conducted 
li    this  section. 

Undoubtedly  one  of  Charleston's  greatest  assets  Is  Its  educatlonol 
ftcUities.  From  an  educational  standpoint  Charleston  is  unique.  It 
is  one  of  the  few  cities  In  the  United  States  where  a  child  can  obtain 
a  complete  public-school  education  from  kindergarten  through  college 
without  coet  except  for  a  few  of  the  textbooks.  In  Charleston  are  the 
8)uth  Carolina  Medical  College,  the  College  of  CharU-ston.  the  Citadel. 
\  llltsry  College  of  South  Carolina.  Murray  Vocational  School,  Porter 
VUitary  Academy  for  boys,  and  Ashley  Hall,  school  for  girls.  Also 
tliere  arc  several  parochial  Institutions  and  more  than  a  score  splendid 
school  buildings  of  the  pubUc-school  system. 
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f  •  RLViBlUH  or  THC 

The  Senate,  as  In  Ckwnmittee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
elderatlon  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenae.  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  fM'eign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
.tries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labw,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  desire 
to  call  up  the  next  amendment,  which  was  passed  orer? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  on  jesterday  afternoon  para- 
graph 207  and  paragrraph  208,  on  page  38,  were  passed  over. 
The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmows]  is  compelled 
to  be  absent  frMn  the  Chamber  for  some  time,  and  he  has  asked 
that  those  two  paragraphs  go  over^  as  he  desires  to  be  present 
when  they  shall  be  considered.  The  next  paragraph  passed  over 
is  paragraph  211,  page  40. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  para- 
graph passed  over. 

The  Chut  Cldik.  The  next  paragraph  passed  over  is  para- 
graph 211,  i)age  40,  earthenware  and  crockery  ware. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  frtmi  Utah 
explain  why  the  amendment  in  that  paragraph  has  been  pro- 
posed? 

Mr,  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the  amendment  pro- 
posed in  that  paragraph  by  the  Committee  on  Finance? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chikt  Clisk.  In  paragraph  211.  page  40,  line  15,  the 
Committee  on  Finance  proposes  to  strike  out  "  10  cents  per 
dozen  pieces  and,"  so  as  to  read: 

Par.  211.  Earthenware  and  crockery  ware  composed  of  a  aonvitrMled 
absorbent  body,  ineludlos  white  granite  and  Mmiporcdain  earthenware, 
•nd  cream-colored  ware,  tern  cottn,  and  stoneware.  Including  clock  caaes 
with  or  without  movements,  pill  tiles,  plaques,  ornaments,  charan, 
vaaes,  stataee,  sUtuettes,  mugs,  enpa,  iteins,  lamps,  and  all  other 
articles  composed  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  snch  ware ;  plain  white, 
plain  yellow,  plain  brown,  plain  red,  or  plain  black,  not  paintad.  colored, 
tinted,  stained,  eoametod,  gilded,  printed,  ornamented,  or  decorated  in 
any  manner,  and  manufactures  In  chief  value  of  rach  ware,  not  specially 
provided  for,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  thotight  paragraphs  211  and 
212  went  over  until  Monday? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No ;  not  paragraph  211,  as  I  understood. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copb- 
xj^nd]  is  interested  in  paragraphs  211  and  212,  and  I  understood 
both  of  them  went  over  until  Monday. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  New  York  did  not  ask  that 
paragraph  211  should  be  pas.sed  over,  but  he  asked  to  have  para- 
graphs 206a,  212,  216,  and  218  go  over. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Paragraphs  211  and  212  are  very  closely 
related. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  recognlie  that  fact,  and  that  they  ought  to  be 
considered  together. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  proceeded  last  night  on  the  theory  that 
both  of  tha«!e  paragraphs  were  going  over  until  Monday,  and 
therefore  I  did  not  bring  my  data  relative  to  them  with  me  this 
morning. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  paragraphs  will  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  paragraph  213,  relative  to 
graphite,  went  over  last  evening.  I  suppose  that  is  the  para- 
graph that  sbould  be  taken  up  at  the  present  time. 

VISIT  OF  ALBEST  B.   FALL  TO   PRESIDENT   WILSON 

Mr.  CUTTING.  Mr.  President,  on  Monday,  October  14,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  HnuN],  in  discussing  a 
visit  made  by  former  Senator  Fall  to  the  White  House  during 
the  illness  of  President  Wilson,  read  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
the  following  quotation  from  the  Washington  Evening  Star  of 
October  10: 

When  Senator  Fall  approached  the  sick  President's  bed  he  pulled 
the  covers  from  Mr.  Walloon  so  as  to  see  for  himself  the  condition  of 
the  President.  Doctor  Buflln,  who  was  present  on  the  occasion.  It  was 
stated,  protested  against  the  act 

The  Senator  from  Alabama,  naturally  assuming  the  accuracy 
of  the  newspaper  article,  commented  on  the  incident  In  a  way 
which  would  have  been  entirely  Justified  if  the  facts  as  stated 
by  the  Star  had  been  correct. 

The  facts  so  far  as  1  have  been  able  to  ascertain  them  are 
as  follows : 

On  December  4,  1919,  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations appointed  a  subcommittee  of  two  members  to  interview 
President  Wilson  on  an  urgent  question  concerning  our  relations 
with  the  Republic  of  Mexico.  I  refer  to  the  Senate  document 
on  the  investigation  of  Mexican  affairs,  issued  in  1920,  volume 
1,  page  843  C.  On  the  following  day  the  committee,  consisting 
of  former  Senator  Hitchcock,  of  Nebraska,  and  former  Senator 
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Fall,  of  New  Mezloe,  baring  made  an  appointment,  pcoeeede* 
to  the  White  House  and  waited  upon  the  President.    The  only 
other  persons  In  the  room  were  Mrs.  Wilson  and  Admiral  Gray- 
son, personal  physician  to  Presldoit  WUaon. 
After  the  interview  the  following  statement  was  giren  ont  bf 

the  Associated  Press:  . 

DacsiUaB  ft.  1B19. 

Senator  Pall  gave  a  detailed  account  of  the  White  Bona*  rlalt.  Q« 
■aM  Doctor  OrayaoB  received  them  and  took  them  up  to  the  Prtatdenfa 
bedroom,  wbei«  Mrs.  WUmb  shook  hands  with  c«eh  Senator. 

"  Then  the  Prtaldent  shook  bands  with  each  of  as,"  Senator  Fall  soa- 
tinned.  "  He  was  lying  1°  hed  fiat  on  his  back.  His  shoulders  were 
propped  up  slightly.  Hia  bed  was  in  a  shaded  portion  of  the  room.  He 
greeted  us  pleasantly,  and  whUe  his  articulation  seemed  somewhat  thick 
during  the  entire  conference  I  could  understand  perfectly  every  word 
he  said. 

"  I  think  he  was  covered  op  to  his  chin,  with  his  right  arm  out.  I 
sat  a  little  to  one  side  and  slightly  below  him,  near  a  table,  and  he  fre- 
quently turned  his  bead  to  talk  to  me.  He  also  reached  over  to  the 
table  several  times  to  aecure  papers  on  It." 

Asked  regarding  the  President's  physical  appearance.  Senator  Fall 
said  he  was  "  not  an  expert,"  but  would  not  Judge  that  the  Bxecutive 
had  lost  any  weight.  He  continued  that  Senator  Hitchock  opened  the 
discuaalon  ty  aUting  that  ha  personally  had  nothing  to  prevent,  hui 
accompanied  Senator  Fall,  who  desired  to  submit  some  information. 

"  I  told  the  President  that  I  didn't  eare  to  fatigue  him,"  aaid  Mn 
Fall.  "  I  sketched  as  rapidly  as  possible  the  work  done  by  our  subooa» 
mittee  and  told  him  hastily  why  I  thought  this  QoTennsent  ahoold 
break  off  relations  with  Mexico. 

"  I  asked  him  if  he  had  a  copy  of  my  resolution,  and  he  reached  over 
on  the  table  and  picked  up  a  copy.  The  President  asked  me  if  I  would 
give  him  a  memorandum  in  writing  covering  my  statement,  and  I  agreed 
to  send  it  at  once.  He  asked  me  many  questions  and  displayed  a  gen- 
eral knowledge  of  conditions,  recent  as  well  as  past.  He  indicated  per- 
fect comprehension  of  points  I  was  making. 

"  I  told  him  that  I  desired  to  assure  blm  of  my  desire  to  cooperate 
with  him  in  Mexican  matters  so  far  as  1  could  consclentioutly.  He 
picked  op  the  copy  of  my  resolution  and  asked : 

" '  I  suppose  you  want  me  to  give  you  some  opinion  on  this? ' 

"  I  said  that  waa  the  purpose,  and  he  then  asked  if  I  would  supply 
him  with  the  written  memorandum.  He  said  be  was  much  intereited 
and  would  give  it  bis  careful  attention.  He  didn't  say  when  or  bow  hs 
would  communicate  with  us. 

"  The  President  seemed  generally  familiar  with  Mexlean  affairs  and 
said  he  didn't  know  the  details." 

Mr.  Wilson,  according  to  Senator  Fall,  had  an  idea  that  the  •nheom- 
mlttee'a  report  was  tn  readiness,  and  Mr.  Fall  explained  that  the  in- 
quiry probably  would  not  be  completed  for  aeveral  months  sad  that  a 
report  was  Improbable  before  next  June. 

Asked  directly  if  he  was  satisfied  with  the  President's  condition  aad 
his  ability  to  handle  the  Mexican  situation.  Senator  Fall  countered : 

"  Do  you  mean  his  mental  condition?" 

"  Yea." 

••  Yes,  •Ir,"  be  replied.     "  Entirely  aa" 

"  Be  appeared  to  be  a  aick  man,"  said  Senator  Fall  afterwards,  "  bat 
mentally  alert  and  perfectly  able  to  cope  with  any  question  with  which 
he  might  have  to  deal.  He  appeared  to  me  certainly  In  at  good  mental 
condition  as  any  man  could  be  after  being  ill  for  9  or  10  weeks." 

Mrs.  Wilson  remained  in  the  room  throughout  the  conference. 

Senator  Hitchcock,  who  told  the  same  story  of  the  conference,  said 
the  President  tiad  seemed  In  a  very  cheerful  mood  and  decidedly  on  the 
mend. 

After  the  conference  Doctor  Orayoon  said  the  visit  apparently  had 
done  the  President  good  and  that  he  seemed  to  have  enjoyed  it. 

That  is  the  Associated  Press  article  published  on  December  6, 
1919.  I  call  particular  attention  to  the  last  sentence  of  the 
statement. 

Dr.  Sterling  Ruflln,  In  a  letter  dated  October  28,  1929,  states 
that  he  was  not  at  the  White  House  on  the  occasion  of  the  visit 
of  the  subcommittee. 

Admiral  Grayson  has  Informed  me  that  he  was  In  the  room 
during  the  entire  visit,  and  that  no  snch  incident  occurred  as 
the  one  referred  to  by  the  Washington  Star. 

In  order  to  obtain  further  confirmation  I  wired  to  former 
Senator  Hitchcock,  at  Omaha,  asking  for  his  recollection  of  the 
Incident,  and  rec^ved  the  following  reply : 

[Telegram] 

Kaw  Toaa,  N.  Y^  S»vmmber  1,  xm. 

Hon.  BsoKSOR  Cuttiko, 

United  BtaUa  Senator: 
Your  message  to  me  at  Omaha  has  be«i  forwarded  to  me  at  Plaia 
Hotel,  New  York.  You  are  authorised  to  say  that  Admiral  Graynon 
is  right.  Statement  that  Fall  pulled  bedclothes  from  President  WUaon 
absolutely  falae.  On  the  contrary  FaU.  who  supposed  PresAdnt  WIlK^n's 
right  arm   waa  paralysed   waa   amsaed   when   PrealdeBt   held   up  his 
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i^t  am  aad  sbeok  Itutor'i  hand.  FkU  wu  fartbar  obrieaaly 
giftUtd  whea  WUa»a  BOtlooed  Senator  to  a  scat  by  tbe  bed  and 
oarrlad  on  a  briniaat  dUlocoa  with  hla  paaetoated  by  Jokeo  aad  itorlce. 
Tte  eubicct  wa«  Mexicaa  ritnattoa.  FaU  had  sappoeed  Wtlaoa  aenUUr 
aa  irell  u  pbyatealiy  taoompetent  and  bad  ao  lawMted  la  conunlttee. 
H«  came  away  from  White  House  completely  dlaaroicd.  Hla  coadoct 
vhtlo  them  waa  eiMaplary.  My  ImpreealMi  U  tbdt  the  Calie  itatement 
laeently  drcnlnted  probably  crew  oat  of  aa  atteranee  WTcral  y«an  a«o 
la  which  aomo  oae  epeaklaf  flgaratlTely  referrad  to  Van  aa  tha  Baaator 
who  had  polled  the  corcn  off  of  a  alck  Prealdent  to  learn  how  alck 
ka  waa.     I  am  glad  yoa  bava  takaa  gtapo  to  correct  hiatary. 

OtLaaa*  M.  HrrcHCOcx.      | 

Mr.  PrctldeBt,  I  bellere  tbat  do  one  familiar  with  tbe  recent 
hlatorj  of  Ifew  Mexico  will  consider  me  as  a  partisan  of  Albert 
B.  FhlL  I  hare  been  his  political  antagonist  for  nearly  20 
yMni. 

I  make  this  sUtement  at  the  request  of  nomerons  constlttMnts, 
l0  the  Interest  of  tiecuncf,  and  In  the  belief  tbat  this  maasnre 
of  jostles  Is  dtis  to  a  dtlaen  of  New  Mexico  who  for  flaanr  yaan 
cecvplcd  a  prontoeBt  placa  In  this  body. 

wmnmtm  or  tm«  TAaiir 

Tha  Mamii*,  is  la  Ooamltta*  of  tha  Whola«  resomad  tha  eon- 
Maradoo  of  tha  bttt  ( H.  E,  9607)  to  pror14a  laraosa,  to  raffvlata 
aoouMfva  with  faralffa  aooatrlas,  to  anMoraia  th»  todostHas  of 
tktt  Unltad  ftatas,  to  protact  American  labor,  and  for  other 

sa.      

FBBSIXnBNT  pro  tanqmna.    Tha  darli  will  state  the  next 


Tha  Lmuurrm  Cube.  Ib  paragraph  21S,  on  paga  42,  line  7, 
hefora  tha  worrta  "  ad  ralorem."  It  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  "  10 
par  aaot  **  aad  lasart  '^  S  per  cent."  so  as  to  read : 

Oraphlta  ar  flambaco.  cmda  or  refined :  Aau>rpboaa,  S  par  oeat  ad 
valorem. 

Mr.  8MOOT  and  Mr.  BLACK  addressed  tbe  Chair. 
^Tha  PBB8IDBNT  pro  tempore.    Tbe  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  a  brief  sUte- 
ment aa  to  the  action  taken  bj  the  commlttea.  I  will  say  to  tbe 
Beaator  from  Alabama  that  I  shall  make  it  very  brief. 

Tha  dnty  on  aaMrphoua  graphite  in  the  act  of  lft22  was  10 
par  cent.  The  rate  in  the  House  bill  Is  10  per  cent  The  Senate 
committee  reduced  tbe  10  per  cent  to  6  per  cent 

On  the  lamp»  chip^  and  dustrthe  rate  in  the  present  law  is  20 
per  cent  The  House  increased  it  to  25  per  cent  The  Senate 
eoauBittee  reduced  it  to  the  rate  provided  in  the  present  law. 

In  the  caae  of  lakca,  tbe  rate  in  the  present  law  Is  1%  cents 
per  pound.  Tha  House  reduced  it  to  1%  cents  per  pound.  The 
Senate  committee  adopted  the  House  prorision  of  1%  CMits  per 
pound. 

The  rcanlt  of  these  changee  Is  a  reduction  in  the  rate  on 
amorphous  graphite  from  10  per  cent  in  the  act  of  1922  and  in 
tbe  House  bill  to  5  per  cent,  and  a  reductioD  on  lumpv  chip,  or 
dust  from  25  per  cent  in  the  House  bill  to  20  per  cent,  thus 
restoring  the  rate  of  the  act  of  1022.  Tbe  House  reduced  the 
rate  on  flake  graphite,  which  reduction  was  agreed  to  by  the 
Finance  Committee. 

The  net  reaolt  of  tbe  rarious  changes  la  to  reduce  the  rates 
on  tbe  grades  which  are  principally  mined  in  the  United  States. 
aad  to  leare  untouched  the  rate  on  crystalline  lump,  chipv  and 
dost  whidi  is  a  leas  important  product  in  tills  country. 

The  reductioD  in  tbe  rate  on  amorphous  graphite  may  farther 
depress  already  declining  industries  which  have  suffered  by  com- 
petition from  artificial  grades.  The  Houae  bill  rates  on  lump, 
chip,  and  dust  and  on  tbe  flakes  were  designed  to  eqaaliae  the 
opportunity  of  these  competing  grades  with  each  other  without 
changing  their  total  cx>mpetitlTe  relation  to  domestic  grades 

Mr.  l^resldent,  we  produce  principally  the  flake  graphite.  The 
crystal,  and  I  ml^t  say  the  high-priced  crystal,  is  the  prodnct 
Oiat  is  imported  into  the  United  States.  I  think  the  great  bulk 
of  Importations  come  from  Madagascar. 

I  do  not  know  that  anything  more  can  he  said  in  relation  to 
the  proposed  change,  imless  there  is  some  special  question  which 
arises  in  regard  to  it 
^    Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President 

Tbe  PBSSIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  MoKBLLAR.  What  proportion  of  the  amount  consumed 
in  the  United  SUtes  is  brought  in,  and  what  proportion  is  of 
donaestlc  production? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  \  wUl  gire  the  Senator  the  exact  flguras.  I 
soppoae  the  Senator  refurs  to  the  amorphous  graphite;  doaa  he 
not? 

Mr.  McKSLLAB.    Xaa. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  The  quantity  of  amori^ons  graphite  produced 
in  this  country  is  2^KM  tuna,  and  the  valoe  is  $43,320.  In  the 
case  of  the  Imported  amorplious  graphite  the  quantity  is  7.000 
tons,  and  the  value  is  $107,830.    Those  figures  are  for  1928. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Do  we  export  any  graphite? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  None  to  speak  of;  just  a  small  quantity.  Wft 
export  about  700  tons. 

Mr.  MoKELLAR.  We  export  700  tons ;  and  how  much  do  wa 
produce? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  are  talking  now  of  the  amorphous  grade. 
The  amount  iM'odnced  here  is  2,904  tons. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  We  produce  nearly  3,000  tons,  and  we  ex- 
port nearly  7,000  tons? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Seven  hundred  tons. 

Mr.  McKEI>LAB.    Se^eu  hundred  tons? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

In  the  cane  of  the  crystal— If  I  may  answer  as  to  that  at  tha 
aama  time,  because  thay  ought  to  go  into  the  Booobd  together— 
tha  production  of  tha  cirstal  Is  2,617  tons,  rained  at  |2S3,778, 
Tha  Imports  are  10,031  tons.    The  value  is  9608XIS3. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  Presiilent.  X  dasira  to  oOa  at  this  tlsia,  aa 
a  avbstltota  for  paragraph  213 

Mr,  rtmn.    Mr,  Prasldeot.  a  parliamentary  iaqnlrj. 

Tra  PBE«IDE^^r  pro  timpore.    The  Menator  will  state  U. 

Mr,  n»n.  Tba  Senator  from  AUlMiiia  offered  a  solwtltota 
last  ertfnlitg.  I  thought  It  was  out  of  order  at  this  stage,  and  I 
raise  tba  question  wtatbar  tb<>  subMtitote  can  ba  offered  at  tbla 
stage. 

Mr,  BLACK.  I  offer  this  solMtitute;  and  if  thera  Is  an  ob- 
jaetion 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Cliair  did  not  understand 
the   parliamentary   inquiry   propounded   by   the   Senator   from< 
Ohio. 

Mr,  FR8S.  I  do  not  think  the  substitute  is  in  order  at  thla 
time.     My  question  was  whether  it  is  in  order. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It  is  not  in  order  if  it  Is  a 
substitule  f<^  the  entire  paragraph ;  but  it  is  in  order  for  tha 
Senator  from  Alabama  to  offer  an  am«idment  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  FESS.    It  is  a  substitute  for  the  entire  paragraph. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  Is  as  I  understand. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Then,  the  Chair  holds  that 
that  is  no^in  order. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  let  me  ask  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  n  question.  As  I  understand,  the  Senator  desires  an 
increase  in  the  rate  on  crystalline  flake  graphite  from  one  and 
a  quarter  cents  to  2  cents  a  pound.  Is  that  tbe  object  of  the 
Senator? 

Mr.  BLACK.     My  object  is  to  do  away  with  an  artificial  dis-  j 
tinction  which  the  committee  has  perpetuated,   first,  between  ' 
crystalline  flake  and  other  grades  of  cry.stalllrie  grai^ite,  and  to 
include  under  the  same  duty  all  grades  of  crystalline  grapliite. 
That  is  my  first  object. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  rate  of  one  and  a  quarter  cents  per 
pound  on  crystalline  flake  were  increased,  as  I  understand  the 
Senator's  amendment,  to  2  cents 

Mr.  BLACK.     My  amendment  provides  for  3  cents. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  does  not  want  a  rate  of  3  cents ; 
does  he? 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  think  I  can  very  easily  show  that  2  cents 
would  be  Inadequate  when  85  per  cent  of  it  was  Imported  last 
year. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  would  have  a  pretty  hard 
time  to  show  that  any  more  than  2  cents  is  necessary.  What 
I  was  going  to  say  to  the  Senator  was  this — — 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Alabama 
has  the  floor.    To  whom  does  he  yield? 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  for  another 
suggestion. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  we  pot  in  crystalline  flake  at  2  cents  a 
pound  instead  of  1%  cents  a  pound,  in  line  9,  I  suppose  that 
would  fairly  well  Uke  care  of  what  the  Senator  desires ;  would 
it  not? 

Mr.  BLACK.  It  would  not  begin  to  take  care  of  it  Mr. 
President,  unless  the  discrimination  between  crystalline  flake 
and  other  gn^des  of  crystalline  graphite  is  abandoned. 

The  Senator  made  a  statement  a  few  moments  ago  based  on 
information  which,  according  to  my  knowledge,  is  inaccurate 
when  he  stated  that  chip,  lump,  and  dust  are  comparatively 
insignificant.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  value  of  the  import^ 
<rf  chip,  iimip,  and  dMt  last  year  was  approximately  $550,000, 
as  against  $475,000  of  crystalline  flake. 

If  I  may  state  the  situation  to  the  Senator  so  that  I  can  get 
the  issue  clear,  it  is  as  follows : 


All  grades  of  crystalline  graiAlte  are  competitive  with  each 
other.  They  are  used  jHracticaUy  for  the  same  purpose. 
Whether  they  come  in  as  crystalline  flake,  crystalline  lump, 
chipe,  or  dust,  they  are  identical  in  their  methods  of  competi- 
tion with  each  other.  They  are  used  for  the  same  purposes, 
according  to  the  reports  of  the  bureau,  the  Department  of  Com- 
merce, and  the  Tariff  Commission.  Therefore,  when  we  put  an 
ad  valorem  rate  on  one  kind  of  crystalline  graphite  and  a 
specific  rate  on  another  kind  of  crystalline  grai^ite,  we  have 
drawn  a  distinction  which  is  exactly  the  same  as  if  we  were 
to  charge  a  specific  duty  for  green  wool  yarn  and  an  ad  valorem 
duty  for  red  wool  yarn.  In  other  words,  I  am  seeking  to  stib- 
ject  all  kinds  or  designations  of  crystalline  graphite  to  the  same 
duty. 

Canada  shipped  In  last  year  a  large  proportion  of  graphite 
which  the  Treasury  Department  called  amorphous,  but  which  the 
Canada  bureau  of  mines  says  is  cr>-stalllne.  Ceylon  ships  in 
graphite  under  tlia  designation  of  lump,  chlr.  and  dust,  when 
as  a  matter  of  fa/t  all  thoaa  engaged  In  the  trade  and  the 
Bureau  of  Mines  recognize  It  to  tut  crystalline  graphite,  Tbe 
result  is  that  it  gives  to  those  gradas  of  crystalline  graphite 
an  unfair  opportunity  to  competa  with  other  kinds  of  crystal' 
Mno  grapblta. 

Mr,  HIUHYT.  Mr,  President,  (aka  tlia  unit  viilua  of  crysUllina 
flake:  In  1022  it  was  2M  cants  a  p'mml,  Import  prloa.  If  I 
accepted  a  duty  of  2  cetits,  tliat  would  Ij*  100  per  cant  ad 
Talorsn  on  tbat  item,  based  on  ttie  value  of  1922. 

Now  take  tba  flake:  In  1D28  tha  value  was  4.42  cents  a  pooad. 

Mr.  BLACK.    Which  la  thla  that  tha  Senator  refers  to? 

Mr.  SMOOT,  I  am  apaaking  now  of  the  flake.  In  tha  cose  of 
tba  lump,  chip,  or  dust  the  value  was  3.00  cents  on  all  Importa- 
tions In  1028. 

I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  have  an  ad  valorem  doty  of 
nearly  100  per  cent  I  want  to  be  perfectly  fair  with  tha 
Senator.  I  know  that  this  product  is  produced  in  his  State. 
I  am  Just  as  much  interested  in  protecting  the  products  of 
Alabama  as  I  am  in  protecting  the  products  of  any  other  State 
In  this  Union.  I  want  this  industry  In  Alabama  to  live,  but  I 
do  not  want  to  have  an  unreasonable  rate  here  that  could  not 
be  Justified,  I  think,  by  any  means  of  measurement  that  we 
have  ever  employed  in  this  schedule. 

Mr.  BLACK.  May  I  state  to  the  Senator  that  I  do  not  care 
to  go  now,  because  it  would  take  some  few  minutes,  into  the 
merits  of  some  of  the  pn^ositious  that  the  Senator  has 
read.  Graphite  is  produced  in  my  State.  The  best  graphite 
deposits  In  the  United  States  are  in  the  county  in  which  I  was 
born.  In  which  I  lived  up  until  the  time  I  commenced  the  prac- 
tice of  law  in  Birmingham,  Ala.  There  were  more  than  20 
mines  in  operation  at  the  close  of  the  war.  To-day,  only  one  is 
producing  In  any  appreciable  quantity.  It  is  due  largely  to 
the  discrimination  which  appears  in  this  bill  between  lump, 
chip,  flake,  and  crystalline  flake. 

I  am  perfectly  willing.  If  the  Senator  will  agree  to  It — I  will 
state  this  pro{M)sal  to  the  Senator,  and  I  think  I  can  show  him 
why  it  should  be  done. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  we  can  not  consider  the  ques- 
tion now,  under  the  rules. 

Mr.  BLACK.  We  can  consider  an  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh,  that  is  an  entirely  different  proposition, 

Mr.  BLACK.    I  propose  this  amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  ask  the  Chair  to  rule  upcm  the  amend- 
ment.   It  is  a  substitute. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  should  be 
stated  in  order  that  the  Chair  may  rule  upon  it. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I-  have  not  offered  it  yet  I  will  offer  it  now, 
because  clearly  I  can  offer  It  under  the  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment. 

The  committee  have  amended  the  rate  in  paragraph  213.  They 
have  amended  the  rate  on  amori^ous  grai^ite  by  reducing  it 
from  10  to  5  per  cent.  They  have  amended  the  rate  on  crystal- 
line lump,  chip,  or  dust  by  reducing  it  to  20  per  cent. 

If  the  Senator  will  accept  an  amendment — and  I  base  this  on 
the  idea  that  it  will  be  within  the  parliamentary  procedure  at 
this  time — simply  to  change  the  words,  and  say  "  amorphous  " — 
which,  by  the  way,  is  not  produced  in  Alabama  at  all — "  10  per 
cent;  crystalline,  2  cents  per  pound,"  as  suggested,  we  can  end 
the  argument  now,  although,  in  my  Judgment  2  cents  is  not  an 
adequate  protection. 

Mr.  ELARRISON.    The  Senator  means  crystalline  lump? 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  mean  simply  to  designate  It  as  "  crystalline." 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  wants  to  eliminate  the  crystal- 
line flake  and  the  crystalline  lump,  chip,  or  dust,  and  make  the 
crystalline  2  cents  a  poimd? 


Mr.  BLACK.  That  is  correct ;  crystalline  graphite.  2  centa  a 
pound. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  the  Senator  wants  to  strike  out  "  crystal- 
line lump,"  and  make  the  crystalline  lumpv  ^Ip,  or  dust.  2  cents 
a  pound. 

Mr.  BLACK.  No ;  I  want  to  make  crystalline  graphite  2  cents 
per  pound. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Has  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama now  offered  his  amendment? 
Mr.  BLACK.    I  have  offered  it 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  hold  that  the 
proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  to  disagree  to  the  commit- 
tee am^idment  on  line  7  may  be  entertained,  also  that  the  pro- 
posal to  disagree  to  the  amendment  on  line  8  may  be  entertained, 
but  that  the  proposal  to  change  the  figures  "  1%  "  in  line  0,  may 
not  be  entertained  except  by  unanimous  cunacnt 

Mr.  BLACK.    I  have  not  yet  made  any  proposal  with  refer- 
ence to  that  line,  and  1  can  not  do  so  until  a  later  data. 
Mr.  8MOOT.    1  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  qoeation. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tcmp»»re,    Tbe  Chair  underatood  tha 
Senator  from  Alabtinia  to  propose  2  centa  a  pooml  on  crystallina 
graphita. 

Mr,  BLACK.  Taa;  hot  not  on  crrstalline  flaka,  I  do  «iot 
dcwlgitata  it  aa  crjraUlliae  flaka,  I  dasignaia  it  aa  crystallioa 
graphite, 

Mr,  SMOOT.  Lat  m«  ask  tba  Senator  a  qoaatian  ta  And  out 
whether  I  ondarstaud  hlM  amendment.  To  reach  what  tlia  Sena- 
tor deairaa,  h«  would  strike  out  Una  8  and  Una  0.  down  to  tha 
word  "  poond."  or  these  worda,  "  crystalline  lump,  chipv  or  doat, 
25  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  crystalline  flake,  1  %  centa  par  poond," 
and  insert  "  crystalline  graphite,  2  cents  per  pound."  That  aa 
I  understand,  ia  what  tha  Senator's  amendment  really  meana? 

Mr.  BLACK.  That  l»  what  would  be  the  real  effect,  hot  under 
the  rule,  unless  the  amendment  is  accepted.  I  can  not  at  thla 
time  move  to  amend  in  that  way. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  wUl  agree  to 
that 

Mr.  HARBISON.  Mr.  Prealdent,  I  ask  nnanimooa  oonaent 
that  the  amendment  may  be  considered. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator  be 
allowed  to  move  to  strike  out  line  8  and  line  0  down  to  the  word 
"  pound,"  and  to  insert  In  that  i^ace  "  crystalline  graphite,  2 
cents  per  pound." 
Mr.  BLACK.     Yes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  ohiection  to  the 
unaniroou&<!onsent  proposal  made  by  tbe  Senate  from  Utah? 
The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  question  recurs  on  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Black]. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President  while  there  Is  no  amorphous 
graphite  produced  in  Alabama,  there  is  considerable  ot  it  pro- 
duced In  other  States— I  think  probably  in  the  State  of  Mon- 
tana and  in  a  number  of  other  States. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  highest  grade  of  crystallina 
graphite  is  produced  in  Montana. 

Mr.  BliACK.  There  is  a  good  deal  of  the  amorplioos.  and,  in 
my  Judgment,  the  Senate  committee  amendment  reducing  the 
rate  to  5  per  cent  should  be  rejected. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Very  welL    The  Chair  will 

put  the  question  on  the  amendment  in  Une  7.    The  question  is  on 

agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee  in  line  7. 

Mr.  BLACK.    Which  amendment  is  that  Mr.  President? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Chair  Is  endeavoring  to 

get  a  little  order  In  the  consideration  of  these  amendments. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  thotight  the  question  was  upon  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Tike  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    No;  the  unanimous  consent 
requested  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  already  been  granted, 
and  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  will  be  pend- 
ing and  will  be  voted  u]?on  as  soon  as  we  dispose  of  the  amend- 
ment In  line  7.    The  Chair  sees  very  Uttle  use  in  skipping  ftom 
Une  7  to  line  9  and  then  going  back  to  line  7. 
Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  wlU  state  it 
Mr.   HARRISON.  Did  I  understand  the  Chair  to  announca 
that  the  Senate  committee  amendment  reducing  the  rate  from 
10  per  cent  to  5  per  cent  on  amorphous  graphite  was  adopted  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  made  no  announce- 
ment 

Mr  McKELLAR.     Let  us  vote  on  that  question. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  in  line  7,  to  strike  out  "  10  per  cent "  and  to 
insert  '*  6  per  cent"  so  as  to  read : 
AmorpbooB,  6  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 
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The  PRBSIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  qnestioD  bow  recQrs  oo 
the  amendmeat  propoeed  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
BuMV],  whidi  ta  belnff  coDsldered  by  unanlmoas  coiweot 

The  amendment  waa  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  43,  paragraph  216,  "Oar- 
bona  and  electrodea." 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  paragraph  216  wiU  bav«  to  go 
orer.   at   the  reqoeat  of  the   Senator  from   New  York.    [Bir. 

COPKLAJW]. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  be 
passed  orer.    The  derk  will  state  the  next  amendment 

The  next  amendment  was  In  paragraph  218.  page  45. 

Mr.  8MO0T.  The  Senator  from  New  York  also  asked  that 
that  go  orer. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Are  all  the  amendments  in 
paragraph  218  to  be  passed  orer? 

Mr.  8MOOT.     Yes. 

The  next  amendment  was  in  paragraph  219,  page  47,  line  19. 

Mr.  OEOROB.  I  had  the  imiMreasion  that  that  paragraph 
went  over. 

Mr.  SMCMXr.  Did  the  Senator  ask  last  erening  that  it  go 
orer? 

Mr.  OEOROB.  No ;  I  did  not  ask  last  erening  tliat  it  go  orer, 
hot  I  tlKmght  it  was  connected  with  the  other  paragrairti. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  was  a  request  that  it  go  OTer. 

Mr.  OEOROB.  I  thooght  the  request  was  made  ttiat  it  go 
orer  ontll  Monday. 

The  PRBSIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  is  informed  that 
the  reqneat  that  it  go  orer  was  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Mawwachawtts  [Mr.  Walah]. 

Mr.  OEOROB.    Yes ;  some  one  else  made  the  request. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That  Senator  is  not  in  the 
Clumber  at  present  What  does  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
wish  to  do? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Let  it  go  over. 

Mr.  OBOROB.  I  am  not  asking  that  it  go  orer.  bat  I  remem- 
bered that  It  went  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  be 
pasfied  oyer. 

'    The  next  amendment  was  in  paragraph  221,  page  48,  line  6. 
^       Mr.  SMOOT.    A  similar  reqnest  was  made  as  to  this  amend- 
ment 

The   PRE8IDEINT   pro   tempore.    The   amendment   will   be 
paase^l  over. 
'  The  next  amendment  was  in  paragraph  222.  page  40,  line  8. 

Mr,  SMOOT.  There  Is  no  need  of  acting  on  one  of  these 
nnleMs  we  act  on  all,  because  paragraphs  221,  222,  and  223  are 
so  connected  that  whatever  we  do  as  to  one  paragraph  we  will 
hare  to  follow  in  respect  of  the  otlkera.  So  that  we  can  not  act 
upon  this  amendment 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Will  the  chairman  of  the 
conmiittee  indicate  which  amendment  should  be  considered 
next? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Page  52,  paragraph  229,  "Incandescent  elec- 
trie-ligbt  bnlbs  and  lamps." 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  paragraph  229,  page  62,  line  R. 
to  Ktrlke  out  the  word  "  filaments "  and  to  insert  the  words 
"  metal  Alaments,  2S  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  with  filaments  of 
carbon  or  other  nonmetallic  material,  1  cent  each  and,"  so  as 
to  read : 

Pak.  320.  lacandeaeent  »Iectric-Ilsht  bulbs  and  Umps,  without  flU- 
neots,  20  per  cent  ad  Tatorvm :  with  metal  filaments,  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem ;  with  filaments  of  carbon  or  other  nonmetallic  material,  1  cent 
each  and  30  per  cent  ad  ralorem. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  questltm  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  not  the  Senator  ex- 
plain this  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  the  act  of  1922  lamps  without  filaments  car- 
ried a  rate  of  20  per  cent.  The  rate  in  the  bill  a.H  it  passed  the 
House  is  20  per  cent,  and  the  Senate  committee  report  leaves  it 
at  20  par  cent. 

On  lampe  with  metal  filaments  the  rate  in  the  present  law  Is 
20  per  cent  the  rate  in  the  House  bill  was  30  per  cent,  and  the 
Senate  committee  proposed  an  amendment  to  make  it  25  per 
cent 

On  lamps  with  cari>on  filaments  the  rate  in  the  present  law  is 
20  per  cent  the  House  made  it  30  per  cent,  and  the  Senate  com- 
mittee made  the  rate  1  cent  each  plus  30  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
I  aalght  add  that  that  is  equivalent  to  about  60  per  cent 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Then  the  Senate  committee  amendment 
about  doubles  the  rate  of  the  present  law  on  tliat  particular 
article? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     On  cartmn  filaments. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    What  was  the  reason  for  that  I 


November  2 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD—SENATE 


5109 


Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  tell  the  Senator.  The  Senator  wiU 
notice  that  separate  classes  are  provided  for  tungsten  and  for 
cart>on  filament  lamps,  the  two  types  being  made  under  econom- 
ically different  conditions.  The  tungsten-filament  lamp  is  the 
type  in  almost  universal  use  for  i;eneral  Illumination.  Produc- 
tion of  this  type  Is  steadily  increnslug,  while  importations  have 
been  steadily  decreasing.  There  Is,  however,  a  certain  amount 
of  Importation  of  lamps,  said  to  be  of  inferior  quality,  at  prices 
much  below  those  of  the  domestic  product. 

Carbon-filament  lamps  are  used  for  special  and  decorative 
purposes.  That  is  where  the  raise  cwnes.  They  are  not  a 
product  of  consequence  to  large  electrical  manufacturers,  but 
are  produced  diiefly  by  two  or  three  small  firms.  While  do- 
mestic production  Is  not  materially  increasing,  the  importations 
in  1920  were  more  than  three  times  those  of  1922,  and  also 
more  than  three  times  the  domestic  production  In  1927.  That 
Is  due  to  price  differences,  rather  than  to  any  characteristics 
of  the  foreign  lamps,  which  are  said  frequently  to  be  Inferior. 
The  difference  in  volume  and  conditions  of  domestic  i»roduction 
warrants  separate  treatment  of  lamps  with  metal  and  carbon 
filaments.  In  the  case  of  the  carlK>n-filament  lamps  the  heavy 
ratio  of  imports  to  production  and  the  great  difference  in  for- 
eign and  domestic  prices  warrant  a  higher  duty  than  on  metal- 
filament  lamps. 

Mr.  McKELLAR     Do  we  export  these  colored  lamps? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     If  so,  there  are  very  few  exported. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  What  are  the  importations,  and  what  is 
the  relation  of  the  importations  to  the  domestic  production? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  total  exports  were  about  $2,(XK),000,  and 
they  went  to  Latin  America  and  Australia ;  I  might  say  entirriy 
to  those  two  places.  I  am  speaking  now  of  the  lamps  without 
filaments. 

Mr.  McKELLAR    The  colored  lamps? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  could  not  say  as  to  the  colored  lamps.  I 
coold  not  say  whether  they  were  all  colored  or  whether  it  re- 
lated to  those  colored  and  noncolored. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  We  exported  $2,000,000  worth.  What  was 
the  total  production? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Eighty-six  milUon  dollars'  worth. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     What  are  the  imports? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  imports  in  1928  were  37.206,041  In  qtian- 
tity  and  $1,241,909  in  value,  and  the  duty  collected  was  $248382, 
which  was  a  unit  collection  of  about  3  cents. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  imports  are  very  small  as  compared 
with  the  total  production. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  lamps  with  carbon  filaments  the  importa- 
tlMis  are  very  large,  and  that  is  the  only  class  on  which  we  are 
increasing  the  rates. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  What  was  the  figure  as  to  the  carbon  fila- 
ments? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  were  36.766,320  of  them,  and  in  1927 
there  were  25,364.409,  and  we  produced  8,143,000;  In  other 
words,  the  importations  were  a  little  over  three  times  the 
American  production. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  whether  there  was 
any  evidence  to  show  that  these  industries  were  hard  up  and 
unable  to  get  by  and  pay  dividends? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  not  examined  the  returas,  but  the  testi- 
mony showed  that  that  was  the  condition.  It  was  even  worse 
in  1928.    There  were  imported  of  all  of  them  33,766,320. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Of  the  bulbs? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     More  than  three  times  the  amount  we  pnJduced. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Where  do  they  come  from,  principally; 
tinmx  Germany? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mostly  from  Japan  and  Germany.  In  fact,  I 
think  the  great  bulk  of  them  come  from  Japftn. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Preshlent,  I  hope  this  amendment  will 
not  be  adopted.  We  do  not  believe  there  Is  justification  for  it. 
The  production  of  these  lamps  in  this  country  was  $86,000,000 
worth  In  1927,  and  while  the  exports  were  not  large  the  impor- 
tations were  only  $193,000  wortii  in  1927. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  except  as  to  the 
carbon  filament.  That,  of  course.  Is  where  the  great  Increase 
has  been  made.  We  are  importing  of  those  lamps  more  than 
three  times  the  number  we  are  making  in  the  United  States. 
That  is  the  only  increase  I  care  about.  I  do  not  care  very 
much  about  the  others.  We  decreased  the  House  rate  on  lamps 
with  metal  filaments.     I  am  not  worried  about  them  at  all. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  facts  show  that  this  product  Is  made 
by  one  concern  in  this  country  and  that  they  have  a  complete 
monopoly.  They  have  been  doing  pretty  well,  and  yet  the 
committee  have  given  them  an  enormous  increase  on  lamps  with 
filaments  of  carbon  or  other  nonmetallic  material,  proposing  a 
rate  of  1  cent  each  and  30  per  cent  ad  valorem.  That  is  going 
pretty  high  on  the  propositloo. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  There  are  three  firms  making  the  corbon  fila- 
ment lamps. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  But  I  have  read  In  the  Tariff  Summary 
that  a  large  portion  of  the  domestic  output  of  these  lamps  is 
controlle<I  by  one  American  concern  and  companies  affiliated 
with  It  operating  factories  in  many  sections  of  the  country. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  would  like  to  inquire  if  that  is 
not  the  General  Electric  Co.? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  not  sure.  It  does  not  name  which 
company  It  Is,  and  I  do  not  know.  I  Imagine  it  is  the  General 
Electric. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  was  wondering  why  the  Tariff 
Commi.ssion  furnishing  this  information  obscured  the  facts  in 
that  way  instead  of  indicating  who  the  producer  Is.  Really  we 
ought  to  have  some  Information,  it  seems  to  me,  about  the  state 
of  the  business  of  the  people  who  are  engaged  in  the  production 
of  this  article. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  General  Electric  does  not  make  the  carlwn- 
filament  lamp.  It  makes  the  others,  on  which  I  do  not  care 
whether  there  is  an  increase  or  not. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    The  Summary  of  Tariff  Information  says : 

The  same  concern  baa  acquired  the  exclusive  right  to  manufacture 
bulbs  on  a  machine  the  patputs  to  which  are  owned  by  another  com- 
pany. The  lamps  made  by  the  above  firm  and  Ua  affiliated  companies 
are  manufactured  under  one  trade-mark.  The  above  company  also 
controls  factories  in  most  of  the  European  countries  and  In  the  Orient. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  absolutely  correct  as  to  lamps  with 
met.-il  filaments.  There  are  only  three  little  firms  making  the 
carbon  filaments.  The  importations  of  the  carbon-filament 
lamps  are  three  times  more  than  we  manufacture  in  the  United 
States.  They  are  the  only  ones  I  care  for  and  the  only  ones 
we  have  tried  to  protect.  As  to  the  others,  I  do  not  care 
whether  we  have  the  rate  under  the  existing  law  applied  or  not. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  as  I  recall  the  tax  returns 
from  the  company  making  these  lamps  or  owninjj  the  production 
compauias,  they  do  not  show  that  this  company  is  in  any 
trouble. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  General  Electric  was  the  one  whose 
returns  were  asked  for. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Yes ;  and  they  show  good  i-eturns. 

Mr.  SM(K>T.     But  they  do  not  make  these  lam[)s. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  But  their  affiliated  companies  make  them, 
and  they  are  a  part  and  parcel  of  that  big  concern.  I  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  that  this  increase  ought  not 
to  be  allowed. 

Mr.  SJiIOOT.  I  want  to  correct  the  Senator's  statement. 
They  are  not  affiliated  companies  of  the  General  Ellectric  that 
make  these  carbon  lamps.  They  are  separate  companies  en- 
tirely. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     What  companies  make  them? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  have  not  the  names  of  the  companies. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Where  are  they  located? 

Mr.  SM(X)T.  The  expert  tells  uie  that  there  are  only  three 
small  companies.  I  rememl)er  the  testimony,  but  I  do  not  re- 
member the  names  of  the  companies.  I  think  there  Is  one  in 
Chicago,  one  In  St.  Louis,  and  one,  I  believe,  in  Kentucky. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  a  question?  He 
says  he  is  not  interested  and  that  the  committee  would  not  be 
Interested  in  the  increase  made  uix)n  metal  filaments  from  20 
to  25  per  cent  but  that  they  are  interested  In  filaments  of  car- 
bon or  other  nonmetallic  material  upon  which  there  is  a  rate 
proposed  of  1  cent  each  and  30  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Upon 
these  items  there  is  now  a  rate  of  20  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Will 
not  the  Senator  .strike  out  the  increase  on  metal  filaments  and 
let  us  apply  the  present  law,  striking  out  "  I  cent  each  "  and 
letting  It  remain  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  we  are  going  to  do  anything  for  them,  I 
think  it  ought  to  be  the  full  amount  proposed. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
has  overlooked  the  fact  that  the  committee's  recommendation 
is  a  reduction  and  not  an  Increase.  The  pi-esent  tariff  is  30 
per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  House  rate  is  30  per  cent. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     It  is  an  increase  from  20  to  25  jier  cent. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     The  House  rate  is  30  per  cent. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     It  is  an  increase  over  the  present  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  would  be  perfectly  willing  to  take  the  present 
rate  on  metal  filaments,  but  I  really  believe  we  ought  to  have  the 
1  cent  as  well  as  the  ad  valorem  rate.  The  equivalent  ad  valo- 
rem amount  is  60  per  cent     These  lamps  are  only  made  by  three 


small  concerns.    If  there  is  any  justification  for  a  rate  based 
upon  importations,  it  is  to  l)e  found  in  this  case. 

Mr.  HARRISONt  I  move  to  amend  the  ctwamittee  amend- 
ment, on  page  52,  in  line  9,  by  striking  out  "26  per  cent  ad 
valorem  "  and  inserting  in  lira  thereof  "  20  per  cent  ad  valorem," 
so  it  will  read: 

With  metal  filaments,  20  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  am  glad  to  accept  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fiss  in  the  chair).  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Now,  on  page  52,  in  line  10, 1  more  to  strike 
out  the  words  "  1  cent  each  and,"  so  it  will  read : 

With  filaments  of  carbon  or  other  nonmetallic  material,  80  per  ceat 
ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  we  ought  to  take  care  of  this  little 
business. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  before  we  vote  on 
this  Item,  I  want  to  find  out  just  what  It  amounts  to.  What 
is  the  price  of  the  carbon  or  other  non-metallic-filament  lamps? 

ilr.  SMOOT.    Does  the  Senator  want  the  number? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  want  to  know  the  price  of  the 
lamp,  so  that  we  may  have  some  kind  of  idea  of  the  total  ad 
valorem  duty. 

Mr.  SAIOOT.  With  the  1  cent  and  30  per  cent  ad  valorem  it 
is  equivalent  to  61  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  W-\LSH  of  Montana.  What  is  the  price  of  <me  of  the 
inferior  cart)on-fiiament  lamps? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Jairanese  lamps  are  5  cents  each :  that  i.s, 
the  115  volts,  assorted  colors,  round  bulbs  are  6  cents  each. 
I  have  not  the  price  of  the  Australian  lamp. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  This  is  an  Inferior  kind  of  In- 
candescent lamp.  The  one  in  common  use  has  the  metal  fila- 
ment. I  suppose  probably  that  the  carbon-filament  lamp  or  the 
non-metalllc-filament  lamp  is  bought  by  people  who  are  unable  to 
buy  the  more  expensive  kind.  I  think  It  entirely  unjustifiable 
to  impose  a  duty  of  60  per  cent  upon  this  particular  product, 
which  goes  Into  homes  whose  owners  are  unable  to  buy  the 
ordinary  lamp,  or  Into  manufacturing  establishments  where  there 
perhaps  Is  no  necessity  for  as  good  a  lamp  as  the  other  one.  I 
do  not  see  any  justification  whatever  for  a  rate  on  this  product 
higher  than  the  ad  valorem  rate  of  30  per  cent  fixed  in  the  bill 
as  It  came  to  us  from  the  House. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Most  of  these  lamps  are  the  very  low-priced 
lamps  that  come  in  for  decorative  purposes,  and  the  Navy  is  re- 
quired to  use  many  of  them,  too.  It  is  the  Navy  %nd  those 
using  the  lamps  for  decorative  puriHJses  that  require  these 
lamps.  Nobody  uses  them  In  the  home  any  more.  The  all- 
metal-fllament  lamps  are  used  in  the  homes  now.  AH  I  care 
about  in  the  world  Is  to  see  that  the  little  companies  in  this 
country  shall  be  able  to  live. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  But  the  Senator  from  Utah  grants  an  in- 
crease of  300  per  cent  on  that  article. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  rate  proposed  is  61  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  rate  is  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  in  the 
law  now,  and  the  amendment  I  propose  would  give  them  a  50 
per  cent  increase  to  a  rate  of  80  per  cent  ad  valorem,  striking 
out  the  "  1  cent  each."  I  think  everyone  understands  the  situa- 
tion. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  think  so.  too. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Lboislativb  Clekk.  In  the  committee  umendment,  on 
page  52,  liues«10  and  11.  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  proposes 
to  strike  out  "  1  cent  each  and,"  so  It  will  read : 

With  filaments  of  carbon  or  other  nonmetallic  material,  30  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

Tlie  Legislattve  Clerk.  On  page  52.  paragraph  230,  sub- 
paragraph (b),  "Gla.ss  mirrors,"  in  line  15,  the  committee  pro- 
poses to  insert,  after  the  word  "mirrors,"  the  words  "(except 
framed  or  cased  mirrors  In  <*ief  value  of  platinum,  gold,  or 
silver)." 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Utah 
explain  the  purpose  of  that  amendment? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  is  not  this  one  of  the  glass 
items  that  went  over? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes :  and  I  shall  have  to  ask  again  that  It  may 
go  over,  because  that  was  the  request  submitted  on  yesterday. 
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Th«  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  »inendin«it  will  be  patMd 
over  and  the  clerk  will  report  the  next  amendment.  May  the 
Chair  auk  the  Benator  from  Utah  what  U  the  next  aaaendment 
that  he  dealTcs  to  hare  taken  up? 

Mr.  8M00T.  Mr.  Pwaldeot.  I  think  that  completes  the  adied- 
Qle  with  the  ex<vptlon  of  the  Items  that  have  gone  over. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Then  let  us  go  to  the  meUla  echedule. 

The  I'RESIDINO  OFFICER.  The  derk  wUl  report  the  flrat 
amendmeut  In  the  metal*  schednle. 

The  LmttLXTvm  Cucax.  In  Schedule  8,  "  Metals  and  mann- 
factoTM  of,-  pafe  86,  paragraph  801 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  Prwildent,  I  hare  a  request  that  paragraph 
801  shall  go  orer  toKlay. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    It  will  be  passed  orer. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  to  what  extent  does  the  Sena- 
tor expect  to  eonirfder  the  meUls  schedule  to-day?  As  he  knows, 
his  colleague  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr,  KinqJ  Is  111. 
His  colleague  has  not  made  any  request  that  the  schedule  shall 
go  orer  until  Monday,  but  In  view  of  the  fact  that  he  Is  the  only 
other  Democratic  member  of  the  subcommittee  which  consid- 
ered this  schedule,  I  shall  have  to  asls:  that  every  Important  Item 
in  the  schednle  go  over  at  least  until  Monday.  If  there  are  any 
minor  items  which  can  be  disposed  of  which  may  not  be  re- 
garded as  highly  controversial,  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  pro- 
ceeding, but  on  Items  such  as  pig  iron,  manganese,  and  matters 
of  that  sort,  I  think  this  is  rather  an  inopportune  time  to  enter 
upon  their  discussion. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Has  the  Senator  any  Information  as  to  whether 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  will  be  able  to  be  here  Monday? 

Mr.  BARKLET.    I  have  not 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  what  the  plan  la  for  Monday  rdative  to  earthen- 
ware, pottery,  china,  and  glass  generally? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  are  going  to  take  up  on  Monday  all  para- 
graphs in  Schedule  2  that  have  been  passed  over. 

Mr.  GOFF.  The  reason  why  I  ask  the  question  la  that  several 
Senators  who  are  very  much  interested  have  stated  that  they 
must  be  away  on  Monday  and  Tuesday.  I  wanted  to  know 
whether  that  matter  had  come  to  the  consideration  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  and  whether  he  had  made  any  dedrion  thereon. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  the  decision  I  can  make  at  this  time  is  to 
suggest  to  the  Senator  that  he  notify  the  Senators  to  whom  he 
referred  that  we  are  going  to  take  up  Schedule  2  <m  Monday 
and  we  are  going  to  finish  all  of  the  paragraphs  passed  over  in 
that  schedule  if  It  is  possible  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  {^resident,  there  are  a  number  of  Senate 
committee  amendments  that  I  think  we  could  agree  to  in  this 
schedule.  /They  are  probably  not  controversial.  We  might  pro- 
ceed and  dispose  ot  them.  My  previous  suggestion  only  apfi^ed 
to  the  important  Itenui  in  the  schedule  aa  to  which  there  nuiy  be 
considerable  controversy. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  trouble  with  the  metal  sdiedule  Is  that 
whatever  action  Is  taken  by  the  Senate  upon  manganese  and 
some  of  the  other  so-called  raw  products,  that  action  must  be 
reflected  in  the  other  paragraphs  of  the  schedule. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  I  appreciate  that,  especially  where  manga- 
nese is  a  part  of  the  alloy. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  what  I  say ;  that  many  of  the  ltem.<i  In 
the  metal  schedule  must  be  changed  if  the  rate  on  manganese 
shall  be  changed. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  But  that  does  not  apply  to  trmgsten.  because 
there  has  been  no  dtange  made  in  the  rate  of  duty  on  the  raw 
material  of  tungsten. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  the  case  of  tungsten  ore.  the  committee  re- 
duced the  rate  from  60  cents  to  45  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  KEAN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KEIAN.  Mr.  President,  I  have  spent  a  good  many  years 
in  this  world  and  I  have  never  missed  voting  on  election  day. 
On  next  Tuesday  I  want  to  vote,  and  therefore  I  will  be  away 
from  the  Senate  on  that  day.  I  presume  my  colleague  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Eooe]  wlU  also  want  to  vote 
in  the  dection  on  that  day.  as  will  the  Senators  from  New  Tork. 
Both  New  Jersey  and  New  York  are  interested  in  the  glass  and 
^inaware  itema,  and  I  should  like  very  much  to  have  the  para- 
graphs covering  those  items  go  over  until  Wednesday,  if  that 
can  poei^bly  be  done. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  will  yield, 
we  will  certainly  flnifJi  that  schedule  on  Monday.  Why  can  not 
the  Senator  and  his  colleague  and  the  Senators  from  New  Tork, 
who  want  to  vote — and  they  ought  to  vote — leave  on  Monday 
night  after  we  have  voted  upon  the  earthenware  schedule? 
There  is  no  rCASon  in  the  world  why  we  can  not  dispose  of  that 
on  Monday. 


Mr.  BARKLET.    We  hare  an  election  In  Kentucky  on  Tuea- 
Ht  y,  but  I  am  not  going  home  to  vote. 

Mr.  KBAN.    I  am.  ^   ^  ^  ^ 

Mr.  BMOOT.    The  Senator  from  Kentucky  does  not  have 
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go. 


Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  now  that  I  think  it  is  the  datjir 
ol   the  Senate  to  proceed  and  clear  up  all  of  the  Items  whlcli ' 
hi  ive  been  passed  over  in  the  two  schedules  which  we  have  con-  • 
siJered.    Let  us  get  on  with  the  bill.    On  Monday  we  are  going 
U  take  up  the  pjiragraphs  that  were  passed  over  in  Schedule  2,i 
and  I  hope  that  we  will  aeree  upon  all  of  them  during  that  day. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    WIU  the  Senator  from  Utali 
indicate  the  next  amendment  he  desires  to  have  considered? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  whether  we  can  go  to  another 
s<  hedule  or  not  Perhaps  we  can  take  up  Schedule  4,  page  117, 
"  Wood  and  manufactures  of." 

Mr.  WALSIl  of  Montana.    Mr.  President,  I  presume  the  Sen- 
a  or  appreciates  that  the  two  Senators  from  the  State  of  Wash- 
li  gton  are  interested  in  that  scheilula 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  been  notlfled  of  that  fact. 
Mr.  McKELLAR.    I  do  not  know  whether  they  are  here  or 
n  )t.    Could  we  not  get  them  here  by  having  a  quorum  call  ? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been 
h  I  my  office  and  out  of  the  Chamber,  and  do  not  know  what  has 
h  ippened.  I  inquire  because  I  am  one  of  the  minority  members 
r  "sponsible  somewhat  for  presenting  the  views  of  the  minority 
III  regard  to  the  wood  schedule.  I  would  like  to  know  what  has 
haw)ened  that  has  advanced  the  third  schedule  to  the  stage  of 
onsideration?  I  am  astounded  to  learn  that  such  great  prog- 
ress has  been  made  in  one  hour,  that  we  have  Jumped  over  two 
schedules  in  this  bill. 

To  be  serious,  will  the  Senator  from  Utah  explain  how  it  hap- 
pfns  that  we  have  reached  the  wood  schedule? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  have  had  to  pass  over  a  controversial  item 
ii  I  the  preceding  schedule. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  say  that  many  para- 
t  raphs  in  the  wood  schedule  are  controverted,  and  therefore  I 
t  link  that  schedule  will  have  to  be  passed  over  this  morning, 
lo  Senator  dared  to  think  it  possible  to  reach  this  schedule 
t>-day.  All  assumed  the  metal  schednle,  which  precedes  it, 
^rould  be  under  consideration  at  least  a  week. 

It  Is  impossible,  Mr.  President,  for  a  Senator  to  anticipate  that 
t  le  Senate  Is  going  over  25  or  50  pages  of  this  bill  In  one  day. 
"!  esterday  I  brought  with  me  to  the  floor  about  25  flies  rriatlng 
ta  various  paragraphs  in  the  second  schedule,  but  all  the  items 
about  which  there  was  any  controversy  were  pas.sed  over.  I 
lave  them  now  here,  but  I  have  not  any  data  with  relation  to 
J  diedule  4,  not  having  anticipated  that  it  would  come  up  this 
r  lomlng.  I  naturally  expected,  as  did  all  other  Senators  that 
tie  third  schedule  would  follow  and  that  it  would  be  under 
consideration  for  several  days.  I  think  the  Senator  ought  to 
1  osist  when  a  paragraph  is  reached  that  it  be  taken  up  regardless 
cf  who  is  absent  and  regardless  of  other  excuses ;  otherwise  we 
1^111  repeatedly  have  confusion  similar  to  that  under  which  we 
I  re  now  laboring  and  have  no  amendments  before  the  Senate 
1  pon  which  Senators  are  prepared.  We  should  have  a  docket 
ind  adhere  to  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.    What  the  Senator  states,  I  suppose,  is  abso- 
lutely correct  but  I  have  been  trying  to  accommodate  every 
Senator  so  tnr  as  I  could.    I  do  not  want  to  take  advantage  of 
e  absence  of  any  Senator.    I  want  every  Senator  to  say  what- 
er  he  desires  to  say ;  but  what  am  I  to  do? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusett.1.     The  Senator  Is  encourasring 
ators  to  leave  here  Friday  night  and  to  be  gone  for  the  week 
id ;  he  is  encouraging  Senators  to  go  out  on  the  golf  Unks  when 
accedes  to  the  suggestion  that  because  of  the  at>6ence  of  some 
tor   or   other   certain    paragraphs   must    be   passed    over, 
ere  seems  to  be  an  implied  understanding  that  not  much 
ous  consideration  will  be  given  the  bill  on  Saturdays. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do  not  want  to  encourage  anybody  to  delay 

bill. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  am  sure  of  that 
Now  let  me  inquire  of  the  Senator  what  has  happened  to  the 
etal  schedule? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  has  been  passed  over  for  the  reason  that 
was  requested  that  one  of  the  very  first  items,  namely,  man- 
anese,  go  over,  and  also  pig  iron. 

Mr.   WALSH   of  Massachusetts.    What  about   the  8  or   10 

ragraphs  in  the  preceding  schedule  which  were  passed  over 

esterday?    I  refer  to  the  glass  and  earthenware  schedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Everything  in  Schedule  2  has  been  agreed  to 

'  rlth  the  exception  of  the  paragraphs  relating  to  glass,  and  they 

I  ire  all  connected.    I  presume  that  whatever  action  Is  taken  <m 

he  first  one  will  be  followed  up  in  connection  with  the  others, 

md  similar  action  will  be  taken  as  to  them.     There  was  an 

( lamest  request  that  those  paragraphs  go  over. 
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Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  We  are  ready  to  proceed  with  the  sugar 
8che<lule  and  we  are  ready  to  proceed  with  the  agricultural 
•chetlule,  if  the  Senator  desires  to  proceed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  tliere  ought  to  be  at  least  a  quorum 
here  when  we  proceed  with  the  consideration  of  either  of  those 
scheduler. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  agree  to  that ;  but  If  the  Senator  wants 
to  proceed  with  something,  I  happen  to  have  been  on  the  sub- 
committee which  couHidered  the  agricultural  schedule,  and  I 
think  we  are  ready  to  proceed  with  that.  I  merely  wish  to  help 
the  Senator  in  his  efforts  to  move  the  bill  along. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  Presid^t,  there  will  be  less  objection 
to  the  increases  in  the  agricultural  schedule  than  in  any  others, 
and  perhaps  we  might  save  time  by  considering  that  schedule 
now. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFIC5BR.     The  clerk  wUl  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 

Allen 

Ashurst 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Bleas« 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

BrousKard 

Capper 

Caraway 

ConnuUy 

Couiens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Deneeo 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
La  FouLBrmc]  la  unavoidably  absent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy-five  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  TYDINQS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President  most  of  us  came  to  the  floor 
this  morning  thinking 

Mr.  WALSn  of  Massachusetts.  If  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land will  pardon  me  for  a  moment.  I  think  he  is  about  to  suggest 
something  along  the  line  of  what  I  have  in  mind.  In  order  that 
the  Senate  may  have  some  business  to  do  to-day  I  ask  unani- 
mous con.««ent  that  the  paragraph  dealing  with  manganese,  which 
perliai*  is  in  greater  controversy  than  any  other,  be  taken  up 
for  debate  to-day.  I  understand  a  number  of  Senators  are 
ready  to  make  speeches  on  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  Senator  refers  to  paragraph  302? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  refer  to  paragraph  302.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  now  give  its  attention  to 
debating  the  Senate  committee  amendment  in  paragraph  302  re- 
lating to  manganese. 

I  am  not  making  this  suggestion  because  of  any  special  inter- 
est 1  have  in  the  subject,  but  for  the  reason  that  I  think  It  would 
Ije  deplorable  fur  the  Senate  to  adjourn,  a.s  it  will  have  to  do  In  a 
few  moments  unless  some  subject  is  taken  up  with  which  Sena- 
tors are  familiar.  The  fact  that  we  passed  over  this  morning  all 
the  controverted  committee  amendments  in  the  earth  and  earth- 
enware schedule  and  all  the  amendments  In  the  metals  schedule 
leaves  the  Senate  without  anything  to  do,  without  any  business 
to  which  It  may  devote  its  attention.  Here  is  one  item  which 
was  reached  this  morning  In  the  metal  schedule.  It  is  an  item 
about  which  apparently  there  Is  a  great  deal  of  controversy; 
many  Senators  have  given  thought  and  stuOy  to  it,  and  I  suggest 
that  we  .«ipend  the  remainder  of  the  day  in  debating  the  very 
important  paragraph  of  the  bill  to  which  I  have  referred. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  now  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Maryland. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  many  Senators  came  to  the 
floor  this  morning  with  the  idea  that  Schedule  2  would  be  before 
the  Senate.  It  is  perfectly  plain  that  where  there  is  a  contro- 
%'erted  question  it  takes  ^ome  time  for  a  Senator  to  read  his 
ct»ri es|x>ndence  and  familiarize  himself  with  the  facts  in  order 
that  he  may  vote  intelligently.  I  certainly  can  not  vote  on  some 
of  the  schedules  that  have  been  hurriedly  passed  over,  because  I 
have  not  had  a  chance  to  go  into  the  subject  involved  when  we 
leave  one  schedule  and  take  up  another  schedule.  I  shall  not 
object  to  the  request  for  unanimous  ccmsent,  but  it  is  my  under- 
standing, I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah,  that  if 


say  rate  la  adopted  to-day  and  any  Senator  may  later  want  to 
change  it  be  shall  have  the  <^)portunity  of  presenting  an  amend- 
ment and  getting  a  hearing. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  tliere  is  any  reason  why  the  qoeation  should 
be  reopened  I  will  be  glad  to  consent  that  that  be  done. 

Mr.  TTDINGS.  The  reason  why  is  that  we  ean  not  to-day  act 
upon  a  matter  concerning  which  we  have  had  no  chance  to  read 
up  on  and  to  know  the  facts. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  before  I  yield 
the  floor  I  wish  to  protest  against  Saturday  being  made  a  day  of 
leisure  for  some  of  the  Members  of  this  body  and  a  day  of  work 
for  other  Members.  Every  Saturday  certain  Senators  have  ab- 
sented themselves — and  I  am  not  saying  this  in  criticism  of 
them — to  have  a  week-end  holiday,  wiUt  the  understanding  that 
no  action  of  Importance  will  be  taken.  The  remainder  of  us, 
however,  remain  here,  giving  our  time  to  tiie  consideration  of 
the  bill.  It  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  adjourn  from  Friday  night 
over  Saturday  and  let  all  Senators  have  a  holiday  and  not  half 
of  them,  who  leave  with  the  understanding  that  nothing  of  im- 
portance will  be  done,  or  we  ought  to  let  It  be  tmderstood  that 
when  a  paragraph  Is  reached,  whether  a  Senator  la  absent  or  not, 
it  shall  be  considered. 

A  suggestion  has  been  made  in  regard  to  Senators  b^ng 
absent  on  account  of  elections  in  their  States.  An  election  will 
be  held  in  my  State  on  Tuesday  next;  every  Senat(V  here,  I 
Imagine,  has  an  election  in  his  State  cm  that  day.  Are  local 
elections  of  more  Importance  than  the  public  business  we  were 
elected  to  perform?  I  think  we  will  make  no  progress  with 
this  bill  by  hopping,  skipping,  and  Jumping  from  Schedule  1 
to  Schedule  5  or  Schedule  6  or  Schedule  10,  and  allowing  para- 
graphs to  be  passed  over  because  of  the  temporary'  absence  of 
certain  Senators. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  not  going  to  object  to  the  Senator's 
unanimous-consent  request.  He  is  on  the  committee,  and  I  am 
not,  and  I  am  not  going  to  object;  but  I  call  his  attention  to 
the  fact  that  if  we  are  going  to  proceed  by  unanimous  con- 
sent here  is  Schedule  7,  agricultural  products,  to  consider 
which  this  session  was  principally  called.  It  seems  to  me  there 
will  be  less  division  in  the  Senate  about  the  bicreases  provided 
by  the  committee  in  the  agricultural  schedule  than  about  those 
in  any  other;  and  I,  for  one,  believe  that  if  we  were  to  take 
up  the  agricultural  schedule  to-day,  Instead  of  the  controverted 
question  of  manganese,  probably  we  could  make  more  progress 
In  the  disposition  of  those  matters  for  which  this  session  was 
principally  called,  to  wit,  the  Increase  of  tariff  rates  on  agri- 
cultural products. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
assumes  that  every  Senator  upon  this  floor  is  as  well  informed 
as  those  Senators  who  have  been  delegated  to  make  a  special 
study  of  particular  paragraphs.  Undoubtedly  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Haxxison]  and  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
SuooT]  are  thoroughly  Informed  on  every  paragraph  in  the  agri- 
cultural schedule ;  but  what  about  the  otlier  Senators  who  have 
in  thdr  flies  briefs  on  the  subject,  and  letters,  and  correspond- 
ence? Have  they  them  here?  The  metal  schedule  la  three 
schedules  in  advance  of  the  agricultural  schedule.  Can  they  be 
expected  to  turn  instantly  and  quickly  to  the  subject  of  agri- 
culture after  spending  last  evening  studying  tl»e  earthenware 
and  metal  schedules  and  without  having  an  opportunity  to  read 
over  their  correspondence? 

It  seems  to  me  it  is  preposterous  and  absurd  that  Senators 
who  have  not  had  the  c^portunity  that  members  of  the  com- 
mittee have  to  make  a  minute  study  of  these  schcnlules  should 
be  expected  to  come  here  and  have  remote  paragraphs  taken 
up  unexpectedly,  when  w^e  have  been  discussing,  the  day  before, 
the  second  or  first  schedule  in  the  bill. 

I  r^;>eat  my  request.  Manganese  is  a  subject  that  probably 
is  going  to  be  debated  here  more  than  any  other  subject.  We 
have  reached  it.  Many  Senators  have  already  prepared  them- 
selves fully  upon  the  question;  and  I  suggest  that  we  devote 
the  rest  of  the  day  to  the  con.slderatiou  of  that  paragraph. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  .Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 

Misslssii^i. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  was 
necessarily  out  of  the  Cbanib«-  when  we  ran  ont  td  grist  for  the 
present ;  and  in  order  to  aid  the  other  side  to  expedite  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  it  was  merely  suggested  that  we  atigbt 
take  up  the  agricultural  schedule.  Of  eourse.  we  are  r«ady  to 
take  up  almost  any  (Jt  the  »c|ie«ittl««  if  the  Scaatofs  are  kere. 
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But,  rerertfng  to  tb«  Senator's  admonition  to  the  Senate  about 
adjonraing  on  Saturday,  of  conrse  the  S«iator  knows  that  there 
are  a  lot  of  Senators  living  close  to  Washington  who  spend  the 
whole  week  here  and  who  necessarily  most  go  home  sometimes. 

lir.  WALSH  of  Maasachuetts.  No  more  than  t^e  rest  of  ns. 
I  csn  go  to  Maasachasetts  oremight.  So  can  nearly  one-third 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Then,  too,  there  are  some  others  of  us  who 
are  in  this  situation:  I  come  from  a  section  of  ttie  country 
where  the  people  do  not  believe  much  in  working  on  Saturday 
afternoon.  I  share  in  that  feeliug.  Let  ns  look  at  the  cold  facts. 
We  meet  here  at  10  o'clock  in  the  morning.     We  adjourn  at 

0  o'dock  in  the  afternoon.  I  say  that  it  is  fair  to  Senators  that 
they  at  least  get  some  sun.shine  and  some  opportunity  for  recrea- 
tion at  some  time  dnrlDg  the  week.  For  my  part,  when  we  meet 
on  Saturday  at  10  o'clock  in  the  morning,  I  think  we  are  entitled 
to  sdjonm  about  1  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  so  that  those  gentle- 
men who  want  to  go  out  and  see  a  football  game  or  enjoy  a 
few  moments  of  recreation  in  taking  an  automobile  ride  with 
their  family  or  go  out  and  play  this  awful  game  of  golf  may  at 
lea^it  get  some  time  for  that  purpose. 

That  in  my  feeling.  It  may  be  that  nobody  else  has  the  same 
Idea  about  it ;  but  I  am  in  favor  of  recessing  on  Saturday  after- 
noon about  1  or  2  o'clock,  after  we  have  worked  all  the  week 
from  10  in  the  morning  until  6  o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  it.    Everyt)ody  ^se  in  the  country  gets  it ;  and 

1  know  my  constituents  want  me  to  keep  well  so  that  I  can  stay 
here.  So,  for  my  part,  I  am  going  to  try  to  take  Saturday 
afternoon  off. 

Mr.  WALSH  af  Massachusetts.  I  am  not  objecting  to  ad- 
journing from  Friday  ni^t  over  Saturday.  I  favor  it.  I  think 
there  is  a  good  deal  in  what  has  been  said  about  the  tax  on 
Senators,  whidi  la  Involved  in  being  here  from  10  o'clock  in  the 
morning  until  6  o'clock  at  night.  What  I  am  objecting  to,  and 
I  want  to  make  it  dear,  is  some  Senators  excusing  themselves 
with  an  understanding  that  nothing  serious  or  important  will 
be  taken  up  on  Saturday,  and  the  rest  of  us  being  here  on  the 
job.  Let  US  all  go  away  on  Saturday,  with  the  understanding 
that  nothing  will  be  done  here.  I  am  objecting  to  the  waste  of 
time,  such  as  we  are  now  confronted  with. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  getting  back  to  the 
matter  before  the  Senate,  it  is  quite  impossible  to  take  up  the 
manganese  paragraph  to-day.  It  is  intimately  associated  with 
the  next  preceding  paragraph  on  pig  iron  and  other  ferrous 
products,  which  has  gone  over.  I  know  of  no  one  proinred  now 
to  present  to  the  Senate  the  considerations  applicable  to  that 
particular  product ;  certainly  none  of  those  who  are  advocating 
a  duty  upon  manganese,  or  a  higher  duty  than  that  proposed 
fai  the  bill ;  and  no  one,  I  imagine,  can  think  that  Senators  ought 
to  be  i^epared.  All  of  us  who  are  interested  have  assembled 
considerable  material,  but  without  the  least  expectation  that 
the  matter  was  to  come  up  to-day;  and  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand why  anybody  ahould  think  that  a  whole  lot  of  highly 
cootroreraia]  questions  and  paragraphs  should  be  passed  over 
and  anybody  be  expected  to  take  up,  without  previous  intima- 
tion, a  paragraph  a«  controversial  as  this  in  relation  to 
manganese. 

I  have  consulted  with  Senators  on  the  floor  who  are  interested 
In  this  particular  paragraph,  and  I  know  of  no  one  who  Is 
prepared  this  morning  to  go  on  and  discuss  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  object,  Mr.  President. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  is  made. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  we  might  take 
up  the  agricultural  schedule  and  dispose  of  those  items  about 
vHilch  there  Is  no  controversy ;  and  when  we  reach  a  sdiedule 
about  which  there  is  a  controversy,  those  of  us  who  do  not  want 
to  take  it  up  will  dalm  the  same  right  as  those  who  have 
departed. 

Mr.  McKSLLAR.  Does  the  Senator  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  iwoceed  with  it? 

Mr.  BORAH.  No;  I  merely  make  that  suggestion.  I  leave 
It  to  the  Senator  in  charge  of  the  bill  to  make  such  request  as 
he  wlabes. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  take  up  some 
part  of  the  hill  and  go  on. 

I  want  to  saj.  In  Justification  of  some  of  the  Senators  who 
asked  that  these  things  go  over  to^lay.  that  they  were  com- 
pelled to  be  in  the  departments  this  morning.  I  have  particular 
reference  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Sncxoifs]. 
He  la  not  absent  because  he  wanted  to  be.  He  is  de^Iy  Inter- 
ested tn  Schedule  2  of  this  bill;  and  he  aaked  me,  under  the 
drcumstAoees,  if  I  would  consent  to  two  or  three  of  those 
paracraphs  going  over.  He  is  the  senior  Democratic  member  of 
tlw  Itaance  Ooamlttce;    I  could  not  refuas  bla.    I  could  not 
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do  it  I  have  not  asked  to  have  a  single,  solitary  thing  go 
( ver ;  and  Just  before  the  Senator  came  in  I  gave  notice  that 
leglnning  next  week  I  wanted  to  commence  the  consideration  of 
I  be  paragraphs  that  have  been  passed  over,  and  dispose  of  them, 

Ind  get  along  with  the  bill. 
Mr.  President,  we  have  had  a  whole  week  here  now,  and  I 
dink  we  have  had  about  4  hours  and  80  minutes  on  the  bilL    T 
Should  like  to  go  on  to-day  for  a  while,  anyhow. 
Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  Presid«it,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
:1eld  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 
Mr   SMOOT     Yes 

Mr.  HARRISON.    The  Senator  has  been  very  courteous  and 

'■ery  accommodating,  and  what  be  is  doing  is  done  at  the  In- 

(tance  of  other  Senators.     That  is  quite  true.     Why  not  carry 

ut  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Borah],  and 

f  there  is  any  controversial  matter  in  the  agricultural  sched- 

ile  just  lay  it  over  and  proceed  on  it  until  1  o'clock? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  shall  be  very  glad  to  do  that 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
'leld  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McNART.  I  am  not  quite  in  accord  with  the  request 
ade  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho  or  by  the  Senator 
om  Mississipiri.  To  my  certain  knowledge,  a  number  of  Sena- 
lors  are  absent  to-day  for  very  good  reasons,  and  they  are  not 
a  position  to  procee<l  with  the  agricultural  schedule.  There 
ad  been  no  notice  that  we  should  take  up  the  agricultural 
cheduie.  We  have  passed  over,  we  have  glossed  over,  many 
ther  schedules  and  many  other  items  in  those  schedules  which 
ihould  first  be  considered. 

The  question  as  to  whether  or  not  a  schedule  or  rate  Is  in  con- 
roversy  depends  upon  an  individual  Senator's  standpoint.  The 
■ommlttee  may  have  increased  or  decreased  the  House  rate. 
Jome  Senator  may  have  in  his  mind  a  desire  further  to  decrease 
•r  increase  that  rate.  To  take  advantage  of  Senators  represent- 
ng  agricultural  States  who  have  had  no  notice  that  this  schedule 
eould  be  brought  up  unexpectetlly  to-day  would  be  obviously 
1  mfalr. 

Mr.  BORAH.    I  supposed  that  all  Senators  had  notice  that 
're  were  going  to  have  a  session  to-day. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Unquestionably;  but  if  the  Senator  Is  rea- 
!  onable — and  he  always  tries  to  be,  and  Is — he  will  recognize 
hat  we  have  been  working  on  Schedules  1  and  2  and  have 
lassed  over  many  of  the  items ;  and  there  v^ammo  statement, 
10  intimation  was  given  out,  that  we  would  pWs  to  the  agrl- 
lultural  schedule.  I  am  speaking  in  a  spirit  of  fairness  to 
hose  who  are  absent  to-day  who  would  like  to  be  here  when 
Ills  most  important  schedule  of  all  the  tariff  bill  is  taken  up. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  then,  In  the  interest 
»f  those  in  charge  of  the  bill,  that  we  take  a  recess  until 
fonday,  and  then  perhaps  they  will  be  ready. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Before  the  Senator  makes  that  motion, 
o  that  Senators  may  know  who  happen  not  to  be  in  the  Cham- 
>er,  I  desire  to  state  that  there  has  been  more' accomplished 
iuring  the  last  hour  of  yesterday  and  this  morning  for  two 
hours  than  we  have  accomplished  in  two  weeks,  almost,  with 
«ference  to  these  rates.  We  have  moved  along  pretty  well 
his  morning  and  late  yesterday  afternoon. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  in  view  of  the  expressions  here 
m  the  agricultural  section  and  others.  I  think  the  best  thing 
do  now  is  to  give  notice  that  hereafter,  beginning  Monday, 
r-e  are  going  to  start  with  paragraph  1,  and  we  are  not  going  to 
old  up  any  of  the  paragraphs  or  pass  them  over  until  they  are 
ed  of,  and  take  the  bill  section  by  section  until  it  Is 
shed. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
;1eld  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Of  course,  we  have  had  an  understanding 
I  ill  along  about  the  first  three  schedules  of  the  bill. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    What  understanding? 

Mr.  BARKLBY.    That  amendments  from  the  floor,  individual 

nmendments,  would  not  be  in  order  as  to  the  first  three  sobed- 

Hles.    So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  that  understanding  may  be 

abrogated  as  to  Schedule  2.    I  think  that  on  our  side  we  are 

irepared  to  complete  Schedule  2;  but  as  to  the  chemical  and 

al  schedules,  which  are  the  most  involve<l  and  the  most 

leal,  we  did  request  that  that  rule  should  apply  to  those 

o  schedules. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  was  not  speaking  of  the  rule  of  completing 
he  schedules.    I  am  speaking  now  of  the  committee  amend> 
1  Q«ita  to  those  sdiedules. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  all  right.  I  thought  the  Senator 
meant  that,  beginning  with  section  1,  he  was  going  through  to 
complete  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  I  said  the  ameudments  that  were  ptissed 
over. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  is  all  right 

Mr.  SWANSON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  A  great  many  of  us  have  been  here  con- 
tinuously during  this  tariff  discussion.  I  have  been  absent  only 
one  half  day  since  the  bill  has  been  before  the  Senate.  I  am 
willing  tliat  one  Senator  should  be  convenienced,  but  I  am  not 
willing  that  one  Senator  should  be  convenienced  at  the  expense 
of  having  80  or  90  Senators  inconvenienced.  That  is  incon- 
siderate. 

Am  I  to  understand  that  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
makes  the  positive  declaration  to  the  Senate  that  commencing 
next  Monday  he,  as  chairman  of  tl>e  (Committee  on  Finance, 
having  charge  of  this  bill,  will  consent  no  further  that  sched- 
ules shall  be  delayed  and  delayed,  and  other  Senators  brought 
here  to  discuss  them  cmly  to  find  that  they  have  been  put  off? 
Am  1  to  understand  that  he  will  refuse  to  consent  to  delay  in 
the  consideration  of  any  schedules? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Stnator  knows  that  I  have  tried  to  com- 
ply with  every  request  made  by  any  Senator,  but  the  time  has 
arrived  when  we  ought  to  complete  some  schedule. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  I  am  in  agreement  with  the  Senator.  As  I 
understand,  he  gives  notice  now  to  the  entire  Senate  that  com- 
mencing next  Monday  he  is  not  going  to  consent  that  amend- 
ments go  over,  but  timt  he  will  insi.st  that  they  shall  be  disposed 
of.  If  that  is  done,  we  will  make  some  progress.  But  I  do  not 
want  to  be  brought  here  repeatedly  when  we  can  not  make  any 
progress,  as  I  was  to-day.  I  came  here  from  Uichmoud,  travel- 
ing last  night  until  2  o'clo&  in  order  to  be  here,  only  to  find 
that  through  an  arrangement  with  three  or  four  Senators  the 
business  of  the  Senate  can  not  be  transacted.  I  say  that  that  is 
not  treating  the  Senate  in  the  right  way.  It  may  be  treating 
two  or  thrt-e  Senators  right.  I  traveled  nearly  ull  night  to  be 
here  to-day,  and  when  I  get  here  I  find  that  on  account  of  an 
arrangement  with  two  or  three  Senators  the  entire  Senate  is 
inconvenienced.  I  think  the  right  thing  to  do  is  for  the  Senator 
having  charge  of  the  bill  to  insist  on  the  Senate  going  ahead 
with  amendments  as  they  are  reached,  if  he  wants  to  make 
prt^ress. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  gave  notice  that  we  would  begin  Monday 
with  the  consideration  of  all  paragraphs  passed  over  in  Sched- 
ule 1.  We  want  to  complete  those,  and  then  we  want  to  go  to 
Schedule  2  and  complete  that  schedule,  and  to  Schedule  3,  and 
so  on.  I  believe  that  is  what  the  Senate --wants,  and  I  think 
that  i.s  what  we  will  do  hereafter. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.«iachusetts.  Mr.  Pi"esident  since  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  *>bjected  to  my  unanimous-consent  request 
l^ecause  of  the  absence  of  certain  Senators  interested  in  the 
manganese  item  in  this  bill,  I  observe  the  senior  Senator  from 
Arizona  (Mr.  Ashurst]  and  the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  OnniEl  in  the  Chaml)er.  Both  of  them,  I  understand,  are 
prepared  to  discuss  the  question  of  manganese,  and  I  would 
like  to  inquire  if  the  Senators  are  ready  to  proceed  now. 

Mr.  ASHTRST.  Mr.  President.  I  am  ready  at  any  time,  but 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Oddie],  who  is  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Mines  and  Mining,  has  offered  the 
appropriate  amendment,  as  we  see  It.  I  defer,  of  course,  to 
his  view.  If  he  wishes  to  proceed  to-day  with  respect  to  the 
manganese  item,  1  am  ready,  and  on  manganese  have  always 
l)een  ready.  I  follow  verj'  cheerfully,  and  I  believe  very  suc- 
cessfully, in  this  item  the  leadership  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  Oddie]. 

Mr.  \\'ALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senator  from  Montana 
will  withdraw  his  objection  if  any  Senator  is  ready  to  debate 
the  question. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  asked  the  Senator  from  Nevada  if  he  was 
prepared  to  go  on  this  morning,  and  he  said  he  was  not. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Mr.  President,  when  the  Senator  from  Utah 
makes  arrangements  about  proceeding  on  Saturday,  In  order  to 
permit  Senators  to  ride  with  their  families,  or  to  play  golf,  or 
to  go  home,  I  think  he  should  on  the  Friday  evening  preceding 
make  a  .statement  as  to  the  arrangement  to  the  entire  Senate, 
so  that  the  rest  of  the  Senators  would  know  what  was  going  to 
be  done,  and  could  make  arrangements  accordingly. 

Mr.  SMITH.     And  give  us  the  names  of  the  Senators. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  No;  I  do  not  want  the  names  of  the  Sena- 
tors, but  just  that  the  Senator  shall  state  that  next  Saturday 
we  will  discuss  items  that  are  not  objected  to.  If  tl.at  is  done, 
I  will  know  what  to  do. 


Mr.  BORAH.  We  may  be  through  with  the  Mil  by  that 
time. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  The  situation  looks  more  encouraging  than 
I  have  yet  seen  it.  The  S^ator  from  Mississippi  has  suggested 
that  the  Senate  is  ready  to  quit  for  the  day.  It  Is  the  first  time 
in  my  20  years'  service  in  the  Senate  when  some  Senator  did 
not  have  something  to  say.  I  feel  very  hopeful  for  the  early 
passage  of  this  bill  if  the  Senate  is  in  that  condition. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  sincerely  hope  that  is  the  case. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  suggest  to  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  that  possibly  the  great  progress  we  have  made, 
and  which  he  has  noted,  is  due  to  the  absence  of  many  Senators, 
regardless  of  the  motive  that  absents  them  from  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  I  was  not  here  on  yesterday  afternoon,  and 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  was 
here,  and  I  can  not  say  who  was  responsible  for  the  progress. 

Mr.  GOFF.  The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  has  been  here 
when  the  Senator  from  Virginia  has  been  here  and  when  he  has 
been  absent  from  this  place. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
if  he  is  preptired  to  go  on  now  and  discuss  manganese? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President  I  understood  this  matter  was 
to  be  taken  up  next  week,  and  I  have  not  with  me  now  certain 
data  which  I  could  have  inside  of  a  half  hour.  If  the  Senate 
prefers  to  go  on  with  this  item  at  about  1  o'clock.  I  will  be 
ready.  But  I  would  prefer  something  else  should  be  taken  up  in 
the  interim. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  state  that  the 
Senator  from  Montana  made  objection,  and  the  Chair  could  not 
reconsider  that  unless  he  were  in  the  Chamber. 

BECESS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until 
10  o'clock  Monday. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  11  o'clock  and 
50  minutes  a.  m.)  took  a  recess  until  Monday,  November  4, 
1929,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 
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Monday,  November  4,  19^9 

(LegigUUive  day  of  Wednesday,  October  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

EUPLOTMENT  OF  CHABLE8  I..   ETAXBON 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  Senate  Resolution 
146  be  laid  before  the  Senate,  and  then  I  shall  suggest  the 
absence  of  a  quorum  in  accordance  with  the  agreement  I  had 
with  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Bijcask]. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  resolution. 
The  Chief  Clxsx.  A  resolution  (S.  Res.  146)  condemning 
the  action  of  Mr,  Bingham,  of  Connecticut  in  placing  Mr. 
Charles  L.  Eyanson  upon  the  official  rolls  of  the  United  States 
Senate. 

Mr.   NORRIS.    Mr.  President,   I   suggest   the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Bhortrldge 

SlmmoDti 

SnUtb 

Smoot 

Bteek 

Steiwer 

Stopbens 

BwaiiKon 

Tbomaa,  Idaho 

Thomax,  Okla. 

Townaend 

Trammell 

TydlnKa 

Vaodenbers 

WaJcott 

Walab.  ICaaa. 

Walab,  Mont 

Wheeler 


Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate  by 
reason  of  illness. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Shipstkad]  is  absent  UL 
I  ask  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  My  colleague  [Mr.  McMastix]  is  absent  on 
account  of  illness  in  his  family. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT:  Eighty-one  Senators  have  answered 
to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska [Mr.  NoBBisj  is  entitled  to  the  floor. 


Allen 

Fesa 

Jones 

Ashurst 

Fletcher 

Kendrick 

Berkley 

Praaier 

Keyes 

Bingham 

George 

La  PoUette 

Black 

OlUett 

McKellar 

Blaine 

Glenn 

McNarr 

Metcalf 

Blease 

Qoff 

Borah 

Ooldslwrongh 

Moses 

Bratton 

Gould 

Norbeck 

Brock 

Greene 

Norrla 

Brookhart 

Hale 

o5die 

Brousaard 

Hnrria 

Capper 

Uariinon 

Overnuin 

Caraway 

Hastings 
Hatfield 

Phlpps 

Connally 

Pine 

Copeland 

Hawes 

Pittman 

Cousens 

Harden 

BanedeU 

Cutting 

Hebert 

Ilped 

Dale 

Heflin 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Dill 

Howell 

Schall 

Edge 

Johnson 

Sheppard 
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Mr.  NORRIJT.  Mr.  PrenMent,  I  have  no  de«Ire  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  Senate  in  a  dismssiou  of  the  resolution.  I  am 
anxloae  to  dlnpose  of  it  as  soon  as  possible  so  that  we  can  get 
hack  to  the  tarifT.  I  think  ererything  c(»nnected  with  the  reso- 
lution Is  clearly  nnderstood  by  all  Senators.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned  I  am  ready  for  a  TOte  now. 

Mr.  BINOHAM  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BI.EASK     Mr.  I»re«ident,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  VIC'E  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  BLEASE.     What  Is  before  the  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Senate  Re?«>lntlon  146.  Does  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  desire  to  have  the  resolution  read? 

Mr.  BLEASE.     I  do. 

Tho  VirE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the  resolutioi,  be  read  for  the 
information  of  the  SenatP. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  146)  submitted 
by  Mr.  Nokbis  on  the  Ist  instant,  as  follows : 

Keaolvrd,  That  the  action  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  Mr. 
B1.M0HAM,  In  pkicinx  Mr.  Charles  L.  Eyanson  upon  the  official  rolla  of 
ttit  8<-Rate  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  set  forth  In  the  report  of  the 
■nbcommlttee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  (Bept  No.  43,  Tlat 
Cong.,  lat  Jieas.),  is  contrary  to  good  morals  and  senatorial  ethics  and 
tends  to  bring  the  Senate  into  dishonor  and  disrepute,  and  such  conduct 
Is  hcrebj  condemned. 

-^  Mr.  ULEASE.  Mr.  President.  I  would  like  to  hare  the  Sena- 
tor fmm  Connecticut  yield.  If  he  will,  to  enabh-  me  to  submit  an 
aiuendment 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  should  prefer  to  read  a  very  brief  state- 
ment  first. 

Mr.  BLEASE.     Then  I  will  wait 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  res4.»Iution  asks  for  the  condemnation 
of  my  baring  placed  Mr.  Eyaason,  secretary  to  the  president  of 
the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  As.«<ociatlon,  on  the  Senate  rolls 
00  three  grotmds:  First,  that  it  is  contrary  to  good  morals; 
second,  that  it  is  contrary  to  senatorial  ethics;  and  third,  that 
It  tends  to  damage  the  honor  and  reputation  of  the  Senate.  In 
Tiew  of  the  fact,  Mr.  Presklent,  that  I  hare  previously  explained 
at  some  length  the  whole  transaction,  both  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  and  before  the  special  committee  charged  with  investi- 
gating lobbyists.  I  sliall  not  go  into  the  matter  in  detail  at  this 
time. 

On  the  other  hand,  I  do  desire  to  be  heard  briefly  In  regard  to 
the  three  charges  which  have  l>een  brutight  against  me. 

lu  the  first  place,  it  ix  claimed  that  the  employment  of  Mr. 
EyauMio  was  contrurjr  to  good  morals.  It  la  dlflkmlt,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, to  kuow  exactly  what  It  meant  by  thb  expression  "con- 
trary to  good  Bsorala":  hot  if  It  means  anything  at  all  it  mtist 
mean  that  there  wua  aometblng  In  this  employment  which  was 
ImnH'ral  fn  the  mnne  of  bHng  dinhnnorable  or  corrupt.  To  this 
charge,  Mr.  Pretddent.  I  plead  not  guilty.  There  was  nothing  in 
bla  MBployment  which  was  dbhonorable  or  oormpt.  Not  one 
dollar  of  the  public  money  was  wasted.  Not  a  tingle  taxpayer's 
dollar  was  employed  for  any  felnlster  purpose.  I  did  not  profit 
to  the  extent  of  one  dollar  by  any  part  of  this  transaction.  It 
hap]>ew«  that  1  hiive  not  a  single  dollar  invested  In  any  of  the 
Connecticut  companies  seeking  an  lncrea.<<e  in  turifP  rates,  which 
might  Ik*  presumed  to  be  represented  by  an  oflkial  of  the  Ck)n- 
Dcvtlcut  Manufacturers'  A.«<8ociation.  Not  a  penny  of  the  pablic 
OKmey  stock  to  my  fingers  nor  to  the  fingers  of  Mr.  Bynnson. 
On  the  contrary,  whatever  he  recelve<l  while  on  the  Government 
pay  roll  was  turned  orer  to  the  clerk  who  continued  to  perform 
the  same  fnnctlonii  in  my  oflke  as  he  bad  done  previously  and 
•a  he  has  continued  to  do  since.  There  was  nothing  about  the 
traniwctloB  that  was  disbonorable  or  corrupt.  The  Connecticut 
Munufactarers'  AMmdatlon  did  not  neck  nny  unfair  advantage. 
In  loaning  ms  one  of  their  highly  paid  oflWrlals  they  did  so  at 
my  r^qumn  ta  order  that  I  oilght  Hecitre  that  person  In  Conn«rti< 
rot  irho  was  bast  posted  on  sU  sldeM  of  the  tariff  proMcm,  Mr. 
Kfittmm  bilMTed  ihrfiighoiit  In  an  Mtrmplsry  iwinner,  •nA4mtor- 
Inc  his  hssi  to  prssrnt  to  om  the  fn«is  sm  to  why  oertsin  Incrsasts 
or  crrtaJii  Jscraasi's  In  the  tariff  M'ltf^oles  wsrs  nsrcsMry,  In 
no  cum  tfld  h»  dttsinpt  to  daeslys  mf.  In  all  etsss  diil  hs  nmks 
•n  effort  to  l»rtoc  the  faifts  to  my  sttentlon.  There  Is  no  evi- 
dadoes  whBtMOewor  that  he  uttsrefweM^ited  (Us  facta  ur  attempted 
to  baniood  the  Imim.  or  In  any  way  whatwicTer  attempted  to  gala 
any  anfair  advantage  for  tba  Connecticut  manofactnrers  by  a 
mtacotistnictfcm  of  the  facts  or  a  faulty  preseotatloo  of  them 
Ha  la  s  highly  tralnad  bosiness  exeeatlTe.  Be  had  a  splendid 
war  record  and  has  a  Bpleu<lld  record  In  business.  Of  all  my 
comrtltnsnts  I  beUered  him  to  be  the  best  posted  on  the  bill 
passed  by  the  Hooae  of  Representatives.  In  all  his  relations 
with  me  there  waa  nothing  diabonorable  or  corrupt  In  the  slight- 
est degree.    There  was  nothing  contrary  to  good  morals. 

Now,  let  as  take  the  second  point :  It  is  dairoed  that  his  being 
placed  00  the  roils  of  the  Senate  was  contrary  to  senatorial 
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ethl  ra.  It  Is  fair  to  assume,  Mr.  President,  that  the  expression 
"  se  latorlal  ethics  "  relates  to  what  is  considered  by  senatorial 
prai;tlce  to  be  right  or  wrong.  Every  profession  has  its  ethics. 
There  are  what  is  known  as  newsiiaper  ethics.  There  are  what 
is  lno^vn  as  business  ethics.  There  arc  what  is  known  as  the 
ethi  cs  of  the  medical  profession.  This  action  of  mine  In  placing 
Mr.  Evanson  on  the  senatorial  rolls  is  called  "  contrary  to  sena- 
torl  il  ethics."    Again.  Mr.  President,  I  plead  not  guilty. 

E  k-eryone  in  the  Senate  knows  that  to  each  Senator,  no  matter 
wh£  t  his  position,  whether  he  be  chairman  of  a  committee  or 
the  newest  arrival  with  few  duties,  there  are  assigned  four 
clcr  fships.  If  he  is  the  chairman  of  a  committee,  they  bear  the 
titl<  which  relates  to  that  committee.  If  he  is  not  a  chairman 
of  t  committee,  then  they  bear  a  title  as  being  related  directly 
to  1  im.  If  he  is  chairman  of  a  very  Important  committee  with 
a  li  rge  amount  of  work  to  be  done,  more  than  four  clerkships 
are  allotted  to  him.  In  any  event,  Mr.  President,  every  Senator 
has  an  allowance  of  four  personal  clerkships.  Every  Senator 
knows  that  these  clerkships  are  allotted  to  each  Senator  for 
sue  J  use  as  he  chooses  to  make  of  them,  it  being  taken  for 
graited  that  he  is  the  best  juflge  of  such  employment,  and 
tha ;  they  are  given  him  to  enable  him  the  better  to  serve  his 
con itituents ;  to  take  care  of  his  correspondence;  to  attend  to 
the  business  of  his  oflice ;  In  a  word,  to  enable  him  the  better 
to  )erform  his  duties  as  a  Senator  from  the  State  which  sent 
bin  here.  It  may  not  be  generally  known  to  the  public,  but  It 
is  Inown  to  every  Senator  tliat  the  Senator  himself  is  considered 
the  sole  judge  as  to  the  nature  of  the  employment  to  which  these 
cler  ks  should  be  put  and  the  character  of  the  persons  appointed 
to  those  positions.  They  are  not  for  the  general  use  of  the 
Senate.  They  are  not  appointed  in  the  general  public  interest. 
Th(  (re  is  no  restriction  on  whom  should  be  appointed  or  how  he 
or  she  shall  be  employed.  That  Is  the  custom  of  the  Senate. 
Th(  It  is  the  nature  of  senatorial  ethics  so  far  as  these  positions 
are  concerned.  , 

According  to  senatorial  ethics  no  Senator  is  to  be  criticized  If 
he  chooses  to  place  members  of  his  family  in  these  clerical 
pos  tlons.  He  Is  not  to  be  accused  of  nepotism  If  he  appoints 
cou  dns.  nephews,  nieces,  or  sons  or  daughters  in  these  positions. 
He  is  not  accused  of  doing  something  contrary  to  senatorial 
eth  cs  if  he  uses  one  of  these  positions  to  pay  a  salary  to  the 
wU  J  of  his  chief  clerk,  who  herself  does  nothing  directly  for  the 
Ooremment  but  Indirectly  serves  the  Senator  and  his  con- 
stii  uents  by  helping  to  keep  her  husband  well  and  happy  and 
em  bllng  him  to  give  better  service  to  the  Senator  and  his  con- 
stituents. According  to  business  ethics,  such  employjaent  might 
be  regarded  askance,  but  it  should  be  remembered  that  accord- 
ing to  senatorial  ethics  these  four  clerical  positions  have  always 
been  coiwldered  to  be  part  of  the  perquisites  of  a  Henator,  to 
be  used  by  him  in  whatever  manner  lie  deems  to  be  b<>st  for 
the  Interest  of  his  constltiwuts.  If  the  four  clerks  arc  inefficient, 
lazr,  Indifferent,  or  absent  from  their  post  at  duty,  his  con- 
stituents will  suffer  and  he  himself  will  be  answerable  to  his 
constituents  in  the  long  run.  So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
lea  m,  according  to  senatorial  ethics,  no  official  of  the  Govern- 
meat,  no  official  of  the  Senate,  no  committee  of  the  Senate  has 
ever  held  that  a  Senator  was  answerable  as  to  whom  he  ap- 
pointed or  as  to  how  the  clerk  was  used.  In  view  of  this  fact, 
Mr  President,  I  do  not  see  how  my  placing  of  Mr.  Eyanson  on 
the  rolls  as  one  of  my  four  clerks  can  possibly  be  held  to  be 
contrary  to  senatorial  ethics. 

The  third  charge.  Mr.  President,  is  that  my  action  tends  to 
bring  the  Senate  into  dishonor  and  disrepute.  In  order  for  this 
action  to  bring  the  Senate  into  dishonor  and  disrepute  It  must 
have  had  some  sinister  motive  and  must  have  been  directed 
agi  Inst  the  Interest  of  the  veofAe  nt  the  L'olted  Htates. 

<>brioasly,  It  Is  felt  by  those  who  fsvor  this  reflation  that 
my  motives  In  this  action  wrrs  evil  or  else  that  the  actloo 
MmAt  had  resulted  In  some  ptibllc  calamily  (tt  was  adverse  to 
thd  pDbtle  interest. 

Mr  Presldt^t,  I  do  mH  belk've  thiit  iXunm  w1k>  hsre  d/^ne  ma 
th<  honor  of  listening  to  or  ttf  r<'ttdlritf  my  itrt'rUmn  Ktati'mefits 
wl  1  tectum  me  td  having  bad  dUh'/norabhf  or  antwtri</(lc  mo- 
tir  Rs.  My  aole  desire  was  Ut  s^core  tiu?  tM*Mt  (lossible  infonutt- 
tio  t  on  a  dlfflcnlt  tktuX  intricate  NUbjuct,  portUuiarly  as  it  related 
io  lie  per>ple  who  elected  ine  to  the  United  States  Senate,  SIrtce 
thb  eirfsode  oarnrre^  I  have  learned  that  four  or  five  Setutors 
hare  had  tariff  experts  asidgned  to  their  offlces  by  Uie  Tariff 
Co  nmlaslon.  I  have  learned  that  it  fs  cont<id<'rcd  entirely  proper 
an  I  ethical  to  take  Government  employettt  away  from  their  regn- 
laii  employment  and  from  the  desks  which  they  ordinarily  fill 
anA  bring  them  down  to  the  Senate  Oflkx  Building  and  give 
thrm  desks  In  the  private  offices  of  Senators  where  they  can 
fni  nish  statistics  to  be  used  In  arguments  against  a  high  protec- 
tlv5  tariff.  Had  I  known  that  this  practice  was  considered 
pn  f«r  It  is  poasible  that  I  should  have  aaked  the  Tariff  Com- 
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mission  to  assign  a  similar  expert  to  me  to  work  In  my  office  at 
public  expense,  furnishing  me  with  facts  and  information  to  be 
used  in  arguments  In  favor  of  a  high  protective  tariff.  Not 
realizing,  however,  Mr.  President,  that  that  was  considered  a  nor- 
mal procedure  I  asked  that  as.sociation  in  my  State  which  is 
most  Intimately  concerned  with  the  process  of  manufacture,  with 
the  problems  of  employment  and  unemployment,  with  the  actual 
costs  of  production,  to  loan  me  the  best  man  they  had  who  knew 
these  facts. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  In  a  high  protective  tariff.  I  believe 
that  the  prosperity  of  America  depends  on  tariff  rates  sufficiently 
high  to  equalize  the  differences  in  the  cost  of  production  at 
home  and  abroad.  After  having  gone  through  several  campaigns 
as  an  active  participant  and  notably  the  campaign  of  last 
Noveralier  I  believe  that  the  majority  of  the  American  people 
believe  In  a  protective  tariff  s^ufflciently  high  to  enable  the  Ameri- 
can manufacturer  successfully  to  meet  foreign  competition  and 
to  enable  the  American  worklngman  to  be  employed  at  wages 
which  win  enable  him  to  live  accordhig  to  the  American  standard 
of  living  In  contradistinction  to  foreign  standards  of  living. 

The  President  in  his  message  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
certain  Industries  needed  additional  protection.  In  order  that  I 
might  know  clearly  and  definitely  what  those  industries  were, 
I  felt  It  my  duty  to  secure  the  services  of  the  best  posted  man  I 
could  find.  The  reputation  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers' 
Association  is  such  that  I  knew  they  could  be  trusted  to  give 
me  a  reliable  expert  and  one  who  would  not  deceive  me  or  give 
me  any  arguments  which  could  not  be  used  In  open  court  The 
very  fact  that  they  did  not  seek  this  arrangement,  the  very  fact 
that  no  offers  of  any  kind  were  made  to  me  as  to  any  advan- 
tages that  might  accrue  to  me  if  I  used  their  employee,  the 
very  fact  that  the  whole  arrangement  as  conceived  and  aa 
worked  out  was  in  the  interest  of  a  tariff  i>olicy  which  I  believe 
the  majority  of  the  people  in  this  country  want,  makes  me  feel 
confident  that  what  I  did  in  securing  his  services  should  not  be 
held  as  tending  to  bring  the  Senate  into  dishonor  or  disrepute. 
On  the  contrary,  had  I  endeavored  to  undertake  my  duties  in 
the  Finance  Committee  without  securing  the  services  of  a  tarift 
eipeit,  without  acknowledging  that  my  previous  experience  had 
not  qualified  me  to  act  on  all  these  thousands  of  schedules,  with- 
out frankly  recognizing  that  I  needed  at  my  elbow  the  constant 
help  and  adrice  of  the  most  reliable  and  best-posted  man  I  could 
secure,  then,  Mr.  President,  I  might  be  willing  to  admit  that  my 
action  would  bring  the  Senate  Into  disrepute. 

That  there  was  anything  dishonorable  in  the  employmeni  of 
Mr.  Eyanson  I  am  sure,  Mr.  President,  no  one  will  believe. 
Tliat  there  was  anything  disreputable  or  dishonorable  in  my 
actions  in  so  employing  him  I  deny.  Mr,  President,  whatever 
mistakes  of  judgment  I  may  have  made,  however  lndlt«cr(>et  or 
overzealous  I  may  have  been,  the  fact  remains  that  whatever  I 
did  was  done  In  an  effort  to  secure  the  most  complete  informa- 
tion regarding  the  needs  of  those  whose  present  conditions  and 
whose  immediate  prospects  brought  them  within  the  bounds  of 
the  President's  message  to  Congress  as  being  in  need  of  the 
results  of  tariff  revision.  No  State  in  the  Union  is  more  de- 
pendent on  adequate  tariff  protection  than  is  the  State  of  Con- 
necticut. The  facts  In  regard  to  the  textile  Industries  In  Con- 
necticut are  true  also  in  many  other  States.  So  are  the  facts  in 
regard  to  many  other  Industries.  My  sole  object,  my  sole  pur- 
pose In  placing  Mr.  Eyanson  on  the  official  rolls  of  the  Senate 
was  so  that  I  might  be  the  better  prepared  to  present  the  case  of 
my  constituents  in  Connecticut,  both  employers  and  employees, 
b<^th  producers  and  consumers ;  that  I  might  be  the  better  pre- 
pared to  meet  in  committee  and  on  the  floor  of  thQ  Senate  the 
arguments  ot  those  who  are  opp<''>«d  to  a  high  protective  tariff 
and  who  are  Inclined  to  dIslN'lleve  the  stories  of  unemployment 
In  certain  lndusfri#^  and  the  threat  of  nnpniploymetit  in  other 
Imliistries, 

Mr,  President,  this  was  my  motive.  This  was  my  sole  o(>j«ct. 
In  carrying  It  out  tuti  a  ilollsr  of  the  publl/'  funds  was  mtsinad. 
No  nilsrsprssetttatlfm  regarding  unetnployment,  no  distortion  oi 
tlM*  tiiain  regarding  ottr  indtiNtrii<M  ws»  xtrm-tUTA.  Nothing  dis' 
bofi<;rHbla  or  disri'ptttable  was  flttempt<*d.  Nothing  was  dons 
co%%ir%ry  to  good  nN>rals  ttr  ta  senatorial  ethics.  My  judgment 
in  tlie  way  In  whk'h  I  endeavored  to  use  this  tariff  exfiert  may 
have  t»een  at  fault.  On  the  other  hand,  my  motives  in  doing  so 
were  based  on  my  whole-hearted  zeal  for  a  protective  tariff  and 
my  whole-hearted  desire  adequately  to  represent  the  interests  of 
tlie  State  of  Connecticut  and  tt>  promote  the  prosperity  of  the 
United  SUtes. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Ssoator  yield  for  a  quea- 
tion? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     I  yield  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  Senator  from  Connecticut 
yields  the  floor.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 


Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk 

Mr.  DILL.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  a 
question.  If  he  does  not  wish  to  answer  it,  I  desire  to  make  a 
statement. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Smoot]  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  will  take  me  but  a  moment  to  do  what  I 
desire  to  do.  I  merely  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute  for  the  rescHution  now  pending. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  declines 
to  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute  for  Senate  Resolution  146,  submitted  by  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Noaais],  and  ask  that  It  may  be 
read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  read,  as  requested. 

The  Chikt  Cl^k.  The  Senator  from  Utah  proiwses  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  Seimte  Resolution  146  the  following : 

Resoived,  That  the  Senate  diaapprovea  the  employment,  aa  •  derk 
to  a  Senator  or  committee  of  the  Senate,  of  any  person  who  at  any 
time  during  his  aervice  as  sncb  clerk  baa  been  or  Is  employed  hy  any 
individnai,  partnership,  corporation,  or  association  engaged  in  the 
manufacture,  production,  or  importation  of  articles  affected  by  tariff 
leglalatlon,  or  by  any  association  or  group  of  such  manufacturers, 
producers,  or  importers. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  in  the  nature  of  a  sub- 
stitute for  Senate  Resolution  146. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Washington. 
Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut,  who  has  so  completely  reviewed  the  resolu- 
tion, what  he  has  to  say  about  the  use  In  the  executive  meet- 
ings of  the  Finance  Committee  of  a  clerk  who  was  under  pay- 
ment by  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  A.ssocIatlon  without 
Informing  his  fellow  Senators  that  he  was  In  such  a  position? 
The  Senator  evidently  overlooked  that  or  he  did  not  care  to 
discuss  it. 

Mr.  BINGHAM,  Mr.  President.  In  reply  to  the  Senator's 
question,  It  was  not.  In  the  flrst  place,  an  executive  meeting  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  but  only  of  the  Republican  members  of 
the  committee.  That  is  a  very  minor  point,  but  I  merely 
wanted  to  correct  the  Senator's  statement  in  ttiat  regard. 
Mr,  DILL.    That  makes  It  worse, 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  In  the  second  place,  Mr.  President,  my  action 
In  not  telling  everyone  on  the  committee  that  I  had  with  me  as 
an  aide  an  official  of  the  Connecticnt  Manufacturers'  Assoda* 
tlon  was  probably  wrong, 

Mr.  DILL.  Did  the  Senator  tell  any  member  of  the  committee 
or  any  Member  of  the  Senate  that  this  clerk  was  on  the  pay  roll 
at  that  time  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  AMociatlon, 
which  was  seeking  privileged  legislation  at  the  hands  of  the 
committee? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  No ;  it  did  not  occur  to  me  to  discuss  It  with 
them ;  but  I  will  call  the  Senate's  attention  to  the  fact  that 
nothing  whatever  of  an  Improper  nature  was  done,  except  if 
there  was  Impropriety  in  the  fact  that  I  did  not  advertise  his 
connection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment.  In  the  nature  of  a  substitute,  proposed  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootJ. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Mr.  President,  nobody  seems  disposed  to  say 
anything  about  this  re>M;lutlon.  I  have  been  away  over  Sunday, 
and  If  there  la  any  agreement  or  understanding  that  there  shall 
not  be  any  debate  1  do  m^  wish  to  intrude  my  remarks ;  but  if 
there  is  not,  I  do  not  wish  to  rota  against  this  resolution  wltboot 
stating  my  reasons. 

My  fnndamenUI  reason  is  that  1  do  not  thliik  it  Is  the  daty 
of  tlMf  tkfttuUf  by  miUmn  rendAutUm  to  pass  uinm  tite  pr/;prlety  t^r 
lmpro(>riety,  tha  discretion  itr  indiserefUsi,  of  Menators,  It  is 
only  on  grsve  occsslofts  that  that  ought  to  tm  dons,  snd  this 
certainly  does  not  tmnn  U*  nw'  Micb  an  oceM»Um.  Moreorar,  it 
seems  to  ma  It  never  (mght  to  be  done  in  s  cumi  where  pariisatt 
advantave  is  an  Issue,  and  that  certainly  Is  tbo  case  iiera,  ito, 
while  I  do  rtot  pretend  to  6e(etul  or  condone  the  conduct  of  the 
Henator— wbUii  seems  to  ine  exceedingly  Indiscreet  and  ItuIUates 
an  ingenuousness  and  a  lack  of  apfireciation  of  results  that  sur- 
prises me— yet.  despite  that,  It  seems  to  me  thb  bt  not  a  case  for 
a  senatorial  resolution. 

The  Senator  apparently  took  what  he  very  naturally  thought 
was  the  very  best  course  in  order  to  be  efficiently  assisted  lu  the 
performance  of  his  duties  on  the  Finance  Committee.  He  nev-r 
before  had  been  on  a  tariff  committee.  All  of  us.  In  connection 
with  the  tariff,  look  first  to  the  interesU  of  our  constituents,  I 
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suspect.  What  tbe  Senator  wanted  to  do  was.  first,  to  mske 
stir*  that  he  was  properly  performing  his  doty  to  tboee  he  repre- 
sented, and  therefore  be  looked  for  the  man  who  would  know 
more  than  anybody  else  what  the  interests  and  merits  of  his 
ooostituents  were,  and  he  secured  him.  I  think  he  was  indis- 
creet at  the  very  onti^et  in  doing  that.  He  might  have  suspected 
tbat  whUe  his  motires  were  perfectly  pure,  while  he  was  simply 
MideaToring  to  put  all  the  facts  lirfore  a  committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate, yet  in  selecting  an  employee  of  a  manufacturers'  associa- 
tion be  would  be  accused  of  being  a  mere  representatire  of  their 
Interest.^.  I  do  not  lielieve  that  was  his  object  at  all.  I  !»elleTe 
that  be  Intended  simply  to  get  the  facts  to  enable  him  to  repre- 
sent his  constituents. 

Why.  we  ail  do  that  Those  of  us  who  come  from  States  of 
diversified  interests  are  constantly  appealed  to  by  our  coo- 
stitoents.  and  we  a^  them  for  the  facts.  The  Senator  was 
fortunate  in  having  somebody  who  knew  the  facts  about  all  the 
Interests.  Most  of  oh  have  to  listen  to  the  statements  first  of 
oue  and  then  of  another,  and,  of  course,  it  is  impossitile  for  us 
to  remember  them  all.  and  we  wait  to  secure  the  facta  tutil 
shortly  before  the  issue  arises. 

I  remember  very  recently  being  told  that  a  prominent  member 
of  the  minority  side  had  the  facts  put  before  him  by  a  so-called 
lol>byist,  abd  he  was  convinced,  but  he  said.  "  I  can  not  remem- 
ber this  until  the  matter  comes  up  in  the  Senate.  Come  to  me 
the  night  Iwfore  it  comes  up  and  tell  me  all  the  facta  then,  so 
that  I  will  have  them  fresh  in  mind." 

That  is  what  all  of  us  like  to  have — the  facts  in  our  minds 
Just  iM^fore  the  issue  arises — and  undoubtedly  that  is  what  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  had  in  mind  in  this  employment. 
But,  of  course,  as  I  say.  it  was  indiscreet,  because  it  was  likely 
to  be  charged  afalust  him  that  what  he  wanted  was  not  the 
facts  but  an  ex  parte  selfish  argument 

Of  course,  this  man  probably  would  give  him  one  side.  The 
Senator  has  stated  that  he  has  no  reason  to  think  that  the  man 
gave  him  anything  but  the  facts.  I  have  been  here  during  the 
c^iisideration  of  a  good  many  tariff  laws.  I  have  had  a  great 
many  constituents  come  to  me  stating  their  case,  and  I  can  not 
recall  a  alngie  instarce  in  which  anyone  ever  tried  to  deceive  me 
•a  to  the  facts.  Of  course.  I  have  had  instances  where  I  have 
Dot  agreed  with  them,  where  I  have  not  believed  tbat  the  facta 
as  they  stated  them  warranted  the  conclusions  to  which  my 
cnnxtituents  came,  and  very  likely  that  would  have  been  true 
of  the  Senator  from  Conwctlcut ;  but  I  believe  that  what  he 
want«-d  waa  s'nne  oue  who  could  jog  his  memory  and  con- 
stantly rapplj  the  pertinent  facts  as  needed. 

Now.  we  come  to  the  further  point,  which.  I  thinlc.  was  still 
DKire  Indiacreef.  bat  I  still  think  was  not  iateudwl  to  be  im- 
proper, of  tha  Henator  appointing  thia  man  aa  bla  clerk,  Tbat 
was  a  still  farther  Instance  of  the  political  bllndnesa  of  the 
Beuator  from  Connecticut.  I  aaanme  that  the  Senator  bad  the 
thought  that  aa  his  pemonal  clerk  he  coold  have  him  in  the 
comniltree.  where  he  would  conatantly  be  able  to  poat  the 
Senator  on  the  facts. 

We  all  know  that  a  man  who  la  not  familiar  with  tariff 
■rhedules.  going  into  a  committee  with  men  who  are  familiar 
with  them,  very  probably  would  not  be  able  to  present  his  case 
adequately,  because  the  facts  are  ao  complicated  and  intricate 
that  when  he  presents  his  argument  and  is  answered  by  the 
other  side,  statements  might  be  made  that  probably  could  be 
forrlhly  contradicted,  and  he  would  not  know  enough  to  con- 
tradict them,  and  he  wants  Momet)ody  to  give  him  all  the  facta. 
The  man  with  the  superior  knowledge  and  information  would 
have  all  tbe  advantage.  It  was  very  natural,  therefore,  that 
the  E^nator  ahovld  have  wanted  mmebody  to  feed  him  facts 
^jKT^e  committee ;  but,  of  course,  it  was  utterly  improper  for 
htm,  by  appointing  the  man  as  his  nominal  clerk  when  he  did 
not  mean  bim  to  perform  any  other  duties  of  clerk,  to  intro- 
duce him  into  the  committee  room.  It  Is  indefensible;  but, 
when,  as  I  believe.  It  waa  done  with  the  very  best  motives,  and 
simply  that  he  might  properly  present  the  arguments  for  his 
constituents.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  so  Important  that  the 
Senate  must  rise  In  ita  dignity  and  pass  a  resolution  upon  the 
matter. 

Why,  If  we  should  pass  upon  an  the  indtsrretlona  of  our 
fellow  Senators,  our  time  for  the  transaction  of  other  businesa 
would  be  a  good  deal  limited. 

Take  the  Seiiator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  whoae  mind  is 
thoppujrhly  stored  with  information  In  regard  to  all  tariff 
measures;  yet  I  notice  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  beside 
him.  when  the  bill  la  being  considered,  an  expert.  He  does  not 
trust  to  his  own  memory.  That  expert  has  no  right  to  be  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  The  only  persons  we  can  bring  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  are  oar  clerks.  If  the  Senator  from  Utah 
had  wished  to  bring  thia  expert  legally  on  the  Senate  floor,  and 
had  appointed  him  aa  hla  nominal  derk,  aa  the  Senator  from 


Coinerticut  did,  I  would  not  vote  for  a  resolution  censuring  | 
hi4  for  that. 

Mr.  NORRIS     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setls  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebra.ska? 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  this  so-called  expert  sitting  by  the  side  of 
the  Senator  from  Utah  were  in  the  employ  of  the  Connecticut, 
Manufacturers'  Association  at  a  salary  of  $10,000  a  year,  and 
therefore  directly  interested  in  the  particular  bill  we  now  have 
hefare  us,  and  the  Senator  from  I'tali  were  secretly  bringing 
hlni  In  here,  would  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  think  that 
wa »  all  right? 

Hr.  GILLETT.    No;  I  would  not. 

mr.  NORRIS.     And  would  not  the  Senator  think  that  was. 
winrely  different  from  what  now  appears— a  Government  em- 
pl^ee  brought  here  whom  we  all  consult  when  we  desire  any 
Infbrmatlon? 

]  hope  the  Senator  from  Ma««sachu9etts  is  not  criticizing  the 
Sei  lator  from  Utah  for  bringing  this  roan  here.  We  all  consult 
him  when  we  want  to.  He  is  an  expert  from  the  Tariff  Com- 
miiislon,  a  regular  employee  of  the  Government.  He  is  not,  or 
I  t  appose  he  Is  not,  in  the  secret  employ  of  somebody  who  Is 
try  ng  to  get  a  big  tariff  on  his  product. 

Ir.  GILLETT.  I  recognize  and  admit  the  dffforence,  Mr. 
Pri  Msident.  I  admitted  it  at  the  outlet.  I  admit  the  entire  Im- 
pr<prlety  of  what  was  done;  but  what  I  claim  is  that  the  Sena- 
toi  from  Connecticut  did  not  aiipreoiate  It,  and  did  not  do  it 
foi  the  purpose  of  furthering  those  particular  interests,  and  that 
be  did  not  believe  that  the  individual  he  employed  in  the  c^m- 
ml  tee  room  was  there  to  give  away  any  of  the  secrets  of  the 


coi  amlttee,  or  In  any  way  to  do  more  than  to  give  him  the  facta 
in  the  case. 

I  )f  coarse,  the  cases  are  different.  I  am  not  claiming  that  they 
ar '  the  same. 

Hr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

TTie  VKTE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebra.ska? 
kr,  GILLETT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORBIS.  Even  If  that  be  tnie,  «««.«iumlng  that  tl»e  Sena- 
tor from  Connecticut  has  no  conception  of  senatorial  ethics  or 
senatorial  honor  and  that  he  does  the)<e  things  without  thinking 
th<T  are  wrong,  is  It  not  time,  if  that  be  true,  that  the  Si-nate 
should  take  some  action  to  let  him  aa  well  as  the  country  know 
th$t  we  think  it  is  wrong? 

r.  GILLETT.  No.  Mr,  President ;  that  is  Jnst  What  T  do  not 
k  is  the  case.  I  do  not  think  w«'  are  called  upon  to  pass  a 
atlon  of  the  Senate  to  point  that  out. 
y,  nnmerous  Ineidents  happen  that  we  disapprove  that  w« 
doj  not  oenwure.  I  know  that  whm  I  was  in  tite  otiier  branch  of 
C«RgreM  I  sr>metimes  saw  men  participating  in  the  action  «rt  the 
Hoose  under  the  influence  of  liquor.  That  was  entirely  Im- 
proper and  imiefensible,  but  I  w<jald  not  have  thought  it  wise 
to  bring  In  a  resolution  to  censure  them. 

air.  NORRIS.  That,  at  least,  was  not  secret.  The  whole  pub- 
iMcould  see  It. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  That  is  just  where  the  Senator  is  mistaken. 
It  was  secret.  It  was  obvious  to  those  who  were  there ;  but  to 
th>  great  American  public  whom  the  resolution  is  intended  to 
reich  It  was  secret. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  was  not  secret  to  the  occupants  of  the  gal- 
leiles. 

Mr.  GILLETT.     No. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    They  had  the  same  opportunity  to  observe  it 
tb  It  Members  of  fbe  House  had.     It  was  done  in  public. 

pfr.  GILLETT.  It  was  not  secret  to  a  few  hundred ;  hut  this 
Isjno  longer  secret.  There  certainly  is  no  secrecy  about  this. 
Tie  Senator  is  not  introducing  this  resolution  in  order  to  prevent 
serrecy.  The  matter  certainly  has  been  sufllcietitly  exploited  ai- 
re idy;  and,  as  I  say,  in  the  case  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  I  do 
nc  t  say  that  it  Is  improper,  but  it  Is  a  breach  of  the  rules  of  the 
Senate  to  have  the  expert  on, the  floor  of  the  Senate.  He  has 
n«  right  to  be  here ;  and  if  the  Senator  from  Utah,  instead  of 
bifnglng  him  here  in  this  way,  should  Ining  him  here  as  his 
k,  that  would  be  censurable,  but  it  would  not  call  for  a 
hition  of  the  Senate. 

by,  rumor  has  it  that  in  the  Capitol  and  in  the  OtRce  Build- 
there  are  bottles  which  ought  not  to  be  there,  and  which 
hers  of  Congress  have  there  to  use.     That  is  decidedly  Im- 
per ;  we  would  all  criticize  it ;  but  I  would  not  vote  for  a  reso- 
lution to  condemn  any  individual  Senator  on  that  account. 

ere  are  numbers  of  things  that  we  disapprove,  that  we 
criticize,  tmt  which  we  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  briug  tiefore 
thr  Senate  and  offer  a  resolution  of  condemnation.  , 

think  the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  good  friend  of  mine  as  he^ 
iaJ  and  chairman  of  a  committee  of  which  I  am  a  member,  in ' 
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the  very  course  of  the  lobby  investigation  exercised  his  Judg- 
ment In  a  way  that  la  open  to  censure,  but  I  would  not  vote  for 
a  resolution  to  censure  him.  I  think  the  criticism  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Connecticut  upon  the  appointment  of  the  committee  by 
the  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and  which  was  imme- 
diately followed  by  the  Introduction  of  this  resolution,  was 
Justified. 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  was  charged  with  the  duty  of 
appointing  a  lol>l>y  investigating  committee,  and  everylnxly  knows 
that  the  purpose  was  to  investigate  the  lobby  which  was  inter- 
ested in  duties  on  manufactures.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska 
appointed,  first,  the  Junior  Senator  from  Arkansas  (Mr.  Caba- 
wat]  as  chairman ;  then  he  appointed  the  senior  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  ;  then,  having  to  appoint  Republicans,  of 
course,  appointed  the  only  two  Republican  members  of  the 
coalition  on  the  committee.  Then  when  the  panel  of  the  coali- 
tion Republicans  on  the  committee  was  exhausted,  he  appointed 
one  regular  Eepubllcan.  I  do  not  think  that  was  what  we 
would  expect  from  a  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  who 
is  supposed  to  be  Judicial  and  impartial  I  think  there  ought  at 
least  to  have  been  two 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  Invite  the  Senator— and  I  say  it  In  perfect 
good  faith — to  Introduce  a  resolution  of  censure  for  the  Judi- 
ciary Committee,  and  let  the  Senate  determine. 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator,  first,  does  he  remem- 
ber that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  said  In  his  remarks  here, 
which  the  Senator  has  Just  approved 

Mr.  GILLETT.  No;  I  did  not  approve  his  remarks.  I  said 
I  approvefl  criticism  of  that  feature. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Of  the  remarks  he  made  of  me.  That  Is  the 
part  of  it  I  am  going  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senator. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  I  do  not  know  that  I  approved  all  of  bis 
remark.**,  for  I  do  not  remember  them. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  He  said  I  frameti  the  committee  against  him 
because  he  was  an  administration  Senator,  or  words  to  that 
effect.     Does  the  Senator  l)elieve  that? 

Mr.  GILLETT.  No;  I  did  not  suppose  at  that  time  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  was  in  the  investigation  at  all. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  l*oes  the  Senator  from  Massachti- 
setts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  GILLETT.    I  would  a  little  prefer  not  to  yield. 

The  VICE  PRESIDE.VT.  The  Senator  declines  to  yield- 
Mr,  GILLETT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  rot^n  that  I  ar»prove 
what  the  Senator  from  (3otmei'ti<'ut  said,  beiause  I  do  not  know 
what  he  said;  tmt  1  do  think  tbat  (Tlticism  of  the  Henator  from 
Nebrat^ka  was  Justified.  He  chaliooges  me  to  Introduce  a  reao- 
Intion.  That  Is  Just  the  point  I  am  making;  I  would  not 
introduce  stich  a  resolution.  I  would  not  vote  for  It.  I  do  not 
think  It  is  a  proper  course.  I  do  not  think  we  are  sitting  as 
a  boily  of  censors.  I  think  It  is  worthy  of  criticism,  yet  I  do 
not  think  it  Is  worthy  of  the  action  of  the  Senate,  and  If  I 
knew  there  was  a  majority  for  it  I  would  not  offer  a  resolution. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  GILLETT.    I  yield, 

Mr,  NORRIS.  Does  the  Senator  think  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  did  wrong  in  making  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  Caraway]  chairman  of  the  committee? 

BIr.  GILLETT.  I  do  not  know  that  he  did.  I  have  not 
thought  of  that.  I  was  not  critlclalng  that.  What  I  criticize 
is  instead  of  putting  on  the  committee  two  anticoalition  Sena- 
tors lie  put  on  it  only  one. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Does  the  Senator  deny  the  Republicanism  of 
the  Seiaitor  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobah].  or  does  he  say  he  was 
unfair,  or  that  there  was  anything  wrong  In  putting  him  on  this 
connnittee? 

Mr.  GILLETT.    That  is  not  the  point  at  all. 

Mr,  NORRIS.    I  think  it  is. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  If  he  had  appointed  all  five  Democrats.  I 
would  not  say  they  were  unfair  or  unwise,  but  I  say  in  making 
up  a  committee  of  five  it  is  unfair  to  put  four  of  one  way  of 
thinking  and  one  of  another.  We  always  appoint  three  and 
two,  and  the  Senator  did  not  do  that.    That  Is  my  criticism. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  the  Senator  will  concede  that 
what  we  wanted  was  an  investigation  of  the  lobby. 
Mr.  GILLETT.    Yes;  and  a  fair  one, 

Mr.  NORRIS.     The  chairman  would  have  been  amiss  if  he 
had  put  five  on  that  committee  who  were  opposed  to  the  investi- 
gation of  the  lobby,  would  he  not? 
Mr.  GILLETT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  will  admit  also,  will  he  not,  tbat 
the  advocates  of  a  lobby  and  the  investigation  of  the  lobby  come 


principally  from  those  Senators  who  are  opposed,  not  entirely 
but  In  very  large  majority 

Mr.  GILLETT.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Senator  means  by 
advocates 

Mr.  NORRIS.  From  Senators  who  are  opposed  to  the  high 
rates  of  this  biU. 

Mr,  GILLETT.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Senator  means  by 
"  advocates  of  a  lobby." 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Of  a  lobby  Investigation.  I  should  have  raid. 

Mr,  GILLETT.  The  Senator  practically  admits,  then,  that 
he  appointed  4  to  1  instead  of  following  the  usual  custom  of 

3  and  2? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    No,  Mr.  President ;  I  do  not  admit  appointing 

4  to  1. 

I  do  claim  that  I  appointed  a  committee  that  wanted  to  carry 
out  in  good  faith  the  real  intent  of  the  resolution,  to  make  an 
investigation  of  the  lobby,  and  I  think  yet  that  I  did  it,  and  the 
work  they  are  doing  demonstrates,  I  think,  that  I  did  the  right 
thing. 

Mr,  GILLETT.  And  the  Senator  could  have  accomplished  it 
by  appointing  all  five  Democrats,  of  course.  It  is  only  a  question 
of  propriety.  As  I  have  said,  I  would  not  submit  a  resolution 
even  if  I  thought  the  Senate  would  adopt  it,  because  I  do  not 
think  It  Is  a  matter,  just  as  I  do  not  think  this  conduct  of  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  Is  a  matter  that  calls  for  action  of 
the  Senate.  There  was  no  moral  turpitude,  as  I  see  It,  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  simply  had  in  mind  to  do  his  duty 
as  a  Senator  to  the  best  of  his  ability.  It  was  in  that  respect 
that  he  exercised  poor  Judgment 

As  to  the  results  of  it,  of  course  we  Republicans  are  the  ones 
who  win  suffer.  We  are  the  ones  who  really  have  a  grievance 
against  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  and  not  the  other  side; 
and,  of  course,  this  resolution  Is  offered  to  Intensify  and  publish 
abroad  tbat  fact  Ever  since  I  can  remember,  when  tariff  bills 
have  been  under  consideration,  the  constant  denunciation  from 
those  who  are  opposed  to  a  protective  tariff  lias  always  been 
that  the  manufacturing  interests  were  CMitrolllng  the  tariff  and 
doing  it  for  themselves.  Year  after  year,  and  tariff  after  tariff, 
there  has  been  declamation  and  vituperation  from  the  Demo- 
cratic side  of  the  Cbamb<>r  In  both  Houses,  claiming  that  a  tariff 
for  protection  was  controlled  by  special  interests,  and  that 
lobbyists  were  writing  the  tariff.  It  does  not  seem  to  have  had 
any  great  effect  on  ttie  country,  beeanae  I  think  the  protective 
principle  is  more  firmly  intrenched  to-day  than  It  ever  was  be- 
fore, and  even  the  opposite  party  In  die  last  campaign  came 
pretty  near  indorsing  it  Bot  that  baa  been  their  cry.  and  of 
course  It  la  deligbtfal  to  them  to  bare  a  case  like  this  arise, 
which  seems  In  a  certain  sense  to  Justify,  exemplify,  and  illoa' 
trate  thia  charge  they  have  always  made.  Now  they  can  say. 
"  Yes :  we  chilni  that  the  manafactvren^  Interests  and  their 
lobby  are  controlling  the  making  of  a  tariff,  and  here  is  a  case 
where  the  representative  of  a  manufacturing  combination  waa 
admitted  into  the  secret  conferences  of  a  Republican  commit- 
tee." They  do  not  aay  it  was  only  for  two  or  three  days,  and 
that  he  was  put  out  as  soon  as  the  committee  found  it  oat ;  bnt 
there  is  a  splendid  illustration  of  their  argument. 

Inasmuch  as  personalities  are  always  vastly  more  effective 
tban  the  general  denunciation  which  we  have  heretofore  heard 
against  the  protective  tariff,  here  is  a  private,  personal  illostra- 
tlon  and  example  which  I  am  sure  we  shall  hear  reaoundlng 
through  the  country  as  proof  that  that  they  were  right  In  all 
their  charges.  So  I  say  that  we  on  this  side  of  the  Senate  have 
much  more  reason  to  regret  the  affair  than  those  who  are  op- 
posed to  a  protective  tariff. 

Mr.  President  when  we  consider  this  qoeetion  of  a  lobby.  I 
think  it  might  be  said  the  lobby  is  receiving  and  has  always 
borne  a  stigma  which  I  do  not  think  it  deserves.  A  lobbyist  is 
considered  a  corrupt  and  undeserving  citizen. 

When  I  first  came  to  Congress.  I  had  heard  of  the  great 
lobbies  which  emirioyed  beautiful  women  and  made  otlier  appeala 
to  the  pleasures  of  a  legislator,  and  I  looked  around  when  I 
came  here  and  expected  to  see  some  <rf  these  spedniens  of 
lobbyists.  ,  .., 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tenu>ore.    Does  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusetts yield  to  the  Senator  frMu  Arkansas? 
Mr.  GILLETT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  The  .Senator,  as  soon  as  he  got  here,  com- 
menced to  look  for  a  la<ly  lobbyist  did  he? 

Mr.  GILLETT.    I  did  not  say  as  soon  as  I  got  here.    I  said 
that  I  anticipated  seeing  some  of  them. 
Mr.  CARAWAY.    But  the  Senator  said  he  looked  for  them. 
Mr.  GILLETT,    No ;  I  did  not 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.    That  Is  what 
the  Senator  said,  that  as  soon  as  he  got  here  he 
looking  for  them. 
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Mr.  QILLETT.    Tke  Senfttor  knows  what  I  meant. 
Mr.  NORRI8.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield) 
Mr.  OILLBTT.    I  jleld.  .  .     ^    w^  * 

Mr.  NORRI8.  Waa  the  fact  that  the  Senator  had  heard  about 
thcM  boantiful  lady  lobbylaU  the  reason  the  Senator  <»me  here 
a  good  many  years  ago?  ,.    ,  .. 

Mr,  QILUDTT.  1  had  other  motives,  and  If  that  had  been 
one  (rf  my  reasons,  I  would  have  been  a  grievously  disai>pointed 

man. 

Mr.  NORBI8.    The  Senator  would  be  over  It  by  this  time, 

anyway. 

Mr.  OILLETT.  That  Is  sadly  true.  Bat  even  in  those  days, 
when  the  Senator  seems  to  think  I  might  have  desired  it,  I 
never  saw  them,  aud  I  have  never  seen  anything  of  these  gor- 
geous banquets,  and  these  hundred  dbUar  bills  in  dgar  boxes, 
OS  any  other  evidence  of  corrupt  lobbyists  and  influences  which 
I  had  heard  so  much  sbout.  I  have  never  seen  anything  of  it 
and  I  do  not  think  otiier  Senators  here  hav& 

After  the  Civil  War  there  was  often  corruption,  I  suspect,  by 
the  lobby,  but  for  many  years  all  the  lobby  has  done  and  sU  the 
lobby  has  been  abie  to  do  is  to  give  information  to  Senators  and 
to  Members  of  the  House.  1  think  all  here  will  bear  me  out 
that  when  somebody  who  is  interested  in  a  inroject  comes  to  you 
and  wanU  to  talk  to  you  he  does  not  appeal  to  your  cupidity: 
be  appeals  to  your  Judgment  and  wants  yoo  to  listen  to  facts. 

Of  course,  you  listen  to  the  facts  and  exercise  your  judgment, 
and  that  is  all  the  lobby  can  do  to-day,  and  I  do  not  think  a 
lobbyist  deserves  the  stigma  that  Ls  attached  to  him.  We  tiave 
lobbyists  for  every  kind  of  interest,  lobbyists  for  the  farm  inter- 
ests and  for  labor  interests,  for  the  veterans,  for  isrohiUtlon  and 
antiprohibition,  for  the  post-office  clerks.  The  only  unfair  tnflu- 
ence  that  I  am  aware  of  lobbyists  using  is  when  they  have 
threatened  one.  <rften  Indlrectiy.  that  if  he  was  not  influenced 
and  convinced  by  their  arguments,  then  tie  was  likely  to  find 
that  their  organlaatloo  was  against  him.  That  is  true  in  many 
cases,  and  I  soBpect  probably  in  all  cases,  directly  or  indirectly, 
when  there  is  a  large  organlnttioD.  They  expect  the  strength 
of  their  arguments  will  be  reinforced  by  the  fact  that  a  man  will 
fear  their  opposition  and  desire  tltclr  support  at  home.  That,  I 
think,  is  lasproper  and  that  is  the  only  kind  of  improper  Influ- 
ence that  I  believe  is  practiced  by  the  lobbyists  to-day. 

Tlierefore,  Mr.  President,  while  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Oonnecticut  dlsf^yed  an  extraordinary  ignorance  of  the  possi- 
bilities of  his  action,  a  very  extraordinary  blindness  to  the  fact 
that  even  from  the  beginning  the  employment  of  an  agent  of  a 
manufacturers'  aasodatloo  would  be  charged  as  being  unfair, 
critJciaed,  and  would  give  ammunition  to  his  opponents;  yet  1 
do  not  believe  there  was  the  slightest  purpose  in  his  mind  to  do 
anything  improper,  but  that  his  sole  motive  was  to  be  able  to 
bring  before  the  committee  the  facts  which  he  could  not  keep 
la  mind,  but  which  he  thought  were  necessary  for  them  to  know 
In  order  to  exercise  tbeiT  Judgment  fairly. 

Betieving  this,  I  do  not  think  this  Is  an  occasion  when  the 
Senate  by  strtemn  resolution  should  express  any  opinion  upon 
the  matter  at  alL 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  suppose  any  Member 
of  the  Senate  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  is  opposed  to  obtain- 
ing Information  from  people  interested  in  tarilT  legislation.  I 
am  not  opposed  to  that  procedure.  I  beUeve  that  every  dtisen 
In  the  United  States  who  is  interested  In  a  tariff  bill  has  the 
right  to  come  to  Washington  and  to  present  the  facts  of  which 
he  has  knowledge,  to  make  known  his  reasons  for  wanting  an 
iBcrease  In  tariff  rates  or  a  reduction  in  tariff  rates.  But  there 
Is  no  necessity  for  secrecy  in  all  this.  The  man  w1m>  has  a  good 
ease  does  not  object  to  giving  us  information  about  It  in  the 
open. 

Tbere  are  two  dasaes  of  lobbyists— one  a  corrupt,  secretive 
class  that  does  its  work  behind  dosed  doors  and  in  the  dark; 
^e  other  is  a  legitimate  class  which  works  in  the  <^>en,  wants 
everybody  to  know  why  an  increase  tn  tariff  rates  Is  dertred, 
and  is  not  ashamed  or  afmid  for  everybody  to  know  that  it  Is 
here  for  the  purpose  of  acqusinting  Congress  with  the  facts  in 
the  case.  That  is  all  right.  I  do  not  want  the  impreflsion  to 
go  out  from  the  Senate  to-day  that  the  Democratic  Party  Is 
opposed  to  dtiaens  coming  to  Washington  to  make  known  the 
truth  regarding  their  business  and  to  urge  an  increase  or  reduc- 
tion in  tariff  rates.  That  is  not  the  position  of  this  side  of  the 
Chamber,  I  believe.    I  know  it  is  not  my  position. 

But  the  case  in  hand  is  quite  a  different  one.  The  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  {Mr.  Oiuxtt)  said  it  is  indefenslMe,  and  in 
the  same  breath  he  said  that  the  Senate  should  not  take  action. 
I  am  curious  to  know  what  sort  of  a  mental  process  the  Senator 
has  working  in  his  mind  thi8  momlns  when  he  pronounces  an 
act  lodefMisible  and  at  the  same  tim«  declares  that  no  action 
should  be  takes. 
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opposed  the  confirmation  of  Mr.  Warrwi  for  Attorney  Oen- 
en  1  because  of  the  environment  of  the  man.  He  had  organized 
th( »  Stigar  Trust.  The  Sugar  Trust  was  the  main  criminal  that 
he  would  have  to  prosecute  as  Attorney  General.  I  did  not 
be  ieve  that  his  sympsthies  in  the  matter  would  permit  him  to 
be  a  vigorous  and  diligent  prosecutor,  and  so  I  helped  to  defeat 
hill  confirmation. 

Suppose  we  vrere  going  to  prosecute  a  tru.st  and  somebody 
sh  Mild  send  down  the  best  lawyer  that  the  trust  had  in  its  em- 
pli  »yment.  asking  us  to  permit  him  to  assist  in  the  prosecntion. 
WDUld  we  think  there  was  anything  wrong  or  reprehensible  in 
thit  act?  Suppose  a  grand  jury  were  organized  to  Investijrate 
and,  perhaps,  to  indict  some  organization  or  combination  oper- 
atng  in  restraint  of  trade  and  vlulatlHg  the  antitrust  laws. 
Would  we  think  It  wise  or  advisable  or  appropriate  to  permit 
one  of  the  attorneys  of  the  concern  involved  to  go  into  the 
giand  jury  room  and  sit  with  the  grand  jury  iu  its  secret  ses- 
si(m  and  have  to  do  with  the  finding  or  not  finding  of  an 
inllctment? 

These  are  the  reprehensible  things  that  are  Involved  in  the 
case  now  before  us.  This  is  not  a  personal  matter.  It  Is  not 
a  partisan  matter,  not  a  Democratic  question,  not  a  Republican 
qi  estion.  It  is  a  question  of  the  highest  concern  to  the  Gov- 
eittment  and  people  of  the  United  States  and  a  question  of 
w  lether  this  body  is  going  to  protect  its  own  good  name  and  the 
irfegrity  of  l^slation  growing  out  of  the  action  of  the  Senate. 
Of  course.  It  was  reprelieosible  when  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut [Mr.  BiNOHAii]  sought  out  this  expert  to  come  and  be 
clothed  with  the  authority  of  an  ofi^cial  in  his  oflBoe  and  took 
h  m  into  the  committee  room  when  only  Republican  members 
were  sitting  framing  the  tariff  bill,  not  for  the  Republican 
Pirty  but  framing  a  bill  for  the  American  people.  This  man  sat 
tlere  and  gave  information  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 
N[)  oth^  member  of  the  committee  knew  that  this  man  was  the 
mouthpiece  of  the  great  Manufacturers'  Association  of  Con- 
m  «ticut 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  appropriate  thing  for  the  Senator 
fiom  Connecticut  to  have  done  when  he  walked  into  that  room 
with  this  man  wa.s  to  have  said  to  the  committee,  "Gentlemen, 
I  have  here  Mr.  Eyanson.  He  represents  the  manufacturers' 
atsociation  of  my  State.  He  is  an  expert  on  the  tariff  questimi. 
I  have  appointed  him  an  officer.  He  is  one  of  the  clerks  in  my 
o  Bee.  I  would  like  to  have  him  sit  with  the  committee  espe- 
C  ally  for  my  benefit  to  help  me  in  presenting  matters  in  which 
n  y  State  is  interested."  Tiiat  would  have  been  an  apprc^rlate 
t  ling  to  do. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
buna  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  he  ought  to 
hive  told  the  committee  one  more  thing,  and  that  is  that  Mr. 
Eyanson  was  then  on  the  pay  roll  nf  and  drawing  a  salary  from 
t  le  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  A.ssociatlon? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Absolutely.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut 
a  dd  in  his  speeches  timt  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Assoeia- 
a>n  loanel  him  this  man.  Oh,  how  glad  they  would  be  to  loan  an 
expert  every  time  an  Item  was  reached  in  which  they  were 
li  iterested. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  and  pray  that  the  day  wlU  never  come 
when  we  have  to  act  b^lnd  close<l  doors  and  In  secret  in  the 
preparation  of  bills  for  the  American  people,  where  experts 
V  ho  are  then  on  the  pay  roll  of  the  great  concerns  interested 
8  mil  come  to  and  sit  with  the  committee,  no  one  but  one  mem- 
fa  ;r  of  the  committee  knowing  what  they  represent,  and  yet  they 
8  t  there  and  have  to  do  with  the  framing  of  a  tariff  bill  for 
t  le  American  people.  The  people  who  are  Interested  in  the 
t  LTiff  in  this  Nation  ought  to  demand  an  open  and  fair  deal,  and 
c  emand  that  whatever  is  done  for  them  shall  l>e  done  in  the 

0  pen. 

I  do  not  see  why  there  should  Ik*  any  secrecy  about  the  matter 
of  Increasing  tariff  rates  or  lowering  them.  It  is  a  business  . 
matter.  If  a  man  Is  manufacturing  something  In  the  United 
£  tates  and  his  business  is  being  hurt  because  of  the  importation 
cf  goods  made  by  cheap  labor  in  Europe,  he  ought  not  to  be 
afraid  to  come  down  here  and  tell  American  Senators  the  true 
s  tuatlon,  and  tell  it  to  them  in  the  open. 

Mr.  President,  this  man  Eyanson  could  have  prepared  his  docu- 
ments for  the  Senator  from  Cotine<*ticut,  and  the  Senator  from 
(lonnectlcut  could  have  taken  them  into  the  committee  room 
lith  liim  and  could  have  called  the  attention  of  the  committee 
tj  certain  schedules  and  to  certain  facts  or  things  that  pur- 

1  orted  to  be  facts,  telling  the  conmilttee,  "  Senators,  I  have 
1  ere  a  brief  prepared^by  one  of  the  officers  of  the  manufacturers' 
I  ssociation  of  my  State,  and  here  is  wtiat  he  has  to  say  at)out 
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this  BMtter."  That  Is  what  be  ought  to  have  done.  The  truth 
ought  to  have  been  known.  Eyanson's  connection  with  the 
Manufacturers'  Association  of  Oonnecticut  should  have  been  an- 
nounced to  the  committee. 

Mr.  President,  I  regret  that  this  thing  has  happened.  But 
whst  are  we  going  to  do  about  it?  It  is  here.  The  Senator 
from  Connecticut  did  this  thing.  It  is  up  to  the  Senate  to  say 
whether  or  not  we  approve  of  this  method  of  legislating.  The 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Oillbtt]  himself  said  it  Is  In- 
defensible. It  is  not  only  indefensible,  but  it  is  r^rehenslble. 
I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  resolution  condemning  the  act  of 
tlie  Senator  from  Connecticut  be«ause  whenever  the  Senate 
kHvers  the  standard  for  any  Senator  on  personal  grounds  or 
other  grounds  it  will  pull  down  that  standard  from  the  high  place 
which  it  has  long  occupied  and  always  ought  to  occupy,  where 
all  legislation  shall  be  done  in  the  open  and  where  every  con- 
cern in  the  country  la  hivited  to  come  into  the  open  with  the 
assurance  that  they  be  granted  a  fair  deal.  Let  the  tariff  men 
of  our  country  realize  that  they  do  not  have  to  sneak  around  ami 
slip  arotmd.  If  they  have  a  just  cause  they  will  be  heard  and 
treated  fairly  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  support  the  resolution  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraf'ka. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  expect  to  occupy  much 
of  the  time  of  the  Senate.  I  would  have  been  glad,  indeed,  to 
have  the  vote  without  any  delwte  If  the  discussion  had  not  been 
started  and  carried  to  such  an  extent  that  it  seems  to  me  a  few 
words  from  my  viewpoint  ought  to  be  added. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Gimcrr],  I  think  with- 
out, perhaps,  intending  to  do  It,  has,  by  the  words  he  has  uttered. 
Impugned  the  motives  which  the  introducer  of  the  resolution 
must  have  had.  He  said  the  resolution  was  offered  to  intensify 
certain  feeling  which  he  had  described.  I  think  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts  does  not  yet  comprehend  the  real  issue 
before  the  Senate,  at  least  as  I  see  it.  This  is  not  a  question  of 
the  vindication  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  or  of  his  con- 
demnation. It  is  a  question  of  the  honor  of  this  body.  It  is  a 
question  as  to  whether  the  Senate  is  going  to  approve  certain  ac- 
tions taken  by  some  of  its  Members  or  one  of  its  Members,  and 
because  it  happens  to  be  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  does  not 
make  It  a  personal  matter  by  any  means.  I  assure  the  Senator 
from  Ma.ssachusetts,  and  I  hope  I  may  be  believed  by  all  of  my 
fellow  Senators,  that  in  the  introduction  of  the  resolution  I 
had  no  personal  feeling  whatsoever. 

I  am  not  trying  to  make  it  emtwirrassing  for  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  or  to  injure  him  In  any  way.  In  this  case  he  hap- 
pens to  be  standing  in  the  way,  it  se^ns  to  me,  of  the  action 
that  the  Senate  ought  to  take  and  perhaps  he  will  be  injured 
somewhat  if  the  Senate  takes  that  action.  I  sincerely  regret 
that  that  is  so,  and  I  want  to  say  that  nothing  I  have  done  for 
a  long,  long  time  has  caused  me  as  much  pain  as  has  been  occa- 
sioned by  the  presentation  of  this  resolution,  but  under  the  cir- 
cumstances I  believed  it  to  l>e  my  duty  to  offer  it.    Personal  feel- 

ing  hiis  disappeared,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 
Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  merely  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  at  this  time  that  before  the  resolution  was  offered  I 
went  to  the  Seimtor  from  Nebraska  and  suggested  that  probably 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  would  want  to  make  an  ap(^ogy 
for  his  mistake,  and  I  said  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  ttmt 
I  hoped  such  would  be  the  case  aud  that  a  resolution  would  not 
be  presented. 

I  want  further  to  say  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  cor- 
dially joined  me  in  that  view,  and  said  that  he  hoped  the  Sena- 
tor from  Connecticut  would  make  the  proper  statement  before 
the  Senate  and  would  thereby  make  it  utmecessary  to  offer  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee, and  I  want  to  say  that  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  is 
ovly  one  of  very  many  Senators  who  expressed  to  me  privately 
the  Idea  that  If  anything  were  done,  on  account  of  the  posi- 
tion I  had  taken,  especially  after  the  speech  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut,  being  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee, 
It  was  my  duty  to  take  the  step.  Some  Senators  even  went  so 
far  as  to  say  that  they  felt  the  ci>untry  at  large  would  have  a 
right  to  condemn  me  If  I  did  not  take  the  step.  In  any  event, 
Mr.  President,  I  took  the  step  and  I  have  no  apology  to  make 
for  It.  difficult  as  the  step  was,  and  much  as  I  regretted  to 
take  it. 

However,  I  had  no  peteonal  ill-will  In  taking  it.  I  want  to 
preserve  the  honor  and  llie  dignity  of  this  body  before  the 
people  of  our  country ;  I  think  unless  we  take  some  artion  we 
can  not  preserve  that  honor  and  that  dlgnltj',  and  we  shall  be 


held  in  disrepute  If  we  permit  things  that  have  admittedly'* 
been  done  in  this  case  to  go  uncensured  and  tmcondemned. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Guxett],  a  friend  ot 
many  years'  standing,  with  whom  I  served  pleasantly  and  agree- 
ably for  a  long  time  In  the  House  of  Representatives,  as  I 
previously  stated,  seems  to  me  not  to  comiwehend  the  question 
tluit  Is  before  us.  He  thinks  there  is  something  partisan  In 
my  action.  I  deny  that.  I  do  not  think  there  ought  to  be  any- 
thing partisan ;  and  if  there  is,  then  it  is  up  to  the  Republican 
Party  to  purify  its  own  ranks.  If  it  is  partisan,  we,  above  all 
people  on  the  earth,  ought  to  come  now^  to  the  front  aud  say 
that  we  condemn  the  action  which  has  been  disclosed  by  the 
report  of  the  spedal  committee.  I  do  not  believe  it  is  any 
more  our  duty  than  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Democrats,  but  if 
the  theory  stated  by  my  friend  from  Massachusetts  be  right, 
then  doubly  more  enthusiastic  ought  we  to  be  in  our  desire  to 
take  the  proper  action  now. 

Mr.  President,  the  speech  of  the  Senator  from  Msssachusetts, 
taking  it  as  a  whole,  was  an  apology  for  the  action  of  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut.  Some  parts  of  It  seemed  to  con- 
demn the  Senator  from  Connecticut  worse  than  I  condemn 
him;  but  the  speech  was  apologetic  all  the  way  through;  it 
was  an  apology;  and  yet  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  will 
not  make  any  apolog)'.  He  says,  "  No ;  what  I  did  was  right ; 
I  am  not  apologizing  for  it."  I  can  hardly  appredate  how 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  must  fe^  when  his  own  friends 
are  going  to  vote  in  his  favor  with  the  apology  that  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  makes  in  his  behalf.  I  think  if  I  were 
the  Senator  from  Oonnecticut,  I  had  rather  take  the  condemna- 
tion, however  severe  it  might  be,  than  to  be  rescued  by  friends 
in  the  apologetic  manner  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr.  President,  the  speech  of  the  S«iator  from  Massachusetts 
is  an  aptrfogy  to  the  Senate  for  the  action  of  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  The  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Smoot}  is  an  apology  to  the  American  people  for  this  epi- 
sode. It  is  a  milk-and-water  whitewash  of  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut,  and  apologizes  to  the  country  for  the  deplorable  con- 
duct that  was  disclosed  as  the  result  of  the  investigation  by  the 
special  committee.  Are  we  going  to  apologise  to  the  country? 
Are  we  going  to  say  to  the  country,  "  Well,  It  may  be  that  there 
is  nothing  wrong;  it  is  all  right;  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
was  moved  by  good  motives"?  The  proposed  substitute  does 
not  even  go  so  far  as  to  mention  any  names.  So,  we  are  going 
to  vote  when  we  vote  on  the  question  of  adopting  the  substitute 
as  to  whether  we  shall  apologise  to  the  country  for  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut,  or  whether  we  shall  express  our  convictions  as 
to  what  Is  tlie  duty  of  the  Sraate.  Remembering  all  the  time 
that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  has  not  apologised,  and,  I 
suppose,  does  not  ask  anybody  to  apologize  for  him,  we  are  going 
to  do  that  If  we  vote  for  the  sifbstitute. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  over  the  things  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  which  ocmstitute  a  criticism  of 
me.  I  have  no  feeling  against  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
for  making  it;  undoubtedly  he  believes  there  is  justification  for 
IL  I  .suggested  to  him  that  If  I  had  been  unfair  I  would  wel- 
come an  expression  of  the  Senate  In  that  r^^ard.  But.  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  referred,  as  did  the  Sena- 
tor from  Connecticut,  to  the  four  clerks  that  each  Senator  is 
allowed  to  appoint,  and  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  says, 
"  Senators  apixrint  their  daughters  and  their  sons  and  sons-iu- 

Jq^  " 

Mr.  OILLETT.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  is  mistaken;  I 
said  nothing  about  that. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  thought  the  Senator  did. 

Mr.  OILLETT.    I  said  nothing  about  that  at  all. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Then,  it  was  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
who  referred  to  it,  aud  I  stand  corrected. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  never  heard  any  criticiMn  of  the  action, 
and  I  do  not  believe  it  violates  any  ethics,  when  a  Senator  ap- 
points cierlts  in  his  office  in  any  manner  he  sees  fit,  and  regard- 
less of  where  he  gets  them,  if  the  clerks  do  the  work ;  but  vfhea 
there  is  appointed— and  I  think  the  suggestion  was  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut— as  clerk  in  a  Senators  office  one 
who  is  the  wife  of  his  secretary  and  as  such  clerk  she  does  no 
work  in  the  Senators  office  hut  is  simply  on  the  pay  roll  I 
think  that  Is  a  violation  of  senatorial  ethics,  and  I  will  not  have 
any  hesitancy  in  so  voting  at  any  time.  ,».  ,  . 

The  Senate  may  not  agree  with  uie.  H«»wever,  even  that  is 
not  what  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  did.  He  selected  and 
put  on  the  pay  roll  a  man  who  was  an  official  of  the  Connecticut 
Manufacturers'  As-soclatlon.  drawing,  as  I  remember  from  the 
evidence  a  salary  of  $10,000  a  year  fn>m  that  organisation.  He 
continued  to  draw  that  satary  while  he  was  on  the  Government 
iiay  roll,  and  he  drew  the  money  that  was  ciwaiag  to  him  as  sw-h 
derk,  and  turned  It  over  to  another  who  was  not  on  the  Oov- 
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munent  pay  wH.    FBTthermore,  the  Senator  from  Oonnectlait  | 
•ent  to  him  ft  check  for  a  thooBand  dollars  which,  aoeofdln«  to 


the  Uwt  information  obtained  hy  me,  Mr.  Byanaon  was  itili 
carrying  around  in  his  pocket,  not  knowing  wliat  to  do  with  it 

The  Senator  from  CJonnectlcnt,  when  be  went  before  the  com- 
"^~~mlttee,  did  not  teil  the  committee  a  single  thing  that  tiie  com- 
mlttee^  wo«ld  not  have  been  able  to  have  gotten,  and  perhaps 
did  get,  from  the  newapapers.  The  Senate  from  Connecticut 
dM  not  teil  them  about  that  tboosand  doUar  check;  he  gaTe 
tlMin  no  Information  which  he  did  not  think  waa  already  public ; 
but  they  had  to  worm  it  out  of  him  and  worm  it  out  of  Byanaon 
until  the  facta  came  out.  Here  was  this  man,  a  $10,000-a-y€ar 
man,  in  the  empioyment  of  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers' 
AaBuctation.  deeply  inter«eted.  it  Is  admitted.  In  the  tariff  biU 
then  pending  before  the  Finance  Committee  of  this  body.  While 
he  atlU  drew  a  salary  of  flO.OOO  a  year  he  was  appointed  as  a 
clerk  in  the  office  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  and  was 
taken  Into  the  secret  meetings  of  the  subcommittee,  which,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  framed  this  bUl  from  the  viewpoint  of  the 
Finance  Oomraittee. 

It  Is  no  defense  to  say.  "  Why,  that  subcommittee  conaisted 
entirdy  of  Republicans."  That  subcommittee  helped  to  frame 
the  bill.  That  is  where  an  Interested  party  would  want  to  go 
if  he  desired  to  control  the  bill.  And  this  employee  and  official 
of  the  Connectlcnt  Manufacturers'  Aaaorlation,  Interested  In  the 
"  very  bill  which  was  being  framed,  went  with  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  Into  the  secret  meetings  of  the  committee,  and  the 
Senator  never  told  the  facta  to  the  committee  when  it  happened. 
When  the  committee  found  it  oat  they  would  not  stand  for  it 
and  put  the  man  out.  Do  we  want  to  approve  conduct  of  that 
kind.  Senators? 

Ilemember  here  la  a  bill  that  reaches  to  every  home  and  to 
every  flrealde  In  our  land ;  men  who  labor,  men  who  toil,  women 
at  the  bead  of  the  homes  of  the  country  are  all  Interested  in  the 
tariff  schedulee  embodied  in  the  pending  Mil.  Here  was  a  secret 
envoy  of  the  other  side  of  the  question.  Interested  in  high  tariff 
rates,  drawing  a  salary  from  an  organiiation  interested  in  high 
protective  tariff  ratea,  coming  in  secret  in  an  official  capacity 
into  the  official  meetings  of  the  committee,  or  of  the  subcom- 
mittee that  was  going  to  frame  this  bilL  Oh,  nobody  can 
defend  that. 

It  can  not  be  said  In  answer  to  that.  "  Why,  here  Is  an  eii>ert 
which  the  Senator  from  Utah  baa  brought  from  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission to  help  us  when  we  are  considering  this  bill."  It  is  no 
defense  to  say  that  the  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee 
appointed  the  wrong  subcommittee.  No  one  has  disputed  the 
evidence;  no  one  has  contradicted  the  facts  which  were  brought 
out,  and  yet  the  answer  Is  that  the  chairman  ought  to  have 
appointed  standpat  members  on  that  committee. 

Mr.  NORBBCK.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Soiator  from 
Nebraaka  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Tee;  I  yield. 

Mr.  NORBBCK.  The  statement  has  been  made  that  there 
should  have  been  two  Republicans  on  the  special  committee. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  There  were  three  RepuMlcana  on  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  am  at  a  loas  to  understand  why  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  should  question  the  Republicanism 
of  the  great  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Borah],  who  not  only 
saved  the  Weet  for  the  party  but  he  went  down  and  tried  to 
rescxie  Massachusetts  from  Al  Smith,  aud  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  sat  <m  the  platform  cheering  him.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  under  these  circumstances  we  are  called  to  vote. 
In  the  first  p!ace.  upon  a  substitute  which  is  a  whitewa.sh  of 
the  whole  affair,  which  apologises  to  the  country.  If  we  vote 
it  down  aud  ad<^  the  original  resolution,  then  we  condemn  this 
kind  of  action.  While  I  regret  that  it  may  hurt  the  feelings  or 
injure  the  standing  of  some  Member  of  this  body,  it  seems  to  me 
we  owe  it  to  tte  country  to  take  that  action  or  ourselves  stand 
condemned  In  the  eyes  of  respectable  people. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  am  unwilling  to  vote  upon 
this  matter  until  I  express  myself  regarding  this  resolution, 
because  of  the  friendship  that  I  hold  for  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Bi.^tOHAM]  and  the  high  regard  I  have  for 
the  servlcea  he  has  performed  for  the  country. 

I  do  not  view  the  effect  of  this  reeolntion  as  does  the  Senator 
ftom  Connecticut.  In  the  first  place,  I  do  not  think  he  has 
carefully  read  the  reeolntion. 

The  resolution  says: 

Aad  mck  eoadoet  Is  bertby  condemned. 

The  conduct  referred  to  is  the  conduct  set  forth  in  the  repwt 
of  the  BObcoBunlttee  of  the  Judiciary  Committee.  Tliat  con- 
duct coaaista  af  employing  aa  aecretary  of  his  committee  a  paid 
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en  ployee  of  a  manufacturers'  association  Interested  In  increaaing  t 
thilr  prosperity  through  this  tariff  bill;  but,  further,  it  deals 
w  th  the  conduct  of  taking  this  employee  Into  an  executive  meet* 
Inf  of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Finance  Committee  that  waa 
fli  ally  considering  and  acting  upon  the  evidence  as  given  In  the 
pihlic  hearings,  finally  deciding  upon  whether  the  rates  aa 
pinented  by  the  House  should  be  raised  or  should  be  lowered 
01  should  be  maintained  as  they  were. 

In  other  worda,  this  agent  of  an  interested  party  was  taken 

tthe  subcommittee,  which  at  that  time  was  sitting  in  thej. 
1-judicial  capacity  of  passing  on  the  facts,  without  knowl- 
by  the  subcommittee  of  the  character  of  this  expert  who 
sitting  there,  of  his  employment,  of  his  desires,  of  his  inter- 
eAs.  He  appeared  to  be  a  tariff  expert  representing  the  commit- 
te ».  Whether  or  not  he  had  any  effect  upon  the  members  of  the 
81  bcommittee  I  do  not  know,  nor  is  It  material.  The  fact  that 
h(  might  have  had  Influence  upon  the  actions  of  the  subcom- 
m  ittee  is  sufficient  to  condemn  it  as  an  improper  act, 

I  do  not  consider  so  material  the  employment  of  this  exijcrt 
b;  the  Senator  frwn  Connecticut.  The  propriety  of  it  may  be 
qi  lestloned,  as  It  has  been  questioned. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  would  not  object  If  he  merely  wanted  to 
ei  aploy  thlii  man ;  but  the  Senator  will  notice  that  the  resolution 
81  ys  "  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  set  forth  "  in  this  report. 
T  lat  makes  a  different  proposition,  as  I  understand.  In  the 
01  dinary  employment  ot  anybody  I  would  not  care  whether  he 
VI  tM  some  one's  representative  or  not. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  As  I  was  saying.  I  do  not  consider  tlie  fact 
o'  the  employment  of  Mr.  Eyanson  as  so  material — I  may  put 
Iq  that  way — as  the  use  of  Mr.  Eyanson  in  the  executive  meeting 
of  the  sobconunittee.  which  had  the  final  voice  in  framing  this 
bill.  I  consider  the  introduction  of  Mr.  Eyanson  into  the  de- 
liberations of  the  executive  session  of  the  subcommittee  as  of 
»»  much  more  vital  importance  to  this  consideration  that  I 
B  ight  as  well  drop  the  other  phase  of  the  matter  from  my  mind.  . 

We  have  interested  parties  appear  before  committees  in  publiad 
I  is  perfectly  proper;  but  we  know  whom  they  represent.  We 
ktaow  their  bias.  We  cross-examine  them  by  reason  of  the  fact 
that  we  believe  they  may  be  biased.  No  such  op{)ortunlty  was 
gTven  in  the  executive  meeting  of  the  committee  that  had  flnully 
met  to  frame  the  tariff  act,  as  its  members  were  not  aware  of 
tie  fact  that  there  was  an  interest  existing  in  the  expert  of  a 
si'lfish  or  private  nature.  I  comiider  that  contrary  to  good 
n  orals. 

Let  me  say  that  I  do  not  think,  as  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cit  seems  to  think,  that  the  words  'contrary  to  good  morals" 
are  at  all  synonymous  with  "guilty  of  a  dishonorable  act." 
Ihe  word  "dishonor'*  has  an  entirely  different  meaning  in  my 
mind  from  an  act  that  is  contrary  to  good  morals.  There  is  no 
iKe  in  debating  the  matter.  The  illustrations  that  have  been 
flven  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  GiLLErrx]  prob- 
u)Iy  would  be  contrary  to  good  morals ;  and  yet  I  do  not  believe 
t  lat  they  have  ever  been  considered  as  dishonorable,  or  branding 
t  le  person  guilty  of  such  conduct  as  guilty  of  dishonor.  Dls- 
l  onor  is  almost  an  unforgivable  offense.  Conduct  contrary  to 
gK>d  mora  la  is  a  social  question  in  a  sense. 

What  we  are  about  to  vote  on  is  this  very  sentence,  and 
nothing  else: 

Such  conduct  la  hereby  condemned. 

This  matter  Is  submitted  to  us  to  vote  on.  I  consider  It  a 
E  Latter  of  grave  importance.  An  act  may  be  contrary  to  good 
morals  when  committed  by  a  S«iator  which  can  only  affect  his 
onrn  standing,  his  own  influence,  his  own  reputation,  and  the 
reputation  and  welfare  of  his  own  State.  In  such  matters  as 
t  lat  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  that  the 
T  latter  is  largely  one  between  the  Senator  and  his  constituents. 
I  ut  there  are  other  matters  that  arise  from  the  conduct  of  a 
F  enator  that  go  beyond  his  own  personal  Interests  or  even  the 
I  Jterests  of  his  own  State.  This  is  one  of  them.  The  conduct 
1  ivolved  here  affects  the  whole  system  of  legislation  in  the 
I  nited  States  Senate.  It  affects  the  entire  legislation  of  this 
b  Ddy.  It  affects  the  facts  upon  which  this  body  must  act.  The 
onduct  referred  to  here  Is  conduct  that  may  result  in  the  de- 
ception of  the  United  States  Senate,  and  in  their  failure  to  legis- 
late as  they  shoud  legislate. 

I  should  not  like  to  vote  to  charge  the  Senator  from  Coniiectl- 
c  at  with  dishonor.  I  do  not  believe  he  is  charged  with  any  such 
onduct.  I  think  the  charge  here  is  simply  a  condemnation  of 
V  hat  he  did.  There  is  not  a  soul  in  this  body  so  far  who  has 
r  aen  and  said  that  he  does  not  coudemu  his  conduct  except  the 
i  snator  from  Connecticut.    His  dear  friend  and  colleague  and 
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associate  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Onxcrr],  who 
Is  in  entire  accord  with  him  on  all  of  his  political  views,  by  his 
iq)eech  condemned  the  conduct  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Smoot].  who  has  charge  of  this  legislation,  condemns  the  con- 
duct. Let  us  see  how  he  condemns  it. 
Here  is  his  substitute: 

Re»olved.  That  the  Senate  diaapproves  the  employment,  as  a  clerk  to 
a  i^enator  or  committee  of  the  Senate,  of  any  person  who  at  any  time 
during  his  service  as  such  clerk  has  been  or  Is  employed  by  any  indi- 
vidual, partnership,  corporation,  or  association  engaged  in  the  mana- 
facture,  production,  or  importation  of  articles  affected  by  tariff  legisla- 
tion, or  by  any  association  or  group  of  such  manufacturers,  producers, 
or  importers. 

That  is  a  condemnation  of  the  employment  of  this  man.  Of 
course,  the  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  not 
condemnatory  of  taking  the  man  Into  a  secret  session  of  a  sub- 
committee of  the  Finance  Committee  that  was  finally  framing 
the  bill ;  but,  even  if  it  did  that,  it  would  be  nothing  tut  a 
condemnation,  the  same  as  we  find  in  the  original  resolution. 

The  only  difference  l)etween  the  substitute  and  the  resolution 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norbis]  is  this: 
The  Senator  from  Utah  in  offering  his  substitute  desires  to  get 
away  from  the  exact  question  that  is  ttefore  us,  while  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  realizes  that  this  question  is  before  us 
by  virtue  of  a  report  of  a  subcommittee  of  this  body,  and  he 
simply  acts  upon  that  report.  I  do  not  see  how  he  could  have 
drawn  this  resolution  with  any  greater  kindness  toward  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  than  it  has  been  drawn.  In  view  of 
thiit  reiwrt,  and  the  admitted  facts  before  this  body — even  the 
facts  admitted  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  himself — I  do 
not  see  how  he  could  have  made  It  any  milder  than  to  say : 

And  each  conduct  is  hereby  condemned. 

It  has  already  been  condemned  by  everyone  who  has  spoken 
except  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  and  condemned  by  every 
other  Senator  through  silence.  As  I  said  before,  the  resolution 
does  not  charge  dishonor,  but  it  expresses  the  unanimous  senti- 
ment of  this  body,  in  my  opinion,  with  the  exception  of  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut. 

It  can  not  be  avoided.  We  can  not  vote  for  a  snlwtitute  such 
as  the  Senator  from  Utah  offers  which  deals  with  the  employ- 
ment of  clerks  simply  sajing  that  we  disapprove  the  employ- 
ment of  clerks  whMi  they  are  interested  in  a  matter  by  virtue 
of  other  employment  We  can  not  do  that  now.  Why,  to  do 
that  is  to  avoid  the  Issue.  If  we  vote  for  the  substitute, 
It  is  just  as  much  a  condemnation  in  fact  as  if  we  voted  for 
the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska.  It  disapproves 
such  conduct.  You  may  use  the  word  "  disapprove "  or  you 
may  use  the  word  "  condemn  " ;  but  what  is  the  difference  be- 
tween disapproving  conduct  and  condemning  conduct?  The  only 
difference  that  I  see  is  that  "  condemning  "  is  a  stronger  word 
than  "disapproving."  "Disapproving"  may  mean,  "Well,  per- 
sonally I  do  not  like  that"  "Condemning,"  when  it  ex- 
presses the  sentiment  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  by  a 
majority  vote,  means  that  it  shall  not  be  done  In  the  future; 
that  there  shall  be  no  question  in  the  future  that  such  conduct 
is  condemned.  It  Is  a  notice  even  to  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut— who  acted,  as  he  says,  though tles.sly  In  this  matter; 
and  I  have  no  doubt  he  did — ^It  is  a  notice  to  him  that  hereafter 
in  dealing  with  matters  of  such  vast  Importance  as  the  .•'ystem 
of  legislation  in  this  body  he  shall  be  more  careful.  He  may 
not  believe  now  that  his  conduct  should  he  condemned ;  but 
every  Member  of  this  body  has  indicated  by  his  silence  or  by  his 
speech  that  he  does  not  agree  with  him ;  and  we  are  compelled 
now  to  say  that  this  conduct  as  reported  by  this  committee  is 
cond^uued  by  the  Senate. 

There  is  one  word  in  the  resolution  that  I  do  not  like;  and 
that  Is  found  at  the  end  of  line  7  and  the  beginning  of  line  8— 

Is  contrary  to  good  morals  and  senatorial  ethics  and  tends  to  bring 
the  Senate  Into  dishonor  and  disrepute. 

I  do  not  think  it  tends  to  bring  the  Senate  into  dishonor.  I 
think  it  tends  to  bring  the  Senate  into  disrepute;  that  that  Is 
the  correct  description  of  the  effect  of  the  conduct  upon  the 
United  States  in  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  the  country.  Believ- 
ing as  I  do,  I  shall  vote  for  it  with  that  idea.  I  would  much 
rather,  though,  have  the  words  "  dishonor  and  "  stricken  out  of 
the  resolution,  so  that  we  may  have  the  whole  resolution  In 
conformity  with  the  expression  of  the  sentiment  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

The  PRESIDENT  jmto  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  Would  not  the  Senator  also  ask  that  the  phrase 
"good  morals"  be  stricken  out,  because  that  seems  to  carry 


with  it  the  idea  that  there  was  an  intention  to  violate  good 
morals.  There  Is  not  any  such  thing  as  an  immoral  or  dishon- 
est act  unless  the  person  who  conmiits  it  does  so  int^itionally. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  can  not  agree  with  that  I  have  already 
tried  to  draw  the  distinction  I  have  in  my  mind  l)elween  an  act 
that  is  contrary  to  public  morals  and  an  act  that  is  dishonorable. 
I  think  that  any  act  that  is  conducive  to  wrong  legislation  in 
this  body,  through  a  deception  as  to  a  fact,  is  contrary  to  good 
morals,  and  I  take  the  word  "  morals  "  in  the  ordinary  sense  in 
which  we  use  it  with  regard  to  public  acts. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  difficulty  is  that  there  is  possible  the  in- 
terpretation that  you  are  declaring  that  a  Senator  la  immoraL 
I  do  not  like  that  language. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  Senator  must  keep  in  mind  all  the  time, 
as  I  have  urged  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  to  do.  that  this 
resolution  was  not  drawn  as  a  personal  resolution.  It  does  not 
charge  the  Senator  himself  with  being  immoral.  It  charges  this 
conduct  as  reported,  and  standing  undisputed,  the  conduct  It* 
self,  as  contrary  to  good  morals ;  and  I  think  it  is. 

Mr.  FESS.  While  I  might  agree  with  that,  how  can  you 
make  that  statement  without  attributing  the  immorality  to  the 
(tarty  about  whose  action  you  are  complaining? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  If  this  resolution  stated  that  the  S«iator 
from  Connecticut  was  deliberately  guilty  of  immoral  conduct,  it 
would  be  one  thing.  I  believe  that  a  man  may  be  intentionally 
or  unintentionally  guilty  of  conduct  which  Is  contrary  to  good 
morals.  No  matter  what  he  thinks  about  it  or  what  bis  inten- 
tion is,  we  are  not  interested  in  his  intention,  what  we  are  inter- 
ested in  is  a  certain  act  Whether  he  committed  that  act  by 
mistake,  unintentionally,  or  thoughtlessly.  Is  beyond  our  con- 
sideration here.  What  we  are  dealing  with  now  is  a  certain 
state  of  facts  as  those  facts  appear  from  the  committee  report 
to  the  Senate,  and  by  admitted  statements. 

The  question  is.  Shall  we  condemn  that  conduct?  Everybody 
admits  that  we  should,  except  the  Senator  from  Connecticut, 
and  when  I  say  that  I  mean  by  their  speeches  and  by  their 
silence  they  have  admitted  it,  and  if  there  is  anyone  here  who 
does  not  condemn  it,  of  course  he  has  an  oi^wrtunity  to  say  so 
now.    The  conduct  is  condemned. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Would  not  the  Senator's  viewp<rfnt  be  carried 
into  execution  if  the  substitute  for  the  resolution  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  attacking  the  practice  rather  than  directly 
censuring  a  colleague,  were  adopted?  In  other  words,  every<me, 
of  course,  clearly  knows  that  it  is  directed  to  our  colleague's 
action,  but  nevertheless,  as  a  matter  of  record  for  all  time  to 
come.  Is  It  not  better  to  have  a  more  general  resolution,  as  indi- 
cated by  the  language  in  the  substitute,  without  necessarily 
directly  criticizing  the  individual? 

Mr.  VlTTMAN.  The  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  aa 
a  separate  resolution,  of  course,  to  disapprove  of  the  taking  of 
Interested  experts  Into  the  executive  meetings  in  the  committee, 
would  be  a  very  good  rule  for  the  Senate  to  adopt  after  a  while, 
but  we  are  not  now  engaged  in  a  discussion  of  miea.  We  are 
not  now  engaged  In  a  discussion  of  abstract  questions.  We  have 
a  certain  specific  state  of  facts  bef(»«  us.  We  are  not  to  deter- 
mine who  shall  hire  a  clerk,  or  how  he  shall  be  hired,  or  when 
he  shall  be  hired,  but  we  are  to  determine  whether  or  not  cer- 
tain acts  reported  to  us  and  admitted  are  to  be  condemned  or 
approved.    That  is  what  we  are  up  against. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I>oe8  not  the  substitute  clearly  Indicate  that 
viewpoint? 

Mr.  1»ITTMAN.    No ;  It  does  not. 

Mr.  EDGE.  That  we  are  censuring  the  practice,  and  even 
broadening  the  resolution  to  include  possibly  other  practices? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  No;  not  at  all.  Nobody  on  earth  would 
know  what  this  resolution  refers  to.    The  substitute  provides: 

Reaolved,  That  the  Senate  disapproves  the  emplojrment  as  a  clerk  to 
a  Senator  or  committee  of  the  Senate  of  any  person  who  at  any  time 
during  iiis  service  as  such  clerk  has  been  or  is  employed  by  any  indl- 
Tidual,  partnership,  corporation,  or  association  engaged  in  the  manofac- 
ture,  production,  or  importation  of  articles  affected  by  tariff  leglaUttoo, 
or  by  any  association  or  group  of  such  manufacturers. 

And  so  forth.  That  Is  slmirfy  laying  down  some  ethics  with 
regard  to  employing  clerks. 

Mr.  EH^GB.  Does  the  Senator  have  the  slightest  doubt  or 
does  be  think  the  country  would  have  the  slightest  doubt  as  to 
what  act  or  possible  future  acts  that  was  directed  to? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Yes;  the  country  would  naturally  think  we 
were  either  carried  away  by  our  sentiment  and  our  friendship, 
or  by  fear  or  cowardice.  There  could  be  no  way  of  getting 
around  it    If  the  substitute  means  the  same  thing  and  does  not 


5122 


CX)NGBESSIONAL  EECORD— SENATE 


November  4 


My  th«  ■use  thing.  ootMof  on  Mirth  but  one  of  those  eentl- 
ments  could  Influoice  as  to  aldetrack  and  alilestep  and  bj  mb- 
terfnce  try  to  do  aomething  we  were  afraid  openly  to  do. 

I  have  the  strongest  friendship,  as  I  have  said  bafore,  for 
tha  Senator  from  Connectlcnt  I  admire  his  work.  I  admire 
him  as  a  man.  I  think  personally  this  matter  was  purely 
thoushtlcas  on  his  part.  Others  may  think  differently.  But  I 
an  satisfied,  as  I  hare  said  before,  that  no  milder  resolution 
ooQld  possibly  be  drawn.  We  have  to  say  either  that  such 
confluct  l8  hereby  condemned  or  that  it  is  approved.  That  is 
the  issue  that  is  put  before  as.  There  Is  no  other  issue.  That 
issue  ccnnes  before  us  in  the  form,  first,  of  a  report  of  a  sub- 
committee as  to  certain  facts.  Those  facts  in  that  report  are 
before  this  body.  The  facts  in  that  report  have  been  discussed 
before  this  body.  There  has  been  a  difference  of  opinion  about 
it  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  thinks  it  is  perfectly  proper, 
and  has  so  stated  in  a  speech  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
when  the  report  first  came  In.  The  rest  of  the  Senate  does  not 
thin':  that  conduct  is  prooer,  as  I  judge  from  their  silence  and 
from  their  speeihes.  The  Senntor  from  Nebraska  introduced  a 
resolution  to  test  the  question  as  to  how  we  stand  on  the 
matter  and  that  is  before  us.  We  have  either  to  condemn  the 
conduct  or  to  approve  It.  The  substitute  resolution  means 
nothing. 

&Ir.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  before  I  vote  on  this  resolution 
I  want  to  say  a  word,  so  that  no  improper  implications  may  be 
drawn  from  my  vote. 

I  think  the  action  of  the  Senator  from  Ck>nnecticut  in  em- 
ploying Mr.  E«yanson  was  a  mistake,  and  I  think  that  each  and 
all  of  us  agree  that  it  was  a  mistake.  It  was  one  of  those 
mistakes  which.  If  permitted  to  grow  Into  a  practice,  or  to 
receive  the  acquiescence  or  conniving  approval  of  the  Senate, 
would  undoubtedly  be  deeply  injurious  to  the  work  of  the 
Senate.  As  has  been  said,  it  had  to  do  with  sources  of  infor- 
mation upon  which  the  Senate  acts. 

I  believe  that  the  Senator  from  Connectlcnt  feels  In  his 
heart  that  it  was  a  mistake.  I  am  sure  that  his  best  friends 
in  this  Chamber  feel  that  it  was  a  mistake.  But  I  do  not  wish 
by  my  vote  to  have  it  inferred  that  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  intended  any  corrupt  or  wrongful  purpose. 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  BORAH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  QLEINN.  In  view  of  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
Idaiko,  and  the  statements  which  have  been  made  by  evM^one 
whom  I  have  hearri  speak,  either  in  the  Chamber  or  privately, 
to  the  effect  that  they  do  not  suspect  and  hav«  not  suspected 
that  the  Senator  from  Ocmnecticut  was  moved  by  corrupt  or 
mercenary  motives,  I  wonder  If  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
would  not  acceyt  an  amendment  to  his  resolution  clearly  stating 
such  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate.  Will 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  advise  me  as  to  whether  an  amend- 
ment to  the  resolution  which  he  has  offered,  as  follows 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  suppose  the  Senator  defer  lutil 
I  get  through. 

Mr.  DUX.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BORAH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  just  said  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Connectlcnt  in  his  own  heart  felt  his  mistake.  The 
Senator  from  Connecticut  this  morning  did  not  indicate  any 
such  feeling  in  his  heart  by  his  statement. 

Mr.  BORAH.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  under  crltl- 
dam,  under  fire,  and  I  can  well  understand  that  he  may  not  be 
conscious  of  just  how  he  would  feel  if  the  situation  were  differ- 
ent But  I  venture  to  say  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
never  would  do  this  thing  again,  and  tor  that  reason  I  am  sure 
that  he  thinks  it  was  a  mistake. 

Mr.  DILI*  Mr.  President,  does  not  the  Senator  think  that,  in 
Justice  to  the  Senata,  then,  the  Senator  from  Oonnectlcut  ought 
to  state  that? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  must  permit  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  to 
pursue  his  own  course. 

I  was  going  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that  I  do  not  wish  my  vote 
to  be  construed  as  indicating  that  I  think  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut deliberately  and  premedltatlvely  entered  upon  a  achenke 
to  deceive  the  Senate  with  reference  to  these  facts.  Neverthe- 
less I  thorooiMr  agree  with  those  who  contend  that  the  acts 
in  and  of  themselves  are  contrary  to  good  mocala,  and  have  a 
tendency  to  bring  the  Senate  into  dlsrepate.  The  fftct  that  the 
acto  were  fbonded  upon  a  mistake  of  judgment  does  not  relieve 
them  of  their  wrongful  tendency. 

As  I  see  this  resolution,  after  thinking  it  over,  it  does  not 
to  BM  to  admit  of  any  other  construction  than  that    It 


l%at  tb«  action  of  the  8«iator  from  Connecttcat,  Mr.  Biwoham, 
la  pladax  Mr.  CSiarlei  L.  Bysaaon  opon  the  oilcial  rolls  of  the  Senate 
at  tbe  tine  and  ts  the  naniier  set  forth  la  the  report  of  the  Committee 
OB  the  Judiciary — 

And  so  forth.  We  are  dealing  there  solely  with  the  facts  rela- 
tive to  employing  this  gentleman  and  placing  him  upon  the  pay 
rolL  We  are  not  going  back  of  that  matter  and  Inquiring  into 
his  motive,  undertaking  to  estimate  It,  and  therefore  asse!»s  pun- 
ishment for  it  We  take  a  naked  fact,  undisputed,  unchallenged, 
to  wit,  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  employed  Mr.  EJyan- 
8on  under  certain  circumstances,  hs  reported  by  the  committee, 
and  deal  with  that  as  a  fact,  as  an  Incident.  The  employing  of 
Mr.  Eyan.son  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  we  say,  whether 
he  so  intended  it  or  not,  is  contrary  to  good  morals  and  sena- 
torial ethics.  Such  a  practice  would  in  the  end  be  injurious  to 
the  public  interest 

Is  there  anyone  in  the  Senate  Chamber  who  thlnlcs  that  is 
not  true?  For  myself,  I  eliminate  the  purposje,  the  motive,  the 
design,  the  intent,  upon  the  part  of  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut and  do  so  sincerely,  but  I  do  thoroughly  agree  with 
the  proposition  that  the  practice  Itself  should  not  go  un- 
challenged, and  that  In  condemning  the  practice  and  in  con- 
demning the  steps  which  were  toJten  we  are  dealing  with  it  as 
a  practice,  and  not  otlierwise. 

The  resolution  says,  furthermore,  that  it  is  contrary  to  good 
morals  and  senatorial  ethics.  I  think  it  can  be  contrary  to 
good  morals,  and  I  think  anyone  may  do  acts  or  initiate  prac- 
tices which  may  be  contrary  to  good  morals,  without  having 
the  intent  or  the  purpose  perhaps  to  accomplish  that  end. 

Something  has  been  intimated,  indfetl  said — and  I  think 
that  Is  the  second  mistake  which  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
made — that  this  committee  was  more  or  less  stacked,  and  It 
has  been  Intimated  this  morning  that  had  the  committee  been 
different,  had  there  been  a  different  membership  on  the  com- 
mittee, a  different  result  might  have  a>me  about  Do  Senators 
stop  to  think  what  that  Implies? 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Is  the  Senator  referring  to  me? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  am  referring  to  anybody  who  has  such  an 
idea.  

Mr.  GILLETT.     I  made  no  such  remark. 

Mr.  BORAH.  But  does  anytme  stop  to  think  what  that  im- 
plies? It  implies  that  If  those  who  are  called  "  regulars  "  had 
been  upon  the  committee  they  either  would  have  smothered 
the  facts  or  they  would  have  failed  to  bring  out  the  facts.  No 
one  wants  that  Inference,  I  presume,  so  let  us  stop  talking 
about  the  proposition  that  the  committee  was  unfair,  that  it 
was  "stacked,"  that  it  had  a  purpose  to  accomplish,  and  that 
purpose  was  to  condemn  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  The 
committee  was  not  unfair.  Let  some  one  turn  to  the  report  and 
point  wherein  the  report  is  untrue  or  incorrect  and  where  the 
facts  are  not  as  there  stated. 

When  I  was  appointed  upwi  the  committee  I  realized  that  I 
could  not  give  very  much  time  to  it.  I  went  to  the  chairman  of 
the  conmiittee  and  begged  to  be  relieved  from  membership, 
but  it  was  thought  I  should  remain  and  I  did  so.  I  have  been 
there  I  confess  very  little  of  the  time  and  shall  be  there  very 
little  until  the  tariff  bill  has  been  disposed  of  In  tbe  Senate. 
But  Mr.  President,  there  was  no  unfairness  in  the  committee  or 
its  report,  unless  by  unfairness  it  is  meant  that  the  committee 
did  bring  out  the  facts  and  fairness  would  be  a  failure  to 
bring  out  the  facts.  What  is  meant  when  it  Is  said  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  are  unfair?  Does  anybody  dlsjiute  the 
facts  as  they  were  brought  out,  or  should  we  have  had  a  com- 
mittee which  was  "  fair  "  and  therefore  would  have  smothered 
the  facts? 

I  sat  with  the  able  Senator  from  Montana  (Mr.  Walsh]  one 
time  in  -the  investigation  of  the  conduct  of  a  very  noted  Demo- 
crat Whatev^  his  politics  may  be  and  whatever  his  partisan- 
ship may  be,  I  have  never  been  able  to  discover  that  as  an  in- 
vestigator he  Is  controlled  in  any  sense  by  partisan  feeling.  He 
certainly  was  not  in  that  instance.  No  Democrat  ever  received 
a  more  condemnatory  charge  against  him  than  was  laid  against 
this  one  by  the  Senator  from  Montana  after  he  completed  the 
task.  He  is  a  ruthless  investigator,  and  that  Is  precisely  what 
we  need,  not  because  It  happened  to  be  in  this  instance  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut,  but  because  we  deal  with  a  class  of 
men  some  of  whom  have  neither  conscience  nor  a  sound  con- 
ception of  morals. 

Having  said  what  I  have,  I  shall  vote  for  the  resolution. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  endeavored  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  pending  resolution,  but  did  not  do  so  at  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  who  wished  to  make  a  state- 
ment. 

I  shall  vote  for  the  Smoot  substitute,  and  if  it  Is  not  adopted 
I  shall  propose  to  amrad,  in  line  6,  by  striking  out  the  words 
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*  good  morals  " ;  at  the  beginning  of  line  7  the  word  "  and  "  ;  and 
in  line  7  the  words  "  and  tends  to  bring  the  Senate  into  dishonor 
and  disrepute,  and  such  conduct  is  hereby  condemned,"  which 
would  leave  the  words  "  is  contrary  to  senatorial  ethics,"  and 
the  resolution  will  read  as  follows: 

Retolvfd,  That  the  action  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  Mr. 
Bingham,  in  placing  Mr.  Charles  L.  Byanson  upon  the  offldal  rolls  of  the 
Senate  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  set  forth  in  the  report  of  the 
■ubcommlttoe  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  (Kept  No.  43,  Tlat 
Cong.,  lat  fteas.)  is  contrary  to  senatorial  ethics. 

I  do  not  take  the  position — and  never  expect  to  take  It — ^that 
any  man  except  myself  could  bring  me  into  dishonor  and  disre- 
pute. It  does  not  make  any  difference  to  me  what  any  Senator 
in  this  body  does  or  any  harm  that  any  of  them  may  do;  they 
can  not  bring  me  Into  disrepute  or  dishonor. 

If  I  had  my  way  I  would  change  the  title  of  the  resolution  to 
read :  "A  resolution  to  perpetuate  the  Hon.  Huum  Butgham  as 
a  Member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,"  because  if  the 
people  for  whom  he  has  been  working,  the  people  whom  he  Is 
here  to  represent,  appreciate  his  services  and  appreciate  now 
how  he  is  being  treated,  they  will  do  for  him  Just  like 
South  Carolina  did  for  Hon.  Preston  Brooks  when  he  was  here. 
He  was  criticlKcd  and  resigned  and  went  home  and  was  unani- 
mously reelected  to  the  House  of  Representatives  until  he  died, 
while  still  a  Member  of  the  House. 

Then  Senator  Tillman  was  censured  on  one  occasion,  which  I 
notice  was  referred  to  in  a  morning  paper,  and  South  Carolina 
sent  him  back  here  without  opposition  unanimously  until  his 
death.  I  presume  that  the  people  of  Connecticut  are  just  as 
apijreciative  as  are  the  people  of  South  Carolina.  So  far  as  I 
am  couc-erned,  I  shall  vote  for  the  substitute  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  and  If  the  resolution  is  not 
amended  I  shall  most  as.suredly  vote  against  it  for  the  reasons 
I  have  just  stated. 

Of  course,  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  may  have  made  a 
mistake.  I  do  not  say  that  he  did  not.  But  what  is  the  <liffer- 
enoe  between  getting  a  man  to  help  write  a  schedule  in  the  tariff 
bill  and  g»*tting  a  man  to  write  a  speei-h  for  a  Senator  and  then 
that  Senator  getting  up  here  and  reading  It?  I  do  not  see 
where  there  is  any  difference  at  all  unless  the  Senator  states 
when  he  starts  that  speech  that  it  was  written  by  a  certain 
expert  on  a  tariff  question,  or  some  other  question,  or  when  he 
winds  up  his  speech  he  statt-s  that  "  the  speech  was  written  for 
me  by  Mr.  So-and-.'K),  who  is  an  expert  on  the  subject  which  I 
have  been  dlscus-slng." 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  may  have  made  a  mistake,  but 
If  he  did  I  believe  it  was  an  honest  mistake.  I  do  not  believe 
he  did  it  with  any  dishonorable  inteiition.  I  do  not  believe  he 
did  it  to  deceive  anybody  or  to  hurt  anybody.  I  think  if  he  did 
make  a  mistake  It  was  probably,  indeed,  through  overzealous- 
ness  in  an  endeavor  to  take  care  of  bis  constituents.  I  would 
like  to  have  any  man  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  state  if  he  is 
not  here  to  represent  his  constituents.  I  vote  as  I  please.  I 
r<H^>gnize  no  caucus,  I  recognize  no  leader,  I  recognize  no  boss 
but  the  people  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina.  Wh«i  they  do 
not  like  the  way  I  vote  they  can  have  another  Senator  ami  I 
shall  make  no  complaint.  I  had  to  beat  one  to  get  here,  and  I 
can  not  blame  another  for  trying  to  beat  me  If  he  wants  to 
come  to  the  Senate.  That  is  for  him  to  determine  and  the 
people  there  to  decide. 

If  a  manufacturing  proposition  were  to  cothe  up  here  and  I 
was  interested  in  the  tariff,  which  I  am  not — I  am  oppose<l  to 
the  tariff,  and  I  am  going  to  vote  against  the  whole  business 
when  the  time  comes.  That  is  my  position,  and  I  do  not  care 
who  knows  It  The  people  of  South  Carolina  know  it.  Senator 
Tillman  once  said.  "  If  there  Is  any  stealing  going  on  I  want 
my  part,"  but' I  do  not  think  he  meant  that  literally,  as  some  of 
the  newspapers  attempted  to  take  it.  But  If  we  are  going  to 
have  a  tariff  and  if  we  have  anything  in  South  Carolina  that 
the  tariff  will  help,  I  would  like  to  see  it  taken  care  of  in  the 
bill,  of  course.    That  is  but  natural. 

•  I  am  here  with  my  colleague  to  look  after  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  South  Carolina.  I  try  to  do  it  honestly  and  In  .s 
straightforward  manner.  If  the  cotton-mill  people  of  my  State 
were  to  send  me  statistics  or  send  me  a  speech  or  were  to  send  a 
man  here  to  me  with  statistics  and  facts  to  help  them,  I  would 
not  hesitate  a  moment  to  put  the  situation  before  the  Senate,  but 
when  I  did  It  I  would  say,  "This  information  amies  from  the 
cotton-mill  people  of  my  State,  or  from  the  cotton-mill  boys  and 
girls  who  work  In  the  cotton  mills  In  my  State." 

I  do  not  believe  in  condenming  a  man  for  being  dishonorable, 
for  being  Immoral.  Many  of  us  may  be  condemned  by  people  If 
we  do  things  which  we  do  not  believe  are  immoral,  but  which 
they  might  believe  are  so.  We  mlcht  condemn  every  man  in  the 
Senate  that  takes  a  drink.    I  understand  the  grand  jury  will 


be  Informed  to-morrow  al>out  everybody  that  does  take  a  drink, 
except  me.  They  will  not  be  able  to  say  that  about  me  because 
I  was  unfmrtunate  enough  not  to  be  invited  to  this  dinner  whidi 
I  understand  a  Senate  will  tell  us  about  to-morrow.  [Laugh- 
ter.] 

I  do  not  think  the  Senate  should  c(mdemn  a  man  as  the  reso- 
lution proposes  to  do.  I  have  nothing  to  say  as  to  the  "pack- 
ing" of  the  committee.  I  do  not  think  it  was  "^  packed."  I  do 
not  think  the  committee  did  anything  dishmiorable,  but  I  think 
it  is  a  mistake  to  let  the  chairman  of  any  committee  name  a  sub- 
committee for  any  purpose.  The  committee  itself  is  appointed 
to  do  its  work  and  the  committee  itself  should  do  the  work.  I 
am  not  censtiring  anybody.  We  have  in  the  Senate  now  an 
Instance  of  a  8ul>committee  that  was  appointed  to  cmisider  a 
certain  matter.  We  are  going  into  the  third  week  since  its  ap- 
pointment to  do  something  that  is  growing  older  and  older  every 
day,  something  that  every  day's  delay  brings  a  less  opportunity 
to  present  the  facts  to  that  subcommittee,  and  yet  because  of  the 
absence  of  one  Senator — and  I  do  not  blame  him  for  being  abs^it 
under  the  circumstances — the  brakes  must  be  put  on  and  every- 
thing must  stand  still.  I  think  that  in  the  Senate  when  a  com- 
mittee Is  appointed  the  majority  should  have,  of  course,  a  ma- 
jority of  the  committee.  When  it  comes  to  a  uubcomiinttee  I 
think  It  should  be  appointed  In  the  same  proportion. 

I  want  to  say  that  while  I  do  not  criticise  the  committee, 
nevertheless  I  have  heard  very  severe  criticism  of  the  paw)nnel 
of  the  committee,  and  I  have  heard  some  go  so  far  as  to  say 
or  some  have  expressed  themselves  upon  it  to  the  effect  that  it 
was  done,  not  to  hurt  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  but  to  make 
an  impression  in  reference  to  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate.   I  do  not  believe  that 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arlcansas? 

Mr.  BLEASE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     WUi  the  Senator  tell  who  said  that? 

Mr.  BLEASE.     No;  I  will  not. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Then  why  did  the  S^ator  detail  it  when 
he  will  not  name  the  author  of  it? 

Mr.  BLEIASE.  If  the  Senator  is  very  anxious  to  know  I  vrill 
tell  him. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    Let  us  have  it 

Mr.  BLEASE.  That  is  what  I  am  going  to  tell— that  untU 
I  heard  the  explanation  of  tbe  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
NoRBis]  this  morning  that  is  what  I  thought 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     What  was  that? 

Mr.  BLEASE.  That  the  committee  was  trying  to  gain  an 
advantage  In  the  tariff  fight. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.    What  made  the  Senator  think  that? 

Mr.  BLEASE.     From  this  report. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     From  the  report? 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Yes ;  and  I  have  a  right  to  take  my  own  view 
about  it. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  What  is  there  in  the  report  that  Justifies 
the  Senator  in  thinking  that? 

Mr.  BLBASE.  I  do  not  propose  to  become  Involved  in  a  con- 
troversy with  the  Senator  from  Arkansas.  I  have  a  right  to 
my  own  opinion  and  he  has  a  right  to  his. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     And  I  am  going  to  express  it 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  am  responsible  In  this  Hall  for  what  I  say, 
and  outside,  too. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     All  right 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  repeat  that  I  did  think,  when  the  commit- 
tee was  anointed,  that  it  should  have  been  comprised  of  2 
Democrats,  2  Republicans,  and  1  Progressive.  If  I  had  had 
the  appointment  of  the  committee  that  Is  the  way  I  would 
have  named  the  members.  But  I  am  not  criticising  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norms].  I  am  not  criticizing  anybody. 
I  am  simply  giving  my  view  of  the  situation  as  I  see  It 

When  I  said  a  while  ago  what  I  did  about  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Cab.^way]  I  meant  that  I  did  believe  when  the 
committee  was  appt)inted  that  it  was  not  the  purpose  to  have 
the  committee  do  anything  to  hurt  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
but  *he  purpose  was  to  create  an  impression  against  the  manu- 
facturers of  New  England  and  thereby  attempt  to  gain  some- 
where an  advantage  in  the  tariff  bill.  I  have  a  right  to  that 
opinion  I  am  not  censuring  anybody  at  all.  I  held  to  that 
opinion  until  I  heard  the  distingul.shed  Senator  from  Nebraska, 
who  appointed  the  subcommittee,  make  his  sUtement  this  morn- 
ing I  know  that  he  is  an  honorable,  high-toned  Senator,  and 
I  believe  what  he  said,  and  I  accept  what  he  said  as  true 
When  the  committee  makes  the  same  statement  I  accept  what 
they  say  as  true. 

Therefore  I  am  not  charging  anybody  with  anything  wrong: 
I  do  not  intend  to  intimate  that  anybody  did  anything  wnMig; 
but  I  have  expressed  what  I  know  to  be  my  opinion  about  tha 
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matter,  and  T  AalT  most  assoredly  cast  my  TOte  as  T  beUere, 
and  that  to  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticat  has  violated  the 
ethics  of  the  Senate  and  has  possibly  been  guilty  o<  an  error, 
bat  I  do  not  believe  that  he  ha*  benefited  by  one  copper  or  has 
done  anything  that  he  Hmself  at  that  time  thought  improper 
or  cooilderpd  an  Improper  act,  and  certainly  nothing  dishon- 
erable.  and  I  hope  the  resolution  will  be  ao  modlfled. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  intend  to  say  any- 
ttilng  except  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Booth  Carolina,  who 
says  that  he  has  a  source  of  information  which  be  conceals. 
There  to  not  a  word  in  the  report  that  any  honest  man  can  read 
and  say  there  is  partisanship  in  it.  Personally  I  hare  been 
▼ery  fond  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bxhohaic]. 
I  have  been  one  of  those  who  predicted  for  him  a  rery  brlUlant 
career,  and  if  It  had  not  been  for  his  statement  this  morning.  I 
had  Intended  to  ask  the  Senate  to  excuse  me  from  roting  on  the 
TtmAutltm  because  I  had  replied  to  some  of  Us  criticisms  of  the 
committee.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  that 
I  do  not  eaie  at  all  for  his  criticism.  It  did  not  anger  me  then 
and  it  does  not  anger  me  now.  But,  as  I  said,  until  he  read 
his  statement  this  morning,  I  had  intended  to  ask  the  Senate 
to  excuse  me  from  roting  on  the  resolution  because  I  hare 
r^ied  to  his  statement  in  language  that  was  possibly  a  little 
intenstre. 

So  far  as  I  hare  been  able  to  discorer,  the  committee  has  not 
had  any  disposition  to  spare  anybody  or  to  question  anyt>ody's 
right  to  immunity  because  he  is  a  Republican  or  a  Democrat 
Of  all  the  thoroughly  and  utterly  unreliable  people  that  have 
been  before  the  committee,  it  Is  the  man  representing  the 
Southern  Tariff  League.  He  claims  Texas  as  his  home,  and  at 
least  the  president  of  that  league  said  that  he  is  a  loyal  Demo- 
crat. His  conduct  was  so  absolutely  reprehensible  that  no  one 
could  hear  it  and  condone  It,  and  nobody  who  beard  Arnold's 
testimony  bellered  a  word  he  said. 

No  one  hesitated  to  Inform  him  of  that  fact;  and  coming 
into  this  transaction  with  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  was,  as 
I  am  told,  the  leading  Democrat  of  that  State,  Mr.  Hubbard. 
If  Mr.  Hubbard  thinks  he  has  got  off  lightly  because  he  is  a 
Democrat,  I  would  be  kind  of  curious  to  know  what  he  expected 
to  get 

I  have  not  had  in  this  particular  case  any  more  feeling  be- 
cause the  Senator  was  from  Connecticut  thau  I  would  have  had 
had  he  been  from  any  other  State  or  of  any  other  party.  I 
would  not  have  said  that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  statement 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  There  is  not  a  word  In 
the  record — and  I  repeat  it — there  is  not  a  word  In  the  report — 
and  I  repeat  it — that  any  honest  man  can  read  and  say  there  is 
anything  partisan  in  it 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute  for  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  frran  Nebraska. 
--  Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  before  a  vote  Is  taken  I 
feel  that  in  Justice  to  the  Senate  some  Senator  should  say  some- 
thing In  defense  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bino- 
HAic].  It  has  been  charged,  if  you  please,  that  the  committee 
which  investigated  the  subject  was  prejudiced  and  framed 
usainst  him.  Nobody,  however,  has  pointed  out  wherein  the 
testimony  could  have  been  changed  if  the  committee  had  been 
made  up  altogether  of  so-called  Old  Guard  Bepobllcans. 
Nobody  has  pointed  out  wherein  different  evidence  would  have 
been  adduced  if  the  committee  had  been  composed  of  old-guard 
R«p«iblican&  It  is  with  a  good  deal  of  hesitation  that  I  vote 
to  condemn  any  man,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  if  there  are  those 
on  the  other  side  who  hold  views  opposite  to  those  which  have 
been  expressed  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  they  ought  now  to  ex- 
press those  views.  The  only  Senator  who  has  stood  up  here 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  even  said  a  kindly  thing  in 
defense  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  at  all  has  been  the 
Senator  from  Sooth  Candina  [Mr.  Blbabb].  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  ia  ratbw  strange  that  none  at  the  so^alled  Old  Guard 
Republicans  on  the  other  side  have  stood  up  and  tried  to  suh- 
stantiate  one  single  thing  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  has 
said  or  iMive  tried  to  defend  the  things  that  he  has  done. 

I  should  like  to  bear  from  the  Senator  from  Pennaylvania  [Mr. 
Rob].  He  la  a  very  able  constitutioDal  lawyer,  and  I  should 
like  to  have  an  expcesaion  from  him  as  to  what  he  thinks  about 
the  acts  that  were  ccaamitted  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticnt 
I  should  like  also  to  have  an  expressioD  from  him  aa  to  what  be 
thinks  In  reference  to  the  law,  and  I  should  like  to  have  him 
say  how  be  thinks— If  he  does  so  think— the  evidence  could 
have  beaa  f>»af^jrd  pro>vkliDg  a  different  committee  had  been 
appointed. 

I  thlBk  It  woold  be  w^  alao  if  socb  a  dlstingvlahad  Senator 
as  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fass]  would  tell  ua  wherein  be 
tklnka  tbe  ti?m"»»»»ir  waa  fnuned  against  ttoa  Senator  from 
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Connecticut,  or  why  he  thinks,  if  he  does  so  think,  the  resolu- 
tion should  not  be  passed  as  it  is  drawn. 

I  Mr.  FE88.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yidd  to  me? 

I   Mr.  WHEELER.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

I   Mr.  FE88.    Tbe  Senator  from  Ohio  has  never  Intimated  or 
uought  that  the  committee  was  packed. 

[Mr.  WHEELER.    I  am  very  glad  to  have  that  expression 
^m  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  Senator  from  Ohio  can  very  easily  see,  how- 
sver,  how  it  might  be  interpreted  that  the  committee  was  inter- 
wted  in  bringing  about  a  result  that  would  have  a  bad  effect 
ipon  the  tariff  legislation  now  pending  before  us.  I  consider 
iiat  the  public  mi^t  be  inclined  to  think,  in  view  of  the  activity 
>f  the  committee  on  the  floor  during  the  consideration  of  the 
)ending  bill,  that  there  was  some  desire  further  to  complicate 
he  tariff  legislation. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator's  view 
idth  reference  to  that,  and  I  am  glad  to  know 

Mr.  FESS.  If  the  Senator  will  yield  for  Just  one  moment 
further 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  hesitate,  however,  to  vote  the  Imputation  that 
any  man  of  responsibility  commits  an  immoral  act  unless  I  am 
convinced  that  what  he  did  was  intentional.  Of  course,  there 
may  be  a  mistake  of  Judgment  without  there  being  a  wrongful 
Intention.  I  think  in  this  instance  there  was  a  serious  mistake 
of  Judgment ;  I  have  no  doubt  of  it ;  but  I  certainly  think  there 
is  no  wrongful  intention  to  be  attributed  to  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  As  was  said  a  wlxile  ago,  I  can  not  imagine  any- 
one who  knows  the  Senator  from  Couuecticut  ascribing  to  him 
any  corrupt  motive,  and  I  should  hesitate  very  much  to  vote — 
and  I  shall  not  vote — the  imputation  that  be  was  either  immoral 
or  dL>honorable. 

Mr.  WHEEILER.  I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator's 
views.  I  want  to  say  that  while  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
and  I  probably  differ  in  politics  as  widely  as  does  the  North 
Pole  from  the  South  Pole,  I  have  never  said,  so  far  as  he  waa 
eoncerneil,  that  there  was  any  criminal  intent  in  connection 
with  his  action  in  tlie  matter ;  but  when  the  Senator  from  Con- 
aecticut  charges  that  the  committee  was  framed  against  him,  and 
when  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [^r.  Gillett]  himself 
seems  to  take  the  same  position  and  tries  to  substantiate  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  that  the  committee 
had  l>een  unfairly  selected,  I  think  it  ought  to  be  pointed  out  by 
those  who  feel  that  way  about  it  how  the  evidence  could  have 
been  changed  if  there  should  have  been  a  change  in  the  com- 
mittee ;  what  other  witnesses  could  have  been  called ;  and  what 
other  facts  could  have  been  brought  out  to  have  changed  the 
report  submitted  by  the  special  committee. 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Mr.  President  will  tlie  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mott- 
tana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  The  Senator  somewhat  misunderstood  me  if 
he  thou^t  I  said  that  if  the  committtv  was  packed  it  had  any 
effect  in  this  case.  I  made  no  such  suggestion  at  ail.  I  siniply 
said  that  I  did  think  that  the  action  of  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  in  appointing  the  committee  in  this  way  was  preju- 
diced and  not  impartial,  and  I  thought  it  did  not  deserve  the 
approval  of  the  Senate;  but  I  thought  nevertheless  in  that  case, 
as  in  this  case,  it  Ls  not  a  matter  as  to  which  the  Senate  ought 
to  express  its  disapproval. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  should  be  glad  to  get  the  Senator's  view- 
point as  to  Just  what  he  does  think  the  Senate  ought  to  do  with 
reference  to  expressing  its  approval  or  disapproval  of  this  case. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  I  think  it  ought  to  do  nothing.  I  do  not 
tliink  it  is  a  matter  that  deserves  the  attention  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator's  view- 
point with  reference  to  that  also;  but,  as  I  recall,  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  voluntarily  went  before  the  special  committee, 
which  he  said  was  packed  against  him,  and  asked  to  be  heard. 
I  may  be  mistaken;  I  am  speaking  largely  from  information 
derived  from  the  newspapers;  but  he  went  there  voluntarily 
and  asked  to  be  heard ;  he  gave  his  testimony  voluntarily,  and  it 
seems  to  me,  if  he  had  felt  for  one  moment  that  tiie  committee 
waa  paclied  against  him,  that  he  surely  would  not  have  gone 
before  it  voluntarily  and  asked  them  to  hear  his  testimony. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon< 
tana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  The  g«ieral  impression  seems  to  be  that 
the  attack  made  by  the  8«uitor  from  Connecticut  provoked  the 


pending  resolution.    Does  the  Senator  from  Montana  agree  to 
that? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Not  at  all.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that 
If  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  had  risen  in  his  place  and  said 
to  the  Senate  what  everyone  else  has  said  who  has  spoken  on 
this  matter,  namely,  that  he  had  made  a  mistake  and  that  he 
was  sorry  for  it  I  would  not  have  voted  for  a  resolution  to  con- 
demn him ;  but,  Mr.  President,  when  he  stands  on  this  floor  and 
says,  "  I  have  not  made  any  mistake ;  what  I  have  done  is  cor- 
rect and  I  have  no  apology  to  make,"  where  does  he  place  the 
Members  of  the  Senate?  He  puts  his  friends  on  the  other  side 
and  he  puts  everyone  on  this  side  as  doing — ^what?  Either  of 
commending  his  action  by  our  vote  or  else  condemning  the  act 
which  he  committed.  If  the  Senator  from  Delaware  wants  to 
be  placed  In  the  position  of  commending  the  act  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  and  saying  that  it  was  right,  that  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  made  no  mistake,  then,  of  course,  he  will  vote 
against  the  pending  resolution. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  again? 

Mr.  WHEIELER.  I  am  gUid  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Delaware. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  The  general  impression  seems  to  me  that 
there  would  be  required  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  in 
order  that  he  might  avoid  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  two 
apologies ;  one  for  employing  Eyanson,  and  the  other  for  making 
the  attack  on  the  committee.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
know  whether  or  not  that  is  correct? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  certainly  do  not  I  never  heard  such  a 
thing  Intimated  and  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  where  he  obtains  this  general  impression? 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  Fronr  the  accounts  In  many  dally  news- 
papers, which  have  been  published  all  during  tbe  past  week. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Can  the  Senator  give  the  name  of  coe  of 
them? 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  It  has  been  suggested  by  the  newspaper 
reporters  that  the  impression  is  that  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut in  order  to  avoid  the  adoption  of  the  pending  resolu- 
tion, must  make  two  apologies  to  the  Senate,  one  for  employing 
Eyanson,  and  the  other  for  his  attack  on  the  committee.  I  am 
not  saying  that  is  true;  I  am  saying  that  is  the  general 
impression. 

Mr.  WHEELER    Where  did  the  Senator  get  that  impression? 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     I  inquire  whether  or  not  tliat  is  true. 

Mr.  WHEEILER.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  not  true,  and  in  the 
second  place 

Mr.  HASTINGS,    Very  well. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  And,  in  the  second  place,  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  in  what  newspaper  he  saw  that  statement? 
Will  the  Senator  tell  ok  one  newspaper  in  which  he  saw  it? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MonUna.    Mr.  I'resident 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  his  colleague? 

Mr  WHEELER.  I  am  waiting  for  an  answer  from  the 
Senator  from  Delaware. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  I  have  not  the  newspapers  here  before  me. 
I  presume  every  Senator  has  read  them. 

Mr.  WHEELER  Can  the  Senator  tell  me  one  single  news- 
paper in  which  the  Senator  read  thnt  statement?  Can  he  give 
me  the  name  of  one  such  newspaper? 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  I  am  not  giving  any  names.  All  the  Sena- 
tor has  to  do  is  to  read  all  of  them.    [Laughter.) 

Mr.  WHEELER    Now  I  yield  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  I  rose  to  assure  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  that  he  has  been  entirely  misinformed. 
Speaking  for  myself,  the  strictures  of  the  Senator  from  Con 
necticut  as  to  the  make-up  of  the  committee  are  matters  of 
entire  indifference  to  me,  and  I  have  talked  with  other  members 
of  the  committee  and  am  prepared  to  say  that  they  Join  with 
me  in  that  expression.  They  ask  no  apology  whatever  from  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WHEELER  Mr.  President  I  merely  rose,  in  tbe  first 
idace,  to  say  that  I  was  anxious  to  learn  what  the  view  was 
of  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  pending  resolution.  Every 
Senator  who  has  stood  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  thus  far  except 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  has  condemned  his  action.  They 
have  said  that  he  made  a  mistake ;  that  what  he  did  was  wrong. 
I  should  like  to  hear  some  one  from  the  Republican  side,  some 
one  from  the  so-called  Old  Guard  give  us  his  views  with 
reference  to  the  matter,  and  state  whether  he  feels  tliat  the 
actions  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  in  employing  Byansoa 
secretly  and  having  him  in  the  secret  sessions  of  tlie  committee 
were  correct.  As  I  said  In  the  beginning,  it  is  with  a  great  deal 
of  regret  that  I  fori  compelled  to  vote  for  the  pending  resolu- 


tion. I  sincerely  dislike  to  have  to  do  so,  but  unless  stnne  ex* 
planatlon  is  made  I  do  not  see  how  any  Member  of  the  Senata 
can  do  otherwlae. 

Mr.  GOULD.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  S^ator  from  Mon- 
tana yi^d  to  the  Smator  from  Maine? 

Mr.  WHEELER     I  yield. 

Mr.  GOULD.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  just  made  a  remark 
which  seems  to  me  to 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Will  the  Senator  speak  a  little  louder,  so 
that  we  can  hear  what  he  is  saying? 

Mr.  GOULD.  I  will  try  to  do  so.  I  think  it  hardly  fair  to 
suggest  that  no  Senator  on  this  side  is  satisfied  with  the  expla- 
nation which  has  been  given  by  tbe  Senator  from  Connecticut 
Not  a  great  deal  has  been  said  about  it  either  way;  but  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Gilurt]  made  a  very  good 
explanation,  and  if  the  Senator  from  Montana  wishes  to  know 
why  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  does  not  apologise,  let  me 
say  that,  in  my  opinion,  he  has  made  a  fair  and  square  state* 
ment  of  Just  what  he  did  and  why  he  did  it. 

Mr.  WHEELER  I  take  it,  then,  that  the  Senator  from 
Maine  approves  of  the  actions  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
in  this  matter.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  GOllliD.  I  approve  of  the  stand  that  he  has  taken.  He 
Is  not  going  to  get  up  here  and  make  such  an  apology  that  some 
man  who  Is  going  to  run  for  office  next  year  can  go  home  and 
say  to  his  constituency,  "  I  made  one  of  the  best  men,  one  of  the 
biggest  men  in  the  Senate  take  off  his  hat  to  me,  and  get  down 
and  pray  for  my  forgiveness.'*  No,  sir!  He  is  not  that  kind 
of  a  man. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Maine  approve  of 
the  actions  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  in  emfrfoying 
Eyanson  ? 

Mr.  GOULD.  I  approve  what  he  has  said  in  explanation  of 
what  he  did. 

Mr.  WHEELER    And  the  Senator  amiroves  of  his  actlonaT 

Mr.  EDGE.    He  did  not  say  that 

Mr.  GOULD.    I  approve  of  what  he  said. 

We  have  spent  a  lot  of  time  here  on  something  that  seems 
to  me  to  be  ver>-  foolish.  The  country  is  going  to  condemn  the 
Senate  more  for  these  dilatory  acts  and  investigations  and  fool- 
ish stuff,  delaying  the  regular,  legitimate  business  to  which 
we  ought  to  attend,  than  it  is  going  to  condemn  any  individual 
for  what  he  has  said  or  dooB. 

Now,  I  do  not  like  this  resolution. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Has  the  Senator  any  further  question  that 
he  desires  to  ask,  or  is  he  going  to  make  a  speech? 

Mr.  GOULD.  I  thought  the  Senator  from  Montana  waa 
through.    Go  ahead. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  for  a  further  question,  if  he  has  one ;  but  I  was  going 
to  conclude  and  yield  the  floor. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  states  that  we  shall  be  condemned 
because  of  the  fact  that  we  take  up  this  resolution.  Frankly, 
I  do  not  know  that  I  would  have  Introduced  the  resolution ;  but 
the  question  for  the  Senate  to  decide  is.  Shall  the  resolution  be 
adopted  or  not?  The  resolution  is  before  us.  As  I  said  a 
moment  ago.  In  view  of  the  attitude  of  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut in  standing  up  here  and  saying  that  he  feels  that  hla 
actions  were  Justified  and  that  there  was  nothing  wrong  about 
them.  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  anything  that  any  man  can  do 
except  to  say  one  of  two  things :  Either,  "  I  believe  in  what  he 
did  "  or  "  I  do  not  believe  in  what  he  did."  If  a  Senator  says 
to  himself,  *'  I  do  not  believe  that  what  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut dit*  is  right"  then  he  is  going  to  vote  for  the  reso- 
lution. If  he  believes  that  what  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
did  was  right,  then,  of  course,  he  ought  to  vote  against  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  HEED.  Mr.  President  I  had  not  meant  to  say  anything 
in  this  debate,  but  the  challenge  of  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  WHn2.is]  prompts  me  to  reply. 

I  think  we  have  spent  a  lot  of  time  in  discussing  nonessen- 
tials.  The  matter  of  the  make-up  of  the  committee  that  made 
this  investigation  is  wholly  hnmaterial,  because  no  one  qnm- 
tions  its  judgment  on  the  facts.  It  has  made  a  report  <m 
apparently  undisputed  evidence;  and  that  report  as  I  under- 
stand, would  not  be  the  least  Mt  different  if  any  other  five 
Senators  were  on  that  committee  than  the  five  who  were  named. 

I  understand  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  complained 
of  the  make-up  of  the  committee;  but  I  assumed  at  the  time 
that  his  complaint  was  based  upon  the  fact  that  the  memben  of 
the  wmunittee  had  handled  him  very  roughly,  aceording  to  the 
newspapers,  and  without  that  courtesy  which  he  expected  froas 
its  membership.  I  could  not  see  that  that  asada  aaj  dUfeeeote 
in  tbe  tmetM  ot  tbe  case.    It  might  give  hla  grooad  for  ea 
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•gBlavt  the  IndlTldimLs  of  the  ctHiunittee.  bnt  It  did  not  change 
the  Eyanaon  aitair  one  way  or  the  other.  Aa  far  as  I  can  see. 
It  has  nothinc  whatever  to  do  with  the  determination  of  the 
pending  resolution. 

As  for  the  criticism  made  of  the  committee  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachosetts  [Mr.  Oillrt],  it  seems  to  me  that  that  is 
perhaps  a  little  bit  premature.  I  have  no  reason  to  thinlc  that 
the  committee  is  not  going  to  call  aome  of  the  many  lobbyists 
that  throng  this  building  representing  the  Import^v  and  the 
people  who  b^eve  in  free  trade  or  lower  tariffs.  There  are 
plenty  of  them  here  for  them  to  call,  and  I  assume  that  in  fair- 
ness the  committ€«  will  call  them ;  and  until  they  have  had  a 
chance  to  do  it  I  do  not  thiiik  it  Is  incumbent  apon  os  to  criticise 
the  committee,  or  the  chairman  who  appointed  them,  for  any 
want  of  faimesR. 

Now  I  will  answer  the  Senator  candidly  what  I  think  about 
the  Eyanson  Incident. 

I  think  that  the  employment  of  Mr.  Eyanson  under  the  cir- 
com-Htances  was  regrettable,  unwise,  and  very  much  to  be  de- 
plored. What  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  thinks  about  it  he 
has  told  us,  and  those  of  us  who  have  spoken  have  tried  to  be 
equally  frank.  I  do  not  believe,  however,  that  anyone  In  this 
body  c<»ul(l  for  one  moment  claim  that  the  motive  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  was  dishonorable  or  dishonest  or  corrupt.  I 
think  his  acti<m  was  indiscreet  and  unwise,  and  from  the  bottom 
of  my  heart  I  am  sorry  for  it ;  but  It  was  not  corrupt,  it  was  not 
dishonest,  and  it  was  not  dishonorable. 

As  far  as  its  practical  results  went,  they  were  nil.  We  saw 
Eyanson  sitting  there  for  two  or  three  days.  He  never  said  a 
word  to  me  but  "  Good  morning."  I  do  not  think  he  said  a  word 
to  any  other  member  of  the  committee.  If  he  did,  I  did  not 
notice  it,  or  do  not  remember  having  noticed  it.  It  had  no  effect 
whatsoever. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  ELK;E.  RIpht  In  that  connection.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  a  statement  was  introduced  into  the  Record  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Wauih]  some  time  back  which  gave  the 
figures  of  the  pending  bill  as  reported  by  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee as  compare<l  to  existing  law,  showing  a  general  in- 
crease, it  seems  to  me  a  very  pertinent  time  to  draw  attention 
to  the  fact  that  so  far  as  the  Finance  Committee  Republicans 
were  concerned,  their  action  on  these  industrial  rates,  with 
E^yanson  in  the  nxim  or  out  of  the  room,  will  show  a  decided 
reduction  under  the  House  bill  all  along  the  line.  So,  insteed  of 
Mr.  Eyanson 's  presence  or  employment  being  of  any  benefit  to 
the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Association,  It  was  just  the 
reverse. 

Mr.  REED.  At  the  same  time,  I  do  not  think  he  ought  to 
have  been  there,  and  I  know  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
agrees  with  me  on  that. 

Perhaps,  however.  I  attach  too  much  Importance  to  what  we 
are  about  to  do.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  opinion  of  any  indi- 
vidual Senator  is  of  ct>mparatively  slight  moment ;  but  when  the 
Senate  as  a  l>ody  pronounces  Judgment  of  condemnation  upon 
one  of  Its  Members,  that,  to  me,  is  a  very  solemn  thing.  That 
la  something  that  one  can  not  dismiss  with  a  shrug  or  a  laugh. 
Aimot<t  every  hour  that  passes,  each  of  us  hears  things  that 
we  dislike — little  sneering  remarks,  perhaps,  from  individual 
colleagues  or  individual  critics.  We  can  laugh  that  off;  but 
that  does  not  amount  to  anything.  Most  of  tlie  time  it  is  not 
even  meant  unkindly.  But  when  the  Senate  collectively  finds 
a  verdict  of  guilty  of  an  act  against  good  morals,  of  an  act 
against  the  honor  of  the  Senate,  that  Is  a  terribly  serious  thing. 
Perhaps  I  overrate  It  in  its  importance:  but  if  that  were  passed 
on  me  I  would  feel  that  the  rest  of  my  life  was  to  be  spent 
under  a  cloud.    I  think  most  of  us  bM^  would  feel  that  way. 

I  do  not  hesitate  one  moment  to  vote  for  the  substitute  reso- 
lution which  disapproves  the  practice,  and  notKKly  iu  the  United 
States  will  have  any  doubt  what  it  is  we  are  disapproving,  or 
why  we  disapprove  it ;  but  I  do  hesitate,  not  because  he  is  my 
friend — he  is,  bnt  that  is  not  my  reason — I  do  hesitate  to  put 
that  stigma  on  the  record  of  a  colleague  whom  we  know  to  be 
honorable,  honest,  conscientious. 

Why,  11  years  ago  he  showed  his  feeling  toward  this  country. 
Although  he  was  far  over  age,  he  picked  out  the  most  danger- 
ous branch  of  all  the  service.  He  taught  himself  to  fly.  He 
•erved  at  the  front  in  a  service  whlvh  was  hazardous  beyond 
description.  Men  do  not  do  that  if  they  do  not  love  their 
country.  I  can  not  condemn  him  for  disbi>nor  Ln  his  actions 
in  the  aervioe  of  that  country  for  which  he  has  proven  his  love. 
I  wiU  condeom  the  practice;  I  will  condemn  the  act.  if  you 
please,  and  that  is  what  the  substitute  does ;  but  I  am  going  to 
▼ote  "no**  if  it  comes  to  the  original  resolution,  because  that 


does  not  condemn  the  act.    It  condemns  the  man ;  and  the  clr- 
circumstances  of  this  case  do  not  justify  that,  Mr.  President 

Let  us  condemn  the  practice.  Let  us  never  have  such  a 
thing  happen  again,  and  we  know  it  will  not;  but  let  us  not 
put  that  stigma  on  a  colleague  whom  we  respect. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  I  regard  it  as  most  regrettable . 
that  this  resolution  and  debate  involve  personalities  at  alL    I 
regard  it  as  most  regrettable  that  the  personal  element  is  in- 
jected on  either  one  side  or  the  other  of  this  matter. 

Personally  I  took  occasion  some  days  ago  to  say  that  I  had 
the  very  warmest  personal  admiration  for  the  Senator  frwn  Con- 
necticut, and  I  do  not  believe  that  he  has  Intended  any  moral 
wrong  or  breach  of  what  he  considers  to  be  the  right  course  of 
conduct  to  be  pursued  by  Senators. 

The  view  that  I  take  of  the  question,  Mr.  President,  is  simply 
this:  That  the  official  act  of  each  one  of  us  has  a  public  quality, 
and  that  act  Is  either  in  the  Interest  of  the  public  good  or  It  is 
contrary  to  the  interest  of  the  public.  It  either  promotes  con- 
fidence In  the  proces-ses  of  government  or  It  tends  to  weaken 
public  confidence  in  the  processes  of  government ;  and  before  I 
vote  upon  this  resolution  I  wish  to  make  it  entirely  clear  that 
my  vote  is  not  cmitroUed  by  any  personal  consideration  what- 
ever and  that  my  vote  does  not  express  any  opinion,  much  less 
condemnation,  upon  the  personal  morality  or  the  intent  or 
purpose  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  I  have  already 
declared  myself  upon  that  matter. 

I  regret  that  this  resolution  Is  framed  exactly  in  the  way  that 
it  Is  framed,  because  It  Is  subject  to  some  misinterpretation— 
not,  perhaps,  by  those  who  give  it  careful  study,  but  the  public 
may  read  into  it  swue  implications  that  ought  not  to  be  read 
Into  It. 

Mr.  President,  my  Interpretation  of  the  resolution  is  this,  and 
with  this  understanding  I  shall  vote  against  the  substitute, 
because  I  regard  that  as  meaningless  something  like  the  poetry 
at  the  head  of  one  of  Kipling's  chapters.  It  has  not  anything  to 
do  with  the  real  issue  that  has  been  raised  here  by  an  act  which 
can  not  be  regarded  or  passed  over  as  purely  private,  but  which 
has  in  it  a  public  significance  and  carries  with  it  certain  public 
significance.  This  Is  my  Interpretation  of  the  resolution,  and 
upon  this  interpretation  I  shall  vote  against  the  substitute  and 
I  shall  vote  for  the  resolution  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska. I  express  the  hope  now  that  he  may  modify  the  lan- 
guage, but  I  shall  not  formally  offer  this  statement  as  a  8Ul>- 
stltute  for  his  resolution  for  obvious  reasons. 

Resolved,  That  the  action  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  In  placing 
Charles  L.  Eyanson,  then  an  ofHcer  In  the  Manufacturers'  Association  of 
Connectlcnt,  upon  the  offlclal  rolls  of  the  Senate  in  the  circumstances  set 
forth  in  the  report  of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary (Rept.  No.  43),  thereby  enabling  the  said  Eyanson  to  enter  the 
secret  executive  sesslona  of  the  majority  meml)er8  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee during  their  consideration  of  the  tariff  bill  (H.  R.  2667),  etc., 
tends  to  weaken  public  confidence  in  the  processes  of  Government,  Is 
contrary  to  public  morals  and  the  public  interest,  and  is  condemned. 

Mr.  President,  no  private  morals  are  here  attacked;  there  is 
no  assault  upon  the  Intent  or  the  purpose  of  anyone,  but  we  are 
concerning  ourselves,  as  only  we  may  be  rightfully  concerned, 
I  think,  with  public  morals,  with  the  public  Interest,  the  quality 
of  official  conduct  and  act,  the  manner  in  which  that  conduct  or 
that  act  affects  the  public  welfare. 

I  Interpret  the  Senator's  resolution  to  mean  this,  that  it  is 
lifted  above  possible  criticism  of  the  personal  conduct  or  act  of 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  and,  so  interpreting  that  resolu- 
tion, I  shall  vote  for  the  resolution  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  some  Senators  here  will  re- 
member that  when  Newberry  was  driven  from  the  Senate  a  reso- 
lution was  offered  which  did  not  touch  his  case,  but  referred  to 
such  practices  hereafter.  The  resolution  finally  was  adopted  by 
the  Senate. 

Later,  a  different  action  was  had.  Several  Senators  who  sup- 
ported that  resolution  were  defeated,  and  other  Senators  came 
in  making  a  clear  majority  in  favor  of  expelling  NewbeiTy,  and 
Newberry  has  gone  from  the  Senate. 

The  sul)stitute  resolution  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Smoot]  does  not  touch  this  ca.se.  I  can  understand  how 
he  feels  about  the  matter,  how  his  heart  is  touched  with  sym- 
pathy, and  he  would  like  to  have  this  resolution  pa.'ts.  But  we 
are  not  here  to  base  legislation  upon  our  personal  feelings,  our 
personal  regard  for  any  Senator  «tr  sympathy  for  any  Senator. 
Nobody  doubts,  since  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  has  made  his 
explanation,  that,  so  far  as  he  Is  concerned,  he  does  not  think 
he  has  done  anything  wrong;  but  that  does  not  excuse  me.  I 
think  he  has.  I  believe  that  four-fifths  of  the  Senate  think  he 
has  done  wrong.  Then  the  question  is.  Are  we  going  to  vote 
to  condemn  this  particular  act,  or  are  we  just  going  to  pass 
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some  resolution  referring  to  some  practice  that  may  occur  here- 
after? 

I  trust  that  the  Senate  has  not  yet  reached  that  time  in  Its 
blstory  when  it  will  fail  and  refuse  to  condemn  an  act  like  this 
of  anybody,  be  he  Democrat  or  Republican. 

The  act  Itself  of  taking  a  man  employed  by  any  manufactur- 
ing concern,  and  still  on  their  pay  roll,  and  taking  him  into 
meetings  of  the  Finance  Committee,  is  what  we  are  condemn- 
ing. The  expert  man  in  the  business  comes  down  here  and  the 
Tobe  of  office  is  put  upon  him.  He  is  placed  on  the  Senate  pay 
roll,  he  Is  taken  Into  the  committee  room  where  only  Republi- 
cans sit  framing  a  tariff  bill  for  the  Nation,  and  nobody  is 
apprised  of  that  action.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Re£dJ  did  not  know  Eyanson  was  on  the  pay  roll  of  the  Manu- 
facturers' Association  of  Coimectlcut;  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Smoot]  did  not  know  It.  But  he  sat  beside  another  mem- 
ber of  the  committee,  he  heard  all  the  discussions  In  the  com- 
mittee, and  he  heard  the  reasons  for  putting  in  Increased 
rates  or  the  reasons  for  taking  them  off.  He  was  in  there 
representing  the  manufacturers'  association,  and  nobody  knew 
that  he  was  there  In  that  capacity  but  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  says  that  he  did  not  mean  any 
harm  by  it.  Perhaps  he  did  not;  but  I  must  condemn  that 
practice  in  the  Senator.  We  ought  to  set  a  precedent  hero  to- 
day that  no  such  act  should  be  permitted  hereafter  without 
rec-eiving  the  just  condemnation  of  the  Seijate  of  the  United 
States. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  to  the  resolution  presented  by 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norbis]. 

Sev^al  Senators.  Let  it  be  read. 
Mr.  Smoot's  substitute  resolution  was  read,  as  follows: 
Resolved,  That  the  Senate  disapproves  the  employment,  as  a  clerk  to 
a  Senator  or  committee  of  the  Senate,  of  any  person  who  at  any  time 
during  bis  service  as  such  derk  has  been  or  is  employed  by  any  indi- 
vidual, partnership,  corporation,  or  association  engaged  in  the  manufac- 
ture, production,  or  importation  of  articles  affected  by  tariff  legislation. 
or  by  any  aaaociatioD  or  group  of  such  manufacturers,  producers,  or 
Importers. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  BINGHAM  (when  his  name  was  called)  answered 
"  present." 

Mr.  HA  WES  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackett].  Not 
knowing  how  he  would  vote,  I  withhold  my  vote.  If  permitted 
to  vote,  I  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  been 
notified  that  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Wabren] 
can  not  be  here  to-day ;  that  he  is  unavoidably  absent.  I  have 
a  general  pair  with  that  Senator,  and  therefore  I  withhold  my 
vote. 

Mr.  PHIPPS  (when  Mr.  Waterman's  name  was  called).  I 
desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr.  Waterman]  is  un- 
avoidably absent.  I  ask  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for 
the  day. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
McMasteb]  is  absent  on  account  of  Illness  In  his  family. 

Mr.  8CHALL.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
Shipstkad]  is  111. 

Mr.  SHBPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  Is  absent  on  account  of  lUnesa  This 
announcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  FESS.    I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs : 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  with  the  SenatOT 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Paxtebson]  with  the  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Waonek].  I  am  not  advised  how  any  of 
the.se  Senators  would  vote  if  present. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  the  junior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Kean]  Is  absent  on  account  of 
Illness  In  his  family. 

Tlie  result  was  announced — yeas  32,  nays  44,  as  follows: 


Asharst 

Barkley 

Black 

Blaine 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

BroUBsard 

Caraway 

Connally 

Bingham 

Deneen 

Glass 

Hawes 

Howell 

So  Mr. 


MATS— 44 

Heffin 

Kendrick 

La  FoUett* 

McKellar 

Norbeck 

Norrls 

Nye 

Pine 

Pittman 

Rausdell 

Robinson,  Ind. 

NO  VOTING— 18 

Robinson,  Ark. 

Sackett 

Sliipbtead 

Overman  Btepbeua 

Patterson  Wagner 

Smoot's  substitute  for  Mr.  Nmbis's  resolution  was 


Copeland 

Cousens 

Cutting 

Dill 

Fletcher 

Frailer 

George 

Glenn 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hayden 


Kean 
Klna 
McMaster 


Sheppard 

Simmons 

Smith 

Bteck 

Bwanaon 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Trammell 

Tydlngs 

Wulsh.  Mont. 

Wheeler 


Warren 

Waterman 

Wataon 


Allen 

B  tease 

Capper 

Dale 

Edge 

Fess 

Ginett 

Ooff 


Goldsborooi^ 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Rebert 

Jobnaon 


TEAS— 32 

Jones 

Keyes 

McNarv 

Metcalf 

Moses 

Oddle 

Pbipps 

Beed 


Sctaall 

Short  ridge 

Smoot 

Stelwer 

Townsend 

Vandenberg 

Walcott 

WalBb.MaM. 


rejected. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  offer  a  substitute  for 
the  pending  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  proposed 
substitute. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  Mr.  Eoge's  proposed  substitute,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  the  action  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  Mr. 
BiNc.HAM,  in  placing  Mr.  Charlea  L.  Eyanson  upon  the  official  rolls  of 
the  Senate  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  set  forth  In  the  report  of  the 
subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  (Rept,  No.  43,  71  at 
Cong..  1st  seas.)  la  contrary  to  senatorial  ethics  and  tends  to  bring  the 
Senate  Into  disrepute,  and  such  conduct  is  hereby  disapproved ;  be  It 
further 

Resolved,  That  in  the  presentation  of  this  resolution  It  is  not  intended 
to  in  any  way  impugn  the  motives  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  as 
being  Improper  or  dishonorable. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  upon  agreeing  to 
the  substitute  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  the  only  change  in  the  substitute 
which  I  have  presentetl  differing  from  the  pending  resolution  is 
in  line  8,  after  the  word  "contrary,"  to  strike  out  the  words 
"  to  good  morals  " ;  and  in  line  7  and  8  to  strike  out  the  words 
"  dishonorable  and  " ;  and  at  the  end  of  the  resolution  to  strike 
out  the  word  "condemned"  and  to  insert  the  word  "disap- 
proved " ;  and  then  to  add  the  last  paragraph  which  has  been 
read  by  the  clerk. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  jtist  one  word.  The  substitute 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  is  In  effect  excusing  and 
approving  the  act  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  permit  that  statement 
to  remain  unanswered,  although  I  have  no  desire  to  take  the 
time  of  the  Senate.  The  resolution  and  the  substitute  which  I 
have  submitted  clearly  speak  for  themselves.  The  difference 
In  the  two  can  not  be  explained  away  In  the  manner  sugg^'sted 
by  the  Senatw  from  Alabama.  I  have  suggested  striking  out 
the  words  "in  good  morals"  and  "dishonor."  Everyone,  so 
far  as  I  have  heard  them  express  their  opinion  as  to  the  action 
of  the  Senator  from  Ctmnecticut,  has  distinctly  stated  that  he 
knew  that  he  had  nothing  dishonorable  in  his  mind,  and  that  he 
hud  nothing  immoral  in  his  mind.  Therefore,  if  he  did  not  have 
those  things  in  his  mind,  in  which  viewpoint  I  acquiesce  with- 
out reservation,  then  I  can  see  no  reason  to  include  them  in  the 
resolution.  The  second  portion  of  the  substitute  is  a  declaration 
which  likewise  simply  reiterates  what  every  Meml)er  of  the 
Senate  has  freely  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
substitute,  on  which  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  rd.1. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.    BINGHAM    (when    his    name    was    called)    answered 

"  present." 

Mr.  HAWES  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackett].  Not 
knowing  how  he  would  vote,  I  withhold  my  vote.  If  permitted 
to  vote,  I  would  vote  "nay."  „  ^^       *      .     t  v 

Mr  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).  Again  I  have 
to  announce  that  my  pair,  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr  Warben],  Is  unavoidably  detained  to-day  and  is  absent 
from  the  Chamber.  Having  a  general  pair  with  him,  I  with- 
hold my  vote. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded.  ^    ^  „      ,  ,      . 

Mr  FESS.    I  dedre  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs : 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  ;  and  ^      ^    „      . 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  PAmssonJ  with  the  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Waokbr]. 
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The  result  was  annonnce<l— yeas  34,  nays  43,  as  follows: 

YKA8— 34 

All^n  Ooldsborough  Keye* 

Blna^w  Ooold  McNarj 

<'apl>«r  Orwne  Metcalt 

Cuttloz  Hale  Moswa 

Iial'^  HaatiiiKa  Oddie 

Rdg*.  Hatfield  Phlpjw 

K«*i«ii  HelHTt  Be««l 

(J  lint  Johnaon  S^'^^ILj 

Goff  Jonea  Shortrldge 

NAYS — 43 

Aahurat  Copeland  ?«'1i''?;'E»                SlmmoM 

Itarklcr  C-.uaena  La  FoUette 

Hlack  IHIl  i*''^^"2' 

BUine  Fletcher  2"!^?** 

Burab  Frailer  Norrta 

Bratton  George  Njre 

Brock  Glenn 

Bmokhart  Harria 

BroUHsard  Harrison 

faraway  Hayrten 

Connally 


Hayrtei 
Utiin 


Nre 

Pine 
PlttnuD 
Ranadell 
Roblnaon,  lod. 
8bet>I«i'd 


Snoot 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Townsend 

Vandenberg 

Walcott 

Walab.Ha8«. 


Smith 
Bteck 
Swanaon 
Tbomaa,  Idaho 
Thomas,  OUa. 
Trammell 
Tydlnga 
Walsh,  Moot. 
Wheeler 


Bingham 

Iieneen 

Glaaa 

Hawea 

Howell 


NOT  VOTING — 17 
Kean  Roblnaon,  Ark. 

King  Sackett 

McMaster  Shlpatead 

Ovirman  Wagner 

PatteraoD  Warren 


Waterman 
Watson 


So  Mt.  Edok's  Bubdtltnte  resolution  was  rejected. 

Mr  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  liave  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska.  I  desire  to  oCTer  an  amendment 
in  line  8.  After  the  word  **  Senate  "  I  move  to  Insert  the  words 
-and  his  use  by  Senator  Bikoham,"  so  that  the  resoluUwi 
woukl  read: 

That  the  action  ot  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  Mr.  BtitOHAM,  in 
placing  Mr.  Charlea  L.  Eyanaon  upon  the  offlclal  rolls  of  the  Senate  and 
hi*  u«'  by  Senator  Bixobam  at  the  time  and  In  the  manner  set  forth  in 
the  rrport  of  th«  sobcomaittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Jadlciary 
(Kept.  No.  43,  71st  Cong.,  lat  sesa.)  is  contrary  to  good  morala  and  sen- 
atorial ethics  and  tends  tu  bring  tbs  Senate  Into  dishonor  and  disrepute, 
and  such  conduct  Is  hereby  condemned. 

Mr.  XORltlS.    I  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Doe*  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
modify  his  resolution? 

Mr.  NOHRIS.     Yes;  I  do. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
resolution  as  modified. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  the  amendment  which  I 
send  to  the  desk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEINT.  The  clerk  will  r^K>rt  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  CnifT  Clox.  After  the  word  "  session  "  and  the  paren- 
thesis in  line  6  insert  the  words  "  while  not  the  result  of  cor- 
rupt motives,"  so  the  resolution  would  read : 

Rftolrrd,  That  the  action  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  Mr. 
Btnobam.  in  placing  Mr.  Charlea  L.  Byanson  upon  the  offldals  rolls  of 
the  4}enate  and  his  oae  by  Senator  Binoham  at  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  (Bept  No.  43,  71st  Cong..  Ist  sesa.),  while  not  the  result 
of  corrupt  motive*,  is  contrary  to  good  morals  and  senatorial  ethics  and 
tends  to  bring  the  Senate  into  dishonor  and  disrepute,  and  such  conduct 
is  hervby  con  denned. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  it  is  only  fair  to 
the  Senator  troax  Connecticut  and  to  the  country  at  large  that 
the  real  sentiment  of  the  Senate  in  the  matter  presented  by  the 
prupoi^ed  amendment  should  be  passed  upon.  As  I  said  a  while 
ajjo.  I  have  heard  no  one  either  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  or 
in  private  conversation  say  that  he  believed  that  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  in  the  action  which  is  criticized  in  the  pend- 
ing resolution  was  moved  by  mercenary  or  corrupt  motives.  I 
think  that  Is  all  conceded  by  all  of  us.  The  Senator  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  BoEAHl.  I  think,  so  stated  this  morning.  The  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nobris]  has  never  charged  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  with  corruption.  No  one  upon  the  other  side 
of  the  Chamber  or  in  either  of  the  two  divisions  upon  this  side 
of  the  aisle  have  charged  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  with 
dishonor. 

Much  has  been  said  in  the  committee  room  and  In  the  dally 
press  about  certain  financial  transactions.  The  question  of  a 
clerk  upon  the  Senate  pay  roll  was  mentioned.  The  question  of 
the  payment  of  a  thousand  dollars  by  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut to  Mr.  Byanson  has  been  referred  to.  While  those  of 
OS  who  have  had  the  (^iportunlty  ot  readinf  and  studying  care- 
fully the  statrasenta  know  that  they  do  not  support  any  thought 
of  financial  dishonesty  (m  the  part  of  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut, still  they  mifht  well  bewilder  and  confuse  the  ordinary 
dtiaens  of  the  country  who  hare  paid  only  casual  attention  to 
the  statemeota  In  the  preas  and  in  the  GoironBsioirAi.  Baoom. 


November  4 


Something  has  been  briefly  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
lylvanla  [Mr.  Riro]  about  the  career  of  our  colleague  against 
vhom  the  pending  resolution  is  directed.  While  the  Senator 
rom  Idaho  [Mr.  BoaAH]  said  a  moment  ago  that  he  looked  at 
lothing  back  of  the  actual  action  of  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut in  the  placing  of  Mr.  Eyanson  upon  the  Senate  pay  roll,  or 
(omething  to  that  effect,  I  think  it  is  not  fair  to  the  Senator 
rom  Connecticut  that  we  disregard  in  our  action  here  to-day  all 
)f  his  previous  Ufe  and  his  previous  career  and  his  previous 

While  a  Senator  with  the  intellectual  achievements  and  long 
experience  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  could  well  and  fa  rly 
iissociate  all  extraneous  things  connected  with  the  tran.saction, 
IS  lie  has  indicated  he  would  do,  in  passing  upon  the  resolution, 
I  man  who  has  not  the  acute  mind  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho, 
he  great  mass  of  the  people,  will  look  upon  the  transaction 
IS  a  whole.  They  will  wonder  in  days  to  come  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  Senator  from  ConnecUcut,  not  believed  by  his  col- 
eaguee  to  have  profited  by  the  transaction  which  Senators  in 
this  resolution  condemn,  did  really  profit.  I  think  It  Is  only 
common  fairness  to  this  man,  wjiiose  c-areer  has  been  one  of 
value  and  of  honor  to  the  country,  a  great  student  and  a  great 
scholar  and  who  has  labored  for  the  last  few.  days  under  a 
strain  which  might  well  break  any  man,  and  who,  perhaps,  has 
not  been  just  himself  during  the  last  week  or  10  days— I  think 
it  is  only  fair  to  him  that  we  say  to  the  country  that  we  do  not 
believe  tliat  he  is  a  dishonest  man. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  GLENN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  think  It  Is  possible  that  if  the  Senator 
will  submit  his  proposed  amendment  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
will  accept  It.  and  thus  end  the  discussion. 

Mr.  GLENN.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  will 
not  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  desire  to  express  the  hope  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nebraska  will  accept  the  amendment  and  settle  this 

matter. 

Mr.  NORRIS  and  Mr.  HEFLIN  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
yield;  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  GLENN.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  will 
bear  me  out  when  I  say  that  I  had  no  intimation  of  bis  amend- 
ment ;  that  he  had  not  suggested  It  to  me. 

Mr.  GLENN.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  There  is  only  one  possible  objection  to  the 
amendment,  which  I  am  not  going  to  urge.  The  original  reso- 
lution does  not  charge  anything  to  the  contrary ;  the  original  res- 
olution simply  condemns  the  conduct.  There  Is  nothing  per- 
sonal In  the  resolution ;  at  least,  I  tried  to  avoid  being  personal 
However,  the  only  objection  I  see  that  could  be  urged  against 
the  Senator's  amendment  Is  that  It  goes  on  the  other  side  and 
alleges  negatively  something  that  Is  not  already  alleged  affirma- 
tively. In  other  words,  it  does  not  change  the  legal  aspect  of 
the  resolution  one  lota ;  but  If  the  Senator  feels  that  It  would 
add  anything  to  the  real  intention  of  the  Senate,  I  certainly 
have  no  objection  even  to  going  over  on  the  other  side  and 
stating  the  yery  thing  that  the  Senator  has  tried  to  state  by  his 
amendment.  I  do  not  think,  in  a  strict  legal  sense,  the  proposed 
amendment  adds  anything  or  takes  anything  away. 

Mr.  GLENN.    That  is  perhai>s  true. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  no  objection  whatever  to  the  Senator's 
amendment. 

Mr.  GLENN.    I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senate  is  going  to  apolo- 
gise for  its  action  It  ought  to  withdraw  the  resolution.  The 
Senate  ought  to  protect  at  all  times  its  good  name,  honor,  and 
integrity.  Whether  a  Member  does  a  thing  consciously  or  uncon- 
sc-iousiy,  morally  or  Immorally,  tiiat  we  think  Is  detrimental  to 
the  Senate  and  to  legislation  growing  out  of  the  action  of  the 
S«^ate,  tlie  S^iate  ought  to  condemn  It,  I  do  not  care  who  It  is 
or  how  good  a  man  he  may  be  or  how'  clever  or  how  able  he  Is. 
It  Is  not  charged  in  the  resolution  that  the  Senator  from  Connec- 
ticut corruptly  did  this  thing,  but  we  are  condemning  the  act 
Now,  if  we  are  going  to  apologize  for  the  action,  I  should  prefer 
that  the  resolution  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Alabama  mis- 
construes the  amendment  which  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has 
offered.  There  is  no  suggestion  of  apology  In  the  amendment. 
It  Is  offered  simply  as  a  matter  of  common  fairness  and  common 
honesty. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    That  Is  the  ^ect  of  It 

Mr.  GLENN.  The  Senate  of  the  United  States  is  not  loath 
at  all  to  express  itself  upon  many  things,  not  always  germana 
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to  the  issue,  and  here  Is  a  resolution  which  If  it  goes  out  to  the 
country  as  It  is  now  framed  may  well  be  considered.  In  view 
of  the  testimony  and  the  statements  in  the  press,  as  a  belief  on 
our  part  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  was  moved  by  a 
corrupt  motive.  What  is  wrong,  what  is  unfair,  what  is  im- 
proper about  Smators  as  they  sit  here  saying  to  this  man,  "  We 
do  not  believe  you  dishonest,  but  we  do  believe  that  you  acted  in 
an  erroneous  manner  in  this  particular  instance  "  ? 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  is  not  at  all  chary  of  words  at 
times.  I  only  ask  that  we  insert  In  the  resolution  what  almost 
everybody  In  the  Senate  believes,  that  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut is  an  honest  man. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    Certainly,  Mr.  President  and  nobody 

Mr.  GLENN.  And  the  Senator  who  offered  the  resolution  has 
stated,  as  I  felt  sure  he  would  state,  that  he  is  not  opposed  to 
this  amendment  to  his  resolution. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  think  the  effect,  Mr.  President,  as  I  said 
before,  is  that  we  condemn  an  act  and  then  turn  right  around 
and  apologize  and  whitewash  the  whole  situation.  The  resolu- 
tion does  not  charge  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  has  cor- 
ruptly done  this  thing.  If  that  were  in  the  resolution.  It  would 
be  well  to  strike  It  out.  Senators  have  stated  in  their  remarks— 
and  it  will  be  read  In  the  debates  on  this  subject — that  they  did 
not  think  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  acted  corruptly.  Why 
should  the  Senate  say  so  In  the  resolution  when  the  resolution 
does  not  charge  anything  of  the  sort?  The  resolution  ought  to 
ring  dear  on  one  thing— and  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has 
made  It  do  that — as  to  the  act  of  putting  this  man  on  the  Senate 
pay  roll  while  he  was  drawing  a  salary  from  the  Manufacturers' 
Association  of  Connecticut,  allowing  him  to  sit  In  disguise  hi 
the  committee  room  where  a  tariff  blU  for  120,000,000  people 
was  being  drawn,  listening  to  the  arguments  and  getting  all  the 
discussion  and  the  proposals  that  were  made,  without  anybody 
but  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  knowing  that  he  was  in  the 
employ  of  the  manufacturers'  association.  No  member  of  the 
committee  knew  that.  That  fact  has  been  brought  to  our  knowl- 
edge; a  committee  of  the  Senate  has  reported  upon  It  and  we 
are  called  upon  to  speak  as  to  the  act  and  not  to  go  outside  and 
say  what  we  thought  the  Senator's  motives  were.  That  has  got 
no  business  in  the  resolution.  Let  Senators  i|ay  it  in  dd)ate; 
but  Senators,  if  this  Government  is  to  live,  and  we  who  are 
sent  here  as  Its  guardians  for  the  time  being  to  protect  and  pre- 
serve It  are  going  to  be  led  off  by  sickly,  sentimental  aroeals. 
It  is  time  to  send  men  here  who  have  got  the  courage  In  spite 
of  their  personal  feelings  or  sympathies  to  do  the  thing  that 
ought  to  be  done  to  preserve  the  good  name  and  integrity  of  the 
Semite  and  its  legislative  proceedings. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  PresidMit,  I  wonder  If  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  wotUd  add  to  his  amendment  this  langtiage : 

On  the  part  ot  the  Senator  from  Connecticut — 

So  that  the  insertion  would  read : 

While  not  the  result  of  corrupt  motives  on  the  part  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut 

Mr.  GLENN.    I  will  agree  to  that. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  lUinois 
modify  his  amendment? 

Mr.  GLENN.    I  accept  the  modification. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  modifies  his  amend- 
ment as  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  with  that  addition  I  intend 
to  support  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois.  I  have 
withheld  any  expression  of  views  thus  far  in  the  course  of  the 
consideration  of  this  matter,  but  I  am  unwilling  to  proceed 
further  without  stating  briefly  the  views  I  entertain  on  the 
subject 

I  do  not  approve  of  what  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  did. 
I  doubt  if  very  few  in  this  body  approve  his  act  While  enter- 
taining that  view,  I  equally  believe  that  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  had  no  corrupt  motive.  I  think  the  resolution 
might  be  construed,  if  adopted  as  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska,  as  reflecting  the  belief  on  the  part  of  the  Senate 
that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  was  moved  by  corrupt  mo- 
tives. So  long  as  I  entertain  the  belief  that  he  was  not  moved 
by  any  such  motive,  I  am  willing  to  say  so  In  record  form  In 
order  that  Members  of  this  body  and  the  country  may  Icnow 
how  I  feel  about  It  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  entitled 
to  an  expression  of  our  beliefs  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  BRATTON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  have  not  the  amendment  brfore  me,  and 
I  am  not  certain  as  to  just  what  would  be  the  efffect  of  what 
thj  Senator  has  proposed.    Would  It  be  the  tfect  of  the  Sena- 


tor's amendment  to  leave  the  implication  that  Mr.  Eyanson  did 
anything  improper  In  this  regard?  Is  the  Senator  merely  api^y- 
Ing  the  amendment  to  his  expression  of  belief  in  my  honesty, 
and  not  applying  it  also  to  Mr.  Byanson? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
make  that  distinction,  because  I  know  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut ;  I  have  associated  with  him,  have  observed  him  from 
day  to  day,  and  have  confidence  in  his  honesty.  I  do  not 
know  Mr.  Eyanson;  I  never  saw  him;  I  never  heard  of  him 
until  this  incident  arose.  Accordingly  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
express  my  confidence  In  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  as  being 
free  from  c(«Tupt  motives  and  withhold  it  from  Eyanson. 

Mr.  BINGELAM.  I  thank  the  Senator  very  sincerely  for  his 
expression  of  belief  in  me,  but  I  should  not  desire  to  have  the 
amendment  adopted  if  It  casts  one  single  stain  upon  the  name 
of  Mr.  Eyanson,  even  by  implication,  for  I  can  assure  the 
Senator  that  in  all  of  my  dealings  with  him  and  In  all  of  my 
knowledge  of  him  he  never  did  one  dishonorable  act.  So  I  hope 
that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator,  if  it  leads  to  the  implica- 
tion that  Mr.  Eyanson  did  anything  dishonorable,  will  not  be 
accepted  by  the  mover  of  the  amendment. 

Mr,  BRATTON.  I  have  not  suggested  any  such  implication. 
What  I  have  in  mind  is  to  expressly  acquit  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  of  any  corrupt  motive,  and  not  to  go  beyond  that 
point. 

Mr.  President  I  have  said  all  that  I  intend  to  say  except  to 
repeat  that,  while  I  entertain  the  warmest  personal  feeling 
for  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  I  disapprove  and  condenm 
what  was  done.  I  think  it  was  tmwise;  I  think  it  was  bad 
procedure;  I  think  it  had  a  tendency  to  create  distrust  and 
lack  of  confidence  in  the  tariff  legislation ;  but  I  believe  also 
that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  wad  moved  by  no  corrupt 
motive  at  any  time  in  anything  that  lie  did.  That  is  what  the 
amendment  now  provides.  I  intend  to  vote  In  the  afllrmatlve. 
I  do  not,  however,  want  to  go  beyond  that  point.  I  want  it 
thoroughly  understood  that  I  disapprove  the  whole  thing. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  before  the  vote  is  taken  I 
want  to  say  that  while  I  regard  the  actions  of  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  as  set  out  in  the  report  of  the  investigating  com- 
mittee as  r«T?rehensible  in  the  highest  degree,  I  do  not  believe 
that  Senator  Binoham  Is  a  corrupt  man  or  that  he  acted  with 
corrupt  intwit  I  believe  Senator  Birohau  is  an  honest  man, 
and  I  think  his  actions  in  these  respects  were  the  result  of 
mistaken  judgment  and  a  misapprehension  as  to  the  effect  and 
Import  of  what  he  did. 

Mr.  President  I  do  not  like  the  wording  of  the  resolution.  I 
think  it  is  calculated  to  convey  an  ernnieous  Impression  as  to 
the  purpose  and  Intent  of  the  Senate  in  passing  it  If  it  should 
be  passed.  The  amendment  which  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Geoboe]  read  but  did  not  offer,  to  my  mind,  covers  the 
situation ;  and  in  voting  for  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from 
Nebrariui  I  am  going  to  vote  for  it  with  the  express  statement 
that  the  resolution  read  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  but  not 
offered,  is,  In  my  opinion,  as  that  Senator  stated  at  the  time  he 
read  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  correct  interpretation  of  the 
intent  of  the  resolution  i^esented  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 
I  ask  to  have  inserted  in  my  remarks  at  tills  point  the  resolu- 
tion read  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

The  VICE   PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  that  will  be 
done. 
The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

Retolved.  That  the  action  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  Mr.  Bi  no- 
ham,  In  placing  Charles  L.  Eyanson.  then  an  officer  in  the  Manufac- 
turers' Association  of  Connecticut,  upon  the  official  rolls  ot  the  Senate 
in  the  circumstances  set  forth  In  the  report  of  the  subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  (Kept.  No.  43,  71st  Cong.,  1st  seas.),  thereby 
enabling  the  said  Charles  L.  Eyanson  to  enter  the  secret  executive 
session  of  the  majority  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  during  their 
conalderaUon  of  the  tariff  bUl  (H.  R.  2667,  7l8t  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 
tends  to  weaken  public  confidence  in  the  processes  of  government  ta 
contrary  to  the  public  morals  and  Interest,  and  la  disapproved. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  desire  to  add,  Mr.  President  that  I  am 
very  glad  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  accepted  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Gixnn]. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    Mr.  President  wUl  the  Senator  yield  to  me 

for  a  moment?  ^,  _^^  r^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  S«iator  from  North  Caro- 

Una  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  do  not  desire  to  enter  into  any  controversy 

about  this  matttf. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    No,  Mr.  President ;  there  will  not  be  any  con- 
troversy. 
Mr   SIMMONS.    I  simply  wanted  to  make  a  sUtement 
Mr'  HEFLIN     If  I  understand  the  Senator,  he  is  agree!  ig 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  GuwhJ  a» 
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amended  bj  the  Senator  frcuo  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Bkatton], 
which  makes  the  amendment  better  than  when  the  Senator  from 
niinois  offered  it 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  shonld  be  giad  if  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  would  read  it  to  me. 

The  VICE  PSaSIDENT.  The  Senator  will  read  his  amend- 
ment 

Mr.   BRATTON.    The   amendment   as   now   proposed,   is   to 

insert  this  langnag*: 

Wbllc  not  the  reaalt  of  cormpt  moUreB  on  the  part  of  tl>«  Senator 
from  ConnfCticat. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  think  the  amendment  of  tlie  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  improrea  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
noia.  and  it  meets  with  mj  approraL 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MassacliosetU.  Mr.  President  I  desire  very 
briefly  to  explain  my  position  on  the  pending  questioniii. 

I  do  not  want  my  votes  npon  the  modifled  resolutions  to  be 
construed  as  glTlng  sanction  or  approval  to  the  conduct  that  is 
under  consideration  and  considered  in  the  light  of  the  facts  that 
were  disclosed  by  the  investigation  which  preceded  the  offering 
of  the  resolutions  now  pending. 

Let  me  briefly  state  that  I  consider  that  the  facts  disclosed 
here  represent  official  conduct  as  connectetl  with  public  buslnews 
that  In  Indefensible.  If  the  mayor  of  a  dty  or  the  Kovemor  of  a 
State  had  to  deal  with  the  petition  of  a  public-service  corpora- 
tion asking  to  hare  rates  increased,  and  that  mayor  or  tiut 
governor  secretly  brought  in  a  mun  on  the  pay  roll  of  the 
public-service  corporation  and  made  him  Iiis  secretary  and  ad- 
viser, there  would  be  a  storm  of  public  indignation  that  would 
drive  such  a  mayor  or  governor  out  "f  public  office,  if,  indeed, 
It  would  not  lead  to  other  more  immediate  and  more  serious 
action.  If  a  member  of  a  city  council  or  a  legislature  secretly 
hired  ur  used  in  an  official  <!apa<'ity  an  official  of  a  company 
kept  on  its  |iay  roll  that  had  a  petition  pending  before  that  legls- 
la  five  liody  for  action,  such  action  would  meet  with  onlTersai 
condemiuition. 

Why  ihottld  the  conduct  of  a  Memlier  of  the  Congress  be 
Bubje<-t  to  a  diffen*nt  standarti?  In  my  Judgment,  the  facts 
in  this  case  approach  closely  to  those  assumed  in  the  illustra- 
tions I  have  given.  Here  are  the  petitioners  asking  for  what? 
Asking  this  legislative  iKxiy  of  the  Federal  Government  to  in- 
crease prices,  to  increase  the  cost  of  living,  to  increase  taxes 
upon  even  the  necessities  of  life.  It  ap|)ear»— It  is  not  dis- 
puted—that some  of  these  petitioners  who  sought  increased 
duties  were  given  tiie  advantage  of  having  one  of  their  officials 
secretly  employed  by  a  Member  of  this  body  charged  with  a  pub- 
lic d«ty,  and  that  they  enjoyed  that  advantage  in  connection 
with  matters  that  they  were  vitally  interested  in. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  such  arrangements  and  connections 
tend  to  destroy  public  confidence  and  are,  therefore,  deplorable. 
But  tlwy  are  part  of  an  established  system ;  they  are  a  part  of 
a  long-prevailing  belie'  upon  the  part  of  certain  privileged,  vested 
Interests  as  to  what  are  their  rights  and  the  devious  means  to 
which  they  noay  retort  in  order  to  obtain  their  rights.  That  is 
why  we  are  all  prone  to  assume  that  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut was  not  actuated  by  base  motives  consciously  held. 
There  is  established  a  thoroughly  indefensible  system  and  to 
such  an  extent  has  it  flourished  that  even  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut,  I  believe,  was  not  aware  of  the  complete  moral 
significance  of  how  it  operated  in  this  instance.  His  details  of 
action  were  peculiar  to  himself,  and  have  constituted  striking 
material  for  news.  He  was  borne  along  by  the  current  of  the 
systeui.  The  had  system  of  which  he  is  a  victim  is  not  news, 
and  tliat  is  why  the  country  does  not  condemn  it  as  it  should. 

It  is  the  same  defense  that  was  offered  daring  the  oil  scan- 
dals, namely,  that  It  was  necessary  to  take  unusual  and  extreme 
measures  in  order  to  protect  what  the  oil  Interests  considered 
their  rights. 

Mr.  President,  by  reason  of  my  belief  that  no  man  in  this 
body,  the  Senator  firom  Connecticut  in  particular,  would  know- 
ingly and  consciously  do  anything  that  would  tend  to  bring  dis- 
credit upen  the  Senate ;  and  by  reason  of  the  apparent  imliffer- 
ence  to  the  evils  of  invisible  forces  operating  in  tariff  matters, 
and  further,  because  I  lielieve  that  in  some  way  or  other  he 
reasoned  to  himself  that  his  conduct  was  right,  I  have  sought 
to  give  him  the  benefit  of  every  doubt,  and  have  accordingly 
voted  for  all  the  nmdified  resolutions  that  have  been  offered. 
But  when  the  vote  comes  finally  upon  the  original  resolution  I 
am  confronted  with  the  duty  of  taking  a  stand  and  making 
known  to  the  country  what  I  think  of  these  now  disclosed  deeds 
of  an  associate  in  this  body.  I  propose  by  my  vote  to  censure 
th<^se  acts,  and  I  approach  that  vote  most  reluctantly.  My 
regret  is  somewhat  mitigated,  however,  by  the  flact  that  I  have . 
preceded  ny  final  vote  by  giving  the  Senator  from  Gonnecticnt  1 
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the  t>eneflt  of  every  possible  consideration  in  his  favor  in  the 
performance  of  acta  which  seem  to  me  to  call  for  public 
condenmation. 

Mr.  President  this  is  an  example  of  invisible  government  that 
has  come  to  be  more  or  less  active  In  dealing  with  a  legislative 
measure  like  the  tariff,  that  many  interests  in  the  country 
unfortunately  consider  a  personal  and  private  right  rather 
than  a  most  important  public  measure,  that  should  be  drafted 
with  due  regard  to  all  elements  of  our  population  and  solely 
for  the  general  public  welfare. 

Mr.  STEPHENS.  Mr.  President  I  am  no  apologist  for  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut.  In  fact.  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
honest  sensible  man  can  offer  an  apology,  a  Justification,  or  an 
excuse  for  his  conduct  in  this  matter.  I  feel  that  he  made  a 
very  grave  mistake.  I  di.sapprove  most  heartily  of  his  action  in 
this  regard. 

I  have  not  been  here  during  the  time  this  matter  has  been 
discussed;  but  I  recall  that  the  Senator  from  Illinois  (Mr. 
GuENif  ]  said  a  moment  ago  that  during  this  discussion  there  had 
been  nothing  said  that  indicated  that  any  man  who  had  spoken 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  charge<l  di;ihonesty  or  corruption  on 
the  part  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut.  I  was  glad  to  hear 
that  because  out  of  my  acquaintance  with  him  here  has  grown 
a  deep  conviction  that  he  Is  an  honest,  honorable  man.  I  dlsai>- 
prove.  I  say,  of  what  he  did ;  but  my  idea  Is  that  If  no  Senator 
is  willing  to  stand  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  say  that  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  is  personally  dishonest  or  that  he  is 
corrupt,  this  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

It  Is  said  that  to  adopt  the  amendment  will  be  to  whitewash 
the  Senator.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  give  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  that  construction — not  at  all.  I  feel  that  a  resolu- 
tion should  be  passed  that  condenms  and  disapproves  the  con- 
duct of  the  Senator.  In  what  situation  does  that  leave  a  man 
against  whom  not  one  word  has  been  said  with  reference  to  his 
lieing  dishonest  or  corrupt? 

This  resolution  will  go  out  to  the  country.  It  will  remain  in 
the  archives  of  the  Qovernment  as  long  as  this  Ooremment  shall 
live.  The  debates  may  not  be  read.  Those  who  hear  of  the 
resolution  in  after  years  will  not  know  that  every  Senator  who 
had  spoken  had  failed  to  charge  dlshoiu'sty  and  corruption ; 
aud  the  Idea  will  prevail  that  because  of  the  fact  that  no  ref- 
erence was  made  to  tlie  Senator  In  those  particulars,  the  Senate 
took  the  action  that  it  did  take  because  it  believed  that  he  was 
dishonest  aud  corrupt 

Mr.  President,  If  it  is  the  belief  of  any  Senator  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  Connecticut  is  dishonest  and  corrupt.  I  feel  that  the 
charge  should  be  made  in  the  Senate.  I  feel  that  it  should  be 
written  into  the  resolution,  or  an  amendment  offered  to  write 
It  Into  the  resolution,  because  If  the  Senator  Is  dishonest  and 
corrupt  that  should  be  .stated  there.  But  nothing  of  the  kind 
having  been  charged  against  him,  I  feel  that  it  is  quite  proper 
that  we  should  say  in  this  resolution  that  we  do  not  impute 
personal  dishonesty  and  corruption  to  the  Senator.  If  his  action 
was  prompted  by  dishonest  or  corrupt  motives,  he  should  not 
only  be  condemned,  but  expelled.  If  not,  it  is  only  fair  and  right 
that  the  amendment  should  be  adopteil ;  otherwise.  It  will  leave 
the  matter  so  that  anyone  who  is  disposed  to  do  so,  will  be  free 
to  charge  that  such  motives  did  actuate  him. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment <rf  the  Senator  from  Illinois ;  in  fact,  I  am  in  favor  of  it. 
I  rise  merely  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  is  the  lack  of 
corruption  on  the  part  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  that 
makes  the  situation  the  more  diffieidt  to  meet 

If  this  were  a  case  of  corruption  on  the  part  of  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut,  there  would  be  no  difficulty  In  dealing  with  it; 
but  when  it  is  a  case  where  the  conception  of  public  oflJce  and 
public  duty  held  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  such  that  he 
justifies  his  action  it  then  becomes  one  that  is  most  difficult  to 
meet 

I  said  some  days  ago  outside  the  Senate  what  I  now  say  on 
the  fioor  of  the  Senate — that  I  believe  that  the  action  of  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  should  cause  him  to  be  removed  from 
the  Finance  Committee;  and  I  seriou.sly  considered  the  advis- 
ability of  offering  an  amendment  to  this  retiolutlon  pn>viding  for 
his  removal.  The  Senate  has  that  power.  When  I  recall,  how- 
ever, that  members  of  committee  are  placed  on  committees 
largely  by  their  own  party  leaders.  It  seems  to  me  that  In  this 
situation  it  Is  a  duty,  if  such  duty  there  is.  to  be  performed  by 
the  Republican  leaders,  and  particularly  the  Republican  leaders 
on  the  Finance  Committee.  So  I  decided  not  to  offer  such  an 
amendment 

While  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  In  the  stixtements  he  has 
made  to  the  Senate,  has  at  no  time  retra<ted  anything  as  to  his 
actions,  I  can  not  help  but  feel,  with  the  Senator  from  Idaho, 
that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  will  not  do  this  thing  again. 


If  I  thought  he  would  repeat  it,  I  should  certainly  offer  an 
amendment  and  insist  upon  a  vote. 

I  hope  and  I  believe  that  not  only  the  Senator  frwn  Connecti- 
cut but  every  other  Senator  who  may  have  thought  that  clerks 
who  are  connected  with  outside  Interests  that  seek  special-privi- 
lege legislation  could  properly  be  used  will  not  have  that 
thought  longer,  so  far  as  activity  in  the  Senate  is  concerned. 

To  me  it  is  the  gravest  kind  of  breach  of  public  trust  and  a 
BtiU  greater  breach  of  faith  with  one's  fellow  Senators,  to  place 
upon  a  committee  intrusted  with  the  writing  of  a  tariff  law 
to  give  special  privileges  In  the  form  of  tariff  taxes  a  man  who 
is  in  the  employ  of  an  association  whose  biggest  purpose  at  this 
time  is  to  secure  special  tariff  rates.  But  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  sees  no  offense  in  such  action-  As  I  have  said,  that 
is  what  makes  It  so  difficult  to  deal  with  the  situation. 

Mr.  President  the  whole  attitude  of  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut is  one  of  honesty  of  purpose,  but  even  with  all  the 
condemnation  of  his  colleagues  and  of  the  public  press  he  still 
seems  unable  to  get  the  viewpoint  of  the  country  and  of  the 
Senate  tliat  this  act  Is  one  that  Is  not  to  be  tolerated  in  the 
future,  at  least  In  this  or  any  other  public  body  in  this  country. 
But  our  duty  is  clear.  We  shotild  pass  this  resolution  by  sudi 
a  decisive  majority  that  there  will  be  no  doubt  as  to  what  the 
Senate's  position  is  as  regards  the  actions  of  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut 

Mr.  NOHRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  Just  a  word  or 
two  before  the  debate  is  closed,  and  I  wish  my  friend  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Qillett]  were  here.  He  diarged  in 
the  early  part  of  the  discussion  that  the  resolution  is  of  a  parti- 
san nature.  I  wanted  to  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
debate  has  disclosed  that  his  Insinuation  or  his  diurge  is  abso- 
lutely without  foundation,  when  we  find  that  this  man.  Senator 
BrroHAic,  gets  the  most  of  his  defense,  as  far  as  anything  charg- 
ing; him  with  any  personal  wrong  is  concerned,  from  the  other 
side  of  the  Chamt>er.  We  have  risen  above  partisanship,  and  I 
am  delighted  that  we  have  taken  this  high  moral  plane.  If  there 
has  been  any  partisanship,  it  has  been  injected  into  the  debate 
by  those  who  have  taken  the  course — honestly,  I  think — adopted 
by  the  Senator  from  Massachtisetts  in  bis  opening  address. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Dill]  called 
attention  to  a  proposition  about  which  I  have  been  thinking  ever 
since  this  matter  was  first  mentioned  in  the  public  press  and 
ever  since  the  committee  has  made  a  report  and  to  me  it  is  a 
discouraging  feature,  more  discouraging  than  anything  else.  In 
the  resolution  as  I  Introduced  it  there  was  no  ctiarge  of  personal 
fraud ;  it  was  the  action  of  the  Senator  that  was  condemned,  and 
not  the  Senator.  It  may  be  that  you  can  not  condemn  the  action 
of  an  individual  without  casting  some  reflection  upon  the  Indi- 
vidual, and,  as  I  said  in  the  beginning,  it  was  a  source  of  regret 
that  I  was  unable  to  reach  this  wrong  without  doing  that  thing. 

Mr.  FBSS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 
■    Mr.  FES8.    To  me  the  difficulty  is  that  the  public  will  not 
make  the  fine  discrimination  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  does. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  We  have  made  no  discrimination.  We  have 
gone  to  the  other  extreme.  As  I  said,  the  only  objection  to  the 
amendment  suggested  hf  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  which  I 
accepted  with  the  modification  made,  on  the  theory  that  it  did 
not  change  the  legal  aspects  of  the  resolution  at  all,  was  that 
it  calls  attention,  It  emphasizes,  we  say  to  the  world,  tliat  "  we 
condemn  this  matter,  Senator  Binoham,  but  you  are  one  of  the 
greatest  moral  geniuses  tinder  the  rising  sun.  We  condemn  what 
you  have  done,  but  we  laud  you  to  the  skies."  That  is  the 
impression  I  fear  the  publii^^may  get  of  it  and  that  is  not  the 
right  imiMresslon.  That  is  not  what  we  want  to  do ;  It  Is  not  in 
reality  what  we  do  when  we  adopt  this  resolution  with  the 
amendment  attached  to  it. 

The  thing  I  mentioned  a  while  ago  that  is  discouraging  is 
that,  as  I  look  at  It,  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  has  never 
yet  grasped  the  situaticm,  he  has  never  yet  and  does  not  now 
understand  Just  what  the  Senate  is  doing.  He  thinks  it  is  all 
wrong  for  us  to  do  it  He  thought  he  was  all  right,  and  that 
is  the  reason  he  was  not  guilty  of  any  personal  fraud,  no  per- 
sonal dishonesty.  He  believed  in  the  course  he  has  taken,  and 
thought  he  was  Justified  in  It,  and  he  has  never  yet  said  any 
thing  to  the  contrary.  He  still  asserts  it  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  and  it  is  right  thai  he  should  if  he  believes  it.  The 
point  is  that  he  has  never  yet  grasped  the  fact  that  the  action  he 
took  was  injurious  to  the  honor  and  the  dignity  of  the  Senate, 
was  injurious  to  public  sentiment  and  to  public  opinion. 

I  think  I  can  almost  be  Justlfled  in  saying  that  the  theory 
of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  the  same  as  that  of  Mr. 
Grundy,  "  We  had  the  election,  we  raised  the  money,  we  bought 
it,  we  paid  for  it  the  whole  thing  is  ours,  frwn  President  down, 
and  we  ean  do  what  we  please  about  it    We  can  send  these 


men  here  and  these  men  there.  We  are  only  handling  our  own 
property." 

So,  after  all,  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  in 
my  Judgment,  is  not  so  complimentary  as  it  might  be  to  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut.  The  conception  of  people  that  this 
kind  of  business  is  all  right,  that  we  have  a  right  to  do  it,  that 
we  are  under  no  other  obligation  to  the  country  than  to  do  it 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  in  his  conduct  went  fur> 
ther  even  than  that.  It  is  shown  that  in  acting  on  this  great 
committee,  in  whidi  my  State  is  interested,  and  in  which  every 
State  is  interested,  he  stood  on  the  narrow  ground  that  all  he 
was  going  to  do  there  was  to  see  what  he  could  get  for  Con- 
necticut, and  his  arguments,  and  the  speeches  he  has  made,  are 
all  to  the  effect  that  he  was  Jtistlfled  in  doing  that  That  is  the 
reason  why  I  called  the  attrition  of  the  Senate  several  days  ago 
to  the  make-up  of  this  committee;  that  Is  the  reason  why  I 
think  this  bill,  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee,  is  in  such 
disrepute  before  the  country. 

The  people  are  disgusted  with  the  way  these  tarilfs  are  made. 
They  are  condemning  the  make-up  of  the  committees.  They  are 
condemning  the  make-up  of  Urifl  bills  to  suit  the  will  and  the 
wish  of  the  men  and  the  corporations  directly  interested  hn 
them. 

That  is  what  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  was  carrying  on. 
He  thought  the  Republicans  had  carried  the  country,  aud  that 
it  was  all  right  for  them  to  act  in  the  way  they  were  acting,  I 
have  no  doubt,  and  the  only  thing  that  worries  me  is  that  he  has 
not  yet,  apparently,  reached  the  point  where  he  realises  that  the 
cotmtry  condemns  that  course,  notwithstanding  the  great  victory 
that  was  had,  and  the  Senate  in  this  action  is  trying  to  condemn 
that  action. 

When  the  Senate  takes  this  action  it  seems  to  me  It  will  have 
acoomiAlshed  great  good  for  the  welfare  of  the  country,  for  tbrt 
practice  of  drafting  of  laws,  and  for  the  honor  and  dignity  of 
the  United  States  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDBNT.  The  qneetion  is  oi>  agreeing  to  the 
resolntlon  «•  modifled. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    I  would  like  to  have  It  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  BecTetary  wiU  read  the  reso- 
lution as  modifled. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  f(dlows: 

Reaolved,  That  the  action  of  tha  eonator  from  Conaeetleat,  Mr. 
BiNaHAM,  Id  placing  Mr.  Charles  L.  Byanaon  upon  tiM  ofllclal  roUa  of  the 
Senate  and  his  ase  by  Senator  Bikobam  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner 
set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  sobcommlttee  of  the  Conunlttee  oa  the 
Jadictary  (Kept  No.  48,  71st  Cong.,  Ist  sess.).  while  not  the  result  of 
corrupt  motives  on  the  part  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  la  contrary 
to  good  morals  and  senatorial  ethics  and  tends  to  bring  the  Senate  into 
dishonor  and  disrepute,  and  such  conduct  la  hereby  condemned. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  BINGHAM  (when  his  name  was  called)  answered 
"  iwesent" 

Mr.  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).  Again  an- 
nouncing my  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Wabben  J ,  I  withhold  my  vote.  If  I  were  permitted  to  vote^  since 
the  resolation  has  been  modified,  I  would  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  FESS.    I  wish  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs : 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Rcwinson]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Pattcbson]  with  the  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Waqnes]. 

I  am  not  advised  bow  these  Senators  would  vote  on  this  ques- 
tion if  they  were  present. 

Mr.  HA  WES.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Sa(xrtt].  Not  knowing  how  he  would  vote,  I 
withhold  my  vote.    If  permitted  to  vote,  I  would  vote  "  yea." 

Mr.  BLEA8E  (after  having  voted  in  the  aflirmative).  I  have 
a  pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Kkait].  I 
understand  tliat  he  would  on  tlie  two  previous  roll  calls  have 
voted  as  I  did,  but  on  this  vote,  if  he  were  present  he  would  vote 
"  nay."    Therefore  I  withdraw  my  vote. 

Mr,  GEORGE.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kiwo] 
is  absent  on  account  of  sickness.  I  desire  to  announce  that  he 
was  opposed  to  the  resolution  in  its  original  form. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  54,  nays  22,  as  follows: 

TEAS — 54 


▲lien 

Astanrst 

Barkley 

Black 

Blaine 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 


Brookhart  DfU  HSTdea 

Broosaard  Fletcher  Heflia 

Capper  Praaier  Jones 

Caraway  George  Keadrick 

Connally  Glena  La  FoUette 

Copclaad  Ooldsboroogh  McKellar 

Oooseos  Barrta  MrSmrj 

Cottlog  Barrlaoa  )tort»e«.i 
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ii 


NMTto 

SchaU 

Stephena 

?K. 

BiMppanI 

Swanson 

BtamoDa 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Ilttman 

Smith 

Thomas.  Okla. 

BaudrU 

Steck 

Tramm«U 

Bobiitaon,  Ind. 

Stelwer 

Tydlngs 
NAYS— 22 

n«te 

Oncne 

Keyea 

Kdff* 

Hal« 

Metcalf 

Haatlnc* 
HatllHd 

Moms 

GlUett 

Oddie 

Ooff 

Hi^rt 

Phippa 

Goald 

Joboaoo 

Beed 

NOT  VOTING— 18 

Btncbaoa 
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So  Mr,  Nouis'8  resoiutioD  as  modified  was  agreed  to. 

KNFOBCEMENT  OF  PBOHIBITION 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  give  notice 
that  upon  to-morrow,  as  soon  as  I  can  get  recognition  after 
tile  conreoing  of  tiie  Senate,  I  sliall  briefly  discuss  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  prohibition  law  In  general,  and  Wall  Street  booze 
parties  in  particular. 

ocBcrmv*  kessaobb 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Hess,  one  of 
his  secretaries. 

FKrillOHS 

Mr.  COPELAND  presented  petitions  of  sundry  dtlaens  of 
Brooklyn  and  Tldnity.  in  the  State  of  New  York,  praying  for 
the  tiassage  of  Icflsiation  granting  Increased  pensions  to  Olrll 
War  Tsterans  and  thslr  wldims.  which  wars  referred  to  tbe 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  TYDINOS  presented  a  petition  of  soadry  dtiaens  of 
Baltimore,  Md..  praying  for  the  passage  of  leglslatloo  granttng 
Increased  peosionN  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  widows, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  PensloDS. 

B0OST  or  POSTAL  NOMIIVATlOlfS 

Mr.  PUIPPS,  as  In  open  ezecutlre  session,  from  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  Post  OfDc«^  and  Post  Boads.  reported  sundry  post- 
oflkv  nomlnatioos,  whMi  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  tbe 
Executive  Calendar. 

nLLS  INTBODCCB) 

Bills  were  latrodaced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  onanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  BLAINE : 

A  Ml!  (S.  200S)  granting  a  pension  to  Ore  H.  Oram  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FLETCHBB: 

A  bill  (8.  2004)  granting  an  Increase  of  p«iston  to  Martha 
Burst;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Bt  Mr   JOHNSON  * 

A  biU  (a  2006)  to  authorize  the  city  of  Oakland.  Calif.,  to 
use  tbe  Coast  Guard  cutter  Bear  as  a  nautical  training  ship ;  to 
the  CoBuaittee  on  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  SHORTRIDQE : 

A  bill  (S.  2006)  for  the  relief  of  John  Davidson:  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs. 

AumrtDuwim  to  tbk  tajbut  bill 
Mr.  RANSDELXi  submitted  seven  amendments  Intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revlsiim  bill, 
which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  tbe  table  and  to  be  printed. 

BCVISIOlf    or   THB   TAKOr  __ 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  tbe  Whole,  resumed  tbe  con- 
sideration of  tbe  bill  (H.  B.  2867)  to  {Mtivide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  tbe  indus- 
tries of  the  United  Sutes,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tbe  question  Is  upon  tbe  first 
ametidment  of  tbe  committee  passed  over,  which  the  clerk  will 
report. 

Tbe  Cujir  Oumx.  (te  page  7,  paragraph  20.  under  tbe  bead- 
ing "Chalk  or  wbltiug  or  Paris  white,"  in  line  19,  tbe  com- 
mittee proposed  to  strike  out  "  three-fourths  of*  so  as  to  read: 

Oround  la  oU  <patty),  1  ceat  per  poond. 

^Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  will  have  to  ask  that  this 
amendmetU  go  over  for  this  reason,  and  this  reason  only :  The 
putty  rate  has  been  increased,  but  the  whiting  rate  mnains 
exaoHy  as  it  Is  in  the  text  of  the  House.  If  we  change  one. 
we  must  change  the  other,  and  under  the  unanimous-coninent 
agreement  we  can  not  now  consider  the  whiting  amendment. 
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Therefore  I  will  have  to  ask  that  the  putty  amendment  go 
over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
will  go  over.  The  clerk  will  report  the  next  amendment  passed 
over. 

The  LBQiSLATiyE  Clerk.  In  paragraph  28,  coal-tar  products, 
on  page  14,  in  line  8,  after  the  word  "  derivative,"  the  committee 
proposes  to  Insert  *'  vanillin,  from  whatever  source  obtained, 
derived,  or  manufactured." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fiebs  in  the  chair).  The 
i]ueetion  is  upon  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu.setts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  explain  the  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Under  the  ruling  of  the  Treasury  Department 
vanillin  was  declared  a  coal-tar  product,  and  we  merely  trans- 
fer It  to  the  coal-tar  products  paragraph. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massaehusettj<.     I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  the 
effect  of  the  change? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  will  depend  on  whether  we  keep  the 
American  valuation  or  not. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    It  is  a  coal-tar  product? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  it  is  a  coal-tar  product  and  the  change 
will  have  very  little  effect  I  think  it  is  satisfactory  to  every- 
one. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    We  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Tiie  next  amendment 
orer  will  be  stated. 

Mr.  BMOOT.  Tbe  next  amendment  passed  over  Is  on  the 
same  page,  beginning  with  line  17. 

The  Lbbislativb  Cldx.  On  page  14,  after  line  16,  the  com- 
mittee proposes  to  insert : 

(b)  Brntbetic  lodtco,  "Colour  Indei  No.  1177."  and  sulpbur  black, 
"  Colour  lodax  No.  978,"  8  csnts  par  pound  aad  20  per  cent  ad  valorssk 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  course,  this  is  a  great  decrease.  It  is 
synthetic  Indigo,  I  think  there  Is  no  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     It  cutH  the  present  rate  in  half. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  Is  more  than  half.  It  reduces  it  from  7 
cents  to  3  cents. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Some  of  us  think  It  should  go  still  further 
down,  but  that  is  a  pretty  good  result  as  there  are  no  imports. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  May  the  Chair  Inquire  if  the 
Senate  has  acted  on  the  amendment  striking  out  lines  13,  14, 
15,  and  16? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  has  been  acted  upon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  upon  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  In  lines  17,  18,  and  19,  page  14. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  passed 
over  will  be  stated. 

The  LixjisuATivB  Clerk.  On  page  14,  after  line  19,  the 
committee  proposes  to  lni<ert: 

(c)  The  ad  valorem  rates  provided  In  thfs  paragraph  shall  be  based 
upon  the  selllDg  price  (as  defined  In  gubdivtsion  (f)  of  section  402, 
Title  IV),  of  any  aimilar  competitive  article  manufactured  or  produced 
in  tbe  United  States. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  makes  no  change  in  the  law.  It  Ukes  the 
language  from  one  section  and  puts  it  in  another. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  understand  that,  but  it  raises  a  ques- 
tion concerning  the  American  selling  price  for  coal-tar  products 
and  intermediates. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  will  have  to  come  up  later. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  Is  it  the  purpose  of  the  Senator  to  take 
that  up  following  the  adc^tion  of  the  pending  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  we  can  not  take  it  up  because  there  is  no 
amendment  to  the  paragraph  itself. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  But  this  is  an  amendment,  and  that  is 
the  point  I  wanted  to  get  straightened  out  so  far  as  the  parlia- 
mentary situation  is  concerned.  ' 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  not  an  amendment  to  existing  law.  If  we 
change  the  American  valuation,  then  of  course  this  will  have  to 
be  changed,  but  if  there  is  no  such  change,  then  this  is  Just  a 
transfer  from  one  paragraph  to  another. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  8«iator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  In  the  opinion  of  the  present  occupant 
of  the  Chair,  would  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  be  estopped 
from  presenting  a  motion,  while  still  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  to  strike  out  the  committee  amendment  beginning  at 
line  20^  if  action  is  now  taken  to  adopt  that  amendment? 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the  amendment  Is  agreed  to 
the  Senator  would  have  to  move  its  reconsideration. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  quite  understands 
the  amendment.  If  the  American  valtiation  is  finally  rejected, 
of  course  all  of  these  dianges  clear  throogb  the  two  paragraphs 
will  have  to  be  disagreed  to.  All  the  pending  amendment  does 
Is  to  transfer  the  item  from  line  12  down  to  line  16  and  pot  It 
after  the  synthetic  indigo  item. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Chair  to 
restate  his  answer  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  the  amendment  is  agreed  to 
the  Senator  can  move  to  reconsider. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  I  understand  that  I  can  do  that,  but 
tbe  point  I  am  making,  so  far  as  the  parliamentary  situation  is 
concerned,  as  I  undersUnd  it,  is  that  the  amendment  is  upon 
the  same  basis  as  though  It  amended  existing  law.  The  fact 
that  it  Is  a  typographical  rearrangement  In  the  bill  does  not 
affect  its  status  so  far  as  the  parliamentary  question  Is  cchi- 
cerned. 

Therefore,  the  reason  why  I  proposed  the  parliamentary  In- 
quiry was  that  I  wanted  to  be  absolutely  certain,  if  the  amend- 
ment was  adopted  now  and  the  typographical  rearrangement  of 
the  text  adopted  as  proposed  by  the  committee,  whether  or  not 
I  forfeit  the  right  to  amend  that  provision  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Wh(4e  or  move  to  strike  it  out  without  having  to  ask  for  a 
reconsideration.  I  believe  that  the  Chair  is  correct  in  his  rul- 
ing, namely,  that  the  amendment  falls  on  the  same  footing  as 
any  other  amendment,  and  if  It  be  adopted  then  a  motion  to 
reconsider  would  necessarily  have  to  be  made  prior  to  a  motion 
to  strike  out  ^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  me  make  tlUs  statement.  If  the  American 
valuation  In  paragraphs  27  and  28  is  rejected,  as  provided  for 
in  tiie  bill  and  also  in  exUitlng  law,  then  I  shall  ask  unanlmooa 
coiis<nt  to  reconsider  all  Items  such  as  the  present  one.  There 
are  more  than  one  of  them.    They  are  found  all  through. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  In  the  first  place,  I  want  to  invite  the 
Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  amendment  refers  to 
the  question  of  the  American  selling  price.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  it  covers  all  of  paragraph  28,  It  seems  to  me  that  it  raises 
the  question  upon  Its  merits,  and  therefore,  If  the  question  is  to 
be  decided,  It  should  be  decided  now,  or  the  Senator  should  be 
willing  to  let  It  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  best  thing  to  do  is  to  agree  to  this 
tmnsposltion.  which  is  all  that  Is  Involved  In  the  case.  Then  I 
will  say  to  the  Senator  that  when  the  American  soling  price  is 
finally  voted  upon,  If  It  is  stricken  out  and  the  foreign  valuation 
adopted,  I  shall  ask  that  all  of  these  amendments  which  are 
pas.s<xl  ufton  now  to  make  the  bill  complete,  as  far  as  para- 
graphs 27  and  28  are  concerned,  may  be  reconsidered.  There 
will  be  no  objection  to  It,  I  am  sure,  but  while  we  are  going 
through  It  let  us  complete  the  bill,  and  then  with  one  action  we 
will  decide  all  the  other  questions  at  once. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLBTTBl.  But  does  not  this  raise  the  whole  ques- 
tion upoa  its  merits? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  but  in  paragraph  27  the  question  Is  based 
upon  American  valuation  as  In  existing  law.  We  have  been 
refused  unanimous  consent  to  vote  upon  that  question  until  the 
committee  amendments  have  all  been  agreed  to  or  rejected.  I 
think  the  Senator  ought  to  take  my  word  for  it. 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  O  Mr.  President,  I  do. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  I  shall  ask  reconsideration  of  these  Items  in 
that  event,  so  why  not  have  them  agreed  to  now?  Then,  If  the 
whole  question  Is  finally  decided  on  the  first  amendment  as  to 
American  valuation,  we  will  go  right  ahead  without  further 
trouble. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  am  not  questioning  the  Senator's 
good  faith  in  the  matter ;  but,  of  course.  If  this  action  la  taken, 
in  view  of  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  a  single  objection  on  the  part 
of  some  other  Senator  would  prevwit  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin from  offering,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  an  amend- 
ment to  strike  out  this  language. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Then  I  would  support  such  an  amendment,  and 
I  would  appeal  to  the  Senate  to  consider  it 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  President,  that  we 

might 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Do  not  let  us  lose  any  time  on  it    Let  us  pass 
it  over. 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  am  VM7  sorry  that  I  can  not  see  tbe 

Senator's  attitude,  but 

Mr.  SMOOT.    My  attitude  is  to  get  along  with  tbe  MIL 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  want  to  cooperate  with  the  Senator, 
and  I  was  about  to  say  that  if  the  Senator  wants  to  take  up 
the  amendment  now.  If  be  will  give  me  a  few  minutes,  I  will 
be  prepared  to  proceed. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  We  can  not  now  take  it  up.  We  can  not 
amend  the  paragraph  relative  to  valuation,  because  there  Is  no 
amendment  to  that. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  understand  that 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then,  It  seems  to  me,  Lf  there  is  any  question 
about  it  we  had  better  let  the  amendment  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over. 

The  Chair  will  state  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  how- 
ever, that  under  tbe  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  bia 
rights  will  be  i««8erved  La  case  the  pending  amendment  is 
passed  over.  When  the  Senate  reaches  the  other  stage  in  tbe 
consideration  of  the  bill  the  Senator  can  either  make  a  motion 
to  reconsider  or  tbe  Senator  from  Utah  may  ask  unanlmoua 
consent  to  do  so. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  under- 
stands the  Chair,  and  he  thinks  he  understands  the  parliamen- 
tary situation.  Therefore,  in  order  not  to  sacrifice  any  of  his 
rights  In  the  matter,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  asks  that  tbe 
amendment  may  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  go  over. 
The  Secretary  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  LBoisLATrvi)  Cubk.  The  next  committee  amendment  Is, 
on  page  23,  after  line  16,  to  strike  otit : 

Pab.  S2.  Menthol,  76  eenta  per  pound;  natural  cmd*  camphor  and 
■ynthatle  camphor,  1  cent  per  pound;  nataral  reflaed  camphor,  6  cents 
per  poond. 

And  in  lien  thereof  to  Insert: 

Pas.  62.  Menthol,  60  cents  p«r  pound ;  eampbor,  ernds,  natural,  1  etnt 
per  poond ;  rsflntd  or  tjrnthetlc,  S  cents  per  pound. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tbe  qoestion  is  on  agreeing  to 
tbe  committee  amendment 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  an  amendment 
pending  to  that  paragraph.    May  I  ask  if  it  U  on  tbe  Secretary's 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  will  tbe  Senator  from  Wl» 
eonsin  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator's  amendment  was  with  refer* 
ence  to  synthetic  camphor,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    It  was. 

Mr.  HARBISON.  Has  the  amendment  relative  to  menthol 
been  adopted? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  amendment  has  not  as  yet  been  adopted. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  whole  paragraph  went  over,  may 
I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

The  Lboislativi!  Clerk.  On  page  28  It  is  proposed  by. Mr.  L4 
FoLLmv  to  strike  out: 

Pab.  62.  Menthol,  60  cents  per  pound;  camphor,  crude,  satoral,  1 
cent  per  pound ;  refined  or  Byntbetlc,  6  cents  per  pound. 

And  to  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 
Par.  62.  Menthol,  50  cants  per  pound;  camphor,  cmd*,  natural  or 
■ynthetlc,  1  cent  per  pound ;  reftned.  6  oenta  per  pound. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  what  my  amendment  to 
the  committee  amendment  proposes  to  do  is  to  restore  the  lan- 
guage adopted  by  the  House  with  the  exception  of  the  commit- 
tee amendment  concerning  menthoL  The  Hotise  provided  an 
Identical  rate  for  crude  camphor  and  for  synthetic  camphor, 
namely,  1  cent  per  pound,  and  placed  a  rate  of  6  cents  per  pound 
upon  natural  and  r^ned  camjAor.  The  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee retained  the  1-cent  duty  per  pound  on  crude  and  natural 
camphor,  and  then  placed  refined  and  synthetic  camiAor  upon 
the  same  basis  at  6  cents  per  pound.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
action  of  the  House  in  this  matter  is  completely  Justified  by  the 
figures  which  are  furnished  us  from  the  Summary  of  Tariff 
Information.    [A  pause.]  „..,_„,.        _. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  me  while  he  Is  consulting  his  notes? 

Mr.   LA   FOLLETTE    I   yield   to   the   Senator   from   New 

Mr  EDGE  I  may  be  of  some  assistance  to  the  Senator  by 
occupying  a' few  moments  while  he  is  trying  to  find  his 
references.  ^  .  ^,„  ,     ..  ^ 

Mr  President  the  Members  of  the  Senate  who  are  still  in  the 
Chamber  may  recall  that  consideration  of  this  I*W«Ph  was 
DOStDoned  last  week  because  of  a  question  ariring  as  to  whether 
Kr'^Su,  concern  was  prepared  to  endi^vor  to  produce 
synthetic  camphor.  Information  came  before  the  Tiauice  Co«- 
l  SStos  to  tbe  Sect  that  an  organisation  baa  been  deretoped  la 
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N«w  J^raey  for  that  purpose.  It  was  investigated  so  far  as  It 
was  possible  to  investigate  it  through  the  witnesses  and  the 
iDf(»rmution  at  hand,  and  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
recommended,  ah  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  indicated,  a 
return  to  the  existing  rate,  which  is  6  cents  per  pound.  That  is 
the  present  law.  It  is  tme,  as  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  also 
Indicated  when  he  spoke  on  the  paragraph  some  time  ago,  that 
there  has  not  been  during  the  period  between  the  passage  of  the 
act  of  1922  and  the  present  time  any  considerable  domestic  pro- 
dnctlon  of  synthetic  camphor.  However,  as  I  have  indicated, 
the  committee  had  definite  assurances  that  preparations  were 
well  advanced  to  engage  In  such  production,  I  have  a  letter — 
and  I  will  only  quote  from  a  paragraph  or  two  of  it — from  the 
Belle  Chemical  Co.,  of  BellevlUe,  N.  J.,  answering  practically 
the  representations  which  were  made  at  the  time  this  matter 
was  In. St  before  the  Senate: 

Perhaps  I  brief  history  of  oar  efforts  In  regard  to  lynthetie  camphor 
will  nM  joa  in  bett«r  undrntandliig  our  present  situation. 
.  Alone  In  1924  or  thereabouts  the  predecessor  of  this  company 
attempted  to  manufacture  syntiietic  camphor.  Doe  to  rroas  mlsman- 
aReroent  of  funds  avatlable  for  research  and  proceas  development,  the 
directors  of  that  company  were  unable  to  avoid  serlooi  losses  and  caused 
the  company  to  be  thrown  into  receivership.  A  group  of  these  directors 
then  formed  a  holding  company  to  conduct  further  research  in  an  | 
attempt  to  determine  the  commercial  practicability  of  manufacturing 
camphor.  T^eee  men  are  all  substantial  men,  standing  very  high  in 
their  respective  communities.  The  buldlng  company  s*H-ured  the  serv- 
ices of  the  most  competent  chemical  engineers  available  and  have 
■pared  no  expense  in  supplementing  their  counsel  whenever  experts  in 
thlit  type  of  worlc  could  be  found.  Acting  on  the  recommendation  ob- 
tained the  Belle  Chemical  Co.  was  organised. 

At  the  time  this  work  was  first  undertaken  camphor  was  selling  con- 
siderably higher  than  It  is  now — 

That,  of  coarse,  i«  a  well-known  fact — 

Onr  expectancy  is  therefore  much  reduced.  In  other  words,  w« 
wni  be  forced  to  work  on  a  much  slighter  margin  than  antlctpated. 

We  estimate  that  we  can  produce  camphor  on  a  2-ton-s-da7  basis 
St  a  coat  of  (0.43  per  pound. 

My  information  is  that  the  average  selling  price  of  German 
synthetic  camphor  is  about  87  cents.  So,  with  the  «  cents  duty 
as  provided  in  existing  law  and  as  recommended  by  the  Finance 
Ctmunlttee,  the  cost  of  the  domestic  article  would  be  brought  to 
a  par  with  the  Invoice  price  of  the  German  article. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  may  1  ask  the  Senator 
whether  or  not  the  letter  indicates  that  the  company  has  en- 
gaged in  production? 

Mr.  KDGB.    I  will  reach  that  In  just  a  moment 

Oa  or  abovt  Dweaibn'  1 — 

That  la  l«aa  than  a  month  away— 
«t  will  be  prododBff  on  a   500-poaad<«-day  basla  sa4  will  gradaally 
lacresse  to  capacity. 

That  la  a  direct  afflrmatlva  statement  nwdo  by  tta«  manager 
of  this  company.  Mr.  Cburiea  A.  Biouchi. 

Mr.  Presidaot.  it  seems  to  me  that  the  sitvation  can  be 
sammed  op  in  very  few  words.  In  the  first  place,  the  most  im- 
portant component  part  of  camphor  is  turpentine.  Only  a  few 
days  ago  we  increased  the  rate  on  tar,  which  I  nndemtand  la 
derived  from  the  same  source  as  is  turpentine :  and  the  amount 
of  turpentine  used  in  the  production  of  synthetic  camphor  is,  as 
I  have  indicated,  very  large. 

Camphor  is  a  commodity  which  this  country  should  be  in  a 
poaltlon  to  produce  for  itself  and  not  have  to  impwt.  At  the 
time  of  the  war.  as  will  l>e  rememtxTed,  camphor  w^it  up  to  a 
price— I  think  I  am  correct  in  the  assertion — of  from  $2:50  to  $3 
a  pound.  So  it  Is  extremely  important  that  we  alford  encourage- 
ment to  those  who  will  engage  in  the  production  of  synthetic 
camphor,  which,  after  all  Is  said  and  done,  can  in  case  of  neces- 
sity, as  I  am  informed  by  the  chemista,  be  refined  and  used  for 
medicinal  purposes,  although  generally  speaking  synthetic  cam- 
phor, of  course,  is  used  for  other  purposes;,  as  everyone  know& 

Here  is  a  group  of  men  who  have  spent  a  half  a  million  dol- 
lars on  the  Bsaumptloii  that  their  product  would  be  protected  by 
the  existing  tariff  rate  of  6  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  President.  I  have  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  beg  pardon ;  I  thought  the  Senator  desired  me 
to  present  the  matter. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  do ;  bat  I  do  not  want  to  k>ae  the  floor. 
I  yield  to  the  Senat(»  from  Kentucky. 


Mr.  BARKLET.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
a  question.  According  to  the  information  contained  in  the  Tariff 
Commission  report  at  the  time  that  report  was  issued,  tliere  was 
no  synthetic  camphor  being  made  in  this  country. 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  think  that  is  absolutely  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    When  did  these  activities  begin? 

Mr.  EDGE.  As  I  read  at  the  outset,  the  activity  of  the 
company  which  the  present  company  succeeded  c<immenced  in 
1924,  two  years  after  the  passage  of  the  last  tariff  act,  but, 
because  6f  mi^^management  and  other  reasons  assigned  in  the 
letter  from  which  I  have  read,  tlie  company  went  Into  the  hands 
of  receivers.  It  has  been  refinanced  and  reorganized.  Substan- 
tial men  are  back  of  it,  and  they  have  invested  over  half  a  mil- 
lion dollars  for  the  purpo.se  of  developing  a  plant  and  will  be 
prepared  within  three  or  four  weeks  to  produce  500  pounds  of 
synthetic  camphor  a  day.  Of  course,  however,  they  will  not 
be  able  to  enter  upon  the  production  of  the  commodity  and 
use  the  turpentine  which  is  necessary  In  the  process  of  manu- 
facture if  German  camphor  is  landeil  in  this  country*,  as  is  indi- 
cated by  the  Tariff  Commission  report  as  I  recall,  at  an  average 
of  37  cents  a  pound,  and  Japanese  crude  camphor,  as  I  am 
Informed,  of  as  good  quality  can  be  landed  in  this  country  for 
much  less  than  that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  this  question:  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  then,  the  plan  to  which  the  Senator  refers  has 
not  actually  started  operations? 

Mr.  EDGE.  Yes;  I  understand  that  its  experimental  proc- 
esses have  been  absolutely  started. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    But  they  are  not  pro<lucing  commercially? 

Mr.  EDGE.     They  are  not  producing  commerciuliy. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  I  understand,  synthetic  camphor  and 
refined  camphor  do  not  occupy  the  same  status.  I  understand 
that  the  imported  synthetic  camphor  is  used  somewhat  as  a  raw 
material.  In  some  respects  similar  to  the  raw  material  that 
comes  from  the  camphor  tree.  If  that  be  true,  why  should  syn- 
thetic camphor,  assuming  that  it  may  be  entitled  to  the  higher 
duty  of  1  cent,  be  placed  on  the  same  basis  as  refined  camphor 
bearing  a  duty  of  6  cents. 

Mr.  EDGE.  My  only  answer  to  that  wt»uld  be  a  repetition 
of  what  I  have  already  stated,  that  synthetic  camphor — not 
refined  camphor,  but  synthetic  camiAor — is  landed  In  this  coun- 
try at  an  invoiced  selling  price  of  37  cents  a  pound.  The  6-cent 
duty  would  equalize  the  cost  of  producing  the  camphor  in  this 
country  with  the  German  product,  without  any  reference  to  the 
refined  camphf>r.  Of  course,  most  of  the  synthetic  camphor  at 
this  time  goes  into  the  manufacture  of  pyroxylin. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Where  Is  the  {riant  to  which  the  Senator 
refers  locateti? 

Mr.  EDGE.    It  is  located  at  Belleville,  N.  J. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE,  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  whether  he  knows  how  much  of  the 
$000,000  capiUlizatlon  of  the  plant  referre<l  to  is  paid  in? 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  can  not  answer  that  question  other  than  from 
the  letter  which  I  have  Just  read,  but  the  plant  is  In  existence 
and  doing  business  and,  of  course,  It  is  manufacturing  other 
chemicals,  I  assume. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Exactly ;  but  I  understood  the  Senator 
to  say  It  has  a  capitalisation  of  $500.00u. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  desire  to  consult  my  Information  so  as  to  an- 
swer the  Senator  correctly. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  if  I  may  interrupt  the  Senator 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  told  that  the  company  has  an  investment 
of  $500,000,  but  I  have  never  seen  any  statement  of  its  capital 
stock. 

Mr.  EDGE.    That  is  correct     The  letter  says : 

The  project  now,  at  this  moment,  represents  an  Investment  of  half 
a  million  dollars. 

Let  me  say  in  conclusion — I  apologize  to  the  Senator  for  taking 
his  time — that  this  appeals  to  me  as  well  within  the  usually 
accepted  efforts  on  the  part  of  Congress  to  protect  an  American 
Industry,  and  of  a  type  that  it  seems  to  me  most  important  that 
we  should  develop  in  this  country.  It  has  a  side  to  it  just  a 
little  beyond  the  ordinary  commercial  prixluction.  Camphor  is 
a  ba.sis  for  so  many  things  that  I  think  we  should  be  delighted 
that  men  have  invested  half  a  million  dollars,  against  such 
strong  competition,  without  any  hope  of  getting  any  mwe  than 
a  duty  sufficient  to  equalize  them,  in  order  that  we  can  have 
that  sui^ily  in  this  coimtry. 

Summing  it  up  in  a  few  words,  it  is  just  a  question  of  per- 
mitting an  American  company,  employing  American  labor,  to 
produce  synthetic  camphor,  or  of  buying  It  from  Germany  or 
Japan.    That  is  all  there  U  to  the  question ;  and  I  could  not  add 


another  word  to  it  if  I  took  the  time  of  the  Senate  for  20 
minutes. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr.  REED.  I  was  going,  not  to  ask  a  question,  but  to  make 
a  short  statement. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  will  yield  the  floor  to  the  Senator, 
then,  and  try  to  obtain  It  later. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  the  thing  that  has  interested  me 
most  in  this  paragraph  is  this: 

At  the  present  time  this  country  Is  absolutely  at  the  mercy  of 
two  monopolies.  Practically  all  the  natural  camphor  In  the 
world  comes  from  the  camphor  trees  that  grow  on  the  Island  of 
Formosa.  Therefore  It  is  a  Japanese  monopoly.  Practically  all 
the  synthetic  camphor  In  the  worid  at  present  is  made  in  Ger- 
many. During  the  war  they  developed  a  very  extensive  indus- 
try of  making  synthetic  camphor  In  Germany  out  of  turpentine. 
I  do  not  know  where  they  got  the  turpentine.  Of  course  they 
could  not  get  it  from  this  country  then,  but  they  did. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President  does  the  Senator  say  they 
cotUd  not  get  it  from  this  country? 
Mr.  REED.     Not  during  the  war. 
Mr.  HARRISON.    Oh!    I  see. 

Mr.  REED.  They  did  develop  this  Industry  of  making  syn- 
thetic camphor.  Now,  the  Germans  have  a  very  strict  trade 
arrangement  that  controls  the  output  and  the  prices  of  that 
synthetic  camphor.  The  Japanese  naturally  have  a  complete 
conti-ol  of  the  production  of  the  natural  camphor  from  Formosa. 
The  two  monopolies  work  along  hand  In  hand.  If  we  are  wholly 
without  any  method  of  producing  our  own  camphor  we  are  abso- 
lutely at  their  mercy,  and  the  prices  that  they  ask  are  limited 
only  by  the  amount  of  their  greed. 

I  think  it  is  of  the  highest  Importance  that  we  provide  for 
the  creation  of  that  Industry  In  this  country,  if  It  is  possible, 
for  the  protection  of  our  people  agalftst  those  two  monopolies. 
The  requirements  of  the  country  for  camphor  are  increasing  by 
leaps  and  bounds.  I  do  not  mean  for  medicinal  camphor,  of 
course.  That  can  be  met  only  by  the  refined  crude  camphor. 
Synthetic  camphor  can  not  be  used  for  that  purpose;  but  there 
is  a  rapidly  Increasing  demand  for  its  use  In  Industry  for  the 
many  new  uses  that  are  beinc  made  of  pyroxylin,  the  most  con- 
spicuous of  which  Is  the  safety-glass  Industry.  There,  In  the 
manufacture  of  safety  glass.  It  Is  found  that  the  Japanese  crude 
natural  camphor  is  not  suitable,  and  for  that  purpose  synthetic 
camphor  Is  necessary.  " 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  right  there? 
Mr.  REED.    I  am  glad  to  yield.  ^ 

Mr,  EDGE.  It  appeals  to  me  as  most  significant  that  all  of 
the  large  producers  of  pyroxylin  are  petitioning  or  did  petition 
the  Finance  Committee  that  this  duty  remain,  so  that  they  could 
have  a  domestic  supply. 

Mr,  REED.  I  was  very  much  struck  by  that  One  of  the 
very  few  cases  In  which  the  consumers  of  the  country  asked  us 
delll>erately  to  keep  the  duty  high  was  the  case  of  the  manu- 
facturers of  pyroxylin,  who  are  the  great  consumers  of  synthetic 
camphor  in  the  United  States;  and  their  reason,  they  very 
frankly  stated,  was  that  they  wanted  to  see  America  build  up 
her  own  industry  so  that  they,  the  purchasers  of  camphor,  would 
no  longer  be  subject  to  the  control  of  the  German  monopoly, 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  the  Senator  know  whether  the  com- 
panies to  which  he  refers  were  themselves  experimenting  in  the 
manufacture  of  synthetic  camphor  with  a  view  to  its  commercial 
production  later? 

Mr.  REED.  So  far  as  I  know,  not  a  single  one  of  them  was. 
I  had  the  same  suspicion ;  but  not  one  of  them,  so  far  as  I  cotild 
learn,  is  in  the  business,  or  is  planning  to  go  into  It  Of 
course,  we  can  not  tell  who  will  go  into  It  If  we  protect  the 
growth  of  an  Industry  here. 

We  know  that  we  can  not  grow  camphor  trees  in  the  United 
States— possibly  In  southern  Florida,  or  possibly  a  little  In  south- 
em  California ;  but  we  never  in  the  world  can 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  did  try  it  In  Florida,  and  failed. 
Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  from  Utah  tells  me  that  It  was 
actually  tried  In  Florida,  but  without  success  thus  far.  Even 
if  we  could,  however,  It  would  take  many  years  to  bring  the 
trees  to  the  point  where  they  could  be  tapped  and  used  com- 
mercially. Now,  we  know  that  synthetic  camjAor  is  made  from 
turpentine,  and  we  have  a  limitless  supply  of  that  here.  It 
would  furnish  a  fine  outlet  for  the  American  production  of  tur- 
pentine If  we  could  establish  that  Industry  here ;  but,  most  of  all, 
It  will  work  for  a  lower  price  ultimately  to  the  American 
consumer. 


The  time  is  coming  when  automobiles  probably  will  not  be 
permitted  to  be  sold  that  are  cased  In  the  old-fashioned  shatter- 
ing plate  glass  or  sheet  glass.  The  time  is  coming  when  those 
things  will  be  considered  too  dangerous  to  be  permitted  to  le 
sold  to  the  public.  When  all  automobiles  are  fitted  with  safety 
glass  It  will  require  about  20,000,000  pounds  of  safety  glass  per 
year  to  equip  them.  That  means  6,000,000  pounds  of  synthetic 
camphor ;  and  if  we  have  to  go  to  Germany  for  all  of  that  6,000,- 
000  pounds,  which  Is  more  than  twice  the  amount  of  our  present 
Imports  of  synthetic  camphor,  we  shall  be  made  to  pay  through 
the  nose  for  it 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  a  case  like  this,  where  the  consumer* 
themselves  urge  this  as  sound  policy,  we  might  well  consider 
whether  it  is  not  for  the  welfare  of  the  whole  United  States  that 
we  adopt  the  policy  of  j^otectlng  this  industry. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  wish  to  take 
much  time  in  discussing  this  matter;  but  It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  same  promise  was  made  to  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee In  1922  that  is  now  being  made,  namely,  that  If  an  in- 
creased duty  were  given  on  synthetic  camphor,  domestic  produc- 
tion would  take  place.  On  the  contrary,  no  such  fortunate  cir- 
cumstance occurred. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  synthetic  camphor  competes  only 
with  crude  camphor.  It  does  not  compete  with  refined  camphor, 
inasmuch  as  it  has  a  lower  boiling  point  and  therefore  does  not 
meet  the  United  States  Pliarmacopoeia  standard. 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  is  informed  by  his  constituents  that  they  have  In- 
vested $500,000  in  this  synthetic-camphor  enterprise,  which  is 
still  in  an  experimental  stage.  My  information  from  Dun's  and 
Bradatreet's  Is  that  the  Belle  Chemical  Co.,  of  Belleville,  N.  J., 
was  organized  in  July,  1928,  with  a  capital  stock  of  $500,000,  of 
which  only  $150X>00  was  paid  in.  I  do  not  know  whether  since 
Dun's  and  Bradatreet's  reports  was  made  more  capital  has  been 
paid  in  or  not;  but  that  was  the  situation  at  the  time  this 
report  was  made.  It  was  a  refinancing  operation,  the  company 
being  organized  for  the  purpose  of  taking  over  some  corpora- 
tions engaged  In  the  ch«nical  business  which  had  failed  and 
gcme  into  bankruptcy. 

As  I  understand,  the  corporation  charter  or  its  organization 
also  provides  for  the  manufacture  of  lacquer  solvents  and  resin 
oils,  so  the  Senate  should  not  be  under  the  impression  that  this 
entire  investment  even  though  it  is  paid  in,  is  devoted  solely  to 
the  business  of  manufacturing  synthetic  camphor. 

To  my  mind,  this  is  the  more  Important  because  It  raises  an 
issue  which  should  be  faced  on  its  broad  principles.  Are  we 
prepared  to  say  that  the  protective  theory  should  be  carried  to 
the  extent  of  giving  protection  in  advance  of  any  production 
upon  a  commercial  basis?  In  other  words,  are  we  to  enact  tariff 
legislation  on  the  theory  that  products  still  in  the  laboratory 
stage  are  to  be  protected.  In  the  hope  that  those  laboratory 
ex^rlments  will  be  carried  to  the  point  where,  during  the  life 
of  the  tariff  law,  production  upon  a  commercial  basis  will  take 
place?  Especially  are  we  willing  to  do  it  when  we  have  already 
given  a  6-cent  rate  in  the  law  of  1922,  and  down  until  this  time, 
after  all  these  years,  we  find  that  only  one  company  In  the 
United  States,  a  comparatively  small  company,  has  Indicated 
that  it  is  in  a  poeiticm  to  commence  commercial  production, 
according   to  Its  own   ex   parte  statement,   about  the   1st   of 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Upon  consulting  some  other  memoranda  I  find 
that  the  attempt  previously  made,  following  the  act  of  1022,  was 
not  made  alone  by  the  predecessors  of  the  present  c<Hnpany. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  made  no  such  statemMt 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  am  informed  that  in  1922  the  Monsanto  Chem- 
ical Works,  of  St  Louis,  Mo.,  hoped  to  enter  the  manufacture  of 
synthetic  camphor  and  urged  the  imposition  of  a  duty  of  25  per 
cent  ad  valorem  upon  synthetic  camphor,  which  at  that  time 
would  have  meant  considerably  over  15  cents  per  pound.  Six 
cents  was  granted.  They  attempted  it  in  St.  Louis,  apparently, 
Immediatriy  after  the  passage  of  the  act  of  1922. 

Mr  LA  FOLLETTE.  Yes;  according  to  my  information  the 
Monsanto  Co.  had  a  contract  with  the  German  concern  that 
owns  the  process,  and  they  discovered  that  they  could  not  manu- 
facture it  here  successfully,  and  thereupon  canceled  their  con- 
tract and  paid  a  sum  of  money  In  satisfaction  of  the  unfulfilled 
portion  of  It  .  ^ 

Mr  EDGE.  Mr.  President  wHl  the  Senator  pardon  one  fur- 
ther  interruption?    Then  I  will  not  interrupt  him  further. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey} 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  EDGE.  Is  It  not,  then,  aU  the  more  deserring  of  oar 
chaiiUblp  consideration  when,  foUowing  a  failure  in  8t  Louis, 
this  Netir  Jersey  corporation,  Uking  up  a  recrivwahip— «n<i  my 
information  tallies  entirely  with  the  Senator's— liave  organiied 
a  company  and  are  making  a  sincere  effort  to  meet  this  void? 
I  am  not  qnite  rare  whether  the  (500.000  has  all  been  paid  in 
or  n<»t;  but  it  certainly  can  be  palled  if  it  is  the  ordinary 
company.  I  should  think  their  action  desMring  of  a  good  deal 
of  consideration. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.  Mr.  President,  the  qaeatioo  Involved  In 
the  consideration  of  this  amendment  is  whether  we  are  going  to 
adopt  the  policy  of  extending  tariff  rates  in  advance,  npon  the 
theory  that  at  some  time  in  the  fntore  commercial  production 
will  take  place,  thereby  taxing  the  American  consomer  in  ad- 
vance of  any  assurance  of  production  upon  a  commercial  basis 
which  will  to  a  substuntial  degree  supply  the  domestic  needs. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  made  the  statement  that  the 
prices  which  American  consumers  will  be  charged  if  this  duty 
Js  not  granted  were  limited  oniy  by  their  own  greed,  if  I  nnder- 
steod  him,  or  words  to  tltat  effect. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  jMd^  I  meant 
only  by  the  greed  of  those  foreign  mcnaopoliea. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  is  what  I  Intended  to  state. 
Nevertheless,  the  Tariff  Commiasion  does  not  agree  with  the 
Senator.  On  page  253  of  the  summary  will  be  found  the  state- 
ment : 


Conp«tlttoa  offered  by  the  Ocraisa  tyatbctle  camphor  sliiee  1920  has 
rMOltMl  la  prlc»  r«d«ctk>na  la  tlM  JapaacM  artlete. 

Also,  if  the  Senator  will  obaerre.  on  page  2S2,  the  unit  price 
of  synthetic  camphor,  beginning  In  1924,  was  SO  cents  per 
pound:  in  192S  It  was  SO  cents  per  pound;  in  1928  It  was  53 
cents  per  pound — I  am  omitting  the  fraction*— in  1927  It  was  48 
cents  per  pound ;  in  1928  It  was  85  cenU  per  pound.  So  that. 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  price  of  synthetic  camphor  has  been 
falling,  and  the  Tariff  CommlMion  take*  the  responsibility  for 
the  stutement  that  the  reductions  in  the  price  of  synthetic 
camphor  from  Germany  have  forced  the  Japanese  monopoly  to 
bring  down  their  prices,  thereby  giving  to  the  consumers  of 
synthetic  camphor  in  America  a  protection  against  the  Japanese 
monopoly. 

Here  is  what  Is  proposed  by  the  Finance  Committee :  In  order 
to  encoorags  tbe  development  of  a  little  chemical  corporation  in 
New  Jersey.  w«  are  to  place  a  6-cent  duty  on  synthetic  camphor 
thereby  hlnderiOK  it  from  comiwting  with  the  Japanese  monop<4y 
in  natural  cavphor.  Tlie  position  which  the  Finance  Ck>mmittee 
has  asiced  the  Senate  to  take  is  tliat  we  ghould  depend  upon  this 
small  eorpontlon.  which  has  not  as  yet  reached  the  point  of  com- 
mercial production  of  the  article,  to  furnish  competition  against 
the  Japanese  monopoly. 

1  do  not  l>elleTe  In  prophesying,  because  the  profrtiet  Is  often 
later  confronted  with  his  prophecy :  nevertheless,  it  seems  to  me 
a  simple  matter  of  A,  B.  C  that  if  we  deprive  the  consumen* 
of  ramphor  1b  the  United  States  of  the  benefit  of  competition  of 
German  synthetic  cami^or,  as  against  the  Japanese  monopoly 
of  crude,  and  depend  ap<ni  this  small  manufacture  in  New  Jersey, 
ultimately  the  price  of  crude  camf^or  is  going  up  to  the  level 
of  the  duty  on  synthetic  camphor.  That  was  our  experience 
before  the  Germans  got  into  the  manufacture  of  synthetic  cam- 
idior. 

I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  I  would  have  no  objection  to 
giving  a  duty  reflecting  the  difference  in  cost  of  production  be- 
tween d*»niestic  synthetic  camphor  and  the  foreign-produced  arti- 
cle if  %ve  had  in  this  conutry  a  substantial  indu.4try  prepared  to 
furnish  the  domestic  market,  or  a  considerable  portion  of  It ;  but 
a«.-curding  to  the  information  which  I  have,  this  is  a  small  com- 
pany, and  it  Is  not  as  yet  prepared  to  enter  upon  the  commerdai 
prodncttou  of  synthetic  camf^ior. 

Mr.  BARKLKY.    .Mr.  Prt'sident,  will  the  Senator  ylrid? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.  Just  a  moment,  and  then  I  will  yield. 
There  was  one  other  statenoent  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Penasylrania  to  which  I  want  to  make  a  brief  reference. 

The  Senator  said  he  was  mocb  impressed  by  the  fad  that 
the  Pyroxylin  Manufacturera'  Association  representatiye.  Mr. 
Doyle,  appeared  before  the  committee  and  said  that  the  largest 
C4>nsuiners  of  synthetic  camphor  were  also  in  accord  with  the 
demand  of  this  small  chemical  corporation  for  a  6-cent  duty  on 
synthetic  camphor.  I  m««ly  wish  to  point  out  that  the  Pyroxy- 
lin Plastic  Manufacturers'  Association  has  as  one  of  Its  mem- 
bers a  Du  I*ont  subei«!iary.  My  information  is  that  the  Pyroxy- 
lin Manufacturers'  Association  is  dominated  by  this  Du  P«>nt 
Bub«iidiary.  So  it  does  not  seem  to  me  strange  that  the  Pyroxylin 
Manufacturers'  AiMxiation  should  take  the  porition  that  it  is 
willing  to  have  this  duty  imposed,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
It  seema  to  bs  the  attitude  of  tbe  Dn  Pout  Ooi  tluU,  geneFaliy 
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speaking,  so  far  as  all  chemicals  are  concerned,  it  stands  for  the 
mposition  of  duties  upon  products  which  are  only  in  the 
aboratory  stage. 

Mr.  President,  if  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  wants  to 
take  the  position  that  they  are  going  to  expose  the  domestic 
consumers  of  camphor  in  the  United  States  to  complete  control 
of  the  price  of  the  product  by  the  Jaimnese  monopoly  in  order 
to  give  in  advance  protection  to  a  corporation,  and  a  small  one 
at  that,  which  is  not  even  ready  to  commence  the  commercial 
;>roduction  of  the  article,  then  that  Is  the  responsibility  of  the 
Senate:  but,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
carry  the  protection  theory  to  that  degree.  It  seen»s  to  me 
utterly  futile  and  foolish  for  the  Senate  to  repeat  again  in  1929 
the  same  mistake  it  made  in  1922. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  and  Mr.  EDGE  addressed  the  Chair, 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  yield ;  and  if  so, 
bo  whom? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, and  then  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  notice  that  beginning  with  1920.  when  the 
tariff  on  this  synthetic  camphor  was  5  cents  per  pound,  the 
imports  were  120.000  pounds. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  that  for  the  next  year  they  were  prac- 
tically the  same.  

Mr  JJi  FOLLETTE.    That  is  correct, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Then  the  tariff  was  raised  to  6  cents  per 
pound,  and  during  part  of  the  first  year  only  17.000  pounds 
came  in.  and  the  imiK>rts  gradually  increased  until  1927.  when 
2.941.000  pounds  of  tills  synthetic  camphor  came  in. 

Mr,  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  is  corre<t :  and  the  Senator  will 
note  also— and  this  is  an  imix)rtant  thing  from  tlie  consumer's 
point  of  view — that  the  price  of  synthetic  camphor  was  falling 
as  the  importations  of  synthetic  camphor  from  Germany  in- 
creased. As  previously  stated,  the  Tariff  Commission  takes 
responsibility  for  the  statement  that  this  com|)etition  on  the 
part  of  synthetic  eampiior  from  Germany  has  resulted  In  forc- 
ing the  Japanese  monopoly  upon  crude  and  refined  natural 
camphor  to  reduc-e  its  prices  to  the  American  consumer. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  With  the  6-cent  rate  which  has  been  in 
force  since  191*2  not  having  tlie  result  of  Iceeping  out  this  enor- 
mous increase  In  the  lmi)ortation  of  synthetic  camphor  during 
its  existence,  I  was  wondering  whether  that  increase  was  due 
to  the  inability  of  Americans  to  produce  this  article,  or  whether, 
if  they  had  been  able  to  produce  It,  as  they  promised  in  1922, 
this  increase  in  importations  would  have  been  ex|)erieuced 
anyhow.    Of  course,  that  is  somewliat  8i>ei-ulative. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  is  a  matter  of  speculation  upon 
which  I  would  not  care  to  venture  an  opinion. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  the  point  is  that,  after  promising  in 
1922  that  if  given  a  6-cent  rate  they  would  be  able  to  produce 
this  synthetic  camphor  for  domestic  consumption,  they  found 
themselves  unable  to  do  so.  What  further  hope  is  there,  under 
the  same  rate  of  duty,  for  the  future? 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  me? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
want  to  answer  that  question? 

Mr.  EDGE.     If  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  will  permit 

Mr.  L.\  FOLLETTE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  think  the  obvious  answer  is  that  the  price 
has  been  reduced,  whirh  of  course  everyone  admits,  so  tliat 
the  6-cent  rate  now  would  probably  represent,  If  the  fifoirea  of 
the  Belleville  company  are  correct,  that  the  cost  price  is  about  43 
cents,  the  difference  between  the  cost  here  and  abroad. 

I  will  Just  direct  attention,  in  further  answer  to  the  Senator's 
question,  to  the  fact  that  the  St.  Louis  company  undertaking  to 
meet  competition  in  1922  asked  for  the  equivalent  of  a  15-cent 
rate,  but  they  did  not  get  It. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  conclude  very 
briefly  by  making  this  sugjjestiun.  I  understand  that  this 
amendment  appeals  to  some  Senators  because  it  is  alleged  that 
if  and  when  this  synthetic-camphor  industry  ever  develoi>s  in 
the  United  States  it  will  afford  a  market  for  domet-itlcally  pro- 
duced turpentine. 

My  Information  is  that  about  10  per  cent  of  domestically  pro- 
duceid  turpentine  is  consumed  by  the  Euror^ean  manufacturers 
of  synthetic  camphor. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  the  expert  advises  me  that  they 
tiave  not  the  figures  as  to  that  matter  and  really  have  no  way 
of  obtaining  them. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  stated  that  I  was  not  certain  that 
my  information  was  correct,  but  it  is  that  about  10  per  cent  of 
the  domestically  produced  turpentine  is  consumed  by  European 
DDUUiufacturers  of  synthetic  camphor.  Of  course.  It  is  perfectly 
[>bvlous  that  if  the  mirade  which  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
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envisions  takes  place,  and  we  have  a  tremendous  production  of 
synthetic  camphor  in  the  United  States,  there  will  also  be  pro- 
duced a  by-product,  turpentine,  which  could  not  fail  to  compete 
with  domestic  turpentine  for  certain  uses  In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has 
been  very  fair  in  his  presentation  of  the  argument,  as  he  always 
is,  but  does  the  Senator  believe  that  If  we  retain  the  existing 
duty — and  I  want  to  dissipate  the  impression  that  we  are  trying 
to  raise  the  duty ;  we  are  simply  trying  to  retain  the  existing 
duty — any  company,  large  or  small,  will  attempt  to  go  to  the 
terrific  expense  of  laboratory  Investigation  and  manufacture  if 
we  do  not  give  them  reasonable  protection?  Are  we  not  actu- 
ally and  definitely  stating  for  all  Ume  to  come  that  we  definitely 
I»"opose  to  secure  this  Important  raw  material,  or  commodity, 
from  Ckrmany  and  Japan? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  my  answer  to  the  Sen- 
ator's suggestion  Is  simply  this :  In  the  first  place,  I  have  more 
confidence  in  American  ingenuity  and  American  enterprise  than 
even  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  has. 

In  the  second  place,  when  this  bill.  In  which  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  Is  so  enthusiastically  interested,  passes  the 
Congress  It  will  contain  the  constructive  provision  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmows],  as  amended 
by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nokbis].  If  the  Belleville 
Chemical  Corporation  ever  gets  the  finances  of  these  bankrupt 
companies  which  it  took  over  straightened  out,  and  is  prepared 
to  make  a  showing  that  synthetic  camphor  can  be  produced  in 
commercial  quantities  to  the  extent  where  it  will  serve  as  some 
protection  against  the  Japanese  monopoly,  this  company  can 
appeal  to  the  Tariff  Comml8»!ion.  The  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey may  then  urge  upon  the  Senate  that  a  duty  be  given  to  this 
Industry. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  only  concerned  with  what 
this  company,  or  any  other  company,  Is  going  to  do  in  the 
meantime.  There  was  a  recognition  throughout  the  debate  on 
the  amendment  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that 
it  requires  from  two  to  three  years  to  get  reports  from  the 
Tariff  Commission,  and  with  congressional  action  made  nec- 
essary on  top  of  that,  I  am  afraid  that  the  company  in  New 
Jersey,  or  in  any  other  part  of  the  United  States,  would  have 
pretty  hard  sledding  in  an  attempt  to  make  a  showing  In  the 
meantime.  

Mr.  IxA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  assume  that  when  the 
present  Chief  Executive  of  the  United  States  has  reorganized 
the  Tariff  Commission  it  will  be  somewhat  more  efficient  than 
it  has  been  under  past  administrations. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  take  the  time  of 
the  Senate  but  for  30  seconds.  I  simply  want  to  emphasize  one 
point.  I  do  not  think  it  Is  entirely  fair  to  assume  that  the  com- 
piuiy  to  which  I  have  referred  Is  simply  experimenting.  They 
make  the  positive  statement,  over  the  signature  of  their  mana- 
ger, that  they  will  be  producing  500  pounds  a  day  in  less  than 
three  weeks.  Either  that  is  correct  or  It  Is  incorrect  I  believe 
it  is  absolutely  correct 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB.  My  concern  in  the  situation  is  with 
the  consumer  of  camphor,  natural  and  synthetic,  in  the  United 
States.  If  the  amendment  is  adopted,  we  are  going  to  give  to 
the  Japanese  monopoly  an  opportunity  again  to  exploit  the  con- 
suming public  in  so  far  as  they  consume  cami^or  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  a  question  if  I  may. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  If  I  can. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  There  was  a  very  significant  statement 
nuide  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edqk]  that  the  con- 
sumers of  this  product  are  joining  In  the  request  for  the  In- 
creased rate  on  synthetic  camjrfior.  I  sent  to  my  office  for  a 
letter,  and  have  it  here  now,  which  I  received  from  Mr.  Lewis 
Nixon,  whoee  firm,  I  understand,  joined  In  the  request 

Mr.  Nixon  wrote  to  commend  me  for  the  statement  I  made  the 
other  day  that  I  felt  the  time  had  come  when  every  public 
vehicle  should  be  required  to  use  nonshattering  gloss.  Mr. 
Nixon,  in  commenting  14)od  that  statement,  said  of  his  own 
firm: 

I  think  I  have  spent  aboat  1 100.000  In  derelopment  of  tills  aafety- 
glaaa  baainesa,  and  it  will  take  a  long  time  to  get  It  back.  The  Indus- 
try  pays  high  wages. 

We  buy  large  quantiUea  of  cotton  and  alcohol,  tbaa  beneflting  both 
the  farmer  and  the  planter,  and  as  iour  base  is  guncotton,  we  have 
potential  powder  plants  of  vast  importance  that  do  not  have  to  be  kept 
In  a  state  of  efBdency  by  tbe  Government  Itself. 

It  is  a  very  significant  thing. 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     It  la 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  assume  I  am  right,  if  that  is  what  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  said. 


Mr.  EDOB.  Abs<dutel7.  It  Is  in  the  brief  filed  with  the 
Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  know  Mr.  Nixon  very  well.  Here  is  a 
great  concern  which  has  spent  over  1100,000  In  the  development 
of  nonshattering  or  safety  glass.  Synthetic  camphor  is  a  very 
important  element  in  the  making  of  that  glass,  and  unquestion- 
ably if  there  could  be  devel<^)ed  in  New  J«9ey  or  St.  Louis  or 
elsewhere  in  conjunction  with  these  other  establishments,  we 
would  be  building  up  a  great  industry  which  would  make  it 
possible  for  us  to  compete  with  products  that  now  come  from 
abroad — not  only  synthetic  camphor  but  also  the  finished  prod- 
uct in  the  way  ot  nonshattering  glass.  For  my  part,  I  think  I 
am  willing  to  give  them  another  chance.  They  did  not  carry  out 
th^r  purpose,  apparently,  since  the  passage  of  the  1922  act,  but 
since  that  time  thare  have  been  these  developments,  ijarticularly 
with  reference  to  nonshattering  glass.  Certainly  if  we  could 
have  this  synthetic  product  made  in  America  It  would  be  to  our 
decided  advantage. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  If  the  Senator  from  New  Ywk  wanU 
to  try  it  again  for  another  6  or  8  or  10  or  12  years,  he  is  welcome 
to  vote  that  way.    I  am  ready  for  a  vote. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  may  I  Inquire 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  if  this  embryo  company  in  New 
Jersey  has  any  connection  with  the  Du  Pont  syndicate? 

Mr.  EDGE.  My  information  is  that  they  are  not  connected  in 
the  slightest  way.  I  am  likewLae  informed  that  the  capital  in- 
vested is  almost  entirely  local  capital. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  Senator  confirm 
the  statement  made  to  me  that  during  the  war.  when  Japan 
had  a  monopoly  of  natural  camphor,  the  price  of  camphor  in- 
creased from  about  30  cents  a  pound  to  $3.75  per  pound? 

Mr.  EDGE.  It  went  to  |3.S0.  according  to  sworn  statements 
before  tbe  committee. 

Mr.  WAI^SH  of  Miissachnsetts.     Is  that  the  fact? 

Mr.  EDGE.    That  is  correct. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amradment 
of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  submit  a  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

^r.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  a  parliamenUry  inquiry. 
Are  we  voting  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  did  not  know  the  Senator  had  actually  offered 
an  amendment  I  understood  him  to  say  he  had  an  amendment 
which  he  might  offer. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  has  beoi  offered 
and  will  be  reported  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  wish  to  make  a  parllameotary  inquiry 
relating  to  the  amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  will  sUte  the  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  want  to  inquire  of  the  Chair  if  an  amrad- 
ment  should  be  made  to  the  committee  amendment  and  the 
committee  amendment  agreed  to.  then  when  we  have  returned  to 
the  bill  for  Individual  amendments  from  the  floor,  would  it  be 
in  order  to  offer  a  substitute  for  the  whole  paragraph? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Hiere  Is  at  present  before  the  Sen- 
ate a  substitute  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  for  the 
substitute  proposed  by  the  conunlttee  for  paragraph  B2.  If  the 
substitute  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  should  be  agreed  to,  no 
further  amendment  would  be  in  order  to  either  the  substitute  of 
the  committee  or  the  original  House  text  without  %  reconsid- 
eration. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Without  reconsideration  of  the  amendment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Yes.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  which  the  derk  will 
report. 

The  Lbgislativi  Clexk.  On  page  23,  in  lieu  of  the  matter 
proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  committee  in  lines  20,  21,  and  22, 
the  Senator  f rcmi  Wisconsin  proposes  to  insert  the  following : 

Pab.  22.  Menthol,  60  cents  per  pound ;  camphor,  crude,  natural,  or 
synthetic,  1  cent  per  pound ;  refined,  6  cents  per  pound. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  (Putting  tbe  question.]  The 
ayes  seem  to  have  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Let  us  have  a  division. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President  I  suggest  the  sbsence  <rf  a 

quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  del*  wUl  call  the  roil 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  8enat<Hrs 
answered  to  their  names: 

Anen                       Borah  Connally                 Flet<*er 

i?hSrrt                   B?atton  Copeland                 Fraaler 

RnrkW                   Brock  Coujens                   George 

Bfnia»                  Kkhart  cutting                    01Ue& 

Black                       Broussard  DUl                          Glenn 
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Harden 
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Johnson 
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La  Follett* 

McKelUr 

lIcNarr 

Metrali 

Jlo^e* 

NoftMck 

Norrta 

Oddle 
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Phippa 
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Swanaon 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Towaarad 

Tmmmcll 

Tydings 

VandenbMrs 

Waleott 

Walsh.  Maas. 

Walsh.  Mont 

Wheeler 


PIttman 

Ranadell 

Reed 

Eoblaaon.  Ind. 

SchaU 

Bheppard 

Short  ride* 

Simmons 

Smith 

Smoot 

Stelwer 

Stephcna 

SeTenty-llTe   Senators   have   an 


RECORD— SENATE 


November  4 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5139 


awered  to  their  names.     A  qnorum  is  present    The  question  In 
upon  agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  fron 
Wl^coouRln. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  Prealdent  I  wish  to  aide  the  Senatoi 
from  Wisconsin  a  qnestlon.  I  was  not  here  when  he  offere( 
the  amendment  If  the  amendment  he  has  offered  should  tn 
adopted,  would  It  Involve  menthol? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLBTTE.  My  amendment  accepts  the  commlttet 
rate  on  menthol,  and  then  writes  In  the  House  text  In  so  far  u 
It  relates  to  camphor,  crude,  synthetic,  and  refined. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  would  be  rery  glad  if  the  Senator  coul< 
so  change  his  amendment  as  to  eliminate  menthol,  because 
want  to  make  some  observations  upon  that  subject  and  I  wan 
to  offer  a  separate  amendment  as  to  that  item.  I  do  not  wial 
to  Inrolre  the  vote  on  my  amendment  with  the  question  of  th< 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLBTTE.  Of  course,  the  8«iator  fKHn  Wlsconsli  i 
would  not  wish  to  Interfere  with  the  desire  of  the  Senator  fron 
North  Carolina.  The  only  suggestion  I  can  make  to  the  Sena 
tor,  Iiowever,  is  that  he  prei>are  an  amendment  concemini 
menthol  and  offer  it  to  paragraph  52,  and  I  will  ask  unanimoui 
consent  tliat  the  question  may  be  divided. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  think,  then.  I  shall  offer  an  amendment, 
I  move  to  amend,  on  page  23,  line  20.  by  striking  out  "50 
and  inserting  "35."  so  the  rate  on  menthol  vrlll  be  35  cents  pei' 
pound. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  haii 
offered  an  amendment  to  my  amendment.  I  ask  nnanlmouii 
consent  that  the  question  may  be  divided,  namely,  that  tho 
Tote  may  be  taken  upon  the  Senator's  amendment  to  my  amend 
ment  and  then,  when  the  vote  comes  on  my  amendment  m\ 
amended.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  question  may  ha 
divided  and  that  the  rate  upon  menthol  may  be  acted  upon 
separately. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  may  be  unnecessary.  Thu 
rote  will  be  upon  agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  Preaident,  I  do  not  desire  to  detain  th<i 
Senate.     I  merely  wish  to  make  a  statement    There  is  prac 
tically  no  menthol  produced  In  this  country ;  It  la  imported 
Menthol  is  a  medicine;  and  I  can  not  for  the  life  of  me  seo 
any  reason  why  a  50  per  cent  duty  should  be  placed  upon  > 
medicine  that  is  not  produced  in  this  country.    If  I  am  misin 
formed  about  that,  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senator  from  Utal  i 
enlighten  me. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  my  attention  was  diverted  for 
the  moment,  and  I  did  not  hear  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  said  there  was  practically  no  menthol  pro- 
duced In  this  country. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  Senator  is  correct  In  that  statement 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  also  said  tltat  menthol  was  a  medicine, 
and  I  coold  not  see  why  a  medicine  which  was  not  produced  i  i 
thi.<i  country  and  which  was  imported  should  carry  a  duty  of  5i ' 
per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  Is  used  for  moth  balls,  I  will  say  to  the  Sen 
ator. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Menthol  is  also  used  extensively  as  a  medi 
dne. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  It  is  used  for  sprays  and  salves,  and  ban 
▼artoos  other  usee. 

Mr.  LA  Fl>LLETTE.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  I*.\  FOLLETTE.  I  desire  to  snpjrest  to  the  Senator  froni 
North  Carolina  that  perhaps  some  embryonic  manufacturer  or 
producer  thinks  he  might  go  Into  this  business  at  some  time  Iii 
the  future. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  am  quite  sure  if  there  is  any  idea  of  tha 
kind  in  the  mind  of  anybody  it  has  not  taken  tangible  form  u^ 
to  the  pruseot  time. 


Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EEX3E.  In  that  respect  it  is  in  a  somewhat  different 
position  from  sjnthetic  camphor,  for  the  manufacture  of  syn- 
thetic camphor  has  taken  very  tangible  form. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  not  talking  about  synthetic  camphor 
now.    I  am  talking  about  menthol. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  not  contended  that  there  is  any  pos- 
sibility of  manufacturing  synthetic  menthol,  is  there? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  There  is  none  that  I  have  heard  of.  I  do 
not  desire  to  enter  into  any  discussion.  I  am  willing  to  hare  a 
vote  upon  the  bare  statement  I  have  made. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Ail  I  want  to  say.  in  answer  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barklty],  is  that  we  are  making  synthetic 
menthol  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Why  put  the  rate  at  50  oents?  I  move  to 
reduce  it  to  30  cents. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  will  be  stated. 

The  CHmr  Clebk.  In  the  first  part  of  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  FoixmrB]  it  is  proposed 
to  strike  out  "  50  '  and  insert  "  30." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  state  the  price  for  which  menthol  sells? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  do  not  know  the  price  of  menthol. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  Senator  from  Utah 
state  the  selling  price  of  menthol  in  America? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  January  it  was  $4.25  to  $4.50 ;  In  April,  from 
$4.05  to  $4.35 ;  In  July,  from  $4  to  $4.50 ;  and  in  October  it  was 
from  $5.75  ta  $6. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  price  seems  to  fluctuate  a 
great  deal. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  fluctuated  in  four  months  from  $4.25  to  $5.75. 
I  suppose  demand  and  the  amount  on  hand  and  production 
entered  into  the  price. 

The  \^CE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  to  the , 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.     [Putting  the  ques' ' 
tion.]    The  ayes  seem  to  have  it 

Mr.  REED.     I  ask  for  a  division,  Mr.  President. 

The  question  being  put,  on  a  division  the  amendmmt  was 
agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
in  the  nature  of  a  sot>stitute  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  as 
amended  [putting  the  question]. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Please  let  the  amendment  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  I9  on  the  amendment 
as  amended. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  ask  for  a  division. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.     Let  the  amendment  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEINT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  amend- 
ment 

The  Chikp  Cuoix.  In  lieu  of  the  amendment  proposed  to  be 
ins^ted  by  the  committee  In  lines  20  to  22,  inclusive,  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  as  amended  proposes  to 
insNt  the  following : 

Pab.  62.  Menthol,  30  cents  per  pound ;  camphor,  crude,  aatoral  or 
synthetic,  1  cent  per  ponnd  ;  refined.  S  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  as  amended. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  it  was  understood  that  that 
amendment  would  be  divided. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Because  I  do  not  wish  to  attach  this  propo- 
sition to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  I  think 
the  vote  now  ought  to  be  upon  that  part  of  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  WLsconsln  relating  to  camphor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  a  separate 
vote?  The  Chair  hears  none.  The  question  Is  now  upon  the 
second  branch  of  the  amendment,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Cuouc.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  proposes  to 
insert,  in  lieu  of  the  part  of  the  committee  amendment  relating 
to  camphor,  the  following: 

Camphor,  crude,  natural  or  synthetic,  1  cent  per  pound ;  refined,  6 
cents  per  ponnd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
second  branch  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin. 


Mr.  SMOOT.    I  ask  for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the  second  branch  of  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  The  question  recurs  on  the  first 
branch  of  the  amendment  as  amended. 

The  first  branch  of  the  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  ta 

The  committee  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  next  amendment  is  on  i)age 
26,  with  reference  to  vanillin.  We  have  already  agreed  to  the 
amendment  putting  it  In  paragraph  28,  and  therefore,  in  con- 
formity with  that  action,  the  Senate  committee  amendmwit 
should  be  agreed  to  in  this  Instance. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  26,  in  peragrafA  61,  in  line  20, 
the  committee  proposes  to  stril^e  out  the  word  "  vanillin." 

The  \nCE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  if  the  amendments  which  we  are  passing  over  have 
all  l)een  agreed  to  or  are  there  some  amendments  on  pages 
whldj  we  have  passed  over  which  have  not  as  yet  been  agreed 
to? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  have  all  been  agreed  to  with  the  excep- 
tion of  paragraph  20,  covering  chalk  and  putty,  and  paragraphs 
27  and  28,  relating  to  American  valuation. 

Mr.  SMITH.  How  about  paragraph  55,  on  page  24,  covering 
coconut  oil,  and  so  forth? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  Is  no  committee  amendment  to  the 
coconut-oil  item. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  understand  the  committee  proposes  an  amend- 
ment In  that  paragrai>h,  and  I  wondered  if  the  committee 
amendment  had  been  agreed  to.    It  Is  on  page  24. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  paragraph  55  the  rate  on  coconut  oil  has 
been  left  at  2  cents  a  pound.  There  Is  no  committee  amend- 
ment to  that  item,  but  there  was  a  committee  umeudment  as  to 
soybean  oil. 

That  is  what  I  have  reference  to. 
That  has  been  agreed  to. 
Just  as  It  Is? 
Yes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  will  permit 
me,  there  was  an  amendment  that  was  suggested  by  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  which  has  not  come  up  yet  because  of  the  fact  that 
Individual  amendment.s  are  not  as  yet  in  order. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  was  an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
substilBte. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  So  far  as  the  committee  amendments  are  con- 
cerned, paragraph  55  has  been  agreed  to,  but  when  the  8ub.sti- 
tute  is  offt-red  for  paragraphs  54  and  55  the  item  which  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  in  mind  will  be  considered. 

Mr.  SMITH.  So  that  there  will  be  a  substitute  offered  cov- 
ering the  oils  mentioned  in  the  paragraph  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred and  other  related  items? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  am  quite  sure  there  will  be. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Very  welL 

The  VICE  PRESIDEINT.  The  next  amendment  passed  over 
will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clebk.  In  paragraph  205  (a),  on  page  37,  line  6, 
after  the  word  "calcined,"  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "$1.40" 
and  insert  "  $3,"  so  as  to  read : 

Plaster  rock  or  gypsum,  ground  or  calcined,  $3  i)er  ton. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reptirted  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  COPEIJ^ND.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  that  the  parlia- 
mentary situation  exists  which  now  prevails,  because  what  I 
desire  to  say  relates  more  to  crude  gypsiun  than  to  the  calcined. 
However,  the  two  subjects  are  interrelated  in  such  a  way  that 
it  is  impossible  to  consider  one  without  considering  the  other. 

I  want  Senators  to  recall  the  fact  that  in  the  existing  law  in 
paragraph  214,  earthy  or  mineral  substances  wholly  or  partly 
manufactured  are  taxed  at  30  per  cent  ad  valorem.  When  the 
act  of  192*2  was  passed  crude  gyi»sum  was  being  imported  in  con- 
sideruble  quantity  from  Canada ;  that  is  to  say,  it  was  shipped 
in  exactly  as  it  came  out  of  the  mine.  Shortly.  howevH*.  there 
was  formed  a  combination  of  certain  American  manufacturers 
and  Canadian  mine  owners  under  which  they  worked  In  har- 
mony, and  as  a  result  of  that  arrangement  crude  gypsum  was 
taken  out  of  the  mines  in  Canada  and  put  through  crushers,  so 
that  it  came  to  the  United  'States  partly  manufactured. 


Mr.  SMITH. 
Mr.  SMOOT. 
Mr.  SMITH. 
Mr.  SMOOT. 


The  matter  was  brought  to  my  attention  a  long  time  ago,  be- 
cause we  have  large  g3rpeum  mines  in  my  State.  There  are  also 
gypsum  mines  in  Michigan.  In  Ohio,  in  Iowa,  and  in  other  States 
of  the  West.  So  this  is  a  matter  of  into^est  to  Senators  from 
a  number  of  States.  It  was  brought  to  my  attention  t)ecause  of 
the  economic  situation  which  arose  by  reason  of  the  coml4na- 
tlon  of  manufacturers  and  mine  owners.  As  the  result  of  this 
combination  several  of  the  establishments  in  the  State  of  New 
York  were  put  out  of  business,  and  there  was  and  continues  to 
be  much  unemployment  among  gj-psum  miners  and  gypsum 
operators. 

The  matter  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Treasury ;  the 
provision  of  the  1922  law  was  called  to  the  attention  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  At  one  time  an  order  was  issued  by 
the  Treasury  placing  a  tax  of  30  per  cent  upon  the  manufac- 
tured gyi)sum,  but  that  order  was  reviewed  later  by  the  Treas- 
ury Department,  and  crude  gypsum  was  left  upon  the  free  list 
Not  only  was  the  crude  gjrpeum  so  Included,  but  also  that  which 
came  out  of  the  mines  and  which  was  partly  manufactured. 

Mr.  President,  the  situation  Is  such  that  unlesw  there  can  be 
placed  upon  crude  and  partly  manufactured  gypsum  a  tariff 
rate  such  as  was  contemplated  by  the  act  of  1922  and  discussed 
since  that  time,  great  hard.^hlp  is  going  to  be  Imposed  upon  a 
number  of  States  of  the  Union. 

The  only  Interest  in  the  world  I  have  in  an  increase  in  the 
tariff  up<m  ground  or  calcined  gypsum,  the  rate  on  wbldi  It  is 
proposed  to  Increase  from  $1.40  to  $3  per  ton,  is  that  there  may 
be  no  temptation,  if  a  tariff  shall  be  placed  upon  crude  gyi>sum, 
for  the  American  manufacturers  now  in  combination  with  the 
Canadian  miners  to  go  to  Canada  and  make  the  pn>duct  there. 

So  I  do  think  that  an  increase  perhaps  to  $2  a  tun  might  bs 
justified ;  but  I  plead  with  the  S«iate  to  place  a  tariff  of  $1.40 
upon  crude  gypsum  In  order  that  this  industry  may  be  pre- 
served. 

All  you  have  to  do  is  to  look  at  the  importations  for  tha 
argument  You  will  find  that  the  Importations  of  crude  gyp- 
sum have  gone  up  until  they  now  amount  to,  I  think,  about 
$5,000,000  worth  per  year,  while  the  imiwrtatlons  of  ground 
and  calcined  gypsum  are  almost  negligible. 

I  do  not  know — and  I  appeal  to  the  Senator  from  Utah, 
now — what  Is  the  t>est  way  to  haii'Ue  this  matter  from  a  par- 
liamentary standpoint.  It  would  be  contrary  to  our  agree- 
ment, would  it  not,  and  impossible,  to  present  an  amendment 
such  as  I  should  like  to  do.  to  place  after  the  word  "  gypsum." 
on  line  4,  the  word  "  crude,"  so  as  to  read,  "  Plaster  rock  or 
gypsum,  crude,  ground  or  calcined,  $1.40,"  or  whatever  we 
might  say,  "  per  ton,"  or,  if  we  are  going  to  increase  the  rate 
upon  the  ground  or  calcined  gj-psum,  so  that  we  may  gay, 
"  Plaster  rock  or  gyiKum,  ground  or  calcined,  $2  per  ton ;  crude, 
$1.40  per  ton"? 

How  can  it  be  best  handled?  Crude  gj-psum  Is  now  on  the 
free  list;  and  here  is  a  proposal  to  increase  very  materially  the 
rate  upon  ground  and  calcined  gypsum,  a  rate  that  Is  not 
needed  nearly-  to  the  extent  that  it  is  needed  for  the  protection 
of  the  crude  gypsum. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  S«iator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  do. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  crude  and 
the  calcined  gyjpsum  never  have  carried  the  same  rate  of  duty. 
There  ought  to  be  a  differential.  Crude  gypsum  Is  on  tbe  tree 
list  now.  Of  course,  we  can  not  take  up  the  free  list  until  we 
reach  it,  under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement  The  only 
thing  we  can  do  now,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  is  either  to  agree  to 
or  reject  the  committee  amendment  on  plaster  rock  or  gypeum, 
ground  or  calcined,  and  then,  when  we  reach  the  free  list,  take 
that  up  at  that  time. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  am  satisfied,  for  my  part,  if  we  can 
have  an  understanding  that  when  we  come  to  the  free  list  the 
matter  may  be  dealt  with  on  Its  merits.  I  should  be  satisfied 
to  do  exactly  what  the  Seiuitor  from  Utah  says;  but  I  do  at 
the  proper  time  desire  to  present  and  I  know  Senators  from 
other  States  are  in  the  same  position,  a  plea  for  protection  to 
be  given  to  crude  gypsum. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  When  we  reach  that  Item  of  the  free  list,  of 
course,  the  Senator  can  make  any  motion  that  he  desires,  I 
will  say  that  there  are  other  Senators  who  have  the  same 
thought  that  the  Senator  has  in  relation  to  crude  gypsum ;  but 
this,  of  course,  Is  calcined  and  ground  gyiisum. 

Now  I  want  to  make  Just  a  brief  statement  as  to  the  reasons 
for  the  action  of  the  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  for  that  purpose? 
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Mr.  COPELAND.    I  rtdd  for  tliat  purpoM. 

Mr.  gMOOT.  Mr.  Prrsident.  the  reMon  for  the  chaDfe  li  nn 
followi : 

A  cotopftriann  of  mIm  of  dumestlc  ground  and  cmldned  gji^ 
ram  with  ihe  tmporta  of  the  «ame  matprlal  daring  the  last  few 
^^eftn  abowii  that  Imports  have  been  an  insignificant  factor  in 
the  competitive  trade.  However,  It  In  anderi«tood  that  plants 
are  being  developed  at  San  Marcos  Island,  in  the  Qulf  of  Cali- 
fornia, "or  calcining  crtide  gypHum  and  supplying  tbe  western 
markets  with  tlie  finished  material.  The  increased  duty  pro- 
po!ied  by  the  S(>nate  Finance  Committee  will  protect  manufac 
tarers  in  tbe  Western  States  against  imports  of  calcined  gyp 
sum  from  tbis  source. 

Planter  rock  or  gypsum,  when  heated  to  about  200  d^rees, 
loees  three-fourtlis  of  its  combined  water  content  and  becomes 
wltat  is  known  as  calcined  gypeum  or  plaster  of  Paris.  Large 
quantities  of  calcined  gypsum  are  produced  in  the  United  States 
and  used  1:.  the  manufacture  of  wall  plaster,  plaster  l>oard,  tiles, 
building  blocks,  and  for  plate-glass  beds,  pottery,  and  so  forth 

Mr.  President,  the  reason  for  the  increase  in  this  Item  was 
the  competition  from  Lower  California.  They  ship  gypeuni 
rock  by  water  and  land  it  at  all  of  tbe  western  ports  at  a  rate 
that  makes  it  absolutely  impossible,  so  we  are  told  by  those 
who  are  producing  it  In  the  West,  to  compete  with  tho«e  impor 
tationa.  That  is  all  there  is  to  say  about  it,  in  my  opinion 
That  is  the  reaiH>n  that  is  given.  All  of  the  Western  States  tha^ 
produce  it  are  deeply  interested  in  the  item. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  tlK  Senatoi 
whether  the  freight  or  carrying  charges  are  as  much  as  |1.0( 
a  ton?  That  represents  the  increase,  and  tliat  would  seem  oul 
of  reason. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  it  is  that  amount  If  it  were, 
then  there  would  be  no  necessity  of  much  of  an  increase ;  bul 
they  have  a  very,  very  low  rate.  In  other  words,  they  can  shii 
gypsum  rock  from  the  port  at  San  Marcos  Island,  Lower  Call 
fomla,  to  all  of  the  ports  of  entry  on  the  Pacific  coast,  includin« 
Portland.  Greg.,  at  a  lower  rate  than  the  rock  can  be  shipped 
75  miles  to  the  plants  which  are  making  calcined  gypeum  at  tltf 
present  time. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    In  the  western  territory? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  the  western  territory.  You  will  find  it  in 
Nevada — in  fact,  the  greatest  plant  that  I  know  of  in  the  West 
is  in  Nevada — and  yon  will  find  it  in  the  rest  of  the  States, 
particularly  California;  and,  so  far  as  that  Is  c<mcerned,  the 
rates  that  are  given  on  tbe  crude  gypsum,  certainly,  are 
virtually  going  to  put  them  out  of  business,  it  seems  to  me. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Is  this  the  gypsum  that  enters  the  uppei 
Ml^ssippi  Valley  trade? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  of  it  used  where 
Idaster  board  and  pottery  is  used.  That  is  where  the  great 
bulk  of  it  is  n.<«ed. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  might  suggest  that  a  great  deal  of  plaster 
board  Is  now  used  in  building  operations  in  the  Ulster  Aiissi^ 
slppi  Valley. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    They  would  use  a  part  of  this  gypsum. 

Mr.  HLAINE.  And  this  would  add  |1.60  to  that  use  over 
the  present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  $1.60  a  ton. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  was  inquiring  whether  or  not  this  western 
product  entered  the  trade  in  the  upper  MissisRlppl  Valley. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  I  am  quite  sure  it  would  not  go  that  far, 
Mr.  President.  It  could  not.  Tbe  freight  rate  would  be  pro- 
hiMUre. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  fact  that  gypsum  is  used 
to  a  very  large  extent  as  a  fertlllier — as  a  land  {faster,  as  it  is 
called. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  does  not  mean  calcined  gypeum 
That  is  the  crude  gypsum. 

Mr.  ODDIE.    The  crude  gypeum. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  is  tlie  calcined  gypsum,  the  product  that 
Is  turned  out  when  65  per  cent  of  the  water  has  been  removed 
from  It;  but  they  take  the  crude  gypsum  and  grind  it  and 
then  use  It  as  fertiliser . 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Then  tliat  will  come  in  under  the  other  classifl 
cation? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No;  some  of  it  would  fall  under  tlUs  paragrai^ 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield  to  the  Senator  firom  Kentucky? 

Mr.  ODDIE.     I  do. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  mtggcst  to  tlie  Senator  that  this  gypsum 
wed  for  fertiliser  purposes  is  ground. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Tea;  that  is  right 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  Therefore  it  is  ground,  as  far  as  tbe  im- 
ports are  concerned,  after  it  gets  Into  tbe  United  States.  Prac- 
tically all  the  gypsum  that  is  imported  Is  crude.  It  is  both 
ground  and  calcined  after  it  arrivcH  in  tbe  United  States. 

The  Imports  of  ground  and  caidned  gypsum  are  less  than 
one-fifth  of  1  per  cent  of  the  dumentic  production.  So  the  Sena- 
tor is  correct  in  stating  that  the  ground  gypsum  is  largely  uf«d 
as  fertilizer  in  tbe  United  States. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  told.  Mr.  President,  that  a  very,  vwy 
small  percentage  of  it  indeed  Is  used  fur  fertiliztv. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  the  use  of 
gypsum  for  fertilizer  will  be  very  much  increa.sed  in  the  future ; 
and  if  this  protection  is  votetl,  numbers  of  the  gypsum-producing 
plants  in  the  United  States  can  continue  operation.  That  means 
that  the  farming  interests  will  have  the  advantage  of  a  closer 
source  of  gypsum  in  many  cases. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  there? 

Mr.  ODDIE.     Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  amount  of  imported  ground  or  calcined 
gypsum — which  is  the  only  kind  tliat  comes  in  competition  now 
with  the  American  prmluct — is  less  than  one-fifth  of  1  per  cent 
of  the  gypsum  ground  and  calcined  in  the  United  States.  Prac- 
tically all  this  gypsum  comes  in  raw,  and  it  is  treated  after  it 
comes  Into  the  United  States,  which,  of  course,  employs  Ameri- 
can capital  and  labor;  but  there  is  not  enough  of  this  ground  or 
calcined  gypsum  ctiming  in  now  to  offer  any  comi')etltion  to  speak 
of  with  the  American  ground  and  calcined  gypsum. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  some  of  the  producers  that  I 
know  of  do  not  altogether  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
In  this  matter. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  want  to  add  further  that  the  crude  prod- 
uct comes  in  on  the  free  list.  Those  who  are  engaged  in  grind- 
ing and  calcining  gypsum  in  this  country  are  al>le  to  import  it 
free  of  duty.  At  present  it  enjoys  a  duty  of  $1.40  a  ton  after 
it  Is  ground  and  calcined.  Notwith.standing  that  the  raw  ma- 
terial comes  in  free,  the  committee  has  added  $1.60  a  ton  to  the 
ground  and  calcined  gypsum. 

It  strikes  me  that  in  view  of  the  importation  of  this  raw 
material  on  the  free  list,  and  tlie  further  fact  that  the  domestic 
production  has  increa.«e<l  during  the  last  five  or  six  years,  there 
certainly  is  no  good  reason  why  there  should  be  an  increase  of 
$1.60,  which  is  an  increase  of  over  100  per  cent,  in  the  tariff. 

Mr.  I'lTTMAN.  Mr.  President,  this  whole  matter  is  very 
largely  a  local  matter.  As  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Shoot],  California  is  the  great  market  for  this  gypsum. 
The  large  city  of  Los  Angeles  and  the  surrounding  country  of 
course  constitute  a  market. 

There  are  two  supplies  of  gypsum,  both  of  them  in  a  desert 
country.  They  are  in  the  desert  country  of  Lower  California, 
Mexico,  and  they  are  in  the  desert  areas  of  eastern  California, 
Nevada,  Arizona,  New  Mexico.  Colorado,  and  Utah.  It  is 
typically  a  desert  product.  As  I  say,  the  market  for  all  of  these 
deposits  is  at  Los  Angeles  and  San  Francisco  and  those  large 
cities. 

In  Lower  California  they  are  on  the  water.  Tliey  have  peon 
labor,  Mexican  labor.  Of  course,  they  do  not  calcine  the  gjp- 
sum  in  Lower  California,  because  to  do  that  they  would  require 
more  or  less  skilled  labor.  They  would  also  require  fuel.  But 
they  throw  the  rock  into  tramp  steamers,  and  it  costs  almost 
nothing  to  bring  it  to  Los  Angeles  and  San  Francisco,  whereas 
all  these  other  depo(<its  that  I  know  of  or  have  heard  of  have 
rail  tran-sportatlon,  which  is  two  or  there  times  as  high  as  water 
transportation.  The  labor  cost  in  the  gypsum  mines  with  which 
I  am  acquainted  is  $5  a  day  per  miner  for  8  hours.  The 
wages  at  a  gypsum  mine  right  across  the  line  in  Mexico  are 
$1.21  a  day. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Is  the  Senator  speaking  now  of  the  crude 
gypsum? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  am  speaking  of  the  crude  gypsum;  and 
I  thank  the  Senator  for  calling  my  attention  to  the  fact  that 
it  is  not  shipped  as  calcined  gypsum.  I  think  the  word  "  crude  " 
should  be  Inserted  after  tbe  word  *'  gypsum  "— "  plaster  rock  or 
gypsum,  crude,  ground  or  calcined." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  the  Senator  will  recall  that  crude 
gypsum  is  now  coming  in  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     Exactly ;  and  I  want  to  take  it  off. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  are  con- 
siderable imports  of  crude  gypsum.  We  produced  last  year 
nearly  five  and  a  half  million  short  tons  of  domestic  crude 
gypsum,  and  imported  918,000  tons;  so  that,  compared  to  the 
domestic  production  of  crude  gypsum,  the  imports  are  fairly 
large.  But  as  compared  to  the  dtmestic  production  of  ground 
or  calcined  gypsum  there  are  no  imports  to  speak  of;  only 
about  2,000  tons,  which  la  less  than  (me-flfth  of  1  per  cent. 
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Mr.  PITTMAN.  That  is  what  I  say.  Undoubtedly  this 
whole  prcq^cwltlon  is  to  protect  the  western  section  of  this  coun- 
try, when  we  get  down  to  It.  None  of  this  gypsum  out  on  the 
west  coast  ever  comes  east,  because  the  railroad  transportation 
would  not  permit  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  To  admit  the  crude  gypsum  free  of  duty, 
and  then  put  an  almost  prohibitive  tarill  on  the  ground  and 
calcined  gypsum,  does  not  help  the  western  mining  situation. 
That  might  be  remedied  to  some  extent  by  a  tariff  on  the  crude, 
but  it  certainly  is  not  helped  by  a  tariff  on  the  ground  and 
calcined. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  what  we  do  when  we  get  to  the  free 
list 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  We  can  not  deal  with  the  crude  now,  be- 
cause there  is  no  amendment  affecting  it.  I  certainly  feel  that 
there  is  no  ground  for  increasing  the  tariff  on  ground  or  cal- 
cined gypsum,  which  goes  into  the  manufacture  of  a  wide  circle 
of  commodities  in  this  country,  not  only  including  fertilizer, 
but  plaster  t>oards,  and  it  Is  also  used  as  an  ingredient  in  the 
cement  Industry. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  realize  that,  and  as  far  as  the  gypsum  in 
the  western  country  is  concerned,  where  it  comes  in  competition 
with  the  crude  from  Mexico,  the  duty  has  to  be  on  the  crude  in 
order,  to  give  any  protection.  As  I  understand  from  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah,  when  we  get  down  to  the  proper  place,  that 
amendment  can  be  offered. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the  Senator 
from  Utah,  if  he  thought  that  crude  ought  to  be  placed  on  the 
dutiable  list  so  as  to  justify  this  increase  of  $1.60  in  the  cal- 
cined and  ground,  why  did  not  the  committee  do  that  Instead 
of  making  it  necessary  to  offer  such  an  amendment  on  the  floor? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Because  there  was  a  majority  of  the  committee 
that  did  not  take  that  view. 

Mr.  BARKIjEY.  So  the  majority  of  the  committee  was  in 
favor  of  leaving  crude  on  the  free  list,  but  desired  to  more  tlian 
double  the  tariff  on  tlie  finished  product  - 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  say  this :  That  there  was  a  majority 
for  the  increase,  but  there  was  just  a  majority. 

Mr.  BARIiLEY.     I  say,  there  was  a  majority  for  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLF]Y.    I  did  not  say  it  was  unanimous. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  it  would  seem  that  as  para- 
graph 205  is  under  consideration,  paragraph  205  is  subject  to 
amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  An  agreement  was  entered  into 
that  committee  amendments  should  all  be  disposed  of,  and  then 
individual  amendments  might  be  proposed.  Of  course,  if  the 
Senator  wishes  to  propose  an  amendment  to  the  amendment  of 
the  committee  it  would  be  in  order  at  this  time. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  only  amendment  I  wish  to  offer  Is  as  to 
the  "  $3."  It  does  not  seem  quite  broad  enough  to  reach  my 
point.    I  will  offer  an  amendment  at  the  proiwr  time. 

Mr.  COPEI^ND.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I  am  in  perfect 
harmony  with  tlie  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  PrrrMXN],  be- 
cause my  thought  Is  that  the  calcined  ought  to  be  at  a  lesser 
rate  than  $3,  but  certainly  crude  should  be  put  at  about  $1.40 
a  ton.  There  is  every  justification  for  it.  In  paragraph  203, 
limestone,  crude  or  crushed  but  not  pulverized,  is  given  a  rate 
of  5  cents  per  hundred  pounds.  That  is  a  dollar  a  ton.  In 
paragraph  207  clays  or  earths  are  given  a  rate  of  $1  a  ton.  So 
we  are  justified  in  asking  that  this  rate  be  fixed  as  suggested. 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah,  in  charge  of  the 
bill,  If  he  could  not  let  this  item  go  over  unacted  upon  until  we 
come  to  the  Item  of  the  crude  product? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  course,  we  could  let  it  go  over ;  but  I  gave 
notice  that  I  wanted  to  have  the  Senate  pass  upon  amendments 
as  they  were  reached.  If  we  took  the  crude  and  put  a  duty 
upon  it.  when  we  reached  that  paragraph,  there  could  be  a 
reconsideration  or  a  reservation  to  have  a  vote  upon  It  in 
the  Senate,  which  would  be  all  that  would  be  neces.sary. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  why  could  we  not  pass  upon 
this  amendment  now  and,  if  It  Is  defeated,  have  an  understand- 
ing that  If  later  on  we  put  a  tariff  on  the  crude  we  could 
reconsider  the  vote  as  to  this  paragraph  so  as  to  add  a  duty  to 
the  calcined  and  ground,  if  necessary. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  What  I  thought  was  this:  I  believe  that  the 
Senate  is  going  to  put  a  duty  on  the  crude.  But  why  not  agree 
to  this,  reserving  the  right  to  have  a  vote  in  the  Senate,  and 
then  when  we  come  to  consider  the  crude,  if  It  still  remains 
on  the  free  list,  we  can  have  another  vote  on  this  Item? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  going  to  talk  further  about  it.  but 
It  seems  to  me,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  is  no  tariff  on 
crude,  the  logical  thing  would  be  to  disagree  to  this  amend- 
ment and  then.  If  there  is  a  tariff  put  on  the  crude,  come  back 
to  this  and  put  tbe  duty  on  this  article. 


LXXI- 


^24 


Mr.  SMOOT.  I  would  rather  handle  It  In  tbe  way  we  bare 
suggested,  and  I  would  say  to  the  Senator  that  we  will  have 
another  vote  on  it  if  we  leave  crude  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  so  far  as  I  am  ooncerne<l, 
I  should  never  vote  for  one  penny  of  Increase  on  the  ground 
or  calcined  gypsum  unless  crude  gypsum  were  placed  on  the 
protected  list 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  the  Saiator  has  to  do  Is  to  reserve  tbe 
right  to  a  vote  when  we  reach  that,  and  it  Is  decided,  and  we 
can  take  it  up  later. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  reserve  the  right  to  do  two  things — to 
offer  an  amendm^it  to  put  crude  on  the  protected  list,  and  also 
I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to  take  this  protection  off  the 
calcined  if  the  crude  is  not  taken  care  of.  With  that  under- 
standing, I  am  perfectly  satisfied  to  let  this  amendment  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  GOPF.  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah 
to  state,  so  that  I  can  understand — as  I  was  called  out  of  the 
Chamber — whether  he  stated  to  the  Senator  from  New  York 
that  this  was  not  the  time  when  he  desired  to  have  amendments 
offered  to  the  provisions  of  the  bill  other  than  the  amendments 
that  had  already  l)een  proposed  by  the  Senate  committee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  was  the  understanding  we  had. 

Mr.  OOPF.  So  that  all  other  amendments  now  are  passed 
over? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  wiU  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  Tlie  next  amendment  was,  on  page  38,  line 
11,  where  the  committee  prt^xjsed  to  strike  out  "|2.60"  and 
insert  In  lieu  thereof  "  $1.60,"  so  as  to  read : 

China  day^or  kaolin,  $1.50  per  ton. 

Tbe  amendment  has  been  heretofore  agreed  to,  but  the  vote 
was  recon.sidere<i  on  motion. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Soutli  Dakota 
[Mr.  McMasteb]  is  Interested  in  this  schedule.  I  have  not  seen 
him  personally  to-day,  and  I  do  not  know  what  his  desires  are ; 
but  I  have  been  trying  to  get  In  touch  with  his  office  to  find 
out  whether  he  could  be  here,  and  I  have  found  that  he  can  not 
be  here  to-day  on  account  of  the  serious  illness  of  his  wife.  I 
do  not  know,  because  I  have  not  been  in  touch  with  the  Senator 
as  to  the  matter,  just  what  he  wants  done  or  what  part  he  wants 
to  take  In  the  debate  on  this  schedule;  but  under  the  clrctun- 
stances  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  can  take  up  something 
else.  I  can  not  make  any  promise  that  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  will  be  here  to-morrow ;  I  have  no  information  on  the 
subject;  and,  of  course,  I  can  not  ask  that  the  matter  go  over 
Indefinitely,  but  In  the  case  of  sickness  in  the  Senator's  family 
it  seems  to  me  we  should  not  take  up  an  item  in  which  he  is 
particularly  Interested. 

It  may  be  that  the  wife  of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  Is 
In  such  condition  that  he  could  have  been  here  to-day  If  he  had 
known  this  matter  was  coming  up.  His  office  asked  that  It  be 
put  over  If  possible.  I  noticed  the  Senator  was  not  here  and 
made  the  inquiry.  Of  course,  he  can  not  ask  for  indefinite  post- 
ponement, and  he  would  not  do  that ;  but  it  may  be  that  tbe  con- 
dition of  hLs  wife  is  such  that  he  could  leave  her  if  he  knew  that 
this  schedule  was  to  be  reached.  I  think  if  we  let  it  go  over 
until  to-morrow,  with  the  understanding  that  it  t>e  taken  up 
at  that  time,  the  Senator  can  be  notified,  and  that  would  be 
satisfactory.  The  senior  Senator  from  South  Dakota  Is  now  in 
the  Chamber,  and  I  would  like  to  ask  him  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  if  the  matter 
went  ovw  for  two  days  it  would  be  almost  a  certainty  tliat  my 
colleague  would  he  here. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  What  is  it  in  particular  that  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  wants  put  over? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  not  anything  particularly  in  mind  about 
which  I  am  asking  for  delay.  I  am  only  making  this  suggestion 
because  it  seems  to  me  that  if  the  Senate  were  informed  as  to  the 
facts  I  have  stated  they  would  not  take  this  matter  up,  and  the 
office  of  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  has  indicated  that  they 
would  prefer  that  It  not  be  taken  up. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  What  particular  item  has  the  Senator  in 
mind? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  not  any  particular  Item  in  mind.  It  la 
the  whole  schedule  in  general  I  am  talking  about 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  informed  tliat  tbe  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  is  very  deeply  interested  In  the  glass  para- 
graph and  the  amendment  to  that  paragraph. 

Mr.  COUZBNS.    Are  we  n(;t  now  considering  paragraph  207? 
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Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes :  we  have  Jiwt  reached  para^ntiph  207. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  Senator  frnm  Oeor^a  [Mr.  GeomeI  Is 
prepared  to  go  abend  with  paragrai>b  207,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  will  Interfere  with  the  wishes  of  the  Senator  from  Scath 
Dakota. 

Mr.  N0RRI8.  If  we  take  no  vote,  I  suppose  it  would  make 
DO  difference. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  would  not  want  to  take  It  op  If  we  had  to 
go  back  to  take  a  Tote  on  It. 

Mr.  COrZENS.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  would  be  interested  in  this.  It  deuls  purely  with  clay 
and  baa  nothing  to  do  with  the  i>ottery  bu^tlnesa. 

Mr.  NOKRIH.  It  would  be  my  ld(>a  that  he  would  not  be 
intereated  in  that  and  that  we  might  ko  ahead. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  queKtion  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendmt'nt  on  page  38,  line  11,  which  lias  been  stated. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  make  a  statement 
before  any  oboerratlon  is  made  in  regard  to  the  pending  amend- 
ment. Concerning  the  Tot«>  on  the  synthetic  camphor  amend- 
ment, I  am  infomwd  by  the  derk  at  the  desk  that  the  division 
on  the  amendment  recommended  l)y  the  committee  retaining  the 
rate  of  6  centa  per  pound,  the  duty  in  the  present  law,  showed 
the  vote  to  be  very  doae,  and  in  view  of  that  fact  and  the  fact 
that  only  about  half  of  the  membership  of  the  Senate  voted.  I 
give  notice  that  I  will  ask  for  a  vote  in  the  Senate  on  that  item. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  the  pending  amendment  was 
reached  the  other  day.  and  it  would  have  been  taken  up,  I  be- 
lieve, on  Saturday  bad  not  the  senior  Senator  from  North  Caro 
Una  [Mr.  Simiio:«8)  aaked  that  the  matter  be  carried  over  until 
he  could  be  present. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  simply  desired  to  have  it 
go  over  in  order  that  I  might  look  a  little  further  into  it.  I  am 
entirely  satisfied  with  the  presentation  of  the  matter  by  the 
Senator  from  Georgia.     His  views  are  similar  to  mine. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  the  duty  on  kaolin,  or  china 
clay,  in  the  act  of  1897  was  12.50  per  ton.  By  the  tct  of  1909 
the  same  duty  was  continued — namely.  $2.25  a  ton.  In  the  tariff 
act  of  1913  the  doty  was  reduced  to  $1.25  a  ton,  but  In  the  act 
of  1922.  tbe  present  law.  the  duty  was  increased  to  $2.50  a  too. 

The  House  bill,  which  we  are  now  considering,  fixed  a  duty 
on  kaolin,  or  china  clay,  at  $2.50  per  ton.  as  in  existing  law. 

The  Senate  committee  proposes  an  amendment  reducing  tlie 
duty  tmm  $2.50  to  $1.50  per  ton.  The  producers  of  china  clay 
in  the  United  States  appeared  before  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee,  and  ah*©  liefore  the  Finance  Committee,  and  asked 
for  an  Increase  In  duty  to  $3.75  per  ton.  They  asked  for  an 
increase  over  existing  law.  The  action  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  has  already  been  Indicate*!. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a 
few  facts  about  this  particular  pnxlnct.  Prior  to  the  war  the 
imports  of  china  clay,  or  kaolin,  produced  principally  In  Great 
Hritflin.  greatly  exceeded  the  production  In  our  country.  In 
some  years  the  imports  were  twice  the  domestic  production,  but 
with  the  coming  of  the  war  and  thereafter  the  domestic  produc- 
tion has  gained  over  the  imports.  Thongh  the  imports  of  china 
clay  are  yet  considerable,  a  table  prepare<l  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission illustrates,  I  think,  the  trend  of  production  and  of  im- 
ports of  china  clay  for  the  period  from  1914  to  1928.  I  ask  that 
this  table  may  be  ln.<4erte<I  in  the  Record. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  table  Is  as  follows : 

Comp«rUc»  of  iomtttie  chimm  elaw  or  kaolin  $o'i  4m  the  V»Ued  Btote* 
with  tmportt  of  thU  commodity.  J»H-t9t8 


T«w 


Duuicstic  kftoUn  or  rhina  dsy 
■MrkK*d  in  Um  Uiiit«d  Sut«s 


Qiuolity 
(abort 
tow) 


VaIim 


Imports  o(  ckioA  day 


.\verage  Quantity 
prK«  per      (short 
ton  tons) 


tS4.\  151 

781.143 
1.075.730 
l.a63,7» 

i.4aa.s2» 

1. 47\  6S1 
a,)»\4U7 
1. 57«.  1« 
2.34e.(M5 

3.iar.25s 

S,  230. 719 

a.  771, ,-« 

t,M>9.83« 


VthM 


$5.ao 

S.M 
&36 

113 
&13 
9.S5 
10.68 
9.70 
8.51 
fc« 
&95 
8.77 
SL73 


*  Not  vnMbio. 


S38.088 

aue.  133 

2A3.707 
341. 02» 
168,100 
180,303 
XI.  SSI 
lfi2.906 
310. 137 
313,307 
363,134 
37X552 
398,319 
09. 914 
307.308 


$1.«27.43S 
1. 1S2.778 
1.3M^«84 

usia^Too 

1.183.340 

1,985.  an 

1.546.3S5 
3.983.420 
3.0««.in 
3,188.4M 
3,196.094 
3,4M,1»4 

%mr.m 


Avorags 

foreign 

price  per 

too 


$5.88 

Sl51 
&22 
9l46 
6lM 
ML  88 
9.8A 
9.49 
9.50 
9.75 
9.03 
8.58 
a79 

aas 
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Mr.  GEORGE.  I  widi  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  in 
1614  the  domestic  kaolin  marketed  in  the  United  States 
a  nuunted  to  150.000  short  tons,  in  round  numbers,  while  the 
Imported  china  clay  amounted  to  328,000  short  tons,  still  using 
rfund  numbers. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does   the   Senator  from  (Jeorgia 

eid  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  GKORGE.     I  yield. 

.Mr.  COUZENS.  While  the  Senator  Is  referring  to  the  table,  I 
wonder  If  he  could  tell  u.s  the  difference  in  price  between  the 
I^iported  and  domestic  clay? 

Mr.  GP:<  HK;e.    IX»en  the  Senator  mean  at  the  present  time? 

Mr.  COUZENS.    At  the  time  the  figures  cover. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  can.  The  table  contains  that  Information, 
abd  I  shall  be  glad  to  give  it. 

For  the  year  1914  the  average  price  of  the  domestic  clay  was 
$k60,  while  the  average  price  of  the  foreign  clay  or  English 
c  ay  was  $6.88.    I  do  not  Intend  to  refer  to  each  of  the  years,  so 

will  now  go.  for  Instance,  to  the  year  1918. 

In  that  year  the  domestic  production  was  179,000  short  tons, 
ii  n)und  numbers.  The  average  price  was  .$8.12  per  short  ton. 
Ill  the  same  year  the  Imports  were  168,000  short  tons.  Of 
c<  turse,  the  war  was  on  and  Engli.sh  shipping  was  very  greatly 
circumscribed.  In  1918  the  average  price  of  foreign  clay  was 
$*  1.86  per  ton.  Going  beyond  the  war  years  to  1920,  for  in- 
stance, the  domestic  production  was  268,000  tons  and  the  aver- 
age price  $10.68  per  short  ton,  while  the  imports  in  1920  were 
3fl,000  tons,  in  round  numbers,  and  the  price  of  the  English 
clay  was  $9.86  per  short  ton. 

tin  1921  the  domestic  production  fell  to  162,000  tons.  In  round 
ntinibers,  and  the  price  to  $9.70  per  short  ton,  while  the  im- 
ports amounted  to  only  162,000  tons  and  the  price  was  $9.49 
p<  (r  ton.  Following  each  year  from  1921  on  down  to  the  present 
ti  tne  the  domestic  production  has  gradually  increased  while  the 
triports  have  lilcewise  increased. 

In  1927— and  these  are  the  latest  authentic  figures  I  have — 
tie  domestic  production  amounted  to  454.215  short  tons,  the 
a  rerage  price  of  the  domestic  clay  was  $8.39  per  short  ton,  and 
ir  the  same  year  the  imports  were  339.014  short  tons  and  the 
average  price  was  $8.66  per  short  ton.  Those  are  the  figures 
t(.  r  1927. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  about  85.000  tons  of  the  clays  used 
uiually  in  the  manufacture  of  cement  and  refractories,  and 
a  xmt  35,000  tons  of  clays  in  the  rubber  and  paint  Industries. 
L  ttle,  if  any,  of  the  ImiKtrted  clay  having  similar  character- 
is  tics,  but  competitive  in  price,  is  imported.  In  other  words,  of 
tie  total  imports  there  are  approximately  85,000  plus  35,000 
t<  ns,  or  roughly  25  per  cent  of  the  entire  domestic  consumption 
01  clays,  that  are  In  no  sense  competitive;  that  Is  to  say,  the 
t(  reign  clay.s  are  not  competitive  with  25  per  cent  of  the  domes- 
tl:»lly  produced  clays. 

Mr.  SMITH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
y  eld  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr  SMITH.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  who  is  tbe 
author  of  the  figures  he  is  quoting? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    These  come  from  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  SMITR    I  have  tried  to  follow  the  Senator! 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  wish  to  explain,  if  the  Senator  will  permit 
m?.  that  the  figures  in  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information  are 
stated  in  long  tons.  The  figures  which  I  am  giving  are  reduced 
to  short  tons. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  ylrfd  for  a 
qiestion? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  GeorgU 
yi?ld  to  the  Senator  from  Maine? 

Sir.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HALE.  WHien  the  Senator  states  the  price  per  short  ton, 
dees  he  mean  the  price  f.  o.  b.  at  the  mine  in  this  country  as 
W(!ll  as  abroad? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  mean  that  was  the  average  price  per  ton 
at  the  mine  in  this  country  as  well  as  abroad,  as  I  understand 
thi  figures. 

Mr.  IL\.LE,    That  is  the  price  at  the  mine  abroad? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  so,  as  I  understand  the  figures.  It 
is  the  srfling  price  and  not  the  cost  of  production  Later  I 
shill  undertake  to  show  that  the  Tariff  Commission,  having 
mjule  a  study  of  kaolin  or  china  clay  based  upon  an  applica- 
ti<n  of  the  domestic  producers  for  an  Increase  In  rates,  were 
unable  to  ascertain  the  cost  of  producing  abroad  and  were 
likewise  unable  to  ascertain  the  cost  of  producing  in  all  tin 
Stites  of  the  Union,  but  they  did  ascertain  the  cost  of  prodoc- 
U(  n  of  the  domestic  clays  in  South  Carolina  and  Georgia   those 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5143 


two  States  producing  the  larger  quantity  of  domestic  clays 
consumed  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SMITH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  fnrtlier? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  Senator  might  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  clays  produced  on  the  line  between  South  Carolina 
and  Georgia,  the  two  fields  being  in  Juxtaposition,  have  very 
superior  qualities  in  each  case.  I  have  not  heard  the  Senator 
call  attention  to  that  fact. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No;  I  have  not.  I  expect  to  get  to  that  in 
just  a  moment. 

The  comparability  of  foreign  and  domestic  kaolin  for  various 
uses  has  been  a  controversial  question.  It  still  is  controversial 
in  some  quarters.  It  is  controversial  primarily — and  I  want  to 
make  this  statement  advisedly,  but  I  think  sincerely — in  that 
many  of  the  chemists  who  have  been  employed  in  the  paper  In- 
dustry and  pottery  industry  of  tbe  ctmntry  have  been  English 
chemists  and  they  have  naturally  had  a  very  strong  partiality, 
If  not  a  bias  or  prejudice,  in  favor  of  English  clays.  But,  Mr. 
President,  the  cMnpetition  between  the  domestic  clay  an<i  the 
imported  clay  is  directly  shown  In  the  day  .used  as  a  filler  or 
filling  clay  for  paper.  I  do  not  refer  to  newsprint,  because 
kaolin  or  china  clay  is  not  used  in  the  making  of  newsprint. 
It  is  used  In  the  making  of  the  finer  grades  of  paper. 

The  clays  used  as  flUiug  clays  in  the  United  States,  both  do- 
mestic and  imported  clays,  amount  to  something  like  316,000 
tons  per  year,  of  which  91.800  tons  are  imported.  I  ask  the 
Senate  to  bear  these  figures  in  mind. 

I  have  here  a  table  showing  that  of  the  91.800  tons  imported 
74,700  tons  are  consumed  in  New  England  or  in  territory  im- 
mediately contiguous  to  the  New  England  States,  and  only 
17.100  tons  of  the  more  than  91,000  tons  of  imported  English 
clay  are  consumed  as  filling  clay  outside  of  New  England  or 
the  territory  immediately  contiguous  to  New  England.  In  other 
words,  the  fact  that  of  the  total  consumption  of  316,000  short 
tons  of  clay  per  annum  in  the  United  States  for  filling  pur- 
poses only  17,100  tons  of  the  imported  clays  are  used  outside  of 
New  England  and  contiguous  territory,  shows  beyond  all  ques- 
tion and  puts  the  case  past  argument  that  the  principal  reason 
why  the  domestic  clays  do  not  take  the  market  In  New  Eng- 
land and  contiguous  territory  is  that  they  simply  can  not  com- 
pete there,  as  I  shall  later  show,  on  account  of  the  high  freight 
rates  from  the  domestic  mines  Into  the  New  England  territory. 

Bear  these  figures  in  mind :  225,000  tons  of  domestic  clay  are 
used  In  making  paper  in  the  United  States,  91,800  tons  are  im- 
ported for  the  same  purpose,  and  the  entire  91,800  tons  with  the 
exception  of  17,100  tons  are  consumed  in  the  New  England  ter- 
ritory or  in  territory  contiguous  thereto. 

Mr.  President,  the  truth  is  that  30  per  cent  of  the  china  clay 
consumed  In  the  United  States  for  filling  and  coating  purposes 
is  consumed  in  the  New  England  States  or  in  contiguous  ter- 
ritory, so  that  the  domestic  producers  are  excluded  from  tbe 
territory  consuming  30  per  cent — in  reality,  30  plus — of  all  the 
clay  used  in  the  United  States  for  filling  and  coating  purposes. 

Mr.  HALE.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  quality  of  southern  clay 
is  not  so  good  as  tbe  foreign  product ;  and  that  it  is  necessary 
to  use  the  foreign  product  in  order  to  insure  the  excellen<»  of  the 
paper? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  that  is  what  I  am  trying  to 
show  tlie  Senate  is  not  true,  and  not  by  anybody's  opinion,  but  I 
have  here  the  statements  of  certain  Government  experts  and 
scientists  that  I  would  be  glad  to  read.  I  also  have  here  a  num- 
ber of  testimonials  from  some  of  the  makers  of  the  best  paper 
made  in  the  United  States,  but  I  need  not  take  their  opltdon.o. 
I  have  here  a  list  of  the  mills  using  American  clay  for  paper 
purposes.  Those  mills  that  have  reported  show  an  annual  con- 
sumption of  166,000  tons,  and  the  clay  has  gone  into  the  mann- 
facture  of  pap«r  in  every  consuming  urea  in  tbe  United  States, 
with  the  exception  of  the  New  England  States. 

Mr.  HALE.  Perhaps,  Mr.  President,  It  is  used  for  filler,  but 
how  about  its  use  for  coating  purposes?  I  do  not  think  It  is 
used  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  It  Is.  as  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to 
show.  But  the  use  of  domestic  clay  for  coating  purposes  is 
not  so  extensive.  The  chief  and  principal  use  of  this  clay  is 
for  filler. 

Mr.  HALE.     If  the  Senator  will  turn  to  page 

Mr.  GEORGP].  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  I  desire  to 
say  that  American  clay  was  not  used  for  coating  until  about 
1925.  and  In  tliat  year  we  only  produced  797  tons  of  coating 
clay. 

Mr.  HALE.  If  the  Senator  will  turn  to  page  452  of  tbe 
Tariff  Summary  he  will  see  this  statement : 

Th^  South  Carolina  district,  which  indades  a  part  of  adjacent 
Georgia,  haa  abundant  auppliea  of  clay  much  of  which  would  be  ex- 


celleot  for  the  better  grades  of  paper  use  were  It  not  for  lt«  color. 
It  is  produced  comparatively  cheaply,  with  no  washing,  and  is  u«ed  to 
advantage,  principally  in  wall  paper,  linoleum,  rubber,  and  similar 
products. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  shall  try  to  cover  the  Senator's  suggestion 
and  will  now  give  blm  the  statistics  as  to  coating  clay.  The 
American  clay  used  as  coating  clay  in  1925  amounted  to  only 
797  tons :  In  1926  to  only  6,616  tons ;  in  1927  to  (Mily  16,206  tons ; 
and  in  1928  It  amounted  to  21.494  tons.  I  have  no  later  figures, 
but  there  has  probably  been  some  increase. 

Mr.  President,  tbe  steady  and  continuous  increase  In  the  pro- 
duction of  coating  clay  can  be  explained  only  upon  one  hypoth- 
esis. Notwithstanding  prejudice,  notwithstanding  the  influ- 
ence of  English  chemists  In  so  many  manufacturing  plants  In 
the  United  States,  the  American  clay  is  suitable  for  the  pur- 
poses ;  and  when  it  is  considered  that  out  of  316.000  tons  used 
as  filling  clay  in  the  United  States,  tbe  entire  Importation  of 
91,000  tons,  except  17,000  tons,  Is  used  in  New  England,  where  we 
can  not  compete  in  price,  tbe  whole  question  is  answered.  It  Is 
not  a  question  of  quality,  and  it  Is  not  a  question  of  color;  but 
It  is  simply  a  question  of  price,  because  wherever  we  have  be«i 
able  to  meet  the  foreign  price  we  have  gotten  tbe  business,  and 
now  have  not  only  our  share  but  a  re!?)ectable  advantage  in  the 
market. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  cost  differential  in  Dela- 
ware,  Maryland,  and  Michigan,  speaking  in  the  one  case  of  coat- 
ing clay  only  and  in  the  other  case  of  filler  clay,  does  not  put 
GeoiTfla  clay  at  a  disadvantage  as  compared  to  imported  clays? 
In  other  words.  Is  not  the  Imported  clay  more  expensive  to-day 
In  those  three  States  than  Is  the  Georgia  day  delivered  In  those 
three  States? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    The  Imported  clay? 

Mr.  EDGE.  Is  not  the  English  Imported  clay  more  expensive 
to  the  paper  manufacturers  In  I>elaware,  Maryland,  and  Virginia 
than  Is  the  Georgia  day? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  think  so ;  I  think  that  is  true. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Then  I  am  wondering  why  It  Is  that  in  tbe  testi- 
mony before  the  committee,  on  page  181  of  the  hearings,  the  Rex 
Paper  Co.,  of  Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  speaking  of  coating  clay,  made 
this  short  statement  which  I  will  read.  I  should  like  the  Sena- 
tor to  explain  if  he  has  the  figures  that  will  give  any  other  point 
of  view. 

Statement  that  domestic  clay  could  be  substituted  for  imported  clay 
for  the  manufacture  of  all  grades  of  coated  paper  Is  absurd.  We,  as 
manufacturers,  emphatically  state  that  we  could  not  use  domestic  clay 
for  the  grade  we  manufacture.  The  color  and  quality  are  not  to  be 
compared. 

Then — 

Jessup  *  Moore,  with  annual  usage  9,000  tons  of  filler  clay,  say: 
"  We  are  manufacturers  of  high-grade  book  papers  with  five  mills  located 
in  Delawarv  and  Maryland.  We  have  been  using  large  quantities  of 
English  china  clay,  as  domestic  clays  were  found  unsuitable  tor  such 
purpose.  Bngllsh  china  clays  are  not  strictly  competitive  with  doBiestle 
clays,  and  tarifT  protection  is  not  necessary." 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Let  me  ask  tbe  Sooator  from  New  Jersey 
from  whose  statement  he  is  reading? 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  am  reading  tbe  statement  of  Jeesup  A  Moore. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  did  not  understand  the  Senator. 

Mr.  EDGSL  Jessup  &  Moore,  speaking  of  their  factories  in 
Delaware  and  Maryland. 

If  the  Senator  will  permit  a  further  Interruption,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  tbe  subcommittee,  I  am  frank  to  admit  tliat  it  is  a  fairiy 
close  question.  If  I  were  addressing  the  Senate  from  the  stand- 
point of  local  Interest  I  would  be  absolutely  with  tbe  Senator 
from  Georgia,  because  we  not  only  have  china-clay  deixjslts  In 
tbe  State  which  I  In  pert  represent,  but  I  beUeve  that  the  large 
majority  of  tho.se  Interests  are  In  favor  of  Increasing  the  rate 
of  duty ;  but  considering  all  tbe  testimony,  more  of  which  I  will 
not  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  read,  It  seems  that  a  small 
reduction  in  tlie  rate  will  not  interfere  with  the  clays  of  Georgia 
and  South  Carolina.  In  other  words,  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
tbls  day  which  Is  noncompetitive — at  least  witnesses  so  tes- 
tified under  oath — and  we  could  make  a  slight  reduction  with- 
out interfering  with  the  industry,  especially  In  view  of  tbe  fact, 
as  the  Senator  has- so  wdl  stated,  that  domestic  clays  are  in- 
creasing in  production  by  leaps  and  boan<ls,  while  the  figures  for 
the  Uist  two  or  three  years  show  a  reduction  in  tbe  imported 

clays. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Tbe  domestic  clays  are  increasing  in  produc- 
tion, but  I  want  to  emphasixe  the  fact  again  that  of  tbe  domestic 
clays  86,000  tons  plus  35,000  tons,  or  one-fourth  of  tbe  prodae- 
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tioB.  ni««t  BO  competition  from  Bnglisb  days.  Those  are  th« 
days  foch  u  are  tonod  In  PenoajlTanla,  for  inatance,  and  naed 
almost  entirely  for  the  manafacture  of  cement  refractorlea. 
There  ure  tio  comparable  clays  Imported.  When  we  come  to 
coaaider  the  Mg  profitable  Add,  the  filling  and  coating  fteld.  In 
which  60  per  cent  of  chtna  day  la  oaed,  we  are  practically  ex- 
dudad  from  the  consnmiDg  market  for  30  per  cent  of  all  the 
day  oacd  in  the  Uulted  Htutpn.  Why?  Becaoae  we  simply  can 
not  gat  into  the  New  England  territory.  I  grant  that  it  U  very 
largely  a  qoextlon  of  freight  ratea;  but  the  Attorney  General 
held  that  oniler  the  act  of  1922  the  Tariff  Commiaaion  and  the 
Preaident,  in  fixing  the  difference  between  the  coat  of  prodoction 
at  home  and  abroad,  must  talce  Into  consideration  frdght  rates ; 
and  we  hare  again  written  in  the  so-called  flexible  prorision  of 
the  pending  tariff  bill  as  it  now  stands  a  provision  that  the  com- 
mtsHion  mu»t  take  into  consideration  freight  rates,  and  under 
th«  flexible  proTlsioo  as  it  came  from  the  House  and  as  It  was 
amended  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  not  only  are  the 
commission  and  the  Preaident  required  to  take  into  considera- 
tion freight  rates  but  the  Finance  Committee  furnished  the 
definition  of  transportation  coata. 

So,  while  it  is  a  question  of  transportation,  here  confessedly 
is  a  tO'eat  industry ;  00  per  cent  of  its  products  goes  into  the  pa- 
per business,  and  yet  It  is  exclu<ied  from  30  i)er  cent  of  the  con- 
suming areas  of  the  UnittHl  States.  Whatever  the  opinion  of 
certain  manufacturers  whose  Interes^t  it  is  to  use  foreign  clays 
the  facts  show  that  in  every  market  where  the  domestic  clay 
haa  an  equal  chance  to  cumpete  it  has  practically  driven  the 
foreign  clay  out  of  the  market  That  answers  effectirdy  every 
criticism  that  can  be  made  against  the  quality  of  the  domt^stic 
clay. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yidd  to  the  Senator  fmm  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  OBORGB.     I  yidd. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  ahoold  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
of  what  avail  would  a  protective  tariff  be  to  an  industry  that 
siiuply  pnttected  it  at  the  |>oint  of  production  and  did  not  take 
into  consideration  reaching  the  market  wliere  it  must  be  sold 
and  consumed? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Exactly. 

Mr.  SMITH.  If  the  freight  rates  are  such  that  we  are  denied 
entry  Into  the  New  England  market,  then.  If  we  are  to  be  pro- 
tected, the  protection  should  be  sutBciently  high  so  as  to  take 
into  consideration  the  freight  and  delivery  costs  of  the  goods 
which  It  Is  sought  to  protect 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Exactly. 

Mr.  SMITH.  And  In  the  face  of  that  (dtuatlon  there  Is  a 
reduction  rather  than  an  increase  In  the  rate. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  quite  so,  Mr.  President  Almost  an 
the  domestic  paper  clays  come  from  the  States  of  Georgia  and 
South  Carolina.  These  States  also  produce  pottery  clays  and 
days  used  as  filler  in  rubber,  but  the  grester  part  of  the  claya 
of  the  two  States  named  ia  used  or  consumed  by  the  paper 
Industry.  The  balk  of  the  output  in  these  two  States  is 
described  as  filler  clay,  and  it  is  this  day  that  ia  in  keenest 
competition  with  the  fordgn  clay. 

Now,  with  reference  to  prices:  The  average  domestic  paper- 
filler  day  sells  for  |8  per  short  ton  f.  o.  b.  mines  Georgia  or 
South  Carolina.  A  comparable  grade  of  Ehiglish  common  filler 
clay  was  sold  to  (domestic  importers  in  1928  at  $7.90  per  long 
ton,  or  $7.06  per  abort  ton,  Indodlng  the  Inland  frdght  charge 
of  approxlnatdy  $1.20.  Practically  all  the  foreign  producers 
are  members  of  the  Associated  China  Clays  (Ltd.),  an  asso- 
datloa  of  Bngtlsh  china-clay  producers  organized  to  fix  prices, 
maintain  day  standards,  allocate  production,  and  contiT»l  ship- 
ments to  the  rartoos  markets. 

The  total  laadcd  cost  to  the  Importer  of  this  common  filler 
grade  of  day  la  1988  was  approximatdy  as  follows : 

Per  kwg  too  f.  o.  b.  at  the  Entf Ish  mine.  I&M :  inland  freight, 
91M;  f.  o.  b.  Fowey,  $7.90;  ocean  freight  ^.40;  marine  insur- 
ance. 10 cents;  total  costs  and  charges  to  American  port  111.40; 
duty,  92.50 ;  total  cost,  |1S.90  per  long  ton. 

In  the  short-ton  eqolTalent  we  have  the  f.  o.  b.  cost  at  the 
Eaglid)  mine.  95.80,  and.  without  enumerating  the  rarloos  Items, 
a  total  cost  In  the  United  States  at  the  chief  port  of  Importation 
of  fl2.41  per  short  ton.  The  Importers  usually  add  10  per  cent 
for  profit— and  that  b  very  reasonable,  of  coarse,  considering  the 
ralne  of  tUs  partkralar  product.  This  gives  an  arerage  selling 
prtce  f.  a  b.  American  port  of  importation  on  diis  grade  of 
filler  day  of  $1&12  per  short  ton. 

The  following  table  affords  a  comparison  between  ixices  of 
the  dome^lc  and  Wngllrfi  paper-filler  clays  ddivered  at  hnpor- 
tant  consomlng  points  in  the  United  States  in  1928.    I  a^  Mr. 


President,  that  this  table  may  be  inserted  at  this  point  In  my 
r«  marks. 

The  VICB  PBB8IDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ortered. 

The  table  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

CfimpmUon  betwem  vHee*  of  domftio  and  EtioUth  paPfrfmer  clap, 
Mivertd,  at  important   consuming   pointt   tn   th€   United   8iate»    m 

[Per  abort  tool 


tha  <A  dtOrtrf 


LiWTMioe.  Man 

ViBBt  Fiuntmrg.  Mass... 

Llibon  Falls,  Me 

R  imfbrd.  Me 

Pi  ovideztoe,  Md 

Jolnsonbarr,  Pa 

Pi  Klmont,  w.  Va. 

O >ns  Falls.  N.  Y 

N  a«ara  Falte,  N.  Y 

H  unilton.  Ohio. 

ClilUlcothe,  Ohio 

K  klamaxoo,  Mich 

K  mberly,  Wis 


English  • 


PrtoB 

f.  0.  b. 

cars, 
portof 

entry 


113.12 
13.12 
II.  13 
13.13 
13.  13 
13.13 
13.12 
13.13 
13.13 
18.13 
13.13 
13.13 
13.12 


Trans- 
porta- 
tion 
costs 


$1.90 
2.  SO 
l.flO 
Z50 
303 
3.40 
3.70 
4.10 
3.60 
&10 
4.70 
5.50 
7.70 


Deliv- 
ered 
price 


$15.02 
15.62 
14.73 
1&63 
15.15 
16.52 
16182 
17.22 
16.72 
18.22 
17.82 
18.62 
20.82 


Domeatici 


Price 

(.  o.  b. 
cars, 
mine 


$8.00 
8  00 
8.00 
&0O 
8.00 
8.00 
8.00 
8.00 
8.00 
8.00 
8.00 
8.00 
8.00 


Trans- 
porta- 
tion 
cost  from 
Georgia 
mine 


$7.92 
7.92 
9.25 
0.14 
5.40 
6.80 
6.59 
8.28 
6.62 
4.58 
5.30 
6.14 
7.90 


Deliv- 
ered 
price 


$15.93 
15.93 
17. 2S 
17.14 

13  40 

14  SO 
13.50 
16l28 
14.62 
12. .« 
13.30 
14.14 
15t90 


Cr) 

V 

I  Li 


.  At  $13.12  per  short  ton  f.  o.  b.  cars.  North  Atlantic  ports. 
'  At  $8  per  diort  ton  f.  o.  b.  cars,  mines  in  Georgia. 

Mr.  OEOHC.E.     Mr.  President,  I  wish 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr,  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 

eld  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  will  yield  in  just  a  moment.  I  wish  first 
t6  point  out  specifically  two  or  three  instances.  Taking  the 
Knglish  clay  at  $13.12  per  short  ton  f.  o.  b.  cars  North  Atlantic 
p^rts,  and  transporting  it  to  Lawrence,  Mass.,  for  instance,  at 

cost  of  $1.90  per  short  ton,  you  have  a  landed  or  delivered 
p^ice  of  $15.02. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield?  I  think 
I  have  the  same  table,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  him  a  question. 
jThe  VICE  PRK.*<1DENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yjeld  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  GEORGEu     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  think  this  Is  the  same  table  from  the  Tariff 

Commission.     A  number  of  cities  are  mentioned  here.     They 

have  similar  comparison.^.    The  last  city  is  Klmberly.  Wis. 

ton  of  filler  clay  from  Georgia  delivered  there  would  cost 

5.90.  A  ton  of  English  clay  imported  with  all  these  various 
phfflts,  transportation,  duty,  and  so  forth,  under  existing  rates, 
Kould  cost  $20.82 — in  other  words,  approximately  25  per  cent 
D  ore  than  the  Georgia  clay. 

The  point,  I  think,  with  which  the  committee  were  more  or 
ICBs  impressed  at  the  time  was  the  fact  that  notwithstanding 
tlese  very  much  greater  prices  in  most  parts  of  the  United 
States — I  am  granting  tiie  Senator  the  New  EiiRland  situation 

at  he  explained — in  most  parts  of  the  United   States  tliey 

re  still  willing  to  pay  a  very  much  larger  price  for  English 

y.    Doea  not  that  demonstrate  that  they  feel  that  they  must 

re  the  English  clay? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Some  manufacturers  feel  that  they  must  have 
English  clay,  Mr.  President.     It  was  said  here  that  ca.sein 

m  the  Argentine  was  better  than  casein  made  in  the  L'nited 
States;  but  the  answer  Is  that  outside  of  the  New  England 
territory  only  17,100  tons  of  Imported  clay  are  used  as  a  filler 
f^r  paper.  In  other  words,  the  clay  used  as  a  filler  for  paper 
outside  of  the  New  England  territory  is  practically  negligible; 
ai  id  that  Is  an  answer  to  the  opinion  that  paper  manufacturers 
af  a  class  must  have  the  English  clay. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  I^resident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  D«)es  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
y^d  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  EDGE.  If  the  Senator  will  yield  once  more,  I  will  not 
li^terrupt  him  further. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  EDGE.  To  me  it  Is  so  Impressive  to  hare  the  Senator 
jftfcm  Georgia  making  this  eloquent  plea  for  protection  that  I  am 
nut  Indlned  to  combat  many  of  his  argument!*,  except  that  I 
npeat  tliat  the  committee  did  feel  that  this  was  a  close  case; 
flat  there  was  probably  an  opportunity  to  cut  down  a  little  of 
tie  prevailing  duty  and  still  be  fair  to  our  domestic  Interest; 
aj  id  we  were  quite  sure  that  the  committee  had  that  In  mind. 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5145 


Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me, 
I  can  show  abundantly  that  the  American  producers  are  now 
using  only  about  50  per  cent  of  their  production  capacity.  I 
think  it  can  be  shown  from  the  Tariff  Commission's  own  figures 
that  while  the  domestic  clay  is  being  sold  f.  o.  b.  mines  at  $8, 
that  $8  Is  practically  the  ct>8t  of  proilucing  It. 

Here  the  domestic  producers  of  an  Important  product  can  ex- 
tend their  production  50  i>er  cent,  and  if  that  were  done  It 
stands  to  reason  that  they  would  be  able  to  reduce  the  unit  cost 
of  their  product;  and  I  want  to  say  this  to  the  Senator:  Let 
me  try  to  make  it  clear  to  him. 

In  the  far  western  zone  where  clays  are  used,  the  domestic 
product'i-s  have  an  equal  opportunity  at  least,  If  they  have  not 
a  slight  advantage ;  and  if  the  far  western  zone  were  the  only 
zone  in  which  clays  were  consumed  in  the  United  States,  nobody 
would  be  insisting  upon  an  increase  in  this  duty.  The  mid- 
western  aone,  so  to  speak — which  embraces,  let  us  say,  the  State 
of  Michigan  and  contiguous  States — ^presmts  a  slightly  differ- 
ent picture.  Even  there,  the  domestic  clay  has  a  fighting  chance. 
But  when  we  get  into  the  New  England  territory,  where  30 
per  cent  of  the  clays  consumed  in  the  United  States  are  used, 
we  have  not  a  look-in,  and  the  facts  abundantly  establish  that 
fact ;  and  that  It  is  simply  a  question  of  price  and  not  a  question 
of  quality  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  in  the  real  competing  mar- 
ket the  domestic  clays  have  actually  taken  possession  at  least 
of  a  rea.«<oual)le  proportion  of  the  market. 

Mr.  EDGE  and  Mr.  COPELAND  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey.  I 
will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York  in  a  moment. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  do  not  recall  the  Senator  commenting  on  the 
statement  that  I  called  to  hLs  attention  from  the  testimony  of 
Jessup  &  Moore,  the  proprietors  of  five  mills  located  in  Delaware 
and  Maryland,  in  which  they  state  that  they  must  use  these 
English  clays.  It  is  my  nnderstandiiig — I  shall  be  glad  to  be 
corrected  if  I  am  wront; — tliat  they  pay  more  for  these  English 
clays  than  they  would  for  Georgia  clays. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  could  read  many  testimcmials  here  to  the 
effect  that  the  domestic  clays  are  not  only  as  good  but  better 
than  the  English  clays  for  many  purposes ;  but  I  do  not  care  to 
do  It,  when  In  the  real  competitive  market  in  the  United 
States  the  EInglish  clays  have  only  5.4  per  cent  of  the  consump- 
tion. That  Is  the  answer.  We  do  not  have  to  take  anybody's 
(pinion.  Whether  It  Is  casein  on  which  an  increased  duty  is 
asked,  or  other  raw  product.  Interested  manufacturers  say, 
"  Why,  of  course  it  Is  not  altogether  as  good  as  the  foreiip 
product,  and  It  does  not  suit  our  purposes  so  welL" 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr,  GEORGE.  Yes,  I  will  yield ;  but  I  desire  to  make  a  fur- 
ther statement.  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  some  of  the  producers  of  clay  in  the  United  States 
are  likewise  importers.  One  mine,  at  least.  In  my  State  has  been 
leaseil  by  a  firm  of  Importers,  and  that  firm  is  ready  to  furnish 
unfavorable  testimony  concerning  the  character  of  domestic 
clay  and  the  lack  of  necessity  for  protection  of  domestic  day ; 
but  the  answer  made  to  all  of  those  questions  lies  in  the  fact 
that  outside  of  New  England  proper  and  the  immediately  con- 
tiguous territory  we  have  taken  96  per  cent  plus  of  the  Ameri- 
can market;  and  the  American  manufacturer  is  not  likely  to 
accept  an  inferior  material  for  use  In  his  factories. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  much  Impressed 
by  the  forceful  presentation  of  this  matter  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia;  but  what  can  I  think  wlien  in  my  State  I  find  the 
same  sort  of  testimony  regarding  the  value  of  the  English  clay? 

For  Instance,  here  is  a  letter  from  the  Eureka  China  Co.,  of 
Syracuse.    It  says: 

In  our  opemtions  we  use  from  50  to  75  tons  per  month  of  English 
china  clay,  and,  regardless  of  the  duty,  we  should  atill  be  compelled  to 
use  this  clay. 

A  similar  letter  comes  from  the  Weber  Electric  C5o.,  of 
Schenectady,  N.  Y.,  pointing  out  that — 

After  moat  exhaustive  teats  we  have  found  it  Impracticable,  due  to 
lack  of  uniformity,  to  use  domestic  clays  In  oar  porcelain  bodies. 

Then  from  the  Tonawanda  Paper  Co.,  North  Tonawanda, 
N.  Y.,  I  have  a  letter  saying  that — 

During  the  many  years  in  which  the  domestic  clay  has  been  well 
known  to  the  paper  Industry,  the  paper  maDufacturera  have  continued 
to  import  certain  gradea  of  iCngfiah  clay. 


Here  are  three  great  establishments  in  my  State  making  a 
plea  for  this  decreased  duty  because  of  the  necessity  of  having 
this  English  clay  for  the  production  of  the  high-grade  materiahi 
which  they  make. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  call  the  Senator's  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  companies  to  which  he  makes  reference  are 
located  within  the  territory  adjacent  to  New  England,  and  ther«'- 
fore  they  fall  squarely  within  my  argument ;  but  the  Tonowanda 
Paper  Co.,  for  instance,  last  year  u.sed  9,000  tons  of  domestic 
day  for  filler,  and  the  other  conpunles  to  which  he  refers  use 
the  domestic  clay ;  and  immediately  you  get  away  from  New 
England  you  will  find  the  use  of  the  English  days  decreasing. 

Mr.  COPEI^ND.     Why,  Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I>t»es  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  do. 

Mr,  COPELAND.  Syracuse  is  as  far  away  from  New  Eng- 
land as  Washington  is.    It  is  a  long  way  from  New  England. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  understand,  Mr.  President ;  but  it  is  In  the 
same  territory,  because  they  have  the  advantage  of  the  freight 
rates  from  the  North  Atlantic  ports. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  do. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  In  that  connection  it  might  be  worth  while 
to  refer  to  the  brief  which  I  think  the  Senator  has  before  him, 
In  which  It  is  recited  that — 

In  a  report  on  Georgia  claya  (or  paper  flilera  made  by  W.  M.  Weigel, 
mineral  technologist,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureao  of  IliDea,  re- 
printed from  the  Paper  Trade  Joamal,  August  9,  1923,  la  aommlng  op 
results  of  testa  the  following  remarks  were  mada: 

"  The  retention  compares  very  favorably  with  the  clays  (English) 
now  used,  nine  of  the  samples  (domestic)  being  superior  to  the  beat 
English  clay  in  this  respect,  and  severa.1  others  about  on  a  par  with  It. 

"  The  results  of  the  work  may  be  summarised  In  the  following  worda. 
Many  of  the  Georgia  white  clays  when  properly  washed  and  prepared 
are  fully  equal  to  and  in  some  caaea  are  superior  to  the  imported  clays 
for  use  in  paper." 

And  so  rarlous  other  Indorsements  are  made. 

The  coarse  matter  In  none  of  the  clays  submitted,  either  English  or 
American,  was  of  such  an  amount  as  to  prevent  the  clay  being  used 
elthor  as  a  filler  or  in  coating.  Actual  grit  of  an  abrasive  nature  i«  ao 
small  in  amount  in  any  respect  that  it  could  not  be  given  any  consid- 
eration, and  it  ia  cerUlnly  no  worse  in  the  domestic  than  in  the  Eugliab 
clays. 

As  a  final  summary,  the  report  concludes  with  the  following  para* 
graph  : 

"  The  chief  point  brought  out  by  this  Investigation  is  that  there  is  no 
radical  dilference  between  EngllHh  and  domestic  clays,  and  that  if  the 
two  are  of  equal  color  either  will  give  aatisfaction  when  properly  used," 

Mr.  GEORGE,  I  think  the  Senate:  is  quite  right.  I  referred 
to  that  testimony  before ;  but  I  thought  the  facts  overwhelmingly 
demonstrated  that  there  really  was  no  question  of  quality  in* 
volved,  except  in  a  limited  number  of  cases. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.s-sachusetts.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  GE(  >RGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  not  want  to  embarrass 
the  Senator  with  further  debate.  I  have  Just  been  looking 
through  my  correspondence,  and  1  find  that  the  letters  that  are 
coming  to  me  from  the  paper  manufacturers  in  New  Ergland 
overwhelmingly — in  fact,  unanimously — make  the  assertion  that 
the  English  clay  is  superior  to  the  domestic  clay.  What  I  want 
to  ask  the  Senator  is  whether  or  not  he  has  any  information 
from  paper  manufacturers  other  than  in  New  England  or  New 
York  or  on  the  eastern  seaboard  to  the  effect  that  the  d<Hnestic 
day  is  as  good  as  the  Imported  clay  for  paiier-making  puriKwes? 

Mr.  GEORGE,  Oh,  undoubtedly,  Mr,  President  I  have  re- 
ferred to  It;  but  I  now  wish  to  offer  for  the  Rbcobo  a  state- 
ment of  some  of  the  mills  using  the  American  clay.  I  shall  not 
read  them  all 

Here  is  the  International  Paper  Co.  They  have  mills  In 
various  parts  of  the  United  States.  They  use  17,000  tons  of 
the  domestic  clay.  I  am  speaking,  of  course,  of  last  year,  the 
last  available  authentic  figures. 

The  West  Virginia  Pulp  &  Paper  Co.,  Piedmont,  W.  Wa., 
Tyrone,  Pa.,  and  Mechanicyille,  N.  Y.,  use  20,000  tons  of 
domestic  clay. 

The  Champion  Coated  Paper  Co.,  of  Hamilton,  Ohio,  use 
20,000  tons. 

The  New  York  &  Penuaylvania  Go.,  at  Johnaonburg,  Pa.,  la 
alao  a  uaer. 
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The  Cutaafa  Paper  Co,  of  Lock  Hayen,  Pa.,  oms  22.000  tons. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  PresideDt,  wiU  the  Senator  yield  for  an 
iBCermption  tbereT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Gecvgla 
Tteld  to  Che  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  OBOROE.     1  do. 

Mr.  EDOE.  AJI  that  being  absolutely  correct,  and  the  Sena- 
tor having  said  that  the  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  and  Soath 
OaroUna  mines  hare  not  reached  more  than  50  per  cent  of 
maximum  production,  showing  that  these  mills  do  use  their 
product.  Is  it  not  reasonable  to  assume  that  if  they  wanted  to 
use  more  they  would  use  it.  and  would  not  be  using  this  330,000 
tonii  of  Engliith  clay  in  addition? 

Does  not  the  Senator  believe  that  there  is  something  in  the 
argument  that  they  feel  that  they  must  use  a  certain  amount — 
even  if  it  is  in  a  mixing  proct>ss,  which  I  understand  it  is,  at 
timea— of  the  English  clay ;  or,  if  not,  why  should  they  ijay  more 
for  ttT 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  of  course  some  mills  will  con- 
tinue to  use  the  English  clay.  We  are  not  asking  that  the  en- 
tire importations  of  this  product  be  cut  out.  We  are  asking 
only  tiiat  our  producers  be  giren  a  fair  chance  to  get  in  the 
market,  and  while  the  market  conditions  under  the  existing 
tariff,  under  the  rate  in  the  present  law,  and  under  the  tariff 
as  It  has  stood  in  every  act  except  the  act  of  1913,  gives  us  a 
fair  chance  to  control  the  market  in  two  of  the  three  territories, 
it  does  not  give  us  any  chance  at  all  In  the  New  England 
territory. 

The  domeatic  days  under  the  present  tariff  can  not  control 
all  of  the  markets  even  in  the  Mid  West  territory,  or  in  smne 
portions,  particularly  the  eastern  part,  of  the  far  western  terri- 
tory.   It  can  not  enter  even  into  the  New  England  territory. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasachusettsi  Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALflH  of  Massachoaetts.  My  information  confirms  in 
part  what  the  Senator  has  said,  that  the  domestic  clay  is  suit- 
able for  the  manufacture  ot  paper  of  a  certain  type  or  character, 
that  it  Is  actually  used  for  manufacturing  certain  grades  of 
paper;  but  for  the  high  grades  and  tlie  best  kind  of  paper,  the 
highly  coated  paper,  the  claim  is  made  that  the  imported  is 
superior,  and  must  be  used. 

Mr.  GEORGE  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  make  any 
further  argument.  The  facts  refute  that  contention;  in  every 
competing  market  outside  of  New  England,  the  English  clay  has 
been  compelled  to  share  the  market.  The  English  clay  has  mo- 
nopolised the  market  only  where  the  price  difference  determines 
which  day  would  be  used.  Outside  of  New  England  and  con- 
tlKUOOB  taisttory,  only  5.4  per  cent  of  the  clay  used  for  paper 
lllIlAf  pipajtu  is  English  clay. 

Mr.  nwMent,  since  the  question  has  been  raised,  I  want 
to  insert  la  the  Ricobd  other  names  and  let  the  Senators  Judge 
for  the—gives  whetiker  they  are  not  manufacturers  of  high- 
grade  paper. 

Bryant  Paper  Co..  Kalamaaoo,  Mich.,  8,000  tons. 

Mead  Pulp  ft  Paper  Co.,  Chiilicothe,  OMo.  9,000  tons. 

Watervliet  Paper  Co.,  Watervliet,  Mich.,  1,500  tons, 

Michigan  Paper  Mills  Co.,  with  a  plant  at  PlainweO,  Mich., 
1,4(10  tons. 

And  then,  without  enumerating  the  tonnage,  I  will  give  simply 
the  namea  of  the  companies. 

Standard  Paper  Manufacturing  Co.,  Richmond,  Ya. 

W^atah  Paper  Co..  SarteU.  Minn. 

Bex  Paper  Co.,  Kalamaaoo.  Mich. 

Klmberiey-Clark  Co.,  with  plants  in  Wl.«iconi^  and  New  Tork. 

O.  M.  Bare  Paper  Co..  with  plants  in  Pennsylvania. 

Allied  Paper  MiUs,  with  their  mills  in  Michigan. 

ToDawanda  Paper  Oo..  in  New  Tork. 

JeoBup  4  Moore,  Delaware  and  Maryland. 

Mnnlaing  Paper  Ca,  Michigan. 

Coaibioed  Hocks  Paper  Co..  Wisc<msin. 

flunbeau  Paper  Co..  Wisconsin. 

French  Paper  Co.,  Nilee,  Mich. 

Northwest  Paper  Co.,  Minnesota. 

In  other  words,  there  is  a  tabulation  of  mills  using  American 
filling  claya,  using  a  toUl  tonnage  of  106,000  out  of  310,000  tons 
ooBBOOMd  in  the  United  States  last  year. 

Mr.  COUZENa     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GBORGB.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OOUZBN8.  The  Senator  was  speaking  about  Middgan 
and  some  of  the  other  Middle  Western  States.  I  wanted  to  point 
o«t  to  hlaa  that  these  atiUs  are  anxious  to  use  domestic  day,  and 
It  is  true  that  they  use  the  domestic  clay  to  which  the  Senator 
ralera,  but  It  doea  not  salt  all  of  their  porpoeeai  In  other  words, 
for  example,  the  delivered  lureferentlal  in  favor  of  the  domeutlc 


clay  in  Kalamaaoo,  Mich.,  which  the  Senator  mentions.  Is  $6.60 
a  ton.  In  other  words,  they  would  buy  all  domestic  clays  and 
sive  16.60  a  ton  if  they  did  not  hare  to  use  some  of  this  English 
d  ay  for  certain  work  they  do. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  dispute  the  fact  that  a  certain  pro- 
p>rtion  of  the  English  clay  is  desirable  and  necessary.  I  have 
n>t  denied  that  at  all. 

Mr.  COCZENS.  Tliat  is  the  point  I  am  making,  the  fact  that 
a  raise  of  this  duty  just  makes  them  pay  more  for  English  clay, 
a  id  does  not  give  the  domestic  producers  any  more  business.    In 

0  iier  words,  they  are  already  buying  all  the  domestic  clay  they 
cm  use;  and  why  raise  the  tariff  wh«i  they  can  not  use  any 
nore? 

Mr.  GEORGEl.  Let  me  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  this 
f  ict;  the  duty  is  now  $2.50,  and  figures  which  have  been  pre- 
p  ired  for  me  are  to  this  effect,  and,  so  far  as  I  know,  they  are 
orrect,  they  at  least  appear  to  be  correct,  that  if  the  duty  were 
riiseil  to  $3.75,  and  if  that  duty  resulted  in  a  price  raise — that 
h;  if  It  actually  were  reflected  in  the  price — in  the  ease  of  book 
p  iper  at  7.2  cents  per  pound,  with  a  12  per  cent  loading  of  filler 
fay,  the  increase  would  be  only  five  and  three-fourths  huu- 
ths  of  a  mill  per  pound,  or,  on  a  larger  basis,  only  11 1^ 

nts  extra  per  ton  of  paper. 

Let  me  go  a  little  further.  In  the  case  of  coated  paper,  the 
fiber  grade,  carr3rlng  a  16  per  cent  coating  of  clay,  the  increase 
V  ouid  be  only  33  cents  per  ton  of  paper. 

Far  be  It  from  me  to  contend  that  some  part  of  the  duty  is 
n9t  reflected  In  the  price,  but  If  these  figures  are  correct — and 

1  have  heard  no  one  dispute  them — if  we  added  a  duty  of 
$1.75  against  the  present  duty  of  $2.50,  there  would  certainly 
bs  lmpo«e<l  no  great  burden  upon  the  American  people. 

Mr.  COl'ZENS.     Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield  again? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  am  not  complaining  about  the  burden.  I 
ana  willing  to  place  a  burden  wherever  a  rate  is  necessary  to 
help  American  Industry,  and  that  Is  more  than  some  of  our 
f -lends  on  the  other  side  are  willing  to  do.  But  in  this  case 
Ii  accomplLihes  no  purpose.  In  other  words,  the  amount  of  the 
iffference  in  the  cost  of  produdng  a  ton  of  paper  is  ImmaterlaL 

e  question   is.   Does   It   help  American    industry?    My   con-' 

ntion  is  that  it  does  not  help  the  American  industry,  because 

ey  are  using  all  of  this  clay  they  can  use  now,  and  they  will 

ve  to  have  the  same  amount  of  imports,  no  matter  what  rate 

e  put  on  the  article,  and  thereby  we  will  cause  an  increase 
^thout  any  compensatory  advantage  to  the  American  producer. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  What  does  the  Senator  say  about  the  terrl- 
ti^ry  of  the  United  States  which  consumes  one-third  of  all  such 
clays  consumed  in  the  United  States  from  which  we  are  now 
cKcluded,  granted  that  he  is  entirely  correct  with  reference  to 
tie  Michigan  situation? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  have  a  table  here  that  is  presented  whldi 
8  lows  that  even  up  in  New  England,  about  which  the  Senator 
t  u  Just  been  complaining,  up  in  Fltchburg,  Mass.,  for  instance, 
t  «e  price  in  favor  of  the  domestic  clay  Is  $1.09  per  ton,  so  that 
emn  buying  English  day  up  in  Massachusetts,  they  pay  more 
f  »r  it  than  they  pay  for  domestic  clay. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    That  Is  my  Information. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  only  one  point;  there  are  not  over 
o  le  or  two  points  in  the  entire  New  England  States  where  it  is 
true.  But  bear  in  mind  that  we  are  pnsducing  and  selling 
a^inst  the  Engll.«»h  producers  who  are  selling  just  under  the 
American  producers,  but  bow  much  below  the  American  pro- 
dpcers  they  might  be  able  to  sell  we  do  not  know.    We  do  know 

at  in  1924,  when  the  cartel  in  control  of  the  English  clays 
t  to  pieces,  so  to  si>eak,  and  there  was  sharp  competition 
ng  its  members,  the  price  of  clay  went  substantially  under 

e  American  price.    We  are  figuring  against  the  price  at  whldi 

ese  foreign  days  are  being  sold. 

Obviously,  the  Importers  are  going  to  sell  just  under  the 
American  producer's  price.  But  I  am  directing  attention  to  the 
f  LCt  that  the  Tariff  Commission  in  its  investigation,  chough 
t  lere  was  no  final  report  made,  discloses  that  the  cost  of  pro- 
d  icing  clays  In  Georgia  and  South  Carolina  is  $7.72  plu.s  per 
ti  'U  f .  o.  b.  the  mines,  and  the  domestic  days  are  sold  at  $8  a  ton, 
s  towing  that  the  industry  is  barely  able  to  live,  and  some  mines 
111  Georgia  have  closed  down,  and  not  a  mine  in  the  State  is 
producing  at  more  than  60  per  cent  capadty;  most  of  them 
a  -e  produdng  only  40  to  50  per  cent  of  maximum  capacity 

Mr.  FLETCHER  and  Mr.  HALE  addres.sed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
y|dd ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yidd  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  think  the  Senator  from  Michigan  is  wrong 
i^  his  figures.    The  statement  is  made  that  the  Michigan  manu- , 
fiiCtnrerB  are  paying  more  for  the  English  days  than  for  the 
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American  clays.  He  argues  that  they  must  have  the  English 
clay.  Among  the  information  which  I  have — and  I  have  no 
reason  to  doubt  it  at  all — there  is  furnished  a  compariscm  of  the 
cost  of  the  iniix>rted  and  the  domestic  day. 

Domestic  clay,  at  $8  per  2,000  pounds,  f.  o.  b.  car  at  mine,  at 
Kulumazoo,  Mich.,  re<iuires  a  rail  rate  of  $6.14,  and  the  cost 
being  $8  per  2,000  pounds,  a  short  ton,  makes  a  total  cost  deliv- 
ered at  Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  of  $14.14. 

The  English  clay  costs  $8.56  per  2,000  pounds  at  North  At- 
lantic ports,  and  the  rate  to  Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  is  $5.50  for 
2,000  pounds.  In  other  words,  a  ton  of  the  English  claj,  2,000 
pounds,  is  delivered  at  Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  for  $14.06,  whereas 
the  clays  from  Florida  and  Georgia  are  delivered  there  at  a  cost 
of  $14.14. 

Mr.  COCZENS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  just  read  a  long 
list  of  mills  in  many  States  that  are  using  domestic  clay.  If 
the  contention  of  tlie  Senator  from  Florida  were  correct,  they 
would  be  paying  more  for  domestic  clay  than  they  are  paying  for 
English  clay,  which  ia  not  the  case.  The  fact  is  that  they  are 
using  domestic  clay  and  English  clay,  and  the  figures  which  the 
Senator  from  Florida  quoted  are  inaccurate,  because  the  mills 
themselves  testify  that  on  English  clay  they  paid  $21.48  deliv- 
ered in  Kalamazoo,  while  they  can  get  the  domestic  clay  for 
$14.88. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  think  that  paper  must  be  wrong  some- 
where, because  it  does  not  cost  any  such  amount  There  must 
be  u  difference  in  the  days. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  was  going  to  say  that  mudi  of  the  confusion 
comes  from  the  fact  that  one  table  deals  entirely  with  clay  used 
in  the  making  of  paper 

Mr.  COUZENS.    That  is  what  I  am  referring  to. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  As  filler  clay  or  coating  day,  whereas  it  costs 
very  much  more  to  produce  the  pottery  clay.  The  production 
cost  is  higher  for  other  grades  of  clay. 

Now,  I  shall  insist  that  I  be  allowed  to  complete  my  remarks. 

The  f.  o.  b.  price — that  is,  f.  o.  b.  the  cars — of  English  clay  at 
the  North  Atlantic  ports  is  $13.12,  as  I  have  already  shown. 
The  transportation  cost  from  these  ports  to  Lawrence,  Mass., 
is  $1.90,  making  the  delivered  price  of  the  English  clay  $15.02, 
while  the  domestic  cost  is  $8  f.  o.  b.  mine,  the  transporta- 
tion cost  Is  $7.92,  making  the  delivered  price  of  the  domestic 
day  $15.92.  That  Is  the  reason  why  the  English  clay  is  used 
almost  exclusively  by  the  manufacturers  at  this  point. 

At  West  Fltchburg,  Mass.,  the  price,  $13.12  f.  o.  b.  the  North 
Atlantic  port,  plus  $2.50,  making  a  total  of  $15.62  against  a 
delivered  price  of  the  domestic  clay  of  $15.92. 

The  Lisbon  Falls  (Me.)  mill  has  delivered  price  on  the  English 
day  of  $14.72  against  $17.25  for  the  domestic  clay.  There  is  the 
explanation  why  the  English  clay  is  used.  There  Is  the  ex- 
planation of  just  what  quality  means  In  the  marketing  of  these 
clays. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  not  that  the  only  place  in 
New  England,  In  the  far  end  of  Maine,  where  the  advantage  is 
In  favor  of  the  foreign  day  rather  than  the  domestic  clay? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh,  no;  not  the  only  place.  That  is  an  ex- 
treme case,  I  will  say. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  West  Fltchburg  is  my  own 
dty.  There  are  paper  manufacturers  there  who  are  using  the 
imported  products  and  are  paying  a  higher  price  than  they  would 
have  to  pay  if  they  used  the  domestic  product, 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator's  figures  are  wrong  unless  the 
figures  of  the  Tariff  Commission  are  wrong.  At  that  point  the 
pric-es  do  not  differ  materially.  I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to 
these  facts.  The  figures  show  that  the  dellveretl  price  of  the 
English  clay  at  West  Fltchburg  is  $15.62  per  short  ton.  I  am 
referring  to  and  using  short  tons.  The  delivered  price  of  the 
domestic  clay  at  the  same  point  is  $15.92,  a  difference  of  30 
cents  In  favor  of  the  English  clay.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
that  at  the  particular  point  the  difference  is  not  so  very  mate- 
rial, but  the  advantage  is  with  the  English  clay. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  My  flgtires  show  an  ad- 
vantage in  favor  of  the  domestic  clay  of  $1.31  per  ton. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  know  where  the  Senator's  fipures 
were  obtained,  nor  do  I  know  just  which  figure  is  correct.  I  am 
using  the  official  figures  only. 

When  it  is  considered  that  the  delivered  price  of  Ehiglish  clay 
at  North  Atlantic  ports,  plus  the  transportation  costs  to  all  of 
the  New  England  points,  gives  a  decided  advantage  to  the  Eng- 
lish clays  as  against  the  domestic  clays,  I  think  it  Is  very  evident 
that  this  territory  In  which  one-third,  roughly,  of  all  paper  clays 
consumed  in  the  United  States  are  consumed  ought  to  be  open 
to  the  domestic  producers  if  we  are  to  continue  the  protective- 
tariff  system. 


I  want  to  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  few  facta  with 
reference  to  the  producers  of  clay.  There  are  in  Florida  four 
concerns  producing  day  at  four  diff«ent  points— china  clay  or 
kaolin.  In  Georgia  there  are  some  16  producers  at  this  time,  as 
I  recollect.  Some  have  recently  been  compelled  to  close  thdr 
mines.  In  South  Carolina  there  are  six  proiducers.  In  Virginia 
there  is  one  rather  large  producer  of  domestic  clay. 

The  annual  capacity  of  the  several  producers  in  the  United 
States  is  something  over  1,000,000  tons,  or,  as  is  estimated, 
1,078,000  tons,  while  the  actual  annual  output  of  the  several 
producers  is  only  446,220  tons. 

Employed  directly  and  indirectly,  or  Immediately  and  re- 
motely dependent  upon  the  day  industry  in  the  United  States, 
are  some  12,275  peoi^e.  The  industry  could  support  some 
25,000  people,  laborers  and  their  dependents,  in  the  United 
States  if  the  producers  were  WiH-king  up  to  100  per  cent 
capadty. 

Mr.  President,  It  so  happens  that  the  great  bulk  of  clay  In 
the  United  States  is  found  in  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Georgia,  and  Florida.  Paper  day  is  found  prindpiilly 
in  South  Carolina  and  Georgia.  Veiy  neariy  all  the  clay  pro- 
duced in  Georgia  Is  used  for  dther  the  filling  or  coating  of 
paper,  about  6,000  tons,  as  I  recollect,  being  used  for  other 
purposes. 

I  invite  attMitlon  also  to  the  fact  that  the  clay-producing 
area  in  the  United  States  is  In  the  very  heart  of  the  agricul- 
tural section  of  the  Southeastern  States,  the  section  which  haa 
been  most  sorely  affected  by  the  depression  In  farm  products. 
If  the  protective  tariff  is  to  be  continued,  it  seems  to  me  there 
can  be  little  or  no  excuse  for  excluding  an  industry  in  the 
territory  that  most  needs  relief,  or,  rather,  destroying  within 
that  territory  an  industry  that  might  employ  as  many  more 
men  as  are  now  employed  and  might  support  as  many  more 
families  as  are  now  supi)orted.  But  even  If  it  be  true  that  a 
certain  amount  of  English  clay  must  be  used,  I  assume,  of 
course,  that  It  will  continue  to  be  imported  and  used  In  the 
United  States;  but  certainly  the  producers  In  the  United  States 
are  not  to  be  kept  out  of  the  territory  that  is  consuming  to-day 
one-third  of  all  the  paper  clay  cMisumed  in  the  United  States, 
of  both  domestic  and  foreign  origin. 

Mr.  GOFF.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  how 
many  people  are  employed  in  the  mining  of  clay  in  Georgia.    * 

Mr.  GEORGE.    In  the  State  of  Georgia? 

Mr.  GOFF.     Yes. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  have  not  the  figures,  but  from  statements 
which  I  have  obtained  from  producers  themselves  I  gather  that 
some  12,000  people  are  dependent,  directly  and  indirectly,  upon 
these  mines  for  their  support 

Mr.  GOFF.    Does  that  mean  in  the  State  of  Georgia  alone? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No;  that  includes  Florida,  Georgia,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and,  as  I  have  said,  one  mine  in  Vir- 
ginia, but  the  larger  number  of  producing  mines  are  in  the 
State  of  Georgia. 

Mr.  GOFF.  If  the  relief  which  the  State  of  Georgia  feels  it 
is  justly  entitled  to  is  not  granted  will  the  employment  be 
greatly  reduced? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  the  figures  gathered  by  the 
Tariff  Commission  show  that  it  is  costing  the  producers  in 
Georgia  and  South  Carolina  approximately  $7.72  to  produce  a 
ton  of  clay  which  they  are  selling  for  $8.  That  leaves  no  profit. 
Wh«i  it  is  considered  that  the  discoloration  of  one  car  of  day 
from  smoke  or  dust  or  soot  would  destroy  the  profits  on  the  out- 
put of  the  mine  for  several  weeks.  It  can  be  a^jredated,  I 
think,  by  every  open-minded  Senator  that  there  is  no  profit  to 
the  producer.  We  are  selling  clay  for  $8  a  ton  f.  o.  b.  the  mine 
in  order  to  hold  as  much  of  the  market  as  possible  because  if 
our  production  falls  below  60  per  cent  capacity,  naturally  the 
mines  must  be  closed. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Then  If  the  Senator  does  not  obtain  the  relief 
which  he  se^s,  it  follows  that  there  will  be  a  curtailment  in 
the  produdion  and  a  reduction  in  the  number  of  people  employed 
in  the  industry? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  There  Is  no  doubt  about  It  but  let  me  say 
that  it  Is  not  so  much  obtaining  an  Increase  In  the  duty,  but  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  has  proposed  to  reduce  the  duty  from 
$2.50  to  $1.50  a  ton  in  the  face  of  the  jricture  presented  by  this 
industry,  and  it  happens  to  be  an  industry,  let  me  repeat  Jn  the 
most  sorely  di8tres.sed  agricultural  section  In  the  Union,  barring 
no  section.  Moreover,  from  70  to  90  per  cent  of  the  labor  en- 
gaged in  these  mines  is  drawn  from  our  colored  dtiaens.  If  the 
reduction  proposed  by  the  committee  becomes  law,  the  mines 
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will  cloae,  and  many  of  onr  colored  wage  earners  will  fe^ 
the  effect. 

Mr.  OOFF.  Tben  I  onderstand  the  Senator's  poaltlon  Is  that 
if  the  oilnee  can  not  operate  soocessfully  onder  the  prcecnt  law, 
they  will  aeccMsrily  be  doaed  If  the  recommendatioo  of  the 
Seoate  Finance  Committee  be  adopted? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  ttie  Senator  correctly  understands  my 
position. 

Mr.  HALE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  S^iator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  tho  Senator  from  Maine? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HALE.  Can  the  Senator  tell  me.  If  the  mines  can  not 
Boccessfally  operate  nnder  the  present  dnty,  why  the  prodnction 
has  been  increasing  right  along?  In  1927  the  i»t>diictlon  was 
400^0  tons:  in  1920  It  was  42S^S  tons ;  in  1025  It  was  862319 
tons :  in  1924  it  was  326,611  tons.  That  indicates  to  me  a  pretty 
proi^erous  indnstry. 

Mr.  GEOBOE.  Yes;  and  I  call  the  Senator's  att^tlon, 
but  he  will  not  listen,  to  the  fact  that  85,000  plus  35,000  tons, 
or  ooe-foarth  of  the  gross  productloa  of  day  does  not  meet 
any  competition  from  England.  Of  the  clays  used  in  making 
paper,  the  English  claj'  mines  are  to-day  famishing  a  little 
more  than  50  per  cent  of  the  entire  consumittioo  in  the  United 
States,  and  that  is  the  matter  about  which  we  are  talking. 

Mr.  HALE.    The  proportion  still  remains  about  the  same. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh,  yes,  of  course;  all  kinds  of  clays  con- 
sidered. 

Mr.  HALE.  And  the  increase  in  production  has  been  going 
on  erery  year,  and  there  has  been  a  very  large  increase,  too. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  At  the  risk  of  wearying  the  Senate  I  am 
going  over  that  situation  again  briefly.  The  production  has 
been  incresaing,  but  when  we  deduct  from  the  total  prodnction 
one- fourth  which  is  a  day  tliat  has  no  competition  from  abroad, 
and  wlien  we  eliminate  other  clays  sold  in  territories  in  which 
we  have  a  fair  chance  to  control  the  market,  it  will  be  found 
that  as  to  the  clay  used  in  the  United  States  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  paper,  the  clay  in  which  there  is  a  direct  competition 
between  the  domestic  and  the  foreign  clays,  the  English  day 
people  are  still  importing  just  about  one-half.  So  here  we  have 
the  picture  of  an  American  industry  which  has  but  one-half  of 
the  field  aid,  according  to  the  Tariff  Commission,  It  produces 
At  $7.72  a  ton  a  product  which  it  must  sell  at  $8  a  ton  in  order 
to  hold  so  much  of  the  market  as  it  now  holds.  It  is  no  wonder 
that  the  industry  is  on  the  Terge  of  bankruptcy  and  that  many 
mines  hare  actiMlIy  gone  oat  of  bosinesa. 

Mr.  HALE  and  Mr.  BARKLEY  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield ;  and  if  soi,  to  whom  ? 

Mr.  OBOBOE.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Maine. 

Mr.  HALE.  It  is  not  so  very  nuny  years,  unless  I  am  ml»- 
taken,  since  the  domestic  production  was  only  about  one-tenth 
of  the  foreign  imports,  and  now  it  is  up  to  one-half. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  is  mistaken.  I  was  interrupted 
BO  many  times  when  I  was  trying  to  make  that  dear  to  the 
Seoate  that  I  do  not  think  it  is  altogether  his  fault 

I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BABKLBY.  I  merely  wish  to  call  attention  in  reference 
to  the  snggefstion  of  the  S«*nator  from  Maine  as  to  the  increase 
in  the  production  of  the  domestic  clay,  thst  the  increase  in  the 
production  of  steel  and  iron  in  this  country  has  been  much  more 
prodigious  than  the  Increase  in  the  domestic  production  of  clay, 
but  the  Senate  committee  Increased  the  tariff  rate  on  iron  and 
staeL 

Mr   OSOBGE.     Yes ;  1  recoUect  that  they  did,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  President  I  was  wrong  in  my  figures  and 
wish  to  withdraw  the  statement  I  made  as  to  the  domestic 
production  being  only  one-tenth  of  the  imports.  In  1914  the 
donestlc  production  was  a  little  less  than  half  the  imports. 
At  the  present  time  the  figures  are  about  the  same,  after  deduct- 
ing the  one-qoarter  of  which  the  Soiator  has  spoken.  It  seems 
to  me  that  is  a  rery  fair  increase. 

Mr.  FUCTCHER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator,  I  think,  is  re- 
ferring to  the  coating  clay,  while  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  refwred  to  china  clay — kaolin — and  all  the  other  days. 
The  figures  of  the  Senator  from  Maine  an;)ly.  I  think,  to  coating 
day. 

Mr.  HALB.  No;  I  am  talking  about  the  domestic  production 
of  kaolin,  or  china  clay,  and  the  Imports  into  the  United  States. 

Mr.  OBOBGE.  Mr.  President  I  pointed  out  I  think,  that 
one-fourth  of  the  total  prodnction  was  of  day  that  met  no  com- 
petition from  atooad.  Certain  of  the  figures  which  I  hare 
offered  fm-  the  Bkobd  but  did  not  read  in  detail  disclose  that 
the  BngUah  ntines  are  furnishing  some  330,000  tons  of  days, 
agalast  an  almost  similar  tonnage  from  the  domestic  mines. 
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Firther,  I  have  tried  to  point  out  that  fully  one-third  of  the 
cl  lys  consomed  in  the  paper  industry  are  consumed  In  the  New 
Eigland  States,  from  which  territory  we  are  entirely  excluded 
under  the  prevailing  low  water  rate  from  Fowey,  the  English 
si  ipping  point,  to  North  Atlantic  shipping  points,  plus  the  rela- 
tl  rely  short  haul  from  the  North  Atlantic  ports  to  the  consum- 
iig  centers. 

Mr.  President  I  wish  to  call  attent'on  to  an  additional  fact : 
I  is  overwhelmingly  demonstrated  that  clays  are  carried  as 
biUast  by  the  English  shipping  companies,  the  shipping  com- 
p  inles  depending  upon  the  return  cargo  for  revenue.  Against 
tills  condition,  even  with  the  existing  tariff  of  $2.60  a  ton,  the 
dmiestic  industry  is  unable  to  successfully  compete.  It  can 
only  do  so  by  selling  its  products  at  a  nonprofltable  prire.  It 
Clin  not  increase  its  production,  and  although  it  has  a  caradty 
o  '  over  a  million  tons  it  Is  to-day  prwlucing  only  446,000  tous. 

Mr.  President  one  additional  fact  should  be  brought  to  the 
a  tention  of  the  Senate  and  then  I  am  through.  Some  time  ago 
tlie  English  Government  announced  that  It  would  reduce  the 
n  ite  or  tax  upon  English  day  approximately  45  cents  per  ton ; 
ill  other  words,  giving  to  the  Ehiglish  miners  an  additional  46 
ci^nts  advantage  over  the  American  producers.  That  reduction 
ill  rate  or  tax  has  gone  Into  effect,  but  it  is  only  fair  to  say  that 
a««rding  to  my  Information,  while  the  rate  has  been  re<lu<'ed, 
tie  valuation  or  assessment  has  been  increased,  so  that  the  total 
n?t  advantage  to  the  En^Ish  mine  is  something  like  12  or  15 
cints  per  ton — I  do  not  recollect  the  exact  figures.  However,  If 
tl  e  English  miner  is  going  to  be  allowed  an  additional  advantage 
o '  12  or  15  cents  per  ton  and  we  are  to  take  away  $1  per  ton 

0  '  the  $2.50  protection  heretofore  given  to  the  producers  of  clay 
Ii  the  United  States,  It  will  condemn  the  industry;  make  no 
nistake  about  that  It  possibly  might  cost  the  consuming  public 
a  little  to  increase  the  duty  upon  the  product  of  this  Industry, 
bit  If  the  rate  which  has  been  In  effect  since  1922  is  continued, 
tiere  will,  of  course,  be  no  Increase  In  price.    While  the  Industry 

n  not  expand  it  will  be  able,  possibly,  to  maintain  a  precarious 

istence. 

Mr.  TRAMMEXL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  a 
stlon? 

The  VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does   the   Senator  from   Georgia 

leld  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TRAMMIILL.  I  have  listened  very  attentively  to  the  able 
presentation  of  the  subject  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  and 
h»rtily  agree  with  everything  he  has  said.  I  know  that  the 
industry  in  Florida  claims  that  It  must  have  at  leant  the  present 
rate  of  duty  In  order  to  survive.  I  should  like  to  be  advised  Jf 
the  Senator  knows  of  any  evidence  that  has  been  produced  by 
a  lyone  else  to  indicate  that  the  Indnstry  could  survive  without 
naintalning  the  duty  at  Its  present  rate? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  was  diverted  for  a  mcMnent  and  did  not  catch 
tlie  Senator's  question. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  Has  there  been  any  evidence  produced  to 
iidicate  that  the  Industry  does  not  require  a  continuance  of  the 
pi-esent  rate  of  duty? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  have  found  no  such  evidence,  except  In  the 
ci  ise  of  one  witness  who  offered  some  testimony  before  the  Sen- 
a  e  Finance  Committee,  largely  In  the  nature  of  opinion  evidence, 
tl  at  the  rate  was  high  enough  and  perhaps  too  high. 

Mr.  TRAMMEH^L.     I  have  not  seen  any  reliable  testimony  and 

1  have  heard  no  Senator  present  any  evidence  to  Indicate  that 
tie  industry  does  not  require  at  least  a  continuance  of  the 
pi  esent  rate  of  duty. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  think  any  has  been  offered,  Mr. 
P  resident 

Mr.  President.  I  have  finished,  but  I  desire  to  ask  leave  to 
ii  sert  at  the  end  of  my  remarks  additional  tables  furnished  by 
tie  Tariff  Commission  and  gathered  from  figtu-es  furnished  by 
tl  at  commission. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

MUU   uAjny  Awterican  /Uling  day* 

TonD«g« 

It  ternational  Paper  Co.,  Taiiong  ;  Covlngrton.  Va _  17  OOO 

^est   Virginia   Pulp  4  Paper  Co.,  Piedmont.   W.   Va.,  Tirooe. 

P«..   Mechanlcville,   N.   Y. ^^ 1_    '  20  000 

C  uimpion  Coated  I'aper  Co.,  Hamilton,  Ohio 20'  000 

fifw  York  a  PennsjiTania  Co.  and  Castanea  Paper  Co.,  John- 

BonbuK,    Pa..   Lock   Haven,    Pa 22  000 

BTsnt  Paper  Co.,  Kaiamaaoo.  Mich ~~  8  000 

M  ead  Pulp  4  Paper  Co^  ChUllcothe,  Ohio n"  600 

^  BterTllef  Paper  Co.,  WaterrUet,  Mich ZZ  l' 600 

M  ichlgao  Paper  MUa  Co..  Ptainwell.  Mich 1'  400 

Si  andard  Paper  ManafacturlDg  Co.,  Richmond,  Va .T  '  HOG 

^aUb  Paper  Co.,  Sartell,  Mlun ""  2  500 

Ktx  Paper  Co..  Kalamazoo.  Mlch„  Neenah.  Wla Z  '  170 

K  mberly-Clark   Co..    Klmberly.    Wla..    Appleton.    Wla..   Niagara 

Falia.    N.    Y :_ 80.000 

O.  M.  Bare  Paper  Co.,  Roaring  Spring,  Pa .__  1,800 
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Tonnage 

Allied   Paper  Mills.  Otaego,   Mich.,  Kaiamaaoo,   Mich 7,300 

Tonawiinda  Paper  Co.,  North  Tonawanda,   N.  Y »,  000 

Jessup  4  Moore,  Wilmington,  I>el.,  Proridence,  Md 3,  000 

Munising  Paper  Co.,  MunlBing.   Mich 2.500 

Combined  Locks  Paper  Co.,  Combined  Locka,  Wla 3,  60O 

Flambeau  Paper  Co.,  Park  Falls,  Wla 1, 100 

French   Paper  Co.,   Nile*.   Mich 1,700 

Northwest  Paper  Co.,  Cloquet.  M^n 1,  800 

Total .: 166.  270 

The  following  table  shows  the  kaolin  sold  by  producers  located  In  the 
four  principal  producing  States,  for  specified  yearn : 


192S 

19» 

1937 

State 

Quan- 
tity 

Value 

Quan- 
tity 

Value 

Quan- 
tity 

Value 

Oeorfla 

Skort 

tOM 

141,«6S 
52,937 
53.009 
18,  7W 

(1,040,064 
Ml,  222 
711,567 
300,833 

Skort 
Umt 
175.230 
80,404 
56,344 
30,719 

$1,  357, 923 
542,263 
772,124 
531,487 

Skor. 
tons 
193, 151 
78,401 
47,  319 
30,334 

$1,  492, 857 
666,209 
646,415 
327,638 

South  Carolina 

Florida.- 

North  Carolina 

There  are  enormous  reserves  of  kaolin  in  the  atioTe  States. 

The  following  table  shows  a  comparison  Ix'tween  delivered  prices  of 
domestic  nod  English  potting  clays  at  important  consuming  points  in 
the  United  States  in  1928. 

Comparison  hetvieen  prices  of  domeatic  and   Et%gli4h  potting  days  de- 
lirerrd  at  important  consuming  points  in  the  United  States  «n  tUS 


[Per  short  ton] 

North  Carolina  > 

Florida » 

English* 

Trans- 
porta- 
tion 
cost 
from 
mine 

Delivered 
price 

Trans- 
porta- 
tion 
cost 
from 
mine 

Delivered 
price 

Trans-, 
porta- 
Uon 
cost  in 
United 
Sutes 

Deliv- 
ered 

price 

Zanesville,  Ohio 

East  Liverpool.  Ohio... 

Heaver  Falls,  Pa 

Trent^n,  N.  J 

$6.01i$22.01-$22.51 
4  73j  22.  73-  23.  23 
6.  73   22.  73-  23.  23 
6.  01    22  01-  22.  51 

19.00 
9.49 
9  49 
8  76 

$22.  0O-t22.  75       $4.  30 
22.  49-  23.  34|        3. 40: 
22.  49-  23-24         3.  40 
21.  76-  22.  61          1  on 

S22.06 
21.26 
21.28 
19  90 

'  At  f  16-$16..'S0  per  short  ton  f.  o.  b.  cars  mine. 
»  At  il.1-$13.50  oer  short  ton  f.  o.  b.  cars  mine. 
•  At  $17.86  per  snort  ton  f.  o.  b.  cars  North  Atlantic  ports. 

China  clay  or  kaolin — Weighted  average  cost  of  production  of  grades 
used  a«  a  filler^  in  the  paper  industry,  for  Georgia  and  South  Carolina, 
for  19r7 


Total  production,  tons. 
Total  sales,  tons 


Production  expense 

Depreciation  :ind  depiction 

General  and  Hdministrative  expense 

Total  production  cost 

Imputed  interost 

Total  production  cost,  including  imputed  in- 
lerpst-.   .- 

Selling  eiiienae... 

Total  production  eost,  including  imputed  in- 
terest and  selling  expense 


aaorgia 


South 
Carolina 


86,802.59 
82,945.36 


43,431.91 
44,251  00 


Per  ton 

Per  ton 

(4.96ft7 

$.\0949 

.7146 

1.2783 

.3741 

.3963 

6.0574 

6.7«94 

.2800 

1.0565 

6.3183  I 
.80W 

7.1381 


7.8250 
1.0723 

8.8963 


Oeorgia 
and  Smith 

Carolina 
combined 


130,  234.  SO 
127, 196,  36 

Per  ton 

$5.0108 

.9026 

.3815 

6.2949 

.5262 

6.8211 
.9011 

7.7222 


1  Costs   weighted  on  Imaia  of  production,   allocated   to   use,   through 
analysis  of  sales  distrlbntion. 

No  data   have  been  obtained   by   the  commission   with  respect  to   the 
cost  of  prodnction  of  china  clay  or  kaolin  in  England. 

American  clay  producers 


Name  and  post  -office  address 

Location  of  mines 

Annual  out- 
put (tons) 

Capacity  (tons) 

FLOBIDA 

Edgar  Plastic   Kaolin   Co., 

Edgar,  ITs 

38,790 
6,000 

11,  «a 

8,000 

80,000 
30,000 
33,000 
UOOO 

Metucheo,  N.J. 
Florida  China  Clav  Co.  anc.), 

box  83,  I.ee.sbiirg,  Fta. 
Lake  County  Clay  Co.,  Me- 

tuchen,  N.  J. 
L'nited  Clay  Mines  Corpo- 

ratkm.  lYenton,  N.  i. 

Okahumpka,  Fla 

do 

Hawthorne,  Fia. 

Amtricau  ctoy  pra<f«i«er« — Contiaaed 


Name  and  post-offioe  address 


GKOROU 

Akron  Pigment  Co.,  Carters- 
ville,  Ga. 

Albion  Kaolin  Co.,  330 
Broadway,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

American  Clay  Co.,  Dry 
Branch,  Oa. 

American  Industrial  Clay 
Co.,  Sandersville,  Oa. 

Edgar  Bros.  Co.,  Metuctien, 
N.J. 

Flamoga  Clay  Co. 

Oeorgia  Katrfin  (Do.,  Dry 
Branch.  Oa. 

Oolding  Sons  Co.,  Butler, 
Oa. 

Gordon  Kaolin  Co.,  314 
American  Building,  Sa- 
vannah, Oa. 

John  Sant  Co.,  East  Liver- 
pool, Ohio. 

Savannah  Kaolin  Co..  S14 
American  Building,  Sa- 
vannah. Oa. 

Walker's  Oeorgia  Kaolin 
Mines,  Mclntyre,  Oa. 

NOBTH  CAKOUNA 

Pollard   Clay  Co.,   Boms- 

vllte,  N.  C. 
The  Harris  Clay  Co..  Dills- 

Iwro,     Jackson     County, 

N.6. 

SOtTH  CABOUNA 

Immaculate  Kaolin  Co., 
Box  42.  Langiey,  S.  C. 

J.  M.  Hulwr  Pigment  Co., 
Inc.,  Oraniteville,  8.  C. 

North  American  Clay  Co., 
230  Park  Ave.,  New  York, 
N.  Y. 

South  Carolina  Clay  Co., 
751  Oeorgia  Ave.,  Augusta, 
Oa. 

Southeastern  Clay  Co., 
Aiken,  S.  C. 

United  Clay  Mines  Corpo- 
ration. 


LoeatioD  of  mioae 


Mclntyre,  Oa.. 
Hepcittah,  Oa.. 


vntoimA 


Cold    Spring 
Ellard,  Va. 


Mining   Co., 


Dry  Brindi,  Oa. 
Sandersville.  Oa. 
Mclntyre,  Oa 


Dry  Branch,  (3a. 
do 


Annual  out- 
pat  (tons) 


Butler,  Oa. 


Gordon,  Oa.    Leased 
to  P.  W.  Martin. 

Dry  Branch,  Oa 


OordoUfOa.    Leued 
to  P.  W.  Martin. 

Near  Mclntyre,  Oa... 


Bamsville,  N.  C. 


Sprucepine.  Sparlu, 
Penland,  Limday, 
and  Lamonti,  K.  0. 


Near  Langiey,  Aikea 

County,  S.  C. 
Oraniteville,  8.  C 

Bath    and    Langiey, 

8.  C. 

Langiey,  8.  C 

Aiken  and  Croft,  8.  C 
South  Carolina 


Cold  Spring,  Augiista 
Co.,  Va. 


10^000 
2S,000-V,000 

33,000 
0) 
71,  »9 

38,000 

3,500 

22,000 

1,200 
18^000 

8,000 

1,440 
17,000 


7,000 
41,000 

aaooo 

8,000 


CapMity  (tons) 


20.000 

10,000-1  fia  000 

35,000 
•90,000 
127,000 


IflOO 


P) 


i;;ooo 


oaooo 

^ooo 

aaooo 

a;  000 

33,000 
16.000 


10,000 
36,000 


lO.OOO-lZOOO 

70,000 

13(^000 

10,000 

30,000 


36,000 


>  Work  held  up  pending  tariff  outcome. 
'  Plant  under  construction. 
•No  report 

NoTC — Dependents  estimated,  12,276. 

JOHN   J.   RASKOB 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  if  we  are  ready  to  vote  on 
the  amendment  I  will  not  speaic  at  this  time. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  We  are  not  ready  to  vote.  I  want  to  sub- 
mit some  observations  on  the  subject  and  to  offer  an  am^id- 
inent.    I  will  offer  an  amendment  now  if  the  Senator  desires. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  the  Senator  from  Florida  desires  to 
offer  an  amendment,  I  should  like  to  proceed  for  a  few  moments. 

Mr.  President,  on  Friday  last  the  Senate  listened  to  some 
remarks  from  the  Junior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Rosiiisoir], 
wherein  he  criticised  John  J.  Raskob.  This  morning  I  received 
a  letter  from  Mr.  Raskob,  which  I  ask  to  have  read  to  the 
Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  clerk  will  read,  as  requested. 

The  Chief  Qerk  read  as  f<Hlows : 

NOTEUBCX  2,   1029. 
Hon.  Pat  Haebiron, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dsar  Scnatob  Habsison  :  My  attention  baa  been  called  to  as 
attack  made  upon  me  by  Senator  Robinson,  Republican,  from  Indiana, 
in  which  he  charged  me  with  l)eing  a  stock-market  plunger,  and  a 
"  lucky  plunger "  at  that ;  also  with  having  advised  everyone,  even 
people  with  small  means,  to  speculate  in  stocks.  Ordinarily  I  would 
completely  ignore  an  attack  of  thia  kind  because  it  would  merit  no 
reply. 

The  Democratic  Party  has  honored  me  with  the  position  of  chainnaa 
of  the  Democratic  National  Committee,  which  position  I  have  stead- 
fastly tried  to  fill  with  the  dignity  It  deserves  and  commands.  Senator 
Robinson's  speech  is  so  nunifestly  a  political  attack  that  I  feel  not 
only  Democrats  but  all  citixens,  regardlen  of  political  alBHatloBs,  hare 
a  right  to  expect  me  to  reply  to  this  false,  rlcioas,  and  wholly  on- 
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warranted  attack,  and  tMa  l^ttn  ta  (or  bo  otli«T  parpose.  Tb«  anawer 
U  that  I  do  not  gamble  ia  the  atock  market.  I  have  always  purchased 
■tociM  oatricht,  lOTectlnc  In  the  aecarltlea  of  tboae  companiea  that  I 
thought  had  an  attractlTe  (ature,  and  have  held  the  atocka  until  aucb 
time  aa  I  felt  they  were  aelling  for  all  they  were  worth. 

The  New  York  Tlmea.  on  December  19,  1927.  carried  aa  Interview 
with  me  In  which  I  atated  there  was  good  reaaon  to  anticipate  that 
1028  would  wltneaa  the  greatest  prosperity  our  country  ever  enjoyed. 

The  New  York  Tinea  laaue  of  March  25,  1928,  carried  an  laterriew 
In  which  I  atated  that  indicationa  p4>lnted  to  record  automobile  produc- 
tfoo  In  1925),  and  that  General  Motors  Corporation  common  atock,  baaed 
CO  Ita  earning  power,  aeemed  to  t>e  undervalued  in  the  market,  which 
Mibaeqaently  proved  to  be  true. 

On  June  2T.  191i8,  another  New  York  Tlmea  Interriew  quoted  m«  aa 
followa  ; 

"Alfred  E.  Smith  aa  Preddent  would  give  the  countiy  a  conatroctiTe 
bastnem  admlalatratlon.  Buaineas  big  or  little  baa  nothing  to  fear 
from  Governor  Smith.  There  ia  no  cauae  for  bustneas  timidity  dnring 
a  praaldentia]  campaign.  BuaineM  haa  outgrown  the  feeling  that  there 
la  aomething  to  fear  in  campaign  yean.  It  la  on  too  big  a  ac«le  for 
that." 

On  October  5.  1928  (see  New  York  Times).  I  said  : 

**  Newspaper  atatements  and  gosaip  which  have  credited  recent 
spectacular  advances  in  certain  securities  to  my  actirlty  in  the  rtock 
market  are  entirely  without  foundation  for  two  very  good  reaaona. 
In  the  drat  place,  since  I  have  taken  tbia  position  aa  Democratic 
national  chairman.  I  have  not  been  near  my  office  and  have  not  pur- 
chased any  stock  whatsoever.  In  the  second  place.  It  la  my  opinion 
that  security  prices  have  ao  far  oatmn  demonstrated  values,  earning 
power,  and  dividend  returns  that  a  material  readjuatment  la  necessary 
before  tht^^y  will  again  be  attractive  ta  the  prudent  inveator.  The 
course  of  the  bond  market  ia  a  good  Indication  of  where  the  investor 
stands  in  relation  to  present  security  prlcea.  Dividend  retoma  are 
low  and  money  rates  are  high. 

**  While  I  consider  the  bnaincas  oatlook  sound,  I  can  not  see  any- 
thing In  the  future  to  warrant  the  belief  that  corporations  can  In- 
ereaae  their  dividend  payments  sufficiently  to  make  the  yield  on  present 
•aemilty  pricea  compare  favorably  with  the  high  cost  of  money. 

**  My  name  haa  frequently  been  mentioned  as  being  prominently 
Ideatifled  with  the  Chrysler  Corporation  and  Radio.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  Lave  never  owned  and  do  not  now  own  a  single  ahare  of  stock 
la  the  Chrysler  Corporation  and  the  stock  in  the  Radio  Corporation 
which  I  bold  was  purchased  outright  by  me  a  long  while  ago  and  la 
bald  as  aa  laveatment.  I  am  not  Interested,  directly  or  Indirectly, 
la  any  pool  or  atock  market  operatlona.  All  securities  held  by  me  are 
owned  outright  for  the  reaaon  that  It  seems  imprudent  to  be  substan- 
tially In  debt  with  the  stock  market  and  money  market  In  the  prea- 
ent  position." 

Tba  Naw  York  Herald  Tribune  then  quoted  RepreaentatlTc  Hamilton 
Fmb.  of  New  York,  In  a  speech  before  the  Naasan  County  Republican 
Club  aa  aaylng  that  Mr.  Raakob  with  other  Democratic  leaders  U  now 
attempting  to  depict  Republican  proaperity  aa  a  myth  and  added, 
**  It  ia  hardly  understood  that  anch  a  well-known  leader  of  Industry 
would  offer  to  the  public  an  laaae  of  '  bunk  preferred.'  " 

Under  the  caption  Topics  In  Wall  Street  the  New  York  Tlmee  carried 
the  following: 

"The  speculative  portion  of  Wall  Street  was  provoked  to  angry  critl- 
clam  by  the  statement  of  Mr.  Raakob  yesterday  that  In  his  opinion 
'  security  pricea  have  so  far  outrun  demonstrated  valnea,  earning  power, 
aad  dividend  retorna  that  a  material  readjuatment  la  neceasary  before 
tbey  will  again  be  attractive  to  the  prudent  litveator.'  Operators  com- 
mitted to  the  advance  could  not  undersund  why  Mr.  Baakob  should 
have  said  sacb  things.  They  have  been  accustomed  so  long  to  pivot  a 
frcah  advance  on  his  previous  public  utterances  that  they  were  plainly 
chagrined  yesterday.  Dlalnterented  observers  pointed  out  that  the  trad- 
ing fraternity  which  In  the  past  has  t>ouj;ht  heavily  on  any  fragment  of 
optimlam  thrown  out  by  the  General  Motors  '  Insiders '  ignored  the 
blshly  unfavorable  remarks  credited  to  him  yesterday." 

Oo  October  SO.  1929.  the  New  York  Times  carried  the  following  inter- 
Tlew  with  me: 

"  Kany  of  us  have  long  felt  great  concern  because  of  the  Inflated  con- 
dition of  the  stock  market  during  the  past  several  atontha.  Huge 
aaaooata  of  aiooey  have  been  loaned  in  the  call  money  market  at  moat 
attractive  rates  daring  this  period  by  people  who  ordinarily  would  have 
ttats  money  Invested  In  securities.  The  present  decline  in  the  stock 
■larkets  of  this  country  has  carried  prii-es.  in  ouuiy  instances,  to  levels 
rldlculoosty  low,  with  the  rcenit  that  nearly  all  of  the  standard  rail- 
road stocks  are  cheap  and  the  industrial  lint  la  filled  with  stocks  selling 
at  real  bargain  prices. 

**  la  a  panic,  whether  In  a  theater  flre  or  the  stock  market,  people 
leas  tbdr  beads  and  go  too  far,  which  always  results  in  needless  and 
anaeccasary  suffering. 

**  Pradcnt  investors  are  now  buying  stocks  In  huge  quantities  and 
wUl  praftt  handsomely  when  this  hysteria  is  over  snd  our  people  have 
oppartnalty  ta  cahaer  moments  to  appreciate  the  great  stability  of 
boalacas  bf  reason  of  the  sound  fandaneatals,  scoaooilc  conditions  ez- 
Istlag  la  thla  great  coantrj. 
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"The  pendulum  has  swung  too  far.  The  list  is  filled  with  bargains 
and  my  friends  and  I  are  all  buying  stocks." 

This  record  speaks  for  Itself  and  clearly  refutes  Senator  Robinsojc'b 
statements  that  I  am  a  stock-market  plunger. 

But  before  the  Senator  from  Indiana  again  attempts  to  confuse  the 
public  I  suggest  he  read  the  article  in  the  Ladies  Home  Journal  to 
which  he  referred,  in  order  that  he  may  appreciate  there  Is  no  invita- 
tion to  speculate  advocated  therein. 

The  plan  outlined  therein  contemplates  the  formntion  of  a  securities 
company  that  will  put  at  the  disposal  of  men  and  women  In  all  walks  of 
life  opportunity  to  invest  intelligently  In  real  estate  and  safe  common 
storks,  thus  clvlng  poor  people  the  same  opportunity  as  the  rich  to  profit 
through  the  tremendous  enhancement  in  values  represented  by  equity  or 
common-stock  Investments,  which  la  bound  to  occur  as  long  as  our 
country  grows  and  prospers. 

A  company  formed  along  the  lines  advocated  by  me  should  have  the 
best  brains  extant  In  the  matter  of  selecting  good  equity  Inveatments 
and  certainly  would  not  have  Invested  in  common  stocks  at  the  high 
levels  which  have  maintained  during  the  pest  aeveral  months. 

As  a  practical  Illustration  of  what  such  a  plan  can  accomplish  It  can 
be  pointed  out  that  in  1920  I  advocated  and  secured  the  approval  of  the 
board  of  directors  of  the  General  Motors  Corporation  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  savings  and  Investment  plan.  This  plan  has  bad  slight 
amendments  from  time  to  time.  Under  this  plan  an  employee  may 
deposit  any  amount  he  wishes  up  to  $.100,  provided  It  is  not  more  than 
20  per  cent  of  his  salary,  and  the  corporation  will  deposit  in  a  separate 
account  an  amount  equal  to  50  per  cent  of  what  the  employee  deposits, 
which  latter  amount  Is  Invested  in  common  stock  in  the  General  Motors 
Corporation.  Under  this  plan  the  classes  run  for  five  years  and  a  new 
class  is  formed  every  year.     The  results  have  l>een  as  follows : 

An  employee  depositing  |300  in  the  class  of  1920  at  the  end  of  1925 
received  cash  and  securities  baring  a  total  value  of  $2,518.17. 

An  employee  depositing  $300  in  the  class  of  1021  at  the  end  of  1926 
received  cash  and  securities  having  a  total  value  of  $2,191.06. 

An  employee  depositing  $.300  in  the  class  of  1922  at  the  end  of  1927 
received  cash  and  securities  having  a  total  value  of  $1,277. 

An  employee  depositing  $300  in  tb«  class  of  1923  at  the  end  of  1928 
received  cash  and  securities  having  a  total  value  of  $2,680. 

Thus  an  employee  who  put  $1,200  In  these  four  classes  has  actually 
received  $8,666.23. 

I  understand  tbe  savings  and  investment  department  of  the  General 
Motors  Corporation  has  over  200.000  accounts  on  its  books  at  this  time. 

In  1923  we  worked  out  the  plan  of  tbe  Managers  Securities  Co.  for 
General  Motors  Corporation,  about  which  much  has  been  written.  The 
plan  In  brief  was  a  plan  designed  to  interest  the  80  principal  senior 
and  Junior  executives  in  the  General  Motors  Corporation  as  common- 
stock  holders.  Tbe  result  of  this  plan  has  been  to  make  each  and  every 
one  of  these  80  m^n  independently  wealthy.  This  was  accomplished 
through  their  own  efforts  and  being  interested  in  the  corporation  aa 
common-stock  holders. 

Results  speak  louder  than  words,  and  the  above  shows  that  nothing 
I  have  advocated  has  proven  in  practice  akin  to  advising  working  men 
and  women  and  others  to  gamble  in  the  stock  market. 

I  believe  a  man  can  dedicate  himself  to  no  higher  service  than  that 
of  helping  his  fellow  men,  and  my  motto  has  ever  been  that  there  can 
be  no  sutwtantial  or  lasting  prosperity  in  any  country  unless  the  people 
themselves  are  prosperous,  and  to  me  this  means  that  men  and  women 
engaged  in  agricultural  and  industrial  enterprises  must  not  alone  be 
profitably  employed  but  must  have  opportunity  to  invest  intelligently  in 
the  wealth  they  are  creating,  and  thus  gain  for  themselves  for  old  age  a 
competence  that  will  enable  them  to  live  like  men,  instead  of  merely 
existing  as  paupers  or  beggars. 

My  article  on  the  5-day  week,  published  in  the  November  issue  of 
the  North  American  Review,  may  hold  some  interest  for  Senator  Robin- 
son if  he  haa  any  notion  that  I  lack  faith  In  the  future  of  the  United 
SUtes. 

This  is  a  long  letter,  and  my  only  excuse  for  its  length  is  that  we 
are    dealing    with    questions    that    seriously    concern    over    100,000,000 
people  la   their  everyday  lives,  and  it  is  important   that   they   not   be 
misled  by  Irresponsible  chatter. 
Siaeerely  yonrs, 

John  J.  Raskob. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi 
ha:i  the  floor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to  have  a  state- 
ment Incorporated  in  the  Rkcoro? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  was  just  going  to  suggest  that  we  designate 
this  other  letter  as  "  Ra.skob's  BuBetin  No.  1  on  the  stock  ex- 
change." It  appears  to  be  a  docoment  boosting  his  position  and 
hl«  riews  on  the  stock  exchange. 

Since  this  matter  has  been  raised,  I  have  a  document  some- 
where which  shows  that  Mr.  Raskob  has  given  out  a  statement 
to  the  effect  that  he  intended  to  take  some  interest  in  thla 
matter  of  teaching  people  how  to  speculate  properly  on  the 
exchange. 
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There  is  aomething  In  the  position  taken  by  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson]  on  that  subject.  The  truth  ought  to  be 
told  about  this  whole  thing;  and  if  we  are  going  to  make  a  clear- 
ing house  out  of  this  place  for  the  views  of  Raskob  and  other 
gamblers  on  the  stock  excliange  we  had  better  go  fully  into  it. 

I  simply  vranted  to  make  that  observation. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  of  course,  the  letter  is  put 
in  the  Rcx?ORD  for  tbe  reason  that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Robinson]  without  Justification,  as  I  thought,  and  as  I  ex- 
pressed myself  at  that  time,  made  an  attack  upon  the  chairman 
of  the  Democratic  National  Committee.  I  am  sure  the  great 
majority  of  this  body  does  not  feel  like  my  friend  frcMD  Alabama. 
Every  man  has  a  right  to  express  himself  and  to  give  his  views, 
and  the  letter  is  very  much  to  the  point. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes;  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  he  get  Mr. 
Raskob  to  state  now  that  he  is  a  Democrat,  that  he  has  ceased 
to  be  a  Republican,  and  that  he  is  not  a  member  of  the  Repub- 
lican Club  of  PhiladeliAia,  the  Republican  League— what  is  the 
name  of  tliat  club,  I  will  a.sk  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  means  the 
Union  League. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  The  Union  League  Club  of  Philadelphia.  I 
understand  that  he  is  now  a  member  of  it,  and  has  never  ceased 
to  be  a  member  of  it,  although  he  is  still  chairman  of  the  Demo- 
cratic National  Committee. 

Mf.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  refuse  to  yield  for  the  moment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  do  not  care  to  get  into  any  political  dis- 
cussion with  my  friend  from  Alabama.  I  ttiink  everybody  here 
knows — certainly  I  know — ^his  view  with  reference  to  Mr. 
Raskob,  and  with  reference  to  the  Democratic  Party,  and  with 
reference  to  the  Republican  Party ;  and  I  do  not  propose  to  he 
embroiled  in  a  diseussiou  with  him  here  at  this  late  day.  I 
think  we  ought  to  want  to  forget  what  happened  last  year.  I 
want  to  forget  it ;  and  so  I  Just  pass  it  by  at  that. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  The  Senator  need  not  make  any  apology  for 
me  for  what  I  did.    I  would  do  it  over  again. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  not  making  any  apology  for  the 
Senator.  I  would  not  do  that ;  and  the  Senator  need  not  make 
any  apology  for  me,  either. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  desire  to  inquire  if  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  claims  that  Mr.  Raskob  is  a  Republican  and  one 
of  his  supporters? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  O  Mr.  President,  I  refuse  to  yield  for  all 
that. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  incorporated  in  the  Buxxjkd 
a  statement  issued  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Robinson]  on  Saturday  In  answer  to  the  statement  made  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson]  in  his  answer 
to  the  statement  issued  by  the  leader  of  this  side  a  few  davs  ago. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

Senator  Robinson  of  Arkansas  arrived  in  Little  Rock  this  morning 
for  a  brief  stay,  having  come  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  where  he  attended 
the  funeral  of  the  late  Senator  Bdkton,  of  Ohio. 

Concerning  the  collapse  on  the  stock  market,  the  Senator  said : 
"  The  '  boom  psychology '  which  resulted  in  abnormal  advances  of 
nearly  all  stocks  and  in  tbe  diversion  from  more  conservative  Invest- 
ments of  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  fairly  may  be  attributed  to 
the  attitude  of  prominent  i>olitical  authorities  and  of  many  financial 
corporations  and  bouses  of  issue.  Instead  of  coordinating  efforts  to 
stabilize  conditions,  they  stimulated  by  repeated  optimistic  statements 
the  spirit  of  speculation.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  if  the  national 
administration  had  used  methods  to  prevent  tbe  orgy  similar  to  those 
quite  properly  employed  to  calm  down  the  situation  after  tbe  market 
broke  the  prices  of  stocks  would  have  reverted  to  a  rea.sonable  level 
and  the  panic  might  have  been  prevented.  No  one  suggests  that  it 
was  the  business  or  the  duty  of  the  President  or  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  employ  public  funds  In  connection  with  the  market. 
Neither  tbe  Senator  from  Indiana  nor  anyone  else  is  warranted  in 
placing  such  a  construction  on  my  former  etatement.  Let  it  be  re- 
peated with  emphasis  that  in  view  of  the  well-known  fact  that  general 
business  conditions  were  being  upset  by  unusual  speculations  in  stocks. 
and  the  prices  of  the  same  were  out  of  proportion  to  fair  values,  surely 


the  public  could  have  been  warned  and  business  protected  against  un- 
wholesome reactions  by  sooner  inviting  the  cooperation  of  financial 
agencies,  instead  of  leaving  it  to  appear  that  the  soaring  prices  of 
stocks  were  merely  a  general  evidence  of  national  prosperity. 

"  It  is  amusing  to  note  criticism  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana  of  a 
private  citisen,  Mr.  Raakob,  in  this  connection,  when  it  is  recalled  that 
several  months  ago  Mr.  Raskob  publicly  warned  against  buying  stocks, 
and  announced  that  the  reason  be  did  not  proceed  with  his  proposed 
worklngmen's  financial  investment  plan  was  that  prices  were  too  high. 

"  Millions  of  small  investors  and  would-be  speculators  have  l>eeu 
ruined.  The  wreckage  is  both  humiliating  and  appalling.  Of  course, 
tbe  Important  thing  to  be  accomplished  is  to  retrieve  the  situation  and 
restore  normal  conditions  with  as  little  permanent  damage  as  pobsible." 

SBVISION  or  THB  TAUFT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  have  listened 
with  keen  interest  to  the  very  able  presentation  of  the  case  for 
an  increased  duty  upon  china  clay  by  the  Senator  from  Cleorgia 
[Mr.  George].  Were  I  convinced  that  the  domestic  china  clay 
is  in  quality  as  suitable  as  the  imported  china  clay  for  certain 
paper-manufacturing  purposes,  and  were  I  convinced  that  the 
domestic  clay  does  not  actually  cost  more  to  American  con- 
sumers than  the  imported  clay,  I  should,  of  course,  vote  for  his 
anTondnient. 

The  Senator  has  referred  in  his  argument  to  the  fact  that  the 
domestic  clay  producers  have  not  been  able  to  penetrate  suc- 
cessfully the  New  England  market.  The  reason  Is  very  appar- 
ent The  finest  grades  of  papers  in  the  world  are  made  in  cer- 
tain parts  of  New  England,  particularly  in  the  western  part  of 
Massachusetts,  and  in  other  parts  of  New  England  and  New 
York.  The  finest  paper  mills  in  the  world  are  located  ther«, 
making  the  highest  grades  of  paper.  These  mills  and  this 
branch  of  the  paper  industry  assert  again  and  again  that  they 
are  paying  higher  prices  for  the  imported  clay  than  they  would 
need  to  pay  if  they  used  the  domestic  clay.  These  mills  assert 
that  the  imported  day  gives  a  richness  and  a  coloring  to  the 
finished  paper  that  they  can  not  obtain  from  the  use  of  the 
domestic  clay. 

Because  I  am  convinced  from  the  evidence  that  these  pro- 
ducers of  high-grade  paper  will  have  to  continue  to  uf»e  the 
imported  clay  in  order  to  put  upon  the  market  the  finished 
product  they  are  now  pnxludng  for  the  public,  and  therefore 
will  have  to  pay  a  higher  duty  and  pass  it  on  to  the  public,  I 
can  not  support  the  Senator's  amendment,  and  I  shall  support 
the  amendment  to  reduce  the  present  duty  as  recommended  by 
the  committee.  The  superior  quality  of  the  imported  article 
and  the  higher  price  defeats  the  claim  of  real  competition  with 
the  doinostic  industry. 

As  confirmatory  of  what  I  have  said,  I  ask  to  have  printed 
in  the  Rdcobo  some  communications  sent  to  me  by  some  of  these 
paper  manufacturers,  together  with  a  brief  prepared  by  myself 
on  this  subject. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  brief  (H-epared  by  Senator  Walsh  of  Massachusetts  is  as 
follows : 

Paraffraph  ton — Chima  clay  or  kaolin 

Per  ton 

Act  of  1897 $2.  50 

Act  of  1»09 2.  50 

Act  of  1913 1.  25 

Act  of  1922 2  60 

House  bill 2.50 

The  duty  recommended  by  tbe  Senate  Finance  Committee  Is  |1.50  per 
ton. 

FACTS 

1.  Uses  and  description :  China  day  or  kaolin  is  a  raw  materiaL 
It  is  principally  used  by  paper  makers  for  filling  and  coating  pnp>*rB. 
Its  next  largest  use  is  in  tbe  manufacture  of  pottery.  Considerable 
quantities  are  also  used  in  tbe  manufacture  of  paints,  colors,  linoleum, 
tablecloth  (oil),  shade  cloth,  ultramarine,  and  as  an  adulterant  in  rubber. 

What  makes  one  class  and  grade  of  kaolin  different  from  another  is 
largely  not  a  matter  of  chemical  analysis  but  of  physical  characteristics, 
discoverable  in  most  cases  by  the  performance  of  the  clay  when  em- 
ployed for  different  purposes. 

2.  Production :  To  prepare  kaolin  for  the  market  It  is  first  mined 
and  then  processed  in  s  washing  or  pulverising  pisnt.  Tbe  mining  of 
primary  deposits  Is  usually  done  b.vdran]ically,  that  of  secondary  or 
sedimentary  deposits  by  open-cut  mining,  with  or  without  steam  shovels. 
It  is  important  to  know  whether  tbe  deposits  are  primary  or  secondary. 
Primary  deposits  can  be  mined  cheaper  by  use  of  the  hydraulic  method. 
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The  Kagllih  day  d«po«it«  ire  aliaoet  all  primary  ooaa  and  brace  are 
mined  ebeaper  thaa  the  arcondary  American  depoatta.  The  chief  Amerl- 
eaa  prodadnc  rectona  are,  in  order  of  Importance,  Georgia,  South  Caro- 
lina, Florida,  and  North  Carolina.  The  South  Carolina  diatrkt  haa 
abuBdant  aapplea  of  rery  cheaply  produced  clay,  which  oo  account  of 
Ita  color,  can  not  he  oaed  for  paper  one. 

(Sooroe;  Tariff  Summary  p.  453) 


T«v 

Value  par 
ton 

m» 

IMS _ 

IWft „    .      . - . 

1S2.S2S 

336,803 

367, 310 

•450.000 

$0.06 
8.69 
8.77 

1W7 

8.11 

*  Praiimlamry  flgoraa. 

8.  Imports :  Foreign  production  of  china  is  largely  confined  to  Corn- 
wall and  Deronsblre.  Bngtaad,  where  the  deposits  primary  in  character 
are  most  eitODSlre.  English  clay  is  largely  exported  through  the  port 
of  Fowey.  PractlciiHy  all  of  Tnited  States  imports  are  recelred  from 
England  and  In  1927  these  were  85  per  cent  of  total  imported.  Figures 
are  aa  follows : 


Crude 

Washed 

Tev 

Quantity 

(tons) 

VshM 
per  ton 

Quantity 

(tons; 

Value 
per  too 

\9» 

212,781 
315, 313 
293,  g§o 
214,011 

tia84 

9.51 

9.61 

10.45 

flft.OM 
17,323 

9,711 
60,367 

$11.20 

193S    

11.39 

1W7 

12.44 

1938          

1Z03 

BCMABKS 

The  present  duty  of  |3.50  per  ton  on  china  clay  or  kaolin  should  be 
jredured  for  the  following  reasons  : 

First.  The  domestic  producers  are  themarlves  divided  orer  whether 
there  should  be  any  increase  in  the  tariff.  Moore  4  Mnnger.  of  New 
York,  Importers  of  English  clay  and  also  producers  of  domestic  clay  to 
tbc  extent  of  one-sixth  of  the  total  production,  or  approximately  70,000 
tons,  join  with  the  paper  manufacturers  opposing  any  Increase  in  the 
tarllL 

Second.  The  domeatic  producers  are  not  facing  any  hardablps.     Pro- 

--^ctloa  of  domestic  producers  baa  Increaaed  from  268,203  tons  la  1820  to 

aa  ttdaatted  500.000  tons  in  1928,  or  an  Increaae  of  86  per  cent.     Im- 

porta  of  Sngliah  clay  during  the  same  i>eriod  hare  dropped  from  361,800 

tons  to  approximately  280,000,  a  decrease  of  22  per  cent. 

Third.  The  KasUah  clay  la  saperlor  on  account  of  Ita  color,  which  Is 
whlta.  and  that  la  the  mala  thing  In  producing  paper.  Becauae  of  the 
maay  rcfinanwata  of  ahade  and  taflnltely  wider  range  of  selection  offered 
in  the  Imported  clays  than  can  be  obtained  in  the  domeatic,  many  mana- 
factorera  of  hlgU-grade  paper  and  paper  products  are  abaolutely  depend- 
ent upon  the  Bngllah  elaya,  and  can  not  poaalbly  snbatltute  the  domeatic. 
The  doaieatlc  product  la  offeiad  to  paper  manufacturers  In  only  one 
grade  for  filler  purposes,  and  in  only  one  grade  for  coating  purpoaes. 
The  Bngliah  daya  hare  aboat  100  dlffarcnt  rarietiea  In  the  matter  of 
color. 

Pourth.  Tbera  la  bat  one  coating  and  one  grade  of  coating  or  luperlor 
clay  produced  In  the  United  Statea.  It  la  a  manufactured  article  aa 
compared  to  the  abaolute  raw  material  of  the  Imported  English  clay. 
Thla  one  grade  la  controlled  by  one  firm,  EMgar  Bros.,  through  the 
medtaa  of  patent  rlghta.  It  la  algnlfleant  that  the  atrongeat  petitioner 
for  higher  datlea  la  Mr.  Edgar  la  the  face  of  the  fact  production  of  thla 
article  by  hla  flm  baa  tncreased  2,700  per  cent  In  the  last  four  yeard. 
Uia  production  haa  increaaed  from  797  tone  in  1925  to  21.i69  In  1928. 
It  la  CTldent  he  does  not  need  tariff  protection. 

Fifth.  Paper  mllla  In  New  England  aad  in  other  parts  of  the  country 
fo  on  record  aa  nnanlmoualy  Ln  favor  of  the  English  claja.  Crocker 
Bnrbank  Co.,  of  Fltchborg,  and  the  Fltcbborg  Paper  Co.,  of  the  same 
dty,  state  that  they  need  the  Engllah  paper  regardleaa  of  price. 

Sixth.  New  England  naee  by  far  the  greater  part  of  this  English 
day.  Domestic  producers  stress  this  fact  and  quote  the  reot  of  the 
country  aa  being  aatlafled  with  domestic  clay.  However,  they  fail  to 
realise  that  New  England  la  the  center  of  fine-grade  paper  mauofactare 
and  conaeqoently  need  to  have  thla  Imported  clay  to  give  rldmeaa  to 
their  paper. 

Seventh.  Doaseatlc  producers  now  have  a  tremendous  advantage  over 
the  imported  clay  In  the  matter  of  prlcea.  Imported  clay  haa  a 
moisture  content  of  10  to  12  per  cent  and  domestic  clay  from  3  to  5 
per  cent  Tbe  paper  manufactorer  can  not  nae  the  moisture  and 
hence  te  Interested  soldy  In  the  amount  of  clay  he  geta.  Whether 
this  Item  of  OMtlstnre  Is  Included  or  not,  domestic  filler  clay  and  coat- 
lag  days  have  a  priee  advanUge  over  Engllah  clay  In  exce«  of  |5.40 


|ier  ten  f.  o.  b.  Atlantic  port    Table  on  page  123  of  Senate  hearings 
Indicates  very  dearly  this  advantage. 

Eighth.  The  pnrpoae  of  domestic  producera  la  to  force  the  consomp- 
<  Ion  cf  their  day. 

The  communications  referred  to  are  as  follows : 

Boston,  Mass.,  September  ft,  t9t9. 
Ion.  David  I.  Wauih, 

ViUtfd  Statet  Senate.  Wcuhington,  D.  C. 
Dsas  Sis  :   We  are  sending  you  some  Information  in  respect  to  the 
matter   of  tariff  on   china    clay   and    hope   that    you   will   support   tbe 
lenate  Finance  Committee's  proposed  duty  of  |1.50  per  ton. 
Very  tnily  youra, 

8.  D.  WABaaN  Co., 

BOQSB  D.  Smith,  President. 

[Incloaure] 

n  tbe  matter  of  tariff  on  china  clay  or  kaolin,  Schedule  2,  paragraph 

207,  tariff  act  of  1922 
Present  duty,  $2.50  per  gross  ton.     Duty  asked  by  certain  producers 
(if  domestic  china  clay,  $3.75  per  gross  ton.     The  House  tariff  bill  made 
iio  change;  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  reduced  the  duty  $1,  or  to 
1.50  per  ton. 

EXCEBPT8    raOU    PAPEB    HANUFACTCBEBS'    BRIBFS 

Tariff  history  of  duty 

'.  "ariff  act  of — 
1894. 


OBIGIN    or   CI,AT 

Imported  clay  comes  from  Englaiid  and  has  been  used  by  the  American 
►aper  industry  continuously  for  50  years. 

Domestic  clay  is  produced  principally  in  Georgia  and  South  Carolina, 
rith  commercia]  deposits  iu  some  of  tbe  other  Southern  States. 

Comparative  prices,  moisture-free  basis  (imported  clay  contains  12  per 
(ent  moisture;  domestic,  5  per  cent  Or  less). 

On  oari  United  Statea  port  of  entry  veraut  on  car*  Oeorgia 


November  4 


Per  gross  ton 
*">  00 


1897. 
1909. 
1913. 
1922. 


$2. 
2.50 
2.50 
1.25 
2.50 


Net  ton 

115.  23 

8.42 

6.81 


^ommon  clay : 

Imported 

Domestic 

Price  advantage,  domestic 

^oating  or  best  clay  : 

Imported 22.  33 

Domestic 13.  68 

Price  advantage,  domestic 8.65 

j*rice  odvantage  of  domeatic  day  at  repreaentative  paper-mill  pointt, 
giving  effect  to  freight  ratea 


Place  of  delivery 


Hamilton,  Ohk> 

Chilliooths,  Ohio 

'  Test  Carrollton,  Ohio 

]  >ayton,  Ohio 

<  'otaimbas,  Ohk> ... 

1  ;ikhart.  Ind. 

louth  Band,  Ind 

]  rahmsfoo,  Mieh 


Domestic 
price  ad- 

Viintagc 

coating 

clay 


Jlunising,  Mich 

]  lite,  Mich ^„ 

Otsego,  Mich T... 

Chicago,  ni. 

i  j)pleton.  Wis . 

l.aukauna,  Wb ..«..  ........... . 

1  ^imberly.  Wis .„ ... 

^reenab.  Wis . .. . 

1  liagara.  Wis 

1  lothschild,  Wb 

<  'loquet.  Minn ..... 

EsrtaU,  Minn 

1  rovidcnoe,  Md _...„.„  . 

"1  f  ilmmgton,  DeL I"""!""!"" 

llockland.  Del 

1  Wt  Richmond,  Fa .. . 

£pring  Qrove,  Pa . 

ahnsonburg,  Ps .„ 

l:oving  Springs,  Pa 

1  yrona.  Pa.... « 

liedmont,  Va, „ ._ 

(  ovington.  W.  Va 

I  fscbaniesviOe.  N.  Y 

<  IsDS  Falls,  N.  Y 

J  Mgara  Falls,  N.  Y " 

1  icondera^irN.  Y 

^  '^sst  FItchburg,  Mass 

I  olyoka.  Mass " 

Iswrence,  Mass ...  .... 

lumers  Falls,  Mass ., 

Ibbon  Fans,  Me '.'.".'.'Ji" 

lomlord.  Me * 


''ttton 

$0.62 

6,41 

3.  SO 

g.21 

8.18 
8,90 

ago 

&43 
9.21 
&M 
8.43 
9.36 

a  76 

8.78 
9l70 
«.7« 
a7S 
ft  61 
9.93 
14.70 
Sl27 
&01 
6.01 
4.66 
6.42 
6.26 
196 
«l69 
&96 
9l33 
4.67 
4.50 
6.77 
2.93 
115 
4.06 
2.47 
4.06 
.73 
L88 


Domestic 
price  ad- 
vantage 

filler  day 


Ktttam 
$7.78 
6.67 
7.66 
7.37 
6.34 
7.06 
7.06 
6.60 
7.37 
7.06 
6.60 
7.82 
7.9g 
7.93 
7.  93 
7.t3 

a«i 

7.77 
&09 
1Z87 
3.42 
3.16 
3.16 
2.82 
3.89 
3.42 
6.13 
3.78 
A12 
7.49 
2.82 
2.76 
3.92 
L09 
1.31 
123 

.63 
2.22 
1.  U 

.04 


.1 
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COBBOBOBATIOlf    BT    OOMKSTIC    CLAT    PBODDCEB8    OV    PBICS    AOVANTAOS    Ot 

DOMS8TIC    CLAT 

From  B.  T.  Vanderbilt  Co.,  In  page  advertisement  in  the  August  17, 
1927,  issue  of  the  Ceramic  Age : 

"  Cherokee  kaolin,  an  American  product  from  tbe  State  of  Georgia, 
will  score  high  when  measured  by  tbe  six  main  standards  by  which 
clays  are  Judged." 

Cost :  The  delivered  cost  of  Cherokee  kaolin  is  from  $8  to  $10  per 
ton  less  than  that  of  imported  clays. 

From  Edgar  Bros.,  in  page  advertisement  in  the  1928  Issue  of  Paper 
and  Pulp  Catalogue  of  Machinery,  Equipment,  Chemicals,  and  Supplies : 

"  Import  clay  must  now  bear  an  import  burden  of  $2.50  per  ton." 

Implying  that  this  amount  per  ton  may  be  saved  by  the  use  of  do- 
mestic clay. 

These  two  domestic  producers  control  six  of  the  seven  companies  par- 
ties to  the  application  for  a  higher  duty. 

Domeatio  production  increaae 


X«ar 

Produc- 
tion 

Increase 
over  1920 

1920 

.-..-.•........-....«.......••.. 

.. ..................... 

NetUmt 
268,203 
367,319 
432,216 
460,000 
600,000 

Percent 

1926 

36 

1926 

1927 

1928---     . 

.......... .............  _.. — . 

....................... 

«0 
«7 
86 

XNOLISH    CLAT    NBCC88ABT    IK    PAPEB    IfANUrACTCBS 

During  the  many  years  in  which  the  domestic  clay  has  been  well 
known  to  the  paper  industry,  paper  manufacturers  have  continued  to 
import  certain  grades  of  English  clays.  Testimony  was  introduced  into 
the  record  from  42  paper  manufacturers  setting  forth  tbe  reasons,  of 
which  the  following  are  typical : 

Rex  Paper  Co.,  Kalamazoo,  Mich. :  "Statement  that  domestic  clay 
could  t>e  substituted  for  imported  clay  for  the  manufacture  of  all  grades 
of  coated  paper  is  absurd.  We  aa  manufacturers  emphatically  state 
that  we  could  not  use  the  domestic  clay  for  tbe  grades  we  manufacture. 
The  color  and  quality  are  not  to  be  compared." 

FItchburg  Paper  Co.,  FItchburg,  Mass. :  "We  wish  to  go  on  record 
as  positively  unable  to  substitute  domestic  clay  for  foreign  without 
materially  lowering  our  standards  for  color  and  surface.  This  state- 
ment made  after  recent  exhaustive  tests." 

Testimony  from  domestic  producers  that  additional  duty  is  not  needed 
and  would  be  unfair  to  paper  industry. 

Moore  &  Munger  are  large  producers  of  domestic  clay,  their  output 
equaling  the  Vanderbilt  or  Edgar  companies,  the  other  two  principal 
producers.     Quoting  from  their  testimony : 

"Our  annual  shipments  of  Georgia  clay  for  the  year  Just  ended  total 
70,000  tons.  We  are  able  to  produce  and  sell  this  quantity  at  a  satis- 
factory proflt  and  our  mines  are  operating  at  capacity.  We  can  do  more 
business  and  are  negotiating  additional  facilities.  We  are  not  embar- 
rassed by  the  present  duty  of  $2.50  per  ton  on  English  clay.  Domestic 
clay,  including  those  handled  by  ourselves,  can  be  furnished  consumers 
at  a  lower  price  than  English  to  practically  every  Important  point  of 
consumption  •  •  •  and  because  of  this  enormous  advantage  there 
has  t>een  no  difficulty  whatever  in  displacing  certain  grades  of  English 
clays.  We  do  not  require  further  duty  protection  against  English  clays 
either  to  sell  more  domestic  or  to  increase  the  price  of  domestic  clay 
when  necessary." 

These  facts  show  that  the  duty  of  $1.50  per  gross  ton,  proposed  by 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  will  not  in  tbe  slightest  degree  jeopard- 
ise tbe  interests  of  the  domestic  clay  Industry,  which  will  be  more  than 
adequately  protected ;  in  fact,  the  record  Justifies  tbe  elimination  of  tbe 
entire  duty. 

LAWRX.'vca,  Mass.,  September  28.  /9S9. 
Senator  David  I.  Walsh, 

Waahinfiton,  D.  O. 

Mr  Dkab  Sbnatob  Walsh  :  Although  we  have  already  written  you  In 
regard  to  the  tariff  on  casdn  and  on  English  china  clay,  we  are  taking 
the  liberty  of  bringing  the  matter  again  to  your  attention.  Our  entire 
business  is  the  manufacture  of  high-grade  coated  papers  and,  as  such, 
we  are  wholly  dependent  on  the  above-mentioned  articles,  there  b^ing  no 
known  substitute  for  them  In  our  class  of  papers. 

In  tbe  matter  of  casein,  we  have  never  been  able  to  secure  a  uniform, 
satisfactory  supply  from  domestic  producers.  The  reason  for  thib  con- 
dition has  t>ecn  amply  covered  in  testimony  already  submitted,  and  the 
facts  substantiating  such  testimony  have  been  set  forth  in  repo'ts  by 
Government  investigators.  Furthermore,  these  same  Government  In- 
vestigators have  stated  that  the  manufacture  of  casein  is  uneconomic  for 
the  domestic  farmer,  who  can  readily  turn  his  skim  milk  to  more 
profitable  uses.  It  is,  we  believe,  true  that  a  duty  on  casein  d«)es  not 
help  the  farmer  but  at  the  most  may  furnish  an  unnecessary  advantage 
to  the  wholesale  creameries  at  seasons  which  are  irregular  and  unde- 


pendable.  There  should  be  no  duty  on  casein.  Certainly  an  luorease 
in  the  present  duty  should  be  prevented  in  the  Interest  of  the  Masaa* 
chusetts  paper  manufacturera. 

In  tbe  matter  of  English  china  clay,  we  are  taking  the  liberty  of 
sending  you  a  statement  compiled  by  a  committee  of  paper  manufac- 
turers. This  statement  has  been  prepared  with  great  care  as  to  tbe 
accuracy  of  the  statements  contained  therein.  We  hope  you  may  find 
time  to  examine  It  and  that  you  will  use  your  influence  in  preventing 
an  unnecessary  tax  on  this  material,  which  Is  very  important  to  tbe 
paper  industry  of  Massachusetts. 
Yours  respectfully, 

Champiok-Iktibhatiosal  Co., 
G.  F.  BcssKLL,  Pre«idcMt. 

Lkominstbb,  Mass.,  September  S,  JSt9. 
Hon.  David  I.  Walsh, 

United  Statea  Senate,  Waahington,  D.  C. 
Dkab  Sib  :  We  are  very  much  gratified  to  note  that  In  Schedule  2, 
paragraph  207,   of  the  proposed  tariff  the  Finance  Committee  has  re- 
ported a  duty  on  china  clay  of  $1.50  per  ton  instead  of  the  present  duty 
of  $2.50  per  ton. 

This  win  be  of  great  benefit  to  paper  manufacturers,  and  we  hope  titat 
you  will  do  all  you  can  to  have  this  item  retained  in  its  present  form. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Geo.  W.  Wukklwright  Papbb  Co., 
Gkobgi  W.  Wukblwbiqht,  President. 


LdBOMixsTBB,  MASS.,  Beptewtb«r  tS, 
Senator  David  I.  Walsh, 

Senate  BuUdintf,  WaaMngton.  D.  C. 
Deab  Sib  :  I  am  inclosing  herewith  a  piece  of  information  regarding 
the  duty  on  china  clay.     You  may  receive  the  same  thing  from  others, 
but   it  seems   to  me  such  a  clear  statement  that  It  la  worth   reading 
through  if  you  have  not  already  done  so. 

The  testimony  of  one  of  the  principal  producers  of  domestic  clay 
shows  that  in  spite  of  the  proposed  reduction  in  the  duty  in  tbe  Senate 
bill  that  they  can  market  their  product,  showing  that  the  demand  for 
a  higher  duty  is  Just  a  case  of  grab  on  the  part  of  the  domestic 
producers. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Gbo.  W.  Whbblwbioht  Papbb  Co., 
Gbobgb  W.  Wukklwbight,  Preaident. 


Sbptcmbcb  9,  1929. 
In  re  Schedule  2.  paragraph  207,  duty  on  china  clay. 
Hon.  David  I.  Walsh,        , 

United  Statea  Senator,  W<uh4ngton,  D.  C. 
Dbab  Sib  :  Wc  understand  that  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate 
has  made  a  reduction  in  duty  on  china  clay  to  $1.50  a  ton. 

As  this  will  favorably  affect  our  business  without  unfavorably  affect* 
ing  others,  we  are  veiy  strongly  in  support  of  this  rate. 

We   therefore   request   your    cooperation    in    acting   on    this   achedule 
favorably. 

Yours  truly, 

TiLKSTON    k   HOLLINUSWOBTH    CO., 

A.  V.  HowLAND,  Vice  Preaident. 


East  Taitnton,  Mass.,  September  T,  lUt. 
Subject :  Schedule  2,  paragraph  207,  duty  on  china  day. 
Hon.  David  I.  Walsh, 

United  Statea  Senator,  Waahington,  D.  C. 
IIONOBABLB  SiB :  For  the  past  25  years  having  been  heavy  consumers 
of  the  above  commodity,  we  are  very  much  Interested  In  the  duty  on 
china  clay  as  submitted  in  report  by  the  Finance  Committee  on  the  pro- 
posed tariff.  Schedule  2,  paragraph  207,  and  would  therefore  appreciate 
your  favorable  support. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Chardlkb  Oil  Cloth  Co., 

E.  L.  Mdbpht,  Trafflo  Manager. 

Cbockkb.  Bcrbank  k  Co.  Associatiow, 

Fitchburgh,  Maaa.,  September  tS,  i9t9. 
Senator  David  I.  Walsh, 

Senate  Chamber,  Waahington,  D.  C. 
Dbab    Sbnatob   Walsh  :  We    understand    that   certain    producers    of 
domestic  clay  are  undertaking  to  have  the  present  duty  on   Imported 
clay  Increased. 

We  are  very  much  opposed  to  any  imposition  of  import  duty,  and  we 
believe  you  appreciate  our  position  In  the  matter. 

We  are  inclosing  a  statement  which  may  be  of  Interest  to  you,  and 
we  trust  you  will  sapport  the  Finance  Committee's  duty  by  yonr  vote. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Barrow  Cbockbb. 
Aaaiat«mt  Trememrer. 
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OixnuL  Blbctkic  Co., 
PmtHflH.  Ma—.,  Bepttmbm-  ». 

Re  Schedule  Z  pAracnph  207,  duty  on  cblna  cUy. 
Senator  Datid  I.  Walsh, 

United  Statet  Senate,  W(Uhington,  D.  C. 

Dkab  8b!4at(js  Wauh  :  My  attention  la  called  to  tbe  fact  tliat  the 
Ftaance  Committee  of  tbe  Senate  has  recommended  a  reduction  in  the 
duty  on  china  clay  to  91. ."M  per  ton,  Inatend  of  $2.50  per  ton.  aa  at 
Prea^nt.  China  clay,  aa  you  know,  Is  obtained  only  from  one  aoorce ; 
that  IM,  from  England.  There  is  none  of  this  material  available  in  this 
country  ao  far  aa  we  know.  Kaolin,  which  we  obtain  In  this  country, 
can  be  uaed  for  certain  purpoites,  but  it  is  absolutely  essential  that  the 
china  clay  which  Is  obtained  from  England  bt  Imported.  Our  usagre  is 
in  the  neifbborbood  of  HOO  tons  per  year,  and  It  would  therefore  seem 
mr*t  detiirable  that  this  reduction  In  the  duty  be  made.  Since  our 
labor  content  is  greater  when  competlnf  with  foreign  manufacturers, 
particularly  on  foreign  sbipments.  this  reduction  would  enable  ua  to 
Inprore  our  competitive  situation. 

1   would   therefore  appr«>ciate  your  farorable  action  on   th«  proposed 
reduction  in  the  duty  on  china  clay,  Schedule  2,  paragraph  207. 
Vours  truly, 

I  B.  A.  Waonkk.  Manager. 

Strinofikld,  Mass.,  September  6,  Ota. 
Hon.  Datto  I.  Walsh. 

ir<Mk<N{;toM,  D.  P. 

Sir  :   Recently  the  Finance  Committee  made  a  reduction  in  the  duty 

on  china  clay  from  $2.50  per  ton  to  $1.50  per  ton.     It  has  passed  the 

House  of  RepresHntatlven  in   the   Hawley  bill. 

Iteing  users  of  the  article  and  not  finding  American  clay  adapted  to 
•il  our  goods,  wtMild  be  much  pleased  if  you  could  see  your  way  to  act 
fsTorablj  on  titis  duty  on  china  clay.  Schedule  2,  paragraph  207,  as 
reported  by  Senate  Finance  Committee. 

We  mlKht  add  that  we  use  a  lot  of  .American  clay,  but  can  not  with 
success  on  Kome  of  our  processes,  and  haye  to  haTs  Imported  English 
china  clay  for  titcse  lines. 

If  you  can  see  your  way  clear  to  glre  your  appronU  to  this  reduction. 
It  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 
Yours  very  truly, 

Thi  rsirro  MAxrrACTTrmiifo  Co., 
Albut  p.  Taflit,  Cler*. 

East  I^pperkll,  Mass.,  June  t»,  19S. 
Hon.  Datid  I.  Wauih, 

WaaMneiton,  D.  O. 
Mt  DsAa  Sematdb  Walsh  :  We  attach  herp<o  copies  of  letters  written 
to  Senators  Enas  and  Keep,  Senator  Bdob  being  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  we  would  appreciate  very  mnch  any  effort  you  can  put  forth 
to  pn-rent  any  increase  in  the  present  tariff  bill  on  English  china  clay, 
reference  Schedule  2.  paragraph  207,  H.  R.  26«7. 

There  are  soTeral  coating  plants  In  the  State  of  Massachnsetta  whose 
costs  would  seriously  be  affected  by  any  increase  In  duty,  and  inasmuch 
as  It  is  practically  obligatory  to  use  English  china  clays  for  coating 
purposes  we  can  not  see  where  the  American  producer  of  filling  clays 
would  obtain  any  relief  or  profit  whatever,  aa  it  has  been  our  experience 
that  domestic  clays  are  not  suitable  for  coating  purposes.  They  lack  in 
color,  fineness,  etc.,  and  are  not  entirely  free  from  grit,  mica,  and 
foreign  matter. 

We  shall  appreciate.  Indeed,  any  support  you  can  girt  us  In  this 
direction. 

Very  truly  yours, 

PsppsKCLL  Ca«d  k  Patcb  Co., 

J.  H.  Cashm Alt,  AatUtant  Treaaurer. 

Duty  OB  chins  clay.  Schedule  2,  paragraph  207,  H.  R.  2667 

Jem  26,  1929. 
Bon.  WALTOt  B.  BD«a,  Chmirm^n, 

Wmthington,  D.  C. 

Mt   D«a«   Ssxatos   Epub:  We  are  informed   that   the   present   tariff 
bill  recommends  no  increase  in  the  duty  on  china  clay,  leaving  the  duty 
^Onchaoged  at  $2.50  per  ton. 

It  appears,  however,  that  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  will  have 
bearings  on  the  Hou.se  tartff  bill  (H.  IL  2667)  to  further  consider 
tbe  lAcresss  sf  duty  on  tiiis  commodity. 

We  ship  considerable  tonnage  to  your  State  sad  any  increase  in 
duty  is  going  to  c«st  the  consumer  more  money  as  coated-paper  costs 
will  naturally  be  advanced  and  competition  is  so  keen  to-day  that  we 
could  not  possibly  absorb  any  additional  duty  without  passing  it  on  to 
tbs  coBMBar. 

Fortbermore,  as  there  is  no  comparison  whatever  in  color  and  quality 
of  domestic  clays  produced  and  EngUsh  clays  we  feel  that  it  would 
work  a   diroct  bardsbip  on   the   users  of   coated  paper,   inasmuch   as 
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H  woold  not  in  any  way  protect  or  profit  the  .\merican  clay  prodticer 
as  this  clay  is  utilised  for  other  than  coating  purposes. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Pepferkll  Cabd  k  Papeb  Co., 
——— ,  A»»i»tant  Treamtrer. 

Schedule  2,  paragraph  207 — Duty  on  china  clay 

West   Gsotoic,  Mass.,  September  6,  JXO. 
Hon.  David  I.  Walsh, 

United  State*  Senate,  WaahinQion,  D.  C. 
Deab  Sib:  As  consumers  of  imported  china  clay,  we  respectfully  urge 
the  pa$isage  of  bill  effecting  duty  on  this  product,   and  establishing  a 
duty  basis  of  $1.50  per  ton  as  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee,  and 
trust  that  Schedule  2.  paragraph  207,  be  acted  on  favorably. 
Yours  very  truly, 

GfOTON  Lkatherboard  Co., 
Michael    Sheedy,   Treaaurer. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  that  I  have  to 
differ  from  tlie  Senator  frum  Massachus^etts  [Mr.  Walsh  J  and 
others  who  are  in  favor  of  reducing  the  present  rate  on  kaolin. 

The  rate  under  the  existing  law  i.s  $2.50  a  ton.  The  House 
continued  that  rate  in  the  bill.  The  Senate  committee  proposes 
to  make  It  $1.50.  I  think  it  oufjht  to  be  Just  what  the  pro- 
ducers have  asked  in  both  Houses  of  Congress ;  and  it  seems 
to  me  their  arguments  are  thoroughly  convincing.  The  duty 
ought  to  be  $3.75  a  ton  Instead  of  $2.50  a  ton. 

The  construction  placed  on  the  present  rate  by  the  Treasury 
Department  Is  that  the  rate  of  $2.50  applies  to  a  ton  of  2,240 
pounds.  I  think,  in  the  trade,  by  a  ton  is  generally  meiuit 
2,000  pounds.  I  presume  in  this  bill  the  word  "  ton  "  would 
mean  2.240  pounds.     Is  that  true  or  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Not  on  importations. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     What  does  it  mean— 2,000  pounds? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Two  thousand  two  hundred  and  forty  pounds. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  That  is  what  I  say.  That,  therefore, 
makes  it  less  than  $1.50  or  less  than  $2.50.  In  other  words, 
while  the  present  tariff  is  stated  to  be  $2.50.  by  a  ruling  of  the 
Treasury  Department  this  tariff  is  assessed  per  ton  of  2,240 
pounds;  and  therefore  it  is  only  !^2.24  iter  ton  of  2.000  pounds. 
That  is  the  present  rate,  and  that  would  be  the  rate  under  the 
House  bill.  If  we  rejected  the  Senate  committee  amendment, 
we  would  have  a  duty  of  only  ^2.24  per  ton  of  2.0<JO  pounds. 

I  hold  In  my  hand  a  brief  submitted  by  the  producers  in  sup- 
port of  their  claims  for  domestic  clays  in  the  matter  of  the  tariff 
on  china  clay  or  knolin,  and  they  have  argued  and  do  argue 
and  do  urge  now  that  this  rate  should  be  $3.75  per  ton  of  2.240 
pounds.  At  any  rate,  let  us  make  it  $3.75  a  ton  of  2,000  pounds. 
It  ought  to  be  at  lea.st  that. 

I  am  as-sured  by  one  of  the  largest  pn^ucers  of  kaolin  clays 
that  they  are  losing  money  to-day  under  the  present  rate.  They 
are  running  behind  annually  to  a  very  considerable  extent,  and 
they  have  no  hope  of  expanding  the  industry  or  reaching  out 
for  other  markets,  no  hope,  perhaps,  of  keeping  their  rlants 
going,  unless  we  raise  the  rate.  They  say  it  should  be  $3.75 
per  ton. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  says  that  if  we  mlse»l  this 
rate  the  cost  of  the  English  clays  will  be  higher  in  the  United 
States  and  the  purchasers  of  those  clays  will  have  to  poy  more. 
Suppose  they  do.  They  still  can  get  the  English  clays  cneaper 
than  we  can  pro<luce  them  in  this  country,  even  under  that 
rate  of  $3.75  per  ton  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard. 

The  fact  is,  English  clays  have  taken  the  market  from  Ameri- 
can producers  in  all  the  North  Atlantic  and  New  England 
ports.  I  have  a  letter  here  from  Sebring.  Ohio,  .^bowing  vher« 
the  clays  are  produced.  They  come  from  the  States  of  Fh^ida, 
Georgia.  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina  to  some  extent.  Ten- 
nessee. Mis.souri,  and  pos&ibly  some  other  Southern  States. 

The  fact  is,  as  I  have  said,  that  the  eastern  market,  where 
these  clays  went  some  years  ago,  has  been  taken  awav  from 
us  entirely  by  the  British  shipments,  and  that  is  because  they 
get  cheap  ocean  rates.  Their  clays  come  in  principally  in 
ballast  at  a  very  cheap  rate,  so  cheap  that  It  is  Impossible  for 
these  southern  clays  to  reach  the  market  and  compete  with  ♦hem 
So  th.\v  have  practically  taken  from  the  clays  produced  in  the 
States  I  have  mentioned  the  market  along  the  northeaotem 
s€ab««rd.  New  Jersey  and  other  Eastern  States  where  the 
factories  are,  where  the  consuming  points  are.  are  buying  the 
British  clays  because  they  get  them  at  this  low  price,  cheaper 
than  they  can  be  furnished  to  them  from  the  mines  of  this 
country. 

That  has  extended  so  that  almost  the  entire  consumption  in 
tbe  Eastern  State.^,  the  New  England  States,  is  of  British  clavs, 
not  because  they  are  better,  not  because  they  have  to  have  than. 
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bat  because  they  can  get  them  cheaper  than  we  can  produce 
the  clays  of  thLs  country  by  reason  of  the  low  freight  rates  and 
the  lower  cost  of  production  In  England. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  understand  that  there  are  large  de- 
posits iu  North  Cart»lina,  South  Carolina,  Florida,  and  Georgia, 
vast  undeveloped  deposits.  I  luiderstand  that  in  quality  they 
are  equal,  perhaps,  if  not  superior  to  certain  shipments  which 
come  from  abroad. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  President.  I  think  the  Senator  is  going  very 
far  when  he  says  that.  My  infonnation  is  that  the  English 
ciuys  are  better  in  certain  respects.  Our  paper  manufacturers 
say  that  they  can  not  manufacture  the  paper  they  produce  with 
the  domestic  prtnluct. 

Mr.  SHORTIilDGE.  I  may  be  going  very  far,  but  I  repeat, 
I  understand  the  contention  to  be  that  they  have  large  unde- 
veloped deposits  of  clay  equal  to  if  not  in  many  particulars 
superior  to  any  shipments  that  come  from  abroad. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Some  of  the  clays  are,  undoubtedly. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  That  the  factories  in  this  country  are 
not  now  operating  to  full  capacity  their  already  developed  mines, 
and  that  the  price  of  labor  is  such  and  the  question  of  freight 
as  between  ocean  borne  and  railroad  is  such  that  they  can  not 
operate  at  a  profit  here  in  America,  wherefore  they  are  asking 
this  protection. 

I  furthermore  understand  that  the  preswit  rate  is  $2.50  on 
the  long  ton. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     That  Is  right. 

Mr.  SHOHTRIDCE.  And  that  the  Septe  Committee  has  sug- 
gestetl  a  reduction  to  $1.50.  It  appears  to  my  mind  that  the 
Senator's  contention  is  absolutely  economically  sound,  and  that 
it  will  not  Injure  Michigan  or  New  England,  but  that  it  will  be  a 
benefit  to  the  Senator's  State  and  to  the  whole  United  States. 
Am  I  correct  in  that  summing  up  of  the  Senator's  argument? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Yes ;  that  states  it  better  than  I  could 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Far  from  it. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  And  I  appreciate  the  Senator's  position. 
I  have  not  quite  finished  with  the  thought  I  had  In  mind. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  was  about  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  if  he  did  not  vote  for  this  reduction  in  the 
committee. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  think  not. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  was  under  the  impression  that  the  Senator 
voted  for  this  reduction  because  this  was  a  product  that  could 
not  be  produced  in  this  country. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  He  might  have  erred  In  the  committee,  but 
he  would  do  In  the  Senate  what  he  thought  conscientiously  was 
the  right  thing  to  do  in  the  light  of  all  the  facts  now  presented. 

What  is  the  opposition  to  this  Increase  I  am  suggesting?  It 
comes,  first,  from  importers  of  English  china  clay  or  kaolin,  whose 
product  at  one  time  completely  dominated  the  American  market 
and  at  the  present  time  is  a  real  and,  under  the  present  duty, 
in.surmountable  obstacle  to  the  growth  of  the  American  clay 
industry. 

Second,  paper  manufacturers  of  the  United  States. 

Pai)er  manufacturers  In  their  testimony  have  espoused  the 
cause  of  the  Englisli  clay  imix>rters,  and  therefore  one  statement 
in  rebuttal  of  all  opposition  testimony  will  suflQce. 

It  is  a  significant  fact  that  of  the  consumers  of  clay  In  this 
country  the  only  open  opposition  to  an  increase  of  duty  on  china 
clay  or  kaolin  comes  from  the  pai)er  manufacturers. 

I  was  saying,  Mr.  President,  that  on  account  of  the  cheap 
ocean  rates,  on  account  of  the  low  cost  of  production  of  the 
English  clays,  they  have  taken  away  from  the  American  pro- 
ducers the  entire  eastern  market,  practically.  Then  the  Ameri- 
can producers  had  to  find  markets  in  the  Middle  West — in  Ohio, 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Mirhlgau.  They  went  there  for  their 
trade.  They  have  found  markets.  The  manufacturing  estab- 
lishments out  there,  and  the  paper  manufacturers,  too,  wanted 
these  clays.  We  were  shii>ping  them  our  clays  and  our  indus- 
try was  living  upon  that  trade  which  went  to  the  Middle  West. 
What  happened?  For  the  first  time  In  all  my  life  that  I  can 
recall  I  opposed  a  proposition  to  reduce  railroad  rates  when 
the  railroads  applied  to  the  Interstate  C/ommerce  Commission 
a  few  years  ago  for  permission  to  re<luce  the  rates  from  the 
Atlantic  seaboard  to  the  middle  western  points  of  consumption 
on  clays.  The  purpose  and  effect  of  that  action  was  to  give  the 
foreign  clays  imjwrted  the  market — the  only  one  we  had  left — 
In  the  Middle  West.  They  already  had  and  still  have,  in  spite 
of  the  existing  duty  of  $2.50  per  ton  the  eastern  and  New  Eng- 
land markets,  at  least  one  half  of  the  entire  domestic  market 
and  now  they  seek  the  other  half,  tliat  afforded  in  the  mid- 
West — away  from  the  seaboard. 


Will  Congress  deny  American  prodocers  the  tariff  duties, 
siiflk;lent  rates,  to  enable  them  to  have  a  fair  chance  to  sare  one< 
half  the  domestic  market? 

That  Is  what  the  American  producers  ask  by  proposing  a 
duty  of  $3.76  per  ton — a  fair  trance  at  one-half  the  American 
market 

I  said  then  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  "This 
is  an  effort  to  destroy  an  important  American  Industry.  There 
are  $475,000,000  invested  in  that  industry.  It  is  worth  while 
taking  care  of."  Twelve  or  fifteen  thousand  people,  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  said,  are  directly  concerned  in  It,  and,  more  than 
that,  there  Is  the  possibility  of  twelve  or  fifteen  thousand  more 
being  employed  in  it  if  we  go  on  with  the  Industry. 

The  railroads  running  from  the  Atlantic  seaboard  applied  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  reduce  their  rates  on 
clays  to  Middle  West  points.  It  was  a  direct  drive  at  this 
industry.  The  whole  scheme  was  to  take  that  market  away 
from  the  American  producers  and  destroy  this  industry  In  the 
United  States.  I  opposed  the  reduction  of  that  freight  rate,  as 
I  have  said,  the  first  time  In  my  life  that  I  ever  exposed  tiie 
reduction  of  a  freight  rate.  I  saw  what  It  meant  to  this 
industry. 

The  commission  granted  the  reduction,  and  they  said  by  way 
of  comfort  to  the  people  of  Florida  and  Georgia  and  the  Caro- 
linas,  "  You  come  here  and  ask  for  a  reduction  of  rates  on  your 
kaolin  to  Sebring,  Ohio,  and  Indiana  and  Illinois  and  Michigan, 
and  we  will  consider  that." 

Nobody  has  ever  applied,  so  far  as  I  know,  for  a  reduction. 
At  any  rate,  none  has  ever  been  granted.  But  they  did  grant  a 
reduction  from  the  seaboard  to  the  Middle  West  on  clays,  which 
directly  benefited  the  British  cmupetltors.  and  which  is  tending 
to  take  away  from  us  the  only  market  we  have  left ;  that  is,  the 
market  in  the  Middle  West.  We  have  none  in  New  Jersey, 
where  we  used  to  have  a  market,  and  in  the.se  other  States  along 
the  Atlantic  seaboard  where  our  clays  used  to  move.  They  have 
been  driven  out,  absolutely  driven  out,  by  the  British  clays  on 
account  of  their  low  cost  of  production  and  their  low  freight 
rates. 

As  I  have  said,  we  opened  up  these  markets  In  the  Middle 
West,  and  have  been  shipping  there,  and  along  come  these  com- 
petitors and  get  the  railroads  to  reduce  their  freight  rate  on 
clays  from  the  Atlantic  seaboard  to  the  Middle  West  points,  in 
an  effort  to  take  away  the  only  market  we  have  left. 

What  is  the  result  of  that?  It  is  stated  very  definitely  in 
this  brief.  I  do  not  want  to  prolong  this  discussion,  but  it  Is 
Important,  I  think,  that  the  Senate  should  know  these  facts. 
Senators  have  not  heard  of  that  before,  I  believe.  Here  is  the 
result: 

Since  the  tariff  was  granted  in  1922  those  railroads  serving 
the  ports  of  entry  have  voluntarily  reduced  the  freight  rates  to 
the  main  consuming  territory  at  present  served  by  the  domestic 
producers  as  follows: 

Hamilton,  Ohio :  Prior  to  August  10,  1925,  the  rate  was  $5.60 
a  ton.  Now  it  Is  $5.10  a  ton,  a  difference  of  40  cents  a  ton  In 
favor  of  the  British  clay. 

Kalamazoo,  Mich.:  Prior  to  August  10,  1928,  the  rate  was 
$6.80  a  ton.  Now  it  is  $5.50  a  ton,  a  difference  of  30  cents  a 
ton  in  favor  of  our  competitor. 

Chicago,  111.:  Prior  to  August  10,  1925,  the  rate  was  $6.40 
a  ton.  Now  it  Is  $6  a  ton,  a  difference  of  40  cents  a  ton  in  favor 
of  Britl-sh  clay. 

Niagara,  Wis. :  Prior  to  August  10,  1925,  the  rate  was  $8.80. 
Effective  February  10,  1925,  the  rate  was  $8.40,  a  difference  of 
40  cents  a  ton  In  favor  of  the  foreign  competitor.  That  is  the 
situation.  As  I  have  said,  they  have  taken  away  our  eastern 
market.  We  only  have  left  this  market  In  the  Middle  West  for 
our  clays,  and  now  they  are  gradually  absorbing  that,  and  per- 
haps the  railroads,  if  they  can  not  handle  the  business  at  this 
rate,  will  reduce  It  again  so  as  to  give  them  that  much  greater 
advantage  over  us  and  take  away  the  only  market  we  have  left. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  situation  in  which  we  find  ourselves, 
and  I  say  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  ought  to  give 
such  a  duty  upon  this  product  as  will  cover  the  difl'erence  in 
the  cost  fit  production  at  home  and  abroad  and  save  the  Ameri- 
can producers  from  a  condition  which  is  otherwise  disastrous  and 
destructive  to  them. 

The  domestic  clay,  for  instance,  has  an  average  freight  rate 
of  $7  and  a  total  delivered  cost  of  $22.51,  while  the  imported 
clay  has  an  average  freight  rate  of  $3.79  and  a  total  delivered 
cost  of  $21.65.  That  is  the  situation  to-day  under  the  present 
duty  of  $2.50  a  ton. 

The  cost  of  the  British  clays  as  given  by  the  American  Min- 
ing Congress  f.  o.  b.  mines  is  $4.25  per  ton  of  2,240  pounds ;  the 
average  freight  rate  frora  mine  to  port  is  $1,  the  ocean  rate 
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$3.85.  lnsamic«  10  cents,  import  duty  $2M;  total  per  ton  of 
2,240  poonds  $n.4«.  or  toUl  per  ton  ct  2,000  ponnds  110.18. 
That  Is  the  cost  at  the  Atlantic  port,  with  the  duty  added. 

I  hare  here  a  table  of  comparison  of  the  ddlyered  cost  of 
imports  and  domestic  clays,  which  I  ask  to  have  inserted  In  the 
RccoBO  withoot  n>adin^,  which  shows  that  the  cost  of  the  Bng- 
llah  days  is  I&Q6  per  2.000  poonds  at  North  Atlantic  ports  with 
the  rail  rate  added  and  elves  other  valuable  information  of 
interest.  I  would  like  to  have  the  table  inserted  in  the  Rkdbo 
at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  ol>jeetloB,  It  is  so 
onleced 

The  table  is  as  follows: 


MP 


November  4 


Compmrimm  of  delivertd  cost  of  imported  mnd  domeatie  elayt 

DocoMtlc  cl«7,  at 
$8     par     2,000 
pounds,  r.  0.  b. 
ear,  miita 

Emdtoh     eky.     at 
18.55    par    1000 
pounds  at  North 
Atlan tie  porta 

Dt^lnation 

Rail 

fralght 

rata 

Total 

Intend 
rail 

Total 

Applaton.  Wl» ^ ... 

Kalamazoo.  Mich 

17. 2S 
0  14 
&.30 
4.S8 

6  82 

5.50 
«.«2 
«  W 
«.01 
7.38 
&28 

7.81 

7  92 

ta«8 

$1.V.2S 
14.14 
13.30 
1Z88 
14  82 
13.  SO 
14.83 
14.89 
14.01 
1S.M 
18.38 

1&81 
lSk02 
UL08 

f7.70 
3iS0 
4.70 
&10 
3.80 
a.  30 
S.40 
120 
1.35 
2.  SO 
8.80 

2.30 
230 

zao 

118.35 
14.05 

Chilllcothe,  Ohio ^ 

.mmitton.  Ohio ^ 

&at  Uvtrpool  Ohl* 

PiwInioBt.  W.  Vm 

Jotinsonbart,  P». 

13.25 
13.65 
12.15 
11.75 
11.95 

TytT>ii»,  P» ...................^.... 

11.75 

Tnnton,  N.  i ^ . 

NtwboTfh,  N.  Y 

cwttaw*  V.  y 

ntchbars.  Ma»: 

Soath  CwoliDA 

0«orgU                .                 

9.90 
11.05 
12.15 

ia85 

lau 

Rnrnfonf  Fmlit.  M«l:  Ronth  CaroUna 

11.05 

Mr.  President,  it  is  suggested  to  me  that  It  Is  now  late. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  If  I  can  get  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  to  vote  upon  the  amendment  at  not  later  than  11 
o'clock  to-morrow  I  would  be  perfectly  willing  to  ask  for  a 
rpces.s  now. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  am  willing,  if  the  Senator  will  let  me 
go  on  in  the  morning. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Saiator  from  Utah  asks 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate  shall  vote  upon  the  pending 
amendm«>nt  at  not  later  than  11  o'chx^k  to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDF:NT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
unanimousKronseot  proposal  advanced  by  the  Senator  from 
rtah?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  unanimoua-consent  agree- 
ment is  entered  into. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  That  is,  with  the  understanding  that  I  may 
offer  an  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yea 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Florida 
will  be  regarded  as  holding  the  floor  when  the  Senate  convenes 
to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  SCHALL  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  inserted  in  the  Recobd  a  rewlution  of  the  Minnesota  dele- 
gation to  Congress  opposing  a  tariff  on  Canadian  lumber,  logs, 
and  shingles;  also  a  resolution  of  the  Minnesota  Farm  Bureau 
Federation,  a  resolution  adopted  by  delegates  at  the  eighth  an- 
nual stockholders  meeting  of  the  Central  Livestock  Cooperative 
Association  at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  and  a  resolution  opposing  a  tariff 
on  Canadian  logs,  lumber,  and  shingles  adopted  by  the  North- 
western Wool  Growers. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  leave  is 
granted. 

The  resolutions  are  as  follows: 

BcaolnttoD  of  tb«  Minnesota  delegation  to  Conamss  sppotfac  a  tariff  on 

lomber,  loga.  and  ahlnglci 

Fsnuiar  26,  1929. 
To  the  COHinnaa  oa  Wits  a.'vs  Mkaks, 

J7o«Me  of  Rvprrae»totirt»,  Wasktnffton,  D.  C. 
y         QmsmmMwn  :  At  a  duly  called  meeting  of  the  ]ieint>ers  of  th«  Honse 
of  Representative*  from  the  State  of  Minnesota,  held  on  Fehnury  26, 
^  lt29.  tb«  foilowlnc  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted : 

**  lUootvtd,  Tbat  the  Member*  of  the  Honae  of  Representatives  of  th« 
United  States  from  the  State  of  Minnesota  be,  and  are  hereby,  opposed 
to  the  pladag  say  doty  on  Caitadlan  lumber,  ahlnglea,  and  logs." 


It  is  i^ossted  that  this  resolution  be  given  consideration  by  yoar 

committee,  and  that  the  aame  be  made  a  part  of  the  hearinga  of  your 
aaid  committee. 

Very  respectfully  youra, 

Habold  K.nctson.  Mblvih  J.  "Maab. 

WaLTSB  e.  NSWTOM.  O.  J.  Ktalb. 

FaA.^K  Claocb.  William  L.  Cakss. 

Acq.  H.  ANoaasEX.  C.  G.  Sxltio. 

Allcn  J.  FuBLow.  GoDrasT  G.  GooDwiir. 

Resolution  nnaclmously  approved  by  reaolutiona  committee,  Minnesota 
Farm  Bureau  Federation,  January  16,  1929 

Members  of  Minnesota  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  ass€mbled  in  annual 
convention  at  Bt.  Paul,  hereby  register  vlgorou.^  and  emphatic  protest 
agninst  any  tariff  on  Canadian  lumber,  logs,  and  shingles. 

Confronted  with  the  necessity  of  general  rehabilitation  of  farm 
buildings  after  seren  years  of  enforced  neglet-t  due  to  agricultural 
depreasion,  Minnesota  farmers  view  the  possibility  of  increased  lumber 
costs  at  this  tisie,  due  to  possible  tariff  manipulation,  with  grave 
concern. 

Therefore  we  urge  offlcers  of  the  Minnesota  Farm  Bureau  Federation 
to  make  vigorous  opposition  to  any  proposed  tariff  on  Canadian  lumber, 
loga,  and  ahingies,  and,  further,  we  recommend  that  copies  of  this  reso- 
lution be  mailed  to  Members  of  Congress  from  Minnesota,  to  memt)er8  of 
the  Waya  and  Means  Committee  of  the  Houm,  to  members  of  tbs 
Finance  Committee  of  the  United  States  Senate,  and  to  the  United 
States  Senators  from  Minnesota. 

Resolution  adopted  by  delegates  at  the  eighth  annual  stocfiholders'  meet- 
ing of  the  Central  Llvestoclt  Cooperative  Association  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  Wednesday,  February  13,  1929 

Members  of  the  Central  Cooperative  Association,  representing  150,000 
livestock  producers  of  Minnesota,  Wisconsin.  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  and  Montana,  assembled  at  the  eighth  annual  stockholders' 
meeting  at  the  Hotel  Lowry,  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  hereby  go  on  record  as 
unalterably  opposed  to  any  tariff  on  Canadian  lumber,  logs,  and  ahingies. 

Considering  the  underbuilt  condition  of  farm  properties  generally 
throughout  the  area  of  the  five  States  represented  at  this  annual  meet- 
ing, increased  lumber  and  shingle  prices,  due  to  a  tariff,  would  work 
widespread  hardship  and  seriously  delay  much  needed  rehabilitation  of 
farm  buildings  at  a  critical  period  in  the  recovery  from  eight  years  of 
agricultural  depression. 

Therefore,  we  ask  officers  of  the  Central  Cooperative  Association  to 
use  their  best  endeavors  to  oppose  any  Uriff  on  Canadian  lumber,  logs, 
and  shingles,  and  furthermore  recommend  that  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  mailed  at  the  earliest  possible  date  to  ail  Members  of  Congres.s  from 
Wiscimsin,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Montana;  to 
all  members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  ;  and  to 
members  ot  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  United  States  Senate. 


Resolution  opposing  a  tariff  on  Canadian  logs,  lumber,  and  shingles, 
adopted  l>y  the  northwestern  woolgrowers  In  annual  conventiou  at 
St.  I>anl,  Thorsday,  February  21,  1929 

Representing  woolgrowers  in  the  States  of  Montana,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin,  members  of  the  Minnesota 
Cooperative  Wool  Growers'  Association,  meeting  in  annual  convention  at 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  February  21,  1929.  go  on  record  as  emphatically  opposed 
to  any  tariff  on  Canadian  lumber,  logs,  and  shingles. 

Such  tariff  undoubtedly  would  work  real  hardship  upon  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  farmers  and  livestock  producers  in  our  territory  who 
are  endeavoring  to  rebuild  es.xent1al  farm  structures  after  years  of 
neglect  and  who  can  not  afford  to  pay  increases  of  from  |8  to  $10  per 
thousand  fe*t  for  boards,  posts,  and  ahingies  so  badly  needed  every- 
where at  this  time. 

Whereas  the  Minnesota  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  the  Minnesota  State 
Lieglslature,  the  Central  Livestock  Cooperative  Association,  and  many 
other  organizations  Interested  in  the  welfare  of  farmers  and  livestock 
producers  are  actively  opposing  this  unnecessary  and  unfair  proposal : 
Now,  therefore,  be  It 

Jtetolred,  That  we  urge  all  Members  of  the  National  Congress  from 
these  Ave  States  to  use  their  best  efforts  to  defeat  any  tariff  on 
Canadian  lumber,  logs,  and  shingles,  and  further  ask  that  copoies  of 
this  resolution  be  mailed  by  our  president  to  all  Meml)ers  of  Con- 
gress from  these  States,  to  members  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
of  the  House  and  to  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  United 
States  Senate. 

KXEOUTiVE  MESSAGES  KOTRUO) 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  jmndry 
Executive  messages  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
whidi  were  referred  to  the  appropriate  cttmmittees. 
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KBCESS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  10 
o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Senate  (at  6  o'dock  and 
6  minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Tuesday,  Novem- 
ber 5,  1929,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


Executive 


NOMINATIONS 
notninationg   received    fty    the    Senate   November   4 
(l€ffi«lative  day  of  October  SO),  1929 

FottDQN  Service  OmcaB 

CLASS  4 

Leland  B.  Morris,  of  Pennsylvania,  now  a  Foreign  Service 
oflQcer  of  class  4  and  a  consul,  to  be  a  consul  general  of  the 
United  States  of  America. 

Assistant  Attoenet  Geneeal 

G.  Aaron  Yonngquist,  of  Minnesota,  to  be  Assistant  Attorney 
General,  vice  Mabel  Walker  Willebrandt,  resigned. 

PuBUc  Health  Sebvice 

Surg.  William  C.  Billings  to  be  a  senior  surgeon  In  the  Public 
Health  Service,  In  place  of  Senior  Surg.  W.  G.  Stimpson,  placed 
on  "waiting  orders,"  effective  November  1,  1929.  (The  promo- 
tion of  the  above-named  officer  is  in  accordance  with  law  and 
regulations  of  the  service.) 

Coast  awd  Geodetic  Subvet 

The  following-named  officers  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Sur- 
vey to  the  positions  named : 

Aide  icith  relative  rank  of  entiffn  in  the  Navp 

Ira  Richard  Rubottom,  of  Colorado,  vice  V,  M.  Gibbens,  pro- 
moted. 

Junior  kydroffraphic  and  geodetic  engineer  with  relative  rank 
of  lieutenant,  junior  grade,  in  the  Navy 

Vawter  Morton  Gibbens,  of  Colorado,  vice  W.  M.  Scaife, 
promoted. 

Bydrographic    and    geodetic    engineer    with    relative    rank    of 
lieutenant  in  the  Navy 

William  McCaslan  Scaife,  of  South  Carolina,  vice  A,  M. 
Sobieralski,  promoted. 

Appointments,  bt  Transfer,  in  the  Abmt 
to  finance  department 

First  Lieut.  Claud  Thomas  Gunii,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  with 
rank  from  Septeml)er  20,  1924. 

TO  SIGNAL  CORPS 

First  Lieut.  Francis  Henry  I^nahnn,  Jr.,  Field  Artillery  (de- 
tailed In  Signal  Corps),  with  rank  from  August  2,  1925. 

Promotions  in  the  Armt 

To  be  majors 

Capt  William  Carleton  Hanna,  Coast  Artillery  Corps,  from 
October  23,  1929. 

Capt  Leon  Gregory  Harer,  Infantry,  from  October  27,  1929. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  Noveiriber  i,  1929 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order  by 
its  Cleric,  Hon.  William  Tyler  Page,  who  read  the  following  C6m. 
municatloQ : 

Thi  Sfbakkk's  Room, 

HOVSS  or  RCPaXSKKTATTVCS,   CinTED    Statss, 

WathiHffton,  D.  C.  November  4,  iWt. 

The  Clkbk  of  thk  Uoosa  or  Rxprxskntativbs  : 

I  hereby  designate  the  Hon.  Carl  E.  Mapbs  as  Speaker  pro  tempore 
for  this  day. 

Nicholas  Lonowosth^ 
Speaker  Houte  of  Repreaentatioe$. 

Mr.  MAPBS  took  the  chair  as  Speaker  pro  tempore. 

The  SPEL^KER  pro  tempore.  The  Rev.  John  Conipton  Ball, 
pastor  of  the  Metr(H>olitan  Baptist  Church  of  Washington,  D.  C, 
will  offer  prayer. 

Rev.  John  Oompton  Ball  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty  and  everlasting  God,  we  read  in  Thy  word  that  the 
heavent  declare  the  glory  of  God;  and  the  firmament  thotoeth 
his  handiwork. 

Day  unto  day  uttereth  speech,  and  night  wito  night  thouieth 

knoiUedge. 


LXXI- 
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When  I  oontUer  Thf  heaipen*,  the  tnork  of  Thy  fingers;  the 
moon  and  the  stars,  which  Thou  ha«t  ordained: 

What  is  num,  that  TTum  art  nundful  of  himt  and  the  son  of 
man,  that  Thou  t?isitest  himf 

And  yet  Thou  ha.st  made  him  but  a  little  lower  than  Thyself 
and  hast  crowned  him  with  glory  and  honor — glory  in  that  he 
bears  Thy  divine  image  and  honor  in  that  he  thinks  Thy 
thoughts  after  Thee.  With  this  wondrous  knowledge,  O  God,  we 
come  before  Thee  to-day,  and  pray  that  Thy  wisdom  may  al- 
ways guide  the  deliberations  of  this  House  of  Representatives 
and  Thy  thoughts  have  free  course  in  the  hearts  of  ail  Members, 
to  the  upbuilding  of  our  Nation  and  the  glory  of  Thy  holy  name. 
Araen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday,  October  31,  1929, 
was  read  and  aiH;>roved. 

MES8A0B  rSOM  THE  BENAIV 

A  message  from  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Craven,  its  principal  clerk, 
annoimced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  a  joint  nsolution  of  the 
following  title,  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is  re- 
quested : 

S.  J.  Res.  T7.  Joint  resolution  providing  for  the  closing  of  Cen- 
ter Market  in  the  dty  of  Washington. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HAWLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock 
and  8  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House,  purpuant  to  House  Resolution 
59,  adjourned  until  Thursday,  November  7,  1929,  at  12  o'clock 
noon. 


EXEcxrriVE  communications,  etc. 

75.  Under  clause  2  of  Rule  XXIV,  a  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  War,  transmitting  rep<^)rt  from  Chief  of  Engineers  on  pre- 
liminary exanilnatlun  of  Brazos  Island  Harbor,  Tex.,  was  taken 
from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  to  the  Committee  cm 
Rivers  and  Harbors. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions  were 
Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  GAMBRILL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4896)  adjujiting  the  sala- 
ries of  the  Naval  Academy  Band ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  GLOVER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4897)  to  amend  the  World 
War  veterans'  act  of  1924,  a.s  amended ;  to  the  Committee  on 
World  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 

By  Mr.  MORGAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4898)  to  authorlEe  the  erec- 
tion in  Chickaniauga  Park  of  a  monument  to  Maj.  Gen.  George 
H.  Thomas ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  McLAUGHLIN :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4899)  to  pro\ide  for 
the  construction  of  a  vessel  for  the  Coast  Guard  for  rescue  and 
assistance  work  on  Lake  Michigan ;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter- 
state and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  FRENCH :  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  126)  to  author- 
ise the  President  to  withdraw  from  operation  of  land  laws  and 
from  grazing  except  under  special  permit  all  areas  within  water- 
sheds of  reclamation  projects;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Putrilc 
Lands. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  CABLE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4900)  grandng  a  pension  to 
Melvina  Butt ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4901)  granting  a  pension  to  Bessie  Roosa; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4902)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Adelaide  V.  Hutchinson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4903)  granting  a  pension  to  Nellie  Gorsuch  ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4904)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Gertrude  A.  Schafer;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CHALMERS :  A  blU  (H.  R  4905)  granUng  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Margaret  Brewer;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  COYLE:  A  bill  (H.  R  4906)  for  the  relief  of  CoL 
Frank  E.  Evans,  United  States  Marine  Corps ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4907)  for  the  r^ef  of  Thomaa  Wallace; 
to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4908)  granting  a  pension  to  Rachel  Rebecca 
Rohback;  to  the  Committee  oq  Inralid  Pensions. 
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Also.  •  bUl  (H.  R  490»)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomaa  Wal 
lace :  to  the  Ck>inmlttee  on  Pens  I  una. 

By  Mr.  DBNISON:  A  bUl  (U.  R  4eiO)  granting  an  increaae 
of  pension  to  Mary  Ro«an;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4011)  granting  an  increase  of  ponsion  to 
Sarab  E.  Hancock;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4912)  granting  a  pension  to  Marian  Bay* 
less ;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  biU  (H.  R.  4913)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  ta 
Martha  J.  Davis ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FITZOKRALD :  A  bUl  (H.  R.  4914)  granting  a  pen 
siou  to  Cnrtis  Hively ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HAUGKN :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4915)  granting  a  pension  to 
Hannah  E.  Ooodrlcfa ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HAWLEY :  A  bill  (H.  R  4916)  granting  an  increase 
of  pen.'don  to  Pearl  I.  Clark ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sion!*. 

Alsto.  a  bill  (H.  R  4917)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Hscnah  M.  Cratty :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Aim.  a  bill  (H.  R  4918)  granting  a  pension  to  Laura  E.  Vac 
Matre :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4919)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  tc 
Annie  M.  Gamble ;  to  the  Committee  od  Invalid  Pensions. 

AJm),  a  bill  (H.  R  4920)  granting  a  poision  to  Anna  W 
Udell :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Indiana:  A  bill  (H.  R  4921)  granting 
an  increase  <^  pension  tu  Eliza  J.  CoU'man ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4922)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  tc 
George  W.  Wolf ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Ainu,  a  bill  (U.  R.  4923)  granting  a  pension  to  May  Caton 
to  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen8i:>ns. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4924)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  tc 
Gleon  Wisely ;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  MLssoorl :  A  bill  (H.  R  492S)  grant 
lag  a  pension  to  Carrie  Russell  Bro^ni;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  KEARNS :  A  bUl  ( H.  R  4926)  granting  an  increase  ol 
pension  to  Jennie  B.  Kindle;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen 
aiona. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4927)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  tc 
Sarah  E.  Arwine ;  to  the  Committee  un  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  KORELL:  A  bill  (H.  R  4928)  granUng  a  pension  tc 
Alice  E.  HoUiday ;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LETTS:  A  bill  (H.  R  4929)  to  anthoriie  Frank  W 
Mahin,  retired  American  Foreign  Service  oflBcer,  to  accept  from 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  tbe  Netherlands  the  brevet  and  in 
slgnia  of  the  Royal  Netherland  Order  of  Orange  Nassau ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  LUCE:  A  bill  (H.  R  4930)  granting  a  pension  tc 
PWer  J.  Powers ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R  4931)  granting  a  pension  to  Angle  R 
Hodge ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (R.  R  4932)  for  the  relief  of  Adelaide  Richard 
sou ;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  McKEOWN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4933)  granting  a  pensiM 
to  Eflie  Welsh ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4934)  granting  a  pension  to  Evans  Brown 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  MONTAGUE:  A  bUl  (H.  R  4935)  granting  a  pensioi 
to  Margaret  AtkiniM)n  Buck ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen 
sions. 

By  Mr.  MORGAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4936)  granting  an  lncrea.s( 
of  pension  to  Ella  M.  Ashtoook ;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Invalic 
Pen.«<lons. 

By  Mr.  SANDERS  of  New  York:  A  biU  (H.  R  4937)  granting 
an  increase  <^  pension  to  Irene  Fraine;  to  the  Committee  oi 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr  SANDERS  of  Texas:  A  bill  (H  R  4938)  granting  a 
pen.sioti  to  WUliam  E.  Gllreath :  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions 

By  Mr  SUMMERS  of  Wa.shington :  A  bill  (H.  R  4^9)  grant 
lug  a  pension  to  Thomas  Lynch ;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  Pen.sions 

By  Mr.  SWING:  A  bill  (H.  R  4»¥»  for  the  relief  of  Com 
mander  Charles  E.  Parsons.  Supply  Corps,  United  States  Navy 
to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  ( H.  R  4941 )  granting  an  increase  of  pension  tc 
Nancy  GabrlUa  Anderson;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalici 
Pensions. 

Ai»)0.  a  bill  (B.  R  4942)  granting  a  pension  to  Orpha  E. 
Speakman  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  49(3)  granting  a  pension  to  Mae  A.  D^ 
Biirrows ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4944)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  tc 
Prudence  Hall ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
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Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4945)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Grace  B.  Todd ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R  4946)  for  the  reUef  of  Ned  Anderson;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4947)  for  the  relief  of  Maude  Rich  Jones; 
to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4948)  granting  a  pension  to  Rosa  Ann 
Wilson  ;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

762.  Petition  of  Patriotic  Order.  Sons  of  America,  Pennsyl- 
vania State  Camp,  urging  Congrt>ss  of  the  United  Staters  for 
the  passage  of  the  Robsion-Capper  educational  bill ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Educ*ation. 

763.  Petition  of  citizens  of  the  United  States,  urging  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  to  repeal  or  modify  the  eighreenth 
amendment  so  as  to  permit  the  legal  manufacture  of  light  wines 
and  beer ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

764.  Petiticm  of  simdry  citizens  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey, 
favoring  an  appropriation  by  Congress  of  $40,000,000  to  supply 
gratis  an  airplane  to  every  civilian  aero  club  of  50  members 
or  more  organized  throughout  the  United  States  in  an  endeavor 
to  promote  interest  in  aviation;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

765.  By  Mr.  AYRES:  Petition  of  residents  of  Wichita,  Rans., 
in  behalf  of  legislation  in  tbe  interests  of  Civil  War  veterans 
and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

766.  Also,  petition  of  residents  of  Wellington,  Kans.,  in  be- 
half of  l^irislation  in  the  interests  of  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensibn.s. 

767.  By  Mr.  BOHN :  Petition  of  voters  of  Kalaska,  State  of 
Michigan,  that  Immediate  steps  be  taken  at  this  special  session 
to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  the  rates 
proposed  by  the  National  Tribune  in  order  that  relief  may  be 
accorded  to  needy  and  .suffering  veteran.s  and  the  widows  of  vet- 
erans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen^ion.s. 

768.  By  Mr  BUCKBEE :  Petition  of  P.  J.  Esan  and  30  other 
citizens  of  Rockford,  111..  a.sking  that  Congress  approve  pension 
rates  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans  sug;;e8ted 
by  the  National  Tribune;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  PeDsslons. 

769.  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  Daniel  Smouse  and  133  other  citi- 
zens of  Marseilles,  III.,  asking  that  Congress  approve  Civil  War 
pension  rates  as  suggested  by  the  National  Tribune;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

770.  Also,  petition  of  Rot»ert  Herren  and  27  other  citizens  of 
Oswego,  111.,  asking  that  Congress  approve  the  pension  rates 
suggested  by  the  National  Tribune  for  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

771.  By  Mr.  DENISON :  Petition  signed  by  various  citizens 
of  Pittsburg,  111.,  urging  that  immediate  steps  be  taken  at  the 
special  session  of  Congress  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pen- 
sion bill  carrying  the  rates  proposed  by  the  National  Tribune; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

772.  ALso,  petition  sijjned  by  various  citizens  of  Olive  Branch, 
111.,  urging  that  immediate  steps  be  taken  at  the  special  session 
of  Congress  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying 
the  rates  proposed  by  the  National  Tribune;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

773.  By  Mr.  FITZGERALD:  Petition  signed  by  59  voters  of 
Elaton,  Preble  County,  Ohio,  urging  the  passage  of  a  bill  increas- 
ing the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans,  widows  of  veterans,  and 
depeudents;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

774.  By  Mr.  FRENCH :  Petition  of  27  ciUzens  of  Craigmont, 
Idaho,  urging  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  take  im- 
mediate steps  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  carry- 
ing increases;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

775.  By  Mr  KADING :  Petition  signed  by  citizens  of  She- 
t)oygan,  Wis.,  requesting  the  pas.sage  of  a  Civil  War  f)ension  bill 
for  the  relief  of  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

776.  Also,  petition  signed  by  citizens  of  Beaver  Dam,  Wis., 
requesting  the  passage  of  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  for  relief  of 
needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

777.  By  Mr  KENDALL  of  Pennsylvania :  Petition  of  Charles 
F.  Cook,  Somerset,  Pa.,  and  other  residents  of  that  town,  and 
Boy  D.  Mickey,  Bockwood,  Pa.,  and  other  residents  of  that  town, 
favoring  Increase  of  pension  to  soldiers  and  sailors  of  the  Civil 
War  and  widows  of  soldiers  and  sailors;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

778.  By  Mr  LAMPERT:  Petition  from  citizens  of  Ripon.  Wis., 
requesting  the  passage  of  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  for  relief  ot 
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needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

779.  ALso,  petitions  signed  by  citizens  of  Two  Rivers,  Wis.,  re- 
questing the  passage  of  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  for  the  relief  of 
needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

780.  By  Mr.  LETTS :  Petition  of  the  members  of  N.  B.  Baker 
Post,  No.  88,  Clinton,  Iowa,  praying  for  the  passage  of  l^slation 
granting  increa.sed  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

.781.  Also,  petition  of  the  members  of  the  Womwi's  Relief 
Corps,  No.  10,  Clinton,  Iowa,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legisla- 
tion granting  increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

782.  Also,  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Muscatine,  Iowa,  pray- 
ing for  tbe  passage  of  legislation  granting  increa.sed  pensions  to 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

7&3.  By  Mr.  McKEOWN :  Petition  of  WUlIam  S.  Peters  and 
other  citizens  of  Boley,  Okla.,  urging  immediate  action  on  Civil 
War  pension  bill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

784.  Also,  petition  of  Ira  F.  Baird  and  other  citizens  of  Wells- 
ton,  Okla.,  requesting  immediate  action  on  Civil  War  pension 
bill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

785.  Also,  memorial  of  John  McKe^,  asking  immediate  atten- 
tion be  given  House  bill  3722 ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

786.  By  Mr  SHORT  of  Missouri :  Petition  of  citizens  of  Scott 
County,  Mo.,  favoring  increase  of  pension  to  soldiers  and  sailors 
of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  soldiers  and  sailors ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

787.  Also,  petition  of  certain  citizens  of  Essex,  Mo.,  favoring 
increase  of  pension  to  soldiers  and  sailors  of  the  Civil  War  and 
widows  of  soldiers  and  sailors;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

788.  By  Mr  SINCLAIR :  PetlHon  of  J.  V.  Maher  K.  H.  Bur- 
rell.  and  numerous  other  residents  of  Beach,  N.  Dak.,  and 
vicinity,  urging  the  enactment  of  legislation  for  increasing  pen- 
sions of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

789.  By  Mr.  MICHENER :  Petition  of  sundry  citizens  of 
Tecumseh,  Dundee,  Adrian,  and  Concord,  Mich.,  asking  for  the 
pas.sage  of  a  bill  increasing  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pulsions. 

790.  By  Mr.  SMITH  of  West  Virginia :  Petition  of  citizens  of 
Kanawha  County,  W.  Va.,  urging  the  passage  of  the  Civil  War 
pension  bill  carrying  rates  as  proposed  by  the  National  Tribune ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

791.  Also,  petition  of  voters  of  Kanawha  County,  W.  Va., 
urging  tbe  passage  of  tbe  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  rates 
as  proposed  by  the  National  Tribune;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

792.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Fayette  County,  W.  Va.,  urg- 
ing passage  of  the  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  rates  proposed 
by  the  National  Tribune ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

793.  By  Mr  SUMMERS  of  Washington:  Petition  signed  by 
William  Long  and  44  other  citizens  of  the  State  of  Washington, 
favoring  increase  of  pension  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows 
of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

794.  By  Mr.  SWING :  Petition  of  citizens  of  San  Diego  and 
Orange  Counties,  Calif.,  in  favor  of  Increased  pensions  for  vet- 
erans of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

795.  By  Mr.  THOMPSON:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Van  Wert, 
Ohio,  urging  Immediate  action  on  bills  to  increase  pensions  to 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

796.  By  Mr.  WOODRUFF :  Petition  from  citizens  of  Mecosta 
County,  Mich.,  advocating  pension  increases  for  veterans  of  the 
Civil  War  and  their  dependents;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 


SENATE 

TvESDAY,  November  5,  1929 

(Leffiflative  day  of  Wednesday,  October  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  explraticm  of  the 
recess. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  names: 

Allen  Bleaae  Brougsard  Coazens 

ABhurat  Borah  Capper  Cutting 

Barkley  Bratton  Caraway  Date 

Black  Brock  Cooually  Dill 

Blalae  Brookbart  Copelaad  BdCi 


Fe« 
Fletcbcr 

Hayden 
Hebert 

O^die 

Praxier 

Heflln 

Orennau 

George 

HoweU 

Patterson 

Gillett 

JobuBon 

Phlppa 

Glenn 

Jones 

Pine 

Goff 

Kendrick 

Pittmaa 

Goldsboroogh 

Keyes 

RansdeU 

Gould 

Lh  Follette 

Reed 

Greene 

McKellar 

Scball 

Uale 

McNarr 

Metcal! 

Sbeppard 

Harris 

gtaortrldge 

Harrison 

Moses 

Simmons 

Hastinn 
Hatfield 

Norbeck 

Smith 

Norris 

Smoot 

Steck 
Btelwsr 
Stephens 
Thomas,  Idaho 
Thomas,  Okla. 
Town  send 
Trammell 
Ty  dings 
Vandenbers 
Walcott 
Walsh,  Mass. 
Walsh.  Mont 
Wheeler 


Mr.  NORBECK.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  (Mr. 
MoMASim]  is  unavoidably  detained  from  the  Senate  on  account 
of  Illness  in  his  family.  I  would  like  to  have  this  announce- 
ment stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  EDGE.  My  colleague  the  Junior  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Kean]  is  detained  in  New  Jersey,  there  being  an 
election  in  our  State  to-day. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Shipstxad]  is  absent,  ill. 
I  ask  that  this  annoimcement  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate 
by  illness.     I  will  let  this  announcement  stand  for  the  day. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  8ev«ity-eight  Senators  hav- 
ing answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present 

PETITIONS  AND  MKMOBIAL8 

Mr.  VANDENBERG  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Michigan  State  Grange,  protesting  against  the  imposition  of 
any  tariff  duties  on  lumber,  shingles,  logs,  brick,  and  cement, 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Detroit, 
Mich.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting  Increased 
pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  widows,  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  CAPPER  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of 
Wichita,  Topeka,  Thayer,  Parsons,  Chanute,  Grenola,  Earlton, 
and  Ottawa,  all  in  the  State  of  Kansas,  praying  for  the  pas- 
eage  of  legislation  granting  increased  pensions  to  Civil  War 
veterans  and  their  widows,  which  were  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Pensions. 

Mr.  REED  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizena  of  Phila- 
delphia and  vicinity,  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  praying  for 
the  passage  of  legislation  granting  Increased  pensions  to  Civil 
War  veterans  and  their  widows,  which  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

SEPOBTS  OF  NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  STEIWER,  as  in  open  executive  session,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  reported  the  nomination  of  Benjamin 
H.  Littleton,  of  Tennessee,  to  be  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Claims, 
vice  McKenzie  Moss,  deceased,  which  was  ordered  to  be  placed 
on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

Mr.  SMOOT,  as  in  open  executive  session,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance,  reported  the  nomination  of  Walter  E.  Hope, 
of  New  York,  N.  Y.,  to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
in  place  of  Henry  Herrick  Bond,  resigned,  which  was  ordered 
to  be  placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

BnXS    INTBODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  tbe  first  time,  and,  by  unanimoua 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  COPELAND : 

A  bin  (S.  2007)  granting  a  pension  to  Emma  J.  Learock;  to 
the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

A  bill  (S.  2008)  for  the  relief  of  National  Ben  Franklin  Fire 
Insurance  Co. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  CAPPER: 

A  bill  (S.  2009)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Neal 
Whaley  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  STEIWER: 

A  bill  (S.  2010)  for  the  relief  of  Clatsop  County,  Oreg. ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  McNARY: 

A  bill  (S.  2011)  for  the  relief  of  Ada  W.  Allen;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

BCVISION   or  THE  TASITT 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R  2867)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
tries of  the  United  Statea,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposea. 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  upon  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  prf)po8ed  by  the  committee,  on  page  38, 
line  11.  to  strike  out  "  $2^  "  and  insert  "  11.50,"  so  as  to  read : 

China  claj  or  kaolin.  $1.50  per  ton. 

The  St-nator  from  Horida  [Mr.  FLrrcmcB]  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  FUirrCHKR.  Mr.  President,  when  we  recessed  yester- 
day I  ha6  point(>d  out  that  the  opposition  to  the  proposed  in- 
crease of  duty  on  china  ciay  comes  from  two  sources.  First  are 
the  Importers.  Of  course,  naturally,  the  importers  are  desirous 
of  increasing  the  importations,  and  to  do  that  they  would  like 
to  keep  the  duty  down  ;  in  fact,  they  would  like  to  have  the  clay 
on  the  free  list.  Second  are  the  manufacturers  of  paper  who 
would  liiie  to  have  the  raw  material  come  to  them  as  cheaply 
an  possible.  That  Is  quite  natural.  If  anyone  can  point  out  a 
manufacturer  in  the  country  who  Is  in  faror  of  a  duty  on  raw 
material,  I  would  like  to  have  him  do  so.  Such  a  mannfacturer 
would  Ite  certainly  a  rara  avis. 

Mr.  EIKiK.  Mr.  ['resident,  will  the  Senator  yield  at  that 
point?    He  has  asked  a  question. 

The  IMIKSIDKNT  pro  tempore.  r>o«s  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida yield  to  tile  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  did  not  ask  a  question,  but  I  yield  to  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  EDOE.  Was  it  not  also  pointed  out  yesterday  that  the 
American  paper  manufacturers  in  many  instances  are  unques- 
tionably paying  more  for  the  Imported  English  clay  than  they 
can  get  the  southern  clay  laid  down  for  at  their  doors?  We 
must  give  the  manufacturers  credit,  following  out  the  line  of 
the  SiTiator's  own  logic,  that  they  would  not  pay  more  unless 
they  had  to  use  that  particular  clay.  They  are  trying  to  save 
money,  and  yet  the  facts  show  conclusively  that  they  pay  more 
for  the  English  clay.    Why  is  it? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  In  the  first  place,  the  American  manufac- 
turer has  the  habit  of  buying  the  English  clay.  In  the  next 
pla<v,  there  are  certain  influences  at  worlc  on  the  manufacturer 
which  ln<lnce  him  to  continue  to  purchase  through  this  combi- 
nation. The  Englisli  clays  are  controlled  and  manipulated. 
They  are  controHeKl  by  a  trust  practically.  The  pnxlucers  have 
accesM  to  certain  of  our  manufacturt'rs.  There  are  certain  In- 
dutvments  offered  manufacturers  to  buy  the  English  clay. 

I  grant  the  Senator  that  it  may  be  that  in  certain  instances, 
in  making  certain  kinds  of  paper,  there  are  some  virtues  attach- 
ing to  the  English  clay  that  we  have  not  quite  reached  in  this 
country.  That  may  t>e  true,  but  that  involves  ii  limited  quantity 
only.  On  the  other  hand,  there  are  American  clays  which  are 
8U|>erlor  to  any  clays  pro<luced  In  the  world,  but  there  is  a  llm- 
lte<l  demand  for  that  particular  kind  of  clay,  which  can  not  be 
gotten  anywhere  else.  I  believe  the  industry  with  respect  to 
tliat  particular  kind  of  clay  will  live  and  go  on  because  that 
kind  tit  clay  can  not  be  found  anywhere  else.  That  particular 
clay  Is  needed  and  It  can  be  found  only  In  the  United  States. 
There  will  be  a  demand  for  It,  of  course,  but  It  is  a  limited 
demand. 

These  are  exceptions  to  the  general  proposition  that  the 
American  days  can  supply  the  demand  in  this  country  and  that 
at  present  the  Importations  amount  to  just  al)out  one-half  of 
our  cimsumption  and  the  production  in  this  country  amounts  to 
about  one-half  of  our  consumption. 

For  years  past  the  English  clays  have  had  the  advantage  over 
the  American  clays  on  the  North  Atlantic  seaboard,  the  New 
Enirland  State*,  and  wherever  they  have  had  water  transpor- 
tation That  Is  a  condition  (rf  things  which  can  not  be  avoided 
and  can  not  be  helped.  The  English  clays  are  brought  into 
the  United  States  and  take  our  market  along  the  eastern  sen- 
board  because  of  the  low  freight  rates  on  those  clays.  They 
are  frequently  broogfat  in  in  bnlla.Ht  at  a  very  low  freight  rate, 
at  a  lower  freight  rate  than  can  be  obtained  from  the  plants 
In  Georgia.  Florida.  North  Carolina,  and  Tennessee  to  the 
eastern-seaboard  markets.  The  result  is,  as  I  pointed  out  yes- 
terday, that  the  English  clays  have  taken  away  from  the 
American  producers  the  entire  northeastern  Atlantic  market. 
New  Jersey.  Massachusetts,  and  the  other  New  England  States, 
where  there  are  Important  manufactaring  i^ants  established, 
have  been  taking  the  Engli.sh  clays,  as  they  have  come  to  them 
with  this  chetip  freight  rate,  and  they  can  be  produced  in 
England  cheaper  than  we  can  pnxluce  them  in  the  United 
States 

In  the  first  place,  the  overbunlen  with  respect  to  the  English 
days  is  at>oat  the  same  as  with  respect  to  our  clays  In  Florida 
and  in  Georgia.  The  expense  of  removing  this  overburden  is 
somewhat  greater  in  the  United  States,  because  we  pay  higher 
wnges:  but,  generally  speaking.  In  the  United  States  the  depth 
of  the  claj  extends  only  about  18  feet,  or  something  like  that, 
while  in  England  when  they  strike  the  clay  it  extends  to  a 
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defth  of  smne  200  feet,  so  they  have  the  advantage  in  that 
relative  to  the  vrins  where  the  clay  appears  in  the 
und.  The  expense  and  cost,  therefore,  of  producing  the 
clafc's  in  the  United  States  are  greater  than  the  expense  and 
of  producing  them  in  England. 
In  addition  to  that,  as  I  have  said,  the  EnglLsh  clays  have 
taken  away  the  northea.st  Atlantic  market  entirely  from  the 
American  producer  by  reason  of  less  co.st  in  the  first  place  and  by 
req.son  of  the  low  freight  rates. 

at  we  are  asking — and  we  are  entitled  to  have  it,  beyond 
question — is  a  duty  which  will  enable  the  American  pro<lucer 
to  lave  a  fair  chance  for  one-half  the  American  market.  That 
market  lies  in  Ohio,  Indiana,  lllinol.s.  and  Michigan.  There 
the  points  of  consumption  are  established ;  and  we  must  reach 
th«t  market  now  with  the  American  clays,  becau.se  we  are 
bei  ig  shut  out  of  the  market  in  the  Northeast  Atlantic  States 
an( :  we  shall  continually  be  shut  out  of  that  market,  no  matter 
wl*t  rate  of  duty  we  imixjse.  unless  we  put  it  high  enough  to 
exijlude  the  foreign  clay.  A  duty  of  $3.75  a  ton  is  not  high 
en(  ugh  to  accomplish  more  than  to  enable  us  to  hold  our  own 
In  :he  only  market  left  to  us — the  market  of  the  Middle  West- 
ern States.  We  want  a  chance  to  maintain  our  position  in 
thu  t  market.  It  is  only  one-half  of  the  market  of  the  United 
Stf  tes.  The  quei^tion  is,  Will  the  Senate  see  its  way  clear  to 
em  ble  this  industry — an  American  industry — In  which  some 
$.3";  5,000.000  have  been  invested,  to  hold  one-half  the  Ameri- 
cai   market? 

"Ihe  Senate  has  been  del)ating  here  days  and  days  about  giv- 
ing the  American  producer  the  American  market,  giving  him  at 
lea  It  a  competitive  basis  for  claiming  the  American  market.  Is 
the  Senate  willing  to  give  this  industry  one-half  the  American 
murketV  Is  it  willing  to  give  us  a  fighting  chance  for  one-half 
the  American  market?  That  is  the  whole  question.  If  it  is,  it 
wil    vote  for  a  duty  of  $3.75  a  ton  on  thl.s  clay. 

1  orelgn  clay,  as  I  have  already  stated,  has  taken  away  one- 
half  our  market  along  the  North  Atlantic,  and  the  producers 
of  'orelgn  clay  have  gone  after  the  market  of  the  Middle  West, 
the  only  remaining  region  where  the  American  clay  has  a  chance. 

low  have  the  foreign  producers  gone  after  that  market? 
By  getting  the  railroads  to  reduce  their  freight  rates  fmm  the 
sea  )oard  to  the  Middle  West  consuming  points.  They  have 
act  tally  done  that;  there  is  no  gues.swork  about  it;  and  they 
mar  make  another  move  in  that  direction.  It  is  immaterial 
whi  'ther  the  railroads  voluntarily  applied  to  the  Interstate  Com- 
mei'ce  Commission  to  be  allowed  to  reduce  the  rates  on  clays 
fro  u  the  North  Atlantic  ports  to  the  Middle  West  consuming 
points  or  whether  they  were  persuaded  and  induced  to  do  it  by 
the  foreign  clay  importers ;  the  fact  is  they  did  apply  to  the 
Int  >rstate  Commerce  Commission  to  be  permitted  to  reduce 
thO!e  rates.  The  Interstate  Commerce  Commi.ssion  granted 
that  petition,  and  those  reductions  have  been  made.  So  clays 
can  be  moved  from  the  Atlantic  seaboard  to  the  Middle  West 
consuming  points,  the  only  points  left  to  the  American  producer 
for  his  market,  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  they  formerly  were.  If 
we  are  able  to  maintain  our  position  with  reference  to  that  one- 
hai '  of  the  American  market,  there  may  be  another  application 
for  a  reduction  of  freight  rates ;  other  moves  will  be  made  by 
the  Importers  of  the  English  clays  to  get  that  market  away 
froi  n  us.  The  only  hope  of  the  producers  of  American  clays  lies 
in  I  he  imposition  of  such  duties  as  will  give  the  American  pro- 
ducsr  a  fighting  chance  for  one-half  of  the  American  market. 
Thi  t  is  what  we  are  asking  for. 

I:i  these  regions  where  the  clay  is  found  there  are  now  idle 
plants  capable  of  producing  250.000  tons  of  clay  a  year.  They 
are  idle  to-day  because  under  the  rate  of  $2.50,  as  provided  by 
the  existing  law,  they  are  not  allowed  to  expand ;  they  are  not 
enouraged  to  expand,  and  the  profits  in  the  industry  are  not 
sucfc  as  to  warrant  a  greater  production.  They  are  held  down 
eve  J  by  the  rate  of  $2.50  a  ton.  In  spite  of  that,  however,  the 
conmittee  proposes  to  reduce  the  rate  to  $1.50  a  ton.  I  can 
not  conceive  of  what  prompts  that  action  on  any  basia  upon 
whi  fh  this  bill  is  being  constructed. 

*  r.  Edgar,  in  his  statement  at  the  hearings  on  this  matter, 
sai<  : 

Since  1892  my  father,   nnck,  and  later  the  present  generation  have 

devqted  their  entire  efforts  to  producing  in  Georgia  and  Florida  a  grade 

that   will   not   have   to   be  apologized    for   under   any    comparl- 
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addition  I  am  speaking  for  other  domestic  •  lay  producers  who 
also  l>een  working  toward  the  ideal  of  pro«Jucing  an  adequate 
of  American  clays  of  a  quality  to  meet  the  most  exacting  require- 
Because  of  the  combined  efforts  along  thesi-  lines  of  these  pro- 
due**  I  nm  proud  to  be  able  to  state  that  we  are  to-day  equipped  as  an 
industry  to  more  than  meet  the  demands  as  to  quautity  aud  are  con- 
vlnc  ng  consumers  one  after  another  as  to  quality.  In  the  brief  that 
lave  filed  we  are  asking  that  the  present  tariff  of  $2.50  per  toa 
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of  2.240  p0ta)«R  applying  ba  toparted  chtna  day  be  locnaaad  to  f8.75 
per  ton  of  2.240  pooods. 

That  Is  the  request,  and  the  hearings  estaUialhefl  complete 
}u.stiflcatIon  for  it. 

The  only  opponents  to  the  situation,  as  I  say,  arc  the  Im- 
■  porters  of  English  clays  and  the  paper  manufacturers.  This  Is  a 
raw  material.  The  manufacturers,  of  course,  want  to  get  it  as 
cheaply  as  possible. 

Mr.  Edgar  further  says: 

It  la  Interesting  to  note  that  in  spite  of  the  protection  granted  after 
the  last  hearing  the  average  price  of  the  domestic  clays  under  Question 
has  been  reduced. 

In  other  words,  after  the  dut>-  was  fixed  at  $2JK)  per  ton  the 
average  price  to  the  American  trade  was  reluoed ;  there  was  no 
incretise  at  all ;  so  the  manufacturers  are  not  Justified  in  antici- 

Kting  any  great  Increase  in  the  price  of  these  clays.  They  will 
confronted  with  for^gn  competition.  Even  under  a  tariff 
rate  of  $3.75  per  ton  that  competition  will  continue,  and  it  will 
continue  in  the  only  market  tliat  is  left  to  as,  which  is  the  Mid 
West  market. 

Mr.  Edgar  was  asked : 

Are  yoa  a  manufacturer  of  this  day? 
He  replied : 

W«  produce  the  clay  ;  yee,  sir.     It  la  not  to  manufactared  fom. 

Mr.  WATtM>N.  How  maay  ton«  a  year  do  yon  prodoccT 

Mr.  Edoak.  I  have  been  speaking  more  partlenlarly  about  the  Georgia 
paper  clay.  The  G«orgia  paper  clay  has  ran  about  70,000  tons  this 
past  year. 

Mr.  Watson.  What  i*  the  total  of  domestie  day  naed  la  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  EoQAa.  About  450.000  tons  Is  the  laat  figure  I  have  aeea,  In- 
dndlng  pottery  and  paper  clays. 

Mr.  Watson.  As  I  understand  it,  there  is  an  Increased  demand  for 
demeatle  clay  t)ecaase  It  ia  growtag  better  and  better  every  year. 

Mr.  Edoar.  Tes,  air.  Am  an  lUnetratlon,  we  have  eold  la  the  paat 
Tear — I  refer  to  our  company — over  16,000  tons  of  this  day  for  coating 
purposes,  for  the  very  best  grades  of  paper,  for  which,  according  to  the 
•tatementB  you  have  heard  a  little  while  before,  it  could  BOt  be  naed. 

Claims  have  been  made  that  they  must  have  the  English  clay, 
but  they  are  finding  out  that  that  Is  an  unjustified  and  unwar- 
ranted claim. 

Mr.  Edgar  says  further: 

For  the  year  1028  we  have  aold  nearer  to  25,000  tao»— 

That  is,  of  clays  for  coating  purposes — 

What  I  am  trying  to  do  is  not  to  inclode  the  fire  clays — 

He  does  not  speak  of  fire  clay — 

In  the  territory  atMut  which  we  are  speaking,  where  the  bigb-grade 
white  clays  are  produced,  there  are  easily  about  2,600  employee 
directly  employed ;  and.  of  coarse,  there  are  those  depending  upon 
them,  which  brings  the  number  of  people  interested  up  to  probably 
10,000. 

China  clay  or  kaolin  is  a  raw  material.  It  is  chiefly  used  by  the 
paper  industry  for  filling  and  coating  and  in  the  aianuXacture  of  pottery, 
lilo,  electric  porcelain,  sanitary  earthenware,  and  to  a  minor  extent  la 
filling  Hnoleum,  n]l>ber  textiles,  and  some  other  products. 

And  they  are  asking  for  thle  duty — 

To  enable  the  Anerican  producer  to  compete  in  the  entire  market 
la  tlM  United  States,  and  by  so  broadening  bis  market  iacrease  his 
prodaetlon  and  lower  the  cost  ttiereof— 

And  80  forth. 

Mr.  Pn*sident,  I  do  not  care  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Senate 
in  the  further  discussion  of  this  question.  The  figures  which  I 
put  into  the  Record  yesterday,  as  I  recall,  showed  the  reduction 
of  freight  rates  from  the  Atlantic  seaboard  to  the  Mid  West 
points  and  the  amount  of  that  reduction.  I  also  put  In  the 
Recobo,  as  I  recall,  flgrures  showing  the  selling  price  of  American 
clays  and  a  comparison  of  delivery  costs  of  the  Imported  and 
the  domestie  days.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  also  placed  in 
the  Rxc»BD  a  Dumber  of  tables  which  cover  the  main  points  and 
give  all  the  facts  that  the  Senate  needs  in  this  connection. 

The  brief  to  which  I  have  referred  further  says: 

The  statement  of  mills  using  English  clay  at  once  reveals  the  vital 
feet  that  oat  of  a  total  of  91,800  tone,  74,700  tons  were  consumed  by 
mills  located  in  New  England  or  contiguous  territory,  and  only  17400 
tons  by  mills  outside  of  such  territory.  This  further  points  to  tt>e  very 
obvious  fact  that  adding  together  all  of  the  filling  clays,  1.  e.,  226,000 
and  91,800  tens,  tbe  total  eoasamptkm  is  816,000  toaa,  and  e«t  of  this 


crand  tatel  only  VT.SJO  ton*,  or  B.4  per  entt.  U  BncUah  filUag  day  aaad 
outside  of  Sem  ff"!**"^  territory.  Tbsse  flgnres  dcooastrate  far  mn9 
Btxlkiagiy  than  aay  testimony  we  coald  tobmit  that  the  qoeption  as  to 
tha  desirability  of  American  days  as  compared  with  Bnglisb  days  for 
paper-fllUng  parposes  ia  not  oae  of  quality  but  of  geecraphlcal  locatloa. 

You  can  not  escape  that.  The  mills  throtighout  this  region  In 
the  Mid  West  are  taking  the  American  clays  and  find  them 
entirely  satisfactory,  and  they  are  taking  them  because  the 
American  days  can  reach  that  market  The  mills  in  the  New 
England  States  are  not  taking  the  American  days;  they  are 
taking  the  English  clays  becatise  the  English  days  come  there 
at  such  a  lt>w  cost  of  tran.sportation.  I  repeat  to  the  Senate 
that  the  foreign  clays  have  taken  away  half  of  the  American 
market  already,  and  will  keep  that  market  along  the  North 
Atlantic  and  the  New  BJngland  States ;  and  the  only  market  left 
to  the  American  producer  is  the  Mid  West  market  which  I  have 
mentioned,  and  which  we  will  not  be  able  to  hold  or  compete  In 
with  the  British  clays  unless  this  duty  is  Imposed. 

I  therefore  move,  on  page  38,  line  11,  that  "  |1.60,"  as  proposed 
by  the  committee,  be  stricken  out,  and  **  $3.75  "  be  Inserted,  so 
that  the  tariff  will  be  $3.75  per  ton  of  2,000  pounds,  Instead  of 
that  projKJ^ed  by  the  committee  of  $1.50. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  which  the  Senator  from  Florida  proposes  to 
the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  President,  a  good  deal  has  been  said  about 
the  New  Eni^and  market,  and  that  the  Southern  producers  can 
not  get  Into  the  New  England  market.  I  think  that  Senators 
advancing  this  argument  do  not  bring  out  the  fact  that  at  the 
present  time,  In  the  market  outside  of  New  England,  including 
Ohio,  Indiana,  Michigan,  IlUnols,  Wisconsin,  Mlimesota,  and 
other  States,  they  already  have  a  very  great  advantage  over  the 
foreign  Importations. 

As  far  as  New  England  Is  concerned,  on  accoimt  of  the  cheap 
water  transportation  that  we  get  from  England,  the  foreign 
Imiwrter  can  meet  the  domestic  producer  almost  on  an  equality. 
Where  we  have  to  use  the  foreign  imports,  we  naturally  do  not 
want  to  have  the  price  advanced ;  but  the  real  trouble  comes  in 
the  Middle  West.  Already  In  Hamilton,  Ohio,  for  Instance,  the 
domestic  price  advantage  on  coating  day  is  $9.62,  and  on  filler 
clay  $7.78.  In  South  Bend,  Ind.,  it  is  $8.90  on  coating  clay,  and 
on  fiUer  day  It  is  $7.06.  In  Nlles,  Mich.,  It  Is  $8.90  on  coating 
day,  and  on  filler  clay  $7.06. 

The  people  who  have  paper  mills  in  these  States  all  have  to 
have  the  foreign  clay  for  coating  purposes.  About  $72,000  worth 
of  coating  day  Is  imported  Into  this  country  every  year.  I 
think  the  domestic  coating  production  is  betwe^i  seven  aud 
eight  thotisand  dollars'  worth. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  HALE.  Will  the  Senator  allow  me  to  proceed  t(a  a 
moment? 

The  paper  concerns  that  use  this  foreign  day  met  last  sanr- 
mer  at  a  conference,  I  think  in  New  York  City,  and  practically 
all  of  them  were  represented  at  the  conference.  They  stated  at 
that  conference  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  for  them  to  use 
the  foreign  day;  that  the  American  clay  did  cot  come  up  to 
their  requirements,  and  could  not  come  up  to  their  require- 
ments, and  if  they  were  going  to  keep  on  making  paper  of  die 
quality  which  they  now  produce  they  had  to  have  for^gn  clay. 

These  people  who  are  not  sittiated  In  New  England  or  along 
the  seaboard,  where  cheap  water  transportation  rates  prevail 
must  pay,  the  farther  Inland  they  are,  the  greut£a:  price  on  ac- 
coimt of  the  rail  transportation.  By  putting  on  an  added  duty 
you  are  simply  forcing  them  to  pay  an  additional  price  for 
what  they  have  to  have;  and  the  result  will  be,  if  you  make 
it  ttH)  high,  that  you  will  Injure  their  business.  So  It  Is  not 
alone  the  New  Eniglund  paper  mills  that  are  affected,  but  the 
western  ones  as  well. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  S^iator  a  ques- 
tion for  information?  In  the  first  place,  I  should  like  to  know 
what  is  the  proportionate  cost  of  the  clay  used  in  tlM  paper,  the 
finished  product? 

Mr.  HALE.  I  can  not  tell  the  Senator.  All  I  can  telT  him  Is 
that  the  clay  that  is  used  in  making  paper  Is  the  second  most 
Important  ingrwllent  tised.  Pulp,  of  conrse,  Is  the  prlndpal  one. 
I  can  not  give  the  proportions. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Perhaps  some  one  here  knows  something 
about  the  cost  of  the  Ihrished  product,  the  paper. 

Mr.  COUZEN8.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  win  look  In 
the  CoiraacssiDivai.  Bboobd  of  yestexday,  he  will  see  that  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  TMr.  Gidhk]  flgvred  «at,  «id  I  think 
aocnr^aly,  what  this  costs  per  toa  of  paper.  The  dlfferenoe  In 
coat  to  not  laz«e.    Th»  voestkm  to  wlMther  or  not  a  protactlve 
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tariff  l»  nf<!wnrf.  The  debate  yesterday  indicated  that  these 
paper  nanafactnren  are  using  all  of  the  domestic  day  that 
they  can  use.  The  foreign  clay  which  they  import  is  necessary 
for  particular  work;  and.  no  matter  what  the  rate  Is,  it  will 
only  increase  the  cost,  and  will  result  in  no  protection  or  interest 
or  benefit  to  the  domestic  producer. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Will  it  not  increase  the  price  of  the  domestic 
producers'  product? 

Mr.  COl'ZENS.  No;  because  they  are  using  now  all  that 
they  can  nae. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  understand ;  but  they  mic^t  use  all.  that 
they  can  use  at  one  price,  and  yet  they  might  use  the  same 
amount  at  a  l^gher  pric-e.    Is  that  true? 

Mr.  COUZEN8.  The  testimony  yesterday  and  the  debate  yes- 
terday showed  this:  Fur  instance,  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
pointed  out  how  many  paper  companies  in  Michigan,  Massa- 
chusetts. Illinois,  and  all  over  the  country  were  using  domestic 
clay.  He  did  that  to  support  his  contention  that  domestic  clay 
waa  as  satiiifactory  fur  all  purposes  us  the  English  imported 
clay.  I  pointed  out  that  they  were  using  all  the  domestic  clay 
that  they  could  tt.<«e:  that  in  the  case  of  Kalamazoo.  Mich.,  for 
Instance,  they  were  paying  $6.60  a  ton  more  for  English  clay 
than  they  pay  for  domestic  clay.  Now,  certainly  they  would 
not  do  that  if  they  could  help  it ;  and  no  matter  where  we  put 
thin  tariff  they  still  will  have  to  have  the  imported  clay,  so  that 
no  benefit  will  accrue  to  the  domestic  producer. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  What  I  am  getting  at  is  this:  Would  the 
tariff  permit  the  producers  of  domestic  clay  to  obtain  a  higher 
price  for  that  clay? 

Mr.  CX)UZENS.  It  is  my  contention  that  it  would  not,  be- 
cause the  domestic  claj  now  at  every  place  sells  under  the  im- 
ported clay. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Wh«n  I  asked  that  question  I  understood  the 
Senator  from  Utah  to  nod  his  head  an<l  say  that  it  would.  Am  I 
mLstaken? 

Mr.  8AIOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  had  no  reference  whaterer  to 
the  qoestion  asked  by  the  Senator.  I  was  nodding  my  bead  to 
the  Senator  oo  my  right. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  wiU  ask  the  Senator  from  Michigan*  if  the 
effect  of  this  tariff  were  to  increase  the  price  of  doa»estic  clay, 
would  it  be  beneficial  or  not? 

Mr.  00UZEN9.  It  would  be  beneficial  to  the  prodocera  of 
domestic  clay,  of  course. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     Is  the  Senator  opposed  to  that,  or  not? 

Mr.  OOUZHNS.  No;  I  am  not  opposed  to  It  As  I  said 
yesterday  in  debate,  I  am  willing  to  go  modi  further  than  Sena- 
tors on  the  other  side  are  willing  to  go  to  impose  adequate  rates 
to  protect  domestic  Industries,  and  I  should  be  willing  to  go 
along  with  this-  if  It  accomplished  that  purpose ;  but  it  does  seem 
to  me  absolutely  useless  to  put  on  a  tariff  which  will  not  do 
any  good  to  the  domestic  producer,  and  will  only  increase  the 
coHt  of  paper  and  pottery  construction. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  That  is  the  only  question  in  the  Senator's 
mind,  then — that  it  will  not  accomplish  Its  purpose,  and  at  the 
same  time  will  make  the  imported  clay  hi«^er?    Is  that  it? 

Mr.  OOUZEN8.  That  is  absolutely  correct.  Just  the  same  as 
If  we  put  a  duty  oo  bananas  or  coffee  or  rubber.  In  other  words. 
It  would  only  cost  the  users  in  this  country  more  without  bring- 
ing any  compensation  to  American  producers. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Is  there  any  question  in  the  mind  of  the 
Senator  as  to  the  depressed  condition  of  the  day-producing 
industry? 

Mr.  CX>nZENS.  Based  on  the  statements  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia,  whose  statements  I  do  not  deny.  I  think  the  industry 
la  depressed,  hot  I  do  not  tliink  it  is  due  to  importations.  I 
~^think  it  is  due  to  internal  conditions.  In  other  words,  we  might 
just  as  well  propose  a  duty  oo  bituminous  coal  and  expect  that  it 
would  help  the  bituminous  coal  industry.  One  thing  is  just  as 
absurd  as  the  other,  in  my  opinion. 

Mr.  BDGB.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Tes.  I  am  Just  asking  these  questions  for 
information. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Substantiating  the  contention  of  the  Senator 
from  Michigan.  I  simply  desire  to  draw  attention  to  the  sworn 
testimony  of  the  representatives  of  the  Rex  Paper  Co.,  from 
the  ttenator's  own  State.  Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  In  which  they  stated 
before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  also  belote  the 
Senate  Finance  C<«unittee: 

8tatfla«at  tbst  doaestic  clay  cooM  be  mbstltoted  for  istported  day 
far  the  aaMtfaetvlBa  of  all  grades  «f  coated  pap«r  la  absard.  We.  as 
Maaatactarera,  MBphatleaUy  atate  that  w«  ooald  not  use  doaestle  clay 
for  tbe  graces  «•  Maaafactare.  Tb«  color  aad  qoality  ar«  not  to  be 
CMaparfd. 


ORD-^ENATE 


NOVEMBBB  5 


Mr.  OILLETT.  Mr.  President,  as  I  listened  to  the  eloquent 
appals  of  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  FLrrcHEaJ  and  the 
Senitor  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gedbge]  my  inclination  was  all  to 
be  ulth  them,  for  when  an  argument  for  protection  comes  from 
those  Senators  my  feeling  is  that  such  hopeful  symptoms  ought 
to  I  e  encouraged,  and  I  always  desire  to  vote  for  what  seems  lo 
be  (omparatively  an  infant  industry  and  give  it  protection.  But 
my  constituents,  paper  manufacturers,  who  are  great  users  of 
thia  clay,  tell  me  that  an  added  duty  would  make  no  difference 
at  lU  in  their  use  of  the  domestic  production;  that  it  is  not  at 
all  I  question  of  price,  but  Is  simply  a  question  of  quality,  and 
tha  they  must  use  the  English  clay,  no  matter  what  the  price. 
So  an  addition  to  the  duty  would  increase  the  price  of  the 
fort  ign  clay  without  increasing  the  market  for  the  domestic  clay 
and  would  Increase  the  cost  of  paper  and  so  diminish  its  use. 

On  the  oth«-  hand,  I  recognize  that  the  con-stituents  of  the 
Sen  itors  who  take  the  other  side  tell  them  differently.  It  is  an 
uncertain  question,  and  ordinarily  I  sliuuld  be  inclined  to  side 
wit  I  them,  because  when  there  is  an  uncertainty  I  should  want 
to  f  ay.  "  We  will  give  the  American  producer  the  benefit  of  any 
dou  >t"  But  in  this  case,  recognizing  my  own  bias  and  8usi)ect- 
iug  that  there  may  be  some  bias  on  the  other  side,  there  are  two 
imrartial  tribunals  which  have  i)es8ed  upon  this  matter,  both  of 
tliem  with  a  predilettion  for  the  duty.  The  House  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Means  have  decided  that  the  additional  tariff 
woild  not  help  the  American  producer.  The  iSenate  Finance 
CoE  imittee,  also  predisposed  to  protection,  have  decided  that  the 
ad^tional  duty  would  not  help  the  American  prtxiocer. 

r.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

r.  QILLETT.    Certainly. 

r.  GEORGE.  The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  the 
Ho4se  did  decide  that  the  duty  ought  not  to  be  reduced  and  then 
coninued  it  at  $2.90  a  ton,  just  as  it  was  in  the  existing  law, 
enacted  in  1922.  just  as  It  was  In  the  Republican  tariff  of  1897, 
jus   as  it  was  in  the  Republican  tariff  of  1909. 

B  r.  GILLBTT.  Yes ;  but  they  decided  again.st  the  request  for 
a  r$Ise  which  is  made  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

r.  GEORGE.  But  they  did  not  reduce  It.  The  Senate 
Fiuiance  Conunlttee  has  proposed  a  reduction. 

[r.  GILLETT.  I  recognize  that  distinction.  But  both  of 
tbefai  were  against  the  contention  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
amfthe  Senator  from  Florida.  Therefore  I  feel  that  my  predl- 
lecfllon  and  my  bias  are  fortified  and  strengthened  by  this 
im^rtial  decision,  and  so  it  seems  to  me  certainly  no  increase 

it  to  be  granted. 

r.  BLEASE.     Mr.  President,  on  the  4th  of  October  I  had 
in  the  Record  certain  statistics  and  a  brief  of  the  Amert- 

producers  of  china  clay  and  the  kaolin  i)eople,  to  be  found 

ge  4206  of  the  Recobo  of  that  date,  and  also  some  letters 

gentlemen  engaged  In  the  manufacture  of  those  ariides 

State.     I  shall  not  take  the  time  to  reread  them,  but  I 

)ly  ask  the  Senators  to  take  that  matter  into  consideration. 
1 1  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  read  at  the  desk  a  telegram 
which  I  received   this  morning  from   the  United  Clay   Mines 
Conporation,  at  Congaree,  S.  C. 

le  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  derk 
wlU  read. 

le  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows : 

CoNaABU,  8.  C,  Jfocember  i,  19t». 
Hooi  COLM  L.  Blkase, 

United  Btatea  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 

Senate  Office  Buildin{;: 

I  producera  of  bisli-grade  chiaa  clay  in  your  State,  a  basic  raw 
material  consumed  by  American  manufacturers  of  cbina  and  c-artben 
ware,  we  urge  you  to  support  Senate  bill,  tariff  Scbedule  No.  2,  para- 
graibs  211  and  212,  cororing  china  and  earthen  ware.  Tbe  only  outlet 
for  >ur  clay  is  to  tbe  American  manufacturer,  and  if  bis  call  for  tariff 
protection  is  not  beeded,  tben  cbina-clay  production  in  your  State  will 
lan^lsb,  to  tbe  detriment  of  all  concerned.     Your  favorable  constdera- 

In  tbls  case  will  be  appreciated  by  your  constituents,  we  assure 


tion 
you 


the 
ray 


UsiTED  Clat  Minks  Corpoeation. 


1  r.  HARRIS.     Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  take  the  tbne  of 


Senate  to  discuss  this  question.    I  think  the  statements  of 
colleai^ne  and  the  Senator  from   Florida    [Mr.   FLrrciiEa] 


wer^  most  convincing  in  regard  to  the  necessity  for  this  rai.se. 

want  to  remind  the  Senate  that  even  the  distinguished 
Senktor  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge],  who  is  a  member  of  the 
majority  subcommittee  which  had  this  Item  in  charge,  ex- 
pressed his  doubt  about  the  matter.  I  sincerely  hope  there  may 
be  I  to  opposition  to  the  amendment 

it  r.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  just  before  the  vote  is  taken  I 
wis.  I  to  make  a  very  brief  statnnent  in  answer  to  the  suggesti<m 
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which  has  come  from  our  New  England  friends.  Very  frankly, 
the  reduction  of  this  duty  would  help  some  five  or  six  States  in 
New  England  which  are  the  principal  purcha.«!ers  of  the  days 
Used  in  manufacturing  paper.  Very  frankly,  an  Increase  in  the 
rate  would  add  a  little  cost  to  tbe  New  England  paper  manu- 
facturers. I  do  not  want  to  be  misunderstood  about  that 
But  if  that  is  the  basis  mi  which  protection  to  this  industry  Is 
to  be  denied  or  rednced,  our  frtcnd.s  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle,  of  course,  ought  to  be  prepared  to  apply  the  same  reason- 
ing to  all  other  tariffs. 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  quality  of  domestic  day.  I 
have  never  asseried,  and  I  do  not  want  to  be  understood  as 
saying,  that  some  very  high-grade  paper  may  not  require  some 
English  clay.  Similarly,  it  may  be  conceded  that  in  the  pottery 
business  a  very  high  grade  of  English  clay  may  be  profitably 
used.  But  the  assertion  that  It  Is  necessary  to  have  It  since  we 
have  begun  tbe  mining  of  clay  in  the  South  under  modem  c<m- 
ditions,  can  not  be  sustained. 

I  want  to  put  Into  the  Recoed,  just  before  the  vote  is  takm, 
a  statement  by  a  chemist  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  con- 
nected with  a  very  large  paper  manufacturing  company.  This 
diemlst  says: 

In  regard  to  retention,  the  domestic  days  which  we  have  been  using 
are  equal  to  any  English  clay  which  we  have  used  in  the  past  in  this 
respect 

In  our  grades  of  paper  we  have  been  obtaining  as  good  a  flniab  with 
tbe  use  of  domestic  clays  as  we  were  obtaining  with  the  nae  ot  Kngllah 
clays,  with  t>etter  opacity  r«sBlts. 

It  has  always  been  my  opinion  from  tests  made  comparing  English 
with  domeatic  day  that  the  well-prepared  domestic  clay  is  equal  to 
the  English  clay  for  filler  purpoeea. 

That  is  a  statement  of  Mr.  G.  K.  Spence,  chief  chemist  of 
the  Castanea  Paper  Co.,  of  Johnsonburg,  Pa.,  under  date  of 
October  24,  1929. 

Mr.  President,  some  little  while  ago  it  was  thought  that  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  might  authorize  a  redudion 
of  freight  rates  on  daya^  A  letter  was  addressed  to  many  con- 
sumers of  clay  throu^out  the  United  States.  Let  me  call 
attention  to  aorae  of  the  replies.  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  disdose 
these  letters  exeept  to  say  this,  that  this  one  is  tram  California, 
and  I  want  to  read  this  statement  Speaking  with  special  ref- 
erence to  Florida  clay  they  say: 

We  do  not  use  much  of  your  Plorida  day  for  tbe  reaaoa  that  the 
■ngllsta  clay  ia  ■rreral  dollars  per  toa  cbMiper,  delivered  on  tbe 
Padflc  coast,  tliao  your  Florida  elay  woQld  be.  We  could  use  approxi- 
mately 100  per  cent  more  of  your  clay  provided  the  frelgtat  rate  was 
M  per  ton  diaaper,  delivered  Loo  Angeles. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  President  does  that  refer  to  coaUng  clay 
or  filler  clay? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  18  fine  pottery  clay  and  filler  clays  to 
which  these  letters  refer.  Let  me  read  a  letter  from  Hartford, 
Conn.,  from  the  Hartford  Faience  Co.  I  will  not  read  It  all, 
but  let  me  quote  a  little  of  the  language  of  this  letter: 

If  we  were  able  to  purcbaae  Florida  clays  with  the  saaie  advan- 
tageous freight  rate,  we  would  use  much  more  of  this  material.  As 
It  is,  we  are  able  to  purchase  English  ball  clay  at  practically  the  same 
price,  and  as  n  natter  of  fact  It  is  easier  to  get  than  It  Is  to  get  tbe 
clay  from  Florida.  This  is  the  only  reason  we  have  cut  down  oyr  clay 
requirements  from  you  in  tbe  past  few  years. 

Let  me  read  another  one,  from  Trenton,  N.  J. : 

Your  clay  has  been  too  blgti  tn  price  for  years 

Mr.  HALE.     These  are  all  pottery  days,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh,  yes;  they  are  pottery  days;  but  the  same 
thing  is  said  by  the  pajjer  manufacturers,  to  wit,  that  they 
must  have  English  clay.  The  paper  n^anufacturers  In  New 
England  say  they  must  have  English  clay  In  making  fine  paper. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  President,  can  the  pottery  manufacturers 
make  as  good  an  argument  as  the  paper  people? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Exactly  the  game  argument 

Mr.  HALE.  I  understand  that  there  are  about  80,000  tons 
of  coating  clay  Imported. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Why  does  the  Senator  talk  about  coating 
day?  I  stated  yesterday  that  the  total  production  of  coating 
clay  in  this  country  was  only  about  21,000  tons,  a  negligible 
quantity  at  the  present  time.  We  are  talking  about  filler  clay, 
and  clay  for  pottery  puri)08e8,  and  for  all  purposes  for  which 
fine  grades  of  clay  can  be  used. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  let  me  finish 
what  I  was  about  to  say? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yes;  I  wiU  let  the  Senator  flnlsh. 


Mr.  HAUD.  About  80,000  tons  of  clay  are  used  In  this  cotin- 
try  for  coating  purposes,  and  my  figures  6how  that  72,000  of 
those  tons  are  imported,  and  about  8,000  are  produced  domesti- 
cally. As  I  hare  said,  in  85>ite  of  the  additional  cost  the  paper 
mina  must  still  use  the  foreign  day. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  O  Mr.  President,  It  has  been  abundantly 
shown  that  the  importations  of  English  clay  amount  to  three 
hundred  and  thirty  odd  thousand  tons. 

Mr.  HALE.     I  am  talking  about  coating  clay. 

Mr.  GEX)RGE.  I  understand.  Now  I  will  ask  the  Senator  to 
let  me  finish  this  statement 

The  English  miners  are  sending  approxlmatdy  889,000  tons 
into  this  market  They  are  taking  half  of  the  market  in  the 
really  comi)etltIve  field.  We  did  not  begin  the  production  of 
coating  clay  nntil  1925,  when  we  produced  less  than  a  thousand 
tons,  and  In  192S  we  produced  less  than  21,000  tons.  If  the 
coating  clay  were  the  only  item  involved,  it  would  not  he  worth 
while  to  argue  about  it,  but  what  we  want  is  a  chance  to  supply 
some  part  of  the  markets  that  absorb  some  300,000  tons  of 
English  clay. 

Senators  have  been  talking  about  the  quality  of  the  day.  I 
am  reading  from  tlie  men  who  use  it.  They  do  not  say  any- 
thing about  quality ;  they  are  talking  about  price.  Let  me  read 
tills  Trenton  letter : 

Your  clay  has  been  too  high  in  price  for  years,  and  I  do  not  qoestion 
but  that  it  would  be  to  your  advantage  to  get  this  reduction  on  the 
freight,  and  there  should  be  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  clay.  We 
are  (raying  to-day  one  of  the  beat  English  days  that  comes  across  the 
ocean  for  |16.S0,  plus  $1.80  freight,  making  a  total  of  118.30  per  ton 
d^rered,  and  anderstand  tfate  Is  gross  ton.  If  your  clay  was  so  that 
we  could  Bse  It  It  wooM  be  very  easy  for  os  to  use  a  100  per  cent  more. 

That  is  from  New  Jersey.  Now  let  me  read  what  a  Canadian 
manufacturer  says ;  just  above  Maine,  huwever,  let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Maine.    He  says: 

We  woold  say  that  tbe  high  freight  rate  en  Plorida  day  has  ahraya 
been  a  deterrent  to  our  using  of  this  material,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact 
we  have  been  aertooaly  eoosMerlag  the  dtocontlnoanee  of  Ita  nae.  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  competing  clays  from  Ot««t  Brltata  can  be  laM 
dova  at  a  mock  lower  oast 

For  your  information  we  may  say  that  tbe  exact  laM-Aomu  coat  •( 
your  clay  on  rails  here  is  $26.34  a  act  ton,  whUa  a  hi^i-ctB<le  Bngllab 
china  eUy  coating  In  via  Portland  only  coats  na  $20Ji7  a  net  ton. 

Furthermore,  wa  art  aecotiattng  at  ttie  moment  for  the  Importatloa 
of  our  English  clays  upon  a  more  advantageooa  baala  than  at  pre  seat, 
and  feel  reasonably  sore  that  before  the  close  of  the  aeaaoa  we  will  be 
purchasing  our  requirementa  at  a  considerably  lower  price  than  $20.07 
delivered. 

Mr.  President  I  might  read  another  letter  from  Pennsylvania 
to  the  same  effect  and  other  letters  from  New  Jersey  manufac- 
turers to  the  same  effect  I  am  reading  from  letters  written 
this  year  by  the  actual  users  of  the  material. 

To  what  I  have  already  said  I  have  nothing  to  add. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  hour  of  11  o'clock  hav- 
ing arrived,  under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement  entered 
Into  yesterday  the  Senate  will  proceed  to  vote  upon  the  pending 
amendment 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  before  the  vote  is  taken  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  qnorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  ftrilowlng  Senators 
answered  to  thdr  names: 

Allen  Fletcher 

Atshurst  Fraaler 

Barkley  Oeorge 

Blark  eillett 

Blaine  Glenn 

Blease  Golf 

Borah  Goldaboroogb 

Brstton  Gould 

Brock  Greene 

Bnwkbart  Hale 

Broussard  Harria 

Capper  Harrison 

Caraway  Hastlaga 

Connally  Hatfield 

Copeland  Hayden 

Couaeata  Hebcrt 

Cutting  1?^*'°, 

UUl  Howell 

Sdge  Johnson 

inesa  Jonea 

Mr   80HALL.    My  cotieagne  {Mr.  Shipstead]  is  still  ilL 
Mr.  COPELAND.     My    colleague    [Mr.    Waoneb]    Is    neces- 

«rily  detained  from  the  Senate  this  morning.    He  will  be  here 

later  la  the  day. 


Shortrtdge 

Keyea 

Simmons 

La  PollPtte 

Smith 

McKdlar 

Smoot 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Steck 

Stelwer 

Mosea 

Stephens 

Norbeck 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Nonris 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Nye 

Townaeod 

Oddie 

TrammeU 

Overman 

Tydlngs 

Patteraoa 

Vaadenbnr 

Phippa 

Walcott 

Pine 

Walsh,  Masa. 

Pittman 

Walsh.  Moat 

Ransdell 

Wheeler 

Reed 

Bcoau 
Shcppard 

'  :i 


r 
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Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Tbe  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kmol 
is  oeoeiwarilj  detained  from  tbe  Senate  by  reason  of  lllnese. 

Tb*'  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  SeTcnty-seven  Senators  bar- 
inj;  iiDtiwered  to  tbeir  names,  a  quorum  Is  present 

Mr.  CX)UZENS.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Tbe  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Tbe  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  COrZENS.  Tbe  pending  question  is  upon  tbe  amend- 
ment of  tbe  Senator  from  Florida? 

The  PItESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Tbe  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  (he  umendment  wbicti  tbe  Senator  from  Florida  proposes  to 
tbe  aDieiidment  profMsed  by  tbe  committee. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasaebusetts.     Let  tbe  amendment  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It  will  be  sUted  for  tbe 
lnf<»rumtion  of  tbe  Senate. 

The  Csnv  CixsK.  In  paragraph  207,  page  38,  line  11.  in 
lien  of  tbe  amonnt  inserted  by  tbe  committee,  "  %1JB0"  the 
Senator  from  Florida  proposes  to  Insert  "  I3.7B,"  so  as  to  read : 


China  clay  or  kaolin,  fS.TS  per  ton. 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  tbe  amendment  proposed  by  tbe  Senator  from  Florida  to  tbe 
ajueiidment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  tbe  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Tbe  question  recurs  upon  the 
amendment  proposed  by  tbe  committee. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  Presid^it,  what  is  the  committee  amend- 
ment? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Tbe  committee  amendment 
will  be  stated. 

The  Canr  Cuauc.  On  page  38,  line  11,  tbe  committee  pro- 
poses to  striice  out  "  $2.50  "  and  insert  "  $1.50,"  so  as  to  read : 


Cblaa  clay  or  kaolin,  |1.60  per  ton. 


Mr.  rE8S  Mr.  President,  some  time  ago  I  recelred  a  letter 
from  an  interested  citizen  iu  ChiUicotbe,  Ohio,  submitting  data 
upon  tbe  question  of  kaolin.  I  ask  to  bare  it  inserted  in  tbe 
RcroBo. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  tbe  RiocosB,  as  foUows : 

CHn.ucoTHa,  Osio,  Btpitmher  m.  l»9. 
Hon.  SiMBOR  D.  Fbss, 

Onittd  8tmt0»  temmte,  W<uhhtft9n,  D.  C. 
Drum  BaifATOc  rasa :  B^ferring  to  tn«  matter  of  tariff  on  china  clay 
or  kaolin,  for  th«  purpose  of  snpplytng  yon  with  the  facta  In  reference  to 
thl«   partlcalar   commodiry,    the   paper    manafacturera'    clay    conunlttes 
has  prepared  a  meaBorandam,  copy  of  which  we  Ineloae. 

We  tmst  thia  wlU  aerre  to  glTe  you  briefly  the  Informatioa  which  yon 
would  llk<>  to  baTe  when  thia  particular  item  comes  up  for  disposition. 
Very  re«p«ctfaUy  yours, 

TXB  Mbad  Pulf  a  Papss  Co., 
W.  H.  KnTEA. 

IN  tm  UAvrmt  or  tasift  on  china  clat  qb  kaoun,  acBSDoui  t, 
PAaAoaAPH  aor.  tasiit  act  or  laa 
Pn>«(ent  doty.  12.50  per  sroaa  ton.  Duty  asked  by  cerUin  producers 
of  domestic  china  clay,  fS.75  per  sroaa  ton.  The  House  Urifl  bill  made 
BO  chance :  the  Senate  rinancc  Committee  reduced  tbe  duty  fl,  or  to 
fl.&O  per  ton. 

BxcBBrra  FaoM  papbb  iCANurACTiraBBa'  saiars 
Turilt  Aistory  »t  duty 


Tariff  art  of— 

1894 

1897 

1909 

1913 

1922 


Per  SKM8  ton 

12.00 

2. 50 

2. 50 

1.26 

2. 50 


<«IOIX    or   CLAT 


Imported  clay  com«^  from  England,  and  has  been  used  by  the  Ameri- 
can paper  industry  continuously  (or  50  years. 

ItoBBcatlc  clay  la  produced  principally  In  Georgia  and  South  CaroUaa. 
with  conunercial  dt'posits  in  some  of  the  other  Southern  States. 

ComparatiTe  prices,  molstnre-free  basis  (imported  clay  contalna  12 
per  cent  mototnre ;  domeatic,  5  per  cent  or  leas)  : 

On  emrt,  Umtted  Sftet  p«r«  of  entry,  vemu  on  can,  Otor^ 


Common  clay : 

Imported 

Domestic .___ ZZIIZIJ 

Prica  adrantage.  domsatic IIIIZIIII" 

Coating  or  beat  day : 

Imported 2»  aa 

DMMstic ~:.-::::::: — n  n"  is"  m 

Price  adrmatage.  doacatle ^_.__ ,,....  *      g| ^ 


Net  ton 

115.23 
8.42 
6.81 


P^ioa  m4v«mt*iie  of  iomettie  eUtp  at  r«prt«entative  fper-tnUl  pointt, 
giving  effeol  to  treigM  rates 


H  imiltOD,  Ohio 

Chillicothe,  Ohio 

W  Bst  Carrollton,  Ohio 

D  lyton,  Ohio 

O  Iambus,  Ohio 

Elkhart,  Ind 

Sc  Lith  Band,  Ind 

K  tlamasoo,  Mich 

M  unislni,  Midi 

N  les,  Mich 

O  aeeo,  Mieb 

C  licago,  111 

A  >pleton,  Wto 

K  lokaona.  Wis 

K  mberly.  Wis 

N  «nah.  Wis 

Nagara,  Wis 

R  .th.schil(l.  Wis 

G  oquet,  Minn .. 

Sirtell,  Minn 

Piovidence,  Md 

WilminBton.  Del 

Rickland,  Del 

Firt  Richmond,  Pa 

Siringamve,  Pa 

J«  Imsonburg,  Pa 

R  wring  Springs,  Pa 

T  rrone.  Pa 

P  admont,  Va 

C  ivington,  W.  Va 

y  echanipsrille,  N.  Y 

O  ans  Falls,  N.  Y 

N  agara  Falls,  N.  Y 

T  ronderofcs,  N.  Y 

West  Fitchburg,  Mass 

H  ilyoks.  Mass 

Ldwrenca,  Mass 

Ti  imcrs  Falls,  Mass 

Li  Jbon  Falls.  Me 

Riunford,  Me 


199). 
mi. 
Mat. 

iflor. 

1031. 


NOVEMBEE   5 


Place  of  delivery 


Domestic 
price  ad- 
vantage 
coatiDg 
clay 


iVWtoa 
0.82 
fi.41 
O.SO 
9.31 
8.18 
8.00 
8.90 
8.43 
9.21 
8.90 
8.43 
9.3« 
9.76 
9.76 
9.76 
a  76 
9.76 
9.01 
9.9) 
14.70 
8.27 
5.01 
5.01 
4.66 
5.«{ 
5.28 
&96 
6.59 
&96 
9.33 
4.67 
4.80 
4.77 

%n 

116 
4.06 
2.47 
4.00 
.73 
1.88 


Domestto 
price  ad- 
vantage 
filler  day 


Nttton 

7.78 
6.57 
7.66 
7.37 
6.34 
7.06 
7.06 

aeo 

160 
7.S2 
7.98 
7. 93 
7.93 
7.93 
&61 
7.77 
8.09 
12.87 
143 
116 
116 
183 
IGO 
143 
5.13 
176 
6.13 
7.49 
2.83 
17S 
193 
1.09 
l.Sl 
3.23 
.«• 
2.33 
Lll 
.04 


or 


CCfaSOBOaATIOIf    BT    DOMBSTIC    CLAT    PItODCCKaS    or    FBICa    AOTANTAQB 

DOMCSTIC    CI.AT 

From  R.  T.  Vanderbilt  Co.,  in  page  advertisement  in  the  August  17, 
1^27,  isMue  of  tbe  Ceramic  Age : 

Cherokee  kaolin,  an  American  product   from  the  State  of  Georgia, 

11  score  high  when  measured   by  the  six  main  standards  by  which 
clfya  are  judged.     •     •     • 

'  Cost :  The  delivered  cost  of  Ctierokee  kaolin  Is  from  $8  to  |10  per 
toh  less  than  thnt  of  imported  clay!*." 

From  Edgar  Bros.,  in  page  advertisement  in  the  1928  issue  of  Paper 
aid  Pulp  Catalogue  of  Machinery,  Elquipmenl,  Chemicals,  and  Supplies: 

"  Import  clay  must  now  bear  an  Import  burden  of  $2.50  per  ton  " — 

Implying  that  this  amount  per  ton  may  be  aaved  by  the  use  of  domestic 
cli  y. 

These  two   domestic   producers   control   six   of   the  seven  companies 
parties  to  tlie  application  for  a  higher  duty. 

Domeatic  production  incrttue 


Year 


Produc- 
tion 


Net  ton* 
268,203 
367. 319 
432,215 
450.000 
600,000 


Increase 
over  1920 


PerctHt 


36 

60 
67 
86 


BNQtlSH  CLAT  NBCBSSABT   IW  PAFCB   MANCFACTCnB 

>nring  the  many  years  In  which  the  domestic  clay  has  been  well 
kn>wn  to  the  paper  industry,  paper  manufacturers  have  continued  to 
im  >ort  certain  gradea  of  English  clays.  Testimony  was  introduced  into 
th<  record  from  42  paper  manufacturers  setting  forth  the  reasons,  of 
wh  ch  the  following  are  typical  : 

lex  Paper  Co..  Kalamaioo,  Mich.  :  "  Statement  that  domestic  clay 
coi  id  be  substituted  for  imported  clay  for  the  manufacture  of  all  grades 
of  coated  paper  is  absurd.  We,  as  manufacturers,  emphatically  state 
thi  t  we  could  not  use  the  domestic  clay  for  the  grades  we  manufacture. 
Th «  color  and  quality  are  not  to  be  compared." 

1  ^tchbu^g  Paper  Co..  Fitchburg,  Mass. :  "  We  wish  to  go  on  record  as 
potlUvely  nnaWo  to  sabstltnte  domestic  clay  for  foreign  without  mate- 
ria ly  lowering  our  standards  for  color  and  surface.  This  statement 
male  after  recent  exbaostlTa  teata." 
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nsTIMOVT    nOM    DOMBSTIC   nODOCBBS    THAT    AODITtOTTAt   DCTT    tS    HOT 
NBBDBD  AND  WOXTLD  BB  ClfPAtB  TO  PAPBB   INDUaTBT 

Moore  ft  Munger  are  large  producers  of  domestic  clay,  their  output 
equaling  the  Vanderbilt  or  Bdgar  companies,  the  other  two  principal 
producers.     Quoting  from  tbeir  testimony : 

**  Cor  annual  ahlptnents  of  Georgia  clay  for  the  year  juat  ended  total 
70,000  tons.  We  are  able  to  produce  and  sell  this  quantity  at  a  satis- 
factory profit  and  our  mines  are  operating  at  capacity.  We  can  do 
more  business  and  are  negotiating  additional  facilities.  We  are  not 
embarrassed  by  the  present  duty  of  12.60  per  ton  on  English  clay. 
Domestic  clay,  including  those  handled  by  ourselves,  can  be  fumlsbed 
consumers  at  a  lower  price  than  English  to  practically  every  important 
point  of  consumption  *  •  •  and  l>ecau8e  of  this  enormous  advan- 
tage there  has  t>een  no  dUBcuIty  whatever  in  displacing  certain  grades 
of  English  clays.  We  do  not  require  further  duty  protection  against 
English  clays,  either  to  sell  more  domestic  or  to  increase  the  price  of 
domestic  clay  when  necessary." 

These  facts  show  that  the  duty  of  $1.50  per  gross  ton,  proposed  by 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  will  not  in  the  slightest  degree  Jeopardise 
the  interests  of  the  domestic  clay  industry,  which  will  be  more  than 
adequately  protected ;  In  fact,  the  record  Justifies  the  elimination  of  the 
entire  duty. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Tbe  question  is  on  tbe  amend- 
aieiJt  of  the  committee  to  strike  ont  "  ^50  "  and  insert  "  $1.50," 
•o  as  to  read :  -^  T 

China  clay  or  kaolin,  $1.50  per  ton.' 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Let  u.s  have  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  orderpd,  and  the  Chief  Clwk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll.  t 

Mr.  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).  The  senior 
Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  War^n]  is  unavoidably  detained. 
I  have  a  general  pair  with  that  Senator.  I  transfer  the  pair  to 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  and  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a 
general  pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wag- 
nib].  I  transfer  the  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr,  Denkkn]  and  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  STEPHENS  /when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson]. 
Therefore  I  withhold  ray  vote. 

Mr.  PHIPPS  (when  Mr.  Waterman's  name  was  called).  My 
colleague  the  Junior  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Watebman]  is 
necessarily  absent.  I  will  allow  this  announcement  to  stand  for 
the  day. 

The  roll  call  wa.s  concluded. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Kkan].  I  understand  that  If  he  were  present 
he  would  vote  "  yea."    If  at  liberty  to  vote,  I  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  JONES  (after  having  voted  In  the  affirmative).  The 
Senator  from  Virplnln  [Mr.  Swanson]  is  necessarily  absent  from 
the  Senate  this  morning.  I  am  paired  with  him.  I  find  that  I 
can  transfer  the  pair  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Watoiman],  which  I  do,  and  allow  my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  FESS.     I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs: 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  SACKirrT]  with  the  Senator 
from  Missonii  [Mr.  Hawxs]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bingham]  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Tbe  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Kino]  is  necessarily  abs^it  owing  to  illness. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  35,  nays  40,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 85 


Allen 

Glllett 

Kendrick 

Phipps 

Blaine 

Glenn 

Keyes 

Reed 

Capper 

Gould 

La  Foilette 

Bmoot 

Copeland 

Greene 

McNary 
Metcalf 

Ty  dings 

Coutens 

Hale 

Vandenberg 

Cutting 

Harrison 

Moses 

Walcott 

Edge 

Uastiugs 

Norrls 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Fess 

Hebcrt 

Nye 

Walsh.  Mont 

Frasier 

Jonea 

Patterson 

NAY8--40 

Ashnrst 

Dill 

Johnson 

8hortridge 

Barkley 

Fletcher 

McKellar 

Simmons 

Black 

George 

Norbeck 

Smith 

Borah 

Goff 

Oddle 

Steck 

BrattOB 

Ooldsborough 

Overman 

Stelwer 

Brock 

Harris 

Pine 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Brookhart 

Hatfield 

Plttman 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Brou.ssard 

Hayden 
Heilin 

Ransdell 

Townsond 

Caraway 

Schall 

Trammell 

Connally 

Howell 

Sheppard 

Wheeler 

NOT 

VOTING— 19 

Binghaa 

Hawes 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Wagner 

Bleaae 

Kean 

Sackett 

Warren 

Dale 

King 
McMaater 

Sbipstead 

Waterman 

Deneen 

Stephens 

Wataea 

Glass 

Bobinaon.  Aik. 

Swaason 

So  the  amendment  of  the  committee  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment  passed  over. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  t«npore.  The  Chair  thinks  it  advisable 
to  hare  some  subject  before  the  Senate  to  which  Senators  may 
address  themselves. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  Senator  will  state  it 

Mr.  El3oB.  I  desire  to  offer  a  further  amendment  to  this 
particular  paragraph.  Therefore  I  do  not  want  the  next  amend- 
ment to  be  placed  before  the  Senate  until  I  shall  have  presented 
my  amendment 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Unless  the  Senator  wishes 
to  offer  an  amendment  to  an  amendment,  the  Chair  does  not 
see  how  that  could  be  done  tinder  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  action  of  the  Senate  Just  taken  defeats  the 
committee  recommendation  of  $1.50.  Therefore  the  paragraph 
now  provides  a  rate  of  $2.50  otx  china  clay  or  kaolin.  As  I 
understand  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  that  l>eiug  the  figure  ap- 
peitring  in  the  bill  as  it  reached  the  Senate,  it  is  not  subject 
to  amendment  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That  is  the  understanding 
of  the  Chair  with  reference  to  the  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  accept  the  decision  and  think  the  Chair  is 
correct 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  detk  will  state  the 
next  amendment  passed  over. 

The  Chid-  Clekk.  The  next  amendment  passed  over,  at  the 
request  of  the  senior  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Pittman],  is  on 
page  38,  line  16,  where  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out 
"silica,  crude,  not  specially  provided  for,  $4  per  ton;  silica, 
suitable  for  use  as  a  pigment,  not  specially  provided  for,  $7.50 
per  ton." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment  was  adopted 
on  last  Friday  I  believe,  and  by  unanimous  consent  the  vote 
by  whifii  it  was  adopted  was  reconsidered.  I  now  offer  an 
amendment  as  a  substitute  for  the  committee  amendment 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  substitute  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  will 
be  stated  for  the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chikf  Clerk.  In  lieu  of  the  words  proposed  to  be 
stricken  out  by  the  committee,  the  Senator  from  Nevada  offers 
the  following: 

eilica,  crude,  or  any  material  consi-oting  of  more  than  90  per  cent 
silica,  silica  sands  imported  for  glass  manufacture,  not  specially  pro- 
vided for,  14  per  ton ;  silica  suitable  for  use  as  a  pigment,  not  specially 
provided  for,  |7.50  a  ton. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  as  a 
substitute  for  the  committee  amendment 

Mr.  BROOKHART  rose. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  On  that  question  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  is  recogniied. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  No ;  I  do  not  ask  that  the  Senator  yield.  I 
rise  to  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  will  state  it 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  What  I  wish  to  know,  having  offered  this 
amendment,  whether  I  have  displaced  tbe  subject  before  tbe 
Senate  in  favor  of  prohibition,  and  have  we  departed  from  the 
consideration  of  the  tariff  bill? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  present  occupant  of  the 
Chair  believes  that  it  is  always  advisable  to  have  a  question 
before  the  Senate  for  discussion,  and  on  that  question  as  stated 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  has  been  recognized. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  And  the  Senator  from  Nevada  was  not  recog- 
nized, although  he  had  offered  an  amendment  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  it  and  was  addressing  tbe  Chair? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That  is  correct  The  Senator 
from  Iowa  continues  to  be  recognized. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Let  me  ask  what  became  of  the  amendment 
in  line  12.  page  38,  relating  to  feldspar? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That  amendment  has  hereto- 
fore be«i  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  thank  the  Cliair. 
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CVrOBCKMKtfT  or  THX  raOHIBZnOIT   LAW 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  Pr««tdent,  oa  Monday  morning  last 
I  dipped  froai  Arthur  Brisbane's  column  Uie  following : 

W««htastoo  awalta  Senator  BmoOKfUWt'*  promised  rerelattona  coD' 
eeralBc  a  seaatorial  dlnaer  not  dry. 

A  New  Torfe  broker  named  Wnhj  ia  auppoaed  to  bare  tempted  tb< 
Benatora  at  a  prlrate  party  and,  accordtns  to  Senator  BaoOKBACT,  the] 
did  drink.  BTerybody  knowa  that  Consmnmen  drink  and  that  prohiU 
tk>n  la  for  the  little  aun.     Bat  it  ia  nnpleaaant  to  talk  aboat  jt. 

Mr.  President  the  troable  with  prohibltloo  enforcement,  th< 
-^rooMe  with  all  law  enforcement  in  this  country,  ia  that  there  ij 
ton  much  of  the  feeling  that  laws  are  for  the  little  man.  It  U 
my  purpose  to  advocate  the  theory  that  the  laws  are  for  the  bif 
men  as  well  aa  the  little  men.  and  the  projfer  place  to  begli 
enforcement  ia  with  the  big  men.  A  United  States  Senator  hai 
no  right  to  claim  exemption  from  a  subpoena  of  a  grand  Jury  anj 
mure  than  has  any  other  citiaen ;  in  fact,  his  position  ought  to  b( 
a  guaranty  tliat  he  will  respond  to  the  process  of  the  law.  Th< 
question  then  is.  Shall  all  law  be  for  little  men  only? 

Mr.  President,  I  realiie  that  idea  has  caused  most  of  th< 
failure  there  has  been  in  the  enforcement  of  prohibition.  Gen 
Smedley  Butler  failed  in  Philadelphia  only  when  he  sought  tf 
punish  the  big  men  in  the  big  clubs  and  in  the  big  hotels,  am 
he  was  not  sustained  by  the  authorities  of  that  city.  Had  h< 
been  sustained,  that  man.  with  his  ability  and  his  courage  anc 
other  jrreat  qualities,  would  have  cleamd  up  Philadelphia 
However.  It  was  dciided  by  the  authorities  in  Philadelphia  thai 
prohibition  was  for  little  men  only.    Hence  bis  failure. 

Mr.  President.  I  am  not  here  to  assert  that  ccmditions  hav< 
not  improved  in  the  United  States  with  reference  to  prohibition 
I  am  not  here  to  criticize  everything  with  reference  to  th< 
enforcement  of  the  liquor  laws.  I  congratulate  the  Presiden 
of  the  United  States  on  the  personal  stand  that  he  has  taken  li 
this  matter.  His  examine  has  had  a  good  effect  among  blggei 
people,  among  that  class  of  big  people  especially  that  always 
toady  to  high  authority.  I  want  to  give  to  the  Vice  Presideni 
of  the  Unitsd  States  the  highest  credit  for  the  attitude  that  he 
has  taken  upon  this  question  and  for  the  sincere  devotion  he  has 
displayed  toward  the  enforcement  of  the  law.  I  want  to  give  tc 
Sir  Esme  Howard  credit  for  the  position  that  he  has  taken  li 
reference  to  our  law^s,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  if  th< 
other  ambassadors  do  not  voluntarily  adopt  a  similar  position.  ] 
am  ready  by  law  to  compel  them  all  to  follow  the  lead  of  thai 
distinguished  Knfdish  statesman. 

Mr.  President,  in  1896  I  visited  Washington  for  the  first  time 
At  that  time  there  was  a  bar  in  the  restaurant  of  the  House  oi 
Refirvsentatires.  In  one  week  in  Washington  I  then  saw  mon 
drunken  Congressmen  than  I  have  seen  drunken  people  all  to- 
gether in  tlie  whole  city  of  Washington  during  the  last  seven 
years.  So  conditions  have  improved  over  those  of  the  old  days, 
When  I  first  came  to  Washington  I  was  invited  to  a  couple  of 
private  dinners  where  liquor  was  served,  but  I  never  was  invited 
a  second  time.  ] 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  start  with  the  the(»7  that  alcohol 
Is  unfit  for  use  either  as  a  medicine  or  as  a  beverage.  In  the 
last  few  days  the  Presbyterian  Hospital  of  the  city  of  Chicago 
the  largest  hospital  in  that  city,  has  reported  that  since  the 
prohit>ttion  law  went  into  effect  it  has  not  used  one  quart  of 
alcohol  as  a  medicine,  and  it  has  had  12.000  patients  a  year 
The  famous  Mayo  Hospital,  in  Minnesota,  perhaps  the  most 
famous  hospital  in  the  country,  if  not  in  the  world,  long  ago 
adopted  the  same  rule. 

I  remember  when  Chaplain  Robb  was  sheriff  of  Polk  County, 
the  largest  city  of  my  State.  Des  Moines,  being  in  that  county 
captured  alcohol  at  various  times.  Under  the  law  he  had  the  au 
thorlty  to  turn  it  over  to  the  hospitals ;  but  every  hospital  in  the 
city  of  Des  Moines  years  ago  refused  to  use  it  as  a  medicine. 
It  is  unfit  for  medicine;  it  is  a  poison;  it  belongs  among  the 
poLsons.only.  So  far  as  its  effect  upon  the  physical  man  is  con- 
cerned. I  have  had  an  exi)erience  of  my  own  that  tells  me 
about  that  as  well  as  I  could  be  told  by  any  scientist.  I  think 
I  have  trained  more  riflemen,  directly  and  Indirectly,  than  any 
other  man  in  the  world.  I  have  trained  wmrld  champions.  So 
i  know  what  it  Is  to  bring  out  the  best  in  men.  and  I  say  it  can 
not  be  done  with  boose ;  it  can  not  be  done  even  with  the  most 
temiierate  use  of  alt*ohol.  Therefore  I  start  out  on  the  theory 
that  alcohol  is  an  evil  in  the  medical  profession  and  for  any 
personal  beverage  use  whatsoever. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  No;  I  am  not  going  to  yield.  No  one 
likes  better  than  I  do  to  yield  to  a  Senator  while  I  am  on  the 
floor.    There  la  no  subject  that  I  would  rather  diacuas  bock  oad 
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forth  with  the  Senator  from  Maryland  or  all  Senators  than  the 
one  I  am  now  discussing,  but  I  am  anxious  for  the  tariff  debate 
to  continue ;  I  do  not  want  to  delay  it ;  and  it  is  only  because  of 
the  special  circumstances  which  have  arisen  that  I  have  taken 
up  this  subject  briefly  at  this  time.  I  want  to  conclude  with  it 
Just  as  quickly  as  possible,  and  so  I  shall  not  enter  into  a  gen- 
eral discussion  with  anybody,  and  therefore  will  not  yield  to  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  merely  wish  to  ask 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Iowa  de- 
clines to  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  merely  vriah  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  decline  to  yield ;  that  is  plain  English. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Iowa  de- 
clines to  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  the  newspapers  have  inti- 
mated that  there  was  somewhat  of  a  conflict  between  the  dis- 
trict attorney  and  myself.  That  is  not  the  fact  of  the  situation. 
It  is  now  disclosed  that  the  district  attorney  and  other  authori- 
ties have  been  making  somewhat  of  a  round-up  since  our  discus- 
sion of  this  matter  on  the  Senate  floor,  and  I  think  it  was  per- 
fectly proper  for  Mr.  Rover  to  delay  subpoMialng  me  until  that 
had  been  brought  out  pul>licly.  There  is  no  conflict  between 
him  and  me  in  that  respect. 

Now,  as  to  tlie  reporters  of  the  Washington  Times.  I  think 
that  the  Washington  Time's  very  properly  pointed  out  that  there 
was  a  discrimination ;  that  United  States  Senators  had  not  been 
summoned,  and  therefore  a  Tiiues  reporter  ought  not  to  be  com- 
pelled to  disclose  what  he  knows ;  but  now  I  want  to  say  to  the 
Times  that  I  have  been  summoned,  and  I  am  going  to  appear 
and  answer  every  question  as  truthfully  as  I  can.  I  want  fur- 
ther to  say  to  the  Times  that  it  Ls  up  to  them  to  advise  their 
refwrters  to  do  the  same  thing.  This  theory  of  personal  confi- 
dence can  not  obtain  when  it  comes  to  crime.  We  can  not 
afford  secret  societies  of  crime  In  high  society  or  anywhere  else. 
I  will  mention  that  more  particularly  a  little  later  on. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  describe  some  of  the  conditions 
that  need  attention,  a  few  of  the  points  that  need  the  attention 
of  Congress  and  some  that  need  the  attention  of  the  administra- 
tion. I  want  to  give  the  administration  praise  for  evei7thlng  it 
has  done  along  this  line,  but  I  have  some  severe  criticisms  for 
some  big  things  that  I  think  have  not  been  done,  and  I  proiwse 
to  speak  of  those  just  as  plainly  as  I  shall  si)eak  words  of 
praise  when  they  are  called  for. 

1  investigated  personally  the  condition  all  along  northern 
New  York  lost  summer.  I  Investigated  the  conditions  all  the 
way  from  the  west  end  of  the  Thousand  Islands  to  Vermont. 
I  visited  every  Government  station  along  that  line.  There  Is 
not  a  prohibition  agent  along  the  whole  line — not  one.  The 
entire  burden  of  protecting  the  border  from  the  inflow  of  liquor 
from  Canada  Is  left  to  the  immigration  officers  and  the  Cus- 
toms Service.  I  want  to  say  that  I  found  those  officers  ener- 
getic, loyal,  and  determined  to  stop  the  Inflow  of  illicit  liquor : 
but  there  are  not  enough  of  them  to  do  It  with  merely  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Immigration  Service  and  the  Customs  Service. 
The  immigration  oflScers  are  not  allowed  to  go  out  and  search 
for  liquor ;  they  can  only  turn  it  in  when  they  find  it  in  con- 
nection with  their  duty.  Yet  there  is  not  a  pr(Aibition  officer 
along  that  line. 

I  went  out  to  Touissant  Twombly's  place,  which  was  de- 
scribed to  me  as  the  worst  place  for  smuggling  liquor  across 
the  line  on  the  northern  border.  It  is  situated  something  like 
this :  His  house  is  built  on  the  line,  and  on  the  American  side 
of  the  line  and  connecte<l  with  the  hou.se  there  is  a  long  shed 
which  the  ofllcers  s:iid  would  hold  five  automobiles.  On  the 
other  .side  of  the  line,  a  little  way  over,  is  what  looks  like  a 
bam,  but  I  was  told  it  was  his  liquor  .storehouse.  He  has  a 
patrol  of  his  own  organized  to  watch  the  Government  immi- 
gration patrol,  bet-ause  there  are  no  prohibition  officers  there. 
That  patrol  watches,  and  when  the  roads  are  not  guarded  for 
10  minutes  an  automobile  will  slip  out  of  that  shed  over  across 
the  Canadian  line,  and  in  5  minutes  It  is  loaded  with  its  liquor, 
and  in  5  minutes  more  it  is  down  across  the  American  line,  well 
down  in  the  country,  and  the  prohibition  agj'nts  are  away  down 
in  the  country.  Once  in  a  while  they  catch  one  of  them,  but 
not  often. 

Mr.  PresidMit,  three  men  placed  on  that  road  on  24-hour-day 
duty  will  8t<^  Touissant  Twombly  in  his  illicit  traffic.  All 
they  have  to  do  is  to  be  there  all  the  time.  All  the  roads  could 
be  easily  guarded  in  that  way ;  but  there  is  no  adequate  force 
to  do  that.  There  ought  to  be  such  a  force;  and  who  is  to 
blame  becaase  there  Is  not  such  a  force? 

Now.  I  am  not  after  little  fellows,  and  I  will  name  the  man 
that  I  think  is  to  blame.  His  name  is  Andrew  W.  Mellon.  We 
voted  him  $60,000,000  to  improve  and  to  increase  this  prohibi- 
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Hon  force,  and  he  turned  It  down.  He  did  not  want  It:  and 
yet  there  is  that  section  of  territory  that  I  know,  from  a  per- 
sonal inspection  of  every  Government  station  along  it,  needs 
that  additional  force. 

Then  while  Mr.  Mellon,  as  chief  prohibition  officer,  is  to 
blame,  I  want  to  call  the  President's  attention  to  the  fact  that 
he  has  a  responsibility  over  the  head  of  Mr.  Mellon,  and  there- 
fore it  Is  up  to  him  to  remove  Mr.  Mellon  and  to  put  somebody 
in  his  place,  and  get  a  Smedley  Butler,  or  somebody  like  him 
who  means  business,  to  enforce  this  law. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  tell  about  the  Wall  Street 
dinner,  and  then  I  am  done  with  what  I  have  to  say. 

After  I  was  elected  in  1926  I  received  an  invitation  signed 
"Walter  J.  Fahy,"  spelled  **  F-a-h-y."  I  have  In  my  hand  a 
similar  invitation.  It  is  not  the  one  I  received,  because  I  threw 
mine  In  the  wastebasket  This  is  an  invitation  that  was  sent 
two  years  later.  It  came  to  me  through  the  United  States 
mails  in  this  envelope  after  my  former  discussion  of  that 
dinner  In  the  Senate,  and  it  has  a  list  of  guests ;  and  this  invi- 
tation read  as  the  one  that  came  to  me : 

Willard  Hotel,  December  7,  1928— 

However,  mine  was  "  1926  " — 

Washington. 

A  biennial  dinner  to  Republican  Senators,  by  Walter  J.  Fahy. 

And  here  Is  a  list  of  the  Senators  and  of  the  guests.  Some  of 
these  Senators,  I  know,  did  not  attend  this  dinner.  They  told 
me  so;  and,  by  the  way,  probably  five  Senators  have  asked  me 
if  they  attended  the  one  that  I  did.  They  did  not  seem  to 
remember.     [Laughter.] 

I  am  not  going  to  put  in  this  list  of  guests.  I  do  not  know 
whether  there  was  any  booze  at  this  dinner  or  not;  but  this 
was  a  Wall  Street  dinner.  I  see  Mr.  Loomis,  of  the  Morgan 
Co.,  mentioned  here,  and  there  Is  a  long  list  of  Wall  Streetera 
in  this  list  of  guests.  But,  Mr.  President,  the  one  I  received 
came  to  my  home  out  at  Washington,  Iowa,  and  I  threw  it  in 
the  wastebasket,  as  I  have  said.  Then  I  came  on  down  here  to 
Washington  some  weeks  later  and  I  met  our  distinguished 
President  pro  tempore,  and  he  said  to  me,  "  You  have  not  an- 
swered Fahy's  letter."  I  said,  "No.  Who  is  Fahy,  anyhow?" 
He  said.  "  Well,  he  is  an  old  friend  of  Ncaais  and  La  FoixrrrE, 
and  he  is  giving  a  friendly  dinner  down  there";  and  that  is 
true.  He  was  at  one  time  a  friend  of  Nobris  and  La  Follctte. 
I  said,  "All  right ;  if  that  Is  all  there  is  to  it,  I  will  go " ;  and 
I  went 

When  I  got  down  there  the  first  fellow  that  greeted  me  was 
Otto  Eahn.  I  did  not  recognize  him  as  a  particular  friend  of 
NoB&is  and  La  Folxstte.  I  looked  around  at  that  bunch,  and 
It  seemed  to  me  there  was  sometlUng  doing;  and  in  a  little 
while — this  occurred  in  the  reception  room,  not  In  the  dining 
room;  I  remember  that  the  distinguished  so-called  Senator 
elect  Mr.  Vare  was  there — some  one  lifted  up  a  curtain  either 
on  a  table  or  a  bookcase  or  something  and  underneath  that 
curtain  was  a  rack  of  beautiful  silver  hip  flaslos ;  and  the  word 
went  around  that  they  were  filled  with  Scotch,  or  something 
of  that  kind,  and  "help  yourself."  A  considerable  numt)er  of 
the  gentlemen  there  did  help  themselves. 

In  my  former  talk  here  I  mentioned  the  fact  that  Senator 
Smoot  was  present ;  and  some  of  the  newspapers  gave  out  the 
impression  that  Senator  Smoot  denied  the  transaction  and  all 
about  It.  That  is  not  correct.  I  want  that  distinctly  under- 
stood. Senator  Smoot  was  as  much  disgusted  with  that  boose 
party  as  I  was  and  as  much  against  it.  I  do  not  want  to  put 
out  any  intimation  that  he  took  one  of  those  flasks  or  used 
liquor,  because  he  did  not ;  and  neither  did  he  deny  the  dinnw. 
He  denied  recollection  of  the  dinner ;  but  you  will  remember, 
now,  that  this  thing  was  sprung  very  suddenly  on  S^iator 
Smoot  here  In  the  Senate,  and  the  reason  why  I  brought  it  up 
at  that  particular  time  was  because  It  was  In  a  controversy 
with  the  President  of  the  United  States  himself,  and  I  thought 
that  was  the  proper  time  to  let  this  thing  be  known ;  and, 
springing  It  in  that  way,  Senator  Smoot  did  not  recall  the 
dinner.  But  he  did  recall  it  very  shortly  afterward,  and  so  told 
me,  and  there  Is  not  any  dispute  between  Senator  Smoot  and 
myself  about  those  facts  in  any  way.  As  I  say,  he  was  entirely 
disgusted  with  the  booze  part  of  this  dinner.  As  to  the  Wall 
Street  part,  the  Senator  will  have  to  take  care  of  himself. 
[Laughter.]    I  have  nothing  to  say  at>out  that. 

Senator  Gooding  did  not  take  one  of  those  hip  flasks,  and  I 
did  not.  As  to  whether  the  other  Senators  did,  they  can  answer 
for  themselves.  I  do  not  know.  A  good  many  of  them,  those 
Wall  Streeters,  were  v»y  active  in  getting  the  flasks.  I  noticed 
that. 

Then  we  went  in  to  dinner,  Mr.  President.  I  was  seated 
with  Otto  Kahn  on  my  right-liand  side  and  with  B.  B.  Loomis, 


of  the  Morgan  Co.,  on  my  left-hand  side;  and,  as  the  din- 
ner proceeded,  Mr.  Kahn  brought  up  the  subject  of  a  propo- 
sition I  had  made  in  the  Interstate  Commerce  Committee  In 
reference  to  railroad  valuation.  I  have  always  insisted  that 
there  was  17,000,000,000  of  water  injected  into  railroad  values 
by  the  Esch-Cummins  railroad  law.  The  market  value  of  their 
securities  was  less  than  $12,000,000,000  when  it  was  fixed  at 
$18,900,000,000;  and  I  have  always  insisted  that  we  could 
squeeze  some  of  that  water  out,  even  now,  by  condemnation  of 
the  securities  for  this  consolidation  purpose.  Mr.  Kahn  brought 
up  that  subject  in  reference  to  my  action  before  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Committee,  and  he  said  to  me,  "  Your  plan  will  not 
wortc"  He  said,  "  You  can  not  condemn  the  securitiefi  in  that 
way  for  consolidation  purposes."  He  said,  "  The  courts  will 
look  through  the  mere  market  value  of  the  securities  to  the 
value  of  the  property  beyond."  I  said,  "Well,  Mr.  Kahn,  the 
courts  have  not  done  that  up  to  date;  and  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  by  unanimous  (pinion  has  condemned  the 
securities  of  railroads  for  the  purpose  of  consolidation.  That 
has  already  been  done.  But,"  I  said,  "you  are  a  forward 
looking  crowd.  You  have  a  man  out  in  Iowa  fighting  me  six 
years  off  right  now.  His  name  is  Westervelt.  He  appeared  in 
my  town  just  before  I  started  down  here,  and  after  demolishing 
all  of  my  theories  about  railroads  and  other  economic  matters, 
he  proceeded  to  eulogize  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  and 
described  what  a  wonderful  benefit  that  was  to  the  i)eople  of 
Iowa  and  of  the  country  In  general,  because  he  said  It  fixed 
the  value  of  $70,000,000,000  of  property  eadi  year  by  the  sales 
on  the  exchange." 

Then  I  said  to  Mr.  Kahn,  "  Ton  do  sell  this  stuff  on  the  ex- 
change to  the  people  of  the  country,  and  tak(»  their  money  at 
those  values ;  but  when  I  propose  that  we  take  the  same  market 
value  of  your  railroad  securities  as  the  basis  of  making  rates, 
then  you  repudiate  the  whole  stock-exchange  market " ;  and 
that  mded  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Kahn. 

A  few  minutes  later  practically  the  same  conversation  oc- 
curred with  Mr.  Loomis,  on  my  left-hand  side.  Well,  the  din- 
ner was  over;  but  during  the  course  of  that  dinner  Mr.  Loomis 
took  his  hip  flask — a  beautiful  silver  hip  flask — out  of  his  pocket, 
and  he  poured  out  some  of  that  alcoholic  stuff.  I  have  had 
enough  experience  in  the  chemical  laboratory  to  know  that  it 
had  a  heavy  content  of  alcohol.  He  poured  that  in  the  glass, 
and  then  he  poured  in  some  water — it  was  tcK)  strong  to  take 
raw — and  he  drank  that,  and  a  lot  of  similar  <^;)erations  went 
along  down  around  the  table. 

Then  the  dinner  was  over,  or  about  that  time,  and  Senator 
Gooding  and  I  broke  away.  Senator  Gooding  took  no  hip  flask. 
Senator  Gooding  was  approached  upon  a  railroad  proposition 
that  he  was  considering,  the  long-and-short-haul  proposition, 
similarly  as  I  was  on  these  others  that  I  was  considering.  We 
broke  away  and  went  away,  started  away  together.  We  started 
out.  The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge]  called  me  back 
[laughter],  and  the  Senator  was  talking  to  this  Mr.  Loomis,  of 
the  Morgan  Co.,  and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  said  to  me, 
"Do  you  know  whom  you  were  In  between  here  to-night?"  I 
said,  "  Well,  I  had  some  suspicion  of  It."  He  said,  "  You  had 
Kuhn,  Loeb  &  Co.  on  your  right  and  you  had  Morgan  &  Co. 
on  your  left"  He  said,  "  Don't  you  think  you  got  contaminated 
just  a  little?"  I  said,  "I  think  not  because  I  have  been  vac- 
cinated against  all  that  stuff "  [laughter] ;  and  I  guess  they 
concluded  that  my  vaccination  took,  because  I  was  not  invited  to 
the  next  Fahy  dinner. 

Mr.  President,  this  morning  I  received  this  letter : 

QciKCT  Hones, 
Botton,  Man.,  November  t,  J9t9. 
Hon.  Smith  W.  Brookhabt, 

United  Btateg  Senate. 
Dbab  Bib:  1/  the  inclosed  repreaeots  your  idea  of  the  etblcs  of  a 
guest  invited  to  a  private  dinner — 

He  incloses  a  clipping  of  my  summons,  I  guess,  before  the 
grand  jury — 

to  broadcast  tales  about  his- host,  the  ansplcion  that:  yoa  are  a  charter 
member  of  the  Great  American  Polecat  Club  aeems  amply  confirmed. 

[Laughter.] 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  must  admonish 
the  occupants  of  the  galleries  that  they  are  present  by  the 
courtesy  of  the  Senate,  and  the  rules  of  the  Senate  forbid  any 
demonstration  whatever  in  the  galleries. 

Mr.  BROOKHART  (reading)  : 

The  E^ast  may  be  effete,  bat  it  ia  not  yellow,  and  I  note  that  all 
this  kind  of  cheap  mooping  comes  from  the  comical  State*  of  Kansas 
and  Iowa. 

Ton  might  take  a  lesson  In  the  code  of  honor  among  gentlemen  from 
those  common  reporters  of  Washington  who  prefer  Jail  to  disclosing 
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ioformatioa    obtaliml    io    eonfldence.      Pntty    •ickealQS   diaclocure    of 
tli<>  ttaiidard  of  honor  of  a  Senator  of  tb«  United  States ! 
Toara  troly, 

Rocia   W.   MiNTONB. 

There  l»  iMtlilDfr  at  the  top  of  this  letter,  no  heading  to  show 
what  buiUDess  Mr.  Mintone  does.  He  may  be  a  perfectly 
boueat  wan.  and  I  will  aoswer  his  letter  with  that  Idea.  It 
may  be.  and  of  course  is  true,  that  he  did  nut  know  the  circum- 
stances of  this  dinner. 

Mr.  President.  I  want  to  say  this,  that  no  man  can  invite 
nw  to  a  dinner  and  talk  to  me  about  my  duties  in  the  United 
States  Senate  with  a  view  to  influencing  me  against  my  con- 
stltnents  and  call  that  "confidence."  No  man  can  invite  me 
to  a  dinner  where  crime  is  in  evidence  in  any  way  and  say  to 
me  that  because  of  hiH  confidence  as  a  host  I  shall  conceal  the 
crime,  or  neglect  to  testify  to  the  facts  exactly  as  they  occurred. 

That  is  wliat  is  the  matter  with  this  country.  It  is  these 
infernal  secret  societies  of  high  society,  these  secret  societies 
which  think  they  are  above  the  law,  these  societies  which  say 
the  law  is  for  little  men  and  not  for  big  men.  That  is  the 
thing  that  makes  the  trouble  in  this  country. 

1  have  been  thruugh  all  of  this  experience  many  times  be- 
fore. This  identical  thing  Is  nothing  new  to  me.  I  had  it  all 
as  prosecuting  attorney  in  my  county  in  the  early  days.  I  had 
it  as  an  officer  of  the  National  Guard,  where  I  exposed  the 
officers  of  a  regiment  who  violated  the  law  in  my  own  town. 
I  got  plenty  of  this  same  kind  of  critici^im  at  the  time  for  doing 
it,  but  I  received  a  letter  from  my  general,  which  I  prize  almost 
more  than  any  letter  I  have  ever  received,  and  a  year  later  I 
was  the  guest  of  honor  of  those  same  oflicers  and  that  same 
regiment. 

I  want  to  say  now  to  the  President's  crime  commission,  If 
they  want  to  enforce  the  laws  of  this  country,  let  them  look 
Into  the  affairs  of  the  big  fellows.  They  are  the  ones  to 
Investigate.  I  want  to  say  to  the  members  of  the  United  States 
Senate,  get  out  of  these  booze  parties.  You  do  not  need 
mementos  like  hip  flasks  to  enable  you  to  do  your  duty  here 
in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

**  TKLK-TAUUKS  "  IMPORTATION 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  have  an  article  from  the  WCTL 
Radio  Magaxlne,  of  Chicago,  entitled  "  'Tele-Talkies.'  the  Later 
Wonder."  It  is  a  very  interesting  explanation  of  the  new 
method  of  broadcasting  speaking  and  pictures  together.  I  ask 
to  have  It  inserted  In  the  Uecobo. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Racoao.  as  follows: 

"TBLB-TILKIKS."    TBI    LATSST    WONDCI 

Add  another  word  to  your  radio  rocabalary.  "  tele-Ulkie."  descriptive 
of  the  new  Baird  system  of  combined  television  and  radio  broadcasts. 
At  Indicated  by  the  name,  this  particular  "  tele  talkie  "  system  was  de- 
vised by  John  L.  Baird,  Scotch  inventor,  who  baa  devoted  ao  moch  time 
and  study  to  the  advancement  of  television. 

The  •*  teie-talkle "  is  broadcast  from  a  Aim  similar  to  that  used  In 
•*  talking  movies."  Along  one  side  of  an  onlinary  motion-picture  film 
there  are  littla  streaks,  alternately  light  and  dark,  the  whole  resembling 
somewhat  a  very  floe  picture  of  a  ladder.  This  is  the  photograph  of 
tt»«  sound  waves  of  tl>e  voice  or  music  accompanying  the  picture. 

Whea^tbe  fllm  la  run  through  the  televisor  the  picture  part  la  scanned 
by  a  aystem  similar  to  that  used  in  most  television  broadcasters — the 
picture  la  broken  up  bj  a  scanning  disk,  a  photo-electric  cell  registering 
the  ductnationa  in  shades  and  causing  similar  fluctuations  in  the  current 
of  the  clrcnlt  in  which  the  photo-electric  cell  la  placed. 

At  the  aaae  time  beams  of  light  projected  through  the  "  ladder " 
effMt  oa  the  aide  of  the  fllm  and  Into  another  photo-electric  cell  cause 
fluctuations  in  another  electric  circuit. 

Thus  two  currents  are  broadcast  from  this  simultaoeoua  scanning  of 
the  picture  of  the  Image  and  the  picture  of  the  sound  waves.  The  first 
carries  tbc  telcvtsloa  broadcast  and  the  second  the  radio  broadcast. 

The  recclvlDg  apparatus  la  a  combination  television  and  radio  receiver, 
enabling  the  radio  audience  to  see  the  image  as  well  aa  hear  the  voice 
of  the  broadcast  artist 

Aatcrtean  associates  of  Inventor  Baird  recently  made  a  successful 
demonstratloB  la  New  York,  using  live  subjects  instead  of  motion- 
picture  reels  In  the  scanning  apparatua.  In  this  demonstration  an  ordi- 
nary micropbooe  waa  used  to  pick  up  ttts  aural  part  of  the  broadcast. 

The  Imago  was  approximately  8  inches  wide  and  4  iaebcs  high.  The 
voles  of  tbs  penoa  stationed  before  the  "  eye  "  of  the  televisor  came  to 
the  observer  from  a  loud  speaker  linked  with  a  microphone  near  the 
living  subject  posing  before  the  electrical  camera.  The  Images  were 
clear  and  tbs  voles  distinct. 

CapL  W.  J.  Jarrard.  repreaeatatlve  la  Aaerica  of  the  Baird  Televteion 
Corporatloa,  aay«  that  the  system  can  be  transferred  bodily  to  some 
coaveaient  radio  wave  and  the  voice  aad  image  vibrations  sent  over 
tks  tarns  Idcatkml  wave  leagth.  as  the  width  of  ebsaael  required  Is 
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t  lat  used  by  evsry  broadcaster  in  this  country.  Radio  listeners  could 
t  len  become  partakers  of  sound  and  alght  entertainment  transmitted 
s  multaneously  from  one  subject  or  small  group  of  entertainers. 

The  Image  televisor  and  projector  is  said  to  be  on  the  same  principle 
a  I  the  original  Baird  television  apparatua,  with  refinements  made 
U  tely  by  the  Inventor  and  his  asaociatea.  These  refinements  are  said 
t  »  be   the  real  secret   of   the   perfected   device.     One  of   the   problems 

I  hlcb  the  engineers  are  still  working  on  is  an  arrangement  of  the  boles 

I I  the  scanning  disks  to  give  a  miuimum  of  the  dark  streaks  seen  on 
t  le  Image  screen  of  the  receiver. 

Captain  Jarrard  reports  that  at  a  recent  test  of  the  Baird  system 
lii  England  before  members  of  Parliament  and  the  postmaster  general 
t  le  system  was  pronounced  "  a  noteworthy  sclentiflc  aclilevement " 
V  hlch  has  paved  the  way  for  "  tele-talkies  "  to  be  broadcast  regularly 
la  England  over  stations  of  the  British   Broadcasting  Co. 

"  What  Is  now  called  tele-talkies,"  says  Captain  Jarrard.  "  la  expected 
t>  rapidly  develop  into  simultaneous  broadcasts  on  the  same  wave 
Idngth  of  the  voices  and  images  of  living  entertainers.  This  can  be 
done  on  the  present  wave  facilities  of  stations  and  without  disturbing 
tieir  present  apparatus.  Just  as  it  is  sent  over  wires  from  our  studio 
t>  our  laboratory.  The  wires  are  permitted  to  carry  no  greater  detail 
ot  image  or  sound  than  can  be  accommodated  by  the  stations  with 
t  leir  present  transmitters. 

•'  Sound  will  undoubtedly  add  greatly  to  the  attractiveness  of  televl- 
8  on  broadcasts  of  the  future.  The  sound  helps  the  vision  and  the 
vision  the  sound.  The  combination  is  infliiitely  superior  to  one  or  tbc 
other  separately.  The  neceasity  for  sending  the  accompanying  speech 
ill  television  is  much  greater  than  for  speaking  films  in  theaters, 
because  with  present-day  television  the  field  of  vision  is  restricted  to 
oie  or  two  persons.  Such  a  performance,  to  have  real  Interest,  must 
b;  accompanied  by  the  voicea  of  the  performers." 

RKVISION  OF  THE  TARIFF 

The  Senate,  as  in  Ckimmittee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
s  ideration  of  the  bill  (U.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regulate 
c  >auuerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  industries  of 
t  le  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  otlier  pur- 
IE  oses,  the  question  being  on  the  amendment  proix)sed  by  Mr. 
ItTTMAN  to  the  amendment  on  page  38,  lines  10  to  18,  where  the 
Committee  on  Finance  proposed  to  .strike  out  the  word.s  "  silica, 
crude,  not  specially  provided  for,  $4  per  ton;  silica,  .suitable  for 
ise  as  a  pigment,  not  specially  provided   for,  $7.50  [)er  ton." 

Mr.  PiTTMAN's  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  in  lieu  of 
tie  matter  pro^Htsed  to  be  stricken  out  by  the  committee  to 
i  isert : 

I  Silica,  crude,  or  any  material  consisting  of  more  than  90  per  cent 
8  Ilea,  silica  sands  Imported  for  glass  manufacture,  not  specially  pro- 
vlded  for.  |4  per  ton;  silica,  suitable  for  use  as  a  pigment,  not  specially 
provided  for,  (7.S0  a  ton. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  under  consid- 
e  -ation  is  the  committee  amendment  striking  out  the  House  pro- 
vlsion  with  regard  to  a  duty  on  silica.  It  is  found  on  lines  16 
t)  18,  Inclasive.  page  38.     The  House  provision  read.s  a.s  follows: 

Silica,  rrude,  not  specially  provided  for,  |4  per  ton ;  silica,  suitable 
f  »r  use  as  a  pigment,  not  specially  provided  for,  |7.50  per  ton. 

That  was  the  duty  provided  in  the  bill  as  it  pas.sed  the  House. 
Ihe  Finance  Committee  In  its  amendment  strikes  that  provision 
oat.  leaving  silica  on  the  free  list.  The  object  of  the  amend- 
ment I  have  presented  to  the  Senate  is  not  only  to  restore  that 
provision  in  the  bill  by  defeating  the  committee  amendment  but 
to  clarify  the  House  provision  Itself  at  the  same  time. 

This  provision  found  in  the  House  bill  was  first  adopted  in 
tie  Fordney-M<  Cumber  Tariff  Act  of  1922,  but  It  became  inop- 
erative lmme<llately  after  its  passage. 

Let  me  turn  back  to  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  where  this  pro- 
vision  first  appeared.  In  the  act  of  1922  not  only  did  we  place 
tills  same  duty  upon  silica  but  in  preparing  the  same  tariff  act 
^ith  regard  to  manufacture*!  glass,  a  compen.satory  duty  was 
ciirried,  of  c*)urse,  Into  the  manufacture  of  glass. 

WhUe  there  was  a  duty  provided  in  the  act  of  1922  It  did  not 
n«olt  hi  any  protection  of  silica  whatever,  becau.se  there  is  no 
silica  Imported  into  this  country,  and  never  has  l>een.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  there  1r  no  such  thinu  a.s  siika  in  its  pure  state  except 
tlat  which  Is  prepared  in  laboratories. 

Silica  i.s  found  in  rock  everywhere.  It  Is  one  of  the  raovt 
n  Jiversal  constituents  of  rock.  It  Is  a  metal.  But  In  commer- 
ci  &1  quantities  silica  is  practically  found  in  only  two  forms  One 
o:  them  Is  silica  sand,  and  the  other  Is  silica  quaitz 

Silica  is  chiefly  u.sed  in  the  manufacture  of  glass  Glass  is  qt 
leist  88  per  cent  pure  .silica.  That  is  about  as  pure  as  we  can 
g(t  silica,  except  in  the  laboratories. 

v^.*!*^^*'*^  ^^  *^***'*  ^*^  *"  t*»e  manufacture  of  gla.ss  on 
the  Pacific  t-oast  come  from?  Nearly  all  of  it  comes  from  Bel- 
gitim  in  the  form  of  a  silica  sand.  A  sand  Is  nothing  but  ground 
u]  •  rock,  ground  np  In  nature  to  a  size  that  is  caUed  sand 
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T3ie  intendoB  of  the  Congress  In  1922,  yrhen  it  placed  a  dtity 
of  14  a  ton  on  silica,  ondoubtedly  was  to  protect  against  the 
importation  of  stlica  sand.  It  could  not  hare  been  anything 
else,  because  there  never  were  any  other  tmportations  of  silica 
except  in  the  form  of  sand.  The  silica  sands  of  Belgimn  are 
about  96  per  cent  pore  silica.  The  other  2  per  cent  consists  of 
magnesium  and  other  minerals  of  that  type,  sometimes  a  little 
iron,  sooKtimes  aluminnm.  But  the  glass  we  see  aroond  va,  the 
plate  glass,  and  all  other  glass,  is  manafactured  from  silica, 
and  it  is  fotmd  best  in  the  natural  form  of  sand. 

Silica  sand  does  not  exist  alone  in  Belgiora.  Silica  sand  exists 
everywhere.  Wherever  there  has  been  a  rock  that  contained  a 
large  quantity  of  silica,  and  it  has  decooi posed  through  the 
rifect  of  water  and  atmosphere,  the  silica  has  remained  as  a 
sand,  because  the  silica  is  a  very  hard,  Impervious  mineral,  and 
while  the  other  materials  in  the  rock  will  disintegrate  and  go 
away  in  a  semiUquld  form,  the  solid  particles,  whleb  are  silica 
sand,  remain.    That  is  the  history  of  silica. 

In  1922  the  Ways  and  Means  Comnrittee  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, who  were  preparing  the  Fordney-McCuu>ber  tariff 
Mil,  were  convtoced  that  the  silica -sand  industry  of  the  United 
States  should  k>e  encouraged.  It  was  demonstrated  to  that  com- 
mittee at  the  time  that  there  were  enormous  deposits  of  high- 
grade  silica  sand  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.   PITTMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  What  was  the  duty  prior  to 
1922  upon  silica  sand,  or  was  it  on  tlie  free  list? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    It  was  on  the  free  list 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  And  it  was  transferred  to  the 
dutiable  list? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  was  transferred  to  the  dutiable  list  In 
1922  l^  the  Wa3^  and  Means  Committee. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Did  the  Senate  concur  in 
that?     

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Tte  Senate  unanimously  concurred  fat  that. 
The  Tariff  Commission  reports  on  the  subject  of  silica  produc- 
tion is  as  follows: 

Silica  de];>08lt8  of  commercial  valae  are  relatively  acarce  when  com- 
pared with  the  occurrence  of  free  silica.  With  a  few  exceptions,  most 
lorms  of  silica  are  sold  for  such  low  prices  that  economic  factora,  such 
as  proximity  to  railroads  and  to  local  markets,  determine  the  value  of 
the  deposit  for  commercial  purpoi$es.  California  reported  the  largest 
output  In  1927.  Other  Important  producing  States  are  Maryland, 
Nevada,  New  York,  and  North  Carolina. 

This  was  the  situation  in  1922:  While  tb^re  were  large  de- 
posits throughout  the  United  States  of  silica  sand  ot  equal 
quality  with  the  silica  sand  of  Belgium,  it  was  impossible  to 
carry  on  the  industry  of  the  production  of  silica  sand  in  the 
United  States  in  coiupetitioo  with  the  silica  sand  from  Bel- 
gium, for  this  reason,  in  the  first  place,  that  mining  operations 
In  Belgium,  like  all  other  operations,  are  cheaper  than  they 
are  in  the  United  States.  In  the  second  place,  the  Belgian 
deposits  are  on  the  seacoast,  and  transportation  to  the  United 
States  is  by  water.  Not  only  is  the  transportation  to  the  United 
States  by  water  but  the  product  is  frequently  transpotted  in 
ballast  in  ships  coming  to  the  United  States  having  no  cargo 
from  Belgium  to  the  United  States.  When  that  is  done  the 
cost  of  transportation  is  very  low.  It  is  practically  whatever 
can  be  gotten  for  it. 

That  situation  being  demonstrated  to  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  of  the  Hoase  in  1922,  they  put  on  the  tariff.  Btit 
what  happoiedV  The  act  had  no  more  than  bera  pot  into  effect 
in  July,  1922,  than  the  Treasury  Department  held  that  Belgian 
sand  was  not  silica  and  that  there  was  no  duty  therefore  on 
Belgian  sand.  They  did  not,  however,  make  that  decision  antll 
January,  1923.  From  July,  1922,  after  the  act  went  into  effect, 
until  January,  1923,  they  collected  the  duty  on  silica  sand 
under  the  theory  that  it  constituted  silica  as  described  in  the 
act. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nerada 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  the  Senator  tvfer  to  silica  sand  as 
being  the  same  as  is  ordinarily  known  as  glass  sand? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  is  the  same  thing.  The  terms  are 
synonymous. 

When  the  tariff  act  of  1922  went  Into  effect,  the  glass-sand 
industry  of  the  cotintry  started  up.  The  producers  believed 
they  could  make  a  profit  on  silica  sands  or  glass  sands,  as  we 
imiy  wlsii  to  term  them,  with  a  duty  of  $4  a  ton.  In  my  State, 
for  instance,  the  plants  were  started  up.     Tboae  idants  had 


eommteuctA  opcratiaiH  when  In  Janwory,  192S,  the  Treasnry  De- 
partaMDt  ruled  that  thcrt  waa  no  duty  on  Belgian  sand,  al- 
though the  sUiea  sand  shipped  from  Belgium  was  98  per  cent 
aUiea.  The  Trsasary  Depairtment  farther  sustained  that  de- 
cision l^  stating  that  sands  were  expressly  Incloded  in  the 
free  list  of  the  act  cf  1922;  which  is  true.  No  one  wants  any 
duty  on  ordinary  Mnd,  becaase  ordinary  sand  Is  eonstltated  of 
all  kinds  of  minerals,  depending  qpon  tbe  rocks  that  have  dis- 
integrated. Ordinary  sands  are  used  In  cem^it  and  concrete 
and  plaster  and  things  of  that  kind,  and  as  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission stated,  it  is  immaterial  which  kind  of  sand  is  used  in 
those  products.  But  silica  sands  or  glass  sands,  which  are 
sands  rich  in  silica,  are  too  valuable  to  be  used  except  for  the 
one  purpose,  and  that  is  for  the  making  of  glass. 

Since  January,  192^  although  Congress  had  passed  an  act  to 
stimulate  the  industry  in  the  production  of  silica  sands  or  glass 
sands  in  the  United  States  there  has  been  no  duty  applied  and 
the  industry  has  lain  dormant.  The  House  has  again  reeuacted 
the  duty  of  S^  a  ton,  but  it  does  not  make  the  correction  in  the 
language  which  will  make  the  duty  applicable.  Therefore,  in 
the  amendment  which  I  have  offered  I  have  prc^KMed  to  changg 
the  language  in  some  re^)ecta.  In  the  House  bill  In  1922  they 
used  the  word  "  crude  "— "  silica,  crude."  What  did  they  mean 
by  "crude  silica"?  There  is  no  doubt  about  what  tl»ey  meant 
by  "crude  silica."  They  meant  silica  as  found  in  its  natural 
form.  It  could  not  mean  anything  else.  The  natural  form  in 
which  silica  is  found  is  in  quartz  as  ground  up  and  furnished 
by  nature  In  a  form  which  is  commonly  called  sand.  That  is 
what  the  Congress  meant  If  it  did  not  mean  that  then  there 
was  no  question  before  Congress,  t)ecause  there  were,  no  im- 
portations of  anything  else  except  "  crude,"  there  wore  no 
importations  of  anything  else  except  "sand."  The  Idea  of  stat- 
ing that  sand  containing  98  per  cent  silica  was  not  cnide  silica 
would  be  foolish.  Taken  in  connection  with  the  express  provl> 
slon  In  the  free  list  that  sands  should  come  in  free,  where  it  is 
expressly  said  that  sands  shall  come  ha  free,  therefore  we  can 
not  treat  silica  sand  as  ordinary  sand. 

The  change  I  propose  is  this :  I  define  the  word  "  crude  "  by 
stating  that  "  crude,  or  any  material  consisting  of  more  thaa 
90  per  cent  silica,  silica  sands  imported  for  glass  mannfacture." 
That  Is  the  definition  I  have  gtven  crude.  Of  course,  if  the 
amendment  is  adopted  so  as  to  harmonlsse  the  whdie  proposi- 
tion, then  In  the  free  list  where  sand  is  placed  on  ttie  free  list 
we  will  have  to  say  "except  sands  imi)orted  for  the  manufac- 
ture of  glass  and   sands  containing   more   than  90  per   cent 


silica." 

Mr.  BARIvLEY. 
sand? 

Mr.  PITTMAN. 

Mr.  BARKLEY. 

Mr.  PITTMAN. 


What  duty  does  the  Senator  fix  on  silica 


I  make  no  change  In  the  House  provision. 
So  it  would  be  H  per  ton? 
Yea.    My  whole  effort  is  to  try  to  carry  out 
the  original  intent  of  Congress  in  1922  and  Its  undoubted  intent 
in  the  bill  now  before  uSb 

Mr.  BARKT.EY.    If  the  Senator  will  yield  again 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  notice  that  In  1922  glass  sand  was  Im- 
ported to  the  extent  of  1,100  tons,  in  1923  tliere  were  2,000  tons, 
and  the  Importations  ranged  to  9,522  tons  in  1927.  Then  In 
1928  the  importations  jumped  to  38,049  tons,  as  compared  with 
a  domestic  production  of  over  2,000,000  tons  ot  the  glass  sand, 
and  that  the  value  of  the  imported  glass  sands  was  less  than  $1 
per  ton,  the  38/K)0  tons  being  valued  at  $35,000. 

I  am  wondering  why  the  Senator  attempts  to  put  a  tax  of  $4 
a  ton  OB  sand  that  is  valued  at  less  than  a  dollar  a  ton,  which 
would  be  something  in  the  neighborhood  of  500  per  cent 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  question  is  the  difference  In  the  cost  of 
production  at  home  and  abroad  and  the  costs  of  delivery  in  the 
markets.  Here  is  the  situation  in  that  respect :  The  competitive 
points  are  on  the  Pactflc  coast  Belgian  sands  are  delivered  at 
such  points  for  four  or  five  dollars  a  ton.  Similar  sands  from 
Nevada,  Oregon,  and  New  Mexico  can  not  be  delivered  at  sucix 
points  for  less  than  $9  per  ton  on  account  of  high  cost  of  mining 
and  transportation.  A  doty  of  $4  a  ton  is  necessary  for  compe- 
tition. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  According  to  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Inform 
mation,  the  amount  of  glass  sand  produced  in  1926  was  2,250,000 
tons ;  in  1927,  2,000,000  tons ;  and  it  ranges  op  to  nearly  2,500,000 
tons,  but  back  in  t9i»  It  was  1.827,000  tons.  I  appreciate  and 
sympathise  with  the  Senator's  proposition,  but  I  am  wondering 
whether  we  are  jxaOOed  in  putting  a  |4  tax  on  S8,000  tons  of 
sands  that  come  in  to  compete  with  more  than  2,000^000  tons  of 
onr  domestic  production. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  T^e  38,000  tons  do«a  not  compete  with  the 
ZCOOflOO  tons  produced  and  used  In  the  East  It  goes  to  the 
Pacific  coast  and  most  compete  with  local  glass  sand  only. 


5170 


CONGRESSIONAL  RE 


lORD— SENATE 


NOVEMBEB  5 


' 


n«r«  an  mmm  flieti  thtmn  to  th«  Wajt  tad  Mmm  Oonalt' 
t««:  In  fkNiCb  OaroUna  tlM>jr  w«r«  trTlnff  to  find  a  markot  for 
thoir  MiMl.  Tlio  aand  which  thojr  had  waa  96  per  e«nt  pure 
ailioa.  It  waa  Juat  esactlj  the  Mme  kind  of  nnd  aa  BeigliUB 
aand.  What  happeoadT  Lat  om  iAiow  the  facta  In  the  matter. 
Thia  waa  la  IMS  and  la  1890.  The  concern  In  Sooth  CJaroUna 
to  which  I  rater  waa  trying  to  place  Ita  nnd.  Let  me  read  a 
latter  from  ooe  oC  theaa  partlaa,  aa  foUowa : 

■a*  FiAMCiaco,  Jmtmtnf  14,  mk 
Uman.  WnjUAM  M.  Bnn>  *  Co., 

CA«rf«l»*M,  a.  0. 
Da*B  8nM :  Wc  ackBOWivdcc  roar  favor  of  tth  iBstant,  lacloalng  eopjr 
•f  aaalysla  vfelcb  yoa  had  aada  oa  the  MBple  of  tUica  laad  which  yon 
•eat  to  us. 

WtaU«  the  aaaljrala  la  quite  aattafactorj,  we  regret  to  adriM  that 
owlBf  to  the  fact  that  the  doty  haa  been  lifted  oa  Belgtao  slUca  aand 
we  wlil  Bot  be  able  to  laterast  bojers  here  la  yoar  coumodlty. 

We  note  that  jroar  price  ia  f  1.80  aad  the  ateamabip  eompan/'s  rate  la 
•4-2S,  aaafefag  the  price  laoded  here  16.06  per  2,000  poonda,  which  la 
estlrely  oat  of  Ilae  with  the  price  which  boyen  are  pajiag  for  Belgian 
aillca  aaad  dellTered  to  their  plaata  here. 

We  thank  yoa  for  yoor  favora,  and  should  a  duty  be  p«t  oa  Belgian 
allica  And  at  aooM  future  date  we  will  coaunonlcate  with  you  again. 
Years  vaiy  traly. 

BALfooa  GoTHBia  *  Ca< 
Per  J.  DoawALD. 

That  U  from  a  big  Ban  Franciaeo  buyer  of  glass  sand.  We 
will  take  one  more  addressed  to  the  same  party : 

Jahoabt  23,  1929. 
WuxtAH  M.  Boo  a  Co., 

caarfeefan,  M.  C. 
OuKTimuwat:  We  rery  aach  appreciate  your  quotatloa  for  aand.  ex 
■blpalde  Charlestoa,  bat  at  the  preaent  time  we  bsTe  ■  coatract  which 
precludes  oar  buying  tonnage  other  thaa  Belgian  aand. 

Of  coufse,  our  future  contract  in  this  aaaterlal  will  be  greatly  gov- 
erned by  whether  Belgian  aaad  remains  on  the  free  list  as  at  preaent, 
and  should  thera  be  any  ehanga  In  its  preaent  status  we  would  be  glad 
to  get  In  touch  with  you  again. 
BeopectfuUy. 

PmLAOMLPHU  QoAan  Co.  or  CALiroana, 
*  By  A.  W.  EuurroM,  Oanerml  Mm^ager. 

ThPre  are  mmmmm^  letters  In  the  hearlngii,  and  I  am  low- 
ing that  the  bOTerB  of  glaas  sand  are  buying  from  Belgium,  and 
It  can  not  be  abown  that  they  are  buying  anything  else.  An- 
other letter  reads  aa  foUowa: 

NoraiCBaa  26.  1928. 
WiLLUM  M.  Bnu>  4  Ca  (lac). 

CAarlesfo*.  8.  C. 
(Attention:  JaaMn  M.  Hagood.) 
OatmaMsif :  Thaak  yo«  for  your  letter  of  NoTcmber  16  quoting  us 
•a  saad  froai  Dtxiaaa,  8.  C. 

The  natter  at  our  aand  supply  Is  of  rital  interest  at  present,  and  we 
ar*  swaitlag  the  receipt  of  your  sample  with  Interest.  You  realise,  of 
course,  that  Belgian  sand  ia  suitable  for  our  use  and  that  unless  an 
Import  tax  la  Imposed  we  will  probably  continue  to  use  this  material, 
aa  the  quality  is  right  and  the  price  below  that  of  any  quotations  we 
have  had  snbaHtted  to  us  as  yet. 

Thanking  you  for  your  letter,  we  remain. 
Very  truly  youra, 

PRILADatPRIA    QCABTZ    CO.    0»    CALITOairU, 

By  A.   W.   Blkintok,  Otnenl  Mommgtr. 

The  analysis  of  that  sand  In  which  the  Senator  mi^t  be 
Interetfted  is  as  followa: 

Silica.  96.16  per  cent;  aluminum,  1.22  per  cent;  magnesinm, 
trace :  volatile  and  organic  matter,  0J6  per  cent. 

That  ia  the  situation.  In  every  ^ort  to  sell  the  Mme  kind  of 
aand  as  the  Belgian  saad,  the  seller  is  met  by  the  answer  from 
the  buyera.  that  if  they  can  get  the  Belgian  sand  free  of  duty 
It  is  cheaper.  Of  coarse,  it  la  cheaper.  Why  Is  it  cheaper? 
The  scale  of  wagea  and  ererything  else  is  lower  in  Belgium  than 
In  the  United  Stateo.  The  Belgian  miners  are  paid  about  |2  a 
day,  while  miners  In  this  country  are  paid  $5  for  eight  hoora. 
1  will  say  right  now  that  we  do  not  deeiire  to  change  that  stand- 
ard. Peraonally,  I  would  rather  they  had  never  opened  up  a 
allica  mine  in  the  State  of  Nevada  than  hare  the  wagea  of 
minent  go  down  to  $2  a  day ;  and  they  never  will  do  aa 

That,  however.  Is  not  all.  According  to  the  teetimony,  the 
foreign  producers  of  aaad  ship  it  from  Belgium  to  Loa  Aagelee 
and  San  Francisco  for  |2JB  a  ton.  That  la  the  toBtimony 
which-f  think  sUnds  undisputed ;  and  yet  one  can  not  ship  by 
water  from  Charleeton.  S.  C.  to  Loa  Angeles  or  to  San  Fran- 
cisco for  less  than  H28  a  ton.  In  other  words,  it  coats  twioe 
as  uinoh  to  ship  by  water  alone  from  any  Atlantic  seaport  to 
any  Pacific  aeaport  aa  It  doea  to  ship  from  Belgium  clear  acroea 


to  a  PacUk  port  80  we  have  the  two  Items ;  we  have  the  Item 
of  Belgian  wagea,  which  are  about  one-balf  what  they  are  in 
the  minea  of  this  country;  and  we  have  the  transportation 
coat  which  la  twice  aa  much  in  our  case  as  in  the  case  of 
Beliluffl. 

T  ten  there  is,  In  addition  to  that,  the  railroad  rate.  The 
manet  for  thia  product,  of  courae,  is  the  glass  works.  We  are 
ahlpnng  glaag  aanda  to-day  from  Nevada  to  Los  Angeles.  The 
eostrof  doing  so  is  $5  a  ton  per  shipment  as  against  $2.26  a 
too  Ifrom  Belgium.  The  cost  of  loading  on  cars  here  18  twice 
it  is  for  loading  in  Belgium.  The  cost  for  distribution  of 
•roduct  after  it  is  unloaded  from  the  cara  here  Is  twice 
it  is  in  Belgium.  Every  coet  of  handling  the  sand  Is  at 
twice  aa  much  in  the  United  States  as  it  is  in  Belginm. 
Ti  le  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Babkuct]  has  asked  me 
why  on  a  product  whoee  original  cost  in  Belgium  is,  we  will  say, 
only  a  dollar  a  ton,  we  should  have  a  duty  of  $4  a  ton?  It  ia 
not  s  question  of  the  original  cost  entirely.  There  is  involved 
also  the  question  of  the  cost  of  delivery  at  the  plant  that  uses 
the  »and.  The  glass  works  buy  their  Riliea  sand,  as  a  general 
thin  J,  delivered.  All  the  testimony  we  have  taken  demonstrates 
that  While  the  original  cost  of  the  product,  we  will  say,  in 
Bell  ium  for  Belgian  sand  is  only  a  dollar  a  ton,  when  we  in 
this  country  come  to  ship  an  article  like  sand  naturally  the  cost 
Of  ti  ansportation  is  proportionately  very  mnch  higher  than  It  is 
on  II  high-priced  article.  In  other  words,  one  could  ship  an 
artirle  that  originally  costs  a  hundred  dollars  for  the  same 
prie^  that  he  could  ship  an  article  which  originally  cost  |1. 
It  is  not  the  original  coet  that  makes  the  difference;  It  is 
the  delivered  price.  Of  course,  when  one  takes  an  article  the 
orlg  nal  cost  of  production  of  which  is  only  a  dollar — I  am  now 
dire  ;tlng  my  remarks  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  (Mr. 
BAauanr]  in  aswer  to  his  question — I  say  when  one  takes  an 
arti  'le  the  original  cost  of  the  production  of  which  at  the  mine 
ia  only  a  dollar  and  qperfks  of  placing  a  duty  of  |4  on  it,  it 
looks  like  a  duty  of  400  per  cent  on  the  product;  but  that  is 
not  the  measure  of  the  necessity  of  the  tariff.  Let  me  say  to 
the  Senator  that  If  a  tariff  rate  Is  to  be  ba.>ied  npon  the  plank 
in  tie  Democratic  platform,  it  was  to  be  sufficiently  high  to 
pern  lit  a  natural  domestic  Indastry  to  exist  I  believe  In  that. 
I  th  nk  the  Democratic  Party  In  its  last  platform  clearly  stated 
that  princiirie. 

Tlie  question   Is,   Is  the  production   of  silica   sand   In   this 
courtry  a  natural  Industry?     The  Tariff  Commission  has  ad- 
mltt  >d  that  it  Is.    As  a  matter  of  fact  that  sand  is  being  sold. 
It  l£  not  the  coet  at  the  mines  that  makes  the  difference ;  it  la 
the  cost  at  the  mine  considered  In  connection  with  the  cost  of 
tran  iportation  and  delivery.    This  measure  of  a  tariff  duty  has 
already  been  adopted  in  this  act. 
M  •.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 
Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does   the   Senator   from   Nevada 
yielc   to  the  Senator  from  Kentu(*y? 
M  •.  PITTMAN.     I  yield. 

M  '.  BARKLEY.  I  am  assuming  that  all  the  Belgian  glass 
santj  that  comes  Into  this  country  comes  In  at  San  Francisco. 
Is  the  Senator  able  to  tell  us  what  Is  the  railroad  transporta- 
tion bn  the  Nevada  glass  sand  from  the  mines  to  San  Francisco? 
PITTMAN.  The  producers  of  that  sand  are  shipping  now 
Angeles,  but  I  imagine  that  the  rate  would  be  quite 
r.  I  understand  that  the  rate  of  transportation  to-day 
the  mines  to  Los  Angeles  is  $5  a  ton.  That,  I  am  informed, 
e  rate  which  prevails.  I  think,  however,  that  that  is 
west  rate  that  we  have  of  any  shipment  of  ore  or  any 
rock,  or  anything  else,  in  tlie  West.  The  shippers  are  paying, 
for  iistance,  $12.50  a  ton  to  ship  hay  from  Nevada  to  Kansas 
City.  I  am  merely  using  that  as  an  illustration.  The  rail- 
road ,  however,  are  attempting,  mind  you,  to  stimulate  this 
inter  or  industry,  and  they  have  given  a  rate  of  $6  a  ton ;  but 
whei  we  get  down  to  practical  mining  in  that  section  of  the 
coun  ry,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  we  have  this 
situation:  The  mining  costs  there  are  the  same  as  the  mining 
coats  everywhere  else  in  the  West 

Ml.  BARKLEY.  Is  it  the  Senator's  theory  that  a  tariff 
ba»e<  1  on  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad  should  be 
calculated  on  the  cost  of  producing  the  article  at  home  and 
abrodd,  or  should  that  cost  include  the  railroad  transportation 
from  the  point  of  production  to  the  point  of  consumption? 

Mt  PITTMAN.  I  think  it  la  absolutely  essential,  if  we  are 
goini  to  equalise  conditions  of  home  producUon  with  foreign 
production,  to  take  into  consideration  the  cost  of  delivery  at 
tbe  I  larket,  wherever  that  may  be.  This  principle  has  already 
been  adopted  in  this  act. 

TT^^^.^^*^'^^•    "^^  P*^**  ^^^  ^«  domestic  product  In  the 
Unlb  d  States  is  about  $1.60  a  ton.    The  glass  sand  produced 

iSrI^?Lf™"^*f^  *•*  2.000.000  short  tons,  and  its  value  was 
$3,00^000;  80  that,  according  to  those  figures,  It  was  worth 
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about  $1.80  a  ton.  I  am  wondering  Just  how  we  would  be 
joatifled  In  putting  a  $4  tax  on  importations  of  tbe  aame  article 
when  the  domeatle  price  Is  only  $1.60  a  ton. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  While  the  domestic  price  In  the  IBaat  ia 
only  $1.60  a  ton,  it  is  evident  that  tbe  domestic  article  can 
not  be  aold  for  $1.80  a  ton  plus  10  per  cent.  It  la  evldeot  that 
tbe  cheapest  that  the  producers  can  sell  it  for  in  tlila  country  ta 
eight  or  nine  dollars  a  ton. 

When  a  glaae-manufacturlng  concern  owns  its  own  aand  and 
delivers  that  aand  to  Its  own  mill,  of  course,  the  transi)orta- 
tion  cost  In  that  Instance  is  very  much  less,  as  such  works  are 
close  together ;  but  Belgian  sands  are  being  sold  in  Los  Angles 
and  San  Francisco  to-day  for  from  five  to  six  dollars  a  ton, 
and  the  American  sand  can  not  compete  with  that  price. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  problem,  as  I  recall,  which  confronted  the 
Robcommittee,  of  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  was  a 
member,  was  this :  Tbe  facts  presented  by  the  Tariff  Commls- 
sloo,  which  are  not  disputed,  as  I  understand,  showed  that 
the  total  imports  are  less  than  one-third  of  the  domestic  pro- 
duction, or  about  38,600  tons,  as  compared  to  a  domestic  pro- 
duction of  In  the  nel^borhood  of  2,000,000  tons.  It  ia  well 
known  that  the  Treasury  Department  made  a  ruling  some  time 
back — I  do  not  recall  the  date,  but  it  has  been  in  effect  for  a 
long  time — making  a  distinction  in  the  case  of  glass  sand,  and 
putting  it  on  the  free  list  So  it  has  been  on  the  free  list  for 
some  time.  If  the  price  is  so  much  low^,  I  can  not  under- 
stand why  the  imports  liave  not  increased  beyond  88,000  tons. 
What  moved  U>e  committee  to  continue  it  on  the  free  list, 
where  it  already  Is,  was  the  ruling  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment and  also  the  small  quantity  of  imports. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Imports  only  go  to  the  Padflc  porto.  The 
eastern  silica  industry  can  compete  with  Belgian  sands,  because 
must  of  tbe  glass  works  are  in  the  Interior,  while  the  glass 
works  of  the  West  are  on  the  coast.  Mr.  Presid^it  I  do  not 
know  what  the  imports  are  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  a  question  in  connection  with  this  subject? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Doea  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  appears  that  the  imports  of  allica  are 
nominal. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  less  than  1  per  cent  of  domestic  produc- 
tion. In  1927  the  Imports  were  about  9,000  tons,  while  3,000,000 
tons  were  produced  In  this  country.  In  1928  the  Imports  were 
in  the  neighborhood  of  38,000  tons. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    How  much  silica  sand  was  Imported? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  what  I  am  talking  about 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Aa  I  understand,  there  Is  nothing  about 
ffllloa  sand  in  the  document  to  which  the  Senator  referred  me 
a  little  while  ago.  I  traderstood  the  Senator  from  Nevada  was 
taking  the  position  that  silica  sand  was  Imported  In  large 
quantities  and  that  It  was  a  diaracter  of  sand  the  content  of 
which  was  98  per  cent  slHca,  and  therefore  sudl  sand  in  a 
rery  practical  sense  is  a  competitor  of  silica.  Am  I  correct 
about  that,  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  from  Utah  says  there  are  no 
aillca  sands  imported. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  say  the  Importations  are  about  1  per  cent 
of  the  domestic  production. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    But  Is  not  the  Senator  speaking  of  aillcaT 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  speaking  of  silica  sand,  gtua  sand;  I 
am  speaking  of  glass  sand,  and  as  I  understand  that  ia  the 
kind  of  snnd  the  Senator  asked  me  about. 

Mr,  SIMMONS.  There  Is  a  difference  between  the  raw  ma- 
terial and  the  manufactured  product ;  silica  Is  pure.  Is  It  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Under  the  i>resent  law  98  per  cent  ia  so  re- 
garded. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  said  there  was  a  sand  imported 
that  contained  08  per  coit  of  silica  in  large  quantities? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    That  Is  the  Belgian  sand. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  Belgian  sand. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  from  Utah  saya  ttiere  are  prac- 
tically no  Importations  of  tliat  kind  of  sand. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  say  that,  while  in  1927  there  were  8,000,000 
tons  produced  In  the  United  States,  there  were  only  9,000 
tons  Imported,  the  exact  figure  as  I  remember  being  9,400 ;  and 
In  1928  there  were  thirty-eight  thousand  and  odd  tons  im- 
I>orted.    Tliat  ia  all  that  has  been  imported  and  that  hi^  all 


gone  either  to  Loa  Aagelea  or  to  San  Frtsdaoa  by  tnMnp 
steamer. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Doea  the  Senator  ttom  Narada  afree  to  that 
atatement? 

iCr.  PITTMAN.  According  to  the  Tariff  Gommlaaloa  report, 
in  1928  of  glaaa  aanda  tbe  importations  were  88.0^  tona. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    And  ttie  year  before  they  were  9,000  tonat 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  year  before  they  were  9,000  tona  8e 
there  was  an  Increase  from  1927  to  1928  of  nearly  $0,000  tons ;  ia 
other  words,  the  increase  in  the  importationa  between  1927  and 
1928  was  four  times. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  thia  doty  waa  Intended  diiefly  for  the 
protectkm  of  the  siUca-sand  depoalts  of  the  West.  We  know 
that  to  be  a  fact  It  was  intended  to  protect  them  because  tbe 
great  f^aaa  works  of  the  East,  whicb  largely  own  their  own 
deposits,  are  going  out  to  San  Francisco  and  Los  Angeles,  la 
California,  and  establishing  glass  works  there.  They  are  increas- 
ing production  at  a  tremendous  rate.  Why  Is  that?  By  reason 
of  the  fact  that  ia  one  year,  from  1^7  to  1928,  the  importationa 
were  400  per  cent  The  matter  now  has  become  a  matter  of 
interest  out  there.  Why  is  it  a  mattCT  of  interest?  Because 
until  recently  there  was  no  market  for  the  silica  sands  of  the 
West  because,  in  the  first  place,  we  could  not  ship  them  here  to 
the  East  coast  points  by  railroad  transportation.  It  was  Impoa- 
slble.  In  the  very  nature  of  things,  an  industry  of  raw  material 
which  is  low  in  value  and  high  in  cost  of  transportation  can  not 
move  a  great  distance.  That  is  evident.  But  we  now  have  the 
establishment  of  these  great  glass  works  on  the  Pacific  coast 
They  have  within  three  or  four  or  five  hundred  miles  of  those 
plants  an  unlimited  quantity  of  silica  aand  of  tbe  same  grade  aa 
the  Belgian  sand.  Now,  the  question  is,  Are  we  going  to  permit 
that  Belgian  sand  to  be  shipped  as  ballast  to  the  Pacific  coast  at 
one-half  of  the  fright  rate  that  is  charged  from  Charleston, 
S.  C,  to  the  Pacific  coast,  even  by  boat?  Are  we  g<rfng  to  place 
a  tariff  duty  of  IR  per  cent  en  manufactured  glass,  and  then  at- 
tempt to  hold  to  the  same  old  eastern  proposition  of  having  all 
raw  material  free? 

That  Is  the  thing  that  is  at  iasiie  bei«  aR  tbe  time  in  (iiis  fight 
There  is  no  question  about  it 

Now,  let  BM  call  attention  to  wbat  a  tariff  of  46  per  cent  on 
glass  manufactures  means.  A  ton  of  silica  sand  wfll  make  from 
$2S0  to  over  $2,000  worth  of  manufactured  glass.  The  manu- 
facturers object  to  putting  a  duty  of  $4  into  that  ton  of  glass, 
worth  from  $2S0  up  to  over  $2,000.  ¥iyery  time  we  are  talkinf 
about  a  raw-material  industry  they  stand  here  with  a  microscope 
and  Bay,  "  Well,  now,  what  is  It  going  to  cost?  " 

I  want  to  get  down  to  that    What  is  It  g<Ang  to  cost? 

I  bay  to  you  that  if  we  put  this  duty  on  glass  sand  and  it 
sells  for  $6  a  ton,  the  addltionul  cost  will  be  in  the  proportion 
of  $8  to  a  total  cost  varying  from  $250  up  to  $1,000,  according 
to  the  kind  of  glass  made  out  of  that  sand ;  and,  mind  joti,  in 
addition  to  that  these  same  glass  manufacturers  who  are  in 
competition  with  the  manufacturers  of  glass  In  Belgitnn  say  that 
they  must  have  a  duty  of  46  per  cent  up  to  71  per  cent  on  aome 
kinds  of  glass,  or  they  can  not  compete  with  Beigltmi.  In  fixing 
the  tariff  on  manufactured  glass  they  take  Into  consideration 
the  transportation  costs  to  market  the  same  as  I  now  request 

Mr.  8HORTRIDGB.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask. the  Senator  a 
question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  PATmtson  In  tbe  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
California? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  do. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  understand  that  thia  aand— silica 
sand,  glass  sand — is  found  in  vast  quantity  in  the  Senator's 
great  State  of  Nevada ;  and  I  under&tand  he  claims  that  ita 
quality  is  audi  as  to  be  acceptable  to  the  gjaaa  factories  in 
the  adjoining  States. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  have  read  that  testimony. 

Mr.  SHOBTBIDOE.  Yes;  and  the  S«iator's  Immediate 
amendment  seeks  to  carry  out  the  House  pro<viaion,  so  as  to 
make  it  effective 

Mr.  PITTHAN.    That  ia  alL 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Bo  that  on  the  8o<»!led  glass  sand 
coming  from  Bc^lum  there  atiall  be  inpoacd  a  duty  of  $4  per 
long  ton.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  That  is  correct  In  Charleston,  8.  C  where 
they  have  a  plant,  we  hare  the  testimony  whidi  I  have  Just 
read  that  they  have  ceased  to  buy  any  of  the  domestie  glass 
sand,  and  will  not  buy  any  of  the  domestic  glass  aand  on  the 
Pacific  coast,  because  they  can  get  the  sand  cheaper  from  Bel- 
glum  than  they  can  from  Charieston,  8.  C. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  They  have  depoalts  there  in  South  Caro- 
lina, hare  tiiey? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    They  have. 
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Mr.  SHOSTBJDGK.    In  qnajitlty  and  quality? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Th^y  hare ;  and  the  analyaU  is  satigfactory. 
and  vferythlnf  la  all  right 

As  a  matter  of  fttct,  the  eaatem  part  of  the  United  Stataa  la 
not  ?ery  moch  affected  by  this  matter.  It  la  Tery  little  af- 
fected by  it,  becaose.  aa  I  aay.  It  la  almost  Impoaalble  to  trans- 
port a  cheap  material  like  sand  over  Ions,  expenalTe,  railroad 
haolSL  Cooseqnently.  it  really  has  a  market  only  with  the  glass 
fSctories  in  the  vicinity. 

Now.  let  me  estimate  this  thing  for  jjut  a  mlnnte. 

The  cost  of  production  of  glass  sand  in  any  of  the  mines  of 
the  WeeC  would  be  proportionate  to  the  cost  of  mining  copper 
In  porphyry  deposits.  That  cost  of  mining  those  materials 
woold  be  in  the  neighborhood  of  $1  a  ton.  The  cost  of  qoarta 
mining  is  probsUy  four  times  as  moch,  bat  I  am  patting  that 
aside.  The  cost  of  transportation  to  the  washing  plant— and 
there  is  boond  to  be  a  washing  plant  in  connectiou  with  all  of 
them,  so  as  to  get  the  day  and  everything  else  oat — is  60  cents 
a  ton.  The  cost  of  washing  the  sand  is  60  cents  a  ton.  Yoa 
have  12  a  ton  aa  the  actual  cost  of  this  material  loaded  on  the 
cars.  Yon  have  $5  tranqwrtation  to  the  glass  works  at  Los 
Angeles  and  San  Trandsco.  Toa  have  $7  rii^t  there.  The 
undisputed  testimony  is  that  they  can  lay  down  this  sand,  and 
are  laying  it  down  from  Belgium  now,  at  $6.60  a  ton.  We 
asMume  that  the  Belgian  producers  are  making  some  money  on 
it;  und  yet  they  make  a  profit  on  delivering  it  In  Los  Angeles 
and  San  Francisco  from  Belgium  at  $5.60  a  ton,  while  the  actual 
cost  of  mining  and  delivering  the  same  kind  of  domestic  sand, 
98  per  cent  pare,  at  the  same  glass  works  in  Los  Angeles  and 
San  Francisco,  la  |7  a  ton. 

In  any  event,  the  House,  after  ctmsidering  this  mstter  In 
1822,  and  aftw  giving  tall  hearings  to  the  matter,  found  that  $4 
a  too  was  an  easential  rate  to  build  up  the  industry  in  this 
country.  The  matter  came  over  here  in  1922  and  the  Finance 
Committee  did  the  same  thing.  They  approved  it,  and  again 
this  year  the  same  thing  was  done.  Unfortunately,  the  fact  was 
not  called  to  the  attention  of  the  House  that  the  words  "  crude 
silica  "  did  not  ladnds  sand,  although  the  sand  is  98  per  cent 
silica. 

We  are  just  la  this  position,  as  far  as  the  presentation  of  this 
mstter  before  the  Finance  Oommittee  of  the  Senate  was  con- 
cerned: I  have  read  the  bearings.  The  only  testimooy  given 
before  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  that  I  can  find— snd 
I  have  looked  throogh  all  of  It— was  the  testimony  given  by  a 
lawyer  who  knew  nothing  whatever  aboat  it  except  tkis  con- 
st  ruction  of  the  act  that  I  am  telling  you  about  by  the  Treasury 
Department,  which  held  that  96  per  cent  sand  was  not  silica. 
When  he  was  asked  qoestlons  as  to  other  things,  be  said  be 
knew  nothing  about  them ;  and  yet  he  was  the  only  witness  who 
testified  before  the  Finance  Coowiittee. 

Now  yoa  have  this  situation :  Tou  have  the  testimony  before 
you  as  to  the  cost  st  which  Belgium  is  now  placing  laod  at  the 
works  in  California.  Toa  have  the  testimony  before  yoo  as  to 
the  cost  of  production  in  the  United  States.  It  Is  evident  that 
thOMe  concerns  ean  not  make  any  reasonable  profit  without  a  $4 
duty.  If  you  want  those  industries  to  start  up  In  the  South 
and  the  West  where  these  depoalU  exist— and  they  exist 
throughout  the  West  and  in  many  places  in  the  Sooth — ^you  will 
have  to  place  this  duty  upon  Belgian  sand. 

My  view  of  the  matter  is  this— and  I  have  tried  to  be  con- 
slsteDt  throogh  the  consideration  ot  this  whole  tariff  bill— that 
Is,  that  we  should  provide  a  tariff  duty  that  will  permit  any  and 
all  of  our  natural  Industries  to  compete  successfully  with  any 
similar  foreign  Industry. 

Mr.  SHOBTRIDOB.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  vrlll 
farther  indulge  me 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOE.  The  Senator  Is  making  a  very  per- 
Buastve,  and  it  may  be  convincing,  argument  in  favor  of  hia 
amendment.  He  proceeds  along  the  same  line  as  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  (Mr.  Qaoaea]  yesterday  in  urging  an  adequate 
tariff  on  kaolin  or  china  clay,  a  product  of  Georgia,  North  Caro- 
linn.  Florida,  and  certain  other  States.  In  other  words,  I 
und^^rstand  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  Is  srgulng  in  favor 
of  an  adequate  protective  tariff  on  silica  or  i^ss  sand,  and  I 
hold  to  the  theory  which  he  is  advancing.  But  I  wish  to  add, 
not  in  grltjcisaa,  or  with  any  wish  to  embarrass  the  Senator 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    It  does  not  embarrass  me. 

Mr.  SBORTBIDOC.  I  regret  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
did  not  hold  to  that  theory  a  few  days  ago  when  California 
was  urging  certain  rates  on  cerUin  of  her  paroducts.  As  I 
now  understand  the  Senator,  he  La  seeking  to  a^ily  the  pro- 
tective theory  to  this  particular  industry,  even  thou^  limited 
In  Its  territorial  scope,  to  a  natural  product  which  exists  in 
large  deposits  la  the  State  of  Nevada;  and  I  onderatand  he 
haa  avgoed  that  Nevada,  as  other  States  wQl  be  helped  bgr 
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pal  ting  on  this  duty,  and  that  it  will  not  injuriously  affect  or 
to  iny  matwial  extent  oppress  any  other  Industry,  namely,  the 
glass  manufacturer,  who  has  asked,  and  I  think  properly  se- 
emed, protection  as  against  his  competitor,  the  foreign  glass 
ma  Qufacturer. 

Id  that  situation  I  am  quite  in  accord  with  the  Senator.  If 
be  Iwlll  further  indulge  me,  will  the  Senator  apply  this  same 
phlosophy,  this  theory  of  le^slation,  in  respect  of  certain  agri- 
cul^ural  products  of  Idaho  or  Oregon  or  New  Mexico  or  New 
Yojk  when  we  come  to  consider  them?    I  hope  he  will. 

1  Ir.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  there  have  been  certain  gibes 
from  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  every  time  a  Senator  on 
thii  side  supported  any  tariff  duty,  as  though  he  was  violating 
SOI  le  principle  or  some  policy  or  some  theory. 

^  ^hen  the  distinguished  Senator  from  North  Carolina  openetl 
th«  debate  on  this  tariff  bill  on  behalf  of  the  Democratic  side, 
he  laid  down  the  principles  of  the  party  that  govern  our  action 
wiih  regard  to  all  the  items  in  this  bilL  I  think  Senators 
shculd  listen  to  it  again,  and  I  want  the  two  or  three  free 
tralers  on  our  side  of  the  Ctiamber  who  still  exist  to  listen  to  it 
al8>.  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  on 
S^tember  12,  1929,  as  reported  on  page  3642  of  the  Conobeb- 
aioivAL  Record,  said: 

"^be  Democratic  Party,  on  the  other  band,   baa  advanced  from  the 
tlieory  of  a  tariff  for  revenae  only,  to  tbe  theory  of  a  competitire 
Whateyer   may  have   been   the  form»r   Democratic   formula   for 
meisuring  tariff  duties  or  whatever  may  bare  been  the  interpretation 
be  meaning  of  that  formula  by  Ita  tariff  legislation,  the  Democratic 
of  tbe  present  day  stands  for  a  competitive  tariff.     That  la  the 
declaration  of  tbe  party  upon   this  question.     That  declaration   is 
law  of  tbe  party  and  with  it  I  am  in  hearty  sympathy.     Tbe  Demo- 
cra  :1c  platform  declaration  of  1928  is  in  tbe  following  language : 

"  Daties  that  will  permit  effective  competition,  insure  against  mo- 
noioly,  and  at  tbe  same  time  produce  a  fair  revenue  for  the  support  of 
Actual  difference  between  the  cost  of  production  at  home 
abroad,  with  adequate  safeguard  for  tbe  wage  of  tbe  American 
laborer,  must  be  the  extreme  measure  of  every  tariff  rate. 

"  Safeguarding  the  public  against  monopoly  created  by  special  tariff 
fav  >rs. 

"  Equitable  distribution  of  the  beaeflts  and  burdens  of  the  tariff 
among  alL 

"  Wage  earner,  farmer,  stockman,  producer,  and  legitimate  business  in 
general  tiave  everything  to  gain  from  a  Democratic  tariff  baaed  on 
Jus  ice  to  all." 

J  .f ter  stating  that  the  Senator  from  North  CarcHlna,  who  was 
so  correctly  and  forcefully  declaring  the  principles  upon  which 
the  Democrats  were  acting  on  this  tariff  bill,  further  said : 

4  competitive  tariff  necessarily  Involves  tbe  qaestion  of  what  shall  be 
tta«  mewrarement  of  competition.  Tbe  platform  of  the  Democratic  Party 
has  specifically  prescribed  that  measurement  to  be  the  actual  difference 
in  be  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad  and  declared  that  that 
met  sure  sbonld  be  the  eitreme  limit  of  every  tariff  rate. 

AU  taxes  of  whatever  character  ought  to  be  based  upon  some  deflntts 
and  fixed  principle,  and  especially  is  this  tme  of  tariff  taxes,  because  of 
their  insldloos  nature,  collected  from  tbe  great  mass  of  taxpayers,  with- 
ont  their  knowing  it,  in  the  prices  paid  for  tbe  things  they  purchase 
froii  day  to  day,  aggregating,  not  thousands,  not  millions,  but  billloas 
of  ( k>llars  a  year,  taken  from  tbe  pockets  of  tbe  people,  sometimes  in 
drll  lets,  sometimes  In  wads,  not  on  account  of  tbe  intrinsic  value  of  tbe 
arti  :les  they  purchase,  bat  because  of  the  tariff  taxes  upon  them. 

\  liatever  uncertainty  and  vagueness  exists  about  tbe  Republican 
measure  of  tariff  protection  there  is  none  at>out  the  Democratic  meas- 
ure. The  law  of  tbe  party  speaks  in  a  language  that  can  not  be  mison- 
deri  tood.  It  applies  to  all  industries  alike,  and  alike  to  raw  materials 
and  finished  products.  I  do  not  want,  and  the  Democratic  Party  does 
not  want,  to  see  any  American  industry  swamped  by  foreign  competl- 
tlon,  but  it  does  not  wish  to  build  a  wall  around  this  country  so  high 
as  :o  practically  shut  off  importation  of  foreign  products  and  at  tlue 
same  time  cut  off  or  unduly  restrict  the  exportation  of  American  prod- 
uct! ;  that  would  be  alike  unjust  to  the  domestic  producers  and  con- 
sun  ers  aad  Inimical  to  the  national  welfare. 

I  1  fixing  the  spread  between  foreign  and  domestic  cost  of  production 
the  comparison  should  be  made  with  industries  in  this  country  that  are 
efflc  lently  and  economically  managed,  and  not  with  industries  that  are 
Inel  Iciently  and  oneconomlcally  managed.  To  impose  the  rate  upon  the 
basi  s  of  the  cost  of  production  of  the  inefficient  units  in  industry  would 
be  >enalislng  the  whole  people  because  of  mismanagement  or  lack  of 
fon  light  la  properly  equipping  themselves  to  meet  competitive  condi- 

UOES. 

Between  a  competitive  tariff  such  as  that  declared  for  in  the  Houston 
plat  form  and  a  prohibitive  tariff  such  as  that  provide*  for  in  the  pend- 
ing bill  there  is  an  unbridgeable  gulf.  A  prohibitive  tariff  practically 
escljdes  foreign  competition;  a  competitive  tariff  allows  importations 
wbea  the  Americaa  price  la,  by  combination  or  otherwise,  raised  above 
ths  level  ol  a  fair  and  reasonable  profit  to  the  producer,  and  thereby 
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protects  tbe  consnsBer  against  excessive  or  exorttitant  priees  aad  dl*. 
courages  monopolies. 

Mr.  President,  I  concur  in  every  single,  solitary  statement 
contained  there.  I  think  it  is  the  clearest  and  most  forceful 
pronouncetnent  we  have  heard  In  years.  I  think  it  is  in  exact 
accord  with  the  platform  of  the  party.  If  I  vote  against  an 
iteni  of  protection  in  this  bill,  it  will  be  because  I  believe  that 
it  goes  beyond  the  necessities  of  reasonable  prosperity  under 
competition,  and  tends  only  to  unnecessarily  Increase  profits  to 
the  protected  and  costs  to  the  consumer.  That  will  be  the 
measure  in  my  mind  of  every  item  I  vote  on  In  this  bill,  and  if, 
when  this  legislation  is  finally  cwnpleted  and  submitted  for  a 
final  vote,  it  sut)stantially  measuree^  up  to  that  character  of 
legislation,  I  intend  to  vote  for  it. 

I  have  in  mind  just  one  other  thing  that  the  Republican 
majority-,  or  a  great  many  of  them,  seem  to  forget — that  is, 
that  the  producer  of  raw  material  which  the  manufacturer  uses 
is  engaged  in  a  legitimate  business  in  this  country.  We  know 
that  to  be  a  fact  We  hear  time  and  time  again  here  the  com- 
plaint that  "  If  you  place  a  duty  on  the  raw  materials,  the  duty 
ha.**  to  be  carried  into  the  manufac-tnrtHl  article,  and  it  will  add 
to  the  cost  of  the  article  to  the  pe«.»ple  of  this  country." 

Think  of  the  hypocrisy  of  the  thing,  a  duty  of  45  per  cent  on 
glass  that  sells  for  from  $250  to  $2,000  a  ton,  and  complaining 
again.st  a  duty  of  $4  a  ton  on  silica  that  goes  into  it.  The  ton 
of  silica,  even  If  we-^«t  the  duty  on,  and  add  it  to  the  cost  of 
mining,  would  not  cost  in  excess  of  $9  a  ton.  You  increase  the 
cost  $4  by  putting  a  duty  on  the  raw  material.  You  complain 
about  adding  that  $4  to  the  iM-ice  of  a  ton  of  glass,  and  yet  you 
add  46  per  c?ent  to  the  price  of  the  ton  of  glass,  made  out  of  the 
ton  of  sand,  which  glass  sells  to  the  public  for  from  $250  to 
$2,000  a  ton.  That  character  of  hj-pocrisy  is  a  matter  that  is  to 
he  complained  of. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  C>f  course  the  Senator  is  not  making  an 
argument um  ad  hominera,  but  In  discussing  this  item  Is  seeking 
to  put  into  operation  or  effect  a  certain  policy.  I  rise  not  to 
delay  the  Senator,  or  to  divert  him  from  his  logical  argument. 
Perhaps  1  anr  justified  in  observing  that  the  term  "  competitive 
tariff"  is  not  so  definite,  clear,  and  certain  as  the  Senator 
would  have  us  believe  it  to  be,  and  that  the  phrase  used  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  North  Carolina,  namely,  "a  pro- 
hibitive tariff,"  is  not  so  definite  and  riear  and  certain  as  he 
assumes  it  to  be.  I  think  a  better  phra.se  to  be  used  Is  "an 
adequate  tariff,"  an  adequate  rate  of  duty  on  any  article  which 
would  give  advantage  and  protection  to  the  American  producer, 
be  he  agriculturist,  miner,  or  manufacturer. 

As  to  what  is  or  It*  not  a  "  raw  material,"  for  example,  the 
tree  standing  in  the  forest  is  a  raw  material,  but  it  ceases  to  be 
a  raw  material  the  moment  the  hand  of  man  is  aisled  and  it  Is 
converted  into  lunib«T.  The  ore  in  the  depths  of  the  nrlnes  of 
Nevada  or  Califtn-nia  is  raw  material,  placed  there  by  natture, 
but  it  ceases  to  be  raw  material  when  man  takes  hold  of  it. 

I  am  not  advancing  anything  contrary  to  the  presently  ex- 
pressed views  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada.  Now,  tliere  is  such 
a  thing  as  an  infant  indtistry,  and  it  may  seem  to  be  inconse- 
quential ,-  but  if  soil  and  climate  and  men  are  able  to  develop 
that  little,  toddling  infant  into  strong  manhood,  I  want  a  tariff 
rate  which  will  protect  that  infant  and  bring  about  that  desired 
development  or  result.  I  am  not  charging  the  Senator  with  any 
inconsistency  in  voting,  but  I  am  urging  that,  whether  we  walk 
under  I>emocratic  or  Republican  or  other  banner,  we  should 
seek  to  develop  American  industry,  mining,  agricultural,  manu- 
facturing by  imposing  adequate  tariff  duties,  protecting  thereby 
the  miner  and  the  farmer  and  the  manufacturer  as  against  the 
competition  of  men  similarly  engaged  in  cheap-labor  countries, 
all  to  the  end  that  we  may  preserve  our  standard  and  level  of 
life  and  living  in  America. 

As  to  this  particular  item,  I  am  aware  and  the  Senator  Is 
aware  that  certain  glass  factories  in  my  State  perhaps  are  op- 
posing this  rate  on  Belgian  foreign  sand ;  but  how  can  I  ask  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  or  the  Senator  from  Maine  to  join  me  in  a 
tariff  on  olive  oil,  on  figs,  on  dates,  on  the  many  farm  products 
of  California  which  are  not  raised  in  their  great  States,  and 
then  turn  my  back  upon  an  appeal  from  Nevada  when  she  is 
asking  for  protection? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  this  Is  not  simply  an  appeal 
from  Nevada.  The  Senator's  own  State,  in  the  southern  part  of 
California,  has  va.st  deposits  of  silica  sand  equal  to  the  Belgian 
sand. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  understand  that  also. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  And  yet  sand  is  being  shipped  from  Belgium 
to-day  to  points  within  200  miles  of  those  same  deposits  in 
California. 


Mr.  8H0RTRIDGB.  I  know  that,  but  there  is  smne  qaestion. 
I  must  admit,  as  to  the  quality  of  oar  sand  In  California. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  do  not  know  of  It 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGB.  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  make  a  halfway 
admission,  but  th«re  Is  some  question  as  to  the  quality  of  our 
sand.  I  understand  that  Nevada's  sand,  however,  is  free  from 
certain  ingredients  which  makes  it  pr(^>er  for  high-grade  glass 
manufacture. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  there  would  appear  to  be  very 
little  difference  in  tbe  desires  of  the  Senator  from  California  and 
myself. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  There  is  no  diff^^ice  in  our  desire  to 
develop  American  industries;  but  let  it  be  ever  rwnembered  that 
I  am  a  protective-tariff  man;  I  believe  In  tliat  doctrine  and 
would  carry  it  Into  effect 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  Democratic  Party  has  announced  its 
doctrine,  which  I  have  just  read.  While  there  may  be  different 
constructions  as  to  what  is  competition  and  what  is  not  compe- 
tition, and  as  to  what  constitutes  an  embargo  and  what  does  not 
constitute  an  embargo,  still  tl»e  description  of  the  Democratic 
principle  as  laid  down  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  is 
about  as  dear  as  I  could  possibly  state  it,  and  therefore  I  read 
it.     It  is  much  clearer  than  I  could  state  it. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  The  great  speech  of  the  senior  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ransi«ll]  the  other  day,  too,  was  worthy 
of  consideration. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  had  the  honor  of  assisting  in  drafting  the 
Democratic  platform  that  contains  the  plank  which  I  have  just 
read,  and  I  have  in  mind,  as  I  had  in  mind  then,  this  provision. 
"  Equitable  distribution  of  the  benefits  and  burdens  of  the  tariff 
among  all." 

There  is  no  doubt — and  I  do  not  say  this  In  a  spirit  of  criti- 
cism— that  the  Republican  theory  of  protection  was  bom  in  the 
desire  to  stimulate  manufacturing  industries.  It  was  consid- 
ered as  the  aid  and  the  protecttir  of  manufacturing  Industries. 
It  has  been  jealously  guarded  by  those  who  represented  in  Con- 
gress that  .section  of  our  country  where  those  great  liu<tltutlons 
grew  up,  and  in  going  down  through  the  years,  it  has  l)een  felt 
that  it  was  necessary  for  them  to  get  their  raw  materials  as 
cheaply  as  ponsible,  so  as  to  encourage  those  infant  manufactur- 
ing industries  as  well  in  that  way  as  by  a  tariff  duty  cutting  off 
disadvantageous  competition  from  abroad. 

It  has  be^i  expret^sed  in  the  debates  on  the  tariff  hill  time 
and  time  again,  that  if  we  place  a  duty  upon  a  raw  product  to 
be  Used  by  a  manufacturing  concern,  it  would  not  be  good  for 
the  industry.  But  the  industry  that  was  in  mind  when  that 
statement  was  made  was  the  manufacturing  industry  and  not 
the  industry  engaged  in  the  production  of  the  raw  materiaL 
It  has  been  stated  again  and  again  that  to  pla«>  a  duty  on  the 
raw  material  would  make  the  manufactured  product  cost  more 
to  tbe  people  of  the  country.  The  thought  was  alMnit  tlie  little 
added  cost  to  the  raw  material,  but  that  was  never  fotud  to  be 
an  objection  to  adding  a  very  much  higher  duty  to  the  cost  of 
the  manufactured  article. 

Mr  FESS.     Mr  President^— ^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nevad* 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  think  the  Senator  Is  making  an  accurate  state- 
ment, but  I  do  not  think  he  goes  far  enough.  I  think  there  is 
more  included  in  the  Republican  policy  than  his  statement  would 
indicate.  Frcan  the  beginning  we  have  urged  the  stimulation  of 
manufactures  in  legislation  more  than  anything  else  on  the 
ground  that  as  we  build  up  an  industry  which,  for  a  specific 
example,  is  not  agricultural,  we  create  a  home  market  for  agri- 
culture that  otherwise  would  have  to  depend  upon  a  foreign 
market  to  that  degree,  stimulation  of  manufacturing  is  profitable 
to  agriculture.    That  is  one  fundamental  principle  of  our  party 

On  the  other  hand,  there  has  been  some  hesitancy  about  lay- 
ing a  tariff  upon  raw  materijil.  The  Senator  vsill  recall  that 
that  was  fundamental  in  the  Roger  Q.  Mills  bill  away  back  in 
1887  and  also  that  our  much  lamented  and  Ijeloved  Clwmp  Clark 
had  taken  the  position  that  raw  material  ought  to  be  on  the  free 
list.  That  was  fundamental  with  him.  However,  the  Republi- 
can policy  has  been  to  protect  raw  material  wherever  tlie  pro- 
duction of  it  is  interfered  with  by  the  foreign  competition,  in- 
cluding the  farmer. 

So  I  think  when  the  Senator  said  the  Republican  policy  has 
largely  aw>lted  to  manufactures,  tliere  is  truth  in  it,  but  I  do  not 
think  he  is  right  In  indicating  that  the  Republican  pt»lky  is 
again.st  enacting  a  tariff  on  raw  material.  However,  be  is  cor- 
rect in  the  statement  that  where  a  tariff  is  aisled  on  raw  ma- 
terial there  is  a  demand  for  a  compensatory  duty  en  the  flni.«?hed 
product  to  meet  that  protection.  I  think  that  la  a  statement 
which  is  an  accurate  one. 
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Mr.  PXTTMAN.  I  did  not  intend  to  slate  Itat  It  was  the 
declared  priadvle  at  tbe  RcyoMkao  Party  to  liave  raw  materials 
oo  the  free  Uat  I  stated  that  the  rery  derekypinent  of  the 
protecttre  thfBocy  led  to  that  seatisMnt  It  is  a  sentiment  As 
a  matter  of  eacC.  it  la  y9xj  diOcolt  f or  ns  to  exclude  the  sdAsh 
eleasent  in  the  coatakleratlon  of  the  tariff.  The  manufactarer  is 
trjrlDK  to  iacreaae  his  prosperltj.  Be  tries  to  iacreaae  it  in  two 
ways,  by  sellinc  hicber  and  baying  cheaper.  That  ia  the  oatnral 
■Itnatioa. 

Mr.  FBBS.  If  I  know  my  own  mind  I  woold  vote  for  pro- 
tection on  an  article  that  is  produced  in  Nevada  just  as  quickly 
as  I  would  if  It  were  produced  In  Ohio.  If  I  know  my  own  mind 
that  is  true.  The  locality  or  tlie  geography  eats  no  flgore  with 
me  at  aU. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  do  not  doabt  that  the  Senator  wonld  try 
to  do  tliat.  I  do  not  diarge  tliat  the  principles  to  wldch  I  have 
referred  do  not  extend  to  all  indnstriesw  Nevertheless,  when  we 
annoanced  In  the  Democratic  platform  for  the  equitable  distri- 
botlon  of  the  beneflts  and  the  burdens  of  the  tariff  amongst  all, 
we  had  in  mind  at  that  time  that  hides  and  other  raw  materiala 
had  always  been  on  the  free  list  We  looked  through  tlie  free 
list  and  we  saw  ttiat  all  of  those  tilings  which  were  produced  or 
could  t>e  produced  out  in  the  country,  in  the  mountains,  in  the 
valleys,  in  tlte  mines,  wtfe  largely  unprotected,  wUle  the  very 
men  who  were  attempting  to  carry  on  those  industries  were  par- 
ticipating in  the  support  of  the  great  mannfacturlag  Industries 
eentered  in  tlie  natural  points  in  the  Bast,  by  paying  an  extra 
priee  fbr  their  ftodncts  wlierever  it  was  necessary  for  the  por^ 
pose  of  maintaining  those  industries. 

Mr.  FE8S.    Mr.  Presldeat,  will  the  Senator  yidd  again? 

The  PRBSIDINO  omCER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
jdeld  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr  PITTMAN.    Certainly. 

Mr.  FE8S.  I  do  not  have  any  hesitancy  at  all  in  voting  for 
a  duty  oa  hidaa.  It  seema  to  me  that  the  protective  eiement  or 
the  phikMopiiy  of  proteeti<»  would  justify  that  rote  in  that  It 
would  encourage  cattle  raisLog,  and  it  might  be  and  I  think  It 
would  be  a  oeneflt  to  the  producer  of  hides.  I  have  tlie  tlioufl^t, 
though,  that  if  we  pot  a  tariff  on  hides  we  wonld  be  justified 
In  voting  a  compensatory  dnty  on  the  article  made  tiom  the  raw 
material.  That  would  he  my  theory.  However,  aince  there 
seems  to  be  a  c<MivlctiOD  that  there  ought  to  tie  a  protectioD  on 
hides  I  have  fully  decided  in  my  own  mind  to  vote  for  a  prolec- 
tloo  on  hides,  no  matter  What  would  be  the  oompenaatory  duty 
or  wtkether  any  at  alL  In  other  words,  I  think  that  hides  offer 
a  Tcry  jgood  Item  for  a  protective  argument 

Mr.  FITTMAK.  Compare  it  with  the  situation  we  have  now. 
It  appears  tliat  In  1822  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the 
House,  considering  the  silica  industry  of  the  country,  found 
that  in  places  there  was  strong  competition  with  Belgian  silica 
sand.  It  evidently  was  desired  to  stimulate  the  siUca-sand  or 
glaas-sand  Indnstry  in  this  country,  principally  dealing  with 
the  West  beoaose  these  sands  out  there  can  not  be  sliipped 
any  long  distance.  So  they  j^ced  a  duty  of  |4  a  ton  on  silica 
and  crude  silica.  But  after  collecting  the  duty  for  about  six 
months  the  Treasury  Department  then  held  tluU  crude  t»iUca 
did  not  Include  silica  sand  from  Belgium,  althom^  that  sand 
is  96  per  cent  silica  and  although  the  duty  was  pat  there  for 
the  very  purpose  of  meeting  the  competition  from  that  particular 
sand,  because  there  were  also  In  the  free  list  "sands  free." 
The  result  was  tliat  there  was  no  duty  attempted  to  be  collected 
on  silica  sand  from  Belgium. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  In  just  a  moment  when  I  ahall  have  fiiUshed 
the  thought  I  have  in  mind.  There  was  no  dnty  collected  on 
it  Got  In  the  western  country,  where  the  competition  is  with 
Belgian  sand,  water^riUpped  from  Belgium  at  a  little  over  $2 
a  ton  to  that  point  those  industries  could  not  conttnae.  They 
started  up  during  the  period  of  the  application  ol  thb  tariff  duty 
en  Bslgian  sQlea  sand,  and  then  stopped.  They  are  unable  to 
get  any  eontnct  for  the  sale  of  sand  at  a  price  above  |5J!0  a 
ton  aot  tbmn,  which  Is  not  a  price  that  wiU  allow  them  to 
operate  In  Cact  they  could  not  operate  at  a  inroflt  at  a  less 
prios  than  19  a  ton.  Induding  the  ^  shipping  rate  on  the  rail- 
roads. Am  1  mid,  IS  is  about  |5  cheaper  than  any  other  kind 
of  raw  asatecial  Is  ahipped  for,  because  they  are  trying  to  start 
iqton  that  industry. 

Glass  works  have  started  on  the  Pacific  coast  It  Is  only  a 
regioul  industry  out  there,  but  they  have  started  with  the 
purpose  of  Mipptylng  that  section  with  glass  trom  their  local 
tactoriea  Tlie  demand  for  silica  in  the  form  of  silica  sand  is 
rapidly  tncrsasing.  In  «ftet.  It  has  Increased  trom  about  9JOO0 
tons  In  1«27  to  about  30.000  tons  In  1828.  While  the  market  is 
not  very  large  for  silica  sand  out  there,  the  market  wiU  be 
exceedingly  large  for  the  sand  at  the  ate  at  whldi  the  glass 
faetortes  are  increasing  their  demand.    The  qaesUoo  is,  w»fff 


the  great  saad  depoeKs  of  that  section  of  the  country,  v/here 
the  analysis  shows  them  to  be  jost  as  good  as  the  B^^an 
sands,  tie  allowed  to  be  made  use  of?  We  have  one  concern 
now  that  has  been  in  operation  for  some  time,  and  it  only 
operates  becaose  it  is  under  contract  It  can  not  operate  when 
the  contract  ends.  Their  sand  is  Just  as  good  as  the  Belgian 
sand,  hut  unless  a  duty  is  placed  upon  the  importations  of 
Belgian  sand  those  plants  can  not  operata  There  is  no  guee- 
tion  about  that  because  the  condition  is  right  there.  The 
mining  costs  and  the  transportation  costs  are  there.  If  we  put 
on  the  proposed  rate,  it  will  add  H  a  ton  to  the  cost  of  glass. 
The  compensatory  dnty  has  been  carried  in  the  1922  act  and  in 
the  preaoit  bilL 

Mr.  FESS.  The  question  on  which  I  woxild  Uke  to  have  the 
Senator  give  me  light  is  as  to  the  cost  of  transportation  from 
the  mine  to  the  place  where  tiie  sand  is  to  be  used,  and  whether 
it  is  prohibitive 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  As  I  said,  the  rate  that  is  offered  now  to 
this  little  concern  that  is  trying  to  operate  in  Nevada  is  %5 
a  ton  to  the  glass  plants.  The  cost  of  mining  and  loading  and 
unloading  makes  the  total  actual  cost  of  operation,  which  does 
not  include  overhead  or  depletion  nor  taxes  nor  anything  like 
that,  $7  a  ton. 

Mr.  FESS.  What  Is  the  capacity  to  sui^ly  our  needs  without 
depending  upon  the  Belgian  output? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  geological  reports  show  en(vmous  de- 
posits of  this  high-grade  sand.  Wherever  we  have  found  rock, 
as  the  Senator  very  well  knows,  of  a  volcanic  origin  that  coo- 
tains  a  great  deal  of  silica,  the  silica  being  a  very  hard  rock 
and  almost  impervious  to  the  action  of  water  and  the  atmos- 
phere, in  the  breaking  up  and  disiut^ration  of  that  rock  the 
other  materials  In  the  rock  wash  away  in  the  form  of  clay  soil, 
and  we  hare  a  residue  of  white  sand  called  aHica  sand. 
Throughout  the  entire  United  States  there  are  deposits  of  that 
kind.  Greater  deposits  will  be  found  in  a  volcanic  country, 
f^if-h/iqg^  in  a  granitic  country  a  great  deal  of  it  will  be  found. 
Of  course,  tlie  so-called  perfect  deposit  depends  apparently 
upon  almost  perfect  conditions;  but  there  are  in  New  Mexico 
enomoous  deposits  of  what  they  call  white  sand.  It  was  en- 
deavored to  put  that  section  of  the  country  into  a  park  be- 
cause it  is  so  beautiful.  There  are  great  deposits  in  California 
and  Nevada  and  other  Western  States. 

If  we  apply  this  duty,  it  may  t>e  said  that  it  will  add  $4  a 
ton  to  the  cost  of  glass ;  but  there  is  hardly  any  ^ssware  that 
sells  for  leas  than  $250  a  ton  and  up  to  $2^000  a  ton.  I  do  not 
think  that  win  be  any  tr^nendous  added  burden  on  the  people 
of  the  country.  On  the  other  hand,  if  we  start  up  little  indus- 
tries here  and  there  throughout  the  country,  where  the  popula- 
tion is  not  very  great  and  where  the  transi>ortation  facilities 
are  poor,  the  result  wHl  be  that  we  will  not  only  give  added 
onployment  to  the  men  who  like  to  engage  in  this  industry 
but  we  win  be  furnishing  a  local  market  for  all  of  the  farmers 
In  that  section  of  the  country. 

I  may  say  that  there  are  certain  sections  of  this  country  Uke 
my  own  State  and  like  the  whole  broad  West  where  the  dis- 
tances and  obstructions  are  great  and  transportation  Is  scarce 
and  high ;  where  the  farmer  can  only  attain  a  proper  degree  of 
ty  when  there  is  a  local  market  for  his  produce,  as  the 
rs  of  the  eastern  section  of  the  country  find  a  local  market 
their  producta  What  we  who  are  representing  those  States 
attempting  to  do  is  to  develop  every  possible  resource  in 
at  section  of  the  country  so  that  one  development  may  aid 
mother  development 

We  have  the  opportunity  right  here  in  this  case,  not  to  open 
up  any  great  indnstry,  for  sand  only  moves  a  short  distance, 
put  if  the  owners  of  the  sand  deposits  can  send  the  sand  to 
manufacturing  plants  in  near-by  territory,  as  a  result,  there 
^fll  he  scattered  throughout  that  section  little  enterprises; 
ea<^  enterprise  will  employ  men,  and  those  men  will  buy  farm 
products  which  are  produced  in  the  vicinity.  I  think  it  is  a 
worthy  proposltloo ;  yet  the  only  answer  that  we  hear  to  our 
argum»:it  is  the  question,  "Well,  how  mncb  Is  imptirted?"  I 
say  that  there  is  enough  imporied  to  prevent  the  establishment 
of  that  industry  In  the  West  That  is  evident ;  the  letters  and 
the  testimony  show  that  to  be  so.  We  are  asked,  I  repeat, 
"How  much  Is  Imported?"  Not  much,  but  four  times  as  much 
was  imported  In  1928  as  was  imported  in  1927;  and  the  Im- 
itations will  ke^  on  increasing.  The  question  is  one  purely 
determination  as  to  whether  we  feel  that  we  should  add  $4 
ton  to  the  glass  manufacturers  and  have  this  industry  operate, 
not  have  It  operate.  There  is  not  any  other  question  involved 
the  entire  proposition. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
posed  hy  the  Senator  from  Nevada  in  tlie  nature  of  a  sub- 
ititute  for  the  committee  amendment. 
Mr.  8MOOT.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  naya 


Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretory  wiU  caU  the  roll 
for  a  quorum. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 

Allen                         Edge  Howell  Bchall 

Attburst                    FesB  Jones  Sbeppard 

Barkley                    Fletcher  Kendrick  Shorfrldge 

Black                        Knsler  Keyee  Slmmoiu 

Blaine                      George  La  Kollette  Smith 

Bleas«                        GUlett  McKellar  Smoot 

Borah                        Olenn  MrNary  Steck 

Bratton                    Goff  Metcalf  Steiwer 

Brock                        Ooldaborough  Muaea  Stephens 

Brookhart                Greene  Norbeck  Tbomaa,  Idaho 

Broussard                Hale  Norrla  Thomaa,  Okla. 

Capper                      Harrta  Nye  iy>WDSend 

Caraway                   Harrison  Oddle  Trammell 

Connally                   Hastings  OTorman  Tydlnga 

Copoland                  Hatfield  Patterson  Vandenberg 

Couwna                    Uawes  Phlpps  Walcott 

Cutting                      llavden  rittniaa  Walah.  Ifaaa. 

Dale                          Uebert  Ransdoll  Walah,  Mont 

mil                            Heflln  Re«l  Whe^er 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-six  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present  The  question  i.«? 
on  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  in 
the  nature  of  a  substitute  for  the  committee  amendment 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to  state  what 
the  amendment  is.  It  proposes  to  restore  the  Housje  provision 
of  $4  per  ton  upon  silica  and  crude  silica.  That  was  the  rate 
provided  In  19'J3,  and  that  was  the  duty  jK-ovIded  in  the  bill 
as  it  puNsed  the  House.  As  I  have  already  stated,  the  matter 
really  only  affects  the  western  section  of  the  country.  The 
glass  works  now  being  established  on  the  Pacific  coast  are 
bujing  Belgian  sand  because  It  comes  over  there  in  ballast  and 
is  sold  at  a  price  with  which  sand  produced  two  or  three  hun- 
dred miles  from  there  can  not  compete.  The  manufacturers  are 
willing  to  buy  the  domestic  sand,  and  they  have  started  plants 
there,  but  they  say  they  can  buy  sand  shipped  all  the  way 
from  Belgium  so  much  cheaper  that  they  will  not  under  iwesent 
conditlon.s.  boy  the  domestic  article.  If  we  want  this  Industry 
to  grow  In  the  West  we  have  got  to  fetaln  the  House  provision, 

Mr.  WALSn  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  silica  sand  now  on  the 
free  list? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  is  on  the  free  list  to-day,  but  was  not 
intended  to  be  on  the  free  list.  The  Treasury  Department,  how- 
ever, interpreted  Belgian  sand  which  is  98  per  cent  silica  to  be 
sand,  and  accordingly  it  is  on  the  free  list.  I  am  making  the 
distinction  between  silica  sand  and  sand  in  the  amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  proposed  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nevada. 

Mr.  LA  POLLETTB.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  pro- 
long the  debate  upon  tJils  amendment ;  and  I  am  sorry  to  find 
myself  In  disagreement  with  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
PiTTMAWl.  Nevertheless,  In  the  consideration  of  other  items 
previously  disposed  of  I  have  taken  the  position  that  where 
imports  were  negligible  the  duties  advocated  by  the  committee 
In  many  instances  were  unjustified,  and  I  think  a  similar  situa- 
tion exists  in  this  case. 

Approximately  one-fifth  of  the  cost  of  the  material  In  a  batch 
of  glass  is  glass  sand. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  do. 

Mr  FESS.  The  Senator  said  the  position  of  the  committee 
was  unjustified.    The  committee  has  stricken  out  the  duty. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  referred  to  other  Instances.  The 
Senator  miMunderstood  me. 

Mr.  FESS.    Oh !    I  thought  the  Senator  meant  this  one. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  have  attempted  to  resist  Increases 
or  high  duties  where  the  committee  had  advocated  them  on 
previous  Items  where  imports  were  negligible;  and  I  therefore 
take  the  same  position  concerning  this  item,  and  am  endeavoring 
to  argue  In  support  of  the  position  taken  by  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee. 

Sixty  per  cent  of  the  material  In  a  batch  of  glass  is  composed 
of  glass  sand.  The  Summary  of  Tariff  Information  informs  us 
that  the  value  ot  gla.s8  sand  at  Antwerp,  free  on  board  ship,  la 
about  II  a  ton.  Therefore  this  duty  Is  approximately  400  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  as  advocated  by  the  Senator's  amendment  I 
am  informed  that  they  are  able  to  lay  down  this  glass  sand 
at  the  dock  In  San  Pedro.  Calif.,  at  about  f4  a  ton.    The  pro- 


posed doty  of  $4  a  ton  would  bring  the  coat  of  glass  sand  at 
San  Pedro  to  approximately  $8  a  ton. 

As  has  been  i>oiuted  out  in  the  debate,  the  domestic  proiluc- 
tion  of  glass  sand,  estimated  in  1927.  was  2,000,000  short  tons. 
In  1928  the  imports,  principally  from  Belgium  and  principally 
to  the  West  coast,  were  approximately  38.000  tons,  it  will 
therefore  be  seen  that  the  imports  are  about  one-tMrd  of  1  per 
cent  of  the  domestic  production. 

The  Senator  contends  that  this  amendment,  if  adopted,  wonld 
affect  only  the  west  coast.  I  am  not  entirely  certiUn  that  that 
is  the  case.  Approxlmat^y  61  per  cent  of  the  glass  sand  pro- 
duced in  the  United  States  at  the  present  time  is  produced  in 
West  Virginia  and  eastern  Pennsylvania.  It  is  aovr  being  laid 
down  from  these  domestic  mines,  in  the  Pittsburgh  market  at 
approximately  |4  per  ton.  If  we  take  the  base  o:'.  $1  per  ton 
free  on  board  ship  at  Antwerp,  Belgium.  It  is  obvious  that  they 
can  lay  down  the  foreign  sand  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard  for 
about  |4  per  ton.  The  estimated  freight  from  the  seaboard  to 
the  Pittsburgh  market  would  be  approximately  .|8  per  ton. 
making  the  total  cost  of  Imported  glass  sand  at  Pittsburgh 
approximately  $7  per  ton. 

If  a  $4  duty  is  imposed  upon  this  sand,  It  woold  cocat  the 
Belgian  producers  of  glass  sand  approximately  $11  a  ton  to 
lay  down  this  sand  In  the  Pittsburgh  market,  which  is  about 
$7  above  the  cost  of  that  sand  produced  domestically  now  laid 
down  in  the  Pittsburg  market.  Therefore  if  the  amendment 
proposed  by  tlie  Senator  from  Nevada  is  adopted,  with  thia 
wide  spread  between  the  cost  of  the  imported  sand  and  the 
domestically  produced  sand,  it  is  quite  obvious  that  there  will 
be  an  opportunity  for  the  domestic  prodneers  of  sand  to  elevate 
the  price  and  thereby  Increase  the  cost  of  glass  to  consumers 
in  the  United  States. 

We  should  not  determine  this  Issue  on  the  duty  which  the 
committee  has  imposed  upon  glass.  That  it  seems  to  me,  is  an 
entlrriy  different  subject  and  ^ould  be  considered  upon  its 
merits.  I  believe  that  the  protective  theory  should  not  bo  car- 
ried to  the  point  where  we  are  willing  to  impose  exorbitant 
duties  upon  products  produced  in  the  United  SUtes  when  it  is 
obvlowdy  done  for  a  particular  situation,  and  not  done  with  the 
entire  Industry  and  the  production  of  the  United  Statee  in  view. 

Therefore  I  trust  that  the  amendment  offered  hy  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  will  be  rejected. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President  just  a  second  to  answer  what 
the  Senator  has  said. 

As  far  as  the  small  importation  is  concerned,  I  will  say  that 
the  importations  at  the  competitive  points  on  the  Pacific  coast 
have  increased  400  per  cent  between  1927  and  1928.  The  reason  ■ 
why  there  have  not  been  any  great  Importations  is  becatnse  tliese 
plants  have  just  started  up;  but  the  plants  are  increasing  in 
size. 

As  to  the  other  question,  as  to  the  400  per  cent  If  the  original 
product  cost  flOO  and  It  took  a  $4  duty  to  make  it  competitive, 
no  one  wonld  hesitate  to  Impose  the  $4  duty ;  but  Itecause  the 
original  product  costs  only  $1  a  distinction  is  drawn  as  to  add- 
ing the  $4.  The  reason  it  appears  to  be  400  per  cent  is  because 
the  original  product  itself  is  so  cheap.  As  I  say,  if  it  were  a 
$100  product  and  it  took  $4  to  equalise  it  we  would  not  hesitata 
Because  it  is  a  $1  product  we  hesitate. 

Just  one  other  proposition: 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  says  he  does  not  desire  to  have 
a  tariff  that  affects  certain  sections  of  the  country  only.  It  is 
impossIMe  to  have  a  tariff  that  does  not  affect  different  sections 
of  the  country  differently.  It  depends  on  what  the  different 
sections  produce.  For  instance,  we  have  a  tariff  on  manufac- 
tured articles  that  applies  only  to  States  where  they  have  manu- 
factures. Therefore  we  might  say,  "We  can  not  vote  for  a 
tariff  on  manufactures  because  it  does  not  apply  to  ua" 

The  so-called  backward  States,  which  some  one  bus  criticized, 
at  the  present  time  have  only  ont;  chance  of  developing  indus- 
tries, and  that  is  In  raw  materials.  If  you  give  us  that  chance, 
we  will  start  to  develop. 

As  a  matter  of  fact.  It  Is  shown  that  the  i^nts  on  the  Pacific 
coast  will  take  Belgian  sand,  and  are  taldng  it  now,  because 
it  Is  so  cheap.  It  is  true  that  if  we  put  a  duty  of  $4  on  It  it 
will  Increase  the  cost  of  glass  by  that  amount;  but,  if  there  is 
60  per  cent  of  sand  in  tlie  glass  it  will  not  Increase  the  cost 
of  a  ton  of  glass  over  about  $3.  What  is  an  additional  cost  of 
$3  in  the  case  of  glass  which  varies  In  price  from  $250  to  $2,000 
a  ton?  The  added  cost  carrie<i  to  the  polHic  mean<>  nothing 
at  all.  Tou  have  the  comparison  on  the  one  side  of  causing  the 
public  to  pay  $3  a  ton  more  for  glass  which  sells  fbr  $2S0  to 
$2,000  a  ton.  and  on  the  other  side  you  have  the  establishment 
of  little  mining  communities  throughout  this  country  that  will 
furnish  local  markets  to  the  fanners  in  that  section  of  the 
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CDontry.  I  nj  to  tiie  ienator  from  Wisconsin,  who  is  soeh  s 
strong  friend  of  the  farmer,  that  the  only  bope  for  the  devriop- 
ment  of  farming  tn  many  of  the  wide  spaces  of  the  West,  owing 
to  the  enonnoQs  cost  of  transportation.  Is  to  glT«  an  opportunity 
of  derelopment  of  sw^  leaonrces  oot  tt»ere,  so  tlmt  tliose  farm- 
ers may  sell  their  products. 

That  Is  the  sltnatioa  In  wlilch  we  find  onrsriTCs  in  tliis  wtK)lc 
matter.  If  we  do  not  get  this  duty,  then,  as  the  glass  Industry 
grows  on  tlie  Pacttc  coast,  the  B^an  industry  will  continnc 
to  grow. 

The  VICE  PRBSIDENT.  The  qnestion  fes  on  the  amendment, 
in  the  natnre  of  a  sabstltnte,  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr, 
PirnfAKl  tn  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roU. 

Mr.  JONK8  (when  his  name  was  called).  Tbe  senior  Senatoi 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  BwAHstm]  Is  necessarOy  absent,  and  I  have 
promised  to  take  care  of  him.  I  find  that  I  can  transfer  my 
pair  with  him  to  the  jnnlor  Senator  from  Coiorado  [Mr.  Wates 
MAN],  and  I  do  so,  and  will  Tote.    I  vote  "  y«a.** 

Mr.  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).  The  senloi 
S^oator  from  Wyoming  (Mr.  WArnnr]  is  onaToldably  detained 
I  have  a  general  pair  with  that  Senator,  and  therefore  I  wttli- 
hold  my  Tote. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (when  his  nanM  was  called).  I  hare  e 
general  pair  with  the  Jmiior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr 
WAam).  I  transfer  the  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  1111 
noia  (Mr.  Dmnom}  and  Tote  "yea." 

Tlie  roll  call  was  conchided. 

Mr.  BL&ASE.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  Jnnlor  Senator  fron 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  KcAit].  I  understand  that  If  he  were  preeeni 
he  woold  rote  "yea,"  and  if  permitted  to  vote  I  would  toU 
**  nay."  Until  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  returns  I  would 
like  to  have  It  understood  that  I  luive  a  pair  with  tliat  Senatoi 
without  havlic  It  announced  every  time  there  is  a  vote. 

Mr.  GOPBLAND.  My  ooUeagne  [Mr.  WAeifn]  is  unavoidabl] 
detained.    I  tbink  he  will  be  here  later  in  the  day. 

Mr.  FB8S.    I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Birooam]  with  the  Sen 
ator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Qlass]  ; 

The  Senator  front  Indiana  [Mr.  BoBiifsoH]  with  the  Senator 
from  MlssiasiBfpt  [Mr.  B-rvHXMe] ; 

The  Senator  from  Indiana   [Mr.  Watsoit]  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robnsor]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackxtt]  with  the  Senatoi 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hawks]. 

Mr.  SHSPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  junior  Sen 
ator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kxirci]  is  necessarily  detained  by  Illness 
If  present,  he  would  vote  "  nay." 

I  also  desire  to  announce  that  the  junior  Senator  from  Arkan 
sas  [Mr.  Cakawat]  and  the  junior  Senator  frmn  Mississipp 
[Mr.  SiarHsiTs]  are  necessarily  detained  on  ofBdal  business. 

I  announce  the  temporary  general  pair  of  the  junior  Senatoi 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  CAaAWAr]  with  the  junior  Senator  froac 
Maijoe  [Mr.  Oouu)]. 

The  result  was  announced— yeas  27,  nays  4<  as  follows : 
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Mr.  8M00T.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
beginning  to-morrow,  and  for  the  balance  of  the  week,  the  tarifp 
bill  shall  be  considered,  to  the  exclusion  of  all  other  matter, 
beginoing  at  10.30  in  the  morning  and  running  to  5.30  in  the 
afternoon. 

The  VIC!E  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  HAKBISON.  Mr.  President,  why  does  the  Senator  want 
to  change  the  time  of  meeting  from  10  o'clodk  and  the  time  of 
adjourning  from  6  o'dook  to  5.30? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  That  is  not  the  proposal.  We  will  meet  at  10 
o'clock,  and  there  will  be  a  half  hour  in  the  morning  to  take 
care  of  whatever  may  be  brotight  up.  and  there  will  be  a  half 
hour  before  we  conclude  for  the  day,  between  5.30  and  6 
o'clock.  We  will  not  change  the  time  of  meeting  or  the  time  of 
adjournment.  I  simi^y  ask  unanimous  consent  that,  beginning 
to-morrow  and  tor  the  balance  of  the  week,  everything  shall  be 
excluded  fronr  discussion,  beginning  at  10.30  and  running  until 
5.30,  except  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Tliat  is,  between  10.30  and  6.30  there  shall 
be  nothing  else  considered  except  the  tariff  bill? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Tliat  Is  the  request. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Why  make  it  apply  to  the  late  afternoon? 
As  a  rule,  we  have  not  been  considering  anything  else  up  to  6 
o'clock  but  the  tariff  bill 

Mr.  SMOOT.    When? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  It  is  necessary  to  set  aside  a  half  hour 
in  the  morning  for  other  matters,  it  certainly  ought  not  to  be 
necefisary  to  set  aside  a  half  hour  in  the  aftemoou. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Since  last  Wednesday  evening,  when  we  ad- 
journed, up  to  this  morning,  4  hours  and  50  minutes  have  been 
consumed  in  the  discussion  of  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  discussion  of  other  subjects  was  at  the 
beginning  of  the  sessions,  not  at  the  end. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  has  been  all  the  time  consumed  on  the 
tariff  bin. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  Senator  does  not  mean  that  the  half  hour 
from  10  to  10.30  and  the  half  hour  from  5.30  to  6  o'clock  could 
not  be  used  on  the  tariff? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  time  could  be  used  for  any  purpose. 

Mr.  FESS.  It  could  be  used  for  any  purpose,  but  <m  the 
tariff  bill  if  there  were  nothing  else  to  be  discussed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  what  I  do  not  understand  is 
the  necessity  for  setting  aside  a  half  hour  at  the  end  of  the  day, 
when  we  have  not  been  considering  anything  else  at  the  end  of 
the  day  but  the  tariff  bin. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  may  be  some  matter  that  could  be  acted 
upon  in  the  half  hour. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  a  question.  What  is  to  be  the  effect  of  this  agreement? 
Does  it  mean  that  a  Senator  can  not  discuss  some  other  subject 
if  he  desires? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  it  does  not.  It  means  that  we  are  going  to 
give  more  time  to  the  discussion  of  the  tariff  i>lll. 

Mr.  DILL    And  the  Senator  is  asking  unanimous  consent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  asking  unanimous  consent  that  beginning 
to-morrow  at  10.30,  from  tliat  time  until  5.30  In  the  afternoon, 
no  other  matters  shall  be  discussed  by  the  Senate  with  the  excep- 
tion <rf  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  DILL.     I  will  object  to  that. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.    Objection  is  made. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  would  like  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  he 
modify  his  request  by  taking  oot  the  exception  after  6l30  and 
just  say  beginning  at  10.30  until  the  doee  of  business  on  any 
day  nothing  but  the  tariff  shall  be  discussed.  A  half  hour  is 
enough  for  anything  else. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  wiU  modify  it  in  that  way. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  consent  to  limit 
debate  so  that  we  can  not  discuss  anything  else  except  the  tariff 
bUl.    I  shaU  object. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Washington 
objects. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  we  are  making  no  headway.  I 
am  toid  by  Senators  on  this  side,  I  am  told  by  Senators  on  the 
other  side^  and  coalition  members,  as  they  are  designated — and  I 
have  not  so  designated  them  In  the  past — that  we  are  not  making 
headway.  If  we  are  going  to  pass  this  bill  we  must  have  some 
kind  of  an  understanding.  If  whoever  can  speak  for  the  coali- 
tion  will  tell  me  tbat  tbey  are  opposed  to  a  committee  amend- 
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ment,  I  will  "be  perfectly  willing  not  to  discuss  It  at  all,  but  to 
have  a  vote  upon  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  very  stire  tl»e  Senator  from 
Utah  will  recognize  that  upon  a  proposition  of  tliis  kind  no  one 
is  authorized  to  si)eak  for  the  so-called  coalition,  nor  is  anybody 
authorized  to  speak  for  the  Democratic  side.  I  dare  say  that 
the  sjtme  applies  to  the  other  side.  1  feel  quite  sure  that  the 
Senator  will  be  unable  to  speak  for  those  on  his  own  side.  This 
is  a  matter  which  is  addressed  not  to  any  coalition  or  to  any 
party  organization;  it  is  addressed  to  each  Member  of  the 
Senate  individually. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  I'ractically  speaking,  that  is  true. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  from  Wa^ington  in- 
dividually has  raised  an  objectiwi.  I  trust  the  S«iator  from 
Washington  will  reflect  upon  the  matter,  and  see  if  he  can  not 
accede  to  the  request. 

Mr.  Dili,.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objection  to  an  agree- 
ment that  no  other  business  shall  be  transacted  except  business 
relating  to  the  tariff  bill,  but  that  was  not  the  Senator's  request 
The  Senator's  request  was  that  there  be  an  agreement  that 
there  .shoald  be  nothing  else  discussed  exc^t  that,  and  to  that 
I  shall  object. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Washiiigttn  that  the  agreement  in  any  other  form  would  accom- 
plish nothing,  because  there  is  and  has  been  very  little  time 
consumed  in  the  actual  disposition  of  other  business,  so  that  an 
agreement  that  no  other  bu-siness  should  be  trau.sacted  would  be 
of  very  lit  le  consequence.  For  instance,  to-day  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr  Bbookh.\rt]  addressed  the  Senate  upon  matters  re- 
lating to  I  fce  subject  of  prcAibition.  No  action  was  taken,  but 
of  course  time  was  consumed.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  It  was  not 
consumed  profitably,  but  unless  there  is  some  agreement  that 
the  discussion  shall  be  c-onflned  to  the  tariff  bill — and  I  dare 
say  that  would  be  liberally  construed— it  would  be  useless  to 
have  any  agreement.  At  the  present  time  I  can  not  think  of 
anything  else  which  would  require  discussion. 

Mr,  DILL.  Mr.  President,  what  would  be  the  Chair's  ruling 
if  this  agreement  were  entered  into  and  a  Senator  attempted  to 
discuss  sftme  other  subject? 

.  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  would  have  no  right  to 
interfere  unless  some  S^iator  should  make  a  point  of  order 
against  the  relevancy  of  the  remarks,  in  which  event  the  ques- 
tion would  be  submitted  to  the  Senate  as  to  wheth^  the  Senator 
fihf»uld  be  permitted  to  iwroceed. 

Mr.  IJRATTON.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  will  state  his  inquirv. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  If  the  Chair  should  hold  that  the  matter 
then  being  di.scussed  did  not  bear  directly  upon  the  tariff  bill, 
would  the  Chair  hold  the  Senator  out  of  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  As  the  Chair  has  said,  it  would  be 
a  question  for  the  Senate  to  determine  as  to  whether  the  Sena- 
tor should  be  permitted  to  proceed. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course,  Mr.  President,  the  ulti- 
mate decision  would  not  rest  with  the  Chair;  it  would  rest 
with  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate  would  have  to  pass 
upon  the  question,  of  course. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  As  to  whether  or  not  the  Senator 
was  In  good  faith  di-scussing  the  tariff  bill,  or  whether  his  re- 
marks were  quite  outside  of  the  scope  of  the  tariff  discussion. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  want  to  make  my  position  clear.  I  have  not 
spoken  very  much  during  this  debate,  and  I  do  not  intend  to 
bpeak  very  much  about  the  bill,  except  that  when  the  question 
of  shingles  comes  up  I  may  want  to  speak  tot  a  few  minutes; 
but  this  is  a  proposal  for  a  very  drastic  departure  from  the 
long-established  form  of  debate  in  the  Senate,  and  It  to  me 
marks  a  precedent  to  which  I  can  not  consent.  I  think  it  is 
a  precedent  which  should  not  be  established  in  this  body.  It 
goes  to  the  very  root  of  a  free  forum,  which  the  Senate  has  so 
long  been,  and  because  of  that  principle  I  shall  not  consent  to 
any  such  agreement. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  modify  mv  proposal 
somewhat.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  just  suggested  to 
me  to  make  the  agreement  apply  from  12  o'clock  on.  Will  not 
the  Senator  from  Washintiton  agree  to  that? 

Mr.  DILL.  The  sjune  principle  applies,  Mr.  President.  I 
will  not  agree  to  it 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Washington 
objects. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  l>eg  Senators  to  confine  them- 
selves now  to  the  Wll  and  let  us  get  It  through.  If  we  are  not 
going  to  do  that,  let  Senators  be  men  and  say  that  they  are  not 
going  to  allow  the  bill  to  go  through.  I  know  there  are  enough 
votes  here  to  change  the  rates.  I  am  not  going  to  Insist  ujwn 
them. 

What  I  want  to  do  is  to  get  the  bill  into  conference.  The 
Senate  can  then  decide,  after  the  conferees  have  agreed, 
whether  they  want  the  bill  or  not.  I  know  there  are  votes 
enough  to  defeat  It,  but  when  It  goes  to  conference  I  as  one 
of  the  conferees  am  going  to  try  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of  the 
Senate.     I  beg  of  Senators  to  let  us  pass  the  bill  in  some  form. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  the  remarks  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah  prompt  me  to  say  a  worrd  or  two.  This  Lb 
the  third  tariff  bill  which  has  been  considered  by  the  Senate 
during  my  service  here.  I  can  see  no  difference  between  this 
tariff  bill  and  any  other  tariff  bill.  The  conditions  requiring 
tariff  legislation  are  no  more  imperative  now  than  they  were  in 
1922.  They  are  no  more  imperative  now  than  they  were  in 
1913.  I  am  sure  they  are  no  more  imperative  now  than  they 
were  in  1909.  There  was  at  none  of  these  times  this  constant 
dinning  away  at  speed  with  respect  to  the  dU^xisitlon  of  the 
questions  involved.  Why  should  there  be  now?  Why  should 
not  the  debate  progress  Just  In  the  regular  orderly  way  with 
owxjrtunity  for  full  discussion  of  any  item  that  comes  up? 

I  am  In  entire  accord  with  the  Senator  from  Utah  in  en- 
deavoring to  confine  the  time  of  the  Senate  so  far  as  possible 
to  discussion  of  the  particular  bill  before  us,  but  the  Idea  of 
getting  it  rapidly  Into  the  hands  of  the  conference  committee 
does  not  address  itself  to  me  with  any  particular  force  at  all. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  been  a  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee when  we  passed  all  the  tariff  bills  mentioned,  including 
the  act  of  1909.  I  have  never  before  experienced  what  we  see 
here  now  In  the  consideration  of  the  bill  before  us.  Not  only 
during  the  last  week  but  nearly  every  day  since  we  took  up  the 
bill  some  extraneous  matter  has  been  brought  In  to  take  two  or 
three  or  four  hours  of  time.  That  never  before  happened  In 
the  consideration  of  a  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  agree 
with  that  statement.  I  have  not  observed  that  the  regular 
orderly  course  of  proceedings,  while  the  bill  has  been  before 
the  Senate,  has  been  In  any  degree  different  from  the  regular 
orderly  course  of  debate  in  the  Senate.  Indeed,  Mr.  President, 
I  undertake  to  say,  as  I  said  the  other  day,  that  there  has  been 
perhaps  less  distraction  from  the  very  matter  before  us  than 
with  most  of  the  Important  legislation  which  comes  before  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  nothing  mwe  to  say. 
I.et  us  go  on  with  the  bill  and  do  the  beet  we  can. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  add  to  what  the 
Senator  from  M<»taoa  [Mr.  Walsh  J  said — that  th««  probably 
has  never  been  a  tariff  bill  in  the  recollection  of  any  of  th<iee 
of  us  who  are  here  toHiay  where  there  have  been  recesses  taken 
from  day  to  day,  with  the  Senate  convening  at  10  o'clock  In  the 
moniing  six  days  in  the  week  and  remaining  In  continuous  ses- 
sion until  6  o'clock  in  the  evening.  I  believe  the  record  in 
regard  to  this  bill,  as  far  as  giving  attention  to  the  bill  Itself 
is  concerned,  has  never  been  equaled  before.  Of  course  I  do 
not  know  positively  about  that,  but  I  think  if  the  record  were 
looked  up  It  would  be  found  that  we  did  not  in  the  past  fellow 
the  course  that  has  been  followed  in  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
now  before  us. 

Let  us  stop  wasting  time  talking  about  the  ixxxxdure.  Let 
us  drive  our  horses  ahead  and  go  along  as  fast  as  we  can.  The 
clouds  will  lift  after  while,  and  before  we  know  it  some  day  we 
will  take  a  spurt  and  adopt  two  or  three  himdred  amendments 
in  two  or  three  hundred  minutes.  Under  the  ordinary  pro- 
cedure In  the  consideration  of  any  Important  bill  we  have  to 
go  through  s<miethlng  of  this  kind.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
the  country  is  getting  larger,  the  tariff  bill  is  bigger,  and  we 
are  simply  emphasizing  every  day  that  tlie  way  we  have  been 
considering  tariff  bills  from  the  beginning  of  our  country  dowu 
to  now  has  been  unscientific.  We  have  pot  Into  the  bill  now 
before  us  already  an  amendment  that  will  revolutionise  the 
consid«tition  of  tariff  bills  in  the  future. 

I  regret  this  delay  as  much  as  the  Senator  from  Utah  does, 
but  there  seems  to  be  no  other  way  out.  Let  us  go  on  and  do 
the  best  we  can,  and  eventually  we  will  get  through.  If  we  do 
not  get  through  this  month,  we  will  get  through  next  month. 
Let  us  have  the  happy  thought  in  our  hearts  that  our  successors, 
when  they  come  to  consider  a  tariff  bill,  will  uot  have  to  go 
through  this  rigmarole,  and  they  will  not  have  a  logrolling 
consideration  of  the  bill  either  by  the  committee  or  by  the 
Senate  if  we  shall  keep  in  the  law  tlie  amendment  to  which  we 
have  already  agreed. 
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Ifr.  BLEASB.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  offer  a  remliitlon,  as 
follows : 

Mm9iv04,  That  the  fartbcr  coD>ld«ntion  of  tta«  tuiff  bm  (H.  R. 
2967)  to  proTlde  rerenue,  to  refulate  commerce  with  fofHsn  eotintrfe*, 
to  encourMc  the  Indastriefl  of  tbe  United  States,  to  protect  American 
latmr.  and  (or  other  purpuaes,  be  postponed  antU  tb«  day  following 
the  diapoaltlon  by  the  Senate  of  the  Vare  caae  In  the  resaUr  MoHon 
•f  the  Consresi. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolution  (S.  Res.  148)  sub- 
mitted by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Blsabk]  will 
lie  over  one  day  under  the  rule. 

The  clerk  will  report  the  next  amendment. 

The  Chikf  Clmmk.  <>n  page  3S.  paragraph  206,  mica,  in  line 
24,  the  committee  propofses  to  strike  out  "SO  per  cent"  and 
Insert  **  25  per  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

Mica  aplittlncB,  2S  per  cent  ad  ralorem. 

Th«  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
smemlment  of  the  committee  Just  stated. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  Prenident,  I  had  intended  discussing  the 
two  amendments  to  paragraph  20N3  as  made  by  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, namely,  the  amendment  just  reported  by  the  cleric,  and 
the  aiiieudment  with  refert>nce  to  waste,  scrap,  and  ground 
ml'-a.  ilowever,  I  shall  not  discuss  the  amendments  and  shall 
not  at  the  present  time  offer  any  opposition  to  them. 

I  hare  made  a  somewhat  close  study  of  this  paragraph.  It 
dealM  with  manufactured  and  unmanufactured  mica.  It  divides 
unmanufactured  mica  into  several  different  classiflcatlons.  I 
am  tiioroughly  convinced  that  the  whole  paragraph  relating  to 
mica  as  It  now  stands  is  unbalanced  and  is  discriminatory  in 
the  highest  degree  in  favor  of  the  manufactured  products  and 
•gainst  the  raw  materials  of  that  product  I  am  convinced  that 
no  action  the  Senate  might  take  with  reference  to  the  two 
amendments  would  remedy  the  evil  or  to  any  considerable  ex- 
tent would  mitigate  the  evil.  I  have  therefore  concluded,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  that  I  shall  hold  this  contest  in  abey- 
ance and  when  It  is  in  order  I  shall  offer  a  substitute  for  the 
entire  paragraph,  a  substitute  which  I  think  can  be  written  so 
as  to  do  equal  Justice  to  the  nuinufacturer  and  to  the  producer 
of  the  raw  material. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator,  as  I  understand  It,  reserves  the 
right  to  offer  the  amendment  when  the  bill  reaches  the  Senate? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  going  to  ask  the  Chair  again  to  rule 
upon  the  question  of  whether  the  acceptance  by  the  Senate  of 
the  committee  amendment  will  preclude  me,  when  this  item  Is 
n-ached  later  in  Committt*  of  the  Wholf,  from  offering  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  whole  (taragraph.  Will  it  then  be  in  order  for 
me  tik  offer  a  substitute  for  the  whole  (paragraph,  or  will  I  have 
to  wait  ontil  the  bill  gets  into  the  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  believes  the  Senator 
will  have  that  right  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  is  what  I  thought,  and  that  is  the 
course  I  shall  pursue. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment 

The  umetidment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDE.NT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  CHinr  Clcrk.  The  next  amendment  is  in  paragraph  208, 
page  39,  line  5,  where  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  20 
per  cent "  and  inaert  "  5  per  cent"  so  as  to  read : 

Waste,  acrap.  and  ground  mica,  6  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to 
have  a  brief  explain  tion  as  to  whether  this  is  an  increase  In 
the  duty  or  a  lowering  of  the  duty  and  why  the  change  is 
suggested. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  if  the  Senator  will  pardon 
ue,  I  would  like  to  make  one  or  two  obserrations  about  the 
amendment  which  will  probably  answer  the  queetloo. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  wishes,  I  can  tell  why  this 
amendment  was  made.  I  think  it  will  be  agreeable  to  all  con- 
cerned, as  I  understand  it 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  understood  that 
either  this  amendment  or  the  one  Just  agreed  to  is  agreeable 
to  me.  Bat  I  thought  it  was  u^ieless  to  oppose  the  amendments 
now  as  I  propose  later  to  offer  a  substitute  for  the  whole 
paragraph. 

With  reference  to  the  particular  amendment  now  before  ua, 
a  very  remarkable  thing  developed  upon  inquiry.  At  this  time 
the  amendmeot  groups  waste,  scrap,  and  groond  mica  together 
and  reduces  to  6  per  cent  the  duty  of  20  per  cent  carried  in  the 
preaent  law.  The  duty  Lit  the  present  law,  however,  does  not 
apply  to  waste  and  scrap  mica.  It  applies  only  to  ground  mica. 
The  rate  la  fixed  at  20  per  cent    Waste  is  not  mentioned  in  the 
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paragraph,  Irat  in  the  so-called  "catch-all"  claase  of  the  bill 

waste,"  without  specifying  of  what  kind,  but  waste  generally, 
la  subjected  to  a  duty  of  10  per  cent. 

Under  that  provision  waste  and  scrap  mica  have  been  intro- 
duced Into  the  country  at  the  rate  of  10  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
So  that  we  have  here  together  two  different  articles — scrap  and 
waste  are  about  the  same  thing — one  dutiable  under  the  present 
law  at  the  rate  of  10  per  cent  and  the  other  dutiable  under  the 
present  law  at  the  rate  of  20  per  cent ;  and  they  have  both 
been  reduced  to  a  common  level  of  5  per  cent  under  the  Senate 
committee  amendment;  and  that,  too,  Mr.  President  in  spite  of 
the  fact  that  ground  mica  is  a  manufactured  product,  while 
waste  and  scrap  mica  are  not  manufactured  protlucts  but  are 
the  raw  materials  of  ground  mica.  It  Is  a  most  remarkable 
combination.  Here  it  is  proposed  to  impose  the  same  duty  upon 
both  the  raw  material  and  the  finished  product,  notwithstanding 
that  in  previous  legislation  they  are  differentia ted^-one,  the 
finished  product,  having  been  admitte<l  at  20  per  cent  and  the 
raw  material  having  been  admitted  at  10  per  cent 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina jrield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  am  not  Just  clear  on  the  other  two  products 
which  are  included  in  the  paragraph,  but  speaking  of  ground 
mica,  the  rate  on  which  has  been  reduced,  as  the  Senator  has 
said,  from  20  per  cent 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  said  the  rate  has  l)een  reduced  from  the 
duty  carried  in  the  House  bill. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  duty  carried  In  the  House  bill  of  20  per 
cent  has  been  reduced  to  5  per  cent,  as  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  has  stated.  However,  the  exiwrts  of  ground  mica  are 
very  much  in  excess  of  the  lmp«-)rts ;  in  fact,  from  the  records 
of  the  last  year  or  two  the  imports  have  actually  been  negligible, 
there  having  l)een,  I  think,  only  150  pounds  of  ground  mica 
Imported  last  year.  So  the  natural  resison  assigned  for  reducing 
the  duty  from  20  per  cent  to  5  per  cent  is  that  the  exports  are 
quite  large,  while  the  imports  are  practically  nil.  Away  back 
several  years  ago  the  imports  were  quite  large,  but  for  the  last 
few  years,  as  the  record  demonstrates,  they  have  been  nothing. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  myself  am  not  dispot*ed  to  controvert  some 
reduction  in  the  rate  on  grcnnul  mica.  I  was  commenting  uiwn 
the  inconsistency  in  these  particular  rates. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  might  say,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  a  further 
interruption,  that  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  that  paragraph 
should  be  dividt-d. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  should  be  divided.  If  we  are  to  provide 
that  ground  mica  Is  entitled  to  no  protection  because  theie  are 
no  Imports  into  the  country,  then  we  will  have  scrap  and 
waste,  the  raw  material  out  of  which  mica  is  produced  bearing 
a  duty  of  5  per  cent,  with  no  duty  on  groniul  mica.  It  is  because 
of  Just  such  discriminations  and  inconsistencies  and  crudities 
as  that,  running  through  the  whole  of  the  paragrai)h  with  re- 
spect not  only  to  the  different  classifications  of  raw  material  but 
with  respect  to  the  differential  In  the  rate  as  between  the  fin- 
ished pro<luct  and  the  raw  material,  that  I  think  the  situation 
can  not  possibly  be  met  excei)t  by  a  substitute  for  or  a  rewriting 
of  the  whole  paragraph. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  before  we  pass 
from  this  paragraph  I  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senate  w  the 
fact  that  the  Senate  Finance  Comndttee,  at  least,  has  been 
moved  to  reduce  the  rate  upon  china  clay  from  $2.50,  as  pro- 
poe*eil  by  the  House,  to  $1.5<J;  to  reduce  the  duty  on  silica  and 
to  reduce  the  duty,  at  least,  on  waste  and  scrap  mica.  So  I 
wish  to  inquire  if  that  action  on  the  part  of  the  committee  evi- 
dences the  policy  of  the  Finance  Committee  to  reduce  the  rate 
on  all  raw  products? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  it  does  not.  On 
cut  and  trimmed  mica  the  Senator  will  notice  the  rate  rep  )rted 
by  the  committee  is  35  per  cent.  On  ground  mica  the  rate 
was  20  per  cent  In  the  act  of  1922.  20  f)er  cent  under  the  House 
bill,  and  6  per  cent  unrter  the  committee  amendment.  On 
waste  the  rate  is  10  per  cent  under  the  act  of  1922,  20  per  cent 
in  the  House  bill,  and  5  per  cent  in  the  bill  as  reported  by 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 

The  testimony  before  the  Finance  Committee  was  that  there 
were  no  importations  at  all  of  waste;  in  fact,  we  are  exporting 
It.  So  why  should  there  be  a  duty  of  10  per  cent  Imposed 
upon  it? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senate  should  bear  in  mind 
I  am  not  arguing  against  the  wlstlom  or  the  action  of  the  com- 
mittee in  the  reduction  of  this  particular  duty. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  Senator  refers  to  the  policy? 


Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Yes.  On  the  last  three  itemd  that 
have  been  considered,  practically  all  t>eing  raw  materlahi,  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  was  aiiparently  induced  to  reduce 
the  rate ;  and  I  wanted  to  understand  whether  that  was  a  gen- 
eral policy  of  the  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  consideration  of  the  last  item  relative  to 
silica  it  devel(^)ed  that  in  1927  9,000  tons  were  imported  into 
the  United  States.  Every  pound  of  it  went  to  California ;  out- 
side of  that  which  went  to  the  ports  of  California,  none  came 
Into  this  country.  It  was  for  that  reason,  and  that  reason  only, 
that  the  committee  felt  as  though  a  duty  of  $4  a  ton  was  not 
necessary,  and  that  such  a  duty  should  not  be  imposed. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  ought  to  add  gypsum  to  the  items 
to  which  I  have  referred.  The  Finance  Committee  was  induced 
to  reduce  the  duty  on  gypsum  as  well. 

I  am  moved  to  make  this  inquiry  because  I  discover  that  in 
the  State  of  Connecticut  for  instance,  as  the  Senate  has  here- 
tofore been  advised,  there  were  increased  duties  provided  upon 
44  of  the  52  leading  products  of  that  State,  but  that  a  reduction 
was  urged  and  secured  upon  clay  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
paper,  which  is  produced  in  the  State  of  Connecticut;  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  duty  on  gypstun  was  suggested  by  the  Manufacturers' 
Association  of  the  State  of  Connecticut  because  gypsum  is  not 
produced  in  the  State  of  Connecticut,  but  is  a  raw  material 
used  in  the  manufactures  of  that  State;  and  I  wond«^  how 
far  we  are  to  understand  that  this  policy  finds  expression  in  the 
work  of  the  Finance  Committee  in  putting  raw  materials  on  the 
free  list  and  manufactured  products  on  the  dutiable  list 
Mr.  EDGE  and  Mr.  BRATTON  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield ;  and  if  .so,  to  whom  ? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  that  can  only  be 
decided  by  an  Investigation  of  each  item  as  it  may  be  reached 
covering  various  kinds  of  raw  materials. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  calling  attention  to  four  in 
succession. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Of  course,  even  calling  attention  to  four  is  hardly 
a  basis  for  suggesting  that  any  principle  as  intimated  by  the 
Senator  from  Montana  runs  through  the  bill. 

Perhaps  I  may  be  anticipating  what  the  Senator  has  in  mind, 
but,  referring  to  the  removal  of  the  duty  on  manganese,  for 
Instance,  when  that  item  Is  reached  I  think  there  will  be  a  very 
strong  case  presented — at  least  it  seemed  to  me  In  the  committee 
that  a  strong  case  was  presented — because  of  the  situation 
existing  in  the  trade  and  the  Imports  and  exports  and  {m>duction 
of  that  particular  raw  material.  I  do  not  think  we  can  discuss 
the  rate  on  any  raw  material  except  with  the  facts  in  each  in- 
stance before  us,  as  we  have  had  them  before  us  when  we  dis- 
cussed the  duty  on  the  various  raw  materials  which  we  have 
thus  far  considered,  including  gypsum  and  the  others. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  commodity  mentioned  by  the 
Senator  might  be  added  to  the  list  making  five. 

Mr.  EDGE.  When  the  Senate  reaches  the  various  other 
paragraphs,  as  we  have  reached  those  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Montana  has  referred,  the  facts  will  be  disclosed,  including  the 
Importations,  home  production,  the  ability  of  local  mines  or 
domestic  mines  to  produce  the  material. 

However,  I  do  not  think  we  can  assume  that  there  has  been 
any  general  policy  in  regard  to  the  rates  of  duty  on  raw  mate- 
rial or  infer  that  the  committee  has  followed  any  epedfic  policy 
from  the  action  It  has  recommended  in  any  particular  case.  I 
think  that  to  do  so  is  going  a  little  beyond  the  facts.  We  have 
tried— I  am  sure  I  can  speak  for  myself,  and  I  think,  perhaps, 
for  .some  others — in  so  far  as  any  policy  is  concerned  to  secure 
the  facts,  to  obtain  the  evidence  under  oath,  and  then  when- 
ever it  seemed  to  be  possible  or  proper  to  do  so  to  recommend 
reductions.  As  a  matter  of  fact  it  has  been  charged  that  the 
rates  carried  in  the  bill  are  entirely  too  high,  as  has  been  evi- 
dencetl  in  the  Senate  during  recent  hours,  for  when  the  com- 
mittee has  recommended  a  reduction,  generally  speaking,  it  has 
been  quite  difficult  to  have  It  accepted  by  the  Senate.  So  I 
doubt  if  we  are  ever  going  to  get  any  of  the  rates  in  the  bill  much 
lower  If  even  the  reductions  recommended  by  the  committee  are 
not  accepted  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Thus  far  the  reductions  recom- 
mende<l  .seem  to  be  almost  entirely  on  raw  materials. 

Mr.  EDGE.     No,  Mr.  President  verj'  far  from  it     We  will 
show  in  the  very  next  paragraph,  that  relating  to  pottery,  re- 
ductions In  the  rates  on  the  finished  article  as  compared  to  the 
rates  proposed  by  the  House  committee. 
Mr.  RRATTON  obtained  the  fioor. 

Mr.  BARK  LEY.  Will  not  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
agree  also J 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senates  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     1  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLBTY.  I  want  In  reply  to  the  S^iatw  from  New 
Jersey,  to  suggest  that  the  amesdmoit  to  which  he  refers  as 
a  reduction  in  the  rate  on  chinaware  is  a  reduction  of  the 
House  provision ;  but  the  House  provision  raised  the  rates  mate- 
rially  above  those  provided  by  present  law,  and  the  amendment 
rec<xnmended  by  the  committee,  if  adopted,  will  also  increase 
the  rates  above  those  in  the  presait  law. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  want  to  take  the  time 
of  the  Senate  to  discuss  the  paragraph  unt*|  it  shall  be  reached ; 
but  there  is  one  item  in  the  pottery  schedule  on  whidi,  as  I 
recall,  a  duty  of  70  per  cent,  as  provided  by  the  House  bill,  has 
been  reduced  to  55  per  cent.  I  refer  to  the  type  ot  china 
known  as  t>one  china. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  committee  proposes  to  reduce  the  rate 
in  the  present  law  oa  bone  diina? 

Mr.  EDGE.  Give  us  credit  at  least  for  redocing  rates  In 
the  bill  from  those  provided  as  it  reached  ua. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President  before  we  pass  from  para- 
graph 208  I  desire  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee  what 
change  is  made  in  this  bill  as  compared  to  existing  law  with 
reference  to  the  raw  material. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  under  the  present  law  on  mica 
valued  not  above  15  cents  per  pound,  the  duty  is  4  cents  a 
pound. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  So  that  no  change  has  occurred  in  that 
section. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  House  i»t}Tided  a  duty  of  4  cents  a  pound 
and  the  Senate  committee  allowed  4  cMits  a  pound.  On  mica 
valued  ab^ive  15  cents  a  pound  the  act  of  1922  provided  a  rate  of 
25  per  cent ;  the  House  provided  a  rate  of  2  cents  a  pound  and 
25  per  cent  and  the  Senate  committee  provided  the  same 
rate  as  the  House. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Those  are  the  only  two  kinds  of  raw 
materials  in  the  paragraph? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that 
on  cut  or  trinuned  mica  the  rate  under  the  act  of  1922  was  30 
per  cent;  the  House  provided  a  rate  of  30  per  cent,  and  the 
Senate  committee  recommends  an  increase  in  that  rate  to  35 
per  cent. 

On  splittings  the  act  of  1922  provides  a  rate  of  30  per  cent ; 
the  House  bill  provided  a  rate  of  30  per  cent  and  the  Senate 
cmnmittee  reduced  that  rate  to  25  per  cent 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Just  there  will  the  Senator  from  Utah 
explain  briefly  what  moved  the  committee  to  make  that  re- 
duction? -•  ■    : 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  decrease  In  the  rate  on  mica  splittings  will 
affect  a  commodity  not  produced  in  the  United  States  except 
experimentally.  It  did  not  seem  necessary  to  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  to  provide  a  rate  of  more  than  25  per  cent,  which 
is  generally  the  rate  in  the  basket  clause  in  this  schedule  and 
other  schedules  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  permit  an  inter- 
ruption ? 

Mr.  BRATTON.    Certainly. 

Mr.  REED.  Splittings  are  really  raw  mataial  for  further 
manufacture. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  understand  that  How  does  the  domestic 
production  of  mica  valued  at  15  cents  a  pound  or  less  compare 
with  the  production  of  mica  valued  at  more  than  15  cents  per 
pound? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  are  no  tables,  and  the  committee  was 
informed  that  it  was  almost  impossible  to  segregate  them. 

Mr.  BRATTON.     Very  wril. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  passed-over  amendment 
will  be  reported. 

The  Le»i8lattvk  Cubk.  In  paragraph  211,  on  page  40,  line 
15,  at  the  beginning  of  line  15,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
"  10  cents  per  dt)zen  pieces  and,"  so  as  to  read  : 

Earthenware  and  crockery  ware  composed  of  a  nonvltrtfled  abaortient 
Iwdy,  Indndlng  white  granite  and  a^ntporcelain  earthenware,  and 
cream-colored  ware,  terra  cotta,  and  stoneware,  Includins  clock  cases 
with  or  without  movements,  pUl  tiles,  plaqaee,  ornaments,  charma, 
vases,  statuea,  statuettes,  mags,  cups,  steins,  lamps,  and  all  other 
articles  composed  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  such  ware;  plain  white, 
plain  yellow,  plain  brown,  plain  red,  or  plain  black,  not  painted, 
colored,  tinted,  stained,  enameled,  gilded,  printed,  ornamented,  or 
decorated  In  any  manner,  and  manufactures  in  chief  value  of  such 
ware,  not  specially  provided  for,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  qnesti(Hi  la  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 


5180 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


• 


.  I 


M r«  BARKLFTT.    Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  a  susgestion  i 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Ia<  mv  Inquire  of  the  Seiifttor  first  If  he  desires 
me  to  offer  the  aniendment  which  I  Intend  to  propose  to  the 
•mendmt'nt  nt  the  bottom  of  the  page,  or  does  he  desire  to  take 
tip  tbe  amoadment  in  line  IS? 

Mr.  BARKLKT.  I  was  foing  to  Rnggest  to  the  Senator  that 
wc  ml(cht  nvoid  oonsidembie  dlscusf^ion,  and  nave  a  good  deal  of 
time.  In  view  of  what  the  t*euate  in  all  prolmblllty  will  do,  if 
we  cimld  agr»>e  to  the  amendment  on  line  15,  and  also  agree  to 
the  Henate  amendment  on  lines  18  and  19,  except  so  far  as  the 
amendment  subfrtitatef*  "56"  for  "50,"  and  then  strike  oat  the 
rest  of  that  section,  and 

Mr.  8MOOT.  And  leave  the  rest  of  the  parngrai*,  Mr. 
President — the  amendment  on  line  20.  Mr.  Beaman  has  just 
calletl  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  wording  of  that  amend- 
ment is  hanlly  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  I  agree  that  If  It  Is  going  to  be 
•d«)pted,  it  ought  to  be  changed. 

Mr.  SMOOI'.  If  mast  be  changed;  and  I  have  the  change 
ready  to  offer  now,  or  after  the  other  two  am«idments  are 
•greed  to  or  rejected. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  That  Is  all  right.  It  will  be  enHrely  agree- 
able that  that  lie  offered ;  bat  I  want  to  make  the  same  sugges- 
tion with  respect  to  it  that  I  woald  make  with  reference  to  the 
present  language. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fbbs  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  .Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  HMOOT.    I  da 

Mr.  COl*ELAND.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  agree 
to  this  propoaal  and  leove  this  matter  as  suggested  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky.  Otherwise  It  is  boand  to  lead  to  long  dl«- 
cna8i<in. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  feel  that  It  is  only  proper  at  this  time  to 
offer  the  substitute  for  this  language  as  submitted  to  me  by  the 
drafting  bareau. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  will  say  that  I  have  seen  that  draft. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  certainly  agrees  that  this  provl- 
■Ion  shoald  be  adopted  in  place  of  the  other. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes;  that  Is,  as  an  amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

I  send  the  amendment  to  the  desk  ana  ask  that  It  be  stated. 
It  propuws  to  stride  out  the  amendment  on  line  20,  page  40, 
down  to  the  end  of  line  34,  and  to  Insert  the  matter  whldi  I 
ask  to  have  read. 

Mr.  HABRISON.-  Mr.  President,  a  pariiamentary  Inquiry 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HARRISON,  If  this  subaUtute  should  be  adopted,  then 
we  will  be  permitted  to  vote  It  down  afterwards,  will  we  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Oh.  that  Is  understood.  This  is  Just  a  substi- 
tute. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     We  do  not  want  to  get  caaght  here. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  will  be  In  the  same  status  as  tlie 
present  ameidmeot 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  Is  Just  perfecting  the  amendment  If  the 
Senator  desires,  I  will  make  an  explanation  of  it 

Mr.  H.\RRISON.    I  understand  It 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  substitute  amendment  will 
be  stated. 

The  LBoiBLA-nTK  Clok.  On  page  40,  It  Is  proposed  to  strike 
out  lines  20  to  24,  Inclusive,  and  Insert  the  following : 

On  cups  not  imported  with  their  taucera,  and  saacen  not  imported 
with  their  cups,  and  on  platea,  any  of  th«  for<>goinf  rahwd  at  not  mor« 
than  50  c«ota  per  doseo,  10  cents  per  doaen ;  on  cups  imported  with 
thetr  aaucfrs,  and  sancera  imported  with  their  cups,  vaiiMd  togrtber  it 
■ot  Bor*  than  50  cents  per  doMn  caps  and  doaea  aaacera,  10  cents  per 
dosen  separate  pieces. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRt:SIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yleki  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska?  ' 

Mr.  NORRIS.  1  did  not  know  that  the  Senator  from  Utah 
had  the  floor.    I  am  perfectly  willing  to  take  It  either  way. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  wiU  not  take  the  time  to  make 
the  explanati<ni,  now  that  it  Is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     It  has  not  been  agreed  to  yet 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    What  I  was  going  to  suggest 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  desire  to  be  heard  befor«  we  vote  on  it 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  To  whom  does  the  Senator 
from  Utah  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     What  Ls  being  done 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  understaiid  what  la  being  donek  bat  it  has 
not  been  done  yeL 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFTCER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
jjleld  to  the  Senator  frtwn  Kentucky? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  sit- 
ting down,  and  I  addressed  the  Chair  some  time  ago.  I  wonder 
^hy  I  have  not  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Utah  had 
die  floor.  The  Senator  from  Utah  having  yielded  the  floor,  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  is  rect^nlr.ed. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  thought  the  Chair  had  recognized  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    No. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  we  are  all  trying  to  reach  the  same 
^d. 

Mr.  B.\RKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Ijlebrflska  yield  to  me  Just  for  a  suggestion? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Konturky. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  want  to  make  a  Bus^^estion  myself.  That  is 
what  I  got  the  floor  for.  I  would  have  had  it  made  long  ago 
Ir  Senators  had  let  me  alone. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  both  in  the  sugprested  substl- 
tnte  that  has  beon  read  from  the  clerk's  desk  and  also  in  the 
irinted  amendment  is  this  language: 

Vaiaed  at  not  more  than  50  cents  per  doaen,  10  cpnta  per  dosen ; 
en  cups  and  saucers  Imported  as  nnlts,  valued  at  not  more  than  50 
cents  per  dosen  units.  10  cent«  per  doi4>n. 

I  desire  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  because  I 
t  m  trying  to  get  8t)me  information. 

If  I  understand  this  iangnage,  the  same  language  appears  in 
me  proffereil  substitute.  Cups  and  saurers  that  are  valued  at 
aO  cents  and  less  per  dozen  have  a  10  per  cent  specific  tariff 
nat  does  not  apply  to  cups  and  saucers  if  thn  value  is  more 
t^an  50  cents  per  dozen.     Is  not  that  right? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yps,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Now,  the  point  occurs  to  me — there  may  be 
lome  explanation  of  it  that  I  do  not  know  anything  al)out — 
'vhy  is  It  that  we  are  going  to  levy  a  heavier  tariff  on  cheap 
I  ups  and  saucers  than  on  the  more  expensive  ones?  It  seems 
1  o  me  that  is  contrary  to  the  very  theory  under  which  we  build 
up  the  tariff.  If  there  is  some  reason  for  it  I  should  like  to 
lave  it  stated.    1  do  not  understand  it. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
^ska  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    As  I  understand,  that  is  where  the  compe- 

tlon  comes  in — not  on  the  higher-priced  goods.     The  Senator 

II  find  that  it  frequently  occurs  in  tariff  bills  that  the  rate 
higher  on  the  low-priced  gootls  than   It  is  on   the  higher- 
Iced  goods.     There  is  no  reason  for  raising  the  tariff  on  the 

igber-priced  goods,  because  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  pro- 

uctlon  at  home  and  abrood  Is  not  apparent ;  but  on  the  lower- 

ced  goods  the  competition  is  keener,  and  the  difference  in  the 

St  of  production  at  home  and  abroad  Justifies  the  tariff,  at 
st  in  the  ojrfnion  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  I'resident  that  explanation  to  quite  an 
4itent  appeals  to  me ;  but  it  still  leaves  us  In  this  position,  it 
ipems  to  me.  that  in  proportion  to  what  he  is  buying,  as  far  as 
tax  is  concerned,  the  poor  man  is  paying  a  higher  tax  than  the 
4ich  man  on  his  cups  and  .oncers.    Does  not  that  follow? 

Mr.  COUZENS.     That  absolutely  follows;  but 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  want  to  avoid  that  if  there  is  any  possible 

y  of  doing  it. 

Mr.  COI'ZENS.     I  do  not  see  how  we  can  avoid  it  if  we  are 

ing  to  base  the  tariff  on  the  difference  in  cost  at  home  and 
broad.    In  other  words,  If  the  men  out  of  work  and  the  indu.s- 

es  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  cheap  goods  are  the  ones 

at  suffer,  those  are  the  ones  that  have  to  have  the  tariff. 
t  does  not  necessarily  follow  that  the  others  have  to  have  it 
qecause  they  do. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  this  morning  I  was  called  out 
iiy  a  delegation  of  laboring  men  In  the  pottery  business,  and 
t  ley  called  attention  to  the  very  thing  I  have  stated — that  the 
e  feet  of  the  amendment  of  the  committee  was  to  put  the  biggest 
hjurden  on  the  poor  man.    They  were  complainlnji  about  It.  as 

understood,  although  I  must  say  that  I  have  not  had  any 
t|me  to  devote  to  this  pottery  schedule,  and  I  have  not  devoted 

ly  time  to  It. 

I  understood  fntm  the  beginning  that  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  McMastebI  was  going  to  make  a  specialty  of  this 
^^eduie,  and  he  has  done  that     Unfortunately,  I  find  from  his 


offlce  this  morning  that  he  will  not  be  able  to  be  here  for  some 
time  yet  on  account  of  illness  of  a  very  serious  nature  in  his 
family.  They  tell  me  also  that  he  has  devoted  a  great  deal 
of  time  to  thiB  schedule,  and  accumulated  a  good  deal  of  infor- 
mation on  it.  I  did  not  Intend  to  do  anything  about  it,  because 
I  confess  my  Ignorance  of  it,  until  these  men  called  on  me  this 
morning.  That  point  appealed  to  me  right  away.  It  aeemed 
to  me — periiape  there  is  no  escape  from  it,  but  it  seemed  to  me— 
that  on  the  basic,  fundamental  principle  we  were  wrong  In 
taxing  the  poor  man's  cups  and  saucers  higher  than  we  do  the 
cups  and  saucers  of  the  more  wealthy  class. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  do. 

Mr  EDGE.  Did  I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that  the 
delegation  that  waited  on  him  yesterday  was  composed  of  men 
employed  in  the  potteries? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  BIXiE.  And  did  I  understand  the  Senator  further  to 
say  that  these  men  did  not  want  this  extra  protection? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  Is  what  I  understood.  I  did  not  have 
time  to  go  over  the  matter  with  them  sufficiently  to  t>e  sure,  but 
I  understood  that  was  their  position. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  am  amazed  at  that  statement  because  I  will 
say  without  reservation  that  all  the  information  the  committee 
has  had  from  representatives  of  the  industir — and  we  have 
affidavits  and  staclcs  of  information  that  I  think  the  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Gorr]  has  in  his  possession — ^from 
potters'  unions  and  associations  has  been  asking  tor  this  duty; 
In  fact,  asking  for  a  much  higher  duty  in  order  that  their 
employment  shall  continue. 

Sui^ementing  the  very  able  answer  of  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Oouzkns],  which  practically  covered  the  matter, 
the  committee  ascertained,  through  samiries  exhibited  before 
the  cwnmittee,  that  importations  of  this  cheap  type  of  table- 
ware from  Germany,  Japan,  and  other  ports  of  the  world  were 
at  such  low  landed  cost  that  a  specific  duty  was  absolutely 
essential.  An  ad  valorem  duty,  unless  very  high,  would  not 
have  amounted  to  a  hill  of  beans.  You  can  buy  a  complete 
decorated  dinner  set  made  in  Japan  at  an  average  price  of 
$12.80.  You  can  easily  see  how  little  a  dozen  cups  or  saucers 
would  cost 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  will  say  to  my  friend  from  New  Jersey  that 
I  have  here  a  letter  from  the  president  of  the  National  Brother- 
hood of  Operative  Potters  that  was  bi*ought  to  my  desk  Just 
a  few  minutes  ago,  and  I  will  read  the  last  paragraph  of  it: 

We  wlli  greatly  appreciate  your  support  in  the  rejection  of  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee,  and  the  retention  of 
the  rates  in  paragraphs  212  and  213. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Of  the  House  bill? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  He  undoubtedly  means  paragrai^is  211  end 
212  when  he  says  that 

Mr.  EDGE.  He  means  the  retention  of  the  provisions  of  the 
House  bill. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  amendment  we  are  considering  now  la  in 
paragraph  211. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Yes ;  but  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  his  cor- 
respondent apparently  prefers  the  House  bill ;  and  If  the  Sena- 
tor will  consult  his  copy  of  the  House  bUl,  he  will  find  that  the 
same  rate  of  10  cents  per  dozen  pieces  exists  without  any  limi- 
tation that  the  value  must  be  less  than  00  cents  a  dozen.  In 
other  words,  it  applies  everywhere. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  would  have  some  sympathy  with  that  I 
will  say  to  my  friend.  Let  me  say  right  on  that  point  that  I 
believe,  even  though  from  the  cost-of -production  theory  thare 
was  not  any  reason  for  doing  it,  I  would  prefer  to  have  this 
apply  all  the  way  up  than  to  stop. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Speaking  personally,  I  should  be  entirely  sat- 
Ifjfied  with  the  House  provision ;  but  the  reason  for  the  limita- 
tion, as  it  were — 60  cents  over  and  under — was  the  obvious 
fact,  at  least  it  so  Impres.sed  the  committee,  that  a  specific  rate 
of  duty  of  10  cents  per  dozen  for  chlnaware  costing  above  50 
cents  a  doaen  soon  reached  a  point  where  it  did  not  amount  to 
much.  I  am  entirely  satisfied  with  the  House  provision,  how- 
ever. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  questicm ;  and  I  am 
asking  it  only  for  Information. 

Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Not  at  present  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  a  question.  Is  50  cents  a  dozen  rather  a 
high  price  or  a  low  price  for  cups  and  saucers? 


Mr.  EDGE.  The  price  of  the  competing  Imported  ware  that 
came  to  the  committee's  attention  and  prompted  this  limltatioa 
was  mostly  under  50  cents  a  dozen. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  How  high  does  It  go?  Can  the  Senator  give 
me  that  Information? 

Mr.   EDGE.     I  can  not  give  the  Senator  that  Information 
without   consulting  the  data   here.     It   however,   goes  up  to 
almost  any  figure.     Of  course,  It  is  perfectly  obrloas  that  a 
specific  rate  ot  10  cents  per  docen  on  chlnaware  costing  a  hun- 
dred dollars,  and  so  forth,  would  be  ridiculous;  so  we  simply 
tried  to  differentiate. 
Mr.  NORRIS.    Yea ;  a  q)eclflc  rate  would  not  be  enoujii  there. 
Mr.  EDGE.    That  was  the  committee's  viewpoint 
Mr.  NORRIS.    In  other  words,  If  we  are  going  to  tax  It  as  a 
luxury,  this  much  a  dozen  on  cups  that  cost  a  thousand  dollars 
would  not  be  anything. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  wIU  the  8enat<x>  yield? 
The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.    Does  the   Senator  from   Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  Senators  prefer  the  House  Mil.  I  have  not 
the  least  objection  to  agreeing  to  the  provision  of  the  bill  Just 
as  It  came  from  the  House. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  may  I  suggest  to  the  Sena- 
tor that  the  S^iate,  In  our  opinion,  does  not  prefer  the  House 
bin,  nor  does  it  prefer  the  recommendation  of  the  Senate  com- 
mittee. If  the  Senator  and  those  who  now  appear  so  anxious 
to  Increase  these  rates  on  the  poorer  people  who  buy  this  cheap 
china  insist  on  these  Increases,  It  will  take  about  three  days  of 
time  here  before  we  will  finish  the  consideration  of  this  <me 
Item.  We  have  been  led  to  believe  that  the  Senator  might  recede 
from  his  insistence. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  hope  Sraators  will  allow  me  to  finish ;  I  am 
about  throujrh.  I  want  to  ask  another  question.  How  do  these 
rates  compare  with  those  in  the  present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  "Hie  present  law  does  not  Include  the  provision 
for  10  cents  per  dozen  pieces. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  other  is  Just  the  same  In  every  other 
respect  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  ad  valorem  la  the  same  In  all  other 
brackets. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    The  only  change  from  the  present  law  is  the 
addition  of  this  10-cent  specific  dutyT 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    The  present  law  provides  00  per 
cent  for  the  second  class  and  that  la  raised  to  06  per  crat 
Mr.  GOFF  and  others  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  from   Nebraska 
has  the  floor.    To  whom  does  he  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  reply  to  what  the 
Senator  from  M<mtana  has  said.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana, Instead  of  thinking  of  the  present  law,  is  thinking  of  the 
bill  as  it  passed  the  House. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  No;  I  have  the  present  law  before 
me.  There  is  a  straight  45  per  cent  on  the  one  class  and  a 
straight  50  per  cent  on  the  other  dass.  This  bill  fixes  a  specific 
rate  of  10  cents  in  addition  to  the  60  per  cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.    My  statement  was  that  we  would  disagree  to 
the  amendmmt  snd  the  only  change  after  that  action  would  be 
the  acceptance  of  the  10  cents  per  dosen  provided  tor  in  tlie 
House  bUl.    That  is  what  I  stated. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Quite  right. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Now,  Mr.  President  let  me  make  a  statement 
before  I  yield  the  floor.    Of  course,  this  item  will  be  subject  to 
amendment  again  when  the  Senate  reaches  the  stage  in  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  when  individual  amendments  will  be  In 
order.    The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  MoMastb],  as  I 
said  a  while  ago,  has  devoted  a  great  deal  of  time  to  this  sched- 
ule, and  has  accumulated  a  great  deal  of  information  on  it. 
He  was  anxious  to  participate  in  the  debate  on  the  schedule,  but 
for  reasons  I  have  explained  already,  it  is  Impossible  for  him  to 
be  here  to-day.    I  told  his  secretary  this  morning,  when  he  could 
not  give  me  any  definite  idea  as  to  when  the  Senator  could  come 
to  the  Senate,  that  I  did  not  feel  disposed  to  ask  the  Senate  to 
delay  consideration  ot  this  schedule,  and,  much  as  I  regretted  to 
do  it,  that  I  thought  we  ought  to  go  on  without  waiting  for  hira, 
and  later  on,  when  he  would  probably  be  in  the  Senate  again, 
he  could  offer  any  individual  amendment  he  wanted  to  present 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  let  me  say,  in  reply  to  that 
suggestion,  I  realize  that  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  has 
given  a  certain  amount  of  study  to  this  question,  but  we  are  pre- 
pared to  go  on  with  the  consideration  of  It  if  It  is  desired  to  do 
so.    I  personally  would  not  feel  Justified  in  asking  that  It  go 
over  on  account  of  the  absence  of  the  Junior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota,  but  if  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  or  the  senior  Senator 
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troa  Bootti  Dakota  (Mr.  Nombx^k]  desire  to  have  tbto  aectloi 
0»  orer  oo  account  of  the  ab^euce  of  the  Jtmlor  Senator  fnni 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  McMasteb]  I  should  have  do  objection  tf 
that :  b«t  we  are  pcvfiared  to  fo  on  with  it  now. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  secretary  of  the  junior  8eiiat<v  fro^ 
Sooth  DakoU  [Mr.  MoMastbiI  has  toid  me  that  it  is  nncertaii 
aa  to  when  the  Senator  can  cotae  bade  to  the  Senate.  It  migt  t 
be  a  few  daja,  or  it  misht  be  two  or  three  weeka.  I  have  a 
readj  explained  to  him  that  under  the  drcamataaeea  I  did  net 
think  we  had  any  reaaonahla  right  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utan 
to  postpone  the  consideratioo  of  this  item.  It  wo%M  not  make 
m«cft  differeoce,  anywaj,  because  later  on  the  Senator  froii 
South  Dakota  will  be  able  to  offer  anj  indtridual  anieaidment|B 
ke  Bay  desire  to  submit. 

Mr.  EIXIE  obUhoed  the  floor. 

Mr.  HAIIHISON.     Mr.  Prertdent 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne^ 
Jcney  yield? 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  yidd  to  the  Senator  from  MississtppL 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  deiiat^ 
on  this  paragraph  ba  limited  to  Atc  ailnafw  on  the  part  of  any 
one  Senator. 

Mr.  GOFF,  Mr.  NORBECK.  and  Mr.  BABKLBY  addnsSM^ 
tke  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICES.    la  there  objectka? 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  do  not  want  Co  object,  but  I  want  to  gdt 
Into  the  dobata  a  littla  bit.  I 

Mr.  HARBISON.  I  wanted  to  get  In  a  little  bit,  too.  bat  [ 
jMt  wantod  to  sK  along  and  expedita  tiie  laatter. 

Mr.  GOIT.     Mr.  Presldeat 

Tbe  PRBSmiNO  OFFICBB.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nei 
Jersey  yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  RDQB.    I  yield  to  the  ScMtor  from  West  Ylrgtula. 

Mr.  H.\RRISON.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inqalry. 

The  PRESIDING  OrFIGBR.    Tbe  Senator  wiH  state  It. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  What  became  of  my  murnhDona^onasn  t 
request? 

Tbe  PRB8IDING  OFFICER.    Then  was  objection. 

Mr.  NORBECK.    I  objected  to  it 

TlM  PRBBIDINO  OFFICKR.  The  Senator  from  Mew  Jene^ 
ylelda  to  tbe  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  Prertdcnt,  I  wish  to  state  that  my  unda 
standing  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  conunittee  whla 
appears  on  lines  20  to  24,  in  paragraph  211,  page  fO,  wiiSeh  wsb 
■Bperaedod  by  the  cfaan«e  propooed  by  tbm  Senator  from  Utali. 
was  objectionabla,  for  the  reason  that  on  cnpa,  saoccrs,  or 
platen  rained  at  not  more  thaa  50  centa  a  doaen  there  was  Bog- 
geated  a  rate  of  10  cents  a  doaen.  The  objection  that  wm 
atlranced  by  those  with  whom  I  canferrad—aad  thoy  were  ni- 
t—iitioaahly  the  aasM  people  with  whom  the  Senator  froii 
Nebraska  and  others  eonfarred — was  that  If  the  cupa,  saacen  i, 
or  plate*  wore  valoed  at  51  cents,  then  the  duty  of  10  ccmi 
per  doxen  would  not  apply  and  the  cupl^  saooera,  and  platea  s  > 
valned  would  eooM  In  under  the  free  list  ami  would  come  In  1 1 


Mr.  NORRIS.    Not  under  the  free  Hat 

Mr.  EDGE.    Under  the  ad  Talorem  dofty. 

Mr.  OCNTF.  Well,  under  tbe  ad  raiormn  duty.  As  I  undei- 
■feood  further,  when  the  ooandttee  waited  upon  me  this  mon- 
Ing,  and  also  qkhi  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Carm.ANB: , 
they  informed  us  that  they  fatteaded  to  see  or  had  aem  ttj* 
Senator  from  Nebraska,  and  that  it  was  their  wlah  that  all 
the  comaAittee  amendments  be  eliminated  so  as  to  restore 
House  laBgnage  as  the  House  bill  came  to  the  Flxmace 
Bilttee  of  the  Senate.  They  adTaneed  the  argument  at 
tima  tbnt  It  would  not  only  guarantee  employment  to 
labor  that  might  otherwise  be  thrown  out  of  enqtloyment 
that  it  would  at  the  aaaae  time  protect  the  manufacurtt. 

There  were  present  in  this  committee  not  only  the  representa- 
tlves  of  the  mattuftoctuxera  bnt  the  repreaentatlTes  of  orga 
labor.    I  did  not  see  this  committee  In  conference  with  el 
tka  Senator  from  Nehraska  or  the  Senator  frwa  New  York,  b 
I  undentand  that  the  senior  Senator  from  New  York  saw  th< 
committee,  and  saw  them  aahaequent  to  their  Interriew  wi 
BM,  and  that  they  also  aaw  the  Senator  from  Nebraska, 
that  the  maBufactarers,  aa  well  as  the  repreaentatlrea  of 
labor  employed  la  the  production  of  theoe  caps,  aaaoera, 
platea,  sUted  that  each  aide  would  be  perfectly  satisfied,  am 
that  the  American  product  wonM  be  materially  aided  if  w< 
could  agree  to  eliminate  entirely  the  Senate  committee  amend 
meat  aad  go  back  and  adopt  the  House  bill  aa  it  stood. 

Mr.    SMOOT.    Mr.   Presideat.   will   the   Senator   from  Sen 
Jeraay  yield? 

Mr.  KDOB.    I  yield  the  floor.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  am  perfectly  wUUng  to  withdraw  the  ooia 
mlttea  amendment  and  then  rote  upon  the  one  amendment,  U 


proTlde  10  cents  per  doieu  piecee.  found  on  line  16,  without  any 
further  discussion  at  all. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  mugt  object  to  that  There  has  been  dis- 
cussion over  on  the  other  side,  and  there  is  going  to  be  a  little 
over  on  this  side,  now. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Does  the  Senator  object  to  the 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  if  I  can  get  per- 
missloD  of  the  Senator,  that  tbe  debate  oo  any  amendment  to 
this  paragraph  be  limited  to  five  minutes  on  the  part  of  any  one 
Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Ib  there  objection? 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  have  no  objection,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Mlnifwippl,  but  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from  New  York 
kin'lly  to  state  whether  or  not  my  version  of  this  interview  is 
as  'he  understood  it 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  fr<Mn  Utah 
yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York  for 
that  purpose. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  has  stated 
the  situation  exactly  as  presented  to  me.  For  my  part  I  would 
like  to  see  these  amendments  discarded  and  the  bill  pasned  as 
it  came  from  the  House,  and  that  is  the  wish  of  those  who  are 
employed ;  it  Ls  the  wish  of  the  industry  in  my  State,  which  is 
one  of  the  largest  producers  of  ttiis  product,  and  I  hope  that 
may  be  tbe  decision  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Now.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  from  New  York 
permit  this  question?  Did  not  the  committee  which  Interriewed 
him  hare  in  Its  membership  representatlres  of  the  manafac- 
turers? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Yes. 

Mr.  8MO0T.  Now,  Mr.  President  I  again  ask  unanimous 
conaent 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  we  are  going  into  a  haphaard.  Intermit- 
tent discussion  of  the  merits  of  this  proposition,  based  on  an 
interview  somebody  had  with  a  Senator,  then  I  am  going  to 
object  to  all  limitations  of  debate,  so  that  we  may  go  into  tiie 
meritR  of  the  whole  schedule. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  discuss 
tbe  merits,  and  am  ready  to  start  now. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  until  I  atSk  unairimous  consent  again,  so 
that  we  will  know  where  we  are.  I  ask  nnanimons  consent  that 
the  Senate  amendments 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  There  Is  a  request  pending. 
Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  Presid«it  I  think  the  debate  has  all  been 
relevant  This  is  a  very  important  item.  I  do  not  think  we 
ought  to  limit  debate  at  this  time,  and  I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Objection  is  heard. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  aak  unauunous  consent  that  all  ttie  committee 
amendments  to  paragraph  211  be  disagreed  to  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  amendment  on  line  15,  where  the  amendment  is  to 
strike  out  the  language  providing  for  a  duty  of  10  cents  a  dozen 
pieces,  and  that  we  vote  opon  that 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICEa    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  in  line  IS. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  PresldMit  I  started  to  ask  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  where  this  amendment  would  leave  us  as 
compared  with  the  present  law?  How  much  increase  would 
there  be  over  the  present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senate  wants  to  include  what  the  House 
put  in,  10  cents  per  dozen  pieces,  on  line  15,  and  10  cents  per 
dozen  pieces  on  line  19 — and  I  wanted  that  included  In  my 
unanimous-consent  request — that  would  be  the  only  Increase 
there  would  be  over  existing  law. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Tliere  is  some  increase  being  asked  for  by 
the  pottery  induj^try  then? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  but  the  increase  from  50  per  cent  to  56 
per  cent  would  be  rejected  If  my  unanimous-consent  request 
were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  think  we  have  reached  the  time  when 
some  one  should  tell  us  the  reason  for  the  request  for  an 
increase. 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  thought  that  had  been  done  already  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  was  in  the  Chamt)er. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  have  been  in  the  Chamber  all  the  time 
since  this  matter  was  reached.  I  was  atauding  on  the  otiier 
side  of  the  Chamber. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  have  any  objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Yes;  if  it  results  in  increasing  rates  with- 
out an  explanation  or  justification  for  it,  I  certainly  do.  If 
this  industry  comes  and  asks  for  a  tax  upon  the  people  of  the 
United  States  the  burden  of  proof  is  upon  them  to  show  why 
they  should  have  it  and  why  the  rest  of  the  country  should 
bear  an  additional  burden. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  My  request  is  not  that  this  amendment  be 
agreed  to.  My  request  is  that  the  Senate  vote  upon  the  amend- 
ment providing  for  10  cents  per  dozen  i^eces;  that  is  alL  I 
propoHo  that  the  Senate  shall  vote  upon  that  and  ail  the  other 
amendment.^  will  be  diMagreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH  erf  Montana.  I  understand  the  n-quest  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah  is  that  all  of  tlie  amendments  proposed  by 
the  Senate  committee  be  withdrawn  except  with  respect  to  the 
one  on  line  15  and  the  other  on  line  19,  which  propose  an  In- 
crease of  10  cents  apiece,  and  that  the  Senate  vote  on  that 
increase. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  my  unanimous-consent  request 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Chair  will  put  the  request 
again.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  objected  to  it  a  while  ago,  and  I  am  cer- 
talnU'  going  to  object  again,  so  that  we  can  get  along  with  the 
bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objection  is  heard,  and  the 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  on  line  15. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  wiU  state  his 
inquiry. 

Mr.  REED.     Who  has  the  floor? 

The  PRESIDING  OFMCER  The  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania has  the  floor  now. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr,  President  before  we  vote  on  that  provision 
for  10  cents  a  dozen  I  think  some  explanation  ought  to  be 
made  to  the  Senate. 

The  action  of  the  House  was  an  increase  on  noodecorated 
earthenware  by  the  imposition  of  a  specific  duty  of  10  cents  a 
dozen  in  addition  to  the  45  per  cent  ad  valorem  carried  in  the 
1022  law.  The  House  also  put  a  similar  specific  duty  on  the 
decorated  earthenware  of  10  cents  i>^  dozen  pieces. 

The  Senate  Finance  Committee  in  looldng  into  it  found  what 
seemed  to  the  committee  to  he  abundant  Justiflcation  for  addi- 
tional protection  against  the  very  low-priced  ware  that  was 
coming  in  mostly  from  Japan  and  partly  from  Czechoslovakia ; 
but  we  could  not  see  any  justiflcation  for  putting  an  additional 
duty  on  the  high-pricetl  ware,  b^aiuse  there  the  existing  duty 
seemed  to  be  a  sufficient  protection. 

There  was  the  other  problem  on  the  high-priced  decorated 
ware.  There  we  found  that  the  addition  of  a  10-cent  duty  on 
the  very  high-priced  ware  was  just  an  empty  gesture.  It 
amonnteid  to  nothing.  On  earthenware  that  was  quoted  up  to 
$50  a  dozen  a  10<;ent  duty  amounted  to  no  protection  at  ail. 

There  seemed  to  be  a  need  of  protection  against  the  decorated 
earthenware  throughout  the  whole  range,  and  that  is  why  we 
struck  out  the  10<^nt  per  dozen  specific  rate  and  raised  the 
percentage  from  50  to  55.  That  meant  a  very  greatly  added 
duty  in  dt^lars  and  cents  on  the  expensive  ware,  the  rich  man's 
earthenware,  and  It  meant  a  corresponding  relatively  small  in- 
crease on  the  poor  man's  earthenware.  But  in  order  to  protect 
against  the  items  where  the  greatest  competition  came — and 
that  was  the  extensively  cheap  cupe  and  saucers  that  were  com- 
ing in  from  Japan — the  committee  put  on  the  same  specific  rate 
that  the  House  had  put  on  the  ware  valued  at  less  than  50  cents 
a  dozen. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     Mr.  President 

The  PItESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  REBI).     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  to  explain 
why  the  committee  did  not  take  the  Senator's  advice  that  he  has 
been  giving  the  farmers :  That  whenever  their  cost  of  production 
l)ecomes  too  high  they  should  Just  diversify.  That  advice  is  Just 
as  applicable  to  the  manufacturer  as  it  is  to  the  farmer.  The 
Senator  frwn  Pennsylvania  said  the  otiier  day  the  most  hopeful 
thing  for  the  farmer  was  to  go  ahead  and  help  himself.  Is  the 
manufacturer  exempt  from  that  advice?  I  noticed  that  the 
Senator  did  not  include  the  manufacturer  in  his  letters  of  advice. 

Mr.  REED.  The  manufacturer  has  been  trying  to  better  his 
own  condition. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Yes;  by  asking  the  public  to  pay  a  bigger 
price  for  the  goods  he  sells. 

Mr.  REED.     That  is  what  the  farmer  wants. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Certainly ;  but  it  is  denied  the  fanner,  while 
It  is  being  grunted  the  manufacturer. 


Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President ;  if  any  industry  were  produc- 
ing an  enormous  surplus  of  our  products,  as  the  farmer  is  doing, 
we  would  have  exactly  the  same  result  that  the  farmer  has  seen. 
We  know  that  because 

Mr.  NORBECK  rose. 

Mr.  REED.    Wait  until  I  finish. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  just  want  to  listen  to  the  Senator.  I  am 
getting  closer,  so  that  I  shall  not  miss  anything  he  may  say. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  delighted  that  the  Senator  is  listening, 
and  I  shall  try  to  see  that  he  does  not  miss  a  syllable.  In  the 
bituminous  coal-mining  industry  in  my  State  we  have  had  ex- 
actly the  same  phenomenon  that  occurred  with  the  farmer  in 
South  Dakota. 

Mr.  NORBECK  I  want  to  challenge  that  statonent  right 
there.  The  farmer  has  not  increased  his  suri^ns  aa  fast  as  the 
population  has  increased,  but  the  coal  operator  has  increased  it 
faster. 

Mr.  REED.  Ver>-  good ;  whatever  may  be  the  cause  and  what- 
ever may  be  the  relative  increase  in  both  your  farmii«g  industry 
and  our  Industry  which  produces  bituminous  coal,  we  have  a 
capacity  and  an  output  far  In  excess  of  the  needs  of  the  country, 
and  Iwth  Industries  are  depressed  on  that  account  There  is 
nothing  we  can  do  to  h^p  our  bituminous  coal  industry  in  the 
way  of  a  tariff  or  In  the  way  of  a  coal  relief  bill,  or  any  other 
method  that  I  know  of.  It  is  the  law  of  supply  and  demand 
that  has  brought  about  depression  in  that  Industry.  It  works 
just  the  same  with  the  farm^. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  The  Senator's  Ulustration  is  entirely  unfair. 
He  argues  that  agriculture  has  increased  its  suiiiliu  when  It 
has  not  Our  exportable  surplus  is  less  than  it  was.  We  have 
to  find  a  market  in  foreign  lands  for  a  smaller  amount  We 
do  not  need  to  look  for  a  new  market  The  coal  industry  has 
boomed  and  boomed  and  boomed  until  it  can  supply  a  market 
three  times  the  size  of  the  United  States;  the  industry  has 
suffered  as  a  result  of  that  sort  of  competition.  The  comparison 
is  utterly  unfair.  The  idea  that  depression  in  agriculture  Is  due 
to  an  increased  surplus  is  an  utter  fallacy.  We  hare  to  deal, 
and  I  hope  we  can  deal,  with  these  {M-oblous  upon  the  facts  as 
they  exist  instead  of  the  facts  as  we  glance  them  from  some 
newspaper  headlines.  All  the  farmer  needs,  according  to  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  is  more  efficiency.  He  ou^t  to 
have  more  efficiency  and  help  himself  In  that  way.  But  here 
the  American  business  man  comes  in  and  says,  "I  need  helpi 
Dig  into  your  pockets,  you  farmers,  and  help  me^  so  I  can  keep 
going  " 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  will  the  Sraator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr,  COPELAND.  I  would  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota,  as  one  who  has  voted  consistently,  as  he  knows^ 
for  every  farm  relief  Wl,  that  in  my  oirinion  the  farmer  will 
suffer  more  if  we  have  unemployment  in  the  industrial  centers. 
I  am  greatly  interested  in  this  particular  problem  which  is 
being  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  because  my 
State  is  the  chief  State  in  the  pottery  business.  The  industries 
are  j;oing  out  of  business  l)ecau8e  of  the  competition  which  has 
come  in  in  recent  years  from  Czechoslovakia  and  Japan  and 
other  foreign  lands.  If  it  goes  on  and  we  have  a  bread  line  in 
the  great  industrial  centers  of  the  Bast,  there  would  be  less 
demand  than  there  is  at  present  for  the  wheat  raised  by  the 
farmer  in  the  West  and  the  Northwest. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Let  me  say  that  I  appreciate  U»e  fact  that 
the  Senator  from  New  York  has  always  had  a  national  view. 
He  has  been  as  consistently  fair  with  the  farmers  as  other 
sections.  I  know  it  was  said  tliat  the  eastern  Seciators  could 
not  l>e  fair  to  the  farmer  and  l>e  reelected,  but  be  is  one 
eastern  Democratic  S^iator  who  believed  in  a  fair  deal  for  the 
farmers,  and  he  is  the  only  one  among  the  eastern  Democratic 
Senators  who  was  sent  back  here  reelected  by  a  big  majority. 
Eastern  voters  are  not  unfair  to  the  farmer  if  they  under- 
stand the  situation.  We  have  had  too  much  misumierstanding 
here. 

The  high-tariff  argument  tlie  Senator  from  New  York  is  mak- 
ing is  my  own  argument.  Ftw  40  years  I  have  said  the  same 
thing.  There  is,  however,  a  difference  between  a  high  tariff 
and  a  higher  tariff  and  a  still  higher  tariff.  Anyhow  I  have 
a  great  deal  of  tolerance  with  the  Senator's  views  and  I  do  not 
challenge  them  at  all.  I  am  addressing  myself  to  those  who 
say  that  the  law^  should  not  help  anybody,  but  that  the  fanners 
should  help  themselves,  that  they  only  need  more  efficiency  and 
more  diversification.  If  business  can  not  make  a  living  at 
mining  coal,  why  not  let  them  make  typewriters  or  threshing 
machines?    It  is  as  feasible  as  the  plan  they  offer  us.     They 
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iMiw  reminded  im  of  ttie  AkI  that  we  hare  niscd  t04»  mobh 
wheat  and  too  few  bananas.    They  forget  our  climate  i»  col 

Mr.  REED.  ComlnK  back  to  earthenware  and  china,  and  tbe 
argument  would  be  just  the  same  if  it  were  com  or  wheat,^n 
1823  we  produoe<l  $3fi,000,000  worth  of  earthenware  In  ttie 
Uniteil  States.  Tlrnt  has  ghrnnk  steadily  down  to  $31,000,0  W 
laat  year.  The  domestic  production  is  18  and  a  fraction  jer 
cent  leaa  than  it  was  Ave  years  before.  The  decreaae  has  lot 
been  irrei^uiar,  bat  has  been  a  steady  decrease  each  year.  T  le 
1028  production  was  18  per  cent  leaa  than  in  1923.  That  was 
Dot  because  the  pH>i>ie  of  the  United  States  bought  fewer  dial  es 
ar  bought  less  ehlna  and  earthenware.  They  bonght  Just  as 
much  as  they  ever  bought  in  the  earlier  years,  and  the  dlttt^r- 
•nce  was  taken  np  by  imports  of  the  same  articles  wlilrh 
tncreaaed  from  $14,000,000  in  1923  to  approximately  $18.000.(]  1)0 
hi  1»26,  the  same  in  1927,  and  the  same  in  1928,  an  increase  in 
imports  of  28  and  a  fraction  per  cent.  That  is  not  conclusl  re, 
of  course,  but  It  is  well  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  domestic  p  x>- 
duction  went  down  18  per  cent  in  those  five  years  and  the  ip 
ports  went  up  26  p«>r  cent 

Mr.  BARKI^T.     Mr.  Preeident,  will  the  Senator  yi^d? 

Mr.  REBD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RARKLEY.  According  to  information  from  the  Tariff 
ComnilsaioQ  the  imports  of  all  sorts  of  (4ilna  In  192S  were  n7,- 
18{k78».  in  1928  a  little  oyer  $18,000,000,  to  1»27  nearly  $»,- 
•OaooO,  and  in  1928  a  little  over  $17,900,000.  This  todica^ 
a  decrease  of  almost  $3,000,000  trom  1907  to  1928,  and  pric- 
tleally  a  terel  in  Import  Agnres  from  192S  to  the  present  time 

Mr.  RBED.  I  think  ther«  is  a  mistake  there  some  plai^. 
The  flgnres  I  hare  show  a  de<Tea8e  from  1927  to  1928.  I  csn 
Bot  imaglfte  where  tlte  difference  comes  in  between  the  Senator's 
tgnres  and  mine.    The  flgmnes  I  have  for  1927  are  $18,248, 

Mr.  BARKLKT.     I  wlU  tell  the  Senator  from  the  table  gl 
aie  t«>-da7  by  the  tariff  expert  wbo  sitB  beidde  the  Senator  fr( 
rtah   [Mr.   Smoot]   that  tlie  total  importa  in  1987  were 
2S9.272  and  for  1928  were  $17,771,824. 

Mr.  RRED.  All  riwht,  Mr.  President.  Let  m  take  the  figures 
given  b)'  tlie  Tariflf  Goramisslon  so  there  can  be  no  question 
about  It.  The  imports  in  1920  were  $10,000,000;  in  1921  neaiiy 
$12,000,000:  in  1922  ncftriy  $12,000,000;  in  1998,  $14,000,000;  in 
1924.  $l«.0Q0l4)0O;  to  1925.  $17,000,000;  in  1926,  $1^000,000;  in 
1927,  $00,000.000 ;  In  1908.  $17^)00.000.  The  trend  of  tocrease  in 
Imports  is  abown  )ast  aa  piatoly  by  these  flgnres  as  by  the  flg- 
«rea  ot  the  pottere'  aaaoeiation  which  I  waa  first  giring. 

I  am  told  by  the  Association  of  Potters  that  the  increase  in 
Oennan  impfwtatlons  between  1923  and  11^  was  from  $2.<M0,- 
000  to  $4.4CO.OOO.  and  the  tocrease  in  the  Japanese  importatic  ns 
between  1903  and  192T  was  from  $2,70a000  up  to  $3,997,000. 

There  are  about  49  potteries  now  surviving  to  the  Unit(ed 
States;  3  have  failed  and  have  gone  oat  of  bnsinesB  in 
past  tliree  yeara;  6  of  the  40  are  said  to  be  notoriously 
SDcceaafnl :  that  ta,  they  are  "  running  to  tlJe  red."    I  hove 
OgnrBB  about  their  operatlotis.     But  the  40  who  constitute 
■mat  proapercMM  groop  of  potteries  had  last  year  10.006  kil 
of  ware  as  their  outpat.     "Riat  is  one  way  of  deecrlhlng 
amount  of  the4r  ootpat.     Their  output   was  the  contents 
10.0Q8  kiltw.    Back  in  1923  the  same  companies  produced  12,< 
kilns,  a  de<T«i»e  of  19.5  per  cent  in  the  five  years.    The 
they   paid   have  decreased   from   $14.2:X),000  to  $12,200,000 
M0iw     Their   total   sales  in   the  three  years — ^1926,   1928. 
1927 — were  $89,00l>,000  of  pottery ;  and  on  thoae  aalea  the 
profits  in  the  three  years  of  the  SH  firms  that  sold  that  $69.O0O,( 
worth  were  only  $413,000,  or  6ne>sixth  of  1  per  c«Jt  per  year 
tbe  salca. 

Why  is  that  and  why  have  we  raised  the  tariff 7    It  is  simi 
because  tlie  waises  tlMt  are  paid  in  that  indnstry  to  the  Uni 
States  are  three  and  one-half  times  as  much  as  those  being 
to  (jennany  and  in  GBeehoslovakia.  foor  times  as  much  as  tl 
betog  paid  to  Holland,  and  eight  tlmea  as  moch  as  those 
paid  to  Japan. 

I  ■qrsdf  hava  been  throogh  the  pottery  fbctorles  to  the  cent 
of  Japan.    I  baw  aeen  the  kind  of  labor  ttat  Is  employi 
iw— .  girla.  ba^B,  a  great  anany  of  the  cooMe  type  of  lal 
They  are  paid  onlj  as  much  for  8  hours  of  work  as  an  Ai 
can    workasan    is    paid    for    1    boor^    work.    See    the    ntt^r 
impoasibUity  ol  eompattag  witb  that  kind  of  labw  to  that  tod^s- 
try.    Tbej  mnka  the  aaase  type  of  articles  oat  of  tlw  same  t 
-af  xJaj;  tbcy  fite  it  to  tlie  aame  way.    One  can  not  teU,  ex< 
b^  the  m«rb  on  tite  bottom  of  the  plat*  or  on  tlie  rap  or 
aancer  wbetbet  it  waa  aaade  in  Japan  or  the  United  Stai 
TbcraCore,  if  wa  have  no  tariff,  it  will  slmpiy  dote  vp  ovr 
teriea  to  ttie  United  Statea  aad  throw  oat  of  oecagiation 
people  who  are  oow  gcttlBg  twelve  and  a  half  mUlloo  doilara  |n 

Mr.  BARKLBT.    Mr.  PreaideM.  wlU  the  Sewtov  ttim 
aylvanla  yiekl  to  me? 


The  PRBSIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  RiaSD.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  know 
whether  in  Japan  and  Germany  and  Czechoslovakia  and  Great 
Britain,  or  any  other  countries  that  make  cbinaware,  which  is 
sent  into  this  country  they  use  the  tunnel  or  the  beehive  kiln 
system  ? 

Mr.  REED.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  knows  that  there  is  quite  a  dif- 
ference in  the  cost  of  manufacture,  depending  on  the  use  of  the 
two  systems? 

Mr.  REED.  Yes.  My  impression  Is  that  they  use  exactly  the 
aame  typi;  of  kilo  that  we  do,  but  I  am  not  sore. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    What  type  is  that? 

Mr.  REEID.     I  think  we  use  the  tunnel  kiln  here. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  We  are  beginning  to  u.«»e  tlie  tunnel  kiln. 
That  la  one  of  the  real  truubles  with  the  pottery  ludnstry.  The 
todustries  in  countries  that  are  using  the  tunnel  kiln  are  very 
prosperous,  but  many  of  those  which  still  cling  to  the  old-fash- 
ioned beehive  kito  are  in  difficulty  Itecaut*  they  can  not  compete 
with  the  more  modem  methods  of  manufacture.  The  Tariff 
Commission  very  fully  sets  that  out  in  one  of  its  reports. 

Mr.  REED.  We  also  find  that  situation  to  a  number  of  other 
Instances;  but  it  is  perfectly  obvious  that  with  any  type  of 
kito  we  can  not  compete  with  an  industry  that  is  paying  wages 
which  are  only  Mie-eighth  of  those  being  paid  here. 

Mr.  N0RRI8.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
.sylrania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NOERIS.  As  one  who  has  not  sttidied  this  question  but 
who  wishes  to  get  the  truth  alx>ut  It.  I  am  very  much  toterested 
to  what  the  Senator  from  Penn.syivania  is  saying,  and  I  am 
particularly  toterested  to  the  question  propounded  to  him  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barkley].  for,  as  I  look  at  it, 
there  is  tovolved  to  it  a  very  important  factor  for  ua  to  con- 
sider. Even  though  it  be  true  that  wages  are  very  much  less 
to  Japan,  still  the  consumers  in  America  ought  not  to  be  re- 
quired to  pay  for  the  tariff  that  is  going  to  be  necessary  to 
keep  going  a  system  of  production  that  is  admitted  to  be  in- 
efficient if  there  is  a  method  by  which  efficient  work  may  be 
done. 

-  Mr.  REED.    Absolutely  not;  I  agree  with  the  •Senator  from 
Nebraska  as  to  that. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  know  about  these  different  methods; 
I  can  not  describe  either  one,  of  course;  but  it  seems  that, 
though  what  is  known  as  the  tunnel  system  is  more  efliclent 
and  more  modem,  a  good  many  of  our  manufacturers  are  not 
using  It  Whatever  effect  that  may  have  on  the  wh<^e  probl^n 
la  something  that  we  onght  to  know  aU  about. 

Mr.  REED.     Absototely. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  While  It  may  not  settle  or  determine  the 
question,  I  think  that  it  Is  a  very  important  thing  to  know. 

Mr.  REED.  Absolutely.  In  1922,  when  we  legislated  on  the 
tariff  on  window  ^as.s  we  based  our  legislation  on  the  methoda 
in  use  at  that  time,  but  the  method  has  changed  twice  since 
then.  The  method  of  producing  window  glass  which  was  used 
to  1922  has  practically  dl.«apppared  from  the  worid  in  the  seven 
years  that  have  since  elapsed.  The  same  transformation  is  go- 
tog  on.  apparently,  in  this  Industry ;  but  the  countries  keep  step 
in  that  movement  As  we  change  our  methods  of  producing 
wtodow  glass,  we  derive  no  advantage  over  Belgium,  for  the 
Belgian  manufacturers  also  change  their  methods  The  differ- 
ence in  production  cost  runs  along  parallel.  They  are  all 
awake;  the  world  is  in  dose  touch. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  concede  that. 

Mr.  REED.  An  improved  method  developed  in  Germany  is 
adopted  here  and  also  in  Japan. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  But  we  ought  before  we  levy  a  tariff  to  require 
the  recipients  of  that  tariff.  surHy  at  least  within  reasonable 
limits,  to  adopt  the  moet  efficient  and  modem  methods  of 
prodnetlon. 

Mr.  REED.  T  thtok  the  Senator  is  undoubtedly  rl^t.  If  In 
a  tariff  law  we  ever  set  about  to- protect  ineffldeocy  we  would 
be  In  hopeless  dlflk^ilty. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  All  we  can  do  Is  to  try  to  make  an  industry 
modem  and  efficient,  and  If  somebody  Is  not  modem  in  his 
methods  and  Is  not  efficient  in  his  ai>pllcation  of  them  he  is 
going  to  fall,  bot  he  need  not  blame  it  on  us. 

I  have  more  information  as  to  the  deve4opment  of  the  tunnel 
system  of  kilns  to  Japan.  It  Is  not  now  at  hand,  and  I  do  not 
want  to  nmke  any  guees  at  it.  but  I  will  get  It  for  the  Senator. 
It  was  the  factor  I  have  stated  that  led  us  to  add  this  increase 
to  dutlea.    We  have  been  pretty  chary,  we  think,  in  increasing 
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the  rates  sent  us  by  the  House,  but  it  did  seem,  in  view  of  the 
representations  of  the  men  employed  in  the  pottery  business, 
the  workmen  wbo.  by  their  association  representatives,  came 
and  laid  these  facts  l>efore  us,  that  a  slight  increase  was  jus- 
tified. I  think  that  that  has  been  the  impression  of  the  Senators 
who  to-day  have  talked  with  the  r^resentatives  of  the  men 
employed  in  that  industry.  We  ought  not  to  leave  them  any 
longer  sufTering  from  a  continuous  decitoe  in  employment  while 
we  watch  the  place  of  their  output  being  taken  by  imports  from 
countries  where  cheaper  labor  is  employed. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Just  a  moment.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator 
a  question.  I  was  wondering  why  in  the  amendment  which 
was  added  to  paragraph  211  the  committee  start  at  50  cents 
and  fix  the  price  at  50  cents  tostead  of  a  dollar. 

Mr.  REED.  Frankly,  I  myself  would  have  been  delighted  to 
see  it  made  a  dollar. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  is  not  a  question  of  whether  we  are 
individually  delighted  with  a  thing,  but  rather  the  welfare  of 
the  Industry  and  the  welfare  of  the  workers  emj^oyed  to  It. 
Unless  we  can  have  a  degree  of  protection  which  measures  the 
real  difference  between  the  price  paid  American  labor  and  the 
price  paid  in  Japan  or  Czechoslovakia  we  are  not  gotog  to  do 
the  industry  any  good. 

Mr.  REED.  That  Is  tme;  and  personally  I  thought  it  ought 
to  be  a  dollar,  but  the  majority  of  the  committee  did  not  think 
so  and  I  submitted  to  the  decision  of  the  majority. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  notice  that  Senators  on  my  side  of  the 
aisle  are  willing  to  accept  the  House  language  provided  tliat 
the  words  "  10  cents  a  dozen  "  are  omitted. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  some  of  us  over  here  are 
not  willing  to  accept  any  increase  over  the  rate  to  the  present 
law.  We  are  willing  to  leave  the  rate  as  it  Is  in  the  present 
law,  but  we  are  not  willing  to  support  any  increase.  As  the 
bill  passed  the  House  there  Is  a  somewhat  greater  increase 
than  the  Senate  oommittee  recommenils,  although  both  of  them 
provide  substantial  ini-reases. 

Mr.  COPEIxAND.  Let  me  say  In  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  that  if  we  are  to  leave  the  rate  where  It  is  and 
to  afford  no  more  protection  than  that  afforded  by  the  present 
law,  we  are  not  going  to  help  the  industry  a  particle. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  my  col- 
league from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barklet]  has  some  figures  as  to 
the  profits  of  some  of  these  poor  manufacturers  who  have  not 
received  sufficient  protection,  and  those  figures  speak  in  very 
loud  words  as  to  whether  or  not  the  industry  needs  further 
increases  in  tariff  duties. 

Mr.  COPBI^ND,  I  suppose  those  figures  relate  to  high- 
grade  china. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  They  relate  to  the  profits  which  the  manu- 
facturing c<^»ncems  are  making, 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  take  It  they  do  not  relate  to  the  hotel 
china,  the  cheap  china,  the  sort  of  china  we  are  making  here 
in  competition  with  that  produced  in  central  Europe  and  Asia. 
If  we  are  going  to  consider  this  bill  at  this  time  on  Its  merits, 
each  Individual  item  must  be  considered  in  relation  to  the  to- 
dustry  and  to  the  effect  upon  labor.  So  far  as  this  bill  Is  con- 
cerned, I  assume  that  it  never  will  be  In  such  shape  that  I 
can  vote  for  it,  but  when  an  item  is  reached  which  is  so  impor- 
tant to  my  State  as  is  this  particular  item  it  is  my  purpose,  so 
far  as  I  can,  to  bring  about  more  protection  than  we  have 
at  present,  becau.se.  unless  I  am  deceived,  there  is  great  need 
in  the  State  of  New  York  and  In  other  States  where  pottery 
of  this  type  is  made  for  higher  protection  than  Is  accorded 
under  the  present  law. 

Of  course.  I  shall  listen  with  great  interest  to  what  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  may  say,  but,  as  at  present  advised 
and  from  the  Information  I  have,  I  am  convinced  that  unless 
this  industry  is  to  die  in  certain  sections  of  the  country  there 
must  be  more  protertion  afforded  than  is  afforded  at  present 

Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  had  hoped  that  we  might 
dlsiK)se  of  these  two  paragraphs  without  much  discus.sion,  and, 
both  privately  and  otherwise.  I  have  made  every  effort  I  could  to 
facilitate  the  consideration  of  these  two  Items,  which  are  more 
or  less  closely  related,  but.  Inasmuch  as  they  have  been  dis- 
cussed, I  desire  very  briefly  to  lay  befwe  the  Senate  what  infor- 
mation I  have  been  able  to  gather  with  reference  to  the  pottery 
industry. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
moment? 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  fwmi  Ken- 
tucky yirfd  to  tlie  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Unless  I  misunderstood  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Reed],  a  few  moments  ago  he  made  the  statement 
that  the  Senate  committee  In  considering  this  paragraph  has 
slightly  Increased  the  rates  as  provided  by  the  House  bilL  If 
he  made  that  statement,  I  am  quite  sure  he  is  wrong.  A  r^«um4 
of  the  differwit  changes  In  paragraph  211—1  will  not  take  the 
time  of  the  Senate  to  go  over  them  now — will  plainly  todicate 
that  we  have  slightly — no,  decidedly — reduced  In  the  total  the 
rates  as  provided  in  the  House  measure. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  will  not  the  Senator-^ 

Mr.  EDGE.    Just  a  mcnnent. 

Mr.  REED.    Will  the  Senator  yield  to  me  to  reply? 

Mr.  EIK]JE.  I  will  yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
having  directed  my  suggestion  to  him. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
has  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  hope  before  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania proceeds  to  reply  that  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  will 
tell  us  what  he  means  when  he  says  that  the  rates  have  been 
"  slightly  "  or  "  decidedly  "  reduced. 

Mr.  EDGE.  It  all  depends  upon  the  amonnt  of  material.  I 
will  be  glad  to  answer  the  Senator — ^although  the  Senator  well 
knows  without  an  answer — that  it  Is  Impossible  to  figure  out 
what  an  ad  valorem  rate  actually  amounts  to  until  there  is 
known  the  total  value  of  the  goods  Involved.  When  a  reduction 
Is  made  of  5  per  cent  or  an  Increase  of  5  per  cent  It  Is  a  matter, 
of  ct>ur8e,  of  computation  as  to  whether  the  reduction  or  the 
Increase,  as  the  case  may  be,  is  large  or  small.  So  I  will  correct 
my  statement  to  that  extent. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  let  me  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  by  saytog  that  If  I  suggested  that  we  had  Increa.sed 
the  House  rates,  tliat  was  certainly  an  erroneous  statement  to 
every  respect  but  one.  The  change  from  50  per  cent  to  55  per 
cent  and  the  elimination  of  the  10  c^its  specific  rate  does  effect 
a  slight  Increase  In  the  very  expensive  decorated  cbinaware. 
In  every  other  i-espect,  as  to  both  decorated  and  undecorated 
ware,  the- rate  which  we  recommend  Is  equal  to  or  less  than 
the  House  rate. 

Mr.  EI>GE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
will  allow  me  further,  I  should  like  to  add  right  there,  to  fur- 
ther answer  to  the  S«iator  from  Mlssissii^l,  that  as  nearly  as 
we  could  figure  the  rate  on  the  undecorated  type  of  <±ina,  with 
the  (^ange  proposed  by  the  S^iate  CMnmlttee,  it  is  estimated 
that  the  ad  valorem  of  62%  per  cent  wJl  be  reduced  to  49.3 
per  cent,  or  a  decrease  of  21  pct-  cent  to  white  undecorated 
ware. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  to  order  to  get  the  situation 
clearly  before  us.  It  might  be  well  to  state  that  under  the 
present  law  undecorated  earthenware  bears  a  duty  of  45  per 
cent.  Decorated  earthenware  bears  a  duty  of  50  per  cent. 
Undecorated  china  has  a  duty  of  60  per  cent  Decorated  china 
has  a  duty  of  70  per  cent 

Of  course,  there  is  a  wide  difference  between  earthenware, 
table  articles,  and  china.  It  may  be  possible  to  make  them 
out  of  the  same  sort  of  day  to  some  townees,  but  the  process 
Is  entirely  different 

In  1926  we  iMroduced  a  total  of  $116,403,308  worth  of  pot- 
tery. That  included  all  sorts  of  pottery.  In  1927  we  produced 
$111,612,000  worth,  bemg  a  reduction  from  1926  to  1927  of  about 
$2,500,000.  In  1927  vre  Imported  $20,220,272  worth  of  all  sorta 
of  pottery,  and  last  year  we  Imported  $17,771,000  worth,  repre- 
senting a  reduction  In  imports  practically  equal  to  the  reduc- 
tion in  our  domestic  production. 

I  take  It  for  granted  that  we  are  interested  in  knowing,  and 
I  am  especially  interested  to  considertog,  whether  the  pottery 
industry  in  the  United  States  is  in  distress;  and  If  so,  what 
iwrtions  of  it,  and  the  cause  of  that  distress  if  it  exists. 

The  average  equivalent  ad  valorem  tariff  now  on  pottery  of 
all  sorts  comtog  toto  the  United  States  Is  61.14  per  cent,  which 
Is  a  rather  high  tariff,  considering  the  demand  of  the  American 
housewife  for  certain  articles  of  tableware  which  she  pur- 
chases and  uses.  The  proportion  of  labor  cost  In  the  production 
of  this  American  pottery  Is  $47.85  for  each  $100  worth.  In 
other  words,  while  the  labor  coat  of  producing  pottery  to  the 
United  States  constitutes  47.85  per  cent,  the  tariff  on  the  pot- 
tery that  comes  into  the  United  States  is  61.14  per  cent  So 
that  the  tariff  now  In  existence  on  pottery  coming  toto  the 
United  States  Is  nearly  15  per  cent  greater  than  the  total  labor 
cost  that  goes  into  the  manufacture  of  American  pottery. 
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Mr.  REED.    Ifr.  President 

Th«  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentoc^r 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  PennsylTania? 

Mr.  BAKKLEY.     I  do. 

Mr.  REED.  Does  not  the  Senator  realize  that  the  tarilT  Is 
based  oo  the  foreign  invoice  price,  while  the  percentage  <f 
American  product,  rach  as  labor,  is  based  on  the  Amerlcsp 
price? 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Oh.  yes;  I  realize  that  the  tartiT  Is  bas^ 
npon  the  foreign-invoice  valne;  bat  certainly  the  difference  <if 
15  per  cent  in  the  total  labor  cost  of  American  pottery  ard 
the  tariff  we  levy  on  it  is  something  that  has  to  be  taken  buo 
coii.<i deration  when  we  consider  an  Increase  In  the  tariff  ^ 
thlH  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  .Utah? 

Mr.  BAItKLEY.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMO<,>T.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that  cb 
earthenware  and  crockery  the  average  ad  valorem  rate  w^s 
61  per  cent 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes ;  61.14  per  cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  can  not  be. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Why  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Because  45  per  cent  and  SO  per  cent  are  t% 
rates  In  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  B.\KKLEY.  Yes;  but  the  Senator  does  not  take  in^ 
consideration  the  60  and  the  70  per  cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  porcelain  ware. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  am  talking  about  all  Importations  now, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  referred  to  earthenware  anjd 
pottery.  That  was  his  statonent  I  am  quite  sure,  if  he  wifl 
read  the  Re(X)ro,  that  he  will  find  that  that  Is  what  he  said. 

Mr.    BARKI^EY.     Pottery,   of   coarse,    as   used    there,   is 
Ceneric  term  which  includes  all  the  products  of  the  kiln. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    But  the  Senator  now  takes  in  paragraph  21$, 
which  is  the  china  and  porcelain  paragraph,    lliat  imposes 
rate  of  70  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  certain  grades. 

Mr.   BARKLEY.     I   undo^tand.     I   am   talking  about  bot^ 
paragraphs  combined,  and  I   use  the  word  "  pottery "   to  ii 
dude  not  only  earthenware  but  chinaware;  and  that  was  1: 
dnded  in  the  Imimrtations  which  I  stated  of  $17,000,000  wo: 
and  in  the  domestic  production  of  $111,000,000  worth.     I  ai 
taUdnc  now  aboat  both  earthenware  and  chinaware. 

Of  coarse,  there  is  very  little  china — fine,  high-grade  ch: 
ware — manafactared  in  the  United  States.  We  know  that  n 
tile  case  of  dinner  sets,  for  example,  there  is  only  one  compao  r, 
the  Lenox  Co„  which  makes  a  very  high-grade  chinaware  whl<  b 
is  nsed  lo  the  American  home  and  to  some  extent  in  the  Amei  1- 
can  hotel.  The  difflculty  here  arises  largely  on  account  of  tlie 
cbeaper  grades  of  chinaware,  where  it  is  alleged  that  artlcli» 
from  Japan  and  Caechoslovalda  and  probably  from  Oermaiy 
oome  In  competition  with  the  American  prodoct 

Mr.  COPRLAND.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentocly 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nf'w  York? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CXJrRLAND,  I  uke  It  that  the  flflarsa  X  am  anlng  aiv 
the  mmf  as  the  figures  tbs  Senator  has  quoted.  1  noCios,  t*v 
Instanr^-^afNl  It  Is  largely  In  lbs  dieappr  gradas,  is  the  Sraat  ir 
has  jttst  sald>-iliat  the  Imports tlotm  from  Oermaoy  hats  I  >- 
ermmH  119  pn  esftt  from  1938,  while  tbo  locrassa  lo  JgMftMa 
fmimrutloiM  haa  bmt  abtmt  4M  per  twu  Mo  thmm  baa  Uwnla 
tf««Mefi4<M«  \tmmu&  in  tbe  lm|wfUi(l«m  <tl  ihmm  siMNipef  gnoL 
H  t/UiM.  ] 

Mr.  NAItKLVY/  Of  mtwm,  tlMfii  WM  fe«fitl|r  tiif lliiog  OMwIiig 
In  from  tUmnnnr  imm*6t»Ufiy  ttuv  Ite  wtr,  sod  iteMait  aw/  if 
ttmim  vtm\4  iMt'i'  htmu  dggrad  gfriia  M9  ^  muL  T 

Tke  Vlins  ntKMIimMT,  %hm  Hm  flsMtor  frns  Kantm^iy 
Held  to  tit*  MfMl/zf  (ffm  NibrasfcaT  ^ 

Mr,  KAKKLKY,    I  flatd  to  tto  n»nnU»f  tfom  Wabnafca, 
Mr  fff^RIIIN,    I  danlfft  to  aA  Uia  Sanator  a  ^Midan.    _„ 
is  some  dispute  bare  wltb  ras^nl  to  tiie  mtfytnam  of  bla  stei 
awnt,  wtiki)  I  thtok  baa  a  very  Importast  baariof  on 

QDMtion. 

The  Senator  has  stated  that  the  averaca  ad  valorem  dni 
under  present  law  on  pottery,  earthenware,  and  china— all 
dnded,  as  I  understand,  under  the  term  "  pottery  "—is  81  and 
fraction  per  cent  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  stati& 
that  the  highest  rate  on  any  of  these  artidea  is  60  per  cent  al 
valorem. 

Mr.  8M(X)T.    In  paragraph  2U,  dealing  with  pottery. 

Mr.  NORBI8.    I  should  like,  and  I  know  a  nmnber  of  Sent 
tors  would  like,  to  have  that  cleared  up^ 


I. 


Mr.  BABKLET.  I  am  talking  about  paragraphs  211  and  212 
together.  In  paragraph  211  the  highest  rate  is  60  per  cent 
but  in  paragraph  212,  which  deals  with  chinaware,  the  highest 
rate  Is  70  per  cent ;  and,  of  course,  that  70  per  cent  is  a  per- 
centage of  the  higfa^-prlced  products,  which,  of  coarse,  adds  to 
the  figure. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  want  to  get  the  Senator's  statement  just  as 
he  really  means  It  to  be. 

Taking  pottery,  which  includes  both  the  articles  in  para- 
graph 211  and  paragraph  212,  as  I  understand 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  Is  right 

Mr.  NORRIS.    The  Senator's  statement  is  that  the  average 
ad  valorem  duty  under  existing  law  Is  a  little  over  01   per 
c«it? 
•    Mr.  BARKLET.    Tee,  sir ;  that  is  correct 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  that  is  conceded  to  be  correct  over 
here.    Will  the  Senator  indulge  me  fnrtlier? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  do. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  the  Senator  started  a  few  moments 
ago,  when  he  was  speaking  of  those  who  are  engaged  in  the 
business,  to  give  the  profits  of  the  concerns.  Has  the  Senator 
that  information? 

Mr.  B.\RKLEY.    I  am  going  to  give  that  a  little  later. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  that  wUl  be  exceedingly  valuable 
information. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Now,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  quote  from  a 
report  of  the  Tariff  CJommissIon. 

In  tbe  period  of  1026  to  1928  the  volume  of  annual  importa  of 
eartbenware  and  china —  ^ 

That  includes  everything — 

consisting,  for  tbe  most  part,  of  fancy  art  and  novelty  wares,  baa 
averaged  two  and  three-quarters  million  dollars.  The  importa  of 
earthen  articles  have  been  about  equal  In  total  value  to  the  liuporta 
of  china  or  porcelain  articles.  It  Ls  impoMslbIc  to  say  what  proportion 
of  the  Imports  of  tbe  above  classes  of  pottery  consists  of  articles  like 
or  similar  to  domestic  products  in  types  of  decorations  or  in  u»e.  It 
is  known,  however,  tltat  a  large  part  of  tbe  Imported  ware,  particularly 
tbe  relatively  ioezpeiulve  fancy  and  novelty  china  articles  from  Japan, 
is  dissimilar  to  any  wares  produced  in  tbe  United  States,  and  is  not, 
for  tbe  most  part,  competitive  with  domestic  pottery. 

This  is  a  statement  furnished  me  by  tlie  Tariff  Commlgslon 
to^y. 

Such  artfdet  obtained  from  Japan  are  purchased  by  the  American 
public  largely  because  tbe  decoratlona  are  typically  Japanese  or  the 
article  Itself  la  nnusoal.  In  addition,  a  not  lnconsld«>ral>lc  proportion 
of  the  importa  from  Japan  consists  of  toy  sea  sets,  for  the  most  part 
composed  of  china.  Similar  articl(>s  are  not  made  in  the  United  States, 
and  tbe  Imposition  of  high  rates  of  duty  on  such  wares  increases  their 
coat  to  tbe  consumer  without  benefiting  the  domevtic  pottery  Industry. 

The  imports  to  which  this  reference  Is  made  are  the  imports 
from  Japan,  largely,  which  have  been  referral  to  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Pennsylvania  [Mr,  Rbid]  and  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  (Mr,  Eook], 

Now,  by  way  at  compsrlNon  of  th«  prlc*"*  nt  which  rlilnawnre 
and  earthen  wara—whlchev*^  it  may  Im»— are  In  tided  In  the 
United  SUtes,  I  wish  to  (jiiote  imw  figures  whU'h  have  baeu 
fumfsfied  ma  \iy  the  Tariff  (f«miml«»l/m ; 

Ctmp^timn  at  vsltMw  ni  daatentkr  sad  Sagllafi  i0V'|«lMNi  aa4le««#si«4 
4lsft«f  ae<«,  t,  •/  1/  Sew  Yeit. 
Kssll«l»,  M  m>i»  fMf  ffUi  i  AtmimiU,  \0  §»i§  pm  «rral«, 

Tt»at  •ffW'ts  only  tt»«t  fndgtit, 

Tbe  mm  In  tUtt  viiff  t4  Maw  York  r»er  d/>»m  of  thtm  Kfigllsb 
impoftad  artl«l«s  itmtmntii  to  $ii;jtt,  'fUnt  titttm  f|i/t  iMtuV  ttM* 
SmpufUtfn  aaiieiMws  in  tbe  Hty  of  Huw  V<^k,  or  any  i>ru(tt  on 
Um*  iNirt  of  tim  \mi>t*n**f,  Tiui  eiimimruhU'  dttrntrntU'  artU'le  in 
N#w  York  Is  wortli  $U).'JH,  Mo  that  ttm  KngtUh  luiiHtrtMl  HrtUia 
la  New  Yorb,  without  any  profit  or  siiy  i'tmt  tm  ttM#  (>art  of  tite 
Itofftmer,  amountu  to  (rj  rtfnts  |N>r  (mH  ritort*  than  the  diwiestic 
coat  laid  down  in  the  city  of  New  York, 

On  earthenware,  that  now  heani  a  duty  of  RO  per  cent  under 
the  art  of  1»22,  the  cost  of  laying  down  In  .New  York  an  English 
ImporUtion  amounts  to  $19ii0  wltlKnit  any  exi)en«e  on  the  part 
of  tlie  Importer  in  New  York  and  without  any  profit  to  the 
importer,  while  the  domestic  article  is  laid  down  In  the  city  of 
New  York  at  $19.22. 

A  white  teacup  and  saucer 

Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 


Mr.  OOFF.  I  should  like  to  ask  a  question  In  this  connec- 
ilofi.  If  the  Senator  prefers  that  I  delay  it  until  he  flnixhes.  I 
will  do  so. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  should  like  to  go  through  this  list  first 
Mr.  GOFF.     Very  well. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Now  I  will  give  the  Senator  the  figures  on 
a  white  teacup  and  saucer  importe<l  from  Germany. 

The  price  of  the  cup  and  saucer  imported  from  Germany,  laid 
down  in  New  York,  without  the  additional  10  cent*  per  dosen 
tax  which  is  proixjsed  in  the  amendment  of  the  House  and  in 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  committee,  is  84Mj  cents  per 
dozen.  Tho  selling  price  of  the  competitive  dtMoestic  article  is 
86  cents,  but  if  we  add  the  tax  proposed  in  this  amendment  10 
cents  per  dozen  of  each  class  of  pieces,  which  nx^ans  20  cents 
per  dozen,  considering  the  character  ot  cups  and  saucers  as 
double,  we  have  a  foreign  price  laid  down  in  the  city  of  New 
York  of  $1.0i5,  compared  with  the  domestic  price  for  the 
domestic  article  of  86  cents  per  dozen. 

We  liave  here  the  figures  as  to  a  white  coffee  cup  and  saui-er 
imix>rted  from  Germany,  laid  down  in  New  York  without  the 
additi(Miai  laoent  tax,  and  without  any  profit  to  the  imi>orter, 
and  without  any  cost  to  the  importer  in  the  city  of  New  York, 
for  $1.02  a  dozen. 

Now  we  come  to  the  higher  grades  of  china,  bearing  a  70  per 
cent  duty.  Decorated  china  dinner  sets,  a  hundred  pieces,  laid 
down  in  the  city  of  New  York,  are  imported  from  Germany  at 
$22.73.  minus  the  importer's  profit  and  minus  the  importer's 
cost  in  New  York. 

Domestic  decorated  earthenware  dinner  sets.  $19.22,  and  n 
domestic  decorated  chinaware  dinner  set  which  is  of  the  type. 
I  presume,  made  by  the  only  amcem  in  the  United  States  that 
makes  china  dinner  sets,  at  $46.73.  The  $22.73  on  the  imported 
article  from  Germany,  which  corresponds  largely  with  the 
American  decorated  earthenware  dinner  set,  is  without  profit 
or  cost  in  the  city  of  New  York  to  the  imiwrter. 

A  china  dinner  set  imported  from  Japan  bearing  the  70  i>er 
cent  tax  under  the  present  law  costs  in  tlie  city  of  New  York 
$24.19,  without  profit  or  cost  to  the  importer.  The  same  figures 
are  given  as  to  the  domestic  earthenware  dinner  set  of  com- 
parable decoraUon,  of  $19.22,  and  of  the  more  dubor^te  and 
higher  class  American  china,  presumably  manufactured  by  the 
Lenox  Co.,  amounting  to  $40.73. 

We  have  here  a  compMris<m  of  values  of  domestic  and  German 
assortments  of  decorated  china,  hotel  ware.  f.  o.  b  New  York. 
The  German  Imported  article,  without  profit  to  the  importer  or 
expense  In  New  York,  amounts  to  $39.07.  The  American  prod- 
uct laid  down  In  the  city  of  New  York  amounts  to  $39.62. 
There  is  a  difference  of  5S  cents  per  set  between  the  domestic 
article  and  the  imported,  but  when  we  add  profit  of  the  im- 
porter In  New  York  and  the  cost  of  handling  In  the  city  of  New 
York  the  Imported  article  will  cost  more  than  the  domestic 
article  of  the  type  referred  to. 

I  have  here  data  as  to  a  decorated  coffu  cup  and  saucer  im- 
p<»rled  from  Germany,  landed  in  the  dty  of  New  York  at  $1,30 
Der  dozen,  minus  Importer's  expenaeH  m  profits  in  tbe  dty  of 
New  York.  We  have  here  also  figures  an  lo  a  teacup  and  saucer, 
blue-print  decoration,  which  has  no  comparalde  article  of  manu- 
facture lo  the  United  MUtes,  which  Is  landed  In  New  York  at 
$1.00  iwr  doxen, 

Mr,  Presldetit,  I  denlri"  now  to  rvfpf  briefly  to  the  dlffereiuvs 
lit  flie  twthtHU  Iff  mantiffli'tnrlng  Ihln  I'srlheiiwarc  and  china, 
In  11127  ibere  w»'rp  00  tUmmtii'  p«»ii#fi«i.  cniployInK  iHMti  wnuf 
♦'«ft»»'f«,  pf*Hlii*'lMa  mainly  ♦♦aribeti  tuUlPwurit,  nimI  fttur  </ilw»f 
Haiifs  rfiUfftUtM  prtKitwiUm  of  niuh  wnrn  am  n  mmuiary  prn4' 
W't,  In  HKtn  itM^ii  w«rfe  M  mituhU^hmMttit,  tmUiftfinu  VtAfW 
wuMf  (tsMN^M,  Of  iuh  flfl  vniMiHinUumttH  r««pofiina  In  iWJ,  M 
wvf0  Uu%tf(\  In  ifi^Ut.  7  In  Yfm\  Virginia,  and  »  In  Vrntrntfi- 
vania  7i^  imiumrf  U  inruotp  riffit^rr**!  in  iHttMi  Uvt^tunA, 
ifhUt,  wiiUit  imluOm  several  iHfilt^rUm  m^r  by  Ut  Wtmi  Vlr 
giniM,    Trmttm,  N,  J.,  lit  also  an  lmp<^ant  unnlmum  umttor. 

I  rtrnn  ttiiw  from  a  rvtfurt  ot  tUtt  Tariff  lUnumimUtu,  wttkU, 
of  I'fnirm,  Ik  iwiMrtlal  and  uimpartimn : 

In  ttur  (Mi««  two  ur  tttrm  y»»n  ttntn-  bmm  bMo  euiuiUUirmbU>  uat^piof 
Bwnt  in  sonM  ptaols,  teetmutmti  tm   lo  part   by   the  greatly   \ucrtft»»A 
produftlou    by   a   coqiparstfreiy    few   i-ompanl«t    wbUb    bavo   built    new 
plants  in  which  bare  been  luaUll<H]  so-callMl  tunnel  kilns. 

Tb«  tunuH  liiln,  as  tbe  name  impUea.  conaista  of  a  Orlnf  chamber 
aoo  feet  or  nM>ra  in  tengtb.  Tbe  ware  to  ba  fired  is  placed  on  cars 
which  are  automatically  mored  tbroacb  the  kiln  at  a  fixed  rate  of 
speed.  Tbe  movemtnt  of  tbe  cars  is  continuous,  and  production  by 
this  method  is  not  economic-al  unless  the  full  capacity  of  the  kiln  la 
■tiliscd  continuoualy.  The  average  domestic  tunnel  kiln  Is  equivalent 
In  capacity  to  from  8  to  10  or  more  of  the  ordinary  old-type  intermit- 
tent kilns  commonly  known  as  beehive  cllna.     Tbe  tunnel  kiln,  as  com- 


pared with  the  Intermittent  kiln,  is  more  economical  wttb  respect  to 
total  fuel  cost  per  unit  of  product,  and  a  smaller  number  of  employees 
IS  required  for  tb«  former  than  for  tbe  latter  type  of  kiln  per  unit  of 
product 

Mr.  OOPBLAND.  Are  the  factories  about  which  the  Senator 
is  talking  now  making  the  hlg^i-grade  china?  They  are  not  the 
ones  making  the  cheap  hotel  <Aina? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  factories  to  which  I  am  referring  are 
not  making  high-grade  china  comparable  with  the  high-grade 
English  china,  lliere  is  only  one  company  In  the  United  States 
that  makes  that,  and  that  is  the  Lenox  Co.,  in  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  But  in  speaking  about  where  these  factories 
are  located,  the  Senator  has  placed  them  in  Ohio,  Pennsylyania, 
and  some  other  States.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the  low-grade 
china,  the  cheatier  grade  of  china,  is  msde  largely  in  New  York 
State.  So  I  assume  the  criticism  passing  upon  that  method  of 
manufacture  applies  more  to  the  high-grade  china  than  to  the 
ciieaper  grade. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  applies  to  all  grades  of  china.  It  is 
not  necessarily  the  china  of  high  grade. 

I  read  further  from  this  repwt  of  the  Tariff  Commission : 

The  tunnel  kilns  insUlled  by  the  Urgeat  producer  In  tbe  country, 
the  Homer  L*ughlin  China  Co.,  with  plants  in  East  Liverpool,  Ohio, 
and  in  the  adjoining  town,  Newell,  W.  Va.,  have  greatly  increased  the 
productive  capacity  of  this  company.  It  is  probable  that  at  the  prewnt 
time  the  Homer  Laughlin  China  Co.  produces  about  80  per  cent  in  vaiue 
of  the  total  domestic  production.  The  additional  unit  the  company 
proposes  to  build  will  materially  increase  the  ratio  of  tbe  company's 
production  to  the  total  production. 

The  enormous  output  of  the  tunnel  kilns  is  largely  absorbed  by  the 
chiiin  stores  which,  for  tbe  most  part,  sell  the  leas  expensive  articles, 
such  as  pintea  and  cups  and  saucers,  undecorated,  or  with  comparatively 
im^xpensire  types  of  decorations.  In  fact,  the  large  quantities  required 
fur  the  chain-store  trade  have  made  possible  the  aomewhat  extensive 
use  of  the  tunnel  kiln  In  this  country. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  aak  the  Senator 
if  it  is  his  purpose  to  compare  the  Homer  Laughlin  Co.  pro- 
duction with  the  production  possibly  of  some  other  manufac* 
tnring  plant  in  the  same  line  of  productivity? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  propose  to  compare  wherever  the  produc- 
tion Is  comimrable.  I  refer  to  that  coocem  because  the  Homer 
Laughlin  Co.,  located  In  East  Liverpool,  Ohio,  with  a  branch 
In  Newell,  W.  Va.,  produces  a  very  large  proporthm  of  the 
cheap  china  articles  that  are  found  in  the  10-cent  stores  of  the 
United  Statea,  whldi,  it  is  complaliiud,  are  in  direct  competition 
with  the  cheap  articles  coming  from  Japan,  Germany,  and 
Czechoslovakia. 

Mr.  GOFF.  My  question  to  the  Senator  is.  Just  because  one 
manufacturing  plant  can  so  produce,  Is  the  standard  of  tariff 
protection  to  be  leried  against  all  the  others  according  to  the 
capacity  of  this  one  indirldtial  plant? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  It  turns  out  that  thin  one  particular  com- 
pany, which  Im  tbe  largmt  In  the  ITnlted  States,  has  ad<ipted 
metiiods  of  manufacture  whicb  enable  It  to  compete  wltb  all 
clflxses  of  chinaware,  whether  made  la  tbe  ITnlted  States  or 
InttHrt'ted  from  other  coantries  Info  the  (Tnlti^  States,  it  doai 
tN<4'4mie  a  perllneni  question  wltetber  we  nr^  to  levy  a  tax  that 
will  (luprate  nn  a  iMirrler  to  modcrnlaed  prisliu'tloii  «if  this  tiui' 
terMal  hoiiseb^Hd  prodmi  in  tmUtr  that  we  mny  xtistfllii  IndiM' 
frii'N  that  ntp  wtt  nwtfkimtSf  tirotfriewlte  Ut  adoiH  mtt^^m 
inpiiuHin  o1  m»M\fmtnf¥,  \mt  still  Hln«  lo  itie  otd-faMtiPrfM^, 
ifMMrf'dMfe  metb^fds  itf  wbb'H  Ibis  nftii'Ut  Is  pftf(i%U'¥A, 

Mr  mif¥.  Will  ilw  t^fnntm  HittM  mntif  tHitt^f  f/lafil  fbat 
malNlains  as  Hlbient  n  tuo$wUiitin  \tfmtim  ttt  mntrntmiurti  a« 
ib#  Wm**r  f^uirblMi  iffant? 

Mr.  lUKKfvKY.  I  Atf  tuti  bare  a  HH  tH  all  ihn  yiHUtrf  hmu^ 
tH4rturin'>  In  tim  I'nitsd  tHnttm,  tml  I  win  sta(#  lo  th*  mumtitr 
that  ninny  i/t  tiw  itiitt^r  utnttutut'turt'nt  Hff  putting  In  tbe 
tonnel  imnvm,  by  wbMi  diinawar*  and  tmn\mtWHr»  urt  made 
more  ^lieaply  (ban  by  tUtf  old  kiln  iproivm,  wUUit  bas  Itfon 
already  described.  In  ttie  |>roductloo  i>t  higti-gru'le  (^bfnsware, 
about  wbicb  we  are  lutt  speaking,  tbire  Im  In  tbe  Sute  «ff  New 
Jersey  a  very  prosperous  and  very  Htu-amtful  company  whicb 
Is  uKing  the  modem  methods  of  manufacture. 

Mr.  President  1  wish  also  to  state  that  the  parilcnlar  cmi' 
pany  of  which  I  bare  Just  been  speaking,  tbe  Homer  Laugtdin 
Co.,  has  been  exceedingly  prosperous,  so  much  ho  that  it  has 
declared  dividends  at  the  rate  of  8  per  c^iit  ou  its  capital  prac- 
tically ever  since  its  organization. 

Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  yield  to  the  8eoa> 
tor  from  West  Virginia? 
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Mr.  BARKLET.  T  do  not  yield  Just  at  this  point,  if  the  Sena- 
tor will  excuse  me- 

Mr.  Of)Fr.  I  wanted  to  know  Just  what  company  was  de- 
claring this  (lirideiid  of  8  per  cent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Homer  Lau^hlln  Co.  The  stocks  of 
OMnpanies  manufacturing  table  and  kitchen  ware,  dasslfled  in 
panuraphg  211  and  212,  are  very  doeely  hdd,  and  Information 
refarding  their  financial  status  Is  not  easy  to  obtain.  The 
largext  manufacturer  of  the  above  lt«ns  in  the  United  States, 
and  probably  In  the  world.  Is  the  HcMner  Langhlin  China  Co., 
which  has  160  kilns  and  manufactures  approximately  25  pel 
cent  of  the  entire  United  States  production. 

This  coujpany  has  tor  many  years  paid  8  per  cent  on  iti 
14.000.000  couimon  stock,  increased  firom  two  million  since  1020 
It  has  no  funded  debt,  and  the  stock  to  very  doeely  hdd 
Poor's  Manuiil  of  Industries  hare  dropped  the  company  fron 
their  last  two  edition.s,  as  it  Is  a  close  conwratlon  and  flnandal 
reports  can  not  be  obtained. 

Mr.  Wells,  secn'tary  of  the  company,  stated  in  his  brief  thai 
his  company  and  the  second  largest,  fx*  the  past  three  yean 
bad  earned  an  average  of  10%  per  cent  on  sales.  That  wouU 
\>e  considerably  increased  if  based  on  investment.  He  appearec 
before  the  Senate  committee  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
Pottery  Aasoelatlon,  and  stated  under  oath : 

I  woald  bare  •  very  poor  case,  bukcd,  if  I  stood  tor  tlw  Homei 
Lsoctalln  China  Co. 

The  Lenox  Pottery  Co.,  according  to  a  sworn  statement  of  its 
president,  earned  net  pr(^ts  of  4^  per  cent  in  1928.  5Ai  pei 
cent  in  1827,  and  6^  per  cent  in  1826,  on  an  inTeated  capital  o: 
orer  a  million  dollars. 

Thia  invested  capital  was  built  entltely  fitmi  earnings  or 
an  original  cash  inrestment  of  17.000  in  1880,  which  has  multi 
plied  Itself  one  hundred  and  forty  times  in  the  last  40  years. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  BARKLBT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORBBCK.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  pottery  industriei 
that  are  the  least  prosperous  hare  been  making  4H  Per  cent 
Is  not  that  what  it  amounts  to? 

Mr.  BARKLET.  I  am  not  able  to  give  the  Senator  the  flg 
ores.  I  have  a  notion  that  the  leas  pcoeperoos  potteries  In  th< 
United  States  are  those  which  are  using  the  old  methods  o 
manufacture  and  It  may  be  that  they  are  not  making  profits. 

Mr.  NORBBCK.  The  more  prosperous  ones  have  not  onl3 
doabled  tbelr  eairftal  bat  hare  also  paid  large  diridends  sinci 
the  deflaUon  came  on? 

Mr,  B.ARKLET.  One  rery  prosperous  concern  has  been  pay 
lag  an  averafe  of  8  per  cent  on  its  capital  stock  of  K000,00Q 
which  in  1920  was  $2,000,000  and  doubled  since  that  time  by  i 
stock  dividend.  The  secretary  of  that  concern  testifled  tlut  the; 
were  making  10%  per  cent  on  their  salea.  The  Lenox  Oa,  li 
New  Jersey,  which  makes  a  high-grade  diinaware  which  com 
petes,  if  any  of  it  competes,  with  the  higli-grade  BngUsh  china 
ware  eoofiing  into  tliis  com  try,  multiplied  Its  capital  stock  four 
teen  times  since  the  <«iginal  $7,000  was  InTested.  nntn  now  It  i 
capital  stock  amounts  to  about  $1,000,000,  on  which  it  lias  mad(  t 
vr«AtB  ffamdac  froas  5w5  to  <18  per  cent 

Mr.  GOPF.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentuck] 
yieki  to  the  Senator  from  West  VirginiaT 

Mr.  BARKLBT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  OOFF.    As  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  hi  i 
contention  from  the  summary  of  facts  which  he  has  Just  read  li  i 
that  be  would  deny  to  the  china  and  potior  plants  tliat  prodoo  > 
75  per  cent  of  the  china  and  potter  produced  in  the  Unitei 
States  tike  protection  necessary  to  keep  them  going  because  on4 
company  which  produces  2S  per  cent  pays  a  dividend  of  8  pei 
cent  on  its  investment? 

Mr.  BARKLET.  No;  that  Is  not  my  contention.  My  ctmten 
tion  to  that  a  concern  which  manufactures  practically  all  of  tlH 
cheap  grades  of  chlnaware  sold  in  the  10-cent  stores,  with  whid 
It  to  alleged  the  foreign  importation  comes  in  competition,  whid 
has  increased  its  product  and  profits  to  sudi  an  extent  tliat  i 
practically  supplies  the  entire  &-and-10-cent  store  demand  o 
the  United  States,  does  not  need  any  additi<Mial  protection.  I 
we  had  the  10-cent  per  dosm  rate,  as  proposed  in  the  Senati 
committee  amendment  and  the  House  text,  it  would  give  addi 
tlonal  protection  to  thto  particular  concern,  which  to  mahing  a 
large  proportion  of  the  cheap  artides,  so  far  as  domestic  manu 
facture  is  concerned,  by  reason  of  the  modem  processes  it  has 
Installed  in  its  fadories.* 

Mr.  OOFP.  The  Senator  will  concede,  no  doubt,  that  th< 
capital  invested  in  the  production  of  diina  and  pottery  to  not  al 
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ot  It  invested  In  the  Homer  Laughlin  plant,  that  Is  produdng 
25  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production.  If  that  be  so,  then  to 
deny  to  the  other  capital  and  to  the  other  plants  so  engaged  the 
protection  necessary  to  keep  them  going  is  to  create  a  monopoly 
in  favor  of  the  plant  that  can  so  produce  and  so  supply  the 
chain  stores. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Not  at  all.  The  truth  is  that  the  chain- 
store  supply  has  been  largely  furnished  by  this  particular  com- 
pany. They  have  fed  the  demand  for  the  chain-store  supply  by 
having  cheap  products  which  they  have  been  able  to  sell  to  the 
5-and-lO-cent  stores  to  such  an  extent  that  it  has  met  the  com- 
petition of  the  ware  coming  in  from  Japan,  which  the  Tariff 
Commission  describes  as  being  desired  by  certain  American 
consumers  because  of  its  peculiar  coloring  and  decorations  ap- 
pealing to  certain  tastes  of  the  housewife  which  actuates  her 
to  desire  a  little  toy  tea  set  or  some  fancy  articles  that  stand 
on  the  table  or  the  buffet  or  somewhere  about  the  house.  Of 
course,  that  is  not  a  serious  competition  because  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission says  there  is  no  comparable  article  made  by  the  Ameri- 
can producer. 

Mr,  OOFF.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield  for  one  more  question  but  I  am 
anxious  to  proceed. 

Mr.  OOFF.  Then  Is  It  the  Senator's  contention  that  the  re- 
maining 76  per  cent  of  the  plants  so  engaged  do  not  need  any 
protection  or  any  assistance  to  keep  them  going  against  the 
cheaper  type  of  earthenware  that  is  produced  in  the  form  of 
pottery  and  other  chlnaware  from  China  and  Japan  and  Czecho- 
slovakia ? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  make  that  contention.  The  Senator 
of  course  realizes  that  there  Is  already  a  duty  of  45  and  50 
per  cent  on  the  articles  which  they  make.  What  I  contend  Is 
that  the  organiaations  which  It  is  claimed  are  now  not  pros- 
P«rous  need  more  protedlon  against  the  efficient  methods  of 
Homer  laughlin  &  Co.  than  they  do  against  foreign  importa- 
tions. The  Tariff  Commission's  own  figures  show  that  what- 
ever distress  they  are  suffering  now  Is  largely  due  to  the  fact 
that  this  great  coriMration  have  installed  all  of  these  modem 
meiliods  of  manufacture  and  are  able  to  compete  in  the  Ameri- 
can market  with  these  very  concerns  in  the  stores  that  sell  the 
cheaper  products  which  are  affected  by  the  10-cent  per  dozen 
rate  fixed  by  the  Senate  committee  and  the  House. 

Mr.  OOFF.  The  Senator  knows  they  have  the  tunnel  sj'S- 
tem  In  Europe,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  I  do  not  know  whether  they  have  or 
not. 

Mr,  OOFF.  The  report  to  the  Tariff  Commission  clearly  and 
distinctly  sets  forth  that  very  salient  fact. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Information  I  have  from  the  Tariff 
Commission  does  not  state  whether  they  have  the  tunnel  system 
or  not  I  asked  the  Senator  from  Pennsjlvanla  [Mr.  Reed], 
who  comes  from  a  pottery  State,  whether  they  were  using  It, 
and  he  was  unable  to  answer  me. 

Mr.  GOFF.  They  do  not  have  the  tunnel  system  in  Europe, 
but  they  have  labor  which  is  so  cheap  that  It  takes  the  place  of 
the  ttmnei  syst^n  used  in  this  country  in  its  productivity. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  imagine  the  pottery  Industry  in  Germany, 
which  to  about  as  eflldent  as  in  the  United  States,  has  to  some 
extent  ad<vted  the  tunnel  system  In  place  of  the  old-fashioned 
beehive  system,  although  I  am  not  certain  that  that  has 
occurred. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  occupy  unnecessarily  the 
time  of  the  Senate  In  discussing  this  proposition.  I  have  shown 
here,  I  think  by  figures  which  are  not  to  be  disputed  because 
they  come  from  the  Tariff  Commission,  that  these  comparable 
artides  are  laid  down  In  the  city  of  New  York  at  a  higher  price 
than  the  domestic  article  with  one  or  two  exceptions ;  tliat  the 
great  company  which  Is  manufacturing  these  cheap  articles  by 
modem  processes  is  not  only  able  to  compete  with  all  foreign 
Importations,  but  it  has  been  able  to  compete  with  the  domestic 
factories  to  the  extent  that  it  has  almost  driven  some  of  them 
out  of  business. 

The  question  which  presents  Itsdf  to  me  is  whether  It  Is  the 
duty  of  Congress  to  levy  an  additional  tax  above  the  46  and  50 
per  cent  that  is  already  enjoyed  by  all  American  earthenware 
potteries  by  fixing  the  rate  at  10  cents  per  doaen  pieces,  which 
amounts  to  20  cents  per  dozen  for  the  sets  qf  cups  and  saucers, 
In  order  that  we  may  enable  concerns  that  have  been  either 
unable  financially  or  so  intellectually  unprogressive  as  to  cling 
to  the  old  methods,  Instead  of  adopting  the  new  methods  which 
have  already  been  described  here  by  Senators  who  have  pre- 
ceded me,  as  well  as  by  myself.  I  can  not  convince  myself  that 
the  American  housewife,  whether  Phe  be  the  wife  of  a  farmer 
or  a  derk  or  a  mechanic  or  a  railroad  engineer  or  a  fireman  or 
brakeman,  who  finds  it  convenient  or  necessary  to  buy  these 


cheaper  artides  of  china  and  earthenware  with  whidi  she 
wants  to  equip  her  household,  must  be  required  either  to  pay  a 
higher  price  or  be  unable  to  obtain  them  at  all  in  the  stores 
where  she  has  been  In  the  habit  of  purchasing  them,  because  if 
the  10-cent  tariff  is  added  to  those  articles  in  all  prol)abIlity  it 
will  make  it  impossible  for  the  stores  to  handle  them  under  the 
6-and-lO-cent  plan,  but  they  will  have  to  Increase  them  above  10 
cents,  which  will  place  them  in  the  15  and  20  cent  class  of 
artides  purchased  In  those  stores. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentu(*y 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  know  the  Senator  wants  to  be  entirely 
fair.  I  have  a  conception,  though,  that  he  is  forming  conclusions 
rdative  to  the  whole  industry,  particularly  the  fadories  turning 
out  the  cheap  products,  ba.sed  on  the  profits  of  some  of  the 
concerns  which  put  out  the  high  grade,  expensive  ware. 

Mr.  B.\RKLEY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  Homer 
Laughlin  Co.,  to  which  I  have  referred,  is  not  putting  out  any 
expensive  ware,  but  is  making  a  spedallty  of  the  cheap  articles 
sold  in  the  10-cent  stores.  They  supply  practically  the  entire 
5-and-10-<-pnt  store  market  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  And  by  reason  of  that  fact  it  Is  a  noncom- 
petitive field.  It  puts  the  entire  product  into  the  5-and-KM?ent 
stores  and  hence  It  is  not  involved  In  rough-and-tumble  competi- 
tion in  the  ordinary  sense. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  has  been  able  to  manufacture  these  prod- 
ucts cheaper  than  other  American  producers  and  cheaper  than 
any  Imported  article  that  comes  In  competition  with  them. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  But,  referring  to  a  great  concern  like  the 
Woolworth  5-and-lO-cent  stores,  if  a  competitive  manufacturer 
Is  fortunate  enfmgh  to  get  the  business  of  that  concern,  it  Is 
no  longer  in  competition  in  the  ordinary  sense.  Its  output  to 
taken  care  of.  It  has  to  have  no  special  profit  because  there 
to  a  certainty  of  Income.  I  have  In  mind  the  Institutions  in 
my  State.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  pays  any  attention  to 
them. 

Mr.  BARKLirr.  I  do  not  know  what  institutions  there  are 
In  the  SenatcH-'s  State. 

Mr,  COPELAND.  We  are  making  40  per  cent  of  thto  type  of 
pottery. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  to  inconceivable  that  Wo<Hworth  or 
Kresge  or  any  other  of  the  5-and-lO-ceut  stores,  W(»uld  take  the 
product  of  Homer  Laughlin  &  Co.  in  preference  to  imported  arti- 
cles or  domestic  articles  if  they  could  obtain  them  from  other 
sources  more  cheaply  than  they  could  from  Homer  Laughlin  & 
Ca 

I  desire  to  refer  briefly  to  a  few  other  companies.  The 
Chenango  Pottery  Co.,  chlnaware  manufadurers  in  the  city  of 
Newcastle,  Pa.,  have  announced  an  expansion  program  which 
will  almost  double  the  plant  capadty  and  increase  the  working 
force  from  800  to  1,500  employees.  Excavation  has  already  been 
started  in  the  excavation  of  the  tunnel  kilns  for  thto  concern. 

The  Sterling  China  Co.,  pottery  ware  manufacturers  at  Wdls- 
ville,  Ohio,  has  announced  a  $25,000  Improvement  program, 
induding  the  construction  of  new-design  tunnel  kilns.  Contracts 
for  the  construction  of  the  tunnel  kiln  costing  approximately 
$200,000  has  been  awarded  by  the  Mayer  China  Co..  of  Beaver 
FalLs,  Pa. 

The  Homer  Laughlin  Co.  to  now  completing  a  $1,500,000  plant 
in  Newell,  W.  Va. 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion  permit  me  to  say  that  I  am  in 
entire  sympathy,  base^l  upon  the  fundamental  prlndjdes  in- 
volved in  the  bill,  with  giving  to  every  industry  and  every  class 
of  wcMrkiu'^-men  who  are  employed  by  Industry  the  same  kind 
of  treatment  I  am  not  in  favor  of  giving  rates  to  one  industry 
that  protect  It  to  a  certain  extent  and  denying  those  rates  to 
another  industry  that  Is  as  anxious  for  them  and  in  as  great 
need  for  them.  But  we  are  living  in  a  progressive  age.  Ma- 
chinery is  being  Improved  and  changed.  Methods  of  manufac- 
ture are  undergoing  revolutionary  changes  within  a  period  of 
five  to  seven  years.  The  Senator  from  Penusylvanto  [Mr.  Bxxd] 
a  while  ago  referred  to  the  fact  that  seven  years  ago  there  was 
only  one  method  of  manufacturing  pottery  and  that  was  by  the 
old-fashioned  kiln.  During  that  seven  years  the  methods  of 
manufacture  have  been  so  completely  revolutionized  that  all  of 
the  prc^resslve,  up-to-date,  modem  concerns  of  the  country 
have  either  adopted,  or  are  in  process  of  adopting,  the  modem 
method  by  which  they  are  able  to  turn  out  a  greater  quantity 
per  employee  at  a  cheaper  rate  per  unit. 

It  will  only  be  a  few  years — I  should  say  in  the  next  two  or 
three  years— in  my  judgment  when  ail  of  the  pott»y  factories 
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In  the  United  States  will  be  compelled  to  resort  to  this  modem 
method  of  manufacture.  Just  as  all  manufacturers  of  window 
glass  are  now  being  driven  to  the  abandonment  of  the  old- 
fashioned  cjiinder  pnx-ess  and  are  compelled  to  use  the  rolled 
sheet  process,  by  which  they  are  able  to  make  not  only  enor- 
mously more  in  quantity  but  to  produce  window  ^ass  at  a 
cheaper  rate  per  unit  and  to  place  it  on  the  American  market 
in  competition  not  only  with  American  industries  but  with  the 
Imported  article  coming  from  anywhere  else  in  the  world.  In 
other  words,  I  believe  that  thto  10-cont  tax  added  to  the  40  and 
50  cent  tax  already  in  existence  on  earthenware  products  and 
the  90  and  70  per  cent  on  chlnaware  protlucts  will,  lu  effect,  be 
a  tax  in  support  of  inefltetency;  will  be  a  tax  in  support  of 
antiquated  methods. 

I  do  not  believe  it  to  fair  to  tax  the  American  housewife, 
the  American  bread  table,  the  American  kitchen,  the  Ameri- 
can hotel,  or  any  other  class  of  users  of  this  character  of  earth- 
enware In  order  that  we  may  sustain  even  for  a  year  or  two 
factories  that  are  so  short-sighted  they  are  not  willing  to  adoi>t 
the  modem  methods  of  making  thto  product,  not  onli"  for  the 
l)eneflt  of  their  own  profits  Imt  for  the  benefit  of  the  American 
people  as  wdl. 

Mr.  GOFP  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  from 
West  Virginia  proceeds,  will  he  yield  to  me  for  a  few  minutes? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  GOFF.     Certainly. 

Mr.  COPELANT).  Mr.  President  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  letter 
from  the  National  Brotherhood  of  Operative  Potters,  of  Buffalo. 
N.  Y..  making  thto  statement : 

I  wish  to  call  your  attentJoo  to  that  part  of  tbe  tariff  bill  dealtag 
with  pottery  ware.  Tbe  duty  on  iwttery  baa  been  increaaed.  aod  this 
la  ao  vital  to  tb«  pottery  workera  that  we  are  aaking  you  to  support  thto 
part  of  tbe  tariff  bill  for  a  bl^^r  duty  on  pottery  ware. 

I  sympathise  with  all  the  things  that  have  been  said  by  the 
Senator  from  KentuAy  about  the  housewife;  bnt  the  fact  re- 
mains that  there  are  wives  of  pottery  workers  and  many 
other  wives  who  can  not  have  any  of  the  luxuries  of  life.  If  they 
get  the  bare  necessities,  unless  in  formulating  tbe  p^ding  tariff 
bill  we  give  protection  to  certain  Industries. 

I  am  satisfied  from  a  study  of  the  question  that  in  my  State 
thto  industry  is  entitled  to  more  protection  than  it  has  at  pres- 
ent. If  I  am  permitted  to  do  so,  at  a  toter  time  I  want  to  go 
into  the  matter  in  some  detail ;  but  I  could  not  let  the  eloqnent 
address  of  my  colleague  from  Kentucky  pass  without  calUng 
attention  to  those  other  housewives  in  America  who  need  imx>- 
tection  and  aid  Just  as  much  as  does  the  large  group  gpdkea  for 
by  the  Senator  from  Kentudty. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  trom  West 
Virginia  yield  further? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  West  Yir- 
ginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York  that  neither  he  nor  any  other  Member  of  thto  body  can 
possibly  sympathize  with  the  wife  of  the  man  who  is  working 
in  a  pottery  plant  to  a  greater  extent  than  can  I.  Of  ct;urse, 
I  realise  that  in  dealing  with  this  question  from  the  stand- 
point of  labor,  if  ttiat  is  to  be  the  standpoint  which  is  to  con- 
trol us,  we  must  also  not  overlook  the  fad  that  there  are 
millions  of  housewives  whose  husbands  are  working  in  Indus- 
tries which  will  receive  no  protection  whatever  under  this 
bill  should  It  become  a  law,  and  have  received  none  tinder  any 
other  law  that  has  ever  been  enarted.  'There  are  millions  of 
wives  who  are  Jtist  as  deserving  as  the  wives  of  pottery  work- 
ers and  whose  husbands  are  employ*^  in  industries  that  receive 
no  protection  whatever.  The  Senator  from  New  York,  I  am 
sure,  does  not  wish  to  lose  sight  of  the  other  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  housewi>"es  who  probably  do  not  oversee  bouM-boIds 
where  the  Income  to  so  great  even  as  that  derived  by  the 
woricers  in  this  particular  Industry.  TTie  husbands  of  those 
housewives  may  and  do  bdong  to  other  organizations  of  fellow 
workers. 

The  question  that  arises  Is,  Are  we  to  overlo<ik  all  those  other 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  housewives  In  ordor  that  we  may 
give  spedal  consideration  to  one  group  that  may  be  no  more 
deserving  than  the  other  thousands  to  whom  I  refer? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yldd  for  another  moment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia yield  further? 

Mr.  OOFF.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  we  are  baring  under  con- 
Bidt-ratton  at  thLs  moment  the  pottery  workers.  I  will  Join 
with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  or  w^lth  every  other  Senator 
in  any  raterprise  that  will  take  care  of  the  other  houaewires, 
but  ju«t  now  we  are  cftnsidering  the  pottery  schedule. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  wiU 
ylel<l  further,  I  desire  to  say  that  the  Senator  from  New  York 
comes  from  a  great  city  of  6.000.000  or  7,000.000  people.  There 
■re  hundreds  of  thousands  of  housewives  In  New  York  City 
whose  husbands  work  for  very  low  wages  in  Industry  and  who 
are  not  protected  by  any  schedule  in  the  pending  bill.  Not 
only  do  I  desire  to  do  Jastice  to  the  wives  of  those  who  are 
engaged  in  making  pottery  but  I  wish  also  to  do  Justice  to  the 
other  hundreds  of  thousands  of  wives  whose  husbands  work  in 
induHtrles  and  In  estHbllshnients  not  only  In  the  great  city  of 
New  York  but  in  evt-rj-  other  city  in  this  country  and  In  the 
rural  sections  as  well  who  are  compelled  to  buy  the  jwroducts 
the  cost  of  which  we  may,  in  our  zeal  for  one  particular  group, 
increase  for  other  groups  that  are  Ju.st  as  deserving. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  will  the  patient  Senator 
from  West  Virginia  bear  with  me  for  another  moment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  New  Yoik? 

Mr.  QOFT.     1  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  not  half  so 
Interested  in  the  housewives  of  New  York  as  am  I ;  but  I  want 
to  say,  Mr.  President,  that  there  is  not  a  housewife  in  the  city 
of  New  York,  so  far  as  I  know,  who  Is  not  anxious  to  have  the 
wives  of  those  engaged  In  the  pottery  busine»»  given  the  same 
chance  to  hare  some  of  the  luxuries  as  well  as  the  necessities  of 
life. 

Mr.  President,  I  recently  renewed  knowledge  which  I  pre- 
Tlously  had  ot  conditions  In  Bhirope.  spending  several  weeks  in 
a  number  of  foreign  countries.  When  I  see  how  the  people 
there  are  exploited  and  the  amount  of  service  they  give  for 
almost  nothing  and  then  see  how  their  emiMoyers  push  the  com- 
modities which  they  produce  over  here  into  this  country  at  a 
price  so  low  that  our  people  can  n^t  compete,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, as  a  Democrat.  I  am  determlne<l  to  do  my  pert  to  make 
sure  that  the  industries  which  truly  deserve  it  may  have  suflB- 
dent  protection,  so  that  the  workingmen  of  this  country  may 
have  mime  share  In  the  gravy  of  life  which  tl»ey  are  not  getting 
now.  In  my  Judgment,  In  the  potter,   business. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
there? 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  OOFr.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  should  like  to  call  the  Senators  attention 
to  the  fact  that  when  the  tariff  rates  on  pottery  were  Increased 
In  1922  the  proportion  of  the  cost  of  production  received  by 
labor  was  S2  per  cent,  but  under  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  under 
which  they  enjoyed  the  highest  rate  the  pottery  Industry  has 
ever  enjoyed,  the  proportion  of  cost  to  the  Iatx>ring  man  who 
prcxlot'es  pottery  has  »»een  reduced  from  a  total  of  52  per  cent 
to  47  per  cent.  So,  whatever  tariff  we  levy  on  pr»ttery,  the  labor- 
ing man  does  not  obtain  it.  If  I  felt  any  assurance  that  the 
laltoring  man  obtained  It,  I  would  be  more  willing  to  vote  for 
It.  but  when,  under  an  increase  of  the  tariff,  the  proportion  of 
the  total  cost  is  reduced  5  per  cent.  I  doubt  whether  the  labor- 
ing man  will  ever  receive  the  benefit  of  this  additional  tax  of  10 
cents  a  doaen. 

Mr.  COPELAND      Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Doef  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia yield  further  to  tlie  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  GOFF.    I  yield. . 

Mr.  COPETJkND.  Is  the  Senate  so  Impotent  that  it  can  not 
find  some  remedy  for  thLs  disease?  I  want  to  see  the  bill  so 
shai^ed  that  conditions  may  be  improved. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  New  York  Is  an  expert  in 
diseases,  and  I  suggest  that  he  find  a  remedy. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  So  far  as  this  Industry  la  concerned.  I  am 
convinced  that  the  remedy  Is  a  higher  rate  of  duty  on  pottery. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President.  I  desire.  In  presenting  the  views 
wiiich  I  entertain  relative  to  this  matter,  to  review  briefly  the 
pottery  industry  and  the  ctilna  industry,  included  In  that  term. 
In  this  ctmntry. 

I  desire  to  say  at  the  very  threshold  that  I  do  not  think  the 
subject  sliould  l>e  approached  with  a  desire  or  an  intention  on 
the  |»rt  of  any  Member  of  this  body  to  penalise  inefficiency ; 
nor  do  I  feel  that  the  subject  should  be  considered  in  the  light 
of  increasing  either  the  productivity  or  the  income  of  the  most  i 
highly  efBcient.  This  is  a  national  question:  it  involves  the 
entire  United  States.  We  are  not  to  legislate  for  one  sectl<Mi  or 
for  one  State  within  a  section ;  we  are  to  do  that  which  will 
make  for  the  general  prosperity  of  this  country,  reallalng  that 
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nrherever  we  increase  prosperity  by  inducing  capital  to  take  tha 
chances  of  Investment  and  at  the  same  time  employing  labor 
we  are  Increasing  the  prosperity  of  the  Nation,  not  only  locally 
and  Initially  but  nationally.  To  say  that  we  can  not  and  we 
will  not,  under  the  conditions  which  were  adverted  to  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  grant  the  Increase  which  is  asked  for, 
not  only  by  Invested  capital  but  by  employed  labor,  because  if 
we  do  so  we  are  going  to  add  to  the  income  of  a  corporation 
that  declares  an  8  per  cent  dividend,  although  there  are  many 
[>thers  that  are  declaring,  according  to  the  figures  submitted  by 
the  Senator  from  Keutuclcy,  only  a  4  per  cent  dividend,  seems  to 
mc  to  be  not  only  illogical  in  conc^>t  but  at  the  same  time  tends 
to  bring  about  the  very  condition  which  we  do  not  desire  to  see 
srought  about  In  this  country,  namely,  monopoly  In  any  special 
Industry. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  Massachusetts,  New  Jer- 
sey, New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Virginia,  Ohio,  Michi- 
^n,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Tennessee,  California,  and  the  State  of 
West  Virginia  are  Interested  In  the  manufacture  and  the  pro- 
Juction  of  pottery  and  chinaware.  Many  of  the  other  States  of 
he  Union  are  more  or  less  directly  and  indirectly  Interi'sted 
n  the  productiun  of  the  raw  material.  In  passing  let  me  say 
hat  much  of  the  raw  material  which  is  u.sed  >>y  the  domestic 
nanufactnrers  comes  from  the  States  of  Maine,  Connecticut, 
^ew  Jersey,  New  York  California,  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Horida,  Texas,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and  to  a  lesser 
legree,  many  of  the  other  States. 

It  is  Interesting,  Mr.  President,  to  have  in  mind  and  to  con- 
sider  that   there  are  approximately,  according   to  the   reports 
)f  the  Department  of  Commerce,  18,000  people  employed  in  the 
ndu.stry    of   manufacturing   pottery    and   china   In   the    United 
States.    It  is  therefore  fair  to  say,  as  we  calculate,  that  at  least 
:hree  or  four  times  thU  number  of  persons  are  dependent  upon 
he  18.000  so  employed.     In  other  words,  we  can  premise  the 
!act  that  at  least  80,000  people  in  this  country  are  dependent 
ipon  the  maintenance  and  the  upkeep  of  this  manufacturing 
ndustry;  and  among  ti.at  great  number  of  people  we  will  find 
lot  only  the  honsewife  who  desires  to  have  the  iiKHune  with 
Whi(4i  she  can  purcha.se  the  neces.saries  of  life  bnt  we  will  find 
also  the  housewife  who  Ls  necessarily  a  purchaser  and  a  con- 
sumer of  the  products  of  this  great  industry. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
I    Mr.  GOFF.     Yes ;  I  yield. 

I  Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  company  located  at  Ea.st  Liverpool, 
)hlo,  and  at  Newell,  W.  Va.,  which  I  discus.sed  a  while  ago,  has 
ust  startecl  its  new  plant  in  operation.  By  reason  of  that  it 
vill  be  able  to  produce  from  35  to  40  per  cent  (»f  the  total  do- 
nestic  output.  Having  been  able  under  conditions  heretofore 
ixisting  to  compete  not  only  with  domestic  products  bnt  with 
mported  products,  does  not  the  Senator  think  that  an  increased 
riff  on  the  articles  which  they  produce  will  benefit  them  more 
tly  than  any  other  concern,  or  probably  all  other  concerns, 
nd  enable  them  to  obtain  an  absolute  monopoly  by  driving  all 
there  put  of  business  sooner  than  they  will  even  under  the 
resent  law? 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  answer  the  Senator  in  the  negative  without 

he  slightest  hesitation;  and  then   I   will  descend   to  this  de^ 

all— that   where  there  is  competition   in   the  domestic  manu- 

acturing  of  any   product   in   the   United    States,    a   slight   in- 

(  reuse  in  the  tariff  is  not  appreciably  addetl  to  the  cost  of  the 

i  irtide  to  the  consumer.    The  .Senator  and  1  may  disagree  upon 

hat  as  an  economic  proposition ;  but,  nevertheless,  that  is  my 

view  of  the  effect  of  a  slight   increase  in  the  tariff  when   it 

J  ffects  an  already  going  American  concern. 

As  I  was  saying  when  the  Senator  and  I  engaged  in  this 
<  uestioning  and  answering,  the  great  handicap  which  the  pot- 
I  ery  industry  has  laboretl  under  in  the  United  States  is  the 
<08t  of  labor.  In  the  cheaper  and  undecorated  wares  the  labor 
<ost  is  approximately  55  per  cent.  When  the  Senator  from 
]  Kentucky  was  presenting  his  argumetit  to  the  Senate  when  he 
compared  sections  211  and  212.  he  did  not  dilTerentiat'e  hetween 
1  lie  articles  pro<lui-e<l  under  the  provisions  of  those  sections 

Certain  wares  come  in  under  each  of  these  paragraphs  in 
( irect  competition  with  the  American  manufacturers ;  and  cer- 
t&in  wares  that  come  in  under  sections  211  and  212  are  not  in 
tn.v  sense  in  c-ompetition  at  all.  It  is,  therefore,  a  i-onfusion 
vithout  the  proi>er  differentiation  to  comiiare  tliese  two  sec- 
tons. 

Under  paragraph  211,  the  competition  that  the  Araeri.an  pot- 
tsry  manufacturer  exiieriences  in  earthenware  is  in  the  higher 
Ciass,  and  is  not  felt  at  aU.  so  I  am  infonned  and  so  I  find 
from  a  study  of  these  statistics  and  these  briefs. 

Under  paragraph  212,  the  American  prmlucer  Is  not  in  any 
flense  hurt  by  the  importotion  of  the  fine  china  that  comes  in 
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from  France  and  England.  It  Is  the  cheaper  china  and  it  Is 
the  cheaper  pottery  that  comes  in  from  Clilna,  from  Japan,  from 
Belgium,  from  Germany,  and  from  Czechoslovakia  that  com- 
potes with  the  American  manufacturer. 

The  United  States  wages  in  this  very  connection  are  two 
and  one-half  times  the  wages  paid  In  Great  Britain. 

In  Germany,  women  work  for  from  8  to  10  cents  an  hour; 
whereas  in  the  United  States,  when  women  engage  in  this  in- 
dustry, they  are  paid  anywhere  from  25  cents  to  52  cents  an 
hour. 

In  Germany,  the  wages  paid  to  men  range  from  13  to  31 
cents  an  hour,  whereas  in  the  United  States  they  range  from 
42  cents  to  $1.27  an  hour. 

The  United  States  wages  are  from  three  and  one-half  to  four 
times  the  wages  paid  in  Csechoslovakla.  The  wages  paid  in 
the  United  States  are  four  times  the  wages  paid  in  Holland. 
The  wages  r»aid  in  the  United  States  are  four  and  o«e-half  times 
those  of  Italy;  and  those  that  are  paid  in  American  production 
aro  eight  times  the  wages  that  are  paid  in  Japan. 

1  say,  Mr.  President — to  use  the  term  which  this  discussion 
haa  coined  and  brought  forth — that  the  inefficient  American  pro- 
ducer can  not  keep  going  and  compete  with  this  importation 
that  Is  flooding  the  American  market. 

Mr.  I<^:SS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
ginia j^eld  to  tie  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  do. 

Mr.  FESS.  While  the  Senator  Is  discussing  the  difference  in 
wages,  will  he  not  take  notice  of  the  child  labor  that  Is  used  In 
some  of  these  countries  In  which  the  selling  agencies  make  It 
very  clear  that  their  goods  are  not  subject  to  the  child-labor 
regulations  of  the  United  States?  Has  the  Senator  gone  Into 
that  phase  of  the  matter  at  all? 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  have  not  gone  Into  it,  but  I  will  take  it  up 
right  now,  so  that  we  will  dlscusg  It  Just  when  the  Senator  has 
brought  It  to  the  attention  of  tlie  Senate. 

We  know  that  In  all  of  these  countries  that  we  have  been 
dis<^'ussing  and  mentioning  there  are  no  limitations  upon  the 
employment  of  child  labor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Joweb  In  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentnckj-  ? 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  do. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  figures  the  Senator  has  submitted  with 
reference  to  the  comparative  wages  of  American  and  foreign 
labor  are.  of  conrw^,  correct.  He  does  not  take  into  considera- 
tion the  greater  efficiency  of  the  American  laborer.  I  desire  to 
ask  the  Senator  whether  he  does  not  think  that  the  greater 
efficiency  of  the  American  laborer  absorbs  the  higher  wage  that 
he  receives,  out  of  which  the  employer  makes  a  greater  profit, 
and  that  that  accounts  for  the  fact  that  the  articles  about  which 
we  have  been  talking  are  laid  down  in  the  United  States  from 
Germany,  from  England,  and  from  Japan  at  a  higher  price  than 
the  domestic  article  is  laid  down  in  the  city  of  New  York? 

Mr.  GOFF.  My  answer  to  the  Senator,  briefly — and  I  really 
have  not  the  time  to  go  Into  this  matter  in  detail — Is  simply 
this: 

I  not  only  take  Into  consideration  the  greater  efficiency,  the 
greater  IntelHgence,  the  greater  progressiveness  of  American 
labor,  but  1  al.«*<i  take  Into  consideration  the  fact  that  this 
Intelligence  and  this  energy  and  this  capacity  possessed  by 
American  labor  and  transferred  into  the  finished  product  of 
America  is  entitle<l  to  first  consideration  by  the  American 
Congress.  If  the  Senator  carried  his  argument  to  its  logical 
conclusion,  it  would  be,  "  I  would  just  as  lief  take  at  least 
TO.OOU  people  in  the  United  States  and  turn  them  out  of  employ- 
ment In  a  certain  specific  Industry  in  which  they  are  skilled 
and  to  which  they  are  qualified  to  devote  themselves  because 
labor  to  the  extent  of  10,000  people  employed  in  one  great 
industry  is  monoptdizing  or  rendering  more  efficient  production 
than  the  others." 

It  Is  not,  Mr.  President,  that  I  am  advocating  in  any  sense, 
and  I  do  not  advocate,  the  protection  of  any  speilal  plant.  I 
desire  to  say,  so  that  there  yrill  be  no  misunderstanding,  that 
while  this  great  phmt  of  the  Homer  Laughlin  Co.,  located  in  my 
State,  is  said  to  be  one  of  the  most  efficient  in  the  United 
States,  if  not  in  the  world,  I  am  not  standing  here  advocating 
the  interests  of  that  concern  ;  and  if  there  is  any  Senator  within 
the  sound  of  my  voice  who  thinks  that  that  Is  the  motivating 
force  that  causes  rie  to  advocate  ppntection  for  this  industry,  I 
wish  he  would  make  known  his  thought  In  that  connection.  I 
want  American  lalK)r  employed  not  only  In  the  manufacturing 
of  this  product  but  in  the  manufacturing  of  the  by-products 
that  enter  into  the  production  of  pottery  and  chinaware. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  there? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Vhrglnia  jield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  GOFF.     I  do. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Further  comparing  the  wage  scale  of 
American  with  other  laborers,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  to  the  fact  that  the  American  worker  produces  per 
annum  in  the  brick  industry  140,000  brick.s  while  in  Germany 
the  individual  worter  produces  only  60,000  tw1<.*s  per  annum. 

In  the  United  States  the  average  laboring  man  produces  77 
tons  of  sterf,  while  In  Great  Britain  he  produces  only  25  tons 
of  steel. 

The  United  States  worker  produces  100  tons  of  tin  plate,  while 
the  worker  of  Great  Britain  produces  only  25  tons. 

In  the  United  States  the  Amolcan  lab4>rlng  man  produces 
6,500  pounds  of  flour,  while  in  Great  Britain  he  produces  only 
4,250. 

In  the  United  States  the  average  workman  produces  In  the 
course  of  one  day  21  square  meters  of  window  glass,  while  in 
Sweden  be  produces  only  10  and  in  Belgium  only  11. 

In  the  case  of  cotton  yam  the  average  m;jn  in  the  United 
States  produces  414  ix>uuds  per  day,  while  In  Japan  he  prt»ducea 
only  104  pounds. 

And  so  on  down  the  line  of  a  large  number  of  Industries,  in- 
dicating that  the  difference  In  wage  is  not  th<»  true  measure  of 
the  value  of  the  output,  because  in  America  the  average  man 
produces  more  than  four  times  as  much  as  th<>  same  man  work- 
ing at  the  same  sort  of  industry  produces  in  Ja^Min. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  i»resideut,  I  have  no  disagreement  with  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  on  the  superiority  of  American  labor. 
That  is  not  the  questlcm  that  should  be  contrt'lllng  in  this  mat- 
ter. The  question  that  should  control  us  Is  the  desire  to  keep 
this  superior  labor  employed  and  at  the  same  time  bring  about 
the  increase  of  prospwity  that  will  come  to  everyone  depend- 
ent, directly  or  indirectly,  upon  the  manufacturing  of  pottery 
and  (^ina  products  in  this  country*. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  asked  me  some  time  ago  if  I  hl4 
taken  into  ctmsideration  the  fact  that  child  latior  was  employed 
in  many  of  the  countries  that  are  producing  china  and  pottery  in 
competition  with  the  American  lAants.  I  liave  done  so,  and  I 
know  that  the  decreased  cost  of  production,  as  compared  with 
the  cost  of  production  relatively  in  this  country.  In  the  coun- 
tries which  export,  is  baaed  largely  upon  child  labor,  the  wages 
paid  to  children  being  lower  than  the  wages  paid  to  the  ordinary 
person  employed  in  those  countries. 

On  account  of  earthenware  carrying  a  louver  rate  of  duty 
than  diina,  both  Germany  and  Japan  have  within  the  pa5^  two 
years  increased  their  exports  of  earthenware.  During  the  past 
years  the  increase  from  Japan  in  both  value  and  quantity  are 
shown  by  the  fWlowlng  figures : 

In  1927  Japan  sent  to  the  United  States  $334,000  worth. 

In  1928  Jaf«n  .sent  to  the  United  Statt^  $679,000  worth. 

That  represents  an  Increase  of  100  per  cent  In  quantity  that 
was  imported  from  Japan  into  the  United  States. 

The  importing  interests  have  endeavored  to  make  capital  out 
of  two  events  that  have  occurred  during  the  past  year,  and  the 
same  were  used  by  several  of  those  who  are  riow  advocating  a 
reduction.  These  facts  are,  first,  a  combination  of  nine  western 
factories,  and,  second,  the  enlargement  mentioned  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  of  the  Homer  I^ngtUlii  Oo.  in  Newell, 
W.  Va.  Both  of  these  instruments  are  in  no  way  relevant  In 
their  bearing  upon  the  question  now  before  th<j  Senate  or  to  be 
determined  here  in  the  matter  of  this  question. 

It  is  obvious  that  In  the  United  States  then*  are  lietween  50 
and  60  plants  which  are  now  producing  china  and  pottery.  If 
they  do  not  have  the  production  necessary  to  keep  them  going 
and  justify  their  competition  with  the  cheap  lmpt)rted  china, 
they  must  close  down  and  discharge  the  men  and  women  em- 
ployed in  their  factories.  There  are  36  firms  that  have  pro- 
duced in  three  years  and  sold  in  round  numbers  $69,000,000 
worth  of  pottery  ware.  The  total  earnings  of  those  concerns  In 
these  three  years  are  $1,680,000.  and  the  total  losses  were 
$1,267,000,  showing  a  net  gain  in  three  years  en  the  total  busi- 
ness of  $60,000,000  of  only  $413,000,  or  an  average  gain  per  year 
on  sales  of  six-toiths  of  1  per  c«it. 

In  that  c^)nnectlnn  we  who  advocate  a  tariff  that  will  keep 
these  Inefficient  firms,  as  they  have  been  denominated,  going 
and  paying  living  wages  to  the  men  and  women  who  work 
therein,  are  met  with  the  statement  that  we  must  not  allow 
them  to  continue  because  to  permit  them  to  continue  is  to  ren- 
der more  secure  and  perpetual  some  of  the  self-sustaining 
corporations. 

In  this  connection  It  was  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky that  the  Installation  of  the  tunnel  kiln  was  a  very  Im- 
portant, efficient  addition  to  the  American  manufacture.     The 
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Itista nation  of  the  tnnnel  kfln  in,  of  coarsw.  Important  It  pre- 
■iJl>|iOM«>f(  and  iiivolveii  wveral  additional  di!«x>vvries  and  luech- 
anisniH.  uwl  thut  the  pottery  plant  has  sutHcient  ground  gpace 
for  th«>  erertion  of  suth  a  kiln — and  these  kllna  measure  from 
aui>  to  375  feet  In  length  and  30  feet  in  width,  including  operat- 
ing space. 

It  Id  only  neeeMiary  to  comment,  in  passing,  that  many  oi 
theae  plantD  do  not  pottness  the  necemary  ground  and  do  not 
have  the  facilitieti  for  the  inKtallation  of  thesd  kilns.  Seo^nd, 
that  the  plants  do  not  have  sufficient  shop  capacity  to  produce 
efioiigh  ware  to  feeil  the  i-ontinually  devouring  and  operating 
mau-Mne  known  as  ttte  tunnel  kiln.  The  organization  that  inatl- 
tutev  and  adds  such  kilns  to  Its  productive  capacity  must  have 
sufficient  c-apiUI  to  invest  approximately  $300,000  for  such  kiln. 
Mr.  8MITH  Mr.  Pn>^ident.  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  QOFT.     I.  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH.  What  number  of  persons  are  employed  In  the 
pottery  catabUithments  In  the  Senator's  State  to  which  be  has 
referred? 

Mr.  GOPP.  I  would  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  are 
between  eighteen  and  twenty  thousand  persons  employed  in  the 
United  States. 
Mr.  SMITH.  I  would  like  to  get  it  down  to  a  concrete  case. 
Mr.  0<)PF.  Aboot  four  or  five  times  that  number  are  indi- 
rectly dependent  upon  the  wages  of  the  men  and  women  so 
employed,  and  there  are  not  to  exceed  2,000,  or  2,500,  possibly, 
emt>loyed  in  tlie  Boner  Laughlin  Co.  plants. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  am  asking  that  for  thin  reason :  I  have  certain 
statistics  here,  eartaln  comparative  figures,  in  reference  to  the 
glMfls  industry.  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  look  into  the 
question  of  pottery,  or  find  to  what  extent  labor-saving  devices 
have  been  ioatalled  to  take  the  place  of  manual  labor.  Can  the 
Senator  give  as  any  facts  in  reference  to  the  improved  macliln- 
ery  that  is  being  used  in  the  pottery  busineas  to  take  the  place  of 
human  hantis  In  tile  skilled  production? 

Mr.  GOFP.  I  can  only  say  to  the  Senator,  roughly  qieaklng. 
that  tlM>re  are  in  the  United  SUtea  between  00  and  eo  plants. 
RonH*  of  them  have  recently  cloMed  down  because  of  their  inabil- 
ity to  compete  with  the  importations  which  now  tbey  ar«  forced 
to  meet,  and  tiiere  is  only  one  plant,  tliat  la,  the  Homer 
LanchllB  plant,  which  is  located  in  Weat  Virginia  and  in  Ohio, 
that  is  to-day  sttoreasfully  maintaining  the  tunnel-kiln  system. 
Mr.  PBM8.  Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  OOPF.    I  yield. 

Mr.  PB88.  I  addressed  a  communication  to  East  Liverpool, 
which  is  really  tlie  center  of  the  pottery  industry  in  Ohio,  and 
asked  liow  many  of  tlie  factories  or  plants  there  were  compelled 
to  does  down,  as  I  had  understood  there  were  severaL  -  I  had 
a  reply,  in  which  were  given  the  names  of  the  firms. 

Seven  different  firms  in  the  city  of  East  Liverpool,  which  is 
across  the  river  from  the  Newell  plant,  have  entirely  cloeed 
down.  There  was  also  one  at  Sebring,  Ohio,  and  another  at 
Wellsville.  that  might  be  regarded  in  that  territory.  So  at  least 
nine  of  the  pottery  plants  in  the  city  of  East  Llveri>o<4  and  its 
immediate  vicinity  have  entirely  discontinued. 
Mr.   SMITH.    Mr.  President,   may   I  ask  the  Senator  from 

Ohio.  If  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  will  allow  me 

Mr.  OOPF.    Certainly. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Is  tlkat  on  account  of  a  lack  of  an  adequate 
tariff — I  mean  a  reasonable  tariff — or  is  it  on  account  of  the 
Inability  ot  the  plants  he  has  named  to  compete  with  the  plant 
In  West  Virginia,  which  has  the  up-to-date  machinery  and  which 
has  so  overproduced  this  article  that  the  market  can  not  absorb 
It  at  a  price  wliich  would  keep  the  plants  in  Ohio  going?    * 

Mr.  PB88.    No ;  tlie  Senator  la  mistaken ;  it  is  not  the  compe^ 
tition  of  the  Langhlin  plant  over  at  Newell,  to  which  he  is  refer- 
ring :   it  is  tite  ctHnpetition  of  the  industry  in  Japan   tliat  ia 
-aaaainc  this  condition. 

If  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  will  permit,  I  hare  the 
additional  flgmres.  Tliere  are  38  pottery  firms,  excluding  the 
LanghUn  China  Co.,  which  in  1023  operated  10,153  Idlna,  in 
1928  only  tt,814.  The  decrease  in  the  five  years  was  8350.  or 
S34  per  cent 
Mr.  SMITH    la  that  in  the  oatpot? 

Mr.  PESS.  In  the  number  of  kilns  that  were  being  operated. 
I  do  not  want  to  take  tike  time  of  the  Senator   from   West 

Virginia 

Mr.  OOPF.  The  Senator  may  go  ahead,  if  he  will  not  take 
much  longer. 

Mr.  FE88.  Let  me  give  Just  one  concrete  example.  In  the 
town  of  Sebring.  Ohio,  a  distinctively  pottery  town,  fonnded  by 
an  American  bearing  the  name  Sebring.  the  first  pottery  waa 
built  in  1880.  That  Is  really  a  pottery  town ;  there  is  very  little 
oatside  of  the  pottery  industry  there.  The  second  pottery  waa 
built  in  1000.  and  M»  OB. 
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TJhe  Sebring  China  Co.,  founded  In  1899,  employs,  when  condi- 
tiois  are  normal.  325  people,  and  the  annual  wages  are  $400,000. 

Ihe  Sebring  Pottery  Co.,  built  In  1900,  employs  425,  and  the 
anEuul  wages  are  $000,000. 

Ihe  French  China  Co.,  in  the  same  town,  built  in  1901,  em- 
ploys 650  people,  and  the  annual  wages  are  $800,000. 

Ihe  Limoges  China  Co..  foundt?d  in  1903,  employs  650,  and  the 
wa)  es  are  $800,000  annually. 

Ibe  Saxon  China  Co.,  built  in  1907,  employs  425,  and  the 
annual  wages  are  $600,000. 

1  hese  were  substantial  pottery  companies  in  the  one  town, 
whJ  ch  at  one  time  were  very  prosperous,  and  they  were  up-to- 
dat  i  plants,  but  to-day  they  are  running  only  at  40  per  cent 
capicity,  and  with  the  prospect,  unless  something  is  done,  that 
tha  town,  together  with  the  employees,  will  entirely  cease  imto- 
duc  ;ion,  so  far  as  that  industry  is  concerned. 

&  r.  SMITH.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  not  go  any  further,  be- 
cau  le  I  have  not  taken  the  time  to  check  op  on  the  pottery 
ind'  wtry  to  find  out  to  what  extent  improved  methods  of  produc- 
tioi  Jtiave  been  ini^talied.  and  to  what  extent  individual  produc- 
tion  has  been  increased  by  virtue  of  the  use  of  improved  imple- 
n>ei  ts.  I  have  checked  up  on  the  others,  but  I  tihali  Lake  the 
timi»  to  check  up  and  see  to  what  extent  we  have  eliminated 
human  hands,  installed  machinery,  and  increased  the  wa;res  of 
the  few  we  do  retain,  and  call  it  the  American  wage,  while  we 
have  turned  out,  without  employment,  hundreds  of  those  who  for 
a  V  hile  were  engaged  as  skilled  laborers. 

it  r.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  apologize  to  the  Sraa- 
tor  from  West  Virginia  for  interrupting  an  address  that  is 
fundamental  on  this  subject  but  I  wanted  to  give  two  or  three 
con<  'rete  examples. 

\  r.  OOF^^     I  appreciate  very  much  the  contribution  of  the 
Sen  itor  from  Ohio.     He  has  clearly  added  to  the  understan<ling 
of  tbe  question.    In  that  very  connection  I  wish  to  state  a  matter 
y  own  personal  knowledge. 

me  months  ago  I  talked  in  my  State  of  West  Virginia  to 
employed  in  the  pottery  and  china  industry  who  had  come 
United  States  directly  from  Belgium.  Some  had  become 
lean  citizens  and  the  rest  of  them  were  on  the  way  to 
citizens  of  this  great  country.  They  stated  to  me  indi- 
lly  and  in  conference  that  they  could  not  compete  with  the 
chitia  and  pottery  made  in  their  home  land.  They  said,  "  In  the 
Uni  ed  States  we  have  enjoyed  a  system  of  living  and  an  eleva- 
tion of  personal  ambition  that  was  never  before  within  the  range 
of  our  imagination.  Over  here  we  work  seven  and  eight  hours  a 
day  and  we  have  comforts  that  are  not  enjoyed  or  dreamed  of 
by  I  he  people  in  Belgium.  Over  tliere,"  they  said  to  me,  "  men 
and  women  and  children  work  from  sunrise  to  sunset.  They 
havf  no  hours  of  labor.  They  have  nothing  that  controls  them 
or  lestricts  the  energy  which  they  give  to  their  occupotion  but 
the  desire  to  live  and  the  desire  to  get  ahead. 

"  If  you  in  the  Congress  of  the  Unittxl  States  do  not  give  us 
a  protection  which  will  Justify  the  continued  employment  of 
cap  tal  In  these  Industries  here,  we  know  of  our  own  knowl- 
edgi  i  and  to  our  own  satisfaction  that  capital  will  become  timid 
and  retire,  and  these  factories  will  be  eloseil.  and  we  who  know 
not  ling  but  the  otrupation  of  employment  in  china  and  pottery 
piaats  will  be  thrown  out  of  employment" 

Mr.  B.\RKLBY.     Mr.  President 

PRESIDING  OFFICER     Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Vir^nla  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

r.  GOFF.  I  am  willing  to  yield  for  a  question,  but  I  am 
anxious  to  finish.  I  do  not  want  to  yirtd.  If  the  Senatoi  will 
beai-  with  me,  for  any  continued  debate.  I  would  rather  yield 
the  floor  later  on  and  let  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  take  the 
floo '  In  his  own  right 

a  r.  BARKLEY.  I  desire  merely  to  ask  a  question.  The 
aveiage  Increase  in  the  cost  of  all  commodities  at  this  time 
abore  the  cost  of  1913  Is  In  the  neighbf)rhood  of  40  per  cent 
Economists  have  adopted  what  they  call  a  price  Index,  by  which 
thej  gage  present  prices  as  compared  witli  1913  prices.  The 
avei'age  Increase  in  all  commodities  is  about  40  per  cent  The 
avei-age  increase  in  the  cost  of  earthenware  and  chinaware 
about  which  we  have  been  talking  has  been  In  the  neighbor- 
hood of  85  per  cent  compared  with  prices  in  1913.  Does  not 
the  Senator  think  that  with  a  40  per  cent  average  increase 
theie  is  no  Just  cause  for  complaint  that  there  has  l)een  a 
aerlHia  interruption  in  the  path  ot  American  progress? 

a*.  GOPF.    That  does  not  prevail  generally  In  the  industry. 

Ill  r.  President.  In  view  of  the  adoption  of  the  tunnel  process, 
the  question  arises  as  to  how  many  of  the  sixty-odd  plants  in 
tlie  United  States  are  in  a  position  to  meet  such  conditions. 
The  re  are  very  few.  I  know  ot  only  one,  but  to  be  absolutely 
impartial  in  my  statenaent  possibly  four  or  five  of  the  pottery 
plaits  of  the   country   oould   Justify    taking   the   chance   and 
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engaging  In  the  adyentnre.    On  the  other  hand.  If  the  meeting 
of  thcf»e  conditions  were  possible,  which  I  had  outlined  before 
we  digressed  to  the  <»ther  discussion,  then  what  would  happen  in 
the  Unitetl  States?     What  would  be  the  result  of  all  of  these 
50  or  60  china  and  pottery  plants  adopting  the  tunnel  system? 
We  would  produce  so  much  china  and  pottery  that  we  would 
puffer  all  of  the  evils  of  overproduction  and  we  would  destroy 
not  only  the  Industry  itself  but  we  wouhl  undo  the  very  thing 
which  we  are  attempting  to  do  by  limiting,  as  far  as  we  can, 
the  reasonable  retura  on  the  production  of  the  plants  so  engaged. 
Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  iTesldent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  yield  to  th<?  Senator  from  Ohio? 
Mr.  GOFF.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  Such  plants  as  the  one  in  the  Senator's  own 
city  of  Newell  might  be  able  to  meet  the  foreign  competition, 
but  it  is  only  becaut^e  of  the  tremendous  amount  of  capital  they 
can  employ  in  order  to  work  eflicieutly.  I  wonder  when  it  came 
to  be  the  policy  of  the  United  States  to  supi>ort  by  a  protec- 
tive tariff  only  the  big  industry  and  to  let  the  little  one  go? 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  my  friend  from  Ohio 
that  I  discussed  that  feature  of  the  matter  before  he  came  into 
the  Chamber. 

Mr.  FESS.    I  beg  the  Senator's  panlon. 

Mr.  GOB^F.  I  am  very  glad  that  he  referred  to  it  again  be- 
cau.se  as  I  then  said,  and  I  will  repeat  to  the  Senator  from 
Ohio.  If  he  carried  to  its  logical  conclusion  the  contention  of 
the  distinguiPhed  8'?nator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barkley],  then 
we  would  create  a  monopoly  in  the  Homer  Laughlin  plant  and 
we  would  put  out  of  commission  every  domestic  Industry  en- 
gaped  in  the  prtKluc  ion  of  china  and  pottery.  If  we  applied  that 
principle  to  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation,  we  would  say 
to  them.  "  Because  you  have  been  able  to  attract  a  greater 
amount  of  capital  to  you,  you  may  go  aheod  and  be  the  nio- 
tioi>oly  in  the  steel  Industry  of  the  United  States  and  every 
other  coreem  must  get  out  of  your  way  unless  you  see  fit  to 
merge  it  into  the  concern  which  you  control." 

Why  does  not  the  inefficient  man.  as  the  term  has  been  us<m1. 
need  protection?  Is  not  every  industry  tliat  is  protected  the 
production  or  outgrowth  of  lneffi<'lency?  Was  It  not  unable, 
when  It  first  startinl.  to  comfiete  with  domestic  industries  or 
with  the  InduMtrios  of  foreign  countricf?  Take  the  tin  indus- 
try of  the  United  Slates.  What  did  it  amount  to,  and  what  was 
It  until  we  sow  fit  and  a  great  deal  of  it  by  antlcii>ation,  to 
give  it  a  protective  tariff  which  Justified  the  United  States  in 
becoming  one  of  the  groatent  producers  of  tin  on  the  face  of 
the  earth? 

We  should  apply  that  principle  wherever  there  is  a  Justifica- 
tion and  a  reasonable  demand.  We  should  apply  it  not  only 
because  it  expresses  prosperity  but  because  It  employs  American 
labor.  If  we  do  not  employ  American  labor,  we  have  no  pros- 
perity. Capital  hai  no  Income  unless  labor  adds  its  efforts  to 
produce  a  return  for  capital.  If  we  do  not  invest  capital,  we 
have  no  market  I  have  heard  some  of  my  friends  in  the  Senate 
talk  as  though  a  tariff  that  produces  a  return  for  capital  is  a 
step  in  the  direction  of  destroying  agriculture.  I  would  like  to 
a.sk  what  is  the  use  of  agriculture  If  we  do  not  produce  a  con- 
suming market  for  what  the  farmer  grows  and  what  the  farmer 
turns  out?  What  is  the  good  of  a  store?  Where  are  the  chain 
stores  If  we  do  not  produce  men  and  women  with  money  in 
their  p<x*kets  to  buy? 

It  would  seem,  if  we  would  follow  through  to  their  logical 
deductions  and  confines  the  arguments  which  we  have  been 
compelled  to  listen  to  here  to-day,  that  when  we  grant  protec- 
tion to  an  American  Industry  we  oidy  seem  to  benefit  capital. 
I  want  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that  capital  never  earned  a  divi- 
dend that  did  not  benefit  labor,  capital,  and  everyone  who  de- 
j)end8  upon  these  for  the  uplift  and  the  comforts  of  life. 

So,  Mr.  President,  conforming  to  what  I  said  to  certain  of 

the  Members  of  this  lK;dy  I  would  do,  I  shall  not  continue  to 

discuss  the  question  longer,  but  I  shall  leave  it  with  the  request 

and  with  the  prayerful  wish  that  upon  reflection  and  in  a  mood 

of  the  most  serious  meditation  the  Members  of  this  body,  not 

only  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  but  on  the  other  side  as  well, 

win  see,  even  if  they  have  no  State  Interest  in  the  question, 

that  there  is  at  least  sufticlent  of  a  national  interest  to  American 

labor  and  American  capital  to  vote  to  eliminate  the  Finance 

Committee  amendment  and  to  retain  the  provision  of  the  House. 

Mr.    HARRISON.     Mr.    President,    does    the    Senator    from 

Utah  intend  to  have  a  vote  on  the  pending  amendment  to-night  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  would  like  to  df)  so.     Will  the  Senator  yield 

to  enable  me  to  submit  a  unanimous-consent  request? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  discussion 
npt>B  every  individual  amendment  in  Schedule  2  shall  be  limited 
■0  as  to  not  exceed  10  minutes  hereafter. 


The  PRBSIDINO  OPPICBR  Does  the  Senator  mean  on 
each  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Senator  from  Utah  sub- 
mits the  nnanimous-<K)nsent  request  that  on  eadi  amendment  in 
Schedule  2  del)ate  shall  be  limited  to  10  minutes. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  Senator  means  that  no  one  Senator  may 
speak  longer  than  10  minutes? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Certainly. 

Mr.    WALSH   of   Montana.    Does   that    Involve   all   of   the 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No ;  only  Schedule  2. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
whether  that  Includes  all  amendments  which  may  be  offered 
after  the  committee  amendments  are  disposeil  of? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  are  dealing  only  with  committee  amend- 
ments now. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objertlon  to  the  re« 
quest  of  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  COI'ELAND.  Mr.  President  suppose  there  are  two  or 
three  amendments  In  one  paragraph. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     My  request  applies  to  each  amendment 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  Senator's  request  relates  to  each  Indi- 
vidual amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Each  amendment  in  each  paragraph  of  Sched- 
ule 2. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Utah?  The  Chair  bears  none,  and 
It  is  so  ordered. 

Tlie  unanimous-consent  agreement  was  reduced  to  writing, 
as  follows: 

Ordered,  by  unanlmoiiB  conspnt  That  In  the  corriderstlon  of  th« 
rpmalndcr  of  the  comni!ttfH>  amendmentB  to  Krhedule  2  of  the  hill 
(II.  R.  2667)  for  revision  of  the  tariff,  or  amendmenti  proposed  thereto, 
no  Senator  may  apeak  longer  than  10  mlnotes  upon  each  amendment 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Does  the  Senator  intend  to  have  a  vote  on 
the  pending  amendment  to-uight? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  I  would  like  to  get  a  vote  on  it 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Then  let  us  have  a  roll  call,  but  before  that 
I  want  to  oi'cupy  the  floor  for  S  or  10  minutes, 

Mr.  8M(X)T,  Mr.  President  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  vote  on  the  pending  amendment  be  taken  at  not  later  than 
25  minutes  after  5  o'clock. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Make  It  10  minutes  after  the  roU  call  if 

completed.  ^  .   ..  j 

Mr.  FESS.     After  the  Senator  from  MlssIssipiJi  has  concluded, 

I  should  like  to  have  five  minutes.    1  would  like  to  detain  tha 

Senate  not  longer  than  five  minutes. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Then  I  will  ask  unanimous  consent  that  we 

may  vote  on  the  pending  amendment  at  not  Uiter  than  25  mlur 

utes  to  6.  ^  „  _.„ 

Mr  NORBBCK.  Mr.  President,  of  course,  a  quorum  call  will 
be  made  in  the  meantime,  and  that  will  tak«  up  almost  the 
entire  time.  It  takes  more  than  10  minutes  no  get  a  quorum 
wh«i  Senators  are  over  in  their  offices. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  shall  not  Insist  on  a  roll  calL  I  thought 
we  might  go  ahead  now. 

Mr  NORBEOK.     I  might  Insist  on  a  quorum  call. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  will  have  to  be  a  roll  call  on  tha 
amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.  So  far  as  the  debate  is  concerned,  it  will  be 
limited  to  25  minutes  to  6  o'clodc. 

Mr  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President  why  does  not  the  Senator 
from  Utah  submit  the  proposition  that  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi have  five  minutes  and  the  Senator  from  Ohio  have  five 
minutes  and  that  we  then  vote? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Very  well.  I  will  modify  the  unanimous-con- 
sent request  so  as  to  provide  that  we  grant  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  five  minutes  and  the  Senator  from  Ohio  five  minutes 
and  then  vote  upon  tlie  pending  amendment. 

Mr  HARRISON.  I  will  take  my  five  minutes  later  and  we 
may  vote  now.  I  have  been  waiting  four  hours  to  speak.  It  is 
very  courteous  of  the  Senator  to  give  me  five  minutes,  but  I 
wIU  take  it  Uter  on,  after  the  vote.  

Mr.  FESS,  I  will  yield  my  time  to  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi and  let  him  proceed.  ,      *    ^„  .#.^ 

Mr.  HARRISON.    No ;  I  can  say  what  I  am  going  to  say  after 

Mr  SMOOT  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  vote  be  taken 
at  not  later  than  25  minutes  after  5  o'clock  this  aftem.K.n. 
That  will  give  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  a  chance  to  speak. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     What  is  the  request  of  the 

Senator  from  Utah?  ^  ^  «.. 

Mr  SMOOT  That  we  take  a  vote  upon  the  pending  amend- 
ment at  not  tater  than  25  minutes  after  6  o'ciock  thU  afternoon. 
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The  PRBOTDINO  OFFICER.  Is  there  ojectioo  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  I' tab? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  suppose  I  should  desire  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  this  part  of  the  bill  whlth  is  In  italics, 
maj  I  do  that  under  the  proposed  unanimous-consent  arrange- 
ment? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have  asked  that 
the  other  committee  amendment  in  paragraiA  211  be  disagreed 
to  »>  that  the  amendment  in  line  15  to  strike  out  "  10  cents  per 
dozen  pieced  awl  "  is  the  only  amendment  we  shall  have  to  vote 
on  In  thiM  paragraph. 

Mr.  CiU'ELAM).  If  it  came  to  a  point  where  we  had  to  vote 
OD  the  amendrnt'Dt  in  italics,  I  should  want  to  ask  that  the 
Talnation  of  50  rents  In  lines  22  and  23  be  changed  to  $1. 

Mr    SM<K>T     I  have  withdrawn  that  amendment. 

Mr.  rol'ELANlJ.     By  <<ub»titutlnK  anotber  fur  It? 

Mr.  HM<H)T.  By  leaving  the  H<>ui«e  bUI  exactly  as  it  is  with 
the  exception  of  atriking  oat  the  worda  "10  cents  per  docen 
pie<-e«."  That  Im  the  only  amendment  In  paragraph  211  that  will 
te  tH-tnnf  the  Henate. 

The  FKEMIDI.NtJ  ()FPirE&  la  there  objection  to  the  request 
oTtlie  Senator  from  L'Uh? 

Mr.  CONNALLT.  Mr.  Preiildent.  I  do  m»t  care  to  object,  but 
I  denire  to  aitk  why  not  let  un  go  along  and  let  the  Senators  who 
d«'slre  to  iipeak  on  the  atiA'ndment  do  so  and  then  vote? 

Mr.  SMOUT.  I  do  not  know  of  any  Senator  who  wishes  to 
•lieak. 

Mr.  CONNALLT.  The  Senator  from  Ohio  wishes  to  speak 
and  the  Senator  from  Mi.MslMlppl  wishes  to  speak.  Why  not  let 
tliem  go  ahead  and  Kpetik? 

Mr  H.VKKISON.  I  am  ready  to  Tote  now,  and  I  was  ready 
thret'  hours  ago,  may  I  say  to  the  t^tiator  from  Texas. 


Mr.    SHEPPARD. 
amendment. 

.Mr.  HARRISON. 

a  unaniiiiou.H-coiiMent 
Ave    minutes.     That 
Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Utah  [.Mr.  SiitwTl 


I    ask   for    the   yeas   and    nays   on    the 

Mr.  President,  three  hoars  ago  I  proposed 

agreement  that  the  speeches  be  limited  to 

was    objected    to    by    the    Senator    from 

Riii>l.  who,  working  with  the  Senator  from 

appears  to  want  to  expedite  the  bill. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  to  the  S«iator 
froiu  Mt^wivsippi  that  I  was  in  hearty  accord  with  his  reqiiest 
for  unanimous  n^nsent. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  time,  however,  has  lieen  taken  up  on 
the  other  sidr  of  the  Chamber  for  the  most  part. 

The  PRKSIDINO  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  pend- 
ing umendment. 

The  CHiir  Clouc.  On  page  40,  paragraph  211,  in  line  IS,  the 
Committee  on  Finance  proposes  to  strike  out  "  10  cents  per 
dozen  ple»'e«  and." 

Mr.  SMOOl'  and  Mr.  SHEPPARD  asked  for  the  yeas  and 
nays,  and  they  were  ordered. 

The  Chief  Clerk  pnK-eeded  to  call  the  roll,  and  Mr.  Barklet 
▼ote«l  in  tile  affirmative  when  hia  name  was  called. 

Mr  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  may  we  have  stated  formally  the 
question  that  in  now  before  the  Senate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  roll  caU  is  under  way. 
and  tliere  has  been  an  answer  made. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  tlie  call  of  the 
roll  be  vacated,  because  quite  a  number  of  Senators  do  not 
know  on  what  question  the  vote  is  being  taken. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
qoettt  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  n>)l  call  la  vacated.    The  clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  CHiir  CiJODc.  On  page  40.  In  paragraph  211,  earthen- 
ware and  piHtery  ware,  the  Committee  on  Finance  proposes,  in 
line  1ft,  to  strike  out  the  words  "  10  cents  per  doisen  pieces 
and,"  so  that  it  will  read : 

Pab.  211.  Earthonwar*  and  cr«»ckery  ware  rompoeed  of  a  nonvitrtlkd 
abaorbrat  body.  Includinir  white  grarJte  and  »»*nilporcfl«ln  earthonwair, 
and  cre«in-«>lor«l  ware,  tfrni  cotta.  and  ^tonowarf.  including  clocli 
«aaes  wltb  or  witbuat  moT^inenta,  pill  tiles,  plaques,  ornamenta,  charms, 
TaiKH.  statnes.  staturttcs,  mugs.  naps,  steins,  lamps,  and  all  other 
•rticifs  composed  wholly  or  in  chief  Taloe  of  such  ware ;  plain  white, 
piriln  rellow,  plain  brown,  plain  red.  or  plain  black,  not  painted,  colored, 
rioted,  stained,  enameled,  gilded,  printed,  ornamented,  or  decorated  In 
any  manner,  and  mnnufactnres  In  chief  Talue  of  such  ware,  not 
•iieciflcally  provided  for,  4.'  p.>r  c^nt  ad  valorem. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  on  which  the  yeas  and  nays  haye  been 
ordered.    The  clerk  will  cnll  the  roll. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  A  parliamentary  Inquiry.  There  is  some 
confurdon  about  what  we  are  voting  on.  A  vote  to  adopt  the 
C(«imittee  amendment  on  which  we  are  voting  now  is  a  vote  to 
strike  out  the  iucreaae  in  the  tarilC,  la  it  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     II  la. 
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The  clerk  will  again  state  the 


I 
Ti 
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question. 

e  Chio*  Clcbk.     The  committee  amendment  is.  on  page  40, 
graph  211,  in  line  15,  to  strike  out  the  words  "  10  cents 
dozen  pieces,  and." 

he  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Those  who  favor  striking  out 
th^ae  words  will  vote  "aye,"  and  those  who  are  opposed  will 
vote  "  no."  The  Secreary  will  call  the  roll. 
he  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll, 
he  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (when  the  name  of  Mr.  Jones 
w^s  culled).  The  present  occupant  of  the  chair  tran.sfers  his 
pa  r  for  the  day  with  the  senior  Senate?  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
SvANSo.T]  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  DEMzn]  and 
vo^es  "  yea." 

r.  PHIPPS  (when  his  name  was  called).    On  this  qtiestlon 
ave  a  pulr  with  the  Senator  from  Georgia    [Mr.   GeoboeI, 
ich  I  transfer  to  my  colleague  [Mr.   Watkrman],  and  will 
vole.    I  vote  "  nay." 

r.  SMITH    (when  his  name  was  called).    I  have  a  pair 
wljh  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  ( Mr.  Eixje]  on  thi.-*  question, 
runsfer    that    pair    to   the    Senator    from    Oklahoma    [Mr. 
yuAn]  and  will  vote,    I  vote  "yea." 

I  STEPHENS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  Jie  Senator  frtmi  Indiana  [Mr.  Romjisow],  and  therefore 
withhold  my  vote. 

he  roll  call  was  concluded. 

r.  COPELAND.     I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
wkoifKBl  Is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate  Chamber. 
dr.  FESS.     I  wish  to  announce  the  following  general  i«lr«: 
The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackktt]  with  the  Senator 
fr(m  Missouri  [Mr.  Haweb]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  with  the  Senator 
f  r<  m  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]; 

'  'he  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Binoham]  with  the  Sena- 
toi  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Gla.hsI  : 

The  Senator  from  Mas.sachusett.«»  [Mr.  GrujriT]  with  the 
.'^e  lator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Caraway]; 

'he  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson]  with  the  Senator 
f  n  m  Missiavippi   [Mr.  Stephens]; 

"he  Senator  from  New  .Jers*T  [Mr.  Kean]  with  the  Senat<»r 
frr  m  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Blease]  ; 

"he  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Warren]  with  the  Senator 
frr  ra  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Overman]  ; 

'  'he  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Patterson]  with  the  Sen- 
at<  r  from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagner]  ; 

"he  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  WAixwrr]  with  the  Sen- 
atAr  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Stbck]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Goij)sbobough]  with  the 
Seliator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Pittman]. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Ar  zona  [Mr.  Ashi^bst]  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
idii  [Mr.  Fi.ETCHrB].  On  this  question  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zo  la  [Mr.  AshxtjstI,  if  present,  wotild  vote  "yea"  and  the 
!<enator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Fletcher],  if  present,  would  vote 
"  ijay." 

he  result  was  announced — yeas  33,  nays  21,  as  follows : 

YEAS-33 

Kondrick 

r.a  Fnllette 

Mr-Kellar 

Mosps 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Fine 

Schall 

NAYS— 21 

Phipps 

Re«Hl 

Short  ridge 

Snioot 

Steiwer 

Tliomas,  Idaho 

NOT  VOTING— 40 

MrMaster 


All  pn 
Ba  rkl*»y 
Kli  ck 
Itli  Ine 
Bo -ah 
Britton 
BrK?k 
Br  K>kbart 
Ca  )per 


Co  >e]and 
Co  liens 
Fe  w 
Oof 
Or  -vae 
Hale 


Connally 

Dill 

Frailer 

Harris 

Harrison 

Harden 

Heflin 

Howell 

Jones 


Hastinci 

Ilatfleld 

Hebert 

Keyes 

McNary 

Oddie 


Sheppard 

Simrnons 

Smith 

Tydlngn 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Wheeler 


Townsend 
Trammt-ll 
Vandeaberg 


.\s  lurst 
Bli  iKham 
Bl<  ase 
Br  >usMird 
Ca  -away 
Cn  ting 
l»ale 
l)e»een 
Ed  re 
Fl(  tcher 


George 

Gillett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Gold.<>  bo  rough 

Gimid 

Hawes 

Johnson 

Kean 

King 


Motcalf 

Overman 

Patterson 

Pittman 

Rans<lH!l 

Knhinson.  .\rk. 

Kobinson,  Ind. 

Satkett 

Shlpstead 


Steok 

Stephens 

Swan!«on 

Thomas,  Okla. 

VVagntT 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Warren 

Waterman 

Watson 


^o  the  amendment  of  the  committee  was  a^rt-ed  to. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  next  amendment  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  will  be  stated. 
t'he  Chief  Cuexk.    On  page  40 
Ir.  BARKLEY.     Mr,  President.  I  should  lilce  to  inquire,  in 
er  to  make  certain,  whether  all  the  resit  of  the  umendment  lo 
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paragraph  211,  Including  the  86  per  cent  ad  valorem,  was  with- 
drawn by  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  announced  that  tlie 
65  per  cent  ad  valorem  was  included  in  my  withdrawal  of  the 
other  amendments  or  not,  but  I  think  I  did.  If  I  did  not,  of 
course  action  can  be  taken  now. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  record  will  so  show. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  do  I  understand  that  the 
Senator  now  proposes  to  decrease  the  recommendat,lon  of  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  from  55  i)er  cent  to  50  per  cent  ad 
valorem? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  proposition,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  HARRISON.  And  the  Senator  has  agreed  to  strike  out 
the  additional  10  cents  per  doien? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No;  the  Senate  agreed  to  that 

Mr.  HARRISON.  No;  the  Senate  took  a  vote  on  the  amend- 
ment on  line  15.  .. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  The  Senator  from  Utah  agreed  to  strike  out 
the  rest  of  this  amendment  at  the  bottom  of  page  40,  which  is 
the  same  thing  that  we  voted  on  a  while  ago. 

Mr.  SMOOT,    That  has  been  withdrawn. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from 
Utah  expressly  reserved  those  parts  of  the  paragraph  on  lines 
18  and  19;  so  that  is  left  in.  That  is,  the  committee  proposes 
to  strike  out  "  10  cents  per  down  pieces  and  50,"  and  that  Is  the 
Question  now  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BARKLET.     No;  we  just  voted  on  that 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  would  be  the  questlcm  If  it  were  not  in- 
cluded In  the  unanimous-consent  agreement.  It  is  the  same 
proposition  that  we  have  just  voted  upon.  Therefore  we  can 
rote  upon  It  now.  ^. 

Mr  HARRISON.  But  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a  question? 
When  we  strike  out,  on  lines  18  and  19,  on  page  40.  "  10  cents 
per  dozen  pieces  and  50"  we  then  leave  it  **  55  per  cent  ad 
valorem "  That  Is  the  Senate  ciMumittee's  recommendation. 
Does  the  Senator  now  change  the  "  55  per  cent"  to  "60  per 

cent "  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  Senate  may  do  so. 

Mr.  B.VRKLBT.    I  thought  that  was  included  in  the  S«iator  s 

withdrawal.  .  ^  .^        ^■^  ^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No.  We  had  better  take  a  vote  on  It  so  that 
there  will  be  no  question  in  regard  to  it 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     All  right ;  let  us  vote. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  just  a  word  of 
explanation.  The  pending  amendment  is  to  strike  out  "  10  cents 
per  doeen  pieces  and  50."  If  that  Is  adopted,  then  we  shall  have 
to  take  action  uiK)n  the  "  55  " ;  and  then  It  will  be  appropriate  to 
move  to  amend  the  committee  amendment  by  making  "  65  "  "  50." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  So  that  the  orderly  procedure  wIU 
be  to  vote  on  the  amendment  to  strike  out 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  Senator  from  Utah  withdrew  that  Ian- 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.    There  is  no  reason  why  we  should 

not  vote  on  it  anyway,  so  as  to  "  make  assurance  doubly  sure  " 

Mr.  SM(X)T.     Let  us  vote  on  it  so  that  there  may  be  no 

doubt  alK)Ut  It 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  it  is  quite  evident  to  me  that 
there  is  one  amendment  left  here,  and  that  "  55 "  is  Included  in 
that  amendment  The  amendment  Is  to  strike  out  "  10  cents  per 
dozen  pieces  and  50,"  and  to  insert  In  lieu  thereof  "  55."  That 
is  what  the  amendment  Is. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
Senate  committee  amendment,  to  strike  out  "55"  and  insert 

"  50.'' 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Let  me  remark  that  tiiat  will  not 
reach  the  situation.  / 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Will  not  the  Senator  pr(^)ose,  in- 
stead of  the  amendment  to  strike  out  the  language  "10  cents 
per  dozen  pieces  and  50 "  and  substitute  **  55,"  to  insert  In  lieu 
thereof  "50"? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  will  reach  it  That  amendment  Is  en- 
tirely satisfactory. 

The  VIC^E  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
modify  his  amendment  accordingly? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  do. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  tlie  amendment 
as  modified. 

The  Chibf  Cvtxx..  In  lines  18  and  19,  page  40,  it  is  now  pro- 
posed to  strike  out  the  words  "  10  cents  per  dozen  pieces  and 
55"  and  insert  "50,"  so  that  It  wiU  read  "50  per  cent  ad 
valorem." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Chief  Clebk.  The  next  amendment  Is  on  the  same  pa«e, 
after  line  19,  to  insert  the  following  words : 


In  addition  to  the  foragolnc  there  ahall  be  paid  the  following  dvUea: 
On  cnps,  saucers,  or  plates,  valued  at  not  aora  than  60  cents  per 
doaea.  10  cents  tier  dosen ;  on  cupa  and  aancers  Imported  as  units, 
valued  at  not  more  than  60  centa  per  dosen  units,  10  cents  per  docen 
separate  pieces, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No,  Mr.  President ;  I  asked  unanimous  consent 
that  that  be  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  chairman  of  the  committee 
can  not  withdraw  the  amendment  without  unanimous  consent 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  asked  unanimous  consent  as  I  rememher, 
that  that  be  rejected. 

Srve&ai.  Senatobs.    Let  us  vote. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  la  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  wlU  sUte  the  next 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  41,  line  IS,  before  the  words  "  00  per  cent,"  to  strike  out 
"  10  cents  per  dosen  pieces,  and,"  so  as  to  read : 

Pas  212.  China,  porcelain,  and  other  vitrified  wares,  laclodlag 
cbemlcsl  porceUln  wsre  and  cbemlesl  stoneware,  composed  of  a  rttrlfled 
nonabsorbent  body  vbleb  when  broken  shows  a  Tltrtded  or  vltroons,  er 
setnlTl  trifled  or  scmivltrcoos  (rsetnre,  and  aU  biaqoa  and  partaa  wares. 
Including  clock  cases  wltb  or  without  moTements.  plaques,  pill  tiles, 
ornamenta,  cbarms,  vases,  statues,  statsettes,  mags,  cups,  steins,  lampa, 
and  all  other  articlea  composed  wholly  or  la  cblef  value  of  socb  ware, 
plain  white,  not  painted,  colored,  tinted,  stained,  cnamried.  glided, 
printed,  or  ornamented,  or  decorated  in  any  manner,  and  manufactares 
in  chief  value  of  such  war*,  not  spacially  provided  for.  60  per  cent  ad 
valorem — 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  We  should  adopt  that  amendment  because 
that  is  the  one  we  have  already  voted  on. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  41,  line  17,  after  the  word 
"  for,"  to  strike  out  "  10  cents  per  doaen  pieces  and,"  so  as  to 
read: 

Painted,  colored,  tinted,  stained,  enameled,  glided,  printed,  or  orna- 
mented or  decorated  in  any  manner,  and  manoXactnres  In  chief  value  of 
such  ware,  not  specially  provided  for,  70  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment '^as  agreed  ta 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  41,  line  17,  after  the  word 
"  ad,"  to  strike  out  "  valorem  "  and  insert  "  valorem ;  any  of 
the  forgoing  articles  containing  25  per  cent  or  more  of  cal- 
cined bone,  not  painted,  colored,  tinted,  stained,  enameled, 
gilded,  printed,  or  ornamented  or  decorated  in  any  mamier,  50 
per  cent  ad  val(M-em ;  painted,  colored,  tinted,  stained,  enameled, 
gilded,  printed,  or  ornamented  or  decorated  in  any  manner,  05 
per  cent  ad  valorem.  In  addition  to  the  foregoing  there  shall  bo 
paid  the  following  duties :  On  cups,  saucers,  or  pUtes,  valued  at 
not  more  than  50  cents  per  dozen,  10  cents  per  dozen ;  on  cups 
and  saucers  imported  as  imits,  valued  at  not  more  than  50  cents 
per  dozen  units,  10  cents  par  dozen  separate  pieces." 

Mr.  BARKIJET.  Part  of  that  amendment  ought  to  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Nobody  could  object  to  the  first  part  of  It — 
that  is,  lines  18,  19,  20,  21,  22,  and  23,  and  down  to  the  first 
word  on  line  24,  "  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  BARKLET.     That  ought  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  SMOOT     Tes;  that  ought  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  COPELAND  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Tork 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield, 

Mr.  NORBECK.  May  I  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
how  that  compares  with  the  present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  the  present  law. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  can  be  divided. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Certainly.  ,       ..,  w    .       _,      . 

Mr  BARKLET.  In  order  to  divide  it  it  will  be  in  order  to 
move  to  strike  out  the  rest  of  the  amendment  after  the  words 
"  ad  valorem  "  on  line  24. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  would  KOggest  that  the 
amendment  be  divided,  and  that  the  vote  be  taken  on  the  first 

part  first  .  „ 

Mr  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  move  to  amend  by  strik- 
ing out  beginning  on  line  18  with  the  word  **  any,-  to  the  word 
"valorem"  on  Une  21.  In  other  words,  I  move  to  strike  out 
the  words  "  any  of  the  foregoing  articles  containing  25  per  ce«t 
or  more  of  calcined  bone,  not  painted,  colored,  tlntvL  stained. 
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enameled.  sfMed.  prfated.  or  ornamented  or  decorated  In  any 
manlier.  50  per  Cfot  ad  valorem." 

The  reftflOD  why  I  am  propoaing  to  strike  oat  this  langoage — 
whl<'b.  I  asmime,  will  not  be  faroraWy  coosidere*!,  but  that  is 
not  disturbing— is  becauae  it  is  impossible  to  enforce  it.  No 
customs  liispt^or  t-an  tell  whether  there  is  25  per  cent  of 
calcined  boue  in  the  article  or  5  per  cent,  w  95  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOUT.     Mr.  ITesident.  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VK'E  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  C'Ol'ELAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  has  been  misinformed.  There  is 
not  any  question  but  that  it  can  t>e  determined  to  the  very 
fraction  of  1  [ler  cent. 

Mr.  COFELAND.  Of  course,  by  an  analysis.  That  would 
metin  that  evtry  article  bniuKht  in,  or  every  shipment,  would 
have  to  be  analysed. 

Mr.  SMCKKT.  No  more  than  every  yard  of  woolen  cloth 
would  have  to  be  analyzed — n<)t  in  the  least.  They  all  come  in 
nianiifartnrfd  in  the  same  way,  and  the  test  is  made,  and  the 
customs  otiic-ials  can  tell  within  a  fraction  of  1  per  cent  what 
they  contain. 

Mr.  CX>I»ELAND.  All  you  have  to  do  is  to  throw  a  Uttle  bit 
of  calcine<l  l)one  in  the  mlxttire  and  then  bring  it  in  at  50  per 
cent  instead  of  at  70  per  cent.    That  Is  what  happen.*). 

Mr.  SMiXyr.  It  has  been  working  now  ever  since  1922,  and 
Dot  a  Mingle,  solitary  case  has  been  known  where  even  an  ap- 
peal ha»  Inh'D  taken  to  the  department. 

Mr.  COFELANr*.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  say  that  there 
have  been  no  protests? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  as  to  the  final  decision.  Importers  have 
tried  to  get  the  product  in  contrary  to  the  law;  but  there  has 
been  no  case  that  they  have  ever  proven. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  want  to  point  out  to  the  Senate  the 
situation  as  it  is. 

An  undecorated  article  brought  in  under  this  section  would 
pay  00  per  cent.  Decorated  ware  would  pay  70  per  cent  On 
the  other  hand,  if  the  article  is  made  out  of  calcined  bone  to 
the  extent  of  25  per  cent,  then  it  comes  in  at  60  per  cent  ad 
valorem.  That  is  correct;  la  it  not?  I  have  stated  the  situa- 
tion as  it  is? 

Mr.  SM(H>T.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  OOPELAND.  All  right.  Then  the  contention  of  the  per- 
sons who  have  aM>roached  lue  iu  this  matter  in  that  a  tremen- 
dou.«i  amount  of  material  comes  in  on  the  theory  that  it  does 
contain  25  per  cent  of  calcined  l>one  when  it  does  not  contain 
anything  of  the  sort,  and  the  only  way  in  which  that  can  be 
accurately  proven  la  by  an  analysis  of  every  shipment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  OOPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMCKrr.  I  want  to  say  that  thi.s  is  a  very  high-priced 
article.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  England  is  the  only  country 
that  ships  a  piece  of  It  into  the  United  States. 

Mr.  REED.     Sweden  also,  I  believe. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Sweden  perhaps  ships  a  trifle:  but  99  per 
cent  or  more  of  It  comes  from  England,  and  there  has  been  no 
trouble  in  determining  whether  or  not  there  Is  %  per  cent  of 
calcined  l>one  in  it. 

Mr.  OOPELAND.  Mr.  PHMdd««t.  of  course.  If  I  can  not  have 
the  support  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  a  w^l-known 
high-tailfr  protectionist,  I  do  not  know  what  I  can  do. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     This  is  a  lower  tariff. 

Mr.  CX)PELAJn>.  I  am  amaaed  to  find  that  the  Senator  from 
Utah  ia  proposing  a  lower  rate  here. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  in  qnlt^V  number  of  cases. 

Mr.  OOPELAND.  I  suppose,  as  a  Democrat,  I  ought  to  thank 
Ood  and  take  conrac^,  if  that  is  the  case ;  but  if  I  can  not  get 
any  encouragement  from  the  Senate  in  this  matter,  tliere  ia  no 
use  In  preaeoting  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
withdraw  his  amendment? 

Mr.  OOPELAND.     I  withdraw  the  amendnoent. 

I  should  like  to  turn  over  the  page  now  and  see  if  I  can  get 
any  ra<Nre  encourageineot  there. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Let  us  agree  to  the  other  one  first. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  There  has  been  a  request  to  diride 
the  amendment  The  Chair  suggests  voting  on  the  first  part  at 
this  time  and  then  on  the  second  part. 

Mr.  OOPELAND.     That  is  entirely  satisfactory  to  me. 

The  VICE  PRBSIDBKT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
first  part  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that 
It  is  the  t1«w  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  thmt  tkla  put  of 
tihe  aBModaaent  abould  be  adopted. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes,  sir;  that  is  correct 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeiug  to  the 
fii»t  part  of  the  amendment. 

The  first  part  of  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  now  is  on  the  second 
pi  rt  of  the  amendment,  whicii  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing  tbere  aball  be  paid  the  followinf  dattes : 
Oil  cups,  laucera,  or  plates,  valued  at  not  more  than  50  cents  per 
do  ten,  10  rents  per  dozen;  on  cups  and  saucers  imported  as  units, 
valued  at  not  more  than  50  cents  per  dozen  units,  10  cents  per  dosea 
se  larate  pieces. 

Mr.  COFELAND.  Mr.  President,  if  I  can  be  encouraged  s(Hne- 
w  lat,  in  line  2  and  in  line  4  I  should  like  to  have  "  50  cents " 
i.'Y  anged  to  "  $1 "  in  each  instance.  Can  I  get  any  encourage- 
m?ut  from  the  committee  on  that  matter? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  Prt-sident,  the  Senator  gets  encouragement 
from  me,  if  that  is  worth  anything. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  simply  say  to  the  Senator  that  there 
w  mid  be  no  Importation  at  all  if  that  were  done,  so  we  might 
Just  as  well  say  that  we  will  put  an  embargo  ou  it. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    That  would  be  an  embargo,  would  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  would  be  an  embargo. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Then  the  country  would  be  ruined, 
w)uld  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Pretty  nearly. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Then  I  take  it  that  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sjlvania  [Mr.  Reid]  and  I  are  alone  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  think  it  would  ruin  anybtxly.  It  would 
b€  a  les.s  heavy  burden  to  put  a  duty  of  10  cents  a  dozen  on  cups 
aid  saucers  valued  at  $1  a  dozen  than  it  would  be  to  put  it  on 
ci  ps  and  saucers  valued  at  50  cents  a  dozen.  I  am  told  that 
the  Department  of  Commerce  figures  for  1928  show  that  the 
a^  erage  unit  value  of  pottery  imported  from  Japan  was  03  cents 
a  dozen. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     All  of  this  stuff  comes  from  England. 

Mr.  REBD.     This  includes  all  china  and  porcelain. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh.  no. 

Mr.  REED.  I  beg  the  Senator's  ptirdon.  The  concluding  sen- 
tewe  is  not  limited  to  bone  china  at  all.  It  covers  everytliiug  in 
p£  ragraph  212. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  will  read  the  first  part  of  the 
ai  jendment 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  read  that.  It  refers  to  articles  men- 
ti  »ned  in  the  early  part  of  paragraph  212.  Beginning  in  line 
2<j  is  the  statement.  "  In  addition  to  the  foregoing  tbere  shall  be 
pj  id  "  so-and-so.  That  applies  to  every  article  of  china  or  por- 
c«ialn  mentioned  in  the  whole  of  paragraph  212. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  in  the  interest  of  harmony 
ai  id  the  progress  of  the  bill,  I  would  not  want  to  do  anything  to 
delay  action,  and  therefore  I  withdraw  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
second  part  of  the  committee  amendment 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  wUl  state  the  next 
ai  aendment 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  43,  paragraph  216,  "  Car- 
b<  ms  and  electrodes." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  This  is  a  somewhat  controversial 
it?m,  is  it  not?  If  so,  would  it  not  be  well  to  stop  at  this 
point? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  can  do  so,  but  I  did  not  think  there  would 
b<  very  mudA  controversy  over  this  amendment. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  me  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  if  th»-e  is 
g<iing  to  be  any  debate  on  it,  we  mljfht  just  as  well  stop  now, 
bi  cause  we  would  not  get  through  with  it,  and  would  have  to  go 
o^  er  the  arguments  again. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  just  going  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New 
Y^rk  whether  it  would  lead  to  any  delwte.  He  requested  that 
it  go  over. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     It  will,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then,  I  will  not  ask  for  consideration  of  it 
to  -night 

KAOIO    ADDRZSS    BY    8ENATC«    SIIEPPAKD    ON    PBOHIBITION    AND 
PUNISHMENT  or  LIQUOR  PUSCHA8EBS 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  on  the  evening  of  October  31 
tlie  senior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  .'^hsjppaedI  delivered  an 
a(  dress  over  a  nation-wide  radio  hookup  from  Station  WMAL, 
tlie  subject  being  Prohibition  and  Punishment  of  Liquor  Pur- 
rt  asers.  On  that  occasion  Senator  Sheppasd  was  intro«lu<-ed  b.v 
Mr.  W^ill  P.  Kennedy,  a  member  of  the  editorial  staff  of  the 
"^  ashington  Star.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
tip  Rbcobo  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Kennedy  introducing  Senator 
Si  ivpabd,  and  the  notable  address  of  Senator  Sheppako. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 
The  matter  referred  to  is  here  printed,  as  follows : 

PBOaiiMTION    A«D   POIIl«H»i»!IT    0»    UQDOB    PCBCHABBBB 

<B«dlo  addrew  of  Senator  Moiuiis  SHiffPAM),  of  Tpmb,  over  Colusibia 
BroadcaatiBg  System,  throngh  Station  WMAL,  under  auspices  of  the 
mdio  fomm  of  the  Washington  Erening  Star,  October  31,  1929. 
Introduction  by  Mr.  WiU  P.  Kennedy,  of  the  editorial  staff  <rf  Wash- 
iagton  Star) 

Mr.  Kennedy  said  : 

"Ladles  and  gentlemen,  popular  Interest  In  great  public  questions 
Is  as  Intense  as  the  questions  themselves  affect  the  tndlvldual.  Of  the 
many  great  public  problems  confronting  our  Nation  to-day  none  has 
aroused  more  general  interest  and  none  has  stirred  more  heated  con- 
tention, than  the  question  of  prohibition  enforcement  The  Individual 
iltisen  has  hts  own  viewpoint,  and  oftentimes  It  Is  pronounced.  Divl 
slon  of  opinion  likewise  may  be  observed  In  highest  offldal  positions. 
And,  because  of  this  contention  as  to  the  ability  of  offidats  to  enforce 
the  law  and,  because  there  Is  dispute  as  to  methods  to  be  pursued,  it 
mort  certainly  is  true  that  by  virtue  of  the  very  vigor  of  contending 
forces,  prohibition  enforcement  will  be  an  Issue  in  the  coming  regular 
session  of  Congress  and  possibly  subsequent  sessJoiw. 

"  It  Is  with  this  In  view  that  the  National  Radio  Foram  has  arranged 
what  It  believes  to  be  one  of  the  greatest  debutes  ever  held  on  this 
subject.  Two  of  the  moet  able  and  outstanding  Members  of  the  United 
States  Senate  are  to  discuss  this  question  pro  and  con.  To-night  you 
will  hear  the  author  of  the  eighteenth  amendnient  to  the  Constitution, 
that  able  statesman,  Mokbib  Shkppard,  senior  Senator  from  Texas,  who 
resides  on  the  Texas  side  of  Texarkana,  Arkansas-Texaa, 

'•  On  next  Thursclay  night,  at  this  hour  you  will  hear  Senator  HAnv 
B.  Hawes  of  Missouri,  who  formerly  lived  in  Teiarkana. 

"  The  vlew^  of  these  men  are  thoroughly  represenUtlve  of  the  forces 
arraigned  for  and  against  prohibition  enforcement 

"Senator  Shitpard  has  brought  this  issue  to  the  fore  by  Ws  pro- 
posal that  the  national  dry  law  be  amended  so  as  to  mrte  the  purchaser 
of  liquor  guilty  of  vlolaUng  the  existing  law  along  with  the  bootlegger 
who  sells  It 

•  With  an  honest  courage  of  a  really  great  statesman,  Senator  Shkp- 
PAKU   has   stood   stanchly    in   defense   of   prohibition   during   his   entire 

official  life. 

"  He  has  not  pandered  In  dealing  with  this  great  question,  for  the  salie 
of  political  expediency,  but  has  carried  on  because  he  believes  his  cause 
is  Just.  In  the  years  that  have  passed  you  have  read  much  of  this  able 
JegUlator  and  now,  I  am  certain,  you  wUl  be  happy  to  hear  him.  It  Is 
with  great  pleasure  I   Introduce  to  you   Senator   Shcppard,  of  Texas." 

Senator  Sheppard  said : 

"  Ladles  and  gentlemen,  prohibition  is  stronger  In  the  United  States 
to-day  than  ever  before.  Since  It  beoame  a  part  of  the  National  Consti- 
tution on  January  16,  1920,  every  seat  In  the  Federal  Houac  of  Repre- 
sentatives has  been  voted  upon  four  times,  and  each  seat  In  the  Federal 
Senate  at  least  once,  a  third  of  the  Senate  seats  having  been  voted  upon 
twice.  The  result  Is  a  larger  majority  for  prohibition  In  both  these 
bodies  at  the  present  than  at  any  previous  time.  During  this  period  of 
nearly  10  years  the  American  people  have  made  more  progress  in  three 
fundamental  phases  of  human  welfare,  to  wit,  savings,  life  Insurance, 
and  home  building,  than  In  all  the  131  years  of  tills  RepubUc  before  the 
advent  of  national  prohibition.  So  far  as  the  great  majority  of  the 
American  people  are  concemed,  they  have  traded  the  smaller  liberty  to 
drink  intoxicants  and  to  get  drunk  for  the  larger  liberty  to  acquire 
boma,  to  save  against  mlafortune  and  old  age,  to  dotbe  and  nourish 
their  CamUlea  In  decency  and  comfort. 

"  Roger  Babson  tell*  us  that  both  friends  and  enemies  of  prohibition 
must  agree  that  the  Increased  purchasing  power  of  the  masses,  so  gen- 
eral since  the  World  War,  Is  largriy  doe  to  prohibition  ;  that  prohibition 
has  not  only  increased  purchasing  power  by  turning  into  useful  channels 
funds  formerly  expended  for  drink,  but  has  reduced  manufacturing  and 
distributing  costs  and  that  from  this  everyone  Is  greatly  benefiting  to- 
day. President  Iloover,  when  Secretary  of  Commerce,  said  that  the 
application  of  the  many  discoveries  In  the  physical  sciences,  the  In- 
creased eflUciency  of  both  workers  and  executives,  and  the  advent  of 
prohibition  have  raised  our  atandards  of  living  and  material  comfort  to 
a  height  unparalleled  In  our  history  and  therefore  in  the  history  of  the 
world.  Henry  Ford,  that  auister  of  modern  industriallam,  said  in  a 
recent  artlcl«  that  without  prohibition  Industry  would  of  necessity  de- 
cline to  the  position  occupied  at  the  beginning  of  the  century ;  that 
without  prohibition  a  short  working  week  and  day  would  be  no  longer 
powible ;  that  the  reason  why  America  is  so  far  ahead  of  other  countries 
Industrially  to-day,  the  reason  .\merica  l.s  so  rich  to-day,  is  prohiUtlon ; 
that  foreign  countries  want  America  for  their  market  because  America 
nndcr  prohibition  has  the  money.  Ttie  return  of  the  liquor  traflc  to  its 
former  volume  would  mean  infinite  disaster  to  the  workers.  A  diversion 
of  even  60  per  cent  of  the  funds  now  going  Into  the  consumption  of 
useful  articles  would  displace  so  many  workers.  In  addition  to  those 
already  joblcM  from  the  rapid  advent  of  labor-saving,  man-scrapping 
machinery,  as  to  produce  the  ^rg^mt  number  of  unemployed  ever 
witnessed  in  our  history. 


"  The  value  of  prohibition  to  the  American  people  make*  It  necessary 
that  we  guard  it  with  uncrating  and  Increasing  vigilance.  The  power 
and  the  lure  for  multiplied  mlUions  of  our  population  in  the  poison  that 
has  its  lalr  in  beverage  alcohol  are  of  such  commanding  and  destructlvo 
nature  that  any  relaxation  or  oversight  In  the  movement  against  It  may 
afTord  It  a  new  baae  from  which  to  strike  society  again. 

"  It  is  the  belief  of  many  that  a  point  of  neglect  In  the  prohibition 
crusade  lie*  in  the  failure  to  clarify  the  Volstead  Act  the  law  carrying 
out  the  eighteenth  amendment  to  the  Federal  Constitution,  in  respect  to 
the  status  of  the  buyer  of  intoxicating  liquor.  The  section  of  the  Vol- 
stead Act  under  which  prosecutions  usually  occur,  section  3,  forbids  sell- 
ing among  other  things,  but  makes  no  mention  of  buying.  Section  6. 
however,  forbids  purchase  without  a  permit.  Section  «  In  effect  forMda 
purchase  for  beverage  purposes  because  no  permit  to  a  buyer  for  such  an 
objective  could  be  lawfully  obtained.  Manifestly,  the  Volstead  Act  ought 
not  to  be  left  In  this  condition.  If  the  buyer  is  to  be  penalteed,  ha 
should  be  Included  In  section  3.  If  not,  be  should  be  omitted  from 
section  6. 

"  Since  my  recent  offer  in  the  Senate  of  an  amendment  to  the  Vol- 
stead Act,  Including  the  purchaser  in  section  S,  two  Federal  Judges  have 
announced  that  In  their  opinion  the  buyer  may  be  penalised  under  sec- 
tion 6.  One  of  these  Judges  instructed  the  grand  Jury  to  Indict  pur- 
chasers.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  position  of  these  Judges  will  be 
embodied  In  a  case  and  taken  to  the  highest  tribunal  for  settiement 
Nothing  would  delight  me  more  than  approval  of  their  position  by  a  final 
authority.  In  such  event,  however,  my  amendment  wo'Jld  still  be 
desirable  In  order  to  bring  section  3  Into  harmony  with  section  «. 
Another  decision  by  a  Federal  Judge  to  the  effect  that  the  purchaser 
could  not  be  punished  under  the  Volstead  Act  waa  the  Immediate  cause 
of  my  proposed  amendment  I  have  been  Informed  that  an  attempt  wiU 
be  made  to  bring  about  the  submission  of  this  decision  to  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court 

"  It  should  be  noted  here  that  neither  section  8  nor  ■ection  «  carries 
a  punishment  clause.  Punishment  for  the  performance  of  any  act  for- 
bidden by  any  part  of  the  Volstead  law  Is  provided  In  a  different  section 
containing  the  terms  of  the  Jones  taw  recently  passed  to  increase  th« 
maximum  penalties  of  the  Volstead  law. 

'•  The  buyer  should  be  Included  In  Bectlon  3,  as  well  as  section  6,  and 
made  equally  punishable  with  the  seller,  because  logic  and  Justice  alike 
require  such  a  course.  If  the  sale  of  Intoxicating  liquor  is  a  crime,  and 
it  is  so  made  by  the  Votatead  Act  under  the  authority  of  the  eighteenth 
amendment,  purchase  is  alao  a  crime,  because  a  purchase  Is  a  necessary 
part  of  a  sale.  Is  it  right  that  the  buyer  should  escape  the  law  and  the 
seller  feel  its  penalty  for  "an  act  to  which  they  are  both  essential  pur- 
tieaT  Is  it  right  that  people  should  be  permitted  to  buy,  while  the 
seller,  whoae  temptation  to  crime  is  furnished  by  the  money  of  the 
buyer,  must  be  penallxedT  They  tell  us  that  prohibition  Is  ahned  at  the 
liquor  trafllc  as  a  commercial  transaction.  Is  not  one  who  buys  na 
essential  to  commercial  traffic  as  one  who  sells?  Does  not  the  law 
already  punish  the  man  who  purchases  narcotics  except  under  the  con- 
ditions prescribed  by  the  statute?  Does  not  the  law  already  punish 
the  man  who  knowingly  purchases  or  receives  goods  stolen  or  smuggled  T 
What  Is  sacred  about  the  buyer  of  Intoxicating  liquor,  an  article  out- 
lawed by  the  Federal  Constitution  Itself,  which  calls  for  his  exemption 
from  punishment? 

"It  is  said  that  if  purcbaae  is  made  a  crime  the  purchaser  can  not 
be  used  as  a  witness  against  the  seUer,  because  be  can  not  be  compelled 
to  give  testimony  against  himself.  The  Votatead  Act  has  already  taken 
care  of  this  situation.  It  provides  that  no  person  shall  be  excused  on 
the  ground  of  self-incrimination  or  of  subjection  to  penalty  or  forfeltare 
from  testifying  in  any  suit  or  procedure  growing  out  of  any  alteged 
violation  of  that  act,  and  It  also  provides  that  no  person  shall  be  prose- 
cuted or  subjected  to  any  penslty  or  forfeiture  for  or  on  account  of  any 
transaction,  matter,  or  thing  aa  to  which  he  may  testify  or  produce  evi- 
dence in  obedience  to  a  subpoena  and  under  oath,  except  for  perjury 
committed  in  so  testifying.  These  provisions  would  remain  In  the  act 
after  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  punishing  the  purchaser  under 
section  3.  We  see,  therefore,  that  there  ta  no  basis  for  the  objection 
that  the  testimony  of  the  purchaser  could  not  be  secured  in  the  event 
of  his  inclusion  within  the  punitive  terms  of  the  Volstead  Act 

"At  thta  stage  of  the  discussion  let  It  be  observed  that  the  purchaser 
of  Uquor  for  hta  own  beverage  use  has  been  of  Uttta  or  no  asstatanc* 
to  the  Government  in  the  prosecution  of  seUers.  He  ta  rarely  used  and 
he  never  volunteers.  It  ta  true,  however,  that  enXoreement  officers  tre- 
quenUy  become  purchasers  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  evidence  against 
sellers.  In  thta  way  purcliauers  are  of  great  help  In  enforcing  prohi- 
bition It  la.  perhaps,  true  that  a  majority  of  tlie  convictions  have 
been  secured  in  this  manner.  But  these  officers  would  not  be  prose- 
cuted and  their  evidence  would  continue  to  be  effective  in  the  event  the 
amendment  banning  purchase  Is  enacted.  In  many  prosecutions  for 
many  various  offenses  a  defendant  ta  permitted  to  tarn  State's  evidence 
against  a  codefendant  and  receive  immunity.  Any  question,  however, 
as  to  thta  situation  could  be  removed  by  a  further  amendment  exempting 
officers  from  penalty  when  tb^  purchase  for  th«  purpose  of  prodadBg 
evidence. 
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"Attention  ahoald  b«  directed  to  tb«  fact  that  powiMslon  oi  iatoxlcat- 
lac  Itquora  for  beverage  use  is  already  forbidden  by  the  YoUtead  Act, 
except  ander  apeciiled  coDdltiooa.  A  parcbaiier  called  Bpoo  to  teatify 
acalaat  a  aeller  to-day  would  In  most  inatancea  Incriminate  taimaelf 
bcciioiie  be  could  not  bare  beiome  a  purcbaaer  without  alao  becoming  a 
poaaraaur.  The  pn>vlalon  in  the  Volatead  Act  regarding  aelMncrlmlna- 
tk>n  which  I  have  deacribi-d  prerenta  blm  from  refualng  to  teatlfy.  The 
difllcultiea  Id  the  way  of  aecurlng  teatlmony  through  the  parcbaaer  in 
pnirtlcal  effect  would  be  no  greater  after  parcbaae  becaJne  an  offenae 
agalnat  the  Vol«ti>ad  Act  than  at  present. 

"  ir  It  be  aald  bj  way  of  objection  to  the  propowd  amendment  for- 
bidding purchase  that  it  would  be  neceaaary  to  allow  acme  purchasers 
to  g»  unpunlshsd.  It  may  be  replied  that  the  ordinary  purcbaaer  for 
bPTerajce  use  Is  of  such  Ilttl<>  aaalatance  in  enforcing  prohibition  that 
his  continued  exemption  from  punishment  In  order  that  hla  testimony 
m»j  be  utillaed  Is  hardly  worth  while.  Furthermore,  why  exempt  pur- 
cbajM>  wb«-B  we  pttolsh  posamalonT  It  is  difflcult  to  punlah  poasesston. 
A  iM-raun  undor  suspicion,  if  sn  owner  of  premises  on  which  llqtior  la 
fuurwl.  idenda  Ignoraorc  uf  content  of  package  or  of  dellrery  or  claims 
drilvery  by  mistake.  Liquors  are  so  easily  disposed  of  that  poaseaslon 
soon  reasea  and  all  tangible  evidence  disapp^rs.  They  are  so  easily 
concfflled  that  ertdence  la  hard  to  obtain.  Search  procedure  Is  sur- 
roundt'd  by  many  ohataclea.  But  if  purchase  be  made  a  crime,  the 
knowledge  on  the  part  of  the  seller  of  the  purchaser's  guilt  will  hang 
over  the  purchaser  like  a  pall.  When  iwrcbaee  la  mnde  a  crime  as 
well  aa  sale,  the  seller  and  the  purchaser  will  become  so  suspicious  of 
each  other  that  the  tralBc  will  receive  a  serious  setback  from  this  very 
condition.  They  will  beeltate  to  deal  together  as  freely  aa  In  former 
days  when  the  purchaser  had  full  liberty. 

~  It  li  contended  that  the  pasMjfe  of  the  act  agalnat  the  purcbaaer 
la  un<-i>natitutioDal  because  the  eighteenth  amendment  does  not  in  tenns 
prohibit  purchase.  This  contention  is  without  validity.  The  purpose 
of  ttte  eUbteenth  amendment  Is  to  stop  the  beverage  use  of  intoxicating 
liquor*.  No  doctrine  la  more  flrmly  establlabed  In  American  Jurispru- 
dence than  the  doctrine  that  Congress  may  enact  any  legislation  reason- 
ably neceasary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  Constitution.  Our  high- 
est Federal  tribunal  has  gone  so  far  as  to  hold  that  the  traffic  in 
nonlntuxlcatlng  malt  liquids  may  be  prohibited  on  the  ground  that 
aucti  a  Htep  ia  an  aid  In  giving  effect  to  a  State  constitutional  inhibition 
acalnst  the  aale  of  intoxicating  liquors. 

**  It  is  said  that  in  some  States  the  punishment  of  the  purchaser  has 
been  tried  and  haa  failed.  This  does  not  mean  that  such  a  measure 
win  fall  again,  either  in  a  State  or  in  the  Nation.  In  numbers  of  States 
prohibition  Itself  when  first  sdopted  was  so  unsatlnfactory  in  practice 
that  it  was  repealed.  That  was  alao  the  case  in  many  counties,  town- 
ahlps,  and  precincts  before  State  and  national  prohibition  came.  Had 
supporters  of  prohibition  allowed  tbemaelrea  to  be  deterred  and  baited 
by  these  first  reverses  we  would  never  have  had  prohibition. 

"  Tho  purchaser  is  one  of  the  principal  obstacles  in  the  way  of  better 
prohibition  enforcement.  With  our  streets  and  highways  crowded  almost 
to  the  limit  of  safety  with  aatomoblles,  purchasers  In  the  form  of 
drunken  drivers  become  a  menace  to  society  in  a  degree  never  before 
approached.  Sven  before  prohibition  railroad  companlea  required  opera- 
tors of  locomotives  to  refrain  from  drink  by  the  Impoxitton  of  the 
aevtrest  penaltlea  at  their  command.  Now  that  millions  of  persons  in 
the  Tnlted  States  have  become  operators  of  locomotives  in  the  shape  of 
autooMbiie  engines  the  country  must  enforce  the  same  rule  in  the  only 
way  in  which  It  can  reach  so  large  and  widely  distributed  a  number — 
the  way  of  the  law.  When  the  people  In  certain  sections  of  the  West 
In  early  days  found  themselves  at  the  mercy  of  horse  thieves  in  spite 
of  laws  tnpoelng  penitentiary  sentences  they  secured  an  enactment  ap- 
plying the  same  punishment  to  those  who  knowingly  bought  the  stolen 
horses. 

'*  Horse  stealing  began  to  decline  when  the  money  which  furnished 
the  incentive  to  the  crime  began  to  disappear.  A  number  of  horses 
was  an  inconhmnce  to  the  thief  unless  he  could  dispose  of  them  for 
money.  So  It  ia  with  the  maker,  transporter,  and  seller  of  Illicit 
liquor.  The  money  of  the  purchaser  is  the  source  and  cause  of  their 
existence.  The  purchaser  furnishes  the  basis  of  most  of  the  contempt 
and  ridlctile  which  are  beeped  from  wet  quarters  upon  prohibition, 
especially  by  foreign  visitors  who  are  entertained  by  people  of  wealth 
and  prominence  who  serve  intoxicants  and  revile  prohibition.  These 
foreigners,  utterly  deceived  as  to  real  conditions,  take  false  informa- 
tion back  to  tbeir  respective  countries  reftarding  prohibition  In  the 
United  States.  This  false  Information  has  led  to  the  slowing  down 
of  movements  against  intoxicants  In  a  number  of  foreign  countries  and 
spread  a  wrong  impression  throughout  the  world  regarding  proMbition 
ia  America. 

~  The  purchaaer's  money  is  the  foundation  of  the  bootleg  market. 
The  purchaser's  money  ia  the  explanation  of  the  rum  runner,  the  boot- 
legger, the  lUidt  distiller,  the  murders,  the  scandals,  the  bribery,  and 
corruption  which  attend  the  efforts  of  the  underworld  to  circumvent 
the  GoveraBeat  and  the  law.  And  yet  the  purchaser  looks  to  the  very 
CoDstltutlon  which  he  flaunts  and  mocks  for  the  protection  of  his  own 
life  and  pi«party.     We  must  ckMe  this  gap  in  prohibition  legi^Iatioa 
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btfore  it  is  too  late.  We  must  strip  the  purchaser,  not  infrequently  a 
person  of  means  and  standing,  of  the  cloak  of  respectability  and  brand 
h  tm  as  the  lawbreaker  be  morally  is.  We  must  not  let  it  be  said  that 
t  »ere  is  one  law  for  one  party  to  an  offense  and  no  law  for  the  other 
pirty.  The  spectacle  of  one  party  to  a  transaction  going  free,  occu- 
pying high  position  in  society  and  business,  and  of  the  other  driven  to 
t:  >e  disgrace  and  shame  of  a  prison  cell  Is  enough  to  shock  and  oatngt 
e  rery  sense  of  justice,  every  sentiment  of  right. 

"  So  many  of  these  purchasers  will  cease  to  buy  when  purchase 
b  icomes  an  unmistakable  crime  as  to  cause  an  Immediate  diminution 
o '  the  bootleg  market.  Offenses  against  the  Volstead  Act  and  the 
e:  gbteeuth  amendment  will  begin  to  d)x;llne.  As  purchases  cease  the 
nason  for  the  seller  will  pass,  and  with  It  the  seller  nlso.  The  net 
r(sult  will  be  a  smaller  number  of  offenders  in  the  courts  than  are  now 
cdngestl&g  them. 

"The  purchas«Hr  will  pauae  a  long  time  before  he  will  buy  from  a 
SI  Her  who  may  hold  over  him  the  whip  of  possible  exposure  by  utilizing 
t  le  immnalty  clause  of  the  Volstead  Act  In  the  event  enforcement 
o  Ddala  should  decide  that  the  encouragement  of  such  a  course  would 
b»  desirable  in  certain  Instances  In  the  interest  of  prohibition.  It  baa 
hien  well  said  that  a  man  or  woman  can  not  retain  self-respect  who 
becomes  tbe  conscious  cause  of  the  performance  of  a  criminal  act  by 
aiother.  It  has  been  aptly  asked  why  should  anyone  want  the  right 
to  Induee  another  to  commit  a  crime.  That  Is  exactly  what  the  pur- 
c  laser  doea.  The  purchaser  is  in  a  senHC  guiltier  than  the  maker, 
CI  irrier,  or  seller,  because  be  is  the  creative  force  behind  them  all  in 
a  vast  conspiracy  against  tbe  Constitution  and  tbe  law.  Here  the  ques- 
tl  an  transcends  prohibition  and  becomes  one  of  law  enforcement,  in- 
VI  dving  tbe  Integrity  of  our  institutions,  the  very  existence  of  our  form 
o:    government. 

"  I  do  not  mean  that  tbe  mere  passage  of  the  amendment  punishing 
pirchasers  will  be  all  that  is  nee«ied  for  more  effective  enforcement. 
V  hole-hearted,  vlgoroua.  efficient  prosecutions  by  the  officials  is  and 
w  111  always  be  essential.  Let  us  provide  these  officials  with  the  ma- 
cl  linery  of  a  logical  and  flawless  enforcement  act  and  their  efforts  will 
hi  ive  been  vastly  aided." 

BENJAMIN    H.   UTTLBTOW 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  this  morning  tbe  Senator 
fiom  Oregon  [Mr.  StetwisI  reported  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Benjamin  H.  Littleton,  of  Tennessee,  to  be  Judge  of  the  Court 
o:  Claims,  vice  McKenzie  Moss,  deceased.  As  in  open  executive 
session,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  that  nomination  may  be 
c<  nflrmed  at  this  time. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  a  few  days  ago  a  Senator  who 
la  not  now  in  the  Chamber  stated  that  he  was  going  to  object  to 
p  "oceedlngs  of  this  kind,  and  such  proceeding  is  very  objection- 
a  )le.  We  are  not  in  executive  se«8ion,  and  nol>ody  has  had 
D  )tice  of  this.  I  have  no  objectioD  to  this  nomination,  but  I  feel 
liiclined  to  object  to  the  confirmation  of  this  nomination  at  this 
tl  me  unless  there  is  some  particular  ree.'<on  for  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  withdraw  the  request  at  this  time. 

Mr  MOSES.  Mr.  President,  I  give  notice  that  to-morrow  at 
.sitme  appropriate  time  I  shall  ask  for  an  executive  session, 
b?cause  there  are  a  number  of  Dominations  on  the  calc-ndar 
«  hich  should  be  disposed  of. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    That  is  the  way  the  mratter  should  be  handled. 

BEDtrcnON    or    naval    A&lfAllENTS 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  call  the  atten- 
ti  on  of  the  Senate  to  an  article  written  by  Mr.  Willmott  Lewis 
and  published  In  the  New  York  World  of  date  October  27,  1929, 
under  the  heading  "Politics  from  the  Sideline*."  I  here  ask 
t  lat  the  article  be  inserted  in  the  Rbcobd  without  reading. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fras  in  the  chair).  Is 
t  lere  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
ill  the  Rboobd.  as  follows: 

[New  York  World.  October  27,   19291 

POLITICS    FSOlf    THS    SIOELI.XES 

By  Willmott  Lewis 

Washiwotow.  October  26.— The  fertility  of  the  human  mind  In  objec- 
tion  passes  belief.  Senator  McKkllar,  of  Tennessee,  has  given  to  the 
WDrld  a  statement,  or  a  threat,  that  no  naval  treaty  shall  pass  the 
Ssate  that  does  not  provide  for  Anglo-American  parity  at  once  and 
fir  freedom  of  the  seas.  He  is  a  thirty-second  degree  Mason,  not  a 
tlilrty-second  degree  Senator,  and  should  not  speak  for  one-third  of  his 
a  lleagues. 

What  he  means  by  parity  at  once  is  easy  to  guess.  He  would  have 
Great  Britain  sink  all  the  vessels  for  which  an  equivalent  can  not  be 
f<und  In  the  present  American  Navy,  thus  establishing  exact  Anglo- 
American  balance  without  the  laying  of  another  keel  or  the  casting  of 
another  gun.  He  seems  to  forget  that  France.  Italy,  and  Japan  have  a 
BSritime  existence,  or  that  American  shipbuilders  are  entitled  to  an 
hi  meat  living.    He  should  be  thrown  Into  a  den  of  Scbwaba. 
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As  for  freedom  of  the  seas,  tt  Is  a  safe  bet  that  neltber  Mr.  McKsllax 
•or  anybody  elae  on  earth  knows  what  the  words  mean  or  Imply  Just 
BOW.  They  make  one  of  those  comfortable  phrases,  like  self-determina- 
tion, that  have  a  dangerous  and  almost  unlimited  power  of  recoil. 
Freedom  of  tbe  seas  may  mean  one  thing  when  your  ox  Is  goring,  and 
quite  another  wb/ta  your  ox  la  being  gored. 

There  Is  also  tbe  blessed  word  "  contmband,"  which  might,  and  perhaps 
should,  have  an  enomiuuH  elasticity  now  that  war  is  an  activity  of 
whole  nations,  an  effort  demanding  tbe  exercise  of  the  whole,  rftst,  cor- 
porate strength  of  a  people,  and  not  the  maneuvering  of  a  section  of 
the  population  professionally  engaged.  If  Mr.  McKiLXAB  should  one 
(lay  be  a  unit  In  auch  a  atruggle — which  tbe  Lord  and  the  Congress 
forbid — he  might  come  to  believe  that  everything  is  contraband.  What 
■eanlng  would  he  then  give  to  freedom  of  the  seas? 

It  Is  not  fair  to  ask  these  questions,  of  course,  for  no  qtan  should  be 
summoned  at  the  point  of  a  pencil  for  a  definition.  More  by  token,  any 
man  Is  entitled  to  two  opinions  on  any  subject— one  the  opinion  of  bis 
heart  and  the  other  tbe  opinion  of  bis  bead.  Mr.  McKkllab's  heart 
may  tell  him  that  the  seas  should  be  free  at  all  times  and  seasons,  for 
all  manner  of  private  goods,  and  this  does  him  no  discredit.  Mr.  Mc- 
KauLAt'm  head  will  teU  him  aontething  entirely  different  when,  in  tbe 
course  of  the  debate  to  come,  he  gives  it  a  day  in  court. 

Once  upon  a  time  a  solemn  and  rather  pontifical  judge  spoke  admon- 
Isfaingly  to  a  younger  brother  In  the  law. 

"  No  man  who  desires  a  hearing  from  his  elders,"  said  he,  "  should  at 
any  time  use  a  word  of  whose  meaning  he  is  not  fully  Informed." 

"  WelU  judge,"  said  tbe  impertinent  junior,  "  just  what  do  you  mean 
by  tbe  word  '  time?*  " 

This  was  cruel.  The  judge  had  no  definition  at  the  tip  of  bis  tongue, 
and  what  we  mean  when  we  say  time  is  still  discussed  by  the  philoso- 
phers. Even  so,  the  wit  of  man  may  yet  devise  a  meaning  satisfactory 
to  everybody  for  this  word,  while  freedom  of  the  seas  and  other  labels 
for  the  Indefinable  remain  to  be  tbe  despair  of  sophists,  scientists,  and 
Senators. 

Half  a  century  or  thereabouts  ago  good  Americans  who  went  to  Parts 
before  they  died  had  a  chance  to  meet  a  poet  named  Leon  Dierx,  to 
whom  there  bad  appeared  a  vision  of  the  end  of  the  world,  and  who 
was  willing  to  talk  about  it. 

"  It  win  come,"  he  used  to  say,  "  with  a  new  deluge,  and  all  the 
works  of  man  and  man  himself  will  be  hidden  beneath  a  waste  of 
waters.  Here  and  there  above  this  formless  (expanse  will  appear  tbe 
tip  of  the  spire  of  some  church,  the  roof  tree  of  some  edifice  set  upon 
a  high  hilL 

".\nd  of  living  things  nothing  will  remain — save  certain  parrots. 
These,  clinging  desperately  to  tbe  spires  and  to  the  roof  trees,  will  be 
left  to  cry  out  over  the  empty,  echoing  waste  of  waters  the  words  that 
men  have  taught  them.     The  words  will  be : 

"  Liberty  !     Justice  !     Bquallty  !     Fraternity  I  " 

To  which  we  may  add,  with  all  deference  to  Senator  McKkllak,  of 
Tennessee,  freedom  of  the  seas !  If  the  phrase  ever  achieves  reality  it 
will  be  when  It  no  longer  requires  deflnitlon — In  other  words,  when  the 
seas  can  be  no  longer  closed,  in  whole  or  in  part,  when  the  freedom  of 
peace  time  is  certain  and  enduring. 

The  Senator  would  doubtless  be  as  eager  for  freedom  of  the  streets, 
but  the  streets  have  their  contraband,  even  In  peaceful  daya.  The  in- 
violability of  private  property  does  not  cover  the  hip  flask. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  an  examination  of  this 
article  shows  it  to  be  an  attack  upon  me  for  having  stated  in 
the  Senate,  as  I  did  state  and  most  emphatically  some  time 
ago,  that  I  believed  that  unless  the  forthcoming  naval  parley 
provided  for  absolute  parity  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain,  that  there  would  be  no  naval  agreement.  I  am 
taken  rather  severely  to  task,  but  that  is  immaterial. 

It  appears  from  our  records  here  that  Mr.  Lewis  is  a  cor- 
respondent for  the  London  Times,  and.  of  course,  I  assume 
looks  at  the  matter  entirely  through  Britisli  glasst>s.  I  am  also 
informed  he  is  an  Engli.<:hman,  not  an  American  at  all,  and  it 
is  very  natural  that  he  would  indulge  in  an  article  of  this  kind 
in  the  Interest  of  his  own  countrj'.  It  is  perfectly  natural  for 
an  Englishman  to  hope  to  have  the  naval  disarmament  agree- 
ment, l)y  which  the  American  Navy  was  sunk  in  1922,  enlarged. 
It  is  perfectly  natural  that  they  would  want  to  continue  in  con- 
trol of  the  seas  and  without  greater  expense  to  Great  Britain. 
I  realisse  that  any  subject  of  Great  Britain  has  a  right  to  take 
such  views  of  these  matters  as  he  pleases,  but  I  think  that  be- 
fore sfiiding  the  article  (o  Anaerican  papers  and  having  it  pub- 
lished Ity  American  papi'rs  Mr.  Lewis  in  fairness  should  have 
indicated  hLs  nationality  and  his  employment  by  a  London  paper. 

In  this  connection,  Mr.  President,  I  also  have  an  article  writ- 
ten by  Mr.  Geoffrey  Drage  in  the  London  Times  recently  on 
the  s-ubject  of  the  forthcoming  naval  parley.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  it  may  be  printed  in  the  Krcokd  also. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows : 


A  BstnsH  Tnwronrp 
By  Geoffrey  Drage,  in  the  London  Times 

Naval  parity  is  part  of  and  depends  on  a  policy  in  which  the  United 
States  Is  to  join  with  us.  In  this  regard  It  ia  well  to  recollect  tlM 
words  written  by  President  Roosevelt  at  the  height  of  bis  power  : 

"  It  would  be  well-nigh  impossible,  if  it  were  not  undesirable,  for 
this  country  (tbe  United  States]  to  engage  with  another  to  carry  out 
any  policy  save  one  which  bad  become  part  of  tbe  inherited  tradition 
of  tbe  country  like  the  Monroe  doctrine.  Not  merely  could  I,  for  in- 
stance, only  make  such  an  eacagement  for  four  y«a/s.  but  1  would 
have  to  reckon  with  a  possible  overthrow  in  Concreaa,  with  tl»e  temper 
of  the  people,  with  many  different  conditlona." 

The  text  of  tbe  official  joint  statement  of  Mr.  Hoover  and  Mr.  Ma«> 
Donald  sUtea  that  "  Both  our  Qovernments  resolve  to  accept  •  •  • 
a  positive  obligation  to  direct  our  national  policy  "  in  accordanca  with 
tbe  pledge  of  the  Kellogg  pact.  Those,  however,  who  have  read  tbe 
debates  in  the  Senate  on  the  Kellogg  pact  will  remember  tbe  extreme 
nervousness  displayed  when  It  cams  to  obligations.  All  the  speakers 
wished  to  be  sure  they  were  not  committed  to  any  obligatioo.  whatever. 
But  that  la  precisely  the  one  thing  aaedful  if  Bnglaod  is  to  redoes  her 
navy  so  that  she  can  no  longer  protect  her  commerce  by  which  she  lives. 
What  la  required  is  a  definite  hard-and-fast  guaranty  that  the  United 
SUtes  will  join  In  the  protection  of  our  trade  and  absUin  from  trading 
with  our  enemies.  As  a  distinguished  admiral  has  said,  nothing  abort 
of  thla  is  of  any  use  to  ua. 

The  reason  why  parity  is  desired  and  the  cause  of  tbe  trouble  be- 
tween us  at  Geneva  (apart  from  the  activities  of  Mr,  Shearer,  which 
are  sub  judice)  may  be  fairly  summed  up  In  tbe  cant  and  misleading 
phrase  "  the  freedom  of  the  seas."  The  seas  are,  of  course,  perfectly 
free  in  peace  time.  In  time  of  war  it  ia  suggested  that  when  two  powers 
are  at  war  the  belligerents  should  give  up  at  sea  the  right  they  always 
exercise  on  land  to  prevent  as  far  as  possible  supplies  being  procured 
from  neutral  powers.  This  freedom,  as  a  recent  United  States  historian 
bas  pointed  out,  the  United  States  when  at  war  has  conalstently  violated, 
while  ahe  has  vigorously  asserted  it  when  neutral. 

For  this  trouble  there  is  an  obvious  remedy  when  wars  come,  aa, 
of  course,  they  will  if  human  nature  remains  the  same,  and  that 
is  to  distinguish  between  normal  and  abnormal  trade  and  to  Institute  a 
system  of  rationing  and  certification  with  an  organisatloQ  and  control 
like  that  of  the  Netherlands  Overeeaa  Trust  la  the  Great  War.  Would 
tbe  United  States  assent  to  this?  If  so,  it  would  be  a  step  la  the  right 
direction.  Falling  such  a  step,  we  must  bear  in  mind  the  concluding 
words  of  Admiral  Mahan  In  an  article  on  Aaglo-AmericsB  reunion  : 

"  It  is  a  fair  deduction  from  analogy  tliat  two  contending  armies 
might  as  well  agree  to  respect  each  other's  communications  as  two  bel? 
llgcrent  states  to  guarantee  immunity  to  hostile  commerce."' 

In  conclusion,  it  is  submitted  that  the  above  elemintary  but  unpalat- 
able facts  have  got  to  be  faced  and  that  no  remedy  will  be  found  In 
armchair  resolutions  passed  at  a  conference  by  a  majority  of  neutral 
states  who  are  not  prepared  to  take  any  share  in  carrying  them  out. 
We  have  only  to  recollect  The  Hague  convention  before  tbe  war  and  the 
fact  that  not  one  of  the  signatories,  iDcluding  the  principal  neutral 
nation  (the  United  States)  used  even  the  moral  influence  of  a  protest 
again.st  the  repeated  violations  of  its  terms.  (Cp.  Sir  Cecil  Spring-Rice 
Letters,  Vol.  II,  pp.  240-244.) 

We,  at  any  rate,  arc  responsible  under  Providence  for  the  peace  and 
prosperity  of  a  quarter  of  the  human  race,  for  which  tbe  fleet  Is  tbe 
principal  guaranty.  For  that  reason,  If  for  no  other,  we  arc  entitled 
to  examine  the  proposals  outlined  In  tbe  Times  of  September  17  and 
October  11  and  12  with  the  greatest  care. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  it  wUl  be  noted  that  this 
article  is  labeled  "A  British  Viewpoint,"  and  I  hope  that  here- 
after Mr.  Lewis,  in  writing  articles  for  American  newspapers, 
will  indicate  his  nationality  as  Mr.  Drage  has  done.  The  Drage 
article  is  important,  especially  in  one  respect,    Mr.  Drage  says : 

What  is  required  is  a  definite  hard-and-fast  guaranty  that  the 
United  States  will  join  in  the  protection  of  our  trsde  and  abstnin  from 
trading  with  our  enemies.  As  a  distinguished  admiral  bas  said,  nothing 
short  of  this  Is  any  use  to  us. 

Thus  we  see,  Mr.  President,  the  true  Td-«hps  of  our  neighbor. 
Great  Britain,  in  this  matter  gradually  coming  to  light 

In  this  connection  I  also  a.sk  that  an  editorial  on  the  United 
States  Navy,  of  October  28,  1929,  in  the  Washington  Post,  be 
inserted  as  part  of  my  remarks,  as  well  as  an  editorial  on  our 
Navy  in  the  Chattanooga  Times,  of  date  October  28,  1929,  and 
other  articles  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  articles  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

[From  The  Washington  Post,  Monday,  October  28,  1929J 

TH»   VJtJTKD    BTATTS    HAVT 

Navy  Day,  October  27,  has  a  special  import  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States  this  year,  and  It  is.  Indeed,  appropriate  that  the  seventy- 
first  aBnlversary  of  tbe  Urth  oi  Theodore  Roosevelt  ahonid  be  observed 
Uuougboat  tlie  Matloa  at  tke 
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IMAINImIH     M,     fKlffVMiNI*     «)•     Nltllttilli    Iff     ltl|l|*>nMi     <1«fl>llM    Ulld     MiOMfMy 

^ri'iNifHt'M  wttlrh  irlil  itttvitr  Iw  wiHltiMlir  fnfiKiltMM  l»y  lt»«  in-tivlM  ••' 
Ihia  iiittiilPi'.  TU«  InilMl  HialM  Navy  aiaixta  *•  llt«  ttlUff  rNllanrti  uf 
(b*  Aniaptcaii  iNMfl*'  **•>  (!>•  intlH  aaauranea  agaliiat  BtfCPwaatuMa  that 
pfHfuk*  war. 

T)»*f*  itffvar  Itaa  )w«n  a  llw«-  Id  tbia  Natloit'a  blalorr  whan  tb«  Unttad 
•Utaa  Navy  «min(  mora*  in  Iba  pi«n>U>  tban  It  dnen  now.  Thar*  haa 
n»ft  br^u  a  lima  wb<ni  nor»  daiivvruu*  (mciflat  propaganda  haa  b«*«n 
dtrM-trd  (.galnat  Iba  Nary  by  mlafvldfd  ilu|>ra  and  runnlni  forHgu  inter- 
natlniMllata,  who  arr  abrouding  tbair  uptfratlona  In  the  wbltt  clo«k  of 
Meallam  and  world  pMc*. 

Tbr  drlva  agalnat  Aiiiertran  naval  power  la  directly  In  line  with  tbd 
laanona  whifb  come  down  through  thf  centurlea.  8e«  power  and  com- 
Berrtal  aupr«iB«ry  go  band  in  band,  and  a  wrakpning  of  one  mean*  tbe 
i^eakenlng  of  tbe  otber.  America  U  rapidly  rlalng  to  a  poattlon  of 
cooBBerrtal  aapreraary.  dcapite  all  that  foreign  rompetitora  can  do  to 
cb4><>k  ber.  A  Navy  ad<*<]uate  to  protect  and  defend  American  commerce 
la  tbe  only  agency  that  can  maintain  tbe  United  States  In  Ita  rtgbtfal 
poaitloB  among  tbe  Bations  of  tbe  world. 

Aaertca'a  colnaaal  and  ever-iDcreaaing  economic  energy  la  ezpreaaing 
Itaelf  In  oreraeaa  trade,  which  meana  commercial  supremacy.  It  la 
Idle  for  any  nation  or  nations  to  attempt  to  stem  tbe  tide.  Bat  erery 
Btatraman  who  baa  not  been  blind  to  hintory  knows  that  commerdal 
aupremacy  la  dependent  upon  naral  protection.  If  America  can  be 
doped  into  abandoning  protection  for  Its  commerce  on  tbe  high  aeaa,  or 
can  be  tricksd  Into  pooling  Ita  naval  reaources  with  otber  power*,  there 
may  be  a  real  opportunity  In  the  near  futnre  for  crippling  tbe  com- 
merce that  la  enriching  America  and  arousing  tbe  enry  of  foreign 
rlvala. 

"  Tbe  fleet's  tbe  thing."  accordlni;  to  one  of  Theodore  Rooeevelt's 
alogans,  and  It  applies  with  more  force  than  ever  to-day.  Americana 
are  not  ready  to  accept  tbe  humiliation  of  seeing  the  seas  controlled 
t>y  foreign  powers  so  tbat  America's  commerce  must  beg  for  permission 
to  venture  offshore. 

.Adequate  naval  aemrtty  means  protection  for  American  commerce, 
and  tbia  In  tarn  awans  tbat  the  United  States  will  not  be  forced  Into 
war  to  maintain  its  rights.  Tbe  American  negotiators  at  tbe  London 
naval  conference.  If  there  sbtmld  be  a  conference,  mast  keep  before 
tbem  the  faithful  promise  of  President  Hoover  to  tbe  people,  to  tbe 
effect  tbat  the  national  defense  shall  not  be  impaired  by  any  asreement 
bearing  tbe  stgaature  of  America's  negotiator!. 

(FroB  the  Chattanooga  Times,  October  28,  1929] 
aBMBMaca  mm  navt 
'  This  Is  Navy  day,  and  the  occasion  should  be  widely  and  appro- 
priately obserred.  This  suggestion,  and  even  the  day  Itself,  may  at 
flrat  thought  seeu  somewhat  out  of  place.  In  view  of  tbe  fact  tbat  the 
prtncipnl  natlona  of  tbe  world  are  preparing  for  a  naval  armament 
reduction  conference,  for  tbe  calling  of  which  the  United  State*  is  in 
large  part  responsible.  But  a  little  reflection  ought  to  convince  rea- 
sonable. practlcaJ  dilsena  tbat  tbe  approaching  conference  gives  tbia 
year's  Navy  day  greater  aigniflcance  tban  It  would  ordinarily  bava 

Common  senae  dictates  tbat  America's  representatives  go  to  tbe 
London  conference  backed  up  by  a  practical,  reaaoned  public  attitude 
on  tbe  subject  of  naval  armaments  rather  tban  by  a  hysterical  demand 
for  disarmament.  Tbe  lattor  would  accompli^tb  nothing  in  the  present 
atate  of  world  opinion,  while  the  former  might  result  in  much  good. 
The  obriooaly  sound  program  for  this  country  is  tbat  expressed  at  the 
Washington  amu  conference  in  the  following  words :  "  We  approve 
limitatiun  of  armaments  by  international  agreements.  We  repudiate  tbe 
reduction  of  armamenta  by  example  as  unwise  and  dangeroua." 

This  is  understood  to  be  the  attltudo  of  the  Oovemmeat  at  Wash- 
ington. Together  with  the  Idea  of  parity,  it  should  be  supported 
whole-heartedly.  It  Is  In  no  sense  a  repudiation  of  tbe  Idealism  of 
the  Kellogg  antiwar  treaties  or  of  tbe  asaumptions  of  President  Hoover 
and  Premier  MacDonaid  that  there  will  never  be  another  war  between 
the  United  SUtes  and  Great  Britain.  It  U  the  baaia  of  a  practical 
progrmm  for  the  incorporation  of  tbia  idealism  in  the  Urea  of  natlona. 
which  should  be  more  eaaily  effected  by  reason  of  ths  tieatica  and 
aasumptloua. 

So  a  proper  observance  of  Navy  day  la  entirely  In  order.  Conalder- 
'  ing  all  the  circumstances.  It  Is  even  incumbent  apon  the  American 
peopls.  If  tbey  would  look  to  their  own  best  interests.  Acquisition  of 
a  fuller  anderstaading  of  ths  purposes  of  their  Navy  and  Its  meaning 
to  tbe  Nation  would  be  a  protection  against  the  folly  of  those  who 
advocate  dlaarmameot  by  example  and  ahould  also  farther  the  caaas  of 
naval  reduction  by  international  agreement. 

(By  cable  to  the  Star.  November  S,  1829] 

Pnaca  "  DAMran  "  ■zrtJUJnm— Scwu  AcnoM  or  Butisb  CASixn  U 

SavnALBD  Foa  rnar  Tiuu 

By  Paul  Scott  Mowrer 

Paws.  Noresiher  5.— It  Is  new  possible  to  rcreal.  owlBg  to  a  pvtial 

iMllKretioa  •€  tbe  Sebe  d*  Parts,  what  bsntofocs  has  toes  a  atriet 
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mfm  iiiMiwn  iinly  l«  •  ttm  (tlfiUiniNig  iinil  dm  i»r  twn  jwiifMHaia^iiia 
ai«ry  wf  lH«t  Hrltlalt  ('•Mih«(  wuHing  wltloM  (ml  »  •iiddait  danuwr  uw 
III*  SMMtH'Sttd  rnaulla  Mf  tha  duNVKPaaltoita  btxwofn  fraaltUiit  lluuvar 
Mill  Tpi  RtlfP  l4am»My  Matliuiiaid  a<  Ua|*lilnn, 

It  will  hs  rciallcU  thai  au  •iiiiMunci'iiient  was  mad«*  at  tlit*  ctlosa  of 
tlii>a«>  matitlNga  tliHt  an  Important  atatowant  was  about  lu  be  mads, 
B  itiato  jiiumallata  want  so  far  aa  to  annoutua  that  ibla  atattfwsnt 
w  tuld  concern  tb*  frwilom  of  tbe  aeaa.  It  la  certain,  In  fact,  tbat 
il  (over  and  MacOonalil  bad  reacbtKl  a  tentative  aKreemeut  on  tUla 
v«KAd  question,  The  exact  details  are  unknown,  for  MacDonaid  will 
n<  t  give  a  detailed  explanation  to  bla  cabinet  until  to-morrow. 

OaSAT  BBITXI.f'S  onrtB 

But  whatever  tbe  American  contribution  to  tbe  bargain  may  have 
b(<>n.  it  appears  that  Great  Britain's  offer  was  to  abandon  tbe  right  of 
ae  trch  and  seiiure  of  neutral  vessels  carrying  contraliaDd  on  the  high 
seia  and  to  dismantle  naval  bases  not  only  in  tbe  West  Indlea,  but 
at  Halifax  and  Esquimau. 

Before  Issuing  tbe  Joint  statement,  however,  MacDonaid  tboaght  it 
belt  to  inform  London. 

A  full  cabinet  meeting  was  immediately  called,  including  tbe  heada 
of  tbe  three  fighting  arms,  on  air,  land,  and  sea. 

Arthur  Henderson  read  the  Premier's  cablegram  and  added  that  he 
wiiuld  be  unable  to  aeree  to  abandon  the  right  to  search  and  seisure 
ui  til  be  knew  mote  detaila  of  tbe  views  of  tbe  United  States. 

Alexander,  speaking  for  the  Admiralty,  said  that  he  was  unable  to 
agree  to  tbe  dismantling  of  tbe  bases  whicb,  in  his  opinion,  if  tbe 
K(  Hogg  pact  meant  anything,  would  be  quite  unnecessary. 

BIO    NAVAL    BDTOBT 

Questioned  by  Philip  Snowden.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Alex- 
ander said  that  even  after  the  agreement  with  the  United  States  the 
na  val  budgot,  now  about  $280,000,000,  would  still  be  around  1265,000,000 
or  $l'70,000.«)00. 

After  thi-s  disca.s8ion  it  was  decided  to  cable  MacDonaid  to  say  noth- 
In  t  about  these  matters  until  after  he  returned  to  London  and  gave 
th?  cabinet  fuller  particnlars. 

Thus  Is  explained  not  only  the  delay  in  Issiilnji  the  Hoover  and 
MacDonaid  Joint  statement,  but  the  general  surprise,  after  so  much 
w«8  promised,  that  it  should  contain  so  little  in  the  way  of  concrete 
pr  tmises. 

RBCESS 

Mr.  JONES.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  antll 
IG  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  5  o'clock  and 
50  minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  recess  nntil  to-morrow,  Wednesday, 
November  6,  1929,  at  10  o'clock  a.  ra. 


SENATE 

"Wedxesdat,  Nov&tnber  6,  1929 

{LegUlatixfe  day  of  Wednesday,  October  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
rtcess. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  Pre.iident,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The    VICE   PRESIDENT.     The   clerk    will   call    the   roU. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
aiiswered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

At  burst 

Bi  rkley 

Hi  ngliam 

Kliek 

RItine 

BInse 

B<rah 

Biatton 

Block 

Bi  ookhart 

Bi  oussard 

Ca  pper 

Cc  nnally 

Cc  peland 

Ccuaena 

Cutting 

Dile 

Dineen 

Dill 

B<ge 


Fees 

Fletcher 

Fraaier 

George 

Glllett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Goff 

Cr<>ldsl>orough 

Gould 

Oroene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harri.son 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflln 

HoweU 


Johnson 

Schall 

Jones 

Sheppard 

Kean 

Sbortridge 

Kendrlck 

Simmons 

Keyes 

Smith 

La  Follette 

Smoot 

McKellar 

Ste<k 

McNary 

Stdwer 

Metcal' 

Stephens 

Moses 

Swanson 

Norbeck 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Norris 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Nve 
Oddie 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Overman 

Tydings 

Patterson 

Vandenberg 

Phipps 

Wssner 

Pine 

Walcott 

Ransdell 

Walsh.  Mnsa. 

Reed 

Waterman 

Sackett 

Wheeler 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  wish  to  state  that  the  Junior  Senator  from 
S4iuth  Dakota  [Mr.  McMastkb]  is  unavoidably  detained  by  ill- 
Mas  in  his  family.  I  wish  this  announcement  to  stand  for  the 
diy. 

Mr,  SHEPPARD.  I  wish  to  announce  the  unavoidable  ab- 
seoce  of  the  Junior  8«iator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino],  due  to  ill- 
1M8S.  I  also  wish  to  state  that  the  Senator  fmm  Arkansas 
tllr.  Cabawat]  and  tbe  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh] 
tat  absent  oa  ofllciAl  boslness. 


Mr,  WTTIATJi.  Mf  •rt!lMfii#  (Mr,  nmp»nM>]  !■  iibflwt,  111. 
X  iikk  Hint  titiM  Hiiiii»iifi('ttfnmi(  mny  Ktniid  for  tUv  diiy. 

Tlitf  VICM  PUICHIDICNT,  KigUiyftmr  »«n»lur»  have  nntwerMl 
to  tbfir  muitm.    A  quonun  1«  protu^nt. 

nmnoMt 

^Ir.  FEH8  presented  petitions  of  sundry  cltiaeni  of  Cleveland, 
ObU),  praying  f«>r  the  pAsaagu  of  legislation  giantluf  Increaned 
pensiouM  to  ClTlI  War  veterans  and  ilu-lr  widows,  wblch  wore 
referred  to  tbe  CJommlttee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  snOKTIllIKJE  prwentetl  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of 
the  State  of  California,  praying  for  the  passage  of  leglslatioo 
granting  increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their 
widows,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  COPELAND  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  pitying  for  the  passage  of  legislation  grant- 
ing increased  pensltms  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  widows, 
which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

REPORTS  or  NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  BORAH,  as  in  orien  executive  session,  from  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations,  reported  the  nominations  of  sundry  offi- 
cers in  the  Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service  of  the  United  States, 
which  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  as  In  open  executive  session,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads,  reported  sundry  postal 
nominations,  which  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Executive 
Calendar. 

BILLS   INTBODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  sec<ind  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  CAPPER: 

A  bill  (S.  2U12)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Cordelia 
Small  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  BORAH : 

A  bill  (S.  2()13)  for  tlie  relief  of  Oermaine  M.  Finley;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foi-eign  Relations. 

A  bill  (S.  2014)  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  World  War 
veterans'  act  to  Alice  B.  Yeaman ;  to  the  Conunittee  on  J^ance. 

By  Mr.  McNARY : 

A  bin  (S.  2015)  to  amend  the  migratory  bird  treaty  act  with 
respect  to  bag  limits  and  more  effectively  to  meet  the  obligations 
of  the  United  States  under  the  migratory-bird  treaty;  to  the 
Committee  on  Apiculture  and  Forestiy. 

By  Mr.  HARRIS; 

A  bill  (S.  201G)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  E,  J.  McCardle;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  SHORTRIDGE: 

A  bill  (S.  2017)  providing  for  the  appointment  of  Julia 
Johnston  as  a  warrant  (^cer.  Quartermaster  Corps,  United 
States  Army ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bill  (S.  2018)  autliorizing  tbe  apiwintment  and  retirement 
of  Waiter  W.  Fanning  as  a  chief  petty  officer,  Naval  Reserve;  to 
the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  COPEI^ND: 

A  bill  (S.  2019)  to  admit  Vincenzo  Caprio  permanently  to  the 
United  States ;  to  tlje  Committee  on  Immigration. 

A  bill  (S.  2020)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Thomas 
Armstrong ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WHEELER: 

A  bill  (S.  2021)  granting  a  pension  to  Alvln  M.  Davis;  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

INVESTIGATION  OF  COTTON  INDUSTBT 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  I  present  a  resolution  which 
was  presented  at  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Texas  i^rm  Bureau 
Cotton  Association  by  Judge  L.  Gough,  of  Amarillo,  Tex.,  an 
earnest  and  able  student  of  the  farm  situation,  and  aslc  that  it 
may  be  printed  in  the  Rbcxwd  and  lie  on  the  table. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcord,  as  follows: 

The  Texas  Farm  Bureau  Cotton  Association  In  annual  meeting  as- 
•embled,  in  May,  1929,  passed  the  following  resolution  : 

"  Whereas  the  slump  in  cotton  prices  in  1926  did  untold  damage  to 
not  only  tbe  cotton  growers  but  to  the  whole  country  and  that  no 
satisfactory  cause  for  this  drastic  slump  has  ever  been  given  :  There- 
fore, be  It 

"  Retolved,  That  we  instruct  onr  United  States  Senator  Mohkis 
Sheppard  to  Introduce  and  put  through  tbe  Senate  the  following 
resolutions. 

"  Reaolvrd,  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  through  tbe  Grain 
Futures  Administration  is  hereby  directed  to  Investigate  the  cause  of 
the  1926  decline  In  cotton  and  give  us  (1)  the  amount  of  cotton 
futures  told  in  1926;  (2)  the  amount  of  abort  aeUing  when  the  draatlc 


Rtnmp  oarnrM  mi4  vIm  414  thlf  Hiart  MtNim  nmI  ftea  afTa^t  ttila 
Utmff  aliart  ■alUni  bad  on  \irUm  anil  any  wtbar  liifurmatUtn  ibal 
will  anabla  (ha  farmer  te  know  tba  true  ««•(«  of  tba  aondUlona  and 
the  imrtiM  iMfionalblf  (or  tlUa  4orllBt{  aIm  a  llk«  lnf«*altgattun  for 
lOtfT  and  lOSM,  flTluf  «M  the  amount  of  abort  ndlliig  and  tbe  anouat 
of  pulillo  [larltrlpatioB  Induced  tu  take  part  in  tb«ae  futurea  and 
whether  or  not  a  OMJority  of  the  publle  loot  or  woa  on  tbe  deala" 

Mr.  SHEPI'ARD.  Mr.  President,  purauant  to  the  action  of 
the  Texas  Farm  Bureau  Cotton  AaaoclaUon,  I  submit  a  resolu- 
tion, whicb  I  oak  may  be  read  and  lie  on  Uie  table. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  140)  wag  read  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table,  aa  follows: 

Resolved,  That  tbe  Secretary  of  Agriculture  la  hereby  requested  and 
directed  to  investigate  throuch  the  Graio  Futurea  Administration  the 
cauae  of  tbe  1026  decline  in  cotton,  aacertalning  tbe  amount  of  cotton 
futures  sold  In  1926,  the  aoraunt  of  short  selling  when  the  draatic  alump 
occurred,  who  iid  this  short  selling,  and  the  effect  of  this  heavy  short 
selling  on  prices,  and  any  further  information  whicb  will  enable  the 
farmers  to  know  the  true  slate  of  conditions  and  the  parties  reaponaibie 
for  this  decline;  also  to  make  a  pimilar  investigation  for  1927  and 
191*8,  giving  the  amount  of  short  selling  and  the  amount  of  public  par- 
ticipation indui-cd  to  take  part  in  these  futurea  and  to  ascertain 
whether  or  not  the  majority  of  the  public  lost  or  won  on  the  deala,  and 
to  report  this  information  to  tbe  Senate. 

THE  COLORADO  BIVEB  OONTBOVEBST 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  on  Thursday,  Octol^er  31,  1029. 
there  appeared  In  the  Arizona  Republican,  a  newspaper  printed 
in  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  an  article  summarizing  a  statement  lssue<l  on 
the  previous  day  by  the  Arizona-Colorado  River  Commission 
respecting  Us  decision  to  appeal  to  the  courts  for  a  settlement 
of  the  Colorado  River  controversy.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  i)riuted  In  the  Conobessional  Record  that  newspaper 
article  and  the  complete  text  of  the  statemiut. 

There   being   no   objectlMj,   the   matter   was   ordered   to   be 
printed  In  the  Record  as  ftjllows: 
AaiEO.vA    SoiT    Ready    for    Fiuno — Commission    Reaches    "  E.vd    of 

Road"  in   Plan   roB  NaconATioNS — Issiteb   Statement — Chairmaw 

Donovan  Notipied  or  State's  Final  Stand 

Charging  that  California  is  trying  to  complete  Colorado  River  con- 
tracts with  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Wilbur  In  order  to  eliminate  both 
water  and  power  revenues  as  subjects  of  negotiation  before  resuming 
the  attempt  to  agree  with  Ariiona  in  a  compact,  the  Artiioua  Colorado 
River  Commission  yesterday  declared  it  had  bei>n  forced  to  "  the 
end  of  the  road  as  far  as  negotiations  for  a  trl-State  compact  are 
concerned,**  and  ordered  Immediate  "  legal  action,"  understood  to 
be  a  suit  In  the  United  States  Supreme  Court. 

At  the  end  of  a  2-day  session  in  the  State  capltol,  attended  by  the 
full  membership — Charles  B.  Ward,  chairman  ;  John  Mason  Robs,  secre- 
tary ;  A.  H.  Favour,  and  Gov.  John  C.  Phillips — by  the  attorney  general, 
K.  Berry  Peterson,  and  by  Special  Counsel  Clifton  Matthews,  a  state- 
ment of  approximately  2,000  words,  outlining  Arltona's  stand  on  the 
whole  situation,  was  iaaued  by  the  commission,  without  verbal  com- 
ment. ' 

tTROES   LBOAL    ACTIOlf 

The  statement  outlines  the  provisions  of  the  Swing-Joboson  bill 
which  affect  Ariaona,  recites  new  charges  of  unfairness  on  the  part 
of  California,  and  concludes  in  part  with  the  declaration  that  through 
legal  action  this  State  will  seek  to  determine  whether  **  in  such  a 
transparent  disguise  as  regulating  navigation  In  the  Colorado  River, 
a  purely  southern  California  enterprise  may  masquerade  in  Arixona  as  a 
Federal  project  and  appropriate  to  itaelf  powers,  privileges,  and  Imojuni- 
ties  which,  aa  a  purely  California  enterprise,  it  could  neither  demand 
nor  enjoy." 

Notification  of  Ariaona's  final  stand  was  sent  at  the  conclusion  of 
the  meeting  to  W.  J.  Donovan,  the  Federal  representative  who  has  l)een 
acting  as  chairman  of  the  trl-State  conference,  which  haa  aought  to  effect 
an  agreement  of  the  three  States  most  vitally  concerned— Ariaona.  Cali- 
fornia, and  Nevada. 

At  various  points  In  the  statement  the  Arizona-Colorado  River  Com- 
mlsuion  sets  forth  ita  objections  to  the  entire  river  proceedings  and  pro- 
posals, which  are  subsUntially : 

GIVES    NINE   SEASONS 

First.  Southern  California  wants  practically  all  of  the  available  water 
in  the  river  for  irrigation  purposes  In  the  Imperial,  Coachella.  and 
other  interior  vaUeya  and  for  use  on  the  coaatal  plain.  For  Ariaona  to 
concede  thaw  demands  "  would  mean  that  new  developmenU  made  pos- 
sible by  the  project  would  take  place  in  California  and  none  in  Arlzoua.' 

Second.  Ftor  aome  time  "  it  has  been  evident  that  California  wanted  to 
get  the  matter  of  power  and  water  contracta  completed  with  the  Secre- 
tary (of  the  Interior)  before  seeking  a  compact  with  Arizona,  thua  re- 
moving power  and  water  revenues  (under  the  terms  of  the  Swlng- 
johnaon  bill)  aa  aabjects  of  negotiation." 
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Third.  The  Impcrtal  »n4  Co*rb^\\»  Valleys  are  to  r^ctirt  wmter  for 
Irrlcatloo  and  other  purpoMs  *  without  paying  anything  whaterer  to  the 
project.     No  auch  gratuity  It  extended  to  Arisona." 

Fourth.  It  was  generally  underatood  California  would  be  expected  to 
pay  approximately  |1.50  per  acre-foot  atorage  and  dellrery  chargea  tot 
wafer  diverted  to  the  coa«Ul  plain.  "  We  requested  a  minimum  charge 
of  $2.  California  asaerted  It  could  not  be  more  than  Jl.  The  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  now  propoaea  a  charge  of  only  25  centa." 

Klftii.  The  projt-ct  was  "  IntenUonally  pUced  at  the  neareat  aTailahle 
point  to  the  (."allfornla  power  market  and  the  moat  remote  from  the 
Arisona  power  m.irk*>t." 

Sixth.  In  its  present  form  and  purpose  "  oar  commlasion  is  advlaed 
and  U  flrmly  of  the  beUef  that  the  Swing  Johnson  bUl  la  unconatltu- 
tlonal." 

Serenth.  "The  United  States  Is  to  adrance  upward  of  |40,000.000 
without  Intorest  to  enable  Imperial  and  Coaohella  Valleys  to  vastly  «n- 
creaae  their  appropriation  and  use  of  the  waters  of  the  riyer.  No  pro- 
Tlaion  ia  made  for  any  such  aid  to  Ariiona." 

Ei/jhth.  •'  When  the  project  la  fully  paid  for,  Arlxona'a  rlfht  to  ahare 
In  the  reTenaea  thereof  ceases." 

A  ninth  objection,  and  ranking  with  any  In  seriousnesa.  Is  recited  in 
more  detail : 

PITAILH)    OBJ»mO!« 

"  Under  the  terms  of  the  Swing-Johnson  bill,  Ariaona  was  Intended 
to  be  a  beneficiary  of  the  proj.-ct  to  the  extent  of  18\  per  cent  of  '  ex- 
ce»a  revenues."  that  ia  to  say,  revenues  received  In  excess  of  the  amounts 
required  for  operation,  maintenance,  and  repayment  of  the  Oovemment 
advances. 

'•  The  proposal  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  the  nominal  charge 
of  2&  centa  per  acre  foot  for  storage  and  delivery  chargea  of  waters 
delivered  to  the  coastal  plain,  runs  counter  to  the  apparent  Intent  of 
Congreaa  that  the  project  should  be  so  operated  as  to  produce  substan- 
tial reveaws  for  Ariaona  and  Nevada.  With  such  nominal  charge  for 
that  water  any  hope  that  Arizona  might  actually  receive  substantial 
revenues  from  the  project  is  completely  wiped  out" 

Regarding  power,  the  commission  found  that  "  experts  from  nearly  all 
of  the  larKc  users  of  power  in  Ariiona,  outside  of  Mohave  County,  have 
closely  studied  the  matter  and  reached  the  conclusion  that  by  reason  of 
prohibitive  tranamiaslon  costs  and  the  relatively  small  demand,  Boulder 
Dam  power  can  not,  under  present  conditions,  at  least,  be  used  by  any  of 
the  large  conaumers  In  Phoenix  or  the  large  mining  camps  of  eastern 
and  aouthern  Ariiona. 

Concluding  \u  recital  of  charges  the  statemect  declares: 

AUIONA   CAN    V<n   ACCIPT    BOULPBS    CANTON    PROJICT    ACT 

"Arlxona  must  choose  whether  to  accept  the  act  and  ask  for  benefits 
thereunder  or  reject  it.  8be  can  not  do  both.  Viewing  the  act  aa  a 
whale  and  considering  the  rights  and  interesta  of  the  State  aa  a  whole, 
rather  than  the  Mpeclal  laterests  of  any  particular  section  or  county.  It 
ts  plain  that  Ariaona  cau  not  accept  the  act  as  now  written  and  admin- 
late  red. 

"  Krom  our  experience  in  negotiating  with  California  *  *  *  we 
are  satiafled  that  further  negotiations  would  be  futile. 

"  Therefore,  oar  commission  feels  that  we  have  reached  the  end  of 
the  road  ao  Car  as  negotiations  for  a  trl-State  compact  are  con- 
cerned. Such  a  conclusion  la  deeply  disappointing  to  every  member  of 
our  commiaaion. 

"  Such  Interstate  controversies  should  be  settled  by  compact,  but, 
with  that  avenue  closed,  Arlsona'a  only  recourse  ia  to  the  courts.  It 
BOW  appears  necessary  that  she  adopt  that  alternative. 

"  Thus  Ariaona  will  hope  to  ascertain  whether  In  aovereign  right, 
power,  and  dignity  she  stands  on  a  plane  of  equality  with  the  other 
States :  whether  the  Federal  Government,  under  a  pretense  of  regulat- 
lag  navigation  In  the  Colorado  Elver  may  take  charge  and  control  of 
all  of  its  waters  for  all  purposes  and  engage  in  a  purely  commercial 
undertaking  of  selling  thoK  waters  and  the  power  produced  thereby ; 
whether.  In  such  transparent  disguise,  a  purely  southern  California 
enterprise  may  masquerade  in  Arisona  aa  a  Federal  project  and  appro- 
priate to  Itaelf,  privilgea  and  Immunities  which  aa  a  California  enter- 
prise It  could  neither  demand  nor  enjoy  ;  whether  Ariaona  may  be  sub- 
jected to  the  Colorado  River  compact  by  act  of  Congress  and  without 
her  oonaeBt. 

axrrsa  comwcxt 

"Also  Ariaona  will  thus  hope  to  aecure  a  reaaonable  share  of  the 
waters  of  the  river  notwlthiitauding  the  Colorado  River  compact,  which 
seeka  to  rtaervc  in  perpetuity  to  the  upper  baaln  an  enormous  quantity 
of  water  which  It  can  never  use,  and  notwithstanding  me  Swing- 
Johnacm  bill,  which  aeeks  to  federallse  the  wat^r  and  power  development 
of  the  river  for  the  particular  benefit  of  southern  California." 

Comment  waa  refused  by  the  commission  and  by  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral yesterday  on  when  Arlsona'a  suit  would  be  filed.  The  suit  has  been 
in  course  of  preparation  for  several  months,  and  is  understood  to  be 
complete  and  ready  for  filing. 

Comment  waa  refused  by  all  who  attended  the  2-day  session,  on  the 
grounds  that  the  statement  waa  complete  and  said  ail  there  waa  to  be 
said  oa  every  phase  of  the  situation. 
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1  17LL   tmXt   or    STATBIIBNT    ISSCIO  OM    OCTOBBS    30,   1629,   BT    THB    AKISONA- 
COLUSAOO     RIVBS     COMMISSION 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Swing-Johnson  bill,  Arisona  was  Intended  to 
>e  a  beneficiary  of  the  project,  to  tbe  extent  of  18^  per  cent  of  the 
'excess  revenues."  That  Is  to  say,  revenues  received  in  excess  of  the 
tmountB  required  for  operation,  maintenance,  and  repayment  of  the 
jovemment  advances,  but,  notwithstanding  her  dir^t  and  important 
nterest  in  the  negotiations  now  proceeding  before,  the  Secretary  of  the 
nterlor  concerning  the  sale  of  water  and  power  from  the  project,  tht 
net  does  not  permit  Arizona  to  advise  or  cooperate  with  the  Secretary 
:n    the  matter  of  proposed   contracts   because  «he    h.is   not    ratified    the 

<  'olorado  River  compact.  Only  those  States  which  have  ratified  the  com- 
pact are  accorded  that  privilege. 

BOCLOC8    CANYON    PBOJBCT   ACT    AUTHOBIEBS    COMPACT 

The  act  authorizes  Arizona,  California,  and  Nevada  to  make  a  com- 
I  lact  concerning  power  and  other  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the 
project,  but  specifies  that  If  such  a  compact  should  not  be  approved 
liy  Congresa  on  or  before  January  1,  19:^9,  It  would  be  subject  to  any 
I  ontracts  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  covering  power  or 
crater  prior  to   the  date  of  congressional  approval  of  such  compact. 

As  tbe  act  was  approved  by  tbe  President  on  December  21,  1928,  a 
period  of  10  days  and  no  more  was  thus  set  apart  for  the  formulation 
I  nd  congressional  approval  of  any  such  compact,  if  It  were  certainly 
10  control  the  Secretary's  contracts — an  impossible  period  of  time  to 
iiccomplish  the  purpose  stated. 

However,  the  Arizona  commlasion  In  February,  March,  May,  and  June 
(if   this   year   held   various    meetings   with    the    California    and    Nevada 

<  ommiaslons  In  an  endeavor  to  compact  with  them  concerning  power 
lates  and  contracts,  charges  for  domestic  water,  water  division,  and 
(ther  related  matters,  but  without  any  success. 

When  tbe  Washington  conference  of  the  Interested  States  adjourned 
In  June,  1929,  It  was  on  the  understanding  with  California  that, 
I  tending  further  negotiations  between  the  Slates,  the  Secretary  of  the 
I  nterlor  should  be  requested,  so  far  as  possible,  to  maintain  the  existing 
itate  of  affairs  and  avoid  any  definite  commitments  as  to  water,  power, 

<  r  other  matters  in  which  the  States  were  Interested.  That  was  done, 
IS  we  are  advised. 

It  was  then  contemplated  that  Arizona  and  California  would  Imme- 
( lately  resume  their  negotiations  with  the  aim  of  arriving  at  a  com- 
lact  on  all  matters  at  Issue  without  delay.  Upon  our  return  to  Ari- 
lana  from  the  Washington  conference,  we  endeavored  to  resume  negotia- 
tions with  tbe  California  conrmls.sion,  but  found  It  impossible  to 
irrange  an  early  meeting.  Some  months  passed  until  in  September  the 
two  commissions  met  for  a  further  conference.  Several  days  were 
consumed   and   the   meeting   adjourned   without   definite   progress. 

The  only  thing  discussed  was  water  division  and  on  that  subject 
ne  found  California's  position  substantially  unchanged.  California 
uants  practically  all  of  the  available  water  in  the  river  for  irrigation 
lurposes  in  the  Imperial,  Coachella,  and  other  interior  valleys  and  for 
iise  on  the  coastal  plain,  and  the  California  commission  seems  unable 
(r  unwilling  to  make  any  modification  of  those  demands. 

For  Arisona  to  concede  those  demands  would  mean  that  whatever 
new  Irrigation  developments  might  be  made  possible  by  the  project 
irould  take  place  in  California  and  none  in  Arizona. 

SBCSXTABT    EXPEDITES    ACTION    ON    POWEB     BALES 

Lately  representatives  of  the  SecreUry  of  the  Interior  have  been, 
1  nd  now  are,  pressing  for  action  in  the  matter  of  power  and  water 
tales  under  the  act.  Naturally  and  properly  the  Secretary  desires  to 
nove  in  those  matters  as  expeditiously  as  possible,  to  the  end  that  the 
entire  project  may  be  put  in  such  shape  that  at  the  coming  regular 
lesaion  of  Congress  proper  requests  may  be  made  for  the  necessary 
I  pproprlations  to  carry  the  act  into  effect. 

For  some  time  it  has  been  evident  to  our  commission  that  California 
1  ranted  to  get  the  matter  of  power  and  water  contracts  completed  with 
(he  Secretary  before  seeking  a  compact  with  Arizona,  thus  narrowing 
the  scope  of  any  such  compact  and  removing  power  and  water  revenues 
Is  subjects  of  negotiation. 

The  Swing  Johnson  bill  as  passed  by  Congress  Is  highly  objectionable 
t>  Arizona  for  many  sound  reasons.  The  proposed  project  is  obviously  de 
signed  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of  southern  California.  Under  the 
terms  of  the  bill  the  Imperial  and  Coachella  Valleys  are  to  receive 
their  water  for  Irrigation  and  other  purposes  without  paying  anything 
trhatever  to  the  project  therefor.  No  such  gratuity  is  extended  to  Ari- 
iDna.  Whatever  water  .\rizona  may  use  from  the  project  she  must 
isy  for. 

While  the  bill  was  being  pressed  for  passage  in  Conjrress  It  became 
f  enerally  understood  that  California  would  be  expected  to  pay  ap- 
{roxtmately  fl.SO  per  acre  foot  storage  and  delivery  charges  for  waters 
diverted  to  the  coastal  plain.  The  SIbert  commission,  made  up  of  eml- 
lent  engineers  who  experted  the  project  at  the  request  of  Consresa, 
reported  that  auch  charge  should  be  substantially  increased. 

THBBB   BATB8    PBOPOSKD  TOi   PURCHASE   Or    DOMESTIC    WATBB 

In  our  negotiations  with  California,  Influenced  by  the  SIbert  report 
and  supported  by  engineering  advice,  we  requested  a   minimum  charge 
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of  f2  per  acre-foot,  which  would  mean  an  annual  revenue  to  tbe  proj 
ect  from  that  aource  of  upward  of  $2,000,000.  California's  reply  as- 
serted that  1/  any  minimum  charge  was  to  be  fixed  It  could  not  be  more 
than  Jl  per  acre-foot.  It  is  now  proposed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  Impose  a  charge  of  only  25  cents  per  acre-foot  on  that  water. 
The  suggestion  of  that  nominal  charge  necessarily  runs  counter  to  the 
apparent  intent  of  Congress  that  the  project,  if  possible,  should  be  so 
operated  as  to  produce  substantial  revenues  for  Arizona  and  Nevada. 
With  such  nominal  charge  for  that  water,  any  hope  that  Arizona  might 
actually    receive    substantial    revenues    from    the   project    is    completely 

wiped   out. 

So  far  as  the  power  possibilities  of  the  project  are  concerned,  the 
project  was  intentionally  placed  at  the  nearest  available  point  to  the 
California  power  market  and  the  most  remote  from  the  Arizona  power 
market.  Power  experta  from  nearly  all  of  the  large  users  of  power  In 
Arisona,  outside  of  Mojave  County,  have  closely  studied  the  matter 
and  reached  the  conclusion  that  by  reason  of  prohibitive  transmission 
costs  and  the  relatively  small  demand  Boulder  Dam  power  cau  no>. 
under  present  conditions  at  least,  be  used  by  any  of  the  large  power 
consumers  In  Phoenix  or  the  large  mining  camps  of  eastern  and  sea  them 
Arizona. 

CAN    NOT    ACCEPT    ACT    AB    WRITTEN    AND    ADMINISTERED 

However,  Arizona  must  choose  whether  to  accept  the  act  and  ask 
for  benefits  thereunder  or  reject  it.  She  can  not  do  both.  Viewing  tbe 
act  as  a  whole  and  considering  the  rights  and  interests  of  acy  pur 
ticular  section  or  county.  It  la  plain  that  Arizona  can  not  accept  the  act 
as  now  written  and  adoiinlstered. 

In  our  negotiations  with  California  we  have  sought  by  compact  to 
clarify  and  fix  the  Interpretation  of  the  act,  subject  to  congressional 
approval,  so  as  to  get  it  In  shape  which  mi«ht  be  acceptable  tc  Ari- 
zona, as  an  alternative  to  litigation.  In  its  present  form  and  purpose 
our  commission  is  advised  and  is  firmly  of  the  opinion  that  the  Swing- 
Johnson  bill  is  unconstitutional,  but  our  commission  would  have  recom- 
mended that  Arizona  forego  that  objection  if  the  bill  could  have  been 
put  in  satisfactory  form  and  its  satisfactory  administration  properly 
safeguarded. 

Our  particular  purpose  was  to  assure  Arizona  a  proper  revenue  from 
the  project,  through  the  sale  of  power  at  a  competitive  price  and  the 
storage  and  delivery  of  water  on  proper  charges  therefor.  By  Its 
terms  the  act  intended  that  that  should  be  done,  but  its  provisions  are 
vague  and  conflicting,  and  we  merely  sought  to  have  that  intent  car- 
ried into  effect.  It  now  appears,  however,  from  the  program  announced 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  that  there  will  be  no  substantial  "  ex 
cess  revenues "  from  the  project  and  that  Arizona's  right  to  receive 
18%  per  cent  thereof  will  be  of  no  value  to  her. 

Thus  the  southern  California  cities  and  the  coastal  plain  of  southern 
California  are  to  be  afforded  a  vast  water  storage  in  Arizona  without 
cost  to  them,  and  in  connection  therewith  are  to  enjoy  the  great  output 
of  electrical  power  to  be  produced  by  the  project,  free  from  Arizona 
taxation,  if  possible,  at  a  price  too  low  to  provide  any  subsiantiai 
revenue  for  Arizona. 

The  Imperial,  Coachella,  and  other  Interior  valleys  of  soatheri.  Cali- 
fornia, which  plan  to  use  practically  all  of  the  available  water  in  the 
main  stream  not  transported  to  the  coastal  plain,  are  expressly  exempt 
from  any  payment  for  their  water.  Arizona  can  not  use  any  water 
from  the  project  except  by  contract  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
subject  to  the  terms  of  the  Colorado  River  compact,  which  she  has 
refused  to  ratify. 

The  United  States  is  to  advance  upward  of  $40,000,000,  without  In- 
terest, to  enable  Imperial  and  Coachella  Valleys  to  vastly  Increase 
their  appropriation  and  use  of  the  waters  of  the  river.  No  provision 
is  made  for  any  such  aid  to  Arizona. 

ARIZONA'S    BIGOT  TO    SHARE   CBASES 

When  the  project  is  fully  paid  for  Arizona's  right  to  share  in  the 
revenues  thereof  ceases.  Prior  to  that  time,  as  we  hBve_4>olnted  out, 
that  right  Is  without  substantial  value.  Thereafter  those  revenues, 
from  what  are  termed  lower-basin  waters,  will  go  into  a  fund  to  be 
expended  by  the  Government  anywhere  In  the  seven  States  of  the 
river  basin  for  the  development  of  the  river.  In  our  proposals  pre- 
sented at  Santa  Fe  we  sought  to  have  that  provision  changed  so  that 
when  the  Government  advances  should  have  been  repaid.  Arizona, 
Nevada,  and  the  fund  above  mentioned  should  come  into  full  beneficial 
ownership  of  the  project,  but  there  now  appears  to  be  no  prospect  of 
that  reasonable  and  Just  amendment. 

We  have  reached  a  point  where  it  is  evident  that  Arizona  is  to  be 
foreclosed  of  her  right,  given  by  the  act,  to  compact  with  California 
and  Nevada  concerning  power  and  other  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the 
project.  From  our  experiences  In  negotiating  with  Callfornis  for  a 
division  of  water  we  are  satisfied  that  further  negotiations  on  that 
issue  would  be  futile  even  if  that  subject  were  separable  from  the 
remaining  issues,  which  it  Is  not. 

BECOUBSB    TO     COURTS    DIBAFPOINTI  NO 

Therefore,  our  commissiou  feels  ttiat  we  have  reached  the  end  of  the 
road  so  far  as  negotiations  for  a  trl-State  compact  are  concerned.     Stich 


a  conclusion  ts  deeply  disappointing  to  every  member  of  our  commission. 
Such  interstate  controversies  should  be  settled  by  compact,  but  with  that 
avenue  closed  Arizona's  only  reconise  Is  to  the  courts.  It  now  appears 
necessary  that  she  adopt  the  alternative. 

Thus  Arizona  will  hope  to  ascertain  whether  in  sovereign  right, 
power,  and  dignity  bhe  stands  on  a  plane  of  equality  with  the  other 
States;  whether  the  Federal  Government,  under  a  pretense  of  regulat- 
ing navigation  in  the  Colorado  River,  may  take  charge  and  control 
of  all  of  its  waters  for  all  purposes  and  engage  in  a  purely  commercial 
undertaking  of  selling  those  waters  and  the  power  produced  thereby ; 
whether,  in  such  a  transparent  dispraise,  a  purely  southern  California 
enterprise  may  masquerade  in  Arizona  as  a  Federal  project  and  appro- 
priate to  itself  powers,  privileges,  and  Immunities,  which  as  a  Cali- 
fornia enterprise  it  could  neither  demand  nor  enjoy ;  whether  Arizona 
may  be  subjected  to  the  Colorado  River  compact  by  act  of  Congress 
and  without  her  consent. 

Also,  Arizona  will  thus  hope  to  secure  s  reasonable  share  of  the 
waters  of  the  river,  notwithstanding  the  Colorado  River  compact  which 
seeks  to  reserve  In  perpetuity  to  the  upper  basin  an  enormous  quantity 
of  water  which  It  can  never  use.  and  nothwithstandlng  the  Swing- 
Johnson  bill  which  seeks  to  federalize  the  water  and  power  develop- 
ment of  the  river  for  the  particular  beneflt  of  southern  California. 

Our  commission  has  given  notice  of  our  decision  as  above  stated  to 
W.  J.  Donovan  and  to  the  California  and  Nevada  commissions,  and  has 
authorized  and  directed  the  attorney  general  of  Arizona  to  take  such 
legal  action  as  may  be  proper  and  necessary. 

OASTONIA 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  PresldMit,  I  ask  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  RrcosD  an  artide  appearing  In  the  Novenil>er,  1929.  issue 
of  Harper's  Magazine  entitled  "  Ga.stonia,"'  by  Mary  Heaton 
Vonse. 

There  being  no  objeotlon,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Uecobd,  aa  follows: 

Gabtonu 
By  Mary  Heaton  Vorse 

Spontaneous  uprisings  of  the  people  are  few.  There  Is  some  patient 
quality  In  man  that  makes  him  endure  long  past  the  point  of  actual 
suffering.  Especially  Is  this  true  of  man's  economic  state.  It  is  ap- 
pallingly easi'  to  get  used  to  poverty ;  if  one  has  b<>en  poor  always 
one  can  scarcely  comprehend  any  other  way  of  living. 

When  I  first  learned  Isst  winter  that  a  wave  of  Bpr<ntBneous  strlkea 
was  sweeping  through  the  mill  villages  of  the  South  I  was  skeptical. 
I  know  how  helpless  and  docile  leaderless  workers  bt*  .  I  remembered 
the  complaint  of  one  good  striker,  ReUly,  to  Elizabeth  Gurley  Flynn, 
"  Gee !  Gurley,  me  fnt  Is  bruq  on  me !  I  been  assistin'  at  a  spontaneous 
uprisln'  o'  th'  workers.  Me  an'  Finn^an  kicked  them  Hunkies  in  the 
pants  an'  they  spontaneously  arose  an'  wint  out  of  th'  fsct'ry !"  Many 
"  spontaneous "  uprisings  have  had  such  motivating  causes— but  not 
that  in  Gastonia,  N.  C,  or  the  other  recent  strikes  In  the  CarollnaB 
and  Tennessee. 

It  was  not  the  number  of  people  who  had  struck  which  made  this 
southern  revolt  significant.  It  was  the  number  and  variety  of  con*- 
munities  involved.  It  was  also  the  fact  that  those  primitive  aad  unor- 
ganlzed  workers  bad  struck  without  union  or  leader*.  There  was  « 
shouldering  thrust  as  of  a  folk  movement — of  a  gieat  many  mute, 
patient  people  being  driven  by  desperation  to  revolt.  They  had  moved 
in  almost  a  score  of  communities  separated  by  miles.  Over  the  nwiua- 
talns  in  Tennessee  the  rayon  workers  had  struck.  Far  away  in  Tliomp- 
son,  Ga.,  the  workers  bad  struck,  too ;  and  through  all  tbe  textile 
towns  they  were  quiveringly  awake.  One  remembered  the  weavers'  re- 
volt of  the  last  century.  There  was  a  reverberation  <if  strikes  tlirough 
the  textile  South.  People  were  talking  strike  everywhere.  Everywhere 
these  "  loyal  and  100  per  cent  American  workers "  were  talking  of 
organization. 

In  widely  separated  mill  towns  you  will  find  the  same  reasons  for 
discontent  There  are  two  of  equal  force — the  introduction  of  the 
Bedaud  efficiency  system,  which  the  workers  call  the  "stretch-out,** 
and  the  substantial  cutting  of  wages  which  has  been  almost  universal 
during  the  past  two  or  three  years.  Through  the  operation  of  the 
stretch-out,  men  and  women  often  do  double  work  while  they  receive 
less  pay.  Tbe  mill  bands  who  endured  long  hours  and  low  pay  as 
their  lot,  broke  down  under  the  burden  which  was  laid  upon  them. 
One  after  another  I  have  heard  them  say,  "  We  could  not  do  It." 

Tbe  effect  of  the  stretch-out  was  explained  to  me  most  lucidly  by  a 
strike  leader  in  Greenville,  S.  C.  named  Rochester.  He  is  37  and  baa 
worked  29  years  in  the  mill.  He  began  to  work  in  the  mill  in  1900 
when  he  was  8  years  old  and  did  not  make  a  pennj  hU  flrst  aoontta. 
Later  he  got  17  cents  a  week.  When  he  made  a  ({uarter  a  day  be 
"  thought  he  was  running  Into  money." 

"  It  amounts  to  tills,"  be  said.  "  They  cut  my  wajjes  and  Increased 
my  work.  I  used  to  tend  48  looms,  while  under  the  stretch-out  I 
have  to  tend  &0  looms,  and  I  couldn't  do  it.  Three  years  ago  I  was 
makln'  over  $19  a  week.  Now  I  make  $17.70.  I  ain't  a-brsggln*. 
rm  aa  axperteneed  weaver.     I  doa't  bsUeve  tiiei<e*B  suiay  can  beat 
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I  niAke  a  boadred  per  eMit,  the  moct  any  weaTer  can  make."  He  bopes 
again  to  make  SIB,  the  faiKb««t  reward  to  which  be  can  aaplre  for  a 
Ufetine  ot  unremitting  work. 

The  ar«ra(<>  we<>kl7  wage  scale  In  the  great  Loray  mill  in  Oastonla, 
N,  C,  la  IcM.  apparently  owing  to  the  parings  and  cuttings  of  workers' 
wages  by  the  management.  In  1927  $500,000  was  saved  on  the  pay  roll 
without  rutting  production.  To  make  this  possible  two  people  had  to 
do  the  work  of  three,  llecework  prices  were  cut.  This  mighty  saving 
was  cttntlnued  up  to  the  moment  of  the  strike. 

The  workers  In  the  Loray  mill  went  out  on  strike  on  the  same  heaving 
annce  of  revolt  which  runs  today  through  the  southern  mill  villages. 
Tbflr  strike  wsji  none  the  It^is  a  spoutaneous  demonstration,  even 
though  a  single  orxaniser  of  the  National  Textile  Workers'  Union, 
Oed  Beal,  had  been  laying  the  foundation  of  a  labor  union  Ln  that 
mill.  At  the  beginning  of  the  strike  whose  tragic  climax  has  been  filling 
the  newspapers  of  the  country  only  a  handful  had  as  yet  joined  the 
oalon. 

II 

The  Loray  mill  is  in  West  Gastonla.  It  is  owned  by  the  Manville- 
Jeackes  Co..  a  Rhode  Island  concern.  The  mile  of  road  which  separates 
Oastonla  from  its  suburb  t>eglns  with  ample  hoaxes  surrounded  by  rose 
gardens^  In  West  Oastonla  the  aame  street  which  began  so  pleasantly 
Is  Hoed  with  brick  and  wooden  stores  whose  wares  tell  eloquently  of 
bow  little  people  buy. 

Tbe  great  mill  dominates  the  settlement.  Behind  it  Is  the  mill  vil- 
lage, a  flock  of  little  houses  all  alike,  perched  each  one  on  brick  stilts. 
Tbe  big  mill  Is  like  a  huge  hen  with  uncounted  chicks  around  It,  so 
obviously  do  tbe  little  houses  t>e1ong  to  the  mill  from  which  a  roar  of 
turning  wheels  comes  night  and  day.  Night  and  day  the  men,  women, 
and  chlldrea  from  tbe  little  bouses  go  Into  tbe  mill.  It  Is  their  whole 
life. 

The  strikers'  lawyer,  Tom  P.  JImison,  outlined  for  me  tbe  course 
whith  the  strike  took.  On  April  1.  1,700  of  tbe  2.200  employees  of  the 
milt  came  out  on  strike.  The  immediate  cmuse  was  tbe  discovery  of  union 
activities  and  tbe  discharge  of  union  members.  On  April  2  tbe  public 
street  wss  roped  off  to  prevent  tbe  strikers  from  approaching  fhe  mill. 
The  workers  pulled  the  rope  from  the  bands  of  the  police.  Tbe  governor 
was  then  asked  for  troops. 

Imrtng  the  first  days  of  the  .strike  there  were  large  and  orderly  picket 
lines.  Theae  picket  line*  were  broken  up  with  Increasing  severity. 
Workers  were  beaten  after  their  arrest  and  scores  were  thrown  into  jail. 
All  the  leaders  were  arrested  at  one  time  or  another.  Oastonla  was 
ta  a  fermamt. 

As  soon  as  tbe  strike  was  called  Vera  Buch,  Ellen  Dawson,  and 
George  Pershing  were  sent  down  as  organisers  from  the  headquarters 
of  the  National  Textile  Workers'  Tnion.  This  is  an  organisation  con- 
talntog  eoauBUolst  elements,  which  was  active  in  textile  strikes  in  Pas- 
saic and  New  Bedford.  The  feeling  in  the  town  against  the  northern 
organisers  ran  bigb.  Well-dressed  people  swore  at  them  when  they  ap- 
peared on  tbe  streets  of  Clastonla.  Threatening  letters  and  telephone 
meesages  were  frequent.  Since  then  Mr.  Jimison's  life  has  been  threat- 
entil  for  defending  them  in  tbe  murder  trial. 

The  National  Textile  Workers'  Fnion  had  rented  a  small  shack  on  tbe 
main  street  of  West  Gastonla,  which  It  used  as  strike  headquarters. 
An  empty  store  near  by  had  been  hired  as  a  relief  depot,  and  to  It  the 
strikers  went  daily  to  get  their  food  supplies.  This  relief  store  was  sup- 
ported by  tbe  Worker*'  International  Relief,  nn  organisation  which  col- 
lects money  from  labor  anions  for  workers  on  strike.  I  speak  of  these 
two  balMlngs  especially,  because  It  was  agalnat  them.  Instead  of  against 
tbe  strike  leaders,  that  tbe  tbreata  of  mob  violence  materialised.  On 
tbe  Blgbt  of  April  Ifl  a  mob  of  between  l.V)  and  200  masked  men  de- 
scended upon  the  baadqvarters  and  with  axes  and  other  Instruments 
almost  literally  chopped  It  down.  They  broke  into  tbe  relief  store, 
aMMi*hed  tbe  windows,  and  threw  the  supplies  of  food  Intended  for 
WMMN  ibd  rtilMrea  ottt  lato  tbe  road  and  destrofed  tbeai.  The  nine 
boy*  who.  uaartned,  were  guarding  tbe  headquarlers  aad  ftore  vert 
arrested  by  Nattonal  Ooard  mm      None  of  the  rsldera  was  arrested. 

The  miNtIa  waa  dlaalaaed  at  (he  end  of  that  weeh.  A  large  naaiber 
•f  e«if«  tfe|Niilet  wert  the*  iworn  In  and  armed  with  baynneis.  on 
Ulm^f,  April  n.  ihey  eharged  the  plehet  II ae  with  bayanat*  and  hiarfe 
jaefee  A  ri'iwrier  was  heatea  waeoaaettiua  Women  were  beaten.  Mea 
•ad  vomM,  their  phffbtag  l4tr«,  were  seraiehed  with  baynneta,  f^arfi 
aambefa  were  arreated.  Tlia  ereata  ot  thai  Mnadar  arierii«nB  were  g 
premeaiiaiai  ttiprnpt  ta  lamtrtM  ibe  warber*  trvm  h«MI«f  tba  |rt«k«t 
llae, 

This  VM  tbe  fMMfal  M»tt  af  affain  w%m  I  arHvatf,  A  ffbiMl  fnff 
bad  alreiKly  h«aHI  ealM  in  Inrevtigate  the  mnh  oufrtfe,  WbMl  WM  verj 
badly  |4M»be4  «|w«  tbrmtghmil  tba  Mtale,  li  failed  lo  bring  Indletmenta 
Nf  la  ftifvw  any  itglH  »a  wb«  was  iwepoaalble  for  the  trimble  Two  of 
(ha  alae  gaar^a  aiade  aMtfaett  Ibal  thejr  reeugataed  metabara  of  tlM  mUl 
paltee  aaN»af  (hair  aaaallaN(«. 

Ill 
TtM  trat  Uf  I  WM  Is  Waac  UaatanU  a  atriber.  ■sMlnf  aa  to  tba 
lot  whaf*   (be  "lalMac"  waa,  pelatad  out  tba  Uttia  lameaUMa 
h«IMl—    FrsA  Jtabl  wm  addwaiiag  a  bis  fvwd  tttm  a  gQitan 


platform.  It  waa  the  first  time  I  had  seen  an  audience  of  purely  Amcri- 
ciin  workera  at  such  a  meeting  and  I  found  the  sight  of  them  unexpect- 
^  lly  moving.  I  got  an  impression  of  a  people  unmistakably  American, 
yrt  of  a  dilferent  flavor  from  any  I  had  ever  known. 

Fred  Beal  is  wide  shouldered  and  heavily  built ;  boyish,  red  haired, 
sunburned,  with  very  blue  eyes  set  far  apart.  He  has  absolutely  no 
p>se,  no  "front"  whatsoever.  Ue  is  unasttuming  and  seemingly  uncon- 
si:ious  that  he  is  a  big  man  hereabouts.  He  Is  one  of  the  few  young  men 
«  ho  can  stand  the  applause  of  crowds. 

Ue  was  sweating  when  he  got  off  tbe  platform.  Ue  slumped  down 
ill  depression  l)eside  me.  The  men  didn't  want  to  go  on  the  picket  line, 
h>  said,  without  their  guns.  When  the  militia  had  been  succeeded  by 
deputies  with  bayonets,  the  strikers  had  gaily  said,  "We'll  get  our 
frins.  too."  This  they  had  been  restrained  from  doing  by  the  young 
o>ganlser  from  the  North.  The  mountaineers  were  glum  enough  about 
ti  lis.  Without  their  guns  thi-y  felt  emasculated,  deprived  of  their  man- 
hwd. 

Beal  felt  deeply  both  his  resiH>nsibility  and  his  iswlation  in  the  South. 
For  the  moment  he  was  the  most  connpicuous  person  in  North  Carolina. 
Ill  the  eyes  of  the  well-to-do  people  and  the  mill  owners,  he  was  the 
"  outside  agitator,"  a  menace  which  threatened  the  peace  of  the  Coui- 
nonwealth.  His  shoulders,  though  broad,  were  not  quite  broad  enough 
t(i  carry  the  burden  of  so  much  liatred.  But  If  he  was  the  object  of 
fiar  and  hatred  of  thou«iand.<«,  he  was  also  the  spark  of  hope  of  thou- 
siinds  more.  As  Fred  Beal  walked  throutth  the  crowd  you  could  see  the 
people  loved  him.  The  faces  of  the  gaunt,  earnest  men  and  the 
n  eagerly  clad  women  broke  Into  smiles  at  the  sight  of  him. 

Ue  and  the  other  northern  organizers  were  the  focus  of  po  much  emo- 
tlnn  that  it  was  as  If  they  were  small  incandescent  points  of  radiance 
nade  visible  by  the  burden  of  love  and  hatred  which  they  carried. 
T  here  was  an  apprehensiveness  among  them  that  had  nothing  to  do 
with  fear.  It  was  almost  as  if  they,  and  Beal  especially,  had  a 
p  "escience  of  what  was  coming.  They  all  agreed  that  the  terrible 
weight  of  public  enmity  oppressed  them,  this  core  of  white-hot  hate 
which  the  South  visited  upon  them. 

Around  these  young  people  were  the  gaunt  mill  workers,  who  are  all 
o  them  American  of  the  early  English  migrations.  They  come  from 
tie  hills  and  from  tenant  farms  in  the  valleys.  It  is  largely  upon  the 
clieapness  of  their  labor  that  the  textile  South  iiaa  based  its  mighty 
di  velopment.  Northern  capital  has  pourrd  in  to  take  advantage  of  the 
"  lOO-per-cent  loyal  American  labor,"  following  the  advertisements  which 
in  tbe  trade  journals  have  read.  "Avoid  labor  troubles !  Come  South  1 
P  enty  of  American   cheap   labor!" 

The  laws  requiring  children  to  go  to  school  until  they  are  14  have 
b<en  in  effect  only  a  few  years.  It  is  not  nnusual  to  find  mill  workers 
in  their  late  twenties  who  already  have  worked  20  years.  Such  people 
are,  of  necessity.  Illiterate.  Yet  there  Is  a  direct  quality,  a  completeness 
alont  them.  They  do  not  belong  to  this  century.  Their  point  of  view 
t<  ward  the  clan,  their  kin,  society,  their  bosses  is  of  the  seventeenth 
oi  eighteenth  century.  The  doubts  of  our  time  have  escaped  them. 
Tbey  are  living  in  another  day.  when  man  occupied  the  center  of  the 
uilverse  and  communicated  directly  with  hia  God.  And  when,  moreover, 
h?  was  the  head  of  the  family. 

Poverty  and  lack  show  in  their  every  line.  The  old  women  dress  In 
dirk,  homemade  calicoes  as  they  did  In  the  mountains.  They  show  the 
efecta  of  malnutrition.  Pellagra  is  common  among  them  and  taa  In- 
ceased  during  the  last  two  years.  Yet  the  men  have  dignity  and  the 
VI  omen  have  sweetness.  They  have  not  lost  their  mountain  habit  of 
b  >spitality. 

The  little  girls  are  often  exquisite — many  of  them  blond  and  blue- 
e  red  and  very  Kngllsh  In  appearance.  At  40  they  are  old  women.  The 
n  en  are  tall  and  apare  and  strong  looking.  One  sometime*  sees  one  of 
t  te  Lincoln  type — tall,  rangy,  and  Isnteru-Jawed.  Among  the  women 
oie  frequently  come*  upon  that  delicate  and  lovely  profile  which  haa 
nada  aoutbern  womea  famotis  for  beauly.  The  women  of  40  who  look 
mt  worn  still  have  beartbreaklag  moments  of  rvane)M<ent  lovellnesc 

Ube  all  people  who  read  hut  little,  they  are  great  story  telliTs  and 
(  ley  lots  ■  pnllllrni  argument  They  are  law  abiding  aint  hitvo  tha 
IpMtrmtttlM  jaaktnay  of  (heir  ronatiiutlimal  rlgh(a,     No  iHiik^mun  tnnf 

t«r  •  htfuse  wUhoiit  shewing  bl«  warninl.    They  Mleve  (hat  a  man 
Id  defend  hIa  righia  a*  he  dffeitds  hi*  hiiitur,     Among  ibese  mill 

hAnds"  ya«  will  And  names  that  are  famous  In  sotitliern  liUt ory ) 
Ibey  ara,  ■•■/  ot  (hem,  deM<end«iita  of  ihe  men  who  turned  (tie  tide  ut 
\mtlt  Ml  Klngn  Mounlaln,  wbk'b  la  anly  a  few  nilef  from  Gaalonta, 


I  I  turned  ff»m  my  vr^tneuimtUm  wUU  (he  atrtker*  and  the  hlalory 

II  r  the  atrlke  (a  look  at  Ha  Miiting  I  siwnt  Mime  time  aiNjualntlng  mys«'lf 
«  ttb  tha  laofe  ot  the  ritr  Md  Its  surroundings  Nothing  I  hs'l  read 
(irepared  me  for  what  I  saw  The  tndiutrlal  reviilut|/>u  hsd  hers  run 
la  rompleted  eyi-te  In  SO  year*.  I  fouiut  mys'lf  In  ihn  preeence  t,(  an 
liiduatrtat  development  which  was  so  glgantli-  and  had  Iwen  rn>'ompa«»ed 

III  M  brief  a  time  that  It  bad  the  terror  of  Incalculable  eneigy.  There 
li  In  North  Carolina  a  aonae  of  ordered  direction  a*  though  these  wultl- 
t  idlaoua  cotton  mllla  bad  nut  spmng  op  for  many  varied  reasons,  but 
a  I  though  Iba  wbola  laduatrial  South  waa  tbe  pUa  of  ona.    The  irM** 
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formation  of  North  Carolina,  within  a  period  of  30  years,  from  a  sleepy 
agricultural  State  atUl  atruggling  with  the  problems  of  reconstnctlon 
to  one  of  the  richest  States  in  the  Union  Is  a  miracle.  The  ciUes  have 
appeared  as  If  by  magic 

North  Carolina  is  so  beautiful  and  so  finished,  there  la  such  mastery 
In  lt«  great  highways,  that  It  st^ms  as  though  it  were  the  work  of 
soBie  superman — the  result  of  a  stupendous,  organised  plan. 

It  has  beauty  enough  to  make  the  fortune  of  a  European  country.  In 
the  springtime  red.  fertile  plowed  hillsides  overwhelm  the  eyea  with  the 
flame  of  their  color.  There  is  no  poet  who  has  sung  adequately  of  the 
gamut  of  reds  which  shout  and  shig  in  the  lledmont  fields,  and  which 
In  the  evening  light  are  washed  with  purple. 

Among  the  red  fields  marches  a  mighty  procession  of  ordered  fac- 
tories. And  again  one  has  the  Impression  that  the  red  earth  has 
blossomed  spontaneously  and  monstrously  with  red  brick  and  plate 
glaKS  ;  as  if  the  god  of  machines  of  the  industrial  revolution  had  said 
"  Let  there  be  factories  "  and  there  were  factories. 

Take  the  city  of  Oastonla.  with  Its  22.000  InhablUnts.  It  la  situated 
In  the  southern  part  of  North  Carolina  In  that  principality  within  States 
known  .is  Piedmont.  This  is  the  high  red-earth  country  which  begins 
in  Virginia  and  continues  through  the  Carolinas.  It  indosea  within  Its 
confines  the  richest  portion  of  the  textile  industry,  and.  therefore,  the 
richest  cities,  of  which  Gastonla  is  one.  Thirty  years  ago  Gastonla  was 
a  hamlet  on  the  crossroads.  It  gives  the  impression  of  having  sprung 
out  of  the  earth  fully  equipped.  There  is  a  new  city  hall,  a  new  court- 
house, a  new  county  jail,  all  fine  buildings.  On  an  elevation  stands  a 
splendid  new  high  school  Thexe  Is  a  great  orthopedic  hospital,  where 
miracles  are  performed  on  children  and  where  nearly  90  per  cent  of 
the  work  is  done  free.  The  only  public  building  lacking  is  a  library, 
and  this  lack,  one  feels  sure,  will  soon  be  remedied  by  Gastonla'a  public 
spirited  citiaens.  There  are  new  churches  and  new  residences  every- 
where. The  city  Is  completely  surrounded  by  fine  new  mills,  of  which 
I  WHS  told  that  the  Loray  in  West  Gastonla  is  the  largest. 

Few  If  any  of  these  mills  are  over  30  years  old.  It  Is  they  which 
have  supported  the  prosperity  of  the  town  and  its  well-to-do  people. 
The  mills  created  Gastonla,  the  city  of  spindles.  It  Is  handsome,  pros- 
perous, thriving.  Here  U  the  cotton  mi U  population  cuUed  from  hill 
settlements  and  from  farms  supporting  the  handsome  city.  Tbe  picture 
one  gets  is  as  complete  as  an  egg.  Gastonla  tells  you  its  story,  loud 
and  clear,  the  very  first  day. 

The  order  of  these  modern  factories  with  their  new  machines  Is  In 
strong  contrast  with  the  absurd  disorder  of  mob  violence :  men  with 
stockings  pulled  over  their  faces  chopping  down  union  headquarters  and 
throwing  workers'  food  into  the  street ;  militia  called  out  against  theee 
workers;  Americans  chased  by  deputies  with  bayonets  on  American 
streets :  all  the  old  silly  saws  printed  in  the  papers  about  the  trouble 
being  caused  by  outside  agitators.  How.  the  visitor  asks  himself,  can 
a  community  be  so  orderly  about  industry  and  so  disorderly  about 
human   life? 

The  answer  was  clear.  Although  other  parts  of  the  United  States 
had  already  accepted  the  economic  theory  that  short  hours  and  high 
wages  lead  to  prosperity,  this  splendid,  vigorous,  vital  South  had  not 
yet  attacked  the  human  problem. 

T 

There  was  no  communication,  I  found,  between  the  mill  people  and 
the  well  to-do  people.  When  I  asked  Mr.  JImison  if  there  could  not 
be  found  at  least  a  few  women  who  would  contribute  to  a  milk  fund 
for  the  bablee— for  this  is  one  thing  for  which  one  can  always  get  a 
committee  In  a  northern  community,  even  among  people  who  disapprove 
violently  of  unions — be  answered  bitterly  : 

"  Vou  don't  understand.  You.  in  tbe  North,  think  of  workera  as 
human  beings.    The  folks  here  tbink  of  them  aa  hands !  " 

They  can  hardly  think  of  them  otherwise  under  the  existing  system 
of  paternalism.  Kach  factory  la  surroun«led  by  a  settlement  of  co»- 
pMoy  booaea.  In  Kast  Oaatonia,  surrounding  aucb  factorlea  na  tbe 
Mymoulh,  are  pleasant  atreets  with  rose  and  vine  bowefed  cotiagea  i 
ahM^where  bare  dwelllugs  stand  In  naked  and  sun  dried  earth.  There 
•re  all  grades  of  vlllagea  betwoen  tlie  two  eitremea,  The  mill  village 
will  be  bnre  «r  ftowering  gflcordlng  to  (ha  will  of  Ihe  fnctory  ownor, 
Wllltin  7  miles  nf  (is»(onlg  are  ta  be  fouad  vllliigea  tw(h  batter 
itid  worae  than  (hose  within  city  limits,  Cramerlon  Is  one  of  tbe  mill 
towns  where  the  laat  word  In  beneflcent  paternallam  has  been  utlered. 
Hut  wbelher  the  towai  give  Information  eoneeralag  a  food  off  l>«<l 
masfer,  It  la  always  a  inaHler  ot  whom  (hey  apeak, 

There  are  umn»  Ut  North  Cnrollna  wUUh  arit  lutt  Incorporatod,  Tbia 
Maana  (hat  (he  very  roada  belong  to  the  mill  owner,  He  hires  the 
pollre  toroo,  and  If  the  acboolmHeler  or  (he  minlaler  do«f  hot  pUaae 
him  »••  mnat  go.  In  aucb  t»wna  palsruallam  hm^umm  a  daapotle 
autoeraeT' 

There  are  many  mill  owners  throughout  the  Honth  whoaa  paternaltam 
Is  'nfttsod  with  an  ardent  daaire  to  do  all  that  they  can  for  the  workers. 
There  are  few  mills  wHhIn  corporate  llmlta  to-day  which  hare  not  aoBM 
form  of  welfare  work.  There  are  often  women  nnroes  and  welfare 
workers  attached  to  tbe  faetorj.     ioaw  mllla  have  baU  flelda,  raeraatloa 
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grounda,  and  community  bouaea.  Frequently  day  noreeriea  and  rooma 
are  provided  where  women  may  nurse  their  babies,  the  time  they  are 
absent  being  taken,  of  course,  from  their  pay.  The  workers  buy  their 
food  at  the  company  atore.  They  buy  their  coal,  oil,  and  wood  from 
the  company.  If  they  are  111  a  company  doctor  attends  them.  All  this, 
of  course,  will  be  deducted  from  their  pay. 

Conscientious  mill  owners  frankly  consider  their  "  hands  "  aa  children, 
incapable  of  taking  care  of  themselves.  But  whether  their  conditiona 
are  good  or  bad  does  not  depend  upon  the  workers'  Joint  effort  to  con- 
trol hours,  wages,  and  factory  conditions.  All  depends  upon  the  policy 
of  the  owners. 

Company  houses  covered  with  roees  still  remain  company  houses. 
The  workers  can  not  own  them.  Community  activities  do  not  raise  the 
wage  scale,  which  is  so  low  that  almost  without  exception  children  of 
14  go  to  the  mill  as  a  matter  of  course.  Mothers  of  young  children 
must  work  at   night. 

I  heard  of  these  things  in  terms  of  human  lives.  The  strikers  wanted 
to  talk  about  themselves.  Every  day  yielded  stories  like  that  of  Mary 
Morris,  who  passed  all  the  young  years  of  her  marriage  in  want  because 
"  when  I  was  goin'  to  have  a  baby  and  got  ao  I  couldn't  work,  they'd 
Are  my  husband.  Lots  of  mills  won't  have  you  unless  there'a  two  hands 
in  tbe  family  working. "  Or  of  Daisy  McDonald,  who  told  me  ahe  baa 
to  support  a  husband  and  family  of  seven  children  on  $12.90  a  week. 

"  My  huaband  lost  his  leg  and  haa  a  tubercular  bone.  What  do  you 
thinks  left  to  feed  my  people  on  when  I  pay  my  weekly  expenses? 
My  home  rent  is  |1.50,  light  50  cents  to  85  cents,  furniture  $1.  insur- 
ance, 11.25.  What  do  you  think  was  left  the  week  I  paid  12.20  for 
wood?  " 

"  I  used  to  work  In  tbe  Myers  mill  in  South  Gastonla.  and  they 
wouldn't   take  my  husband   unless   I   worked,  too,   and   I   had  a  little 

baby." 

James  Ballentyne  added  another  detail.  It  was  a  story  of  police 
brutality  which  recurred  often  in  different  forms.  "  I  was  leading  tbe 
picket  line  and  I  waa  trying  to  get  through  a  mob  of  deputies.  They 
said,  'What  do  you  think  you're  doing?'  I  said,  'Leading  a  picket 
line  if  I  can  get  through,'  and  I  walked  through.  They  jumped  on  me 
and  hit  me  with  clubs  over  the  head  and  in  the  belly,  so  I  was  spitting 
blood  and  hcmorrhaKing  all  night.  It  was  two  weeks  ago.  and  I  ain't 
well  yet.     I  waa  all  maabed  up  Inside." 

When  I  had  seen  some  of  the  sights  of  Oastonla  1  went  strike  sight- 
seeing with  a  minister  from  Greensboro.  We  were  going  about  strike 
headquarters  getting  the  addresaes  of  some  of  the  people  who  had  been 
chased  with  bayoneta  by  the  police.  In  order  to  verify  to  our  aatisfaction 
some  of  the  well-nigh  Incredible  stories  poured  Into  our  ears  by  strikers 
and  organisers,  when  Amy  Schechter.  the  relief  director,  came  up  aaylng. 
"  They're  evicting  people  over  In  the  ravine !  "     We  drove  to  the  place. 

a  striker  guiding  us. 

A  woman  I  had  noticed  at  headquartera,  a  Mrs.  Wlnebarger,  was 
standing  in  front  of  a  lamentable  little  heap  of  houaehold  fumUhtnga. 
Pots,  pans,  bedding,  bureaus  were  piled  helter-skelter.  What  bad  been 
a  home  of  a  sort  had  in  a  moment  become  rubbish. 

Throe  yellow-haired  children  sat  solemnly  on  the  heaped-up  wreckage. 
The  baby  waa  asleep  at  a  neighbor's.  It  waked  up  presently,  and  tbe 
little  girl  lugged  It  around.  We  went  Into  the  bouse,  which  like  most 
houses  in  the  neighborhood  was  built  without  a  cellar  and  stood  on 
little  brick  pillars.  The  lumber  was  of  the  cheapest.  There  were  knot- 
holes In  the  floor,  through  which  the  wind  poured.  (This  was  not  a 
company  bouae.  but  was  owned  by  a  private  landlord.) 

Mn.  Wlnebarger  told  us :  "  It  rained  In  like  a  aleve.  When  It  rained 
we  had  to  keep  moving  our  beds  around  to  keep  than  dry."  the  bad 
never  had  tbe  electric  lights  turned  on.  "  Wbare'd  I  get  my  «R  for 
the  depoeltV  ahe  asked  angrily,  for  ahe  waa  angry  at  her  house,  at 
tha  clrcumaUneea  of  her  Ufa,  and  aha  wanted  to  go  bsch  to  the  moun* 
tatna,  whanea  aha  bad  ooma.  "  But  It  would  coat  an  awful  lot  to  get 
ua  back— lift,"  Htr  huaband  bad  patlagra,  and  ahe  was  supporting  him 
and  h<'r  four  eblldren  on  what  aba  made,  Nbe  had  a  venomoua  (aallng 
toward  tha  house  which  had  Anally  apewtd  her  forth, 

Look  at  (bat  chimney.  It  alwaye  aoMtked.  We  oouMn't  bare  no 
Are  bera,  Wa  couldn't  keep  warm,  Onee  I  waa  buying  a  coal  sti/ra 
for  my  kinhan.  and  I  had  IH*  paid  on  It,  Than  I  had  to  buy  madlclna 
for  him,  and  I  couldn't  mnktt  my  payments,  and  they  tuk  my  atora 

away," 

Tha  furniture  of  tb#  mill  workara  la  almost  IneviUbly  bought  oo  th« 
laMallmaat  pUn,  Mra.  Wlnebarger  made  |ia,/M)  a  week,  MM.  paid 
11,50  a  weak  tor  houaa  rent,  between  ftO  eente  and  a  dollar  for  fuel  and 
light  aad  more  than  a  dollar  a  weak  for  medicine,  The  bouae  waa  • 
bungalow  et  ttmt  r*Hm».  It  bad  a  fairly  wide  hall  aad  amall  aballoar 
flreplaoea.  lOfcapl  'm  IIn  dlmalaaaa  It  was  much  better  tbaa  tba  ten*, 
menta  of  Taaaalc,  H.  J.,  or  tha  oeercrowded  bouaaa  of  Uwrenoa,  Maaa,, 
with  their  four  courtyarda, 

Wa  neat  want  to  tha  houM*  of  Mra,  Ada  liowell,  an  old  woman  who 
had  boon  baatan  up  on  Monday,  AprU  32,  aft«r  tbe  wttbdrawal  of  tba 

Mra,  Howell  aat  in  a  racking  chair,  her  two  oyee  Macbened,  ber  faea 
diacolorad.    It  fara  om  a  aeaaa  o«  aabarraaamiat  am-  ' 
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to  btok  at  htr.  fb*  toM  h«r  fltary  Ht  •  d«!t««b««  way.  She  wm  eorl- 
owlj  vHbovt  paaaioo  m  abc  deaerlbed  aoBBethlns  aa  onbelleraMe  aa  a 
nlrl>tniar«.  She  had  b««n  (olog  to  the  store  for  tapper  on  Monday, 
April  22.  Poli«rai«B  came  down  tba  atrwt  "  ftoastng  the  ttrlkera  before 
thean  like  rata."    A  poHceauB  roabed  at  b«r  with  a  bayonet. 

"  He  cut  my  dreaa.  and  be  nt  oic.  too.  Lawyer  Jlmlaoa  told  me  I 
aboald  lK«p  that  dreaa  wtthoat  waablac  It  ao  I  eoald  ahow  K,  but  I 
haven't  enooch  dreaaea  to  lay  tboae  elothea  away."  Her  Ida*  waa  that 
the  policeman  bad  (one  eraiy. 

**  They  acted  like  craay  men.     They  waa  drank  eraaed."  her  aoo  mid. 

"They  had  been  a  drlnkln',"  the  admitted,  "an"  they  mnat'a  been 
a-dr1nkln'  to  ehaae  women  and  little  klda  with  baynlta.  They  chased 
'em  la  and  ont  the  relief  atore  like  doRs  hantln'  rata. 

"Aa*  they  hadn't  ao  call  to  go  In  that  relief  atore — the  lawa  hadn't. 
Too  ena't  go  In  any  place  If  yoa  ain't  any  warrpnt. 

"An'  then  the  policeman  came  op  an'  hit  me  between  the  eyea  with 
i>ta  Sat.  He  hit  aM  more'n  twenty  tlBM*.  I  reckon.  I  waa  all  awelled  ap 
an'  Mack  an*  bltte." 

I  had  aeen  photographa  of  her  aotllated  face.  We  didn't  aay  any- 
thing. There  dMnt  aeem  to  be  anything  to  tay.  I  anppoae  when 
comfortable  people  read  anch  ttorlee  they  think.  "  Thlt  cant  be  true. 
Why.  that  jnst  eonldn't  happen  tn  oar  town.  Such  tbtnga  don't 
happen."    Mo  wonder  they  feel  thia  way. 

We  wettt  on.  Strike  algbtaeelng  ia  a  rather  awfal  thing.  There  la 
ofcocenlty  In  the  fact  that  old  women  can  he  beaten  for  no  reaaon  when 
they  are  pe«cefBlly  proceeding  on  their  boalBeas:  there  la  equal  ob- 
■eenlty  la  tbe  fact  that  a  mother  wttb  foar  children  to  aapport  haa  to 
work  all  night  for  $12.50  a  week,  and  then  be  evicted  because  she  can 
not  pay  her  rent.  It  doea  not  aeem  reaaonable  that  each  thinga  tboold 
happen  here  In  thIa  country,  ta  1929. 

Tbia  waa  not  tbe  end  of  the  tighta  Gaatonla  had  to  ahow  that  day. 
In  tbe  late  afternoon  I  went  out  to  watch  the  picket  Hue.  Perhapa  a 
hundred  asen,  women,  and  children  walked  two  by  two  In  orderly 
faahlon.  The  proeeaakm  waa  led  by  two  boyt  and  two  gay  girls  of 
about  18.  la  overalla.  The  police  whistlea  abrilled.  Two  or  three 
autooMtrflea  eootalnlng  police  and  deputies  armed  with  bayoneta  speeded 
after  the  picketera.  The  plcketera  walked  away  from  the  mills.  The 
deputies  herded  them  with  their  bayonets. 

I  stood  on  a  high  bank,  watrbing.  A  nice-looking  woman  was  rushed 
to  a  waiting  ear  by  the  police.  She  restated.  I  aaw  a  pollcemaa  twist 
the  knot  of  her  hair  and  twtat  her  armt  cruelly.  She  struggled.  And 
atill  tbey  twiated  her  arm*.  Women  near  me  were  crying.  Mnnours 
of  "  Shame !  "  came  from  the  crowd.  One  of  the  Tillage  women  icrasped 
ny  arm.  trembling.  Ereryone  waa  aaying,  "  Why  don't  they  do  some- 
thing T" 

The  arrested  woman  hadn't  been  In  the  picket  line.  Her  little  boy 
bad  been  awept  into  tbe  procession  aa  It  was  rounded  up  by  the  police, 
and  the  had  pulled  him  out.  Tbe  reason  she  had  struggled  so  agnlnst 
arr«^  waa  that  ahc  had  a  nursing  baby.  A  few  hours  sfter  her  brutal 
Banllng  ahe  waa  aet  at  liberty.  Why  was  she  treated  this  way?  There 
ia  no  answer.  Why  waa  Mra.  Howell  set  u>on  when  she  waa  going 
to  tbe  store  to  get  her  erening's  supper? 

n 

A  few  daya  after  this  •  atin  company  begaa  maaa  erietlona.  The 
&0  people  erleted  that  Ant  day  ilT«>d  In  bouaea  dlatrlbated  throogh  the 
different  aacUoaa  of  tbe  aalll  rUUge. 

"  To  show  the  otbera  what's  comia'  to  'ea^"  a  mill  ofBeial  reoutrked 
grimly.  One  oArlal  stated  frankly  that  it  waa  Intentlooal  that  anton 
oAdals  and  tbe  naost  actlra  atrikera  aboold  t>e  the  first  to  be  thrown  out. 

Aceordlagly,  the  bouse  of  J.  A.  VaJeattne  waa  one  of  those  where  tbe 
■berlC  aad  depaties  atopped  flvst.  Mr*.  Valenttne  was  sitting  oo  a 
a  little  girl  In  her  ants.  The  child  bad  been  la  bed  wbea  the 
doctor  arrlTed  to  see  if  there  was  sickneaa  In  tbe  house.  Wbea 
tbe  doctor  w»s  miestloocd  about  her  he  answered : 

"  She's  OBBvelesclnv  from  the  sfamUpox.  She's  all  right  now ;  abit 
any  temperatare.  T%iM  ain't  a  aaBailpox-qoanuitliie  State.  Compalaory 
Tacibwrtno  aad  compulsory  achool  age  ia  enough  withoat  qoaraatiBe." 

Oa  tbe  Best  atreet  the  depatlea  were  at  work  taking  out  tbe  toasts 
■ieoa  9i  14  people.     It  was  Henry  Tetberow'a  house. 

Hearj  la  tbe  bead  ot  tbe  fbaUy.  He  ia  17  and  looka  14.  He  aad  a 
aiiter  aapport  a  Caaally  of  alae.  Hla  father  ia  too  sick  to  work.  With 
tbaai  Uvea  tbe  fluilly  of  WUltam  Traltt.  tbe  secretary-tieasorer  of  tbe 
k>cal  OBlon  of  tbe  Natfcnal  TUtUe  Worbera. 

"  This  boase  bsa  bcea  a  bottied  of  anJoa  meetlnga,"  aald  tbe  company 
doctor.  "Tbe  eompaay'a  been  patient  to  let  'em  stay  bete  ao  lone 
Let  'ea  atajr  t«a  weeks.  Wbafa  tbe  matter  with  tbe  Httle  girl  in  bed? 
Ob.  abe*B  got  aotblB'  bat  lanaln'  eara.     Might  have  'eaa  for  weeka." 

Msa  oame  eat,  hrtaglag  cbildrpa's  beda.  a  basket  of  pretty  glaasea.  a 
tiny  okl- fashioned  organ.     A  big  doll  was  being  erietcd. 

Heary.  pals  of  face,  very  small,  waadered  at  randeai  aaoag  tte 
OTrelBag  aoooftata  of  ttHacs.  Mr.  Tetberew  stood  aa  tf  be  weoM  aeeer 
•ore  again. 

At  aaotbcr  boose  ka  tbe  midst  of  tbe  lauBcnse  dtoordsr  of  evtrtlea  a 
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ber.  tacked  Into  a  fold  of  a  feather  bed,  a  little  baby  lay  peac^ 
aleeplng.     She  waa  a  delicate  and  beantlfal  woman,  and  all  her 
belfenglngB  were  new  and  freehly  painted. 

Only  one  woman  aat  crying.     The  tears  sUd  slowly  down  her  cheeks. 

had  four  small  children  and  expected  her  new  baby  to  be  bora  any 

Around  her  were  the  shards  of  a  home. 

'  The  work  of  eviction  continued  relentlessly  day  after  day.     The  mtn 

became  a  gypsy  encampment.     People  set  up  stoves  and  beds  In 

Iota.     The  dwellers  of  200  homes  were  evicted.     Over  a  tbouaand 

people  moat  have  been  homeless. 

vn 

went  to  visit  other  strike  areas,  and  when  I  returned  tbe  Workers' 
Infematlooal  Belief,  together  with  tbe  National  Textile  Workers'  Union 

erected  a  tent  colony.  Close  by  was  a  new  union  headquarters 
bleb  the  strikers  bad  built  witli  their  own  labor.  Tbe  tent  colony  was 
pic  ture!«]uely  set  among  woods  near  a  ravine.  Tbere  was  an  air  of 
geiieral  happiness  and  well-being  among  the  strikers  and  organizers. 
Th>re  were  rumors  of  great  discontent  among  tbe  workers  at  tbe  mill. 
Thp  strikers  and  tbe  organizers  talked  hopefully  of  another  walkout. 

t  was  Decoration  Day.  A  band  of  children  with  American  flags  was 
walking  gayly  off  toward  tbe  picket  line.     Tbey  were  led  by  little  Sophia 

vin,  who  had  come  down  recently  from  the  Nurtb  to  teach  organised 
plflb'  to  tbe  children.  Old  friends  came  up  and  greeted  mc.  Everybody 
wa  I  brown  ;  they  looked  as  if  tbey  bad  gained  weight  since  the  early 
days  of  the  strike.     Tbe  women's  faces  were   rested. 

was  told  that  tbere  bad  been  prowlers  around  the  tent  colony  and 
frequent  threats  that  tbe  new  headquarters  would  be  destroyed  as  tbe  old 

bad  been.     Becauae  of  this  the  boundaries  were  patrolod  at   night 
ao  armed  guard.     But  this  did  not  seem  strange  to  me,  coming  as  I 

from  Elisabethton.  Tenn.     The  place  where  I  had  stayed  there  had 

guarded  every  night  by  boys  peering  out  of  the  windows,  their  fln- 

on  tbe  triggers  of  their  guns. 

did  not  aeem  possible  that  further  trouble  should  occur.     Least  of 

did  the  northern  organisers  expect  it.     Yet  Just  a  week  later,  during 

troiible  at  the  tent  colony.  Chief  of  Police  O.  F.  Aderbolt  was  killed, 

three  other  policemen  and  one  striker  wounded. 

wo  policemen,  after  a  celebration  in  Mecklenburg  County,  chased  a 

Into  the  Catawba  River  and  playfully  shot  at  him.  Two  houra 
lat4r  they  were  at  tbe  tent  colony.  It  was  9  o'clock.  The  guard  re- 
fus  kJ  to  allow  tbe  police  to  enter  without  a  warrant  Another  police- 
ma;  1  tried  to  disarm  a  guard.  In  the  scuffle  a  gun  went  off  and  the 
shoptlng  began.  £ach  side  claims  the  other  flred  first.  In  the  next  few 
0  persons  were  arrested.     Sixteen  people,  Including  three  women 

held  without  bail  for  flrst-degree  murder,  the  unfailing  pt<nalty  for 
In  North  Carolina  is  the  electric  chair.     The  death  penalty  against 

three  women  was  later  dropped.  Seven  others  were  held  for  con- 
spl^cy.     Every  northerner,  man  or  woman,  was  arrested. 


bich 


vm 

It  is  Idle  to  think  of  Gastonia  as  a  situation  peculiar  to  Itself.  Bd- 
wa  'd  McGrady,  loyal  representative  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Lai  or,  and  Alfred  Hoffman,  of  the  United  Textile  Workers,  were  kid- 
napped In  the  principal  hotel  of  Ellzabetbton.  Tenn.  In  Ware  Shoals, 
8.  :..  George  L.  Googe.  vice  president  of  the  South  Carolina  Federation 
of  ^bor.  was  threatened  by  a  mob  and  left  town  under  police  protection. 

'  "here  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  and  in  the  minds  of  many  other  people 
thj  t  tiad  it  not  been  for  the  northern  organisers  and  their  desire  to 
av<  id  violence  the  workers  would  have  shot  In  what  tbey  consider  self- 
del  snse  long  ago.  Not  only  would  they  have  shot  In  Gastonia,  but  also 
the^  would  have  shot  in  Elisabethton  and  elsewhere.  Everybody  in  the 
Caiviinas  and  Tennessee  has  a  gun.  Peaceful  citiaens  going  on  a  long 
Jocrney  take  revolvers  with  them  as  a  matter  of  course.  People  think 
terms  of  defending  themselves.  The  trial  now  in  progre«s  will  con- 
Itself  with  the  question  whether  the  strikers  shot  in  self-defense  or 


his  trial  began  with  a  scene  of  grotesque  unfairness,  unprecedented 
any  American  court.     A  life-sited  manikin  of  Chief  of  Police  O.  F. 
Adfrolt  was  rolled  into  the  courtroom  dressed  in   a  blood-stnlned   unl- 
Consplcuous  among  the  prosecution  lawyers  sat  the  widow  and 
dai^hter  of  the  chief  of  police.     Confronted  with  this  unexpected  sight 
hurst  Into  tears.     Judge  M.  V.  Bamhlll,  who  throughout  the  trial 
a  paragon   of  Impartiality,  commanded   the  fifnire  to   be  removed. 
Jury  and  the  ai>palled  audience,  however,  had  filled  their  eyes  with 
ghastiy  effigy. 
'I'hree  days  later  one  of  the  Jurors  went  violently  Insane — from  the 
be  had  suffered  at  the  speetade  of  the  "  ghost,"  It  was  claimed. 
trial  had  to  be  delayed.     The  defense  had   not  been   heard.     The 
pribcipal  witnesses  for  the  State  had  already  b»>en  examln*d.     Not  one 
tbe  defendants  had  been  connected  with  the  shooting  of  the  chief, 
released  Jurors  told  the  press  that  on  the  evidence  before  them  they 
for  acquittal. 
^t  tbis  point  of  the  story  the  mob  reappears.     Already  on  the  Satnr- 
before  anion  orranisers  itoing  to  a  meeting  In   South  Gastonia  had 
Borroonded  by  a  mob  of  200,  threatened  with  lynching,  and  beaten 
wt^  biartjarbs  aad  bottles.    The  taxi  bad  plowed  its  way  through  tbe 
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crowd  and  they  eaeaped  witb  only  minor  injuries.  ApparenUy,  aa  a 
reault  of  the  Juror's  statement  that  tbey  would  release  the  prisoners, 
an  "  antlred  "  demonstration  was  held  in  Gastonia  on  Monday,  Sep- 
tember 9.  the  night  the  trial  came  to  iU  abrupt  pause.  A  procession 
of  100  cars  went  to  strike  headquarters,  which  was  looted.  The  strike 
headquarters  at  Bessemer  City,  a  small  town  7  miles  from  Gastonia,  was 

raided. 

The  mob  went  next  to  a  house  In  Gastonia  where  union  organlsen? 
lived.  A  hundred  men  crowded  Into  the  house  and  kidnapped  Ben  Wells, 
an  Englishman,  and  C.  D.  Saylor,  and  C.  M.  Lell.  local  men.  They  were 
driven  to  a  wood  in  a  neighboring  county  where  Wells  was  stripped  and 
flogged.  Two  'possum  hunters  heard  his  cries.  The  night  riders  heard 
the  hunters  approaching  and  thought  it  was  the  law  and  fled,  leaving 
Wells  unconscious  to  be  rescued  by  his  companious. 

Meantime  the  major  part  of  the  mob  had  streamed  over  the  20  miles 
that  separates  Gastonia  from  Charlotte  with  cries  of  "  Get  Bei.l  out  of 
Jail  and  lynch  him  !  "  "  Let's  clean  up  all  the  communists  !  "  "  Let's 
get  out  Jlmlson  and  lynch  him !  "  They  went  to  a  hotel  where  some  of 
the  communists  and  organisers  lived  and  tore  up  the  hotel  register  and 
broke  fixtures.  They  proceeded  next  to  the  headquarters  of  the  Inter- 
national Labor  Defense,  an  organization  which  has  been  defending  the 
accused  men  as  well  as  those  arrested  on  charges  connected  with  the 
strike.  The  sympathizers  and  organizers  in  the  office  had  been  warned 
by  telephone  from  Gastonia  and  escaped  only  one  minute  before  the  ar- 
rival of  the  mob.  After  breaking  into  the  International  Labor  Defense 
office  and  finding  no  one  there,  the  mob  went  to  Tom  P.  Jimison'a  house, 
where  they  shouted  and  milled  around  and  finally  dispersed. 

Two  significant  facts  stand  out  in  this  night  of  terror.  One  is  that 
no  police  protection  was  afforded.  The  other  is  that  the  mob  was  In 
no  wise  a  rabble  but  proceeded  along  planned  lines.  It  is  considered  by 
defense  counsel  part  of  the  reign  of  terror  which  has  been  in  effect 
throughout  the  strike  and  of  which  they  consider  the  raid  of  June  7 
an  integral  part. 

The  better  element  In  North  Carolina  has  been  deeply  stirred  by  this 
lawlessness  in  which  prominent  mill  people  and  members  of  the  police 
took  part.  An  investigation  was  promptly  begun.  Fourteen  people  were 
arrested.  Including  prominent  mlllmen  and  police  officers  who  were  in 
the  tent  colony  raid.  Members  of  the  Gastonia  mob  have  asserted  that 
they  will  not  stop  till  they  have  cleaned  out  every  union  organizer  in 
their  part  of  the  South. 

The  culmination  to  mob  violence  came  on  September  14.  A  truck 
load  of  union  members  were  going  to  an  attempted  union  meeting.  The 
meeting  was  never  held,  armed  mobs  turning  away  all  union  members. 
The  truck  turned  back  to  Bessemer  City,  whence  It  had  come,  and  was 
followed  by  a  number  of  cars  containing  members  of  the  mob.  A  car 
swerved  in  front  of  the  truck,  apparently  to  stop  it.  The  truck  crashed 
It,  and  the  car  was  upset.  Immediately  rifle  fire  was  opened  on  the 
unarmed  workers.  A  woman  was  shot  through  the  chest  and  died 
instantly.  She  is  a  widow  and  leaves  five  young  children.  She  was 
especially  beloved  among  the  strikers  as  the  composer  of  the  strike  songs 
and  ballads.  When  the  chief  of  police  was  shot  16  people  were  indicted 
and  tried  for  murder.  It  will  be  interesting  to  see  if  anyone  will  be 
tried  for  this  murder. 

Meantime,  ever  since  the  arrest  of  their  leaders,  the  workers  have  been 
flowing  Into  the  union.  This  demand  of  the  southern  woAers  for  better 
conditions  and  a  union  to  help  them  get  It  is  spreading.  The  South 
knows  It. 

Up  to  now  mob  violence,  police  brutality,  wholesale  arrests  of  iforkera. 
ordinances  against  picketing,  intimidation,  and  the  calling  out  of  the 
mllltla — In  a  word,  repression — has  been  the  only  answer  the  South  has 
made  to  this  movement  for  economic  equality  among  southern  workers. 
History  shows  that  repression  has  always  failed.  Not  all  the  Inquisi- 
tions, not  all  the  Black  Hundreds,  not  all  the  various  spy  systems  that 
humanity  has  devised  have  ever  stopped  an  Idea. 

If  the  southern  Industrialists  hold  to  their  present  policy  they  face  a 
long  and  bloody  war,  bitter  and  costly.  Sooner  or  later  they  will  have 
to  yield.  Political  equality  can  not  exist  side  by  side  with  industrial 
feudalism. 

EZKCUnVS  MKSSAGS 

A  mes.sage  in  writing  wa.s  commuuicated  to  the  Senate  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  H§s8,  one  of  his 
secretaries. 

EETTSION   or  THK  TABITT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  proride  ivvenae,  to  rejfu- 
late  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  to  have  read 
at  the  desk  a  telegram  which  I  have  received  from  Winford  H. 
Smith,  director  and  superintendent  of  the  Jc^ns  Hoiriiins  Hos- 
pital at  Baltimore. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  telegram  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 


[Tdegram] 

Baltiuobb,  Md.,  Jfovemher  I,  tst». 
Hon.  Phiixips  Las  GoLosaoaocaH, 

Senate  Ogioe  BiMdinf: 

The  Johns  Hopkins  Hospital,  together  with  all  other  hospitals,  urges 
against  Increasing  the  duty  on  fats  and  oUs  and  other  soap-making  raw 
materUls.  This  would  impose  an  additional  burden  of  at  least  $2,000,000 
on  hospitals  throughout  the  country. 

WiifroBD  H.  Smith,  Dirtctor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

The  ('HiEF  CusxLK.  In  paragraph  216,  carbons  and  electrodes, 
page  43,  line  8.  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  the  word 
"  light "  and  insert  the  following : 

IJgbt,  if  less  than  one-half  Inch  In  diameter  or  of  equivalent  cross- 
sectional  area,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  if  one-half  Inch  or  more  In 
diameter  or  of  equivalent  cross-sectional  area,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

So  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Pak.  216.  Carbons  and  electrodes,  of  whatever  material  composed, 
and  wholly  or  partly  manufactured,  for  producing  electric  arc  light,  if 
less  than  one-half  Inch  In  diameter  or  of  equivalent  cross-sectional 
area,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  It  one-half  inch  or  more  in  diameter  or 
of  equivalent  cross-sectional  area.  45  per  cent  ad  valorem  ;  electrodes, 
composed  wholly  or  in  part  of  carbon  or  graphite,  and  wholly  or  partly 
manufactured,  for  electric  furnace  or  electrolytic  purposes;  brushes,  of 
whatever  material  composed,  and  wholly  or  partly  manufactured,  for 
electric  motors,  generators,  or  other  electrical  machines  or  appliances ; 
platea.  rods,  and  other  forms,  of  whatever  material  composed,  and 
wholly  or  partly  manufactured,  for  manufacturing  Into  the  aforesaid 
brushes ;  and  articles  or  wares  composed  wholly  or  In  part  of  carbon 
or  graphite,  wholly  or  partly  manufactured,  not  specially  provided  for, 
45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  if  there  is  no  objection  to 
the  amendment,  and  I  assume  there  is  not 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  there  is  objection  to  the 
amendment  There  is  no  objection  to  the  latter  part  of  it,  but 
there  is  objection  to  the  first  part,  where  it  is  sought  to  increase 
the  duty  from  45  to  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  will  make  a  brief  statement  if 
the  Senator  from  New  York  will  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Electric-lighting  carbons  under  the  act  of  1922 
carried  a  rate  of  45  per  c«»t  ad  valorem.  The  bill  as  passed 
by  the  House  had  the  same  rate.  The  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee made  one  amendment  to  the  paragraph.  A  duty  of  60 
per  cent  is  proposed  to  l)e  Imposed  on  carbons  of  one-half  inch 
diameter  or  less.  All  carbons  over  one-half  inch  diameter  carry 
a  45  per  cent  rate  as  provided  for  in  existing  law.  The  chief 
use  of  the  carbons  was  formerly  for  street  lighting,  for  which 
the  larger  sizes  were  demanded.  Now,  the  largest  tise  Is  for 
the  motion-picture  projection,  photography,  and  so  forth,  for 
which  the  smaller  sizes  are  employed.  Labor  costs  are  higher 
in  the  small  carbons. 

In  1928  the  Imports  amoimted  to  about  20  per  cent  of  the  do- 
mestic production.  In  the  first  five  months  of  1929  cartwms 
were  Imported  at  twice  the  rate  prevailing  in  1928.  Both  do- 
mestic production  and  importations  are  concentrated  in  the 
small  sizes  mentioned.  Foreign  carbons  are  found  to  be  under- 
selling the  domestic  product  In  this  country,  with  a  wide  margin 
between  foreign  prices  and  the  prices  quoted  here  for  the  im- 
ported goods,  the  margin  ranging  up  to  over  30  per  cent  This 
applies  slmi^y  to  the  carbons  one-half  Inch  in  diameter  or  under. 
The  committee  thought,  under  the  situation  which  exists  and  In 
view  of  the  Importations  and  the  testimony  before  the  commit- 
tee, that  the  change  ought  to  be  made 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr  McKELLAB.  Are  the  companies  producing  this  article 
In  distress  In  any  way?  Has  It  been  reported  that  they  are 
unable  to  earn  dividends?  „       ^  ,  u 

Mr  SMOOT  Of  course,  both  the  small  and  large  carbons 
are  produced,  but  the  testimony  before  the  cominittee  showed 
that  If  the  competition  increased  in  the  case  of  the  small-size 
carbon,  which  is  u.sed  by  the  moUon-plcture  people  principally, 
that  business  would  be  taken  away  from  the  domestic  pro- 
ducers They  are  not  complaining  of  the  48  per  cent  rate  under 
existing  law,  except  as  to  the  small  carbons,  which  are  less 
than  one-half  Inch  in  diameter.    _.        ,  ^^         .  ,  .. 

Mr  McKELLAR.  What  proportion  of  the  carbons  are  of  the 
small  slie?    In  other  words,  what  proportion  would  come  under 
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the  60  per  cent  rate  of  daty  and  what  would  come  under  the  I 
4u  per  i-ent  rate?  ^. 

Mr.  3MOOT.  I  should  say  approximately  80  per  cent  are  the 
■mailer  »l».  becaose,  aa  the  Stiiator  knows,  the  larger  siie, 
whkh  lias  bwn  iwed  for  street  Ughtiug  in  the  paat,  ia  now  naed 
only  in  aniall  quantity.  The  great  bulk,  as  least  80  per  cent  of 
the  carb.)ij.s,  wuuld  fall  under  the  00  per  cent  bracket 

Mr.  HARIIISON.  Mr.  I>resident,  let  us  get  together  on  this 
proposition,  if  we  can.  The  Senator  says  that  the  importations 
increased  in  1929. 

Mr.  HMOOT.    They  about  doubled,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  UAKRISON.  I  hare  not  those  figures  before  me.  The 
figures  whlfh  I  hare  show  that  there  was  a  falling  off  last 
year  In  Importations. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  The  Senator  af*ed  me  as  to  the  year  1929. 
During  the  whole  year  1928  there  were  4,486,428  carbons  Im- 
ported. During  1929,  from  January  to  June,  there  were 
4,403,630  Imported:  in  other  words,  during  six  months  of  1929 
the  Importations  were  practically  the  same  as  they  were  for 
the  entire  year  1928. 

Mr.  IlARItlSON.    I  do  not  have  those  figures. 

Mr.  HATFIELD  and  Mr.  COPELAJS'D  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia,  who  first  addressed  the 
Chair? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HATFIELD.  Can  the  Senator  state  the  canae  of  the 
falling  off  of  the  importations  during  1928? 

Mr.  SMOOT,    I  can  not  give  the  reason  exactly. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Utah 
will  permit  me,  let  me  say  that  at  that  time  antidumping  pro- 
ceedings were  pending  and  bec-ause  of  that  there  was  a  falling 
off  of  importations.  In  1927  the  nunitier  of  pieces  imported  was 
«.ieo.(XlO;  In  1928,  while  the  antidumping  procee<llng8  were 
pending,  there  was  a  falling  off,  but  for  the  first  six  months  of 
the  year  1929,  4.576.630  pieces  were  Imported,  showing  that 
during  the  year  1929  undoubtedly  9,000.000  i^eces  will  be  im- 
ported. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.   Prerfdent,  let   us   try  to  get  at  the 
If  there  Is  any  Justification  for  the  proposed  rate  of 
we  have  not  seen  the  Justification,  because  the  figures 


facts, 
duty, 
show- 
Mr 


SMOOT.  I  know  the  figures  for  1928  show  that  there 
a  less  importation  than  there  was  in  1927. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  was,  as  the  Senator  from  New  York  has 
aaid,  on  account  of  the  question  which  arose  as  to  dumping. 

Let  me  repeat  that  in  1929,  from  January  to  June,  there  were 
4,403,630  carlwns  Imported,  and  their  value  was  $128,419. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  these  carbons  are  made 
by  the  National  Oarbon  Co.,  and  Is  not  the  domestic  production 
controlled  pretty  largely  by  that  one  concern? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    They  are  the  largest  manufacturers,  I  will  say. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  T%ey  control  practically  80  or  90  per  cent 
of  the  business,  do  they  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  know  as  to  that 

Mr.  COPELAND.    They  control  practically  all  <rf  it 

Mr.  HARRISON.    They  control  prncUcally  aH  ot  It 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  Presidrat  will  the  Senator  from  Utah  per- 
mit me  to  make  an  observation? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield, 

Mr.  ODDIE.  I  think  the  records  will  show  tiut  because  of 
the  preaent  Inadequate  duty  all  but  one  of  the  half  doxen  manu- 
facturers of  these  carbon  products  in  this  country  have  had  to 
cease  manufacturing  them.  The  one  concern  whi(^  is  now 
manufacturing  them  has  invested  a  large  amount  of  money  in 
the  enterprise,  but  Is  making  considerably  less  than  2  per  cent 
a  year  on  its  Investment. 

Mr.  BAAKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  R.\RKLEY.  My  information  is  that  the  concerns  which 
have  gone  out  of  business  have  gone  out  of  business  because 
they  could  not  compete  with  the  National  Carbon  Co.,  which 
supplies  the  moving-picture  industry  ot  the  United  States  with 
thv  articles  of  this  kind  which  they  consume,  and  that  the  only 
comiietitiou  which  the  National  Carbon  Co.  now  has  la  the  com- 
petition that  comes  from  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  is  wr<Hig  in  that  regard. 
When  the  other  companies  were  in  operation  they  came  in  com- 
petition not  only  with  the  National  Carbon  Co.  but  with  importa- 
tioiiii  from  foreign  countries :  and  while  the  National  Carbon  Co. 
makeM  the  great  bulk  of  these  articles,  the  importations  for  the 
six  mc»nths  of  19Q9  were  within  a  few  thousand  of  the  whole 
number  imported  in  1988i.    If  there  ia  any  item  covered  by  the 
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bil  whkfa  shows  a  large  Increase  In  importaticHus,  it  Is  this 
it  m.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  frankly  that  was  the  sole 
T(  ttson  why  the  diange  was  made. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPEIJ^ND.  Let  me  say  this  to  my  colleagues :  In  1927 
a  charge  of  dumping  was  lodged  against  the  Importation  of 
c«  ,rlx>n  from  Germany.  As  the  result  of  that  charge  the  depart- 
nient  made  an  inve.stigation  covering  over  two  years.  While 
tl  ose  proceedings  were  under  way  there  was  a  falling  off  of 
ii  iportations  from  abroad,  but  Just  as  soon  as  they  were  ended 
ir  1929  the  imports  Jumped,  so  that  in  the  first  six  months  of 
tils  year  there  were  imported  into  this  country  more  than  in 
tie  entire  year  1928. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  other  words,  they  sought  to  make  up 
what  they  had  lost  while  the  dumping  proceedings  were  in 
p; -ogress. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Does  the  Senator  mean  in  the  way  of 
p'oflts? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  in  imports.  Beoau.'*  of  the  antidump- 
li  g  proceedings  the  imports  were  shut  off.  When  the  anti- 
d  imping  proceedings  were  dismissed,  the  practical  effect  of 
w  tilch  was  to  decide  that  there  was  no  dumping,  they  proceeded 
tc  bring  In  imiK)rts  this  year  which  they  probably  would  have 
b -ought  in  last  year  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  antidumping 
p  -oceetllngs. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  In  addition  to  that,  there  Is  an  increasing 
d  ^mand  for  thia  product.  The  movlug-picturc  hoases  u.se  a  very 
small  carbon;  It  is  not  like  that  used  In  street  lighting;  but 
tie  smaller  size  Is  used  for  thorapi-utlc  purposes  and  for 
n  ovlng-picture  purposes.  So  the  profits  of  this  concern,  the 
^  atlonal  Carbon  Co.,  were  $16,000  on  an  Investment  of  |1,000,- 
OiO;  in  other  words,  tliey  had  a  profit  of  l.G  per  cent  I  am 
SI  tlsfied,  Mr.  President,  that  If  we  were  ever  justified  in  mak- 
Ir  g  a  change  In  tlie  tariff  rates  we  are  In  this  instance ;  and  I 
pi  ead  with  my  colleagues  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  to  let  the 
amendment  be  adopted. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  I  merely  want  to  say  a 
ward  or  so  and  then  let  the  Senate  vote  on  the  amendment 
^  hat  we  are  doing  here  is  Increasing  the  rate  of  duty  from 
4i  to  60  per  cent  on  carbons  of  certain  dimensions  which  are 
c<ntrolled  by  one  concern  in  the  United  States,  the  National 
Cirt)on  Co.  They  dominate  the  market  in  respect  of  the  car- 
Ixins  used  by  the  motion-picture  business  as  well  as  those  used 
f<r  searchlights.  The  hearings  show  that  there  are  no  impor- 
ti  tions  for  searchlight  purposes  and  very  few  for  motion- 
p  cture  purpt)ses.  Consequently  it  is  a  local  and  domestic  con- 
o  m  which  dominates  those  two  markets,  and  we  are  reflecting 
ai  increased  cost  to  every  motion-picture  enthusiast  In  this 
ountry.  Of  course,  I  do  not  presume  that  this  one  little  Item 
w  ill  cause  an  increase  in  the  admission  fees  into  the  motion- 
p  cture  houses,  but  it  Is  this  little  Item  and  that  little  Item  and 
U  creased  rates  on  many  items  that  go  into  the  motion-picture 
bisiness  that  give  the  motion-picture  producers  the  argument 
f(ir  increasing  admis.sion  fees.  That  is  about  all  I  wb<h  to  say 
a  )out  it.  and  now  I  am  willing  to  have  a  vote  on  the  amendment 
J  Mr.  COPELAND.  Let  me  say,  so  that  the  Rbcobd  will  show 
tie  facts — and  If  we  make  the  record  now  we  can  refer  to  It 
liter — and  so  that  the  moving-picture  houses  will  not  be  justi- 
fi^l  In  making  an  increased  charge,  that  the  average  large 
netropolltan  theater,  such  as  the  Fox,  the  Palace,  and  the 
E  arle  Theaters  in  Washington,  and  in  New  York  the  Rosy,  the 
Paramount,  and  the  Capital,  operating  12  hours  a  day  7 
diys  a  week,  use  16  carlwns  per  day,  8  of  which  are  over 
oie-half  Inch  In  diameter  and  8  under  one-half  inch.  The 
present  carbon  cost  for  each  of  those  theaters  Lb  about  $3  per 
d  ly.  So  if  this  increased  rate  is  provided  it  would  involve  aa 
it  crease  of  13  cents  for  the  entire  operations  during  12  houra 
o '  one  of  these  theaters.  Certainly  a  cent  an  hour  will  not 
Justify  an  increase  in  the  admis8ion  eliarges. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  That  bears  out  the  statement  which  I  made, 
tlat  while  this  item  may  appear  small  In  itself,  this  and  other 
Urge  increases  such  as  those  on  gla.'is  and  on  metal  and  oc  this 
aid  on  that,  in  the  aggrej,'ate.  nialie  quite  a  good  deal. 

Mr.  BAilKLEY.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  there? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  B.VRKLEY.  Do  I  understand  correctly  that  the  Senator 
f*om  New  York  suggested  that  the  moving-picture  industry 
v^ould  consult  the  Co^iuiuasaioNAi.  Record  in  fixing  admission 
f<«a? 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5209 


Mr.  COPELAND.  I  did  not  suggest  that,  but  I  do  suggeet 
that  those  of  us  who  go  out  and  orate  about  great  mouoiK>lie8 
can  refer  to  the  Rscobd  and  find  the  proof  that  tiiey  will  not  be 
justified  in  increaring  their  charges. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to  state  this, 
and  then  I  am  through :  From  the  figures  given  by  the  Senator 
there  is  shown  an  increase  in  importations  of  this  particular 
product;  there  are  very  appreciable  Importations  into  this  coun- 
try ;  but  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Increase  in  the  tariff  rate  is 
ju8iifie<i  by  the  facts. 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  lo  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Just  a  word,  Mr.  President,  for  the  Rboou). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  has  one  minute  lett 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wish  to  say  that  the  .small  manufacfurers 
have  filed  with  the  committee  requests  for  this  increase  in  the 
tariff  rate. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  in  this  connection  I  wish  to  speak 
for  the  graphite-producing  States  of  the  Union.  About  a  doxen 
States  produce  graphite.  Graphite  goes  very  largely  into  the 
manufacture  of  carbon.  The  carbon  which  is  importetl  into  this 
country  is  manufactured  from  foreign  graphite  deposits  whose 
owners  employ  cheap  labor.  The  foreign  importations  of  these 
carbon  products  keep  American-prcxluced  grapliite  <»ff  the  mar- 
ket. I  believe  that  if  this  amendment  shall  be  adopted  there 
will  result  a  distinct  benefit  to  the  American  graphite  producers 
in  the  various  States  of  our  Union;  my  State  is  a  graphite 
producer. 

Mr.  IIEFLIN.  Mr.  President  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
Nevada.  This  will  be  helpful  to  the  graphite  industry,  as  well 
as  to  the  particular  industry  of  which  tlie  Senator  from  New 
York  si)eak8,  and  I  hoi»e  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  HATFIEI-D.  Mr.  President  not  only  is  what  the  Sen- 
ator from  Nevada  says  true;  it  is  likewise  true  of  the  medical 
profession,  who  are  greatly  interested  in  the  development  of 
different  therapeutic  lamps  used  in  the  treatment  of  many  of 
the  diseases  of  chiliihood.  The  small  carbon  manufactured  in 
America  is  almost  lndis|>ensable  to  the  use  of  these  lamps.  For 
that  reason,  if  for  no  other,  thi9  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  aniendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  45,  line  1,  after  the  word  "Tubes,"  to  strike  out  "or"  and 
insert  "(except  gauge  glass  tubes)  and,"  so  as  to  read: 

(b)  Tubos  (except  gauge  glass  tubes)  and  tubing,  with  ends  finished 
or  unflnlshcd.  for  whatever  purpose  used,  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of 
glass,  «5  per  cent  ad  valorem  ;  wholly  or  In  chief  value  ot  fused  quarts 
or  fused  silica,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  before  that  amendment  is 
voted  on,  I  think  probably  the  result  of  it  will  depend  on  the 
amendment  lower  down,  which  makes  special  provision  for 
gauge  glass,  putting  it  in  at  55  per  cent  ad  valorem.  I  should 
like  to  have  son)€  explanation  of  that  amendment  before  voting 
on  the  one  at  the  top  of  the  page. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Did  1  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that  the 
amcridnient  on  page  1,  line  45,  has  any  reference  to  the  amend- 
ment beginning  on  line  12? 

Mr.  B.\RKLEY.  No;  It  has  reference  to  the  amendment  be- 
ginning on  line  5,  gauge  gla.s.ses.  The  effect  of  both  amend- 
ments Is  to  put  tube  glass  back  at  the  present  law.  Is  that 
correct  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  Is  the  ol)Ject  of  It. 

Mr.  B.\RKLEY.     We  have  no  objection  to  that 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  what  1  thought. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  ne.vt  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  45,  line  5,  after  the  word  "  ad,"  to  strike  out  "  valorem  " 
and  insert  "  valorem ;  gauge  glass  tubes,  wholly  or  in  chief 
value  of  gla.'^s,  55  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  McKKLLAR     That  is  a  decrease? 

Mr.  SM(X)T.     Yes ;  that  Is  the  present  law. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  ct^mmittee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  45,  after  line  6,  to  strike 
out: 

(c)  Illuminating  articles  of  every  description.  Including  chimneys, 
globes,  shade*,  and  prisms,  for  use  In  connection  with  artificial  illuml- 
natiun,  all  the  foregoing,  finished  or  unfinished,  composed  wholly  or  ia 
chief  value  of  glass,  65  per  cent  ad  valoreoi. 


Ajid  in  lien  thereof  to  insert : 

(c)   Illuminating  articles  of  every  descrlptlen.  finished  or  anflnlshed, ' 
wholly  or  In  chief  value  of  glass,  for  use  in  connection  with  artificial 
illumination :  Prisms,   30  per  cent  ad  valorem ;   chimneys,   65   per  cent 
ad  valorem ;  globes  and  shades,  85  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  all  others,  and 
parts  thereof,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  explain 
that? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes,  Mr.  President 

The  rate  imposed  under  the  House  bill  upon  illuminating 
glass — namely,  06  per  cent  ad  valorem — has  been  changed  as 
follows : 

Globes  and  shades,  85  p«?r  cent  ad  valorem. 

Cliimueys,  65  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Prisms,  30  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

All  others,  and  parts  thereof,  60  per  cent  ad  valoran. 

The  reasons  for  the  change  are  as  follows : 

The  principal  foreign  competition  in  illuminating  glassware 
is  In  globes  ami  shades.  Because  of  this  keen  competition  and 
the  wide  8prea<l  In  prices  between  the  domestic  and  foreign 
comparabh'  articles  the  Increase  in  the  rate  of  duty  on  globe.d 
and  shades  from  65  to  85  jier  cent  seems  jastified. 

Crystal  fixtures  and  prisms,  which  form  a  large  part  of  the 
imp<^»rtati<»n8  of  illuminating  glassware,  are  not  made  in  the 
United  States  to  any  great  extent,  and  accordingly  the  rate 
for  such  articles  has  been  reduced.  The  rate  for  chimneys  lias 
also  l)een  reduced,  because  there  has  been  little  foreign  compe- 
tition in  the  domestic  markets  In  recent  years. 

I  think  that  covers  the  reasons;  and  the  testimony  showed 
beyond  the  question  of  a  doubt  that  the  particular  Illuminating 
gla.ssware  spoken  of  did  require  an  increase,  but  the  other 
Items  could  stand  a  decrease. 

Mr.  MOKELI..AR.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Sraator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  McKELI.uAR.  Is  there  any  evidence  In  the  record  that 
these  companies  are  in  an  impoverished  condition  and  need  to 
have  increases  in  duties? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Why,  yes;  as  to  the  Illuminating  glassware; 
but  as  to  the  other  kind  of  glassware,  while  they  aske<l  for  the 
same  duty,  and  In  some  cases  m»»re,  the  committee  reiluced  It. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Do  not  the  same  companies  mantifactnre 
all  kinds? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Most  of  them  do,  do  they  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  there  are  some  that  make  globes  and 
shades. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yea. 

Mr.  COPEI.AND.  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  If  he  ia  will- 
ing to  accept  an  amendment  to  line  14  to  place  after  the  word 
"prisms"  the  words  "and  lighting  fixtures,"  meaning  that 
glass  chandeliers  and  articles  in  chief  value  of  prisms  shall 
be  given  the  same  rate  as  prisms?  This  does  not  apply  to  light- 
ing fixtures  of  brass  or  of  other  metal,  but  is  in  order  to  pro- 
tect the  chandeliers  and  the  other  devices  which  are  made  of 
prisms. 

Mr.  SMOOT,  Mr.  President  that  would  mean  that  it  would 
be  a  decrease  from  60  per  cent  a«l  valorem  to  .30  per  cent 
They  fall  now  under  the  clause  "all  others  and  parts  thereof, 
60  fter  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  COPEIJVND.  I  am  willing,  if  need  be,  to  be  more  spe- 
cific than  simply  to  say  "lighting  fixtures";  to  say  "glass 
chandeliers  and  articles  in  chief  value  of  prisms." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  would  be  much  better  than  the  original 
language. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Then  I  propose  an  amendment  to  that 
effect. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  no  objection  to  that  amendment 
Mr.  COPELAND.     I  thank' the  Senator. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  inquire  what 
the  present  duty  is? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Sixty  per  cent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the  Senator  state  the  lan- 
guage of  his  amendment? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  On  line  14,  page  45,  after  the  comma 
following  the  word  "  prisms,"  I  move  to  insert  "  glass  chande- 
liers and  articles  in  chief  value  of  prisms." 

Mr.   HARRISON.     Let   the  amendment   be  stated    from   the 

desk. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  to  the  amendment 

will  be  stated. 
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The  Chiet  Cucbk.  On  page  45,  line  14,  after  Um  word 
"  prisms,"  U  is  propi«ed  to  insert : 

GUm  efaaodellrn  and  «ntcl<^  in  cb>«f  Tmlue  of  prtams. 

The  amendmetit  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  the  deciding  note  In  most  of  these 
Tote«  seems  to  be  the  question  of  whether  the  paragrai^  shows 
s  d«<rtv«se  or  an  increase.  I  hare  the  nrtnal  flinires  of  the  four 
Bub<'la.«i.'«iHnitIonH  of  iioragraph  (c)  flgur<>d  out  on  the  basis  of 
decrease  and  IruTfji.sti,  Jf  the  Senate  would  Ifke  to  hare  them. 

rnder  this  saMteading  of  "illuminating  glassware"  prisms, 
tbrr>ngh  the  amen<lment  proprwed  by  tJie  Senate  committee,  are 
de«T»>ase<!  from  fi5  to  lH)  p»'r  «*iit — a  decrease  of  53.8  per  cent. 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  Ma*sachasettP.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator permit  an  interruption?  81xty  fire  per  cent  Is  the  House 
rate.    The  rate  of  the  present  law  Is  eo  per  c«'nt 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  am  comparing  this  bill  with  the  House  bill. 

I  will  n-jK'at  that,  so  that  it  will  be  In  order. 

CV>ropNrtng  with  the  House  bill,  prisms  are  decreased  from  65 
per  cent  to  SO  per  cent,  which  is  a  decrease  of  53.8  per  cent 

tTjlmneys  are  decreased  from  65  per  cent  to  55  per  cent,  a 
derreaae  of  16.4  per  cent. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maseachui^etts.  Mr.  Prertdent.  how  is  a 
decrease  fmni  66  to  55  per  cent  a  decrease  of  15  per  cent? 

Mr.  ErxJK.  You  can  not  figure  the  decrease  in  ad  ralorem 
by  subtraction  between  the  two.  You  figure  the  actual  net 
results,  computed  on  the  value  of  the  two.  I  get  these  figures 
from  the  expert  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  who  assures  me  that 
they  are  abnolutely  correct. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Masf^chusetts.  A  reduction  from  65  per  cent 
ad  Taiorein  to  66  per  cent  ad  valorem  is  a  reduction  of  10  per 
cent. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Oh,  no ;  not  In  net  results. 

Mr.  W.\LSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senator  means,  consid- 
ering the  ralne  of  the  product? 

Mr.  EIKiE.  I  am  di.<«cu^ing  the  ad  ralorem  computed  upon 
the  value  of  the  product,  of  course. 

The  duty  on  the  articles  in  the  third  section,  globes  and 
Bha<ies.  is  increased  from  65  to  85  per  cent,  which  is  an  Increase 
of  3<).8  per  cent. 

Fourth,  the  duty  on  all  other  illuminating  glassware  and  parts 
thereof  is  decreased  from  66  per  cent  to  60  per  cent,  a  decrease 
of  7.7  per  cent. 

That  is  the  computation  made  by  the  experts  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  as  a  result  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee's 
recuuimeiidation  covering  this  paragraph.  If  we  are  consider- 
ing these  paragra|)hs  from  the  standpoint  of  facts,  from  the 
standpoint  of  merit,  we  can  not  ci>nsider  that  everything  must 
be  a  decrease  simply  because  there  is  a  general  tendency  to 
want  decreases.  We  have  shown  our  desire  to  be  guided  by 
facts ;  and  In  showing  that  desire  we  recommend  three  decreases 
because  the  facts  warroitt  them.  We  recommend  one  Increase 
btx^use  the  facts  warrant  that.  If  the  decrea.ses  are  to  be 
acquiesced  in.  It  would  seem  to  me  that  pn»portionately  the 
increa.<(e8  must  be  acquiesced  In,  or,  of  course,  the  bill  will  be  all 
lupHided. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  for  a  question. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  has  talked  about  how  won- 
derfully thf  c*>mmitte*  has  done  in  giving  some  decreases.  Is 
It  not  u  fact  that  on  prisms,  for  instance,  ytiu  have  decreased 
the  duty,  and  prisms  are  not  made  in  this  country?  Is  not  that 
true? 

Mr.  EDGE.  They  are  made  in  this  country  to  some  extent. 
Mr   Pn^ldent.  • 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  figures  show  that  the  production  of 
prisma  in  this  omntry  is  practically  negligible.  Tbey  are  all 
Irap«>ried. 

Nf»w  I  want  to  ask  a  question  ab<tut  diimneys. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  8MOOT.  The  net  result  In  this  paragraph  is  a  decrea'^. 
There  Is  no  question  at  all  alK>ut  that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  In- 
crease to  85  per  cent  on  globes  and  shades  represents  an  increase 
from  60  per  c»'nt,  which  Is  the  present  law.  The  House  fixed  a 
flat  rate  of  05  iter  cent  on  all  these  imports. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  Is  undoubtedly  true  that  we  import  a  good 
many  i>rlsms,  and  yet  the  c»)mmittt^  has  re<luced  the  rate  on 
them.  My  infonnatiitn  is  that  the  imiwrtations  of  globes  and 
Khad«*s  are  not  serious. 

Mr.  SM<H>T.  The  importations  have  increased  from  some 
$72.«i00  la  IMO  or  1»M  up  to  over  $1,000,000  last  year. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  principal  foreign  competition  at  the 
pres»=mt  time  is  in  bkrwn  globes  and  shades  imported  largely 
from  Csechoslovukiu,  so  far  as  the  country  is  concerned,  from 
Which  tbey  eMne.    Informatloo  obtaiued  from  importers,  how- 


efw — this  Is  a  statement  from  the  Tariff  Commission — ^indicates 
t  a  large  proportion  of  the  imports  In  recent  years  consists  of 
The  latter  articles  are  not  made  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  the  importations  of  globes  and 

lades  alone  are  o>'er  a  million  dollars;  and  that,  as  I  say,  has 
i^creasetl   from   1»20   to   1921,   I   think,   from   $72,000   to   over 

,000,000  last  year. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Even  that  is  not  very  large  for  importa- 
tions. I  vk-as  wondering,  in  view  of  the  large  increase  in  this 
rite  from  60  to  85  per  cent,  whether  the  Senator  would  not  agree 
ti  >  let  it  go  back. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Will  not  the  Senator  allow  It  to  go  to  confer- 
eice?  Then  we  will  loc)k  it  up  and  see  what  the  condition  is. 
let  the  wh<»le  paragraph  go  to  conference. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  it  goes  to  conference,  the  only  thing  In 
omference  will  be  the  difference  l)etween  65  and  85  per  cent, 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  that  is  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  we  are  bound  to  have  an  Increase 
there. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  does  not  say  there  .should  not  be 
a  9  increa.se  up  to  65  per  cent,  does  he? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  I  do  not  say  that.  I  was  hoping  the 
Senator  would  agree  to  amend  his  amendment  so  as  to  reiluce 
ii  frcHn  85  to  65  per  cent,  and  then  it  will  go  intf>  conference. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  like  the  Senator  to  agree  to  it  and  let 
il  go  to  conference.  If  there  Is  any  other  information  on  the 
s  ibject,  it  may  be  brought  to  our  attention  there. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  agreeing  to  this 
8  )  per  cent  rate. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  a  very  large  amount  of  this  prod- 
u  rt  is  made  In  the  neighltorhood  in  which  I  live.  The  American 
li  mp-chlmney  industry  is  in  pretty  good  shape.  The  Imjxirts 
o '  lamp  chimneys  are  not  consi«lerable.  For  that  reason  it 
81  lemed  to  us  wi.se  to  reduce  the  duty  there  even  below  the  rate 
o '  the  1922  law. 

Exactly  the  contrary  picture  is  presented  on  prisms.  Our 
d>mestic  production  is  negligible.  We  have  to  go  abroad  for 
irost  of  them,  and  there  we  thought  we  were  justified  in  mnking 
a  very  considerable  increase.  But  on  the  glol)es  and  the  shades, 
where  the  t>aiance  between  the  foreigner  and  tl»e  American  is 
nore  exact,  the  competition  has  been  such  as  to  compel  idleness 
f<T  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  men  engaged  in  that  imlus- 
tiy  in  this  country. 

Let  me  give  the  Senate  some  typical  cases.  The  ordinary 
e  ectric  shade  7  inches  in  diameter,  the  bell  shade,  costs  abroad 
&i  cents,  and  its  landed  cost  in  New  York  is  $1.32.  In  si^te 
o '  the  competition  which  has  driven  this  business  down  to  cost. 
tl  le  lowest  American  price  of  that  same  article  is  $2.75.  The 
duty  of  85  per  ctait,  although  it  seems  larj^e,  will  not  sutlice 
to  make  up  the  difference  between  the  foreign  landing  cost 
a  ad  the  cost  here. 

This  Industry  has  been  declining  in  its  output  in  recent  years 
t»  a  very  marked  degree.  The  production  fell  off  about  20 
r?r  cent  between  1025  and  1027.  It  st-ems  to  me  that  where  wc 
cm  not  compete  at  all.  as  in  prisms,  or  where  we  can  comi)ete 
8  jccessfully,  as  in  lamp  chimneys,  It  would  not  be  fair  for  me 
t  »  ask  a  cijntinuance  of  the  high  duty,  but  in  behalf  of  the  men 
o '  the  industry,  the  trained  glass  workers  who  are  engaged  in 
naking  these  ordinary  electric  liglit  shades  and  globes,  I  do 
appeal  to  the  Senate  to  give  them  a  chance  to  continue  at  their 
V  ork. 

I  hope  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  will  agree  to  accept  this, 
li  ?canse  the  net  result  of  it  is  a  decrease  if  the  rates  fixed  in 
t  je  bill  as  it  pas.se«l  the  House. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  1  do  not  feel  jn.stified  in 
rating  for  this  increase,  but  I  do  not  care  to  discuss  it  any 
f  irther,  and  I  ask  for  a  vote. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  qu.^stion  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  l>y  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copb- 
LA.Ni))  to  the  committee  amendment 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  now  is  on  agnving 
t )  the  anietulraent  as  amendtxl. 

Mr.  HARUISON.     Mr.  I»resident,  a  psirliamentarv  Inquirv 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Mi^issippi'  will 
8  ate  his  inquiry. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  want  a  stptirate  vote  on  the  item  of 
g  obes  and  shades,  8.'  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  VICE  PUESIDENT.  The  question  Ls  on  the  committee 
amendmoit  as  amended,  and  the  Senator  fn»m  Mi.s.sls8ippi  asks 
fir  a  divisit)M  i.f  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  for  a  separate  vote  on  the  item 
"  globes  and  shades,  85  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  Presideut,  in  order  to  have  a  vote  on 
t  lat  particular  item,  it  seems  to  me  the  orderly  process  would 
b  ?  to  offer  an  amendment  to  change  the  rate  from  85  per  cent  to 
y  haterer  figure  the  Senator  has  in  mind. 


Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Pres.ldent,  I  move  as  a  substitute  that 
86  per  cent  be  made  65  per  cent.  That  would  give  an  increase 
of  5  per  cent  over  the  rate  in  the  present  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  press  that. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  am  going  to  press  it. 

M".  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the 
average  value  of  the  imported  globes  and  shades  that  come  into 
this  country.  Are  they  expensive  articles,  or  are  -they  cheap 
articles?     What  is  the  average  price  of  these  imports? 

Mr.  REED.     They  run  from  50  cents  up  to  $4.50. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massaclmsetts.  Are  they  the  globes  and 
shades  which  are  in  common  use? 

Mr.  REED.     Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  W.^LSH  of  Ma-ssachusetts.  They  are  not  the  more  expen- 
sive articles? 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  so  understand,  although  a  $4.50  shade, 
foreign  cost,  is  a  pretty  expensive  article.  Such  a  shade  would 
sell  in  the  Unite<l  States  for  $16  or  $17. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  a  question.  As  I  understand,  the  Senator 
states  the  duty  on  lamp  chimneys  has  been  reduced? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes.  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Why  can  American  industry  compete  In  chim- 
neys with  a  lower  rate  than  on  globes  and  shades? 

Mr.  REED.     Becaui^  we  make  them  in  mass  production,  and^ 
the  element  of  labor  does  not  enter  into  the  production  nearty  so 
much  as  it  does  in  the  production  of  the  globes  and  the  shades, 
which  require  very  skilled  handwork.     It  is  for  the  preservation 
of  that  skilled  workmanship  that  I  am  pleading. 

The  comi)etitive  situation  justifies  the  reduction  in  the  other 
Items,  but  on  globes  and  shades  it  really  means  the  livelihood 
of  thousands  of  men.  The  trade  was  built  up  originally  by  Im- 
migrants from  Belgium.  wh(»  settled  in  the  Monongahela  Valley, 
and  they  called  the  town  where  they  settled  by  the  same  name 
as  the  town  from  which  they  came  in  Belgium,  Charleroi.  This 
business  Is  the  livelihood  of  a  considerable  population  there,  and 
I  assure  Senators  that  It  is  not  to  bring  dividends  to  the  com- 
pany, though  they  have  not  been  prosperous,  but  it  is  to  keep 
those  men  at  work  that  I  am  pleading.  I  have  been  there  my- 
self, I  have  been  in  the  communities,  I  have  known  their  diffi- 
culties of  unemployment,  and  I  say  to  the  Senate  In  all  honesty 
that  it  is  a  ca.se  of  necessity. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  have  some 
figures  here  the  accuracy  of  which  I  would  like  to  test  These 
figures  are  to  the  effect  that  the  articles  in  this  paragraph  In 
1027  sh  )w  a  domestic  production  of  $11,528,682. 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  true,  but  that  includes  chimneys. 

Mr.  WAI.„SH  of  Massachusetts.  The  imports  were,  In  all, 
$9«:i.0«6,  or  a54  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production. 

Mr.  REED.  Those  figures  are  accurate,  but  the  trouble  with 
them  is  that  all  the  articles  are  lumped.  The  domestic  produc- 
tion is  very  largely  accounted  for  by  the  production  of  chim- 
neys, on  which  we  are  reducing  the  duties. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Do  the  same  companies 
manufacture  all  these  various  articles? 

Mr.  REED.  No ;  some  companies  manufacture  more  than  one 
variety,  of  course. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massadiusetts.  Are  there  separate  companies 
manufacturing  globes  and  shades? 

Mr.  REED.  I  believe  so.  The  Macbeth-Evans  Glass  Co., 
which  u.setl  to  manufacture  mostly  chimneys,  is  now,  I  under- 
stand, trying  to  manufacture  tl»e  globes  and  shades  largely. 
With  the  coming  of  the  electric  light  the  lamp  chimney  has 
become  less  important. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachujietts.  The  information  that  I  have 
Is  that  the  exports  are  more  than  the  Imports. 

Mr.  REED.  Last  year  the  Imports  were  $1,021,(H)0,  and  the 
exports  were  $971,000.  The  exports  were  very  largely  of  lamp 
chimneys. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  further  informaUon  I 
have  is  that  only  one  perwm  appeared  before  the  committee 
recommending  any  change  in  these  items. 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  letters  and  appeals  from  a  great  many. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  I  am  referring  to  the  evi- 
dence. This  memorandiim  I  have  Is  a  summary  of  the  evi- 
dence, and  it  states  tliat  only  one  witness  api^eared,  namely, 
Mr.  Thomas  W.  McCreary,  representing  the  Illuminated  Glass 
Gnlld  :  he  Is  the  only  one  who  aiH>ciired  before  the  subcommittee 
advocating  any  changes. 

Ml.  REED.  He  came  representing  the  organization  of  the 
workmen.  I  do  not  think  any  manufacturer  came,  but  I  have  a 
great  mass  of  appeals  from  them  in  letters. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Misslssif^  [Mr. 
U.^iuiisoif  J  to  the  committee  amendment. 


Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  before  we  vote  on  this  propo- 
sition let  me  refresh  the  minds  of  Senators  as  to  what  hapi>ened 
yesterday,  just  in  order  to  show  how  this  bill  was  framed  and 
what  is  attempted  to  be  done  by  those  in  charge  of  the  bilL 

Those  gentlemen  who  framed  the  bill  deliberately  reduced  the 
duty  on  china  clay  in  order  to  force  the  Senator  from  Get)rgia 
[Mr.  Gbc»oeJ,  a  member  of  the  committee,  to  try  to  increase  it 
The  Senator  from  Utah  shakes  his  head,  but  we  know  a  little 
about  practical  politics.  So,  while  they  were  attempting  to  re- 
duce tiie  duty  on  clay,  they  Increased  the  price,  high,  away  up, 
on  the  finished  product  made  in  some  of  the  New  England 
States,  as  w^  as  New  Jersey.  But  that  was  not  the  worst  part 
about  the  thing,  although  the  Senate  repudiated  it.  Wlien  the 
vote  was  taken  yesterday,  following  a  sugsestlon  upon  my  part 
that  a  limitation  of  debate  of  five  minutes  on  each  speaker  be 
put  into  effect,  it  was  objected  to  by  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania, because  be  wanted  to  speak  at  length  upon  it,  and 
several  hours  of  time  were  frittered  away.  Of  course,  our  side 
was  forced  to  reply.  I  excused  myself  from  speaking  at  all  on 
it  although  I  did  want  to  say  something,  in  order  at  the  last  to 
get  a  vote.  But  before  we  voted,  to  show  how  the  leadership 
in  charge  of  this  bill  upon  the  part  of  the  Republican  Party  led 
some  of  you  Senators  into  a  trap,  they  discarded  the  high  rates 
carried  by  the  House  in  some  instances  and  reduced  them,  cut 
them  out ;  hut  when  tlie  vote  came  they  refu.sed  to  follow  their 
own  recommendations  and  voted  to  insert  the  House  Increases, 
Ah,  the  Senator  from  Utah  now  shakes  his  head  and  says  he 
did  not    I  say  he  did. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  HAltRISON.  Walt  one  minute,  now.  I.,et  me  finish  up 
with  you  on  this  iMX)po8ition,  because  such  hypocrisy  as  that 

ought  to  be  revealed 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  Is  not  any  hypocrisy  hi  It 
Mr.  HARRISON.  So  tlmt  when  gentlemen  whose  seats  are 
located  on  the  other  side  enter  the  Chamber  and  Inquire.  "  What 
is  the  vote  about?"  they  will  not  rt^jeat  that  performance  in 
the  future.  The  vote  yesterday  came  on  the  proposition  of 
striking  out,  on  line  15,  page  40,  '*  10  cents  per  dozen  pieces  and." 
That  was  the  recommendation  of  the  Republican  majority  of  the 
committee;  they  wanted  to  strike  it  out  When  the  vote  was 
taken,  a  vote  "  yea  "  would  have  meant  a  vote  to  strike  it  out. 
Tlie  Senator  from  Utah  voted  "no."  and  the  Senator  from 
Pwinsylvanla  and  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  and  others  voted 
"  no,"  because  you  thought  from  the  argument  that  you  had  the 
power  and  the  votes  to  have  adopted  the  high  rate  carried  in 
the  bill,  and  you  did  not  want  even  to  follow  us  when  we  were 
standing  with  you  on  your  rect>mmendation  to  strike  that  out 
That  is  what  happened,  and  that  can  not  be  denied,  and  that  is  a 
piece  of  hypocrisy  and  jugglery  about  which  the  Senators  over 
there  ought  to  know,  because  tliey  have  to  follow  you  in  other 
provisions. 

Now  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  will  tell  the  truth  of  the  matter. 
Mr.  HARRISON.    Are  not  those  the  facts,  may  I  ask  the 
Senator? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  want  to  say  something  about  It. 
Mr.  HARRISON.     Will  not  the  Senator  now  state  that  those 
are  the  facts  as  I  have  stated  them? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  will  answer  the  Senator. 
Mr.  HARRISON.    All  right.    The  Senator  will  answer,  but 
he  does  not  deny  that  those  are  the  facts,   and   the   Rexx>bd 
shows  It 

Here  Is  the  proposition:  My  friend  from  New  Jersey  says, 
"  Oh,  we  have  reduced  the  rate  on  prisms,  we  have  reduced  the 
rate  on  lamp  chimneys,  but  we  have  Increased  It  on  shades  and 
globes."  Why  did  they  increase  the  rate  on  lamp  chimneys? 
Simply  because  there  are  few  importations  of  lamp  chimneys. 
They  are  produced  in  this  country.  There  is  a  pretty  appre- 
ciable exportiition  of  lamp  chimneys,  and  you  knew  thw-e  was 
no  need  of  ke^ng  the  high  rate,  so  you  reduced  it  from  60  per 
cent  to  55  per  cent.  You  should  have  reduced  it  further, 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes ;  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  addition  to  the  exports  of  lamp  chimneys, 
which  amounted  to  $326,000,  we  exported  last  year  $644,000 
worth  of  globes  and  shades. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  was  coming  to  that.  Now,  on  prisms 
you  reduced  the  rate  because  they  are  not  produced  In  the 
United  States.  If  they  are,  the  production  Is  negligible.  The 
Information  I  get  from  the  Tariff  Commission  is  that  they  are 
not  produced  here;  that  they  are  all  imi)orted  to  this  country. 
Then  why  do  you  keep  the  high  rate  you  are  keeping  in  this 
measure?  Of  course  you  reduced  it.  The  purpose  was  to  try 
to  reduce  it  on  tliose  two  items  so  the  rate  on  globes  and  shades 
could  be  Jacked  up. 
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Tlj#  Smator  tnm  P»««w«ylv«nla.  who  ppnernlTy  speaks  wtth 
mecnncj,  said  a  wblle  airo  that  of  coan^p  w«  expart  aonie  alne 
hudred  thooaand  aad  odd  dollars  of  these  Items,  bat  that  it  is 
mtrntlj  Uunp  rhlmneyH  that  we  export.  The  facts  are,  as  re- 
vealed by  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information,  that  lamp  cfaim- 
■ajs  are  only  atKiat  one-third  of  ttio  value  of  oar  exportSw  In 
1128  we  exported  $300,000  of  lamp  chimneys,  while  of  ^obes  and 
■hadeH.  wtklrli  It  is  dr^red  to  iiirreaHe  frrmi  60  per  cent  to  S5 
per  cent,  we  exported  KVM.OOO.  We  imported  In  this  d&as  alto- 
father  only  about  |l«000/)00,  and  yet  the  baaia  of  the  request 
of  the  Repobllcan  majority  Is  that  they  want  to  help  American 
labor  in  thia  way. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MaMiarhaspttK.  Mr.  Preiddent,  ean  the  Sena- 
tar  state  the  extent  of  the  im|tortfi  of  globes  and  shades? 

&lr.  UAKRISON.  It  is  not  sefMrately  stated,  but  the  entire 
imports  were  about  $1,000,000. 

Mr.  W^AL8II  of  Mnsaafhwietts.     That  Inchides  prisms? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Prisms  and  lamp  chimneys,  globes,  and 
akadea. 

Mr.  WALSH  at  Maflsa<^asett8.  It  is  admitted  that  the  chim- 
neys aad  prlnsN  are  not  produced  in  this  conntry? 

Mr.  UARRIHON.     Yes. 

Mr.  WAI^lII  of  MaMsaohnsetts.  Therefore  It  Is  fair  to  argne 
that  there  are  aa  many  globes  and  shades  exported  as  there  are 
Imported. 

Mr.  HAURISON.  Yes.  Every  time  It  Is  proposed  to  increase 
th«>  rate  the  anrament  is  that  it  is  done  to  help  American  labor. 
Ye-^terrtny  the  distintniii^htHl  Senator  from  West  Virginia  tMr. 
Oorr)  addreswHl  the  Senate,  and  one  would  thluk  that  he  was 
on  tha  ba!«in;9  of  West  Virginia  making  a  political  speech  In- 
Tolvinic  hhi  raelectioo.  How  be  did  talk  for  American  labor! 
What  he  is  trying  to  do  Is  to  hidp  some  greedy,  avaricious, 
selflAh  interest  that  ia  now  piling  up  high  profits  in  the  manu- 
facture of  aome  particular  article  by  reason  of  high  tariff  rates. 

I  sntnnit  that  60  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  shades  and  globes  is 
quite  enough  tax  to  charge  the  American  consumer.  I  submit 
that  to  Increaae  It  to  85  per  cent  is  indefensible  and  Inexcusable, 
and  b*'fore  it  is  done  there  \\i\l  be  a  roll  call  to  see  who  wants 
to  Increase  the  price  of  that  item  to  the  American  consumer. 

Mr.  8M<Hyr.  Mr.  Treaident,  I  want  to  refer  to  the  statement 
ma.l«'  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  which  virtually  charged 
the  majority  members  of  the  ci>mmlttee  with  deception.  If  not 
dishonesty.    I  want  to  ttll  tlie  Senate  Just  what  happened. 

The  committee  proiioaed  to  strike  out  on  paje  40,  line  17,  the 
words  -10  cents  per  docen  pieces  and.**  Then  we  added  the 
folkiwtog  provision : 

la  addltioa  to  tb«  foregoing  there  shall  be  paid  the  foDowIng  duties : 
On  mp«,  moeera,  or  platea,  Tatu(>d  at  not  more  than  SO  cents  per  dosen, 
JO  cents  per  doaeo  ;  on  cups  and  saucers  imported  as  nnita,  valued  at 
not  more  than  50  e«nts  per  doses  units,  10  cents  per  dosen  separate 
pleeea. 

Mr.  President,  when  that  aaModment  was  rejected  by  the  Sen- 
ate the  question  of  the  10  cents  per  duxen  separate  pieces  did 
not  apply  to  the  articles  containing  25  per  cent  or  DM>re  of 
painted,  colored,  tinted,  or  stained.  The  "10  cents  per  doaen 
pieces "  going  out,  it  left  out  tl»e  item  of  "  10  cents  per  docen 
pieces  and  "  as  welt  and  therefore,  having  acted  upon  the  first 
"  10  «^nt8  per  dozen  pieces  "  and  it  bt'ing  reje<'ted  by  the  com- 
mittee, which  was  to  take  the  place  of  the  amendment  In  line  15. 
It  then  became  necessary  to  disagree  to  that  amendment  and 
leave  the  provision  as  the  House  had  it. 

That  Is  why  we  votetl  apainst  the  committee  amendment. 
The  commltti«e  amendment  that  struck  out  another  provision 
which  had  been  put  in  to  cover  twrth  classes  of  cups  and  saucers 
was  rejected,  and  after  the  Senate  defeated  the  one,  then  the 
only  thinjt  to  do  was  to  try  to  sustain  the  House  provision  of  10 
cents  per  d«^aen  pieces,  and  the  only  way  that  could  be  done  was 
to  vote  against  the  committee  amendment.  If  the  committee 
amendnnent  had  been  agreed  to  in  the  first  place,  then  there 
would  have  been  no  necessity  for  voting  against  the  committee 
amendment  in  line  15. 

That  la  the  trtith  of  the  matter.  It  corers  the  whole  thing. 
I  know  very  well  that  the  people.  If  they  will  look  at  it,  will  see 
that  there  wm  no  intentkw  on  the  part  of  the  committee  to  dis- 
agree to  any  coaMBlttee  amendment  in  any  way,  but  after  we 
had  proposed  to  transfer  the  item  In  one  place  and  were  de- 
feated upon  that  prupoaitlon.  then  the  question  reirerted  back  to 
the  original  proposltlffn.  and  ot  coarse  having  been  defeated 
upon  the  one  the  only  thing  we  eonid  do  in  order  to  have  a  rate 
of  10  cents  per  doaen  pieces  waa  to  vote  against  the  other  com- 
mittee arocndnMot. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  sevaral  times  dtirfcjg  the 
paa<  two  weeka  I  voted  for  an  tnmeaae  In  tariff  rates.  I  think 
In  this  partievlar  case,  as  pointed  out  by  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi,  it  would  be  a  great  mistake  to  ^ve  the  hi^  rate 
proposed  by  the  committee.    There  la  no  artide  imported  Xor 
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Htiminatlon  purposes  that  Justifies  a  rate  of  85  per  cent  ad 
ralorem.  Certainly,  as  pointed  out,  where  we  have  manufac- 
ures  amounting  to  over  $12,(t00,0«O  and  Imintrts  of  less  than 

0<X),000,  and  at  the  same  time  exports  of  this  da-ss  of  glass- 
are  in  excess  of  our  imports,  there  Is  no  Ju.«»tiflcation  for  such 

high  rate.    I  shall  vote  for  a  lower  rate  than  the  85  per  cent 

roposed  by  the  committee.     I  have  here  letters  from  concerns 
my  State  pointing  out  what  this  will  mean  to  the  public  If 
he  proposed  high  rate  Is  Imposed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
he  anH»ndment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  to 
he  amen<lment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  REKD.  Mr.  President,  will  not  the  Senator  modify  his 
iimendinent  and  make  It  at  least  75  per  cent?  It  will  have  to 
i  ;o  to  conference  anyway. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  nm  willing  to  make  it  70  per  cent  so  It 
(an  go  to  conference  <>n  that  basis. 

Mr.  REED.     I  hope  the  Senator  will  make  It  75  per  cent. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
)  imendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
modify  his  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  prefer,  rather  than  take  the 
1  ime  for  a  roll  call  and  perhaps  not  be  able  to  get  a  quorum  for 
I  ome  time,  to  accept  the  Senator's  proposal  of  70  per  cent  and 
1  ote  upon  that,  although  I  want  to  say  frankly  that  I  do  not 
l^leve  that  Is  the  proper  rate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
laodlfy  his  amendment  to  the  amendment? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  modify  it  and  make  it  70  per  cent  with 
itiat  understanding. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
Hill  be  stated. 

The  Chief-  Cuxk.  On  page  45,  subparajrraph  (c),  In  line  16, 
in  the  committee  amendment,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
iropfjoes  to  strike  out  "85"  and  Insert  In  lien  thereof  "70,'' 
8  9  as  to  make  the  sul^aragraph  read: 

(c)  Illuminating  articles  of  every  description,  flaisbed  or  uufiuiabed, 
1  holly  or  la  chief  value  of  glass,  for  use  in  connection  with  artificial 
i  lumination  :  Prisms,  30  per  cent  ad  valorem;  chimueya,  53  per  cent 
a  i  valorem  ;  globes  and  shades,  70  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  all  others,  and 
parts  thereof,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tbe  question  is  on  agreeing  'o  the 
eraendment  of  the  Senator  from  Mlssis.sippi  to  the  amen'lment 
cf  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  a^eed  to. 

The  amendment  a.s  amendetl  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  wiU  state  the  next 
s  mendmeat. 

The  Chikf  Clmk.  On  page  46.  paragraph  218,  subsection  (3), 
t  be  committee  proposes,  in  line  2,  to  strike  tmt  "  70  per  cent " 
1  nd  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "  82^  per  cent,"  so  as  to  make  the 
£ ubiMiragraph  read: 

(e)  Bottles  and  Jars,  whoDy  or  In  chief  value  of  glass,  of  th?  char- 
icter  oaed  or  designed  to  be  used  as  containers  of  perfume,  talcnm 
lowdi-r.  toilet  water,  or  other  toilet  preparations,  and  tMttles  vials, 
iBd  Jars,  vhoUy  or  ia  chief  value  of  glass,  fitted  with  or  deslgrpd  for 
xse  with  ground-glass  stoppers,  82\i  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  EDGE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  if 
le  will  ylrfd  to  enable  me  to  present  an  ameiulment  to  the 
£  mendment  ? 

Mr.  EIX5E.     Certainly. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  move,  on  page  4«,  line  2,  to  strike  out 
*  82H  per  cent,"  as  proposed  by  the  committee,  and  intert  In 
leu  thereof  "65  per  cent." 

Mr.  EIHJE.  The  amendment  to  the  amendm«it,  of  course.  Is 
lending? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
it  the  Senator  from  New  York  to  the  amendment  of  the  eom- 
I  ilttee. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  speak  on  the  aiuend- 
nent  a  id  on  the  paragraph  as  proposed  by  the  Finance  Com- 
I  littee. 

I  presume,  under  existing  conditions,  any  appeal  to  maintain 
fln  Industry  which,  from  absolutely  indisputable  information   is 

I  ipldly  being  put  out  of  bnslness.  Is  futile.  Nevertheless,  I  con- 
alder  it  my  duty,  very  briefly,  to  present  the  situation  as  it 
exists  in  this  countT>-  to-day  with  relation  to  the  giass-bb^wlng 
and  handmade  bottle  Industry. 

As  I  think  all  Senators  understand,  previous  to  a  very  few 
J  pars  ago  all  of  our  bottle  ware,  jars,  and  so  forth  were  made 
ty  hand  ;  in  other  words,  through  the  operation  of  the  indl\idual 
vorkmen  known  as  glass  blowers.     It  Is  an  Industry  that  has 

II  |d  a  very  historic  and  artistic  side  as  well  as  a  practical  one. 
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The  artistic  side,  going  back  100  years  or  more,  developed  some 
unu>sual  and  beautiful  types  of  glassware  which  to-day  are  kept 
in  collections  as  relics  of  an  industry  which,  as  I  said,  Is  being 
rapidly  put  out  of  business.  It  Is  being  put  out  of  business, 
of  course,  by  modern  appliances,  as  to  the  general  use  of  which 
I  have  not  the  slightest  criticism  or  objection. 

But,  Mr.  President,  even  with  this  development  it  is  abso- 
lutely essential  to  maintain  some  glass-blowing  establishments, 
because  with  all  the  Ingenuity  of  the  Inventor  there  has  not 
yet  been  invented  a  type  of  machine  which  will  produce  the 
various  types  of  bottles  of  the  rarer  or  more  expensive  quality, 
particularly  perfumery  bottles.  We  all  know  of  the  rare  and 
exquisite  designs  of  some  t.vpes  of  perfumery  bottles  and  some 
bottles  used  fur  other  purposes.  The  best  class  of  that  type 
of  bottles  can  not  be  made  by  machinery.  There  are  also  hand- 
made tyi>«»  of  glassware  for  scientific  purposes  requiring  very 
careful  workmanship  t'aat  can  not  be  made  by  the  use  of  any 
machinery.  Therefore  it  is  absolutely  imperative  that  we  re- 
tain in  this  countrj',  through  a  protective  tariff,  the  nucleus 
at  least  of  the  old  handmade  glass-blowing  industry. 

Over  in  Italy,  as  we  well  know,  Venetian  glass  and  some  of  the 
most  beautiful  designs  in  France  and  other  sections  of  the  Old 
World  are  made  in  the  same  manner  entirely  by  the  hand 
process. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  have  only  10  minutes.  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  permit  me  to  make  my  statement.  I  am  afraid  it  will  re- 
quire the  full  10  minutes  to  do  so;  otherwise  I  would  be  glad  to 
yield. 

The  committee  Investigated  the  situation  with  a  great  deal 
of  care.  I  have  here  the  selling  price  or  the  selling  differential. 
It  was  impossible  to  se<ure  the  actual  costs  abroad.  The  dif- 
ferential in  the  selling  prices  as  prepared  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission on  the  im|H)rted  handmade  bottle  and  our  own  hand- 
made bottle,  taking  25  different  tj-pes  of  bottles  in  order  to  try 
to  reach  an  average,  demonstrates  a  considerable  differential 
between  the  dmnestic  bottle  produced  In  this  country  and  the 
foreign  bottles  Imported.  The  present  duty  is  55  per  cent  and 
the  House  suggests  a  duty  of  70  per  cent,  while  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  proposes  to  Increase  it  to  82%  per  cent. 
While  in  some  classes  of  bottles  the  domestic  price  ia  not  in 
excess,  yet  in  many  Instances  it  is  necessarily  greatly  in  excess. 
For  instance,  samples  1,  2,  3,  and  4  show  a  lesser  foreign  selling 
price,  with  the  propo.sed  82%  per  cent  duty  Included  and  all 
profits,  per  gross,  of  $4  42.  $4.18,  $1.31,  and  $3.08.  A  few  others 
taken  at  random  are  $8.50,  $10.46.  and  $6.14,  with  some  cases  of 
reduction,  as  I  have  already  stated. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  about  4,000  men  who  are  still  em- 
ployed in  this  industry.  There  are,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge, 
a  total  of  five  or  six  plants  left,  located  In  Illinois,  in  New^ 
Jersey — one  small  plant  had  to  close  up  and  go  out  of  business 
during  the  last  year — and  two  plants  in  Maryland,  in  the  neigh- 
borhood of  Baltimore.  I  think  those  are  the  only  existing  plants 
in  this  country. 

We  received  during  our  consideration  of  this  particular  piira- 
graph  much  testimony,  which  I  will  not  have  time  to  read,  both 
from  representatives  of  the  industry  and  representatives  of 
labor.  The  telegram  which  I  hold  in  my  hand  is  from  the  presi- 
dent of  the  Glass  Bottle  Blowers'  Association  representing  the 
4,000  men  who  are  still  left    The  telegram  is  as  follows : 

Ota..  M^n^Vered  perfunu  bcUlc:  ComparUon  of  iomeMie  ,eUinf  pHcu  f.  o.  b.  New  York  CUf  '>f  fP^fj' ^^^  ^^^tj^JP^^ 

Franric  i.  l  Sew  York  CUt,  not  inclu4ing  dtUt.  and  fcUk  dutt  compiUed  at  triout  rates,  together  witk  the  wetghted  and  anvetyMM  tscro^M  for  nic*  MOKi  of  New  ror« 

atf  for  I9t7 


Atlantic  Crrr,  N.  J.,  Zulu  ti,  t9t9. 
We  are  making  a  last  desperate  appeal  to  you  on  behalf  of  the  glass 
blower  vrhose  only  chance  of  continued  employment  making  cologne  an<l 
toilet  bottles  depends  upon  a  rate  of  82»4  per  cent  ad  valorem  In  section 
218  of  the  new  tarilT  act  We  hope  and  pray  you  will  grant  us  this  rate 
in  order  that  our  people  will  have  jobs  that  will  enable  them  to  support 
their  families. 

Jamss  Malonet. 
PrfHdent  Glau  Bottle  Blotcert'  A»$ociaiion. 

That  Is  a  sentimental  appeal,  it  is  true.  Nevertheless,  Mr. 
President,  it  is  based  on  facts.  Unless  this  duty  shall  be  ralse<l 
or  maintained  reasonably  within  the  82%  per  cent  basis.  Just  as 
the  one  concern  has  closed  in  New  Jersey,  the  other  five  con- 
cerns in  the  country  will  go  uut  of  business,  so  far  as  handmade 
glass  blown  bottles  of  the  character  described  in  the  paragraph 
are  concerned,  and  we  will  have  to  depend  entirely  upon  im- 
portations of  that  class  of  commodities  made  by  the  hand  proc- 
ess. This  amendment  iwoviding  for  an  increase  awjeals  to  me 
very  strongly,  and  I  hope  that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
will  recognize  that  this  is  an  industry  that  we  at  least  should  be 
charitable  enough  to  permit  to  continue  In  business. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  will  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky if  be  will  yield  to  me  a  minute  or  two  If  I  shall  need  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand  that  the  present  rate  on  these 
biUtles  Is  55  per  cent? 

Mr.  EDGE.     That  is  the  present  law. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  that  the  rate  under  the  House  bill  ia 
70  per  cent? 

Mr.  EDGE.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  appreciate  very  much  what  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  has  stated,  and  I  realise  that  a  large  portion 
of  the  cost  of  these  bottles  is  in  labor,  because  they  are  hand 
blown. 
Mr.   EDGE.     Practically  entirely  so. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  an  increase  from  55  per  cent  to  82% 
per  cent  seems  to  be  very  considerable. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  rate  proposed,  as  the  Senator  will  see.  Is  50 
per  cent  over  the  present  rate  of  55  per  cent.  An  application 
has  been  made  under  the  flexible  provision  for  an  Increase  in 
the  rate,  which,  of  course,  could  not  exceed  82%  per  cent.  So 
the  request  to  the  committee  was  based  on  the  new  rate  of  duty 
which  would  be  provided  if  the  President  should  pass  favorably 
upon  the  aw>li<^ation. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  Is  true,  but  that  seems  to  presuppose 
that  the  President  will  grant  the  application  for  a  50  per  cent 
Increase. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  do  not  think  those  Interested  In  the  Indu-stry 
so  intended.  They  have  shown  In  the  differentials  to  which  I 
have  referred — and  which,  with  the  permission  of  the  Senate,  I 
shall  have  inserted  in  the  Rbkobd  complete — that  an  82%  per 
cent  duty  will  not  close  the  gap  in  many  instances. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  request  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  to  insert  the  table  referred  to  will 
be  granted. 
The  table  Is  as  follows: 


[Per  gross] 


Sample  numlMT 


1-- 
2.. 
%.. 

4.. 

6.- 
•  «. 
7.. 
S>. 
»»- 
10. 

11- 


Selling 
price  of 
domestic 
bottles  at 
New  York 
City,  In- 
cluding 
transpor- 
tation 


117.80 
1&.36 
17.15 
1A.M) 
IS.  SO 
IB.  75 
23.80 
18.00 
14.90 
19.06 
17.35 


Calculated  cost  to  importer  of  French  bottles 
c.  i.  t.  New  York  City  « 


Ex-duty 


$7.28 
6.20 

8.ia 

7.44 

i.M 

&37 

14.40 

13.83 

ia75 

7.05 

8.00 


Including 

duty  of  55 

Iter  cent 

aa  valorem 


$1L1S 

0.51 

13. 9B 

11.43 

16.30 

ftoa 

31.73 
31.20 
10.50 
12.10 
U.59 


Induding 

duty  of  70 

per  cent 

ad  valorem 


$1X30 
10  41 
1170 
1Z52 
10.71 

lasi 

2167 
33.33 
18.14 
13.31 
14.83 


Including 
duty  of  82H 

per  oent 
ad  valorem 


$13.08 
11.17 
16.84 
13.42 
17.02 
1L2S 
2S.S0 
25.09 
10.40 
14.27 
16l88 


Diflerenoe  between  selling  price  of 
domestic  and  cost  to  importer  of 
fbrsign  bottles 


Induding 

duty  of  55 
per  oent 


$0.36 

6.84 

3.03 

6.07 

1.94 

lail 

.87 

-3.30 

-1.66 

3.40 

3.80 


Induding     Induding 

duty  of  70  Iduty  of  824 

per  cent        per  cent 


$5.30 

4.04 

2.36 

3.06 

-.21 

9124 

-Lll 

-6.83 

-$.24 

3L34 

2.83 


$142 

4.18 

L31 

108 

-1.43 

8.80 

-Z76 

-7.03 

-4.56 

1.38 

L41 


.  Cost  to  importer  Includes  Dri«  at  lactory.  padced,  and  calculated  transportotion  costs  and  other  diargee  from  factory  to  New  York  City. 
^B^tl«1^0.  S^lT^Kte  in  quantity  about  00  per  «nt  of  th.  impo^ 
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Ol*M  lUpptTtd  perfHWU  htttlet:  Comjmriaon  of  domettie  uUing  price*  (.  o  h.  S'eic  I'or- 
Fmnef  e  \  '  V«r  York  Oil.  net  including  duti,  and  with  dutt  eomptUed  at  raHotu 
fm  iHr— Contiuud 

IP, 


KTomJ 


Bampls  numbs 


12- 

U 

14 

W» 

M _ 

17 

W 

!• 


M 

» 

Weifbtcd  aTwaga 
I'nwiigtaUd  aT< 


MUng 
pric«of 

aomcBtic 

bottlwat 
N«w  York 

City,  in- 
cluding 

trans  por- 
Ution 


117.00 
ir..  90 
aoo 

25.00 
48.00 
35.00 
43.30 
M.SO 
30.06 
39. » 
34.00 
32.00 
SO.  52 
100.00 
21.50 
3a73 


•BotUca  %,  9. Mid  U  eoDitltoU  to  quanUty  aboat  00  pw  ocot  of  tba  inporU  o(  tb« 

Mr.  EDGE.  Permit  me  to  read  Jast  a  paragraph  from  Mr. 
MaioDey'M  testimony,  wbicti,  to  some  extent,  is  responsire  to  the 
qaery  of  the  Senator  from  Keutmlcy.  Mr.  Maloney,  answering 
a  qoeHtlon  propounded  to  him  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
(Mr.  BaxkixyJ,  made  this  reply: 

Brorjr  little  IncrMM  belps  as.  Senator.  I  Mid  to  the  reprcoentatlve 
of  tba  ■anufacturm  that  82H  per  cent  waa  not  eaough  to  cover  it. 
bat  w«  bad  aakad  tbe  Prealdeiit  for  50  per  cent  We  coald  aot  aak 
for  aajr  more,  and  in  ord«r  to  be  coaalateat  we  pat  tbe  SO  per  cent  In 
here,  whicb  oakca  tite  duty  82  Vi  per  cent. 

Senator  lUaauiT.  On  a  given  qoality  of  bottlea,  what  American 
bottler  or  purchaaer  woald  buy  a  given  type  of  boaiemade  bottle  and 
pay  $4.03  more  for  It — 

That  was  the  differential  presented  to  the  committee— 
than  be  coald  get  the  same  tblng  for  in  France?     What  type  of  home 
Indoatry  to  wUilnk  to  buy  that  type  of  bottle  In  tbe  United  State*.  In 
spite  of  th«  advantage  be  could  bave  by  purcbairing  It  from  France? 

Mr.  Maloxst.  It  mlgbt  be.  Senator,  that  the  production  of  the 
American  factory  might  be  a  little  better.  ThU  la  a  new  boalneas,  a 
aew  industry,  and  we  know  now  that  our  people  are  b^ag  dUplaced. 

That  is  tbe  machinemade  article  of  which  he  is  spealcing — 
Tbey    are    pretty    nearly    gone.      We    are    Just    like    a    drowning    man. 
graaplng  at   anything.      That    is    why    we   are    graaplng    at   this.      We 
know  that  we  ess  aot  get  any  more.     Tbe  Ways  and  Means  Commlt- 
tse  gave  oa  only  66  per  cent — 

He  la  wrong  In  that  respect.  The  House  committee  gave  70 
per  cent — 

and.  heavena  and  earth.  I  gueaa  we  ran  them  ragged.     I  guesa  they 
bated  tbe  aight  of  oa. 

He  goes  on  and  makes  a  very  appealing  argument. 

Mr.  BLACK.       Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
Mr.  EDGE.     I  yield. 

__  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  time  of  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  has  expired. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Then  in  my  time  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  a  question.  Has  the  Tariff  Commission  acted 
upon  this  request? 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  beg  the  Senatw^s  pardon ;  I  did  not  hear  his 
question. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Has  the  Tariff  Commission  acted  upon  the  re- 
quest for  an  increase  of  duty? 

Mr.  EDGE.  No;  the  investigation  has  not  at  jet  been" com- 
pleted. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  obtained  the  floor.  * 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  in  the  time  of  the  Senator 
ftrom  Tenaasscc  offer  an  amendment,  as  I  understand  my  time 
has  expired? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Certainly. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  to  tbe  paragraph 
which  will  make  perfectly  clear  the  intent  of  the  committee 
that  the  82^  per  cent  rate  shall  apply  alone  to  handmade  bot- 
tles. There  has  haen  sotae  question — and  I  think  perhapa  thei« 
is  baais  for  it— that  tbe  paragraph  would  also  proylde  a  duty 
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CUg  of  tptcific  donuttic  MtUM  icUh  calcuialed  cost  to  imporUr  of  rompardbU  boUlu  from 
ratet,  together  with  the  iceighted  and  unweighted  aseragu  for  tuick  bottlet  at  Neie  York  CUg 


Caleolated  coat  to  importer  of  French  bottles 
c.  i.  (.  .New  York  City 


Ex-duty 


17.70 
12L40 
11.42 
16.78 
21.20 
13.87 
34  06 
16.70 
13.  7S 
18.  H4 
14.40 
17.74 
23.32 
10138 
1Z24 
1&Q3 


Including 

duty  of  56 

per  cent 

ad  valorem 


$11.  W 
IB.  04 
17.40 
25.  ^^ 
32.00 
•.»4 
3«.70 
23  42 
20.  S3 
28.03 
22.00 
2^61 
34.31 

lfi0.»-J 
18.85 
28l34 


locluding 

duty  of  70 

per  cent 

ad  valorem 


$1103 
3aM 
19.  (H 
28.32 
35.08 
2L86 
40.15 
25.53 
22.38 
30  54 
3107 
2B.03 
37.88 

175.07 
30.65 
27.72 


Difference  between  selling  price  of 
do  most  ic  and  cost  to  importer  of 
foreign  bottles 


Including     t..„i.,j(„_ 
ad'TalTem      P« «'°' 


$13.85 
22.  .17 
20. 3» 
30.38 
37.54 
23.13 
43.03 
27.28 
23  91 
32.03 
25.  SO 
31  05 
40.31 

1*7.70 
22.15 
29.70 


15.20 
-2.54 

160 
-.86 
18.91 

t.0« 

5.80 
11.38 

f.&3 
11.03 
12.00 

5.30 

16.21 

.08 

265 

Ii39 


Including 

duty  of  70 

per  cent 


$4.08 
-13« 

Z07 

-3.33 

12  04 

3.15 

135 

9.77 

7.67 

0.11 

a.  93 

207 

12  94 

-15.07 

.85 

3.01 


Including 

duty  of  82Vi 

percent 


x>ttles  shown  in  tbe  table,  and  about  41  per  cent  of  all  glass  perfume  bottles  imported. 

of  82^  per  cent  on  machinemade  cologne  bottles  and  other 
bottles  of  similar  type.  The  amendment  which  I  will  offer  will 
make  the  82 Vd  per  cent  rate  apply  alone  to  l)ottles  made  by 
hand.  1  think  that  will  meet  muny  of  the  objections  which  I 
have  heard  from  the  importers. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr  President,  in  answer  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  some  of  the  evidence 
in  this  case  given  on  the  part  of  some  of  the  companies  engaged 
In  the  business.  I  first  quote  from  the  top  of  puge  456  of  the 
volume  of  the  Senate  hearings  on  Schedules  1,  2,  and  3.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge]  asked  Mr.  Leach  this 
question : 

Senator  Edgs.  It  would  not  malte  any  difference  what  tbe  decision  of 
the  court  waa  tl>enT 

Mr.  Lbach.  No.  air.     But  atill  we  could  not  exist  on  70  per  cent. 
•  •••••• 

Senator  EDoa.   What  rate  of  duty  have  you  asked  for  7 

Mr.  LxACH.  We  asked  for  82Vi  per  cent,  because  that  was  the  rate 
under  the  flexible  tariff  law,  basing  the  original  rate  at  55  per  cent 

After  that  examination  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino] 
took  hold  of  the  witness,  and  let  us  see  what  the  condition  of 
his  business  was  as  disclosed  by  the  testimony.  Remember  it 
is  a  business  which  the  witness  said  could  not  exist  without  a 
duty  of  82%  per  cent : 

Senator  Ki.vg.  What  company  do  you  represent? 

Mr.  LXACH.  The  Carr-Lowrey  Glass  Co.,  of  Baltimore.  Md. 

Senator  Kino.  What  is  your  capital  stock? 

Mr.  Lkach.  150.000. 

Senator  Kino.  How  long  have  you  been  in  buaineaa? 

Mr.  Lsacn.   Forty  years. 

Senator  Ki.Na.  What  assets  have  you  got? 

Senator  Raco.  Senator,  he  explained  that  be  la  also  in  tiie  machine- 
blowing  buaines!). 

Senator  Ki5a.   I  underatand.  Senator. 

Mr.  Lbach.  We  have  been  In  business  40  ypara. 

Sen.ator  Kino.  What  la  your  output  per  annum,  of  everything  In  the 
glaaswnre  line? 

Mr.  Lbach.  I  have  not  thoae  figures  with  me,  Senator,  and  I  could 
not  answer. 

Senator  Kino.  You  have  some  Idea,  have  you  not? 
Mr.  Lbach.  No.     I  would  not  want  to  say. 

"  I  would  not  want  to  say ! "  We  will  see  In  a  moment  what 
was  the  condition  of  this  impoverished  business.  The  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  had  to  pull  the  fact-s  out  of  the  witness. 

Senator  KiTfo.  What  Is  your  position  In  the  company? 

Mr.  Lbach.  I  am  going  to  answer  your  question.  You  asked  me 
when  we  started. 

He  said  he  would  answer  the  question  by  answering  another 
one. 

Senator  Kiwo.  You  did  not  answer  my  question,  so  I  went  to  another. 
Mr.   Leach.  I  am  trying  to  answer.     We  started  40  years  ago  with 
faO.OOO  capital,  and  you  aaked  what  our  assets  are. 
Senator  Kino.  Tbe  value  of  them. 
Mr.  Lbach.  About  1750,000  buUt  up  In  40  years. 

V  fii?*'  *"  impoveriahed  concern?     Is  that  concern  in   the 
horribly  poor  condition  which  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  has 
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Just  depicted?  It  has  been  paying  dividends  and  been  paying 
salaries  to  its  officers  and  has  grown  from  $50,000  to  $790,000. 
I  see  no  signs  of  commercial  decay  in  that  business.  It  has 
been  progressive ;  it  has  l)een  built  up  under  a  very  high  rate  of 
tariff,  indeed,  yet  the  witness  declined  to  give  a  statement  as 
to  the  business  of  his  company.  He  wjis  not  frank  with  the 
Senator  who  was  examining  him,  but  that  Senator  had  to  pull 
out  of  the  witness  the  information  which  he  sought.  Yet, 
despite  the  evidence  as  to  the  condition  of  the  company  the 
witness  testified  that  this  kind  of  business  is  absolutely  in 
need,  that  it  can  not  exist  under  the  rate  In  the  present  tariff 
law,  but  needs  additional  duties. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield  to  the  Sraator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  EDOE.  Of  course,  after  the  speech  of  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  It  probably  will  not  muke  any  difference ;  but  if  the 
Senator  wants  the  facts,  let  me  say  that  this  concern  is  a  large 
concern — there  is  no  doubt  about  that — but  we  are  not  dis- 
cussing machinemade  goods.  The  company  represented  by  the 
witness  no  doubt  has  hundreds  of  machines,  but  the  rate  pro- 
posed does  not  apply  to  the  goods  mude  by  machines  or  any 
importations  of  machinemade  goods. 

Mr.  McKELLAR     Let  me  say  there 

Mr.  EDOE.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me  for  Just  a  mo- 
ment more,  they  are  asking  for  a  duty  on  handmade  goods; 
and  the  particular  plant  referred  to  has  a  handmade  branch, 
of  course,  but  it  also  produces  machinemade  goods. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  Tresident 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Walt  a  moment.  I  wish  to  answer  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey.  I  quote  further 
from  the  testimony : 

Senator  Kino.  When  you  come  here  for  the  purpose  of  saying  that 
you  an-  losing  your  business,  it  would  seem  to  me  that  you  ought  to 
know  what  you  are  producing. 

Mr.  Lbach.  Wc  are  working  12  shops  in  tbe  liand  industry. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Inasmuch  as  the  Senator  has  re- 
ferred to  two  firms  or  corporations  In  the  city  of  Baltimore  in 
my  State,  the  Carr-Lowrey  Glass  Co.  and  the  Swindell  Bros., 
I  think  I  should  answer  the  Senator. 

Mr.  McKELI-AR.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator 
answer  In  my  time,  although  it  Is  short,  Itecause  the  representa- 
tive of  the  companies,  Mr.  I^each,  did  not  answer  for  himself, 
and  I  take  pleasure  In  allowing  the  Senator  from  Maryland  to 
answer. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President,  both  of  the  concerns 
to  which  the  Senator  has  referred  are  not  engaged  alone  in  the 
making  of  hand-blown  bottles ;  they  are  engaged  also  in  other 
lines.  The  particular  tariff  rate  now  under  consideration  applies 
simply  to  hand-blown  or  handmade  bottles.  The  Senator  from 
Tennes.see  Is  reading  testimony  on  the  part  of  the  witness  which 
has  reference  to  his  entire  business  and  not  to  this  particular 
branch  of  his  business.  That  is  a  distinction  which  the  Sen- 
ator does  not  make. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  Is  a  distinction  that  the  witness  did  not 
make,  it  is  a  distinction  that  the  proix>eed  amendment  does  not 
make. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  The  Senator's  assumption  Is  In 
error. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  No ;  because  there  Is  proposed  an  Increase 
to  82%  per  cent. 

Mr.  BLACK.     Another  amendment  has  been  offered. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  did  not  know  that.  I  am  talking  about 
the  second  amendment ;  I  am  talking  about  the  Increase  of  the 
tariff  rate.  Here  is  a  great  wealthy  company  engaged  in  the 
glass  business  making  enormous  profits,  paying  excellent  divi- 
dends, increasing  its  business,  building  Its  business  up,  and  un- 
doubtedly It  is  as  prosperous  a  business  as  anyone  ever  read 
al)out;  yet  they  are  not  satisfied  with  the  present  rate  of  70 
per  cent — I  believe  that  is  the  rate  under  the  jw^sent  law. 

Mr.  EDGE.     The  present  rate  is  55  per  cent. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  rate  was  increased  by  the  House  from 
55  per  cent  to  70  per  cent  and  the  Senate  committee  comes  along 
and  increases  it  to  82^4  per  cent  It  Is  absolutely  indefensible 
and  ought  to  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  remark  In 
answer  to  the  Senator  that  there  are,  I  think,  only  about  3,000 
hand-blowTi  glassworkers  left  in  the  United  States.  Unless  the 
tariff  rate  proposed  shall  be  granted,  they  will  absolutely  have 
to  go  out  of  business,  and,  as  I  understand,  the  concern  carry- 
ing on  this  business  In  my  State,  unless  a  tariff  rate  of  82% 
per  cent  ad  valorem  shall  be  granted,  will  absolutely  have  to 
shut  down. 


Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  as  n  substitute  for  the 
82%  per  cent  on  line  2,  iiape  46.  "  75  per  cent." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  There  Is  an  amendment  ali-eady 
pending. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Who  offered  it? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Copeland]. 

Mr.  S4MOOT.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from  New  York  if  he 
will  not  withdraw  that  amendment. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  forgot  that  the  Senator  tn^m  New  York 
had  an  amendment  in^Hling.  I  offer,  as  a  sut>stltute.  75  per 
cent     I  ask  the  Senator  from  New  York  if  that  Is  agreeable? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield?  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  whether  his  amendment 
applies  solely  to  hand-blown  bottles  and  stopjiers? 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Ab.solutely. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  df»es  not  apply  generally,  as  in  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  COUZENS.    No ;  solely  to  hand-worked  glaaa 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I.et  the  Cliair  state  that  under  the 
rule,  this  Imng  an  amendment  to  strike  out  and  Insert,  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  is  subj(>ct  to  amend- 
ment, and  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan is  in  order. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  offer  the  amendment  proposing  '•  75  per 
cent "  instead  of  "  82%  per  cent." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  that  amendment  in  that  form. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  sliall 
object  to  this  amendment,  provided  it  carries  with  it  the  lan- 
guage proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  EDGE.  If  the  Senator  will  yield,  I  should  like  to  have 
read  the  amendment  that  I  have  presented,  which  has  not  l>een 
stated.    Then  we  will  have  that  point  entirely  clear. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the  amendment  be  stated  In 
the  Senator's  time. 

Tlie  Chief  Clerk.  The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  offers  the 
following  amendment : 

On  page  4ti,  line  2,  after  the  comma  following  the  word 
"  8topi)ers,"  Insert  the  following : 

All  the  foregoing  not  produced  by  automatic  machine,  regardless  of 
the  method  of  manufacture  of  tbe  stoppers  or  covers. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  may  say  that  that  Is  an  amendment  prepared 
by  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Now  the  Senator  from  Michigan  proposes 
"  75  per  cent "  in  place  of  the  82%  per  cent? 

Mr.  COUZENS.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Let  me  ask  a  question.  It  will  be  recalled 
that  under  the  tariff  act  of  1922  the  duty  on  these  bottles  waa 
placed  at  50  per  cent,  as  I  recall 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Fifty-five  per  t^nt. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  But  there  was  a  misapprehension,  a  dele- 
tion, a  mistake  in  the  bill,  so  that  there  had  to  be  a  ruling  by 
the  Treasury  Department. 

Mr.  EDGE.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  I  can  enlighten 
him  on  that.  I  did  not  have  time  to  include  it  in  my  remarks. 
The  Senator  is  entirely  correct ;  and  at  the  present  moment 
there  is  an  average  of  90  per  cent  refund  coming  back  to  all  the 
Importers  In  the  country  because  of  the  Customs  Court  decision, 
which  In  effect  lowered  the  prevailing  duty  of  55  per  cent  to  In 
the  neighborhood  of  5  per  cent;  and  at  the  present  moment 
there  is  a  duty  of  approximately  5  per  cent  only  on  these 
products. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  want  to  be  sure  that  we  do  not  fall  Into 
a  similar  error  now. 

If  the  Joint  amendments — ^the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  and  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  York — 
should  prevail,  then  this  paragraph  in  the  bill  would  relate  only 
to  hand-ground  bottles,  would  it  not?  But  where,  then,  would 
the  common  bottle  with  a  glass  stopper  come?  That  is  what  we 
want  to  be  sure  about. 

If  I  may  make  a  suggestion  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 
I  think  this  amendment  should  read  "  60  per  cent."  or  whatever 
the  amount  is — I  should  say  60,  or,  to  take  the  House  bill,  70 
per  cent — and  then  have  a  proviso  that  hand-blown  bottles  with 
glass  stoppers  shall  have  a  tax  of  75  per  cent.  It  must  be  under- 
stood by  the  Senate  that  this  item  as  it  is  now  written  applies 
not  alone  to  the  high-grade,  expensive,  hand-blown  bottles  u.sed 
for  perfumery  but  it  also  applies  to  the  simple,  cheapest  product 
of  the  automatic  bottle-making  machinery. 

Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr,  EDGE.  The  expert  who  prepared  that  amendment — Mr. 
Koch,  who  Is  sitting  by  my  side — said  that  he  spent  considerable 
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time  over  It,  and  teXt  that  that  was  absohitely  safe,  and  the  only 
practical  way  to  try  to  make  the  exceptions. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  In  order  to  save  time,  I  ask  onanlmoas 
consent  that  tbix  item  may  go  over  for  a  few  minutes,  in  order 
to  !«ee  if  we  can  not  work  oat  an  amendment. 

Mr.  EIJGE.  If  we  adopt  the  item  there  will  be  no  trouble 
afterward.s  In  changing  the  phraseology.  We  want  to  meet 
exactly  the  same  couditionit. 

Mr.  COPEI^M>.  Hut  this  is  exactly  what  would  happen:  If 
theHe  two  amendments  are  received,  the  item  then  will  apply  to 
all  theae  bottles,  and  they  will  fall  into  a  higher  rate.  We 
mai^t  be  Kure  that  they  do  not. 

Mr.  ElMiE.     No;  the  Senator  ia  incorrect  about  that 

Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  fn)m  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OOFF.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New  York  if  he 
win  Inclnde  In  his  request  for  nnanimoos  consent  that  this  mat- 
ter be  pussed  over  for  a  short  time  that  it  go  over  until 
to-morrow 

Bevk&al  (^atoks.     I  object. 

Mr.  GOFF.  So  that  we  can  get  together  and  consider  this 
question,  becou.'se  I  have  In  my  p«»ssession  some  facts  which 
indk*ate  that  the  hand  blowers  will  be  absolutely  put  out  of 
commission  and  will  no  lonjjer  be  able  to  compete  with  the 
foreign  Importers  if  the  tariff  Is  reduced. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  have  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Jenw'y?  I  think  there  is  something 
in  the  contention  of  the  Senator  from  New  YcM-k.  This  para- 
graph applies  to  all  types  of  bottles,  whether  machine  or  hand 
ma»U'.  Now,  if  you  Insert  your  amendment  so  as  to  make  this 
rate  applicable  only  to  handmade  bottles,  you  eliminate  machine- 
made  bikttles  from  consideration  in  the  paragrupb. 

Mr.  EIXJE.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BAIiKLEY.  So  that  you  will  have  to  add  either  another 
panigraph  or  other  language  in  there  to  take  care  of  machine- 
Mown  lK>ttles. 

Mr.  EDGE.  No;  my  understanding  from  the  expert  is  that 
then  all  machine-blown  bottles  will  go  in  the  general  paragraiih, 
217. 

Mr.  W-\LSn  of  Massachusetts.     Is  that  paragraph  217? 

Mr.  EIKiE.     Yea. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Let  us  get  It  right 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massa<husettSw     Mr.  President 

Tl.e  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  RA&KLEY.  Just  a  moment.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator, 
now,  thla  question  :  If  we  fix  a  rate  on  these  hand-blown  bottles 
that  Is  c<mslderaWy  higher  than  the  rate  on  machine-blown  bot- 
tles, do  we  not  run  the  risk  of  driving  the  American  consumer 
to  the  use  of  machine- blown  bottles,  so  that  we  will  actually  do 
more  barm  to  the  glass  blower  than  we  would  oth^wise? 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  that  is  a  very  pertinent  question. 
That  question  arose,  and  I  think  if  we  go  through  the  testimony 
we  will  find  it  answered.  I  brought  up  the  question,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  did.  The  answer,  in  gen- 
eral, was  that  so  many  of  these  bottles  are  so  exci naive— In  fact, 
practically  all  of  them  are  exclusive — that  they  are  a  luxury. 
Tbeae  particuhir  bt»ttle«  are  used  only  for  that  type  of  perfumery 
that  arils  at  a  very  high  price  iier  ounce,  or  whatever  it  may  be ; 
■0  that  the  glass  blowers'  representatives  did  not  fear  that  that 
would  in  any  way  exclude  the  general  basine.«is  of  handmade 
bottles.    It  is  JtLHt  an  exclusive  luxury  type  of  commodity 

Mr.  TYPINGS.  Mr.  President.  If  there  is  any  differeute  in 
phraseology  in  this  amenilmeiit,  I  ho[)e  the  Senator  from  New 
York  will  follow  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  and  let  that  feature  go  over  until  another  day. 

I  hope  the  ameu<lment  will  be  agreed  upon  to  increase  the 
tariff  on  these  bottles.  Up  to  this  time  I  have  voted  con- 
sistently to  redu<>e  the  tariff  on  practicjilly  every  article  thus 
far  considered,  although  many  people  from  my  State  have  ap- 
pealed to  me  to  vote  otherwise.  I  have  tried,  however,  to  take 
the  position  of  inquiring  as  fairly  as  I  could  into  the  facts, 
and  voting  for  protection  where  a  real  case  was  made  out 
which  seemed  to  show  that  protection  was  needed.  In  this 
case  I  think  the  facts  are  overwiielmlngly  on  the  side  of  an 
Increase  in  the  tariff  on  these  hand-blown  glass  bottles. 

Again,  as  pointed  out  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr 
Edge],  there  Is  the  fact  that  these  bottles  are  a  luxury,  and  a 
tax  upon  them  will  not  be  a  hearj-  tax  upon  the  poor  people 
of  this  country.  If  an  Increase  In  the  cost  of  bottles  resulted 
fK)m  an  increase  la  the  tariff  it  certainly  would  fall  on  those 
best  able  to  pfij  it,  and  would  not  affect  the  great  masses  of 
the  pet^lcs. 
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1  think  anyone  who  will  read  the  table  showing  the  difference 
between  the  cost  of  manufacture  of  these  bottles,  which  are 
luxuries,  in  America  as  compared  with  France,  for  example, 
can  not  escape  the  conclusion  that  these  people  prove  that  they 
can  not  remain  in  this  class  of  glass  manufacture  unless  some 
incri'ase  is  given  them. 

Up  to  the  present  time  I  have  tried  to  vote  on  each  case, 
regardless  of  how  It  affected  my  own  State,  strictly  on  its 
merits.  The  other  day.  when  my  colleague  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
GoLOSBOBOUGH]  offered  the  amendment  to  increase  the  tariff  on 
olive  oil,  I  took  the  opposite  position  from  that  taken  by  him, 
becau.se,  even  though  we  had  a  local  industry  In  Maryland 
canning  olive  oil,  I  did  not  believe  that  the  tariff  was  Just  or 
sound  as  set  forth  in  his  amendment.  I  do  think  that  In  ref- 
erence to  these  glass  bottles  the  facts  are  overwhelmingly  on 
the  side  of  an  increa.sed  rate. 

I  will  Just  read  one  or  two  of  the  cost  figures  of  American 
bottles  and  French  bottles,  to  show  the  present  difference. 

The  domestic  selling  price  In  the  United  States  of  bottles  In 
No.  1  category  is  $17.46.  The  same  French  article,  selling 
in  France,  sells  for  $7.03.  I  do  not  think  anyone  disputes  that 
figure.  Tliat  makes  a  difference  of  70  per  cent  in  favor  of  the 
French  manufacturers  of  twtUes.  The  French  advantage  can 
not  t)e  arerue^l  away.  There  is  no  way  in  the  world  that  these 
men  in  America  who  pay  substantial  wag»^  to  class  blowers  can 
compete  with  this  type  of  article  as  manufactured  now  In 
France. 

So  I  mlKht  go  through  the  whole  list ;  but.  In  order  to  avoid 
a  long  discussion,  I  ask  to  have  these  figures  print«'d  In  the 
Recobd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 
The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

SALIX.VT  rtiTTKE.S  OF  APPIAL  OF  THE  GLA8.S  BOTTI-K  BLOWKBS"  ASSOCIATION 
FOE   I.NCRSASKD  UCTY   O.N  PKaPCMK  BOTTLES 

We  favor  the  amendment  of  the  Finance  Committee  contained  In 
paracrnph  218,  sabparaRruph  "  E,"  carrying  a  duty  of  82^  per  cent. 

This  is  Justified  by  the  report  of  the  experts  of  the  Tariff  Commls- 
Blon  which  shows  about  100  per  cent  difference  in  cost  on  comparable 
articles  similar  in  use  and  construction.  These  figures  are  the  result 
of  more  than  a  year's  research  and  cost  allocation. 

The  amendment  Is  further  justified  by  the  increa.slng  importations 
also  testified  to  by  the  said  experts. 

The  blowing  of  a  perfume  bottle  is  a  delicate  art.  Therefore.  It  la 
purely  a  handmade  article.  We  testify  that  our  skilled  mechanics, 
working  on  perfume  bottles,  have  been  reduced  from  thousands  to  a 
few  hundreds  In  the  last  few  years. 

We  submit  herewith  the  cost  findings  of  the  Tariff  Commisaion  and 
increased-duty  comparison  worked  out  by  ourselves. 

luminary  of  Tariff  Information,  I9t9 
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Mr.  TYDINGS.  In  conclusion  I  express  the  hope  that  the 
tunff  suggested  will  be  incorporated  in  Uie  hill,  and  the  further 
hope  that  the  Senator  from  New  York  will  not  delay  the  matter, 
and,  If  there  Is  need  for  a  change  in  phra.seology,  that  he  will 
not  oak  that  it  go  over  until  to-morrow,  but  wiU  let  that  come 
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np  later;  and  I  am  snre  we  will  all  try  to  get  together  and 
compromise  our  differences. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  ask  to  have  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  New  York  stated. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk  On  page  46,  line  2,  in  Hen  of  the  numerals 
"  82%,"  it  is  proposed  to  insert  "  75,"  so  that  it  will  read : 

Ground-glass  stoppers,  75  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  COPBIjAND.  The  original  amendment  was  65  per  cent, 
but  now  I  want  to  change  my  amendment,  and  I  hope  SenatOTS 
will  liear  with  me  a  moment. 

There  Is  no  difference  of  opinion  here,  I  am  sure.  We  ali 
recognize  that  the  hand-blown  glass-stoppered  bottle  is  one  kind 
of  a  bottle  and  the  automatic  machinemade  bottle,  which  is 
universally  used  in  every  dot'tor's  office  and  every  household  in 
America,  is  a  different  kind  of  a  bottle. 

I  propose  this  amendment,  and  I  will  ask  Senators  not  to 
annihilate  me  until  they  see  Its  significance.  The  rate  I  pro- 
pose may  be  open  to  debate,  but  the  thing  I  have  in  mind  is 
covered  by  this  amendment.  I  propose  this :  That  on  line  2, 
page  46.  the  comma  and  the  rest  of  the  sentence  be  stricken  out 
and  that  we  insert  the  words  "  if  produced  by  automatic  ma- 
chine, 65  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  when  not  so  produced  the 
rate  shall  be  75  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

As  I  said,  we  may  discuss  the  rate  I  have  proposed,  but  this 
would  make  a  distinction  between  the  hand-blown  and  machine- 
made  bottles.  All  the  argument  which  has  been  presented  here 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  and  otliers  is  as  to  the  protec- 
tion of  the  limited  numl)er  of  persons  engaged  in  a  dying  indus- 
try. I  have  no  ol)jection  to  that.  I  want  to  help  them,  too. 
But  this  covers  a  bottle  that  Is  sold  in  every  5  and  10  cent  store ; 
is  used  in  every  household  in  America.  It  is  not  right  that  the 
same  rate  should  Ik?  placed  upon  the  automatically  made  bottle 
as  is  placed  on  the  bottle  which  is  hand  t^own.  If  we  are  here 
to  try  to  serve  the  public,  I  believe  we  may  by  the  addition  of 
10  per  cent  to  the  pres«it  rate,  which  is  55  per  cent,  give  en- 
couragement to  the  production  of  the  machinemade  bottle  and 
at  tlie  same  time  protect  the  maker  of  the  hand-blown  lx>ttle. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senate  will  approve 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator,  and  If  there  is  anything 
in  it  at  all  we  will  find  out  about  It  in  conference. 

Mr.  COPE  I  AND.  The  thing  will  go  to  conference  in  exactly 
the  same  way,  and  at  the  same  time  we  will  be  avoiding  the 
mistake  that  the  Congress  fell  into  in  1922. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  will  accept  tl)c  Senator's  amendment. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     The  Senator  accepts  my  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objection  to  accept- 
ing the  amendment,  but  accepting  It  with  these  rates  makes  it 
likely  that  we  will  get  a  very  lopsided  bottle  jwhedule.  I  ttelieve 
the  Senator  proix)ses  65  per  cent  on  all  kinds  of  machine-made 
bottles.  I  think  it  needs  further  consideration  if  we  are  going 
to  do  that  If  it  goes  to  conference  with  the  understanding 
that  the  rates  in  this  bill  applicable  to  other  bottles  be  inserted 
in  place  of  the  rate  which  the  Senator  from  New  York  suggests, 
all  well  and  good ;  otherwise  I  would  not  agree  to  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  exactly  what  will  be  considered  In 
conference. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  In  paragraph  217  and  in  other  paragraphs 
the  matter  the  Senator  from  New  York  has  In  mind  is  covered, 
and  his  amendment  is  not  necessary  at  all.  In  my  opinion ;  but  if 
the  rates  tliat  are  already  in  the  bill  applicable  to  other  bottles 
are  finally  inserted  in  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senatcv 
from  New  York,  I  would  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  exactly  what  the  conferees  would 
naturally  do. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  just  a  word  with 
reference  to  this  matter?  The  item  of  hand-blown  bottles  pre- 
sents the  strongest  case  for  labor  among  aU  the  Items  in  the 
bill.  It  is  estimated  that  75  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  production 
is  labor,  and  It  is  one  item  in  which  I  think  labor  can  really  be 
helped.  I  have  great  sympathy  for  those  people,  because  the 
march  of  progress  Is  going  gradually  to  drive  them  out  of  the 
hand-blown  bottle  manufacture.  In  time  they  will  hare  to  meet 
this  new-fangled  machinery-made  bottle. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator,  showing  that  Christ- 
mastide  spirit,  which  we  greatly  appreciate,  would  he  be  satis- 
fied to  go  back  to  the  82%  per  cent  ? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  No;  I  am  not  satisfied  to  do  that  We 
said  we  would  stand  for  75  per  cent. 

Mr.  HATFIELD.  Mr.  President  I  seriously  donbt  whether 
the  75  per  cent  would  take  care  of  the  situation.  The  industry 
in  West  Virginia  pays  out  something  over  $12,000,000  in  wages 


yearly.     I  hold  in   my  hand  a  telegram  dated   September  7, 
addressed  to  me  as  Senator,  which  reads  as  follows : 

MoBOAifTowN,  W.  Va.,  Beptemhtr  7,  m$. 
Senator  H.   D.  Hatfield, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
The  memt>er8  of  Local  Union  77.  American  Flint  Glass  Workers'  TTnioii, 
of  Morgantown,  W.  Va.,  plead  with  you  to  support  a  higher  rate  of 
tariff  on  blown  tumblers  and  stem  ware  than  the  60  per  cent  to  be 
submitted  to  your  body,  and  would  urge  your  Influence  for  86  per  cent 
rate  on  this  line  of  glassware. 

Nouiis  B.  Wkibxl,  Becrrtarif. 

I  have  a  script  letter,  dated  May  1,  calling  my  attention  to 
the  idleness  among  the  glassworkers  of  West  Virginia  and  deal- 
ing with  the  same  rate  tliat  is  a.sked  In  the  telegram.  I  have 
an  additional  letter,  dated  September  6,  making  the  same 
appeal.    I  ask  that  these  letters  be  printed  in  the  Recobu. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letters  were  ordered  to  be 
I»iuted  in  the  Rbo(»i),  as  follows: 

Ambkican  Punt  Glass  Woskbbs' 

Union  or  Nokth  Ahmiica, 

JTay  1,  tm. 

Hon.  H.  D.  Hattield, 

"Waahingto*,  D.  C. 

Deae  Sii :  At  a  meeting  of  Local  Union  No.  10  of  the  American  Flint 
Glass  Workers,  Moundsvllle,  W.  Va.,  the  question  of  imported  glassware 
was  discussed  and  find  that  our  memt>er8  are  boing  forced  Into  Idle- 
ness due  to  the  amount  of  glassware  that  is  imported,  and  on  whidi 
there  is  very  little  protection. 

Our  national  vice  president  and  secretary,  Joseph  M.  Glllooley  and 
Charles  J.  ghipman,  and  a  committee  from  the  Glass  Manufacturers 
Association  were  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  with  a  request 
that  the  tariff  on  glass  be  t>ased  upon  the  American  valuation,  and  sub- 
mitted briefs  to  show  that  a  change  in  the  method  of  valuation  was 
necessary  if  the  American  glassworker  was  to  get  any  work  at  his  trade. 

I  was  instructed  to  ask  you  to  give  favorable  consideration  to  a  tariff 
on  glass  based  upon  the  American  valuation,  and  thereby  aid  the  glass 
business  in  getting  back  to  a  full-time  tMsis  in  place  of  half  or  no  time. 

The  members  of  our  organltatlon  all  over  the  State  will  appreciate 
favorable  action  in   this  matter. 
Truly  yours, 

John  W.  Mabtih. 
1107  Third  Street,  MoundavilU.  W.  Fa. 

Amebican  Flint  Glass  Wobkbbs' 

Union  or  Nobth  Ambbica, 

September  e,  1M$. 
Hon.  H.  D.  Hattibld, 

United  8tate$  Senator. 
Mr   Dbab   Sbmatob  :  At  a   full   meeting  of   the  glassworkers  of   St. 
Marys  I  was  instructed  to  communicate  with  you  In  reference  to  an 
increase  In  the  tariff  on  glassware. 

We  wish  to  draw  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  West  Virghala  is  a 
large  glass-producing  State,  but  In  recent  years  busint^ss  has  fallen  off 
to  an  alarming  extent ;  many  factories  have  been  compelled  to  suspend 
operations,  with  the  result  that  a  large  number  of  our  men  have  t>een 
thrown  out  of  employment,  due  largely  to  foreign  competition. 

Yon  will  kindly  note  that  the  Importation  of  glassware  baa  been 
steadily  on  the  increase  during  the  past  nine  years,  which  means  that 
American  money  is  being  spent  to  keep  foreign  workmen  employed,  while 
American  citixens  are  compelled  to  walk  the  streets  in  idleness. 

We  respectfully  solicit  your  support  at  this  time  and  earnestly  hope 
that  yon  will  do  all  that  you  can  to  protect  this  industry,  so  that  it  will 
be  preserved  to  citiiens  of  your  State  as  well  as  to  the  United  States  in 
general. 

Respectfully  sabmitted  by  yoors  slneer^, 

Jos.  S.  Bbwick,  At$i9tmnt  BeeretmTf, 

110  Firtt  Street,  St.  Maryt,  W.  F«. 

(Signed  by  manufacturer  and  workers.) 

U.  W.  Howenstein,  L.  Brown,  C.  F.  Hoffman,  Frank  Peters.  Henry 
Banfleld,  C.  L.  Ott,  SUnley  Vingle,  Joe  Brown,  John  Messman,  H. 
Hagen,  J.  H.  Wolfram,  A.  G.  Zihiman,  B.  M.  Bamett,  Nelson  Ham- 
mond, J.  Mason,  G.  Johnson,  Charles  Seits,  sr.,  Walter  Klxinski.  Edmund 
Golden,  William  D.  Stout,  Paramount  Glass  Co.,  S.  Kasinald. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  the  item  just  spoken  of  by  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  is  not  found  in  this  but  in  another 
paragraph. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  understood  that  the  first 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Coiv- 
LAND]  and  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  frtan  Michi- 
gan [Mr.  Oouzuis]  are  withdrawn,  and  the  vote  will  now  come 
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OB  the  aecond  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  N^w 
York.    That  aim^iidment  will  be  r«'p<»rt<'d. 

Mr.  COLZKNS.  I  do  noC  uodemtand  how  the  Senator  h^is 
propos^ed  to  amend  the  rate. 

The  VICE  I'KESIDKNT,     Let  the  amendment  be  reported. 

The  Chikt  Clekk,  The  Seitator  from  New  York  propo«es  Ito 
■trike  out  on  line  2,  page  4C.  all  after  the  word  "  stoi'Pers  "  and 
the  comma,  and  to  iiisi-rt  the  wordii  "If  produced  by  autonmiic 
machiue,  6r>  per  cent  ad  valM'em,  and  where  not  so  prodooid 
the  rate  shall  be  75  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  COUZENS.     I  am  wUllnji  to  accept  that 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  t|ie 
amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Tl»e  amendment  to  ttie  amendment  was  ajrrt^  to. 

The  VICE  PRKSII>E.\T.  The  question  now  is  on  agreeing  Ho 
the  amendment  of  the  committee  as  amenfled. 

The  am^'ndment  as  amended  wa*«  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  ne^t 
amend  ntent 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  47,  line  20,  after  the  wot-d 
"Provided,"  to  strike  out  "That  none  of  the  foregoing  shi  11 
be  sobjwt  to  H  letis  rate  of  duty  than  50  per  cent  ad  valoreiji 
Provided  furthfT." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  47,  in  line  23,  after  the 
word  "  shall."  to  strike  out  "  contain  50"  and  Insert  "  be  deni  hI 
entry  unless  such  boxes  contain  50  or  100,"  so  as  to  make  t^e 
paragraph  read : 

Ca*.  218.  Cyllader.  crown,  and  8b«et  glaac.  by  whatever  proceaa  ma^«. 
■nd  for  whatever  purpoae  used,  not  ex(e««dlni5  150  aqaar«  todies,  1% 
eaata  per  pound;  above  that,  and  not  exceeding  384  aquare  incbos.  ^-U 
eenta  per  pound;  above  that,  and  not  exceeding  720  Kinare  lncb<«, 
StV  cenU  per  pound;  above  that,  and  not  exceeding  6M  aquare  inchis 
2%  ccota  per  pound  :  above  that,  and  nttt  exce<>ding  1,200  square  lDcbi>a, 
S  cenU  per  pound:  above  tliat,  and  not  exr(>eding  2.404.)  nqnare  inchiMi, 
S^  centa  per  pound;  above  that,  i\  ceota  per  pound:  Fritvided,  Tbtt 
cyUuder.  crown,  and  abeet  glaaa,  imported  in  t>ox«8.  shall  t>e  denial 
entry  ualeaa  auch  boxe«  contain  &0  or  100  aquare  feet,  aa  nearly  as  aiies 
will  p«fnnit,  and  tbe  duty  abail  be  computed  tbereoo  according  to  t|ie 
actual  wclgbt  of  glaaa. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  offer  an  amenjd 
ment  to  the  Senate  i*onimlttee  amendment.     I  more  to  stri  le 
out,  in  line  23.  the  words  ••  he  denied  entry  unlesH  such  boxe^' 
I  want  to  strike  that  language  out. 

Mr.  COrsINS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CurZENS.  I  had  written  out  an  amendment  In  liiie 
with  what  the  Senator  has  stated,  and  I  wonder  if  the  Senati>r 
would  mind  If  I  sent  It  to  the  desk  and  had  It  read? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  would  l»e  glad  to  have  that  done. 

Mr.   COrZENS.     I    think   this  is  Just   what  the   Senator  lis 
aAiing  for.  and  If  he  will  take  It  as  a  substitute  for  his  amen^ 
ment  I  think  It  will  be  sjitisfactorv. 

Tlie  VH'E  PRESIDENT     The  Senator  from  Michigan  asks 
that  the  amendment  he  proposes  to  the  amendment  of  the  co^ 
mlttee  be  read.     The  derk  will  read. 

The  Chibt  Clerk.  On  jwge  47.  line  22,  the  Senator  fro^n 
Michigan  proposes  that  the  language  shall  read: 

Ttsat    cylinder,   crown,   and   aheet   glass,   imported   in   boxea,   aball 
denied  entry  unleas  packnl   in   units  contalDing  50  aquare   feet   or    1(^ 
square  feet  aa  nearly  as  sixes   will  permit,  and  the  duty  aball  be  con 
puted  thereon  according  to  tbe  actual  weight  of  glass. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  that  is  not  exactly  what 
had  in  mind.  What  I  wanted  to  d<^  was  to  proTlde  that  it  shall 
be  !*hii>ped  in  units  of  50  or  100  square  feet,  or  multiples  thereof, 
I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  these  boxes  should  be  limited  eith<  t 
tP  ttfty  or  a  hundnxl  square  fei't.  If  a  man  wants  to  ship  a  b^^ 
containing  400  stioare  feet,  he  ought  to  be  allowed  to  do  it. 

Mr.  CDIZKNS.  The  Senator  and  I  are  in  accord.  Th  s 
says  "  units."  and  he  wants  to  u.se  the  word  "  multiples."  :  t 
does  not  make  any  difference  whether  we  say  "units"  qr 
"  multiples.- 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  word  "multiples,"  I  think,  makes  tl^e 
object  we  are  seeking  clearer. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     I  accept  that  modification  of  my  amendmen 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  report  trie 
•mendment  to  the  amendment  as  modified. 

The  Cuixr  Cuxk   (reading)  : 

That  cylinder,  crown,  and  sheet  glass,  imported  in  boxea,  ihall 
dented  emtry  unlca  packed  in  mnitlples  containing  50  aquare  feet  <lr 
10  aqsar*  feet  aa  nearly  aa  sixes  will  permit,  and  tbe  duty  shall  le 
computed  tbe«von  arcmdlng  to  actual  weight  of  glass. 

Mr.  R\RKI.EY.  Mr.  Presl<lent,  that  Is  not  precisely  correJl 
j«t.    The  words  "multiples  of,"  I  tliink.  ought  to  be  used.    It 
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would  be  better  to  let  the  word  "unit"  remain  where  It  la, 
and  after  the  word  "  hundred "  put  the  words  "  or  multiples 
thereof."    That,  I  think,  would  accomplish  the  purpose. 

Mr.  SMOUT.  The  better  place  to  put  the  words  would  be 
after  the  word  **  contain,"  so  as  to  rca«l  **  be  denied  entry  unless 
boxes  contain  the  multiples  of  50  or  100  square  feet." 

Mr.  REED.  "  Multiples  of  50  square  feet "  would  be  arith- 
metically the  same  thing.  A  multiple  of  50  would  certainly 
be  a  mult!i>le  of  a  htmdred. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  not  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
prepare  the  amendment  he  wants  to  have  read? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  want  the  word.s  "multiples  thereof"  to 
come  after  the  words  "  100  square  feet,"  be<^.'au.se  there  could 
not  be  a  multiple  of  50,  probably,  except  the  same  kind  of  a 
mtiltiide  that  would  apply  to  a  hundred. 

Mr.  REED.     It  might  be  250. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  would  still  be  a  multiple  of  50. 

Mr.  REED.     But  not  of  100. 

Mr.  COrZENS.    **  Units  "  certainly  means  more  than  one 

Mr,  BARKLEY.  I  think  the  language  ought  to  be  left  as  It 
Is  as  to  the  word  "  unit,"  and  thou  after  the  wc»nla  "  one  hun- 
dred "  the  words  "or  multiples  thereof"  should  be  Inserteil,  so 
that  It  would  apply  to  the  hundred. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  wUl  report  tbe 
amendment  as  modified. 

The  Chief  Clerk  (reading)  : 

That  cylinder,  crown,  and  siwHt  glass,  imported  in  boxes,  shall  be 
donied  entry  unless  packed  in  units  containing  50  square  feet  or  100 
square  feet,  or  multiples  thereof,  as  nearly  as  sites  permit,  aud  the 
duty  shall  be  computed  thereon  according  to  the  actual  weight  of  glass. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  if  the  box  contains  LW  square  feet 
or  250  square  feet,  it  would  not  be  within  that  clause. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Instead  of  "multiples  theret»f"  let  us  say 
"  multiples  of  either." 

Mr.  REED.     That  Is  all  right. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Secretary  will  report 

The  Chiut  Clkkk  (reading)  : 

Containing  50  square  feet  or  100  square  feet,  or  multiples  of  e'ther. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment  to  the  amendment. 
The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to 
Mr.   HARRSISON.     Mr.   Pnsident,    I   want  to  say  Just   one 

word.    I  congratulate  the  gentlemen  who  had  this  In  charge  for 

having  cured  this  terrible  joker  that  was  reported  out  of  the 

committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  48,  Hue  6.  after  "  Par.  221," 
to  strike  out  "  rolled  glass,  not  sheet  glas.s,  whether  or  not  fluted, 
figured,  ribbed,  or  rough,  or  the  same  containing  a  wire  netting 
within  Itself:  Not  exceeding  384  square  Inches,  1  cent  per  square 
foot;  all  above  that,  2  cents  per  square  foot;  and  all  the  fcwe- 
going  weighing  over  100  pt'unds  per  100  square  feet,  shall  be 
subject  to  an  additional  <luty  on  the  excess  at  the  same  rates 
herein  imposed  :  Provided,  That  all  the  above  glass,  and  cylinder, 
crown,  and  sheet  glass,  when  ground  wholly  or  in  part,  and 
rolle<l  or  .^heet  glass  not  less  than  one-fourth  of  1  Inch  in  thick- 
ness when  obscured  in  any  manner,  shall  be  subject  to  the  same 
rate  of  duty  as  plate  glas.s  "  and  in  lieu  thereof  to  in.sert  "  rolled 
glass  (not  sheet  glass)  fluted,  figured,  ribbed,  or  rough,  or  the 
same  containing  a  wire  netting  within  itself,  1 V,  cents  per  pound  • 
Provided,  That  all  the  above  glass,  and  cylinder,  crown,  and 
sheet  glass,  when  ground  wholly  or  In  part  (whether  or  not  pol- 
ished) otherwise  than  for  the  pui-pt>se  of  ornamentation,  and 
rolled,  cylinder,  crown,  and  sheet  glass,  not  less  than  one-eighth 
of  1  Inch  In  thickness,  when  obscured  In  any  manner,  shall  be 
subject  to  the  same  rate  of  duty  as  plate  glass  " 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
of  the  committee. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  perhaps  the  languagA 
m  line  24  goes  beyond  the  intent  of  the  committee.  The  Senate 
will  notice  that  it  provides  that  "rolled,  cylinder,  crown,  and 
sheet  glass,  not  less  than  one-eighth  of  1  inch  in  thickness,  when 
obscured  in  any  manner,  shall  be  subject  to  the  same  rate  of  duty 
as  plate  glass."  That  would  mean  that  what  is  commonly  called 
ground  glass, '  which  is  obscured  by  sanding  or  by  rough  grind- 
ing, would  be  classe<l  as  plate  glass.  There  is  no  real  reason 
why  it  should  be.  It  was  only  a  few  moments  ago  that  my  at- 
tention was  called  to  it  and  the  suggestion  made  that  the  lan- 
guage does  go  beyond  the  intent  What  we  are  trying  to  get  at 
IS  glass  like  opal  glass  or  opaque  white  glass  used  for  table 
tops  aud  things  of  that  sort 

.J  *^}^y^  *f  ^""^'^  improve  the  section  and  would  not  impose 
the  high  plate-glasB  duty  on  the  cheaper  machlnemade  glass 


If  we  would  strike  out  the  words,  on  page  49,  In  line  1,  "  in  any 
manner,"  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof  the  words  "  by  coloring  prior 
to  solidification,"  so  It  would  read  "  when  obscured  by  coloring 
prior  to  solidification  "  it  shall  be  subject  to  the  same  rate  of 
duty  as  plate  gla.ss.  That  is  much  more  restricted  and  I 
believe  would  comply  In'tter  with  the  intent  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  as  I  imderstand  the  amend- 
ment .suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  under  the 
language  as  it  now  is  tbe  rate  will  apply  on  frosted  glass  or  any 
glass  obscured  by  whatever  process,  and  not  to  glass  where  the 
opa(iueness  Is  put  Into  the  glass  at  the  time  it  is  made. 

Mr.  REED.  If  the  oi)acity  is  caused  by  chemicals  mixed  In 
the  batch  at  the  time  the  glass  Is  molded,  then  we  want  to 
provide  for  It  In  this  way ;  but  if  it  is  mere  frosting,  which  is 
done  h.v  rough  grinding  or  sometimes  by  acid,  there  is  no  reason 
why  it  shouhl  carry  that  high  duty. 

The  amendment  I  have  ofTered  has  been  drafted  by  a  member 
of  the  legislative  drafting  service.    I  now  send  it  to  the  desk. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  other  words,  the  amendment  Limits  the 
tyj»e  of  glass  that  Is  transfeiTed  Into  the  plate-glass  rate? 

Mr.  REED.     Exactly. 

Mr.  BAItKLEY.  I  see  no  objection  to  that  Of  course  that 
does  not  mean  that  I  favor  ti'ansferring  anything  into  the  plate- 
glass  provision. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to  the  amendment 
of  the  committee,  which  will  be  reporte<l. 

Tlie  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  49,  in  line  1  of  the  committee 
amendment,  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  proposes  to  strike 
out  the  wonis  "  In  any  manner  "  and  in.sert  in  lieu  thereof  "  by 
coloring  i^lor  to  solidification,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph 
reed: 

Rolled  glass  (not  sbeet  glass)  fluted,  figured,  ribl)ed,  or  rough,  or 
the  same  containing  a  wire  netting  within  itself,  1^  cents  per  pound: 
Provided,  That  all  the  above  glass,  and  cylinder,  crown,  and  sheet 
glass,  when  ground  wholly  or  In  part  (whether  or  not  polished)  other- 
wlHe  than  for  tbe  purpose  of  ornamentation,  and  rolled,  cylinder,  crown, 
and  sheet  glass,  not  less  tban  one-eighth  of  1  inch  in  thickness,  when 
obscured  by  coloring  prior  to  solidlflcatlon,  shall  be  subject  to  tbe  same 
rate  of  duty  as  plate  glass. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to  the  amendment 
of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  quesUou  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  as  amended. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  have  an 
explanation  why  this  particular  type  of  glass  which  is  not  plate 
glass  is  transferred  to  the  plate  glass  section  so  that  it  bears  a 
higher  rate  than  it  has  heretofore  borne  and  higher  than  is 
carried  in  this  paragraph  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  REED.  It  Is  carrying  out  a  policy  that  Is  in  the  House 
bin  and  which  I  think  was  in  the  1922  law.  The  law  of  1922 
provides  that  "  plate  glass,  when  ground,  smcK)thed,  or  other- 
wise obscured,  shall  be  subject  to  the  same  rate  of  duty  as  cast 
polished  plate  glass  unsUvered."  I  am  no  expert  on  glass,  but 
I  think  everyone  knows  that  the  line  of  demarcation  between 
window  glass  and  plate  glass  Is  gradually  disappearing.  The 
new  methods  of  drawing  window  glass  are  producing,  particu- 
larly In  the  center  of  the  sheet  a  glass  which  is  oi)tically  almost 
as  good  as  the  polished  plate  glass.  In  time  I  shall  not  be  sur- 
prLsed  to  see  a  tariff  bill  treating  the  two  products  practically 
as  the  same  thing.  The  plate  glass  to-day  finds  competition 
with  the  sheet  or  drawn  glass  coming  from  Czechoslovakia.  It 
Is  because  this  product  ranges  along  In  price  with  plate  glass 
that  It  has  been  thought  wise  to  lump  it  here  with  plate  glass 
in  the  Imposition  of  duties. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  the  process  is  not  the  same  as  in  the 
manufacture  of  plate  glass. 

Mr.  REED.    The  process  is  entirely  different 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  difference  between  this  glass  and  ordi- 
nary window  glass  is  that  in  the  manufacture  of  it  there  has 
been  a  coloring  process  applied. 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  otherwise  it  is  made  like  ordinary 
window  glasa 

Mr.  REED.  Yes ;  but  naturally  It  has  a  limited  market  and 
is  made  of  a  different  raw  material. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes ;  I  realise  that 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  only  that  but  the  change  proposed  by  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  would  eliminate  certain  diflScultles 
of  administration.  In  other  words,  the  wording  n5»ed  has  been 
suggested  by  the  department  in  order  to  eliminate  diflaculties  in 
the  past  as  to  the  administration  of  the  paragraph  itself. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  the  plate  glass  paragraph  I  understand 
the  present  rate  is  12Vi  cents  per  square  foot  where  it  is  not 
exceeding  384  square  inches.  It  Is  left  in  the  bill  as  it  is. 
Where  the  present  rate  in  the  bill  is  19  cents,  the  rate  in  the 
present  law  Is  15  cents.  The  present  law  is  17%  cents  on  all 
above  720  square  inches  in  siae,  and  that  has  been  increased  by 
the  Finance  Committee  to  22  cents.  In  other  words,  the  House 
bill  increases  the  rate  from  17Vi  cents  to  22  cents  and  from  15 
cents  to  19  cents  on  the  larger  area  plate-glass  importation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  plate  glass. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  the  articles  transferred  Into  that 
paragraph  will  bear  that  same  rate  of  increase,  which  Is  a  con- 
siderable increase  above  the  rate  which  they  now  bear.  1  am 
Interested  to  know  what  the  justiflcati(m  is  for  the  Increase  In 
the  rate.  I  have  no  objection  to  transferring  an  article  frcnn 
one  paragrai^  to  another  for  purposes  of  admlnlstraticm  and  in 
order  to  simplify  the  procedure  of  the  Treasury  I>epaltment 
but  I  can  not  see  on  the  present  showing  why  there  should  be 
"  tremendous  increase  in  tJie  rates  on  the  article  transferred, 
becau.se  It  will  bear  the  increased  rate  which  plate  glass  takes 
in  the  bill. 

Mr.  REED.  It  Is  clearly  just  to  treat  rolled  glass  the  same 
as  plate  glass  because  it  is  made  by  the  same  process  of  casting 
and  rolling.  Inasmuch  as  the  other  types  of  drawn  glas.s  cchu- 
pete  with  the  rolled  glass  and  are  used  for  the  same  purpose, 
the  committee  thought  it  was  wise  to  put  them  all  together. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  They  are  not  put  aU  together  In  the  tariff 
bill  which  fixes  the  rate  on  rolled  glass  and  cylinder,  sheet  and 
ground  window  glass. 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  no;  but  rolled  glass  is  very  different  from 
window  glass. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  understand. 

Mr.  REED.  The  glass  that  is  provided  for  mainly  In  para- 
graph 221  Is  cast  and  rolled,  and  that  Is  exactly  where  the 
process  of  making  jrfate  gla.ss  commences. 

Mr.  BARKLEY'.  But  in  the  committee's  proviso  there  is  also 
put  in  the  same  category  cjiinder,  crown,  and  sheet  gloss. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  simply  because  they  are  getting  more 
and  more  indistinguishable  eadi  year.  They  are  used  for  the 
same  purposes  and  are  in  competition  with  one  another. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  that  were  true,  then  there  would  be  a 
logical  reason  for  including  them  in  the  same  paragraph. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  some  of  these  days  they  will  be  Included 
In  the  same  paragraph  because  we  are  now  seeing  drawn  win- 
dow glass  put  on  tables  and  ground  and  polished  until  It  Is 
practically  indistinguishable  from  the  cast  polished  plate  ^am. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Would  the  Senator  be  willing,  if  that  trans- 
fer Is  made,  to  reduce  the  rate  on  plate  glass  to  the  rates  borne 
by  rolled  f^ass? 

Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President  The  rate  on  plate  glass  Is 
fixed  by  presidential  proclamation.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the 
rates  specified  in  the  committee  proposal  on  the  small  sisea  of 
plate  glass  are  le.ss  than  the  rates  ctmtalned  in  the  presidential 
proclamation.  I  think  we  have  pared  them  down  as  far  as  it 
is  possible  to  do  It 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  we  can  not  do  anything  about  the 
Increases  on  {date  glass  until  we  come  back  to  this  section  for 
Individual  amoidments  from  the  floor.  Therefore  it  is  rather 
difficult  to  know  just  what  rate  the  rolled  glass  will  bear,  and 
what  rate  cylinder,  crown,  and  sheet  glass  will  bear  that  la 
being  transferred  to  the  plate-glass  paragraph  until  we  hare 
passed  on  the  plate-glass  rates. 

Mr.  REED.  Then,  does  not  the  Senator  think  the  wise  way 
to  handle  It  would  be  to  let  this  go  through  now  and  if  the  other 
section  Is  corrected  by  amendment  from  the  floor  this  para- 
graph can  be  corrected  also? 

Mr.  BARKI^Y.  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  agreeing  to  thia 
transfer  in  so  far  as  cylinder,  crown,  and  sheet  glass  Is  con- 
cerned. I  do  not  have  any  serious  objection  to  it  In  so  far  as 
rolled  glass  Is  concerned,  but  I  think  there  Ls  not  sufik^lent  justi- 
fication to  transfer  the  colored  window  glasses  which  are  prac- 
tically the  same  as  ordinary  white  window  glass  except  that 
they  are  colored. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  am^idment  as  amended. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Then,  the  committee  wiU  insist  on  this  in- 
crease <m  rolled  glass? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  With  the  amendment  that  has  been  adopted  I 
see  no  reason  why  it  should  not  do  so. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  carries  an  increased  duty.  That  is  the 
reason  why,  and  it  is  not  justified  by  the  fbcts. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  was  a  presidential  proclamation  with 
reference  to  plate  glass. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  But  this  la  DOt  plate  flaas.  We  are  talk- 
ing about  rolled  glass. 
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Mr.  8MOOT.     Tt  cnrncs  tn  ennpetltion  with  plate  ^asa, 

Mr.  HARRISON.  TW  Senator  knows  what  he  Is  attemiiing 
to  do  hfT9.  He  Is  trying  to  transfer  roI>e<i  glass  into  ano  :her 
HaMtiflcatlon  In  order  to  get  an  increased  rate  on  glass.  '  "hat 
h  the  whole  truth  of  the  sitnation.  If  we  are  going  to  increase 
the  rate  let  of  mt^t  the  Bitnation  nqaarely. 

Mr.  HMOfJT.     It  is  the  sanie  in  existing  law. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Bat  this  Is  not  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  RRRr>.    On  rolled  glass  it  is. 

Mr.  SM(K)T.  Yes;  on  rolled  glass  it  is,  and  not  only  liiat 
bat  now  in  the  plate-class  [laragraph  it  takes  the  rate  proifded 
1^  the  preffidetitial   proclamation. 

Mr.  RARKLRY.    The  present  law  reads  as  follows 

iVofMed.  Tbiit  all  of  the  abore  plate  glaaa,  when  grouad.  smootbed. 
or  otb»rwlae  obscured,  shall  be  subject  to  the  aame  rate  of  duty  aa  cast 
polUbed  plate  glass  unaiJvered. 

Thnt  is  not  the  language  nor  even  the  effect  of  the  provision 
in  the  pending  Mil. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  effect  of  it  is  that  it  is  the  same  rat^  as 
In  the  existing  law.  Jii.*»t  as  I  stated, 

The  PRKSIDICNT  pro  tempore.  Tt»e  question  la  on  agre^ng 
to  the  committee  aiiieudini'nt  as  amended. 

Mr.  BARKLKY.     I  fiffer  as  a  substitute  for  the  Senate  <iom- 
mlttee  ametMlment  the  lantniage  of  the  present  law,  as  follows 
In   lieu  of    the   language   contained    in    the    Senate  committee 
amendment  on  page  4H,  l>eginning  in  line  17  and  ending  on  ptge 
49  in  line  2,  I  move  to  insert  the  following : 

Provided,  That  all  of  the  above  plate  glass,  when  groand.  smoothed, 
•r  otherwi>»  obM-Qretl.  skall  be  subject  to  the  same  rate  of  doty  as  least 
poliaht^  plate  j^hiss  uQsllvered. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  I  am  told  that  the  courts  4«ve 
held  that  the  Insertion  of  color  in  the  nioltcn  glass  is  not  '  ob- 
scnring"  within  the  nteaning  of  that  language.     If  the  ain<!nd 
ment  now  suggested  were  adopted,  it  would  not  take  can^ 
the  opal  glas.s  of  the  varioos  types. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  question  Is  on 
to  the  amendment  in  the  nuture  of  a  subatitute  proposed  hs 
Senator  from  KtMJtutky. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    One  moment,  Mr.  Prasidtst 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  from 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  Presid^'nt,  It  will  be  i)«i<e»ary  slightly 
to  modify  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  In  Ilea  of  the 
language  which  I  read  I  will  modify  my  amendment  to  tlte 
amendment  so  as  to  read  as  follows : 

That  ail  of  tb«  aboTe  gtasa — 

Striking  out  the  word  -plate"— 

when  ground,  anaootbed.  or  otherwise  obaesrad,  ahall  be  sobject  to  the 
■anie  rate  of  daty  *n  plate  gla-os. 

Mr.  RESD.  Would  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  add  to  ihat 
the  wofds  "or  when  obscured  by  the  insettion  of  coloring  nat- 
ter prior  to  solidification,"  so  as  to  meet  the  court  deelsioti 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  think  that  would  be  satisfactory, 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  has  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  R££D.     Very  weU. 

Mr.  R.VRRISON.  Mr.  President,  of  coarse  it  is  uDderslood 
that  pats  the  same  duty  on  the  rolled  glass  as  on  the  pate 
Klaa*.  We  are  not  in  faror  of  the  duty  that  is  recommen  led 
by  the  committee  on  plate  glass,  and  while  we  can  not  o  Ter 
an  amendment  covering  that  now.  we  siuill  In  regular  oiler 
offer  ■Dchan  amendment  to  tlie  proposition. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  Presiflent,  I  am  going  to  suggest— an^  I 
tkink  the  Senator  from  Kentueky  will  see  that,  if  agreed  to. 
It  win  hare  the  samt-  effeit — that  in  line  23,  on  page  48,  we 
strike  out  the  word.s  -  cylinder,  crown,  and  sheet "  it  will  h  ive 
exactly  the  same  effect  as  the  amendment  to  the  aroendmrat 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BABKLEY.  I  think  it  would  have  substantially  )the 
Muae  «*ect  What  I  am  arnlertaking  to  do  is  to  ellmldate 
colored  wisdow  glaas  from  this  provision,  and  that  langui  ge, 
if  agreed  to.  would  do  it. 

Mr.  BEBD.    I  think  timt  clearty  would  do  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  accept  the  UKxliflcatlon  on  page  48,  ftne 
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SS,  to  strike  oat  the  words  "  cylinder,  crown,  and  sheet, 
words  should  also  be  stricken  out  in  lines  20  and  21. 

Mr.  RBED.  That  would  introduce  a  new  question.  Why 
take  them  one  at  a  time?  I  shoukl  Uke  the  Senator  to  hear 
tor  a  moment  upon  the  other  saggestion  if  he  will. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Very  wdL 

Mr.  &KED.  But  as  to  the  change  in  Une  23,  It  seeoM  to  ^., 
striking  out  those  words  and  the  comma  whicb  precedes  thsm 
wlU  accompn.sh  jost  what  the  Senator  la  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  do  not  see  how  we  coold  strike  out 
words  in  one  place  without  eilmiuatlng  them  elsewhere. 
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Mr.  REED.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon;  I  did  not  hear  his 
sagi9^stion. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  stated  that  I  did  not  see  how  the  propo- 
sition of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  would  accomplish  the 
purpose  by  eliminating  the  words  referred  to  in  line  23  and 
leaving  them  in  lines  20  and  21. 

Mr.  REED.  We  are  dealing  with  different  products  In  line 
23;  we  are  there  dealing  with  glass  obscured  by  the  insertion 
of  color;  while  in  the  preceding  lines,  lines  20  and  21,  we  are 
dealing  with  another  product.  I  should  like,  with  the  i)ermi.s- 
sion  of  ttie  Senator,  to  say  a  word  before  he  submits  his 
amendment  to  the  amendment 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Very  well.  Then  we  can  vote  on  the  pend- 
ing amendment  to  the  amendment 

Mr.  REED.     Question! 

The  PRKSIDE.NT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  in 
line  23,  striking  out  the  comma  after  the  word  "  rolled  "  and 
the  words  **  cylinder,  crown,  and  sheet" 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  is  right 

The  PRESIDF:NT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  REED.  Now,  Mr.  Pre.si«lent,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
In  ref«*nce  to  use  of  the  words  "  cylinder,  crown,  and  sheet  " 
in  lines  20  and  21.  As  I  said  before,  I  am  not  an  expert  on 
glass  making,  although  I  have  had  my  Initiation  by  having  been 
a  stockholder  in  a  plate-giass  c-ompany  which  failed;  but  I  can, 
perhaps,  explain  Just  why  tht»se  words  are  there  in  the  bill. 

In  the  old  days  f)late  glass  was  made  by  casting  from  a  pot 
on  the  table  and  rolling  that  molten  gla.ss  flat  Then,  after  it 
had  cm>Ied.  putting  It  on  a  grinding  table,  where  it  was  ground 
down  by  sand;  then  on  a  polishing  table,  where  it  was  ground 
to  the  state  of  polish  with  which  we  are  familiar. 

That  process  has  been  very  much  improved  in  various  ways, 
but  there  is  still  employed  the  process  of  casting  and  rolling 
and  grinding  and  polishing.  I  need  not  go  into  the  details  of  it 
Window  glass  never  could  comi>ete  with  that. 

Window  glass  was  originally  blown  at  the  end  of  a  long  tube 
by  hand,  as  they  call  it,  but  it  was  really  blown  by  mouth. 
When  it  cooled  and  was  cut  and  flattened,  it  had  tlie  familiar 
Irregularities  that  made  It  optically  much  less  desirable  than 
plate  glass.  So  they  were  totally  distinct  product.s,  recognizable 
instantly  one  from  the  other. 

That  process  so  has  undergone  great  changes.  There  came 
the  cylinder  methr)d,  pn>du<ing  what  is  called  cylinder  glass. 
By  that  method  a  great  cylinder  50  or  60  feet  high  was  drawn 
by  a  machine  out  of  a  pot  and  it  was  flattened  and  cut  Into 
small  8i*es  that  had  the  same  irregularities.  Now  the  process 
has  been  Improved,  and  there  are  two  methods  of  making  what 
Is  called  window  glass.  It  Is  drawn  from  a  pot  in  flat  sheets, 
and  it  has  been  found  that  glass  so  drawn  can  be  put  on  a 
grinding  table  and  a  polishing  table  and  made  into  a  pniduct 
«»at  is  Just  about  as  good  for  e^ery  purpose  as  is  cast  pt>lished 
plate  glass.  A  very  considerable  amount  of  that  product  Is 
coming  Into  the  market  and  it  competes  directly  with  plate 
glass, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield  there? 
Mr.  RKED.    Yes. 

Mr.  B.\RKLEY,  Such  glass,  however,  Is  made  by  the  window- 
glass  process. 

Mr.  REED.    Yes;  at  the  l)eglnning  It  Is. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     And  at  window-glass  cost. 

Mr.  REED.  Oh.  no ;  quite  the  contrary.  It  Is  drawn  from  a 
pot  by  machine  and  then  ground  and  polished.  Plate  glass  is 
cast  from  a  pot  onto  a  table  rough  and  then  ground  and  polished. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  so  far  as  the  manufacture  of  window 
glass  18  ctnicerned,  where  it  is  made  by  the  sheet  process  and 
not  by  the  cylinder  process,  up  to  a  certain  point  the  proc-ess  of 
manufacture  and  the  cost  are  identical. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  true,  but  for  the  kind  of  glass  we  are 
tolMng  about,  ground  cylinder,  crown,  and  sheet  glass:  window 
giass  Is  really  the  raw  material. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  To  what  extent  Is  ordinary  window  glass 
polished  or  ground  on  either  side? 

Mr.  REED.  Ordinary  window  glass  Is  neither  polished  nor 
ground,  butit  Is  this  new  proiluct,  made  by  taking  thick  window 
glass  and  grinding  It  and  then  poll.shing  it,  which  is  Indistin- 
guishable from  the  cast  plate  glass.  It  Involves  aU  the  labor  of 
the  grinding  and  the  labor  of  the  polishing,  and  there  Is  much 
tabor  In  that,  because  the  glass  has  to  be  set  in  plaster  on  tables, 
and  It  Is  a  tetllous  and  expensive  business.     That  character  of 

.?!L^.^*  *^  ^  treated  In  the  same  way  as  is  the  ground  and 
polished  plate  glass.  s    u  u  «  u 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  Is  the  thickness  of  this  kind  of  glass 
as  compared  with  plate  glass? 
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Mr.  RE3QD.  It  has  the  same  range  of  style,  as  I  understand. 
On  the  machine  the  glass  can  be  drawn  of  any  desired  thick- 
ness, just  as  cast  glass  can  be  made  of  any  desired  thickness. 
So  instead  of  being  tlie  very  thin  product  that  used  to  be  blown 
In  a  window-glass  factory,  it  may  be  of  any  thickness,  just  as 
plate  gUiss  may  be. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  How  does  the  total  production  of  this  wholly 
or  In  part  ground  cylinder,  sheet,  or  crown  glass  compare  with 
the  ordinary  product  of  window  glass? 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  not  the  figures  as  to  that  and  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  experts  have,  but  I  do  know  that  its  produc- 
tion is  increa.sing  by  leaps  and  bounds. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator,  In 
view  of  what  he  has  sug;:ji'ste<l.  what  the  lncrea.se  in  the  rate 
would  be?    It  would  be  300  or  400  per  cent  would  It  not? 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  not  calculate*!  that  either,  but  it  would 
put  it  on  a  parity  with  iriate  glass,  where  It  belongs, 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  would  l»e  around  three  or  four  hundred 
per  cent  I  think.  The  rate  would  be  increased  from  around  3% 
cents  a  pound  to  about  12  or  13  cents  a  pound,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  REED.     I  do  not  think  the  Senatr)r  Is  right  as  to  that. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Would  not  that  be  tlie  increase  under  the 
rate  for  which  the  Senator  Is  asking? 

Mr.  REED.     I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  50  per  cent 
Is  the  plate-giass  rate  under  the  present  law. 

Mr.  HARKLEY'.  But  this  means,  so  far  as  cylinder,  crown, 
and  sheet  glass  are  concerned,  an  increase  from  2i^  or  2%  cents 
and  3  cents  up  to  12%.  19.  and  22  cents,  which  Involves  an 
Increase  of  three  or  four  hundred  per  cent  In  some  cases. 

Mr.  REED.  The  kind  of  glass  to  which  I  am  referring  should 
be  put  on  the  same  basis  as  plate  glass.  In  1922  this  was  not  a 
practical  question,  but  since  that  time  this  glass  has  come  Into 
the  market  and  Is  in  general  use.  It  involves  the  same  labor 
and  is  substantially  the  same  finished  product  as  the  cast  plate 
gla.ss.  The  only  difference  Ls  In  the  way  in  which  it  originates 
from  the  pot,  and  it  ought  to  be  treated  like  plate  glass,  but  the 
courts  have  held  (hat  the  term  "  plate  gla.ss  "  as  used  In  the  tariff 
bill  means  only  cast  plate  glass  and  not  drawn  glass. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  can  not  be  possible  that  this  partly  or 
wholly  ground  window  glass  «in  cost  as  much  in  all  the  proc- 
esses as  the  plate  glass  because  up  to  a  certain  point  the  same 
course  Is  followed  as  In  the  ca.se  of  ordinary  window  glass. 
While  some  increa.se  might  be  justified  by  reason  of  its  being 
ground  wholly  or  in  part,  I  can  not  understand  why  the  mere 
process  of  grinding  it  In  whole  or  in  part  should  justify  an 
increase  of  three  or  four  hundred  per  cent,  when  It  can  not 
possibly  c<ist  as  much  to  finish  it  as  it  does  to  finish  plate  glass. 

Mr.  REED.  It  comes  down  to  this,  that  the  cast  glass  is 
poured  out  of  the  pot  and  falls  on  a  table  by  gravity,  while  the 
other  glass  is  drawn  up  out  of  the  pot  by  machine.  The  differ- 
ence between  those  two  proces.««es  is  very  slight.  Tliey  are  lyoth 
ground  in  the  same  way;  they  are  both  polished  In  the  same 
way.  and  the  cost  Is  substantially  the  same. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  either  case  it  is  done  by  automatic  ma- 
chinery, is  it  not? 

Mr.  HEED.  No;  there  is  nothing  automatic  about  it  except 
the  drawing. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     It  Is  not  hand  polished. 

Mr.  REED.  The  polishing  tabla  Is  a  circular,  flat,  metallic 
table  that  is  perhaps  20  or  25  feet  in  diameter,  and  It  revolves 
under  a  number  of  heavy  Iron  shoes  which  have  sand  or  jwwder 
underneath  them,  and  by  their  action  the  surface  glass  is  grotuid 
off.  They  are  both  treated  in  exactly  the  same  way.  The  very 
putting  of  the  rough  glass  on  the  table  Involves  a  lot  of  labor. 
It  is  put  on  there,  as  I  recall,  in  plaster  of  Paris,  so  that  the 
shoes  will  ride  smoothly  from  sheet  to  sheet  and  will  not  strike 
the  edges.  It  is  a  long  and  expensive  and  very  skilled  process. 
Between  the  manufacture  of  the  two  kinds  of  glass  there  is 
mighty  little  difference  to-day,  except,  as  I  have  said,  one  of 
them  uses  the  law  of  gravitation. 

The  PRESir)ENT  pro  tempore.  The  time  of  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  has  expired. 

Mr.  REED.     I  will  speak  on  the  bill,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  BARKLITY.  Mr.  President  I  am  about  to  take  the  floor 
In  my  own  right,  and  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  REED.     I  have  almost  finished. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     That  can  not  be  done. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry.  May  I 
not  speak  on  the  bill? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  unanimous-consent 
agreement  provides : 

Tbat  la  the  conaldoratiou  of  the  remainder  of  the  committee  amend- 
■wnta  to  Schedule  2  of  the  bill  (H.  B.  2867)   for  revlaion  of  tbe  tarUT, 


or  amt'DdiBenta  proposed  thereto,  so  Senntor  may  speak  longer  than  10 
mlDutea  upon  each  amendment 

The  Chair  would  say  that  the  remedy  of  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  would  be  to  offer  a  pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  may  i>roceed  for  five  minutes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  COCZENS.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  object  to  the  Senator 
speaking  for  five  minutes  or  any  other  length  of  time,  but  what 
is  the  use  of  establishing  a  rule  if  we  are  going  to  make  excep- 
tions every  time  we  pr<»vlde  a  rule.  I  do  not  think  anylwdy 
ought  to  ask  that  exceptions  be  made. 

Mr.  REED.  Very  well,  Mr.  President.  I  move,  on  line  20, 
after  the  word  "Provided,"  that  the  word  "ftoicctJcr"  bo  In- 
serted. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  We  will  stop  all  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ments if  these  evasive  methods  are  going  to  be  adopteil. 

Mr.  REED.  Very  well.  Mr.  I'reeideul;  I  withdraw  the 
amendment 

The  I'RESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  have  a  little 
more  light  shed  on  this  matter,  and  I  am  not  reflecting  on  the 
ability  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to  sh«l  light;  but  tlie 
result  of  this  Is  to  increase  the  rates.  The  rate  on  window  glass 
ranges  all  the  way  from  1%  cents  per  pound  up  to  3^  cents 
per  pound,  depending  upon  the  slae  of  the  sheet.  To  transfer 
window  glass,  which  may  have  been  to  some  extent  ground  into 
the  plate-glass  schedule,  means  to  increase  those  rates  from 
1%  and  3^  cents  per  pound  up  to  12%  and  22  cents  per  square 
foot.  I  am  not  advised  as  to  how  many  square  feet  it  takes 
to  make  a  pound,  or  vice  versa. 

Mr.  REED.  It  defends  entirely  on  the  thickness,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent. It  may  be  as  thin  as  an  eighth  of  an  inch.  It  may  be  an 
inch  thick.  That  is  why  it  is  wise  to  put  the  duty  on  it  by 
the  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  why  it  is  impossible  to  translate  into 
the  language  of  the  plate-glass  schedule  the  language  of  the 
window-glass  schetlule,  because  one  Is  on  the  square  foot  and 
the  other  is  on  the  priund. 

Mr.  REED.     Yes;  necessarily  so. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  I  assume  that  a  square  foot  of  this 
gla.ss  will  not  weigh  a  pound — the  ordinary  window  glass,  I 
should  say. 

Mr.  REED.  Tlie  ordinary  window  glass,  no ;  it  will  not  weig)% 
a_  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  we  are  increasing  this  rate  more 
than  the  figures  here  really  indicate. 

Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President ;  because  this  product  on  which 
we  are  making  the  increase  may  be  of  any  thickness  and,  as  I 
say,  it  is  indistinguisliable  frtim  plate  glass.  We  will  simply  put 
the  plate-glass  Industry  out  of  tills  particular  kind  of  production 
if  we  do  not  put  on  this  protection. 

Mr.  BARKLEY'.  That  rate  is  now  the  law,  and  has  beeti, 
practically,  for  a  go<Ml  many  years.  I  f^ujiposed  that  the  Im- 
proved p^o«'s.'^•s  of  making  plate  glass  had  kept  pace  with  the 
improved  processes  of  making  window  glass. 

Mr.  REED.  No;  they  have  Improved  somewhat,  but  nothing 
like  the  way  In  which  the  process  of  making  window  glass  has 
been  improved. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  can  not  su^iort  this  transfer;  and  I  hope 
the  amendment  will  be  rejected.  I  dislike  to  yoie  on  a  propo- 
sition when  there  Is  so  much  confusion  about  It 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  understands  the 
pending  amendment  to  be  one  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky to  strike  out,  beginning  in  line  20  and  ending  in  line  21« 
the  words  "  and  cylinder,  crown,  and  sheet  glass." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  that  is  the  pending  questl/m.  That 
language  ought  to  be  stricken  out.  Therefore,  of  course,  I  hope 
the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  frtmi  Penns^vanla  and  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  that  I  am  not  dogmatic  on  this  subject.  I  really 
am  seeking  light  upon  It ;  but  with  the  present  showing  I  am 
unable  to  vote  to  transfer  from  the  window-glass  rate  to  the 
plate-glass  rate  products  that  will  Involve  from  300  to  600  per 
cent  Increase  in  the  rate  which  they  now  bear. 

Mr.  KEAN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Tlie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     1  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  aiH>reci:ites  that  the 
whole  process  of  making  this  window  glass  has  changed  in  the 
last  four  or  five  years.    It  is  an  entirely  new  procesiL 
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Mr.  BARKLET.  Tes;  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  not 
f'oly  appreciute  it,  but  when  we  come  to  the  point  where  we  can 
offer  amendments  from  the  floor  on  window  j^ass  I  propose  to 
point  ont  the  Terjr  situation  to  which  the  Senator  has  called 
attention.  I  can  not  do  that  now,  of  coarse,  under  the  onani- 
mouH-cfxiRent  agrt^uient 

Mr.  KKAX.  Thei«e  changes  have  dianged  the  wh<rfe  wlndow- 
giaiw  busineiiH:  and  plute  ^a.>4<(  and  window  glaaa  are  now  get- 
ting no  dose  together  that  it  in  almost  imiKMsible  to  tell  which 
ts  which. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  just  a  word. 
GlatM  a  quarter  of  an  inch  in  thiclcness  will  weight  three  or 
four  pounds  to  the  itquare  foot.  The  making  of  window  glass 
itw>if  la  a  cheep  pr<xv.s».  The  whole  coat,  I  was  going  to  say, 
la  in  the  poUHhing  of  >he  glan.^.  That  la  where  the  cost  lies. 
It  la  in  the  puiLshlng  of  the  glass:  and  that  la  what  this  pro- 
Tides  for.  The  rate«  pn»\ide  for  the  polishing  of  this  glass. 
As  the  Senator  has  said,  it  is  rirtually  the  same  as  plute  glass, 
with  ttie  exception  of  the  thickness.  1  think  the  Senator  would 
make  a  mi.stake  if  he  tried  to  (Hit  this  back. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  HAKKLEY.  The  effect  of  this  transfer  Is  to  deny  the 
American  people  the  l)eneflt  of  the  improved  processes  of  making 
window  gla.sM.  because  the  effect  is  practically  to  admit  that  the 
Improved  processes  of  making  window  gla.ss  hare  gone  to  such 
an  extent  that  it  is  posslhlo  now  to  make  window  gla.ss  that 
serves  certain  purposes  in  lieti  of  plate  glass.  To  put  this  win- 
dow glass  in  the  same  paragraph  with  plate  glass,  to  put  this 
prohibitive  tariff  upon  it — which  it  seems  to  me  is  what  it  will 
amount  to — In  effect  denies  to  the  American  people  the  advan- 
tage which  they  obtain  by  the  new  processes  of  making  window 
flas-s.  becatise  the  tariff  apoii  window  gla.s8  which  is  partially  or 
In  whole  ground  is  pot  apon  the  same  hasi(<  as  plate  glass ;  and 
therefore  it  is  a  p(>nalty  upim  mtxlem  methods  of  manufacture. 
Mr.  SMOOT,  No;  I  look  at  it  exactly  the  other  way,  Mr. 
President.  If  this  is  not  protected,  and  is  virtually  a  polished 
glass,  and  carries  the  same  rate  as  window  glass,  what  will  be 
the  result?  It  will  all  be  imported  from  Germany.  There  is 
not  any  question  al>oat  that. 

Mr.  BARKLETY.  I  do  not  think  the  danger  will  be  so  great 
from  Importations  as  fnmi  the  modern  processes  of  making  the 
article  domestically.  Of  coarse,  we  will  draw  those  comparisons 
•  little  later,  when  we  reach  the  window-glass  schedule,  so  that 
amendments  from  the  floor  will  be  in  order;  bat  I  think  the 
Senator  will  be  convinced  that  the  real  danger  doea  not  lie  so 
much  In  Importatiiws  as  it  does  in  the  modern  processes  of 
manafacturlnc  glass  in  the  United  States  by  those  who  have 
adopted  the  modern  processes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  ia  absolately  mistaken.  I 
think  that  if  this  product  la  to  be  manufactured  in  the  United 
States  It  never  can  be  manufactured  under  the  rates  provided 
for  window  glasa.  There  la  no  doubt  at  all  about  It.  So  the 
question  arises.  Shall  wa  have  thla  character  of  glass  manufac- 
tured in  the  United  States?  If  we  do  not  have  the  protection 
a.sked  for,  and  pat  it  on  the  basis  of  the  rates  on  window  glass, 
there  ia  no  questioa  bat  that  the  industry  can  not  exist  in  the 
United  SUtea. 
Mr.  UARRISON.  Mr.  President,  a  lariiamentary  inquiry. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Miasis- 
Blppl  wUl  sUte  it. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  merely  desire  to  know  what  is  the  pend- 
ing amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  pending  amendment  is 
the  amendfflCDt  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentticky  [Mr. 
Bakkixt],  namely,  to  strike  out.  beginning  on  line  20  after  the 
word  "  daaa,"  the  words  "  and  cylinder,  cruwu.  and  sheet  ;;lasM  " 
Mr.  HARRISON.  I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  oniered,  and  the  legisUtive  clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  eaU  the  roll. 

Mr.  WAONER  (when  ills  name  was  called).     May  I  inquire 
whether    the  Junior   Senator   from    Missouri    [Mr.   PArncaaoif] 
has  voted? 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    That  Senator  has  not  voted 
Mr.  WAONER     I  am  paired  with  the  junior  Senator  from 
Missouri,  and  not  knowing  how  he  would   vote  if  present,   I 
withhold  my  vote. 
The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  FE88.    I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs  • 
The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  WAaaxN]  with  the  Senate^ 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  OnautAA] ; 

The  Senator  from  Indiana   [Mr.  Watson]  with  the  Senator 
from  Aricanaas  [Mr.  RobuisonJ  ; 
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The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Guxrrr]  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Maryland  [Mr.  Ttdinos]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Cappeb]  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Caraway]. 

Mr.  SACKETT  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  I  note 
that  my  general  pair,  the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hawbs] 
has  not  voted.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Ver- 
mont [Mr.  Daue]  and  allow  my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  BINGHAM  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  Has 
the  junior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  voted? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    That  Senator  has  not  voted. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  transfer  my  pair  with  the  junior  Senator 
from  Virginia  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  GotJLD] 
and  allow  my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  STEPHENS.  I  am  paired  with  the  junior  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Robi.nso.nJ.  1  transfer  that  pair  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Dnx]  and  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  would  like  to  have  the  RiccoaD  show  that 
my  colleague  [Mr.  Shipstkad]  Is  absent  because  of  illness. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King) 
Is  detainetl  from  the  Senate  by  reason  of  illness.  If  he  were 
present,  he  would  vote  "  yea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  36,  nays  33,  as  follows: 

TEAS— 36 


Asharst 

Barktpy 

Rluck 

Blaine 

niease 

Horab 

Bratton 

Brock 

Bruokhart 

AllPn 
Blnffbam 

EdKe 

Glenn 
Ooff 

OnldMbo  rough 
Oreene 

Brouasard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Coppland 

Cutting 

Dale 

Dill 


Connally  Ilowell 

Cou2ens  Johnson 

Fletcher  Kendrlck 

Praaier  lj»  FoUette 

GeofBe  McKj-llar 

Harris  Norrla 

Harrison  Nye 

Havrlen  Schall 

Ueflln  Shoppard 

NAYS— 33 

Halo  MoiK>s 

Hastings  Oddle 

Hattleld  I'hlpps 

Hebert  Ranmlell 

Jones  Reed 

Kean  Backett 

Kt-yp*  Shortrldgre 

McN'anr  Smoot 

Metcalf  Stelwer 

NOT   VOTI.NG— 25 

Olllett  Ovprman 

Glaaa  Patterson 

Gould  rioe 

Hawea  I'lttman 

King  Robinson.  Ark. 


Simmons 
Smith 
Steck 
Stephens 
Hwanson 
Thomas,  Okla. 
Wal.Mh.  .Vlaaa. 
Walsh,  Munt. 
Wheeler 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Town  send 

Tnimmoll 

Van<lt>nberg 

Walcott 

Watermaa 


Tjrdlnjfs 
V\  acner 
Warren 
Wat.»on 


McMaster  Robinson!  Ind. 

Norbeck  Shipstead 

So  Mr.  Babklbt's  amendment  to  the  amendment  of  the  com- 
mittee was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  recurs  upon 
the  amendment  of  the  committee  as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  49.  line  13,  before  the 
words  "  per  square  foot "  to  strike  out  "  17  cents  "  and  Insert 
"  1314  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

(b)  Plate  glass  containing  a  wire  netting  within  Itself,  not  exceed- 
ing 384  square  Inches,  Viu,  cents  per  square  foot;  abore  that,  and  not 
exceeding  720  square  Inches,  20  cents  per  square  foot ;  all  above  that, 
23  centa  per  square  foot. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  is  this  the  amendment  on 
page  49,  line  8? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Line  13.  The  amendment  on 
line  8  was  previously  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  other  is  the  present  law.  The  pro- 
posal is  to  rednce  the  rate  in  the  present  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  There  will  be  no  controversy  about  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  not  reducing  the  rate  to  the  present  law; 
it  is  redacing  the  rate  below  the  rate  In  the  present  law 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  quesUon  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  w;is.  on  page  49,  line  22,  before  the  words 
'  per  square  foot."  to  strike  out  "17  cents"  and  insert  "13% 
cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Pa«.  223.  Plate,  cylinder,  crown,  and  sheet  glass,  by  whatever  process 
made,  when  made  Into  mirrors,  finished  or  partly  finished,  exceeding  in 
sise  14-1  square  Inches  and  not  exceeding  384  square  Inches.  13%  cents 
per  square  foot;  above  'hat,  and  not  exceeding  720  square  Inches  20 
c«nt8  per  sqaare  foot ;  all  above  that,  23  cents  per  square  foot. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  52.  line  15,  where  the  com- 
mittee proposed  after  the  word  "mirrors,"  to  Insert  the  follow- 
Ing:  •■(except  framed  or  cased  mirrors  in  chief  value  of  platinum, 
gold,  or  silver),"  so  as  to  read: 
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They  go  into  a  schedule  where  there  la  a 


(b)  Glass  mirrors  (exnept  framed  or  cased  Btirrsrs  In  chief  valaa  of 
platiiMun,  (Told,  or  sBver),  not  syaciaily  provided  for,  not  exceeding  to 
■ixe  144  sqaare  laches,  with  or  without  frames  »c  cases,  60  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Let  us  hare  an  explanation  of  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  exceptions  mentioned  go  over  Into  the 
Beta  I  seliedsle. 

Mr.  HARRISON, 
higher  rate? 

Mr.  REED.  Tea.  If  the  Senator  will  look  at  page  117,  para- 
graph 39H,  he  will  see  that  they  carry  65  per  cent  if  they  are  of 
platinum,  gold,  or  silver  in  chief  value. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  In  other  words,  It  is  aa  increase  froaa  50 
per  cent  to  65  per  centV 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Whea  they  are  framed. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     That  is  what  I  mean — these  exceptions. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yea. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     What  is  the  Justification  for  that  <*ange? 

Mr.  REKD.  Mr.  Pre^ddent,  it  is  for  the  very  obvious  reason 
that  a  inirrar  in  chief  value  of  gold  is  an  article  of  luxury  that 
ought  to  be  taxed, 

Mr.  PAKKLEY.  Why  transfer  the  ji^ass  to  the  metal  8<±ed- 
nleV  In  other  parts  of  the  bill  a  different  rate  has  been  put 
on  glass  and  on  uietuls,  which  may  l>e  a  part  of  the  finished 
article.  Why  transfer  the  glass  which  ia  framed  in  some  sort 
of  metal  to  the  metal  scliedule? 

Mr.  REED.  Because  the  article  bdng  In  chief  -value  a  metal, 
appropriately  fails  in  the  metal  schcnlule,  and  it  is  a  difficult 
and  almost  an  impossible  thing  to  seiiaxate  a  gold  frame  and 
tiny  mirror  that  fits  into  it  and  appraise  them  together.  They 
are  invoiced  together,  und  they  ought  to  be  considered  together. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  only  that,  but  the  foreigntTs  could  ship 
into  the  I'nited  States  a  gold  frame  or  a  platinum  frame,  as 
the  case  might  be,  and  have  nothing  in  it  te  speak  of  exc^ 
Just  a  cheap  article. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    This  Is  largely  limited  to  expensive  mirrors? 

Mr.  SM(X>T.    They  are  luxuries  of  the  highest  type. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  suppose  the  mirror  part  constitutes  <Hily 
a  small  fraction  of  the  viilue  of  the  whole  article? 

Mr.  SMtKyr.    Certainly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Personally  I  do  not  see  any  objection  to 
that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fass  in  the  diair).  The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 

Hie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  52,  l>eginnlng  with  line  19, 
to  strike  out: 

Prorided,  That  no  mirror  in  a  frame  or  ease  (unless  sacli  mirror, 
exclu.«iv«  of  the  frame  or  case,  ts  the  compooent  of  chief  value)  shall 
be  classified  under  this  paragraph  if  it  has  a  substantial  use  other  than 
as  it   mirror. 

(c)  Uloss,  and  manufacturers  of  glass,  ruled  or  etched  In  any  manner 
for  photographic  reproductions  or  engraving  processes,  and  glass  cut  to 
size  aad  ruled  for  measuring  purposes,  55  p«r  ceat  ad  valorem. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  Insert : 

(c)  Ola^s  ruled  or  etched  In  any  manner,  and  manufactures  of  sudi 
glass,  for  photographic  reproduction  or  eiigravlag  processes,  or  for  meas- 
uring or  rtcordfng  purposes,  S6  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  let  us  have  some  explanation 
of  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  rates  are  exactly  the  same.  The  largtiage 
is  rewritten  so  as  to  express  the  idea  In  much  better  form  The 
department  has  recommended  that  this  wording  be  Inserted 

Mr.  HARRISON.  What  Is  the  rate  in  the  present  law  on 
glass  ami  manufactures  of  glass,  ruled  or  etched  in  any  manner 
for  photographic  repnxtuctions?    Is  that  56  per  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    To  which  amendment  ts  the  Senator  referring? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  referring  to  the  one  commencing  In 
line  24,  on  page  52.  inclTHilng  the  iiTut  two  lines  at  the  rop  of 
page  53.  The  memorandum  that  I  have  shows  that  the  duty  is 
ralse<I  from  20  per  cent  to  55  per  cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  to  carry  out  a  court  deelsion,  if  I  am  not 
mistaken.  A  new  provision  was  inserted  by  the  House,  para- 
graph 290,  relating  to  g!a.ss  ami  manufactures  of  glass,  ruled  or 
etched  in  any  manner  for  photographic  reproiiuctlons.  A  duty 
of  55  per  cent  ad  valorem  was  imposed.  Formerly  ruled  or 
etched  glass  for  photographic  reproductions  was  dutiable  at  55 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  218. 

In  1928  the  Court  of  Cu.stoms  Appeals  held  that  irfiotographlc 
glSiSH  screens  were  dutiable  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem — that  is, 
as  parts  of  cameras — covered  in  paragraph  1453  of  the  act  of 
1922.     That  was  the  rate  Intended  to  be  given  this  class  at 


gooda,  but  OB  account  of  the  ruling  to  wUeh  I  have  referred  tt 
was  placed  at  2d  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  HARBISON.  Then,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  this  rate  is  beinc 
increased  from  20  per  cent  to  55  per  cent,  and  tiieac  articles  are 
produced  pretty  much  In  this  cotmtry  by  one  concern,  a  concern 
located  op  in  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  are  giving  them  exactly  the  same  rate  that 
was  given  them  In  the  act  of  1922,  but  the  wording  of  the  act 
was  such  that  the  Court  of  Customa  Appeals  held  that  the 
artlde  ttil  in  paragraph  1453,  and  we  are  restoring  the  rate 
fixed  in  the  law. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 
What  amendment  Is  now  pending?  We  have  not  acted  on  the 
amendment  In  subparagraph  (b),  have  we? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  la  the  one  under  consideration  now. 

Mr.  PARKLEY.  We  arc  discussing  the  later  one.  They  are 
not  the  same  amendment;  th^-  do  not  rrfate  to  the  same  thing. 
It  seenas  to  me  we  ought  to  pass  on  the  language  strikiiig  out 
tlie  proviso  in  line  19. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  first  put  the 
question  on  the  amendment  In  lines  19  to  23. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  language  was  stricken  out  simply 
because  the  House  passed  the  Wll.  The  Court  of  Customs  Ap- 
peals have  rendered  a  deel^on  making  this  language  tmnee- 
esiwry. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  right 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  00  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  to  strike  ont  the  language  in  lines  19  to  23. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  now  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  in  subparagraph  (c),  to  strike  out  and 
Insert 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  I  do  think  we  ought  to 
have  some  InformatlSh  ab^mt  that  It  is  quite  true  that  It 
may  be  that  thrnse  who  framed  the  act  of  1922  thought  they 
were  giving  a  55  per  cent  duty,  and  the  Court  of  Custom.s  Ap- 
peals ruled  that  the  duty  was  20  per  c«it  ad  valorem,  and  the 
committee  have  raised  It  to  56  per  cent.  But  give  us  some 
Justification  for  this  proposition.  The  information  I  have  here 
is  that  these  articles  are  made  by  one  concern,  pretty  much 
dominating  the  market  In  this  country. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  and  there  are  on\j  three  firms  in  all  the 
world. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     What  Justification  is  there  for  this  rate? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  can  answer  that  There  are 
two  conopms  in  Germany  that  will  have  a  world  monojjoly  ff 
this  industry  In  Philadelphia  goes  out  of  business.  During  the 
war  time  ft  was  the  only  source  of  supply  for  this  country  and 
our  allies.  It  was  prosperous  during  the  war.  The  (Jerman 
competition  sliH?e  then  has  been  Increasing,  the  domestic  pro- 
duction has  been  declining,  and  It  is  highly  necessar>'  that  we 
keep  that  Industry  alive.  It  is  not  going  to  stay  alive  with  the 
duty  20  per  c«it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  find  that  the  domestic  pro- 
duction of  these  various  articles  of  ruled  glass  Is  de<'llnlng. 
Last  year  It  amounted  to  $2(K),000.  But  at  the  same  time  tlie 
Imports  amounted  to  only  $32,000. 

Mr.  KEED.  That  is  true;  that  is  the  invoice  value  of  the 
imports.  Take  the  American  value  of  the  imports  and  it  is  a 
go4.>d  deal  more  than  the  ratio  between  30  and  200,000. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  we  are  not  proceeding  on  the 
basis  of  the  American  vahie. 

Mr.  REED.  .  No ;  but  we  are  considering  the  number  of 
units  that  are  brought  in  in  contrast  with  the  number  that  are 
made  here. 

Mr.  BARK  LET.  If  this  product  has  been  coming  in  since 
1925,  or  whenever  the  decision  was  rendered,  at  20  per  eeat,  and 
only  $30,000  worth  per  year  are  coming  In.  it  seems  they  are 
not  making  any  great  inroads  tipon  the  American  noarket. 

Mr.  REED.  They  are  making  about  one-third  of  all  that  is 
sold  here,  I  am  told.  It  Is  a  alow  business  to  make  an  bicrease. 
Glass  for  this  purpose  is  made  of  two  pieces  of  glass  on  each 
of  which,  with  a  diamond,  parallel  lines  are  cut.  These  lines 
are  etched  in  the  glass  with  acid  and  then  the  two  pieces  are 
pot  together  with  the  parallel  lines  on  one  plate  at  right  angles 
to  the  parallel  lines  on  the  other,  and  that  gives  the  little  dots 
with  whit*  we  are  familiar  in  halftone  pictures.  It  Is  not  a 
very  big  industry.  The  output  last  year  was  only  $200,000. 
The  Germans  can  and  do  undersell  tb«B.  We  thought,  and 
unanimously,  as  I  recall,  that  it  was  highly  desirable  to  give 
them  the  protection  they  thought  they  were  getting  and  which 
Congress  thought  it  was  giving  in  1922,  and  in  effect  to  reverse 
the  Customs  Court  decision  and  put  it  down  to  20  i>er  cent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  would  have  no  objection  t«  their  getting 
what  they  thought  they  were  gettlag  in  1922  if  tkere  bad  besa 
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any  aiipreciable  Increasp  in  ImportatioDK,  bat  $30,000  compand 
to  $2IM),0<M)  is  aJMHit  one-Heypnth  instead  of  one-third,  so  thiit 
under  the  20  per  c-eul  rate  it  does  nut  seem  that  there  have  be4n 
many  Impitrtatiuua.  I  imagine  the  56  per  cent  rate  might 
prohibit  ire. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  think  ao.  There  waa  a  great  deal  bf 
testimony  tak»«  l>efore  the  House  committee  on  the  subje<t, 
and  tb**  Houxe  ci>mmittpe  reached  the  same  c«)nclu8ioa  we  di|l, 
that  thin  rate  is  ju»tiflt>d. 

The  PKESIDINO  OKFIC'ER    The  question  is  en  agreeing  ^ 
the  ct^mmittec  amendment. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The    I'REHIDING    OFriC'EK.     This   completes   the   amei^i 
mentK  in  SotM-dule  2. 

»Ir.  SMCM/r.     Yes,  Mr  President ;  that  completes  the  amen^ 
ments  In  Schedule  2. 

Mr.  JONE8.  Mr.  PreslJent,  I  was  requested  to  make  tie 
point  of  no  quorum  l)efore  we  begin  the  consideration  of  tie 
metal  m-hedule.  T 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  not  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington withhold  the  call  for  a  moment? 
Mr.  JONES.  Very  well. 
Mr.  REED.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  if  he  will 
teli  UM  when  it  is  his  intention  to  take  up  floor  amendments  to 
Scbetlules  1  and  2?  Hy  the  time  we  get  through  the  bill  with 
committee  amendments  everybody  will  have  forgotten  the  necw- 
Miry  information  relating  to  the  earlier  schedules.  T 

Mr.  SM(K>T.  I  have  asked  unanimous  consent  on  three  dif- 
ferent M-casions  that  we  might  take  up  individual  amendmen  s 
and  thus  complete  the  si-hedules  as  we  proceed,  but  I  have  be<  n 
told  it  can  not  be  granted.  I  am  not  going  to  ask  it  again.  I 
wanted  very  much  to  follow  that  course,  because  I  think  it  a 
the  proper  way  to  proceed. 

Mr.  REED.  I  would  like  to  ask  those  In  command  of  tie 
bill  for  the  coalition  whether  we  can  not  go  back  and  clear  i  p 
floor  amendments  In  Schedules  1  and  2  before  going  into  a  lot 
of  new  subjects  in  the  further  schedules.  Why  do  we  not  fo 
back  and  start  at  the  beginning  and  clean  up  Schedules  1  aid 
2  before  proceeding  to  Schedule  3? 

Mr.  BARK  LEY.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  that  on  account  of  the  absence  of  the  junl<T 
Senator  from  Utah  (Mr.  Kino]  and  also  on  account  of  the  fact 
that  the  flm  three  schetlules.  especially  the  first  and  the  thirl, 
are  the  moHt  technical  and  Involved  and  diflk>ult  of  understand- 
ing in  the  whole  bill,  it  was  not  thonght  desirable  or  fair  to  is 
to  require  us  to  Introduce  our  individual  amendments'  from  tt  e 
0oor  on  the  three  schedules. 

After  we  get  through  with  the  metal  schedule,  so  far  as  I  a;  d 
concerned — and  I  think  so  far  as  anybody  on  this  side  of  tJ^ 
Chamber  is  concerned — it  will  be  entirely  agreeable  to  clean 
each  schedule  as  we  proceed ;  but,  as  the  Senator  will  recogni 
these   three   schedules   are   peculiarly    technical    and    involvi 
The  chemical  schedule  can  be  thoroughly  understood  only 
chemists,  and  we  are  none  of  us  chemists.     In  addition  to  thj^t 
my   colleague  oo   the  subcommittee,   the  Junior   Senator   fr( 
Utah    [Mr.  Kino],  Is  iU,  and  I  should  not  like  to  start  in 
consideration  of  floor  amendments  of  the  three  schedules  In  h: 
ab><ence. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  utterly  unable  to  understand  how  It  wi 
help  our  understanding  o(  the  chemical  schedule  to  go  into  a  fu  1 
discussion  ot  the  metul  schedule.  The  easier  and  better  way  i) 
to  clean  up  the  schedules  as  we  reach  them. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  will  not  help  the  consideration  of  th> 
chemical  schedule  to  go  Into  a  consideration  ot  the  metal  s<^ecl- 
ule  first,  but,  as  we  stated  on  a  former  occasion,  on  account  off 
the  Involved  diaracter  of  the  chemical  schedule  we  have  noi 
been  prepared  to  offer  the  amendments  from  the  floor.  Delav 
in  t lie  matter  may  eliminate  a  good  many  amendments  which  w^ 
would  otherwise  be  forced  to  offer  If  we  had  to  go  into  it  now. 

Mr.  BDOE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  from  Pennsy 
vania  has  the  floor.    Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Neir 
Jersey? 

ilr.  REED.     I  yield 

Mr.  EDGE.    Then  I  understand  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky,  speaking  for  the  other  side  of  the  Chamb« 
that  when  we  (x>u»plete  the  committee  amendments  in  the  meta 
schedule  it  la  then  the  desire  or  intention,  or  there  will  be  m 
agreement  entered  into,  to  go  back  to  Schedule  No.  1  for  floor 
ameutlments? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No ;  we  will  go  right  along  and  dean  up  th< 
subsequent  schedules  as  we  reach  them  and  then  go  back  U 
Schedules  1,  2,  and  3. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  other  13  schedulcb  we  can  dean  up,  but  th^ 
Arst  S  schedolea  we  can  noL  1  | 


'  Mr.  REED.  In  other  words,  somebody  whose  livelihood  is 
affected  by  Schedule  1  will  have  to  wait  until  we  have  gone 
through  tlie  whole  16  schedules  to  find  out  what  we  are  going 
to  do  to  him? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  livelihood  of  no  one  can  be  affected 
until  the  bill  passes  as  a  whole,  so  it  does  not  make  any  differ- 
ence. 

Mr.  REED.  That  will  never  happen,  so  it  does  not  make  any 
difference. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  dot^s  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania think  the  livelihood  of  anyone  is  going  to  be  saved  hy 
the  passage  ot  the  bill? 

Mr.  REED.    Indeed  I  do. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  thinks  the  Mil  is  gt^ng  to 
pass? 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  is  going 
to  let  it  pass. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  thought  the  Senator  had  changed  his 
mind  since  the  other  day  when  he  prmiounced  it  dead. 

Mr.  REED.  Not  at  all.  I  think  it  Is  dead.  I  know  the  coali- 
tion is  determined  to  wreck  it  first  and  then  kill  it 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  we  have  moved 
along  pretty  well  to-day? 

Mr.  REED.  1  think  we  have  spasms  of  acting  on  amend- 
menta 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  JONES.     Mr.  President  I  renew  the  point  of  no  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton made  the  point  of  no  quorum  and  withheld  it  to  enable  this 
conversation  to  proceed.    He  now  renews  the  suggestion. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  withhold 
the  suggestion  for  a  moment  to  raable  me  to  submit  a  unani- 
mous-consent proposal? 

Mr.  JONES.     I  will  do  so. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  on  each  amendment  to  the 
metal  schedule  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  ^[leeches  be 
limited  to  10  minntes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Is  tiiere  objection? 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  it  is  obviously  unfair  to  make 
a  suffgestion  of  that  kind  with  (mly  10  or  12  Swiators  in  the 
Chamber.  We  want  to  give  every  Senator  an  opportunity  to 
understand  the  proposal.  Certainly  such  a  stoggeetlon  should 
be  made  after  a  quorum  call. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton makes  the  point  of  no  quorum.    The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

.^sliurst 

Bark  ley 

Bingham 

Bla<« 

BUlne 

Blease 

Borah 

BrattOQ 

Brock 

Brookbart 

Brounard 

Capper 

Carawaj 

Connally 

Copeland 

Coiuena 

Cutting 

Dale 

Dmeen 

Bdffe 

Fe«a 


Fletcher 

Frasier 

<Jeorge 

Gillett 

Ulaaa 

Glenn 

Goff 

(ioldaboroagh 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Haatlngs 

Hatfield 

Hawea 

Hay den 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 


Kean 
Kendrick 
Keyen 
La  Kollette 
McKellar 
Mc.Nary 
Mrtcalt 
Mo«ea 
Norbeck 
Norrla 
Nye 
Oddle 
Orerman 
Patterson 
Phippa 
Pine 
Riin<NleU 
Heed 
Sackett 
SchaU 
Sheppard 
rtridg* 


Bimmona 

Smith 

Smoot 

Stpck 

Steiwer 

Stephens 

Swan  son 

Thomaa,  Idaho 

Tbomaa,  OUa. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydlnga 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mflsi. 

Walah.  Mont 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Sbortridge 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eighty-five  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names  a  quorum  is  present  The  Senator 
from  Mississii^  [Mr.  HAasisoN]  asks  unanimous  consent  that 
In  the  consideration  of  conunittee  amendments  to  Schedule  3  of 
House  bill  2887,  for  revision  of  the  tariff,  or  amendments  pro- 
posed thereto,  no  Senator  may  speak  longer  than  10  minutes 
upon  each  amendment.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  ODD  IE.     I  object 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Objection  is  heard. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  would  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  agree  to  a  limitation  of  15  minutes? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President  just  a  brief  statement  I  pro- 
pose to  speak  for  .something  less  than  an  hour  on  the  manganese 
item.  It  is  an  item  that  ttK>k  days  for  ct>nsideration  before  the 
CMnmittee.  It  has  been  under  discussion  outside  of  the  Senate 
for  a  long  time.  It  is  an  item  of  very  great  importance.  After 
my  statement  I  think  vije  can  have  a  vote  In  a  very  short  time, 
but  I  have  beeo  obliged  to  summarize  the  matter  in  some  notes 
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which  I  can  not  properly  present  in  less  than  three-<]narter8  of 
an  hour  anyway. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Then,  as  I  understand  it,  the  Senator 
objects  ? 

Mr.  ODDIE.     I  do. 

Mr.  SSIOOT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the  Senate 
concludes  its  business  to-day  it  take  a  recess  until  10  o'clock 
to-morrow  morning. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  clerk  will  report  tlie  first  amendment  In  Schedale  3. 

The  Lkcisi-.\tive  Clxkk.  In  paragraph  301.  page  5«,  Schedule 
3.  "  Metals  and  manufactures  of "  the  committee  proposes  in 
line  3  to  strike  out  "  |1.12^  "  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "  $1JK>," 
so  as  to  read: 

Iron  In  pigs  and  iron  kentledge,  $1.50  per  ton. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  I  desire  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  committee  amendment  In  lieu  of  "  $1.50  "  I  move 
to  Insert  "75  cents." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  amendment  will  be  reported. 

The  Chibt  CuoiK.  On  page  56,  line  3,  in  the  committee 
amendment  strike  out  "$1.50  "  and  insert  "76  cents,"  so  as  to 
read: 

Iron  In  piga  and  Iron  kentledge,  75  centa  p>r  ton. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentudcy  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
care  to  be  heard  on  this  amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment?   If  so,  I  should  like  to  reply  to  him. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  do  not  at  this  moment 

Mr.  REED.  Does  the  "  coalition  "  think  that  It  does  not  need 
any  arjtument? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  speaking  as  a  member  of  any 
coalition.  I  am  offering  these  amendments  to  the  committee 
amendments  in  my  imllvidual  capacity  as  a  member  of  the 
Senate  and  not  as  the  result  of  any  coalition,  understanding,  or 
agreement  with  any  Iwdy,  group,  or  perw^m. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agre^ng  to  the 
amendment 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  the  tariff  on  pig  Iron  was  fixed 
at  75  cents  in  the  act  of  1922.  Tlie  Tariff  Commission  was 
appealeil  to  to  make  a  study  of  the  c<impetitive  conditions  and 
the  comparative  costs  here  and  abn)ad.  They  ascertained  that 
the  principal  importations  of  pig  iron  were  coming  from  British 
India,  where  a  concern  known  as  the  Tata  Iron  &  Btee\  Co.  was 
making  pig  iron  and  employing  labor  to  which  they  paid  14 
cents  a  day,  and  that  that  concern  was  producing  pig  iroa 
delivered  on  railway  cars  at  its  own  plant  at  a  cost  of  $13.36 
a  ton.  It  is  small  wonder  that  they  should  do  it  with  the 
rate  of  wages  which  they  pay.  It  cost  in  freight  charges,  land 
and  sea,  and  for  all  other  expenses,  to  take  that  iron  to  New 
York  $6.65  a  ton,  making  the  delivery  cost  in  New  York  $20.01 
per  ton.  Neither  Chicago  nor  Pittsburgh  nor  Birmingham  could 
possibly  compete  with  that  cost  and  the  merchant  furnaces 
along  the  Atlantic  seaboard,  of  course,  can  not  compete  with  It 

In  the  eastern  district — that  is,  throughout  New  Jersey  and 
eastern  Pennsylvania  and  Virginia,  it  costs,  delivered  at  New 
York,  $27.78,  or  $7.77  a  ton  more  than  the  Indian  iron.  In  the 
Buffalo  district,  where  they  get  their  ore  by  water  from  Lake 
Superior,  they  can  produce  it  a  little  more  cheairfy,  but  the 
freight  cost  is  greater,  and  their  laid-down  cost  in  New  York 
is  $27.08  a  ton,  or  $7.07  more  than  the  Indian  iron  costs  deliv- 
ered in  New  York. 

Mr.   BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  What  does  It  cost  the  United  States 
Sterf  Co.? 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  know ;  that  organization  does  not  sell 
It  The  United  States  Steel  Corporation — I  presume  the  Sena- 
tor refers  to  them 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Yes. 

Mr.  RI':ed.  Is  not  any  more  interested  In  the  disposition  of 
this  question  as  to  the  duty  on  pig  iron  than  the  man  in  the 
moon  is  interested  In  it.  It  does  not  sell  pig  iron ;  it  sometimes 
buys  It  and  when  it  buys  It  I  suppose,  it  is  interested  In  buying 
it  cheaply ;  but  its  earnings  will  not  ije  affected  one  penny's 
worth  by  the  decision  of  Congress  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  That  corporation  produces  it  but  uses 
mil  it  produces^  dues  it  not? 

Mr.  REED.    It  produces  molten  iron  for  Its  own  use ;  yei^ 


Mr.  BROOKHART.  And  Its  profits  tre  about  $75,000,000  « 
quarter,  are  tlaey  not? 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  know;  its  profits  are  very  large,  but 
they  will  be  wholly  unaffected  by  the  deilsion  of  this  question. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  a  wise 
decision  of  this  matter  would  be  to  lower  the  tariff  and  pay  a 
iKmnty  to  the  little  fellows  who  want  to  be  preserved,  and  tax 
the  Steel  Trust  on  some  of  its  profits  to  pay  that  bounty  so  as 
to  equalize  conditions  according  to  the  principle  of  the  bounty? 

Mr.  REED.  That  would  equalise  things  by  taking  from  one 
taxpayer  and  paying  a  bounty  to  some  other  taxpayer. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  we  are  gluing 
to  the  one  taxjwyer  governmental  protection  by  action  ot  the 
Government  in  the  way  of  a  protective  tariff  law,  we  have  got  a 
right  to  say  something  about  the  kind  of  profits  which  shall  be 
taken. 

Mr.  REEID.  We  will  reach  that  perhaps  later  on.  But  what 
I  am  trying  to  say  to  the  Senator  is  that  the  tariff  on  pig  iron 
is  a  matter  of  utter  indifference  to  the  Steel  Corporation. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  can  not  see  it  in  that  way.  In  view  of 
the  fact  that  that  corporation  is  a  large  producer  of  pig  iron. 

Mr.  REED.  Let  us  stop  and  consider  that  for  a  moment 
The  word  pig  iron  is  confusing  In  Itself.  The  duty  is  not  on  pig 
iron.  It  is  on  Iron  in  pigs.  The  great  steel  companies  do  not 
let  their  iron  cool  ordinarily;  the  heat  that  is  in  pig  iron  is 
worth  about  a  dollar  a  ton;  and  they  run  It  directly  into  the 
Jones  mixer  from  which  the  steel  is  drawn,  and  that  iron  Is  kept 
molten  all  the  time.  The  pig  iron  of  the  steel  companies  never 
gets  Into  a  condition  of  marketability  because  it  never  solidifies; 
it  goes  on  into  steel  and  It  can  not  go  Into  the  market  The 
people  who  are  affected,  and  affected  very  vitally,  are  the  con- 
cerns known  as  the  merchant  furnaces — that  Js,  the  blast  fur- 
naces that  make  pig  Iron — east  It  in  sand  molds  or  pig  machines, 
and  then  sell  it  as  pig  iron.  They  are  called  merchant  furnaces. 
They  do  not  own  any  steel  works ;  they  can  not  make  any  other 
product;  they  can  not  make  a  thing  but  the  cast  granular 
article  that  is  known  as  pig  Iron,  which  is  not  the  malleable  iron 
of  coxnmerce  which  is  brought  from  the  stage  of  being  pig ;  It  is 
not  the  steel  which  has  been  made  in  a  steel  works;  but  Is 
simply  the  coarse,  heavy  article  that  we  know  as  pigs — iron  in 
pigs.  It  Is  a  matter  of  total  Indifference,  I  say  again,  not  only 
to  the  steel  companies  but  to  the  Iron  companies  In  my  own 
home  town  of  Pittsburgh  whether  we  put  a  duty  on  pig  Iron  or 
whether  we  do  not.  They  are  better  protected  by  the  moun- 
tains and  by  the  freight  rates  that  are  require<l  to  bring  foreign 
iron  over  the  mountains  Into  the  great  Mississippi  plain  than 
they  are  protected  by  any  tariff  that  we  conceivably  could 
put  on. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  Senator  says  that  It  Is  a  matter  of 
Indifference  to  the  steel  companies  In  his  home  town,  but  If  we 
adopt  the  Hamiltonian  principle  of  paying  a  bounty,  then  it 
certainly  becomes  Important  to  them,  because  they  will  have  to 
pay  some  of  that  bounty  out  of  their  profits. 

Mr.  REED.  On  the  contrary,  the  merchant  furnaces  of  Pitts- 
burgh would  be  receiving  that  bounty  and  there  would  be  no 
justification  for  paying  It  to  them.  If  they  do  not  ask  for  It 
then  why  should  we  pay  them  a  bounty?  They  are  not  suffer- 
ing from  foreign  competition. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  would  not  pay  a  bounty  to  anybody 
whose  cost  of  production  was  low,  but  to  those  who  have  higher 
costs  of  production,  as  In  eastern  Pennsylvania,  and  the  con- 
cerns In  western  Penn8ylK:anla  would  have  to  pay  the  bounty  to 
eastern  Pennsylvania  In  order  to  equalize  condltloms. 

Mr.  REED.  In  other  words,  the  Senator  would  subsidize  the 
unfit ;  that  is  about  what  it  amounts  to. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Do  I  understand,  then,  that  the  Senator 
is  here  defending  unfit  iin-oductlon  In  the  eastern  pert  of  his 
State  and  wants  to  put  up  the  tariff  in  order  to  protect  it? 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course  I  am  not ;  but  there  are  blast  furnaces 
in  western  Pennsylvania  that  have  been  abandoned  because 
they  could  not  effectively  compete  with  the  efficient  establish- 
ments. Under  the  Senator's  theory  they  would  be  paid  a  bounty, 
and  I  would  not  dream  of  asking  it 

I  repeat  it  is  a  matter  of  indifference  to  us,  and  so  it  is  to 
the  merchant  furnaces  of  the  Mahoning  Valley  in  Ohio.  They 
do  not  cure  whether  there  is  a  tariff  on  pig  iron  or  not  ex<^ept 
tliey  are  Interested  in  seeing  the  industry  continue  in  the  East 
So  it  is  in  Cadcago.  They  are  protected  by  the  geograptiy  of 
their  location.  This  will  not  make  one  penny's  worth  of  differ- 
ence to  the  amhattled  farmos  of  Iowa  and  not  one  penny's 
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worth  more  will  they  i«y  for  their  pig  iron  and  for  the  iwoduci  s 
of  that  pig  iron,  whether  we  strike  the  duty  off  entirely  or  p«  t 
It  on  a  proper  Itasii*. 

Mr.  BKOOKIiART.  It  wUl  make  a  vast  difference  to  tlio 
farmers  in  Iowa  if  we  succeed  in  retaining  the  debenture,  to 
which  the  steel  c<>iQi>anieH  are  oppust^d. 

Mr.  HKKD.  We  are  not  talking  about  the  debenture  noir. 
The  ct>a]itii»n  put  that  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  BRCKiKIIART.  The  debenture  is  a  part  of  the  boanly 
pUiu.  of  the  Keiieral-lxmnty  principle,  that  I  am  adTOcating  \o 
go  clear  thruuKh  this  hill  in  order  to  equalise  conditions. 

Mr.  UEED.  Very  well,  but  that  la  not  what  we  are  discusji 
ing  now. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  time  la  coming,  it  is  very  plain,  f 
we  are  going  to  do  equal  justice  it  can  not  be  done  by  raisic  g 
and  lowering  tariff  rat«»s  wh»>n  we  have  got  to  go  back  to  tie 
bounty  plan  a-s  advocated  by  Hamilton  when  he  adopted  tlie 
bounty  principle  as  a  part  of  the  tariff  system.  Do  I  understanil 
that  the  iieiiator  from  Pennsylvania  repudiates  the  Hamiltonia:i 
theory  V 

Mr.  REED.  I  do,  and  I  do  not  believe  if  Hamilton  Uvei 
to-day  be  would  be  advocating  it  to  apply  to  any  such  ca.ne 
as  this. 

Mr.  I-ESS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsy 
vanhi  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 
Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FE8S.  I  am  interested  to  know  to  what  the  Senator 
refers  when  he  speaks  of  the  Hamiltoniaii  theory  of  the  bounty. 
That  Is  entirely  new  to  me. 

Mr.  REED.  I  recall  that  in  some  of  Hamilton's  writings  hp 
did  mention  a  protective  tariff  or  a  bounty,  but  I  never  saw  tkuy 
lengthy  exposition  of  it  on  his  part,  and  I  have  as.sumed  thut 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  has  caught  at  the  use  of  the  worl 
"bounty"  and  defends  the  debenture  plan  by  blaming  it  oi 
Alexander  Hamilton.  I  do  not  think  it  matters  to  Mr.  Hamilto  i 
what  is  said  about  him  now. 

Mr.  FE8S.  In  his  several  reports,  the  one  on  mannfactnre  s 
especially,  and  another  on  strengthening  the  credit,  he  refers  t  > 
encouraging  American  Industry  by  the  use  of  a  protective  tarif  . 
but  I  do  not  recall  that  he  mentioned  bounty  at  any  place. 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  a  vague  recollection  that  he  did  in  one  o  r 
two  instances. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  i* 
u.sually  very  well  Informed  and  accurate  alK>nt  historical  ques- 
thms.  but  he  will  find  both  in  the  speech  of  the  Senator  froci 
Georgia  [Mr.  GsoaoB]  and  that  of  the  Senator  from  Idah  > 
(Mr.  Ikm^Hl  a  review  of  the  bounty  principle  as  a  method  or 
equalizing  conditions  among  industries  themselves — not  a.s  be 
tween  agriculture  and  industry  but  even  among  Indu-stries  them 
selves.  I  commend  to  him  that  he  study  up  and  really  learn  th  ■ 
full  import  of  the  protective- tariff  theory.  If  he  will  do  sc, 
perhaps  we  will  get  some  benefit  out  of  It  for  the  farmers  In 
the  end. 

Mr.  REED.     Now.  Mr.  Presidont.  let  us  get  back  to  pig  iror. 
Of  course.  I  realize  perfectly  well  that  I  am  talking  to  deaf  ear; 
for  the  most  part.     I  do  not  think  if  we  had  the  tongues  o 
angels,  if  we  had  all  the  proof  imaginable  that  we  could  affec 
the  de<HBli>n  of  many  of  the  members  of  the  so-colled  coalition 
Nevertheless,  I  want  the  Rkcoro  to  show  what  the  facts  are  oi  i 
this  subject. 

We  have  heard.  Mr.  President,  much  about  distress  amon; 
the  farmers.  The  distress  among  the  farmers  in  any  part  o 
this  country  is  not  companthle  to  the  distress  of  tho«e  engaget 
In  the  merrtiant  furnace  industry  alcwig  the  Atlantic  seatn^ard 
The  production  of  their  comm(xlity  has  declined  in  five  year 
from  10.000.000  tons  to  7.000.000  tons  and  a  fractiMi ;  the  pria 
of  their  product  has  declined  from  $28.31  per  long  ton  in  192; 
to  $21.17  per  long  ton  in  1928.  Tlie  Tariff  Commission  itsci 
finds  tliat  the  delivered  cost  of  the  article  is  over  $27  in  Nev 
York.  That  is  not  my  assertion,  it  is  the  assertion  of  the  Tarif 
CommiasloD.  The  Indian  Iron  can  be  laid  down  in  New  York  a 
$20.01.  and  that  Is  the  reason  for  the  decline  In  the  prices  am 
the  decline  In  the  domestic  production.  It  is  all  well  and  go«x 
to  take  the  amount  of  the  mo!ten  iron  made  throughout  tht 
rnited  States  and  say  "  that  is  the  domestic  production  of  m 
iron  "  and  contrast  that  with  1-10.000  odd  tons  that  came  in  las 
year  fnnn  India.  The  two  do  not  compete;  they  are  differeni 
articles  and  it  Is  a  wholly  unjustifiable  contrast.  But  if  the 
Indian  importations  be  compared  with  the  domestic  production 
along  the  Atlantic  seaboard,  where  the  competition  comes.  It  will 
be  found  that  7%  per  cent  of  the  iron  that  was  used  in  thai 
region  last  y«ar  came  from  India,  made  by  14-cent  labor. 

The  effect  of  that  was  enough  to  beat  down  the  price  of  the 
whole,  so  that  It  hi  |6  below  the  cost  of  production. 
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Mr.  EDGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The   VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDCiR  I  have  not  heard  all  the  Senator's  argument; 
but  has  it  been  asserted  at  all  that  the  $1.50  per  ton  provided 
by  the  bill  la  more  than  the  spread  between  any  imported  pig 
iron  and  that  produced  in  this  country? 

Mr.  REED.  No;  it  has  not  been  asserted.  The  Tariff  Com- 
mi.s.sion  has  shown  us  that  the  difference  between  their  landed 
cost  in  New  York  and  our  cheapest  landed  cost  in  New  Yorlt  is 
$7.07. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  asked  that  question  in  order  to  follow  It  up  with 
another  one. 

My  understanding  of  the  way  thi.s  bill  was  to  be  approached 
by  the  c-oalition  and  others  was  that  each  paragraph  was  to  be 
considered  on  the  paragraph's  respective  merits,  and  that  the 
protection  theory  was  to  ap{)ly  to  industry  just  the  same  as  it 
was  to  agriculture.  I  remember  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
I*.OR.\ii]  making  that  positive  statement,  and  in  effect  several 
Senators  on  the  other  side — the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Simmons]  and  the  Senator  fr(»m  Georgia  [Mr.  George] 
among  others.  If  this  differential  or  spread  can  not  be  ques- 
tioned, how  can  there  be  any  hesitancy  whatever  in  voting  for 
the  $l.i50,  which,  as  I  follow  the  Senator,  is  only  perhaps  one- 
quarter  of  the  spread? 

Mr.  REED.     That  is  exactly  correct. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 
Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Upon  the  proposition  just  made  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey,  I  will  say  that  if  we  should  take  • 
the  same  yardstick  for  measuring  the  cost  of  production  and 
apply  it  to  American  farm  products  and  carry  it  through  the 
industries,  it  would  raise  every  agricultural  pro<luct,  and  it 
would  lower  nearly  all  of  the  Important  industrial  products. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Would  it  lower  pig  iron  if  we  followed  that 
theory  ? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Yes;  it  would. 

Mr.  EDGE.  How  would  it  lower  pig  Iron?  Will  the  Senator 
give  figures  to  demonstrate  his  claim? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  If  you  will  figure  the  wages  and  profits 
of  the  pig-iron  companies  as  the  farmers'  wages  and  profits 
are  figured,  it  will  lower  it  a  good  deaL 

Mr.  REED.  I  challenge  that,  Mr.  President.  The  proofs 
before  the  House  committee  showed  that  in  this  merchant- 
furnace  industry  there  is  invested  approximately  $60,000,000, 
and  that  those  companies  with  an  investment  of  $60,000,000 
showed,  for  11>26,  1927,  and  1928,  an  aggregate  loss  of  $5,078,000. 
Mr.  BROOKHART.  Yes;  but  that  entirely  eliminates  the 
two  hundred  million  and  odd  profita  of  the  United  States  Steel 
Corp4)nition. 

Mr.  HEED.     Of  course  It  does. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  vield  again 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the   Senator 'from   Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  have  heard  so  much  argument  pointing  out 
some  big  organization  as  making  money  in  a  diversified  busi- 
ness, and  that  that  fact  should  prevent  other  smaller  concerns 
in  the  same  business  from  being  helped,  that  I  am  wondering 
just  how  the  Senator  from  Iowa  will  approach,  in  the  agricul- 
tural schedule,  the  argument  with  sugar. 

I  do  not  think  it  has  been  denied  at  all  that  the  Great  West- 
ern Sugar  Co.  have  always  made  profits  and  declared  many 
dividends;  and  yet  it  is  asserted— not  without  the  facts,  in  my 
judgment— that  generally  speaking  the  cane  planters  and  sugar- 
beet  planters  are  suffering;  nevertheles.s,  there  Is  a  large  cor- 
pt)ration  that  deals  in  that  commodity  that  is  not  suffering 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  If  the  Senator  had  been  here  a  moment 
ago.  he  would  have  caught  my  theory,  perhaps. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  should  love  to  get  the  Senator's  theory  I 
have  tried  for  six  years  to  do  It. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  have  just  pointed  out  that  It  is  Im- 
possible to  meet  those  inequalities  with  any  mere  lowering  or 
raising  of  tariff  rates;  and  on  .sugar  all  we  can  do  is  to  lower 
the  rate  and  pay  a  bounty  to  the  sugar  growers— a  Hamiltonian 
bounty. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Then  the  Senator,  in  presenting  his  bounty  plan, 
believes  that  a  bounty  should  bo  paid  to  all  of  the  smaller  in- 
terests that  can  not  compete,  perhajw  in  chenileals  with  the 
Du  Ponts.  or  the  sugar  interests  with  the  Great  Western,  or  the 
small  foundries,  and  so  forth?  He  believes  that  we  should  nay 
a  bounty?    Is  that  his  belief? 
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Mr.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penngyl- 
T&uia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  On  ail  industries  that  ought  to  be  pre- 
served, a  bounty  to  the  producer  should  be  paid.  In  the  case 
of  olive  oil,  which  we  put  in  the  other  day,  that  was  fixed  with 
a  rate  when  I  think  It  should  Imve  been  done  with  a  bounty. 

This  bounty  proposition,  which  is  the  same  as  the  debenture 
we  voted  to  the  farmers — the  same  theory  and  the  same  prin- 
ciple— is  the  only  way  in  which  we  can  equalize  these  tariff 
rates.  There  is  no  justice  in  protecting  two  hundred  and  odd 
million  dollars  of  profits  for  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation 
and  then  letting  another  company  lose  $5,000,000  that  is  Just  as 
efficient,  so  far  as  efficien<-y  appears. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Then  the  Senator  will  be  o^wsed  to  a  raise  in 
the  sugar  rate,  as  I  follow  his  argument? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  May  the  Chair  state  to  the  Sena- 
tor who  has  the  fioor  that  the  rule  si^eciflcally  provides  that  a 
Senator  shall  yield  only  for  a  (luwjtion ;  and  the  Chair  hopes 
that  rule  will  be  observed  in  the  future. 

Mr.  REED.  Very  well,  Mr.  President  I  like  to  be  courteous, 
though,  when  Senators  ask  me  to  yield. 

Let  me  give  the  exact  figurea 

We  got  the  statistics  for  32  merchant  Wast  furnaces.  We 
find  that  in  1926  the  total  amount  of  capital  invested  by  those 
32  merchant  blast  furnaces  was  $67^276,000;  and  the  32  of 
them,  as  a  result  of  their  operations  in  1926,  accompUshed  a 
loss  of  $1,085,000.  That  was  a  loss  of  1.61  per  cent  on  the 
capital  Invested- 

The  next  year  some  of  them  had  closed  down  or  gone  out  of 
basiness.  The  capital  was  less.  The  invested  capital  was 
$66,434,000;  and  in  the  case  of  those  companies  then  surviving 
the  result  of  the  year's  operations  was  a  loss  of  $2,751,000,  or 
4.14  per  cent  loss  on  the  capital  invested. 

Last  year,  1928,  still  further  reorganizations  had  taken  place. 
The  amount  of  invested  capital  was  reduced.  Fifty-seven 
million  six  hundred  and  forty-six  thousand  dollars  was  the 
amount  reported  as  their  total  Invested  capital,  and  the  net 
loss  of  all  the  companies  was  $1,241,000,  or  2.15  per  cent  on 
their  invested  capital 

Those  furnaces  are  scattered  all  along  the  seaboard.  They 
are  in  eastern  New  Yorlc,  they  are  in  eastern  Pennsylvania,  they 
are  in  New  Jersey,  they  are  in  Maryland,  they  are  in  Virginia, 
and  I  believe  there  is  one  of  them  In  Massachusetts.  It  is  not 
a  matter  of  speculation  as  to  the  effect  of  this  foreign  competi- 
tkm.  I  think  most  of  the  Senators  have  traveled  north  from 
here  np  through  that  pleasant  country  that  lies  around  Reading, 
Pa.  If  they  have  ever  gone  north  from  Wilmington,  Del.,  to 
Reading,  they  have  passed  four  or  five  of  these  establishments. 
I  did  it  last  fall.  Every  one  of  them  was  shut  down  cold.  Fine 
furnaces  they  were,  capably  operated,  intelligently  operated, 
nothing  the  matter  with  their  iM"oduct,  nothing  the  matter  with 
their  labor — It  vras  mostly  local  American  labor — and  every 
one  of  them  was  shut  down  cold,  and  had  been  for  more  than  a 
year ;  s<jme  of  them  for  almost  five  years. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  To  illustrate  my  principle  of  bounties,  I 
would  say  to  the  Senator  that  with  great  delight  I  would  levy 
a  tax  <m  the  big  profits  of  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation 
to  pay  a  bounty  to  those  people,  to  keep  them  going. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  to  put  a  tariff  on  the  imported 
iron  is  a  much  simpler  and  mwre  effective  way. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania furtlier  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  REED.  I  seem  to  be  in  a  yielding  mood.  Yes;  I  yield 
further. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  If  we  do  that,  that  further  Increases  the 
already  extortionate  profits  of  the  Steel  Corporation,  further  In- 
creas»«  the  price  the  farmer  must  pay  for  all  the  steel  products 
that  he  uses,  and  creates  a  further  inequality ;  and  it  Is  impos- 
sible, I  say  again,  to  equalise  this  tariff  system  in  any  other 
way  than  as  Hamiltim  himself  laid  it  down. 

Mr.  REED.  All  right.  Now  let  us  take  Mr.  Hamilton  and 
the  Senator  from  Iowa,  and  take  that  last  assertion,  that  putting 
on  this  tariff  will  affect  the  cost  of  anything  to  the  farmer.  It 
may  affect  the  cost  to  the  farmer  of  iron  castings  along  the  At- 
lantic c«mBt;  and.  If  so,  I  fancy  that  the  farmers  along  the 
Atlantic  coast  will  be  willing  to  pay  a  diade  more  for  their  Iron 
castings  in  order  to  have  a  much  greater  prosperity  In  the  txim- 
munities  to  which  they  send  their  products ;  but  as  far  as  con- 
cerns changing  the  profits  of  the  United  States  Steel  Corporatloo 


by  one  nlck^  |  say  to  the  Senator  that  It  can  not  do  it;  and 
this  is  why : 

The  Steel  Corporation  makes  its  iron  for  Its  own  steel  works. 
It  charges  itself  Just  cost  for  that  Iron.  It  does  not  matter  to 
it  in  the  least  what  the  prevailing  price  of  merchant  pig  in>n  is  In 
the  markets  along  the  Atlantic  coast.  That  does  not  In  any  way 
affect,  even  indirectly,  the  jw-ice  realised  for  steel  products.  Whil»» 
pig  iron  has  been  going  down  in  the  Philadelphia  market  from 
$28  In  1923  to  $21  now,  the  prices  of  steel  have  not  moved  in  any 
way  that  corresponds  to  that.  It  will  not  hurt  the  Steel  Corpo- 
ration  if  you  put  down  the  price  of  pig  iron.  It  v»ill  not  help  it 
if  you  put  it  up.  Correspondingly,  it  will  not  be  helped  if  you 
put  it  down  or  hurt  if  you  put  it  up.  It  does  not  make  the 
slightest  difference  to  the  Steel  Corporation. 

Mr.  BROOKHABT.  One  of  the  arguments  I  have  just  made  is 
that  we  can  no  longer  contrt>l  this  by  men>ly  raising  or  lower- 
ing the  rates,  but  we  can  control  It  by  iwyiug  bounties  or  de- 
bentures ;  and  we  can  take  the  excess  profits  of  the  Steel  Corpo- 
ration— I  have  been  using  the  figures  "$200,000,000,"  but  the 
amount  is  nearer  $300,(K)0.000 — we  can  take  some  of  that  by  tax- 
ation and  equalise  the  thing  among  thest>  other  industries  tlmt 
ou^t  to  be  preserved  and  among  the  farmers  also,  and  in  that 
way  cariy  out  the  principle  of  the  protective-tariff  system. 

The  principle  of  keeiMug  these  benefits  equal  to  all  industries 
of  ail  kinds,  agriculture  and  industries  aUke,  has  been  Ignored 
and  abandoned  by  tlie  big  combinations  In  this  country,  who  now 
want  to  do  it  all  by  merely  raising  and  lowering  rates. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  not  here  to  defend  the  Steri  Corporation; 
but  we  are  taking  12  per  cent  ot  their  earnings  In  taxes  every 
year,  Just  the  same  as  we  are  taking  them  from  other  cor- 
porations. 

hlr.  BROOKHART.  Out  of  a  more  than  20  per  cent  earning 
capacity  left  and  upon  a  billion  dollars  of  water. 

Mr.  REED.  If  the  S«iator  wants  to  make  a  speech,  I  will 
quit  and  start  in  lAter;  but  does  not  the  Senator  think  he  luia 
made  his  point  plain  by  his  questions? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Yes ;  except  that  the  Senator  proceeds  to 
fog  up  some  phase  of  the  matter  as  fast  as  I  clear  It,  and  it 
needs  further  clearing  occasionally ;  but  I  will  not  interrupt  the 
Senator  if  be  so  desires. 

Mr.  REKD.  I  have  almost  finished ;  and  I  think  it  would  be 
better  if  the  Senator  would  expound  his  theory  of  the  bounty 
in  his  own  time. 

Mr.  President,  this  matter  was  brought  up  to  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission and  a  report  asked  for  from  them  under  the  flexible- 
tariff  iK-ovisioo.  After  long  study  and  very  thorough  study  they 
reported  that  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  at  New 
York  In  favor  of  the  Indian  pfg-iron  producer  was  $7.70  against 
one  district  and  $7Xrr  against  the  Buffalo  district  per  long  ton 
of  pig  iron.  The  Tariff  Commission  report  estaljllshed  that  dif- 
ference. The  duty  under  the  law  of  1922  was  75  cents  a  long 
too.  Consequently,  the  utmost  that  the  President  coakl  do 
under  his  power  was  to  add  50  per  cent,  or  37^  cents.  He  did 
that,  and  at  the  present  moment  the  tariff  on  pig  iron  is  $1.12^, 
although  the  showing  made  by  the  commission  justified  a  duty 
of  $7.07.  That  was  all  brought  out  before  tl»e  committee,  to- 
gether with  the  figures  showing  the  continued  annual  losses  by 
these  32  concerns  that  make  the  prodort 

That  was  all  brought  out  before  the  committee;  and  we  re- 
alised, as  a  practical  political  problem,  that  we  cttuld  not  put  on 
a  duty  equal  to  the  difference  In  the  cost  of  production.  I 
wanted  and  urged  with  all  my  might  a  duty  of  $3  a  tcm.  Tlie 
committee  refused  to  give  that,  and  finally  gave  us  $1.50  a  ton, 
which  was  reported  by  a  majority  of  the  Finance  Committee. 
Now  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  moves  to  cut  that  to  75  cents. 

When  there  is  a  differential  of  $7.07  it  does  not  much  matter 
whether  i^  Iron  pays  a  75-cent  duty  or  whether  it  Is  abso- 
lutely free.  There  is  very  little  Income  yielded  by  the  75-ceot 
duty,  and  there  is  practically  no  protection.  The  rate  of  $1.50 
would  suffice  to  check  somewliat  the  inflow  of  the  Indian  in*n. 

As  I  said  when  some  of  tlte  S^iators  who  are  now  here  had 
not  yet  come  into  the  Chamber,  I  am  not  speculating  on  what 
the  result  of  these  imports  has  been.  The  Indian  furnaces  are 
paying  14  cents  a  day  for  their  latwr.  That  labor  is  not  as 
eflident  as  is  our  American  iatior.  It  Is  estimated  by  those  in 
the  business  that  probably  one  healthy  American  does  as  much 
work  in  his  day  as  two  and  a  half  or  three  of  the  underpaid, 
starved  Indian  coolie  laborers  whom  they  use  there  at  Tatta. 
but  if  we  take  three  of  them  it  comes  to  only  42  cents  a  day  for 
the  labor  equivalent  of  a  man  to  whom  we  are  trying  to  pay 
$4.50. 

I  have  had  this  brought  home  to  me  over  and  over  again, 
not  in  my  own  part  ot  Pennsylvania  around  Pittsburgh,  becua^« 
there  it  does  not  make  any  difference;  the  freight  cost  on  the 
Imported  iron  over  the  mountains  is  ao  great  that  we  hav«>  a 
geographical  protection.     Bat  dowa  in  aastara   PccBsylrauli^ 
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through  the  coantles  which  garroond  Philadelphia,  that  mi 
from  Easton  down  through  Readinfir  in  the  direction  of  BaK  • 
morv.  there  are  many  furnaces  in  which  not  one  ounce  of  Iro  3 
hai«  been  smelted  for  years.  Several  of  them  have  failed  in 
recent  years  becaujte  they  could  not  carry  the  Idle  plants  a^ 
longer.     I  bare  the  flguros  here  about  some  of  them. 

Mr.  NORBia     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  gladly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  rtght  thcr*. 
at  the  point  in  his  addreHs  where  he  is  now,  in  Tiew  of  whi  t 
he  hari  Just  stated,  would  the  Increase  of  tlie  tariff  on  pig  Iron 
help  thiise  placed  which  have  been  closed  down? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes,  Mr.  ITesldent. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     How  would  that  operate? 

Mr.  REED.  The  furnaces  are  in  good  order.  They  could  t|e 
flred  UKuin. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Are  they  the  ones  which  produce  pig  iron  dr 
use  it? 

Mr.  REED.     They  produce  it 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  get  the  Idea.  then. 

Mr.  RBKI).  Before  the  Senator  came  In  I  tried  to  explain  thie 
different*  between  pig  iron  and  Iron  in  pigs.  The  productioi 
of  pig  iron  in  this  country  is  perfectly  enormous,  far  in  excess 
of  the  production  of  any  other  country  in  the  world.  But  that 
is  pitxIucfHl  in  this  molten  state,  most  of  It  by  steel  companieii, 
whldi  never  allow  It  to  harden.  It  is  run  tram  the  blast  fui - 
naot^  ordinarily  into  a  great  closed  bowl  called  a  Jones  mixei , 
where  succeHslve  discharges  from  the  blast  furnaces  diffuse  wit  1 
one  another  and  get  a  constant  quality,  and  from  that  great 
bowl  the  steel-works  ladles  tap  out  the  moltra  metal  and  charge 
it  Into  the  8te**l  works.  It  never  gets  cold.  The  value  of  th? 
heat  that  Is  In  it  is  about  a  dollar  a  ton.  Those  people  do  nut 
sell  pig  Iron,  and  most  of  them  do  not  buy  it.  The  Steel  Coi 
poratton.  for  example.  I  am  told,  in  tlie  28  years  of  its  exi.stenc  b 
has  never  bought  any  pig  iron.  I  think  that  statement  is  still 
true.  altb«>ui;h  it  was  made  to  me  about  a  year  ago. 

Mr  EI>GE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  KDOE.  I  merely  want  to  make  dear  a  statement  tlb 
which  the  Senator  refiTred.  I  am  not  sure  whether  it  was  en- 
tirely clear.  This  duty  would  in  no  way  affect  any  part  of  th^ 
country  beyond  75  miles  inUuid,  perhaps,  or  beyond  100  miles 
inli*  lid,  so  far  as  being  able  to  ship  pig  iron  to  interior  points  1 » 
concerned. 

Oh,  no ;  they  never  do  ship  It. 

In  otlier  words,  the  duty  affects  alone  the  sen- 


Mr.  REBD. 

Mr.  EDGE, 
coast. 

Mr.  REED. 

Mr.  GLENN. 

Mr.  REED. 

Mr.  OLENN. 
information 


Exactly. 

Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
I  yield. 

I  want  to  ask  a  question  really  to  obtain  som^ 
I  am   wondering   whether  the  Senator  has   any 


ld«>a  as  to  what  perc-entage  the  produc-ers  of  pig  Iron,  or  fur 
naces  which  formerly  have  produced  pig  Iron  and  which  an- 
in  a  depressed  condition,  or  in  a  falling  or  shut-down  coodl 
tion,  bear  to  the  total  capacity? 

Mr.  REED.  I  can  only  speak  from  a  rough  recollection 
The  production  of  pig  Iron  by  the  merchant  furnaces  on  th( 
Atlantic  $«aboard  Is  about  a  million  and  a  half  tons  a  year 
The  total  production  of  the  United  States,  including  the  ktv» 
Mistiissippi  Basin,  is  enorraous.  I  think  I  have  the  fl^re< 
here.  It  was  alwut  35,1100.000  tons  last  year.  As  I  have  said 
moest  of  that  goes  Into  steel,  and  all  of  it,  whether  It  is  mad< 
into  steel  or  not.  Is  Indifferent  to  our  action  in  this  matter 
exifpflng  only  that  which  lies  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard 
There  are  merchant  furnaces  In  abundance  in  western  Penn 
sylvania.  They  are  loi-ated  up  the  Mahoning  Valley  in  Ohio 
They  do  not  care  what  we  do  about  this,  except  sentimentally 
perhaps.  It  makes  no  difference  in  their  earnings,  and  it  car 
not  affe<-t  the  Steel  Corporation's  earnings  or  the  earnings  ol 
the  other  big  steel  companies,  becau.«<e  they  make  their  owe 
hron.  they  charge  It  to  themselves  at  cost,  it  is  not  a  commercial 
transaction  at  all.  and  It  reaches  the  market  In  the  form  ol 
steel  billets  or  flni.«»hed  steel  products,  which  are  not  at  all 
affet'ted  by  the  8eal>oanl  plR-iron  price. 

Mr.  NORRIS      Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  again? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield.  * 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Even  though  these  companies  using  pig  iron 
do  m»t  care  whether  we  have  a  tariff  or  not,  whether  we  have  a 
tariff  or  whether  we  do  not,  would,  however,  as  I  understand  it, 
affect  tlte  ultimate  consumer  of  the  product,  would  It  not? 

Mr.  REEID.  No;  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  it  would.  It 
would  affect  the  ultimate  consumer  of  the  merchant  pig  iron ; 
that  is  to  say,  the  foundryman  along  the  eastern  coast  who 
buys  the  pig  iron  and  casts  it  In  his  foundry  would  be  affected 
b/  the  price  of  the  eftctem  pif  iroo. 
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Mr.  NORRIS.    In  turn,  his  customers  would  be  affected? 

Mr.  REED.    Yes. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  Is  what  I  mean  by  the  ultimate  con- 
sumer of  the  product. 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  yes;  surely.  A  million  and  a  half  tons  of 
pig  Iron  are  made  along  the  Atlantic  coast.  The  consumers  of 
that  Iron  are  mostly  foundries,  small  foundries  or  large  ones, 
it  makes  no  dlfTerence,  and  they  make  Iron  castings  for  all  of 
the  thousand  and  one  uses  for  which  an  iron  casting  Is  desired. 
The  ultimate  purchaser  of  that  iron  casting,  the  ultimate  user 
of  It,  is,  of  course,  affected  by  the  cost  of  the  iron  that  goes 
into  It.  There  is  a  vast  difference  chemically,  too,  between  that 
foundry  iron  and  the  steel-making  iron  that  we  produce  in 
western  Pennsylvania  and  Ohio  and  Illinois. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RKED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  As  I  understand  the  Senator's  explana- 
tion, a  million-odd  tons  of  this  pig  iron  are  produced  along  the 
eastern  coast? 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     That  needs  protection? 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  And  all  the  rest  of  the  thirty-flve  mil- 
lion-odd used  in  the  United  States  does  not  need  protection' 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  That  makes  it  more  plain  to  me  than 
ever  that  we  have  no  business  to  raise  a  rate  protecting  all  of 
that  pig  Iron,  and  raising  the  price  to  the  consumers  all  over 
the  country,  which  will  be  the.  result.  We  would  better  jmy  a 
bounty  to  the  million-odd  tons  produced  along  the  coast 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  if  it  did  affect  the  price  inland  I 
would  say  there  was  .'something  in  the  ,Senator's  point,  but  the 
r)rice  of  iron  in  Pittsburgh  is  not  going  to  be  affected  in  the 
slightest  by  what  we  do  here.  When  the  President  raised  the 
tariff  371^  cents  at  the  seacoast.  there  was  not  any  change  in 
the  price  of  either  iron  or  steel  at  Pittsburgh. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  the  ,Senator  will  permit.  I  thought  we  had 
admitted  that  this  would  have  an  effect  upon  the  ultimate  con- 
sumer of  the  product. 

Mr  REED.  Oh.  yes,  Mr.  President,  the  ultimate  consumer 
of  this  seabtiard  Iron,  that  is  true,  it  will  affect  him  but  the 
furnaces  the  other  side  of  the  Allegheny  Mountains,  like  my 
neighbors  in  Pittsburgh,  like  those  in  Ohio  and  Chicago,  are 
entirely  unaffected  by  the  seaboard  price  of  the  Iron.  The  price 
of  Iron  in  Philadelphia  has  gone  down  iu  five  years  from  |28  to 
511  a  ton,  which  Is  about  $5  less  than  the  cost  of  production, 
but  our  prices  In  Pittsburgh  have  not  gone  down  in  that  pro- 
portion ;  they  are  not  affected  in  that  way.  Neither  steel  nor 
»"♦£?'  l^'^l'^Sh  the  Mi.s8issippl  Valley  is  in  the  slightest 
affected.  It  Is  purely  a  Iwal  proposition,  because  the  freight  is 
so  high  across  the  mountains  that  we  have  a  far  better  pro- 
tection geogniphically  than  any  tariff  could  afford  It  costs 
nearly  ^  a  ton  to  send  iron  from  Buffalo  to  New  York 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GLENN.  The  .same  argument  applies  to  cement  and  brick 
and  similar  commodities,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  REED.     To  all  heavy  commodities;  yes. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  do  not  like  to  Interrupt  the  Senator  but  I 
was  absent  from  the  Senate  until  1  o'clock  on  business  of  the 
Senate,  and  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  get  all  the  facts 
the  Senator  has  given.  IX.es  the  Senator  distinguish  between 
pig  Iron  and  Iron  In  i^gs? 

Mr.  REED.     Oh.  yes,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     In  the  matter  of  production? 

nnJ'iM^w*^^^'  T  \**-  J^^  production  of  pig  iron  is  about  35,- 
000,000  tons.  I  thoueht  It  was  even  greater,  but  the  last  figures 
given  by  the  Tariff  Commission  show  that  amount. 
Mr.  BLAINE.  What  is  the  production  of  Iron  in  pigs' 
Mr  REED.  The  iron  In  pigs  has  never  been  separately  re- 
ported on.  but  we  know  that  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard  It  is 
about  a  million  and  a  half  tons.  "  '^  w 

.u^l  ^bt^^^  JL^  !.*''^^'y  ^^"'  *"*"  '°  P'f?8  that  goes  Into 
the  foundries  outside  of  the  institution  that  produces  the  wg 
Iron  ?  *^ " 

Mr.  REED.  Yes,  Mr.  President;  because  to  take  that  to  a 
steel  works  you  would  have  to  melt  it  in  a  cupola  first,  the  cost 
of  melting  It  would  be  about  a  dollar  a  ton.  and  nolxxly  could 
do  that  continuously  and  make  a  profit  on  his  steel  as  compared 
with  the  person  who  gets  the  mcHten  iron  for  his  steel  works. 
That  Ls  one  rea«>n  for  the  separation.  Another  Is  that  there  Is 
a  difference  in  quality  and  chemical  analysis  between  the 
foundry  pig  and  the  steel-making  iron. 
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Mr.  BLAINE.  I  understand  that  a  millloo  tons  of  iron  are 
used  on  the  Atlantic  coast 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  BI.lAINB.    Which  would  be  affected  by  this  iteim 

Mr.  REED.     Yes ;  used  in  foundries  and  places  like  that. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Is  there  any  pig  Iron  affected  on  the  coast? 

Mr.  REED.  There  is  pig  made  along  the  Atlantic  coast,  yes ; 
by  steel  companies,  like  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.,  but  they  are 
not  affected  by  this,  because  they  neither  buy  nor  sell  their  iron. 
They  are  affected  by  Imjiorts  of  EJuropean  steel ;  bat  that  Is 
another  question  we  will  get  to  later. 

The  people  for  whom  I  am  pleading  now  are  the  little  fellows. 
I  venture  to  say  that  not  a  Senator  here,  unless  perhaps  one 
from  the  Eastern  States,  has  ever  so  much  as  heard  the  name  of 
one  of  these  merchant  furnaces  that  pro4luces  pig  iron  and  which 
are  affected  by  this  duty.  For  example,  here  are  the  names  of 
the  furnaces  that  have  dosed  down  receutiy : 

The  CatusBuqna  furnace. 

The  Warwkk  furnace. 

The  Hokendauqua  furnace. 

Tl»e  Wharton  furnaces,  A  and  B. 

It  was  brought  out  In  the  House  hearings  that  Wharton  fur- 
nace B  was  a  brand-new  furnace.  Its  whole  productive  life 
was  less  than  three  months.  They  started  buiWing  it  in  1922, 
and  after  they  got  it  built  they  Wew  it  la  early  in  April,  1923. 
It  shut  down  on  the  Ist  of  July,  1923,  and  it  has  nerer  been 
fired  since  then. 

That  is  the  kind  of  Industry  for  which  I  am  pleading,  and  I 
beg  the  Senate  to  accept  with  sincerity  my  statement  that  as  far 
as  this  Item  goes  no  prosi)erous  steel  company  is  In  any  way 
affit-ted.  It  Is  the  little  fellows,  the  little  lndu.stries  that  are  the 
8ui>port  of  towns  of  perhaps  2,000  or  3,000  people.  They  are 
the  ones  who  are  affectetl.  No  trust  Is  Involved.  There  is  no 
trust  In  this  Industry.  There  is  no  consolidation  or  any  kind, 
although  two  or  three  of  them  may  have  united. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
rania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  should  like  to  accept  without 
reservation  the  statement  of  the  Senator  as  he  has  asked  we 
should  do,  but  I  can  not  follow  him.  The  Steel  Corporation  Is 
engaged  in  the  production  of  steel  in  Pittsburgh. 

Mr.  REED.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Other  companies  are  engaged  in 
the  production  of  steel  In  eastern  Pennsylvania  and  adjacent 
territory.  These  producers  of  steel  buy  their  pig  iron  from 
prtxlucers  called  merchant  furnaces. 

-Mr.  REED.  Oh,  no;  they  do  not.  may  I  say  to  the  Senator? 
These  people  produce  the  foundry  iron.  We  have  to  have  steel- 
making  iron  to  manufacture  into  steel,  and  If  we  did  buy  It  in 
pips  we  would  have  to  melt  It  do^^-n. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Whatever  the  facts  may  be,  they 
get  their  supplies  from  the  same  source. 

Mr.  REED.     No.  Mr.  President;  they  do  not 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Am  I  to  understand  that  the  mer- 
chant furnaces  produce  pig  iron  only  for  ffrundry  use? 

Mr.  REED.  That  Is  my  understanding.  Thoy  may  sell  a 
little  steel  iron,  but  certainly  not  In  any  quantity. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Are  we  to  understand  that  the 
United  States  Steel  Co.  does  not  sell  any  product  at  all  to  the 
foundries? 

Mr.  REED.  The  foundries  u.se  foundry  Iron.  Tlie  Steel  Cor- 
poration, so  far  as  I  know,  In  28  years  have  never  sold  foundry 
iron.  They  are  not  In  the  market  to  sell  pig  iron  in  any  form, 
foundry  Iron  or  steel-making  Iron. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  D<m>s  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  United  States  Steel  Corporation  owns 
Its  own  pig  Iron,  owns  Its  own  ships,  owns  its  own  coal  mines, 
and  therefore  the  whole  Industry  is  integrated.  It  has  destroyed 
to  a  considerable  extent  the  market  for  pig  Iron  originally  en- 
joyed by  the  merchant  furnaces.     Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr,  REED.     Not  in  the  East. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  the  country  at  large?  Taking  the  coun- 
try as  a  whole.  If  the  United  States  Steel  Co.  did  not  furnish  its 
own  pig  Iron  It  would  have  to  buy  It  from  the  other  furnaces.  ^ 

Mr.  REED.  But  throughout  my  lifetime  most  of  the  s^eel 
companies  I  have  known  anything  about  have  had  their  own 
bla.st  furnaces  and  made  their  own  pig. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  many  of  them  are  not  only  making 
their  own  pig  but  axe  rnaJdng  large  qmuitities  of  pl<  for  sale. 

Mr.  REED,    I  do  not  think  so. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Tariff  CommlsKlon  states  that  the  steel 
comixinles  are  making  over  8.000.000  tons  a  year  for  sole,  which 
is  a  surplus  and  is  therefore  coming  in  cenipetitlon  with  the 
domestic  product  produced  by  the  merchant  furnaces. 

Mr.  REED.  That  may  be  going  on  In  the  Middle  West  and 
It  may  be  that  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  Is  selling  some  Iron  in 
the  Bast,  but  I  know  the  United  States  Steel  C<>rporatlon  is  not. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  may  be  that  the  United  States  Steel  Cor- 
poration is  not  making  pig  iron  tor  sale,  bst  the  Bethlehem  Steel 
Co.  is  making  it  for  sale. 

Mr.  RBBD.  lliey  may  be  making  som^  but  I  never  heard 
of  them  as  a  factor  in  the  businevs. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  The  steel  comiianies.  according  to  the  Tariff 
Commission's  ret>ort,  are  making  a  quantity  that  is  equal  to 
about  one-fifth  of  the  total  American  production,  not  for  use  in 
their  own  fumac-es. 

Mr.  REED.  That  can  not  be  true  In  the  n>glon  about  which 
I  am  talking.  The  total  consumption  along  the  Atlantic  coast 
is  only  1,500,000  tons. 

Mr.  BAHKLEY,  The  total  imports  for  the  last  12  years  have 
averaged  192.000  tons. 

Mr.  REED.  That  Is  sonuHhlng  over  10  per  cent,  but  it  has 
been  enough  to  reduce  the  price. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  may  be  in  the  neighborhood  of  10  per  cent 
akmg  the  Atlantic  coast,  but  for  the  country  at  large  it  has  been 
only  about  1.15  per  cent. 

Mr.  HEED.  I  am  talking  about  the  country  that  is  affected 
by  the  proi>o6ed  tariff.  It  does  not  make  the  slightest  Mt  of 
difference  to  t»  In  Pittsburgh,  as  I  have  tried  to  make  clear, 
whether  this  Item  Is  kept  on  the  dutiable  list  or  whether  It  is 
put  on  the  free  list  We  are  protected  by  a  $4  or  |S  freifrht 
rate  that  is  better  than  any  tariff.  This  Indian  in>n  will  never 
reach  tis.  It  will  never  get  Into  the  country  where  the  Steel 
Corporation  operates.  It  will  not  affect  it  one  way  or  the  other. 
It  is  the  merchant  furnaces  of  the  seaboard  which  alone  are 
affected. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  was  moved  to  Interrupt  the 
Senator  In  connection  with  the  statement  he  made  because  the 
information  which  I  find  in  the  Summar}'  of  Tariff  Information, 
at  page  591.  is  as  foiiows : 

The  dooiMttc  prodaet  Is  manafartiired  by  two  types  of  producer* : 
(1)  The  mprchant  famace,  producing  primarily  for  sale;  and  (2)  the 
atee4  works  furnace,  mnktng  pig  iron  primarily  for  8te<>l  making  In  their 
own  establishment  and  only  Incidentally  for  anle.  Since  the  war  the 
latter  type  of  producer  has  BuppISed  a  much  larger  proportion  of  pig  Iron 
sold  than  before.  The  raerchaat  producer,  generally  witJi  Bomcwbac 
bigber  cost  of  production,  must  therefore  face  competition  both  from  the 
domestic  steel  works  blast  furnaces  and  from  imports  of  pig  Iron. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  entirely  true  as  a  picture  In  tlie  great 
steel-making  district  west  of  the  Alleghenies.  It  has  no  rele- 
vancy here. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  merely  take  the  statement  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  with  reference  to  tlie  matter,  and  that  is  what 
made  me  question  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania that  this  Is  a  matter  of  no  consequence  whatever  to  the 
steel  Industrj'.  I  can  not  understiind  that.  The  blast  furnaces 
would  be  protected  against  the  lmp«;)rtation  of  the  foreign  pl^ 
Iron  and  of  cour.se  they  would  be  permitted  to  raise  their  i)rice8. 

Mr.  REED.     I  hope  so. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Exactly. 

Mr,  REED.  Because  the  present  price  is  many  dollars  below 
the  cost  of  protluctlon. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course,  so  far  as  the  steel  manu- 
facturers are  competitors  of  theirs.  It  will  give  tlie  steel  manu- 
facturers the  opportimlty  to  raise  their  prices  to  the  sume  leveL 

Mr.  REED.  The  only  concern  about  wlilch  that  can  be  true, 
and  that  I  think  to  a  negligible  extent,  i.s  the  Bethlehem  Steel 
Co.  It  can  not  apply  to  any  of  the  great  steel  works  in  the 
Interior  of  the  country. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  simply  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  It  seems  altogether  reasonable  that  the  great  steel  pro- 
ducers, owning  their  own  ore  supplies,  owning  their  own  lime- 
stone, owning  their  own  railrt>ad»,  owning  their  own  8hli)s.  <iwn- 
iiig  everything  that  Is  necesgary  to  go  into  the  production,  of 
course  produce  it  at  a  very  low  cost.  The  blast  furnace  that 
most  buy  its  ore  and  pay  railroad  charges  for  transportation 
and  all  that  kind  of  thing  obviously  operates  under  a  decided 
disadvantage.  It  occurs  to  me  that  the  really  serious  proposi- 
tion Is  the  domestic  competition, 

Mr.  REED.  No;  because  it  Ls  walled  off  from  these  people 
by  the  mountains.  Out  in  western  Pennsylvania  we  have  mer- 
chant furnaces,  and  they  sell  their  Iron  either  to  the  foumlries 
or  they  make  steel-making  ircm  and  sell  it  to  the  steel  works. 
They  have  competition  and  very  serious  competition  from  the 
btost  fomaces  belonging  to  the  steel  company.    Bat  that  is  m. 
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Miillf  (Mt^rml  i4i'iwf,  TtMit  mlirht  n»  w»ll  ton  ofi  th«  (ftllfr 
•tilit  i>f  ikf  w<irM  Tt»it  Iwriflr  I'tiMrunil  Inr  Ui*  mllriwd*  to|w> 
ffiml  lliNl  liN|M>fi«  41III  not  ut*t  iitit  ilwftt,  WhNt  ih«  Turtff  iukn 
miMtiHi  Mijra  nlxMif  i'i>fM|M*itU«m  trtmt  lin|M»rt«  Hm  ho  tiMirlritf 
wlmiMN'rif  on  «»tir  w«w(i«rii  l'iHiiiN|rlvftjiUi  turwutm,  Th^f  im 
n<>(  InHiiv  inMit|>H*<4  with  by  tti«  In41«ri  irm  Ih^'mumo  tbtf  njll- 
WMjra  liNri*  N  protM'tlVi'  urlff  in  Urn  Umn  ut  «  friHKtit  mU  tist 
pr(H««L'tM  i)t«ni.  I 

Mr,  WAMIII  Iff  Monumi.  I  can  untUtniUrul  tb«t  perf«4l7 
well,  hat  I  do  riot  ti«Tif  Hiijr  rt^mtn  fur  doobtinc  that  tb«  pro- 
docerM  ill  wfwtern  lViiii»ylvanU  become  coaipetiton  of  tb«  pro- 
duoerii  In  t^Ntt^ri)  I'tniuMylvaiiia. 

Mr  RKKIJ.  Tb«Te  Im  do  compeUtlre  district  in  which  ttey 
■Met.  That  Is  HbowD  by  the  priceii.  The  prict«  of  the  easUrn 
Iron  nloriK  the  AtlHnric  ooattt  bare  sbmnk  In  Are  years  from 
$2«  pt'r  loiiK  tnti  down  to  $21  per  long  ton,  but  our  prices  in 
PittKlmruh  hare  not  sbmnli.  They  are  seilinft  iron  to-day  in 
Philadeiptiia  for  less  than  the  cost  of  smelting  it.  We  are  not. 
We  Hre  making  a  pmflt  in  Pittsbunrh,  and  that  is  true  In  Oliio 
•ad  it  is  true  in  Cblca);o. 

It  is  quite  evident  that  the  Importations  against  which  I  im 
se<>lcing  pn>t<tvtlou  do  not  menace  as  at  all  in  the  West  and  they 
do  not  afr^-ot  as  In  the  least.  They  have  not  In  the  past  and  it 
Is  reasonable  to  sui^pose  that  they  will  not  in  the  future.  3ly 
PittHbanch  friends  will  not  be  affected  and  do  not  care  wt  at 
we  do  with  the  ptiMlIng  question,  but  it  is  the  llfeUood  of  tie 
peo{>le  along  the  Atlantic  coast. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senatwr  from  Penns  ri- 
▼ania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  still  can  not  see  why  there  is  not  a  point 
between  Pittsburgh  and  the  coast  where  the  imported  artio  es 
may  come  in  competition  with  the  domestic  articles,  but  If  ire 
prt»tect  by  a  tariff  the  coast  from  importations  it  will  extend 
th»^  line  just  that  niurh  farther  east  for  the  material  that  comes 
fr«im  the  Pittsburgh  district. 

Mr.  REED.  That  Is  true.  There  \s  always  a  line  at  whi'h 
the  t-osts  plus  freight  are  equalised  and  balanced. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     The  Senator  is  not  correct  when  he  says  thit 
th«'  Pittsburgh  people— and  I  am  only  u.slng  them  for  lllustin 
tlon.  of  i-ourxe— bare  no  interest  in  this  question. 

Mr.  REED.  I  have  tried  to  explain  why.  I  think  the  answer 
is  tliat  tlje  theoretical  point  of  lialanced  competition  occurs  n 
the  mountainou.s  region  where  there  are  no  consumers.  Whi  u 
we  go  east  of  the  mountains  and  come  to  the  foundries,  thi^n 
the  ea.stern  furnace  can  sell  it  cheaper  than  the  Pittsburgh  fn  r- 
nace  can,  an<l  when  we  gt»  West  the  opposite  holds  true.  T  le 
the».retical  pi)lnt  of  contact  in  any  situation  of  that  kind  is 
where  there  are  no  consumers. 
Mr.   NORRIS.     If  it   is   true  that   between   Pittsburgh  aid 

Philadelphia  there  is  no  such  competition 

Mr.  REED.  Oh.  but  there  is.  As  we  go  east  from  Pitts- 
burgh we. get  Into  the  mountains  almost  at  once,  and  the>e 
will  be  found  s«ime  consumption  at  Johnstown,  altogether  snv 
plied  by  local  furnaces  there.  I  do  not  think  anybody  evi  r 
dreams  of  carrying  pig  iron  to  Johnstown  from  either  tie 
West  or  the  Ea.st.  After  we  get  east  of  that  we  will  not  flrd 
any  foundries  of  importance  until  we  go  hundreds  of  miles  aid 
get  into  the  Susquehanna  Valley.  My  statement  is  only  of  gen- 
eral reference,  because  there  will  be  found  mountain  towis 
where  they  have  foundries  north  and  south  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  there  are  no  foundries  there  may  le 
true,  but,  as  I  look  at  It.  it  does  not  folh»w  that  the  consume]  s 
<rf  the  country  are  not  Interested  in  the  tariff. 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  the  foundries  that  use  the  products.  They 
buy  the  pig  iron. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  understand  that,  but  they  sell  it  again  lo 
the  consumers  of  the  product.  They  manufacture  it  and  se  1 
it  in  another  form,  but  if  they  have  to  pay  a  tariff  and  ha^e 
their  prices  increased  for  the  raw  product,  they  will  add  thit 
increase,  of  coarse,  to  the  fluished  iiroduct  which  they  make 
out  of  tlie  raw  product. 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  like  dropping  a  pebMe  in  a  lake.  We  can 
not  tell  how  far  the  ripple  will  go.  But  as  a  practical  matt«r 
the  only  people  who  are  affected  by  this  provision  are  the  mer- 
chant furnaces  of  the  AtlanUc  seaboard  and,  to  some  slight  ei- 
tent.  a  coaple  of  furnaces  in  the  far  West,  I  believe  there  Ih 
one  in  Utah  which  will  be  affi-cted  by  imporiations. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  alwut  c»)n<lud«'d.  I  have  shown  that  thp 
Investment  has  ranged  In  tlie^e  :^  fumacwi  at  about  W7.(¥)0,00( , 
In  \9tM,  19B7.  and  1««  the  net  result  of  the  operations  of  th«  t 
great  invsstment  was  a  loss  of  more  than  |S.O00,0U0. 

That  is  ths  oondltiofi  <if  the  busineiM.  That  statement  doei 
not  dsprad  oa  mj  word,  bat  any  traveler  tbronffh  these  lltti» 


((»WMH  whfro  (ha  funiacmi  nrm  tmllt  will  no*  Iha  iHAta  t^  (Nimplot* 
I>f(M(rNlt<Ki  111  wtiU'ti  Itii'y  Ha  No  riinii(*f  in  Iha  Wmtt  In  iiMirly 
no  (IcurtMMtd  SM  »!«♦  iIm<  pfo<lu<i«fi»  itt  ihl«  pMrriiMiisr  (imuuodlty, 
Thtt  ilMUtiliy  wfftiMH  from  itn*  ttxit  ilini  (hu  gri'iit  •\t^v\  iutm\mu\u% 
which  UNtt  N  (HHouKNlliy  which  i»  ktiown  an  )iig  iron  havv  it  vmu 
fu««Nj  ill  (»Hi(ilt»'M  mliui«  with  ititt  (oiiiinodiiy  ui  iruti  lo  |HgM, 
which  U  whaf  wa  tif  daaiUig  with  ht»r», 

Mr  rKMIl.    Mr.  Pre-ldent 

Mr.  RKKD,  I  yield  to  the  Henator  from  Ohio. 
Mr,  FKHM,  1  merely  wanted  to  wiullrro  what  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  han  Huld  about  tlie  inland  section  of  the 
country  not  being  interested  la  thU  particular  item.  As  the 
Senator  knows,  the  State  of  Ohio  Is  the  se<'oiid  in  the  production 
of  this  industry,  liis  own  State  being  the  flrst.  I  have  a  very 
large  correspondence  her^,  but  I  have  not  received  a  single  let- 
ter in  reference  to  this  p  ..-ticular  item,  which  is  evidence  that 
none  of  those  producers  r^re  interested  in  the  question;  other- 
wise they  would  have  taken  the  matter  up  with  nie. 

Mr.  REED.  I  wish  now.  in  cmicluslon.  to  call  attention  to  the 
tariff  hUtory  of  this  commodity.  Under  the  Dingley  Jaw  of 
1897  the  duty  was  put  at  $4  per  gross  ton ;  under  the  Pavne- 
Aldrich  law  of  1»00  it  was  $2.50  per  gross  Um  ;  under  the  Under- 
wood law  it  was  made  frev ;  the  Ford ney-McC umber  law  fixed 
the  duty  at  75  cents.  The  President  has  increased  that  to 
$1.12»>4,  which  the  Hou.<e  has  followed.  The  Senate  finance 
Committee  have  reported  an  amendment  to  make  the  duty  $1.50, 
which  is  a  pretty  small  rate  compared  with  the  $4  \ter  ton  fixed 
in  the  Dingley  law  and  the  $2.o<)  fixed  in  the  Payne-Aldrich 
law.  I  thought  I  had  here  the  figures  that  show  the  duties  on 
iron  in  other  countries.  I  will  get  those  and  give  them  to  the 
Senate  in  a  few  moments.  However,  before  I  conclude,  I  wish 
to  give  a  list  of  furnaces  that  have  been  torn  down  or 
abandoned. 

In  the  Reading  neighborhood  some  of  those  furnaces  were 
establi.shed  away  back  before  the  Revolution.  I  do  not  mean 
that  they  had  not  been  inodeniized,  but  the  industry  had  ex- 
isted ever  since  before  the  Revolutionary  War.  I  refer  par- 
ticularly to  the  Warwick  furnace,  the  Topton  furnace  near 
Reading,  the  Emaus  furnace,  the  All)ertis  furnace,  the  Temple 
furnace,  and  the  Rol)esonia  furnace,  most  if  not  all  of  which 
have  had  long  and  honorable  nx-ords  and  rendered  long  and 
useful  service  to  the  country.  The  present  conditions  are  such 
that  they  have  gone ;  and  the  surviv(»rs  will  likewise  go  unless 
Congress  takes  soaie  action  to  protect  them. 

My  recollection  of  the  duty  on  pig  iron  in  Canada  is  that  It 
is  more  than  the  Finance  Committee  has  proposed,  and  that  the 
duty  in  Germany  is  greater  than  that  we  are  suggesting.  I  hope 
to  have  those  figures  for  the  Senate  In  a  few  moments.  The 
Canadian  duty.  I  see,  is  $2.80. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
for  Just  a  moment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question  I  de- 
sire  to  ask  what  is  the  rate  as  it  has  now  been  fixed  by  the 
President?    Is  it  $1.12? 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  $1.12%.  He  raised  it  all  he  could  under 
the  limitations  of  the  flexible  tariff. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  wanted  to  ask  the  Senator  if  the  President 
had  not  raised  it  just  as  high  as  he  could  under  the  authority 
he  had? 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  true,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Now,  the  llnance  Committee  proposes  to  In- 
crease it  by  38  cents? 

Mr.  REED.  The  committee  proposes  to  increase  it  by  37^4 
cents.  ^ 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  They  propose  to  Increase  it  37Vj  cents  over 
the  rate  as  it  now  is? 

Mr.  REED.  Although  the  Tariff  Commission  shows  that  a 
rate  of  $7  would  be  justified,  I  realized  that  was  Dolltically 
impossible. 

Mr.    HEFLIN.     I    understood   the   Senator   to   say   that   the 
Underwwtd  law  provided  a  rate  of  $3  a  ton? 
Mr.  REED.     No;  It  was  on  the  free  list  In  the  Underwood 

iJ*"'  SUi^^mu'*  T'^*  ^^*^  ^^  *2.no  under  the  Aldrtch  law? 
Mr.  REED.    That  Is  corrwt. 

.  ^lu^Sf^^'T  .^'Ji!.^*^^  ^v^hifi  Finance  Committee  proposes 
to  make  the  rate  $1.50? 

Mr.  REED.  Yes;  although  the  duty  was  $4  under  the  Ding- 
ley law.  • 

Mr.  BARKLET  obtained  the  floor 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
jrleld  lo  the  Senator  from  WIscooiIb?  *Mfiuucay 
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Mr  IIAUKLMY,    Z  fiMd  to  (}>•  UmmUtf  from  WlafotiMln,  If 

t}(«  dcMiri'M  \uv  lo  do  MO, 

Mr,  iil<AlNK,  1  do  not  want  to  IntorniiH  iha  NaiMt^ir  nlm'M 
Im  hNM  tha  floor,  bm  I  daolrsd  tu  mski*  a  lirW  t^tnUnmnii  In  cot)- 
iMH'tl'Hi  with  H  (wrt  of  iho  argumuttt  which  tha  Sfoator  from 
i'lMtiiMylvuiila  (Mr,  HkkiH  hati  uiadt*, 

Mr,  BAUKLKY.  Mr,  I'n'sldaitt,  with  n  K'hwI  deal  of  what  tho 
Saiiator  frrmi  PcnDMyl\unia  bait  s(at«<d  I  <iiii  y»Ty  raadUy  agree, 
Vor  example.  I  airrce  that  many  tft  tlia  furnaces  that  make  pig 
iron  in  the  United  Htati«.  commonly  called  mcrchunt  furnaces, 
are  liaving  diflknilty,  but  I  shall  undertake  to  show  that  that 
difSculty  arises  not  on  account  of  any  importations  of  pig  iron 
in  the  United  States  but  because  of  the  competition  they  are 
compelled  to  suffer  at  the  hands  of  the  steel  companies  that  are 
making  pig  iron  for  sale  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  the  United  States  occupies  a  leading  place 
among  the  nations  of  the  world  In  the  manufacture  of  Iron  and 
steel.  It  occupies  the  leoding  i^ace  among  the  nations  of  the 
world  in  the  pos-session  of  actual  and  potential  iron-ore  supplies. 
There  are  in  all  of  Europe  approximately  15,250,000,000  tons  of 
iron  ore,  in  all  of  Asia  1.650.000,000  tons,  in  all  of  Africa  450,- 
000.000  tons,  in  all  of  Oceania  900,000.000  tons,  in  all  of  South 
America  8,200,000,000  tons,  and  In  all  of  North  America  16,350,- 
0<H>,0()0  tons.  Those  are  actual  reserves  that  are  known  to  be  in 
existence. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  nie? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Is  this  information  supplied  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
mi.'^sion? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  information  has  been  gathered  from 
the  reports  of  the  Tariff  Commission  and  reports  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Is  the  Senator  reading  from  a  report  of  the 
Tariff  Commission? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Not  directly,  but  I  am  reading  from  figures 
that  have  been  compiled  not  only  from  Tariff  Commission  re- 
ports but  from  reports  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  and  al.so 
quoted  from  the  Iron  Age,  which  is  a  publication  recognized  iu 
the  iron  industry  as  being  reliable. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Is  it  the  Iron  Age  from  which  the  Senator  is 
reading? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  I  am  not  reading  from  the  Iron  Age. 
If  the  Senator  is  so  inquisitive  about  it,  I  will  say  that  I  am 
reading  from  a  little  t>ook  entitled  "The  Tariff  on  Iron  and 
Steel,"  which  is  publlshe<l  by  the  Institute  of  Economics,  the 
board  of  directors  of  which  is  composed  of  the  following  gentle- 
men ;  Robert  S-  Brookings,  Whitefoord  R.  Cole,  Frederic  A.  De- 
lano. Cfeorge  Eastman,  Raymond  B.  Fosdick,  Frank  J.  Goodnow, 
Jerome  D.  Greene,  Ernest  M.  Hopkins,  David  F''.  Houston,  Ver- 
non Kellogg.  Sainufi  Mather,  John  C.  Merriam,  Harold  G. 
Moulton,  John  Barton  Payne,  Leo  S.  Rowe,  Bolton  Smith,  and 
Paul  M.  Warburg. 

Mr.  GOFF.  Is  that  a  Tariff  CommlS5don  report  or  is  It  the 
report  of  some  association  or  aggregation  of  men  who  may  be 
interested  in  the  question? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from  West  Virginia,  I  hope, 
does  not  admit  that  he  knows  nothing  about  the  Brookings 
Institute  which  is  a  part  of  the  Institute  of  Economics  to  which 
I  have  referre<l.  I  am  reading  from  a  imblication  issued  by  a 
scientific  organization  in  the  United  States  which  is  known  as 
the  Institute  of  Economics. 

^f  r.  GOF'F.     Does  it  stand  for  protection  or  for  free  trade? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  stands  for  the  truth  and  the  facts,  re- 
gardless of  whether  it  advocates  protection  or  free  trade. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  it  is  not  advocating  either 
protection  or  free  tratle.  It  Is  simply  setting  forth  facts  with 
reference  to  the  steel  and  iron  Industry,  and  the  facts  which 
it  sets  forth  are  based  upon  Goverimient  reports  and  publica- 
tions that  speak  for  the  iron  and  steel  industry. 

Mr.  GOFF.  I  am  vefy  glad  to  know  from  what  the  Senator 
Is  quoting, 

Mr.  BORAH.  If  the  Senator  will  examine  the  volume  he 
will  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  prepared  with  great  ac- 
curacy and  care,  and  also  without  any  predilections  as  to  free 
trade  or  protec-tlon. 

Mr,  OOFF.  I  am  greatly  interested,  Mr.  President,  in  know- 
ing the  source  of  the  information  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
was  giving  the  Senate  affecting  this  matter.  I  did  not  know  as 
to  that  until  it  was  developed  in  the  anitwer  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky ;  nor  did  I  kiKiw  tha  moUvw  that  might  have 
prompted  this  publication. 


Mr.  llonAfT,  I  thlfiti  It  ti  «  ^tff  ftlnatits  smirris  of  Infar* 
iMittloii,  Nitd  upporctilly  It  irtmts  tha  subjtH't  from  ■  noftiwrtlMNn 
utaiMlpolnt. 

Mr,  iHiVV.  Thi^n  It  1»  •  currant  history  af  tn  •rmK>ml« 
rtwnii't^r. 

Mr,  llOUAII,  ytm,  indeed;  and  is  yery  usaful  to  Chose  whi> 
cara  to  study  Che  thoory  of  tariff  lag iHlNtion, 

Mr,  GOFF.    I  think  we  all  study  that. 

Mr,  BARKLBT.  I  have  given  the  figures  of  actual  reserva 
of  Iron  and  steel  in  the  entire  world.  When  we  coma  to  tlio 
potential  reserves,  there  are  In  Europe  25,000,000,000  tiin«;  in 
Asia,  2,100,000,000;  in  Africa,  1,000,000,000;  in  Oceania,  1,000.- 
000,000;  In  North  America.  111,000,000,000  tons;  and  In  all  «»f 
South  America,  2,000.000,000  tona  Of  the  octnal  reserves,  the 
United  States  of  America  has  8,000,000,000  tons,  which  is  the 
largest  tonnage  of  iron  ore  of  any  natl<w  in  the  world.  At  the 
same  time,  while  there  are  a  total  of  142,000.000,000  tons  of 
potential  iron  ore  in  the  world,  the  United  Slates  potwesses  75,- 
000,000.000  Of  that  142,000,000,000.  which  gives  to  the  United 
States  more  than  50  per  cent  of  the  potential  iron  ore  in  the 
entire  world. 

I  quote  the«e  figures.  Mr.  PresidMit,  in  order  to  show  the 
dominating  position  the  United  States  enjoys  in  the  production 
of  iron  and  steel. 

It  would  not  be  neces^^ary,  I  assume,  to  quote  figures  of  this 
sort  in  order  to  |;HK>ve  the  dominance  of  the  United  States  in  the 
iron  and  steel  world.  This  has  become  known  as  the  steel 
age  very  largely  on  account  of  the  activities  and  the  ingenuity 
of  the  American  people  in  the  production  of  iron  and  steel  and 
all  of  their  products. 

In  1919,  which  Is  as  far  back  as  I  care  to  go,  when  pig  Iron 
was  on  the  free  list,  there  were  Imported  58.000  tons  of  ore. 
In  that  same  year  we  prt»duced  30.542,808  tons  of  iron  ore; 
so  that  as  to  the  competitive  quantity  of  iron  ore  coming  Into 
the  United  States  we  had  58,000  tons  imported  compered  to 
more  than  30,000,000  tons  produced  in  the  United  States.  In 
1920,  when  pig  iron  was  still  on  the  free  list,  we  imi>orted 
107,000  tons :  in  1921  we  imported  only  28,000  tons  of  pig  Imn, 
while  in  that  year  we  produced  16.000.000  tons.  The  produ<tlon 
in  that  year  dropped  down  from  30,000,000  tons  at  the  end  of 
the  war  to  but  a  little  over  16,000.000  tons. 

In  1923.  the  first  full  year  after  the  75-cent  dut:i'  went  into 
effect  under  the  act  of  1922.  there  were  imported  367.000  tons  as 
compared  to  a  production  in  the  United  States  of  .39,721,415  tons. 

From  the  peak  of  1926,  which  was  445.000  tons  imported,  to 
1928.  the  importations  decreased  140.000  tons. 

I  have  taken  the  average  of  the  yearly  importations  from 
1919  to  1928;  and  I  find  that  for  those  12  years,  both  under  a 
bill  that  piit  pig  iron  on  the  free  list  ond  a  bill  that  put  a  tariff 
of  75  cents  a  ton  on  it,  there  was  an  average  of  192,000  tons 
imported  into  the  United  States,  and  that  during  that  period  the 
lowest  domestic  production  was  a  little  more  than  16.000.000 
tons,  and  the  highest  domestic  production  was  39,721,000  tons. 

I  wish  to  be  entirely  fair  and  candid  with  the  Senate.  It 
is  undoubtedly  true  that  what  are  known  as  the  merchant  fur- 
naces are  having  diflSculty  in  getting  a  market  for  their  product 
and  a  price  necessary  for  them  to  continue  to  operate;  but  the 
Tariff  Commi.ssion  gives  the  reason  why  this  condition  has  In-en 
brought  about  The  Senator  from  Penniiylvania  has  emphasized 
the  fact  that  i^g  iron  is  being  brought  in  from  India,  and  he 
talks  about  the  starvation  wages  paid  the  laborers  of  India, 
while  as  a  matter  of  fact  out  of  the  meager  140,000  tons  l»eing 
Imported  into  the  United  States  only  52,000  tons  came  from 
India,  and  the  rest  of  it  came  frcnn  Great  Britain  and  Ger- 
many, and  some  from  Sweden. 

Let  me  read  what  the  Tariff  Commission  states  about  that : 

The  Uolted  States  markets  In  which  foreign  and  domestic  pig  iron 
meet  Id  competition  are  largely  along  the  seaboards,  chiefly  the  Atlantic. 

And  that  is  undoubtedly  true.  The  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania has  stated  that  the  annual  output  of  these  merchant  fur* 
naces  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard  anyiunts  to  at>out  1,500,000 
tons ;  and  as  against  that  1,500,000  tons  produced  in  the  territory 
where  the  only  competition  with  foreign  products  exist,  as  com- 
pared to  the  imports  from  India,  the  proportion  is  as  a  million 
and  a  half  compared  to  52.00a  There  was  the  same  rate  of 
importation  for  the  first  six  months  of  1929  which  exhsted  in 
1928;  so  that  the  imports  that  are  coming  now  from  all  coun- 
tries are  140.000  tons  iier  annum,  and  only  62,000  tons  of  that 
140,000  tons  comes  from  India.  So  the  rest  of  it  is  coming 
from  Great  Britain,  snd  some  from  Germany,  and  some  from 
Sweden,  and  possibly  one  or  two  other  countries. 

Now,  let  us  compare  the  cost  of  producing  pig  iron  in  tha 
United  States  with  the  cost  of  Its  productlou  In  Grast  Britain. 
These  flgurea  are  taken  from  tha  aama  suurua  to  which  1  re- 
ferred a  little  while  ago. 
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Ill  1P25  the  total  plir-!ron  production  In  the  United  States  v&s 
36.49r».r»<i2  ti>i]8. 

The  numlier  of  ni«-n  employed  in  the  production  of  this  dontea- 
dc  output  was  29.188. 

In  (Jn-at  Britain  they  produced  6,261.000  tons,  using  16570 
wage  eamer». 

In  other  words,  the  American  wage  earner  produced  $1552 
worth  of  pig  iron,  while  tlie  British  wage  earner  produced  <aly 
$744  worth  of  pijj  Inm.  So  that  the  per  ton  output  per  nan 
employed  in  the  Auierii-an  furnaces  and  in  the  British  fumi  ces 
wa»  as  $1.24  for  the  American  comiwred  to  $1.97  for  the  Brit  ush. 
So  tiiat  it  cost  in  the  United  States,  because  of  the  greater  ?ffl- 
cleocy  of  the  American  wage  earner,  $1.24  per  ton  to  produce 
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frig  iron,  while  in  Oreut  BriUin  it  cost  $1.97  to  produce  |the 
aame  type  of  pig  iron. 
The  Tariff  Commiswion  goes  on  here  to  state: 

Tbe  domestic  product  Is  mAOofactared  by  two  typ««  of  produc  tr* 
(1)  The  omThant  fnmac*.  pmduoinfr  primarily  for  mie;  and  (2)  the 
■trel-wnrks  furuao*.  auiklnr  pig  Iron  primarily  for  ateel  making  in  t  i*lr 
own  MtahlishDfnta  and  only  Incidentally  for  sale.  Since  th«  war  the 
latter  type  of  producer  ban  supplied  a  much  larger  proportion  of  pig  I  ron 
•oM  than  b#>fore.  The  merchant  producer,  generally  with  somewhat 
higher  coat  of  production,  mu«t  therefore  face  competition  both  from  the 
doin»-attc  steel  worka  blast  rurna<-«>s  and  from  imports  of  pig  Iron.  The 
merchant -furnace  manufacturers  in  eastern  Pennaylyania,  New' Jeriey, 
New  York,  and  Virginia  hear  the  brunt  of  thla  competition,  and  mtny 
of  them  haTe  been  forced  to  discontinue  opepitions. 

Mr.  Presudent,  the  Senator  from  PcnnsylTania  has  assured  us 
that  what  we  do  with  reference  to  this  tariff  will  not  affect 
the  production  of  pig  iron  in  the  Middle  West,  in  Pittsbuih, 
and  anywhere  within  200  miles  of  the  Atlantic  coa»t ;  andjhe 
says  tiiat  the  iniptxsition  even  of  a  $3  tariff,  if  the  committee  lad 
reported  a  $3  tariff,  would  not  materially  affect  the  price  of  l)ig 
Iron  in  the  United  States.  Now,  if  under  a  free  admissionlof 
pig  iron  into  the  United  States  for  three  years,  under  a  75-ctnt 
tariff  for  Ave  or  six  years,  and  under  a  tariff  of  $1.12^  for 
about  two  yeurs  we  are  t>nly  able  to  import  about  140,000  tins 
of  pig  Iron,  as  couipare<l  with  a  million  and  a  half  pnxluceq  in 
the  area  of  competition,  it  seems  to  me  very  far-fetched]  to 
contend  that  if  tiiis  tariff  is  raised  to  the  point  to  which  tl  ley 
desire  to  have  it  raised  it  wiii  not  enUrely  shut  out  competitinn. 
or  reduce  it  to  «uch  un  extent  that  it  will  certainly  increase  he 
irlce  of  pig  iron  uloiig  the  Atlantic  coast,  and  it  will  to  t  tat 
extent  deiTeaae  the  supply  of  the  American  markeU ;  and  wh  pn- 
ever.  from  any  wairce  or  for  any  cause,  you  increase  the  denu  nd 
for  a  pruduit  and  retime  the  HUp|>ly,  automatically  the  avemge 
price  over  the  whole  country  is  bound  to  be  Increased. 

I  ara  not  mdrlmnl,  I  have  no  information,  as  to  whether  he 
United  States  Steel  Cun>oratlon  is  making  pig  iron  for  sale  or 
nut.  I  do  know  that  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  is  making  la  -ge 
quantities  of  pig  iron  for  Male,  and  that  the  pig  iron  pnx«ii«  ed 
by  the  Bethlefaetn  Steel  Co.  conies  in  comiietltion  with  the  >ig 
Iron  produced  by  ihe«e  merchant  furnaces  at  high  coet  per  ton 
The  Tariff  Conuniiation  iuformatioo  here  reveals  the  fact  tlat 
each  year  a  little  more  than  8.000,000  toua  of  pig  iron  are 
dnced  for  sale  If  we  vuhtract  the  a000,000  tons  that  are 
dnced  for  aale  from  the  39.000.000  tons  that  are  produced  for 
use  in  the  country,  we  reach  the  conclusion  that  31.000.000  t<  ns 
of  the  pig  Iron  used  In  the  United  Statea  Is  produced  by  the 
•teel  companies  that  use  it:. for  if  we  make  a  total  of  39.000.(00 
tons,  and  hare  only  8,000.000  ton.s  for  sale,  the  inevitable  c  in- 
clusion la  that  31.000,000  tons  are  being  produced  by  the  st>el 
companlee  for  their  own  use. 

It  is  easy  to  understand  how  the  steel  companies  can  prodt  ce 
pig  iron  more  cheaply  than  the  merdiant  furnaces.  They  oira 
their  own  Iron  ores  and  Iron  furnaces;  they  own  their  oiirn 
coal  mines;  they  own  their  own  steamships;  and  they  enjw 
the  lowest  freight  rate  of  almost  any  conmio<lIty  in  the  e-nnre 
country,  becautie  they  load  their  iron  ore  on  steamships  on  tk\e 
Great  Lakes  and  bring  it  down  to  Garj-  and  PltL^bureh  by 
water,  and  without  any  rail  haul  at  aU  exce|>t  a  comparatively 
abort  haul  to  the  Pittsburgh  illstrlct.  But  the  United  Stalra 
Steel  Corporation,  which  owns  its  own  Iron-ore  mines.  Its  o^ra 
Meam.<Uilps,  Its  own  mining  operations,  loads  that  Iron  ore  )n 
Its  own  boats  on  the  Mlnne*)ta  coast  and  carries  it  down  to 
Gary.  Ind..  and  unl«»ads  it  there  at  the  very  front  door  of  its 
plant :  and  It  U  a  matter  of  ei-onomy  for  it  to  produce  its  ov  rn 
pig  iron,  and  It  does  it. 

Nobwiy  seems  to  know  whether  the  Steel  Corporation  producw 
any  pig  Iron  for  sale  or  not;  but.  If  it  transpires  that  it  do?s 
produt^  pig  iron  for  sale,  it  is  easy  to  understand  how  tie 
Steel  C<»riw»ratlon  can  undersell  the  domestic  manufacturer  »r 
producer  of  pig  Iron  who  is  .still  resorting  to  the  oldfashiowd 
metJtodB  of  production  which  we  have  heurd  ao  much  about,  n  A, 


only  In  the  china  and  earthen  ware  schedule  but  in  the  glass- 
ware schedule. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  D<x>s  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebra.slca  V 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  NURBIS.  Is  there  any  reason  why  those  who  use  pig 
iron  to  produce  something  else,  and  sell  it — and  they  are  the 
people  we  are  considering  now — should  not  produce  their  prod- 
uct directly  from  tlie  iron  ore,  as  the  Steel  Corporation  does, 
and  thus  avoid  the  extra  expense  of  producing  pig  iron  first 
and  then  using  that  as  a  raw  material  and  producing  some  other 
product,  which,  as  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  put  it,  means 
a  loss  of  the  heat? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  1  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  is  no 
reason  why  they  can  not  do  It,  and  most  of  the  large  steel 
companies  are  doing  it— not  only  the  United  States  Steel  Cor- 
portion  but  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Corporation,  the  CniciWe  Steel 
Co.,  the  Central  Alloy  Co.,  and  others. 

Mr.  KEAN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  can  not  name  from  recollection  all  of 
these  companies:  but  most  of  them  are  producing  their  own 
pig  iron  by  the  same  process  which  I  have  referred  to  as  being 
used  by  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator's  point  is  that  we  ought  to  insist 
upon  efficiency  before  we  apply  the  principle  of  giving  them 
protection  by  law? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  Is  undoubtedly  correct. 

Mr.  KEAN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  (iFB'ICER.  lX.es  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Just  a  m«)ment,  I  wish  to  make  a  com- 
parison. 

The  Senator  from  Penns.vlvania  stated  that  these  domestic 
merchant  furnaces  are  producing  al»out  a  million  and  a  half 
tons  a  year  for  sale.  They  pnKiuce  primarily  for  sale.  They 
do  not  have  an  integrated  industry.  They  are  produHng  this 
million  and  a  half  tons  for  sale.  They  have  to  sell  that  pig 
iron  to  somebnly  who  is  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  iron 
aBd  steel  prwlucts.  If  we  subtract  a  million  and  a  half  tons 
from  the  8.000,000  tons  produced  for  sale,  we  have  left  6,500,000 
tons  of  pig  iron  that  is  being  pnKluced  by  these  steel  companies 
as  a  surplus  which  they  are  putting  on  the  Anierl<an  market  at 
prices  which  they  can  afford  to  accept ;  so  it  is  incncelvaWe  to 
me  that  these  merchant  furnaces  are  being  harmed  by  140,000 
t<ins  of  importations  to  any  extent  compared  to  the  harm  that 
is  being  done  to  them  by  the  6,500,000  tons  that  is  U-ing  pro- 
duced  by  the  steel  companies  for  sale  In  the  United  States. 

I  now  yt4>ld  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 

Mr.  KEAN  Mr.  Presi.ient,  in  the  flrst  puice  there  is  more 
tban  one  kind  of  pig  iron :  there  are  three  or  ffjur  kinds.  Tlie 
consequence  Is  that  these  merchant  furnaces  are  making  dif- 
ferent kinds  of  pig  inm  from  the  kind  the  Steel  Corporation 
mak«-8.  In  nearly  ail  cast-iron  furnaces  they  need  to  mix  one 
kind  of  pig  inm  with  another  kind  of  pig  iron  in  order  to 
m!.  LJ*'^^^'!?'"'*  «»"«*««•  That  is  a  reply  to  the  question  of 
•ifn  H  /k'JT  ^^^'^'*^  They  have  diflferent  kinds  of  pig 
iron    and  that  Is  the  reason  why  they  have  to  mix  them,  and 

^e     Ri^l.!^  rv  "^nJL"  r"  "^  *"  ^  ^**«^  J°  •^^^  (Ration. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  will  not  contend  that  this  pig 
l^J^r^  **.»^.?**'^?'  ^^  **"«  companies  as  a  surplus  does  not 
funm2«.'*  manufactured    by    the    merchant 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  do  not  think  the  United  States  Steel  C«trpora- 
tlon  puts  any  pig  iron  on  the  market.  The  Bethlehem  Steel 
£  "Jt  ?.^"a7!  ^"*''*  probably  does,  but  I  do  not  think  that 
the  United  States  Steel  Corporation  sells  any  pig  Iron  C)f 
course,  the  freight  rate  to  Pittsburgh  wonld  be  so  high'  that 
they  would  not  compete  with  a  furnace  nearer  the  seaboard 
On  the  seaboard  many  blast  furnaces  are  closed  owing  to  com- 
petition of  the  foreign  pnxlucers.    That  is  just  along  the  sea- 

^  VJ^^*"?,?  *''7"'  ""^  ^^''^  furnaces  in  New  Jersey  that 
have  been  built  up  since  before  the  Revolution.  Most  of  the 
cannon  balls  u>ml  by  Washington  s  army  were  made  just  out- 
•side  of  MoiTistown.  Those  furnaces  operated  for  a  great 
many  years,  but  now  they  are  closed 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I   think,   if  the  Senator  will  permit,   prob- 

methods  that  they  u.sed  m  making  the  cannon  balls  that  Wash- 
ington  used  at  Morristown. 

up^odat?^^"    ^*^'   **^^  ^''°«^"«  are  modem   furnaces,   right 

Mr.    BARKLEY.     Nobody    has    contended    here--I    certalnlv 

^Z.lt  <^t^°^«^-that  tl.e  United  States  Steel  Corporatio^ 

la  making  i>ig  iron  for  aale.     The  best  we  have  been  able  to 
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extrart  from  anybody  Is  that  nobody  knows  whether  they  are 
or  not.  I  am  not  concerned  about  whether  the  United  States 
Steel  Corporation  or  some  other  company  makes  It;  I  have  no 
brief  either  for  or  against  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation. 
I  know  Its  stock  has  gone  np  enormously  In  value  on  the  storit 
exchange,  and  I  am  not  objecting  to  that.  I  know  that  within 
the  last  two  weeks  the  United  States  Steel  Corporatiwi  has  de- 
clared an  extra  dividend  of  $1  per  quarter  in  addition  to  th« 
regular  dlvid«id,  and  I  am  not  objecting  to  that. 

I  am  glad  that  the  stockholders  of  the  Steel  Corporation  are 
getting  dividends,  provided,  of  course,  they  are  getting  them  as 
the  result  of  honest  and  fair  operation  by  the  Steel  Corpora- 
tion, and  I  am  not  raising  any  question  about  that-  What  I  am 
saying  Is  this,  that  some  steel  corporations  that  make  their 
own  pig  Iron,  and  then  make  more  than  their  own  demand,  are 
producing  about  fire  and  a  half  million  tons  a  year  of  pig  Iron 
that  they  are  compelled  to  sell  to  liie  American  market,  which 
Is  alwut  three  or  four  times  as  much  as  is  produced  by  the  mer- 
chant furnaces  In  New  Jersey  and  eastern  Pennsylvania  referred 
to  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  and  the  putting  of  this  extra 
pig  Iron  on  the  market  at  prices  they  are  In  a  portion  to  accept 
has  done  four  times  more  to  drive  these  merchant  furnaces  out 
of  Ixisiness  than  the  140,000  tons  being  Imported  every  year 
from  foreign  countries. 

Mr,  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  ylrfd? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  My  interruption  is  hardly  appropriate  now, 
■luce  the  Senator  has  to  a  great  extent.  If  not  completely,  cov- 
ered the  suggestion  I  was  going  to  make. 

The  point  to  which  I  wanted  to  call  attention  was  that  It  is 
perfectly  immaterial  whether  pig  iron  comes  in  competition 
with  these  factories  along  the  coast,  it  Is  perfectly  immaterial, 
as  I  lotik  at  it  when  we  are  trying  to  decide  this  question  as  to 
whether  we  shall  put  a  tariff  on  pig  Iron  or  not,  whether  the 
product  coming  In  competition  is  made  by  the  Steel  Corporation 
or  whether  it  is  made  by  the  Farmers'  Alliance,  or  any  other 
Institution.  The  important  question  is — and  tliat  seems  to  have 
been  demonstrated,  as  I  l(K)k  at  it — that  there  is  a  lot  of  pig 
iron  coming  in  competition,  and  that  a  comparatively  small  part 
of  it  is  Imported.  The  tariff  certainly  will  not  prevent  the  com- 
petition from  a  domestic  source  still  going  on,  but  it  will  have  a 
tendency  to  increase  that  comiietltion.  It  seems  to  me  that  when 
tlw^  Senator  from  New  Jersey  tells  us  of  the  factories  that  are 
closed,  he  draws  a  conclusion  which  it  seems  to  me  under  the 
facts  he  is  not  Justified  in  drawing,  that  they  are  closed  because 
of  the  foreign  competition.  Most  of  their  compcrtltion  is 
domestic 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  you  could  take  a  sharp  knife  and  slice 
off  the  Atlantic  coast,  and  forget  all  about  the  rest  of  the  coun- 
try, you  would  have  this  picture:  You  would  have  a  million 
and  a  half  tons  of  pig  iron  being  priiduced  Jn  this  narrow  fringe 
wliidi  we  call  the  Atlantic  coast,  and  from  all  countries  we 
would  have  140.000  tons  coming  in  to  compete  with  that  ao  that 
if  we  Ignored  the  rest  of  the  country  entirely,  there  certainly 
could  not  be  any  justification  for  a  tariff  rate  on  140,000  tons 
of  importations  higher  than  75  cents  per  ton.  which  is  the 
tariff  carried  in  the  act  of  1»22,  and  which  I  am  seeing  to 
retain  by  my  amendment.  The  truth  is  that,  considering  the 
entire  United  States,  our  domestic  production  and  our  Imports, 
th^je  Is  no  justification  for  a  tariff  on  any  amount  of  Imported 
pig  iron,  because  it  amounts  to  only  a  little  more  than  1  per  cent 
of  our  total  production. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  complained  l)ecau8e,  he  says, 
there  is  no  competition  anywhere  in  the  United  States  except 
along  the  Atlantic  s(»board.  Is  he  seeking  to  eliminate  any 
comfietition  whatevCT?  Are  we  seeking  to  keep  out  the  140,000 
ton.s  that  do  come  in?  If  we  succeed  in  keeping  out  the  140,000 
tons  that  come  In,  will  that  not  automatically  raise  the  price 
of  pig  Iron  in  the  area  where  the  competition  exists? 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  talks  about  140.000  tons  coming  In. 
The  Senator  realizes,  does  he  not,  that  the  Importations  were 
over  400,0<X)  tons  a  year  luitil  a  countervailing  duty  was  imposed 
on  the  Indian  iron,  and  an  antidumping  duty  on  the  German 
Iron,  and  that  that  antidumping  duty  was  canceled  In  November, 
1»28? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  And  that  the  present  importations  are  much 
more  than  140.000  tons  a  year? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  already  referred  to  the  importations 
for  recent  years. 

Mr.  REED.  In  1925  the  importations  were  441,000;  in  1926 
they  were  445.000. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  already  inserted  those  fiigures  in 
the  Record. 


Mr.  RinSD.  And  In  a  district  whose  ctmsnming  capacity  ia 
about  a  million  and  a  half  tons. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  Is  not  the  rate  at  which  this  pig  iron 
Is  CKxning  in  at  this  time. 

Mr.  REED.  Is  the  Senator  sure  of  that,  since  the  counter- 
Tailing  duty  has  been  canc^ed? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Information  which  I  have  received  from  the 
Tariff  Conunlssion  ia  to  tlie  effect  tliat  for  the  first  six  months 
of  1929  the  imports  were  practically  on  the  same  scale  as  the 
Imports  for  1928. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  the  Senator  would  better  get  the  exact 
figures,  because  my  Informatiou  Is  that  it  is  coming  in  in  con- 
siderably Increased  quantitiea  Furthermore,  does  the  Senator 
attach  any  importance  to  the  report  of  tlie  Tariff  Commission 
showing  $7  difference  In  cost  of  production? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  would  attach  impt>rtance  to  it  If  It  were 
having  any  effect  on  importations,  but  it  seems  perfectly  ridicu- 
lous to  me  to  assume  that  purchasers  of  pig  iron  who  could 
buy  their  imported  pig  iron  for  $7  a  ton  less  than  they  could 
buy  tlte  domestic  product  would  not  be  importing  more  than 
140,000  tons  compared  with  a  million  and  a  half  produced  in 
the  area  of  competition. 

Mr.  REED.  Yes;  but  the  Senator  surely  does  not  mean  that 
It  is  quoted  at  $7  less.  The  Senator  knows  that  the  domestic 
pig  iron  is  selling  around  $21,  which  Is  away  below  the  cost  of 
production. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator's  figures,  of  course,  are  based 
upon  what  he  has  already  emphasized  as  the  wage  scale  in 
Lndla,  and  I  tiave  shown  that  only  about  one-third  of  this  im- 
portation comes  from  India,  and  that  the  cost  of  producing  a 
ton  of  pig  iron  in  Great  Britain  is  more  than  In  the  United 
States,  the  figures  being  $1.24  in  this  country  and  $1.97  in  Great 
Britain,  due  to  the  greater  efficiency  of  the  American  working- 
man,  who  turns  out  $1,550  worth  of  pig  Irtin  as  compared  with 
$724  worth  turned  out  by  a  British  workman. 

Mr.  REED.     I  am  not  talking  about  British  iron. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  A  part  of  this  iron  comes  from  Britain. 
There  is  nearly  100,000  tons  of  this  imiwrtation  that  comes  from 
other  countries  l)esides  India,  and  It  is  divided  among  Great 
Britain,  Germany,  and,  I  think,  Sweden,  with  possibly  a  little 
from  one  other  country. 

Mr.  Rt:ED.  The  Senator  will  find  the  figures  given  on  page 
502  of  the  Tariff  Commission  summary,  which  show  that  British 
and  German  and  French  and  Belgian  iron  are  all  cheaper  ttian 
the  American,  and  the  Indian  figures  are  given  on  page  SOL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  It  be  true— and  I  have  no  «|oubt  that  It  Is 
true — that  In  the  area  where  there  Is  competition  there  Is  a 
production  of  a  million  and  a  half  tons  and  an  importation  of 
only  140.000  tons,  will  tlie  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  explain 
to  us  why  H  is  that  these  purchasers  of  pig  Iron  are  not  Im- 
IK>rting  more  than  fhey  are  Importing,  if  they  can  buy  It  so 
much  chear>er  than  they  c*an  buy  the  American  product? 

Mr.  REED.  They  can  not  buy  It  cheaper,  because  the  Ameri- 
cans are  trying  to  iKdd  their  trade  and  have  been  selling  away 
below  cost.    ITiat  is  proven  by  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  steel  companies  that  make  this  pig  Iroa 
have  not  been  selling  tlielr  product  at  below  cost. 

Mr.  REED.  The  i)eoi>le  who  sell  the  pig  iron  along  the 
Atlantic  coast  have  been  selling  at  several  dollars  a  ton  below 
their  cost  of  iMxxluctlon.  That  Is  proven  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Suppose  this  entire  140,000  tons  were  shut 
out,  so  that  not  a  ton  of  it  could  come  In.  To  what  extent 
would  that  Increase  the  price  of  pig  iron  along  the  Atlantic 
coast? 

Mr.  BEED.  The  price  Immediately  would  go  up  to  at  least 
the  cost  of  production,  which  they  are  not  getting  now. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    What  would  that  be? 

Mr.  REED.     Around  $26  or  $27. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     As  ccanpared  with  what? 

Mr.  REED.     With  $21  at  present. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Therefore  the  cost  to  the  constmiCT  of  pig 
Iron  would  be  increased  $5  or  $6  a  ton  where  there  is  com- 
petition. 

Mr.  REED.     Absolutely. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  the  Senator  contend  that  In  view  of  an 
increase  of  $5  or  $6  a  ton.  where  tliere  Is  competition,  by  the 
elimination  of  that  competition  the  price  in  the  inland  territory 
would  not  Increase  at  least  a  part  of  that  $6  or  $6  per  ton.  so 
that  there  would  be  a  general  average  of  prices  throughout  thfe 
United  States? 

Mr.  REED.  I  most  certainly  do,  because  the  decline  in  prices 
on  the  seacoast  has  not  caiL«»ed  a  decline  of  the  prices  in  tiie 
interior. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  steel  manufacturers  who  purchase 
pig  iron  would  get  $5  or  $6  more  a  ton  for  their  product,  cvuld 
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tbej  not  ship  It  further  and  pay  greater  freight  rates  in  order 
to  obtain  that  increased  price,  and  would  not  the  compet  tion 
of  the  steel  componieti  producing  their  own  pig  iron  or  stei  I  be 
more  injnriuus  to  the  indoMtrjr  along  the  Atlantic  coast  han 
thlo  140.000  tons  that  come  in? 

Mr.  KEED.  No;  becan^  they  are  s^arated  by  the  rates  pey 
hare  to  pay  on  the  railruads. 

Mr.  BAKKLEY.  But  those  rates  would  be  absorbed  by  the 
increa>4e  of  $5  a  ton. 

Mr.  REED.  It  still  remains  the  fact  that  the  normal  output 
of  the  Atlantic  coast  furnaces  would  be  sold  on  the  AtU  utic 
coast,  where  it  has  been  for  a  century  and  a  half. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  other  words,  if  the  producers  of  th<  pip 
iron  in  the  Pittsburgh  dl-strlct  have  to  pay  $5  a  ton  to  ship  their 
pHKluct  200  miles,  if  they  c-an  get  $5  more  per  ton  by  shipping 
it  a  hundred  miles  farther  and  a  hundred  miles  closer  to  the 
coast,  at  a  comjiaratiTely  Increased  freight  rate,  would  it  not 
pay  them  to  ship  their  product  300  miles  at  $7.50  a  ton  anq  get 
I2.S0  extra  as  additional  profit? 

Mr.  REED.  Tljere  is  no  good  speculating  on  that,  beciuse 
the  case  is  conclusively  proved  and  the  difference  in  cost  of 
pnxluction  ha.s  be«*n  proven.  The  fact  !s  that  they  are  at  ]  ires- 
ent  selling  below  cost  of  production  or  else  they  have  gone  out 
of  business.  Every  requirement  lai^l  down  by  the  Senator  Irom 
Idaho  [Mr.  Boa^vH]  in  his  statement  as  to  what  is  neces.sar)r  to 
justify  an  increa.><e  in  an  industrial  rate  has  been  complied  \rith. 
If  we  want  to  speculate  on  what  might  happen  and  who  might 
aell,  of  course  wc  are  in  an  endless  controversy.  But  if  t  lere 
ever  was  a  i>lain  case  for  a  tariff  on  an  import  commodity,  t  is 
here. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  coming  back  to  the  statei  lent 
which  I  have  Just  made,  which  is  a  reply  to  the  statei  lent 
originally  made  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed] 
that  there  would  be  no  increase  in  the  price  of  pig  iron  in  the 
noncompetitive  area.  I  wish  to  use  hLs  own  illustration.  II  pig 
Iron  will  Immediately  become  worth  $5  or  $6  a  ton  more  on  the 
Atlantic  coast  than  it  is  now  by  the  elimination  of  this  coiape- 
tltlon.  then  the  prtKlucers  of  domestic  pig  iron  for  sale  rs  a 
8uri>lus  ulKive  tlieir  own  needs  which  is  being  turned  out  by  the 
steel  companies  would  be  able,  in  my  judgment,  to  add  at  l?ast 
$2.50  per  ton  to  the  price  of  their  product  and  ship  it  100  n  lies 
nearer  the  Atlantic  coast  and  still  undersell  the  domestic  prod- 
uct turned  out  hy  the  merchant  furnaces.  So  that,  in  my  jidg- 
ment,  they  would  be  in  a  worse  condition  after  that  situa:iou 
bad  been  developed  than  they  are  now.  because  they  would  1  ave 
certainly  more  c-ompetition  than  140.000  tons  or  even  300,00  >  or 
400.000  tons  that  might  come  in  from  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     tKjes  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  What  is  there  to  hmder  them  frwn  ad<  Ing 
the  full  tariff?    Why  should  they  not  add  it  all? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  would  be  nothing  to  hinder  tliem 
except  that  they  now  ship  practically  200  miles  and  payj  tTt 
freiKht  rate.  Then  if  they  could  ship  100  miles  farther,  tliey 
might  be  required  to  pay  $2.50  more  freight,  which  w(uld 
reduce  their  profits  that  much.  Of  course,  they  might  cut  the 
price  that  is  being  obtained  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard  or  t  ley 
might  be  able  to  undersell  anyway. 

Mr.  NOltRIS.  They  will  add  the  freight  and  they  will  idd 
the  tariff  If  they  can.  If  we  remove  the  competition  by  Increas- 
ing the  tariff  and  placing  an  embargo  or  erecting  a  steel  wall. 
We  extend  the  territory  over  which  the  domestic  producers  :>an 
operate,  and  they  will  go  clear  to  the  coast.  They  will  add  all 
of  the  tariff,  and  if  we  make  the  tariff  high  enough  we  mtIH 
completely  obliterate  these  pe»>i>le  along  the  coast  and  put  tlem 
entirely  out  of  business,  and  it  wi>nld  bring  ab<.ut  a  situation 
much  worse  for  them  than  they  are  in  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  S»'nator  has,  to  much  better  advantige 
than  I  coidd.  illustrnted  the  point  I  had  in  mind.  If  we  n  isc 
the  level  of  prices  of  pig  iron  in  the  United  States  we  neies- 
sarily  enlanre  the  area  which  can  be  covered  by  any  manul  ac- 
turer.  no  matter  whether  it  is  the  Steel  Corporation  or  whet  ler 
It  is  a  furnace  that  makes  a  merchant  quality  of  pig  iron.  It 
Is  utterly  impi>ssible  to  convince  me  that  increasing  the  price  of 
pig  iron  in  any  |i«rt  of  the  I'nltetl  States  does  not  increase  it  on 

4 he  avenige.  E^ery  Increa.^-  that  is  made  will  Increase  he 
eturns  of  those  who  are  turning  out  6.500.000  tons  of  pig  iion 
for  sale  as  a  surplus  to  a  nuuh  larger  extent,  in  my  judgment, 
than  it  would  benefit  those  who  are  producing  pig  Iron  a:  a 
primary  industry. 


Pig  iron  is  the  basis  for  all  iron  and  steel  manufacture.  Pig 
iron  is  the  raw  product  that  goes  Into  the  manufacture  of  all 
kinds  of  steel.  It  goes  into  the  manufacture  of  rails,  of  struc- 
tural iron  that  goes  into  the  construction  of  every  building,  and 
into  every  bridge  and  every  farm  implement  The  amount  of 
iron  and  steel  now  used  in  the  construction  of  farm  implements 
is  much  larger  than  it  was  10,  20,  or  30  years  ago.  I  can  re- 
member when  almost  every  agricultural  implement  on  the  farm 
contained  a  con.siderable  part  of  wood,  but  now  almost  entirely 
agricultural  implements  are  made  out  of  steel  and  iron,  of  which 
pig  iron  is  the  raw  material. 

Any  increase  that  is  placed  upon  the  price  of  pig  iron  neces- 
sarily is  reflected  in  an  increase  in  the  price  of  all  the  things 
into  which  steel  and  iron  go,  either  as  the  raw  product  or  as 
the  finished  material.  It  neces.sarily  increases  the  price  of  every 
carpenter's  tool,  every  handsaw,  every  drill,  every  implement  of 
husl>andry.  Every  cmceivable  instrument  or  tool  made  out  of 
iron  or  steel  will  be  affected  by  it. 

I  can  not  understand,  as  I  said  a  moment  ago.  how  there  is 
any  justification  for  an  increase  in  the  tariff  fixed  by  the  presi- 
dent^l  proclamation  at  75  cents  per  ton  to  $1.12V^  i^er  ton,  and 
ba.sed  upon  the  condition  of  the  industry  in  the  country  I  can 
not  understand  how  there  is  any  justification  for  any  tariff 
whatever  on  pig  iron.  Therefore  I  hope  the  amendment  I  have 
offered,  reducing  the  rate  to  75  cents  per  ton  as  carried  in  the 
act  of  1922,  will  be  adof^ed. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  M«»ntana.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  what  relation  pig  iron  bears  to 
cast-iron  pipe? 

Mr.  REED.  Cast-iron  i^pe  is  a  foundry  product  It  is  made 
from  foundry  pig. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  want  to  read  a  letter  which  I 
received  a  few  days  ago  from  the  mayor's  office,  Chelsea,  Ma.ss., 
dated  September  9,  1929,  as  follows : 

Chelsea,  Mass..  September  9,  Ota. 
Hon.  Thomas  J.  Wai.sh, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Wa$hington.  D.  C. 

Mt  DiAH  SiNATOH  :  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  bavlng  reporte<l 
favorably  on  the  House's  Increase  of  50  per  cent  on  cast-Iron  pipe — from 
20  per  cent  to  30  per  cent  ad  valorem — I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to 
the  fact  that  such  increase  will  cost  the  American  people  111,250,000  a 
year,  a  fact  either  overlooked  or  Ignored  by  the  committee. 

My  interest  In  this  situation  Is  twofold:  First,  the  welfare  of  the 
citlaens  of  my  city  and  the  country  at  large;  second,  the  forthcoming 
erection  of  a  13,000,000  foundry  In  this  city  with  an  annual  capacity  of 
150,000  tons  of  cast-iron  pipe.  At  least  half  of  this  output  is  Intended 
for  export,  which  clearly  Indicates  that  American-made  cast  Iron  plp«5 
can  compete  with  the  Belgian,  French,  or  German  product  in  foreiKTi 
markets.  That  being  so,  surely  American  manufacturers  can  suffer  little 
from  foreign  competition  In  the  domestic  market  when  they  are  protected 
by  a  20  per  cent  duty,  approximately  |2.50  per  ton. 

The  Inevitable  result  of  such  Increase  In  duty  would  be  a  corresponding 
increase  In  the  price  of  cast-iron  pipe,  the  yearly  consumption  of  which 
is  1.600,000  tons  in  this  country.  Public  utility  corporations  will  thus 
pay  13,750.000  per  year  more  for  cast  iron  pipe,  which  will  be  passed 
along  to  gas  and  water  consumers,  average  citizens,  and  householders. 
Furthermore,  these  utilities  now  have  50,000.000  tons  of  cast-iron  pipe 
In  use.  which  they  wiU  be  permltte<l  to  mark  up  on  their  books  to  the 
extent  of  |125,0O0.fK)0.  Since  these  corporations  are  allowed  by  law  to 
charge  rates  which  will  Insure  a  reasonable  return,  at  least  6  per  cent, 
on  the  value  of  their  properties,  consumers  will  pay  I7.5O0.0OO  a  year 
more  for  gas  and  water. 

If  the  cast-iron  pipe  manafacturers  and  utility  corporations  actually 
need  this  additional  Income  of  $11,250,000  a  year,  the  people  wlU  not 
begrudge  It  to  them.      But  do  they  need  ItT 

The  United  States  Cast  Iron  Pipe  Co..  which  manufacturea  over  50 
per  cent  of  the  domestic  production,  earned  an  average  of  32  per  cent 
per  annum  on  Its  common  stock  for  the  period  1923-1927.  As  to  tho 
utility  corporations,  their  earnings  have  grown  so  euonnnus  that  th^ 
skyrocketing  of  their  stocks  on  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange  has  become 
such  a  common  ocurrence  that  it  no  longer  excites  comment  To  further 
enrich  these  giant  monopolies  at  the  expense  of  the  already  overburdened 
pubUc  would  be  a  travesty  of  Justice. 

Investigation  wiU  c-onvince  you  that  no  good  reason  exists  for  placing 
this  i^ditlonal  heavy  burden  upon  the  American  home.  Should  you 
become  so  convinced,  I  trust.  Senator,  that  you  will  not  only  vote  against 
the  proposed  increase  on  cast  Iron  pipe  but  will  use  your  Influence  to 
defeat  It. 

Respectfully, 

Lawrbhci  F.  QuiOLiT,  Mayor. 
I  want  to   inquire  of  the   Senator   from   Pennsylvania   also 
1^     \[^^L\^^  present  time  there  are  any  exports  of  pig  iron? 
Mr.  REED.     I  believe  not. 
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MT.  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  I  omitted  to  state  a  while 
ago  in  my  remarks  what  I  intended  to  state,  that  last  year 
there  were  84,000  tons  of  exports,  representing  about  three- 
fifths  the  amount  of  the  imiiorts.  Those  exports  have  increased 
from  32.000  tons  in  1923  to  84,622  tons  in  1928. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  true;  but  from  the  district  about  which 
we  are  talking  where  the  imports  come  in  competition  there  are 
no  exports.  The  exjwrts  referred  to  are  those  made  In  the 
northern  central  region.  There  are  no  exports  from  the  At- 
lantic coast. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Will  the  Senator  tell  us  the  distance  from 
the  point  of  production  to  the  point  of  consumption  in  Canada? 

Mr.  REED.     No ;  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Is  he  able  to  tell  us  whether  It  is  farther 
or  nearer  than  the  Atlantic  coast? 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  very  much  farther.  A  lot  of  It  goes  just 
across  the  border.  Up  in  the  Detroit  neighborhood  there  Is 
conFlderable  export. 

Now,  to  answer  the  Senator  from  Montana,  cast-iron  pipe  is 
covered  in  paragraph  327.  It  Is  true  there  are  some  large  com- 
panies engaged  in  making  It.  The  price  of  cast-iron  pipe  has 
been  and  still  is  very  much  greater  than  that  of  merchant  pig. 
There  is  a  general  relationship.  Cast-iron  pipe  practically 
altogether  is  made  out  of  pig  iron,  it  is  true ;  l>ut  it  is  a  further 
product  and  the  conditions  of  competition  are  wholly  different. 
Competition  in  cast-iron  pipe  comes  practically  all  from  France. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  realize  it  Is  different,  but  I  was 
simply  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  duty  on  pig  Iron 
must  of  necessity  be  reflected  In  the  price  of  cast-Iron  pipe, 

Mr.  REED.    I  am  not  sure  that  that  would  be  so. 

Mr.  KBAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana jrield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  There  is  another  matter  I  want 
to  address  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  and  then  I  shall 
be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey.  I  have  here 
a  copy  of  the  Iron  Age  for  August  29,  1929,  containing  an 
article  entitled  "  Large  Steel  Exports  C-ontlnue — Seven  Month.s' 
Total  Largest  Since  1921— Gain  Over  1928  in  Rolled  and  Fin- 
ished Was  19  Per  Cent— Imports  Heavier,  Too."  I  ask  that  the 
article  and  accompanying  tables  may  be  incorporated  in  the 
Rboobd. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  article  is  as  follows : 
Lasc.b  Stcel  Exports  Costlnce — Sbttn  Months'  Total  Lakokst  Sinob 

1921 — Gai:»  0^1H  1928  in  Rolled  and  Finishxd  Was  19  P«e  Cent — 

IMPOBTS   HEAVIEB,  TOO 

Washington,  August  29. — Aggregating  270,632  gross  tons,  exports  of 
Iron  and  steel  products  from  the  United  States  in  July  of  the  present 
year  exceeded  those  of  June,  amounting  to  247,811  tons,  by  22,721  tons 
and  were  the  largest  since  April,  when  they  totaled  287.297  tons.  For 
the  seven  months  ended  with  July  exports  were  1,862,371  tons,  or 
251.604  tons  greater  than  last  year,  with  a  total  of  1,610,371  tons. 
Exports  in  July  of  last  year  amounted  to  253,405  tons.  The  daily 
average  for  July.  1929,  was  8,727  tons,  compared  with  8,260  tons  in 
June. 

Imports  in  July  also  showed  an  Increaae,  rising  to  71,378  tons  from 
63,035  tons  in  June,  a  gain  of  7,743  tons.  For  the  first  seven  months 
they  were  429,223  tons,  a  decrease  of  18,432  tons  under  the  Imports  of 
447,655  during  the  corresponding  period  of  last  year.  Imports  in  July 
of  last  year  were  53,567  tons.  The  daily  average  in  July  was  2,302  tons, 
against  2,121  tons  in  June. 

Of  the  37  classes  listed  In  the  Iron  Age  export  table,  gains  were 
made  in  outgoing  shipments  in  20,  with  losses  In  the  remaining  17, 
when  compared  with  exports  in  June.  I*lg-iron  exports  increased  to 
7,777  tons  from  3,101  tons  and  reflected  an  unusual  situation  in  that 
outgoing  sblpments  exceeded  Imports,  the  latter  amounting  to  only 
6,743  tons.  Exports  of  scrap  In  July  were  47,018  tons,  against  42.816 
tons. 

In  the  finished  lines,  galvanised  sheets  exported  in  July  increased 
to  14.154  tons  from  12,604  tons  and  exports  of  black  steel  sheets  In- 
creased to  18,269  tons  from  15,718  tons  while  exports  or  plates  rose 
to  19,675  tons  from  17,640  tons.  Among  the  products  showing  declines 
were  plain  structural  shapes  which  dropped  to  29,946  tons  from  31,268 
tons  and  tin  plate,  which  fell  to  16,875  tons  from  18,041  tons. 

Pig  iron  was  exported  in  July  chiefly  to  Japan,  5,702  tons,  and  to 
Canada,  1,724  tons.  Scrap  exports  were  widely  distributed,  Canada 
Uking  11,281  tons;  Italy.  9,609  tons;  Japan,  8,861  tons;  Poland.  6.633 
tons  ;  Germany,  4,9<»0  tons ;   Spain.  2,347  tons,  and  Mexico,  2,007   tons. 

Of  the  6,447  tons  of  casing  and  oil-line  pipe  exported,  2.112  tons 
went  to  Veneiuela  and  1,;{70  tons  to  Canada.  Canada  took  4.050  tons 
and  the  United  Uugdom,  1.024  ton*  of  the  10,773  tuns  of  black  welded 


pipe  exported.  Of  the  17,183  tons  of  steel  bars  exported,  8,433  tons 
went  to  Canada,  2,688  tons  to  the  United  Kingdom,  and  2,265  tons  to 
Japan.  Canada  took  26,601  tons  of  the  plain  stmctnral  shapes  and 
4,S34  tons  of  the  tin-plate  shipments,  while  China  took  2,737  tons  of 
tin  plate  and  Japan,  1,994  tons.  The  great  bulk  of  steel  plates,  16,931 
tons,  went  to  Canada. 

Philippine  Islands  was  the  largest  buyer  of  galvanized  sheets,  taking 
3,302  tons,  Canada  taking  2,546  tons.  Exports  of  black  stcel  shei'ts  to 
Canada  wore  7.559  tons,  while  Japan  took  3,624  tons.  The  exports  of 
black  steel  sheets  to  Canada  were  7.559  tons,  while  Japan  took  3,624 
tons.  The  exports  of  steel  rails,  amounting  to  9,999  tons,  were  dis- 
tributed rather  evenly,  Argentina  taking  1,857  tons;  Cliile,  1,609  tons; 
Mexico,  1,413  tons  and  Canada,  1,128  tons.     Japan  took  only  175  tons. 

ToUl  exports  to  Canada  in  July  were  118,069  tons.  For  the  seven 
months  ended  with  July,  shipments  to  Canada  amounted  to  792,942 
tons,  compared  with  653,877  tons  for  the  corresponding  period  of  last 
year.  This  gain  was  almost  two-thirds  of  the  total  gain  to  all  conn- 
tries.  Exports  to  Japan  in  July  totaled  31,330  tons ;  for  the  first  seven 
months  they  were  218,072  tons,  compared  with  214,541  tons  during  the 
like  period  of  last  year. 

While  there  were  gains  made  In  imports  In  only  10  of  the  26  classes 
as  against  15  losses,  with  no  incoming  shipments  in  either  month  of 
telegraph  and  telephone  wire,  the  increased  movement  in  July  as  com- 
pared with  June  was  due  to  the  sharp  rise  in  receipts  of  structural 
shapes,  amounting  to  18.247  tons  as  against  12,274  tons.  Pig  iron 
imports  dropped  from  11,396  tons  in  June. 

Of  the  incoming  shipments  of  structural  shapes,  Belgium  provided 
0,322  tons;  Germany,  4,434  tons,  and  France,  4,233  t«ns.  France 
supplied  6,213  tons  of  the  6,383  tons  of  cast-iron  pipe  imported.  Of 
the  3,209  tons  of  steel  bars  imported,  1,550  tons  came  from  Sweden, 
682  tons  from  Belgium,  407  tons  from  France,  and  359  tons  from  Ger- 
many. 

C&nada  was  the  soarce  of  2,799  tons  of  the  5.213  tons  of  ferronuui- 
ganese  Imported ;  Norway,  1,212  tons,  and  tlie  United  Kingdom,  1,07? 
tons.  Soviet  Russia  provided  41,365  tons  of  the  48,406  tons  of  maa* 
ganese  concentrates  Imported  ;  Brazil,  4,077  tons,  and  India,  2,844  tons. 
The  principal  countries  from  which  products  were  imported  in  July  were 
Belgium,  15,407  tons ;  France,  13,556  tons ;  Canada,  13.S05  tons,  and 
Germany.  13,163  tons.  In  June  no  country  furnished  as  much  as 
13,000  tons. 

Brporta  of  iron  and  •(eel  from  the  United  Statet 

[In  gross  tonsl 


Pig  iron 

Ferromanganeae 

Scrap 

Pig  fron,  terroalloys  and  scrap. 


July 


l«» 


Ingots,  blooms,  billets,  shaet  bar 

8kelp 

Wire  rods... .... 

Semifinished  steel 

Steel  bars 

Alloy  steel  bars 

Iron  bars 

Plates,  iron  and  steel 

Sheets,  ealvanLeed . 

Sheets,  black  rtecl 

Sheets,  black  iron .... 

Hoops,  hands,  strip  steel 

Tin  plate;  temeplate 

Structural  shapes,  plain  materia) 

Btruciural  material,  fabhcAVtii 

Steel  rails... , 

Kail  fastenings,  switches,  frogs,  etc.. 

Boiler  lubes 

Casing  and  oil-line  pipe... 

Black  and  galvanifed  welded  pipe.. 

Malleable  iron  screwed  pipe  fittings. 

Plain  wire 

Barbed  wire  and  woven  wire  fencing 

Wire  cloth  and  screening 

Wire  rope 

W'ire  nails 

Other  nails  and  tacks 

Horseshoes 

Bolts,  nuts,  rivets,  and  wssbers,  except 

track 

Rolled  and  finished  steel 

Cast-iron  pipe  and  fittings ...... 

Car  wheels  and  axles 

Iron  ca.siings 

Steel  ca.sfiugs.- ...._„.• 

Forpinpi - 

Castings  and  forgings 

All  other 


17, 


19 


Total. 


7,777 

40 

47,018 

64,836 

1,236 

13,»7« 

5,822 

21,  OM 

183 

647 

167 

675 

14.164 

18,260 

1,4S 

4.734 

18, 878 

aB,M« 

10,392 

9,099 

3.102 

1,74« 

«,447 

14.880 

1,070 

8,.'>Q1 

6,0U6 

125 

736 

1,363 

1,083 

37 

1.232 

184,405 

3,M9 

1,046 

901 

U» 

1,039 

8,400 

1,868 


193B 


8,608 

1,137 

43,032 

68.007 

941 

1,S,070 

3,638 

19,668 

13,796 

1,102 

471 

14,048 

16,341 

19.100 

1.366 

4.987 

21.628 

14.533 

14,101 

11,079 

2.504 

1.573 

10,189 

11,436 

1,116 

3.264 

8,537 

210 

386 

1,426 

637 

04 

1,262 

171,939 

2,490 

928 

776 

1,097 

1,168 

6^469 

1,683 


270,632 


263,406 


7  months  ended 
July 


1920 


38,667 

1.063 

296, 7» 

330,368 

30,387 

67,771 

38,883 

122,940 

139,  an 

11.947 

3,921 

125.971 

10a674 

111,022 

9,073 

47.  an 

l.'>2.996 

176.812 

66,063 

96.  .VU 

20,149 

11,306 

79.421 

83,664 

7,361 

29,728 

41,383 

1.037 

4.668 

9,210 

6^383 

230 

9,369 

1,333,217 

20,944 

14,113 

7,960 

7,266 

8,263 

68,663 

11,303 


1,86^371 


1998 


SS.937 

6.908 

306.063 

334,988 

11,240 

61,636 

32,167 

96,043 

84,663 

8.6M 

2,314 

86,374 

9a  466 

100. 411 

8,843 

32,684 

146,627 

101406 

64,417 

130,203 

30,078 

9,931 

64,632 

66,337 

6,526 

36.936 

43,003 

1,066 

3,064 

ia033 

^ew 

260 

7,762 

1,133.493 

19.860 

8,663 

7,713 

6,337 

6,140 

48,692 

8,663 


l,6ia767 
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Import*  •f  <r«»  mnd  tterl  Mo  the  Vmited  BUtf 
(In  croM  tons] 


Plgtron      . 

FrtTiiuUcati  ' ..... .... 

fmraetitoat ' — ............. 

S»T.1|>     

HW  iron.  tmoiMoyt.  «ik1  «t»p 

.suvl  inicots.  blooms,  btUeU,  aod  itebs. 

Wirr  rixb   

!*rinifliU!ihr<l  !rt«*l ......... 

fUtb  cntl  jipite*  ban 

SinK-tunI  ^«p«. . 

Bt>il<>r  ao<l  uthcr  pkttm .. 

fiUmetx  and  MW  ptetai 

8t««I  b«fs 

B«r  iron. .    

ti<io|«.  hMxU.  uh)  ootUm  U« 

TiihulM'  proriucU  (wroofbt) 

Nmits.  tariu,  tUplH 

Tin  pl%U   . .     

Bolts,  nuu,  riTvu,  »nd  wasban 

Kound  iron  and  ttaal  win 

B«rh»dwlr« 

rUt  om.  suii>stMl 

Hicvl  t«U«r*ph  »nd  t«i*pboM  vir* 

W  tre  rop«  and  itmid    

(>ili«r  WIT* .... 

R(>il«<l  and  AnlalMd  steal 

CMt-iroo  pipa — ... 

CMtings  and  forfinf* 


July 


7  moDthB  «Dd«d 
July 


1B» 


1«» 


S. 
1. 

>. 

a 

3. 

1. 

4. 

1, 
»«, 

Z 
3. 

^ 
a. 


743 

313 
079 
142 
101 

m 

»I9 
242 
7«! 
0B7 
a47 
34 

aw 

770 
199 

an 

31 

9 
4M 
877 
137 


Total 

MancaiMMorai 

Iron  err 

MafiMMta  (daad  bornad). 


37. 


347 

17 

799 

sn 

1«4 


71,378 

48.40S 

301. 413 


ft.  056 

3,  Ml 

333 

98 

3.688 

13,  OM 

1.318 

M»5 

1,813 

1.  .S34 

11.193 

198 

1.  lAO 

4.993 

ii 

6,830 

X918 

1.000 

u» 
11 


133 

to 

168 
42 

sans 

7.731 
IM 


1993 


1938 


.^3.S«7 

21.447 

183. 2M 

3.912 


8a  304 
37.797 

S,2\6 

383 

82.374 

175,973 

15.902 

9.S38 
25.740 

4.137 
87.3&4 

2,456 
13,348 
21.481 

2,110 
21.448 
25.348 

5,340 
173 
165 

3.756 

3.542 

1,340 


1.511 

366 

193.565 

32,657 
1,288 


429,223 

214,008 

1.709.154 

12,111 


1 


81,350 

27.29fi 

2,043 

306 

36^532 

137.617 

13,088 

10,013 

23,100 

11,180 

loaoM 

3,355 
15.999 
55,338 

1,386 

21.405 

33,973 

4.863 

751 

154 

1440 

1.975 

1,33U 

IM 

971 

330 

245.736 

39.348 

1.964 


447.655 

10^364 

1.415,660 

31,386 


>  MancaiMM  oonlant  only.      '  Silicon  rontant  only.      'Chrooimmoontaot  only. 

Dr«liimhmm  •t  intm  mmd  $terl  etporia  from  the  United  Statea 

(lo  (Cross  tonal 


Country  ol 


Jsnoary  through 
Jiily 


North    and    CantrsI 
and  West  Indias 


CmimU  and  NavtouadUnd. 

(uh^ 

f}iuu«mste. 
Ilomlura* ....... 

\f«TtOO 

Panama 

i*alvadcr 

Britijih  Wast  Indiaa 

oib«r  Wast  Indiaa 

Othar  Caaitrai  Amarioa 

Sooth  Amartra 

Arcratioft.... 

BnuU 

Chlla-  

ColombtA. 

Paru 

t'rucuay 

I'rnamala 

Otbar  South  Amariea. 
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November  6 


United  Statfi  imports  of  iron  and  $tet!  producU 
[In  KToes  tons) 


Awlria 

fk'lf  luni . .— ..... 

Bui  [aria .... ........_....-...— 

fifi  hoBtovakia — • 

Krai  II* ..— — ............-.............— 

(iflr  uaxiy ......... 

llaJ  ' . 

Net  terlaods 

Nor  «»y 

I'ohad 

Sw€  tlpn .............-.---------.---•------ — .-. 

Swi  rerkind 

Ini  ;ed  Kingdom .-- 

Euf  >pe .. 

Can  ads 

Me;;ioo - 

(  ula 

Brll  isb  India. 

Jajxin - — — 


Total. 


July 


l\ 


SO 
WJ 
170 


13. 

13. 


Sfi« 

163 

217 
837 
0B8 


3. 
4, 
13. 


Ml 

40 

084 

738 

306 

33 

196 

,130 

2 


71,378 


Jane 


34 


660 

9.U65 

387 


3,677 

1,629 

3,836 

3 

\790 

48,448 

ia042 

30 

1.208 

3.903 

3 


63,635 


Ettropa. 


Balchira 

Fr»nc«. 

0«muu>y 

Italy 

NaihM'Uada 

Poland  and  Daniic 

Rumania. 

Soviet  Raaala 

United  Kincdom 

Other  Europe 


Far  Es0t 


]  Ir.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  want  to  call  the  especial  atten- 
tloi  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to  the  following  .state- 
mefit  in  the  article: 

I'ig  Iron  was  exported  In  July  cbiefiy  to  Japan,  5,702  tons,  and  to 
Chi  ada.  1,7..'4  tons. 

Can  the  Senator  tell  us  where  that  pig  Iron  came  from  that 
we  [It  to  Japan? 

]Ir.  REED.  I  can  not.  I  have  no  Idea.  I  never  heard  of  it 
bfiore  and  I  can  not  imflieine.  unless  it  was  .some  special  kind  of 
pi^  iron,  how  in  th»>  world  they  ever  could  get  it  there  because  it 
wduld  cost  twice  as  much  to  lay  down  American  pig  iron  in 
Ja  mn  ns  Imiian  pig  iron. 

Ir.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  .spoke  about  a  "  spe- 
cial kind  of  pig  iron." 

Ir.  REED.  There  are  all  kinds  of  pig  iron — steel-making  pig 
inn,  various  kinds  of  gray  iron,  ordinary  foundry  pig.  basic 
ircQ,  Bessemer  iron,  and  so  forth.  It  would  take  all  day  and 
ex  laust  my  knowledge  very  quickly  if  I  undertook  to  give  a 
ciii  alogue  of  them. 

ir.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Nt  kv  Jersey. 

Ir.  KEAN.  I  simply  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  as  com- 
pa  lies  in  which  I  am  interested  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey  use 
neirly  $2,000,000  worth  of  cast-iron  pipe  a  year,  I  am  thoroughly 
fniailiar  with  the  cast-iron  pipe  market.  I  have  bought  French 
cait-iron  pipe  for  $10  a  ton  less  than  I  could  buy  cast-iron  pipe 
ms  de  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey  75  or  80  miles  away  from  where 
it   vas  to  be  laid. 

t  costs  as  much  to  ship  from  Florence,  N.  J.,  to  the  other  side 
of  New  York  a  ton  of  cast-iron  pipe  as  it  does  to  bring  it  from 
Frince.  Therefore  it  would  cost  n  good  deal  more  to  take  the 
pije  to  Quincy.  Mass..  than  it  would  to  bring  it  there  from 
Frince.  If  we  wish  to  encourage  American  manufacturers,  if 
we  wish  to  have  Americans  employed  in  making  this  pipe,  we 
mi.st  increase  the  duty  when  we  come  to  cast-iron  pipe  or  else 
all  along  the  seaboard  we  shall  tiud  that  the  cast-iron  pipe 
in<|ustry  will  be  absolutely  destroyed. 

r.   WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President.   I   wonder  if   the 

lator  from  New  Jersey  could  tell  us  whether  the  5.702  tons  of 
iron  that  in  the  month  of  July  went  to  Japan   were  not 
iluced  upon  the  -\tlantic  coast,  passed  through  the  Panama 
il,  and  across  the  ocean  to  Japan  V 

It.  KEAN.  I  do  not  think  so.  bec-ause,  of  course,  pig  iron 
niide  in  New  Jersey  and  made  in  eastern  Pennsylvania  is  of 
bejter  quality  for  foundry  purposes  than  that  which  is  made 
in  lOhio. 

[t.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Could  the  Senator  make  a  guess 

any  other  vicinity  in  which  pig  iron  is  produced  from  which 

rould  be  transported  to  Japan  at  less  cost  than  it  could  be 
tn  nsported  from  New  Jersey  and  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  KE.\N.  No,  I  could  not ;  but  I  c«»uld  make  a  guess — 
because  I  have  had  something  to  do  with  that — that  a  large 
pa  't  of  the  pig  iron  made  in  the  vicinity  of  Detroit  is  shipped 
across  to  Wind^)r  and  is  made  into  automobiles  and  various 
things  of  that  kind. 

r.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  might  be  so  in  case  of  expor- 
taiions  to  Canada,  but  I  was  si)eaking  about  exportations  to 
Jaitan.  The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  can  not  think  of  any 
vimnlty  other  than  New  Jersey  and  Pennsylvania  from  which 
piij  iron  cimld  be  shipped  at  less  cost  to  Japan? 

r.  KEAN.  It  might  possibly  be  shipped  from  the  Pacific 
co4st. 

r.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Does  the  Senator  know  of  the 
prddaction  of  pig  iron  on  the  Pacific  coast  anywhere? 
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Mr.  KEAN.     I  have  heard  that  there  are  two  furnaces  there. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Where? 

Mr.  KE.\N.     I  think  there  is  one  in  Oregon  and  one  in  Utah. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  Utah  is  700  miles  from  the 
Pacific  coast. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Yes;  and  I  think  that  would  be  a  pretty  good 
lift  over  the  mountains,  in  view  of  the  freight  cost,  the  same  as 
in  the  case  of  shipments  over  the  Alleghenies. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    That  is  all. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  was  exceedingly  interested  in 
the  delmte — I  was  going  to  say  the  controversy  ;  but  I  can  not 
call  it  that,  because  it  is  educational  in  its  nature — that  has  been 
going  on  between  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh  J  and 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Kean].  It  is  quite  evident 
from  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  that  he 
knows  a  great  deal  about  this  subject,  i>articularly  as  to  the  pro- 
duction of  pig  iron.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator.  Just  to 
get  the  benefit  of  his  information,  a  question.  As  I  understand, 
he  has  had  considerable  experience  in  the  production  of  cast- 
iron  pipe.  Where  do  the  Senator  and  the  company  in  which  he 
is  interested  get  the  pig  Iron  out  of  which  they  make  their 
product,  or  do  they  make  cast-iron  pipe  out  of  pig  iron? 

Mr.  KEAN.     I  am  not  interested  in  cast-iron-pipe  foundries. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  understood  the  Senator  was. 

Mr.  KEAN.  No ;  I  am  not  interested  in  cast-iron-pipe  found- 
ries, but  I  can  tell  the  Senator  where  the  foundries  get  pig  iron. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Very  well. 

Mr.  KEAN.  They  buy  some  of  It  from  Pennsylvania,  and 
some  of  it  comes  by  water  from  Alabama.  They  take  it  in  dif- 
ferent qualities  of  pig  iron  so  as  to  get  a  different  metallic 
structure. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Of  what  factory  is  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  speaking  now?     Is  it  In  his  State? 

Mr.  KEAN.     I  am  speaking  of  factories  in  my  State. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Those  factories  get  some  of  their  pig  iron,  did 
the  Senator  say.  from  California? 

Mr.  KF:AN.  Oh,  no;  I  said  they  pot  it  from  Alabama.  It 
ctimes  by  water.  Some  of  it  comes  from  Alabama,  some  of  it 
conies  from  Pennsylvania,  and  some  of  It  '^ines  from  New 
Jersey.     The  foundries  mix  the  different  qualities  of  pig  iron. 

Mr.  NORRIS  Do  they  not  get  any  pig  Iron  from  India  and 
Great  Britain? 

Mr.  KEAN.  They  get  .some  from  France;  and  they  have 
gotten  some  of  it  sometimes  from  other  places. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Where  do  they  get  the  bulk  of  it?  Where 
does  most  of  it  come  from? 

Mr.  KEAN.  Most  of  It  comes  from  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  Alabama. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Then,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  those  who  use  pig 
iron,  at  least  those  who  use  it  to  make  cast-iron  pipe 

Mr.  KEAN.  They  have  been  buying  a  little  from  France  and 
Belgium  and  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  But.  I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  the  bulk 
of  the  pig  iron  which  they  use  comes  from  Pennsylvania,  New 
Jersey,  and  Alabama? 

Mr.  KEAN.     Yes ;  it  has  come  from  there  heretofore. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  When  did  they  change  to  a  different  place 
from  which  to  buy  the  raw  product? 

Mr.  KEAN.  When  the  British  reduced  their  prices  on  pig 
iron. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     When  was  that? 

Mr.  KEAN.     That  was  after  the  World  War. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Since  the  war.  then,  the  companies  making 
cast-iron  pipe  have  not  been  getting  their  raw  material,  their 
pig  iron,  from  New  Jersey  or  from  Pennsylvania  or  from  Ala- 
bama? 

Mr.  KEAN.  They  have  l>een  getting  some  of  it  from  those 
sources,  but  not  to  the  same  extent  as  formerly.  I  can  not  give 
the  figures. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  am  trying  to  get  a  correct  picture  of  the  situ 
ation.     Can- the  Senator  tell  what  proportion  they  import  and 
what  proportion  they  get  from  domestic  production? 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  can  not.  I  am  a  buyer  of  pipe  and  not  a 
maker  of  pipe. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Although  the  Senator  is  a  buyer  of  pipe,  in- 
stead of  a  maker  of  pipe,  probably  he  can  give  us  valuable 
information  alKKit  it  anyway,  because  of  his  knowledge  as  a 
buyer. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  out  of  the  abun- 
dance of  information  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  on  this 
subject,  I  should  like  to  inquire  of  him  whether  they  export 
any  cast-iron  pipe  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.   KEAN.     No. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  same  source  of  information, 
the  Iron  Age,  of  July  25,  1929,  tells  us  as  follows : 
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In  the  pig-iron  market  the  broadening  scope  of  soattaern  competition 
reflects  t,  decline  in  Birmingham  consumption  and  a  correxpondlng 
need  for  business  from  other  markets.  The  Alabama  subsidiary  of  the 
Steel  Corporation  is  shipping  against  orders  for  50,000  tons  each  from 
a  Now  Jersey  cast-iron  pipe  plant  and  a  Pacific  coast  steel  works,  and 
has  booktHl  12,000  tons  for  delivery  in  Japan. 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  am  glad  that  they  were  able  to  make  the  pipe 
in  New  Jersey  and  ship  it  to  Japan.  I  can  not  understand  how 
they  can  do  it.  but  I  am  very  glad  they  were  able  to  do  it.  It 
gave  the  workmen  in  New  Jersey  something  to  do  at  any  rate. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  would  seem  as  if  they  were  not 
in  deadly  need  of  an  increase  in  the  duty. 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  am  only  telling  the  Senator  what  I  personally 
know.  Two  years  ago  I  was  able  to  buy  more  than  a  half  mil- 
lion dollars'  worth  of  pipe  on  the  dock  at  Newark,  N.  J.,  at 
$10  less  per  ton  than  I  could  buy  it  from  the  cast-iron  pipe 
people. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  say  that  he  has 
been  patronizing  a  foreign  manufacturer  of  pig  iron? 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  do.  I  buy  pipe  where  I  can  buy  it  cheapest 
for  the  l>enefit  of  the  public. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator's  reputation  for  being  a  good 
business  man  has  been  enhanced  by  that  statement. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  notice  that  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, in  the  document  which  has  been  furnished  all  of  us, 
says  that  importations  of  cast-iron  pipe  have  been  comparatively 
small,  being  a  little  over  6  per  cent. 

Mr.  KEAN.  That  is  liecause  the  importations  only  affect  the 
seaboard. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  has  said  that  the  people  who 
manufacture  cast-iron  pipe  in  his  State  often  buy  their  product 
in  California. 

Mr.  KEAN.    Oh,  no;  the  Senator  is  mistaken. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  b*»lieve  I  am ;  I  asked  the  Senator  that 
question  once  before.    They  buy  It  in  Alabama 

Mr.  KEAN.     Yes.  ' 

Mr.  NORRIS.     And  In  Pennsylvania.     That  does  not  go  by  , 
water,  does  it? 

Mr.  KEAN.  Pennsylvania  is  only  across  the  Delaware  River 
from  the  foundries. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  say  that,  so  far  as 
his  observation  goes,  the  figures  are  wrong  which  the  Tariff 
Commission  gives  to  us  the  effect  that  only  6  per  cent  of  the 
cast-iron  pipe  used  is  imported? 

Mr.  KEAN.    I  have  not  seen  those  figures. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  is  stated  that  in  1927  the  ratio  of  imports 
to  domestic  production  of  comi«rable  grades  was  6  16  per  cent. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Nearly  all  of  that  pipe,  Mr.  President,  was  used 
on  the  Atlantic  seaboard. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  This  report  also  states  that  practically  all  of 
it  comes  from  France. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  have  here  the  Iron  Age 
for  August,  1915,  and  I  find  on  page  426,  under  the  Iron  and 
Steel  Market,  the  following  paragraph: 

Aggressive  selling  of  Alabama  Iron  has  further  accentuated  com- 
petition in  northern  markets.  Southern  foundry  Iron  is  now  being 
fn-ely  quoted  at  $13,  Birmingham,  for  deliveries  in  the  Chlcngo  dis- 
trict, nnd  that  price  has  been  shaded  50  cents  n  ton  In  one  large  trana- 
action.  The  attention  of  southern  producers  has  also  been  turned  to 
Europe,  following  the  receipt  of  inquiries  for  pig  Iron  for  shipment  to 
Italy. 

So  the  Alabama  iron  producers  are  considering  the  exporta- 
tion of  iron  to  Italy.  They  are  already  supplying  a  certain 
quantity  of  it  in  the  Chicago  market.  I  have  here  also  a  leaf 
from  the  Iron  Trade  Review  of  January  17,  1929,  in  which  I 
find  on  the  editorial  page  this  language: 

[Prom  the  Iron  Trade  Review.  January  17.  1929] 

American  plg-lron  producers  have  a  great  advantage  over  those  of 
Europe  in  the  fact  only  1.80  to  1..S5  tons  of  domestic  ore  is  necessary 
in  making  a  ton  of  pig  iron,  while  In  mnny  European  plg-lron  dtstricta 
2.22  to  2..'iO  ton.<!  of  ore  is  needed  for  a  ton  of  iron. 

There  are  other  comments  on  the  general  subject  of  iron,  but 
that  is  the  one  to  which  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the 

Senate.  ^  „    ,    .        , 

I  also  have  a  clipping  from  a  trade  paper  called  American 
Metal  Market,  of  January  19.  1929,  the  tltie  of  which  is  "  Fair 
Volume  of  I'ig  Iron  Inquiry  Out."  After  going  on  and  stating 
the  general  ctJnditions  in  the  pig-iron  industry,  I  find  the  fol- 
lowing paragraph : 

Members  of  the  trade  are  still  reluctant  to  discuss  the  ultimate  effect 
of  the  propose*;  increase  of  |3  a  ton  In  the  duty  on  pig  Iron. 
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That  was  bark  In  January,  wh^n  there  was  talk  of  a  $3 
Inrrease.  ami  I  think  inich  an  ln<Te«»e  had  been  requested  before 
the  House  Wajs  and  Means  Committee. 

It  It  potnt«>d  out.  bowerer.  that  the  Dutch  and  Indian  iron  arriTtn^ 
her*  ar*  commanding  a  premium  of  |1.50  to  |2  a  ton  oTer  the  American 
Iron,  and  for  thU  reason  the  demand  tor  an  Increaac  in  the  duty  on 
thU  Iron  doea  not  reflect  coodltioiia  wbtcb  under  ordinary  clrcumatancea 
could  bf  made  the  Itasla  of  a  complaint  in  respect  to  either  dumpinc  or 
comp*-titloa.  In  tiie  absence  of  opposition  to  the  demands  by  the  con- 
Mimers  of  the  iron  it  la  likely  that  an  increased  duty  may  be  obtained 
which  would  check  the  importation. 

There  is  a  statement  from  a  trade  Journal  published  last  Janu- 
ary, contemplatinic  a  ponslble  Inerease  of  $3  a  ton  In  the  piK-lron 
duty,  that  imported  Dutch  and  Indian  piR  Iron  enjoys  a  premium 
otfroui  $1.80  to  $2  a  ton  orer  American  Iron. 

ilr.  l»r»ii«lent.  I  have  said  all  I  wish  to  say  about  this  matter, 
and  I  am  ready  for  a  vote.  8o  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Ttie  PRESIDING  OFKICKR.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  UKED.     I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  (XH'ZENS.  I  sucKt'st  the  absence  of  a  quorum.  Some  of 
the  Senators  are  not  present  who  desire  to  vote  on  this  amend- 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Michigan 
suggests  the  absence  of  a  quorum.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  leeisiative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answertil  to  their  names : 


Asbnrat 

Barkley 

BUck 

Blain'- 

Blmat 

Borah 

Bratton 

Bro*'k 

Rrookhart 

BiHiusHard 

CsrHway 
Oonnally 
Coprland 
Cousins 

Cnttlas 

I^le 

l>en«>«>n 

Bdjre 

Ke«a 

The    VICE 


IVtcher 

Praaier 

Oeorce 

Ulenn 

Ooff 

OoJdNbo  rough 

Gould 

Orvene 

Hale 

Harris 

(larrlaoB 

Hastings 

llatlleld 

llawrs 

ilayden 

Ilebert 

llpflin 

Ilowvll 

Johnaoo 

Jones 

PRESIDENT. 


Shortridge 

Slmmona 

Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Tbomaa,  Okla. 

Towosend 

Trammell 

Tydtngs 

VaiuleBberK 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh.  Moot. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Kean 

KfDdrick 

Keyes 

La  Follette 

McKellar 

Mc.Nary 

Metcalf 

Moses 

Norbeck 

NorrU 

vt* 

Oddie 

Orerman 

Phipps 

Pine 

RanadeU 

Reed 

Sackett 

Schall 

8hepp«rd 

Serenty-nine  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.  A  quorum  Is  present  The  question  is 
on  a  creel  ng  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  (Mr.  Babkuct]  to  the  amt^ndment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  HEPLI.N.  Mr.  President,  if  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kenttxrky  la  adopted  there  will  be  no  opportunity  to 
reach  a  compromi.««e  l)etween  that  and  the  $1.00  offered  by  the 
committee,  as  I  understand. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  the  amendment  Is  agreed  to,  the 
question  then  will  be  upon  the  committee  amendment  as 
amended. 

Mr.  IlKFLIN.     Which  will  make  it  75  cents,  as  1  understand. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Or  the  House  rata 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Which  Is  75  cents? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  will  be  between  the 
House  rate  and  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
which  is  75  cents. 

Mr.  HKFLIN.  As  I  understand,  the  rate  offered  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  is  75  cents? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-five  cents;  and  the  House 
rate  la  $1.12H. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  .\nd  the  President,  upon  the  recommendation 
of  the  Tariff  Commission,  ret'omnu-mled  $1.12Vi.  The  only  way 
to  get  a  compromise  between  75  cents  and  $1.12^  Is  to  vote 
down  the  Mmendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Baskixt]  to 
the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  REED.     I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
cee<led  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  JONES  (when  his  name  was  called).  The  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swanso^]  had  to  leave  the  Chamber 
for  the  afternoon,  and  I  promised  to  take  care  of  him.  Not 
knowing  how  he  would  vote  on  this  question,  I  withhold  my 
vote. 

Mr.  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).  The  senior 
Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  WAaax!*]  is  unavoidably  detained. 
I  have  a  general  pair  with  that  Senator,  which  I  transfer  to 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kuio],  and  will  vote.  I 
vote  "jea.- 


Mr.  STEPHENS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  my 
pair  with  the  Junior  Senator  from  Iiullana  [Mr.  Robinson]  to 
the  senior  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipstead]  and  will 
vol  p.    I  vote  "yea." 

:ir.  WAG.XER   (when  his  name  was  called).     I  have  a  pair 
wilh   the  Junior   Senator  from   Missouri    [Mr.  Pattebson].     I 
transfer  that  pair  to  the  Junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mf^.  McMastebJ  and  will  vote.    I  vote  "yea." 
he  roll  call  was  concluded. 

r.  FE8S.     I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs : 
he  Senator  from  Indiana   [Mr.  Watson]   with  the  Senator 

Arkan.sas  [Mr.  Robinson]  ; 
e    Senator   from    Hat*achusetts    [Mr.    Giluctt]    with    the 
Senator  from  Washington   [Mr.  Diix] ; 

'he  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bingham]  with  the  Sena- 
t«  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass)  ;  and 

"he  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Aluen]  with  the  Senator  from 
Ne  ruda  [Mr.  Pittman]. 
"he  result  was  announced — yeas  48,  nays  30,  as  follows: 

TEAS — 48 

McKellar 

McNary 

Norbeck 


Asl  arst 

HiiikU>y 

Black 

Bhilne 

Blcise 

Boiah 

Bn  tton 

Brcck 

B  re  ok  hart 

Ca|  per 

Caiaway 

Col  nally 


Bn  ossard 

Coi  m-ns 

Da  e 

De  leen 

EAte 

Fei8 

GUnn 

dot 


All>>a 
Bii  igbaiD 
Dill 
Oil  lett 


Copeland 

Cutting 

Fletcher 

Fraalpr 

George 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hawes 

ilayden 

Howell 

Johnson 

La  Follette 


Norris 

Nye 

Overman 

Pine 

Sarkett 

Schall 

Sheppard 

Simmons 

Smith 


NAYS— 30 


Golds  borough 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Hastings 

Hatfleld 

Ilebert 

Ueflln 


OlaHS 
Jones 

Kiiii 


Kean 

Keiidrlck 

Keyes 

Metcalf 

Moses 

Oddle 

Phipps 

Ransdell 

NOT  VOTINO — 1« 

Patterson 
Pittman 
Rubinson,  Ark. 


Steck 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Thomas,  Idaho 
Thomas.  Okla. 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Wagner 
Walsh,  Mass. 
Waloh.  Mont. 
Waterman 
Wheeler 


Reed 

Shortridge 

Smoot 

Townsend 

Vandtnberg 

Walcott 


Shipstead 

Swanson 

Warren 

Watson 


IVlllg 

McMaster  BobinsoD,  Ind. 

3o  Mr.  Ba&kixy's  amendment  to  the  amendment  of  the  com- 
mi  ttee  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.     The  question  now  is  upon  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  committee  as  amended. 
The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 
r.    SIMMONS.     Mr.   President,  I   am   exceedingly  anxious, 
I  am  certain  my  colleagues  upon  this  side  of  the  Chamber 
equally  anxious,  that  the  con:3lderatlou  of  the  pending  bill  be 
I  ted  in  every  possible  way.     I  am  going  to  make  a  proixv 
on  for  a  limitation  of  debate  upon  amendments  to  the  para- 
phs contained  in  this  schedule,  except  the  i^ragraphs  cover- 
ini  manganese  and  structural  iron  and  steel. 

propose  a  unanimous-consent  agreement  that  on  all  para- 
graphs except  those  having  to  do  with  manganese  and  struc- 
tural iron  and  steel  no  Senator  shall  ^)eak  more  than  10 
minutes  for  or  again.st  any  amendment. 

e  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 
r.  COUZENS.     I  object. 

rlr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Mlchi- 
ga^  if  there  is  some  particular  item  in  which  he  may  t>e  inter- 
es  ed  that  if  it  is  excepted  along  with  manganese  and  structural 
injn  and  steel,  will  he  then  withdraw  his  objection? 

r.  COUZENS.     I  will  not  withdraw  my  objection  unless  the 
ator  includes  the  whole  bill.     I  object  to  any  one  group  tak- 
ing out  certain  items  in  which  they  are  interested  and  having 
imited  debate,  and  putting  a  restriction  on  other  items  in 
wiich  other  Senators  may  be  interested. 

tfr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  understands  that  there  are 
so  ne  items  as  to  which  there  will  be  very  much  more  debate 
thin  as  to  others.  I  think  most  of  the  items  can  be  di.scusse<l 
in  10-minute  speeches.  There  are  some  of  them  which  couM  not 
be  c"overed  in  10-minute  sspeeches.  If  the  Senator  would  point 
out  any  other  item  which  he  thinks  we  ought  to  except  by  the 
UD  auixnous-consent  agreement,  I  would  be  very  glad  to  Incorpo- 
ra  e  it  in  my  suggestion. 

\lr.  COrZENS.  If  the  Senator  will  incorporate  in  his  sug- 
ge  ition  all  the  paragraphs,  and  not  pick  out  the  metal  schedule, 
I  iirill  be  glad  to  con-^^ider  it. 

kir.  SIMMONS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  when  we  reach 
anuther  schedule  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  make  a  similar  request 
ex  :-epting  passibly  one  or  two  items,  as  I  have  as  to  this  schedule, 
wliich  all  of  us  agree  would  require  more  discussion  than  10 
m.  Dutes  would  perinit. 
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Mr  COUZENS.  I  would  like  to  have  the  bill  expedited  in 
eveiT  way  possible,  but  it  should  be  left  to  the  Judgment  of 
individual  Senators  as  to  whether  they  place  sufficient  im- 
portance on  an  item  or  not,  and  it  should  not  be  left  to  any 

leaders. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 

amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  56,  line  5.  before  the  words 
"  per  ton,"  to  strike  out  "  75  cents  "  and  insert  "  $1,"  so  as  to 
read: 

Spiegeleisen  containing  more  than  1  per  cent  of  carbon,  $1   per  ton. 

Mr.  B.\RKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  inquire  from 
somebody  who  is  responsible  for  this  Increase  what  the  reason 
for  it  is. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  this  is  the  same  problem  we  had 
as  to  pig  iron.  Spiegeleisen  is  made  in  a  blast  furnace.  It 
contains  a  small  percentage  of  manganese.  The  definition  in  the 
bill  is  that  any  pig  iron  containing  manganese  of  less  than  30 
per  cent  is  considered  spiegeleisen,  and  containing  over  30  per 
cent.  It  Is  considered  ferromanganese. 

The  same  reasons  which  apply  to  the  action  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  and  the  President  and  the  Finance  Committee  apply 
to  this  item,  but.  of  course,  I  realize  that  those  who  control  the 
Senate  at  the  present  time  are  not  affected  by  that.  I  do  not 
see  any  use  of  prolonging  the  debate  on  it 

Miiy  I  say  that  th(?  action  Just  taken  by  the  Senate  on  the 
pig-iron  amendment  furnishes  clear  evidence  to  the  American 
people  of  what  was  meant  by  the  tariff  plank  In  the  Demoi  ratlc 
platfoi-m;  it  shows  what  was  meant  by  a  competitive  tariff, 
the  thing  that  was  announced  in  that  platform. 

Wlipn  we  have  a  condition  where  it  is  proven  by  the  Tariff 
Commission  that  the  cost  of  production  here  is  $7  more  than 
in  our  principal  competing  countries,  and  when  the  Senate  will 
deliberately  vote  down  a  duty  from  $1.50  to  75  cents  on  that 
product,  two  things  become  ai)parent.  One  is  that  further  dis- 
cui-slon  from  us  who  believe  in  protective  tariffs  is  utterly  wastetl 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  The  otlier  is  that  all  the  talk  about 
a  competitive  tariff  which  would  furnish  equality  of  competi- 
tion between  America  and  the  nations  of  cheap  labor  abroad  was 
all  i>olitical  eyewash.  The  actions  of  the  Senate  in  this  regard 
speak  louder  than  words,  and  show  just  what  was  meant  by  that 

plank. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
ilr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Murjland.  j 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  without  taking  exertion  to 
anything  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  has  said,  though  not 
admitting  It.  I  think  it  fair  to  Include  members  of  his  own  party, 
as  well  as  Democrats,  if  the  vote  is  to  l)e  taken  as  a  crtterion. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  continually  for  those  on  the  other  side 
to  make  out  that  their  party  is  a  unit  on  this  proposition,  and 
that  we  are  but  an  obstruction  clement. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President.  I  realize  that,  and  I  hope  my  man- 
ner of  dealing  with  It  will  not  seem  to  imply  anything  more  ihan 
a  fundamental  disngreement  in  iwlicy.  I  grant  that  an  Ameri- 
can may  believe  in  free  trade,  and  he  may  vote  that  belief  here. 
Ill'  ma.v  think  it  is  of  more  importane<^  that  we  buy  Indian  pig 
iron  anil  keep  Indian  cwlies  employed  at  14  cents  a  day  so  that 
Americans  can  pet  cheap  pig  iron,  than  it  is  to  have  American 
Industry  manufacture  that  product  and  create  that  business 
activit.v  here.     Honest  men  disagree  in  that. 

If  uiy  friends  on  the  other  side  believe  In  su«h  a  theory,  I 
can  differ,  but  I  do  not  denounce,  and  I  do  not  mean  the  vigor 
of  my  words  to  imply  a  denunciation.  1  differ  very  radkally. 
I  hope  my  colleagues  will  understand  that  that  is  all  I  am 
doing. 
LIr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.    BRATTON.     The   Senator  has   Indicated  that   the  vote 
Just  taken  implies  two  things.     I   wonder  if  he  would  add  to 
them  that  certain  Senators  from  the  Western  States  are  doing 
more  damage  than  all  the  coinmnnl.sts  in  the  country. 
Mr.  REED.     Yes;  I  quite  believe  that. 
Mr.  BRATTON.     That  is  the  view  of  the  Senator  still? 
Mr.   REED.     Yes;   1  quite  believe  that.     I   do  not  think  the 
communists  are  doing  any  damage  at  all.  but  I  believe  thai  the 
a<tion  of  the  Senat<'  on  such  Items  as  this,  where  the  facts  are 
prcjven  beyond  a  doubt  by  their  own  Tariff  Commission,  is  doing 
more    damage    to    the    stability    and    the    structure    of    Ameri- 
can Industry  than  anything  which  could  be  done  by  these  un- 
worthy groups  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  action  of  the  Senate  on  the  first 
two  srhedules  and  on  the  first  item  in  the  third  schedule  demon- 
strates the  utter  futility  of  any  further  argument  from  us. 


Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  tiie 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  dislike  to  Interrupt  the 
Senator,  but  I  have  talked  with  other  Senators,  and  I  find  tliat, 
like  me,  they  have  not  received  a  single,  solitary  letter  from  a 
constituent  in  their  States  about  these  items.  I  come  from  a 
great  manufacturing  State,  where  pig  iron  and  these  other 
articles  are  used,  and  I  have  not  as  yet  received  a  single,  soli- 
tary letter,  and  the  impression  I  have  gotten  from  the  Senators 
with  whom  I  have  talked  is  that  tliere  are  a  limited  number 
who  are  asking  for  these  increases,  and  that  there  was  not  a 
popular,  general  demand.  I  think  the  Senator  ought  to  Inform 
the  Senate  to  what  extent  and  how  general  is  the  demand  for 
the  increa.ses  the  committee  has  recommended.  I  venture  to 
say  that  there  are  not  six  Senators  on  this  floor  who  have 
received  communications  from  any  constituents  in  their  States 
in  reference  to  the  items  In  this  paragraph.  That  may  l)e  due 
to  the  fact  that  the  petitioners  felt  that  they  pre.«<ented  their 
case  l»efore  the  committee  and  that  that  was  sufflcient.  but  it  is 
a  significant  fact  that  in  regard  to  an  important  commodity  of 
the  kind  under  discussion  no  api^eals  and  no  requests  have 
come  from  any  quarter  asking  us  to  support  these  recommenda- 
tions. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  they  must  have  thought  the  case  had 
»)een  made  in  the  House,  where  there  was  extensive  evidence, 
and  before  the  Senate  committee,  and  the  case  made  by  the 
Tariff  Commission,  and  the  action  »>f  the  President  all  made  It 
so  clear  tliat  there  was  no  doubt  about  the  action  of  the 
(Congress. 

The  Senate  to-day  has  canceled  the  action  of  the  President 
based  on  years  of  examination  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  Imsed 
on  a  showing  wlilch  would  Justify  a  $7  duty. 

I  realize  the  utter  futility  of  any  further  argument  on  thia 

side.     I  sat  still  when  request  was  made 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  Prt'sident.  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  REED.  No ;  just  a  moment.  I  sat  still  when  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  proiiosed  a  limitation 
of  debate.  I  would  have  l)een  willing  to  see  that  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  entered  into  for  this  schedule  or  for  all  the 
others.  I  had  \\opei\  he  would  make  bis  request  apply  to  the 
entire  bill  and  limit  debate  on  the  bill  and  every  amendment  to 
10  minutes.  If  that  were  done,  we  could  pass  the  bill  in  a 
comparatively  short  time. 

You  are  going  to  have  .vour  way.  Nothing  we  can  do  is  going 
to  make  any  difference,  and  whether  we  talk  10  minutes  or  10 
hours  is  not  going  to  change  your  votes.  1  had  hoped  that  an 
agreement  was  going  to  be  entered  Into  as  was  asked  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

I  know  perfectly  well  tliat  there  are  points  Involved  in  this 
metal  schedule  which  the  brightest  man  on  earth  could  not 
c<»mprehend  after  10  minutes'  explanation.  If  anyl)ody  doubts 
that,  let  him  read  paragraph  367  and  paragraph  ,S68,  where  the 
tariff  on  clocks  and  watches  is  fixed.  N«)l)ody  living  could  ex- 
plain those  paragraphs  in  10  minutes,  nor  could  anybody  living 
understand  the  explanation  in  10  minutes.  But  what  is  the 
difference?    The  talk  would  be  simply  wasted. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  REED.     That  Is  why  I  had  hoped  to  see  an  agreement 
entered  into.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  It  is  |>erfectly  obvious,  no  matter  what  may 
be  said  alxmt  watches  and  clocks,  that  there  is  not  going  to  be 
any  Increase  in  the  duties,  and  what  is  the  use  of  talking  for  10 
minutes? 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  what  I  say;  it  would  not  make  any 
difference  whether  we  had  a  Tariff  Commission  report  or 
whether  we  had  the  utmost  eloquence  in  8Ui>port  of  the  committee 
action  on  watches  and  clocks,  nobody  would  pay  any  attention 
to  it.  The  coaliti<m  has  made  up  its  mind  to  knock  out  every 
increase  in  these  industrial  rates,  and  wo  might  just  as  well  go 
ahead  and  have  done  with  It.  Then  the  bill  will  go  to  con- 
ference, and  the  House  and  the  Senate  will  never  agree,  but  we 
will  at  least  be  rid  of  It  and  can  go  on  with  our  routine  of 
business. 

Mr.  HARRISON,  Mr.  BLEASE,  and  Mr.  GOFF  addres-sed  the 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  :  and  If  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  the  flwr.  ....      ,   , 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.  Tlu'  Senator  from  Mississippi  is 
recognized. 

Mr  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  now  we  will  procoi«d  along 
very  rapidly  since   the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  is  *>  di.^- 
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roaraced— his   itatemrat   almoat    makes    mo   weept 
know  why  he  shnuJd  feel  so  diNheart?ned. 

Mr.  REED      Mr.  Prasident 

Mr.  HARRISON.     As  soon  s«  he  Is  defeated  od  this  impor 
tant  steel  fteni  he  wants  to  qnlt.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  RBKD.  I  notice  ihe  Senator  did  not  actually  weep;  but 
the  Senatiir  wiU  when  tt>e  next  Hec-tlon  conies  alonx. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  if  I  were  running  up  in  Pltt»- 
harich.  I  supixme,  nuuilnff  against  the  Senator  from  Pitt.sburgh. 
I  would  l)e  defeated;  but  before  the  average  riectorate  of 
Aroeric-a,  I  think  I  could  nm  pretty  well  with  the  Senator 
from  I*eno*«ylTania,  especially  on  the  issueM  presented  in  the 
considcratioo  of  this  tariff  monstrosity. 

Mr.  RKED.  Tha  Senator  would  probMbly  carry  four  States, 
as  his  party  did  last  November. 

Mr  HARRISON.  The  election  yesterday  did  not  show  that 
the  Senator  and  his  crowd  are  runnlnK  very  strong  In  certain 
citieit  and  sections  of  the  country  at  this  time.  If  they  an*  in- 
dtratlTe  of  what  is  to  happen,  we  would  not  lose  four  States. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.   Frerident 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  do  not  want  to  take  the  Senator  off  the 
floor,  but  we  ought  not  get  Into  a  debate  here  over  past  transac- 
ti«»nH  if  we  are  going  to  take  the  rest  of  the  afternoon  for  that 
imrpoMe.  I  hope  we  may  go  ahead  and  do  exactly  what  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  says  we  are  going  to  do.  and  that  is 
to  write  th««  bill.  I  have  no  obJe<tlon  to  the  Senator  from 
Miwiiiailppl  replying  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  but  I 
do  hope  that  we  can  make  progress.  I>ecflnae  we  have  to  write 
the  bill  HN  it  ought  to  be  written. 

Mr.  OOKF     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDB.N'T  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr.  H.\UUI80N.  If  tkie  Senator  will  give  me  Just  two  mln- 
ntes.  I  will  gf>t  thronich  so  that  we  may  vote  on  this  item. 

Mr  GOF'F.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  as 
well  as  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  if  it  is  not  their  view  that  the 
s«tlution  of  the  qtiestion  lies  with  the  coalition  now  to  take  the 
bill  and  write  it  to  snlt  their  views? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  are  ready  to  qnlt  and  weep 
upon  the  shoulders  of  the  Senate  as  soon  as  we  finish  with 
glass  and  steel. 

Mr.  OOFF.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  does  not  under- 
stand the  meaniitg  of  the  word  "  quit "  Lf  be  aw^es  it  to  any 
thought  or  action  on  my  part 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  Just  trying  to  give  the  Senator  some 
good  advice  before  his  election  comes  next  year. 

.Mr.  GOFF.  The  Senator  may  keep  thnt  advice  to  himself, 
because  we  have  only  one  State  of  Mississippi  in  the  Union. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  And  if  we  had  47  more  like  It  we  would 
certainly  have  an  even  greater  country!     [Lau^ter.] 

Mr.  President,  in  the  consideration  of  the  Mil  we  have  reached 
the  Item  c*nlled  spiegelelsen.  eonneiied  with  steel,  as  to  whR-h 
tbe  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Baekixy]  asked  for  stme  ex- 
pLtoation  for  the  increase.  What  response  do  we  get?  Tbe 
Sen«t«>r  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootI  knows  nothing  about  It,  and  he 
does  not  attempt  to  make  any  explanation.  The  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  (Mr.  Eooc]  sits  there  quietly  waiting  for  the  time 
to  come  for  him  to  go  to  France.  The  "  Senator  from  Pitts- 
burgh," in  charge  of  the  schedule,  rises  and  says,  "  What  is  the 
use  to  explain?  We  have  been  defeated,  and  we  need  not  talk 
about  these  items  any  more." 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  .Senator  did  not  explain 
for  the  reason  that  the  Tariff  CommisBlon  in  its  summary  states 
that  larger  quantities  of  spiegelel.«en  were  Imported  in  pre-war 
years  than  at  preaent.  largely  from  England,  and  with  gradual 
chaiijces  in  steel  metallurgy  imports,  as  well  as  total  consumiv- 
tlon  in  the  United  States,  have  not  increased  proportionately. 
There  is  no  inn^ase  of  rates  Justified.  There  is  no  reason  for 
an  increased  rate.  No  wonder  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
refuses  to  make  any  explanation. 

Now,  Mr.  President.  I  am  ready  for  a  vote  on  tbe  item. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  before  we  pass 
from  the  matter  which  has  engaged  our  attention  daring  the 
last  few  minutes  I  wish  to  remind  Senators  that  it  is  quite 
obvious  that  the  more  or  less  petulant  comment  ot  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  arises  from  disappointment  over  the  vote 
which  bus  been  taken.  I  desire,  however,  to  call  attention  to 
the  fa(*t  that  upi>n  the  item  upon  which  we  have  Just  voted  the 
case  made  by  him  is  so  weak  that  four  Senators  allied  with 
him  in  tiiat  faction  of  the  Republican  side  of  the  Senate  gener- 
ally spoken  of  as  "regulars"  -not  the  Insurgents  or  progres- 
sive RefNiblicans,  hat  the  "  regular  "  Repoblirans — voted  against 
him.  Senators  SACKrrr,  Steiwix.  Watixman,  and  Thomas  of 
Idaho,  than  whom  tliere  are  none  more  regular  in  this  body. 
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Mt.  NORRI3.  Mr.  President,  the  lectures  of  the  Senator  from 
Pt*n  isylvania  [Mr.  RtXD]  are  becoming  monotonous  and  regular. 
ITie  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  is  not  only  "  regular  "  in  his 
poll  leal  views  but  be  is  regular  In  his  lectures  which  he  de- 
live -s  to  us  after  we  vote.  The  question  in  my  mind  is  whether 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  is  not  perilously  near  a  viola- 
tion of  the  rules  of  the  Senate.  At  least  he  violates  very 
grossly  ordinary  .*«port8nian.ship  when  after  a  full  deba«^o  last- 
ing for  several  hours  the  Senate  on  a  roll  call  decides  fome- 
thiriR  contrary  to  his  conviction-s,  he  then  proceeds  to  lecture  us. 

I  ilo  not  believe  It  is  very  becoming  to  the  great  Senator  from 
thH  great  State,  after  a  debate  when  the  question  has  been 
snb  nitted  to  the  judgment  of  his  fellow  Senators,  for  bim  to 
rise  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  question  their  intelligence 
and  their  right  even  to  vote  their  i^entiments.  If  we  are  to 
conduct  our  negotiations  and  our  debates  alonj?  those  lines,  it 
will  not  l)e  long  until.  Instead  of  being  a  parliamentary,  dis- 
tlnj  ulshed.  courteous  body  of  gentlemen,  we  will  become  a  mob, 
because  men  with  the  honest  spirit  of  righteousness  in  their 
hea  rts  are  not  always  going  to  submit  to  the  kind  of  criticism 
tha    is  being  a*lministered  to  us  after  we  have  voted. 

I  at  once  relieve  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  from  any 
motive  that  is  wrong  in  the  position  which  he  has  taker  on  this 
question  or  that  he  takes  on  any  of  the  items  in  the  bill,  but  I 
am  not  willing  to  sit  idly  by  and  Indirectly,  at  lea.st,  day  after 
day  be  accused  of  almost  being  an  enemy  to  my  country  or 
acciised  of  being  a  free  trader.  I  do  not  believe  In  free  trade. 
I  cUim  to  be  a  protectionist  I  think  the  Senators  who  do  more 
ham  to  the  theory  and  the  practice  of  honest.  Intelligent  protec- 
tioT  to  American  labor  and  American  industries  are  tho.«e  who 
demand  that  we  shall  build  a  tariff  wall  to  the  sky  and  create 
an  embargo. 

I  know  that  as  to  many  of  these  questions  we  will  be  called 
up«in  and  have  been  calle«l  upon  to  wte  when  we  may  not 
be  »tisfied  in  our  own  minds  as  to  just  what  is  right;  but 
when  I  find  an  article  manufactured  here,  with  practically  no 
imjort.s,  and  particularly  If  It  be  an  article  where  there  are 
exFf>rts,  I  immediately  call  upon  those  who  want  to  put  a 
tarff  duty  on  It  to  show  why  it  should  be  done.  Up<in  them,  I 
think,  is  the  burden  of  proof  to  show  that  it  should  be  done 

I  do  not  believe  that  any  honest  protectionist  can  believe  in 
an  embargo  along  onr  seacoast.  If  they  do  believe  in  that, 
thei  we  must  admit  I  think,  and  history  demonstrates,  in  my 
Judjnnent  that  with  an  embargo  placed  ujxjn  importations,  esi:)e- 
cia  ly  if  it  is  an  article  controlle<l  by  a  few  or  comparatively 
fe^  individuals  or  corporations,  we  would  enable  trustsi  and 
moiopolies  to  build  up  on  this  side  of  the  tariff  wall  to  the 
ml  1  and  the  Injury  and  the  unhapplness  of  the  American 
con  srumers. 

The  consuming  public  ought  to  have  something  to  say  about 
thill  matter.  When  we  take  up  the  steel  schedule.  Involving 
a  p  'oduct  that  goes  in  modem  days  into  every  home  and  to  every 
bns  iness  everywhere  in  the  United  States  we  are  not  justifl*^,  as 
I  l(ok  at  the  theory  of  protection,  in  putting  a  burden  uiwn  the 
consumers  that  will  break  them  down  to  the  earth  for  the  bene- 
fit Jf  a  comparatively  few  men  or  corporations  who  often  are 
try  ng  to  get  protection  for  a  product  whirti  they  manufacture 
in  tvays  and  by  methods  that  are  out  of  date,  that  are  ineflS- 
clent,  and  which  can  not  under  any  theory  of  protection  ask 
for  or  demand  protection. 

\re  have  here,  as  I  l(x)k  at  It— and  I  think  I  am  as  honest 
In  ny  viewpoint  as  Is  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania — a  pr<jd- 
uct  produced  In  the  United  States  along  the  Atlantic  coast. 
Alcng  that  narrow  strip  it  is  claimed — and  that  Is  the  only  ob- 
Jec  of  the  particular  rate — that  the  pnxlucers  are  driven  out 
of  )usiness  by  foreign  competition.  It  seems  to  me  as  plain  as 
the  noonday  sun  that  if  we  would  put  on  $5  a  ton  tariff  duty, 
wh  ch  would  not  quite  meet  the  wishes  of  those  who  want  a 
tar  ff  on  tlie  product,  there  could  only  be  one  result.  We 
woi  dd  drive  out  the  little  competition  that  there  is,  and  it  is  a 
verr  small  fraction.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Babk- 
un  1  has  shown  that  compared  w  ith  the  production  in  the  por- 
tion of  the  country  affe«ted.  the  little  narrow  strip  to  which  I 
haie  referred,  the  domestic  production,  in  round  numbers,  is 
l,a  0.000  tons,  and  there  is  imported  less  than  150,000  tons. 
Th(    importations  are  therefore  practically  nothing. 

I  r  we  put  a  tariff  of  $5  a  ton  upon  the  pr.Kluct  the  result,  It 
seens  to  me,  would  be  inevitable.  It  would  enable  the  domestic 
p«i  Queers  of  that  article  to  raise  their  price  $5  a  ton,  and  that 
wojld  mean  that  they  would  extend  their  operations.  They 
wo  lid  extend  their  operations  to  cover  the  entire  narrow  strip 
that  la  thus  affected  where  they  are  already  operating.  If 
the  men  In  that  narrow  strip  are  put  out  of  business  because 
of  ximpetltion,  more  than  five-sixths  of  the  competition  comes 
fro  n  our  own  pro»lucers  of  the  product,  and  then  with  the 
tar  ff  we  would  enable  them  to  control  the  entire  situation. 
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There  would  be  no  Imports  at  aU,  but  these  men  would  then 
go  out  of  business  absolutely  and  certainly. 

So.  even  if  we  think  of  those  who  engage  in  the  businesi 
in  this  narrow  strip  of  country,  it  seems  to  me  that  we  can  not 
take  the  attitude  which  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  takes. 
It  seems  to  me  we  are  justified  In  taking  the  action  we  have 
taken.  As  I  look  at  it,  that  is  the  fact.  Why  should  we  be 
leetured  after  we  have  taken  that  action?  Why  should  any 
Senator  after  we  have  voted  question  our  motives?  Why  should 
we  continually  be  lectured  by  some  Sentaor  who  wants  to  build 
a  tariff  wall  to  the  sky?  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  tired 
of  it,  and  I  nm  tired  of  having  my  motives  impugned  or  ques- 
tioned. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  it  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind 
tliat  the  House  bill  carried  a  rate  on  the  item  which  we  have 
Just  passed  upon  of  $1.12Vi  per  ton.  That  Is  the  rate  recom- 
mended bv  the  Tariff  Commission,  as  I  understand.  I  would 
have  been  perfectly  willing  to  leave  it  at  that  rate,  and  disagree 
to  the  committee  amendment.  But  that  was  not  the  question. 
The  question  arose  whether  we  would  accept  the  committee 
amendment  of  $1.50  instead  of  $1.12Mi.  The  committee  pro- 
posed to  increase  the  duty  by  making  the  rate  $1.50.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Babkley]  moved  that  the  rate  be  made 
75  cents,  and  as  between  75  cents  and  $1.50  per  ton,  I  felt  that 
75  cents  was  nearer  right.  I  repeat  I  would  have  been  willing 
to  stand  for  $1.12Vi  as  covered  by  the  House  provision. 

So  on  the  item  of  spiegeleis-en,  in  line  4,  the  House  provided 
a  rate  of  75  cents.  That  was  the  result  of  all  the  hearings  be- 
fore the  Ways  and  Means  Committee;  the  House  fixed  the  rate 
at  75  cents.  The  Senate  committee  proposes  to  make  that  -?1. 
There  •>ught  to  l>e  some  reason  why  that  .should  be  done.  Other- 
wise I  should  feel  inclined  to  vote  against  the  committee  amend- 

"*  Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida vield  to  me?  ^  t^      ^ 
The   VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does   the   Senator   from    Florida 

yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  yield.  r.        ^  ,  a 

Mr  McKELLAU.  In  addition  to  what  Uie  Senator  has  stated 
abi>ut  changing  the  rate  recommendtnl  by  the  Tariff  Commission, 
and  In  answer  to  what  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  has 
Just  said,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  and  the 
Senator  to  the  fact  that  the  committee  itself  In  reporting  the 
bin  recommended,  as  I  recall,  a  change  in  something  like  29 
of  the  37  rates  which  the  Tariff  Commission  had  fixed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

Tbe  amendment  was  rejected. 

The   VICE   PRESIDENT.     The   next  committee  amendment 

The  Chief  Clkbk.  On  page  56,  line  5,  after  the  word  "  ton  " 
and  the  semicolon,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  "  granular  or  sponge 

iron.  $2  per  ton."  ,       ,  ,**».„ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 

committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected.  .       .„    w- 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.    The    next    amendment    will    be 

Mr  SMOOT.  Before  we  leave  the  amendment  proposing  to 
Insert  the  words  "  granular  or  sp«inge  iron.  $2  per  ton,"  I  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  that  language  has  been  taken  from 
paragrai)h  303,  on  page  60  of  the  bill. 

Mr    BARKLEY.     What  is  the  Senator  proposing? 

Mr  SMOOT  I  was  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
amendment  which  has  just  been  disagreed  to  by  the  Senate 
was  taken  from  paragraph  303,  i»age  00,  lines  6  and  7.  Does 
the  Senator  want  to  act  upon  that  amendment  now,  or  does  he 
want  to  leave  it  and  act  upon  it  when  we  reach  paragraph  303? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     We  might  as  well  do  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Very  well.    I  merely  wished  to  call  attention 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  next   committee  amendment 

will  be  stated.  ^        ^  ^ ..   .    , ,. 

The  Chijt  Clebk.    On  page  56,  line  7,  after  the  word    steel, 

It  is  proposed  to  insert  "hammer  scale,   roll  scale,  and   mill 

scale." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment.  .     .^      „       .        *  tt*  u 

Mr     BARKLEY.     I    desire   to   ask    the    Senator   from    Utah 

whether  in  "  hammer  scale,  roll  scale,  and  miU  scale  "  there  is 

any  tungsten? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  there  is  not.  .     -    *_,   v 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Those  products,  then,  are  not  affected  by 

the  rates  later  on? 


Mr.  SMOOT.     Not  as  to  tungsten. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     But  as  to  tungsten  alloy? 

Mr.  REED.  If  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  will  foi^ve  me 
an  Interruption,  I  desire  to  say  that  it  sometimes  does  contain 
tungsten  and  vanadium,  and  would  come  within  the  last  proviso. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  I  was  going  to  say,  sometimes  scale  does 
contain  tungsten  and  vanadium. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  what  I  was  inquiring  about  The 
difference  on  the  rate,  however,  is  only  between  72  and  75  cents, 
and  so  it  does  not  mean  anything  very  material. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  committee  amen<^|Bent 
will  be  stated. 

The  Chibt  Cixbk.  The  next  amendment  is  on  page  56.  line  6, 
to  strike  out  the  word  "  and  "  before  the  word  **  scrap." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  next  committee  amendm«it 
will  be  stated. 

The  Cuiir  Cluuc.  On  page  56,  line  18,  before  the  words  "  per 
pound,"  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  4  cents  "  and  to 
Insert  "  3  cents." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  66,  line  19.  after  the  words 
"  in  excess  of."  to  strike  out  the  word  "  two-tenths "  and  to 
insert  the  word  "  three-tenths."  so  as  to  read : 

On  the  rbromtum  content  In  excess  of  three-tenths  of  1  per  cent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question.  This 
amendment  provides  a  reduction  from  the  House  rate,  but  I 
want  to  know  if  it  fixes  the  same  rate  as  that  in  the  present 
law? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Utah  will 
yield,  I  do  not  recall  that  tliere  is  any  corresponding  proviso 
in  the  present  law.  The  House  put  in  a  provision  that 
chromium  content  In  excess  of  one-fifth  of  1  ver  cent  should  be 
taxable.  Inasmuch  as  it  was  demonstrated  that  sometimes 
that  much  chrcmium  is  contained  in  the  scrap  by  accident,  it 
did  not  seem  fair  to  us  to  put  that  liuiit  in.  All  we  did  was 
to  change  the  0.2  to  0.3  as  the  limiting  figure.  The  duty  is  not 
changed  in  that  regard.  It  is  a  matter  of  metallurgical  practice. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  an  entirely  new  provision. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  are  we  to  under- 
stand that  this  provision  relates  only  to  the  scrap  referred  to  in 
the  second  proviso? 

Mr.  REED.     No;  it  applies  to  everything  in  this  paragraph. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    It  applies  to  everything  in  the 
paragraph? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Under  the  present  law  is  the  duty 
0.6  of  a  c-ent  on  scrap  iron  containing  1  per  cent  of  chromium? 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  the  duty  is  something  more  than  that 
at  present  I  shall  have  to  look  it  up.  We  reduced  the  House 
duty  on  chromium  from  4  cents  to  3  cents  a  pound,  and  on  the 
metallic  chromium  content  my  impressiwi  is  that  it  is  slightly 
less  than  the  present  duty  on  chromium;  but  I  am  not  certain 
as  to  that. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montaftit  The  duty  on  chromium  has  been 
reduced? 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  so.  If  I  find  I  am  wrong,  I  will  call 
the  Senator's  attention  to  it 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  is  another  raw  material 
entering  into  the  production  of  steel.  It  is  produced  or  can  be 
produced  in  limitless  quantities  in  the  State  of  Montana.  It 
is  necessary  for  the  production  of  what  is  known  as  rustless 
steel,  and  it  suffers  like  manganese  and  many  other  raw  mate- 
riaU  entering  into  the  production  of  steel  and  otlier  commodi- 
ties by  having  a  reduction  in  the  rate  proposed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  Uie 
amendment  reported  by  ihe  committee. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  have  a  vote  on  the 
question  delayed  for  a  moment  until  I  am  able  to  answer  the 
Senator  from  MonUina.  There  is  a  duty  of  8  per  cent  ad 
valorem  additional  on  steel  containing  more  than  six-tenths 
of  1  per  cent  of  chromium.  That  is  in  paragrai^  305.  My  rec- 
ollection is  that  we  have  made  it  three-tenths  of  1  per  cent 
without  changing  the  duty  on  chromium.  Also  my  recollection 
is  that  we  have  not  made  any  addition  to  or  reduction  from  tlie 
duty  on  the  metallic  content  of  chromium.     It  is  difficult  to 
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fln«l  Hie  Items  scattered  timomg  to  many  paragraphs,  bat  I  will 
iiii.«wer  the  Senator  more  In  dtrtall  later. 

The  VMTE  PRESIDENT.    The  quertJon  in  on  agreeing  to  the 
ameodmeDt  reported  by  the  rocumittee. 
Tbe  ameiMtanetit  was  af(ree<l  to. 

Mr.  GEOBliE.  Mr.  I»re!il**nf.  before  we  paw  from  paragrapb 
301  I  »h<,ul(l  likp  to  Inquire  what  the  vote  of  the  Senate  was 
spoil  the  amendoaent  in  line  5  in  regard  to  granidar  or  8iK>nge 
Iroo  where  u  duty  oC  $2  n  too  l«  iiropo#*d. 

.Mr    SM<M>T     That  amendmerrt  was  rejected. 

Mr.  GB>>R«E.     It  wag  fitricketi  out? 

Mr.  SMU()T.     Y.M. 

Mr.  GEORr.E.  1  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
this  atate  of  facta,  as  I  undrratand  the  faeta  to  be.  that  mader 
the  nrt  of  li>*J2  sponpi-  iron  was  dutiable  at  about  f9  per  ton; 
that  la.  the  daty  on  It  amounted  tn  approximately  |9  a  ton. 
Under  tbe  Hoa.se  biU  In  section  MS  the  duty  was  reduced  to 
about  $0.72  a  ton.  whereas  the  Senate  committee  in  section  SOI 
pteced  the  doty  at  $2  a  to«.  whU  h  is  a  very  gr»»at  i^luctlon. 
If  that  h»'  trut«.  Mr.  President.  I  think  tn'fore  the  paragraph  is 
pa»^  iwrer  and  before  we  reach  para;.'Taph  SOR  there  onrbt  to 
be  a  re<-oni*deratl«>n  of  the  action  taken  on  the  amendment. 

Mr  SMtHTT.  Mr.  President.  I  understood  that  the  Senator 
who  wanted  the  amendment  disagreed  to  desired  that  the  action 
taken  by  the  S«»nate  stami  and  when  we  reach  paragraph  303 
we  will  take  up  the  subj»Ht  at  that  time. 

Mr.  KEEI^.  No :  the  Senate  committee  amendment  which  re- 
daeed  the  doty  on  sponge  iT<m  has  been  voted  down. 

Mr.  SMCKrr.  That  Is  troe.  but  after  that  was  done  I  called 
atteutluu  to  the  granular  spuuge  iron  item  in  parairra[^  303 
and  a.ske<l  whether  it  was  desiretl  to  act  uix)n  it  at  the  time  or 
leave  it  until  vsr  reached  paragraph  303.  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky  (Mr.  BAaKLer)  said,  -Leave  it  until  we  reach  para- 
graph SOS.  and  we  will  con!«ider  ft  at  that  time." 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  a!«."<nming  that  there  was  some  reason 
why  the  committee  thonirfit  best  to  take  sponge  iron  from 
parauTiiiih  .'MKl  and  put  it  in  paragraph  301. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  sponge  Iron  is  not  made  In  this 
enontry  at  all.  and  we  th.nisht  It  only  right  to  reduce  the  duty. 
The  coalition  has  votetl  against  that  action  without  stopping  to 
analyse  It. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  Is  just  the  point.  Those  of  to  who  did 
Bot  sit  In  the  metals  scbtnlnle  In  the  ct>mmlttee  and  vote  upon 
amendments  wlttuiot  any  exptanatlnn  in  order  to  make  time  are 
Hkely  to  soffer  this  kind  of  enibarras«ment. 

Her*"  Is  an  Item.  spfMiee  Inm.  of  which  I  tmderstand  there  are 
DO  imiMjrtafioiis  at  all.  The  Senate  Finance  Cimimlttee  has  very 
pf«l«erly  redore«l  tlie  dnty  bHow  that  fixed  by  the  H«m«e— that 
Is.  from  approximately  |<».72  to  |2— and  the  Senate,  without  con- 
sfdeHng  the  effect  of  Its  rote,  disagreed  to  that  amendment. 
Now,  Mr.  Prewldeot,  I  ask  unanlmooji  c-onsent  that  we  reconsider 
the  vole  by  which  that  amendment  wan  dl.'*ajjTeed  to, 

Mr.  RARKLRT.  Mr.  President,  reserrlog  the  rifht  to  object 
to  that,  I  wish  to  aay  that  H  is  not  strange  at  all  that  there 
might  mit  have  been  a  full  onderstanding  of  thia  amendment. 
When  It  was  reached  I  sought  to  imiulre  why  It  had  been 
placed  in  paragraph  901,  bnt  before  I  could  proponnd  the 
inquiry  the  rote  was  bad  and  the  amendment  was  disagreed  to. 

Now,  there  Is  no  tariff  at  all  on  tills  article  in  the  preaent  law. 
Tbe  Hoam>  placed  ttie  Item  In  seetluB  303.  and  the  Senate  com- 
mittee has  strleken  tbe  tax  oat  tn  paragraph  809  and  inserted 
It  la  901.  Having  disagreed  to  the  amendment  In  section  301, 
all  we  have  to  Jo  Is  when  we  reach  paragraph  303  to  agree  to 
the  Seiiati  c«inimlttee  amendment  striking  it  out  there  and  we 
will  iwt  It  hack  where  It  is  la  the  present  law. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  will  put  it  back  under  tbe  basket  clause 
wkh  a  duty  of  30  per  cent,  equivalent  to  |9  a  ton  in  specific 
duty.  I  am  trying  to  correct  that  very  obvious  error,  according 
to  both  sides  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  lieinELltAR.  Mr.  President.  If  there  are  no  imports,  why 
la  It  DMesaary  to  vmt  aay  tax  at  all  on  the  article? 

Mr.  (tBOROB.  Mr.  President,  the  Importations  are  very 
ami  the  Sesate  Finance  Committee,  which  is  certainly 
to  have  looked  with  some  decree  of  care  into  these 
Itemn,  Itself  beHered  that  f2  a  tun  was  ample  doty  upon  this 
partlea!ar  product. 

I  renew  my  request  that  we  reconsider  the  vote  by  whldi  this 
amendmeat  was  stricken  out,  and  have  the  mattM-  again  sub- 
mitted to  tbe  Senate. 

Mr.  BARKI£T.  Mr.  President,  there  being  no  domestic  pro- 
duction of  this  artieie.  and  only  300  tons  per  year  being  Im- 
ported. It  aeenis  to  me  there  is  no  Justiflcntion  even  for  the  $2 
tariff  la  the  Senate  committee  amendment  to  paragraph  301. 

Mr.  SMO«IT.     There  is  a  small  prodnction. 

Mr.  BARKUCT.     Only  for  experimental  purposes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes;  osly  fbr  experimental  purposes. 
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Ifr.  McKELLAR.  If  the  Senator  from  Georgia  wants  It  done, 
I  I  ini  not  going  to  object. 

tfr.  GE0R<;E.  At  any  rate,  I  am  asking  for  tinanimons  con- 
seit  to  reconsider  the  action  by  whkh  we  disagreed  with  it; 
and  then  if.  on  con.slderation,  the  product  should  go  on  the 
fr  "e  list,  that  is  another  question. 

Mr.  McKELI^R.  I  think  It  ought  to  go  on  the  free  Vm,  bot 
I   k)  not  objwt  to  reconsideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  reconsidera- 
tion? The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  vote  Is  reconsidereiL 
The  question  now  is  upon  agreeing  to  tbe  amendment  of  the 
ctitnmittt  e. 

Mr.  (;K()UGE.  Now  I  should  be  verj  glad  to  know  what  the 
In  portations  of  this  particular  pro^luct  are. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Only  about  five  or  six  hundred  tons  a  year, 
Mr   President,  and  only  for  experimental  purposes. 

Mr.  M(  KELLAR     Where  does  it  come  from,  Mr.  President? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     F:ntireb'  from  Sweden. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yirfd? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  Georgia  has  the 

tl(  <OT. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusett.s.  The  House  rate  was  1% 
c«nts  per  i)onud — the  provision  of  the  Hou.se  bill? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tbe  House  rate  is  fouud  In  paragraph  305  at 
tl  ree-tenths  of  a  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  changed  from  1  cent 
pt  T  pound  to  three-tenths  of  a  cent  per  pound.  What  does  that 
represent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     $6.72  a  ton. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  So  that  the  House  rate  was 
$1  .72  per  ton? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Six  dollars  and  seventy-two  cents  per  ton. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  Ou  a  commodity  that  is  im- 
l>»rted  only  for  expt'rtmental  purposes,  and  the  Senate  committee 
p  -upoaes  to  reduce  that  to  $2  per  ton? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    To  $2  per  ton. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Why  not  put  it  on  the  free 
Ust? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  are  exi)erinieutlng  with  It  right  now; 
a  id  there  Is  suiue  reason  for  believiiig,  at  least,  that  it  can  be 
pr(Hluce<l  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MatMichusetts.  Wliat  is  tbe  import  value  of 
tlil.-i  prtxluct  per  ton? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  A  Utile  over  |30  per  lim.  That  Is  the  foreign 
V  ilue. 

Mr.  WALSn  of  Massaehasetts.  So  the  ad  valorem  rate  Is 
between  5  and  10  per  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     A  little  U»m  than  7  per  cent 

.Mr.  GE4»RG(>.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to  make  an 
Inquiry.  >ery  frauikly,  I  do  not  tliiok  very  much  is  to  be 
gtioed  by  uudertakhig  to  hurry  throtigh  a  tariff  bill  like  this; 
aud  I  am  going  to  take  this  (Kx-asion  to  say  how  I  feel  about  it. 

We  were  not  ask«'d  to  rewrite  the  tariff  act.  We  were  invited 
ly  the  President  to  make  a  limited  revbduu  of  the  tariff  act 
\  i'hether  the  House  went  beyond  the  recommendations  of  the 
I  resident,  whether  the  Senate  Finauce  Committee  went  beyond 
t  le  recommendation.^  of  the  President,  is  not  now  a  material 
(Siestiou.  The  fact  is  that  we  did  not  undertake  to  rewrite  the 
etitire  tariff  act;  so  that  we  are  takUig  the  existing  tariff  act 
■  ad  we  are  simply  entering  In  and  out  of  paragraph.^  in  it  with- 
(I  tit  any  systematic  consideratitHi  of  the  entire  tariff  scheme. 
Then  when  we  come  to  consider  it,  because,  forsooth,  we  are  not 
li  taking  tbe  progress  that  gome  desire  to  make,  or  we  are  not 
lirogrcKsiug  in  tlte  direction  in  which  we  ought  to  go,  according 
to  the  vlewa  of  others,  we  are  asked  to  hurry  over  these  pora- 
fraphs.  We  are  asked  to  take  the  work  of  the  Finance  Com- 
BLittee,  so  to  spevk.  blindly;  and  tho^e  of  us  who  did  not  sit  on 
t  w  Finance  Committee,  and  those  of  us  who  did  sit  on  that 
cunmittee  but  who  conaldtred  other  sclieduleg,  are  in  the  poei- 
t  ou  here  of  hurrying  over  these  schedules  without  any  very 
iae  appreciation,  I  want  to  aay — certainly  I  can  speak  for 
iyself — of  the  significance  of  the  action  that  we  are  taking  in 
t  le  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  when  this  act  stmll  have  Iteeii  finished  the 
paragraphs  in  the  bill  that  were  not  considered  at  all  by  the 

I  loose  or  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  so  far  as  changes 
lit  those  paragraphs  evidence  consideration,  may  prove  to  be 
very  much  more  im^iortunt  to  the  gwieral  industry  of  this 
e  Bontry  than  many  of  tbe  changes  about  which  vre  are  spending 
s)  mueh  time  In  the  debate. 

I   am   not   able  to  say   whether   this  particular  Item   oacht 

I I  be  carried  to  the  free  list  or  not  I  should  not  be  wining  to 
lote  to  put  it  upon  the  free  list  merely  upon  the  assompdoa 
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that  the  Importations  are  relatively  small,  when  we  are  assured 

Sat  it  is  neither  produced  in  the  United  SUtes  nor  brought  into 
e  Uidted  States,  except  for  experimental  purposes.  Just  what 
the  effect  of  those  experiments  may  be  upon  the  general  Iron 
and  steel  Industry  I  do  not  know;  and  I,  therefore,  would  not 
lie  willing  to  take  this  particular  commodity  entirely  off  the 
dutiable  list  without  some  additional  information.  But  I  cer- 
tainly should  prefer  to  vote  for  the  very  great  reduction  that 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  made  in  this  sthedule, 
knowing  that  there  must  have  l)een  some  substantial  reason 
why  tbe  very  great  reduction  wa.s  made,  rather  than  eitbrt"  to 
continue  It  under  section  303  or  let  it  fall,  as  it  now  falls,  under 
the  basket  clause  at  a  very  much  higher  rate  of  duty. 

Mr.  President  without  any  very  adequate  or  very  accurate 
information  as  to  just  what  d()mestic  products  or  articles  may 
be  used  in  the  pix)cess  of  experimentation  that  is  going  on  with 
this  product,  and  without  any  adequate  information  as  to  the 
prol)abIe  effwt  of  these  exi)erlments  uikwi  our  other  established 
industries,  I  think  a  very  mueh  wi.ser  course  is  to  accept  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee's  amendment  in  paragraph  301. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  let  me  inquire  of  the  Senator 
from  Ge<)rgia  about  that.  Assuming  that  there  Is  no  domestic 
production,  except  for  experimental  pun^oses,  which  I  under- 
stand Is  the  case,  aud  that  even  the  500  tons  that  are  brought 
in  are  brought  in  for  experimental  purposes,  I  do  not  under- 
stand why  there  should  be  any  tariff  at  all  on  tlte  product  It 
Is  net  ver>'  Important :  but  if  we  accept  this  amendment  now 
as  a  part  of  paragraph  301  will  It  not  preclude  us  from  changing 
it  later  If  we  should  find  that  there  ought  not  to  be  any  duty 
whatever  on  the  product? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  As  I  understand,  the  matter  would  still  be 
subject  to  amendment  when  the  bill  reached  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand  that  the  situation  Is  that  prob- 
ably It  was  expected  that  this  product  would  come  In  under  the 
75  cents  per  ton  ni>i^icable  to  pig  Iron  In  the  act  of  1922 ;  but 
some  customs  oflScer  over  In  Baltimore  or  Philadelphia  decided 
that  it  was  a  mineral,  and  should  come  In  under  paragraph  214, 
which  carries  a  duty  of  30  cents,  equal  to  $9  a  ton.  Certainly 
that  duty  ought  not  to  be  levied ;  and  that  matter  is  now  in  the 
Customs  Court  to  be  decided. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MonUna.  Mr.  President  I  think  It  not  at  all 
surprising  that  the  Senate  should  have  acted  as  it  did  with 
respwt  to  this  particular  Item. 

It  Is  quite  evident,  from  recent  votes  of  the  Senate,  that  the 
bo<ly  as  a  whole  does  not  approve  generally  of  the  work  of  the 
Finance  C/ommlttee ;  and  when  this  particular  Item  was  reached 
no  one  undertook  to  tell  why  tbe  Senate  committee  put  in  this 
amendment.  Under  the  circumstances,  with  no  explanation  by 
anybody  as  to  why  It  was  put  in,  what  was  the  Senate  to  do 
exce|)t  to  reject  the  amemlment? 

Mr.  President,  I  can  not  follow  the  argument  of  the  Senator 
from  Oeorfla  that  there  being  no  production  In  this  country, 
and  no  importation  of  any  consequence,  apparently,  except  for 
expi»rlmental  purposes,  or  practically  so,  we  ought  to  put  a  duty 
of  |2  a  ton  on  this  product.  We  really  do  not  need  a  revenue 
duty  upon  this  partlctilar  Item.  I  take  It  that  under  the  cir- 
cumstances before  us,  before  a  duty  Is  Imposed  upon  any  par- 
ticular article  there  ought  to  be  some  reason  why  It  shonid  be 
so  imposed ;  otherwise,  it  should  go  on  the  free  list  I  take  It 
that  scarcely  any  supporter  of  this  measure  here  Is  supporting  it 
as  a  revenue  measure.  It  is  being  urged  as  a  protection  meas- 
ure ;  and  I  do  not  agree  to  the  idea  that  every  article  ought  to 
be  presumed  to  be  dutiable.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  presumed  to 
come  in  free  unless  some  showing  Is  made  as  to  why  It  should 
be  made  dutiable,  and  what  the  rate  of  duty  ought  to  be. 

Apparently,  Mr.  President  no  showing  Is  made  of  the  neces- 
sity of  a  duty  for  the  purpose  of  protectlMi  with  respect  to  this 
particular  Item.  Accordingly,  I  hope  that  the  action  tak(4i  by 
the  Senate  heretofore  will  stand. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER   (Mr.  Jonbs  in  the  chair).     The 
question  Is  on  the  adoption  of  the  committee  amendment 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 
The  reading  of  the  bill  was  resumed. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
page  56,  after  line  21,  to  strike  out : 

Fab.  302.  (a)  Manganese  ore  or  concent  rates  containing  in  excess  of 
30  per  cent  of  metallic  manganese,  1  cent  per  poand  on  the  metallic 
manganese  contained  therein. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  Pre-'ddent,  I  send  to  the  desk  an  amend- 
ment which  I  ask  to  have  substituted  for  the  committee  amend- 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Nevada  of- 
fers an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute,  which  will  be 
stated. 


The  CHxar  Clixk.  It  is  proposed  to  strike  out  all  of  para- 
graph 302  (a)  and  to  Insert  in  lien  thereof  the  following: 

Pae.  302.  (a)  Manganese  ore  or  concentrates  of  all  kinds,  coatalnlng 
less  than  10  per  cent  of  metallic  manKanese,  shall  be  admitted  free  of 
duty  ;  containing  10  per  cent  or  more  of  metallic  manganese  and  leas 
than  20  per  cent,  one-half  of  1  cent  per  pound  on  the  metallic  man- 
ganese contained  therein  ;  containing  20  per  cent  or  more  of  metallic 
manf(anei«e  and  less  than  25  per  cent.  1  cent  per  pound  on  the  metallic 
muDKsnese  contained  therein  ;  containing  25  per  cent  of  metallic  man- 
ganese, or  more,  1%  cents  per  pound  on  tbe  metallic  manganese  con- 
tained therein. 

Mr.  ODDIE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  Preslilent  will  the  Senator  permit  me  to 
ask  a  question,  so  that  we  may  get  the  parliamentary  situation 
l)efore  us? 

Mr.  ODDIE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Does  the  committee  amendment  end  after  the 
word  "manganese "ion  line  23,  or  does  it  Include  entirely  para- 
graph 302? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  entire  paragraph  302. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     The  clerk  did  not  read  it  all. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  entire  paragraph  is 
stricken  out  by  the  committee  amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh,  no,  Mr.  President! 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  is  what  I  want  to  find  out.  The  chair- 
man of  the  committee  says  not. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  derk  will  state  the 
amendment. 

The  CHUcr  Clerk.  The  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  the 
following : 

Pak.  302.  (a)  Manganese  ore  or  concentrates  containing  in  excess  of 
30  per  cent  of  metallic  mansanese.  1  cent  per  pound  on  the  metallic 
manganese  contained  therein. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is  all  of  paragraph  302 
as  originally  In  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  subparagraph  (a)  of  paragrairti  302. 
There  is  paragraph  (a),  striking  out  (b),  and  then  it  goes  on 

to  (c). 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is  correct.  The  Chair 
was  mistaken  In  not  observing  paragraph  (a). 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President  1  have  a  statement  to  submit  on 
this  questbm.  I  should  like  the  privilege  of  completing  my 
statement,  which  I  will  make  as  brief  as  posslMe,  without  inter- 
ruption.   After  that,  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  any  questions. 

BZPATBIATBO   AMSSICAN    CAnTAL 

In  tlie  formnlatioD  of  a  tariff  UIl  tbe  Influence  of  expatriated 
American  capital  has  come  to  be  an  Important  factor  which 
should  be  given  careful  consideration.  Exduslve  of  war  loans 
made  to  foreign  countries  by  the  United  States,  tbe  foreign  In- 
vestment of  American  capital  at  the  end  of  1928  amounted  to 
fifteen  and  six-tenths  billions  of  dolUirs,  an  increase  of  about 
thirteen  billions  over  the  1913  i»re-war  Investment  total  of  two 
and  six-teriths  billions. 

Of  the  total  Investment  of  American  capital  In  foreign  coim- 
tries,  Europe  has  received  four  and  eight-tenths  trflllons  of  dol- 
lars; Canada,  four  and  one-tenth  billions;  South  America,  two 
and  five-tenths  billions;  Central  America  (Including  Cuba, 
Mexico,  and  the  West  Indies),  three  billions;  Australia.  Japan, 
and  China,  eight-tenths  of  a  Mllion;  and  miscellaneous,  four- 
tenths  of  a  Mlllon  dollars. 

The  amount  of  American  capital  Invested  abroad  in  1928 
broke  all  records  with  a  grand  total  of  two  and  one-tenth 
billions  of  dollars.  And  If  the  Congress  were  now  to  materially 
reduce  the  tariff  rates  there  is  no  doubt  but  what  the  Invest- 
ment of  American  capital  abroad  would  greatly  increase. 

An  avalanche  of  opposition  to  the  preaent  tariff  bill  has 
been  submitted  In  communications  from  37  foreign  countries 
and  published  in  part  4  of  the  hearings  before  the  Finance 
Committee,  which  is  ample  evidence  of  the  influence  of  foreign 
and  expatriated  American  capital.  There  Is  hardly  an  Item 
in  the  present  bill  to  which  exception  has  not  been  made.  The 
investment  <rf  American  capital  In  foreign  countries  In  Itself 
may  be  made  very  helpful  to  the  United  States  In  numerous 
ways,  but  when  it  Is  employed  In  an  attempt  to  undermine  the 
prosperity  of  American  agriculture,  of  American  Industry,  and 
to  lower  the  standards  of  living  of  the  American  workingman. 
I  must  make  an  emphatic  protest 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  has  knowledge  of  200 
manufacturing  establLshments  In  foreign  countries  which  are 
financed  and  controlled  by  Americans  who  made  their  money 
In  this  country  under  the  protective  tariff  and  that  these  con- 
cerns are  now  urging  tariff  reduction  In  order  that  they  can 
flood  the  domestic  market  with  cheap  foreign  labor  products. 
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Hldn  and  auingane^  are  two  prod  acts  among  ntimbers  of 
otlM*rs  which  nert^  to  demonstrate  the  lufluem*  of  expatriated 
AiiM-rlcaa  capital  uq  thf  d«-termination  of  rates  la  the  preaent 
tar. 11  l»lll.  There  are  c-^nunmik-atioiw  from  a  Doaiber  of  coan- 
trlea.  iucludlug  Argeutina.  which  have  been  died  with  the 
FUumce  Conunittee.  uppDtUog  a  duty  mii  hidet<.  It  is  generally 
Weil  kDowo  that  American  packing  intere^ta  have  a  heavy  in- 
Te>.tuu'nt  In  the  iiacking  indiutry  of  the  ArgenLiue.  It  is 
rtiM.rted  that  W.  A.  IlarrimaA  and  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.. 
or  oflicialM  wf  the  liethlehem  Steel  Cj,  have  an  Inveatineut 
io  mangunt^se  iniiu*?*  in  Soviot  Ru.xsia. 

For  »'me  tlmf  the  Bethlehem  Sti*!  Co.  has  been  supplying 
Its  crwn  manganese  needs  and  the  needs  of  other  stet'l  com 
panies  fTt>m  the  S«»Tlet  aep<«its.  and  during  the  deliberatlous 
of  thf  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  a  contract  of  the  United 
States  Steel  CoriR»ruti<»n  with  the  Soviet  Government  for  a 
B^year  mangnnew  8up|»ly  of  from  WXOOO  to  150.000  tons  annu- 
ally was  announced.  The  United  States  Steel  Corporation  has 
for  a  nnmber  of  years  owned  a  manganese  deposit  in  Brazil 
frt-ni  which  it  has  rw-eivwl  it.s  principal  supply. 

These  ^xpatriateil  Amcrlmn  intpre.>-ts  have  come  before  Con- 
gn*KS  and  have  urged  that  hides  and  manganese  ore  and  other 
items  he  retained  on  or  restop'd  to  the  free  list,  and  their  ap- 
iK'als  should  he  the  »tTong«*st  argnraents  In  favor  of  duties  on 
tlioe  itcnis  ade<iuately  to  protett  .\merlcan  producers  and 
American  lab«ir. 

l.'tCO.^SiaTBnCT    AXD   I.-4Jl'STICS  OF   ITUU.   IXDOaTKT 

1  ypry  strongly  condemn  the  actions  of  the  steel  Industry  and 
the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  in  pre;»ciiting  testiuioay  and  filing  a 
brief  to  restore  manganese  ore  to  the  free  list. 

The  steel  Industry  has  grown  and  prospered  largely  because 
of  th*  liberal  tariff  provided  on  steel  products,  and  I  rejoice 
Io  Its  prosperity  ainl  wish  K  more.  It  now  comes  before  Con- 
gress with  a  plaintive  appeal  for  free  manganese  ore.  The 
B^htetem  Steel  Co.  on  October  24,  1909,  annoanced  that  its 
net  profits  in  the  quarter  endetl  September  30  were  $11,384,720, 
After  Interest,  Fyeileral  taxes,  depletion,  and  depreciation  were 
dedaoted.  Grown  to  a  position  of  onparalleled  strength  finan- 
cially on  the  protective  tariff,  the  steel  industry  denies  the 
lafant  manganese  indu^ttry  the  right  to  adequate  protection. 
These  heavy  earnings  make  it  still  more  dlfflcolt  to  understand 
tiM*  plaintire  appeal  of  poverty  made  before  the  committees  of 
Cotigress  to  restore  manganese  ore  to  the  free  list. 

Ttiere  is  no  question  but  that  tlie  maiiganeKe  industry,  in  its 
present  early  stages  of  development,  must  receive  the  addi- 
tional protection  provided  for  in  my  amendment.  The  steel 
Industry  rlotates  every  element  of  American  Justice  and  eqnity 
when  It  comes  before  the  Congress  and  urges  free  manganese  so 
that  It  can  buy  the  pnxhut  of  the  cl>eap  labor  of  foreign  coun- 
tries to  the  detriment  of  the  growing  domestic  manganese  indus- 
try and  the  larger  employment  of  American  labor.  Steel  wit- 
nesses appeared  before  the  Finance  Committee  and  said.  "  What 
has  the  manganese  industry  done  under  the  Fordney-McCumher 
Act  with  l-c«Mit  duty  i»er  (wund  on  mansaoese  contained  In  ores 
running  30  per  cent  manjcane«e  or  over? "  The  industry,  it 
says.  Is  only  producing  about  5  per  cent  of  the  total  national 
requirements,  from  which  the  steel  witnesses  would  draw  the 
conclusion  that  there  are  no  manganese  ore  reserves  in  the 
United  States  and  no  couimercial  proeeiises  for  beneflciating  low- 
grade  ores. 

iNAocQrACT  or  rawuiTr  dctt  ai«i>  aoxcorr 

In  1822.  when  the  Fordney-McComber  Act  was  being  formu- 
faited.  many  of  the  producers  felt  that  1  cent  wonid  be  Insuffi- 
cient protei-tlaii  and  so  it  has  proved  to  be.  At  that  time  the 
Industry  was  Jost  reorganliiBg  on  the  basis  of  the  depositi: 
hastily  opened  to  satisfy  the  national  needs  daring  the  war  and 
c«>8t8  of  prodactlon  could  not  then  be  accurately  determined. 
Fsrtiiermore.  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation,  with  its  de- 
poidt  IB  Braail.  and  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co„  with  its  Soviet 
deposit  eontracC,  were  largely  supplied  from  these  soorces.  and 
the  BcthlelH4u  Steel  Oo.  has  generally  declined  to  bay  domestic 
•re.  As  evldeaee  tliat  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  declined  to  pur- 
rtiase  domestic  ere.  a  letter  by  that  company  dated  March  17, 
ISaa.  addressed  to  the  Hy -Grade  Manganese  Oo.  (Inc.).  at 
Woodstock.  Va,  reads  aa  follows: 

BamLaHiM,  Pa.,  Jtorrk  tf,  tns. 
Hv.<teA»a  MANSAHBaa  Co.   (Ikc.>, 

GKaTi.Biras :  AaswrrtBg  yvn  letter  «f  March  11.  wf  sre  fully  corered 
■««•  ore  tnr  th*  mrrrat  year,  sad  tn,  therefore,  naable  to 
er  at  thla  time  th«  porcteae  of  yoar  pro4oet. 
Tsws  wry  traly, 

BiTRucacw  STKBt,  Co.  (Inc.), 
CHAa.   E.   Het-TOK, 

PurcfcaHHtf    Agtnt. 


November  6 


This  letter  appears  in  the  testimony  of  Mr.  J.  Carson  Ad- 
cerson,  bef«>re  the  Senate  Commltteu  on  Finance,  on  page  153 
)f  the  putilished  report. 

In  reference  to  this  letter,  Senator  Edge  made  the  following 
nqairy : 

You  would  not  say  tLat  that  letter  from  the  Bethlehem  Hteal 
Co.  slguifitd  that  there  was  no  market  for  ore? 

To  which  Mr.  J.  Cai-son  Adkerson,  the  president  of  the 
American  Manganese*  Producers'  Association,  made  the  fol- 
lowing reply : 

There  was  not  a  market  for  us  in  bpv»tti!  tnstniicps,  and  we  are 
pr.pared  to  show  yon  that  practically  the  same  Information  has  gone 
forward  to  every  othfT  prtKlucer,  and  wc  do  not  Icnow  where  tho 
Bethlehem  Stfel  Co.  has  bought  any  domestic  ore. 

The  steel  Imlustry,  furthermore,  according  to  the  Summary 
of  Tariff  Information,  published  by  the  Tariff  Commiw^ioji, 
paid  an  average  of  ti8  cents  i>er  unit  delivered  Pittsburgh,  on 
imi)orted  ore  from  W22  to  December,  1S)2»,  or  8  cents  more 
than  the  highest  price  i>aid  for  similar  grade  domestic  ore 
during  that  same  period.  The  extent  of  this  boycott  on  Amer- 
ican manganese  is  indicated  by  the  fact  that  the  United  States 
Steel  Cori>oration  and  the  Bethleiiem  Steel  Co.  together  con- 
sume approximately  80  per  cent  of  the  total  domestic  con- 
sumption, and  in  addition  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  sumilies  a 
large  number  of  the  lndei)eiident  steel  niHuufactaiers  with  an 
additional  10  per  cent,  which  increases  the  control  of  these 
two  compauieg  to  approximately  W)  per  cent  of  the  total  manga- 
nese consumed  in  the  T'nited  States.  In  effect,  this  boyctitt  de- 
prived American  prtniucers  of  their  rightful  share  of  the 
home  market. 

Nothing  could  demonstrate  the  selfishnefjs  of  this  mammoth 
industry  more  tluin  their  present  tariff  fiolk-y  on  mangnnese 
ore  and  nothing  could  l»e  more  inimktil  to  the  public  interest 
and  welfare. 

STSBL     I'KOOL'CTS     THB     KAW     MATXBIALS     OF     OTHCB     IMDCSTBISS 

Manganese  ore  and  manganese  conc<'ntrate«  are  the  finished 
prodocts,  resjiectively,  of  the  miner  and  the  nilllman  and  can 
not,  to  the  manganese  industry,  he  regarded  as  raw  materials. 
To  the  tanner  bides  are  raw  material,  but  to  the  cattle  grower 
the  finished  product.  To  the  floor  miller  wheat  Is  raw  ma- 
terial, hut  to  the  farmer  the  finished  pnxluct.  If  the  demand 
of  the  steel  industry  to  restore  all  raw  msterials  which  that 
industry  consumed  to  the  free  list  were  to  be  carrie«l  out  in 
the  formulation  of  a  tariff  bill,  all  duties  on  the  products  of 
the  steel  Industry  would  have  to  be  removed,  as  these  prodocts 
can  be  construed  only  as  the  raw  materials  of  the  automobile, 
building,  and  other  fabricating  and  manufacturing  industries. 

COST    OF    STKEL    DCTICS    ONE    HLNDKB)    TIMKH    OBEATER    THAI*     MANGANESt 

In  the  highly  protective  market  which  tiie  steel  industry  en- 
jojrs,  any  duty  on  manganese  is  substantially  passed  on  to  the 
ultimate  ccmsnmer  and  is  not  borne  dlret-tly  hy  the  steel  Indus- 
try. This  becomes  more  obvious  when  a  rf>mparlson  Is  made 
between  the  duties  on  steel  irroducts  and  the  mangjinese  duty. 
The  estimated  cost  of  the  present  duty  on  manganese,  1  cent  per 
pound,  amounts  to  under  10  cents  per  gross  ton  of  steel,  and  at 
1^  cents  per  pound,  the  rate  provideil  for  in  my  amendment, 
the  cost  per  gross  ton  of  steel  would  be  less  than  24  cents. 
Since  almost  all  steel  sells  for  more  than  $40  a  ton,  the  manga- 
nese duty  is  a  relatively  trifling  factor  In  the  price  of  steel; 
and  by  the  time  the  steel  is  fabricated  and  sold  to  the  ultimate 
consumer  It  becomes  absolutely  negligible.  Theoretically,  the 
duty  proiKxsed  In  my  amendiiM^nt  would  add  scarcely  15  cents 
to  the  cost  of  the  average  antom<'bile.  This  small  sum  compares 
with  imi)ort  duties  on  steel  proilncts  ranging  from  a  niinimnm 
of  $4.48  on  plain  structural  shapes  to  $22.40  on  tin  plate  and  $75 
and  upward  a  gross  ton  on  sundry  special  kinds  of  steel. 

The  stei>l  industry  has  estimated  the  cost  of  the  duty  on 
matiganese  ore  since  1922  at  approximately  $45.0<X).0(H).  This 
a.ssumes  that  the  domestic  price  has  K^u  increased  by  the 
amount  of  duty  assess«Hl.  On  the  same  hasi.s  It  is  estimated 
that  the  duties  on  crude  and  semlllnished  steel  only,  have 
added  to  the  cost  of  these  prt>ducts  from  1922  to  1928.  inclushre, 
an  amount  in  excess  nf  four  and  one-qnarter  billions,  or  ap- 
proximately one  hundred  times  as  great  as  the  cost  of  the  duty 
on  otanganese  ore.  I  want  it  distinctly  understood  that  I  favor 
adequate  protection  on  these  steel  pipoducts.  It  is  also  esti- 
mated that  the  duties  collected  on  imports  of  crude  and  semi- 
finished steel  for  the  years  1922  to  1928,  inclusive,  amounted  to 
six  and  eight-tent h.<!  millions  of  dollars,  whith  is  approximately 
the  same  as  the  amount  of  duty  collected  on  imiiorts  of  manga- 
nese ore  for  the  jejir  1928  alone.  This  indicates  that  the  duties 
oo  cmde  and  semifinished  steel  products  are  so  high  as  prac- 
tically to  exclude  Impiirts  so  that  the  revenue  derived  from  the 
imports  of  steel  is  no  more  than  one-sixth  of  the  amount  de- 
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rived  from  the  duty  on  manganese  ore.  To  restore  manganese 
ore  to  the  free  list  would  eliminate  this  source  of  revenue  alto- 
gether, and  under  the  high  protective  conditions  afforded  the 
steel  Industry  the  duty  on  manganese  Is  justified  on  the  basis  of 
revenue  alone.  If  the  steel  industry  desires  to  obtain  manganese 
ore  from  foreign  sources  of  supply  under  these  relative  condi- 
tions of  protection  for  the  manganese  versus  the  steel  industry, 
it  should  not  complain  over  the  payment  of  the  duty  provided 
for  in  my  amendment  of  IMs  cents  per  pound. 

I  submit  for  publication  in  the  Record  at  this  point  the  fol- 
lowing table  presenting  revenues  of  the  steel  duty  and  the  cost 
to  the  American  public  on  crude  and  semifinished  steel  only 
from  1922  to  1928.  Inclusive. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objectlcm? 

There  l)elng  no  objection,  the  table  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Record,  as  follows : 

Jmportt  and  production  of  crude  and  ftniehcd  tteel  in  the  United  Statet 
and  cost  to  American  pttblic  of  dutiea  on  crude  and  aemtflniahtd  ateel 
products 


Twr 


1*32. 
1923. 
1»M. 
lOK. 
1930. 
1927. 
1928. 


Total. 


Imports 
of  crude 
and  Mmi- 
finished 
steel  > 


Oross 
tons 


11,703 
23,V91 
38,841 
85,756 
136,606 
110,  573 

iiaoii 


517,481 


Duties  collected  on 
imports  ot  crude 
and  semifin- 
ished steel  > 


Total 


$198,102 
641,295 
744,443 
1, 161, 035 
1,  487, 576 
1,  299, 014 
1,290.975 


6,822,440 


Per  ton 

im- 
parted 


$17.00 
26.73 
19.16 
13.55 
10.89 
11.75 
11.73 


•15.08 


Domestic 

production 
of  steel  ingots 
and  castinss 


Gross  tons 


>  8. 900, 731 
44,943,696 
37,936,939 
45, 393,  524 
48,293,763 
44,935,185 
« 51,  544,  180 


Cost  to 
American 
public  of 
duties  on 
crude  and 
semifinished 
steel  > 


Duties 


$151,312,427 
1,101,344,994 
726.775,961 
615,062,250 
525,919,079 
627.  988,  420 
604,613,231 


281. 943.  018  4,  253, 036,  352 


» Imports  under  paragraph  304  as  shown  in  Summary  of  Tariff  Information.  1929, 

''i^omestic  protluction  in  tons  multiplied  by  average  duty  collected  per  ton  on  im- 

Dorted  crude  and  .semifinished  steel.  ^     ,     .        #  ..— u  „» 

•  Production,  from  Sept.  22,  1922.  to  Jan.  1. 1923,  estimated  on  a  basis  of  one-fourth  of 

year's  total  production. 
'.kt^S^c^to^A^i^n'^umers  (total  cost  divided  by  total  tons  produced). 

DOMESTIC      INDCSTBT     CHEAPEST      80CRC1     Of     MANGANESE     SULPHATE 

Mr  ODD  IB.  Mr.  President,  the  present  cost  of  manganese 
In  the  form  of  manganese  sulphate  is  almost  prohibitive  for  its 
general  use  in  agriculture.  If  It  c-omes  as  a  by-product  or  as  a 
waste  product  from  the  current  operations  of  the  domestic 
manganese  industry,  it  could  be  made  available  at  the  lowest 

possible  price.  ,  ^  .      ^i. 

To  illustrate,  there  Is  a  deposit  In  Georgia  owned  by  the 
Georgia  Manganese  &  Iron  Co.,  which  wiU  use  a  process  of 
water  concentration  in  order  to  prepare  a  high-grade  concen- 
trate for  the  use  of  the  metallurgical  trade.  The  tailings  prod- 
ucts of  this  process  contain  from  3A  to  4A  per  cent  of  manga- 
nese. If  the  market  were  confined  to  the  high-grade,  concen- 
trates alone,  these  tailings  products  would  be  wasted.  But  in 
view  of  the  agricultural  demand  for  cheap  manganese  sulphate 
the  manganese  can  be  easily  removed  by  leaching  with  sulphuric 
add.  For  many  years  copper  has  profitably  been  recovered  by  a 
leaching  process  from  ores  containing  less  than  2  per  cent  of 
copper,  and  therefore  the  cost  of  recovering  manganese  from 
tailings  which  carry  more  than  3  per  cent  of  manganese  would 
also  be  low  and  the  operation  profitable. 

Dr.  Oswald  Schrelner,  chief.  Division  of  Soils,  Department 
of  Agriculture,  in  his  address  before  the  Second  Annual  Con- 
vention of  the  American  Manganese  Producers'  Association, 
September  9,  1929,  stated  that  this  product  does  not  have  to 
be  extremely  pure,  and,  consequently,  it  would  be  unnecessary 
to  go  to  the  expense  of  eliminating  minor  impurities.  Under 
such  conditions  proved  manganese  sulphate  as  a  by-product  can 
be  produced  at  the  least  i>ossible  cost. 

There  are  manganese  deposits  in  34  States,  many  of  which 
will  come  into  operation  soon  after  the  enactment  of  a  tariff 
bill  carrying  the  provisions  of  my  amendment.  This  means 
that  cheap  manganese  sulphate  would  be  available  at  a  large 
number  of  points  in  the  United  States  and  easily  acc-esslble  to 
the  farmers  without  heavy  transportation  cost  from  the  manga- 
nese plant  to  the  farm.  If  the  manganese  industry  is  put  com- 
pletely out  of  business  by  restoring  manganese  ore  to  the  free 
list,  the  agricultural  Industry  would  have  to  bear  not  only  the 
additional  cost  on  the  imported  product  plus  such  duty  as  might 
be  applied,  but,  in  addition,  would  have  to  pay  the  long- 
distance transportation  cost  from  the  seaboard  to  the  interior. 


It  Is  estimated  that  manganese  sulphate  can  be  supplied  to  the 
farmer  by  the  domestic  manganese  Industry  If  permitted  to 
develop  under  the  provisions  of  my  amendment,  at  less  than  3 
cents  per  pound.  According  to  Doctor  Schrelner  the  present  cost 
to  Florida  farmers  is  from  8  to  10  cents  per  pound.  The  mine 
in  Georgia,  to  which  reference  has  been  made,  is  the  closest 
source  of  supply  to  the  State  of  Florida,  as  Florida  contains 
no  manganese  deposits. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  approximately  60  pounds  per  acre 
is  the  amount  used,  Florida  can  obtain  Its  manganese  suli^ate 
from  the  Georgia  deposit  at  less  than  $1.50  i>er  jjcre  as  com- 
pared to  tlie  cost  under  the  present  duty  of  from  $3  to  $4  per 
acre.  So  low  would  be  the  cost  of  supplying  the  agricultural 
Industry  with  manganese  sulphate  derived  from  its  otherwise 
waste  product  that  It  would  not  be  many  years,  under  the 
stimulus  of  the  provisions  of  my  amendment,  before  a  duty  on 
manganese  sulphate  would  be  altogether  unne<-essary.  And, 
conversely,  if  the  manganese  Industry  were  to  be  destroyed 
by  restoring  manganese  to  the  free  list,  there  obviously  would 
be  no  tailings  or  waste  products  to  be  converted  into  cheap 
manganese  sulphate  for  the  use  of  the  farmers.  The  farmers' 
interests  can  be  served  best  by  the  greatest  development  of  the 
domestic  industry,  thereby  reducing  transportation  costs  on 
this  Important  fertilizer  product  t«>  the  minimum,  and  to  accom- 
plish this  the  protection  afforded  in  my  amendment  will  be 
necessary. 

In  making  available  an  adequate  supply  of  manganese  sul- 
phate to  the  agricultural  Industry  at  the  lowest  possible  cost, 
the  protection  afforded  In  my  amendment  is  justified  without 
considering  the  needs  of  the  steel  industry.  President  Hoover, 
In  his  message  to  Congress,  urged  tariff  readjustment  to  assist 
the  agricultural  industry,  and  therefore  my  amendment  to  In- 
crease the  duty  on  manganese  ores  for  the  purpose  of  developing 
a  domestic  manganese  industry  should  be  considered  a  part  of 
the  program  of  tariff  readjustment  and  regarded  as  an  adminis- 
tration measure. 

COMMITTEI      ACTION      FAVOBS      STEEL      TO      DBTBIMBNT      OT      AOBICCLTVBAL 

INDUBTBT 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  tariff  bill  is  now  being  formu- 
lated presumably  in  the  interests  of  agricultural  industry,  it 
is  surprising  to  note  that  when  the  majority  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance  voted  6  to  5  in  favor  of  restoring  man- 
ganese ore  to  the  free  list  that  they  failed  to  reduce  the  duty 
on  manganese  sulphate,  which  is  the  product  directly  consumed 
by  the  agricultural  industry.  This  product  now  carries  a  duty 
of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem.  To  be  consistent,  the  Committee 
on  Finance  should  have  made  a  compensatory  reduction  in  the 
duty  on  manganese  sulphate.  Without  such  a  compensatory 
reduction,  It  is  apparent  that  the  recommendations  of  the 
committee  favor  the  steel  industry  to  the  detriment  of  the 
agricultural  industry 

BQCITABLB    DOWNWAEO     BEADJC8TMHNT    ON     IIANOANKSB     SULPHATB     DCTX 

Should  my  amendment  be  enacted  the  agricultural  industry 
will  be  assured  of  a  satisfactory  supply  of  manganese  sulfrfiale 
at  low  prices  without  reducing  the  present  duty  of  25  per  cent 
ad  valorem.  During  the  period  of  transition  until  the  domestic 
manganese  industry  is  well  equipped  to  supply  manganese  sul- 
phate in  sufficient  quantity,  the  present  duty  should  remain  In 
effect  to  be  reduced  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission as  soon  as  conditions  would  permit.  This  method  of 
downward  adjustment  Is  fair  and  equitable  to  the  farmer  and 
one  that  should  satisfy  the  administration's  policy  of  relief  for 
the  agricultural  industry. 

IMPORTANCE    Or    MANOANKSE   AS    A    FCBTILIZXB 

The  present  market  for  manganese  Is  largely  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  steel,  but  experiments  whidi  have  been  conducted  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  agricultural  extension 
services  in  Kentucky  and  North  Carolina  have  demonstrated 
that  manganese  sulphate  Is  a  most  essential  fertilizer. 

In  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Second  Annual  Convention  of  the 
American  Manganese  Producers'  Association,  dated  September 
4  1929,  and  read  to  the  convention  on  September  9,  1929,  the 
Hon  Arthur  M.  Hyde,  Secn-tary  of  Agriculture,  emphasizes  the 
Importance  of  manganese  to  the  agricultural  industry.  I  should 
like  to  place  in  the  Rbc<»d,  without  reading,  Secretary  Hyde's 

l€<ter 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  or- 
dered. 
The  letter  is  as  follows : 

Depabtment  or  Agbicultobb, 

Washinffton,  September  t,  J9t». 

AMKKICAN    MANGASBSB    PBODICBKS'    ASSOCIATION, 

Metropolitan  Bank  Building,  Wathinffton,  D.  C. 
Okxtlkwex  :  The   use   of  manganese   In   agriculture   has   recently  tn- 
creasod    aa    the    result    of    the    practical    dcmonatnitlona    made   by    th« 


m 


Cr      ^ 


m 


W' 


'  i  ;    ; 

■  -»l 
i'  .•  if 


' 


I 


h 


5246 


CONGRESSIONAL  R 


I«TWM.nt  of  Ajrlciiltnr.  oo  e«rt«ln  Ftorid.  .olUi.  Dep.rt»«t  •^« 
ttett  h«»«  b«>n  expertmenttn*  for  manj  year,  on  the  Influence  which 
anall  *ni«inU  of  ounganew.  In  toil  and  fertlUter.  hare  on  plant 
i^Twth  and  crop  TleW.  Th»a  rewarch  ha«  now  pro«re«ied  to  the  point 
when  nppllc.tlon  of  the  wrimtlflc  work  U  r€«iltln«  In  Tery  mat«rlal 
nina  to  conjmerclal  tomato  jrowera  In  •outh«'m  Florida. 

The  •cW'BtUta  hare  .hown  that  while  the  auKMint  of  manjrane**  nec- 
-.arT  1«  quite  Mnall.  nevrrthelew  It  la  one  of  the  mineral  elcmenta 
M^ntlal  to  pUat  growth.  In  many  aolta  thU  element  I.  preaent  In 
•uSclrnt  quantity  for  crop  prodocUoa.  but  apparenUy  In  iome  wU.  It 
becomes,  the  llmltln*  element  and  lU  deficiency  la  tha  cauae  of  «erlou. 
dl.(uH>aace«  to  normal  plant  deTelopment.  The  oae  of  man«»a«w  on 
mich  aoUa  U  doubtieaa  ■  matter  of  Interent  to  you  as  producern,  as  well 
»•  to  the  farmer,  and  I  am  therefore  de^'ply  Interwted  In  the  fact  that 
yoa  are  Including  tbU  mibject  In  your  dellberatlona. 

The  department  ha.  been  itudyln*  the  Influence  of  a  aamber  of  un- 
cornmon  or  rara  element..  Including  manpineae.  on  plant  growth  and 
crop  production,  and  the  Importance  of  the  matter  appear,  to  warrant 
„teu.lon  of  theae  lnTe.tlgatlon.  to  other  «.ll  region,  of  tf*  •^^"'//^ 
Tour  cooperation  In  thU  re«*reh.  which  may  ultimately  lead  to  the 
utIUaatlon  of  m>aie  of  your  warte  material^  U  therefore  greatiy  appre- 

'   WUblng  you  a  mo-t  .ucceaaful  meeting  and  regretting  my  Inability  to 

be  with  yon.  1  am 

Sincerely  yoor*. 

Armra  M.  Htd»,  Becntunt- 

Mr  ODDIE.  Dr.  Oswald  Schwtner.  chief  of  diyision  of  soil 
fenilitT  of  the  Depaitment  of  AgrlctUture.  presented  to  the 
tteiniDd  Annual  Convention  of  the  American  Manganese  Pro- 
SSiJ?  A.^iaUon  on  September  9.  1929.  an  Ulustrated  address 
•bowtnc  the  benellcial  a»e  of  manganese  sulpha'e  aa  a  fertiliier. 
I  herewith  robmit  for  publication  In  the  Racoan  at  this  Polnt  » 
brief  review  of  Doctor  Schreiner's  address  as  released  for  the 
oretH  by  the  Department  of  Aerioulture. 

The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.     Without   objectloii.   It  la   80 

ordered. 
The  address  Ls  aa  followa : 

APoasB.  or  Da.  OawAU)  ScHaKiND.  CHiar.  Diviaiow  o»  Soil  FasnuTT, 
BuasAL-  or  CuaMiaTBT  a.xD  Soils.  Umitko  Stat«8  DBFArrnaxT  of 
AOBictJLTrBB— Sacoan  A.^noal  Coavsimos  AMaaicaa  IL&voAirua 
Psoovcom'  AnsocuTioK,  WAaHiaoTOK,  D.  C,  SspraMsaa  •,  1928 

THK    I'aa   or    MAMOAIfSSS    19    AOBlCULffOaa 

The  u«e  of  manganeM  In  agrlcniture  ha.  been  tacreawKl  In  the  last 
._^  f^^  y^r%  aa  the  i*««lt  of  wmie  practical  demon.tratloB.  with  tomatoea 
sad  other  tnick  crop,  in  wutbem  norlda.  These  demoBStratlOBS  were 
baaed  on  .jaiarch  work  by  wrlentlsta  of  the  Department  of  Agrkrultnre 
which  have  been  conducted  over  a  period  of  years  and  tended  to  .how 
that  manga nese  wn.  caM«tlal  to  pUnt  growth,  for  without  It  plants 
showed  abnormal  .ymptoma.  analogou.  to  dlaeaae  condltlona 

A.  managanesa  to  widely  dlrtrlbated  thronghoot  the  United  States 
BO.:  K»ll.  cont.ln  wifllclent  for  proflUble  crop  prodoetlon.  bat  In  cer- 
tain wctkNia  whare  maaganese  la  rare  la  rocks  and  Mlla.  or  where  eon- 
dniona  ar«  sseh  that  the  manfsaMa  to  nnavsUabto  to  plants,  serlona 
dUBenlttaa  arc  experienced. 

A  bad  case  In  point  to  a  regloB  In  wmthem  riorlda  when  tbt  soli 
cani«.ta  torgely  of  calcium  carbonate  with  nanganeaa  pmctleally 
shHSt.  A  eUoradc  eoadltloa  of  the  folUg*  of  the  ptoats  showed  Itself 
la  white  spots  en  tha  Waf.  .arface  with  ultimate  death  of  the  pUnt. 
It  waa  f»«nd  tk«t  thto  dUBcuIty  could  not  b«  rcmedtod  with  liberal 
appllcatloM  of  tha  ordinary  fertlllBer  lalts.  sad  for  nany  years  it  wsa 
co^idered  tapoaslbte  to  grow  many  of  the  vegetahlaa  on  these  Unda. 
TWy  wera  practically  devoted  to  the  growing  of  tomatoes  with  the  um 
of  liberal  amount,  of  manor*  Imported  from  other  stctlons  of  the  United 

Btatea. 

The  Klentists  discovered  the  abaenee  of  mangsnese  salts  and  also 
showed  that  the  principal  value  of  the  manure  lay  not  *o  much  In  Its 
fertiliser  conatltuent.  a.  In  the  tact  that  It  contained  the  neccsMry 
si.iia.iMWf  in  available  form  for  the  plant,  grown  on  these  deficient 
K>ila  Kxperimenta  with  the  nae  of  small  quant itiea  of  manganese  (50 
pounda  of  maaganeaa  ralphate  per  acre)  remedied  thto  dUBctUty  entirely 
and  produced  vlgoroua  |4ant8.  deep  green  In  color,  with  luxnrisnt  blos- 
Mming  and  greatly  Increased  crop  production,  while  without  manganese 
many    plants    faded   and   died    and    the    crop    yield    was    tremendously 

reduced. 

A  number  of  large  acslc  experiments  were  conducted  with  growers 
ortng  1-acre  plots  to  determine  the  effect  of  manganese  niphate.  In 
these  test,  the  cooperating  farmer,  uwd  and  applied  the  materUl,  some 
mlz>>d  It  with  the  commercial  fertilisers,  other,  .pplled  It  a.  a  separate 
application.  All  of  theae  experiments  .howed  a  substantial  Increase 
remiltlng  from  the  use  of  thto  .alt.  Aa  a  result  of  thl.  manganese  ral- 
phate is  now  uaed  throughout  this  region  In  the  successful  growing  of 
r«>g»>table  cropa 

Similar  rvsulta  have  be^-n  obtained  In  other  sections  of  the  country 
and  the  Importance  of  extending  thto  experimental  work  to  .oil  region!) 
where  crop  dUBcultires  are  experienced  to  evident.     Becent  experlmenta 
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r  also  ahown  thst  wnall  quantities  of  other  of  the  rarer  elements 

of  tremendous  importance  in  crop  production  and  that  In  the  modem 

of   fertlllwrs.   especially   in    connection   with   the   newly    lntrodu<'ed 

chemical  fertillaer  mUb.  thi.  fact  must  be  taken  into  consideration. 

DBMAND   FOR    MASGANBSC   AS   VKKTILIZER    ISCBBASIHG 

Mr.  ODDIE.  At  the  conclusion  of  Doctor  Schreiner's  address 
certain  questions  were  asked  coiicemiiiK  the  use  of  inan;;uuese 
plmte  a.'*  a  fertilizer  and  its  imi)<-)rtance  to  the  agricultural 
luuistry,  <*hicii  Indicate  that  the  consumption  of  this  product 
ill  greatly  expand  as  the  value  of  it  as  a  fertilizer  becomes 
i?tter  known  to  the  farmers  of  the  country.  Some  of  the  most 
important  questions  and  Doctor  Schreiner's  repUes  were  aa 
ows : 
Question.  I  should  like  to  Inquire  what  the  cost  of  manganese  sul- 
ihate  to  the  farmers  in  Florida  is  at  th.>  present  tlmeT 

Doctor  ScHBEiNKH.  I  am   Informed   that   the  cost   of  manganese   sul- 
phate Is  between  S  and  10  cents  per  pound. 

Qupstlon.  Careful  estimates  have  been  made  by  several  of  the  man- 
ni-se  producers  In  this  country  of  the  cost  of  bencfldating  the  end  or 
Taste  product  In  the  form  of  manganese  sulphate  for  the  use  of  the 
I  igricultural  industry.  These  estimates  indicate  that  a  product  can  be 
lupplied  at  a  fraction  of  the  price  which  you  have  stated.  Would  not 
manganese  sulphate  at  this  much  lower  price  encourage  Its  more  ex- 
1  enslve  use  In  agriculture? 

Doctor  ScHBEiNKR.  There  is  no  question  but  wh«t  the  present  price 
■estricts  Its  use  and  that  a  lower  price  would  result  in  a  much  larger 
«nsumptlon.  It  should  be  borne  In  mind  in  this  connection  that  the 
)roduct  does  not  have  to  be  chejnlcally  puro,  and  this  fact  may  be  taken 
idvantage  of  by  the  prtKluc.rs  of  manganese  In  lowering  the  price  to 
:he  lowest  possible  flirure. 

Question.  I  understand  that  one  of  the  largest  fertlllxer  companies  to 
iislng  manganese  sulphate  as  a  component  of  Us  stock  fertiliier,  and  that 
rxcellont  results  have  been  obtained,  which  have  Increased  materially 
the  sales  of  this  company.  This  would  seem  to  Indicate  that  manjranese 
lulpbate  to  being  widely  distributed  with  excellent  results. 

Doctor  ScHsnxBB.  There  is  not  only  one  but  several  of  the  principal 
rertUlser  companies  that  are  using  manganese  sulphate  as  a  constituent. 
Question.  You  have  Indicated.  Doctor  Schrelner.  In  the  course  of  your 
iddress  that  plant  growth  absorbs  the  manganese  from  the  soil.  Ar« 
there  not.  In  your  Judgment,  vast  areas  of  soil  which  have  been  farmed 
continuously  many  years  which  may  have  become  impoverished  in  man- 
ganese and  thst  are  now  In  need  of  manganese  rejuvenation  7 

Doctor  ScHRSiNBX.  We  have  not  extended  our  rewarch  along  the  lines 
which  yon  suggest,  but  It  would  wem  altogether  probable  that  when  we 
do,  such  conditions  will  be  found  to  prevail,  at  least  in  some  localities. 

Question.  As  you  know.  Doctor  Schrelner,  we  are  spending  millions  of 
dollars  sannally  In  insect  control  research,  with  the  object  of  reducing 
M>  far  aa  possible  crop  losses  due  to  Insect  destruction.  The  main  pur- 
pose of  this  work  would  seem  to  be  to  conserve  the  nation',  food  supply, 
and  I  am  prompted  to  Inquire  whether  that  food  supply  could  not  also 
be  conserved  by  the  more  extensive  use  of  fertUlier  to  Increase  acreage 
production. 

Doctor  ScHBBiKBB.  Of  coume,  we  hear  a  great  deal  In  these  days  con- 
cerning crop  rorplnse*.  but  there  are  many  crops  of  which  we  do  not 
produce  a  surplus,  and  in  the  main,  the  |ncreas«»<l  use  of  fertillior  would 
not  only  sccompllsh  the  result  which  you  have  pointed  out  but  undoubt- 
edly would  IncTMwe  the  profit,  to  the  farmer,  which  after  all  to  funds- 
mentslly  necessary  to  Insure  continued  and  Mtlsfactory  production. 

At  a  recent  meeting  of  the  American  Chemical  S<x?lety  held  in 
Minneapolis,  Prof.  J,  8.  McIIargue,  acting  head  of  the  depart- 
ment of  chemistry,  experiment  station.  University  of  Kentucky, 
and  O.  M.  Shedd  of  the  same  Institution,  ftresented  a  paper  en- 
titled "The  Effect  of  Manganese.  Copper,  Zinc.  Boron,  and 
Arsenic  on  the  Growth  of  Oats  "  which  contain.s  a  great  deal  of 
Information  Indicating  the  importance  of  manganese  in  increas- 
ing the  yield  of  oats.  At  the  same  meeting  of  the  American 
Chemical  Society,  Mr.  L.  G.  Willis,  soil  chemist  of  the  North 
Carolina  State  College  of  Agriculture  and  Engineering,  togetiier 
with  H.  B.  Mann,  soil  agronomist  of  the  same  institution,  pre- 
sented an  excellent  paper  on  Manganese  as  a  Fertilizer  for 
South  Atlantic  Coastal  Plain  SolLs,  which  emphasizes  the  im- 
portance of  manganese  as  a  fertilizer  and  confirms  in  a  general 
way  the  results  obtained  by  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture.  Both  of  these  papers  will  be  published  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  American  Chemical  Society. 

At  the  rate  of  50  iMunds  of  manganese  sulphate  to  the  acre, 
40  acres  would  consume  1  ton.  Doctor  Schrelner  states  that  a 
large  number  of  the  fertilizer  companies  are  now  using  tuanga- 
nese  sulphate  as  stock  fertilizer.  It  ol)viously  will  not  \y*  long 
before  the  amount  of  manganese  sulphate  consumed  nationally 
will  develop  a  very  heavy  tonnage.  It  is  not  improbable  that 
the  consumption  of  manganese  and  manganese  sulphate  will  in 
the  course  of  8  to  10  years  exceed  the  amount  of  man^»anese 
consumed  In  the  manufacture  of  sti'el.  It  therefore  beit)mes 
very  important  to  consider  this  by-product  or  waste  product 
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of  the  manganese  industry  in  formulating  a  tariff  bUl  which 
presumably  is  expected  to  aid  the  agricultural  industry. 

MA.NQAN-ESK    ESSENTIAL   TO    NATIONAL    DErCNSS 

During  the  World  War  this  country  was  seriously  handicapped 
in  obtaining  necessary  fertilizers  because  of  their  foreign  and 
distant  origins. 

From  the  evidence  already  made  available  by  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  manganese  sulplkate  is  destined  to  become  one 
of  the  most  important  of  fertilizers,  and  the  increased  crop 
yields  due  to  its  use  would  become  even  more  necessary  during 
a  period  of  war  when  this  country  would  require  the  la-gest 
crop  yields  for  its  national  defense.  If  manganese  ore  were  to 
be  restitred  to  the  free  list,  as  recommended  by  the  Committee 
on  Finance,  the  domestic  manganese  industry  would  be  com- 
pletely shut  down  and  the  American  farmer  would  be  com- 
pelled to  buy  at  the  current  high  prices  manganese  su'phate 
predicated  upon  ores  derived  from  foreign  countries,  and  la  time 
of  war  this  supply  would,  in  all  probability,  be  seriously  Umiteil 
if  not  altogether  cut  ofif.  At  the  present  time  more  manganese 
ore  is  being  imported  from  Soviet  Russia  than  from  any  other 
country,  and  it  would  seem  obvious  that  this  country  should 
not  be  so  greatly  dependent  upon  Soviet  Russia  or  any  other 
foreign  country  for  its  manganese  supply.  Referring  solely  to 
the  manufacture  of  steel,  the  safety  of  the  country  in  time  of 
war  requires  an  adequate  domestic  production  of  manganese, 
according  to  a  letter  by  the  Hon.  Hanford  MacNlder,  formerly 
head  of  the  American  Legion  and  Assistant  Secretary  of  War, 
addressed  to  Mr.  J.  Carson  Adkersou,  dated  October  3,  1927, 

which  is  as  follows : 

Was  Depahtmbnt, 
WaihiHfjton.  D.  C,  October  S.  i927. 

Mr.  J.  Carson  .^dkkrson, 

Hy-Orade  Manganene  Co.   (Inc.),  Woodttock,  Va. 

My  Dear  Mb.  Adkehson  :  Your  work  In  the  development  of  an  ade- 
quate supply  of  manganese  ore  to  meet  the  industrial  needs  of  the 
United  States  has  been  brought  to  my  attention.  Your  activities  along 
this  line  are  rendering  valunblt-  service  in  the  solution  of  your  problems 
of  industrial  preparedness,  and  I  wish  to  express  my  appreciation  of  the 
work  that  you  are  doing. 

It  appears  that  manganese  is  essential  to  the  production  of  steel,  and 
without  steel  national  defense  Is  obviously  Impossible.  The  safety  of 
the  country  requires  that  we  have  a  re.idily  available  source  of  man- 
ganese within  the  United  States.  Those  who  are  working  to  meet  thto 
requirement  have  my  best  wtohes  for  success. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Hanford  MacNideb, 
The  ABtistant  Secretary  of  War. 

In  addition  to  the  importance  of  making  the  United  States 
lndei>eudent  in  time  of  war  from  foreign  countries  for  manga- 
nese in  the  manufacture  of  steel,  it  also  becomes  a  matter  of 
first  importance  in  maintaining  the  Nation's  food  supply. 

MANOANBSX    AN    IMPOBTANT    BOULOEB    DAM    FACTOB 

There  are  important  deposits  of  manganese  ores  In  Mohave 
Countv.  Ariz.,  and  in  Clark  County.  Nev.,  which  are  under  con- 
sideration for  development  In  connection  with  the  cheap  power 
that  will  l>e  made  available  at  Boulder  Dam.  Appearing  l>efore 
the  Subcommittee  on  Finance.  E.  S.  Clark,  representing  the 
Chapin  Exploration  tV)..  of  Chicago.  111.,  te.stified  In  connection 
with  these  deposits,  and  I  quote  from  pages  172  and  173  of  the 
committee  hearings,  as  follows: 

It  was  considered  wise.  If  we  could  And  anything  within  a  reasonable 
radius  of  the  new  dam  that  is  proposed  to  be  built  In  Boulder  Canyon, 
to  locnte  a*t  nearly  as  rK)sslble  to  the  site  of  that.  So  we  confined  our 
attention  for  a  while  to  certain  manganese  deposits  in  Mohave  County, 
Ariz.,  and  In  Clark  County.  Nev. 

At  a  result  of  the  reports  of  our  engineer.,  who  have  been  engaged 
for  somp  months  there  In  exploration  and  research  work,  there  Is  indi- 
cated a  tonnage  exceeding  60.000,000  tons  of  ore  that  will,  to  be  con- 
servative, run  around  10  per  cent.  A  great  deal  of  It  will  run  30  per 
cent,  but  the  average  will  be  fully  10  per  cent. 

It  Is  Buppofsed  that  we  wlli  be  able  to  reduce  that  very  economically. 
We  have  tested  It  out  under  the  Bradley  process,  and  through  the 
Dings  magnetic  separation  process,  of  Milwaukee,  and  It  lends  Itself 
readily  to  either  one.  It  could  be  handled  very  cheaply  and  mined 
very  cheaply. 

The  development  of  the^  deposits  would  be  completely  out  of 
the  question  if  manganese  ore  were  to  be  restored  to  the  free 
list.  Even  with  the  cheap  power  available  at  Boulder  Dam 
these  deposits  could  not  possibly  be  operated  at  a  profit.  How- 
ever, with  the  additional  duty  provhled  for  in  my  amendment, 
the  development  of  these  deposits  is  assured  on  a  considerable 
scale. 


Because  of  the  process  of  magnetic  separation  which  may  be 
employed  It  Is  estimated  that  a  large  amount  of  Boulder  Dam 
power  will  be  consumetl  In  the  treatment  of  manganese  ores. 
It  becomes  important,  therefore,  that  my  amendment  should  be 
enacted  in  order  to  permit  this  development  to  take  place, 
especially  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  more  of  that  power  that 
can  be  consumed  at  the  dam  site,  the  greater  will  be  the  succes& 
of  that  great  enterprise. 

In  locating  an  ammunition  depot  at  Hawthorne,  Nev.,  the 
Navy  Department  considered  the  location  far  enough  away  from 
the  sea  coast  to  be  safe  from  enemy  attack  from  the  sta.  The 
production  of  manganese  in  Mohave  County,  Ariz.,  and  In  Clark 
County,  Nev.,  would  likewise  be  amply  safeguarded  from  enemy 
attack  and  this  is  an  extremely  irai>ortant  factor,  as  manganese 
is  one  of  the  most  important  of  the  war  essential  metals. 
domestic  manganese  pbodcction  incbbasino 

In  1928  the  production  of  manganese  ore  in  the  United  States 
reduced  to  an  average  50  jier  cent  grade  amounted  to  4.').000 
tons.  J.  Carson  Adkerson,  president  of  the  American  Manganese 
Protlucers*  Association,  on  October  25  supplied  me  with  a  list  of 
principal  domestic  manganese  producers  together  with  an  esti- 
mate of  aggregate  positive  and  ix)ssible  production  for  the  years 
1929  and  1930  which  I  desire  to  insert  In  the  Recobd  at  this 
point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  table  referred  to  is  ns  follows: 

E«fiinofed  production  of  manffanese   ore  in   the  United  8tate$  for  the 

yearn   tiH9  and  1990^ 
(Subject  to  adequate  tsriff  protection,  Oddie  amendment) 

niQB  GRADE   (ACCEPtABLE  FOB  CSS  IN  BTEEL  1HDC3TBT)    


Producer 


Arkansas  Manganese  C'O.. 

Bradley  Fitch  Co.,  plant 

Walter  U.  Denison 

Doniestic  Manganese  &  De- 
velopment Co.  (Anaconda 
Copper  Mining  Co.). 

Georgia  Manganese  &  Iron 
Co.  (Brunswick  Term.  A 
Rwy.  Sec   Co.). 

W.  n.  Harrison 


Hy-Orade  Manganese  Prod- 
ucts &  8ales  Corporation. 

I.,ava  Manganese  Co 

Mangonese  Mines  Co.  of 
America. 

Manganese  Valley  Mines. . 

Mrtorlight  Mining  Co 

A.  B.  Reilher 

Silver  rrince  Mining  Co... 

Stange  Mines 

Trout  Mining  Co 

U  AS.  Mining  A  Develop- 
ment Co. 

Virginia  Manganese  &  Min- 
ing Co. 


Locatioa 


Operations,  Arkansas. 

Minnesota 

Cusliman,  Ark 

Butte.  Mont 


White,  Oa. 


Virginia  and  Tennes- 
see, southwest. 
Woodstock,  V'a 


Total. 


Lava,  Idaho 

Denver,  Colo 


Deming,  N.  Mei 

Philipshurg,  Mont... 

Cu."«hman,  .\rk 

Pbiiipsburg,  Mont... 

Crandon.  va 

Philipsburg,  Mont... 
.do ......... 

Crandon,  Va .. 


Esti- 
mated 
actual 
produc- 
tion 1U-J9, 
tons 


250 
43,000 


20,000 


Esti- 
nuited 
possible 
produc- 
tion IVM, 
tons 


1,000 


2,000 

3,000 
JSO 

i'wo' 

6,000 


1.200 


w,aoo 


S.O0O 

T2.000 


120,000 

2,500 
80,000 

"iaow" 

2,000 

.s.ooo 

5,000 

2.000 

S,000 

2a  000 

1,200 


Analysis 
(percent 
metallic 
manga- 
DSM) 


27»,700 


80.0 

56.8 


45.0 

42.6 
4«.0 


4S.8 

45.0 
47.6 
43.0 
44.6 
45.0 
45.0 

45.0 


LOW  OBADE  5  TO  85  TEB  CEMT  MANGANTflE   (MAMOAKirEBOUS,  rEBBUODIOOS,  ETC.) 


Arkansas 

Silver  Spot  Mines... 
Various  operations. .. 
Miscellaneous  mines. 


TotaL„- 


Under    50    per    cent 
metallic  manganese. 

New  Mexico 

Minnesota .. 

Scattered . 


15,000 
75,000 

i,ooaooo 

310,000 


1, 40^000 


25,000 

7.\000 

1,000.(109 

310,000 


i.4iaooo 


•  Estimate  compiled  and  computed  by  J.  Carson  Adkerson,  president  American 
Manganese  Producers'  .Association,  Oct.  25,  1929. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  The  production  estimates  presented  in  this 
table  show  that  in  1929.  provided  that  the  rales  of  production 
for  the  months  of  November  and  December  are  maintained  at  the 
current  rate,  will  amount  to  from  80.000  to  90.000  tons  reduced 
to  an  average  of  50  per  cent  ore.  and  for  19.*i0,  provided  that 
my  amendment  is  adopted,  to  a  minimum  of  200,000  tons,  which 
is  approximately  25  per  cent  of  the  domestic  con-sumption. 
These  estimaies  refute  the  chiims  of  representatives  of  the  steel 
industry  before  the  Finance  Committee  that  the  manganese  In- 
dustry did  not  have  sufficient  reserves  and  capacity  to  produce 
a  substantial  percentage  of  the  amount  of  the  domestic  con- 
sumption. If  my  amendment  is  adopted,  it  will  be  only  a  few 
years  until  a  large  r)ereentage  of  the  consumption  can  be  sup- 
plied from  domestic  sources. 
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Largely  enconraged  by  the  protection  afforded  In  the  tariff  act 
of  19-J2,  It  la  estimated  that  orer  $20,000,000  hare  been  Invested 
tn  devflopinfc  mansanetM?  deposits  in  the  United  States  and  in 
perfecting  procfss«^  for  beneflciating  lower  grade  ores.  To  re- 
■tun>  man(;iin»'«e  ore  now  to  the  free  list  would  force  the  In- 
dustry to  Bhnt  down,  and  this  large  sum  of  money  which  has 
been  Invested  In  the  Industry  would  be  wasted  and  the  losses 
woald  fall  very  heavily  on  a  large  pumber  of  small  producers 
with  great  hardship.  In  having  enct-uraged  the  Investment  of 
a  grt-at  part  (<f  this  large  sum  cf  money  in  the  manganese  In- 
du.«try  by  mnking  available  the  prt-tectlon  of  the  tariff  act  of 
1922,  It  would  be  most  unfair  and  inequitable  for  Congress  now 
to  restore  manganese  ore  to  the  free  list.  In  addition  to  this 
amount  which  has  alreiidy  l)een  Invested  In  the  industry  there 
are  other  millions  about  to  Invest,  and  unless  my  amendment  is 
adopteil  these  millions  will  seek  Investment  elsewhere.  Based 
u|K)n  exploration  work  already  done  and  on  carefully  prepared 
plans  for  the  erection  of  concentrating  plants,  a  large  Invest- 
ment will  be  made  which  will  substantially  increase  the  output 
of  ore  of  commercial  grade  and  make  available  manganese  sul- 
phate at  the  lowest  iKfusible  price  for  the  use  of  the  farmer, 
prnvide<l  that  the  protection  afforded  In  my  amendment  is  made 
available. 

In  the  transition  stage  until  now  the  manganese  Industry  of 
the  I'nited  States  Is  on  the  threshold  of  a  period  of  great  growth 
and  In  a  f»'w  years  should  become  in  Itself  an  important  and 
going  industry  of  the  Inlted  Statt^.  To  stop  this  growth  would 
be  a  national  liability,  to  promote  It  a  national  asset  of  perma- 
nent value  In  times  of  peace  and  an  indispensable  factor  of 
national  defense  in  times  of  war. 
ommm  coifTAiJiiNO  <lm»»  tha."»  so  p«h  cm."rr  ifA?«nA.-«K!iB  !<ow  05  fhhi  list 

I'ndcr  the  tariff  act  of  ltrj2,  ores  containing  less  than  30  per 
cent  of  manganette  were  left  on  the  free  list.  It  was  not  anticl- 
imted  in  IQ22  that  it  wonid  become  profitable  or  possible  to 
imp(»rt  ores  of  less  than  30  per  cent,  but  in  1928  over  100.000 
tons  of  sur-h  ore  were  iniporteil  Into  the  United  States,  thereby 
escaping  the  poytnent  of  duty.  During  the  hearings  before  the 
Hubrommittee  on  Flnani-e  on  manganese,  reference  was  made 
to  the  Tariff  Commission's  volume  of  information,  which  pre- 
■entx  a  figure  of  10.0(10  tons  for  the  amount  of  ore  of  less  than 
SO  per  cent  imported  into  the  United  States  in  1928.  Thi.s 
figure,  however,  was  corrected  by  one  of  the  exi)erts  of  the 
Tariff  Commission,  who  stated  that  more  recent  information 
bad  brought  the  flgiire  ap  to  well  over  100,000  tons.  If  the  1922 
schedule  were  to  be  i^tntinued.  there  is  no  question  bat  what  the 
iui[)orts  cf  ore  containing  less  than  30  per  cent  would  Increase 
heavily  from  year  to  year,  escaping  the  payment  of  duty  and 
replacing  the  market  for  higher-grade  ores  and  concentrates. 
It  would  make  little  difference  how  much  of  a  duty  were  to  be 
provided  on  ores  containing  more  than  30  per  cent  if  those  con- 
taining les.*)  than  that  amount  were  permitted  to  enter  free  of 
duty.  Com^etjueutly  the  first  part  of  my  amendment  provides 
for  the  extension  of  duties  to  cover  ores  containing  as  low  as 
10  per  cent,  and  the  rates  provided  in  my  amendment  are  one- 
half  cent  per  poand  of  manganese  in  ores  containing  from  10 
per  cent  to  20  per  cent  of  manganese  and  1  cent  per  pound  on 
ores  containing  from  20  per  cent  to  25  per  cent  of  manganese. 
Careful  foreign  cost  computations  have  been  made  and  the 
American  Manganese  Producers'  Association  is  satisfied  that 
these  rates  will  prove  effective  in  protecting  the  domestic  mar- 
ket from  the  importation  of  ores  containing  less  than  25  per 
cent  of  mamtanese. 

The  majority  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  originally 
▼oted  7  to  4  in  favor  of  extending  a  1-cent  duty  to  ores  contain- 
ing 10  per  cent  or  over,  thereby  supporting  the  first  part  of  my 
■mendinent.  and  I  can  not  believe  that  the  later  vote  of  6  to  5 
in  favor  of  restoring  manganese  ores  to  the  free  list  was  predi- 
cated upon  any  economic  ttasis. 

The  second  part  of  my  amendment  increases  the  present  duty 
from  1  cent  to  IH  cents  per  pound  of  manganese  in  ores  con- 
taining 2S  per  cent  of  manganese  or  over.  This  increase  in  duty 
should  result  in  stabilizing  the  Pittsburgh  price  of  mangnnese 
contained  in  ores  or  concentrates  of  commeit*ial  grade  at  about 
06  cents  per  unit  of  22.4  pounds  of  manganese.  It  is  upon  this 
basis  of  price  that  most  of  the  calculations  have  been  based 
concerning  ttte  cost  of  mining  and  recovery  of  the  metnl  under 
the  new  processes  which  have  been  developed,  and  phins  for 
tbe  construction  of  new  plants  are  now  held  in  abeyance  await- 
ing the  outcome  of  tariff  legislation.  With  the  enactment  of  my 
amendment  the  entire  industt-y  will  move  forward  at  a  rapid 
rate  and  will  soon  be  strong  enough  to  occupy  a  permanent  and 
prominent  piAce  In  tbe  economic  structure  of  the  Nation. 
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TKBSD  OF   WOKLD   MAN'OANBSE   PBICSS    IWWXWABD 

A  review  of  the  International  trade  in  manganese  ore  for  the 
1  rst  six  months  of  1929  by  James  W.  Furness,  chief  of  the  mln- 
<  rals  division.  Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce,  was 
published  In  Commerce  Reports  August  19,  1929,  on  page  489, 
irom  which  I  quote  the  following: 

That  a  boyfr'g  market  exists  In  manininese  ore,  owing  to  the  partial 
4uimlnatlon  of  the  many  factors  which  Inlhience  the  world's  production 
1  nd  mnrketing  ot  the  hlKh-(?rade  ore,  is  made  evident  by  the  Intema- 
llonal  commerce  durlnj:  the  first  six  months  of  1029. 

It  has  l>een  repeatedly  stated  in  various  pnbllcations  that  the  four 
I  Teat  sourees  on  which  the  industrial  world  now  depends  for  the  larger 
I  lart  of  Its  requirements  of  this  essential  mineral  are  capable  of  a  produc- 
I  ion  materially  greater  than  the  world's  consumption.  For  the  past 
I  hree  years  prices  have  been  descending  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  con- 
I  umption.  owing  to  Increased  manufacture  of  steel,  has  materially  In- 
rreased,  but  the  productive  capacity  of  the  world's  resources  has  also 
I  leen  materially  expanded. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  mnngnnese  ore  prices  have  been  and 
are  continuing  to  decline,  It  is  obvious  that  tbe  duty  provided 
n  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act  has  become  less  effective  in  the 
ast  two  or  three  years  in  protecting  the  domestic  industry  and 
•onsequently  emphasizes  the  importance  of  increasing  the  rate 
0  1M{  cents  per  pound  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  my 
I  imendment. 

The  article  contains  other  observations  and  data  of  Impor- 
ance  and  I  herewith  submit  it  for  publication  in  the  Rxcobo  at 
his  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ftss  in  the  chair).  With- 
out objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  article  is  as  follows: 

NTU.VATIONAL    TBAOB    IS    BiANGAIfESI   OSB,    FiBST    8lX    MONTHS    OV    1029 

James  W.  Furness,  chief,  minerals  dlTlt>ion 

That  a  "  iHiyer's  market"  exists  In  manganese  ore,  owing  to  the 
>Brtlal  culmination  of  the  many  factors  which  influence  tbe  world's 
)roductton  and  marketing  of  the  high  grade  ore,  is  made  evident  by 
:be  international  commerce  during  tbe  flrat  six  months  of  1920. 

It  has  t>een  repeatedly  gtntod  In  various  publications  that  the  four 
rrpflt  sources  on  which  tbe  industrial  world  now  depends  for  the  larger 
Mrt  of  Its  requirements  of  this  essential  mineral  are  capable  of  a 
production  materially  greater  than  the  world's  consumption.  For  the 
>ast  three  years  prices  have  t)een  descending.  In  spite  of  the  fact  that 
consumption,  owing  to  increased  manufacture  of  steel,  has  materially 
ncreased,  but  the  productive  capacity  of  the  world's  resources  has  also 
>eeD  materially  expanded. 

BOCTB     ATBICAN     ARBBEMX.NT THB    TCHIATVBI     DEPOSITS     OF    OXOBOIA 

One  of  the  outstanding  developments  during  the  first  half  of  1929 
iras  the  agreement  entered  Into  by  the  Manganese  Corporation  of 
Houth  Africa  (Tostmasburg  area)  with  the  Government  for  tbe  build- 
ng  of  a  railway  in  order  to  render  these  deposits  commercial  through 
Tansportation.      This    agreement    called    for    a    minimum    tonnage    of 

£60.000  tona  per  year  for  the  first  year  at  the  completion  of  tbe  railway 
tad  350.000  tona  thereafter. 

Notwithstanding  the  disorganized  condition  existing  at  tbe  mines 
n  the  Tchlaturi  district  of  Georgia  shipments  of  high-grade  manganese 
>re  from  Russia  have  been  on  a  parity  with  pre-war  shipments.  This 
las  been  due  largely  to  the  extensive  development  of  tbe  Nikopol  de- 
)oslt8  of  tbe  Ukraine.  The  decrease  in  shipments  from  the  Tcbiaturi 
leposlta  during  the  first  six  mouths  is  significant  only  of  the  conditions 
n  the  mining  industry  In  this  area.  The  re-serves  of  this  depoeit.  in 
'act,  a^e  such  that  it  will  be  many  years  before  they  are  exhausted, 
n  1913  this  deposit  produced  more  than  1,200,000  tons  of  bigh-grnde 
ire.     The  ease  with  which  tbe  material  can  be  mined  and  tbe  cost  at 

^hicb  the  ore  can  be  placed  at  tidewater  are  two  of  the  factors  which 
varrant  the  statement  that  this  deposit  is  one  of  the  controlling  factors 
n  the  world  price  of  manganese  and  is  capable  of  a  production  in  excess 
>f  any  that  has  been  attained  In  the  past. 

THB    UANOA.NESK    INDUSTBT    OF    INDU 

The  manganese  industry  of  India  during  the  past  five  years  h*8.  by 
mprovements  in  mines  and  transportation  facilities,  been  able  to  main- 
aln  a  low-cost  figure,  notwithstanding  the  Increase  In  price  of  the  vari- 

i»as  commodities  necessary  for  conducting  business.  In  the  past  four 
rears  production  has  steadily  increased  in  this  country,  and  shipments 

;  or  the  most  part  have  remained  constant.  A  large  tonnage,  of  from 
MX),000  to  800,000  tons,   held  as  stocks,   ^as  l>een  accumulated  at    the 

mines. 

Exports  of  manganese  from  India  during  the  11  months  April,  1928 
o  Frtruary.  1929,  Inclusive,  of  the  Indian  fiscal  year  ended  with  March, 
929,  totaled  613.790  tons,  a.«  compnred  with  640, .'^87  tons  for  the 
.927-28  period.     Of   tiie   leading  markets,    tbe   United   Kingdom   took 
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148  840  tons  (221,181  tons  In  1927-28),  Belgium  156,886  tons  (163,142 
toBB).  France  199,277  tona  (135,372  tons),  and  the  United  States  66,2{M> 
tons  (89,200  tons). 

KXPOBT8    FBOM    THB    GOLD    COAST BBABILIAN    PBODOCTIOM    AKD    SHIPMBIfTS 

Data  as  to  the  shipments  of  manganese  ore  from  the  Gold  Coast  for 
the  first  six  months  of  1929  are  not  available.  During  the  past  five 
years  there  has  been  a  seeming  decrease  in  exports  to  countries  other 
than  Norway  and  Canada.  Those  of  crude  ore  to  these  two  countrleB 
have  materially  increased  during  this  period  and  there  has  been  a  cor- 
responding Increase  in  the  exports  of  ferromanganese  from  Norway  and 

Canada. 

The  production  of  manganese  ore  In  Brasil  during  the  first  six 
months  of  1929,  in  comparison  with  the  first  half  of  1928,  was  almost 
the  same,  being  157.202  tons  and  158,537  tons,  respectively,  but  exports 
were  about  14,000  tons  larger  during  the  current  year,  the  bulk  of 
which  continues  to  go  to  the  United  States,  according  to  Vice  Consnl 
Rudolf  E.  Cahn,  at  Rio  de  Janeiro. 

Exports  of  manganese  ore  from  Rio  de  Janeiro  for  the  first  six  months 
of  1929  totaled  158,418  long  tons,  against  144,680  tons  In  the  first 
half  of  1928.  Those  to  the  United  States  were  128,118  long  tons  (92,666 
tons  in  1928),  to  Belgium  12,500  tons  (26,124  tons),  and  to  France 
17  800  tons   (6,200  tons). 

The  stocks  on  hand  at  the  mines  on  June  30,  1929,  were  44,292  long 
tons,  which  la  normal. 

IlfPOBTS    INTO    THB    OmTBD    BTATB8 

During  the  first  six  months  of  1929  the  United  States  imported  from 
rarious  sources  343,711  long  tons  of  manganese,  aa  compared  with 
177,775  tons  in  the  first  half  of  1928. 

Imporf  of  manoanese  ore  into  the  VnUei  Btate*.  frtt  »i»  montht 
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dustry  soon  will  develop  to  the  point  where  a  large  proportion 
of  the  domestic  consumption  can  be  supplied.  A  duty  of  any 
less  than  1%  cents  per  pound  would  fall  short  of  the  necessary 
protection  and  to  that  extent  would  impair  the  ability  of  the 
domestic  industry  satisfactorily  to  supply  a  large  percentage  of 
domestic  requirements. 

PBODCCTION    FOB    MAXQANBaB   SHOtJLO  BB   Olf   PABITT    WTTH   BINC   AND   LBAO 

The  equivalent  price  of  manganese  when  in  the  form  of 
ferromanganese  is  from  6  to  7  cents  per  pound ;  of  ainc  in  the 
form  of  slab  sine,  from  6  to  7  cents  per  pound;  and  lead,  in 
the  form  of  pig  lead,  is  from  6  to  7  cents  per  pound.  Under 
the  tariff  act  of  1922,  ferromanganese  was  granted  a  duty  of 
1%  cents  a  pound,  slab  line  a  duty  of  1%  cents  a  pound,  pig 
lead  a  duty  of  2%  cents  a  pound,  while  a  duty  of  1  cent  per 
pound  was  granted  on  manganese  contained  in  ores  running  30 
per  cent  of  manganese  or  over;  a  duty  of  1»4  cents  per  pound 
on  line  contained  in  ores  running  25  per  cent  of  ainc  and  over 
and  a  duty  on  lead  of  1^  cents  a  pound  on  the  lead  contained 
in  ores  running  1  per  cent  and  over.  It  will  be  noted  that  there 
Is  a  marked  disparity  between  the  relative  duties  granted  In 
the  1922  act  on  the  metals  contained  In  ores  of  sine,  lead,  and 
manganese  and  In  the  finished  products  derived  from  these 
orea 

The  protection  afforded  In  my  amendmefit  Is  Identical  In 
every  respect  with  the  alnc  schedule  of  1922.  If  tbe  ores  of 
manganese  had  been  granted  the  same  degree  of  protection  as 
was  extended  the  base  metals,  lead  and  sine,  the  domestic 
manganese  industry  would  not  now  be  appearing  before  Con- 
gress, pleading  for  this  additional  protection  to  bring  manganese 
up  to  a  parity  with  line  and  lead.  Both  the  lead  and  the  ainc 
Industries  were  well  established  In  1922  and  their  costs  of 
production  well  defined,  whereas  the  manganese  Industry  In 
1922,  and  even  at  the  present  time,  in  its  early  stages  of  de- 
velopment, requires  only  this  equitable  adjustment  as  provided 
for  In  my  amendment  to  place  It  on  the  same  solid  and  perma- 
nent foundation  as  enJoye<i  by  the  alnc  and  lead  Industries, 

IIINB   UUIOB   BDPPObTS   AMBNDMBNT 

The  Twenty-sixth  Annual  Convention  of  the  International 
Union  of  Mine,  Mill  and  Smelter  Workers,  representing  ap- 
proximately 10,000  members,  held  at  Salt  Lake  City  on  August 
6  to  9,  1929,  adopted  a  strong  resolution  In  support  of  the  pro- 
visions of  my  amendment.  I  herevdth  submit  a  copy  of  that 
resolution  for  publication  In  the  REOOan  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  resolu- 
tion will  be  printed  In  the  Ricobo. 

The  resolution  Is  as  follows: 


IlfPOBTS   INTO  QBBMANT — BKLOO-LUXBMBUBO    IMPOSTS 


ImporU  of  manganese  ore  into  Germany  for  the  first  five  months  of 
1929  and  the  same  period  of  1928,  respectively,  were  114.847  and 
125.902  metric  tons.  Russl*  supplied  55,142  tons,  an  increase  from 
24.886  tons  In  the  1928  period. 

The  Belgo- Luxemburg  manganese  ore  imports  from  January  to  May, 
1929.  increased  to  111,799  metric  tons  from  94,747  tons  in  the  1928 
period. 

Mr  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  further  evidence  of  the  down- 
ward trend  in  prices  of  manganese  ores  aiH>ear8  in  a  London 
dispatch  of  June  22  published  in  the  Daily  Metal  Trade  of 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  July  3,  1929,  as  follows : 

There  seems  little  doubt  that  the  Russians  intend  to  pursue  an 
aggressive  soiling  policy  even  at  the  expense  of  prices  and  other  pro- 
ducers  will  probably  have  to  accept  low  prices  if  they  wish  to  dispose 
of  their  output. 

In  confirmation  of  these  predictions  a  5-year  contract  between 
the  United  States  Steel  Coriwration  and  the  Soviet  Ore  T:-U8t 
was  announced  In  Moscow  about  the  middle  of  August,  1929,  to 
take  80,000  to  150.000  tons  of  ore  annually. 

The  average  world  price  of  market  grade  manganese  ore,  de- 
livcreil  at  Atlantic  port.s.  based  on  London  prices  as  of  June  22, 
1929,  published  in  the  Dally  Metal  Trade  of  July  3,  1929,  is 
26  55  cents  per  unit  of  22.4  pounds  of  manganese.  The  freight 
from  Baltimore  to  Pittsburgh  is  5.04  cents  per  unit.  The  1-ceut 
tariff  duty  under  the  present  act  would  amount  to  22.4  cents 
>er  unit,  which  would  make  the  world  market  price  of  manganese 
laid  do^^-n  at  Pittsburgh  53.99  cents  per  unit.  This  flgare  is 
considerably  below  the  cost  of  production  and  transportation  on 
ores  domestically  produced  to  the  Pittsburgh  market. 

It  has  been  estimated  by  those  producers  who  are  regularly 
shipping  ore  to  the  Pittsburgh  market  that  It  can  not  be  done 
with  a  profit  at  less  than  65  cents  ver  unit.  On  the  basis  cf  the 
world  price  of  ores  above  stated  and  the  duty  provided  for  in 
mv  amendment  of  1%  cents  per  pound,  the  Pittsburgh  price 
would  be  65.19  cents  per  unit,  which  is  sufficient  to  enable  the 
domestic  Industry  to  develop  and  to  maintain  continuous  oper- 
ations.   On  this  basis  of  price  at  Pittsburgh,  the  domesUc  In- 


Intebnational  UmON  or  Mikb,  Miu., 

AND  SMBLTBB  WOBKBBa, 

,  Bait  Lake  Citv.  Vtoh.  Auffutt  H,  m». 

Hon.  Taskbb  L.  Oddib, 

VMtei  Btatea  Benotor,  Waehinffton,  D.  O. 
Dbab  Sib  :  The  Inclosed  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Twenty-sixth 
Convention    of    the    International    Union    of    Mine,    Mill,    and    Smelter 
Workers  held  in  Salt  Lake  City,  Uteh,  on  August  5  to  9,  1929. 

We  understand  that  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  which  has  under 
consideration  the  whole  Urlff  schedule,  including  manganese  ores.  wlU 
make  Its  recommendations  on  the  fioor  of  the  Senate  when  CongreBB 
convenes  on  August  19,  and  we  ask  that  you  give  the  resolution  your 
moral  support. 

YouTB  very  truly,  Edwabd  E.  Swebnbt, 

Beeretary-Tretuurtr. 

Whereas  the  Congress  of  the  United  StateB  now  has  pending  before  It 
a  revenue  measure  which  Involves  the  consideration  of  the  tariff  to  be 
Imposed  upon  various  manufactured  prodncU  and  numerous  raw  mate- 
rials used  in  the  Industries  of  the  United  States,  and  which  directly 
affect  American  labor  and  the  welfare  of  American  InduBtrles,  especially 
those  industries  in  which  mine,  mill,  and  smelter  workers  of  America 
are  particularly  engaged ;  and 

Whereas  there  Is,  at  the  present  time,  between  300,000  and  400.000 
tons  of  manganese  ore  Imported  annually  and  used  especUlly  In  the  Iron 
and  steel  Industries  of  this  country ;  and  »  .  -_ 

Whereas  the  imporUtlon  of  this  vast  ore  tonnage  has  prevented  In 
the  oast  and  la  now  seriously  interfering  with  the  mining  of  manganese 
and  the  development  of  mining  properties  in  America,  thus  Interfering 
with  and  preventing  the  employment  of  a  vast  number  of  American 
laborers  and  at  the  same  time  retarding  tbe  commencement  of  new 
enterprliwi,  aU  of  which  would  greaUy  benefit  our  conntry  «nd  in- 
crease  the  demand  for  labor ;  and. 

Whereas  the  International  Union  of  Mine,  Mill,  and  Smelter  Workers, 
reoreBenting  approximately  10,000  members,  having  at  heart  not  only 
the  conservation  but  the  development  of  our  natural  resource,  for  tbe 
benefit  of  the  citlsenB  of  our  own  country,  and  the  employment  of 
labor  at  home,  are  directly  Interested  In  the  propowsd  tariff  law  now 
under  consideration,  and  particolarly  as  it  affects  manganese  ore ;  and. 
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Kcent  InwaHwKtkon  Otmomatntm  cMctwiT^  tkat  anleaa  • 
provrr  tartC  U  tmpiMd  opoo  amgiinwi  tfa*  toaaag*  kcrct«<-)re  an- 
I— llj  lanmiiil  vUl  h*  grvatljr  iDcrecacd  by  rcMon  ol  tb«  recant  cxtn 
pratfoctioa  of  this  er«  la  BimbU  and  otbei  ton\gm  cvoutrtea,  aU  of 
wkick  will  Israda  tbc  Aanicaa  acrket  and  fnrtfacr  r«<ard  tbe  pro- 
durtioo  of  AnMrtrao  om :  and, 

Wbtxeaa  from  careful  UiTntl<atloB  It  baa  b«en  determlBed  that  an 
tBrr«a*r  of  on*-haIf  r»nt  p*r  pound  on  metallic  manganeac  la  nec*aaary 
t«  <«t«MI«b  a  prlr*  of  approztiMtcly  «»  <«»t«  pnr  unit,  wfckk  la  8  ««t» 
p*r  uait  lower  than  th*  awraf*  pr<c#  pa  d  by  ateel  caavaotn  for 
fnrrigrt  or''  tnjfrtng  m  5  y»^r  pi^rtod  rndlng  Janaary  1,  19»,  and  that 
MTh  an  ln«TMaa  Is  e«catlal  for  the  dPrelopairat  of  nanganeae  or« 
K<xl«<^K  prtiprrtlaa  In  the  United  etatM.  thereby  dereloptnr  new 
tB4la«tr«M  and  larreaalng  the  draand  for  labor:  Tberefara  be  H 

MetolP^.  That  we.  the  laternaflonal  Union  of  Mine,  MIH.  and  8b«I- 
ter  Worhet*  In  invention  a— rnil>le«l.  de  hereby  Indorse  the  efforta  of 
the  Am -rK-aa  Manxaoea*  ITedm-rra  AMorlatloa  In  Ha  efforta  to  aecnre 
•n  tnrrvnee  of  one-half  crnt  per  petind  on  met.ilMc  oMaflanene  and  to 
apply  Hid  tarW  on  all  taaporta  ronfainlnc  10  per  rent  ar  more  of 
BMao'taM  mtbrr  than  thoea  of  SO  per  cent  aa  reqnired  nader  the 
estitlBf  law.  and  ptedfe  to  tMa  aaaoclatloe  ear  hearty  aappoH  and 
•aoprratloa ;  and  be  it  fbnber 

«Melee4.  That  the  president  aad  aeetetary  of  thia  uatea  be  aad  they 
ar*  birebf  aathtirlxed,  directed,  and  rinp«w»-red  to  tranamlt  a  enpy 
at  tWaa  rvaoluttona  to  the  Henatom  and  Reprew«tatfe«a  la  Concreaa 
of  all  the  Mate*  dlreetly  lntor*«ti>d  In  thIa  question,  and  te  arte  theai 
to  •■pport  and  ramestly  Ubor  for  this  locresaed  tariff,  and  also  eoneey 
to  earh  llrnatora  and  Repreaenta tires  the  fh<rt  that  tMs  ort«Dlaatlen 
eomeetty  spyroeco  all  efforts  which  are  being  aiade  to  fully  and  properly 
pratett  all  the  ladoetrles  aad  workers  dlreetly  eooeemed  la  thIa  tariff 
Wlalatloo. 

araoNo  nonamc   ifA<rQAxsai  ixdcstst  wtu.  Bsxcrrr  stckl 

Mr.  ODDIS.  Mr.  Preaident,  antU  tbere  In  developed  a  strong 
BwiwaiMwe  iMluatry  In  the  Uuited  States,  consumers  will  be 
Urgeljr  at  the  mercy  ot  furelgti  producers.  Foreign  nations 
which  poaaeaa  numgaueae  depowits,  so  »>on  as  substantial  trade 
l8  (lt'Telniie<l,  as  a  rule,  bei^in  to  levy  export  taxes,  which  are 
rapidly  increaMtHl  to  the  limit  that  the  traffic  will  bear.  Such 
export  taxes  have  the  effect  of  increasing  prices  and  conse- 
quently in  the  absence  of  domestic  competition  consumers  in 
the  United  States  will  be  ultimately  compelled  to  pay  more  for 
foreign  manganese  ort>s  than  they  would  for  domestic  ores 
pr<iduoeii  lu  a  protected  market.  Also,  where  domestic  com- 
petitinu  is  a  controlling  factor  in  price  determination,  prices 
■re  maintained  with  a  greater  degree  of  stability.  A  domestic 
manganese  industry  in  a  strong  competitive  position  is  the 
be!«t  Insnrance  that  prices  over  long  periods  will  remain  more 
stabile  and  at  k>w«er  levels.  For  these  reasons,  the  domestic 
«tee|  induflftrj  in  the  k>nsr  run  would  undoubtedly  jjreatly  l)euefit 
by  tfce  devHopmeBt  of  a  strong  mangane.se  Industrjp  in  the 
United  States  and  therefore  it  is  extrt>mely  difflcult  to  Justify 
the  policy  of  free  trade  which  the  steel  industry  now  advocates 
Pnr  the  maturanese  Industry. 

Fttrthermor^.  there  are  certain  steel  of>eratlons  located  out- 
side of  Pittsburgh  and  Gary  which  are  now  benefiting  by  ob- 
taining manganese  at  lower  prices  from  domestic  sources  of 
supply  more  Hosely  situate*!  to  their  plants.  The  steel  opera- 
tions to  which  I  refer  are  locateil  at  Pueblo,  Olo.,  Provo,  Utah, 
and  Btrmingham.  Ala.  At  PueMo  ores  from  Butte  are  being 
Imported  and  manufactured  into  ferromanganese  at  that  place 
With  great  satisfaction  from  a  metallurgical  standpoint  and 
at  much  lower  prices  than  would  have  to  be  paid  for  the  same 
prodnct  ahlytwd  from  I'itt^niYh. 

lender  the  same  favorable  conditions,  nanganeoe  ores  ar« 
Wtag  shipped  from  the  Plorhe  district  in  Nerada  to  the  steel 
aallls  at  Prm'o,  Utah,  with  nabntantial  savings  In  cost  and  In 
tniRspartatiea.  At  Birmingham,  the  steel  Industry  is  being  sup- 
plied with  nanganese  oret<  from  a  number  of  points  in  the  South 
at  material  saving  in  exi>onse.  Should  these  niangane<*e  opera- 
tions be  shut  down  as  they  would  be  In  the  event  that  mangane^it^ 
w«s  weiv  to  be  restored  to  the  free  list,  these  steel  plants  would 
be  compelletl  to  buy  fern>maagane8e  at  higher  prices  and  pay 
the  additional  cost  of  transportatfoa  from  the  far  Bast. 

Theaa  indtpfdent  steel  coapanies  located  at  some  distances 
finom  tha  seaboard.  If  allowed  to  speak  for  thenmctvc^  would 
oadoobtedly  oppost  the  free  maitganese  ore  policy  of  the  Anieri- 
caa  Iivtn  aad  8teel  Insditute  and  would  favor  the  proriMlons  in 
My  aoteadbSfit.  Under  the  atimnhis  of  my  aaiendment,  proc- 
ess«e«  will  be  put  in  operation  fntni  which  concentrates  will  be 
produced  coBtainiag  a  much  higher  percentage  of  manganese 
than  the  best  of  the  imftorted  ores  and  freer  from  objectioeahle 
tepwrttlm  The  steel  industry  wi>ukl.  therefore,  benett  by  these 
laaproseflMnts  which  will  not  be  marie  nal^ss  tha  paatectioa  af- 
forded in  ay  aaseodaMHit  is  made  availabte. 
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MAMSANSss  oas  Bcsoncra  in  n  btatss 
The  Uirited  States  Btireau  of  Mines  on  June  25,  1929,  sub- 
mitted to  me  a  map  of  the  United  States  showing  occurrences 
manganese  in  32  States.  The  United  States  Geological  Sur- 
v|^  prepared  ao  eoiargemeat  of  tikis  map  which  is  aow  hanging 
OB  the  wall  in  the  resix  of  the  Senate  and  to  which  I  would  like 
t>  caJl  attention.  On  this  map  there  are  216  bla(  k  dots  which, 
sccording  to  the  legend,  represent  maDKanese  dt-poeits  or  areas 
ind  in  addition  to  these,  there  are  17  showings  of  manganese. 
*:  liiH  map  demonstrates  the  broad  geological  distribution  of 
^langanese  in  the  United  States  and  suggests  that  in  the  aggre- 
le  large  tonnages  of  manganese  ore  reserves  exist.  Deveiop- 
^cot  in  BM>8t  of  these  32  States  will  proceed  with  the  enactment 
my  aaMudment. 

Air.  VANDENBEBO.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  looking  at 
t^  map  which  the  Senator  has  plared  on  the  wail,  and  I  wonder 
iFhe  will  Identify  the  ninrli«  a  little  more  accurately.  Do  the 
■KftM  represent  deveit^ptnent  or  Bi«>reiy  deposits ? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  They  n  present  depo<«ita.  Home  of  which  are  de- 
1  eloped  and  ooaie  of  which  are  nndevelofieiL 

Mr.  VANDENBEBU.  And  are  these  deposits  all  acknowl* 
<dged  to  l*e  such  or  are  they  ni)e«'Uliif  Ive? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  They  are  ackaowledfced  to  be  such  by  the  Bn- 
leiiu  of  Mines  and  the  Geol<)Ki>ul  Survey  and  by  other  autJiori- 
flles.  They  are  uot  ackiuiwlcdged  to  be  devei/»pcd  properties, 
iecause  the  qtiewtion  of  the  value  of  the  deposits  remains  for 
:  Uture  development  to  determine. 

To  independent  steel  plants  in  the  South  and  West  remotely 

iltuated  from  the  present  center  of  fern^raanfronese  mannfac- 

1  ure  and  to  farmer  consumers  of  manganese-sulphate  fertlllxer, 

hese  well-distributed  manganese  developments  will  make  man- 

1  tinese  available  at   the  lowest   price  and   the  lowest   Ci'if.t   of 

ransportation. 

I  herewith  submit  a  copy  of  the  map  prepared  by  the  United 

lates  Bureau  of  Mines  for  publication  in  the  Record  at  this 

t. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER     The  Chair  will  suggest  to  the 
tor  from  Nevada  that  if  he  desires  to  have  a  map  printed 
the  Rxcoao  it  will  be  necessary,  as  the  Chair  understands, 

0  secure  an  order  from  the  Committee  on  Printing. 
Mr.   ODDIE.     Very   well;   I   will    reserve   that   request,  Mr. 

Ident. 

KXOWN    OBB   KKSCRVCS    HAVB  LrTB   Or  OVKR    SO    TIARS 

In  an  address  delivered  by  William  B.  Daly,  manager  of 
es  of  the  Anaconda  Coppex  Mining  Co..  before  the  Sivond 

nnnal  Convention  of  the  Americiin  Manganese  Prwlufers*  Asso- 
iation,  held  in  Washington  September  9  and  10,  1929,  he  stated 
hat  it  was  not  necessary  to  discuss  all  of  the  216  deposits 
ihown  on  the  map  in  order  to  demon.<!trate  extensive  re^Tves. 
4t.  Duly  is  one  of  the  most  outstamline,  competent,  an^l  suc- 
■essful  ralnlnj?  engineers  in  the  mitiing  industry.  an«'  hlj<  opin- 
ons.  based  on  long,  practical  experience,  should  be  u^ren  great 
weight.    Quoting  from  Mr.  Daly's  address: 

Tbe  analysis  of  this  claim  would  not  be  complete,  however,  without 
aarticularly  calling  your  attention  to  a  few  of  the  larger  deposits 
I  The  General  Maaganeee  CorporaHon,  with  propertl'"»  near  Cbsmber- 
laln,  8.  Dak.,  own  or  control  maBgaspse  d«*po»ilt9  which  can  produce 
>em  80,000,000  to  100.000,000  toss  of  ore  assayini;  16  jjer  cent. 
This  statement  Is  verlflod  by  John  A.  SaTa>^  4  Co.,  w^ll  knowj  con- 
aUtiag  seoleglsts  of  Duluih.  Minn.  The  owaera  of  thia  pr.perty 
rdeosae  an  examination  by  the  United  States  Geological  Survey  at 
I  Lay  tiae. 

The  Chapin  Exploration  Co..  with  properties  in  western  Arisona  and 
aoathea>tern  Nevada  ami  with  headquarters  at  Kingman,  Aris..  own 
tT  control  mauitanese  Jepusits  which  can  protluce  approximately 
0,000.000  tODs  of  ore  a^waylnK  10  per  cent  This  statement  ia  verified 
»y  Mr.  M.  C.  Lake,  consulting  K«oioKl»t.  of  Dulutb.  The  owners  of  thia 
>r«perty  also  welcome  an  examination  by  the  United  States  Gieolofical 
lorvey. 

The  Cnynna  Range   in   Minnesota   contains  a!x>ut   50,000,000   ton*  of 
nangaaese  ore  assaying   10  per  cent     This  statt-ment   la  also  verified 
ty  Mr.  Lake. 
These  deposits  alone,  without  including  the  other  200  or  nore,  (Ira 

1  total  of  from  150.000.000  to  200.OOU.OOo  tons,  or  enouKh  mauganeae, 
ehen  t>eu«'flciaied.  to  supply  this  country  for  from  50  to  75  years. 

Walter  H.  Deni.'^on.  of  Cnsbman,  Ark.,  has  been  raining  man- 
ram-se  ores  in  that  State  for  over  42  years.  In  a  letter  recelvwl 
tom  this  producer  dated  October  6.  19*29.  he  states  that  he  bos 
)een  compelled  to  increase  his  estimate  of  five  years  ago  to  a 
onnage  seventy-two  times  as  great.  Since  his  original  estimate 
iras  about  -160,000  tons,  his  estimate  as  of  to  day  would  be  about 
■t>,00<i.0tlO  tf»n»  of  ore  averaging  about  20  per  cent  mangafiete. 
y'his  is  in  e\1ilent'e  of  the  rapid  strf«lrs  which  bave  been  made 
expioratloB    work    under    the    stimatus    of    the    Fordiii>y- 
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M<Cumber  Tariff  Act.  I  have  received  no  less  than  200  letters 
from  producers  in  nearly  all  of  the  32  manganese  States  cov- 
ering briefly  the  conditions  prevailing  at  their  respective  prop- 
erties and  urging  the  enactment  of  my  amendment  as  a  pre- 
requisite to  production.  Of  these  200  letters  I  have  selected  a 
few  of  the  most  important  ones  covering  the  principal  manga- 
nese deposits  in  the  country,  and  without  reading  these  letters 
I  will  ask,  Mr.  President,  that  they  be  Included  for  publication 
in  the  Retobd  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  they  wlU 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  letters  are  us  follows:  

CrsHllAK,  ABC,  October  t.  IMf. 

Bon.  Taskbb  L.  Odoib, 

I'nited  8tate$  fienotor  from  JfevaOc. 

Senate  Office  ButlMng,  WaeMngton,  D.  C. 

nsAt  HSJIATOB  :  Wc  thank  you  for  your  interest  In  behalf  of  man- 
gauese  mining. 

Arkansas  production  for  1929  will  (k>nble  the  production  of  any  year 
since  tlie  armistles.  If  I  were  asked  to  make  an  estimate  of  Arkansas 
poMiible  trmnage.  I  would  make  It  seventy-two  tlmas  more  than  I  would 
have  made  It  Ave  yean  bko. 

I  have  examin<H]  manganese  properties  In  several  Stfltea  and  In  one 
foreign  country. 

It  U  42  years  and  1  mootb  since  I  first  began  mining  manganese  In 
Arkansas,  and  have  been  actively  engaged  In  same  since  that  date, 
except  from  1898  to  1914,  when  our  Arkansas  industry  was  dead, 
on  account  of  the  Importation  of  cheap  foreign  ores. 

Please  pardon  the  length  of  this  letter,  but  knowing  our  Senators 
are  overworked  and  can  not  study  every  subject  thoroughly,  I  am  at- 
tempting to  assist  you. 

Herein  you  will  find  14  argumentative  paragraphs  in  support  of  a 
manganese  tariff. 

1.  The  tariff  on  manganese  ore  fosters  an  Important  growing  Ameri- 
can industry. 

2.  Such  a  tariff  will  keep  open  sufficient  available  manganese  deposits, 
to  Insure  our  Independence  In  any  emergency  such  as  we  experienced 
during  the  World  War. 

3  It  will  furnish  employment  and  additional  Income  to  a  goodly 
number  of  American  workmen,  some^  of  whom  would  not  be  otherwise 
onployed. 

4.  It  certainly  contributes  to  the  general  prosperity  of  the  Nation,  Ih 
the  way  of  increased  freight  receipts  and  increased  purchasing  power 
of  some  of  the  people. 

6.  It  will  save  from  total  loss  over  $20,000,000  Invested  in  manganese 
properties  and  equipment  throughout  our  Nation.  This  loss  will  fall  on 
some  cltixens  In  approximately  every  State  of  the  Union. 

6.  This  tariff  Increases  the  United  States  revenues  two  ways.  Some 
American  manganese  producers  will  pay  income  taxes.  The  steel  people 
claim  to  pay  approximately  $6,500,000  per  annum  Import  duty  on 
manganese. 

7.  It  Increases  the  taxable  value  and  tax  revenue  In  34  SUtes 
which  will  be  lost  unless  a  manganese  tariff  is  sustained. 

8.  .\  manganese  tariff  will  not  Increase  the  price  of  steel  to  the 
consumer  1  penny,  as  the  selling  price  of  steel  is  fixed  by  the  pro- 
tective tariff  the  steel  products  enjoy. 

9.  The  Increased  cost  of  steel  on  account  of  the  tariff  on  manganese 
ore  Is  negligible,  as  on  an  average  there  Is  approximately  16  pounds 
of  manganese  metal  consumed  to  a  ton  of  steel.  There  Is  still  con- 
templated a  tariff  on  ferromanganese.  Therefore,  the  steel  producers 
are  asking  Congress  to  destroy  an  American  industry  Involving  many 
millions  of  dollars,  to  save  them  approximately  one-half  of  a  small 
Import  tax. 

10.  It  is  a  short-sighted  policy  of  the  steel  companlea,  fostered  by 
gross  8<>lflsbness,  and  bordering  on  Ignorance,  to  try  to  kill  this  Im- 
portant developing  Industry,  which  will  ultimately  contribute  more  to 
their  own  prosperity  than  this  tax  will  cost  them. 

11.  Under  the  present  low  manganese  ore  tariff  Arkansas  1929  pro- 
duction win  double  1927  production,  it  is  steadily  increasing,  making 
new  discoveries  without  exhausting  the  old. 

12.  We  believe  with  the  present  known  deposits  the  United  States 
will  greatly  expand  our  manganese  production  quickly,  If  the  proper 
tariff  protection  Is  given  this  Industry. 

13.  Without  a  tariff  the  American  manganese  producers  will  all  have 
to  cease  operations,  with  every  dollar  Invested  In  manganese  mining 
properties  and  equipment  to  Iiecome  a  total  loss,  thereby  pauperizing 
some  who  can  III  afford  It. 

14.  Some  of  the  steel  producers  are  strenuously  opposing  a  man- 
ganese tariff  and  making  absurd  claims  in  opposition.  The  steel 
companies'  own  self  preservation  should  dictate  a  broader  plan,  a  plan 
that  will  treat  all  American  Interests  fairly,  with  partiality  and 
prejudice  to  none.  By  thus  doing  we  will  perpetuate  America,  develop 
high  American  Ideals,  and  destroy  the  different  radicalisms  that  are  so 
prone  to  spring  up  when  unfair  selOshness  is  glaringly  shown. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Waltxb  H.   Dbnisok. 


JOLX  13.  1929. 
Re  manganeae  ore  tariff,  paragraph  S02  (a). 
Hon.   T^SKBB    L.  OOOIB, 

United  Btatee  Benate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mr  DBAS  Sbnatob  Oddib  :  Representstlons  bave  been  made  to  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  that  very  little  manganese  ore  exists  In  the 
United  States  and  that  no  worthwhile  developments  bave  been  made 
under  the  1-cent  tariff.  The  opposite  to  this  is  true.  An  sbundance  of 
manganese  exists  In  our  Southern  and  Western  Ststes.  The  bulk  of 
this  ore  Is  low  grade  and  has  not  formerly  been  considered  of  commer- 
cial value.  Under  the  encouragement  of  tbe  1-eent  tariff  new  tiroceaaea 
bave  been  successfully  developed  for  tbe  production  of  high-grade  ore 
from  tbe  low-grade  deposits.  Tbe  ores  produced  from  these  low-grade 
deiM)Hlts,  under  new  methods  of  beneflclatton,  run  higher  In  grade  tbaa 
any  other  ore  comfmerclally  known  In  the  world. 

To-4lay  one  pUnt  at  Bnttc,  Mont.,  Is  ahlpplng  this  blgh  grade  bene- 
flclated  manganeae  ore  at  tbe  rate  of  72,000  tons  a  year.  I  am  Informed 
that  another  property  at  rartersvllle,  Oa.,  Is  now  shipping  hlgb-grad* 
ore  at  tbe  rate  of  300  tons  a  week.  Tbe  larger  pUnt,  now  under  coa- 
struction,  rosting  shout  fl.OOO.OOO,  will  be  completed  this  fall  and  will 
bave  a  rated  capacity  of  120.000  tons  a  year  of  blgb-grade  ore. 

After  0  years  of  development  work,  in  eonstmrtlon  of  over  ft.OOO  feat 
of  tunnel.  1,000  feet  of  shaft  work,  and  numerous  fipen  cuts  for  deter- 
mining  and  blocking  out  ore  reservea,  and  In  working  oat  methods  for 
treating  the  ore,  another  property  U  being  completed  In  Virginia.  A 
total  of  approximately  $ft00,000,  I  underatand,  bas  already  lieen  spent 
in  improvements  on  this  one  property,  and  we  are  now  completing  a 
concentrator  with  other  mining  equipment  at  an  additional  cost  of 
$150,000.  This  plant  now  nearly  completed  will  be  In  operation  tbls 
fall  with  a  production  of  30,000  tons  of  high-grade  ore  yearly. 

In  addition,  there  are  a  number  of  other  properties  on  which  develop- 
ment work  Is  proceeding  and  with  a  market  for  the  ore  assured,  it  Is 
our  determinstion  to  firmly  establish  the  Industry  In  Virginia.  Numer- 
ous other  substantial  developments  are  under  way  In  a  numl>er  of 
States  In  the  South  and  West.  Manganese  is  Important  to  the  security 
of  the  Nation  as  s  whole  and  It  is  my  conviction  that  the  country  can 
not  afford  to  neglect  the  further  development  of  Its  own  resources  in 
tl  ii  Important  strategic  mineral. 

I  am  financially  Interested  in  the  development  of  the  properties  la 
Virginia  aa  a  solid  mining  proposition.  My  brother-in-law,  Marcus 
Daly,  and  his  mother,  who  are  Interested  with  me,  and  I  do  not  sell 
stock  In  our  mining  ventures. 

Tbere  la  not  a  particle  of  doubt  but  what  the  Industry  la  being 
nationally  established  on  a  firm,  sound  baals.  and  that  the  reserves  are 
ample  to  supply  the  needs  of  the  United  States  for  many  decades  to 
come. 

The  only  drawback  now  is  a  ready  market  for  tbe  ore.  Due  to 
Imported  foreign  ores  the  price  of  manganese  has  dropped  aince  tbeae 
developments  were  started.  A  tariff  of  IVi  cents  per  pound  on  metallic 
manganese  content  of  manganese  ore  with  protection  for  low-grade 
ores  will  serve  to  reestablish  the  market  under  which  domestic  producers 
can   successfully  compete  with   low-cost  foreign  ores. 

I  will  greatly  appreciate  any  attention  you  may  give  tbe  manganeaa- 
ore  tariff. 

In  our  developments  In  the  South,  Marcus  Daly  and  I  are  Jointly 
interested  with  J.  Carson  Adkerson,  president  of  American  Manganeae 
Producers  Association.  Mr.  Adkerson  is  located  In  Washington  and 
will,  I  am  sure,  furnish  you  any  additional  Information  you  may  de- 
sire in  connection  with  our  developments  or  the  Indiutry  as  a  whole. 
Yours  very  truly, 

Jamcs  W.  Gbbabd. 

Dktboit,  Mich.,  Angutt  it,  tM». 
Senator  Taskbb  L.  Oddib, 

Senate  Office  BuUding,  WaeMnffton.  D.  C. 

DBAS  Sbmatob  Odoib:  Tbe  writer  wlsbea  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
expressing  his  thanks  for  the  work  you  have  done  on  behalf  of  the 
manganese  Industry. 

Our  own  development  comprises  over  100,000  acres  of  land  lying  along 
the  Missouri  River  In  South  Dakota.  After  18  months  of  field  and 
laboratory  work  several  competent  engineers  bave  estimated  this  prop- 
erty to  conuln  between  fifty  and  a  hundred  million  tons  of  manganeae 
ore.  running  between  16  per  cent  to  18  per  cent  manganese. 

This  deposit  can  be  mined  open  pit  and  has  sufficient  ore  to  supply 
one-tblrd  of  our  entire  domestic  demands  for  50  to  100  years. 

Mr.  D.  F.  Hewitt,  of  the  United  States  Geological  Survey,  has 
recently  spent  10  days  In  examining  this  property  and  believes  it  to 
be  one  of  the  largest  in  the  world. 

We  have  developed  a  process  that  from  pilot-plant  operation  proves 
conclusively  this  ore  can  be  beneflciated  to  a  product  running  between 
65  to  70  per  cent  manganese  and  free  from  all  objectionable  Impurities. 

The  only  thing  necessary  for  this  manganese  to  be  made  available  to 
the  American  steel  Industry  Is  proper  tariff  protection. 

We  welcome  an  investigation  by  any  of  tbe  Ctovemment  departments 
to  verify  these  facts. 


/ 
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Traatlns   thU   Information    wUl    pror*   of  lnt»re«t   «nd   Mcartng  70a 
«f  eor  •wrtfUttXon  of  four  rfforu  sod  rapport,  I  renuio 
Your*  ■loc«rr«el/, 

Nvw  Tone,  AtiV—*  *•  'M*- 
Hmi.  TAiivn  L.  Cimnm, 

Vntl*4  IHat4»  Menmtt,  V»*kinffto»,  D.  O. 

Mt  I*a«  Tiiwwi  llraw  arrppt  my  •tarrrc  appr««Utloa  of  yow 
HTort.  •114  ■rrt.mpmhnirnn  Id  »»h«lf  of  the  prodorer*  of  doin#«ttr 
••iigariM^.  I  hsTf  an  alont  felt  that  if  It  ««t«  pnMtbfe  to  portray 
t«  o«r  lawKtkrr*  ■•4  rofirlB^  ffcroi  fif  th«  trt»«  larti  pfTtalnlng  to  t1i# 
9r«rttr«lt/  ln*ih«wKl».^  roppltM  of  km  grMk  otm  and  ai  tUit  ttonomX- 
ral  aad  *t,mmn«Wl  prw««»o«  tb«  Joatlca  of  p^oCarttoo  wUl  ba  Jrf»^ 
fatabl*. 

no«#T^.  tb*  (TMt  dJB'Tilty  Bi*««  to  baT*  b#«i  to  coiint«r«*t  tba 
gn>«i  ■l«#tafeiii«itB  and  ml«r»pr«iM»nUtU>nB.  and  I  f«M  "^w  that  tbe 
••ort-  of  Itadi  •<  al.  will  b«  redoubted.  It,  tb^rrfora,  bfboorca  doiB««- 
tV  ..p*rator«  to  inettmmt  th*\t  rfforta  and  In  a  manaar  that  will  coorlnc- 
tastf  n><lf>rt   tb«  fartai 

Wa  bare  aoma  8.000,000  toaa  ot  maDsanrae  la  PtaUlpabarf  whicb  will 
aTrraxe  rioae  to  30  p«'r  rrat  maixaiiMe.  If  we  bara  tbe  protec- 
tton  aoacbt  and  tb«  reaultJng  market,  we  wUl  InataU  tbera  an  Initial 
plant  capaUe  of  annually  producing  25,00  to  30.000  tona  of  ferro 
grade  arernglng  50  per  cent  or  better. 

Wa  are.  asbjeet  to  aucb  protection,  negotiating  for  propertiea  In  Arl 
son*,  wbcra  wa  woald  also  Install  a  plant  to  produce  a  almiUr  annual 
tonnage. 

Tloplng  for  the  pleaaure  of  again  aeeing  you  ere  long,  and  with  aln 

rere  personal   rega^d^k 
Faithfully. 

LssLia  L.  Satags. 
Prraident  U.  8.  Mining  d  Development  ^o. 

p,    g, Yb«   tacloaed    "  anatts "    are  of   our   three   separate   sbafta    la 

PbllipatNirg,  through  which  our  preaent  development  la  being  done  In 
tbe  bope  aad  faUh  that  tbe  juatice  of  protectloa  will  be  recognlaed  and 
granted. 

BaTBtTibU.  Auk.,  AuguH  a.  Mm. 

Baa.  Taaaaa  L.  ODora. 

WaaA<M0(o«,  D.  C 

Dbab  HawAToa:  Having  uprot  th«»  paat  10  year*  is  nMBgaiu>«e  develop 
meat  worb  In  tbla  ■ettk>«.  beg  to  lay  before  yon  facta  pertaining  to  th* 
tedwitfT  aa  bavw  drreloped  In  thla  fleM  wblcb  are.  I  belfrrr,  typical  0I 
the  condition  In  genoral  tbe  country  over. 

ratfl  1014  Ittle  totercat  waa  abown  In  tbe  derelopmeat  or  prodiirtlor 
•f  amBgaaeae  ta  thta  ronntry. 

Tbe  war  caHed  ear   attenttoa  to  tbe  aenoaeaeM  of  oar  loabtltty   tc 

aapHy  o*'  <>wa  aeeda. 

AfWT  tbe  elaa*  of  tbe  war  partlea  iatereated  te  tbe  derelopment  ol 
tbeae  orea  thought  that  a  tariff  of  1  cent  weaM  be  aalBclent  to  eitabltst 
a  prt<*  that  would  warrant  tbe  deretopment  of  groond  and  tbe  erecrtot 
of  planta  according  to  GoTcrnment  flow  sheet,  for  the  handling  of  these 


INaee  %91i9  aroaad  $200,000  baa  been  apent  tai  thia  field  on  planta  and 
develofMBeat  work  and  every  one  baa  bceo  a  complete  fUInre.     Tbe  or« 

got  away.  , 

A  crude  ore  roanlng  28  per  ceot  auiBgaaese.  20  per  cent  alUea,  25  pei 
cent  Iron,  after  b«'lng  treated  by  standard  methods  wonid  nm  15  pei 
cent  maagaaeee.  90  per  cent  silica,  30  per  cent  iron,  and  where  a  carefu 
aampling  and  analysia  of  a  deposit  would  show  a  possible  recovery  of 
say  M  per  cent  of  a  3M>  per  cent  ore,  an  actual  recovery  of  around  5  pei 
cent  would  be  made  with  the  above  results. 

This  condition  has  existed  from  the  start  and  some  of  our  best  en 
gtoeera  hare  aiade  the  btgKeat  fallares  In  attempting  to  handle  th«>s< 


About  three  years  ago  Mr.  L.  B.  Miller,  of  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  royseli 
art  out  to  itetermlue  why  theae  oree  coaM  act  be  meeltanicaily  concen 
trati-4,  and  oa  tbe  Stb  of  last  July  (19:;!9)  I  received  word  from  Mr 
MUler  that  we  bad  been  graated  a  patent  on  our  process.  No.  18C779. 

We  caa  aaw  aay  that  tbeae  ores  caa  be  recovered  by  mechanical 
meana 

It  haa  taken  10  years  to  disprove  oM-staodard  aiethoda  and  work  oui 
and  prove  new  «aca  far  thla  work. 

In  the  BataarvUle-Cuahmaa  field  there  are,  I  estimate.  100,000.00< 
kona  of  oca  capable  of  belag  reeovt-red  hy  modem  methods. 

Tbls  new  Industry,  ci^ncelv«>d  during  the  war,  developed  to  Ita  presea< 
•lata  by  the  aacoucagement  ctt  a  tariff,  asast  have  farther  protection  t* 

1%e  past  few  months  has  t»rougbt  to  comple>tioa  other  new  mettiodi 
fhr  the  tiaatawnt  of  these  ores,  which  absolately  assure  oa  of  a  homr 
anpply  of  these  otas  for  huadred?  of  years,  bat  la  so  short  a  time 
to  erect  plants  and  show  prodactl<». 
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We  lartte  a  tboroagta  tavestlgatlon  of  our  claims.     Thanking  yoo  for 
the  laterest  yoa  are  taklag  In  oar  behalf,  I  am. 
To«rs  very  truly, 

WtLUAM  O.   RlNCHAKT. 

Philaoclphia.  Pa.,  juJp  n,  em. 
Han.  TASaaa  L.  Otmum, 

V9kUd  fitttet  Mmate,  WtMhkmoton.  D.  0. 

DBAS  Kit:  I  want  to  thank  you  and  ezpr>a8  my  appredattoa  for  (be 
great  warh  yan  are  dt^lag  la  behalf  of  domestic  isa(i2ane«e.  If  we  are 
aufcesaful  In  having  tbe  tariff  on  maoganesa  iacrcascd.  It  wlU  be  in  • 
great  measure  ijue  to  your  untlrtog  effiorts. 

I  am  mining  manannesr  In  Olles  Cuunty.  Vs..  and  If  we  are  sarreimfiji 
la  securing  tb»  higher  protf-ctlve  tariff,  a»  planned  by  tbe  American 
Mangaoear  Prodac^rs'  Aasoclatton,  I  can  guarantee' an  ontpat  of  250 
t'ms  of  ore  per  day,  or  TS.OOU  tosa  daring  1030.  Tbla  figure  could  ti« 
doabled  In  IMl. 

The  dep<jalt»  on  our  property  arc  large,  and  If  we  are  given  tbe  proper 
protection  which  woold  warraat  oar  making  a  capital  lnv«>«tment  for 
the  taatallatioa  of  equipment  to  operate  rn  a  large  scale  we  could  turn 
a«t  a  practleally  unlimited  amount  of  high-grade  manganese  ore  which 
will  run  from  45  to  50  per  ceut  of  metallic  manganes<'.  Without  ade- 
quate protection  it  would  not  be  advisable  for  us  to  make  such  an 
iDveatment. 

Again  thanking  you  for  your  interest  and  trusting  that  we  will  be 
successfnl  in  this  endeavor,  I  am 

Blncerely  youre,  Staxcc  CoxsnccTiojt  Co., 

By  Ottomab  Sta.xgb. 


Colorado  Gkolooical  ScErrr, 

Uni\iksitt  or  Colorado, 

Bouldrr,  July  tS,  19t9. 
The  Hon.  Ta.^ker  L.  Odoik, 

United  Stateg  Senate  Oitfce  Buddfnff, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
Deai  S«!»AToa  Oddix  :  T  am  sure  the  owners  and  miners  of  manganese 
In  Colorado  and  other  States  appreciate  the  work  you  are  doing  In  their 
behalf.     I  am  inclosing  herewith  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Senator 
Pbifps  regarding  conditions  In  this  State. 
Yours  truly, 

R.  D.  GcoBoa. 

Colorado  Geolooical  Scrvct^ 

Univbrsitt  or  Colorado, 

Boaldcr,  Jfaj^  ti,  Dt9. 
The  Hon.  Lawxbxcb  C.  Phipps, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Waahington,  D.  C. 

Dbar  Sir  :  The  question  of  the  duty  on  manganese  coming  into  th« 
United  States  is  one  of  great  importance  to  tbe  mining  Industry  of 
Colorado.  I  am  sending  you  a  copy  of  a  very  brief  bulletin  prepared 
somewhat  hurriedly  from  investigations  made  and  data  collected  during 
the  war.  The  facts  presented  In  tbe  bulletin  were  made  avallal>le  to 
the  proper  committees  and  boards  In  Washington  when  tbe  demand  for 
manganese  was  at  its  height,  and  they  were  at  a  later  date  put  into 
book  form  to  give  greater  perm.inency  to  tbe  records. 

An  examination  of  the  bulletin  will  show  that  manganese  depoaita 
are  very  widely  distributed  In  Colorado  and  that  some  of  these  deposits 
are  of  very  great  site. 

A  recent  canvass  of  the  pro<luction  possibilities  indicates  that  within 
a  very  short  time  after  the  imposition  of  a  satisfactory  tariff  on  niun- 
ganese  ores  and  products,  Colorado  could  produce  400  tons  of  manga- 
nese ores  per  day.  This  estimate  Is  very  conservative,  as  I  am  assured 
hy  men  who  are  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  situation  that  Lendville 
alone  could  produce  300  tons  per  day.  Tbe  operators  at  Bed  Cliff  could 
easily  produce  a  hundred  tona  per  day  of  manganlferous  iron  ore  having 
a  workable  content  of  manjnuiese.  Cripple  Creek  and  a  Duml>er  of  othei 
places,  particularly. the  Gunnison  region,  could  together  provide  anotboi 
hundred  tons  per  day. 

These  deposits  Include  pure  manganese  ores  of  high  metallic  manga- 
nese content  and  practically  free  from  eiUca  at  the  one  eztrem«>,  and 
the  manganl/erous  iron  ores  carrying  from  20  to  25  per  cent  metallic 
manganese  at  the  other  extreme.  The  greater  tonnage  will  be  ores  of 
tbe  manganiferous  Iron  type.  Of  these  latter  Leadvllle  is  now  shipping 
more  than  100  tons  per  day  and  the  operators  assure  me  that  they 
could  very  easily   Increase  their  output  to  300  tons  per  day. 

The  mining  men  of  Colorado  earnestly  bope  tliat  fair  protection  may 
be  given  to  tbe  manganese  industry  of  tbe  State. 

Yours  truly,  E.  D.  Gxoros. 

DBMTaa,  CotA,  JMi9  m.  199. 
UoB.  Tascbb  L.  Ofjon, 

Tht  Senate,  Waakitiffton,  D.  C. 
Dear   Sbnator  :   With   the   thought   that  you  would   be  interested   la 
the  manganese  deposit  in  Colorado,  we  are  writing  yoa  relative : 
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Our  Paymaster  mine  hi  Ounnlsoa  County,  Colorado,  consists  of  10 
claims,  eight  of  whicb  lie  end  to  end  In  a  northerly  and  southerly 
direction  and  cover  a  14-foot  vein  which  Is  exposed  hy  outcrops  and 
workings  for  tbe  entire  distance  of  12,000  feet.  Tbe  vein  has  been  cut 
at  a  depth  of  350  feet  and  shows  tbe  same  high  grade  ore  as  In  tbe 
workings  near  tbe  surface. 

According  to  s  report  msde  by  Dr.  ■.  D.  George,  bead  of  tbe  Colorado 
State  geologic  aarvey  at  Boalder,  Colo,,  05  per  cent  of  the  ore  lies  In 
tbrwa  Trios  wltbln  tbe  vein  and  may  he  Ukeo  oot  dean  and  easily 
and  la  of  cb«Tnlcal  or  battery  grade.  Tbe  areraga  analysis  la  M  per 
cant  MoO*. 

Aside  from  tbls  dioxide  ore  th*re  will  be  some  3,000,000  tons  of 
l'>W'grsde  ore,  wblcb  can  be  socceinifnlly  treated  for  oae  in  ataklag 
sterl  provided  tbe  iocreaaed  Uriff  is  establMbed. 

Tbe  company  is  assured  ot  safllcient  funds  to  carry  on  an  Intensive 
developmi'ot  campaign  and  construct  a  plant  capable  of  concentrating 
750  tons  per  day  providing  the  l^-*"*"*  ♦»rtff  goes  into  effect.  Wltbont 
this  Increase  In  tariff  tbla  ore  Is  valueless. 

There  are  four  other  known  deposits  to  Colorado  ready  for  develop- 
ment depending,  of  coarse,  upon  an  adequate  tariff. 

RxpreaslBg  our  thanks  and  appredaflon  for  tbe  work  yon  are  doing 
la  an  endeavor  to  benefit  tbe  domestic  producers,  we  are, 
Very  alncerely  yours, 

Thk  Maxoaxbsb  Miwrs  Co.  of  Ambbtca, 
By  L.  B.  HcKGBBFORD,  BecTetary. 

Seattle,  Wash.,  July  to,  I9t9. 
Senator  Taskcr  L.  Oddib, 

United  fitatcM  Senate,  Waehinglon,  D.  C. 

Honorable  Sir  :  We  have  been  watching  with  much  aatlsfactioo  your 
splendid  work  in  the  interest  of  the  tariff  on  manganese  and  in  behalf 
of  the  Washington  Manganese  Mining  Co.  we  wish  to  express  our  sincere 
appreciation. 

We  In  the  State  of  Washington,  and  especially  the  Olympic  Pen!nsula, 
are  deeply  Interested  In  the  tariff  on  manganese  for  the  success  or  an 
Increased  tariff  will  assure  the  development  of  unlimited  deposits  In  thla 
mountain  range. 

We  have  developed  our  property  of  very  high-grade  ore.  one  ledge 
recently  uncovered  yielding  ore  assaying  68.75  per  cent  metallic  man- 
ganese. 

This  particular  property  (the  Crescent  mine)  has  produced  during 
1925-26  over  30,000  tona  high-grade  ore  averaging  62  per  cent  metallic 
manganese. 

A  large  amount  of  development  work  has  been  done  since  then,  and 
we  will  soon  be  ready  for  shipments  on  a  large  scale. 

Our  engineer,  who  has  Just  finished  a  survey  of  this  property,  has 
given  us  an  estimate  of  sufflclent  high-grade  ore  to  supply  the  country 
for  12  to  15  years,  not  taking  into  consideration  a  large  area  which 
is  still  undeveloped  and  which  shows  one  outcrop  of  40  feet  high-grade 
ore. 

Several  other  deposits  of  very  promising  appearance  have  be«i  found 
In  tbe  some  area,  also  in  other  places  in  the  Olympic  region,  being 
distributed  through  a  distance  of  110  miles. 

With  tl»e  help  of  an  increaaed  tariff  a  tremendous  development  and 
production  of  high-grade  ore  la  aaaured,  not  only  In  our  State  but 
several  other  States. 
.J  Again  thanking  you  for  your  very  valuable  aaslstan^^,  which  no 
doubt  is  due  to  your  keen  insight  and  understanding  pertaining  to  the 
Importance  of  our  country  becoming  Independent  of  foreign  countries, 
especially  in  case  of  war,  when  this  rapply  of  foreign  ore  might  easily 
be  cut  off. 

Bespectf  ully  yours, 

WASRiifOTON    MANQAwasa   ttiKina    Co., 
C.  OsaawAKD,  Beoretary  and  Treaeurer. 

Silver  Citt,  N.  M«x.,  July  tS,  Ota. 
Senator  Taskeb  L.  Oddib, 

Wathtngton,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sbnator  Oddie  :  We  have  been  following  the  manganese  tariff 
fight  and  wish  to  thank  you  for  the  work  that  you  are  doing  in  behalf 
of  domestic  manganese.  This  tariff  means  a  great  deal  to  the  domestic 
producers  and  to  the  ownera  of  low-grade  deposits  in  this  country,  such 
aa  we  term  ourselves. 

We  have  a  low-grade  deposit  just  outside  of  Silver  City,  N.  Mex., 
which  has  an  estimated  tonnage  on  tbe  surface  of  about  10,000,000  tons 
of  14  per  cent  manganese  and  30  per  cent  iron.  This  tonnage  may  be 
found  to  be  a  very  low  estimate  after  thia  property  Is  opened  up  and 
the  depth  of  the  ore  la  found.  So  far  there  have  been  no  deep  workings 
on  thla  property,  and  therefore  no  one  knowa  Just  how  deep  the  ore 
really  runs. 

We  have  not  produced  any  ore  this  year  and  will  not  start  production 
until  we  see  just  what  action  Congress  takes  in  protecting  domestic 
manganese,  as  the  outlay  for  plant,  etc.,  runs  into  several  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  and  we  want  to  be  fully  protected. 
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Thanking  you  again  for  your  efforts  Is  tbe  above  and  hoping  )bat 
they  will  bring  tbe  dcaliad  reaults,  we  remain. 
Toon  very  truly, 

rAortn  Cb., 

Kebkbtb  B.  Obabt. 

Beeretary. 


HABneaa  Pkbbt,  W.  Va.,  /«Ir  m, 
Benator  Tabbk  L.  Oddiv, 

Benate  Bmild^nif,  WaaMngrton,  D.  C. 

DBAS  8iB :  Tbe  writer  desires  to  espreM  bis  apprerlatlon,  as  well  aa 
that  of  our  company,  for  the  very  eOdent  worfc  you  have  been  doing  oa 
behalf  of  a  proper  tsrlff  on  manganese. 

Tbe  writer  bas  been  greatly  interested  to  tMs  matter  and  has  spokca 
to  several  parties  in  refermce  to  It,  eallinc  spertal  attention  to  tbe 
fact  that  recent  impravements  following  ehamlcal  studies  of  the  subject 
have  advanced  tbe  art  to  tbe  point  where  the  Importers  eucb  aa  I'olu-d 
Butes  Bteel  Co.  and  Betblehem  Steel  Co.  can  utilise  a  grade  of  man- 
gan«^  slightly  less  than  80  per  cent,  and  thereby  avoid  paying  a  duty. 

We  have  discovered  a  abort  time  ago  that  tbere  is  a  deposit  of  man' 
gancae  on  our  property  near  Bakerton,  W.  Va.,  and  the  testa  todleata 
that  tbe  average  content  of  maoganeae  will  be  less  than  30  per  cent, 
and  therefore  we  would  have  to  compete,  aa  we  develop  thia  property, 
with  a  foreign  product  that  at  present  comes  to  duty  free. 

I  am  unable  at  this  time  to  go  to  the  extent  of  this  deposit,  but  we 
have  already  hoisted  about  100  tona.  and  appearances  indicate  that  we 
have  a  considerable  quantity  of  this  material. 

Trust  your  efforts  will  be  very  successful  to  securing  the  proposed 
tariff,  we  remain, 

Very  truly  yours, 

Haxfcbs  Fbrrx  Fapeb  Ca« 
William  U.  Savkbt. 

San  Prancisco,  August  U,  J9t9. 
Hon.  TA8KCR  L.  Oddib, 

United  States  Senate,  Washington.  D.  C. 
Mr  Dbar  Senator  Oddib  :  We  of  the  West  who  are  interested  In  tbe 
economic  development  of  our  mineral  resources  certainly  appreciate  tbe 
tower  of  strength  you  have  been  in  championing  our  cause  to  Washing, 
ton,  and  especially  In  the  more  recent  matter  of  the  tariff  oa  manganeaa 
ores  now  before  the  Senate  committee. 

California,  ta  particular,  has  Important  potential  resources  to  tbe 
lower  grades  of  manganese-bearing  material,  wblcb  will  some  day  be 
made  commercial  through  methods  of  beneficlatlon  now  being  developed, 
but  which  would  largely  be  in  vain  wltbont  tariff  protection  against 
foreign  Importations. 

With  kindest  persona]  regards,  I  am,  very  truly  yonrs, 

Waltbb  H.  Bradlbt, 

BtaU  Minermlooiot. 


Wabash,  Ind.,  Augutt  tt. 
Senator  Tabkbb  L.  Oddib, 

Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sbnatob  :  We  wish  to  express  to  you  our  appreciation  of  your 
active  support  for  protection  on  the  lower  grades  of  manganese  and 
an  increase  of  one-half  cent  on  manganese  30  per  cent  and  up.  We  wish 
to  add  our  definite  assurance  that  we  will  need  the  protection  asked  if 
the  manganese  Industry  Is  to  be  developed  In  the  United  States. 

Right  at  tbe  present  time  we  are  financing  a  manganese  development 
in  eastern  Tennessee,  or.  In  other  words,  really  preparing  to  produce 
a  high-grade  product  from  the  low-grade  ores  of  Tennessee,  where 
we  operated  about  a  year  and  a  half  under  tbe  style  of  Manganese 
Ore  Co.,  using  only  tbe  crude  methods  of  production  that  have  applied 
in  the  past. 

Present  plans  call  for  the  Installation  of  a  concentration  mill  to 
develop  our  properties,  consisting  of  between  5,000  and  7,000  acrea 
of  mineral  land,  30  acres  of  which  have  been  proei)€cted  to  the  present 
time,  developing  something  over  200,000  tons  of  ore,  accordtog  to  our 
engineers. 

The  Government,  working  along  with  us.  have  advised  a  recovery 
of  present  waste  material  can  be  made  to  the  extent  of  around  TS 
per  cent,  with  a  metallic  content  of  45  per  cent.  Thia  by  gravity  con- 
centration alone,  and  further  concentration  by  roasting  the  resulting 
gravity  concentrate  raises  our  metallic  content  to  above  48  per  cent. 

We  have  carried  on  research  work  for  about  18  months,  and  know 
definitely  we  can  produce  a  high-grade  concentrate,  but  to  make  tbe 
proposition  profitable  It  is  going  to  be  necessary  to  have  the  protection 

asked. 

From  Information  at  hand  we  feel  sure  that  our  toitial  Installation, 
which  will  be  the  only  one  in  Tennessee,  will  be  the  means  of  large- 
scale  development  in  a  very  few  years.  To  the  present  time  we 
have  had  numerous  Inquiries  from  smaller  operatora  asking  us  to 
concentrate  on  a  custom  basis,  and  this  we  expect  to  do  for  the 
purpose  of  encouragtog  the  development  of  all  smaller  depoaita. 


''■  f*»l 
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Rrally  the  eitvot  of  di'po^lu  of  low-gr»d«  ore  ia  not  known  •© 
far  >«  niktrrn  Tenn«>»sH"v  U  concerned,  for  to  the  prewnt  time  no 
«l«»p  pro»pectln»  hart  b^^n  don*.  eTorythlng  being  con&ned  to  prac- 
ttrally  aurfare  work  or  (o  a  depth  of  nbvut  50  feet.  OecloKical  infor- 
matton  Isdlrates  we  majr  expect  our  main  depoaita  at  a  greater  depth. 
thU  howeTtr  will  t>e  determined  only  when  the  matter  of  manganeae 
prfMlu<llon  i*  appro«cb»d  from  an  Intelligent  standpoint  and  modern 
methods  uaed. 

This  We  expect  »o  do.  pr«>vld«Hl  we  are  protected  to  the  point  whera 
we    may   »ee   the  poa^lbilltioa  of  aome   return   on  our   Investment. 

Sccent  de«p  devekipment  in  Virginia  leada  a^  to  accept  reporta  of 
grologlata  on  our  propertlea.  alnce  the  Georgia.  Virginia,  and  Tenneaaea 
d'-poaltn  are  trfred  throngh  the  three  Sutea  In  an  unbroken  chain. 

Alltiw    ua    again    to   rxpreaa   our    apprt-clatlon    of   your   work   for    the 
mangam-ae  Induatry.  and  we  can  not  fe.1  that  the  Senate  or  the  Hooaa 
Will  allow  an  Induirtry  joat  getting  on  lU  feet  to  be  throttled. 
Vary  truly  youra. 

BoLaroN    UAnaAxmmm    CoRPoaATtoM, 
O.  D.  HtrrtHcta,  Preaident. 

PniupsBcio.  Mo.<rr..  Auowt  8,  nt>. 
Senator  TAaKU  L.  Ot>c<tB. 

Wmnhington.  D.  C. 
n«jiB  Sbjuatoe  Oddik  :   I  am  writing  yon  to  expreas  our  alncere  ap- 
preciation of  your  efforts  In  helping  maintain  the  manganeae  tariff. 

Remoral  of  the  tariff  on  manganese  would  be  a  acrloua  blow  to  the 
mining  Indastry  In  Montana.  An  Increaae  of  one-half  cent  on  man- 
ganeae  wonld  In  the  near  future  make  It  one  of  the  principal  orea 
pro<laced  In  tbia  State.  We  are  aincerely  hoping  thla  increaae  will  be 
made 

Aaaiirlng  yon.  for  all  t!u>  producers  with  whom   I  have  diacuaaed  the 
•Itaation.  that  your  endearora  are  greatly  appreciated.  I  am. 
Sincerely  youra. 

JOH.f    HiCKBT. 

Frfident  MoorUght  Mining  Co. 

Cbattamouqa,  Taif.i.,  Augmtt  t»,  tu». 
^.J^aator  Taas^  L.  Ovma. 

^       _  WaaMMfftow,  D.  C. 

HmttM  Sta :  Rrptvaenting  the  Belmont  Land  k  Mining  Co.,  I  deaire  to 
eipreaa  our  appreciation  for  the  effort  you  bare  aude  in  behalf  of 
d«D««tle  aaaagaaeaa. 

We  arc  aaail  prudueera  at  preaeat.  but  hopeful  of  increaalng  our  oat- 
put  la  the  aear  future.  We  hare  a  raluabie  property.  Howerer,  the 
ova  la  devp  under  tb«  aarfaee  and  re<)ulrea  beary  machinery  to  handle 
the  ore.  We  haven't  the  meana  to  do  the  work  properly,  and  men  of 
■leana  will  not  lend  aa  aMtney  until  the  tariff  bill  la  paaaed  by  Congreaa. 

Our  iBloea  are  on  manganese  ridgea  aome  25  miles  eaat  of  Chatta- 
•ooca.  Thla  ridoa  waa  given  Ita  name  by  the  United  States  engineers 
and  geologlata  t>ecanse  of  the  manganeae  outcroppinga  at  Intervals  along 
tta  entire  length,  some  300  miles  or  more.  It  extends  from  near  Blr- 
^'^BBlngham  north  20*  east  through  Alattama,  three  coontiea  In  northwest 
Georgia,  through  the  entire  State  of  Tennessee,  and  Into  Virginia  near 
Bristol.  The  president  of  our  company,  Mr.  J.  B.  Ryan,  of  Cobutta. 
Ga..  while  la  the  employ  of  the  Gorernment.  and  for  the  GoTernment, 
,  tramped  this  ridge  through  Tennessee  for  150  miles,  and  found  evidence 
of  manganese  on  every  mile  of  It.  He  reported  on  some  of  these  out- 
cropplngs  and  recommended  them,  but  before  the  Government  took  over 
the  prttpertiea  recommended  by  Mr.  Ryan  the  World  War  came  to  an 
end  by  the  anniittU'v.  If  the  committee's  recommendation  to  Congreaa 
for  an  Increase  of  the  tariff  on  manganeae  prevaila.  many  deposlta  along 
manganeae  ridges  will  t»e  developed.  The  ore  along  this  ridge  is  of  the 
highest  grade,  averaging  50  per  cent  metallic  manganeae. 

On  account  of  heavy  miichlnery  necessary  to  mine  thla  ore.  the  heavy 
cost  of  proper  equipment,  the  owners  of  these  several  deposits  are  not 
able  flnanrially  to  erect  a  suitable  plant,  and  with  the  uncertainty  of 
the  dutlea  l»etng  pat  on  foreign  ores  (mined  by  cheap  labor)  tht>y  can 
fet  no  loans. 

Much  of  the  foreign  ores,  as  yon  are  doubtless  advised,  la  shipped  as 
ballMat.  free  of  freight  charges,  and  in  many  inatances  ahippers  ar«  paid 
for  the  use  of  ores  sa  twllast. 

Again   thanking  you.   and  aaauring  you  of  our  high   appreciation   of 
your  labors   in   our   behalf,   and   In   behalf  of   thousands  of  Aowrtcan 
lalMreni.  and  best  wlabea,  we  are, 
Youra  very  truly, 

BSLMOTr   LaXD  k   Ml!fIlfO   Co., 
H.  U   Davib,  Btcrtt^m. 


DVLL-TH.  MlHN..  /«ly  0. 

Hon.  Task  KB  L.  Odoib. 

railed  8t*tt*  8m0tor.  WMshinglon.  D.  C. 

Mt  Dkab  SaNAToa :  I  am  writing  to  expreaa  onr  personal  appreciation 
of  your  efforts  la  behalf  of  the  tariff  on  manganeae. 

.^side    from   being  Interested  In   several   mauganiferuua   propeniea   on 
tile  Cuyoua  Bange  In  Miaaesota,  we  have  a   unit  in  the  Wsat,  which. 
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ifter  inveetigatiug  many  deposits  In  thla  coontry,  has  taken  up  several 
;>ropertie8  and  a  concintration  procesa. 

Wc  will,  of  courae.  make  no  move  to  develop  these  pri»pertlea  fur- 
ther until  the  tariff  question  on  mangaupne  Is  satisfactorily  Kttled. 
When  it  is,  we  will  proceed ;  but  it  is  perfectly  evident  that  without 
luitable  tariff  protection,  broadly  speakins.  all  the  domestic  m>iaKane«« 
production  and  efforta  In  that  direction  will  come  to  a  staudatiil. 

There  are  a  number  of  sutxiUntlal  concern.>.  that  for  several  yeara 
have  been  spending  time  and  money  endeavoring  to  help  develop  a 
domcHtlc  source  of  manganese  for  the  making  of  ferro.  and  under  proper 
protettlon  It  certainly  seems  as  If  this  Industry  could  go  a  long  way 
toward  nipplying  the  requirements  of  the  st'-el  industry  In  this  country, 
and  it  is  apparently  quite  likely  that  In  due  courae  all  of  the  require- 
ments could  be  domestically  filled. 

If  manganese  were  a  noneasentlal  war  mineral  It  would  be  different, 
Dut.  aa  'here  appears  to  be  no  substitute  for  If.  It  woulil  be  most  unfor- 
tunate If  thla  country  bad  to  continue  depending  up^m  foreign  sources, 
which  can  ao  easily  be  cut  off  under  anything  but  absolutely  normal 
peace  condltlona. 

There  seem  to  be  ao  many  arguments  In  favor  of  fostering  thla 
domestic  Industry  that  they  should  far  outweigh  the  one  argument 
largely  brought  forward  by  8ome  of  the  steel  Interesta — that  the  con- 
sumer Is  paying  too  great  an  annual  toll  through  this  tariff.  When 
thla  Is  figured  agaln.nt  pounda  of  ultimate  steel  products  the  toll  tbat 
th«  public  pays  Is  infinlteaimal,  and  If  there  were  no  other  argument  for 
A  suitable  tariff  than  building  up  a  domestic  source  of  supply  ns  a 
safeguard  against  war  conditions  of  any  consequence  almost  anywhere 
In  the  world,  I  should  think  that  that  reason  alone  would  be  suffldent. 

A  parallel  case  Is  the  tariff  protection,  or  rather  bounty,  by  which 
the  Canadian  Government  help«d  build  up  the  steel  Industry  of  Canada. 
It  doubtless  could  not  have  been  built  up  without  this  help.  The  result 
Is  that  during  the  last  war  Canada  took  particular  prlile  in  becoming 
pretty  independent  for  Its  war  steel  requirements. 

Under  nominal  world  peace  conditions  It  Is  unquestloiuibly  true  tbat 
plenty  of  excellent  ore  can  be  obtained  outside  and  imported,  and  It 
can  be  also  cited  how  little  at  the  present  time  la  being  supplied  domes- 
tically, but  If  the  steel  companies  through  desiring  to  continue  to  Import 
ore  without  having  to  pay  a  tariff  thus  killed  the  budding  domestic 
manganese  Industry,  the  toll  that  this  country  would  have  to  pay 
under  war  condltlona.  in  which  we  might  or  might  not  t>e  involved, 
would  probably  far  outweigh  the  toll  that  the  steel  Industries  cite  they 
(tmt  in  reality  the  public)  have  to  pay  by  reason  of  a  suitable  tariff 
being  maintained  to  build  up  a  domestic  Industry. 
Tours  very  truly, 

Robert  M.  Ai>.\m.s  Co.  (Inc.). 
By  RosrRT  M.  Ap.\.ms. 

Kanbas  Citt,  Mo.,  July  19,  oa. 
Hon.  Taskbb  L.  Oddii, 

United  Utates  Si-nator,  WoMhington.  D.  C. 

Dbab  Sib  :  I  am  In  possession  of  a  fourth  Interest  In  a  manganese 
mine  in  the  State  of  Colorado  about  00  miles  northwest  of  Placervllle. 

The  ore  la  pyrolualte  and  90  per  cent  of  It  will  run  between  35  per 
cent  and  53  per  cent  manganese,  but  becauae  of  Its  remote  location  the 
costs  of  transportation  are  high  and  although  it  Is  estlin.ited  there  ia  a 
tonnage  present  of  several  hundred  thousand  tons,  this  mine  can  not  be 
developed  without  tariff. 

My  aasoclatea  are  now  working  on  the  mine,  with  the  anticipation  tbat 
we  ahall  be  adequately  protected,  and  I  am  very  confident  tbat  the 
growth  of  the  manganeae  Industry  within  the  next  four  years,  providing 
we  receive  an  additional  one  half  cent  per  pound  production,  would  prove 
phenomenal. 

I  wish  to  expresa  my  sincere  thanks  to  you  for  the  work  you  are  doing 
along  this  line,  and  asaure  you  I  and  my  associates  are  very  grateful  to 
you. 

Very  truly  yours, 

r.  A.  McCox. 

Etowah  DbveIiOpment  Co., 
CarteratHUe,  Oa.,  Julp  tt,  lia». 
Hon.  Taskkb  L.  Oddib, 

Mt  Dbab  8E.<«AToa  Uddib  :  I  have  been  favored  with  a  copy  of  your 
statement  made  before  the  Senate  Finance  Coiumiitee  advocating  an 
Increase  of  duty  on  manganese  and  hasten  to  express  my  approval  of 
the  position  taken  by  you  on  this  subject. 

Inasmuch  as  the  country  la  committed  to  a  protective  tariff  as  a 
flacal  policy.  1  aee  no  reason  why  manganeae  does  not  occupy  a  posi- 
tion Justifying  protection  and  the  reasons  assigned  by  you  are  com- 
pelling in  their  logic.  It  is  a  great  natural  and  national  resource  of 
great  potential  wealth  to  the  Nation.  It  is  to  be  developed  and  when 
developed  dependa  on  the  wisdom  of  the  Congress,  that  ia  to  aay.  when 
Congress  la  willing  to  recognize  manganeae  as  a  national  resource  of  a 
[>ecuiiar  nature  demanding  an  outlay  of  investment  to  reach  the  great 
t)odl.>s  of  the  ore  which  muat  exist  in  the  depusita  of  the  aeveral  aectlona 
pt  the  Nation. 
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We  are  ourselves  the  owners  of  several  tboosands  of  acres  of  land 
upon  which  are  outcropplngs  of  manganese  and  every  other  evidence 
of  the  existence  of  bodies  of  manganese  In  large  quantities.  There 
la  a  demonstrated  area  of  large  tonnage  of  low-grade  manganese  of 
from  8  per  cent  to  26  per  cent  also.  For  the  low  grade  there  is  no 
opportunity  to  sell  at  a  profit  without  a  tariff  duty. 

To  exploit  this  property  would  cost  a  lot  of  money  and  to  spend 
•  lot  of  money  without  asaurance  of  a  return  stiffldent  to  absorb  cost 
of  proving  the  property  and  mining  expense  wonld  be  a  foollah  business 
adventure.  On  the  other  hand,  a  tariff  duty  scaled  as  you  have  it  would 
justify  us  In  developing  our  property  and  making  It  a  resource  of  value 
to  the  State.  — 

1  am  pleased  to  commend  you  for  your  very  fine  r#sumC  of  this 
subject  and  for  your  very  fine  reaaonlng  In  advocacy  of  the  scale  of 
dutlea  you  would  have  placed  on  the  different  grades  of  manganese- 
bearing  ores.  I  certainly  hope  the  Congress  will  see  the  force  of  your 
position  and  adopt  your  amendment  to  the  present  law. 

Very  truly  yours,  

OscAB  T.  Pncpus. 

B.  It.  JoBxaoK  k  Co., 
KnogvOU,  Tenn..  September  i.  ttt». 

Senator  Taskbb  L.  Oddib, 

Wathington.  D.  O. 

Mt  Dbab  Sbnatos  :  I  feel  that  It  is  entirely  proper  to  express  to  you 
my  thanks  for  the  work  you  hsve  done  and  are  doing  In  bfhtlt  of 
the  domestic  manganese. 

We  have  in  Sevier  County  two  true  fissure  velna  of  manganese  that 
win  produce  at  least  8.000.000  tons  of  manganese  running  80  per  cent 
and  better,  and  If  we  can  be  given  the  proper  protection  by  our  Govern- 
ment it  will  be  produced  and  give  work  to  hundreds  of  mountain  i>eople 
that  are  now  without  any  regular  employment.  I  hope  and  beUeve 
that  yon  will  be  able  to  undo  the  work  that  was  done  by  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  at  the  time  they  reversed  things. 

If  there  Is  sny  one  Industry  in  the  United  States  that  does  not 
need  protection.  It  Is  the  steel  Industry. 

I  see  no  reason  why  American  labor  abould  be  forced  to  compete 
with  the  pauper  labor  of  foreign  countries. 

Again  thanking  yon  for  the  good  work  that  you  have  done  and  assur- 
ing you  tbat  we  appreciate  it,  I  am 
Yours  truly, 

N.    N.    BOTDEII. 

BisMiKOHAM,  Ala.,  /«ly  tt.  tm. 

Hon.  Taskkb  L.  Oddiv, 

WatKington,  D.  C. 

Dbab  Sbwatob  :  As  a  producer  in  a  modest  way  of  manganeae  ore,  1 
wish  to  thank  you  for  interest  taken  by  you  in  the  effort  to  keep  this 
ore  off  the  free  list  and  to  aaeure  you  that  your  endeavors  were  not 
in  behalf  of  some  wlll-o'-the-wlsp  that  the  steel  manufacturers  would 
have  Congress  believe. 

I  have  mined  manganeae  and  manganlferous  Iron  ore  for  a  good  many 
years  In  Alabama,  and  am  closely  associated  with  parties  in  same  busi- 
ness In  Georgia,  close  to  the  Alabama  line.  My  work  and  explorations 
convince  me  that  the  quantity  of  this  ore  is  very  large  in  this  section 
and  much  of  It  is  high  quality ;  Indeed,  If  we  had  the  cheap  labor  re- 
puted to  be  used  In  foreign  countries  the  selection  would  result  in 
ample  suppUes  of  choice  ore.  With  the  high  cost  of  American  labor 
(which  no  true  American  is  willing  to  depress)  it  is  impossible  to  benefl- 
date  the  crude  ores  to  the  point  demanded  by  the  steel  people  and 
attained  by  cheap  foreign  labor  without  assistance  from  a  tariff  to  make 
up  the  difference  In  labor  cost.  There  ii  no  wasteful  mining  In  raialng 
the  grade  by  selection,  since  the  residue  is  suitable  for  use  in  pig- Iron 
furnaces. 

The  question  seems  to  resolve  itself  into  a  proposition  to  protect 
American  labor  with  remunerative  employment  at  living  wagev^d^  in- 
crease our  list  of  unemployed  to  aid  foreign  workers  who  are  often 
Mttle  above  savages.  The  atand  for  "America  first"  finds  approval  of 
your  course. 

Respectfully, 

D.  A.  OOBN. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  When  the  United  States  Bureau  of  Mines  was 
transferred  to  the  Department  of  Commerce  the  mineral  re- 
sources division  of  the  United  States  Geological  Survey  went 
along  with  it,  and  consequently  any  Information  concerning  the 
manganese  resources  of  the  coimtry  must  originate  with  the 
Unltt'd  States  Bureau  of  Mines.  The  Mineral  Resources  of  the 
United  States  for  1926.  Part  I,  publi.><bed  by  the  United  States 
Bureau  of  Mines,  on  pages  145  and  146,  deseril>e8  the  extensive 
low-grade  manganese  deposits  in  the  United  States,  and  I  here- 
with submit  for  publication  in  the  Bkoobo  at  this  point  quota- 
tions from  this  reptirt 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  quota- 
tions will  be  printed  in  the  Rboobo. 


The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows ! 

These  low-grade  manganlferous  and  ferruginous  ores  are  found  mainly 
in  the  Lake  Sui>erior  region.  In  Colorado,  and  In  New  Mexico ;  the 
rhodonite  and  rhodochrosite  In  Montana ;  and  the  bementite  in  the 
mineralised  area  of  the  Olympic  Peninsula.  The  major  part  of  the  ra- 
serves  of  the  Lake  Superior  region  la  In  the  Cu>-una  raufe.  The  Butte 
area  of  Montana  contains  large  quantities  of  a  mixture  of  carbonates 
and  silicates  of  manganese  and  quarta.  The  low  phosphorus  content  and 
low  ratio  of  Iron  to  manganese  In  these  minerals  favor  their  utilisation 
in  the  production  of  ferromangancse.  Regarding  the  reserves,  J.  T. 
Pardee,  after  mentioning  the  reserves  of  what  is  now  commercial  or«, 
says :  "  In  addition  the  lodea  contain  an  almost  unlimited  quantity  of 
low-grade  material  consisting  of  cart>onates  and  aillcatea  of  manganeae 
and  quarts  mixed  in  dlfftKnt  proportions.  Thla  conatltutes  a  reserve 
from  which.  If  the  necessity  arose,  the  country's  needs  mlsbt  be  largely 
supplied.  With  Improvements  In  the  methods  of  reduction  much  of  it 
might  even  become  valuable  under  ordinary  conditloits."  There  seems 
little  question  tbat  at  depth  In  the  Philipsburg  district,  MonUna.  large 
amounts  of  the  carbonates  of  manganese  will  be  encountered.  The 
problems  presented  by  the  Colorado  a|es,  largely  those  of  LeadvUle  and 
possibly  of  Red  Cliff,  are  meUllurgkaliy  like  those  of  the  Cuyuna  ran«a 
ores. 

In  the  chapter  on  manganese  In  Mineral  Rettources  for  1025.  atten- 
tion was  called  to  certain  areas  in  the  Olympic  Muuutaina,  Wajiblngtoa, 
where  conalderable  prospecUng  in  1923,  1024,  and  1025  baa  indicated 
extensive  deposits  of  bementite,  a  manganese  silicate. 

In  California,  without  exception,  deep  mining  has  shown  that  th« 
oxide  of  manganese  found  near  the  surface  gives  way  to  silicates  and 
cartwnates,  as,  for  example,  at  the  Ladd  mine  in  San  Joaquin  County. 
The  evidence  at  hand  Indicates  that  solution  of  the  problem  of  render- 
ing this  ore  metallurgicaUy  available  will  result  in  the  development  of 
large  tonnages. 

In  Nevada  are  large  bodies  of  ferruginous  manganeae  ore.  Some  of 
the  ore  of  this  type  mined  in  the  Piocbe  district  in  1926  was  utilised 
as  a  fiux;  but  the  larger  part  was  utilised  at  Provo  in  the  manufacture 
of  pig  Iron. 

If  the  manganese  in  the  Utah  ferruginous  and  manganlferous  de- 
posits were  rendered  available  for  the  manufacture  of  high-grade  ateel, 
the  domestic  output  of  manganese  would  be  Increased  materially. 

Comparatively  large  reservea  of  ferruglnooa  and  manganlferous  orea 
occur  in  Grant  Connty,  N.  Mex. 

In  the  BateavUle-Cushman  district,  Arkansas,  there  are  large  unknown 
tonnages  of  what  Is  known  as  Cason  shale,  in  which  "  manganese  but- 
tons "  occur. 

In  the  Appalachian  range  there  are  manganlferous  iron  ores  which 
present  problems  Identical  to  those  of  similar  Lake  Superior  ores. 
(Mineral  Resources  of  the  United  States,  1926,  pt.  1,  published  by  the 
Bureau  of  Mines  (quotations  from  pp.  146  and  146).)  ' 

Mr.  ODDIE.  To  me,  the  fact  that  $20,000,(KX)  has  been  In- 
vested in  the  industry  largely  under  the  stimulus  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act  Is  substantial  evidence 
that  the  investment  was  justified  on  the  basis  of  extensive  ore 
reserves,  the  development  of  whl<*  will  rapidly  proceed  under 
the  necessary  adequate  protection  afforded  in  my  amendment. 

MAKT   BKWKnCIATIKa   PBOCaSSBS   DEVSLOFBD 

When  the  manganese  schedule  wa«  under  discussion  in  1922 
low-gmde  ores  containing  30  per  cent  or  less  of  manganese 
were  not  considered  commercial  for  the  reason  that  there  were 
no  known  methods  for  recovering  the  manganese  from  such 
ores.  Furthermore,  low-grade  ores  were  then  used  only  to  a 
limited  extent  directly  in  the  metallurgical  treatment  of  iron  or 
steel.  Since  1922  metallurgical  practice  has  changed,  so  that 
low-grade  manganese  ores  have  been  used  to  a  LtTger  extent 
directly  in  the  furnace  to  sweeten  pig  iron  and  to  mix  with 
high-grade  ores  in  the  manufacture  of  fenromanganese.  New 
metallurgical  processes  have  been  developed  for  the  recovery 
of  manganese  from  low-grade  ores.  The  Bureau  of  Mines  has 
made  extwided  Investigations  and  as  a  result  reports  favorably 
on  the  application  of  flotation  and  magnetic  concentration  in 
recovering  the  manganese  in  low-grade  ores.  The  H'ln.  O.  P. 
Hood,  Acting  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  has  written  to 
me  covering  the  investigations  of  the  bureau  on  processes  for 
the  beneficiation  of  low-grade  manganese  ores,  and  I  herewith 
Hubinit  the  same  for  publication  in  the  Recobd  at  this  point  I 
ask  that  those  be  placed  in  the  R«cobd. 

The   PRESIDING    OFFICER.     Without   objection,   it   Is   so 

ordered. 
The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

UHITSO   STATBS    DXPAVtUMST  OF  COMMKBCB, 

BtTBEAn  OP  MiNBS, 

WatMngton,  June  K,  00. 

Hon.  Taskeb  L.  Oven, 

United  Btatet  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Mt    Dbab    8n.vATOB :  I    have   your    letter  dated    Washington.    D.    C, 
June  14,  regarding  recovery  of  niangBneaw  from  low-grade  dooKstlc  ores. 
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1.  I  am  wiMlhic  jma  herewith  ■  blu«-prlnt  copy  of  ■  map  of  tb« 
Btat«B.  which  the  bur«>au  haa  pr«>part>d,  thowtng  th«  occurreoc*  of 
Banicaae«e  In  S3  State*. 

2.  Ijiboratory  InTeHtiicattona  carried  on  bj  the  Bureau  of  Mines  In- 
(Hcate  that  certain  typea  of  carbonate  and  oxide  orea  of  manxaneae  are 
amenable  to  tr<>atm<>nt  by  flotation  or  maxnetic  concentration  methods. 
Tlie  bureau  ha«  llkrwiae  demount  rated  In  an  experimental  hlaat  furnace 
the  fea«lbillty  of  obtaining  In  the  pig  iron  the  manganese  from  low- 
grade  mangantferoaa  Iron  orea.  Although  oar  atodiea  in  an  experimental 
open  hearth  hare  not  yet  been  entirely  aucceaofol  in  aeparating  the 
maniranejie  from  the  Iron,  they  have  Indicated  the  direction  for  future 
experimentation.  In  addition  to  the  reaearch  of  the  Bureau  of  Minea 
ae\eral  priTate  latereata  bare  been  conducting  work  along  airailar  linea, 
and  the  reaulta  of  their  elTortii  should  be  gtvrn  careful  conalderation 
1b  any  broad  aarrey  of  the  technology  of  the  industry. 

Theae  resulta  of  tl>e  bureau's  research  are  giren  in  a  aamber  of  pnbU- 
eatloika,  of  which  the  following  are  sent  yon  herewith : 

Seporta  of  In  relitigation  a.  Serials  Noa.  3917.  2902.  2934. 

War  Ulnerala  Inreatlgatlons,  Series  No.  5. 

Bulletin  No.  13  of  the  Unirerslty  of  Minnesota. 

Reprint  <^tltled  "  Prodactios  of  FerromangaiMM  la  the  Blast 
ynraace." 

In  addition  to  thase,  other  aignlflcant  resulta  are  giren  In  Bureau  of 
M iDca  Bvlletin  ITS :  in  an  article  entitled  "  Minnesota  Manganiferooa 
Iron  er««  la  Keiatlon  to  the  Iron  and  Steel  Induatry."  by  T.  L.  Joaeph, 
■.  P.  Barrett,  and  C.  E.  Wood,  which  is  published  in  the  Tranaactiona 
of  the  American  Inatltute  of  Mining  and  Metallurgical  Engineers.  Vol- 
aaM>  LXXV.  pagea  292~S71  (1927)  ;  and  In  an  article  on  pages  49  to  56 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  First  Annual  ConTentloo,  American  Maaga- 
aeae  Producera'  Asaodatlon.  September  10-11.  1928. 

S.  The  Bureau  of  Mines  haa  made  no  original  estimate  of  manganeae 
reaerrea.  The  Mining  and  Metallurgical  Society  of  America  made  an. 
estimate  Are  years  ago.  reported  in  their  BuUetin  No.  168.  Indicating 
an  amount  of  known  recoverable  manganeae  totallog  between  three  and 
one-half  and  five  million  tona.  Dlacoreriea  made  aiace  that  tUae  ahould, 
of  coarse,  be  added. 

In  mineral  resources  chapter,  Manganese  and  Mangaalferoos  Iron 
Orea  la  1926,  oa  page  145.  the  author  states  that,  la  bla  oplaloa,  the 
hope  of  maintaining  or  tacreaaing  domestic  production  lies  la  solring 
the  metallurgical  problema  tnrolred  In  the  benefldatloa  of  low-grade 
Bianganeae  orea.  and  that  Information  arailable  indicatea  the  existence 
of  large  depoelts  of  aucb  low-grade  material  in  Minnesota,  Montana, 
Waablagtoa.  Colorado.  New  Mexico.  Nerada,  Arkaasaa,  aad  the  Appa- 
lachian Range. 

Very  tmly  yoora. 

O.  P.  Qooo,  Aeti»0  THrteUtr 
(For  Scott  Turner.  Director). 

Mr.  ODDIS.  Th#  rwrtilts  of  cooperative  reiiearch  between  the 
Tnlted  States  Bareaa  of  Miiies  and  the  MLssoarl  School  of 
Idioeti  and  Metailnrgj  wf  re  presented  In  an  address  by  Fred  D. 
DeTaney  and  J.  Bruce  Clemmer.  the  barean's  metaUoridats, 
before  the  sHCood  annual  conrentlon  of  the  American  Manganese 
ProdnceTs'  AsHociation,  held  In  Washlnnrtun.  D.  C,  on  September 
8,  1929.  from  which  I  quote,  as  follows : 

We  feel  that  the  employment  of  the  flotattoa  iwoeess  la  the  ceaeen- 
tratloB  of  maacaaeee  ores  offers  great  poaslbillties.  The  process  la 
•apecially  applkabte  to  the  concentration  of  the  carboaate  ores.  With 
oxide  ores  its  applicatloa  should  be  c«q;>eclally  ralaaMe  la  coaceatratlng 
these  ores  requlrlag  flae  griading.  U  a  high-grade  product  Is  to  hs  made, 
aad  la  handllag  ores  coataloing  aoft  manganese  mlnerala  which  slime 
badly,  cauatag  czccashre  losses  it  an  attempt  ia  nmde  to  jig  or  table 
them. 

Withla  the  last  two  yeara  auccesstol  conunereial  plaats  have  beea 
erected  tot  Ooatlag  aonaietalllcs :  one  of  these  plaats  Is  coacentratlng 
pikosphate  ores  aad  the  other  is  makiag  a  rery  high-grade  eoacentiate 
from  fluorspar  onea.  We  are  confldcnt  ttmt  at  no  far  diatant  date 
flotattoa  plaata  working  oa  manganeae  orea  will  be  In  operation  In  thla 
country,  aad  ttiat  the  adoption  of  thia  process  wlU  result  la  lacreasiag 
the  tsaagaaeas  reserves  of  the  couatry  aad  la  more  eOdent  plant 
•peratloa  to  the  producer*.  Low  grade  and  complex  ores  can  be  treated 
by  thla  psucess :  higher  recorerWa  will  be  made  in  the  mills  becaaae  of 
the  recovery  of  the  aoft  aangaaese  mlnerala  which,  nader  preseat 
Methods,  are  largely  lost  la  the  sUate*. 

Referring  to  new  processes  for  the  beoefldatlon  of  low-grade 
manganese  ores,  J.  Carson  Adkersoo,  president  of  the  AmericaD 
ManKanetie  Producers'  A.'^sociatlon,  in  his  testimony  before  the 
8ab(x>mmittee  on  Finance,  stated,  on  page  144.  as  follows: 

Flotation  of  aiaagaaeae  ore  la  a  devdopmeat  la  beoefldatioa  which 
oaly  a  year  ago  was  geaerally  declared  Impoaalble  and  la  announced  as 
the  rcoalt  of  szhaastlve  tests  carried  on  at  the  Untted  States  Bureau 
of  Mineo  npcrlsseatal  statloa  at  Rolls.  Mo.,  aadar  the  direction  9t 
WUl  H.  CockilL 

Thste  Is  Doae  who  will  dsoy  tb«  axlsteace  of  haadrsds  of  mliUoos  of 
toas  9t  avallatals  low-fftade  ■aaaaaiiss  oca  ia  the  Ualtsd  States. 
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a  none  who  can  deny  that  thla  low-grade  manganese  ore  ia  to-day  being 
lieneflciated  into  an  ore  running  higher  In  manganese  than  any  other 
ore  produced  anywhere  In  the  world ;  there  is  none  who  can  deny  that 
production  of  high-grade  ore  from  the  low-grade  material  will  continue 
to  expand  and  grow,  providing  tariff  protection  of  1^  cents  per  pound 
la  guaranteed. 

To-day  one  pUnt  alone  at  Butte,  Mont.,  is  taking  low-grade  material 
formerly  considered  worthless  and  shipping  a  high-grade  mangaaese  ore 
at  the  rate  of  7U.000  tona  a  year.  This  la  not  hoped  for;  this  la  actu- 
ally being  done,  and  the  material  ahipped  runs  61  per  cent  metallic 
maaganese. 

One  operator  at  Cartersrllle,  Ga.,  is  producing  manganese  ore  at  the 
rate  of  460  tons  a  week,  and  with,  proper  tariff  protection  guaranteed, 
machinery  now  being  installed  will  be  completed  to  bring  the  production 
to  100,000  tona  a  year.  This  is  being  done  on  a  deposit  where  all 
former  attempta  at  production  had  failed,  and  la  now  made  possible  by 
entirely  new  methods  and  proct-aHes  applied  to  manganeae  mlDing  and 
treatment. 

One  company  In  Minnesota  has  spent  more  than  |300.000  in  working 
out  a  procens  and  building  a  pilot  plant  for  the  recovery  of  manganese 
from  the  otherwise  worthless  manganese-bearing  rock  of  the  Cuyuna 
Range,  and  plana  are  under  way  fur  the  construction  of  a  plant  to 
produce  100,000  tons  per  year  of  ore  running  63  per  cent  metallic 
manganese. 

Mr.  William  B.  Daly,  manager  of  mines  of  the  Anaconda 
Copper  Mining  Co.,  In  his  ad(ire«s  before  the  second  annual  cMi- 
ventlon  of  the  American  Maugane.«»e  Producers'  Association  on 
September  9,  1929,  announced  that  in  the  company's  research 
laboratory  a  method  for  applying  the  flotation  process  to  the 
manganese  ores  of  Batte  had  been  developed,  and  substantiated 
the  commercial  success  of  some  other  processes  which  had  been 
worked  out  for  the  beneficiation  of  low-grade  manganese  ores. 
1  quote  from  hLa  address  as  follows : 

The  second  claim  made  by  the  proponents  of  free  trade  on  manganese 
ore  ia  that  if  large  tonnage  did  exist  there  ia  no  known  proceaa  to 
beaefldate  them  so  that  the  product  will  be  acceptable  to  the  steel  indus- 
try. I  am  reliably  informed  by  Mr.  K.  M.  Leute,  representing  the  Oen- 
eral  Manganese  Corporation  at  Chamberlain,  S.  Dak.,  that  a  leaching 
proceea  has  beea  successfully  developed  whereby  the  ores  belonging  to 
his  o^mpMny  can  be  beneflciated  so  that  the  product  will  assay  about  70 
per  cent  mangaaese. 

I  am  also  reliably  informed  by  Mr.  M.  C.  Lake,  representing  the 
Chapin  Exploration  Co.,  of  Kingman,  Arii.,  that  the  Bradley  process, 
which  ia  ammonium  sulphate  Icaehlng,  baa  also  been  successfully  worked 
out,  in  so  far  as  bis  ores  are  concerned,  so  that  the  i>roduct  will  asi^ay 
from  60  to  70  per  cent 

The  Anaconda  Copper  Mining  Co.,  at  Anaconda.  Mont.,  has  worked  out 
a  successful  flotation  method  which  will  beneflciate  its  rhodocbrosite  orea 
at  Butte  from  25  per  cent  to  40  per  cent,  and  at  the  same  time  reduce 
the  silica  content  to  6  or  7  per  cent.  The  working  out  of  this  process 
has  trebled  the  reserves  in  Butte. 

Considerable  progress  haa  been  made  by  the  United  States  Bureau  of 
Mines  In  working  out  methods  of  flotation  for  the  benefldatlon  of  both 
carbonate  and  oxide  manganeae  ores. 

The  third  claim  is  that  the  co«t  of  beneficiation  Is  prohibitive.  From 
my  personal  knowledge  and  from  other  information,  I  can  state  quite 
definitely  that  the  processes  described  are  simple  and  that  they  are 
laexpeaalve. 

Considering  the  small  amount  of  development  of  the  man- 
ganese industry  in  19112,  plienoraeual  progress  has  been  made 
under  the  stimulus  of  the  protection  afforded  in  the  Fordney- 
McCumber  Act  in  mininy  exploration  woric  and  especially  in 
overcoming  the  difficulties  Involved  in  beneticiating  low-grade 
ores.  This  progress  is  additional  evidence  that  American  in- 
ventive genius  can  be  counted  upon  for  developing  new  and 
most  efficient  processes  for  the  recovery  of  metals  from  even 
most  complex  ores.  To  restore  manganese  to  the  free  list,  all  of 
the  progress  so  far  made  would  be  completely  wasted.  How- 
ever, if  the  provisions  of  my  amwidment  are  made  effective,  the 
progress  already  nmde  will  continue  and  the  domestic  man- 
ganese industry  placed  upon  a  sound  and  permanent  foundation 
and  this  country  will  be  made  independent  of  foreign  sources  of 
mangmneae  supply. 

MvrAu.DaoiCAL  paooaxas  bxpaxds  oaa  bbskbvbs 

History  In  the  development  of  the  copper,  lead,  and  zinc 
Industries  in  the  United  States  demon.strates  that  It  has  re- 
quired many  years  to  reach  the  present  stage  of  efficient  pro- 
duction. The  porphry  copper  deposits  were  known  for  over 
25  years  before  a  satisfactory  leaching  process  was  developed 
and  since  then  tremendous  tonnages  of  copper  ore  have  been 
added  to  the  Nation's  reserves. 

Likewise  there  were  large  tonnages  of  complex  and  low-grade 
»inc  and  lead  ores  which  had  been  lying  dormant  for  many 
years  until  the  flotation  and  other  processes  could  be  success- 
fully applied  to  their  beneticiatioo.    That  so  much  progress  in 


the  last  two  or  three  years  has  been  made  In  developing  success- 
ful processes  for  the  beneficiating  of  low-grade  manganese  ores 
is  due  very  largely  to  the  fact  that  leaching,  flotation,  and 
other  proc^sos  which  had  become  highly  developed  in  the  cop- 
per lead  and  zinc  industries  were  available  for  experimenta- 
tion It  has  been  largely  a  matter  of  better  adjusting  the  leach- 
ing and  flotation  processes  to  the  particular  problems  Involved 
in  the  treatment  of  low-grade  manganese  ores,  rather  than  the 
discoverv  of  processes  involving  new  and  untried  principles. 
It  is  for" this  reason  that  the  metallurgists  who  have  been  work- 
ing on  the  development  of  beneflciating  proce8.ses  for  manganese 
can  be  so  certain  of  the  successful  results  obtained  and  also  in 
the  accuracy  of  estimating  the  cost  of  their  operation. 

The  manganese  industry  should  at  least  be  given  a  chanceto 
apply  on  a  larger  scale  the  processes  which  have  been  developed. 
The  protection  afforded  in  my  amendment  will  furthermore 
stimulate  metallurgical  eflTort  and  Inventive  genius  still  further 
to  perfect  the  processes  now  available. 

History  repeats  itself  in  the  case  of  manganese  as  it  has  in 
the  case  of  copper,  lead,  and  zinc.  Improvements  in  metal- 
lurgical processes  have  Invariably  resulted  in  lowering  costs  of 
operation,  profitably  treating  material  containing  less  metal,  and 
thereby  substantially  expanding  the  manganese  ore  reserves  of 
the  Nation. 

IN  riTLL  ACCOBD  WITH   ADUINISTBATION'S   PKOOaAJf 

To  summarize.  Mr.  President,  there  are  five  principal  reasons 
for  taking  up  this  item  and  the  adoption  of  my  amendment  at 

the  present  time:  ,       ,     ,        .x,  j    *^.  *».« 

First.  The  development  of  new  metallurgical  methods  for  tne 
beneflclntlon  of  low-grade  manganese  ores. 

StHMnul.  The  changes  in  metallurgical  practices  whereby  low- 
grnde  manganese  ores  are  used  more  extensively  in  the  furnace. 

Third.  The  desirability  to  industry  generally  in  developing  a 
domestic  manganese  industry  to  safeguard  against  exorbitant 
foreign  prices.  ^       ,       . 

Fourth.  The  favonible  prospects  of  the  more  extensive  bene- 
ficial use  of  manganese  as  a  ferUlizer  by  the  farmers  of  the 

United  States.  .    .  ^  ..  v     i       **,?■, 

Fifth.  The  importance  to  the  national  defense  of  having  this 

country  pennanenUy  made  independent  of  foreign  sources  of 

manganese  supply.  .  ,.     .„^„«. 

There  are,  therefore,  five  principal  reasons  for  readjustment 
of  the  tariff  on  manganese  ores  in  accordance  with  my  amend- 
ment each  one  of  which  is  in  accord  with  the  administration  s 
program,  especially  that  which  indicates  the  importance  of  by- 
product manganese  sulphate  as  a  ferUlizer  for  the  use  of  the 

farmer. 

Mr.  ASHURST  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  President—— 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana?  „  ' 

Mr   ASHURST      I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  see  by  the  clock  that  It  Is  now 
20  minutes  to  6.  What  Is  the  view  of  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  JoNiB]  with  respect  to  the  matter  of  quitting  for 

Mr  JONES.  The  Senator  from  Arizona  said  he  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  go  on  for  a  while  lo-night         .      ,  ^  ^    ^ 

Mr  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  the  hour  is  late,  and  I 
understand  that  an  executive  session  Is  desired.  I  am  entirely 
willing  if  I  may  secure  the  floor  to-morrow  when  we  convene, 
to  forego  any  address  to  the  Senate  to-night. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  would  be  entiUed 

to  the  floor  to-morrow.  .,.  .  .^         ».     ,j 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  was  very  eager  that  there  should 
be  a  larger  attendance  to  hear  the  Senator  from  Arizona  discuss 
this  Important  subject.  I  am  loath  to  ask  for  a  quorum  at  this 
time;  and  that  leads  me  to  suggest  that  It  would  be  wise  to 
forego  further  consideration  of  the  bill  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Then,  I  surrender  the  floor  until  to-morrow, 

Mr.  President.  , ,  . 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  would  have  no  ob- 
jection if  I  should  occupy  four  or  five  minutes  to-night  to  get  a 
matter  in  the  Record,  with  the  understanding  that  I  do  not 
deprive  the  Senator  from  Arizona  of  the  floor? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     No,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  JONES.    Mr.  President,  I  shall  use  only  three  or  four 

minutes.  *  _ 

I  have  In  my  hand  Bulletin  725  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Contributions  to  Economic  Geology,  1»21,  by  F.  L. 
Ransoine  and  E.  F.  Burchard,  geologists  In  charge.  This  docu- 
ment sets  out  the  knowledge  that  we  had  at  that  time  with 
reference  to  the  presence  of  manganese  and  manganese  ores  In 
the  various  States.  At  page  229  it  gives  an  account  of  the  pros- 
pects In  the  State  of  Washington.  I  ask  that  I  may  have  printed 
in  the  Ricoan  what  I  have  marked  on  pages  229  and  230. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  the  marked 
portions  of  the  bulletin  will  be  printed  in  the  Rixxmo. 
The  matter  referred  to  ia  as  follows : 

DKFOSrrS   IN   WA8HINOTOM INTBODOCTIOH 

in  1915  and  1916.  when  general  attention  was  first  turning  toward 
western  sources  of  manganese,  several  deposits  in  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington were  developed  and  a  small  amount  of  ore  was  produced.  Some 
of  these  deposits  had  been  discovered  at  an  earlier  date,  and  a  few — 
in  particular  the  Black  and  White  mine,  along  the  North  Fork  of 
Skokomlsb  River  above  Lake  Cnshman,  and  the  Tubal  Cain,  west 
of  Qullcene — were  partly  developed  in  a  search  for  copper  and  other 
minerals.  In  1917  and  1918  deposiU  along  the  North  Pork  of  Bkokomish 
River  were  developed  to  a  moderate  extent  for  manganese,  but  no  ship- 
ments were  reported.  Prom  the  Black  and  White  mine,  however,  100 
tona  or  more  of  manganiferous  material  that  contained  noteworthy 
amounts  of  native  copper  was  shipped  as  copper  ore.  The  total  reported 
production  of  manganese  ore  in  Washington  Is  less  than  500  tons,  most 
of  which  was  used  by  the  Bllrowe  Alloys  Co.  at  Tacoma  for  making 
ferromangaitese.  Despite  their  email  production,  however,  most  of  tho 
Waahington  deposits  are  decidedly  interesting  and  not  without  future 
poetiibilltles  as  profluble  sources  of  considerable  manganese.  Except 
the  deposit  at  the  Three  Buttea  mine,  a  rather  smaU  body  la  the 
Okanitgan  Valley  near  Omak,  the  doposltg  are  of  an  unusual  type.  They 
consist  chiefly  of  bementlte,  a  mineral  which  is  practically  unknown  else- 
where and  which,  although  it  carries  a  rather  large  percentage  of  man- 
ganese, is  too  high  In  silica  to  be  used  for  making  ftrro-aUoys  by  ordi- 
nary metallurgic  methods. 

In  places,  however,  manganese  oxides  are  associated  with  the  bemen- 
tlte. the  mixture  forming  an  ore  suitable  for  reduction  in  the  electric 
furnace.  On  account  of  the  general  lack  of  development  work  the 
amount  of  ore  of  this  kind  available  is  difBcult  to  estimate,  but  it  Is 
believed  to  be  large.  As  shown  by  the  natural  exposures  the  quantity 
of  bementlte  avaUable  is  to  be  measured  by  tens  if  not  hundreds  of 
tbonsands  of  tons.  Whether  this  material  unmixed  will  ever  be  a 
profitable  source  of  manganese  depends  on  future  advances  In 
metallurgy. 

•  •••••• 

Manganiferous  deposits  are  found  in  a  belt  2  or  3  miles  wide  that 
lies  on  the  east  and  south  slopes  of  the  Olympic  Mountains  and  extends 
from  a  point  south  of  Lake  Quins  ult  to  the  basis  of  Uungerness  River, 
a  distance  of  50  miles  or  more.  Deposits  that  are  similar  to  thoae 
in  the  Olympic  Mountains  are  found  also  about  60  and  75  miles  farther 
northeast,  respecUvdy,  on  Fidalgo  Island,  south  of  Anacortes.  and  on 
the  mainland  east  of  Samish  Bay. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  have  received  quite  a  number  of 
communications  from  persons  representing  companies  Interested 
In  manganese  and  manganese  development  In  the  State  of  Wash- 
ington There  Is  one  letter  that  I  desire  to  read  to  the  Senate, 
under  date  of  October  30,  from  the  Washington   Manganeae 

Mining  Co. : 

SSATTLB,  Wash.,  Octo\>er  $0,  I9t». 

Senator  Weslet  L.  Jones, 

Waahington,  D.  0. 

HoNORABLB  SiE  t  The  Senate  no  doubt  will  soon  take  up  the  man- 
ganese debate  and  in  this  connection  we  wish  to  call  your  attention 
once  more  to  the  Olympic  Range,  and  especially  to  the  Crescent  mine, 
which  has  this  past  month  been  examined  by  one  of  the  best  mining 
engineers  who  was  sent  out  by  a  large  corporation,  and  who  haa  re- 
ported this  property  the  most  virgin  manganese  field  with  the  highest 
grade  ore  be  haa  ever  seen. 

He  alao  reported  that  the  tonnage  ia  satiafactory  with  much  more 
to  be  developed.  This  pertains  to  high-grade  ore  only,  and  samples 
taken  t-an  54.85  to  59  per  cent  manganese. 

As  to  the  low-grade  ore  It  is  not  possible  to  estimate  the  tonnage  for 
the  quantity  is  very  large ;  however,  by  benefldatlon  a  very  large  ton- 
nage of  high-grade  ore  can  be  produced. 

In  addition  manganese  sulphate  wiU  no  doubt  soon  play  aa  important 
part  as  fertiliser  benefiting  the  farmer. 

To  make  this  possible,  however,  a  protective  tariff  Is  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  put  the  induatry  on  Ita  feet,  and  the  duty  aaked  for  In  Senator 
ODDia'a  manganese  amendment  would  make  this  infant  Industry  within 
a  short  time  a  fuU-grown  giant  .....  ^     ... 

If  the  Olympic  deposits  are  developed,  many  assocUted  Industries 
would  be  brought   here  and  our   State  would   benefit  greatly   by   this 

'^Su^'^ertalns  not  only  to  this  State  but  every  State  In  the  Union 
where  mangaaese  is  found,  and  we  have  84  SUtes  where  manganese 
deposits  have  been  located. 

These  valuable  resources  can  be  developed  and  your  help  will  go  a 
ereat  way  to  make  this  development  a  100  per  cent  success. 

It  means  that  our  country  wiU  become  Independent  aa  far  as  this  very 
valuable  mineral  Is  concerned. 

Very  truly  yours,  ^ 

WASRiNCTOK  MANOAirraa  MiNTiro  Ca, 

C.  AsaawAKD,  Becretary. 
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Then  I  ask  tn  haTe  printed  In  the  Eecoan  alonir  with  this 
a  letter  from  Charles  W.  Culver,  of  the  A.  C.  E.  Derelopment 
Co.  under  date  of  August  22.  1929;  also  a  letter  from  the 
Washliifton  ManKauese  Mining  Co..  dated  June  12,  1929;  also 
a  letter  of  the  I'rotectlre  Corporation  of  America,  of  Seattle, 
under  date  of  August  29.  1929. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  letters 
will  be  printt>d  Id  the  Recoso. 

The  letters  are  a«  follows: 

SBATrLS,  Wash..  Aum^t  tx,  t9a. 

Boa.    WULST    M.   JONSS, 

Vmit04  atatet  Senmtor.  WoMhimgfn,  D.  C. 

Mt  I>mA«  Mb.  Jonss  :  We  hart  written  yoQ  one  or  more  letter*  within 
the  pa»t  few  months  with  reference  to  the  ttriff  on  maBgrnoese.  Thta 
queotlon  U  of  vlUI  Importance  to  oar  8t«te  of  WtahlnKton  and  manj 
other  8Ute«  of  the  Union,  altogether  to  the  number  of  33  States,  we 
beUare. 

We  note  with  regret  that  the  Repobiicana  on  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee,  who  were  reported  to  be  In  favor  of  retaining  the  present 
faHff  on  manganese,  suddenly  decided  tn  faror  of  putting  manganeae  on 
the  free  list.  This  would  deal  a  solar  plenia  blow  to  the  manganese 
industry  of  the  State  of  Washington,  as  well  as  that  of  other  States 
engaged  In  this  Induatry. 

You.  no  doubt  understand  that  the  present  tariff  on  manganese  la 
1  cent  a  puund  and  that  the  prodoc«>rs  aitked  for  an  Increase  of  60 
par  rent,  making  a  1>4  cent  unit,  and  reducing  the  limit  on  which  It  Is 
applicable  from  30  to  10  per  cent.  The  committee  voted  In  favor  of 
this  m-eent  unit  recently,  bot  now  we  undersund  they  have  suddenly 
reversed  themselves.     Why? 

We  can  not  urge  upon  you  too  strongly  the  Importance  of  your  using 
every  posulble  Influence  to  help  and  conserve  the  manieanese  Industry 
whvn  this  question  comes  up  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  early  In 
September,  to  secure  a  protective  tariff  for  manganese,  and  any  Influence 
which  you  can  conscientiously  bring  to  bear  upon  your  fellow  Congress- 
men will  he  itreatly  appreciated. 
Yours  very  truly, 

A.  C.  E.  DgvgLOPifKWT  Co., 
By  Chas.  W.  Cclvbe. 

Skattls,  WasB.,  Jmne  a,  199. 

Bon.    WCMLCT   L.   JONKS. 

U»{tr4  StateM  Hfnate.  Vraahington.  D.  C. 
HONOBABLK  Sib  :  Regarding  the  tariff  on  manganeae  ores,  the  follow- 
ing statistics  are  signllk'ant. 

Import*  of  wMf%f«nr9e  orr  into  thr  United  8tate» 
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374.451 
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231.398 
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04 
5.9 
17.8 
400 
35.3 
43.1 
49.0 


Two  Important  facts  are  t>rought  oat  In  this  table  :  First,  that  Russia 
supplitHl  practically  50  per  cent  of  the  manganese  ores  Imported  into  the 
Tnlted  Sttates  In  1028 ;  secnnd.  that  the  imi>ortatlon  of  mangam-se  ore 
fell  to  a  very  low  level  In  1928. 

Why?  • 

The  following  letter  was  filed  with  the  Wsys  and  Means  Committee 
in  the  House  by  Mr.  C.  A.  Buck,  vice  president  of  the  Bethlehem 
Steel  Co.  : 

"  MangBBeae  being  essential  to  steel  making,  every  effort  has  been 
made  tn  establlah  Its  existence  In  quantity  and  quality  in  our  own 
country.  1  know  personally  from  40  years'  experience  that  every  effort 
has  Itern  made  by  us  In  that  ctlrection,  and  I  would  urge  the  committee 
to  reflect  on  the  fart  that  the  steel  Industry  itself  would  voluntarily, 
without  any  tariff  or  otb<.T  obligation,  turn  to  the  domestic  source  of 
materials  if  such  materisk)  existed  In  proper  quantity,  quality,  and 
location." 

He  concludes  by  siiying  that  "  I  ofldally  speak  for  the  greater  part 
of  the  steel  Industry."  and  Insists  on  the  "  reestabtlshment  of  man- 
gane<«e  ort*  on  the  free  list,"  the  very  thing  that  will  forever  make 
lup*iaBible  the  development  of  the  production  of  manganese  on  a  large 
■mle  in  this  country. 

lu  view  of  his  iniiistence  on  placing  manganese  on  the  free  list,  the 
sincerity  of  bis  profensions  of  interest  in  our  domestic  production  is  not 
convincing.  It  is  dfcrea singly  convincing  as  we  examine  into  the  activi- 
tl«B  of  Leonard  J.  Buck   (Inc.),  which  is  the  commercial  agent  In  the 


tJnited  States  of  the  soviet  manganeBe  ore  tni«t.     This  Leonard  J.  Buck 
is  none  other  than  the  son  of  the  vice  president  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel 

:o. 

The  second  fact : 

Why  the  decrease  of  high-grade  ore  ImporUtion  in  1928  T 

This  falling  off  Is  due  to  the  fact  that  the  producers  of  hlgh-grnde  pig 
ron  and  steel  have  found  a  way  to  use  the  low-grade  ore,  and  during  the 
rear  1928.  according  to  reliable  data.  Imported  in  the  neighborhood  of 
100.000  tons  of  manganese  ore  cairylng  a  content  of  from  27  to  28  per 
•ent  metallic  manganese,  thereby  dodulng  payment  of  duty.  Is  not 
:hls  sufficient  answer  to  the  geutlemau  who  claims  that  ore  of  It^ss  than 
10  per  cent  is  of  no  value?  If  low-grade  ores  are  of  no  value,  why  these 
mportationsT  In  many  cases  these  low-grade  ores  are  mixed  with  th« 
hlifh-grade  ores  after  being  Imported,  thereby  cheating  the  Federal 
Treasury  out  of  what  Is  Justly  due. 

You  can  readily  see  why  we  are  ackliig  duty  on  ore  containing  10  per 
cent  metallic  manganese  and  up  instead  of  ore  containing  .30  per  cent 
ind  upward.  There  are  untold  quantities  of  this  quality  of  ore  In  this 
country  (10  to  30  per  cent)  and  with  processes  of  bcnefldation  this 
country  can  be  made  Independent  of  foreign  countiies. 

In  order  to  develop  the  Industry  and  induce  capital  to  Invest  we  need 

tariff  on  this  grade  of  ore,  in  order  that  we  may  be  able  to  compete 
srlth  cheap  foreign  labor. 

Trusting  that  this  young  Industry  may  receive  your  earnest  support 
for  the  necessary  duty,  so  that  our  Stale  may  sliare  in  a  large  measure 
In    developing    the    enormous    quantity    of    manganese    existing    in    the 
Olympic  Range,   we   remain. 
Respectfully  yours, 

Washington  Manqa.nese  Mining  Co., 
C.  OSSEWABD,  Secretary  and  Treasurer. 


Pbotective  Corpobation  ok  America, 

Seattle,  August  i».   1929. 

Hon.   Wbslbt  L.  Jokbs,  Senator, 

Waahinffton,  D.  C. 

DSAB  ScNATOR :  I  regret  to  note  that  the  tariff  committee  will 
recommend  that  manganese  ores  be  placed  on  the  free  list.  If  this 
is  done  the  development  of  the  manganese  ores  lu  the  Olympic  Penin- 
sula will  cease.  Possibly  you  are  not  aware  that  there  are  a  num- 
ber of  manganese  claims  that  are  being  developed  in  that  territory. 
The  manganese  found  in  the  Olympic  mountains  is  very  good  grade 
and,  with  the  new  process  of  extraction,  they  will  be  able  to  produce 
a  large  tonnage  If  they  are  given  some  protection  by  the  Government. 

With  no  duty  on  m-ingani-se  ores  they  will  come  Into  this  country 
from  foreign  countries,  produced  by  cheap  labor,  as  ballast  or  at  a 
very  nominal  rate.  and.  I  think  you  will  agree  with  me.  that  this 
will  not  be  very  encouraging  to  the  development  of  manganese  In  the 
State  of  Washington  and  other  States.  I  assume  that  the  large  steel 
Interests  are  anxious  to  see  manganese  on  the  free  list,  but  with  the 
enormous  net  earnings  of  the  steel  corporations.  It  does  not  appear 
to  me  that  they  need  very  much  protection  by  stopping  the  develop- 
ment of  manganese  properties  In  this  country  and  permitting  man- 
ganese to  come  In  without  duty.  I  am  taking  the  liberty  of  calling 
your  attention  to  this,  hoping  that  you  will  be  able  to  use  your 
Influence  ani|  get  a  duty  placed  on  manganese  ore  before  the  final 
settlement  of  the  tariff  bill. 
Yours  very  truly, 

C.    W.     HOLB. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  will  .state  that  I  have  a  letter 
from  Mr.  D.  G.  Mclntire,  president  of  the  Skagit  Steel  &  Iron 
Worlv.s,  to  which  he  has  iittached  a  conimiiiiication  from  the 
American  Steel  Institute  regarding  the  removal  of  duty  on 
manganese  ore.  He  says  that  if  the  figures  and  statements  in 
this  article  are  correct,  then  he  is  opposed  to  putting  a  tariff 
on  manganese.  I  desire  to  call  attention,  however,  to  just  one 
statement — I  will  not  go  further  with  thi.s — which  shows  to  me 
the  importance  of  the  development  of  this  industry  or  of  this 
re.source  in  our  t>wn  States. 

This  article  says: 

Manganese  ore  is  an  absolute  essential  in  making  munitions. 

If  that  is  true,  Mr.  President,  this  country  should  not  be 
deiwndent  upon  any  foreign  country  for  that  which  is  essential 
in  munitions  in  case  we  should  have  any  trouble. 

If  we  were  to  use  up  our  entire  snpply  of  manganese  ore  In  the 
United  States  for  commercial  purposes,  we  would.  In  the  event  of  another 
war.  be  wholly  dependent  for  munitions  on  our  ability  to  import  man- 
gan»>se  from  India,  Russia.  Africa,  and  Sonth  America.  The  longer  we 
can  postpone  the  exhaastion  of  our  limited  supply  of  manganese,  the 
stronger  position  we  will  be  in  for  national  defense. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  tlie  interest  of  national  defense,  if  we 
are  to  put  it  that  way.  we  should  develop  this  res()urce  and 
determine  what  we  have ;  and  the  Indications  are  that  we  have 
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far  more  than  enon^  to  meet  all  the  demands  that  may  be 

Mr'  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  at  this  juncture  In  the 
Rbcobo.  and  not  as  appendixes,  I  ask  that  there  be  printed  cer- 
tain extracts  from  editorial  comments  (m  manganese. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Record,  as  follows: 

■XTBACTS    »BO»l    EDITORIAL    COMMENTS    ON     MASGANESa 

[New  York  aty  Evening  World.  August  16,  19291 
in  other  words,  the  Government  has  been  used  to  present  the  United 
States  Steel  Orporatlon  with  a  gift  of  from  five  to  six  mllUoni  because 
it  wanted  the  gift  and  demanded  it. 

This  corporation  has  always  been  liberal  with  campaign  funds,  and 
who  cares  for  the  masaes  who  must  buy  sugar  and  shoes  and  the  cheaper 
grade  of  clothing  and  .blankets?  They  dont  contribute.  Business  la 
business,  and  sometimes  business  Is  politics  and  politics  is  business. 
[Boulder  (Colo.)  Camera,  August  19,  1929) 
Mr  Hoover  said  at  Pueblo  November  3  last :  "  Of  your  minerals.  Bine, 
tungsten,  and  manganese  could  scarcely  be  produced  except  for  the 
protective  tariff." 

Mr.   Hoover   gave   the  tariff  on   these   metals  as  a  reason  why   the 
Republican  Party  should  be  kept  In  power. 

[LeadvlUe  (Colo.)   Herald,  August  18,  19291 
The  so-called  ultimate  consumer  Is  not  adversely  affected  by  the  im- 
position of  a  tariff  on  manganese.*    Certainly  the  Steel  Trust  would  be  a 
sufferer,  for  it  thrives  greatly  by  protective  duties  on  its  products,  and 
it  Is  not  of  record  that  It  passes  on  these  benefits  to  the  consumer. 
[Ohio  SUte  Journal.  August  21.  1929] 
Over  the  week-end  there  was  a  change  of  sentiment,  the  mangane*ie 
rate  was  brought  up  for  reconsideration  and  the  same  Senate  committee. 
by  a  vote  of  6  to  6.  voted  to  wipe  out  the  duty  and  put  the  ore  on  the 
free  list      Later  came  the  announcement  from  Moscow  that  the  United 
BUtes  Steel  Corporation  had  contracted  with  the  Soviet  representative* 
for  160,000  tons  of  manganese  ore  per  year  for  five  years. 

At  the  hearings  steel  representatives  said  the  duty  had  cost  the  Bteel 
Industry  about  145,000.000  during  the  last  six  years.  If  the  dnty  1« 
taken  off  will  that  bring  steel  prices  down?  Of  course  it  will  not  but 
the  advantage  will  go  to  the  producer.  As  Western  States  are  inter- 
ested In  pro4luclng  manganese  ore  the  action  of  the  Senate  committe* 
offers  another  reason  for  objecting  to  the  tariff  measure  by  western 
representatives. 

[The  Crosby  Courier,  Crosby,  Minn..  February  28  1929] 
Our   reserves   of   these   low-grade   ores  are   extensive   but    to   have   a 
supply  of  high-grade   product   available   in   an   emergency   requires  an 
adequate  tariff  protection  In  times  of  peace. 

[The  Constltntion.  AUanU,  Ga.,  March  3,  1929] 
Taking  one  Instance  for  illustration,  the  Manufacturers  Record  warns 
the  manufacturing  Interests  that  no  manufacturer  who  seeks  a  pro- 
tective duty  on  his  product  has  any  right  to  protest  against  a  protective 
duty  on  another  man's  product  which  he  uses  as  hU  so-called  raw 
material. 

[New  York  Herald  Tribune,  May  27,  1929] 
The  tariff  makers  were  told,  too,  that  the  provision  for  duty-free  entry 
of  low  grade  manganese  ores  Is   In   effect   a   breach   of  faith   with  the 
Investors  and  Industrialists  who  responded  to  the  (Government's  plea  for 
the    development    of    America's    manganese    resources    as    a    matter    of 
national  policy  in  making  this  country  Independent  of  foreign  sources. 
[Port  Angeles  (Wash.)   News,  May  24,  1929] 
Manganese  mining  can  be  made  a  prosperous  industry  in  the  Olympics 
if  olBcIal  Washington  ever  recognises  the  true  condition  of  the  market 
and  is  sincere  about  aiding  Americans  Instead  of  foreigners. 
[Madison  (S.  Dak.)  Leader.  August  24,  1929] 
If  the  deposits  are  as  rich  as  some  mining  engineers  and  metallurgists 
claim   from   tests   made   the  mining  of  manganese  may  develop  into   a 
major  Industry  in  South  Dakota. 

[Mitchell  (S.  Dak.)  Republican,  August  23,  1929] 
It    BO   happens,    however,   that   theso   manganese   deposlU   have   been 
found  in  about  80  States  in  the  Union.     Of  course,  some  of  the  deposits 
are  richer  than  others,  but  the  placing  of  manganese  on  the  free  list 
will  effectually  prevent  their  rapid  development. 

[Rapid  City  (8.  Dak.)  Guide,  August  23,  1929] 
Their  products  with  the  manganese  alloy  are,  of  course,  protected. 
Naturally  they  do  not  want  to  pay  a  duty  on  the  manganese,  for  the 
obtaining  of  which  they  have  so  advantageous  an  arrangement.  Their 
success  with  the  administration  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  is 
not  a  testimonial  to  the  virtue  of  their  arguments  for  free  manganese, 
but  it  is  a  stupendous  demonstration  of  their  InQoence  on  the  Repub- 
lican administration. 


[Miami  (FUt.)  News,  August  29,  1929] 
Steel  has  always  been  the  backbone  of  the  protective  Bystem.     Yet 
steel  is  for  free  trade  in  the  things  it  must  buy.     This  brings  to  view 
the  long-sought,  real  principle  In   tariff  making.     Tariffs  on  the  things 
we  sell,  free  trade  in  the  things  we  buy.  tiiafs  what  everybody  wants. 
[Aberdeen  (8.  Dak.)  American,  August  20,  1929] 
It  can  readily  be  calculated  In  a  general  way.  however,  what  it  would 
mean  to  this  State  If  a  large  company  like  the  Steel  Corporation,  which 
practically  supplies  the  world,  should  start  and  maintain  mining  opera- 
tions here.  Instead  of  going  to  the  extra  expense  of  obtaining  franchises 
in  foreign  lands. 

[Pierre  (S.  Dak.)  Journal,  August  20,  1929] 
For  this  purpose,  with  added  financial  backing,  the  sponsors  employed 
John  A.  Savage,  weU-known  Duluth  engineer,  for  pit  tests.  After  nine 
months'  work  Mr.  Savage  made  a  report  declaring  there  is  available 
50,000,000  tons  of  surface  ore,  to  say  nothing  of  the  millions  addittooal 
which  may  be  had  by  strip  mining. 

[Denver  (Colo.)  News,  August  16,  1929] 
Colorado  has  produced  large  quantities  <rf  manganese  ores.  How 
much  it  could  produce  is  unknown,  because  capital  has  feared  to  ad- 
venture because  of  the  uncertainty  of  the  Uriff  situaUon  on  this  com- 
modity. With  free  manganese  Colorado  will  be  unable  to  produce  a  ton ; 
if  Leadville  and  other  camps  were  assured  of  protection  for  some  years 
ahead,  there  U  no  doubt  but  what  they  could  supply  aU  the  manganese 
needed  in  the  steel  works  of  the  West. 

[New  York  aty  Evening  World,  August  17,  1929] 
It  is  most  desirable  that  aU  the  cards  in  the  manganese  matter  be 
forced  upon  the  table  in  a  room  open  to  the  public 

[Boulder  (Colo.)  Camera,  August  16,  1929] 
Manganese  U  a  product  of  Olorado  mines,  a  tariff  on  which,  dis- 
tributed among  the  consumers  of  steel,  of  which  it  is  an  alloy,  has  beea 
an  inconsiderable  Item.  Yet,  at  the  beck  and  call  of  the  steel  interest^ 
the  tariff  which  protected  that  mineral  has  been  stricken  by  the  Senat* 
committee  and  manganese  has  been  placed  on  the  tret  list. 

One  of  the  elements  which  has  made  it  possible  to  continue  operatloa 
of  the  South  Park  Railroad,  branch  of  the  Colorado  *  Southern,  has 
been  manganese  tonnage. 

[Miami  (Fla.)   Herald,  August  17,  1929] 
Producers  in  these  States  will  probably  object  to  the  action  of  the 
Senate   Finance   Committee   and   wUl,   with   the   rest   of  the   country, 
wonder  if  there  is  any  connection  between  the  big  contract  in  Russia 
and  the  action  of  the  committee. 

[A.  J.  SeUgman— New  York  Herald-Tribune,  August  21,  1929] 
Our  company  alone  has  produced  and  can  produce  from  two  to  torn 
times  the  5  per  cent  the  steel  companies  allow  for  the  American  manga- 
nese producers,  and,  with  incentives  to  the  other  companies  In  the 
matter  of  price  and  the  development  of  the  several  benefldatlon  proc- 
esses, a  large  proportion  of  the  amount  of  manganese  needed  in  Amf<**e% 
could  be  produced  at  once. 

[Tampa  (Fla.)  Times.  August  21.  1929] 
When  is  a  duty  not  a  proper  duty?  When  billion-dollar  combines  that 
wlU  sometimes  contribute  to  campaign  chests  are  wanting  to  buy  raw 
material  away  from  home.  The  l-cent  duty  on  manganese  vanished  as 
does  the  summer  mist  and  all  that  was  seen  In  the  bright  August  sun 
was  manganese  smiling  on  the  free  list 

[Columbus  (Ohio)   SUte  Journal,  August  21,  1929] 
At  the  hearings  steel  representatives  said  the  duty  had  cost  the  steel 
Industry  about  $45,000,000  during  the  last  six  years.     If  the  duty  is 
taken  off  will  that  bring  the  prices  of  steel  down?    Of  course  It  will 
not.  but  the  advanUge  will  go  to  the  producers. 

[Rapid  City  (S.  t)ak.)  Journal,  August  21,  1929] 
Now  South  DakoU  comes  forth  with  the  Information  that  she  has 
enough  manganese  to  supply  all  United  SUtes  manufacturing  needs  for 
generations  to  come.  It  is  no  more  than  fair,  according  to  our  system, 
that  United  States  should  use  South  Dakota  manganese  in  preference  to 
foreign  ores. 

[Sparks  (Nev.)  Tribune,  August  21,  1929] 
The  production  of  manganese  is  one  of  Nevada's  Infant  industries  and 
needs  nourishing.     The  industry  has  developed  a  process  whereby  low- 
grade  manganese  or*  can  be  developed  Into  a  »>t«M«de  ?«»<»«*. 
And  thus  Nevada  again  suffers  from  another  tariff  bUL 

[Reno  (Nev.)  State  Journal,  August  20.  1929] 
This  Ulk  about  conserving  our  natural  resources,  partlculariy  when 
applied  to  manganese.  Is  pure  and  unadulterated  bunk,  and  the  vote  of 
JJe  S«.ste  Finance  Committee  reversing  itself  In  the  matter  show,  how 
completely  the  steel  interesU  and  other  IndusUlal  barons  doaxinat.  the 
tariff  proposals. 
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M(  I't  11^  rtnl  •••i|»«w»*«.  •»<•  "'•»"'•  <•<•♦•  ••»"•••  "*  •"•••r  MM«fl  III** 

TIM  ^tf^  ttt4mtrr  •••  in«f«»»r«M   •«  »u  i/^t^wwi   •«••••«•  H'  »  W«te  I 
»f»t*r4lv«    »«r»f      IM«    »„fp»f*tU»i*»    f**"**    in    iofm*    -i   >UAUf<t    "Sir 

MaagJinM*  »r»  U  pfo<1tt«wl  lu  :J'.'  hi.i.-.,  wht.li  i»#«i»«  tb««  •<  »^»» 
00  (UMtor..  vr  two  tWrd«  «»  tk«  H^n-t^  mx  ».•  ..p^i-a  u.  f.TW  « 
«ut/  ••  it,  bat   vUl  tb«yY 

(gbtfiby  (R    iMk  »   RiKord.  AugtMt  20,  lU'.'Ol 
Til*   d#wlopi««it  of   tb»  HMinimB.^  d-pcmlt.   In   Boutb    I>«lioU  U   a 
proj-rt  to  whirh  *r«T  »l»ooicht/ul   dtlB^n  U  nnd   nbouW  b«  InterMted. 
(AlUanev   ( Ni'br  )    New*.  Aucu«t  20.  19291 
Their  aarcMS  with  the  ndmlnUtratlon  inem«>er«  of  th«?   FJnanc  Com- 
Bltt.^   U  not   a   tertJmoDl-l   fo  thr   rlrtu^   of   their  arRumentB   for   frro 
mancanew.  bat  It  la  a  atupendoua  demonstration  of  their  Influence  on 
the    ReiKibliMD    adBlnlstrmtlon. 

[WlDMmaeca  (Ner.)  Sttr.  Ao«t»«t  21.  1929.     Ely  (Ner.)  TliDea.  Auguat 

'M,  1929] 
Wbea    tba    Indnatry    Anally    geta    Into    atrongtr    handa.    meUls    will 
recelT*  fair  coaaideratlon  In  tariff  application. 

[Ton«pah  Dally  Timea.  Angnat  30.  1929] 
United   StJitea  BteeJ,   whose  basic   fortune  cornea   from   the   mines  of 
the    rnlted    States,    seeks    to   und.rmine    the   natural    resources   of   the 
American  people  by  building  np  a  compelltlre  Industry  for  a  competitor 

nation. 

[Baltimore  Sun.  September  18.  1929] 

It  Bight  haT«  bsen  aapposeil  the  manganewe  duty  had  been  reduced 
In  respoBM  to  Tmlid  argumenu  that  It  was  indefensible  If  the  Senate 
committee  had  aot   gone  out  of  Ita  way   to  demonstrate  this  was   not 

the  ease. 

(Denver   (Colo.)    Post.  Aagu<it  1«,  1920] 

To  enable  the  rich  and  powerful  United  States  Steel  Corporation  to 
Mve  a  few  mlllloo  dollars  the  Fln«nce  Committee  of  the  Senate  has 
▼oted  to  pat  manganese  ores  on  the  free  lUt.  and  to  deny  tariff  pro- 
tection   to   ▲merican    producers. 

[Ounalaon   (Colo.)    Bepubllcan,  August  22,  1929] 

SigBlflcant  Is  the  fact  that  tl>e  action  of  the  Senate  committee  fol- 
lowed Joat  three  days  after  the  United  States  Steel  Corporatl..u  had 
signed   a   contract   whereby   all   of   Its   manitanew;   will    be   obtatntd    in 

RuasU.  ^ 

[Beaumont    (Tex.>    Enterprise.   Anjfust   22.   1929] 

In  the  meantime  the  domestic  manganese  industry  is  pictured  as  bat- 
tling for  its  lite  and  destined  to  suffer  much  from  the  failure  of  the 
Brpubllcan  tariff  maker*  to  give  it  the  protection  It  so  earnestly 
re4|ue«ted. 

[Oklahoma  City  (Okla.)  Oklahoman.  August  29,  1929] 

American  steel  la  ao  "  infant  Industry."  Neither  Is  It  threatened  by 
foreign  compeUtloa.  In  1028  American  manufacturers  sold  almoet 
exactly  twice  aa  moeb  structural  steel  abroad  as  foreign  manufacturers 
sold  in  the  United  States.  But  prohibition,  not  protection.  Is  the  pur- 
pose of  the  tariff  reTlaers. 

[Butte  (Mont.>   Standard.  August  22,  1929] 

It  is  pertinent  to  make  the  further  obserratlon  that  Congress,  always 
ready  to  aerre  deTeloplng   industries  of  the   Bast,  should  give  equally 
•ttentlTe  conrideration  for  the  budding  industries  of  the  West 
[Tyrone    (I^.)    Herald,   August    17,   1929] 

Since  agBgaaeee  U  produced  principally  In  the  West,  this  action,  so 
welcome  to  the  steel  Industry,  will  further  widen  the  aeettonal  nft  on 
the  iariC  question. 

[MltcheU  (S.  Dak.)  BcpubUcao.  August  29.  1929] 

And  the  naagaaese  section  is  but  one  of  hundreds  la  which  old 
tariff  prindplaa  have  been  scrapped  aa  a   result   of  political   manlpu- 


(Mlaal   (Fla.)   Uerald.  August   17.   1929] 
pr«4M«re  la  thorn  Slates  will   probably  object   to  the  artloa  of  the 
neaaie   riaaaM  C«aMa)ti«>e   and   will,   wllb   the   reM   of   the   eoaatry, 
wvatfer  If  tJMVe  la  aay  rn'>ae<(lon  hetweea  the  Mg  coiiirart  la   Rnseia 
aa4l  ilw  »etl««  «♦  l»»e  t*mmU\*-' 

irr*fMlMM«  (M   I  >  IC»rt»M  ft'^*,  Asgaat  1*1,  \979\ 
\t  Wt  #efe  (ilr^sa  H  t0  •m  th*  mfi  -1  l»yel«>fle«f  MMMt*  »Mek  tariff 
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,hM\4  mr  thai  the  rwaiwlttee  \n  handing  fif»r  to  a  M  itt  "  bloodthlfal/ 
-wwMMittMis  '  wiist  »lH»'i»d  bPiifitM  »o  «h«  fna»ig«ii''<w  rw»fi#fs  ©f  Molilalia, 
H>»lly  Me«il  Trs'K  »»ept*^»<«'r  M  l«3»| 
Atm»  Ifile  w^^ll,  ''"iws  •  fnnlitoUt  »tfttr  trtun  I'UUMifgh  leafing  all 
i»i».  *»fw.»rlM  »t  uf»imgin»«U,  •«/!  p»#»««tw«  «Im<  lliig^f  "f  Mttm-  aiMl  •<«/r» 
«(  III*  I'ltuf'f  tniKf't*  ••  Mint  f < •i>»»M»n»l*  f"r  III*  <l«rli<  1t*f  •  l»i«li«f 
mtuuMHt^t^  larif,  l***'a<is«  w«  sf*  »«<'l,  '»•»'  •"i'l>*r  pti/yl*  «w»  ll»g« 
uttu^ii**"  <l»i;'»eii<  •d)a*»'»«  t»  »>•'•<»'  '"VW"  '«im. • 

I K»g»»«"'ri«»g  8i»d  Mining  J'/urnal,  y'Utnury  '_'»,  H*'i»\ 
All  In  all.  ••»«  ttrtff  iftttr»y»  «!»•!  *«•••  vroiiwr*  n*  siMiidlug  p«l. 
Tier  ars  agslnst  a  tariff  oo  anyiiiiug  Ibey  hare  t«  boy,  Jo#t  as  lh«y  are 
h  r  ..ne  ,.n  anything  they  have  tn  s*ll.  To  serur«  their  ends  they  UHndlf 
pie«<.ul  »iH',l.ju»  aruum-nu  u»  If  It  were  i^if^rldent  truth,  duubili-sa 
r«  lying  uf>«)n  their  Influeii.-.  In  many  channels  to  cru»h  a  HUiall  Industry 
tl  at  seeks  to  grow  In  defiance  of  their  wishes.  U  la  hoped  that  Wash- 
ligton  will  properly  appraise  their  attltuda. 

[Automotive  Dally  .NewM.  March  19.  1929] 
The  United  States  has  extensive  deposits  of  low  grad.-  manganese  ore. 
This  low  grade  ore  produces  perhnps  the  finest  mnnR«nese  In  the  world, 
bit  It  tskes  time  to  develop  the  mines  and  place  them  on  an  adequate 
p>oduction  ba.tls  to  meet  any  emergency  that  may  arise.  We  are  trying 
t(i  protect  ountelves  In  the  creation  of  an  adequate  reserve  of  crude  oil 
fir  military  uses,  and  It  would  seem  to  be  the  sensible  thing  to  look  to 
oir  manganese  reeerre  In  times  of  peace  to  have  It  ready  for  any  possi- 
b  «  emergency. 

[Sloux  City  (Iowa)  Tribune.  August  17.  1929] 
The  hlghy  protected  Steel  Trust  in  its  own  operating  affairs  Indulges 
1 1  no  sentimental  consideration  toward  other  American  Industries,  es- 
pecially toward  those  Industries  producinK  raw  materials.  It  is  the 
ieneral  nlm  and  purpose  of  that  trust  to  buy  where  It  can  buy  the 
cSeapest.  If  the  general  citiienship  had  the  same  privileges  on  »te«l 
troducts  the  abnormal  earnings  of  steel  trust  insiders  would  be  ma- 
trrlally  modified. 

[New  York  City  Telegram.  September  9,  19291 
They  are  more  than  twice  as  prosperous  this  year  as  last,  yet  they 
trould    be    among    the    largest    beneficiaries    of    the    present    bill,    both 
through  tariff  increases  and  through  removal  of  the  Uriff  on  manganese 
<  re,  which  they  use. 

[Aberdeen   News.    August  20,    1929] 
The  people  of  this  State,  through  Its  representatives,  should  enter  a 
vigorous   protest   against    this    unwarranted   piece   of   political   Juggling. 

[Providence  (R.  I.)  Evening  News.  August  1«,  1929] 
Once  again  we  see  the  hollowness  of  the  Republk-an  pretension  that 
(ariffs  are  made  in  the  interest  of  the  .\merlcan  workers.  It  would 
U'  absurd  to  say  that  the  steel  corporation  needs  the  abolition  of  the 
( luty  In  the  face  of  the  current  buslnes.s  it  Is  doing  and  the  profits  It 
ii  making.  But  when  the  Steel  Trust  wants  more  proflU  the  Republl- 
( ans  s-:'e  that  it  gets  them. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President.  I  al.so  desire  to  print  a  copy 

( if  an  address  of  Dr.  J.  S.  Grasty,  consultinR  geologi.st  and  engi- 

leer  of  the  University  of  Virginia,  dellveretl  at  the  American 

langanese  rro<iucers'  Association's  second  annnal  meeting  Sep- 

emlier  9  of  this  year. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  speaking  of  the 
•eport  of  Doctor  (.Jrasty,  what  is  tlie  general  tenor  of  his 
wiper? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     It  is  in  support  of  the  duty  on  manganese. 

Mr.  WAI..SU  of  Montana.  I  understand;  but  wiiat  does  he 
lay  in  general  about  it? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  He  Is  a  .^killed  scientist,  and  I  will  read  a 
ew  lines : 

First,  the  attitude  of  the  steel  companies  toward  Iniying  manganese 
lire  produced  In  this  country  has  been  far  from  favorable. 

He  give»  the  reaiM>n8  why,  in  his  opinion,  the  manganese  is- 
•  lustry  has  not  made  the  progress  its  antagonists  and  opponeut.s 
lay  it  should  iiave  made.  The  point  is  made  by  able  oppi>- 
lents  of  the  duty  on  manganese  that  that  lndustr>'  lias  had 
lome  years  In  which  to  show  it  may  become  a  |»rominent  Indtis- 
ry  but  have  not  made  such  showing.  I  think  that  to-morrow 
ve  will  be  aide  to  demonstrate  that  a  showing  ban  l>e(>n  made, 
ind  tliat  wltli  the  ri'cent  dis<'rrTerles  in  wience  and  geophyalcai 
ristrunietitA  remarkable  [irogresti  has  Ihhii  made  and  will  be 
naile.  Ixwior  Urnnty  drills  with  the  Rat(j«ct  frotD  that  v|«>w< 
b«dnt. 

Tb^  fRKMIDINO  (fVVU'KH.  In  nm«  objcetlmi  to  lb*  r** 
twm  ttt  tile  tittttHnf  ittrm  kt]r^inn1 

'Vht^*'    Ifelftti    tw   iAtii>4\Uft\.    flie    Hiatus    WM    olAufnl    to    tw 
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Tffi  raitaaarrt  or  yiaoiaiA-  Sarowo  Ajthi^ai,  Co#rajiTkr«,  A«n< 
Tig  MAWAWMff  rtfiovntvt  Annna/ktton,  WAumwcmwr,  D,  C,  •»- 

MAMAMMS   MM>0llffi    HI   flMiaU 

MaMgaM***  tf«pMiia  la   VlrglNU  »#«  uummruittt     fiflwefef,  f«rf  Uw 

M  ilM  (May  iMumu  ymt^fftnuum  har*  tNNra  tletoU/iN^  at  ait  *y<— ♦^ 
iitlf,    WMff  Bf  tlum  (Muua4i»f  r»«#«»«  wUf  tWa  U  t*«  ••••» 
KIrat,  ttoe  a(tiU)4«  af  Um  alMrl  eoMpaaiaf  t«war4  iMiylaf  ■aafasMa 

are  prwdueed  la  this  liounlry  has  b«#n  far  from  fsyorablai 

•ecood,  like  lb*  eword  of  DaBM>ri#s,  th*r«  has  bung  ov«r  these  tataf- 
9et«4  la  the  derelvpaMBt  of  oiaugaDesc  deposits  the  oocerulaty  of 
tariff  protection,  ror  the  laat  two  years  this  uocartainty  baa  been 
▼try  real  Indeed. 

The  third  reaaon  U  be«anae  the  other  two  reaaona  have  bad  their 
effect  and,  consequently.  It  has  been  dtfllcult  to  find  capital  In  adequate 
•mount  to  engage  in  the  kind  of  neceewiry  and  alow  exploration  work 
required  to  convert  what  ara  now  promising  proapects  into  ore 
deposits  of  poaitlve  tonnage. 

These  are  the  main  reasons  why  the  development  of  mangaueae  ore 
deposits  In  Virginia  has  been  greatly  retarded. 

Manganeae  la  found  In  Virginia  In  at  least  24  counties.  Depoglts 
In  9  of  theae  counties;  namely,  Warren,  Page,  Rockingham,  Augusta. 
Rockbridge,  Botetout,  Pulaski,  Wythe,  and  Smith,  are  found  In  the 
Blue  Ridge  area,  and  In  total  comprise  102  different  prospecta. 

In   the   region   of  the   Allegheny   ridgea    130  different   proapects  are 

known. 

In  the  Blue  Ridge   area  the  various  known  depoalta  are  distributed 

as  follows : 

1 

.     16 

9 

I 13 

2 

8 

1 

2Tt 

28 

102 

In  the  region  of  the  AHeghenles,  or  in  the  western  part  of  the  SUte, 
the  130  known  deposits  In  that  section  are  distributed  as  follows : 


Warren  County- 
Page  CV)unty- 


Rocklngham    County 

jiockbridge    County 

IlJotetout   County 

Pulaski    County 

Siiiith    County — 


Total. 


5 
19 

8 
6 

4 

Montgomery   County ^q 

1 


Frederick  County 

Shenandoah   County 

Bath  County  

Alleghany  County 

Botetout   County 

Craig  County- 


Giles   County -— 

Giles  and  Bland  Counties  (Stange  mine) 

Bland  County  

Russell  County 

Washington    County 


80 
25 
4 
1 
8 
1 

130 


partlnilif  prvptrty }  iod  tliU  ipptlai  ltki>irtM  ««  attw  •Bpr«*perled 
afeaa  wb««  tU  nmAoff  If  fat^faM*  faf  tadlag  atfcar  deiPwrlia 
patefitlMttr  targe  unA  ••  r*^  unptpUftfA. 

Alfli/^ffti  t1»«  np\ttf»i\itn  mnr%  tn  (ka  014  t>mini«n,  nr  IfafMga 
pritpttfir.  baa  •»*«  la  prweea  int  Om-  paef  14  m>mu<i  »«4  »b*  pr**-nr» 
iH  N  large  l^maag*  «f  htp  bss  f'"«»  <l«'a«H»eir»t«id,  yef,  fMuM»rytnt  the 
great  awml<ef  ul  wa«ga»M<a*  pf«*p#<'«»  la  VlrglMa,  tb*  am«Mint  of  *'afefal, 
eyateaiMiie,  «a4  well  4lr«irt4'd  npUriHi'Ht  wwrfe  4un«  l«  almoet  aegllglble, 

Ttw  laff»at  depwrtt,  •«  far  4ei'«'l«p#(l,  (tt  th»  n^ia^eaieat  type  •# 
manganeee  ort  la  attiiatetf  la  iba  All^gbaay  area  at  a  dUU»*e  of  about 
II  miUm  nortb  ot  Woo4»att>ek,  Va.  Ttola  pertlmlsr  oerurrt-iw-f  la  la 
Mineral  Kldge  en  Paddys  Eun  and  has  been  syateaiatleally  egptored 
and  dereloped  by  J.  Caraoo  Adkeraon  and  asaoriatea 

Mr.  Adfceraon'a  rompaay— oaaiely,  the  HyXIfade  Manganeae  Co.— baa 
been  engaged  In  the  exploration  and  development  of  the  welt-knowB 
Mineral  Ridge  occurrence  over  a  Period  of  years. 

At  the  preaent  time  the  Hon.  James  W.  Gerard,  former  amb«a«ador 
to  Germany,  la  alao  interested  In  the  property.  His  thought  regarding 
it,  aa  be  expreeeed  it  to  me,  waa  not  a  qneetlon  of  tonnage,  as  that 
had  been  convincingly  demonstrated.  He  fraa  concerned,  however,  with 
the  question  of  how  to  market  this,  or  any  other  American  manganeae 
ore.  In  view  of  the  attitude  of  the  steel  companies. 

The  demonstrated  tonnage  on  the  Mineral  Ridge  property  consists 
of  over  800.000  tons  of  positive  ore  and  over  800,(MN)  tone  of  probable 
and  posaible  ore.  Therefore,  if  we  add  the  poaitlve  ore  on  the  Mineral 
Ridpe  property  to  that  on  the  Old  Dominion  property,  the  total  amonnta 
to  900,000  tons,  or  about  half  of  the  total  with  which  this  country  la 
credited,  according  to  the  statement  widely  attributed  to  Dr.  George 
Otla  Smith,  Diiv«tor  of  the  United  States  Ocologleal  Survey.  Hence, 
unfortunately,  it  has  come  about  that  many  lesdl4ig  newapapera  have 
been  misled  into  stating  that  the  quantity  of  manganese  ore  in  Amer- 
ica is  negligible  and  hence  also  they  have  aUted  that  the  removal  of 
the  tariff  on  manganese  will  not  hurt  anyone.  Is  It  any  wonder,  thera- 
fore,  that  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  United  States  Senate  by  a 
majority  vote  (6  to  B)  now  proposes  to  put  manganeae  ore  on  tba 
free  list? 

But  it  is  the  duty  of  the  American  Manganese  Producers  Association 
to  present  an  exact  picture  of  the  situation  and  this  can  be  done  la 
ouUlne  at  least  by  contraBtlng  the  facU  in  the  case  with  the  welV 
known  attitude  of  the  steel  companiea. 

1.  Steel  companies  have  stated  The  Tariff  Commission  haa  a  re- 
that  the  quantity  of  manganese  ore     port — not    yet    published — showing 


Total 

In  addition  to  those  Hated  above  there  are  many  other  manganeae- 
ore  prospects  In  Virginia,  and  it  would  be  no  exaggeration  to  state 
that  the  total  exceeds  300. 

The  manganese  deposits  of  the  Blue  Ridge  area  are  aasoclated  in 
structural  basins  chiefly  with  the  shady  dolomite,  while  In  the  Alle- 
ghany area  the  more  Important  occurrences  are  found  at  the  horison  of 
the  Oriakany.  and  both  atratlgraphlcally  above  and  below  that  forma- 

tloa 

The  genesis  of  the  larger  occurrences  In  each  case  is  related  closely 
to  the  nature  of  the  folding.  Broadly  speaking,  then,  it  may  be  ob- 
served that  In  searching  for  ore  bodies  of  manganese  In  Virginia  the 
structural  relations  found  at  the  horlaons  Just  mentioned  afford  the  key 
to  where  to  prospect  to  best  advantage  That  muat  be  followed,  of 
cour.:;2,  by  well  directed  and  suitable  exploraUon,  guided  chiefly  by  the 
character  of  the  folding.  If  convincing  evidence  la  to  be  had  of  positive 

tonnage. 

The  chief  deposit  so  far  known  of  the  *•  residual  type "  of  manga- 
nese ore  occurrence  In  the  Blue  Ridge  area  is  situated  about  2  miles 
east  of  Crlmora— a  station  on  the  Norfolk  A  Western  Railway  in 
AagusU  County.  This  Is  known  as  the  Old  Dominion  or  Herman  prop- 
erty, and  baa  been  in  procaaa  of  exploration  by  drlUlnf  far  the  past  14 

montha. 

Tbe  total  qnanilty  of  poeltfvs  ere  bow  definitely  ctit  on  tbree  sides 
by  this  method— and  <rvef  an  area  of  approximately  13  acrsa— eiresds 
000,000  t/ma  Fortbermofe,  aot  one-tenth  of  lh<?  potential  ere-b«ar1ai 
ayes  sf  Ibis  eyaellf.e  baa  lieea  esplored,  ari4  be»K?e  "n  »  pn*t  **>r  pfopitt 
b««  baals  Ibe  proimhu  aft4  ptrnm*  tftt  nay  tmth  f  »pprf*'tn»i0  § 
UfiMi  ttl  mm*  §ptHfPOO  UflM.  ifttfUrwAf  WS  f*  tt  Mf  PttUt  tbe 
mhHUf  basia  M  4rttU4  »a4  tba  fmfH§  a#1»t*f«4  t»^itf  Si^it^4  mi 
40m^tHrtf§fiA»m"''im  tff  fb*  af#baMe  sM  iK^stMa  «rf#>  a#f  #aa  «r# 
#tate/  pnm  a*a»tlfe  ftmU*  Mf«  ti^*a  ^.♦/f*!*^  'b#t  ^/n^i^^m  orttt 
mfatftH  §44t4  i0  tk»  pf0mmt  fMrr««  Urtumgn  v1  p»i^m  4^  **  tM« 


In  America  is  negligible  and  admit 
that  they  themselves  have  no  large 
manganeae  ore  depoalta  in  this 
country. 

George  Otia  Smith,  of  the  United 
Statea  Geological  Survey,  la  alao 
quoted  as  saying — In  support  of  the 
steel  companies — that  the  manga- 
nese tonnage  In  the  United  States 
does  not  exceed  a  quantity  sufficient 
to  supply  the  steel  companies  for 
about  two  years.  Hence,  it  is 
stated,  that  tbe  removal  of  the 
tariff  on  manganese  can  do  no  In- 
Jury  to  an  Industry  which,  it  Is 
claimed,  does  not  exist. 


2.  Steel  companies'  clamor  for 
tbe  removal  of  tbe  tariff  on  manga- 
nese has  been  increasing  In  its 
loudness,  boldness,  and  insistency, 
directly  and  indirectly,  for  a  long 
period,  but  particularly  for  the 
past  two  years.  It  haa  sought  the 
removal  of  tbe  tariff  on  mangar 
nese  ore  and  an  Increase  on  Its  own 
products.  Tbe  sadden  and  unex- 
pected action  of  tbe  Finance  Com- 
mittee of  the  United  SUtcs  Senate 
banded  the  steel  companies  tbe 
death  warrant  of  the  Infant  man- 
ganese Industry  and  Increased  tba 
uriir  an  steel  prodoeta 

»,  Senate's  riaaace  Coaiiatttae, 
aflef  hsvlaff  »<me  «*  reeafd  Isf 
proteeit/rft  W  aianganese,  >•  fe- 
piitit4  to  bate  f^-ft^md  Itasll  I«m 
m04t»Mf  Ppf*  UmttHiM  *1  »•'»'«• 
0t  Hum  f^.'t  tmit**^  Ut*  mtttm- 

«1fb    tMnti^Ui    M«*tfaMN« 


the  potentialities  of  manganese  ore 
development  In  this  country  are 
tremendous.  Alao,  Carl  Zapffa, 
geologist,  of  the  Northern  Padfle 
Railway  Co.,  haa  refuted,  in  the 
Engineering  and  Mining  Journal 
of  March  9.  1029,  In  a  manner  un- 
questionably convincing,  a  state- 
ment that  manganese  ore  tonnage 
in  America  Is  negligible.  J.  Carson 
Adkerson,  president  of  the  Amer- 
ican Manganeee  Producera  Associa- 
tion, considers  it  conservative  to 
aay  that  the  quantity  of  manganese 
ore  at  present  developed  In  Amer- 
ica amounta,  approximately,  to  ISOr 
000,000  tone.  Many  dlffertot  man* 
ganese  mining  companies  are  as- 
tounded to  learn  that  they  do  not 
exist 

Tt>e  removal  of  the  tariff  on 
manganeae  ore  will  probably  Jonk 
tbe  planta  and  minea  of  the  man- 
ganese producers  everywhere  In 
America ;  consequently  it  is  not 
surprising  that  they  fed  embit- 
tered. It  haa  been  estimated  that 
the  benefits  enjoyed  by  the  steel 
companies  under  the  tariff  on  their 
own  producta  since  1922  (now  in- 
creaaed  by  the  Flnaaee  Commlttaa 
of  the  Senate)  amonot  to  the  eao^ 
BOOS  total  of  $4,000,000,000. 


fiomestle  Maaaaaeae  A  DevekrfM 
g^at  Co.,  It  If  claliaed,  e«al4  ahma 
fa^y  tbe  UfiiMW»  fmnft4  l«rr  la  ia« 
fiseeai  4m\  Mwem  tbe  X'nMmi 
tH»im  UnxA  r<rfpwfa(W»a  a*4  «b« 

IMrfM  |rf<w»aee«»,  iMs^ter  •"<< 
t/th*t  p9m >ssef  tri  tiMr**i»U**t^ 
MrfNMW    pm   pttmtH'    pf*^fi4» 
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btr  ».  inn.  am  «Moc«d  la  ctM  U* 
eula    (Mcfcr.)    lur.    lf</ir«Bt>er    4. 

-I    know    0t   M    State    In    tiM 

Uoiun  wti4>re  coDtinuittioa  of  tlM 
Rrpabtlcan  Party  In  power  U  ol 
more  vital  Importance  tbaa  to  th4 


*  la  •  awrcC  ■■■■<«  a  •/  dka 
9«Mliraa   ItaaaM  I'immtUm  u 
tefa    a    frw    mttta    w>. 

BiaAM  BiTCKAM  (KgpwfaMcaa. 
Cwaa^tlruti  vwt«4  for  a  4«ty  of 
1  craf  a  pova4  oa  ore  coDtalniag 
10  per  CTBi  maocanea*-.  YeaCerday 
Aaguat  16.  be  was  oae  of  tb«  two 
■lembera  of  tW  coaunitt«e  who  re- 
Terard  tb^lr  prertoua  Tut'>a  and  pat  people  of  Colorado.  There  la  hard! J 
■isnganf^  on  the  fre*  lUt.  When  a  product  In  your  whole  State  thai 
ask«^l  why  he  chaaied.  be  laid  the  la  not  dependent  upon  the  tarifl 
White  Ilooae  adTt«<d  It.'  (New  for  ita  very  exUtence.  Of  yooi 
York   World.  Aucnat  16,  1929.)  mlnerala.  mine,  tnngaten.  and  maa 

sanene  coold  ecareely  ba  prodace< 
except  for  the  protective  tariff" 
In  the  ll<ht  of  th«  "  deadly  parallel  "  Juat  aabmitted,  anyone  muai 
roncede.  I  think,  that  the  mancaneee  producera  bare  by  far  the  bet 
ter  of  the  arxninent  In  every  way — that  Jnatlce  la  on  their  aide 
hence  the  threat  of  dolax  thia  Infant  Induatry  great  harm  and  greai 
lajuatlre  abonld,  and  wHU  be  thwarted 

The  mine  of  the  11  y  Grade  Mancaneee  Co.  on  Mineral  Rld«e  &o< 
the  Old  Dominion  Manganeae  Corporation,  which  la  developing  th( 
Harman  property  eaat  of  Crlmora.  are  not  the  only  manganeae  oper 
atlona  In  Virginia.  Among  othera  which  shoold  be  mentioned  are  th( 
Unlt<Hl  8fateii  Manganese  <'orporatlon,  whoae  property  U  situated  oi 
Bed  Monntaln :  the  Eureka  mine,  near  Stanley,  and  the  Stange  mln< 
0B  the  Qiiea-Blaad  County  line;  but  the  Mineral  Ridge  ami  the  Ok 
IX>mlnlon  propertlea  were  chleAy  mentioned  aa  typea  of  deposlta.  Al« 
ayatenvitir  exploration  ban  been  carefully  conducted  on  theae  two,  an< 
dep«>n<lable  eatlmatea  of  their  poMtlve  ore  tonnage  are  arailable. 

HInce  there  are  approximately  300  manganese  prospecta  In  Virginia, 
and  alace  ayatematlc  development  baa  given  great  value  to  two  oe 
eurrenrea  which  were  onca  but  proapecta.  It  la  certainly  fair  to  sup 
poae  that,  under  adequate  Urlff  protection,  Virginia  alone  might  bt 
able  to  aupply  the  wanta  of  the  ateel  companlea  and  oflMr  conaumen 
of  manganeae  ore  for  a  quarter  of  a  century  or  more 

Mr.  A8HURST.     I  also  hare  an  address  of  Mr.  John  H.  Cole 
pr«^lde«Jt    of    the    Domestic    Manjranese    Pevelopment    Co..    o 
Butte.  Mont.,  which  I  ask  to  have  printed  at  this  place  in  thr 
RaroBD. 

The  PRHSIDINO  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  b^nfr  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printet 
In  the  Rbdobd.  as  follows 
aooasaa  o»  jobs  b.  colm,  raaan>Birr  DoMcaric  manoanbss  a  dstblop 

MSXT  CO.,  BCm,   MOIIT. OBCOXD  ANNUAI.  CONVSNTION    AMKIICAM    MAV 

OAWBSB   paooocsBS'   AaaocianoN.   wasuimoton.  d.   c   acrTSUBsa 

in> 

I  repreaeat  the  Domestic  Maii«aneae  A  Development  Co.,  of  Butte 
Mont  Aa  you  know,  on  March  15,  1928.  my  company  started  the  fir* 
large  acaie  operation  In  prodacing  sintert^  manganeae  ore  in  thIa  coun 
try.  I  will  not  take  time  to  deacnbe  our  process,  becauae  that  haa  bcaii 
done  already  aeveral  timea  and  hi  now  a  matter  of  record 

We  produced  In  the  year  of  1928  approximately  12.000  tons  of  sin 
tared  mansaneae  ore  of  a  grade  approximating  57  per  cent  mangnneae 
All  uf  thia  matt>rial  waa  shipped  to  steel  companies  In  the  Bast. 

On  Pebraary  15  of  tbla  year  we  started  one  of  our  kilns  and  sinc< 
that  time  we  have  been  operating  contlnoously.     For  the  past  six  weeki 
we  have  been  In  full  production  with  a  2  kiln  operation  and  alncerel) 
hope   to  eontlnaa  at    thU   rate   for   the   remainder  of   the  year.     8inc4i 
Febrnary  IS  of  thIa  year  we  have  ahlpped  19.000  tons,  and  U  nothini: 
■aforaneen   happena  oar   total   production   for  this  year  will  be  4S.004 
toaa.     However,  we  are  rqnlpped  to  produce  and  to  ship  70.000  to  75.001 1 
tons  p»-r  year  of  aMnipineae  ore  whioh  will  analyse  IM  per  cent  Mn  am 
k%ber.  provided  a  auirket  caa  be  spcured. 
~-    I  waa  iatcreatcd  In  readlag  recently  of  a  contract  which  It  la  reported 
by  tks  United  Statea  Steal  CorporatloB  with  the  Hasaku 
■t  far  what  waa  coasMered  by  the  newspapers  sa  s  treaacndaai  i 
tonnage  of  ore.     It  might  Intereat  yoa,  gentlemen,  to  know  that  I  as 
coaAdeat  that  U  given  a  Arm  contract,  a  fair  price,  and  the  protection  o  ' 
a  tariff  we  coold  All  the  minimum  rr^olrementa  of  this  contract  wit] 
««r  pre  seat  eqalpment.  and  we  could  Oil  the  maxlmaa  of  this  contrae 
•poa  three  ■oaths'  notkw. 

It  la  laipartaat  to  state,  on  no  leas  anthorlty  than  the  Anacondi 
Copper  Mlalag  Co..  that  a  ascecaaful  flotation  process  haa  been  workci 
oat  wtaldi  proaisss  applicable  to  the  low-grade  carbonate  orea,  whlcl 
srIB  ailov  aa  to  ofler  to  the  Amerlcon  aaarket  a  product  cob 
thaa  00  per  c*at  manganese  and  Ism  than  T  per  eea 
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•IM  fka  s44a|  fieogit  «r  fMMMlgi  flMMf  llgMV  iftg 
W  trnttuftmU  t^tm  m  tM0  4tmfUL 

Tk»  mmtUm  whUeh  aminmt*  m  at  tiki  frm^mt  Omm  im  W*<ttA*n(t»m, 
witk  mt  »rv4a^t  urn  tt*  (rm*  list,  fa  •  seftoas  oaa  Ui4«w4  bhA  U.  4m9 
B«t  taka  sa  ex(M>rt  ij*  flgurs  tk»  war  «or  buaiaoiis  arttl  go.  TMs  stats 
of  sffsirs  lotut  <haace  If  we  are  allowed  to  operate  after  tmr  pnateM 
coatracfs  bt*  flll«Hl,  sad  I  for  oae  have  every  confldence  that  Justice  wM 
prevail  aad  the  protection  reqoested  in  Senator  Ovota's  am^ndioeot  will 
t>e  forthcoming. 

Mr.  A8UUR8T.  I  also  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Rbcobo  an 
address  of  Dr.  K.  M.  Lente.  president  of  the  General  Munganese 
Corporation  of  Detroit.  Mich. 

There   l)eing   no  objection,   the   address   was   ordered    to   b« 
printed  in  the  Rbcobd  as  follows : 
Aooaxaa  or  k.  m.  lbctb,  prxsidbnt  osnural  UAifOAVSsa  corpohatiow, 

Drraorr,    mich. — sbcokd   annial   co;«vB>moN    ambricam    manoanbsb 

PBODCCBBS  association,  WASHINOTO!*,  D.   C,  SBPTKMBSB  9,  192» 

I  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  on  bfhalf  of  the  company  I  represent, 
the  General  Manganese  Corpt.ratlon  of  Detroit,  of  complimenting  the 
officers  of  the  American  Manganese  Producers  Association  on  their 
splendid  efforts  in  promoting  the  welfare  of  the  donieatic  manganese 
industry. 

Our  own  property  is  in  South  Dakota.  Some  two  years  ago  manganeae 
deposits  extending  along  the  Missouri  River  at  Chamberlain,  S.  Dak., 
were  brought  to  our  attention.  A  search  of  Government  and  State 
geological  bulletins  failed  to  give  any  Information  concerning  man- 
ganese in  this  district.     However,  we  made  a  thorough  Investigation. 

The  results  of  our  survey  were  so  encouraging  we  acquired  by  pur- 
chase or  loase  107,000  acres  of  Und.  On  this  property  is  found  a  very 
definite  horison  of  approximately  40  feet  In  depth  In  which  is  embedded 
a  manganese  carbonate  ore  In  the  form  of  nodules.  The  ratio  Is  about 
1  ton  of  ore  nodules  to  10  cubic  yards. 

Upon  about  50.000  acres  nature  has  eroded  the  overburden  so  that 
the  surface  of  the  land  is  the  top  of  40-foot  ore  body,  making  it  pos- 
sitde  to  use  cheap,  open-pit  mining  methods. 

Kigbt  months  of  field  work,  including  the  sinking  of  many  test  pits, 
baa  proven  this  deposit  contalna.  susceptible  to  open-pit  mining,  over 
50.000,000  tons  of  manganese  carl)onate  ore  analysing  from  14  to  20 
per  cent  metallic  manganese  but  averaging  better  than  16  per  cent 
If  coiuideration  is  given  to  the  ore  that  would  be  available  after  strip- 
ping, thla  50,000.000  tons  would  be  increased  many  times. 

Reports  from  three  competent  engineers  have  been  obtained  to  8ul>- 
stantiate  these  figures. 

Our  company,  about  nine  months  ago,  started  extensive  research  work 
to  develop  the  best  methods  of  beneflciating  this  particular  ore  to  a 
higher  manganese  content. 

In  this  we  have  been  successful  and  are  now  In  possession  of  a 
process  that  enables  us  to  beneflclate  this  low  grade  ore  to  a  product 
containing  approximately  70  per  cent  manganese.  29  per  cent  oxygen, 
and  less  than  0.01  per  cent  phosphorus. 

With  any  assurance  of  a  price  of  around  65  cents  a  unit  at  the  fur- 
naces, which  can  t>e  expected  under  Senator  0i>dib'8  amendment,  we 
expect  our  property  to  shortly  become  an  important  producer  of  thia 
raw  material. 

It  haa  been  estimated  our  deposit  alone  la  capable  of  supplying  one- 
third  of  our  domestic  consumption  of  manganeae  for  100  years. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  now  ask  the  attention  of 
the  senior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  for  a  moment. 
I  have  here  an  address  of  Mr.  Daley,  and,  I  believe,  If  my  mem- 
ory serves  me  correctly,  the  Senator  included  that  in  the  Rbcobo 
some  weeks  a^o. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     It  was  inserted  in  the  RELX>ao. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Then  I  will  not  ask  that  it  be  inserted 
again. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     It  will  be  found  in  the  Rnroao. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  heard  the  able  address  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  (Mr.  Ononc].  wlilch  reviewed 
the  history  of  the  manganese  industry,  and  his  addretss  I  con- 
sider a  masterpiece  on  this  particular  subject.  I  ask  him  if  be 
indoded  in  ttie  Rboobd  the  addresses  of  Mr.  Fred  I>.  Devaney 
and  Mr.  J.  Bruce  Clemmer,  of  the  United  States  Bureau  of 
Mines? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  I  have  Just  referred  to  brief  extracts  from  those 
addres.«en.  and  I  think  it  would  be  a  rery  excellent  thing  to 
have  them  printed  in  fall  in  the  Rbcobd. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  a«ik  pennission  to  have  them  printed  In 
the  ReroaD  at  this  janrtnn>. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  nuttter  was  ortk-red  to  be 
printed  in  the  Recobo,  as  follows: 
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wun^fUM  «r  caMMMfars  as»  o%um  Ukatuwmm 

Th«  st«el  tndaat ry  Is  ths  largtmt  slogla  «oaaaswr  at 
baturj  aad  eeraatle  loduatrlea  also  sm  an  sppraelabta  tooascs  each 
year.  The  eonaumptlon  of  oar  owa  iodaatrlea  Is  far  la  es«cas  oC  oar 
domestic  production.  This  can  In  part  ba  attribated  to  the  fact  that 
although  there  are  large  tonnageti  of  manganeae  oxide  ores  In  the  United 
BUtes  a  reUtlvely  small  part  of  these  ores  la  of  a  grade  sufficient  to 
meet  tlie  requlrementa  of  the  induatry  without  preliminary  concentra- 
tion. An  economical  and  efficient  means  of  concentrating  the  low- 
gmde  oxide  ores  would  greatly  augment  our  domestic  production  and 
reaerves. 

During  the  past  14  months  the  United  States  Bureau  of  Mines,  in 
cooperation  with  the  Missouri  School  of  Mlneo  and  Metallurgy,  haa 
carried  on  at  its  MUalaslppl  Valley  B:xperlment  Station  at  Bolla,  Mo., 
an  extensive  Investigation  of  the  manganese  orea  of  the  country.  Over 
a  hundred  ores  from  all  parte  of  the  United  Statea  have  been  examined 
and  studied  to  determine  their  amenability  to  concentration  by  gravity 
processes,  such  as  Jigging,  tabling,  and  magnetic  methoda.*  In  addition 
to  determining  the  results  which  could  be  obtained  on  these  ores  by 
the  older  well-known  methods  of  gravity  and  magnetic  concentration 
an  endeavor  has  been  made  to  Improve  these  old  methods  and  to  devise 
new  means  of  treating  ores  efficiently  which  can  not  be  milled  economi- 
cally by  the  methods  now  in  use.  One  of  the  outstanding  developments 
of  this  study  has  been  the  application  of  the  floUtion  process  to  both 
the  carbonate*  and  oxide  ores. 

As  many  of  you  know,  the  development  of  the  flotation  process  haa 
revolutionised  the  manner  of  milling  the  sulphide  metallic  ores  of  this 
country  and  of  the  world  as  a  whole.  Mr.  A.  J.  Weinig,  director  of  the 
experimental  plant  at  the  Colorado  School  of  Mines  and  an  anthorlty 
on  the  flotation  process,  says : 

"The  flotation  process  Is  undoubtedly  the  most  Important  develop- 
ment In  the  recovery  of  metals  from  ores  that  has  taken  place  during 
the  present  century.  No  other  method  of  ore  treatment  has  ever 
effected  such  great  changes  In  metallurgical  practice  in  so  short  a 
time.  This  is  Indicated  by  the  numbers  and  importance  of  the  com- 
panies now  using  the  process,  the  tonnage  and  variety  of  the  ores 
handled,  the  grade  of  concentrates,  and  the  high  recoveries  of  the 
metals  contained  In  the  orea.  In  point  of  tonnage  treated,  flotation  la  at 
present  leading  all  other  methods  of  ore  concentration."  • 

According  to  Gaudln,»  60.000.000  tons  of  ore  is  bdng  treated  an- 
nually by  the  flotation  process.  This  is  a  tonnage  of  ore  greater  than 
that  treated  by  any  other  metallurgical  proceas,  with  the  alngle  exception 
of  the  bla.<!t-furnace  smelting  of  Iron  ores. 

The  foregoing  statement  regarding  the  flotation  process  refoa  to  the 
treatment  of  ores  In  which  the  metals  arc  present  In  the  native  atate 
or  aa  sulphides,  ars«>nldes,  antlmonldes,  tellurides,  or  selenldea,  and  to 
■ome  of  the  copper  and  lead  carbonates.  Until  a  few  years  ago  It  was 
thought  that  the  flotation  process  had  no  application  to  ores  In  which 
the  metal  occurred  in  any  other  state  of  combination  than  those 
stated.  However,  during  the  past  flve  years  research  work  conducted 
by  the  United  States  Bureau  of  Mines  and  Its  cooperating  agencies  at 
Salt  LAke  City.  Utah ;  Tuacalooaa,  Ala. ;  Rolla.  Mo. ;  and  by  commercial 
firms  haa  shown  that  many  of  the  nonmetalllc  minerals,  such  as  phos- 
phate rock.'  fluorspar,*  and  bauxite*  and  limestone  can  be  successfully 
separated  from  their  gangue  minerals  by  flotation.  To  this  list  we  now 
wish  to  add  the  manganese  carbonate,  rhodochroslte,  and  the  manganese 
oxides,  pyroluslte,  pellomelane,  and  manganlte. 


1  Associate  metallurgist.  U.  8.  Bureau  of  Mlnea,  Mississippi  Valley 
Experiment  Station,  Rolla.  Mo. 

•Junior  metallunist,  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Mlnea,  Mississippi  Valley  Ex- 
periment Station,  Rolla,  Mo.  „     „     „  .  „. 

'Presented  by  p<  rmisalon  of  the  Director  U.  8.  Bureau  of  Mines. 
(Not  subject  to  copvrlght. ) 
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Mr,  WsMf  mf,  "Iha  §0UHUm  fmmm  mtf  *»  ^m^mM  aa  UMnmas 
Im  Dm  §m  pUm,  i««ff  JNU«4  ^m  ««  ai^mt*^  tm  waur  wswataf 

lailsr  am  ••  •*»•<».  fwtfy  asMMt,  «r  almmat  tma  imit  tm  wat*r  to 
s<  UMut  «m»  0Hk»  Ttmatmta  la  am  t4i  *if  *Alf  a»lm>amt^.  Vm^ 
dk«  saaatl  imftUUa  mt  dbr  a»^>«Jt«d  SaaUMr  ssto' 
cfBls  show  s  tsadrary  ta  atU«h  thi  sawlvea  U  the  tfisM  at  ths  Ufl*t«a^ 
wfeiefe  thca  <mrry  tfee  putUU*  to  tke  sarfaes  &t  tita  aratcr.  Tha  mtm^ 
erals  that  af«  diffletdt  to  float  have  s  weaker  sfltailty  tor  tha  flttas  oT  th« 
batibles.  are  more  essily  wetted  by  the  water,  and,  to  a  sreat  etuat, 
mnain  either  In  soapenslon  In  the  water  or  sink  to  the  bottom  of  tba 
veaaeL  If  the  babbles  prodnced  are  soAHeotly  stable  they  can  be  re- 
moved, carrytnc  their  load  of  mineral  partielca  with  them."  » 

Ores  in  which  there  Is  bat  a  slight  difference  of  specific  gravity  be- 
tween mineral  and  gangue  do  not  respond  readily  to  separation  by 
gravity-concentration  methoda  such  aa  Jigging  and  tabling.  FloUtioa, 
depending  as  It  does  on  other  physical  properties  than  that  of  specific 
gravity,  la  especially  awHIcable  tD  ores  of  this  type.  In  many  orea  the 
mineral  and  gangoe  are  locked  at  the  tabling  and  Hsging  alxea  com- 
monly employed.  This  lo<^ing  defeats  separation  by  gravity  methodB. 
Upon  grinding  these  ores  to  fiotation  size  they  are  In  many  eases  fairly 
well  liberated,  making  poaatble  a  fair  separation  by  floUtloa.  Ores  con- 
taining soft  manganeae  mlnerala,  aucb  as  pyroiuaite,  allme  badly  when 
treated  on  jigs  and  tables,  and  much  of  the  mineral  is  lost  In  the  sllma. 
This  slim*  forms  aa  ideal  flotation  feed  and  lends  Itself  well  to  tb* 
process. 

Aeknotcledffmenta 

The  authors  wlah  to  acknowledge  the  assistance  of  Will  B.  Coghlll, 
supervising  engineer  of  the  station,  under  whose  direction  the  work  was 
done,  and  the  cooperation  of  the  American  Manganese  Producers  Asse* 
datlon,  who  have  kindly  furnished  us  with  samples  of  their  ores. 
jrio(atM>N  of  rhodot^roHta 
The  Butte  ares  of  Montana  contains  large  quantities  of  manganese 
ore  In  the  form  of  the  carbonate  ore.  rhodochroslte,  which  is  associated 
with  rhodonite  quarts,  and  small  quantities  of  lead  and  «lnc  In  the  form 
of  sulphides.  The  Domestic  Manganeae  A  Development  Co.  is  at  pres- 
ent working  a  deposit  at  the  Emma  mine  where  It  mines  the  high-grade 
ore  which  is  calcined  to  produce  a  very  high-grade  concentrate.  In 
addition  to  the  ore  that  la  susceptible  to  treatment  by  this  method, 
there  are  large  tonnages  of  lower-grade  ore  which  because  of  its  com- 
plexity must  be  concentrated  before  calcination  If  a  high-grade  product 
la  to  be  produced.  It  haa  been  estimated  that  the  Butte  district  con- 
tains at  least  2,000,000  tons  of  carbonate  ore. 

In  addition  to  the  Butte  deposlta  of  the  carb<3nate  ore  there  seems  to 
be  little  question  that  at  depth  in  the  Phlllpsburg  district,  Montana, 
large  amounts  of  the  carbonate  of  manganeae  will  be  encountered. 
Smaller  bodies  of  carbonate  ore  are  known  to  occur  near  Sevlervllle, 
Tenn.,  and  near  Weat  Cummlngton,  Maaa. 

Due  to  the  sixe  of  the  Emma  mine  ore  body  at  Butte,  most  of  the 
research  work  done  at  Bolla  on  carbonate  ore  has  beea  on  ore  from 
this  property.  A  represenUtlve  sample  of  the  ore  requiring  concentra- 
tion at  this  mine  was  obtained  and  was  found  to  be  about  one-half 
quarU;  some  lead,  sine,  and  iron  sulphides  were  also  present  The 
rhodochroslte  amounted  to  nearly  40  per  cent  of  the  sample,  so  that  the 
sample  had  a  tenor  of  about  20  per  cent  manganese.  The  ore  sample 
waa  Uken  acroas  a  45-foot  vein,  no  portion  of  which  could  be  mined 
to  produce  a  high-grade  ore ;  that  la,  one  containing  36  per  cent  or  more 
manganese. 

After  a  number  of  experiments  a  satisfactory  method  of  concentrat- 
ing this  ore  by  flotation  was  worked  out.  Briefly,  the  procedure  consists 
of  grinding  the  ore  to  approximately  100  mesh  and  then  treating  the 
ore  in  a  mechanical  type  of  flotation  machine.  The  major  part  of  the 
sulphides  In  the  ore  are  readily  removed  by  the  use  of  a  small  amount 
of  xanthate,  copper  sulphate,  and  pine  oil.  The  rhodochroslte  Is  then 
floated  by  the  addition  of  sodium  oleate  and  pine  oil.  The  quarts  In 
the  ore  Is  little  affected  by  the  reagents  added,  and  moat  of  It  passes 
Into  the  tailing.  The  rougher  concentrate,  consisting  of  rhodochroslte 
and  some  entrained  quartz,  la  cleaned  by  being  refloated  In  a  flotation 
cell. 

The  sulphide  concentrate  made  on  a  typical  run  had  a  tenor  of  8.1 
per  cent  lead,  18.4  per  cent  sine,  21.8  per  cent  Iron,  and  8  per  cent 
manganese.  Leas  than  1  per  cent  of  an  the  manganese  waa  entrained 
m  the  sulphide  concentrate.  The  by-product  value  of  this  sulphide  con- 
centrate was  not  Investigated,  but  due  to  Its  lead  and  ilnc  content  It 
shoold  be  salable  enough  to  yield  a  revenue  of  some  importance. 

The  cleaner  concentrate  made  by  flotation  contained  «7.7  per  cent  of 
all  the  manganese  and  assayed  41.65  per  cent  manganese.  The  rougher 
tailing  had  a  tenor  of  less  than  5  per  cent  manganese  and  contaln«J 
10  8  p*r  cent  of  the  total  manganese  In  the  sample.  The  cleaner  talHng 
or  middling  had  a  tenor  of  27.35  per  cent  manganese  snd  represented 
81.7  per  cent  of  the  toUl  mangtneoe  In  the  feed.  In  plant  operation 
the  amount  of  manganese  recovered  In  the  coaeratrate  Is  Increased  by 
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p«rt  of  tbc  BSBCaMM  la  th«  dMiwr  taUiDg  or  BlddlioK:  IndlTldaal 
tMta  tUiTc  sbowD  that  this  product  It  amenable  to  further  cleaolng. 
TiM  finished  coocentrate  contained  0.0  per  cent  Inaoluble  matter,  while 
the  rooxher  taiUnc  waa  89.8  per  cent  Inaoluble.  This  result  shows  a 
dv<i(led  aelectlTity. 

The  re««enu  used  In  th«  above  testa  and  their  cost  per  ton  of  feed 
arc  as  follows : 

Copper  sulphate.  0  5  ponnd,  at  18  cents  per  pound W.  10 

Sodium  ethyl  isnthate.  0.2  pound,  at  17  cents  per  ponnd 04 

floe  oil.  0  4  pound,  at  10  cents  per  pound -^2 

Crude  sodium  oleate,  1  pound,  st  7  cenU  per  ponnd •"* 

Total •  25 

As  hss  been  Mid,  the  sample  is  shoot  one-half  quarts,  and  quarts  is 
Tery  hard  to  grind.  If  a  part  of  the  quarts  could  be  removed  bj  grav- 
ity concentration  before  grinding  to  flotation  slse.  the  cost  of  grinding 
would  be  redocwl  and  the  enriched  flotation  feed  thus  obtained  would 
be  more  amenable  to  cleaning. 

A  sampla  was  sccordlngly  ground  to  10  mesh  snd  clsasifled  Into  10 
■pigots  snd  sn  overflow  product.  One  of  the  intermediate  spigot  prod- 
ucts was  tabled.  The  upedflc  gravity  of  rhodochrostte  is  3.6;  that  of 
quarts  is  sboot  2.M.  The  relative  densities  Indicate  that  a  separation 
should  be  obUlned.  Two  obstacles  to  gravity  concentration  are  the  fine 
dlMemlnatton  of  the  quarts  In  the  rbodochro«lte  and  the  interlocking  of 
the  snlphldes  and  quarts.  Thia  Interloclrtng  la  very  troubleaome.  becaose 
aooke  of  the  composite  gralna  have  the  tame  density  as  rhodochroslte. 
Crushing  to  10  me«h  U  too  coarse  to  liberate  the  minerals,  thoogh  It 
might  be  economically  feasible. 

On  this  or*  It  waa  not  poaaible  to  make  a  merchantable  concentrate 
by  tabling,  but  approximately  56.3  per  cent  of  the  quarU  may  be  re- 
jected, with  a  loss  of  12.4  per  cent  of  the  manganeM.  In  good  com- 
mercial operation  the  same  amount  of  rejection  would  be  expected,  with 
a  loss  of  from  5  to  10  per  cent  manganese.  Tabling  would  also  make  an 
apprecUbls  recovery  of  tulphides.  ApparenUy  the  most  effldent  and 
economical  way  to  concentrate  this  ore  would  be  to  crush  to  10  mesh, 
classify,  table,  and  reject  the  clean  quarts;  the  ore  woald  then  be 
cruahed  to  flotation  site  nnd  floated. 

rioutlon  la  aometlraeH  orronwoxly  regarded  as  tb«  process  that  will  do 
all  things:  It  should  be  regardeil  as  "a"  process  rather  than  "  the" 
proceaa.  Oood  milling  conslsta  in  the  intelligent  linking  together  of  the 
economic  combination  of  processes.  Of  course  simplicity  is  desirable,  and 
a  tingle  process  gives  the  most  simple  flow  sheet,  hot  combinations  mas* 
be  given  consideration.     The  goal  la  conservstlon  at  a  profit. 

In   the  concentration  of  rhodochroslte  ores  which   contain    the   man- 
ganetve  tlHcate,  rhodonite,  the  flotation  process  hss  decided  advantages 
over  straight  gravity  and  hlgh-tntenslty  magnetic  processes.     Rhodonite 
being  a  slllcste.  must   be   largely  eliminated   from   the  manganese  con- 
centrate since  its  presence  tends  to  make  the  silica  content  too  high  to 
permit  the  product  to  be  used  for  the  manufacture  of  ferromanganese. 
The  specific  grsvttles  of  rhodochroslte  snd  rhodonite  sre  so  close  together 
as   to   make  it  Impossible  to  make  s  good  separation  between  them  by 
tshles.     An  Interesting  result  of  the  research  work  on  mangansM  ores 
done  St  Rolls  was  the  tllscovery  that  all  the  manganese  minerals  studied 
whether  oxides,  eartwnates,  or  silicstes,  sre  attracted  by  a  high-intensity 
magnetic  current.     In  the  case  of  rhodonite  and  rhodochroslte  the  mag 
netic  penncahnitles  are  so  nearly  aMke  that  It  Is  impossible  to  make  a 
dll^rratlstlon  between  them,     flotation  experiments  made  on  ores  con 
talalng  rhodochroslte  and  rhodonite  have  definitely  proved  that  a  good 
sepsrstloB  can  be  made  by  this  process.     The  rhodochroslte  floats  whilp 
the  tlUcate— rhodonite — goes  Into  the  UlUng. 

yiotaMom  of  mamguneae  MvMes 

The  oxide  maagaaeae  ores  of  this  country  and  of  the  world  as  a  whole 
sapply  to  the  ladostrtes  the  major  part  of  its  manganese  requirementSL 
Only  a  few  of  these  ores  can  be  used  without  coacentratlon.  However, 
the  low-grade  oxide  ores  arc  In  general  amettable  to  gravlty-eoncentratioii 
methods.  Uttle  dlflic\ilty  is  encountered  in  the  cooeentratk>a  of  clean 
ores;  nevertbeJeas.  many  ores,  doe  to  their  physical  make-up,  yield  low 
grade  coac««tratsa  with  s  low  or  only  medium  high  recovery.  Particular 
attentlso  has  therefore  bean  given  theae  dlfllcult  ores  la  the  Borean  of 
Mines  Inveatlgatloa.  since  they  are  of  th«  type  which  can  best  be  treated 
by  fiuMtloa. 

la  atteaaotlng  to  apply  the  flotation  process  to  the  oxide  manganeaa 
•TM^  a  eoasidsrable- amount  of  work  has  been  dons  so  a  large  variety  of 
H-«aIMI  dlOcvIt  ores  from  varioas  loeaMticB.  la  this  dass  are  iacladed 
tKoas  oraa  la  which  the  manganese  present  is  la  a  soft  condition  aD<] 
which  woold  be  lost  in  the  slime  should  Jigging  snd  tsbUng  be  employed 
for  their  eoacentratloa.  Log-washer  overflows,  which  now  go  to  waste, 
Ut  oMiny  caaes  contain  an  appredahle  aaioant  of  manganese  which  can 
he  rccoverad  by  Ootatloa. 

PrsHmlaary  taau  an  the  oxide  ores  gave  definite  Indications  that  tbi 
oxfcis  Silacrala  sre  flostable.  A  series  of  tecrts  was  carried  on  In  which 
a  aatlafaetory  method  of  concentrating  the  ore  was  worked  out.  BrisOy 
the  procadars  la  aa  follows : 

Ths  ors  is  giTSB  a  prcUmiaary  reduction  by  bsteg  passia  tbroagh 
Jaw  cnisher  sad  rolls :  thlH  crushed  product  is  than  ground  ta  aa  abM 
miU  throush  100  to  l&O  mesh.     The  ground  ors  is  treated  la  a  w**^**^"*- 
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eal  type  flotation  machine.  The  rougher  concentrate,  consisting  mainly 
of  the  mineral  and  some  free  gangue,  is  cleaned  by  refloatiog  In  the 
flotation  cell. 

The  results  of  a  typical  test  on  a  toft  ore  in  which  the  manganese 
mineral   is  primarily  pyrolusite  Is   as   follows : 

From  the  ore  which  contained  25.3  per  cent  manganese  and  54  per 
cent  Insoluble  material,  a  finished  concentrate  was  produced  which 
contained  56  per  cent  manpinese  and  accounted  for  over  91  per  cent  of 
the  total  manganese  In  the  sample.  The  rougher  tailing,  which  is  dis- 
carded, had  a  tenor  of  less  than  2  per  rent  mangant^se — lest  than  4 
per  cent  of  the  total  manganese.  The  cleaner  tailings,  or  middlings,  had 
a  tenor  of  16.7  per  cent  manganese  and  accounted  for  approximately 
5  per  cent  of  the  total  manganese.  In  the  plant  the  cleaner  tailing, 
or  middling,  would  be  returnee  to  the  flotation  machine,  with  the  result 
that  the  manganese  which  It  contains  would  eventually  be  recovere<l. 
By  following  this  method,  over  96  per  cent  of  the  total  manganese  In 
the  sample  is  recoverable  by  flotation.  The  finished  concentrate  con- 
tained 4  per  cent  of  Insoluble  material  and  accounted  for  only  3  per 
cent  of  the  total  insoluble  material  in  the  sample.  This  shows  that  by 
flotation  over  96  per  cent  of  the  manganese  in  the  sample  is  recoverable 
In  a  concentrate,  whereas  97  per  cent  of  the  Insoluble  or  gangue  material 
is  rejected.  The  Iron  content  of  this  sample  was  low  and  waa  not 
considered. 

The  reagent  charge,  figured  on  the  baals  of  cost  per  ton  of  ore,  Is  aa 
follows : 

Pine  oil,  0.12  pound,  at  10  cents  per  pound $0.  012 

Oleic  scid.  0:21  ponnd.  at  10  cents  per  p<)ur>d 021 

Sodium  silicate,  2.50  pounds,  at  1.5  cents  p<-r  pound _  .040 

Sodium  carbonate.  2.50  pounda,   at   2  cents  per  pound .  050 


Total .  123 

The  above  combination  of  reagents  was  satisfactory  on  all  ores 
which  have  been  tested.  The  quantity  of  the  individual  reagent  re- 
quired varies  somewhat  with  the  ore  treated,  but  Is  not  far  from  ths 
figures  given  in  the  foregoing  chsrge.  Other  reagents  of  similar  char- 
acteristics to  those  given  have  been  Investigated.  With  certain  ore^ 
palmitic  acid  gives  slightly  better  results  tlian  oleic  add.  For  best 
resalts  the  reagent  chsrge  must  be  adapted  to  each  ore  treated. 

A  point  which  may  be  well  brought  out  at  this  time  Is  the  effect 
of  tempersture  upon  the  flotation  of  manganese  oxides.  When  the 
fatty  acids,  such  as  oleic,  stearic,  or  palmitic,  are  used  as  collectors, 
it  has  been  found  that  heating  the  pulp  to  a  temperature  exceeding  the 
melting  point  of  the  acid  decreases  the  amount  of  reagent  required 
and  materially  speeds  up  the  flotation  process.  The  grade  of  the  con- 
centrates and  the  recovery  is  improvpd  by  floating  In  a  hot  pulp.  It 
has  been  found  that  a  high  pulp  density  is  also  beneficial  In  Improving 
the  resulta. 

A  considerable  amount  of  dlfllcnlty  has  been  experienced  In  applying 
the  flotation  process  to  ores  which  contsin  large  amounts  of  Iron  pres- 
ent as  llmonlte.  The  llmonlte  slimes  badly  on  grinding  and  can  only 
be  partly  eliminated  in  the  process.  Clay  slime,  such  as  Is  found  la 
log-washer  o>erflows,  presents  a  similar  problem.  In  the  presence  of 
large  amounts  of  slime,  either  Iron  or  clay,  only  fair-grade  concentrates 
can  be  produced.  This  phase  of  the  problem  Is  receiving  considersbis 
attention  at  the  present  time. 

Those  well  versed  in  flotation  know  that  many  pitfalls  exist  between 
laboratory  results  and  commercial  performance.  The  hasard  may  be 
reduced  by  making  miniature  mill  runs  subsequent  to  the  Ishoratory 
work.  Laboratory  work  hat  an  imporiant  place ;  if  selectivity  la  not 
manifested  In  the  laboratory,  further  work  on  a  large  scale  is  useless, 
but  satisfactory  laboratory  results  do  not  assure  the  subsequent  steps. 
Laboratory  flotation  is  only  one  step  in  the  development  of  the  process. 
Mill  runs  may  be  made  In  commercial  laboratories;  they  constitute  th« 
second  step.     Reducing  the  hazsrd  by  proceeding  with  caution  is  urged. 

We  feel  that  the  employment  of  the  flotation  process  In  the  concentra- 
tion of  manganese  ores  offers  great  possibllUles.  The  process  Is  espe- 
dally  applicable  to  the  concentration  of  the  carbonate  ores.  With  oxlds 
orwt  Its  application  should  be  capecially  valuable  in  concentrating  thoye 
orea  requiring  fine  grinding,  if  a  high-grade  product  it  to  be  made,  and  in 
handling  ores  contsining  soft  manganese  minerals  which  slime  badly, 
causing  excessive  losses  if  an  attempt  Is  made  to  Jig  or  table  them. 

Within  the  last  two  years  successful  commordal  plants  have  been 
erected  for  floating  nonmetalllcs ;  one  of  these  plants  Is  concentrsting 
phoaphate  orea  and  the  other  Is  making  a  very  high-grade  concentrate 
ftt>m  fluorspar  ores.  We  are  confident  that  at  no  far  distant  date  flota- 
tlon  plants  working  on  manganese  ores  will  be  in  operation  In  this 
country,  and  that  the  adoption  of  this  process  will  result  In  Increasing 
the  manganese  reserves  of  the  country  and  In  more  efllclent  plant  opera- 
tion to  the  producers.  Low-grade  and  complex  ores  can  he  treated  by 
this  process:  higher  recoveries  will  be  made  In  the  mills  because  of 
the  recovery  of  the  soft  manganese  minerals  which  under  present 
methods  are  largely  lost  In  the  slimes. 

EXaCUTIVC  SES8I01T 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  Presldefit,  I  more  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  tbe  conslderatlun  of  executive  business. 


The  motion  was  Jijrreed  to;  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  exwutive  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fksb  In  the  <*alr)  laid 
before  the  Senate  a  message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  nominating  Sheldon  Whitehouae,  of  New  York,  to  be 
envoy  extraordinary  and  miuister  plenipotentiary  of  the  United 
States  of  America  to  Guatemala,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  <m  Foreign  Relations. 

OOUBT  or  CLAIMS 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Benjamin  H. 
Littleton  to  be  Jud^re  of  the  Court  of  Claims. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation Is  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

TKEASTTST  DEPABTMENT 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Walter  E.  Hope 
to  be  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nation Is  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

POST-omCE  NOMINATIONS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  the  nominations  of 
sundry  postmasters, 

Mr.  PIIIPPS.  Mr.  President,  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Montana  to  the  nomination  for  postmaster  at 
Dillon,  Mont.  ,     ^,  .  .. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MontanK.  I  ask  that  the  nomination  of  Uie 
postmaster  at  Dillon.  Mont.,  go  over.  I  want  to  present  that 
matter  to  the  Sem  te.  .  _,      »» 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  That  Is  why  I  called  it  to  the  Senator's  atten- 
tion, in  order  that  he  might  do  so. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr  PHIPPS.  I  have  no  objection  to  that  nomination  going 
over.  With  that  » xception,  I  ask  that  the  postal  nomluatlous 
be  pnr.flrmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations are  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

PKOMOnONS   IN   THE   NAVY 

The  legislative  derk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
for  promotions  in  the  Navy.  -        j        ki 

Mr   HALE.     I  ask  that  the  nominations  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations are  conflnoed,  and  the  President  wiU  be  notified. 

MARnrS    COBPS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  sundry  nominations 
for  promotions  in  the  Marine  Corps. 

Mr    HALE.     I  make  the  same  motion  In  regard  to  those. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomi- 
nations are  confirmed,  and  the  Presidept  will  be  notified. 

RECESS 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  as  In  legislative  session,  and 
pursuant  to  the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  to-morrow  at  10  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  6  odock  and 
50  minutes  p  m.),  under  the  order  previously  entered,  took  a 
recess  until  to-morrow,  Thursday,  November  7,  1929,  at  10 
o'clock  a.  m.  

NOMINATIONS 

BvecuHve   nomi*ationt   received,    hy   the   Senate   Ifoveml>er   6 

{legifleUive  iay  of  October  SO),  19^9 

Envot  Extbaordinaby  and  Minister  Plenipotentiart 
Sheldon  Whitehouse,  of  New  York,  now  a  Foreign   Service 
oflElcer  of  class  1,  and  a  counselor  of  embassy,  to  be  envoy  ex- 
traordinary and  minister  plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States 
of  America  to  Guatemala. 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nomination*  confirmed  by  the  Senate  November  6 
{leyiMlative  day  of  October  SO),  19i9 
Judge  of  the  Court  of  Claims 
Benjamin  H.  Littleton. 

Assistant  Secretary  or  the  Trsasubt 
Walter  E.  Hope. 

Promotions  in  the  Navt 

George  8.  Bryan  to  be  captain. 

Frank  L  Worden  to  be  lieutenant  commander. 

Conrad  L.  Jacobsen  to  be  lieutenant  commander. 

Kenneth  Floyd-Jones  to  be  lieutenant  commander, 

Herschel  A.  Smith  to  be  lieutenant 

Howard  E.  Orem  to  be  lieutenant. 


David  B.  Justice  to  be  lleut«iant. 
Charles  O.  Humphreys  to  be  lieutenant 
Thomas  J.  McGeoy  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 
John  M.  Taylor  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 
Robert  B.  Goldman  to  be  lieutenant  (Junior  grade). 
Robert  R.  Johnson  to  be  lieutenant  (Junior  grade). 
FondvUle  L.  Tedder  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 
Hugh  D.  Black  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 
Nelson  M.  Parry  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 
Paul  R.  Stalnaker  to  be  medical  director. 
Herbert  L.  Kelley  to  be  medical  director. 
Henry  L.  Dollard  to  be  medical  director. 
Kent  C.  Melhorn  to  be  medical  director, 
Fred  E.  McMUlen  to  be  pay  director. 
Llovd  H.  Thomas  tc  be  assistant  paymaster.  » 

Herbert  S.  Howard  to  be  naval  constructor. 
Lee  S.  Border  to  be  naval  constructor. 
Fred  Michaells  to  be  chief  b«iatswaln. 
Kenneth  G.  Ingraham  to  be  chief  boatswain. 
Henry  M.  Brun  to  be  chief  boatswain. 

William  M.  Coles  to  be  chief  gunner  (to  correct  the  date  of 
ranii  as  prevlou.sly  nominated  and  confirmed). 
Roderick  C.  Outten  to  be  chief  pay  derk. 
James  D.  TumbuU  to  be  chief  pay  derk. 
Albert  F.  Blly  to  be  chief  pay  clerk. 
Edwin  C.  Millard  to  be  chief  pay  derk. 
Herman  Sdiub  to  be  chief  pay  clerk. 
Andrew  L.  Frdinger  to  be  chief  pay  derk. 
Gale  A.  Poindexter  to  be  lieutenant  commander. 
John  J.  Morony  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 
Charles  N.  Day  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 
Bumham  C.  McCafTree  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 
Thomas  R.  Lanpley  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 
William  W.  Anderson,  jr.,  to  be  a.ssistant  naval  constructor. 
James  H.  Rodgers  to  be  assistant  naval  constructor. 
Oscar  Stiegler  to  be  assistant  naval  constructor. 
Francis  X.  Forest  to  be  assistant  naval  constructor. 
George  C.  Weaver  to  be  assistant  naval  constructor. 
Frederick  J.  Scheel  to  be  chief  pay  clerk. 
Robert  L.  Ghormley  to  be  captain. 
Percy  W.  Northcroft  to  be  commander. 
Douglas  P.  Stickley  to  be  lieutenant 
John  E.  French  to  be  lieutenant 
George  B.  Palmer  to  be  lieutenant 
Emory  P.  Hylant  to  be  lieutenant 
Valvln  R.  Sinclair  to  be  lieutenant 
Augustus  D.  Clark  to  be  lieutenant 
John  F.  Greenslade  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 
Louis  E.  Gunther  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 

marine  corps 
Smedley  D.  Butier  to  be  major  general. 
Logan  Feland  to  be  major  general  (temporary). 
Robert  H.  Dunlap  to  be  brigadier  generaL 

POSTMASnSS 
IOWA 

Lucy  A.  Moore,  MarWe  Rock. 
Melvin  A,  Smith,  Mescrvey. 

KAH8A8 

Edward  Bnehler,  Wilson. 

MABSAOHTTBRTS 

Arthur  E.  Sears,  Ashby. 

UICBIOAir 

Freeman  G.  Hall,  Martin. 
Florence  B.  Young,  Newberry. 

MISSOtTRI 

Rudolph  J.  Renneberg,  Gray  Summit 

NEBRASKA 

Esther  A.  Carlson,  Mead. 
Gordon  H.  Gary,  Mlnatare. 

NEW  Mcnoo 
Bertha  B.  Yessler,  Nara  Visa. 

NEW   TC«K 

Charles  E.  Watson,  Johnson  City. 
Roy  C.  Clark.  Larchmont 

OKLAHOMA 

Edward  Pennington,  Commerce. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Bertha  M.  Barter,  Mocanaqua. 
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Hortoo  Fnson.  Cnmberland  Gap. 
Edna  R.  La  Fao.  Iron  City. 

VTAH 

Etta  Moffltt  Kenilworth. 
Erafltns  B.  CurtlM.  OrangeTille 

WKST  yneiifiA 

Walter  A.  Sherwood,  Flemington. 
Otto  E.  KwiUtT,  Nitro. 

WTOMlK« 

Uerbert  E.  Wise.  Basin. 


in#tch«»r 

Kendrick 

Simmons 

Kraii^r 

Kt-yea 

gmoot 

UrorK« 

iJt  Kollette 

Rte<-k 

Ulllett 

McKeUar 

Steiwer 

Ulasa 

McNury 
Metralf 

Stephens 

Uoff 

Swanaoo 

Ooldnboronch 

Muwa 

Thomas,  Idaho 

(ir>'ea« 

NortK-ck 

Thomas.  Ukla. 

Hale 

Norrla 

TowDseod 

HArrtH 

Nye 
Oddt« 

Trammell 

llarrlaoB 

Tydlnn 

Ilaiitlnkl 

OrrrBuin 

Vandenberg 

flarn^ld 

Pattcrmo 

Warner 

llawrM 

Phlppa 

Walcott 

iia>'«lva 

Pine 

Wiilsfc.  Maas. 

lll4MTt 

Flttman 

Walsb.  Mout 

littltn 

Eanaitell 

Wattrnuui 

Howell 

Reed 

Wheeler 

Johuaon 

Harkett 

Jones 

Sbeppard 

Kwa 

Sbortridge 
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SENATE 

Thursdat,  November  7,  19S9 

(Legislative  day  of  Wednesday,  October  SO,  19t9) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  od  the  expiratloo  of  tti^ 
recesa. 

TH«  JOX7BIVAI. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  ananimoas  consent  th^t 
the  Journal  for  the  calendar  days  from  October  30  to  Noremb^r 
6,  Inclusive,  may  be  approred 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  ao  ordere< 

CALL  or  niB  BOLL 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  I  sm^gettt  the  absence  of  a  quomi^. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  wUl  call  the  roll 
The  leKislutive  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senatoi^ 
•n.Hwered  to  their  names : 

AJlen 

Aahurst 

Barkley 

BinRham 

Blark 

Rlt^ae 

Bomb 

Brat  ton 

Brook 

Bronkhart 

Brt>uaMNrtl 

Cappf-r 

Cnnnally 

Copeland 

i'uuaena 

Cut  I  lag 

Dale 

iJfDoea 

IMU 

iCdc* 

Fees 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [M - 
Caraway]  and  the  Senator  from  WLnconsln  [Mr.  Blaine]  aie 
alxsent  In  attendance  upon  the  subcommittee  of  the  Judiciarpr 
Committee  enea^red  in  an  investigation  of  lobbying  activities 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  junior  Senattir 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Ki.no J  is  detalne<l  from  the  Senate  by  reaaoi 
of  illness. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-one  Senators  have  answ€re0 
to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

PCTITIonti   XlfU    UEMOBIALS 

Mr.  BHORTRIDOB  presented  petitions  of  sundry  dtisms  cf 
the  State  of  C3alifurnla,  prayiuf  fur  the  paasage  of  legislatioi 
irmntiug  increa.sed  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their 
widows,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  GILLKTF  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  the 
State  of  Mas^sachusetts,  prayiui?  for  the  paaaage  of  leirlfdatio n 
granting  increased  peiisiouss  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  thei  r 
widows,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Peoslons. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  pre«>ented  a  petition  of  sundry  citiaens  cf 
lialtimore.  Md..  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting 
increased  pen.'dons  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  widowi ; 
^  t»i<h  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  PensiiMis. 

Mr.  DILL  presented  petitions  nnmerou.««iy  signed  by  snudrr 
citizens  of  the  State  of  Washington,  praying  for  the  passage  c  f 
le»;i.<«iation  n-quirlng  the  registration  of  aliens,  which  were  nc 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration. 

Mr.  HOWELL  presenteil  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  exect- 
tive  board  of  tite  Nebraska  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  opposin  ( 
the  imp«isition  of  any  tariff  duties  upon  manufactured  lumbe  r 
pnKiucts  or  logs,  which  was  ordered  to  He  on  tl»e  table. 

He  also  prestMit."*!  the  following  memorial  of  the  Nebrask  i 
House  of  BepresentaliveSk  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Ubie: 


Beaolution  of  Nebrnsks  T^eglslahare 
BeaolatlOB    relating    to    the    proponed    Urlff    on    lumber,    ablaglef.    and 

logs.     (Introduced  by  Robert  Newton,  C.  a  Johnaon,  K.  M.  Neubnoer. 

Guy  A.  Brown,  Walter  M.  Burr,  J.  Pedrett,  W.  T.  Parkinson) 

Whereaa  tbe  Congreaa  of  tbe  United  States  Is  being  asked  to  place  a 
tariff  upon  lumber,  shlnglea,  and  loga ;  and 

Whereas  we  are  now  enjoying  duty-free  lumber;  and 

Whereaa  tbe  farmers,  rural  home  owners,  and  industrial  enterprlaea 
of  tbe  State  of  Nebraska  are  large  consumers  of  fore«t  products  ;  and 

Whereas  a  duty  upon  forest  products  would  tend  to  nullify  our 
efforts  toward  a  cousenration  and  reforestation  program  ;  and 

Whereas  any  increase  in  tbe  tariff  on  products  couuumed  cy  the 
farmers  la  not  in  accord  with  any  proposed  program  for  agricultural 
e<iuality  :  Now,   therefore,  be  it 

Reaolvfd  by  the  Uonae  of  ftepr€»entative«  of  the  State  of  Nebratta, 
That  we  memorialise  the  Congress  of  the  United  State*  to  refrain  from 
enacting  any  revenue  provision  placing  a  tariff  upon  imports  of  lumber, 
stringles,  and  logs ;  and,  therefore,  be  It  finally 

Resolved,  That  certlfled  ct>pie«  of  this  resolution  be  sent  by  th^  secre- 
tary of  state  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Uepreflentatires  and  the 
President  of  the  Senate,  to  the  chairman  and  members  of  tbe  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  of  the  House,  and  to  tbe  chairman  and  memliers  ot  the 
Pioance  Committee  of  tbe  Senate,  and  to  each  of  the  Nebraska  delegation 
in  CosfH^m. 

The  foregoing  resolution  was  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
forty-flfth  session,  Nefomska  Legislature,  the  date  above  written. 

(Signed)  Frank  P.  Cokkick, 

Chief  Clerk  o/  tht  Uouae. 

LlNCOLR,  NSBB.,  March  17,  /Ml. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  present  memorials  of 
the  Council  of  Agriculture,  the  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  the 
State  Grange,  and  the  State  Horticultural  Society,  all  of  the 
State  of  Wi«KX>nsin,  remonstrating  again.st  the  proposed  tariff  on 
lumber  and  lumb<»r  products  from  Canada,  which  I  ask  may  be 
printed  in  the  RsroBn  and  lie  on  the  table. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memoiials  were  ordenxl  to  lie 
on  the  table  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcobo,  as  follows : 

Wisconsin  Cocncil  or  AaRicriTU««, 

Modiion.  Wit..  March  19,  ntS. 
Tbe    Wisconsin    Council    of    Agriculture    wishes    to    voice    Its    protest 
against  the  proposed  tariff  on  lumber  and  lumber  products  from  Canada. 
Our  position  has  been  determined  after  careful  study  of  both  sides  of 
the  question  and  we  find  that  tbe  tariff  Is  unwarranted. 

Therefore  we  earnestly  request  that  our  views  be  given  consideration 
by  tbe  Coogresa  of  tbe  United  States. 

Gaosoa  Nelson, 
Frt»id«%t  WUconain  Council  of  AgricMltvre. 

EIebman   Ihds, 
Secretary  WUcornin  Council  of  Affriculture. 
The  Wisconsin  Council  of  Agriculture  is  composed  of  the  following  or- 
ganlsationa,  together  with  their  representatives  : 

Herman  Ihrte,  master  Wi8con.«»in  State  Grange;  George  Nelson,  presi- 
dent American  Society  of  Equity ;  nn^h  Harper.  Wisconsin  Farm  Bureau 
Federation  ;  C.  O.  Huppert,  eecretary-treasurer  Wisconsin  Farm  Bureau 
Federation  ;  W.  8.  WItte,  president  Madison  Milk  Producers* ;  J.  C.  John- 
son, secretary  Wisconsin  Tobacco  Pool ;  W.  W.  Woodward,  president 
Wiseonsin  Cooperative  Creameries;  R.  J.  Schafer,  Wisconsin  State 
Orange;  William  Htitter,  National  Cheese  Producers'  Federation;  Frank 
Swoboda.  National  Cheese  Producers'  Federation  ;  Charles  Dineen,  secre- 
tary Milwaukee  Milk  Producers'  Association  ;  J.  J.  Lamb,  Equity  Llve- 
atock  Sales  Association  ;  Paul  Uemmey,  secretary  Educational  Coopera- 
tive Farmers'  Union  ;  Herman  Ullsperger,  general  manager  Wisconsin 
Fruit  Growers'  AMoclution. 

Resolution 

Whereaa  the  ripply  of  lumber  grown  in  the  United  States  is  steadily 
decreasing  and  tlie  demand  by  tbe  farmers  for  lumber,  shingles,  poles, 
and  posts  represents  an  increasing  larger  per  cent  of  total  consumption 
for  these  products  :  and 

Whereaa  any  curUilment  of  supply  or  raise  of  prices  will  result  in 
Increasing  costs  to  the  agricultural  Industry  ;  and 

Whereas  the  importation  of  Canadian  lumber  operates  to  aitve  our 
fast  diminishing  supply,  and  for  that  rea.sou  is  Ib  accordance  with  tbe 
sound  theory  of  conservation  of  foreets  ;  and 

Whereas  the  tariff  on  lumber  from  Canada  would  increase  the  price 
of  our  lumber  products  in  this  couutry  for  the  benefit  of  a  small  lumber 
group  in  the  northwestern  part  of  the  Unlte<l  States  :  Therefore  be  it 

Heaolved.  That  tbe  Wisconsin  Farm  Bureau  federation  records  here 
In  Us  opposition  to  any  tariff  on  lumber  and  shingles  from  Canada  ;  and 
be  it  further 

Retolved,  That  copies  of  this  resolution  l>e  sent  to  members  of  tbe 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  to  .Members  of  Congress  from  Wiscon- 
aia,  and  to  aembers  ot  tiM  Finance  Committee  ot  tbe  United   States 


Senate  and  to  the  United  States  Senators  from  Wisconsin;  and  be  It 
further 

Resolved,  That  our  legislative  committee  use  their  efforts,  and  to  pass 
a  resolution  in  our  State  legislature  memoralixlng  Congress  In  opposition 

to  tariff  on  lumber. 

Wisconsin  Farm  Bi  scad  Fedkbaiidk, 
F.  K.  CoLDREN,  President, 
C.  G.  HcppiBT,  Secretary. 

Wisconsin  Statx  Gramgb, 

VeemaS,  Wis. 

The  Congress  of  the  United  Stotes  Is  being  asked  to  place  a  duty 
on  Canadian  lumber,  shingles,  and  logs  by  a  few  of  tbe  west  coast  lum- 
bermen. 

There  Is  no  statement  set  forth  by  tbe  proponents  of  the  tariff  to 
warrant  prote<-tlon,  by  a  duty,  from  Canadian  lumber. 

We  of  tbe  Wlsctmsln  State  Grange,  therefore,  feel  It  Incumbent  upon 
US  to  protest  vigorously  against  the  imposition  at  this  time. 

•  HEBIfAN    IHDB,   Mostcr, 

S.  U.  Tkkpls, 

b.  j    schaefek, 

Fkkd  Swbnson, 

Emma  M.  Wildk,  Secret ary, 

Bwecuttve  Cotnwtittee. 

Madison,  Wis.,  ifay  7,  J9t9. 
Resolution 
VTiereas  the  supply  of  lumber  grown  in  the  United  SUtes  is  steadily 
decreasing  and   the  demand   by   the   farmers   for   lumber,   shingles,    logs, 
box   Bbooks,   and    crating    represents   an    increasing   larger    per    cent    of 
total  consumption  for  these  products;  and 

Whereas  any  cmtallment  of  supply  or  raise  of  prices  will  result  in 
Increasing  costa  to  the  agricultural  industry  ;  and 

Whereas  the  Importation  of  Canadian  lumber  operates  to  save  oar 
fast-diminishing  supply,  and  for  that  reason  is  in  accordance  with  the 
sound  theory  of  conservation  of  forests ;  and 

Whereas  the  tariff  on  lumber  from  Canada  would  Increase  the  price 
of  our  lumber  products  In  this  country  for  the  benefit  of  a  small  lumber 
group  In  the  northwestern  part  of  the  United  States :  Therefore  be  It 

Resolved,  That  the  Wisconsin  State  Horticultural  Society  records  here 
Its  opposition  to  any  Urlff  on  lumber  and  shingles  from  (Canada ;  and 
be  it  further 

Retolved.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  Ik  sent  to  members  of  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  to  Members  of  Congress  from  Wiscon- 
sin, and  to  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  United  States 
Senate  and  to  the  United  States  Senators  from  Wisconsin. 

Wisconsin  State  Hobticcltcral  Socistt, 
C.   J.  Telveu,  President. 
M.  B.  Gorr,  Vice  President. 
H.  J.  Rahmixjw,  Secretary. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundir  cltl- 
Eeus  of  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation 
granting  increased  pulsions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their 
widows,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

He    also    presented    petitions    of    sundry    citizens    of    Pierce 
County,  Wis.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  the  so-called  Capper 
Robsion  bill,  providing  for  the  establiHhment  of  a  Federal  de- 
partment of  education,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

REPORT  OF  NAVAL  N0MINATI0N8 

Mr.  HALE,  as  in  open  executive  session,  from  the  Committee 
on  Naval  Aff.nirs,  reporte<l  the  nominations  of  sundry  officers 
of  the  naval  service,  which  weire  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 

BILLS   INTBOnUCES 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr    SHEPPARD : 

A  bill  (S.  2022)  to  exempt  homesteads  from  Federal  Income 
tax  In  States  exempting  same  from  State  taxation ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  2023)  to  amend  subsection  (b),  section  60.  Federal 
Lankruptcv  act ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PINE: 

A  bill  (8.  2024)  granting  a  pension  to  Katherlne  Newey  (with 
accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  DILL: 

A  bill  (S.  2025)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  A.  King; 

A  bill  (S.  2026)  granting  a  pension  to  Charles  H.  Randall; 

A  bill  (8.  2027)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Sarah  M. 
Van  Slyke ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  2028)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Frank  H. 
Wilson,  alias  Henry  Wencel ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 


A  Wll  (8.  2029)  granting  war-risk  Insurance  to  the  estate  of 
Herbert  T<rfl ;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  SH0RTRID(;E  : 

A  bill  (S.  2030)  granting  a  pension  to  Henry  P.  Ruther;  to 
the  Committee  on  I»ensions. 

By  Mr    STEIWER: 

A  bill  (8.  2031)  making  an  appropriation  for  the  establL^h- 
ment  of  a  Coast  Guanl  station  at  Nellys  Cove,  Port  Orford, 
Oreg. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

By  Mr.  HOWEIJL: 

A  bill  (S.  2032)  for  the  relief  of  Justin  W.  Lane;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bill  (8.  2033)  in  respect  of  rates  of  postage  on  semi  weekly 
newspapers ;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads, 

A  bill  (S.  2084)  for  the  relief  of  Weymouth  Kirkland  and 
Rijbert  N.  Golding;  and 

A  bill  (S.  2035)  for  the  relief  of  the  Public  Service  Coordi- 
nated Transport  of  Newark,  N.  J.  (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  TYDINGS: 

A  bill  (S.  2036)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Estelle 
Kuhn  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr    HATFIELD: 

A  bill  (S.  2037)  granting  an  increase  of  {tension  to  James  W. 
Ashby ; 

A  bill  (S.  2038)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Mahala 
Metcalf  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  2039)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Emily  J. 
Watklns  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

AHZNDMEITT  TO  THK  TAXDT  BUI. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE  submitted  an  amendment  Intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  House  bill  2667.  the  tariff  revision  bill, 
which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

KMTLOTMEIfT  OF  TEIXPBOKK  OPfaiATOB 

Mr.  JONES  submitted  the  foUowing  resolution  (8.  Res.  150), 
which  was  referre<l  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the 
Contingent  Exitenses  of  the  Senate: 

Rewived,  That  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  hereby  Is  autborlxed  and  directed 
to  employ  a  telephone  operator  to  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  $1,560  per 
annum  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  until  tbe  end  of  tbe 
present  Congress. 

FEDEBAL    FABM    LOAK    BOARD 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  Prerident,  I  ask  permission  to  have 
printed  in  the  Rexxjbd  a  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  rendered  by  Mr.  Justice  Holmes  on  tlie  4th  Instant 
In  reference  to  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board  and  Its  power  to 
levy  assessments. 

There  being  no  objectlcm,  the  decision  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Rbcoed,  as  follows: 

SUPKXMB  COCST  or  TBE  Unitso  Staiss 
No.  89 — October  Term,  1929 

J.  H.  WHEELEB,  PBTmONEE,  V.  HOWAKD  GEEENX,  HBCnVBK  OF  THE  BANK- 
EBS  JOINT  STOCK  VAXD  BANK  0»  MILWAIJKEB,  WIS.  ON  WRIT  OF  CBE- 
TIOBABI  TO  THE  tTNITKD  STATES  CIBCOIT  COintT  OF  APPEALS  FOE  THK  8KV- 
ENTH   CIBCOIT 

(November  4,  1929) 

Mr.  Justice  Bolmes  delivered  tbe  opinion  of  tbe  court. 

Tlie  plaintiff  is  the  receiver  of  the  Bankers  Joint  Stock  Land  Bank 
of  Uilvaakee,  appointed  by  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board.  Tbe  defend- 
ant is  a  holder  of  stock  of  that  bank.  This  suit  is  brought  to  collect 
an  assessment  equal  In  amount  to  tbe  par  valne  of  the  defendants'  stock, 
which  was  levied  by  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board  and  which  tbe  plain- 
tiff was  ordered  to  collect.  The  defendant  demurred  to  the  declaration 
that  allegpd  these  facts.  Tbe  district  court  snstained  the  demurrer  and 
ordered  Judgment  for  the  defendant.  The  plaintiff  appealed  and  tbe 
judgment  was  reversed  by  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  (29  FW.  (2d) 
468).  A  writ  of  certloraH  was  grsnted  by  this  court  to  settle  the  ques- 
tioQ  whether  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board  bad  power  to  levy  an  assess- 
ment, or  the  receiver  to  maintain  suit,  for  the  enforcing  of  tb«  stock- 
holder's liability  created  by  the  Federal  farm  losn  act,  July  17,  1916 
(ch.  245,  see.  16;  89  Stat  374 ;  U.  8.  C,  tiUe  12,  sec  812). 

The  section  (sec.  29,  Code,  sees.  961,  9C3)  of  tbe  Federal  farm  loan 
act  that  deals  wltb  Insolvency  of  farm-loan  associations  and  jelnt-ctock 
land  banks  provides  for  tbe  app<^tment  of  a  receiver  by  tbe  Farm  Loan 
Board  and  states  his  duties  and  powers.  It  closely  follows  tbe  words 
of  the  earlier  national  bank  act  (R.  8.,  sec.  6234  ;  Code,  title  12,  sec. 
192),  stating  tbe  duties  of  tbe  receiver  of  a  bank  that  has  refused  to  pay 
its  circuUtlng  notes,  and  giving  bin  power  to  take  poascasloD  of  books 
and  assets  and  to  collect  debts,  etc.  But  whereas  tbe  buk  act  goes  on 
"  and  may,  if  necessary  to  pay  tbe  debts  of  such  association,  enforce  tbe 
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tiMilTMaal  llaMHtr  of  th*  ttoekbold*!*."  tbe  f»rni  Imu  act  Btop«  •hort 
and  baa  ao  aucb  wortia.  Wbea  to  ImporUnt  a  grant  of  power  conUilntd 
to  the  prototype  is  Wt  out  fronn  ibe  copy  It  Is  almost  tmpooible  to 
•ttribuU*  tb«  oniasion  to  anythlns  but  design,  or  to  beliere  that  It  left 
«o  rtry  attrnuated  Impllcationa  wbat  tb«  modei  befers  It  ao  dearly 
exprrasrU. 

There  Is  a  plala  reaaoa  for  tb«  difference.  The  national  banks  issue 
noti-a  that  conatltute  an  Important  part  of  tbe  currency  of  tbe  country 
and  that  thr  Initod  SUtes  haa  an  interest  in  seeing  paid.  It  Is  upon 
thp  bank  t  refuaal  to  pay  th«»ae  notes  that  the  Comptroller  of  the  Cur- 
rency la  to  appoint  a  receiver,  and  the  authority  to  enforce  the  atocit- 
boki-r  a  liability  adds  a  aecurlty  to  the  national  circulation  that  i»  of 
national  scope.  Bui  the  Joint  stock  land  banks  Iseoe  no  such  notes. 
Tliey  are  created  to  make  loans  on  farm  mortgages  to  members  of  an 
asiMK-latlon  in  a  territorially  limited  district,  and  are  relatlTely  local 
affatra.  It  is  ctrntrmplated  that  the  bonds  that  they  lasue  shall  be  se- 
curp'l  by  mortgages.  There  is  not  the  same  neetl  that  the  stockholder's 
liability  should  be  summarily  dlapoaed  of  behind  bis  back  in  Washing- 
ton (Rsiikln  V.  Barton,  199  I'.  S.  228,  232;  Casey  v.  Gattl,  »4  C.  8. 
«7:i.  6M)  rather  than  by  tbe  usual  proceeding  of  a  bill  In  equity  which 
la  brought  la  the  neighborhood,  in  which  tbe  stockholder  can  he  beard 
and  by  which  the  asm>*anient  inatrad  of  100  per  cent  can  he  adjnated  to 
the  apet-lflc  caae  (Terry  ».  T'jl)man.  92  U.  8.  1.^6).  The  stockholders  are 
to  be  held  only  "  .-iiuaUy  and  ratably  '  And,  to  say  tbe  least,  tbe  WU 
In  equity  la  the  moat  likely  way  of  reaching  that  result. 

The  establishSBent  In  Washington  of  a  bareaa  "  charged  with  the  exe- 
cution of  this  act  •  •  •  under  the  general  soperrlaion  of  a  Federal 
Fana  l.oan  Board"  (ch.  246,  sec.  8:  Code.  »ee.  851).  and  tbe  patting 
of  the  admiDiatratlooof  the  act  under  the  direction  and  control  of  that 
board  by  sectloa  1,  seem  to  ns  Inadequate  to  supply  the  omission  of  this 
power  from  the  ezpreas  statement  of  wbat  tbe  board  and  receirer  may  do 
wbt-n  tbe  bank  la  InsolTent.  Tt>e  recHTor  had  power  to  collect  the 
aaaeta  of  the  bank,  but  tbe  liability  of  stockholders  la  no  part  of  those 
asMts.  It  la  a  HaWlity  to  eredlton  wbleb  tka  crtdltors  may  be  left  to 
•aforca. 

Decrsa  rwetaed. 


NOVEMBEE    7, 
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Mr. 


oiv  rHoippuvK  nfituvNUKiica 
BINGHAM.     Mr.  PreiddeDt,  8<>in«  weeks  ago,  when  we 


were  dtMnutKini;  the  amendinettt  In  favor  of  Philippine  indc- 
pendeoce.  1  gave  notice  that  the  subject  matter  would  be  heard 
before  th*  Committee  on  TerrttorieH  and  Insular  Affairs  in 
December. 

In  order  to  oblige  oar  friends  In  the  PhlUp|>ine  lalandit,  and 
In  accordance  with  the  letter  frtim  the  senior  Philippine  Com- 
mlswioiicr.  which  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Rbcoso,  I  wlU 
now  state  that  the  hearings  will  not  be  held  autil  January. 

Tbe  VICB  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  the  letter  wlU  be 
printed  In  tbe  Rkobd. 
Tlte  letter  Is  as  follows: 

Cow^asss  or  tbs  Unitso  Statss, 

Houas  or  RarmnsirrATiTBa. 
WaaMa^ton.  D.  C,  Nmvemher  7,  00. 
H«>a.   HtBAM  BtNaaAM, 

Osiiwaii  r^rrittrtm  mm4  hunOmr  Af9*n  Committer 

Vmit04  8tmtM  Bmmtt,  WmtMmottn,  D.  O. 
Mt  Dsaa  BsMAToa :  This  la  to  cooflrm  our  conversation  of  this  morn- 
ing In  whlcii  I  have  tbe  honor  to  respectfully  reqoeat  that  tbe  hearings 
OB  Philippine  Independence  to  he  held  by  tbe  Committee  on  Tenitortca 
and  Insalar  Affalm.  of  which  you  are  ita  chairman,  be  postponed  to  tbe 
nrat  week  of  January.  1930.  la  order  to  give  the  delecatlon  to  be  aent 
to  tbe  raited  Statea  by  tbe  PbUlpplae  LegiBlatuTe  an  opportoaltjr  to  be 
heard  oa  the  qaestton.  1%ey  are  doe  to  arrtva  la  Waabtagtoa  «a  or 
abaut  Cbriatmaa. 

ThaaklBg  yoa  for  the  ceurtasita  ywi  have  always  cxtanAed  t*  tbe 
lUtlves  of  tbe  FIHpIno  psapte.  I  sa. 
Tawrs  very  reapectfolly.  Psnao  Ovwtama. 

CXgliUTtVB  msaAoiB 
in  writtag  were  coaununkated  ta  tbe  Senatia  fkt>m 
tbe  Preaideot  of  tba  United  Stetaa  by  Mr.  Beaa.  ona  «<  his 


laiOIf  OV  THB  Ti 

Tba  SaiMita,  aa  1b  OooBmittee  of  tbe  Whole,  raeniiwd  the  eon- 
■tckratkiB  of  tbe  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenve,  to  regu- 
late eoeuBeree  with  foreign  countrtea,  to  eneoorage  the  Indiaa- 
trlM  of  tbe  United  Statea.  to  protect  Aaerlean  labor,  and  fOr 
other  poifMees,  the  pending  queeCion  being  oa  tbe  amendment  of 
Mr.  Oena  to  tbe  eaaendment  of  tbe  oomasittce. 

Tbe  nawndncDt  of  tbe  coounittee  was,  on  pnge  08,  after  line 
21,  to  strike  ovt  tbe  tnt  enbdlTialon  of  paracrapb  SOS  la  Oie 
feilowlng  worda: 

Pas.  sex.  (a)  Mangaaeae  are  or  sssemtrstae  eaatalaii^  hi  eaeess  ef 
M  par  ccvt  ef  metallic  mitaaeaa.  1  eeat  pw  peesg  aa  tbe  metaBts 
italBcd  tbcveU. 


Mr.  Ooon's  amendment  to  the  amendment  is  to  Insert  lo  ilea 
of  the  language  pr^inxsed  to  be  stricken  out  by  the  committee : 

Pas.  802.  (a)  Manganeae  ore  or  concentrates  of  all  kinds,  containing 
less  than  10  per  cent  of  metallic  manganese,  shall  be  admitted  free  of 
duty  ;  containing  10  per  cent  or  more  of  metallic  manganese  and  less 
than  20  per  cent,  one-half  of  1  cent  per  pound  on  the  metallic  man- 
ganese contained  therein  ;  containing  20  per  cent  or  more  of  metallic 
manganese  and  less  than  25  per  cent,  1  cent  per  pound  on  the  metallic 
manganese  contained  therein  ;  containing  25  per  cent  of  metallic  man- 
ganese, or  more,  1^  ceeta  per  pound  on  the  metallic  manganese  con- 
tained   therein. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  inasmnch  as  duiing  the 
course  at  my  remarks  I  shall  refer  to  certain  maps  now  on  the 
wall  in  rear  of  the  Chamber,  1  ask  permission  of  the  Senate, 
and  particularly  of  tbe  Vice  President,  that  I  may  stand  at  a 
pijint  in  fn>nt  of  this  desk,  thereby  temporarily  turning  my  back 
upon  the  Presidiuj;  Officer. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  permission  is 
granted. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  .Mr.  President,  even  if  I  possessed  the  ca- 
pacity so  to  do,  it  •^»ould  not  be  nectvssary  so  to  enter  into  a 
general  homily  as  to  the  philosophy,  history,  and  the  operation 
of  the  tariff  in  the  United  States.  In  that  respect  the  general 
field  has  been  covered  ably  in  the  debate  by  a  number  of 
Senators. 

Opulent  as  history  is  in  irony,  I  am  unable  to  call  to  mind 
at  the  moment  any  Irony  more  distinct  than  the  efforts  of  my 
honorable  friend  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  RkxdI  to 
promote  free  trade  on  manganese. 

With  due  deference  to  the  talent  and  the  genius  of  Alexander 
Hamilton,  I  assert  that  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  not 
Hamilton,  was  the  father  of  the  protective-tariff  system  In  the 
United  States.  The  subject  of  revenue  was  a  vexatious  one  dur- 
ing tbe  colonial  times.  Until  1789  each  State  controlled  the 
Imposition  of  Its  various  customs  dutlt>s,  and  in  ci-lonial  times 
each  State  that  had  a  seai>ort  applieil  its  own  tariff  schedules 
and  no  two  tariff  schedules  were  alike. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.   President,  a  pflrllamentary  Inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  By  what  authority  have  Kresge  and  Wool- 
worth  moved  into  the  Senate  Chamber? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  my  amiable  friend  tlie  states- 
man from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Babklet]  ju.st  securwl  recognition  to 
propound  a  parliamentary  inquiry,  and  ask  by  what  authority 
did  Kresge  and  Woolworth  move  into  the  Senate  Chamber. 
The  cold  Conokessio.nai.  Rbcobo,  which  does  not,  of  course,  dis- 
close a  picture  of  the  exhibits  piled  upon  the  tables  in  the  rear 
of  the  Chamber,  might  lead  9ome  reader  to  believe  that  tie 
Senator  was  referring  to  me.     [Ijiujihter] 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  want  to  dKsclaini  that  implication.  I  had 
reference  to  the  exhibit  over  in  the  c<jrner  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Woolworth  and  Kresge  are  5-and-lO-cent 
people,  and  I  do  not  desire  any  reader  to  gain  any  such  Impres- 
sion as  might  be  cimveyed  by  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky.     [Laughter.] 

The  tariff  bill  of  1789  was  tbe  first  bill  discussed  In  our  first 
Ho«Me  of  Representatives.  James  Madison,  of  Virginia,  who 
Introduced  the  subject  of  the  tariff,  was  then  in  the  early 
maturity  of  a  life  of  much  usefulness,  and  his  ability  as  a 
counsellor  and  his  skill  in  drafting  laws  and  constitutions  were 
everywhere  recognised.    He  8al<l  In  his  speech  of  April  8,  178ii : 

A  natioaal  revenue  must  be  obtained,  but  the  system  must  be  such 
tbat  while  It  secorea  the  object  of  revenue  it  shall  not  be  oppreesive  to 
oar  constituents. 

And  be  urged  the  collection  of  the  national  revenue  without 
oppression  upon  the  people. 

The  next  day  the  discussion  of  t)ie  tariff  bill  became  general, 
and  Mr.  Thomas  Fitzsimons,  of  Pennsylvauia,  said  that  he 
extended  his  views  further  than  the  other  speakers.  Among 
other  things,  Mr.  Fltaslmous  said  that  the  duties  should  be 
cakrulated  "to  encourage  the  protection  of  Infant  Industries." 
Here,  Mr.  President,  we  encounter,  at  the  very  Inception  of 
our  national  history,  Pennsylvania's  deiuond  for  a  tariff.  From 
that  good  day  down  through  the  annals  of  our  national  history, 
like  a  golden  thread,  has  run  Ibe  demand  of  the  State  of  Penn- 
sylvania for  a  protective  tariff,  and  this  thread  was  never 
severed  until  my  able  and  honorable  friend  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rkq>]  demanded  free  trade  on  manganese. 
In  tbe  State  of  Pennsylvania  va.st  quantities  of  steel  are  manu- 
factured. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  tbe  able  Senator 
I  from  Arliona  a  question? 


Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tbe  Senator  from  Arixooa 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  I 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  desire  to  ask  if  Pennsylvania  has  not 
always  demanded  free  raw  material? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  As  I  have  said,  vast  quantities  of  steel  are 
manufactured  in  Pennsylvania.  I  need  not  at  this  time  employ 
any  words  in  telling  the  Senate  that  manganese  Is  used  generally 
in  the  production  of  steel ;  indeed,  I  doubt  not  that  a  score,  pos- 
sibly two  score,  of  Senators  know  far  more  about  the  technique, 
as  to  how  manganese  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of  steel,  than 
do  I :  but  it  is  within  the  common  knowledge  of  every  Senator, 
and  it  is  within  the  common  knowledge  of  practically  every 
ordinarily  well-Informed  citiien.  that  manganese  is  used  to 
harden  steel  protlucts  and  to  "  sweeten  "  pig  Iron. 

The  representatives  of  the  steel  Interests  appeared  last 
winter — and  I  make  no  comjrfaint  of  that ;  they  had  a  right  to 
do  so — before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  asked  the  committee  to  free  list  manganese, 
which  the  committee  refused  to  do.  Thus  the  tariff  bill  which 
we  are  now  considering.  House  bill  2667,  as  it  passed  the  House 
carried  a  duty  on  manganese  ore  or  concentrates  containing  in 
excess  of  30  per  cent  of  metallic  manganese  of  1  cent  per  pound 
on  the  metallic  manganese  contained  therrfn. 

The  Senate  committee  at  first  accepted  the  House  rate  on  the 
metallic  content  of  manganese  ore,  and  the  Senatft  committee 
even  broadened  it  out  to  apply  to  ore  of  low  content,  thus  In 
efltect  increasing  the  duty  over  and  above  the  1  cent  per  pound 
level. 

Then  subsequently,  to  wit,  on  the  13th  of  August,  there  came 
the  announcement  from  Rusida  that  the  United  States  Steel 
Corporation  had  signed  a  5-year  contract  with  the  Russian 
Soviet  agreeing  to  purrtiase  from  80,000  to  150,000  tons  of  Rus- 
sian manganese  annually.  Reconsidering  this  item,  the  Senate 
committee  on  the  14th  of  August,  after  having  taken  the  action  I 
have  Just  described,  executed  a  volte-face,  reversed  Itself,  and 
voted  6  yeas  to  5  nays  to  place  manganese  ore  on  the  free  list, 
with  a  saving,  if  such  action  shall  be  ratified  by  the  Congress 
and  approved  by  the  President,  of  l)etween  $2,000,000  and  $4,000,- 

000  annually  In  tariff  duties  to  the  United  States  Steel  Coriwra- 
tlon  on  its  Russian  contract  alone. 

Mr.  WHEELKR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  TRESI DENT.  Does  the  Senator*  from  Arizona 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr   ASHUHST.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  should  like  to  inquire  if  tbe  Senator  from 
Arizona  knows  why  the  members  of  the  committee  changed 
their  opinion  about  it?  I  have  been  told  that  it  was  at  the 
Instance  of  the  White  House  and  that  the  President  asked  them 
to  do  it.  I  was  curious  to  know  why  it  was  that  the  President 
had  changed  his  mind  with  reference  to  the  question,  particu- 
larly in  view  of  his  speech  in  Colorado,  In  whldi  he  said  he  was 
in  favor  of  a  tariff  on  manganese. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  yield  to  the  Sejiator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  think  the  Senator  from  Montana  Is  mistaken. 

Mr.  WHEELER     I  will  say  to  the  Senator  I  do  not  think 

1  am  mistaken. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  know  that  the  President  never  said  a  word 
to  me  about  it,  and  I  do  not  believe  he  said  a  word  on  the 
subject  to  a  single  member  of  the  majority  of  the  Finance 
Committee. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  he  is  en- 
tirely mistaken  about  that,  unless  I  am  misinformed  by  some 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  I  wUi  inquire  if  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moeicsl  is  in  the  Chamber? 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  if  he 
knows,  or  if  tbe  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Binoham] 
knows  why  the  change  was  made  and  if  it  was  not  made  at  the 
request  of  the  White  House? 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  lose  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the  rules  tbe  Senator  has 
only  the  right  to  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Then,  I  can  yield  for  a  question  tmly. 

Mr.  REED.  I  will  have  to  put  an  Interrogation  point,  then, 
after  what  T  say. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    The  Senator  is  entitled  to  take  some  liberty 

with  me. 

Mr.  REED.  When  I  heard  the  statement  about  this  so-called 
soviet  contract  with  tbe  Steel  Corporatitm,  I  made  inquiry  of 
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the  Steel  Corporation  as  to  whether  there  waa  any  truth  in 
the  report  I  was  told  that  it  was  completely  Incorrect;  that 
they  had  made  no  such  contract  at  all,  and  that  the  report  waa 
erroneous. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arbuma 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  My  Information  is  that  it  la  the 
Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  that  has  the  contract,  and  not  the  United 
States  Steel  Coriwration.  I  Inquire  of  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania if  he  can  give  us  any  information  as  to  that? 

Mr.  REED.     I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  say  my  information  about  the 
matter  is  that  it  Is  tlie  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  that  has  the  con- 
tract with  the  Soviet  Government. 

Mr.  HEED,  I  do  not  know.  The  newspapers  said  it  waa 
the  United  States  Steel  Corporation,  so  I  made  my  inquiry  of 
them.  I  never  until  this  moment  heard  It  suggested  that  it 
was  the  Bethlehem  Co.     That  may  be  so  for  all  I  know. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arlcona 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  In  view  of  the  inquiry  propounded  by  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  WhbeijebI,  I  call  the  atten- 
tl<m  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  to  the  press  dl^Mitcb  appear- 
ing in  the  New  York  Wc«1d  of  August  16  last,  in  which  this  i» 
said: 

Washinotok,  August  15. — Responsibility  for  the  action  of  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  In  placing  manganese  ore  on  the  free  list,  thereby 
reversing  the  committee's  previous  action  and  granting  a  saving  of 
$8,000,000  a  year  to  the  steel  manufacttirers,  was  laid  on  the  White 
House  doorstep  to-day  by  Senator  HtuM  Binqham  (Republican,  Con. 
nectlcut),  a  member  of  the  committee. 

In  a  secret  aeasion  of  Republican  Finance  Committee  members  a  few 
weeks  ago  Binoham  voted  for  a  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  on  ore  containing 
10  per  cent  or  more  of  meUllic  manganese.  Yesterday  he  was  one  of 
the  two  members  of  the  committee  who  reversed  their  previous  votea 
and  put  manganese  on  the  free  list.  When  asked  why  he  changed  he 
said  the  White  Houae  advised  it 

I  do  not  vouch  for  that  statement,  but  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  it  appeared  in  one  of  the  most 
reputable  newspapers  In  the  United  States,,  and  this  morning  la 
the  first  time  I  have  heard  It  diluted. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield  to  the  S«iator  from  Connecticut 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  My  friend  from  New  Mexico  [Mr.  Brattok] 
was  not  present  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  some  weeks  ago  when 
the  senior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  referred  to  thia 
report  I  was  present  at  the  time,  and  I  said,  without  motion- 
ing the  name  of  the  newspaper  at  that  time,  that  a  newspaper 
had  stated  that  I  had  given  out  a  statement  and  had  said  that 
I  had  voted  first  for  the  duty  on  manganese:  that  I  had  later 
voted  against  It,  and  that  I  had  changed  my  vote  at  the  request 
of  the  White  House.  I  said  at  that  time  that,  except  for  the  fact 
that  I  gave  out  no  statement  that  I  had  not  voted  for  a  duty 
on  manganese,  that  I  had  not  changed  my  vote,  and  that  what- 
ever had  been  done  had  not  been  done  at  the  request  of  the 
White  House,  the  story  was  correct 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
yield  to  the  S«iator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  a  question? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    If  I  may  yield  for  such  purpose. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut if  it  was  not  his  understanding  that  this  diange  was 
made  at  the  request  of  the  White  House? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  Senator  is  asking  something  which  ifl 
in  tl*e  nature  of  hearsay  or  of  undemtanding ;  and  I  do  not 
think  the  S«iator's  question  Is  one  that  can  well  be  answered 
at  this  time.  I  have  stated  very  frankly  that  the  article  in  the 
newspaper  was  entirely  Incorrect. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  I*resident  If  the  Senator  will  pardon 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield  further. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  should  like  to  direct  my  question  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshli*  [Mr.  Moses].  I  see  that  he  is  in 
the  Chamber  at  the  present  time. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDBNT.  Will  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire give  hta  attention? 

Mr.  WHERLER.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire If  it  was  not  his  understanding  that  this  rate  on  man- 
gant>8e  was  chanitt^  at  the  request  of  the  White  House? 

Mr.  MOSES.  Mr.  Preaident.  I  can  not  say  that  I  had  any 
particular  utMlentandiDg  aboot  it.  I  am  not  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  and,  as  I  recall,  theae  rates  were  being 
made  at  a  time  when  I  was  altsent  from  the  city.  I  remember 
that  the  dty  of  Washington  was  full  of  rumors  to  that  effect 
at  the  time. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  wlU  sUte  that  a  member  of  the  Finance 
Committee,  who  does  not  happen  to  be  present,  stated  to  me 
that  the  rate  was  changed  because  of  that  fact. 

Mr.  A8UUKST.  Mr.  President.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  ac- 
cept, and  do  accept,  the  statement  of  a  Senator;  if  he  changed 
his  Tdte  at  the  behest  of  the  Ulilte  House,  he  probably  shoald 
DoC  be  too  severely  condemned;  and  I  shall  not  dlscnsa  the 
reasons  why  any  member  of  the  committee  changed  his  vote. 
It  was  a  singular  circumstance,  howerer.  that  the  Finance 
(^Mnmittee  ahouid  first  at  one  sitting  broaden  out  and  thus 
practii-ully  in  effect  increase  the  duty  oo  manganese,  and  then, 
as  soon  as  the  Rosalan  contract  with  the  United  States  Steel 
Corporation  was  made,  the  committee  shoald  execute  this  volte 
face  and  thus  change  its  position. 

But  even  if  those  members  of  the  committee  who  did  change 
their  vote  did  say  that  they  took  such  action  at  the  request  of 
the  White  House,  such  statement  would  be  of  little  probative 
value,  because  Mr.  Hoover  during  his  candidacy  for  the  Presi- 
dency of  the  United  States,  speaking  for  a  duty  on  manganese, 
said  in  his  speech  delivered  in  I*uebIo,  Colo.,  on  November  3, 
102S,  which  speech  was  widely  quoted — I  have  a  photostat  copy 
of  the  page  of  the  newqwper  carrying  the  speech  and  have 
had  it  verified,  as  follows : 

I  kaow  •(  BO  State  In  tii*  Union  wtaer«  contlnaatton  of  the  Repaldi- 
cna  Fnrtj  la  pow«r  ia  o(  mon  vital  iaportaoc*  than  to  the  poopla  o< 
C«Uora«l<x  Ttaarc  la  hardly  a  prodaet  of  yoor  whole  Btata  tbat  is  not 
dopcudoat  upon  tariff  for  Urn  ycry  vziataBce.  Of  yoor  mlncrala,  alnc, 
tuasBtaa.  aa<l  nanaaneaa  cooJd  Maroely  be  prodocad  azeept  for  the 
protectiv«  tarUL 

Is  that  the  speech  to  which  the  able  Senator  from  Montana 
refers? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes.  Mr.  President ;  that  Is  the  matter  to 
which  I  had  reference. 

Mr.  ASHUR8T.  The  United  States  Steel  Oorporatlan  was 
formed  onder  the  direction  of  Mr.  Elbert  H.  Gary,  now  de- 
cea-ted ;  and  It  was  formed  at  a  time  when  the  steel  industry 
was  aboat  to  enter  upon  an  era  of  its  greatest  expansion.  That 
corporatioa  became  the  most  colosaai  single  producer  in  that 
indostry.  Indeed,  it  is  the  giant  of  that  industry  and  has  134 
distribution  agencies  in  44  countries.  Mr.  President,  It  has  been 
said  that  the  Uniteil  States  Steel  Oorporation  is  indiflterent  an 
to  a  tariff ;  bat  my  opinion  is  that  if  it  is  not  demanding  a  pro- 
tectire  tariff  it  occuiries  the  position  of  Addison's  raletadinarian, 
who  whilst  loadly  complaining  that  he  waa  starTing  to  death 
grew  so  fat  that  he  was  ahamed  into  silence. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  now  going  to  advert  to  another  phase 
^of  thia  qoestion,  bat  before  I  do  so  I  desire  to  take  the  jndg- 
^leat^of  the  Senate  as  to  the  i^opriety  of  reading  from  the 
statetnent  of  the  Oommissioner  of  Internal  Rermae,  and  at  this 
Janctnre  I  partlcalarly  ask  the  attention  of  the  senior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootI. 

1  do  not  wiMh  to  Tioiate  the  proprieties  or  any  confidence  of 
the  Senate.  I  desire  to  refer  to  some  figures  in  the  statement 
by  the  Conimi.owloner  of  Internal  Revenue  in  response  to  Senate 
Resolution  106  relative  to  famishing  the  Committee  on  Finance 
with  statements  of  profits  and  losses  of  certain  taxpayers.  I 
desire  to  know  if  I  am  at  liberty  to  read  extracta  from  tliat 
pnblicAtioD? 

Mr.  8MOOT.    That  rests  entirely  with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  do  not  want  to  violate  any  propriety  oc 
any  coofldenee  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  will  say  that  personally  I  woak)  not  do  it; 
bat,  if  I  wasted  to.  I  woald  refer  to  the  report  as  to  whether 
the  taxpayer's  boainess  waa  profitable  or  whether  it  waa  not 
profitable.  That  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  impropriety  in 
doing. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  In  the  Senate,  above  any  other  place,  or. 
rather,  as  well  as  in  any  other  place,  the  amenities  that  galde 
and  guard  gentlemt^  should  be  observed.  I  think  we  all  a^ree 
on  that ;  and  I  expect  to  refer  to  and  to  read  sosm  extracts  from 
these  r^[iorts  ot  the  OommissioDer  of  Internal  Berenoe  that 
bave  been  sent  to  oa,  bat  if  Senators  feel  that  I  woald  thereby 
be  violating  the  proprieties  or  the  amenltiea,  I  woald  aot  do  so. 
I  aak  the  Jodgment  of  the  Senate  on  this  point 


Mr.  SMOOT.  I  can  only  Ray,  Mr.  President,  that  I  would 
not  do  it;  but  if  I  wanted  to  refer  to  any  company  whose 
report  has  been  sent  to  the  Finance  Committee  and  to  the 
Senate  I  would  do  it  in  a  general  way  by  saying  that  its 
operations  were  very  profitable,  or  they  were  profitable,  or  they 
wew?  not  profitable. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Would  the  Senator  deem  that  any  reference 
to  losses  would  be  a  violation? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No;  I  do  not  think  that  would  be  a  violation. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  trust  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
will  not  be  restrained  by  any  consideration  of  amenities  or 
what  might  be  regarded  as  gentlemanly  conduct.  If  he  is  not 
restrained  by  the  law  from  discussing  ttiese  reports,  and  he 
does  not  feel  that  the  law  ref^trains  him,  I  know  of  no  consid- 
eration of  propriety  or  a pproi* lateness  In  debate  that  ought  to 
restrain  him  in  the  slightest  degree. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  am  glad  to  have  that  light  thrown  upon 
the  matter. 

Mr.  SMOOT  and  Mr.  PHIPPS  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  ASHUIUST.  I  yield  tlrst  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 
Then  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ct)lorado. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  fully  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  Montana;  but,  in  my  opinion,  it  would  be  a  violation  of 
law  to  do  sor.  I  do  not  mean  that  it  would  be  a  violation  of  law 
to  state  whether  the  taxjiayer's  operations  were  profitable  or 
whether  they  were  unprofitable,  or  whether  there  was  a  loss  or 
whether  there  was  a  gain  ;  but  I  do  believe  that  the  law  pre- 
vents the  publication  of  this  matter  here,  where  would  be  pub- 
lished in  the  Recobd  and  open  to  the  world. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fi»8  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  May  I  say  that  having  lo<iked  at  some  of  the 
reports  that  have  come  to  us  from  the  Tariff  Commission,  I 
note  that  in  some  instances  concerns  liave  been  losing  money 
year  after  year  in  certain  lines  of  business.  As  far  as  the  Steel 
Corporati(xi  is  concerned,  of  course  it  is  a  leader  in  the  steel 
business,  and  it  Is  an  outstanding  mark.  Everyone  refers  to  it. 
It  publishes  all  of  its  information.  It  conct^ls  nothing.  Noth- 
ing that  the  Senator  might  refer  to  in  its  report' would  be  ob- 
jected to;  but  I  beg  the  Senator  not  to  call  attention  to  con- 
cerns that  have  been  losing  money,  particularly  at  tills  moment, 
when  a  reference  to  their  condition  might  have  a  disastrous 
effect  on  their  i>usines8. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  shall  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator, 
from  Colorado  and  not  refer  to  the  losses  of  any  company  by 
name. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  is  discussing  a  very  interesting 
question,  and  one  which  has  been  the  subject  of  some  contro- 
versy heretofore  in  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  L«?  absolutely  cor- 
rect. Nothing  in  the  way  of  courtesy  or  the  amaiities — to  use 
the  term  of  the  Senator  from  Montana — ought  to  restrain  the 
Senator  from  Arisona  in  the  use  of  the  information  to  which  he 
refera  It  is  purely  a  question  of  how  far  he  is  permitted  to  use 
this  information  under  the  law. 

The  Federal  law  is  that  the  returns  of  the  taxpayer  are  secret, 
and  not  to  be  divulged  by  the  Treasury  Department  to  anyone 
except  by  authority  of  law.  The  law  jM-ovides,  however,  that 
either  the  Finance  Committee  or  the  Ways  and  Means  Commit- 
tee may  ask  for  these  retunis  for  their  use,  and  that  they  may 
report  these  returns  to  the  Congress.  I  do  not  think  they  have 
reported  these  returns  to  the  Congress,  but  they  have  furnished 
them  to  the  Members  of  the  Senate  and  probably  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House. 

With  reference  to  the  u.se  of  those  returns,  the  Senator  from 
Utah.  1  think,  volunteered  the  opinion  a  few  minutes  ago  that  a 
Senator  might  refer  to  the  losses. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  A  loss,  but  not  the  amount  of  the  loss;  or  a 
gain,  but  not  the  amount  of  the  gain. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  A  Senator  might  refer  to  a  profit,  but  not  to 
the  amount  of  the  profit 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Tea. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  that  Is  the  only  use  that  the  Senate  com- 
mittee or  the  Members  of  the  Senate  can  make  of  this  informa- 
tion after  they  get  it,  then  it  i.s  absolutely  u.'seies.s  information, 
and  there  is  no  practical  object  or  purpose  in  the  law  which 
authorises  them  to  ask  for  these  returns  and  to  report  them  to 
the  Congress. 
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I  think  that  when  those  returns  are  placed  in  the  hands  ot 
a  Senator  for  his  use  it  is  a  matter  of  discretion  with  him  as  to 
bow  he  will  use  this  information  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  him 
in  the  study  or  in  the  exposition  of  quesUous  relating  to  the 
tariff;  and,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  if  I  felt  that  it  was 
proper  to  use  the  exact  returns  of  any  concern  in  order  to  en- 
lighten the  Senate  or  the  Members  of  the  Senate  with  reference 
to  the  tariff  rate  under  discussion,  I  should  not  have  the  slight- 
est heslUitlon  in  doing  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yidd? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  So  that  the  Senator  will  know  Just  what  the 
law  is  in  this  respect,  I  want  to  read  it 

Any  relevant  or  osefal  information  thus  obtained  may  be  robmitted 
by  the  committee  ot>tainlnf  it  to  the  Senate  or  the  Houae,  or  to  both  the 
Beaate  and  Houae.  aa  the  eaae  may  l>e. 

There  is  no  need  of  my  reading  the  rest  of  it 

Mr.  ASHURST.  It  is  not  at  all  to  my  taste  to  exploit  here 
or  elsewhere,  figures  as  to  what  somebody  has  made  or  lost,  but 
I  did  think  I  had  a  right— indeed,  that  It  was  my  duty— to  point 
out  that  the  steel  Interests,  which  have  opposed  a  duty  on  man- 
gane!^,  have  no  grounds  to  complain  that  their  industries  were 
languishing,  and  that,  therefore,  they  could  not  stand  any  duty 
upon  their  raw  materials.  I  thought  to  reinforce  my  argument 
by  showing  that  In  many,  if  not  in  practically  all.  Instances 
these  steel  industries  were  opulent  and  have  enjoyed  extremely 
large  profits. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield  fur- 
ther? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Even  if  the  Senator  were  not  disposed  to  go 
as  far  as  I  said  that  I  felt  he  was  justified  in  going,  certainly 
he  could  read,  without  mentioning  the  names,  that  certain  steel 
companies  showed  a  profit.  If  the  Senator  will  pardon  me 
further,  I  can  not  understand  why  those  who  are  demanding 
high  duties  for  certain  industries  in  this  country  are  so  bent 
upon  preventing  the  use  of  these  returns  of  the  income  taxes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  not  that  at  all. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator 

yield? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  think  it  would  be  quite  appro- 
priate at  this  place  to  have  incorporated  In  the  Rkord  the  law. 
Xn  my  judgment  there  is  no  reason  at  all  under  the  law  why 
the  Senator  should  not  make  such  use  of  these  reports  as  he 
cares  to  make.  Section  1024  of  title  26  of  the  Code  of  Laws 
reads  as  follows: 

1024.  Inspection;  llata  of  persona  making  returns;  amount  paid: 
(a)  Beturna  upon  which  the  tax  has  been  determined  by  the  Commla- 
aloner  of  Internal  Revenue  ahall  constitute  public  records;  but  they 
■hall  be  open  to  inspection  only  upon  order  of  the  President  and  under 
rules  and  reRulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and 
approved  by  the  President :  Provided.  That  the  Committee  on  Waya  and 
Means  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatlves,  the  Committee  on  Finance  of 
the  Senate,  or  a  special  committee  of  the  Senate  or  House  shall  have 
the  right  to  call  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for.  and  It  ahall  be 
his  duty  to  furnish,  any  data  of  any  character  contained  In  or  shown 
by  the  returns  or  any  of  them,  that  may  be  required  by  the  committee ; 
and  any  such  committee  shaU  have  the  right,  acting  directly  as  a  com- 
mittee, or  by  and  through  such  examiners  or  agents  as  it  may  designate 
or  appoint,  to  inspect  all  or  any  of  the  returns  at  such  times  and  in 
■uch  manner  as  It  may  determine;  and  any  relevant  or  useful  Informa 
tion  thus  obtained  may  be  submitted  by  the  committee  obtaining  It  to 
the  Senate  or  the  House,  or  to  both  the  Senate  and  House,  as  the  case 
may  bo. 

The  Finance  Committee  has  called  upon  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  this  information,  and  the  information  has  been 
put  into  the  hands  of  every  Member  of  the  Senate,  so  that  the 
matter  has  been  submitted  to  the  Senate,  and  of  course,  if  It  is 
submitted  to  the  Senate,  it  can  be  submitted  only  for  such  use 
as  Senators  may  care  to  make  of  it 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  desire  to  say  that  the  position  taken  by  the 
Senator  from  Montana  is  precisely  the  position  taken  by  me  in 
the  Finance  Committee  meeting  at  the  time  when  it  was  decided 
by  the  committee  to  submit  to  the  Senate  this  information 
which  is  now  published.  Certainly,  .submitting  this  information 
to  the  Senate  means  the  submission  to  the  Senate  in  open  ses- 
sion. It  bec<imes  a  matter  of  public  record,  since  we  have  no 
secret  sessions  of  the  Senate  unless  by  an  express  vote,  and  then 
only  on  executive  matters,  like  the  ct>nflimation  of  persons 
UMninnted  to  office. 


Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President  I  hare  tried  fairly  to  take 
the  sentiment  and  judgment  of  the  Senate  upon  this  question, 
and  with  due  deference  to  those  who  may  criticise  my  use  of  the 
figures — and  I  shall  be  conservative  in  using  them — I  believe, 
as  an  humble  member  of  the  bar  of  my  State,  that  any  Senator 
is  justified  in  following  the  legal  opinions  of  such  eminent  law- 
yers as  the  senior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  and 
the  junior  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gboboe].  In  fact  law- 
yers, when  talking  with  them,  may  be  likened  to  Saul  sitting  at 
the  feet  of  Gamaliel.  I  ^)eak  now  of  that  period  from  the  date 
of  the  signing  of  the  Fordney-McCumher  tariff  bill  until  the 
end  of  the  year  1928.  The  entire  losses  of  the  steel  interests, 
upon  which  reports  were  asked  by  the  committee,  for  the  years 
1922.  1923.  1924,  1925,  1920,  1927,  and  1928  amount  to  IL- 
503.259.34. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    As  the  companies  reported. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Yes;  as  the  companies  reported.  Now,  as 
to  the  profits.  I  take  first  the  Otis  Steel  Co.  The  yearly  profits, 
by  years,  according  to  their  books,  were : 

1922 MM,  20T 

1923 1.  8M.  2M 

1926 1.  182.  «12 

1927  _      1 1.859.904 

1928  II III 3.  746.  811 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  what  the  Senator  is  reading, 
I  take  it  is  the  net  gain  after  all  of  the  depreciations,  which  in 
some  Instances  were  tremendous. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Yes;  the  net  gain,  according  to  the  books 
of  the  various  companies,  after  paying  all  replacements,  taxes, 
betterments,  salaries,  and  so  forth — the  net  gain,  according  to 
their  books. 

The  yearly  profits  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Corporation,  ac- 
cording to  their  books,  were: 

1922     H  007,  284 

1923 12.  710.  712 

1924 8,  922,  446 

1925 1*.  866.  753 

1926  _I 20,  246,  166 

lo-vr  16.  529.  917 

1928  mini 18.  »80^  836 

Mr.  BLACK.    Mr.  President  wQl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Has  the  Senator  computed  the  percentage  of 
iwoflts  of  the  outstanding  stock  for  any  year? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     No;  I  have  not. 

The  profits  by  years,  according  to  the  books  of  the  Gulf  State 
Co..  of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  were  as  follows: 

1922 l«68,  207 

1923 1. 576.  521 

1924      912, 873 

1925IIII 1.  036.  777 

1926  779.792 

1927II 756,  403 

i928 924.  745 

The  profits  by  years  of  the  Inland  Steel  Ca,  according  to  their 

books,  were  as  follows : 

1922 f  1.  150.  008 

1923 5.  «00.  168 

1924 6,190.600 

1925"IIIIIII-II 8.  838,  734 

1928      8. 039,  704 

1927  7,800,894 

1928IIIIIIIIII 10.  394,  297 

The  profits  of  the  Republic  Iron  &  Steel  Co.,  Youngstown, 
Ohio,  according  to  their  books,  were  as  follows : 

1Q22                          — .     - ^ot  given. 

1923"IIII"I »6.  64*.  -i*:* 

19^4 2,  068.  297 

1925""II"I-riIIIir 3.  813,  4H4 

l»26i:ii:_IIl-I 3.  «23.  774 

1927                  -     3,018.28:: 

1928lIII_.:i «.  6<2,  450 

The  profits  of  the  Wheeling  Steel  Corporation,  Wheeliug, 
W.  Va..  according  to  their  books,  were  as  follows : 

,o22  11,725.260 

1923 8,  44\  169 

iaii 865,  110 

1926IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII **•  07.'<.  295 

Mioti  — -— 5,660,184 

iQ'>7 *.  028,  918 

1928l'r"iriIII"I"IIII------ ®'  *^^'  "^^ 

The  profits  of  the  American  Rolling  Mills  Co.,  Middletown, 
Ohio.  acc<iniing  to  their  books,  were  as  follows: 

,a,.2  12,  605,  766 

\uii 8-  81  «■  223 

\lr,i : 2,  662.  6:n 

Jq.7k 2.  755,  IKIS 

iQo« IIIi::i— I 4,  015.  999 

J927 ^'  *^'-  "" 
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Mr.  8ACKCTT.    Mr.  PrMldent 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Doca  the  Senator  from  Art- 
■oaa  jletd  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  A8HUR8T.     I  Tli'ld- 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Baa  the  Senator  any  data  to  ihow  whether 
the  compantaa  are  the  nme  niae  or  whether  they  have  por- 
chaaed  other  plaata? 

Mr.  A8HUR8T.    I  hare  not. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  Senator  rarrty  doe*  not  want  to  Inti- 
mate that  tf  they  hare  parchasi'd  other  plants  they  are  simply 
growing  in  proAts?  It  may  be  doe  to  m«>rgers  or  Tarloos  other 
matters  of  that  kind,  and  simply  to  read  the  proAta  wonld  give  a 
wrong  ImprovlofL 

Mr.  A  SHU  EST.  I  am  ststlng  net  profits  according  to  the 
bo<>k«  of  the  varions  ompnnieM. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  That  is  perfectly  true.  Those  are  the  net 
profits  aroonllng  to  their  own  books;  but  natormlly  the  net 
profits  wuokl  depend  upon  the  slxe  of  the  units  which  were 
operating  in  particular  years.  It  may  be  If  they  had  add«<d 
nnlu  to  the  organization  the  totala  would  show  more,  aitbtiugli 
the  profits  were  less. 

Mr.  A8IIIIRST.  The  lattt  one  I  shall  read  is  Unit(>d  States 
Steel.  Their  profits,  according  to  their  books,  were  as  follows : 
For  the  year  1922.  $39,653,4.'» ;  for  1923.  $108,707,064;  for  1924, 
I85.110.WO;  for  1925.  $90.602.652 ;  for  1926.  ril6,e67.404 ;  for 
1927.  $87,896,836;  for  1928,  $114,173,774;  a  total  of  profits, 
according  to  their  own  books,  since  the  signing  of  the  Fonlney- 
McCuniber  tariff  bill  of  $642,812,128. 

To  rwrapltulatc,  the  totpl  profit*,  acoordlnp  to  the  books  of 
the  companies  reported  apon.  asprefn^te  $Sm, 684.318.89,  but  de- 
ducting losses  during  this  period,  uggrejfating  $1.508,2S9..34, 
leaves  a  grand  total  of  profits  In  the  steel  bidnstry  since  the 
signing  of  the  Forduey-McCumber  bill  until  the  end  of  1928  of 
$876,181,080.55. 

Ttie  reliability  of  these  figures  becomes  apparent  in  the  light 
of  the  fact  that  they  are  submitti>d  by  the  different  corpr.iratlons 
as  a  basis  on  which  to  compute  ttieir  Income  taxes.  Obviously 
the  net  Income  would  not  be  reported  ss  le^s  than  the  figures 
given.  Incidentally  It  i.s  Interesting  to  note  that  these  enor- 
mous profits  have  been  mmed  by  the  steel  companies  during  a 
period  of  hopetesa  depression  on  the  part  of  mines  and  agrl- 
cnlture. 

The  able  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Oddis].  In  the  course  of 
his  address  yesterday,  pointed  out — and  I  shall  not  traverse 
the  gT«»und  over  which  he  passed — the  nee<l  for  the  tariff  which 
wonld  be  afforded  if  bis  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

When  he  conHnded  his  address  the  senior  Senator  fn>m  Wash- 
ington (Mr.  JoKva]  read  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  who  went  on 
to  say  that  n>^ng«n«HM»  u  a  very  necessary  It&n  In  our  national 
defense  and  that  therefore  we  ought  not  to  put  a  tariff  thereon. 
The  point  the  Senator  from  Washington  made  Is  to  my  mind  con- 
clusive, to  wit :  That  If  manganese  be,  as  it  is,  a  metal  necessary 
in  the  manufacture  of  ordnance  and  other  munitions,  for  a 
stronger  reason,  a  fortiori,  we  ought  to  build  up  the  industry  at 
home.  Senators  will  remember  in  the  dark  days  ot  March  and 
April,  1918.  that  our  miners  and  prospectors  In  response  to  the 
call  ot  their  Government  went  oat  upon  the  hQls,  smote  the  ob- 
durate face  of  nature  to  compel  her  to  bring  forth  her  treasures, 
not  of  gold,  not  of  silver  but  of  manganese,  that  we  thereby 
stimulated  the  production  of  manganese  but  at  that  same  time 
we  were  bringing  fn>m  overseas  half  of  our  manganese.  Who 
does  not  recall  the  unfortunate  and  mysterious  disappearance  of 
the  steamship  Cyciop*  whi<^  was  last  beard  of  some  time  during 
the  month  of  March.  1918,  somewhere  In  the  West  Indies:  she 
was  bound  for  an  Atlantic  port  in  the  United  States  from  Bar- 
bados, laden  with  manganese  ore :  she  had  a  complement  of  211 
men.  15  oflk^rs,  and  57  passengers.  Nothing  was  ever  heard  of 
her  further,  and  men  and  cargo  were  all  lost  She  sank  without 
a  trace.  Not  a  spar  has  ever  come  to  the  surface  to  Indicate 
her  fate.  We  rwnember  that  poignancy  of  the  grief  that  fell 
upon  OB  becanse  upon  the  Cpdop*  at  the  time  she  sank  was  a 
close  relative  of  a  United  States  Senator  who  was  serving  then 
with  OS.  What  was  the  mission  of  that  ship?  With  what  was 
she  laden?  She  was  bringing  manganese  to  the  United  States  to 
aaaist  In  the  manufacture  of  our  own  ordnance  and  other  muni- 
tions oS  war. 

Passlag  from  a  dlscuasloo  as  to  the  use  of  manganese  in  the 
manufacture  of  munitions,  I  repeat  that  I  need  not  here  tell 
anyone  how  widely  is  manganese  now  used  In  the  manufacture 
of  steel  products.  The  opponents  of  a  duty  on  manganese  have 
Inveterately  said  that  "  It  is  hopeless.  It  Is  useless,  to  attempt 
even  by  a  tariff  to  stimulate  the  productioo  of  manganese  in  the 
United  States."  **  Let  m  surrender."  they  say.  *•  We  can  not 
ever  hope  to  he  In  a  position  where  the  United  States  can  pro- 
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dnce  enough  manganese  to  meet  our  own  demands,  but  we  mtist 
have  free  trade  on  this  ore.  because,"  as  they  assert,  "American 
gmlns  and  American  capital  can  not  produce  enou^  manga- 
nese to  take  care  of  our  own  needs." 

Let  us  examine  that  contention.  On  the  wall  is  a  map. 
That  map  is  not  made  by  some  one  connected  with  the  man- 
ganeae  industry.  It  is  made  by  the  Geological  Survey.  I  ask 
Senators  to  examine  the  map  and  they  will  see  a  large  number  of 
black  pins — 216  in  number — embracing  34  States. 

Each  black  pin  represents  a  manganese  deposit.  Passing 
alont;  we  reacli  and  pass  through  Arkansas  and  Oklahoma  and 
reach  the  State  of  New  M»'xico.  so  ably  represented  here  by  her 
two  Senators.  There  manganewe  deposits  exist.  Crossing  my 
own  State  of  Arizona  we  still  see  black  pegs,  and  in  and  around 
the  area  where  the  tip  of  Nevada  touches  Arizona,  at  about  the 
position  of  the  pro(K>Hed  Konlder  Dam,  are  enormous  deposita 
of  munganese.  Patwing  on  into  the  State  of  California,  a  State 
so  well  reprcHcnted  in  this  body,  I  cull  attention  to  the  black 
pegs  on  the  map  showing  manganese  deposits.  I  can  not  refer 
to  each  State,  but  I  a^k  Senators  to  look  at  the  map  and  see 
how  many  there  are.  There  are  more  than  216  black  pegs  rep- 
resenting manganese  depos^its,  and  I  can  not  take  time  to 
mention  them  all. 

I  have  here  In  my  hand  another  map  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment, not  a  map  privately  made  by  myself  or  some  one  else  but 
made  by  the  United  States  Goverument  in  1918.  I  digress  to 
ask  why  wa.s  this  map  withheld  from  the  public  all  these  years? 
Why  was  it  not  promulgated?  This  map  bears  the  stamp 
*  First  proof,"  I  presume  of  the  Geolo^'ical  Survey,  "  February 
20,  1920,"  but  so  far  as  I  am  advlae<l  It  has  Ju.st  come  to  light. 
It  discloses  that  the  Government  officials  them.selves  not  lately 
indicsited.  but  years  ago,  many  of  the  same  places  and  hume 
deposits  indicated  by  the  black  fias  on  the  large  map  to  which 
I  have  Jast  called  attention. 

In  order  that  Senators  may  know  where  these  deposits  are 
and  how  vast  they  are  I  shall  read  a  few  of  them,  but  I  can  not 
reiid  them  all.  I  ask  permUKlon  at  thLs  Juncture  to  Include  In 
the  Recobd  not  the  map  but  the  legend  or  ILst  containing  the 
names  ot  the  States,  the  names  of  the  countie:^,  and  the  names 
of  the  mines  or  districts  where  manganese  deposits  are  found. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  list  is  as  follows: 

Loealiom  of  mmitoanete  4fpotU» 


Loeatto*  of  manfnttt  depotiU — ContlniMd 
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Livermore-Teato  district.  8  to  12  miles  southeast  of 
Lirennora. 

Defender 

Pine  OroTe,  Votcano,  and  Olets. 

Mountain  (Springs — -. 

Clipper  Milband  Lumpkin 

Murphy's,  Colli#TvilU».  ao'l  Sheep  Rancli 

CopperopoUs,  KeyMone,  and  Gopher  Kidge 

San  Andreas 

Diamrmd  SrringiaDd  PtsocrrUls 

HUiuaw  Valley ... ..... 

W  att*  Valley  and  S/eainors 

0  miles  northwest  of  Stonyford 

3  miles  north  of  Areata 

Fort  Soward 

Charles  Mountain  distrkH,  30  miles  northeast  of 
Fort  Seward. 

Fort  Baker  district,  25  to  30  miles  east  of  Carlotta 

Clwcolate  MounUins,  20  to  33  miles  northeast  of 
Olamls. 

Wiley  WeU 

SUte  Range  district,  10  miles  north  of  Trona 

32  miles  west  of  Zabriskie 

Randsburg 

Blue  Lakes  and  Witter  Springs 

10  miles  north  of  Upper  Lake ,^ 

13  miles  east  of  I'ieta 

Cobb  Mountain,  Oeyser,  and  other  distrirts.  25  to 

30  miles  northeast  of  Calistoga. 
Arabella  and  other  districts,  40  to  4A  miles  north  of 
Calistoga. 

18  miles  west  of  Rumsey -. 

Highland  Springs — 

Palmdale 

Sierra  Pdooa 

Oneal 

Coarse  Oold 

8  miles  north  of  San  Rateel 

CoulterviUe 

Swe«t  water 

Calpella  and  Redwood 

Sanoedrio  Mountains  and  WOletts 

22  and  35  miles  east  of  Dos  Rios 

Spy  Rock 

Longvale .- 

Mina 

Bland  Core 

Largo ._...—..-.  — 

8  miles  north  of  Clorerdale 

Covelo.  Woodman,  and  Dos  Rios 
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^'Ue.  I  _,        , . 

Ironwood Riverside. 
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« 

10 
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WelUvlU*  district,  2  miles  east  of  Wellsville 

Ohio  City 

Cebolla  valley,  3  miles  south  of  Powdarliom  post 
offlce. 

Raplnero 

Steuben  Valley. 


Suring  Creek ... 

Whll    ~ 


hite  Pine. 

Capital  City 

PMri 

Lea<lvllle 

1.'  miles  east  of  Moffat 

Klondyke  dUtrict,  60  miles  west  ot  Placarvflle. 
Cripple  Creek 


OKOSOIA 


1 
3 
8 
4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

0 

10 

11 

12 

13 


1 
2 
3 
4 

5 

0 

7 

8 

0 

10 

11 

13 

13 

14 

15 

10 

17 

18 

10 

20 


Carfersville 

Blue  Uidge  and  Cberrylog.. 

Cave  tJprings 

Union  Point  and  Robinson. 

Mount  Airy 

Draketown 


Bowersville  

Lincolnton 

Doogan  Mountain 

CohatU  and  Tunnel  EUl. 


IDAHO 


1  mile  north  of  Soda  Springs 

2  to  3  miles  southeast  of  Stui^ll,  Oreg. 


MAINE 


Blue  HOI 

Dargan 

Stambaugh. 


MASTLAKD 


mCHIGAM 


mmmoTA 


County 


* 


Fremont. 
Otinnisaa. 
Da 

Da 
Da 
Da 
Da 
Hlfudala 


Uke 

Saguache. 
6ao  MigusL 
TaUar. 


Bartow. 

Fannin  and  ailmer. 

Floyd  and  Polk. 

Qreene  and  Talialirra 

Habersham. 

Haralson   and    Paul4> 

ing. 
Hart  and  Frank.'la. 
Lincoln. 
Murray. 
W  hitfteld  and  Catoosa. 


Bannock. 
Washington 


Hanoock- 


Cuyuna  Range. 

Mesaba ... 

Virginia ^. 


Musisaim 


Winbom. 


masocai 


Pilot  Knob  and  Arcadia. 
Cornwall.. 


MONTANA 


4  miles  west  of  Melroee Beaverhead. 

Neihart Cascada 


Washington. 
Iron. 


Crow  Wing. 
St.  Louis. 
Da 


Ben  too. 


Iron. 
Madison. 


Boteman,  Elk  Creek. 

PhUii>sburg 

7  miles  southwest  of  Hall 

Wickes - — 

Wigwam  Creek,  43  miles  south  of  Norris 

7  miles  southeast  of  Norris 

Point  of  Rocks,  3  miles  south  of  Renova 

Vamey.. 

Castle 

1  mile  north  of  Bonita ......; 

Butte 


MSTADA 

15  to  IB  miles  southeast  of  Las  Vegas 

12  miles  southeast  of  Shafter 

lOmileesouthof  Jasper  Siding 

5  to  7  miles  south  of  Ooldfleld 

Eureka — . 

Ooloonda 

aomilessouth  of  Mill  City 

22  miles  southwest  of  Stonebouse 

12  mi  lee  southweet  of  Ooloonda 

Austin 

Pioche v-v" 

Jack  Rabbit  district.  14  miles  north  of  Pioche. 

24  miles  east  of  Vigo 

1  mile  southweet  of  Sodavllle. 

Smiles  east  of  Rand — 

12  miles  northeast  of  Schurs — 

70  miles  northeast  of  Tonopah 

3  miles  south  of  Carson  City 

Ely 

Slegel 


NKW   JBRSBT 


Annandale 

Franklin  Furnace. 


HEW   MBXKX) 

Rinoon - 

8  miles  northwest  of  Rinoon 

Flerro 

Silver  City ■ 

Cap  Rock  Mountain. 


Gallatin. 
Orantta 

Do. 
JefTerson. 
Madison. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 
Meagher. 
Missoula. 
Silver  Bow. 


Clark. 
Elka 

Do. 
Esmeralda. 
Eureka. 
Humboldt. 

Do. 

Da 

Da 
Lander. 
Lincola 

Da 

Do. 
Mineral 

Da 

Da 
Nye. 
Ormsby. 
White  Pine. 

Do. 


Ranterd(ML 
Sussex. 


Dona  .Ana. 

Do. 
Grant. 

Da 

Da 


w 

if 

i 
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District 


NBV  MEZKO — continaed 


Florida  MoantklM^ . 

Cooks  lUniM .- 

4  miles  nurthMst  of  fl*Btsr« 

New  Placen  district.  18  miles  northwest  at  Stsn- 
lev 

Hills  horo 

Kinicstoa  district, »  miles  northweet  «f  L»k»  V»t- 

Uke  VaDay 

Hot  SpriDgi  district.  18  milee  southwest  of  Kncla. 
Demr 


i 

7 
8 
9 

to 

11 
12 

a 

14  ^^', 

15  i.  Soeorro  MoantalnL 
18     8«a  Loranio 
17 
18 


Msgdatooa. 
Lais  Lopat. 


IIOITB  CA^KOUNA 


Shooting  Creek . . 
KincR  Mountaio. 

Hot  Hprlntes. 

Mount  AI17 

Brsrard 


OELAIOILA 


Bromide 

West  He  Mountain. 

PhM  Bprincs 

Uocbatown 


oaiooii 


Durlteaand  Pleasant  Valley — 

ria  miles  Dorttieast  of  Rogtie  River 

\4  mitaa  east  of  Rocue  River 

Lake  Creak  district.  11  to  18  miles  east  of  Eade 
Point. 

Wa«Bsc 

Watklna  dlstria.  43  milee  southwest  of  Qrants 
Pass. 


PSintSTLVAinA 


Ironton . 


■OOTH  CABOUMA 


1 

a 

« 
I 

8 
7! 

l\ 

Ri 

13 
0  I 
14 

"I 
M 

17 

» 

19 

S.I 

a: 

a : 
Si 


u 


Abbeville 

McC'ormick ..— 

•OVTH  DAKOTA 

Ballfata  Canyon,  13  miles  southwest  of  Coster. 


BalteaUi 


TBMHMaU 


Copper  Ridfa. 

Oreanback . 

ChiUiowee  Mountain. 

LouisTiila 

TuekaleaetM  Cora 

CharleBtoa. 

Cleveland 

Whiteoak  Mountain.. 

Stony  Creak 

Hamptoa 

1^1  Rio 

Newport ..« 

Rutledas 

Washburn 

HayesviUs. 

Boatman  Hidca. 

Jefferson 

Shady  Valley 

Mountain  City _ 

Butler 

KnoiviUa 

PioeRMia 

Ii1M>dlfB . ... 

Fork  Creak  Knoba. — 

Athens 

McMinn. 

Sweetwater ... 

TeUieo  Plalaa 

Kast  Fork.. 

Unleoi 

Cora 


nxAS 

SmilMMirth  of  IJano 

la  ini)<s  nertheaet  of  MaM«... 
II  milaa  aouthcast  of  Lanctry . 

riAB 


tSmOcsMath  of  Oreen  Riv«r 

Little  Orawte  district,  a  to  13  milea  southwest  of 

18  miMB  sooth  of  Floy 

Modena 

Datrait   dlrtriet,   38  to  38  mUes    northwest    of 
Lucarpe. 

If aoniiw  Crsak.  near  Maryval^ 

I>orkMdiBtri<<,  8 miles  Miulheast  of  Ebinore 

8  milsa  Borthweat  of  Mount  Pleasant 


County 


Laoa. 

Do. 
SanUFsL 

Do. 

Sierra. 
Da 

Da 
Da 
Da 
Socorra 
Da 
Da 
Do. 


Asbe. 

Cherokee. 

Cleveland. 

MadlsoD. 

Surry. 

Transylvania. 


Johnston. 
McCurtain. 

Da 

Da 


Baker. 
JackKML 

Da 

Da 

Da 
Joaephina. 


Lehigh. 


AbbevlDa. 
Do. 


Caster. 
Lawreooa. 


AndersoQ. 
Blount. 

Do. 

Da 

Da 
Bradley. 

Da 

Da 
Carter. 

Da 
Cocke. 

Da 
Oraintv. 

Do. 
Oreana. 
Hambleo. 
Jefleraon. 
Johnson. 

Da 

Da 
Knox. 

Da 
Loudon. 


Da 
McMioa. 

Da 
Mooroa. 

Da 
Bevier. 
UniooL 

Da 


Maaon. 
Val  Verda. 


fCmery. 
Qraad. 

Do. 
Iran. 
Juab. 

Piute. 

Da 
Saopata. 
Salt- 
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23 
24 
25 
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UTAH— continued 


Park  City._ 

Ophir - - 

West  Tlntic  or  Ericksoo  district,  31  to  33  miles 
north  of  Looeme. 

70  milee  south  of  Qreen  River,  Wyo 

10  miles  southwest  of  Lchl 

6  miles  south  of  Huntsvtlle 


vtuuom 


South  Wallingtord. 


TnonoA 


Covington . .  .__. 

Crimora ._. 

Lyndhorst 

Suiter 

I>on{ppur ....„ 

Buchanun 

Lynch  burg 

Otter  River 

Newcastle . 

Scottsvtlle 

Star  Tannery .. 

Flat  Top 

Louisa 

Warminster 

Stanley 

Pulaski 

Midvale 

Elkton 

Powells  Fort 

Bonnet  Hill 

Rye  VaDey 

Tip  Top „ 

Tannersville 

Front  Royal 

Cripple  Creek 


WASJIHQVON 

Hnmptulips 

15  miles  west  of  Quilcene  

2  miles  northwest  of  Hoodsport. 

3  miles  northwest  of  Omak 

6  miles  south  of  Axkacortes 


WTOiaUQ 

38  miles  northeast  of  Medicine  Bow. 
10  miles  north  of  Sundance 


County 


Rnmmit. 
Tooele. 
Do. 

Uinta. 
Utah. 

Do. 
Weber. 


Rutland. 


Alleghany. 
Augusta. 

Do. 
Bland. 

Do. 
Botetourt. 
CampbelL 

Do 
Craig. 
Fluv&nna. 
Froderick. 
Oiles. 
Louisa. 
Nelson. 
Paw. 
Pokskl. 
Rockbridge. 
Rockinghamu 
Shenandoah. 

Do. 
Smyth. 
TozewelL 

Do. 
Warren. 
Wythe. 


Grays  Harbor. 

JefTerson. 

Mason. 

Okanogan. 

Skagit. 


Albany. 
Crook. 


Mr.  OVERMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  read  the 
counties  In  North  Carolina  where  manganese  is  found? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  thank  my  able  and  beloved  friend  from 
North  Can>lina  for  his  Interruption.  In  Ashe  County,  the 
Jefferson  district ;  in  Cherokee  County,  the  Shooting  Creek 
district ;  in  Cleveland  County,  the  Kinp^  Mountain  manganese 
proi)erties — and  what  a  host  of  precious  memories  are  conjured 
up  by  the  very  name  "  Kings  Mountain  " ;  Hot  Springs  district. 
In  Madison  County;  in  Surry  County,  the  Mount  Airy  claims; 
and  in  Transylvania  County,  the  Brevard  properties;  and  so  on. 
About  these  deposits  the  argument  is  to  the  effect,  "Oh,  yes; 
but  the  ores  are  of  low  grade." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Before  the  Senator  passes  that 
particular  matter,  I  desire  to  advise  the  Senate  that  in  1927 
the  Geological  Survey  and  the  Bureau  of  Mines  published  a 
bulletin  entitled  "Manganese  and  Manganiferous  Ores,"  in 
which  are  listed  17  States  in  which  not  only  are  there  de- 
posits of  manganiferous  ores  but  in  which  the  deposits  are 
actually  worked  and  shipments  made,  and  in  the  case  of  each 
State  the  productive  mines  are  listed. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  A  va.st  deal  of  misinformation  and  errone- 
ous propaganda  have  been  sent  forth  alleging  that  there  is  very 
little  low-grade  manganese  ore  in  the  United  States  and  that 
there  is  even  a  still  smaller  quantity  of  high-grade  manganese 
ore  in  the  United  States ;  thus  the  impression  has  beeu  created 
in  some  quarters  that  our  steel  manufactures  would  dwindle 
and  would  probably  disappear  if  the  steel  Interests  depended 
upon  the  United  States  for  their  manganese,  but  the  very 
reverse  Is  true,  to  wit,  there  is  an  abundance  of  manganese 
ore,  both  of  the  high  grade  and  the  low  grade,  in  the  United 
States. 

Within  the  past  few  years  cherai.stry  and  metallurgical 
methods  for  beneflciating  these  manganese  ores  have  made  enor- 
mous progress.  Indeed,  the«e  discoveries  and  advances  In 
chemistry,  geophysics,  metallurgy,  and  chemical  engineering 
within  the  past  seven  or  eight  years  are  so  dazzling  that  they 
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almost  rival  the  old  dream  of  the  Alenbic;  and  when  we  In- 
voice and  catalogue  the  recent  great  discoveries  In  science  we 
feel  that  Aladdin's  Lamp  and  the  Purse  of  Fortunatos  in  com- 
parison are  tame  and  prosaic.  To  this  generation  has  been 
given  the  keys  to  the  kingdom  of  the  material  world- 
No  well-informed  man  wi>uld  attempt  to  delimit  the  bounda- 
ries of  chemical  science  or  deny  that  the  quiet  laboratory  may 
signify  more  aic^^nt-les  for  national  defense  and  more  potentiali- 
ties for  the  victories  of  i^eace  than  a  whole  regiment,  and  that 
sometimes  a  Unild  and  bespectacled  chemist  is  as  important 
in  bringing  about  victory  in  war  or  in  advancing  peaceful  pur- 
suits and  mobilizing  the  resources  of  civilization  as  are  backers, 
pHrliamentarians.  and  Government  executives.  Just  so,  w'thin 
the  past  decade,  scientific  chemistry  now  t)enefloiate8  manga- 
nese ores,  and  these  mangane.se  ore  deposits  of  our  own  country 
are  ample  to  supply  the  needs  and  requirem«its  of  our  in- 
dustries. 

Therefore  when  we  are  told  in  the  lugubrious  jeremiads  of 
the  steel  manufacturers  that  there  is  not  a  sufficient  quantity 
of  manganese  in  the  United  States  for  our  industries,  we  reply 
to  such  a  plea  of  pes-simLsm  and  defeatism  that  the  iwosi^ector 
and  miner,  that  science  and  chemistry,  refute  such  doleful 
assertions.  Science  is  the  fifth  estate,  and  her  wizardries  may 
with  confidence  be  depended  upon  to  beueficiate  our  managa- 
nese  ores. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  c(mcludes 
will  he  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Arl- 
Bona  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
Mr.  ASHURST.    I  yirfd. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  want  to  read  to  the  Senator  a  statement 
which  came  to  me  and  find  out  if  there  has  been  any  refu«^ntion 
of  It  or  any  denial  of  it  It  Is  said  to  have  been  made  by 
Dr.  George  Otis  Smith,  Director  of  the  United  States  Oeoi.igical 
Survey,  on  January  7,  1928.  I  did  not  call  it  to  the  Senator's 
attention  while  he  was  speaking,  because  I  did  not  desire  to 
interrupt  the  thread  of  his  remarits.  That  sUtement  is  as 
follows : 

Th«>8e  conclusions  are.  In  brief,  that  there  ar«  not  reasonably  in 
Bight  sufBcicnt  supplies  of  manganese  ores  of  acceptable  grade  In  the 
Unltod  States  to  supply  more  than  a  small  part  of  our  current 
domestic  needs. 

As  I  recall,  the  Senator  put  in  the  Rxcx>bd  a  few  days  ago — 
or  some  other  Senator  did — a  statement  from  Doctor  Smith.  I 
do  not  recall  whether  it  was  the  Senator  from  Arizona  or  not 

Mr.  ASHURST.     It  was  not  L 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  imagine  some  one  will  refer  to  that,  how- 
ever, if  the  Senator  does  not  intend  to  mention  it 

Mr.  PHIPPS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  Senator  from  (Colorado. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  Mr.  President,  before  reading  a  brief  "State- 
ment which  I  have  prepared,  I  should  like  to  say,  along  the 
line  of  the  report  from  George  Otis  Smith,  that  his  statement 
is  definitely  limited  to  high-grade  ores,  if  I  may  put  it  in  that 
way,  and  I  shall  have  occasion  to  refer  to  a  report  whidi  I 
received  from  the  same  gentleman,  which  is  Included  in  my 
remarks. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  PHIPPS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  <rf  Montana.  Along  the  line  of  suggestion  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  language,  even  if  Doctor  Smith  is  quoted  correctly,  Is  that 
there  Is  not  a  suflUclent  amount  of  acceptable  grades,  which 
means,  of  course,  that  there  is  not  enough  high-grade  manga- 
nese in  the  United  States  to  supply  its  wants.  I  presume  that 
means  ore  containing  50  per  cent  of  manganese,  and  I  suppose 
no  one  will  undertake  to  controvert  that  as.sertion.  The  conten- 
tion is,  however,  that  there  is  an  unlimited  quantity  of  low-grade 
ore  that  can  be  beneflciated  and  conc^itrated  so  that  It  will 
reach  an  acceptable  grade. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.  PHIPPS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  In  view  of  the  question  propounded  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Black],  I  am  constrained  to 
ask  the  clerk  to  read  a  copy  cf  a  letter  which  I  addresi*ed  to  the 
Geological  Survey. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  clerk 
will  read. 


The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

OCTOBBB  20,  1929. 

Unitbd  Statm  GKXiOaiCAL  ScariT. 

Woihimgton,  D.  O. 

Gbntlkmbn  :  In  view  of  the  statements  contained  In  the  very  able 
address  of  Mr.  William  B.  Daly,  manager  of  mines  of  Anaconda  Copper 
Uinlng  Co..  delivered  on  September  9  at  the  Mayflower  Hotel,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  daring  the  convention  of  the  American  Manganeae  Producers" 
Aaaociatlon,  a  copy  of  which  I  am  incloalng,  I  am  reminded  of  a  atate- 
ment  reported  to  have  been  made  by  Dr.  George  Otis  Smith,  your  director, 
on  January  7,  1928,  In  a  letter  to  the  editor  o£  Manufactureni  Record, 
Baltimore,  Md.     In  this  letter  he  is  quoted  as  saying : 

"  For  many  years,  before,  during,  and  since  the  war,  the  United  States 
Geological  Survey  has  been  studying  the  manganese  situation,  including 
manganese  reserves  In  the  United  Statea.  as  it  has  been  studying  other 
mineral  resources  and  reserves.  Its  conclusions  and  the  basis  therefor 
are  available.  In  numerous  publications,  to  you  and  to  any  others  who 
may  desire  to  get  at  the  facts  of  the  situation. 

"These  conclusions  are,  in  brief,  that  there  are  not  reasonably  in 
sight  sufllclent  supplies  of  manganeae  ore  of  acceptable  grade  in  the 
United  Statefl  to  supply  more  than  a  small  part  of  our  current  domestic 
needs.  •  •  •  Unfortunately,  the  situation  that  existed  in  1817-18 
has  not  been  materially  altered  hi  the  laat  decade.  Indeed,  many  de- 
posits on  whlcl^  development  was  then  attem*>ted  have  since  been 
practically  forgotten.     •     •     • 

"  In  1908  Mr.  E.  C.  Harder  examined  all  of  the  important  and  many 
unimportant  manganese  deposits  throughout  the  United  States  and 
prepared  Bulletin  427,  Manganese  Deposits  of  the  United  Statea,  288 
pages.  During  1916,  1917,  and  1918,  12  geologists  of  this  survey  and 
six  others  employed  by  State  surveys  devoted  a  total  of  50  months' 
time  to  field  examinations  of  domestic  manganese  deposits.  Of  the  1,181 
deposits  examined,  588  were  studied  In  detail." 

These  statements  are  so  utterly  at  variance  with  the  statements  con- 
tAlned  in  Mr.  Daly's  speech  and.  Incidentally,  are  so  different  from  my 
own  understanding,  that  I  feel  Justified  in  asking  you  for  some  Informa- 
tion (which  I  am  seelilng  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Mines 
and  Mining  of  the  United  States  Senate).  Inasmuch  as  Doctor  Smith's 
letter  indicates  that  you  have  very  definite  and  precise  knowledge  of 
what  he  calls  "  all  of  the  important  and  many  unimportant  manganese 
deposits  throughout  the  United  States,"  I  assume  that  the  data  you 
have  at  hand  will  enable  you  to  answer  without  delay  the  following 
questions : 

1.  The  amount  that  the  Geological  Survey  has  expended  annually  for 
the  past  five  years  In  defraying  the  expenses  (other  tiian  salary)  of 
geologists  and  engineers  employed  by  your  department  whose  work  la 
devoted  exclusively  to  the  Investigation  of  manganese  proiK-rties. 

2.  In  this  connection,  win  you  advise  what  properties  (naming  them) 
were  examined,  and  when?  Kindly  let  your  report  sbo<r  the  tonnage 
assigned  to  each  and  the  grade  of  the  ore. 

3.  Kindly  state  how  much  time  on  the  ground  was  devoted  to  the 
ejcamlnation  of  each  of  the  properties  you  have  referred  to  and  what 
factors  were  used  in  estimating  the  tonnage. 

4.  Will  you  kindly  advise  what  length  of  time  it  usually  requires  for 
a  geologist  or  engineer  to  assemble  and  work  Into  the  form  of  a  report 
the  necessary  data  to  establish  tonnage  as  they  pertain  to  the  follow- 
ing manganese  deposits : 

a.  Residual  deposita. 

b.  Replacement  deposits. 

c.  Vein  deposits. 
Ordinarily  wh.it  would  the  exploration  work  cost  In  the  Instance  of 

each  type  of  deposit?  As  you  must  have  had  this  Information  In  great 
detail  in  order  to  have  reached  the  definite  concluaiona  mentioned  in 
Doctor  Smith's  letter,  may  I  ask  what  this  particular  work  cost  the 
United  States  Geological  Survey? 

5.  Spealtlng  specifically,  what  tonnage  of  ore  do  you  assign  to  the 
(a)  Butte  district  and  (b)  to  the  Philllpsburg  district.  Montana?  Also 
what  is  the  tonnage  in  the  South  of  (1)  the  Hurt  property  In  Georgia, 
now  being  developed  on  a  large  scale  by  the  Brunswick  Terminal  & 
Railway  Co..  and  also  (2)  on  the  "  Old  Dominion  "  property,  In  Augusta 
County,  Va..  near  Crimora?  Similarly,  let  me  know  the  tonnage  of 
positive,  probable,  and  possible  ore  found  In  the  Instance  of  the  Mineral 
Ridge  deposit,  situated  about  11  miles  north  of  Woodstock,  Va..  nnd 
operated  by  the  Hy-Grade  Manganese  Co.  Have  you  ever  examined 
them  or  any  others  in  detail  in  order  to  have  this  data  accurate  and 
dependable?  If  so,  please  let  me  have  the  dxte  and  the  figure*  re- 
quested, and  the  data  on  which  based. 

6.  In  Doctor's  Smith's  letter  he  says  there  is  not  an  adequate  domes- 
tie  supply  of  ore  of  "acceptable  grade."  Please  state  what  you  then 
had  in  mind  as  "acceptable  grade,"  and  whether  yon  then  excluded 
and  now  exclude  beneflciated  ores  and  ores  susceptible  of  benefidation 

therefrom. 

7.  Are  you  familiar  with  the  methods  of  benefidation  that  have  be*n 
worked  out  by  Bradley,  the  Bureau  of  Mines  (including  the  Deraney 
process),  the  Nagelvoort  proceaa,  and  othcrat 
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I  4«Blre.  !f  TOO  plMMT.  that  thmt  qvMtkma  be  aatwarfd  folly  rather 
thaa  that  1  abottld  only  be  referred  to  thla  or  that  bulletin.  Of  coarae, 
there  It  no  objection  to  ai  many  rfferencei  aa  yon  dealre  to  glre,  bat 
I  drslra  to  be  anawered  ^edficaUj  and  helpfully,  and  aa  quickly  aa 
yoaalble. 

aiBearelj  yoar«, 

Hbkbt  r.  AMBtmgt, 
UntttS  8ftn  Benaior  fnm  ArUona. 

Mr.  ASHTRST.    Mr.  Prwldent  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  PHIPPS.     I  yield  U>  tl»e  Senator. 

Mr.  A.SHl'RST.  It  is  obviooa  that  Boine  searching  questions 
an?  asked  in  llie  letter.  To  date  I  have  received  no  reply,  and 
as  much  data  are  required  to  be  aasemble<l.  I  could  not  really 
expert  a  very  pmmpt  rei)l.v  and  am  not  complaining. 

Mr.  OIHHK.     Mr.   Prvsldfiit 

The  PRESn^ENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colo- 
rado yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  PHIPPS.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  I  desire  to  make  a  sliort  comment  on  the  state- 
ment the  Senator  fniui  Arizona  has  Jiuit  made  and  the  matter 
he  ha^  been  dltM^usalng. 

The  MiiierHl  Resources  Division  of  the  Geological  Survey  was 
tnuiaferred  to  the  l^partment  of  Commerce  at  the  same  time 
the  Rureau  of  Mines  was  transferred ;  and  the  Mineral  Re- 
■ourceM  Division  has  cotuiideraltle  data  on  maQKancse  deposits 
in  the  United  States  which  the  Geological  Survey  necessarily 
does  n«»t  have  to-day.  That  may  acci»ant  for  the  lack  of  cer- 
tain information  from  r>octor  Smith. 

Mr.  ASHTRST.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  It  Is  my  undenitandiug  that  the  pending  ques- 
tion la  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  Ouoik],  in  the  nature  of  a  rabetltute  for  the  manganese 
clause. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  Mr.  President,  in  the  consideration  of  the 
pending  tariff  bill  I  shall  oppose  to  my  utmost  ability  any 
attempt  to  plac-e  manganese  on>s  upon  the  free  list 

Aa  Senators  are  aware,  manganese  ores  and  concentrates 
containing  in  excess  of  30  per  cent  of  metallic  manganese  are 
now  given  a  protective  duty  of  1  cent  per  pound  upon  their 
muitganese  content.  The  House  made  no  change  in  this  rate 
when  the  bill  was  before  that  body ;  but  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Finance,  after  some  delit>eratlon,  has  recommended  that 
manganese  should  be  Imported  without  payment  of  any  tariff 
duty.  In  my  opinion,  this  would  be  a  grave  mistake.  Iimtead 
of  withdrawing  such  aid  from  an  Infant  bat  vital  American 
Industry.  It  is  my  firm  belief  that  additional  protection  should 
be  accorded  at  this  time. 

I  believe  that  Congres-s  should  grant  the  plea  of  the  producers 
of  this  valuable  domestic  product.  I  believe  the  present  rate 
on  manganese  ore  containing  more  than  30  per  cent  of  metallic 
mangauene  should  be  increased  from  1  cent  to  1^  cents  per 
pound,  and  that  tariff  protection  should  also  be  extended  to  all 
ores  containing  more  than  10  per  cent  of  manganese.  I  shall 
support  the  amendment  ably  8[M)nsored  by  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Oodik],  who  is  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Mines  and  Mining,  and  urge  tlie  Senate  to  give  deserved  recog- 
nition to  this  branch  of  the  metal-mining  Industry.  The  pro- 
posed schedule  has  the  support  of  the  American  Manganese 
pn>ducers'  Association,  which  speaks  for  thoee  who  mine  man- 
ganene  throngtiout  the  country. 

Mr  Prealdent.  this  is  not  a  selfish  plea  for  my  own  State  or 
for  a  few  others  in  the  West,  much  aa  western  Industry  deserves 
encuuragement  at  the  haoda  of  the  Federal  Oovemmeat.  At 
loant  S2  of  the  48  Statra  at  the  Union  contain  subfttantial  depoa- 
lU  of  mancaoeae.  and  are,  therefore,  deeply  interested  in  this 
mattar.  It  will  be  uhaervixi  that,  as  In  the  eaae  of  Colorado, 
Boch  orea  are  widely  acattered  throughout  the  country,  and  can 
be  foond  In  the  central,  eastern,  northern,  and  aonthem,  aa  well 
aa  western  (lortloua  of  the  United  Statea.  I  onderstand  that  In 
the  adjoining  State  of  Virginia  manganese  la  being  prodoced, 
and  that  a  cooreotratlng  plant  la  now  being  completed  which 
will  have  a  pnnlactiim  of  80,000  tons  of  ore  yearly. 

Cutorado  la  deeply  Interested.  This  matter  is  of  extreme 
lm|K>rtance  to  mining  In  my  own  State.  Manganese  deposits  are 
widelj  dlatriboted  in  Coloradu.  as  the  ore  has  been  found  In 
paying  quantities  in  at  least  nine  counties — namely.  Eagle, 
Chaffec).  Park,  Teller,  Fremont,  Saguache.  Gunnison,  Custer,  and 
Hinsdale.  Home  of  these  deposita  are  of  enonnoaa  aiae.  and 
aboald  be  of  great  value. 

In  thla  connection  I  wish  to  cite  Dr.  R.  D.  George,  who  has 
baeo  o«r  Sute  geologist  for  many  yearn,  and  who  wrote  me  on 
May  31.  19S9.  aa  followa : 

▲  recrnt  caBTaaa  of  tbe  produetlon  poaalbUltlea  Indlcmtea  that  within 
a  T«t7  thort  ttaaa  after  the  ImposltloB  of  a  aatlafactocy  tarUT  oo  bwa- 
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ores  and  prodncta.  Colorado  eoold  produce  400  tons  of  maa- 
rancaa  orea  per  day.  Thla  estimate  la  very  eonservatlTe.  aa  I  am 
laanred  by  men  wbo  are  tboroui;lily  familiar  with  the  altuatlon  that 
>adTlIle  alone  could  produce  300  tona  per  day.  The  operator!  at  Red 
niff  could  eaally  produce  a  hundred  tona  per  day  of  manganlfprous  Iron 
re  havlnff  a  workable  content  of  manganese.     Cripple  Creek  and  a  num- 

of  other  places,  particularly  the  Gunnison  region,   could   together 

roTlde   another   hundred   tons    per   day.      These   deposits   Include    pore 

anganeae  orea  of  hl^  metallic  manganeae  content  and  practically  free 

rom  silica  at  the  one  extreme,  and  manganlferoua  Iron  ores  carrying 

m  20  to  25  per  cent  metallic  manganege  at  the  otiier  extreme.     The 

ter  tonnage  will  be  ores  of  the  manganlferoua  Iron  type.  Of  these 
alter,  Leadvllle  Is  now  ahipplng  more  than  100  ton<  per  day,  and  the 
>peratorB  assure  me  that  they  could  very  easily  Increase  their  output  to 
wo  tons  per  day.  The  mining  men  of  Colorado  earnestly  hope  that  fair 
;)rutectlon  may  t>e  given  to  the  manganese  industry  of  the  State. 

liany  proper  reasons  may  be  advanced  for  placing  a  duty  of 
[1^  cents  per  pound  on  manganese.  An  adequate  protective 
•ate  would  prove  of  real  encouragement  and  benefit  to  the  In- 
lustry.  Even  under  the  present  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  new 
properties  have  been  opened  up  and  new  proc-esses  lor  the  pro- 
Juctlon  of  high-grade  ore  from  low-ffra<le  deposits  have  been 
jucivssfully  developed.  The  ores  produced  in  this  fashion  have 
1  real  commercial  value  and  compare  favorably  with  those 
mined  in  Russia  and  other  parts  of  the  world.  The  domestic 
market,  however,  is  gtill  slow.  It  is  the  same  old  story.  Im- 
>ort8  of  foreign  ores,  cheaply  pro<luce<l,  have  causeil  the  price 
:o  drop  below  Its  proper  level  and  have  retarded  the  develop- 
Bent  of  the  Industry.  While  producers  are  still  active,  they 
lave  become  somewhat  discouraged,  and,  in  my  opinion,  have 
the  right  to  request  adequate  protection  from  tlie  ruinous  c«>m- 
^tition  of  convict  and  coolie  labor  in  the  Far  East.  If  Con- 
fr<"8s  heeds  tlieir  plea  the  industry  will  take  its  rightful  place 
u  the  mining  development  of  the  United  States. 

In  considering  this  question  we  should  not  overlook  the  splen- 
lid  possibilities  of  the  new  concentrating  processes  I  have  men- 
tioned. Some  experimental  work  remains  to  be  done.  After 
these  methods  of  extraction  are  developed  to  the  point  of  per- 
fection, I  am  assured  that  it  is  only  a  matter  of  a  few  years 
>efore  the  domestic  producers  will  be  able  to  meet  any  foreign 
competition,  both  as  to  quality  and  as  to  price. 

.\gain,  manganese  Is  lndisi»ensa!>le  in  the  making  of  steel  and 
Is  essentially  a  war  material,  as  detuon.st rated  by  the  ln.slstent 
lemand  for  it  at  any  price  during  the  World  War.  While  we 
lope  for  no  more  wars.  It  is  only  prudent  for  this  Nation  not  to 
>e  dependent  upon  foreign  coim tries  for  articles  essential  to 
lational  defense. 

We  learned  our  lesson  in  that  respect  during  the  dark  days 
Df  1917  and  1918.  We  must  be  prepared,  so  that  we  can  supply 
r>ur  own  vital  necessities  In  time  of  war  as  well  as  in  time  of 
peace.  This  reason  alone.  In  my  opinion,  is  sufficient  to  Justify 
JToper  encouragement  of  the  manganese  Industry  by  the  Fed- 
eral Government. 

In  drafting  a  tariff  law  we  must  l>e  fair  to  all.    Inasmuch  as 
lulshed  steel  products  are  protected  by  adequate  duties,  pro- 
ducers of  the  raw  materials  used  In  the  manufacture  of  steel 
pre  entitled  to  equal  cousitleration  at  the  hands  of  Congress. 
E*ro«perlty  thus  secured  will  be  of  l)enertt  to  all  our  citizens. 

Mr.  President,  the  primary  purpose  of  the  present  session  of 
Congrefis  is  to  aid  agriculture.  We  have  succeeded  in  creating 
1  Farm  Board  for  that  purpose,  and  it  is  now  functioning  in  a 
banner  l)eneflcial  to  that  lagging  Industry.  Now  that  we  are 
■evising  the  tariff.  It  is  contended  in  some  quarters  that  In  order 
o  aid  farming  we  need  only  consider  strictly  agricultural  rates. 
?^m  my  viewpoint,  such  an  attitude  appears  to  be  extremely 
ihortsighted.  Here  la  a  case  in  point :  The  United  States  De- 
wrtment  of  Agriculture  has  discovered  that  maiigane«!e  Is  a 
valuable  factor  in  the  production  of  fertilizer.  This  has  been 
lemonstrated  by  the  department  during  the  [tast  few  years,  esfie- 
cially  through  experiments  In  southern  Florida,  and  the  use  of 
nangancse  for  that  purpose  baa  steadily  Increased.    In  fact,  it 

claimed  that  the  presence  of  this  ore  in  ^ome  form  is  esmntial 
o  plant  growth.  We  should  therefore  encourage  Its  production 
t  home,  to  the  end  that  manganese  may  be  more  generally  used 
n  the  making  of  fertilizer  and  more  readily  available  when 
lesperately   needed   In   large   quantities   for   agricultural    uses. 

velopment  of  our  domestic  supply  will  in  a  short  time  result 
reducing  the  selling  price  of  the  lower-grade  ores  to  a  figure 
Selow  that  of  foreign  ores  brought  In  free  of  duty. 

Mr.  President,  the  need  for  this  modest  duty  Is  clear.  The 
matter  has  been  presented  In  great  detail,  and  copies  of  the 
recent  hearings  are  available  to  every  Member  of  thla  body. 
Therefore  I  shall  not  burden  the  Rscobo  with  nn  imposing  array 
of  facts  and  figures.  I  have  in  my  files  letters  from  many  Colo- 
rado citiaens  Interested,  as  well  as  mining  organiziitions  through- 
ont   the  country,   including   the   Colorado   Mining   Associaticm, 
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which  19  a  branch  of  the  American  Mining  Congress.  The  im- 
portance of  this  matter  has  already  been  presented  to  this  body. 
I  am  convinced  that  Senators  will  realize  the  Justice  of  the  plea 
and  that,  acting  in  behalf  of  the  entire  country,  the  Senate  wUl 
grant  to  this  small  but  most  deserving  industry  the  tariff  pro- 
tection it  now  requires. 

Mr.  RRATTON.  Mr.  President,  the  subject  matter  which  now 
engages  the  attention  of  the  Senate  has  lieen  quite  thoroughly 
presented.  It  seems  to  me  tliat  a  perfect  picture  has  been 
drawn  portraying  incontestably  the  unsoundness  and  economic 
fallacy  of  the  action  proposed  by  the  Finance  Committee  to  take 
manganese  ore  from  the  dutiable  list  and  placing  it  on  the  free 
list. 

I  desire  to  say  at  the  outset  that  I  am  in  no  sense  a  free 
trader.  I  believe  In  reasonable  tariff  duties.  I  do  not  believe 
they  should  be  raised  to  the  point  of  permitting  or  making  pos- 
sible monopolistic  control  anywhere  in  the  country,  or  of  estab- 
lishing an  embargo  against  the  importation  of  foreign-produced 
commodities. 

In  my  view,  the  true  science  of  the  tariff  is  to  distribute  it 
throughout  the  country  as  nearly  equally,  equitably,  and  uni- 
formly as  it  can  be  done,  having  regard  for  all  phases  of  eco- 
nomic conditions.  Q</>erned  by  that  general  doctrine,  it  seems 
to  me  that  tliere  Is  no  justification  for  the  action  proposed  by 
the  Finance  Committee  in  this  iastance.  We  are  dealing  with 
an  Industry  that  is  comparatively  young  in  its  development.  It 
is  in  its  infancy  when  compared  or  contrasted  with  other  indus- 
tries.    It  is  a  struggling  industry. 

It  has  already  t)een  pointed  out  that  manganese  is  used  for  a 
number  of  different  purposes.  The  Senator  from  Colorado  has 
just  suggested  that  it  is  a  valuable  ingredient  in  the  manu- 
facture of  fertillaser.  thus  bringing  it  within  the  purview,  in- 
directly if  not  directly,  of  those  things  having  to  do  with  ad- 
vancing the  cause  of  agriculture. 

It  was  suggested  yesterday  by  the  able  Senator  from  Nevada, 
and  repeated  with  emphasis  to-day  by  the  brilliant  Senator  from 
Arizona,  that  it  is  an  indispensable  commodity  for  national- 
defense  purposes.  The  principal  use  of  manganese  is  in  the 
manufacture  of  steel  products,  hardening  iron  ore,  or  sweeten- 
ing pig  iron. 

Mr.  President,  when  the  tariff  act  of  1922  was  passed  it  was 
thought  that  manganese  ore  bearing  less  than  30  per  cent  of 
metallic  content  could  not  be  profitably  mined  and  processed, 
and  consequently  the  duty  under  that  act  was  fixed  at  1  cent 
per  pound  on  ore  bearing  more  than  30  per  cent  metallic  con- 
tent. Since  1922  science  has  made  great  strides  of  progress  in 
this  field,  as  well  as  in  other  fields.  Through  newly  discovered 
processes,  brought  about  by  metallurgical  advancement,  it  is 
now  shown  conclusively  that  manganese  ore  bearing  much  less 
than  30  per  cent  metallic  content  can  be  profitably  developed. 

The  principal  process  thus  discovered  and  brotight  into 
quite  general  use  since  1922  is  called  the  magnetic  concentra- 
tion process.  As  I  understand  the  process,  it  is  to  put  the  ore 
upon  a  belt  and  draw  It  underneath  a  great  magnetic  block 
overhead,  which  draws  from  the  ore  the  manganese  content  and 
thus  separates  It  from  the  ore.  That  process  was  unknown  in 
1922.    The  flotation  procf>ss  is  in  quite  general  use  also. 

It  Is  now  known  that  domestic  manganese  ore,  heretofore 
thought  to  be  valueless,  is  of  tremendous  value  and  is  sus- 
ceptible of  great  development  and  great  exiMusion.  Deposits 
have  been  discovered  In  34  States  of  the  Union.  Practically  250 
deposits  are  now  known  to  exist  In  these  States,  many  of  which 
heretofore  thought  to  be  iMirren  of  manganese  deposits.  It  la 
now  quite  generally  concedtxi  that  they  are  rich  in  this  ore  and 
are  virgin  in  the  development  of  it. 

It  can  be  devrtoped  profitably.  It  is  being  developed  profit- 
ably through  these  newly  devised  methods  of  beneficiation. 
Wonderful  potentialities  are  within  this  particular  sphere  of 
our  economic  and  scientific  growth  and  expansion. 

It  was  pointed  out  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  yesterday 
that  the  duty  proposed  under  his  amendment,  which  I  shall 
BupiM>rt,  would  increase  the  cost  of  a  ton  of  steel  approximately 
24  cents,  would  add  to  the  cost  of  an  automobile  about  15  cents, 
and  that  a  comparable  Increase  would  manifest  itself  in  the 
costs  of  other  manufactured  articles  in  which  manganese  is  used. 

As  a  result  of  these  new  processes,  millions  of  dollars  have  been 
Invested  in  many  States.  This  was  done  upon  the  strength  of 
the  duty  imi>o8cd  under  the  act  of  1922,  but,  despite  that  devel- 
opment, despite  the  progress  so  made  by  the  industry,  the 
Finance  Committee,  in  line  with  Its  general  policy  of  protecting 
the  manufacturers  of  this  country  and  dLsregarding  the  pro- 
ducers of  raw  materials,  proposes  not  to  decrease  the  duty  on 
manganese  but  to  remove  it  entirely  and  place  the  product  on  the 
free  list 

In  my  Judgment,  that  Is  manifestly  unjust.  It  is  manife8tl.v  un- 
sound from  an  economic  standpoint,  and  would  work  an  affirma- 
tive injury  to  the  development  of  the  industry. 


Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  Preaiclent 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  is  claimed  that  the  great  steel  cor- 
{•orations  own  manganese  mines  in  foreign  countries  and  that 
they  get  their  supply  In  that  way,  so  that  it  is  to  their  very 
great  interest  to  have  manganese  on  the  free  list  Does  the 
Senator's  study  show  that  to  be  the  truth? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  The  statement  has  been  made  and  has  been 
denied.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  true.  My  personal  belief 
is  that  it  is  true,  and  I  think  some  of  the  opposition  to  a  duty 
on  manganese  comes  from  that  fact. 

Mr.  BAKKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BRATTON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Should  not  a  question  of  this  sort  be  de- 
cided upon  its  merits  as  an  economic  proposition  and  not  purely 
upon  a  consideration  of  whether  it  will  hurt  or  injure  some 
particular  company  which  may  be  interested  in  the  purchase 
or  in  the  manufacture  of  the  commodity?  It  might  be  easy  to 
work  up  prejudice  against  any  action  we  might  take  on  this 
article  because  it  might  benefit  the  United  States  Steel  Cor- 
poration, against  which  some  people  have  prejudice,  but,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  regardless  of  the  effect  it  may  have  on  the  Steel 
Corporation,  should  not  this  question  be  decided  on  Its  merits, 
independent  of  any  steel  company  or  anyl>ody  ^se  interested  in 
the  use  or  In  the  development  of  the  article? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Undoubtedly  so,  Mr.  President;  and  I  have 
not  consciously  advocated  any  other  theory. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  I  appreciate  that ;  and  knowing  the  Senator 
as  I  do,  I  would  acquit  him  of  any  such  motive ;  but  the  ques- 
tion propounded  to  him  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  might 
indicate  that  there  are  those  who  might  allow  that  to  be  a 
determining  factor  in  deciding  what  ought  to  be  done. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Oh,  no,  Mr.  President;  that  was  not  the 
purpose  of  the  question  at  all.  I  have  no  prejudice  whatwtever 
against  the  Steel  Corporation  or  any  other  steel  conijiany. 
There  are  steel  companies  operating  in  my  State,  and  f'.r  the 
managers  and  the  owners  of  them  I  have  the  most  profound  re- 
spect. But  It  seems  to  me,  looking  at  it  in  a  broad  way,  that 
where  a  doty  would  greatly  help  the  manganese  mines  in  the 
various  States,  and  where  the  companies  which  use  manganese, 
disregarding  their  own  country's  mines,  are  going  out  of  the 
country  to  obtain  this  product  because  they  can  obtain  it  cheaper, 
all  those  facts  should  be  considered  in  determining  what  we  are 
to  do  about  a  duty  on  manganese  or  on  any  other  product. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield  fur- 
ther  

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  I  am  equally  prompt  in  acquitting  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  of  any  motive  or  purpose  to  vote  one  way  or 
the  other  upon  this  proposition  t>a8ed  on  any  prejudice  against 
the  Steel  Corporation,  but  It  is  hardly  fair  to  offer  the  suggestive 
criticism  of  the  steel  companies  that  have  gone  outside  of  the 
United  States  to  obtain  this  article  becatise  they  could  get  it 
cheaper.  I  think  everybody  will  admit  that  up  to  the  present 
time  the  dcwnestic  mines  have  been  able  to  supply  only  about  one- 
fifth  or  one-sixth  of  the  American  demand,  and,  without  regard 
to  price,  the  steel  companies  have  been  compelled  to  purchase  Im- 
ported manganese  because  the  supply  did  not  exist  here,  and  up 
to  this  time  has  not  existed. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  BRATTON.    I  yield. 

Mr,  PITTMAN.  It  occurred  to  me  that  the  supply  ne^er 
would  increase  In  the  United  States  under  the  circumstances. 
As  I  understand  it,  the  Steel  Corporation  has  a  very  cheap  sup- 
ply from  foreign  countries,  a  supi^y  that  Is  so  cheap  originally 
that  they  could  take  care  of  the  price  even  below  what  they  have 
nominally  sold  It  for  In  the  market. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  want  to  gat  Into  a  discussion  at 
this  time  because  I  may  do  it  later,  but  I  would  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor that  the  price  of  manganese  in  the  United  States  since  the 
imposition  of  the  1-cent  tariff  has  ranged  from  60  to  100  per 
cent  above  the  world  market,  so  the  users  of  manganese  such  as 
has  been  produced  in  this  country  have  been  thereby  compelled 
to  pay  a  higher  price  than  exists  In  the  worid  market  for  the 
domestic  product.  There  l)elng  such  a  small  qtiantlty  of  the 
domestic  product  as  compared  to  the  importations.  It  haa  not 
a  very  material  effect  on  the  price  of  the  product  that  Is  imported. 

Mr    PITTMAN.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield. 
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Mr.  PITTMAN.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  domestic  price  has 
been  hiicher  than  the  world  market  because  it  is  within  the 
power  of  those  who  own  the  foreign  deposits  to  charge  whatevei 
priof  th»*y  .«*«>  fit. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  DurinK  the  period  over  which  the  American 
price  h««i  exceeded  the  world  price,  the  domestic  pnnluct  hai 
detTea.«*d. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  UndoDbtedly.  It  seems  strange  that  the  Sen 
at<'r  from  Kentwkj  can  not  anderstand  how  it  happened.  Whei 
there  Is  a  nion<>pi>|y  of  the  foreign  marlcet  by  the  greatest  user 
in  this  country  of  that  pnnluct,  it  does  not  make  any  difference 
what  nominal  price  they  (ix  on  it  for  themselves.  It  is  only 
matter  of  bookkeeping.  They  could  charge  themwlves  twice  th< 
pr!c<*  for  it  and  It  would  mean  Ju.st  the  same  so  far  as  they  art  <. 
personally  concerned.  It  la  not  so  ma<h  what  the  price  is  to-da;  ■ 
that  affect*  the  starting  of  a  new  industry.  It  Is  the  possibilit 
of  a  reduction  of  that  ^ce  the  next  day. 

It  ix  very  dlfHcult  to  Induce  capital  to  spend  millions  o 
dollars  to  start  a  new  Industry  In  the  United  States  even  i 
the  price  of  the  material  is  sufficient  to  justify  them  startln 
it.  If  cttpital  knows  that  the  power  exists  to  cut  that  prici' 
down  below  what  it  could  be  manufactured  or  produced  for  ii 
the  Unitetl  States.  That  is  the  difficulty  of  the  situation.  W(( 
know  well  enough  that  while  it  may  be  68  or  65  cects  to-day, 
the  control  of  the  product  abroad  would  allow  them  to  make  1 ; 
90  cents  if  essential  to  prevent  the  industry  from  starting  in 
this  country. 

Mr.  BR.\TTON.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  detain  the  Setiat; 
much  lonper,  but  let  me  say  this  before  I  leave  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  to  the  effect  that  whethe ' 
a  duty  should  be  raised  or  lowere<I  or  removed  from  a  com- 
modity shookl  be  confined  to  the  economic  conditions  sui 
rounding  that  particular  commodity.  I  agree  with  the  general 
stutenieut.  The  Congress  was  called  into  extra  session  to 
enact  a  tariff  law  In  aid  of  agriculture,  meaning  to  minimlz<; 
the  disparity  between  the  raw-material  producers  and  thoe» 
who  produce  manufactured  commodities.  Instead  of  doing  thai , 
the  whole  theory  on  which  the  bill  has  been  constructe<l  is  t) 
raise  the  duty  upon  manufarturecl  commodities  and  to  lower 
the  duties  upon  raw  materials,  thus  accomplishing  the  revers* 
of  the  announced  purpone  rather  than  fulflllment  of  the  pui- 
pow  Itself.  For  instance,  under  the  bill  the  duties  on  chromt , 
gypsum,  and  mien  have  been  reduced.  The  duty  on  silica  hai 
been  ren>ove<l.  Now  it  is  proposed  by  the  Finance  Committe> 
to  pat  manganese  on  the  free  list  and  at  the  same  time  to  rais? 
the  duties  upon  practically  every  manufactured  commodity  1 
which  manganese  Is  one  of  the  essential  ingredients.  It  is  th^ 
theory  upon  which  the  Finance  Committee  has  proceed*  I 
against  which  I  register  my  protest.  >\'hlle  conceding  what 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  said  to  be  sound,  I  assert  thi^ 
the  bill  has  not  lieen  founded  upon  that  theory. 

Mr.  RARKLET.  It  has  been  claimed  that  the  theory  npoh 
which  the  bill  was  founded  is  to  be  changed  and  that  those  whs 
are  now  alleged  to  be  In  the  majority  on  the  floor  of  the  Senut^ 
are  charged  with  the  doty  of  changing  It 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  intend  to  lend  my  stippott  to  the  nnde^- 
taklng.     In  doing  that  I  Intend  to  help  as  far  aa  I  can  do 
la  dlaagrceing  to  what  the  committee  has  proponed  here. 

Mr.  BAKKI.£T.     So  that  the  Senator,  like  the  ''Two  Blac|[ 
Crows,"  would  not  ilka  anything  the  committee  did  even  if 
was  good? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I^t  roe  acquit  the  Senator  from  Kentuclbr 
and  the  other  minority  members  of  the  Finance  Oommitte< 
I  protest  agalast  what  the  majority  members  of  the  eommittc  i 
have  done.     They  have  widened  the  disparity  between  agr 
culture  ami  other  Industries. 

Mr.  MCKELX.AR.  The  Senator  may  further  be  answered  b^ 
the  -Black  Crow"  Inquiry,  "Why  bring  that  up?" 

Mr.  BRATTON.    I  am  not  going  to  delay  long,  because 
want  to  move  on  with  the  bllL 

Mr.  President,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  table  nhcmtng  the  domei- 
tic  production  of  high-grade  ore  from  1900  to  1928.  both  iii- 
doaiTe,  expressed  In  Umg  tons.  I  ask  to  have  it  printed  in  tt^ 
Rbcobd  wlthoat  reading  It 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Without  obifeetloo.  It  is 
ordered- 

The  table  ia  aa  follows : 

DOMssnc  PBooocnoi* 
(Page  587) 

Tb«  dosMCtte  predvetlon  or  output  of  ht^li-grsde  oiea  from  1900  In 
laxa.  toth  ladastvt.  isiimtd  la  l«oc  tons,  has  boa  as  follows: 
TcAT :  Lonir  tM  ■ 

—        1,  N(4 
2.  »  B 

a.«: 

1, «  4 


Tear: 


1910 

laii 

MIS 


1913 

1914 

1918 

1919 

1920 


Itovg  tons 
4. 048 

.M.  9^7 

94, 420 

i92il 1?  531 

ifl^'t-iiiiiriizziiizriiimiiimiir""!!"™!!!!!  sW  wx) 

1924 56.  .^15 

1925l-_I__I I 88.  324 

1928 4fi,  2.18 

1927 44    741 

1928 45. 000 

The  doHH^lc  prodoctioB  of  ferruirlnoos  ores — that  Is.  from  10  to  38 
per  wnt  metallic  content— In  1927  was  134,000  long  tons;  of  manganif- 
eroos  Iron  ores — that  Is,  bearing  from  5  to  10  per  cent  metallic  con- 
tent— was  1,317,000  tons;  and  of  ilnc  residunm,  about  175,000  tons. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  In  that  connection  let  me  invite  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  the  domestic  production  of  ferro- 
manganese  ores,  containing  from  10  to  35  per  cent  metallic  con- 
tent in  1927  was  134  long  tons;  tliat  bearing  between  5  and  10 
per  cent  of  metallic  content  was  1,317,000  tons.  The  world  pro- 
duction from  1923  to  1926,  both  Inclusive,  was  2,55i'),049  long  tons. 
Of  this  quantity.  India  supplied  841,113  tons;  Russia,  773,370 
tons;  the  Gold  Coast  287,673  tons;  Brazil.  242.957  tons. 

Mr.  President,  I  also  have  a  table  showing  the  quantities  oi 
manganese  ore,  expressed  in  long  tons,  imported  during  the  years 
1919  to  1928.  l)oth  inclusive,  the  total  value  thereof  in  dollars 
and  cents,  and  the  duty  collected.  Without  coQMumiug  the  time 
to  read  it.  I  ask  to  have  it  printed  in  the  Rbcx>ku. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  table  la  as  follows : 

HfPOKTATTONS 

(Page  698) 
The  following  tabulation  will  show  the  quantities  of  manganese  ore, 
expressed  in  long  tons,  imported  daring  the  years  1919  to  1928,  both  In- 
elusive,  the  total  value  thereof,  the  value  per  unit  of  quantity,  and  the 
duty  eoUpcted : 


Calendar  year 

Quantity 

Valua 

Duty 
collected 

1«9 „ 

Lengtoiu 

(ffroM 

333,933 
006,937 
401,  SM 

327,  sa? 

cvnttnt 

ia,i34 

74,091 
213,430 
271.  8.W 
291,90 
300,177 

aM,iro 

111.301,021 

12,230,922 

S,3M.732 

2,682,915 

aM,M7 
1,A37,H« 
4,9.17,017 

7,  lft4,  387 

g,3w.uw 

9,  U0,(IS4 

8.  767.  219 

1020 - 

1921                                 

IS22UaB.  l-««pt.  M) 

naa  (Sept.  »-d«c.  «)._ 

S40S,078 

1908 

1934 

1928 _ 

HW 

1.6M,<B8 
4,  7S0,  832 
fl.  078,  852 

1987 

ues _ 

&,A2H,319 
e.  007,  143 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President  in  tbis  connection  I  may  say 
that  there  i*<  no  ex|>ortation  of  tnaiiuanese  ore  except  u  few  tona 
of  clM'mical  grade.  That  is  exp«irted  to  Canada.  Otherwise  we 
do  not  export  manganese. 

I  present  for  the  Rccoao  without  reading  certain  data  fur- 
nished by  the  Tariff  Commission  relating  to  the  cost  of  the  Im- 
ported commodity;  that  is.  metallurgical  ore  containing  50  {>er 
cent  manganege  i)er  long  ton,  duty  paid,  under  the  rate  fixed 
by  the  act  of  1922  at  the  ports  along  the  Atlantic  coast  from 
1918  to  1928.     I  n»k  that  it  may  be  inserted  in  the  Rboobo. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection.  It  is  so 
ordered. 

The  table  is  as  follows : 

COST  or  THs  iMrorrcD  commoditt 

Aerondlng  to  data  furnished  by  the  TJirlff  Commission,  the  cost  of 
the  Imported  commodity — that  J*,  metallurgical  ore  containing  50  per 
cent  manganese  per  long  ton,  duty  paid,  under  the  rate  fixed  by  the 
act  of  1922  at  the  ports  along  the  -Atlantic  coast  from  1918  to  1928 — 
was  as  follows : 

Yearly 
Tear:  STerage 

i92oi""rrirrii""i~rrziri~rrr~irrrrrrrrrrrr"r  32!  81 

1921 14.  04 

1922    (eonunencinit  Sept.   22,    1922,   the  prices  include   the 

auty  of  fll.20  per  long  ton) 16.82 

1923 31.  88 

1924 31.  45 

i927inziiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiirrr"~T""Jzrirrirrr~rzrii  31;  32 


1929 
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Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  among  other  States  sus- 
ceptible of  development  of  manganese  is  New  Mexico.  It  was 
thought  when  the  tariff  act  of  1922  was  enacted  that  we  had 
little  or  no  maupanese  in  my  State.  Since  that  time  it  has  been 
discovered  that  we  have  limitless  quantities  of  it.  Indeed,  Mr. 
President,  it  has  been  asserted  by  those  well  versed  in  the  In- 
dustry that  in  my  State  alone  we  have  sufficient  manganese  ore 
to  meet  the  entire  annual  consumptive  demand  of  tiie  United 
States — that  is  to  say,  between  700,(J<X)  and  800,000  tons — for  the 
next  25  years.  I  have  no  doubt  of  the  truth  of  the  statement ; 
but  the  development  will  not  be  made,  the  industry  will  not 
advance,  prosperity  will  not  be  enhanced,  by  placing  the  com- 
modity on  the  free  list. 

I  have  here  two  letters  from  the  Manganese  Valley  Mines  C-o., 
of  Deming,  N.  Mex.,  addressed  to  me  under  date  of  February  7 
and  March  4,  1929.  respectively ;  two  from  the  Luna  Manganese 
Co.  of  the  same  place,  addressed  to  me  on  August  28  and  Sep- 
tember 3,  1929,  n^spectively ;  and  one  from  Mr.  R.  V.  Kirchman, 
of  Silver  City,  dated  February  23,  1929.  I  ask  to  have  them 
printed  in  the  Recoao. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 

The  letters  are  as  follows: 

DatciNQ,  N.  Max.,  February  7,  tm. 
Senator  Sam  Bbattos, 

Washington,  D.  0. 

DzAK  Skxatob  Bratton  :  I  wish  to  call  to  your  attention  the  attempt 
of  the  steel  interests  to  decrease  the  tariff  in  regard  to  manganese  and 
to  also  enlist  your  favor  in  regard  to  a  proposed  increase  in  the  present 
tariff  on  imported  manganese  ores.  I  understand  the  United  States 
StPcl  interests  went  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  asking  for 
a  reduction  on  the  tariff  on  manganese  ores  and  an  increase  on  imported 
stee]  products.  This,  to  me,  appears  to  be  a  very  selfish  proposition  on 
their  part,  as  also  a  very  unjust  one,  and  if  anything,  the  profits  made 
by  the  steel  interests  allow  them  to  reduce  their  prices  very  consid- 
erably and  still  show  a  handsome  profit. 

During  the  last  three  to  five  years  there  has  been  a  very  large 
amount  of  money  expended  In  the  search  for  manganese  ores  In  the 
United  States  also  for  the  beneflciation  of  these  ores.  This  has  all  been 
done  under  the  impetus  of  the  tariff  and  Is  now  beginning  to  show  some 
returns  and  a  promise  of  placing  the  Uuited  States  in  a  semi-independent 
way  in  case  of  any  necessity  arising  during  war  times.  The  Tariff 
Commission  has  gone  to  a  great  expense  In  arriving  at  the  facts  of 
both  the  foreign  and  domestic  production  of  manganese  ores,  as  also  in 
other  governmental  departments  there  has  been  quite  an  expense 
incurred  in  exi>erimentatlon  on  these  ores  to  place  the  United  States 
In  an  Independent  position  during  war  times.  Should  the  tariff  be  low- 
ered, all  this  would  go  (or  naught,  as  all  domestic  producers  of  man- 
ganese ores  would  have  to  close  down. 

In  the  State  of  New  Mexico  a  very  considerable  amount  of  develop- 
ment is  now  being  actirely  prosecuted  for  both  the  search  and  l>eneflca- 
tlon  of  manganes4*  ores  with  the  result  that  within  the  last  three  years 
a  production  of  about  2,500  tons  of  high-grade  material  is  now  being 
produced,  whereas  nothing  was  produced  a  few  years  ago,  and  we  expect 
the  State  to  double  this  production  by  the  end  of  this  year. 

One  of  the  claims  of  ttie  steel  people  Is  that  to  encourage  the  produc- 
tion of  mangnnese  at  this  time  depletes  our  present  reaerves.  This  Is 
a  very  poor  complaint,  for  unleaa  the  reserves  are  developed  we  cer- 
tainly could  not  produce  them  quickly  enoogb  in  an  emergency.  This 
was  rery  fully  proven  during  the  last  war  period.  Also,  from  preeent 
developments  It  Is  proven  that  the  known  manganese  ores  in  the  United 
States  have  increased  by  many  times  the  amount  that  la  annually  taken 
out  and  is  constantly  Increasing. 

1  also  note  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  have  been  asked  to  in- 
crease the  present  tariff  by  one-half  of  1  cent  per  pound  on  the  metal- 
lurgical manganese  contained  in  the  imported  ores.  This  is  on  a  par 
with  both  lead  and  sine.  If  this  raise  in  the  tariff  is  granted,  it  would 
mean  au  additional  cost  to  the  consumer  of  steel  of  about  24  cents  per 
ton,  and  so  far  we  have  been  unable  to  learn  of  any  steel  consumer  that 
has  complained  of  this  increase. 

I  shall  be  glad  if  yon  can  give  this  matter  some  attention  before  It 
comes  up  In  Congress,  for  I  am  sure  that  if  you  would  look  Into  the 
matter  you  will  at  least  favor  elttier  a  raise  in  the  tariff  or  a  continua- 
tion of  the  present  rate  of  1  cent  per  pound. 
Xours  very  truly, 

Manoanbss  Vallbt  Mmas   (Inc.), 
By  B.  H.   WasT. 

Demi  NO,  N.  Max.,  March  k,  m9. 
Senator  Sam  Brattos, 

Wathington,  D.  0. 
Dbab  SsMAToa :  Again  referring  to  the  tariff  on  manganese. 
It  is  quite  evident  that  tl>e  steel  interests  of  the  United  States  are 
actively  working  for  the  lowering  of  the  tariff  on  manganese,  and  I  note 
la  some  ef  their  statements  they  make  their  great  plea  on  the  fact  that 


the  steel  Industry  almoat  absolutely  depends  on  the  Importation  of  man- 
ganese for  their  supply,  and  they  state  the  United  State*  can  not  supply 
as  much  as  10  per  cent  of  their  annual  requirements.  But  I  note  that 
they  fail  to  state  that  in  the  last  six  years  a  vast  tonnage  of  man- 
ganese ores  have  been  developed  within  the  States  and  also  that  the 
concentration  of  these  ores  to  bring  them  to  a  suitable  stage  for  the  use 
In  the  manufacture  of  steel  ts  Just  about  completed.  Also  they  make 
no  mention  of  the  fact  that  the  United  States  has  doubled  its  output  of 
manganese  ores  during  the  last  three  or  four  years. 

It  looks  very  much  aa  though  the  steel  Interests  are  trying  to  bank- 
rupt the  whole  of  the  domestic  manganese  industry,  and  posalMy  with 
a  view  of  then  acquiring  such  properties  as  they  see  fit  for  practically 
nothing. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  to  you  also  that  two  of  ttie  largest  users  of 
manganese  ores  who  are  manufacturing  dry  cells  have  this  year  acquired 
their  own  domestic  properties,  placing  them  independent  of  anything 
that  may  come  up  in  the  future.  These  two  firms,  namely,  the  Electro 
Metallurgical  Co.  and  the  Manhattan  Supply  Co^  use  s  large  tonnage  of 
chemical  manganese  ore  for  the  manufacture  of  dry-cell  batteries. 

I  note  also  that  every  other  coontry  that  produces  steel  In  quantity 
has  already  protected  themselves  in  the  supply  of  manganese  and  we 
are  about  the  only  country  left  who  absolutely  depend  i^a  foreica  ore 
for  the  main  ingredient,  outside  of  iron.  In  the  manufacture  of  steel. 
Whereas  given  the  present  protection,  there  la  little  question  but  what 
in  a  few  more  years  this  country  will  not  need  to  depend  so  much  on 
the  foreign  producers. 

I  quite  realise  that  amongst  your  multitudinous  duties,  especially  at 
this  present  time,  you  have  not  the  opportunity  to  take  np  any  one 
single  question  alone,  and  if  there  Is  anything  that  you  would  care  to 
know  in  regard  to  this  particular  matter,  I  should  be  very  glad  to  make 
every  endeavor  to  enlighten  you  on  whatever  detail  you  might  require, 
and  also,  I  believe,  there  is  in  Washington  a  representative  of  the  domes- 
tic manganese  producers,  who,  I  think,  is  there  purposely  for  the  con*  , 
venlence  of  the  Senators,  etc. 

Thanking  you  for  your  interest  in  this  matter,  we  are, 
Yours  very  truly, 

MAsnANBsc  YAixcx  MiNBs  (Inc.). 
By  R.  Q.  WssT. 

DlMiNO,  N.  Max.,  Augutt  t8,  19». 
Hon.  Sam  Brattoit. 

Albuquerque,  Jf.  Met. 

Dbab  Senatob  :  The  writer  attempted  to  see  yoq  personally  yesterday 
in  Albuquerque  and  regrets  very  much  that  you  could  not  give  an  ap- 
pointment. 

We  wlata  to  call  your  attention  to  the  proposed  placing  of  mansaneca 
ore  on  the  free  list  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee.  If  this  la  done, 
it  will  ultlOMtely  ruin  an  Industry  In  its  Infancy  and  which,  after  much 
dlfflculty.  U  01.  the  threshold  of  coming  into  a  substantial  production. 
It  will  mean  to  Deming  and  Luna  County  the  loss  of  a  revenue  of  at 
least  $125,000  yearly  In  the  way  of  wages  and  supplies  porchoaed.  It 
will  mean  to  Silver  City  and  vicinity  a  much  greater  loss. 

First  consideration  la  that  of  national  security.  Manganeac  has  bc«a 
named  by  the  war  board  as  the  key  war  mineral  In  which  we  have  • 
deficiency.  It  Is  well  to  call  to  mind  the  feverish  hectic  days  of  some  12 
years  back  when  the  country  was  scoured  for  this  mineral  with  pitiful 
results.  We  do  not  pretend  to  be  endowed  with  high-grade  ore  deposits 
such  as  exist  In  other  parts  of  the  world.  We  do  contend  that  we  have 
enormous  deposlta  of  low  grade  ore  which  can  be  benefidated  and  brought 
up  to  the  desired  grade,  if  properly  and  Justly  protected  by  a  tariff. 
Enough  has  been  already  done  in  development  and  research  to  assure 
the  Nation  of  a  aufflclency  in  ttaies  of  stresa. 

We  believe  that  you  would  be  doing  a  great  service  not  only  to  the 
local  situation  and  the  State,  but  to  the  Nation  as  well  if  you  would  use 
your  influence  and  vote  to  defeat  the  proposed  placing  of  manganese  ore 
on  the  free  list 

We  ask  your  consideration  and  may  we  be  favored  with  a  reply  statlag 
your  position. 

Very  truly  yours, 

LrsA  Manoaxesk  Co.  (Inc.), 
By  Cabl  F.  Scuabeb. 

Dbmino,  N.  Max.,  September  S,  IStt, 

Hon.  Sam  O.  Bbatton, 

United  8tat«$  Senator,  Washington,  D.  O. 

Dbab  Sknatob  :  As  a  domestic  producer  of  manganese  ore,  we  wish 
to  protest  the  recommendation  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  of 
placing  manganese  ore  on  the  free  list. 

It  is  well  known  that  this  recommendation  was  advised  at  the  In- 
sistence of  the  steel  interests.  It  Is  represented  tliat  the  steel  industry 
will  pass  on  the  benefit  to  the  consumer  in  the  form  of  lower  prices  if 
manganese  is  admitted  duty  free. 

That  the  «teel  companies  will  effect  a  lower  price  because  of  duty- 
free manganese  la  far  from  certain.  These  companies  are  fair  ia  tlieir 
business  metlioda  but  not  absolutely  philanthropic. 
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Ttiie  maogaaese  tndtistiT  is  on  Um  point  of  eomlnc  lato  a  nbstantUl 
inwlactlon.  Much  time.  moBtj,  and  effort  have  been  expended  Is  re- 
■earrh  on  the  beneflrlati^n  of  low-grade  orea.  Enough  bai  been  already 
a4-«oropllab«^  to  aaaure  the  Natioo  a  •ufllcleDcy  of  this  key  war  mineral 
dorlnc  an  emfrfency.  Removal  of  the  uriff  will  aoon  kill  thla  Industry 
and  destroy  tt«  chance  of  national  security  In  regard  to  this  Tltal  war 
mlneniL 

We  beilere  that  you  will  be  rendering  a  great  serrlca  to  the  Nation 
by  Tottng  for  the  retention  of  tariff  on  nuinganc^e  ore. 

As  we  arc  vlUIIy  Interested  in  the  situation,  any  Information  you  can 
give  OS  will  be  sppreciated  sod  If  you  can  consdentloasly  glTc  os  your 
attitude  in  the  matter  it  would  help  considerably. 
Kespectfully  yours, 

LC.1A   llAMOAlfBIB   Ca    (I«C.). 

By  Cail  F.  ScBABaa. 

BiLvn  Cm.  N.  Mbx..  F^benmm  «.  au. 
Senator  fttM  O.  Bsattoii, 

Wthimataf%,  D.  0. 

Hon.  Senator  Bsatiom  :  The  industrial  growth  of  any  conunnnity  Is 
faaw-d  on  the  Integrated  seiasboesa  of  the  indlrlduals  of  which  It  Is 
composed. 

This  selfishness  is  the  motive  force  which  puts  Into  effect  creatlre 
Ideas.  This  letter  is  prenented  with  the  object  of  Informing  you  of  cer- 
tain conditioB*  that  exist  and  ar«  wrapped  op  with  tbe  Indnxtrial 
welfare  of  this  community  and  the  Stute  in  KcneraL 

At  the  present  time  there  is  an  agitation  before  Congress  to  remove 
tbe  tariff  prr<tectioo  on  manganes**.  You  are  no  doubt  Informed  as  to 
tlks  genersl  condition  of  the  present  manganese  Industry  In  these  United 
Btat«s.  There  are  tacts  with  regard  to  this  community  which  It  is  our 
IntentkMi  to  pr<>sent  for  yoar  cooslderatloo.  There  exists  at  Sliver 
City,  Grant  County,  N.  Mex.,  sn  immense  body  of  low-grade  manganese 
iron  ore.  The  industry  of  mining  this  nre  bad  received  considerable 
Impc-tui  due  to  tbe  emergf^cy  that  existed  due  to  tbe  late  World  War. 
8oroe  S.'M.tNX)  gross  tons  of  manganese  iron  ore  have  been  produced  from 
1916  to  the  flrst  of  this  year. 

At  tbe  present  time  there  are  employed  on  tbe  Silver  Spot  Mines 
property  129  men  producing  this  manganese  ore  at  an  approximate  rate 
of  d.iiOO  gro<is  ton*  per  month,  or  about  100.000  gross  tons  yearly.  The 
new  wealth  created  by  this  effort  is  measured  by  tbe  sum  of  950.000 
per  month  in  raw  materials.  This  flrst  wealth  Is  distributed  first-hand 
to  tbe  local  community  and  railroad  and  secondly  to  the  State  In  the 
form  of  taxes.  It  is  quite  possible  that  tbe  progress  of  science  will 
enattle  tbe  benefleiatlon  of  tliese  ores  to  such  an  extent  that  their  pro- 
duction win  be  greatly  increased,  with  tbe  attendant  upbuilding  of  this 
community.  A  decision  on  your  part  to  uphold  and  protect  this  indus- 
try wtn  not  be  detrimental  to  tbe  Interests  of  oar  State  nor  of  tbe 
United  States  la  general.  A  small  tax  represented  by  this  tariff  would 
aowant  to  about  15  cents  per  ton  of  steel  prodneed.  Certainly  this  Is  a 
saall  price  to  pay  for  tbe  tnsorance  for  tbe  production  of  this  oteCal. 
that  eoatrlbatcs  so  mocb  to  tbe  element  of  natloaal  seenrlty. 

Yo«  ate  lafamed  that  It  la  aiy  personal  otrtakm  that  tbere  la  a  pos- 
sible tonnage  of  10,000,000  groas  tons  In  this  deposit.  Tbe  continued 
importance  of  this  ladnstry  to  tbe  State  and  tbe  community  Is  analogous 
to  any  otbcr  lafknt  tndnatry  that  eontrlbotea  to  tbe  wdtare  of  this 
State. 

It  It  true  that  the  per  cent  of  naaganese  (10  per  cent)  woold  be  ad- 
■Itted  duty  free.  However,  a  duty  Impoaed  opon  foreign  manganese 
would  tend  to  prevent  tbe  exclusion  of  this  class  of  ore  and  Insarc  a 
growth  of  this  Industry  in  this  vicinity.  Tbere  is  another  consideration 
of  which  yon  are  no  doubt  sware ;  that  la,  tbe  national  security  given  to 
our  country  In  time  of  a  crisis  of  war.  Mines  arc  not  a  matter  of 
instantaneous  development,  but  a  slow  growth  under  the  direction  of 
creative  minds  in  cooperadon  with  capital  for  the  upbolldlog  of  an 
Industry. 

It  Is  felt  that  swOdent  matter  baa  been  presented  which  win  enable 
you  to  graip  the  Importance  of  affording  the  protection  to  this  Industry, 
which  meanw  so  much  to  the  Nation,  thla  State,  and  the  eomonmlty  in 
geaeraL 

Very  truly  youn^ 

B.   L  KlSCHMAll. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  In  tbe  same  conDection  I  have  lifted  certain 
paices  frt)m  the  printed  proceedings  of  the  Second  Annual  Con- 
Tentloo  <rf  the  American  Manffaneoe  Producers'  Association,  held 
in  the  city  of  Washington  September  9  and  10  of  this  year. 
Theee  hare  direct  relation  to  the  derelopment  in  New  Mexico. 
I  ask  that  they  may  tw  inserted  in  the  Rkoobo. 

The  PRESIDBNT  pro  tempore.  Wlthoat  ohjection.  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

Tha  CMAUMaa.  We  would  Uke  to  hear  from  Mr.  Ooodler.  representlag 
New  Mexico  and  Colorado.  Mr.  0.  P.  Qoodlcr,  president  of  tbe  New 
Maxico  Ccwec  4  Msnganeas  Cutporatlon.  with  headonarters  at  Denver, 
Celo. 
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■KW  HEX  too  AND  COtORAOO 

Mr.  Oooonn.  In  1890  several  of  tbe  operators  In  Leadville,  Colo.,  of 
wtiich  I  was  one,  opened  up  a  very  large  deposit  of  manganese  Iron  ore. 
At  that  time  I  was  shipping  a  carload  a  day  to  tbe  Globe  Smelter  at 
Denver,  Colo-,  for  fluxing  inirpooes,  this  ore  having  a  limited  amount  of 
silver  to  enable  us  to  get  by.  One  of  tbe  operators  tried  to  broaden  the 
market  to  Chicago,  but  the  freight  interfered  with  its  being  used  tbere. 
The  strike  came,  and  we  all  left  tbe  territory  for  tbe  time  being.  During 
tbe  war  we  were  brought  back,  and  for  a  year's  time  our  production 
ran  from  100  to  200  tons  a  day.  There  were  other  operations  tbere, 
I  should  say,  totaling  In  tbe  neighborhood  of  a  1,000  tons  a  day 
production. 

Following  that,  in  1920,  when  the  business  dropped  off,  I  left  there 
again.  In  1921  I  went  Into  Silver  City,  N.  Mex.,  and  have  been  pro- 
ducing since  then  at  tbe  rate  of  an  average  of  over  50,000  tons  per  year, 
tbe  grade  there  averaging  from  IS  to  16  per  cent  manganese  and  from 
88  to  38  per  cent  iron,  a  total  of  about  60  per  cent  metallic  content, 
the  balance  being  lime.     Our  shipmentB  have  averaged  52  per  cent. 

This  latter  property  is  about  1  mile  across  the  center  In  any  direction 
you  might  go.  The  oxidised  ore  is  known  to  exist  to  a  depth  of  over 
480  feet  and  tbe  quantity  is  such  as  to  warrant  a  production  of  1.500 
to  2,000  tons  per  day  if  it  Is  desired  and  the  market  can  be  found  for  It. 
Of  course,  tbe  freight  rate  enters  into  the  business  ttiere  quite  ex- 
tensively, as  we  have  only  one  market.  That  is  sufficient  to  show  tbe 
quantity  that  can  be  produced  in  that  territory. 

Going  back  to  Leadville,  following  the  war,  one  of  the  Government 
engineers  examined  tbe  property  that  I  bad  In  connection  with  tbe  war 
minerals  relief,  and  his  report  was  that  it  was  the  largest  deposit  of 
manganese  that  be  iuid  seen.  The  thickness  was  over  60  feet,  a  third 
of  it  running  better  than  30  per  cent,  another  third  running  in  tbe 
neighborhood  of  from  22  to  24  per  cent  manganese,  and  the  balance 
running  from  28  to  30  and  82  per  cent  iron. 

Aside  from  the  Leadville  district  there  Is  a  deposit  in  a  fissure  at 
Villa  Grove,  Colo.,  or  in  the  nelghborbood  of  the  Bonanza  district,  18 
inches  of  which  ran  about  46  to  60  per  cent ;  the  balance,  aboot  12  to 
16  feet  in  width,  of  tbe  vein  running  In  tbe  neighborhood  of  30  per 
cent  manganese. 

A  few  years  ago  the  Colorado  Fuel  ft  Iron  people.  t)eing  anxious 
for  mangane^  and  not  having  It  available  at  that  time,  went  into 
Bedcliff,  Colo.,  and  from  that  deposit  they  produced,  In  three  years' 
time.  240,000  tons. 

Tbere  Is  snother  deposit  which  has  not  been  opened  up  to  any  large 
extent.  In  tbe  Gunnison  district,  but  which  has  the  promise  of  a  sub- 
■tantlal  tonnage  when  sufficient  money  has  t>een  us«-d  In  connection  with 
its  development,  of  a  grade  running  about  60  per  cent  or  better. 

I  iDention  these  different  deposits  so  that  you  will  know  that  in  the 
States  of  Cfrforado  and  New  Mexico,  if  we  have  a  protective  tariff,  a 
reduction  in  tbe  freight  rate,  and  poaslbly  the  installation  of  concentra- 
tion, tbere  will  be  no  dlfflculty  from  theee  two  States  alone  providing 
sufficient  ore  to  take  care  of  the  needs  of  tbe  United  States  Steel 
Corporation,  and  tbe  other  corporations  using  it,  for  a  good  many  years 
to  cone.  la  fact,  on  the  Sliver  City  property  I  recently  Informed  the 
Colorado  Fuel  ft  Iron  Co.,  tbe  vice  president  snd  general  manager 
bdag  Mr.  Weltsell,  that  I  would  take  care  of  their  needs  for  60  years 
If  they  wanted  It.  and  longer  if  be  and  I  both  lived. 

There  la  another  deposit  In  New  Mexico,  In  the  vldnity  of  Demlng, 
vi  which  Mr.  Speaeer,  who  la  here,  I  believe,  can  speak.  It  Is  a  higher 
giade.    They  are  now  marketing  In  tbe  Bast 

I  have  a  missage  from  Mr.  Sturtevant,  president  of  tbe  Manganese 
Mines  Co.  of  America,  Denver,  Colo.,  which  I  should  like  to  read  Into 
the  record  at  this  time: 

SsPTaMBSB  7,  1929. 
AiOBicAa  MAiro*aw  PacDocns*  Association, 

Mayflover  Hotel,  Waah4noton.  D.  C. 

Otawnmom :  Toar  highly  efficient  organization  under  tbe  capable  direc- 
tion of  yoar  preaident,  Mr.  J.  Carson  Adkerson,  is  te  be  commended 
upon  the  way  in  which  public  opinion  has  been  aroosed  against  tbe 
interests  w1m>  sre  persistent  In  their  demands  for  the  removal  of  tbe 
tariff  on  manganese. 

Oar  Paymaster  mine  In  Gunnison  County,  Colo.,  consists  of  10  claims, 
8  of  which  lie  end  to  end,  covering  a  vein  of  manganese  ore  which  la 
ezpoaed  by  oatcrope  and  workings  for  over  2  milea. 

The  property  baa  tbe  distinction  of  carrying  an  abundance  of  both 
metallurgical  and  chemical  grades.  Tbe  dioxide  ores  average  in  analysis 
from  86  per  cent  MnO,  to  88  per  cent  MnO,  and  carrying  a  minimum 
per  cent  of  tbe  obnoxious  elements. 

Our  development  progrsm  having  been  carried  on  during  tbe  past  two 
years  has  e«tabllshed  tbe  fact  d^nitely  that  the  deposit  can  not  only 
produce  large  quantities  of  the  dioxide  ore  but  many  thousands  of  tons 
of  low-grade  ore  are  available  for  treatment. , 

The  company  is  assured  of  sufficient  funds  with  which  to  carry  on  an 
Intensive  development  program  and  to  coDstmct  a  plant  capable  of  han- 
dling 600  tons  per  day  of  tlie  lower-grade  ores,  providing  tbe  1^  ccnU 
per  pound  duty  is  estabUabed  oa  aU  imports  having  a  nisntnnraf  contest 
above  10  per  cent. 
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Aside  from  our  deposit,  there  are  known  deposits  of  manganese  In 
Chaffee,  Saguache.  I^ke,  and  other  counties,  the  development  of  which 
Is  awaiting  the  outcome  of  the  tariff  matter. 

Assuring  you  of  our  future  cooperation  in  this  big  fight,  we  are. 
Very   sincerely, 

Thi  Makqanesb  Minbs  Co.  or  Aubrica, 
8.  B.  Stcbtbtant,  Vice  President. 

Attest: 

F.  B.  HcHQKRroBD.  Betretary. 

The  CHAraMAW.  While  on  Ne^  Mexico,  may  we  have  a  few  words  from 
Mr.  W.  R.  Spencer,  president  of  the  Luna  Manganese  Co.T 

Mr.  Spbncbb.  I  have  associated  with  mc  two  gentlemen  who  are 
practical  miners.  Mr.  G.  M.  North,  Jr.,  a  graduate  of  the  Michigan 
School  of  Mines,  and  Mr.  Carl  F.  Bchaber,  also  a  graduate  of  tbe 
Michigan  School  of  Mines,  formerly  with  the  Steel  Corporation,  pros- 
pecting for  them  in  Mexico  and  southwest  and  is  now  in  charge  of  our 
property  near  Deming,  N.  Mex.  He  was  in  charge  of  tbe  Steel  Corpora- 
tion properties  In  the  Southwest  and  in  Mexico  for  a  number  of  years, 
so  I  feel  that  I  am  In  good  bands. 

We  have  a  property  down  tbere  that  has  high-grade  manganese, 
and  I  believe  Is  probably  one  of  the  most  unique  deposits  in  the  coun- 
try, BO  far  as  known.  In  May,  1926,  the  deposit  was  opened  by  capital 
from  Jackson,  Mich.,  after  an  exhaustive  study  of  the  geological  forma- 
tion bad  been  made,  coupled  with  test  pits  snd  the  workings  of  a  prop- 
erty operated  by  a  Mr.  West  on  same  strike  and  approximately  6,000 
feet  south  of  our  shaft. 

Tbe  property  Is  locsted  in  Luna  County,  N.  Mex.,  17  miles  south  and 
east  of  Deming  and  approximstely  6  miles  from  loading  station  on 
tbe  Southern  Padflc  Railroad.  Tbe  mine  is  reached  by  a  slowly  ascend- 
ing grade  from  the  railroad  siding.  Tbe  mine  has  a  contract  to  haul 
ore  from  mine  to  railroad  at  |1  per  ton  loaded  in  care.  Thla  property 
is  located  at  the  base  of  tbe  Little  Florida  MounUlna  end  ore  deposit 
occurs  in  fracture  extending  for  several  miles  in  a  north  and  south 
direction.  The  fracture  varies  in  thickness  from  6  to  22  feet,  and  in 
exploring  approximately  2,400  feet,  by  drifting,  tbe  continuity  of  ore 
has  proven  to  be  sbout  80  per  cent  Tbe  main  shaft  has  been  sunk 
to  a  depth  of  660  feet  and  ore  has  continued  from  surface  to  shaft 
bottom.  The  sinking  has  been  stopped  due  to  water  coming  in,  which  in- 
cidentslly  Is  of  sufficient  volume  to  furnish  water  for  milL  At  tbe 
present  time  pump  Is  being  instslled  to  take  care  of  water  and  sinking 
is  stopped  for  present 

During  tbe  course  of  exploring  and  preparing  for  stopes  we  have 
hoisted  to  stock  pile  an  estimated  tonnage  of  80,000  tons.  Under- 
ground tonnage  definitely  blocked  out  has  been  eatfrolly  estimsted  st 
820,000  tons.  In  order  to  allow  economy  and  speed  ii)  the  hoisting  of 
ore  we  have  raised  s  vertical  hoisting  shaft  to  the  fourth  level  and 
abortly  will  raise  shaft  from  fifth  to  fourth  leveL 

A  concentrating  mill  lias  been  erected  snd  flrst  unit  will  be  la 
operation  In  10  days.  This  unit  is  provided  with  Blake  type  crusher 
capable  of  crushing  with  assistsnce  of  rolls  600  tons  per  day.  A  large 
Bull  Jig  with  a  capacity  of  600  tons  a  day  for  primary  classification 
Is  insUlled  and  8  Harts  Jigs  sre  In  place  for  first  unit  and  16  more 
on  tbe  location  for  units  to  follow.  It  is  pUnned  to  use  two  Wifley 
tables  for  each  unit  to  recover  fines  from  crushing  and  four  more 
tables  are  on  ground  for  future  units.  From  tests  made  on  mill  concen- 
tration tbe  majority  of  shipping  ore  will  not  be  less  than  five-eighths 
Inch,  and  a  large  proportion  will  be  in  chunks  weighing  about  40  pounds 
each.  On  tbe  basis  of  100  tons  per  day  we  have  slready  blocked  out 
sufficient  ore  to  last  Ave  years  with  no  further  exploration.  It  Is 
planned  to  instsU  additional  units  as  fast  as  possible.  Tbe  mill,  mine, 
and  bouses  on  location  will  be  electrically  lighted,  and  ail  equipment 
motor  driven  from  a  Diesel  engine  which  is  now  l>elng  set  up  and  will  be 
completed  by  the  time  this  report  is  read. 

We  feel  that  we  have  a  very  high  grade  of  manganese.  We  are 
located  on  tbe  same  strike  along  tbe  range  as  Mr.  West.  We  feel  tliat 
In  that  district  tbere  should  be  from  600,000  to  2,000,000  tons  of  high- 
grade  ore. 

Tbe  Chairman.  For  our  next  speaker  I  would  like  to  can  on  one  of  the 
member^  of  a  committee  of  five  who,  in  1927,  formed  themselves  into 
a  protective  committee  from  which  this  manganese  association  sprang. 
I  refer  to  Dr.  J.  S.  Orasty. 

Doctor  Gbastt.  I  have  been  taking  some  notes  on  tonnages,  based 
on  the  data  previously  submitted,  and  I  wish  to  summarise  these  figures, 
because  I  think  it  worth  while,  besides  being  Interesting  to  have  It 
altogether  In  a  few  worda. 

I  find  that  Arkansaa,  as  reported  l^  Mr.  Miller,  and  tbe  deposits 
reported  by  Mr.  Lake  and  Mr.  Leute  total  some  360,000,000  tons  of 
ore,  which,  taking  the  lowest  grade,  would  supply  this  country  with 
blgh-grsde  ore,  on  tbe  basis  of  a  concentrating  ratio  of  6  to  1,  for  70 
years.  3utte,  as  I  understand  It  from  the  discussion  last  year,  has 
from  3,000,000  to  6,000,000  tons  of  30  per  cent  manganese  ore  or  bet- 
ter.    I  would  like  to  know  If  that  Is  correct. 

Tbe  Chaibuam.  I   think  that   Is  correct 

Doctor  Gbastt.  Phillipsburg,  as  I  Judge  from  the  remarks  of  tbe 
gentleman  who  spoke  with  regard  to  that  district,  has  a  tonnage  of 
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definitely  proved  ore  of  1,600,000  tons,  of  about  tbe  same  grade. 
Would  that  be  correct  T 

Mr.  Bbown.  Correct. 

Doctor  Gbastt.  According  to  the  gentleman  reporting  on  Georgia, 
there  are  over  4.000,000  tons  on  bis  property  alone — the  Hurt  prop- 
erty— which  can  produce  at  tbe  rate  of  160,000  tons  per  annum  for  SO 
years,  or  a  total  on  this  one  property  of  4,600,000  tons. 

As  to  New  Mexico,  Mr.  Goodier  did  not  go  into  detail  there  as  te 
tbe  tonnage  or  the  grade  of  tbe  ore.  He  reported  on  320,000  tons 
blocked  out  on  one  property.     I  have  Mr.  Spencer's  figures. 

President  Aokbbson.  We  have  a  letter  In  the  office  of  the  association 
from  New  Mexico,  from  an  authoritative  source,  which  says  that  they 
hsve  10,000.000  tons  In  New  Mexico,  which  would  sverage  about  10 
per  cent  metallic  manganese. 

Mr.  Spencxb.  I  would  say  that  in  our  mill  operation  we  figure  our  con- 
centrates from  80  to  90  per  cent  manganese  dioxide.  We  have  done 
some  prospecting  in  our  vidnlty,  and  tbere  Is  considerable  chemical 
manganese  as  well  as  metallurgical  ore.  I  Imagine  there  Is  a  great 
deal  of  manganese  in  New  Mexico  yet  to  be  discovered ;  In  fact  the  vast 
part  of  It  is  still  unexplored. 

Doctor  Gbastt.  Mr.  Spencer  stated,  I  believe,  that  they  bad  blocked 
out  on  their  property  one  snd  one-half  to  two  million  tons. 

Mr.  Spbnceb.  We  have  estimated  that  in  that  district,  including  Mr. 
West's  operations,  there  should  be  at  least  one  and  one-half  to  two 
million  tons  of  high-grade  ore.  We  figure  that  our  concentrates  will 
run  at  least  from  80  to  90  per  cent  by  Jigs  and  tables. 

Doctor  Gbastt.  Considering  the  different  prospects  in  Virginia  ap- 
proximately 300  In  all  which  have  only  been  explored.  In  a  very  few 
instances,  we  can  add  about  26  years'  supply  from  Virginia.  So  alto- 
gether in  the  United  States,  with  only  a  small  fraction  of  the  deposits 
taken  Into  consideration,  we  have  over  100  years'  supply  of  msnganese 
ore,  expressed  as  high  grade  after  benefidatlon  and  suitable  for  use  by 
tbe  steel  industry. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  certain  press  dis- 
patches appearing  in  the  New  York  World  of  Augnst  16  and 
August  16,  1929,  respectirely,  may  be  printed  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

Tbe  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  la  ao 
ordered. 

Tbe  articles  referred  to  are  as  follows : 

[From  tbe  New  York  World.  Thursday,  August  15,  1920] 

STBBL    MaXBBS    GBT    FBBS    MANOANSSB — SSMATB    COMMITTSS    BaMOVBB    1 

Cent    Pbb    Podnd   Dtmr    on    Bkbls   or    Sovwr    Sals — Lbaods    or 

Nations  to  Tbt  to  Hblt  Sooab  Sitoation 

By  Elliott  Thurston 

Washinotom,  August  14. — ^liat  used  to  be  known  as  the  Steel  Trust 
won  a  big  victory  on  tbe  tariff  to-day  by  a  vote  of  6  to  6.  Senator 
Bkbd,  Republican,  of  Pennsylvania,  ex-counsel  for  tbe  United  States 
Steel  Corporation,  and  other  Republican  high  protectionists,  put  manga* 
nese.  Important  ore  used  In  steel  making,  on  the  free  list  where  the 
steel  mskers  want  It. 

Tbe  House  bad  allowed  a  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  to  stand.  The 
Senate  Finance  Committee  first  accepted  this  rste,  even  brosdenlng  It 
out  to  apply  to  ore  of  low  content.  Tbe  vote  had  been  7  to  4,  but 
something  happened  meanwhile.  Last  Monday  Moscow  announced  that 
the  United  States  Steel  Corporation  bad  signed  a  contract  with  tbe 
Georgian  Manganese  Trust  of  tbe  Soviet  Union  to  buy  80,000  to  160,000 
tons  of  manganese  annually  for  five  years. 

To-day  the  Senate  committee,  stlil  meeting  in  secret  session,  recon- 
sidered, and  as  a  result  the  steel  makers  will  not  have  to  pay  duty  oa 
the  Imports  from  Russia. 

BLOW    to    WCSTnNSBS 

It  was  a  blow  to  tbe  manganese  miners  of  tbe  United  States  who  have 
descended  upon  the  committee  armed  with  reams  of  statistics,  to  prove 
tbst  if  protected  from  tbe  "  cheap  overseas  competition,"  which  Is  tbe 
magic  phrase  In  getting  duties,  they  could  mine  and  produce  sufficient 
manganese  in  the  Western  States  to  supply  all  tbe  steel  mills  In  tbe 
Nation. 

Tbe  steel  Industry  uses  649,136  tons  of  manganese  ore  a  year.  la 
1929  American  mines,  mostly  In  Montana,  produced  140,000  tons  with 
the  aid  of  tbe  1-cent  duty.  Tbe  Treasury  by  reason  of  the  duty  col- 
lected 18,064,166  of  revenue  which  will  now  be  sacrificed  by  tbe  return 
of  tbe  ore  to  tbe  free  list. 

It  is  estimated  that  tbe  triumph  for  tbe  steel  Interests  amounts  to  no 
insignificant  sum  in  dollars.  On  the  Steel  Corporation  contract  alone  It 
will  save  between  $5,000,000  and  $6,000,000  during  the  life  of  the  con- 
tract The  Steel  Corporation  also  Imports  manganese  from  Anatrla  and 
BraxiL 

BKNATOB    SHOOT  ANOBT 

Senator  Smoot  (Republican,  Utah),  chairman  of  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee seemed  to  be  Incensed  over  the  manganese  episode.  Although  a  high 
protectionist  especially  on  sugar,  the  Utah  Senator  has  been  cUshlng 
with  Raa>  and  other  colleagues.     With  what  was  taken  to  be  Irony,  the 


5282 


CONGRESSIONAL 


iMMtor  trtm  Ftah  obfrT»«d  after  to-day's  rommltte*  anvlon  that  UBlt<  d 
•tatps  Strel  bad  only  Ksioed  a  bandnd  million*  In  market  valoe  of  la 
abarra  aftrr  tb«  Ant  •lump  from  tbe  rala«<l  dlacoont  rate. 

IDe  «oamltti>»  alao  rrducod  from  1.7  rents  to  0.65  cent  a  poand  CD 
f«rTomanKan<>iie,   manicaD^Me  m<>tBl.  and  frfllcon. 

Then  taefcltBf  llema  of  tb«  tundrlea  acbedule  the  eommittee  approved 
tW  llouar  ralM  on  bnman  balr.  gold  and  platlnom  Jewelry,  laeea.  eofneti, 
an<t  a  rarUty  of  alDed  artlrlM  of  fi-mlnln*  anderwear,  alao  on  catfit 
and  n>»nKr«.  It  pat  Aablns  tarki*  un<Wr  ibe  extattsg  doty,  vbtle  con- 
lag  to  bat*  tr1mai«d  «ith  braTrr  or  rabbit  or  otber  fun  It  eat  tbe  Hon!  le 
rate  from  ll.SO  to  |1.2S  on  bata  of  sot  BM»re  tkan  |9  a  doien.  T1 « 
rate  on  aoeb  bata  of  not  aMr«  than  !•  a  doaen  raloe  waa  eat  from  I  Z 
to  t2.M. 

aiu.  FAcaa  iMHLtT 

Mr.  Smoot  la  still  bopefol  tbat  tbe  Uriff  bill  aill  be  ready  by  Mon- 
day, bat  ao  moeb  remains  to  be  done  on  It.  iscludtog  tbe  battle  royil 
ev'-r  ■ucar.  tbat  moat  predirttoas  are  for  a  delay,  and  tbe  general  opin- 
ion la  tbat  It  will  be  lmpi-««iitite  to  enact  it  la  tbe  special  acaaton. 

Tbr  rommltti^'i  rvtpntion  of  the  10  per  cent  on  shoca  cante  In  f>r 
aaaault  to-day  by  Senator  THoMAa  (Democrat.  Oklahoma),  wbo  is 
sp<ike«man  for  tbe  main  cattle-ralalng  coantry.  declared  tb«  aet  ettett 
will  be  to  do  tbe  cattlemen  more  barm  than  good,  while  tbe  aboe  manu- 
facturers and  tbe  tanners  will  be  tbe  only  beneflciariea.  "Tbe  duty  (in 
bided  should  be  eliminated,"  tie  aald,  "  and  leatber  and  aboea  kept  oa  t  ke 
tt^  Uat." 

[rrom  tbe  New  York  World.  Friday,  Aogost  16,  1929] 
Hoovaa  la  Accuan)  or  Kiixino  TAKirr  ox  MAMOAKKan  Oaa — Bingham 

Aaaaara  O.  O.  P.  roMMrrraa  CANcauaD  Dctt  on  Adtice  or  Wnna 

Hocao — Cha(«obd  Arrza  UNiroD  Statbs  Stbbl  Biorbd  Sotiot  ro<- 

TOACT — CoMMOacn    ImpAaTMKNT'a    Rcpoar    or    Bie   July    BuaiNina 

IHMUIN*?  CBaaa   rtoramo.'risTa 

WAaHiNOTOR.  Aognst  15. — Reaponslbillty  for  the  action  of  tbe  Sena  te 
Fiuaitrc  Committer  In  placing  manj^nt-se  ore  on  tbe  free  Uat,  there!  y 
revt-nilng  tbe  coramtttec'a  previous  action  and  granting  a  saving  tf 
|S.O«»<».000  a  y«>ar  to  the  8te<>l  manufacturers,  waa  laid  on  tbe  Whl  a 
ilouae  doorstep  to-day  by  Senator  HiaAM  Binoraii  (Bepubllcan.  Coj- 
oectlcut),  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Ill  a  secret  session  of  RepabUcan  Ftoance  Couualttea  membera  a  feir 
weeks  ago  BtNOHAM  voted  for  a  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  on  ore  contai  >- 
Ing  10  per  cent  or  more  of  metnllic  manKaoese.  Yesterday  be  was  one 
•f  the  two  members  of  the  committee  who  reversed  their  previous  vot  ?s 
and  pat  manganese  on  the  free  list.  When  naked  why  be  changed,  lis 
aaid  tbe  White  Douse  advlaed  it. 

TBtvrr  aTAToa  raoocca  rx 

Tba  committee^  reversal,  coming  within  48  hoars  after  annonnce^ 
Bent  tbat  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation  has  closed  a  deal  for  tl« 
parcbase  of  huge  amounts  of  manganes*^  from  Soviet  Sa.isia,  waa  a  su>- 
Ject  of  abaertring  Interent  in  dnlea  Interested  in  tariff  revision. 

Tariff  seekers  grew  nervous  to-day  when  the  story  went  around  that 
President  Hoover  had  Just  received  and  was  much  impreaaed  by  advane 
ftgurea  from  the  Department  of  Commerce  showing  that  business  durii  g 
July  was  better  and  at  bigtier  levela  generally  than  In  any  previous 
July  In  the  history  of  the  country. 

It  at  once  aroused  diacusslon  over  tbe  xwssfbUity  that  the  Whl  e 
lipase.  In  the  face  of  such  a  showing,  would  find  It  Inconsistent  :o 
countenance  a  tariff  Mil  that  rests  on  the  asaumptlon  that  suff^rli  g 
lniiu«try  needs  more  protection  in  order  to  Mve.  Only  a  few  days  ajo 
the  IVmocratIc  National  Committee  cited  the  Commerce  Departments 
Yearbook  record  of  prosperity  as  out  "f  tnne  with  tbe  tariff  revision. 

roAa  arracT  on  KL.acTioN 

Tbe  tariff  seekers  also  are  worried  by  tbe  growing  conviction  thtit 
the  bill  not  only  will  go  over  into  the  regular  aeasion  in  December,  but 
that  It  will  become  so  entangled  with  appn.<priations  and  other  bnsineiis 
as  to  delay  it  far  Into  the  spring.  And  then  will  come  the  question  uf 
whether  tbe  bill's  sponsors  will  dare  pass  it  on  the  eve  of  congression  il 
elections.  To  do  so  would  defy  tradition,  and.  In  the  Judgment  of  son  e 
of  tbe  Republican  leaders.  Invite  a  political  setback  at  the  polls  tbi  t 
might  coat  tba  Republicans  their  control  of  the  Ooaae,  let  alone  tie 
Benate. 

There  are  indications  that  manganese  may  become  one  of  tbe  mai  n 
lasuen  In  tbe  ensuing  battle  over  tbe  Hawley-Smoot  bin,  alnca  this  ore  a 
prodoccd  la  SO  Statea.  Thirty  States  mean  00  Senatora.  or  nearly  tw  »- 
thlrda  of  tba  Senate,  while  tbe  opposition  to  a  protective  duty  on  majK 
ganeae  centers  in  Pennsylvania  and  one  or  two  other  Statea  where  tie 
large  steel  companies  are  powerful. 

Tho  steel  companies  want  free  manganese  because  a  duty  on  tba 
eoramodlty  add«  to  the  production  costs  of  manufactured  articles  upc  n 
wblrb  they  are  given  protection  dutiea. 

Manganese  producers  today  were  mobilising  their  forces  fcr  tie 
fight  to  restore  the  present  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  on  ore  cont^Jnlrg 
SO  per  cent  or  more  of  metallic  manganese.  Thia  Is  tbe  present  duly 
and  the  one  accepted  by  tbe  Uonse,  but  increased.  In  effect,  by  tl« 
Senate  riaanca  ComoUttcc  before  its  rsccnt  reveraal  of  actloa. 
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Senator  WHiataa  (Democrat,  Montana),  coming  from  one  of  the 
Statea  producing  Urge  quantities  of  manganese  ore,  declared  to-day : 

"  The  action  of  the  Finance  Committee  In  putting  manganese  on  tbe 
free  Hat  at  tbe  Instance  of  tbe  United  States  and  tbe  Betblebeni  Steel 
CorporatiuDs,  cl'srly  Indicates  that  tbe  tariff  bill  Is  to  be  wrltt«-D  in 
tbe  Interests  of  the  manufacturers  of  the  Ea*t  ratber  than  tbe  pro- 
docers  of  raw  materials  in  the  Middle  West  and  West. 

TAairr  Aii>a  Mixsaa 

"Tbare  are  bug*  drpodta  of  manganese  In  Sootb  Dakota,  Moatana, 
and  many  other  States.  Tba  industry  has  developed  a  process  wbercbf 
it  can  take  tow-grade  manganese  ore  and  develop  it  into  a  blgn-grade 
finished  prudn<^.  Tbe  miu>-ra  ot  the  West  would  be  beit«flt«d  by  a  tariff 
on  manganese,  bat  tbe  steel  Interesta,  who  have  made  a  Aenl  srltli 
Russia  to  ship  la  sianganese  ore  in  bottoms,  want  this  product  to  ba 
on  the  free  list  aod  at  tbe  sants  time  want  their  own  products  •-«  tba 
protected  list 

"  This  talk  about  cunserrlng  our  natural  reaourcea,  particularly 
when  applied  to  manganese,  is  pure  and  unadulterated  bunk,  and  tbe 
vote  of  tbe  Senate  Finance  Committee  reversing  itself  in  tbe  matter 
shows  bow  completely  tbe  steel  interests  and  other  tariff  barooa 
dominate  the  Republican   Party. 

"  They  talk  about  building  up  new  Industries  In  this  country ;  If 
tbey  would  give  the  manganese  industry  a  tariff  to  protect  against 
Russian  manganese  tbey  could  build  up  a  new  industry,  and  one  tbat 
would  be  In  a  position  to  furnish  us  all  tlie  manganese  necessaiy  In 
time  of  war.  To  put  it  on  tbe  free  list  means  that  many  communities 
where  manganese  is  being  product^]  will  t>e  ruined  and  It  also  means 
that  there  will  l>e  no  incentive  on  the  part  of  the  producers  of  low-grade 
mangacese  to  further  develop  their  processes  so  that  low-grade  manga- 
nese can  be  ntlllsed." 

TXN   SCITKDrLES  RBVISEO 

Passing  over  the  controversial  sugar  schedule,  Republican  members 
of  the  Finance  Committee,  in  their  secret  se.sslon  to-day.  couitieted 
their  final  revision  of  10  of  the  15  rate  schedules  in  the  Hawley-Smoot 
bill.  No  items  In  these  10  schedules  will  be  considered  again  before 
tbe  bill  is  reported  to  the  S<-n.ite,  Chairman  Smoot  said. 

[Prom  the  New  York  World,  Tuesday,  August  13,  1929] 
UNrncD  Statks  Stiel  Closes  Big  Deal  roa  Sovirr  Manoanksi  Oee — 
$2,500,000  YaASLT   Involvkd — Deposits,  Best  in  thb  Woru>,  Webb 

C^NriSCATB)    rsoM    OKRMANa 

The  United  States  Steel  Corporation  has  arranged  a  huge  purchase  of 
manganese  ore  from  the  Oorglan  Manganese  Trust. 

This  was  revealed  yesterday  in  Moscow,  and  tbe  negotiations  wer« 
confirmed  by  one  of  the  highest  ofliclala  of  the  United  States  Steel 
Corporation.  According  to  reports  tbe  Steel  Corporation  intends  to  buy 
from  80.0<X)  to  150,000  tons  of  manganese  annually  daring  tbe  next 
five  years. 

At  the  nominal  price  of  J15  a  long  ton  for  manganese  ore  this  would 
represent  as  much  as  $2,250,000  a  year  to  be  paid  to  the  Soviet  Gov- 
ernment, holders  of  the  concession,  before  freight  and  customs  duty. 

anSSIAN    DEPOSITS    ARE    BEST 

Manganese  Is  used  in  the  manufacture  of  steel,  and  tbe  Steel  Cor- 
poration obtains  the  bulk  of  Its  requirements  from  its  own  mines  in 
BrasiL  There  are  also  mines  in  India  and  undeveloped  deposits  in 
South  Africa. 

According  to  authorities  in  the  metal  trade  tbe  Russian  depoalta  are 
tbe  purest  in  the  world,  containing  from  53  to  55  per  cent  of  the  metal, 
while  the  Brasllian  product  la  only  about  47  per  cent  pure. 

Asked  if  there  were  any  special  significance  In  the  negotiations  with 
tbe  soviet  authorities,  a  leading  ofllciai  of  the  Steel  Corporation  said  : 

"  The  corporation  is  always  In  the  market  for  manganese.  When  we 
see  an  opportunity  to  buy  a  needed  commodity  at  a  lower  price  than  in 
other  markets  we  buy  it,  regardless  of  the  Identity  of  the  vender,  and  It 
is  likely  that  other  American  steel  companies  would  purchase  their 
manganese  requirements  in  the  same  market  if  tbe  proper  price  were 
offered." 

rOIMCRLT    GERMAN    OWNBD 

At  the  Steel  Corporation  it  was  stated  that  very  little,  if  any.  other 
products  have  been  purchased  fr.>ni  Soviet  Russia  since  the  revolution 
and  tbe  confiscation  of  foreign  properties. 

Tbe  United  States  Steel  Corporation  has  found  a  good  customer  In 
the  Amtorg  Trading  Co.,  purchasing  agent  for  Soviet  Russia,  according 
to  a  spokesman  for  that  organisation.  A  large  volume  of  steel  prod- 
ucts has  been  bongbt  from  the  Steel  Corporation  for  shipment  to  Soviet 
Russia  during  the  last  few  months,  according  to  the  Amtorg  Trad- 
ing Co, 

The  manganese  mines  in  Soviet  Georgia,  In  Asiatic  Russia,  were 
owned  hy  (lerman  interests  before  the  revolution.  They  were  confis- 
cated by  the  Government,  and  after  the  war  were  leased  to  the  W.  A. 
Harriman  interests  of  New  York. 

The  Harriman  Interests  found  It  difflcult  to  carry  out  all  the  provi- 
sions of  the  lease  and  were  released  from  tbe  contract  two  years  ago. 


After  that  tbe  miaet  reverted  to  Russian  ownerahip  and  are  being 
administered  by  tbe  Georgian  Manganese  Trust,  a  aemiofflcial  organl- 
aatlon. 

(From  tbe  Washington  Post,  Sunday,  Angoat  18,  1929] 
aoTiaa  HtMaiAN  oaa  to  bb  iNVKariuATan — kblatiumb  bctwkbm  aumucmm 
wntu  rtaNTB  AND  ooviBTa   Bouaaa   asMAToaa — imfoot   la  on   nmm 

A  senatorial  Investigatloo  of  tbe  relationship  between  American  steel 
companies  and  tba  Horiet  Govemnent  may  resalt  from  the  aetloo  of 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  removing  tbe  tariff  on  oiangaDeae  ora 
at  the  behest  of  domestic  ste<-l  manufacturers.  The  proposed  investl- 
gatioD,  if  amlertakeo.  will  prtMseed  on  tbe  tbeory  that  there  Is  evidence 
teodiog  to  stiow  sn  indirect  dumping  of  foreign  manganese  on  the 
American  market  for  tbe  benefit  of  th«  steel  companies  and  to  the 
detriment  of  the  domestic  producers. 

Interest  in  tbe  proposed  investigation  was  enhanced  yesterday  wheo 
It  became  knoa'n  tbat  tbe  company,  which  is  tbe  American  sales  agent 
for  Georgian  (Russia)  manganese,  controlled  by  tbe  Soviet  Government, 
is  besded  by  the  son  of  a  prominent  ofllciai  of  tbe  Bethlehem  Steel  Co. 
It  is  this  Georgian  deposit  of  maneanescr  which,  according  to  advices 
from  Moscow,  was  Involved  In  tbe  recent  deal  whereby  the  United 
States  Steel  Corporation  agreed  to  purchase  from  80,000  to  160.000  tons 
annually  for  the  next  five  years. 

Immediately  after  news  of  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation  con- 
tract reached  Washington,  Republican  members  of  tbe  Finance  Com- 
mittee reversed  their  previous  action  granting  a  duty  of  1  cent  per  pound 
on  manganese  ore  containing  10  pW  cent  or  more  of  metallic  manganese, 
and  pl«<'Pd  that  commodity  on  tbe  free  list 

Leonard  J.  Buck  (Inc.),  74  Trinity  Place,  New  York.  Is  the  Ameri- 
can sales  agent  for  the  Georgian  manganese  deposit,  which  is  owned 
by  the  Soviet  Government.  Tlie  president  of  this  company  is  Leonard 
J.  Buck,  who  is  the  son  of  C.  .\.  Buck,  vice  president  in  charge  of  raw 
materials  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co. 

Senators  interested  in  the  manganese  situation,  which  means  at 
least  60  Senators,  since  there  are  manganese  deposits  In  more  than  30 
States,  arc  curious  as  to  the  reasons  why  the  United  States  Steel  Cor- 
poration, which  has  large  manganese  deposits  of  Its  own  In  Brasil, 
was  allowed  to  "  cnt  in  "  on  the  Georgian  deposits,  for  which  the  sales 
agent  Is  the  son  of  an  official  of  a  rival  company.  The  aame  Senators 
are  also  anxious  to  find  out  what  pre8.<rare  was  brought  to  bear  on  the 
majority  members  of  tbe  Finance  Committee  to  Induce  them  to  change 
their  attitude  as  soon  as  tbe  United  States  Sted  Corporation's  deal 
had  been  consummated  In  Russia. 

[From  the  New  York  World,  Sunday,  Auguat  18.  1929] 
Manganese  Deals  Stib  Senatb  Quiz — Stf^bl  Mbn  Mat  Have  to  Explain 

Co.NTBACTS  With   Soviet — Dctt  Suddbnlt  Liitbo — Agknt  »ob  Rua- 

aiAN  I*bodoct  Son  o»  Bethlbhbm  OmciAL 

Washington,  August  17. — A  sensational  investigation  of  tbe  relation- 
ships between  American  steel  companies  and  the  Soviet  Government  may 
result  from  the  action  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  removing  the 
tariff  on  manganese  ore  at  the  behest  of  dom«»fltic  steel  manufacturers. 

The  proposed  Investigation,  if  undertaken,  would  proceed  on  the  theory 
that  there  is  evidence  tending  to  show  an  indirect  dumping  of  foreign 
manganese  on  the  American  msrket  for  tbe  benefit  of  tbe  steel  com- 
panies and  to  the  detriment  of  the  domestic  producers. 

Interest  In  the  proposed  investigation  was  enhanced  to-day  when  It 
became  known  that  tbe  company  which  is  the  American  sales  agent  for 
Georgian  (Russia)  manganese,  controlled  by  tbe  Soviet  (Jovemment.  Is 
headed  by  the  son  of  a  prominent  offlclal  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  It 
is  this  Georgian  deposit  of  manganese  which,  according  to  advices  from 
Moscow,  was  involved  in  the  recent  deal  whereby  the  United  States  Steel 
Corporation  agreed  to  purchase  from  80,000  to  160,000  tons  annually 
the  next  five  years. 

Immediately  after  news  of  the  United  States  Steel  Corporation  con- 
tract reached  Washington  Republican  members  of  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee reversed  their  previous  action  granting  a  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  on 
manganese  ore  containing  10  per  cent  or  more  of  metallic  manganese 
and  placed  that  commo«llty  on  the  free  list 

Leonard  J.  Buck  (Inc.),  No.  74  Trinity  Place.  New  York,  Is  the  Ameri- 
can sales  agent  for  the  Georgian  manganese  deposit,  which  Is  owned  by 
the  Soviet  Government.  The  president  of  this  company  is  Leonard  J. 
Buck,  son  of  C.  A.  Buck,  vice  president  in  charge  of  raw  materials  of  tbe 
Bethlehem  Steel  Co.  The  World  has  in  its  possession  a  photostatic  copy 
of  a  letter  dated  March,  1929,  and  written  on  the  letter  bead  of  Leonard 
J.  Buck   (inc.),  which  reads: 

"  It  is  our  pleasure  to  announce  that  we  are  the  sales  agent  for  the 
aovlet  producers  of  the  well-known  Georgian  (Caucastona)  manganese 
dioxide. 

"  Maintenance  of  large  stocks  of  manganese  dioxide  In  America  enables 
tu  to  supply  any  mesh  yoa  may  desire  and  packed  to  meet  with  your 
requlrementa. 


"  If  you  are  Interested  In  mangaoeoe  dioxide,  we  abooM  appreclata 
receiving  your  requirements  per  year,  together  with  your  deaired  meah 
at  whkh  time  we  shall  be  pleased  to  quote  yoa  our  price." 

The  letter  was  signed  "  M.  W.  Koch,  secreUry,"  and  waa  addrcaoed  t* 
a  New  York  firm  which  oaea  aiancaiiesc  dloxlda. 

CVBIOaiTT    18    ABOUSOD 

Senators  tntncated  In  tbe  manganeac  aitaatlon,  wblcb  mcaaa  at  leoat 
60,  slnoe  there  are  owBgaoeae  depoalta  la  more  tbaa  SO  •Catea.  ara 
curious  as  to  the  reaaoas  why  tbe  United  States  Steel  Corporatloa, 
which  baa  larce  manganese  drpoalts  of  lu  owa  In  BraaU,  waa  allowed 
to  eat  io  on  tbe  Oeorgiao  depoalta,  for  wbteb  tbe  aalea  a«eot  la  tbe  aoa 
of  an  oOMal  of  a  rival  oonpany.  Tbe  tmma  Seoaton  alao  are  anslooB 
to  find  out.  if  poosiMe,  what  preoanre  waa  broagbt  to  bear  oa  tbe 
majority  members  of  tbe  Finance  Comnittee  to  Indoee  tben  to  change 
tbeir  attitude  as  soon  aa  tbe  Uaited  Statea  Steel  Corporatloa's  deal 
bad  been  eonaammated  In  Boaala. 

C.  A.  Back,  repreoentlng  tbe  Bethlehem  Co..  appeared  before  tbe 
House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  filed  a  brief  aaiklng  tbat  man- 
ganese be  placed  on  tbe  free  list.  He  did  not  appear  before  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee,  where  wltneaaes  were  required  to  teatlfy  under 
oath.  Tbe  United  States  Steel  Corporation  likewiae  was  not  repre- 
sented directly  during  tbe  Senate  committee  beartnga. 

During  tbe  Senate  bearings,  however.  It  was  asserted  by  J.  Carsoa 
Adkerson,  representing  the  American  Manganese  Producers'  Aasodatlon, 
that  American  steel  companies  refuse  to  pnrcbaae  American  manganese 
even  to  the  extent  of  paying  8  cents  per  unit  more  for  the  foreign  com- 
modity than  the  price  at  which  tbey  conld  obtain  American  manganese. 
A  unit  is  22.4  pounds. 

PATINO    BIOHBa   PBICB 

"According  to  the  figures  aa  given  by  the  Tariff  Commlasion  under 
manganese  ore  as  to  the  price  the  steel  people  have  paid  for  foreign 
manganese  during  the  6-year  period  ending  December  31,  1928,"  Mr. 
Adkerson  said,  "  the  steel  makers  of  this  country  paid  on  an  averaca 
of  68  cents  a  unit  for  foreign  ores.  During  the  same  period  there  ia 
not  one  instance  tbat  we  know  of  where  domestic  operators  producing 
high-grade  ore  and  ore  running  even  higher  grade  than  the  best  foreign 
ore  have  received  a  price  greater  than  60  centa  per  unit  There  la  a 
differential  of  8  cents  per  unit  against  domestic  products  and  In  favor 
of  foreign  products,  which,  of  course,  has  held  back  domeatle  pro> 
duction." 

Seeking  to  throw  light  upon  this  sitoatlon  which,  be  admitted,  la 
perplexing  to  domestic  producers  of  manganeae,  Mr.  Adkerson  said  tba 
Soviet  Government  "  Is  striving  to  barter  manganeae  for  other  mate- 
rials and  manufactures  sorely  needed  In  that  country,"  and  tbat  "  tbe 
facts  are  dear  that  the  sale  of  theae  orea  la  pushed  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  dollar  credits  rather  than  for  tbe  purpose  of  making  a 
profit  on  the  ore  mined." 

Tbe  effect  of  American  steel  companies'  ventures  Into  foreign  man- 
ganese fields,  according  to  Mr.  Adkerson,  are  "  the  affiliations  of  the 
Bethlehem  Steel  Co.,  or  its  offldals,  with  tbe  Soriet  (Government  Mining 
Trust  have  effectively  closed  to  American  miners,  roughly,  one-third 
of  their  total  potential  market.  Tbe  United  Statea  Steel  Corporation 
has  millions  of  dollars  Invested  In  a  manganeae  venture  tn  BraxlL 
This  condition  naturally  eliminates  from  consideration  by  domeatle 
miners  a  second  third  of  the  potential  saiea  pooslbllltiea." 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Without  taking  more  time  of  the  Senate^ 
this  is  an  industry  that  is  young  in  years,  It  is  vast  in  po»- 
sibilities.  and  ia  struggling  for  ita  economic  existeooe.  These 
facts,  in  connection  with  the  added  consideration  that  new  pro- 
cesses are  being  devised  and  new  methods  employed  resulting 
in  great  expansion  and  almost  unparalleled  development,  cause 
mo  to  l)elieve  that  it  would  be  economically  unsound  and  fal- 
lacious to  take  this  commodity  from  the  dutiable  list  and  place 
It  upon  the  free  list.  I  am  utterly  unable  to  understand  how 
the  majority  members  of  the  Finance  CJommittee,  who  profeas 
to  believe  in  the  doctrine  of  protection,  can  Justify  their  act 
except  that  it  be  in  harmony  with  their  general  policy  to  enrich 
further  the  manufacturing  regions  of  the  country  and  Increas- 
ingly impoverish  the  raw  matn^al  producing  parts  of  the 
country.  With  that  theory  I  am  not  in  accord.  For  that  rea- 
son I  shall  support  the  amendment  ol  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  Oddib]. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  the  Item  now  before  the  Senate 
afTords  one  of  the  best  examples  we  have  yet  had  of  incon- 
sistency on  the  part  of  some  of  those  who  are  considering  the 
pending  tariff  leglslatlwi.  As  strong  an  argument  for  the  pro- 
tection and  building  up  of  an  Infant  Industry  as-  could  be  made 
has  been  made  in  the  case  of  uianganese  by  those  who  have 
almost  uniformly  hei^tofore  opposed  protection  except  when 
necessary  for  develojanent  of  industries  in  their  particular  sec- 
tions of  the  country. 

The  qnestioD  of  a  duty  on  manganese  has  been  discussed  In 
all  tariff  legislation  from  1897  down  to  thia  time.    Consistentlj 
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ft  has  been  vrged  on  the  part  of  rpprfflentatirea  of  certain  Be  ^  | 
tions  of  the  country  that  manganeae  shoold  be  placed  on  UJe 
dntiuble  list  Th«'  nr^nnient  has  been  along  the  line  of  pr 
tertion.  If  we  c^okl  produce  manganf^se  of  the  qnallty  reqni 
by  oar  in«iastrles.  I  woald  not  at  all  hesitate  to  vote  bat  wou 
Tery  speetllly  vote  for  any  adequate  protection  which  migtt 
accumplbih  that  resulL  However,  it  waa  so  convincingly  repr?- 
•entcd  by  the  bc-st  thouj:ht  of  the  country,  e«peciaily  that  havirg 
to  do  with  miniuK,  back  in  tlte  nineties  that  that  coald  not  !« 
done,  that  the  argent  appeals  for  protection  were  rejectel. 
They  wen;  also  rejected  in  1009  In  the  consideration  of  tie 
Payne- Aldrich  bilL  Likewise  in  11)13  there  was  a  tremendous 
effort  put  forth  to  place  manganese  on  the  dutiable  list  J  X 
that  time  I  made  some  investigatiiju  of  the  subject  and  resist*  d 
that  effort  both  by  my  vote  and  by  my  voice  in  the  other  Huus  i. 
In  iyJ2.  when  tbe  subject  of  the  protection  of  manganese  aga  n 
came  under  discussion,  while  I  voted  against  snch  protection  I 
reco(;nizMl  that  tltere  had  been  rathi-r  a  strong  presentaticn 
made  upon  the  thcijry  that  if  manganese  were  (xtHected  v^e 
could  prodnce  tliat  commodity  in  sufficient  commerdil 
quantities. 

I  d<-«ire  frankly  to  state  that  on  yesterday  the  argument  >f 
tlie  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Oddis]  was  as  strong  a  protec- 
tive argument  as  I  have  heard,  and  if  the  facts  that  be  alleged 
were  true  I  should  not  hesitate  a  moment  to  vote  for  any  a 
quate  protection  necessary  to  build  up  the  manganese  industr 
but  when  we  go  into  the  question  as  to  whether  we  can  prod 
what  Is  ntfded  by  domestic  industry,  I  have  not  as  yet  hea^d 
any  conclusive  argument  or  even  any  persuasive  argument  th; 
we  can  do  so.  The  v»-ry  best  geoltigical  information  that  we  c^n 
pnmihiy  get — and  It  is  official — is  adverse  to  the  possibility  )f 
our  pttxlucing  manganese  in  adequate  conrmerdal  quantities. 
I  think  we  can  take  the  opinion  of  the  head  of  the  Geologic  il 
Burvey  on  this  sultject  There  is  not  any  opinion  on  it  that  I 
would  be  more  willing  to  accept  than  that  of  Doctor  Smith,  aiid 
I  might  say  the  same  about  those  who  are  in  Charge  of  tiie 
Bureau  of  Mines. 

Some  time  ago  I  read  an  article  written  by  Joslah  Edwa  d 
Rpurr.  who  Is  the  etiltor  of  the  leading  mining  journal  of  ti  le 
United  States  and  who  Is  an  authority  on  the  mining  questioa. 
In  his  di^nisslon  of  the  question  of  our  ability  to  produi-e  sorie 
of  the  rfemt'nts  that  we  are  now  not  producing  in  commerd  il 
quantities,  he  writes  in  Foreign  Affairs,  an  American  quarter  y 
review,  of  July,  1928.  on  the  subject  of  Steel-Making  Materia  s. 
This  article  can  certainly  not  be  regarded  in  any  light  as  beli  tg 
a  partial  statement,  but  it  is  the  statement  of  a  man  whote 
judgment  we  shoald  take  the  same  as  we  take  that  of  Doct  >r 
Smith.     In  this  article  he  says: 

Mancan^"*  ^  ■  falrlj  commoo  and  widespread  metal.  7et  it  occara.  Lo 
large  and  commercial  amoants,  chiefly  In  certain  very  definitely  restrict  id 
parts  of  tbe  world.  For  the  last  quarter  of  a  century  India  and  Bun  la 
have  t>een  the  ctilef  sources  of  tbe  aupplj,  witb  a  considerable  produetl  »n 
from  Brvll.  ABd  a  very  moderate  production  from  all  tbe  rest  of  t  le 
world.  A  new  source  of  large  supply,  not  yet  tborongbly  tested,  is  wa  Id 
to  be  the  Gold  Coast  of  Africa. 

Then  he  prtveeds  to  point  oat  the  negligible  production  of  ot  ir 
own  cuontry.     Further  on  he  states: 

Tbere  remains  to  be  eoaaldered  bow  moch  htcb-prlos  and  Imperattrc 
lad  Biay  be  able  to  offset  natural  poverty  la  a  metal  like  man- 
ia coostries  where  aatorc  has  bestowed  it  sparsely.  Ttio*  af« 
■altitiadtiKias,  usually  small,  deposits  of  high-grade  maagaoese  ore 
tlM  United  States,  and  durlna  tbe  World  War.  doe  to  tbe  stlmulns 
9«»v»mmint  demand  and  high  prices,  an  intensive  production  wks 
ab»aln«>d  Ttit  ahsolate  price  of  manganese  ore  rose  lo  1918  to  acaiiy 
six  times  tbe  pre-war  price  of  1913.  while  the  rdatlTs  prlos,  based  ( >n 
eompariaoB  with  the  general  eonunodlty  price  Index,  exactly  doohled  m 
tiila  period. 

That  Statement  is  verified  by  the  report  of  the  manganee 
committee.  Mining  and  Metallurgical  Society  of  America,  aid 
American  Institute  of  Mining  and  Metallui^cal  Engineers  n 
IWR.  tbe  year  before  this  article  was  written. 

With  SQCh  argeat  demand,  the  United  BUtes.  which  preriously  a/ id 
produced  leas  than  1  per  cent  of  its  total  high-grade  manganese  con- 
soaptioB.  produced  lo  1918,  at  tbe  war's  close,  nearly  24  per  cent  >r 
the  htgh.crs4e  oiangaoese  ore  consumed.  But  experience  showed  thtt 
this  was  a  killing  pace,  which  would  have  been  impossible  to  keep  u  ^ 
and  perhaps  impossible  to  repeat  Tbe  manganese  committee,  appolnti  d 
by  the  two  chief  organUatlons  of  the  American  Mining  Ehigineers,  foui  d 
that  St  least  one-third  of  tbe  manganese  thus  produced  was  at  a  flnanci  il 
kMS.  This  eossmlttee  la  of  tbe  opinion  that  a  farther  Increase  of  50  p  rr 
ccat  over  the  war  prices  would  be  needed  If  Imporiant  emergency  toi- 
of  SMSvaaess  should  again  bt  required.  Any  soch  sttmolatla  n, 
r,  wmM  be  of  tenpormry  effact,  similar  to  the  lajeetloa  of  stro4s 
a  dytag 


m 

at 


I  want  especially  the  Members  of  the  Senate  to  note  his  con- 
clusions : 

There  Is  no  escape,  therefore.  In  tbe  long  run,  from  the  necessity  of 
man  and  of  human  industry  adjusting  themselves  to  tbe  conditions  laid 
down  by  nature  when  the  world  was  formed.  A  chairman  of  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee  of  representatives — 

Referring  to  the  chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Ck>mmlttee 
In  1924,  Mr.  Fordney— 

declared,   not  long   since,   that    tbe   indomitable   will   and   enterprise  of 
American  citixens  could  produce  at  borne  all  tbe  manganese  required. 

That  was  the  philosophy  of  our  friend  from  Michigan  who  was 
the  chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  in  other  years 
In  the  House  of  Representatives.  He  was  a  profound  protec- 
tionist, and  he  would  be  willing  to  vote  any  adequate  protection 
that  would  develop  an  infant  industry  to  the  point  where  It 
would  come  somewhere  near  pro<iucing  a  supply  of  a  given  com- 
modity sufficient  for  our  needs,  and  he  seemed  to  be  of  the  be- 
llef.  In  spite  of  the  statements  of  scientific  authority,  that  we 
might  be  able  to  produce  our  needs  In  the  case  of  manganese; 
but  the  author  here  says: 

And  tbli  gospel  produced,  to  reinforce  enterprise,  a  eonsiderable  pro- 
tective tartit  on  mangani'ee  ore.  The  geological  facts  appear,  however, 
to  be  more  compelling  than  tbe  tariff,  for  the  United  States  postwar  out- 
put of  manganese  has  shrunk  to  Insigniflcant  proportions. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  said  before,  I  would  vote  without  hesita- 
tion for  a  duty  on  manganese  if  it  could  l>e  establii^hed  that  by 
imposing  such  a  duty  we  could  develop  manganese  production 
to  such  an  extent  as  to  come  anywhere  near  supplying  a  rea- 
sonable proportion  of  our  needs  as  now  required  by  the  indus- 
try, but  the  facts  seem  to  be  against  justifying  the  conclusion 
that  such  a  condition  can  be  brought  about. 

I  listened  with  much  interest  to  what  tbe  Senator  from  Ne- 
vada [Mr.  Odoix]  said  last  evening  when  he  spoke  about  It 
being  possible  to  take  the  abundance  of  low-grade  ore  now 
existing  and  through  some  bcneQciating  process  to  produce  such 
a  grade  of  ore  as  would  meet  the  requlremerUs  of  domestic  In- 
dustry and  supply  its  needs.  If  that  be  true,  I  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  vote  for  a  duty  on  manganese,  but  the  facts,  to  my  mind, 
do  not  seem  to  demonstrate  that  to  be  the  case. 

Mr.  President,  looking  over  the  figures  I  di.sct)ver  that  we  pay 
many  times  more  in  the  shape  of  a  duty  under  the  present  law 
than  the  value  of  the  total  production  of  manganese  in  the 
United  States.  I  would  not  shy  at  that  If  by  protective- tariff 
stimulus  we  could  bring  about  a  production  amounting  to  some- 
thing like  our  needs.  I  would  not  care  how  small  It  Is  now.  if 
we  had  tbe  promise  under  the  proper  stimulus  that  the  indus- 
try could  produce  in  quantities  that  wfmid  Justify  the  Imposition 
of  a  tariff  duty;  but  that  is  not  the  situation;  our  progress 
since  1922  does  not  lead  to  that  conclusion,  and  we  have  the 
best  thought  of  the  country,  impartial  and  in  no  wise  inter- 
ested in  the  Industry,  to  the  effe<t  that  we  can  not  produce 
manganese  in  the  quantities  required. 

Upon  that  basis  to  vote  for  a  duty  on  manganese  would  seem 
to  me  to  be  like  voting  for  a  tariff  on  coffee  or  tea.  It  would  be  a 
good  thing  from  the  standpoint  of  revenue,  but  it  would  not  be 
a  protective  tariff;  and  I  am  inclined  to  stand  where  I  stood 
in  1913  and  1922,  unless  I  can  be  given  some  reason  for  believ- 
ing that  an  additional  stimulus  will  increase  the  output  of  man- 
ganese. If  that  can  not  be  brought  forth,  then  I  do  not  see 
any  need  of  continuing  the  tariff  which,  with  considerable 
trepidation,  we  placed  on  the  commodity  in  1922. 

I  want  the  Senate  to  understand  my  attitude  in  this  matter. 
The  contrast  between  what  is  going  on  now  In  the  case  of  man- 
ganese and  what  went  on  yesterday  in  the  case  of  pig  iron  is  a 
striking  illustration  of  inconsistency,  and  it  is  still  more  a 
striking  illustration  of  inconsistency  when  compared  with  what 
was  done  by  the  Senate  in  the  case  of  pottery.  There  was  an 
Industry  that,  under  the  stimulus  of  the  protective  tariff,  was 
built  up  to  the  capacity  of  our  needs;  it  was  producing  what 
the  country  demanded;  it  was  paying  the  American  scale  of 
wages,  and  we  were  not  dependent  upon  any  country  in  the 
world. 

However,  under  the  new  methods  employed  and  the  cheap 
labor  of  Japan  and  other  countries,  we  found  that  the  tariff 
rate  on  the  products  of  the  pottery  Industry  was  not  adequate 
and  that  the  pottery  Industry  was  running  at  40  per  cent 
capacity,  although  heretofore  it  had  been  able  to  produce  all  of 
our  needs  under  the  stimulation  of  protection.  Yet  the  Senate 
has  refu.«ed  to  perliilt  an  increase  of  duty  necessary  to  protect 
potterj-  products  against  the  competition  of  Japan  and  voted 
to  permit  that  industry,  now  running  below  50  per  cent  of  Its 
capacity,  to  go  out  of  business,  thus  displacing  laborers  of  a 
skiUed  character  who.  when  they  are  compelled  to  abandon  the 
pottery  industry,  wiU  have  no  ability  to  do  other  work.    With 
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a  capacity  to  produce  a  supply  sufficient  for  our  needs  in  the 
case  of  that  conmiodity,  protection  is  refused.  We  have  now 
before  us  a  case  where  it  is  conceded  th»Te  Is  not  the  capacity 
to  produce  a  supply  sufficient  for  our  needs,  but  the  Senate 
evidently  Is  willing  to  add  an  additional  burden  without  the 
promise  that  a  protective  tariff  on  the  article  will  stimulate 
it  so  that  it  may  supply  our  needs. 

That  is  a  striking  example  of  the  InconsistMicy  of  the  Senate 
in  its  proceedings  on  the  pending  bllL  Is  it  prejudice  that 
caused  the  vote  against  the  increase  in  the  duty  on  pottery 
and  in  the  duty  on  pig  iron?  What  is  it  that  Is  causing  the 
advocacy  of  protection  in  this  instance?  Unless  there  Is  ad- 
vanced some  convincing  argument  that  by  affording  protection 
we  can  produce  a  quantity  of  manganese,  not  sufficient  for 
our  needs,  but  somewhere  near  sufficient  for  our  needs,  I  can 
not  Fupjwrt  the  amendment,  but  will  support  the  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  riTTMAN.     Mr.  President 

The  I'RESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
vleld  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  FESS.    I  yield. 

Mr  PITTMAN.  Did  the  Senator  vote  the  other  day  on  the 
propos^xl  tariff  duty  against  synthetic  camphor? 

Mr   FESS.    I  voted  for  synthetic  camphor.         .  t 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    For  a  duty  on  synthetic  camphor? 

Mr.  FESS.    Yes. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Is  any  synthetic  camphor  produced  in  the 
United  States  at  the  present  time? 

Mr.  FESS.  We  have  the  promise  that  it  can  be  produced  if 
we  have  the  protection. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  We  have  the  promise  that  it  can  be  pro- 
dn«"ed? 

Mr.  FESS.     Yes. 

Mr.  I'lTTMAN.  And  on  that  theory,  although  there  is  no  pro- 
duction of  synthetic  camphor  In  the  United  States,  the  Senator 
voted  for  the  duty.  That  seems  to  me  totally  inconsistent  with 
the  Senator's  standpoint  now. 

Mr.  FESS.  No,  Mr.  President ;  there  Is  no  inconsistency.  I 
would  not  vote  for  a  protective  tariff  on  anything — synthetic 
camphor  or  otherwise — If  we  had  not  the  qualities  and  the  pro- 
ductive ability  somewhere,  in  some  degree,  to  produce  our  needs. 
I  would  not  say  to  produce  all  of  our  needs.  That  is  entirely 
nnnoce*!sary. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  was  simply  trying  to  understand  the  Sena- 
tor. He  said  that  If  he  thought  the  production  of  manganese 
in  this  country  could  be  increased  to  supply  our  demand,  or  a 
substantial  part  of  It,  he  would  vote  for  the  duty. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  would,  Mr.  I*resident,  If  I  could  be  convinced 
that  the  stimulation  of  an  additional  duty  would  make  It  pos- 
sible for  us  to  produce  mangant'se,  not  to  supply  our  entire 
needs,  but  in  a  degree  proportionate  to  our  needs.  I  think  it  is 
entirely  untenable  to  say  that  we  are  not  going  to  protect  any 
article  unless  we  can  produce  our  entire  needs.  We  can  not  do 
It  In  sugar.     We  can  not  do  It  In  many  things. 

Mr.  President,  the  same  thing  came  up  on  the  question  of  tin 
plate.  There  was  a  time  when  a  distinguished  candidate  for 
Governor  of  Ohio  pledged  himself  to  swallow  all  the  tin  plate 
that  ever  would  be  manufactured  under  the  McKlnley  bill.  I 
heard  him  make  the  statement ;  and  j'et  under  the  stimulation 
of  that  act  we  not  only  produced  tin  plate  and  terne  plate  but 
we  produced  our  needs  and  became  one  of  the  great  exporting 
countries  of  the  article,  stimulated  by  that  law. 

That  is  my  theory.  If  the  Senator  from  Ncada  could  con- 
vince me  that  by  this  duty  we  could  increase  our  supply  of 
manganese — I  mean  of  commercial  value,  that  which  must  be 
used — I  would  not  hesitate  a  moment  to  vote  for  the  duty. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  am  trying  to  understand  the  Senator. 
Now,  let  tis  get  away  from  tin  and  get  back  to  manganese.  I 
am  trying  to  see  what  measure  of  evidence  Is  required  to  con- 
vince the  Senator  from  Ohio  tliat  a  domestic  production  may 
partially  supply  the  demand. 

In  the  case  of  manganese,  we  have  the  testimony  here  that 
there  are  unlimited  quantities  of  certain  grades  of  manganese  in 
this  country. 

Mr.  FESS.     Yes;  low  grades. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  We  have  the  testimony  of  a  ntimt)er  of  ex- 
perts that  those  low  grades  may  be  beneflclated. 

Mr.  FESS.     That  is  in  doubt. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     AU  right.     There  is  some  doubt 

Mr.  FESS.  And  I  should  be  willing  to  let  the  doubt  go  in 
favor  of  the  Industry  if  it  is  not  wholly  doubtful. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  All  right.  That  is  the  testimony  with  regard 
to  the  beueficiution  of  manganese.  I  know  of  no  testimony 
against  those  experts,  and  there  are  five  or  six  who  have  testi- 
fied that  they  hare  to-day  8  c«  10  processes  which  will  bene- 


fldate  It.  On  tbe  other  hand,  going  back  to  synthetic  camphor, 
the  only  testimony  I  know  of  with  regard  to  the  i)osslbiIlty  of 
making  synthetic  camphor  in  this  country  was  that  some  sub- 
sidiary of  the  Du  Pont  Co.  were  working  on  a  process  that  they 
thought  might  be  successful,  and  that  it  was  n  little  bit  of  a 
company  that  had  not  yet  manufactured  any  synthetic  camphor  ; 
and  yet,  in  that  case,  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  we  wished  to 
encourage  the  manufacturing  of  synthetic  camphor  In  this  coun- 
try, although  nobody  except  a  little  coriwratlon  has  started  out 
to  develop  a  process  to  make  synthetic  camphor,  the  Senator  was 
perfectly  willing  to  give  that  Industry  protection. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  Senator  from  Nevada  certainly  will  concede 
that  the  question  of  the  production  of  manganese  In  the  Unite<l 
States  has  been  before  us  for  40  years,  and  has  been  dlscussod 
in  every  tariff  bill  that  came  up  here  glBce  1897,  while  the  pro- 
duction of  sjTithetlc  camphor  is  a  recent  indu-stry,  and  we  have 
the  suggestion  that  It  can  be  produ<-^ed  under  proper  protection. 
We  have  been  dealing  with  manganese  for  40  years,  and  7 
years  ago  there  was  a  duty ;  but  now  we  are  importing  95  per 
cent  of  our  needs.  Where  Is  the  argument  that  under  the  stimu- 
lation of  a  duty  we  are  going  to  produce  anything  like  what  we 
need  for  our  consumption? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  The  Senator  must  know  the  reason.  He 
must  realize  that  the  duty  applies  only  to  a  very  high-grade 
manganese. 

Mr.  FESS.    Yes ;  It  is  what  they  must  have. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  He  must  know  that  the  testimony  is  that 
there  is  only  a  small  amount  of  high-grade  manganese  in  the 
United  States;  but  tbere  is  an  unlimited  quantity  of  a  lower 
grade. 

Mr.  FESS.    And  the  lower  grade  is  not  usable. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  understand;  but  they  testify  that  they 
have  10  processes  that  will  make  the  lower  grade  usable.  That 
puts  it  exactly  In  the  same  position  as  the  testimony  that 
synthetic  camphor  can  be  made  in  this  country. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  If  there  were  any  scientific  basia 
upon  which  we  could  take  this  low-grade  manganese,  which  is  in 
quite  great  abundance  in  this  country,  and  could  produce  the 
quality  that  is  required  in  high-grade  steel  production,  such  as 
the  high-grade  manganese  is  required  for,  I  will  say  to  my 
friend  that  I  should  not  hesitate  a  moment  to  vote  for  a  duty. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  But  there  is  the  testimony  here  of  «lx  or 
seven  witnesses  to  that  effect,  and  no  testimony  against  it. 
In  the  case  of  synthetic  camphor  there  is  practically  no  testi- 
mony, except  by  one  expert,  that  they  hope  to  t>e  able  to  di/  It 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  while  I  recognize  that  this  par- 
ticular measure  Is  going  over  by  a  big  vote  under  the  same 
stress  under  which  heretofore  certain  things  have  been  taken 
out  of  the  bill  and  other  things  have  been  put  In  the  bill,  I  can 
not  give  my  support  to  it  at  this  stage. 

Mr.  ODDIE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  REKD.  Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
takes  his  seat  will  he  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  FESS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  When  the  schedules  relating  to  pottery  were 
stricken  down  yesterday  and  a  specific  duty  of  10  cents  per 
dozen  pieces  were  stricken  out,  my  recollection  is  that  it  was 
done  on  the  theory  that  that  was  going  to  save  money  for  the 
consumer. 

Mr.  FESS.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  has  referred  to  the  action  cf  the 
Senate  In  that  regard.  Has  the  Senator  seen  this  exhibit  whlcb 
was  brought  to  the  Chamber  this  morning? 

Mr.  FTSSS.    No ;  I  have  not  seen  that  specific  exhibit. 

Mr.  REED.  Here  is  a  set  of  six  salatl  bowls  which,  under 
the  proposition  that  was  defeated  yesterday,  would  have  car- 
ried an  additional  tax  of  5  cents.  It  would  have  added  that 
much  to  the  cost  in  this  country.  That  set  costs  43  cents  In 
Germany.  It  cost  82  cents  to  bring  it  over  here  and  pay  the 
present  50  per  cent  duty,  a  total  landed  cost  of  75  cents.  Our 
proposal  yesterday  was  to  Increase  that  5  cents,  making  a 
landed  cost  cost  of  80  cents.  That  set  was  bought  on  October 
15  last  from  Bloomingdale  Bros,  for  $2.50.  In  other  worda, 
Bloomingdale  Bros,  made  a  profit  of  $1.75  on  an  article  tliat 
had  a  landed  cost  of  75  cents.  Still,  it  is  pretended  that  the 
addition  of  5  cents  to  the  landed  cost  would  hurt  the  cons-umer. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne 
vada  yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  ODDIB.  I  will  request  recognition  after  the  Senatoi 
from  Montana  has  finished. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  address 
a  question  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio;  bat,  before  we  leave  this 
pottery  matter,  I  suppose  as  a  matter  of  course  that  the  Im- 
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porter  asked  $2.40  or  80in«  other  price  for  that  set  of  bowls, 
because  that  Is  the  price  a^^ked  bj  the  domestic  manufacturer. 

Mr.  FE8S.  Certainly.  The  Importer  will  pot  his  price  Jiist 
low  enouxh  or  hish  enoat^h  to  get  the  American  market,  aid 
when  he  has  the  American  market  he  will  then  fix  his  price. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  So  we  must  assume,  as  a  mater 
of  coarse,  that  the  domestic  manufacturer  is  asking  about  $2  40 
for  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  FES8.  Because  that  is  the  cost  of  the  labor  that  is  in 
It — the  difference  between  the  labor  there  and  the  labor  here. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  dUrerence  in  the  cost  of  the 
Ubor? 

Mr.  FESS.     Yes. 

Mr.  RARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Before  we  pass  this  matter.  I 
desire  to  address  a  question  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  HARKLEY  I  was  wondering  whether,  after  having 
discussed  this  earthenware  set.  we  are  ready  now  to  rote  on 
manganese. 

Mr.  WAI..SH  of  Montana.     We  shall  be  ready  very  quickly. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President.  I  hare  rather  a  deep  feeling  In 
regard  to  the  attitude  of  the  Senate  on  the  question  of  pottery, 
for  th(>  reason,  as  I  stated  before,  that  that  is  an  industry  tt  at 
was  t»ailt  up  entirely  under  the  stimulus  of  a  protective  tar  ff, 
and  had  gotten  to  the  p«»8ition  where  we  could  produce  t  ur 
needs;  but  by  a  gradual  incursion  of  Japan,  which  could  [ay 
the  transportation  cost  and  the  duty  and  still  make  an  article 
that  would  nnc1er?tell  us,  we  found  this  Industry  running  at 
at>oat  40  |>er  cent  of  rapacity.  In  spite  of  that  situation,  ve 
frankly  and  without  hesitation,  although  voting  a  duty  on  niiin- 
ganese.  refused  such  additional  duty  on  pottery  as  to  make  it 
possible  for  that  American  Industry  to  survive.  I  do  not  thiuk 
that  is  Justified  at  all.  from  any  standpoint. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Hut.  to  get  back  to  manganc^, 
the  Senator  from  Ohio,  ardent  protectionist  as  he  is.  as.sures 
us  that  if  he  could  be  satisfied  that  manganese  could  t>e  p-o- 
dored  in  this  country  in  a  rea.sonnble  proportion  of  the  ne^d.s 
of  the  domestic  market,  he  would  be  very  glad  to  help  stimuh  te 
the  industry  by  a  duty. 

Mr.  FESS.     I  repeat  that.    That  is  my  position. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  he  has  not  been  satisfied  ur  dii 
that  pnrticvlar  matter:  and  he  was  interrogated  by  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  Prmf-xw]  as  to  just  exactly  what  kind  of 
•Tldence  he  would  need  to  convince  him. 

Mr.  FESS.  Solentiflc  evidence,  and  not  evidence  of  somebo  [ly 
who  is  interested  merely  In  the  possibilities  of  the  industry. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Exactly. 

Mr.  FESS.     ScientiSc  evidence. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  then  called  our  att<  n- 
tlon  to  a  magazine  article  of  1920. 

Mr.  FESS.  By  one  of  the  greatest  anthorltiea  on  mining  in 
the  country. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Yes ;  and  if  he  could  only  be  sat  ^ 
fled  from  the  Bureau  of  Mines  or  the  Geological  Surrey  that  it 
can  he  done 

Mr.  FESS.    That  would  be  the  best  authority  we  have. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Let  me  give  that  to  the  Senator. 

I  read  from  the  hearings  before  the  Senate  Finance  Committ  «. 
and  ask  the  Senator  If  he  has  attended  to  the  testimony  of  B  r. 
Paul  M.  Tyler,  along  with  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  and  later  with 
the  TiirilT  Commission. 

Mr.  FESS.    I  have  not  seen  his  statement. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Let  me  read  it  to  the  Senator ;  ai  d. 
if  the  Senator  from  Nevada  will  pardon  me.  I  desire  to  rend  st 
aome  length. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  the  re 
for  a  suggestion  which  I  think  ought  to  be  included  in  tie 
description  of  the  gentleman? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  that  he  is  financially  Interested  In  t  le 
production  of  manganese  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana    (reading)  : 

Id  1919  and  again  In  1921  and  1922  whni  I  was  chief  of  the  metila 
divMoB  of  tb»  Tariff  ComBlwIoii,  I  had  farther  opportunities  to 
rvvl««r  the  irports  of  highly  competent  g«>ologfstB  and  to  examine  tlie 
■tatistlcal  po«itlon  of  manganMe  mialnit,  partlj  t>eeanse  of  the  wtir- 
tlme  Importance  of  manxaneae  the  intluotr.r  Interested  me  more  th  tn 
laao^  othen  and  I  gare  It  much  atodr.  In  several  reports  that  I  wr<  te 
aboat  that  time  I  ttatpd  that  mangancM  mining  oa  a  large  scale  in  the 
Vnltrd  States  was  an  arttflctal  iadastry  and  could  not  be  Jaatlfled  exnpt 
QBdrr  war-nme  coodltioas.  In  1922  when  I  was  atUcbed  to  the  Finance 
Conunltt»-e  as  an  expert  OartnK  the  conRlderatton  of  Schedules  2  and  S 
of  the  rordoey  Mil,  I  Tolced  wltat  waa  then  the  almost  anlrersal  Jwig- 
KMt  of  Ooverament  geologists  and  economists  for  I  believed  that  cir 
•nppUea  of  osahla  ■aiicanew>  ore  were  too  limited  aod  too  predooa  to  M 
exploited  ezespt  la  the  event  of  war-tlae  emergency. 


The  Senator  has  adopted  that  view  and  speaks  as  of  the 
information  that  was  available  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Tyler  continues: 

I  resigned  from  the  TarilT  Comoilaaion  in  192S,  but  as  I  was  writing 
articles  from  time  to  time  dealing  with  the  economics  of  the  steel  Indus- 
try I  kept  more  or  leas  in  touch  with  the  developments  in  maoKanese. 
Nev^ertbeless  in  1927,  when  I  was  engaged  by  the  Tariff  Commission  to 
make  a  study  of  the  costs  of  produciuK  manganese,  ferromanganese,  and 
spleKeleisen,  I  was  more  than  ever  convinced  that  the  tariff  had  failed 
to  create  even  the  healthy  nucleus  of  a  domestic  industry. 

Now  we  are  down  to  1927. 

I  visited  several  more  of  the  ferromanganese  furnaces,  talked  with 
offlcials  of  the  steel  compaoiefl,  analyzed  our  imports,  and  reviewed  the 
literature  on  foreign  and  domestic  deposits.  These  studies  served  to 
deepen  my  former  convictions  with  regard  to  manganese,  and  I  startsd 
upon  n  tour  of  dooestic  deposits  anticipating  only  further  evideoce  to 
contirm  my  Judgment. 

Now  let  us  see  what  he  got.    I  read : 

In  Minnesota  I  learned  more  In  detail  of  the  pioneer  work  of  the 
Bureau  of  Mines  experimental  station  and  1  watched  the  operations  of 
an  experimental  plant  using  the  Bradley  process.  1  made  a  flyinx  trip 
to  the  Cuyuna  Range.  I  proceeded  to  Butte  and  thence  to  Phllipsborg, 
Mont.  From  there  I  went  to  the  Olympic  Peninsula  in  the  State  of 
Washington  ;  thence  through  California  to  Ariiona,  and  from  there  to 
New  Mexico  and  then  to  Arkansas.  I  stopped  at  Birmingham,  Ala.,  to 
see  the  ferroroangRnese  plant  of  the  Tennesnee  Coal  k.  Iron  Co.,  and 
talked  with  Mr.  Blnir.  the  ore  buyer.  I  spent  about  a  week  In  Georgia, 
and  finally  I  walkttl  over  the  principal  properties  in  Virginia.  Through- 
out this  itinerary  I  was  accompanied  by  an  .tccountant  and  part  of  the 
way  by  an  economist  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  I  l)elieve  that  my 
opinions  were  shared  by  my  astiociatea  in  this  Investigation. 

Mr.  FESS.     Was  he  a  member  of  the  Tariff  Commission  then? 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Montana.     No ;  he  was  not. 

Mr.  FESS.    Was  he  interested  in  manganese? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  We  will  talk  about  that  directly. 
I  want  to  give  the  information  to  the  Senator  first.  I  read 
further : 

I  want  to  say  further  that,  having  made  my  report  to  the  Tariff 
Commission,  I  asked  permission  of  the  chairman  of  that  commission 
to  engsge  in  working  out  certain  of  my  Ideas,  tx-cause  I  had  then  t>ecome 
convinced  that  the  manganese  industry  had  the  makings  of  a  real  in- 
dustry, and  I  decided  to  invest  my  time  and  my  money  in  working  out 
certain  of  the  details  which  I  felt  were  promising. 

The  two  outstanding  impresKiona  resulting  from  my  actual  contact 
with  the  mining  districts  were,  first,  that  we  have  large  supplies  of 
low-grade  ore ;  and.  second,  that  the  metallurgy  of  manganese  waa 
antiquated  and  out  of  date. 

I  believe  the  metallurgical  problems  have  been  largely  solved.  At  the 
Bureau  of  Mines  Experiment  Station  at  Minneapolis,  Rolla,  and  Salt 
I.ake,  new  principles  of  metallurgy  have  been  discovered  within  the  laat 
three  or  four  years.  The  flotation  of  carbonate  ores  and  the  flotation 
of  oxide  ores  would  have  been  laughed  at  Ave  years  ago.  They  would 
have  been  declared  utterly  Impossible. 

The  other  day  I  bad  a  letter  which  said  it  was  Impossible.  And 
yet  at  the  Bureau  of  Mines  Experiment  Station  these  new  principles 
have  been  worked  out,  and  I  believe  that  they  will  be  commercially 
practicable. 

I  shall  venture  no  opiniona  as  to  the  wisdom  of  a  national  policy 
that  extends  to  raw-material  Industries,  the  same  sort  of  protection 
that  has  nourished  our  manufacturing  industries.  I  am  prepared  to 
submit  as  my  personal  conviction  that,  provided  a  price  of  approxi- 
mately 65  cents  a  unit  can  be  established  at  Pittsburgh,  we  should  be 
able,  before  long,  to  satisfy  at  least  one-half  of  our  needs,  and  in  the 
event  of  war,  all  the  manganese  we  require. 

Does  that  seem  rathe.-  persuasive  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  FESS.  If  the  statement  were  true,  and  the  speaker  were 
uninfluencel  by  a  personal  interest  in  the  development  of  inan- 
gsinese.  it  would  have  a  strong  effect  on  me.  However,  the 
Senator  will  admit,  as  a  lawyer,  that  if  he  has  any  element  of 
interest  in  the  development  of  manganese  or  in  having  the 
Government  assist  in  it,  that  evidence  would  be  weakened  to 
that  extent. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Would  the  Senator  think  It  would 
be  weakened  in  the  entire  absence  of  any  countervailing  evi- 
dence? 

Mr.  FESS.  No.  I  am  not  one  of  the  people,  either,  who 
think,  simply  becau-se  some  one  might  be  in  some  wny  attached 
to  an  indu.stry,  that  anything  he  say.^  Is  to  be  discounted.  It 
has  some  effect,  of  course,  but  I  think  that  a  man  who  knows 
should  not  have  his  testimony  rejected  simply  because  he  might 
have  identification  with  an  industry.  But,  as  I  stated,  the 
authorities  I  have  consulted,  which  are  official,  lead  me  to 
believe  that  no  matter  what  protection  we  may  give  we  will 


not  prodBce  the  kind  of  manganese  that  we  need.  If  we  could 
do  that,  I  would  not  hesitate  for  a  second  to  vote  for  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  Tyler  seems  to  have  a  differ- 
ent idea  about  It.  But  let  me  remark  that  he  fixes  66  cents 
as  the  figure  at  which  the  industry  will  go  forward,  so  that  in  a 
few  years,  at  least,  we  will  be  producing  one-half  of  our  entire 
consumption,  which  is  about  800.000  tons  a  year.  Let  me  re- 
n-ark  further  that  the  records  show  that  the  actual  price  paid 
for  imported  ore  In  this  country  Is  68  cents  per  unit;  that  is, 
Including  the  duty  of  1  cent. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  congratulate  the  coun- 
try that  we  have  added  to  the  protectionists  such  a  distinguished 
protectionist  as  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  make  no  apology  whatever  for 
calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  steel  industry,  a  very 
leviathan  in  the  ocean  of  protection,  though  announcing  Its 
adherence  to  the  policy  of  protection,  Is  objecting  to  a  duty 
on  one  of  the  elements  entering  Into  the  production  of  steel. 
Moreover,  I  make  no  apology  to  anyone  for  advocating  a  rea- 
sonable duty  upon  a  commodity  that  is  utterly  indispensable  to 
us  as  a  matter  of  national  defense,  and  I  make  no  apology  to 
anyone  for  advocating  a  duty  upon  a  struggling,  infant  industry 
that  Is  endeavoring  to  establish   itself. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  country  and  the  industries  of  the  country 
may  be  congratulated  on  this  addition  of  the  new  protectionists 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  the  Senator  from  Montana,  as 
well  as  his  colleague,  and  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  who, 
however,  is  In  a  sense  a  protectionist  on  general  principles.  I 
simply  want  to  call  attention  to  the  inconsistency  of  these 
people  who  are  voting  against  anything  In  the  way  of  pro- 
tection except  on  what  comes  from  their  localities.  If  that  is 
consistencv,  let  them  make  the  most  of  It. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Ohio  has  Just 
made  some  comments  on  the  production  of  manganese  and  what 
can  be  expected  in  the  way  of  future  production.  He  has 
quoted  a  very  eminent  geologist  and  engineer,  Josiah  Edward 
Spurr.  I  have  known  Mr.  Spurr  for  many  years.  He  is  a 
very  high  type,  able  man.  But  the  article  to  which  the  Senator 
has  referred  was  written  by  Mr.  Spurr  several  years  ago. 
Mr.  FESS.     In  1926. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  In  1926.  Since  then  various  processes  for  the 
beneticintion  of  low-grade  manganese  ores  have  been  discovered, 
for  iastunce,  the  magnetic  .separation  process,  the  leaching 
process,  as  applied  to  oxidized  and  carbonate  ores.  There  is 
ample  testimony  In  the  hearings  to  show  that  there  is  an 
abundant  supply  of  manganese  ore  In  the  United  States  which 
can  to-day  be  treated  and  made  available  for  the  market.  Two 
years  ago  a  large  part  of  that  low-grade  ore  was  not  con- 
sidered marketable.  The  processes  that  have  been  developed  in 
the  last  year  were  not  known  then. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  referred  to  Mr.  Spurr  as  editor  of  the 
Engineering  and  Mining  Journal-Press.  He  was  editor  of  that 
paper  for  several  years,  but  he  Is  not  the  editor  now.  To-day 
the  Engineering  and  Mining  Journal-Press,  as  I  understand, 
is  a  strong  advocate  of  adequate  protection  on  mangansse. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  did  the  Senator  mean  to  say  that 
he  was  not  editor  In  1926,  when  he  wrote  the  arUcle? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  He  was  editor  In  1926,  but  he  is  not  editor 
to-day.  Mining  engineers  and  geologists  occasionally  make 
mistakes  in  judgment.  I  have  had  much  experience  with  them. 
I  have  made  many  mistakes  along  that  line  myself.  But  the 
bulii  of  the  opinion  of  the  mining  men  of  the  United  States  Is 
that  there  is  in  this  country  an  abundance  of  mantranese  ore 
available,  enough  to  supply  the  United  States  fcH-  many,  many 
years. 

The  estimates  show  that  in  1929,  80.000  tons  vrill  be  produced, 
and  the  estimates  show  that  280,000  tons  will  be  produced  In 
1930. 

Many  millions  of  dollars  have  been  invested  in  this  industry 
in  the  last  few  years,  millions  more  are  going  Into  It,  numbers 
of  small  enterprises  are  starting  up.  It  means  mu<±  to  the 
development  of  our  resources  for  this  industry  to  be  allowed 
to  live. 

I  know  there  is  strong  opposition  among  certain  Interests  to 
the  extra  half  cent  for  which  my  amendment  calls.  I  hope  that 
amendment  will  be  adopted.  I  have  consulted  the  manganese 
producers  of  the  United  States  for  a  long  time  on  this  matter, 
and  they  have  agreed  that  the  rates  stated  in  this  amendment 
are  the  proper  rates  to  be  enacted.  I  hope  the  amendment  will 
l)e  adopted. 

Mr.  President,  last  night  I  gave  a  review  of  the  manganese 
situation  and  mentioned  the  use  to  which  manganese  is  being 
put  in  the  agricultural  Industry.  Manganese  sulphate  has  been 
found  to  be  a  most  valuable  fertiliier.  It  supplies  elements  to 
certain  soils  in  the  country  which  are  lacking.    In  many  cases 


it  results  In  increasing  the  production  of  certain  soils  to  a  large 
extent 

If  we  are  dependent  to  a  large  extent  on  the  foreign  man- 
ganese supply,  the  cheap  manganese  sulphate  will  not  be  avail- 
able to  the  farmers  In  various  parts  of  the  country  as  will  be 
the  case  If  this  amendment  Is  adopted  and  the  manganese  depos- 
its of  various  sections  of  the  country  are  allowed  to  develop  and 
prosper.  It  will  mean  that  this  valuable  fertillxer  will  be  closer 
at  hand  to  the  farmers. 

Mr.  President,  It  will  help  the  steel  Industry  in  the  end  If  the 
manganese  industry  of  the  United  States  is  allowed  to  grow  and 
prosper. 
Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yidd? 
Mr.  ODDIE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  Do  I  correctly  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that 
It  will  help  the  farmer  to  put  a  tariff  on  this  variety  of 
fertiliser? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  I  believe  It  will,  Mr.  President,  because  It  will 
result  in  manganese  deposits  In  various  parts  of  the  country 
l)eing  developed.  The  waste  from  the  manganese  ore  is  con- 
verted now  into  manganese  suliAate,  which  is  available  for  the 
farmer. 

Mr.  REED.  If  the  Senator  is  correct  In  that,  the  Finance 
Committee  has  been  going  on  a  wholly  wrong  assumption.  We 
have  taken  the  duty  off  of  about  96  per  cent  of  the  variotn 
materials  that  are  used  for  fertlUier,  and  we  did  it  with  the 
idea  that  it  was  essential  to  agriculture  to  do  It.  Now  the 
Senator  says  our  theory  is  wrong,  that  it  will  help  the  farmer 
to  put  a  tariff  on  fertilieer. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  at  this  time  discussing 
any  other  fertiliser  than  manganese  fertilizer.  Manganese  sup- 
plies the  elements  to  the  soil  that  are  needed  in  certain  cases. 
Some  soils  do  not  need  manganese  fertilizer,  but  other  soils, 
like  many  of  those  In  Florida,  do  need  manganese,  and  the 
application  of  manganese  to  those  soils  results  in  more  than 
doubling  crop  production  In  many  cases.  j 

Mr.  President,  this  matter  has  been  argued  for  a  long  time, ' 
I  think  it  is  well  understood,  and  I  hope  we  can  have  a  vote 
which  will  result  in  carrying  this  amendment. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  ODDIE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  In  an  editorial  In  the  Baltimore  Sun 
of  July  16,  I  find  the  statement  made  that  shipments  of  domes- 
tic manganese  for  1927  amounted  to  but  45,000  tons,  while  the 
Importations  were  631,000  tons.  I  also  find  in  some  data  I 
have  in  my  hand  that  the  domestic  production  of  manganese 
for  1923  was  31,500  tons,  while  the  Importations  amounted  to 
339.536  tons.  In  1924  the  domestic  production  amounted  t» 
56,515  tons,  while  the  importations  amounted  to  540,065  tons. 
In  1925  the  domestic  production  amounted  to  98,324  tons,  while 
the  importations  amounted  to  681,395  tons.  In  1926  the  domes- 
tic production  amounted  to  46,258  tons,  while  the  Importations 
amounted  to  692,108  tons.  In  1927  the  domestic  production 
amounted  to  44,741  tons,  while  the  Importations  amounted  to 
682,120  tons,  and  in  1928  the  domestic  production  amounted  to 
45,000  tons,  while  the  Importations  amounted  to  637,258  tons. 

The  tariff  on  manganese,  as  I  understand  It.  under  existing 
law  Is  1  cent  per  pound  while  under  the  proposed  amendment 
It  would  be  1^  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  For  ore  of  over  25  per  cent  content. 
Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Am  I  to  understand  the  Senator.  In 
the  light  of  the  statistics  which  I  have  Just  given  for  a  num- 
ber of  years,  that  he  thinks  IH  cents  per  pound  would  bring 
the  production  up  so  we  will  have  a  sufficient  American  pro- 
duction to  care  for  our  needs? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  I  really  feel  so,  Mr.  President.  I  feel  very 
strongly  that  such  is  the  case.  The  fact  that  manganese  im- 
portations have  so  exceeded  our  domestic  production  in  years 
past  Is  largely  because  our  manganese  resources  have  not  been 
developed.  Certain  processes  for  the  beneficiatlon  of  manga- 
nese ore  were  not  known  one  or  two  years  ago,  but  are  known 
to-day  to  be  effective,  and  I  feel  confident  that  If  the  amend- 
ment is  agi-eed  to  the  American  manganese  industry  will  be  so 
encouraged  that  It  will  be  able  to  supply  our  needs  In  a  very 
short  time.  The  records  show  that  numbers  of  enterprises 
are  about  to  start  in  the  development  of  American  manganese. 
We  must  give  the  Industry  a  chance.  Tliere  is  much  American 
capital  dependent  upon  it.  There  are  thousands  of  American 
workers  who  are  waiting  for  the  enactment  of  the  amendment 
into  law,  t)ecause  It  will  mean  employment  fc*  them. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Has  the  new  process  of  which  the 
Senator  speaks  been  put  to  any  practical  test  or  operation? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  It  has  been  tried  by  the  Bureau  of  Mines  hi 
various  sections  of  the  country.  A  large  amount  of  American 
capiUl  has  recentiy  invested  in  plants  which  are  osing  thcM 
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pro«-ew*e«,  so  that  in  a  very  abort  time  the  production  will 
creaae.     In   1030  tlie  prodoction  should   increase  200,000  t< 
over  that  for  1929. 

Mr.  OOLD8BOROUOH.  I  would  again  invite  the  S^nato|'s 
attention  to  the  fact  tiiat  over  a  period  of  six  years  thare 
certainly  has  heeu  no  material  increase  in  the  domestic  pro- 
duction, notwithstanding  that  they  are  now  operating  under 
l-c**nt  tarifr,  and  unlesa  tliere  is  some  ahsolute  assurance  bemed 
upon  practical  o|«eratlon  of  the  new  processes  that  ttome  result 
is  fsuing  to  l>e  accnniplislied,  I  can  not  see  any  advantage  jto 
come  to  the  American  people. 

Mr   SACKKTT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PliEHIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Neva^ 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  ODDIE.    I  yield. 

Mr.   8ACKETT.    The   Senator's  amendment   would  apply 
rate  of  1>4  cents  i)er  pound  ol  manganese  over  25  per  cent 

Mr.  ODDIE.     Yes. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  It  seems  to  me  I  remember  rather  distinctly 
that  one  of  the  difficulties  cited  before  the  committee  with  (be 
present  tariff  on  manganese  was  the  fact  that  it  was  limlled 
to  30  per  cent  manganese  at  1  cent  per  pound,  but  the  impo  ts 
that  cttme  in  were  of  28  per  cent  manganese,  and  therefore  the 
large  amount  of  imports  did  not  pay  any  duty.  If  the  Senaior 
makeM  tbe  rate  of  1  Vj  cents  per  pound  on  25  per  cent  manganese, 
will  not  the  lm[)orts  ct)me  in  at  23  or  24  per  cent  and  upset  I  he 
whole  calculation  the  Senator  has  made?  Will  not  the  res  lit 
be  that  for  the  next  six  yeurs  there  will  not  be  sufficient  prot  ac- 
tion to  enable  the  production  of  manganese  domestically  and  tve 
will  not  have  a  large  production  of  it? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  There  is  quite  a  difference  between  29  per  C4nt 
manganese  and  23  per  cent  manganese. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Does  the  Senator  feel  that  23  per  cent  m<  in- 
ganese  is  not  practical  for  imports? 

Mr.  ODDIB^     I  would  not  say  that 

Mr.  SACKETT.  If  that  is  the  case,  does  not  the  Senator  f  !el 
that  his  amendment  would  be  ineffective? 

Mr.  ODDIB.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be.  It  has  been  worlied 
out  very  carefully  by  the  best  experts  in  the  business. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  to  explain, 
If  the  tariff  of  1  cent  per  pound  on  30  per  cent  manganese  did 
not  work,  why  he  thinks  it  would  work  if  we  i^ould  limit  it  to 
26  \ier  cent  manganese? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Because  the  present  law  calls  for  a  tariff  ol^  1 
cent  per  pound  on  manganese  of  30  per  cent  and  more.  Ihe 
100.000  tons  that  I  have  ju.st  referred  to  that  was  shipped  iJto 
the  country  this  year  was  under  30  per  cent  manganese  content. 
It  carried  no  duty  at  all.  It  came  in  free.  My  amendooent  pro- 
poses a  duty  which  will  stop  that  sort  of  thing. 

Mr.  KclCKETT.     But  will  it  stop  it? 

Mr.  ODDIE.  It  will  give  adequate  protection  to  the  Americ  an 
producer. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  But  will  it  do  that?  That  ia  the  point  I  i im 
trying  to  make. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  We  believe  that  it  wiU.  It  has  been  worked 
out  by  the  manganese  producers  of  the  United  States  and  ttey 
are  all  of  one  mind  practically  that  the  proposed  scale  wlll^o 
autisfactory  and  will  protect  the  American  producer. 

Mr.  t'KSS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  ODDIE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FE88.     It  has  been  stated  that  we  do  produce  an  abiin 
dance   of   low-grude    manganese.     The   Senator's  contention    is 
that   we  can   thmugh   some  new   process   make  that   low-grale 
manganese  of  commercial   value  such  as  ia  requirtjd  in  Ui|b 
grade  steel  manufacture? 

Mr.  ODDIE.     Yes. 

Mr.  FB88.  If  that  were  true.  I  wonder  why  the  Senatjor 
has  proposed  a  limitation  of  25  per  cent?  Why  not  have  tie 
Iirotection  apply  to  all  grades,  because  evidently  the  low  gra  le 
will  not  be  in  competition,  and  the  high  grade,  coming  in  as  lit 
would,  would  not  disturb  the  low-grade  production. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Below  a  certain  grade  it  would  not  pay  to  sliip 
it  in.  because  It  Is  not  a  high-priced  product. 

Mr.  FESS.  That  is  why  I  say  there  is  no  need  of  putting  a 
Uriff  upon  the  low  grade.  If  the  low  grade  can  be  made  into 
a  high-grade  prtnluct  it  seems  to  me  there  is  no  particulir 
advantage  In  having  the  low  grade  protected. 

Mr.  ODDISl  It  is  necessary  because  great  quantities  of  io^ 
grade  material  would  be  shipped  into  the  country  without  t  le 
Uriit,  and  experts  on  the  matter  feel  that  one-luilf  cent  will  >e 
adequate  to  cover  the  grade  between  10  and  20  per  cent  Y  e 
•re  not  prodacing  much  of  the  low  grade  now,  bat  it  is  ava  1- 
abU.  aad  the  bwt  expats  of  tbe  country  estimate  that  the-e 
an  coantkai  mllliona  of  toaa  reasoaablj  in  ^sht,  and  that  wl  h 


the  protection  proposed  the  industry  will  be  able  in  a  short  time 
to  .supply  tbe  needs  of  the  United  States. 

Mr   President,  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  an 
editorial  from  the  Baltimore  "Sun  of  July  16,  1929,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  man>.'anese.     I  a.<3k  that  it  may  be  read  at  tlie  desk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  clerk  will 
read,  as  requested. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  editorial,  as  follows: 

[Bdltorial  from  the  Baltimore  Sun,  July  16,  1920] 

MANQANESI 

In  the  case  of  msDganeM  ore,  baU  of  tbe  total  Importations  come 
tbroogb  tbia  port,  wblcb  makes  It  of  local  importance  to  encourage 
freer  shipment.  Bat  the  real  argum'>nt  for  putting  manganese  on  the 
free  list  ia  that  there  are  but  few  deposits  in  the  United  States.  Ship- 
ments from  them  ia  1927  amounted  to  but  45,000  tons,  aa  compared 
with  importations  of  931.000  tons.  There  seems  to  be  no  good  reason 
why  a  great  toll  should  be  levied  on  all  industries  that  use  manganese 
ia  order  to  encourage  borne  production  which  gives  no  promise  of  ever 
being  capable  of  supplying  the  home  demand.  The  favorite  plea  that 
we  ahvuld  not  be  dependent  during  war  on  foreign  countries  for  an 
essential  material  is  overworked  in  this  instance.  It  really  Is  mean- 
ingless, in  view  of  tbe  facts. 

Mr.  ODDIB.  Mr.  President,  the  editorial  Just  read  is  based 
on  certain  information  that  has  been  .spreading  over  the  country 
for  a  long  time  past,  but  the  fact  ia  that  with  modem  methods 
which  under  scientific  investigation  have  been  discovered  in  the 
last  year,  producers  will  be  able  to  treat  successfully  enormous 
quantities  of  the  low  grade  ore. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  try  to  be  brief,  but  there 
are  a  few  things  I  should  like  to  state  with  reference  to  tbe 
pending  subject. 

First,  I  would  invite  attention  to  the  parallel  between  the 
subject  of  manganese  and  that  of  synthetic  camphor.  When 
we  came  to  the  question  of  a  duty  on  synthetic  camphor  we 
found  that  the  only  producer  in  the  world  is  the  German 
monopoly.  We  found  that  a  factory  had  been  built  in  the 
State  of  New  Jersey  which  would  be  rea<ly  to  operate  within 
three  weeks  from  this  time.  The  chemists  all  told  us  that  the 
production  of  synthetic  camphor  in  this  country  Is  entirely 
feasible.  It  is  made  with  turpentine  and  some  additional  coal- 
tar  by-products,  though  turpentine  is  the  principal  raw  ma- 
terial, and  most  of  that  used  in  Germany  for  the  manufacture 
of  synthetic  camphor  comes  from  the  United  States. 

It  was  never  questioned  by  anybody  that  we  could  make  syn- 
thetic camphor  here.  The  consumers  of  synthetic  camphor,  the 
pyroxylin  plastic  manufacturers,  came  to  us  in  the  committee 
and  asked  us  to  put  on  a  duty,  although  they  said  it  would 
increase  the  cost  of  the  camphor  which  they  bought,  but  they 
asked  It  becaujse  they  did  not  want  to  be  at  the  mercy  of  the 
German  mouc^wly  and  they  wanted  to  see  the  industry  built  up 
here. 

Our  friends  of  the  coalition  voted  against  a  duty  on  synthetic 
camphor.  Now  they  propose  to  restore  the  present  duty  on 
manganese  and  to  increase  it  50  per  cent,  and  I  have  a  word 
to  say  about  that  The  consumers  do  not  ask  it.  They  pro- 
test bitterly.  Instead  of  our  being  able  to  make  Indefinite  qnan- 
tlUes  of  manganese,  as  we  can  of  synthetic  camphor,  the  proofs 
to  my  mind  are  overwhelming  that  the  production  of  manganese 
in  this  country  can  not  be  made  to  come  up  even  to  one-half  of 
our  requirements.  I  am  perfectly  well  aware  that  much  is  said 
about  the  procejwes  of  beneflciation  of  low-grade  ore.  that  rosy 
promises  are  given  about  the  future  of  the  industry  If  we  will 
only  continue  this  duty ;  but  the  people  who  make  those  prom- 
ises are  people  whose  interest  is  in  the  low-grade  deposits 
They  have  a  money  interest  in  the  matter.  The  impartial  geolo- 
gists and  chemists  who  have  testified,  the  disinterested  witnesses, 
tell  us  it  is  impossible,  and  the  history  of  the  matter  shows  that 

W    IB* 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  give  us  the 
names  of  those  scientists  who  said  it  was  impossible? 
Mr,  REED.     I  am  just  ab<»ut  to  do  so. 

Mr  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
question?  ^ 

Mr.  REED.     I  yidd. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  does  know,  however,  that  there 
have  been  discovered  new  processes  in  the  last  year  or  ao 
and  that  they  are  making  great  headway,  and  that  particularly 
in  my  city  of  Butte,  Mont.,  they  are  turning  out  a  lot  more 

u     n^S      manganese  than  they  ever  did  previously 
/vf  aintfrT^V  1}"^^^ }^  "P  Industry  in  Butte  which,  by  a  procesn 
^  f^terlng.  I  think,  treats  rhodochrosite.  which  is  obtained  out 
octhe  Anaconda  mine  workings,  and  is  making  a  commercial 

SS"^/H"S*  '^Kr*^.^  ^  **"^  "  '  understand,  and  It  sells 
weu.    It  ia  being  ahipped  aa  far  east  aa  Pittsburgh  and  la  being 


used  ther«i.  The  quantity  of  that  product  available,  I  am  afraid, 
however,  Is  so  limited  that  it  can  never  reach  as  much  as  10 
per  cent  of  our  annual  requirements.  But  1  will  come  to  that  In 
a  few  moments. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr,  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  surprised  at  that  statement. 
That  company  Is  now  shipping  6,000  tons  a  month.  They  are 
shipping  at  the  rate  of  72,000  tons  a  year,  and  the  total  con- 
aumption  is  only  800,000  tons,  so  that  we  have  now  reached  10 
per  cent. 

Mr.  REED.    They  are  nearly  up  to  10  per  cent 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  one  source  is  now  sui^lying 
10  per  cent. 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  splendid  if  they  can  do  it,  but  I  am  coming 
to  that 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  me  at  that  point? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vanli  yidd  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  REED.     1  yield. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Amobg  the  other  properties  which  were  men- 
tioned, I  think  on  yesterday,  is  a  company  In  Georgia  which  this 
year  is  producing  20,000  tona  It  has  put  large  sums  of  money 
into  Its  plant,  Increased  its  capacity,  and  improved  its  processes 
to  a  point  where  it  will  produce  120,000  tons  next  year.  That  Is 
one  of  the  number  of  companies  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  we  had  the  same  rosy  promises  In 
1922,  but  if  we  may  Judge  them  by  what  has  happened  in  the 
past  and  not  by  what  may  happen  In  the  future,  the  last  au- 
thentic and  accurate  figures  I  have  for  the  production  of  the 
State  of  Georgia  show  that  there  was  produced  in  that  State  in 
the  year  1926,  927  tons. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me  for 
Just  a  second  more? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  further? 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  any  reasonable  extent,  but 
the  Senator  was  allowed  to  proceed  without  Interruption  and 
why  should  I  not  be? 

Mr.  ODDIE.    I  merely  wish  to  make  one  comment 

Mr.  REED.     Very  well. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that  the  plant  which  is 
now  working  in  Georgia  and  which  is  being  developed  for  an 
increased  capacity  was  not  built  at  the  time  the  Senator  men- 
tions. 

Mr.  REED.  Very  well.  The  figures  as  to  the  annual  Impor- 
tations and  the  domestic  production  have  Just  been  put  into  the 
Rkcoed  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Goldsbobough],  and 
it  is  needless  for  me  to  repeat  them. 

Let  me  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  Just  what  we  have 
done  in  protecting  this  infant  Industry.  In  1926,  In  which  year 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  Georgia,  Montana,  New  Mexico,  Virginia,  and 
Washington  were  the  only  States  producing  more  than  a  ion  or 
two,  the  total  production  of  those  seven  States  was  $247,000 
worth  at  the  plants.  If  they  pay  the  same  kind  of  wages  that 
we  pay  our  miners  that  production  represents  the  labor  of  about 
100  men.  Assuming  that  the  value  of  the  commodity  at  the 
plant  represents  the  wages  entirely  and  that  the  owner  of  the 
property  gets  nothing,  100  men  were  interested.  In  that  same 
year  in  order  to  protect  that  Industry  we  taxed  the  consumers  of 
the  United  States  in  duty  $6,523,000.  We  could  have  paid  them 
an  amount  equal  to  the  value  of  their  output ;  we  could  have  paid 
them  many  times  that  much  out  of  the  Public  Treasury  without 
the  necessity  of  their  turning  a  wheel  or  driving  a  pick,  and  the 
people  of  the  United  States  would  still  have  been  better  off. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  REED.    Again  I  yield. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  hope  I  am  not  bothering  the  Senator. 

Mr.  REED.     Not  at  aU. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  think  what  the  Senator  has  Just  said  may 
be  applied  with  equal  force  to  any  infant  industry  when  it 
starts. 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    There  is  no  doubt  about  that,  is  there? 

Mr.  REED.    That  Is  quite  true. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  That  follows  as  a  matter  of  course  when  a 
new  Industry  is  «^arted.  Take  the  steel  industry  itself.  The 
steel  Industry  adds  a  cost  of  many  million  dollars  by  virtue 
of  the  tariff,  does  it  not?  And  if  we  compare  the  number  of 
men  employed  in  the  steel  Industry  with  all  of  those  who  pay 
millions  of  dollars  in  tariff  taxes,  a  similar  result  might  be 
realized.     It  might  be  <±eaper  to  pay  the  Steel  Corporation 


directly  the  amoont  they  destrB  rather  tlian  to  tax  all  thf 
people  for  the  same  thing.  The  theory  the  Senator  su^gesta 
is  worthy  of  consideration  with  regard  to  all  kinds  of  industries. 

Mr,  REED.  Surely ;  and  if  the  Senator  wants  to  discues  that 
question  when  we  get  to  the  steel  tariff,  very  well  I  wish  to 
speak  of  manganese. 

This  infant  industry  which  we  are  asked  to  protect  was  an 
Infant  industry  in  1922,  and  at  that  time  it  had  the  same 
promise  of  growing  up  to  be  an  adult  that  It  seems  to  have  now. 
At  that  time  the  Congress  was  told  by  Mr.  Crosby,  one  of  the 
great  developers  of  the  Cuyuna  Range  in  Minnesota,  about 
which  we  have  been  hearing  to-day — 

I  say  thU  with  all  candor :  I  believe  that  If  this  Indnatry  was  pro- 
tected so  that  there  would  be  a  sale  for  the  ore  that  this  eoustry  Is 
capable  of  producing  75  per  cent  of  tbe  manganese  that  la  cooKumed 
in  tbe  steel-making  trade  of  tbia  country,  and  would  be  able  to  do  so 
for  a  great  many  yean.     There  la  no  question  in  my  mind  about  it. 

That  Statement  was  made  before  the  Finance  Committee  In 

1»22.  ,,      ^    . 

Another  authority   at  the   same  hearing   was   Mr.   Charles 

W.  Potts,  of  Deerwood,  Minn.,  who  testified  before  the  same 
committee : 

If  this  duty  of  1  cent  per  pound  on  tbe  metallic  content  la  retalaed 
in  this  biU,  the  domestic  mines  will  be  able  to  supply  from  tiO  to  75 
per  cent  of  tbe  annual  requirements  during  the  first  few  years. 
Eventually  the  domestic  mines  would  be  able  to  supply  the  entire  yearly 
requlrementa. 

Now  let  us  see  how  those  promises  were  carried  out  after 
those  gentlemen  got  everything  they  asked  for  in  return  for 
their*promises. 

In  1924,  two  years  after  the  tariff  went  into  effect,  they  were 
able  to  produce  9.4  per  cent  of  the  country's  requirements,  and 
we  had  to  import  90  per  cent  In  the  next  year  they  reached 
their  high-water  mark ;  they  produced  12.6  per  cent  of  the  coun- 
try's requirements,  and  we  had  to  Import  87.4  per  cent  Thaa 
the  industry  slumped.  The  reascm  for  the  high  percentage  made 
in  1925  as  compared  with  previous  years  was  a  large  produc- 
tion from  the  mines  at  Butte.  Then  the  amount  produced  by 
the  domestic  mines  dropped  from  12.6  per  cent  in  1925  to  6.2 
per  cent  in  1926,  and  the  steel  industry  had  to  import  98.8  per 
cent  of  its  requirements. 

In  1927  thev  dropped  back  a  little  farther,  and  produced 
only  6.1  per  cent;  in  1928  they  supplied  6.5  per  cent,  and  ws 
had  to  import  93.5  per  cent 

If  we  could  depend  upon  these  assurances  so  fluently  given 
US  by  Mr.  Adkerson.  who  is  the  chief  advocate  of  this  duty  at 
the  present  time  apparently,  and  if  we  could  depend  upon  the 
assurances  given  by  men  like  Tyler,  the  expert  whose  testimony 
was  quoted  a  little  while  ago  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  I  would 
Join  in  urging  this  duty,  because  It  is  very  desirable  that  the 
United  States  should  have  an  abundance  of  this  material  avail- 
able within  its  borders.  It  is  the  cheapest  and  most  practicable 
oxidizing  agent  for  use  In  the  steel  bath.  There  are  others 
which  are  known,  but  they  cost  more.  It  is  also  important  to 
the  national  defense  that  we  have  manganese  devrioped  and 
available.  I  am  afraid,  however,  that  the  testimony  leaves  us 
in  no  doubt  about  the  existing  condition. 

It  is  true  that  Mr.  Tyler  did  say  that  he  believed  that  this 
process  of  beneflciation  could  be  developetl ;  that  it  could  be 
made  successful;  but  he  is  not  the  disinterested  expert  that 
those  favoring  the  duty  would  have  us  believe,  because  he  him- 
self testified  that  he  is  Interested  in  tbe  development  of  a 
process  for  beneflciating  low-grade  ores,  and  he  lias  Invested 
money  in  laboratory  work  along  that  line.  He  is  Just  as  much 
interested  as  is  Mr.  Adkerson  or  anybody  else 

Then  we  looked  for  disinterested  witnesses,  and  I  suppose 
there  is  no  more  prominent,  distinguished,  and  respected  geolcv 
pLst  in  the  United  States  to-day  than  Dr.  Charles  K.  L«ith,  of 
the  University  of  Wisconsin,  who  is  a  great  student  of  mining 
and  mining  problem.s. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana,    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania jrield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield.  ,,  .   .  ^. 

Mr.  WA1.8H  of  Montana.    Is  Doctor  I^th  a  disinterested 

witness? 

Mr.  REED.     I  think  he  !»         .    .     ^^  ,       ,    v       ^  ^ 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  He  is  In  tbe  employ.  Is  he  not,  of 
the  Iron  and  Steel  Institute?  

Mr.  REED.  Doctor  LeIth  was  brought  here  by  the  Iron  antf 
Steel  Institute :  that  Is  true. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.    He  is  in  their  employ,  is  be  not? 

Mr  HEED.  I  do  not  know  that  he  Is  permanently  in  theii 
employ.     He  was  brought  here  at  their  expense,  I  bsUere.  and 
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M  tor  M  I  kfvm  I 

Mr  AMiVUWr     Mr  Vftt^ftti,  will  tlM  N«iMt«f  |1«U  to  M''^ 

fMrtA  rtvM  (4»  i\»»  UmtUtUff  ttnm  At\%ttWk1 
Uf   KKKIi     V«w;  1  rM'l 
Mr  AKHf'KMT     Tb«  »WfMil4ir  rrow  F#MMffir«iito  wttl  indjMi 

0M(  i«f  tir.  C  K.  I^tk.  M«4Immi,  WUi„  r»prMrotiii«  tb#  ▲a^ri' 
eaa  f r<*M  and  Mtiwi  ItMftltiite  " : 

tkt  AMrrl(«a  IroM  «M  •t»«l  tii4u«tr|r  groenilif. 

Tltat  U  quite  Iokmiuoun  and  frank  ;  and  at  the  eonclnaioii 
IkMrtor  l^rith'M  te«tinMuj,  whldi  I  have  read  with  care,  I 
thia  Htatement : 

Itoctvr  Lbith.  Mr  profvMlonal  practice  U  pr«ttr  largely  in  iron 
related  prodoeta.  and  ttiat  brini^  me  in  contact  with  iron-or«  produ^ra 
and  indirectly  with  tl>e  ateel  toduatry.  I  liare  been  aaked  by  the  1  ron 
and  Steel  Inatltuta  to  pre»Dt  my  riewa,  which  happen  to  coin  dde 
almoat  exactly  with  the  viewa  of  the  ateel  induatry  at  thia  time.  Otper 
wiae  I  would  not  have  preaented  them. 

Mr.  UEED.     I  tbank  the  Senator  from  Arizona.     I  was  g(^ng 
to  read  that. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  In  other  words,  the  able  Senator — I  will  bot 
say  Insinuated,  for  Senatorsi  do  not  do  that — the  able  Sent  tor 
rather  indicates  that  Mr.  Tyler's  tt'stlmony  can  not  be  accei  ted 
entirely  tHi-atute  of  ^ome  i<maU  interest  he  has  In  the  deve  op- 
icent  of  a  proeeHH.  Then  he  tarnii  and  asks  us  to  believe  c  >m 
pletely,  without  re^ierration.  all  of  the  testimony  of  Do<  tor 
Leith,  whose  whole  iuterettt  is  In  the  matter.  Now,  if  }the 
Senator  will  permit  me  farther 

Mr.  REED.     AH  right. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Let  me  say  a  word  about  Mr.  Tyler,  ^r. 
Tyler  whs  a  relactant  witness;  he  did  not  desire  to  come;  he 
did  nut  ask  to  b«'  subpceuaed.  1  caused  him  to  be  subpoeni  ed 
He  came  at  the  sa^t>stlon  of  Senators  Interested  in  this  iti>m. 
He  was  not  a  Tolunteer  witness,  and  he  came,  I  repeat,  with  s^me 
reluctance. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Penn^yl 
ranla  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  Tyler  said  that,  due  to  the  fact  tliat 
he  was  financially  interested  In  this  tariff,  he  felt  that  the  c  im 
mlttee  might  not  glTe  sm  much  consideration  to  what  he  ml|bt 
say  as  If  he  had  been  wholly  dlsintereeted. 

Mr.  ASHURHT.  Oh.  no,  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  fiom 
PennsylTania  will  permit  me  further.  Mr.  Tyler's  attitude  ^iras 
magnificent.  Everywhere  In  thl.s  world  loyalty  Is  a  beantiful 
attribute.  He  felt  that  inasmuch  a.s  some  of  his  superior  ofl9<per8 
had  a  Tlew  different  from  his  own.  he  should  not  rush  forwfird 
and  Tolonteer  his  testimony.  Mr.  Tyler's  attitude,  I  repeat,  ^as 
splendid.  It  was  that  of  a  loyal,  faithful,  and  honest  ofBi 
He  was  not  afraid  that  his  interest  was  of  such  an  extent 
anybody  would  believe  that  he  would  color  his  testimony.  Tl 
who  know  Mr.  Tyler  know  that  not  for  the  wealth  of  Ly( 
king  would  be  color  his  testimony. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  Insinuating  that  he  would.  I 
member  Mr.  Tyler.  He  testified  before  our  subcommittee.  T^lth 
reference  to  Doctor  Leith.  hovrever,  I  desire  to  call  the  Senator's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  Doctor  Leith  stated  that  while  he  iad 
been  asked  to  ci>me  here  by  the  Iron  and  Steel  Institute,  iie 
opininna  which  he  expressed  before  the  committee  aa  a  wlti  eaa 
were  opinions  he  formed  long  ago  as  a  metallurgist  and  ai  a 
professor  In  the  University  of  Wisconsin,  and  tliat  he  had  pab- 
llcly  and  privately  expressed  those  views  long  before  be  iras 
ever  sammuned  here. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator 
pardon  me? 

Mr.  RBED.    Tc«.  Mr.  Preaident 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    The  Senator  from  Koitudty    las 
correctly  expressed  It.    They  are  the  ideas  of  Doctor  Leith  lex 
pressed  a  long  while  ago,  and  to  which  he  has  since  adhei 
Botwithstaoding  the  metallurgical  develofmients  since  that  t 

Mr.  RBED.  Mr.  President.  Doctor  Leith  was  broui^t 
by  the  American  Iron  and  Steel  Institute  to  testify  because 
expressed  views  on  this  subject  were  in  accordance  with  thi 
and  becanae  his  standing  among  the  geolocista  cNf  the  Ui 
States  gave  him  an  uocommon  authority  and  rl^t  to 
He  Ls  profeasor  of  geology  at  the  University  of  Wlsconi 
DurlBC  tbs  war  he  was  the  mineral  adviser  of  the  War  Indbs- 
trles  Board.  He  was  the  chairman  of  the  coiDmittee  od  rain<  rml 
tnports  of  the  Shlpplac  Board.  He  was  taken  to  Paris  as 
adviser  ob  aalaeral  naatters  to  the  peace  cowmisstoa.  Sifce 
Umb  he  has  been  mineral  adviser  to  two  <rf  the  Qovemment 


fWfliiMmts.  srid  INM  •  iumtiUUrfBi^  prtrsto  pr»HU'»,  I  t1»toli 
(iMt  ttm  k^tftttn  Uttm  Wim's/tfin,  if  tiuff  wirrs  twrtt,  wtmM 
Mn  with  m»  U%  Unnritm  It'tHimtHty  to  Uiit  Mgti  «'hsra/tor,  kU 
uHtu  tt%yifU^¥'t>,  sMd  Uim  uit*-nuit\fA  tttui^AUm.  I  ktww,  t4  t^mrm, 
llMit  th0  Htnuttm  Irttm  Aiittftm  did  n/A  ttMrstt  Ut  <iM»i  »uf  rtttmi' 
tkm  tm  iHH'tm  IaMH, 

Mr,  AMffl'UMT     Httl  st  sll. 

Mr  liKKD,     I  nut  *ur<'  tUnt  iit  m. 

How,  tmtUfr  thsfl  aoy  nQnut-h  I  ciiii  uu<k«  is  the  (esUnumf  that 
Doctor  Lifith  gars  to  tbs  oomtuUtse.  I  want  to  remi  a  littls 
of  it: 

In  •  eountry  that  baa  bMMi  aa  profiAc  aa  thia  coastry  has  b«ea  Is 
the  prodiution  of  minerala  It  is  a  perfectly  natural  presumption  that 
ounsaneae  can  be  found  like  other  minerala.  That  has  been  the  pr*. 
sumption  for  yean.  It  baa  been  systfmntlcfllly  searched  for  in  the 
development  of  a  rery  tbrivinx  and  Krowlnj;  mineral  Industry.  Th« 
steel  Industry  has  taken  a  rigorous  part  in  this  search.  Thousands  of 
deposits  hare  been  examined  and  reports  made,  and  It  Is  not  through 
any  lack  of  eifort  that  there  was  failure  to  find  manganese  in  this 
country,  aud  when  the  war  opened  up  tbere  was  a  pretty  general  con- 
sensus of  professional  opinion  In  the  country  that  it  was  short  of  the 
necessary  manganese  supplies. 

When  the  war  broke  out  thia  opinion  bad  been  expressed  and  printed 
time  after  time.  The  question  became  acute  at  once,  due  to  the  fact 
that  manganese  was  u.sing  up  a  lot  of  ships.  It  takes  a  lot  of  ships  to 
carry  600,000  or  800.000  ton.s  of  manganese  per  year,  particularly  from 
such  long  distances,  and  those  ships  were  very  badly  needed  for  purposes 
of  the  war.  So.  as  chairman  of  the  committee  on  mineral  imports  of 
the  Shipping  Board,  i  was  instructed  to  take  up  the  question  to  see  how 
much  manganese  could  be  etiminnted  from  the  import  trade  and  how 
much  could  be  substituted  from  domestic  sources. 

It  was  a  new  situation.  We  called  in  the  experts  of  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  and  of  the  Geological  Surrey.  We  called  to  Washington  dozens 
of  experts  from  different  parts  of  the  country  who  knew  anything  about 
it.  We  called  producers  and  owners  of  small  mines,  and  went  over  tha 
situation  rery  intensively.  We  sent  out  men,  special  agents  of  various 
kinds,  technical  men,  into  the  field  to  check  over  the  reports  which  had 
been  made. 

On  one  side  we  had  tbe  steel  industry,  fearful  lest  the  cutting  down 
of  the  ship  supply  would  endanger  the  Government's  steel  program ; 
and  there  were  some  stormy  wssions  and  stormy  representations  on  the 
part  of  the  steel  industry.  On  tbe  otber  side  we  had  some  of  tbe 
domestic  enthusiasts  who  thought  this  country  could  supply  all  the 
manganese  that  was  necessary.  The  situation  called  for  critical 
weighing  of  facta  without  regard  to  political  or  commercial  consid- 
erations. 

Senator  Kiwo    Or  geographical  consideration? 

Doctor  LaiTH.  Or  geographical  considerations. 

After  very  thorough  consideration  of  the  subject — I  may  say  that 
this  particular  investigation  was  probably  more  intensive  for  that  year 
than  would  have  been  possible  In  a  series  of  years  under  normal  peace- 
time conditions — and  after  careful  weighing  of  all  these  facts,  we  cut 
down  tbe  requirements  of  ore  from  abroad,  particularly  those  from 
Brasil.  and  sent  out  an  S  O  S  to  the  country  to  come  along  with  man- 
ganeoe.  however  it  could  »»e  gotten,  at  almost  any  price. 

The  results  of  that  are  very  well  known.  At  a  price  that  waa  five 
times  the  normal  price,  and  with  a  loss  to  almost  all  of  the  consumers — 
fonr-tenths  of  them  registered  claims  with  the  war  relief  committee. 
and  registered  claims  for  considerable  losses — the  country  came  forward 
with  something  like  35  per  cent  of  the  requirements  of  manganese — 20 
per  cent  of  Us  requirements  for  the  high  grade  and  15  per  cent  of  its 
requirement*  for  the  low  grade  This  fact,  I  think,  convinced  most  im- 
partial observers  that  the  professional  opinion  which  had  been  alowly 
developing  for  20  yeara  before  that  time  was  undoubtedly  correct,  and 
that  the  country  had  gone  about  aa  far  as  It  could  go  to  spring  the 
UaUt* 

After  the  war  there  was  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  people  profea- 
slonally  Interested  In  the  minerals  to  preserve  some  of  the  lessons  of 
the  war  and  preserve  some  of  the  Information  that  had  been  acquired 

under    the«e    abnormal    condltiona,    and    the    technical    societies the 

Mining  and  Metallurgical  Society  of  New  Tork  and  the  American  Insti- 
tute of  Mining  and  Metallurgical  Engineers — both  formed  committees 
to  study  subjects  of  that  sort.  I  was  chairman  of  the  committee  on 
foreign  mineral  policy  for  the  Mining  and  Metallurgical  Society  of 
America,  and  we  had  a  picked  subcommittee  on  manganese  to  report 
on  the  situation.  This  subcommittee  wsh  selected  with  the  best  care  we 
could  give  to  the  subject,  regardless  of  affiliations,  and  the  report  of 
this  coaamlttee  is  probably  the  most  Incisive  and  comprehensive  report 
on  manganese  that  has  been  made  or  that  now  exists  in  print.  It  has 
been  quoted  again  and  again.  It  has  been  brought  up  before  Congress. 
It  has  been  used  in  official  reports  of  departments  of  the  Govemment, 
sad  I  think  I  can  say  that  it  is  the  most  authoritative  statement  that 
has  bsea  lastied. 

About  tbe  aaiae  ttaae  tbe  Secretary  of  War  caUed  on  tbe  American 
laatttDte  of  Mining  Kaglneen  tot  a  report  on  some  of  the  key  mlnarals, 
and  It  BMC  or  leas  borrowed  eor  coauklttee.    Tbe  members  were  More 
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0f  law  mmmim  «•  lis  •#•  tmrnwomn,  mM  s  spMtat  fspsM  was 
M  fr^m  tW  tasM  aMM«rtsl  f#  (ha  iarratsfr  »<  War,  wMafe  was 
tUb»4  kr  UM  War  DsyaMSMSi,  bwl   Ump*  was  mUi» 
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fUfmtUUm  «f  (ha  fiMi^**  nt^H, 

IkmUff  Kiss,  •asrtsg  whsl  dstsf 

t*srt^  Lmru,  »asr*a»  tW  dais  sf  MMr 

Tills  was  to  iSIU. 
Doctor  Lsttb  goes  on  as  follows; 

•anator  Kim.  Have  any  diaeoverlaa  rtsce  thca  lad  ts  asy  ehaags  la 
tb*  dadoettoas  thcreta  draws  or  the  farts  tbereia  stated? 

Doctor  Lam.  Ho,  air.     I  was  gofoc  to  develop  ttiat  fa«t  Is  joat  a 

mooirat. 

I  tboald  like  to  read  yoo  jmt  one  paragraph  from  that  report : 

That  paragrai*  from  thia  report  that  Doctor  Leith  aaya  is  the 
most  authoritative  sUtement  ever  Issued  is  as  followa;  and  witli 
that  I  shall  end  the  present  quotation : 

There  are  those  who  believe  and  maintain  that  the  domeatle  man- 
ganese reserves  of  the  United  States  are  very  large,  many  tlaies  the 
flgares  presoited  herewith  by  your  committee.  Actuated  by  thia  belief. 
It  is  tbe  opinion  of  these  people  that  a  domestic  manganeae  isdnatry 
sboald  be  created  and  fostered  by  artificial  means — by  tariffs  or  bonuses — 
BO  that  an  eaiergency  may  find  it  actively  functioning  and  prepared  to 
meet  any  reqtilrements.  Your  committee  can  not  agree  with  tbla  opinion, 
slBkply  becanae  it  doea  not  find  the  large  reserves.  Effective  artificial 
stlmolatton  of  domestic  manganese  production  would  merely  serve  t» 
deplete  the  already  limited  reserves,  very  possibly  to  the  p<rfnt  where 
the  next  emergency  would  find  the  country  practically  bare. 

Then  Doctor  Leith's  attention  was  called  to  these  recently 
developed  or  discovered  processes  of  beneflciation ;  and  after  a 
considerable  amount  of  discussion  he  stunmed  up  the  matter  In 
this  way : 

All  this  dlscnssloa  aa  to  the  availability  of  the  reserves  of  the  type 
I  have  talked  about — 

He  had  been  talliing  about  the  Cuyuna  Range,  and  showed, 
for  example,  that  if  all  the  manganese  ore  that  was  available 
from  beneflciation  were  taken  out  and  cimcentrated.  It  would 
provide  only  about  1,000,000  tons  of  concentrates,  or  a  year  and 
a  balTs  supply.  That  Is  that  vast  Cuyuna  deposit  that  has  been 
talked  about  so  mudi. 

To  resume,  he  said : 

AU  this  discussion  as  to  the  availability  of  the  reoerves  of  the  type 
I  have  talked  about  is  based  upon  the  assumption  that  la  some  fashion 
or  other  beneflciation  processes  are  going  to  be  made  soccesgful.  The 
brief  of  tbe  American  Manganese  Producers'  Association  says  specifi- 
cally that  eight  new  processes  have  been  discovered  or  brought  to  a 
stage  of  commercial  development  during  the  period  of  the  tariff,  and 
largely  daring  the  last  three  yeara.     Tbe  eight  are  named. 

So  far  as  we  know  the  situation,  not  one  of  these  has  been  bronght 
to  a  stage  of  continuous  commercial  operation.  There  sul^t  be  an 
exception  for  a  short  period  in  the  process  at  Butte.  There  might  be 
one  other  minor  exception,  but  for  a  period  of  years  no  proceae  h&» 
been  eatabliahed.  All  these  processes  have  been  known  before,  and 
only  one  of  the  list  of  eight  can  be  regarded  as  substantially  new. 
That  is  the  Bradley-Pitch  process. 

We  admit  that  all  these  processes  work  In  the  laboratory,  bat  we 
claim  that  there  la  a  very  wide  gap  between  that  and  commercial  dem- 
onstration, snd  we  do  not  know  of  a  ton  of  ore  that  has  been  produced 
commercially  by  the  Bradley-Fitch  process  or  by  the  fiotatlon  proceas, 
the  two  processes  which  have  been  brought  forward  moat  prominently 
as  solving  tbU  sltnstion. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  D(>es  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  There  Is  not  any  question  at  all  in  the 
Senator's  mind.  I  am  sure,  but  that  the  process  that  Is  being 
used  in  Butte  has  not  only  proved  successful  In  the  laboratory 
but  that  it  is  working  out  in  a  large  way  in  practice  in  their 
mills. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Daly,  of  the  Anaconda  Co ,  went  Into 
that  matter  very  carefully  before  the  convention  of  manganese 
producers  here,  and  stated  that  while  many  of  the  processes 
have  not  worked  out  after  they  were  taken  out  of  the  lal)ora- 
tory,  yet  In  this  instance  at  the  present  time  he  could  definitely 
state  that  they  had  a  process  that  not  only  worked  out  in  the 
laboratory  but  that  was  working  out  in  the  mill,  and  that  they 
were  not  only  producing  manganese  now  in  large  quantities  l>ut 
that  they  were  extending  their  operations  and  Intended  to  extend 
their  operations  on  a  large  scale,  provided  this  tariff  remained 
on  it. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  the  Senator's  suiranary  of  that  situation 
in  Butte  U  substantially  correct.    I  put  it  up  to  Doctor  Leith 
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Iktetsf  hmm.  Tim  altsattea  tl»af»,  iNMly,  la  tMa :  Thara  asfats  s  «sr- 
booal«  ora  wbUh  twut  from  30  u>  S6  prr  etmi  maagswe— ,  asd  wMdk, 
br  iwaattos,  cmM  b*  br»aglit  to  wHl  above  60  pw  cest-- pathspa  M  ar 
00  per  MSt,  ar  semaihtas  Ilka  that  Is  rosattsg,  tlM  sWca.  which  is 
falrty  low  fa  the  raw  material,  la  alao  broagtit  ap  and  eoecastmtad.  So 
It  has  developed  a  problem  of  the  separatum  oat  of  tl>a  alUca.  Tha 
silica,  under  those  eoDdittoaa.  has  been  a  Uttle  too  high  Cor  the  ordinary 
commercial  practice,  aad  the  ore  baa  been  peaalisad  on  that  basts.  They 
are  trying  to  get  around  tbat.  In  the  flrat  place,  by  aelecttve  mlntag, 
selecting  the  ore  In  the  flrat  place  with  low  silica,  and.  secondly,  with  a 
modification  of  tbe  process.  It  can  be  done  la  tbe  laboratory  beyoad 
sny  question.  So  far  as  I  know,  tbe  proceaa,  in  Itaelf,  haa  not  beea 
commercially  established. 

I  do  not  mesD  to  say  that  It  has  sot  been  done  phyaically.  bat  it  baa 
not  been  demonstrated,  through  a  series  of  yeara,  tbat  the  addition 
of  this  expense  of  taking  out  the  sUlca  has  been  settled  commercially, 
and  that  all  tbe  carbonate  orea  of  Bstte,  therefore,  woald  be  made 
avaUable. 

Senator  RaaD.  Buppoae  It  were.     What  woald  be  tbe  rcsalt? 

Doctor  LsiTH.  Assuming  that  It  were  solved — aad  there  again  we 
hope  It  will  be  solved — there  comes  the  question  aa  to  tbe  amount  td 
carbonate  ore  available.  Taking  the  estlmatea  which  have  been  far- 
nlBhed  by  the  different  groups,  some  of  which  have  been  presented  la 
hearings  before  Congress,  and  some  of  wWch  I  have  known  from  other 
soarces,  taking  the  ore  down  to  tbe  bottom  levela  of  the  properties  in 
which  this  ore  has  beea  developed,  and  giving  It  very  liberal  extenalona 
beyond,  I  think  a  figure  of  something  like  8,000.000  toaa  la  a  pretty 
large  figure  for  tbe  available  carbonate  ora  in  that  district,  and  tbere 
again  I  should  hesitate  very  much  to  Uke  any  bualneaa  man  out  there, 
or  any  profesaional  colleagne,  and  attempt  to  show  him  S,000;000  tons. 
But  I  think  it  is  there.  And  if  the  claim  la  made  that  mora  la  tbcx% 
I  am  wflltng  to  concede  tbe  poasihility. 

Three  million  tons  of  the  low-grade  ore  means  1,000,000  tons 
of  metallic  content  of  manganese ;  in  other  words,  about  three 
years'  supply  at  the  very  utmost.  He  proceeds  further.  I  will 
not  weary  the  Senate  by  reading  more  of  this,  but  he  goes  on 
to  say  that  these  deposits  are  in  steep  veins,  that  the  ore  goes 
very  deep,  that  the  veins  are  Irregular,  that  they  branch  and 
divide,  and  that  the  ore  Is  mined  more  or  less  as  a  by-product 
or  afterproduct  of  the  copper  and  ilnc  which  Is  mined  In  ad- 
joining formations.  So  that  In  hl.s  opinion  3,000,000  tons  of  the 
low-grade  ore  is  all  that  could  be  looked  for  from  that  region. 

Mr.  President,  again  I  say  that  If  there  were  a  substantial 
chance  of  developing  this  baby  Industry  Into  an  adult  I  should 
be  in  favor  of  retention  of  the  tariff.  The  fact  that  my  people 
In  Pennsylvania  would  have  to  pay  a  large  part  of  It  would 
not  deter  me  from  following  that  policy.  The  same  thing  was 
true  in  regard  to  synthetic  camphor.  We  did  not  make  that 
and  do  not  plan  to  make  It  In  Pennsylvania,  and  we  would  have 
to  pay  a  large  part  of  the  duty ;  but  I  believe  it  Is  Justifiable 
and  that  It  is  to  the  Interest  of  the  Nation  as  a  whole  to  pro- 
tect Industry  which  has  a  probability  of  development  to  a  point 
of  success.  I  agree  perfecUy  with  the  reasoning  expressed  by 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  FmbI  on  that  stibject;  and  It  is 
just  as  true  of  manganese  as  it  is  true  of  synthetic  camphor  or 
tin  plate  or  any  other  illustration  that  we  may  take.  But  If  we 
can  not  develop  it,  if  experience  has  shown  that  tlie  promises 
made  as  a  basis  of  putting  the  present  duty  into  the  law  en- 
acted in  1922  have  not  been  kept,  if  the  performance  shows 
that  the  production  of  last  year  is  only  one-half  of  what  it  was 
three  years  before,  that  instead  of  the  baby  becoming  an  adult 
it  is  shrinking  and  becoming  puny,  then  I  say  that  the  situation 
is  such  that  we  are  not  Justified  in  putting  on  this  duty. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  and  Bir.  NORBECK  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield ;  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr    REED.     I  think  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  rose  first- 
Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     That  was  not  the  Senator's  position  in 
regard  to  synthetic  camphor. 

Mr  REED.  No,  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  have  the  good  for- 
tune to  have  the  Senator  here  when  I  began  my  reference  to 
that.  As  my  audience  has  changed  a  Uttle,  perhaps  I  would  be 
Justified  in  repeating  what  I  said  about  it. 

If  this  presented  tbe  same  problem  that  was  presented  in 
the  case  of  synthetic  camphor.  I  should  be  for  the  same  solu- 
tion- but  here  is  the  difference.  In  tbe  case  of  synthetic 
camphor  we  had  a  picture  of  a  German  monopoly.  Syiithetle 
camphor  is  made  principally  out  of  American  turpentine. 
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We  know  tbat  w«  <«n  make  It  here.  There  Is  no  lecret  aboi  t 
the  proceee  end  do  patent  on  It.  We  can  deTelop  the  indiutif 
here.  We  oofht  to  do  It  and  not  l>e  subject  to  the  Oermao 
BioDopoly  that  DOW  coDtrols  it.  The  consumers  of  that  prodart 
asked  as  to  pat  a  dntj  on.  althooKh  it  would  make  their  cam- 
phor cost  them  more,  becaoae  tliey  did  not  waot  to  be  sabjei 
to  the  domination  of  th«  foreign  monopoly.  Those  were  tie 
conakleratkms  that  led  to  oar  condosion  In  faror  of  a  daty  fa 
that  caae. 

The  manga newe  Industry,  on  the  other  hand,  as  far  aa  tie 
eTldence  shows  me.  can  not  be  dereloped  in  America.  We  hai  e 
a  rery  limited  rapply.  We  hare  an  abandance  of  rery  Ion 
grmte  ure.  bat  it  costs  so  much  to  benefldate  it  that  It  is  coci- 
metvially  useless.  We  tried  to  eocoarage  the  indostry  by  keep- 
Imt  the  doty  oo  In  1922,  and  instead  of  increasing  the  proporti<  n 
of  our  requirements  sappUed  from  domestic  soorces.  they  ha  e 
actually  declined. 

Three  years  ago  orer  90,000  tons  of  high-grade  manganese  oi  e 
were  deiirered  to  the  steel  works  of  the  country  from  domestic 
sources.  Last  year.  In  all  45,000  tons  came  from  those  same 
domestic  sources.  The  baby  Is  not  growing.  That  is  tlie 
trouble.  

Mr.  LA  FOLXJnTE.  Mr.  President,  as  far  as  synthet  e 
camphor  Is  concerned,  the  baby  wtis  hardly  bom  yet 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  true.  Bat  the  baby  is  here,  and  could 
begin  to  produce  synthetic  camphor  in  about  three  weeks,  ac- 
cording to  their  own  statement.  But  I  would  not  depend  oa  tlie 
baby'n  [vomlse  Itaelf. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  After  all.  howerer,  it  is  an  exceeding  y 
pony  baby. 

Mr.  RBED.     Surely,  it  is. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  We  hare  this  difference :  That  in  19S  2, 
•o  far  as  synthetic  camphor  was  concerned,  there  was  no  pc»- 
dnction  snd  there  has  t>een  no  production  up  to  this  time. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  true,  but  now  it  looks  as  though  tke 
promise  could  be  fulfllled,  and  we  know  it  could  be,  and  if  ye 
knew  that  alMut  manganese,  that  would  settle  the  questlMi 
for  me,  

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  There  are  8>.«ie  Senators  who  belle  re 
that  a  showing  can  be  made  for  manganese,  and  even  a  more 
optimistic  showing  than  was  made  in  the  case  of  aynthellc 
camphor. 

Mr.  REED.  In  that  case,  Mr.  President,  I  think  it  is  their 
intellectually  honest  duty  to  vote  in  fsTor  of  a  duty  on  man- 
ganese, and  if  I  felt  that  way  I  should  feel  compelled  to  vote 
for  it  

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  want  the  Senator  to  understand  thit 
I  am  not  necessarily  adopting  that  riew,  bat  that  is  an  arga- 
ment  pat  forward. 

Mr.  REED.  Some  Senators  whose  sincerity  conld  not  >e 
questioned  for  a  moment  think  that  a  manganese  industry  can 
bf  dereloped  here  on  reasonable  terms,  able  to  supply  manga- 
nese to  domestic  consumers  on  a  reasonable  t>asls,  and  if  th  sy 
belie%*e  that.  I  think  they  ought  to  yote  for  this  amendment, 
or  at  least  for  a  continuance  of  the  present  duty.  If  I  believ  id 
it,  I  would  vote  for  a  continuance  of  the  present  duty.  But  I 
was  impressed  by  Lelth's  testimony,  I  hare  been  very  mui^h 
Impretwi'd  by  the  actual  performance,  and  I  do  not  believe  it 
can  be  done  commercially.  That  is  why  I  take  the  contra  ry 
Tlew.        

Mr.  WHEELER.  But  the  Senator  does  know  that  it  Is  beii  ig 
produced  conunercially,  at  least  in  my  State,  and  that  peof  le 
have  Invested  large  sums  of  money  in  mills,  that  they  haye 
other  mills  where  they  are  producing  It  commercially  in  tie 
city  of  Butte  and  also  at  Phillipsburs.  Mont.  They  have  plans 
at  both  places.  They  are  producing  it  commercially,  and  th^y 
say  that  if  they  are  given  this  tariff  they  will  extend  the  ir 
plants  and  produce  mach  more  than  they  are  proiludng  it 
present. 

In  the  case  of  the  synthetic  camphor  about  which  the  Senator 
WHS  speaking,  they  had  not  started  to  produce  a  particle,  as  I 
understand  it.  Tet  tlie  Senator  was  willing  to  give  them  a 
tariff  on  the  theory  that  after  a  while,  when  they  got  the  ir 
plant  completeii,  they  would  produce. 

Mr.  REED-     Exactly. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  We  have  the  plants  completed,  not  only  oi  le 
plant,  but  several  plants,  where  people  have  their  money  ii- 
rested,  and  they  are  i«t>duclng  manganese  for  commerdil 
purposes. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  true,  but  the  country's  requirements  ai  e 
about  00.000  tons  a  month,  and  the  utmost  they  have  been  ab  e 
to  get  out  in  any  quantity  is  about  6,000  tons. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes;  but  If  the  Senator  will  reriew  tlie 
history  of  the  production  of  copper,  the  production  of  sine,  aid 
the  production  of  other  minerals,  he  wlU  find  that  it  tock 
modi  loBter  la  derdoping  the  processes  in  use  to^lay  in  co;i- 


nedion  with  those  metals  than  it  took  to  develop  this  particular 
process. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  what  I  am  wondering  about,  because 
during  the  war  we  gave  oxygen  to  this  industry,  and  the  price 
went  up  away  out  of  sight.  Anything  thst  was  called  manga- 
nese was  tempted  into  the  market  then,  and  in  spite  of  all  that 
stimulation  and  all  the  duties  have  been  continued  since  then, 
the  figures  for  the  very  last  year,  1928.  .show  that  they  were 
able  to  supply  only  6  per  cent  of  the  manganese  this  country 
neeiled- 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes ;  but  it  was  because  of  th^  stimulation 
which  we  gave  them  during  the  war  that  people  ifent  to  work 
and  uncovered  these  bodies  of  low-grade  ore  and  high-grade  ore, 
and  started  in  tu  discover  these  processes  which  they  have  now 
found. 

Mr.  REED.  Manganese  Is  Just  like  Iron,  It  Is  found  all  over 
the  United  States.  If  we  made  up  a  map  to  show  iron  deposits, 
it  would  have  many  more  black  specks  on  it  than  appear  on  the 
map  hanging  on  the  wall  of  the  Senate  at  this  time.  But,  as 
everybody  knows,  there  is  not  1  in  25  that  is  worth  owning. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  is  true,  but  there  is  a  lot  of  this  low- 
grade  manganese  that  can  be  developed  with  this  low-grade 
process.  I  do  not  think  there  can  be  a  question  of  doubt  in  the 
mind  of  anybody  who  has  given  any  study  ^o  the  matter. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  doubt  that  there  is  a  lot  of  it,  but  com- 
pare It  with  the  country's  requirements,  I  do  not  think  it 
amounts  to  a  substantial  enough  proportion  to  enable  us  to  build 
up  an  independent  Industry. 

Mr.  NORBBCK.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  did  not  hear  all  the  Senator's  remarks, 
but  I  heard  a  reference  made  to  a  statement  on  the  part  of  the 
committee  in  regard  to  the  quantities  available  in  different  sec- 
tions of  the  country.  I  did  not  hear  the  Senator  say  what  in- 
formation he  had  secured  In  regard  to  the  deposits  in  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  REED.  I  will  be  glad  to  answer  that.  There  is  a  very 
considerable  quantity  of  manganiferons  mineral  in  South  Da- 
kota. It  occurs  in  nodules  of  manganese  ore  mixed  in  with  sand. 
The  stuff  itself  as  first  taken  out  in  a  steam  shovel  would  prob- 
ably run  1  per  cent  manganese,  and  after  the  sand  is  sorted  away 
in  tliese  nodules  perhaps  it  will  run  30  per  cent 

They  are  working  on  processes  of  beceficiating  that,  but  no- 
body yet  has  been  able  to  make  a  50  per  cent  concentrate  out  of 
that  stuff  that  can  be  sold  at  the  prices  prevailing  since  the  war 
for  manganese.  You  would  have  to  get  your  price  up  around 
$30  a  ton  for  50  per  cent  concentrate  before  you  could  make  it 
pay. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  That  was  not  the  question  I  asked  the  Sena- 
tor. What  I  was  trying  to  get  at  was  what  he  found  as  to  the 
quantity. 

Mr.  REED.    The  quantity  is  enormous. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  That  is  the  point  exactly.  I  do  not  want 
the  Senate  to  get  the  idea  that  the  quantity  in  the  United 
States  is  limited.  Professor  Savage,  a  very  noted  man  in  bis 
line,  made  an  exhau.stive  survey  of  the  situation  out  there,  and 
while  I  do  not  know  that  he  went  out  and  solved  all  the  com- 
mercial problems  and  the  manufacturing  problems,  he  reported 
that  the  quantity  was  enormou.s  but  that  it  was  low-grade  ore. 
Therefore  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  that 
the  present  tariff  has  not  stimulated  proilnction  has  no  bearing 
at  all.  It  misses  the  point.  The  present  tariff  is  limited  to 
high-grade  ore.  I'his  stuff  lias  been  on  the  free  list  all  these 
years,  and  you  ask  why  we  do  not  produce  when  we  have  had  a 
tariff.    We  have  had  no  tariff. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  had  asked  me  to  yield, 
and  1  should  yield  to  him  first. 

Mr.  BORAH.  If  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  wants  to  in- 
terrogate the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  on  the  particular 
matter  which  he  was  discussing,  I  will  wait.  I  want  to  ask 
his  opinion  about  another  pha.se  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania if  it  is  not  true  that  practically  no  low-grade  ores  are 
being  imp«3rted  into  the  United  States  in  competition  with  the 
low-grade  ores  produced  here? 

Mr.  REED.  There  is  a  good  deal  of  manganiferons  ore  com- 
ing in.  but  it  is  bought  for  its  manganese  content 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  is  what  I  referred  to. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is.  about  115.000  tons  last  year  of  ore  that 
ran  In  the  twenties  was  brought  in.  It  came  In  on  the  free  list 
because  it  had  less  than  30  per  (rent  manganese  content,  and 
that  is  being  use<l,  I  think,  in  making  spiegeleisen.  It  is  not  a 
very  considerable  quantity.  The  tariff  experts  at  my  side  say 
it  is  used  in  making  manganese  pig. 


Mr.  BORAH.     May  I  ask  the   Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
what  revenue  this  Item  brought  in  last  year? 

Blr.  REED.  In  1928  the  doty  collected  was  16,007,000. 
Mr.  BORAH.  The  question  which  I  want  to  pres«it  to  the 
Senator  is  why  this  item  was  placed  on  the  free  list  under 
those  circumstances.  The  argument  of  the  Senator  In  regard 
to  the  development  of  the  industry  might  be  entirely  conclu- 
sive upon  that  question,  and  yet  the  question  arises  In  my 
mind  why  the  raw  material  going  into  the  manufacture  of  steel, 
producing  a  revenue  of  $6,0(M).000,  should  be  put  upon  the  free 
list.    That  phase  of  it  interests  me. 

Mr.  RKKD.  If  we  regard  It  as  desirable  to  impose  an  exdse 
tax  of  $€,000,000  on  the  country's  steel  production  for  the  pur- 
pose of  revenue,  that  is  another  matter.  But  it  was  not  from 
that  angle  that  the  committee  approached  the  problem.  It  means 
a  loss  in  revenue  of  $6,(KX).000;  that  Is  true.  That  revenue  at 
present  is  being  colleded  from  the  consumers  of  sted  in  a  very 
unequal  proportion.  The  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Bbatidn]  said  that  it  amounted  to  about  24  cents  on  a  ton  of 
steel.  That  is  true  as  to  a  ton  of  ordinary  steel  such  as  we  see 
in  a  sted-frame  building  or  ordinary  rails  on  a  railway.  But 
when  we  take  the  special  work  that  we  find  at  a  railway  frog 
or  crossing  or  the  points  that  we  see  In  the  street-railway 
switches  or  crossings,  it  is  a  different  matter.  Senators  may 
have  noticed  steel  of  a  different  color  at  the  point  where  the 
rails  Intersect  at  two  streets.  It  Is  a  lighter  and  more  silvery 
shade.  The  diity  on  manganese  amounts  to  about  $2  a  ton  on 
that  kind  of  material,  because  there  Ls  so  much  more  manganese 
used  in  its  production,  it  is  a  very  irregular  excise  tax  if  we 
are  going  to  look  at  It  from  that  standpoint 

Mr.  BORAH.  As  I  see  it,  free  raw  materials  used  by  indus- 
tries engaged  in  manufadure  provide  In  a  sense  double  protec- 
tion. They  are  highly  protected  In  everything  that  they  produce, 
and  they  are  permitted  to  have  their  raw  material  free.  Tliere- 
fore.  it  is  in  a  sense  a  double  protection  to  them.  I  do  not  under- 
stand why  those  who  are  using  the  raw  material  should  not  i)ay 
a  reasonable  revenue  tax. 

Mr.  REED.  We  have  approached  the  matter  from  the  stand- 
point of  prt>tection.  I.  myself,  have  not  given  very  much  thought 
to  the  question  whdher  particular  companies  were  or  were  not 
making  money.  It  was  a  question  whether  the  manufacture  or 
prr)(luetl(»n  of  particular  articles  was  prosi>ering  In  the  United 
States.  If  the  companies  are  making  too  much  money,  let  us 
take  away  the  surplus  by  taxing  them.  If  that  Is  the  trouble, 
let  us  ap()roach  It  diredly  and  take  their  profits  from  them ;  but 
let  UK  not  penalize  the  working  peoi^e  of  the  United  States  by 
throwing  that  business  to  foreign  countries  instead  of  giving  It 
to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BORAH.  It  would  not  throw  an  ounce  of  business  to  a 
foreign  country  If  we  would  leave  it  where  It  was  under  the  old 
law.  We  had  a  tariff  on  it  under  the  old  law,  and  it  did  not 
have  that  effect  at  nil.  The  Senator  would  not  contend  for  a 
moment  that  to  continue  the  Imposition  of  the  duty  as  it  was 
under  the  old  law  would  have  the  effect  of  taming  any  business 
to  foreign  countries? 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  no;  not  on  manganese.  I  thought  the 
Senator  was  challenging  my  general  theory  upon  which  a  tariff 
bill  should  be  made.  On  manganese  it  does  not  make  a  bit  of 
difference  what  duty  may  be  applied,  because  90  per  cent  of  it 
will  be  brought  in  from  abroad.  If  we  want  to  get  that  revenue 
from  the  steel  industry  in  that  way,  leave  the  duty  on  man- 
ganese. I  think,  frankly,  the  best  way  to  do  it  is  to  tax  them 
directly. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  said  something  about  doing 
business  with  foreigners.  Do  not  the  steel  companies  own  the 
mines  in  the  foreign  countries  and  do  not  they  themselves  bring 
in  the  manganese  from  the  foreign  countries? 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  speaking  only  from  a  rather  vague  recollec- 
tion when  I  sjiy  I  think  there  was  a  time  when  the  Bethlehem 
Steel  Co.  owned  manganese  mines  in  Cuba.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  still  does  or  not,  but  nolxxiy  gets  manganese  to  any 
great  extent  from  Cuba.  The  mines  over  in  the  Gold  Coast  of 
Africa  and  in  India  and  in  the  Province  of  Georgia  in  Russia, 
bO  far  as  I  know,  are  not  owned  to  the  slightest  extent  by  any 
American  company. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  think  they  are  owned  by  the  foreign  com- 
IMiuies.  Those  in  Russia  I  presume  are  owned  by  the  govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  REED.  As  far  as  anybody  can  own  anything  in  Russia 
I  presume  that  is  true. 

Mr.  BORAH.  They  are  doing  very  well.  I  would  like  to 
suggest   to   the   Senator   from   Nevada    [Mr.   Oddik]    and   the 


Senator  from  Pennsylvania  that  If  they  wouM  leave  the  duty 
where  it  was  under  the  old  law  and  reduce  the  metallic  content 
to  10  per  cent,  I  think  It  would  be  a  very  practical  and  fair 
wny  in  which  to  dispose  of  the  question. 

Mr.  REED.  It  would  undoubtedly  reach  that  115,000  tons 
of  20  and  25  per  cMit  ore  that  Is  being  brought  In  now.  It 
would  have  that  dfed.  Of  course,  the  people  bringing  it  in 
or  using  it  would  protest,  but  everybwly  protests  when  he  has 
to  pay  a  tax.  I  think  to  raise  the  duty  to  1^  cents,  which 
really  means  about  140  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  the  manganese 
content.  Is  going  pretty  strong,  especially  where  expert  opinion 
is  divided  as  to  the  possibility  of  creating  the  Industry  ta  the 
United  States.  An  ad  valorem  tax  of  140  per  cent  Is  a  pretty 
stiff  tax. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Assuming  there  Is  a  doubt  as  to  whether  the 
industry  can  be  developed  in  the  United  States.  Some  believe 
very  sincerely  from  the  evidence  which  has  been  presented  that 
It  can  be  developed  and  that  manganese  can  be  produced  tn 
such  quantity  as  really  to  supply  the  American  market  I 
mysdf  do  not  know. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  the  difference  of  opinion  Is  an  honest 
one. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Yes;  but  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  take 
away  the  amount  of  protection  which  the  Infant  industry 
receives  from  levjrlng  a  reasonable  revenue  tariff,  which  is 
Incidental  protedlon.  If  we  reduce  the  content  so  that  it  will 
reduce  the  amount  which  is  now  coming  In,  I  think  It  will  afford 
a  very  reasonable  protection,  and  certainly  there  Is  no  reason 
why  we  sliould  take  away  the  protection  entirely  from  the  in- 
dustry so  long  as  It  is  merely  a  question  of  whether  or  not  it 
can  really  be  developed.  , 

Mr.  REED.  If  I  cotild  believe,  as  do  my  friends  on  the  other 
side  of  the  question,  that  there  was  a  real  chance,  not  a  cer- 
tainty, but  a  real  chance,  of  developing  the  industry,  I  would 
vote  with  them  for  the  1-cent  duty,  although  it  is  88  per  cent 
ad  valorem  as  compared  with  140  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  pro- 
posed by  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Oddix].  But  I  can  not  believe  it  I  think  the  weight  of  opinion 
among  the  exp«i3  Is  against  It.  I  do  not  believe  we  will  ever 
develop  the  Industry,  but  the  only  effect  of  the  duty  Is  going 
to  be  to  exhaust  all  that  tiny  reserve  of  high-grade  ore  that  Is 
remaining  in  the  United  States.  We  will  need  that  desperately 
If  we  get  Into  another  war. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusdts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Seri- 
ator  permit  an  inquiry? 

Mr.  REED.     Certainly. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  there  any  precedent  for 
levying  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  88  per  cent  for  revenue  purposes? 

Mr.  BORAH.  If  the  Senator  will  go  back  to  the  old  \\'alker 
tariff,  my  recollection  Is  that  there  Is  a  precedent  He  will 
find  several.    The  Walker  tariff  was  a  revenue  tariff. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  But  Is  there  anything  in  the 
present  law  of  that  chararter,  namely,  an  ad  valorem  duty  of 
80  i>er  cent,  for  revenue  purposes? 

Mr.  REED.    I  do  not  know  of  anything  of  the  sort 

Mr.  BOR.\H.  I  do  not  know  of  any  instance  of  tha*  sort 
myself;  but  I  say  that  in  all  fairness  here  is  an  industry  which 
is  seeking  to  develop.  There  are  those  wdl  Informeil  who 
believe  it  can  be  developed  successfully.  Upon  that  theory,  why 
should  we  take  away  the  incidental  protection  which  arises 
from  levying  a  reasonable  revenue  tariff?  Why  turn  out  of 
the  Trea.sury  of  the  United  States  $6,000,000  a  year  to  rhose 
people  who  are  making  168  per  cent  and  thereby  making  It 
absolutely  Impossible  for  the  Industry  to  develop  ? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  there  seems  to  be  only  one 
question  left  after  the  discussion,  and  that  is  whether  or  not 
there  can  be  a  substantial  amount  of  this  article  produce<l  In 
the  United  States.  We  have  come  down  to  that  question.  All 
of  those  whom  I  have  heard  opposing  the  tariff  duty  have 
opposed  It  on  the  ground  that  they  do  not  believe  there  can  be 
any  substantial  supply  produced  In  the  United  States  In 
answer  to  that  I  remind  Senators  that  10  per  cent  of  It  la 
being  produced  now  from  one  mine  in  one  State.  That  is  one 
answer  right  there  in  Itself. 

In  addition  to  that,  we  have  deposits  of  manganese  all  orer 
the  United  States.  We  have,  after  all  of  the  questions  about 
the  great  experts  who  differ  with  regard  to  the  benefldatlcn  of 
the  product  only  the  testimony  of  one  man,  and  the  Senator 
read  that  I  asked  who  it  was.  It  was  Doctor  Ldth,  a  geolo- 
gist from  the  University  of  Wisconsin.  It  appears  that  he  Ig  a 
geologist  in  Wisconsin,  who  is  employed  by  the  steel  manufae- 
turers.  It  awears  from  his  own  testimony  that  he  Is  a  stock- 
holder in  the  Steel  Corporation.     He  is  an  interestetl  party. 

But  here  is  another  proposition.  If  we  should  attempt  to-day 
to  say  that  only  lead  mines  that  have  more  than  a  30  per  cent 
metallic  content  In  the  ore  shall  be  used  we  would  have  hardly 
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any  \emd  pndwctd  !n  the  United  States.  If  we  riioald  say  to-day 
that  we  wuuld  nut  have  any  copper  deposits  In  the  Cnlted 
States  except  thoi«  that  had  oTer  90  per  cent  copper,  we  woolq 
not  have  1  per  cent  of  ttie  copper  mines  operating  here.  If 
we  were  to  Ray  to-day  that  the  commercial  sine  mines  are  only 
those  that  mn  orvr  30  per  cent  metailic  sine  we  woald  not  have 
1  per  cent  of  the  zinc  mines  operating  in  the  United  States. 

In  other  words,  manKanese  in  its  crude  form  is  an  ore;  It  ii 
not  found  in  the  pure  metai  anywtiere,  any  more  than  lead  it 
found,  or  sine  or  copper  is  foaud  in  the  pore  form.  Manga 
nese  L«  found  in  the  rotk,  and  that  rock  is  called  ore;  that  is 
Its  DStire  state.  Of  course,  when  we  talk  about  30  per  cent 
manganese  ore,  we  might  Just  as  weli  talk  about  30  per  cent 
cop(ier  ore  or  30  per  cent  sine  ore.  Naturally  the  deposits  in 
this  country  or  In  any  other  country  that  carry  a  metallic  con 
tent  of  30  per  ct>ut  are  nnasuiil.  Nature  has  not  deposited 
minerals  in  that  form.  They  are  not  deposited  in  that  form  in 
India  or  in  Africa  or  in  Russia. 

There  is  soch  a  thing  as  hand-sorting  ore.  Wh«i  labor  is 
cheap  rnoush,  mind  yon,  tbe  producers  can  hare  the  laborers 
reach  in  and  pick  out  a  piece  of  rock  that  haa  not  much  mineral 
in  it  and  tbr<>w  it  tiway.  We  bad  to  sort  gold  and  silver  ores  in 
the  West  when  we  had  to  transport  them  over  60  miles  by  wagon 
team,  because  we  co<iid  not  alTord  to  ship  anything  except  hi^ 
grade  ore.  However,  in  the  case  of  manganese  ore  that  runs 
a  10  per  cent  metallic  content  to  hire  men  to  reach  in  and  pick 
out  the  chunlcs  of  nK>k  that  apparently  have  not  any  manganese 
in  them  and  throw  Lheiu  away  is  an  operation  the  cost  of  which 
in  the  United  Statt^  is  prohibitive.  That  is  all  there  is  to  it 
We  can  not  mine  in  that  way.  Imt  they  c-an  mine  in  that  way 
in  India.  If  we  could  hire  miners  in  the  manganese  mines  at 
the  rate  of  1  cent  an  i^mr,  we  could  tiand  sort  manganese  and 
concentrate  it  at  W  per  cent  ore;  but  we  can  not  concentrate 
In  this  country  where  we  have  to  pay  miners  at  the  rate  of  $6 
for  eight  boors'  work.  The  producers  can  do  that  in  Brasii, 
they  can  do  it  in  Africa,  and  they  are  doing  it,  because  the 
labor  there  la  so  cheap  that  the  human  element  amounts  to 
nothing. 

Opponents  of  this  duty  say  that  the  manganese  Industry  has 
not  grown  undw  the  tariff  of  1  cent.  Of  course  it  has  not 
grown  under  that  tariff,  because  those  who  placed  the  tariff  of 
1  cent  on  manganese,  and  then  limite*!  it  to  ore  containing  30 
per  cent  manganese  content  knew  that  we  could  not  produce 
any  SO  per  cent  manganese  ore  In  this  country  In  Its  raw  state. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  Pr^-sldent 

The  PRKHIDINO  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  snxlons  to  get  the  Idea  of  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  as  to  what  the  tariff  duty  should  be.  I  think  there 
are  a  great  aaany  of  us  who  are  impressed  with  the  Idea  that 
we  can  not  vote  for  the  pending  amendment  because  we  think 
the  rate  provided  therein  la  higher  than  la  Justllled.  It  Is  higher 
than  the  existing  law.  being  an  increase  of  00  per  cent,  as  I 
understand.  I  am  anxious  and  I  think  other  Senators  are 
anxious  to  get  tbe  idea  of  tbe  Senator  from  Nevada.  Assuming, 
to  bcffln  with,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  there  should  be  a 
tariff  on  manganese,  and  that  we  should  reduce  tbe  30  per  cent 
content  to  s  10  per  cent  content,  or  something  like  that,  what 
rate  of  tariff  ought  the  industry  to  have? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  wlU  say  to  tbe  Senator  from 
Nebraska  when  we  take  the  tariff  which  we  have  on  lead  and 
9a  tine  and  metals  of  that  kind,  it  la  limited  to  tbe  sine  content 
or  tbe  lead  content  above  10  per  cent.  As  I  have  already  stated, 
tbe  ordinary  copper  mines  of  tbe  country  never  have  over  3  per 
cent  of  metallic  copper  in  alL  It  is  very  rarely  that  we  ever  find 
over  0  or  6  per  cent  lead  in  the  rock  itself.  So  it  is  as  to  sine. 
In  other  words,  nature,  as  la  shown  by  the  experience  of  the 
a«Bs.  has  regulated  the  value  of  these  min«als  by  the  amount 
found  in  existence:  and  it  is  one  of  the  remartable  things  of 
nature  that  we  And  the  most  iron,  and  next  we  And,  we  will  say, 
lead,  and  then  sine,  then  copper  or  copper  and  stac.  and  so  on. 
But  notwithstanding  ail  we  have  heard  about  rich  mines  and 
bonanaa  mines,  90  per  cent  of  the  mines  of  the  world  come  very 
dose  to  the  pcrtvnuge  of  mineral  in  the  rock.  I  do  not  think 
that  tbe  tariff  on  miinganeee  ore— and  that  Is  what  this  is;  it  is 
not  on  manganese  itself,  because  it  is  on  tbe  content  of  the 
rock — would  give  sny  protection  whatever  unless  it  excluded 
those  characters  of  ore  that  come  in  contact  with  our  ore,  and 
our  ordinary  ores  do  not  run  over  10  per  cent  manganese  con- 
tent    That  is  where  I  would  limit  it 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
will  permit  me.  I  dt^ire  to  say  that  so  far  as  I  know  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  fixing  that  limitation,  which  seems  to 
be  conceded  U)  be  fair,  but  then  we  come  to  tbe  question  of  what 
i^OQld  be  the  tariff  rate. 


Mr.  I*ITTMAN.  I  frankly  state  that  I  am  far  more  Inter- 
ested  in  the  part  of  the  amendment  of  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Oddib]  that  deals  with  the  contents  of  tbe  ore 
than  I  am  with  the  rate  cm  the  ore.  I  do  not  t>elieve  it  would 
amount  to  anything  if  we  should  make  the  duty  100  per  cent 
and  limit  it  to  30  r>er  cent  manganese  ore.  because  we  have  not 
30  per  cent  manganese  ore  any  more  than  we  have  30  per  cent 
lead  ore  or  30  per  cent  copper  ore.  We  are  dealing  with  ores. 
Most  Members  of  the  Senate  do  not  know  we  are  dealing  with 
ores.  They  think  we  are  dealing  with  metallic  manganese. 
Tbe  wording  of  the  bill  refers  to  manganese  of  which  the 
metallic  contents  are  in  excess  of  .30.  per  cent 

The  metallic  contents  of  what?  'Of  ore,  of  the  thing  as  it 
appears  In  nature ;  and  it  does  not  contain  a  30  per  cent  metallic 
content  except  in  rare  instances.  We  find  gold  mines  here  and 
there  throoghont  the  world  that  for  a  short  period  ot  time  vdU. 
run  a  thousand  dollars  a  ton  in  gold  valae;  but  I  gay  that  90 
per  c«it  of  the  gold  mines  of  the  world  to-day  do  not  run  over 
$15  a  ton  in  gold.    Nature  has  deposited  the  mineral  in  that 


way. 

Mr.  McKELLAR. 
from  Nevada? 

Mr.  PITTMAN. 

Mr.  McKEIXAR. 


Mr.  President  may  I  interrupt  the  Senator 


I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Teimessee. 
I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  if  the  limitation 
as  to  content  were  retlnced  from  30  per  cent  to  10  per  cent  and 
the  rate  fixed  at  1  cent  would  that  l^  satisfactory  to  him? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  am  going  to  suppi»rt  the  amendment  of 
the  Junior  Senator  from  Nevada  to  make  the  rate  1V4  cents. 
There  have  been  expres-sions  Ijere  by  Senators  who  favor  main- 
taining the  duty  as  it  is  and  who  realize  that  the  limitation  of 
30  per  cent  Is  destructive  of  the  whole  industry.  P«>«onally,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  should  be  very  happy  if  the  Senate 
would  let  the  rate  stay  where  it  is,  although  I  should  like  to 
see  the  increased  duty  provided. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICEU.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  it  would  be  better,  Mr.  President  to 
fix  the  limit  as  to  metallic  content  at  10  per  cent  and  provide  a 
duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  strai^t  through  and  not  add  the  half 
cent 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  like  that  better.  It  would  be  easier  of 
administration. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  would  be  easier  of  administration ;  and  not 
only  that,  but  we  should  know  then  that  the  foreign  producers 
could  not  mix  ore  abroad  and  bring  it  in  here  at  19%  per  cent 
and  then  get  1  ^  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Then,  too,  it  would  be  in  accord  with  the 
tariff  we  have  heretofore  put  on  other  ores.  We  do  not  put 
a  tariff  on  the  metals ;  we  put  a  tariff  on  tlie  ores.  That  is 
what  we  are  talking  utwut 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  see  the 
Senator  fnmi  Ohio  or  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  in  the 
Chamber.  I  should  like  to  know  what  their  attitude  would 
be  concerning  such  an  amendment  as  that  suggested  by  tbe 
Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
himself  stated  that  if  we  are  going  to  make  the  change  he  would 
prefer  to  have  a  duty  i>f  1  cent 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Yes;  but  I  did  not  understand 
him  to  withdraw  his  opposition. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  that  he  has  withdrawn  his  oppo- 
sition even  to  tliat,  but  there  is  no  doubt  that  a  majority  of 
the  Senate  is  in  favor  of  that. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Perhaps  the  Senator  from  Ohio, 
now  occupying  the  chair,  will  signify  his  views  with  respect  to 
that 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess).  The  Senator  from 
Ohio  Is  not  convinced  that  there  ought  to  be  a  duty  of  any  sort, 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  think  we  get  unani- 
mous consent  for  this  proposition,  but  with  the  attitude  taken 
by  tbe  Senator  from  Utah,  who  Is  certainly  familiar  with  this 
subject  having  been  on  the  committee  Itself,  I  do  not  think  we 
will  have  any  trouble  in  agreeing  on  that  basb.  Let  the  duty 
stand  as  it  Is,  but  have  it  apply  to  the  kind  of  ores  produced 
in  this  country.    That  is  about  all  there  is  to  It. 

So  tar  as  the  testimony  is  concerned,  we  have  the  testimony 
of  two  men  here;  that  is  ail.  We  have  the  testimony  of  Mr. 
Adkerson  on  the  one  hand  and  the  testimony  of  Doctor  Leith 
on  the  other  hand.  Let  us  see  how  those  two  m«i  stand:  Mr, 
Adkerson  for  years  was  In  the  Government  employ  in  the 
Bureau  of  Mines,  where  he  was  engaged  in  studying  this 
direct  question.  He  then  became  a  member  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission, and,  as  such,  studied  this  direct  question.  Later  on, 
in  1927,  I  thhak  it  was,  he  was  appointed  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
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mission  to  make  a  study  of  this  particular  question,  and  his 
evidence  is  here  and  it  is  absolutely  contradictory  of  the 
evidence  of  Doctor  Leith.  He  states  that  there  is  jrienty  of 
ore  of  a  grade  in  this  country  that  can  be  beneflciated  and 
that  there  are  processes — and  he  uses  the  word  "simple"; 
gimple  processes — that  will  beneflciate  It. 

Doctor  Leith.  according  to  Adkerson's  testimony,  visited  the 
great  Cuyuna  iron-ore  fields  and  turned  those  fields  down;  he 
said  thty  could  not  produce  iron  ore,  but  they  are  now  produc- 
ing millions  of  tons  of  It. 

All  of  us  rememb«:  when  the  cyanide  process  came  in  for 
beneflclating  gold  and  silver  ores.  Next  came  the  flotation 
process,  which  is  only  a  process  of  segregating  the  mineral 
from  the  rock.  In  the  firs*  place,  the  cyanide  process  dissolves 
the  mineral  particles  in  the  rock  and  they  drop  to  the  bottom 
of  the  tank.  Then  they  took  another  iMX»cess  by  which  they 
put  oil  in  water  and  agitated  it  and  the  oU  formed  little 
particles  or  little  floats  around  which  minute  pieces  of  the 
mineral  collected,  and  the  rock  would  sink  to  the  Imttom  and 
the  mineral  float  off  the  top.  We  have  a  mineral  floUtion 
process  by  which  the  manganese  mineral  is  floated  out  of  the 
dissolved  solution  over  the  top.  Adkerson  says  it  Is  a  success ; 
Bradley  says  it  is  a  success;  Fitch  says  it  is  a  success;  Lake, 
a  great  geologist,  says  it  is  a  success. 

In  answer  to  them  we  have  tills  one  witness,  who  was  hired 
by  the  Steel  Institute  on  behalf  of  the  Steel  Corporation,  who 
admitted  he  is  a  stockholder  in  it;  and  he  comes  here  and 
Bays  he  does  not  think  It  Is  a  success.  Yet  it  is  a  commercial 
Buceess.  He  says  it  is  a  laboratory  success,  but  not  a  commer- 
cial success ;  but  in  the  face  of  that  there  is  a  process  in  Mon- 
tana that  is  to-day  producing  10  per  cent  of  manganese  ore 
which  is  used  in  ferromanganese  In  the  steel  Industry,  and 
there  are  numerous  other  companies  ready  to  start  In  with  that 
process.  Suppose  they  never  produce  over  40  per  cent  or  30 
per  cent  of  the  quantity  used  In  this  country ;  It  Is  a  case  hi 
which  we  have  got  to  give  encouragement  to  them,  particularly 
when  the  ore  coming  in  competition  with  the  domestic  product 
comes  from  countries  such  as  India  and  Africa  and  Brazil 
where  human  labor  costs  about  only  1  cent  an  hour.  It  is 
intolerable  to  think  about  It 

Mr.  SHORTUIDGE.     Mr.  President 

Mr  PITTMAN.  It  is  intolerable  to  think  about  it  To  my 
mind,  the  opposition  is  baaed  upon  uninteUIgent  selflshneea; 

that  Is  all.  ^  , 

If  there  is  anything  on  God's  earth  that  has  turned  people 
thouK'htlessly,  I  may  say,  against  tariff  duties  for  protection. 
It  has  been  the  selfish,  narrow-minded,  unintelligent  opposition 
of  those  who  have  been  the  beneficiaries  of  this  institution  from 
the  very  beginning  against  having  the  production  of  the  raw 
material  considered  as  an  Industry  in  any  way  whatever.  Why, 
they  say  to  us  that  this  duty  taxes  the  American  people  to  the 
extent  of  $6,000,000.  They  do  not  stop  to  think  that  they  are 
taxing  the  American  people,  under  the  provisions  of  the  same 
tariff  act,  over  $000,000,000  for  their  profit  on  steeL  That  Is 
the  comparison.  ^  .  „ 

They  say  that  this  industry  wiU  employ  a  few  men.  while 
their  industry  employs  a  whole  lot  of  men.  What  differ«ice 
does  that  make?  The  men  who  are  employed  get  only  their 
four  or  five  dollars  a  day,  the  same  as  the  men  who  are  em- 
ployed in  the  mines  of  the  West  get  theh-  four  or  five  dollars 
a  day.  They  want  all  the  prosperity  concentrated  in  the 
manufacturing  secUons.  They  do  not  want  any  opportunity  for 
those  who  must  delve  in  the  mines  of  this  country  and  on  the 
farms  of  this  country  to  have  their  raw  materials  treated  as  a 
legitimate  Industry  of  this  country.  It  Is  that  selfishness,  that 
attitude,  that  has  caused  sonae  in  this  Chamber  possibly  to 
be  actuated  by  prejudice  rather  than  by  reason. 

As  I  have  said  before.  I  hope  I  shall  never  become  prejudiced 
In  thte  matter.  I  hope  that  their  selfishness  will  not  breed  in 
me  a  similar  selfishness ;  and  yet  I  realize  that  human  nature 
is  human  nature,  and  that  when  you  are  being  unjustly  treated 
It  is  hard  not  yourself  to  go  to  an  unjust  extreme.  In  this 
case,  I  think  the  whole  matter  could  be  settled  If  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Oddie]  would  accept  that  suggestion 
and  let  it  go.  ^  , 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  Rezx>]  and  some  other  Members  have  tried  to  point 
out  to  the  Senate  that  we  have  made  no  progress  with  reference 
to  the  production  of  manganese  ore.  Let  nie  read  from  a  letter 
which  I  received  a  short  time  ago  from  the  president  of  the 
Butte  Copper  &  Zinc  Co.,  with  ofllces  in  New  York. 
'•   The  president  of  this  company,  Mr,  A.  J.  Sellgman,  says : 

Am  *  resldcDt  of  Montana  from  1860  to  1900  and  as  a  holder  of  con- 
siderable mining  Interest*  in  the  West  1  sm  greatly  Interested  In  the 
mining  Industry,  and  espedaUy  am  I  Interested  In  the  development  of 
manganese.     Therefore  I  am  taking  this  opp<wtnnity  to  present  to  yon 


some  facts  en  th«  mangaDess  Indostry.  wlihft  T  tmst  may  be  of  help  to 
yon  In  case  of  a  light  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

I  am  the  president  of  the  Butte  Copper  k  Zinc  Co..  of  Butte  Oty, 
Moot.  At  the  time  of  the  armistice  we  were  producing  for  tbe  benefit 
of  the  Oovemment,  having  entirely  discontinued  oar  line  operations, 
500  tons  of  38  per  cent  manganese  ore  per  day.  or  at  the  rate  of  180.000 
tons  a  year,  and.  had  our  mining  facilities  been  adsquate,  could  hsve 
greatly  Increased  tills.  The  above  was  at  least  oup-flfth  of  the  United 
States'  requirements,  as  I  remember  it,  and  refutes  absolutely  tbe  state* 
ment  of  the  steel  companies  tliat  we  can  produce  only  5  per  cent  of  ' 
America's  needs.  For  some  time  after  the  war  we  could  not  receive  a 
living  prlco  for  the  manganese  and  could  not  ship.  The  Domestic  Man- 
ganese *  Development  Co.,  of  Butte,  erected  a  plant  to  beneflciate  the 
product  and  bring  It  up  from  88  per  cent  to  55  per  cent  or  more 
metallic  manganese.  After  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  caused  by  the  refusal 
of  the  steel  companies  (who  have  always  sought  to  throttle  us)  to  offer 
a  decent  price,  they  at  last  secured  contracts  which,  while  very  low, 
enabled  them  to  earn  a  little  money. 

Up  until  the  action  of  the  Finance  Committee  putting  manganese  on 
the  free  list,  we  were  shipping  them  approximately  850  tons  per  day, 
or  at  the  rate  of  120.000  tons  per  year — over  10  per  cent  of  the  United 
States  requirements — and  we  could  greatly  increase  the  above  If  we  had 
tile  orders.  Due  to  this  action  we  have  within  the  last  few  days  been 
forced  to  reduce  our  shipments  to  them  to  approximately  250  tons  per 
day,  owing  to  a  contract  cancellation  they  received  from  one  of  their 
customers. 

This  again  refutes  the  8  per  cent  of  the  steel  companies'  brief,  and 
you  must  reoiember  this  does  not  take  in  Phlllpsburg,  Mont.,  or  any 
otlier  of  the  manganese  properties  In  82  SUtes  of  tbe  Union  nor  the 
l)eneflcUtlon  processes  on  low-grade  manganese  and  iron  area  now  golag 
In   Minnesota. 

I  am  absolutely  convinced  that,  with  a  Mving  price  for  manganese, 
we  could  Immediately  produce  from  one-fourth  to  one-half  of  the  re- 
quirements of  the  United  States,  and  In  time,  with  Improvements  in 
the  bencflclatlon  processes,  much  more  than  this.  It  has  been  tbe 
selfish  policy  of  the  steel  Interests,  by  refusing  to  pay  a  fair  price  for 
American  manganese,  which  has  kept  the  production  down  and  not  tbe 
lack  of  manganese  ore.  The  steel  people  carefully  refrain  from  mention- 
ing the  additional  cost  per  ton  of  steel  due  to  the  1-cent  tariff.  It  Is 
extremely  email,  only  16  cents  per  ton.  The  one-half  cent  Increase  will 
mean  only  8  cents  additional. 

The  effect  of  the  passage  of  this  measure  putting  manganese  ore  on 
the  free  list  will  mean  the  absolute  throttling  of  this  Industry.  Not  a 
manganese  mine  In  America  can  operate.  Many  men  will  be  thrown  out 
of  employment,  and  one  of  the  most  vital  factors  In  Americn's  needs 
In  case  of  trouble  (which  we  trust  will  never  occur)  will  be  destroyed, 
and  could  not  be  placed  In  shape  to  help  the  Nation  In  time  for  any 
benefit.  It  is  a  cruel  and  wanton  act  <lone  to  saflafy  the  greed  of  tbe 
steel  industries  who,  while  fighting  for  tbe  removal  of  the  tariff  on 
manganese  ore,  are  at  the  same  time  fighting  for  Increased  rates  on 
their  finished  products. 

We  have  shipped,  so  far,  about  250,000  tons  of  manganese  ore.  which 
should  refute  critics'  attacks  as  to  resources,  and  we  have  large  reserves, 
both  developed  and  probable,  as  shown  by  the  reports  of  the  Anaooada 
engineers.  What  our  one  company  (ono  of  many)  has  done,  is  doing, 
and  can  do.  *hould  of  Itself  utterly  disprove  the  statements  made  to 
the  steel  company's  brief  as  to  American  manganese  production. 

I  certainly  hope  that  this  iniquitous  action  of  the  Finance  Committee 
wUI  be  defeated  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

If  you  desire  further  information,  will  be  pleased  to  furnish  same. 
Very  sincerely  yours, 

A.  J.  Beuomam, 
Prettdent  Butte  Copper  d  Zine  C*e. 

Mr.  President,  all  of  us  who  lire  in  mining  sections  know  that 
mining  engineers  and  experts  can  be  obtained  to  testify  on 
either  side  of  almost  any  proposition,  Imt  the  fact  remains  that 
here  are  men  who  are  actually  producing  manganese,  and  they 
themselves  tdl  us  exactly  what  they  are  doing  and  what  they 
can  do  If  they  are  given  this  tariff. 

I  have  in  my  hand  the  statement  that  was  made  at  the  Second 
Annual  Convention  of  the  American  Manganese  Producers'  Asso- 
ciation by  Mr.  John  H.  Cole.  Mr.  Cole  represents  the  Domestic 
Manganese  k,  Development  Co.,  of  Butte.    He  said : 

On  February  15  of  this  year  we  stsrted  one  of  our  kilns  and  itoee 
that  time  we  have  been  operating  continuously.  For  the  past  six  weefcs 
we  have  been  in  full  production  with  a  2-klln  operation  and  sincerely 
hope  to  conttoue  at  this  rate  for  tbe  remainder  of  the  year  Since  Feb- 
ruary 15  of  this  year  we  have  shipped  19,000  tons.  *»«  »'  °^*»« 
unforeseen  happens,  our  total  production  for  this  7^ J^^  **•«» 
tons.  However,  we  are  equipped  to  produce  and  to  ship  70,000  to  78,000 
tons  per  year  of  manganese  ore,  which  win  analyse  86  per  cent  man- 
ganese and  higher,  provided  a  market  can  be  secured. 

I  was  interested  to  reading  recently  of  a  contract  which  It  Is  reported 
was  signed  by  the  United  State.  Steel  Corporation  with  tbe  BnasUn  Gov- 
emment  for  what  was  considered  by  tbe  newspapers  as  a  tremendoas 
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toaoacr  of  or*.  It  nlfflit  Interact  700,  rrntteiMn,  to  know  that  I  am 
citDfldpnt  that  If  iclvt>a  a  Arm  coDtrmct.  ■  fair  price,  and  tbe  protection, 
of  a  tariff,  we  coui«l  Ail  tbe  misimum  reiiulremeDta  of  tbia  contract  with 
our  prevent  f^iiipmeDt.  an«l  we  could  All  th«  mawlimiHi  of  this  contract 
upon  tbrtx'  montka'  notice. 

^Mr.  Prewlilent.  there  Is  the  president  of  another  mangkneM 
conceni  who  atates  unequlvocallj  that  he  can  now  produce  tbe  I 
mininium  amount  rvqoired  by  the  contract  that  was  snppoMil  to 
bare  he«-n  »(igned.  and  that  upon  three  months'  notice  he  contd 
product'  tbe  inazimatn  amotint. 

It  la  Important  to  atate.  on  no  leaa  antbortty  tkaa  the  Anaconda 
CopppT  Minlna  Co.,  that  a  aucccaafnl  flotation  proeeoa  baa  been  worked 
out  whicb  promlaes  applicable  to  the  low-frade  carbonate  orea.  which 
proceM  will  allow  ua  to  offer  to  the  American  market  a  product  contain- 
ing more  than  SO  per  cent  manganese  and  le«a  than  7  per  cent  alHca. 
with  tbe  added  result  of  Increaaing  many  tlmea  the  known  reserve  of 
rarboDiite  ore«  In   thia  district. 

With  tb>>  high  freight  rate  from  Montana  to  the  consomlnc  centers 
of  tbe  Bant,  tbe  tariff  makea  tbe  difference  between  onr  aocceaa  and 
failure.  The  situation  which  confronts  oa  at  the  present  time  in 
WaahlQctoo,  with  oar  product  oa  tbe  free  list,  U  a  aerioos  one  indeed, 
and  It  doe«  not  take  an  expert  to  flgore  tbe  way  oar  bosineaa  will  go 
TbIa  iitate  of  affairs  must  change  If  we  are  allowed  to  operate  after 
our  present  contracts  are  Ailed,  and  I  for  one  hare  erery  confidence 
that  Juatlce  will  preratl  and  the  protection  requested  In  Senator 
Odoib's  amendment  will  be  forthcoming. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  only  gotng  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Seuate  to  these  two,  as  tbe  statement  of  Mr.  Daly,  of  tbe  Ana- 
coimU  Co..  has  already  been  pat  in  the  Rboobd,  and  likewise 
statemeutM  from  other  producers  in  Montana.  There  is  not  a 
qtieMtion  of  a  doubt  in  my  mind  bat  that  if  the  manganese  pro- 
duoeni  of  this  country  eoold  be  given  tbe  tariff  tbey  desire 
they  would  be  able  in  a  v&rj  short  time  to  supply  the  needs  of 
American  indastry. 

Mr.  BLAINK.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yl^d  for  a 
question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fiss  in  tbe  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  HIAINE.  As  I  understand  tbe  proposltlOD,  the  protec- 
tion de»ire<l  la  protection  for  low-grade  ore 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes;  that  is  true;  but  they  desire  it  on  the 
higher  grades  alsa 

r.   BLAINE.    That   being   the  only  manganese  production 

ere  is  lit  thl»  country,  the  idea  Is  to  give  protection  to  the 
domestic  pr«jdactiou.  Wliy  should  not  that  be  done  without  at 
the  name  time  increasing  the  tariff  on  the  manganese  ore  that  is 
not  produced  in  tbia  country? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  There  is  some  high-grade  manganese  pro- 
diH-ed  in  thU  country. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  But  that  la  not  the  main  supply.  That  is  a 
▼ery  limited  tiling. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Tea. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Hare  we  not  the  same  proposition  with  re- 
spect to  sine?  The  producers  of  sine,  as  I  understand,  do  not 
ask  for  an  Increased  tariff  on  the  high  grade  ore.  What  they 
are  a»king  is  an  Increased  tariff  on  the  low-grade  ore,  of  which 
there  are  quautitles  in  America  yet  unproduced.  Have  we  not 
exactly  the  same  situation,  and  do  not  the  same  reasons  apply 
to  the  two  propositions? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Tbe  American  producers  of  manganese,  of 
course,  would  like  the  cent-and-a-balf  duty  on  blgb-Krade  man- 
ganese; but  I  think  I  am  stating  the  matter  correctly  when  I 
■ay  that  they  would  be  more  interested  in  seeing  a  tariff  placed 
on  the  low-grade  manganese  than  tbey  would  In  seeing  it  raised 
upon  the  high-grade  manganese. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  If  I  may  ask  the  Senator  another  qtiestion.  is 
there  any  Joatiflcation  for  an  increased  tariff  on  the  hi^er 
grade?  The  Idea  is  to  protect  the  Industry  that  we  have  and 
Cbat  we  can  develop,  and  that  Ls  the  low-grade  ore  industry. 

Mr.  WHEELER  I  am  not  an  engineer,  and  I  should  have 
to  take  the  word  of  the  aaen  who  produce  the  material  and  wlio 
have  written  to  me  vdth  reference  to  it.  As  I  say,  they  all  of 
coorae  have  asked  for  a  tariff  of  IVi  cents,  as  proposed  in  ttie 
aaaeodment  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  OdodbI. 

Mr.  TTDIN08.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  do. 

Mr.  TYDIN08.  What  percentage  of  the  ore  Imported  Is 
low-grade  auuiganese,  and  what  percentage  of  the  ore  imported 
la  higher  grade? 

Mr.  WHBBLER.  I  vrould  not  be  able  to  give  the  Senator 
thooa  flforea  offhaod.    Possibly  some  other  S^iator  caa. 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  able  to  give  the  information 
as  to  the  low-gfade  ore.  One  hundred  thousand  tons  of  ore 
carrying  manganese  were  admitted  free  last  year. 

Mr.  TTDINGS.     What  proportion  is  that  of  the  whole? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  total  consumption  is  about 
SOD.OOO  tons. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  reason  why  I  asked  the  question  is  that 
I  think  there  is  no  doubt  in  tbe  world  tiiat  tbe  DiaiigaiieHe  people 
are  at  least  entitled  to  protection  on  tbe  low-grade  ore  which 
they  are  now  mining  and  in  poHition  to  furnish.  I  am  not 
enough  of  a  chemist  or  metallurgist  tn  know  whether  or  not.  If 
the  higer-grade  ore  were  excluded  through  a  tariff  the  low-grade 
ore  would  be  of  .such  a  quality  as  to  take  its  iriace. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Of  course,  tbe  big  bulk  of  the  ore,  as  I 
understand  it,  coming  into  the  country,  is  more  or  less  loww 
grade  ore,  and  comes  in  competition  with  tbe  American  man- 
ganese. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  being  an  importation  of  600,000  tons 
altogether,  and  only  100,000  of  tbe  low-grade,  that  constitutes 
only  about  one-sixth  of  tbe  total  imports. 

Mr.  WHEELER  It  does  not  make  any  particular  difference, 
a.s  I  see  it.  bow  much  high  grade  is  imported  or  how  much  low 
grade  is  imported.  becau.><e  of  the  fact  that  after  it  is  beneliciated 
it  all  becomes  high-grade  ore.  Tbe  reason  why  tbey  want  this 
tariff  down  below  tbe  30  per  cent,  as  I  understand,  Is  that  tbey 
are  shipping  it  in  under  30  per  cent.  Just  under  30  per  cent,  or 
mixing  it  with  something  else  so  as  to  get  it  in  under  that  sched- 
ule. I  do  not  know  that  it  Is  necessary  to  mix  it,  but  they  am 
doing  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Any  ore  that  comes  in  with  less  than  30  per 
cent  manganese  content  comes  in  free  of  duty,  under  tbe  law. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     The  only  object  of  mixing  it  would  be 

Mr.  WHEELER.     To  lower  the  grade. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  To  lower  the  grade  and  get  it  in  free,  but  I 
imagine  that  tbe  process  of  mixing  in  order  to  cheat  tbe  Govern- 
ment would  cost  as  much  as  tbe  saving  in  tariff. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  No;  it  would  not  cost  particularly,  becflu.se 
they  would  not  have  to  mix  the  poorest  grade.  They  would  only 
have  to  knock  down  a  lot  more  rock  and  bring  it  in. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  it,  it  doea 
not  make  any  difference  whether  it  is  high  grade  or  low  grade, 
the  quality  of  manganese  derived  from  the  ore  in  America  is 
tbe  same  as  the  quality  of  manganese  derived  from  the  foreign 
ore. 

Mr.  WHEELER  That  is  correct;  that  is,  after  it  has  been 
put  tbrougb  different  processes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     After  it  has  been  processed, 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Yes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  So  that  tlie  ore  produced  in  America,  after 
it  is  processed,  is  jast  as  good  for  the  uses  of  tbe  steel  industry 
as  tbe  product  which  is  imported,  except  that  the  for^gn  prod- 
uct is  richer. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     There  is  no  question  about  it  at  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield 
there,  I  will  state  that  one  or  two  of  the  witnesses  who  testified 
before  the  subcommittee  on  that  point  directly  disputed  that 
statement,  and  said  that,  tariff  or  no  tariff,  for  purijoaes  of  cer- 
tain kinds  of  steel,  they  were  required  to  use  the  imported 
manganese  because  of  its  quality. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  There  is  not  a  partlcHe  of  truth  in  that 
statement,  in  my  Judgment,  and  I  think  every  producer  of  man- 
ganese in  this  country,  and  everybody  who  knows  anything 
about  manganese  in  this  country,  would  testify  that  American 
manganese,  after  it  has  been  beneficiated,  and  after  you  get  it 
up  to  a  certain  percentage,  is  Just  as  good  manganese  as  any 
manganese  that  is  produced  In  any  country  in  the  world. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  did  not  prove  to  be  true  during  the 
war,  when  the  American  manganese  was  bringing  five  times  the 
normal  price  for  it,  because  ck  the  reduction  of  imports.  There 
were  many  complaints  as  to  the  quality  of  steel  that  was  being 
produced  on  account  of  tbe  inferior  quality  of  mangaoese. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  think  manganese  is  manganese,  regardless 
of  where  it  is  produced.  Just  tbe  same  as  gold  is  gold,  or  silver 
is  silver,  or  iron  is  iron.  Of  course,  some  manganese  may  be 
better  for  oae  thing  than  another,  but  generally  speaking,  our 
manganese  Is  as  well  suitJHl  for  sweet^ming  stet^  as  any  other. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  what  I  would  like  to  know 
from  the  Senator  from  Kentucky ;  if  I  might  ask  in  the  time  of 
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the  Senator  from  Montana,  Is  what  percentage  of  thia  high- 
grade  manganese  that  can  not  be  mined  in  America  comes  in 

each  year? 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  able  to  give  the  proportion  be- 
cause the  witness  on  the  stand  did  not  testify  as  to  that.  He 
said  for  their  purposes  they  would  have  to  have  the  Imported 
manganese,  regardless  of  what  we  did  with  the  tarill. 

Mr  TYDINGS.  What  I  would  like  to  knov  is.  If  there  18 
a  certain  kind  of  manganese,  very  rich  manganese,  what  per- 
centage of  manganese  of  that  character  Is  needed  in  the  steel 

business?  ^.  .         ,     .       n 

Mr    BARKLEY.     Of  course,  there  are  other  minerals  in  aU 

this  ore  besides  manganese.    There  is  a  certain  quantity  of 

silica 

Mr   TYDINGS.    Yes;  but  I  am  referring  to  manganese. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  There  is  a  certain  amount  of  silica  in  the 
ore.  and  the  quality  of  it  depends  on  the  amount  of  silica  and 
other  extraneous  products  contained  in  it,  and  also  the  cost  of 
processing  the  raw  ore  depends  a  good  deal  on  the  amount  of 
silica  and  other  extraneous  matter  which  has  to  be  eradicated. 

Mr  TYDINGS.  I  do  not  think  the  statement  of  that  steel 
man  was  altogether  fair.  If  be  said  there  were  cerUin  kinds 
of  steel  in  the  production  of  which  a  very  rich  manganese  was 
demanded,  he  certainly  should  have  shown  the  proportion  of 
the  manganese  Imported  was  represented  by  that  character 
of  manganese. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  It  was  not  necessarily  incumbent  upon  him 
to  state  that.  If  be  were  telling  the  truth— and  I  have  no 
reason  to  doubt  it— without  regard  to  a  tariff  on  manganese, 
for  the  purposes  of  his  particular  InsUtution.  they  would  be 
required  to  Import  manganese.  I  do  not  know  how  much  of 
the  total  he  uses. 

Mr   TYDINGS.     I  hardly  think  his  statement  was  fair. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Tlie  Senator  will  have  to  give  it  such 
credit  as  It  is  entitled  to.  

Mr  TYDINGS.  We  are  here  to  pass  a  tariff  bilL  We  could 
let  the  kind  of  manganese  we  could  not  produce  in  America 
come  in  free  of  duty.  Unless  the  man  will  specify  the  kind  of 
manganese  to  which  he  refers  we  must  consider  manganese  as 
a  whole  but  If  he  comes  here  and  says  that  there  are  certain 
kinds  of  manganese  which  we  can  not  produce  In  America 
he  certainly  ought  to  state  to  what  extent  it  Is  needed  and 
what  the  definition  of  that  manganese  is.  in  order  that  we  can 
take  care  of  our  western  deposits. 

Mr.  PITTMAN  rose.  .        *     _4  1^   *>,« 

Mr  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  yield  the 
floor  In  Just  a  moment.  I  ask  to  have  Inserted  in  the  Racoao 
a  telegram  which  I  received  from  Leslie  L.  Savage  in  con- 
nection with  this  manpanese  Item. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows: 

TccsoN,  ARia.,  Octobtr  t9,  190. 

Hon.   BlTBTON    K.    WHlBLia, 

United  State*  Senate,  WoMkinffton,  D.  C: 
Senior  Bucki.  brief  states  but  5  per  cent  of  850.000  tons  annual 
requirements  come  from  domestic  manganese  ores.  Commerce  Depart- 
ment shows  40  per  cent  of  Importations  from  Russia.  Forty  per  cent 
of  95  per  cent  of  850.000,  or  323.000  tons.  I  understand  that  Bethle- 
hem make  an  absolutely  net  profit  of  more  than  |10  on  each  ton  so 
importc-d  through  Its  manufacture  Into  and  aale  of  ferro ;  that  this  pront 
ia  In  addition  to  Leonard  Buck's  profit  on  each  ton  Imported.  We 
wonder  if  son,  Leonard  Buck,  under  examination  mlRht  dlTUlge  perti- 
nent Information  or  If  his  corporation's  Income  tax  statement  might  shed 
further  Ught  In  view   of  their  claim  that  the  existing  duty  cost  steel 

companies  some  eight  million  a  year. 

•^  LESua   L.    SAVAoa. 

Mr  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  in  concluding  I  want  to  say 
that  however  this  tariff  may  affect  other  States,  if  the  tariff 
ia  taken  off  this  item,  it  certainly  is  going  to  shut  down  some 
of  the  Industries  in  MonUna,  and  some  of  the  industries  out- 
side of  my  State,  and  it  Is  going  to  throw  out  of  employment 

a  lot  of  men.  «         „  ,1     r»#-   t>»»vi 

A  few  (lays  ago  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  RKn>i 
stood  In  bis  place  and  reprimanded  the  so-called  coalition  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  we  were  not  Interested  In  the  laboring 
man  These  mills  In  tbe  city  of  Butte,  and  at  other  places  In 
the  State  of  Montana,  are  employing  a  large  number  of  men. 
If  tbe  tariff  is  Uiken  off  manganese,  it  will  throw  them  out  of 
employment  without  a  question  of  doubt.  The  Steel  Trust, 
which  does  have  to  buy  this  product.  Is  going  over  to  Rus.sia 
and  doing  the  IdenUcal  thing  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
complained  about  Mr.  Ford  doing  when  he  was  taking  his  plants 
to  some  other  country  and  giving  employment  to  men  in  Ireland 
and  in  Germany  and  in  some  other  place. 


Mr.  BLACK.     Mr.  President,  wIU  tbe  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WHEEI.£R.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  want  to  ask  tlie  Senator  when  these  mines 
started  in  operation;  was  it  since  the  tariff  act  of  1922  waa 

enacted?  ,     , 

Mr.  WHEJELER.  Some  of  them  were  started  during  the 
war;  most  of  them  were  started  during  the  war.  After  the 
war  most  of  them  closed  down,  and  after  the  tariff  act  came 
into  operation  they  started  up. 

Mr.  BLACK.    They  did  cease  operating  after  the  war? 
Mr.   WHEELER.     They   practically  ceased   completely   after 
the  war.    I  think  perhaps  a  few  miners  were  employed  there, 
but  the  great  bulk  of  them  had  to  stop. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  President,  let  me  reaiind  my 
colleague  that  In  Phillipeburg  a  very  high  grade  of  manganese 
Is  produced,  sometimes  referred  to  as  "chemical  manganese." 
which  is  used  in  dry  batteries. 
Mr.  WHEELER.    Yea. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  commands  a  jM^lce  about 
three  times  the  price  of  tbe  ordinary  manganese,  and  those 
mines  were  operated  to  some  extent  after  the  war.  and  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  the  act  of  1922. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  to  what  extent  does  the 
Anaconda  Copper  Co.  own  these  manganese  ores  in  Montana? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Tbey  do  not  own  any  of  them  In  Philllps- 
burg.  My  understanding  is — I  am  not  sure  about  It — that  in 
Philllpsburg  tbe  Anaconda  Co.  does  not  own  any  of  them  at  all. 
In  Butte  they  do  not  own  the  Butte  Copper  &  Zinc  Co.  They 
do  own  mines  in  the  dty  of  Butte,  and  the  Anaconda  Co.  doea 
produce  manganese  in  their  mines. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  led  to  ask  that  question  because  of  the 
fact  that  recently  the  organization  of  American  Manganese  Pro- 
ducers, who  have  been  quite  active  in  lobbying  here  for  tliia 
tariff,  gave  a  banquet  here  in  the  city  of  Washington  to  which 
we  were  all  invited.  I  did  not  accept  the  Invitation,  or  attmd. 
A  newspaper  made  the  sUtement  that  all  of  the  expenses  of 
this  organiaatlon  which  was  maintained  here  in  Washington, 
induding  the  banquet  referred  to,  were  being  met  by  the 
Anaconda  Copper  Co.,  and  also  by  the  New  Jersey  Zinc  Co., 
which  Is  interested  in  gpiegelelseu.  because  of  the  hope  that  it 
manganese  were  given  a  tariff  so  high  that  it  would  limit  or 
restrict  or  prohibit  Importations,  spiegelelsen.  which  It  manu- 
factured, would  be  used  as  a  substitute  for  manganese. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  think  that  the  statement  made  by  the 
Senator  Is  entirely  erroneous,  although  I  am  not  In  close 
enough  touch  with  the  American  iftangauese  people  to  be  able 
to  give  him  the  information.  I  think  I  can  say  that  there  is 
not  anything  In  what  the  Senator  says. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  was  a  matter  of  common  rumor  at  the 
time  of  this  occurrence. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  do  not  know  about  It 
Mr    BARKLEY.     A   Baltimore   newspaper,   I  think,   carried 
quite  a  story  to  the  effect  that  this  was  all  being  cooked  up  by 
the  Anaconda  Copper  Co.,  assisted  by  the  New  Jersey  Zinc  Co. 

Mr.  A8HUR8T.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona? 
Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  happened  to  preside  as  toattmaster  at 
the  banquet  to  which  the  Senator  refers. 

I  am  surprised  that  the  able  Senator  from  Kentucky  would 
try  to  draw  a  red  herring  across  the  trail  made  by  the  steel 
interests  The  Senator  may  not  be  doing  It  wittingly,  but  if 
In  his  efforts  to  defeat  the  tariff  on  manganese,  he  succeeds, 
nieons  of  praise  will  go  up  from  the  steel  Interests,  whose 
profits  are  enormous.  They  are  willing  to  accept  gratuitiM 
from  the  Government  in  the  way  of  a  high  protective  tariff, 
but  when  that  same  law  Is  Invoked  to  grant  the  miners  of  thia 
country  an  opportunity  to  share  In  a  modest  way  in  the  boun- 
ties, they  object.  I  repel  tbe  InBlnuatlon  that  Mr  I>a»y  or  the 
ASccSda  Mining  Co.-«o  far  as  I  know-had  anything  to  do 

with  the  expenses  of  the  banquet.  

Mr    BARKLEY.     That  statement  was  made  in  some  of  the 
newspapers,  and  It  was  common   rumor  here  at  the  time  It 

^Ibsolve  the  Senator  from  Arizona  of  ever  trying  to  draw  a 
red  hming  across  anybody's  trail,  but  ^^ene^^  ^/^f^2 
t^t  I  ^  rushing  to  the  defense  of  the  steel  inter^ts  I  offer 
only  the  evidence  of  yesterday's  proceedings  In  this  body,  whew 
?  led  the  fight,  m  my  feeble  way.  to  reduce  the  tariff  on  pig 
iron  out  of  which  the  steel  Interests  make  large  profits,  at  least 
ir^h^f  eSJJt     I  am  not  actuated  by  any  prejudice  either  In 

favor  of  or  against  the  steel  interests.       __  ^  ^  .  ...^^ 

As  I  said  irthe  very  beginning.  I  am  actuated  in  mjpo^tlctt 
on  Uiis  manganese  item  by  its  own  position.  Independent  eco. 
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Domlcally  and  u  a  matter  of  JuHt  deaertSw    I  am  not  concemed 
about  Its  effect  on  gteel. 

I  will  nut  resent  the  Senator's  resentment  at  my  hasty  flylDS 
to  the  relief  of  the  Steel  Trust. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  said  the  Senator  did  It  miwlttingly  If  be 
did  It. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  think  I  am  doing  it 
Mr.  ASHURST.  Let  me  at  this  point  commend  tlie  fight  the 
Senator  made  yesterday.  I  sat  behind  him  and  I  was  proud  tc 
follow  his  leadership.  But  I  do  not  like  to  follow  a  leader  whc 
gocH  only  halfway.  I  do  not  like  to  follow  a  leader  who  Roet 
halfway  and,  when  the  8h«>t8  fall  hard  and  fast  and  thick, 
begins  to  beat  a  retreat. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  itosing  as  a  leader.  I  will  gay  t( 
the  Senator  from  Arlsoaa.  But  as  to  every  Item  In  this  tarlf 
bill  1  rote  for  or  against,  I  will  vote  as  a  matter  of  principle 
and  I  am  not  actu)itt><l  now.  and  I  will  not  be  actuated  here' 
after,  by  the  quextion  of  whether  I  haye  in  my  State  a  few 
bucket fula  of  the  material  on  which  we  are  about  to  act  Is 
reference  t«>  the  tariff. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  Senator  then  does  not  refer  to  Arizona 
beoauMe   we  have  more  than   a    few   bucketfnls.     Arizona  can 

supply  not  only  bucketfuls 

ScvKSAL  SaiVAToas.    Carloads. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Tralnloads.  If  the  steel  interests  will  keei 
hands  off.  the  manganese  industry  will  prosper. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  commendation 
bat  1  will  say  that  if  the  Steel  Trust  ever  had  its  grip  on  tht 
■iangan«t«e  Industry  it  was  when  we  put  a  tariff  on  it  six  oi 
seren  years  ago,  undertaking  by  law  to  take  the  grip  of  th( 
Steel  Trust  off  of  the  manganese  industry.  But  we  find  thai 
during  those  seven  years  domestic  production  has  gradually 
gone  down  and  Importations  have  gradually  increased,  because, 
as  I  beUere,  we  are  utterly  incapable  by  any  process  either  nov 
or  hereafter  of  producing  even  20  per  cent  of  the  amount  oi 
manganese  we  need.  Even  during  the  war,  when  there  was  m 
manganese  coming  in  to  speak  of  by  reason  <A.  the  limltatlou  on 
shipping  and  by  virtue  of  war  conditions,  when  the  price  was 
five  times  as  much  as  it  was  anywhere  el^e  in  the  world,  cither 
before  or  since,  we  were  able  to  produce  only  20  per  cent  of  oui 
domestic  consumption:  so  how  can  we  hope  in  the  future  t< 
Increase  it? 

Mr.  TTDIN08.     Mr.  President,  a  point  of  order. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  will  state  the  potni 
of  order. 

Mr.  TYDIN08.  There  is  so  much  confusion  In  the  Chambei 
we  ran  not  hear  what  the  Senator  from  Ariaona  and  the  Sen 
ator  from  Kentucky  are  saying.     [Laughter.] 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Montana  ha^  the 
floor. 

Mr.  WHEELER     As  to  what  the  Senator  from   Kentccky 

charged  with  reference  to  a  banquet  over  whUA  the  Senatoi 

from  Ariaona  presided  I  have  no  knowledge. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  did  not  make  the  charge. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    It  was  an  unfair  Insinuation,  in  my  Judg 

laent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  it  was  unfair,  it  was  the  public  press  an^ 
not  myself  that  was  unfair.  I  simply  asked  the  Senator  if  it 
was  trae.  If  the  Senator  says  it  was  not  troe^  I  accept  hit 
word. 

Mr.  WHEELER  I  am  saying  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
that  I  have  not  any  knowledge  with  reference  to  it  I  am  quite 
confldent  that  It  was  not  true,  trecause  I  did  not  hear  the  rumor 
which  the  Senator  said  was  current  around  the  Capitol,  and 
I  do  not  know  of  anyone  else  who  heard  it  except  the  Senator 
froBB  Kentucky.  But  I  certainly  hope  that  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  does  not  believe,  because  of  the  fact  that  the  Anaconda 
Oo.  was  interested  la  It,  that  it  would  be  any  reason  why  I 
would  be  in  favor  of  It.  That  has  not  been  in  accord  with  my 
actkms  in  the  past.  I  do  not  think  they  would  give  me  credit 
ft>r  goins  out  o<  ay  way  to  do  something  for  them  whicii  1  did 
not  think  was  fair  to  the  country  generally. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  With  that  statement  I  am  in  entire  accord 
Tbete  is  no  man  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  for  whom  I  have 
greater  respect  than  the  Senator  from  Montana,  or  for  whose 
political  and  intellectual  integrity  I  have  a  hli^r  regard.  I 
did  not  Boean  to  insinuate  in  any  way  that  the  Senator  could 
be  actuated  by  any  such  facts.  I  merely  inquired  of  the 
Beaator  whether  the  rumor  or  the  statements  of  the  press  w^ere 
true  in  order  that  we  might  weigh  the  question  of  whether 
their  interest  was  selfish  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  WHEELER  Let  me  lay  to  the  Senator  frmn  Kentucky 
that  neither  the  Anaconda  Co.  nor  any  of  their  representativea 
haveevernnpsdsM  to  vote  for  a  tariff  on  manganese.   Therehas 


l>een  an  organization  here  headed  by  Mr.  Adkerson.  I  think 
he  visited  my  office  on  at  least  two  different  occasions.  But 
the  people  who  have  taken  it  up  with  me  have  l)een  the  miners 
of  Montana,  the  president  of  the  Butte  Copper  &  Zinc  Co., 
which,  I  understand,  has  no  connection  with  the  Anaconda 
Oo.  Anotlier  concern  over  at  Pbillipsburg  has  written  to  me 
in  connection  with  it.  People  in  the  State  of  Virginia  have 
written  to  me  about  it  People  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts 
have  written  to  me  about  it.  The  only  reason  why  I  have 
taken  an  interest  in  it  is  because  of  the  fact  that  I  feel  they 
are  entitled  to  a  tariff  if  any  tariff  on  anything  is  ever  justi- 
fiable. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  discu.ssed  the  situation 
with  Senators  on  both  sides  of  the  Chamber.  I  have  discussed 
the  rates  with  a  number  of  Senators  and  I  am  of  the  opinion, 
after  studying  the  matter  carefully,  that  a  change  in  i»erceiit- 
age  of  content  will  be  more  advantageous  than  an  Increase  In 
the  rate  and  will  .^tand  a  better  chance  of  being  adopted  by  the 
Senate.  Therefore  I  ask  permission  to  withdraw  my  amend- 
ment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  withdraws  hLs  amendment. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  I  now  move  to  perfect  the  text  on  page  56, 
paragra{rfi  302,  line  23,  by  striking  out  "thirty"  and  inserting 
"  ten,"  so  that  the  para.t^^ph  would  read : 

Manganese  ore  or  concentrates  containing  In  excess  of  10  per  cent 
of  metallic  manganese,  1  cent  per  pound  on  metallic  manganese 
contained  therein. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  I  have  two  tables  here  which 
I  want  to  have  inserted  In  the  Reoobd,  with  an  introductory 
explanation  In  each  case,  made  by  Mr.  H.  E.  Miles,  who  is 
president  of  the  Fair  Tariff  League.  First,  I  a.sk  to  insert  as 
a  part  of  my  remarks  the  preliminary  article  prefacing  the 
table  entitled  "  What  the  Pennsylvania  Manufacturers  Get 
from  the  Tariff,"  and  the  accompanying  table. 

The  table  contains  a  list  of  64  articie«  included  in  the  tariff 
and  an  analysis  somewhat  in  detail  showing  the  rate  under 
existing  law  and  the  rate  proposed  by  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee, giving  in  each  case  the  cost  to  the  consumer. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  statement  and  table  are  as  follows : 

WHAT  PRNNSTLVA!fIA   MANCrACTCBESS  OCT  FBOM   THS  TARIIT 

(Fair  Tariff  League,  H.  E.  MileM,  cbainnan) 

Washisqto.i.  D.  C,  October  SI,  J9B. 
Pennsylvania   manufacturers   gain   annually    from    the    present    tariff 
$1,376,000,000.     This  costs  consumers  at  retail  approximately   f2.7B2,- 
000.000. 

During  the  aeven  years'  life  of  the  present  tariff  it  has  given  Penn- 
sylvania manufacturers  $4,991,000,000,  costing  consumers  approximately 
110.000.000.000. 

To  take  an  example,  Pennsylranla  steel  makers  charged  $2.80  to-day 
per  hundred  for  steel  bars,  against  $1.21  in  continental  Europe,  or  two 
and  one-third  times  as  much.  They  charge  57  per  cent  more  thaa 
England's  price,  which  is  $1.79. 

For  25  years,  ever  since  their  consolidations,  our  steel  makers  have 
made  us  pay  for  our  steel  as  if  It  were  made  In  Europe  and  had  paid 
ocean  fTeigbt  and  all  the  Uriff. 

The  net  Income  of  one  Pennsylvania  steel  company  for  the  three 
montha  ending  September  1  last  were  $53,354,320.  This  shows  whether 
the  tariff  Is  for  the  worklngman  or  for  his  employers. 

The  steel  tariff  has  cost  the  public  many  billions  of  dollars  over  and 
above  honest  protection.  Pennsylvania  has  gotten  the  bulk  of  the  tariff 
profit. 

Usioc  precisely  the  umo  methods  as  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
does  in  computing  tariff  rates  and  having  the  computations  made  by 
oae  of  the  most  capable  men  In  this  field  in  the  Qovernment  employ, 
we  find  that  upon  Pennsylvania  products,  free  and  dutiable  combined, 
the  average  Uriff  rate  tn  Pennsylvania's  62  principal  industries  as 
Hated  in  the  ceasoa  is  19.5  per  cent,  which  the  Senate  bill  Increases 
to  22.7  per  cent. 

The  dutiable  products  only  carry  an  average  rate  of  21.1  per  c«nt, 
which  the  Senate  bill  lifts  to  24.6  per  cent. 

The  per  cent  of  factory  wages  to  factory  selling  prices  is  only  19.2 
per  cent 

The  average  rate  on  women's  clothing  Is  64.2  per  oent,  which  the 
Senate  bill  raises  to  71.6  per  cent. 

On  woolen  goods  the  Senate  lifts  the  rate  from  52  per  cent  to  69  per 
cent.  On  glaaa,  from  54  per  cent  to  69  per  cent.  On  shirts,  from  37.5 
per  cent  to  51.5  per  cent. 

For  60  years  the  tariff  has  been  written  by  the  manufacturers  of  the 
Northeastern  States  at  the  expense  of  the  rest  of  the  country. 
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New  Jerwy  gets  $713,000,000  out  of  the  tariff,  costing  consumera 
11,426.000,000.  Massachusetts  gets  more  than  New  Jersey.  New  York 
gets  more  than  Pennsylvania. 

What  aome  collect  others  must  pay.     The  farm   SUtes  of  the  West 
and  South  are  bled  whlt«.     Very  careful  calculations  show  that — 
WtoconBln    loses 1129.  000,  000 

Kfini^it     loses »3-  "''^''  """ 

Nebraska  loses W.  000.  000 

Minnesota  loses ^I?' ^' (^J^ 

South  Dakota  loses if^'R^'^ 

Iowa    loses 119.000,000 

And  look  at  the  Soutli : 

Georgia    losea 109,000,000 

Texas  loses 166,000,000 

This  Is  sectionalism  of  the  worst  sort,  pocket  picking  inside  the 
family — the  East  befooling  the  West  and  South  with  fancy  talk  and 
legalised  robbery,  and  It  befouls  legislation. 

As  said  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  :  "To  lay  with  one 
hand  the  power  of  the  Government  on  the  property  of  the  cltiaon  and 
with  the  other  to  bestow  it  upon  favored  individuals  to  aid  private 
enterprise  and  build  up  favorite  fortunes  is  none  the  less  robbery  be- 
cause It  is  done  under  the  forms  of  law  and  Is  called  taxation." 

It  is  doubtful  If  the  Nation  ever  had  a  newly  awakened  sentiment  In 
a  legislative  body  more  neceasary  and  hopeful  than  the  Senate  coalition 
of  to-day,  which  ia  more  determined  every  hour  to  make  the  tariff  honest 
and  equitable. 


What  the  tuHft  t^t—  her  mamufaeturer»—To  be  added  to  their  priee* 

o»  far  <M  poatfble 

In   62   industries,   86.4   per  cent  of   the   State's   total  ,o*  «/v«  ««* 

production H.  186,  000,  000 

All  Industries,  assuming  same  rates  for  remaining  13.6 

per  cent - — —  1,376,000,000 

Cost  to  consumers  if  added  to  pr*«« 2.  752.  000.  OOP 

Senate  bill :  ,   ._.   ,.-.   .^ 

On  above  86.4  per  cent  of  production 1,  S81.  000,  000 

On   total  production 1,  601,  0(K).  000 

To  coat   consumera - S,  202,  000,  000 


Senate   increase 225.  000,  000 

Costing  consumers 460.  000.  000 

The   responBlbillty   of  Congress  tn   voting  these   aoma  la   the  aame, 
whether  the  grants  are  added  to  price«  in  full  or  leaa. 


Per  cent 

Free     and     dutiable     average 

Uriff    rate 19.  5 

Dutiable    only 21. 1 


Senate  bill 


Per  cent 
22.7 


Senate  bUI 24.  6 

Per  cent  of  wages  to  factory  selling  prices,  19.2. 

Of  62  industries  only  4  are  unprotected — petroleum  refining,  coke, 
newspapers,  and  cement 

President  Qrundy,  Pennsylvania  Manufacturers  AssocUtion,  In  a  recent 
campaign  :  **  Pennsylvanians  !  Because  you  have  enjoyed  much,  you  must 
contribute  liberally  in  aubsUnce  and  energy.*^  They  contributed  lib- 
erally, and  now,  wttii  the  Finance  Committee's  backing,  they  demand  the 
"  enjoyment  "  of  an  additional  $225,000,000  per  annum. 


PtrnfUfUxmia:  SfatHkrw  in4%»trie*  (8e\i  per  cent  of  ttiat  proAMtea)         ^ 
(Basis:  Census  1»1«,  act  1922,  Senate  bill.  Finance  Committee's  "Comparison  of  Rates."  and  Identical  method  when  not  In  Senate^  *  Comparison  "Q 


Order 

of 
mag- 
nitude 


Industry 


Iran  and  steel:  Steel  works  and  rolling  mills. 
Foundry  and  machine  shop  iprodncts 


Iron  and  steel  (blast  furnaces): 

Pig  Iron,  not  alloyed 

FetToalloyt  Cae»  fecroalloytj 


Total. 


9 
10 


13 


Shipbuilding.  Indndlng  boat  building 

811k  Roods,  including  throwsters -- 

Cars  and  general  shop  coostruction  and  repairs,  steam  railroad  oompaniea. 
Leather,  tanned,  oirried,  and  finished. 


Knit  goods: 

Oloves 

Other  knit  gools. 


Total. 


Petroleum,  reflnini{ - i^-\ 

Cars,  steam  railroad,  not  Including  operation  of  steam  railroad  com- 
panies. . 


Bread  and  bakery  products: 
Bread  (yeast,  leavened)  >. 
Other  bakery  jroducts  >.. 


Total. 


Electrical  maehlmry,  apparatus  and  supplies,  except  bmpa; 
Lampe,  incandesaint - — 


Number 
of  estab- 
lish- 
ments 


198 

l.«7 


SB 


38 
373 
IBS 

93 


006 


63 
15 


a;  861 


Value  of 
prodttots 


Census  1910 


DoUatB 
1,290. 49%  000 
300.883.000 


tn,  080^000 
0 


311,0001000 


237,335,000 
331,711,000 
331,534,000 
311,380,000 


2,021.000 
185,040,000 


188,301,000 


178,830,000 
140,879,000 


00,440,000 
06,440,000 


Tariff  rates  ad 
vakMem  equiva- 
lenu  1928  im- 
ports 


Act  of 
1933 


Ptreeat 
2^4 
89.0 


0.8 
38.3 


Senate 
bill 


Percent 
2Si3 
4ao 


88 

la? 


22.4 

55.9 

3914 

.0 


35.3 
02.2 
SLl 
10.8 


09.8 
580 


314 

oa5 


Protection  to  mao- 
ulsctuiecs 


Actor 
1023 


AnUtoa 
ioUmrt 
237 
06 


18 
0 


18 


43 

83 

83 

1 


1 
00 


70 


Free. 
30.0 


Free, 
sao 


132,880.000 


Total. 


15 
10 
17 
18 
19 
30 
21 
32 
33 
34 
36 


27 
38 

29 


Coke,  not  including  ga»-house  coke ... — 

Worsted  goods. 

Printing  and  publishing,  newspapers  and  periodicals 

Tof>8cco,  cigars,  and  dgarrttes. 

Oli^_  _ 

StnKtunil  iron  work,  not  made  in  stoei  works  or  rolling  mills . . 

Clothing,  women's -- 

Chemicals. — 

Clothing,  men's.  

CoD(e<'tioDeryan<  lice  cream 

Flour-mill  and  grist-mill  products — ... 
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Automobiles: 

Motor  trucks  and  busses  > . 
Passenger  cars ' 


Total. 


Cotton  goods...  

Boots  and  shoes,  not  Induding  rubber  boots  and  sboea. 


Paper  and  wood  palp: 

Wood  pulp~. 

Paper 


Total. 


133 

80 

963 

1,605 
103 
145 
616 
86 
003 
830 

1,138 


131,421,000 
1,350,000 


132,074,000 


119,731,000 
118,475,000 
MM,  067,000 
08,371,000 
80,480.000 
79,300,000 
77,474,000 
73,333,000 
73,170.000 
71,13^000 
09,440,000 


Free. 
39.1 


3ao 


0 
30 


0 
U 


31.3 

aao 


sai 

484 


16 


Mil 


MUUon 

*oUvt 

308 

100 


38 
0 


40 
03 
66 
86 


1+ 
00 


70-»- 


0 
43 


0 

16 


81 


16 


Oost  to  oonsomen 


Aelof 
1023 


Jt^UHoa 

MUt* 

474 

100 


86 

0 


80 

100 

100 

3 


3 

138 


140 


0 
78 


0 
80 


Beoata 
biU 


MUn 
686 

318 


S3 


63 


08 
184 
113 

70 


8-I- 
138 


14<H- 


0 
84 


80 


30 


Sa  821, 000 
37,070,000 


08,401,000 


118 
138 


00,404.000 
65,412.000 


2,600,000 
02.  Ida  000 


56 


64,710,000 


Free. 
61.0 

Free. 
27.0 
610 
25.1 
04.3 
23.1 
56  0 

4ao 

83 


Free. 
00.4 

Free. 
27.9 
00.5 
84.0 
7L6 
30.8 
67.0 

4ao 
ia2 


26.01 
26.0  I 


26.0 

lao 


84.4 

LO 


44.1 

2a7 


31 


0 
40 

0 
21 
28 
16 
80 
14 
30 
30 

6 


14 


17 
1 


Free.         Free. 

33.0  80.1 

» 


0 
16 


16 


80 


02 


80 


80 


8a& 


0 
64 

0 
31 
80 

21 
84 

10 
27 
30 

7 


03 


0 
80 

0 
42 
60 
83 
00 
38 
52 
40 
10 


12 
16 


38 


33 

13 


84 

2 


0 

17 


17 


0 

80 


00 
1 


61 


0 
108 
0 
42 
72 
43 
08 
88 
04 
40 
14 


13 
6 


18 


30 


0 
84 


Not  separately  sUted;  estimated  m  proportion  of  magnitude  In  national  production. 
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lodoitry 


It 
tl 

as 

n 

M 
15 

as 
r 

M 
M 
«0 
«1 

«a 

a 

44 

« 
«7 


II  ' 

wi 
n  i 

M  1 

» 

^  \ 
Ml 

WI 

00 

CI 

e 
a 

14 


Plato. 


Tinptatoaadi 

CMMBt 

EaclBM.  tUui.  gaa,  and  ' 

rhecolaU  aad  eocsa  prodncta 

Woolaa  foods .. 

CarpoU  kad  rugs,  other  than  rac 

PriBttBi  aad  pubUshliic,  book  andiob 

.iutomobUo  bodiaaaad  parU 

Brick  and  tilo,  tarra  oottaand  flr»-ci«r  producta 

Dyftt^  and  (iDlshiiif  Ustilas,  eteiaairo  of  that  dofw  1b  textile  miUa. 

Poraitiire 

Iroa  aad  itaai  (oningB,  not  made  In  steal  works  or  rolUng  mills 

Robber  Una,  tubea.  and  robber  cooda.  n.  e.  a 

PalBta 


Lonber  plaatac-mlU  products  not  iBduding  plaains  mills  in  aawmills. 

Braaa,  broBae,  aad  copper  proaucu 

Oas,  fthiminatiBt  and  neatlag.. 

r«roal]oya. — — 

Coadanaad  milk 

.<*t«am  fittlBCB,  and  ateam  and  hot-water  heatlBc  apparatus 

Pieklea,  praaarToa,  and  sancaa — 

OH.  n.  a.  % 

Iron  and  steel,  wroocbt  pipe — 

Lumber  ^ff  ttmbfr  pnrawla............ .................... ............ 

SbMa. 


Iron  aad  iteel,  beifts.  nuts,  wa^era,  and  rivets,  not  nnde  in  rotlinc  mtns 

Olldothand  llnoieum,  iloor 

Automobile  repaihnc 

Wire 

n.  e.s 


Food  preparatioaa, : 

Hata,tar-Mt 

Machine  tools 

Soap 

Copper,  tin,  and  sbeet-iron  work. 


Total  63  Industries  (comprising  86.4  per  cent  ol  total  productloo) 

tree  and  dutiable 

Other  industries 


Grand  total,  Pennsylvania. 


Number 

o(  isUb- 

II  ib- 

mints 


lae 
11 

32 
»4 

10 
108 

« 

11.  a* 

177 

aoa 

101 

ai« 

40 

31 

88 

5S8 

135 

86 

10 

49 

53 

48 

V 

10 

334 

316 

31 

5 

1.350 

11 

145 

20 

32 

S3 

463 


P«ty 


filaugbterlnc  aad  meat  packing,  the  fourteenth  industry  In  slxe,  is  omitted  above. 
aot  alTect  domeatic  prices. 

9vKU  is  PeansylTanla's  eleventh  gmueat  inJustry.    Production  1133.800,000. 

It  6  omitted  (Tom  above  ealctxlatioBii  because  I'ennsylvania  reflnen  get  no  adrantige 
an  adtlltioo  to  prices  from  our  Islands 

The  sugar  duty  Is  of  eoormous  advantage  to  our  inland  sugar-beet  reflnen.  whow 
beet  sad  f«ne  sugar  growers  who  get  only  102,500.000  (or  their  crops  aa  agiUnst  four  ti 

Milpbullding.  the  toortb  iadostry.  ta  not  mentioned  la  the  tariff.     It  is  blgbly 
the  avenge  dumestte  ship  is  50  per  cent  higher  than  foreign  built. 


Mr.  NOKHI8.     I  pow  ask  uuhiiIiiioun  coiifient  to  iniiert  aa  a 

Krt  of  lujr  rvmarkii  an  explanatory  nute  by  Mr.  Miles  fullowtnl 
H  table  In  reference  io  Mu»<sacba$iett8.  The  title  of  tbe  ex- 
plHuufory  preface  is  "Wbat  tue  Preiteut  Tariff  Gives  Masi«achu- 
M>tts  Miinafacturera." 

Tbr  table  relates  to  ubuut  70ci>iun]«)ditle9  analyzed  in  tbe  same 
way  a.H  tbe  64  oommodltles  are  aualyzed  in  tbe  table  Just  placed 
in  tbe  ItBTOBO  relating  to  PennsylTania.  This  table  la  followed 
by  a  llHt  of  some  of  the  commoditie;!  named  in  tbe  bill  giving 
the  tariff  rate  under  exl.ttlng  law  and  the  tariff  rate  under  the 
proiMtwe*!  Senate  Flnam-e  Committee  amendment,  showing  in 
these  cases  I  tblnk  without  exception  an  Increase.  That  Is  fol- 
lowed by  rt  comparison  of  States,  pursuing  tbe  same  method 
shown  Io  tte  other  tables,  showiuK  tbe  profits  (riven  to  the  several 
States  that  are  liste<l  here.  States  well  represented  on  the 
Flnamt^  Committee  by  the  way.  ai»d  giving  the  losses  su-stalned 
by  the  (leople  of  other  States.  I  ask  that  these  tables  and  state- 
ments may  be  lnsertt>d  In  tbe  Rxro«i». 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  statements  and  tables  are  as  follows: 

WHAT  mi  ntaSLTT  TAIIIT  OiriS    M ASSaCHCSITTS    MAMirVACTOKaKS 

(Ifalr  Tariff  League.  H.  E.  Mtlea.  chairman) 

Washingto.n,  D.  C,  Sovemher  i,  JSW. 

As  tb«  following  tablf  shown,  the  present  tariff  glTes  Massacbusetts 
Baaufactnrers,  to  be  added  to  their  prices  as  far  aa  possible,  f814.000,- 
000.     Coetlag  coDsunMrs,  if  added  to  prices.  $1,628,000,000. 

Tbe  Senate  hill  woald  Increase  this  allowance  to  the  manufactnrera  by 
$236,400,000. 

To  coat  consumers  $572,800,000. 

If  the  tariff  on  boot«  and  shoes  and  leather  producta  Is  enacted  as 
tf^OBMnended  in  the  Senate  bill  there  wiU  tie  added  a  farther  $20,000,000. 

Coetlnc  coasuBMrs  $40.01)0.000. 

Note  tlie  statement  and  figures  following  the  large  table.  See  how  far 
the  Nation  and  lU  Congress  hare  ileparted  from  the  honest  simplicity 
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Value  of 
products 


Census  1018 


Tariff  ratss  sd 
valorem  equiva- 
lents 1938  im- 
ports 


Act  of 
1923 


Z>sUar( 

59, 33-2. 000  , 

58.H16.000 

54.540,000 

52. 574. 000  : 

48.660,000  I 

48, 24a  000 

47, 480. 000  ' 

46,153.000 

45, 32V,  000 

43.842.000 

42.  475. 000  I 

43.:i44.000 

36,709.000 

35,792,000 

35.748.000 

35.135.000 

33.496.000 

31.598.000 

31.419.000 

31.029.000 

30.725,000 

36,189,000 

25.  479. 000 

2.\  479. 000 

35,031,000 

34, 775, 000 

23.102,000 

22,806,000 

2a  682, 000 

19,596,000 

19, 434. 000 

17.905.000 

16,797.000 

16,063.000 

14.824.000 


6.086,628,000 
972,  417. 000 


7,  a59, 045, 000 


Per  eent 
80.  1 
12.4 
Free. 
303 
18.6 
51.9 
511 
3&0 
35.0 
35.7 
23.0 
34.9 
37.3 
27.7 
34.0 
.8 
38.5 

3ao 

38.3 
1&9 
33.5 

37.5 
20.9 
10.6 
.8 
37.5 
15.1 
34.9 
23.0 
26.2 
18.7 
56.2 

3ao 

23.4 
40.0 


19.5 
19.5 


10.8 


Senate 

bin 


Per  eeia 
50.1 
12.4 
33.5 
3X1 
35.8 
60.4 
51.6 
26.0 
17.5 
54.5 
37.0 
35.5 
44.3 
37.7 
43.7 
.8 
43.8 

sao 

19.7 
33.9 
35.0 
43.6 

sas 

19.6 
.8 
51.5 
15.1 
38.7 
17.5 
36.9 
30.3 
60.1 

aao 

23.4 

45.0 


Protection  to  man- 
ufacturers 


Act  of 

1933 


22.7 
22.7 


23.7 


MiUion 
Mler« 
32 

7 

0 

9 

8 
17 
16-(- 

9 

9 
13 

8 

11- 
10 

8 

0 
S 

0 

7 

9 

5 

8- 

7 

0 

4 
.3 

T 

8 

S 

4 

4 

a 

8 
4 

3 
4 


Senate 
bill 


MiUion 
ioUari 
22 

7 
10 
10 
16 
33 
16 

0 

6 
18 

0 

114- 
13 

8 
13 
.3 

to 

7 

4-(- 
9 

8+ 
8 
8 
4 

.2 
0 

s 

f 

8 

4-1- 

3-H 

7 

4 

3 

5 


1,186 
190 


1.381 
220 


1.378 


1.601 


Cost  to  consume  ra 


Act  of 
1023 


MUUon 
dotUn 

44 

14 
0 

18 

16 

84 

83+ 

18 

18 

24 

16 

32- 

30 

16 

18 
.0 

18 

14 

18 

10 

16- 


» 


14 
6 

12 
8 
8 
6 

13 
8 
0 
8 


2.372 
380 


3.758 


Senate 
biU 


MiUUm 
4oU»ri 
44 
14 
20 
30 

ao 

44 

33 

18 

13 

36 

18 

33+ 

34 

16 

at 

.8 

30 
14 
8+ 
18 

16+ 

16 

13 

8 

.4 

18 

8 

14 

8 

8+ 
8+ 
14 
8 
6 
10 


2,783 
440 


3,303 


The  Urifl  rates  are  high,  but  imports,  one-half  of  1  per  cent  of  domestic  production,  do 


72.59  per  cent.    Senate  bill  90.49  per  cent. 

from  tbe  duty  which  they  either  pay  to  the  aovernment  on  Cuban  Imports,  or  as 

central  association  pays  $70,000  annually  In  lis  advocacy     It  la  of  little  advantage  to 
•  that  sum.  or  »248.<e0.000,  the  cost  of  the  sugar  lax  to  consumers 
-- '- '  by  a  law  preventing  the  use  of  (oreign  ships  in  coastwise  Uade.    The  price  of 


lin>.s 
potected 


of    the    father    of    protection,    Alexander    Hnmllton,    how    It    baa    come 
about,  and  at  wbat  cost  in  money  and  in  honor. 

MASSACHL-SCTTS  MANCPACTrSBBS 

NOVKMBZB    1,    1029. 

What  the  tariff  noie  givea  them,  to  he  added  to  their  price$  to  far  a* 

POK  title 
H.  E.  Miles,  cbairman  ;  E.  X.  Ludwig.  statistician 
In  64  industries  only,  producing  8^1.7  per  cent  of  Mas- 

sachiL^ettK'    total    manufactures $681,000,000 

.\11   industries,   a-ixumiiig  same  rate*  for  other   16.8  |)er 

cent  of  manufactures 814  000  000 

Cost  to  consumers 1,628,000.000 

Of  the  64  Industries,  only  8  are  unprotected — newspapers  and  periodi- 
cals, leather  and  leather  producta.  and  yt-ast  bread. 

Senate  bill   (omitting  rcesent  free-list  products)  : 

On  abovo  83.7  per  cent  of  production $895,600,000 

On    total    production 1,050,000.000 

Cijwting  consumers 2,  llM).  000.  (MH) 

Senate    linr-ase 236,400.000 

Costing  constimers 

Further  Senate  increase  if  proposwfnew  dutil»8~~on 
leather  and  leather  pnxlucta,  boots  and  sho'-s  are  en- 
acted   

Costing  consumers ZZ-lJlZZ'i 

Tbe  respon-sibility  of  Congress  in  Totlnj*  any  of  these  benefactions  Is 
the  same  whether  the  duties  are  added  in  full  to  prices  or  less  than 
full. 

Per  cent 
Averaue  tarilT  rate,   dutiable  products  only,  omitting  boots  and 
shoes,  etc..  now  free  ; 

I'rew  nt   rarlfT 2A  7 

Senate  bill I-.II""I"""IZ~I  8l!  1 

Per  cent  of  w.igea  to  production r.-Trrrr"     I         Z~Z         Z~  19  1 

The  present  duty  exee^Hls  the  total  average  wngeJcistby              "  40  0 

The  Senate  rates  excee<|  the  total  average  wage  cost  by .  60.  0 

U  Massachusettii  manufacturers  do  not  add  their  present  "bounty" 
(Alexander  Hamilton)  of  $814,000,000  to  their  prices,  why  do  they 
demand  au  additional  $234>.OOO.OOOT 

If  they  add  the  $814,000,000  will  they  not  add  the  $236,000,000,  to 
cost  consumers  in  all  $2,100,000,000? 


572,  800,  000 


20.  000.  000 
40,  000,  000 
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3301 


mnmfaetm 

ws  catf  flU  esK  (•  SMUMSMr* 

Order 

Iadostry 

Nnmbsr 

of  es- 
tablish- 
meats 

Domestio  pro- 
duction   * 

Tariff  ad  valorem 
aqolTalsots 

Proteeticm  to 
numniaoturas 

Coet  to  ooasomers 

of  mag- 
nitude 

C«nsus  1919 

Act  1023 

Senate 
bUI 

Act  1033 

Senate 
bUI 

Act  1033 

Senate 
bill 

1 

Cotton  goods. ................. 

101 

DtUart 
596,687,000 

417,688,000 
34,778,000 

PtreeiA 
34.4 

Free. 
35.0 

P4f  OfWl 
44.1 

3ao 

35.0 

MUUtm 

doUari 

152.7 

0 
8.4 

MUHo* 
ioUmri 

ie&.7 

00.6 
6.4 

AfUfiea 
doUari 

ao&« 

0 
U.8 

MiUitm 
dtlUri 
SOL  4 

2 

BooU  and  shoes,  not  including  rubber  Imots  aad  shoes: 

All  Inathnr  fa'>twmr '                                            , 

130.3 

• 

Other  footwear  ■  .  ........ ...... ............................. 

1Z8 

Total 

403 

442,466,000 

6.4 

76.0 

1Z8 

IS&O 

1 

Worsted  roods                  .      .              . ......... 

71 
131 

574 

111 

47 

237.443,000 

139,505,000 

111,853,000 

105,183,000 

93.377,000 

61.9 

O 
8&0 
51.9 

27.7  ' 

60.4 
16.8 

4ao 

09.4 
27.7 

81.1 
0 

29.0 
35.9 
30.3 

108.5 
21.6 
38.1 
4&1 
303 

16Z3 
0 

68.0 
7L8 
40. « 

217.0 

4 

Leather,  tanned,  curried,  and  finished  ..  .............................. 

412 

5 

Foundry  and  mtchine-shop  products       .... ........... 

00.3 

7 

Woolen  goods  ...... 

96.2 

8 

Rubber  tlree,  tuliee.  and  rubber  goods,  not  elsewhere  spedfled ...... 

Riectrlcal  marhinerv  anmratns  and  sriDolles  eicent  lamne     ......^* 

40.fi 

9 

87.239,000 
4.700,000 

31.2 

sao 

30.1 
48.4 

307 

a8 

300 
1.0 

4t4 

L6 

4ao 

LftmDS.  incBidosoent           .          .  .  . ..•••..•••• 

18 

Total 

110 

91,030,000 

1 

n.5 

21.0 

410 

418 

Paper  and  wood  pulp  (pulp  free)    . 

10 

78 
182 

63 
378 

87,160,000 
86.214,000 
75,  262,  noo 
68,897,000  1 

33.0  • 
Free. 
22.0 

4ao 

36.1 
15.3 
27.0 

4ao 

V 

13.6 
19.7 

23.7 
11.4 
16.7 
19.7 

43.3 
0 

37.3 
30.4 

47.4 

11 

Boot  and  shoe  cut  stock                     .  .                                     

2Z8 

13 
13 

Dyeing  and  flnistiiaK  textiles,  exclusive  of  that  done  in  textile  mills 

Confectionery  and  ice  cream.. 

33.4 
39.4 

14 

Bread  and  bakeiy  products: 

Bread  (yeast  leavened)  ' . .... ..... ..... .......... 

33,009.000 
33.008,000 

Free. 

sao 

Free. 
30.0 

0 
7.6 

0 
7.8 

0 
15.3 

0 

Other  baker y  prodiirt^ '      ....        ,.  »^        ,.  .....      ..... 

11^ 

Total 

1,300 

66,017.000 



7.6 

7.8 

15.2 

15.3 

15 

Textile  machinery  and  parU ^ 

Knit  roods: 

Oloves    

116 

65.  UOl.  000 

37.6 

37.6 

l&O 

18.0 

36.0 

36.0 

16 

63,000 
52, 361. 000 

60.8 
58.6 

32.4 
59.5 

aQ2 

19.4 

&01 

19.6 

a  04 
38.8 

aoi 

Other  knit  roods          ...    ..                ..  ..  . 

99.3 

Total 

77 

52.424,000    ! 

19.4 

10  6 

38.8 

39.3 

17 

Printins  and  nublishiiut.  newsnaners  and  oerlodicals .. 

412 
254 

8 
768 
207 

46.  801.  000 
44,  357.  000 
44, 308, 000 
41,627.000 
41,475,000 

Free. 

3ao 

25.0 
25.0 
55.6 

Free. 

31.0 
25.0 
25.0 
57.0 

0 

las 

8.9 

8.3 

14  8 

0 

ia6 

8.9 

&3 

15.3 

0 

304 
17.8 
1ft.  6 
20.6 

0 

18 

Boot  and  shne  Pfi'lingR                                  .   . .....   . 

31.2 

19 

Boots  and  shoes,  rubber ........,..,.....—....-..- 

17.8 

20 

Printing  and  publishing,  book  and  job . ........ . . 

16.6 

31 

Clothing,  men's 

3a4 

23 

Jewelry: 

Oold  «"'i  piftinnm 

5,536,000 
29,281.000 

sao 

78.2 

sao 

106.6 

2.5 
12.8 

3.5 
17.5 

6.0 
35.6 

5.0 

Other  Jewelry 

._*......« 

810 

Total 

165 

34.817,000 

15.3 

3ao 

306    , 

4ao 

31 

c 
Silk  goods,  including  throwirters 

21 

n 

238 

6 
117 

13 
9 

51 
161 

46 

14 

61 

27 

4 

r 

23 
72 

8 
29 

8 
10 
44 
23 
14 
14 
22 

146 

34, 194.  noo 
30. 970. 000 
3a42h.O0O 
30. 327. 000 
29,  I. W,  000 
28.086.000 
24,  ai.  000 

24,  ai.(«o 

ZI,68U,000 
28,443,000 

22,6;iH,000 
19. 673. 000 
18,730,000 
18,347.000 

n.sai.ooo 

16.  978, 000 
16,  »4;i  000 
16, 000.  (JOO 
14,  972. 000 
13,  SCO.  000 
13,  .594, 000 
13,  552, 000 
13.473,000 
13,  299, 000 
I3,11H,000 
12, 763. 000 

12,625,000 

.V5.9 
22.4 
64.2 
18.5 
46.3 
8.4 
26.2 
rW.O 
34.9 
30.0 

20.4 
104.2 
22.4 
40.0 
23.1 
19.9 
38.5 
33.2 
53.5 
27.5 
5Z1 
32.1 
32.5 
37.3 
20.0 
21.2 

19.1 

62.2 

25.3 

71.6 

35.8 

49.1 

16.  5+ 

26.9 

30.0 

35.5 

30.0 

31.1 

110  3 

22.4 

4.V0 
26.8 
20.0 
42.8 
23.0 

s:i.6 

27.5 
51.6 
3Z6 
35.0 
44  2 
20.0 
22.0 

19.1 

113 
5.7 

11.9 
47 
9.2 
2L2 
5.1 
5.6 
6.1 
5.4 

5.1 

lao 

3.4 

5.2 
3.2 
2.8 
4.7 
4.0 
5.2 
3.0 
4.7 
3.3 
3.3 
3.6 
2.2 
2.2 

2.0 

13.6 
6.4 

13.3 
0.2 
0.8 
4.8 
5.3 
S.6 
6.3 
5.4 

5.4 

lao 

8.4 

5.0 
3.8 
Z8 
5.2 
2L8 
5.2 
3.0 
4.6 
13 
8.6 
4.3 
Z2 
2.3 

2.0 

24.8 
11.4 
21.8 

0.4 
18.4 

4  4 

ia3 

11.2 
1Z2 

las 

10  2 

30.0 

6.8 

ia4 

6.4 
6.0 
0.4 
8.0 

ia4 

6.0 
0.4 
6.6 
ft.6 
7.2 
44 
44 

40 

27.3 

34 

Irnn  and  «'*el,  «te"l  wnrltn  anrl  rolling  mills 

1X8 

25 

Clothing,  women's ..."1......... .. ... 

38.0 

36 

Chocolate  and  cocoa  products........................................... 

18.4 

27 
28 

Tools,  not  elsewhere  specified..... . .,....„... . ....... 

Cordage  and  twine 

10.6 
&6 

29 

Wire 

ia4 

30 

31 

Gas,  illuminating  and  heating 

Furniture 

1L3 
I&4 

32 

M  achine  toob 

ia8 

33 

Cars,  and  general  shop  construction  and  repairti  by  steam  raUroad 
oomiianies ........... ........ ................... 

ia8 

34 

Cutlery  and  edge  tools ..... ....... .................. ... 

31.2 

35 

8osp 

0.8 

36 

Ordnance  and  (My»»«or4#"     , 

11.8 

37 

Chemicals 

7.0 

38 

ColTee  HP'I  spic",  rnest'nR  »nrf  BTinfJing.  , , , . 

18 

39 

Brass,  bronte,  and  copper  products... 7 ... ... 

ia4 

40 
44 

47 

Motorcycles,  bicycles,  an'l  parts ...._„............,....... 

Saoi^enlers,  garter^,  and  elastic  woven  goods 

Belting  and  hose,  rubber  ......... . . ..... ... . 

5.6 

ia4 

6.0 

48 

CarpeU)  and  rujjs,  other  than  rag ..... 

0.3 

49 

Paper  goods,  not  elsewhere  specified 

6.6 

SO 

Steam  fittings  and  sieam  and  hot -water  healing  apparatus 

7.3 

51 
52 

Iron  and  steel  forgings,  not  made  in  steel  works  or  rolling  mills 

Emery  and  other  abrasive  wheels 

8.6 
14 

53 

f^ann'"K  f^^<^  pitwuwving,  fl.sh 

16 

54 

Lumlaer,  planing-mill  products,  not  includiiig  planing  mills  connected 
with  sawmills- 

10 

u 

Automobiles: 

Motor  trucks  and  busses ' ..... 

,1, 647, 000 
6,901,000 

25.0 
25.0 

25.0 

lao 

1.1 
L4 

LI 
.6 

Z3 
Z8 

Z3 

Passenger  cars  ' . 

L3 

Total 

8 

12.548^000 

2.5 

L7 

5.0 

14 

56 

Optical  goods . ......... 

29 

362 

13 

7 

15 

24 

81 

97 

18 

137 

40 

94 

172 

12.038.000 

ii,,seo,ooo 

la  S«9. 000 

ia:«6.ooo 

10.286,000 
«.  990.  000 
9,603,000 

9.  lOh,  noo 

8,4«.S.090 
8,316,000 

h,  a-w,  000 

8,180,000 
8.177,000 

44  5 
1          27.9 
36.0 
30.0 
51.1 
28.1 
18.7 
57.2 
{          59. 0 
40.0 
55.7 
27.5 
1&3 

4H.8 

27.9 
\        36.0 

35.0 
1        51.6 

27.8 

'      aa2 

.S7.2 
85.0 
45.0 
56.0 
27.5 
15.2 

3.7 
2.5 
29 
24 
3.5 
2.2 
1.5 
3.3 
3.2 
2.4 
3.0 
1.8 
LI 

11 
Z5 
ZO 
Z8 
8.5 
Z3 
L6 
3.3 
3.5 
Z7 
3.0 
L8 
LI 

7.4 
6.0 
&8 
18 
7.0 
14 
10 
6.6 
6.4 
18 
6lO 
16 
X3 

13 

57 

TnKftrtvi,  eipir*,  and  CfglT^tt^ 

10 

58 

Enveloiies    . ....... .... .. ....... 

18 

50 

Pumps,  steam 

18 

60 

Felt  goods ......................... 

7.0 

01 

Druggists'  preparations.. .. ............. ......... 

14 

62 

Food  preparations,  not  elsewhere  specified . . . . 

12 

63 

Patent  medicines  and  compounds . 

6.6 

64 

Silversmithing  and  silverware . .. 

7.0 

65 

66 

Copper,  tin,  and  sheet-iron  work .. _.......—... 

Cotton,  small  wares ........ . 

14 
10 

67 

Bnnkbinrljnfr  unH  hlank-bnok  making        ,          .    x                     

16 

68 

Mineral  and  soda  waters ." 

Z3 

>  Not  separately  stated;  estimated  in  proportion  of  magnitude  in  national  production. 
■  Almost  entirely  free. 
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CONGRESSIONAL  RE 

Torlff  bmeflf  U  MaumrhmaetU  mmmmfftnrtrt , 


2 


Orttar 
ofmac- 


IndiBtry 


MiMtal  I 

70    rttnei  artlda,  not  tlMwtMn  spedflad. 


ToUl  M  IndvtriM  Vtn»  and  dntl»bt«)  (83.7  per  eaot  of  totel  pro- 

doetloa  tn  SUU) 

OUmt  iDdivtriM. 


OimiMl  total  iBdostriw  («xo«pt  itoiwburhig  and  vmX  pacing). 


DatIsM*  only  (Mt  1023)  omiUlnc  leatb«r  products,  bread,  and  o«wspa- 
pen  thxn  total  64  iudustriaa.  and  proportionate  amount  from  balance 
of  M.Spar  OMrt  ramainint  tadustriea 


Nnmbei 
of  ea- 

tabliafa 
mama 


1^ 


eaattfbteriM  and  meat  packing  it  omitted  from  above  table  baeaaae  imports  are  neclii 
4f»»>rw<^rTi>miit/>«'«  biclMBt  duty  (carTiaMB  ezoeptedj  m  America's  first  tarill  was 
Note  tba  (oUowlng  dutiaa.    Do  the  pay  rulb  require  tbem?    liae  laat  eolumn. 


Tba  paar  voHaa's  Jawatry  (1.  a..  oCber  tban  goM  aod  piatinom). 

Cuttary  aod  od«e  toola,  a« 

A  poor  gM'i  alam  i ' 

A  efeaap  pookatkaiie. 

Wc 


Knit  fooda,  oCiiar  than  eIotm. 

8ltt  foods  (tnetadinc  tbravstan) 

riodikw.  wooMn't 

Bias,  hroaaa,  aod  oappw  prodaato... 

Carpati  aod  rav.  oUier  than  rag 

SUeer  MiUhtoc  and  iilTarwaM 

Optical  looda 

CoOoa.  amall  wane 


TlHI 


iwbo 


tbaaa  datlee  tbonght  only  U  tbeir  o«m  ptoftts. 


TBI  oiar  or  rr  all 
A  eontntt  »y  «t«<«a— rar^  pr^tt  mm!  toacM 


Hrm  Jcroar $«1S.  000.  000 

l^miUM..Z. 17393,000.  000 

MAMachuaptts 814,  000.  000 

OonaartJcnt- 555-  SIS'  JJSS 

Rhode  laland  (prvUmlaary  eatlmata) 207.  000.  000 

New  Tork  (ptvQjDiiMtrywtlmaU) 1.  800,  000.000 


Loaai 


Naliraaka. 

Wlaeonaln 

Booth  Dakota 

Texaa 

0«org1a 

Mlnneaota 

Kanaaa. 


ppnaaylTania,  fanaera  ool/. 

IlUaols.  faimers  only 

Iowa 


—         62, 

129. 

30. 

177. 

109. 

123, 

86. 

41, 

43, 

119. 


056,000 
000,000 
844.  000 
(KX>,  000 
783,  000 
000.  000 
225,  UOO 
662.000 
440.000 
000.  000 

New  York  dothlert  paaa  on  mach  of  N«w  York'a  receipts  to  the  textile 
makvra  In  tlicac  other  8Ut««  In  the  hlgti  coat  of  their  materlala. 

The  UrUr  la  written  by  the  Northeaat  for  the  Northeaat,  at  the  ex- 
penae  of  the  Weat  and  Sooth.    Thia  la  aeetlonallsiB  of  the  wont  aort. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  Pre«ident,  I  ask  to  haTe  printed  In  the 
Rboobo  a  letter  from  K.  M.  Loate,  president  of  the  General 
Mansaneve  Corporation,  of  Detroit,  Mich. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rbcoiii^  aa  follows : 

Dvraorr,  Mich.,  X'ot>«aiber  1.  JSn. 
Seaator  Paraa  Noaaanc, 

Scaala  OJIcw  BnOiing,  Wtakimoton,  Jk  C. 

Daaa  Sematob  Noaaaca  :  While  talking  with  you  in  Waahington  yoa 
ezpreaaed  a  dealra  for  farther  information  and  facta  concaxnlng  the  ouui- 
gaaeae  aitoation.  8o  you  may  hare  theae  on  file.  I  am  enumerating  the 
more  Importaat  points. 

1.  Manganese  ia  caaential  In  the  raanufactura  of  ateeL 

2.  No  aubatltute  haa  ever  been  dlscoTered. 

t.  Approximately  800,000  tons  of  50  per  cent  ere  are  eonatimed  a  year 
la  thia  country. 

4.  About  95  per  cent  of  our  requireatcnts  are  imported  from  Ruwia, 
BrasU,  and  IndU. 

B.  United  Sutea  Steel  owna  depoalta  in  BraalL 

•.  Bethlehem  Sted  or  ita  oAcera  are  financially  intercated  in  the 
Bnaalaa  depoalta. 

7.  The  manganese  ores  found  ia  Ruaaia,  India,  and  Braall  contain 
from  48  to  SO  per  eent  manganese,  and  are  conaidcrad  higta-grada  ores. 
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Domestic  pro- 
duction 


Census  1919 


DoUan 
8,  IS,  000 
7,932,000 


1.364.553.000 
6M,  391,000 


3.90a944.000 


Tariff  ad  valorem 
equivalents 


Act  1922 


Per.  cent 

4ao 
4ao 


aa9 
aa9 


ao.9 


Senate 
bill 


Protection  to 
manufactures 


Act  1922 


I  \rtUU>n 

Per  emt  doUart 

4aO  I  2.8 

42:0  2.3 


27.4 
27.4 


681.0 
133.0 


27.4 


814.0 


=f= 


Senate 
bill 


MiUion 
doUari 

a.3 

Z3 


805.0 
174.4 


1.070.0 


a,  048, 904. 000 


38.7 


31.1 


813.9 


1.060.4 


Cost  to  consumers 


Act  1922 


MiUion 

ioUart 

4.6 

4.6 


1.362.0 
366.0 


1.628.0 


1.627.8 


Senate 
bill 


MiUion 
doUart 
4.6 
4.6 


1,791.2 
348.8 


2,140.0 


3,100.8 


iKi|>le  and  have  no  effect  on  domestic  prices. 
per  cent. 


Aotof 
1932 


Pit  etnt 

78.2 

104.2 

132.5 

173.0 

51.9 

58.6 

55.9 

64.2 

38.5 

52.1 

59.0 

44.6 

6A7 


Senate 
bill 


PtreM 
106.6 

iia3 

202.5 
232.0 
69.4 
M.6 
63.2 
71.6 
42.8 
«L6 
65.0 
48.8 
M.0 


Factorv 

sales  price 

going  to 

labor 


Per  eent 

aii 


21.0 
23.0 
18.7 
19.9 
17.9 
26.2 


34.3 


America  has  Tery  little  ore  of  this  quality. 
!  K  Aaierlca  doea  have  over  200,000,000  tona  of  low-grade  ore  running 
10  to  20  per  cent. 

iO.  Recent  scientific  research  has  proven  it  is  possible  to  take  these 
lot 'grade  ores  and  by  treating  them  produce  a  product  of  better  grade 
tbiin  foreign  orea. 

il.  There  are  five  methods  of  treatment,  the  outstanding  ones  bring 
oil  flotation  (developed  by  Bureau  of  Mines)  and  chemical  leaching  (de- 
veloped by  Mr.  Wilson  Bradley  at  University  of  Minnesota  and  Prof. 
A.  T.  Sweet  at  the  Michigan  College  of  Mines). 

L2.  These  metboda  and  their  application  to  low-grade  ores  is  nothing 
revolutionary.  The  copper  people  have  done  It  for  years  and  to-day  the 
lotF-grade  copper  ores  (running  as  low  aa  15  pounds  to  the  ton)  account 
for  a  large  part  of  our  domestic  production.  After  years  of  development 
thi  y  are  able  to  produce  cheaper  than  the  high-grade  deposits. 

13.  Thia  company  has  acquired  by  purchase  or  lease  105.000  acres 
anund  Chamberlain,  8.  Dak. 

L4.  Nearly  a  year  of  engineering  work  in  the  field  baa  proven  a 
tonnage  of  fifty  to  one  hundred  million  tona  of  ore  running  16  to  18 
per  cent  manganese. 

L5.  This  ore  haa  no  overburden  and  can  be  mined  by  open-pit 
m«thoda. 

16.  A  year'a  research  work  in  the  laboratories  has  developed  a  com- 
m<rcial  proceaa  for  the  treating  of  this  particular  ore. 

17.  Our  ore  reserves  will  enable  this  deposit  alone  to  supply  one- 
third  of  oar  domestic  requirements  for  100  years. 

L8.  In  competition  with  foreign  ores  we  are  handicapped  by  the 
fol  lowing  conditions  : 

(a)  Many  times  as  much  material  to  handle. 

(b)  AH  ore  must  be  treated. 

(c)  The  freight  rate  from  Chamberlain.  8.  Dak.,  to  Pittsburgh  is 
grater  than  transportation  coats  from  Russia  to  Pittsburgh. 

(d)  American  labor  costs  a  great  deal  more. 

19.  American  efliciency  and  Ingenuity  can  overcome  some  of  these 
handicaps  but  not  alL 

20.  To  enable  the  domeatlc  producer  to  compete  with  foreign  ores  a 
tajiff  is  essentlaL 

£1.  Onr  experience  daring  the  late  war  proved  the  serloosncss  of 
be  ng  without  a  domestic  source  of  supply  of  this  important  mineral. 

22.  Tbe  War  Department  have  pat  themselves  on  record  aa  favoring 
tb^  development  of  a  domestic  industry  as  a  matter  of  self -protection 
in  case  of  national  enaergency. 

23.  In  1922  Congress  recognizing  the  necessity  of  developing  a 
domestic  industry  placed  a  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  oo  oraa  containing 
80  per  cent  manganese  or  over. 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5303 


34.  This  stimulated  an  tntereat  In  this  metal,  and  haa  resulted  In  the 
discovery  of  deposits  totaling  at  least  200.000.000  tons  of  low-grade  ore. 

26.  The  discovery  of  the  low-grade  ore  stimulated  scientific  research 
and  the  development  of  procesaea  to  handle  this  ore. 

26.  Laboratory  research  Is  slow  work  and  can  only  be  developed  so 
fast.  It  took  Utah  Copper  Co.  eight  years  to  produce  copper  after  the 
ore  was  proven.     Metallurgical  methods  had  to  be  worked  out. 

27.  Since  1922  there  has  been  expended  in  the  development  of  do- 
mestic manganese  ^sources  at  least  $5,000,000  that  I  personally 
know  of. 

28.  Not  one  penny  of  this  has  been  spent  by  any  steel  company. 

29.  These  projects  are  Just  starting  to  produco,  and  in  1930  will  un- 
doutitedly  account  for  25  i>er  cent  of  our  requirements. 

80.  The  present   duty   is  equivalent   to   14  cents  on  a   ton  of  steel. 

31.  The  steel  interests  want  manganese  put  on  the  free  list.  They 
claim  It  increases  the  cost  of  steel  to  the  con.sumer. 

82.  Mr.  Block,  chairman  of  the  board  of  Inland  Steel,  stated  before  the 
Finance  Committee  the  saving  would  be  passed  on  to  the  consumer. 

8."?.  If  the  steel  Interests  are  so  worried  about  the  consumer,  why  do 
they  not  cut  their  prices.  Recent  earning  statements  show  they  could 
cut  the  price  of  steel  $4  a  ton  and  still  have  a  handsome  return  on  their 
Invested  capital. 

34.  Not  satisfied  with  their  present  prosperity  they  are  asking  for 
additional  increases  on  steel  products  in  the  present  tariff  bill,  while 
asking  for  decreases  on  all  raw  materials. 

3.5.  The  tariff  on  steel  products  bus  coat  the  American  public  billions 
in  the  last  six  years. 

36.  No  reasonable  person  objects  to  the  steel  interests  having  adequate 
tariff  protection.     American  industry  should  be  protected  at  all  costa. 

87.  But  why  should  the  steel  industry  adopt  a  policy  of  high  duties 
on  what  they  produce  and  free  trade  on  what  they  buy. 

38.  For  50  years  the  manufacturer  has  been  protected  at  the  expense 
of  the  producer  of  raw  materials. 

30.  Ill  January,  the  case  on  manganese  was  presented  by  both  sides 
to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  The  tariff  was  retained  by  thii 
committee. 

40.  On  June  25.  28,  and  27,  testimony  under  oath  was  given  to  the 
subcommittee  of  the  Finance  Committee  by  both  sides. 

41.  On  July  26,  the  Finance  Committee  after  reviewing  thia  evidence 
voted  7  to  4  to  retain  the  preitent  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  but  extended 
it  to  apply  to  10  per  cent  instead  of  30  per  cent  ores  as  at  present. 

42.  On  August  14  the  Finance  Committee  reconsidered  the  manganese 
rate  and  voted  6  to  5  to  place  it  on  the  free  list. 

43.  If  the  steel  interests  were  able  to  submit  further  evidence  we 
should  hsve  been  given  the  same  opportunity. 

44.  At  Pueblo,  Colo.,  November  3,  1928,  President  Hoover  made  a 
speech  In  which  he  said,  "  Manganese  could  scarcely  be  produced  except 
for  protective  tariff." 

45.  The  manganese  industry  needs  the  following  tsrlff  protection : 
Ten  per  cent  ores,  duty  free;  10  to  20  per  cent  ores,  one-half  cent  a 

pound  ;  20  to  26  per  cent  orea,  1  cent  a  pound ;  and  25  per  cent  and  over 
ores,  1%  centa  a  pound. 

46.  Senator  Oddib  intends  to  Introduce  an  amendment  asking  for  this 
protection. 

47.  Even  with  this  rate  of  duty  the  price  of  manganese  will  be  lower 
than  the  average  price  for  the  past  five  years  (according  to  Tariff  Com- 
misaion  figures),  due  to  the  decline  in  world's  prices. 

48.  This  is  the  same  rate  of  duty  that  applies  on  lead  and  sine  ores. 

49.  The  present  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  on  ores  of  30  per  cent  or 
lower  is  not  enough  protection. 

50.  South  Dakota  hax  approximately  50  per  cent  of  all  the  manganeae 
in  America  and  will  undoubtedly  be  tbe  largest  producer. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Genbbal  Manqanbbk  Cokporatiom, 
K.   M.   Lkutb.  Pretident. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Masaachusett*!  subsequently  said:  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  intended  to  make  a  brief  statement  In  opposition  to  the 
anietulnient  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada  when  the  item  of 
man^aiiefle  wa»  pending  before  the  Senate.  My  absence  from 
the  Chamber  prevented  me  from  doing  so  l)efore  the  roll  call. 
I  now  ask  to  have  inserted  in  the  Rixx>bo  preTions  to  tbe  taking 
of  the  vote  my  views  on  that  subject. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  leave  is  granted. 

The  statement  of  Senator  Wal«h  of  MaHsachuaetta  is  as 
follows : 

Mr.  President.  In  my  Judgment,  there  has  been  more  misrepresentation 
of  facts  on  this  subject  than  perhaps  upon  any  other  in  the  whole  tariff 
bill.  I  do  not  occupy  the  position  of  being  directly  interested,  although 
a  great  deal  of  correspondence  has  come  to  me  from  stock  investors  In 
manganese  companies  and  also  from  my  constituent  who  claims 
to  have  manganese  deposits  on  his  premises. 

I  think  a  good  deal  of  the  misinformation  ia  dne  to  the  extravagant, 
if  not.  indeed  fraudulent  statements  of  the  large  number  of  atock- 
promotion  companiea  claiming  to  deal  in  this  mineral  product.  I  have 
la  my  possession  four  of  these  and   I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 


these  statementa  of  great  profits  were  made  before  this  tariff  bill  came 
here. 

First.  The  General  &Ianganeae  Corporation  of  South  Dakota  has 
issued  a  prospectus  entitled  "  Fortunes  in  the  Earth."  I  find  that  thia 
corporation  is  incorporated  for  $1,500,000.  It  baa  issued  385.000  shares. 
200.000  shares  of  which  have  been  offered  to  the  public  at  fl2.50  per 
stiare.  On  page  49  of  this  proapectus  I  find  under  the  head  "  The 
Profit  Possibilities."  the  following: 

"  The  profits  will  vary  with  the  duty  on  manganeae.  •  •  •  In 
entlmatlng  tbe  profits,  the  unit  of  manganese  is  used,  as  that  is  cus- 
tomary in  tbe  Industry.  On  the  basis  of  a  minimum  tonnage  of  150 
tons,  the  net  daily  profits  are  estimated  at  $2,345  and  the  yearly  profit 
at  $703,500." 

Mark  you,  these  nfoflts  are  to  be  upon  an  investment  of  $1,500,000. 

Turning  to  Government  reports  prepared  by  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  I 
find  that  there  was  no  production  of  manganese  In  South  Dakota  in  the 
year  1928.  I  further  find,  turning  to  the  document  Issued  by  the 
United  States  Department  of  Commerce,  published  In  1929,  Mineral  Raw 
Materials,  page  198,  the  following: 

"  The  maximum  reserves  of  bigb-grade  manganeae  ore  in  tbe  United 
States  were  estimated  In  1923  to  amount  to  1.545.000  tons,  but  to  ha 
available  only  at  a  price  greatly  in  excess  of  that  which  has  prevalle<l 
in  tbe  past  five  years.  Under  present  methods  of  utilisation  of  this  min- 
eral the  United  States  does  not  pot^sess  within  its  political  boundaries 
sufficient  ore  of  a  commercial  grade  to  meet  its  requirements,  and  it 
seems  reasonable  to  suppose  from  the  example  cited  that  even  at  times 
of  stress  its  limited  resources  render  it  dependent  upon  its  foreign 
source  of  supply." 

This  statement,  issued  by  the  Government  In  a  document  of  thia  year. 
referring  to  tbe  reserves  for  tbe  whole  United  States,  atatea  that  the 
amount  of  tons  of  manganese  available  in  1923  would  be  entirely  ex- 
hausted in  two  years  if  mined,  as  the  annual  consumption  is  800,000 
tons. 

Second.  The  next  prospectus  which  I  have  before  me  U  issued  by  tha 
Manganeae  Ore  Co.  (Inc.).  of  Johnson  City,  Tenn..  in  January  of  1929. 
The  capital  of  thia  company  is  125,000  abarea  at  $1  a  atiare.  Under 
the  title  of  "  Profits  "  this  prospectus  states :  "  Tbe  price  at  mill  ranges 
as  high  as  $23.50  per  ton ;  tbe  cost  of  production  at  delivery  will  run 
around  $10  per  ton.  This  meana  profit !  "  In  other  words,  this  pro- 
spectus is  claiming  that  the  company  can  produce  manganese  at  a  profit 
of  $13.50  per  ton,  which  is  in  excess  of  the  existing  tariil  on  manganeK 
and  Is.  indeed,  in  excess  of  tbe  price  that  manganeae  sells  for  without 
duty  at  American  porta.  The  proapectus  states  that  tbe  company  owiui 
two  waabing  planta,  39  acres  of  mineral  land  at  fee,  40  acrea  under 
lease,  haa  approximately  5,000  acres  of  land  under  leaae  in  Tennessee, 
and  so  forth.  Turning  to  the  Government  reports  I  find  that,  aa  in  th« 
case  of  South  Dakota,  the  State  of  Tenneseee  has  a  very  limited  aupply 
of  manganese.  In  tact.  In  1928  It  produced  only  55  tons,  about  1 
carload,  worth  about  $700  or  $800. 

Third.  The  next  proapectua  I  have,  issued  in  January.  1929,  is  by  tha 
Brunswick  Terminal  k  Hallway  Securities  Co.,  of  Georgia,  issuing  stocka 
through  a  member  of  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  having  a  total  of 
150,000  sbarea.  It  states  that  it  is  expected  that  at  capacity  operationa 
tbe  company  will  "  obtain  profits  of  $16.89  per  ton."  On  this  baais  the 
"  net  profits  will  be  more  than  $8  a  share  on  the  150.000  outstanding." 
The  profit  claim  of  $16.89  per  ton  is  $5.69  per  ton  in  excesa  of  the 
present  duty  on  manganese.  The  total  production  in  Georgia  in  1928, 
by  the  Government  flgurea,  waa  4.727  tona. 

Fourth.  Another  proapectua.  issued  In  1928.  that  I  have,  ia  by  tlia 
Cuban-American  Manganese  Corporation.  120  Broadway.  New  York  City. 
This  company  solicits  American  capital  to  produce  manganeae  in  Cuba, 
and  it  points  out  in  its  prospectus  that  the  "  Cutwn  orea  come  into  the 
Untied  States  under  a  reciprocal  treaty  free  of  duty  as  compared  with 
approximately  $11.20  per  ton  on  manganese  from  other  aources.  It  can 
therefore  be  expected  that  the  Cuban-American  Manganese  Corporation 
will  profit  at  least  to  the  extent  of  saving  of  freight  rates  and  the 
United  States  duties."  This  company  proposes  to  aell  140,000  shares 
at  $20  a  share.  Thua,  according  to  tbe  atatement  of  thia  company,  the 
duty  is  the  principal  factor  in  the  profita  of  thia  promotion. 

How  many  more  prospectnres  have  been  iasued  I  do  not  know.  One 
thing  ia  certain  :  If  a  high  duty  is  levied  upon  manganese  there  is  every 
reaaon  to  expect  that  these  stock-promoting  ventures  will  multiply  and 
thouaanda  of  innocent  people  will  loae  their  money  invested  in  "wild- 
cat "  undertakings.  The  prospectus  referred  to,  I  believe,  would  bear 
investigation  by  the  proper  Government  autborltiea. 

Mr.  President,  I  inquire  can  manganese  be  produced  in  this  country 
and  can  its  production  be  expanded  T  Yea ;  but  in  my  Judgment  It  never 
can  be  expanded  aufllclently  to  meet,  at  any  price,  the  requirements  of 
tliis  country.  It  is  being  produced  in  Montana  now  by  the  Anaconda^ 
Copper  Co.  In  1928  tbe  production  of  manganese  in  Montana,  includ- 
ing all  gradeo  of  ore.  was  26,733  tons,  which  was  more  tban  half  of  all 
tbe  manganeae  produced  in  thia  country.  The  total  consumption  of 
manganese  in  this  country  Is  approximately  800,000  tons.  The  total 
production  of  manganeae  In  the  United  States,  including  Montana,  waa 
46,636  tona  of  all  grades  of  ore  in  1928.  Nowhere  except  in  Montana 
Iina  a  real  effort  been  made  to  mine  manganeae  on  a  commercial  baaia. 
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T^f  IB  l»»v  witb  «  torlir  proteettre  doty  of  about  8S  p«  cent  ad 
Talorem.  only  approximately  5  per  e«nt  of  the  domestic  reqalrementa 
was  produced.  An  examination  of  the  deposits  of  manganese  In  Mon- 
U«a  rereais  the  fart  that  their  total  reserre  U  approximately  1,000.000 
towi.  Upon  OoTemment  eatlmatea.  therefore,  if  It  was  ponslble  to  mine 
all  the  manfcanew  in  Montana  at  one  time  the  supply  would  only  be 
enouKh  to  take  care  of  th*  dom«>stle  consumption  for  a  very  abort  time, 
lode^l,  the  authorities  of  the  Anaconda  Copper  Co.  state  that  their 
output  Is  limited.  I  quote  Mr.  Pumpelly,  who  appeared  before  the 
Beiiatr  Plnaniv  Committee,  repreaentlnc  Domestic  Maniranese  *  Derelop- 
ment  Co..  Butte.  Mont. :  "  •  •  •  We  hare  a  potential  production  of 
72.000  tons  per  year  "—this  against  a  domestic  consumption  of  800,000 
tons. 

In  m>«y  to  Senator  Kiwo.  of  Utah,  before  the  finance  Committee  of 
the  Senate  when  asked  about  the  quanUty  of  mangaoeM  ofe  in  Mon- 
tana. Mr.  Pumpelly  stated  : 

"  The  eirtimatea  are  confusing.  They  are  rarled.  They  are  optimistic 
anil  they  are  peaalmlatlc.  1  think  I  would  be  willing  to  take  Dortor 
U-lth  on  that     •     •     •. 

"  Senator  Ki:«o.  You  do  not  insist  that  there  Is  any  rery  large  amount 
of  the  high  grade  ore  aTallabie? 

"  Mr.   PvurmLLT.  Not  any  tremendoua  amount." 
Dr.  C.   K.   I^lth.  director  of  the  geological  department  of  the  Unl- 
rendty  of  Wlaronsln.  Madison.  Wis.,  states: 

"Assuming  that  all  these  problems  were  solved  In  Montana  •  •  • 
and  giving  It  very  liberal  extensions  beyond,  I  think  a  figure  of  some- 
thing like  8,000,000  tons  la  a  very  large  figure  for  the  available  ore  In 
that  district,  and  there  again  I  should  hesitate  very  much  to  take  any 
buainean  man  out  there,  or  any  professional  colleague,  and  attempt  to 
ahow  him  8.000,000  tons." 

If  these  figures  mean  anytbluK,  they  mean  that  there  are  not  sufflclent 
deposits  of  manganese  ore  in  Montana  (which  Is  admitted  to  be  the 
principal  source)  to  take  care  of  the  domestic  consumption  for  but  a 
few  years. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  now  consider  some  of  the  other  producing  areas. 
There  are  small  deposits  being  worked  In  Arkansas  which  In  1928 
produced  8.62S  tona  of  ore  of  Insigntflcant  value.  Small  deposits  In 
Georgia  In  1928  produted  4.727  tons  of  ore.  Small  deposits  In  New 
Mexico  in  1928  producttl  2.627  tons  of  ore.  Small  deposits  In  North 
Carolina  produced  a  toUl  of  10  tona  of  ore  In  1928.  Produrtlon  of 
manganese  In  Virginia  In  1928  was  2,847  tons,  and  the  ore  produced  In 
Ariaona  In  1928  totaled  8,507  tona.  The  ore  produced  in  Arisona  was 
ralued  at  only  |S6.500. 

Mr.  l*r*8ident.  It  is  apparent  from  the  above  facts  that  with  a  duty 
of  88  per  cent  ad  valorem  the  amount  of  manganese  ore  that  has  been 
produced  la  this  country — less  than  5  per  cent — is  inslgnlllcant  com- 
pared with  the  doasestlc  reqalrvroenta.  If  these  tacts  mean  anything, 
they  mean  that  users  of  Baaganeae  ore  In  this  country  most  purcbaae 
on*  In  foreign  countries  and  import  this  ore  and  pay  the  duty  that  la 
levied.  As  that  duty  la  certain  to  be  passed  oo  to  the  army  of  Ameri- 
can coBSOSMrs,  It  means  users  of  steel  In  every  form  from  office  boild- 
lags  to  tin  eaaa  and  barted  wire  will  pay  Increaaed  pricea. 

TTie  amount  of  duty  which  the  Industries  using  manganese  paid  In 
1928  was  In  excess  of  |.H,000,000.  What  the  ultimate  consumer  paid 
is,  of  course,  much  In  excess  of  that  figure.  Contrast  this  duty  of 
18.000.000  with  the  total  value  of  all  manganese  ore  produced  In  the 
United  Btatsn  which  waa  f691,38T.  of  the  grades  of  ore  oaed  by  th« 
steel  producers  and  affected  by  the  tariff.  In  other  words,  the  total 
value  of  the  American  production  of  manganese  was  valued  at  about 
one-tweatleth  of  the  tariff  duties  collected. 

The  proposal  of  the  Seaator  from  Nevada  would  Increase  the  amount 
of  duties  e«i1e«tcd  fiam  approximately  98,000,000  to  $12,000,000  a  year. 
I»  my  Jadgmeat.  It  la  an  unsound  nstlonal  policy  to  Impose  such  a  high 
duty  as  has  been  Ic^sd  upon  an  exhaustible  natural  reaouree  which  la 
adnlttcdiy  found  la  f«ry  meager  quantities  in  this  cooatry.  and  which, 
tba  facta  ahow.  la  abaolately  InaolBeient,  even  with  sstravagant  pricea, 
to  mast  th*  eoesamptloa  dsmands 

Mr.  PrsaMrDt.  I  can  net  eloae  tbia  dtacoasloa  witbout  ealtfng  attea- 
Uoa  to  what  I  call  a  ■rtarepreseatatlen  by  the  tariff  framers  wltb 
napeot  to  thla  rommoAltj.  It  la.  la  my  opinion,  aothlng  bot  downright 
dscvptloB  of  tbs  pabMc  to  Impoas  a  "  par  poaad  "  doty  apoo  a  eoausodlty 
like  uitaianMi  tbat  to  aavar  at  aay  tlae  or  la  any  plaes  boagtot,  sold, 
or  ronsldared  txespC  la  ttrw»  ei  toaa.  The  IcrylOf  of  a  per-poand  doty 
U  fraadaloat  liiraaaa  it  la  eloariy  for  tlM  parpoas  of  maklag  tbs  duty 
seem  smalL  It  la  Uks  pattlag  a  doty  oa  eeaasot  by  tbs  oaaos.  or  brldta 
per  brtek.  or  eaal  par  badfal.  Tbs  raai  tratta  la  tbat  tbs  doty  of  1 
ceat  psr  poaad  la,  la  fMt,  a  daty  of  9I1.S0  per  loag  tsa,  or  squivalsat 
to  88  per  coat  ad  raloraa  oa  past  Import  avaragsa.  Tba  dutiable  value 
t»^y  ia  aboat  fit  par  toa.  which  rapraaaata  aa  eqolvalent  ad  valorem 
duty  of  aboot  100  par  eeat.  The  aaeadaaent  of  tbe  Icnator  from 
Nevada  provMsa  a  apt*  lie  dvly  e^olralnit  to  aa  ad  valoraai  duty  of 
ISS  per  coat,  baaad  apoa  the  tgaraa  s<  19SS  wltb  raspset  to  datlabto 
▼ahss. 

Mr.  Puddtat,  aay  doty  except  a  poaalbia  aanil  vswane  duty  on 
mangaaeae  U  ladsfeaalbla.  Granting  It  would  be  physically  poaalble 
ta  pradaca  a  ooAeiaat  aapply  of  maacaaeat  ter  tba 


a  Tioli  int  aMomptioB  at  that— It  would  not  be  economically  desirable  to 
do  ao  any  more  than  it  would  pay  to  grow  bananas  In  this  country, 
although  it  can  be  done  In  hotbouaea.  In  my  opinion,  there  is  no  caas 
of  pr>tectior  here,  least  of  all,  a  rate  of  88  per  cent  ed  valorem, 
which  is  the  present  law,  and  even  more  is  requested  by  certain  Sen* 
ators  from  States  where  there  are  slight  deposits  of  this  ore. 

ThL>  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  I  mondment  of  the  Senator  from  Nevada,  which  the  clerk 
will   rt-port. 

The  Chio"  Clexk.  On  i>age  56  the  committee  proposes  to 
ftrik?  out  paragraph  302,  subdivision  (a),  lines  22,  23,  and  24. 
The  Senator  from  Nevada  proposes  to  strike  oat,  in  line  23, 
the  lumeral  "30"  and  insert  in  lien  thereof  the  numeral  "10," 
so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read: 

Pa.  I.  302.  (a)  Manganese  ore  or  concentrates  containing  in  excess  of 
10  pi  r  cent  of  metallic  manganese,  1  cent  per  pound  on  the  metallic 
mantjitnese  contained  therein. 

M  '.  COUZENS.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Tie  yea.s  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

M  •.  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Wabmen],  but  I 
find  that  I  can  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Yorl;  [.Mr.  Copiland].    I  will  make  that  transfer  and  will  vote. 

I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  TYDINGS  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  vote  I 
hav<  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
MrT^\L^l.  As  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island,  if  present,  would 
vote  as  I  intend  to  vote,  I  am  at  liberty  to  vote.    I  vote  "  yea." 

T  le  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  STEPHENS.  I  am  paired  on  this  vote  with  the  junior 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinsow],  and  therefore  withhold 

my  rote. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Illiiois  [Mr.  Gle^n]  is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Chamber. 

I  also  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs : 

Tie  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watsow]  with  the  Swiator 
frori  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson  1 ; 

Tie  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Waloott]  with  the  Sena- 
tor rrom  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  ;  and 

T  le  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge]  with  the  Senator 
frori  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]. 

M  r.  WAGNER.  I  desire  to  state  that  my  colleague  the  senior 
Senitor  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copel-knd]  has  l)een  unavoidably 
call  ?d  out  of  the  city.    If  present,  he  would  note  "  yea." 

\  r.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Uta  1  [Mr.  Ki.Nol  is  necessarily  detained  by  illness. 

I  aiso  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Ml .  Thomas]  is  necessarily  detained  on  official  business. 

Tpe  result  was  announced — yeas  60,  nays  18,  as  follows : 

TEAS — 60 

Kendrick 


Allei  t 
Asbi  irst 
Bla<k 
Blai  ae 
Hlesse 
Hon  h 
Brai  ton 
Broi  k 
Uro(  ikhart 
Broi  isaard 
Cap>er 
("an  way 
("on  jally 
foil  tons 
Ctit  Ing 

BarUey 
Blo;  ;ham 
Dali 
[>en>«n 
FcM 

Cop  >land 

Oleiin 
Kln( 


Din 

Fletcher  Keyes 

Praxier  La  l'\)llette 

George  McKellar 

GJass  McNary 

Gould  Norbeck 

Harris  Norris 

Harrisoa  Nye 

HatfleW  CWdie 

Hawes  Overman 

Hay  den  Patterson 

Heilin  Pbippa 

Howell  Pine 

John.<K>n  Plttman 

Jones  Rausdell 

NATS— 18 

GiUett  Hastings 

Ooff  Hebert 

Goldsborougb  Kean 

Oreena  Mo«ea 

Hale  Keed 

NOT  VOTING— le 

McMaster  KcbaU 

Metcalf  Shlpstead 

Robinson,  Ark.  Smith 

Robins«/o,  Ind.  Stepbena 


Bheppard 

Bhortridge 

Simmons 

Sraoot 

Steck 

Btelwer 

h  wan  son 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Trammoll 

TydlDKs 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wbeeler 


Bac'kett 
Townsend 
Walsh.  Mass. 


Thomas.  Okla. 
Walcott 
Warreo 
Wataon 


f^  Mr.  Omm's  amendmeBt  was  agreed  to. 
[r.  NOUBECK.    Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  state  at  this  time 

my  coUeague  [Mr.  McMastdi]   is  absent  on  account  of 

IS  In  his  family.  The  queation  just  voted  on  ia  one  in  which 
laa  taken  a  great  d«ai  of  interest.    He  was  paired  in  favor 

le  amendment  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  (Mr. 
lis) ;  bat  when  a  vote  coald  not  be  secured  on  the  rate  be 

proposed,  the  pair  did  not  stand.  If  be  were  present,  how- 
-,  my  colleague  would  have  voted  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
imended. 

[he  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Tbe  qoestlMi  is  on  the  committee 
am^dment. 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  Inquire  what  ia 
now  the  parliamentary  situation? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  committee 
amendment  to  strike  out  tbe  House  text  as  perfected.  If  the 
amendment  shall  be  disagreed  to,  the  House  provision  remains 
in  the  bill,  fixing  the  limitation  of  metallic  content  at  10  per 
cent  instead  of  30  per  cent. 

Mr.  WAI>SH  of  Montana.  The  committee  amendment,  which 
I  understand  Is  now  the  question  before  the  Senate,  is  to  strike 
out  without  any  insertion  whatever?  The  amendment  just 
adopted,  apparently,  was  ar.  amendment  of  the  House  text? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  is  correct 

Mr.  WAX.SH  of  Montana.    The  question  now  Is  on  what? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  Senate  com- 
mittee amendment  to  strike  out  the  House  text  as  perfected. 
If  that  shall  be  defeate<l,  the  House  provision  wlU  stand  with 
the  change  from  30  per  cent  to  10  per  cent. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  thank  tlie  Chair.  Then,  those 
who  are  in  favor  of  the  policy  of  the  amendment  which  has 
just  been  agreed  to  will  vote  against  the  adoption  of  tbe  com- 
mittee amendment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  correct  The  question  is 
on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment  to  strike  out  the 
House  text  as  perfected. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

BIr.  ASHURST.    A  parliamentary  inquiry.  Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  will  state  it 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  did  not  quite  grasp  the  question  pro- 
pounded by  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  a  moment 
ago.  I  did  not  understand  the  question,  and  there  are  some 
other  Senators  also  who  did  not  understand  it 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  was  desirous  of  ascertaining  the 
parliamentary  situation,  and  the  Chair  advised  me  that  the 
amendment  proi>osed  by  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  OoniE] 
was,  in  effect,  to  amend  the  House  text  t)efore  acting  upon  the 
Senate  amendment  to  strike  out  that  provision  of  the  House 
bill.  Next  came  the  question  on  the  adoption  of  the  Senate 
committee  amendment.  The  Senate  committee  amendment  was 
rejected  and  the  House  provision  stands  as  amended,  so  that 
"  30  "  was  changed  to  "  10." 

Mr.  ASHURST.    That  ia  clear. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  in  order  to  complete  the  items 
as  to  manpanese,  it  will  be  necessary  to  act  on  about  half  a 
dozen  amendments  in  other  places  in  the  bill  in  which  reduc- 
tions have  lieen  made  on  account  of  the  manganese  being  put 
upon  the  free  list.  I  ask  now  that  paragraph  1713,  on  page  261, 
placing  manganese  on  the  free  list  be  acted  upon. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  UHMF  Clerk.  On  page  261,  after  line  18,  It  is  proposed 
to  Insert : 

Pas.   1713.  Manganese  ores  and  manganese  concentratea. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  committee  amendment 
will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Ctjcrk.  On  page  57,  paragraph  302,  in  line  4,  It 
is  proposed  to  strike  out  "60  cents"  and  to  insert  "46  cents," 
so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

(b)  Tungsten  ore  or  concentrates,  46  cents  per  pound  on  the  metallic 
tungsten  contained  therein. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  simply  wish  to  state 'that  the  amendment  Is 
in  conformity  with  the  tentative  differen<-e  in  cost  here  and 
abroad  as  returned  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  indicating  that 
the  rate  of  46  cfnts  Is  substantially  correct  Imports  are  about 
two-thirda  of  the  domestic  consumption.  The  rate  on  tungsten 
ore  In  the  act  of  WZ2  was  45  cents  a  pound  ;  the  House  In- 
creased it  to  50  cents;  and  the  Senate  committee  has  recom- 
mended that  it  be  reduced  to  45  cents. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  ia  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

Mr.  SHi^RTRIDGE.  Mr.  President  the  suggested  amend- 
ment In  8ub4ll vision  (b)  of  paragraph  302  should  be  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  subdivision  (f)  of  the  same  section. 
I  sliould  like  to  have  the  discusKlon  taken  up  In  the  morning. 
There  are  those  who  desire  to  be  heard  briefly  upon  the  subject, 
and  It  win  be  very  agreeable  to  me  if  the  matter  could  be  con- 
sidered in  the  morning. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  could  go  on  now— we  have  been 
6  hours  and  30  minutes  on  one  item — ^perhaps  there  are  more 
Senators  now  in  the  Chamber  tiian  will  be  here  in  the  morning. 


BCr.  SHORTRIDOB.  But  I  have  not  consumed  one  minute  of 
the  time  to-day. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  not  complaining  of  the  Senator  consum- 
ing time.  I  am  merely  saying  that  if  he  could  go  on  at  this 
time.  I  think  perhaps  he  will  have  a  better  audience  of  Senatora 
than  he  will  have  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  think  that  is  lUiely,  but  I  have  indi- 
cated my  wishes,  and  if  they  can  not  be  compiled  with  I  will 
stagger  along. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  IXxs  the  SenatOT  frtMn  California 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  want  to  join  In  the  request  that  we  paaa 
over  this  item  and  take  up  the  next  item. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  let  me  make  a 
suggestion  In  this  connection.  I  take  it — and  I  address  myself 
to  the  Senator  from  Utah — that  the  changi>  made  in  subdivision 
(c)  relating  to  ferromanganese,  and  reducing  the  rate  from 
1%  cents  to  sixty-five  one-hundredths  of  a  cent,  and  the  same 
change  made  in  subdivision  (d)  are  changes  that  were  made  in 
view  of  the  policy  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  with 
respect  to  subdivision  (a)  relating  to  manganese  ore. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  true, 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  And  the  1-cent  rate  having  been 
retained  in  paragraph  302,  the  Senate  committee  amendments 
to  which  I  have  referred  should  Im*  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  should  be  disagreed  to,  and  that  la  what 
I  was  about  to  ask  to  have  considered. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  was  going  to  ask  that  before 
anything  else  is  done,  so  that  all  items  aifectiug  manganese  may 
be  disposed  of,  that  those  amendments  be  considered. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  there  are  a  few 
amendments  in  other  sections  which  should  be  made  for  the 
same  reason. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Then,  could  we  not  dispoee  of  the 
amendments  covering  alloys  of  manganese? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  thought  I  would  call  attention  to  them  aa 
we  reached  them. 

•me  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  it  desired  that  the  amendment 
which  has  been  reported  be  passed  over  temporarily? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  For  the  present  I  think  we  might  follow  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Montana.  I  can  point  out  where 
the  amendments  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Montana  occur. 
The  first  one  is  on  page  57.  in  line  7.  I  ask  that  the  committee 
amendment  there  be  disagreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reiwrted  by  the  committee  on  page  67,  line  7. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Let  me  inquire,  is  not  the  1  cent  of 
the  1%  cents  duty  on  ferromanganese  a  compensatory  duty? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  So  the  seven-eighths  of  a  cent  la 
the  only  real  duty  on  that  commodity? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me, 
when  we  get  to  ferromanganese,  which  la  Iron  alloy  of  over  80 
per  cent  manganese,  a  cf>mpensatory  duty  at  the  rate  of  1  cent 
for  the  manganese  content  of  the  ore  amounts  to  about  132 
cents.  The  rate  shown  in  the  Senate  committee  amendment 
was  intended  to  be  wholly  compensatory  after  the  removal  of 
the  manganese  duty,  and  therefore  to  disagree  to  the  amend- 
ment is  now  the  correct  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  what  I  was  about  to  say.  I  think 
there  are  five  amendments  that  will  have  to  be  made  In  view 
of  the  action  of  the  Senate  in  regard  to  manganese.  I  will  ask 
to  disagree  to  them  as  we  reach  them.  The  next  amendment 
of  the  same  character,  Mr.  President,  is  on  page  67,  line  14,  and 
I  ask  that  that  amendment  be  disagreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  state*!. 

The  CHiKr  Cuckk.     On  page  57,  in  line  14,  the  committee 
proposea  to  strike  out  "1%  cents  "  and  insert  "0.66  of  1  cent." 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  tbe 
amendment. 
The  amendment  waa  rejected. 

Mr    SMOOT.    Tbe  amendment  inaerting  subparagraph    (b) 
on  page  63,  having  to  do  with  the  compensatory  duty  on  sted, 
should  be  disagreed  ta 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Where  la  that? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    On  page  63,  line  1.    Doea  the  Senator  wi*h  it 
read? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    No. 

Mr  SMOOT.    I  ask  that  that  amendment  be  disagreed  to. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  ia  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  on  page  63,  beginning  in  line  L 
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Tlie  ameiMliDait  tru  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  Ujlnk  that  is  all,  Mr.  Pn>sldent 

Thp  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Th*  clerk  will  sUte  the  neit 
ainendim*nt. 

The  CHin'  CutMK.    The  next  amendment  is  on  page  57 

Mr.  8MOOT.    At  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  California 
CMr.  SHoaraiDOB],  I  aak  that  tunjisten  go  orer  until  to-morrow 
«K)rnin>;. 

Th.'  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  amendment  will  be  passed  oyer. 

Mr.  8HORTR1DGK.  Mr.  President,  in  the  meantime  I  offer 
th^  amendmt^iit  which  I  send  to  the  desk,  and  ask  to  haTe  It 
prlnto<l  ami  lie  on  the  table. 

Th.'  VIi'E  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  printed 
and  lie  on  the  taWe. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  ask  to  have  the  amendment  read. 

The  VUTiJ  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  read  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  ('Hny  (Ixek.  The  Senator  from  California  offers  the 
following  ameniim^-nt : 

On  page  57.  strike  out  lines  22  to  2i— dealing  with  the  rate 
on  tungsten — and  insert  the  following : 

(f)  TuoKstcn  metal,  taosBtea  carbide,  and  mUtores  or  combinatloiu 
containing  tungat»*D  metal  or  tungsten  carbide,  all  the  foregoing.  In 
lumps,  grains.  «>r  powder,  60  centa  per  pound  oa  the  tangsten  contained 
tW-reUt  and  &0  per  cent  ad  valorem  ;  tungatic  add,  and  all  other  com- 
pounds tif  tungatpn.  not  ■pecially  provided  for,  60  centa  per  pound  on 
the  tuitgaten  contained  therein  and  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

On  iMige  58,  line  1.  strike  out  "  Perrochrominm  tungsten"  and 
Insert  **  rerrotungsten,  ferrochrominm  tungsten." 

Mr  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  that  amendment  could  not  be 
conxiili-red  at  this  time  under  the  unanlmoa8-con!*?nt  agree- 
ment. It  could  only  be  considered  by  unanimous  consent  of  the 
Senate.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  to  let  it  go  orer  until  to-morrow 
morning,  however. 

The  VP'B  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  win  be  printed  and 
lie  on  the  table.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment  of 
the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  57,  line  22,  before  the  word 
"  Ferrotungsten,"  to  strike  out  "(g)"  and  insert  "(f)";  and  iu 
line  23.  after  the  words  "  tungstlc  add.**  to  strike  out  "and" 
and  in.^ert  "  tungsten  carbide  powder,  and,"  so  as  to  read : 

(f)  rerrotungsten,  metallic  tungsten,  tuBKsten  powder,  tungatic  acid, 
tuoasten  carbide  powder,  and  all  other  compounils  of  tungsten.  60  cents 
per  pound  on  the  tungsten  contained  therein  and  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  VICT  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  desire 
that  amendment  to  go  over,  to«>? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No,  Mr.  President ;  that  can  be  acted  upon. 

Mr.  MtKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  that  Is  the  one  for  which 
the  Senator  from  California  has  Just  offered  a  substitute. 

Mr.  SHOUTRIDGE.  Certainly.  That  is  the  sccq*  of  the 
propoMetl  amendment,  amending  8ul>dhision  (f). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  wish  to  haye  that 
go  over? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tes;  that  may  go  over.  I  want  to  say  to  the 
Beuuiur  from  California,  however,  that  I  understood  he  wanted 
■ubdirlslon  (b)  to  go  over.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  asked  to 
have  this  acted  upon. 

Mr.  snORTRIDGE.    Oh,  no ;  they  are  all  r^ated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amen«!ment  will  be  passed  oyer. 
The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  ptt^e  58,  after  line  14,  to  strike 
oat  "(J)  Silicon  uluminum,  aluminum  slIicoQ,  alsimin,  ferro- 
■illcon  aluminum,  and  ferrualurainum  silicon.  5  cents  per  pound  " 
and  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert  "(i)  Silic«>n  aluminum  and  altimi- 
num  .sllfoi>n.  3^  cents  per  pound;  ferrusilioon  aluminum  and 
ferroaluminiuu  ailicou,  ^  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  HARBISON.  Mr.  President,  that  is  the  present  law, 
la  it  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  a  rewriting  of  the  House  proylgioa 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  offer  an  amendment 
to  that  paragraph.  As  it  stands,  it  may  be  very  mudi  evaded, 
and  used  to  bring  in  metals  which  are  not  intended  for  use  as 
deox^diaing  alloys. 

I  think  8H  cents  is  quite  sufficient  duty,  and  that  the  House 
duty  of  5  cents  is  too  much.  I  would  not  change  that;  hot  I 
do  think  that  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  the  compounds  in 
which  silicon  la  the  element  of  chief  value  ought  to  be  put  in. 
That  will  give  a  somewhat  less  duty,  I  understand,  than  the 
House  gives.  Therefore  I  send  this  amendment  to  the  desk. 
It  is  srif-«xplanat<»7. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ameodnteot  to  the  amendment 
win  be  suted. 
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'  "he  Cutar  Cukk.    In  lieu  of  the  committee  amendment.  It 
is   proposed  to  insert: 

1)  SDlcon  aluminum  and  aluminum  silicon  (in  which  aluminum  la 
not  the  component  material  of  chief  value),  3Vi  centa  per  pound: 
fer 'osUlcon  aluminum  and  ferro  aluminum  silicon  (In  which  aluminum 
ia    lot  the  component  material  of  chief  value),  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

It.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  will  not  the  Senator  ex- 
pli  in  what  is  the  difference  between  that  and  the  recommenda- 
tiOQ  of  the  committee? 

At.  REED.  It  avoids  confusion  between  this  paragraph  and 
th(  aluminum  paragraph.  It  avoids  bringing  in  aluminum  with 
a  liight  alloy  of  silicon  in  it  and  claiming  that  it  comes  under 
th  s  |>aragrapii.  If  the  aluminum  is  the  material  of  clilef 
va  ue,  logi(TiUy  it  ought  to  go  into  the  aluminum  paragraph. 
It  simply  avoids  conflict  between  the  two. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
th'  amendment  offered  by  the  Saiator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
RiEO)  to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  auiendnient,  as  amended,  was  agreetl  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  wUl  state  the  next 
an  lendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  58.  line  21,  before  the 
w<rd  "  ferrouhrome,"  to  strike  out  "(k)"  and  insert  "(J)";  in 
ill  e  22,  before  the  words  "  per  pound,"  to  strike  out  "  3%  cents  " 
and  iniiert  "  2Vi  cents  "  ;  and  on  page  59.  line  1,  l)efore  the  words 
"id  valorem,"  to  strike  out  "30  per  cent"  and  insert  "25  per 
cei  It,"  so  as  to  read : 

(J)  Ferrochrome  or  ferrochromlum  contatnlnfr  8  per  c«it  or  more  of 
carbon,  2^  cents  per  pound  on  the  chromium  contained  therein;  ferro- 
chrome or  ferrochrominm  containing  It'ss  than  3  per  cent  of  carbon 
anl  chrome  metal  or  chromium  metal,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

rhe  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

rhe  next  amendment  was,  on  page  50,  line  11,  after  the 
w<rd  "barium,"  to  strike  out  "(n)"  and  insert  "(m),"  and  In 
lit  e  12,  after  the  word  "  niobium."  to  strike  out  "  strontium, 
th)rium"  and  insert  "strontium,  tantalum,  thorium,"  so  as  to 
re  id: 

(m>  Rarium,  boron,  calcium,  colamblum  or  niobium,  strontium,  tan- 
tal  am.  thorlam,  titanium,  nraninm.  vanadium,  circonlum,  alloys  of  two 
or  more  of  these  metals,  or  alloys  not  specially  provided  for  of  one 
or  more  of  these  metals  with  one  or  more  of  the  metals  aluminum, 
ch-omlum,  cobalt,  copper,  manganese,  nickel,  or  silicon.  25  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

rhe  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5J),  line  20,  before  the 
wiird  "cerium,"  to  strike  out  "(p)"  and  insert  "(o),"  and  in 
th  ?  same  line,  after  the  words  "  cerium  metal,"  to  strike  out  "  $2 
pe  r  pound  "  and  insert  "  $1  per  pound,"  so  as  to  read ; 

(o)   Cerium  metal.  $1  per  pound. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  EfKJE)  was  compelled  to  leave  the  city,  and  he  asked  me 
that  cerium  metal  and  ferrocerium,  subdivisions  (o)  and  (p), 
gf)  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  those  subdivi- 
sions  will  be  pa&sed  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    We  can  act  on  subdivision  (q). 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  amendment  of  the  com- 
m  ttee  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
pjige  .'*9.  line  23.  before  the  word  "  ductile,"  to  strike  out  "(r)" 
aid  insert  **(q)";  in  the  same  line,  after  the  word  "tantalum," 
to  strike  out  "  metal  or  "  and  insert  "  metal,  ductile  columbium 
or  niobium  metal,  and":  and  on  pa^'e  GO,  line  1,  after  the  word 
"of,"  to  strike  out  "tantalum  metal,"  and  insert  "tantalum 
m^al,  or  of  columbium  or  niobitim  metal,"  so  as  to  road: 

(q)  Ductile  tantalum  metal,  ductile  columbium  or  niobium  metal,  and 
ductile  nonferrous  alloys  of  tantalum  metal,  or  of  columbium  or  niobium 
mttal,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  same  as  the  other. 

rhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
aitendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  60,  line  6,  after  the  word 
"  ( asthngs,"  to  strike  out  "  granular  or  sponge  iron." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

rhe  next  amendment  was,  on  the  same  page,  line  7,  after  th« 
words  "valued  at,"  to  strike  out  "not  over  1  cent  per  pound, 
t9  o-tenths  of  1  cent  per  pound ;  valued  above  1  cent  and,"  so 
aa  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 


1929 


CONGEESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5307 


PAa.  303.  Muck  bun,  pieces  thereof  except  crop  ends,  bar  Iron,  and 
round  iron  In  coils  or  rods.  Iron  in  slabs,  blooms,  loops,  or  other  forms 
less  finished  than  Iron  in  bars  and  more  advanced  than  pig  Iron,  except 
castinRS ;  all  the  foreRolng,  valued  at  not  more  than  1^  cents  per  pound. 
thr»e-tenth»  of  1  cent  per  pound;  valued  above  1^  and  not  above  2^ 
cents  per  pound,  flvo-tonths  of  1  cent  per  pound ;  valued  above  2^ 
and  not  above  3^  rents  per  pound,  eljtht-tenths  of  1  cent  per  pound  ; 
valued  above  3>^  and  not  above  5  cents  per  pound,  1  cent  per  pound; 
valued  above  5  cents  per  pound,  1^  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  wliat  effect  that  amendment  has  on  the  present 
rat*'? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  takes  out  the  first  bracket  in  this  paragraph. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     What  effect  does  it  have? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  strikes  out  the  words: 

Not  over  1  cent  per  pound,  two-tenths  of  1  per  cent  per  pound ;  valued 
above  1  cent  and. 

So  that  it  would  read : 

Valued  at  not  above  1%  centa  per  pound,  three-tenths  of  1  cent  per 
pound. 

Mr.  B.\RKLEY.     Does  that  represent  an  increase  in  the  rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  does  on  the  smaller  size. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Why  does  the  committee  make  that  recom- 
mendation, in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  are  practically  no  im- 
ports? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand,  there  is  no  steel 
quoted  at  the  price  within  that  bracket.  I  am  informed  by  the 
representative  of  the  TarilT  C<imniission  that  there  is  no  steel 
quoted  at  this  price.     Therefon>,  thi're  is  no  need  of  the  duty. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  you  are  simply  striking  it  off  the 
dutiable  list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  if  it  ever  did  come  in,  it  would  come  in 
under  the  first  paragraph. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  there  is  none  of  it  at  all,  why  increase  the 
duty  on  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     There  is  none,  so  why  put  it  in? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand  that  this  represents  an  In- 
ertia se. 

Mr.  SM(X)T,  It  would  be  an  increase  if  the  value  were  not 
over  1  cent  a  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes ;  and  the  Senator  says  there  is  not  any 
of  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.'    True. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Why  have  any  increase  in  the  tariff  on  an 
article  of  which  none  is  imported? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Why  have  it  in  here  at  all? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  is  what  I  say. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  the  reason  why  we  struck  it  out. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  if  I  may  interject  a  suggestion,  as 
long  as  the  lowest  bracket  remains  there  it  Is  a  constant  tempta- 
tion to  fraudulent  undervaluation.  It  is  believed  that  there  is 
no  material  of  that  sort  which  can  honestly  be  valued  within 
the  first  bracket.  It  is  a  survival  of  tlie  old  pre-war  days,  when 
prices  were  on  a  much  lower  level  than  they  have  been  at  any 
time  since  the  war;  and  while  there  have  been  some  few  im- 
ports in  the  low  bracket,  the  stisplcion  is  attached  to  them  that 
there  is  a  fraudulent  undervaluation.  That  is  what  impelled  us 
to  cut  it  out. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  on  these  muck 
bars,  pieces  thereof,  and  so  forth,  if  the  value  is  not  oyer  1  cent 
a  pound  and  under  1V4  cents  a  pound,  while  you  have  stricken 
out  the  duty  of  two-tenths  of  1  cent  per  pound,  you  have  imposed 
a  duty  of  three-tenths  of  1  cent  per  pound.  In  other  words,  in 
that  clas&lflcation  there  is  a  half  cent  higher  duty  as  a  result  of 
striking  it  out  than  there  would  be  if  it  were  left  in  that  classi- 
fication. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  true,  if  it  honestly  belongs  there;  but  the 
Senator  knows  what  muck  bar  is.  It  is  puddled  iron,  and  is 
made  by  the  exi^enditure  of  a  great  amount  of  labor;  and  no 
man  living  sells  muck  bar  to-day  at  a  cent  a  pound. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  As  I  understand,  the  importations  in  this 
cias.siflcation  are  negligible. 

Mr.  REED.  They  amounted  last  year  to  about  $400,000 
worth  of  stuff  that  was  claimed  to  be  in  that  classification.  The 
testimony  seemed  to  indicate  that  most  of  those  iuvtrfces  were 
suspicious. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  S«iator  will  yield, 
according  to  the  Tariff  Summary.  11  per  cent  in  weight  of  steel 
bars  witliout  an  alloy  that  were  brought  in  here  represented 
those  not  over  1  cent  in  price,  and  35.6  per  cent  ot  ingots ;  and 
there  is  no  steel  bar  with  an  alloy  carried  in  the  statistics  given 
in  the  Summary  of  Tariff  luformution. 


Mr.  REBD.  Let  me  demonstrate  to  the  Senator  just  what  I 
mean. 

The  cost  of  making  pig  iron  in  Europe  is  nowhere  that  I  know 
of  less  than  about  $17.50  or  $18.  You  can  not  possibly  take  that 
pig  iron,  put  it  through  a  steel  works,  make  steel  out  of  it,  and 
then  put  it  through  a  rolling  mill  and  make  these  semifinished 
products  here  for  a  dollar  and  a  half  a  ton.  That  can  not  pos- 
sibly be  done;  so  if  somelxKiy  sends  over  bars  rolled  from  steel 
that  came  through  a  steel  works,  made  of  $18  pig  Iron,  and 
claim.s  that  they  are  worth  less  than  $20  a  ton.  It  is  pretty 
obvious  that  that  is  a  fraud.  It  is  to  avoid  the  fraud  on  the 
revenue,  more  than  to  furnish  iK^tectiou,  that  the  committee 
was  impelled  to  do  this. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question?  What  if  the  price  of  muck  bars  went  down?  Might 
there  not  then  be  an  Increase  in  importations? 

Mr.  REED.  Surely.  If  the  price  of  niuck  bars  goes  down  to 
a  cent  a  pound,  there  will  not  be  anybody  left  in  the  ste^  busi- 
ness to  care.    Of  course,  they  are  not  steel. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  61,  line  22,  after  the  word 
"paid,"  to  strike  out  " on  all  steel  or  Iron,  In  all  formS  and 
shapes,  by  whatever  process  made,  and  by  whatever  name  desig- 
nated, whether  cast,  hot  or  cold  rolled,  forged,  stamped,  or 
drawn  "  and  insert  "  on  all  steel  or  iron  in  the  materials  and 
articles  enumerated  or  described  in  such  paragraphs,"  so  as  tc 
read: 

Par.  305.  (a)  In  addition  to  the  rates  of  duty  provided  for  In  para- 
graphs 303,  S(H.  807,  308,  812,  813,  316,  816.  817.  318,  819,  822, 
823,  324,  827,  and  828  of  this  schedule,  there  shall  be  levied,  collected, 
and  paid' on  all  steel  or  iron  in  the  materials  and  articles  enumerated  of 
described  in  such  paragrapha. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  to  carry  out  the  pres^it  practice, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  a  restoration  of  the  language  con- 
tained in  the  present  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  it  Is  not  a  restoration  of  the  law.  It 
Includes  steel  and  articles  of  steel,  as  it  says,  and  I  am  informed 
that  this  is  the  present  practice  in  the  Customs  Service.  It  is 
Just  a  clarifying  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agre^ng  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  ammdment  was,  on  page  62,  line  6,  after  the  words 
"  per  cent  of,"  to  strike  out  "  tungsten,  molybdenum,  or  "  and 
Insert  "  ttmgsten  or  molybdenum,  or  more  than  three-tenths  of 
1  per  cent  of,"  so  as  to  read : 

(1)  A  duty  of  8  per  cent  ad  valorem  If  such  tteel  or  Iron  cootalni 
more  than  one-tenth  of  1  per  cent  of  vanadium,  or  more  than  two-tenths 
of  1  per  cent  of  tungsten  or  molybdenum,  or  more  than  three-tenths  of 
1  per  cent  of  chromium,  or  more  than  six-tenths  of  1  per  cent  of  nickel, 
cobalt,  or  any  other  metallic  element  used  In  alloying  steel  or  Iron. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  that  involves  the  amendment 
l)roposed  by  the  8enat«»r  from  California. 

Mr.  REED.  No,  Mr.  President,  it  does  not  affect  the  tungsten 
rate.  All  this  amendment  does  is  to  allow  the  article  to  come  in 
free  of  the  extra  alloy  duty  on  metal  alloyed  with  diromium 
and  assaying  between  two-tenths  and  three-tenths  of  1  per  cent 
It  is  a  reduction  in  duty  on  that  group  of  chromium  alloy  metals. 
The  House  bill  fixed  two-tenths  as  the  limit  where  the  duty 
began  on  the  chromium  alloy.  We  raised  that  to  three-tenths, 
because  sometimes  we  actually  get  more  than  two-tenths  in  that 
metal. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  I  think  the  House  fixed  six- 
tenths,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  REED.  No.  Mr.  President;  if  the  Senator  will  look  in 
line  5,  he  will  see  that  the  two-tenths  applies  to  the  chromium 
as  well  as  to  tungsten  and  molybdenum.  We  left  it  as  it  was 
under  tungsten  and  molybdenum  and  raised  it  to  three-tenths 
on  the  chromium. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     The  Senator  Is  correct 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  «„„..» 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  62,  line  22,  after  the 
word  "  and,"  to  strike  out  "  4  cents  "  and  Insert  "  3  cents,"  and 
in  line  23,  after  the  words  "  in  excess  of,"  to  strike  out  "  two- 
tenths  "  and  insert   "three-tenths,"  so  as  to  read: 

(2^  An  additional  cumulative  duty  of  $1  per  pound  on  the  vanadium 
content  In  excess  of  one-tenth  of  1  per  cent,  72  cents  per  pound  on 
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th*  t«iit«tni  c«Bt««Bt  !n  nctm  of  two-twtha  of  1  per  <»iit,  86  e*iit<! 
per  pound  on  the  molybdenum  content  In  excess  of  two-tenths  of 
1  ptT  c*M,  and  8  cents  per  pound  on  the  cbromlam  content  In  excess 
of  two-tenths  of  1   per  cent. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  63,  line  23,  after  the  word 
"at,"  to  .<<trike  out  "1  cent  per  pound  or  less,  seven-twentieths 
of  1  cent  per  pound;  valued  above  1  cent  per  pound  and,"  so 
aa  to  read : 

Pab.  307.  Boiler  or  otber  plate  iron  or  steel,  except  crucible  plate 
■tcel  and  saw  plate  steel,  not  thinner  than  one  bandred  and  nine  one- 
thousaiidtba  of  1  Inch,  cut  or  sheared  to  shape  or  otherwise,  or  un- 
■btvred.  ami  skclp  Iron  or  sto«>l  sheared  or  rolled  in  (moves,  valued 
at  not  above  Z  cents  per  pound,  five-tenths  of  1  cent  per  potind ; 
valued  at  over  3  cents  per  pound,  20  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  amendment  ought  to 
be  dlswgreed  to.  beoau!«e  there  Is  a  compensatory  amendment, 
aubdivisioii   (b),  on  the  same  page,  on  manganese. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  Is  locking  at  the  first 
five  llnefi  on  page  63.  That  amendment  has  already  been 
rejt'ctwl. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  i-s  what  I  meant  to  say. 

Mr.  HEED.  The  amendment  In  Une  23  Is  something  quite 
(llffprent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  l«K>ked  at  the  wrong  amendment.  This 
amendment  b»  simply  carrying  out  the  present  practice. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  you  are  doing  in  this  pnra- 
gnii>Ii  3<»7  exactly  what  was  done  with  reference  to  muck  bars. 

Mr.  KKEU.     Yes. 

Mr.  IliUiRISON.  Ton  are  cntting  out  the  lower  brackets 
and  Increasing  the  cla-ssiflcatlon  to  this  extent.  What  are  the 
Importations? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     There  is  not  very  much  brought  In. 

Mr.  REF:d.  This  is  a  flni.she^l  prL>duct,  and  those  covered 
In  paragraph  308  were  semifinished  products,  or  most  of  tbem 
were.  Imimrtatlons  in  the  first  bracket  under  paragraph  807 
amountfHl  to  $54  in  all  of  last  year. 

Mr.  BARK  LEY.  Mr.  President,  in  the  other  paragraph  you 
eliminated  all  under  IH  cents  per  pound,  but  here  you  eliminate 
all  under  3  cents.  This  Is  only  a  semifinished  product.  Is  there 
that  much  difference? 

Mr  REED.  The  only  effect  of  this  amendment,  based  on 
the  imiK>rts  of  last  year,  would  be  to  add  $54  worth  of  the 
cheapest  stuff  to  $700,»WO  worth  of  the  material  between  1  and 
8  cents.  We  do  not  change  the  duty  on  the  $700,000  worth,  but 
simply 'put  the  $54  worth  In  with  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amt-ixiinent. 

The  auieu<iment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  wus,  on  pa^  66,  line  12,  before  the 
woixl  "  deck,"  to  Insert  "  and " ;  In  the  same  line,  after  the 
word  "  l>eams,"  to  strike  out  "  and  building  forms." 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  mu>  I  ask  the  chairman  of 
the  o»niniittee  if  he  Intends  to  in.sl.st  on  this  amendment? 

Mr.  REED.     As  to  building  forms? 

Mr.  SM(K>T.     It  is  Just  a  clarifying  amendment. 

Mr.  HAKKISON.     No;  It  Is  an  Increase. 

Mr.  KKKI).  If  the  Senator  will  pi-rmit  me,  there  Is  nobody 
we  can  find  who  knows  what  the  term  "  building  frnms  "  means. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  not  particularly  Interested  about 
building  forms.  I  mean  these  increased  rates  carried  In  this 
paragraph  on  stracturni  steel.  Does  the  committee  intend  to 
inmst  uixin  the  okouuittee  amenilments? 

Mr.  REKD.  The  conunitti*e  did  that  in  order  to  bring  this 
paragraph  in  line  with  the  other  steel  pniducts. 

Mr.  H.\RRI80N.  There  will  be  det>ate  at  length  on  this 
Item,  anil  we  might  just  as  well  limit  debate  now. 

Mr.  SM(M»T.     Does  the  Senator  want  it  to  go  over? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Intleetl,  I  do  not.  We  are  ready  to  vote 
now  on  tlie  increases. 

Mr.  REED.  Let  us  dispose  of  the  pending  amendmmt  about 
the  building  forms.  That  is  a  senseless  phrase  and  ought  to  be 
cut  out, 

Mr.  HARRISON.  There  is  no  objection  to  building  forms 
being  taken  out.     I  am  talking  atiout  the  increased  rate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
first  amendment,  in  line  12. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  ta 

The  next  amendment  of  the  committee  was,  on  page  66, 
line  15.  to  strike  oat  "  one-fifth "  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
••  tbree>tentb8,"  so  as  to  read : 

PAm.  312.  Beams,  girders.  Joists,  anflea.  cb^nnels.  car-truck  channels. 
eoluauw  and  posts,  or  parts  or  st^rtloas  of  columns  and  posts,  and 
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de«k  and  bulb  beams,  together  with  all  other  structural  shapes  of  iron 
or  steel,  not  assembled,  manufacturrd  or  advanced  beyond  hammerlnjr, 
rol  ing,  or  casting,  three-tenths  of  1  cent  per  pound. 

tfr.  HARRISON.     I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  amend- 

nM  nt. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  make  the  point  of  no  quorum. 
The  VICE  PKESIDRN'T,  The  Secretary  will  c-all  the  roll, 
'  The  legi.slative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

anjwered  to  their  names: 


Alen 
At  liirst 
r.;l  rkUy 
Iti  ighsm 
Bl  \rk 
HI  line 
HI  >a8e 
Ik  rah 
Rtatfon 
Uto..kbart 

<'jll)p«T 

(*a  rawny 
Cc  uzens 
Ovttlng 
1)1  le 
IX  neen 
Dill 


Fletcher 

Praster 

George 

Gillett 

Glass 

GofT 

Guldsborough 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

llarria 

Harrisum 

HaHtiugs 

Hntfleld 

Hawes 

Hoyden 

Hebert 

Httiin 


Howell 
Johnson 

Juues 

Kean 

Keyes 

U\  Follette 

MoKcllar 

McNary 

Moses 

Norljeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Otldie 

I'hippa 

rino 

Rnn.sdell 

Reed 

Backett 


gheppard 

SimnioQs 

Snioot 

Steiwer 

Stephens 

Hwanson 

Thotnas,  Idaho 

Town  send 

Trammell 

Tydtngs 

Van<l«  nbcrg 

Wspner 

Waliili.  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

WattTinan 

Wheeler 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy  Senators  have  answered  to 
thpir  names.  A  quorum  Is  present.  The  Secretary  will  report 
the  pending  amendment. 

The  Chikk  CYiouc.  On  pntre  66.  line  15.  the  committee  pro- 
p<9es  to  strike  «>nt  "one-fifth"  and  to  Insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"  hree-tenths." 

Mr.  REED.  Just  a  word,  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  mean  to 
leid  to  any  protracted  debate,  but  the  committee  made  that 
ctanjre  in  order  to  bring  this  paraj,Taph  In  line  with  other 
fliiished  rolled-steel  products. 

The  Imports  under  this  paragraph  have  Increased  faster  than 
ai  y  other  steel  imports.  From  192^  to  192<S  they  lncrea.sed  1,400 
p<r  cent,  or  from  10,000  long  tons  to  165,000  long  tons.  A.«?  I  do 
n<it  believe  there  is  going  to  be  much  chance  of  the  Senate 
a(ceptlng  the  increase,  I  do  not  think  I  care  to  prolong  the 
dibate  any  further. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wiint  to  add  to 
w  lat  the  Senator  has  said  that  this  repn^ents  an  lncn>ase 
nl  one-tenth  of  a  cent  on  about  8.000.000,000  pounds  of  struc- 
ttiral  steel,  about  4.000,000  tons,  which  repn^sents  about  8,000,- 
Oi.  O.OOO  pounds,  with  an  Importation  of  only  165.000  tons,  and 
ai  exportation  of  291,000  tons.  In  other  words,  we  export 
alout  130.000  tons  more  than  we  import.  So  tliat  I  can  not 
see  any  reason  why  this  Increase  should  be  made. 

Mr.  REKD.  Mr.  President,  the  people  we  would  protect 
m:)3t  if  we  raised  the  rate.  I  think,  would  be  a  number  of  rela- 
tl  rely  small  steel  mills  at  distant  points.  We  can  pretty  well 
h<ild  our  own  in  this  part  of  the  country.  There  are  some 
n  rollers  who  roll  the  small  beams  and  channels,  the  sizes 
tliat  are  used  in  making  the  frames  of  metal  be<l.s.  Some  of 
til  use  are  made  down  In  the  Southern  States.  Georgia  and 
T?xas  and  other  places,  and  the  i)eople  en;raged  in  that  indus- 
try down  there  have  felt  foieiRn  competition  in  these  products, 
ju  st  as  they  have  in  concrete  bars. 

These  ren)llers.  as  they  are  called,  roll  these  small  sections 
d<iwn  there  from  secondhand  rails  and  material  of  that  soit. 
I  have  always  felt,  since  I  have  had  any  ac4iuaintance  with 
tlie  business,  that  they  had  pretty  wtvage  comi»etitioo  from 
alroad.  Their  raw  material  costs  tliem  a  good  deal,  they  do 
n<  t  produce  very  much,  and  I  think  they  deserve  the  protec- 
tion. We  were  affected  somewhat  by  the  arguments  given  us 
b]  a  rolling  mill  down  in  Galveston.  Those  are  the  people 
w  u)  need  it  most.  But  I  know  there  is  no  use  of  my  prolong- 
in  g  the  argument 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  desire  to  say 
tills:  That  this  is  a  60  per  c-ent  increa.se  on  all  the  structural 
pt  rts  going  into  bridges,  and  buildings,  and  like  structurt^ 
m  ide  out  of  steel. 

In  order  that  the  Rexx>rd  may  show  the  fact  about  the 
iniports  and  exports,  may  I  say  that  the  importations  under 
pi  ragraph  312  in  1928  were  165.000  h)ng  tons;  the  pro«luction 
in  the  United  States  was  4,000,000  long  tons;  the  exportutions 
w  ?re  291,000  long  tons.  It  is  made  almost  exclusively  by  the 
Bethlehem  and  United  States  Steel  Coa  Mr.  Doherty,  a  rep- 
re  nentative  of  the  American  Steel  Institute,  apin-ared  before 
the  committee  and  this  was  one  of  the  increases  for  which  he 
aiked. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
fr  >m  Mississippi  a  question. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mlssisaippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  the  committee  amendment  Is  rejected  th«i 
the  rate  provided  in  the  House  bill  will  automatically  stand? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    It  would  be  the  same  as  under  the  pres- 

Mr.  NORRIS.    How  does  It  compare  with  the  present  law? 
Mr.  HARRISON.     All  we  are  asking  la  to  reject  the  proposed 
increase  and  let  the  rate  remain  as  It  Is. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  House  language  is  the  same  as  the  pres- 
ent law? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes ;  that  is  correct 

Mr.  L.\  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  is  that  correct?  I  In- 
vite attention  to  the  comparative  print  on  page  82.  Are  not 
the  wortls  "  sheet  piling  "  an  addition  to  the  existing  law  made 
by  the  House? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    We  are  not  discussing  that  item. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     We  are  discussing  the  paragraph. 

Mr.  REED.  The  words  "sheet  piling"  were  added  by  the 
House,  but  it  makes  no  difference  in  existing  law.  Sheet  piling 
was  not  mentioned  in  the  act  of  1922  and  at  first  the  Imports 
of  sheet  piling  were  admitted  under  section  304  at  a  lower 
duty,  but  by  reason  of  a  decision  of  the  Court  of  Customs  Ap- 
peals It  was  held  that  they  were  structural  shape.  They  are 
rolled  in  a  structural  mill.  For  years  they  have  been  paying 
a  duty  under  paragraph  312.  This  Item  merely  recognizes  the 
existing  state  of  facts. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  thought  the  question  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  was  directed  to  the  entire  paragraph  and  I 
merely  wanted  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  entire 
paragraph  was  not  exactly  as  in  existing  law. 

Mr.  REED.    The  Senator  is  correct  in  that  statement. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  was  speaking  of  the  rate.  If  we  defeat 
the  amendment  we  keep  the  rate  as  it  is  in  the  present  law. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  Prerfdent,  I  said  sheet  piling  carried  a 
lower  duty  under  paragraph  304  when  they  first  came  in,  did 
I  not? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  The  duty  In  paragraph  304  la  one-half  cent  a 
pound.  They  paid  a  higher  duty.  Then  the  importers  took 
the  case  up  and  it  was  held  that  they  could  come  In  under 
paragraph  312  and  get  the  benefit  of  a  one-fifth  cent  rate,  which 
is  a  lower  duty. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  and  Mr.  HAHBISON  asked  for  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  SHF3PPARD  (when  Mr,  Connally's  name  was  called). 
My  colleague  the  junior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Ck>NNALLY] 
is  unavoidably  detained  on  official  business.  If  he  were  presmt, 
he  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  STEPHENS  (when  his  name  was  called),  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson]. 
which  I  transfer  to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Brook],  and  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  TYDINGS  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  vote 
I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr, 
Metcalf].  If  he  were  present.  I  understand  he  would  vote 
"  yea."     If  I  were  at  liberty  to  vote,  I  would  vote  "  nay," 

Mr.  WAGNER  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  vote 
I  have  a  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr, 
Patterson],  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Junior  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Connau^y]  and  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Junior  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr,  Overman]  Is  unavoidably  absent.  He  has  a  general  pair 
with  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Wabbkn],  If  present 
the  junior  Senator  from  North  Carolina  would  vote  "  nay." 

I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Ptttman]  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Stkck]  are  detained 
on  official  business. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  transfer  my  pair  with  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr,  Mshtalf]  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Stbck]  and  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  wish  to  announce  that  tlie  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Brock]  is  necessarily  detained  at 
the  Treasury  Department  on  official  business. 

Mr.  FESS.     I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs: 

The  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  with  the 
senior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  ; 


The  Junior  Senator  frcHU  Illinois  [Mr.  Gubnn]  with  the  senior 
SenatM-  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copo^ano]  ; 

The  Junior  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Waixxjtt]  with  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino] ;  and 

The  senior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Booa]  with  the 
senior  S«iator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  19,  nays  51,  as  follows : 

TKAS— 19 


Bingham 
Dale 

Goff 

Goldsborougb 

Hastings 
Hatfield 

I2r 

Deneen 

Gould 

Hebert 

Braoot 

Fe«a 

Greene 

Kean 

Townsead 

OUlett 

Hale 

Mose« 

NAYS— 51 

Allen 

D1U 

Keyes 

Btrtwer 

Asburst 

Fletcher 

La  Follette 

Stephens 

Barkley 

Prasier 

McKelUr 

Swanson 

Black 

Gforge 

McNary 
Norbeck 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Blaine 

GUss 

Trammell 

Blease 

Harris 

Norris 

Tydlngs 

Borah 

Harrison 

Nye 
Oddie 

Vandenberg 

Bratton 

Hawe« 

Wagner 
Walsh.  Mass. 

Brookhart 

Hayden 

Pine 

Capper 

Heflin 

Ransdell 

Walsh.  Mont 

Caraway 

Howell 

Sackett 

Waterman 

Cousens 

Johnson 

Bbeppard 

Wheeler 

Cutting 

Jones 

Simmons 

NOT 

VOTING— 24 

Brock 

Kendrick 

Plttman 

Smith 

Brou88ard 

King 
McMaster 

Ro))inson,  Ark. 

Steok 

<'onnally 

Ruliinson,  Ind, 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Copeland 

Metcalf 

SchaU 

Walcott 

Edge 

Overman 

ShipMtead 

Warren 

Glenn 

Patterson 

Shortrldgre 

Watson 

So  the  amendment  of  tlie  committee  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment. 

The  Chiet  Cusk.  On  page  66,  paragraph  312,  line  19,  the 
committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  sashes,  frames,  and  building 
forms,"  and  insert  "  sashes  and  frames,"  so  as  to  read,  "  saabes 
and  frames  of  iron  or  steel.  25  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment 

The  Chief  Clbk.  The  next  amendment  is  on  page  66,  para- 
graph  312,  line  21,  where  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out 
"  one-fifth  "  and  Insert  "  three-tenths,"  so  as  to  read : 

Sheet  piling,  three-tenths  of  1  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  this  is  the  same  proposition 
as  that  Just  voted  on,  so  there  is  no  use  wasting  time  on  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment. 

The  CHixr  Ctiauc.  On  page  69,  paragraph  316,  line  8,  the 
committee  proposes  to  strike  out  the  wonlg  "  or  platinum " 
and  insert  the  words  "  platinum,  tungsten,  or  molybdenum,'  m> 
as  to  read : 

All  wire  composed  of  Iron,  steel,  or  other  metal  not  specially  provided 
for  (except  gold,  silver,  platinum,  tungsten,  or  molybdenum). 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  It  makes  so  very  little  difference 
in  platinum,  tungsten,  and  molylxlenum  that  I  do  not  see  why 
the  item  should  go  over;  although,  if  those  interested  in  plati- 
num want  to  have  it  go  over,  I  will  ask  that  it  may  go  over 

to-day. 

Mr,  McKELLAR.    What  difference  does  It  make? 

Mr.  REED.  There  is  an  increasing  use  of  tungsten  and 
molybdenum  wire  in  incandescent  lights  and  radio  tubes,  and  it 
was  felt  that  they  ought  not  to  lie  treated  as  ordinary  wire 
but  ought  to  have  a  separate  treatment 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  By  making  the  exception  in  parenthesis, 
where  does  that  put  the  platinum,  tungsten,  and  molybdenum? 

Mr.  REED.     On  page  70,  line  4.  the  Senator  will  see  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  an  ad  valorem  rate  of  60  per  cent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Which  is  an  increase  from  45  per  cent  as 
provided  in  the  present  hiw 

Mr  REED.  Ail  those  metals  are  very  high  in  price  and  they 
are  drawn  very  fine.  Of  course,  they  sell  far  higher  than  the 
ordinary  wire  products  mentioned  in  the  remainder  of  the  para- 
graph.    There  is  every  reason  for  treating  them  Just  like  gold 

and  platinum  wire.  ^  .        ,     , 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  these  metals  are  used  very  largely  in 
the  radio  industry,  and  any  increase  in  the  tariff  rate  will 
operate  as  a  penalty  upon  the  radio  indtistry  and  ui>on  the  users 
of  the  radio. 
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Mr.  R£ED.  Tea ;  probaWy  to  the  extent  of  abovt  a  fraction 
of  a  cent  on  each  set. 

Mr.  SMiX/r.  Mr.  Presltlent,  there  are  Increases  la  §ome  caaes, 
but  In  other  cases  there  haa  been  no  lucrease.  The  duty  on 
wire  in  Btripa  haa  been  Increaaed. 

Mr.  RARKLEY.  Under  the  present  law,  I  understand  that 
the  artk.lt«  conUined  In  that  subsection  (b)  on  page  70  are 
carrifHl  very  largely  In  the  basket  clau.se. 

Mr.  SMf>OT.  They  used  to  be  carried  in  the  basket  clause, 
with  the  exception  of  the  wire.  On  page  70,  line  17,  "  all  wire 
fencing  and  all  wire  netting"  have  been  in  the  basket  clause 
nnder  exixtinir  law. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  what  I  am  Ulklnfc  about  is  the  Item 
In  line  9:  and  also  the  Item  in  line  21,  where  appears  the  same 
language  in  parentheses.  Those  item.s  are  pat  over  in  sub- 
section (b)  on  page  70  with  an  increase  from  46  to  00  per 
cent. 

Mr.   REED.     Mr.   President,   this  is  an   increase,   all   right;' 
but  the  condition  of  the  buslneea  is  such  that  the  increase  is 
fully  justified.    The  imports  have  mounted  very  hl^  and  the 
articles  are  coming  in  at  prices  with  which  American  manufac- 
turers can  not  compete. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  What  are  the  imi>orts  and  what  is  the 
domestic  production? 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  know;  the  statistics  do  not  show, 
because  this  year's  figures  have  not  been  compiled  as  yet. 

Mr.  BARKLBT.  There  are  no  facts  upon  which  to  base  the 
increase? 

Mr.  REED.  Nothing  except  the  statement  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  ••  follows : 

Tbc  ImportatlM  of  tiM  articles  mcntloiMd  has  locrcased  nacyfbld 
ilac*  AasiiBt.  I9t».  Tti«  d«v«lopaM>Btit  in  fbc  nae  of  thew  artiries  In 
tbc  paat  yoar  have  led  to  tbelr  extendi  production  abroad  and  thetr 
lapertatloa  at  prioM  wtalefe  dosMstlc  prodnccrt  ara  oaabie  to  necc 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Is  there  any  information  before  ua  to  the 
effect  that  there  la  any  domestic  production?  Of  course  there 
would  be  an  enormous  Increase  of  Importationa  of  any  prodnct 
not  being  produced  in  thla  country  which  was  used  by  a  new 
lUTentlon  and  on  which  a  new  Industry  might  depend,  and  I 
have  a  suspicion  that  that  la  the  condition  here;  that  there 
la  no  dttmestlc  production  to  speak  of  and  that  the  importations 
hare  grown  because  the  American  Industry  which  they  affect 
demands  them.  If  that  is  the  fact  it  certainly  ought  not  to 
carry  an  increaaed  rate. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  tvncsteo  ore  carries  a  rate  of  doty  under  thla  bill 
of  180  per  cent,  and  ferrotnngsten  carries  about  the  same  rate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     We  can  not  deal  with  that  at  this  time. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  We  have  got  to  deal  with  It  in  this  paragnipb 
beeaoaa  tungsten  Ingot  ami  scrap  are  In  thla  paragraph.  It 
provides  a  duty  of  only  00  per  cent,  and  duty  on  the  towot  and 
aerap  of  Bolybdennm  la  00  per  cent,  while  In  the  present  law 
It  was  OO  cents  a  poond  and  15  per  cent  ad  ralorem.  It  la  true 
that  the  duty  oo  the  other  forms  hare  been  Increaaed  from  40 
per  cent  to  00  per  cent  and,  of  course,  that  ought  to  be  taken 
Into  eoasideratloo  in  oonnectloo  with  tungsten  ore  and  alao 
the  alloys. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    We  haye  reduced  the  tariff  on  tnngaten  ore. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    We  do  not  know  whether  that  will  atand  or  not. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    Did  that  go  oTer? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  went  oter. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  The  committee  recommended  that  the  duty 
be  reduceil.  and  I  do  not  understand  why,  on  a  basla  of  a  re- 
duced rate  oo  tungsten  ore.  the  base  metal,  it  Is  proposed  to 
lncreai«  the  duty  on  the  finished  product. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  that  perhaps  it  had  better  go  orer 
until  we  decide  as  to  the  rate  on  tungsten  ore. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection  the  amendment 
will  be  passed  over.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  LaBiaLATiTx  Cucbk.  On  page  00,  at  the  beginning  of 
the  line  21,  it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  words  "or  plati- 
num "  and  Inaert  the  words  "  platinum,  tungsten,  or  molybde- 
num." 

Mr.  BARKLET.    That  also  should  go  ov». 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Tes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  passed  over. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  70,  after  line  3,  to  insert 
a  new  paragraph  as  follows : 

(b)  iBKota,  Bbot.  bars,  abeeta.  wire,  or  other  forms,  not  sp(«ially  i>ro- 
▼Mcd  for.  or  acrap,  contalnlnx  mor^  than  50  per  c«Dt  of  tungaten, 
nmsstra  carbide,  nolybdenum.  or  Bolybdeuum  carbide,  or  combinations 
thereof.  60  per  cent  ad  ralorem. 
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Mr.  McKELLAR     Should  not  that  take  the  same  course? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes ;  let  that  amendment  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
oter.  Will  the  St-natt^r  from  Utah  state  the  next  amendment 
vfhich  he  desires  considered? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  next  amendment  Is  on  page  70.  beginning 

U  line  17. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  amendmoit  will  be  stated. 
The  Lbbislativx  Cucrk.     On  page  70,  paragraph  317,  at  the 
bj^ginning  of  line  17,  it  is  proposed  to  insert: 

AU  wire  fencing  and  all  wire  netting,  whether  galvanised  or  not,  com- 
pijaed  of  wires  smaller  than  eight  one-hundredths  and  not  smaller  than 
tliree  one  haudredths  of  1  Inch  In  diameter,  nine-alxteentha  of  1  cent  per 
8  juare  foot :  Prortdad,  That  all  wire  fencing  and  all  wire  netting 
¥  bether  galvanised  or  not,  of  a  meah  1  %  Inches  or  greater,  composed  of 
V  ire  of  a  diameter  not  greater  than  four  and  one-half  one-hnndredths 
1  Inch  and  not  smaller  than  three  onf-hundredths  of  1  Inch,  shall  be 
subject  to  a  dnty  of  flve-slxteenths  of  1  cent  per  square  foot. 

The  yJCE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
i^endinent  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  make  a  statement  regarding  the  amend- 
ment. The  classification  is  changed  by  the  Senate  wmmlttee 
Irom  the  blanket  paragraph  covering  articles  of  metal  not  other- 
1  irise  speciflcalli  provided  for  in  paragraph  308,  and  specific  pro- 
ilsion  is  made  for  wire  fencing  composed  of  wires  smaller  than 
^ight  one-hundredths  of  an  Inch,  the  previous  minimum  slae 
mit  In  paragrai*  317.  The  rate  is  increased  by  the  Senate 
mmittee  from  50  per  cent  to  an  approximate  eqtiivalent  of  90 
r  cent 

The  Imports  are  equal  to  over  20  per  cent  of  the  domestic 
roduction,  and  are  increasing.    Competition  with  foreign  wires, 
a  price  basis.  Is  severe.    Prices  of  imported  hexagonal  wire 
etting— f.  o.  b.  United  States  port,  ex-duty— are  only  slightly 
ore  than  one-half  of  the  prices  of  a  comparable  domestic  prod- 
In  the  United  States. 
In  meeting  foreign  competition  manufkcturers  in  the  United 
tea  of  wire  netting  are  operating  at  a  loss.     That  Is  the 
ason  for  the  increase. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  this  is  what  in  common  par- 
ce  is  called  chicken  wire? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    It  has  various  uses. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Of  course  It  has  various  uses,  but  It  Is  used 
rery  largely  in  the  construction  of  chicken  coops  and  chicken 
irlre  fences. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  true. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    And  the  rate  of  duty  is  increased  from  60 
cent  to  90  per  cent.    The  present  rate  on  this  wire  is  the 
lUivaU-nt  of  50  per  cent.    By  this  amendment  we  itxTensed  it 
00  per  cent,  and  I  do  not  see  that  the  Imports  have  been 
ous  enough  to  justify  that  sort  of  an  increase.    Some  Increase 
be  justified,  bat  It  strikes  me  that  an  Increase  of  nearly  75 
jier  cent  of  the  present  tariff  Is  too  high. 

Mr.  NOBRIH.     Mr.   President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
field  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraaka? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  wifih  the  Senator  would  make  plain  the 
rarious  provisions  regarding  different  kinds  of  wire.     The  wire 
ilesctibed  In  the  amendment  now  under  consideration  is  at  least 
partially,  I  take  It,  the  onllnary  chicken  wire? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Well,  where  is  provision  made  for  the  wire 
that  Is  used  for  ordinary  wire  fencing?  Has  not  that  been  on 
the  free  list? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  is  in  anotha*  paragraph  of  the  bill,  I 
will  say  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  NORRIS.    Has  the  committee  put  a  tariff  on  barbed  wire? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Barbeil  wire  Is  on  the  free  list. 
Mr.  NORRIS.    That  is  what  I  understood.     It  is  on  the  free 
list,  on  the  theory,  I  suppose,  that  we  wanted  to  benefit  agri- 
culture. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    It  has  been  on  the  free  list  heretofore. 
Mr.  NORRIS.     I  know  it  has. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  tliink  what  the  Senator  says  us  to  agriculture 
Is  true. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  not  mentioning  that  in  any  spirit  of 
i-riticism ;  I  think  it  i.s  coniiiiendable ;  I  think  that  is  what  we 
had  In  view  to  try  to  do  S4^>tuetliing  for  agriculture ;  but  in  this 
instance  when  the  farmer  wants  a  wire  fence  for  his  chickens, 
it  is  proposed  to  increase  a  tariff  that  is  already  60  per  cent  to 
90  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Some  of  the  wire  referred  to  is  used  for  that 
purpose ;  and  it  i8  used  for  other  purposes,  such  as  tennis  backr 
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It  is  true  that  it  is  some- 


stops,  and  for  doxens  of  other  things 
times  i-alled  chicken  wire. 

Mr.  NOKRIS.  The  sizes  of  the  wire  mentioned  make  it  rather 
confusing  to  identify  them.  I  wonder  if  this  is  not  the  kind  of 
wire  n»'tting  that  is  also  used  by  the  farmers  for  corncribsV 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
heavy  enough  for  that. 

Mr.  NOKRIS.  The  fanners  are  using  onllnary  chicken  wire; 
I  have  seen  them  use  very  fine  wire  for  that  purptjse.  I  might 
be  mistnlien.    If  I  could  see  the  wire,  I  could  state  positively. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  may  be  used  for  that  purpose,  perhaps. 

Mr.  NOKRIS.  There  are  thousands  and  thousands  of  ci>m- 
cribs  made  out  of  this  kind  «»f  wire  I  think.  Such  corncribs 
can  l>e  con.><tructed  in  an  hour  or  so,  and  torn  down  in  the  same 
length  (»f  time,  and  the  wire  be  used  for  something  else. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  this  variety  of  wire  is  a  little  light  for 
that  purpose. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  may  be  that  it  is;  but  I  think,  nevertheless. 
It  Is  used  for  that  puri>oHe. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  meV 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  NOKKIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BlN<iHAM.  Mr.  Pree;ideut,  on  most  poultry  farms,  par- 
ticularly the  large  ones,  and  for  fencing  a  heavier  wire  is  iised, 
similar  in  character  to  that  used  to  keep  pigs  out,  and  so  on. 
The  wire  here  referreil  to  is  a  wire  netting,  which,  as  the  Sena- 
tor says,  is  strictly  referred  to  as  chi<-ken  netting,  which  is  used 
largely  by  people  in  the  suburbs  who  want  to  make  small  In- 
cloHures  for  their  chickens.  It  is  also  used  quite  extensively 
Instead  of  laths  for  small  stucco  houses. 

The  figures  given  by  the  Tariff  Commission  do  not  show  the 
difference  between  the  two  kinds  of  wire.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
imi)oits  of  this  tyi)e  of  so-called  chicken  netting  have  been  in- 
creasing very  rapidly  recently,  and  It  has  been  laid  down  at  a 
price  of  about  one-half  of  the  cost  of  domestic  production. 

I  understand  that  there  are  about  11  factories  that  {Mroduce 
this  small  chicken  netting.  I  happen  to  be  particularly  Inter- 
ested in  It,  because  there  is  one  town  In  Connecticut  which 
makes  practically  nothing  else,  where  this  Is  the  principal  in- 
dustry ;  and  that  town  will  be  faced  with  destruction  If  its 
market  continues  to  be  eaten  into  as  rapidly  as  It  has  been  eaten 
Into  recently.  So  the  paragraph  was  drawn  In  such  a  way  as 
to  protect  this  Industry  and  at  the  .same  time  not  to  strike  at 
the  poultry  Industry,  because  in  the  poultry  yards,  particularly, 
as  1  have  said,  where  the  poultry  is  raised  on  a  large  scale,  they 
use  a  much  heavier  type  of  netting. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  there  may  be.  and  I  think  per- 
ha|)s  there  la,  some  dispute  as  to  the  useji  to  which  this  wire  is 
put.    I  am  sorry  we  do  not  have  a  sample  of  it  here. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  in  1928  the 
domestic  pnKluction  was  1.000.000  bales,  or  about  half  of  the 
capacity  of  the  11  American  factories?  The  industry  employs 
about  2.000  men.  This  was  brought  out  in  the  Hotise  hearings. 
In  1928  the  imp^^rts  were  about  22  per  cent  of  the  domestic  pro- 
duction, or  307,000  bales.  The  imports  are  steadily  Increasing, 
and  from  the  latest  figures,  which  have  been  brought  to  my 
attention  by  those  wlio  have  been  making  this  wire,  it  is  shown 
that  Germany  is  succeeding  in  making  it  so  much  cheaper  than 
we  can  that  carload  lots  of  this  kind  of  wire  are  being  sent  to 
various  parts  of  the  United  States  and  that  the  domestic  market 
is  being  rapidly  taken  over  by  the  foreign  importer. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  let  me  ask  what  per  cent  of  the 
production  of  this  wire  is  imixirted? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Alx.ut  22  per  cent  in  1928. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  us  say,  in  round  numbers,  20  per  c«nt. 
We  are  manufacturing  80  per  cent  of  what  we  tise,  as  I  U'>der- 
stand.  and  importing  20  per  cent.  That  is  not  a  very  bad  con- 
4lition.  If  we  are  doing  that,  we  are  probably  ke^ng  alive  a 
pretty  lively  competition  in  this  product ;  but  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  another  thing  that  is  ignored  all  the 
time,  day  after  day  and  hour  after  hour.  In  the  facts  that  are 
produced  here  before  the  Senate  to  substantiate  a  rate:  There 
is  not  a  word  said  about  the  consumers. 

They  say,  "  Here  is  a  town  that  i.s  making  this  wire,  and  they 
do  not  make  anything  else;  and  if  you  do  not  raise  this  tariff 
to  90  per  cent  they  can  not  make  this  wire.  They  will  have  to 
quit." 

You  assume  that  the  purchasing  power  of  the  consumer  of 
that  wire  is  unlimited.  You  have  not  taken  him  into  the  equa- 
tion at  ail ;  but  you  have  gone  on  the  theory  tliat  what  these 
people  say  Is  100  per  cent  correct,  to  begin  with.  They  are 
interested  parties.    That  may  be  true ;  but  everybody  who  has 


ever  had  any  experience  in  taking  evidence  in  the  trial  of  law- 
suits knows  that  If  you  have  an  ex  parte  case,  where  only  one 
side  Is  represented,  the  judge  or  the  jury  ought  to  make  great 
allowance  for  the  evidence  unleas  the  court  itself  examines  the 
witnesses  as  an  oppo.sing  counsel  would  do  if  he  were  there  rep- 
resenting somebi>dy. 

It  does  not  follow,  of  course,  that  the  ex  parte  witness  Is 
telling  a  falsehood.  He  may  be  a  man  no  honest  and  so  fair 
that  his  testimony  would  be  just  the  same  even  if  he  were  croas- 
examined  at  length.  But  human  nature,  by  and  large,  wiU  con- 
vince any  man  that  on  the  average,  when  you  arc  trying  some- 
thing on  ex  parte  evidence,  unless  you  go  Into  an  examinatiou 
of  the  willing  witnesses  who  are  directly  interested  In  the 
result  you  will  not  get  a  fair  judgment  or  a  fair  verdict. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.  We  have  here  the  statement,  made  by  the 
men  who  are  financially  interested  in  this  matter,  that  unless  we 
make  this  duty  00  per  cent  they  will  have  to  go  out  of  ImHineSei. 
If  we  assume,  to  begin  with,  that  that  is  true,  it  may  be  that 
they  ought  to  go  into  some  other  business. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Temiessee? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  in  just  a  moment. 

If  I  had  enough  money,  I  could  go  down  here  on  Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue  and  buy  a  block — it  would  cost  an  awful  lot  of 
money — tear  down  the  buildings,  build  a  glasshouse  covering 
over  that  block,  and  go  into  the  banana  business ;  and  I  could 
come  to  Congress  and  say,  "  Unless  you  put  bananas  at  such 
and  ^nlch  a  rate  I  shall  have  to  go  out  of  the  business,"  and  tell 
the  truth. 

Where  is  the  evidence  about  how  these  people  manufacture? 
Are  they  efiiclent?  Are  they  modern?  Or  are  we  taxing  the 
farmers  and  the  poultry  raisers  of  this  country  to  sustain  ineffi- 
ciency? We  have  not  enough  evidence  to  justify  us  in  putting 
on  this  tariff,  even  if  the  consumers  could  afford  to  pay  It. 

But  let  us  take  the  consumer's  side  of  the  matter  now. 
We  have  been  trying  to  do  something,  and  we  liave  been  boast- 
ing about  what  we  wanted  to  do,  for  the  farmer.  The  little 
poultry  raiser  Is  a  farmer.  We  have  admitted,  and  everybody 
concedes,  that  he  does  not  get  a  square  deal  under  our  tariff 
system.  The  President  has  called  this  session  in  part  to  equal- 
ize agriculture  and  Industry  as  far  as  the  tarlfl!  can  do  It.  We 
promised  to  do  it  In  a  platform  that  we  spread  before  the 
people,  and  solemnly  said  we  would  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  platform  and  redeem  our  pledges.  Here  i.s  a  place  where 
we  can  do  It. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  NOREIS.  If  we  hare  a  contest  lietween  the  producer 
who  says  he  mtist  be  given  n  tariff  of  90  p*r  cent  and  the 
farmer  and  the  poultry  raiser  whose  Interexts  we  said  we 
wanted  to  protect  and  we  were  called  here  to  protect,  then  we 
ought  to  decide  It  in  favor  of  the  consumer.  He  can  not  afford 
to  pay  the  price  that  we  are  piling  up  and  piling  on  and  pUIng 
on  until  he  Is  broken  down. 

I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  my  desire  was  to  call  the 
Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  his  argument  In  favor  of 
the  consumer  was  particulariy  potential,  as  it  seems  to  me,  In 
this  case  because  that  consumer  is  the  small  fanner  or  the 
poultry  raiser  throtighout  the  country. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  But  the  Senator  has  already  called  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  that  fact,  and  I  have  nothing  further 
to  say. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  yield  next  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Bakki^ey],  who  desired  to  interrupt  me  a  moment  ago. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  in  line  with  what  the  Senator 
was  saying,  I  slmiriy  had  in  mind  the  fact  that  those  who  have 
framed  this  measure  and  sponsor  it  have  made  the  statement, 
and  reiterated  it  over  and  over,  that  it  Is  not  their  desire  to 
prevent  importations  to  some  extent ;  and  yet  wherever  we  find 
in  this  bill  an  article  where  the  present  duty  permits  some 
importatioDS,  evea  though  those  importations  may  be  localised, 
we  find  a  strenuous  effort  to  raise  the  tariff  sufliclently  so  that 
they  can  not  even  come  in  for  local  purposes. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     An  effort  to  raise  an  embargo. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Y^es ;  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  what  the  Senator  has  said  applies  par- 
ticularly to  this  item  to  some  extent.  If  we  should  amend  the 
bill  on  line  20,  page  70,  by  striking  out  "  nine-sixteenths  "  and 
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iBMrtlBg  "  thm  el^tha,"  and  on  line  2,  pa«e  71,  by  itrikln? 
ovt  *♦  •▼•-sixteenths "  and  Inaerting  **ooe-flfth."  that  would 
mak*  tb«  rate  a  little  less  than  60  per  cent,  as  nearly  as  1  can 
teU.  Instead  of  90;  and  I  will  ask  the  Senators  on  the  other 
skle  If  that  woold  be  satisfoctory? 

Mr.  NORUIS.  Suppose  this  amendment  were  defeated;  then 
the  existlnK  law  would  go  into  effect.  That  Is  about  40  per 
cent,  is  It  not? 

Tes ;  the  existing  law  Is  40  per  cent. 
Well  that  la  too  much. 
But  the  tanporUtloDs  are  exceedingly  heavy, 


Mr.  SMOOT. 
Mr.  NOIiRlS. 
Mr.    8M<K)T. 
Mr.  I^resldent. 
Mr    NOBRIS 


About  20  per  cent  1*  Imported.  That  Is  not  a 
very  bad  arrangement  I  would  rather  have  it  a  little  less ;  but 
fliere  Is  not  any  evldenoe  here  but  that  these  people  could  pro- 
duce at  much  less  and  meet  cf»mpetitlon  If  they  were  eflBcient 
Hud  conducting  their  business  In  the  rlRht  way. 

A  ease  has  not  been  msde  out  In  favor  of  this  tariff  by  any 
niean.>(.  Because  someboily  comes  along  and  tells  us,  "  If  yon 
do  not  give  me  100  per  cent  Uriff  here  I  will  go  out  of  business," 
we  tumble  over  each  other  to  give  It  to  him.  regardless  of  what 
he  Is  making,  how  he  Is  making  It,  whether  he  Is  efficient,  or 
whether,  as  a  last  resort,  all  of  us  are  paying  an  enormous 
tariff  in  order  to  i^ve  him  a  profit. 

If  we  have  to  tax  our  people  who  toil  on  the  farms  and  on 
thefw  little  chicken  ranches  100  per  cent  for  the  thinga  they 
must  have  to  carry  on  their  business,  it  seems  to  me  It  would 
ha  better  to  l«-t  the  (ffodnct  come  in  free,  if  there  Is  nobody  who 
Is  going  to  be  able  to  make  It  cheaply  en<mgh  to  compete  with 
the  (ierman  manufacturers. 

1  can  not  \te\if\t-.  Mr.  Tresiilent,  that  In  any  steel  prr)duct  we 
are  not  able  to  cnmiiete  with  the  world— wire  or  anything  of 
that  kind.     We  are  able  to  r-orotiete  with  tlie  world. 

Mr.  HLAINK.  Mr.  Freiddent.  I  merely  want  to  call  attention 
to  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Commiasbm.  foomi  In  tlie  Tariff 
Humioary  on  |»age  «76,  treating  paragraph  317.  This  la  the 
langnuge  that  the  Tariff  CommlmUm  ujm>s: 

Aarrlcan  SMBofartarrrs  bsv«  <H«tln«t  ulvsnUfM  Is  so  ibondaDt  and 
rwtatlvrly  rfu>«p  rappir  of  ttM>  rfaW  raw  oiatniala — irua  siMl  stMl  win 
aa4  alM  for  cBivaalttDe— and  In  an  iDdoatry  wMl  orssolacd  for  lar«»- 
■nl*  prodvrtton.  Th*  locattoa  cf  ttit  <lome*t\e  aMnatactwvrs  gives 
aplJInc  and  tranaportalloB  achrantagM  In  tb«  AsB^rtcaa  siafket. 


Mr.  8MCHIT.    Mr.  1'revident 

The  VICE  I'RKHIDK.vr.  Does  the  Senator  Arom  Wisconsin 
yield  U>  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  niJiJSK.    I  do. 

Mr.  HM<X>T.  The  part  of  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Informa- 
tion that  the  Aeuati>r  is  now  reading  has  reference  to  fencing 
wire,  not  chicken  wire. 

Mr.  RLAIXR.  It  is  the  only  information  we  have.  It  has 
reference  to  the  wire  dewrllted  In  the  Uriff  act  of  1922  under 
paragraph  .^17.  as  I  understHUcL 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Chicken  wire  to-day  is  under  the  basket  clause, 
and  it  M  taken  from  the  basket  claii.^. 

Mr.  BI.A1NK.    But,  I  say,  it  has  reference  to  this  wire. 

Mr.  SMIX>T.     No. 

Mr.  BL.\.INE.  The  same  advantages  apply  to  the  manufac- 
turing of  chicken  wire.  There  is  another  htrge  class  of  wire 
that  i»  used  In  the  sieves  of  thrashing  machines  and  fanning 
mills,  and  in  strainers  and  a  multitude  of  similar  uses.  The 
wire  that  is  dlsi-ussed  by  the  Tariff  Comraisslon  is  practically 
the  same  wire  that  is  i-overed  by  the  amendment  proposed. 
True,  it  Is  a  different  gage  and  may  be  a  different  mesh;  but 
the  ct>nditlons  relating  to  the  manufacture  of  wire  as  described 
In  the  act  of  li^2S,  certainly  ore  identical  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  amendment.  I  can  see  no  difference. 
^  SMOOT.  The  wire  to  which  the  Senator  refers  is  found 
n  paragraph  318. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    The  commlsKlon  is  discussing  paragraph  317. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  but  the  wire  the  Senator  is  diacnsaing  is 
found  In  paragraph  318 — 

Wov(*Dwirv  cloth,  ganae,  fabric,  or  ancen  made  <rf  wire  cosiposcd  of 
■tccl.  bsaaa.  coppar,  broaae— 

*  And  so  forth. 

MrrbL.\INK.  No;  I  am  quoHng  from  the  comments  of  the 
commission  made  In  discussing  the  wire  described  in  paragraph 
317.    Has  the  committee  dianged  the  number  of  the  paragraph? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Na 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  commission  are  dbicussing  this  kind  of 
wire.  What  I  am  stating  is  that  the  wire  they  are  discussing 
is  of  pnctknJIy  the  »ame  character  as  the  wire  described  in  the 
amendment.  Tliere  Is,  of  course,  a  difference  In  the  gauge ;  but 
that  is  an  ineonsequcatlal  difference  when  it  cofnas  to  the  advan- 
tages referred  to  by  the  Tariff  Commission. 
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simply  wanted  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  that 
rei  ort. 

At.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  as  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[\  r.  Smoot]  has  Just  pointed  out,  the  Tariff  Commission  states 
In  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information,  in  discu&sing  paragraph 
Sir,  that— 

i^'hlle  poultry  netting  ia  one  form  of  wire  fencing,  neither  It  nor  the 
wire  from  which  It  Is  constructed  is  included  in  the  paragraph  of  the 
80    of  1922  which  provides  specifically  for  fencing  wire. 

The  factories  making  the  particular  kind  of  wire  netting  in- 
cli  ided  in  this  paragraph  ure  located,  according  to  the  testimony 
b€  r»)re  the  Senate  committee,  at  Georgetown,  Conn. ;  Blue  Island, 
II . ;  Worcester,  Mass. ;  Clinton.  Mass. ;  Trenton,  N.  J. ;  Cort- 
la  Id,  N.  Y. ;  Muncie.  Ind. ;  Peoria,  III. ;  Joliet,  111. ;  DeKaib,  IlL  ; 
1*1  leblo,  Colo. ;  OakUnd,  Calif. ;  and  Pittsburg.  Calif. 

The  statement,  made  under  oath  and  subject  to  cross-exami- 
m  tlon.  before  the  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee, and  printed  on  page  1164  of  the  hearings,  shows  that 
til  e  foreign  cost  as  compared  to  the  domestic  cost  is  as  $35.78  to 
a  domestic  cost  of  $74.23.  Adding  the  50  iier  cent  ad  valorem 
dtity  proposed  in  the  House  bill  in  the  basket  clause,  the  landed 
ccst  of  the  fi»relpn  article  would  be  $53.66,  which  is  $20  less 
tlan  the  domestic  cost. 

The  duty  a.sked  for  will  not  compensate  entirely  for  the  differ- 
ence between  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad.  It  will 
n(>t  compensate  for  the  difference  betwt-en  the  cost  In  the  11 
American  factories  and  the  cost  of  this  wire  as  made  In  Oer- 
muny, 

Hurely  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  did  not  mean  quite  what 
h<»  said  when  he  stated,  as  I  un<lerstood  him  to  say  a  few 
uiKUieiitM  ago  on  the  fl<«r,  that  If  we  could  not  make  this 
a  tide  In  America  as  cheaply  as  they  c<»uld  make  It  in  Ger- 
nany  we  ought  n«it  to  try  to  make  It  at  all.  That  is  as  good 
•  I  saying  to  the  American  lab<irer  and  the  American  working- 
nan  workltig  in  thcMe  factories.  "If  you  will  not  work  as 
c!i«'Mply  as  the  man  works  In  Germany,  you  had  better  go  Into 
M^me  other  kind  of  busineMs."  Hurely  that  is  not  the  basis  on 
V  hlch  we  l>elieve  In  a  protective  tariff. 

Mr.  PreMtdent,  I  hope  very  mnch  that  thb  amendment  may 
b?  adopted  as  drawn  and  as  proiiosed  by  the  Senate  committee, 
f>r  it  ia  of  the  ntmont  ImixTtance  to  this  industry,  the  im- 
ports are  very  rapidly  IntTeaxIng,  and  the  sales  of  tli<*se  differ- 
ed companies  bM^ated  as  I  have  shown  all  over  the  United 
states  are  seriously  threatened,  and  the  workmen  engaged 
ill  making  this  wire  are  In  danger  of  losing  their  Jobs. 

Mr.  .VOKKIS.  Mr.  Presick'nt.  the  Senator  from  Connecticut 
jiutM  up  a  Htraw  man  and  knocks  him  down.  In  this  case  I 
onstitute  tlH*  ftraw  man.     He  puts  words  into  my  mouth  which 

I  have  not  uttered.  He  has  me  exiiressing  a  sentiment  in 
v'hich  I  do  not  believe,  and  which  I  do  not  announce  now, 
rever  have  announced,  and  I  hope  I  never  will.  And  then, 
l:aving  «set  up  that  straw  man,  he  makes  an  argument  t«»  show 
tow  foolish  be  is.  And  having  had  that  advantage,  of  putting 
f[)rth  what  his  opponent  has  said,  he  succeeds  In  demoii.shing 
tne  argument.  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  present  my  own 
a  rgument. 

Mr.  I'resldent,  in  the  first  place.  It  seems  to  me  that  to  a 
jreat  extent,  as  to  all  Interior  points,  at  least,  freight  alone 
^ill  be  ample  protection  to  anyone  manufacturing  this  wire 
ffncing.  In  the  next  place,  it  is  wire  fencing.  It  says  so  in 
fo  many  words  in  the  amendment  itself.  It  says,  "All  wire 
i  fncing  and  all  wire  netting." 

Probably  the  sise  of  the  mesh  may  be  one  thirty-second  or 
c  ne-stxteenth  of  an  inch  less  or  greater  than  some  other  wire 
Eiesh  mentioned  in  a  preceding  statute  or  at  some  other  place 

I I  this  measure.  Yet  that  it  Is  fencing  there  can  be  no  doubt, 
and  from  the  site  of  it,  It  seems  to  me  It  is  the  proper  mesh 
t>  build  around  a  chicken  yard.  Practically  every  farmer  in 
t  le  United  States  has  some  of  it,  and  uses  It.  All  little  chicken 
t  irmers  use  hundreds  of  dollars  worth  of  it.  It  Is  their  stfX'k 
ill  trade.  They  must  have  it  In  their  business.  They  an'  the 
fellows  we  said  we  were  going  to  help  to  equalize  with  the 
I  lanufacturers. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  mention  the  consumer? 
I  toes  he  give  him  as  a  reason  why  we  should  have  this  tariff 
cif  practically  100  per  cent?  No;  he  does  not  think  of  him. 
1  'he  President  called  this  session  of  Congress  to  give  the  farmer 
equalization  with  the  manufacturer.  Now  comes  the  repre- 
sfntatlve  of  the  manufacturer  and  says,  "We  must  have  this 
regardless  of  what  it  costs  the  farmer." 

Mr.  I»resldent,  there  is  a  limit — iind  that  Is  the  idea  1  have 
tried  to  convey,  and  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  with  his 
isnal  Ingenuity,  misconstmetl  it — there  is  a  limit  beyond  which 
I  eople  engaged  in  the  production  of  the  food  we  must  have  to 
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live  can  not  go.  You  can  put  the  burden  of  taxation  upon  their 
backs  until  they  will  be  crushed  to  earth,  uutil  the  very  ones 
who  produce  the  food  to  feed  the  world  and  feed  this  country, 
upon  which  we  must  live,  will  be  driven  out  of  business  by  our 
taxation. 

One  hundred  per  cent  on  the  little  fellow  who  wants  to  raise 
some  chickens !  One  hundred  per  cent  on  the  very  farmer  you 
said  you  had  come  here  to  Washington  to  relieve  from  his 
burden,  increasing  by  50  per  cent— yes ;  nearly  60  per  cent— the 
tax  that  is  already  levied  upon  him. 

It  is  said,  "  In  this  town  up  in  Connecticut  these  frflows  will 
have  to  do  something  else."  In  the  first  place,  I  do  not  think 
they  will.  They  have  not  done  anything  else  yet  that  I  have 
heard  about  but  make  wire,  and  If  this  amendment  Is  defeated 
the  existing  law  will  remain  on  the  statute  books. 

Mr.  President,  we  can  make  these  tariff  rates  so  high  as  to 
kill  the  goose  that  lays  the  golden  egg.  I  implore  Members  of 
the  Senate,  who  long  have  been  proclaiming  and  reechoing  what 
the  President  said  In  the  campaign,  to  carry  out  what  they  said 
at  Kansas  City,  that  they  were  going  to  equalize  the  agricultural 
Industry.  Here  Is  an  Item  where  industry  has  a  tariff  upon 
agriculture  of  50  per  cent.  Instead  of  taking  It  off  you  are  now 
proposing  to  add  another  60  per  cent.  Can  it  be  justiflt-d  by 
the  promises  we  iiave  made  to  agriculture  and  to  the  farmer? 
Instead  of  giring  him  relief,  we  are  asked  to  double  his  burdens. 
Mr.  President,  this  amendment  ought  to  be  defeated.  I  am 
sorry  that  there  are  ao  few  Senators  here,  due  to  the  latenesa  of 
the  hour,  and  I  give  notice  now  that  If  It  Is  not  defeated  1 
will  call  for  a  vote  on  it  when  the  bill  get*  into  the  Senate,  and 
when  a  larger  ntunber  of  Senator*  can  be  here  to  listen  to  the 
debate. 
The  VICE  PBE8IDENT.  The  queation  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
^  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  next  amendment*  were,  on  page  71,  line  25.  after  the 
word  "foregoing,"  to  strike  out  "(not  prorided  for  In  para- 
graph 327)";  on  page  72.  line  2,  after  the  word  "made,"  to 
lii»<'rt  "(except  by  casting)";  In  line  3,  after  the  word  "  inches," 
to  Htrike  out  "  In  diameter  "  and  Insert  "  at  the  Uirgeat  luaide 
diameter  (exclusive  of  nofjmetalilc  lining)." 

Mr.  BABKLEY.  What  would  be  the  effect  of  the  amendment 
on  line  25,  page  71? 

Mr,  SMOOT.    The  Senator  will  notice  on  line  2.  page  72,  the 
words  "(except  by  casting),"    ThU  is  a  little  better  langtwge, 
and  the  draftsmen  asked  us  to  make  a  change. 
Mr.  BABKLEY.    Very  well. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  I  have  already  explained,  the  draftamen 
think  the  amendment  on  Une  2,  page  72,  Is  very  much  better 
wording  than  the  provision  on  page  71  at  the  bottom  of  the 
page.  It  means  exactly  the  same  thing,  but  the  draftsmen  say 
It  is  verj'  much  better  wording. 

Mr.  BABKLEY.     Is  the  Senator  talking  about  the  amend- 
ment at  the  bottom  of  page  71,  or  in  lines  3  and  4,  on  page  72? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    It  is  exactly  the  same. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  amendment  on  line  3,  page  72,  is  in- 
tended to  prevent  any  doubt  as  to  the  administration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendments. 
The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  72,  line  6,  to  strike  out 
"40  per  cent"  and  insert  "50  per  cent,"  so  the  paragraph 
would  read: 

Pab.  319.  (a)  Iron  or  ateel  anchors  and  parts  thereof;  forgings  of 
iron  or  steel,  or  of  combined  iron  and  steel,  not  machined,  tooled,  or 
otherwise  advanced  in  condition  by  any  proceas  or  operation  subse- 
quent to  the  forging  process,  not  specially  provided  for,  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem. 

(b)  AutocUvee,  cataljrst  chambers  or  tubes,  converters,  reaction 
chambers,  scrubbers,  separators,  shells,  stUIs,  ovena,  soakers,  penstock 
pipes,  cylindera,  containers,  drums,  and  vessels,  any  of  the  foregoing 
composed  wholly  or  In  chief  value  of  iron  or  steel,  by  whatever  process 
made  (except  by  catting),  wholly  or  partly  manufactured,  if  over  20 
inches  at  the  largest  inalde  diameter  (exclusive  of  nonmetalllc  lining) 
and  having  metal  walla  1^  incbea  or  more  In  thlckaess,  and  parta  for 
any  of  the  foregoing,  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  explain 
why  that  increase  is  made? 

Mr.  SM(X)T.     In  just  a  moment 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  while  the  Senator  from  Utah  Is 
looking  for  his  papers,  let  me  say  a  word  about  the  amendment 

In  the  oll-refinlng  business  and  In  a  part  of  the  ch«nlcal  in- 
dustry there  la  now  a  necessity  for  these  large  chambers  with 


great  strength.  They  are  practically  cannon  with  closed  muz- 
zles. They  can  only  be  made  in  a  forging  plant  such  as  Is 
suitable  for  forging  artillery.  The  Midvale  Steel  Co.,  for  ex- 
ample, makes  them  in  Its  forging  plant,  and  then  machines 
them,  and  the  process  of  manufacture  is  exactly  the  same  as 
that  of  a  cannon,  except  that  the  muzzle  being  closed,  the  c«in- 
tents.  which  are  detonated  inside  the  chamber,  remain  there 
and  are  not  expelled  as  In  a  cannon. 

The  principal  competition  has  come  from  the  Krupp  works  in 
Grermany,  who  turned  their  cannon  plant  into  a  plant  for 
making  these  things.  As  in  the  manufacture  of  artillery,  there 
is  a  greet  deal  of  labor  involved  in  the  machining.  It  has  to 
be  done  with  great  precision.  Just  exactly  like  the  building  of 
a  big  naval  gun  or  a  big  piece  of  land  artillery.  We  got  a  lot 
of  Krupp  price  lists  and  the  details  showing  where  they  had 
shipped,  and  about  25  per  cent  of  those  things  which  are  being 
used  in  the  United  States  are  now  coming  from  (Germany  at 
prices  substantially  less  than  the  coat  of  production  here. 

The  Midvale  Steel  CTo.  came  to  us  and  asked  us  for  a  con- 
sideraUe  increase  over  the  present  40  per  cant 

Mr.  SMOOT.    They  asked  for  75  per  cent 

Mr.  REED.  I  thought  it  was  even  more  than  that.  They 
asked  for  75  per  cent,  but  the  price  lists  we  got  from  the  Krupp 
factory  and  the  demonstrated  cost  of  the  production  liere  seemed 
to  us  to  Justify  an  increase.  We  gave  them  much  less  than  what 
they  asked,  but  I  really  tldnk  that  the  advance  from  40  to  CO 
per  cent  la  Justified. 

From  the  standpoint  of  the  national  defense  it  is  Important 
that  we  keep  alive  some  of  those  plants  that  can  make  large 
guna  As  Senators  know,  we  make  most  of  our  naval  guns  at 
the  Wet(?r>ilet  Arsenal,  and  private  industry  has  no  chance  to 
get  that  kind  of  business.  If  there  should  be  another  war  it 
would  be  greatly  to  our  advantage  to  have  a  private  concern 
equipiied  to  do  that,  and  while  we  did  mH  want  to  give  them 
too  much,  and  did  not  want  to  make  a  bonanza  out  of  it,  we  did 
think  that  00  (ler  cent  was  justified. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  are  only  two  concerns  in  the  United 
States  that  make  these  chambers. 

Mr,  BARKLEY.  The  range  of  duties  la  from  35  to  40  per 
cent.  The  maximum  duty  Is  40  per  cent.  The  Tariff  Commis- 
sion advises  us  tliat  there  are  practically  no  imports  coming  In, 
that  they  made  an  effort  to  find  out  if  there  were,  and  could  not 
find  that  there  were  any,  or  to  what  extent  they  were  coming  in. 

Mr.  UEKD.  Mr.  I'resident,  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  I 
have  a  memorandum  from  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  this  la  the 
last  paragraph  of  It : 

There  are  bat  two  domestic  flrma  prodocing  these  cbsabera,  and  tbeae 
have  met  nevere  comp<'tition,  especially  from  Knipp,  the  Urge  GcrmaB 
gun  manufacturers.  Imports  prottably  amount  to  about  25  per  cent  of 
domestic  eonaumption.  Mannfactnrers  requested  the  equivalent  of  aboat 
75  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  it  is  thought  that  sulBclent  encouragement 
should  t>e  given  thia  industry  to  aaaure  that  Ita  facilities  will  be  avail- 
able for  the  production  of  ordnance. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  information  is  evidently  correct  if  ob- 
tained subsequent  to  tlie  preparation  of  the  memorandum  I 
have,  which  comes  from  the  same  source.  But  even  if  a  consid- 
erable portion  of  these  articles  are  coming  in  at  25  per  cent  and 
rarwrlng  up  to  40  per  cent,  the  House  takes  the  one  rate  of  40  per 
cent,  which  is  an  increase  on  all  coming  In  below  40  per  cent  at 
this  time,  and  then  the  committee  adds  10  per  cent  more. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  was  a  question  as  to  the  rate  of  duty 
which  was  Imposed  under  existing  law.  The  Senator  referred  to 
the  25  per  cent  under  paragraph  328  of  the  act  of  1022,  from  iron 
and  steel  tubes  not  specially  provided  for.  That  is  only  25  per 
cent.  After  that  It  was  30  per  cent  in  paragraph  372,  all  other 
machines  and  parts  thereof,  and  40  per  cent  in  paragraph  390, 
manufactures  of  metal  not  specially  provided  for. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  bears  out  my  suggestion  that  there  la 
a  variation  in  the  rate  under  which  all  of  these  artldes  are  com- 
ing In  at  this  time. 

Mr.  REED,  it  Is  not  a  variation.  It  Is  a  dispute  as  to  which 
of  the  three  par^agraphs  these  items  ought  to  fair  into.  OI>- 
vionsly,  to  import  an  artide  of  that  siae  and  description  is  not 
within  the  meaning  of  the  word  "  tubes  "  as  Congress  intended  it 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Where  Is  that  disiwte  pending? 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  in  the  Treasury  De- 
partment or  whether  it  has  gone  to  the  courts. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  almost  impossible,  I  am  Informed,  in  some 
cases  to  determine  under  which  paragraph  they  really  come. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  will  be  no  doubt  about  it  if  we  put  the 
rate  up  to  50  per  cent  There  will  be  no  doubt  about  the  fact 
that  it  is  an  Increase  over  the  rate  at  this  time  ranging  ail  the 
way  from  60  per  cent  to  1(X)  per  cent 
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Mr  SHOOT.  Ob,  no;  If  tt  waa  40  per  cent,  it  would  be  a  » 
per  c«it  Increww.  A»  I  said,  tbere  are  only  two  Instltutlooa 
which  make  this  claaa  of  goods  In  the  United  Statea.  During  the 
war  they  were  about  the  only  people  who  could  make  any  ord- 
naiice  for  n«  at  all.  We  felt  Justified  in  having  the  increase  in 
order  that  they  mlitht  proceed.  .     .„     ^  .  v      n^^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fisa  In  the  dhair).  The 
question  is  on  agrerfog  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OWICER.    The  derk  will  *ate  the  next 

amendment.  ^        ^  .  ta 

The  LBciBUATmB  Cixax.    The  next  amendment  la  on  page  74, 
ttne  9.  after  the  word  -  ad  ralorem,"  where  the  committee  pro- 
po8(«  to  insert  "  molders*  patterns,  of  whatever  material  com- 
posed, for  the  manufacture  of  castings,  50  per  c«it  ad  valorem. 
Mr.  McKELLAR     Mr.  President,  let  us  have  an  explanation 

of  the  amendment  ._     «       * 

Mr  SMOOT.  The  result  of  the  change  by  the  Senate  com- 
mittee Is  to  provide  for  molders*  patterns,  regardless  of  the 
material  of  which  made,  In  one  specific  classification,  thus  facili- 
tating administration  and  statistical  cntrol.  The  rates  of  duty 
were  increased  somewhat,  as  I  have  indicated. 

There  are  a  number  of  paragraphs,  and  I  want  to  call  atten- 
tion to  them  and  the  rates  of  duty.  Under  paragraph  299  of 
the  act  of  1922  manufactures  of  metal  not  specially  provided 
for  carried  a  rate  of  40  per  cent.  Under  paragraph  398  of 
the  present  bill  manufactures  of  metal  not  specially  provided 
for  carry  a  rate  of  50  per  cent  and  in  paragraph  413,  molders' 
patterns  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  wood  and  not  specifically 
provlde^i  for  carry  a  rate  of  40  per  cent.  ^ 

The  Senate  committee  in  paragrat^  327  provides,  molders 
patterns,  of  whatever  material  made,  for  the  manufacture  of 
netal  castings.**  or  similar  wording,  50  per  cent  The  phrase- 
ology reapecting  molders*  patterns  In  paragraph  413  of  H.  R. 
8887  was  stricken  out  by  the  Senate  committee. 

The  testimony  indicates  that  labor  constitutes  the  principal 
Item  of  coat  of  manufacture  of  this  commodity  and  that  ^Vt 
per  cent  of  the  patternmakers  In  the  United  Statea  are  nor- 
nmlly  unemploywl.  The  Pattern  Makers'  League  of  North 
America,  affiliated  with  the  American  Federation  of  Labor, 
requested  a  duty  of  100  per  cent.  It  was  statetl  that  pattenis 
may  be  made  of  wooti,  metal,  wax.  plaster,  or  papler-mftch*. 
The  action  of  the  Senate  committee  grants  Increases  In  rates 
of  duty  to  only  a  limited  extent  as  compared  to  rates  requested 
and  Is  designed  to  give  reasonably  adequate  protection  to  a 
highly  skllleil  and  essential  trade. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  What  does  the  preaent  law  carry  in  the 
way  of  a  rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  Is  40  per  cent  The  Senator  wiU  rem«nber 
that  In  1922  when  this  same  question  arose  the  roller*  were 
brought  in  to  show  the  committee  that  nearly  all,  or  ab*'Ut  96 
per  cent,  of  It  was  handwork.  It  can  not  be  done  In  auy  other 
way.  The  men  themselves  came  here  and  irieaded  for  100  per 
tent  in  order  to  save  the  Industry,  but  the  committee  did  not 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  I  wish  to  say  that  I  do 
not  see  any  serious  obJey.'tIon  to  tbe  Increase.  I  am  Informed 
that  one  pattern  made  by  this  method  can  be  used  for  many 
moldings.     I  see  no  objection  to  the  Increase. 

The  PRESIDING  omCER.  The  question  la  od  agreeing  to 
the  amt'ndment 

The  am«*ndracnt  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  76,  line  13,  after  the 
word  -  pound.**  to  strike  out  "  upholsterers'  nails,  chair  glides. 
and  thumb  tacks,  of  two  or  more  irfeces  of  iron  or  steel,  finished 
or  unfinished,  8  cents  per  pound  "  and  insert  "  upholstery  nails, 
chair  glides,  thumb  tacks,  and  drawing  pins,  with  heads 
assembled  to  shanks,  whether  finished  or  unfinished,  made 
wholly  or  in  part  of  iron  or  steel  or  other  base  metal.  40  per 
cent  ad  valorfin,'*  so  as  to  read : 

Fab.  831.  Cnt  aalla  and  cut  BitlkM.  of  Iron  or  stecL  exceeding  2 
iBcbM  la  tmgtb.  four-tenths  of  I  cent  per  pooad:  cnt  tacki  and 
kradii.  botaalls  and  cut  nail*,  of  Iron  or  steel,  not  exceeding  2  Incbee 
iB  leacth.  16  per  cent  ad  vaJoren :  horseAtaoe  nails,  and  otber  Iron  or 
ste*"!  naUa,  not  spMtally  provided  for,  m  cents  per  pound;  upholstery 
■alls,  dialr  ididca.  thnrnb  Ucks.  and  dnwiii*  pins,  with  beads  assem- 
bled to  aiianka,  whether  finished  or  unflntubed,  made  wholly  or  in  part 
of  iron  or  stsel  o?  other  base  meUl.  40  per  cent  ad  raloreni. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  does  that  Involve  an  in 
crease? 

Mr.  BARKLET.  It  is  a  decrease.  I  understand.  The  prea- 
ent rate  is  in  the  nelghb«>rhoi>d  of  SO  per  cent  and  this  gives 
an  ad  valorem  of  40  per  cent 
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Mr.  HARRISON.  On  upholsterers'  nails  the  memorandum  I 
kave  shows  25  per  cent    Is  that  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Under  the  act  of  1922  upholsterers'  nails,  of 
ron  or  ateel,  carried  a  rate  of  l'/^  cents  per  ixjund ;  upholster- 
ers' nails  of  nonfinished  metal,  40  per  cent ;  both  as  the  Senate 
committee  now  pro^ide8.  Thumb  tacks  and  drawing  pins  car- 
■ied  a  six-tenths  of  a  cent  per  pound  in  the  act  of  1922.  The 
aouse  gave  them  3  cents  per  pound  and  the  Senate  committee 
^ves  them  40  per  cent. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  So  there  is  an  increase  on  upholsterera' 
lalls  from  25  per  cent  to  40  per  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Upholsterers'  nails  of  iron  and  steel  are  In- 
creased from  an  equivalent  ad  valorem  duty  of  about  10  per 
^nt  to  an  equivalent  ad  valorem  duty  of  about  20  per  cent 
rhat  is  true  as  to  these  nails. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Are  thumb  tacks  Increased? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Thumb  tacks  and  drawing  pins  are  reduced 
from  an  equivalent  ad  valorem  rate  of  alwut  40  per  cent  in  the 
let  of  1022. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  May  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  thumb 
tacks  If  made  of  steel  are  increasetl  and  If  made  of  brass  they 
are  decreasetl. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  When  I  suRRestel  a  moment  ago  that  this 
was  a  decrease.  I  meant  that  it  was  a  decrease  below  the 
House  rate.    It  seems  to  be  an  increase  above  the  present  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  thought  that  was  what  the  Senator  said. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Summary  of  Tariff 
Information  it  appears  that  all  of  the  nails  and  tacks  referred 
to  here  have  been  covered  heretofore  by  not  to  exceed  a  corre- 
sponding ad  valorem  rate  of  15  per  cent  and  now  It  Is  raised 
to  40  i>er  cent.  I  refer  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  page  714  of 
the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  they  were  specifically  provided 
for.     I  am  not  sure  of  It,  however. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  On  page  714  of  the  Summary  of  Tariff  In- 
formation the  corresponding  ad  valorem  rate  on  all  of  the 
tacks  and  nails  Is  referred  to,  and  the  highest  I  can  find  is  15 
per  cent. 

Mr.    SMOOT.    The   act    of    1922,    paragraph    330,    reads    as 

follows : 

Cut  nalla  and  nit  apttes,  of  Iron  or  steel,  pxccedlng  2  Inches  In 
length,  four-tenths  of  1  ct^nt  per  pound ;  cut  tackg  and  brads,  bobnaila 
and  cut  nails,  of  iron  or  steel,  not  exceeding  2  Inches  In  length,  15 
per  cent  ad  valorem. 

That  is  only  applied  to  cut  tadts  and  brads,  hobnails  and  cut 
nails. 

Horaesboe  nails  and  other  Iron  or  steel  nails,  not  specially  provided 
for.  IH  cents  per  pound;  nails,  spikes,  tacks,  brads,  and  staples,  made 
of  Won  or  ateel  wire,  not  lesa  than  1  Inch  In  length  nor  smaller  than 
slxty-flve  one-thousandths  of  1  inch  in  diameter,  four-tenths  of  1  cent 
per  pound  ;  less  than  1  Inch  In  length  and  smaller  than  sixty-flve  one- 
thousandths  of  1  inch  in  diameter,  three-fourths  of  1  cent  per  pound; 
spikes,  Ucks,  brads,  and  sUplea,  not  specially  provided  for,  slx-tentlui 
of  1  cent  per  potind. 

There  is  no  limitation  of  15  per  cent 

Mr.  HOWELL.    What  is  the  corresponding  ad  valorem  duty? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    On  which  one? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     The  highest  corresponding  ad  valorem  duty. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Three  cents  per  pound  as  providetl  for  in  the 
Houae  bill  would  give  an  equivalent  ad  valorem  of  20  per  cent 
That  Is  on  upholsterers'  nails  ff  iron  or  steel.  Does  the  Senator 
ask  for  thumb  tacks  and  drawing  pins?  Is  that  what  he  has 
referred  to? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  I  have  reference  to  cut  tacks,  brads,  wire 
staples,  wire  nails,  spikes,  brads,  staples  less  than  1  inch  in 
length  and  smaller  than  sixty-five  one- thousandths  of  an  Inch 
In  diameter. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  think  there  is  any  change  in  those. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  There  may  be  more  in  the  Items  that  I 
have  read  than  are  covered  by  these  particular  paragraphs,  but 
the  tariff  Information  gives  the  maximum  ad  valorem  rate  on 
any  of  these  as  15  per  cent.  The  rate  provided  for  in  the  bill  is 
50  per  cent. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  Presldmt,  I  suggest  that  we  let  this 
paragraph  so  over  because  there  seems  to  \x  some  dispute 
about  the  facts  and  what  the  present  rate  is. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Evidently  there  i.s  some  dispute  as  to  what  tbe 
rates  are.  The  Senator  from  Nebrai^ka  may  have  a  part  of 
paragraph  331  confouude<l  with  what  we  have  in  the  existing 
paragraph.  If  the  Senatt)r  will  allow  it  to  go  over,  we  can  look 
it  up  In  the  meantime. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  new  language  which  seems  to  be  in- 
serted both  by  the  House  bill  and  by  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 


mittee, so  It  is  difficult  to  tell  just  what  paragraph  It  cornea 
under.    We  have  not  been  able  to  trace  it 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  amend- 
ment will  be  passed  over,  and  the  clerk  will  repwi.  the  next 
amendment. 

The  Ltoislative  CixaK.  On  page  78.  line  25.  after  the  word 
•*  pound  '  and  the  semicolon,  insert  the  words  "  staples  In 
strip  form  for  use  In  staple  fasteners  or  stapling  machines.  40 
cents  per  pound." 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    May  that  amendment  go  over? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  it  may  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  LooisLATiva  Clerk.  On  page  78,  after  Ihae  4,  the  com- 
mittee proposes  to  strike  out  "  Par.  338.  Screws,  commonly 
called  wood  screws,  of  iron  or  steel.  25  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President,  does  that  Item  go  to  the  free 

llBfV 

Mr.  SM<  )OT.    No ;  it  goes  to  the  basket  clause. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Let  us  have  some  explanation  of  It 

Mr.  HAKRISON.    There  Is  an  Increase  In  the  rate  of  duty. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     There  Is  an  Increase. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  rate  In  the  basket  clause  has  been  In- 
creased from  40  to  45  or  50  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    To  45  per  cent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  present  duty  Is  25  per  cent.  If  It  goes 
to  the  basket  clause.  It  will  be  increased  to  45  or  50  per  cent. 

Mr.  SM(K)T.    To  45  per  cent. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  like  to  inquire  what  object  there  is 
In  ptoiKteiiig  an  increase?  What  evidence  is  there  that  there 
should  l>e  any  Increase. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  ,Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  BiifOHAM] 
has  the  papers  relative  to  the  amendment.     I  have  mislaid  mine. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President.  I  will  ask  that  that  item  go 
over.     I  have  not  the  memoranda  with  me. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Let  It  go  over.     I  have  mislaid  my  papers. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  we  might  just  as  well  settle 
this  question  right  now  if  we  have  the  facts.  As  I  read  the 
fljmres,  the  Importations  were  95.<KX)  gross  and  the  exportations 
11,000.000  gross.  Yet  it  is  proposed  to  increase  the  rate  from 
25  per  ( ent  to  45  per  cent. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  the 
Item  go  over  If  possible.  The  testimony  brought  out  before  the 
Bul)commlttee  on  metals  was  that  w<x)d  screws  were  brfng  made 
at  a  loss ;  that  there  was  an  effort  being  made  to  try  to  meet 
foreign  competition  by  making  them  at  a  loss;  that  one  manu- 
facturer had  lost  about  $1,000,000  In  his  efforts  to  meet  foreign 
competition  ;  and  that  is  the  reason  why  the  increase  was  recom- 
mended.    However,  1  rei)eat,  I  have  not  the  papers  with  me. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  Item  going  over, 
but  I  am  very  much  opposed  to  the  Increase  in  the  tariff  rate. 
We  will  take  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  it  when  the  time  cmnes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  the  Senator  wants  to  have  it  go  over, 
that  is  all  right. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  going  to  ask  that  it  go  over,  because  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  has  the  information  but  It  Is  not  at 
this  moment  available. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Lboislattvb  Cijcrk.  On  page  78,  after  line  6,  it  Is  pro- 
posed to  insert :  "  Par.  338.  Butts  and  hinges,  finished  or  un- 
finished, no  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Will  the  Senator  give  an  explanation  of 
that  Item?  Butts  and  hinges  are  commodities  used  by  the 
fanners. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  amendment  involves  an  increase  from 
40  to  50  per  cent. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  like,  while  the  Senator  from  Utah  is 
answering  other  questions,  to  have  him  answer  another  one,  so 
that  he  <an  answer  them  all  at  once,  if  he  will  permit  me  to 
ask  one.  Wliy  Is  this  Item  as  to  butts  and  hiufjes  put  in  as  a 
new  i)aragraph?  Are  not  butts  and  hinges  provided  for  in  the 
present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Butts  and  hinges,  provided  for  In  paragraph 
399  of  the  act  of  1922  and  in  paragraph  398  of  the  pending  bill, 
though  not  specifically  mentioned  therein,  are  now  placed  in  a 
separate  paragraph.  The  rate  is  increased  5  per  cent  above 
other  manufactures  of  metal  not  specially  provided  for. 

The  domestic  industry  testified  that  as  to  56  leading  items 
the  c»>st  of  production  In  Germany  is  about  one-half  the  Ameri- 
can costs.  (Senate  hearings,  pp.  1143-1147,  vol.  3.)  Due  to 
thdse  facts  the  industry  is  gradually  transferring  to  Germany. 


The  rate  proposed  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  Is  an 
increase  from  40  per  cent  under  the  act  of  1922  to  50  per  cent, 
which  Is  the  Hoose  rate. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Do  the  Senator's  figures  show  tliat  the 
ImporUtlona  of  hinges  in  1927  were  |10,000  and  that  the  expor- 
tations were  about  $19,000,000? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  there  are  no  figures  which  I  have  before  nie 
to  that  effect 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Those  are  the  figures  that  I  have  from  the 
Tariff  Commission.  They  show  that  the  exportations  are  tre- 
mendous and  the  importations  are  sioall,  and  yet  an  increase  of 
10  per  cent  is  sought  in  the  duty. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  from  what  source  the  Senator 
gets  that  information.  It  la  not  in  the  Summary  of  Tariff 
Information. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Those  are  the  figures  for  1927,  as  I  get 
them. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President  has  the  Senator  from  Mlssia- 
sippi  the  figures  for  1928?  I  understand  the  Imports  for  1928 
have  Increased  by  over  250  per  cent  over  the  Inrports  of  1927, 
and  tliat  they  are  rapidly  Increasing.  One  of  the  manufacturers 
who  api)eared  before  the  committee  testified  that  his  company 
had  enacted  a  factory  in  Germany  and  he  was  able  to  give  to  the 
committee  the  exact  cost  of  making  these  articles  lu  Germany 
and  lu  the  United  States.  It  was  on  the  basis  of  the  cost  as 
given  by  the  manufacturer,  who  was  able  to  give  both  sides  of 
the  story,  that  the  increase  was  granted. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  flgureg  I  have— and  I  repeat  that  I  got 
them  from  the  Tariff  Commission — are  the  very  latest  available, 
are  for  1927,  and  they  are  as  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield 
there,  the  imports  might  have  increased  a  thousand  per  cent  and 
not  come  within  hearing  distance  of  the  exports. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  we  were  not  able  to  get  the  figures 
as  to  the  imports  and  exports  of  this  particular  commodity,  but 
we  felt  justified  in  continuing  the  House  rate  of  50  per  cent 
We  did  not  raise  the  House  rate.  The  House  had  raised  it  from 
40  to  50  per  cent. 

The  reason  why  we  frft  justified  was  that  we  had  the  finest 
possible  illustration  of  the  comparative  cost  of  production. 
There  is  a  concern  called  the  Stanley  Co.  that  owns  a  factory  In 
America  and  also  owns  a  factory  in  Germany.  They  have 
exactly  the  .same  system  of  accounting,  and  their  accounts  are 
audited  by  Haskins  &  Sells  in  both  countries. 

The  two  factories  are  on  an  exactly  comparable  basis.  I 
tidnk  it  would  be  interesting  to  the  Senate  just  for  a  mom^it 
to  show  what  that  comparls<Mi  brings  out.  In  the  last  10 
months  before  this  witness  testified  the  average  wage  paid  In 
the  American  jrfant  was  54.3  cents  per  hour  and  in  the  same 
period  the  same  company  at  Its  German  plant  paid  wages  aver- 
aging 17.9  cents  per  hour,  which  made  the  German  wage  rate 
almost  exactly  one-third  of  the  American  wage  rate. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RESD.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Those  may  be  the  facts  as  to  the  wages 
furnished  by  some  gentleman  In  an  ex  parte  mann^,  without 
approval  or  Investigation  by  the  commission.  The  item  the 
Senator  has  stated  does  not  give  all  the  costs  of  i»oductlon  In 
the  two  countries,  does  it? 

Mr.  REED.     No. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Will  the  Senator  state  what  he  would 
think  of  an  Increase  In  the  rate  if  the  facts  revealed  that  the 
importations  of  these  articles  were  but  $19,000  and  the  exports 
were  $19,<KX>,000?  That  is  evidence  that  ought  to  be  taken  into 
consideration. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  think  those  figures  are  right.  Let  me 
go  on  to  show  why  I  do  not  think  so.  But  first,  to  finish  this 
picture.  In  America  the  cost  of  the  material  of  the  cold-rolled 
steel  which  Is  used  in  their  butts  and  hinges  was  $4,149  per  hun- 
dred pounds;  In  Germany  It  was  $2,406  per  hundred  pounds; 
that  is  to  say,  the  German  material  cost  58  per  cent  as  much  as 
the  American  material. 

As  to  other  costs — I  do  not  need  to  go  Into  deUil — but  there 
was  a  slight  advantage  in  favor  of  the  German  idant  as  against 
the  American  plant. 

The  net  result  of  that  is  that  obviously,  those  people  are  going 
to  make  tlie  hinges  in  their  German  i^ant  with  German  labor 
unless  we  Impose  such  a  tariff  as  will  afford  at  least  a  com- 
petitive chance  for  them  to  make  them  In  their  American 
plants.  It  does  not  affert  them  in  the  least;  the  Stanley  Co. 
Is  going  to  be  just  as  prosperous  and  going  to  sell  just  as  many 
hinges  whichever  place  they  make  them.  Either  In  Germany 
or  America  they  are  ready  for  any  change.  In  other  words.  If 
we  cut  the  tariff  down  altogether,  they  will  probably  make  more 
money  than  if  we  force  them  to  make  hinges  here  in  America. 
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There  are  two  or  three  other  cases  aboat  which  we  learned 
where  the  sltnatlon  is  the  game;  plants  have  been  establMied 
abroad,  and  they  are  ready  to  make  the  prodncta  there  If  the 
American  Congress  mukes  It  to  their  Interest  to  do  so.  It 
seemed  to  us  that  this  was  the  sort  of  a  picture  that  Jxistifled 
the  Ilomse  increase ;  and  wlille  we  did  not  want  to  raise  the  rate 
abi>re  that  iirovided  by  the  House,  we  kept  It  at  the  figure  fixed 
by  tlie  HouMe. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  should  dislike  to  ask  for 
the  yens  and  nays,  but  I  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee  Is 
he  icolng  to  Insist  on  this  amendment? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  should  prefer  to  hare  It  go  orer  than  to  have 
the  vote  to-night 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  the  committee  Is  going  to  insl.<rt  on  the 
amendment,  we  could  get  Senators  here  and  have  a  roll  call  on 
It.  I  do  not  think,  however,  the  Senate  la  going  to  approve  a 
recommendation  of  the  committee  wb<>n  the  facts  show  snch 
small  importations  and  such  tremendous  exportations  as  are 
shown  In  this  instance.  So,  if  the  committee  are  going  to  insist 
ui)on  it,  we  can  hare  a  roll  call  and  finish  it  op. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  testimony  given  before  the  House  com- 
mittee shows  that  there  has  been  great  dtfllculty  In  securing  the 
exact  facts  in  regard  to  jwrtlcular  Importations,  due  to  the  fact 
that  various  articles  have  been  placed  together  In  different  pro- 
vlHiuns  in  various  tariff  bills.  It  was  the  opinion  expressed  by 
one  of  those  who  appeared  before  the  House  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means  that  the  actual  Importations  were  near  $12,000,0(>0. 
It  seems  quite  Incredible  that  the  amount  should  be  anything 
Hke  that.  In  view  of  the  figures  given  by  the  Senator  from 
Mf.<stssippi,  but  that  is  the  opinion  of  one  of  those  who  testified 
before  the  committee.  I  do  not  vouch  for  the  statement,  but 
that  la  the  opinion  which  was  expressed.  It  is  said  that  It  is 
alra(»st  Impossible  to  get  exact  facts  In  regard  to  the  Importation 
of  these  articles.  It  is  known  that  the  German  product  is  widely 
sold,  and  that  It  Is  Impossible,  without  an  Increase  of  the  tariff, 
to  make  the  articles  in  this  country  at  a  profit. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  if  the  importa- 
tions were  shown  to  be  $12,000,000  that  would  be  quite  a  differ- 
em-e  as  compared  to  $19,000. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  figures  $12,000,000  cover  all  the  articles  in 
the  basket  daose.  and  not  only  hinges. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  this  is  only  one  Item ;  this  Is  the 
Item  of  hinges. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Every  conceivable  item  that  la  not  specificnlly 
mentioned  falls  In  the  basket  clause,  and  there  are  $12,000,000 
of  importations  of  all  the  articles  In  that  clause. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  Is  very  obvious  that  If  all  the  importa- 
tions amount  to  $12,000,000  of  all  articles  in  the  basket  clnuse, 
and  if  hinges  are  merely  one  of  the  many  items  in  the  basket 
clause,  then  there  were  not  $12,000,000  of  hinges  Imported. 

Mr.  SMCXVr.  That  was  the  Impression  I  tried  to  give.  Ac- 
cording to  the  testimony  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee, the  total  importations  of  all  articles  In  the  basket  clause 
l.«  approximately  $12,000,000.  I  have  not  a  copy  of  the  hearing 
before  roe  at  the  present  time,  and  so  I  am  unable  to  state 
wtirtber  my  notes  are  correct. 

Mr.  BINGHAM  subsequently  said:  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to 
correct  a  statement  which  I  made  a  few  moments  ago.  I  find  on 
referring  to  the  h«>a rings  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
that  the  estimate  of  the  imports  was  $1,000,000.  I  stated  it 
Incorrectly  at  $1ZOOO,000. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  here  is  another  case.  It  neems 
to  me,  where  we  ought  to  be  reminde<l  of  our  promise  and  the 
object  of  the  present  session.  The  Item  is  small,  I  concede, 
mix^h  smaller  than  that  involving  wire  netting,  but  nevertneless 
it  Is  Mie  of  the  things  which  In  the  aggregate  go  to  make  up  a 
vast  amount  of  money  which  taken  altogether  constitntes  a 
large  part  of  the  c»wt  of  living.  Butts  and  hinges  are  used  in 
building  hou.««es,  stables,  chicken  coops,  bams,  and  buildings  of 
every  kind,  not  only  on  the  farm  but  in  the  towns  and  in  the 
cities.  They  are  paid  for  by  those  who  have  to  work  In  offices, 
by  thnne  who  pay  rent.  It  amounts  to  very  little,  but  it  can  be 
said  with  regani  to  any  concrete  tariff  Item  that  It  amounts  to 
very  little.  It  amounts  to  rery  little  to  t'ach  person,  but  we  have 
promised  that  we  were  going  to  equalUie  agriculture  with  manu- 
facturing, and  in  one  Instance  after  another.  Instead  of  cqnal- 
faing  we  add  to  the  spread  that  already  exists,  due  to  the  tariff 
that  the  farmer  must  pay ;  and  in  this  case  not  only  the  farmer 
but  all  other  people  who  lire  in  houses,  but  the  farmer  more 
than  anybody  else,  because  he  has  more  buildings  in  proportion 
than  the  laboring  man  or  the  derk  or  the  professional  man 

We  are  increasing  the  tariff.  We  promised  to  do  the  other 
tiling.    We  are  doing  Just  what  we  agreed  we  would  not  do. 


e  are  violating  onr  pledge.    We  are  violating  the  pledge  of 

e  platform  in  each  one  of  these  instances;  and  while  I  am 
ot  arguing  that  this  Is  any  great  thing,  and  it  may  create 

Irth  that  this  little  item  should  be  mentioned  at  all — it  may 

said  that  nothing  should  be  said  about  it — there  are  hun- 

reds  of  these  little  Items.     When  some  one  once  said,  "  This 

but  a  trifle."  Michelangelo,  the  great  sculptor,  said,  "  Yes ; 

ut  trifles  make  perfection,  and  perfection  is  no  trifle." 

The.se  are  only  hinges.  Hundreds  of  them  are  used  on  every 
arm.     They  are  used  every  year  by  practically  every  ftirmer. 

ou  are  adding  to  the  tariff.     You  are  tncreai^ing  the  spread 

tween  the  farmer  and  the  manufacturer.     You  are  adding  to 

e  burdens  of  the  clerk,  the  typewriter,  and  the  stenographer. 
he  professional  man;  you  are  adding  to  the  co.st  of  living  of  all 
ur  people  a  small  item.  It  Is  true,  but  there  have  been  many 
ther  small  items,  there  will  be  hondred.s  of  others ;  and  aU 
ut  togr^ther  will  make  a  burden  that  not  only  is  too  great  to 

ar  but  is  a  violation  of  the  solemn  pletige  that  we  made  to 

e  people— or  that  you  made,  anyway.     Some  of  you  are  here 

y  virtue  of  that  pledge.     We  have  a  man  in  the  White  HoSse 

'rho  Is  there  by  virtue  of  that  pledge;  and  here  is  an  Instance 

vhere  you  are  shaving  off  a  little  of  It,  and  you  will  continue 

o  shave  off  a  little  more  of  it  until  there  will  be  nothing  left. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
raska  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  do. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  am  impressed  with  the  sincerity  of  the 
enator's  argument.  I  am  not  a  sky-high  tariff  man ;  but  the 
enator  assumes  that  all  of  these  Increased  rates  are  going  to 

crease  the  costs,  although  there  Is  an  abundance  of  evidence 
show  that  that  Is  not  so.  Many  times  tariff  rates  are  In- 
reased  where  the  price  of  the  commwlity  to  the  consumer  la 
ot  increased  at  all. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Tliat  is  true.  That  sometimes  happens, 
the  Senator  tliink  it  is  going  to  happen  In  this  instance? 

Mr.    COUZENS.     I    do   not    know;    but    before    the    Senator 

<  barges  those  things  I  think  he  ought  to  find  out. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  is  so  general  that  while  I  admit  there 
lire  exceptions  to  It,  I  have  stated  the  general  rule.  Ninety 
( Imes  out  of  one  hundred  the  tariff  is  added  to  the  cost  the  con- 
jumer  pays.  That  is  commonly  known.  It  Is  the  object  of  the 
lariff  to  give  to  the  manufactun-r  more  money;  ami  if  he  gets 
more  money,  the  man  who  buys  the  produit  has  to  pay  more 
1 Qoney. 

What  is  the  object  of  this?    What  do  you  want  this  tariff 
K>r?     Why,  to  help  the  man  who  makes  hinges — the  manufac- 
Anrer.     How  are  you  going  to  help  liimV     By  enabling  him  to 
get  a  little  higher  price. 
^  Mr.  COUZENS.     Oh,  no.  Mr.  President ! 

Mr.  NORRIS.     How,  tJienV 

Mr.  COUZENS.  By  preventing  foreign  competition  from  com- 
ftig  in  and  taking  away  his  business.  That  is  what  is  happening 
i  n  many  cases,  as  exhibited  on  the  table  here. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  see  any  difference  in  the  two  proposi- 
1  ions. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Oh,  yes.  If  the  foreigner  who  brings  in  im- 
I  ortatlons  does  not  cut  the  price,  and  only  maintains  the  Ameri- 
can price,  the  cttusumer  is  not  getting  any  beneiit  from  these 
importations. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  is  true;  and  sometimes  the  importer  does 
lot  do  it  I  admit  it  I  admit  that  there  are  timt^  when  that 
kappens;  and  the  Importer  is  just  like  the  manufacturer.  He 
lets   everjthing   he   can.     I   am   not   finding   fault    with   eitlier 

<  ue  of  them.  I  presume  I  would  do  the  same  thing.  He  gets  all 
le  can.  He  sells  for  ju-st  as  high  a  prict'  as  he  can;  and  it 
cften  occurs,  I  admit,  that  the  importer  raises  his  price  sky 
Mgh,  and  when  we  increasi'  the  tariff  we  enable  him  to  raise  it 

ust  a  little  bit  higher  every  time. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     That  does  not  always  follow 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Not  always;  but  that  Is  the  general  rule. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Because  in  many  cases  he  absorbs  the  dif- 
fiprenre  between  the  price  he  pays  for  the  article  and  the  price 
qe  sells  It  for. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes;  that  happens  sometimes. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  All  I  rose  for  was  to  point  out  that  while 
Ae  Senator  is  witlrely  sincere  in  his  contention,  he  is  wrong 
ip  his  conclusions  in  a  great  many  ca.ses. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  willing  to  concede  that  there  are  cases 
V  here  the  general  rule  does  not  apply,  but  I  do  ctmtend  that  I 
hjave  stated  the  general  rule. 

That  was  the  object  when  we  went  out  to  make  the  tariff 
effective  for  the  farmer.  What  was  said  In  opposition  to  it? 
"  Why,  you  will  increase  the  cost  to  the  consumer."  There 
^ere  people  who  said,  "  No ;  we  will  not"     I  was  not  one  of 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5317 


them.  I  always  admitted  that  to  a  great  extent,  at  least,  it 
would  increase  the  cost  to  the  consumer.  I  could  not  see  any 
eaca^ie  from  it,  although  it  might  not  happen  in  every  instance, 
and  it  does  not  always  happen  in  a  tariff  case.  When  we  put 
a  tiiriff  on  an  article,  however,  I  do  not  think  anyone  will 
seriously  deny  that  the  man  who  buys  the  article,  the  ultimate 
consumer,  ninety  times  out  of  one  hundred  pays  that  tariff; 
and  that  is  what  the  farmer  and  everybody  else  is  going  to  do 
with  hinges  if  we  raise  this  tariff. 

Mr.  C^OUZENS.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee,  in  a  very  able 
argument  S4.)me  time  ago,  contended  that  the  tariff  raises  did 
not  increase  the  cost  to  the  con.sumer  and  proved  it. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Well,  Mr.  President,  let  us  go  on  that  theory, 
then.  If  that  theory  is  true,  then  we  have  been  wasting  our 
time.  We  have  been  wasting  the  time  of  this  Congress.  We 
are  going  now  on  the  theory  that  the  tariff  does  not  increase 
the  price  that  the  consumer  pays.  Then  what  ought  we  to  do? 
We  ought  to  do  what  we  often  have  done — Invite  in  the  manu- 
facturers and  say,  "  How  much  do  you  want  on  this,  and  how 
much  do  you  want  on  that?"  and  write  it  Into  the  law  and  go 
home.  We  will  say,  '•  Why,  that  does  not  lncrea.<<e  the  price  the 
c<»nsunier  pays:  no!  There  will  be  no  price  Increase.  The 
consumer  will  pay  just  the  same  as  he  always  did."  We  will 
tax  everything  that  comes  in  at  10,000  per  cent  make  them 
pay  It,  and  we  will  have  the  blessed  satisfaction  of  knowing 
that  they  will  pay  billions  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  and  no  consumer  will  l)e  taxed  a  single  itenny ! 

That  is  a  new  discovery,  Mr.  President.  If  we  will  put  that 
into  force  and  effect  we  can  relieve  ourselves  and  all  our 
pe*)ple  from  hard  times  from  now  on  clear  through  eternity. 
We  can  pull  ourselves  over  the  fence  by  pulling  on  our  boot 
straps.  We  can  perform  the  impossible;  let  the  tariff  be  put 
up  to  the  sky,  build  an  embargo  that  will  let  nothing  come  in, 
and  the  consumers  in  our  country  will  not  be  taxed  a  single 
cent! 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
there  he  printed  In  the  Record  a  list  of  costs  and  prices  of  the 
exhibits  that  were  brought  Into  the  Chamber  this  morning. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

List    of    Ahticlks    Exhibitko   on    Flook   or    Senate,    Pcesoant    to 
Reqcest  of  Majobitt  Membess  of  thb  Finance  Committee.  Show- 

IMQ     FOBBION     A.ND     LANDED     VALUATION     OF     IMPOBTED     MEBCHAMDIBE. 

Retail  Sellino  Pbkb  in  the  United  States,  and  Pebce-vtaob  or 

DlFFEUENCE 

TABIFF  EXHIBfT tVTAlh  PEICES   OF  IMPOBTED  MEBCHANDIBB PBEPABZD  BT 

DNrrEO   STATES    APF&AIBKK,    POBT   OF   NEW    TOBK,    OCTOB^,    1829 

EXHIBIT   No.    1 


12.  835 


2.05 

4.89 

16.50 


Bird  eag« 

Country  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  in  country  of  oriffin 

Rate  of  duty.  40  per  cent ;  paragraph,  398. 
Expenses  incident   to  imi^ortntion    (duty,   trantportation.  In- 
surance,   etc.)  

I>anded  cost  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  lauded  cost  by  237  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  John  Wannmaker.  New  York  City,  on  October 
11, 1929. 

Exhibit  No.  2 

Pewter  6oicl 

Country  of  origin,  Denmark. 

Value  in  country  of  origin 

Rate  of  duty,  40  per  cent ;  paragraph.  3.^9. 

Expenses  Incident  to  importation    (duty,  transportation,  in- 

-lurance.    etc.) 

landed  cost  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  262  per  cent 

Article  purchased  from  I-ord  k  Taylor,  New  York  City,  on  October 
11,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  3 

Cha^  naO* 

Country  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  in  country  of  origin  per  box  of  50  nails  (0.04  pound) —  $0.  010125 
Rate  of  duty,  1%  cents  per  pound  ;  paragrapb,  331. 
Exi>en8<B  incident  to  importation    (duty,   transportation.   In- 
surance,   etc.) - -        ,0016 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States .011725 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States .  05 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  326  per  cent. 

.\rticle  purchased  from  F.  W.  Woolworth,  21  Maiden  Lane,  New  York 
City,  on  October  15,   1929. 


15.  3.38 


2.669 
8.007 
29.00 


ExHiBrr  No.  4 


.00059 
.0U745 
.05 


Thumb  tackt  rrtdi 

Country  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  In  country  or  origin,  one-half  ounce  box  of  36 $0.  00686 

Rate  of  dntv.  six-tenths  cent  per  pound;  paragraph,  331. 

Expensi-K  incident  to  Importation    (dutj-,  transportation,   in- 
surance,   etc.) 

Landed  cost  la  the  United  States ... — .- 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  571  per  cent. 

Article    purchased    from    F.    W.    Wool  worth,    21    Maiden    Labc,    New 

York  City,  on  October  15,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  B 
VoniMm  cleaner 

Country  of  origin,  Sweden. 

Value  in  country  of  origin 

Rate  of  duty,  40  per  cent ;  paragraph.  3.19. 

Expepses   incident  to   importation    (duty,   transportation,   !n- 

Kurance,  etc.) 

landed  cost  In  the  United  States 

Retail  prlte  In  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exci-eds  the  Innded  cost  by  276  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Electrolux   (Inc.).  349  East  One  hundred  »nd 
forty  ninth  Street,  New  Yorit  City,  on  October  15,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  6 


$13.  67 


6.84 
20.  61 
77.00 


13.50 


1.40 

4.90 

13.00 


Electric  hair  dryer 

Country  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  in  country  of  origin — — — 

Rate  of  duty,  30  per  cent ;  paragraph.  372. 

Expenses  incident  to  importation    (duty,  transportation,  in- 
surance, etc.) 

LandcKl  cost  in  the  United  SUtes 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  Undfd  coat  by  165  per  cent.       „,    ,  ^      „.      ^ 
Article  purchased  from   Carnahan   &   Dalu'Il    (Inc.),   31   John   Street, 

New  York  City,  on  October  15,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  7 
Oaa  lightor 

Country  of  <Hig<n,  Germany. 

Value  in  couuti;y  of  origin ~— 

Rate  of  duty,  a6  per  cent ;  paragraph.  399. 

Expenses  incident  to  importation    (duty,   transportation.   In 

surance.  etc.) 

landed  cost  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  t»y  165  per  cent.  „»    _^        ^ 

Article    purchased    from    F.    W.    Wo<ilworth.    Thlrty-flfth    Street    and 
Broadway,  New  York  City,  on  October  7,  1929. 


$0.0262 


.0118 
.0378 
.  10 


Exhibit  No.  8 
Cotton  tape  measure 


Country  of  origin,  Swltxerland 
Value  in  country  of  origin 


|0.  0105 


.005 

.0155 

.05 


Rate  of  duty.  40  per  cent;  paragraph,  921. 

Expenses    incident     to    Importation     (duty,     transportation, 

insurance,  etc.) '■ — — 

r.«nded  cost  in  the  United  SUtes 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  223  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  F.  W.  Woolworth,   Fourteenth  Street,  east  of 
nfth  Avenue,  New  York  City,  on  October  8,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  9 

Olata  buttons 

Country   of  origin,    Czechoslovakia.       .     ^  ^   ^^       ^  ,„  «_„_ 

Value  In  conntry  of  origin   (per  card  of  12  buttons) |0.  0725 

Rate  of  duty,  45  per  cent;  paragraph,  1411. 

Expenses  incident   to  Importation    (duty,   transportation.  In- 
surance, etc.) •  9^®§ 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States .  1128 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States -79 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  603  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Glmbel  Bros.,   New   York  City,  on  October  7, 

19L'9. 

Exhibit  No.   10 

OaliHth  buttont 
Country  of  origin,  CsechoHlovakla 


10.0002 


In- 


.0495 
.  1397 
.50 


Value  ia  country  of  origin  (per  card  of  12  buttons) 

Rate  of  duty,  45  per  cent;  paragraph,  1411. 

Expensi>8  incident  to  importation    (duty,   transportation 

sura  nee,  etc.) 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  322  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Glinbel  Bros.,  New  York  City,  on  October  11, 
1929 

ExniBiT   No.    11 

Cotton  polUhina  cloth    (glove  duster) 
Country  of  origin,  Germany. 


Value  fn  country  of  origin- 
Rate  of  duty.  25  per  cent :  paragraph.  912 


$0,087 


Expenses   Incident   to  importation    (duty,  transportation.  In- 
surance, etc) 

Landed  cost  In  the  United  States 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States -_- 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  197  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Johu  Wanamaker.  New  York  City,  on  October 

15,   1929. 


.031 
.  118 
.35 


i: 


'•' 


LXXI- 


-335 
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KxHiUT   No.   12 

Bermb  cloth 

Coantrjr  of  oiiilii.  O^rmany. 

Valur  In  coUDiry  of  oriicin fO.  085 

Rule  of  duty.  :.'a  per  t-<'nt :  pamirrapb.  912. 

Kzprnnes   incident   to  Importation    (duty,   transportation.  In- 

•urani-e.  etc.) •    7^ 

LatuWI  pout  in  the  I'nlted  8tatt« .lUl 

ll*-tall  price  in  the  Cnited  States -34 

Betall  price  exceeda  tlie  laDd«>d  cost  by  196  per  cent. 

Article  parcbnsed  from  James  A.  Uearn.  New  York  aty.  on  October 
IB.  l»_n». 

Exhibit  No.   13 

AUncon  lace 

Coiinfry  of  origin.   Kranct*. 

Value  in  country  of  origin,   per  yard —a  f  1.  25 

Rate  of  daty,  90  per  cent  ;  paragraph,  1430. 

Kxp*-ns<ni   incident  to  importatiua    (duty,   transportation,  in- 
surance, etc.! -  1.2S 

Lantled  cost  In  the  United  8Ute« 2.  54) 

Bet.iil  price  in  the  I'nited  States »  50 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  280  per  cent. 

Article  parcbas»^  from  James  McCre«ry  k  Co.,  New  York  City,  on 

October   14.   19-'y. 

ExBlBiT  No.   14 

Alencon   lace  tcarf 

Country  of  origin.  Prance. 

Vrtlno  In  country  of  orijrin -  12.44 

Bate  of  duty.  yO  per  cent  ;  paragraph.  14.W. 

KxiM-nttes  incident  to  lm(K>rtatian  (duty,  transportation,  insur- 
ance, etc.) 2.44 

Landed  cost  In  the  I'nlted  Slates 4.  S8 

Retail  pric-  in  the  Tnlted  States 13.50 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  177  per  cent. 

Article  purchased   from  Stern   Bros..  New  York  City,  on  October   14, 

Exhibit  No.   15 

.Vcf  trimmed  and  embmUiered  aoarf 

CountrT  of  origin,  (Jermany. 

Value  In  country  of  origin $0.81 

Rate  of  doty.  90  per  cent ;  paragraph.  1430. 
Kxpenftes  incident  to  Importation  (diity.  transportation,  insur- 
ance, etc.) .81 

Laodeii  cost  In  the  United  States 1.  62 

Retail  price  In  the  Unit»-d  States 8.98 

.  Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  146  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Qlmbel  Bros..  New  York  City,  on  October  15. 
1929. 

BXBIBIT  No.    16 

Laee-trimtmed  and  embn>iderrd  toarf 

Countrr  of  origin,  Oi>rmany. 

Value  in  country  of  origin $2.00 

Rate  of  duty,  75  per  cent :  paragraph.  1430. 

Xxpenses  Inddent  to  importation  (duly,  transportation,  insur- 
ance, etc.) !•  I? 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  StatsB 3.  70 

Retail  price  in  the  Unitixl  States 10.  60 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  184  per  cent 

Article  purchased  from  Olmbel  Bros.,  New  York  City,  on  October  15. 

1929. 

SXHIBIT    No.    17 

A»minater  ohenUle  carpet 

(108  inches  wide) 

Country  of  orlsin.  CaechoaloTakls. 

Value  in  country  of  origin,  per  yard ,       $10,965 

Rate  of  duty.  55  per  cent ;  paragraph,  1118. 

Expense*   incident   to  Importation   (duty.   transpoftatioB.  In- 

surunce.     etc.) 7.245 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States,  per  yard 18.  21 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States,  per  yard 45.00 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  147  per  ceat 

Article  purchased  from  John  Wanamaker.  New  York  City,  on  October 
15.   1029. 

Exhibit  No.   18 

Cotore4  linen  damask  set 

Country  of  origin,   Scotland. 

Value  in  country  of  origin ..  $14,00 

Kate  of  duty,  40  per  cent  ;  paragraphs.  101»-1014. 
Kxi»eii«es  Incident   to  importation    (duty,   transportatioa,  in- 

suraitce.    etc.  i —  6.09 

Landed  cost  In  the  United  States 20.  09 

Retail  price  in  the  Inlted  States 69.00 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  194  per  cent. 

Artlele  purchased   from    K.   Loeser  Co.,   Brooklyn,   N.   Y..   on  October 
IS,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.   19 

tncenee  bnmer 

Country  of  origin.  France. 

Vslue  In  c»»untrT  of  origin $0,192 

R«tt'  of  duty.  41>  per  cent  :  paragraph.  399. 
Kxpenaeji   Incident   to   importation    (duty,   transportation.   In- 
surance,   etc.! .096 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States .288 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 1.00 

Retail  price  excee<l8  the  lauded  cost  by  247  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  A.  A.  Vaatine,  71   Fifth  Arenue,  New  York 
atjr.  OB  October  15.  1929. 
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Exhibit  No.  20 
MUitary  buttons  {army  pattern,  gold-plated  front) 

Country   of  origin.    England. 

Value  in  country  of  oriKin    (QVi  pence)   per  dozen $0.  185 

Rate  of  duty.  45  per  ceut  ;  paragraph.  349. 

Expenses  incident   to   Importation    (duty,    transportation,  in- 
surance, etc.  t .1018 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States .  2868 

Retail  price  in  the  United   States,   per  doien 2.50 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  771  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Ridabock  &  Co.,  149  West  Thlrty-slith  Street. 

New  York  City,  on  October  16.  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  21 

iietal  vases    {pair)    alleged  antiquet 

Countrr  of  origin.  France. 

Value  in  country  of  origin,  per  pair $0.98 

Rate  of  duty.  40  per  cent  ;  pjirajtraph,  339. 

Expenses     Incident     to     importation     (duty,     transportation, 

in.surance.   etc.) -48 

liSnded   cost   In   the  United    States 1.40 

Retail  price  in   the  United  States,  per  pair 50.00 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  3,325  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Love  Jones  Drake.  6(>  East  Fifty-sixth  Street, 
New  York  City,  on  October  11,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  22 

Briancood  pipe  {steel) 

Country  of  origin,   France. 

Value   In   country   of  origin $0.  12 

Rate  of  duty,  60  per  cent :   paragraph,   1454. 

Expenses     incident     to    Importation     (duty,     transportation, 

in.surance,   etc.) .084 

Landed  cost   in   the   United   States .  204 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 1.00 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  390  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  United  Cigar  Stores,  New  York  City,  on  Oc- 
tober 3,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  23 

Briancood  pipe  ^ 

Countrr  of  origin.  France. 

Value  In  country  of  origin $0.  075 

Rate  of  duty.  60  per  cent ;  paragraph,  1464. 
Exi>en8es   incident   to  Importation    (duty,   transportation.   In- 
surance, etc.) .0525 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States .  1275 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States .60 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  292  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  United  Cigar  Stores  Co.,  New  York  City,  on 
October  3,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  24 

Castile  soap  {Yaritu) 
(16  cakes) 

Country  of  origin.  Spain. 

Value  In  country  of  origin $0,736 

Rate  of  duty.  15  per  cent ;  paragraph.  82. 

Expenses  Incident  to  Importation    (doty,  transportation,  in- 
surance, etc.) .  .186 

Landed  cost  In  the  United  States .92 

RetHil   price  in   the  United  States,  Including  American   box, 

Talue,    $0.04 2.34 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  150  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  B.   H.  Macy  Co.,  New  York  City,  on  October 
15.  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  25 

Dalmatian  sour  cherries  (unpittcd) 
Country  of  orli^in.  YugoslSTla. 

Value  in  country  of  origin,  per  pound $0.  10 

Rate  of  duty,  2  cents  per  pound  ;  puragraph.  737. 
Expenses   Incident   to  Importation    (duty,   transportation,   In- 
surance, etc.) ,©2 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States Z I  '  12 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States .33 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  192  per  cent. 

Article  purchased   from    Italo   Trading  Co.,   29   Carmine   Street     New 
York  City,  on  October  17.  1920. 

ExHiBrr  Xo.  26 

Uuwtan-hair  bob  *cig 
Country  of  origin.   France. 

Value  In  country  of  origin,  each $5.50 

Itate  of  duty,  ."io  per  cent ;  paragraph,  1424. 
Expensts  incident   to  importation    (duty,   transportation,   in- 
surance,   etc 2  24 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States IIIIIIZ  7  74 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States lid.Oo 

Retail  price  exceetis  the  landed  cost  by  .152  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  John  Wanamaker,  New  York  City,  on  October 
11.  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  27 

Human  hair  net 
Country  of  origin.  China. 

Value   in   country   of  origin,   each |o  00625 

Rate  of  duty.  35  per  cent  ;  paragraph.  1424. 
Expenses  Incldeut   to  importation    (duty,    transportation     In- 
surance,   etc.) _' 00288 

I.Anded  cost  In  the  United  States I_II_II_I  .(10913 

Retail   price  in   the   United   Slates I III  .  10 

Retail  prii-e  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  995  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  F.  W.  Woolworth.  New  York  City,  on  October 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5319 


Exhibit  No.  28 
Artificial  silk  sleeping  cap 
Country  of  origin,   Ciechoslovakla. 

Value  In  country   of  origin ^       $0.0333 

Rate  of  duty,  90  per  ceut ;  paragraph,  1430. 
Expenses  incident  to  Importation    (duty,   transportation,   in- 
surance, etc.) ,0.116 

Landed  cost  In  the  United  States .0649 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States,  each .25 

Retail  price  exceedsi  the  landed  cost  by  285  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Stern  Bros.,  New  York  City,  on  OctotKr  11, 
1029. 

Exhibit  No.  29 

Rhinestone  evening  bag 

Country  of  origin.  (?xechosIovalcla. 

Value  In  country  of  origin $2.19 

Rate  of  duty    55  per  cent ;  paragraph,  218. 
Exi»euses  incident  to  importation    (duty,  transportation,  In- 
surance, etc.) 1.49 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States 3.68 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 9.  76 

Retail  price  eice<'ds  the  landed  cost  by  165  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Oppcnhelm  Collins  Co.,  New  York  City,  on 

October  11,  1029. 

Exhibit  No.  30 
Artificial  ftofcer 

Country  of  origin,  France. 

Value  In   country  of  origin «_— « $0.  105 

Rate  of  duty,  90  per  cent ;  paragraph,  1430. 

Expenses   incident   to  importation    (duty,   transportation.   In- 
surance, etc.) .  1075 

Lande<l  cost  in  the  United  States .  2125 

R'tall  price  in  the  United  States .65 

Retail  price  excwds  the  landed  cost  by  206  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  McCreery  Co.,  New  York  City,  on  October  8, 

1929. 

Exhibit  No.  31 

Steamer  rug  {Meldrum) 

(4    pounds) 

Country  of  origin.  England.  • 

Value  in  country  of  origin $3.  81 

Rate  of  duty.  27  cents  per  pound  and  32Mi   per  cent;  para- 
graph,   1111. 

ExiK-nsies   incident   to  imi)Ortation    (duty,   transportation,   in- 
surance,  etc.) 2.61 

Landed  cost  In  the  United  States 6.82 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 14.89 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  136  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from   R.    H.   Macy  Co.    (Inc.),   New   York   City,  on 

October  1.  1929. 

Exhibit   No.  32 
Metal  pot  cleaner 

Country  of  origin,   Gernmny. 

Value  In  country  of  origin $0.0222 

Rate  of  dut.v.  40  per  cent  ;  paragraph.  .339. 
Expenses   incident    to  importation    (duty,  transportation.  In- 
surance, etc.) .  01 

Landed  cost  In  the  United  States,- .0.322 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States .12 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  273  per  cent. 

Article    purchased    from    r.iewl8    k    Conger,    Forty-fourth    Street    and 
Sixth  Avenue,  New  York  City,  on  October  11,  1929. 

Exhifit  No.  33 

Angora  rabbit  hair  yam 

(One-half  ounce) 

Country  of  origin,  France. 

Value  In  country  of  origin $0. 187 

Rate  of  duty,   36  cents  per  pound  and  40  per  cent ;   para- 
graph,   11U7. 

Expenses   Incident   to  importation    (duty,  transportation,  in- 
surance, etc.) .  ,  109 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States .296 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 1.00 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  lauded  cost  by  238  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  John  Wanamaker,  New  York  City,  on  October 

11.  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  .34 

Earthrnware  tea  set 

(23   pieces) 

Country  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  in  country  of  origin _«  $1.82 

Rate  of  duty.  50  per  ceut;  paragraph.  211. 
Expenses  incident  to  importation    (duty,  transportation,   in- 
surance, etc.) 1.  44 

I>anded  cost  in  the  United  States «_ 3.  26 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 7.95 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landeil  cost  by  144  per  cent. 

.\rtlc!e    purchased    from    Bloomingdalc    Bros.,    New    York    City,    on 
Octob<'r  15,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  35 

Earthenware  salad   bouls 

(6-plece  set) 

Country  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  In  country  of  origin ,-   --....—  -.  $0.43 

Rate  of  dutv,  .lO  per  cent;  paragraph.  211. 
Expenses  incident   to  Inrportatlon    (duty,   transportation,  in- 
surance,    etc.) .82 

Landed  cost  In  the  United  States .  75 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 2.  60 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  233  per  cent. 

Article   purchased   from   Bloomlngdale  Bros.,   New  York  C!lty,  on  Oc- 
tober 15.  1929. 


Exhibit  No.  36 
Cut-glass  poblet 
Country  of  origin.  France. 

Value  In  couutry  of  origin «.« $0.41 

Rate  of  duty.  55  per  cent ;  paragraph,  218. 
Expeuse.s   incident  to  importation    (duty,   transporiation,   in- 
surance, etc) .276 

Jjinded  cost  in  the  United  States .  69 

Retail  price  in  the  lulled  States 2.30 

Retail  price  exci-eds  the  landed  cost  by  233  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  John  Waunamaker.  New  York  Citj,  on  Octo 
her  11.  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  S7 
Cut-glas*  bottle 
Country  of  origin.  Belgium. 

Value  in  couutry  of  origin $2.60 

Rate  of  duty.  (JO  per  c«'nt ;  paragraph,  218. 
Expenses  Incident  to  Importation    (duty,   transportation.   In- 
surance, etc.) 1.69 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States 4.29 

Retail  price  In  the  T'nlted  States 15.00 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  lauded  cost  by  250  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Ovlngton     ros.,  430  Fifth  Avenue,  New  York 
City,  on  October  1,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  38 

ifrtal  «(a(M« 
(Ten  Inches  high) 
Country  of  oilgln,  Austria. 

Value  In  country  of  origin $3.57 

Rate  of  duty.  40  per  cent ;  paragraph,  399. 
l!:x|)enKe8   incident   to   Importation    (duty,   transportation,  in- 
surance, etc.) 1.53 

I^anded  cost  In  the  United  States 6.  10 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 18.00 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  253  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Charles  Gutradt,  120  Allen  Street,  New  York 
aty,  on  October  15.  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  89 

Book,  Eterymaus  Library,  cloth 

Country  of  origin.  England. 

Value  In  countr.v  of  origin $0.  23 

Rate  of  duty,  15  per  ceut ;  paragraph.  1310. 

Expenses  incident  to  Importation    (duty,   transportation.  In- 
surance, etc. ) .068 

landed  cost  In  the  United  St.-ites .  298 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States .  80 

Retail  price  excee<ls  the  landed  cost  by  168  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Button's  (Inc  ),  681   Fifth  Avenae,  New  York 

City,  on  October  14,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  40 
Painting 

(Copy) 

Country  of  origin,  Austria. 

Value  in  country  of  origin $7. 14 

Rate  of  duty,  20  per  ceut  ;  paragraph.  1449. 

Expenses  incident  to  importation    (duty,   transportation,   in- 
surance, etc.) 1.86 

Ijinded  cost  In  the  United  States 8.  99 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 70.00 

Retail  price  txceeds  the  landed  cost  by  679  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from    Henry   Schulthels  &  Co.,   142   Fulton   Street, 

New  York  City,  on  October  15.  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  41 
Painted  miniature  in  ivory  frame 

County  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  in  country  of  origin $1.68 

Rate  of  duty.  35  i)er  cent  ;  paragraph.  1440. 

Expenses  incident   to   importation    (duty,   transportation,  in- 
surance, etc.) .  60 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States 2.  2$ 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 6.95 

Retail  price  exce«Hls  the  landed  cost  by  205  per  ceut. 

Article  purchased  from  Gimbel  Bros.,  New  York  City,  on  Octol)er  16, 

1920. 

Exhibit  No.  42 

Windmill  clock 

Country  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  In  country  of  origiu $1.06 

Rate  of  duty,  35  cents  each  and  45  per  cent  ;  jiaragraph.  368. 

Expenses   incident   to  Importation    (duty,   transportation,  in- 
surance, etc.) ■  84 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States L  89 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 5.00 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  105  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  B.  Altman  k  Co.,  New  York  City,  on  October 

3,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  43 

Paper  hat 

Countrr  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  In  country  of  origin $0.0-03 

Kate  of  duty,  36  per  cent;  paragraph,  1313. 

Expenses  incident  to   Lmiwrtatlon    (duty,   transportation,  in- 
surance, etc.) _— •  0143 

Landed  cost  In  the  United  States •  ?f **• 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States -15 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  209  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  E.  L.  Sommers  Co.  (Inc.).  915  Broadway.  New 

York  City,  on  October  4.  1929. 
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H930  cnsmmiionAi 

t^HiUtt  ../•!   In  Ik*   I'hUtnt   Hiatm ,., ,«».,.«,  m 

iU<«tl  ^>«  In  iImt  r»M>4  MUiM   -    - »..»«»>        3 "0 

B#'all  (/ri'«  fi'frij*  III*  ImuiImI  eu»t  kf  'PHt  IHtf  nnt, 

AriUla  MtritMMrd  trtHU  (iliwi««l  UrM  ,  Htw  Vorti  C'itr,  ••  Ortutoirr  II, 

BiHIBIT  Mo.   49 
R'  yncMa    brdtol   hoard 
(I>ra«log  pa(N^r.  U'  »b<>eU) 
rmintrT  af  oHgln,  Bnclanil. 

V«lin»  In  rountrr  of  urfi^i'i _.___—        §0.6325 

Batf   of   (luiy.    3   rcnu   p<>r   poood   and    IS   pn   rent ;   par*- 

graph.   \»>1. 
Kip^UMM  lii<l«)*-nt  to  Importation  (dutlra,  transportation,  io- 

-^.^_^  •aranc*.  »tc.> .155 

XasdfKi  rout  In  th*  Unltrd  HtatM .  7«75 

Brtal!  pricr  In  th*  United  8tat«i 2.00 

Brtall  prirv  rz''p«>ds  the  taiul^l  coat  bjr  154  per  cent. 

Arilcle  purchaser!   from  Keuffel  4  Easer  Co.,   1:27  Fulton   8tr««t,  New 
Twrk  Cltjr,  on  October  15.  1920. 

BxHiBiT  No.  44 
Intulatei   pliert 

Coontrr  of  origin.  Oi'rmanjr. 

Value   in  oiontry   of  orlfrtn t,  .-■-.-. ---t  fO.  IS 

Rate  cf  duty.  HO  per  c-eot  ;  paracmph.  361. 

Bxpt-naea  Inrldent   to  Importation    (duty,   transportation.  In- 

Boranre,  ete.) .088 

Landed  coat  In  the  United  State* -  .218 

Retail  price  in  the  Initf^l  State* .59 

Betail  price  exceeds  the  lantled  coat  bjr  171  per  cent 

Article    purcha!«ed    from    F.    W.    Grand    Stores,    New    Tork    City,    on 

October  15,  19:». 

KZHIBIT   aNo.   47 
Fountai»  pen 

Coantry  of  oriicin,  Gt-rmany. 

Value  In  country  of  orlKln ..«.        $0.  0486 

Rate  of  duty.  60  per  cent  ;  paragraph.  31. 

Kapensies  Incident   to  Importation    (duty,   transportation.  In- 
surance,   etct . .0317 

Lande«l  coat  In  the  United  States .08 

Retail  pr*ce  in  the  United  States .25 

Retail  prtce  exceeda  the  landed  coat  by  213  per  cent. 

Article  purchased   from   F.   *   W.  Grand   Store*.   New  Tork  City,  on 

October  4.  19',». 

KxHiBiT   No.    48 
iferAaniool  ptncU 

Country  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  in  country  of  orlKln fO.  132 

Rate  of  duty.   45  cents  per  gross  and  20  per  rent  pltia  25 
cents  per  groas  for  clips ;  paragrai>h.  352. 

Bxpen.>eji  Incident   to   Importation    (duty,   transportation,   In- 
surance, etc.) .0366 

I.andcd  coat   In  the  United  States .1686 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States .60 

Rettill  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  197  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  United  Cigar  Stores,  New  York  City,  on  Oc- 
tober 4.  1929. 

I^XHIBtT    No.    49 

fi^fetp  pirns 
(Bunch  of  50) 

Coantry  of  origin.  C^echoslorakia. 

Valiu-  in  c.untry  of  orltrin $0.01458 

Rate  of  duty.  35  per  cent ;  paravraph.  ^50. 

KxpenHes  Incident   to  Importation    (duty,   tranaportatloa,   in- 
surance, etc.) .0059 

landed  coKt  in  the  United  States .02048 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States .06 

Retail  price  exceeda  the  landed  cost  by  144  per  cent. 

Article  purcttaaed  from  K.  A  W.  Grand  Store*.  Fourteenth  Street  and 

lUxth  ATenue,  New  York  City,  on  October  4.  1929, 

Exhibit  No.  50 
CioriMct  reed 

Coontrr  of  origin.  France. 

Value  in  couDtrr  of  origin fO.  0196 

Rate  of  duty.  40  per  cent :  paragraph.  1443. 

Kxpeuse*  Incident   to  Importation    (duty,   transportation,  in- 
surance, etc  I .  0O84 

Landed  cost  In  the  United  State* .028 

Retail  price  in  the  United  State* .10 

Retail  price  exceed*  the  lantlt'd  cost  by  257  per  cent. 

Article   purchased   from   Carl    Fischer,   56  Cooper   Square.   New   York 

City,  on  October  14.  1029. 

KZHIBtT  No.  51 
Viokn  filpifct  (ebo«»|f) 

Cooatrr  of  origin.  Uermany. 

Valor  In  country  of  origin ^.^       |0.  0641 

Rale  of  duty,  40  per  cent ;  paragrapk,  1443. 

Kzpenae*  InddoBt  to  iaportatloa   (dtnr,  transporutloa,  la- 

suraare.  ptc  ) .  0326 

LaiKtsd  coat  In  tbs  United  Utates .^.^....^ .0967 

BataU  price  In  tlM>  United  Htst^a HO 

■•tall  pri4'«  ^seesda  tke  landed  cost  by  tlO  prr  erat. 

Artl4-te  purrbaaed  froa  Carl   FlM-ber,   M  Cooper   ■qoar*.  N«w  York 

atf.  m  Ortobvr  14,  I — 
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tMftfl  fU»tlt 

6t4ftHtgtt,   fix  )  .-                        -'    --wrwmwmmmwmwrwwmmwrmwwr^w»  '  wZt* 

iMHOM    Iffft    IM    iki    i'himii    lH4f*9--'—'"ww'wwwwm9mmm»mm9m  'flfT 
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lifiMll  prl'i'  <i,i-e<|*  liui  lMU>tmt  !'>•{  by  ;i:io  par  ««•<' 

AriU'l<^  l<ui>-itAM'd   from   Carl   FUMfb^r,  M  Cuoimt  M^waia,   N«ir   York 
City,  un  ocLuber  14,  I'J'M 

KSHIBIT  No    5S 
Yiolln  bow  ( Dodd  model) 
t'ouutry  of  origin,  0«'rmany. 

Value  in  country  of  origin —  $4  50 

Rale  of  duty.  4U  p>T  cent  ;  paragraph,  1443. 
Kxp>nKes  Incident   to  Importaiion    (duty,  transportation,  in- 
surance,   etc.) 2.25 

Laml.d  cost  in  the  United  States 6.75 

Ret.nll  price  in  the  United  States 20.00 

Retail  price  exce«Hl!«  the  landed  cost  by  196  per  cont. 

Article   purchased   from   Carl   Fischer,   56   Cooper   Square,   New   York 
City,  on  October  14,  l»;i9. 

Exhibit  No.  54 

Violin    (Heberlein) 

Conntrr  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  In  country  of  origin |7.  50 

Rate  of  duty.  |1  each  and  35  per  cent:  parafrraph.  1443. 

Expt^naes  Incident  to  importation    (duty,   transportation,  in- 
surance, etc.) 4.  40 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  Stnres 11.90 

Retail  price  in   the  United   Stntes 50.00 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  lamled  coat  by  320  per  cent. 

Article   purchaaed    from   Carl   Fischer,   06   Cooper   Square,   New   York 

City,  on  October  14,  1«29. 

Exhibit  No.  55 
FioKn  /Infferftoard 

Country  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  in  country  of  origin JO.  229 

Rat»'  of  duty,  40  per  cent  ;  paragraph,  1443. 
EzpinseM   incident   to  importation    (duty,   transportation,  in- 
surance,   etc.) .115 

I.,anded  cost  in  the  United  States . .  844 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 1.00 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  191  per  cent. 

Article   purchased    from   Carl   Fischer,   56  Cooper   Square,  New   York 
City,  on  October  14,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  56 
Cello  mute,  ebonif 
Oonntrr   of  origin.    Germany. 

Value  In  country  or  origin fO.  0347 

Rate  of  duty,  3i%  per  cent;  paragraph.  410. 

Kxpenwes   incident   to   importation    (duty,   transportation,   in- 

surnnce.  etc.i .0174 

Landed  crtst  In  the  United  States , .  0521 

Retail  price  in  the  United  St.ites .26 

Retail  price  exceed*  the  landed  cost  by  380  per  cent. 

Article  purchased   from   Carl   Fischer.   56   Cooper   Square,    New    York 
City,  on  October  14,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  57 

Clarittct 
Country   or  origin.    France. 

Value  in  country  of  origin fll.^0 

Rate  of  duty.  40  per  cent  ;  paragraph.  1443. 
Expenses  Incident  to  importation    (duty,  transportation.   In- 
surance, etc.) 1 5.  20 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States 16.  90 

Ret.Til  price  in  the  United  States 55.00 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  225  per  cent. 

Article  purchased   from   Carl   Fischer,   56  Cooper  Square,   New   York 
City,  on  October  14,  19:.'9. 

Exhibit  No.  58 

Colorrd  fute  fabric 

(50  inches,  1^  pounds) 

Country  of  origin.  Cxechoslovakla. 

Vnlue  in  country  of  origin,  per  yard $0.  645 

Rate  of  duty,  1  cent  per  pound  an<l  10  per  cent ;  paragraph, 

1008. 
Expenses  Incident   to  importation    (duty,   transportation,   In- 

Rurance.  etc.) .  1106 

Lamh'd  cost  in  the  United  States . .  0056 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 2.50 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  coat  by  281  per  cent. 

Article   purchased   from    H.    B.    Lehman-Connor   Co.    (Inc.),   68   West 
Fortieth  Street,  New  York  City,  on  October  15,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  59 

Apptiqufd  bridgr  get  (Unrn} 
Country  of  origin.  Madeira. 

Value  In  country  of  origin — _-  11.63 

Rate  of  duty,  75  per  cent ;  paragraph,  1430. 
Expenses  Incident  to  Importation   (doty,  transportation,  in- 
surance, rtr) . 1,30 

landed  cost  In  the  United  State*.... . . -,—_—_-«  2.92 

Retail  price  in  the  United  Mtale* 6.04 

Retail  price  eneiHls  the  landed  cost  by  138  p*>r  eenf. 

Artlrj"  purcbatcd  from  B.  U.  Mac/  *  Co..  Mew  York  City,  on  October 
lb,  1929, 
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attruhtf,  *"•«  )      --  ___,,_,_..__. .,-.,.,.,»^» 

k/viall  priiv  io  the  r'niti-d  Utneo .-,..........,,.«. 

U<'iail  priic  tut^tla  ibi  liu4*4  eoat  by  U4l  pt  (*nt. 

ArtU'U;  purchased  rroiu  F.  A.  O,  icbwars,  303  FUtb  Araoiie,  K«w  York 
Clly,  on  October  11,  1020. 
•  Exhibit  No.  61 


It.bu 
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.384 
1.0*J4 
6.00 


Dreu   clatp  ) 

Country  of  origin,  Czechoslovakia. 

Value  in  country  of  origin — ^.^m... 

Rate  of  duty,  65  per  cent ;  paragraph.  348. 

Expenses  inddent   to  importation    (duty,   transportation,  in 

surance,  etc.) 

I.Anded  cost  In  the  United  States 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  388  i)er  cent. 

Article  purchased   from   the  Bohemian   Novelty  Co.,   71   West  Thirty 
eighth  Street,  New  York  City,  on  October  15,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  62 
Toy  ferryboat  {mechanical) 
Country  of  origin,  Germany. 
Value  in  country  of  origin- 


Rate  of  duty,  70  per  cent  ;  paragraph,  1414. 
dent   t      


11.85 


Expenses  incident  to  importntion    (duty,   transportation,  in- 
surance,   etc.) 1.85 

Landed  coHt  in  the  United  States 3.  70 

Retail   price  in   the  United   States 10.  00 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  170  per  cent. 

Article  purchased   from   F.    A.    O.    8<hwarz,   303   Fifth  Avenue,   New 
York  City,  on  October  11,  1929. 

ExHiBrr  No.  68 

Toy  atcamboat 
Country  of  origin,  Germ.any. 

Value  in  country  of  origin 

Rate  of  duty.  70  per  cent ;  paragraph,  1414. 

£xIieD^4es  Incident  to  importation    (duty,   transportation,  in- 

surnnce,    etc.) 

Ijinded  cost  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exce<'d8  the  lande<l  cost  by  170  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  B.  Shackman  A  Co.,  906  Broadway, 
City,  on  October  16,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  64 

Motaic    toy 

Country  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  In  country  of  origin 

Rate  of  duty,  7()  per  cent;  paragraph.  1414. 

Expenses  incident  to  importation    (dtrty.  transportation,  In- 

LandcHl  cost  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  163  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  F.  A.  O.  Schwari,  303  Fifth  Avenue, 
City,  on  October  11.  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  65 

Jointed  doll 

Country  of  origin,  Germany.  "^ 

Value  in  country  of  origin — •- 

Kate  of  duty,  TO  per  cent :  paragraph,  1414. 

Expenses   incident  to  Importation    (duty,  transportation.  In- 
surance, etc.) 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  in  the  Ignited  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  186  per  cent. 

Article   purchased   from   F.   A.   O.   Schwarts.  303  Fifth  Avenue,   New 

York  City,  on  October  11.  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  66 
Jfcn's  pigskin  expanding  tpring  belt 
Country  of  origin,   England. 
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.  02V>n 
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New  York 


10.20 


.18 

.38 

1.00 

New  York 


$1.20 


1.08 
2.  2S 
6.60 


$0.69 


.31 

1.00 
3.60 


tJountry  oi   origin,    t<,ngiana. 

Value   in   country   of  origin 

Rate  of  duty,  30  per  cent ;  paragraph.  1432. 

Exi)en8es  incident  to  importation    (duty,  transportation.  In- 
surance, etc.) 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  250  per  cent. 

Article    purchased    from    John    W.    Ryan.    Thirty-second    Street    and 

Seventb  Avenue,  New  York  City,  on  September  18,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  67 
Ladief  oalftkin  handbag 

Country  of  origin,  France. 

Value  In  country  of  origin _•_-__. »—- — — 

Rate  of  doty,  3()  per  cent ;  paragraph.  1432.  ^ 

Expenses  Incident  to  importation    (doty,  transportation.  In- 
surance, etc.) — — — — 

landed  cost  in  the  United  HUtes 

Retail  price  In  tbe  United  States -- 

Befall  price  eiceetls  the  landed  cost  by  24>l  per  eent. 

Article  purchased  from  Lord  *  Taylor,  Waw  Yorli  City,  oo  SepUmbar 

18,  1920. 


'mmrrw»mm»»mmm»        P"-  ^^ftt 


.0204 
,0«7ft 


$2.20 


1.83 

8.69 

12.60 


K«iMwa«M  iufidtuf  U  tmtMMi»tU^  iouUf,  tr)MMp«rt*tlMi, 

iMniifd  itmt  in  tlw»  VttHt4  Huim--,^^,^. ,.,..>..•«... 

RetwU  prl<«  ill  tb«  I'uii^l  HiuUfm ,m. 

lit iuil  prka  ttrtrcds  tb«  landed  cost  by  S^M  per  cant. 

Ariide  purebaaed   from    Ijjula   K    UKgett   Co,   atora,  Oraod  Centra t 
Terminal,  New  York  City,  ou  October  1671929, 

BSBIMT  No.  60 

Pastel  eolor§ 

(Thirty  assorted  pieces  in  box) 

Country  of  origin,  Prance. 

Value  In  country  of  origin 

Bate  of  duty.  25  per  cent  and  45  centa  per  groas ;  paragraph, 

1451. 
Expenses  incident  to  importation    (duty,   transportation,  in- 

suranct>,    etc.) 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States — 

Retail  priw  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  220  per  cent. 

Article  purchased   from   Devoe  ft   Reynolds,   108   Fnlton    Street,   New 
York  City,  on  October  18,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  70 
Haarlem  oH — KlOM  TiUy 


$0. 82 


.18 
.60 

1.60 


$0,017 


.006 
.028 
.20 


Country  of  origin,  Holland. 

Value  in  country  of  origin — — — .-— 

Rate  of  duty,  25  per  cent ;  paragraph,  6. 

Expenses  Incident   to  importation    (duty,  transportation,  in* 

surance,   etc.)  ._ 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  in  the  United  Stiites 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  809  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Robert  J.  Pallehncr.  1800  Washington  Street. 
Hoboken,  N.  J.,  on  October  15,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  71 

Vienna  caramelt 

(1-pound  box) 

Country  of  origin,  Anstria. 

Value  in  country  of  origin 

Rate  of  duty,  40  per  cent ;  paragraph.  .M)5. 

Expenses  Incident   to  imiwrtation    (duty,  transportation,  in- 
surance, etc.) 

Landed  cost  In  the  United  States 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  202  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Williams  Nut  Co.,  9  Clark  Street,  Pateraon, 

N,  J.,  on  <5ctober  11,  1920. 

Exhibit  No.  72 
.BmbroWrrcd  screen 


80. 166 


.0760 
.2316 
.70 


17.03 


6.  80 
13.92 
45.00 


80. 07 


.49 
1.46 
4.WS 


Country  of  origin,  Japan. 

Value  in  country  of  origin — — 

Rate  of  duty.  75  per  cent ;  paragraph.  14.m 

Expenses  incident   to  importation    (duty,  transportation,  in- 
surance, etc.) — • 

I.anded  cost  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States -_ 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  223  per  cent. 

Article   purchased   from   Vantine's   ReUll    Stores,   664    Fifth   Avenue. 

New  York  City,  on  October  16,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  73 
Prayer  rug 

Country  of  origin,  France. 

Value  in  country  of  origin T--rr,r 

Rate  of  duty.  46  per  cent ;  paragraph.  909. 

Expenses  Incident  to  Importation    (duty,  tranaportatlon,  in- 
surance, etc.) 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  SUtes 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  239  per  cent. 

Article   purchased   from    the    Namm   Store,    Fulton    Street.    Brooklyn. 

N.  Y.,  on  October  18,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  74 
Hopfes  (Rademaker)  candy 

Country  of  origin,  Holland. 

Value  in  country  of  origin,  per  pound fO.  SO 

Rate  of  duty,  40  per  cent ;  paragraph.  505. 
Expenses  incident  to  importation    (duty,   transportation,  in- 
surance, etc.) •  Its 

r.Anded  cost  in  the  United  States ,'77* 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 1-40 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  216  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Williams  Nut  Co.,  9  Clark  Street,  Pateraon. 
N.  J.,  on  Octolier  11,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  75 
Pastilles  belloo 
Country  of  origin,  France. 

Value  In  country  of  origin t--;;,7 —- — — - — -  fO.  lOO 

Rate  of  duty.  26  per  cent;  paragraph.  2.1. 

Expense*  Incident  to  lmi»ortstlon   (doty,  transportation,  to- 

Kurance.    etc) '  2iJ 

Landed  crmt  In  the  United  Mtatea .209 

Beiall  price  In  the  ITnlt.-d  Hiates -—;;_- r —  »' »* 

Retail  price  eir».eds  the  land<>d  cost  by  878  per  eent. 

Article   por<ba»ed    from   reniral   I>riig   Co.,   61    Spring   Btreat,    Maw 
York  City,  on  October  10,  lUJU. 
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KiHiBfT  No.  76 

Conntry  of  nriglB,  Italj. 

V«lnr   Ib   country   ot   orUriii — — 

lUt*  of  duty.  25  pfr  c«nt :  parMrftpli.  S. 

£xprii»f<i    ln«l<]<>nt   to   ImporUtluD    (duty,    transportation,   IB- 

•uranc^,    etc.) 

l^ndiHl   cost   in   the   T'nlted    Htatea 

R«»tail  pri<f  in  the  United  Htiitr» 

Retail  price  pxcre<l5  the  land«*d  co«t  by  178  per  cent. 

Article    purctiaacd    from    lentral    Drug    Co..    51    Spring    Strct,    New 

York  City,  on  October  16,  lOJS. 

Exhibit  No.  77 
Vioiin   •Irin^,  fpit.  /TorrNttna,  A 

Conntry  of  origin.  Oennany. 

Value    in    'snintry    of   oriiriu -. 

Rate  of  duty,  40  per  cent  :  parifraph.  1434. 

ExTH-naeH  Incident   to  Importation    (duty,   transportation, 

•urant'e.    etc. » 

landed   coat    In    the    I'nlted    Htatea .- 

KetHil  price  In  the  United  State* 

Retail  price  exree<lii  ihe  landeil  rout  t>y  330  jkt  cent. 

Article   pnrrhaMd   from   Carl    Fiacher,   56   Cooper   Square, 
Cltjr.  OB  October  14.  191'9. 

KiiiiBiT  No.  7H 

KnittrH  t-othmrre   cnrdigan    jacket 

(Elffbt  oancea) 

Countrr  of  ortirin.  R«-iitl«nd. 

Value  In  country  of  orixin      ._• 

Rale  of  dutr.  i'  cut*  and  .V)  per  cent :  paragraph.  1114. 
Kx'H  naen  inrUlent  to  ImportntloB    (duty,  tranaportatton,  in- 

•uraii<*e.    etc.! ■ . .___., _-  4.30 

l4indml  coat   In   the  irnlfed  State* .- -  11.97 

Retail   pri.e  in   the  Unite.!   Xtalea 8<).  00 

Retail  price  eiceeda  the  laii<led  coat  by  1.11  per  cent. 

Article  purchaaeil  from  I'eik  k  i'eck.  New  York  City,  on  October  ir>, 
1»'J» 

KiHiBiT  No.  79 
Bm»a    horn    (alto) 

Country  of  origin.  UnoUt*.   itobemia. 

ValiM-   tn  country  of  orlgiiv-- ........... 

Bate  of  duty.  40  per  cent :  paragraph.  1443. 

Kxpenaen  incident   to  impurtatton    (duty,   tranaportatioa.   In 

■uraiK-e.  etc.) 

Laaded  ci>at  in  the  United  Statea 

Retail    price   In    the    Unite<|   Stntea 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  lan<le<l  co«t  by  174  per  cent. 

Article   ptircbamd   from   Carl    Fischer,   56   Cooper   Hqaare,   New   York 
City,  on  October  14.  192f» 

KSHIBIT    No.    «0 

^tlt- winding   tcatch 

County  of  origin.   Switzerlxtid 

Value  in  country  of  origin:  Works.  $S  :  case.  $1:  total f  6.  Otl 

Bate  of  duty.  SS  on  works  and  4.5  per  cent  on  case ;   para 

Krapb.  367. 
Rxpenaes   incident  to  Unportatloa    (duty,   transportation,   la 

■uranre.  etc.  t 

Ijinded  ct>st  In   the   I'nlted   Statea . 8.  7.1 

Retail  price  la  the  Unitetl  States 65.  0€ 

Uetnil  price  exce»>ds  the  l«nd«^l  cost  by  •'>29  per  cent. 

Article  purcha.'ted  from   William  Ilarthman.   174  Broadway,  New  York 
City.  OB  October  11,  IS-"*. 

KZHIRIT   No.    81 

Spark  plug 

Conatrr  of  origin.  Oennany. 

Value  in   country   of  origin . ..... 

Rate  of  duty.  50  per  cent :  paragmpb.  .^60. 

Expenses  incident   to   inip«trtation    (duty,   transportation,  la 

■nrance.  etc.!-. 

l.anded  comt  in  the  United  States 

Retnll  price  in  the  United  State* 

Retail  price  exceeds  tbe  lauded  cost  by  453  per  cent. 

Article   purchased    from    Il»s>-'«   Accessories.    46   Charles    8tre«-t.    New 
York  City,  on  October  11.   19-1). 

EXHIHIT    Nu.    82 
Tammr  Indinn  ffrillon 

Countrr  of  origin.   France. 

Value  la  coantrj-  of  origin . 

Rate  of  duty.  '2o  per  cent :  paragraph.  23. 

Kxp<-n*es  incident    to  iuiportatiou    (duty,   transportation,   in 

■urant-e.  etc.) 

f4in<led  cost  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  tbe  landed  cost  by  193  per  cent. 

Article    parch.ii»e«l    from    C.-ntrjil    Drug    (?o..    51    Spring    Street 
York  City,  oa  October  !»?.  1»1'9. 

ExuiBir  No.  83 
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Countrr  of  ortgia,  Ireland. 
«  In 


$0.  ofm 


Value  in  country  of  origin.  |>»-r  y.nrd . 

Rate  of  duty.  35  per  cent  ;  pai  airraph.  1011. 

Kxpeaseo  incident  to  importation  (duty,  tranitportation.  iiuur- 

ani-e,  etc.) 

Landed  cost  la  the  United  Statea 

Retail  price  la  the  United  Stntes.  per  yard 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  land»yl  cost  by  l."»5  per  cent. 

Article    purchased    from    James    Mi-Treery    Co..    New    York    City,    on 
October  15.  ll*:». 
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RxiiiBiT  No.  84 
Uetal  book  end* 
(Ualr) 
■T  or  origin.  Austria. 

Value  in  country  of  origin ..-._ — _— 

Kate  of  duty,  4u  per  cent :  paragraph.  31>9. 

KipenHes  Incident  to  importation  (duty.  tran-»portation.  inaur 

an<-e,  etc.) 

Ijinded  cost  in  the  T'nlted  Statt^s 

Kftiiil  price  in  the  United  States 

Rttail  price  txceed.s  the  landed  cost  by  180  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Charles  Oytrndt  &  Son,  120  Allen  Street,  New 
York  City,  on  October   15.   192'.>. 

Exhibit  No.  85 

Floating  bubble  »oup 

Country  of  origin.  Italy.  «->  ,v  « 

Value  in  couuirv  of  origin,  per  cake $0.0425 

Rat.«  of  duty.  :W  per  cent ;  paragraph.  82 

Espeusea  incident  to  importation  (duty,  trau.sportation,  iasur 

ance.  etc.) 

Landed  coit  in  the  United  States 

RetHll  price  in  the  United  Statea 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  341  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Wlialcn  Drug  Co.   (Inc.),  2  Vanderbiit  Avenue. 
New  York  City,  on  October  1«,   1929. 

Exhibit  No.  86 
Toy  paint  $tt 

Country  of  origin.  (Germany. 

Value  in  country  of  origin $0.  052 

IlJite  of  duty,  70  per  cent :  parngraph.  67. 

Expcnxe*  iDCident  to  imp<irtiitioo    (duty,   transportation.   In- 
surance,  etc.) .04-1 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States .(UHl 

Retail  prire  in  the  United  States .45 

Retail  prite  exceeds  the  ian<:ed  c«K  by  378  per  cent. 

Article  purchaj«cd  from  Uvy  Bros.,  2305  Broadway,  New  York  City, 

on  UctoUr  21.  I'J'M. 

Exhibit  No.  87 

Woodem  urathtr  $et* 

CountrT  of  origin.  <;ermany. 

Value  In  country  of  origin 

Rate  of  duty.  4o  per  c-nt  ;  (wragrapb,  3tKi. 

Kx|>enBes  incident  to  importation    (duty,   transportation,  in- 
surance.   etc.»  

liSuded  cost  In  the  Unitetl  States 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 

Ketall  price  exceeds  the  lauded  cost  by  467  per  cent. 

Article  purchasel  from  R.  11.  Macy  It  Co..  New  York  City,  on  October 

10.  19-9. 

Exhibit  No.  88 

B<w  pJ«./se  ("A  Ftientlly  Call") 

Country  of  origin,  England. 

Value  in  country  of  origin $0.  T3 

Rate  of  duty.  20  per  cent;  paragraph.  1438. 

Exi^enses  incident  to  Importation    (duty,  transportation,  In- 
surance,   etc.) .19 

I>anded  cost  in  the  United  States .  92 

Retail  price  in  the  I'nlted  States 3.  75 

Retail  price  exceeds  tlie  lauded  cost  by  .TOS  per  cent. 

.\rticle   purchased    from    Ijcvv's    Art    Shop,    241    Fifth    Avenue,    New 

York  City,   on   0-?tol)or   HI     19--;S>. 

Exhibit  No.  89 
Fruit   kntrrs  and   forks 
.  (Set  of  six  each) 

Country  of  oriRin.  Fnnctv 

Value  in  country  of  origin $i.  ig 

Rate  of  duty,  8  cents  each  and  45  per  cent  :  paragraph.  355. 
Exp«-n<<es   Incident   tu  importation    (duty,   transportation,  in- 

sarance,  etc.) 1.55 

Lande<l  cost  in  (he  Unlte<l  States o  j-^ 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 9.00 

Retail  price  exceeti*  the  lande^i  cost  by  230  per  cent. 

.\rtlcle  purchased  from  John  Waiiainaker.  New  York  City,  uB  October 
18.  1929. 

ExaiBiT  No.  90 

Denial  mouth  mirror 
Country  of  origin,  fiermaay. 

Value  in  country  of  origin $0.  0025 

Rnt.'  of  duty.  ."Mt  per  cent  :  puragrsph.  230. 
Expevses  incident    to   im|K>rtatiou    (duty,    transportation,   in- 
surance. etc.» .0375 

Liinciwl  cost  in  tbe  Unite<l  Stntas .10 

Retail  price  in  the  Unit-^l  States .35 

Retail  price  exeeetis  the  landed  cost  l>y  250  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  s.  Reiglei,  210  East  Twenty-third  Street.  New 
York  City,  on  Octolier  17.  1929. 

ExHiiUT  No.  91 

Ragor 

Coontry  of  origin,  normany. 

Value  in  country  of  origin $0,567 

Rate  of  duty.  45  c«>nts  »"ach  and  45  |>er  cent :  paragraph,  :{58. 

Kxr>enses  incideut    to   importation    (duty,   transportatioo,   in- 
surance,   etc  t .733 

Landed  ct»st  in  the  United  States 1.  30 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 5.00 

Retail  price  exce^dii  the  landed  c*wt  by  285  per  cent. 

Article   purcbiiseil   from    Parker   k   Hattersby,    140  West   Forty-second 

Street.  New  York  City,  on  Octob<-r  15.  li>29. 


BxHiBrr  No.  02 
Qong 

Conntrv  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  in  country  of  origin — .  $1.60 

Rate  of  duty,  40  per  cent ;  paragraph,  399. 

Bxpt-nses  Incident   to  Importation    (duty,  transportation,  In- 
surance, etc.) ,•  i5 

Landeil  cost  in  the  United  States ^-  26 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 8.60 

Retnll  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  278  per  cent. 

Article  pnrchased  from  Art  Colony  Industries,  84  Tnlon  Square,  New 

York  aty,  on  October  17,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  93 
Urodonal 
(85  gross) 

Country  of  origin,  France. 

Value  in  country  of  origin ~—  $0.  86 

Rate  of  duty,  25  per  cent ;  paragraph.  5. 

Expenses  incident  to  importation    (duty,   transportation.  In- 

suraiice,  etc.) '  1  „ 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States „•*§* 

Retail  price  in  the  United  Statea 2.  25 

Retail  price  exceeds  tbe  landed  cost  by  881  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Neve  Drug  Stores,  New  York  City,  oa  October 
17,   1929. 

Exhibit  No.  94 
Hairbruth 

Countrr  of  origin,  Bngland. 

Value  in  country  of  origin —  ..-.-...-»  $L  94 

Rate  of  duty,  45  per  cent ;  paragraph,  1407. 

Expenxes  incident  to  importation    (duty,   transportation,  In- 

Laude<l  cost  la  the' United  Stat eiII"IIHI" II__ 2.86 

Retail  price  In  the  United  Statea 7.50 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  163  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  L.  K.  Liggett  k  Co.,  Orand  Central  TenDlaal, 
New  York  Citr.  on  October  22.  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  95 

Clock  oU 

(Per  bottle) 

Coontry  of  origin,  Oennany.  •/»  ««.fj 

Value  in  conntry  of  origin . $0.0644 

Rate  of  duty.  25  per  cent ;  paragraph.  58. 

Expt-nses   Incident  to   importation    (duty,   transportation,   Ii>- 

surance,  etc.) .0146 

Landed  ci>st  In  the  United  States .  069 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States -30 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  335  per  cent 

Article  purchased  from  Cross  k  Begulln,  15  Maiden  Lane.  New  York 
City,  on  (ktober  18.  1920. 

Exhibit  No.  96 

doistone  tray 

Country  of  origin,  China. 

Value  in  country  of  origin $0.  15617 

Rate  of  duty.  60  per  cent ;  paragraph,  399. 
Expenses  Incident   to   importation    (duty,   transportation,   in- 
surance, etc.) .16617 

landed  cost  in  the  United  States .31234 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 1.00 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  220  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  James  McCutcheon  k  Co.,  New  York  City,  on 
October  21.  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  97 

Xippet 
(Molded  deer) 

Country  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  in  country  of  origin — — $0.0833 

Rate  of  duty.  40  per  cent  ;  paragraph.  399. 

Expenses  incident  to  importation    (duty,   transportatioo,   in- 
surance, etc.) .0683 

landed  cost  in  the  United  States .  152 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States .60 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  229  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  E.  L.  Sommers  Co.,  915  Broadway,  New  York 

City,  on  October  18,  1929.     ' 

Exhibit  No.  98 
Bpinach  seed 

Coantrv   of  origin,  Holland. 

Value  in  country  of  origin -.  ■-  — ..       $0.  10 

Bate  of  duty,  1  cent  per  pound  ;  par&grapb,  762. 

Expenses  Incident   to   importation    (duty,   transportation.   In- 
surance, etc.) .0167 

Landed  cost  In  the  United  SUtes .1167 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States .75 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  643  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  Vaughn's  Seed  Store,  49  Barclay  Street.  New 

York  City,  on  October  22,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  99 
ArtUW  oil  color 
(Tube) 
Country  of  origin,  Holland. 

Value  In  country  of  origin $0.0639 

Rate  of  duty,  40  per  cent ;  paragraph,  67. 
Expenses  Incident  to  importation   (duty,  transportation,   in- 
surance, etc) * .0493 

Landed  cost  In  the  United  Statea .  1132 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States .  86 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  209  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  P.  H.  Rosenthal.  47  East  Nlntb  Street.  New 
York  City,  on  October  22.  1929. 


$0. 087 


.0324 
.  1194 
.39 


.  1114 
.  3344 
1.75 


$0,144 


$0.16 


.068 
.228 
1.25 


gad 


Exhibit  No.  100 

ApoUitiant  mineral  toater 

(24  ounce  bottle) 

Conntry  of  origin,  Oennany. 

Value  in  countn?  of  origin 

Rate   of   duty.    10   cents    per   gallon   and   one-third   cent   per 
pound  on  bottle;  paragraph,  808. 

Expenses  Incident  to  importation    (duty,  transportation,   in- 
surance, etc.) 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  Statea 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  227  per  cent. 

Arricle  purchased  from  R.  H.  Macy  k  Co.,  New  York  City,  on  October 

22,   1029. 

Exhibit  No.  101 

CtirUN0  iron 
Country  of  origin,  France. 
Value  In  country  of  origin $0.  223 

Hate  of  duty.  40  per  cent  ;  paragraph.  399. 

Expenses  Incident   to  importation    (duty,   fransportatlon,  in- 
surance, etc.) 

I>anded  cost  In  the  United  States 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  tbe  landed  cost  by  423  per  cent. 

Article   purchased   from    Kraut   *    Dobnal.   325    South   Clait    Street, 

Cblcago.  10.,  on  October  22,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  102 

Maffwilyimo  gUut 

Country   of   origin,    France. 

Value  In   country   of   origin — — 

Rate  of  duty,  45  per  cent ;  paragraph.  228. 

Expenses  iBcldent  to  Imporfatioa    (duty.  tranaportBtloB.  In- 

suraace,  etc.) .— .0788 

Landed  cost  In  tbe  United  States .  223 

Retail  price  In  the  United  States .90 

Retail  price  exceeds  tbe  landed  cost  by  804  per  cent. 

Article  purchased  from  the  Gk*eckner  k  Newby  Co..  9  Cbarcb  Street, 
New  York  City,  on  October  24,  1929. 

Exhibit  No.  103 
Dog  mugtle 
Conntnr  of  origin,  Germany. 

Value  in  country  of  origin ».-—■-■  .—  ■ 

Rate  of  duty,  .30  per  cent;   paragraph.   1432. 

Expenses  incident  to  importation    (dnty.  tnuuportation.  la- 

surance,  etc.) 

Landed  cost  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  in  the  United  States 

Retail  price  exceeds  tbe  landed  coat  by  448  per  cent. 

Article   purchased    from    Londoa    Bird    k   Dog   Bliop,    Broadway 
Thirty-flrst  Street,  New  York  City,  on  October  23,  1929. 

Mr.  WAGNER  snbmitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  pro- 
posed by  him  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

ADDRESS  BY  DB.  NICHOLAS  MUBRAY  BUTLER  AT  DINNER  OF  CAR.NOGIK 
ENDOWMENT  TOR  INTEENATIONAL  PEACE 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  asli  unanimous  consent  to 
have  piinted  in  the  Congressional  Record  an  abstract  ot  an 
able  address  by  Dr.  Nicholas  Murray  Butler  as  presiding  officer 
at  the  public  dinner  tendered  by  the  trustees  of  the  Carnegie 
Endowment  for  International  Peace  to  the  visiting  members  of 
the  Instltut  de  Droit  International  at  the  RiU  Carlton  Hotel, 
New  York,  October  18. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address  was  ordered  to  b« 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

THE   NEW  OUTLOOK 

By  Dr.  Nicholas  Murray  Butler 

(Abgtract  of  remarka  as  presiding  officer  at  the  pablic  dinner  teadered 
by  tbe  trustees  of  the  Carnegie  Endowment  for  International  Peace  to 
the  vlslUng  members  of  the  Instltut  de  Droit  International  at  tbe  Rita 
Carlton  Hotel,  New  York.  October  18,  1929.) 

To-nlgbt  tbe  whole  world  la  thinking  what  tbe  prophet  Jeremiah  m> 
long  ago  denominated  thoughta  of  peace.  The  heavy  and  BOffocating 
atmosphere  of  war  bas  been  cleared  by  tbe  swiftly  moving  and  bealtb- 
giving  breeaes  of  peace.  Tbe  mird  of  tbe  world  bas  been  turned  from 
a  backward-looking  and  a  forward-fearing  mind  to  a  forward-looking 
and  a  backward-fearing  mind.  War  has  lost  Its  glamor,  and  now 
stands  stripped  and  naked  in  all  its  horrid  ugliness  and  barbarity.  Let 
tbe  carper  and  tbe  caviler  spend  an  evening  with  Journey's  End.  or  a 
few  fascinated  hours  with  the  gripping  pages  of  Im  Westen  nichta 
Neaes.  which  has  absorbed  tti«  attention  of  milliona  of  readers  la  20 
lands,  and  learn  aometbing  of  the  reality  of  war  as  it  is  seen  at  doae 
quarters  by  those  unfortunates  who  are  called  upon  to  do  the  flgfating. 

A  world  that  tarns  from  war  to  peace  turns  of  necessity  from  brute 
force  to  good  manners,  to  high  morals,  and  to  law.  Tbe  future,  there- 
fore belongs  to  you  and  to  those  likeminded  with  yourselves  who  work 
to  frame  law  and  to  establish  it  on  tbe  firm  foundations  ot  public  con- 
viction and  public  confidence. 

This  revolutionary  psychological  change  began  preparing  while  the 
great  war  was  still  in  progress.  It  was  baited  for  a  time  by  afterwar 
unhapplness,  afterwar  problems,  and  afterwar  perplexltlee ;  but  when 
If.  Briand,  Doctor  Stresemann,  and  Sir  Austen  Chamberlain  lud  their 
momentous  meeting  at  Locarno  four  years  ago.  the  begtanlag  of  the  cad 
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of  the  old  onler  was  not  only  iBdicatcd  bat  clptrly  In  sluht.  There 
reniiitiM>d  the  carefully  •timalated  naval  rivalry  between  the  two  great 
brantben  of  the  Enslnh  t«pe«ktng  family.  Trouble  makers,  hired,  we 
hear,  and  playinc  upon  the  rredulou.s  ignorance  of  pabiie  m<^n  and  pub- 
lic oplnioa,  did  what  they  could  to  make  the  era  of  international  war 
and  Ita  dark  and  rostly  shadows  la»t  a  little  longer;  but  that  partiralar 
m<it)nd  of  aanoylnx  and  damaKing  the  public  and  of  atriking;  at  the 
interest!)  of  both  Great  Britain  and  America  has  now  been  laughed  off 
the  JitHgc — and  off  the  front  page  as  well. 

Following  Locarno  c<>aiefl  Washington.  The  Prime  Minister  and  the 
President,  face  to  face  and  in  kindly  confldence.  have  crowded  Into  4 
day*  of  personal  conver'^ation  and  understanding  4Q  ordinary  years  of 
formal  diplomatic  proce<lure.  of  ofllcl.nl  correspondence  a  ad  of  technical 
UirKainiDg.  Rrland  an<l  Stresemann  and  Chamberlain,  together  with 
their  associates  at  Locarno,  and  Ram.^jay  MacDonald  and  Hoover  at 
Watifaington,  have  done  the  lmsines«  for  which  tbe  world  was  waiting 
with  bated  breath.  Public  opinion  will  do  tbe  rest.  That  government 
ur  that  governmental  agency  which  attempts  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
tlMSi-  official  acts  that  are  needed  to  transform  these  new  convictions 
:ind  these  new  iinderstaiidini;<<  Into  law  will  be  broken  on  tbe  wheel. 
liet  there  be  no  doubt  of  that.  These  are  not  arrangements  which  affect 
:iloii«*  two  nations  or  any  small  group  of  nations.  Tbey  are  arrange- 
ments which  strike  the  note  of  leadership  throughout  the  world  and 
whl<  h  invite,  and  Indeed  cnmpel.  universal  assent  and  cooperation. 

A  dally  newspaper  of  conseqtience  and  of  large  circulation,  tbe  Chi- 
cago Dally  Tribune,  has  with  thoughtful  kindness  seised  this  occasion  to 
point  its  many  readers  to  a  map  showing  how  completely  the  Atlantic 
and  the  Ualf  coasts  of  the  United  Rtate«  are  encircled  by  a  series  of 
fortlflf'd  naval  bases  under  the  control  of  the  British  Navy.  Under  so 
stupendous  and  so  Immlm-nt  a  threat,  distant  Chicago  may  perhaps  en- 
joy unbroken  sleep,  but  sorely  only  for  such  time  as  It  may  take  the 
Invading  forces  to  traverse  tbe  unfortlfled  Hudson,  tbe  unprotected  Brie 
Canal,  and  tbe  undefended  Lak^s.  Rut  must  not  the  people  of  Portland 
Knd  Boston,  of  Providence  and  New  Haven,  of  New  York  and  Phila- 
delphia, of  Norfolk  and  Charleston,  of  Savannah  and  Jacksonville,  of 
Miami  and  Key  West,  of  IVnsacola  and  Mobile,  of  New  Orleans  and 
(iaiveston  tons  fsarfolly  in  thoir  beds  and  sliake  In  their  boots?  Uow 
terrible  a  picture  is  this :  The  only  American  who  would  appear  to 
I*  reasonably  safe  Is  the  senior  Senator  from  Alabama  :  for  not  even  a 
papal  bull  could  overleap  so  stout  and  so  menacing  an  encirclement! 
What  a  pkty  that  a  journal  m  minded  could  not  turn  our  attention  to  a 
real  danger!     Why  not  be  practical  In  tlH'se  serious  matters? 

Ti-ll  It  not  la  Gath,  publish  It  not  In  tbe  streets  of  Askelon.  lest  the 
daughters  of  tbe  Phillatiuf«  rejoice,  but  mother  earth  is  at  this  mo- 
m<>ut  In  a  grievoas  danger  against  which,  I  fear,  that  not  even  the 
gOMpel  of  preparedness  can  sun-ly  d»'fend  us  Her  pathway  in  'Ifc  is 
wholly  sarroanded  by  that  of  Mars  carrying  every  weapon  of  destructive 
war  and  ready  f»r  battle  to  the  death  should  their  two  paths  ever  meet. 
Beyond  sits  Jupiter,  sardonically  looking  down  upon  mother  earth  and 
carrying  some  useful  moons  to  hurl  upon  her  when  the  moment  comes. 
The  nae  safe  neighbor  is  Neptune,  for  whom  distance  lends  enchantment 
to  th«'  view.  He  waves  his  trident  and  laughs  at  mother  earth's  pre- 
dlcamrnt.  Here.  then.  Is  surely  something  real  to  fear.  In  Its  pres- 
eace  why  conjure  up  imaginary  and  ridiculous  dlBlculty?  No.  tn^ntle- 
men,  :%  sense  of  humor  .iml  common  sense  have  not  taken  possesition  of 
all  our  fellow  Americans. 

But,  says  the  cynic,  human  nature  dues  not  change.  To  bim  I 
•nswer  that  husoan  nature  does  change,  has  always  changed,  is  changing 
now.  and  that  Its  changes  are  rect>rded  and  manifested  in  what  «rc  call 
the  advance  of  civiliaation. 

I.*t  Bse  point  yon  to  an  amazing  contrast  In  the  recent  history  of 
international  baslness.  Just  a  little  more  than  70  years  ago.  on  a 
bright  summer's  day.  there  went  out  from  Geneva  one  of  the  chief 
personalities  of  Europe,  iteuring  a  false  name,  armed  with  a  false  pass- 
port, and  in  dlsgniae.  lie  was  no  lees  a  person  that  Count  favour, 
Prime  Minister  of  the  Government  of  tbe  Kingdom  of  Piedmont.  He 
made  his  way  secretly,  on  tiptoe  as  It  were,  to  the  village  of  Plom- 
hMree  la  the  Voagee.  Arriving  there  at  the  height  of  the  gay  f^aon. 
he  took  BO  lodgings  in  a  fashionsble  and  frwjuented  hotel  but  sought 
rooms  In  a  small  chemist's  shop.  There  and  then  he  waited  amil  the 
PMraphemalla  of  blue  and  r«'d  and  green  bottles  nntll  a  summons  came. 
By  dark  and  without  obw-rvatlon  he  was  escorted  Into  the  presence  of 
a  powerful  relgBlng  roooarch.  Napo|<*on  III.  Kmperor  of  France.  They 
did  not  confer  together.  the««e  two  men  of  high  place  and  vast  r'**k>on8l- 
Wllty  :  tbey  cenapired  as  to  bow  they  might  bring  about  a  grett  war. 
The  Rmperor  told  the  Prin»e  Minister  that  France  would  whole-heartedly 
•apport  Piedmont  In  n  war  with  Austria  provided  a  reasonable  <asus 
beW  coaM  be  fbond  which  would  attract  to  F*rance  the  sympathy  of  all 
Borope  hi  such  a  struggle  TT»»ly  it  would  rcfjulre  the  pen  of  a  Machia 
▼elll  or  a  St.  Simon  to  d.>  justice  to  this  scene.  Here  was  no  agisla- 
tlve  (ietMte.  Hew  wa«  no  popular  app'^  and  no  popnl.ir  mandate. 
merely  two  hisb-placed  and  powerful  dictators,  with  all  the  arms  and 
apiMirariM  of  two  gorernroenu,  together  with  the  peace  of  Eu.-.p»-.  in 
ttietr  foar  hands.     And  this  wan  only  71  years  ago ! 

Two  (eaeratlons  later,  s  short  time  as  human  history  goes,  a  Prime 
Minister  of  State,  who  wields  the  vast  and  responsible  authority  ac- 
carded  to  him  by  a  great  people  living  under  free  and  democratic  govern 
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ment,  start.s  across  tbe  sea.  He  wears  no  disguise,  be  bears  no  false 
name,  he  carries  no  false  passport.  His  own  countrymen  acclaim  his 
goint;.  The  daily  press  of  the  world  records  his  every  act  and  word. 
In  six  days'  time  he  comes  to  the  hospitable  and  welcoming  shores  of 
another  land.  The  enthusiasm  of  genuine  affection  and  confidence  is 
showered  upon  him  both  for  himself  and  on  behalf  of  tbe  great  people 
for  whom  lic  has  come  to  spesk.  Public  officials  s.ilute  him,  public 
courtesy  »urround.«i  him,  and  public  respect  both  greets  and  follows  hini. 
He  gi>es  to  no  upper  story  of  a  chemist  s  shop,  but  to  the  White  House, 
and  then  as  a  personal  guest  of  the  President  of  tbe  United  States  to  a 
simple  cabin  in  tbe  foothills  of  the  Blue  Ridge,  that  there  quiet  and 
undisturbed  they  may  speak  together  of  the  great  issues  and  the  little 
ones  which  divide  peoples  and  which  bind  peoples  together.  This, 
gentlemen,  is  no  conspiracy  to  orK«nize  war.  It  is  a  conference  to 
organize  t>eace.  I'ublic  confidence  has  succetnled  in  displacing  secrecy, 
conference  has  routed  conspiracy,  and  the  authority  of  free  peoples  and 
their  public  opinion  is  underneath,  behind,  and  all  about  what  the  I*rlme 
Minister  nnd  the  President  have  said  and  done.  Their  conference  en<1ed, 
they  unite  In  a  frnnk,  full,  and  dignitled  statement  to  the  public,  and 
the  public  applauds  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  from  Canada  to 
the  Gulf,  and  from  one  end  of  the  vast  British  Commonwealth  of 
Nations  to  the  other  the  whole  world  round. 

Look,  gentlemen,  on  that  picture  of  1858  and  then  on  this  of  1929. 
From  Plombi^res  to  Washington  and  the  Blue  Ridge,  from  conspiracy  to 
conference,  from  personal  despotism  to  free  democracy,  and  dare  to  tell 
us  that  human  nature  docs  not  change! 

KXBCfmi:    MESSAGES   BETEniRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  liefcre  the  Senate  sundry 
messages  from  the  Piesldeut  of  the  I'nited  Stateis,  which  were 
referred  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

BEP1>RT  OF  POSTAL  NOMIN.\TIO!tS 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  as  In  open  executive  ses.*jion,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads,  reported  sundry  post-office 
nominations,  which  were  ordered  to  l»e  placet!  on  the  Executive 
Calendar. 

REX:'ESS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  as  In  lerfslative  session,  on  ac- 
count of  a  .«ptHlal  meeting  which  some  Senators  desire  to  hold 
this  evening  l>efore  6  o'clock,  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a 
recess  until  to-morrow  morning  nt  10  o'clock. 

The  motion  \va.«  agreed  to;  and  (at  5  o'cl(X'k  and  40  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  to-moiTow,  Friday, 
November  S.  192»,  at  10  o'clock  a.  in.). 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive    nominations    received    by    the    Senate    November    7 
{hyi-^lativc  day  of  October  30),  1929 

Membex  of  the  I'.-yiTxi)  State.s  Hoard  or  Tax  Appeals 
Herbert  F.  Sea  well,  of  Carthage,  N.  C,  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Unitetl  States  Board  of  Tax  Api)eals  for  the  unexpired  term  of 
10  years  from  June  2.  1920,  in  place  of  Benjamin  H.  Littleton. 

Coast  GrARO 

The  folU.wing-ijametl  officers  lu  the  Coast  Guard  of  the  United 
States: 

To  be  commanders  to  rank  as  su<h  from  July  1,  1929 

Lieut.  Commander  Warner  K.  Thom|»son. 

Lieut.  Coiumander  John  H.  Cornell. 

Lieut.  Commander  Gordon  T.  Fiulav. 

Lieut.  Commander  Louis  L.  BennetV. 

Lieut.  Commander  William  J.  Keester. 

Lieut.  Commander  Eugene  A.  Coffin. 

lileut.  Commander  John  S.  Baylis. 

Lieut.  Commander  Charles  G.  Roeraer. 

Lieut.  Commander  Wilfrid  N.  Derby. 

Lieut.  Commander  I>eo  C.  Mueller. 

Lieut.  Commander  Clarence  H.  Dench. 

Lieut.  Commander  William  K.  Scammell. 

Lieut.  Commander  Rus.<ell  L.  Lucas. 

Commander  William  11.  Sheji  to  be  a  c-aptain,  to  rank  as  such 
from  October  8.  1029.  in  place  of  Capt.  George  C.  Carmine, 
retired. 

Commander  Cwll  M.  Gabbett  to  be  a  captain,  to  rank  as  such 
from  O<tober  28,  l»-.'0.  in  pl.nce  of  Capt.  Claude  8.  Cochran, 
retired. 

Ueut.  Commander  Stephen  S.  Yeandle  to  l»e  a  commander  to 
rank  as  such  from  July  13.  1»29.  in  place  of  Capt.  Edward'  S 
Addison,  promoted. 

Lieut.  Commander  Frederick  A.  Zeusler  to  be  a  commander,  to 
rank  as  such  fn.m  October  8,  192».  in  place  of  Capt    William  H 
Shea,  promoted. 

Ensign  Gei.rge  M.  Phannemiiler  to  be  a  lieutenant  (junior 
grade),  to  rank  as  such  from  March  8,  1929. 
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HOUSE  OF  HEPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  November  7,  1929 

The  House  meet  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order 
by  its  Clerk.  Hon.  William  Tyler  Page,  who  read  the  following 
communication : 

Thb  Spbakkk's  Rooms, 
HoDSB  or  Reprxse.vtatitbs,  Unitbd  Statcs, 

VfatMngton,  D.  C,  November  7,  /9C» 
The  CI.KRK  or  thi  Hodsb  of  Rbprxsentativbs  : 

I  hereby  desiipiate  the  Hon.  William  Williamso.n  as  Speaker  pro 
tempore  for  this  day. 

Nicholas  Lonqwobth, 
Spraker  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  WILLIAMSON  took  the  chair  as  Speaker  pro  tempore. 
The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

Our  Lord  and  our  Father,  Thou  hast  instructed  us  out  of 
our  own  souls  and  out  of  the  blessed  memory  of  days  and 
years  long  ago.  We  do  believe  that  Thou  art  not  a  God  of  fate, 
but  Thine  is  the  sovereignty  of  love.  We  are  glad  and  rejoice 
that  Thou  art  not  an  avenging  God,  but  an  infinite  Father, 
l)eholding  us  with  a  Father's  love  and  care.  We  pray  for  a 
strong,  manly  trust  that  meets  trouble  with  courage  and  sus- 
tains the  soul  when  cares  and  trials  hurt.  Make  us  free  from 
all  envy  and  Jealousy  and  fill  us  with  the  spirit  of  the  Master 
and  this  shall  bring  springtime  and  summer  to  our  souls.     Amen. 

The  Journal,  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  November  4, 
1929,  was  read  and  approved. 

ADJOURN  MINT 

Mr.  HAWLEY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and 
3  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  59, 
adjourned  until  Monday,  November  11,  1929,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  Rule  XXIV,  executive  communications  were 
taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows : 

76.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmitting 
draft  of  bill  for  the  relief  of  Western  Electric  Co.  (Inc.)  ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

77.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  transmitting  report 
from  the  Chief  of  Engineers  on  preliminary  examination  and 
survey  of  Quillayute  River,  Wash.,  with  illustration ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  and  orders  to  be  printed, 
with  illustration. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions  were 
Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4949)  to 
amend  the  World  War  adjusted  compensation  act,  as  amended ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  ZIHLMAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4950)  to  define,  regulate, 
and  license  real-estate  brokers  and  real -estate  salesmen ;  to  cre^ 
ate  a  real-estate  commission  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  to 
provide  a  penalty  for  a  violation  of  the  provisions  thereof;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  HAWLEY  :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4951)  authorizing  the  adjust- 
ment of  the  boundaries  of  the  Santiam  National  Forest,  State 
of  Oregon,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  HOCH:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4952)  to  fix  the  rank  and  pay 
of  the  Commandant  and  Assistant  Commandant  of  the  Coast 
Guard ;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  ROWBOTTOM :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4953)  authorizing  the 
Sycamore  Bridge  Co.,  its  successors  and  assigns  (or  his  or  their 
heirs,  legal  representatives,  and  assigns),  to  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  a  bridge  across  the  Wabash  River  at  or  near  Flesh- 
ers  Ferry,  Ind. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAMSON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4954)  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  erect  a  monument  as  a  memorial  to 
the  deceased  Indian  chiefs  of  the  Cheyenne  River  Reservation ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4955)  to  make  certain  money  in  the  Treas- 
ury available  for  the  purchase  of  land  for  target  ranges  or  camp 
Bites  in  the  State  of  South  Dakota ;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By  Mr.  KNUTSON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4956)  granting  an  addi- 
tional pension  of  $25  per  month  to  all  widows  who  are  now  or 
who  may  hereafter  become,  on  accotmt  of  age  or  physical  or 


mental  disabilities,  helpless  or  blind,  or  so  nearly  helpless  or 
blind  as  to  need  or  require  the  regular  aid  and  attentlance  of 
another  person ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
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PRIVATE  BILLS  ANT)  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  ALDRICH :  A  bid  (H.  R.  4JI67)  for  the  relief  of  Mary 
P.  Deane ;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BECK:  A  bill  (H.  R  4958)  for  the  rrflef  of  Nathan 
Markel ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4969)  granting  a  pension  to  Maurice  Yudis; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BEERS :  A  bill  ( H.  R.  4960)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Clara  M.  Droncbarger ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4961)  granting  an  increase  of  pension 
Elmira  E.  Leedy ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4962)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension 
Susan  A.  Wolf;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4963)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension 
Loretta  W.  Frey ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4964)   granting  an  increase  of  pensicMi 
Barbara  A.  Dill;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4965)  granting  an  increase  of  pension 
Ellen  Snyder ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4966)  granting  an  Increase  of  pensioa 
Ajinie  Glrvln  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4967)  granting  an  increase  of  pension 
Martha  Strong;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4968)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension 
Mary  B.  Sharpe ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4068)  granting  a  pension  to  Jessie  Blanche 
Zellers ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Penslon.s. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  4970)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Wil- 
kinson; to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4971)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Ellen 
Miller;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4972)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  E. 
Fry;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4973)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  M.  Axm- 
strong;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4974)  granting  a  pension  to  Maud  M. 
Klingler ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BRAND  of  Ohio:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4975)  granting  an  In- 
crease of  pension  to  Margaret  A.  Newton;  to  the  Conunlttee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4976)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Clara  Pierce;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4977)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Emily  J.  McGee;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4978)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Lizzie  Whiteside;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4079)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Alice  S.  Paul ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4980)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  J.  Eyre ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4961)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  EL  Warner ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4982)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Elizabeth  Bland ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4983)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Julia  8.  McAllister;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen.sions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4984)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Elizabeth  A.  Bench;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  4985)  granting  a  pension  to  Kattie  MlUer; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BOWMAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4986)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Catherine  Casteel;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CLARKE  of  New  York:  A  bill  (H,  R.  4987)  grant- 
ing an  increase  of  pension  to  Lillie  A.  Green ;  to  the  Committee 
pn  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CARTWRIGHT:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4988)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Martha  Joe  Peden ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pwisions. 

By  Mr.  CHALMERS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4989)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Margaret  Brewer;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  DRANE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4990)  for  the  rriief  of  Peter  C. 
Hains,  jr. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  EATON  of  New  Jersey :  A  bill  (H.  R.  4991)  granting 
an  Increase  of  pension  to  Joanna  H.  Phillips ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pen.sions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4992)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Hazel  Irene  Van  Zandt ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Penslonn. 
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By  Mr.  EDWARDS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4903)  granting  a  pension 
to  John  W.  Parker:  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Alito,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4904)  granting  a  pension  to  Daniel  Adum 
Brinwin :  to  the  Committee  «in  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4995)  granting  a  pension  to  Seth  J.  ae>|e- 
land :  to  the  Committee  on  PenHions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4906)  granting  a  pension  to  Sadie  F. 
TowleA;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  Mil    (H.   R.  4997)    granting  a  pension  to  Frank 
Smith ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  4998)  granting  a  pension  to  Frances  \. 
Chance :  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ELLIOTT:  A  bill  (H.  R.  4990)  granting  a  pension 
to  ElizMt>etb  Jones;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FREEMAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5000)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Mary  P.  Bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pcd- 
Biona. 

By  Mr.  FRENCH:  A  bill  (H.  R  5001)  granting  an  incresse 
of  pemdon  to  Amanda  Dunn ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  P(  n- 
slons. 

By  Mr.  HADI.J:T:  A  biU  (H.  R.  5002)  granting  a  pension  to 
Willie  Ryan :  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5008)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
JuHtina  A.  Zeller ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HAL8EY :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5004)  granUng  a  pension  to 
Daniel  T.  Bolssenu;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HAWLEY :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5006)  for  the  relief  of  Jo  m 
B.  Ltndstrom :  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5006)  for  the  relief  of  WillUm  Perkins; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  AflTaira. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5007)  for  the  sale  of  certain  lands ;  to  t  le 
Committee  on  the  I*ublic  Lands. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  B.  5008)  aathorlcing  the  heirs  of  Elijah  3. 
Myers  to  parrhase  land  in  section  7,  township  28  sonth,  ran  ^ 
11  west.  Willamette  merl<]ian,  connty  of  Coos,  State  of  Orego  \ ; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  JENKINS:  A  bill  (H.  R  5009)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Ann  E.  Green ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pc  n- 
rions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5010)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
MarpuvC  Thompaon ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5011)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Anna  B.  Slbert :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  MissouH:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5012)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Mary  J.  Turner ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invald 
Pensiooa. 

By  Mr.  LUCE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5013)  granting  a  pension  to 
Albert  J.  Brown ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  MoFADDEN:  A  bill  (H.  R  5014)  granting  a  pensiim 
to  Benjaaala  Coleman  Read;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5015)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  :o 
PoUy  MasMnger:  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  McSWAIN:  A  bUl  (H.  R  5016)  granting  a  pension 
to  Wake  Shaver;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6017)  granting  a  pension  to  James  Nal  ly 
Mom  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  MORGAN:  A  bUl  (H.  R  5018)  granHng  an  increaie 
of  pension  to  Hannah  Leach ;  to  the  Committee  on  Inval  d 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  Mil  (H.  R  5019)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  ;o 
Jennie  Blckett ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  Mil  (H.  R.  5020)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  o 
Allie  M.  McQueen;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5021)  granting  an  increa.se  of  pension  o 
Callie  R  Graf;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5022)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  o 
Emma  E.  Kerr;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5023 >  granting  an  increase  of  iiension  o 
Hannah  Piper ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Aiao.  a  bill  (H.  R.  5024)  granting  a  pension  to  George  .  i. 
Forsyth;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5025)  granting  a  pension  to  Katy  Dousts 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  hUl  (H.  R  503B)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  (J. 
Cunningham;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  hUl  (H.  R  5027)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  IL 
Ramsey;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  502S)  granting  a  iiension  to  Dema  Castner; 
to  the  Cofluuittee  on  Invulid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R.  5029 >  granting  a  pension  to  Rosa  Browii- 
miller ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill    (H.   R.  5080)    granting  a  pension  to  Sarah   u 
Welsh ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SANDERS  of  New  York:  A  bill  (H.  R  5031)  gran  - 
Ing  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary  B.  Haywood ;  to  the  Con  - 
mlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
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By  Mr.  SANDERS  of  Texas:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5082)  for  the 
relief  of  Drlnkard  B.  Mllner ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5033)  for  the 
relief  of  Clarence  B.  Dunham ;  to  the  Committee  on  World  War 
Veterans  Legl><lation. 

By  Mr.  SNELL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5034)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Louisa  M.  Gay ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SOMERS  of  New  York:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5035)  for  the 
relief  of  William  Raskin  &  Co.  (Inc.)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
War  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5036)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Jes-oie  GHonng;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  THURSTON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5037)  granting  an  in- 
crea.se  of  pension  to  E<lna  M.  Breese ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  TIMBERLAKE:  A  bill  (H.  R  5038)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Iva  M<Sherry ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  TINKHAM :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5089)  granting  a  pension 
to  Eliia  K.  Leman;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  ( H.  R.  5040)  granting  a  pen.sion  to  Esther  McCord 
Chapman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5(M1)  granting  a  pension  to  Elbina  L. 
Poole ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  5042)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  A. 
Grady;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5043)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Marion  F.  Newell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Als«i,  a  bin  (H.  R.  5044)  for  the  relief  of  Wmi»m  S.  Bartlett; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5045)  for  the  relief  of  John  J.  Corcoran; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5046)  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  Asa  G.  Ayer ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  blU  (H.  R  5047)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  J.  Hariing- 
ton :  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5048)  for  the  relief  of  Stephen  J.  Crotty; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  WILUAMSON:  A  biU  (H.  R.  5049)  for  the  relief  of 
Frank  Fisher ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

PETITIONS.  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

797.  By  Mr.  BACHMANN :  Petition  of  Clarence  Dodd  and 
other  citizens  of  Marion  County,  W.  Va.,  urging  that  immediate 
steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  in 
order  that  relief  may  be  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering  vet- 
erans and  widows;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

798.  By  Mr.  BLAND:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Newport  News, 
Va.,  requesting  that  immediate  steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a 
vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  in  order  that  relief  may  be  ac- 
corded to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

799.  By  Mr.  BOHN :  PeUtion  of  voters  of  Delta  County,  State 
of  Michigan,  urging  that  immediate  steps  be  taken  at  this 
special  session  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  carry- 
ing the  rates  proposed  by  the  National  Tribune  in  order  that 
relief  may  be  accorded  to  needy  and  .suffering  veterans  and 
widows ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

800.  By  Mr.  BOX :  Petition  of  numerous  citizens  of  Jefferson 
County,  Tex.,  asking  for  tlie  consideration  of  legislation  looking 
to  the  Increase  of  Civil  War  pensions;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

801.  By  Mr.  BUCKBEE  :  Petition  of  Belle  Patch  and  122  other 
citizens  of  Streator,  111.,  asking  that  Cx^ngress  pass  a  bill  carry- 
Ing  tlie  rates  suggested  by  the  National  Tribune  for  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

802.  By  Mr.  CRAMTON:  Petition  signed  by  R.  S.  Mann  and 
88  other  residents  of  Port  Huron  and  Memphis,  Mich  urging 
Increase  In  pension  for  CIvU  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veteran.s;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

808.  Also,  petition  signed  by  L.  S.  McEldowney  and  24  other 
residents  of  Caro.  Tuscola  County,  Mich.,  urging  increase  in 
pension  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

804.  Also.  peUtion  signed  by  S.  A.  MacNell-Mixter  and  34 
other  residents  of  Huron  and  Tuscola  Counties,  Mich.,  urging 
Increase  In  pension  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

806.  By  Mr.  DENISON:  Petition  signed  by  various  citizens 
of  Mounds.  Pulaski  County,  111.,  urging  that  Immediate  steps 
be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bUl  carrying  the 
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rates  proposed  by  the  National  Tribune;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pension.s. 

806.  Also,  petition  signed  by  various  citizens  of  PinckneyviUe, 
111.,  urging  that  Immediate  steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a 
Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  the  rates  proposed  by  the 
National  Tribune ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

807.  By  Mr.  DRANE:  Petition  of  citizens  of  the  first  con- 
gressional district  of  Florida,  urging  enactment  of  a  Civil  War 
pension  bill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

808.  By  Mr.  ELLIOTT :  Petition  of  voters  of  Henry  County, 
Ind.,  advocating  increase  of  pensions  for  veterans  of  the  Civil 
War  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

80t).  By  Mr.  EATON  of  Colorado:  Petition  signed  by  289 
voters  of  Denver,  Colo.,  petitioning  for  the  passage  of  the  Civil 
War  pension  bill  (S.  477)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

810.  By  Mr.  FITZGERALD:  Petition  signed  by  10  voters  of 
the  third  district  of  Ohio,  urging  the  passage  of  a  bill  Increasing 
the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans,  widows  of  veterans,  and 
dependents ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

811.  By  Mr.  FOSS :  Petition  of  78  citizens  of  Clinton,  Mass., 
urging  increases  in  pensions  for  Civil  War  survivors  and  their 
widows ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

812.  By  Mr.  FRENCH:  Petition  of  54  citizens  of  Kooskia, 
Idaho,  urging  increase  of  pension  for  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

813.  By  Mr.  GLOVER :  Petition  of  citizens  of  Dallas  County, 
Ark.,  favoring  Increases  of  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

814.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Jqfferson  County,  Ark., 
favoring  increases  of  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

815.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Jefferson  County,  Ark.,  favor- 
ing increa.ses  of  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

816.  By  Mr.  HADLEY :  Petition  of  a  number  of  citizens  of 
Port  Angeles,  Wash.,  urging  Increase  of  pensions  for  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

817.  Alsov  petition  of  a  number  of  citizens  of  Orcas,  Wash., 
urging  increase  of  pensions  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows 
of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

8ia  By  Mr.  HALSEY :  Petition  of  citizens  of  St  Clair 
County,  Mo.,  urging  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  at  this 
special  session  to  take  immediate  steps  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  ClvU 
War  pension  bill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

819.  By  Mr.  HAWLEY  :  Petition  from  citizens  of  tlie  first  con- 
gressional district  of  Oregon,  requesting  the  passage  of  a  Civil 
War  pension  bill  for  relief  of  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

820.  Also,  petition  from  citizens  of  the  first  congressional  dis- 
trict of  Oregon,  requesting  the  passage  of  a  Civil  W^ar  pension 
bill  for  relief  of  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

821.  By  Mr.  HOPKINS:  Petition  of  many  citizens  of  St. 
Joseph,  Mo.,  headed  by  Homer  B.  Tolbert,  of  1216  South  Ninth 
Street,  petitioning  for  higher  ratings  for  all  Civil  War  veterans 

r  their  survivors ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

822.  Also,  petition  of  many  citizens  of  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  headed 
by  William  H.  DeBord,  of  214  West  Hyde  Park  Street,  earnestly 
petitioning  for  higher  ratings  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  their 
survivors ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

823.  By  Mr.  HUDSON:  Petition  of  citizens  of  the  sixth  con- 
gressional district  of  Michigan,  urging  favorable  consideration 
of  legi.slation  for  the  relief  of  needy  Union  veterans  of  the  Civil 
War  and  their  aged  widows;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

824.  By  Mr.  WILLIAM  E.  HULL:  PeUtion  of  Homer  W. 
Witten  and  others,  asking  for  Immediate  legi.elation  In  behalf  of 
Increase  in  pensions  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  dependents; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

825.  By  Mr.  HOCH :  Petition  of  citizens  of  Lyndon,  Kans.,  for 
additional  legislation  In  behalf  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows 
of  veterans^;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

826.  By  Mr.  KIESS:  Petition  of  residents  of  Clinton,  Lycom- 
ing, and  Tioga  Counties,  Pa.,  favoring  increased  pension  l^sla- 
don ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

827.  By  Mr.  KORELL:  Petition  from  citizens  of  Portland, 
Oreg..  requesting  the  passage  of  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  for 
relief  of  nee<ly  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

828.  By  Mr.  JAMES:  PetlUon  of  citizens  of  Lane,  Mich., 
favoring  increases  of  pension  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows 
of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 
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829.  By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  Missouri :  Petition  of  sundry  citi- 
zens of  Seymour,  Mo.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  le«;islatlon 
granting  increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows 
of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

830.  Also,  petition  of  sundry  cltlzeng  of  Buffalo,  Mo.,  praying 
for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting  Increased  pensions  to 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

831.  Also,  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Texas  County.  Mo., 
praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting  Increased  pen- 
sions to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veteran^;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

832.  A1.SO,  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Mountain  Grove,  Mo., 
praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting  increased  pensions 
to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

833.  Also,  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Shannon  Connty,  Mo., 
praying  for  the  passage  of  l^dslation  granting  increased  pensions 
to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

834.  Also,  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Nlangua,  Mo.,  preying 
for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting  Increased  pensions  to  Civil 
War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

835.  By  Mr.  JENKINS:  Petition  signed  by  voters  of  Jackson 
County,  Ohio,  urging  that  the  National  Congress  take  immediate 
steps  to  pass  a  bill  lncrea.slng  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans, 
widows  of  veterans,  and  dependents ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensiuns. 

836.  Also,  petition  signed  by  22  members  of  Tent  No.  68, 
Daughters  of  War  Veterans,  urging  that  the  National  Congress 
take  immediate  steps  to  pass  a  bill  Increasing  the  pensions  of 
Civil  War  veterans,  widows  of  veterans,  and  dependents ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

837.  Also,  a  petition  signed  by  91  voters  of  Middleport,  Ohio, 
urging  the  passage  of  a  bill  increasing  the  pensions  of  Civil  War 
veterans,  widows  of  veterans,  and  dependents ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

838.  Also,  petition  by  voters  of  Do^\ington,  Ohio,  urging  that 
the  National  Congress  take  Immediate  steps  to  pass  a  bill  lncrea»- 
Ing  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans,  widows  of  veterans,  and 
dependents ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

839.  Also,  petition  signed  by  voters  of  Coalton,  Ohio,  urging 
that  the  National  Congress  take  Immediate  steps  to  pass  a  bill 
Increasing  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans,  widows  of  vet- 
erans, and  dependents ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

840.  By  Mr.  KADING :  Petition  signed  by  dtlzens  of  Fall 
River,  Wis.,  requesting  Immediate  passage  of  a  Civil  War  pen- 
sion bill  for  the  relief  of  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

841.  Also,  petition  from  citizens  of  Sheboygan,  Wis.,  requesting 
Immediate  pas.sage  of  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  for  the  relief  of 
nee<ly  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

842.  By  Mr.  LEA  of  California:  PeUtlons  of  39  residents  of 
Humboldt  County,  Calif.,  and  163  residents  of  Sonoma  County, 
Calif.,  urging  passage  of  a  bill  to  provide  increased  pensions  to 
Civil  War  veterans  and  their  dependents;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

843.  By  Mr.  MAPES :  Petition  of  several  residents  of  the  fifth 
congressional  district  oif  Michigan,  recommending  the  enactment 
by  Congress  of  legislation  for  the  further  relief  of  veterans  of 
the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Conmiittee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

844-  By  Mr,  MICHENER :  Petition  of  numerous  dtlzens  of 
Jack.son,  Monroe  County,  Ann  Arbor,  Tecumseh,  Spring  Arbor, 
and  Petersburg,  Mich.,  asking  for  the  passage  of  a  bill  grunting 
Increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

845.  By  Mr.  MILLIGAN:  Petition  of  Florence  Bloom,  presi- 
dent of  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic,  De  Kalb  County,  Mo., 
advocating  certain  additional  legislation  for  veterans  of  the  Civil 
War  and  widows  of  veterans ;  also  petition  of  H.  Harfleld  Davis, 
Gallatin,  Mo.,  advocating  certain  additional  legislation  for  vet- 
erans of  the  Civil  W^ar  and  widows  of  veterans  ;  to  the  C<Mnmittee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

846.  By  Mr.  MURPHY:  Petition  signed  by  D.  F.  White  and 
60  other  residents  of  East  Liverpool,  Ohio,  asking  for  the  pass- 
age of  the  National  Tribune's  Civil  War  pension  bill;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

847.  Also,  petition  of  Dr.  C.  J.  Rosengrant  and  69  other  resi- 
dents of  Heudrysburg,  Ohio,  asking  for  the  passage  of  the 
National  Tribune's  Civil  War  pension  bill ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 
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848.  B7  Mr.  PALMER:  Petition  of  E.  D.  RUey  and  stindn 
dtisens  of  Slater,  Mo.,  urging  Congress  for  the  passage  of  legia 
latioD  granting  increased  pen.sloiis  to  Civil  War  veterans  an< 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

810.  Also,  petition  of  Sarah  J.  Cutess  and  sundry  citizens  o ' 
RpriUKfleld,  Mo.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation  grantini ; 
Intrea.sed  i»ensioii8  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  vet 
eraus  ;  tu  thv  C<*miuitte<>  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

M50.  By  Mr.  IIENKY  T.  RAINEY :  Petition  signed  by  John  C 
Maglnn  and  17  other  citixens  of  Waverly,  111.,  favoring  a  bii 
for  the  increase  of  pensions  of  Civil  War  soldiers  and  Civil 
War  wi<i<)w>i ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

851.  By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Iowa:  Petition  favoring  the  pass- 
age of  the  Civil  War  pension  bill,  signed  by  Lelia  C.  WilejriN^f 
secretary  of  the  Shiloh  Circle,  No.  37,  Ladies  of  the  Grand  Arm;  r 
of  the  Republic,  and  about  100  other  citisens  of  Dubuque,  Iowa  ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

802.  Also,  petition  favoring  the  passage  of  the  Civil  War  pen  - 
sion  bill,  si^Ded  by  Ephrain  H.  Fuller,  of  Company  H,  Sixti 
Vermont  Volunteers,  and  about  200  other  citixens  of  Clariot , 
Iowa ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

8&S.  Also,  petition  favoring  the  passage  of  the  Civil  War 
pension  bill,  signed  by  about  50  citizens  of  Waterloo,  Iowa,  ani  1 
Mary  F.  Bngg.  of  81  Adams  Street,  Waterloo,  Iowa;  to  th; 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

854.  Also,  petition  urging  the  immediate  passage  of  pension 
legislation  for  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterann, 
sent  in  and  signed  by  al>out  150  of  the  citizens  of  Winthroi^ 
Iowa ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

85A.  Also,  petition  orglug  the  immediate  passage  of  pen- 
sion legislation  for  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  o( 
veterans,  sent  in  and  signed  by  A.  M.  Runkle,  of  1328  Twelft  1 
Avenue.  Eldora,  Iowa,  and  about  100  other  citixens  of  Eldon  , 
Iowa ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

856.  Also,  petition  from  Martha  M.  Brewster,  of  Dnbuqu< , 
Iowa,  and  signed  by  about  70  other  citizens  of  Dubuque,  lowi , 
favoring  the  passage  of  the  Civil  War  pension  bill;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

857.  Also,  petition  favoring  the  passage  of  the  Civil  War  per- 
slon  bill,  signed  by  Delia  McAllister,  secretary  of  Lincoln  Circh  , 
No.  31.  Indies  of  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic,  and  about  7  \ 
other  citizens  of  Waterloo,  Iowa ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalii  I 
Pensions. 

858.  By  Mr.  ROWBOTTOM :  Petition  of  J.  Clarence  Walts 
and  others  of  Evansviile.  Ind..  that  Congress  enact  into  law  at 
the  earliest  possible  date  legislation  Increasing  the  pensions  (jf 
Civil  War  soldiers  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  01 
Invalid  Pensions. 

8B0.  Abo,  petition  of  William  Laval  and  others,  of  Evans - 
rllle,  Ind..  that  Congress  enact  Into  law  at  this  session  legislc- 
tl<ni  for  the  relief  of  Civil  War  soldiers  and  widows  of  soldiers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

860.  Also,  petition  of  Julius  Tsschoppe  and  others,  of  Nen- 
burg.  Ind..  that  Congress  enact  into  law  at  this  session  legisU  - 
tion  for  the  relief  of  Civil  War  soldiers  and  widows  of  soldiers ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

861.  By  Mr.  SANDERS  of  Texas:  Petition  of  C.  F.  Gibson  ani 
numerous  other  citixens  of  Van  Zitndt  County,  Tex.,  urging  that 
immediate  steps  be  taken  at  the  special  session  to  bring  to  1 
vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  the  rates  proposed  by  ths 
National  Tribune;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

8ei2.  By  Mr.  SELVIO :  Petition  of  19  voters  of  Bagley.  Minn . 
urging  Congress  to  enact  a  bill  increasing  pensions  to  Civil  Wa  r 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalii  I 
Pensions. 

863.  By  Mr.  SHRE\'E:  Petition  by  William  Keppner  and    1 
large  number  of  dtlxens  of  Guys  Mills,  Crawford  County.  Pa.; 
Sarah  A.  Burgess  and  a  large  number  of  citixens  of  Union  Citj . 
Brie  County.  Pa. ;  B.  S.  Cheney,  commander  Colonel  Lytle  Pos  , 
No.  240.  Albion.  Pa. :  a  large  number  of  citixens  of  Albion  an  I 
Conneaut    Township;    and   by    Lucella    M.    MeCo<A   and    Flori 
Fralick  and  a  large  number  of  citizens  of  Corry.  Pa.,  for  th 
passage  of  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  granting  Increased  benefl 
to  the  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Coi 
mlttee  on  Inralid  Pensions. 

864.  By    Mr.    SINCLAIR:    Petition    of    Joseph    Barker    an 
others,  of  Dodge,  N.  r»ak.,  and  vicinity,  urging  the  enactment 
}eKl«^latlon    to    increa.'ie   pensions   of   Civil    War   veterans    am 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

888.  By  Mr.  STRONG  of  Kansas:  PetiUon  of  voters  of  Gyj- 
sum.  Kaus..  urging  enactment  of  legislation  to  increase  the  pen- 
,-«loDii  of  CItII  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  tho 
Ooaunitte«  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

SMl  AkHt,  petition  of  voters  of  Belleville.  Kans..  urging  en 
actaeot  of  legislation  to  increase  the  pensions  of  Civil  Wa  ' 
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veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

867.  Also,  petition  of  voters  of  Manhattan,  Kans.,  urging  en- 
actment of  legislation  to  increase  the  pensions  of  Civil  War 
veteraas  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  luralid 
Pensions. 

868.  By  Mr.  SMITH  of  West  Virginia :  Petition  of  citizens  of 
Oak  Hill,  Fayette  County.  W.  Va..  urging  passage  of  the  Civil 
War  pension  bill  cnro'ing  rates  as  proposed  by  the  National 
Tribune;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

869.  By  Mr.  SUMMP:KS  of  Washington:  Petition  signer]  by 
George  R.  Page  and  122  other  citizens  of  Toppenlsh,  Wush., 
favoring  iri?r ease  of  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows 

"  vete/ans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
87dr  Also,  petition  signi-d  by  8.  R.  Dixon  and  six  other  citizens 
of  the  State  of  Washington,  favoring  Increase  of  pensions  to 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

871.  By  Mr.  THURSTON :  Petition  signed  by  128  cltizer.s  re- 
siding in  Wayne  County,  in  the  State  of  Iowa,  petitloninc;  the 
Congress  to  increase  the  pensions  now  allowed  to  Civil  War 
veterans  and  their  dependents;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

872.  Also,  petition  signed  by  63  citizens  residing  in  Union 
County,  in  the  State  of  Iowa,  petitioning  the  Congress  to  in- 
crease the  pen.sions  now  allowed  to  Civil  War  veterans  and 
their  dependents;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

873.  Also,  petition  signed  by  16  citizens  of  Decatur  County, 
In  the  State  of  Iowa,  iwtitloning  the  Congress  to  increase  the 
pensions  now  allowed  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  dejpend- 
ents ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

874.  Also,  petition  of  10  citizens  of  Fremont  County.  In  the 
State  of  Iowa,  petitioning  the  Congress  to  Increase  the  pensions 
now  allowed  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  dependents ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

875.  Also,  petition  signed  by  11  citizens  of  Clarke  County,  In 
the  State  of  Iowa,  petitioning  the  Congress  to  increase  the  pen- 
sions now  allowed  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  dependents; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

876.  Also,  petition  of  22  citizens  of  Lucas  County,  In  the 
State  of  Iowa,  petitioning  the  Congress  to  Increase  the  pensions 
now  allowed  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  dependents ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

877.  Also,  petition  signed  by  27  citizens  of  Adams  County.  In 
the  State  of  Iowa,  petitioning  the  Congress  to  increase  the  iien- 
slons  now  allowed  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  dependents; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

878.  By  Mr.  WATSON:  Petition  of  citizens  of  New  Hope. 
Pa.,  asking  that  the  rates  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans  Indorsed  by  the  National  Tribune  be  enacted  Into  law; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

879.  By  Mr.  WILLIAMSON:  Petition  of  Eugene  Casey, 
C.  B.  Lenker,  and  numerous  citizens  of  South  Dakota,  urg- 
ing the  passage  of  legislation  on  l)ehalf  of  Civil  War  survivors 
and  widows  of  survivors;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

880.  By  Mr.  WINGO :  Petition  of  voters  of  Howard  and  Little 
River  Counties,  Ark.,  advocating  Increase  of  pensions  for  veter- 
ans of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

881.  By  Mr.  ZIHLMAN :  Petition  of  residents  of  Cumberland, 
Md.,  urging  Immediate  steps  be  taken  at  this  special  session 
to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  rates  pro- 
posed by  the  National  Tribune  in  order  that  relief  may  be 
accorded  to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows  of  veter- 
ans; to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

882.  Also,  petition  of  residents  of  Allegany  County,  Md^ 
urging  immediate  steps  be  taken  at  this  special  s^ession  to 
bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  rates  pro- 
posed by  the  National  Tribune  in  order  that  relief  may  be 
accorded  to  nee<ly  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans; to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

S83.  Also,  petition  of  residents  of  Emmitsl>urg,  Md.,  urging 
immediate  steps  be  taken  at  this  special  session  to  bring  to  a 
vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  rates  proposecl  by  the 
National  Tribune  In  order  that  relief  may  be  extended  to  needy 
and  suffering  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

884.  Also,  petition  of  residents  of  Garrett  County,  Md.,  who 
urge  immediate  action  at  this  special  session  to  bring  to  a  vote 
a  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  rates  proposed  by  the  National 
Tribune  in  order  that  relief  may  be  accorded  to  needy  and 
suffering  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 
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SENATE 

Fridat,  November  8,  1929 

(Leffitlative  day  of  Wednesdau,  October  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  caU  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Broussard 

Capppf 

Coanally 

Cuuzens 

Cutting 

r)ale 

Deiieen 

Dill 

Fletcher 


Fraxiei 

Cleoffje 

GUlett 

Glass 

Goff 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

HaatinKB 

Hatfield 

HaweH 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 


Kean 

Kendrick 

Keyes 

I.a  Follette 

MrKellar 

McNarjr 

Meti-alt    . 

Moset 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

I'atterson 

I'hipps 

Pine 

Pit  (man 

Reed 

Sackett 


SchaU 

Sheppard 

Shortridge 

Bimmona 

Bmoot 

Steck 

gtt'iwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Tbomae,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Towiigend 

Trammell 

Tydintcs 

Vandeiiberg 

Wagner 

Walf*h,  Mass. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  IMr.  KinqJ  is  necessarily  detained  from  the 
Si'nate  by  illness.  I  ask  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for 
the  day. 

Mr.  KEAN.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  senior  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Eooe]  is  absent  on  executive  business.  I  will 
let  this  announcement  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  senior  Senator 
from  Nebraslia  [Mr.  Nopoiis]  is  necessarily  absent. 

Mr.  NOHBECK.  The  junior  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  McMjistebJ  Is  necessarily  absent  on  account  of  illness  in 
bis  family. 

Mr.  SCHALL  My  colleague  [Mr.  Suipstxad]  Is  absent.  111. 
I  will  let  tills  announcement  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr,  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Cakaway],  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Wai^u],  and  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  BuanE] 
are  necessarily  detained  on  official  business. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Seventy-six  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

PETITIOW 

Mr.  FESS  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting 
increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  widows, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

BILLS   INTBODUCS) 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  JONES : 

A  bill  (S.  2040)  authorizing  the  appointment  and  retirement 
of  John  W.  Knox  as  a  second  lieuteimnt.  United  States  Marine 
Corps ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  McNARY : 

A  bill  (S.  2041)  for  the  relief  of  W.  C.  Mllllgan ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs. 

A  bill  (S.  2042)  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  granting  pensions  to  certain  soldiers  who  served  in 
the  Indian  Wars  from  1817  to  1898,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  March  3,  1927,  to  certain  members  of  Company  B, 
Second  Regiment  Oregon  State  Militia;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

A  bill  (S.  2043)  to  promote  the  agriculture  of  the  United 
States  by  expanding  In  the  foreign  field  the  service  now  ren- 
dered by  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  in  ac- 
quiring and  diffusing  useful  information  regarding  agriculture, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Conunlttee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

By  Mr.  WHEELER: 

A  bill  (8.  2044)  granting  a  pension  to  McJlmpeey  Otimpbell ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SHEPPARD : 

A  bill  (8.  2045)  providing  for  transfer  of  National  Guard 
officers  to  the  Reserve  Corps  on  terraiiiatlon  of  their  National 
Guard  service;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bill  (8.  2046)  for  the  relief  of  C.  O.  Comegys  and  J.  Ed 
Rhea :  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  REED  (by  request)  : 

A  bill  (8.  2047)  to  amend  the  act  of  March  2,  1929.  entitled 
"An  act  to  enable  the  mothers  and  widows  of  the  deceased  sol- 


diers, sailors,  and  marines  of  the  American  forces  now  Interred 
in  the  cemeteries  of  Europe  to  make  a  pilgrimage  to  these  ceme- 
teries " ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  FESS: 

A  bill  (8.  2048)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Martha 
A.  M.  Uhl  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BROOKHART : 

A  bill  (S.  2049)  granting  a  pension  to  Morris  Wllhermsdorfer 
(with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

AMENnMENTS  TO  THE  TARUT  BILL 

Mr.  NORRIS  and  Mr.  TYDINGS  each  submitted  an  amend- 
ment intended  to  be  proposed  by  them,  respectivrfy,  to  House 
bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOB  HA  WES  ON  PBOFOSm>  AMENDMENT  OF  VOLSTEAD 

ACT 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  imanlmous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  a  speech  delivered  on  last  evening 
by  the  senior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hawes]  over  the 
Columbia  Broadcasting  System,  entitled  "  Making  the  Pur- 
chaser Guilty  Will  Aid  Bootlegging,  Encourage  Blackmail,  and 
Increase  I.«wlessne8s." 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  IIecobu,  as  follows : 

Making  the  Pubceuskb  Gciltt   Will  Aid  BoOTLEcatNo,  Emcockaqb 
•Black IL4IL,  and  Incxkass  Lawlessness 

Fellow  cltiaens.  Senator  Sheppakd,  of  Texas,  my  personal  friend,  an 
able,  conscientious,  and  indUHtrious  legislator,  has  proposed  a  new 
amendment  to  the  Volstead  Act. 

This  proposed  amendment  is  a  frank  confession  that  prohibition 
under  the  present  law  has  measurably  failed,  and  because  of  ttaiit  par- 
tial failure  we  are  now  asked  to  Include  many  millions  of  oar  people 
in  a  new  criminal  class,  and  to  add  to  the  power  and  immunity  of  tbe 
bootlegger  by  closing  the  mouths  of  bis  customers  under  threat  of  Ave 
years'  servitude  in  tbe  penitentiary  and  a  flO,<H>0  fine  for  the  pui^ 
chase  of  beverage  which  contains  more  ttutn  one-half  of  1  per  cent  of 
alcohol. 

In  my  opinion,  this  amendment  would  Impede  law  enforcement  and 
promote  lawleraneas.  It  would  give  additional  security  to  tbe  boot- 
legger, provide  a  new  field  for  the  blackmailer,  and  create  an  eniorged 
"  gangland." 

The  eighteenth  amendment  limits  its  Inhibition  to  manufacture,  sale, 
and  transportation.  It  does  not  Include  purchase,  and  the  congre*. 
sional  debates  disclose  ttuit  this  was  not  an  accidental  omission  but 
that  it  was  purposely  and  designedly  eliminated  from  the  constitutional 
amendment  by  Congress. 

PRETEBS  PLAN  TO  LESSEN  CKIME 

I  should  mach  prefer  to  discus*  an  amendment  to  tlie  Volstend  Act 
which  would,  by  modification,  aid  law  enforcement  and  lessen  crime. 

But  we  have  under  consideration  only  one  subject :  Making  tbe  pur- 
chaser equally  guilty  with  the  seller  under  the  Volstead  Act. 

Since  tbe  passage  of  the  Volstead  Act  the  underworld  In  America  has 
grown  to  such  alarming  proportions  ttiat  the  nations  are  amnsed  at 
our  record  of  crime.  Public  executions  of  gangsters  by  gangsters,  mai^ 
der  after  murder  are  committed  largely  because  this  new  and  profitable 
industry  of  bootlegging  has  thrown  into  contact  with  the  thief  aiid  tbe 
burglar  a  new  and  prosiierous  class  of  criminals. 

I  hope  my  audience  will  forget  they  are  "  wets "  or  "  dryo,"  prohi- 
bitionists  or  antiprohibitionists,  and  will  look  upon  this  new  proposal 
in  tbe  light  of  common  sense  and  with  sound  thought  of  tbe  fntttre  of 
our  country  and  our  homes. 

We  can  not  close  our  minds  to  ttie  fact  ttiat,  with  one  exception,  tlM 
United  States  is  the  only  nation  in  the  world,  including  Europe,  Asia, 
Africa,  Australia,  Central  and  Soutli  America,  which  prohibits  tbe  abso- 
lute sale  of  vinous,  spirituous,  and  malt  liquors  for  beverage  puri>ose8. 
The  one  exception  la  the  little  state  of  Finland,  and  even  there  ihe  sale 
of  2  per  cent  beer  is  permitted. 

With  this  world-wide  isolation  in  our  experiment,  we  should,  before 
further  amendment,  consider  some  of  the  provisions  of  the  present  law. 

To-day,  if  you  haM>en  to  have  a  twttle  of  wine  or  whisky  containing 
12  to  75  per  cent  of  alcohol  you  may  defend  Its  possession  in  one  of 
three  ways :  First,  by  contending  that  you  have  bad  It  11  years;  second, 
by  asserting  that  it  is  intended  for  sacramental  purposes ;  or.  third,  by 
showing  that  you  obtained  It  on  a  medicinal  prescription. 

NO    DEriNSE    rOB    BKCB 

But  do  you  realise  that  If  you  iiave  a  twttle  of  beer  conUlnlng  more 
than  one-half  of  1  per  cent  alcohol,  you  have  no  legal  defense,  and  If 
you  sell  a  bottle  of  beft  containing  more  than  one-half  of  1  per  cent  of 
alcohol  you  may  be  prosecuted  and  sent  to  tbe  penitentiary  for  five 
years  and  fined  1 10,000. 

Under  the  present  law  the  man  with  whisky  or  wine  lias  three  de- 
fenses.    Tbe  Ban  with  "twer"  with  an  aioohoUc  content  of  more  tluui 
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•oe-half  of  1  p^r  mt  has  no  defetiM.  Tb«  doctor  is  forbidden  to  pie- 
■rrlb«  it :  yoa  could  not  have  kept  it  itioce  1918;  and  it  is  not  sanction  k1 
for  Harramental  purpom-s.  Wine  h»n  three  defenses,  whi»li)-  tins  two, 
and  t»-er  none. 

At  the  present  tlnv  we  not  only  proride  for  punishing  rioUtors  it 
the  Volstead  law  by  sentence  to  the  penitentiary  fur  a  period  of  fl  re 
years  and  by  the  piiymfOt  of  a  $10  000  fine,  but,  upon  their  conviction, 
their  nufomohlles  <>r  waRons  may  t>e  c«)nfl.-«rated  and  their  places  of  reiil- 
dence  or  hasiD4>as  may  be  padlocked  for  a  period  of  years. 

We  placed  a  limit  of  one  half  of  1  per  cent,  when  no  one  will  ba  re 
the  temerity  to  claim  that  that  percentaife  is  Intoxicating. 

Let  UK  be  frank.  Every  farmer  knowit  that  there  is  an  excess  of  thit 
amount  of  alcohol  in  the  liquid  which  puNscs  from  his  silo.  We  knew 
tha»  alcohol  Is  found  In  bread;  that  the  action  of  nature,  unassisted  )y 
man.  will  bring  a  sreati-r  percentage  of  aict*bol  than  one-half  of  1  per 
cent  from  any  of  the  grains,  fraits,  berries,  or  ve8«>table8. 

I  cite  tbea#  characteristics  of  the  present  law  so  that  you  may  remeia- 
ber  some  of  the  severities  and  inconsistencies  which  in  part  explain 
■uui*>  of  the  difflciiity  of  enforcement. 

Now,  shall  we  add  to  these  incon.<*ii«tenclet  and  In  addition  place  many 
Billions  of  our  citlsens  for  the  first  time  in  a  new  criminal  class? 

UtLLIONM    VIOLATE    LAW 

You  are  not  pei^initted  umler  the  present  Volstead  Act  to  make  >r 
poMe**  t>everai{eii  remaining  more  than  on--  half  of  1  per  cent  "f  alcohol, 
bnt  as  a  matt<r  of  fact  tens  of  millions  do  make  and  do  possess  tb«i>e 
bevers«es  In   vIolHtlon  of  the  Volstead  Act. 

It  Is  true  that  prubibltlon  olBcerx  hove  temporarily  abandoned  lie 
■earch  of  boaies  and  farms  for  possession  of  lli|uor,  iKit  this  Is  merely  a 
diplomatic  order  and  a  con«-»-«i»lon  to  public  opinion.  But  thi-se  snoe 
pn>hlMt|«>n  ofllcers  may  to  morrow  change  their  policy.  They  have  i  i« 
P«>wer  ;  they  atone  can  d»-clde  whether  you  are  to  fare  punishment  ( )r 
po«s<>slon  In  your  own  home. 

With  all  these  severities  and  pemllarltlos,  we  are  now  asked  to  ma  le 
of  the  porrhaser  an  additional  criminal.  I  am  convinced  that  this  leg  s- 
latlon  wonid  bo  a  boon  to  the  bootleggtT.  It  would  be  his  Insurance 
policy,  his  guarantee  of  Immunity.  It  would  Increase  his  carniui|ii, 
enlarge  his  power  In  the  underworld,  .ind  make  more  oecure  bis  position 
before  the  courts.  Convictions  would  become  Increasingly  difficult.  n 
this  new  sltnation  either  the  se'iier  or  the  buyer  could  claim  constitu- 
tional immunity  from  giving  testimony  that  would  Incriminate  him. 

iiow  many  peraonw  could  be  persuaded  under  any  circumstances  lo 
testify  against  a  friend?  I  am  not  speaking  of  a  man  who  is  making 
Boney  out  of  a  liquor  sale,  but  a  friend  who  iMiys  it  for  his  own  p«r- 
soaal  uw  or  to  give  to  a  friend.  Tou  might  be  persuaded  to  test!  'y 
against  a  profeoslonal  who  was  selling  for  profit,  but  not  against  a  mi  n 
who  wanted  It  for  his  own  use  or  that  of  his  friends. 
RSTirr  oa  commit  pkbjikt 
y«'t  If  this  amendment  Is  adopted  and  you  should  then  be  a  witness  fo 
such  a  sale  of  liquor  or  have  Information  of  It,  you  could  be  called  up<  n 
either  to  testify  or  Commit  a  perjury. 

Three  newspaper  reporters  have  been  sent  to  Jail  In  Washington  tf- 
cause  they  refu.<««d  to  testify  regarding  investigations  of  bootleggii  g 
made  by  then. 

Kveryone  Is  against  murder,  btirglary.  theft,  arson,  kidnaping,  forgery, 
and  fraud. 

I^roliibition  enforc«>ment  does  not  make  the  same  appeal  to  the  pubic 
conscience.  Most  of  our  present  trouble  originated  because  we  trit-d  o 
impreaa  the  opinion  of  a  county  or  a  State  upon  another  county  or  a 
State  that  had  a  different  opinion. 

The  trouble  is  fundamental.  We  are  bom  with  the  belief  in  the  rlgl  t 
to  control  our  own  l«>cal  nffsirs  through  our  own  local  oOcers  and  by  oi  r 
own  local  laws  in  response  to  local  sentiment. 

With  this  Henthnent  existing,  and  we  can  not  ignore  the  fact  that  t 
dtx-s  exist,  therv  are  large  !«ecti'>ns  of  our  country  and  tens  of  milliois 
of  our  people  who  are  opposed  to  drastic  sumptuary  legislation.  Whf 
fool  or  deceive  ourselves?  There  is  no  other  law  on  the  statute  bools 
that  all  arc  not  wtlllag  heartily  to  support,  nor  would  there  be  an^ 
bt^tancy  la  giving  testimony  again.st  a  violation  of  any  of  them.  But 
there  exists  a  different  fW^ling  about  the  Volstead  Act. 

Thl,«  new  propodal  will  not  Intimidate  many,  but  I  know  that  it  wl  1 
Infuriate  a  wry  great  many. 

c««AT«  NEW  cuksa  or  ciiminals 
When  we  coasider  that  we  are  the  only  nation  In  tb«  world  that  hai 
this  blanket  lahibitlon  ;  that  all  of  our  ancestors  were  accustomed  to  th; 
use  of  beverages  and  that  we  have  already  prohibited  the  manufactnrj 
and  sale  and  are  now  asked  to  create  a  new  class  of  crlmlnalsi— thoa  > 
who  purehase— we  may  be  sure  there  will  be  indignation  deep  and  stron ; 
at  tbe  attempt  to  put  t.as  of  miUions  of  our  people  in  the  felon  das  i 
with  the  murderer.  tl>e  burglar,  and  the  horse  thief.  It  lo.  after  all.  a 
"♦*  expertmwit,  which  wise  prohibitionists  will  not  term  "a  nobli> 
experiaieat." 

It  i»  socgeatad  that  a  provision  nUght  give  imnunity  to  the  purchase 
wh«»  t«<tiflt>s.  but  whether  bo  bad  immoolty  or  not,  be  would,  nevertlie 
lew.  be  placed  in  the  orimiaai  das*.      It  would  put  biu  in  the  infomie; 
it  would  put  him  In   the  npy  class;  it  would  ruin  him  ia  thi 
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opinion  of  respectable  men  and  women  if  he  did  testify.  Thereby  we 
would  not  only  (nate  a  new  class  but  we  would  also  produce  a  new 
class  of  perjurers.  Moreover,  we  would  make  it  possible  for  the  boot- 
legger to  bla(kmail  the  purchaser  and  in  that  way  strengthen  himself 
and  provide  greater  immnnity. 

The  spy  and  the  informer  have  been  desploed  throughout  all  hititory. 
The  boy  or  girl  who  tells  tales  on  a  playmate,  the  woman  who  gossips 
about  her  neighbors,  and  the  informer  have  all  been  bated  as  a  class  by 
real  Americans. 

MANUrACTtRBO    I««    HOMK 

While  formerly  liquors  were  not  taken  into  the  home,  now  In  millions 
manufacture  Is  carried  on  in  the  home  in  the  presence  of  children. 
Blinds  arc  drawn  and  the  father  and  mother  are  aiding  grapes  to  fer- 
ment into  wine  and  hflping  hops  and  yeast  to  ferment  into  beer.  Homes 
which  before  the  Volstead  Act  never  bad  liquor  in  them  are  now  engaged 
In  tbe  making  of  liquor. 

Men  and  women  are  making  lieer  In  the  big  cities;  farmers  and  their 
wix-s  are  making  wine  in  the  country  -all  of  them  In  violation  of  the 
Volstead  Act.  This  is  breeding  general  dlsrcMpcct  for  law  and  liiw 
enforcement. 

At  this  time  these  violations  are  winked  at  and  disregarded  by  enforce- 
ment officers.  Accordingly  there  seems  to  be  an  Inipresnlon  that  the 
Volstead  Act  will  permit  a  farmer  to  make  wine  on  his  premises  or  the 
liouseholder  In  tiie  big  city  to  make  beer.     This  Is  a  mlntske. 

The  prohibition  of  them-  acts  Is  written  Into  the  Volstead  Act.  A 
change  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  prohibition  offlr  lals  may  prompt  them 
to  make  arrests  and  under  the  r<-cent  Jones  amendment  cause  the  Incar- 
ceration of  these  men  and  women  In  the  penitentiary  for  Ave  years 
and  subject  them  to  a  fitie  of  110.000. 

Who  will  draw  the  distinction  Itetween  giving  away  a  drink  and  sell- 
ing a  drink?  How  many  spies  and  meddlers  would  charge  !t  was  a  sale 
when  It  was  a  gift?  How  many  nelghborhocKl  quarreU.  feuds,  and  fights 
would  b«'  started?  fnder  this  new  provision  what  will  be  the  difference 
betwt'en  possessing  and  giving  away,  and  powieiising  and  selling? 

The  farmer  has  a  neighbor  who  Is  an  enemy  and  another  neighbor 
who  ifl  a  friend.  The  friend  gives  him  a  bottle  of  wine  or  beer.  The 
enemy  hears  of  It  and  charges  that  It  was  a  purchase.  And  the  harden 
of  proof  of  Innocence  falls  on  the  Innocent  recipient  of  the  gift. 

Where  will  such  mischief  end? 

UAktBMT   rOU   I.NruKUIB 

Try  to  visualize,  if  yon  can,  what  would  haiipen  if  this  law  should 
pass.  It  would  be  a  harvest  for  the  meanest  of  humanity,  the  spy 
sneak,  and  informer.  It  would  be  an  opportunity  for  blackmail  an 
opportunity  for  re\enge.  all  created  by  an  amendment  which  would  be 
futile,  and  which.  Instead  of  curbing  bootlegging,  would  build  it  up  and 
make  It  more  secnre. 

And  It  is  quite  certain  that  all  bootleggers  will  favor  this  so-called 
Sheppard  amendment. 

After  we  have  by  this  amendment  create<l  a  vast  new  army  of  crimi- 
nals, what  shall  we  do  with  them  after  conviction? 

Chief  Justice  Taft  stated  recently  that  in  1928,  9.928  civil  cases  were 
commenced  under  the  prohibition  act  and  55.729  criminal  cases  and 
that  In  1929  there  were  already  11.237  civil  and  56,786  criminal  cases 
pending  before  the  Federal  courts.  . 

Everyone  knows  that  our  Jails,  workhous,-s,  and  penitentiaries  are 
crowded.  Biota  and  revolutions  In  these  penal  Institutions  have  taken 
place  with  startling  frequency, "and  we  are  now  asked  to  add  an  entirely 
new  criminal  class,  which  would  necessarily  and  obviously  outnumber 
the   present  class. 

A  few  nights  ago  Attorney  General  Mitchell,  speaking  of  the  crowdi-d 
condition  of  our  penitentiaries  and  jail.s.  asked  for  |«,500  000  for  their 
enlargement. 

The  new  law  would  mean,  naturally,  a  long  list  of  new  Federal  Judges. 
new  prosecuting  attorneys,  new  enforcement  officers. 

In  dealing  with  the  bootlegger  alone,  according  to  a  statement  I  have 
read,  we  have  spent  1110,000,000  for  the  Prohibition  I'nlt,  $97  000  000 

lo*"  ^  *"''"'''  ^■""'■'^'  >7^<^^0«0  'or  the  Department  of  Justice 
124.000,000  for  the  Customs  Service— a  total  of  1306,000,000— to  catch 
the  bootlegger. 

IMCSE.\KEO  KyrORC-KMK.VT  COST 

Try  and  realixe  what  It  will  cost  to  punish  the  purchasers  as  well 
as  the  vendors  of  liquor.  The  Director  of  Prohibition  is  quoted  as  hav- 
ing said  that  to  properly  enforce  the  present  law  will  cost  |.100,fMK)  OtM) 
a  year.  How  much  do  you  think  it  would  cost  to  properly  enforce  it 
with  the  new  enactment? 

The  Treasury  Department  reports  that  in  1919,  the  last  year  before 
prohibition,  revenues  collected  on  alcoholic  liquors  of  all  kinds  amounted 
to  $483,000,000.  Suppose  we  multiply  this  by  10,  the  number  of  years 
which  have  foUowed,  and  add  that  to  the  cost  of  prohibition  enforce- 
ment ;  then  add  the  additional  cost  of  prosecuting  purchasers  of  liquor. 

In  order  to  arrest  the  seller.  69  prohibition  enforcement  officers  and 
170  civilians,  a  total  of  239,  have  been  killed  In  connection  with  Federal 
enforcement.  To  these  faullties  add  all  those  who  were  shot  or 
wounded,   those  who   were  made   blind   by   poisoned  alcohol,   and    those 


■lain  or  wounded  by  municipal  or  State  officers.  How  many  noore 
people  will  be  killed  if  we  Include  the  buyer? 

In  1922,  22.749  persons  were  convicted  of  possession  and  selling. 
They  were  sentenced  to  an  aggregate  of  1,552  years. 

Now,  watch  the  Increase.  In  1928,  58,813  persons  were  aentenced  to 
aerve  5,631  yean  in  our  Jails  and  penitentiaries. 

And.  again,  note  the  increase  in  pending  cases  in  our  Federal  courts: 
In  1921  there  were  10,365;  In  1928  there  were  pending  18,005. 

Tho  total  arrests  for  possession  and  sale  up  to  June  30,  1928,  accord- 
ing to  Prohibition  Department  reports,  were  483,474 — nearly  half  a 
million  men,  women,  and  children. 

AMENDMENT  ONLY   FAIR    WAT 

If  we  are  to  have  a  change  to  Include  the  purchaser  in  tbe  criminal 
class,  tbe  advocates  of  this  amendment  should  ask  that  It  be  made  by 
constitutional  amendment  through  a  referendum.  For  them  this  would 
be  tbe  only  fair  way  in  which  to  accomplish  It. 

The  result  of  a  referendum  might  show  some  very  strange  resnlta. 
In  the  first  place,  it  would  be  quickly  demonstr^ited  that  every  boot- 
legger and  vendor  of  liquor  woold  favor  the  amendment  and  support  it, 
as  they  did^in  tbe  recent  Nova  Scotia  election. 

Nova  Scotia  la  tbe  last  of  tbe  big  Canadian  Provinces  to  cluinge  from 
"  dry "  to  "  wet,"  and  tbe  vote  is  Intereoting  and,  being  as  late  as 
October  31  this  year,  it  may  be  repeated. 

For  the  temperance  act  there  were  61,672  votea  and  agalnat  It  56,024. 
For  Government  control,  however,  there  was  tbe  significant  rote  of 
89,757  against  41.180. 

So  Nova  Scotia,  while  declaring  for  temperance  by  a  large  vote,  at 
tbe  same  time,  by  a  much  larger  vote,  de<  lared  in  favor  of  Government 
control  and  regulation — a  significant  result,  because  Nova  Scotia  has 
been  dry  for  many  years. 

I  am  sure  the  friends  of  the  new  amendment  could  not  conoiateotly 
oppose  a  national  referendum  if  they  wanted  a  real  expreaaion  of  opinion 
from  all  our  people. 

Tbe  referendum  would  cause  a  strange  realignment  of  forces  at  the 
preaent  time. 

Probihltlonists,  leading  members  of  tbe  Anti-Saloon  League,  are 
opposing  it ;  newspapers  which  have  been  consistently  in  favor  of  pro- 
Iiibltlon  are  opi>ofllng  it.  But  as  against  these  we  would  find  the  boot- 
legger and  some  of  those  who  believe  in  making  the  law  as  obuozlous  as 
possible  so  thAt  It  may  be  repealed  more  quickly.  Whatever  tbe  motive 
of  its  supporters,  the  result  would  be  oh  expreaaion  that  would  be 
raluable. 

This  question  of  amending  the  present  law  is  a  common-sense  matter. 
Onr  10  years'  experience  has  given  us  facts,  not  mere  theories,  on  which 
to  base  our  conclusions. 

Not  a  State  in  the  United  States  has  ever  by  State  enactment  made 
"purchase"  of  intoxicating  liquors  a  crime,  although  more  than  a 
majority  of  the  States  were  dry  before  the  Volstead  Act  was  written. 
So  the  new  proposal  la  a  departure  from  all  previoualy  accepted  State 
tbeories. 

NO  AID  TO   LABOa 

Concluding,  I  can  not  permit  one  observation  to  go  unchallenged. 
That  is  the  subject  of  the  Volstead  law  in  relation  to  union  labor  and 
prosperity. 

The  greatest  leaders  of  organised  labor,  both  Samuel  Gompers  and 
William  Green,  have  asked  for  a  modification  of  the  Volstead  law.  Tbey 
could  not  but  deride  tbe  claim  that  labor's  prosperity  is  due  to  the 
Volstead  Act.  We  know  that  labor's  prosperity  was  due  to  organisation 
and  the  recognition  by  the  employer  that  the  cost  of  living  bad  increased 
and  that  wages  must  increase. 

But  the  claim  is  interesting.  If  union  labor,  which  is  nearly  all  con- 
centrated in  the  big  cKies,  which  are  "  wet  "  in  sentiment,  lias  attracted 
prosperity,  how  about  the  impoverished  farmer  in  the  "  dry  "  territory 
who  has  the  sympathy  of  the  Nation  and  for  whose  assistance  we  have 
called  a  special  session  of  Congress? 

Why,  If  the  Volstead  Act  has  helped  the  manufacturing  districts,  has 
K  not  helped  tbe  farming  districts? 

What  effect  had  the  Volstead  Act  on  tbe  high  py.'amiding  of  stocks 
and  the  greatest  crash  in  all  our  history?  No,  my  friends,  the  Volstead 
Act  does  not  make  tbe  sun  shine  or  the  rain  fall.  It  had  nothing  to  do 
with  tbe  postwar  flow  of  gold  to  the  United  States.  It  did  not  make 
the  laboring  man  rich,  nor  did  it  make  the  farmer  poor ;  it  did  not  raise 
the  price  of  stocks,  nor  bring  about  tbe  crash.  It  did  not  stop  tbe 
increase  in  insanity,  nor  stop  the  increase  In  the  use  of  narcotic  drugs. 
It  did  not  prevent  tbe  increaoe  in  drunkenness,  but  it  did  increase  the 
underworld  by  adding  to  "  gangland  "  the  bootlegger. 

My  friends,  theft,  arson,  and  murder  are  inherently  wrong  and  wicked 
under  every  circumstance.  They  are  morally  wrong  in  tbe  aheetice  of  aU 
law.  But  tbe  purchase  of  liquor  is  legally  wrong  only  when  made  so 
by  law.  L41W  has  not  done  this  in  any  other  State  of  our  Union  or  any 
country  in  tbe  world. 

In  a  word,  there  la  no  parity  between  an  act  like  murder,  theft,  or 
arson,  which  society  everywhere  and  at  all  times  boa  abhorred  as  a 
crime,  and  an  act  sucb  as  buying  liquor,  wliicb  in  every  part  of  tbe 


world  is  now  permitted.  We  can  not  make  people  believe  that  a  new 
commandment,  "  Tbou  shalt  not  purchase  liquor,"  has  the  solemnity, 
tbe  sanctity,  or  tbe  authority  of  tbe  Biblical  commandment,  "  Tbou  ahalt 
not  kill." 

Common  sense  will  prevail. 

TRANSMIStilON   OT  EUDCTUCAI.  ENEBOT 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  wild  to  the  desk  a  resoln- 
tlon,  which  I  ask  to  have  read,  aod  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  its  immediate  consideration.  If  It  should  lead  to  any 
debate,  I  shall  ask  that  it  go  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  MichU?an 
offers  a  resolution,  which  the  clerk  will  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (8.  Res.  151),  as  follows: 

Retolved.  That  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Is  hereby  directed  to 
inquire  into,  ascertain,  and  report  to  the  Senate  by  filing  with  the  Sec- 
retary thereof,  within  ^0  days  after  tbe  passage  of  this  resolution  and 
at  least  once  each  90  days  thereafter  until  the  completion  of  (be  invea- 
tigation.  tbe  quantity  of  electrical  energy  used  for  the  development  of 
power  or  light  or  both,  however  produced,  measured  by  kilowntt-houro, 
generated  in  any  State  (tbe  term  "State"  as  herein  used  meaning  any 
State,  Territory,  or  tbe  District  of  Colombia),  and  transmitted  by  an/ 
means  from  tbe  State  in  which  it  is  generated  into  any  other  Stata.  or 
between  points  within  tbe  same  State,  but  through  any  place  outside 
thereof;  whether  said  electrical  energy  be  trausmltt«-d  from  persons,  cor- 
porations, firms,  or  associations  to  themselves  snd/or  their  braacheo,  sub- 
sidiarica,  parent  companies,  or  associates  in  otber  Statea,  or  to  other  and 
distinct  persons,  corporations,  firms,  or  asooclations.  Said  report  shall 
set  forth  each  Stata  in  which  such  electrical  energy  is  generated  and 
the  States  into  or  through  which  It  Is  transmitted,  and  shall,  in  coaea 
where  there  is  on  Interctiange  of  transmitted  energy  between  two  plants 
In  different  Statea,  aet  forth  the  gross  quantity  transmitted  in  each 
direction  and  not  tbe  aet  difference  between  tbe  qnantitlea  tranamitted 
by  said  plants. 

The  commiaalon  aball  furtber  inquire  into,  ascertain,  and  report  at 
tbe  same  time  npon  tbe  percentage  of  electrical  energy  generated  in 
each  State  which  la  transmitted  to  otber  Statea,  and  the  percentage 
of  electrical  energy  consumed  in  each  State  which  la  imported  from 
other  Sutea. 

The  commiaalon  aball.  In  connection  with  Its  report,  where  auch 
information  can  be  furnished  without  unduly  delaying  tbe  reporta 
herein  requested,  give  the  names  of  persona,  flrma,  corporations,  and 
associations  generating  and  transmitting  such  electrical  Miergy  In 
the  manner  herein  described,  tbe  points  at  which  generated  and  from 
which  transmitted,  and  the  names  of  the  persons,  firms,  corporations, 
or  associations  to  whom  snch  energy  is  transmitted  and  tbe  jMlnts 
to  which  transmitted. 

Tbe  commission  shall  Inquire  into,  ascertain,  and  report  such  otber 
facts  relative  to  the  transmission  of  electrical  energy  from  one  State 
to  another  or  between  points  in  the  same  State  but  through  any 
place  outside  thereof,  as  the  commission  may  deem  pertinent  to  tbe 
inquiry  and  investigation   herein  directed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is  there  objection  to  the 
present  consideration  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  FESS.    Is  there  a  time  limit  provided  in  the  resolution? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  No ;  there  is  no  time  limit  The  commission 
is  required  to  report  every  90  days,  but  there  is  no  time  limit 

Mr.  FESS.  Will  the  Senator  permit  the  resolution  to  go 
over  until  to-morrow  so  that  some  of  us  may  look  at  it  more 
careful  iy? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  If  the  Senator  desires  it,  I  certainly  will 
allow  it  to  go  over.  I  should  like,  however,  to  have  it  con- 
sidered to-morrow. 

Mr.  FESS.    I  ask  tliat  the  resolution  may  go  over. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Very  well,  let  It  go  over  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  was  just  going  to  suggest  to 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  tliat  I  think  the  resolution  culb  for 
some  very  valuable  information. 

Mr.  FESS.    I  admit  that 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  think  the  sooner  the  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission gets  to  work  on  it  the  better  it  will  be. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  admit  that,  but  24  hours  will  not  involve  any 
serious  delay,  and  I  should  like  to  have  It  go  over. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempora     The  resolution  will  go  over, 

Mr.  FESS  subsequently  said;  Mr.  President,  a  while  ago  I 
asked  to  have  the  resolution  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr,  Couzk.ns]  go  over  until  to-morrow.  I  have  ex- 
amined It.  and  I  see  no  objection  to  It.  I  wanted  first  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  force  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  would 
be  able  to  carry  on  this  work,  which  seemed  to  me  very  stu- 
pendous. The  Senator  from  Michigan  has  made  an  investiga- 
tion in  that  respect,  and  says  it  can  be  done.  I  therefore  with- 
draw my  objection,  and  am  willing  to  allow  the  resolution  to 
go  through  now. 
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Mr.  roUZEN».    I  renew  my  request,  Mr.  President. 

Tbe  I'UKSinKNT  jwo  temiwn*.  ITie  Senator  from  Mich ij»n 
renew.  bl«  request  for  the  present  consideration  of  tfe  r«olu- 
tlon.  Is  there  objection?  The  Clialr  hears  none.  and.  without 
objection,  the  resolution  Is  agreed  to. 

BSVISIO!*   or  TBB  TAWfT 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
alderation  of  the  bill  (H  R.  2867)  to  provide  '•^▼♦^""t'K^^.'^ 
Ute  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  ror 

other  purposes.  _.      ,,,.  ,w- 

Ml  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  a  few  days  ago  I  called  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  what  the  Senator  from  P«»n»y*;a/|  ? 
[Mr.  Reh>J  thought  of  thoi4*>  who  were  writing  the  tanir  Dui. 
and  particularly  what  he  thought  of  those  Senators  from  the 
Northwest  who  are  known  as  the  Progressive  wing  of  the  Ke- 
publlran  Party.  This  monilng  I  picked  up  a  n^wsi*P«!  J° 
whk-h  I  notice  that  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Mosrsl  made  a  speech,  or  i.«4  purported  to  have  made  a  speecn. 
In  the  dty  of  Boston,  and  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  what  he 
thinks  of  the  same  Senators.  .     ^      ,^     ^      ,„  .w.  a^„„ 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Sena- 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  WHEELER     I  will  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  was  present  when  that 
speech  was  made.  It  was  not  made  in  the  city  of  Boston,  but 
was  made  in  the  city  of  Washington,  although  there  was  a 
group  of  New  Englanders  present. 

Mr  WHEELER.  It  Is  all  the  same.  I  can  imagine  those 
New  England  exporters  throwing  their  hats  up  In  the  air  and 
shouting  when  this  speech  was  made  by  the  Senator  from  New 

lir^^WALSH  of  Massafhn-etts.  I  will  say  that  the  Senator 
fr<»m  New  Hampshire  made,  as  he  alwa.vs  does,  a  very  eloquent 
speech,  but  I  will  observe  that  he  took  occasion  to  make  a  politi- 
cal .speech  at  a  nonpartisan  gathering. 

Mr  WHEELER.  Yes.  I  wish  to  read  the  sUtement  In  the 
newspaper  for  the  benefit  of  Senators  from  the  Northwest  who 
are  members  of  the  9o-<nlled  coalition : 

COAU-nOS     0K»     A    TtTLS     rROM     OlOMa     MOSaS— '•  SOHS     0»    TH«     WILD 
JACKASSrs  "    sow    CONTBOt  THB   SISATS 

The  "aon*  of  the  wild  J«ck»»«>»  "  now  control  th*  Senate.  Senator 
Gaowa  H.  Moaaa,  of  New  UAmpatUre,  told  the  New  England  Export 
::::^Club  and  Cooiaierce  Department  offlchiU  at  a  dinner  here  last  night. 
Where  he  stated  hla  atand  for  a  high  protective  Urlff. 

Moms.  Preaidwit  pro  trmpore  of  the  Senate,  referred  to  the  Demo- 
rratlc-inMrcent  Bepubllcan  ijroup  now  opposing  the  tariff  blU  In  the 
Senate  aa  a  group  "  thrown  together  for  pollUcal  expediency  which  can 
not  Uat  the  snows  of  winter." 

He  dectared  this  group  was  seeking  to  paaa  a  sectional  Unff  bill 
which   would   be   "  deatructlre "   to   the   intereat   of  the  whole   United 

Stfttctt. 

Referring  ffccetlooaly  to  the  recent  exposure  of  drinking  by  Senator 
BaooKHABT  at  a  dinner  given  Senators  several  yean  ago  by  a  Wall 
Street  nan.  Mosaa  said  he  was  sure  aU  Senators  now  attended  dinners 
with  "  trepidation."     No  ltqn«r  was  serred  last  night. 

I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  is  the  man 
irhom  those  ou  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  have  selected  to  con- 
duct the  campaign  to  reelect  Senator  Norms,  of  Nebraska,  next 
year  He  is  the  man  who  has  been  selected  by  them  to  go  out 
and  make  an  ardent  and  strong  campaign  for  all  of  those 
Reiiubllcans  who  com**  up  for  reelection  in  the  Northwest. 

I  appreciate,  Mr.  Presiilent,  that  the  dLstinguished  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  wag  not  only  voicing  his  own  views  about 
Senators  «»n  the  other  sUle  of  the  Chamber,  as  well  as  of  ■ome 
of  them  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber,  but  that  he  was  express- 
ing the  views  of  his  constituents  In  New  Hampshire,  the  ex- 
norters  and  the  manufacturers  of  Connecticut  and  the  manu- 
fticturers  in  Rhode  Islanil.  and  partlculariy  the  Manufacturers' 
Association  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senatc^r  from  Iowa? 

Mr   WHEELER     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr"  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Montana  does  not  fully  appreciate  the  situadon.  This  la  not 
the  first  eloquent  speech  of  thLi  kind  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  has  made.  In  the  days  before  dry  dixuiers  became 
fashionable  he  spoke  of  the  farm  bloc  and  he  described  them 
as  composed  of  17  lawyers,  1  editor,  and  1  well  digger.  I  want 
to  congratulate  tbe  Senator  from  New  Hampriilre.  for,^  since 
dinners  have  become  dry,  he  rises  even  to  a  higher  pinnade  of 
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ekquence  and  determines  that  we  are  the  "sons  of  wild  Jack- 
"^'S?'  WHEELER^  Well.  Mr.  President,  seriously  .speaking.  I 

aB .  not  criticising  the  Senator  from  N.w  Ha"»f  ^^^^jJ^^.'^Te 
as  I  said  a  moment  ago.  in  my  Ju.lgraent,  he  express^  the 
sentiments  of  the  manufacturing  interests  of  New  Engjami, 
5  Pennsylvania,  and  of  New  Jersey,  and  I  have  not  any  doubt 
bit  that  if  the  other  Members  of  the  Senate  from  those  States 
Sould  express  their  true  sentiments  with  reference  to  the 
Snators  from  the  Norihwest  they  wouUl  '^^l^^^^  jj^."^ 
si  nilar  to  those  expresse.l  by  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire. 
The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  .says  that  the  Senator  from 
tte  Northwest  are  worse  than  communLsts  and  the  Senator 
frr.m  New  Hampshire  says  that  they  are  the  sons  of  wild 
J«ckas.ses.-  He  not  only  goe.s  to  the  extent  <>/^  ^.«flJ^t,^/;|„"P^° 
tie  Senators  them.^elves  but  he  reflects  upon  their  fathers  and 

^  Mr  Tresident.  when  the  Republicans  In  the  Northwest  go  out 
a  )i)ealing,  If  you  please,  that  there  is  need  for  a  Republican 
S>nate  in  the  next  Congress  I  want  them  to  bear  in  mind  what 
tlieir  leaders  have  said  about  them.  I  know  that  their  con- 
s  ituents  would  be  very  glad,  indeed,  to  have  them  r^d  these 
g  atements  which  have  been  made  by  the  dlstinguu^hed  .eaders 
u  )on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  Presidont 

The  PRESIDENT  pm  temp«ire.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  again  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  gladly  yield.  , 

Mr  BROOKHART.  I  want  to  call  the  Senators  attention 
a  .so  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Otto  H.  Kahn  de<Uned  to  serve  as  the 
t:  easurer  of  the  committee  which  would  have  to  deal  with  the 
e  ectlon  of  Senators  in  the  Northwest.  .    ,    i,  ^ 

Mr.  ^V^EELER.  I  understand  that  he  first  acrepte<l,  but 
t  lat  after  the  Senator  from  Iowa  had  named  him  as  being  one 
0  r  those  at  the  wet  party  he  made  up  his  mind  he  was  going  to 
tiecllne.  Is  that  the  reason.  In  the  Senator's  mind,  for  hla 
tecllnatlon? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  reasons  given 
for  his  declination,  but  I  think  it  is  now  fully  demonstrated 
ttiat  we  do  not  need  booze  at  such  dinners  to  lift  one  to  a  high 
Jlnnacle  of  eloquence.     [Laughter.] 

I  Mr.  WHEELER.  Of  course,  we  can  not  tell  what  he  might 
have  said  if  the  dinner  had  not  been  dry ;  he  might  have  l)een 
(ven  more  eloquent  under  other  circumstances;  but  I  am  glad 

(0  know 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
lana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BORAH.     When  we  think  of  what  the  Senator  from  New 
Iami«hire  said  and  what  he  might  have  thought,  we  ought  to 
well  sati.sfled  with  what  he  said.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  entirely  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
daho. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  that  this  speech  of  the  Senator  from 
,ew  Hampshire  and  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Pemisyl- 
ania  signify  the  great  gulf  that  there  is  between  the  North- 

est  and  the  West  and  those  Senators  representing  the  New 
tngland  States  and  Pennsylvania  and  New  Jersey.     I  expect, 
k!r.  President 

Mr.  BLEASE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
ana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  will  yield  in  just  a  moment.  I  expe<t 
jefore  very  long  to  see  the  SiHiator  from  Maine  speaking  before 
jome  of  his  con-stituents  and  telling  them  what  he  thinks  of 
he  Republican  members  of  the  so-calle^l  coalition ;  and  then  I 
»xpect  to  see  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  get  up  before  the 
manufacturers  of  his  State,  the  pottery  manufacturers,  and  tell 
them  what  he  thinks.  I  hope  that  he  will  not  express  his  true 
opinions,  but  that  he  will  be  as  mild  at  least  as  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  was  *n  the  remarks  to  which  I  have 
referred.     I  now  yield  to  the  Senato:-  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  BLEASK.  Mr.  Pre.sident.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sen- 
ator a  question  in  [lerliaps  a  little  more  serious  vein.  I  appreci- 
ate the  remarks  of  the  Senator,  but  I  notice  in  the  newspai>er8 
this  morning  or  last  evening  a  statement  to  the  effect  that  the 
Demtx-rats  and  progressives  held  a  caucus  or  a  met'tlng.  and 
that  the  l>emoerats  agreed  that  If  the  progressives — this  was 
the  testimony,  I  think,  of  a  man  by  the  name  of  .\rnold — that  If 
the  prf^ressives  would  vote  with  the  Democrats  in  reference  to 
the  tlexible  tariff  provision  of  the  ijending  bill,  the  I>eniocrats 
would  allow  the  progressives  to  write  the  remainder  of  the  bill. 
I  do  not  know  abmit  the  caucus,  hut  the  other  part  of  the  state- 
ment seems  to  be  about  true;  and  not  being 
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Mr.  President- 


Mr.  WHEELER.     — . 

Mr.  BLEASE.    Just  a  moment,  If  the  Senator  please. 


Not 


being  at  any  such  caucus,  and  not  having  been  consulted  In  ref- 
erence to  any  such  matter,  and  knowing  that  I  am  a  Democrat— 
and  I  believe  one  of  the  few  remaining  ones  left  around  here 
when  it  comes  to  States  rights— I  would  like  to  know  if  the  Sen- 
ator has  anv  Information  as  to  the  truthfulness  of  this  report ; 
and  if  so.  w'hat  Democrats  attended  this  meeting  that  so  bound 
the  remainder  of  the  Democrat.s. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  All  I  can  say  about  it  Is  that  I  was  not 
invited  to  any  such  conference,  and  my  understanding  is  that  no 
such  inference  was  ever  held  by  the  Democrats  at  any  time. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana Yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.'  WHEBLER.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Does  the  Senator  suppose  that  this  speech 
which  was  made  last  night  in  the  effort  to  please  the  manufac- 
turers of  New  England  was  inspire<l  by  the  scriptural  idea 
that— 

The  ox  knowoth  his  owner,  and  the  ass  his  master's  crib? 

Mr  WHEELER.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  that  quotation 
l.s  entirely  fitting  and  proper,  and  that  perhai)s  it  was  what 
inspire<l  the  remark.  .     .    ,     , 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  does  that  apply  to  jackasses 
as  well  as  to  the  ordinary  ass?  •  .    .,      «     „*^. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  will  have  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  as  to  that.  ^     „       ^      ,         w^,. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana propound  that  ns  a  parliamentary  inquiry? 

Mr    WHEELER.     If  the  distinguished  Senator  who  now  oc- 
cupies the  chair  would  like  to  answer  it,  I  should  be  pleased  to 
'  have  his  answer.  ,     At 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  can  not  rule  di- 
rectly on  the  question,  but  he  will  say  if  the  Senator  from 
Montana  can  find  a  more  fitting  appellation  for  the  gyrating 
crew  that  runs  the  Senate  tlie  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
will  l>e  glad  to  make  use  of  it.     [Laughter.] 

Mr  WHEELER.  1  think  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire, 
as  I  said  a  moment  ago,  expressed  very  mildly  what  he  thinks 
about  senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  who  are  voting 
as  thev  feel  they  should  vote  honestly  and  conscientiously,  and 
;  have  not  any  doubt  but  that  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
feels  the  same  way  about  the  Democrats  on  this  side. 

I  wish  to  say.  however,  that  I  think  I  know  the  people  of  the 
Northwest  and  of  the  Middle  West  sufficiently  well  to  know  that 
even  if  their  Senators  in  this  body  do  not  resent  such  statements 
as  have  l>een  made  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  and  even 
if  they  do  not  resent  the  statements  which  were  made  about  thein 
by  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  the  people  themselves  will 
.^.how  their  resentment  at  the  next  election.  Do  not  make  any 
mistake  alKiut  It ;  the  people  of  the  Northwest  and  the  Middle 
West  the  farmers,  will  not  only  resent  the  statements  of  these 
Senators  from  the  manufacturing  States  but  they  will  likewise 
resent  the  actions  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  in  taking 
into  the  .secret  meetings  of  the  Finance  Committee  a  lobbyist  and 
representative  of  a  manufacturing  asswlatiou,  when  at  the  same 
time  the  Democrats  were  kept  out  of  those  meetings. 

Likewise  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  here  and  now  that  the 
people  of  the  Middle  West  and  the  Northwest  will  resent  the  ac- 
tions of  Mr.  Grundy  and  the  manufacturers'  organization  of  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania  when  he  says  that  the  representatives  of 
the  Middle  West  and  Northwest  in  the  Halls  of  Congress  ought 
to  have  "  darned  little  to  say."  and  that  those  States  ought  not 
to  have  equal  representation  in  this  great  body. 

Likewise.  Mr.  President.  I  want  to  serve  notice  upon  you  that 
they  will  resent  the  attitude  and  the  actions  of  that  small  group 
who  have  heretofore  dominated  the  Republican  Party  In  this 
country  At  last.  Mr.  President,  the  people  of  the  Northwest  and 
the  West  will  wake  up  to  who  has  been  running  the  Republican 
Party,  and  why  it  has  been  appealing  for  an  increase  of  Uriff 
upon  manufactured  articles,  and  why  it  is  that  they  want  to  put 
the  raw  materials  of  the  Northwest  upon  the  free  list.  They 
are  already  awakened  to  the  fact  that  the  idea  of  giving  a  tariff 
to  the  wheat  farmers  is  just  a  little  sop  held  out  to  tlie  wheat 
farmers  of  the  Middle  West  and  the  Northwest  because  of  the 
fact  that  these  manufacturing  Interests  knew  in  advance  that 
that  kind  of  tariff  would  n(»t  help  In  any  way  whatsoever  the 
farmers  and  the  producers  of  wheat  in  that  section  of  the 
country.  ^ 

Let  me  say  to  you  again,  Mr.  President,  that  you  can  go  out 
and  api»eal  as  much  as  you  want  to,  and  you  can  say  to  the 
fanners  and  to  the  woolgrowers  of  the  Northwest.  "  We  are  will- 
ing to  give  you  a  tariff  upon  wool,  provided  you  will  vote  for  a 


high  tariff  upon  steel,  provided  yau  will  vote  for  a  high  tariff 
upon  this  and  upon  that " ;  but  that  will  not  appeal  any  longer  to 
the  people  of  the  Middle  West  and  the  Northwest.  The  cat  is  out 
of  the  bag.  They  can  see  now  as  they  have  never  seen  before 
what  this  little  group  of  selfish  individuals,  composed  of  a  few 
manufacturing  interests  down  in  the  East,  are  willing;  and  trying 
to  do  to  the  great  millions  of  producers  and  consumers  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  NTE.  Mr.  President,  in  keeping  with  the  argument 
which  has  just  been  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  Whehxr],  I  have  been  carrying  in  my  pocket  for  two  or 
three  days  copies  of  editorials  api)earing  in  pai>ers  of  North 
Dakota  that  I  had  intended  to  offer  for  the  Kecoro  without 
reading;  but  in  view  of  the  presence  in  the  Chamber  this 
morning  of  so  many  of  those  who  have  been  wont  to  heap  all 
manner  of  accusations  upim  a  .group  from  the  Northwest.  I 
think  I  shall  insist  upon  a  reading  of  at  least  one  of  those 
eilitorials. 

Perhaps  I  take  too  lightly  l)elng  numbered  among  those 
known  as  '•  sons  of  jackasses  ' ;  but  somehow  I  can  not  help  but 
see  the  humor  in  it  all,  because  I  remind  the  Senator  from 
Montana  tliat  when  men  sit  all  .summer  long  and  all  fall  deco- 
rating a  Cliristmas  tree,  as  four  or  five  members  of  tlie  Finance 
Committee  of  the  Senate  were  decorating  a  Christmas  tree  this 
summer  and  this  fall,  and  then  when,  as  Is  the  case  now,  Santa 
(laus  falls  to  come,  you  can  not  expect  an.vthing  ebse  to  be 
l)rovoked  but  very  severe  pains.  And  when  these  eastern  rep- 
resentatives, who  for  generations  have  had  their  way  in  every 
particular  in  the  writing  of  tariff  bills,  are  not  able  to  keep  on 
In  the  way  they  have  in  times  past,  we  may  look  for  almost 
anything  from  them  In  the  way  of  accusations. 

But,  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  (Mr. 
M08E8]  is  organizing  at  this  stage  a  national  .society  of  sons  t>f 
wild  jackas.ses,  I  might  suggest  to  him  that  the  place  to  start 
in  is  right  in  the  Northwest,  because  he  would  l)e  able  to  muster 
into  his  organization  there  people  who  In  times  jmst  have  bit- 
terly assailed,  never  sympathized  with,  disagreed  with,  and 
fought  tiiose  of  us  who  felt  that  we  were  making  the  fight  that 
was  needed  to  maintain  the  interests  of  the  Northwest  and 
agricultural  America  in  general. 

I  venture  to  say  that  if  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
were  to  go  into  North  Dakota  at  this  stage  and  rei^eat  some 
of  the  speeches  he  Is  making  here  at  this  particular  time,  he 
would  find  numbered  among  those  who  are  bitterly  assailing 
him  because  of  his  attitude  men  and  newspapers  that  in  times 
past  have  been  wholly  wont  to  associate  with,  to  encourage, 
and  to  aid  in  exerv  way  they  could  the  cause  represented  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  and  his  New  England  coUeaguea. 
Never  before,  Mr.  President,  in  tlie  history  of  the  Northwest — 
and  I  think  1  may  speak  of  the  Northwest,  knowing  so  well 
what  the  attitude  of  my  own  State  is— never  l)efore  in  the 
history  of  the  Northwest  has  there  been  such  unity  of  mind 
upon  a  matter  as  there  is  upon  the  pending  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  NYE.     I  do.  .... 

Mr.  NORBECK.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  whether  that  la  not 
largely  due  to  tlie  expressions  of  the  Senator  from  I'ennsyi- 
vania  [Mr.  Rebd]  and  Mr.  Grundy,  the  lobbyist,  and  such  ex- 
pressions as  have  gone  out  here  within  the  last  two  or  three 
months,  and  such  incidents  as  have  occurred? 

Mr.  NYE.  Yes,  Mr.  President ;  there  can  be  no  denying  that 
those  expressions  have  played  their  part ;  but  there  has  been  a 
longer  chain  of  causes  leading  up  to  the  attitude  of  the  North- 
west at  this  iMuiicular  time.  For  my  own  part,  I  never  have  gone 
into  a  political  campaign  without  voicing  my  disapproval  of  the 
manner  in  which  campaign  funds  were  raised,  not  by  one  party 
but  by  both  parties ;  and  when  campaign  contributions  are  made 
as  they  have  been  made  in  great  numbers  and  in  great  amounts 
In  times  past  to  both  parties.  I  have  been  wont  to  iwint  out  that 
those  c-ontributions  are  made  as  an  investment,  and  that  a  return 
is  exi>ected  as  a  result  of  that  investment.  ,  *  1*    1 

Mr  President,  those  may  have  been  loose  words.  I  felt  sin- 
cerely the  truth  of  such  statements,  and  yet  was  lacking  and 
was  wanting  that  information  which  would  enable  us  to  say. 
"  Here  Is  direct  evidence  of  that  very  thing  " ;  and  now.  lo  and 
behold  here  a)mes  none  other  than  Mr.  Grundy  with  that  direct 
evidenc-e  that  we  have  so  long  sought,  so  long  wanted.  Mr. 
Grundy  says,  'Why.  certainly;  we  have  made  our  contribu- 
tions and  we  are  here  now  to  collect  "—as  brazen,  as  bold  ai»d 
blatant  about  it  all  as  though  it  were  quite  in  keeping  with  the 
best  order  of  a  good  democratic  form  of  government. 

But  I  am  getting  away  from  the  p*>int  I  wanted  to  make,  Mr. 
President.    The  Northwest  is  more  nearly  a  unit  with  relaUon 
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to  the  pewllnjf  Urtff  bUl  than  It  has  been  upon  any  lone  Issue 
tn  all  Araerican  history. 

Mr.  VANI>ENBBRO.     Mr.  PreHident ^      „       »_    - 

The   PRESIDENT    pro    tempore.      Does    the    Senator   trom 
North  Dakota  yiel<l  to  the  Senator  from  MlchlRan? 

Mr  NYE  Ju-st  a  n>um«-nt  and  I  will  yield.  That  that  Is  the 
ease  Mr  I»re«Jdent.  I  want  to  point  out  by  harlng  read  from 
the  de*ik  this  morning  an  editorial  uppt-aiiug  in  the  November  4 
issue  or  the  Fargo  Forum,  which  paper  In  aU  times  past  has 
never  been  In  a  position  to  merit  any  such  term  as  wild  Jack 
ass"  or  even  "calitionUt"  It  has  been  regular— Just  as 
regular  as  any  newsi^per  In  the  United  States  of  America  has 
been  in  aU  of  these  years;  and  the  editorial  which  appears 
there  under  date  of  NoTember  4  is  one  that  I  am  sure  will  he 
of  particular  Interest  to  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
(Mr  Moan]  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  KiXD], 
both  of  whom  pretend  to  hare  the  Ust  Interests  of  J»»«  ReP"*>; 
llcan  Party  at  heart.  I  ask  that  it  may  be  read ;  but  I  will  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Michigan  before  its  reading. 

Mr  VANDENBERO  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  speaks 
about  the  unity  of  the  press  of  his  State.  It  hi  my  observation 
that  he  Ui  entirely  c«rre<t  as  to  their  unity  upon  the  question  of 
rates  I  want  to  ask  him,  however,  as  a  matter  of  information, 
whether  there  Is  not  Hlmilar  substantial  unity  in  the  same  press 
in  favor  of  administrative  flexibility  as  It  has  been  stncken 

from  this  bill.  .    ^  •  w 

Mr  NYE.  Mr.  President,  that  has  been  true;  but  I  am  be- 
ginning to  douU  now  how  long  it  Ls  going  to  last ;  and  I'  the 
Senator  will  listen  to  the  editorial  which  is  about  to  be  read.  It 
may  prove  enlightening  to  him  in  the  face  of  his  question. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  edi- 
torial will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

(ProB)  th«  Fargo  Forum  of  Monday  evening,  November  4,  1929] 
Ma  aaao's  mistakb 

The  rc«ular  Beirobllcans  of  the  Senate.  especlaUy  thoM  who  represent 
the  hUta-tariC  Indnatrlea,  hare  fallen  on  lean  and  sad  daya,  and  in  their 
defeat  are  i«M>rtlnK  to  Ul-advlaed.  low  tactics  to  keep  up  their  courage 
and  ImpreM  the  country.  Thu  Is  especially  true  of  Senator  David  A. 
Itsasi,  of  Ptnnaylvanla.  who,  la  a  moment  of  pique  bom  of  his  Im- 
potency.  waabed  hit  hands  of  the  tariff  bill.  Umented  the  work  of  the 
eoalitloo.  Informed  his  eastern  brethren  that  the  measure  was  dead 
■ad  there  waa  nothing  he  could  do  for  them. 

He  did  no  harm  In  that  particular  speech,  and  bo  one  woald  have 
paid  any  attention  to  him  If  he  had  not  written  a  reply  to  Mr.  F.  E. 
Murphy,  publlaber  of  the  Minneapolis  Tribune.  That  reply,  an  answer 
to  chargea  that  the  Bepohlkan  I'arty  was  not  living  up  to  Ita  pledges. 
waa  the  most  rldiculoua,  the  most  uncaUed  for,  the  most  stupid  thing 
that  has  been  said  In  the  whole  taHf  fight.  It  waa  the  utterance  of  a 
defeated,  irritable,  resentful  fellow,  the  sort  of  thing  a  spoUed  bsy 
would  have  written.  It  showed  an  utter  lack  of  Judgment,  faUure  to 
r«<-ognUe  the  purpoeea  of  the  special  eeiwlon.  Inability  to  take  the  pulse 

of  the  public.  .     w     «r    » 

Mr  Rasa  condemned  the  Insurgent  RepubUcana  of  the  West  He 
cond^-mned  th.>m  as  "  sectlonallsts.  facftonaltsta,  and  populists.-  He 
made  it  plain,  t-e^ause  he  was  addressing  a  Minneapolis  puMteher,  that 
be  waa  not  indicting  Mr.  Schaix  and  Mr.  Shipstbad,  "but  rather 
some  of  their  colleague*,  whose  attitude  with  respect  to  the  present 
tariff  bill  Is,  to  my  mind,  f»r  more  dangerous  to  our  ecoaomie  security 
than  all  of  the  coounnnlKts  combined." 

That  is  fine  talk  to  come  from  a  Senator  of  Mr.  Rkbd's  standing  and 
kaowa  ahUlttes.  it  la  hard  to  Ijelleve  that  be  would  write  It  But 
bis  name  Is  signed  to  It.  and  It  most  be  accepted  as  his.  Moreover,  he 
coaM  not  escape  it  when  It  was  made  the  subject  of  debate.  He  can 
not  e«ape  It  In  the  future  when  it  cornea  back  to  plague  him  and  the 
Republican  Party,  as  It  moat  acsufedly  wUL 

Mr.  Rbbd's  letter  la  another  example  of  the  manner  la  which  the  big 
ladoatrlea  of  the  Bast  have  alwaya  coasldered  the  tariff  their  partlcu- 
Ur  pi««erves.  Thia  aeaslon  haa  proved  this  attitude  far  more  thorougttly 
than  any  other  betause,  for  once,  the  agrarian  hidostry  has  had  capable 
■ad  inslateat  spokeamen  In  the  Senate,  who  have  demanded  a  ahare  of 
benefits  for  agriculture  and  who  have  displayed  a  tendency  to  show  up 
the  eastern  tinketwa.  Comli«  on  top  of  the  Bingham  affair  and  the 
Orundy  teatlaxwiy  before  the  lobby  committee,  both  of  them  dgnlflcanUy 
Ulamlaatlag  eptoodee.  It  shows  how  thoroughly  the  regular  Bepubllcans 
■laed  at  pleaatag  aad  satiafylng  their  big  campaign  contributors  of  the 


bo4h 
gr 


m  campaign  speeches  and  his  message  to  the  extraordinary  Con- 
!      It  19  the  result  of  his  bitterness  over  his  own  defeat,  over  his 
._re  to  secure  for  the  prosperous,  successful,  and  grasping  industries 
the  East  another  slice  of  the  tariff  melon. 

Hr    Rcxo's  letter,  and.  in  a   measure.   Mr.   SMOOfs   more  temperate 

rer  to  the  same  charges,  is  the  sort  of  thing  calculated  to  arouse 

.  Went      It  Is  what  malces  the  argrlcultural  States,  always  held  up 

backward  by  the  so-called  sophisticates  of  the  East,  suspicious  of  the 

at  Indu-strlal  and  financial  centers,  suspicious  of  their  representatives 

Congress.     It  U  what  makes  the  West  feel  that  It  Is  used,  year  in 

year  out.  as  stamping  ground   for  the  rest   of  the   country,   what 

It  to  revolt  In  election  campaigns,  what  makes  it  send  men  to  Con- 

who   will     when   the   occasion    calls,    face   the    regulars    squarely. 

Tlgoroualy.  and  demand  that  they  listen  to   the  agricultural 
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The  Pnui^tvaala  Senator's  demand  that  the  West  send  a  few  repre- 
■eatatlvca  to  Coa«r«es  who  "  look  at  the  problem  I  the  tariff]  as  Ameri- 
eaas  aad  not  as  lactlonallsts.  seetionallsta,  and  popollsts  "  Is  the  result 
9t  kla  rSMBtment  of  their  refusal  to  permit  the  east«n  concerns  to 
iacreaae  their  already  adequate  tariff  rates,  thereby  pUclng  heavier 
Harjma  tkaa  ever  «■  the  consumere.  It  la  reeentment  of  the  agrleul- 
tmml  tMdostry's  drteralaatJoa  to  get  the  beneflta  the  BepubUeaa  Party 
tt  St  Kaaias  City,  benefits  that  Mr.  Hoov«r  said  should  be  its. 
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te(  irlessly, 

Mr°RraD  and  Mr.  SaooT  and  Mr.  MosES  were  frightened  when  the 
a^rian  West  raised  It*  voice  at  Kansas  City.  At  that  time  they  sought 
UiB  comfort  and  assistance  of  the  very  Senators  Mr.  Reko  now  con- 
demns. They  courted  them  nightly  with  svreet-soundlng  words  and  siren- 
lihe  voices  at  the  height  of  the  campaign.  They  made  their  great  pas- 
sl)n  for  the  farnur  known,  promised  him  relief  and  Uriff  parity,  de- 
minded  that  the  progressives  hop  on  the  wagon  and  ride  with  them. 
Moot  of  the  progressives  yielded.  They  played  ball.  They  gave  Mr. 
^>over  yeoman  service,  helped  elect  them. 

But  It  appears  they  have  made  a  mistake  In  demanding  the  tariff 
p4rity  Mr.  Hoover  promised.  They  should  have  remained  silent  and 
li active,  lapsed  Into  uncoMclousness,  as  the  farmers'  representatives, 
tJe  farmers  themselves  were  In  the  habit  of  dolnir  after  so  many  cam- 
pilgns  In  the  past.  They  shouldn't  have  had  the  nerve  to  a.«k  schedule 
rnlses  for  the  farmers  and  a  few  needy  Industries,  as  the  President 
a  Iked,  without  agreeing  to  let  the  high-tariff  Industrial  folk  have  cor- 
riaponding  Increases.  As  politicians  and  Senators  they  should  have 
known  better.  They  should  have  realized  that  the  boys  who  pay  most 
of  the  campaign  expenses  should  get  the  tarifT  rewards. 

But  it  so  happens  that  the  progressives  didn't  take  any  such  attitude, 
"ihey  took  the  party  and  the  President  at  their  word.  They  had  faith 
111  the  platform  and  In  Mr.  Hoover's  promises.  This  faith  electrlfl«d 
tiem  Into  action.  When  the  House  Ways  and  Means  CV^mmittee  dls- 
r»gnrded  the  Executives  wishes  and  wrote  the  most  nefarious  Industrial 
9ast  high  tariffs  known,  they  rolled  up  their  sleeves  and  went  to  work. 
Then  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  rewrote  the  bill,  keeping  In  It 
^ny  of  the  undesirable  and  unnecessary  rates,  they  formed  a  coalition 
1th  the  Democrats  and  started  out  to  teach  the  regular  Repuhllcana 
lesson.     They  succeed*  d.  too. 

One  can  question  some  of  the  motives  of  the  coalition.  One  can 
Question  the  sincerity  of  the  Democrats  being  on  the  side  of  limited 
levlslon.  Their  only  desire  was  to  put  the  President  In  a  hole,  and  they 
I  bought  this  the  way  to  do  It.  Doubtless  they  erred  polUlcally.  At 
I  MSt  the  situation  now  shows  signs  of  proving  them  In  the  wrong,  bO 
lar  as  their  own  party's  politics  are  concerned. 

One  can  question  the  motives  of  the  Insurgents  in  insisting  on  the 
debenture  and  abolition  of  the  flexible  clauses.  There  ar.'  two  views  to 
I  heir  staud  on  these  questions,  and  both  are  tenable.  They.  too.  wanted 
1  o  place  the  President  in  an  embarrassing  position,  at  lea-st  in  a  measure. 
}ut  they  also  wanted  to  have  something  to  trade  with  the  IIous*'.  pre- 
lomlnantly  controlled  by  the  regular  Republicans  and  disposed  to  listen 
;o  the  eastern  tariff  advocates. 

But  no  matter  how  you  look  at  it,  the  fact  remains  that  the  cualltion 
s  on  the  popular  side  of  the  tariff.  It  Is  on  the  side  of  the  President 
[t  is  against  Binqham  and  Rbed  and  Smoot  and  nil  their  shadows. 
iiirben  a  Bi.nouam  stoops  to  putting  a  hired  r« preventative  of  great  indus- 
tries on  the  clerical  roll  of  the  Senate  committee,  the  coalition  condemns 
uid  censures  and  the  country  applauds  it.  When  Mr.  Uruudy  says  "  the 
Ij^ckward  States"  should  give  wav  to  the  Eastern  States,  which  are 
more  interested  In  tariff,  and  Mr.  Riko  says  the  insurgents  are  more 
liarmful  than  ci'mmunists,  the  coalition  condemns  and  ceusores,  and  so 
does  the  country  as  a  whola 

The  country  realize;!  that  there  Is  a  new  viewpoint  in  polillcti  and 
Government,  a  new  viewpoint  and  philosophy  of  tariff.  Mr.  Bixuoam 
and  Mr.  Rbkd  and  Mr.  SaooT  and  Mr.  Grundy  Ix'tter  realize  it.  too. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  Preeldent,  I  have  no  'desire  further  to  prolong 
the  consideration  of  these  edltorIal.<',  but  I  have  before  nie  one 
more  appearing  in  another  paper,  that  has  been  accredited  with 
being  a  regular  of  rejrulars  In  Republican  circles,  and  under  date 
of  November  2  appears  an  e<lit<)rial  under  the  heading  "  Well, 
We're  ractionallsfs."  I  ask  that  this  e<litnrial  may  be  printed 
In  the  Reco«d  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  It  is  w> 
ordered. 

The  editorial  Is  as  follows : 

[From  the  Devils  Lake  Journal.  November  2,  1929] 

mUU,   WB'Xa   FACTIONAUSTS 

Senator  SitooT.  of  Utah,  and  Senator  Rbkd.  of  Pennsylvania,  have  ao 
patience  with  the  Senators  from  the  Northwest.  Both  of  them,  in  let- 
ters to  F.  E.  Murphy,  publisher  of  the  Minneapolis  Tribune,  are  of  the 
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opinion  that  the  Northwest's  representatives  in  the  United  States  Senate 
are  "  factlonalists,  sectionalists,  and  populists." 

Senator  Smoot  puts  Its  this  way :  *'  It  Is  most  unfortunate  that  cer- 
Uin  western  RepubUcan  Senators  are  so  obsessed  with  sectional  and  per- 
sonal hatred  directed  to  the  industrial  Bast  as  to  be  blinded  to  Re- 
publican  pledges  and   Republican   success," 

Senator  RasD  argues  that  "our  agriculturists  can  not  hope  to  im- 
prove their  condition  by  dragging  industry  down  to  a  level  of  common 
misery."  The  Penusylvanlan  accuses  the  people's  representatives  from 
the  agricultural  States  of  being  un-American.  He  euggests  that  the 
W^est  send  to  Washington  "a  few  Senators  who  wlU  look  at  the  agri- 
cultural problwn  as  Americaus  and  not  as  factlonalists,  sectionalists, 
and  populists." 

While  we  might  disagree  with  the  policies  of  the  Senators  from  North 
Dakota,  we  must  not  forget  that  they  are  the  chosen  representatives  of 
the  people  of  the  State,  and  as  such  should  be  accepted  In  Washington. 
The  same  holds  true  of  those  from  Minnesota  and  from  other  Northwest 
States. 

Senator  Thouas  Schall,  of  Minnesota,  came  Iwck  at  Senator  Rsao 
yesterday.  Emphasising  the  fact  that  the  special  session  of  Congress 
was  calb^  for  the  express  purpose  to  "  lift  agriculturists  to  the  level  of 
Industry,"  the  Minnesotan  said  :  "The  special  session  was  called  for  this 
expresN  purpose,  not,  as  Senator  Rkd  evidently  thinks,  to  further  ag- 
grandise industry.  I  do  not  believe  that  Senator  Shipstsad  and  I  are 
factlonalists.  sectionalists,  or  populists." 

We  must  not  forget  that  when  Senator  Reed,  of  Pennsylvania,  speaks 
he  Is  speaking  for  the  industrial  East,  although  we  might  evince  some 
surprise  at  the  stand  Senator  Smoot.  of  Utah,  Is  Uklng  against  the 
agricultural  West.  Of  course,  as  chairman  of  the  powerful  Senate  Fi- 
nance Committee.  It  might  be  assumed  that  he  Is  being  Influenced  to 
some  degree  by  the  eastern  interests,  although  we  have  felt  that  he  Is  a 
Senator  of  unimpeachable  character. 

However,  when  the  Senator  from  Utah  accuses  the  Senators  from  the 
agricultural  West  of  being  "  obsessed  with  sectional  and .  personal 
hatred  "  be  Is  taking  a  long  chance  with  the  facts  in  the  case.  He  mast 
remember  that,  like  himself,  these  men  are  the  choice  of  the  people  and 
are  presumed  to  represent  the  desires  of  their  constituents. 

M  is  not  unusual  that  the  Senators  from  the  Northwest  should  oppose 
those  who  represent  Industry.  Inasmuch  as  the  farming  Sections  of  the 
country  have  been  at  war  with  the  Industrialists  for  many  years,  as 
evldenceil  by  the  eastern  objections,  time  and  time  again,  to  any  plan 
to  aid  agriculture,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  industrials  have 
Government  aid.  which  tinges  of  virtual  subsidy,  through  the  tariff. 

Senator  Smoot  carries  his  castlgation  a  bit  farther.  "  It  is  not 
strange."  he  makes  bold  to  say.  "  that  many  of  the  papers  in  these  sec- 
tions [the  Northwest]  have  taken  their  cue  from  these  few  Senators  and 
have  condemned  the  tariff."  Inferring,  we  assume,  that  the  newspapers 
of  the  Northwest  have  no  minds  of  their  own,  but  are  being  dictated  to 
by  their  representatives  in  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Rather  a  bitter  pill  for  us  to  swallow. 

Senator  Smoot  and  Senator  Reeu  are  Inviting  a  flock  of  trouble  for 
themselves.  Instead  of  attempting  to  conciliate  the  differences  between 
the  Independent  Republicans  and  the  regular  Republicans  in  the  Senate, 
they  are  making  the  breach  much  wider  and  are  blasting  any  hopes 
which  the  administration  might  entertain  of  enacting  a  tariff  bill  at 
the  special  session  of  Congres.^i. 

We  have  condemned  certain  Northwest  Senators  for  their  various 
acts  In  Congress,  but  we  have  agreed  with  all  of  them  In  their  fight  to 
place  agriculture  on  n  firmer  basis,  at  least  on  a  parity  with  industry  as 
far  as  the  value  of  the  purchasing  dollar  Is  concerned.  We  feel  that 
inasmuch  as  tbey  are  our  representatives,  whether  or  not  we  like  them 
personally,  they  should  be  In  a  position  to  know  our  wants  and  fight  for 
them.     If  they  fall  us.  that  is  our  hard  luck. 

During  the  entire  tariff  battle  In  Washington  we  fiave  seen  undls- 
putable  evidence  of  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Industrial  East  to 
subjugate  the  agricultural  West  and  we  are  glfld  to  know  that  the  Sena- 
tors from  the  Northwest  States  have  been  on  the  alert  constantly  against 
the  eastern  aggrandliement.  When  Senator  Rked,  of  PennsylvaTiia, 
speaks  he  broadcasts  the  desires  of  the  Pennsylvania  manufacturers,  Just 
as  Senator  Binoh-im,  of  Connecticut,  broadcasts  the  desires  of  the  Con- 
necticut manufacturers.  Each  of  these  gentlemen  represents  an  Indus- 
trial constituency.  Just  as  our  Northwest  Senators  represent  an  agricul- 
tural constituency.  Sluce  agriculture  and  Industry  are  avowedly  at  war 
on  tariff  matter.'?.  It:  necess.nrlly  follows  that  the  Senators  in  both  camps 
should  be  at  loggerheads. 

But  it  does  not  necessarily  follow  that  those  in  either  camp  are  un- 
American  when  th<y  express  the  desires  of  the  people  who  elected  them 
to  ofiQce. 

The  great  troub'e  Is  that  the  West  has  political  Ideals  drastically 
opposed  to  the  old  eastern  Ideals  which  smack  strongly  of  Bourbonlsm. 
We  are  a  new  c.)untry  out  here,  and  as  such  we  have  new  political 
Ideals.  We  are  fnctlonallsts  only  in  the  sense  that  we  Insist  upon 
securing  from  Conjiress  some  consideration  in  legislative  matters,  Just  as 
the  sectionalists  a)jd  factlonalists  of  the  East  Insist  upon  certain  con- 
siderations in  Con;{ress. 


Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  give  notice  to  the 
Senate  that  I  hope  we  shall  hold  a  session  to-morrow  until 

I  have  Just  received  from  the  Government  Printing  OfBce  Part 
III  of  the  statement  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue, 
in  response  to  Senate  Joint  Resolution  108,  relative  to  fur- 
nishing the  Committee  on  Finance  with  statements  of  profits 
and  losses  of  certain  taxpayers  affected  by  the  pending  tariff 
bilL  A  copy  of  this  volume  Is  being  sent  to  each  Senator  at 
his  office,  and  no  doubt  the  delivery  will  be  completed  within 
a  few  moments.  As  soon  as  the  remaining  statement  is  prlnte<l, 
I  shall  see  that  delivery  is  made  to  every  Senator  of  a  copy 

o'  it.  .     ^^      ^ 

Mr,  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  Just  came  into  the  Chamber, 
and  I  would  like  to  Inquire  what  question  is  now  pending. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temi)ore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  on  page  78,  beginning  in  line  7. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    A  committee  amendment? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    A  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  discuss  that  amend- 
ment briefly.  Last  night,  after  the  Senate  adjourned,  a  news- 
paper man,  a  friend  of  mine,  gave  me  a  newspaper  article  writ- 
ten by  A.  E.  Magnell.  I  was  In  a  hurry  at  the  time,  and  there 
was  some  excitement,  so  that  I  did  not  get  the  name  of  the 
paper  In  which  this  was  printed;  but  it  has  a  direct  bearing 
upon  what  the  Senate  is  considering,  particularly  one  of  the 
amendments  we  had  up  yesterday,  when,  late  in  the  day,  after 
Senators  were  tired  and  weary  and  many  of  them  had  gone 
home,  a  very  Important  amendment  was  considered  by  the 
Senate. 

lINTille  that  has  l)een  disposed  of,  and  while  the  amendment 
was  disposed  of  properly,  according  to  my  way  of  thinking, 
and  while  I  have  not  been  in  the  habit  of  dLscussing  things 
after  they  have  been  dispo.sed  of,  nevertheless,  this  newspaper 
article  is  so  apt  that  I  am  going  to  read  it  to  the  Senate  and 
make  some  comment  on  it.     This  is  the  heading: 

Twenty-five  per  cent  stock  dividend  planned  by  Stanley  Works. 

Senators  will  remember  that  the  Stanley  people  are  benefl- 
ciaries  of  the  tariff  we  are  passing,  and  have  been  beneficiaries 
for  years  of  high  protective  tariff  duties  upon  their  products. 
This  is  a  Connecticut  concern,  particularly  well  represented 
on  the  Finance  Committee,  not  only  from  Connecticut  but  from 
all  the  surrounding  States.  They  were  particularly  interested 
In  a  couple  of  amendments  we  disposed  of  last  evening. 

DtRECTOBS    or    NIW    BBITAIN    CORPORATION    RBCUMMSND   CAPITAL    IMCBRASS 

Directors  of  the  SUnley  Works,  of  New  BrlUIn,  manufacturers  of 
hot  and  cold  rolled  steel  and  heavy  hardware  and  tools,  have  voted  to 
recommend  to  stockholders  that  the  capital  be  Increased  from  $10,400,- 
000  to  $13,000,000  by  a  25  per  cent  stock  dividend. 

Stock  dividend,  remember!  That  is  one  way  that  very  rich 
men  in  Connecticut  and  other  manufacturing  centers  have  of 
patriotically  avoiding  the  pa.vmcnt  of  their  Income  tax. 

Stockholders  will  meet  at  the  ofllce  of  the  company  November  29. 

The  action  of  the  directors  on  Monday  was  equivalent  to  a  distribu- 
tion of  approximately  16,000.000.  measured  by  the  market  quotations 
prevailing  during  the  day.  If  approved  by  the  stockholders  the  num- 
ber of  shares  of  the  Stanley  Works  will  be  iucreased  from  410,000  to 
520.000. 

I  made  a  computation  from  those  figures  in  order  to  find  out 
what  the  par  value  of  each  share  of  capital  stock  is,  and  with  a 
capitalization  of  $13,000,000,  when  they  have  increased  It,  and 
having  520,000  shares,  it  would  mean  that  the  par  value  of 
each  share  is  $25.  Bear  that  in  mind.  That  will  be  important 
when  we  come  to  consider  some  of  the  balance  of  these  state- 
ments. 

The  prevailing  bid  for  Stanley  Works  in  the  local  market  Monday  was 
$54  a  share. 

In  the  ordinary  corporation,  as  a  general  rule,  the  par  value 
is  $100,  and  one  would  think  that  this  was  away  below  par. 
When  it  Is  remembered  that  the  par  value  of  a  fhare  of  stock 
Is  $25  and  that  It  is  selling  for  $54,  it  can  weU  be  Imagined 
that  thia  great  corporation  is  not  in  the  near  future  going  to 
find  it  necessary  to  call  upon  public  charity  for  llvellljood  or 
for  support. 

stockholders  of  the  SUnley  Works  will  receive  noHces  to  day  advUing 
them  that  '  a  special  meeting  of  holders  of  the  common  stock  of  the 
Stanley  Works  will  be  held  at  the  oflSce  of  the  company  at  New  Britain. 
Conn,  on  the  25th  day  of  November.  1929,  at  2  p.  m.,  to  act  upon  a 
recommendation  of  the  directors  that  the  common  stock  be  Increased 
from  $10,400,000  to  $13,000,000  by  issuing  a  25  per  cent  stock  dividend 
to  holders  of  common  stock  at  the  close  of  businesH  November  29." 

The  Stanley  Works  is  an  international  corporation.  Subsidiary  oom- 
paaies  are  operated  in  Canada,   England,   Germany,  and  Japan.     The 
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•ual«y  Worto  cMtnla  tb«  iUaW  »«»«  *  l«»«»  C».  o*  N«*  "!!?^; 
tlw  itaal*!  Wortai  (Ltd.).  of  CaiuwU ;  th«  SUnley  Tool  Co.  (Ltd.).  of 
Canada:  the  Stanley  8te*l  Co.  (Ltd.).  of  Canada;  and  a  few  year*  ago 
MMircd  tba  Aaerleaa  Tvbe  *  Sumplas  Co. 

Oarenee  K.  Bennett  U  prvaident  of  the  Stanley  Worta.  BarnlngB 
duHni  19'-»8  were  at  the  rate  of  15.41  a  share  and  dUtrib«tlona  amount- 
ing to  in  25  wew  made  to  atockboldera.  Stock  haa  an  equity  Talue  of 
IOS.SO  a  ahare.  The  laat  aurplua  ahown  waa  |10,a8S.784 ;  aaaeta. 
I27.S14.970. 

•n.lnk  for  ft  mometit — $5.41  a  Bharo!  Run  that  over  ta  your 
mind  and  see  what  the  dividend  would  be  if  they  had  declared 
it  all.  They  did  declare  a  dlvldeud  of  $3.25  a  ahare.  Every 
|Q5  of  the  capital  stock  got  aa  a  dividend  $3.25  in  cash,  and  this 
year  In  addition  to  that  cash  dirI(U-nd  received  a  25  per  cent 
■toci  dividend.  Does  that  sound  as  tliough  they  were  patrloU? 
Does  that  sound  as  though  they  ought  to  be  able,  through  the 
mouth  of  Mr.  Grundy  and  other  representatives,  to  come  to 
Congress  and  demand,  not  a  contlntiance  of  the  same  tariff,  but 
au  increa.se?  That  is  what  they  are  asking  for  and  that  Is 
what  ti»e  amendments  proposed  ou  yestenlay,  to  give  to  such 
c^poratlons  not  what  they  have  been  getting  In  the  past,  by 
which  they  have  accumulated  these  millions,  but  to  give  them 
an  additional  sum.  They  are  not  satlsflrtl.  They  want  more. 
Like  Oliver  Twl.«t  they  have  come  back  for  a  second  helping. 

Mr.  WHEKI.EU.     Mr.  President 

The  I'ltKSIDlNG  OFFICEU  (Mr.  Ft-ss  In  the  chair).    Does 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  N(MIRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    The  reason  why  they  want  this  tariff  Is  not 
because  of  the  fact  that  they  want  to  pay  Uie  extra  dividend,  | 
but  It  Is  because  of  the  fact  that  they  want  to  give  their  work- 
Ingmen  extra  waives.    The  Senator  does  not  understand  it. 

Mr.  N(>UKIS  Yes ;  It  is  always  done  In  the  name  of  labor,  ] 
In  the  nante  of  the  laboring  man.  These  millionaires  who  do 
not  pay  the  faxes  which  they  honestly  owe  to  the  Government 
of  the  I'nlttMl  States  are  here  demanding  more  tribute  from  the 
toiling  mass««,  the  consumers  of  America.  They  are  only  a 
sample  of  liuudreds  of  others.  When  the  argument  Is  maile  here 
uy  the  floor  of  the  Senate  it  is  made  in  the  name  of  labor :  "  If 
you  do  not  give  this  additional  tariff  the  laboring  men  will  lose 
their  Jobs."  If  the  statement  be  true  tliat  they  ar«  going  to 
loMe  their  jobs  if  the  corporations  do  not  get  a  bigger  mke^tt. 
then  tlie  lalwrlug  men  are  not  getting  what  they  should  get  from 
the  tariff.  They  have  not  gotten  it  in  the  past.  While  tliese 
i-orporatlons  have  grown  rich  and  waxed  fat  from  the  sweat 
and  toll  of  our  fellow  men.  they  have  not  given  to  labor  the 
wages  that  labor  has  earned,  and  yet,  in  the  name  of  that  labor 
which  they  have  not  treated  fairly,  they  come  here  and  ask  for 
additional  trihnte. 
Heading  further: 

The  stock  haa  an  equity  ralne  of  IA3.S0  a  share.     The  laat  surplus 
shown  was  $10,338,784:  assets,  127,314.970. 

tir.  Preaident,  I  want  now  to  invade  the  sacred  precincts  of 
Mr.  Grundy's  retail  store  which  was  set  up  here  in  the  com«r 
of  the  Senate  Chamber  yesterday.  The  object  is  to  show  how 
the  retailer  robs  the  consumer  of  America.  That  was  the  object 
of  the  <<pe<>ch  made  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  when  he 
took  one  of  these  exhibits,  the  bowl  which  I  now  hold  in  my 
hand  [exhlttitlngl.  and  told  us  how  the  Importers  were  robbing 
the  people  of  the  Unite*!  States.  It  Is  labeled  "Earthenware 
■alad  bowl."  I  take  the  same  one  the  Setiator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania uaed.  I  am  using  the  little  one.  although  they  range  In 
sice  up  to  •  rather  lance  one.  "  Salad  bowls."  There  is  no 
SAlad  In  them,  so  no  one  near  me  need  worry  about  what  I  am 
going  to  do  with  them.  I  do  not  know  whether  this  group  Is 
going  to  board  the  "  sons  of  the  wild  Jackass  "  or  not,  but  if  they 
do  tKMird  us  they  will  prot>ahly  give  us  something  like  this  for 
our  food.  It  Is  the  kind  of  food  they  are  giving  to  the  Ameri- 
can r«»n8umers  while  they  turn  over  the  Ik>w1  Itself  to  Mr. 
Grundy  and  he  gives  back  a  part  of  It  to  the  campaign  com- 
mittee to  keep  the  "  sons  of  the  wild  Jackass  "  out  of  the  Senate 
and  to  quiet  them  after  they  get  into  the  Senate.     [Laughter.! 

Here  we  are!  The  value  of  the  six  bowls  In  this  nest  of 
bowls  In  the  country  of  origin.  Germany.  Is  43  cents.  The  rate 
of  duty  at  present  Is  5»J  i^er  cent.  Almost  any  robber  ought  to 
be  satisfied  If  he  gets  a  50  per  cent  tariff  rate,  but  there  are 
•ome  men  like  Grandy  who  are  not  satisfied  with  50  per  cent, 
and  there  are  some  IJembers  of  the  Senate  who  want  to  give 
him  100  per  cent.  Exp«i-»es  incident  to  Importation,  32  cents; 
landed  cont  in  the  United  States,  75  cents;  retail  price  In  the 
United  States.  $2.5a  Coding  4,*^  cents  in  Germany,  laid  down 
here  the  east  with  all  expenses  paid  Is  75  cents,  and  tlie  retail 
price  eoiceeds  the  hinded  cost  by  233  per  cent  These  articles 
wer»»  porrhHse<l  In  New  York  City,  so  the  attached  memorandum 
■ays,  from  Bloouilngdale  Bros,  ou  the  15th  day  of  Octot)er,  192D. 
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let  U8  take  another  one  almost  at  random  from  this  store  of 
Mr    Grundy.     Here  is  something  that  the  woman  who  washes 
her  own  dishes  and  who  Is  not  able  to  buy  an  electric  disb- 
waiiilng  machine  would  Uke  to  have  In  the  kitchen.     It  Is 
lab'led    -metal-pot   cleaner"    [exhibiting]      It   was    made    In 
Geimany.     It  cost  a  Uttle  over  2  cents  in  Germany     The  rate 
of  inty  to  get  It  in  here  is  40  per  cent.    The  landed  cost  In 
the  United  States  was  a  littie  over  3  cents.    The  retail  price 
In  he  United  States  is  12  cents.    It  foUows  then  that  the  retail 
pri  -e  exceeds  the  landed  cost  by  273  per  cent.     This  was  bought 
ov<r  at  Forty-fourth  Street  and   Sixth  Avenue  In  New  \ork 
Cltv    I  presume,  by  a  representative  of  Mr.  Grundy,  on  the 
11th'  day  of  October,  1929.     So  the  poor  woman  washing  her 
hes  Is  paying  to  the  murderous  importer  a  profit  of  273  per 
t     "Outrageous!"  says  Mr.  Grundy.     "  Outrageous!  "  says 
spokesman  here.    "  We  must  stop  it    We  must  not  allow  it 
proceed."  , 

^t  us  take  another  sample  or  two  from  Mr.  Grundy  s  store. 
H^  is  something  the  children  like,  a  doll  [exhibiting].  Let 
us  see  about  It  The  doll  was  "  bom  "  in  Gennany.  Its  value 
ov  »r  there  was  $1.20.  It  had  to  pay  a  rate  of  duty  of  70  per 
ceiit  to  get  in  here— 70  per  cent!  After  paying  that  duty  it 
wis  laid  down  here  with  all  the  expenses  of  transportation 
and  other  expenses  pidd  at  a  ct>st  of  $2.2S.  Mr.  Grundy's  rep- 
re  «ntatlves  say  it  sells  here  for  $6.50.  a  profit  of  185  per  cent 
Tiere  Is  one  nice  thing  about  that  profit  and  only  one  nice 
th  ug  that  I  know  of.  and  that  is  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  gets  70  per  cent  of  the  foreign  value  of  the 
article  when  it  conies  in  here.  Here  is  the  doll  selling  for 
$6.50  and  Grundy  weeps  bitter  tears  of  sorrow  for  the  poor 
liltle  girl,  the  daughter  of  the  mechanic,  the  daughter  of  the 
la)oring  man — the  poor  laboring  man  who.  when  he  wants  to 
bty  his  daughter  a  beautiful  doll  made  In  Germany,  has  to 
piy  $6.50  for  it  glvins:  a  profit  to  the  man  who  imported  It  of 
li  5  per  cent.  Grundy  and  his  followers  shed  tears  for  the  poor 
11  tie  girl  and  shed  tears  for  the  poor  little  children  who  like 
tc  play  with  beautiful  tlolls  and  can  not  do  it  because  of  the 
exorbitant  price  the  importer  charges. 

Now  let  us  see  about  the  student  who  wants  to  read.  He 
may  want  to  read  the  Three  Mu.sketeers.  Here  is  a  copy  of 
it  that  came  from  England  [exhibiting].  It  is  not  suppo-sed, 
U.  be  obscene,  so  it  Is  not  kept  out  of  the  United  States.  The 
riite  of  duty  Is  15  per  cent.  Its  value  over  in  England,  says 
Grundy,  Is  23  cents  Its  landed  cost  in  the  United  States  Is 
2  98  cents.  Its  retail  price  in  the  United  States  Is  80  cents, 
b  fing  a  profit  of  168  per  cent  So  the  chil<iren  who  go  to  school, 
oir  boys  and  our  girls  who  are  reading  literature  and  getting 
a  a  education.  In  order  to  get  this  book  which  came  from  Eng- 
hind  have  to  pay  the  Importer  a  profit  of  168  per  cent  The 
aJvocates  of  a  hlph.  unmerciful  tariff  cry  out  In  pain.  "We 
Uve  the  students,  we  love  the  laboring  men,  we  love  these  chil- 
d  ren,  and  we  want  to  relieve  them,"  not  from  paying  the  burden, 
a  s  I  shall  show,  but  "  from  paying  the  Importer  a  profit.  We 
V  ant  them  to  pay  it  to  us.  We  have  the  right  to  practice  our 
methods  ui>on  the  American  consumer  and  we  do  not  want  to 
let  the  Importer  do  It"  So  through  their  love  of  our  children 
ve  hear  their  voices  rai.«ed,  and  we  hear  the  senatorial  outcry, 
"  If  you  do  not  put  on  this  high  tarifl  rate  American  labor  will 
I  e  driven  out  of  its  Job." 

Here  is  another  article.    This  will  appeal  to  the  Senator  from 
I'eunsylvania  [Mr.  Red]  and  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
I:oBiN80>],  both  of  whom,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  are  absent  at  this 
I  loment.    They  are  about  to  start  out  to  represent  Mr.  Hoover 
c  n  a  great  mission.    These  big-navy  men  are  going  to  represent 
Mr.  Hoover  In  a  conference  relating  to  a  proposed  reduction  of 
I  aval  armament,  and  therefore  they  will  be  interested  In  these 
iidlltary  buttons.     Let  tis  see  where  they   were  made      They 
^  rere  made  in  England.     Some  of  our  people  ought  to  like  them 
1  ery  much.    There  are  a  lot  of  the  beneficiaries  of  the  high  pro- 
t  ectlve  tariff  who  are  "  English,  you  know,"  and  enjoy  being 
glassed  as  English,  so  I  should  think  they  would  be  glad  to  get 
ese   military   buttons    [exhibiting].    Over   In   England   these 
uttons  cost  18.5  cents  a  dozen.    They  have  to  pay  a  duty  of 
5  per  cent  to  get  them  in  here.    The  landed  cost  is  a  little  over 
cents  per  dczen  for  these  beautiful  military  buttons.     The 
tail  price  in  the  United  States  Is  $2.50  a  dozen,  making  the 
tall  price  exceed  the  landed  co.st  by  771  per  cent. 
Mr.  President,  that  shows  the  wonderful  patriotism  of  Mr. 
rundj'  and  his  followers.    They  do  not  want  to  have  our  people 
lay  a  profit  of  over  700  per  cent  in  order  to  have  our  military 
«flS<vrs  shine  out  in  proper  uniform.     They  themselves  do  not 
>ffcr  to  sell  these  articles  any  cheaper,  but  tliey  belong  to  a 
llfferent  class.     They  are  contesting  the  ground  with  the  Im- 
porters    They  say,  "  These  consumers  are  our  victims ;  you  stay 
•ff;  we  hnve  a  right  to  rob  them,  and  we  do  not  want  any  com- 
letitlun ;  we  want  to  have  all  of  the  consumers  in  our  basket ; 
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we  claim  the  right  to  rob  these  people  without  any  Interference 
from  any  other  robber." 

They  are  a  good  deal  like  some  of  the  bootleggers  In  Chicago, 
who  get  to  killing  tach  other  in  the  bootlegging  business.  When 
the  bootleggers  ha\e  divided  the  territory  into  geos^raphical  dis- 
tricts and  have  said  one  bootlegger  shall  have  this  district  and 
another  bootlegger  shall  have  that  district,  if  a  bootlegger  goes 
over  into  the  geographical  division  of  another  bootlegger  he  gets 
killed ;  he  has  not  any  right  to  be  there.  So  Mr.  Grundy  says, 
••  These  importers  have  not  any  right  to  rob  these  people ;  I  want 

to  rob  them."  .       ^^   ,. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  refer  to  another  exhibit.  If  there  is  any 
Senator  here  who  can  play  a  violin,  here  [exhibiting]  is  an 
opportunity  to  show  whether  this  mstrument  is  worth  the  money 
that  Grundy  says  lie  paid  for  it  In  New  Yt»rk.  Here  is  a  violin. 
If  there  are  any  followers  of  Henry  Ford  here,  I  can  explain  it 
better  to  them  by  calling  It  a  fiddle.  It  was  made  in  Germany, 
Mr.  President,  and  the  value  in  Germany  of  this  violin  was  $7.50. 
It  has  a  double  duty  on  It ;  it  lias  a  specific  duty  of  $1  for  each 
fiddle  and  then  35  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The  lauded  cost  In  the 
United  States  of  this  fiddle  is  $11.90,  and  they  charged  poor  old 
brother  Grundy  $50  for  it.  Those  sinful,  wicked  men  who  are 
encroaching  upon  (jruudy's  preserves  and  whom  we  are  asked  to 
keep  out,  made  a  profit  out  of  Grundy  of  320  per  cent. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  it  would  be  cheaper  If  we  would  get 
a  few  of  these  military  buttons,  and  with  them— I  do  not  see  any 
in  Grundy's  assortment  here — a  few  guns  and  revolvers  and  turn 
them  over  to  Mr.  Grundy  and  let  him  defend  his  preserves  Just 
the  same  as  the  Chicago  bootlegging  buccaneers  defend  theirs  and 
save  the  Government  expense,  and  if  they  killed  each  other  off, 
probably   it  would   not  be  so  bad  for  the  consumer  after  all. 

Mr.  President,  what  is  the  object  of  all  this?  Have  those  who 
are  advocating  im reusing  tariff  duties  said  what  Is  the  object  of 
this  display?  What  did  Mr.  Grundy  have  in  view  when  he  set 
up  a  retail  establl.shment  here?  Is  It  a  sort  of  department  store, 
because  it  has  everything  in  It,  including  some  bottles  with  some- 
thing in  them  to  drink,  or  I  supiiose  they  contain  something  to 
drink.  He  has  everything  here  for  sale.  What  did  he  put  this 
store  here  for?  If  he  Is  going  to  sell  these  imported  aracles  to 
us,  he  ought  to  be  satisfied  to  sell  them  to  us  for  less  than  cost 
becau.se  we  do  not  charge  him  any  rent;  he  does  not  pay  any 
heat  bill ;  he  does  not  pay  for  any  light,  but  It  Is  a  sort  of  Piggly 
WlKKly  affair,  there  being  no  clerks,  so  that  one  may  go  to  the 
counter  and  get  what  he  wants,  put  up  his  money,  and  take  it 
away.     What  is  the  object  of  it  all  ? 

If  Grundy  has  his  way;  If  my  good  friend  from  Connecticut 
gets  the  Connecticut  manufacturers  all  set  up  on  the  high  stilts 
In  order  to  save  the  jxKjr  laboring  man,  what  do  they  say  they 
are  going  to  do?  They  have  made  no  promises  except  that  they 
are  going  to  put  the  Importers  out  of  business. 

The  Importers,  taking  It  all  together,  sell  about  3  per  cent  of 
the  manufactured  products  consumed  in  the  United  States.  Tlie 
domestic  manufacturers  are  going  to  put  them  out  of  business. 
How?  By  selling  the  articles  cheaper  than  the  importers  sell 
them?  Oh,  no,  bless  your  soul;  but  by  selling  them  higher  and 
by  raising  an  embargo  against  the  Importers. 

Under  existing  law,  with  a  tariff  a  mile  high,  the  only  hope 
of  the  consumer  is  the  imp<irter.  Unconscionable  as  they  may 
be,  wicked  as  their  hearts  may  be,  yet  the  importers  are  the 
only  hope  that  the  poor,  downtrodden,  overburdened  constmaer 
of  America  has  against  the  Grundys  and  their  like  all  over 
the  country.  They  do  not  claim  and  have  not  said  that  they 
are  going  to  cheajten  the  price  of  the  prmiucts.  Oh,  no;  they 
do  not  deny  but  that  the  price  will  be  Increased,  and  so  they 
want  the  tariff  Increased  against  this  little  competition.  For 
God's  sake,  if  Mr.  Grundy  did  not  have  to  meet  this  competi- 
tion, where  would  his  prices  be;  how  much  greater  would  be  the 
burdens  of  the  consumers  of  America? 

I  by  no  means  defend  the  Importer;  I  by  no  means  approve 
of  the  profits  they  are  making;  but  how  can  we  stop  it?  One 
way  to  stop  It.  Mr.  President.  Is  to  lower  the  tariff  so  that 
there  will  be  more  importers.  W^e  can  not  get  away  from  that 
pn>positIon ;  it  is  fundamental.  We  have  tariff  rates  so  high 
that  importations  only  to  the  amount  of  3  per  cent  can  climb 
over  the  tariff  wall.  If  we  lowered  the  tariff,  there  would  be 
more  men  bringing  in  dolls  for  our  children  like  this  [exhibit- 
ing], and  more  importers  would  mean  competition,  at  least, 
between  them. 

There  is  still  another  way — and  later  I  have  in  mind  offering 
an  amendment  which,  in  my  Judgment,  will  have  a  tendency  to 
make  such  prices  Impos-slble.  But,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  country,  and  of  the  Senate  in  particular, 
to  the  fact  that  the  men  who  are  giving  us  this  exhibit,  the 
men  who  are  backing  up  Grundy,  the  men  who  are  here  crying 
for  outrageously  hlgb-tarlff  rates,  are  not  offering  any  relief. 
If  we  have  got  to  be  robbed,  If  the  consumer  must  he  robbed. 


If  he  must  be  starved  to  death,  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
sensation  would  not  be  Just  as  pleasant  If  he  were  starved  to 
death  by  an  Importer  as  if  he  were  starved  to  death  by  Grundy. 
I  do  not  know  tliat  there  wotild  be  any  cholo*.  However,  Mr. 
President,  we  can  not  bring  relief  by  raising  tariff  rates  still 
higher,  adding  Insult  to  Injury  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States. 

Yesterday  when  most  of  the  Senators  wen*  absent,  late  In 
the  day,  we  were  considering  the  qnestimi  of  a  certain  kind 
of  wire,  which  is  used  often  for  making  chicken  Inclosures 
by  the  little  chicken  farmers.  We  found  tliat  under  existing 
law  the  manufacturers  of  such  wire  were  protected  by  a 
tariff  of  40  per  cent  and  that  the  Finance  Committee  had 
increased  that  rate  to  90  per  cent  because,  forsooth,  Grundy 
had  shown  that  some  imports  were  coming  in.  If  we  can  not 
bring  our  manufacturers  down  to  a  better  basis,  to  a  more 
honest  basis  with  the  consumers,  we  ought  to  let  in  more  of 
this  type  of  goods,  allow  more  people  to  engage  in  the  import- 
ing business,  and  stir  up  some  competition  in  that  way. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  will  yield  in  Just  a  moment.  I  use  Grundy 
only  as  a  sample ;  that  is  all  he  is ;  Jusc  a  sample  of  a  large 
number  of  millionaires  who  have  grown  fat  and  wealthy  be- 
cause of  the  high  tarifl  and  because  of  the  extreme  charges 
which  they  have  been  able  to  Impose  and  to  collect  from  the 
consumers  of  America.  Now  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa. 
Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  am  deeply  Interested  in 
the  remedies  the  Senator  suggests  for  this  extortionate  profiteer- 
ing, and  I  am  In  full  accord  with  everything  he  has  said  as  to 
the  facts;  there  is  no  doubt  of  them.  The  Connecticut  com- 
pany, which  he  describes,  is  only  a  sample  of  other  companies 
everywhere.  Are  we  going  to  reach  them,  however,  In  any  event 
until  we  take  hold  of  the  question  of  excess  profits  and  regulate 
profits  In  the  protectetl  Industries?  I  maintain  that  when  they 
ask  protection  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  the  Gov- 
ernment has  a  right  to  say  to  them  what  profits  they  shall  take 
from  the  people. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  has  anticipated 
what  I  was  about  to  say,  and  I  am  glad  he  has  done  so.  I 
already  had  his  idea,  but  I  am  glad  to  have  It  again. 

When  men  like  Grundy  or  anybody  else  wiio  have  been  able 
to  make  large  sums  of  money  on  account  of  the  protective  tarifl 
deny  to  the  Government  the  right  to  know  all  about  their 
profits,  and  to  examine  their  books,  then  they  are  taking  money 
from  the  hands  of  a  friend  and  smiting  that  friend  In  the  face 
and  kicking  him  In  the  back.  They  say.  "  We  want  90  per  cent 
tarifl  on  wire,"  but  when  we  say,  "  We  want  to  know  how  much 
money  you  are  making  on  the  manufacture  of  wire,"  they  say, 
"  Oh,  that  Is  private  business ;  we  can  not  have  you  interfering 
witb  private  business;  you  must  know  that  that  is  sacred." 
So,  when  we  say  in  the  case  of  Intenial-reveaue  taxes  that  we 
will  give  publicity  to  their  Incomes  so  that  the  people  may  know 
the  facts,  they  reply.  "  Oh,  no ;  that  Is  a  business  secret ;  we  do 
not  want  our  competitors  to  know  about  that."  However,  when 
they  come  to  making  fortunes,  when  they  want  to  get  this  big 
rake-ofl,  then  they  come  to  us  and  In  the  name  of  labor — and  the 
claim  Is  90  per  cent  untrue  from  their  standpoint— ask  us  to  levy 
a  tariff  sky-high  In  order  to  keep  out  any  competlthm  from 
abroad.  They  come  to  the  Government  to  get  their  "  soft  snaps," 
but  they  reftise  the  Government  any  Information  as  to  their 
business. 

Some  of  them  make  large  contributions  to  churches  and  phll- 
anthroplc  and  charitable  Institutions.  When  charity  has  become 
necessary,  often  by  reason  of  their  own  outrageous  procedure, 
by  reason  of  the  monopolies  which  they  have  formed,  they  come 
around  later  and  contribute  something  to  help.  Instead  always 
of  accepting  such  charity,  we  ought  to  enact  laws  so  that  there 
would  not  be  so  much  need  of  charity.  They  go  to  church  on 
the  Sabbath  day,  and  as  they  are  leaving  the  church  they  sing 
that  old  hymn  Bring  Forth  the  Royal  Diadem  and  Crown  Him 
Lord  of  All.  They  «re  referring  to  the  lowly  Nazarene,  but  If 
the  lowly  Nazarene  the  next  day  should  come  Into  their  count- 
Inghouse  and  ask  to  see  their  books  to  find  out  how  they  made 
their  money  they  would  take  Him  by  the  back  of  the  neck  and 
kick  Him  out  Into  the  back  alley.  Now  we  are  called  upon  to 
raise  the  tariff,  to  increase  the  burdens  of  the  consumers,  In 
order  to  let  these  people  carry  on  their  nefarious,  wicked  method 
of  gaining  money  from  the  overburdened  taxpayers  of  the  United 

Mr.  President,  that  is  not  all.  This  extract  I  read  from  the 
newspaper  shows  another  feature  of  the  matter.  When  these 
people  have  made  their  money,  when  they  have  gathered  it  to- 
gether by  means  of  governmental  favor,  then  they  kick  about 
their  taxes  to  the  same  Government  that  was  so  liberal  in  per- 
mitting them  to  pile  up  their  millions  at  the  sacrifice  of  millions 
and  hundreds  of  millions  of  their  fellows,  of  the  children  who 
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must  be  rto<h«J  and  fed.  of  the  women  who  most  be  cared  for. 
of  the  homes  that  mast  be  provided  for.  We  levy  a  tax  on  all 
of  them  In  order  that  these  concerns  may  grow  fat  Then  they 
HIT  "You  lire  taxing  us  too  high":  and  what  do  they  do. 
Tln'y  do  as  the  SUuley  O.  did.  They  earn  a  large  amount 
from  their  micouHrionaUle  tariffs,  and  then,  in  order  to  avoid  a 
tax.  they  i^'J'ue  a  stixk  dividend. 

That  U  one  method  of  avoiding  taxation— stodt  dividends  to 
cover  up  tl>eir  iiroflts.  80  they  keep  on  until  the  value  of  their 
asfeU.  their  business,  the  money  Invested.  hJis  so  increased— not 
by  any  luver^tment  of  thelr>.  but  by  the  sacrifices  of  millions  of 
people  who  have  been  comi»elUnl  on  aciount  of  an  unconscionable 
tariff  to  buy  their  wares,  millions  of  money  accumulated  in  that 
way— that  they  are  doing  business  on  these  contributions  that 
are  made  bv  Go<l'g  millions  of  poor.  _^  ,,, 

Mr    FllAZIER.     Mr.  I'rewident.  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICi-:  PttilSIiiEXT.  l>oe»  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  N<»RUIS.     Ye».  .^  w     ..  » 

Mr  FKAZIEU.  I  desire  to  ti»k.  the  Senator  if  he  does  not 
think  the  fact  that  there  i.-  a  high  tariff  on  these  goods  is  largely 
the  excuse  that  is  used  by  the  retailer  for  putting  such  a  high 
prli-e  on  his  protluct  wiien  he  comes  to  sell  it,  pyramiding  it 

time  after  time?  ,     .       i,     *  i» 

Mr   NOURIS.     I  do  not  think  there  is  any  doubt  about  it. 
Mr    FliAZlER.     Every  hand  it  goes  through  makes  a  profit 

equal  to  the  tariff,  at  least,  and  probably  a  lot  more. 

Mr.  NOHRIS.     Yes.  ^         w.  ».  .  >i#»  ^ 

Mr    FR.\ZIEB.     And  the  fact  that  there  is  a  high  tariff  on 

these  goods  gives  the  retailer  a  chance  to  boost  his  pric^  still 

higher,  and  charge  these  exorbitant  prices,  and  make  exorbitant 

Mr  NORRI8.  There  is  something  addeil  by  the  inannfac- 
turer  the  jobber,  the  wholesaler,  and  the  retailer,  and  with 
some  reason.  If  the  price  is  enlianced,  all  of  these  people  must 
have  more  money  invested  in  order  to  do  the  business;  and  that 
costs  h«.mcthiiiB.  and  they  are  entitled  to  an  Income  on  It.  So 
when  the  consumer  pets  bold  of  the  product,  he  does  not  pay  the 
tariff  once  only ;  he  pays  it  probably  three  or  four  times. 

Mr  BROOKHART.  Mr.  rresident.  I  wi.<h  to  remark  that 
the  speech  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr,  Noaais]  Is  the 
greatest  I  have  ever  heard  or  read  upon  the  subject  of  the 
tariff  It  ha-s  brought  out  the  real  question  in  reference  to  this 
protective  system,  and  that  is  excess  proflt.s.  They  can  not  be 
contr<iUcd  by  the  mere  raising  or  lowering  of  rates.  The  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  If  it  protects  these  InsUtutions, 
must  go  into  the  question  of  their  profits,  and  must  control 
them-  and  since  they  ask  the  pn»tectlon  of  the  Government 
they  must  concede  the  right  of  the  Government  to  control  those 

ilr  President,  I  rose  particularly  to  reply  to  the  Senator 
rrom  South  Carolina  [Mr.  BuaseI.  He  referred  to  some  con- 
feren«-e  or  coalition  between  the  farm  leaders  aud  the  Demo- 
crats in  reference  to  the  agricultural  schedule.  I  want  to  tell 
him  that  ,  moog  the  progressive  group  on  this  side  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  FaAxtix]  and  myself  were  especially 
lot»klng  after  the  agricultural  schedules.  We  have  prepared  and 
will  probably  offer  ab<iut  50  or  60  amendments  to  the  agricul- 
tural schedules.  The  only  people  in  that  conference  were  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  and  myself.  The  amendments  have 
not  yet  been  submlttetl  even  to  the  progressive  group  on  this 
side.  They  probably  will  be  so  submitted  before  they  are 
offered.  I  have  only  talked  to  one  Democrat  about  one  amend- 
ment, and  he  did  not  agree  with  me :  ?o  there  is  no  agreement 
alxMit  any  schedule  or  anything  of  the  kind. 

The  firm  organlxations  sent  a  statement  of  their  desires  in 
writing,  openly  and  plainly  and  aboveboard,  to  every  Senator. 
The  Senator  from  South  CartUlna  got  that,  the  same  as  I  did: 
and  where  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  and  I  have  agreed  to 
them  we  have  embodied  their  Ideas  In  the  amendments  we  will 
oiDft"r.  In  some  cases  we  have  changed  them  where  we  did  not 
think  they  were  efficient,  adoijuate.  or  where  we  thought  the 
rate  was  too  high :  and  that  Is  exactly  the  situation.  No  Demo- 
crat but  one  has  been  asked  by  me  to  consider  any  one  of  these 
rates,  and  that  was  only  one  rate,  and  he  did  not  agree  to  that 

one. 

So  the  puWIcatloo  of  this  Mr.  Arnold  is  decidedly  in  error: 
and.  by  the  way.  who  is  this  Mr.  Arnold?  He  is  another  decoy 
duck  of  this  high  financial  crowd  that  is  sent  in  here  to  corrupt 
the  farm  leaders.  Two  or  three  weeks  ago  I  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  lobby  committee  t»>  the  fact  that  some  of  the  farm 
leaders  were  being  influenced  In  this  way  by  this  financial 
CTt>wd :  and  I  never  saw  Mr.  Aniold.  None  of  our  crowtl,  I 
think,  ever  saw  him.  He  never  consulted  with  us  and  he  has 
no  right  to  speak  for  us  or  what  we  will  do  in  any  particular 
whatsHjerer. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  Preeldent,  will  the  Senator  yldd? 


he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa  yield 

he  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

r.  BROOKHART.     Yes;  I  yield. 

T.  NORRIS.     The  Senator  is  referring  to  Mr.  Arnold.     That 

he  same  person  who  has  been  testifying  for  several  days 
re  the  lobby  committee? 
^r.  BROOKHART.  Yes;  that  is  the  fellow  who  bn)ught 
StJ.te  senators  and  editors  down  from  my  State  especially  to 
RUi  round  Congressman  Ramseteb  and  Congressman  Gbken  on 
the  tax  question  some  years  ago,  but  that  failed. 

Ir.  NORRIS.     That  is  the  same  fellow  who  operates  two  or 
three  different   organizations  under  different   names?     For  in- 
stil nee,  the  National  Taxpayers'  League  is  one  of  them  and  the 
Tariff  League  is  another  one? 
ilr.  BROOKHART.     Ye.s. 

dr.  NORRIS.  And  he  goes  over  the  country  collecting 
m<  nev  from  Tom,  Dick,  and  Harry? 

dr'  BROOKHART.  I  think  he  Is  a  full-blooded  financial 
racketeer.     I  think  there  is  no  doubt  about  It. 

dr.  NORRIS.  And  he  is  the  same  man  who  was  shown 
be  ore  the  lobby  committee  to  have  been  a  spy,  getting  into  the 
coincils  of  the  so-called  farm  members  and  conveying  their 
in  ormation  to  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  so-called   farm 

gr  lup?  , 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     He  claimed  to  do  that,  but  he  conveyed 

fa  se  information. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Perhaps  he  sold  out  both  the  men  who  em- 
ployed him  and  the  men  from  whom  ho  got  his  information. 
S<me  of  these  false  lenders  do,  and  they  often  do  that  with  the 
farmers.  He  is  not  the  only  man  who  tries  to  represent  and 
cl  dm  to  represent  farmers,  and  who  in  reality  represents  some- 
b<:dy  else. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  It  Is  shown  that  one  of  the  farm  lead- 
eis  was  on  his  pay  roll  at  $100  a  month. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  the 
S-'nator  from  Iowa  state  that  there  has  l>een  no  caucus  or 
aireement  between  the  Democrats  and  progressives.  I  was 
stmewhat  surprised  when  I  read  a  statement  In  the  paper, 
SI  pposed  to  be  a  part  of  this  man  Arnold's  testimony,  as 
f<  Hows : 

[From  the  Washington  Herald,  November  8,  1929] 

Informed  of  an  alleged  tariff  agreement  between  Senate  Democrats 
aid  Inaurgenfa  at  a  meeting  of  the  farm  lobbyists,  Arnold  Immt'dlately 
ctnveyed  thif  Information  by  lettor  to  Senator  Watsok,  Bepublican 
leider,  and  Senator  Bekd  (Republican),  of  Pennsylvunla. 

The  agreement,  as  Arnold  told  It,  was  to  the  effect  that  the  Iniur- 
g«  nts  could  write  the  rates  In  the  Smoot-Hawley  tariff  bill  as  a  reward 
f<  r  supporting  the  Democrats  In  opposition  to  the  flexible  provisions. 

Arnold  quoted  Senators  Bkookhakt,  of  Iowa,  and  Frazikr,  of  North 
Cikota,  both  Republican  lusurjP'nts,  as  authority  for  this  statement, 
a  though  admitting  that  neither  one  attended  the  meeting  of  tta« 
1(  bbjlsts. 

I  was  thinking  at  the  time  that  that  was  false.  Applying  the 
l<  gal  maxim  to  Mr.  Arnolds  testimony,  "  False  in  one,  false  in 
a  1."  possibly  the  committee  making  this  investigation  might  get 
s  «ne  witnesses  who  tell  the  truth. 

Personally  I  have  no  objection  to  any  testimony  that  may  be 
brought  out.  During  the  four  and  one-half  jears  I  have  been 
ill  this  body  I  have  not  been  approached  by  a  lobbyist.  I  have 
not  talked  to  one.  Some  gentlemen  have  come  to  my  office  and 
Slid  they  wanted  to  talk  with  me  about  a  certain  matter.  I 
a  Iways  tell  them  where  I  stand.  Then  I  tell  them  that  there  Is 
cot  any  use  to  take  up  my  time  or  theirs;  that  that  is  the  way 
I  am  going  to  vote,  either  for  or  against  a  proposition.  Noth- 
i  »g  that  they  can  say  can  change  me.  If  they  are  on  my  side, 
tiere  Is  not  any  use  of  them  to  take  up  my  time  talking  to  me; 
and  If  they  are  on  the  other  side,  there  Is  not  any  use  talking, 
because  I  will  not  change.  When  I  make  up  my  mind  as  to 
\  hat  I  think  Is  best  for  South  Carolina,  I  vote  that  way,  re- 
!B  ardless  of  what  anybody  else  says  about  it  or  thinks  about  It 

So  far  as  the  coalition  Is  concerned,  I  rather  think  that  when 
t  le  time  comes,  the  propre.sslves  will  And  Moses  with  his  REia» 
leading  them  out  of  the  wilderness  of  the  coalition,  and  they 
\rill  be  found  sitting  at  the  fireside  of  Republican  regularity; 
and  at  the  next  presidential  election  they  will  support  the  old- 
1  ne  Republicans.  It  was  so  in  1928,  ^nd  so  will  be  In  1932. 
1  he  DenKK'rats,  having  given  them  all  they  want,  can,  as  usual. 
e  mile. 

Mr.  President,  In  reference  to  the  tariff  bill,  I  a.sk  permission 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  letter  from  the  Bailey-Lebby 
Co.,  of  Charleston,  S.  C,  which  I  think  is  of  some  lmi)ortance 
in  reference  to  the  Russian  luml)er  which  is  being  sent  into  tliis 
<  ountry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  letter  will 
le  printed  in  the  IUecojux 


1929 


CONGEESSIONAL  EECORD— SENATE 


5339 


r"!: 


The  letter  Is  as  follows: 

Chaklbston,  S.  C.  November  6,  i9l». 

Hon.  CoLB  L.  Blbas*. 

Senator,  United  Statea  Senate.  Wathington.  D.  C. 

Sii  It  has  Just  been  brought  to  our  attention  that  the  soviet  au- 
tborltles  in  Russia  have  expended  quite  a  sum  of  money  to  equip  very 
large  and  modern  sawmills  for  the  purpose  of  marketing  their  'ores  s 
that  they  confiscated  in  their  revolution.  They  propose,  with  their 
pauper  labor,  to  flood  the  United  States  with  this  product.  The  steamers 
that  will  transport  this  lumber  are  manned  by  forced  pauper  labor. 
As  their  timber  holdings  cost  them  nothing  and  their  labor  practically 
nothing,  they,  of  course,  are  In  position  to  ruin  the  lumber  Industry  on 
the  South  Atlantic.  ^        ,         ,  , 

As  we  all  know,  It  costs  a  great  deal  more  to  employ  American  labor 
and  pay  them  a  living  wage.  There  are  many  millions  of  doUars  In- 
rested  m  the  lumber  Industry  and  this  Industry  has  had  a  very  hard 
time  m  the  last  few  years,  and  we  feel  that  the  Industry  and  Its  labor 
should  be  protected  In  every  way  possible ;  but  we  understand  that  the 
new  tariff  bill  which  is  now  being  considered  In  Congress  contemplates 
keeping  lumber  on  the  free  list,  and  we  feel  that  it  would  be  manifestly 
unfair  under  the  conditions  that  exist,  that  our  people  should  be  ruined 
and  beggared  and  that  these  United  States  should  enrich  Soviet  Russia 
that  is  doing  all  It  possibly  can  and  will  use  the  money  made  from  this 
lumber  to  disrupt  and.  If  possible,  break  up  our  present  form  of  gov- 
ernment, and  we  earnestly  ask  that  your  best  efforts  be  used  to  see  that 
this  Industry  Is  well  and  properly  protected. 

Thanking  you  In  advance  for  anything  that  you  may  be  able  to  do 
toward  this  end,  we  are. 
Yours  very  truly, 

THB  BAIL«T-LaBBT  CO., 

W.   8.   Stevbns, 
Vice  Pretident  and  Treasurer. 

Mr  BLEASE  subsequently  said :  Mr.  President,  this  morning 
I  made  some  remarks  in  reference  to  a  certain  situation  which 
was  testified  to  yesterday  by  Mr.  Arnold.  I  have  been  handed 
an  article  appearing  In  the  Journal  of  Commerce  and  Commer- 
lui  New  York  Thursday.  November  7,  1929.  entitled  "  Protec- 
jSLf Group  lieieated  as  Senate  Cuts  Pig  Iron  T^lff."  This 
article  is  bv  Mr.  Clarence  L.  Liuz,  and  Is  dated  Washington. 
?n  the  article  he  states  somewhat  exactly  what  Mr.  Arnold  has 
t^tifled  1  desire  to  ask  that  In  connection  w  th  my  remarks 
made  previously  this  morning  I  may  have  Inserted  in  the 
Rbcobd  this  article,  that  there  may  be  some  explanation  of  the 
mf^T  by  someb..dy  on  one  side  or  the  other  of  the  Chaniber 

The  VICE  PRE.SIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  article  is  as  follows: 
PKOTEOTION18T  OaoDP  DwEATiD  AS  Sbnatb  cuts   Pig  Irok  TAairr— 

Ppboponkvts  or  HioH  Rates  Capitllatb  Whin  D.ttt  Is  Put  on  Old 

Basis— FCBTHBR   DsraNSB   Futilb   Is    Rkkd's   Opinion— Democbats 

AND     PbOOBBBSIVBB      FACB     SPLIT     AS      FOBMBB      WiLL     0PP08B     FINAL 

Pabsaob 

By  Clarence  L.  Llns 

Washington,  November  6.— Complete  capitulation  of  the  protectionist 
rroup  to  the  coalition  of  progressives  and  Democrats  rewriting  the 
Hawley-Smoot  tariff  bill  to^y  followed  the  reversal  of  the  Finance 
Committee  In  Its  proposal  respecting  pig  Iron.  By  a  vote  of  48  to  oO 
the  Senate  adopted  a  rate  of  75  cents  per  ton  upon  pig  Iron,  the  rate 
originally  contataed  In  the  Fordney  McCumber  Act.  but  Increased  by  the 
Coolidge  proclamation  to  $1.12\4  per  ton  the  day  the  McNary-Haugeu 
bUl  was  vetoed.     The  Finance  Committee  recommended  |1.50  per  ton. 

Pig  iron  is  one  of  the  Important  commodities  contained  In  the  metete 
achedule.  ranking  in  political  Interest  with  manganese  ore,  w»»lch  the 
Finance  Committee  had  relegated  to  the  free  list,  the  present  P'obab Ulty 
being  that  a  high  rate  of  duty  on  this  wUl  be  written  Into  the  bUl  by 

the  coalition.  .         «^  .  t.* 

The  discussion  over  the  probable  fate  of  the  bill  this  afternoon  brought 

to  light  many  things. 

To-morrow  morning  in  Senator  William  E.  Bobah'b  office  the  pro- 
gressives will  meet  to  dl8«?u88  strategy.  The  progressives  were  to-day 
furnished  by  the  Democrats  with  a  list  of  commodlUes  In  the  various 
schedules  yet  to  be  considered  with  respect  to  which  the  Democrats  want 
either  decreases  from  or  increases  above  the  rates  recommended  by  the 
Finance  Committee. 

MAKE    LIST   op   P08»«IBLB    CHANGES 

The  list  was  presented  by  Senator  F.  M.  Simmons,  of  North  Carolina. 
In    charge   of    the    Democratic    attack    on    the    bill,    to    Senator    BM 
La  Follbttb,  of  Wisconsin,  secretary  of  the  progressive  bloc.     \*lth  It 
was  an  invitation  to  the  progressives  to  express  themselves  thereon  and 
to  augment  it  with  such  commodities  that  they  may   have  a  like  In- 

^'^  Such  "commodities  as  are  not  mentioned  in  the  combined  Usts  of  the 
two  political  groups  will  be  subject  to  little  or  no  discussion.  In  thU 
way  it  is  hoped  by  their  leaders  to  diminish  somewhat  of  oratory  In  an 


organised  way.  Of  course,  no  one  can  prevent  an  Individual  Senator 
from  gushing  as  much  as  he  may  desire  upon  any  rate  in  which  he  may 
evince  an  Interest,  hot  organised  controversies  are  to  be  sidestepped  as 
much  as  possible. 

It  was  learned  to-day  that  there  have  been  continuing  discussions 
between  the  leaders  of  the  progressives  and  Democrats  and  perhaps 
dally  exchanges  of  views.  Therf  Is  a  determination  to  rewrite  the  bUl 
from  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  but  there  is  no  guaranty  that  the  blU  wUl 
be  passed  at  alL 

There  appears  to  be  a  most  astonishing  situation  brewing  In  tfte 
Senate  In  that  when  the  bill  comes  up  for  a  final  vote  the  Democrats 
will  stand  "regular"  In  their  opposition  to  protection  and  oppose  Its 
final  passage.  Some  of  the  so-called  regular  Republicans— Including 
Senators  Rbbd.  Mobbb,  and  Boob— have  expressed  some  doubt  as  to  their 
ability  to  "  swallow  "  the  mangled  measure  as  It  comes,  released  from 
the  opponents  of  the  Hawley-Smoot  bill. 

WBW  coalition  IK  omMO 
It  was  made  to  appear  to-day  that  the  progressives  are  about  to  find 
themselves  In  the  rather  unhappy  political  situation  of  perhaps  facing 
a  new  coalition  of  stand-pat  Republicans  and  low-tariff  Democrats  oppos- 
ing the  passage  of  the  bill,  and  themselves  advocating  Its  adoption. 

That  such  a  possibility  may  become  an  actuality  was  stated  to-day  by 
one  high  In  Democratic  circles  in  the  explanation  that  while  the  Demo- 
crats were  doing  all  possible  to  make  the  Finance  Committee  rates  con- 
form to  Democratic  principles,  there  would  be  no  opportunity  to  change 
the  multitude  of  rates  of  the  present  law  left  unchanged  in  the  com- 
mittee processes  of  revision.  From  a  Democratic  viewpoint,  this  spokes- 
man said  he  did  not  see  how  the  bill  could  be  made  acceptable,  but  he 
qualified  his  statement  by  explaining  that  much  could  happen  between 
now  and  the  time  of  final  action,  and  it  would  devolve  upon  each  Indi- 
vidual Senator  to  determine  his  course  of  action  for  himself. 

On  the  occasion  of  the  formation  of  a  coalition  in  former  years  in 
the  matter  of  rewriting  tax  legislation.  It  was  the  progressives  who 
at  the  last  moment  deserted  the  Democrats  and  returned  to  the  Repub- 
lican fold.  Induced  to  do  so  by  compromises.  Now,  perhaps,  they  are  to 
have  a  taste  of  their  own  medicine,  made  more  bitter,  however,  by 
their  responsibility  to  their  own  constituents.  Even  If  the  bill  is 
passed  In  the  proposed  form.  It  Is  doubtful  If  It  will  be  acceptable  to 
the  House ;  but  now  It  aeems  there  Is  a  possibility  that  the  measure  may 
not  go  to  conference. 

In  the  vote  to  reduce  the  rate  on  pig  Iron  the  progressive  bloc  was 
somewhat  augmented,  for  there  were  19  who  voted  with  the  29  Demo- 
crats. whUe  only  4  Democrats  voted  with  the  26  reguUrs  In  opposing 
the  reduction.     The  roll  call  was  as  follows : 

Those  voting  for  the  Barkley  75  per  cent  rate  were: 
BepubUcans,  1ft— Blaine,  Borah,  Brookhart,  Capper,  Cutting,  Fraxler, 
Howell,    Johnson.    La    Follette,    McNary,    Norbeck,    Norria.    Nye.    Pine. 
Sackett    Schall,  Steiwer,  Thomas  (Idaho),  and  Waterman. 

Democrats.  29— Ashurst,  Barkley,  Black.  Blease,  Bratton,  Brock,  Cara- 
way, Connally.  Copeland,  Fletcher,  George,  Harris,  Harrison,  Hawes. 
Hayden,  McKellar.  Overman,  Sheppard,  Simmons,  Smith.  Steck.  Steph- 
ens. Thomas  (Oklahoma).  Trammell.  Tydlngs.  Wagner.  Walsh  (Btassa- 
chusetts),  Walsh    (Montana),   and   Wheeler. 

Against  the  Barkley  motion,  30 ;  Republicans,  26. 

Couxens.  Dale,  Deneen,  Edge,  Fess,  Glenn,  Goff,  Goldsborongh.  Qonld. 
Greene,  Hale,  Hastings.  Hatfield,  Hebert,  Kean,  Keyes,  Metcalf.  Moses, 
Oddle,   Phlpps,    Reed,   Shortrldge,   Smoot,  Townsend.   Vandenberg.    and 

Walcott.  "  _       .  .. 

Democrats.  4— Broussard.   Heflln,  Kendrtck,  and  Ransdell. 

Pairs— Jones,  Swanson ;  King.  Warren;  McMaster,  PatterBon ;  Rob- 
inson (Arkansas),  Watson;  Shlpstead,  Robinson  (IndUna). 


VIEWS    DBTBNSB    rCTILB 

These  results,  according  to  Senator  Rbbo.  of  Pennsylvania,  who  Is  hi 
cbsrge  of  the  metals  schedule,  emphasise  the  "  otter  futility  "  of  fur- 
ther defeuBe  of  Finance  Committee  amendments,  "  Further  discusBlon 
from  those  of  us  who  believe  In  a  protective  Uriff  U  utterly  wasted." 
said  Senator  Rbbd.  He  declared  that  all  the  talk  about  a  competitive 
tariff  to  furnish  equaUty  to  American  production  with  the  cheap  coolie 
Ubor  of  India  was  all  "political  eyewash."  The  action  of  the  Senate 
upon  the  pig  Iron  rate,  he  contended,  speaks  louder  than  words. 

The  fiery  PennsylvanUn  was  taken  to  task  on  several  occasions 
again  to-day  by  Senators  who  resented  his  castlgatlona.  Senator 
NOBB.8  Nrtraska.  accused  Rbbd  of  violating  the  rule,  of  ordinary 
^port^anshlP  He  «Ud  that  after  a  whole  day  spent  In  debate  the 
SenatThad  declined  «»methlng  contrary  to  ««"'«  -"sll'^iu"'  "t 
thP  latter  proceeded  to  deliver  a  long  lecture  on  the  schedule.  Ho 
sJ^d  tCt  "  ir^conduct  ourselves  along  this  Une  "^wUl  not  t>e  long 
^fore  we  become  a  mob.  We  are  not  always  going  to  submit  to  thl. 
Jtnd  of  crlS      I  am  unwilling  day  after  day  to  be  accused  of  being 

''ToB."3ei\"li^r;7be  not  a  free  trader,  and  considered 
himself  a  protectionist,  but.  he  urged,  an  embargo  tariff  would  per- 
muThe  Upbuilding  of  truBts  and  monopolle.  to  the  Injury  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people. 


'.^ 
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"  I  thtnk  the  trtloB  of  tV  Sonafr  an  the  first  two  sch*>dnle«  «nd  on 
th«>  tint  Item  of  the  third  schMuJ*  demonstrstM  the  utter  futility  of 
■ny  fnrthrr  anfument  from  a«."  said  Reco. 

"  You  »r«-  t*>\ng  to  h«Te  y.-ur  way.  Xothlnjc  we  ran  do  Is  going  to 
make  any  difference,  and  whether  we  talk  10  inlnnte«i  or  10  hours.  It 
t«  not  going  to  ehang.'  your  rotes.  I  had  hoped  that  an  agreement 
was  going  to  he  entwed  Into  for  limitation  of  debate. 

"The  coalition  has  ma.le  np  Its  mind  to  knock  out  every  Increase 
In  fh.-.e  industrial  r:it.  *.  and  we  might  Just  as  well  go  ahead  and  have 
done  with  If.  Then  the  bill  will  go  to  conference  and  the  House  and 
Senate  will  never  *gnr.  bat  we  will  at  least  be  rid  of  It  and  can  go 
on  with  our  routine  business." 

Senator  IIorah.  perhaps  sensing  the  trend  of  the  present  situation, 
wb^  it  appeared  that  several  Senators  w.^n-  about  to  express  their 
nwr-n'ment  of  the  Beed  "  lecture."  eipressed  ttje  hope  that  "  the  ?*nate 
will  go  shead  and  do  exactly  what  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr  RKKi>|  said  we  are  going  t.<  do:  that  1k.  to  rewrite  this  bill."  He 
r«itrrnt<(|  the  Intention  of  the  roalltlon  to  do  Just  this. 

The  pig  In.n  rate  wan  In  part  attributed  by  Senator  Walsh  (Demo- 
crat, of  MasjMirbusetts.  to  the  fact,  as  he  said,  little  Interest  bad  been 
shown  In  the  rates  In  the  flrst  paragraph  of  the  metals  schedule.  He 
sssertMl  that  he  bad  not  received  a  single  letter  from  anyone  rrspact- 
init  t»M»e  cwOim<M5tles  and  he  concluded  that  but  •  staall  number  of 
perwns  carrd  what  was  done  with  them. 

Id  the  coBs»4leratloii  of  thr  rscotnroendatlons  of  the  eommltte*  lb« 
■mate  Iwtk  artlon  on  17  rate  changes. 

In  parugrapb  211  Ul  "f  the  bill  the  lienKK-rats  succeeded  In  bavloc 
liMofp«rsl«l  in  the  srctlon.  "  glasa  chandeliers  and  artkUs  In  chief 
value  of  prUms  al  the  ral**  of  3<>  p<r  cent  ad  valoram,"  Unilcr  tba 
rtcirmmrndatlons  of  the  /•«»ujniUfee  these  articles  were  to  snter  tba 
ITnltsd  Niatrt  ta  p«rta  of  Illuminating  artl'les  at  the  rate  of  «0  p*r 
cant  ad  ralorem,  Nroator  llAaaisoN  (Ueroo<rat),  of  Mlaalsslppl.  also 
BuccerUMl  In  baring  the  rata  on  glass  globes  and  abad^a  reduced  from 
M  per  cent,  aa  iwomnw  nded  by  tba  committee,  to  70  per  cent  ad 
valorem. 

An  amendment  was  also  made  to  paragraph  (e)  of  tba  same  section, 
which  provides  for  the  Importation  of  bottles  and  jars.  Tbls  amcnd- 
otent  provides  that  glaas  jars  produc-ed  by  aotomatle  machinery  shall 
be  aaaesaed  for  duty  at  th«  rate  of  65  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  when 
not   so  produced  the  rate  shall  l>e  75  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

It  was  explained  by  Senator  Evr.t  (Republican),  of  New  Jeraey,  In 
eppo»lng  thU  amendment  that  there  were  only  four  glaas-blowlng  plants 
In  the  United  States  which  do  this  work  by  hand,  and  one  of  thes*.  In 
New  Jersey,  baa  be.-n  forced  to  close  down  because  of  foreign  Importa- 
tions. He  estimated  that  about  4,000  workers  were  involved  in  this 
Industry,  and  he  declared  that  the  82  ^  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  Im- 
powd  on  buttlea  and  jars  was  needed  In  order  to  keep  the  industry  In 
operation. 

Another  amendment  which  had  the  effect  of  redcdng  the  duty  was 
placed  In  the  bill  by  the  Democrata.  This  amendment  provided  for 
striking  out  the  words  "  cylinder,  crown,  and  ehcet "  In  paragraph  221 
pertaining  to  rolled  giasa  or  window  glnaa.  The  duty  on  rollt.>d  glasa 
was  left  the  same  aa  in  the  Uouae  bill  and  will  be  th«  aame  aa  that 
tmt>osed  on  plate  glasa.  which  la  to  be  computed  on  th«  baaia  of  ao  many 
sqiiare  Inches. 

The  ISH-ceat  rate  recommended  by  the  committee,  which  Is  a  reduc- 
tion of  9hk  canta  under  the  Hoase  rate  on  plate  glaaa  for  mirrors,  waa 
adopt(>d  This  amendment  was  agreed  to  with  practically  no  debate. 
The  TtS  per  cent  rate  recomnocnded  for  glass  ruled  and  manufactured  for 
photographic  reproduction  was  alao  agreed  to. 

In  paragraph  210.  relating  to  carbona  and  electrodea.  the  committee's 
smeiMlmeat  providing  for  a  rate  of  60  per  cent  on  these  commo«1lties. 
which  nn"  less  than  one-half  Inch  In  diameter,  was  adopted,  and  alao  the 
rate  of  45  per  c«»t  for  those  of  one-half  Inch  and  over. 

Two  amendments  to  tike  first  paragraph  In  Schedule  3  met  with  the 
ebjectlona  of  the  Benate.  and  the  committees  recommendatioD  of  |1  per 
too  on  splegeleisen  waa  rejected  aud  the  Uouae  rate  of  75  cents  waa 
accepted.  The  commlttee'a  propoaal  for  a  rate  of  $2  per  ton  on  granular 
or  apoage  iron  was  also  rejected. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma5waohu.«»ett»,  Mr.  President,  may  I  Inqnlre 
of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  to  what  Incident  the  Senator 
refers? 

Mr.  BLEASE.  The  inqniry  is  whether  the  Democrats  or  cer- 
tain I>em«xTats  have  held  a  caucus  or  conference.  In  the  article 
which  I  have  Jnst  reo'lved  pennisslon  to  have  printed  in  the 
Rkcord  It  is  .>«tate«l  that  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr 
Simmons]  actually  presented  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
La  Foixrrn:!.  if  I  may  he  permitted  to  rail  names,  the  scbedul*^ 
open  which  tbey  could  agree.  If  anything  of  that  sort  is  going 
on.  I  think  all  of  the  Senators  ought  to  Icnow  it  and  not  just  two 
or  three  Senators. 

My  particular  Interest  in  the  matter  is  because  In  my  State 
we  h«Te  a  very  peculiar  situation.  After  Senator  McLaurln  and 
Senator  TlUman  had  their  differences  in  the  Senate,  Senator  Till- 
D«D   was  instrumental   in  liaviug  inserted  in  the  constitution 
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of  he  Democratic  Party  In  my  State  a  provision  which  requires 
evtry  man  who  offers  himself  as  a  candidate  for  the  United 
Stiites  Senate  or  House  of  R«>presentatives  to  take  an  oath  as 
fol  ows : 

1  win  support  the  political  principles  and  policies  of  the  Democratic 
Pa  ty,  and  work  In  accord  with  my  Democratic  assoclatea  in  Congress  on 
all  party  questions. 

.'oiisequently,  there  are  some  questions  here  which  I  might  not 
ag  -ee  to  personally  or  which  I  might  oppose  personally,  but  under 
thi'  oath  which  I  have  taken  in  my  primary  if  a  majority  of  my 
CO  leatfues  vote  in  one  way  or  the  other  I  am  bound  to  do  like- 
wise.  I  am  willing  to  do  that  if  the  Democrats  hold  a  caucus 
or  conference,  whichever  it  may  be  called,  and  I  am  in  it. 

[  want  to  curry  out  that  oath,  and  I  do  not  want  to  be,  nor  do 
1    iroix)se  to  be,  bound  by  two  or  three  men  on  either  side  of 

Mr.  BAIIKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICK  PIIESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr,  BI.EASK.     Certainly, 

Mr.  HA  UK  LEY.  1  have  not  H«'n  the  article  referred  to,  but 
at  a  mvmlH.'r  of  Uie  Finance  Comiiiittfe  I  can  atiit«  to  the  Hen- 
nior  tliat  tliere  has  l)e<'n  no  caufua  not  only  of  Dem<x'rats  geii- 
<Mully  but  of  the  Finance  Comuilttee.  except  now  and  then  wo 
d(»  K«'l  totft'tlier  nnd  talk  about  the  a(-hi<diil(>«  that  will  probably 
rimn  up  during  the  u*'Xt  day  ur  iwo,  au  ns  lo  outline  th^;  In- 
f.  rmHllon  ami  Hnd  out  exartly  wluit  is  likely  to  come  up  for 
d  N|*oMitlou.  I  ri'|)eflt,  thi're  has  Im'cii  im*  cuucun.  ho  agfMMnent, 
n>  undemtanUliig,  no  fur  aa  I  know,  among  Democrats  or  any* 
b)dy  elM*  US  to  lu-lu'duies  or  as  to  rale«t  getK'rnlly  in  tlie  bill. 
V'e  are  trying  to  deal  with  situations  as  we  n'ach  thctu  in  ctwh 
oiie  of  tlie  whedulcM  and  <'a<h  one  of  tlie  paracraplm,  but  there 
has  been  no  caucus  and  no  effort  to  have  any  caucus,  either 
auiong  I>eniocrats  generally  or  among  sinall  group*  of  I>emo* 
rtats,  undertaking  to  bind  aQ>body  as  to  how  he  shall  vote  on 
ally  rate  of  tariff  in  thix  bill. 

Mr.  BLEAHE.  Mr.  President.  I  accept  absolutely  whot  th« 
Senator  from  Kentticky  nays.  l)ut  I  want  to  carry  out  my  pledg* 
t>  my  people,  and  I  exi)ect  to  carry  it  out. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusett*.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PHESIDK.NT.     Does  the  Senator  from  South  Caro* 
I  na  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachu.setts? 
Mr.  BLEASE.    With  pleasure. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu.setts.  I  think  I  have  heard  the 
S  enator  state  on  several  occasions  that  he  never  attended  any 
larty  caucus. 

Mr.  BI.£ASE.  I  never  have  attended  but  one  since  I  have 
teen  here,  and  never  expect  to  do  so  again  unless  couditiong 
<  hange. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  So  that  the  Senator  U  not 
I  ound  by  any  caucus  which  misht  be  held. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  No,  Mr.  l'rcsid<*nt ;  and  I  do  not  propose  to  be 
lound. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  should  like  to  inquire  of 

(he  Senator  if  he  is  notified  when  the  Democrats  hold  a  caucus? 

Mr.    BLEASE.     I    want    to    be    thoroughly    understood,    Mr, 

*re8ldent.    My  oath  does  not  require  me  to  attend  any  caucuses, 

•ecausi'  my  people  know  me  and  they  know  I  do  not  attend 

ucusea. 

Mr.    WALSH    of   Massachusetts.     D<ies    the   Senator   receive 
otice  of  any  caucuses  which  are  held  the  same  as  every  other 
mocrat  ? 

Mr.    BI-.E.\SE.     No,    sir.      There    have    been    caucuses    held 

ere — at  least  I  have  been  told  they  have  been  held  here;  I  do 

ot  know  about  that — that  I  never  beard  anything  about  until 

fterward.s,  and  I  want  it  distinctly  imderst(XKl  that  I  am  not 

Kmd  to  attend  caucuses,  nor  could  I  be  bound  by  any  caucus. 

y  oath  requires  me  to  vote  with  the  majority  of  my  party  on 

rty  questions,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  let  a  party  question  be 

lomething  that  is  decidetl  by  any  two  men  on  this  side  of  the 

?hamber  or  by  any  group  of  men  on  either  side  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr.    SIMMONS.      Mr.    I'resident,    the    Senator    from    South 

i^arolina  talks  about  caucuses,  held,  I  presume  he  means,  by 

he  membership  on  this  side  of  the  ChambtM-.     I  want  to  say 

o  the  Senator  that  if  there  has  U-en  any  caucus  of  the  Demo- 

rrats   or   of   any    of    the    Democrats,    except    members    of    the 

finance  Committee,  with  reference  to  the  rates  or  the  amend- 

nents  that  we  have  acted  upon  or  that  are  to  be  acted  upon, 

have  not  heard  of  it. 

Of  course,  the  minority  members  of  the  committee  have  had 
inferences  among  themselves  with  reference  to  the  manage- 
ueut  of  the  bill,  and  with  reference  to  proposed  amendments 
0  the  bill;  but  there  has  been  no  caucus  of  Democrats  out- 
lide  of  a  few  meetings  of  the  minority  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee. 


-•4.- 


I  understand  that  before  I  came  into  the  Chamber  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina  had  commented  uf>ou  certain  amend- 
ments that  minority  members  of  the  committee  had  submitted 
to  and  discussed  with  certain  members  of  Uie  so-called  pro- 
gressives on  the  other  side  of  the  floor.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
not  a  secret— the  country  knows  it;  nobody  wants  to  conceal 
the  fact  that  there  is  harmony  of  thought  and  opinion  with 
reference  to  many  of  the  rates  in  the  pending  bill  between 
this  side  of  the  Chamber  and  a  very  influential  element  upon 
the  other  side  of  the  Chamber.  That  is  the  essence  of  the  so- 
called  "  coalition."  It  Is  a  coalition  that  was  not  brought  about 
by  caucusing,  but  it  is  a  coalition  which  resulted  from  a  union 
of  minds,  the  sameness  of  minds,  with  respect  to  many  questions 
involved  in  the  pending  revision. 

As  ranking  member  of  the  minority  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, I  have  communicated  freely  with  the  Senators  on  the 
other  side  who  are  cooperating  with  us  in  reducing  the  iniquitous 
rates  which  are  carried  in  the  Hou.se  bill  and  the  amendments 
which  have  been  made  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  In- 
creasing those  exCT'ssive  rates.  I  have  informed  them  what 
our  iKwitlon  was  with  reference  to  many  committee  amend- 
ment.s,  and  hare  expregaed  the  hope  that  they  may  be  able  to 
cooiM-rate  with  us  In  the  supjKTt  of  oar  position  with  renpect 
thereto.  They  have  llkewlfe  advlml  me  of  their  attitude  with 
respect  to  certain  pamgraphs  and  amendments  and  have  ex- 
ptvssed  the  d«iilre  that  we  might  be  able  to  cooperate  with 

H^rw  can  we  exiM»ct  cooperation  without  mntUAl  understand- 
Ings?  In  the  flrst  Instance,  tlie  dhM'Osslons  and  r<»tes  upon  this 
floor,  early  after  the  bill  was  taken  up  f<»r  amendmentJi,  dU- 
closed  a  certain  unity  of  mind,  opinion,  and  purpo»<*  betwe<«n 
this  aid*'  of  the  Chamber  and  the  progressive  elcownt  on  the 
otiier  Klde,  with  respect  to  many  featureg  of  the  bill;  and  as  A 
result  of  thi'se  devel<»pments  and  disclosures,  th»'se  conferences 
und  understandings  liave  taken  place,  and  there  ha»  be<'n,  I 
am  glad  to  say,  splendid  cooperation  ui»  to  this  time.  I  hope, 
Mr.  ['resident,  that  that  cooperatifm  will  contlnw  until  the  bill 
Hhail  have  iM-en  rewritten,  and  either  passed  or  rejected.  It  is 
a  ctH)|Kfration  In  which  all  the  people  of  the  country  are  deeply 
interested;  U  1»  a  cooperation  having  for  Its  purpose  aud  ob- 
ject the  relb'f  of  the  maases  of  the  country  against  extortionate 
tariff   taxation   for   the   beneflt   of   a   few   people   and   a    few 

Industries.  ,..„,.     ^       ,.  ^ 

It  Is  an  effort  to  do  that  for  which  the  President  called  us 
together  and  what  he  askeil  us  to  do;  to  do  that  which  the 
platforms  of  both  the  Democratic  and  Republican  I'artiee 
©letlged  themselves  to  do  with  respect  to  agriculture,  namely, 
Mr  President,  to  frame  a  tariff  bill  which  will,  as  nearly  as 
ptxsslble  through  the  tarfff.  bring  about  economic  equality  be- 
tween agriculture  aud  the  other  industries  of  -the  country  and 
to  relieve  this  great  industry,  which  lies  at  the  basis  of  our 
national  prosperity,  of  the  oppressive  and  ruinous  burdens  that 
have  been  imposed  uiKm  it  by  reason  of  unjust  duties  upon  the 
products  which  the  farmer  consumes  and  has  to  buy;  and,  In 
addition,  to  make  such  changes  In  the  rates  of  the  present  law 
as  may  be  deemed  necessary  to  relieve  an  Industry  confronted 
with  excessive  or  undue  foreign  competition.  That  Is  the  basis 
upon  which  we  are  cooperating. 

Mr  President,  we  are  carrying  out  the  pledges  in  these  re- 
spects of  both  parties;  we  are  carrying  out  the  will  of  the 
people-  we  are  acting  In  the  interest  of  the  people:  and  we  are 
acting  openly.  There  is  no  secret  and  will  be  none  about  what 
we  are  doing  upon  this  flo<jr  and  what  we  intend  to  continue 
to  do  It  Is  a  patriotic  work,  an  effort  to  pass  legislation  In 
the  Interest  of  the  whole  people  instead  of  legislation  in  the 
Interest  of  the  classes  and  of  those  who  have  enjoyed  sj«cial 
privileges  under  the  law  and  use  them  to  Impose  unjust  bur- 
dens and  excessive  taxation  upon  the  masses,  not  In  the  interest 
of  the  public  but.  In  many  Instances  solely  in  the  interest  of 
those  trusts  and  monopolies  which  now,  added  by  excessive  tariff 
bounties,  dominate  many  industries  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Possibly  I  will  be  able  to  learn  after  a  while 
what  I  want  to  know.  I  want  to  know  whether  President 
Hoover  in  this  flght  is  backing  Smoot  and  RiXD  and  Bingham 
and  MosES,  or  whether  he  is  backing  Simmons  or  Noaais  and 
La  FoLLrmt 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  undertake  to  say 
whom  the  President  is  backing:  I  do  not  know.  All  I  know 
is  that  he  called  this  special  session  and  declared  the  purpose 
for  which  he  called  It. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Perhaps  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
KocD]  may  be  willing  to  answer  my  question. 

Mr  REED.  I  will  tell  the  Senator,  Mr.  President,  that  In 
so  far  as  the  flexible  tariff  provision  is  concerned  the  President 
seems  to  be  backing  that  portion  of  the  Senate  which  is  led  by 
the  Swoator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]. 


Mr.  BLEASB.     How  about  the  remaining  paragraphs  of  the 
bill,  imluding  the  rates? 
Mr.  REED.    As  to  them,  I  have  not  asked  the  President 
Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President,  instead  of  trying  to  And  out 
what  the  President  thinks,  let  us  find  out  what  we  think  and  - 
proceed  to  write  this  bill. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  do  not  like  to  have  Hoover  Democrata  or 
other  Republicans  write  my  tariff  bill  tor  me. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Then  the  Senator  need  not  vote  for  It 
Mr.  NOHRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  surprised  that  these  ques- 
tions are  being  propounded  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
and  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina.  I  feel  jealous  about  it. 
I  wonder  why  I  have  not  been  asked  what  President  Hoover 
thinks.  I  want  to  find  out  why  I  have  not  been  consulted  about 
It.  Since  I  have  not  been  consulted,  and  nobody  has  asked  me, 
I  do  not  intend  to  tell. 

Mr.  VANDENBEHQ.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  Interest  In  or 
desire  to  comment  on  any  of  the  political  or  biological  personali- 
ties that  have  been  invoIve<l  In  the  morning's  earlier  del»ate. 
Epithets  are  feeble  servants  when  the  Senate  has  a  Job  to  do. 
But  I  want  to  refer  to  my  earlier  colloquy  with  the  8«'nator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Nrt]  simply  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
pleting the  record,  this  being  the  flnrt  opportunity  I  have  had 
to  gain  the  floor. 

My  able  friend  from  North  Dakota  suggi'-stcd  that  the  prwis 
of  his  Htate  was  now  solidified  fK-hind  the  vlewiKilnt  which  he 
and  hU  coalition  colleagues  reiiresent  with  relatiofi  to  the  peiid- 
Ing  tariff,  r'omtdlng  this  to  t>e  partially  tnn»— and  from  the 
yU»wpolnt  of  bis  Mtale  with  some  reason— conciHllng  that  this  Is 
true  in  relation  to  many  tariff  rates,  I  askiHj  him  If  precisely 
the  contrary  was  not  true  In  relstUMi  to  tlia  admlnlstratlre  flexi- 
bility which  has  been  stricken  from  thb  bill. 

This  is  the  thing  which  to  me  b*  a  fundamental  principle  ttiat 
rises  above  all  ratea  In  its  ultimate  importance  both  to  Industry 
and  agriculture,  which,  without  tadff  flexibility,  are  enslaved 
In  static  tariff  chains. 

The  Senator  suggested  to  me  that  i>erUaps  I  miglit  tAttMn 
some  light  In  answer  to  my  queirtlon  if  I  listened  to  an  editorial 
from  the  Fargo  Forum  as  it  was  read  at  the  desk.  1  did  listen, 
and  I  obtained  no  clear  light  uinm  that  imrticular  (|uestbm.  I 
simply  want  my  own  Interrogatory  to  be  sustained  by  one 
exhibit,  I  want  the  Rboobo  In  this  connection  also  to  show 
another  editorial  obsenation  by  this  same  iiaper.  the  Fargo 
Fopim,  upon  the  more  Important  contemplations: 

It  U  difficult  to  understand  this  particular  bloc's  Htand  on  the  flexlhle 
features  pf  the  tariff.  They  are  avowed  friends  of  agriculture.  They 
want  the  agrarian  Industry  placed  on  a  parity  with  others.  The  flexible 
provisions  of  the  tariff  as  now  constituted  are  helpful  to  the  farmers. 

Then  concluding  a  general  discussion  of  the  position  occupied 
by  my  friend  from  North  Daktrta  und  his  coalition  colleagues, 
the  editor  of  the  Fargo  Forum  says : 

It  la  an  easily  understood  position,  but  not  a  tenable  one. 

Mr  President,  this  is  the  .sound  view  in  rcnpect  to  flexibility. 
Tariff  flexibility  is  as  vital  to  agriculture  as  to  Industry.  It  Is 
Indispensable  to  both.  It  must  be  restored  to  this  bill  or  the 
bill  Is  of  doubtful  utility,  no  matter  what  Us  rates  may  be.  No 
amount  of  petulant  crlUclsm  of  the  operation  of  the  flexible 
clause  m  the  past  can  justify  war  upon  the  flexible  clause  now 
and  for  the  future.  The  coalition  erred  when  it  went  to  the 
fatal  length  of  killing  flexibility  and  supporting  a  sham  substi- 
tute My  sole  purpose  at  the  mcwnent  Is  to  show  that  this 
rational  view  Is  held  even  in  those  areas  where  the  rates  In  the 
present  bill  and  the  methods  of  the  committee  reiwrtlng  them 
are  under  heaviest  flre. 

Mr  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  Jnst  one 
word'  about   the  proposition   presented    by   the    Senator    from 

Michigan.  ,.     -  „        »». 

I  will  concede  that  some  of  the  newspapers  who  follow  the 
administration  have  taken  that  view  as  to  the  flexible  tariff. 
We  have  not  been  out  there  yet  to  tell  them  about  he  actual 
facts  of  the  flexible  Urlff.  The  SecTetary  of  Agriculture  him- 
self finds  that  only  13  items  were  considered  in  reference  to 
agriculture  in  the  whole  .even  years  of  the  opi>rntion  of  the 
flexible  tariff,  and  in  those  13  items  there  are  only  two  or  three 
of  those  raises  made  by  the  Tariff  Commission  under  the  flex- 
ible scheme  that  were  effective.  They  were  effective  on  flax 
and  o^e  S  two  other  Items.  But  the  rab^e  from  30  cents  to  42 
cents  on  wheat,  the  biggest  and  most  Important  one,  or  at  east 
Uie  one  that  should  have  l>ecu  the  most  lmi>orUnt,  was  entirely 
UieffecUve ;  and  the  farmers  have  been  obliged  to  take  an  aver- 
age of  about  20  cents  a  bushel  less  for  their  wheat  In  the  North- 
west this  year  than  the  farmers  of  Canada,  as  a  result  of  the 
tariff  situation  and  of  the  Farm  Board  situation  combined. 
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Those  are  the  facts.    This  flexible  tariff  Is  a  thing  without  any 
effect;  it  is  u  mesa  of  pottage  offered  to  the  farmers  of  the 
Northwest.     It  ha»  succeeded,  perhaps.  In  capturing  some  of 
these  etlltors  who  have  not  slied  np  the  situation.    But,  exactly 
M  was  said  by  the  Senator  from  N«>rth  Dakota,  these  eilitors 
are   at    laMt   beginning   to   see   through    the   scheme,   and   see 
thnmgh  the  Idea  of  diverting  the  fanners  from  these  tariff 
whwlules,  and  away  frtmi  making  them  effective,  by  argutog 
that  we  shoold  have  a  flexible  tariff  in  the  Interest  of  agri- 
One  more  matter  I  wart  to  mention.     Actions  of  the  Tariff 
Cofiimiiwlon   under  the   flexible  tariff  have  probably   also,   by 
raising  the  Industrial  rates,  taken  from  the  farmers  more  than 
twice  as  much  as  they  have  given  to  them  in  the  line  of  effective 
rates,  and  the  Senate  has  Just  rescinded  their  action  on  plg- 

Irun  rates.  ^  ^    *  _., 

Those  are  the  facts  of  the  ■ltuatlf»n.  and  those  are  the  facts 
which  wiU  be  fi»Uowed  by  the  farmers  and  by  the  editors  of  the 
N«»rthwest.  ^  ,„  . ,         . 

Mr  NYE  Mr,  President,  the  Senator  from  Michigan  has 
made  reference  to  an  editorial  published  by  the  Fargo  Forum 
In  which  Is  conUlned  this  language  referring  to  the  attitude  of 
the  farm  Woe  in  the  Senate  on  the  flexible  provisions  ol  the 
tariff  bUl : 

It  U  an  estlly  onderrtood  posftton,  bot  not  a  tenatde  om. 

I  know  what  the  Senator  meant  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  when  he  interrupted  me  during  my  previous  remarks, 
and  I  told  him  that  if  he  w<mld  li.sten  to  the  editorial  which 
was  about  to  be  read  from  the  desk  be  might  more  fully  appre- 
ciate the  situation.  Going  back  to  this  editorial  of  another  day. 
In  which  the  editor  expresses  himself  as  of  the  opinion  that  the 
position  of  the  agricultural  group  was  not  a  tenable  one,  I  want 
now  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  to  that 
paragraph  in  the  editorial  which  I  had  read  from  the  desk  this 
morning,  reading  as  follows: 

Om  can  qiwatlon  some  of  the  motlvM  of  tlw  Inaargrata  In  taislatlDc 
on  the  debenture  and  abolition  of  tbe  flexible  clansea.  There  are  two 
Ttew*  to  their  sUnd  on  these  qaeationa.  and  both  are  tenable. 
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Mr.  Pretiideut,  I  merely  want  to  point  out  this  fact,  that  as 
this  tariff  debate  goes  on.  and  the  di^losures  are  being  made 
from  day  to  day  with  relation  to  the  motives  underlying  the 
whole  thing,  out  in  the  Northwest,  even  on  the  part  of  tbo«e 
papers  and  th««e  men  who  have  been  the  best  friends  in  all  time 
of  regular  Republicanism,  there  is  growing  in  minds  a  seriou.s 
doubt  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the  p«iths  they  have  followed. 

Mr.  VANDENBERO.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NYE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBEBG.  I  simply  want  to  make  the  observation 
that  if  the  Senator  w  ants  to  convict  his  leading  editor  of  incon- 
sistency, he  ma.v  undertake  the  effort.  Inconsistency,  if  proven, 
would  somewhat  harmonize  with  the  general  picture,  inasmuch 
as  the  Senator  himself,  it  occurs  to  me,  is  distinctly  inconsistent 
in  his  contemporary  attitude  toward  flexibility  and  his  own  orig- 
inal attitude  upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  BROOKHABT.  On  that  matter  It  seems  to  me  that  even 
an  e<iltor  has  the  right  htwiestly  to  change  his  mind  when  he 
learns  more  of  tlie  facta. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  editors  are  changing  their  minds, 
just  as  men  are  generally,  because  there  are  being  repeated 
disclosures  brought  to  light  from  day  to  day,  indicating  what  Is 
behind  the  program  looking  to  the  accomplishment  of  the  enact- 
ment into  l^islation  of  such  a  bill  as  has  been  laid  before  the 
Senate,  and  laid  before  the  Senate  in  the  name  of  farm  relief. 

Mr.  WAGNER  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  a  question,  if  I  may.  A  momwt  ago  the 
Senator  offered  an  editorial  in  which  there  was  a  statement 
that  President  Hoover  was  In  accord  with  the  attitude  of  the 
insurgents  so  far  as  the  pending  tariff  bill  is  concerned.  In  riew 
of  the  fact  that  there  is  now  no  leadership,  as  I  observe,  in  the 
Republican  ranks,  I  wanted  to  ask  him,  the  President,  after  all. 
being  the  leader  of  the  Republk-an  Party  of  the  Nation,  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  he  is  in  acconl  with  the  attitude  of  the  so-called 
Insursenta  In  Reput>Ucan  runks  on  the  question  of  tariff  legts- 

latlon. 

Mr  NYIL  Mr.  President,  I  would  hesitate  to  place  myself 
In  tbe  Ugbt  of  a  spokesman  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  but  I  hare  yet  to  see  such  a  demonstration  as  ^^ill  indi- 
cate that  the  President's  sympathies  are  with  the  committee 
that  brought  into  this  Chamber  such  a  bill  as  is  before  us  now. 

Mr.  BARKLKY.  Mr.  President.  I  dLslike  to  consume  any 
time  of  the  Senate  on  a  discussion  that  Is  not  necessarily  limited 
to  the  amendment  under  consideration,  but  I  wish  to  comment 
very  briefly  upon  an  article  which  I  saw  In  the  paper  this  mom- 
tng,  wtilph  porpfurta  to  be  an  iuterriew  given  oat  by  the  Hon. 


.  OHW  Q  TiLSON,  Republican  leader  In  the  House  of  Representa- 
Ives,  in  which  he  criticizes  the  Senate  for  the  action  which  it 
las   taken   np  to  date   with    reference   to   the   pending   tariff 

neasure.  .      ,      .     ^w     « 

This  Is  not  the  first  time  the  RepuWlcan  leader  In  the  House 
las  taken  it  upon  him!*elf  to  castigate  the  Senate  for  its  action 
m  this  bill.  About  two  weeks  ago.  in  Atlantic  City,  addressing 
1  convention  of  hardware  manufacturers,  If  I  am  not  mistaken, 
he  Repnbllcan  leader  in  the  House  of  Representatives  ma<ie  the 
innouncement  to  the  country,  through  the  medium  otthl9  hard- 
irare  cf  nvention.  that  unless  the  Senate  passed  the  Mil  practi- 
[rally  as  it  came  from  the  House  there  would  be  no  tariff  legls- 

Mr.  TiLSON  seems  to  have  arrived  back  In  the  city  last  night, 
nnd  he  gave  out  through  the  Associated  Press  a  statement  which 
I  shall  read,  quoting  the  article  In  the  morning  Post,  which  Is 
carried  In  the  Baltimore  Sun  and  New  York  papers,  and  I  pre- 
sume carried  all  over  the  country.    I  read : 

AwerUng  that  the  Senate  bad  "done  a  great  deal  of  harm  to  th« 
tariff  l>ill."  ReprcaenUtlTe  Tilbow.  of  Connecticut,  the  Uouae  Eepubllcan 
iMder.  last  night  predicted  that  the  UouBe  would  not  accept  the  deben- 
ture plan  as  Incorporated  In  the  bill  by  the  Senate. 

•'  Neither  do  I  believe,"  he  snid,  "  the  House  will  agree  to  the  elimina- 
tion of  the  flexible-tariff  provision." 

He  added,  when  questioned  with  regard  to  the  slaablngs  by  the  Senate 
of  the  rates  on  Industrial  products,  that  "  the  House  will  have  a  pretty 
good  guess  on  tbem  also." 

The  Republican  leader  arrived  In  Washington  last  night  He  said  he 
came  here  speciflcally  to  learn  '•  what  the  Senate  Is  going  to  do  with  the 
tariff  bill."  He  plans  to  confer  early  to-day  with  the  Senate  leaders  on 
what  disposition  tbey  expect  to  make  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  the  genial,  accommodating,  and  clever 
Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives  from  Connecticut  who 
is  the  leader  of  the  Republican  Party  In  the  House.  I  am  per- 
sonally on  very  friendly  terms  with  him.  and  I  am  personally 
fond  of  him.  But  I  question  the  propriety  of  the  Republican 
leader  In  the  House  of  Representatives,  either  in  a  speech  or  In 
an  interview,  tindertaking  to  lecture  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  on  the  methods  of  its  procedtire  in  the  consideration  and 
disposition  of  this  tariff  bill.  The  leader  of  the  Republican 
Party  in  the  House  might  as  well  know  now,  as  I  think  the 
country  already  knows,  and  as  I  think  the  Senate  has  deter- 
mined, that  if  there  is  to  be  no  tariff  bill  unless  it  complies 
with  the  wishes  of  those  who  fostereil  the  measure  in  the  House, 
If  there  is  to  be  no  tariff  bill  unless  it  is  In  all  essential  respects 
the  bill  which  came  from  the  House,  then  there  will  be  no  tariff 
legislation  If  those  of  us  who  oppose  this  bill  as  It  came  to  us 
can  prevent  It. 

It  will  be  Infinitely  better  for  the  American  people  that  there 
be  no  tariff  legislation  at  all  than  to  have  the  bill  passed  as  it 
came  from  the  House  of  Representatives.  VTben  this  measure 
came  from  the  House  of  Representatives  it  was  already  odious, 
although  the  people  had  not  had  an  opportunity  to  digest  it  until 
the  discussion  began  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  It  was  so 
odious  that  the  verJIct  even  of  the  Republican  press  of  the 
United  States  was  almost  unanimously  against  It,  not  only  in 
the  West  and  the  Northwest,  not  only  among  the  "biological 
representatives"  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire, but  In  the  East  and  in  the  South  and  In  the  North  the 
verdict  of  the  Republican  press  was  almost  unanimously  against 
the  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House;  and  why  should  it  not  have 
been? 

I  do  not  desire  to  tresi)ess  upon  the  proprieties  and  the 
amenities  that  exist  between  the  two  Houses,  but  if  the  leader 
of  the  dominant  party  in  the  House,  under  whose  lash  the  bill 
came  from  the  House,  can  go  out  on  the  stump  and  In  inter- 
views criticize  the  actions  and  the  proceedings  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  certainly  I  am  within  my  rights  when  I  refer 
to  the  methods  by  which  he  and  those  who  cooperated  with  him 
sent  the  measure  to  the  Senate  for  consideration. 

Nobody  in  the  House  of  Representatives  was  given  a  right  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  bill  unless  he  belonged  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means.  When  the  bill  goes  back  to  the 
House,  if  It  ever  goes  back,  no  Member  of  that  body  of  either 
party,  though  selected  by  the  pec^le,  will  be  allowed  to  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  bill  as  It  comes  back  from  the  Senate. 
In  all  probability  a  rule  will  be  brought  in  and  adopted  sending 
the  bill  to  conference  without  giving  the  memt»ership  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  any  right  to  offer  amendments  on  the 
floor  of  the  House,  and  if  a  conference  report  is  agreed  to  and 
comes  back  there  for  a  vote,  as  it  will  come  here  for  a  vote, 
the  requirement  will  be  that  It  be  voted  up  or  down  as  it  is 
reported  from  the  conference  committee,  unless  the  Hou>^e  or  the 
Senate  should  decide  to  reject  it  and  give  instructions  to  the 
conferees  as  to  their  procedure  in  dealing  with  it. 


The  debate  which  has  proceeded  on  this  measure  in  the 
Senate  Is  the  only  debate  that  has  proceeded  In  public  on  the 
bill  since  its  flrs't  Inception  last  December,  when  the  Ilouse 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  met  and  fixed  a  schedule  of 
hearings  on  tariff  revision.  Although  in  the  campaign  last  year 
the  President  announce<l.  and  although  on  his  inauguration  on 
the  4th  of  March  and  In  his  special  message  to  the  Congress 
when  it  was  called  into  special  se.ssion  he  emi>hasize<l,  the 
limitations  of  tariff  revision  to  agrk-ultural  schedules,  and 
those  that  were  related  to  agriculture,  and  to  those  Industries 
which  were  In  distress.  Iinm«'<llately  when  the  committee  in  the 
other  body  fixed  a  schedule  of  hearings.  It  fixed  a  schedule  that 
took  into  consideration  a  complete  revision  of  all  the  schedules 

of  the  act  of  1922.  ,  ,^„ 

Mr.  WHEKLEK.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr  WHEELER.  Does  the  8«»nator  from  Kentucky  know  Just 
where  the  President  stands  with  reference  to  thb*  tariff  bill? 
I  notice  that  In  an  editorial  appearing  in  the  Fargo  Foram  It 
was  Intimated  that  the  President  is  Ui  entire  accord  with  the 
coalition. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    That  is  stated  as  a  fact. 

Mr  WHEELER.  The  Senator  from  New  York  corrects  me. 
It  states  that  the  President  is  in  entire  acctird  with  the  coalition 
in  this  matter.  My  impression,  gathered  from  what  has  been 
going  on  in  the  Senate,  has  been  that  Senators  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Chamber.  8t>-called  Old  Guard  Senators,  seem  to 
feel  that  the  President  is  in  entire  accord  with  their  views  on 

*  M™'bARKLEY.  I  think  in  so  far  as  the  President  has  ex- 
pressed himself  that  either  group  is  entirely  justified  in  assum- 
ing that  he  is  with  them  because  he  has  not  lu  any  public  way 
intimated  that  he  has  taken  any  side  or  any  position  with  refer- 
ence to  the  tariff  bill,  although  no  doubt  urged  to  do  so.  While 
I  am  of  a  different  pf>lltical  faith,  I  have  been  earnestly  hoping 
that  the  President  wcmld  publicly  give  some  intimation  that 
he  is  against  the  tariff  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives and  that  his  great  power  and  influence  and  prestige 
will  l>e  exercised  for  the  betterment  and  the  improvement  of 
tariff  legislation  as  It  Is  now  proceeding  through  the  Senate  of 
the  lulted  States.  Whether  he  Is  going  to  give  any  such  in- 
timation cither  publicly  or  privately  I  am  not  in  a  posiUon  to 

predict. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President ^     .     , 

The  VICE  PRESIDExVT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield.  r.      . ,     »     i,      .a 

Mr  SMOOT  Is  it  not  true  that  If  the  President  should 
aiiuouuce  to  the  Senate  that  he  wanted  this  rate  or  that  rate, 
the  Senator  fr«.m  Kentucky  himself  would  object  to  it  and 
would  condemn  him  for  doing  it?  . 

Mr  BARKLEY,  That  would  probably  depend  upon  the  cir- 
cumstances I  would  not  object  to  it  to  any  greater  extent  than 
I  objecte<l  to  his  picking  out  the  flexible  provision  or  the  de- 
benture nnJvision  and  expressing  his  objection  to  our  action  on 
those  If  he  is  going  to  select  a  few  articles  or  a  few  amend- 
ments or  a  few  phases  of  the  tariff  bill  and  let  us  know  his 
views  ui)ou  them,  then  it  might  be  that  this  is  the  proper  time 
to  enter  the  controversy  over  the.se  important  schedules,  from 
which  the  people  of  the  United  States  are  in  all  probability 
destluetl  to  suffer  irreparable  loss  unless  those  who  are  on  the 
flcK.r  of  the  Senate  improve  the  bill  very  much  more  than  U 
has  been  impr(»ved  up  to  Uiis  time,  except  in  so  far  as  we  have 
amended  it  in  the  Senate.  „      j^     *  ».„ 

Mr  SMOOT.  All  I  know  is  that  whenever  a  President  has 
made  an  expression  as  to  a  tariff  bill  there  has  been  criticism 
of  him.  There  has  been  very  severe  criticism  of  any  Pre.>5ident 
who  uiidertrx.k  to  do  such  a  thing. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  1  share  the  l»ellef  that  as  a  gwieral  proposi- 
tion the  President  ought  to  keep  himself  within  the  constitu- 
tional limitations  of  advising  the  Congress  on  the  state  of  the 
Union  and  the  need  for  legislatioa  ;  but  when  in  the  midst  of  the 
consideration  of  a  tariff  bill  the  President  sees  fit  to  point  out 
one  imrticular  thing  which  he  desires  to  retain  because  it  will 
give  him  power  to  act  upon  the  tariff  schetlules,  then  I  maintain 
tliHt  if  he  is  going  to  enter  the  controversy  in  resjiect  to  that 
thing  he  c-an  not  complain  if  the  people  and  the  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives  request  that  he  express  his  views  on 
other  phaa»s  of  the  tariff  measure. 

But  what  I  rose  to  do  was  to  question  the  propriety  of  the 
leader  of  the  dominant  party  In  the  other  branch  of  Congress 
taking  oc-casioii,  either  publicly  In  a  speech  or  by  Interviews,  to 
say  that  he  is  g«»ing  to  come  down  here  and  call  the  leaders  of 
the  Reimblican  Party  In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to- 
gether and  demand  of  Lhem  to  know  what  they  propose  to  do 
vdth  the  tariff  bill. 


Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President ^     .     ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDBN"r.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield.  ».      «      .^     » 

Mr.  REED.  There  is  no  more  reason  why  the  President 
should  not  take  Into  confidence  at  least  the  meml)ers  of  the 
Finance  Committee  and  tell  th«n  how  he  stands  with  reference 
to  schedules  like  metals  and  fabrics  and  pottery  than  there 
was  that  he  should  call  in  some  of  the  members  of  that  com- 
mittee and  have  told  them  what  his  feelings  were  with  reference 
to  the  tariff  on  manganese. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  may  be  that  the  President  was  more  pro- 
phetic than  we  thought,  and,  realizing,  as  he  does,  kec|)lng  In 
touch  with  legislation,  that  the  present  proce<lure  in  the  Senate 
is  destined  to  Improve  the  bill,  that  he  hoped  we  might  so  Im- 
prrjve  It  that  he  will  be  able  to  sign  It  and  that  it  will  not  be 
necessary  for  hlra  to  express  himself  on  Individual  schedules. 
The    VICE    PRESIDENT.    The    next    amendment    will    be 

The  LnoisLATivB  Clerk.  On  i»Mge  78.  after  line  6,  the  ctwnmlt- 
tee  imxposes  to  Insert  paragraph  338,  as  follows : 

Par.  338.  Butts  and  hinges,  finished  or  unfinished,  BO  per  cent  ad 
v.ilorem. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  it.  butts  and 
hhjges  are  dutiable  under  the  present  act  at  40  per  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  are  carried  In  the  present  law,  in  para- 
graph :«>8,  at  40  i>er  cent. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  This  is  an  Increase  from  40  to  50  per  cent  on 
these  particular  items? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  true. 

Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  hope  that  the  amendment 
will  be  voted  down.  I  want  to  say  just  a  word  In  reference  to 
it  Anyone  who  lives  in  the  agricultural  section  of  the  country 
knows  that  the  farmer's  hardware  bill  Is  practically  what  it 
was  In  war  time.  There  has  been  no  shrinkage  in  price  prac- 
tically at  all  upon  his  hardware  or  upon  metals  of  any  kind 
that  he  uses.  The  hardware  dealers  are  not  making  money 
either  It  is  a  business  which  has  but  one  or  two  turnovers 
during  the  year.  The  hardware  dealers  not  making  money, 
therefore  the  retail  price  must  bear  some  relation  to  the  whole- 
sale  price  or  the  price  which  the  dealers  mu.st  pay.  The  farmer 
is  a  constant  vis^itor  to  the  hardware  store.  He  must  have  hi» 
hardware ;  he  must  have  metals  of  all  kinds.  There  is  no  ex- 
cuse in  the  world,  in  my  judgment,  for  raising  the  tariff  ui)on 
these  little  things  10  per  cent,  l.^»  per  cent,  and  20  per  cent,  as 
the  case  may  be.  all  of  which  Is  reflected  back  In  the  prices  the 
farmer  has  to  pay  for  the  conmiodities. 

Mr  President.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  voted  down. 
Mr  BARKLEY.  ]Mr.  President.  I  want  to  state,  l»efore  we 
vote  on  the  amendment,  that  yesterday  there  was  a  controversy 
as  to  whether  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  (Mr.  H.^kkiso.n]  was 
correct  In  the  figures  he  gave  of  the  imports  and  domestic  pro- 
duction I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  tliat  in  the  Sum- 
mary oif  Tariff  Information  it  is  said  that  in  1J>27  hinges  and 
hinge  blanks  imported  into  the  United  States  amounted  to  only 
$18,800,  while  the  exports  of  the  same  article  amounted  to 
lj;.")21  000.  There  does  not  s»'em  to  me  to  be  any  reason  whatso- 
ever for  Increasing  to  5H)  per  cent  the  tariff  on  hinges  and  butts. 
Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  Just  for  the  Rkxxjru.  I  want  t'» 
say  to  the  Senator  that,  of  course,  the  $.')21.000  of  exports  are 
of  the  very  highest-priced  goods  made  in  America.  This  is 
perhaps  the  oidv  place  in  the  worid  where  such  hlgh-price^l 
articles  are  made.    However,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  vote  on 

the  amendment.  ,       .    *, 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment  of  the  committee. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 
The   VK^^^   PRESIDENT.     The  clerk   will  report  the  next 

amendment.  ,  .   »i  .     n.  „ 

Mr    SMOOT      I  have  been  asked  to  take  up  at   this   time 

i>aragraph  338.  screws,  commonly  called  wood  sci-ews.  of  Iron  (.r 

steel.    It  seems  to  me  we  might  as  well  dispose  of  that  para- 

'^'^Mr   (lEORGE.     May  I  inquire  of  the  .Senator  if  tlie.se  items 
are  dutiable  at  2.J  ver  cent  under  the  present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes.  _.,  ♦     .i^ 

Mr.  GEORGE.    And  there  is  an  increase  now  proposetl  to  4« 

"^Mr^SMOOT.    They  will  fall  back  into  the  ba.sket  clause  of  4.'3 

^Mr^GEORGE.     Forty-five  per  cent,   whereas  they  are  now 
dutiable  at  25  per  cent? 

Mr  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  the  basket  clause  into  which 
these'  will  faU  was  raised  to  50  per  cent  in  the  House,  but  the 
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Senate  Finance  Committee  reduced  It  to  46  per  cent.    However, 

the  amendment  ought  to  be  defeated.  ^^ 

Mr.  BINfJHAM.    Mr.  President,  thla  araendm«9it  was  passed 

over  yesterday  at  my  request  becaaae  I  did  not  have  my  data 

preoent  at  the  time  ^       ^  ^    k    o 

May  I  say  In  regmrd  to  wood  screws  that  thpy  are  made  Dy  a 
connlderaf»le  number  of  factories  who  make  other  things.  One 
of  tho  largwit  manufacturers  of  wood  screws  testified  that  the 
manufacture  of  wood  screws  constituted  but  7  per  cent  of  his 
total  prtMlucts.  but  alao  testified  that  Uie  cort  of  making  theni 
N  so  niu«h  greater  than  that  at  which  they  may  be  Imported, 
that  unleKs  a  tariff  of  adequate  size  is  given  them  they  wUl 
have  to  cense  to  manufacture  them.  _,  _.     i 

Mr.  I^resident,  may  I  say  that  the  plants  of  the  prlnctimi 
mannfarturers  of  wood  screws  are  located  as  follows:  6  In  the 
Stnte  of  Connecticut,  3  in  Massachusetts,  1  in  New  Hampshire, 
1  in  Rhode  Island.  2  in  Ohio.  1  In  Pennsylvania,  S  in  lUinols. 
and  1  in  Mldiigan.  It  U  apparent  tliat  these  manufacturers 
mu-st  pay  wages  at  the  rates  current  in  those  manufacturing 
centers  and  secure  the  services  of  their  employees  in  co"^*! 
tlon  with  other  manufacturers  whose  product  is  protected  by 
rates  of  duty  more  nearly  equalizing  the  labor  costs  at  home  and 

abroad.  ^  ,        .. 

The  wage  cost  In  screw  manufacture  amounts  to  not  less  than 
45  per  oent  of  the  toul  cost  The  records  of  tome  of  the  makers 
Indicate  a  larger  percentage.  In  some  insUnces  amounting  to  52 
per  cent  of  the  total  cost.  This  compares  with  the  50  to  65  per 
cent  shown  by  other  manufacturers  of  metal  protlucta  in  their 
testi'iHiny  l>efore  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  and  the 
Finance  Committee.  The  foreign  wage  rates  are  no  more  tliau 
40  per  <-eiit  of  the  American  wage  rate. 

The  domestic  makers  are  at  a  further  disadvantage  In  their 
competition  with  tiie  Kuropean  concerns  In  the  cost  of  their  raw 
materials.  The  present  price  of  bright  steel  wire  In  continental 
Europe  Is  about  66  per  cent  of  the  United  Sutes  quotation. 
A!»s>nnlnit  that  other  expense  of  manufacture  is  no  greater  at 
home  than  abroad,  and  It  certainly  Is  no  less,  the  foreign  cost  of 
mnnufaitun*  can  not  be  more  than  00  per  cent  of  the  domestic 
coat  of  manufacture. 

The  domestic  manufacturing  capacity  is  more  than  50  per 
cent  in  excess  of  the  consumption.  The  foreign  capadty  is  now 
said  to  he  more  than  twice  the  demand  from  their  home  market. 
The  cf»untry  that  is  sending  nearly  all  of  the  screws  Imported 
into  the  United  SUtes  has  an  exp<»rtable  surplus  of  double 
the  heme  consumption.  Under  these  conditions  the  American 
manufacturer  has  to  choose  either  to  permit  the  importation  of 
the  Eurofiean  surplus  or  to  keep  the  price  down  to  a  figure 
that  would  prevent  pmfltable  shipment  to  the  United  States, 
conducting  the  businees  at  a  sacrifice  of  profit,  and  in  many 
years  at  an  actual  loss  to  the  factories. 

In  1909  the  commonest  slie  of  screw,  1%  Inches  in  length. 
No.  10  screw  wire,  was  sold  to  the  largest  dealers  at  14  cents 
per  gri»8s.  Since  then  labor  costs  have  trebled,  materials  have 
increased  more  than  60  per  cent,  and  to-day  the  price  is  18 
cents.  In  1927,  the  last  year  for  which  statistics  are  available, 
10  of  the  larger  manufacturers  reported  a  loss  totaling  $776,274 
in  the  manofacture  of  wood  screws,  and  this  in  a  year  of  gen- 
eral prosperity. 

With  a  domestic  capacity  so  far  in  excess  of  the  home  de- 
mand there  can  not  possibly  be  any  substantial  price  advance, 
particularly  as  a  duty  of  45  per  cent  is  in  no  sense  prohibitive 
at  the  present  selling  prices  of  the  product  In  order  entirely 
to  equallae  wages  and  material  rates,  nearly  80  per  cent  would 
be  necessary.  The  American  makers  will  have  to  give  great 
service  to  compensate  for  the  foreign  makers'  advantage  in 
costa. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  advise  me 
from  what  he  was  reading?  Was  It  from  a  statement  prepared 
by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  himself  or  from  Information 
famished  by  some  manufacturing  concern? 

Itr.  BINGHAM.  The  statement  was  prepared  for  me  by  one 
of  the  largest  manufacturers  of  wood  screws  who  has  lost 
several  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  the  last  few  years  in  his 
^ort  to  meet  foreign  competition  by  manufacturing  wood 
•urewa  at  a  loss.  Fortunately  in  his  factories  there  are  other 
things  that  have  been  made  at  a  i»t)fit  which  haa  enabled  him 
to  make  the  wood  screws  at  a  loss.  But  the  point  I  am  making 
is  that  in  fairness  and  if  we  desire  to  continue  the  manufacture 
of  wood  screws  in  this  and  other  factories  located  In  various 
parts  of  the  United  Stiites  there  ought  to  be  an  increase  in  the 
tariff  on  this  particular  article. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Will  the  Senator  give  vs  the  name  of  the 
manufacturer? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  shall  be  glad  to  give  it  to  the  Senator  pri- 
vatdj.    I  will  B«j  to  the  Senator  that  he  is  a  man  whom  1  know 


t  >  be  of  very  high  standing  and  I  have  every  reason  to  believe 
t  le  truth  of  the  statement 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  I  would  not  insist  that  the  Sena- 
t  >r  give  the  name  of  the  concern ;  but  when  he  reads  from  a  docu- 
ment prepared  by  it  it  seems  to  me  the  Senate  ought  to  know 
j  ist  what  the  source  Is.     However,  I  shall  not  insist 

Mr.  President,  I  simply  desire  to  quote  the  figures  furnished 
I  y  the  Tariff  Commission  report  on  the  wood-screw  industry. 

Mr.  BLACK.     Mr.  President,  before  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tacky  does  that  will  he  yield  to  me? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  think  it  Is  exceedingly  Important  ir  we  can 
J  et  It,  since  we  have  the  Income-tax  report  of  the  various  com- 
janies.  to  have  the  nnme  of  the  manufacturer  referred  to  by  the 
!  k-nator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BARKI.£Y.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  has  promised 
(o  give  it  to  me  in  private,  and  unless  he  enjoins  upon  me  the 
4ecrecy  of  an  executive  session  I  shall  be  glad  to  convey  the 
iDformatlon  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  I»re8ident  the  imports  of  wood  screws  are  less  than  one- 

lenth  of  1  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production,  and  we  export 

rom  6  to  12  per  cent  of  our  total  domestic  production.     Wood- 

1  cew  machines  are  automatic  and  semiautomatic.    The  American 

( -apacitv  Is  in  excess  of  90,000.000  gros-s  p«^r  annum.     The  domestic 

market"  can  absorb  only  about  6<UK)0,000  gross.     Many   users 

of  large  quantities  of  screws  make  their  own  and  sell   their 

»verproduction  to  the  trade.    This  probably  has  depressed  prices. 

The  official  Information  we  have  is  that  we  produce  every 

rear  about  90.0CM).(XK)  gross:  we  only  use  about  60,000.000  gross. 

naking  about  30,0OO,0tiO  gro.ss  that  we  have  as  a  surplus ;  and 

nany  of  the  large  users,  as  is  stated  here,  make  their  own 

icrews  and  make  a  surplus,  which  they  sell  on  the  domestic 

[uarket   and   which   they  export   which   may   tend   to  depress 

prices  obtaine<l  by  those  who  are  engaged  In  the  production  of 

wood  screws  as  a  primary  industry.    Based  upon  these  facts,  I 

awe  no  reason  for  this  proposed  Increase,  and  I  hope  the  amend- 

noent  will  be  defeated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
pommittee  amendment. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  sustain  the 
viewpoint  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
BiNGHAMl.  My  Information  is  confined  entirely.  I  say  very 
frankly  to  the  Senate,  to  a  statement  made  by  tlie  Keeler  Brass 
Co.,  of  Grand  Itipid.s,  Mich.,  which  is  the  only  concern  in  the 
State  of  Michigan  manufacturing  this  particular  commodity. 
The  testimony  given  us  by  the  Keeler  Brass  Co.  is  testimony  in 
which  I  would  put  100  per  cent  of  dependence,  because  it  is  my 
Judgment  that  not  even  for  the  sake  of  selfl.sh  advantage  would 
the  particular  gentleman  who  signs  this  letter  subscribe  to  any- 
thing except  the  precise  facts. 

This  letter  Indicates  that  the  manufacture  of  wood  screws 
has  pursued  a  very  significant  course  of  mortality  in  the  United 
States,  bt-oause  out  of  about  120  firms  starting  in  the  business 
there  are  only  17  or  18  manufacturers  at  the  present  time  who 
have  succeeded  in  still  staying  in  the  business.  The  reason  for 
this  mortality  is  perfectly  obvious.  It  is  due  to  the  potential 
pressure.  If  not  the  actual  pressure,  of  foreign  competition. 
The  result  is  domestic  production  at  a  constant  and  fatal  loss  as 
already  amply  demonstratetl. 

I  might  say  parenthetically  that  the  Keeler  Brass  Co.  started 
in  this  business  during  the  World  War  out  of  necessity.  In 
other  words,  we  discovered  during  that  war  that  these  screws 
happen  to  be  something  that  Is  essential  to  the  national  wel- 
fare and  the  national  production  of  wood  screws  substantially 
.started  under  those  auspices.  The  conclusion  which  the  Keeler 
Brass  Co.  reports  Is  summed  up  in  the  following  sentence : 

If  we  want  to  make  any  money  In  this  department,  the  best  thing 
we  can  do  ia  to  go  to  Europe  and  buy  large  quantities  of  screws  and  job 
tbem  to  our  trade. 

And,  in  my  Judgment,  that  is  the  ine\itable  trend,  unless 
there  shall  be  Increased  tariff  protection.  Our  choice  is  between 
the  employment  of  American  or  foreign  labor  in  the  proiluctlon 
of  this  commodity. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  wlU  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  Uie  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  very  gUdly  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  no  doubt  the  Senator  puts  full  faith 
and  credence  in  the  statement  of  his  constituent  but  as  against 
the  Impartial  Investigation  of  the  Tariff  Comnrission  I  would 
doubt  the  accuracy  of  anybotly. 

In  addition  to  what  I  said  a  while  ago,  if  the  Senator  will 
yield.  I  desire  to  say  that  the  Tariff  Couuuission  reports  that 
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for  1925  we  produced  these  screws  to  the  value  of  $14,776,537 ; 
for  1928  we  imported  only  94,000  gross  out  of  a  total  production 
of  9O(KKNOO0  gross,  and  that  the  value  of  those  imports  was 
only  J14.660,  as  compared  to  a  domestic  production  of  $14,<76,- 
000,  and  that  the  value  of  our  export  of  those  particular  screws 
for  1928  amounted  to  $970,603. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  whatever  about  the  accuracy  of  those 
figures,  and  in  view  of  that  statement,  which  shows  a  situation 
where  the  imports  are  less  than  one-tenth  of  1  per  cent  being 
infinitesimal  as  compared  even  to  our  exports,  and  even  more 
than  Infinitesimal  as  compared  to  our  production,  there  is  no 
justification  for  an  increase  in  the  tariff. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Of  course,  there  is  no  question  about 
the  authenticity  of  the  figures  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has 
quoted ;  In  fact,  their  very  authenticity  .substantiates  the  plea  for 
this  Increased  protection.  I  was  about  to  present  exactly  the 
same  figures.  But  they  Invite  a  different  conclusion  than  the 
one  Indicated  by  my  able  friend  from  Kentucky.  I  call  the 
Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  imports  of  wood  screws 
have  multiplied  ninety-five  times  In  nine  years. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  in  other  words  nine  years  ago 

we  imported  1,798  pounds  of  these  screws 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     That  is  correct, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  last  year  we  Imported  94,945  gross. 
Up  to  1926  the  importations  were  set  down  In  pounds,  and  the 
95,000  to  which  the  Senators  refers  is  gross  screws  and  not 
pounds  of  screws. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  Is  correct  But  the  dilterentiation 
makes  no  difference  In  the  lesson  which  the  figures  teach. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  when  he  translates  pounds  into 
gross  or  vice  versa  we  get  an  entirely  different  situation. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  No ;  we  do  not  get  a  materially  different 
situation.  I  will  use  the  Senator's  basis  of  arithmetic.  On  his 
basis  of  arithmetic  the  imports  of  wood  screws  multiplied  nearly 
eighty-four  times  from  1919  to  1925.  That  is  on  the  basis  of 
pounds. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Oh,  it  might  multiply  a  thousand  times 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     I  yield.     This  seems  to  be  a  duet. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon. 
Mr  VANDENBERG.     I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  Senator  in- 
terrupt me,  but  I  should  like  to  be  able  to  proceed  through  one 
or  two  sentences  consecutively. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  started  to  say  the  importations  might  In- 
crease a  thousand  per  cent  and  still  be  less  than  1  per  cent  of 
the  total  production. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  What  the  Senator  falls  to  appreciate,  as 
I  see  the  picture,  Is  that  the  arithmetic  demonstrates  a  constantly 
progressively  multiplying  trend  In  the  direction  of  Imports,  and, 
from  my  protectionist  point  of  view,  which  is  a  totally  different 
thing  from  his  fatally  low  tariff  point  of  view— from  my  pro- 
tectionist point  of  view  It  is  Just  as  essential  to  awily  a  tariff 
in  the  face  of  an  obviously  approaching  economic  necessity  as  It 
is  to  wait  until  the  necessity  Is  completely  upon  us  and  then  to 
seek  post-mortem  relief.  On  the  basis  of  the  Senator's  own  fig- 
ures, plus  the  testimony  submitted  by  the  manufacturers  of  wood 
screws,  not  only  In  Michigan  but  In  Connecticut  and  elsewhere, 
I  .submit  the  duty  proposed  by  the  Finance  Committee  Is  Ju.stified. 
The  necessity  already  is  here,  and  it  increases  every  day  that 
we  fail  adequately  to  offset  the  differences  in  costs  of  production 
at  home  and  abroad. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee.     [Putting  the  question.! 
Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  a  division. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President  did  the  Chair  announce  that 
the  ayes  have  it? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  has  not  made  any  an- 
nouncement. The  Senator  from  Mississippi  interrupted  before 
the  announcement  was  made,  as  he  had  a  right  to  do. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  Just  wanted  to  know  what  the  Chair 
said. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ayes  seem  to  have  it.  The 
ayes  have  it,  and  the  amendment  is  agreed  to.  The  next 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  CHncF  Clbhk.  In  paragraph  339,  on  page  78,  in  line  11, 
after  the  word  "  with,"  It  is  iwoposed  to  strike  out  "  platinum 
or  gold,  65  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  plated  with  silver,  50,"  and 
insert  "  platinum,  gold,  or  silver,  65,"  so  as  to  read : 

Table,  bocsehold.  kitchen,  and  hospital  ntensils,  and  hollow  or  flat 
ware,  not  specially  provided  for :  Plated  with  platinum,  gold,  or 
silTer,  65  per  cent  ad  Talorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 
There  .seems  to  be  some  confusion  as  to  the  effect  of  the  vote 


on  the  amendment  which  was  last  passe*!  upon.  I  refer  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  committee  relative  to  wood  screws.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  vote  on  that  amendment  be 
reconsidered  for  the  present  until  we  can  inquire  about  the 
status  of  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  reconsidering 
the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  was  agreed  to?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senate  committee  amendment  strik- 
ing out  lines  5  and  6  places  this  article  in  the  basket  clause, 
which  now  carries  45  per  cent  so  that  those  who  are  opposed 
to  the  increase  should  vote  against  the  amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  was  some  misapprehension  as  to  the 
fact.  So  I  ask  that  the  vote  on  that  amendment  be  taken  over 
again. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection  the  vote  will  be 
taken  over.    The  clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chiet  Cukk.  On  page  78,  after  line  4,  It  Is  proposed  to 
strike  out: 

Pab.  838.  Screws,  commonly  called  wood  screws,  of  Iron  or  steel,  25 
per  cent  ad  yalorem. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment.     [Putting  the  question.] 

Mr.  COUZENS.     I  ask  for  a  division. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Wa»- 
MSN].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  Carawat]  and  will  vote.    I  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  STEPHENS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  am  paired 
with  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robiwbon].  I  transfer 
that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  and  will 


vote.    I  vote  "  nay. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MOSES  (after  having  voted  in  the  affirmative).  On  thla 
question  I  have  a  pair  with  the  junior  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Blease].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  junior 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Goldsbobouoh]  and  will  permit 
my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  should  like  the  Recobd  to  show  the  ab- 
sence bec-ause  of  Illness  of  my  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipstkad]. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  I  have 
a  general  imir  with  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Mrr- 
calt].  I  understand  that  he  did  not  vote.  I  transfer  that  pair 
to  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Abhurst]  and  will  let  my 
vote  stand. 

Mr.  FESS.     I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs : 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Gucnn]  with  the  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Copexand]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Walcott]  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Eoge]  with  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]. 

I  also  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  Blaine]  is  detained  on  official  business. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Carawat]  and  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana [Mr.  Walsh]  are  necessarily  detained  on  official  bnsinesa. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
ASHUKST]  Is  detained  on  departmental  business. 

The  result  was  announced— yeas  29,  nays  43,  as  follows : 


YEAS— 29 


Allen 

Blngbam 

Conxeos 

Dale 

Deneen 

Fem 

Glllett 

Goff 

Barkley 

Black 

Borab 

BfHtton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

{Upper 

Counally 

Cutting 

IMII 

Fletcher 


Greene 

Moses 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Hale 

Oddte 

Townsend 

Ha8tines 
natfield 

Patterson 

Vandenberg 

Pbipps 

Walsb,  Mass. 

Hebert 

Reed 

Waterman 

Kean 

Sbort  ridge 

Keyes 
McNary 

Hmoot 

Stelwer 

NAYS— 43 

Frasier 

La  Kollette 

Sheppard 

George 

McKellar 

Simmons 

Glass 

Norbeck 

Steck 

Harris 

Norrls 

Stephens 

Harrison 

Nye 

Swanson 

Hawes 

Overman 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Hardeo 
Heflln 

Pine 

Tnunm«ll 

Plttman 

Tydings 

Howell 

Ransdell 

Wagner 

Jones 

aack«tt 

Whaeler 

Kendrick 

Schall 

■^'^ 
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I 
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NOT  VOTINO— 22 

Edge 

Oi«nn 

Gold*  borough 

Oould 

Johnson 


King 


McMaRtrr 
Mrtcair 
Boblnson.  Ark. 
Rf>btnsoD,  Ind. 
8hlpatpad 
Smith 


Walwtt 
Walah.  llont. 
Warrwi 
Watson 
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8*1  the  amendment  of  the  committee  was  rejected. 

Tlie  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
«mrii<lm4*nt.  _. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  was,  on 
l«K«>  7H  line  11.  after  the  words  "Plated  with."  to  strike  out 
-niutlntJm  or  ifold,  65  per  cent  ad  valorem;  plated  with  silver. 
»)  •  and  Insert  "  platinum,  gold,  or  silver.  65,"  so  as  to  make  the 
pantjcraph  read : 

I'A*  339.  TabI*.  hoam^hold,  kitchen,  and  hospital  atenslls.  and  hollow 
or  «at  ware,  not  aperlally  proTlded  for :  PUted  with  platlnam.  gold,  or 
■liver.  W  per  eent  ad  Talorem  ;  composed  of  Iron  or  ateel  and  enameled 
or  glaard  with  Tltrn.ua  glawea.  5  cents  per  pound  and  30  pet  cent 
•d  valorem  ;  composed  wholly  or  In  chief  value  of  aluminum,  11  cents 
per  i>ound  and  M  per  cent  ad  valorem;  compowd  wholly  or  In  chief 
value  of  copper,  brasa.  steel,  or  other  base  metal,  not  plated  with  platl 
num.  Kold.  or  silver,  and  not  specially  provided  for.  40  per  cent  »d 
valorem;  and  In  addition  thereto,  upon  any  of  the  foregoing  arUcles 
containing  electrical  heating  elements  as  constituent  parts  thereof.  10 
per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLKY.  Mr.  President,  the  effect  of  this  amendment 
f»  to  change  the  duty  on  silver-plated  ware,  but  not  on  platinum- 
plated  and  gold-plated  ware,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  aM(K)T.     Yes;  to  make  them  all  the  same. 

Mr.  BARKLKY.  I  should  like  to  understand  why  that  is 
tboUKht  de«lrable.  ,  ^   , 

Mr.  8MOOT.  The  committee  thonglit  that  as  long  as  plated 
ware  of  platinum  and  gold  were  going  to  carry  a  duty  of  tJ5 
per  cent,  there  was  very  little  difference  between  the  work  and 
the  (Hwt  of  plating  the  ware  with  those  metals  and  with  sliver; 
and  whatever  rate  one  ought  to  carry  the  other  ought  to  carry. 

Mr,  BARK  LEY.  By  tlie  act  of  1909  the  tariff  on  these 
atenslls  was  made  46  per  cent  By  the  act  of  1913  it  was  made 
BO  per  cent.  I'nder  the  act  of  1922,  or  at  least  under  a  Treasury 
decision,  a  part  of  these  utensils  came  in  at  40  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMCnrr.  Mr.  President,  the  Treasury  Department  re- 
ferred only  to  utensils. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  House  bill  left  them  at  50  per  cent. 
The  Senate  committee  proposes  to  raise  the  rate  to  65  per 
cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  In  1928  the 
fmpttrtations  of  silver-plated  hollow  ware  were  about  four-tenths 
of  1  p»'r  cent  of  the  domestic  production,  and  on  account  of 
their  larger  potential  market  the  operations  of  the  domestic  pro- 
ducers are  on  a  much  larg»r  scale  than  those  of  foreign  com- 
petitors. In  »lew  of  the  fact  that  the  imports  of  this  character 
of  utensils  plated  with  silver — which,  of  course.  Is  not  as 
raluahle  as  gold  and  platinum — amount  only  to  four-tenths  of  1 
per  cent  of  the  domestic  production.  It  seems  to  me  there  Is  no 
Justification  for  this  increase.  I  do  not  care  to  take  up  tlie 
time  to  discuss  It. 

Mr.  SMCK>T.  The  present  law  Is  60  per  cent.  I  think  the 
Senator  said  it  was  from  40  to  46.  The  existing  law  on  all  of 
them,  outside  of  utensils  themselves,  is  60  per  cent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  existing  law  as  to  all  except  hollow 

ware. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  plated  utensils.  That  Is  the  decision  ren- 
dered by  the  Treasury  Department. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  the  act  of  1922  undertook  to  put  them 
at  60  per  cent. 

Mr.  8MCK>T.     Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  was  a  Treasury  decision  that  re- 
duced some  of  them  to  40  per  cent ;  and  they  have  been  coming 
in  at  that  rate,  as  I  understand.  Now  it  is  proposed  to  raise  all 
of  them  to  65  per  cent,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  im- 
portations are  Inflnltexinial. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  object  cf  the  committee  was  to  put  them 
all  at  65  per  cent  whether  they  were  plated  with  platinum,  gold, 
or  silver;  that  is  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes ;  but  I  see  no  reason  why  silver  should 
be  on  the  same  basis  as  gold  or  platinum.  It  is  not  so  precious 
a  metal,  it  is  not  so  expei»ive,  and  it  is  in  much  more  general 

Qse. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  just  as  coptly  to  plate  a  utensil  with  silver 
as  It  is  to  plate  It  with  platinum  or  gold,  but  the  iwice  of  the 
metal,  of  course,  is  very  different. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  to  the  act  of  putting  on  the  plate,  prob- 
•Iriy  that  is  true ;  but  it  is  not  true  of  the  cost  of  the  arti<de. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  That  applies  to  foreign  countries  Just  exactly 
e  same  as  it  does  to  our  own  country.  As  to  the  cost  of  plat- 
g_the  work  itself,  whether  it  be  with  gold  or  silver  or  with 
atinum— it  is  exactly  the  same.  It  Is  true  that  platinum  or 
old  costs  more  than  silver,  but  that  is  also  true  as.  to  any 
ountry  in  the  world. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  the  mere  process  of  applying  plat- 
num,  gold,  or  silver  probably  is  about  as  expensive  in  one  case 
IS  the  other;  but,  of  course,  the  platinum  and  the  gold  are  used 
n  the  more  expensive  types  of  this  plated  ware,  and  naturally 
ire  purchased  by  those  who  are  better  able  to  purchase  what  we 
night  call  luxuries.  Silverware  is  regarded  as  a  necessity,  and 
merely  because  It  costs  ns  much  to  put  on  the  silver  after  the 
silver  Is  bought  as  it  does  to  put  on  platinum  or  gold,  I  can  not 
see  why  they  should  bear  the  same  rate.  I  think  this  amendment 
jught  to  be  defeated. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  dumbfounded  that  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  should  inquire  as  to  what  is  sought  to 
>e  accomplished  by  this  amendment.  The  object  of  this  amend- 
ment is  to  increase  the  tariff.  It  seems  to  me  the  Senator,  with 
all  his  experience,  ought  to  realize  that.  The  committee's 
amendment  is  to  Increase  the  tariff— Just  a  little,  it  is  true,  Just 
mite,  not  very  much — and  we  can  slip  through  with  that 
kind  of  an  amendment,  and  people  will  not  notice  it. 

Does  not  the  Senator  realize  what  we  are  dealing  with  here, 
the  people  we  are  dealing  with?  They  will  not  notice  this. 
They  will  get  out,  whooping  it  up  sometime  in  some  campaign 
outfit,  on  party  lines,  and  never  think  about  this.  It  is  just  a 
little  mite.  It  Is  not  much.  We  are  dealing  with  table,  house- 
hold, kitchen,  and  hospital  utensils.  Why  should  we  not  in- 
crease the  tariff?  We  need  more  money.  Grundy  has  not 
enough,  and  the  other  fellows  like  him  have  not  enough ;  and 
how  can  we  get  it?  Let  us  take  It  on  the  kitchen.  Let  us  sneak 
in  the  back  door  and  levy  a  tribute  on  the  kitchen,  the  house- 
wife, the  kitchen  utensils.  Let  us  sneak  into  the  hospital  and 
levy  on  the  sick  and  the  maimed  and  the  decrepit.  That  is  the 
place  to  get  it,  and  let  nobody  find  it  out. 

Why,  this  Is  one  of  the  slickest  things  in  the  bill !  We  will 
raise  lots  of  money  by  making  the  sick  pay  something,  making 
the  poor  widow  In  the  kitchen  contribute  a  mite,  and  Grundy 
will  get  lots  of  satisfaction  out  of  it.  We  can  make  better  con- 
tributions to  campaign  funds,  and  we  are  going  to  get  it  where 
nobody  will  notice  it.     That  Is  plain. 

Mr.  HARRISON  and  other  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  in  the  chair).     Does 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 
Mr.  HARRISON.  Under  the  present  law,  in  laying  the  duty, 
there  is  taken  into  consideration  the  chief  value  of  the  article, 
whether  It  is  silver,  gold,  platinum,  or  what  not.  The  Senator 
will  see  in  this  case  that  they  have  eliminated  that  test,  and 
if  the  tableware  is  plated  with  one  of  these  metals  it  need 
not  be  In  chief  value  of  silver  or  gold;  but,  if  it  Is  Just  plated 
with  it,  it  bears  this  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
housewife  in  the  kitchen  who  has  platinum  or  gold  utensils  or 
utensils  plated  with  platinum  or  gold. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  She  may  have  some  plated  with  silver.  They 
are  plated  with  silver. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  are  not  used  in  the  Senator's  kitchen, 
and  they  are  not  used  in  my  kitchen. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     No;  but  I  have  un  idea  that  they  are  used  in 
Mr.  Grundy's.    Now  I  am  pleading  for  Grundy.    Let  Grundy  off. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Then  let  Grundy  pay. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  We  have  silver-plated  kitchen  utensils  in  my 
kitchen,  and  they  are  in  millions  of  kitchens.  Those  are  the 
things  we  are  going  to  get  after  now;  not  only  the  kitchens, 
but  the  hospitals.  Let  us  make  the  hospitals  operate  without 
any  plated  silverware.  Let  them  have  woodenware.  Let  them 
have  bra.^  or  Iron.  When  they  want  to  put  any  silver  jdate  on  a 
utensil  in  a  hospital,  let  us  make  them  pay  for  it.  That  is  the 
way  to  get  even  with  them.  We  need  the  money. 
Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator's  argument  appeals  to  me  very 
strongly,  becau:<e  the  Senate  has  already  increaseil  the  rate 
on  china  clay,  and  that  affe<.ts  the  kitchen  of  the  poorest 
Americans.  The  coalition  has  done  that.  Of  course,  the  coali- 
tion will  now  try  to  save  its  face  by  striking  down  the  duty  on 
diver-plated  ware. 
Mr.  NORRIS.  No ;  the  coalition  has  not  done  that. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate  did  not  Increase 
the  rate  on  china  clay ;  it  simply  voted  to  retain  the  rate  at 
present  in  the  law. 


Mr.    FLETCHER.     Absolutely,    and    the    rate    fixed    In    the 

Mr.  REED.  The  Finance  Committee  had  reduced  It  to  $1.50, 
and  tlie  coalition  put  it  up  to  $2.50. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No;  the  coalition  did  not  do  that.  There  have 
been  some  things  done  in  this  bill  of  which  I  do  not  approve,  and 
when  we  get  through  preventing  increases  there  will  still  be 
inexcusable  and  wicked  things  in  the  existing  tariff. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  ;  yes. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  I  owe  the  Senator  an  apology.  I  have 
the  impression  that  he  voted  against  that  increase  in  the  duty 
on  china  clay.     The  balance  of  the  coalition  did  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Not  all  of  us. 

Mr.  REED.  Perhaps  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  also  voted 
against  it. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  accept  the  Senator's  apology. 

Mr.  REED.  But  the  coalition,  minus  the  help  of  those  Sena- 
tors, did  it. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  was  going  to  say  and  did  say  that  there  will 
be  a  good  many  amendments  agreed  to  which  in  my  Judgment 
will  be  wicked,  will  be  wrong.  I  think  that  is  one  of  them. 
Sometimes  it  will  be  done  in  the  name  of  the  American  farmer. 
Many  feins  have  been  committed  in  his  name.  Sometimes  it 
will  be  done  in  the  name  of  the  American  laborer.  Lots  of  sins 
have  been  committed  with  that  kind  of  a  cry.  Wherever  an 
excuse  is  needed  and  it  can  be  said,  "  Labor  Is  opposed  to  this  " 
or  "  Labor  is  in  favor  of  this  increase  these  millionaire  manu- 
facturers want,"  that  will  be  said. 

Let  us  consider  this  amendment  on  its  merits.  I  am  surprised 
at  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  I  am  making  an  argument 
In  favor  of  this  amendment.  I  have  come  over  to  the  Grundy 
crowd.  I  am  advocating  a  higher  tariff  on  the  sick  and  the  lame 
and  the  wounded,  on  the  housewife  and  on  the  kitchen,  In  order 
that  Grundy  may  prosper  more,  and  you  do  not  seem  to  appre- 
ciate it. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  has  be«i  quite 
fair  to  Mr.  Grundy  when  he  says  that  he  does  it  in  order  that 
Mr.  Grundy  may  prosper  more,  because  Grundy  says  he  is  not 
getting  paid,  but  that  what  he  is  doing  is  ctdlecting  money  for 
the  Itepublican  Party  and  then  coming  down  here  to  see  that 
they  deliver.  The  Senator  ought  to  be  fair  with  Grundy. 
Grundy  has  said  he  is  not  getting  any  money  out  of  it  personally. 
He  is  Just  collecting  money  and  turning  it  over  to  the  Repub- 
lican I'arty,  and  now  he  is  down  here  to  see  that  the  Republican 
Party  keeps  its  promises. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Of  course,  I  am  not  speaking  of  Grundy's  col- 
lections. That  may  be  the  subject  of  a  talk  at  another  time. 
At  the  present  time  I  am  speaking  of  Grundy's  profits,  and  I  am 
using  him  as  an  illustration.  I  have  gotten  onto  the  Grundy 
band  wagon,  and  I  want  to  help  make  the  Grundy  outfit  more 
prosperous.  Incidentally  it  may  be  connected  with  collections 
he  will  make  for  campaign  purposes.  If  he  gets  more  money  he 
will  contribute  more,  I  should  think ;  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Listening  to  the  Senator,  I  would  like  to  say 
that  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  a  very 
shrewd  way  of  getting  a  big  contribution  for  his  campaign  In 
the  next  election. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes;  I  think  this  is  a  shrewd  thing.  That  is 
the  reason  I  am  advocating  it  That  is  the  n^son  why  I  am 
with  the  Finance  Committee.  It  Is  a  mighty  shrewd  maneuver, 
because  the  people  will  not  notice  it,  it  is  so  little,  and  it  is  Just 
one  of  tliose  little  things  which,  all  put  together,  make  a  big 
thing,  if  we  can  make  the  women  out  in  the  kitchens  contribute 
a  few  (pennies  and  get  a  few  pennies  from  every  kitchen  In  the 
United  States — and  there  are  thousands  of  them — these  labor- 
ing women,  these  laboring  men. 

We  have  been  making  the  cry  heretofore  of  getting  an  in- 
crease on  the  ground  of  helping  labor.  We  do  not  do  it  in  this 
particular  instance,  because  we  are  not  making  a  very  big  pull 
on  any  Individual.  We  expect,  though,  to  get  a  few  pennies 
from  every  poor  woman's  kitchen  in  the  land.  Then  we  are 
doing  the  same  with  the  hospitals.  How  can  a  sick  man  defend 
himself?  They  are  the  best  kind  of  fellows;  when  you  get  the 
drop  on  them  they  can  not  defend  themselves.  Many  of  them 
will  die.  Many  of  them  will  die  because  they  can  not  have  good 
utensils  in  the  hospitals.  A  dead  man  does  not  tell  any  tales. 
We  are  safe  in  levying  on  those  who  are  about  to  pass  on,  to 
levy  on  the  poor  in  the  kitchen.  Although  we  get  from  each  one 
of  them  but  a  small  amount,  In  the  aggregate  we  get  a  lot.  And 
we  have  to  have  It 


The  Senator  frwn  Utah  says  the  object  of  tills  i«  to  make 
them  all  alike.  That  is  true;  we  are  going  to  make  them  all 
alike.  We  are  going  to  treat  the  poor  woman  in  the  kitchen 
Just  as  we  treat  the  sick  wcwaan  in  the  hospital. 

Mr,  REED.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  I  am  so  ignorant  that  I  do  not  know  what  uten- 
sil it  Is  the  poor  woman  has  in  her  kitchen  that  is  plated  with 
silver.  I  have  been  in  kitchens  of  poor  people,  but  I  never  saw 
any  utensils  that  were  plated  with  silver. 
Mr.  HASTINGS.  How  about  platinum? 
Mr.  REED.  Or  with  platinum  or  with  gold.  The  poor4)eople 
up  in  Pennsylvania  have  a  singular  lack  of  gold  and  platinum 
plated  utensils  in  their  kitchens.  If  the  stricken  agriculturists 
of  Nebraska  need  gold-plated  kitchen  utensils,  I  am  for  giving 
them  to  them.  No  matter  what  it  cost  Mr.  Grundy,  I  would  be 
In  favor  of  giving  these  poor  people  of  NebraAa  all  the  gold- 
plated  kitchen  utensils  they  want ;  but  up  in  Pennsylvania  we 
have  not  developed  that  industry  to  any  extent,  and  most  of  our 
poverty-stricken  Pennsyivanians  have  not  got  them.  Will  not 
the  Senator  Just  tell  us  one  g<rid-plated  or  sllver-plAted  kitchen 
utensil  that  he  finds  in  the  kitdiens  of  poor  people? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  subside 

Mr.  REED.     I  have  subsided. 

Mr  NORRIS.  In  the  question  he  asked — that  took  him  10 
minutes  to  ask.  I  will  try  to  answer  it.  The  Senator  says  he 
has  been  In  kitchens,  in  poor  people's  kitchens.  That  has  been 
so  long  ago  that  he  has  forgotten  what  he  saw.  He  has  not 
been  in  a  poor  woman's  kitchen  for  lo,  these  many  years.  He 
does  not  go  into  the  kitchens  even  of  the  rich.  He  does  not 
have  to  do  that  If  he  wanted  to  know  what  was  in  a  kitchen 
he  would  send  an  emissary,  who  would  have  gold  braid  on,  who 
would  be  dressed  in  a  long-tailed  coat  a  silk  hat,  and  tooth- 
jrick  shoes.  That  is  the  way  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
gets  information  from  the  kltrfien.  He  does  not  have  anythinf 
to  do  with  the  kitchen.  He  does  not  know  that  in  the  last  fif- 
teen or  twenty  years  the  kitchens  of  America  have  changed  a 
great  deal,  and  that  there  are  silver-plated  egg  beaters  In  the 
kitchens,  that  there  are  silver-jdated  knives  in  the  kitchens,  and 
silver-plated  spoons  in  the  kitchens.  Oh,  we  have  an  abundance 
of  it  I  am  surprised  that  the  Senator  does  not  know  that.  I 
come  over  and  Join  this  great  group  ot  Grundys,  and  I  am  sur- 
prised when  I  get  over  here  that  the  leader  of  the  whole  buncb 
does  not  know  what  there  is  in  a  kitchen. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  One  other  article  that  I  had  In  mind  was  a 
little  instrument  somewhat  in  the  shape  of  a  brl<*-ma8on's 
trowel,  that  is  used  In  the  kitchen  to  turn  griddle  cakes.  It  may 
be  that  the  theory  of  the  Finance  Committee  Is  that  when  this 
bill  becomes  a  law,  If  it  passes  as  it  came  from  the  House  or 
from  the  Finance  Committee,  the  housewife  wiU  have  no  further 
use  for  any  instrument  that  would  be  used  for  turning  griddle 
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Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  1  think  If  I  had  had  adranoe 
notice  of  the  ignorance  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  I 
could  have  gone  over  to  the  Grundy  PIggly  Wlggly  store  In  the 
comer  of  the  Senate  Chamber  and  found  several  sllver-irtated 
kitchen  utensils;  but  I  am  not  going  to  do  It  now. 

It  is  sufficient  to  know  that  we  are  going  to  get  some  money 
out  of  the  kitchen  and  we  are  going  to  get  it  through  this 
amendment.  If  any  of  you  fellows  dare  to  vote  against  this 
committee  amendment,  you  wlU  be  denounced  as  Bolsheviks,  yoti 
will  be  denounced  in  letters  as  fellows  more  Injurious  than  all 
the  communists  of  the  world.  You  will  be  denounced  from  one 
end  of  the  country  to  the  other  as  not  good  Republicans.  The 
decree  has  gone  forth  from  us  Grundys  that  we  are  going  to 
make  this  levy,  and,  as  loyal  followers  and  ol)edient  political 
slaves,  you  must  come  across  or  we  wUl  kick  you  clear  off  of 
the  reservation. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President ^      „       .       #^       m^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania?  ,       _, 

Mr  REED.  I  have  seen  pancakes  turned,  I  have  turned 
them"  myself,  and  I  would  like  to  teU  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky  who  evidently  has  not  turned  any  for  a  long  tiine,  that 
the  iiistrument  with  which  the  operation  is  performed  is  made 
of  steel  That  is  the  substance  on  which  the  coalitionists, 
without  the  help  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  I  am  glad  to 
say  increased  the  cost  yesterday  by  putting  up  the  manganese 
tariff  That  is  not  silver  plated.  You  wiU  not  find  a  cake 
turner  in  the  world  that  ever  was  silver  plated.  It  is  made  of 
steel,  and  I  a.ssure  the  Senate  that  they  have  already  done 
their  share  of  mischief  in  regard  to  that. 

Several  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 
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Mr,  BEED.    H«Te  I  tb«  floor,  Mr.  President? 

Mr.  NMRRI8.  No.  Mr.  Prerident ;  rielther  the  Senator  from 
PenDsylrania  nor  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  nor  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky  has  the  floor.    I  have  not  yielded  the  floor. 

Mr.  REED.  O  Mr.  Pret«l<lent,  if  the  Senator  had  subsld^'d 
only  temiiorarlly.  I  am  sorry  I  Interrupted  him. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  not  yielded  the  flwr.  I  am  not  object- 
lug.  Senators  all  do  this  while  I  have  the  floor,  because  I  am 
ffxnl  natnred  and  l)ecau.«^  we  l)elong  now  to  the  same  Grundy 
crowd.  I  am  willing  that  either  the  Senator  from  Utah  or  the 
Senator  fr«>m  Pennsylvania  should  proceed. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  but  a 
moment? 

Mr.  NORRI8.  Will  not  the  Senator  let  me  take  care  of  one 
of  <»nr  brethren  flrst  before  I  yield  to  another  one? 

The   Senator   from   Pennsylvania   now   says   he   has   turned 

Sncakes.  That  will  be  a  sunrise.  I  think  the  only  time  the 
.  tiator  fT«»m  Pennsylvania  ever  turned  a  pancake  was  while 
the  pancake  was  traveling  down  his  gullet  fn»m  his  mouth  to 
his  utomach.  If  be  lias  turned  a  iwincake  recently  he  probably 
rect>gniaed  that  the  Instrument  on  which  the  pancake  was  made 
was  the  output  of  one  of  Mr.  Melton's  great  corporations. 

l»r<>bably  the  only  time  he  ever  turned  a  pancake  was  when 
he  was  perhaps  giving  an  exhibition  of  the  cooking  utensils 
manufacture<l  by  the  Aluminum  Co.  of  America.  They  make 
pancake  griddles  that  will  cook  pancakes  without  grease.  They 
make  pancake  turoers,  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  prob- 
ably utilised  one  of  them  when  he  was  turning  pancakes. 

At  least.  Mr.  President,  everybody  except  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania — be  admitted  his  ignorance,  you  know,  but  he  is 
being  educate<l  now — knows  there  is  lots  of  silverware  in  the 
modem  American  kitchen.  We  Omndy  pe«iple  have  found  that 
out  and  we  are  going  to  make  our  levy  upon  It.  Nobody  is 
going  to  escape  u«.  No  one  can  escape  when  he  Is  traveling 
toward  the  graveyard,  either.  We  will  get  them  when  they  are 
bom  and  we  will  get  them  when  they  die.  We  will  get  them 
whether  they  are  In  the  kitchen  or  in  the  hospital.  This  is  the 
way  we  are  going  to  proceed  to  do  It. 

Mr.  SM(K>T.  Mr.  I'resldent.  we  amended  paragraph  38d  to 
conform  to  paragraph  398.     Paragraph  :«J8  reads  as  follows : 

Articira  or  wares  not  apeciaUy  provided  for,  If  compo««d  wholly  or 
ia  chief  value  of  platinum,  gold,  or  sliver,  aad  artldca  or  wares  plated 
with  platlauB.  gold,  or  silver — 

And  so  forth. 

What  we  did  In  this  matter  was  simply  to  follow  the  parn- 
f  raph  as  passed  by  the  Hon.<e. 

Mr.  BARKLST.  l>f  course,  the  difTerence  Is  that  that  para- 
grafrii  proTldes  that  the  articles  must  be  of  cheap  value.  That 
docs  not  apply  to  the  paragraph  we  are  now  considering. 

Mr.  HMOilT.  The  Senator  Is  wrong.  Paragraph  3»8  refers 
to  friated  ware,  "  If  composed  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  iron, 
steel,  lead,  copper."  and  so  forth.  It  la  exactly  the  same.  I 
think  it  Is  a  very  little  thing. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  ao  increase.  Of  courae,  we  can  not 
agree  to  that. 

Mr.  SMC)OT.  I  nm  not  saying  anything  abont  the  Increase, 
It  was  thoagbt  better  that  both  paragraphs  should  be  the  same. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  la  an  increaae  over  the  present  rate  In 
the  House  bilL 

Mr.  SMODT.    Of  5  per  cent. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  Preaideat.  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  a  question?  The  House  had  hearings  on  plated  ware  and 
pnt  a  flS  per  cent  duty  upon  gold  and  piatinam  and  a  50  per 
cctit  duty  on  silver. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SACKBTT.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee  what  evidence,  if  any,  there  was  before  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  which  caused  the  change  in  silver* 
xware  from  90  to  65  per  cent. 
"~^Mr.  SMOlvr.  I  know  of  no  evidence  that  was  submitted  to 
the  committee. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Was  there  any  information  given  the  com- 
mitter* of  any  kind  as  to  any  need  for  an  increase?  I  do  not 
remeiBber  any  and  I  am  merely  trying  to  find  out. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  1  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  House  also  prepared  paragraph  398,  and  these  articles  are 
iiK-luded  there. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  That  relates  to  a  different  class  of  articles. 
It  is  entirely  different.  This  (varagraph  relates  to  tableware  in 
c«UDiuoii  everyday  ui>e.  The  point  I  want  to  make  is  that  there 
is  no  evidettce  before  the  committee  at  all  which  Justifles  a 
change  from  the  Hott$e  rute. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  articles  are  not  in  everyday  use. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  think  the  proposal  does  make  a  difference. 
I  tliiuk  we  are  here  for  the  purpose  of  writing  a  fair  tariff. 
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I  am  a  proteitionlst,  but  I  want  some  evidence  to  show  that 
there  Is  a  reason  for  an  increase.  I  can  n(tt  find  a  particle  of 
evidence  to  the  effect  that  there  Is  any  unemployment  in  this 
particular  industry,  that  there  is  any  increase  or  decrease  of  im- 
p«irtatlon8,  and  I  do  not  feel  that  a  case  has  been  made.  If  I 
could  find  it  to  have  b'-en  made.  I  would  vote  for  the  amendment. 
Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to  make  the 
observation  that  it  seems  to  me  a  little  strange  to  hear  from 
the  senior  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackitt}  who  is  now 
objecting  to  this  pn»p»wition  and  who  was  a  member  of  the 
committee  in  the  secret  councils  and  a  conspirator  in  the  fram- 
ing of  this  bill. 

Mr,  SACKETT.  I  would  like  to  agree  to  the  "  con.splracy  *• 
proposition  with  reservations,  if  the  Senator  from  Mississipi^ 
will  permit  me. 

Mr.  HAItRISON.  I  will  accept  the  reservations. 
Mr.  NUillilS.  Mr.  President,  the  senior  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky has  hit  the  nail  on  the  head,  I  think.  What  is  the  u.se 
of  it?  The  Senator  from  Utah  says  it  is  to  make  It  all  the 
same,  but  when  we  run  it  down  we  find  that  it  makes  it  all  the 
same  except  that  there  Is  an  increase  in  the  rate.  He  increases 
the  tariff  on  the  kitchen  and  the  hospital.  That  is  what  he 
does.  Why  should  we  do  that?  Why,  he  says,  "The  House 
had  it  this  way  and  we  want  to  make  it  all  the  same."  That 
is  the  only  argument.  The  real  thing  is  that  here  we  are 
going  to  put  an  increa.sed  tax  on  a  class  of  people  without  their 
finding  it  out.  If  the  Senator  from  Utah  does  not  want  to  in- 
crease the  tariff,  he  will  agree  to  the  motion  I  am  about  to 
make. 

I  move  to  amend  the  committee  amendment  on  page  78,  line 
13.  by  striking  out  "  65  "  and  inserting  "  50." 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Does  the  Senator  apply  that  to  gold  and 
platinum  as  well  as  silver? 

Mr.  FLETCHER  If  we  disagree  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. It  will  have  the  same  effect. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  think  It  will  be  quite  the  same,  be- 
cause there  are  two  rates  in  the  paragraph  which  the  com- 
mittee strikes  out  and  inserts  one  instead  of  two. 

Yes ;  1  think  the  same  thing  will  be  accomplished  by  dis- 
agreeing to  the  committee  amendment.  It  will  leave  platlntim 
at  a  higher  rate  than  silverware.  I  do  not  think  anybody  claims 
there  is  any  platinum-plated  ware  In  the  kitchen,  but  when 
we  say  "You  are  taxing  the  kitchen,"  the  answer  comes  back, 
"  Is  there  any  platlnumware  in  the  kitchen?"  Nobmly  said  so, 
and  yet  it  is  assumed  that  Is  the  argument  we  are  making,  when 
as  a  matter  of  fact  there  is  plenty  of  silverware  in  the  kitchen 
and  in  the  hospital  and  nolJody  dare  deny  it.  These  are  the 
people  we  are  going  to  hit  by  increasing  the  tariff  for  no  reason 
whatever,  as  has  been  suggested  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackett],  and  the  only  reason  is  that  we  want 
to  get  the  money  from  this  kind  of  people. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The  clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  79,  line  19,  after  the 
words  "  provided  for "  to  insert  "  and  crochet  needles  or 
hooks  " ;  in  line  20i,  after  the  word  "  needles,"  to  strike  out  '*  and 
crochet  needles  or  hooks";  and  on  page  80,  line  2,  before  the 
words  "  ad  valorem."  to  strike  out  "  50  per  cent "  and  insert 
"45  per  cent."  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read: 

Pa*.  343.  Needles  for  knlttlnf,  sewlng^,  shoe,  or  embroidery  macbines 
of  every  description,  not  specially  provided  for,  and  crocbet  needles  or 
books.  91.15  per  tbonsaod  and  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  ;  spring-beard 
needles.  91.50  per  thonsand  and  50  per  cent  ad  valorem;  latcb  needles, 
92  per  thoas.<tnd  and  60  per  cent  ad  valorem;  tape,  knittinp.  and  all 
otber  needles,  not  specially  provided  for,  bodkins  of  metal,  and  needle 
eases  or  needle  books  furnished  witb  assortments  of  needles  or  rom- 
ttlnatlons  of  needles  and  otber  articles,  45  per  cent'  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  wa.s,  on  page  80,  line  7.  after  the  words 
"  per  cent  of,''  to  strike  out  "  tungsten,  molybdenum,  or  "  and 
insert  "  tungsten  or  molyt>denum,  or  more  than  three-tenths  of 
1  per  cent  of."  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Pa«.  344.  Cylindrical  steel  rolls,  ground  and  polished,  valued  at  25 
cents  per  pound  or  over,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  ;  any  of  the  foregoing 
eontainlnf?  more  than  one-tenth  of  1  per  cent  of  vanadium,  or  more 
than  two-tenths  of  1  per  cent  of  tungsten  or  molybdenum,  or  more  than 
three-tenths  of  1  per  c«nt  of  chromium.  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  would  like  to  have  a  brief 
explanation  of  just  what  the  amendment  does  before  we  vote 
on  it. 
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Mr  SMOOT.  It  does  not  change  tungsten  or  molybdenum,  but 
it  brings  chromium  in  as  it  is  under  three  previous  amendments 
agreed  to.  It  Is  following  out  the  policy  of  the  amendments 
which  have  already  been  agreed  to.  It  relates  to  tungsten  or 
molyb<l«>num  containing  more  than  three-tenths  of  1  per  cent 
of  chromium.     It  only  applies  to  chromium. 

Mr    BARKLEY.     As  1  understand  it,  it  is  a  reduction  froin 

the  House  rate;  but  how  does  it  compare  with  the  present  law? 

Mr   SMOOT.     Bv  increasing  the  limit  it  decreases  the  rate. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  have 

a  little  explanation  as  to  why  chromium  should  be  discriminated 

against  in  this  manner.  w        .         ,        « 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  course,  the  only  thing  is  that  chromium  is 
being  used  a  great  deal  more  than  tungsten  and  molybdenum. 
ThLs  is  a  reduction. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Oh,  no. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  on  a  content  of  more  than  three-tenths  of 
1  per  cent  of  chromium. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  is  the  point  I  am  making— 
that  If  it  contains  less  than  three-tenths  of  1  per  cent  it  does  not 
become  subject  to  this  duty,  while  other  metals  do. 

Mr.  BAHlvLEY.  Mr.  Pn-sident.  this  provision  has  been  car- 
ried all  along  as  to  tungsten  and  molybdenum.  It  has  not  been 
carried  as  to  chromium.  The  effect  Is  that  the  House  provision 
has  a<lde«l  chromium,  which  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of  what 
is  railed  stainless  or  rustless  steel,  so  we  can  not  effect  the 
inclusion  of  chromium  in  this  amendment,  because  it  Is  a  House 
provision  that  has  not  been  changed  by  the  Senate  committee. 
I  think  we  might  as  well  agree  to  the  amendment  as  to  tungsten 
and  raolvlKienum,  and  when  we  come  to  individual  amendments 
from  the  floor,  then  if  we  desire  to  exclude  chromium  we  may 
do  it ;  but  we  can  not  reach  it  now.  *w    a       * 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  We  are  now  acting  on  the  Senate 
committee  amendment.  «         .       ,.        , 

Mr  BARKLEY.  But  that  does  not  affect  the  chromium. 
Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Yes;  It  provides  that  if  It  coo- 
tains  more  than  Uire^^tenths  of  1  per  cent  of  chromium  it  then 
becomes  subject  to  the  duty,  whereas  if  it  contains  more  tlian 
two-tenths  of  tungsten  or  molybdenum  it  is  subject  to  the  duty. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  changes  the  relaUon  of  the  chromium 
content,  but  it  does  not  change  the  rate.  .  ^  .  .  ^ 
Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  rea8t)n  Is  that  chromium  Is  not 
Quite' so  rare  as  tungsten  and  molybdenum  and  is  more  exten- 
sively used  That  is  to  say,  if  it  were  two-tenths  instead  of 
thri^-tenths  of  1  per  cent,  there  would  be  a  little  heavier  burden 
nut  upon  the  steel  manufacturer.  In  other  words,  this  is  an- 
other amendment  to  relieve  the  manufacturer  of  steel  from  a 
burden  to  which  he  would  otherwise  be  subjected.  It  is  in  line 
with  tlie  policy  which  was  controlling  In  the  imposition  of  the 
duty  on  gjTsum.  on  mica,  on  china  clay,  and  which  Induced 
nutting  manganese  upon  the  free  list,  and  so  on  aU  the  way 
down.  It  IB  for  the  purpose  of  giving  further  relief  to  the 
manufacturer  of  steel  products.  .»...,  .v     o 

Mr  FLETi^HER.  Mr.  President.  I  suggest  that  if  the  Sena- 
tor desires  to  reach  the  point  he  makes,  he  should  move  to  strike 
out  of  the  committee  amendment  "  more  than  three-tenths  of  1 
per  cent."  That  would  leave  the  two-tenths  of  1  per  cent 
apDlvlng  to  tungsten  and  molybdenum  and  chromium. 

Mr  WVLSH  of  Montana.  I  move  to  amend  the  committee 
amendment  by  striking  out  the  words  "or  more  than  three- 
tenths  of  1  per  cent  of."  ,       ♦    ♦, 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  tlie 
amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  as  amended. 
The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 
The   VICE   PRESIDENT.     The   clerk   will   state   the   next 

amendment.  ^     „ 

The  next  amendment  was.  In  paragraph  349,  on  page  81,  nne 
21,  before  the  words  "  ad  valorem,"  to  strike  out  "  45  per  cent 
and  insert  "  55  per  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

Metal  trousor  buttons  (except  steel)  and  nickel  bar  bottons,  one- 
twelfth  of  1  cent  per  line  per  gross ;  steel  trouser  buttons,  one-fourth  of 
1  cent  per  line  per  gross ;  buttons  of  metal,  not  specially  provided  for, 
three-fourths  of  1  cent  per  line  per  press;  and  In  addlUon  thereto,  on 
all  the  foregoing,  15  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  metal  buttons  embossed  with 
a  design,  device,  pattern,  or  lettering,  65  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  anieuduient  was  rejected. 
-   The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  paragraph  350,  on  page  82, 
line  1,  after  the  word  "  and,"  to  strike  out  "  brass,  copper,  iron. 


and  Insert  "pins  with/ 


steel,  or  other  base  metal  pins,  with 
so  as  to  read ; 

rins  with  solid  heads,  without  ornamentation,  including  hair,  safety, 
hat.  boimet,  and  shawl  pins ;  aad  plus  with  bends  of  glass,  paste,  or 
fusible  enamel. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the  reason  for  that 
proposed  change? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  will  notice  the  paragrni-h,  to 
lines  4,  5,  and  6  there  have  been  inserted  the  words  "  if  of  iron 
or  steel,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  If  of  other  ba.se  metal,  45  per 
cent  ad  valorem." 

If  the  Senator  has  followed  the  testimony,  he  will  recall  that 
"pins  with  solid  heads  without  ornamentation,  Including  hair, 
safety,  hat,  bonnet,  and  shawl  pins,"  are  imported  Into  the 
United  States  in  great  quantities.  The  testimony  shows  that  a 
great  part.  Indeed  most  of  the  industry,  which  is  largely  located 
in  Connecticut,  is  at  a  standstill  and  is  to-day  losing  money. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  is  a  proposed  Increase  in  the  tariff  on 
pins.  Including  steel  pins  and  all  sorts  of  pins,  from  35  per 
cent  to  00  per  cent.    That  is  what  the  effect  of  It  will  be. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  Is  the  effect  of  the  amendment;  but.  In 
view  of  the  importations  and  the  condition  of  the  Industry  aa 
disclosed  by  the  testimony,  the  committee  thought  that  the 
change  in  this  item  ought  to  be  made. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  a 
question?  ,         „^  ^     ,  , . 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes.  ,         _       ^ 

Mr  HARRISON.  The  statistics  show  that  all  Imports  of 
pins  amount  to  only  $286,000,  while  the  production  is  $4,000,000. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  Chub-  Clkek.  On  page  82,  line  4,  the  committee  pro- 
pt.s.'s.  after  the  word  "  Jewelry,"  to  strike  out  "  35  per  cent  ad 
valorem  "  and  Insert  "  if  of  Iron  or  steel,  60  per  cent  ad  vjilorem ; 
If  of  other  base  meUl,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,"  so  aa  to  read : 

All  the  foregoing  not  plated  with  gold  or  silver,  and  not  commonly 
known  as  Jewelry,  if  of  iron  or  steel,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  If  of  other 
base  meUl,  46  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  presume  the  vote  on  this  amendment  will  be 
the  same  as  on  that  preceding.  .       ^    *». 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  82,  line  7,  after  **  Par. 
351  "  to  strike  out  "  Pens,  not  specially  provided  for,  of  plain  or 
carbon  steel,  15  cents  per  gross ;  wholly  or  In  part  of  other  metal, 
18  cents  tier  gross"  and  Insert  "Pens,  metallic,  not  specially 
provided  for,  15  cents  per  gross,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph 
read : 

Pak  351.  Pens,  metallic,  not  speciaUy  provided  for,  16  cents  per  gross; 
any  of  the  foregoing  with  nib  and  barrel  In  one  piece,  20  cents  per 
gross. 

Mr  WAGNER.  Mr.  President.  I  offer  an  amendment  to  para- 
graph 351  of  the  bill,  which,  in  effect,  if  agreed  to,  will  restore 
the  rate  fixed  in  the  present  law,  which  hj  on  pens,  metalUc,  not 
specially  provided  for,  12  cents  per  gross.         .     ,  ^  ,      ^  .     . , 

I  have  offered  the  amendment  because  I  see  absolutely  no  justi- 
fication or  reason  for  an  Increase  in  the  duty.  If  anything  If 
we  are  to  be  guided  by  experience,  there  ought  to  be  a  reduction 
in  the  tariff  duty,  because  imports  during  the  last  10  years  have 
decreased  from  30  per  cent  of  the  entire  consumption  of  the 
2o^n?rrdoi^To  20  ^r  cent.  As  to  the  exports  of  this  Paftict^ar 
commtKlitv.  during  1928,  the  last  year  for  which  figures  are 
aSSe  the  exports  were  19  per  cent  of  our  domestic  produc- 
Uc;^.  which  is  an'^ncrease  from  about  lO-lO  years  ago-to  19 
per  cent  in  1928.  So  it  seems  to  n.e  a  case  is  made  out  for  a 
reduction  rather  than  for  an  increase.        ^      „       ,  ,^. 

Mr  SMOOT.  The  rate  proposed  in  the  Senate  committee 
amendment  is  a  reduction, 

\Ir  WAGNER  Oh,  no;  the  Senate  committee  amendment  i» 
nn  increase  over  the  rate  in  the  present  l&vf,  which  is  12  cents, 
U  is  hot^ver.  a  reduction  from  the  rate  fixed  In  the  bill  as  it 
came  from  the  House. 
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Mr.  MMOOT.    Ttiat  In  what  I  thought  the  Henatot  from  N«w 

York  DiHuiit.  ^        »,.     1  * 

Mr.  WAONKU.  My  nnn'ndincot  atm  \n  to  redace  toe  duty 
to  thfl  rnt*  which  now  prt^miln  nnd*r  tin*  act  (tt  1W2. 

Mr  HMOOT.  I  think  the  mannfacttireni  ttt  imit  made  A 
wprr  «'hmI  caae.  I  am  quitf  niire  of  that ;  but  th«  ««»«"•"'/*•* 
provUJiNi  ihnt  lh««y  •houUl  havi*  ooly  1ft  f#nt«  pw  groan,  »«trlkki« 
oiii  ihv  langnav*'  "  wholly  or  In  iwirt  of  othrr  iii#tal  IM  «'»'nt» 
Iwr  groiM,"  HO  that  th«>  doty  would  b«  Ut  ccnta  iuft  Kfttm. 

Mr,  WAflNKH.  Mr,  l'r».iid#'nt.  I  fn-g  to  dlff*^  with  th«  nmu- 
inr  from  (;tah  wh«^  h**  alali*  that  th****-  «rtir««i.'M»lng  mm  liK-rMawod 
duty  iMa«l4<  ottt  a  raaf  whkh  )u«illM  If,  1  rrad  th«  ht^Mnaa. 
aiMl  tlM*  fait  la  that  lli#r»»  Im  »Mrt  aoy  aHwal  loniprtllloo  t^MJwy 
!#.  »w«i»  th*'  f«»f»'lai»  and  (Vmtt^U'  ifrifUttt  w*-  art»  dlaHiM«li»« 
l«< auMf  ll»#  UirtUgn  pr^Kliwi.  <fi  whlih  (b^  i'»mm\tim[  tiftt\>*mmUi 
fn\m>  Wm  fn%m  >4  «lttff,  MU  l«  m$f  Mttrkt^  at  a  l»l#h*'r  urU*' 
Ihao  Ihv  diJMM**itl<  aflW'i^' 

Mr  yuvrwtlKU.  Mr  |'r<Hd<|«*»»t,  I  want  to  wi*4#r»la>Kl  wtial 
w«*  »r»  Ut  r<H«  'ft?  1  MiKhtfatMMl  iIm«  affM«f»dfiMrtii  of  th«  ntmn- 
U>f  trim  Hmt  York  la  to  atrlk*  «mt  "  15  « •mta  "  lii  lliw  W  nu4 
iitmft  "  \%  iiaiila." 

Mr    WAaWKU.    My  amMtdiiK^t  imi/Oim*m  to  atrlka  out  "  lA 
<vfitN "  aa  a  doty  and  lioMJft   '  Vi  ami*,'  wlilfto  la  tho  rata  pro 
Tldi'd  by  t\\*  imwtnt  law.  ^    ^  .       ^ 

Th«»  VICK  rilKHIDKNT.  Tt»o  latter  purt  of  the  ameodnMnt 
oflTeriHl  by  th**  l4«»natof  from  New  York  la  not  In  order  at  Ihla 

Mr.  WAONEB.  I  withdraw  the  latter  part  of  IL  1  under- 
Btiiml  that  under  the  unanlmon.^wonaent  agreement  It  can  not 
be  offered  now.  ^^         _^, 

Thf  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  portion 
of  the  amendment  <if  the  Senator  from  New  York  which  is  in 

order. 

The  Chikt  Clhuc.  In  tl»e  committee  amendment  on  page  82, 
line  10.  after  the  word  "  for,"  it  is  proiwsed  to  strike  out  "  16  " 
and  Insert  "12,"  so  as  to  read : 

I>n«.  metallic,  not  specially  provided  for,  12  cents  per  (roas. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  CHID"  CuotK.  On  page  82.  paragraph  852,  in  line  12. 
after  the  word  "  other."  it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  "  drill  bits  " 
and  insert  "  driUs.**  so  as  to  read : 

Pab.  Sa2.  Twist  and  other  drills,  reamers,  milling  cutters,  tapa,  dies, 
dl**  heads,  aad  aietal-cuttiag  tooU  of  all  descriptions,  and  cutting  edges 
or  parti  for  uae  In  such  tools,  composed  of  steel  or  substitutes  for  steel. 
sU  the  foregoing,  not  specially  proridwl  for,  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  please  explain  that  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  amendment  Is  simi^y  to  correct  the  lan- 
guage and  make  it  what  It  ought  to  be 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  thought  that  was  probably  the  case. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Withoat  objection,  the  amendmwit 
is  agreed  to.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  CHiir  Clox.  On  page  82,  in  paragraph  352,  line  18.  after 
the  words  "per  cent  of."  It  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  "tung- 
sten, molybdenum,  or."  and  Insert  "  tungsten  or  molybdenum,  or 
more  than  three-tenths  of  1  per  cent  of,"  so  as  to  read : 

If  coaulning  more  than  one-tenth  of  1  per  cent  of  vanadium,  or 
more  than  two-tenths  of  1  per  cent  of  tungsten  or  molyt>denum.  or  more 
than  three-tenths  of  1  per  cent  of  chromium.  60  per  cent  ad  Taloraa. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  that  is  quite  like 
the  prorision  on  the  other  page.  I  move  to  amend  the  committee 
amendment  by  striking  out  the  words  "or  more  than  three- 
tentlis  of  1  per  cent  of." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Montana  to  the  amend- 
ment reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  waa  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  attenHon  of  the  committee 
has  been  called  to  wrtaln  amendments  which  are  necessary  in 
this  paragraph,  and  I  desire  now  to  offer  them. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  propoaed  by  the 
Senator  from  I'tah  on  behalf  of  the  committee  will  be  atated. 

The  CHiar  CtraK.  On  page  82.  after  the  word  "  foregoing." 
In  llnea  15  and  18.  It  la  propoaed  to  Insert  "  If  anltable  for  nae 
la  ratting  metJil.'* 

The  VICB  PBBSIDENT.  The  queaUoo  U  on  a<r«elnf  to  the 
amendment. 

The  aroaodment  wa«  agreed  to. 
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Mr,  HMOOT.    I  alao  offer  an  amendment  to  come  In  on  page 

IBS  In  line  16.  ......  ^ 

The  VICE  PRKMlDBNT,  The  amendment  will  be  stated. 
The  Chiet  Cijekk.    On  page  82,  line  1«,  It  la  propoaed  to  strike 

not  tile  word  "  If  "  and  Inaert  tho  worda  "  cutting  tools  of  any 

kind," 

riM'  Vir;H  PUEMIDBNT,    The  question  la  on  agreeing  to  tba 

nmeiKlinoot. 

The  nm^'iidfiK'iit  wna  agrwd  to, 

Th**  VICK  I'HKMIDKNT,    Thi*  m-at  amendment  will  be  atated. 

Th**  i'Hitr  Ci  wa.  In  pnragrapti  3/W,  on  paH''  W,  line  »,  after 
il)«>  word  "  Inatrtimi'fit,"  It  la  propc/sed  to  Insert  "(othw  than 
laliofMlory;/'  m>  aa  to  r«id; 

%U>i>mnn\  tf\mnrnvi*.  f*Vf»»M/a#,  ••anaUag,  ^t^(^^».  w*4/flrg,  Igaltl/Ml, 
wlfi«»M,    iUi'ruitmtWf,   aa*!   X'fay   aw«ratM»,   •(•afrata^ata    (i^her   tfeat 

MuttnUtff),  aa^  tiffWf^, 

rU"  \U'K  VUWlVKH'r,  WlllMHit  «4;^«aftlo»»,  th*  nnmulnmti 
la  agrawd  to, 

Th**  iM^gi  nmttudttWHt  waa,  m  m^  N3,  Una  10.  •fiar  tu«  wor4a 
"|/fovld«d  titr,"  to  atrlk«  oat  '  4«  p^r  <«»tt,"  atul  Inaart  "80  par 
oant,"  ao  aa  Ut  read ; 

All  tit*  for««utog,  and  parts  tbi>raof,  fluUhd  or  un0Ri»b«d,  wholly  or 
In  cbUf  value  of  meUI,  tod  not  Npeclally  pruvldt;d  for,  30  par  cent  ad 
valorem. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  question  la  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  paragraph  353,  on  page  83,  after 
line  10,  to  Insert: 

If  any  of  the  foregoing  contains  a  clockwork  mechanism  the  value 
of  such  mechanism  shall  not  be  included  in  computing  the  duty  under 
this  paragraph,  but  such  mechanism,  and  parts  therefor,  shall  be 
separately  assessod  under  paragraph  368. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  it  is  my  purpose  to  ask  that 
the  clock  and  watch  section  go  over  until  to-morrow  because  It 
is  very  complicated,  and  I  think  this  item  also  had  better  go 
orer. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  amendment  does  not  provide  a  rate  of 
duty. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  rate  as  fixed  in  paragraph  368  will,  of 
course,  affect  this  transfer,  and  I  thiuk  we  ought  to  consider 
both  of  them  together.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  let  this  go  over 
until  we  reach  paragraph  368.  It  may  not  encounter  any  ob- 
jection. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  amendment  simply  brings  over  to  this 
paragraph  electric  clocks  at  a  lower  rate;  that  is  all.  How- 
ever, I  am  perfectly  willing  that  it  go  over  if  the  Senator  wants 
that  course  pursued. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  this  paragraph  re- 
lates to  articles  of  very  wide  use,  and  the  aggregate  value  must 
be  considerable.  The  Senate  committee  has  recoiumeuded  a 
reduction  in  the  House  rate,  flxin^  it  at  30  per  cent  Instead  of 
40  per  cent,  as  provided  in  the  Uou.'-e  bill.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Utah  tell  us  what  the  rate  of  the  present  law  is? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  wording  in  the  present  law  is  somewhat 
different.  The  rate  under  the  present  law  Is  30  per  cent  on  a 
part  of  the  articles  and  40  per  cent  on  another  i>art.  The  Items 
have  been  consolidated  here  at  a  tinifonn  rate  of  30  per  cent. 
On  the  articles  on  which  the  rate  Is  now  30  per  cent  there  Is  no 
increase  proposed,  and  on  those  on  which  the  rate  Is  now  40 
per  cent  there  Is  a  reduction. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  So  that  It  reduces  all  to  the  com- 
mon level  of  the  present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  a  reduction  from  the  present  law  In  tlie 
case  of  the  articles  now  bearing  a  40  per  cent  duty. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Montana  it  la 
a  reduction  to  the  minimum  rate  carried  by  any  of  the  articles 
under  the  present  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  40  per  cent  rate  is  reduced  to  30  per  cent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  It  understood  this  amendment 
shall  go  over? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  desires  that  it 
shall  go  over,  very  well. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  object  to  the  amendment  reducing 
the  rate  from  40  per  cent  to  30  per  cent.  It  la  the  new  language 
which  I  wlah  to  go  over. 

Mr.  HMOOT,  Very  well ;  let  the  amendment,  appearing  from 
llnea  11  to  l.'S,  incluMlve,  go  over. 

Mr,  HARK  LEY,    Tho^e  are  the  llnea  to  which  I  refer. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  paaaed 
over.    The  n«xt  amandmeot  will  be  atau>d. 
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The  n<Tt  amendment  waa,  !n  paragraph  8S4,  on  page  88,  line 
21.  after  the  word  "  doaen."  to  atrlke  oat  "  3  centa  "  and  Iniert 
"  4  centa,"  ao  aa  to  read : 

I'Aa.  3M.  Panknlvea,  pock^tknlvaa,  claap  knlvaa,  pmning  knivaa,  btid- 
dlng  knIvHi.  eraa^ra,  manicure  knlv«a,  and  all  knivaa,  by  whatever  aaBM 
kijowii,  Including  aoch  aa  ara  dtn<»nilBatlvaly  BMOttoatd  la  tbla  act, 
wlilrh  hava  folding  or  other  than  n>ed  bUdei  or  attachmaata,  valued 
•  t  not  Oiure  than  40  Mala  th"*  doMu,  4  cents  aaab  and  60  par  c«at  ad 
valoraai.  \ 

Mr,  KLKTCHER,    Doea  that  mptin  an  incr^nml 
Mr,  HM«M»T,    That  la  an  liMff^ae-  •    ^    ^ 

Mr.  IMIIKI/KY,  Mr,  IVeald^-nt,  wp  ran  ntif  agrvpjorhmt 
iwrPHmm     Ttw  farlir  mwiW  IIm*  prttifPt  law  la  1  t^t  5  the  nottae 

Mil  ralwd  II  to  2  t'futt  mui  IIm'  H*'imtt>  itmtnUifp  iffttpimfn  to 
fni«M<  It  fo  4  <vnla,  in  nMUUm  Ut  lf»<»  M  >a^  tmtt  ad  talor«w, 
wlil4  h,  of  «'</Mr»4',  titf  llo«i*«  n%t^i  \h  tUf  tttU  »u*i  whUii  wa  mn 
fMit 'itaiHP' aa  yat,  _  ^      .     .      ..-^^^ 

Tliia  Ui'iM  «'»/t«^a  knlrwi  tHH  are  aold  by  the  IVaiwHO^rtrt 
tUtrim.  tU*'  I'itmimf  kind  of  kiilvaa.  The  amount  of  tmr  prodtw- 
tUnt  of  il»«a«  |aaL'ketkMl?«a  la  alwmt  ♦0.000,000  a  ytar  and  the 
lmi»ortimo«.ii  art)  about  1200.000,  Ho  I  do  not  a*«  why  there  U 
any  raaaon  for  Incruaaing  the  tariff  duty  on  these  pocketknlvea 
above  the  riit^  provided  by  the  preaent  law,  which  la  I  cent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  la  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  rep<trted  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  I  happen  to  know  sonae- 
thing  about  the  pocketknlfe  situation.  After  the  war  the  Win- 
chester Co.,  which  had  greatly  enlarged  Ite  plant  during  the 
war,  had  a  very  difficult  time;  In  fact.  It  has  paid  no  interest 
on  its  common  stock  or  preferred  stock,  and  has  had  a  struggle 
to  make  ends  meet.  It  went  Into  the  hardware  business,  and 
particularly  into  the  pocketknlfe  business,  but  found  it  almost 
Impossible  to  meet  the  German  comi)etiaon.  According  to  the 
1927  census,  the  production  of  pocketknives  in  this  country  was 
11,(XM).000  pieces-  This  la  72  per  cent  of  the  producdon  of  1923. 
There  are  about  2,800  or  3,000  men  emi^oyed  in  this  Industry. 

Mr.  President,  the  Imports  in  1928,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able 
to  learn  them,  were  4,300.000  pieces,  or  about  40  per  cent  of  the 
number  of  pieces  produced  in  this  country.  Nearly  90  per  cent 
of  the  knives  imported  were  valued  at  not  over  50  cents  a  dozen. 
It  is  the  very  cheapest  grade  of  knife.  It  Is  a  very  poor  grade. 
It  Is  one  which  usually  gives  very  little  satisfaction  to  the  pur- 
chaser, in  any  event.  The  boy  who  buys  one  of  these  very  cheap 
knives,  thinking  he  Is  getting  a  bargain,  frequently  finds  that 
the  edge  will  turn  the  first  time  he  tries  to  whittle  a  tough  stick. 
At  the  same  time,  there  is  a  certain  demand  for  the  cheap  knife. 

The  exports  are  negligible.  In  the  only  year  in  which  they 
are  reported  they  were  less  than  1  per  cent  of  the  domestic  pro- 
duction. Our  friends  who  are  opposed  to  the  Increase  always 
lay  stress  on  the  amount  of  exports  with  relation  to  the  Imports. 
In  this  ca.se  the  imports  are  very  large.  The  exports  are 
negligible. 

The  cheapest  grade  of  American  knife  Intended  for  sale  at 
10  cents  each  Is  sold  by  the  makers  at  7  cents  each.  This  I  get 
from  the  Senate  hearings,  pane  514.  Competing  with  this  type 
are  foreign  knives  the  average  foreign  price  of  which  In  1928 
was  2.7  cents.  Such  foreign  goods  have  been  termed  by  Im- 
porters veritable  Junk.  This  Is  from  the  Senate  hearings.  They 
have  no  real  value  as  cutlery,  but  they  do  tend  to  displace  the 
knives  made  In  onr  American  factories. 

Since  1922  It  Is  important  to  note  that  of  31  domestic  knife 
manufacturers,  11  have  gone  out  of  business,  being  unable  to 
compete  with  the  imported  article.  This  I  find  in  the  House 
hearings  on  page  2180.  ,_     .         ^   j 

I  know  personally  a  number  of  manufacturers  who  have  iiad 
to  go  out  o:  the  business ;  and.  although  the  Increase  Is  a  very 
great  one,  it  does  affect  the  ability  of  manufacturers  to  keep 
going.  It  affects  the  ability  of  the  men  working  on  these  knives 
to  keep  their  trade.  A  very  large  nimiber  of  them  have  been 
thrown  out  of  work  In  the  past  few  years,  since  the  central 
European  countries  came  back  after  the  war. 

I  hoije  very  much  that  this  Increase,  relatively  large  as  it  is  in 
pn»portion,  but  relatively  amall  as  It  is  In  actual  amount,  may  be 

granted. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  Just  want  to  say  that  the 
lmi»ortatlona  for  last  year  amounted  to  about  1200.000  of  value. 

Mr.  BINGHA.M.  And  they  Inc  luded  4.300.(XK)  knlvea— nearly 
half  aa  many  knives  aa  were  made  In  this  country. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  We  produced  $8,061,024  worth  of  knlvea, 
Foriv-four  iwr  rent  of  the  Importations — 44  per  cent  oi  the 
|an,'(Xx>— conatltutca  the  cheaper  knlvea  affected  by  this  In- 
creaa*'.  Nearly  |100,0(K)  worth  of  Importa  are  of  theae  knlvea 
that  are  sold  In  the  6-and-10-<-ent  atore»«,  and  If  thla  Increaae  la 
made  they  wUl  simply  be  eliminated  from  the  6-and-10K:ent 
atorea      It  will  be  Impoaalble  for  the  American  consumer   to 


pnrchaae  them.  An  Increaae  of  400  per  cent  In  the  tariff,  which 
thla  rate  r«preflent»— 200  i>er  cent  above  the  Hcmae  rate,  which 
waa  an  Increaae  of  100  per  cent  abore  the  present  law— aeiTua  to 
me  wholly  nnjnatlfled. 

Mr,  HMOOT,  Mr.  President,  I  dcalre  to  call  the  fk»nat»»r'B 
attentlmi  to  the  fact  that  In  1928  there  were  more  than  4,00(>.<K)0 
knlrea  Imported,  That  Is  80  per  cent  In  number  t»f  all  of  tho 
ktilveg  ondcr  that  taliu?,  and  It  la  44  piT  wnt  aa  to  raloe,  ▲ 
food  many  Increaaea  have  Intu  made  that  I  thought,  periiapa. 
tlw  American  prodm-era  could  ff-t  alof)g  wUUtmt;  bat  It  doea 
ttfpttt  to  me,  If  we  arc  gtAng  to  keep  Ihe  knife  trtialneaa  In  the 
VnUHl  W.afea,  that  we  ahalT  have  U>  hav<»  a^mie  kind  of  a  rale 
that  will  do  It. 

Mr.  hAUKLKT.  The  It/ma#  nirnH  <l»e  afiw'lfU'  r»t4>  fr^m  \ 
Mfit  Ut  2  tffitn  una  ralawl  IIm»  ad  talori^n  rate  Wm  40  fo  00 
pttr  mnt,  mt  Ihat  nm  »rf  ruMnu  U  at  laHh  *>iuU  i4  iIm»  anid^'. 

Mf,  HWXn.  W«;  Ok'  If'^a**  ral««  waa  J  mti  mtU  utKt  00 
wr  rmtt  #4  fnUtftnn. 

Mr  liAKKlXY,  I  am  mi«t«kgtt  mt  io  IU«  »a  wtiofmu^Um 
•Ttfrage  rat«, 

Mr,  KMOUT,    Ym,    I  abontd  My.  tliat  Iv  tha  rata  wder  (tw 
preaont  act,    The  Uouae  raudo  it  2  cesu  each  and  00  per  t»nt 
ad  valorem, 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    Tea, 

Mr.  BMOOT.  Then  the  Benate  committee  recommended  4 
centa  each  and  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr,  BARKLEY.    What  Is  the  ad  valorem  equivalent  of  the 
rates  now  In  ^ect? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Does  the  Senator  mean  the  1  cent? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  1  cent. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Elghty-slx  per  cent. 

Mr.    BARKLEY.    Does    that    Include    the   50   per   cent    ad 
valorem? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  includes  the  50  per  cent. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  think  the  Senator  must  be  mistaken  about 
that.    My  information  Is  that  the  average  for  the  whole  para- 
graph Is  104  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  thought  the  Senator  asked  me  about  knives 
valued  at  not  more  than  40  cents  per  doaen. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    What  will  be  the  ad  valorem  equivalent  of 
the  4-cent  rate  which  you  have  put  in  by  your  amendment? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     About  195  per  cent 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  other  words,  you  have  almost  doubled 
the  rate  on  these  cheap  pocket  knives? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  we  have  doubled  the  i«)eclflo  rate  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  if  the  Senator  is  correct  in  his 
former  answer  that  86  per  cent  Is  the  present  equivalent  ad 
valorem  on  these  cheaper  knives,  then  you  are  raising  it  from 
86  to  195  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  Is  correct 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Which  is  more  than  100  per  cent— almost 
125  per  cent — increase. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  it  Is  109  per  cent  Increase. 
Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  the  figures  given,  showing 
the  Importations  under  the  old  rate  of  1  cent,  would  indicate  a 
Justification  for  an  Increase;  but  the  question  Is  whether  an  In- 
crease of  100  per  cent,  as  already  provided  In  the  House  WU, 
would  not  be  an  adequate  duty. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  with  the  class  of  goods  they  send 
In  here  for  the  5-cent  stores  I  do  not  think  It  will  make  a  par- 
ticle of  difference,  not  a  particle  of  difference. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  this  is  a  tariff  of  4  cents  on  each  knife. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     CerUlnly  It  is.  .  ,.       ,. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  offer  an  amendment  to  substitute  for  4 
cents  1  cent,  which  is  the  present  law. 

Mr   SMOOT.    The  House  gave  2  cents.  Mr.  President. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  to  the  amendment  of  the  com- 
mittee. ,      ^    ,  *wl 

Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  before  the  vote  Is  taken,  this 
Is  a  tariff  of  4  cents  each.  The  Senate  committee  proposes  a 
tariff  of  4  cents  each,  plus  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  on  knlvea 
costing  not  more  than  40  cents  a  dozen.  In  other  words,  on 
a Ti-cMit  knife  the  tariff  Is  fixed  at  4  cent*,  flat,  plua  50  per  cent. 
The  knives  in  the  next  paragraph  are  made  dutiable  at  7  cents 
each,  plus  60  per  cent  ad  valorem;  and  the  maxlmnm  coat  of 
knlve*  thus  taxable  in  4%  cents.  In  other  words  knlvea  coating 
abroad  4%  cents  are  made  dutiable  at  7  centa,  pitta  60  per  cent 

ad  valorem.  .       ^  .,       • 

Mr  Preaident  It  la  dlfllcult  to  conceive  how  any  national 
owesally  or  any  general  welfare  can  be  promote*!  by  any  aorb 
exorbitant  tax  an  that  up<'n  these  cheap  prodwta  that  are  aold 
In  every  6-and-10H«nt  att/re,  perhaps.  In  the  country. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  la  on  the  amendment 
profKMed  by  the  Senator  fTDm  Ki'utuckjr  to  the  amendmeut  of 
the  committee,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chibt  Clerk.  On  page  83.  line  21.  It  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  "  4  cents  "  and  Insert  "  1  cent." 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Importatlona  which  are 
c«>mlnjt  in  and  the  percentage*  here,  will  not  the  Senator  allow 
the  rate  to  remain  at  the  Hou.>^e  rate  of  2  cents.  Instead  of  4,  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate  committee?  Let  us  take  the  House 
rates,  because  if  there  is  anything  in  the  whole  bill  that  needs 
at  least  a  slight  increase  In  the  tariff  it  is  these  knires. 

The  Senate  committee  increased  the  rate  from  2  cents  to  4 
cents.  Why  does  not  the  Senator  allow  the  House  rate  to  stand, 
and  disagree  to  the  Senate  committee  amendment? 

Mr  BARKLEY.  If  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  Houae  rate,  that 
is  the  end  of  it  If  we  agree  to  a  1-cent  rate,  the  adjustment 
as  between  1  and  2  cents  Is  In  conference;  and  I  am  not  con- 
Tinced  that  there  ought  to  be  any  Increase  at  all  in  this  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Not  with  the  amount  of  importations? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  amount  of  Importations  Is  inflnitesimal 
compared  to  our  own  domestic  production.  There  are  $200,000 
worth  coming  in  altogether ;  and  nearly  half  of  them  are  these 
cheap  knives  on  which  you  nre  now  levying  a  tariff,  according 
to  your  own  statement,  of  86  per  cent,  and  you  want  to  raise 

It  to  196  per  cent.  ..  ^    ^  ♦ 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  2-cent  Increase  would  be  86  per  cent. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  the  Sena- 
tor that  the  great  dlfTerence  between  him  and  some  of  us  over 
here  Is  that  he  does  not  remember  when  he  possessed  his  first 
pocketknife.  I  do  not  recall  that  I  ever  got  a  greater  thrill 
than  when  I  was  able  to  buy  my  first  pocketknife.  Let  us  not 
make  it  so  that  the  boys  In  thi.s  country  can  not  buy  a  pocket- 
knife  at  a  reasonable  price ;  and  that  is  what  the  Senator  is  try- 
ing to  do  by  this  enormous  Increase. 

Mr    SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  the  Senator  la  quite  mistaken 

_  when  he  says  that  I  can  not  recall  the  first  pocketknife  I  had. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  it  came  from  England,  and 

my  father  brought  It  to  me.    I   remember  very  well  the  first 

pocketknife  I  received. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Was  it  a  Barlow? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  really  am  in  earnest  in  asking 
the  Senate  at  least  to  agree  to  the  House  rates.  I  think  they 
are  Justified.  If  there  Is  anything  in  the  whole  bill  that  is  Jus- 
tified, they  are. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Why.  Mr.  President 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Never  mind. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  One  of  the  greatest  protectionists  that  ever 
liveii  did  not  advocate  more  than  1  cent  on  this  matter.  I  refer 
to  the  late  Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  Mr.  Penrose.  The  only 
two  gentlemen  I  ever  knew  who  ever  exceeded  Mr.  Penrose 
are  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed],  the  Senators 
coworker,  and  Mr.  Orunily,  both  from  the  same  State. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  say  any- 
thing mure  about  it.    Do  whatever  you  desire. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bark 
IXT]  to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  ta 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  on  the  next  bracket,  I  under 
stand  that  the  present  law  is  S  cents. 
^^<^r.  SMOOT.     Yea.  ^  . 

Mr.- BARKLEY.  That  was  left  by  the  Houae,  and  the  Senate 
committee  increased  it  to  7  cents :  so  that  defeating  the  amend 
ment  now  proposeil  will  restore  it  to  the  present  law. 

Mr   HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  wil 
sUte  it.  . 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Did  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  "7  cents  each"? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  We  have  not  reached  that  yet 
The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment  of  the  committee 

The  ncKt  amendment  was,  on  page  83.  line  23,  after  the  wor^ 
"  donen,**  to  strike  out  "  5  cwits "  and  Insert  **  7  cents,"  so  a« 
to  read: 

Valued  at  aM»*  tban  40  and  not  more  tbaa  50  cents  per  down,  ' 
ccats  enck  a»d  80  per  cent  ad  valorem 

Mr.  BARBXEY.  That  is  an  Increase  from  the  House  rat€ 
and  ftfom  the  rate  in  the  present  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  increases  the  rate  in  the  present  law  2  cenU 
eftch,  froM  6  cents  to  7  cents. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  question  la  on  agreeing  to  th< 
amendment 


The  amaidment  was  rejected. 


The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  84.  line  11,  after  the  word 
"  tweeaers."  to  strike  out  "  hand  forceps  "  and  insert  "  manicure 
or  pedicure  nippers,"  so  as  to  read : 

Manicure  or  pedicure  nippers,  and  parta  thereof,  finished  or  onfln- 
iabed.  by  whatever  name  known,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  why 
hand  forceps  nre  stricken  out  In  this  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  Is  no  such  thing  as  those  any  more. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     That  Is  why  that  language  is  stricken  out? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  Hi^RISON.  It  Is  Just  a  mistake  of  former  framers  of 
tarlfr  legislation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  next  amendmeut,  about  niiHPers,  is  brought 
over  from  paragraph  361. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Then  this  carries  an  increase  over  what 
the  rate  was? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  it  Is  a  reduction  from  75  per  cent  to  60 

per  cent. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Then  the  Senator  has  reduced  It.  I  con- 
gratulate the  Senator  on  having  reduced  something. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  Senator  has  not. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  87,  line  4,  before  the  words 
"  ad  valorem,"  to  strike  out  "  45  per  cent "  and  insert  "  30  per 
cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

Pa«.  358.  Safety  ra»or«,  and  safety-raior  handles  and  frames,  10 
cents  each  and  30  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  razors  and  parts  thereof,  fin- 
ished or  onflnlshed,  valned  at  less  than  75  cents  per  doxen,  18  cent* 
each;  valued  at  75  cents  and  less  than  $1.50  per  doien,  25  cents  each; 
valned  at  $1.60  and  less  than  $3  per  doten,  30  cents  each  ;  valued  at  $3 
and  less  than  $4  per  dosen,  35  cents  each  ;  valued  at  $4  or  more  per 
doaen.  45  cents  each  ;  and  in  addition  thereto,  on  all  the  foregoing.  30 
per  cent  ad  valorem  :  blades  for  safety  razors.  In  strips,  one-half  of  1 
cent  each  and  30  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  all  other,  1  cent  each  and  30 
per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendmwit  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  87,  line  17,  before  the  words 
"  ad  valorem,"  to  strike  out  "  70  per  cent "  aitd  insert  "  45  per 
cent."  and  in  line  21.  before  the  words  "  ad  valorem."  to  strike 
out  "  60  per  cent "  and  insert  "  35  per  cent,"  so  as  to  read  : 

Pai.  359.  Surgical  Instruments,  and  parts  thereof.  Including  hypo- 
dermic needles,  hypodermic  syringes,  and  forceps,  composed  wholly  or  In 
part  of  iron,  steel,  copper,  brass,  nickel,  aluminum,  or  other  metal, 
finished  or  unfinl!>hed,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  dental  instruments,  and 
parts  thereof.  Including  hypodermic  needles,  hypodermic  syringes,  and 
forceps,  wholly  or  in  part  of  iron,  steel,  copper,  brass,  nickel,  aluminum, 
or  other  metal,  finished  or  unfinished.  35  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  98,  line  3,  before  the  word 
"  laboratory,"  to  strike  out  "  Philosophical,  scientific,  and  "  and 
insert  "  Scientific  and  "  ;  in  line  6,  after  the  word  "  Including,"  to 
strike  out  "  drawing,  surveying  "  and  insert  "  surveying." 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  line  9,  to  strike  out  "  valorem  " 
and  to  insert  "  valorem ;  drawing  instruments,  and  parts 
thereof.  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,"  so  as  to  read : 

Par.  360.  Scientific  and  laboratory  instruments,  apparatus,  utensils. 
appliance*  (including  surveying  and  mathematical  Instruments),  and 
parts  thereof,  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  metal,  and  not  plated  with 
gold,  silver,  or  platinum,  finished  or  unfinished,  not  specially  provided 
for.  40  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  drawing  Instruments,  and  parts  thereof. 
60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  seems  that  the  effect  of  those  two  amend- 
BMnts  Is  to  take  surveying  instruments 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  effect  of  it  is  to  Increase  the  drawing  in- 
struments from  40  to  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  is  the  reast^n  for  this  increase?  Those 
are  instruments  used  largely  by  students  and  by  architects. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  only  remaining  domestic  prwlucer  re- 
quested a  separate  paragraph  for  drawing  instruments  with 
stepped  compound  rates,  resulting  in  an  increa.se  of  about  110  per 
cent  equivalent  ad  valorem.  Yearly  Imports  since  1923  have 
been  from  six  to  ten  times  as  great  as  domestic  production.  The 
dMuestlc-made  drawing  Instruments  are  of  the  highest  grade  pro- 
curable, whereas  most  of  the  imports  are  of  Inferior  quality,  sell- 
ing a<<uaUy  at  about  half  the  price  of  domestic  goods  in  the 
United  States  market. 

In  other  wonls,  the  yearly  imports  are  from  six  to  ten  times 
M  great  as  the  domestic  production,  and  if  we  are  going  to  have 
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this  industry  In  this  country,  It  seems  this  is  one  amendment 
that  ought  to  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    We  have  no  objection  to  that  increase. 

The  am^dnient  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  88,  line  17,  after  the  word 
"  nippers,"  to  strike  out  "  of  all  kinds." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  line  19,  after  the  word  "  unfin- 
ished," to  strike  out  "  valued  at  not  more  than  $2  per  dosen,  10 
cents  each  and  60  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  valued  at  more  than  $2 
per  dozen,  20  cents  each  and  60  per  cent "  and  insert  "  75  per 
cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

Par.  361.  Slip-Joint  pliers.  60  per  cent  ad  valorem;  other  pliers, 
pincers,  and  nippers,  and  hinged  hand  tools  for  holding  and  splicing  wire, 
finished  or  unfinished,  75  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  want  to  offer  an  amendment  there. 

Mr.  SMOCJT.  That  Is  the  reduction  from  the  House  rate,  but 
It  is  an  Increase  fttMU  the  rate  in  the  present  law. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  Is  an  Increase  from  60  per  cent  to  75  per 
cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKU:Y.  The  rate  In  the  present  law  is  a  straight  60 
per  cent  without  any  spedflc. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  the  committee  eliminates  these  com- 
bined rates  and  fixes  the  rate  at  75. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Why  is  there  any  need  for  an  Increase  at  all 
on  the  pliers  and  pincers? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  equivalent  ad  valorem  duty  corresponding 
to  the  rates  in  H.  R.  2667  would  be,  roughly,  135  per  cent  for  the 
bracket  below  $2  and  125  per  cent  for  the  bracket  above  $2. 

In  1927  Imports  amounted  to  about  13  per  cent  in  value  of 
the  estimated  domestic  production,  which  was  about  $2,000,000. 
ImiKirts  of  the  cheaper  pliers  come  from  Germany,  and  while 
these  are  sometimes  sold  by  imp<irters  Just  under  the  prices  of 
domestic  tools  of  similar  pattern,  invoices  Indicate  that  they 
can  in  many  cases  be  sold  for  one-half  or  one-third  of  domestic 
prices.  Such  goods  are  bought  as  low  as  8  cents  each  in  Ger- 
many, the  cheai>est  domestic  pliers  being  sold  at  alwut  44  cents 
each.  In  such  cases  the  finish  of  the  Imported  goods  may  be 
not  entirely  comparable  to  that  of  the  domestic,  however.  In 
addition  to  these  cheap  pliers  there  is  also  a  class  of  high-grade 
pliers  Imported  from  Sweden,  which  in  1928  made  up  about  3 
per  cent  In  number  and  17  per  cent  in  value  of  the  total  im- 
ports.   These  pliers  do  not  undersell  the  domestic  product. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
whether  the  provision  carried  In  this  paragraph  requiring  that 
these  instruments  shall  all  be  stamped  with  the  name  of  the 
maker  and  the  country  from  which  they  come  is  in  the  present 

law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  that  is  the  present  law,  and  it  is  a  pro- 
vision In  this  paragraph. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  seems  that  the  amount  of  our  domestic 
production  has  ranged  since  1922  from  $2,100,000  worth  up  to 
$2,600,000  worth  In  1923,  and  that  in  1927  it  was  the  same  figure 
as*  In  1922— that  Is,  $2,100,000— and  that  Imports  amount  to  in 
the  neighborhood  of  10  per  cent  of  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  importation  of  pliers  is  concentrated  In 
the  riveted-joint  type.  Domestic  producers  estimate  their  pro- 
duction in  1928  at  about  $2,.')00,000  each  of  the  slip  and  riveted 
Joint  types.  About  half  of  the  latter,  reported  as  l>eing  valued 
at  about  $600,000,  compete  with  the  low-priced  foreign  pliers. 
In  1928  imports  amounted  to  about  1,840,000  pair,  of  an  average 
value  of  14.4  cents  each.  Comparable  samples  and  prices  sub- 
mitted by  domestic  makers  indicate  that  the  foreign  prices  are 
from  one-third  to  one-seventh  of  those  of  the  domestic  product. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  These  pliers,  es?)ecially  the  cheaper  type, 
are  largely  used  by  people  in  the  country,  on  the  farms.  They 
are  regarded  as  in  the  nature  of  agricultural  implements.  Why 
Increase  the  price  of  these  articles  to  the  users  of  them  out 
through  the  country?  There  is  no  question  but  that  they  are 
largely  used  In  the  rural  districts.  Inasmuch  as  this  session  of 
Congress  was  called  to  grant  farm  relief,  and  the  promi.se  was 
made  that  increases  would  not  he  made  upon  articles  pur- 
cha-sed  by  agricultural  sections,  but  that  they  would  be  relieved 
from  higher  prices,  why  increase  this  rate,  even  to  those  In 
the  cities,  where  these  pliers  are  used  by  the  average  house- 
holder who  buys  a  pair  of  these  pliers  or  pincers  for  use  on  his 
automobile,  or  any  use  he  may  have  for  It  around  the  house? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  feel  that.  Just  as  surely  as  I  live,  this  in- 
crease on  that  class  of  pliers  will  never  affect  the  retail  price 
of  the  articles  to  the  farmer  in  any  way.  shape,  or  form. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  heard  the  statement  made  over  and 
over  again  during  the  consideration  of  the  tariff  that  the  in- 


crease in  the  tariff  ia  not  going  to  increase  the  price,  and  I 
can  not  reconcile  that  reiteration  with  the  known  economic 
facts  connected  with  the  protective  rates  generally  assessed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  never  heard  me  make  that  state- 
ment until  this  moment  I  know  about  what  they  make  on 
these  pliers  Imported  into  this  country. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  statement  has  been  made. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  know  this  is  one  of  the  items  on  which  there 
is  a  big  retail  profit  made,  and  I  feel  Just  as  sure  as  I  live  that 
the  rate  here  fixed  will  not  increase  the  retail  price  of  these 
pliers. 

Mr.  McKELLAR    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  manufacturers 
of  these  pliers  have  some  combination  among  them.selves?  I 
take  it  they  must  have,  for  the  reason  that  It  is  showTi  that 
the  speeimei  of  pliers  that  Is  on  the  table  in  the  Senate  Cham- 
ber was  made  In  Germany  and  cost  13  cents,  and  the  selling 
price  in  this  country  is  59  cents,  an  Increase  of  390  per  cent,  I 
believe.  A  condition  like  that  could  not  obtain  unless  there 
were  some  combination  to  control  the  prices  of  pliers  in  this 
country,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  that  is  a  fact,  and  that  the 
result  of  the  Increases  of  the  tariff  will  be  to  allow  added 
profits  to  those  who  are  now  controlling  prices,  probably  un- 
lawfully. They  are  not  only  violating  the  law,  btit  they  will 
be  allowed  to  lift  the  price  still  higher. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  pair  of  pliers  about  whldi 
the  Senator  speaks.  The  invoice  value  of  those  pliers  in  Ger- 
many is  13  cents.  To  get  them  over  to  the  United  States,  pay- 
ing the  present  duty  of  60  per  cent,  costs  8.8  cents.  Those  pliers 
cost,  duty  paid,  landed  here,  21.8  cents.  This  particular  pair  of 
pliers  was  bought  from  one  of  the  chain  stores.  The  retail 
price  was  69  cents. 

To  the  man  in  Germany  who  made  the  pliers,  to  the  steam- 
ship company  which  brought  them  over,  to  the  United  States 
Government  as  duty,  21  cents  was  paid,  in  the  aggregate.  To 
the  person  who  peddled  them  In  New  York  City,  who  had  no 
further  expense  than  that,  went  a  profit  of  38  cents,  as  against 
21  c«its  to  the  people  who  produced  them.  If  we  were  to  raise 
the  duty,  as  Is  provided  in  the  Senate  committee  bill,  it  would 
make  an  additional  cost  of  approximately  2  cents  to  the  chain 
store  that  bought  them.  Their  profit  then  would  be  36  cents 
on  that  pair  of  pliers,  instead  of  38  cents.  To  them  it  would 
raise  the  price.  To  the  Senator  and  to  me,  who  buy  the  pliers 
in  the  shop,  there  would  be  no  change  In  the  price. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  the  only  possible  way  of 
explaining  a  situation  like  that  Is  the  fact  that  the  pliers 
dealers,  the  manufacturers,  and  the  importer,  have  fixed  the 
price  of  these  pliers,  and  it  is  unlawful  combination,  of  course; 
but  the  present  administration  and  the  past  administrations 
for  a  number  of  years  have  not  prosecuted  violators  of  our  anti- 
combination  and  antitrust  laws,  and  the  result  Is  that  the  manu- 
facturers have  gone  in  with  these  people  and  have  fixed  the 
price,  and  that  is  why  these  prices  are  kept  up  In  the  way  they 
are  kept  up. 

We  Imow  perfectly  well,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to  add 
Just  another  word,  that  if  the  importers  made  that  enormous 
profit,  then  unless  there  was  some  agreement  of  some  kind  the 
foreign-made  goods  would  take  the  entire  market 

Mr.  REIED.  I  do  not  know  what  combination  the  Importers 
may  be  in.  I  do  not  know  of  any  evidence  that  they  are  in  any 
combination.  But  the  plain  fact  is  that  they,  who  are  getting 
150  per  cent  on  Uieir  money  here,  are  objecting  to  a  profit  of 
about  5  per  cent  for  the  American  manufacturer,  and  appar- 
ently, in  view  of  the  action  of  the  Senate  in  recent  days,  they 
are  complaining  with  success. 

Mr.  NORBECK-  Mr.  President,  day  after  day  we  hear  the 
argument  that  the  manufacturers  can  not  get  along  with  the 
prices  they  are  getting  and  therefore  thej'  want  a  tariff  to  raise 
prices.  Coupled  with  that  statement  is  another  one  that  it  will 
not  make  any  difference  to  the  consumer.  At  the  same  time,  upon 
the  table  in  the  comer  of  the  Chamber  where  the  display  of 
various  articles  is  located  there  is  shown  a  difference  in  prices 
that  demonstrates  the  falsity  of  the  argument  If  it  is  desired 
to  send  a  collection  box  out  to  the  farmers  and  have  them  con- 
tribute to  the  manufacturers,  why  not  properly  label  it  anyway? 

Then,  again,  we  are  told,  "  Unless  you  do  Increase  the  tariff 
the  factories  will  not  run,  and  unless  they  run  they  will  not  buy 
the  products  of  the  farmer."  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  this  question,  and  let  him  answer  it  now  or  to- 
morrow, as  he  pleases.  What  difference  does  it  make  to  the 
producer  of  wheat  In  dollars  and  cents  whether  his  wheat  la 
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sola  in  Uverpool  or  In  Plttsban?h  If  it  bring*  exactly  tbe  same 
urU-e  to  the  fanner  In  either  c-a«e? 

Mr  KEED.  Aa  to  his  wheat,  it  probably  would  make  no 
difftrence  except  for  the  freight  which  may  be  deducted  from 
bU  l>iven'0«>l  price,  though  I  do  not  know  abtiut  that.  But  as 
tu  his  dairy  protlucus  his  butter,  his  milk,  and  hia  cream 

Mr  NOHBECK.  Am  to  one-fourth  of  his  products,  that  is 
correct :  but  as  to  the  other  three-fourths,  what  difference  does 

it  moke?  .     ».   »  1, 

Mr.  HEED.  If  he  gets  the  same  price  in  Liverpool  that  he 
dm«s  here,  p«>!<j*ibl7  it  makes  no  difference. 

Mr.  NoKBEt'K.  Does  It  make  any  difference  in  dollars  and 
«i'nts  Hherher  the  pliers  are  made  in  Liverpool  or  Pittsburgh? 

Mr.  REED.  As  to  one-fourth  of  his  products,  obviously  it 
U«>es. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     But  as  to  three-fourths,  it  does  not.     We 

are  agreed.  ^    . 

Mr.  REED.  No.  Mr.  President:  we  are  not  agreed,  because 
thf  Stnatwr  did  not  let  me  finish. 

Mr.  NOUHECK.     I  beg  the  Senator's  imrdon. 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  exjjerience  has  shown  that  In  periods  of 
iuilustrial  depression  the  price  of  farm  products  has  gone  down. 
We  are  having  disturbing  symptoms  in  the  market  to-day.  We 
stv  the  prices  uf  stocks  crashing'  as  they  have  not  in  the  lifetime 
of  any  of  us.  We  have  seen  grain  prices  go  down,  too.  sympa- 
thetically. That  is  certainly  not  helping  the  farmer.  If  we 
keep  on  as  we  are  going,  and  It  seems  to  me  the  present  actions 
of  the  Senate  are  helping  us  to  go,  we  are  going  to  be  in  a  pool 
of  iHimmon  misery.  I  d«>  not  want  to  see  the  fanner  theie,  and 
I  do  not  want  t(»  see  industry  there;  but  certainly  the  Senate 
lias  been  doing  its  best  to  put  us  there. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  the  comment  and 
call  attention  to  the  outstanding  fact  that  tbe  farmer  has  to 
s«»ll  three-fourths  of  his  i)roducts  in  competition  with  the  cheap 
labor  in  the  world  while  the  manufacturer  complains  because  2 
or  3  per  cent  of  the  manufactured  goods  sold  in  the  domestic 
market  comes  from  foreign  lands.  He  gets  the  high  American 
prices  for  more  than  97  per  cent  of  his  goods.  Only  one-fourth 
of  the  fanner's  products  are  .sold  on  an  American  basis.  That 
is  the  difference  between  the  manufacturer  and  the  fanner.  The 
ct)tton  and  the  wheat  farmer  are  in  the  same  situation. 

Mr.  FKSS.     Mr.  President 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  NORBECK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  want  to  Inquire  of  the  Senator,  In  reference  to 
the  question  which  he  asked  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  as 
to  the  difference  It  makes  In  dollars  and  cents.  Here  is  the 
difBculty  as  I  see  it.  If  we  In  any  way  destroy  the  purchasing 
power  of  the  home  market  so  that  wheat  can  not  be  purchased 
In  the  same  dt«gree  that  it  has  been,  the  iM-lce  here  of  wheat  will 
go  down,  and  the  farmer  can  not  depend  very  much  upon  the 
Llvenx>ol  price,  for  if  he  increases  the  difference  there  the  price 
will  go  down.    Is  not  that  logical? 

Mr.  NORBECK.  That  Is  on  the  assumption  that  the  Ameri- 
can factory  will  shut  down  and  no  other  factory  will  operate 
in  Its  i^ace.  I  am  going  on  the  assumption  that  the  farmer 
buys  a  certain  amount  of  manufacture*!  goods,  and  If  the  farmer 
Is  denied  the  American  price  for  his  product  and  is  compelled 
to  sell  It  at  the  world  price,  which  is  a  lower  price,  then  It  Is 
to  his  advantage  to  buy  In  the  world  market,  and  that  applies 
to  75  per  cent  of  his  market. 

Mr.  FESS.  Tbe  difflculty  would  be  that  while  lie  would  buy 
in  the  world  oiarket  he  would  not  have  anything  with  which 

to  tmy. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  The  Senator  Ignores  the  fact  that  we  are 
selling  our  wheat  and  operating  on  the  European  basis  to-day 
and  not  on  the  American  basis. 

Mr.  FESS.  What  I  understood  the  Senator  to  do  was  to 
mlnUnlse  the  arfrument  that  the  home  market  means  anything  to 
him.  It  seems  to  me  if  we  destroy  the  home  market  by  scuttling 
the  American  manufacturer  who  employs  labor  and  w^ho  In  turn 
buys  the  product  of  tbe  farmer  we  are  hurting  ourselves  and 
not  belplnx  our  fanners. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Yes:  I  will  admit  that  the  present  tariff 
law  Is  helpful  to  25  per  cent  of  the  farmers,  but  we  have  got 
to  be  shown  that  the  other  73  per  cent  profit  by  the  tariff— 
tliat  Is,  from  a  dollar-an»l-cents  standiwint.  Of  course,  we  like 
to  see  our  country  develop  or  population  increase.  We  like  to 
8e*  our  labor  employed  and  well  employed.  We  like  to  use 
Americmn  goods  Instead  of  foreign  goods,  but  the  rule  is  a 
hard  one  that  says  to  the  .\nierlcan  farmer.  "  you  must  sell 
your  staples  at  the  low  world  price,  but  you  must  buy  your 
supplies  in  the  domestic  market  where  hU(h  prices  prevail  on 
accinint  of  tariff  and  mono|¥)listic  control ** 


We  are  again  being  scared  by  the  fact  that  a  business  depres- 
iiion  is  ctmilng  on;  disaster  will  overtake  us.  Have  we  for- 
i;otten  that  we  have  a  Republican  tariff  law  at  the  present 
ime?  Or,  is  somebody  going  to  admit  that  that  is  not  in- 
lurance  against  disaster?  If  the  present  law  is  not  effective, 
■an  we  improve  the  situation  by  putting  an  additional  burden 
jpon  the  farmer  and  the  laboring  man.  In  order  to  give  the 
American  manufacttirer  an  embargo?  Why  should  the  Amerl- 
•an  farmers  support  this  further  greed  of  the  manufacturer? 
iVhy  not  pass  some  of  this  much-l>oa8ted  prosperity  around? 

The  VICE  I'UKSIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
iniendment  whicli  the  clerk  will  rept>rt. 

The  Legislative  Clebk.  On  page  88,  line  19,  the  committee 
)ropi>ses  to  strike  out  the  words  "  valued  at  not  more  than  $2 
)er  dozen.  10  cents  each,  and  60  per  cent  ad  valorem;  valued 
it  more  than  $2  j)er  dozen,  20  cents  each  and  60  per  cent,"  and 
nsert  In  lieu  thereof  "  75  per  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

Slip  Joint  pUera,  dO  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  other  pliers,  pincers,  and 
nippers,  and  hinged  baud  tools  for  holding  and  splicing  wire,  finished 
3r  unflnlshed,  75  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  move  to  amend  that  by  striking  out  in 
line  21  "75"  and  in.<serting  in  lieu  thereof  "60." 

The  VICE  PRF.SIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  to  the  amendment 
of  the  committee,  [Putting  the  question.]  The  noes  seem  to 
have  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Let  us  have  a  division. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    A  division  is  requested. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  we  are  c«insiderlng  an  impor- 
tant amendment  with  only  a  few  Senators  present.  Therefore 
I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 
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Allen 

Fcss 

.Ashurst 

Fletcher 

Barkley 

Frailer 

Bingham 

Oeorse 

Black 

Olllftt 

Blaine 

Glass 

Bleaiie 

Goff 

Borah 

GoldKborough 

Bratton 

Greene 

Brock 

Hale 

Brookbart 

Harris 

Capper 

Harrison 

Caraway 

Hastings 

Connally 

Hatfield 

Couzebs 

Hawes 

Cutting 

Haydt^n 

Deneen 

Hebert 

L»iU 

Heflin 

The    VICE 

PRESIDENT 

Sackett 

Sheppard 

SiiumoDs 

Smoot 

Steiwer 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Tiiomas.  Okla. 

Town  send 

Trammel! 

Tydings 

V'andenberg 

Wagner 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


1! 


Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Keyes 

La  Pollette 

McKeUar 

McNary 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

Patterson 

Pbipps 

Plttman 

Ransdell 

Reed 

Seventy-one  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  question  is 
on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  committee,  which  the  clerk  will  report. 

The  Legislative  Clexk.  On  page  88,  line  21,  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  moves  to  strike  out  "75"  and  Insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "  60,"  so  as  to  read : 

Pa*.  361.  Slip  joint  pliers,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem;  other  pliers, 
pincers,  and  nippers,  and  hinged  band  tools  for  holding  and  splicing 
wire,  finished  or  unflnlshed,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem  :  Provided,  That  all 
articles  specified  in  this  paragraph,  when  Imported,  shall  have  the  name 
of  the  maker  or  purchaser  and  t>eneatb  the  same  the  name  of  the  coun- 
try of  origin  die  sunk  conspicuously  and  indelibly  on  the  outside  of 
the  Joint. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  next  amend- 
ment of  the  committee,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  89,  after  line  12,  to  strike 
out: 

Par.  364.  MuxKle-loading  muskets,  shotguns,  rifles,  and  parts  thereof. 
25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amradment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  89,  after  line  14,  to  inseri: 

pAi.  364.  Bells  (except  church  bells  and  carillons),  finished  or  unfln- 
lshed, and  parts  thereof,  70  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  concerning  this  amendment  My  in- 
formation Is  that  the  manufacture  of  these  l»eUs  in  this  country 
does  not  produce  the  same  kind  of  bell  that  Is  produced  abroad. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  if  that  information 
is  correct. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  Is  asking  me  about  the 
carillon  bells.    They  are  not  involved  In  this  paragraph.    They 
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have  been  tran«fen-ed  to  another  paragraph  that  we  vrill  come 
to  later.  This  paragraph  applies  only  to  doorbells,  bicycle  bells, 
and  small  bells  of  that  character. 

Mr.  NORRIS,  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Carillon  bells  will  be  found  on  page  234  of  the  bill.  I  should 
like  briefly  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  now  to  that  pro- 
vision in  the  bill.  When  we  reach  It  I  have  an  amendment 
that  I  am  going  to  offer.  I  think  it  Is  an  Important  prDposition. 
If  Senators  have  been  getting  letters  from  chuivhes,  schools, 
and  universities  in  regard  to  carillon  bells,  they  may  be  of  the 
opinion  that  the  pjirticular  provision  under  ctmsideration  now, 
paragraph  364,  has  stimething  to  do  with  them ;  but  it  has  not. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  was  the  impression  I  was  under. 
I  simply  wanted  to  make  certain  that  this  paragraph  did  not  In 
any  wise  affect  imragraph  1541,  section   (c). 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  is  on  page  234,  subsection  (c)  of  para- 
graph 1541.  ,       ^^,  J 

Since  the  question  is  up — I  have  been  carrying  this  nm«id- 
ment  in  my  pocket  for  aome  time— I  think  probably  I  had  better 
have  It  iwinted  as  an  amendment  and  lie  on  the  table,  so  that  It 
will  come  up  at  that  time.  .  ^  , 

The  VICE  PRESIDEINT.    The  amendment   will  be  printed 

and  lie  on  the  table.  ^        .    * 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  undertaken  in  this  amendment  to 
am^id  the  committee  amendment  and  add  a  provision  that  I 
think  will  meet  the  case.  I  ho\^  Senators  will  not  forget  it, 
because,  while  it  is  relatively  unimportant.  It  is  one  of  the  in- 
defensible things  In  this  bill.  In  my  Judgment,  that  we  should 
levy  a  tariff  on  carillon  bells,  which,  I  think,  is  a  tax  upon 
religion,  upon  civilization,  and  upon  e<lucatlon ;  and  I  shall 
endeavor  to  show  It  when  we  get  to  that  paragraph. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  89,  line  18,  to  strike  out 
"  Double  or  single  barreled  breech-loading  and  repeating  shot- 
guns "  and  Insert  "  Shotguns,"  so  as  to  read : 

I'AB  365.  Shotguns,  rifles,  and  combination  shotguns  and  rifles,  valued 
at  not  more  than  |5  each,  |1.50  each;  valued  at  more  than  |5  and  not 
more  than  $10  each,  |4  each — 


And  so  forth.  .      .».  ^        ^        a 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  amendments  made 
by  the  committee  in  paragraph  365  be  rejected, 

Mr.  REED.  Not  the  first  one.  That  is  merely  a  almpliflca- 
tion  of  lauf,aiage. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  mean  the  rates. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  first  amend- 
ment, which  will  be  stated. 

Mr  REED.     That  Is  only  a  simplification  of  the  language. 

The  Lbqislative  Clerk.  On  page  89,  line  18,  it  Is  proposed 
to  strike  out  "Double  or  single  barreled  breech-loading  and 
relocating  shotguns  "  and  Insert  "  Shotguns." 

Mr.  WALSU  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  do  I  under- 
stand that  the  Finance  Committee  lowered  the  rates  on  all  of 

these  guns?  ^        ..,«.,       . 

Mr  SMOOT.  No ;  "  valued  at  more  than  $10  and  not  more 
than  $2.5  "  has  been  changed  to  "  valued  at  more  than  $10  and 
not  more  than  $17.60 " ;  so  that  would  be  an  increase  in  rates. 
If  we  dl.sagree  to  the  Senate  committee  amendments,  It  will 
restore  the  present  law  and  It  will  be  a  decrease  from  the 
Senate  committee  amendments. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Does  the  House  bill  retain 
the  present  law  or  Increase  the  rates  of  the  present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  House  rates  are  practically  the  same  as 
those  of  the  present  law ;  but  the  Increase  comes  about  by  lower- 
ing the  value  of  the  brackets.  It  has  been  decided,  I  think, 
that  the  best  way  to  reach  It  all  around  Is  to  take  the  House 
bill,  which  is  virtually  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  So  the  effect  of  the  rejection 
of  the  Senate  committee  amendments  would  be  to  restore  the 
House  bill,  which  the  Senator  thinks  is  present  law? 

Mr    SMOOT      Yes 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  In  any  event,  the  House  bill 
could  not  be  changed  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No.  We  could  disagree  to  the  Senate  com- 
mittee amendments,  and  that  is  all  I  ask. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  am  just  informed  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]— who,  I  understand,  Is 
better  and  may  be  back  to-morrow  or  the  next  day — desired  to 
have  this  shotgun  section  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  know  what  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
wants,  and  I  am  asking  just  what  he  wishes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  want  to  Inquire  a  little  bit  about  this 
before  we  act  on  it 


The  dalm  was  made  before  the  subcommittee  by  the  Reming- 
ton people  that  the  Browning  peoi^e,  <^rating  under  a  patent 
which  had  expired,  had  moved  their  operations  in  effect  lo 
Europe,  and  they  are  now  making  these  guns  in  Europe  and 
imi>orting  them  into  the  United  States  in  competition  with  the 
Remington  people  under  circumstances  that  are  not  altogether 
satisfactory;  and  the  claim  Is  made,  even,  that  they  are  not 
altogether  ethical.  I  should  like  to  have  an  explanation  of  that 
feature  of  this  competition  between  the  Browning  people  and 
the  Rendnpton  people  before  1  vote  on  these  amendments. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Has  the  jtmlor  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King] 
that  Information? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  certain  whether  he  has  or  not. 
The  request  for  a  postponement  did  not  come  to  me.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Georgia  [Mr.  Geobge]  stated  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  had  requested  that  this  go  over. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand,  the  senior 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  is  in  agreement  with  or  is  at 
least  proiKXdng  the  same  change  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  desires. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  same  Identical  thing— exactly  the  same 
thing.     I  have  talked  with  my  colleague  about  it. 

Mr  GEORGE.  With  the  understanding  that  he  shall  have  a 
right  to  have  a  reconsideration  if  there  is  any  difference  of 
oTMnlon,  I  shall  not  ask  that  the  matter  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Why,  certainly;  If  there  is  any  difference  of 
oplnlwi,  it  shall  be  reconsidered. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  should  like  to  ask  farther  whether  there 
is  any  justification  for  the  claim  made  by  the  Remington  people 
that  the  Brovnilng  people  are  doing  what  I  indicated  a  moment 

ago.  .  , 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  that  is  the  first  IntlmaUon  I 
ever  had  of  anything  of  the  kind ;  and  I  know  that  the  Brown- 
ing people  are  as  honorable  men  as  there  are  anywhere  in  the 

world. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  know  nothing  at  all  about  them ;  but  the 
claim  was  made  that  the  Browning  people,  with  their  head- 
quarters in  Utah,  were  Importing,  through  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
these  guns  manufactured  In  Europe  in  a  plant  in  which  they 
are  interested,  and  to  which,  I  am  informed,  they  sold  a  patent 
right  which  they  enjoyed  under  the  American  Government. 
My  facts  may  not  be  very  clear,  but  that  Is  the  Impresblon  I 
obtained  from  representations  made  to  me  at  the  time  of  the 
hearings  before  the  subcommittee.  I  should  like  to  have  that 
cleared  up  if  there  is  any  foundation  for  that  as-sertion.  A 
representative  of  the  Remington  peoiile  did  make  that  ctate- 
ment  to  me  in  person.  ^    ^  ,^         j  , 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  is  the  first  time  I  ever  heard  of  it ;  and  I 
want  to  say  to  the  Senator  now  that  if  my  colleague  wants  this 
matter  reconsidered  it  wiU  be  reopened  without  a  doubt ;  or,  if 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  desires  it,  it  can  be  reopened. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  With  that  understanding,  I  am  wUllng  to 
have  the  matter  acted  upon. 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I  may  be  able 
to  clear  up  the  Inquiry  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky   [Mr. 

Babkltt]  has  made.  ,.».  ^t.     *     • 

I  will  state  that  I  have  been  in  conference  with  the  Junior 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  on  this  matter.  The  junior 
Swiator  from  Utah  is  thoroughly  in  accord  with  the  suggestion 
of  the  senior  Senator  from  Utah  ( Mr.  Shoot]  that  this  rate  be 
put  back  to  the  rate  of  the  Fordney-McCumber  bill. 

So  far  as  a  conspiracy  on  the  part  of  the  Brownings,  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind,  is  concerned,  I  will  say  for  the  Information 
of  the  Senator  that  at  one  time  the  Remington  people  paid  the 
Brownings  a  royalty  on  these  guns.  At  the  expiration  of  the 
patent  the  Remington  people  took  the  position  that  they  no 
longer  had  to  pay  the  royalty.  They  had,  I  think,  a  cimtract 
for  making  the  guns  in  this  country.  The  Brownings  baa  sold 
their  European  patent  to  some  gun  factory  in  Belgium.  At  the 
expiration  of  the  patent  in  this  country  the  Remington  people 
continued  to  make  the  guns  themselves,  but  ceased  paying  the 
royalty;  and  the  Browning  people  at  that  time  .commenced  to 
import  the  gun,  which  they  had  a  perfect  right  to  do:  and 
there  is  no  controversy  at  all  on  that  point.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  Is  thoroughly  In  accord  with  this  and 
agreed    with   me   that   the   rates  should   be  put   back   to   the 

Mr  BARKLEY  I  will  state  to  the  Senator  that  my  general 
position,  of  course,  is  In  line  with  that;  but  I  did  desire  to  know 
whether  it  was  true  that  some  alleged  American  manufacturers 
of  shotguns  have  transferred  their  operations  to  Europe,  and 
are  taking  advantage  of  that  situation  in  order  to  brtog  a 
product  into  this  country  In  corapetiUon  with  other  legitimate 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  No.  On  the  other  hand.  I  may  say 
that  the  tariff  is  now  so  high  that  the  Browning  gun,  IdenUcal 
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with  the  R«*inln0on  gnn,  has  to  seil  in  thU  country  at  a  price 
that  iH  quite  a  little  higher.     It  sella  on  its  reputation. 

Mr.  NORBEC'K.  Mr.  Pr*«ldent.  as  I  un<lerataud  the  Senator 
from  Idaho,  then,  this  competltlou  did  not  result  In  underselling 
the  Aroerltran  market.  They  were  getting  a  better  price  than 
the  Americans  were  gettlnc  for  their  guns,  and  that  was  the 
baxl!*  for  aNklng  f<»r  a  tariff  Increase. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  am  I  correct  In  thinking 
that  tlH'  lt«m  In  which  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino] 
U  interewtetl  l»  the  amendment  on  page  89.  lines  23  and  24. 
rtHatlng  to  guns  Talaed  at  more  than  $17.50  and  not  more  than 
|25.  and  does  not  relate  to  the  higher-priced  sporting  guns  valued 
at  more  than  $M  each.  * 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Tbe  only  Item  we  were  Interested 
In  was  the  elimination  of  the  $17.50.  Most  of  the  ImporUtlons 
come  In  that  class.  ^^     . 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Would  the  Senator  hare  any  objection  to 
leaving  in  the  (i)mmlttee  amendment  at  the  bottwn  of  page  89, 
the  last  line,  which  strikes  out  the  words  "  $28  each,  $10  each  " 
and  «ays.  "valnetl  at  more  than  $25  and  not  more  than  $50 
each.  $10  each."  that  being  the  same  rate  as  in  the  bill ;  and 
then,  on  the  next  page,  "  valued  at  more  than  $50  each.  20  per 
cent  ad  valorem"?  This  relates  to  the  very  high-priced  fancy 
guns  that  are  Imported  for  a  few  wealthy  sportsmen,  who,  in 
my  opinion,  do  not  need  to  buy  their  guns  at  any  cheaper  rate, 
and  we  ought  to  give  to  the  American  manufacturer  who  has 
wf>rlcnM>n  who  can  make  these  very  high-priced  guns  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  amount  asked  for  in  that  lUie.  Is  there  any 
objection  iM)  the  part  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  to  that? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.     I  have  no  objection  whatever. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  restate  the  pending 
amendment,  the  other  amendments  liaving  been  discussed. 

The  LwiSLATivE  Clduc.     On  page  89,  line  18,  it  is  proposed 
to  strike  out  "double  or  single  barreled  breech-loading  and  re- 
peating shotguns  "  and  insert  "  shotguns." 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HABRISON.  Mr.  President,  now  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  why  this  change  of  front  upon  the  part  of  the  ma- 
jority members  of  the  committee?  Why  did  the  ci»mmittee  rec- 
ommend these  amendments,  and  now  retrace  their  steps?  There 
is  so  much  mystery  about  this  whole  thing  now  that  I  do  not 
understand  It. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There^  need  not  be  any  mystery  about  it 

Mr.  IL\RRISON.     There  may  not  be. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  A  showing  was  made  after  the  action  was  taken 
which  demonstrated  beyond  a  question  of  a  doubt  that  Brown- 
ing's contentions  in  this  matter  were  correct. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  That  Is.  that  he  ought  to  be  permitted  to 
make  his  guns  abroad  and  sell  them  over  here  cheaper  than  the 
Kewiugton  people,  making  the  same  guns,  charge?  Is  that  the 
idea? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaha  On  the  other  hand,  he  has  to  get 
$2.81)  m«ire  for  it. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  1  wanted  to  get  the  viewpoint  of  the  Sena- 
tor fronj  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  viewpoint  Is  this:  The  Browning  gun 
is  made  now  by  a  company  in  Belgium.  It  Is  not  Mr.  Browning 
who  is  making  it;  they  are  using  his  patent.  It  comes  In  the 
bratket  between  $10  and  $26.  The  amendment  was  made  there 
in  order  to  cut  out  the  Browning  gun  which  falls  in  a  higher 
rate.  That  was  the  object  of  the  amendment.  At  the  time  the 
conimittei>  acted  upon  it  I  was  opp«^sed  to  it.  and  I  am  quite  sure 
that  the  evldeni-e  we  have  rec-elved  since  that  Justifies  that  con- 
clusiuu. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  What  is  the  evidence  which  has  been  re- 
ceived since  then? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  the  committee  received  any.  As 
far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  was  told  that  tliose  guns  could  not 
potuubly  be  brought  in  here  under  this  rate. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  As  I  untlerstand  the  Senator's  position, 
be  has  been  against  this  increase  all  the  time  on  that  kind  of  a 
gun '! 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  And  he  was  opposed  to  keeping  out  the 
Browning  gun? 

Mr    8MCK)T.     Tea. 

Mr  HARRISON.  And  the  committee  did  not  agree  with  him, 
coiweqoeDtly  this  amendment  was  written.  Now.  the  Senator 
says  aotne  new  evidence  has  ci.>me  to  light.  What  is  it  that 
bAs  come  to  light  since  then  to  change  the  viewpoint  of  the 
committee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  can  doC  say  as  to  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Has  tbe  majority  i>f  the  committee  taken 
action  aatlMirlilug  the  chairman  of  the  comnalttee  to  retrace  his 
ateps? 
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r.  SMOOT.  We  did  not  meet,  but  I  have  spoken  to  the 
meibers  of  the  committee,  and  they  advised  me  that  they  would 
ha^  no  objection  to  It. 

r.  HARRISON.  So  certain  members  of  the  committee  who 
vot*d  to  put  this  rate  In  have  now  changed  their  views  and 
instructed  the  chairman  to  recede? 

r.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  have  changed  their 
vie^s  or  not,  but  they  simply  say  that  they  are  wllUng  that  the 
present  rate  should  stand. 

r.  HARRISON.    I  ask  that  this  Item  may  go  over, 
he  VICE  PRESIDENT,     Does  the  Senator  desire  that  tbe 
entire  paragraph  shall  go  over? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  ask  that  the  paragraph  go  over, 
he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  paragraph 
will   be  passed  over,   and  the   Secretary   will  state   the   next 
amendment. 

r.  REED.  Mr.  President,  on  the  upper  part  of  page  90 
thete  are  a  number  of  amendments  where  the  words  "  breech- 
loaJing  and  rej>eatinB "  were  stricken  out.  They  are  wholly 
uniieiessary,  except  as  it  might  be  argued  that  they  exclude 
automatic  shotguns.  It  was  the  Intention  of  the  committee  to 
imirove  the  language  by  striking  out  those  words,  which  date 
ba<k  to  the  time  when  there  was  no  such  thing  as  an  automatic 
slK  tgun.  I  hojie  we  can  agree  to  those  amendments.  They  will 
in  no  way  affect  the  paragraph. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
asl   that  they  go  over? 

Ir.  HARRISON.  I  am  not  hiterested  in  any  of  it.  I  would 
ilk;  to  get  more  light  on  the  proposition.  The  only  Item  that 
was  in  dispute  was  between  the  $10  and  the  $25.  Just  let  that 
go  over. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  perfectly  satisfactory.  We  might  as  well 
perfect  the  language  while  we  are  at  It. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  Secretary  will  report  the 
an  endment. 

'  :he  Lbjisiativi  Cixbk.  The  committee  proposes  to  amend, 
on  page  90,  line  3,  by  striking  out  the  words  "  breech-loading 
anji  repeating." 

e  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
he  next  amendment  was,  on  page  90,  line  5,  where  the  com- 
mittee proposed  to  strike  out  the  word  "  breech-loading." 
he  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
e  next  amendment  was,  on  line  10,  to  strike  out  the  word 
h-ioading." 
he  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

rhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  other  amendments  will  go 
ov  ?r. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  90,  line  16,  after  the  word 
"I evolving,"  to  strike  out  "  and  parts  thereof  and  fittings  there- 
fo  ■,"  and  In  line  19,  after  the  word  "each,"  to  Insert  "parts 
thereof  and  fittings  therefor,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,"  so  as  to 
mi  ike  the  paragraph  read : 

^AM.  366.  Pistols  and  revolvers :  Automatic,  single-sbot,  magazine, 
or  revolving,  valued  at  not  more  than  $4  each,  $2  each ;  valued  at 
more  than  |4  and  not  more  than  $8  each,  $2.50  each;  valued  at  more 
thin  $8  each,  |3.50  each;  parts  thereof  and  fittings  therefor,  50  per 
cei  t  ad  valorem ;  and  In  addition  thereto,  on  all  the  foregoing,  55  per 
cei  t  ad  valorem. 

tfr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  It  seems  to  me 
th  it  under  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  pjirts  and  fittings  of 
automatic,  single-shot,  magazine,  or  revolving  guns  were  given 
th'  same  duty  as  the  finished  product  The  Senate  committee 
ha)  levied  a  different  duty  on  the  parts,  namely,  50  per  cent  ad 
va  orem.  It  has  been  suggested  that  that  Is  not  a  sufficiently 
hi  ;h  duty  for  the  parts.  I  would  like  to  have  some  explanation 
as  to  how  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  was  arrived  at  as  the  duty 
ujon  these  parts,  in  view  of  the  very  heavy  and  excessive  duty 
uyon  the  finished  pl.(«tols. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  bear  In  mind 
thit  some  of  those  parts  are  worth  only  a  cent  or  two,  he  will 
se  J  that  the  duty  provided  by  the  House  might  run  Into  several 
thousand  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  think  that  Is  true. 

Mr.  REED.  It  was  in  order  to  prevent  that  that  we  changed 
th?  language. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  But  it  is  suggested  that  some 
ot  the  parts  are  very  valuable,  and  that  the  50  per  cent  duty  is 
n<  t  compensatory  when  we  consider  the  very  high  specific  duty 
u|ion  the  pistoh*  or  revolvers,  which  amounts  to  $2  upon  a  $4 
pi  »to|,  and  $2.50  upon  a  $4  to  $8  pistol. 

Mr.  REED.  The  specific  duty  on  a  $4  pistol  is  $2,  which  is 
tlie  same  as  the  duty  would  he  on  a  $4  part  at  50  per  cent.  We 
tr^  to  make  the  i)ercentage  run  along  approximately  the  same 
oil  the  parts  as  the  speciiic  duty  plus  the  ad  valorem  on  the 
ccmpleted  article: 


Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    A  50  per  cent  duty  upon  a  $2 

article  would  be  $1.  ,      .     ^    ^^  ^  *».       i„ 

Mr  REED.  Of  course,  the  Senator  understands  that  there  is 
an  additional  cumulative  duty  stated  in  the  last  line  of  the 
paragraph.    It  totals  100  per  cent  duty  on  the  parts. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  appreciate  the  difficulty 
the  committtee  had  In  fixing  a  duty  upon  the  parts,  but  from 
some  correspondence  I  have.  It  seems  to  have  been  unsatis- 
factory to  the  pistol  manufacturers. 

Mr.  REED.  I  can  understand  that  they  want  a  higher  pro- 
tection on  the  parts  which  are  brought  In  here  to  be  assembled 
In  this  country,  but  at  the  same  time  we  did  not  think  there 
was  any  justification  for  putting  tliis  tremendous  specific  duty 
on  a  part  that  was  worth  only  a  few  cents.  That  Is  why  we 
made  the  changa    We  have  not  made  It  perfect,  but  we  have 

made  It  better.  .,  ,.^     ..         ,    *w     «  „ 

Mr.  NORUIS.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Sen- 
ator ifrom  Pennsylvania  a  question  or  two  in  regard  to  this. 

Am  I  right  in  reaching  this  conclusion,  that  the  only  tariff 
provided  for  in  that  paragraph  on  parts  of  pistols  and  revolvers 
Ls  the  amendment  found  in  lines  19  and  20? 

Mr.  KEED.     No. 

Mr    NORRIS.     What  else  Is  there? 

Mr'  REED.    In  addition  to  that,  55  per  cent,  in  line  2L 

Mr  NORRIS.  Then  am  I  right  in  reacliing  the  conclusion 
that  those  two  statements,  that  Is,  beginning  with  the  word 
"  parts"  in  line  19  and  running  on  to  the  end  of  tlie  paragraph, 
are  the  only  provisions  for  a  tariff  on  parts  of  pistols  and 
revolvers? 

Mr.  REED.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr  NORKIS.  The  55  per  cent  ad  valorem  In  the  last  line  of 
the  paragraph.  I  take  It,  applies  not  only  to  parts  but  to  pistols 
and  revolvers. 

Mr.  REED.    That  Is  correct.  .     „       «« 

Mr.  NORRIS.  And  the  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  In  line  20 
applies  only  to  parts? 

Mr.  REED.     That  Is  correct 

Mr  NORRIS.  So  that  a  revolver  or  pistol,  automatic  shot- 
guns,' and  80  forth,  coming  in,  would  first  pay  the  sj^iflc 
duty     If  they  were  worth  $4  they  would  pay  $2  specific  duty? 

Mr.  HEED.  This  does  not  Include  automatic  shotguns;  It 
applies  only  to  pistols  and  revolvers. 

Mr  NORRIS.     Automatic,  single-shot,  magazine,  or  revolving. 

Mr!  REED.     That  Is  all  language  qualifying  the  first  three 

words 

Mr  ' NORRIS.  I  see  that.  The  tariff  on  a  revolver  valued 
at  $4  would  be,  first  $2,  and  then  55  per  cent  of  $4. 

Mr.  REED.     That  is  correct.  ^     ,  .,.      ^v 

Mr  NORRIS.     And  the  same  applies  to  each  of  the  others. 

Mr  REED  I  think  In  this  connection  we  ought  to  bear  In 
mind'thnt  this  is  one  of  two  or  three  of  the  subjects  covered  by 
Ihternal-revenue  excise  taxes.  The  Senate  will  recall  that  we 
have  an  excise  tax  on  domestically  produced  pistols  and  re 

volv8rs 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  there  was  another  question  I 
wanted  to  ask  the  Senator.  Did  the  committee  take  Into  con- 
sideration, in  passing  on  such  items  as  pistols  and  guns  and 
part«  thereof,  the  same  things  they  took  into  ct)nsideration  In 
dealing  with  tariff  items  generally ;  for  Instance,  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction, and  so  forth? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Or  did  the  committee  regard  these  particular 
Items  like  revolvers,  as  more  of  a  luxury,  and  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  you  were  justified  In  putting  a  high  tariff  on 
them  on  that  account?  ^  ^  ^^ 

Mr  REED.  No;  I  would  not  say  that  we  regarded  them  as 
luxuries.  If  the  Senator  will  bear  with  rather  a  long  answer, 
I  would  like  to  explain  Just  how  we  did  proceed  in  putting  a 
tariff  on  them.  _       , 

The  attitude  of  the  committee  and  of  the  Congress,  as  I  under- 
stand it.  in  our  internal  revenue  taxes,  as  well  as  in  our  tariff 
legislation,  has  bei-n  an  expression  of  a  feeling  that  Americans 
are  too  prone  to  carry  pistols  and  revolvers,  and  that  Is  the 
reason  why  we  have  kept  the  Internal-revenue  taxes  on  them. 

Tlien,  we  found  that  from  Spain  particularly  there  were  com- 
ing In  a  lot  of  very  cheap  revolvers  made  up  fraudulently  to 
Imitate  Smith  &  Wesson  and  other  American  types  of  revolvers, 
and  we  found  that  they  were  coming  In  away  below  the  cost  of 
production  of  the  American  article. 

The  present  tariff  amounts  to  over  100  per  cent  on  a  revolver, 
so  that  the  new  expression  of  It  Is  not  much  of  an  Increase. 
But  as  long  as  any  revolvers  are  going  to  be  bought  by  the 
American  ijeople,  we  would  like  to  see  them  made  In  this  country, 
so  that  In  case  of  war  we  would  have  those  factories  ready  to 
turn  out  the  product. 

I  personally  would  like  to  see  It  so  that  no  foreign  revolvers 
were  coming  in,  and  that  only  enough  domesUc  revolvers  were 


made  to  keep  those  factories  fit  for  use  in  war  time.    That  Is  a 
I>retty  long  answer,  but  I  think  I  have  expressed  my  thought 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  answer  is  perfectly  satis- 
factory I  am  not  asking  my  questions  from  any  motive  that  Is 
not  sympathetic  with  what  the  committee  Is  trying  to  do ;  I  have 
asked  these  questions  more  to  satisfy  my  own  mind  as  to 
whether  anything  was  being  accomplished  to  bring  about  the 
condition  whidh  the  Senator  has  stated  the  committee  wanted  to 

bring  about.  ^  ,    .    , 

I  am  not  complaining  about  the  high  rates.  I  have  not  looked 
up  the  matter  to  see  anything  about  the  cost  of  production 
here  and  abroad,  and  I  do  not  care  enough  about  It  to  do  that 
because  I  would  not  object  to  a  high  tariff  on  an  article  of  this 
kind,  which  I  would  like  to  put  out  of  general  use  if  I  could.  I 
do  not  suppose  that  what  the  committee  has  done  will  accom- 
plish that,  although  they  may  have  tried  to  help  along  that  line. 
I  doubt  whether  by  any  taxing  method  we  could  tax  revolvers 
out  of  the  hands  of  feandlts  and  crooks. 

Mr.  REED.     Probably  not.  .    ^     ^      ^       ,  *,. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  We  might  put  them  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
good,  decent  people,  who  would  be  better  off  if  they  did  not  have 
revolvers.  The  only  possible  excuse,  it  seems  to  me,  that  a  man 
would  have  for  having  one  of  these  things  is  that  the  crooks 
and  the  bandits  and  the  robbers  all  have  them,  which  I  do  not 
suppose  we  could  prevent  through  a  tariff  bill  If  we  wanted  to. 

Mr  REED.  I  do  not  feel  that  our  taxation  is  going  to  elimi- 
nate revolvers  from  the  United  States,  but  at  least  it  may  have 
a  slight  tendency  that  way,  and  if  It  does  It  Is  worth  while, 
because  everybody  knows  that  a  combination  of  pistol  toting 
and  liquor  drinking  and  drug  taking  has  made  of  some  of  our 
people  the  must  lawless  groups  on  earth. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  know  whether  the  com- 
mittee gave  any  consideration  to  it  or  not  but  there  are  other 
countries  which  I  understand  have  at  least  in  part  solved  this 
question.  I  have  had  in  mind  a  numl)er  of  times  studying  the 
question  In  the  hope  of  finding  out  about  It  but  I  have  never 
had  the  time  to  do  it.  It  occurred  to  me  that  i>erhaps  the  com- 
mittee had  done  some  work  along  that  Una  For  instance,  across 
the  line  in  Ontario,  Canada,  they  do  not  have  pistols  and  revol- 
vers as  we  do.  They  are  not  permitted  to  be  carried  on  their 
trains.  They  are  not  permitted  to  be  carried  through  the  mails 
in  any  way,  whether  crated  or  otlierwise.  The  people  are  not 
allowed  to  carry  them  under  any  circumstances  or  have  them  in 
tholr  automobiles.  As  nearly  as  I  have  been  able  to  discover  in 
the  very  limited  Invetitigation,  the  situation  is,  and  I  have 
reached  the  conclusion,  that  the  use  of  firearms  over  there  by 
thieves  and  robbers  la  not  as  universal  as  it  is  over  here.  They 
are  harder  to  get  and  I  think  to  some  extent  tliey  have  met  the 
problem  in  that  way.  I  was  wondering  if  we  could  meet  it  by 
anything  that  could  be  put  in  the  pending  bill. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  1  want  to  prc^^ound  an  In- 
quiry to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  I  agree  entirely  with 
the  sentiment  expressed  by  him  and  by  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska The  pistol-carrying  habit,  which  seems  to  be  regarded 
by  many  of  our  population  as  a  smart  thing  in  which  to  engage, 
is  responsible  for  a  verj-  large  part  of  our  crime,  and  any  re- 
striction that  can  be  legally  and  constitutionally  |)laced  upon 
the  purchase  and  carrying  of  deadly  weapons  I  think  ought  to 
be  en'ouraged.  But  I  am  wondering  whether  the  language  in 
lines  19  and  20,  which  puts  a  50  per  cent  duty  on  the  parts  and 
fittings  would  make  it  impossible  for  those  who  possess  the 
articles  which  have  been  Imported  from  a  foreign  country  to 
purchase  any  parts  that  might  become  damaged  or  out  of  order. 
Mr  REED.  The  intention  is  to  make  it  possible  for  them 
to  do  that  Under  the  House  bill  they  would  have  to  pay  as 
much  for  a  smaU  part  worth  5  cents  as  they  would  for  the  whole 
new  article.    That  is  an  injustice  we  wanted  to  escape. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     This  is  a  reduction  In  the  language  of  the 

House  In  the  tax  on  parts. 

Mr.  REED.     It  Is  a  reduction  on  practically  every  conceivable 

^^Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  am  Informed 
by  the  experts  that  the  equivalent  ad  valorem  duty  upon  pistols 
named  in  this  paragraph  is  approximately  100  per  cent  and  that 
the  eq"lvalent  ad  valorem  duty  upon  parts  is  practically  the 
same,  so  there  seems  to  be  an  equalization  of  rates  upon  parts 
and  upon  the  pistols  themselves.  ,  „  ♦„  ♦»,« 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment. 
The  amendment  was  ngrt-ed  to.  ,     .„  .       .  ._, 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  next  amendment  will  !)€  stated. 
The  Lboisijitive  Clebk.     On  page  90.  paragraph  3(56.  pistols 

and  revolvers,  In  line  19.  after  the  word  "  each."  Insert  "  parts 

thereof  and  fittings  therefor,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  ,^     .       .».,..» 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  90,  line  22,  after  the  letter 

"(a),"  to  strike  out  "Time-keeping,  time-measuring,  or  time- 
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Indicating  mochanbms.  derices,  and  instruments,  whether  or 
n<>t  dexlipicd  to  be  woru  or  c-arrled  on  or  about  the  person.  If  less 
than  l^Vjo-,  Imhes  wide  and  If  having  any  type  of  stem,  rim.  or 
aelf-windlns  nKThanLsm.  and  watch  moTements  designed  or  In- 
tended to  t*  worn  or  carried  on  or  about  the  person,  any  of  the 
above  If  completely  assembled,  whether  or  not  in  cases,  contain- 
em.  or  Jiousings "  and  Insert  "  Watch  movement*  and  otlier 
time-keepins.  time-meusurinii,  or  tim«^lndicating  mechanisms, 
devices*,  and  instruments,  nil  the  foregoing  designed  to  be.  or 
such  as  ordinarily  are.  worn  or  carried  on  or  about  the  person, 
not  more  than  l^?^eo  Inches  wide,  whether  or  not  In  caaea,  contain- 
ers, or  hoosing!!."  so  as  to  raud : 

Fam.  867.  (■)  Watch  movements  and  oth«?r  time-keeping,  tlme-measur- 
in(.  or  ttow'-iiKUcatlng  mei-baiilsma.  dovlcw.  and  inatnimenta,  all  the 
forecoing  deigned  to  be.  or  auch  as  ordinarily  are.  worn  or  carried  on 
or  itout  tlie  perMn.  not  more  than  l">i««  inchea  wide,  whether  or  not  In 
caaes,  container*,  or  hooainga. 

Ml.  BAUKI  EY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
pjtra>:rai'hs  3«7  and  3tW  may  go  over.  Those  paragraphs  are 
related.     They  relate  to  time-keeping  instruments. 

Mr.   REED.     How  long  does  the   Senator   want  them  to  go 

over? 

Mr.  BARKUCT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  two  para- 
fraiA)»  have  been  I'ompletcjy  rewritten  by  the  House  and  very 
much  ctianged  by  the  Senate  et»mmittee,  so  that  it  is  rather  diffi- 
cult to  <-ompare  the  provL-iom*  with  the  present  law  on  account 
of  the  Uiorongh  rewriting  of  the  language.  I  have  Just  obtained 
gome  information  to-day  on  this  complicated  subject  of  tlme- 
pief«i«  whlcli  Is  very  technical  and  rather  difficult  to  understand 
exc»T>t  after  some  hard  study.  I  would  like  to  have  them  go 
over  until  Monday. 

Mr.  RKED.  Oh.  that  Is  all  right.  It  is  one  of  the  most  com- 
plk-nted  ijarngraphs  in  the  whole  tariff  WU. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  certain  that  I  will  be  able  to  be 
reutiy  bv  M<mday.  but  I  nhall  not  at  this  time,  unless  entirely 
agr**«bie.  ask  that  the  paragmph.^  go  over  beyond  that  time, 

Mr  RKBD.  The  Henator  d«>es  not  want  them  to  go  over 
until  aft*T  we  sbaJl  have  flnlslied  the  other  schedules? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Oh.  no.  .     .       «       . 

Mr.  HBBKRT.  Mr.  President.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator 
would  lie  willing  to  have  the  paragraphs  go  orer  until  posMibly 
Tuesday?  I  hare  before  me  an  amendment  which  was  pr** 
sented  by  my  c-olle«gue  the  set) lor  Setiator  fnnu  Rhode  Island 
(Mr.  MrrcAur],  and  I  know  he  is  very  much  interested  In  it. 
He  Is  unavoidably  absent  from  the  city,  but  I  understand  he  will 
return,  poesibly,  on  Tues<lay.  but  surely  on  Wednesday. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  will  say  that  it  is  entirely  ^ratisfactory  to 
me.  that  the  two  paragraphs  may  go  over  until  Wednesday,  if 
that  is  agreeable  to  other  Senators. 

Mr.  HEBERT.  I  know  it  would  be  quite  agreeable  to  the 
senior  Senator  from  Rhode  I.sland. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire 
If  It  is  expected  that  the  metals  schedule  will  consume  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate  until  Wednesday? 

Mr.  REED.  No;  I  think  we  can  finish  it  to-night,  if  we  do 
not  break  out  into  conversation  again. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Then  does  the  Senator  in 
charge  of  the  matter  Intend  to  drop  whatever  tichedules  are  under 
conMid<>nitlon  next  week  and  come  back  to  metals? 

Mr.  REED.  I  think  it  is  only  right,  instead  of  postponing  the 
paragraph  until  weeks  later. 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  Masnachusetts.  We  have  postponed  at  least 
10  paragraphs  In  the  metals  schedule  within  the  last  few  days. 
Doen  the  Senator  expect  to  reach  them  this  afternoon? 

Mr.  REED.  I  hope  we  can  go  back  and  clean  them  up  to- 
night, as  soon  as  we  go  through  the  schedule. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  108,  after  line  18,  to  strike 
OQt: 

Pab.  S09.  AutomohUea.  antoraobile  bodtca.  aatomoblle  chaaala.  motor 
eyelea.  and  parta  of  tlw  forecoing.  not  including  tlrea,  all  the  foregoing 
whether  (Inlahed  or  unflniabed.  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  :  Provided,  That 
If  any  coontry,  dependency,  Prortnce,  or  otber  HubUlrlaion  of  govem- 
■aent  impoa^'a  duty  on  any  article  specified  in  this  paragraph,  when  im- 
ported from  the  United  Statea,  in  oxceaa  of  the  duty  herein  provided, 
there  abaU  l>e  Imposed  upon  such  article,  when  imported  either  directly 
or  indirectly  from  auch  country,  dependency.  Province,  or  other  aubdl- 
vl-tioa  of  gnvemm>nt.  a  duty  equal  to  that  imp-.^sed  by  such  country, 
dependency.  Province,  or  other  8Ul>dlvl<iion  of  government  on  auch  article 
imported  from  tbe  United  States,  but  in  no  case  ahall  aach  daty  exceed 
50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert: 

Pat.  309.  (at  Automobile  trucks  valued  at  $1,000  or  more,  auto- 
MoMle  tiock  aad  SMtor  bus  cbaaais  valued  at  |750  or  more,  automobile 
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bodies  valued  at  $250  or  more,  motor  bossea  designed  for  the  car- 
age  of  more  than  10  persons,  and  bodies  for  such  busses,  all  the  fore- 
ug.  whether  finished  or  unflnished,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

(b)  All  other  automobllee,  automobile  chassis,  and  automobile  bodies, 
motor  cycles,  all  tbe  foregoing,  whether  finished  or  unflnlahed,  10 
cent  ad  valorem. 

(c)  Parts   (except  tires  and  except  parts  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of 
ajK)   for  any  of  the  articles  enumerated  in  subparagraph   (a)   or   (b), 

per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  Preiddent.  I  send  to  the  desk  certain  per- 
ting  amendments  which  have  been  drafted  by  the  legislative 
grafting  service  and  ask  for  their  consideration. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendments  will  be  stated. 
The  LiXJiSLATivi:  Clerk.     On  page  104.  paragraph  389,  In  ll«e 
after  the  word  "  more."  insert  the  word  "  each  " ;  in  line  10, 
Jfter  the  word  "  more,"  insert  the  word  "  each  "  ;  in  line  11,  after 
word  "  more."  Insert  the  word  "  each  " ;  and  In  line  19,  after 
comma,  insert  the  words  "  finished  or  unfinished,"  so  as  to 
o  tlie  paragraph  read : 
Pah.  369.    (a)  Automobile  trucks  valued  at  $1,000  or  more  each,  anto- 
oblle  truck  and  motor  bns  chaasis  valued  at  $750  or  more  each,  auto- 
liioblle  truck  bodies  valued  at  $250  or  more  each,  motor  biiascs  designed 
the  carriage  of  more  than  10  persons,  and  Iwdies  for  such  busses,  all 
foregoing,  whether  finished  or  unflnished,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

(b)  All  other  automobiles,  automobile  chassis,  and  automobile  bodies, 
motor  cycles,  all  the  foregoing,  whether  finished  or  unflnished,  10 
cent  ad  valorem. 

(c)  Parta  (except  tires  and  except  parts  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of 
)  for  any  of  tbe  articles  enumerated  in  subparagraph   (a)  or  (b), 

I  jilshed  or  unflnished,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  tbe 
mendments  to  the  amendment. 
The  amendments  to  the  amendment  were  agreed  to. 

The  VIl'E  I'RESIDENT.     The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
umendm«'nt  as  amended. 

Mr  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  have  the 
Jenator  from  Utah  (Mr.  SmootJ.  or  the  Senator  from  Pcnnsyl- 
rania  [Mr.  Rnm],  if  he  Is  in  charge  of  the  paragraph,  tell  me  if 
t  is  the  purpose  to  Impose  a  tariff  duty  on  the  automobiles  of 
•eturning  tourists  under  this  sei-tlon? 

Mr.  REED.  No ;  that  does  not  come  In  this  section.  That  is 
n  one  of  the  administrative  sections  or  in  the  free  list;  I  do 
lot  remember  which. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Provision  has  been  made  to  cover  that 
natter? 

Mr.  REED.     I  am  told  that  paragraph  1615  covers  It. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
imendment  as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
ennsylvanla  please  answer  this  question?  Of  course,  the  rates 
m  automobiles  generally  have  been  reduced  one-half,  but  on 
lutomoblle  trucks  of  a  certain  limitation  the  rate  is  not  re- 
luced.  The  committee,  of  course,  had  in  view  Mr.  Ford  and 
A-as  hitting  at  the  Ford  plant  in  Irdand  when  they  took  this 
course? 

Mr.  REED.  I  understand  Mr.  Ford's  plant  In  Ireland  makes 
ractorw  and  not  trucks,  and  those  tractors  are  on  the  free  list 
IS  agricultural  implements. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  next 
imendment. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  105,  line  8,  after  the 
(vords  "ad  valorem,"  to  strike  out  the  colon  and  the  following 
proviso : 

Proridrd.  Ttuit  If  any  country,  dependency,  province,  or  otber  tabdl- 
rlalon  of  government  Imposes  a  duty  on  any  article  apedfled  la  this 
paragraph,  when  Imported  from  the  United  States,  in  excess  cf  the 
doty  lierein  provided,  there  shall  be  Imposed  upon  sncb  article,  when 
imported  either  directly  or  indirectly  from  such  country,  dependency, 
province,  or  other  sutKlivislon  of  government,  a  duty  equal  to  that 
imposed  by  auch  country,  dependency,  province,  or  other  subdivUlon  of 
government  on  such  article  imported  from  tbe  United  States,  but  in 
no  case  shall  such  daty  exceed  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

So  as  to  read : 

Par.  371.  Bicycles,  and  parts  thereof,  not  including  tires,  30  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  105.  paragraph  372.  In  line 
20,  where  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  Reciprocating 
steam,"  so  as  to  read : 

Steam  engines  and  steam  locomotives,  15  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  105,  paragraph  372,  ^  Une 
24.  where  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  steam  turbines, 
80  per  cent  ad  valorem."  . 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  on  the  face  of  the  amend- 
ment it  would  seem  that  the  item  is  transferred  to  the  free  list. 

Mr.  REED.     Oh,  no.  ^^  .  . 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  may  be  carried  In  some  other  paragraph, 
and  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  about  that.  ^   ».     _.„     _ 

Mr  REED.  If  tbe  Senator  will  lock  at  Une  20,  he  will  see 
that  we  have  struck  out  the  word  "  reciprocating,"  and,  having 
done  that,  the  term  "  steam  engines  "  will  cover  both  the  re- 
ciprocating engine  and  the  turbine  engine.  Therefore  we  struck 
'out  the  specific  rates  on  turbines  at  the  bottom  of  the  page. 
The  effect  of  the  change  is  to  cut  in  half  the  duty  on  turbine^ 
We  felt  that  was  justified  because  this  country  leads  the  world 
In  the  production  of  steam  turbines. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  That  is  the  information  I  was  seeking.  The 
words  "  steam  engines  '  cover  the  language  stricken  out  at  the 
bottom  of  the  page? 

Mr  REED.     Yes.    A  turbine  is  a  steam  engine. 
Mr  BARKLEY.    Why  was  it  necessary  for  the  House  to  say 
"steam    turbines"?     It   would   seem   like  calling   a  dentist   a 

"tooth  dentist."  ,  ^      ^x.  

Mr.  REED.    There  are  water  turbines  used  for  the  gcnera- 

tlou  of  power.  ^.        .         .. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Mr.  President,  under  what  section  does  the 

water  turbine  comeV  ,_     ,    ^     , 

Mr.  REED.     I  think  it  comes  under  the  basket  clause  on 

machinery.  ^     .„  *- 

Mr.  SACKETT.    That  will  be  45  per  cent? 

Mr  REED.  I  am  in  error.  It  comes  under  "all  other  ma- 
chines "  In  line  1.  page  107,  85  per  cent 

Mr  SACKETT.  Does  the  Senator  know  any  reason  wny 
water  turl>ines  shtmld  carry  35  per  cent  ad  ralorem  and  steam 
turbines  60  per  cent?  . , 

Mr  REED.     Yes ;  they  are  totally  different  machines. 

Mr  SACKETT.    But  they  are  made  of  the  same  material. 

Mr  REED  No;  they  are  not.  A  steam  turbine  is  a  very 
different  thing  in  design  from  a  water  turbine.  A  water  turbine, 
after  all,  is  nothing  but  a  propeUer  which  is  moved  by  the  force 
of  tbe  falling  water.  Its  shape  is  very  much  like  that  of  a 
DrooeUer  on  a  steamboat.  A  steam  turbine  is  a  Urge  shaft 
inshJe  of  a  tube,  with  very  Uttle  clearance  between  the  two, 
and  is  actuated  by  the  pressure  of  the  steam  on  tiny  knife 

blades  on  the  fehaft.  .      ^  »,,      .        „«.„ 

Mr  SACKETT.  The  point  is  that  a  water  turbine  is  a  very 
simule  machine  compared  to  the  other  machine.  A  steam  tur- 
bine takes  a  great  deal  more  labor  in  construction.  The  expense 
of  the  steam  turbine  is  composed  largely  of  labor  cost  and  ought 
to  carry  35  per  cent  and  the  water  turbine  15  per  cent 

Mr   REED.    On  the  contrary.    The  steam  turbine  Is  made  In 

this  country  by  very  large  companies  with  mass  production  and 

the  cheapest  kind  of  manufacturing  processes.    They  need  less 

protection  than  the  water  turbine,  which  Is  not  eo  made. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Is  not  the  water  turbine  made  by  the  same 

conipanles?  .  ^  _«  *♦ 

Mr    HEED.     I  believe  that  the  electrical  generator  part  of  It 

is  made  by  the  same  companies,  but  I  am  not  so  sure  about  the 

actual  turbine  or  the  water  wheel. 
Mr.  SACKETT.    Of  course,  that  does  not  come  up  in  this 

connection,  .     ,.,  ». 

Mr.  REED,    It  comes  up  later  in  this  section. 

Mr,  SACKETT.  Being  a  fiat  basket  clause,  it  may  not  oe 
called  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate.  .^        ^ 

Mr  REED.  That  is  true,  but  nobody  brought  the  mattar  up 
before  the  Finance  Committee  either  for  a  higher  duty  ora 
lower  duty  or  a  retendon  of  the  present  duty.  If  we  had  stopped 
to  inquire  about  each  variety  of  machine  on  which  there  was  no 
evidence,  we  would  have  been  at  it  yet,  ,     ^     ..    ♦  ^.^^ 

Mr.  SACKETT.  But  may  I  suggest  in  reply  to  that  state- 
ment that  the  duty  In  the  basket  clause  is  increased,  and  It  is  a 
very  general  duty.  It  seems  to  me  the  object  Is  to  determine 
what  is  included  in  the  basket  clause  and  ask  ourselves  the  ques- 
tion whether  we  are  putUng  the  right  duty  on  the  things  in  the 
basket  clause.  If  we  are  not,  we  ought  to  take  them  out  and  put 
them  in  a  certain  specific  schedule.  .».     u     w  * 

Mr  REED  That  is  true.  What  we  did  about  the  basket 
clauses  was  to  reduce  the  general  metal  basket  clause  frwn  50  to 

It  seems  that  the  volume  of  tie  imports  justified  that  action. 
In  the  case  of  machinery  and  Its  basket  clause  we  foimd  just 
the  reverse  of  the  picture,  so  we  rahsed  the  duty  from  3U  to  ^ 

'^M^'^SACKETT.    I  agree  with  that,  but  I  think  the  other 
ought  to  be  taken  care  of. 


Mr  NORMS.  Mr.  President,  I  hardly  know  whether  It  is 
worth  while  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  discusss  this 
proposition  from  my  viewpoint  or  not,  but  I  do  not  want  to 
let  go  unnoticed  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  In  behalf  of  the  committee  as  to  the  reasons 
why  these  tariff  rates  have  been  Imposed  on  the  two  kinds  or 
turbines,  one  a  water  turbine  and  the  other  a  steam  turbine. 
I  do  not  think  It  is  very  important  what  the  tariff  is  on  either 
one  of  them,  because  the  use  of  them,  as  compared  to  all  the 
people  In  the  country,  Is,  of  course,  infinitesimal. 

I  have  never  read  the  hearings  on  the  subject  or  heard  any 
of  the  interested  parties  discuss  It.  To  my  mind,  however,  it 
Is  perfectly  dear  that  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackett]  has  merit  in  it;  I  think  that 
he  is  right  about  it,  and  that  the  committee  ought  to  reverse 
these  duties  and  levy  the  high  rate  on  the  steam  turbine  rather 
Uian  on  the  water  turbine.  The  labor  cost,  I  shouhl  think, 
would  be  much  greater  as  to  the  steam  turbine,  although  the 
life  of  the  steam  turbine,  perhaps,  is  shorter  than  that  of  tne 
water  turbine,  which  will  last  almost  indefinitely.  The  water 
turbine  hardly  ever  wears  out.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  do 
not  think  the  duty  is  Important,  and  I  would  not  stop  to  take 
UD  the  time  of  the  Senate  on  the  question  except  to  let  the 
Record  show  Uiat,  as  I  understand  at  least,  there  is  much  more 
reason  to  protect  the  manufacturer  of  steam  turbines  than  the 
manufacturer  of  water  turbines.  ,   „  ♦^  *i,^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to.       ,    ^      .,,      .   .      ..      „„^ 
The   VICE   PRESIDENT.    The   clerk   will   state   the   next 

'^^e"next  amendment  was,  on  page  106,  line  11.  after  the 
words  "  ad  valorem."  to  strike  out  "  machines  for  knitting  full- 
fashioned  hosierj',  45  per  cent  ad  valorem."  ^  ^  .  ^.  ^^^^^ 
Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand,  the  com- 
mltteif  amendment  striking  out  the  language  Just  read  by  the 
clerk   if  adopted,  would  restore  the  duty  on  machines  of  this 

"'MrREED'^^h'atTs'lorrect;  they  would  fall  under  the  40 
per  cent  duty  bracket  In  line  10.  . ,      - 

Mr.  GEORGE.    With  general  knitting  machines? 

Mr   GEORGE.    I  understand  that  is  the  present  duty? 

Mr!  REED.    That  is  correct  Mr.  President 

Mr  GEORGE  I  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment,  but 
thr  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmoss]  caUed  my 
attention  to  it.  and  he  had  the  impression  that  the  duty  had 
S^n  raised  from  40  per  cent  to  45  per  cent  which  was  true 

^m7  REE^D.'^ThTis  true  as  to  the  House  rate  but  the  Sen- 
ate  Finance  C<.mmittee,  after  a  long  discussion  by  a  majority 
vote  put  the  rate  back  to  the  original  40  per  cent. 

Mr  GEORGE.  As  I  have  stated,  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
amendment  The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  directed  my 
Stilntlon  to  It  and  I  wished  to  be  certain  that  I  was  correct  in 
mv  understanding  as  to  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing  t^  tb« 

T?.^  fStCHER.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  spoke  to  me  about  tiie  amendment  as  if  he  wanted  to 
be  here  when  it  was  considered, 

Mr   SIMMONS  entered  the  Chamber. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Secretary  will  state  tiie  pend- 

ing  amendment.  ,  .        . 

The  legisUitive  clerk  again  stated  tlie  amendment 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 

"M^^miONS.     Mr.  President  I  understand  the  Senator 
from' Georgia  (Mr.  GeobgeI  has  made  a  statement  relative  to 

the  amendment  and  I  do  not  care  to  dtecuss  It 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  before  that  Item  shall  have 
befn  finally  disposed  of.  I  suppose  It  Is  °°i«™tood  tha  if  I 
^uld  desire  later  to  propose  furUier  to  reduce  tbe  rate  the 
Snator  froS  Utah  [Mr^  sWi]  will  return  to  the  amendment 
fj5   SuSr  to   a   reconsideration   of   tiie   vote    whereby    the 

^M?TmOOt"  "STwhat'  paragraph   does  the  Senator  from 

""u^  SioNs'''l'refer  to  tbe  item  with  reference  to  knit- 

""SrTMOOT'"!  l^nl'gree  to  a  reconsideration  as  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Carolina  suggests,  If  he  so  desirt*. 


5360 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


NOVEMBEE  8 


Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  merely  wished  to  have  that  understood. 

The  VH:K  president.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  106,  In  line  13,  after  the 
word  '•  for,"  to  strike  out  "  40  per  cent "  and  inaert  "  36  per 
cent." 

The  VICR  PRESIDENT.  The  question  la  on  agreeing  to  the 
anteDdment 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire (Mr.  Moaal  la  particularly  interestml  in  this  item.  He  is 
apparently  nnavoldaMy  abaent  from  the  Chamber  at  this  time. 
I  hare  been  unable  to  locate  him,  and  therefore  I  aak  that  the 
amendment  go  over  until  he  shall  have  returned. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  ameudaoent  is  passed  over.  The  next 
aoieodment  wlU  be  stated. 

Tha  next  amendment  was,  ou  page  100,  in  line  15,  after  the 
word  "  than."  to  strike  out  "  ISO  each  "  and  Insert  "  $40  each." 
so  aa  to  read : 

Crcaa  Mpsrstora.  ralocd  at  nor*  than  140  «seh.  ssd  other  ccatrifu- 
cal  aadllBM  for  tke  srparsUoa  at  Uqnlds  or  Uqalds  and  aoUds,  not 
■prcUnj  pfoTldMl  for.  25  p«r  c«Bt  ad  raloreai. 

Mr.  GEORGE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  I  did  not  want  to  Interfere  with  the  Senator 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Did  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  rlae  to  speak 
on  the  item  of  cream  separators? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield  to  the  Secator  for  that  porpoae. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  This  amendment  ought  to  be  defeated. 
Under  the  present  law  cream  separators  valued  at  leas  than 
150  are  ou  the  free  list  This  amendm^it  reduces  the  valuation 
to  (40,  so  that,  whereas  now  separators  valued  at  between  $40 
and  $90  come  In  free.  If  this  amendment  shall  be  agreed  to  they 
will  be  taxed,  and  no  cream  separators  wlU  c<mie  In  free  excejyt 
those  that  are  valued  at  less  than  $40. 

It  is  well  known  that  cream  separators  sold  for  this  price  are 
Ufie*l  on  the  farm ;  they  are  agricultural  implements ;  they  are 
used  also  by  small  associations  and  groups  of  people  int^ested 
In  the  dairy  industry.  This  amendment  In  effect  will  Increase 
the  prii-e  of  the  product  tn  the  American  farmer,  and  th»efor« 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  Justification  for  the  Increase. 

Mr.  REED  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  I*resldent,  may  I  ask  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  a  question? 

Th<>  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  In  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Ma!<fiachusetts? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachosetts.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky dt^lre  to  have  the  figures  "50"  restored? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yea. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  (^resident,  we  made  inquiry  about  this  item 
and  found  that  IraiMirted  cream  separators  of  the  kind  that  are 
used  on  the  farm  are  invoiced  at  around  $18  to  $22  or  $2S 
apiece.  The  larger  type  that  sells  for  more  than  $40  is  not  used 
on  the  ordinary  farm.  The  investigation  we  made  showed  that 
the  farmer  does  not  get  very  much  benefit  by  having  cream  sep- 
arators on  the  free  list.  The  separator  that  costs  as  low  as  $17 
or  $18  abroad  is  brouicht  over  here  free  of  duty  and  retailed  to 
the  farmer  at  $107.50.  Congress  has  tried  In  the  past  by  put- 
ting cream  separators  on  the  free  list  to  give  the  farmer  the 
benefit  of  the  freest  kind  of  competition  with  the  makers 
abroad,  but  somehow  or  other  he  does  not  get  the  benefit  of  it 
I  think  that  if  the  fanner's  cream  separators  were  all  put  on 
the  dutiable  list  they  probably  wontd  not  cost  the  farmer  any 
more  than  they  cost  now.  I  am  not  urging  that,  though;  it  is 
right  to  let  them  stay  on  the  free  list  in  the  hope  that  some  day 
competition  will  develop  that  will  bring  the  price  down  to  a 
reasonable  flgure.  Certainly  at  the  present  time  the  farmer  is 
not  rec^Tlng  any  benefit  from  it 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  not  due  to  the  fact  that  cream 
separators  are  on  the  free  list 

Mr.  REED.    No;  It  Is  not 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  may  be  due  to  the  fact  that  the  number 
of  persons  engaged  in  making  the  domestic  article  are  limited  to 
such  an  extent  that  the  price  of  the  impi>rted  article  is  governed 
largely  by  the  price  of  the  domestic  article.  According  to  the 
testimony  brought  out  before  the  subcommittee  on  metals.  It  so 
happens  that  the  agents  fur  the  inipiHrted  article  give  the  farmer 
a  greater  ranie  of  service  in  looking  after  his  cream  separator 
and  things  connected  with  it  than  do  the  domestic  manufac- 


turers. While  the  price  range  of  the  foreign  and  domestic 
ai  tides  is  almost  the  same,  the  farmer  gets  more  for  his  money 
really  becauae  of  the  larger  amotmt  of  service  which  comes  with 
the  purcha.se  of  the  article  which  is  imported.  It  might  be  true 
that  a  rate  of  duty  might  be  placed  on  cream  separators  with- 
ort  materially  affecting  the  questioo  of  competition,  but  it 
w>uld  certainly  affect  the  service  which  the  farmer  gets  for  the 
m  mey  he  pays  for  the  separator,  according  to  the  testimony, 
wiich  was  undisputed,  I  think,  before  the  subcommittee  on 
m>tals. 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  yes;  there  is  much  testimony  about  their 
rendering  service  on  parts  and  all  that,  but  after  all,  the  for- 
eigner Is  only  trying  to  put  himself  on  an  equality  with  the 
d<  mestic  manufacturer  who  makes  his  repairs  within  24  hours 
alter  he  receives  notice. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to 
Inquire  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  if  there  is  any  in- 
fcrmation  with  respect  of  the  cost  of  producing  the  domestic 
article? 

Mr.  REED.  There  was  some  information,  but  I  do  not  re- 
member the  figures  accurately;  they  are  in  the  Senate  hearings. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  the  foreign  article  costs  from 
$:  8  to  $22  I  suppose  the  domestic  article  can  not  cost  any  more 
tl  an  double  that  amount,  say  from  $36  to  $42. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President  as  I  remember  the  testimony, 
tl  e  domestic  article  costs  about  $42. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Something  to  that  effect  was  said. 
T  len,  if  the  foreigner  or  the  importer  can  sell  the  imported 
a:  tide  In  this  country  at  $107.  of  course  it  follows  that  the 
di>mestic  manufacturer  who  produces  his  article  for  $42  is  sell- 
it  g  that  article  for  something  like  $107. 

Mr.  REED.     That  is  exactly  right. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Exactly. 

Mr.  REED.  The  domestic  manufacturer  is  making  a  less 
profit  than  the  importer,  but  each  of  them  is  making  all  he 
oin,  and  the  system  of  distribution  is  so  ineflScient  that  the 
fi  .rmer  is  paying  an  excessive  profit  to  both  of  them. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Let  me  inquire  of  the  Senator 
h>w  many  manufacturers  of  cream  separators  tliere  are  in  this 
ctiuntry? 

Mr.  REED.     There  are.  I  think,  about  9  or  10. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Is  there  any  combination  between 
tfem? 

Mr.  REED.    Not  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  there  is  one  American  manufadurer 
of  cream  separators  under  $50  who  is  in  sharp  competition 
with  the  imported  cream  separator.  It  seems  to  me  that  a 
B  plgian  manufacturer  makes  a  cream  separator  the  foreign  value 
of  which,  within  tiie  meaning  of  the  tariff  act.  is  $30.    The  cost 

0  '  laying  that  machine  down  in  the  warehouse  at  Chicago  is 
approximately  $34. 

The  cost  of  manufacture  of  a  comparable  competitive  machine 
li  the  United  States  by  the  one  company  that  seems  to  be  mann- 
fi  icturing  the  machine  in  sharp  competition,  at  least,  with  the 
lelglan-made  machine  is  around  $44,  perhaps  without  certain 
orerhead  expenses  included.  It  appeared  in  the  testimony  that 
b>th  machines  were  sold  to  the  American  farmer  for  $107.50. 

1  is  fair  to  say,  however,  that  those  machines  were  sold  on 
t<  rms ;  that  is  to  say.  they  were  sold  on  18  months'  time,  payable 
e  ther  monthly  or  at  stated  periods,  and  perhaps  without  inter- 
ei  t  The  only  difference  so  far  as  the  American  consumer  is 
c(  >ncerned  seems  to  be  that  the  importers  claim  not  that  they  give 
nore  service,  as  I  recollect  the  testimony,  but  that  they  give  a 
g -eater  exchange  value  or  fix  a  greater  upset  price  or  trade-in 
I^'ice  for  the  old  machine. 

Now,  as  I  also  recollect  the  testimony,  smne  eight  or  nine 
thousand  machines  are  imported  of  value  not  more  than  $50. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield 
tkere.  I  will  state  that,  according  to  the  Summary  of  Tariff 
Information,  in  1928  there  were  27,219  machines  imported  of 
vfdue  less  than  $50 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Then  there  are  more  than  I  thought. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  only  640  of  value  greater  than  $S0, 
cbmpared  with  a  total  domestic  protluction  of  about  170,000 
liachines  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  was  in  error  about  the  figures,  then. 

Mr.  McKELLAIl.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
also? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  In  this  very  peculiar  condition,  where 
tkere  is  such  a  large  spread  between  the  cost  price  of  these 
B  achines  and  the  selling  price  to  the  farmer,  I  wish  to  inquire 
whether  any  questions  were  asked  as  to  combinations.     There 
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must  haf¥  been  some  sort  of  sdling  arrangement  or  restrictive 
selling  agreements.    Were  any  questions  asked  in  reference  to 

tt»"t?  ^         „ 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
that  I  do  not  recollect  the  questions  that  were  asked.  A  good 
many  questions  were  asked,  however,  of  both  the  importer  and 
the  manufacturer.  Of  course,  there  was  a  diflclalmer  of  any 
selling  agreement  or  arrangement. 

Mr.  President  machines  under  $50  In  value  are  admitted  now 
free  of  duty.  Under  the  Finance  Coipmittee's  amendment  only 
machines  under  $40  in  value  would  be  free;  and  machines  of 
a  value  of  more  than  $40,  between  $40  and  $50,  would  be  duti- 
able at  25  per  cent.  It  seems  at  the  present  time  that  the 
foreign  machine — that  la,  the  particular  machine  that  is  espe- 
cially competltiv<^-ls  valued  at  less  than  $40.  As  long  as  that 
price  prevails,  therefore,  that  machine  would  still  be  admitted 
free  of  duty.  If  there  should  be  an  Increase  in  their  price,  and 
the  price  should  go  to  $40  or  above,  anywhere  between  $40  and 
$60,  It  would  not  be  admitted  free,  as  now,  but  It  would  be 
dutiable  at  25  per  cent 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  Presld«it 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Peim- 
sylvania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  inquire  whether  this  extraordi- 
nary spread  between  the  cost  of  producing  this  article  and  the 
price  at  whldi  it  sells  Is  altogether  exceptional  in  its  character, 
or  whether  it  was  revealed  before  the  committee  that  that  is 
the  rule  in  respect  particularly  to  those  articles  used  on  the 
farm — farm  machinery,  and  that  kind  of  thing? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  that  that  was 
gone  into  by  the  committee  so  much.  I  am  quite  sure,  however, 
that  the  same  method  does  obtain  with  reference  to  the  sale  of 
much  farm  machinery.  I  would  not  say  all  of  it;  but  the 
spread  between  the  cost  and  the  price  at  which  it  is  sold  to  the 
farmer  is.  In  many  cases,  comparable  to  the  spread  between 
these  machines. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  S«iator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  If  the  Senator  looks  on  that  table  he  will 
find  practically  the  same  spread  In  many  of  the  articles — two 
or  three  hundred  per  cent,  whether  it  is  farm  materials  or 
anything  else. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Yes;  but  the  Imported  price  can 
not  possibly  go  above  the  domestic  price. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  No;  but  the  domestic  price  is  based  on  the 
cost  of  production  here,  which  is  somewhat  in  excess  of  that 
abroad. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Exactly;  and  in  that  particular 
case  we  are  told  that  $44  is  the  limit  and  yet  the  price  at 
which  the  article  is  sold  is  $107.  The  selling  price  is  practically 
150  i)er  cent  above  the  cost  price;  and  what  I  want  to  know  Is 
whether  this  is  altogether  exceptional,  or  whether  we  may 
expect  a  similar  spread  upon  most  machinery  ased  upon  the 
farm. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  replied  to  that  by  pointing  to  a  table 
where  not  only  articles  used  on  the  farm  but  articles  of  wearing 
apparel  and  other  goods  bear  the  same  sort  of  spread  In  every 
line. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  GEORGE,  and  Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania has  the  floor.    To  whom  does  he  yield? 

Mr.  REED.  Just  a  moment  and  then  I  will  yield.  I  do  not 
want  to  make  a  speech;  but  In  order  to  understand  the  situa- 
tion, It  ought  to  be  explained  that  both  importer  and  manu- 
facturer have  very  extravagant  arrangements  for  trading  in 
old  separators  which  the  new  ones  supplant.  We  were  shocked 
to  discover  that  a  very  liberal  allowance — I  think  It  was  $18. 
or  something  like  that — was  made  for  any  kind  of  an  old 
separator,  in  any  condition  whatever,  that  the  purchaser  of 
the  new  separator  cared  to  turn  in,  and  that  when"  he  did  turn 
It  In  no  use  whatsoever  was  made  of  it ;  but  the  old  separator, 
whether  it  be  good  or  bad,  almost  new  or  complete  Junk,  was 
scrapped  at  once. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Then  we  must  practically  deduct 
$18  from  $107  to  find  the  real  selling  price. 
Mr.  REEID.    Practically,  we  must. 
Mr.  SACKETT.     In  the  case  of  an  Imported  machine,  it  was 

$20. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes;  I  started  to  say  that  a  $20  allowance 
was  made  in  the  case  of  the  imported  machine,  and  swne  $10 
or  $12  in  the  case  of  the  American  machine. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    That  is  correct 


Mr.  REED.  I  did  not  remembw  the  exact  figures;  ♦^ut  the 
whole  business  was  evidence  to  me  of  very  great  waste  in  dla- 
tribution,  and  excessive  profit  or  overhead — I  do  not  know 
which  to  call  it— on  the  part  of  the  distributing  mechanism  of 
our  commerce. 

I  think  that  in  the  distribution  both  of  what  the  farmer  pro- 
duces and  of  what  the  farmer  buys  we  are  only  about  half  clvi- 
llaed.  I  believe  that  we  could  solve  the  farm  problem  If  we 
could  eliminate  the  waste  of  either  the  farmer's  purchases  or 
his  sales,  a  waste  for  which  he  himself  la  not  in  the  least  to 
blame. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  I  asked  the  question 
particularly  because  I  put  in  the  Rxcoao  some  time  ago  and 
called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  since  1920 
the  prices  of  farm  machinery  generally  have  advanced  almost 
100  per  cent.  I  suppose  wages  probably  have  Increased  some- 
what since  that  time,  taxes  hare  been  higher,  but  presumably 
there  has  been  some  improvement  at  least  in  the  art.  There 
has  been  in  every  other  line  of  manufacture,  and  I  dare  aay 
that  there  are  elements  that  have  reduced  the  price,  and  the 
increase  seemed  to  me  a  most  unjustifiable  one.  But  if  the 
rule  that  obtains  with  respect  to  cream  separators  applies  to 
tho.se,  I  suppose  probably  upon  that  principle  the  farm-machinery 
manufacturer  is  entitled  to  all  he  can  get 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course,  the  tariff  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
price  of  farm  machinery. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Oh,  I  appreciate  that.  My  imder- 
standing  has  always  been  that  there  have  been  at  least  half  a 
dozen  well-established  companies  engaged  In  manufacturing 
cream  separators  in  this  country,  and  I  had  no  idea  that  there 
was  any  combination  among  tliem  to  maintain  prices ;  but  I 
find  it  dlfllcult  to  understand  how  commodities  can  be  put  upon 
the  market  and  sold  at  150  to  200  per  cent  profit  over  and  above 
the  cost  of  production. 

Mr.  REED.  The  answer  to  it  is  not  that  there  is  c<»mblnatIon 
between  these  people — at  least,  there  is  no  evidence  of  it  It 
is  not  that  there  Is  combination  between  these  chain  stores  and 
department  stores  in  New  York;  but  they  are  selfish.  Just  aa 
we  all  are,  and  they  realize  that  they  can  go  on  getting  these 
excessive  prices  as  long  as  somebody  does  not  begin  to  cut 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  a  com- 
I)etltor,  In  order  to  extend  his  business,  would  cut  the  price. 

Mr.  REED.  No ;  the  competitor  realizes  that  In  the  long  run 
he  will  lose  by  doing  it,  and  so  he  goes  along  at  these  extortion- 
ate prices,  charging  $15  or  $18  for  a  $4  sweater,  and  blaming  It 
on  the  tariff  when  anybody  complains.  He  Is  making  about 
three  times  as  much  as  the  man  who  made  the  sweater;  and 
he  does  not  cut  the  price  because.  If  he  does,  he  knows  that  his 
competitor  will  meet  him  to-morrow,  and  he  will  have  gained 
only  one  day  In  the  race. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  simply  desire  to  remark  that  the 
tariff  is  involved  to  this  extent :  Of  course,  the  importer,  in  sell- 
ing, has  in  mind  the  amount  that  the  artide  cost  him,  aiul  the 
amount  that  he  paid  for  the  duty. 
Mr.  REED.     Certainly. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  And  he  figures  his  profit  on  the 
sum  of  that.  If  he  sells  again  to  another  distributor,  the  tariff 
goes  into  that  aud  his  profit  on  top  of  that  Now,  it  has  been 
represented  to  me  that  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  consumer,  as  a 
general  rule,  l)ays  on  account  of  duties  Imposed  about  double  the 
amount  of  the  duty  by  reason  of  the  turnover  in  that  way.  To 
that  extent  the  duty  is  Involved  here. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  may  I  make  a  suggestion  to  the 
Senator? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  P«m- 
sylvaula  yield  to  the  S«iator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  REED.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  distribution  of  this  commodity  is  virtually 
on  the  basis  of  the  distribution  of  sewing  machines. 

For  Instance,  take  a  sewing  machine  the  wholf.%le  price  of 
which  is  $17.50  or  $20.  With  the  present  mode  of  distribution 
the  amount  the  consumer  has  to  pay  is  about  $75  or  $85.  Of 
course,  they  figure  in  that  they  have  to  take  old  machines,  and 
they  figure  in  the  time  that  is  given  In  monthly  payments,  they 
figure  In  a  great  percentage  of  losses,  and  there  are  ntmierous 
\texa&  of  that  kind.     It  is  the  mode  of  distribution  that  Is  at 

fault 

It  is  not  so  in  England.  Sewing  machines  there  are  sold  Just 
exactly  as  any  other  commodity  Is  sold.  They  are  not  In  this 
country.  There  are  many,  many  items  of  which  the  same  thing 
is  true,  -and  cream  separators  constitute  one  of  them. 
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Mr.   OEOROE.    Mr.   President,  If   the   Senator  will   permit 


me 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 

KflTaniu  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  UKEl>.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr  GEORGE.  I  will  Siiy  to  the  Senator  from  Montana  that 
I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  our  entire  system  of  distrl- 
buiiou  i»  possible  only,  in  part  at  least,  becuuse  of  our  tariff 
sysifm :  and  as  loiig  as  the  American  manufacturer  of  any- 
thing—whether it  is  cream  separators  or  sewing  machines,  or 
what  not — can  come  to  the  Consros.'*  and  show  that  his  cost  for 
material.^,  plus  his  cost  for  labor.  plu.s  his  overhead,  plus  bis 
Rt'lUng  c«>«t.  make  it  impossible  for  him  to  manufacture  and 
place  an  article  upon  the  domestic  market  at  less  than  a  flxetl 
flgure.  and  can  get  a  rate  of  duty  which  will  protect  him  on  the 
ba.Hb*  of  tljat  co!»t.  we  are  going  to  have  the  very  wasteful  and 
,4hp-^ery  extravagant  dLstribution  system  that  we  have  in  this 
country. 

It  Is  not  wholly  due  to  that.  The  case  of  these  machines  is  a 
▼ery  good  lllnstration.  One  manufacturer  sells  only  through 
dealers.  Those  dealers,  of  course,  have  to  have  a  profit,  and 
then  those  dealers  sell  out  into  the  country  to  the  farmer;  and 
then  there  Is  the  cost  of  supplying  parts,  of  taking  up  old  ma- 
chines, and  coliectiug  the  instalments. 

The  other  seller  of  the  separator  of  a  value  of  less  than  $50— 
meaning  the  wholesale  value,  of  course — .sells  not  through  deal- 
ers at  all,  according  to  the  testimony  before  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, but  sells  directly  to  the  farmer,  through  field  agents,  so 
to  speak.  A  great  deal  of  service  Is  furnished  the  farmer;  but 
the  ultimate  consumer  Is  paying  a  long  price  for  the  service.  I 
do  not  think  It  can  be  .said  by  anyone  that  the  tariff  is  not  a 
factor  In  permitting  the  continuance  of  the  distribution  system 
that  we  have  in  this  country. 

Mr.  REED.  Now.  Mr.  President,  let  us  take  a  typical  case  that 
I  have  here  in  my  hand. 

Here  Is  a  very  nice  knitted  cashmere  Jacket,  or  sweater,  as 
we  would  call  it  In  this  country.  The  people  who  made  that  In 
Scotland,  who  had  to  buy  the  wool  that  goes  Into  It  and  supply 
all  the  labi»r  of  knitting  It  and  trimming  It,  got  $7.58  for  all 
their  material  and  all  their  work  and  for  delivering  that  to 
Oiat«ow,  or  wherever  it  was  shipped  from,  to  the  United  States. 
Yet  If  I  go  to  Peck  &  Peck  in  New  York,  who  sell  that  article, 
I  have  to  p«y  them  $30  for  what  the  producer  got  $7.58  for. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Exactly;  but  that  price  is  fixed  on  the  basis 
of  the  American  producer's  price.  The  Senator  must  always  re- 
member that. 

Mr.  REED.  All  right ;  let  ns  see  bow  much  the  tariff  has  to 
do  with  It.  To  the  United  States  Government  for  tariff,  to  the 
Insurance  companies  which  Insure  the  article  in  its  journey 
across  the  ocean,  to  the  steamships  which  carry  it,  to  those 
three,  went  $4.39.  That  includes  all  the  duty,  all  the  freight,  all 
the  ln.surance,  ail  the  landing  cost — $4.39.  That,  added  to  the 
amount  that  was  paid  the  man  In  Scotland,  totals  $11.97.  So 
that  for  the  mere  service  of  having  it  in  a  shop  on  Fifth  Avenue 
In  New  York  the  retailer  gets  $18.03  as  against  the  $7.58  of  the 
Cian  who  brought  the  thing  Into  existence. 

That  Is  not  the  fault  of  the  tariff.  If  there  were  no  tariff,  if 
the  steamship  company  brought  it  in  for  nothing,  and  insurance 
were  given  for  nothing,  It  would  only  bring  the  price  down  to 
about  $25.  That  Increase,  that  $18  of  profit,  that  la  put  on  that 
sweater  by  the  distributor,  is  the  thing  that  plays  havoc  with 
the  American  pocketbook. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  did  not  say  that  the  tariff 
was  the  entire  cause  of  our  very  wasteful  distril^nting  system, 
but  In  the  case  of  that  sweater  I  presume  there  Is  made  in  the 
United  States  either  that  sweater  or  one  directly  competitive 
with  it. 

Mr.  REED.    We  make  millions  of  them  in  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  price  to  the  consumer  is,  of  course,  fixed 
by  the  American  producer. 

Mr.  REED.  Not  a  bit  of  it.  because  the  Philadelphia-made 
sweater  .sells  for  only  a  small  fraction  of  what  is  asked  for  this. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Is  it  the  same  sweater? 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  not  quite  so  soft  in  its  feel,  but  it  is 
subtitantially  the  sam«  thing. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  speaking  of  the  ordinary  ca.se.  Of 
course,  the  importer  sells  just  under  the  American  producer. 
But  the  producer  in  this  country  is  maliing  the  price.  I  am 
not  saying  that  tliere  should  not  be  cH>nsidered  in  tariff  making 
the  cost  of  making.  flni«hing,  and  putting  upon  the  market,  and 
of  distributing  the  article,  and  I  am  not  saying  that  the  tariff 
is  the  entire  rt>ason  for  so  wasteful  a  system  of  distribution. 
If  you  could  actually,  accurately,  and  honestly  ascertain  the 
several  Items  that  enter  into  that  article  up  to  tlte  time  it 
actually  reaches  the  bando  of  the  consumer,  all  good  and  well, 
but  the  Senator  knows  that  a  tariff  ig  not  made  that.,  way. 
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rhe  manufacturer  comes  down  to  the  Congress  and  says,  "  My 
m  tterial  costs  so  much,  my  labor  costs  so  much,  my  overhead  Is 
80  much,  my  Investment  is  so  much,  and  the  cost  of  selling  Is 
so  much."  and  we  have  so  many  Items  that  at  last,  In  every 
case  where  he  is  able  to  get  a  duty  that  will  protect  the  price 
wiich  he  claims  is  his  cost  price;  that  is,  his  outside  cost  price, 
w  >  are  going  to  have  a  wasteful  system  of  distribution  existing 
uiider  that  system. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  and  the  Senator  from  Utah 
seem  to  be  going  upon  t\\e  theory  that  I  am  talking  about  the 
tariff  that  is  actually  levied  and  collected  upon  the  Imported 
merchandise.  I  am  talking  about  the  allowance  you  have  made 
tc  the  American  manufacturer  to  cover  every  item  of  his  cost 
in  order  to  enable  him  to  go  on  and  do  business  against  this 
imported  merchandise. 

I  want  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to  recollect  that  if  It 
w?re  possible  honestly  and  accurately  to  know  these  several 
it  »ms,  it  would  not  be  possible,  of  course,  for  a  wasteful  system 
ol  distribution  to  be  niaintaine<l,  but  under  our  system  of  tariff 
ni  aking — and  I  do  not  know  how  else  we  are  to  make  a  tariff, 
s<  far  as  that  goes — we  will  always  have  a  wasteful  system  of 
d  stribution. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
t(.  read  the  testimony  taken  before  the  Finance  Committee  on 
tl  is  question  of  cream  separators,  but  I  gather  from  what  has 
Ik  ■en  said  on  the  floor  that  there  was  some  case  presented  before 
tie  committee  to  the  effect  that  the  cream  separator  of  the  for- 
eign type  sold  for  about  $107.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     One  himdred  and  seven  dollars ;  yes. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    That  was  a  domestic  machine? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  was  a  domestic  machine.  The  foreign 
a  achine  strfd  for  practically  the  same,  but  the  seller  of  the  for- 
e  gn  machine  offered  about  twice  the  trade-in  value. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  was  wondering  if  tlie  name  of  the  machine 
O'  manufacturer  was  set  forth  In  the  testimony. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  De  Laval  separator  was  the  particular 
separator,  but  I  do  not  recall  the  name  of  the  manufacturer 
who  makes  that  separator.  It  may  be  made  by  more  than  one 
C(  impany.  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  REED.    There  are  half  fk  dozen  makers  anyway. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  know  there  are  manufacturers  of  cream  sep- 
e  ators  In  Vermont,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
V'isconsin,  and  in  all  prominent  dairy  States.  It  Is  not  my 
u  :)derstanding  that  a  cream  separator  of  the  type  that  Is  u.sed 
oil  a  farm  sells  for  $107.  My  understanding  is  that  a  hlgh- 
gade  separator  for  farm  use  can  be  purchaised  all  the  way 
f  I  om  $.')0  to  $0)7.50. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  have  not  refreshed  my  recoi- 
ls ction  since  midsummer,  but  my  recollection  Is  that  the  "740" 
separator,  I  believe,  was  the  particular  separator  that  was  dl»- 
c  issed  both  by  the  Importer  and  the  agent  of  the  manufacturer. 

Mr.  BI.AINE.  I  do  not  know  the  various  sizes  of  the  separa- 
tors, but  we  will  assume  a  separator  that  is  used  on  the  farm 
w  ill  normally  take  care  of  about  600  to  800  pounds  of  milk  for 
separating. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  the  cream  separator  we  are  discussing. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Those  cream  separators  can  be  purcha.sed  from 
trail-order  houses  for  prices  ranging  ail  the  way  from  $25  to 
$<  4),  as  I  understand  it.  for  the  smaller  size. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  a  small  separator  used  by  the  Indl- 
V  dual  farmer. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Yes;  I  understand  that 

Mr.  SMOOT.  These  separators  we  are  discussing  are  used  bj 
tie  cooperatives. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  am  speaking  of  the  farm  separator.  I  under- 
stand the  separator  to  which  attention  has  been  called,  sold  for 
$07.  is  not  the  farm  separator.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  REED,  No,  Mr.  President.  The  separator  that  sells  for 
$  (>7.50  is  the  kind  that  would  handle  about  750  [wunds  of  milk. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    That  Is  an  ordinary  farm  cream  separator. 

Mr.  REED.     An  ordinary  farm  separator. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  The  foreigner  gets  $30  for  that  separator  and  It 
osts  $4  more  to  land  It  in  this  country.  Its  landed  c<»st  is  $84. 
I  sells  for  $87,  plus  $19.50,  or  thereabouts,  trade-in  allowance 
f  >r  an  old  separator.  The  agent  who  deals  with  the  farmer  gets 
tl  le  farmer's  old  separator,  of  any  kind,  whatever  It  may  be. 
and  he  gets  $87  of  the  farmer's  cash  for  an  article  which  has 
c  »st  him  $34  laid  down  in  this  country. 

It  is  against  that  excessive  profit  that  we  complain  and  the 
f  inner  complains.  But  the  thing  is  on  the  free  list.  The  tariff 
hiis  nothing  to  do  with  the  farmer  having  to  pay  so  mtich  for  It. 
1  he  fellow  who  makes  the  profit  is  the  agent  here  of  the  Bel- 
g  an  manufacturer. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Of  course,  the  cream  separator  that  will  take 
c»re  of  750  pounds  of  milk  in  an  hour  is  rather  a  large  sepa- 


rator. A  separator  that  takes  care  of  100  pounds  of  milk  per 
hour  I  am  certain  can  be  purchased  for  as  low  as  $25,  and  the 
separator  that  takes  care  of  750  pounds  of  milk  per  hour  is  sim- 
ply increased  In  size,  and  the  actual  added  value  is  largely  a 
matter  of  cost  per  unit  of  the  meUl  that  goes  into  that  sepa- 
rator. The  velocity  must  be  the  same,  the  construction  is  iden- 
tically the  same.  I  have  not  the  figures  here,  but  my  under- 
standing is  that  a  good  cream  separator  for  the  farm  that  will 
take  care  of  a  herd  of  cattle  consisting  of  25  to  30  head,j  for 
each  milking  period,  can  be  purchased  at  all  the  way  from  $50 

to  $67.50. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  the  Senator  is  quite  right  about  it, 
but  the  evidence  brought  before  the  committee  concerned  itself 
with  the  competition  between  a  particular  Belgian-made  sepa- 
rator and  a  well-known  American  separator  which  was  descrU>ed 
as  the  "740"  or  "750"  separator.  I  gathered  that  to  be  the 
name.  We  were  advised  that  the  competition  was  between  these 
two  classes  of  separators  at  least,  if  not  confined  to  two  par- 
ticular separators.  The  American  manufacturer  greatly  desired 
to  have  the  value  reduced  from  $50  to  $40. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  understand. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Frankly,  I  do  not  see  how  it  makes  very  much 
difference  in  the  present  cost  of  the  foreign  separator,  because 
the  only  separator  I  have  heard  anything  about  was  one  that 
was  sold  abroad  for  less  than  $40,  and  It  stlU  comes  in  free  of 
duty.    I  may  be  in  error  about  that,  but  that  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  separator  I  was  discussing,  and  to  which 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  referred.  Is  the  ordinary  cream 
separator  which  does  not  come  under  the  paragraph  now  under 
discussion,  but  the  cream  separators  that  come  under  this  para- 
graph are  the  cream  separators  of  larger  capacity.  They  are 
used  In  the  cooperative  and  other  creameries,  and  some  are 
used  in  cheese  factories. 

I  do  not  recall  how  many  cooperative  creameries  and  cheese 
factories  there  are  In  my  own  State,  but  they  run  into  the 
hundreds  and  a  great  number  of  those  cooperative  creameries 
separate  the  milk  that  is  delivered  by  the  farmers  to  the  cream- 
eries Those  cooperative  creameries  belong  to  the  farmers. 
Then  there  Is  also  the  individual-owned  creamery,  owned  by 
one  or  two  men.  It  may  be  a  group  of  citizens  of  a  small  village 
or  a  small  town  who  have  organized  themselves  to  promote  the 
Interests  of  the  community,  and  they  operate  the  creamery,  not 
so  ninch  for  direct  profits  to  themselves,  but  rather  to  en- 
courage the  development  of  their  community,  and  thereby  reap 
the  benefit  of  that  larger  development. 

The  cream  separators  under  discussion  are  that  type  of 
cream  separators.  So  this  question  does  go  directly  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  cost  of  farm  operations  and  the  processing  of  a 
farm  product,  in  some  cases  directly  by  the  farmer.  In  other 
cases,  such  as  I  have  described,  by  those  once  removed  from  the 
farmer,  but  whose  interest  in  the  operation  is  for  the  develop- 
ment of  their  community  or  village  or  city,  as  well  as  the 
countn»side,  as  a  dairy  community.  I  can  see  no  Justification 
for  an  increased  tariff  on  that  type  of  cream  separator. 

The  cost  of  production  can  not  be  enhanced  very  greatly, 
because  the  larger  type  of  cream  separator  that  takes  care  of 
the  flow  «tf  milk  of  7.000  or  8,000  pounds  involves  simply  the 
added  material.  The  workmanship  is  of  the  same  character. 
It  takes  somewhat  larger  machinery  to  manufacture  that  type 
of  cream  separators,  but  the  increased  cost  Is  not  according 
to  the  increase  in  the  size  of  the  separator.  While  I  have  not 
the  figures  and  do  not  pretend  to  know  the  cost  of  the  manufac- 
ture of  this  type  of  cream  separator,  I  am  convinced  tliat  the  cost 
is  not  much  greater  than  is  the  cost  of  the  smaller  type  outside 
of  the  increased  amount  of  material  that  necessarily  goes  into 
the  larger  type  of  cream  separator.  The  proposal  to  increase 
the  tariff  increases  the  cost  of  farming  operations.  I  think  the 
amendment  ought  to  be  defeated. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  thus  far  in  the  debate  about 
cream  separators  I  have  not  heard  any  reason  given  for  an 
increase  in  the  tariff  on  the  pari:lcular  kind  of  separators  In- 
volved in  the  proposed  committee  amendment  No  reason  what- 
ever has  been  given.  It  has  simply  been  said.  "Why,  all 
separators  valued  under  $50  come  in  free,  and  we  have  simply 
changed  it  to  read  that  all  separators  valued  under  $40  shall 
come  In  free,  and  all  above  that  will  be  taxed  and  will  pay  a 
tariff."  There  may  be  some  reason  for  that  but  It  has  not 
been  given  In  the  debate.  The  burden  of  proof,  it  seems  to  me. 
Is  on  those  who  would  tax  what  otherwise  heretofore  has  been 
coming  in  free. 

It  is  said  that  the  $40  separator  Is  admitted  free  for  the 
benefit  of  the  farmer— that  is  true — for  the  benefit  of  agricul- 
ture, and  that  is  true  also.  Why  not  admit  the  $50  separator 
for  the  benefit  of  the  farmer  and  for  the  benefit  of  agriculture? 
Is  It  not  another  Instance  in  the  tariff  biU  where,  although  It 
-  is  going  to  be  very  small,  I  concede,  and  not  amount  to  very 


much,  the  committee  Is  just  getting  a  little  bit  more  over  the 
line  and  taking  another  little  bit  from  the  farmer  and  increas- 
ing the  tariff  that  he  must  pay?  In  the  face  of  the  fact  that 
we  promised  to  equalize  agriculture  and  industry  and  in  the 
face  of  the  fact  that  the  extraordinary  session  of  Congress  has 
been  called  to  do  that.  Is  it  not  a  little  strange? 

We  are  continually,  little  by  little,  bit  by  bit,  adding  to  the 
burdens  of  the  farmer  by  increasing  the  tariff  on  the  things 
he  must  buj'.  Is  not  this  an  Instance  of  that  sort,  as  sliown 
by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaink]?  I  think  it  is 
apparent  to  all  of  us.  The  individual  farmer  may  buy  a  sepa- 
rator that  is  valued  at  HO  or  less,  but  in  thoitsands  of  in- 
stances all  over  the  country  there  are  cooperative  organizations 
of  farmers  where  the  milk  of  a  whole  neighborhood  is  sepjirated 
by  one  separator,  and  there  they  use  one  of  the  larger  separa- 
tors. But  they  are  all  farmers.  If  we  are  going  to  help  agri- 
culture, it  is  just  as  necessary  to  let  the  cooperatives  get  the 
advantage  of  the  cheap  separator  as  It  is  to  let  the  Individual 
farmer  get  advantage  of  the  cheap  separator.  Especially  is  that 
true  when  such  a  program  does  not  harm  anylwdy  else. 

Much  has  been  said,  and  it  has  been  the  drift  of  the  argument, 
about  both  the  importers  of  foreign  separators  and  the  manu- 
facturers of  domestic  separators  making  enormous  and  unctm- 
scionable  profits.  Why  increase  their  profits  by  adding  to  a 
tariff  which  the  consumer  must  pay?  That  is  what  the  amend- 
ment does  in  a  slight  degree.  Would  it  injure  anybt)dy  to  leave 
It  as  it  is  or  to  provide  that  separators  valued  at  $50  and  less 
shall  come  in  free  instead  of  following  the  ct>mmltteo  and  pro- 
viding that  the  paragraph  shall  apply  only  to  the  separators 
valued  at  $40  or  less?  Will  anybody  be  hurt,  I  repeat?  No  sug- 
gestion of  the  kind  has  been  made.  IIow  could  anyone  be  hurt 
by  leaving  the  limitation  at  $50? 

It  is  conceded  that  a  separator  laid  down  here  from  abroad 
costs  as  follows:  Foreign  price,  $30;  transportation  chjirges,  $4; 
landed  price,  $34.  The  selling  price  Is  $87.  That  is  an  out- 
rageous profit,  it  seems  to  me.  It  is  the  importer  who  is  getting 
that  CTiormous  profit.  Nobody  wants  to  defend  that  kind  of  a 
profit.  We  ought  to  prevent  it  if  we  could,  and  I  take  it  that  we 
all  would,  no  matter  what  we  may  think  about  the  tariff.  We 
all  admit  that  Is  an  unconscionable  profit.  But  as  against  the 
Importer  here  comes  our  domestic  manufacturer,  our  American 
manufacturer,  profiting  by  the  tariff  that  we  administer  and 
doing  practically  the  same  thing.  There  has  not  been  any  direct 
evidence  that  it  costs  him  more  to  produce  his  separator ;  but, 
taking  his  own  figures,  he  sells  at  this  top  price,  making  an  un- 
conscionable profit,  which  he  takes  from  the  farmer  consumers 
who  have  to  buy  and  use  the  separators. 

Why  do  we  do  that.  Senators?  What  is  the  object  in  doing  a 
thing  of  that  kind?  Why  should  we  do  such  a  thing?  Why 
should  we,  just  because  the  manufacturers  say  they  want  It,  give 
them  an  additional  tax  when  they  are  already  making  profits 
that  ought  to  bring  the  blush  of  shame  to  anylnxly  who  with 
those  profits  in  his  pocket  would  have  the  effrontery  to  ask 
the  r^resentatives  of  his  country  to  give  him  additional  protec- 
tion. It  is  an  outrage.  It  seems  to  me  It  is  almost  an  Insult  to 
Congress  that  men  who  are  living  in  luxury  as  a  result  of  such 
enormous  and  imconscionable  profits  should  come  here  and  ask 
us  ^or  still  greater  profits,  and  to  give  them  those  increased 
profits  by  the  enactment  of  a  tariff  law  of  our  country. 

It  Is  apparent  here,  as  In  several  other  Instances  shown  by 
the  Piggly  Wiggly  store  in  the  comer  of  the  Senate  Chaml)er, 
that  there  is  evidently  a  combination  between  the  importer  and 
the  manufacturer  on  many  of  these  things  by  which  the  price  is 
raised  sky  high.  I  said  a  while  ago  that  I  expected  to  offer  an 
amendment  on  the  subject.  I  did  such  a  thing  once  before  on  a 
tariff  bill,  but  it  did  not  meet  with  approval.  I  am  going  to 
try  it  again  to-morrow.  It  seems  to  me  the  amendment  will  meet 
the  condition  which  confronts  us. 

I  am  not  blaming  those  who  want  a  high  tariff  to  bring  about 
that  condition.  I  am  not  finding  fault  with  them  when  they 
kick  the  importer  and  criticize  him.  I  join  with  them  in  the 
criticism  But  the  same  criticism  applies  to  the  manufacturer 
here  It  is  just  as  bad,  or  even  a  little  worse,  for  an  American 
citizen  to  rob  his  fellow  countrymen,  much  worse  where  he  does 
it  under  the  guise  of  a  law  which  his  country  enacts  to  protect 
him,  much  worse  than  it  is  for  a  foreigner  to  gouge  us  when  he 
gets  the  opportunity  to  do  it.  They  are  both  doing  it.  One  of 
them  can  not  do  It  unless  we  enact  a  law  that  wiU  permit  him  to 
do  it  and  there  is  no  protectionist  on  earth  who  can  stand  for  a 
tariff  that  will  permit  that  kind  of  business  to  be  done.  That 
is  not  the  theory  of  honest  protection.  That  is  the  theory  of 
robbery  under  the  law.  No  man  can  defend  It  under  any  honest 
conc-er.ti'oii  of  the  duty  of  Congress  that  we  may  owe  to  our 

manufacturers.  ,         ,.        ,  «  *».„ 

Here  we  are  presented  again,  as  we  have  been  In  some  of  the 

other  paragraphs,  with  another  little  dig  at  the  farmer,  another 
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llttl«  dlic  at  the  conimmer.  by  men  who  are  already  reeking  with 
wealth  becaoi^e  of  the  «acriflres  made  by  the  oyerburdened  con- 
sumerH  ot  our  t-ountry.  Therefore  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
anuHtdment  fught  to  be  defeated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendiiient. 

The  amendment  wa.s  rejected. 

THE  r.   H.   8MITU   CO. 

Mr  BKOOKHART.  Mr.  President,  a  few  days  ago  I  had 
oeeaxion  to  refer  to  the  Governnient's  investigation  of  the  activ- 
ities of  the  V.  H.  Smith  Co..  of  this  city,  and  c-ertaln  of  its  offl- 
cer!».  In  i-onnection  with  the  sale  of  bonds  of  an  extremely 
dublonji  nature  tlirough  the  United  States  malls.  Some  of  these 
bondM  went  into  the  State  that  I  represent;  but.  aside  from 
that.  I  have  u  very  gn'at  Interest  In  the  matter  by  reasori  of  the 
fact  that  It  appears  to  me  that  the  In.-tltutlfn  that  has  couducte<l 
the  sale  of  these  secarltles  throughout  the  United  States  has 
MUCfHH-ded  in  selling  many  millions  of  dollars  of  such  securities 
i>e«ause  they  <»perate<I  fn»ni  the  National  Capital  and  through 
the  United  States  nialls— lending  a  false  sense  of  security  on 
the  part  of  their  victims  to  their  operations. 

It  is  au  old  adage  that  "  straw.s  show  which  way  the  wind 
blows."  and  when  I  found  tliat  the  president  of  a  large  local 
iMink  was  exacting  rake-offs  from  the  contracts  that  were  let 
to  build  the  various  buildings  ni>on  which  the  securities  were 
base<l,  I  became  even  more  suspicious  of  the  general  operations 
of  the  F.  H.  Smith  Investment  Co.,  for  which  the  bank  presi- 
dent. Donaldson,  was  attorney.  I  could  not  see  how  this  bauk 
president  could  possibly  act  in  the  interest  of  bis  client,  the 
F.  H.  Smith  Investment  Co..  and  at  the  .same  time  accept  huge 
fees  fri>m  contractors  who  were  placing  bids  with  his  client.  In 
fact.  I  became  suspicious  that  in  all  probability  those  contrac- 
tors were  borrowing  money  from  this  bank  president's  bunk  and 
that  he  was  swinging  this  club  of  graft  over  their  heads  as  a 
tacit  ctmslderation  for  loans — if  not  an  actual  threat.  Since  I 
last  spoke  to  the  Senate.  I  have  investigated  this  phase  of  the 
matter  also,  and  I  find,  as  I  expected  to  find,  that  the  contractor 
who  was  forced  to  pay  Donaldson,  the  bank  president  and 
lawyer,  a  rake-<»ff.  was  also  a  borrower  from  his  bank.  The 
vltlousnesa  of  this  tram«action  is  Instantly  apparent.  This  bank 
president  is  in  a  i>osltion  to  favor  the  contractor  with  loans 
fr«*u»  his  Instltutitm.  He  is  also  in  a  position,  t>ecause  he  Is 
attorney  for  the  F.  H.  Smith  Investment  Co.,  to  surreptitiously 
advise  the  acceptance  of  the  contractor's  bid,  and  in  a  position 
also  to  sque<«ie  the  omtractor  on  his  loans  If  the  latter  fails  to 
•*  come  acn>ss  "  with  the  ».mOOO  "  fee." 

I  can  not  understand  how  a  man  who  engages  in  such  prac- 
tices can  l>e  allowe«J  for  a  moment  to  remain  the  president  of 
a    great    national    bank.     Perhaps    the   proper   officials   of    the 
Tn^H^ury  Department,  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  or  chief 
nntioual-baiik  examiner  have  already  taken  the  proper  steps  that 
are  natJirally  Indicated  when  they  lately  became  Informed  of 
tliis  liaiiker's  operations.     If  they  have  not  done  so,  I  would 
stig^est  that  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  order  an  Imme- 
diate examination,  ami  frequent  examinations,  of  the  bank  of 
whith  this  man  Is  president,  to  the  end  that  no  disaster  may 
o«vur  to  It  by  reason  of  such  practices.     This  is  no  matter  of 
speculatltm.     The    proof    filed    with    the    statement    made    by 
Nutf»Mjt   iWxlds.  s{iecial  assistant  to  the  Attorney  General,  who 
is  In  charge  of  the  investigation  of  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.,  is  Indis- 
putiible.     At  the  very  time  that  the  minutes  of  that  corporation 
Hhow  IVinaldson  to  have  been  its  retained  attorney,  he  accepteil 
twv)  c«>ntracts,  each  for  a  $30.lK)»)  rake-off  from  the  ct»ntractor 
wljose  bid  was  to  be  sul>mltte<l  to  his  client.     And  he  got  the 
money,  and  receipted  fw  it.     If  this  kind  of  thing  can  go  un- 
challe«R«ti — If  tl»e  president  of  a  ureat  national  bauk.  here  In 
the  Nutl<»n's  Capital,  can  be  so  connected  and  allied  with  trans- 
actions «»f  such  an  obviously  unethical  and  corrupt  nature  and 
get  away  with  It.  I  do  not  know  what  we  can  boi»e  for  In  the 
way  of  honesty  and  integrity  among  the  rising  generation  of 
young  ttankers  and  lawyers.     I  hold  here  in  my  hand  as  I  speak 
'[ exhibiting]    another    contract    between    this    banker — It    Is    a 
phot«itJtatic    copy    of   the    contract — and    certain    building    con- 
tractor* for  a  rake-<»flf  of  the  same  -nature  as  has  l)een  hereto- 
fore mentioned — t)n  another  building,  however.     This  one,  dated 
January  11.  19W.  cimtracts  for  the  payment  of  $30,000  to  the 
banker   in  case  the  contractor   Is  awarded  a  contract  for  the 
building  of  the   Boulevard   Apartment   Building,   at  2121   New 
York  Arenue.  in  this  city ;  and  on  the  contract  itself  is  a  receipt 
for  the  payment  of  the  money  signed  by  Donaldson.     I  would 
like  to  know  whether  he  paid  this  money  into  the  bauk  of  which 
be  was  president  and  had  It  credited  on  his  salary  from  that 
lu.stitution,  or  whether  he  kept  the  money  as  a  fee  to  himself 
for  influencing  his  own  client  to  accept  the  bid  of  tlie  contractor 
who  paid  him  the  rake-ofL 
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I  do  not  want  to  have  to  introduce  any  more  resolutions  con- 
cerning these  matters,  and  it  is  for  that  reason  tlint  I  suggest 
that  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  immediately  take  the 
st'ps  that  are  so  obviously  proper  in  the  premises.  Also.  I 
wnild  like  to  know,  frf>m  an  immediate  examination  of  Donald- 
sen's  bank,  to  just  what  extent  the  contractor  who  paid  the 
rs  ke-off  was  a  borrower  from  Donaldson's  Institution ;  nor  am  I 
irtlmating  any  reflection  upon  the  contractor  who  did  this  thing, 
a!  I  do  not  know  what  force  or  duress  may  have  compelled  him 
tc  comply  with  such  an  outrageous  demand  on  the  part  of 
D  :naldson.  the  lawver-banker.  It  also  seems  to  me  that,  know- 
ing the  facts,  the  Bar  Association  of  the  District  of  Colnmldn, 
sliould.  in  the  interest  of  cleanliness,  determine  under  what 
queer  quirk  of  legal  ethics  Donaldson,  as  the  retained  attorney 
f(r  the  F.  H.  Smith  Investment  Co.,  could  receive  more  than 
$<iO.OOO,  in  these  two  ini^tances  alone,  under  an  agreement  to 
ii^uence  his  client  In  favor  of  the  contractor  who  split  with 

m.  We  have  come  to  a  sorry  pass  indeed  if  our  bank  presi- 
dents and  lawyers  can  so  trifle  with  the  most  fundamental 
obligations  of  honesty  and  honor  of  their  respective  professions. 

Mr.  President,  the  letter  Is  as  follows : 

Washi.noton,  D.  C,  January  it,  tK6. 

S|r.  H.  GoLDE!*  Donaldson, 

WafhUtyton,  D.  C. 
Deab  Sir:  Pijrsuant  to  oar  verbal  agreement,  and  In  consideration  of 
t4e  services  rendered  by  you  In  aB^lsting  iw  to  secure,  through  the  F.  H. 
Snlth  Co..  the  contract  for  the  erection  of  the  Boulevard  Apartment 
Building,  at  No.  2121  New  York  Avenue,  Washington,  D.  C,  we  agree 
til  pay  you  the  sum  of  1,^0,000,  as  follows:  $5,000  out  of  each  of  the 
first  three  payments  made  to  us  on  said  building  and  f7,500  each  out 
of  the  fourth  and  fifth  payments  made  to  us  on  said  building.  If  we 
are  paid  In  full  for  the  building  In  a  less  number  of  payments,  then  the 
bilance  due  you  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  final  payment  to  us. 

This  is  contingent  upon  our  signing  contract  with  the  owner  of  said 
building  on  terms  satisfactory  to  us. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Boyle- RoBEHTSox  Constbcction  Co., 
J.  C.  KoBKBTSON,  Ttea$urer. 
Approved  and  agreed : 


\ 


R.  G.  Donaldson. 


R.  G.  Donaldson. 


A.  B.  B.NQCU 


A.  B.  Engku 


B.  G.  Donaldson. 


May  6,  1926 :  Received  110,000  on  account 
May  17,  1926 :  Received  $10,000  on  account. 
June  25.  1926  :   Received  $2,500  on  account. 
July  1,  1926:  Received  $7,500. 

RE\'isioN  of  the  tarut 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  K.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
Iries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
<  ther  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  in  the  chair).  The 
<ilerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  106,  in  line  21,  after  the 
4ords  "  ad  valorem."  to  strike  out  "  punches,  shears,  and  bar 
(Utters,  intended  for  use  in  fabricatinj;  structural  or  other 
lolled  iron  or  steel  shapes,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. " 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  ou  agreeing  to 
I  he  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  was  temporarily  engaged. 
Vhat  was  the  amendment  that  was  Just  stated? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  ameiuiuient  is  at  the  bot- 

'  om  of  page  106. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     We  do  not  intend  to  agree  to  that  amcnd- 

loent. 

Mr.  REED.     That  is  a  reduction. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  a  reduction  of  10  per  cent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  Is  a  reduction  below  the  rate  provide*! 
jy  the  House  bill;  but  wliat  Is  It  in  regard  to  the  rate  in  the 
)resent  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  goes  back  into  the  bracket  carrjing  30  per 
?ent. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  amendment  relates  to  punch»?s  and 
shears? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  GEOItGE.  I  will  say  to  my  colleague  from  Kentucky 
Jiat  I  think  the  statement  Is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Is  the  Senator  speaking  about  the  language 
stricken  out  or  the  language  added? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  refer  to  the  language  which  is  proposed  to 
ie  stricken  out,  and  that  does  work  a  reduction  of  the  duty. 
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Mr.  BARKLEY.  Oh,  yes.  I  thought'  it  had  reference  to  the 
matter  in  italic-s. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  is  no  objection  to  the  amendment  now 

pending.  ,       . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 

the  amendment  proposing  to  strike  out. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  next  amendment  will  be 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  106,  after  line  23,  to  insert 
"  meat  or  food  grinding  or  cutting  machines,  50  per  cent  ad 
valorem ;  escalators,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 

the  amendment  .  .     rrw 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  Is  an  increase  from  40  per  cent  to  50 

per  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Some  of  the  items  are  taken  from  another  para- 
graph at  40  per  cent,  and  escalators  are  taken  from  the  basket 
clause  at  30  per  cent.  .     ,  .». 

Mr.  BARKI^EY.  Escalators  are  not  the  only  part  of  the 
amendment.    It  deals  also  with  meat  grinders, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  simply  stating  that  escalators  are  now 
found  in  the  basket  clause  at  30  per  cent,  and  the  other  items 
are  in  another  paragraph  nt  40  per  cent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  the  committee  increases  the  duty  on 
meat  grinders  and  food  grinding  and  cutting  machines  from  40 
to  50  per  cent,  and  on  escalators  from  30  to  40  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  Is  right. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  to  escalators.  I  should  like  to  say  to 
the  Senate  that,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain,  the 
domestic  production  amounts  to  something  like  a  million  and  a 
quarter  <lollars.  ,     . 

Mr    SMOOT.     The  patent  on  escalators  has  just  expired. 

Mr!  BARKLEY.  That  possibly  may  result  In  some  Imports, 
but  up  to  the  present  time  there  have  been  none. 

Mr.   SMOOT.    The  reason  for  that  Is  that  the  patent  lias 

been  in  force. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  The  only  producer  in  this  country  of 
escalators,  as  I  understand.  Is  the  Otis  Elevator  Co.  I  do  not 
object  to  the  amendment  on  that  account,  but  it  seems  that  this 
tariff  rate  was  granted  largely  on  account  of  the  fear  that  the 
expiration  of  the  patent  may  some  day  cause  escalators  to  be 

imported.  .       ,,  .      i.,. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  merely  mentioned  the  situation  as  to  the 
patent  as  a  fact  which  I  think  should  be  known  by  the  Senate. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  seems  that  is  the  basis  on  which  they 
ask  for  an  Increase.  There  is  no  competition.  It  is  an  industry 
that  it  seems  to  me,  does  not  need  this  increase.  Escalators 
are  used  In  department  stores  and  in  buildings  and  subways, 
and  so  forth,  for  the  convenience  of  the  public,  and,  under  the 
pre.'^eut  condition,  I  do  not  see  why  there  should  be  an  increase 
in  the  rate  of  duty. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  Informed  that  the  basic  patent  has  now 
expired;  quotations  are  being  made  by  German  firms  for 
escalators  In  the  United  States;  and  orders  are  being  given  at 
prices  much  l>elow  those  which  can  be  offered  by  domestic  firms. 
There  have  been  as  yet  no  actual  importations,  but  the  Ameri- 
can patent  expired  only  very  recently. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  the  reason  given  by  all  those  who 
ask  for  increases;  but  there  are  no  importations  coming  In  at 
tliis  time,  and  the  increase  is  asketi  for  only  because  of  the  fear 
that  there  may  be  some  importations  in  the  future. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  the  rate  of  duty  provided  is  asked  for  on 
account  of  the  expiration  of  the  patent,  I  will  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor. There  was  no  real  necessity  for  a  duty  while  the  patent 
was  In  force,  but  now  that  it  has  expired — and  it  expired  very 
re<-ently — orders,  we  are  told  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  have 
already  been  placed  with  German  firms. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Is  It  the  idea  of  the  Senator  that  there 
ought  not  to  be  any  competition  at  all? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  that  is  not  the  idea,  but  we  want  a  fair 
chance  for  the  industry  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  having  been  no  imports  up  to  date 
and  there  being  a  practical  monopoly  in  the  manufacture  of 
this  product  in  this  country,  how  can  we  know  that  there  will 
be  such  competition  as  to  Justify  this  increase? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  know  by  the  prices  which  have  already 
been  quoted  and  the  orders  which  have  been  given  to  German 
manufacturers.  If  we  want  to  retain  the  business  at  all,  those 
engaged  in  it  have  got  to  be  protected. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  a  word  about  this 
question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 


Mr  REED.  The  patentee  of  the  escalator  has  spent  practi- 
cally the  whole  life  of  the  patent  developing  it  until  it  has 
come  to  have  a  recognized  use  and  reliability.  Now.  his  patent 
is  going  to  expire,  and  quotations  have  been  made  by  an  Italian 
manufacturer,  in  Milan,  I  think,  for  escalators  to  be  built  in 
department  stores  in  the  East  away  below  the  cost  of  manu- 
facture in  the  United  States. 

We  do  not  want  to  make  competition  Impossible,  but  it  seemed 
to  the  committee  that  it  was  only  common  fairness  to  give  the 
producers  of  escalators  in  this  country  a  chance  to  go  on  making 
them  in  America  and  not  have  them  run  completely  out  of 
business  because  of  Italian  machinists,  who  work  at  about  one- 
fifth  of  the  American  machinist's  wage. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  these  articles  are  not  articles 
that  are  used  by  Individuals ;  they  are  usetl  in  department  stores 
largely  for  the  accommodation  of  the  public. 

Mr.  REED.     For  department  stores  and  office  buildings. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  They  form  a  part  of  the  overhead  expense 
of  conducting  the  department  store,  so  that  the  higher  the  price 
the  greater  the  overhead  exjjense  will  be,  and.  of  course,  that  is 
pa8.sed  on  to  the  public.  While  the  public  individually  may  not 
be  interested  in  a  particular  escalator,  the  effect  is  to  add  to 
the  general  expense  of  merchandising  in  the  retail  establish- 
ments of  the  country. 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course,  that  is  true.  It  Is  better  for  the 
department  store.  In  the  first  Instance,  to  buy  the  Italian  ma- 
chine at  the  lower  price  and  to  see  the  American  factory  go 
out  of  l»usines8.  as  It  will  do.  The  figures  as  to  cost  of  produc- 
tion were  given  to  us.  and  we  were  all  convinced  that  that  was 
so.  It  win  be  better  for  the  department  store,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, but  in  the  long  run  It  will  be  much  better  to  keep  the 
wages  in  America. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question. 
I  understand  the  Tariff  Commission  has  made  no  inveetigation 
of  the  cost  of  production  in  this  country.  Are  the  figures  given 
by  the  Senator  taken  from  the  correspondence  of  the  manu- 
facturers In  this  country,  or  from  what  source  are  they  taken? 

Mr.  REED.  They  have  been  learned  entirely  from  the  testi- 
mony of  the  representative  of  the  Otis  Elevator  Co. 

Mr.    BARKLEY.     Yes;    and    the    Tariff    Commission    knows 

nothing  about  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  there  should  be  a  separation  of  this 
amendment ;  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  vote  ou  meat  grinders 
at  the  same  time  that  we  vote  on  escalators. 

Mr   REED.     The  Senator  is  correct  about  that. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  if  I  am  wrong  about  the  parlia- 
mentary situation.  I  should  like  to  be  corrected  by  the  Cliair  or 

somebody  else.  ,  .,._,,         i»i. 

As  I  understand,  the  committee  amendment  is,  beginning  with 
the  word  "  punches,"  in  line  21,  page  106 

The  PRE.SIDING  OFFICER.  The  committee  amendment  be- 
gins with  line  24.  ^        ^  - 

Mr    NORRIS.     Those  are  separate  amendments? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Separate  amendments. 

Mr   REED.     Punches  have  already  been  stricken  out. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Then  the  inconsistency  to  which  I  was  going 
to  cail  the  attention  of  the  Senate  does  not  apply.  Of  course,  it 
is  perfectly  consistent  if  they  are  separated.  ..».*, 

Mr  President,  I  think  this  is  another  amendment  that  in  a 
verv  slight  way  strikes  the  kitchen  of  the  ordinary  people. 

Meat  or  food  grinding  or  cutting  machines  are  very  common 
in  the  modern  kitchen  everywhere  In  the  United  States;  and  1 
must  be  convinced  of  the  righteousness  of  the  amendment  before 
I  am  willing  to  vote  for  an  increase  of  the  tariff  on  machines  of 
that  kind  The  modern  housewife  has  and  in  the  modern 
kitchen  there  is  almost  universally  one  of  these  meat-grinding 
machines,  used  not  only  to  grind  meat  but  to  grind  fruit,  to  grind 
up  bread,  and  various  other  things.  They  are  very  commoii, 
very  useful,  and  under  modem  conditions  almost  necessary  in 

%S:f^^7XTre.son,  Mr.  President,  ^or  increasing  the  tax 
on  those  machines  that  we  ought  to  do  everything  we  can  to  see 
installed  in  every  kitchen  in  America,  particulai;ly  the  middle 
S  of  people  and  the  poorer  class.  It  is  a  ™«c»»l°e  ^f?»»f*^ 
dfl^tt  W^nd  the  only  thing  I  have  heard  on  the  subject  since 
I  lavJ^n  in  the  Chamber  was  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  pSy  vanla  that  If  we  did  not  increase  this  tariff  the 
LTufacmrer  of  the  American  meat  machine  would  go  out  of 

business. 

What  is  the  present  tariff? 

Mr   SMOOT.     The  present  tariff  is  40  per  cent. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr  President,  I  am  unwilling  to  take  the 
word'of  the  manufacturer  on  that  proposition;  and  that  is  one 
of  the  almost  unlver-sal  things  we  have  been  doing  for  Jears  in 
framing  tariff  bills.    The  manufacturer  comes  before  the  com- 
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maj  be  absolutely .  t»  •-  « 

but  ninety-nine  times  oat  of  one  hundred  it  Is  not  true.    It  Is  a 
manufacturer,  as  was  shown  here  yesterday,  who  Is  using  old. 


riietho<N  as  comnared  with  the  modem  system 

Here  Is  a  tax  In  the  main  upon  the  poor.     These  machines 
may  be.  and  I  presume  they  are.  In  the  kitchens  of  the  rich  Just 
tlif  same  ns  the  poor,  but  they  cost  Just  the  same.    The  cost  to 
the  wealthy  man.  of  course,  Is  Immaterial ;  but  the  ct«t  of  this 
machine  to  the  poor  people  of  America  Is  quite  an  item  In  the 
cost  of  living— a  small  Item,  I  will  admit ;  but  put  It  with  these 
other  Items  that  we  are  meeting  with  continually,  hour  after 
hour    add  them  all  toirether.  and  y<>u  have  laid  upon  the  poor 
people  of  our  country  a  burden  that  they  can  not  stand. 
Mr  BAHKLEY.     BIr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The    PRESIDIXO   OFFICER,     Does    the    Senator   from    Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr    NOKRIS.     I  yield  to  the  St'nator. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  The  domestic  pr<xluction  of  these  meat  grind- 
ers is  In  the  neighborhood  of  a  million  a  year,  valued  at 
$2,000,000.  There  are  practically  no  imports.  They  are  so  small 
that  the  amount  of  them  can  not  even  be  obtained.  There  has 
been  a  slight  retluction  in  the  domestic  production  of  these  grind- 
ers, due  to  the  fact  that  many  hnu.xewlves  no  longer  install  these 
grinders  In  their  own  kitchens,  but  have  their  butcher  grind  their 
meat  at  his  butcher  shopi  Of  course,  that  usually  is  laid  to  the 
Importation  of  the  article  that  does  not  come  in. 

Mr.  HINGHAM.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The   PRKSIIUNO   OFFICER.     Does   the   Senator  from   Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 
Mr.  NORRI8.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 
Mr!  BINGHAM.    My  understanding  of  the  reason  why  there 
are  no  statistics  in  regard  to  the  Imports  Is  that  the  machines  do 
not  occur  at  the  present  time  in  the  bill  as  an  Item,  and  are 
therefore  not  listed:  and  there  is  no  way  in  which  we  can  tell 
how  many  Imports  are  coming  in  except  by  the  evidence  of  the 
trade. 

I  understand  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  thinks  we  ought 
to  get  the  evidence  from  some  other  source;  that  those  in  the 
trade  are  likely  to  mislead  us ;  but  that  is  the  only  place  where 
we  are  likely  to  get  any  evidence.  So  far  as  we  can  get  evidence 
there,  it  Is  that  the  imports  are  steadily  increasing,  and  the 
domestic  pnxluctlon  is  steadily  diminishing;  and  one  company 
that  is  making  these  things  was  able  to  pay  dividends  up  to 
three  or  four  years  ago,  but  has  paid  no  dividends  In  the  last 
thr««  or  four  years. 
Those  are  all  the  facts  we  have  been  able  to  get 
Mr.  NORRIS.  That  la  all  proper  evidence.  I  want  to  call 
attention,  however,  to  the  fact  that  when  I  claim  that  often  the 
evlden«e  of  the  manufacturer  la  not  correct,  it  is  biased  and 
prejudiced,  I  mean  Just  what  I  say,  but  I  do  not  mean  that  it 
should  tte  absolutely  thrown  aside. 

Mr.  SMOi^T.     Mr.  l»reHldent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The    PRESIDING   OFFICER.     Does  the   Senator  from   Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     In  a  moment  I  will  yield. 
One  of  the  old  rules,  that  has  ct>me  down  to  us  from  the  days 
of  Blackstune.  Is  that  a  man  in  court  is  required  to  prove  his 
case  by  the  best  possible  CArldence.    If  the  best  evidence  can  not 
be  obtained,  then  it  is  his  duty  and  he  has  a  right  to  resort  to 
the  next  best  evidence,  and  so  on.    So  this  evidence  must  not  be 
thrown  out — I  do  not  mean  to  say  that — and  it  is  very  possible 
that  often  we  would  kte  convinced  that  this  evidence  was  abso- 
lutely correct.     But   human   nature  is  the  same  all  over   the 
world,  and  human  selflshnc-ss  is  Just  the  same  when  it  is  In  the 
heart  of  a  German  or  a  RnsBlan,  a  Bolshevist  or  a  communist, 
as  though  the  selfishness  existed  In  our  own  hearts;  and  it  is 
one  of  the  natural  things  that  men  engaged  In  business,  testify- 
ing for  theicselves  to  make  money,  to  get  more  profits  out  of 
their  ffe'llow  men.  are  prejudice*!.    They  are  biased.    The  testi- 
mony is  ex  parte.    They  show  up  their  side  and  nobody  else's 
aide    I  do  not  mention  that  In  a  critical  way ;  but  that  is  natn- 
ral.    That  la  what  everybody  doea. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  For  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  Senate 
the  KlnaDce  Committee  put  every  witness  that  appeared  t>efore 
it  onder  oath;  and  we  did  that  because  of  the  fact  that  we 
wanted  them  (Urtlnctly  to  understand  that  we  wanted  tlie  truth, 
tlw  whole  trvth.  and  Dothlng  bat  the  truth.  Now.  If  they  have 
not  told  the  truth.  I  think  they  ought  to  be  prosecuted  for  it. 
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Mt.  NORRIS.  Certainly  they  ought  to  be.  Mr.  President; 
but  he  Senator  is  not  going  to  make  much  headway  in  doing  it 
I  hJ  ve  not  any  doubt  but  that  there  have  been  a  lot  of  false- 
hood s  told  to  the  committee.  Any  man  who  has  had  any  ex- 
peri  >nce  in  the  trial  of  lawsuits,  any  trial  Judge,  will  tell  you 
that[  not  a  day  goes  by  but  that  thousands  of  people  commit 
Some   of   them    give   testimony    that    is  biased    and 


m( 


duti  to  consider  the  interest  of  the  witness,  if  any  such  ap- 
peal s ;  to  consider  his  bias  and  his  prejudice,  his  animosity,  his 
enra  Ity,  if  any  such  appears."  He  does  not  tell  them  to  reject 
their  testimony.  It  may  be  that  when  they  properly  consider 
It  n  will  mean  rejection.  It  may  be  that  when  they  properly 
consider  it.  they  will  take  it  at  100  per  cent ;  but  he  says,  "Take 
it  xrith  all  the  other  surrounding  circumstances,  and  give  it 
sue  I  weight  as  you  think— not  as  I  think,  but  as  you  think— it 
is  entitled  to." 

That  is  the  wav  we  ought  to  consider  the  witnesses  that 
cone  before  the  Finance  Committee.  I  do  not  care  whether 
ther  are  under  oath  or  not.  Some  men— and  I  am  one  of 
then— would  He  Just  as  quickly  If  they  were  under  oath  as 
the  r  would  If  they  were  not  under  oath.  I  do  not  think  an 
oat  1  makes  a  different  man  of  a  fellow.  A  man  who  is  a  liar 
wit  lout  an  oath  will  be  a  liar  with  an  oath,  if  he  thinks  he 
can  escape  the  penalty.  The  only  difference  is  that  if  he  tells 
a  1  e  when  he  has  taken  an  oath,  he  may  be  prosecute<l  for 
per)ury  if  you  can  prove  It  It  is  one  of  the  most  difficult 
thli  igs  to  prove  in  Jurisprudence  everywhere  In  civilization. 

r.  President,  it  has  been  said  here  that  there  are  practically 
no  hmportations ;  that  there  is  practically  nothing  coming  in. 
r.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
he  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Conneeticnt? 

r.  NORRIS.    Yes.  ^     ^ 

r.  BINGHAM.  We  have  no  figures,  because  the  Govem- 
t  keeps  no  record  of  importiitions ;  but  all  the  evidence  of 
thd  trade  is  that  the  foreign  choppers  are  being  offered  In  the 
doiaestlc  market  at  prices  ranging  considerably  below  those  of 
tht  American  proiluct,  and  that  that  is  the  reason  why  the 
Anferican  production  has  gone  steadily  down  from  1923,  when 
the  number  of  pieces  manufactured  was  1.300,000  to  1927,  when 
It  vas  800,000.  It  has  been  going  steadily  down.  There  is  no 
qn(  stion  that  foreign  choK)ers  are  being  offered  in  the  domestic 
ma  rket ;  but  we  have  no  means  of  knowing  the  number  being 
Im  virted,  because  the  Government  does  not  keep  track  of  them. 
Ir.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  understand  why  the  Government  has 
no  kept  statistics  of  the  Importations.  I  should  think  they 
wc  aid  be  part  of  the  records  of  the  Commerce  Department ;  but 
I  im  taking  the  Senator's  word  for  it.  The  Senator,  however, 
Jumps  at  the  conclusion  that  because  the  department  has  no 
stJ  tistics  of  the  importations,  and  finds  that  there  are  Instances 
wlere  these  foreign-made  choppers  are  In  use  In  the  United 
States,  therefore  the  falling  off  has  come  from  that  fact.  The 
Seiator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  B.xrkley]  tells  us  that  in  his 
Juigment  the  use  has  fallen  off  because  the  housewife  has  gone 
iulo  the  practice  of  utilizing  the  chopp«>r  of  the  retailer.  That 
Is  often  done ;  I  do  not  know  to  what  extent. 

rhe  Senator  from  Connecticut  may  be  right  He  may  be  en- 
tir?ly  wrong.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  may  be  right  or 
wiong.  ,The  probabilities  are  that  they  are  both  partly  right 
an[i  partly  wrong.  There  Is  not  any  doubt,  from  what  has  been 
told  here — I  have  no  knowledge  of  it — but  that  some  of  these 
fotelgn-made  meat  choppers  are  being  used  in  this  country ;  and 
wien  one  Is  used.  It  takes  the  place,  perhaps,  of  one  made  here. 
Bat  there  is  now  a  40  per  cent  protection  to  the  American  fac- 
tory, and  I  submit  again  that  there  has  not  been  a  scintilla  of 
evidence  offered  but  that  with  that  protection  of  40  per  cent  the 
American  manufacturer  can  hold  his  own  If  he  sells  at  a  decent 
ce. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    Mr.  President.  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING   OFFICER     Does  the   Senator  from    Ne- 
braska further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  Senator  says  not  a  scintilla  of  evidence 
his  been  offered.  I  mentioned  the  fact  that  one  manufacturer 
hud  been  unable  to  pay  any  dividends  at  all  daring  the  past 
tljree  or  four  years. 

The  Senator  will  realize  that  this,  being  an  American  lnven< 
tlbn.  it  was  some  time  before  foreign  manufacturers  took  It  up 
and  made  It  In  quantities  which  enabled  them  to  compete  with 
oil.  We  Ofied  to  export  numtters  of  these  meat  choppern.  Now 
we  are  unable  to  export  any,  becaa«ie  the  foreign  manufacturer*^ 
a  -e  filling  that  market  The  evidence  I  offered  waa  that  a  mano- 
I  fucturer  of  meat  choppers,  who  formerly  did  a  good  basinesa, 
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has  been  unaMe  during  the  last  few  years  to  pay  any  dividends 

at  all.  .    .    I 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  in  my  Judgment  that  la  not 
evidence.  That  is  the  same  kind  of  evidence  that  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  has  always  offered  in  defense  of  every  rate 
that  I  have  heard  him  advocate  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  It 
Is  evidently  the  same  kind  of  evidence  that  has  been  considered 
by  tiie  majority  of  the  Finance  Committee  in  framing  this  bUl. 
It  is  not  flrst-ilass  evidence.  The  fact  that  a  man  comes  before 
them  and  says  or  proves  that  he  was  In  this  business  and  has 
quit  that  he  has  made  no  dividends  for  three  jears,  is  not  a 
sufficient  ground  for  giving  him  a  tariff  of  50  per  cent  Instead 
of  40  iier  cent  ^  ,  ,  ,„ 

Mr.  NORBECK.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yirfd. 

Mr  NORBECK.  It  was  always  stated,  when  the  farmers  were 
hard  up.  that  they  should  improve  their  efficiency  in  order  to 
meet  the  conditions.  This  factory  ought  to  improve  its  efficiency 
before  it  is  given  anything.  Perhaps  it  is  Just  inefficient,  and 
these  people  are  asking  for  a  tariff  to  cover  up  their  inefficiency. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Yes.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
for  his  suggestion.  It  is  one  which  I  think  follows  from  the 
artrunient  that  I  had  in  my  weak  way  been  trying  to  make— that 
we  Imve  no  right  to  put  burdens  upon  our  iieople  in  order  to 
enrich  a  manufacturer  simpb  becau.se  that  manufacturer  says 
he  has  to  have  it  to  make  money.  He  must  first  demonstrate, 
according  to  the  rules  of  evidence  and  the  rules  of  common 
decency  and  righteousness,  that  he  is  entitled  to  It  It  may  be 
that  his  factory,  as  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  says.  Is  In- 
efficient. We  have  no  evidence  on  the  subject  in  this  case.  We 
only  know  that  he  says  he  is  going  out  of  business,  that  he  has 
not  made  money  for  three  years.  ,        ,.     »,         .  ,,,1. 

There  have  been  thousands  of  people  who  have  been  iilling 
the  soil  and  sweating  blood  between  the  plow  handles  for  the 
1-tst  6  or  7  or  8  or  9  or  10  years  who  have  not  made  money, 
and  we  do  not  give  them  any  reUef,  we  do  not  make  the  tariff 
effective  in  their  case,  although  we  solemnly  pledged  that  we 
wouhl  do  It  Then  we  come  back  here,  and  instead  of  doing  it 
we  add  a  little  more  to  their  burdens  by  taxing  a  Uttle  here 
and  a  little  there,  which  In  the  aggregate  will  bear  them  down 

**Mr^  STrKLBY.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr!  NORRIS.    I  yield.  ^  „      ^».   _. 

Mr  BARKI.EY.  According  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Charies 
W  Asbury  who  represented  95  per  cent  of  the  domestic  pro- 
ducers before  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  in  1922 
tlie  pieces  produced  by  the  domestic  manufacturers  were 
*WW731  During  the  next  three  years  they  Increased  that  toa 
mtie  more  than  a  billion.  In  1926  it  was  860,855^  In  1^ 
they  produced  770.458,  and  during  the  first  11  months  of  1928 
thev  increased  their  domestic  prcniuctlon  to  857,603  pieces, 
which  at  the  same  rate,  should  produce  about  a  billion  pieces 
for  the  whole  of  1928,  which  does  not  show  much  of  an  increase 
in  the  domestic  production  as  compared  with  the  700,000  or 
800.000  for  the  two  years  before.  ,    .^     „       *      *         ir^ 

Mr  NORRIS  Mr.  President  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tuckv.  I  think  the  figures  he  has  given  bear  dlrecUy  upon 
the  question,  and  almost  if  not  quite  annihilate  every  particle 
of  argument  that  has  been  made  on  Uie  other  side.  We  have 
not  had  any  real  evidence  of  the  necessity  for  this  increase  of 

^  hi  a  general  way,  that  is  what  I  complain  about  In  the  mak- 
inc  of  this  bill.  It  has  been  buUt  up  on  ex  parte  evidence,  it 
has  been  built  up  on  the  evidence  of  interested  men  and  inter- 
ested ci^rporatlons.  and  every  once  in  a  while  it  develops  here, 
as  it  did  to-day  in  the  case  of  this  hardware  company,  that 
they  are  making  millions  and  millions  on  account  of  the  ex- 
orbitant prices  they  are  charging  American  consumers. 

Under  those  conditions  they  are  not  entitled  even  to  the 
tariff  they  get  under  existing  law.  and  here  comes  the  Finance 
Committee,  under  the  theory  of  helping  the  farmer,  of  equaliz- 
ing agriculture  with  Indastry.  adding  here  and  there,  little  by 
little,  mite  by  mite,  to  the  already  overburdened  shoulders  of 
the  American  consumer.  ...  j 

Mr  President  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  a  great  deal  of  merit  in  It 
A  grinder  In  the  own  home  makes  a  goo<l  deal  of  work  necessary. 
It  being  a  diflicult  thing  to  wash  them-  things  when  they  are 
taken  apart  and  the  knives  separated.  It  rwiuiies  a  great  deal 
of  effort  and  some  skill  properly  to  wash  and  <lry  them  so  that 
they  will  I*  sanitary  and  ready  for  the  next  operation.  The 
hounewives  relieve  thems«.lyes  of  that  by  hav  ng  a  d«l  ^-^  ^o 
the  grinding,  and  those  who  use  them  exclusively  to  grind  meat 
will  find  it  a  great  Improvement  Every  retail  butch.-r  shop  In 
Jhe  laSd  ha.  these  griiilers.  and  they  will  grind  the  meat  there 
and  send  It  to  the  housewife  or  give  it  to  the  messenger  already 


ground.  But  there  are  other  uses  for  these  madilnes  besides 
the  grinding  of  meat.  I  know  that  from  my  own  experience; 
I  know  what  goes  on  in  my  own  kitchen.  There  is  almost  daily 
use  there  for  the  grinding  of  all  kinds  of  things,  and  those 
machines  are  useful,  they  are  almost  necessary,  in  the  home  of 
every  laboring  man  in  the  United  States. 

After  we  have  levied  a  tax  of  40  per  cent  to  save  the  manu- 
facturers, why  should  we  follow  the  Finance  Ci>mmittee  and 
Increase  the  tax  to  50  per  cent?  To  my  mind,  it  is  indefensi- 
ble ;  it  is  a  violation  of  our  pledges ;  there  Is  no  reason  for  It ; 
there  is  no  Justice  behind  it  It  is  cruel  to  the  people  we  repre- 
sent, to  the  great  mass  of  ilie  American  peojrie,  to  housewives, 
to  levy  tills  additional  burden  upon  them  without  any  showing 
being  made  for  its  necessity. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  I  Just  want  the  attention  of 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  a  moment.  If  I  understand  It 
correctly,  the  purpose  of  this  tariff  Is  to  enable  the  manufac- 
turers of  these  articles  to  get  a  higher  price  than  they  are  get- 
ting now.  They  are  complaining  that  the  imported  article  sells 
at  a  lower  price  than  the  domestic  product.  They  are  asking 
for  a  tax  which  would  be  a  burden  upon  those  who  buy,  includ- 
ing the  farmers  in  South  Dakota. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  ha.-*  said  repeatedly  upon  this 
floor,  and  reminded  me  at  Kansas  City,  that  he  ci»uld  not  vote 
to  do  Justice  to  the  farmers  because  It  might  in  effect,  be  a  tax 
upon  his  people.  I  think  it  takes  a  lot  of  nerve  for  him  to  come 
back   here  and   vote  to   impose  a   tax   on   the   South   Dakota 

farmers.  „       ^        .  ,.« 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr!  NORBECK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  When  did  the  Senator  ever  hear  me  saj 
that  it  was  Indefensible  to  place  a  tariff  on  agricultural  prod- 
ucts because  it  would  Increase  the  price  to  the  consumer? 

Mr.  NORBECK.     The  Senator  is  twisting  my  remarks. 

Mr   BINGHAM.     I  did  not  mean  to  do  that 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  said  the  Senator  stated  he  could  not  vote 
to  put  the  American  farmer  on  the  ba.sls  of  the  American  price 
for  his  products,  because  it  might  be  a  burden  upon  Connecticut 
If  we  did  Therefore  he  would  leave  them  on  the  European 
basis.    The  tariff  is  only  one  of  the  Instruments  that  affects 

^  Mt*^  BINGHAM.     Mr.    President,   I   do   not   remember  ever 

having  said  that  .^    ^   ^  .  ,     *i,  • 

Mr  NORBECK.  The  Senator  said  that  to  me  In  the  resolu- 
tions committee  at  Kansas  City,  and  he  has  said  It  here.  In  effect 
time  and  again,  that  it  would  be  a  burden  upon  Connecticut. 
He  has  said  "  New  England  asks  for  nothing.  These  western 
farmers  come  in  here  and  beg  for  things.  New  Englandasks 
for  nothing"  Through  this  tariff  he  is  asking  for  $55,000,000 
of  a  tax  upon  the  rest  of  the  people.  Do  not  tell  me  that  New 
England  asks  for  nothing!  .       *     *v 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
first  part  of  the  amendment 

The  first  part  of  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  think  It  ought  to  be  re- 
corded that  there  was  1  vote  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  let  us  not  get  the  record 
wrong     I  did  not  hear  anyone  vote  for  the  amendment 

Mr.    WHEELER.    Oh,    yes;    the   Senator   from   Connecticut 

voted  "  aye." 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
second  brant*  of  the  amendment  which  will  be  stated. 

The  LroisiATTVi:  Olhuc.  On  page  106,  line  25.  the  committee 
proposes  to  Insert  the   language,  "escalators,  40  per  cent  ad 

valorem."  ^.  ^^  ^    , 

Mr  DENEEN.  Mr.  President,  on  the  pending  matter,  regard- 
ing escalators,  I  wish  to  say  that  they  are  manufactured  in  this 
country  by  the  Otis  Elevator  Co.,  which  was  a  pioneer  in  the 
manufacture  of  elevators  in  the  United  States.  That  company 
has  made  possible  the  very  high  buildings  In  our  large  cities. 

About  20  years  ago  It  began  studying  Uie  escalator.  It  was 
able  to  secure  patents  on  the  escalator  about  17  years  ago,  and 
?he  patents  are  about  to  expire.  The  Ot  s  Elevator  Co.  has 
expended  a  large  amount  of  money  In  employing  the  best  engl- 
nSring  talent  in  the  United  States  and  throughout  the  world 
n7w  that  the  patents  are  expiring,  the  advantage  of  all  their 
JJ^arch  and  experiments  and  expenses  has  been  turned  over  to 

^TiT'o^raany  they  are  manufacturing  e«alators  and  have  a 
nunber  of  agents  In  the  United  States  niaking  contracts  for 
Tlielr  sale  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
advantage  they  have  In  G<-rmany  and  Frsnce.  hut  partlculariy 
fnlferainy.  The  frelgt.t  rate  on  machliK-ry  from  New  York  to 
HaSlSJ  is  118  per  ton  eastbcmnd.  but  '^^'r^i^'^J'^i^^l 
to  New  York  is  $«  per  ton  westbound.    The  difference  between 
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tlM  c<Mt  of  prodoctioo  there  and  bere  Is  that  they  <an  manufac- 
tnre  the  ewaUators  in  Germany  for  43  per  cent  less  than  they  can 

nannfactare  them  here.  .^^.^^  »4  ^  .„  ♦k-- 

The  Otla  Elevator  Co.  employ*  aboat  10,000  operatlv»  in  the 
United  Btatea.  It  is  employing  1,000  of  them  in  my  State,  at 
Quinty.  III.,  where  the  company  has  a  large  plant,  occxx^im9Q 
■cnss-  The  company  Is  prepared  to  go  to  very  considerable 
expense  to  arrange  fbr  ma«8  production.  This  is  "  infant  to- 
duatry  We  have  here  an  organisaUon  of  skUl  and  Ulent  and 
the  flnancial  reeoarcee.  It  has  expended  a  large  amount  of 
roonej  in  deriMoplng  the  escalator.  Now.  the  advantage  of  aU 
it  has  done  is  to  be  turned  over  to  competitors  who  pay  wages 
of  less  than  00  per  cent  of  tho«e  paid  by  the  domestic  concern. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  DENEEN.     I  yield. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Will  the  Senator  tell  us  Just  what  escalators 
are?    Is  It  something  we  w.ar  or  something  we  eat? 

Mr.  DENKEN.    It  is  a  moving  stairway. 

Mr.  NOUUIS.    A  moving  sidewalk? 

Mr  DENEEN.  A  moving  stairway.  It  is  a  moving  stairway 
that  \»  used  In  the  large  department  stores  and  other  stores  and 

theaters.  ^  _^     - 

Mr.  NORBia.    Will  the  Senator  permit  another  question? 
Mr!  DENEEN.     I  yield.  ^,    .^ 

Mr.  NORUIS.  As  the  committee  had  It,  they  put  this  Item  in 
with  meat  choppers  in  the  kitchen. 

Mr.  SM«>OT.    Oh.  no.  ,       ^  __.    ^ 

Mr  NORRIS.  It  was  all  one  amendment.  I  understood  wa 
had  divided  the  amendment.  I  thought,  when  it  was  all  put  In 
in  oue  sentence,  although  there  is  a  semicolon  between  the 
different  phrases  of  the  same  sentence,  that  tliere  must  be  some 
connecting  Unk  between  escalators  and  choppers  In  the  kitchen. 

But  I  And  there  Is  not.  ^    c       ^      » 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  that  the  conne.tion  is  this:  That  if  the  rates  in  this 
bill  Imposed  by  the  House  and  by  the  Senate  committee  are 
adopted,  the  people  In  this  country  will  need  escalators  In  order 
to  get  upstairs,  on  account  of  their  weakness  through  not  being 
able  to  buy  the  necessary  food. 

Mr  DENEEN.  Mr.  Prt^ldent,  this  company  will  be  prepared 
to  pntduce  a  sufficient  number  of  escalators  If  we  will  make  it 
possible  for  them  to  make  them.  There  is  a  difference  here  of 
only  10  per  cent  In  view  of  the  difference  in  freight  rates  and 
wages,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  is  really  an  Infant 
industry  and  that  this  company  has  done  the  pioneering  work, 
it  seems  to  me  that  their  request  for  10  per  cent  additional  Is 
not  unreasonable. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  statement  has  been  made 
here  that  orders  have  been  placed  for  these  escalators  abroad, 
but  that  up  to  the  present  time  not  a  single  one  of  them  has 
betTi  importetl.  and  that  the  Otis  Elevator  Co.,  which  Is  of 
course  a  respectable  company  and  a  successful  company.  Is  the 
onlv  manufacturer.  Can  the  Senator  give  us  the  name  of  any 
Auieriitiu  «-oiisumer  who  has  ordered  one  of  these  escalators 
from  Euroi>e? 

Mr.  I>ENEEN.  No;  but  I  will  read  from  the  brief  in  support 
of  the  statement  I  have  made: 

FtorHgn  m«Bof»ctoi»r«,  particularly  Xhom  In  Oermaiiy,  have  now 
e«Ubll«h«d  agencies  in  the  United  Sutes.  Thej  are  now  producing 
th«w  American-deTeloped  e««latoni  and  are  quottng  price*  tbrongb 
th«>ir  agents  In  this  country  at  60  per  cent  or  more  below  those  at  which 
escalator*  can  be  manufactureU  ajad  sold  In  thla  country  with  a  fair 
ptoflt.  To  awtat  »b  thla  dumping  oa  th^  .Vmertcan  market  theae  foreign 
•tannfacturvra  h*T«  arranged  with  transportation  companies  of  their 
own  nations  for  almost  nominal  mtes  of  carrying  charges  to  the  United 
BtatM.  rates  wbleb  are  far  below  the  usual  and  customary  shipping 
rates  for  similar  eomssodltVes  between  the  same  ports. 

I  have  no  Information  as  to  any  particular  purchasers  or 
contracts  for  purchases.  _ 

II^BARKLEY.  I  have  no  doubt  the  Otis  Elevator  Co., 
whose  brief  I  suppose  this  is- 
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Mr  DENEEN.    It  Is  the  brief  of  the  Otis  Eloator  Co. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  It  fears  there  may  be  some  Importations; 
hot  does  the  Senator  think  we  are  jusUfted  in  putting  an  in- 
creased larttr  on  fear?  Does  he  think  the  fear  that  something 
may  happen  in  the  future  that  has  not  yet  happened  is  a  basis 

for  a  tariff?  ^.     ^. 

Mr  DBNEBN.  The  tariff  asked  for  is  to  enable  this  company 
and  any  other  companiea  which  may  enter  the  busineas  to  invest 
•afflclent  sams  of  money  so  they  can  have  mass  production. 

Mr  BABKLMT.  They  sUte  In  a  general  way  that  the  Oer- 
have  amoced  to  ship  escalators  here  at  reduced  rates. 


m4  DENEEN.  The  exact  amount  la  stated.  $18  f<w  east- 
bouni  freight  on  machinery  from  New  York  to  Hamburg  and  $6 
(m  west-bound  freight  frwn  Hamburg  to  New  York. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  they  do  not  present  a  single  Instance  In 
whlcb  an  order  has  been  absolutely  placed. 

mT  DENEEN.  That  applies  to  all  machinery.  It  is  a  rate 
of  gjiieral  application  to  machinery,  as  I  understand  it. 

M*-  NORRIS  and  Mr.  McKELLAR  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
yirft  ;  and  if  so.  to  whom?  ^,  .       , 

M  •    DENEEN.     I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

M-  NORRIS.  I  am  interested  In  the  proposition,  but  I  am 
won  lering  about  the  freight  feature  of  It.  We  pay  out  enough 
mon  T  In  Bnl»8idie8  so  that  we  could  almost  buy  the  steamships, 
and  I  am  wondering  why  they  should  charge  Americans  four  or 
five  times  as  much  as  they  do  the  Germans.  Why  do  not  our 
stea  nshlp  lines  treat  Americans  as  well  as  they  do  foreigners? 

Mr  DENEEN.  I  have  no  Information  on  that  point.  The 
OtlH  Elevator  Co.  is  not  engaged  in  transporting  freight  It 
pays   the  freight. 

I  field  now  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

M  r  McKELLAR.  I  want  to  a^'k  about  a  statement  the  Sen- 
atoJfrom  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed]  made  a  while  ago.  As  I 
und>rstcK)d  him,  he  said  that  these  escalators  are  manufactured 
by  the  Otis  Elevator  Co.  and  that  unless  the  tariff  rate  be 
ral«d  the  Otis  Elevator  Co,  would  be  oWlged  to  go  out  of 
business. 

X.  REED.    Oh,  no,  Mr.  President. 

_Jr.  McKELLAR.    I  did  not  understand  the  Senator  correctly? 

Mr   REED.    Oh,  no ;  I  did  not  say  that. 

\  T.  McKElLLAR     That  is  what  I   understood  the  Senator 

to  !  ay.  .. .    ^      ^w 

1  r  REED.  I  said  that  It  was  utterly  Impos-sible  for  them  to 
con  inue  in  this  business,  certainly  along  the  seacoast  but  so  far 
as  the  Otis  Elevator  Co.  going  out  of  biisiness  is  concerned,  I 
didjnot  mean  that  and  do  not  believe  I  said  it  If  I  did  I 
cer^inly  ml»T)oke  myself.  .       ,,         .  ^^ 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  am  glad  to  have  the  explanation  of  the 
Senator.  I  want  to  say  in  this  connection  that  every  time  a 
def  »!ise  is  raised  here  for  an  increase  in  tariff,  the  ver>  first 
gro  md  of  defense  put  forth  is  that  the  American  manufacturer 
wil  have  to  go  out  of  business  unless  the  rate  Is  granted.  We 
all  know  that  the  escalator  business  is  a  very  inconsequential 
part  of  the  Otis  EHevator  Co.'s  business,  as  I  understand  It  and 
of  course  It  would  go  out  of  that  part  of  Its  busineas  in  my 
judgment  if  this  tariff  were  not  granted.    Is  not  that  so? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  No ;  it  is  not  They  are  arranging  to  manu- 
facture escalators  at  Qtiincy.  They  have  1.500  operatives  and 
exnect  to  have  a  much  larger  number,  so  I  am  informed. 

r.  McKELLAR     For  the  manufacture  of  escalators? 

r  DFNEEN     Yes. 

r!  McKELLAR.    And  they  are  going  to  manufacture  them 
large  scale? 

r.  DENEEN.  Yes;  and  develop  the  market 
_r.  McKELLAR  Yes;  and  develop  the  market  for  them. 
Un  ier  those  circumstances,  they  do  not  know  whether  they  will 
have  any  oppogition  from  abroad.  There  are  no  escalators 
bel  ig  brought  in  now  from  abroad,  and  it  does  seem  to  me  that 
thcTcongress  would  go  far  afield  if  it  should  grant  a  tariff  rate 

use  the  Otis  people  fear  that  some  other  company  might 
eoiie  in  here  from  abroad. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  The  accurate  information  Is  that  this  com- 
paJy  Is  manufacturing  escalators  In  France  and  in  Germany 
nof',  and  it  wants  to  manufacture  them  here. 

r.  McKELLAR    Does  the  Senator  mean  a  foreign  company? 

r.  DENEEN.    The  Otis  Elevator  Co. 

r.  McKELLAR.    They  are  manufacturing  them  abroad  now. 
Arf  they  afraid  of  themselves? 

r.  DENEEIN.    No;  they  wish  to  develop  the  industry  here 
rafber  than  abroad. 

Ir.  NORRIS.    Why  can  they  not  do  it  under  existing  con- 
ditions? 

lir.  DENEEN.    It  is  on  account  of  the  expense. 

t.  NORRIS.  Does  the  Senator  mean  the  Otis  Elevator  Co. 
d  drive  the  Otis  Elevator  Co.  out  of  business  if  they  do  not 
this  protection? 
.  DENEEN.  They  would  prefer  to  live  in  their  own  coun- 
try and  do  btisiness  In  their  own  country  and  with  their  own 
CO  mtrymen. 

klr.  NORRIS.    They  are  here.    Why  not  do  it  now? 
iir.  DENEEN.    The  company  wishes  to  do  it  if  the  Senate 
w  11  permit  it  to  do  it.    It  prefers  to  manufacture  escalators  in 
th  e  United  States  rather  tlian  in  Germany  or  in  France. 
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Mr.  NORRIS.  Exactly ;  and  I  do  not  see  why  they  do  not  do 
it  now.    Where; are  they  going  to  make  them? 

Mr.  DENEEN.     The  company  wishes  to  manufacture  them 

here.  .    ^^   . 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Let  us  put  it  on  that  ground.  Where  is  their 
principal  place  of  manufacture? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  In  Yonkers  and  Buffalo,  N.  Y.;  Harrison, 
N.  .1. ;  Quincy,  111. ;  and  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Is  not  this  product  very  cumbersome? 

Mr.  DENEEN.     It  is  very  cumbersome. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  freight  from  place  to  place  on  such  a  big 
article  would  be  very  great? 

Mr.  DENEEN.     I  have  no  doubt  it  is. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  For  instance,  if  a  factory  is  located  in  Illi- 
nois would  not  the  freight  to  Washington  be  an  adequate  pro- 
tection to  them  without  any  tariff  protection? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  I  think  not.  They  have  their  factories  dis- 
tributed over  the  country  because  of  the  freight  charges,  but  at 
the  seaboard  they  are  competing  with  ocean  freights. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  I  may  have  been  mistaken, 
but  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  they  are  manufacturing  in 
this  country. 

Mr.  DENTCEN.  Yes;  they  are  manufacturing  here  to  a  lim- 
ited degree  now,  as  I  understand  it.  They  have  finally  perfected 
the  escalator  so  that  the  architects  have  recommended  It  to  the 
movlng-pictnre  theaters  and  to  the  large  stores,  and  the  devices 
are  tonsidered  .safe  now.  They  have  passed  beyond  the  experi- 
mental stage. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  had  understood  from  reading  the  hearings 
that  they  are  manufactured  here  and  that  tliere  are  no  importa- 
tions of  escalators. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Oh,  no.  The  foreign  companies  have  their 
agents  here  seeking  contracts  of  sale. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  None  have  been  imported  into  this  country 
80  far  as  our  information  goes. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Euroi>eans  are  now  producing  the  American- 
developed  escalators  and  are  quoting  prices  through  their  agents 
In  this  country  at  60  per  cent  or  more  below  the  prices  at  which 
the  escalators  can  be  manufactured  and  sold  in  this  country  at 

fair  profit  ^  ,,      ^ 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  notice  In  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Knapp, 
who  appeared  before  the  committee  for  the  Otis  Elevator  Co., 
that  he  made  this  remarkable  statement : 

We  think  that  the  development  of  the  Industry  has  extended  to  the 
point  where  we  need  protection  for  the  Industry. 

Mr,  DENEEN.     Yes ;  that  is  the  statement  in  their  brief, 
Mr!   WHEELER.     Mr.   President,  am   I  to  understand  that 
they   are  at   the   present    time   manufacturing    escalators    in 
Europe? 
Mr.  DENEEN.    That  Is  my  understanding, 
Mr.  WHEELER,     The  Otis  Elevator  Co.  is  manufacturing 
these  escalators  In  what  countries? 

Mr.  DENEEN,    Here  is  the  statement  In  their  brief: 
The   Otis   Elevator   Co.   also   operates   factories   in    France   and   Ger- 
many  in   which  It  manufactures   the  same  design  of   escalators   under 
Tcry  simitar  production  methods  as  In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WHEELER,  And  now  they  want  a  tariff  to  protect 
themselves  against  their  own  importations  from  France? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  They  want  a  tariff  to  enable  Americans  to 
protect  an  American  machine  that  has  been  developed  here,  and 
used  here  in  a  larger  amount  than  elsewhere. 

Mr.  WHEELER  As  a  matter  of  fact  they  developed  thdir 
own  muchiue? 

Mr.  DENEEN.    In  America? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  No,  in  Germany ;  and  they  started  to  manu- 
facture it  there. 

Mr,  DENEEN.     I  do  not  understand  that  is  the  case, 

Mr.  8MOOT.  They  manufacture  in  C^ermany  and  France  both 
because  of  the  demand  over  there. 

Mr.  WHEELER  My  understanding  was  that  they  started 
to  manufacture  in  Germany  and  France  before  they  did  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  they  manufactured  here  first,  and  then 
they  made  sales  in  foreign  countries  and  in  order  to  meet  the 
demand  there  anil  save  the  expense  of  costly  transportation 
they  established  factories  in  Europe  for  the  European  trade, 
but  none  of  the  foreign-made  escalators  came  into  this  country 
because  of  the  fact  that  the  Otis  i)eopIe  had  a  patent  on  them. 
The  patent  has  expired  and  now  they  want  protection  here  from 
those  coming  in  from  abroad,  and  I  have  no  doubt  tbey  will 
continue  to  make  them  in  Europe  for  the  European  trade. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Now  that  their  patent  has  run  out  they  are 
afraid  somebody  will  start  In  and  manufacture  them  over  in 
Germany  and  ship  them  into  this  country. 


Mr,  DENEEN.     It  is  not  a  mere  fear.    They  know  it 
Mr.  WHEELER     How  do  they  know  Itl 

Mr.  DENEEN.     Europeans  have  been  here  making  oontracta. 
Mr.  WHEELER.     There  has  not  been  one  sold  in  this  country. 
Mr.  DENEEN.     I  have  no  information  upon  which  to  chal- 
lenge that  statement  and  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator 
has  any  information  upon  which  to  base  it 

Mr.  WHEELER  I  am  asking  the  S^iator  if  he  knows  of  one 
that  they  have  sold  here? 

Mr,  DENEEN.  I  have  stated  that  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  It    I  am  accepting  the  information  in  the  brief. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  is  asking  the  Swate  of  the 
TTnited  States  to  put  a  tariff  upon  something,  and  when  I  ask 
him  if  he  knows  whether  tlie  article  Is  sold  here,  he  says  he  does 
not  know  because  he  is  not  operating  their  business.  How  can 
he  ask  for  a  tariff  upon  this  article  when  he  does  not  know 
whether  the  company  has  ever  sold  one  in  this  country  or  not? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  I  am  asking  tor  a  tariff  based  on  the  infor- 
mation 1  have  submitted  to  the  Senate,  which  I  think  Is 
adequate, 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  correct  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr,  Wheelib],  The  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr, 
DsNEasN  ]  very  properly  said  that  he  "  knew  It."  The  Senator 
from  Montana  is  wondeiing  how,  and  it  seems  to  me  it  Is  very 
simple  for  solution.  Here  is  the  condition.  The  Otis  Elevator 
Co.  are  manufacturing  these  osculators  in  the  United  States  and 
in  Germany  and  In  France,  Now  they  are  here  and  they  say, 
"  Give  us  a  tariff  to  prevent  the  fellow  over  In  France — that  la, 
the  Otis  Elevator  Co. — and  the  Otis  Elevator  Co.  In  Germany 
and  perhaps  stnnewhere  else,  from  driving  the  Otis  Elevator  Co. 
out  of  business  in  the  United  States." 

Of  course  they  know  it.  They  are  talking  about  themselves. 
Why  should  we  question  their  statement  under  these  circum- 
stances? They  are  making  osculators  in  America  and  in  Brf- 
glum  and  they  say  to  us,  "  Unless  you  put  a  tariff  on  our 
product  In  the  United  States  we  are  going  to  drive  ourselves 
out  of  business,  and  therefore  we  want  a  tariff."  When  we  are 
asked  how  anybody  knows  it  I  remind  Senators  that  we  get  It 
from  their  own  lips. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  from  N^raska  overlooks  the 
fact  that  now  they  are  coming  back  into  the  United  States  for 
patriotic  purposes,  and  they  are  going  to  manufacture  them 
here  out  of  pure  patriotism,  provided  we  give  them  this  duty. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Their  patriotism,  greet  and  broad  and  deep  as 
it  is,  is  not  so  broad  nor  so  deep  that  It  prevents  themselves 
from  driving  themselves  out  of  business  unless  we  give  them  a 
tariff. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  that  we  are  talking  about  escalators  and  not 
osculators?  One  Is  known  to  be  elevating  and  the  other  is  said 
to  be  lowering.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  the  Otis  Elevator  Co,  is  making  both 
kinds.  They  are  taking  people  up,  and  if  they  get  us  to  put  a 
tariff  on  to  protect  them  here  so  they  will  not  drive  themselves 
out  of  business  they  are  going  to  take  us  down.  They  are 
lowering  us  in  the  minds  of  honest  people,  who  will  say  to  their 
representatives  In  Congress,  "  If  you  are  going  to  give  the  pub- 
lic money  to  the  people  who  can  not  be  patriotic  unless  they 
are  Iwught,  you  had  better  retire  and  go  somewhere  else,"  In 
other  words,  we  are  oscillating  downward;  the  oscillator  is 
what  we  are  on,  it  seems  to  me,  and  if  we  vote  this  tariff,  then 
down  we  will  go, 

Mr,  President,  the  argument  Is  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  that  many  people  will  be  put  In  business  if  we  increase 
the  tariff  rate.  That  is  the  argument  for  an  Infant  industry. 
Here  is  an  infant  that  can  not  live  over  here  because  the  Otis 
Elevator  Co.  In  France  is  going  to  drive  him  out  of  business 
unless  we  put  a  tariff  on  the  imported  article  to  protect  this 
infant  Industry.  But  the  Senator  In  his  argument  also  says 
that  they  have  been  in  business  so  long  that  the  patents  have 
expired.  So  this  is  a  pretty  old  infant.  This  is  an  Infant  that 
is  about  to  die  of  old  age  [laughter],  and  it  is  proposed  now  to 
put  a  tariff  on  the  statute  books  for  the  benefit  of  that  old 
infant  In  order  to  keep  the  criw)le  alive  for  a  few  more  yeara 
I  think  It  would  be  better  to  let  him  die  In  peace  if  he  is  about 
to  expire. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fkss  In  the  chair).     Does 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Peiliaps  they  want  to  give  this  infant  some 
new  glands  in  order  to  put  life  Into  him, 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Perhaps  this  oscillation  of  the  tariff  will  pro- 
vide the  Otis  Elevator  Co.  with  new  glands  at  the  expense  of 
the  American  people. 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Tbe  qnestlon  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  c'ommittet'  amendment. 

The  amcndnient  was  rejected,  ^      ,«  w^ 

The  I'RESIDI.NO  OFFICER.    The  next  amendment  wiH  he 

Tho  LmisLATivE  CuatK.  On  poge  107.  in  paragraph  372^  line 
•2.  after  the  word  "for."  it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  "30  per 
eont  "  and  Innert  -  35  per  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

AU  other  niachln««.  fiolshi^  or  unfinished,  not  ■pecially  provided  for, 
S9  pw  <*Dt  Ad  Talorem. 

Mr.  McKEI.LAR.    Mr.  President,  can  we  have  an  explanation 

of  that  ameiidinent?  .      ^     „ 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
fr<»m  rtah  a  question.  I'nder  this  amendment  the  duty  on  all 
other  machines,  finished  or  nnlini.-<hed,  not  specially  provided  for. 
Is  lncr*>ased  from  30  per  cent  to  35  per  cent ;  in  other  words, 
that  tuker«  them  Into  the  b»isket  clause  at  this  rate.  What  is 
the  need  for  that  ln«Tease?  ,     ^     .    .    . 

Mr   SMOOT.     Th.y  have  always  been  in  the  basket  clause  at 

35  i«r'cent:  tliat  it*  the  rate  provided  for  now.       .     ^^     .      ,  ^ 

Mr.  r.AItKl-EY.    These  articles  have  not  been  in  the  basket 

clau.se  heretofore.  ,«.     «       *. 

Mr    SMOOT      I  was  lookinR  at  another  it«n.  The  Senator 

has  refervnce  "to  the  amendment  striking  out  30  per  cent  and 

Instrting  36  per  cent?     Is  that   the  amendment  to  which   he 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    That  ia  the  pending  amend- 


diiitry;  bottling  machinery:  canning  machinery;  cement  and 
concrete  machinery;  check-writing  machines;  clay-working  ma- 
chinery ;  clothing-pressing  machinery ;  coffee  roasting  and  grind- 
Ing^achines— and  a  long  list  of  other  types  of  machinery  which 
arePncludetl  In  this  ba.sket  clause. 

^„e  exports  of  machinery  of  this  class  for  1928  amounted  to 
$51B5D,8i«,  while  we  imported  only  J9,539,650  worth  of  the 
nia^lnery,  outside  of  electrical  machinery,  and  we  imported 
$8:mKX)  worth  of  electrical  machinery,  making  a  total  of  less 
than  $11,000,000  of  this  type  of  machinery  and  of  ole<-trical 
machinery  alw..  compared  with  $51,000,000  worth  of  exports. 

\  r.  McKELLAR.  Will  the  Senator  tell  us  what  the  present 
raU  is?  The  House  fixed  the  duty  at  30  per  cent  and.  the 
Senate  committee  has  changt^d  that  to  35  per  cent.  What  is  the 
pre! lent  law? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  if  I  should  add  up  in  this  column 
the  different  kinds  of  machinery  the  exports  would  be  very 
mu'h  more  than  $51,000,000.  It  is  a  long  list  of  miscellamnjus 
iteiis  which  I  do  not  care  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to 
real,  but  it  is  a  very  interesting  list,  and  I  wid  ask  unanmious 
consent  at  this  point  that  the  entire  li.st  on  i>ages  837  and  838 
of  he  Summary  of  Tariff  Information  may  be  printed  at  this 
poiit  in  the  Rboobd. 

rhe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ore  ered. 

'Jhe  list  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

Mi$cellancou«  machinetif:  Exports  from  the  United  Btatct 


Yea;  It  increases  the  rate  from  30  to  35 


neut. 

Mr.   BABKLEY 

^Mr^"8MOOT.    Tbe  present  rate  is  30  per  cent,  and  this  is  a 

•tnilght  increase  of  5  per  cent,  *..       i       „ 

Mr    BARKLEY.    What  kind   of  machines  does   the  clause 

include? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  I  will  make  a  brief  statement  as 

to  this  amemlment.  ,       _„  : 

ImiK>rts  of  miscellaneous  machinery  have  been  increasing 
very  rauiiliv  and  steadily  ;  they  liave  grown  from  $2,500,^KX)  in 
19ta  to  $9,500,000  in  ltrJ8.  iKjmt-stic  prwlucUon  is  ver>-  large, 
although  not  ctimpletely  reported.  It  must  be  noted,  however, 
that  the  n>anufacture  of  such  machinery  is  not  one  Industry,  but 
many  each  one  with  its  own  Individual  problems  and  conditions 
as  to'ft»reUni  competition.  Pro<luctlon  and  imports  are  not  re- 
ported for  most  of  these  divlsioius  of  the  macliinery  industry, 
Tuil  the  ratio  of  Imports  to  pnnluction  may  In  many  ca.-ses  be 
far  greater  than  would  be  lndicate<l  by  a  ci>mparlson  of  a  total 
of  all  clames.  The  present  duty  on  machinery  not  specially  pro- 
vided for  is  much  lower  than  that  provide<i  in  the  basket  clause 
and  in  other  paragrapiis  for  most  manufactured  metal  prod- 
ucts, and  in  view  (»f  this  and  of  the  Increasing  imports  it  is 
believed  that  an  increase  la  justille*!. 

This  Increase  has  loft  below  the  general  level  the  doty  on 
three  classes  of  machinery  which  are  imported  in  considerable 
quantities*,  and  which  are  not,  like  such  products  as  typewriters, 
practically  An»eric«n  monopolies.  Tlieae  three  are  electrical 
machinery,  steam  turbines,  and  machine  tools.  Steam  turbines 
Amain  at  l'>  per  cent  and  the  other  two  at  30  per  cent. 

Certain  types  of  textile  machinery  require  considerable  num 
berg  of  small  parts  of  i»orcelaiu,  to  serve  as  yarn  guides  and 
for  other  purposiea.  These  parts  form  an  exception  to  the  prin- 
ciple which  made  It  desirable  to  exclude  nonmetallic  parts  trom 
the  paragraiih.  since  exclusion  from  paragraph  372  would  cause 
them  to  be  dassitied  in  i>aragraph  211,  subje<t  to  a  specific  dutj- 
of  10  cents  per  dt«en  and  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  designetl  for 
such  articles  as  vases,  cups,  and  lamps.  As  some  of  the  small 
yarn  guides  re<iuir*il  In  quantity  are  sold  as  low  as  2  cents  a 
dozen  the  spinific  duty  citeil  Is  ol)vlou8ly  Inappropriate,  and 
pi»rcilaiii  parts  have  been  classified  with  the  machines  for  which 
thev  are  designed.  ,         ,,    », 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  Presidtait,  wlU  the  Senator  from  Ltah 

tell  us  at  this  point _  „     ..     , 

The  I'RESIDINO  OFFICER.     The  Senator  from  Kentucky 

has  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield.  .wo 

Mr  WHEELER.  I  was  going  to  ask  whether  the  Senator 
from  Utah  or  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  can  tell  us  what  the 
exports  of  this  grade  of  machinery  have  been  daring  the  same 
wriod?  My  understanding  is  that  our  expt>rts  of  machinery 
have  increased  very  materially  during  the  past  few  years. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  am  going  to  give  that  information  to  the 
Senate  I  desire  to  give  a  list  of  the  tyi^  of  machinery  included 
in  this  basket  clause.  It  hicludes  adding  an<l  calculating  ma- 
chlBce*  addrwwing,  mailing,  and  duplicating  machines;  bakers 
machinery ;  baUng  presses ;  blowers  and  fans ;  bookbinding  ma- 


Claw 


1925 


Total. 


Production 


$1,438,331,830 


Adi  ling  and   calculating  machines  and 

Ad(  lr««sin(t." ' Imaiiing,    and    duplicating 

tiachines 

Bal  crs"  machinery  and  e<iuipment 

lUl  nij  presses 

Bl<j  irers  and  fans  (not  electric  fans) 

Bo<  kbin'ling  raachinery 

Bo(  Uing  machinery. 

("aiming  machiniry. 

Cat  s  an<l  trucks,  industrial  and  mining.. 

Ceiarnt  and  concn-r*  miu-hinery 

Cb  ick-writing  mafhines -- 

Cli  y-worlung  machinery  (brick,  pottery, 

e<-.) - - 

Cl<  thing-pressing  machines 

Co  Te«  roatiiing  and  grinding  machines... 

Co  idensers --- 

Coifectionery  and  ice-cream  machinery.. 

r o  1  ve ving  m.whinery - 

Cr  in«  (including  hoists  and  derricks) 

Dairy,  cherse-factory,  and  butter-factory 

r  lachinery,  not  including  cream  separa- 

$n! 

Milking- machine  units 

Other  dairy,  cheese-factocy,  and  but- 

t«r-ftirtory  machinery 

Dilh-wa.'shing  machines .--. 

Dr^lginu  and  excavating  machinery,  In- 

( luding  power  shovels ..... 

El(  ctrical  machinery 

p:i(Aators  and  elevator  machinery 

Fldur-mill  and  graja-raiU  machinery 

Oas  machines  and  apparatus 

(ilikss-making  machinery 

Hat-making  machinery ---- 

H:  draulies  machinery   (other  than  for 

(  redging) 

Ini  andoscent-lamp-niaking  machinery — 

Uundry    machinery,    except    domestic 
trashing  machiuM ----- 

L«  iihcr-wurkinR  tuachinery,  (other  than 
I  hoc  machinery) ...._..—..——• 

M  "ttTs,  tras  and  water .-,---■,-, 

M  iniag  machinery  (.other  thmn  ou-well 
nachinery) - 

W  otion-piciure  cameras  and  projectors.... 

O  1-miU  machinery,  cottonsee^l  and  other. 

O  l-well  machinery 

P  kckaging  machines 

P  iickinK-house  machinery . .... 

P  lint-making  madiinery 

P  kper-box  machinery — — 

P  »per-mill  and  pul;>-null  machinery 

P  larraaoeutical  maichinery 

P  loto-engraving  macninery 

I^eiimatic  machineo'  (other  than  pneu- 
matic looLs) 

rtinliiig  machinery,  other  than  presses 
and  typesetting  machines. 

F  mniie  and  pumpint:  equipment,  includ- 
ing parts  and  atUk-lmients 

Ifefrigerating  machinery  (other  than  ice- 
making) 

l4e-niaking  machinery 

S««  fooiubled  at  eod  ol  tabic 


51,  2S9, 4» 

12.918,318 
17,212.003 

1, 19fi,  332 
Ifi.  2ia  i^ 

3.389,  IX 
10,  U8,tk35 

9,  765,  fl»l 

2S,21(S,391 
2,002,560 

5,298,340 
8,40S.9»2 
1, 922,  492 
4.938,030 
f,.  143.  470 
30,«l*8,471 
43,935,063 


Exports 


$8,  225. 901 

•641,451 

(') 

(') 
« 672.  583 

(») 

(') 

(») 
»  610, 717 
•807,464 

« 


1928 
exports 


$2^1, 496, 209 


U  476, 964 

>  569, 213 
•1,207,910 

('; 
M,  260, 065 

(•) 

(») 

(') 
u  382, 000 
•  1,  106, 198 

(») 


i? 


1,  ii:.76a 

6,220,aOB 
1,473,509 

45,841,058 


(«) 
(') 
'428,123 

(') 
2,800,790 
2,&30,149 


8 


o 

(0 


3, 124  937 
369, 879;  508   •  73. 789!  618 


47,429,964 

7,945,924 

7,527,864 

2,665,856 

522,284 

4,937,916 
4,-265,4(H 

24,198.059 

2,222,168 
24,501,845 

38,079,185 
4,620,392 
4,I32,32y 

47, 299. 105 
4. 387,  170 
5, 370, 212 
1,212.683 
4.644.000 

21. 208, 761 
964,807 
357,341 

30.582,112 

9.001.003 

121.299,431 

47, 297, 003 
15,296,(34 


»  761, 304 

1,108,040 

(') 

(») 

O 

(J) 
(') 

1,781,521 

o 

586,070 

10.562,214 

'«  346, 246 

631,042 

10,249,069 

(«) 


1,717.451 

s? 

o 

1,654,650 

7.593.409 

1.663,030 
832,261 


(') 
'(532,019 

(') 
3,  ."166.  ft  0 
4,243,9l>i 


1,504,427 
W 

O 
W 

8.  S75,  .100 

•88.958,513 

•1.285,817 

795,970 

(') 

3 
8 

3.313,554 

o 

79^613 

14, 059. 592 

(') 

775.048 
16,892,804 

(») 

8 

(«) 
3.066,943 
O 
(') 

O 

5, 475. 997 

8,711,059 

8,711.949 
820.373 
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MUccUaneoua   machinery:  Exportt   from   the   United  Btatet — Continued 


Class 


Koad-making  machinery. 

Kubber-working  machinery 

Scales  and  balances . 

Slicing  machines — 

, Blot-vending  machlnee 

'etokers,  mechanical 

Stone-working  machinery  — 

Tobacco-n:anulactiiring  machinery — .... 

Transmission  machinery ......... 

Vacuum  cleaners „..-..... 

Waiihing  machines,  domestic 

Ironing  machines  and  wringers  and  driers. 
Well-drilling  machinery,  other  than  oil- 

weil  machinery .- 

WlndniUls  and  windmill  towers — ..._.. 

Woo<lw(>rklng  maehiaery 

Other  miscellaneous  machinery.... 


1925 


ProdocUon 


126. 296. 964 

10, 164. 497 

23,690,827 

4,860.190 

4,202,106 

9.419.786 

1,735.826 

3, 818,  196 

15. 350. 289 

40.285,149 

61,861,881 

8, 377, 991 

1,842,821 

5,682.127 

89,619,735 


Exports 


(') 
1.430.543 
2,446,242 


1928 
exports 


$2,219,300 


(') 
2.300.279 
3.544.190 
51,350,884 


1  Duplicating  machines  only. 

•  Not  separately  reported. 

•  Bakery  machinery  and  parts. 

•  Blowers  and  ventilating  machinery. 

•  Mine  railway  cars,  and  station  and  warehouse  trucks  oiuy< 

•  Concrete  mixers. 

'  Including  healers  and  accessories. 
'  Including  apparatus. 

•  Elevators  only. 
a  Projectors  only, 
u  M  ine  cars  only. 

Mr.  McKELL-VR.  Will  the  Senator  tell  me  what  the  rate 
is  under  the  present  law.  The  House  provided  a  rate  of  30 
per  cent. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    The  House  provided  a  rate  of  30  per  cent 

Mr.  McKELLAR    What  Is  the  rate  under  the  present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Under  the  present  law  the  rate  is  30  per  cent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  present  rate  is  likewise  30  per  cent. 
This  is  a  straight  Increase  on  all  these  machines  from  30  to  35 
per  cent.  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  we  export  five  or  six  times  as 
much  as  we  import. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    We  export  electrical  machinery  principally. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Th<i  Senator  can  look  at  the  figures  as  to 
exrwrts  for  1928  or,  if  he  so  desires,  the  exports  for  1925,  and 
see  that  I  am  correct  The  exports  of  electrical  machinery  In 
1925  were  $73,789,618 ;  In  1928  they  were  $88,958,512. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  llie  list  of  machines  which  I  read,  I  think, 
is  sufficient  to  convince  the  Senator  that  they  are  not  electrical 
machines. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  has  already  asked  to  put  that  list 
In  the  Rkcobo,  but  he  will  And  on  page  838,  under  "  Electrical 
machinery."  about  the  twelfth  or  thirteenth  item  from  the  top 
of  the  page,  the  statistics  as  to  production  and  also  exports. 
There  It  Is  shown  that  the  exports  of  electrical  machinery  in 
1925  were  $73,789,618  and  in  1928,  $88,958,512.  That  is  the  kind 
of  machines  which  wt>  export  principally. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Those  machines  are  independent  of  the  list 

that  I  read  on  pages  837  and  838.    Those  machines,  the  export 

lof  which  amount  to  more  than  $51,000,000,  are  not  electrical 

•  machinas ;  they  are  iri  addition  to  electric  madiines  referred  to 

by  the  Senator  and  are  noted  on  the  previous  page. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  On  page  837  the  Senator  can  see  that  the  ex- 
ports of  addinj?  and  caicidatlng  machines,  which  are  under  pat- 
ent, are  $12,476,964,  >vhich  are  the  principal  exports  shown  on 
page  837,  and  adding  and  calculating  machines  are  patented 
articles. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  talking  about  miscellaneous  machinery 
which  is  covered  by  tills  basket  clause.  I  did  not  desire  to  read 
the  whole  list  in  order  to  save  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  is  no  need  of  reading  it  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Certainly ;  but  a  reference  to  the  list  itself 
shows  that  they  are  not  electrical  machines.  There  may  be  scMne 
few  electiical  machines  in  the  list,  but  the  list  certainly  Is  not 
conlined  exclusively  to  electrical  machines,  because  the  statistics 
for  electrical  machines  are  given  at  a  different  place  in  the 
Summary  of  Tariff  Information. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  want  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate, 
but  if  the  Senator  will  look  at  page  838  he  will  see  not  only  the 
pnKluction  but  the  exports  of  electrical  machinery.  I  will  not 
take  the  time  to  read  them,  but  those  are  the  figures  I  gave; 
they  are  the  correct  figures.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  have  a 
vote  taken  on  the  amendmeot 

The  PRESIDING  C>FFICER.  The  qtiestlon  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 


Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  there  onght  to  be  a 
few  more  words  added  to  those  which  have  already  l)een  said 
on  this  questlMi.  What  we  really  ought  to  do,  in  my  judgment, 
is  to  amend  the  committt^  amendment  by  cutting  the  rate  down 
below  the  rate  of  the  present  law.  The  rate  i»ovided  by  the  pres- 
et law  is  too  high.  However,  I  am  going  to  e(Mitent  myself  at 
the  present  time  with  trying  to  defeat  the  committee  amendment 
which  proposes  to  increase  the  rate. 

Under  the  existing  law,  with  a  tariff  of  30  per  cent  on  these 
machines,  there  is  more  than  five  times  as  much  of  this  ma- 
chinery exported  as  there  is  Imported.  That  is  not  conclusive, 
but  that  is  pretty  good  evidence  when  we  come  to  the  question 
of  deciding  whetlier  we  should  increase  the  tariff  rate. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  there? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  As  I  tmderstood  the  Senator  from  Utah — 
I  do  not  know  that  I  am  correct — we  not  only  give  the  right  to 
a  monopoly  by  a  patent  on  some  of  these  machines  but  in  addi- 
tion to  that  we  give  a  tariff  upon  the  patented  articles.  Am  I 
correct  In  that? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  may  be  some  patented  articles  that  fall 
in  the  class  referred  to  by  the  Senator,  but  as  to  the  exywrta- 
tious  of  which  he  speaks,  just  take  the  item  of  electrical  ma- 
chinery. The  production  of  electrical  macliinery  In  1925  was 
$369,879,508. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr,  President 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  I  was  Just  answer- 
ing a  question  asked  me  by  the  Senator  from  Montana.  I  will 
answer  the  Senator  later. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  Senator  answering 
the  question  now. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Will  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  In 
order  that  I  may  correct  the  figures  that  I  gave? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  By  Inadvertence  and  due  to  the  haste  with 
which  I  attempted  to  add  the  figures  which  I  gave,  I  find  I 
made  a  mistake.  The  total  amount  of  exports  of  all  kinds  of 
machinery  is  given  at  the  top  of  tliis  table  Instead  of  at  the 
bottom  and  the  total  amount  of  our  production  of  all  typea  of 
this  machinery  was  $1,438,331,826,  and  we  exported,  instead  of 
$51,000,000  worth,  as  I  said  a  while  ago.  $250,496,299  worth,  of 
which  $88,(XK1.000  worth  was  electrical  machinery,  as  stated 
by  the  Senator  from  Utah.  So  the  figures  for  our  exports  were 
between  three  and  four  times  as  large  as  I  Indicated  a  while 
ago,  exclusive  of  riectrical  macliinery,  and  if  we  include  elec- 
trical machinery  they  were  five  times  the  figure  that  I  gave  a 
moment  ago,  so  that  the  exports  are  about  twenty  times  the 
imports. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  percentage  of  imports  to 
production  is  almost  nothing.  There  is  now  practically  an 
embargo  upon  the  importation  of  this  machine,  a  tariff  rate  of 
30  per  cent ;  and  the  committee  now  proposes  to  Increase  the 
tariff  to  35  per  c«ttt 

I  can  not  for  the  life  of  me  understand  how  any  man  can 
justify  that  kind  of  a  pro^wsltlon.  But  that  is  not  all :  You 
people  who  are  here  to  help  the  farmer,  look  over  that  list  and 
see  what  he  has  In  It.  When  we  are  coming  here  to  equalize 
agriculture  with  Industry,  you  will  find  In  this  amendment 
another  shaving  adding  a  little  more  to  the  burdens  of  the 
farmer.  You  increase  the  tariff  upcm  hay-baling  machines; 
you  Increase  the  tariff  upon  the  machinery  thtt  bottles  his 
milk;  and  In  the  cooperative  milk  associations  that  means  a 
large  Item.  That  kind  of  machinery  is  expensive,  and  the 
most  modern  machinery  costs  a  good  deal  of  money. 

Wherever  farmers'  cooperative  organizations  are  supplying 
milk  to  the  cities  of  the  United  States,  they  have  to  buy  ma- 
chinery to  bottle  the  milk;  and  In  this  amendment  you  are 
Increasing  the  tariff.  Nobody  said  anything  about  It.  Nobody 
said  anything  about  increasing  the  tariff  on  hay-baling  ma- 
chinery, where  now  there  are  practically  no  Imports,  an  embargo 
already  existing  and  nothing  coming  in  now.  There  will  not  be 
anything  coming  in  when  you  Increase  the  tariff;  but  the  manu- 
facturer will  raise  his  price,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  he 
should  not  raise  it  to  the  height  of  the  tariff  wall,  which  means 
an  incrt'aae  to  the  farmers  of  America  for  the  pureha.se  of  every 
bottling  machine,  for  the  purchase  of  every  hay-bjillng  machine, 
and  several  other  machines  that  are  included  in  this  basket 
clause;  and  yet  we  are  here  pretending  that  we  are  going  to 
equalize  agriculture  with  Industry!  Here  is  another  Instance 
where,  little  by  little,  one  drop  at  a  time,  you  are  Increasing  the 
burden  that  is  now  upon  the  back  of  the  American  farmer.  Lit- 
tle by  little  you  are  increasing  the  cost  that  he  mu^t  pay  in  onler 
to  carry  on  his  business,  when  you  promised  the  Aiaerican  pe<^le 
that  you  would  do  the  opposite ! 


If 
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fjqtiare  that  with  yoar  pfatfonn  If  yoa  c«n.  Sqtiare  that  with 
the  upoeoh  at  nert>ert  Hoover  when  he  aald  he  was  gwng  to 
CqtMllze  agriculture  with  indnstry. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Mr.  Pmdflent „„       « 

The  PREHiniNO  OFFICER.  Does  the  SenatDT  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wlaconuln? 

Mr.  NOIIRI8.    I  do.  .   «    ,  . . 

Mr  liLAI.VE.  The  Senator  aald  "little  hy  little."  I  Jrwt 
want  to  BOpirfeinent  iome  of  the  Items.  It  look*  to  me  a« 
though  It  Iji  by  grt-at  gobs  that  they  propose  to  take  the  money 
out  of  the  pocketx  of  the  fanners. 

This  rolscetlaneoas  maAlnery  Indndes.  dairy,  cheese-faetory. 
and  butter-factory  machinery.  mllklng-ma<-hhje  units,  other 
dairy,  eh«««-fa«tory.  and  butter-fadory  machinery,  pomPs  and 
pumping  e«inipment.  Including  parts  and  attachments,  scales  and 
balances,  windmills  and  windmill  towers,  and  washing  machines. 

Mr  WHEELER.    That  is  all  for  the  benefit  of  the  farmer. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    And  aU  primarily  farm  machinery  and  farm 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    The  Senator  ought  not  to  oTeriook 

road  making  machinery.  ^^       ».    a„^  ^*  ♦i.^.. 

Mr  BIJIINE.  Yes.  I  was  speaking,  though.  Just  of  those 
items  that  go  directly  upon  the  farm  or  In  cooperative  factories 
op«r.itcd  by  the  farmers. 

Mr.  REED.     Manganese  and  china  ciay.  „  ».«  - 

Mr  NORRIS.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  says  cblna 
ctay  *•  As  far  as  1  am  concerned,  I  should  be  glad  if  he  would 
remat  that  every  time.  It  does  me  go«xl  to  hear  him.  It  leads 
mrto  think  that  I  must  be  right,  because  I  am  in  accord  with 
the  greet,  able  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  on  that  itena.  l 
think  be  ought  to  remind  us  of  It  Just  as  often  as  he  can  think 
of  It.  It  will  do  some  good.  I  think.  There  are  some  feUows 
who  voted  for  it  who  probably  wUl  take  a  second  thought,  and 
take  another  notch  in  their  belts,  and  do  better  next  time.  I 
hope  so.  anyway.  It  fa  an  edncatlooal  system  that  I  admire; 
but  when  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  offers  that  as  a  de  ense 
for  this  sin.  then  I  must  disagree  with  him. 

^Tieii  he  says  tliat  thoee  who  voted  for  a  tariff  on  china  day 
dare  not  vote  against  the  tariff  on  practicjilly  aU  the  machinery 
of  the  American  farmer,  then  I  think  he  is  inconsistent.  Then 
I  think  be  Is  wrong.  It  is  no  defense  to  your  sin  that  some- 
body el!W  has  committed  another  sin  not  half  as  bad.  You  can 
not  pnU  yourself  into  heaven  by  proving  that  somebody  else 
ought  to  go  to  hell.    That  can  not  be  done.  ,    ^„    .. 

Here  is  a  i»ropoBiUon  as  full  of  sin  as  a  watermelon  is  full  of 
Juice  It  fa  full  of  a  violation  of  the  pledge  that  we  made  to 
the  American  pe<.ple.  It  violates  every  economic  proposition 
i'.volved  In  making  a  protective  tariff;  and  yon  defend  that  sin, 
yt>u  <lefend  that  wrong,  you  dt>fend  that  robbery  of  the  Amen 
can  farmer,  by  saying  that  somebody  who  claimed  to  reprewent 
the  farmer  vott  d  for  a  tariff  on  china  clay ! 

That  is  your  argument.  That  is  your  ivigic.  It  does  not  get 
yi^u  anywhere,  my  frieiuls.  It  only  makes  you  ridiculous  in  the 
eyes  of  honest  people  with  common  sense. 

Mr   McKEIJLAR     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Tike  PUKSIDIXG  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  th»'  Senator  from  Tennessee? 
Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes. 

Mr.  McKKLI.AR.  Under  these  circumstances,  does  not  the 
Senator  think  that  an  amendment  to  the  House  text  decreasing 
the  tariff  on  thtse  articles,  many  of  them  used  by  farmers, 
ghonld  be  made?  •       .  ,  .    , 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield.  I 
am  pn'piirlug  now  to  offer  an  araeudiuent  to  reduce  this  duty 
from  35  to  25  per  cent. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  sh.ill  be  glad  to  support  it  if  the  Senator 
will  offer  that  ainen<lmeDt.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  amend 
the  committee  amendment? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  To  amend  the  committee  amendment  by 
retUuing  the  rate  from  35  per  cent  to  25  per  cent. 

Mr   SORRIS.     In  order  to  get  that  before  the  Senate.  I  offer 
that   amendment   now.   to   strike   out    "35"   and   insert   "  1J5." 
That  will  mean  that  It  will  reduw  the  tariff  Instead  of  Increas- 
ing the  tariff.  .... 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment (ifftn^  by  the  Senator  from  Nehrasiia  to  the  amendment 
of  thf  committee. 

Mr.  CO  I' ZENS,    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  leRislatlve  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  COrZENS.  1  aslv  unanimous  consent  to  withdraw  the 
sugJce!»tlon  of  the  abseiue  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  that  may 
be  done. 
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BABKLET.    Let  us  have  a  vote  on  the  pending  amend- 
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BEED.    We  will  have  to  have  a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  It. 
BARTCLEY      Ycs. 

NORRIS.    Let  us  send  out  for  the  absentees. 
yLr.  COrZENS.     Mr.  President,  I  ask  uiiaiilmoUH  consent  that 
take  a  recess  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning  and  have 
poU  call  on  this  amendment  the  first  thing, 
rbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    We  could  flnl^h  now  with  the  rest  of  the 
sc  ledule  out.«ldc  of  thfa  amendment. 

Mr  NORRIS.    No;  we  want  a  roll  call  on  thLs. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
ar est  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr,   BARKLEY,    We  can   go  ahead   with   the   rest   of   the 

8C  tiedule. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  Senators  want  to  take  a  recess  now.  very 
w  »11  •  If  they  do  not,  let  us  send  out  and  get  the  absentees. 

Mr  BRATTON.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  from  New  Mexico 

«p-  11     flffl  t&    it. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  What  is  the  status  of  the  record  as  to  the 
re  11  call? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     It  has  been  canceled. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  am  unwilling  to  have  roll  calls  started, 
and  then,  when  some  of  us  come  into  the  Chamber,  have  the 
request  set  aside. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  My  unanimous-consent  request  for  the  wltn- 
drawal  of  the  sopgestion  of  the  absence  of  a  quorum  was  con- 
84nted  to  before  the  Senator  reached  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  No;  I  was  in  the  Chamber  when  that  wa» 
done. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  But  the  Senator  did  not  object  when  the 
uianimous  consent  was  given  to  withdraw  the  request  for  a 

quorum  call.  ..^,     . 

iMr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  evidently  it  is  impossible  to  get 
agreement  here  to-night,  so  I  will  move  that  the  Senate  take 

recess  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  before  the  question  is  put  on 
tJiat  motion.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  whether  he  would 
« ciiect  that  on  the  completion  of  the  committee  amendments  In 
tills  schedule  to-morrow  to  go  back  to  the  amendments  that 
w  ere  passed  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  will  be  the  procedure. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Some  of  the  amendments  have  been  passed 
oVer  until  next  week. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  speaking  of  amendments  that  were  simply 
passed  over.  As  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  .sa\  .«*,  some  amend- 
ments were  passed  over  until  next  Wednesday.  Thos*»,  of 
ourse,  will  go  over  until  that  time,  but  I  want  to  complete  the 
c  mslderatlon  of  amendments  In  this  schedule  to-morrow,  with 
tie  exception  of  those  that  have  been  passed  over  until  next 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  what  Is  the  question  before  the 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  motion  of  the  Senator 
fl-om  Utah  to  take  a  recess  until  to-morrow  at  10  o'clock. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     It  is  not  understood,  is  it,  that  the  particular 
aUendment  we  have  been  considering  Is  to  be  laid  aside  for 
sfmiothlng  else? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     No. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  pendine  question  is  on  the 
amendment  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  TV  DINGS.  Mr.  I»resident,  I  have  been  hoping  we  would 
rjeach  paragraph  385. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  questhm  before  the  Senate 
l^  not  debatable. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  am  not  debating  It.    I  want  to  ask  a  ques- 

tion,  but  I  have  to  state  the  facts  before  I  can  put  the  qm  stlon. 

The  PRESIDING   OFFICER.     Will   the   Senator  fi-om    Utah 

^rtthhold  his  motion  until  the  Senator  from  Maryland  can  ask  a 

ue*5tlon  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    What  is  the  request? 

Mr.  TY'DINGS.  I  have  offered  an  amendment  to  paragraph 
;  85,  and  I  find  that  I  am  unable  to  be  here  to-morrow.  I  have 
leen  waiting  for  the  last  several  days  hoping  we  would  reach  it, 
ind  I  want  to  ask  that  it  go  over  until  Monday  or  Tuesday  .so 
hat  I  may  have  an  opportunity  to  present  the  facts  about  it. 
Iny  number  of  amendments  have  gone  over,  and  thus  Is  the  only 
equest  I  have  made  for  delay.  It  Is  only  because  I  can  not  be 
ere  to-morrow  when  it  probably  would  be  brought  up  that  I 
oake  the  reijiuest. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do  not  object  to  It  going  over  to  Monday  or 

Tuesilay.  ^        ^  _.,,  .         „     , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  passed 

over. 

KKCE88 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  to- 
morrow at  10  o'clock.  .    .  ,    ,        ,  KT, 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Senate  (at  5  o  clock  and  50 
minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  recess  mitil  to-morrow,  Saturday,  Novem- 
ber 9,  1929,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


SENATE 

Satuhdat,  November  P,  1929 
(Legislative  day  of   Wednesday,   October  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  ToiL 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Allen  Fe98  Ke»n  Sheppard 

Asliurst  Kletcher  Kondrlck  Shoitrldgw 

Barklev  Fraxler  Keyea  Simmons 

Bingham  George  La  Follctte  ^™<*"^ 

Blaine  Glasa  K^S*"'"'  i!^i„ 

Bl-a.^  Ooff  McNarjr  Steiwer 

Borah  Gould  Norbeck  Stephens 

Bratton  Greene  Norris  2,w'^""°,.,.k« 

Brock  Hale  Nye  Thomas,  Idaho 

Brockhart  Harria  Oddle  Thomas  Okla. 

Broussard  Harrison  Overman  Townsend 

Capper  Hastings  Patterson  f."'?°^'^_ 

Caraway  Hawes  Phlpps  \andenberg 

Connally  Hayden  Fine  w2{^«*tt 

r-nnrona  Heb^rt  PiitmaD  w  alcott 

cStUng'  HefllS  RansdeU  5;'»i•'^  J}"":- 

Da  •  Howell  Reed  Walsh.  Mont. 

Den'on  Johnson  Sackett  Waterman 

Dill  Jones  Schall  Wheeler 

Mr    DENEEN.    I  wish  to  announce  that  my  coUeague.  the 

Junior  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Glenn]  is  necessarily  absent 

from  the  city.  I  desire  to  have  thia  announcement  stand  for  the 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  Is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Sen- 
ate hy  illness.     I  will  let  this  announcement  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr"  SCHALL.  My  colleague  [Mr.  ShipsteadJ  is  absent  on 
account  of  Illness. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.  Seventy-six  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  Is  present. 

PROPOSED   STATUES   ON    AKLINOTON    MEMORIAL  milDOE 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communica- 
tion from  the  executive  and  disbursing  officer  of  the  Arlington 
Memorial  Bridge  Commission  reporting.  In  compliance  with 
Senate  Resolution  85,  relative  to  proposed  statues  and  the 
scheme  of  decoration  for  the  Arlington  Memorial  Bridge,  which, 
with  the  accompanying  papers,  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

DISPOSITION   OF  USELESS  PAPBXS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communica- 
tion from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  transmitting,  pursuant 
to  law,  schedules  and  lists  of  papers,  documents,  etc.,  on  the  flies 
of  the  Treasury  Department  which  are  not  needed  In  the  trans- 
action of  public  business  and  have  no  permanent  value,  and  ask- 
ing for  action  looking  to  their  disposition,  which  was  referred 
to  a  Joint  Select  Committee  on  the  Disposition  of  Useless  Papers 
in  the  Executive  Departments.  The  Vice  President  appointed 
Mr.  SMOOT  and  Mr.  Simmons  members  of  the  committee  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

PBimONS 

Mr.  DENEEN  presented  petitions  numerously  signed  by  citi- 
zens of  the  State  of  Illinois,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legisla- 
tion granting  Increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their 
widows,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

REPOBT  OF  POSTAL  NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  PHIPPS,  as  in  open  executive  session,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Post  Oflaces  and  Post  Roads,  reported  sundry  post-office 
nominations,  which  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Executive 
Calendar. 

JAMBS   H.   DAVIS 

Mr.  DENEEN,  from  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the 
Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate,  reported  Senate  Resolution 
133  (.submitted  by  Mr.  Jones  October  15,  1929)  without  amend- 


ment, and  it  was  considered  by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed 
to,  as  follows : 

Re*olved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  hereby  is  authortxed  and 
directed  to  pay  out  of  the  appropriation  for  miscellaneous  Hems,  con- 
tingent fund  of  th«  Senate,  fiscal  year  1929.  to  Jain.Jt  U.  Darls, 
widower  of  Lulu  F.  Davis,  late  an  assistant  clerk  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce  of  tlie  Senate,  a  sum  equal  to  six  montlis'  compensation  at 
the  rate  she  was  receiving  by  law  at  the  time  of  her  death,  said  sum 
to  be  considered  inclusive  of  funersl  expenses  and  all  other  aUowances. 

EMPIXJTMENT  OT  THJBPHONE  OPERATOR 

Mr.  DENEEN,  from  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Cxjntrol  the 
Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate,  reported  Senati?  Resolution 
150  (submitted  by  Mr.  JoNn  on  the  7th  Instant)  wlf|iout  amend- 
ment, and  It  was  considered  by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed 
to,  as  follows: 

Reeulved,  That  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  hereby  is  authorize<l  and  directed 
to  employ  a  telephone  operator  to  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  |1.560  per 
annum  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  until  the  end  of  the 
present  Congress. 

BXIJBS  OF   SHIPS   BY   THB  UNITED  STATES   SHIPPING   DOABO 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Denekn],  whether  the  committee  acted  on  Senate 
Resolution  129,  for  the  appointment  of  a  special  committee  to 
Investigate  the  sales  of  ships  by  the  United  Stales  Shipping 
Board  and  Merchant  Fleet  Corporation? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  I  will  state  that  we  were  not  able  to  get  a 
quorum  until  15  minutes  to  10  o'clock.  We  agree<l  to  have  a 
hearing  some  time  next  week  at  the  convenience  of  the  Senator 
on  the  resolution  which  he  submitted. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Very  well, 

BILLS    INTRODUCED 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  xMr.  McNARY : 

A  bill  (S.  2050)  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the  State 
of  Oregon  and  the  Haynes  Slough  Drainii^e  District  to  con- 
struct, maintain,  and  operate  a  dam  and  dike  to  prevent  the 
flow  of  tidal  waters  Into  Haynes  Slough,  Coos  Bay,  Coos  County, 
Oreg. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

A  hill  (S.  20.j1)  granting  compensation  to  Cecil  E.  Crlm :  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 

A  bill  (S.  2052)  for  the  relief  of  Sargent  Brown;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Indian  Affairs. 

A  bin  (S.  2063)  to  amend  section  102  of  the  Judicial  Code; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

A  bill  (S.  2054)  for  the  relief  of  Abe  Blond;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs. 

A  bill  (S.  2055)  to  provide  for  delivery  of  certain  mail  mat- 
ter upon  a  date  ."specified  by  the  sender;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads. 

A  bin    (S.  2056)    to  add  certain   lands  to  Crater  National 

A  bill  (S.  2057)  authorizing  the  purchase,  establishment,  and 
maintenance  of  an  experimental  farm  or  orchard  in  Mobile 
Countv,  State  of  Alabama,  and  appropriating  therefor;  and 

A  bill  (S.  2058)  granting  certain  reserved  lands  located  In 
the  national  forests  within  the  State  of  Oregon  to  such  State 
for  the  erection,  equipment,  and  maintenance  of  public  build- 
ings ;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

A  bill  (S.  2059)  for  the  relief  of  C.  E.  Brlggs; 

A  bin  (S.  20G0)  for  the  relief  of  E.  H.  Flagg; 

A  bill  (S.  2061)  for  the  relief  of  F.  J.  Goodenough; 

A  biU  (S.  2062)  for  the  reUef  of  Helen  F.  Griffin; 

A  bill  (S.  2063)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  M.  Hopkins; 

A  bill  (S.  2064)  for  the  relief  of  Theodor  Knudson ; 

A  bill  (S.  2065)  for  the  relief  of  Llncohi  County,  Oreg.; 

A  bUl  (S.  2066)  for  the  relief  of  George  Parker; 

A  bill  (S.  2067)  for  the  relief  of  the  estates  of  Edwin  G. 
Scott,  Clyde  R.  Dindinger,  and  Ralph  R.  Fraley ; 

A  bin  (S.  2068)  for  the  reUef  of  Lester  L.  Wilson ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  2069)  for  the  relief  of  Robert  Wilson;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  GREENE:  ^        ^    „  _^       . 

A  bill  (S.  2070)  granting  a  pension  to  Etta  K.  Martin;  to 
the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Bv  Mr.  SHORTRIDGE :  .  ^.  » 

A'biU  (S.  2071)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Thomas  A. 
West;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

A  bill  (S.  2072)  granting  an  inoreape  of  compensation  to 
Addie  Weeks ;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
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r^TOBCTHENT  OF  FBOHIBTnOI* 

Mr  nARRIS  Mr.  President,  I  submit  a  res*)lutlon,  and  ask 
thit  \t  be  nad  and  iflven  Immediate  coiisideratiun.  ^o  one 
^ni  obUit  to  it.  It  merely  aate  the  Treasury  Department  to 
furnlah  «  compi.rutive  utatemeut  of  what  has  been  *lone  under 
Srex?™  appropriation  made  last  year  for  prohibiUon  enforce- 

"*The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  F»8  In  the  chair).  The 
rewJutlon  will  be  read  for  the  InformaUon  of  the  Senate. 
The  resolution  (S.  Res.  153)  was  read,  as  follows: 
RrMolrrd  That  th«  Secretary  of  the  Treaaury  la  herr*>y  dlre<:t«»d  to 
forntah  to  'th*  Senate  aa  aoon  aa  practicable  the  foUowiug  Information 
in  connection  with  th«  additional  amount  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
national  prohibition  act.  aa  aroende<l.  appropriated  by  the  flrat  deilclency 
appropriation  act.  appfored  March  4.  1929:  (1 )  The  total  auma  allocated 
from  auch  additional  amount  to  each  administrative  district  for  enforce- 
ment work  therein  and  the  periods  for  which  such  sums  have  been  made 
available  for  expenditure  In  such  districts;  (2)  the  number  of  addi- 
tional employees  a.<wlgned  to  or  employed  In  enforcement  work  In  each 
Bdmlnlatratlve  district  since  March  4.  1929.  under  such  additional  appro- 
priation :  and  (8)  a  statement  of  the  enforcement  work  performed  In 
each  admlnlatratlve  dlatrlct  for  each  calendar  month  during  oncb  of  the 
(ollowlns  three  perloda :  Mr^t.  from  AprU  1.  1929.  to  Kovember  1.  1929; 
Mcond.  from  April  1.  1928.  to  November  1.  1928 ;  and,  third,  a  period  of 
cqnal  lencth  ending  March  SI,  1929. 

The  Senate,  by  unanimous  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the 

reiM>lntion.  .      ^      .  ^^     ^^,  ^ 

Mr.  JONES.     Mr.  President,  I  did  not  understand  the  third 

nMiuest  in  the  resolution.    

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  read  it  again. 

The  leglsUtlTe  clerk  read  as  follows : 

(3)  A  statement  of  the  enforcement  work  performed  In  each  admln- 
IMmtlve  district 

Mr.  JONES.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  what  he  means  by  "  the 
enforcement  work  performed"? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  want  to  get  a  statement  of  Just  what  they 
hare  done.  Each  prohibition  enforcement  ofHcer  in  each  district 
furnishes  a  statement  to  the  Treasury  Department  at  the  end 
of  each  month;  and  I  want  to  get  that  total  for  the  last  six 
m«>nths  as  et>mpared  with  six  months  before  these  additional 
men  were  put  on  the  work. 

Mr.  JONES.    This  la  statistical  information? 

Mr.  HARRIS.     It  Is  statistical  information. 

Mr.  JONES.  With  that  understanding.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
no  <>bj««ctlon  to  the  resolution. 

The  reaolutlon  was  agreed  to. 

PBOFOSO)  BIKEB  OVISLAND   BEAWAT 

Mr.  FRAZIKR  submitted  a  resolution  (S.  Res.  154),  which 
wa.s  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  as  follows : 

Re$olv*d.  That  MaJ.  Oen.  Lytle  Brown,  Chief  of  Engineers,  United 
States  Army,  be  reqneiited  to  Immediately  report  to  the  Senate  his 
opinion  of  the  pracUcabUity,  the  merits,  and  the  demerits  of  the  proposed 
Biker  overland  seaway  as  a  deep  waterway  for  seagoing  vessels  from 
near  St.  Louis  to  the  Onlf  of  Mexico  and  as  a  means  for  flood  control 
and  for  drainage  of  the  Mississippi  Valley. 

BlMBICVSKiarNT  or  HOI«.   WILLIAM  B.   WlliSOIf 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOE  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res. 
155).  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control 
the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate : 

K«ao{re4.  That  «»  Secretary  of  the  Senate  hereby  Is  aathorlsed 
and  directed  to  pay  oat  of  the  appropriation  for  expenses  of  inquiries 
and  investigations,  contingent  fnnd  of  the  Senate,  for  the  fiscal  year 
192A.  |2,S0S.9S  to  Hon.  William  B.  Wilson  for  reimbursement  for  ex- 
penses Incurred  in  the  collection  of  ballots  and  documents  ordered  by  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  In  the  counties  of  Dela- 
ware. Schuyklll,  Loaeme.  and  Lackawanna.  State  of  Pennsylvania,  for 
_  use  in  the  Investigation  of  his  contest  agalnRt  Hon.  William  8.  Vare 
for  a  aeat  in  the  United  States  Senate  from  said  State. 

ADOmONAI.  KXPENDITCW!  LN   TH«  VABB-WIUSOS   CONTEST 

Mr.  8HORTRIDGE  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res. 
15«).  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control 
the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate : 

Rrtolvtd.  That  the  Committee  on  PrivUegea  and  Electlona,  aathorlsed 
by  re«»olutlon  of  l>e«^mbt^r  17.  1927,  to  hear  and  determine  the  pending 
contest  between  WlUlans  S.  Vare  and  William  B.  Wilson,  Involving  the 
right  to  membsrsblp  in  the  United  States  Senate  as  a  Senator  from  the 
State  of  PcnnsylTanla.  Is  hereby  .-lUthorlsed  to  expend  from  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Sonnte  $12,000  In  addition  to  the  amounts  heretofore 
antboriaed  for  said  purpose. 
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TASTIT  BTIX  SITCATIOIf 

fir  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  I  a.sk  to  have  printed  in  the 
Ri  CORD  an  article  on  tiie  tariff  bill  situation  appearing  In  the 
E^  ening  Star,  of  this  city,  in  its  issue  of  yesterday,  by  Will  P. 

There  being  n«i  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

MOSES    PBKKEBS    FLBXIBLB   TABirT 

ienntor  Mosss,  of  New  Hampshire,  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Sen- 
ate declared  to  a  Rathering  of  50  New  England  manufatturing  and 
ex  »rt  executives,  officials  of  the  Departments  of  State  and  Commerce, 
ail  J  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  from  Ntw  England  last  night 
thit  he  "would  prefer  the  present  tariff  law  with  Its  flexible  provision, 
wliereby  a  wise  President  can  give  the  rates  industries  need,"  to  the 
ta'llt  bill  as  It  now  stands  in  the  Senate. 

He  condemned  "  a  movement  that  Is  afoot  to  turn  over  the  home 
miirkeU  to  foreigners." 

House  Lender  Tilson.  following  Senator  Mosxs,  said  he  expects  the 
H)use  to  work  out  a  tariff  bill  that  will  "get  rid  of  "o"^  «'  t|»e 
birnacles  the  Senate  has  put  upon  It,"  and  then  said,  slgnlflcantly. 
"  If  not.  we  csn  retain  »ome  of  the  provisions  of  the  present  law. 

These  New  England  business  leaders  are  spending  two  days  in  the 
Cipltal  making  an  intensive  study  of  the  foreij.Ti  trade  service  nvall- 
alle  to  American  manufacturers  at  the  Department  of  Commerce  and  to 
d<mon..trate  to  their  representatives  In  Congress  snd  to  the  Federal 
d(  partments  that  they  are  vitally  Interested  In  aggressively  promoting 
Npw  EngUnd's  foreign  trade.  The  tour  Is  under  the  auspices  of  the 
N^w  Engtand  Export  Club  of  the  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce  In 
cooperation  with  the  New  England  office  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
F^relifn  and  Domestic  Commerce  and  the  Associated  Industries  of 
It  assachnsetts. 

RepreaenUtive  Tilson  said  later  that  he  had  returned  to  Washlng- 
t(  in  speclflcslly  to  learn  "  what  the  Senate  Is  going  to  do  with  the  tariff 
bU"  and  will  hold  conferences  with  Senate  and  House  leaders.  Ho 
e  [pressed  his  belief  that  "  the  Senate  has  done  a  great  deal  of  harm 
t>  the  tariff  bill."  and  predicted  that  the  House  will  not  accept  the 
debentures  plan  as  tacked  onto  the  bill  In  the  Senate.  He  was  em- 
Iihatlc  in  saying  that   the   House   will   not  sorrender   the  flexible-tariff 

p  revision. 

The  hint  thus  given  by  s  leader  In  both  the  Senate  and  House  that 
tie  tariff  bill  might  be  allowed  to  fall  so  as  to  retain  the  flexible-tariff 
11  rovisdon  that  Is  in  the  present  Forflney-McCumb.T  Act,  gives  encourage- 
4ent  to  the  plan  that  has  been  dlscnssed  secretly  by  House  strategists. 
Briefly  they  propose  to  let  the  tottering  Hawley-Smoot  tariff  bill  die 
ihen  It  comes  back  from  the  Senate.  Then  the  Fordney-McCumbor 
1  ariff  Act,  which  initiated  the  "  flexible-tariff  "  provision,  would  operate. 
1  fnder  this  President  Hoover  could  say  to  the  Tariff  Commission  : 

Extensive  hearings  have  been  held  in  both  House  and  Senate  show- 
ifig  the  need  for  Increases  in  tariff  duties.  1  want  you  to  make  a  care- 
lul  study  of  those  hearings  and  of  other  information  yon  have  avall- 
ible,  and  to  report  to  me  with  recommendations  on  all  agricultural 
I  roducts,  and  on  certain  other  Industrial  products  regarding  the  need 
I  or  protection." 

The  Prudent  could  then,  on  such  recommendations,  exercise  hla 
luthority  to  Increase  duties  up  to  50  per  cent  of  present  duties.  Com- 
■  lodities  that  really  must  have  protection  conid  get  It. 

Those  who  have  proposed  this  scheme  argue  that  It  would  be  a  notable 
<  ^monstration  of  the  economic  soundness  of  giving  the  President  such 
OrtfT-maklng  power,  for  the  protection  of  American  Industry  In  the 
(vent  that  Congress  falls  to  act.  The  people  would  know  Just  where 
I  he  blame  lies.  Those  who  have  been  demanding  undeserved  protec- 
llon  for  certain  schednles  under  the  threst  of  otherwise  preventing  the 
icceptance  of  needed  duty  Increases  would  be  eliminated  from  the 
■  give  and  take"  and  log  rolling  of  conitresslonal  tariff  tinkering.  The 
I  ariff  hl-lackers  would  be  thwarted.  The  undue  activities  of  lobbyists 
^ronld  prove  futile. 

The  President's  position  with  the  country  would  be  strengthened — 
Inhere  certain  of  his  political  opponents  thought  they  "had  hlra  In  a 
Mie. "     PUylng  of  politics  In   the  Stnate  would  get   a  deserved   black 

ye. 


tNTERMEItr  VK  KTTROPEAN   CEMmsarS  OP  WORLD  WAR  SOLDIERS   AND 
MARINES   FROM    WEST  VTROl.MA 

[Mr.  GOFF  asked  and  obtainetl  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Rboobo  a  list  of  World  War  soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines  from 
the  State  of  West  Virginia  who  died  on  European  battle  fields 
In  the  World  War  and  whose  bodies  are  now  interre<l  in  Euro- 
pean eemt'terii's.  The  lii^t  wa.><  printed  in  the  Conorbbsional 
Record  of  June  18.  1929.  page  2845.] 

EXECtTTVE    ME.S8AGES 

Sundry  nn's.'sasres  in  writing  wore  oiinninnicated  to  the  Senate 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Hess,  one  of  his 
secretaries. 


REVISION   OF  THE  TARIFP 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2«67)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purpo.ses.  ,       *    *v 

The  VICF:  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  I  Mr.  NoRRis]  to  the 
amt'uduient  of  Hie  committee,  which  the  clerk  will  report. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  107,  paragraph  372,  in  line  2,  in 
the  committee  amendment  where  the  committet?  proposes  to 
strike  out  "  30  per  cent "  and  iu.sert  "  35  per  cent,"  the  SenaUn- 
from  Nebraska  moves  to  strike  out  "35  per  cent"  and  Insert 
"  25  i^ev  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

All  other  machines,  finished  or  unfinished,  not  specially  provided  for, 
25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.     The     next     amendment     will     be 

stated.  . 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  i)age  107,  paragraph  its,  in 
line  3,  after  the  word  "  iiurts,"  to  insert  the  words  "  not  specially 
provided  for."  s^o  as  to  read : 

Provided.  That  parts,  not  specially  provided  for,  wholly  or  In  chief 
Tnlue  of  metal,  etc. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment.  , 

The  Chief  Ci>:rk.  On  page  107,  line  4.  after  the  word 
"metal."  insert  the  words  "or  porcelain,"  so  as  to  make  the 
proviso  read : 

Prorided,  That  parts,  not  specially  provided  for.  wholly  or  In  chief 
value  of  metal  or  porcelain,  of  any  of  the  foregoing,  shall  be  dutiable  at 
the  same  rate  of  duty  as  the  articles  of  which  they  are  parts. 
SPBCUIATTVE  TRANSACTIONS  IN   COTTON 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  a  resolu- 
tion, which  I  ask  to  liave  read. 

Tl>e  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  read  the  resolution. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res,  152),  as  foUows: 

Whereas  the  Government  report  shows  that  the  average  price  paid 
for  American  cotton  for  the  last  10  years  has  been  above  21  cents  a 
pound  ;  and 

Whereas  the  world  cotton  crop  In  1928  was  23.000.000  bales  and  the 
world  consumption  of  cotton  for  the  same  year  up  to  August.  1929,  was 
25.000,000  bales,  showing  that  the  consumption  of  cotton  was  running 
far  aliead  of  cotton  production  ;  and 

Whereas  complaint  is  being  made  by  cotton  farmers,  merchants,  and 
bankers  in  the  cotton-growing  States  and  by  people  In  other  sections 
of  the  country  interested  in  cotton  that  something  Is  wrong  with  the 
cotton  market,  and  that  the  price  Is  being  depressed  and  fixed  by  purely 
speculative  forces,  and  that  cotton  Is  selling  not  only  at  unprofitable 
prices  but  below  the  cost  of  production,  to  the  great  hurt  and  Injury  of 
cotton  producers  of  the  Unltod  States ;  and 

Whereas  the  price  paid  each  day  for  cotton  In  the  towns  and  cities 
and  in  all  the  places  where  cotton  is  sold  In  the  cotton-growing  States, 
is  the  price  that  is  flxt-d  on  the  cotton  exchange  where  speculation  In 
*'  cotton  futures  "  and  not  where  the  sale  and  delivery  of  actual  cotton 
fixes  the  price  under  the  law  of  supply  and  demand ;  and 

Whereas  the  advocates  of  a  speculative  cotton  exchange  where  unlim- 
ited quantities  of  cotton  futures  can  he  sold,  have  contended  that  such 
an  Institution  would  positively  and  accurately  reflect  tfap  price  of  actual 
cotton  justified  by  the  law  of  supply  and  demand  ;  and 

Whereas  the  advocates  of  such  speculative  cotton  exchanges  have 
claimed  thac  they  are  not  and  can  not  be  manipulated  or  controlled  by 
Infiuencos  other  than  those  natural  Influences  produced  by  the  law  of 
supply  and  demand ;  and 

Whereas  Government  officials  of  the  United  States,  the  Federal  Farm 
Board,  whose  duty  It  Is  to  know  what  amount  of  American  cotton  Is 
produced,  exported,  and  consumed  annually  at  home  and  abroad,  and 
the  amount  of  the  carry-over  of  American  cotton  at  the  end  of  each 
cotton  season,  have  recently  declared  in  a  public  statement  that  in 
view  of  the  Increased  consumption  of  and  the  increased  demand  for 
American  cotton  and  cotton  goods,  the  decreased  number  of  bales  In  the 
carry-over  of  American  cotton  for  the  previous  year,  and  the  production 
of  a  cotton  crop  this  year  not  large  enough  to  supply  the  world's  de- 
mand for  American  cotton  that  the  price  of  cotton  is  too  low  and  that 
the  cotton  farmer  Is  entitled  under  the  law  of  supply  and  demand  to 
receive   a    higher   price ;    and 

Whereas  in  recent  weeks  the  cotton  exchanges  where  cotton  prices 
have  been  unstable  and  fluctuation  In  the  price  of  cotton  has  been 
the  order  of  the  day,  the  dally  press  reports  on  cotton  prices  have  told 
us  that  the  break  In  the  price  and  the  losses  sustained  by  the  cotton 


producers  were  caused  not  by  the  law  of  supply  and  demand  in  the 
cotton-producing  and  cotton-consuming  world  but  by  conditions  that 
existed  on  a  stock  exchange  in  New  York  City  ;  and 

Whereas  the  cotton  exchanges  have  publicly  admitted  in  their  reports 
each  day  for  several  days  that  the  depression  of  cotton  prices  jind  the 
loss  to  cotton  farmers  were  caused  by  what  took  place  on  another  kind 
of  exchange,  the  stock  exchange  In  New  York  City  ;  and 

Whereas  the  cotton  exchanges  have  In  their  daily  reports  practically 
ntlmittcd  their  inability  to  resist  the  Influence  of  speculation  on  the 
stock  exchange  and  In  spite  of  it  to  reflect  and  register  prices  for 
cotton  that  arc  justified  by  the  law  of  supply  and  demand ;  and 

Whereas  there  is  no  way  of  telling  Just  how  long  this  *'  speculative 
spree  "  now  going  on  in  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange  will  continue, 
to  the  great  financial  injury  of  the  cotton  producers  of  the  United 
States ;    and 

Whereas  American  cotton  producers  are  now  In  the  midst  of  the 
cotton-selling  season,  and  In  order  that  they  may  market  their  cotton 
to  the  best  advantage,  so  as  to  receive  prices  that  will  yield  them  a 
fair  profit.  It  is  necessary  that  every  influence  and  agency  that  Is  being 
ustHl  to  hamper  and  depress  the  price  of  cotton  be  Immediately  sup- 
pressed ;    and 

Wheri>n8  the  Federal  Farm  Board  has  declared  that  the  present  price 
of  cotton  Is  low  and  unproflUible  and  that  all  the  facts  In  the  cotton 
trade  demand  and  justify  higher  prices  for  .\merlcan  cotton  ;  and 

Whereas  the  cotton  exchanges'  dally  reports  show  that  It  Is  not  the 
law  of  supply  and  demand  that  fixes  the  price  of  cotton  on  the  cotton 
exchange  but  that  It  Is  done  by  manipulation  and  by  speculation  la 
stocks  on   the   stock  exchange  ;   and 

Whereas  as  a  result  of  the  depressing,  demoralizing,  and  harmfirt 
conditions  here  set  forth  the  cotton  exchanges  as  operated  to-day  and 
influenced  by  the  stock  exchange  are  hurtful  and  disastrous  to  the  cotton 
producers  of  the  United  States ;  and 

Whereas  In  order  to  give  the  Federsl  Farm  Board  a  fair  chance  and 
a  free  hand  in  preventing  fluctuation  and  in  stabilizing  cotton  prices 
Immediately  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  cotton  farmers  of  the 
Unltod  States  In  the  dally  sales  of  their  cotton  to  obtain  a  price  that 
will  yield  them  a  profit :  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Federal  Farm  Board  la  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  Immediately  investigate  all  the  matters  set  out  in  the  pre- 
amble of  this  resolution  and  investigate  the  activities  and  spe<rnlative 
transactions  of  the  New  York,  New  Orieans.  and  Chicago  Cotton  Ex- 
changes, and  other  interests  engaged  in  any  way  In  the  cotton  business, 
and  report  its  findings  to  the  Senate  on  the  2d  day  of  December,  1929 ; 
and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Federal  Farm  Board  Is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  summon  witnesses  to  Washington  and  compel  their  attend- 
ance for  the  purposes  of  this  Investigation,  and  that  the  Federal  Farm 
Board  shall,  if  it  desires,  have  the  assistance  of  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  and  the  Federal  Farm  Board  Is  hereby 
requested  to  say  specifically  in  Its  report  to  the  Senate  whether  or  not 
It  feels,  from  all  the  facts  obtained  in  its  Investigation,  that  the  cotton 
exchanges  as  operated  to-day  and  influenced  by  stock-exchange  transae- 
tlonb  should  be  closed  ;  and  said  board  is  hereby  directed  to  make  any 
recommendations  In  its  report  to  the  Senate  on  the  2d  day  of  l>ecember 
that  it  feels  would  be  hel|>ful  In  correcting  the  evils  complained  of  and 
in  obtaining  for  the  cotton  producers  of  the  United  States  profltable 
prices  for  their  cotton. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  cmsent  for 
the  present  consideration  of  the  resolution.  The  situation  is 
indeed  grave  in  the  cotton-growing  States,  where  cotton  is  now 
selling  beUiw  the  cost  of  production.  The  exchanges  practically 
every  day  r<^)ort  that  the  break  in  the  price  is  the  result  of  the 
speculation  on  the  stock  exchange.  I  submit  to  the  Senate  that 
it  is  unfair  to  the  great  cotton-producing  class  of  our  country 
to  permit  the  exchanges  handling  unlimited  quantities  of  ficti- 
tious stuff  which  is  called  cotton  to  hammer  down  the  price  of 
actual  cotton. .  The  Government  has  appropriated  $5'X).000.000 
to  aid  the  farmers,  the  Government  through  the  Farm  Board  is 
seeking  to  do  that,  and  yet  when  the  board  has  announced  pub- 
licly that  cotton  is  below  the  cost  of  production  and  should  be 
bringing  a  higher  price,  the  exchange  is  hammering  down  the 
price  of  cotton.  The  battle  is  on  between  the  Government  agency 
and  this  gambling  institution  that  is  beating  to  death  the  price 
of  cotton  to-day.  Let  me  read  a  report  from  the  cotton  ex- 
change of  yesterday  which  appeared  In  the  Washington  Evening 
Star : 

New  Yobk,  November  8  ( Special i.— With  a  Government  crop  estimated 
around  15,000,000  bales,  which  was  about  trade  expectations,  the  cotton 
market  to-day  continued  its  nervous.  Irregular  fluctuation  which  devel- 
oped yesterday  and  ended  with  a  gain  of  about  |1  a  bale. 

December  approaching  the  17-cent  level  in  New  York,  which  is  ap- 
proximately within  striking  distance  of  prices  of  southern  markets  at 
which  the  farm  boards  will  advance  loans  to  members  of  cooperative 
associations,  the  market  developed  asslsUnce.  Spots  were  advanced  26 
points  to  17.60. 
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Mr  President,  It  Is  plain  to  me.  and  I  think  it  is  plain  to 
most  Senators  who  are  acquainted  with  the  cotton  situation, 
that  the  ex<hanRe  Is  battling  each  day  to  hold  the  price  of  cotton 
right  around  th<  point  at  which  the  Gorernment  has  Bald, 
through  the  Federal  Farm  Board .  it  would  loan  for  the  purpose 
of  lifting  the  cotton  price«  still  higher.  My  resolution  suggests 
that  the  Federal  Farm  Board  iniraediately  investigate  the  situa- 
tion and  report  back  to  the  Senate  on  the  2d  day  of  December. 
The  matter  is  so  very  imiwrtant  that  I  trust  no  Senator  will 
object  to  the  re«)lntlon  but  that  we  shall  adopt  it  and  let  the 
Federal  FTarm  Board  start  to  making  its  investigation. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  the  resolution  submitted  by  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  Is  very  long.  I  knew  nothing  ab^jut  it 
until  it  was  read.  It  involves  a  matter  of  very  considerable 
Importance:  I  appreciate  that;  but  I  myself  think  that  the 
resoluUon  ought  to  be  comjidered  by  the  Agricultural  Committee, 
and  I  ask  that  It  go  over,  anyway,  until  Monday. 

Mr.  NORRI8.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
permit  an  interruption? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  wUL 

Mr.  NORRI8.  I  have  heard  the  resolution  read,  and  I  wish 
to  make  a  suggewtion  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama.  The  reso- 
lution provides  that  the  Farm  Board  shall  have  the  power  to 
summon  witneHses,  and  so  forth.  I  should  like  to  suggest  to  the 
Senator  that,  this  being  a  Senate  reHolutiou  and  not  a  joint 
reiM>lotion,  we  can  not  by  means  of  a  Senate  resolution  confer 
such  authority  upon  the  b«>ard.  I  am  not  mentioning  this  in  any 
spirit  of  animosity  to  the  resolution  which  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  is  trying  to  have  adopted,  but  rather  to  call  his  atten- 
tion to  what  is  to  me  perfectly  apparent,  that  he  Is  undertaking 
In  a  Senate  resolution  to  do  something  that  we  have  not  the 
authority  to  do. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  The  Senator  refers  to  that  portion  of  the  reso- 
lution which  provides  that  the  Federal  Farm  Board  may  sum- 
mon witnesses  and  compel  their  attendance? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  The  Senate  took  similar  action  in  investi- 
gating the  Sinclair  ca^te. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Oh,  yes ;  but  that  was  a  Senate  committee.  We 
can  not  confer  npon  an  oatside  organization  by  a  simple 
Senate  resolution  authority  that  would  have  to  be  conferred 
by  law. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  We  can  instruct  them  to  make  the  investi- 
gation. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Oh.  yes. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  will  change  the  resolution  in  that  regard. 
Let  mo  give  notice,  Mr.  President,  that  on  Monday  morning,  if 
we  shall  meet  on  Monday,  I  am  going  to  call  this  resolution 
up  and  try  to  get  action  on  It;  and  I  want  to  modify  It  now 
by  striking  out  the  language  which  has  to  do  with  summoning 
witnesses,  and  so  forth. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  can  modify  his  resolu- 
tion. Let  him  bend  the  modification  to  the  desk  so  that  the 
Secretary  will  Iiave  It  correctly. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
that  In  the  meantime  he  examine  the  resolution  very  carefully? 
My  recollection  is  that  there  are  one  or  two  other  places  in  the 
resolution,  as  I  heard  it  read,  which  go  beyond  the  authority  of 
the  Senate  itself  along  the  lines  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska.  By  a  simple  resolution  adopted  by  the  Senate  we 
can  not  authorize  any  governmental  body  to  do  anything  which 
to  enable  it  to  do  will  require  legislation  by  Congress.  So  I  sug- 
gest to  the  Senator  that  he  look  over  the  resolution  very  care- 
fully, especially  in  that  respect 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  will  do  so,  and  I  will  have  the  resolution 
modified  and  ready  for  action  on  Monday  morning. 

ilr.  JONES.  I  should  like  also  to  sujrjrest  to  the  Senator 
that  he  migtit  get  action  on  the  resolution  by  having  it  referred 
to  the  C««nmittee  on  .\griculture  and  Forestry,  which  is  espe- 
cially familiar  with  matters  of  tliis  kind  and  which  could  act 
very  promptly  as  a  committee.  I  merely  make  that  suggestion. 
Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that  It  takes  some  time 
to  get  meetings  of  committees  and  thresh  questions  out,  espe- 
cially now  when  the  Senate  Is  in  session  all  the  time.  This  mat- 
ter is  so  important  that  it  ought  to  be  acted  on  at  once,  and  I  do 
not  ttiink  there  will  be  any  objection  to  it;  th»e  ought  not 
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t)  be.     Surely  no  friend  of  the  cotton  producers  is  going  to 

o ;) ject  to  It. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  resolution  will  go  over. 

Mr.  Heflin's  resolution  (S.  Rea  152),  as  modified  by  him 
(there  being  no  change  in  the  preamble),  is  as  follows: 

Raolcea,  That  the  Federal  Farm  Board  is  hereby  airthoriied  and 
directed  to  Immediately  invefitigate  all  the  matters  met  out  in  the  pre- 
imble  of  this  resolution  and  Investigate  the  activities  and  speculative 
transactions  of  the  New  York,  New  Orleans,  and  Chicago  Cotton  Ex- 
e  banges,  and  other  interests  engaged  In  any  way  in  the  cotton  business, 
«Dd  report  ita  findings  to  the  Senate  on  the  2d  day  of  December, 
1 929 :  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  is  hereby 
authorized  to  assist  the  Fedoral  Farm  Board  in  said  investigation,  and 
tlie  Federal  Farm  Board  is  hereby  requested  to  say  Bpeclflcally  In  its 
1  eport  to  the  Senate  whether  or  not  it  teils  from  all  the  facts  obUlned 
ia  its  investigation  that  the  cotton  exchanges,  as  operated  to-day  and 
iofluenced  by  stock-exchange  transactions,  should  be  closed,  and  said 
loard  Is  hereby  directed  to  make  any  recommendation s  in  Its  report  to 
(he  Senate  on  the  2d  day  of  Decrmber  that  it  feels  would  be  helpful  In 
(orn-cting  the  evils  complained  of  and  in  obtaining  for  the  cotton  pro- 
( lucera  of  the  United  States  profitable  prices  for  their  cotton. 
BEVISION    OF    THE    TARIFF 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 

lideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2tJ67)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 

fate  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 

ries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 

»ther  purposes. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  there  seems  to  be  a  mlsuiider- 
iitanding  about  the  vote  which  we  have  taken  on  my  amend- 
ment to  reduce  the  rate  In  the  basket  clause,  and  the  amend- 
ment having  been  adopted  without  a  roll  call.  It  seems  that 
iiome  Senators  who  are  not  present  this  morning  had  an  under- 
I  standing  that  there  was  to  be  a  roil  call  on  the  question  ot 
doptin«  the  amendment.  That  being  true,  it  appears  to  me 
hat  there  ought  to  be  no  objection  to  a  reconsideration  of  the 
ote  by  which  the  amendment  was  adopted,  so  that  there  may 
a  yea-and-nay  vote  on  the  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

have  suggested  to  those  Senators  who  wanteti  to  have  that 

urse  pursued  that  I  doubt  the  wisdom  of  doing  it  this  morn- 
np  when  there  are  absent  for  the  day  so  many  Senators  on 

th  sides  of  the  question  who  want  to  be  recorded  when  a 
ea-and-nay  vote  shall  be  taken,  and  I  have  suggested  to  those 
euators  that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  no  objection 
o  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote  on  Monday  and  then  to  having 

roll  call  on  it. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator's  suggestion 
s  very  fair,  and  that  it  is  better  to  wait  until  Monday,  when 
Lhe  al)8entee8  on  both  sides  of  the  Chamber  will  have  returned, 
md  in  pursuance  of  the  Senator's  suggestion  I  will  move  a 
reconsideration  on  Monday,  unless  he  wishes  to  do  so— one  of 
LIS  can  do  it — and  we  will  have  a  roil  call  forthwith. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  I'resident,  in  this  connection  I  sug- 
?est  that,  Monday  being  Armistice  Day,  there  may  be  more 
absentees  than  there  are  to-day. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  that  be  so.  we  ought  to  let  it  go  over  for 
another  day,  say.  until  Tuesday.  It  is  my  understanding  that 
the  Senators  who  want  this  action  taken  do  not  desire  to  re- 
open the  debate. 

Mr.  REED.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  But  they  want  to  have  a  record  vote,  and 
It  seems  to  me  that  is  fair. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  the  attention  for  a  few  moment's 
of  Senators  on  both  sides  of  the  tariff  controversy.  I  want  to 
ijall  attention  to  a  condition  that  every  Senator,  regardless  of 
pow  he  feels  about  the  tariff  bill,  would,  I  tliink,  like  to  remedy. 

It  is  quite  apparent  from  the  articles  on  exhibition  in  Mr. 
Grundy's  "  Piggly  W^iggly  store  "  here  that  some  enormous  and 
unconscionable  profits  are  being  made  at  the  expense  of  con- 
sumers of  the  United  States.  This  is  no  exception ;  it  has  been 
so  in  the  case  of  other  tariff  bills;  it  has  been  so  all  the  time; 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  such  a  condition  occurs  when  the  im- 
porters of  articles  have  an  understanding,  or  at  least  a  gentle- 
man's agreement,  with  those  who  manufacture  the  same  arti- 
cles In  the  United  States,  if  they  are  manufflcture<l  here,  for  in 
no  other  way  could  the  prices  be  raised  to  the  enormous  levels 
to  which  they  are  raised  and  involving  the  tremendous  profits 
which  are  derived. 

I  liave  larepared  an  amendment  which  I  am  going  to  ask  may 
be  printed  in  the  usual  form,  lie  on  the  table,  and  Im'  printed 
also  ill  the  Recobo.  The  amendment  aims  to  reme<ly  that  situa- 
tion. It  is  offered  in  no  controversial  spirit.  The  thing  I  am 
trying  to  do  I  know  will  appeal  to  all,  no  matter  what  Indi- 
vidual Senators  think  about  the  tariff  or  whether  they  want  the 
rates  increased  or  lowered. 


Th«'  figures  embodied  In  the  amendment  are  tentative.  The 
amendment  has  been  prepared  by  me  without  very  much  con- 
sultation with  anybody  as  to  Its  details,  and  there  may  be  many 
imperfections  in  it.  and  perhaps  It  will  not  work.  I  am  offering 
it  for  honest,  constructive  criticism.  If  we  can  put  such  a  provi- 
sion in  the  law  and  if  we  can  make  it  effective.  I  am  satisfied 
It  will  receive  the  approval  of  all  Senators,  regardless  of  their 
tariff  theories. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  printed  and  lie 
on  the  taWe,  and  that  the  clerk  may  read  it  for  the  Information 
of  Senators. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  read  for 
the  Infonnatlon  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk  r<»ad  as  follows : 

On  page  242,  after  line  20,  insert  the  following : 

Pa«.  15«0.  In  addition  to  the  rates  of  duty  which  are  prescribed  In 
the  schedules  and  paragraphs  of  the  dutiable  list  mentioned  In  this  act, 
there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  an  additional  tax  upon  all  such 
articles  of  99  per  cent  of  the  amount  by  which  the  retail  price  of  any 
such  article  Is  In  excess  of  the  imported  price,  plus  the  duty  paid 
thereon,  plus  freight  and  insurance  charges,  plus  25  per  cent. 

It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  person  Importing  Into  the  United  Statea 
any  of  the  articles  mentioned  In  this  act  and  selling  the  same  to  any 
other  person,  firm,  or  corporation  (other  than  sales  at  retail)  to  furnish 
to  the  purchaser  at  any  such  sale  a  true  statement  of  the  imported 
price  of  such  article  or  articles  and  the  duty,  freight,  and  Insurance 
charges  paid  thereon,  and  any  such  purchaser  making  a  subsequent  sale 
of  any  such  article  (except  sales  at  retail)  shall  likewise  give  to  the 
purchaser  the  imported  price  of  such  article  and  the  amount  of  duty, 
freight,  and  Insurance  charges  paid  thereon.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  shall  make  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  deem  advis- 
able for  the  purpose  of  collecting  the  tax  provided  for  under  this  section, 
and  all  persons  selling  any  such  articles  at  retail  shall  keep  an  accurate 
account  of  the  amount  of  the  tax.  If  any,  that  is  due  to  the  United 
States  by  rirtue  of  any  such  retail  sale,  and  pay  the  same  to  the  United 
(States  under  such  rules  and  regulations  and  at  such  times  as  the  Secre- 
'tary  of  the  Treasury  may  by  general  rule  and  regulation  provide. 

Any  person  who  violates  any  of  the  provialons  of  this  paragraph,  or 
any  importer  or  subsequent  owner  of  such  property  Imported  into  the 
j United  States,  who  shall  fall  or  neglect  to  furnish  the  information  to 
purchasers  of  such  Imported  articles  (except  purchasers  at  retail),  as  la 
'provided  for  In  this  paragraph,  or  any  person  selling  any  of  such  articles 
at  retail  who  fails  to  keep  an  accurate  account  of  the  amount  of  money. 
If  any,  due  on  account  of  such  sales  to  the  United  States,  or  any  of  said 
persons  who  In  any  other  way  violates  any  of  the  proyisions  of  this 
paragraph,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  for  each 
offense  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  less  than  |600  nor  more  than 
$5,000,  or  by  imprisonment  of  not  less  than  three  months  and  not  more 
than  two  years,  or  by  both  such  fine  and  Imprisonment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fkss  in  the  chair).  The 
amendment  will  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  NORBKCK.  Mr.  President,  reference  has  again  been 
made  to  the  exhibit  on  the  table  recently  Installed  in  the  Senate 
Chamber.  This  table  Is  referred  to  as  the  "  Grundy  exhibit,"  or 
the  "Grundy  Piggly  Wiggly  store."  Scores  of  articles  are 
shown,  including  textiles,  glassware,  crockery,  and  hand  tools — 
all  manufactured  in  Europe  and  sold  in  this  country. 

Day  before  yesterday  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Rexd]  had  placed  In  the  Record  lengthy  explanations  of  the 
difference  in  cost  of  these  goods  here  and  abroad.  He  covered 
103  exhibits,  running  from  bird  cages  to  dog  muzzles.  This 
exhibit  includes  toys  as  well  as  useful  articles,  musical  instru- 
ments, spinach  seed,  and  brierwood  pipes.  I  am  considerably  at 
a  loss  to  understand  his  puri)ose.  though  It  may  have  been  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  tlie  importer  was  making  a  large 
profit  on  these  imports,  which  are  less  than  3  per  cent  of  the 
American  goods  sold.  Three  per  cent  of  the  bu.siness  was  get- 
ting away  from  somebody,  and  It  seemed  to  be  a  very  profitable 
business. 

I  am  not  so  much  Interested  In  who  levies  tribute  on  us  as  to 
know  the  size  of  the  tribute,  and  I  think  tlie  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  rendered  a  real  service  by  calling  attention  to  the 
difference  in  the  cost  of  production  here  and  abroad.  We  are 
reminded  that  a  pewter  bowl  that  cost  $5..34  in  Denmark  sells 
at  $'2i»  in  the  American  market.  A  vacuum  cleaner  from  Sweden 
cost  $13.(J7  and  sells  here  for  $77.  Glass  buttons  from  Czecho- 
slovakia that  cost  7^4  cents  are  sold  here  for  79  cents.  Lace- 
trimmed  and  embroidered  scarfs  that  cost  $2  In  Germany  sell 
in  this  country  for  $10.50. 

In  France  the  brier  pipe  costs  12  cents ;  here  the  same  pipe 
sells  for  $1.  Spain  gets  74  cents  tor  16  cakes  of  Castile  soap 
that  Is  worth  $2.34  here.  England  sells  its  steamer  rugs  at 
$3.81  that  are  retailed  here  at  $14.89.  An  earthenware  set  from 
Germany  costs  $1.82  In  that  country  and  was  sold  here  at  $7.95. 


A  German  violin  rises  In  value  from  $7.50  to  $50  and  a  brass 
horn  from  Bohemia  from  $5.8S  to  $25. 

A  German  spark  i>lug  is  worth  11  cents  until  it  reaches  the 
United  States  of  America ;  then  it  costs  $1. 

A  German  razor  advances  in  price  from  57  cents  to  $5,  and 
so  on. 

C^-talnly  it  provM  that  labor  is  cheaper  in  other  coimtries 
than  here,  and  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  is  this 
cheap  labor  that  the  Ameiican  farmer  must  compete  with ;  tliat 
farmer  who  produces  wheat,  pork,  or  cotton,  the  great  Ameri- 
can staples,  that  are  sold  at  world  prices.  It  Is  also  the  people 
who  receive  these  low  wages  who  buy  and  consume  the  export- 
able suri>lu8  from  the  American  farms.  Maybe  their  market 
should  bo  broadened  instead  of  narrowed. 

The  American  farmer  must  sell  75  per  cent  of  his  products  at 
the  low  world  prices  in  competition  with  this  very  labor.  The 
manufacturer  complains  because  he  lias  cmly  something  over  97 
per  cent  of  the  American  market 

Two  standards  prevail;  one  for  the  manufacturer  and  the 
other  for  the  farmer.  The  manufacturer,  whose  advocates  arc 
so  numerous  In  the  Senate,  show  no  modesty  when  they  are  ask- 
ing the  consumer,  including  the  farmer,  to  pay  additional  tax, 
in  order  that  they  may  have  additional  profits. 

They  are  losing  2  or  3  per  cent  of  the  sales  In  the  American 
market,  and  they  are  seeking  an  unbargo  on  Importations.  This 
would  permit  them  to  raise  their  prices  to  their  heart's  desire. 
They  want  no  competition. 

Agriculture  must  be  put  on  a  parity  with  others,  or  agricul- 
ture can  not  continue  to  support  ever-increasing  rates. 

We  are  reminded  that  agriculture  gets  some  indirect  benefits 
from  the  development  of  the  manufacturing  industry,  but  the 
fact  is  overlooked  that  the  manufacturing  industry  gets  the 
greater  l)enefits  from  its  sales  to  the  great  agricultural  section. 
By  impoverishing  agriculture  Industry  will  suffer.  The  farmer 
constitutes  about  30  per  cent  of  the  population  and  is  now 
reduced  to  about  7  per  cent  of  the  NatlMis  earnings.  Why 
should  they  contribute  more  at  tills  time  to  those  who  are  more 
fortunate  than  themselves? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  the  able  Senator  frcmi  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Nobbeck]  has  called  attention  to  the  cheap  labor 
with  which  the  American  farmer  must  compete ;  and  yet  It  does 
not  seem  to  be  fully  realized  that  that  labor,  producing  agri- 
cultural products  in  western  Europe,  receives  more  for  its  prod- 
ucts than  the  farmer  here  in  the  United  States. 

That  Is  the  situation  which  confronts  our  agriculture.  For 
every  bushel  of  wheat  raised  In  western  Europe  the  peasant 
receives  about  30  cents  a  bushel  more  than  the  American  farmer 
for  the  same  grade  of  wheat  at  Missouri  River  points. 

Mr.  SHOIITKIDGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Calif MTila? 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Certainly. 

Mr.  SHORTRIEKJE.  Assuming  that  to  be  true,  what  la  the 
remedy  ? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Debenture. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    What  Is  the  remedy? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  The  debenture  plan  is  the  remedy  we  now 
propose. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  If  a  tariff  here  is  needed,  is  not  a  tariff 
nee<led  for  all  agricultural  products,  and  may  we  not  give  that 
remedy  ? 

Mr.  HOWELL.  The  suwrestion  Is  that  the  tariff  alone  may 
equalise  agriculture,  but  that  Is  Inrpossible.  You  can  make  the 
tariff  on  wheat  twice  as  high  as  it  is,  and  it  will  not  correct  the 
situntlon  unless  you  enact  in  conjunction  therewith  something 
like  the  debenture  plan  we  have  Included  In  this  tariff  bllL  In 
order  that  we  may  make  the  tariff  on  wheat  effective.  It  Is 
necessary  to  have  something  more  than  a  mere  provision  for  an 
adequate  tariff  rate. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Then  the  Senator's  thought  is  that  a 
tariff  can  not  be  made  effective  when  dealing  with  an  article  of 
which  there  is  a  surplus?    Is  that  the  thought? 

Mr  HOWELL.  That  is  recognized — that  where  there  is  a 
surplus,  in  such  a  case  the  tariff  will  not  be  effective  unless 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    I  see  the  Senator's  theory. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Therefore  if  we  are  to  do  something  for  the 
farmer  we  must  not  merely  give  him  an  adequate  tariff,  where 
he  is  raising  a  surj^us.  but  we  must  afford  him  something  addi- 
tional to  render  It  effective ;  and  that  is  what  w^  have  provided 
the  del»enture  for.  If  anyone  has  a  better  plan,  he  is  at  liberty 
to  suggest  It — we  Invite  him  to  suggest  it — but  no  one  has  sug- 
gested'a  better  plan  In  connection  with  this  bill,  and  yet  we  are 
confronted  with  the  statement  that  this  bill  never  will  be 
accepted  with  the  debenture— In  other  words,  that  the  farmer 
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CM  expect  nothing  from  thU  Uriff  hlU  »  far  aa  hla  products 
are  concvrned  where  surplnaea  are  produced.      _^  ,^. 
Mr  KEAN.    Mr.  PPMldent.  wlU  the  Senator  jUMl 
The  I'RESIDINO  OmCER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
hraiika  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 
Mr   now  ELL.     I  yield. 

Mr  KEAN.  If  the*  rates  are  cut  down,  which  Is  going  to 
Interfere  with  the  wages  of  American  labor,  Is  not  that  going 
to  Interfere  with  the  con.«?umptlon  of  80  per  cent  of  the  farm 

pnKluct^  of  the  United  States?  ^     «„  ™-«>«t«i 

Mr  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  that  is  constantly  suggested— 
that  it  is  necessary,  for  Instance,  that  the  producjr  of  window 
glaiH  in  the  United  States  shall  receiye  therefor  about  16.08  a 
bt.x  when  the  producer  In  Belgium  la  receiving  $2.48  a  box.  It 
is  urged  that  the  farmer  must  necessarily  submit  to  tnis;  and 
yet  the  Belgian  peasant  gets  30  cents  a  bushel  more  for  Ms 
wheat  of  the  same  grade  than  is  obtained  by  American  farmers 
at  Mls8i.uri  River  points.    That  Is  true  also  of  com  and  that  is 

tme  of  oats.  .        ^  *!.  ^    v«* 

Of  course,  the  difference  In  each  case  Is  not  the  same;  but 
take  com,  for  InsUuce.  Cora  Is  produced  In  lUly.  There  is  a 
com  market  at  Milan ;  and  the  com  farmer  in  Italy  during  the 
last  three  years  has  been  receirlng  about  25  per  cent  more  for 
cash  com  than  the  average  price  at  Chicago,  yet  the  American 
farmer  has  to  pay  the  equivalent  of  our  excessive  tariffs  on 

whaterer  he  buys.  

Mr.    8HORT1UDGE.     Mr.   President,   may   I    Interrupt   the 

Senator  again?  ,.«*#_        xi^ 

The  PRB8IDLNQ  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
brmKka  further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Calif cwnla? 

Mr.  HOWELL.    Certainly.  ^^  ^  .,  ^ 

Mr    8HORTRIDGB.    Why  not  renjove  all  tariff  duties  and 
JIgtXhe  foreign  manufactured  products  flow  in?    Why  is  not  that 
""^^e  remedy  for  the  benefit  o*  agriculture? 

Mr  HOWELL.  Mr.  I^resident,  the  question  asked  In  this 
caw  «strikes  right  at  the  heart  of  the  tariff.  I  believe  In  protec- 
tion when  you  have  something  to  protect;  and  we  have  some- 
thing to  prt>tect  In  this  country.  We  have  great  natural  re- 
■ource*— greater  per  Inhabitant  than  any  European  country. 
So  far  ti»  efficiency  In  manufacturing  Is  concerned,  we  have  a 
greater  degree  tlian  Is  general  in  Europe.  These  things  we 
have  that  we  can  protect ;  but  when  we  protect  one  class  beyond 
a  certain  point  and  fall  to  afford  adequate  protection  for  an- 
other, then  what  results?  We  are  building  up  a  dvilixation 
based  upon  the  submergenoe  of  a  class. 

It  has  been  suggested,  and  suggested  more  than  once,  "  If  we 
gtve  equal  protection  to  everybody,  why  iMX)tectlon  for  any- 
body?" The  advantage  in  this  country  to-day  to  the  indus- 
trialist is  the  fact  that  he  receives  protection  out  of  ail  pro- 
portion to  that  afforded  the  American  fanner,  while  the  latter, 
eon.stltutlng  about  30  per  cent  of  our  population,  is  obtaining 
less  for  his  products  than  labor  In  Ehirope  producing  the  same 
pnnlucts,  and  still  the  farmer  must  pay  our  enormous  tariff 
rates  upon  the  goods  he  purchases. 

If  we  are  to  protect  the  farmer,  we  must  do  something 
more  than  merriy  raise  his  tariff  rates.  We  must  prevent  the 
tariff  rates  for  industry  being  raised  beyond  a  comparable 
point,  and  then  must  have  something  additional  to  rendc  the 
farmer's  tariff  rates  effective.    Are  you  willing  to  do  it? 

Mr,  SHORTRIIKJE  Mr.  President,  answering  that  question. 
1  am  willing  to  do  it:  but  I  do  not  wish  to  break  into  the 
Senator's  argument  other  than  to  ask  him  another  question. 
The  Senator  thinks  that  the  debenture  plan  Is  wise  economically. 
I  will  ask  him  If  he  thinks  it  Is  equivalent  to  the  old-time 
bounty  system,  or  is  equivalent  to  the  bounty  which  was  pro- 
posed in  the  McKinley  Uriff  bill?  Does  he  think  that  a  spe- 
cific bounty  sboold  be  given? 

Mr.  HOWELL.    Mr.  Presidefit  the  whole  Uriff  system  In- 
Tolvea  nothing  but  a  bounty.    When  the  American  farmer  has 
to  pay  In  this  country  for  the  wimlow  glass  he  uses  to  make 
good  the  shattered  panes  In  his  home,  100  per  cent  more  for 
that  window  glass  than  the  price  for  which  that  window  glass 
t-an  be  purehaseil  in  Europe,  the  additional  100  per  cent  be  pays 
Is  a  bounty,  pure  and  simple.    Therefore,  as  we  are  paying  to 
the  Industrialists  such  bounties  upon  their  products,  we  must 
als«>  v>ay  the  farmer  a  corresponding  bounty  on  his  products,  and 
If  it  can  not  be  done  by  the  tariff  meth«^>d  then  we  must  invent 
unother  method   to  ac^-onipilsih   the  result.    That   Is  what   we 
have  attempte«l  to  do.  and  what  we  have  Invented  Is  the  deben- 
ture plan.     I  would  ask  the  S4'nator  from  California  If  he  has 
any  other  plan  than  the  debenture  plan  for  rendering  the  farm- 
ers' tariff  effective  in  those  cases  where  he  rahse*  a  surplus? 

Mr.  SUORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  thluk  there  Is  a  way, 
and  hereafter  I  will  state  my  views.  I  think  the  Itemed  Sena- 
tor and  many  others  overUx>k  the  fact,  when  dealing  with  this 
question,  that  the  prosperity  of  the  city,  of  the  mill,  of  the  fac- 
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t  HT  of  the  great  manufacturing  sections  of  our  country,  a.s  well 
a  9  the  prosperity  of  the  mining  industry,  is  beneficlul  directly  to 
t  le  agricultural  producers.  ,      ^v     # 

The  city  is  the  market  for  the  farm.  Conversely,  the  farm 
I J  the  market  for  the  city.  I  do  not  think  that  agriculture  is  as- 
Isted  or  helped  by  tearing  down  or  to  any  degree  impairing  the 
brosnerity  of  the  great  manufacturing  and  mining  consuming 
narket  of  the  farmer.  Therefore  I  do  think  that  under  a  wisely 
idJustHl  tariff  bill  we  can  equalise  and  make  all  our  people 
•osperous.     I  do  not  think  that  the  debenture  vnll  achieve  that 

uch-deslred  result.  ,_    .  .     .w     o       *™.        .  ^ 

Mr.  HOWELL.    Is  there  any  method  In  the  Senators  mind 

y  which  it  can  be  done? 
Mr    SHORTRIDGE.     I  have  just  indicated  that  by  a  wisely 

djui^ed  tariff,  having  regard  to  all  the  industries,  that  ttin 
.(T  accomplished.  I  do  not  Uke  the  phrase  that  differentiates 
"  agriculture  "  and  the  "  industries,"  as  though  thoy  stood  apart 
iLnd  hostile.  The  greatest,  or  one  of  the  greatest,  industries 
( ft  the  NaUon  is  agriculture— agriculture  in  all  its  phases— m  the 
'  videst  sense.    There  Is  mining ;  that  Is  a  great  industry.    Indeed, 

>3  per  cent  of  the  transportation  tonnage  of  the  railroads  of  this 

x>untry  comes  from  the  mining  industry.  There  is  the  great 
Lanufacturing  industry.  So  that,  not  to  mulUply  words,  there 
E  the  agricultural  industry,  the  great  minuig  industry,  the 
treat   manufacturing   industry.    They   are   not   hosUle.     They 

ire  Interdependent  and  interrelated.    The  prosperity  of  the  one 

lows  over  to  the  other. 
Mr.  UOWELL.     How  would  the  Senator  equalize  so  far  as 

(vheat  is  concerned? 

Mr    SHORTRIDGE.    Just  a  moment.    The  price  of  wheat, 

where  it  is  fixed,  whether  by  stock  exchanges  or  speculation  or 

»y  freight  rates  or  other  facts,  of  course,  that  is  a  difficult 

luestion   to   deal   with.     It   may    be   that    the    Senator    from 

iebraska  has  a  solution.     It  may  be  that  the  Senator  from  Iowa 

IrMr.  BaooKHABT]  has  a  workable  plan. 

But  the  senator's  plan,  as  I  understand  it.  Is  simply  the 
Idebenture.  I  ask  him  whether  he  thinks  a  direct  bounty  might 
Achieve  the  desired  result,  harking  back  to  tlie  proposal  of  a 
twunty  in  connection  witii  the  McKUiley  bill,  it  will  be  remem- 
bered that  Representative  Joseph  McKenna,  afterwards  circuit 
Judge,  afterwards  a  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
SUtes,  filed  a  dissenting  report  opposing  the  bounty  which 
was  placed  upon  sugar  at  that  time  in  lieu  of  a  tariff.  It 
was  claimed  that  a  tariff  could  not  benefit  the  American  sugar 
producers,  for  reasons  then  assigned. 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Then,  would  the  Senator  propose  a  bounty 
on  wheat? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Not  at  all. 

Mr    HOWELL.     What  would  the  Senator  do  for  wheat? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Wheat  will  get  along  all  right,  and  the 
farmer  will  get  along  all  right  wlth(»ut  bounty  or  debenture. 
The  farmer  is  not  starving  in  America.     The  farmer  is  not  a 
peasant  in  America.  ^  ,         .     .  ,.. 

Mr.  HOWELL.     Does  the  Senator  think  it  is  fair  and  ripht 
that  the  farmer  In  this  country  at  Missouri  River  points  should 
receive  30  cents  a  bu.«!hel  less  for  his  wheat  than  the  peasant 
In  western  Europe  receives  for  his? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  do  not,  of  course. 
Mr.  HOWELL.    How  would  the  Senator  correct  the  situation? 
Mr,  SHORTRIDGE.     How  does  the  Senator  account  for  the 
price  of  wheat  in  Europe?     Assuming,  now,  what  the  Senator 
says   to  be   accurate,   how  does   the  S«iator   account  for   the 
price  of  wheat  in  Europe? 

Mr.  HOWELL.    The  price  of  wheat  in  Europe  Is  based  upon 
the  cost  of  production. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Certainly. 

Mr,  HOWELL.     It  Is  based  upon  the  cost  of  production  in 
Europe,  with  wages  such  as  are  paid,  and  corresponding  to  the 
wages   the   Senator   is   talking   about   in   connection    with    the 
articles  upon  the  table  here  In  the  corner  of  the  Senate. 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     That  Is  tme. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  But  on  that  basis,  the  farmer  across  the 
water  receives  30  cents  a  bushel  more  than  the  farmer  at 
Missouri  River  points  in  the  United  States.  ^STiat  doet*  the 
Senator  think  about  the  American  farmer  and  the  wages  he 
must  accept  for  his  prf>duction  here? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  That  question  does  not  call  for  any 
answer.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  there  seems  to  be  a 
disparity,  but  I  am  asking  him  how  he  accounts  for  the  price 
of  wheat  in  Europe. 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  President,  when  we  present  a  concrete 
example,  as  in  the  case  of  wheat,  we  find  that  those  opi>o8ed 
to  the  debenture  plan  have  no  plan  whereby  to  relieve  the 
farmer  or  to  afford  equality. 

Mr.  XORBECK.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield. 


Mr.  NORBECK.  May  I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Senator  from  California  has  stated  that  he  believed 
agricultural  equality  could  be  brought  about  by  a  prc^ierly  ad- 
justed tariff.  He  bus  just  written  such  a  tariff  bill,  and  it  is 
bt  f ore  us ;  so  the  answer  is  here. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  The  Senator  gives  me  too  much  credit. 
I  did  not  write  that  bill.  I  agree  with  a  great  many  of  its 
items,  but  the  Senator  will  do  me  the  kindness  to  recall  Uiat  I 
have  several  amendments  pending  to  the  bill,  and  nearly  every 
one  of  them,  let  me  say,  applies  to  agriculture.  It  Is  true  that 
I  want  soon  to  bring  up,  if  not  to-day.  early  next  week,  a  sug- 
gested amendment  to  the  bill  as  reported,  asking  for  additional 
and  needed  protection  for  a  mining  product,  namely,  tungsten. 
Mr.  NORBECK.  That  ought  to  be  helpful  to  agriculture. 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  think  so.  May  1  just  say,  if  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nebraslia  will  excu.se  me 

Mr.  HOWELL.     I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  do  not  wish  to  assume  the  floor,  but  I 
merely  wish  to  answer  the  suggestion  of  my  friend  from  South 
Dakota,  for  my  information  is  that  there  are  deiwsits  of  tungsten 
in  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  There  are  deposits  of  tungsten  In  SouUi 
Dakota  that  were  worked  profitably  during  the  war,  that  is 
true.  With  an  excessively  high  tariff  they  could  dig  out  some 
more. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     All  I  want  Is  5  cents  more  on  the  ore, 
and  certain  other  additions,  and  I  hope  the  Senator  will  join  me. 
Mr.  NORBECK.     The  Senator  has  a  remedy  for  tungsten,  but 
he  lias  none  for  wheat. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  will  get  a  remedy  that  will  make 
everybody  hai>py. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
when  the  Senate  concludes  Its  business  to-day  It  take  a  recess 
mitil  10  o'clock  Monday  morning. 

The  I'RESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  ol)jection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Utah?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  It 
Is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  Just  want  to  make  a  sUtement. 
I  had  some  hope  of  securing  the  pa.ssage  of  this  bill  t)efore  the 
opening  of  the  regular  session  of  the  Congress  In  December. 
Evidentiy,  if  the  past  actions  of  the  Senate  in  regard  to  the  bill 
are  to  be  taken  into  consideration,  it  is  perfectly  useless  to 
think  of  tiiat  result. 

I  would  like  to  see  some  action  taken,  and,  as  one,  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  that  the  Senate  shall  take  a  recess  to-day  until 
the  20th  of  the  month,  and  in  the  meantime  let  the  coalition 
examine  the  amendments  proposed  and   reiwrt  to  the  Senate 
whatever  amendments  they  agree  upon,  and  after  the  bill  is 
taken  up,  lot  a  vote  be  taken  upon  the  amendments  without  a 
word  of  discussion,  and  let  us  pass  the  bill. 
Mr.  SIM.MONS  and  Mr.  BARKLEY  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield ;  and  If  so,  to  whom? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Car(dlna. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President,  the  Senator  submits  that  as 
a  proposal? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes;  that  is  what  I  would  like  to  see  done. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  want  to  say  emphatically  that  I  do  not 
accept  the  proposition. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  thought  the  Senator  would  not 
Mr.  SIMMONS.  We  do  not  propose  at  this  stage  to  enter 
Into  the  remaking  of  the  bill  by  a  committee,  but  we  propose 
to  remake  it,  not  in  secret  but  In  the  open  sessions  of  the 
Senate,  in  the  presence  of  the  American  people,  and  where  there 
Is  full  opportunity  on  the  part  of  every  Senator  in  this  body 
to  express  his  views  in  respect  to  each  item  of  the  bill. 

The  Senator  proposes  that  we  shall  get  together  and  make  a 
bill  in  a  secret  session  of  a  committee  composed  of  two  ele- 
ments in  the  Senate  whose  minds  happen  to  run  together  on 
this  subject.  The  American  people  would  not  approve  it  if  we 
should  consent  to  any  such  proceeding  as  that,  and  they  should 
not. 

Enough  has  been  said  with  respect  to  the  character  of  the 
bill  as  It  passed  the  Hou.se  to  arouse  the  deepest  interest  on 
the  part  of  the  people  of  the  country.  For  the  first  time,  I 
think,  in  tariff  making,  every  section  of  the  country  and  every 
class  of  people  in  the  country  have  become  deeply  and  personally 
interested  in  the  discussions  that  are  going  on  here,  with  the 
r»?sult  that  for  the  first  time  since  I  have  had  anything  to  do 
with  tariff  making  the  people  of  the  country  have  learned  what 
we  are  doing  and  what  is  proposed  to  be  done  by  the  different 
elements  in  this  body  who  participate  in  these  discussions  and 
these  deliberations. 

These  discussions  are  serving  a  splendid  purpose.  If  the  pro- 
poueuitf  of  the  bill,  the  so-caUed  "  regulars,"  have  become  dis- 


heartened at  the  resulte  which  have  been  achieved  In  the  open 
di.scussions  in  this  Chamber  I  am  sorry  for  them.  Their  situa- 
tion is  the  result  at  a  consensus  of  majority  opinion  In  this  body 
and  we  thlidE  that  consols  us  meets  a  ready  response  throughout 
the  country. 

The  bill  as  passed  by  the  House,  owing  to  a  crystollaatlon  of 
public  sentiment  in  the  country,  has  been  already  condemned. 
We  owe  it  as  a  duty  to  the  country,  not  only  to  expose  those 
things  which  have  been  discussed  in  connection  with  the  bill  but 
we  owe  It  to  the  country  further  to  discuss  matters  In  the  bill 
which  have  not  yet  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  public. 

I  know  the  Senators  representing  the  Republlf^an  majority 
would  like  to  escape  the  disclosures  which  that  discussion  will 
Inevitobiy  bring. 

But,  Mr.  President,  I  think  we  owe  It  to  the  American  people 
not  only  to  see  that  the  bill  is  not  referred  back  to  a  committee 
to  be  re-formed  in  secret,  but  we  owe  it  to  them  that  the  bill 
shall  be  kept  before  this  body  until  there  Is  action  upon  It  after 
there  has  been  due  deliberation  and  dlscu.sslon,  and  not  before. 
If  Senators  representing  the  proponents  of  the  bill  are  not  will- 
ing to  enter  into  that  discussion  then  we  shall  have  It  among 
ourselves  for  the  enlightenment  of  the  American  people. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  I»re8ident 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  thought  the  Senator  had  concluded. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  simply  want  to  say  that  It  does 
not  seem  to  me  that  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Shoot]  is  practical.  Even  If  we  had  a  substitute  bill  here 
I  do  not  think  that  we  would  be  able  to  make  pn»gress  upon  It 
more  rapidly  or  speedily  than  we  are  making  upon  the  bill  now 
before  us.  But  I  do  want  to  say,  as  I  intimated  a  few  days 
ago.  that  those  whom  some  are  disposed  to  term  "  the  coalIti(m  " 
are  really  now  in  charge  of  the  making  of  the  bill.  The  re- 
sponsibility is  upon  us.  What  the  country  wants,  In  my  judg- 
ment, is  speed.  They  have  pretty  well  made  up  their  minds  as 
to  the  bill,  generally  speaking.  In  my  judgment,  it  is  incum- 
bent upon  us  to  dispose  of  the  bill  as  rapidly  as  we  can,  Uklng 
into  consideration,  of  course,  that  there  are  some  items  which 
necessarily  must  lie  discussed.  If  we  do  not  do  so  we  will  be 
held  responsible  from  this  time  on  for  the  delay.  We  can  not 
escape  that  responsibility. 

I  am  satisfied  that  the  discussion  In  the  Chamber,  with  the 
possible  exception  of  that  relating  perhaps  to  three  or  four  Items, 
will  not  change  any  votes.  We  have  been  considering  the  bill 
for  weeks  and  months,  when  we  take  Into  consideration  the  long 
summer  of  discussion.  Senators  have  made  up  their  minds. 
They  are  well  informed  as  to  what  they  wish  to  do.  As  to  i>ar- 
ticular  Items,  outside  of  perhaps  a  half  a  dozen,  I  think  It  Is 
safe  to  say  that  Senators  now  are  pretty  well  concluded  as  to 
bow  they  wish  to  dispose  of  the  bill.  That  is  what  we  ought 
to  do. 

I  do  not  want  to  see  the  bill  fail.  There  are  some  provisions 
in  the  bill  which  I  deem  of  vital  moment  to  the  American 
people.  I  know  that  there  is  very  radical  difference  of  opinion 
In  the  Chamber  upon  some  of  the  provisions,  but  if  by  our 
inaction  ot  by  our  delay  or  by  our  inability  to  Uke  care  of 
the  situation  we  should  lose  some  of  the  {Mrovislons  which  we 
have  placed  In  the  bill,  I  think  we  would  be  doing  a  substan- 
tial injury  to  the  American  peojrfe. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  deeply  interested  in  rates,  but  I  am  also 
deeply  Interested  In  the  administrative  features  of  the  bill  as 
they  relate  to  cerUln  relationships  of  the  Executive  and  the 
legislative  body.  We  have  been  successful  In  putting  into  the 
bill  a  provision  relating  to  that  matter.  If  we  appreciate  our 
responsibility.  If  we  measure  up  to  the  faith  which  we  have 
professed,  we  will  so  conduct  ourselves  as  to  try  to  preserve 
that  particularly  ImporUnt  principle  In  the  bill,  and  we  can 
only  do  so  by  spe«Hilly  passing  it  on  to  those  upon  whom  the 
responsibility  will  rest  for  the  destroying  of  It,  if  It  is  destroyed. 
I  trust,  Mr.  President,  now  that  we  have  had  these  weeks  of 
discussion,  that  we  may  proceed  to  devote  our  time  rather  to 
voting  than  to  debating. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  when  I  yielded  to  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  a  mom«it  ago  I  had  not  quite  completed  what  I 
purposed  to  say,  but  I  am  very  glad  that  he  Interrupted  me 
and  said  what  he  did. 

Mr.  President,  in  addition  to  what  I  have  already  said,  I 
wish  to  state  that  what  I  desire  and  what  I  think  this  Chamber 
desires  is  that  every  Senator  shall  have  an  opportunity,  If  he 
desires,  to  express  himself  with  reference  to  every  amendment 
reported  by  the  committee  and  every  paragraph  In  the  pending 
bill  that  we  may  hereafter  seek  to  modify  or  amend.  I  believe 
that  there  will  be  from  now  on  but  llttie  discussion  about  most 
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of  the  «in*ndiB«tB  not  acted  upon  or  which  may  hereafter  be 
propoded  fr>'tii  the  floor. 

I  think  tb«  Henatur  from  Maho  is  entirely  right  when  be  sayi 
that  niont  of  the  mottrw  bare  been  thoroughly  thfmght  out 
The  S«*natc  him  liwome  Intcrcntcd  In  tariff  roTislon  an  It  has 
Derer  been  lntrr^te<l  In  any  tariff  revision  heretofore  made. 
All  of  na  hare  been  atudylni;  the  amendmonta  to  the  Uoum  pro- 
TlNlon*  which  hare  or  bate  not  be«  aniende<l  by  the  Senate 
Vtnaorv  Committjv,  and  I  think  we  Imtu  all  about  made  up  our 
ml/ids  11*  to  bow  w«  want  to  rote.  I  bellere  there  will  be  from 
BOW  oil.  UK  the  Henator  from  Maho  hait  Indicated,  but  very  little 
dtw-UMlon  with  rmpiTt  to  the  amendments.  I  think  from  now 
on  we  will  make  very  rapid  protrrcM  and  that  It  is  highly  prob- 
able that  we  will  be  able  to  dlxiiONe  of  the  amendmenta  and  act 
iipi*D  the  bill  before  the  termination  of  the  extraordinary  ses- 
sion of  Congnsn,  which  will,  of  course,  automatically  end  at 
the  beicinnlnic  of  the  next  reifulsir  setwion.  1  hopa  we  will  be 
abltt  to  <lo  iH>  at  leaxt ;  but  we  want  to  do  it  not  by  auppreasinc 
an  expression  of  rieus  and  opinions.  We  want  to  do  it  in  a  way 
whic-b  will  fire  full  opportunity  of  discussion. 

Mr.  I'reNldent.  we  on  thla  side  of  the  Chamber  are  aoxiona  to 
so  rffurui  the  bill  as  pttssed  by  the  House  that  we  may  so  per- 
fect the  bill  that  we  can  vote.  It  Is  exceedingly  important  that 
we  should  hare  tariff  legislAtlon  at  the  present  session.  What 
has  already  been  acc«)mplifihed  in  the  wuy  of  amendments  to 
the  bill  Is  of  vast  and  almost  Inestimable  Importance  to  the 
country.  There  is  the  flexible  tariff  provision  which  has  been 
amended  restorini;  to  the  representatives  of  the  people  their 
constitutional  authority  to  nuke  tariffs  and  to  impose  tariff 
taxes,  and  denying  In  a  way  which  can  not  be  mistaken  the 
right  under  the  Constitutiton  of  anybody  except  the  representa- 
tives of  the  people  in  Congre^  to  impose  taxes  upon  them. 
That  is  a  great  accumplislimeut.  It  I*  the  more  significant  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  we  have  retained  in  all  its  rigor  the  great 
fact-flnding  body  which  we  establlsbe*!  many  years  ago  by  the 
acqui«M^'n<«  of  both  parties  in  the  country.  We  bare  not  only 
retained  that  organization,  but  we  have  safeguarded  it  against 
the  Influences  which  have  heretofore  operated  greatly  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  commission  and  to  the  undermining  of  public 
confidence  in  the  commission. 

At  the  same  time,  Mr.  President,  we  have  adopted  a  method 
by  which  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  can  quickly  act 
U|xin  tariff  matters  which  may  come  before  the  commission 
either  by  its  voluntary  action  or  upon  the  application  of  a  tax- 
payer or  upon  the  request  emanating  from  tiie  Congresa  If 
the  Congress  at  any  time  shall  feel  that  there  is  some  Industry 
in  the  country  which  Is  entitled  to  a  better  rate  or  some  industry 
In  the  country  which  is  receiving  a  higher  rate  of  tariff  protec- 
tion than  It  is  entitled  to,  the  Congress  may  act  itself  merely 
by  directing  and  requesting  tlie  Tariff  Commission  immediately 
to  proceed  to  investigate  that  particular  case  and  report  to 
Congress  so  that  It  may  take  up  that  item,  and  that  item  alone, 
4nd  a«"t  upon  It  Immediately.  In  other  words,  we  have  dis- 
placed that  pert  of  the  old  flexible-tariff  system  which  per- 
mitted the  President  to  make  tariff  duties  and  we  have  substi- 
tuted the  Congress:  but  we  have  provide^!  a  method  by  which 
Congress  can  act  almost  as  quickly  as  the  President  wherever 
8U<-h  action  may  be  require*!.  That  also  is  a  great  achiere- 
meiit,  and  if  nothing  else  shall  be  accomplished  in  the  revision 
of  the  tariff  laws,  that  in  itself  will  Justify  the  time  which  has 
been  taken  by  the  Senate  in  its  consideration  of  the  bill. 

But,  Mr.  PresidetU,  we  have  pone  further.  We  have  adde<i 
the  deltenture  system.  I  maintain  that  by  reason  of  circum- 
atances  conntvted  with  agriculture,  which  I  need  not  now  de- 
scribe because  they  are  well  tuiderstood  by  every  Sena  tew,  the 
great  majority  of  rates  which  we  impose  or  may  impose  in  this 
bill  fixing  duties  upon  agricultural  proilucts  will  of  necessity  be 
largely,  if  not  totally,  inoperative  if  we  stop  there.  The  Idea 
that  we  bad  when  we  projected  the  debenture  acheme  into  this 
controversy  was  not  that  It  was  a  self-acting  instrumoitality. 
It  was  not  the  idea  that  the  debenture  alone  could  help  agri- 
culture. 

The  idea  was — and  it  is  fundamental — that  the  debenture  was 
a  mere  agency,  a  mere  Instrument,  to  make  effective  tariff  rates 
to  which  agriculture  is  entitled,  but  which,  by  reason  of  the 
conditions  of  agriculture  not  only  In  this  country  but  In  the 
world,  could  not  be  and  would  not  be  operative  unless  assisted 
by  some  other  ajrency  than  the  mere  rate  imposed.  We  ha%e 
therefore  devised  this  scheme,  which  will  enable  us  to  deal  with 
agriculture  tlirough  the  tariff  in  Just  as  effective  a  way  as  here- 
tofore we  have  been  able  to  deal  with  the  industries  through 
the  tariff. 

I  m^-self,  Mr.  President,  had  despaired  of  Congress  ever  being 
able,  howerer  much  it  might  bt  inclined  to  do  Justice  to  agri- 
culture through  the  tariff,  to  raise  agriculture  to  anything  like 
a  parity  or  an  economic  equality  through  the  tariff  with  the 
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ndustrles;  but  with  the  machinery  which  we  have  provided  In 
his  bill  through  the  debenture  scheme  that  will  be  possible; 
tnd  the  fact  that  it  will  be  iKwsihle  Is,  to  my  mind,  one  of  the 
nost  cheering  things  that  has  ever  happened  to  that  element  of 
>ur  people  who  are  engaged  In  agriculture  or  who  are  Interested 
n  agriculture. 

Whereas  heretoff»re  a  tariff  rate  Imposed  In  many  Instnncet 
las  been  of  no  value  to  the  fanner  whatever,  but  has  been  at 
ineffective  to*  the  paper  raUm  which  we  put  Into  the  agricul- 
tural emergency  tariff  act,  with  the  debenture  scheme  In  tha 
)lll  wo  can  now  flx  tariff  rates  on  ngrlctilture  which  will  be 
•ffectire  in  giving  the  farmer  protection  against  his  foreign 
?«»mpetltor.    It  Is  tlie  grcHfent  achievement  in  behalf  of  agrlcul- 
ure  In  the  history  of  our  tariff  legislation. 

Now.  however,  what  do  we  find?     We  find  Senators  on  the 

other  side  of  the  Chamber  have  devised  a  scheme  which  Mr. 

TiLMort,  the  leader  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  disclosed  In 

I  speech  which  he  made  the  other  day,  by  which.  In  the  secret 

rhamber  of  the  committee  of  conference,  this  bill,  carrying  thla 

t   scheme  of   relief   to   the   farmer,   shall   be   stifled   and 

trangled  to  death.    That  Is  the  scheme  which  Senators  on  the 

ther  side  have  in  mind  In  the  proposal  which  has  been  made 

y  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  the  able  senior  Senator  from 

Ttah. 

Mr.  President,  what  I  have  stated  has  already  been  accom- 
llshed  for  the  farmer.  Furthermore,  we  shall,  when  we  reach 
the  agricultural  schedule,  I  hope  lm[)o«e  such  duties  as,  with  the 
aid  of  the  debenture,  will  put  the  farmer,  if  not  entirely  upon 
a  parity  with  other  Industries,  at  least  approximately  approach 
the  economic  equality  sought.  I  am  satisfied  we  shall  have  the 
votes  to  do  that ;  I  am  satisfied  we  shall  have  enough  votes  to 
write  the  agricultural  schedule  In  such  a  way  that,  with  the 
help  of  the  del>enture  which  we  have  written  Into  the  bill,  the 
rates  provided  will  beccime  effective  and  give  the  farmer  the 
relief  which  he  has  sought  and  the  relief  which  Senators  on  the 
other  side  would  take  away  from  him  by  destroying  that  neces- 
sary aid  if  he  Is  to  secure  such  relief.    We  propose  to  do  that 

In  tlie  paragraphs  which  have  not  already  been  acted  upon 
and  In  those  to  which  amendments  have  not  been  reported  by 
the  committee  and  to  which  therefore  we  can  not  under  the 
rules  at  this  stage  offer  amendments  as  they  are  reached, 
where  the  rates  proposed  In  the  bill  are  thought  to  be  unjust 
or  unfair  to  the  consumers  and  to  all  the  Industries  of  the  coun- 
try, we  shall  propose  such  amendments  as  will  to  some  extent 
modify  the  rates  In  the  present  law  or  the  bill,  and  secure  the 
passage  of  a  bill  which  will  be  very  different  from  the  bill 
which  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  majority  of  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  have  presented  to  us. 

With  these  changes,  air.  President,  namely,  the  amendment  to 
the  flexible  tariff  provision,  the  addition  of  the  debenture  as  an 
aid  to  agriculture,  the  Imposition  and  modification  of  rates  in 
the  way  I  have  indicated,  the  elimination  of  Rlarlnjrly  unjust 
rates  in  the  present  law  or  In  the  bill,  will  so  re-form  the  bill  as 
to  make  it  reasonably  satisfactory.  Of  course,  we  can  not  In 
the  short  time  allowed  us  remove  all  the  crudities,  inconsisten- 
cies, and  excesses  of  the  bill  or  the  present  la^.  By  the  process 
of  revision  which  I  have  indicated,  aided  by  the  things  that  we 
have  already  done  with  respect  to  the  administrative  features, 
I  believe  we  can  make  a  bill  which,  if  not  entliely  satisfactory, 
yet  will  be  a  bill  which  both  sides  of  the  Chamber  can  support. 
Of  course,  not  with  unanimity,  but  with  such  a  majority  as  will 
cheer  the  people  of  this  country,  who  are  anxious  that  some- 
thing shall  be  done  that  will  be  beneficial  not  only  to  one  sec- 
tion of  the  country,  not  only  to  one  section  of  Industry,  but 
which  will  t)e  of  great  benefit  to  every  section  of  the  country,  to 
all  the  industries  of  the  country,  and  especially  to  the  forgotten 
consumors  of  the  country. 

Mr.  President,  we  hope  to  be  able  to  do  that,  and  to  do  it  in 
the  open,  to  do  it  with  as  little  delay  as  possible ;  and  then  in 
conference  we  hope  to  be  able  to  maintain  and  bring  to  prac- 
tical fruition  the  great  work  which  we  have  accomplished  in 
this  Chamber  in  behalf  of  the  American  people. 

Mr.  President,  when  the  bill  gets  into  conference  it  may 
t>e — although  I  hope  it  will  not — that  the  President  may  feel 
Justified  in  interfering,  and  that  his  alleged  dominant  Influence 
with  the  other  party  to  the  conference  may  produce  a  deadUx-k, 
defeating,  for  the  time  being,  all  tariff  legislation,  and  leaving, 
as  Mr.  TiLSON  says,  to  the  I»resident  the  sole  and  exclusive 
power,  with  the  aid  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  to  change  up  or 
down  the  taxes  that  the  representatives  of  the  people  In  Con- 
gress have  written,  not  in  a  few  ca.ses,  but  in  a  multitude  of 
cases,  revising  the  tariff,  as  Mr.  Tiuso:^  has  Indicated,  by  chang- 
ing sucIj  rates  of  the  present  law  that  it  seems  to  him  desirable 
to  change  both  In  the  agricultural  and  in  the  industrial  sched- 
ules, and  thus  gather  unto  himself  the  power  of  radically  modi- 
fying and  rewriting  rates  prescribed  by  the  Congress. 
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Mr.  President,  If  that  shall  happen,  we  can  not  help  It;  but 
we  want  to  write  this  bill  not  in  such  a  way  as  that  when 
we  go  into  conference  we  shall  be  confronted  by  the  House  with 
tlie  statement,  "After  you  had  disclosed  that  you  controlled 
the  body  yon  went  off  Into  a  chamlvr  and,  through  a  com- 
mittee, wrote  these  rates  and  dumped  them  ui»on  the  Senate, 
without  an  <»pportunity  on  the  part  of  the  Meti)t»ers  of  that  body 
to  conMlder  ami  discuss  them;  you  adopted  them  one  after 
another  without  due  ctmslderatlon  or  discussion,  and  therefore 
there  haN  inn-n  no  real  expression  of  the  will  of  the  Senate  upon 
the  schedules  excejjt  upon  the  amendnionts  to  the  three  r^-hed- 
ules  which  have  already  been  acte<l  u|w»n." 

Has  not  the  Senator  from  Ut«b  sufficient  foresight,  has  be 
not  Hufflclent  vUion.  and  have  not  th^ise  who  have  proposal  this 
ncbenie  sufllclent  vision  to  know  that  that  would  be  the  slttia- 
tion;  that  it  would  embarrass  and  hamper  and  handicap  and 
bog  tie  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  this  hotly  to  go  into  a 
committee  of  conference  with  a  bUi  that  had  been  in  large  part 
framed  and  then  paRse<l  as  it  would  b<>  Implied  we  had  done 
if  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  should  be  adiipted, 
without  due  discussion  and  deliberation? 

No,  Mr.  President ;  when  we  go  into  the  conference  wl»b  this 
bill  we  want  to  be  able  to  say  that  every  Item  in  it  hae  been 
open  to  the  free  discussion  by  every  Senator  In  this  body :  that 
there  was  no  unreasonable  cloture ;  that  there  was  no  suppres- 
uion;  that  there  was  no  8tar<hamber  procetnling :  that  the 
amendments  which  we  have  made  to  the  House  bill  represent  the 
deliberate  and  well-considered  action  of  the  Senate  In  the  open 
up<^i  the  Senate  floor,  and  we  therefore  feel  impelled  to  stand 
firmly  and  steadfastly  by  the  action  of  that  body,  especially 
upon  the  essential  and  fundamental  things  Involved  In  Its 
action.  If  we  appoint  conferees  who  will  not  thus  stand  for 
them,  we  can  change  them  and  appoint  conferees  who  will 
stand  for  the  action  of  the  Senate. 

I  am  pleading  now.  Mr.  President,  for  the  life  of  this  bill. 
What  I  mean  to  say  is  that  what  has  been  proposed  is  a  scheme 
which  if  adopted  would  disarm  the  Senate  conferees  and  put 
them  at  a  disadvantage  in  the  conference  deliberations. 

Mr.  President.  I  hope  Senators  will  reflect  upon  the  scheme 
which  has  already  been  disclosed  by  the  majority  leader  of  the 
Hou.se — the  scheme  to  wipe  out  all  that  we  have  done;  the 
scheme  to  throttle  and  destroy  the  work  of  this  extraordinary 
session,  restore  the  old  order  of  things  here,  and  permit  the 
President,  upt>n  the  report  of  the  commission  based  on  a  hurried 
examination  of  the  hearings  taken  In  the  House  and  Senate  on 
this  bill,  to  take  final  action  upon  such  Iteirrs  of  the  bill  as  he 
may  think  require  action  raising  or  lowering  the  rates  of  the 
present  law  to  the  extent  of  50  per  cent  either  way.  That  Is 
the  scheme ;  and  thus  we  would  witness  the  spectacle  of  the 
President  practically  making  a  revision  of  the  tariff,  and  exer- 
cising a  power  that  never  ought  to  have  been  conferred  upon 
him  and  that  takes  from  the  people  a  right  that  the  Anglo- 
Saxon  peoples  of  the  world  have  prized  above  all  other  govern- 
mental rights,  a  right  they  have  traditionally  and  stubbornly 
maintained  and  protecte<l — namely,  the  control  of  the  purse 
strings  of  the  Nation  and  the  levying  of  taxes  upon  the  people 
by  and  through  their  representatives  as  a  part  of  the  liberty 
which  that  great  race  has  achieved,  not  only  in  this  country  but 
in  every  country  where  It  is  dominant. 

No !  We  will  never  give  that  up.  We  ought  not  to  give  that 
up.  Whenever  the  people  of  this  country  shall  permanently 
turn  over  the  final  decision  of  what  taxes  they  shall  pay  to  any 
agency  whatsoever  other  than  the  body  created  by  them  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  expression  to  their  will  and  signifying  their 
assent  to  these  taxes,  then  I  predict  that  the  entering  wedge 
will  have  been  driven  Into  the  whole  constitutional-  fabric  upon 
which  the  prosperity  and  happiness  and  greatness  and  glory  and 
power  of  this  great  country  of  ours  Is  based. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  Incorporate  in  the  Retoed  at  the  end 
of  my  remarks  an  account  which  appeared  in  the  Evening  Star 
of  Washington  of  Friday,  November  8,  1929.  with  reference  to 
the  matters  I  discussed  as  to  the  attitude  of  the  leader  of  the 
House,  Mr.  Tilbon.  I  wish  It  printed  at  the  close  of  my 
remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  In  the  chair).  With- 
out objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows: 
[Prom  the  Evening  Star,  Washington,  D.  C,  Friday,  November  8.  1929] 

By  Will  P.  Kennedy 

Senator  Moses,  of  New  Hampshire,  President  pro  tempore  of  the 
Senate,  declared  to  a  gathering  of  50  New  England  manufactarlng  and 
export  execntlvea,  otBcials  of  the  Departments  of  State  and  Commerce, 
and  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  from  New   England  last  night 
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that  be  "would  prefer  the  preMnt  tariff  law  with  Its  flexible  pro- 
vlaion,  whereby  a  wise  President  can  give  the  rates  Induatrkt  need** 
to  the  tariff  bill  as  It  now  stands  In  the  Senate. 

He  condemned  "  a  movement  that  is  afoot  to  turn  over  the  hom* 
market!  to  foretgnera." 

Hoaa«>  Leader  Tit.aos,  following  Senator  Moses,  said  be  expect*  the 
Houae  to  work  out  •  tariff  Mil  that  wfll  "  «et  rid  of  soom  of  tiM 
tiarnactea  the  Senate  hAs  put  upon  It,"  and  then  aaiil,  •isulflcantly. 
"  If  not,  we  can  retain  aonie  of  the  prorlslOBS  of  tb«  praaent  law." 

Theae  New  Bngland  bitalneaa  leaders  are  apeodlng  two  days  In  the 
Capital  making  an  Intenaiva  atady  of  the  foreign  trade  aervlea  avail- 
able  to  American  manufscturera  at  the  Department  of  Ceamiercc  and 
to  d'-monatrate  to  tboir  repreaentatlvea  in  CongreM  and  to  the  F<4- 
eral  departnwuta  that  they  are  vitally  Interested  In  aggreaaivly  pro- 
moting New  Bngland'a  foreign  trade.  Tbe  tour  la  under  the  aoaplees 
o.  the  .New  England  Export  Hub,  of  the  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce. 
In  cooperation  with  tbe  New  England  olBce  of  tbe  redcral  Bureau  of 
Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce  and  tbe  AaBoclated  Industries  of 
Mastuicbtisetta. 

Representative  TiLSOM  said  later  that  he  had  returned  to  Washing- 
ton apecittrally  to  learn  "what  tbe  Senate  la  going  to  do  with  tba 
tariff  bill,"  and  will  hold  eonferencea  with  Senate  and  House  leader*. 
He  expressed  his  belief  that  "  the  Senate  baa  done  a  great  deal  of 
harm  to  tbe  tariff  bill,"  and  predicted  that  the  Houae  will  not  accept 
the  del>entare8  plan  as  tacked  on  to  tbe  Mil  In  tbe  Senate.  He  waa 
emphatic  In  aaying  that  tbe  Houae  will  not  anrrender  tbe  flexible- 
tariff  provision. 

The  hint  thus  given  by  a  leader  In  both  tbe  Senate  and  House  that 
the  tariff  Mil  might  be  allowed  to  fall  so  as  to  retain  the  flexible-tariff 
provision  that  la  in  the  preaent  Fordney-McCumt>er  Act  gives  encourage- 
ment to  the  plan  that  baa  been  diacosaed  secretly  by  Honse  atrategista. 

Briefly  they  propoae  to  let  the  tottering  Hawley-Smoor  tariff  bill  die 
when  It  comes  back  from  tbe  Senate.  Then  the  Fordney-McCnml)eT 
Tariff  Act,  which  initiated  the  "  flexible-Uriff  "  provlalon.  would  operate. 
Under  this  President  Uoorer  couid  aay  to  tbe  Tariff  Commission : 

"  Extensive  hearings  have  been  held  In  both  Honse  and  Senate  ahow- 
ing  the  need  for  increases  in  tariff  duties.  I  want  you  to  make  a 
careful  study  of  those  hearinga  and  of  other  Information  yuu  hav« 
available,  and  to  report  to  me  with  recommendations  on  all  agricultural 
products,  and  on  certain  other  induatriai  products  regarding  tbe  need 
for  protection." 

The  President  could  then,  on  audi  recommendationa,  exerdae  his 
authority  to  Increase  duties  up  to  50  per  cent  of  present  duties.  Com- 
modities that  really  muat  have  protection  could  get  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
of  the  committee,  which  will  be  again  stated  by  the  clerk. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  107,  line  4,  after  the  word 
"  metal,"  it  is  proposed  to  Insert  "  or  porcelain." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  I»resident,  I  desire  to  submit 
a  few  observations  on  the  proposal  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Utah. 

It  is  now  the  9th  day  of  November,  1929.  As  I  understand 
the  proposal,  It  Is  that  we  shall  now  take  a  recess  until  the  20th 
of  November  to  allow  the  so-called  coalition  to  agree  upon  such 
rates  as  are  satisfactory  to  them,  and  then  that  the  Senate  shall 
resume  its  deliberations,  and  vote  on  the  rates  thus  proposed 
without  further  debate. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  reaching  the  conclusion  of  Schedule  No. 
3.  The  total  number  of  schedules  in  the  bill  is  15.  In  other 
words,  when  we  shall  have  concluded  the  schedule  on  which  we 
are  now  working,  there  will  still  be  12  more  schedules  with 
which  to  deal,  and,  In  addition  to  that,  the  very  considerable 
free  list.  We  have  actually  considered  the  Senate  committee 
amendments  appearing  upon  about  one-third  the  number  of 
pages  that  are  covered  by  these  15  schedules  and  the  free  list. 
Amendments  from  the  floor  to  these  three  schedules  still  re- 
main to  be  presented ;  and  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  Is 
that  we  take  a  recess  f<»r  11  days  In  order  to  allow  the  so-called 
coalition  to  agree  upon  these  rates  In  the  bill,  and  then  come  in 
and  vote  on  them  without  debate.  The  mere  statement  of  the 
proposal  shows  the  absurdity  of  it. 

But,  Mr.  President,  there  is  embodied  here  an  Idea  that  per- 
haps characterizes  the  forces  originally  supporting  this  hiil  and 
those  opposing  it.  I  undertake  to  say  that  the  idea  of  having 
this  bill  referred  to  a  committee  that  shall  be  designated  by  the 
so-called  coalition,  with  the  exi>ectation  that  rates  will  be  acreed 
ui)on.  is  simply  an  impossibility.  I  speak,  I  think,  advisedly 
concerning  the  Democratic  side  of  the  Senate.  They  are  not 
accustomed  to  subordinate  their  own  Judgment  about  all  political 
matters  to  the  Judgment  and  views  of  a  small  committee  of 
so-called  leaders.  Each  Member  upon  this  side  of  the  Senate 
has  his  own  individual  convictions  concerning  the  rates  in  this 
bill,  and  each  Member  prt)po8es  to  exercise  his  own  Judgment 
with  re^>ect  to  the  matter. 
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I  am  in  no  p<«itIon  to  apeak  for  those  upon  the  other  side 
who  hare  generally  be*n  voting  with  us  with  respect  to  the 
rate*  but  I  fw'l  that  their  views  are  quite  that  way.  I  under- 
lake  to  day  that  it  is  linposKlble  to  organize  a  committee  upon 
the  oth«r  Hide  of  the  Chamber  among  those  who  have  been 
Totln*  with  the  Democrats  uFM>n  this  measure  Ronwally  whose 
Judcmcnt    wUl    be    accepted    by    the    rest    of    that    particular 

continK»'nt  .  ^  .    »     ,ij 

It  Is  not  at  all  surprlsiuK  to  me  that  such  a  proposal  should 
have  been  made  by  the  Senator  from  Utah,  because  that  is  the 
way  the  party  of  which  he  Is  a  distinjruished  and  shining 
member  generally  operate*.  The  leaders  propose  the  plan  to 
be  fbllow*«d.  an<l  the  ref  t  are  expected  to  faU  right  In  line  and 
pursue  the  course  that  is  thus  outlined.  We  can  not  do  that. 
Neither.  I  un«lertake  to  say.  can  the  si»-callod  progressives  upon 
the  other  side  of  the  Chamber. 

But  Mr  I^resident.  there  is  another  thing:  In  addition  to 
the  lmp<»s«ibiiity  of  it.  Jet  us  understand  that  when  these  rates 
are  thus  reported,  as  is  contemplated  by  the  prop«»sal  of  the 
Henator  from  Utah,  then  they  are  to  be  voted  upou  without 
debatv.  Is  the  Henator  from  Utah  afrai<l  to  have  the  proposals 
of  the  Committee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate  discussed  openly?  Is 
he  afraid  that  dlscussiim  «)f  these  rates  will  serve  still  further 
to  stigmatise  the  work  of  the  committee? 

Mr    SMlxyr.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  certainly  does  not  ol>- 
Ject  to  that.  The  Senator  must  know  that  all  that  the  Senator 
from  Utah  had  in  mind  was  to  get  the  bill  pa.ssed  and  get  it 
Into  conference :  and  if  the  conferees  do  not  bring  us  a  bill  that 
is  satisfactory,  the  rept>rt  can  be  rejected. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Exactly.  The  Senator  wants  the 
bill  i»a."«ied  witliout  any  discus.><ion  at  all  of  the  rates 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No. 

Mr.  WAI.,SH  of  Montana.  Just  a  plain  vote,  so  that,  as  was 
jto  well  said  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simuons], 
when  I  he  hill  gets  into  conference  there  will  be  nothing  available 
in  sui>pi>rt  of  the  contentions  made  by  the  Senate  conferees  in 
relation  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Just  a  moment,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MofUana.     We  have  seen  this  before. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     1  yield  to  the  Senator. 

«    Mr.  SMOOT.     I  at  least  hope  that  one  thing  will  result  from 

what  has  happened  to-day — that   when   we  meet  at  10  o'clock 

in  the  morning,  and  hold  the  Senate  In  session  until  6,  from  four 

to  six  hours  of  that  time  will  not  be  utiliaed  for  the  discussion 

of  things  that  have  no  relevance  whatever  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Then,  the  Senator  ought  not  to  In- 
terrupt the  proceedings  by  making  such  an  absurd  proposal  as 
he  has  offered  to  us  this  morning. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  propi»sed  it,  Mr.  President,  with  one  idea, 
and  that  Is  this :  We  are  making  no  headway  at  all  on  the  bill 
to-day:  and  I  was  perfectly  willing,  as  far  as  1  was  concerned, 
to  give  time — and  if  there  is  not  enough  time  let  us  extend  it — 
to  prepare  the  amendmetita  that  will  be  offered  and  will  be  roted 
for  anyhow. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course.  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
Senator  that  we  are  making  no  »ub«tantial  progrras  on  the  bill. 
Ou  the  contrary,  I  think  fur  the  laitt  two  days  we  have  made 
Tery  sabstantial  progress. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  that  is  the  case,  we  will  be  on  the  bill  for 
months  and  months. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  8eiiati>r  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  do. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  venture  the  suggestion  that  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  we  would  now 
have  reached  the  end  of  the  metals  schedule. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     1  am  quite  sure  we  would. 
Mr.    SMOOT.    The   Senator   from   Utah  has   not  taken  any 
time. 
Mr.  FES&    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  107,  line  10,  after  the  word 
"  scoops."  to  strike  out  "  fork^  hoes,  rakes,"  so  as  to  make  the 
p«nisr«plk  read: 
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Pak.  373.  Shovels,  gpades,  scoops,  scythes,  sickles,  grass  hooks,  corn 
ki  Ives,  and  drainage  tools,  and  parts  thereof,  composed  wholly  or  la 
ctlef  valoe  of  metal,  whether  partly  or  wholly  manufactured,  30  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  I  wanted  to  sp<'ak  on  the  amend* 
nent  that  the  Chair  has  pronounced  carried  without  having 
a  ly  consideration  whatever. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  move  recon- 
sideration? 

Mr   FESS      Yes*  I  do. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  vote  will  be 
ri  considered.    The  Senator  from  Ohio  is  recogideed. 

Mr.  FESS.  On  the  item  of  porcelain,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Utah  whether  the  statement  of  a  constituent  who 
h»s  written  to  me  representing  several  others  who  have  llke- 
M  Ise  written  is  a  correct  one.    He  makes  this  statement : 

Porcelain  parts  might  be  classified  as  low  as  10  per  cent  as  the 
pirts  of  automobiles  jind  as  high  as  30  p^r  cent  as  parts  of  machines. 

Or.  in  other  words,  that  there  would  be  a  confusion ;  that  th»y 
might  be  classified  under  two  classes— in  one  case  at  10  per 
e  fnt,  in  the  other  case  at  30  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  desire  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
f  ict  that  spark  plugs  for  automobiles,  to  which  he  refers,  carry 
2  5  per  cent  ad  valorem 

Mr.  FESS.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  And  parts  of  machines  carry  whatever  rate  Is 
voted  on  page  107.  The  rate  there  has  already  been  decreased 
h  J-  a  vote  of  the  Senate  from  30  to  25  per  cent 

Mr.  FESS.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  has  just  been  done;  but  if  it  came  under 
t  le  classlfltation  of  escalators  or  machines  for  cutting,  it  would 
I  e  either  :15  or  40  per  cent. 

Mr.  FESS.  Then  the  statement  that  there  might  be  two 
assessments  on  this  particular  article  can  not  be  true? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  that  can  not  be  so. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President,  may  I  interrupt  the  Senator? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  FESS.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.  The  thought  that  Impelled  the  committee  to  put 
ia  the  words  "or  porcelain"  lay  In  the  fact  that  in  knitting 
I  lachinery  and  braiding  machinery  there  are  a  lot  of  little  hooks 
nade  of  porcelain  of  special  shapes  which  are  not  made  at  all 
i)  this  country,  or  made  very  little  here;  and  it  seemed  to  us 
t  aat  it  was  wrong  that  they  should  carry  the  very  high  rates  on 
I  orcelain  products  when  they  were  not  competing  with  anything. 
'  "hey  are  really  parts  of  those  big  knitting  and  braiding  ma- 
(hiiies.  It  was  a  reduction  in  duty  that  we  had  in  mind  in 
Iiutting  them  In  here.  We  thought  it  was  justified  because  they 
1  re  not  made  in  this  country. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  will  read  the  paragraph,  he  can 
llainly  see  that  it  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  an  auto- 
1  lobile,  because  the  paragraph  provides  "  all  other  machines, 
I  nished  or  unfinished,  not  specially  provided  for."  This  pro- 
1  Ides  for  **  parts  not  specially  provided  for."  It  can  not  refer 
(o  automobiles.  Automobiles  are  specially  provided  for,  and 
Ibis  says  "not  specially  provided  for." 

Mr.  FESS.    Then  my  constituent  has  the  wrong  idea. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    He  must  have. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
I  meudment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President.  I  am  going  to  ask  the  Senator 
1  rom  Utah  now  if  he  will  not  turn  to  iwragraph  365,  page  89. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  going  to  ask  that,  becau.'^e  I  understand 
1  hat  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  willing  that  that  amendment 
1  hould  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objection  to  this. 

thought  it  was  really  taken  up  yesterday,  but  I  find  it  was  not. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yesterday  there  was  a  request  that  it  go  over. 

Mr.  REED.     Which  amendment  does  the  Senator  mean? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  amendment  on  line  22. 
Mr.  REED.     Does  the  Senator  want  to  have  that  disagreed  to? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     No. 

Mr.  REED.  Is  the  amendment  to  which  the  Senator  refers 
>n  page  89.  in  line  22? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes.  That  was  pas.sed  over.  The  amendment 
s  to  strike  out  "  $25  "  and  to  insert  "  $17.50." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  amendment  was,  on  page  89,  line  22,  under  the  provision 
Tor  "  Shotguns,  rifles,  and  combination  shotguns  and  rifles, 
*  *  *  valued  at  more  than  $10  and  not  more  than  $25  each, 
56,"  to  strike  out  "  $25  "  and  im»ert  in  lieu  thereof  "  $17.50." 
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Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  I  asked  yesterday  that  that 
go  over,  with  the  hope  that  somebody  would  make  an  expla- 
nation as  to  why  the  committee  had  changed  front  The 
explanation  has  not  come,  but  I  have  no  objection  to  the  matter 
being  consi<lered. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  is  it  understood  that  the  amend- 
ment to  be  disagreed  to  is  that  which  is  in  line  22  and  the 
first  figure  In  line  23?  If  that  is  the  only  disagreement,  I  have 
no  ohjei^^tlon.  but  when  we  get  further  on  down  in  the  para- 
graph to  the  more  expensive  shotguns,  I  will  have  a  word  to 
sav, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  wants  to  complete  the  other 
amendment,  providing  for  guns  valued  at  more  than  $17.50  and 
not  more  than  $25  each,  we  can  take  that  up. 

The  VICF:  PRESIDENT.     They  are  separate  amendments. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  if  part  of  it  is  going  over, 
all  of  It  ought  to  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  think  there  Is  any  objection  to  it 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  umlerstood  yesterday  everything  in  the 
paragraph  had  been  agreed  to  with  the  exception  of  the  amend- 
ment providing  for  the  puns  valucil  at  more  than  $17.50  and  not 
more  than  $25  each. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     This  Is  a  part  of  It. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Let  it  all  go  over  if  part  of  it  is  to  go 
over. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President.  I  am  not  asking  that  any  of  it 
go  over.  I  simply  want  to  make  a  brief  statement  about  very 
high-priced  shotguns  before  we  pjiss  the  subject  over,  and  per- 
haps now  is  as  cood  a  time  as  any. 

A  sulwtantial  number  of  American  sportsmen  in  recent  years 
have  l)een  getting  guns  made  to  order  in  England  and  in  Bel- 
glum,  mt«tly  in  Ix)ndon.  and  paying  four  and  five  hundred  dol- 
liirs  apiece  for  them.  If  there  is  anything  in  the  world  that 
is  a  luxury,  it  is  one  of  those  guns.  Regardless  of  what  the 
Senate  niav  do  in  respect  of  the  low-priced  anti  medium-priced 
guns,  I  think  there  is  every  reason  in  the  world  for  putting  a 
substantial  duty  on  the  high  priced  guns.  That  was  the  action 
taken  by  the  committee  on  this  highest  bracket. 

We  can  make  just  as  good  guns  in  this  country  as  can  be 
made  abroad.  On  these  very  expensive  guns  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  handwork,  a  lot  of  engraving,  a  lot  of  fancy  work,  and 
it  might  just  as  well  be  protected.  It  is  not  going  to  hurt  any- 
bmly  to  put  this  tariff  on,  and  it  will  maintain  the  industry 

here. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  is  the  Senator  referring 
to  the  amendment  In  line  25,  page  89,  and  line  1,  on  page  90? 

Mr.  REED.  Particularly  to  the  one  in  line  1  on  page  90, 
guns  valued  at  over  $50. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     The  two  go  together, 

Mr.  REED.     That  is  all  right 

The  VICE  I'RESIDEN'T.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment,  which  the  Secretary  will  again  report. 

The  LmiSLATivE  Ci.niK.  On  page  89,  lines  22  and  23,  to  strike 
out  "  $25  '  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "  $17..'50,"  so  as  to  read : 

Talned  at  more  than  flO  and  not  more  than  |17.50  each,  |6  each. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  Lbuihlativt  Clkbk.  On  page  89,  line  23,  to  Insert  the 
words  "  valued  at  more  than  $17.50  and  not  more  than  $25 
each,  $8  each." 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  ask  that  that  amendment  be  rejected. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  LBGist-ATn-B  Cixkk.  Page  89,  line  24.  at  the  end  of  the 
line,  to  strike  out  "  $25  each,  $10  each "  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "  $25  and  not  more  than  $.">0  each,  $10  each ;  valued  at 
more  than  $50  each,  20  per  o^nt  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  committee  does  not  want 
this  amendment  disagreed  to? 

Mr.  HEED.  No.  The  result  of  that  would  be  to  change  the 
duty  only  on  guns  valued  at  more  than  $50.  It  leaves  the  pres- 
ent duty  on  guns  valued  at  less  than  .$,50. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  107,  line  10,  to  strike  out 
the  words  •'  forks,  hoes,  rakes,"  so  as  to  read : 

Tab.  373.  Shovels,  spades,  scoops,  scythes,  sicklea,  grass  hooks,  com 
knives,  and  drainage  tools,  and  parts  thereof,  composed  wholly  or  in 
chief  value  of  metal,  whether  partly  or  wholly  manufactured,  80  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  108,  after  line  2,  to  strike 
out: 

Par.  876.  Antimony,  aa  regulus  or  metal,  2  cents  per  i)ound ;  needle 
or  liquated  antimony,  one-fourth  of  1  cent  per  pound. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  108,  after  line  5,  to  insert: 

Pak.  876.  (a)  Antimony,  as  regulus  or  metal,  of  whatever  grade,  shall 
be  subject  to  duty  as  follows: 

Four  cents  per  pound.  If  the  price  is  not  over  7  cents  per  pound. 

Thr'^  and  one-half  cents  per  pound,  if  the  price  is  over  7  cents  and  not 
over  8  cents  per  ponnd. 

Three  cents  per  pound,  if  the  price  is  over  8  cents  aad  not  over  9 
cents  per  pound. 

Two  and  one-half  cents  per  pound.  If  the  price  Is  over  »  cents  and 
not  over  10  cents  per  pound. 

Two  cents  per  pound,  if  the  price  ia  over  10  cents  and  not  over  11 
cents  per  pound. 

One  and  one-half  cents  per  pound,  if  the  price  is  over  11  cents  and 
not  over  12  cents  per  pound. 

One  cent  per  pound,  if  the  price  is  over  12  cexita  and  not  over  13 
cents  per  pound. 

One-half  cent  per  pound,  if  the  price  ia  over  13  cents  and  not  over 
14  cents  per  pound. 

If  the  price  la  over  14  cents  per  pound,  such  antimony  shall  be  exempt 
from  duty. 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  subparagraph  (a)  "price"  means  the  whole- 
sale price  (averaged  for  a  period  of  one  week)  of  ordinary  brands 
(whether  domestic  or  imported)  In  the  New  York  market  as  shown  by 
the  last  quotation  (given  In  a  recoRnlied  weekly  trade  journal  to  be 
designated  from  time  to  time  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Trensury)  prior 
to  the  date  of  arrival  of  the  imported  antimony  in  the  United  Stafa's. 

(c)  Needle  or  liquated  antimony,  one-fourth  of  1  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  not  the  Senator  from 
Utah  agree  that  this  amendment  may  be  passed  over  until 
Monday? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  would  like  to  have  the  metals  schedule  com- 
pleted to-day. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  want  to  oflfer  an  amendment  that  will 
take  some  little  time  to  discuss,  and  there  is  a  small  attendance 
here  to-day. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  ask  that  it  go  over  for  the  present,  and 
if  we  get  through  the  schedule  perhaps  I  will  ask  that  we  return 

to  it. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  \>e  passed 
over.     The  Secretary  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  110,  line  7,  before  the 
words  "per  pound,"  to  strike  out  "14  cents"  and  insert  "16 
cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Tab.  382.  (a)  Tin  foil  less  than  six  one-thousandths  of  1  inch  In  thick- 
ness, 36  per  cent  ad  valorem  ;  aluminum  foil  less  than  six  one-thou- 
sandths of  1  inch  in  thickness,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  bronxe  powder 
not  of  aluminum,  16  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment  riiould  not 
be  agree<l  to.  That  is  an  Increase  in  the  tariff  on  a  product  of 
which  there  Is  a  practical  monopoly  in  the  United  States.  I 
do  not  want  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Senate  discowsjug  it, 
but  it  should  not  be  agreed  to.  The  domestic  production  cornea 
in  competition  with  very  few  importatioiu*.  My  information  \% 
and  it  is  reliable,  that  not  very  long  ago  the  American  pro- 
ducer was  seeking  to  make  an  arrangement  by  which  he  would 
buy  all  the  foreign  production  and  dump  it  in  the  ocecn  in 
order  that  none  of  it  might  come  In  and  compete  with  hi* 
product. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  110,  line  13,  to  strike  out 
the  words  "  and  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,"  so  as  to  read  : 

Aluminum  bronae  powder,  powdered  foil,  powdered  tin.  flitters,  and 
metnlltca,  manufactured  in  whole  or  in  part,  12  cents  per  p.iund; 
bronze,  or  Dutch  cietal,  or  aluminum,  in  leaf,  6  cents  per  100  leaves; 
brouBo  powder,  or  Dutch  metal  powder,  or  aluminum  powder,  In  leaf, 
6  cents  per  100  leaves.  The  foregoing  rates  on  leaf  apply  to  leaf  not 
exceeding  in  sise  the  equivalent  of  5^  by  5 H  Inches;  additional  duties 
in  the  same  proportion  shall  be  assessed  on  leaf  exceeding  in  Bi»e  said 
equivalent. 

The  amendment  was  agreetl  to. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  I  find  that  it 
is  quite  possible  that  Schedule  4,  "  Wood  and  manufactures  of 
wood,"  may  be  reached  on  Monday.  Months  ago  I  ma<le  ar- 
rangements to  deliver  two  addresses  in  my  State  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  dedication  of  some  monuments  to  World  War  vet- 
erans on  Armistice  Day,  and  I  can  not  be  here.    I  want  to  ask 


3' 


I 


I< 


il 


5384 


CONGRESSIONAL  E  BCORD— SENATE 


ananimoQs  consent  that  SchtHiuJe  5.  "  Suj?ar.  moJaases,  ao<l 
manufactnres  of  sugar  and  in*)lai!«*es,"  be  taken  up  next,  and 
tJuit  foUowinic  tlH»  action  «if  the  Senate  upon  that  schedule 
St'liedule  4  be  taken  up. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  .suggest  to  the  Senator 
that  he  limit  his  request  to  pa*dnK  over  the  wood  schevlule. 
be<-«nHe  the  Senate  may  prefer  to  take  up  some  other  schedule 
than  the  sufcar  sthtnlule?  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  btno  the 
Senate  to  take  up  the  suRar  schedule. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.-wactjusetts.  I  thought  Senators  probably 
would  want  to  know  what  was  to  be  taken  up  on  Monday 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  sugar  st-hedule  would  be  the  next  sched- 
ule to  be  taken  up  in  regular  order,  but  the  Senate  might 
de<i«le  not  to  take  up  that  schedule  but  to  go  to  the  next  sched- 
ule. •' Tobacco."  or  not  to  take  up  the  tobacco  schedule  but  to 
go  on  to  the  next  schedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  a  request  that  If  we  get  through  with 
the  woo<l  .-schedule  on  Momlay  we  pa.«<s  over  the  sugar  .schedule 
until  Tuesday.    I  do  not  know  just  what  to  suggest. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maj^sachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
from  Utah  knows  I  have  not  been  absent  a  single  day  since  the 
tariff  bill  has  been  under  consideration,  even  during  the  sum- 
mer, and  I  would  not  have  consented  even  now  to  flU  this 
H|>enking  engagement  were  It  not  for  the  fact  that  I  did  not 
a.>wume  that  the  Senate  would  be  in  session  on  Armistice  Day. 
I  have  been  getting  a  great  deal  of  criticism  from  my  State  from 
the  fatt  that  the  offices  of  the  Veterans'  Bureau  are  to  be  kept 
open  on  Armistice  I>ay.  and  there  is  a  great  deal  of  criticism  of 
tlie  National  tioveniment  for  taking  that  action.  I  think  it  is 
unfortunate  that  we  should  set  such  an  example  to  the  country 
as  to  iie  ol»ligeii  to  convene  on  Armistice  Day  and  not  join  with 
the  re«t  of  the  people  in  making  that  day  a  great  national 
holiday. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  there  is  no  doubt  but  that  there  are 
enough  amendments  passed  over  to  take  up  more  than  Monday. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  >Ia.««.sachusett».     In  the  metal  schedule? 

Mr.  8M(K>T.  Not  only  in  the  metal  schedule  but  In  connec- 
tion with  amendments  in  other  s<hedules  passed  over.  We  can 
pji.sj*  this  matter  over  and  d«'clde  it  on  MomUiy. 

Mr.  WAI^H  of  Massachusetts.  That  is  very  kind  of  the 
Senator  and  In  ket>tting  with  his  usual  graciousness.  and  I  want 
to  thank  hlni  for  relieving  lue  of  the  feeling  that  I  would  liave 
to  t-ant-el  my  engagement  U.)  speak  in  my  State  on  Monday. 

Mr.  BHorsSAUD.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  mentioned 
augur.  I  would  like  to  know  when  that  matter  will  come  up  in 
its  regular  order.  Is  It  not  understood  that  when  we  are 
throutrh  with  the  amendments  of  the  committee  on  the  various 
sche<lult^  we  shall  then  take  up  individual  amendments? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.s.sachusett9.  I'nfortunately  it  Is  not  so 
understood.  We  attempted  t«»  arrange  the  matter  in  that  way. 
The  senior  Senator  from  Utah  has  been  trying  to  make  such  an 
amingenient.  but  owing  to  the  absence  of  the  Junior  Senator 
fntni  rtah  (Mr.  Ki.'«ol  his  request  that  we  make  such  an 
arrangement  has  not  met  with  any  success  with  reference  to 
tl>e  tirst  three  schedules. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  am  in  hopes  that  with  the 
remaining  schwlules,  beginning  with  Schedule  4,  we  may  make 
an  arrangement  which  will  enable  us  to  consider  Indivldnal 
amendments  as  to  each  schedule,  and  that  we  will  thus  be  able 
to  finally  complete  each  schedule  when  it  is  under  considera- 
tion. 
^  Mr.  BROrsSARD.  The  situation  now  as  agreed  to  is  that 
we  are  to  go  to  the  next  schedule  without  taking  up  individual 
amendments  to  the  first  three  schedules? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     We  can  not  do  otherwise. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     That  was  the  agreement. 

Mr.  BKOl'SS.VRD.  I  do  not  care  1  merely  want  to  be  sure 
that  I  understand  exactly  what  is  the  situation. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr  President,  in  my  Judg- 
ment the  wood  schedule  will  not  require  very  much  attention 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate.  It  is  one  st-heiltile  where  the  Finance 
Committee  seem  to  have  had  in  nrind  especially  the  public  inter- 
est, from  my  viewpoint,  and  they  have  lowered  the  rates  pretty 
generally  and  taken  a  decided  po.<«ltion  In  oppoeition  to  the  high 
rates  levied  by  the  House. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  must  remember 
that  the  shingle  qtiestion  is  Involved  in  that  schedule. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mns.sachusetts.  Fortunately  the  Finance 
Committee  la  on  the  right  side  of  that  question. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  But  It  means  that  there  will  be  some  debate 
on  that  item. 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  am  sare  that  it  will  take  all  day  Monday  to 
lUspoHe  of  the  committee  uniendmeiits  paaMd  orer  in  the  first 
three  aehedalea. 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  am  only  bringing  up  the 
aestlon  now  in  order  that  Senators  may  be  acquainted  with 

tbc  facta. 

Mr.  HAJIRISON.  Mr.  President,  does  not  the  Senator  from 
Utah  think  we  would  save  time  by  adjourning  over  Monday. 
J  Lrmlstice  Day.  in  order  that  conferences  may  be  held  and  that 
it  the  end  we  might  expedite  matters  by  that  course? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  wish  I  did  think  so,  but  up  to  the  present 
ijour  the  time  consumed  in  outside  matters  not  affecting  the  bill 
Jas  l)een  more  than  the  time  consumed  on  the  bill  itself. 
Mr.  HA  UR I  SON.     I  withdraw  the  suggestion. 
Mr.  NOKRIS      When  s<jine  of  the  items  are  reached  which 
were  put  over  to  accommodate  those  who  could  not  be  here,  it 
may   be  that   by   unanimous  consent   we  could   take   up   some 
1  personal  amendments  that  are  going  to  be  introduced. 
Mr.  SMO<:>T.    No ;  we  can  not  do  that. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  would  like  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  from 
'tah  that  I  had  printed  yesterday  an  amendment  which  I  sup- 
(ose  will  bring  about  some  debate.  I  am  prepared  to  take  It  up 
ir  would  be  with  half  an  hour's  notice  to  enable  me  to  get 
together  the  data  I  have.  My  amendment  relates  to  a  sales  tax 
n  which  there  is  con-siderable  interest  on  the  part  of  some  Sen- 
itors.  I  would  be  willing  to  take  it  up  Monday  or  this  after- 
oon  when  the  Senator  is  putting  over  some  of  the  Items,  but 
t  would  require  unanimous  con.sent  to  take  it  up,  of  course. 

Mr.  SMOl/r.     But  that  can  not  be  done  because  we  are  not 
ible  to  secure  unanimous  con-sent.    It  has  been  refused  several 
time's. 

I  Mr.  NORRIS.  I  doubt  whether  there  would  be  a  refusal  now. 
It  would  not  take  probably  more  than  an  hour  or  so,  but  there 
nay  be  other  matters  like  it.  It  is  an  amendment  to  a  com- 
nittee  anrendment,  by  the  way,  and  would  come  up  in  its 
•egular  order  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  would  be  in  order  if  it  is  an  amendment  to 
I  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    No;  it  would  not  be  in  order  until  we  take  up 
hat  schedule. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    No  ;  of  course  not. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sa(husetts.  Mr.  President,  In  view  of  the 
womise  generously  made  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  I  withdraw 
ny  unanimous-consent  request. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment, 
(vhlch  the  Secretary  will  report. 

The  LmisLATivE  CrjxK.  On  page  110,  paragraph  382,  in 
ine  21,  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "one-half"  and 
nsert  "  three-eighths,"  so  as  to  read : 

(b)  Stamping  and  emtjoaslng  materials  of  bronze  powder,  or  Dutch 
in<>tai  powder,  or  aluminum  powder,  mounted  on  paper  or  equivalent 
racking,  and  releaaable  from  the  backing  by  means  of  beat  and  pressure, 
three-eights  of  1  cent  per  lOO  square  Inches. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  while  that  is  a  reduction  be- 
low the  House  rate  it  is  an  increase  above  the  present  law. 
riie  equivalent  ad  valorem  rate  in  the  present  law  is  about  20 
:>er  cent.  The  rate  fixed  by  the  Senate  committee  is  the  equiva- 
eut  of  about  39  per  cent.  While,  of  course,  we  favor  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senate  committeee  as  against  the  House  provision, 
I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  there  ought  to  be  any  Increase 
over  the  present  rsite. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  rate  in  the  present  law  is  equivalent  to  20 

ET  cent  ad  valorem,  but  it  was  increa.sed  in  the  bill  by  the 
ouse  to  an  equivalent  of  51.7  per  cent.  The  rate  is  retluced 
ay  the  Finance  Committee  to  an  equivalent  of  38.8  per  cent  ad 
valorem.     That  is  the  change  from  the  eii.sting  law. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  order  to  retain  the  existing  law  it  is  not 
only  necessary  to  defeat  the  House  provision,  but  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  amendment  as  well.  I  have  no  objection  to 
agreeing  to  the  Senate  committee  amendment  with  the  under- 
standing that  we  will  later  offer  an  amendment  reducing  the 
House  rate  Imck  to  the  rate  in  the  present  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  the  best  way  to  do  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  .-imeudmeut  was,  on  page  111.  in  line  25,  to  strike 
out  "  20  per  cent "  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  *'  10  per  cent," 
so  as  to  read : 

Tinsel  wire,  made  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  gold,  illvor,  or  other 
metal.  6  cents  per  pound  and  10  per  cent  ad  Taloreia. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  if  I  am  not  mistaken  the  Senator 
from  ^laryland  [Mr.  Trninos]  asked  that  this  amendment  sbotild 
go  over  until  next  week. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  vote  by 
which  the  amendment  was  agreed  to  will  be  reconsidered  and 
the  amendment  will  go  oyer. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  whole  paragraph  should  go  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  paragraph  385 
will  be  passed  over.    The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  ijcGisT.ATTVE  CtXBK.  On  page  112,  paragraph  387,  the 
committee  proposes  to  strike  out  lines  18  to  24,  both  Inclusive,  as 
follows : 

Pab.  887.  Illuminating  or  lighting  fiitares,  lampa,  lamp  bates,  can- 
delabra, and  candlesticks,  any  of  the  foregoing  and  parts  thereof, 
finished  or  unflnlshed,  not  specially  provided  for,  if  wholly  or  in  chief 
▼alue  of  base  metal  or  alloy,  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  ;  If  wholly  or  In 
chief  part  of,  or  plated  with,  platinum,  gold,  or  silver,  65  per  cent  ad 
valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  have  no  objection  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  whs  on  page  113,  paragraph  387,  where 
the  committee  proposes  to  Insert : 

Tar.  387.  Milk  cans,  not  made  of  tin  plate,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  this  is  a  trans- 
fer of  milk  cans  from  the  free  list,  placing  a  duty  upon  them  of 
4()  per  cent  ad  valorem.    The  amendment  f»ught  to  be  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  tp  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VK.'E  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  113,  line  7,  before  the 
word  "and,"  to  strike  out  "Nickel  oxide,  1  cent  per  pound; 
nickel "  and  in.sert  "  Nickel,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

V.KU.  390.  Nickel,  and  alloys  (except  those  provided  for  in  par.  302  or 
380)  In  which  nickel  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value.  In  pigs 
or  Ingots,  shot,  cubes,  grains,  rathodea,  or  similar  forms,  8  cents  per 
pound ;  in  b.nrs,  rods,  plates,  sheets,  strips,  strands,  castings,  wire,  tabes, 
tubing,  anodes,  or  electrodes,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  ;  and  In  addition 
thereto,  on  nil  the  foregoing.  If  cold  rolled,  cold  drawn,  or  cOld  worked, 
10  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amen<hnent  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  of  course,  there  Is  no  objection 
to  the  amendment  if  nickel  oxide  goes  on  the  free  list,  but  I 
want  to  make  an  Inquiry  with  reference  to  paragraph  387. 
I  do  not  understand  that  milk  cans  go  to  the  free  list  If  the 
amendment  is  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senate  has  voted  and  the  amendment  has 
been  rejected. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  My  understanding  is  that  that  would  carry 
the  item  back  to  section  398,  and  under  the  House  language  it 
would  make  the  cans  dutiable  at  50  per  cent. 

Mr.  REED.  They  have  been  classified  as  agricultural  imple- 
ments and  as  such  have  been  coming  in  free. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  originally  came  under  the  basket  clause, 
but  the  classification  put  them  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  GEORC.E.  If  that  be  correct,  I  am  satisfied.  I  merely 
wanted  to  ascertain  the  facts. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment. 

The  Lbgislativi:  Clkbk.  On  page  114,  paragraph  392,  the 
committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  ores  and  mattes  of  "  and  in- 
sert In  lieu  thereof  "ores,  flue  dust,  and  mattes,  of,"  so  as  to 
make  the  sentence  read : 

ProiUled  further.  That  on  all  Importations  of  lead-bearing  ores,  flue 
dust,  and  mattes,  of  all  kinds  the  duties  shall  be  estimated  at  the  port 
of  entry,  etc. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,'  what  Is  the  object  of  putting 
flue  dust  in  this  provision? 

Mr.  REED.  Because  it  is  a  metal-l)earing  material  which 
is  susceptible  of  smelting.    It  can  be  reduced  the  same  as  ore. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  bears  a  close  relationship  to  the  ore  with 
which  it  is  classified? 

Mr.  RKED.  It  is  simply  classifletl  with  the  ore.  The  Sena- 
tor will  notice  in  the  first  line  of  paragraph  392  that  flne  dust 
has  been  classified  with  metal-bearing  ores.  In  order  to  be  con- 
sistent, we  have  simply  carried  it  mi  down  in  three  other  places 
where  lead-l»earlng  ores  are  mentioned. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  objection  to  it. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  If  the  ores  are  made 
dutiable  the  flue  dust  should  be.  too.  In  the  process  of  smelting, 
particles  are  carried  off  with  the  fumes  and  dropped  in  the  flues. 
Being  resmelted,  the  ore  is  taken  from  the  Hue  dust,  »o  that  it  is 
really  the  same  thing  as  the  ore. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  amendment  merely  harmonizes  the  pro- 
vision? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Yea. 


The  question  Is  on  agre^ng  to  the 


will    state   the   next 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT. 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.    The   clerk 
amendment. 

The  Lesislattve  Clblk.  On  page  114,  paragraph  392,  in  line 
4,  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  the  words  "  ores  or " 
and  insert  the  words  "  ores,  flue  dust,  or,"  and  In  line  9,  to  strike 
out  the  words  "  ores  or  "  and  insert  the  words  **  oree,  flue  dust, 
or,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Pab.  302.  Lead-bearing  ores,  flue  dust,  and  oiattes  of  all  klnda,  1^ 
cents  per  pound  ou  the  lead  contained  therein  :  Provided,  That  such 
duty  ahall  not  he  applied  to  the  lead  contained  in  copper,  gold,  or  sllrer 
ores,  or  copper  mattes,  unless  actually  recovered :  Provided  further. 
That  on  all  Importations  of  lead-bearing  ores,  flue  dust,  and  mattes 
of  all  kinds  the  duties  shall  be  estimated  at  the  port  of  entry  and  a 
l>ond  given  in  double  the  amount  of  such  estimated  duties  for  the 
transportation  of  the  ores,  flue  duet,  or  mattes  by  common  carriers 
bonded  for  the  transportation  of  appraised  or  unappralsed  merchan- 
dise to  properly  equipped  sampling  or  smelting  establishments,  whether 
designated  as  bonded  warehouses  or  otherwise.  On  the  arrival  of  the 
ores,  flue  dust,  or  mattes  at  such  establishments  they  shall  be  sampled 
according  to  commercial  methods  under  the  supervision  of  Government 
oflJcers  who  shall  l>e  stationed  at  such  establishments,  and  who  shall 
submit  the  samples  thus  obtained  to  a  Government  assayer,  designate 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  shall  make  a  proper  assay  of  ihe 
sample  and  report  the  result  to  the  proper  customs  ofllcers,  and  the 
Import  entries  shall  be  liquidated  thereon.  Ani  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  Is  anthorize<l  to  make  all  necessary  re^gulations  to  enforce  the 
provisions  of  this  paragraph. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
is  agreed  to.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  115,  line  9,  after  the  word 
" Provided"  to  strike  out  " That  such  duties  shall  not  be  applied 
to  the  zinc  containe<l  in  lead  or  copper  ores  unless  actually 
recovered :  Provided  further,"  so  as  to  read : 

Par.  304.  Zinc-bearing  ore  of  all  kinds,  containing  less  than  10  per 
cent  of  sine,  8ball  be  admitted  free  of  duty ;  containing  10  per  cent  or 
more  of  tine  and  less  than  20  per  cent,  one-half  of  1  cent  per  pound 
on  the  sine  contained  therein  ;  containing  20  per  cent  or  more  of  sine 
and  less  than  25  per  cent,  1  cent  per  pound  on  the  sine  contained 
therein;  containing  25  per  cent  of  sine  or  more,  1>^  cents  per  pooiid 
on  the  sine  contained  therein  :  Provided,  That  on  all  importations  of 
slnc-bearlng  ores  the  duties  shall  be  estimated  at  the  port  of  entry  and 
a  bond  given  in  double  the  amount  of  such  estimated  duties  for  the 
transportation  of  the  ores  by  common  carriers  bonded  for  the  trans- 
portation of  appraised  or  unappralsed  merchandise  to  properly  equipped 
sampling  or  smelting  establishments,  whether  designated  as  bonded 
warehouses  or  otherwise.  On  the  arrival  of  the  ores  at  such  esubllsh- 
ments  they  shall  be  sampled  according  to  commercial  methods  under  the 
supervision  of  Government  ofllcers,  who  shall  be  stationed  at  such 
establishments,  and  who  shall  submit  the  samples  thus  obtained  to  a 
Government  assayer,  Seslgnated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who 
shall  make  a  proper  assay  of  the  sample  and  report  the  result  to  the 
proper  customs  oflicerB,  and  the  Import  entries  shall  be  liquidated 
thereon.  And  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorised  to  make  all 
necessary  regulations  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  this  amendment 
may  be  disagreed  to.  There  are  several  reasons  why,  but  I 
do  not  propose  to  enter  into  an  extended  discussion. 

It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  a  duty  should  be  exacted  upon 
materials  which  can  not  be  saved  when  Imixirted  in  ores.  In  the 
preceding  paragraph  in  connection  with  lead  this  identical 
language  remains.  It  would  seem  to  me  that  the  Committee  on 
Finance  must  have  been  confused  when  they  left  it  in  the  para- 
graph in  connection  with  lead  and  took  It  out  in  connection  with 
zinc.  The  items  run  parallel  to  each  other.  If  the  language  is 
to  be  retained  in  connection  with  lead,  it  should  be  retained 
in  connection  with  zinc;  and  if  it  is  to  be  stricken  out  in  con- 
nection with  zinc,  it  should  be  stricken  out  In  connection  with 
lead.    In  view  of  that  fact,  I  hope  that  the  amendment  \*ill  be 

rejected 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  the  Junior  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri  [Mr.  Patterson]  has  an  amendment  which  he 
desires  to  offer  as  a  substitute  for  the  committee  amendment. 
I  see  that  he  is  not  present  at  the  moment.  I  respectfully  re- 
quest that  consideration  of  the  paragraph  may  be  postponed 
until  he  may  be  advised  so  he  may  present  his  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  junior  Senator  from  Missouri  wants  to 
have  the  committee  amendment  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.     He  has  a  substitute  which  he 

desires  to  offer.  .         .    ^  ....  ^ 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  think  the  rejection  of  the  committee  amend- 
ment would  be  more  satisfactory  than  the  adoption  of  the  amend- 
ment he  is  going  to  offer,  if  I  understand  his  amendment  cor- 
rectly    I  will  say  to  the  Senate*  from  Oklahoma  that  if  the 
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•committee  amendmeDt  1«  rejected  and  the  Senator  fmm  Mls- 
■ouri.  not  tteinK  here  now.  desirew  then  to  offer  his  amendment,  I 
will  a^k  for  a  reconsideration  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  If  the  8«'nator  from  Mi*H»uri 
does  not  care  to  offer  his  auiendiuent,  then  I  desire  to  offer  it 
m»  a  nubrtitute :  but  he  has  It  lylnjr  on  the  table,  and  he  being 
not  present.  I  rexpe^^fuH.v  request  that  It  go  over. 

Mr.  HMOOT.    What  L<  the  Senator's  amemlment? 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  At  the  present  time  low-grade 
Blm-  <)re  comes  in  duty  free. 

ThMt  is  the  law  of  1922.  At  that  time.  Mr.  President,  methotls 
of  treating  or*-  by  which  low-grade  ores  could  be  made  valuable 
were  not  known.  In  the  past  steven  or  eight  years,  however, 
iueth«Hls  have  been  devl«ed  for  treating  low-grjide  zinc  ores.  At 
this  time  xiuc  ore  containing  less  than  10  per  cent  In  quantity 
can  l>e  treati-d  by  a  proce*w  wherelty  all  the  xinc  can  be  regained. 
The  Senator  from  Missouri  desires  to  propose  an  amendment 
to  lux  the  low-gratle  zinc  ore  that  is  now  (ondng  in  from  Mexico 
and  from  C'anada. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  amendment 
which  we  now  have  ondnr  consideration.  The  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  will  apply  to  paragraph  394.  which 
provider : 

XIno-hearlnR  on»  of  all  kinds,  containing  letm  than  10  per  cent  of 
ilnr.  itttall  he  admitted  free  of  duty. 

It  is  not  in  order  to  off'T  an  amendment  to  that  provision,  be- 
cause the  committee  has  made  no  change  in  it.  I  do  not  think 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  i*Jects  to  the  pending  amendment  in 
the  lea.st ;  but  he  does  object  to  the  provision  I  have  just  read 
and  wants  a  duty  provided  for  therein. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  As  I  understand,  the  amendment 
whieh  Is  to  he  offered  t>y  the  Senator  from  Mis.souil  proposes 
to  strike  out.  on  i>a;:e  IIT).  paragraph  ^^94,  beginning  In  line  1. 
down  to  and  irvitiding  the  word  "'  therein  "  in  line  8,  and  to 
subsritnt"  a  new  provision  therefor. 

Mr  SM<)OT.  That  is  just  what  I  have  stated;  but  the 
ameti(lit>ent  of  the  Senator  fnHn  Missouri  has  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  the  pending  iimendiiient. 

The  VH.'E  l»KK.slUKNT.  The  Cliair  will  state  to  the  Senator 
fn)m  Oklahoma  that  the  i'hair  has  a  copy  of  the  proposed 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  and  Is  advised  by  the 
cterk  it  dcMw  not  aiiply  to  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  My  only  purpose  was  to  protect 
the  rights  of  the  S«-nator  from  Mis.Mouri.  If  1  may  be  assured 
that  that  will  lie  done,  I  shall  have  nothing  further  to  say. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  l*resident.  the  situation  relative  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  is  as  has  just  t>een 
fstate<i  by  the  rhalr. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  .state  that  becau.se 
of  the  nature  of  the  amendment  the  Senator  from  Missouri  will 
have  a  right  to  offer  It  when  Individual  amendments  shall  have 
been  reache<l.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  pending 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejectetl. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tlie  next  amendment  ot  the  Com- 
mittee on  FlnaiK-e  will  l>e  .<»tateil. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  116.  line  7,  after  the  word 
"  remanufactured."  to  strike  out  "  zinc  dross  and  zinc  skim- 
mings." so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Old  and  worn-out  «lnc.  flt  only  to  Iw  remanufactur«-d.  IH  cents  per 
IMMiad. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  understand  that  amendment 
simply  proposes  to  transfer  zinc  dross  and  skimmings  to  the  free 
Uat? 

Mr.  SM(K)T.  The  amendment  proposes  that  those  commodi- 
ties shall  go  to  the  free  list. 

Mr.  REKD.     Where  they  now  are. 

Mr.  PHIPP8.  Mr.  President.  I  think  it  would  be  a  mistake 
to  agree  to  the  amendment  becau.s4>.  as  In  the  case  of  flue  dust. 
this  nH*tal-t)Miring  material  may  !«•  rt't>oTered.  Zinc  drosM  and 
skimmings  may  l>e  re«>melied.  and  the  zinc  resulting  therefrom  is 
just  as  good  as  though  it  eame  in  in  the  form  of  ore.  1  can  not 
understand  uu  what  theory  the  llnance  Committee  eliminated 
Bine  droas  and  sine  skimmings  I  think  the  amendment  should 
lie  disHgrpeil  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
u.nendment. 

The  amendOMmt  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  next  amendment  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ftnanoe  will  be  stated 

The  next  amendment  was.  in  paragraph  396.  on  page  116. 
line  12.  after  the  word  **  designs,"  to  Inaert  **  |5  each  and,"  so 
ma  to  read: 
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Pab.  396.  Print  rollers,  of  whatever  material  composed,  with  rained 
patterns  of  braas  or  brass  and  felt.  flnlsLed  or  unAuisbed.  used  for  print- 
ing. Rtampini;.  or  cutting  designs,  15  each  and  72  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  make  an  Inquiry  In 
reference  to  that  amendment.  Was  not  this  duty  raised  by  a 
presidential  proclamation  from  60  per  cent  to  72  per  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  duty  is  fixe<l  at  60  per  cent  in  the  act  of 
1922,  but  it  was  Incraised  to  72  per  cent  by  presidential  proc- 
lamation. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes;  the  duty  was  raised  by  presidential 
proclamation.  Now  the  committee  proposes  to  add  *•  |5  each  "  to 
the  duty  of  72  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  principal  item  of  cost  in  the  production 
of  these  rollers,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator,  is  lalior,  and  is  highly 
skilled  labor  at  that.  Thi.<  was  a  case  in  which  the  repre- 
.sentatives  of  the  lal)orers  who  make  these  rollers  appealed  for  a 
great  deal  more  than  the  duty  which  the  committee  has  re- 
ported. If  labor  has  any  claim  whatever  to  recognition  in  the 
way  of  an  increased  duty,  it  Is  jn  the  case  of  these  print 
rollers. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  if  the  opinion  upon  which  the  President  based  his 
proclamation  infreasing  the  duty  to  72  per  cent  was  unardmous? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     My  recollection  is  that  it  was  not. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     There  was  a  divided  opinion? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  was  a  divided  opinion.  We  have  a 
sample  of  the  rollers  in  the  other  room,  but  I  think  the  Senator 
knows  what  they  are. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President,  I  have  here  a  sample  of  print 
rollers.  This  (exhibiting]  Is  one.  It  requires  175  hours  of 
work  to  produce  it;  the  wage  is  $1.08  an  hour,  representing  a 
labor  cost  of  $189.  Millions  of  yards  of  wall  pain-r  may  be 
printed  from  such  a  roll  as  this.  The  request  is  made  on  behalf 
of  the  union  wall-puper  craft  to  add  $5  to  the  duty  on  this 
print  roller. 

In  Germany  the  wage,  instead  of  being  $1.08  an  hour.  Is 
23^  cents  an  hour;  In  Germany  it  costs  $41,125  to  produi-e  a 
like  print  roller.  With  the  tariff  the  landed  cost,  with  a  reas..n- 
able  profit  here  of  the  German  print  roller,  is  $103.20,  whereas 
the  labor  cost  alone  in  the  United  States  is  $189. 

The  propo.sed  additional  duty  will  ad<l  nothing  to  the  cost  of 
wall  paper,  but  will  protect  the  labor  engaged  in  this  industry. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  DENEEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  statl.««tics  show  that  only  28  of  these 
articles  came  In  last  year.  There  has  been  a  gradual  falling  off 
year  by  year  in  the  importations,  and  when  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion Investigated  the  question  and  allowed  a  72  per  cent  rate, 
there  was  a  strong  dissenting  opinion  in  the  commission  Itself. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  to  have  road  by  the 
clerk  a  statement  which  has  l>een  handed  to  me  which  gives  all 
the  facts  regarding  this  item. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT?.  Without  ol)jectlon,  the  clerk  will 
read. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows : 

JCLT  .11,   1929. 

MEMOBANDCM   FOB  SENATOR  DENKEN PABAOKAPH  3M 

We  have  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Finance  Committee  two  print 
rollera  In  order  that  the  membership  of  the  committee  might  see  for 
themselves  that  this  commodity  Is  one  where  from  80  per  cent  to  90  per 
cent  of  the  production  costs  represents  actual  artistic  hand  la1>"r. 

These  rollers  represent  but  a  small  part  of  the  cost  of  printing  wall 
papers,  as  one  set  of  rollers  will  print  millions  of  roIU  of  wall  paper. 
Therefore  the  increase  in  tariff  duty  which  the  workers  axk  for  will  not 
add  any  additlotuil  cost  to  the  purchasers  of  wall  paper. 

Kxhibit  No.  1  is  a  complett-  roller:  that  is,  this  roller  cimtains  the 
entire  pattern.  The  actual  tabor  in  thU  roller  represeuts  the  work  of 
an  American  Journeyman  for  a  period  of  IT.'i  hours.  For  this  work  be 
receivps  91. OH  per  hour,  or  a  total  of  91S9. 

The  Oernian  print  roller  cutter,  producing  approximately  the  same 
work  ptT  hour  or  per  day  as  does  the  American  worker,  would  pro<iuce 
this  same  roller  at  a  labor  cost  of  941.125,  the  German  workers  receiving 
9o.2.'{.%  iier  hour. 

Btised  upon  a  duty  of  72  (Vr  cent,  and  allowing  for  overbend  and 
proflt  to  hare  this  roller  invoict-d  at  a  total  of,  say,  900.  foreign  valu- 
ation, the  total  landed  cost,  duty  paid,  would  be  only  9103.20  as  against 
an  American  labor  cost  alone  of  91  M>. 

Exhibit  No.  2  is  a  roller,  one  of  a  set  of  Are,  which  roller  Itself 
represents  100  h«»urs  of  actual  labor  of  an  Amerifmn  Journeyman  print 
catter,  for  which  be  receircd  a  total  of  910{$.    Thl«  same  roller  caa  be 


produced  in  Germany  by  Germaa  workers  \n  approximately  the  same 
time  at  a  labor  cost  of  923.50. 

A  duty  of  72  per  cent,  as  provided  In  the  House  bill,  the  same  as 
the  present  law,  on  a  foreign  valuation  of,  say,  940,  allowing  for  over- 
head costs  and  profits,  would  mean  an  additional  928.80.  or  a  total 
landed  cost,  duty  paid,  of  968.80  as  against  a  labor  cost  to  America 

of  9108. 

In  view  of  these  facts,  which  can  not  be  controverted,  the  membership 
of  the  United  Wall  P.iper  Craft.s,  affiliated  with  the  American  Federation 
of  Lalwr,  comprising  those  American  workers  employed  in  the  produc- 
tion of  print  rollers,  ask  for  a  specific  duty  of  at  least  95  per  roUer  in 
addition  to  the  present  duty  of  72  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

Union  Wall  Pafeb  Ckafts, 
By  RciWLrH   Heind,   Treofurcr. 
This  request  unanimously  Indorsed  by  the  membership  of  America's 
Wage  Earners  Protective  Conference. 

.     _  By  M.  J.  Fltnn, 

Emeeutive  Secretary. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  comini^ttee. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  a  statement  was  made 
a  while  ago  that  only  28  of  these  articles  came  in.  That  was  a 
slight  mistake.  According  to  the  Tariff  Commission,  the  last 
report  of  domestic  production  was  for  1923,  when  the  com- 
bined output  amounted  to  al>out  22,000  rollers,  valued  at  $745,- 
000.  During  1026,  305  were  imported ;  In  1927,  1.223  were  Im- 
ported ;  and  in  1928,  343  were  Imported.  That  correction  ought 
to  be  made  in  view  of  the  statement  made  a  while  ago  that  only 
28  came  into  this  country. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  the  correction  suggested  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  should  be  made.  The  statistics 
show  the  importations  of  print  blocks  as  being  28,  while  the 
Imports  of  print  rollers  for  1928  were  343;  but  for  the  year 
before,  1927,  there  were  1,240  print  rollers  imported.  So  there 
has  been  a  falling  off  in  Imports. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  can  not  tell  with  exactness  how  many  are 
imp<jrted.  because  they  have  not  all  come  in  under  this  para- 
graph, but  have  come  in  under  another  paragraph  as  parts  of 
machines.  We  do  know,  however,  that  the  imports  have  greatly 
increased,  and  I  think  that  if  there  is  any  item  in  the  tariff 
bill  on  which  an  increase  of  the  tariff  rate  is  justified  on  the 
ground  of  protection  to  the  laborer  it  is  in  this  instance,  be- 
cause the  cost  of  production  is  practically  all  a  labor  cost 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  another  item  of  in- 
formation given  by  the  Tariff  Commission  ought  to  be  sub- 
mitted  in  this  connecUon,  and  that  Ls  the  total  value  of  tlie 
entire  imports  of  this  article  in  1928  was  $7,436;  the  unit  value 
was  $21.68.  and  the  duty  72  per  cent.  With  $5  additional  tliat 
rate,  of  course,  would  be  increased  20  per  cent  more,  and 
would  be  92  per  cent  on  this  product. 

I  recur  to  the  total  value  of  the  imports  being  $7,436,  and  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  in  1923  $745,000  worth  of  these  roUers 
were  produced  in  the  United  States,  so  that  the  imports  are 
about  1  per  cent  of  the  domestic  pro«luction. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  This  increase  In  the  rate.  If  adopted,  will 
add  nothing  to  the  cost  of  pro<luction  of  wall  paper.  Anyone 
can  see  the  skill  and  ability  required  to  produce  such  an  article 
as  this  [exhibiting]  and  the  amount  of  labor  involved.  The 
trade  fears  competition,  and  is  having  it.  One  of  these  rollers 
will  print  millions  of  yards  of  wall  paper.  The  reason  why  they 
are  produced  in  such  comparatively  limited  number  is  that  one 
of  them  can  protluce  a  great  quantity  of  wall  pnver. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques-tlon  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reporte<l  by  the  committee.  [Putting  the  question.] 
The  noes  seem  to  have  it. 

Mr.  DENEEN.     I  ask  for  a  division. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr,  President,  I  dislike  to  stiggest  the 
absence  of  a  quorum,  because  there  are  not  many  Senators  here 
this  afternoon,  and  I  doubt  whether  we  could  get  a  quorum. 
Will  not  the  Senator  let  this  amendment  go  over,  if  be  is  going 
to  Qsk  for  a  division,  until  we  can  finish  the  metol  schedule  of 
which  there  are  just  two  iiages  left,  as  I  understand,  and  then  if 
he  insists  on  another  vote  1  can  call  for  a  quorum.  Perhaps  we 
can  save  time  In  that  way. 

Mr.  DENF:BN.  I  have  no  objection  to  thai  being  done. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
is  temiiorarlly  passed  over.  The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 
The  Leoisi-ativi;  Cliek.  In  paragraph  396.  on  page  116.  at  the 
beginning  of  line  13,  it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out  "and"  and 
Insert  "  of  steel  or  other  metal,  30  per  cent  ad  valorem,"  so  as  to 
read: 

Rmbossing  rollers  of  ateel  or  other  metal.  80  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  what  is  the  effect  of  that? 
Mr.  REED.     It  cuts  the  duty  in  half. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  By  a  Treasury  ruUng,  It  cnts  the  duty  almost 
in  half.  No,  Mr.  President ;  this  is  "  steel  or  other  metal."  It 
is  the  same  rate. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senators  will  look  at  the 
language  of  paragraph  396  they  will  see  that  at  present  lu  tne 
Hou.se  bill  It  reads: 

i^mbosslng  rollers,  print  blocks,  and  print  rollers  not  specially  pro- 
vided for,  of  whatever  material  composed,  used  for  printing,  stamping, 
or  cutting  designs,  60  per  cent. 

We  are  putting  In  there  30  per  cent,  which  Is  cutting  In  half 
the  duty  In  the  House  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amend- 
ment of  the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  117,  line  2,  before  the  words 
"  ad  valorem."  to  strike  out  "  50  per  cent "  and  insert  "  60  per 
cent  " ;  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read  : 

Pab.  397.  Drills  (Including  breast  drills),  bits,  gimlets,  gimlet  bits, 
countersinks,  planes,  chisels,  gouges,  and  otlK»r  cutting  tools ;  pipe  tools, 
wrenches,  spanners,  screw  drivers,  bit  braces,  vises,  and  hammers ; 
calipers,  rules,  and  micrometers;  all  the  foregoing,  if  hand  tools  not 
provided  for  in  paragraph  352,  and  parts  thereof,  wholly  or  in  chief 
value  of  metal,  not  specially  provided  for.  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment  there. 
In  lieu  of  "60"  to  Insert  "40,"  which  I  understand  is  the 
present  law. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  in  the  chair).  The 
amendment  to  the  amendment  will  be  stated. 

Mr.  BLAIN^E.     Mr.  President 

The  Legislative  Clebk.  On  page  117,  line  2,  It  is  proposed 
to  strike  out  "  60  "  and  Insert  "  40,"  so  that.  If  amended,  It  will 
read : 

Forty  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  endeavoring  to 
obtain  recognition,  so  that  I  might  inquire  regarding  the 
change.  As  I  understand,  the  House  enumerated  a  number  of 
articles.  I  have  no  Information  from  the  Tariff  Information 
Summary  as  to  what  rate  of  duty  these  articles  bear  under  the 
present  law. 

Mr.  8M(>OT.  Bits,  gimlets,  countersinks,  planes,  chisels, 
gouges,  and  other  cutting  tools,  pipe  tools,  wrenches,  spanners, 
screw  drivers,  hammers,  rules,  and  micrometers,  40  per  cent  ad 
valorem  under  paragraph  399.  The  House  increased  that  to  50 
per  cent  and  the  Senate  committee  has  increased  it  to  60  per 

cent. 

Mr.  BI-^INE.    The  section  numbering  has  been  changed? 

Mr  SMOOT.     Yes;  that  is  all. 

Mr,  BLAINE.  I  did  not  observe  that.  I  simply  wanted  the 
information. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tlie  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  117,  line  11,  after  the 
word  "  manufactured,"  to  strike  out  "  50  per  cent "  and  Insert 
"  45  per  cent,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Pab.  398.  Articles  or  wares  not  specially  provided  for.  If  composed 
wholly  or  In  chief  value  of  platinum,  gold,  or  silver,  and  articles  or 
wares  plated  with  platinum,  gold,  or  sliver,  or  colored  with  gold 
lacquer,  whether  partly  or  wholly  manufactured,  66  per  cent  ad  valo- 
rem ;  If  composed  wholly  or  In  chief  value  of  iron,  steel,  lead,  copper, 
brass,  nickel,  pewter,  line,  aluminum,  or  other  metal,  bat  not  plated 
with  platlnnm.  gold,  or  sliver,  or  colored  with  gold  Uoqner,  whether 
partly  or  wholly  manufactured,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  while  45  per  cent  is  a  redac- 
tion from  the  House  rate,  It  Is  an  increase  from  40  per  cent, 
which  U  carried  In  the  present  law.  _,_,,._  *   .^^ 

The  imports  of  all  the»<e  articles  are  very  inslgniflcttnt,  And 
the  exDorts  of  many  of  them  are  very  large. 

I  S^e  thSt  klst4d  of  "46  per  cent"  we  substitute  "40  per 
cent,"  which  b?  the  present  law.  .       .  *.  ., 

The  PRESIDING  OFFTCER.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment offereil  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  to  the  amendment 
of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr  DENEEN.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  return  to 
line  12.  page  116,  the  amendment  Inserting  the  words  "  $5  each 
and  "    I  understand  that  the  objections  will  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  We  have  no  objection  to  that  amendroent» 
Mr.  President,  and  I  am  very  g^d  to  agree  to  it 
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Mr   DBNEEN.    I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  acted  upon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  question  U  on  agreeiDg  to 
the  amendment  of  the  commiftae. 

The  amemlment  was  agreed  to.  ..^  **.     i*  « 

Mr  REED  Mr.  President,  in  connection  with  the  Item  or 
nrliit"  rollers,  on  which  we  have  just  acted.  It  Is  true  that  the 
gtatLstics  given  um  by  the  Tariff  Commission  show  only  some 
300  rollers  imptirted.  I  liuow  that  the  amendment  has  been 
agreed  to :  but  I  want  the  Recobd  to  show  that  I  have  just  been 
told  that  the  rea»t)n  why  the  imports  appear  to  be  so  small  is 
that  a  great  many  of  them  have  been  olassifled  on  admi.'>»sion  as 
parts  of  machlncj*.  and  in  that  way  have  not  come  within  the 
BtatlMtios  reported  by  the  Tariff  Commission. 

I  th«  ught  it  was  only  fair  that  that  statement  should  be  made 
In  (oiinettlon  with  the  vote  just  taken. 

Mr.  GE0R(JE  Mr.  Pre*!ident.  I  desire  to  say  In  that  con- 
D*Ttlon  that  on  some  further  Investigation  I  discovered  that 
that  was  true;  and  I  think  the  Senator  from  Utah  called  atten- 
tion to  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ,  I  called  attention  to  It 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  a  few  days  ago  we  tried— at 
least  I  tried,  speaking  for  this  side  of  the  Chamber— to  get  a 
unaniaH»ns-ti»u»ent  agreement  for  the  purpose  of  limiting  dis- 
cussion upon  amendments  to  the  pending  bill,  with  cctaln 
excewtlons.    The  SSenator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Coczens]  objected 

•t  that  time.  ^ 

1  now  wish  to  make  a  proposal  for  a  unanimous-consent 
agnnnient  which  meets  the  objection,  as  sUted  to  me.  of  the 
Senator  from  Michigan.  I  a.«ik  unanimous  consent  that  here- 
after, or  as  »<x>n  as  we  have  llnlslied  the  schedule  upon  which 
we  are  now  acting,  debate  upon  each  amendment  shall  be  lim- 
ited to  10  minutes.  pn)vlded  that  at  the  time  we  l>egin  considera^ 
tlon  of  a  sch^lule  there  .shall  be  furnished  to  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  a  list  of  amendments  that  Senators  wist?  ex- 
cepted from  that  rule,  and  they  are  to  be  excepted  from  its 
operation. 

Mr.    JONES       Mr.    President,    may    I    ask    the    Senator    a 

question?  ,  „     .. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     I>>e8  the  Senator  frt»m  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  froiu  Washington? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  do. 

Mr.  JONES.  Would  the  request  of  a  single  Senator  that  a 
certain  Item  be  excepteil  from  that  agreement  be  all  that  would 
be  re<iulred? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  I  understood  we  were  to  have  unani- 
mous consent  that  all  amemlinents  included  In  that  list  of 
exceptions  were  to  be  excepted  from  the  operation  of  the 
unanimons-coQsent  rule. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  do  not  know  that  I  understand  the  Senators 
prop«»sitl<»n.  This  is  what  I  have  in  mind :  I  have  not  taken  any 
of  the  time  of  the  Senate  In  connection  with  this  bill,  and  I  can 
not  take  very  much  time ;  but  we  are  just  reaching  a  proposi- 
tion on  which  I  shall  have  to  take  some  time,  namely,  in  the 
wmxl  si'hetlule.  the  matter  of  shiuk'Us:  and  then,  when  we  have 
an  opportunity  to  offer  general  amendments,  lumber. 

Mr  SM01>T.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
that  it  would  be  better  not  to  make  the  request  at  this  time, 
because  I  am  quite  sure  the  junior  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Diix]  would  not  consent  to  it  until  after  shingles  are  dis- 
posed of. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  that  ts  just  what  I  was  pro- 
viding for — that  if  any  Senator  wished  to  have  a  particular 
amenduient  exempted  from  the  operation  of  this  rule  he  should 
file  his  request  with  the  Senator  from  Utah  at  the  l)eginning  of 
the  eoiiilderatlon  of  the  schedule,  and  that  would  then  be  an 
excepted  item. 

Mr.  JONES.  The  request  of  a  single  Senator,  submitted  to 
the  chairman,  would  take  it  out  of  the  agreement? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  think  It  would  be  better  for  Senators  on 
this  side  to  submit  their  requests  to  me,  and  for  Senators  on  the 
other  side  to  submit  their  requests  to  somebody  representing  the 
elements  with  which  they  are  cooperating,  and  for  the  progres- 
sives to  submit  their  retiutsts  to  some  Senator  representing  the 
progre«BiTes ;  and  tht***  would  constitute  the  exceptions.  I 
think  they  would  be  very  few. 
Mr.  JONES.    Yes ;  I  think  so. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  my  tinderstandlng  Is  that 
after  the  ctmcluslon  of  Schedule  3  it  will  be  in  order  to  clean 

up  each  schedule  as  we  go  along 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Exactb*. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  that  amendments  from  the  floor  will  be 
in  ord«r.  Doeit  the  Senator's  request  apply  to  amendments 
offered  from  the  floor?  And,  If  It  does,  how  could  any  Senator 
In  adrance  give  the  Senator  from  Utah  a  list  of  amendments  of 
which  he  might  waul  to  make  exceptions) 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President.  I  a.ssume  that  Senators  in 
charge  of  the  schetlules  could  very  quickly  run  over  the  amend- 
ments and  decide  about  tlicm.  We  are  talking  about  amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  would  be  true  If  amendments  were 
only  to  come  from  Senators  in  charge  of  the  schedules,  but  any 
Senator  can  offer  an  amendment  to  any  paragrai'h.  and  It 
might  be  difficult  to  limit  the  debate  In  advance  on  an  Important 
amendment. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  agree  with  the  Senator.  If  there  is  a 
general  feeling  here  that  many  of  the  things  should  be  exempted 
this  rule  should  not  be  adopted,  but  I  had  assumed  from  what 
I  had  heard  that  there  was  no  de.«iire  to  take  more  than  10 
minutes  upon  the  great  mass  of  the  amendments.  There  might 
be  in  each  schedule  two  or  three  items  of  outstanding  Impor- 
tance that  we  mijiht  want  to  have  excluded. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  want  the  Senator  to  understand  that  I 
do  not  intend  to  object  to  his  request,  but  I  wanted  to  ask 
whether  it  was  to  aj^Iy  to  amendnieiitH  offered  spontaneously 
from  the  floor,  as  well  as  to  committee  amendments. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  will  make  it  apply  this  time  to  amend- 
ments offered  by  the  committee,  so  as  to  confine  it  to  them. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  course,  that  takes  in  the  amendment  on 
shingles. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     That  Is  one  of  the  excepted  items. 
Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Mr.  President,  I  should  want  to  except 
the  flftli  schedule,  the  sugar  schedule. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Of  course,  suicar  is  one  of  the  outstanding 
items. 

Mr.  BROT'SSARD.  I  merely  want  to  have  that  understood, 
because  these  agreements  are  sometimes  made  when  a  Senator 
who  might  be  interested  is  not  present.  I  wish  to  have  it  now 
understood  that  I  .<hall  certainly  object  If  anybody  wants  to 
limit  the  debate  on  sugar. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  understands  that  under  my 
proposal  he  wf>uld  simply  have  to  ask  that  that  be  excepted 
from  the  rule,  and  it  would  be  excepted. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  I  just  want  to  put  the  exception  In  the 
Record  now. 

The  PRESIDINti  OFFICER.  Will  not  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  rtate  his  unanimous-consent  request  again? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President.  I  am  somewhat  amazed  to 
find  .so  many  Senators  who  desire  probably  to  take  more  than 
10  minutes.  I  did  not  supi)ose  there  were  many  items  on  which 
they  would  desire  longer  time  than  that.  But  while,  when  I 
first  made  this  request,  there  was  no  objection  except  that 
coming  from  the  Senator  from  Michigan,  it  seems  now  there 
are  others  who  want  to  take  longer  than  10  minutes.  I  myself 
do  not  want  more  than  10  minutes  on  any  amendment.  I  had 
supposed  that  was  the  feeling  of  most  Senators.  I  think  we 
have  discu.«sed  this  matter  until  it  is  pretty  well  worn  out. 
But  it  seems  that  some  want  more  than  the  time  I  have  sug- 
gested; they  want  to  have  exceptions  made,  and  probably  if 
there  is  to  be  a  multitude  of  exceptions  the  rule  would  not  work 
at  all. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  want  to 
have  his  request  submitted? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  do  not. 

STATEMEXT   OF    COIIMISSIONEX   E.    P.    C0STI0.\N    OX    PTO    IROX 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  there  Ije  prlnte<l  in  the  Recoko  at  this  poiut  the  dissenting 
report  of  Commissioner  Costigan  of  the  increase  In  the  tariff 
on  pig  iron.  I  make  this  request  because  of  the  emph.nsis 
which  has  been  laid  on  the  rei)ort  of  the  commission. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

SBP.iRATC   STATSME.NT  OF  COMMISSIONBR  COSTIOAX   IX   THE   IXVESTIGATIOM 
or    PlO    ItOX.    PCHSCANT   TO    THS    PUOTISIOXS    OF    8ECTIOX    315    OF    THl 

Takiff  Act  of  1922 

PxBRrAiT  2,   1927. 

The  Tariff  rommlKsion.  In  Its  Inrextigntion  of  pljj  Iron  for  the  pur- 
pofies  of  Rection  aiiS  of  the  tariff  act  of  11)22.  has  compiled  and  is  trans- 
mitting to  the  IMvuident  much  timely  and  valuable  Information.  The 
majority  report,  and  particularly  the  snmmarised  tindinj^  with  which 
It  ends,  are,  however,  subject  to  revision,  modification  In  some  respect*, 
and  .oulMtantial  qaestlon  in  others,  in  part  for  the  foIlowIuK  reasons, 
which,  in  my  jndjrment.  should  have  been  Included  by  the  commlasion 
as  substitute  or  additional  flndinics,  as  the  case  may  be : 

1.  In  Its  investigation  of  foreijni  cost.s  the  commission  has  deliberately 
raised  a  legal  problem  l>y  de^wrtinK  from  its  established  practice,  before 
resorting  to  Inferences  and  secondary  evidence,  of  endeavoring  t<i  secure 
at  first  hand  itemised  costs  of  production  through  expert  fleld  investi- 
gator operating  in  the  principal  competing  countries. 

2.  For  approximately  a  year  last  past.  Germany,  not  India,  has  been 
the  "  principal  competing  country  "  within  the  meaning  of  section  315, 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5389 


and,  accordingly,  any  other  commission  finding,  which  under  the  law 
must  apply  at  the  present  time,  is  so  inaccurate  as  to  be  of  doubtful 
validity.  While  the  commission  seeks  to  avoid  such  a  development  by 
reporting  that  the  maximum  Increase  in  duty  Is  Indicated,  even  if  Ger- 
many be  considered  the  principal  competing  country,  the  c<)mmls8ion 
should  have  affirmed  the  existing  competitive  priority  of  Germany,  par- 
ticularly since  the  commission  is  in  the  poaseasion  of  data,  equally 
■erviceable  with  the  Indian  figures,  for  the  comparison  of  inferred 
German  costs  in  1924  with  ascertained  domestic  costs,  and  is  in  an  even 
better  position  with  respect  to  Germany  to  assume  the  continuance  of 
■uch  cost  conditions  through  1925  and  1926 — in  other  words,  as  the  law 
Intends,  practically  to  the  date  of  the  commission's  report  to  the 
President. 

3.  The  commission's  conclusions  that  the  Indian  production  coat  of 
pig  iron  was  in  1924,  and  may  still  be  considered,  $13.36  per  long  ton, 
and  that  the  New  York  delivery  coat  of  such  pig  Iron  was  and  is  $20.01 
(Report,  p.  26).  are  Inaccurate,  in  that  the  basic  Indian  cost,  as  ascer- 
Uined.  even,  conceding  its  accuracy  for  the  purpoae  of  discusaion.  is 
rather  the  Inferred  maximum  cost  in  India.  With  some  reason,  for 
instance — modified,  to  be  sure.  In  the  case  of  Germany  by  the  recent 
Treasury  I>epartment'8  finding  of  dumping — the  report  assumes  (p.  24) 
that  some  undetermined  profits  are  included  in  its  figures.  As  ao 
additional  IwsIs  for  criticism  of  the  figuns  submitted  In  the  majority 
report.  It  should  be  observed  that  the  data,  primarily  secured  for  1924, 
have  not  been  brought  as  near  the  Immediate  date  of  the  report,  through 
•upplem«ii>tal  inquiries,  as  the  law  contemplates,  efllcient  inquiry  reason- 
ably requires,  and  a  more  comprehensive  investigation  would  liave 
permitted. 

4.  The  domestic  costs  of  production  data  employed  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission in  its  plg-lron  investigation  somewhat  understate  the  essential 
competitive  strength  of  the  plg-lron  industry  in  the  United  States,  since 
there  is  a  present  tendency  toward  Integration  with  by-product  coke 
ovens  of  new  plants  making  merchant  Iron,  and  toward  the  gradual 
elimination  of  older  plants  not  so  advantageously  located,  the  coats  of 
which,  however,  were  Included  for  1924.  In  fairness  to  the  report  It 
must,  of  course,  be  notf>d  that  the  new  plants  referred  to  were  not  In 
operation  In  1924  and  that  their  presumably  lower  production  costs  were, 
therefore,  not  reflected  In  the  commission's  cost  data. 

These  several  suggt^stlons  call  for  some  amplification.  Indeed,  If 
practicable  within  the  reasonable  limits  of  this  separate  statement,  there 
should  have  been  Included  In  the  present  discussion  another  far  reaching, 
op<n  question,  which  Is,  however,  not  peculiar  to  tlie  pig-lron  Industry, 
namely,  whether  under  the  provisions  of  section  315  so  localized  a  region 
as  New  York  City  may  fairly  be  considered  the  principal  competing 
market  in  the  Fnlfed  States.  Sufllce  It  to  say  that  In  the  judgment  of 
the  undersigned  such  a  narrowing  of  the  principal  competing  market  in 
the  present  Investigation  falls  to  meet  the  equalizing  purposes  of  the  law. 

I.    KOVKt  A8CKKTAISMEHT  OF  FOBKIGH   COSTS   BY    INFBEBNCB,   WITHOUT 

rOBKION    riBI.O    WOBK 

In  the  plg-lron  investigation  the  majority  of  the  commtsaion — partly 
in  the  belief  that  such  a  course  la  penniaslble  under  the  law,  partly 
to  test  the  legal  question,  and  partly  for  reasons  of  economy — decided 
to  dispense  with  foreign  field  work  and  to  rely  for  its  conclusions  on 
Inferences  from  such  secondary  evidence  of  foreign  cosU  as  It  might 
obtain  lu  the  United  SUtea.  In  its  previous  rcporU  under  section  315 
the  commission  has  generally  proceeded  on  the  assumption  that  the 
Congress  intended  that  changes  in  rates  of  duties  pursuant  to  that  sec- 
tion should  follow,  so  far  as  practicable,  direct  investigations  of  costs 
in  both  the  United  States  and  foreign  fields.  For  example,  in  the  com- 
mission's seventh  annual  report  to  the  Congress— the  earliest  following 
the  enactment  of  section  315 — this  assumption  was  obvious.  In  that 
report  the  commission  (pp.  39-40)  emphasized  the  fact  that  its  regula- 
tions provided  for  domestic  and  foreign  field  work,  and  that  ita  care- 
fully prepared  schedules  were  to  become  "  the  basis  of  the  intensive 
cost-of-production  inquiries  requisite  for  the  ascertainment  of  domestic 
and  foreign  coats."  It  was  there  further  pointed  out  that,  while  In 
foreign  fleld  work,  cost  data  have  in  instances  been  refused,  and  in  other 
Instances  data  have  been  withheld,  "  the  fundamental  elements  of  the 
price  and  cost  of  raw  material,  wages,  and  estimates  of  overhead  ex- 
penses are  usually  obtained. "  In  Its  eighth  annual  report  (p.  8)  the 
commission  again  stressed  the  importance  of  such  field  work  by  referring 
"  to  its  primary  task  of  securing  exact  cost  daU."  In  thus  construing 
its  new  duties,  the  commiasion  seemingly  recognised  the  fact  that  the 
expression  "  cost*  of  production,"  as  used  In  section  315,  has  an  histori- 
cal background  which  aids  in  Interpreting  its  significance ;  that  not  witb- 
ont  reason  subdlvUion  (c)  of  that  section  refers  to  the  obligation  to 
consider  "  wages,  cosU  of  material,  and  other  items  in  cost  of  produc- 
tion "  ;  and  that  the  section  as  a  whole  was  doubtless  designed  to  pro- 
mote the  assembling  of  exact  cost  daU,  both  for  the  immediate  use  of 
the  President  in  proclaiming  changes  in  rates  of  duty,  and  for  the 
oltimate  use  of  the  Congress  when  called  upon  to  undertake  further 
tariff  revisions. 

It  Is  troe  that  in  certain  investigations  under  section  315 — for  exam- 
ple, sodium  nitrite,  barium  dioxide,  and  oxalic  acid— the  dlfllculties 
encountered  abroad  through  partial  or  complete  refusals  of  information 
bave  at  times  compeUed  the  commission  to  resort  to  estimates  of  foi^ 


eign  costs.  Howsver.  the  commission  heretofore  has  invarlalklj  btid 
tliat  such  estimates  were  the  outcome  of  necessity,  and  has  been  In  a 
position  to  report  information  acquired  in  the  fleld,  supplemented  In 
part  by  the  evidence  afforded  by  Invoice  data. 

As  already  observed,  in  contrast  with  sacb  precedents  the  majority 
of  the  Tarltr  Commission  in  the  pig-lron  InvestlgatioD  concluded  at 
the  outset  to  determine  foreign  competitive  costs,  so  far  as  possible, 
by  inferences  drawn  from  foreign  invoice  dsta  or  similar  information 
available  to  the  commission,  without  following  the  customary  practice 
of  conducting  foreign  field  inquiries.  This  unusual  course  was  pa- 
severed  in,  and  the  pig-iron  report  now  being  transmitted  presents, 
as  the  basis  of  its  conclusions  with  respect  to  Indian  snd  German 
costs,  certain  maximum  figures  derived,  in  the  case  of  German  costs, 
from  Invoice  data ;  and.  In  the  case  of  Indian  costs,  in  part  from 
invoices  and  In  part  from  Importera'  books.  Such  books  give,  of  course, 
the  American  selUng  price  of  pig  iron  to  importers,  and  from  this  the 
foreign  selling  price  and  production  cost  sre  severally  computed  by 
making  deductions  for  such  factors  as  consul's  fees;  brokerage  fees, 
when  incurred;  bills  of  lading,  if  any;  Insurance;  and  transportation. 
It  developed  early  In  the  present  investigation  that  certain  Indian  In- 
voice prices  could  not  be  accepted  by  the  commission  since — apparently 
without  Intent  to  deceive — such  prices  were  clearly  too  low,  and  rep- 
resented only  partial  payments  for  imported  pig  iron.  Deductions  from 
American  selling  prices  to  importers  were,  however,  available  with 
respect  to  Indian  Invoicea.  On  the  other  hand,  German  Invoice  prices, 
as  well  as  other  invoice  data,  were  deemed  suitable  evidence  in  estimat- 
ing German  costs  of  production. 

From  this  review,  which  the  majority  report  does  not  contest.  It  Is 
apparent  that  the  commission's  Inferences  do  not  pn'sent  exact  foreign 
costs.  Exceptionally  confirmatory  evidence  is  afforded  In  this  respect 
by  a  finding  of  the  United  States  Treasury  Department,  published  on 
January  29,  1927 — subsequent  to  the  original  completion  and  approval 
of  the  pig-lron  report — which,  in  fact,  necessitated  last-moment  changed 
recitals  in  the  text  of  that  report.  The  flndljig  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment is  one  of  dumping  from  Germany,  and  Indicates  that  Germany  is 
at  present  delivering  pig  Iron  In  the  United  States  at  prices  so  plainly 
below  fair  foreign  prices  or  production  costs  as  to  invite  the  ImiMsltion 
of  antidumping  penalties. 

UMITATIONS     AFFBCnNO     USB     OF     INVOiCB     OB     SIMILAE     FOBBIOM     PBICSS 
IN    PLACX    OF    ACTOAL    PBODCCTIOM    COSTS 

In  the  Tariff  Commission's  ninth  annual  report  to  the  Congress  (pp. 
17,  18)  the  dlstwsltlon  of  some  members  of  the  commission  to  dispense 
with  foreign  field  work,  ss  has  now  been  done  In  the  plg-lron  Investiga- 
tion, was  stated  in  a  paragraph,  which  suggested  to  the  Congress  the 
desirability  of  clarifying  section  315  by  legislation  amending  it,  in  view 
of  the  legal  question  presented,  and  further  indicated  that  previously 
the  commission  only  resorted  to  secondary  evidence  when  for^gn  costs 
could  not  be  directly  ascerUlned.     The  paragraph  follows : 

**  It  is  quite  possible,  of  course,  that  in  some  instances  the  commis- 
sion may  be  unable  to  obtain  foreign  costs  directly  from  the  books  of 
the  prodncera  even  under  a  guaranty  tliat  the  Individual  figures  will 
not  be  disclosed.  Uow,  then,  does  the  matter  sUndT  Clearly,  the 
operation  of  the  statute  can  not  be  frustrated  by  the  refusal  ot  inter- 
ested parties  to  furnish  the  information  required  for  Its  application. 
The  general  view  in  the  commlsalon,  therefore,  has  been  that  where 
foreign  costs  can  not  be  directly  ascerUlned  other  relevant  and  mats- 
rial  evidence,  having  substantial  probative  value,  may  be  resorted  to 
for  the  purpose  of  arriving  at  costs  of  production.  Acting  upon  this 
view,  the  commission  in  certain  instances  has  used  Invoice  prices  of 
Imports  as  reasonable  evidence  of  at  least  the  foreign  marginal  cost. 
Where  the  difference  thus  indicated  appeara  to  be  greater  than  the 
maximum  increase  possible  under  the  statute,  the  commission  has  re- 
ported the  facts  as  indicating  that  the  cost  difference  necessary  for  the 
application  of  section  316  is  sufllcleuUy  shown  by  s  comparison  of  the 
invoice  prices  of  the  foreign  article  with  the  ascerUlned  costs  of  pro- 
duction of  the  domestic  article.  In  such  cases  It  becomes  immaterial 
how  far  the  foreign  cost  may  be  actually  lower  than  the  foreign  invoice 
price.  Question  has  been  raised  whether  this  method  can  be  employed 
when  the  apparent  difference  between  foreign  invoice  prices  snd  domes- 
tic cost  Is  less  than  the  maximum  increase  possible  under  the  statate. 
In  that  event,  cost  being  commonly  less  than  price,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  ascertain  how  much  less  the  foreign  cost  U  than  the  foreign 
Invoice  price  In  order  to  admit  of  a  complete  appUcation  of  the  sUtute. 
To  do  this  the  commission  must  have  authority  to  proceed,  by  means  of 
proper  deductions  and  allowances,  from  foreign  Invoice  price  toward  the 
ascertainment  of  the  foreign  production  cost  ThU  auUioritj,  regarded 
by  some  of  the  commlKsIon  as  Inherent  In  the  performance  of  its  statu- 
tory functions,  bsving  been  drawn  in  question,  it  would  seem  advisable 
that  the  matter  should  be  definitely  settled  by  declaratory  leglsUUon." 
The  foregoing  recommendation— repeated  by  the  commission  in  its 
tenth  annual  report— was  really  designed  to  hivlte  a  clear  legislative 
declaration,  one  way  or  another,  of  the  congressional  Intent  as  em- 
bodied in  the  present  language  of  section  315,  in  advance  of  an  attempt 
to  decide— as  the  majority  report  now  for  the  first  time  does— the 
important  question  nhether  invoice  prices  are  reasonsbly  capable  of 
revealing  sufllclentiy  sccurate  foreign  costs  of  production  for  comparison 
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with  doiBMHc  c<wt«.  Ib  Tlew  of  thla  action  of  Um  majority  of  the 
eomnila«k>a  It  now  appearii  uoaroidabljr  iMc<>aaary  to  conaiiler  certain 
naes  and  abai>M  to  which  Invuio*  prices,  aa  an  Indication  of  production 
eoata,  are  subject. 

The  ext.-pme  care  with  which  any  aubatitntion  of  aoch  secondary  for 
primary  evidence  ahouM  be  »anctlODed  by  an  inveatigational  body  which 
alma  to  act  adentiOcally  U  outlined,  rather  than  dlacuased,  in  the 
fWlowlnic  enuokeratloii   of  critical    reaaons : 

{It  SubdiTiaioD  (c)  of  aection  315  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922  makea 
aaaoiiatory  the  conaideratioa.  no  far  aa  practicable,  of  all  adTantagea 
and  diaadrantajcen  in  competition,  including  the  Items  la  ooata  of 
production,  aa  technically  known,  in  order  to  permit  the  equalisation 
la  the  prtndpa.  marketa  of  the  United  States  of  the  comparatlTe  coats 
of  articlea  pro«luc*d  here  and  In  the  principal  comp«-ting  country.  Re- 
sort, thcH'fore,  to  inferences  drawn  from  inrolce  prices,  however  cars- 
fttUy  aafecnarded.  in  place  of  the  full  range  of  economic  information 
aarertainable  thronxh  foreign  field  work,  muat  fall  far  short  of  the 
stature's  purpose.  In  other  words,  aection  315  read  aa  It  must  be  with 
doe  regard  for  all  its  provlslous,  including  those  of  subdivision  (c), 
has  In  contemplation  a  far  more  searching  compilation  of  statistically 
sscertaiaable  foreign  cost  data.  Including  regard  for  labor,  materials, 
and  eOlcleney  of  organisation  and  production,  than  any  m«re  Inference 
from  foreign  prices  can  conceivably  afford.  To  restrict  the  commis- 
sion's evidence  of  foreign  costa  to  iiuch  Inferences  Is,  In  other  words, 
to  revive,  with  less  warrant,  a  narrow  construction  of  the  expression 
of  "costs  of  protluctloa,"  analogous  (except  that  transportation  will 
remain  included)  to  the  vifw  which  soase  members  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission ront<>nded  for  prior  to  the  ruling  of  the  Attorney  General  of 
FVbrusry  2.  1926.  That  opinion  held.  In  effect,  that  determinable 
advsntsges  snd  dlsadvsntageH  in  competition  muirt  be  given  due  regard 
•a  both  aktes  of  the  cost  comparison. 

(2)  That  Invoice  pr1ce>«  such  as  the  present  report  has  used  In  the 
case  of  Germany,  or  the  similar  derived  prices  as  employed  with  re- 
spect to  India,  may  fall  to  show  normal  foreign  production  costs  Is 
well  Illustrated  by  the  I'nlted  States  Treasury  Department  flnding 
of  dumping  from  flennany,  previously  mentioned.  Issued  on  January 
29,  19'JT.  No  such  flnding  l>ss  yet  been  msde  with  respect  to  Indian 
pig  iron,  but  It  remains  poa.Hible  that  at  some  future  time  further 
Informslloa  may  lead  to  like  findings  applicable  there.  In  this  coa- 
ne«-t'.i>n.  as  already  stated,  the  commiasion  noticed  (Report,  p.  18)  that 
la  1924  British  Indian  pig  iron  was  Invoiced  at  abaurdly  low  figures, 
which  recorded  only  partial  payments  Instead  of  the  entire  foreign 
price.  In  the  light  of  such  clrcumMtances,  can  it  be  said  that  infer- 
ences aa  to  bartc  coats,  derived  from  invoicea  and  similar  prices,  arc 
dependably  comparable  with  actual  production  costs  obtained  and 
checked  at  first  hand?  It  is  evident  that.  U  Invoice  prices  are  abnonnal, 
the  industry  tends  to  either  unusual  profits  or  looses,  rendering  highly 
dlOlcult  the  apprateemeot  of  its  f^ssential  competitive  strength. 

(S>  The  present  Investlxation  demonstrates  that  importers  and  for- 
eign producers  have  more  or  less  confidential  busineas  relations,  particu- 
larly with  respect  to  pig  Iron  Imported  from  British  India.  Obviously 
under  such  circuoMtaDces  the  uaefulness  of  foreign  invoice  prices,  or 
almllac  derived  prices,  ss  evidence  of  exact  foreign  cost  Is  much 
raatrlcted. 

(4)  Invoice  and  similar  derived  prlcea.  If  they  bear  their  normal 
retatloB  to  production  costs,  tnclnde  aa  element  of  profit.  To  elimi- 
nate this  profit  accurately  or  other  than  arbitrarily  la  a  task  of  extreme 
difficulty  except  through  direct  cost  Inquiries. 

(5)  A  highly  algnlflcant  limitation  affecting  the  use  of  Invoice  and 
atmllar  price  data  la  found  In  the  surprising  assumption  that  It  Is  only 
Important  to  coni^Kler  the  particular  types  of  goods  being  Imported 
at  the  time  when  the  commission's  Investigstions  are  in  progress.  If 
this  view  l>e  sccepted.  the  tsriff-changing  stsndard  in  section  S15  may 
be  employed  to  exclude  either  from  importation  or.  at  least,  from  the 
coat  comparison  all  other  similar  competitive  articles  produced  in  the 
principal  coaK>et1ng  country  abroad,  which,  possibly  for  temporary 
reasons  of  one  sort  or  another,  are  at  the  time  of  the  investigation  not 
being  imported  Into  the  United  States.  Clearly  a  field  investigation  of 
foreign  coats  might  conceivably  discover  such  similar  articles,  and  for 
anOclent  reaaoas  might  add  the  production  costs  of  such  articles  to 
the  data  to  be  considered  la  the  ultimate  cost  comparison.  Certainly 
the  costs  of  such  similar  noniraported  but  competitive  articles  should 
not.  without  adequate  reasons,  be  barred  f^om  the  cost  cr)mparlson. 

)9)  The  comaetsskta's  experience  la  foreign  Inveetlgation  has  uncov- 
ered certs  in  enlightening  facts  with  respect  to  some  foreign  Invoice 
price  figures.  Some  such  facts  should  be  recorded  as  illustrating  the 
doubts  which  attach  to  the  prima  facie  showing  of  invoice  values.  In 
one  Important  ladaatry  the  commission's  Investlgatioo  disclosed  that  the 
invoice  prices  vary  with  the  different  countries  to  which  the  manufac- 
tured articles  were  being  exported,  prices  charged  to  the  United  States 
belna  hlgbeat :  tboee  charged  to  the  foreign  home  market  being  lowest. 
I'nder  aucfa  <Hrcomstances  the  use  of  the  foreign  Invoice  prices  alone 
wouM  hav*  indicated  hlshcr  money  production  co«ta  la  Xke  principal 
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cdtxtpetlng  country  abroad  than  actually  prevailed.  In  another  out- 
sit indlng  industry  a  certain  Joint  product  was  found  to  be.  If  anything, 
m)re  important  to  certain  foreign  producers  than  the  particular  product 
uiider  investigation.  With  respect  to  thst  Joint  product  relatively  high 
f(i  reign  costs  were  Incurred,  due  to  the  special  treatment  given  it  by  the 
m  inufacturers  of  the  Joint  product.  Such  higher  costs  were,  however, 
ccmpensHted  for  by  higher  prices  received  from  the  sale  of  that  Joint 
pioduct  But  this  complicated  situation  could  not  poiwibly  have  been 
ui  derstood  from  any  mere  scrutiny  of  Invoice  prices.  In  another  In- 
v«KtigatioD  conducted  by  the  commission  inquiries  finally  revealed  that 
M  genuine  invoice  values  existed.  In  that  situation  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, in  order  to  determine  the  dutiable  value  of  the  imported 
article,  ultimately  established  a  dutiable  value  In  excess  of  foreign  pro- 
duction costs. 

(7)  Finally,  there  are  persuasive  reasons  for  supposing  that  varioug 
iniroice  prices  are  at  times  subject  to  not  easily  ascertainable  manipu- 
la  :ion  by  foreign  manufacturers  or  shippers.  In  such  cases,  of  course, 
th  t  emphasis  already  laid  on  the  necessity  for  a  normal  relation  between 
inroice  prices  and  production  costs  becomes  particularly  vital. 

Without  further  extending  the  list  of  possible  limitations  affecting 
the  serviceability  of  foreign  invoice  prices,  aa  evidence  of  exact  pro- 
duction costs,  it  Is  submitted  ttiat  enough  has  been  said  to  give  pause 
to  the  ready  and  unchecked  substitution  of  such  data,  even  with  pos- 
silile  additions  or  deductions,  for  basic  and  directly  ascertained  produc- 
tion costs. 

II.    GKSMAjrT,  KOT   INDIA,  THE  PBtNCIPAt  COMPBTINQ   CODNT«T 

Under  the  provisions  of  section  315,  it  is  assumed  that  changes  In 
rates  of  duty  are  required  to  be  based  on  the  proclaimed  flnding  that  a 
glren  country  is — not  was,  nor  is  likely  to  be — the  principal  competing 
country  at  the  time  of  the  proclamation.  Presumably  the  law  does  not 
sa  action  the  finding  apparently  entered  in  this  investigation,  that,  be- 
es use  In  1924,  when  domestic  pig-iron  costs  were  secured,  British  India 
wi  IS,  it  therefore  continues  to  be,  the  principal  competing  country.  If 
tti?  law  applied,  as  heretofore  customarily  construed,  to  the  present 
competitive  situation,  it  is  difficult  to  understand  the  flnding  giylng 
British  India  at  this  time  first  place  with  respect  to  competitive  im- 
ports of  iron  in  pigs.  Table  No.  7.  page  8,  of  the  commission's  report, 
diitcloses  that,  while  In  19*24  British  India  was  the  principal  compet- 
In  :  country,  tested  by  quantity  of  imports,  and  Great  Britain  the  prin- 
ci|  al  competing  country,  value  considered,  in  1925  British  India  by  a 
su  )Stantlal  margin  was  the  principal  competing  country,  measured  by 
bfjth  quantity  and  value,  and  for  the  first  10  months  of  1926,  Germany 
hai  unquestionably  l)een  the  principal  competing  country,  whetlier 
Ju  Iged  by  value  or  by  quantity  of  imports.  Granted  these  established 
farts,  it  does  not  suffice,  for  the  purposes  of  an  accurate  present  report, 
to  deal  with  such  a  situation  as  the  majority  report  does,  by  stating 
that  it  is  immaterial  whether  Germany  or  British  India  be  regarded 
as  the  principal  competing  country.  The  inaccurate  finding  remains 
UI  scientific,  even  though  the  recommended  rate  to  be  proclaimed  is 
ui  affected  by  the  inaccuracy. 

Should  the  argument  be  advanced  that  the  purposes  of  section  315 
m  ly  easily  be  defeated  if,  at  abont  the  time  of  the  commission's  report, 
a  ihlft  occurs  among  the  countries  of  principal  competition,  the  answer 
Is  clear.  Section  315.  by  directing  the  investigation  of  production 
cojt  in  "competing  foreign  countries" — although  the  changed  rate 
mist  he  based  on  a  comparison  of  costs  in  the  United  States  and  the 
**  principal  competing  cotnitry  " — manifestly  had  In  view  the  possibility 
of  such  changing  competition  as  the  pig-iron  report  shows.  The  law, 
therefore,  provides  for  the  accumulation  of  sufficiently  varied  coat 
data  to  permit  an  adjustment  of  tbc  final  equalising  rate  on  the  basis 
of  the  final  facts  aa  to  principal  competition.  To  assume  for  con- 
venience that  because  an  Investigation  was  made  two  or  three  years 
agD,  the  President  must  accept  as  the  principal  competitor  the  country 
th>n  so  disclose,  regardies.s  of  substantial  changes  since,  and  may 
ignore  the  present  principal  competing  country  in  the  presidential 
pr>clnmation,  is,  to  any  the  least,  to  deal  indifferently  and  negligently 
w1  th  the  unambiguous  provisions  of  the  law. 

III.    COST   INSUmCIBNTLT   INrXRRKD   raOM    INVOICB  OB  SIMILAB   PRICXS 

The  careful  argument  of  the  majority  of  the  commission  in  support 
of  the  use  of  invoice  and  other  similar  information  with  respect  to 
foreign  prices  (Repi>rt,  pp.  2;i-26)  stresses  tb<'  necessity  for  doternslu- 
in(  an  exact  foreign-cost  figure  for  comparison  with  the  final  domestic 
CO  It.  It  Is  decidedly  apparent,  however,  that  this  parC  of  the  findings, 
evi»n  granting  for  the  moment  the  underlying  asfiumptions.  falls  short 
of  complete  sccuracy.  In  fact,  it  should  be  manifest  that  the  Tariff 
C<mmission  is  not  in  a  position  to  calculate  from  the  importers'  sell- 
In  t  prlcea  of  Indian  pig  iron,  by  making  deductions,  an  exact  Indian 
production  cost  of  $13.36  per  long  ton.  On  the  ct»ntrary,  It  Is  believed 
evident  that  all  the  commission  may  reasonably  infer  from  such  <><lling 
pt  icea  Is  the  conclusion  that  Indian  production  costs  presumably  do  not 
exi-eed  a  specified  amount.  Accordingly  the  exact  differences  in  cosU 
fouMl  in  paragrmpk  4   (b)  of  the  majority's  condudlug  summary  lack 
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the  precision  of  statement,  without  which  they  are  left  aomewbat  open 
to  the  charge  of  being  inadequately  considered. 

IV.    CHANOINO    COMPBTITITB    CONDITIONS 

In  the  majority  report  which  may  possibly  be  referred  to  hereafter 
as  more  or  less  settling  certain  previously  disputed  questions  with 
respect  to  competitive  conditions,  it  is  remarkable  to  find  no  reference 
to  the  dtcllne  in  importance  of  older  merchant  furnaces,  the  costs  of 
many  of  which  have  been  included  in  the  present  investigation,  and 
no  diacusflon  of  the  tendency  toward  the  construction  of  new  plants  in 
more  advantageous  locations  and  their  integration  with  such  entcr- 
pribes  as  coke  and  gns  manufacture.  (Uas  Merchant  Pig  Iron  Become 
By-Product?  E.  C.  Kreutzberg,  Iron  and  Trade  Review,  January  6,  1927, 
p.  37.  See  also,  by  the  same  writer :  Operators  of  Merchant  Blast 
Furnaces  in  the  East  Change  Tactics  to  Meet  New  Economic  Conditions, 
Iron  and  Trade  Review,  January  7,  1926,  p.  60.) 

The  effect  of  ignoring,  as  the  majority  report  does,  this  industrial 
change  is  in  a  measure  to  miniinice  the  real  competitive  strength  of  the 
pig-iron  industry  In  the  United  States  and  somewhat  to  exaggerate  the 
present  pressure  of  foreign  competition.  In  other  respects,  also,  that 
report  might  well  have  emphasised  certain  definite  advantages  enjoyed 
by  the  domestic  industry  In  the  domestic  market,  especially  those  aris- 
ing from  prompt  and  dependable  deliveries  and  efficient  producing  and 
selling  organisationa. 

Edward  P.  Costigan,  CofnmiB$ioncr. 

ExBcirmnc  messages  referred 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  snndry 
executive  messages  from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  were  referred  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

EEnsiON   OF   THE  TABIFT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Ommittee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  industries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  derk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fcHlowlng  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Barkley 

lUack 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brocic 

Srookhart 
roussard 
Capper 
Connaliy 
Couzens 
Cuttiug 
Dsle 
Iient-en 
Fess 


Fletcher 

Frasler 

George 

Glass 

Ooff 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Hawes 

Hnydj-n 

Ilebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kendrick 


McKellar 

Norbeck 

Norrla 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Phipps 

Pittman 

Ransdell 

Reed 

Schall 

Sbeppard 

Short  ridge 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Steck 


Steiwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thoma.-^,  Okla. 

Townspnd 

Trammell 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Mr.  BLAINE.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague  [Mr. 
La  FoLLrrtK]  is  unavoidably  absent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Sixty-one  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Utah  indicate  the  amendment  he  desires  to  have  taken  up 

now?  ^    ,  , 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  first  amendment  in  Schedule 
3  that  was  passed  over  is  found  on  page  57,  line  4,  "  tungsten 
ore  or  coiici'iitrates." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  report  the 
amendment. 

The  Lkqislativi:  Clekk.  On  page  57,  line  4,  the  committee 
proposes  to  strike  out  "  50  cents  "  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
"  45  cents,"  so  as  to  read  : 

(b)  Tungsten  ore  or  concentratea,  45  cents  per  pound  on  the  metallic 
tuugstrn    contained   therein. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  will  make  a  statement 
about  this  matter  in  a  very  fe%v  words.  With  great  respect  for 
the  Finance  Committee,  I  think  it  fell  into  error  when  not 
agreeing  with  tlie  House,  fixing  the  duty  at  50  cents  per  pound 
on  the  metuilic  tungsten  contained  in  tungsten  ore.  It  will  be 
seen,  on  line  4,  page  57,  that  the  committee  reduced  it  to  45 
cents. 

I  beg  to  remind  Senators  that  this  is  a  mining  product  and 
that  the  States  of  South  Dakota,  Colorado,  Arizona,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  California,  Utah,  Washington,  Missouri,  and  prob- 
ably some  other  States,  have  deposits  of  this  ore  within  their 
borders. 

Our  only  competitor  is  China.  For  reasons  which  are  per- 
fectly manifest,  known  to   Senators,  the  American  miner  can 


not  compete  with  the  Chinese.  I  will  not  take  up  the  time  of 
the  Senate  to  give  the  figures  showing  the  relative  cost  of 
mining  this  ore  in  China  and  mining  it  in  the  several  States  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  state  what 
the  duty  under  the  existing  law  is? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Forty-five  cents.  The  House  committee 
raised  it  to  50  cents.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  amended 
it  as  indicated,  reducing  the  rate  to  46  cents. 

It  may  be  interesting  to  state  that  we  import  from  China. 
from  2,800  to  3,500  tons  of  this  ore  per  year,  and  we  have  been 
able  under  existing  conditions  to  produce  in  America  some  1,200 
tons  per  year.  Given  this  added  protection  we  can  increase 
our  American  production,  and  it  will  be  of  advantage,  of  course, 
primarily  to  those  interested  in  the  mining  of  this  ore,  and  I 
think  I  can  show  that  the  projwsed  increase  would  not  be  mate- 
rially or  at  all  injurious  to  any  other  American  industry. 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  It  seems  to  me  this  is  a  matter  of  so  much 
Importance  that  it  is  a  pity  to  have  the  Senator's  remarks  deliv- 
ered with  so  few  Senators  in  the  Senate.  So  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  if  he  would  jrield  to  me  to  make  a  point  of  no 
quorum  ? 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  a  parliamentary 
inquiry.  It  was  stated  a  while  ago,  as  I  understowl  it.  that,  be- 
ginning with  Schedule  4,  we  have  an  agreement  under  which 
when  the  committee  amendments  were  disposed  of  In  any  sched- 
ule individual  amendments  mi^t  be  offered.  I  did  not  know 
that  we  had  entered  into  an  agreement  of  that  kind.  I  know 
it  was  suggested.  I  have  no  objection  to  an  agreement  like  that, 
but  I  want  to  know  whether  such  a  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment has  been  entered  into. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  is  informetl  that 
there  has  been  no  formal  presentation  of  such  an  agreement. 

Mr.  JONES.    That  is  what  I  understood. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understood  that  when  the  request  was 
made  that  the  rule  should  apply  to  all  schedules  it  was  sug- 
gested it  should  be  confined  to  the  first  three,  but  that  after 
those  three  schedules  had  been  comj^eted  we  would  agree  to 
tlie  rule  as  first  proposed. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  understood  that;  but  I  did  not  understand 
that  the  agreement  had  been  entered  into.  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing to  have  that  agreement  made,  but  I  did  not  understand  it 
had  been  entered  into. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  renew  my  suggestion  of  the 
absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senate  from  Cali- 
fornia yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Barkley 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brook 

Connaliy 

Fees 

Fletcher 

George 

Mr.  SCHALL 


Norrls 

Smoot 

Oddie 

Steck 

Patterson 

Steiwer 

Pine 

Swanson 

Pittman 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Ransdell 

Vandenlierg 

Reed 

Wagner 
Walsh.  Mont 

Schall 

Sheppard 

Waterman 

Short  ridge 

Simmons 

Goft 

Hale 

Harris 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Ht-flin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kendrick 

Norbeck 

I  would  like  the  Record  to  show  that  my  col- 


league [Mr.  Shipstbad]  is  ill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Forty-two  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  not  present 

RECESS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  evidently  Senators  do  not  desire 
to  work  on  Saturday  afternoon,  no  quorum  being  present  at  this 
time.  I  ask  that  the  order  of  the  Senate  may  be  complied  with 
and  that  we  take  a  recess  until  Monday  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Thereupon  (at  1  o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate, 
under  the  order  previously  entered,  took  a  recess  until  Monday, 
November  11,  1929,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive   nomination  received    by    the  Senate   November  9 

{legislative  day  of  October  SO),  1929 

Appointmentb,  by  Transfer,  iic  the  Army 

to  field  abthxery 

Second  Lieut.  Edwin  Lynds  Johnson,  Infantry,  with  rank 

from  June  12,  1925. 
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TO  AIS  CORPS 

S«c(>nd  Ueat  Albert  1>^  Alexander.  Jr..  Corps  of  Engineers 
(detailed  In  Air  rorpu).  with  rank  from  June  ».  W^. 

Sei-oiid  Meul.  Forrest  (Jordmi  Allen.  Infantry  (detuiled  In  Air 
Corp»).  with  rank  from  Jane  9.  llRttJ. 

Heo.nd  Lieut.  AlTord  VanPatten  Anderson,  jr..  Cavalry   (de- 
tailed In  Air  Con* I.  with  rank  fp.m  June  J).  1928. 

Seoind   Lieut.  Fre<lerick   LewlH  Anderwm.  Jr..  Cavalry    (de- 
tailed In  Air  ('un»*),  with  rank  fnmi  June  l>.  1U28. 

Met-oiid  Lieut.  Samuel  Kj{l>ert  Anderson.  Coast  Artillery  Corps 
(detailed  lu  Air  t'*>r\m),  with  rank  from  June  ».  1928. 

He<tiud  Lieut.  t;eorge  Haymond  Hietifang.  Field  Artillery'  (de- 
tailed in  Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9.  1928. 

i!k^-ond  Lieut.  Bryant  I^Malre  Boatner.  Field  Artillery   (de- 
Uiled  In  Air  CorpM».  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Seeond  IJeut.  Sanmel  Itobert  Hreutnall,  Field  Artillery   (de- 
tailed in  Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Se«-oud    rJeut.    Harold    Brown.    Infantry    (detailed    In    Air 
Conwi.  with  rank  from  June  9.  1928. 

8efond  Li.ut.  James  WiUwn  Brown.  Jr..  Infantry  (detailed  In 
Air  Corps!,  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Seeond  Lieut.  Joseph  Arthur  Bulser,  Coast  Artillery  Corps 
(detailed  in  Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9.  1928. 

Se<-«»nd  Lieut.  Howard  Graham  Bunker.  C^ast  Artillery  Corps 
(detailed  In  Air  Jorps).  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Seotmd  Lieut.  Frank  Jerdone  Coleman.  Signal  Corps  (detailed 
In  Air  i'orps),  with  rank  from  June  1).  1I>2H. 

Set-ond  Lieut.  Roiiert  James  Dwyer,  Field  Artillery  (detailed 
In  Air  Ct>n«).  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Second  Lietit.  Frank  Fort  Everest.  Jr..  Field  Artillery    (de- 
tailed in  Air  Corp«).  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Second  Lieut.  Nathan  Bedfo'^.  Forrest,  Jr.,  Cavalry  (detailed 
In  Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  Jane  9,  1928. 

Second   IJeut.  Charles  Grant  Go«xlrIth,  Field  Artillery    (de- 
tailed in  Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  Jane  9.  1928. 

Stvond    Lieut.    Norrls   Brown    Harbold.    Field   Artillery    (de- 
tailed in  Air  C*ori)s),  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928l 

Seeoud   Ueut.   Kobert  Seott    Israel.  Jr.,   F^eld  Artillery    (de- 
tailed in  Air  Coriw),  with  rank  from  June  9.  1928. 

Second  Lk'nt.   Paul   Harold  Johnston.  Coast  Artillery  Corps 
(tletail«>d  in  Air  Coriw),  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Second  Lieut.  AuKU-st  Walter  Kissner,  Infantry    (detailed  in 
Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  Jane  9.  1928. 

Se<ond  Lieut.  Itiilph  Edward  K«x>n,  Cavalry  (detailed  in  Air 
Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9,  1})28. 

Second  Lieut.  Stuart  Glover  McLennan.  Field  Artillery   (de- 
tailed in  Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Second    Lieut.    Alfred    Rockwood    Maxwell.    Coast    Artillery 
Corps  (detailed  in  Air  Con>!»).  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Sec«>nd  Lieut.  Arthur  William  Me<'han,  Infantry  (detailed  in 
Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9.  1928. 

Second  Lieut.  John  Stewart  Mills,  Field  Artillery    (detailed 
in  Air  Ci>rps).  with  rank  from  Jane  9,  1928. 

Se<-ond    Lieut.    John    JoTtlau    M(»rrow,    Cojiat   Artillery   Corps 
(detalle<l  in  Air  Corps),  with  rank  froni  June  9,  1928. 

StH-ond   LieuL   Georjje   Warren    Mundy,    Field   Artillery    (de- 
tailed in  Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  Jane  9.  1928. 

S«t*ond  Lieut.  John  Tboma."*  Murtha.  Jr.,  Infantry   (detailed 
In  Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Secon«l   Lieut.    Thayer    Steven.«<   Olds,   C^iast  Artillery   Corps 
(detailed  in  Air  Cori^),  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Second  Lieut.  James  Francis  Olive,  Jr.,  Infantry  (detailed  in 
Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9.  1928. 

Second  Lieut.  Roeer  Maxwell  Ramey,  Infantry   (detailed  in 
Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9.  1928. 

Second  Lieut.  Allen  Wilson  Reed,  Infantry   (detaileil  In  Air 
Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Setnmd  Lieut.  John  Alexander  Samford.  Field  Artillery   (de- 
tailed in  Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9.  1928. 

Se<-ond  Lieut.  I^ Verne  Georjse  Saunders.  Infantry    (detailed 
in  Air  (?orps).  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Second  Lient.   Edgar  Alexander   Slrmyer.  Jr.,  Infantry    (de- 
tailer!  in  Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Second  Lieut.   Frank  Leroy   Skeldon.   Infantry    (detailed   in 
Air  Corpti).  with  rank  from  June  9.  1928. 

Second  Lieut.   (Jeorge  Ferrow   Smith,   Infantry    (detaileil  lu 
Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9.  1928. 

Second  Lieut.  Thoma.'^  Webster  Steed.  Infantry   (detailed  in 
Air  Corps),  with  rank  fnmi  Jane  9.  1928. 

Sectind  Lieut.   R«>U'rt    Frederick  Tate,   Cavalry    (detailed  in 
Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9.  1928. 

Second  Lleat.  Robert  Kiudler  Taylor,  Infantry    (detailed  in 
Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 
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Second  Lieut.  Robert  Falligant  Travi.'*,  Field  Artillery  (de- 
tailed in  Air  Conw),  with  rank  from  June  9.  1928. 

Second  Lieut.  William  Henty  Tunner.  Field  Artillery  (de- 
tilled  in  Air  Corijs),  with  rank  from  June  9.  1928. 

Second  Lieut.  Robert  Willlnins  Warren.  Infantry  (detailed  in 
Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Seconrl  Lieut.  Harry  Edgar  Wilson.  Infantry  (detailed  In 
Air  Corps),  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Second  Lieut.  Ro.sroe  Charles  Wilson,  Field  Artillery,  detailed 
ii|  Air  Con)s).  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

Second  Lieut.  Emnjett  Felix  Yost,  Infantry  (detailed  in  Air 
C|)rps),  with  rank  from  June  9,  1928. 

PROtfOnoNS   IN   THE  AUMT 

To  be  colonels 
Lieut.  Col.  William  Rerasen  Taylor,  Cavalry,   from   Novem- 
ber 2,  1929. 

Lieut.  Col.  John  Patrick  Hasson,  Quartermaster  Corps,  frcnn 
P^ovember  4.  1929. 

To  be  li4rutenant  colonel$ 
MaJ.  Everett  Darius  Barlow,  Quartermaster  CJorps,  from  Oc- 
tober 31.  1929. 
Maj.  Felix  Enimanuelli.  Infantry,  from  October  31,  1929. 
MaJ.  Pascual  Lopea,  Infantry,  from  November  2,  1929. 
MaJ.  William  Albert  Johnson,  Corps  of  Engineers,  from  No- 
vember 4,  1929. 

To  be  majors 

Capt.  Edwin  Mack  Scott,  Quarterma-ster  Corps,  from  Octo- 
ber 31,  1929. 

Capt.  Paul  James  Dowling,  Infantry,  from  Oct«»ber  31,  1929. 

Capt.  Otis  Porter,  Cavalry,  from  November  2,  1929. 

Capt.  Hermann  Charles  Dempewolf,  Infantry,  from  Novem- 
ber 4,  1929. 

FbOMOTIONS   IX   THE  NaVY 

Naval  Constructor  George  H.  Rock  to  be  Chief  Constructor 
a^id  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  In  the  De- 
li artment  of  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  rear  admiral,  for  a  term 
if  four  years. 

Commander  Herbert  E.  Kays  to  l)e  a  captain  in  the  Navy 
fti>m  tlie  13th  day  of  March.  1929. 

Lieut,  ('ommander  James  B.  Will  to  be  a  commander  in  the 
I^avy  from  the  11th  day  of  October.  1929. 

Lieut.  Francis  A.  Smith  to  l)e  a  lieutenant  commander  In  the 
I^avy  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1929. 

Lieut.  Dtiuglas  A.  Spencer  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  In 
t^e  Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  October.  1929. 

Lieut.  Han. 1,1  F.  Ely  to  be  a  lieutenant  commander  in  the 
2<avy  from  the  lltli  day  of  October.  1929 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Whltaker  F.  Riggs,  jr..  to  be  a  lieu- 
tenant in  the  Navy  from  the  6th  day  of  June,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  William  S.  Cami^bell  to  be  a  lieutenant 
i^i  the  Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1929. 

Lient  (Junior  Grade)  George  W.  Snyder.  3d.  to  be  a  lieu- 
t^njuit  in  the  Navy  from  the  2d  day  of  August,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Vernon  Huber  to  be  a  lieutenant  in  the 

avy  from  the  22d  day  of  Octolier.  1929. 

Lieut,  (Junior  tirade)  Peter  J.  Neirao  to  be  a  lieutenant  in 
t^e  Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  November,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Howard  B.  Hutchinson  to  be  a  lieu- 
tenant in  the  Navy  from  the  4th  day  of  November,  1929. 

LieuL  (Junior  Grade)  Horace  B.  Butterlleld  to  be  a  lieuten- 
ant in  the  Navy  from  the  8th  day  of  Noveml)er,  1929. 

Lieut  (Junior  Grade)  John  P.  Cady  to  be  a  lieutenant  in  the 
l^avy  from  the  10th  day  of  Noveml>er.  1929. 

The  followIng-name<l  ensigns  to  be  lieutenants  (Junior  grade) 
i^  the  Navy  from  the  3d  day  of  June,  1929: 

Samuel  M.  Tucker. 

John  H.  Simpson. 

John  D.  Sweeney. 

Medical  Dirt^ctor  Norman  J.  Blackwood  to  be  a  medical 
director  in  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  rear  admiral,  from  the 
nth  day  of  February,  1921. 

Medical  Inspector  Joseph  A.  Blello  to  be  a  meilical  director 
lb  the  Navy,  with  the  rank  of  captain,  from  the  1st  day  of  July, 


1929. 
Th 


The  following-named  pharmacists  to  be  chief  pharmacists  in 
Ae  Navy,  to  rank  with  but  after  ensign,  from  the  5th  day  of 
IJovember.  1929: 

I>aniel  W.   Heagy.  Freilerlck  O.  Ball. 

Leo   A.   Duncan.  John  P.  T.  Bennett. 

Rohert  N.  Cheetham.  JeflTerson  O.  Forte. 

Edmond  D.  Harrison.  Martin  Huff. 
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Deneen 

Dill 

Fletcher 

Frazier 

Gforge 

Glass 

Ooldsborough 

Gould 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hatfield 

llayden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

JotiDson 

Jones 


Kean 

Sackett 

Kendrlck 

Slieppard 

Keyes 

Short  ridije 

La  Follette 

8immoDs 

McKellur 

Smoot 

McMiister 

Steiwer 

McXary 
Norbeck 

Stephens 

S-wanson 

Norris 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Nye 

Thomas,  Oltla 

Oddle 

Town8<>Dd 

Overman 

Trammell 

Patterson 

Tydinjfs 

rhipps 

Vandenberg 

Pine 

Wapner 
Walcott 

Pirtman 

Rausdell 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Reed 

Waterman 

Kobinson,  Ind. 

Wheeler 

Monday,  November  11,  1929 

(Lcffislative  day  of  Wednesday,  October  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

SCSIONATION  or  PRESiniNO  OFFICIX 

The  Chief  Clwk  read  the  following  communication,  which 
was  ordered  to  be  placed  on  file : 

UnrTBD  Stat«8  8bsat«, 
President  pro  temporc, 
Washinoton,  D.  0.,  November  U,  tStS. 
To  the  Senate: 

Being  temporarily  absent  from  the  Senate,  I  appoint  Hon.  Charlis 
L.  McNart,  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Oregon,  to  perform  the  daties 
of  the  Chair  this  legislative  day. 

Gbo.  H.  Hosbs, 
President  pro  tempore. 

Mr.  McNARY  took  the  chair  as  Presiding  Officer. 

CALX,  of  the  boll 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  having  been  no  quorum 
jiresent  when  the  Senate  took  a  recess  on  Saturday,  the  clerk 
will  call  the  roll  to  ascertain  the  presence  of  a  quorum. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

Allen 

A«hurst 

Bnrkley 

Bint;  ham 

Black 

Bl.nl  ne 

Blease 

Borah 

Bnitton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Broussard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Copeland 

Couzens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Mr.  TOWNSEND.  I  desire  to  announce  the  unavoidable  ab- 
sence of  my  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
HAsnifGs].  I  ask  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for  the 
day. 

Mr.  KEAN.  The  senior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
EnoE]  is  absent  on  official  business.  I  will  let  this  announce- 
ment stand  for  the  day. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy-six  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

THB   .TOUBNAL 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  Journal  for  Thursday,  November  7,  Friday,  November  8, 
and  Saturday,  November  9,  be  approved. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordered. 

OBDEB  rOB   BEXTESS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  tinanimous  consent  that 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  business  of  to-day  the  Senate  take  a 
recess  until  10  o'clock  a.  m.  to-morrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  Is  so  ordered. 

BKPOBT  ON  LOBBYING  AND  LOBBYISTS 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  submit  and  have 
read  from  the  desk  a  report  of  the  committee  dealing  with  lob- 
bying and  lobbyists.  It  will  tate  but  a  few  moments.  It  is  a 
report  on  the  activities  of  Mr.  Burgess. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  report  submitted  by  the 
Smator  from  Arkansas  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  report  (No.  43,  pt  2),  as  follows: 

Tour  committee,  named  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Jadidary,  pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  20,  having  made  Inquiry  faito 
current  talk  that  efforts  have  been  made  to  procure  the  dismissal  of  a 
memt>er  of  the  force  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  or  to  sutv 
Ject  him  to  discipline  on  account  of  acts  done  or  information  given  to 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Plnance  or  of  aid  given  to  members  thereof, 
beg  leave  to  report  as  follows : 

One  Frederick  L.  Koch,  clilcf  of  the  ceramics  division  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  at  their  request,  appeared  before  the  committee  of  both 
Houses  considering  the  pending  tariff  bill  H.  B.  2667.  He  entered  the 
Customs  Service  of  the  Treasury  Department  in  1902,  remaining  with  it 


for  20  years,  since  which  time,  daring  the  last  seven  years,  he  has  beca 
with  the  Tariff  Commiwion. 

In  the  ooane  of  the  hearings  liefore  the  majority  members  of  tb* 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  he  gave  some  testimony  or  information 
concemins  which  he  was  somewhat  sharply  questioned  bf  eertain  mem* 
bers  of  the  committee.  The  next  mominc  ooe  William  F.  Bnrgeaa,  here- 
after to  be  referred  to,  preferred  charges  against  him  to  the  ctialrmaa 
of  the  Tariff  Commission.  He  later  appeared  in  a  like  capacity  at  the 
open  bearings  conducted  by  the  Setate  Finance  Committee,  when  Bur- 
gess, accompanied  by  one  Wells,  a  pottery  manufacturer,  his  son,  and 
one  Duffy,  aald  to  be  the  head  of  an  organisation  of  laborers  In  the 
pottery  industry,  made  further  complaint  to  the  chairman  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  the  substance  ol  their  complaint  being  that  Koch  had 
exhibited  before  the  committee  in  such  open  hearings  a  partiality  in 
favor  of  the  imporien  of  potteT7  and  was  on  terms  of  friendly  intimacy 
with  the  manager  of  a  Japanese  importing  firm.  Speciflcally  it  was 
charged  that  he  bad  repeatedly  prompted  Senator  Kino,  a  member  of 
the  committee  and  known  to  be  opposed  to  high  duties,  to  ask  questions 
of  witnesses  testifying  in  behalf  of  such  on  items  in  the  earthenware 
schedule. 

The  delegation  referred  to  appeared  before  Thomas  O.  Marvin,  the 
chairman  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  as  stated,  and  while  there  Coro- 
nhssioner  Brossard  came  in,  by  whom  Koch  was  Informed  of  the  visit 
of  Burgess  and  the  others  named.  Burgess  being  interrogated  alwut 
the  visit  was  yague  as  to  what  action  he  desired  the  commiasion  to  take 
in  the  premises.  Koch  understood  that  his  dismissal  from  the  service 
was  what  was  sought.  However  that  may  be,  a  letter  subsequently  came 
from  one  Wyllle,  a  pottery  manufacturer  from  the  State  of  West  Vii^ 
ginla,  addressed  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  duplicate  to  the 
Secretary  of  :he  Treasury,  demanding  such  action.  The  letter  is  as 
follows : 

Hdntinqton,  W.  Va.,  AuffUSt  IS,  1X9. 

Hon.  Hbrbebt  Hoover, 

President,  'Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  President:  1  aro  reliably  Informed  that  a  Mr.  Koch,  of  the 
ceramics  division  of  the  staff  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  is  a  great  and 
very  close  friend  of  the  representative  of  the  chief  Japanese  chlnaware 
Importing  bouse  in  this  country,  and  that  Mr.  Koch  has  been  doing 
everything  he  possibly  can  in  connection  with  the  recent  hearings  on 
the  earthenware  schedule  to  help  the  importers  and  especially  the 
Japanese. 

It  is  certainly  a  bad  situation  when  a  man  of  tbia  type  should  hold 
such  an  important  position  and  who,  instead  of  serving  his  country  who 
pays  him  his  salary,  he  instead  devotes  most  of  his  time  and  effort 
against  the  l)est  interests  of  the  Government,  the  domestic  pottery  in- 
dustry, and  labor. 

The  domestic  pottery  industry  is  unable  to  compete  at  the  present 
time  with  the  low-priced  goods  that  is  flooding  the  country,  being 
manufactured  by  cheap  foreign  labor,  especially  the  Japanese  The  in- 
dustry is  already  in  a  very  bad  way  and  12  plants  have  gone  out  of 
business  in  the  last  three  years,  and  more  will  go  out  of  basineas  soon 
unless  relief  is  afforded  by  the  increased  tariff  protection.  There  has 
been  no  profit  in  the  business  for  a  numlier  of  years.  Figures  sub- 
mitted l)efore  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee  will  sustain  this 
statement.  With  such  a  condition  as  this  existing  in  the  industry,  then 
to  have  a  man  of  Mr.  Koch's  kind  doing  everything  possible  to  help 
destroy  the  industry,  it  looks  to  me  that  MT.  Koch  should  be  checked  up 
and  dismissed  from  service. 

Hoping  that  you  will  give  this  matter  your  consideration,  and  with 
kinde.<)t  regards. 

Very  truly  yours, 

H.   R.  WTLUm 

The  committee  sougbt  to  secure  the  testimony  of  Wyllie  aa  to  the 
source  of  the  information  upon  which  his  ctiarges  against  Koch  were 
baaed,  but  he  pleaded  illness  and  sent  a  certificate  of  a  physician  to  the 
effect  that  he  was  unable  to  come  ;  but  the  committee  agreed  to  excuse 
him  only  on  condition  that  he  would  disclose  the  source  of  his  informa- 
tiou.  He  then  wrote  that  he  had  it  from  Burgess,  though  the  latter, 
when  on  the  witness  stand,  denied  that  he  had  communicated  in  any 
way  with  Wyllle  on  the  subject  or  with  anyone  else  save  as  heretofore 
stated. 

Pending  the  bearings  before  the  Finance  Committee,  the  chairman. 
Senator  Smoot,  informed  Koch  that  charges  had  Ijeen  made  against 
him.  and  he  was  interrogated  by  Senator  Smoot  and  other  members 
of  the  committee.  Including  Senators  Rexd  and  Edge,  all  of  whom  ex- 
pressed their  entire  confidence  in  Mr.  Koch.  He  continued  In  his 
capacity  as  aide  to  the  committee  and  sat  with  Senator  Smoot  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  when  the  earthenware  schedule  waa  under  con- 
sideration in  this  body.  He  freely  admltt*^!  a  close  personal  friendship 
with  one  Walker,  the  representative  of  the  Japanese  importing  company, 
with  whom  be  bad  frequently  come  Into  contact  lu  tlie  discharge  of  bis 
ofllclal  duties.  He  had  visited  him  at  his  home  In  New  Jersey  and  had 
dinner  with  him,  as  he  bad  bad  with  a  leading  domestic  manufactnrer 
of  pottery,  whose  acquaintance  he  had  made  In  like  manner.     Nothing 
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•pprarr>d  to  eaoae  th*  «ommlttP«  to  <loubt  that  Mr.  Koch  was  in  the 
faltUfal  dUcharne  of  hl»  duty  Jn  aiding  Senator  Ki.tG  In  piopoundtng 
«a><«tloaa  to  tb*  wJtB«'ii*M  who  App«>ired  before  the  committee. 

BorKfW  wai  a  member  of  the  Tariff  Commission  from  1921  to  1925, 
on«  Carl  Lansenb^ck  b«lng.  during  the  early  part  of  his  service,  the 
cbiff  of  the  ceramics  division  and  Koch  his  assistant  Langenbeck 
differed  with  BurgesM  conofrnlng  the  practicability  of  Inducing  the  manu- 
factar*>  lo  this  country  of  the  finer  kinds  of  china  and  porcelain  by  the 
imposition  of  a  duty.  8uch  difference  having  arisen,  he  was  promptly 
and  peremptorily  dismissed  and  Koch  elevated  to  his  place. 

Rurgena  has  been  a  representative  of  the  pottery  interests  in  Wash- 
ington in  connt^cti^n  with  the  framing  of  every  tariff  act  from  and 
including  the  act  of  18*7.  He  has  been  In  Washington  continuously 
since  the  pending  bill  was  first  taken  up  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee, dlnce  IJKM.  except  for  the  foar  years  when  he  served  as  a 
member  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  be  has  acted  as  tariff  adviser  In  con- 
nei-tlon  with  the  ailinlnlstratlon  <>t  the  customs  laws  and  is  a  member 
of  the  customs  bar,  though  not  an  attorney  at  law.  Kor  many  years, 
save  for  the  same  period,  he  has  been  employed  in  the  capacity  above 
Indicated  by  the  I'nited  States  Potters'  Association,  of  which  he  Is  vice 
presid<*ut.  from  which  he  received  an  annual  salary,  prior  to  the  time 
h«  became  a  tariff  commisHioner,  of  $5,00u,  and  since  that  time  of 
t'.SOO.  I'rior  to  leaving  the  commlitslon  he  had  agreed  to  go  back  into 
the  servire  of  ttie  Potters'  Association  at  the  figure  last  named.  Not- 
withittnnding  these  facts  he  toatifled  before  the  Finance  Committee,  when 
he  appeared  before  that  body,  that  he  represented  no  one.  He  is  him- 
self Interested  flnuncially  in  the  pottery  business.  During  the  time  he 
has  been  In  Washington,  almost  If  not  contlnuoualy,  since  the  first  of 
the  current  yi>ar.  his  principal.  If  not  bis  only,  business  has  been  looking 
carter  the  itending  tariff  legislation,  and  particularly  after  Schedule  2, 
the  earths,  earthenware,  ami  gla.sawiiro  «chednle.  He  has  been  in  fre- 
quent consultation  with  Members  of  the  S«nate  on  tariff  matter8  as  well 
as  with  others  at  the  Capitol,  exhibiting  deep  concern  In  the  passage  of 
the  tariff  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House,  ur  in  securing  higher  duties  on 
manufacture*!  products. 

In  bl*  capacity  as  representative  of  the  United  Ststes  Potters*  Asso- 
ciation he  has  visited  Eur<<|>e  six  times  pursuing  InvcstlgatiunR  with  n 
view  to  establishing  undervaluation  by  Importers  of  earthenware.  On 
oae  of  these  occasions  he  accompanied  a  commission  sent  out  by  the 
8e*-retary  of  the  Treasury  as  Its  .idvlser.  Upon  the  report  of  the  com 
mltmlon  prtjceedlngs  Wt»re  instituted  Ix-fore  the  appraiser  to  establish  an 
undervaluation  In  certain  Invoices  The  appraiser  rejected  as  unworthy 
of  credence  the  report  so  made,  but  his  decision  was  ov*'rruled  by  a 
boartl  of  reviewing  appraisers.  Its  decision  was  in  torn  reversed  by 
another  board,  when-upon  suit  was  brought  In  the  United  Statesi  district 
Court,  which  again  reported  the  rep«>rt  of  the  oummission,  its  Judgment 
belag  later  affirmed  by  the  circuit  court    }i  app<'al8. 

The  wltoeas.  bealdes  being  contradicted  flatly  by  Mr.  Wyllle.  the  truth- 
fuincMs  of  whose  statement  there  Is  no  reason  to  duubt,  and  having,  aa 
the  record  shows,  led  the  finance  Committee  to  believe  when  he  ap- 
^^peated  before  It  that  he  bore  no  relation  to  any  organisation  interested 
In  the  tiirlff.  was  evaaive  and  disingenuous  In  bis  answers  to  qtiesOons 
propounded  to  blm  by  members  of  the  committee,  and.  in  part,  by  bU 
testimuoy.  conveyed  the  impression  to  the  committee  that  as  a  result  of 
bis  trip  to  Europe  as  adviaer  of  the  Treanury  commission  very  sub- 
ataatlal  addillonMl  sums  were  re<»vered  by  the  Government  in  conse- 
quaace  ot  undervaluation  of  importations.  The  published  reports,  how- 
ever, of  the  proo-edlngs  before  the  various  boards  of  appraisers  and  tht^ 
courts,  afterwards  introduced.  dlaclo8ed  the  truth  to  be  as  hereinbefore 
art    forth. 

The  chairman  of  the  Tariff  rommisston.  to  whom  the  complaint  by 
Burgeas  of  Ko<'h  was  preferre<l  wast,  for  m.sny  years  prior  to  his  appoint- 
ment, secretary  of  the  Home  Market  Club,  an  organlastlon  Interested  in 
the  promotion  of  a  policy  of  a  protective  tariff,  pabHshing  a  magaaine. 
the  Prot»Ttionlst,  r»Telving  fmm  It  n  salary  of  |«.<V>0  a  year.  He  hsd 
served  as  such  wince  about  100»<  «nd  was  present  In  Waehlngton  while 
ttis  Payne-Alrtrlch  bill  and  the  Underwood  Simmons  bill  were  nnder  con 
stderatton.  He  had.  prior  to  the  time  of  his  becoming  secretary  of  the 
Homo  Msrket  (Tub  and  thereafter,  published  articles  and  written  news 
paper  editorials  dealing  with  the  tariff  question  from  the  protectionist's 
point   of  view. 

There  la  no  doubt  that  Burceag  .npijeaK^  to  Marvin  to  diamiss  Koch 
or  otherwise  discipline  him  to  constrain  him  and  other  memliers  of  the 
force  of  the  Tariff  romniisslon  to  refrain  from  giving  any  Information 
that  might  militate  .npilnst  the  enactment  of  the  highest  possible  rates 
of  duty  or  from  aiding  members  of  the  comroittees  of  Congreas  or  Sena- 
tors and  Representatives  who  mltdit  be  believed  to  be  desirous  of 
re<luclng  the  duties,  his  acta  amounting  approximately  to  contempt  of 
the  Senate,  if  they  do  not  constitute  such. 

T.  U.  Carawav,  Chairman. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  PreHiiieat.  I  merelj  wish  to  make  a 
brU'f  8tHteineDt. 

As  thts  r*>port  »Utes.  tin?  witness,  Mr.  Burgt>8S,  teatitted  befure 
th»  iAeiiate  Winam-e  Committer  that  he  represented  no  intere><t ; 
that  he  was  $i|«>aking  uoly  as  oue  of  a  group  who  9i>aght  (krutec 
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Ion  for  their  own  Industry.  He  relnctantly  admitted,  however, 
hat  he  was  in  the  employ  of  the  Potters'  Association  at  $7,500 
I  year;  that  he  was  in  tlie  employ  of  a  W(k>1  assm-iation,  frum 
nrbich  he  received  $2,400  a  year;  and  that  he  was  employed  by 
jther  associations  and  manufacturers,  some  of  whom  he  had 
jeen  representlnp  for  a  number  of  years,  and  from  whom  he 
•eceived  .substantial  contributions.  He  objected,  however,  to 
>aying  what  he  got  or  whom  he  r»M>resented  ;  he  .said  that  was 
nobody's  business.  Under  repeated  quei«tioning  to  ascertain 
w'hat  services  he  renderetl  to  these  people  for  a  salary  that 
unountpd  certainly  close  to  $20,000  a  year,  he  finally  said  that 
lis  oidy  duty  was  to  be  a  witne.ss ;  that  he  was  a  professional 
(Fitness.  Then  he  admitted  that  his  ctmtract,  at  least  that  with 
he  pottery  interests,  required  him.  if  they  should  ask  it  of  him, 

0  come  to  Washington  and  assist  in  tariff  legrislation,  and  that 
le  so  came,  although  he  would  occasionally  revert  to  his  origi- 
lal  declaration  tbat  that  was  no  part  of  his  employment.  How- 
ever, the  facts  are  that  hf  was  employed,  and  the  only  services 
le  rendered,  outside  of  what  assistance  he  may  have  been  to 
he  industry  as  a  tariff  lobbyist,  was  in  being  a  professional 

(V'itness  before  the  Cn.stoms  Court. 

One  of  the  evils  to  which  1  wish  to  call  attention  is  this: 
fie  went  before  the  chairman  of  the  Tariff  Commission  and 
lemande<l  that  Mr.  Kf>ch,  a  tariff  expert,  should  be  removed 
from  the  service.  Burgess  denied  that,  but  Chairman  Marvin 
^aid  there  was  no  oth»'r  occasion  for  him  to  be  there  and  that 
was  the  only  impression  which  had  been  created  ui>on  his  mind 
as  to  the  occasion  of  t-he  visit  of  Burgess,  namely,  that  he 
wanted  Mr.  Koch  removed  from  the  service.  Another  member 
of  the  comnriseion  came  in  and  received  the  same  impression, 
although  Mr.  Bllrge^«  denied  that  Mr.  Koch  was  mentioned. 
He  referred,  however,  to  a  labor  leader  at  East  Liverpool,  Ohio, 
who  had  acconipanie<l   him,  and  said   that  he  demanded   this. 

1  telegraphed  that  so-called  labor  leader — I  do  not  know  him — 
and  a.sked  him  if  he  would  TOme  before  the  committee  He 
never  replied  to  my  telegram,  except  to  send  a  printed  circular 
which  had  bren  is.sue<l  by  the  Potters'  As.s<K'iation,  and  which 
gave  us,  of  oiurse.  no  information. 

However,  the  evil  d<ies  not  stop  there.  Mr.  Burgess  under 
oath  stated  that  at  lea.st  three  meml)ers  of  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  had  joined  with  liim  in  condemning  Mr. 
Koch.  He  went  so  far  us  to  quote  two  of  them  in  their  ex- 
pressed disapproval.  Each  one  of  them  has  taken  occasion  to 
refute  that  statement  by  their  commendation  of  Mr.  K(K'h  on  the 
rtiH>r  of  the  Senate,  which,  of  course,  makes  us  know  that  not 
only  was  Mr.  Burgess  willing  to  accept  money  as  a  lobbyist  and 
then  under  oath  deny  it  and  conceal  it  when  the  chairman  of 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  and  others  asked  him  about  his 
employment,  saying  that  he  had  none,  but  he  was  willing  to  try 
to  frame  Koch  with  a  declaration  that  Membors  of  the  Senate 
in  their  .secret  meetings  had  Joined  with  him  in  condemning 
Koch's  activities.  He  pretended  to  quote  the  exact  language  of 
the  Senator  from  New  .Jersey,  who,  however,  repudiated  the 
statement  here  upon  the  flot>r  of  the  Senate. 

The  only  thing  I  want  to  say  al)out  it  Is  that  this  paid 
lobbyist  had  no  regard  whatever  for  his  reputation,  no  hesi- 
tancy in  committing  perjury,  but,  in  addition  to  that,  he  was 
willing  to  slander  Members  of  the  Senate  by  trying  to  Ixilster  up 
his  case  before  the  Tariff  Comml-sslon,  securing  the  removal 
of  a  man  who  had  testified  as  to  the  condition  of  an  industry 
in  a  way  he  did  not  think  would  help  that  industry  to  get  what 
the  lobbjist  was  demanding  for  it. 

PKTtTIONS 

Mr.  JONES  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  Stat« 
of  Washington,  praying  for  the  pasi<age  of  legislation  requiring 
the  registration  of  aliens,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  IrHmigration. 

Mr.  C.XPPBR  presented  re9«>lutiona  adopted  by  the  city  com- 
mlssi^mers  of  Lawrence,  Kans.,  favoring  tlie  pjis.vage  of  legisla- 
tion  granting  increased  pensions  to  soldiers,  .sailors,  marines, 
and  nurses  of  the  war  with  Spain,  the  Philippine  insurrection, 
and  the  China  relief  expedition,  which  were  referred  to  the 
(^)mmittee  on  Pensions. 

He  also  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Herington. 
Kans.,  praying  for  the  pa-ssage  of  legislation  srnnting  increa.«;ed 
jH^nsions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  wldow.s,  which  was 
referred  to  the  ConimJtie»'  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  COPEI.ANI>  presented  petitions  numerously  signed  by 
sundry  citizens  of  the  State  of  New  York,  praying  for  the  pas- 
sage of  legislation  granting  increa.se<l  pensions  to  Civil  War 
veterans  and  their  widows,  which  were  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Pensions. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indhina  presented  a  petition  of  sundry 
citizens  of  Washington,  D.  C,  praying  for  the  jaissage  of  legis- 
lation granting  increaseil  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and 


their  widows,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. ...  ., 
Mr.  TTDFNGS  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of 
Baltimore,  Md.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting 
increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  widows, 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

BIIX8    INTRODtTCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  HAYDEN : 

A  bill  (S.  2073)  granting  a  pension  to  James  Lee;  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FLETCHER: 

A  bill  (S.  2074)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Josephine 
Le  Fevre ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 

A  bill  (S.  21)75)  to  amend  the  act  of  May  2G.  1922,  amending 
the  narcotic  durgs  impwts  and  export  act ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

A  bill  (S.  2076)  for  the  relief  of  Drinkard  B.  Milner;  to  the 
Conamittee  on  MiliUtry  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  VANDENBERG: 

A  bill  (S.  2077)  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  fix  the 
terms  of  the  District  Court  for  the  Western  District  of  Michi- 
gan," approved  July  9,  1912;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

▲MENOMENTS  TO  THK  TKRirr  BILL 

Mr.  BARKTvEY  submitted  two  amendments  InteiMled  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill, 
which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

STATE  CONTBOL  OF  PUBLIC  UTILITIES 

Mr.  ALLEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  consent  to  have  published 
!n  the  RECORn  an  able  address  delivered  by  Gov.  Clyde  M.  Reed, 
of  Kansas,  before  the  national  convention  of  Railroad  and 
Utilities  Commissioners  at  Glacier  Park,  Mont.,  August  29,  1929, 
on  the  subject  of  State  control  of  public  utilities. 

There  being   no   objection,    the  address   was   ordered   to  be 
print*  d  In  the  Recobo,  as  follows : 
ScMiKART  or  Addekss  bt  Gov.   Cltdk  M.  Reed,  of  Kansas,  to  the 

National  Convkntion  of  Raiiaoad  and  Utiuties  Commissioners  at 

Glacieb  Park,  Mont.,  Adgost  29,  1929 

(Note. — Governor  Reed  waa  formerly  chairman  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Kanaas  and,  as  such,  was  an  active  member  of  the  asso- 
ciation. He  18  an  honorary  member  now,  and  appeared  before  the  con- 
vention by  Invitation.) 

Governor  Reed  said  in  part: 

•*  If  this  discussion,  brief  in  the  light  of  the  Importance  of  the  questions 
involved,  were  given  a  title.  It  would  be  'The  Return  of  (FlnandaJ) 
Feudalism '  or  '  The  E)ecllne  of  the  States,"  or,  perhaps,  a  title  that 
would  be  inclusive  of  both  phrases,  for  both  are  Involved  and  the  one  la 
related  to  the  other.  That  the  States  have  decUned  In  power  In  the  last 
quarter  of  a  century  is  undenled.  The  growth  of  financial  feudalism  la 
a  contemporary  manifestation,  but  is  here,  and  is  causing  increasing 
concern  among  thoughtful  people.  And  no  cue,  at  least  no  one  I  know 
or  have  board  of,  can  foresee  the  end  or  the  ultimate  effect  of  this  most 
recent  development  upon  the  country. 

"  The  official  responsibility  delegated  by  the  people  of  their  States  to 
those  prestnt  Is  the  regulation  of  rates  and  service  rendered  by  public- 
utility  corporations,  including  common  carriers.  Our  present  system  of 
regulation  has  been  in  effect  and  on  trial  for  about  20  years,  and  If 
there  is  anyone  who  believes  tbat  it  Is  an  unqualified  success  I  have  not 
heard  of  him.  As  for  myself,  1  have  grave  doubts  that,  under  existing 
conditions,  it  can  be  called  successful  in  any  true  sense.  The  failure, 
however,  is  from  no  weakness  in  the  theory  but  from  causes  unfore- 
seen at  the  time  of  enactment  of  this  sort  of  legislation.  Much  if  not 
most  of  the  cause  of  failure  lies  In  the  interference  with  State  power 
by  the  Federal  courts,  led  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  1 
shall  refer  to  this  phase  In  some  detail,  but  first  I  want  to  emphasise 
the  finauclal  feudallstlc  tendency  of  the  country. 

*•  We  all  know  that  In  the  last  five  years  there  have  grown  up  great 
'  holding  corjwratlon.s  '  Into  whose  capacious  and  rapacious  maw  has  been 
taken  nearly  all  important  public-utility  companies  of  the  country.  I  shall 
not  deal  with  this  process  In  detail.  Prof.  W.  Z.  Ripley,  of  Harvard,  In 
his  writings,  and  United  States  Senator  Thomas  J.  Walsh,  of  Mon- 
tana. In  bis  speeches  In  the  Congress,  laid  the  foundation  for  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Investigation  which  has  so  Informed,  astoiUshed,  and 
shocked  the  country  as  to  the  lengths  of  unpatriotic,  not  to  say  Illegal 
and  corrupt,  conduct  of  which  some  of  the  great  utility  companies  and 
their  agents  and  agencies  were  guilty.  In  a  time  of  a  more  alert  public 
wntiment.  condemnation  would  have  been  more  harsh  than  has  been  the 
case,  and  the  guilty  companies  have  been  more  severely  criticlted.  As 
It  Is,  I  can  not  see  It  has  had  any  effect  on  them,  except  perhaps  to 
regret  belnjr  caught  with  the  goods  on.  Nothing  short  of  snbstantlal 
monetary  losses  or  Jail  sentences  would  have  any  real  effect  on  the  men 

/ 


guilty  of  th«  tfalDgs  brought  to  light  la  the  luvestlgntion.  The  public — 
at  least  a  conslderaWe  fraction  of  It — Is  thinking  of  making  a  few  dimes 
for  itself,  some  of  these  boped-for  dimes  to  com^  through  '  holding  com- 
panies'  responsible  for  the  reprehensible  practices.  So  long  as  that 
hoix?  is  there,  the  fraction  of  the  public  holding  It  Is  not  likely  to  become 
excited  over  anything  short  of  mayhem  or  murder. 

*•  To  anyone  familiar  with  the  various  stock  and  other  forms  of  floan- 
dal  exchanges  there  has  come  a  fear  tbat  the  American  public  is  In- 
dulging in  a  speculation  orgy  compared  to  which  the  South  Sea  babble 
and  the  later  Mississippi  bubble  were  bubbles  indei-d.  And  the  ultimate 
result  can  not  be  much  different  than  previous  experiences  of  the  Mme 
nature.  Not  only  public-ntility  oompaniee  but  banks,  oil  compenlev, 
chain  stores,  aviation  organizations,  bakeries,  flour  mills,  and  any  and 
every  sort  of  business  is  merging  and  remerging.  and  with  each  wav« 
comrs  a  flood  of  stocks  of  various  soi^s,  offered  to  and  quickly  taken  by 
the  public  Doubtless  some  of  these  merger*  have  economic  reasons  be- 
hind them,  but  equally  doubtless,  many  of  them  are  only  financial  tall 
spins,  to  catch  the  public  eye  and  unload  while  the  nnloadlng  is  good. 
'  Customer  ownership '  It  is  called,  in  pubtlc-atlllty  flnancial  terms.  A 
fetching  and  catching  phrase,  but  the  poor  customer  does  not  realise 
that  in  most  cases  he  baa  not  any  ownership,  to  speak  of,  and  aben- 
lutely  no  chance  for  the  slightest  influence  in  management  or  control. 
All  he  has  d<Mie  is  to  loan  his  money  on  a  ImsIs  of  margin  of  unreason- 
ably high  earnings,  and  when  tbat  condition  Is  finally  corrected,  as 
sooner  or  later  It  must  be,  the  '  customer  owner  '  will  be  holding  the 
sack.  Senator  Walsh  and  Professor  Ripley  have  set  this  out  so 
clearly  that  I  need  not  repeat  it  here.  It  may  be  worth  mention,  in 
pasHing,  that  as  I  write  this  to-day's  afternoon  paper  comes,  and  this 
headline  catches  my  eye  (being  a  2-columB  bead.  It  could  not  escape 
the  eye)  : 

"  '  Huge  Minneapolis  holding  company  to  control  34  banks  In  North- 
west.* 

"  I  leave  to  my  banker  friends  discussion  of  the  soundness  of  '  bank 
holding  companies.'  It  precisely  Illustrates  the  tendency  which  I  have 
been  trying  to  describe.  Carried  to  its  logical  conclusion,  the  country 
would  end  up  with  each  line  of  business  In  the  hands  of  a  few  corpora- 
tions, control  of  which  would  be  in  the  hands  of  a  very  few  men — 
'  feudal  barons '  of  finance  to  whom  all  of  us  would  pay  tribute.  I 
am  not  unmindful  of  the  tendency  toward  larger  economic  units  In 
many  things,  and  the  sound  underlying  reasons  therefor,  but  these 
exceptional  Instances  do  not  account  for  the  financial  debauch  the 
country  Is  engaged  in  Just  now.  There  is,  In  my  Judgment,  real  danger 
to  the  country  In  these  tremendous  consolidations  and  concentrations  of 
capital,  and  1  agree  with  what  Governor  Roosevelt,  of  New  York, 
recently  said  upon  this  subject. 

"  Let  us  get  back  to  the  failure  of  State  regulation  of  public  ntllltlee 
and  the  main  reason  therefor — the  Federal  Judiciary.  In  most  casea 
the  State  or  the  law  Is  not  at  fault.  Laws  regulating  public  atUltlea 
were  passed  under  the  belief  that  the  States  had  something  to  say 
al>out  their  own  business,  even  though  corporations  and  corporate  prop- 
erty were  Involved.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  bad 
appeared  to  think  so  for  a  hundred  years,  so  the  legislatures  went 
ahead  to  serve  the  public  Interest,  according  to  their  bost  light.  In  tb« 
decade  following  1900.  Since  that  time  we  have  found  that  State  legis- 
latures. State  commissions,  and  State  supreme  courts  are  only  weak 
and  futile  gestures,  and  that  all  power  of  final  decision  Is  lodged  In  the 
Federal  Judiciary.  Trials  In  State  courts,  no  matter  how  able  and 
impartial,  including  deciidons  on  appeal  by  State  supreme  courts,  la 
not  '  due  process  of  law  '  and  has  no  more  weight  and  effect  than  a 
preliminary  bearing  In  a  misdemeanor  case  befoie  a  Justice  of  the 
peace.  This  Is  why  attempted  regulation  by  the  State  has  failed — and 
will  f»H  until  the  Stipreme  Court  of  the  United  States  Is  brought  back 
to  first  principles — principles  followed  by  that  court  in  the  first  century 
of  our  existence. 

"  I  am  a  layman.  Let  me  describe  the  altuatloa  in  language  of  learned 
lawyers  and  Judges,  laclnding  Judges  now  sitting  on  the  Supreme  Coort 
of  the  United  States. 

"  In  brilliance,  profundity,  and  broad  legal  attainments,  the  leader  of 
the  Kansas  bar  is  F.  Dumont  Smith,  of  Hutchinson.  He  wrote  a  book 
entitled  'The  Constitution — Its  Story  and  Battles.'  On  page  188  be 
says:  'It  was  not  until  1890  •  •  •  that  its  [United  States  Su- 
preme Coortl  decisions  began  to  lean  steadily,  continuously,  and  In- 
creasingly toward  aggrandisement  of  the  Federal  power  and  the  degra- 
dation of  the  SUtes.'  " 

(At  thta  point  Governor  Reed  quoted  from  chapter  15  of  The  Con- 
stltntioa — Its  Story  and  Battles  (F.  Dumont  Smith),  the  language  of 
which  Is  as  follows:) 

I  From  The  Conetltntlon— Its  Story  and  Battles,  by    F.  Dumont  Smith, 

students'  edition] 

Chapter  15 

THE  RBVOLOnON 

"  In  the  preceding  14  chapters  I  have  covered  almost  exactly  100 
years  of  the  life  of  the  Supreme  Court,  consldertng  those  decisions 
which  seem  to  me  epochal  and  formative.  Snrveylng  dieee  dedalons  ai 
a  whole.  It  la  clear  that  the  formative  Influence  of  the  Supreme  Court 
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hu  been  contTonins  In  irtnlalnf  tb*  itroctDre  of  the  GoTernment  as 
the   fathPrt  Intended  It.     Wbtle  the  court   baa  »t  time*  been  itrongly 
natiunaitetic.  and  at  other  times  pn»ponderatlngly  tor  the  rlghU  of  the 
Statea.    neTertbeleaa  the   atatement  of   Judge   Miller,   In   the   Slaughter 
Uooae  caaea.  ta  un4aallli<>dl7  true: 

"  '  Whatever  flurtuatiooa  nuiy  be  aeen  la  the  blatory  ot  poblle  opinion 
on  thl«  Bubjert  during  the  period  of  oar  national  existence,  we  think  It 
will  be  found  that  thla  court,  *>  far  aa  ita  functlona  required,  haa 
alwaya  held,  with  a  ateady  and  even  hand,  the  balance  between  State 
and  Federal  pow«,  and  we  trurt  that  auch  may  continue  to  be  the 
biatory  of  ita  n>Ution  to  that  aubXrt  ao  long  aa  It  abail  have  dutlea  to 
perronn  which  demand  of  it  a  conatruction  of  the  Conatitntlon  or  of 
any  of  ita  parta.' 

•  MarahalL  the  atrongeat  of  Federallata.  respected  the  righta  of  the 
State*  with  the  otnoat  care.  It  waa  early  eatabllabed  that  the  State 
conrta  were  aopreme  within  their  own  aphere.  That  whenever  a  State 
court  had  Interpreted  Ita  own  conatitntlon  or  lawa  or  procedure,  auch 
determination  waa  binding  upon  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Statea. 
llArahall  brooked  no  inti-rferen.-e  in  the  exerciiie  of  national  jurladlc- 
tlon  In  interpreting  *  the  Conalitotlon.  lawa.  and  treatiea  of  the  United 
States.'  Hut  be  waa  equally  aeduloaa  to  preaerve  the  Independence  of 
the  Statea  from  Federal  Interference.  He  saw  with  the  broad  vlelon  of 
a  atatesman  what  tbe  foundera  clearly  aaw,  that  a  careful  maintenance 
of  the  Juat  balance  of  power  between  theae  two  aoverelgntlea  was  neceu- 
aary  for  the  prosperity  and  continuity  of  thla  Republic.  So,  under  the 
guidance  of  this  great  court,  tiie  centrifugal  power  of  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment, and  the  centripetal  force  of  tba  SUte  Governments,  had  been 
held  In  altaolute  balance. 

"Xl  tbe  end  of  a  hundred  years  the  Federal  power  had  been  flnnly 
conaolidated  and  the  power  of  the  Statea  remained  undiminished.  We 
approach  now  a  revolution  In  our  form  of  government,  accomplished 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  so  startling  that  it  seems 
almost  incredible,  and  thla  revolution  was  completed  so  silently  that 
It  has  paaaed  almoat  unnoticed,  even  b7  the  careful  hiatorlans  of  the 
Conttttution  and  of  the  court. 

**  If  there  waa  anything  definitely  decide*!  by  the  Slaashter-FIouBe 
canes.  It  waa  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  Statea  had  no  power 
to  interfere  with  the  domestic  concerns,  constitutions,  and  statutes  of  tbe 
States.  The  doctrine  waa  repeatedly  afflrmod  in  the  next  15  years  In 
the  Civil  Righta  and  other  caaea,  but  from  the  hour  that  decision  was 
announced  Ittlganta  began  a  contluuoua  and  persistent  assault  upon 
the  doctrine  of  the  Slaughter -House  caaea.  .^ppeala  from  State  de- 
cisluna  under  the  fourteenth  amendment,  claims  that  the  party  had 
been  deprived  of  hla  property  by  State  legislation  and  State  decisions 
'  without  due  process  of  law,'  poured  in  upon  the  court.  These  ca^eti 
became  ao  numerous  that  the  court  at  one  time  aomewbat  petulantly 
reproved  lawyers  who  were  bringing  these  laaea  up  from  the  State 
et.>urta,  and  begged  them  to  read  again  tbe  Slaughter-House  decision. 

•That  corporationa  ahould  seek  the  protection  of  the  Fe<leral  courts 
wherever  posalble  is  natuntl.  There  is,  among  the  great  mass  of  our 
people,  a  d«>ep-rootpd  hostility  to  corporations,  bom  partly  of  fear  uf 
these  great  asgregatlons  of  capital,  nourished,  more  or  lesa,  by  dema- 
guKuea.  but  partly  growing  out  of  evU  practices,  corruption,  and  oppre»- 
aloii  of  coriKirate  bodies.  To  reach  the  Federal  court,  and  especially 
the  equity  side,  thereby  evading  a  trial  by  Jury  generally  prejudiced 
against  It,  ia  the  natural  aim  of  every  corporate  litigant. 

"  If  the  Slaugbter-IIouse  cases  could  be  reversed  or  annulled,  and  if 
the  fourteenth  amendment  coulii  be  so  interpreted  aa  to  include  within 
ItM  protection  not  only  colored  men  but  all  persons;  and  If  a  corpora- 
tion could  t>e  held  to  be  a  person  within  the  meaning  of  this  amend- 
ment, it  would  be  an  enormous  fain  for  corporate  litlganta,  thus  escap- 
ing not  only  State  courts  but  Jury  triala — aa  soch  protection  would 
always  l»e  exerci!»ed  on   the  wjulty  side. 

"  Therefore  lawyers  for  corporations  continuously  and  skillfully  as- 
aaolted  the  court  to  break  down  the  force  of  tbe  Slaughter-Uouse  de- 
ciition.  In  thla  they  bad  a  powerful  advocate  on  tbe  Supreme  Bench  in 
Judge  Field,  who  waa  not  only  a  vigorous  nationalist  but  believed  thor- 
oughly that  the  Federal  courta  were  instituted  largely  to  protect  In- 
veated  wealth  from  confiscatory  assaults  by  any  agency  of  the  State. 

"  Mve  ymr*  after  the  Slaughter  House  cases,  in  1877,  the  case  of 
Lavldson  r.  New  Orleans  «96  U.  S.  97,  24  L.  Bd.  616,  affirming  27  La. 
Ann.  20)  waa  decided,  and  Judge  MiUer  wrote  the  opinion.  Tbe  case  in 
vol\-ed  tbe  validity  of  the  asseaament  of  certain  taxes  by  the  dty  of 
New  Orleana,  b«t  the  conrt  held  that  Inasmuch  as  tbe  law  providing 
for  these  taxes  gave  the  taxpayer  a  hearing  In  the  State  courts  which 
decided  agalnat  her  on  appeal,  that  thereby  she  bad  bad  'doc  process 
of  law.'  Tbe  court  did  not  undertake  to  investigate  the  deciaion  of  the 
Sapreme  Court  of  Louisiana.  It  merely  examined  the  statute,  and  hav- 
ing found  that  tbe  defendant  had  had  her  day  in  court,  that  she  could 
not  bring  herself  within  the  fourteenth  amendment.  The  fact  that  the 
court  ronaidered  her  claim  showed  a  tendency  to  extend  tbe  doctrine  of 
the  Slaogbtcr- House  caaea  to  other  persons  than  those  of  color.  Com- 
parinc  tbs  lancuage  of  the  ttftb  amendment,  which  is  identical  wUb  tbat 
used  Ui  tbs  Coartsaath  aawndmeat,  Jodce  UlUer  remarks: 
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"'  It  ia  not  a  Uttle  remarkable  tbat  while  tliia  provision  (taken  from 
tlie  fifth  amendment)  has  been  in  the  Constitution  of  the  United  SUtes 
a  I  a  restraint  upon  the  authority  of  the  Federal  Government  for  nearly 
a  century,  and  while,  daring  all  that  time,  the  manner  in  whlcfa  the 
PDwers  of  the  Government  have  been  exercised  has  been  watched  with 
J-alouay  and  subjected  to  the  mo«t  rigid  criticism  In  all  Its  branches, 
tils  special  limitation  upon  its  powers  has  rarely  been  invoked  in  the 
J  idlcial  forum  or  the  more  enlarged  theater  of  public  discussion.  But 
<hlle  it  has  been  a  part  of  the  Constitution  as  a  restraint  upon  the 
power  of  tbe  States  only  a  few  years,  the  docket  of  thia  court  is  crowded 
¥ith  cases  in  which  we  are  asked  to  hold  tliat  State  courts  and  State 
Irgislatures  have  deprived  their  own  cltlaens  of  life,  liberty,  or  property 
a  ith  due  process  of  law.  There  Is  here  abtindant  evidence  that  there 
e  tists  some  strange  misconception  of  the  scope  of  this  provision  as 
f  >and  In  the  fourteenth  amendment.  In  fact,  it  would  s^eeni,  from  the 
ciaracter  of  many  of  the  cases  before  us,  nnd  the  argtiments  made  In 
t  lem,  that  the  clause  under  consideration  is  looked  upon  a*  a  means  of 
1  ringing  to  the  test  of  the  decisions  of  this  conrt  the  abstract  opinions 
or  every  unsuccessful  litigant  In  a  State  court  of  the  justice  of  the 
dpclsJion  against  him  and  of  the  merits  of  the  legislation  on  which  such 
a  decision  may  be  founded.  If,  therefore.  It  were  possible  to  define  what 
i  is  for  a  State  to  deprive  a  person  of  lif<\  liberty,  or  property  without 
tl  ue  process  of  law,  in  terms  which  would  cover  every  exercise  of  power 
tius  forbidden  to  the  State  and  exclude  those  which  are  not,  no  more 
taeful  construction  could  bi^  furnished  by  thia  or  any  other  court  to  any 
J  art  of  the  fundamental  law." 

"  He  then  lays  down  the  fundamental  proposition  that  where  a  por- 
aon  has  had  his  day  In  court,  by  the  ordinary  procedure  of  the  State 
trhere  the  case  is  tried,  that  la  due  process  of  law  with  which  the 
S  uprerae  Court  will  not  interfere,   he  says  : 

'•'That  whenever  by  the  laws  of  a  State,  or  by  State  authority,  a 
tax,  assessment,  servitude,  or  other  burden  Is  imposed  upon  property 
lor  the  public  use,  whether  it  be  of  tbe  whole  State  or  of  some  more 
limited  portion  of  the  community,  and  those  laws  provide  for  a  mode 
<  f  confirming  or  contesting  tlie  charge  thus  Imposed,  In  the  ordinary 
<ourt8  of  Justice,  with  such  notice  to  the  i>erson,  or  such  proceeding 
In  regard  to  the  property  as  is  appropriate  to  the  nature  of  the  case, 
I  he  judgment  In  such  proceedings  can  not, be  said  to  deprive  the  owner 
(f  his  property  without  due  process  of  law,  however  obnoxious  it  may 
I  e  to  other  objections. 

" '  It   may  violate  some  provision   of  the  State   constitution  against 
unequal  taxation,  but  the  FVdcral  Constitution  irapo-nes  no  restraints  on 
1  he  States  in  that  regard.      If  private  property  be  taken  for  public  uses 
rithout  Just  compensation,  it  must  be  remembered  that  when  the  four- 
1  eenth  amendment  wa."*  adopted  tbe  provision  on  that  subject,  in  imme- 
diate juxtaposition  In  the  fifth  amendment,  with  the  one  we  are  constru- 
ing, waa  left  out,  and  this  was  taken.      It  may  possibly  violate  some  of 
I  hose  principles  of  general  constitutional  law,  which  if  we  were  sitting 
n  review  of  a   circuit   court   of   the   United   States,  as   we   were  In   the 
Topeka  case  (Citizens  Sav.  &  L.  Assoc,  v.  Topeka,  87  U.  S.   (20  Wall.) 
>.'>r>,  22  L.  Ed.  455,  alBrming  3  Dill.  376.  Fed.  Cas.  No.  2,  734),  we  could 
ake   Jurisdiction   of.     But.    however    this    may   be,    or    under   whatever 
other  clause  of  the  Federal  Constitution  we  may  review  the  case.  It  is 
lOt  possible  to  hold  that  where  by  the  laws  of  the  State  the  party  ag- 
grieved has,  as  regard.'*  the  issues  affecting  his  property,  a  fair  trial  In 
I  court  of  justice,  according  to  the  mode."*  of  proceeding  applicable  to 
i  inch  case,  that  he  has  been  deprived  of  that  property  without  due  proc- 
I'ss   of  law.     Thia   was   dearly    stated   by   this   court,   speaking  by    the 
I'hlef  Justice,   In    the   case   of   Kennard   v.    Morgan    (92   U.    S.    480,  23 
J.  Bd.  478,  afllrming  25  La.  Ann.  238),  and  repeated,  in  substance,  in  the 
ase  of  McMillan  r.  Anderson   (d5  U.  8.  37,  24  L.  Ed.  335,  iiffirming  27 
^.  Ann.  18). 

" '  This  proposition   covers   the  present   case.     Before   the  assessment 

could   be   collected,   or  become  effectual,   the   statute   required   that   the 

ableau  of  assessments  should,  be  filed  in  the  proper  district  court  of  the 

1  State;   that  personal  service  of  notice,   with   reasonable  time  to  object, 

ihould  be  served  on  all  owners  who  were  known  and   within  reach  of 

>rocess,  and  due  advertisement  made  as  to  those  who  were  unknown,  or 

•ould  not  be  found.     This  waa  coinplled  with  ;  and  the  party  complain- 

ng  here  appeared,  and  had  a  full  and  fair  hearing  In  the  court  of  the 

Irat   Instance,  and  afterwards   in   the   Supreme   Court.     If  this   be   not 

lue  process  of  law,   then  the  words  can   have   no  definite   meaning  as 

ised  in  the  Constitution.' 

"  This  doctrine  of  the  Independence  of  the  State,  wherever  thtir 
tegialation  or  decisions  did  not  interfere  with  the  national  concerns, 
was  first  announced  In  1798  in  the  case  of  Calder  v.  Bull  (3  U.  8.  (3 
[>all.)  386,  1  L.  Ed.  648,  afllrmlng  2  Root  (Conn.)  350),  and  contlnu- 
oualy  affirmed  and  reinforced  In  almost  every  possible  sort  of  a  case  for 
nearly  100  years. 

"  In  Galpin  v.  Page  (88  U.  S.  (18  Wall.)  350.  21  L.  Ed.  959,  reversing 
1  Sawy.  309,  Fed.  Cas.  No.  5,  205),  decided  in  1874,  four  years  after  the 
fourteenth  amendment  was  adopted,  the  question  of  the  conclusiveness 
of  the  finding  of  a  State  court  as  to  its  own  jurisdiction,  came  squarely 
before  tbe  Supreme  Court.     The  finding  of  the  lower  and  supreme  State 


court  upon  the  question  of  Jtirisdlction  was  collaterally  attacked  in  the 
federal  court.    Judge  Field  said : 

•"The  adjudication  of  the  appellate  court  [of  California]  constitutes 
the  law  of  that  case  upon  the  points  adjudged,  and  la  binding  upon  the 
circuit  court  and  every  other  court,  when  brought  before  it  for  consid- 
eration. Tbe  circuit  court  possesses  no  revisory  power  over  the  decisions 
of  the  8up<»me  court  of  the  State,  and  any  argument  to  show  that  that 
court  mistook  the  law  and  misjudged  the  Jurisdictional  fact,  would  have 
been  out  of  place.  There  were  no  facts  before  the  circuit  court  whloh 
were  not  l)efore  the  supreme  court  of  the  State  when  its  Judgment  was 
pronounced.' 

•*  Note  the  language,  '  any  argument  to  show  that  that  court  mistook 
the  law  and  misjudged  the  jurisdictional  fact,  would  have  been  out  of 
place.'  Such  then  was  the  law  down  to  1894  ;  in  other  words,  for  20 
years  after  the  decision  in  the  Slaughter-House  cases.  During  those 
years  the  court  had  been  completely  reorganlted.  The  Judges  who  con- 
curred In  the  Slaugbter-House  decision  bad  died  or  retired,  and  their 
places  taken  by  judges  of  vastly  different  training,  views,  and  learnings. 

"  We  have  just  noted  that  In  the  decLilon  of  Galpin  r.  Page,  the  find- 
ing of  a  State  court  as  to  Its  own  jurisdiction  is  final  and  binding  upon 
the  Federal  courts.  I  turn  now  to  Scott  v.  McNeal  (154  U.  S.  34,  38 
L.  Ed  896.  14  Rup.  Ct.  Rep.  1109,  reversing  5  Wash.  309,  34  Am.  St, 
Rep.  863,  31  Pac.  873),  decided  In  1894.  In  that  case  the  plaintiff 
Scott,  living  In  the  State  of  Washington,  had  disappeared  from  his 
home,  .\fter  an  absence  of  more  than  seven  years,  with  nothing  heard 
from  him,  his  wife  applied  to  the  probate  court  in  the  proper  county, 
setting  forth  the  facts  of  his  disappearance  and  the  length  of  time  that 
had  elapsed,  and  the  probate  court,  following  the  presumption  arising 
from  seven  years'  absence,  found  that  Scott  was  dead  and  appointed 
an  administrator.  The  administrator  duly  applied  for  authority  to 
sell  the  real  estate  of  Scott.  A  piece  of  laud  was  sold,  and  the  title 
passed  by  mesne  conveyances  to  the  defendant,  McNeal.  Scott  ■  re- 
appeared, forcefully  denied  that  he  was  dead  or  ever  had  been,  and 
brought  ejectment  against  McNeal  for  the  possession  of  this  land.  It 
was  conceded  that  all  of  the  proceedings  connected  with  the  sale  of  the 
land  had  been  regular  and  according  to  law.  It  was  a  collateral  attack, 
and  Scott  relied  upon  the  fourteenth  amendment  to  invalidate  these 
transfers  of  land  ;  that.  Inasmuch  as  he  was  alive  when  the  administra- 
tion was  had,  be  had  been  deprived  of  his  property  without  due  process 
of  law.  The  lower  court  held  that  the  proceedings  were  regular,  that 
the  presumption  of  death  arising  from  seven  years'  Sbsence  under  the 
Washington  law  was  conclusive  as  to  the  property  rights  involved,  and 
denied  the  plaintiff  any  relief.  He  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Washington  (Wash.  .309,  34  Am.  Rep.  863.  31  Pac.  873),  which  affirmed 
the  decision  of  the  low<'r  court  and  denied  the  plaintiff  any  relief;  he 
then  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  The  Supreme 
Court  held  that,  under  the  fourteenth  amendment,  Scott  had  been 
deprived  of  his  property  without  due  process  of  law.  and  reversed  the 
case.  It  disregarded  the  findings  of  the  lower  court  as  to  its  jurisdic- 
tion ;  Ignored  all  of  Its  prevlons  decisions  from  the  Slaughter-House 
cases  on,  and  held  that  wherever  the  question  of  jurisdiction  was  raised 
the  Supreme  Court,  under  the  fourteenth  amendment,  could  examine  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  State  court,  and  that  It  was  not  bound,  as  held  in 
Galpin  V.  Page,  by  the  finding  of  the  State  court  upon  this  Jurisdictional 
matter. 

"  Tbe  amazing  thing  about  the  case  is  that,  while  It  reverses  In 
effect  the  doctrine  of  at  least  eight  of  its  own  decisions,  not  the  sligbtest 
reference  is  made  to  any  of  them.  So  far  as  the  court's  opinion  is  con- 
cerned the  great  decisions  In  the  Slaughter-House  cases  and  Etavldson  v. 
New  Orleans  might  have  been  so  much  waate  paper.  It  ignores  tbe  fact 
that  Scott  bad  had  his  day  in  court,  bad  had  a  fair  trial  with  all  the 
forms  of  law,  and  that  therefore  either  he  had  had  due  process  of  law,  or 
else  tbe  decision  In  Davidson  v.  New  Orleans  was  not  the  law  of  the 
Supreme  Court — but  no  reference  Is  made  to  that  case.  The  court  cites 
some  of  the  Civil  Rights  cases,  whieh  I  have  noted  in  a  previous  chapter 
(see  ante,  pt.  3,  chap.  12),  such  as  Ex  parte  Virginia,  that  the  provi- 
slona  of  the  fourteenth  amendment  '  extend  to  the  acta  of  the  State, 
whether  through  its  legislative,  Its  executive,  or  its  judicial  authorities.' 
None  of  these  decisions  are  authority  in  any  way  for  tbe  decision  in  Scott 
V.  McNeal.  For  instance,  in  Ex  parte  Virginia,  which  waa  the  colored 
jurors  case,  the  court  expressly  held  tbat  the  county  Judge,  In  drawing 
tbe  Jury,  was  not  acting  in  a  judicial  capacity.  In  fact,  down  to  the 
decision  of  Scott  «.  McNeal  no  decision  had  yet  held  tbat  the  fourteenth 
amendment  applied  to  Judicial  acts  performed  in  the  due  course  of  law 
of  the  State,  in  a  trial  where  the  party  complaining  had  had  full  oppor- 
tunity to  defend  and  right  of  appeal.  Such  cases  had  been  uniformly 
held  to  be  outside  the  purview  of  the  fourteenth  amendment,  however 
else  it  might  be  interpreted. 

"  By  this  decision  the  court,  in  effect,  constituted  Itself  a  conrt  of 
appeal  nnd  errors  from  every  decision  of  the  State  supreme  court,  where 
the  question  of  jurisdiction  was  involved.  Tbls  opened  a  whole  new 
field  of  Jurisdiction,  that  has  been  largely  occupied  by  litigants,  and  has 
greatly  Increased  the  labors  of  tbe  conrt.  Tbat  It  was  reTolntionary  in 
its  character  no  candid  mind  can  donbC 
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•*  I  turn  now  to  another  phase  of  this  reToIutlon,  equally  remarkable. 
The  railroad  corporations  were  continuously  appealing  to  the  Supreme 
Court  from  various  restrictionB,  burdens,  and  servitudes  imposed  by 
the  State  legislatures,  invoking  always  the  fourteenth  amendment.  The 
court  uniformly  considered  these  appeals,  and  as  uniformly  denied 
them.  One  of  the  crucial  cases  was  Stone  v.  Farmers  Loan  &  Trust 
Co.  (116  U.  8.  307.  29  L.  Ed.  636,  11  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  3M,  388,  1191. 
reversing  20  Fed.  270),  decided  in  1886,  where  the  Mobile  ft  Ohio 
Railroad  Co.  appealed  from  a  law  of  Mississippi  establishing  a  railroad 
commission,  with  power  to  regulate  rates.  The  railroad  company  re- 
lied upon  its  charter  as  a  perpetual  grant  of  power  to  fix  Its  own 
rates.  The  Supreme  Court  held  that  the  legislature  could  not  thus 
part  with  its  police  power  of  rate  regulation,  unless  it  was  shown  by 
the  charter  in  the  plainest  and  most  specific  terms,  and  tbe  claim  was 
denied.  Upon  the  qncBtlon  of  the  fourteenth  amendment,  the  court 
held  that  the  State  had  a  right  to  establish  a  railroad  commission 
with  power  to  fix  rates,  but  as  the  commission  had  not  as  yet  fixed 
rates,  no  right  of  the  railroad  company  bad  been  impaired,  and  the 
appeal  was  dismissed  ;  but  In  the  course  of  the  decision,  the  court  used 
this  language,  after  upholding  the  power  of  regulation  : 

"  '  From  what  has  thus  been  said.  It  Is  not  to  be  inferred  that  this 
power  of  limitation  or  regulation  is  Iteelf  without  limit.  This  power 
to  regulate  is  not  a  power  to  destroy,  and  limitation  is  not  the  equiva- 
lent of  confiscation.  Under  pretense  of  regulating  fares  and  frelghta, 
the  State  can  not  require  a  railroad  corporation  to  carry  persona  or 
property  without  reward  ;  neither  can  It  do  that  which,  in  law,  amounts 
to  a  taking  of  private  property  for  public  use  without  Just  compensa- 
tion, or  without  due  process  of  law.  What  would  have  thia  effect,  we 
need  not  now  say,  because  no  tariff  has  yet  been  fixed  by  the  commis- 
sion, and  the  statute  of  Mississippi  expressly  provides  *'  that  in  all 
trials  of  cases  brought  for  a  violation  of  any  tariff  of  charges,  as  fixed 
by  tbe  commission,  it  may  be  shown  in  defense  tbat  such  tariff  so  fixed 
is  unjust."  ' 

"  This  was  pure  dictum,  unnecessary  to  the  decision  of  tbe  case,  but 
It  expressed  the  views  of  the  court.  It  was  a  warning  that  railroad 
property  could  not  be  confiscated  by  the  will  of  tbe  State  legislature. 
The  court  had  already  overruled  Its  decision  In  the  Granger  cases,  hold- 
ing that  the  power  to  fix  rates  was  purely  legislative,  with  which  the 
courts  could  not  interfere.  It  will  be  noted  that  in  tbe  paragraph  Just 
quoted  the  court  held  that  a  rate  that  did  not  give  the  railroad  com- 
pany a  return  upon  its  investments  would  amount  to  the  taking  of 
private  property  for  public  use  without  compensation.  A  most  righteous 
decision,  applicable  to  all  these  statutes  in  all  courts. 

"  In  all  of  theae  cases  the  question  of  whether  a  corporation  la  a 
person  under  the  fourteenth  amendment  had  not  been  discussed  l»y  the 
court.  In  Minneapolis  Railroad  Co.  v.  Beckwlth  (129  U.  8.  26,  32  L.  Bd. 
585,  9  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  207),  decided  in  1889,  this  momentous  proposition 
was  thus  disposed  of  by  the  court,  in  the  opinion  of  Judge  Field, 
considering  the  fourteenth  amendment : 

"  '  It  Is  contended  by  counsel,  as  the  basis  of  bis  argument,  and  we 
admit  the  soundness  of  his  position,  that  corporations  are  persons  within 
the  meaning  of  the  clause  In  question.  It  was  so  held  In  Santa  Clara 
County  V.  Southern  Pacific  Railroad  Co.  (118  U.  8.  394,  396,  30  L.  Bd. 
118,  6  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  1132,  afllrmlng  9  Sawy.  165,  18  Fed.  .385),  and  the 
doctrine  was  reasserted  in  Mining  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  (125  U.  S.  181, 
189,  81  L.  Ed.  650,  8  Sup.  CL  Rep.  737).  We  admit  also,  as  contended 
by  him.  that  corporations  can  invoke  the  benefit  of  provisions  of  tbe 
Constitution  and  laws  which  guarantee  to  persons  the  enjoyment  of 
property  or  afford  to  them  the  means  for  its  protection,  or  prohibit 
legislation  injuriotuly  affecting  it.' 

"  It  will  be  noted  that  there  is  here  no  discussion,  no  reasoning  ia 
favor  of  this  proposition.  Judge  Field  said  that  it  was  so  held  in  Santa 
Clara  CH)uuty  v.  Southern  Pacific  Railroad  Co.  When  we  turn  to  that 
case  we  find  tbat  nothing  of  the  sort  was  held.  The  question  of  whether 
the  word  '  person  '  in  the  fourteenth  amendment  included  corporations 
was  not  even  mentioned  in  the  Santa  Clara  County  case.  In  that  case 
the  law  of  California  provided  that  real  estate  and  improvements  ahould 
be  assessed  separately,  and  that  among  tbe  various  kinds  of  improve- 
ments were  fences.  The  State  attempted  to  assess  tbe  fences  aa  part  of 
tbe  railroad  right  of  way.^  The  company  paid  the  fax  under  protest  and 
brought  suit  in  the  Federal  court  to  recover.  Judge  Field,  Bitting  in 
circuit,  decided  in  favor  of  the  railroad  company,  and  held  that  the 
word  '  person  '  Included  corporations.  When  It  came  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  tbe  United  States  on  appeal  the  court,  after  noting  the  consti- 
tutional question  raised  by  the  railroad,  said : 

"  '  The  proposltiona  embodied  in  the  conclusions  reached  in  tbe  circuit 
court  were  discussed  with  marked  ability  by  counsel  who  appeared  in 
this  court  for  their  respective  parties.  Their  importance  can  not  well 
be  overestimated ;  for  they  not  only  Involve  a  construction  of  the  recent 
amendments  to  the  National  Constitution  in  their  application  to  the 
copstitutlon  and  the  legislation  of  a  State  but  lipon  their  deteftai nation, 
if  it  were  necessary  to  consider  them,  would  depend  tbe  system  of  taxa- 
tion devised  by  that  State  for  raising  revenue,  from  certain  corpora  tlous. 
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Imr  tb*  mpport  of  her  goTeriunent.  These  question*  beloog  to  a  cUm 
wbick  this  court  aboald  Dot  decide.  unl«u  their  dctermtnatlon  U  e««en- 
tlal  to  the  dlapoul  of  the  case  In  tvhlch  they  arlae.  Whether  the  pres- 
ent caws  require  a  d«n.li4on  of  them  depend*  upon  the  aoundneas  of 
another  propoaitton.  upon  which  the  court  below.  In  vi.  w  of  Its  condu- 
■loD*  upon  other  Isaues,  did  not  deem  It  Dece«8ary  to  paiw.' 

"  It  fb<'n  proce«Hl».  to  dlKCUM  the  law  of  Cjilifomla,  decides  that  under 
thnt  U»  I  he  fences  are  not  part  of  the  roadbed  and  could  not  be 
•«iic««etl  umler  the  State  law.  and  afflrms  the  decision  of  the  circuit 
court  upon  that  ground,  wholly  ignoring  the  question  of  the  fourteenth 
aSM-ndment.     The  court   says: 

"  '  It  results  that  the  court  below  might  have  given  Judgment  In  each 
ra»»>  for  the  dt-ffodant  upon  the  ground  that  the  adsessmont,  which  was 
the  foundation  of  the  action.  Included  property  of  material  value  which 
th«-  State  b«jard  waa  without  Jurlmlictlon  to  assess,  and  the  tax  levied 
upon  which  can  not,  from  the  rrcord.  be  separated  from  that  Imposed 
upon  othor  property  embraced  In  the  same  assessment.  As  the  Judg- 
m«'ut  can  be  sustained  upon  this  ground,  It  is  not  necessary  to  consider 
any  other  qu««iiun  raised  by  the  pleadings  and  the  facts  found  by  the 
court.' 

"  It  Is  apparent  that  Judge  Field  had  mistaken  his  own  opinion  in 
the  circuit  court  for  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  on  appeal — 
probably  one  of  the  n>oet  curious  mistakes  ever  made  by  a  judge  of  the 
Supreme  Court. 

•*  Turning  to  the  caae  of  Pembina  Consolidated  SUver  Mining  &  Mill- 
ing Co.  r.  Pennsylvania  (125  V.  8.  181,  31  L.  Ed.  660.  8  Sup.  Ct. 
---^ep.  737).  decided  in  1888,  we  Ond  that  the  court  was  there  conalder- 
ing  the  question  of  whether  the  State  could  Impose  a  license  tax  upon 
a  nonrestrtwit  corporation  for  the  privilege  of  maintaining  an  office 
x^od  doing  business  In  the  State.  The  court  held  that  a  State  bad  a 
rlsht  to  exclude  or  admit  foreign  corporatlona  at  its  pleasure,  and  In 
admitting  such  corporations  it  could  Impose  conditions  which  were 
entirely  valid  If  they  were  uniform  as  to  all  (■on>oratlons.  The  ques- 
tion of  whether  a  corporation  was  a  person  was  not  before  the  court. 
It  was  not  argtied  ;  It  was  not  discussed.     The  court  does  say,  however  : 

**  *  Tender  the  designation  of  person,  there  is  no  doubt  that  a  private 
con>oratlon   Is  Include<l.' 

••  To  begin  with,  this  general  statement  of  the  law  is  not  a  correct 
utatcment.  as  I  shall  show  later.  In  this  case  It  was  pure  dictum. 
That  was  equally  true  of  the  statement  in  the  Beckwith  case,  because 
the  rourt  there  held  that  the  Iowa  statute,  under  consideration,  was 
valid,  and  it  was  not  necessary  to  consider  whether  the  fourteenth 
_  ■mendment  would  apply.  From  thence  on,  without  any  further  dlsms- 
aion  In  treating  these  cases  as  having  settled  the  matter,  the  Supreme 
OouK  has  atUformly  held  that  the  word  '  person '  Inclndes  *  corpora- 
tlouM  '   under  the  fourteenth  timendment. 

"  Considering  the  vast  mass  of  litigation  which  this  doctrine  has 
create*!,  and  which  now  overwhelms  the  court.  It  Is  certainly  an  aston- 
ishing thing  that  the  principle  should  have  been  adopted  thus  without 
diiM-uaiUon,  without  reasi>nlng,  without  considering  blndi?)g  precedents  in 
the  past  decisions  of  the  court. 

"  I  propose  DOW  to  dlacuss  the  reasonableness  of  this  claaaiflcatlon. 
In  so  doing  it  will  be  understood  that  I  am  not  disiHisslng  the  abstract 
justice  of  Ibis  industou.  Of  coarse,  corporations  should  have  every 
legal*  right  fur  the  protection  of  their  property  that  ia  glvea  to  indi- 
viduals. That  is  not  the  question  here.  The  question  is.  Did  Congress, 
in  submitting  the  fourteenth  amendoient,  and  the  States  in  adopting  it, 
iatond  to  change  the  form  of  the  (\>nstltution,  destroy  the  power  of  the 
States  and  of  State  courta,  as  they  had  existed  under  the  Constitution 
for  a  hundred  yeant  It  will  be  obaerved  that  these  decisions  completely 
nullify  the  duetrtno  nf  the  Slaughter  House  cases  without  e\-en  alltMltng 
tu  that  decision.  So,  in  considering  the  propriety  of  extending  the 
word  *  person '  tu  Include  '  corporations,'  we  will  disregard  for  the 
moment  the  d<-cision  of  the  Slaoghter-Hoose  cases,  as  the  Supreme  Court 
has  dooe,  and  consider  the  amendment  Itself. 

"It  ia  true  that  very  frequently  the  courts  hold  tliat  the  word  '  pa- 
•on '  Includes  corporation*.  It  baa  been  ao  held  in  many  penal  aa  well 
aa  dvU  atatut*>a.  There  la  much  confusion,  however,  as  to  when  thla 
Inclaeloa  abould  be  applied.  Some  courta — in  fact,  many  coorta— hold 
that  tba  lariuaioa  will  sot  be  made  nnleaa  it  was  the  plain  intent  of  the 
legislature  that  it  ahooM  be.  I'robably  the  beat  test  of  sacb  inclusion 
Is  to  be  found  in  a  dednion  of  the  Supreme  Court  Itself.  Beaston  v. 
Farmer*  Rank  (t7  U.  S.  (13  Pet)  102,  9  L.  Bd.  1017,  aArming  7  QilL  * 
J.  (Md.)  *21.  28  Am.  Dec.  23«>.  In  that  caae  the  court  had  under  con- 
alderatloa  a  statute  which  oiade  the  Oovemmeat  a  preferred  creditor 
where  a  '  person  '  indebted  to  tbe  Qovemment  became  insolvent  The 
question  was  whether,  as  there  used,  the  word  '  peraon '  Included  cor- 
porations, the  salt  belnx  against  a  corporation.  Judge  McKioley  thoa 
expresses  the  teat : 

"  '  Corporatlona  are  to  be  deemed  and  considered  persona  when  the 
drcumatances  In  which  they  are  placed  are  Uentical  with  tboae  of 
natural  persona  cxpreasly  included  in  soch  atatutea.' 

**  The  court  (Inda  that  the  corporate  dafeodant  In  that  case  waa  plaeed 
In  drauBstances  identical  with  those  of  a  peraon  who  had  becomKt  In- 
•nlvenl  aad  ha4da  that  in  soch  caae  the  word  '  peraoo '  indudes  corpora- 
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tlona,  This  Is  the  clear  and  logical  test,  and  it  is  a  tefrt  which  the 
Supreme  Court  has  set  up,  although  no  allusion  was  made  to  this  case 
by  J  idge  Field. 

"  ' 'uriiing  to  the  fourteenth  amendment,  the  first  section  contains  two 
prop  isitlons,  the  second  dependent  upon  the  first.  The  first  is,  '  all 
pers4  ns  born  or  naturallied  In  the  United  States  and  subject  to  the 
juris  liction  thereof  are  citixens  of  the  United  States  and  uf  the  State 
wherHn  they  reside.'  Ceruinly  this  can  not  include  corporations,  aa 
corporations  can  neither  be  born  nor  naturalized.  The  Intention  of  thia 
prov  siou,  aa  decided  in  the  Slaughter-IIouse  cases,  was  to  make  every 
pers<  n  born  in  the  United  States  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  regard- 
leas  >f  whether  be  was  at  a  particular  time  a  citizen  of  any  particular 
State  under  its  law.  It  created,  in  effect,  a  national  citizenship,  citizen- 
ship theretofore  having  been  entirely  a  matter  for  the  States  to  regulate. 
"  1 1  then  proceeds  with  the  provitslon  that  has  been  so  often  and  so 
mud  mooted,  that  '  no  State  shall  make  or  enforce  any  law  which  shall 
abri<  ge  the  privileges  or  immauitles  of  tbe  citizens  of  the  United 
Stati  8.'  The  word  '  citizen,'  as  here  u.fi  d,  undoubtedly  refers  back  to 
the  Itlsenship  created  by  the  preceding  paragraph,  a  citizenship  com- 
posei  I  of  persons  either  born  in  tbe  United  States  or  naturalized  ;  and 
tbe  'ourt  as  late  as  18G9.  In  the  caae  of  Paul  v.  Virginia  (75  U.  S. 
(8  \ralL)  168.  19  I*  Kd.  357),  bad  expressly  held  that  a  corporation 
was  not  a  citiaen  under  the  second  section  of  tbe  I'\>urtb  Article  of  the 
Constitution,  from  which  this  language  is  taken  verbatim.  Follows  a 
semirolon,  and  then:  'nor  shall  any  State  deprive  any  person  of  life, 
liberty,  or  property,  etc'  The  privileges  and  the  immunities  of  the  citi- 
zen ind  the  protection  of  the  person  are  thus  Inclosed  In  one  paragraph. 
"  t  Is  to  me  extraordinary  that  anyone  can  hold  that  it  was  ever 
the  intention,  In  adopting  this  amendment,  that  the  word  '  person,'  as 
last  used  above,  was  intended  to  include  anything  but  a  natural  person, 
becaise  the  entire  section,  up  to  that  point,  clearly  speaks  of  natural 
peni>na  and  no  others.  The  second  section  provides  for  the  apportlon- 
men  :  of  Representatives  among  the  several  States,  according  to  their 
resp»:tive  numbers,  'counting  tbe  whole  number  of  persons  In  each 
Stat^'  The  third  section  provides  'no  person,  etc.,  shall  be  eligible  to 
offlc(   wbo  has  been  engaged  in  insurrection  against  tbe  United  States.' 

"  [t  will  not  do,  in  construing  this  great  amendment,  to  wrench  a 
sing  e  paragraph  from  its  context  and  Interpret  Its  meaning  when  thus 
isoU  ted.  Like  a  will.  It  must  be  read  from  the  four  comers  to  obtain 
tbe  intent  of  whoever  framed  it.  So  read,  the  amendment  Bi)eak8  of 
perB»n8  five  times,*  In  four  of  them  the  reference  can  not  be  to  anyone 
but  natural  persona.  Are  we  to  say,  then,  that  the  word  '  person.'  aa 
useti  in  this  last  paragraph  of  the  first  section,  meant  something  other 
and  dilTerent  from  Its  meaning  In  the  other  four  places?  If  we  ado[it 
the  est  of  the  Supreme  Court  Itself,  we  shall  find  It  difficult  to  think  so. 
.\re  corporations  placed  in  circumstances  Identical  with  those  of  natural 
persons  expressly  included  throughout  the  amendment?  Certainly  that 
can  not  be.  The  prohibition  in  the  very  language  of  the  paragraph  we 
speak  of  includes  not  only  deprivation  of  property  but  of  life  and  lib- 
erty Certainly  a  corporation  has  neither  life  nor  liberty  which  is  here 
men  :ioned.  Life,  as  used  here,  means  physical  life ;  liberty  means  per- 
sonii  1  liberty.  In  order  to  meet  tbe  Supreme  Court's  views,  the  para- 
grai  h  would  have  to  read  like  this :  '  Nor  shall  any  State  deprive  any 
per*  Ml  of  life  or  liberty,  or  any  person  or  corporation  of  property.' 
Tba  ia  the  meaning  which  Judge  Field's  dedslon  gives  to  the  expression, 
which  in  the  amendment  la:  '  nor  shall  any  State  deprive  any  person  of 
life,  liberty,  or  property.' 

"  So  court,  outside  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  has 
ever  held  a  corporation  to  be  a  person  under  a  statute  similar  In  lan- 
guage, or  In  Intent,  to  this.  If  we  consider  the  entire  amendment,  re- 
gard less  of  its  history  and  the  political  events  which  impelled  its  adop- 
tionj  the  conclusion  is  irreaistibie  that  tbe  amendment  throughout  speaks 
of,  1  ad  was  Intended  to  be  confined  to,  natural  persons.  Throughout  It 
deal)  exclusively  with  natural  persons,  with  their  citizenship,  their  life, 
thei'  liberty,  their  enumeration  for  representative  purposes,  snd  their 
dlsf]  ancblsement  for  insurrection ;  and  yet  the  court  says.  In  spite  of 
that  that  the  word  '  person.'  when  it  comes  to  property,  and  property 
alone,  ia  Intended  to  include  corporatlona. 

"  Judge  Field  did  not  undertake,  nor  has  any  other  judge  of  the 
Supreme  Court  undertaken,  to  analyse  this  amendment  and  give  any  sort 
of  a  reason  why  it  was  intended  to  include  corporations.  No  judge  has 
don<>  BO  simply  because  no  judge  can.  I  submit  to  any  candid  mind  that 
theie  declsioas — and  there  are  some  that  I  have  yet  to  cite — have 
amended  the  Cooatitutlon  of  the  United  Statea  by  the  act  of  the  judi- 
dary  alone,  without  any  vote  of  the  people  who  made,  and  who  aloiie 
can  alter,  the  Constitution. 

**  The  testimony  of  Judge  Miller  and  his  associates  in  hia  review  of 
the  events  which  led  up  to  the  adoption  of  the  fourteenth  amendment,  a 
cbronide  of  eventa  which  is  in  no  wise  challenged  or  disputed  by  the 
minority  opinlona,  ought  to  be  sufficient;  but  a  further  teat  may  be  ap- 
plied Will  any  candid  student  of  our  political  history  assert  that  the 
Sta  es  would  have  adopted  this  amendment,  dearly  phrased  as  it  la,  if 
the:  bad  known  that  the  Supreme  Court  would  ultimately  place  Its 
present  construction  on  It;  that  in  adopting  this  amendment  they  were 
aun  CDderiug  a  large  portion  of  that  independence  of  the  States,  which 


they  had  enjoyed  from  the  beginning,  that  they  were  degrading  tho 
dignity  and  Jurisdiction  of  their  own  supreme  courts,  making  them  in 
effect  mere  Intermediate  courts  of  appeal  on  the  way  to  the  flnal 
tribunal ;  that  as  Miller  predicted,  they  were  placing  the  Supreme  Court 
as  a  board  of  censors  to  sit  In  Judgment  upon  every  State  enactment 
that  aflfects  corporations ;  that  their  action  was  to  paralyze  and  render 
of  the  slightest  value  all  future  State  regulations  of  public  utilities,  and 
orders  of  public-utility  commissions?  No  sane  and  candid  student  will 
make  such  an  assertion.  If  that  be  true,  then  dther  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment  was  procured  by  false  pretenses  on  the  part  of  Congress, 
or  the  intention  of  the  people  has  been  thwarted  by  the  will  of  the 
Supreme  Court.  But  Congress  no  more  dreamed  of  such  a  construction, 
when  it  suggested  the  amendment,  than  did  the  States  when  they 
adopted  it.  All  contemporary  discussion  at  the  time  of  the  adoption, 
by  public  men  and  the  press,  shows  clearly  that  the  fourteenth  amend- 
ment was  supposed  to  be  a  mere  corollary  of  the  thirteenth  amendment, 
conferring  citizenship  upon  the  blacks  just  emancipated  and  protecting 
that  dtlzenshlp,  and  but  for  that  belief  the  amendment  never  would  have 
been  adopted. 

"  Indeed  the  Supreme  Court  very  early  established  the  historical  rule 
of  Interpretation.  In  Rhode  Island  c.  Massachusetta  (37  U.  8.  (12  Pet.) 
658 ;  9  L.  Ed.  1233),  the  court  said : 

"  '  In  the  construction  of  the  Constitution  we  must  look  to  the  his- 
tory of  the  times  and  examine  the  state  of  things  existing  when  it  was 
framed  and  adopted.' 

"And  In  the  Income  Tax  cases.  Pollock  v.  Farmers  Loan  &  Trust  Co. 
(l.'j?  U.  S.  42«;  39  L.  Ed.  759  ;  15  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  673,  reversing  158  U.  S. 
601  :  39  L.  Ed.  1108;  15  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  912),  the  court  said: 

"  '  In  construing  the  Constitution,  the  court  is  at  liberty  to  refer  to 
the  historical  circumstances  attending  the  framing  and  adoption  of  the 
Constitution  as  well  aa  the  entire  frame  and  scheme  of  the  Instrument, 
and  the  consequence  naturally  attendant  upon  the  one  construction  or 
the  other.' 

"To  pursue  the  story  of  the  revolution.  In  Chicago,  Milwaukee  ft 
St  Paul  Railway  Co.  v.  Minnesota  (134  U.  S.  418;  33  L.  Ed.  970;  10 
Blip.  Ct.  Rep.  402,  702,  reversing  28  Minn.  281  ;  37  N.  W.  782).  decided 
in  1890.  which  came  up  on  writ  of  error  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Min- 
nesota, the  rate  law  of  Minnesota  was  called  in  question.  It  established 
a  railroad  commission,  with  power  to  fix  rates,  but  made  its  findings 
conclusive,  and  made  It  the  duty  of  the  supreme  court  of  the  State, 
when  the  commission  should  apply  to  It  by  mandamus,  to  impose  these 
rates  upon  the  carriers.  The  court  held  the  law  Invalid,  because  It 
deprived  the  carriers  of  a  right  to  a  judicial  review  of  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  rates.  This  was  in  entire  harmony  with  Davidson  v.  New 
Orleans. 

"A  series  of  cases  Immediately  followed,  beginning  with  the  Texas 
Railroad  Commission  cases  (Regan  r.  Farmers'  Loan  &  Trust  Co.,  154 
U.  S.  362 ;  38  L.  Ed.  1014  ;  14  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  1047),  by  which  very  shortly 
the  Supreme  Court  assumed  and  still  retains  complete  control  of  the 
rate  making  of  every  public  utility,  whether  Interstate  or  intrastate. 
In  the  much-discussed  case  of  Smyth  r.  Ames  (169  U.  S.  466,  42  L.  KA. 
819;  18  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  418,  afBrmlng  64  Fed.  165),  the  court  established 
the  basis  of  rate  making  upon  '  reproduction  value.'  Several  specula- 
tive elements — such  as  '  going  value,'  lose  during  preliminary  period, 
rtc. — have  rince  been  added,  so  that  to-day  the  basis  of  rate  making, 
so  far  from  being  scientific,  is  as  puzzling  and  distradlng  as  tbe  famous 
•  rule  of  reason  '  In  the  antitrust  caaes. 

"  The  revolution  was  now  complete.  It  has  resulted  in  an  enormous 
Increase  In  the  business  of  tbe  court.  In  the  last  25  years  more  than 
2,000  of  these  cases  have  been  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court  and  more 
than  800  decided,  the  others  being  dismissed  for  want  of  merit,  and  345 
State  statutes  annulled.  A  curious  thing  about  this  revolution  is  the 
fact  that  all  the  historians  of  the  Supreme  Court  that  I  have  been  able 
to  examine  make  no  allusion  to  this  vast  change  In  our  form  of  gov- 
ernment. All  of  them  leave  tbe  Impression  that  the  doctrine  of  the 
Blaughter-House  cases  Is  still  In  full  force.  There  seems  to  be  a  con- 
spiracy of  silence  on  the  subject.  Undoubtedly  every  lawyer  whose 
practice  la  corporate,  or  chiefly  so,  will  api»rove  of  this  revolution.  That 
Is  natural.  *  The  dyer's  hand  is  subdued  to  that  which  it  works  In. 
But  to  the  thoughtful  and  impartial  lawyer  there  is  a  question  whether 
it  is  worth  while  to  prevent  occasional  injustice  to  corporations  by  com- 
pletely dwtroylng  that  balance  of  power  between  the  Nation  and  the 
States  that  was  so  carefully  established  by  tbe  founders  and  so  sedu- 
lously guarded  by  the  Supreme  Court  for  more  than  100  years. 

"The  Supreme  Court  Itself  took  the  first  step  toward  centralization, 
and  Congress  and  the  Executive  have  been  swift  to  follow.  As  a  result 
the  States  have  lost  their  old  robust  vigor  and  Independence.  They 
have  been  degraded,  in  effect  to  mere  geographical  expressions.  Their 
supreme  courts  are  no  longer  courts  of  last  resort,  but  Intermediate 
tribunals,  and  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  sits  as  a  board 
of  censors  upon  every  enactment  that  affects  corporations,  whether  local 
or  Interstate.  This  Is  precisely  what  Miller  predicted  would  happen  if 
the  present  Interpretation  of  the  fourteenth  amendment  were  adopted. 
The  result  of  this  centralization  has  been  to  build  up  a  great  bureaucracy 
tn  Washington,  with  more  than  700,000  members,  constantly  increasing. 


The  greatest  danger  to  this  country  la  not  from  below,  but  from  at)OTe; 
not  from  the  reds  and  anarchists,  but  from  the  bureaucrats.  It  is 
profoundly  significant,  although  apparently  unnoted  by  the  pnbllc,  that 
the  scandals  that  have  been  rife  in  Washington  have  not  touched  the 
elective  servants  of  the  people — Congress  and  the  President.  All  the 
slime  and  filth  of  corruption,  bribery,  and  malversation  is  confined  and 
absolutely  limited  to  the  bureaucracy.  Such  has  it  been  in  all  history. 
It  was  the  corruption  and  inefficiency  of  the  bureaucracy  and  not  czar- 
ism  that  destroyed  the  great  Russian  Empire.  It  was  the  corruption 
and  Inefficiency  of  the  Italian  bureaucracy  as  much  as  Bolshevism  that 
drove  Italy  into  tbe  arm.^  ot  Fascistl.  It  waa  the  corruption  and  In- 
efficiency of  the  Spanish  bureaucracy  that  compelled  a  dictatorship. 
And  the  Washington  bureaucracy,  with  its  strangle  hold  on  the  Govern- 
ment, its  corruption  and  Inefficiency,  is  running  true  to  historical  form. 
A  bureaucracy  is  the  most  odious  of  all  tyrannies,  because  It  is  anony- 
mous. While  we  have  been  pursuing  this  course  our  English  cousins 
have  been  decentralizing,  not  only  granting  full  self  government  to 
their  colonies  and  to  Ireland,  but  decentralizing  at  home  by  establishing 
such  local  governmental  bodies  as  the  London  County  Coundl,  with 
legislative  and  administrative  powers  almost  equal  to  our  States. 

"  It  will  be  observed  that  I  am  a«alnst  any  revolution,  whetiier  from 
below  or  above.  I  am  opposed  to  any  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
that  Is  not  adopted  by  the  people.  In  short,  upon  the  question  of  the 
Constitution,  I  am  a  counterrevolutionist  a  reactionary.  I  would  re- 
place the  ancient  landmarks  and  relight  the  old  beacona  that  burned, 
with  an  illumining  power,  for  more  than  a  hundred  years.  WTiUe  the 
present  court  has  no  outstanding  figures  like  Marshall,  Taney,  and 
Miller,  in  the  average  of  Its  ability,  in  its  composite  character,  It  has 
not  been  surpassed  by  any  In  our  history.  It  seems  to  me  that  I  see 
signs  of  a  reaction  In  its  decisions,  a  tendency  of  the  pendulum  to 
swing  toward  State  rights.  I  hope  this  is  true.  If  I  did  not  hope  so, 
I  should  fear  for  this  RepubDc. 

"  I  do  not  think  that  I  exaggerate  the  immeasurable  importance  of 
the  federative  principle  and  the  independence  of  the  States.  I  quote 
from  the  greatest  American  historian  of  our  times,  John  Flske,  la 
the  Critical  Period  of  American  History. 

"  '  If  the  day  should  ever  arrive  (which  God  forbid)  when  the  peo- 
ple of  the  different  parts  of  our  country  shall  allow  their  local  affairs 
to  be  administered  by  prefects  sent  from  Washington,  and  when  the 
self-government  of  the  States  shall  have  been  so  far  lost  as  that  of  the 
Departments  of  France,  or  even  so  far  as  that  of  the  counties  of  Eng- 
land— on  that  day  the  progressive  political  career  of  the  American  peo- 
ple will  have  come  to  an  end.  and  the  hopes  that  have  been  built  upon 
it  for  the  future  happiness  and  prosperity  of  mankind  will  be  wrecked 
forever.'  " 

Mr.  Smith  has  lots  of  company.  On  page  737  of  the  Michigan  Law 
Review,  volume  20,  this  is  found  : 

"  For  those  who  love  precision  and  deflniteness,  the  question  of  the 
application  of  the  fourteenth  amendment  to  sodal  and  economic  prob- 
lems remains  an  irritating  enigma.  The  judicial  construction  of  due 
process  of  law,  and  the  equal  protection  of  the  law.  has  from  the  first 
discouraged  systematic  analysis  and  defied  synthesis.  More  than  one 
writer  has  emerged  from  the  study  of  the  problem  with  a  neat  and  com- 
pact set  of  fundamental  prindples,  only  to  have  the  Supreme  Court 
discourteously  Ignore  them  In  the  next  case." 

In  the  same  volume,  page  740,  there  Is  this  reference  to  tho  fore- 
cast made  by  Justice  Miller  (regarded  by  many  as  the  ablest  Judge, 
except  Chief  Justice  Marshall,  who  ever  sat  upon  that  court)  of  what 
would  happen  if  the  court  ever  came  to  do  what  It  has  done : 

"  We  also  find  Mr.  Justice  Miller,  who  bad  written  the  opinion  of 
the  majority  in  the  Slaughter-House  case«.  complaining  In  a  still 
later  decision,  of  the  existence  of  '  some  strange  misconception '  as  to 
the  scope  of  the  due-process  claose,  which  cause*  it  to  be  regarded 
'  as  a  means  of  bringing  to  the  test  of  the  dedaion  of  this  court  the 
abstract  opinions  of  every  unsuccessful  litigant  in  a  State  court  of 
tbe  Justice  of  the  decision  against  him,  and  of  the  merits  of  the  legis- 
lation on  which  such  a  decision  may  be  founded.'  " 

Such  expressions  could  be  indefinitely  cited,  but  the  great  vested 
interests,  having  been  aWe  to  get  the  Supreme  Court  to  reverse  its 
policy  of  100  years,  have  been  able  to  hold  it  to  that  course.  But  not 
without  protest  and  dissent  from  the  liberal  and  enlightened  memt>ers  of 
the  court  itself. 

In  a  very  recent  decision  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  over- 
turned a  Massachusetts  statute  on  bank  taxation.  Here  is  what  Justice 
Harlan  M.  Stone  (with  the  concurrence  of  those  other  liberals  who  have 
the  country's  confidence — Justices  Holmes  and  Brandels)  said  about  the 
decision  of  his  own  court : 

"  There  Is  no  constitutional  principle  and  no  dedslon  of  this  court 
of  which  I  am  aware  which  would  deny  to  the  State  the  power  so  to 
tax  the  privileges  which  it  has  conferred  upon  petitioner.  For  70 
years  this  court  has  consistently  adhered  to  the  principle  that  either 
the  Federal  or  State  Governments  may  constitutionally  Impose  an 
exdse  tax  on  corporations  for  the  privilege  of  doing  business  in  cor- 
porate form,  and  measure  the  tax  by  the  property  or  net  income  of 
the  corporation     •     •     ••     It  would  seem  that  only  considerations  ot 
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pabllc  policy  of  weight.  whk>b  appear  to  be  here  whoUy  wanting,  would 
iuMtlfy  oTcrtamlng  a  principle  ao  long  eatabllsh<><L" 

Tbaa  did  the  Supreme  Coart  contemptuously  kick  aaide  another 
State  aUtute. 

But  the  ■oUrltode  of  the  higbeat  court  for  property  rights  la  not 
restricted  to  oTcrtnrnIng  State  courta  in  tax  and  public  utility  rate 
eaaea.  lo  the  recent  OTallon  Railroad  Valuation  case,  where  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commlaaion  valuation  was  aet  aalde — to  the  financial 
beuedt  of  the  railroads  of  110,000,000.000.  If  followed  to  Its  logical 
rooclosloo — Justice  Stone.  In  a  dissenting  opinion  (again  concurred  In 
by  Justices  Iloimm  and  Braudcls)   said: 

"  Without  discussion  of  the  evidence  and  other  data  which  received 
the  conaidvratloo  of  the  commlaslou,  the  opinion  of  this  court  seems  to 
proceed  on  the  broad  aasomption  that  the  evidence  relied  on,  mere  syo- 
theflc  estimates  of  cost  of  r»'pro<lu«tion.  must  so  certainly  and  necea- 
sarily  ontwi-igh  all  other  comdderatlons  affecting  values  aa  to  require  the 
order  of  tlM^  commission  to  be  set  aside." 

No  one  to-day  holds  to  the  extreme  view  that  resulted  in  the  Civil 
War.  nam«ly.  that  States  were  sovereiign  to  the  extent  that  they  might 
at  will  disrupt  the  Union.  But  I  am  not  yet  ready  to  subscribe  to  the 
diMtrine  that  .Stat<-s  an*  so  w<-ak  and  helpless  as  to  render  it  necessary 
to  take  away  their  power  to  handle  matters  which  in  their  essence 
belong  entirely  to  State  and  not  to  National  Government.  The  neces- 
sity of  preserving  the  powers  of  the  States  in  this  respect  has  not  been 
stated  anywhere  better  than  by  that  great  historian,  John  Fiske.  when. 
In  the  Critlfal  Period  of  American  History,  h-  said: 

"  If  the  day  should  ever  arlne  (which  God  forbid)  when  the  people 
of  the  different  parts  of  our  country  shall  allow  their  local  affairs 
to  be  administered  by  prefects  sent  from  Washington,  and  when  the 
aelf-government  of  the  States  shall  have  been  so  far  lost  as  that  of 
the  Departments  of  France,  or  even  so  far  as  that  of  the  counties  of 
England — on  that  day  the  progre««ive  i>oIltlcal  career  of  the  American 
people  will  have  come  to  an  end  and  the  hopes  that  have  been  built 
QpoM  It  for  the  future  happiness  and  pronperlty  of  mankind  will  be 
wrecked  forever." 

Steady  encroachment  by  the  National  Government,  partly  by  con- 
grt^Mional  enactment  but  largely  by  judicial  decisions,  is  having  the 
effe,t  of  roUilug  the  State*  of  not  only  tl>elr  power  b»it  their  strength 
and  reuses  appr«>benslon  to  arise  in  the  minds  of  thoughtful  people. 
The  process  by  which  this  effect  la  being  accomplished  la  described  by 
Haunls  Taylor,  au  eminent  authority  upon  the  subject,  in  his  standard 
legal  textbook.  Due  Process  of  Law,  as  "  a  swelling  stream  of  decided 
ca«es  la  rapidly  expanding  into  a  vitally  Important  body  of  Judge-made 
laws." 

Onr  Constitution  contemplates  that  laws  shall  be  enacted  by  Con- 
greaa  and  the  aeveral  State  legislatures.  Courts  were  erected  only  for 
pnrpoae*  of  Interpretation.  I  have  quoted  lawyers,  eminent  In  their 
prufeaslon.  who  have  described  the  tendency  of  courts  to  aaaume 
ipgialatfTe  powci*  as  nsorpatlon  of  functions  not  belonging  to  Judicial 
bodtea. 

I  feat  the  cmm  upon  their  ezpreaaton  and  thoae  of  the  Sopreme  Court 
Judges  themaelrea.  This  tendency  of  the  Federal  judiciary  U  a  grave 
tbr<«t  to  our  form  of  government.  In  which  the  states  have  a  vital  part. 

■iCTTooLnro  or  habit-vobiiiivo  NABconca 

Mr.  BLEA8E.  Mr.  Prwident.  I  auk  nnanlmona  comvent  ^o 
have  printed  In  the  tttvomo  an  article  wbl«ta  appeared  In  the 
WaMhinirtoo  PoaC  of  jeaterday  eoUtled  "  Seeking  tbe  Real  Dope 
on  •  nope.'  -  ^^ 

There  betnt  no  objertion,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Racom,  a«  folkywa : 

[Froa  the  Waahlagtoo  Post.  Sunday,  November  10,  1»»1 
BBBKiM  T««  aaaL  Bora  on  "Bora"— ma  raaivr  aiLi,  has  bscixtlt 
c*Mra^u>  THa  arraHTtox  or  thb  aBMara  crow  an  ilucit  raAmc 

imax  TaAMacamm  u^ooa  axd  mraaiui  run  wBLvaaa  or  thb  eacb 

TBicaa  o»  THB  BMOoauma  or  HABiT-roBMixQ   kabcoticb  and  looi»- 

■OLBa   m   THB   LAW llfPaaTATtOHS    VAaTLT    BXCBED  AXNCAI.  MBDlCt.NAL 


By  Lucy  Salamanca 
Wltb  Impassioned  pleaa  still  ringing  In  tbe  Chamber  of  the  Senate 
decrying  a  tariff  amendment  which  threatens  to  facilitate  tbe  Illegal 
Importation  of  "damnable  drugs'*  and  "deadly  narcotics";  with  a 
medical  atatesmaa  lending  the  forces  of  his  eloquence  fo  an  all-day  ses- 
sion of  members  of  the  Federal  Narcotic  Control  Board  In  an  effort  to 
pivhibit  tbe  importation  of  unconscionable  quantities  of  opium  over  and 
above  tbe  nsdlcnl  needs  of  the  country  in  1930;  with  the  arrest  of  a 
practicing  physician  on  a  charge  of  prescribing  Illegally  for  narcotics 
apd  of  a  clerk  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  on  a  charge  of  forgery 
In  his  efforts  to  procure  drugs  for  his  wife — tbe  mother  of  two  chil- 
dren—all within  a  fortnight  within  the  Nation's  Capital — Uttle  wonder 
thanVaablngtoB  baa  bad  thrust,  perforce,  upon  lU  attention  not  only 
the  nation  wide  prevalence  of  bis  dire  evil,  but  the  prevalence  within  its 
o»  n  limited  boundaries  as  well  of  that  "  curse  of  the  world  "  which  Dr. 
Kmile  Toulouse,  medical  director  of  psychiatry  and  mental  prophylaxy 
of  the  department  of  tbe  Seine,  baa  declared— likewise  within  the  fort- 
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nig  It — "  to  be  a  '  biological  and  medical  problem,'  upon  the  solution  of 
h^h  may  depend  the  welfare  of  the  established  state  and  preservation 
high  type  of  mankind." 
We  can  staiMl  In  the  window  of  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
ite,"  declared  Senator  Cole  Bleask,  of  South  Carolina,  a  few  days 
on  the  floor  of  tbe  Senate,  "  and  see  where  tbe  stuff  is  being  sold 
'  Washington  every  day  1  "  And  the  worthy  Senator  backe<l  his  state- 
by  dramatically  producing  before  tbe  eyes  of  his  colleagues  a  da) 
wo  later  a  small  square  package  containing  a  quantity  of  opium, 
which  he  presented  with  these  words :  "  I  wish  to  offer  to  the  Senate 
Unable  proof  that  dope  Is  being  sold  in  the  Nation's  Capital  I  hold 
hand  and  display  to  the  Senate  the  actual  article  that  waa  bought 
Ihe  8th  day  of  October  here  In  the  city  of  Washington." 

yet  such  a  gesture  might  have  been  duplicated  in  any  city  of  any 

in  the  United  States,  for  the  use  of  drugs  is  as  widespread  as  the 

of  civilixatlon  and  savagery,  as  deep-seated  as  the  viciousnesa 

l|uman  nature.     Since  man  first  discovered  that   In   the  sticky   oose 

the  poppy  blossom  lay  oblivion,  the  Inaidioua  vice  has  demorali£e<l 

degraded  humankind. 

those   countries   along    the    Mediterranean,   or    in    distant    Persia, 

fields  of  scarlet  poppies  bend  and  toss  under  blue  skies,  the  na- 

move  through  the  fields,  scooping  from  tbe  matured  blossoms  the 

sticky  substance  which  lies  In  Its  h.-art  and  drips  from  its  petals.     This 

r^»llected  Into  a  ball  of  hard,  brown  gum — the  opium  as  it  finds  Ita 

In  a  raw  state,  legally  or  illegally.   Into  the  United   States — from 

■h  the  smoking  opium  "  toy  "  is  produced,  as  well  as  the  ilorivatlves. 

ne.  codein,  and  dlonin.  all  character-destro.Ting  drugs.     Of  these 

of  scarlet  poppies  Senator  Rotal  8.  Copiland  said.  In  a  fervent 

eloquent  plea  before  the  Federal  Narcotic  Control  Board  on  October 

"  I  would  have  the  winds  of  the  desert  sweep  across  them  and  de- 

them."     The  board  was  meeting  In  an  all-day  session  to  determine 

amount  of  opium  which  should  be  allowed  legal  entrance  Into  the 

States  for  1930  for  medical  and  legitimate  needs,  and  a  line  of 

tjufacturers  and  dealers  had  pre.<<ented   themselves  behind  the  closed 

of  the  bearing  room  to  ask  for  higher  importations. 
Senator  Copiland  was  among  those  who  urged  that  the  Importations 
the  ensuing  year  be   cut   below    100,000   pounds,    after  the   medical 
on   had   demonstrated   that   the  figure  was   not   too  low— 98,000 
ids  having  been  legitimately  consumed   last  year. 
This  devilish  narcotic."   the  Senator  from  New  York  stated  in   his 
"  undermines  every  bit  of  character  the  individual  may  possess.     I 
think    the   harm   done  by    narcotics   outweighs   any   gcjod    that 
t   result    from    their    legitimate   use."     Dr.    C,    C.    Pierce.   Assistant 
S&r^eon  General,  presented  a  memorandum  from  the  Piibllc  Health  Serv- 
t  the  hearing  oeconding  therein  the  New  York  Senator's  suggestion 
scientific   Inquiry  as  a   means   of  determining  the  actual  medical 
nee^s  of  the  country. 

spite  of  the  fact  that  Imports  of  opium  amounted  in  1929  to  ap- 

pro^mately    145,000    pounds,    an    official    report   of   the    United    States 

Health  Service  states,  "  If  all  the  medicinal  opium  now  produced 

world  were  smuggled  Into  this  country  It  would  not  supply  more 

about  566,000  addicts — a  numN-r  much  smaller  than  many  of  the 

which  have  been  made  of  the  number  of  addicts  in  this  country 
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hundred  and  sixty-six  thousand  human  derelicts — and  how  many 
c  sands  more  it  Is  Impossible  to  estimate,  since  these  forsaken  crea- 
must  hide  their  vice  from  the  eyes  of  the  world— procure  their 
destfwyer  In  secrecy.     Those  of  os  who  know  comparatively  little  of  the 
of  these  drugs  can   with  difficulty  conceive  of  an   individual  so 
wretchedly  enalaved  as  to  aacrlflce  family,  friends,   loved  ones,   home 
the  respect  of  the  world,  and-  a  more  lamentable  loss— sol f-respect ; 
idlvidual  who  will  relinquish  all  hold  on  decency,  stultify  his  Intel- 
destroy  his  physical  body  and  send  his  soul  to  hell  to  experience  a 
hoars   of  oblivion   and   satisfy  a   physical    craving.     As   such,    the 
is    not    made.     For    narcotics    work    slowly,    insidiously,    but 
sure  y,  upon  their  victims.     And  In  return  for  the  appalling  sacrifices 
down  by  the  drug  addict  the  gum  of  the  poppy  blossom  gives  not 
one    of    those    "  blissful "    moments    that    misguided    romanticists 
rously  attribute  to  this  most  hideous  of  all  vices,  that,  more  re- 
ent^ssly    than    the  octopus    of   Hugo's   story,    crushes    with   entwining 
the   hopes,   ambitions,   and   achievements   of   the   human    race 
breaking  down   moral    resistance,   fostering  physical   deterioration   until 
iiddlct  has  sunk  lower  than  the  animals  themselves. 
Iijcoherent  of  speech,  furtive  of  glance,  shifty  of  manner,  with  luster- 
eyes  burning  dully    in    his   cadaverous    face;    suspicious    of   all    he 
fearful    always    of    discovery;    whimpering,    trembling,    muscles 
jerkJ  ng  and  twitching— living  in  constant  fear  of  deprivation  and  suffer- 
torture    when    money    or    opportunity    keep    him    from    his    daily 
e— this  Is  the  dope  addict  in   reality.     And  unable   to   secure   an 
late  supply  of  the  drug  which  Is  destroying  him,  no  possession  at 
immand   Is   too   precious   to   sacrifice,    no   risk   of  disgrace   or   im- 
prlst.iiment  is  sufficient  to  deter  him  in  his  efforts  to  obtain  it.     Every 
luallty  of  his  nature,  every  decent,  noble  instinct  is  submerged  by 
I  aaatiabllity  of  the  demon  that  drives  him,  and  so,  of  the  harmless, 
induitrloas  citlsen  the  criminal  is  made. 
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I  spoke  a  day  or  two  ago  with  Mr.  Willlsm  Blanchard,  assistant  to 
Col.  C.  A.  McNutt,  Chief  of  the  Federal  Narcotics  Control  Board,  and 
I  asked  him  if  these  abandoned  creatures  ever  "  came  back." 

"  Look  at  this,"  he  said,  "  a  man  sent  to  Atlanta  for  violation  of  the 
narcotics  law— a  little  peddler,  making  enough  from  his  peddling  to 
satisfy  his  own  appetite  for  the  drug.  Down  at  Atlanta  they  give 
them  the  '  cold-turkey  '  treatment — cut  them  off  in  a  swoop  from  their 
'  dope.'  Here  is  the  fellow  when  he  entered  .\tlanta,  and  here  he  is 
after  five  months  of  the  '  cold-turkey  '  treatment." 

I  saw  a  man  of  perhaps  60  or  65,  his  face  shriveled,  his  eyes  sunken, 
bia  checks  sucked  in,  a  dull,  hopeless,  vacant  expression  on  his  face,  his 
hair  unkempt,  his  clothes  filthy  and  untidy — a  human  derelict  in  every 
sense  of  that  expression.  Five  months  of  Atlanta's  "  cold  turkey  "  had 
alterei  him  as  a  man  reborn.  Uis  eyes  were  bright,  interested ;  there 
was  jn  alert,  eager  expression  on  his  face,  a  smile  on  his  lips,  his  head 
was  erect,  he  was  neat  and  tidy.  And,  because  he  had  gained  45 
pounds  in  that  five  months,  his  cheeks  were  filled  out,  his  face  smooth 
and  round. 

"  But  the  sad  part  of  it  is,"  Mr.  Blanchard  went  on  to  tell  me, 
"  this  same  man — all  the  chancer  are  for  It — when  he  Is  released  will 
not  have  the  moral  stamina  to  withstand  the  temptation  to  return  to 
his  vice.  He  will  be  back  in  Atlanta,  more  deteriorated,  more  hope- 
lessly addicted  than  ever.  He  is  a  victim  to  the  most  appalling  vice  to 
which  flesh  is  heir." 

It  is  quite  evident,  when  one  considers  the  close  check  that  is  kept 
upon  the  legitimate  importations  of  opium  and  cocoa  leaves  and  the  op- 
erating system  which  accounts  for  every  grain  of  drugs  that  Is  sold  to 
the  individual  through  doctor's  prescription — a  system  in  which  manu- 
facturers, pharmaceutical  houses,  wholesale  houses,  retailers,  and  phy- 
sicians are  made  to  render  a  strict  accountability  of  disposition,  that 
the  ^-ast  majority  of  addicts  satisfy  their  appetites  with  drugs  which 
have  entered  the  United  States  through  Illicit  channels.  The  last  pub- 
lished report  of  the  Commissioner  of  Prohibition  In  regard  to  the  en- 
forcement of  narcotic  laws  contains  this  appalling  statement. 

"  The  Illicit  traffic  in  narcotic  drugs  smuggled  into  the  United  States 
seems  not  to  have  aliated  in  any  degree.  With  these  drugs  compara- 
tively readily  obtainable  in  European  and  Asiatic  countries  and  a  strong 
demand  therefor  in  the  United  States,  represented  by  nonmedical  ad- 
dicts who  find  it  Impossible  to  obtain  a  supply  from  tije  quantity  do- 
mestically manufactured.  It  Is  obvious  that  large  supplies  of  drugs  so 
re.ndily  obtainable  are  unlawfully  introduced  into  the  United  States, 
particularly  when  there  are  considered  the  resourcefnlnese  of  those  en- 
gaged in  tbe  traffic  and  the  large  volume  of  legitimate  trade  of  our 
country  which  offers  facilities  for  the  concealment  of  this  Illicit  traffic. 

"  To  stop  the  illicit  Influx  of  narcotic  drugs  at  porta  and  Iwrders  is 
admittedly  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  with  the  present  facilities  avail- 
able for  that  purpose,  and  the  progress  of  efforts  to  secure  interna- 
tional cooperation  looking  toward  an  efficient  measure  of  control  over 
such  sliipmeiits  by  manufacturing  countries  is  seemingly  quite  slow." 

The  United  States  customs  is  playing  a  wwthy  and  noble  part  in  the 
great  fight  against  the  Illicit  importation  of  drugs;  each  humble  agent 
who  takes  bis  life  in  his  hands  and  mingles  wltb  the  underworld  in  bis 
secret  operations  for  the  wiping  out  of  the  "dope  rings"  that  Infest 
our  cities,  contributes  his  honest  measure  to  the  Nation's  good.  Yet  in 
spite  of  the  efforts  of  our  national  Government  and  tbe  sacrifices  of  her 
agents  and  servants  In  tbe  larger  centers  the  fact  remains  that  opium 
Is  being  smuggled  in  in  qnaBtities  aa  large  as  half  a  ton  at  a  time — 
and  a  Senator's  representative  may  purchase  openly  a  package  of  the 
product  within  the  very  shadow  of  the  Nation's  Capitol.  Wherein,  then, 
does  the  laxnesa  lie?     And  what  can  be  further  done  to  combat  it? 

Senator  R.  B.  Howkix.  of  Nebraska,  has  made  tbe  Senate  Chamber 
ring  latterly  with  bis  denunciation  of  a  tariff  amendment  which  be  de- 
clares will  relieve  the  owners  of  vessels  on  which  smuggled  opium  Is 
discovered  from  liability  and  "  nullify  the  step  taken  by  the  House  to 
protect  the  tens  of  thousands  of  victims  in  this  country  from  the  terrible 
drug  babit  and  punish  those  who,  from  sordid  motives,  traffic  In  out- 
lawt>d  drugs." 

This  amendment,  in  the  face  of  eloquent  denunciation  on  tbe  part  of 
Senator  Howell,  Senator  Blkase,  Senator  Gsobqk.  and  Senator  Fbbs, 
was  agreed  to.  with  4-^  yeas  and  34  nays  and  18  Senators  failing  to 
cast  a  vote.  The  amendment,  divorced  from  Its  legal  phraseology,  gives 
the  master  of  any  vessel  upon  which  illegal  importations  of  opium  are 
discovered  the  right  to  trial  of  his  offense  before  a  court,  where  be  may 
prove  his  innocence  by  producing  witnesses  in  his  favor.  Heretofore,  the 
fine  or  punishment  of  the  master  of  a  vesst^l  has  been  determined  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  , 

This  amendment,  on  the  face  6f  it,  seems  a  harmless  enough  and  Just 
enough  amendment  and  it  is  perhaps  a  little  difficult  to  understand,  off- 
hand, just  why  the  imposition  of  sentence  by  court  instead  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  tile  Treasury  should  make  it  easier  to  smuggle  opium  into  the 
country.  Senator  Steiwbb,  of  Oregon,  and  Senator  Shobtbidoi  went  to 
eloquent  lengths  to  ask  Just  this  question  in  their  warm  sanctioning  of 
the  proposed  amendment.  The  facts,  as  recited  by  Senator  Howell,  are 
intensely  interettting  and  of  vital  Importance  to  all  those  eoucemed  with 
making  aa  stringent  aa  possible  the  laws  governing  the  importatioa  of 


these  products  of  Persian  and  Mediterranean  poppy  fields  that  "  delads 
the  mind  and  ateal  away  the  soul." 

On  October  2,  iy28,  the  steamahip  PretidrtU  Uarriton,  of  tbe  Dollar 
Line,  arrived  In  Jersey  City  and  waa  duly  boarded  by  customs  Inspectors. 
These  Inspectors  were  not  aboard  very  long  before  they  discovered  on 
the  vessel  2,665  tins  of  prepared  opium,  weighing  half  a  ton.  The  con- 
traband was  seised  and  under  the  law  the  master  of  tbe  vessel  was 
fined  $25  an  ounce  for  each  ounce,  or  a  fine  of  |399,750,  in  accordance 
with  the  present  tariff  act. 

The  steamship  line  of  which  the  Preaidmit  HarriMon  waa  a  part  filed 
a  petition  for  remission  of  tbe  fine,  together  with  the  captain  of  tlM 
ship,  James  Donald  Guthrie,  alleging  that  the  Dollar  Steamship  Line 
had  Issued  standing  orders  for  all  its  vessels,  all  packages,  merchandise, 
parcels,  and  articles  of  every  kind  and  character  brought  aboard  by 
pntisengers,  officiala.  or  crew  to  be  inspected  by  an  officer  of  the  vessel. 
It  was  further  stated  in  this  petition  that  on  voyage  15  around  the 
world  the  President  Harriton  had  carefully  complied  with  theae  sUnd- 
Ing  orders  and  had  posted  notices  in  prominent  places  forbidding  bring- 
ing contraband  on  board,  and  that  all  members  of  tbe  crew  bad  been 
carefully  searched  when  boarding  the  vessel  at  ber  ports  of  call. 

The  steamship  line  also  declared  that  the  master  and  officers  of  tbs 
Pretident  Harriton  first  learned  of  the  presence  of  a  half  ton  of  pre- 
pared opium  on  board  upon  tbe  arrival  of  tbe  vessel  in  New  York,  and 
that  upon  discovery  of  the  opium  conducted  an  investigation,  with  tbe 
result  that  a  Chinese  boatswain,  Wong  Kal  Hong,  confessed  to  having 
l>een  instrumental  in  concealing  the  packages  on  the  vessel.  The  unfor- 
tunate Chinese  was  delivered  into  tbe  hands  of  the  customs  officials  in 
New  York,  and  steps  were  taken  to  see  that  all  lettos  addressed  to  bim 
were  turned  over  to  these  same  officials. 

Perhaps  tbe  most  interesting  part  of  Senator  Howbll's  story  comes 
next.  The  opium  In  question  was  concealed  in  a  dead  space  between 
the  skin  of  the  ship  and  the  sheathing  adjacent  to  the  port  chain  locker 
by  cutting  out  a  section  of  what  is  known  in  tbe  parlance  of  the  sea  as 
the  "  fore-and-aft  stringer  plate."  and  which  was  five-eights  of  an  inch 
thick,  by  a  drill  and  cold  chisel,  removing  a  section  10  Inches  by  17 
inches.  In  the  petition  it  was  likewise  stated  that  tbe  Chinese  declared 
no  other  person  on  board  was  guilty  of  complicity  ia  tbe  secreting  of 
the  opium. 

The  first  mate  of  the  President  Harrison,  in  his  affidavit,  submitted  in 
support  of  the  plea  for  the  remission  of  the  fine,  stated  that  a  special 
detail  of  customs  officials  had  boarded  the  vessel  in  New  York  Immedi- 
ately upon  Its  arrival  in  port  and  had  requested  that  the  anchor  chains 
be  hove  out  of  the  chain  lockers,  with  the  result  that  the  half  ton  of 
opium  was  discovered. 

Wong  Kal  Hong  stated  subsequently  that  during  the  few  hours  the 
President  Harrison  was  lying  at  the  port  of  Hong  Kong,  and  shortly 
after  sailing,  the  packages  of  opium  were  secreted  in  the  sand  box  and 
that  he  cut  the  opening  in  the  stringer  plate  and  stowed  the  contraband 
away  in  the  aperture. 

In  bringing  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the  fact  that  vessels  of  thia 
line  were  not  thoroughly  searched  for  contraband  at  ports  of  call.  Sena- 
tor Howell  told  of  a  young  man  of  bis  acquaintance  who,  at  the  close 
of  his  college  career  signed  with  a  sister  ship  of  the  President  Harrison, 
in  search  of  adventure,  and  circumnavigated  the  globe  as  a  member  nt 
the  crew.  The  young  man  In  question  assured  the  Senator  that  he  was 
"  never  searched  at  any  port  and  went  aboard  at  every  one."  "  Mor»> 
over,"  said  this  young  man,  "  contraband  in  tbe  form  of  liquor  was  very 
mocb  in  evidence.  Gangway  for  the  crew  was  forward  and  there  was 
never  anyone  stationed  at  that  gangway.  Yon  could  go  ashore  with  a 
snitcsse,  fill  It  with  liquor  or  opium,  wslk  up  the  gnngwsy.  snd  nobody 
would  interfere.  At  Hong  Kong  and  other  oriental  ports  the  sailors  pro- 
cured what  they  called  'canned  lightning.'  I  was  never  conscioas  of 
any  search  being  made  on  that  vessel  until  we  reached  New  York,  and 
then   customs  officials   really   went   through   it." 

In  his  plea  against  tbe  lawlessness  of  this.  Senator  Howkli-  declared : 
"And  this  is  what  the  officials  of  the  Dollar  Steamship  Une  called  In- 
spection!  Why  do  they  not  stop  this  sort  of  thing?  Beesnne  it  costs 
money,  and  then  tlierc  is  no  penalty,  so  far  as  owners  of  the  ships  are 
concerned.  Tbe  fine  assessed  In  this  case  amounted  to  $399,760  and  this 
was  reduced  by  tlic  Treasury  Department  to  f7.5O0."  Senator  Howell 
naively  added,  "  I  understand  this  fine  has  been  ordered  paid  now  be- 
cause of  tbe  row  in  tbe  Senate ! " 

It  is  an  Interesting  fact  tliat  within  the  period  of  two  years  the  same 
steamship  line  has  violated  the  present  tariff  act  thirty-seven  times. 
Total  fines  assessed  by  the  Treasury  Department  during  this  period 
amounted  to  |760.502.56.  In  10  cases  there  was  a  complete  remlMion 
of  the  fine  and  all  fines  paid  amounted  to  only  $6,650,  and  yet  the 
violations  in  each  case  included  the  illegal  importation  of  opium. 

One  wonders  how  it  was  possible  for  a  Chinese  boatawain,  in  the  case 
of  the  President  Harrison  violation,  to  drill,  saw.  chisel,  and  cut  through 
an  iron  beam  In  order  to  conceal  his  narcotics  without  the  attention 
of  some  member  of  the  crew  being  attracted.  One  can  discern  from  the 
pictures  of  the  aperture  made  for  the  concealment  of  the  opium  tiiat 
such  a  Job  must  liave  presented  dilBcnltlea  to  one  desirous  <rf  preat;rviBg 
the  utmost  secrecy ! 
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Yet  the  PrrHdmt  rtarri»on  t»  not  the  only  case  which  can  be  quoted 
to  iliuAtratf  tUf  Dfcv*sity  for  gtrlcter  Instead  of  more  lax  le^ilatlon 
in  tbla  matter  of  thp  UlrKal  Importation  of  narcotira.  There  are  thou- 
■andii  of  ahlpM  entpriD<;  our  port.«  every  year  and  customs  officials  are 
cofi«tantly  di»clti«ing  Tlulatlons  of  the  tariff  act — violations  for  which 
but  the  aioKt  meaner  of  punishnn^nta  are  meted. 

Tnder  th»>  newly  anwnded  tariff  IpffTlslatlon  Senator  Hownx,  Senator 
BlKAaB  and  their  mipporters  wmtend  th.it  trial  by  court  will  make  eren 
e««lfr  tin-  escafie  of  punishment  on  the  part  not  only  of  the  captains  of 
the  Te*«ela  but  the  ownera  of  the  steamship  lines  ^s  well.  It  la  pointed 
out  that  a  trial  In  court  inrolrea  the  pre»H>Dtatlon  of  wifnessea.  The 
rapt.fln  prodnre<«  metnhers  of  hia  own  crew — the  only  poaaibit  wltncsaea 
In  Kuch  (aaea — and  each  and  every  one  aweara  to  the  fact  that  due  dlll- 
(enre  was  exerrified  in  searching  the  veaael  for  contraband,  that  the 
captain  was  not  Kuilty  of  careless  investigations  or  perfunctory  searches 
of  hl«  vea.«el,  and  the  court  must  pronounce  LIm  iunoeont  on  this 
teaflmony. 

In  tbl*  fli;ht  ainlnst  more  lax  lesislntiou  in  cases  of  flafrrant  viola- 
tion of  the  tariff  act  by  the  importatii>n  of  character-destroying  drugs 
and  narroticn,  many  Interesting  Instat^ces  have  been  brought  to  light  on 
that  Held  of  many  a  wordy  battle — the  Hill ! 

W««  have  been  reminded  aeain  of  a  caae  which  engaged  our  Interest 
not  longer  than  HO  days  a^o  in  the  city  of  8an  Frant-lsco.  A  vice  consul 
of  rhlna  entered  our  portf  with  his  Chineae  wife  and  their  baggage  was 
allows  entry  under  dlp'omatic  Immunity.  Yet  for  some  reason  the 
auMpicton  of  otBclaM  wa«  aroufl<d  and  the  baggage  in  queatton  was 
detained,  ntlmately  a  search  was  conducted  by  Federal  officers  and 
f«M>o.o«>«»  worth  of  opium  was  discovered.  The  couple  was  sent  back  to 
China  for  trial. 

On  July  14,  1927,  8<>0  tins  of  opium  were  8<>Iz<><l  by  vigilant  cystoma 
officials  on  the  Prenidenl  Taft.  A  tine  was  Impoaed  upon  the  Bteam.shlp 
company  of  $14(1.650.  The  fine  was  reduced,  after  a  petition  bad  been 
presenfi-d,  to  |3,000. 

Speaking  against  the  tariff  amendment.  Senator  Johnsox^  of  Cali- 
fornia, stated  a  little  more  than  a  month  ago,  "  I  see  only  in  the  House 
provialon  additional  precautions  to  prevent  a  growing  evil,  an  evil  which 
must  be  stamped  out  at  all  baaartis  if  the  human  race  la  to  be 
prewrvrd." 

The  lugenutty  of  the  individuals  who  traffic  in  illicit  importations  of 
opium  and  othir  deadly  druga  la  little  short  of  astounding,  and  leads 
one  to  regret  that  minds  of  such  reaoun-efulness  and  ck-vernt-aa  have 
But  diverted  their  energies  into  consUuctively  creative  channela  Instead 
of  dianlpating  their  powers  In  such  subtle  evil  contribution  to  the 
ailaery  of  the  world. 

]  read  not  long  ago  of  a  certain  large  paper  and  mimeographing  house 
In  Chicago,  the  officvra  of  whKh  called  in  l<>deral  autliorlttes  and  turned 
orer  to  them  410  tins  of  prepared  opium,  or  an  apprimmnte  total  of 
2.7M  oun<"ee  of  the  drug.  The  opium  bad  been  discovered  by  employees 
of  the  cootpauy  opening  a  large  shlpineut  of  paper  which  bad  been  made 
by  Y.  Otaorl  Kaisoten.  of  Kobe.  Japan,  oo  behalf  of  the  Japan  Paper 
Indastry  Co.  The  case  waa  one  of  74  Ijearing  aerial  uumbera  from  5060 
to  bTM.  and  stcuctled  on  the  cover  of  each  of  these  caaes  waa  a  large 
letter  "  1'  "  within  a  diamond  and  a  small  letter  "A"  ontslde  the  dia- 
■ood.  The  Bame  *'  Chicago  "  waa  stenciled  on  one  side  and  "  Japan  "  on 
the  oChar.  The  only  feature  dlattngulahlng  this  particular  caae  from 
the  othera  were  the  eerlal  number  and  the  weight.  Inaide  the  case, 
WMter  a  thin  layer  of  mimeograph  paper  were  seven  gunny  aacks.  each 
of  which,  except  one,  contained  six  Un  cans,  hermetically  sealed,  con- 
talniug  prepared  opium.  About  one  year  prior  to  the  orlsure  a  similar 
■hlptneat  o<  paper  cheeked  three  caaea  short  that  were  never  found.  It 
was  aatarally  aaaumed  that  the  mlaslng  cawa  conUlned  opium.  No 
■uaplcfaio  atuchea  to  the  recelTlng  company  Id  ClilcaBo.  which  volun- 
tarily reported  the  matter,  but.  while  Jafianeae  authorities  have  been 
•otiOKd.  to  date  the  persona  reaponsible  for  theae  illicit  shipments  have 
Bot  bc«n  dtsrovered. 

Another  caae  which  may  be  cited  a.s  an  example  of  the  ingenuity  ex- 
hibited by  theae  illicit  traffickers  In  human  soula  is  that  dlacloaed  when 
oOcem  boarded  the  British  steamahip  Talthwbiiu.  boand  from  Japanese 
and  rhlneae  ports,  in  8.-attle.  Waah..  on  July  8,  1927,  and  dLscovered 
appraxiaiately  e,T41  ouneea  of  prepared  opium  aboard.  The  drug  was 
contained  in  packages  wrappetl  in  burlap  and  well  roped,  the  packagea 
■uffiHeBtly  slender  to  permit  passage  through  a  porthole.  It  waa  so 
wrapped  and  roped  that  It  might  be  retrieved  at  a  later  date  from  the 
water.  The  contraband  waa  found  nnder  cargo  lumber  laden  at  Van- 
couver, British  Colombia. 

Federal  narcotic  agents  are  ever  on  the  alert  In  their  war  on  the  dia- 
trlbutlon  and  sale  of  these  Illegally  imported  drugs.  Their  calling  takes 
them  Into  strange  comers.  ac<|ualnta  them  with  unholy  companions 
There  la  adventure  In  the  work  they  have  choaen  to  follow  and  there  la 
real,  erer-preoent  danger.  The  narcotic  agent  muat  submerge  himself  In 
the  life  of  the  underworld,  for  it  la  only  by  ao  doing  that  he  can  put  his 
tngers  on  the  pulse  of  the  traffic  he  la  seeking  to  wipe  out.  By  the  very 
nature  of  the  dracs  thej-  take  and  the  decradatlon  which  Inevitably  fol- 
lows In  the  wake  of  the  addict,  these  cr^-aturea  upon  wbi>m  the  peddlers 
thrive  and  floortah  art  to  be  found  in  the  dingy  alleys,  the  ill  lighted 
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de  19,  and  gathering  places  of  the  underworld.  And  In  order  to  ascertain 
th(  sources  of  their  supply  the  agent  makes  himself,  outwardly,  one  of 
th'm. 

P'or  months  he  lives  among  them,  sharing  their  lives,  sleeping  amidst 
th 'ir  surroundings,  acquainting  himself  with  their  h.ibitata,  their  asso- 
ds  tlona,  their  contacts  with  the  outer  world.  In  this  way  ho  gathers 
hli  evidence,  weaves  the  web  of  that  evidence  more  inescapably  about 
th(  m.  It  la  a  place  not  only  for  courage  but  for  the  exercise  of  wits 
anl  ingenuity,  the  pitting  of  one's  cleverness  against  another's,  the 
tal  Ing  of  a  big  chance.  A  thankless  Job,  perhaps,  for  one  narcotic  agent 
"tumped  off"  more  or  leas  Is  Just  another  news  story.  But  it  l«  these 
men  who  are  Hghtlng  surely  and  unostentatiously  the  malignant  evil 
In  Its  very  midst. 

'et  in  spite  of  the  activities  of  these  men  and  the  very  sincere  efforts 
of  [he  bureaus  In  whom  are  invested  the  responsibility  for  preventing  the 
nUgal  sale  and  distribution  of  narcotics,  the  thousands  of  pounds  of 
opium  that  are  finding  their  way  through  illicit  channels  into  the 
United  States  every  year  are  being  Illegally  sold  and  distributed  to  feed 
th«  curse  which  menaces  the  righteousness  of  the  world.  Every  city  of 
an, '  size  has  its  **  dope  Joints,"  Its  centers  of  distribution,  its  racketeers, 
anl  Washington  is  no  exception  to  this.  Senator  Bi.kask  has  declared 
thrt  he  has  "been  Informed  by  reliable  parties"  that  within  four 
8<]i  ares  of  Peace  Monument,  on  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  four  narcotic 
•  j  )lnt'f  "  are  being  run.  The  Senator  adds :  "And  that  fact  is  known 
by  people  whose  duty  It  is  to  close  them,"  and  promises  to  have  more 
to  say  of  this  at  a  later  date. 

One  is  diaposed  to  believe  that  not  only  four  but  more  numerous  cen- 
tetii  for  the  sale  of  narcotics  flourish  throughout  this  and  other  dls- 
trtrts  of  the  city  when  one  recalls  the  case  of  the  Chinese.  Lee  King, 
wto  waa  shot  by  members  of  an  alleged  dope  ring  a  few  months  ago 
wl  en  they  suspected  him  of  informing  narcotic  agents  of  their  nefarious 
acl  ivitles. 

ie  this  as  It  may,  enough  has  been  said  and  written  of  narcotics 
wi  hln  the  last  few  weeka  not  only  In  Washington  but  all  over  the 
United  States  to  arouse  the  Nation  to  the  need  for  concerted  action, 
or,  as  Doctor  Toulouse  has  put  it,  "For  the  defense  of  mankind  the 
peoples  of  the  world  must  make  a  collective,  concerted  effort  to  settle 
on;e  for  all  thU  conflict  between  the  needs  of  the  psychic  life  of  an 
addict  and  humanity  as  a  whole. 

"As  industry  has  become  powerful  through  expert  organizations,  so 
j  must  the  war  be  waged  on  the  international  drug  ring.  We  must  staff 
oui  crusading  army  with  experts,  doctors,  scientists— men  who  realise 
wbst  benefit  to  humnnlty  would  result  from  the  stamping  out  of  the 
monstroufl  evlL  The  Ix-agne  of  Nations  can  no  longer  be  permitted 
to  view  the  llUcit  traffic  in  dangerous  drugs  as  merely  an  economic 
pn  blem.     The  problem  is  biological  and  medical." 

'erhaps  only  when  we  come  to  reallie  that  the  poppies  of  Flanders 
flelJs  have  been  directly  responsible  for  more  death  and  destruction 
thi  n  those  sleeping  under  their  scarlet  blossoms  ever  l(M)ked  upon,  will 
ev<ry  effort  be  bent  toward  legislation  so  stringent  that  agencies  asalst- 
Inn  in  whatever  degree  in  the  introduction  of  the  product  of  that  bale- 
ful flower  will  be  afforded  no  opportunity  to  escape  their  Just  and  doe 
pel  allies. 

■E.'^ATOB  QOrF'8   ARMISTICE  DAY   ADnRrH« 

Ir,  HATFIELD.  Mr.  rresident,  I  ask  uniinlmous  consent  to 
ha  re  printed  in  the  licioBU  a  most  fitting  and  eloquent  address 
del  Ivered  by  my  ctJlleague.  Senator  Guv  D.  Goff.  at  the  dedica- 
tioh  of  the  World  War  Menjoriul  Arch  on  Armistice  Duy  in  the 
citir  of  Hautlntrton.  W.  Va.  Approximately  3o,«xx>  ptH)ple  living 
in  jst>utheru  West  Virjaniu  attended  these  ceremonies,  thus  to 
exire^s  their  devoted  appreciation  of  the  daring  courage  and  the 
uni*lfl8h  service  rendered  by  the  soldiers  and  sailors  who  served 
Ui  the  World  War,  and  whose  lives  and  who.sc  ci»nseorated 
pairlotlsm  are  pen^tuated  for  all  time  in  this  enduring  mouu- 
meit  to  their  Immort^iilly  splemlid  car«.t»rs. 

"here   being  no   objection,    tlie   address    was   ordered    to   be 
priited  in  the  R£xx}bi>. 

Senator  Gotf  siwke  as  follows: 

^Tt  are  here  In  grateful  and  sacred  reverence  to  honor  the  living  and 
In  idmiratlon  to  praise  the  dead.  They  each  live  In  the  heart  of  your 
disilnguished  cltlsen.  Col.  George  8.  Wallace,  to  whom  the  St.-»te  and 
the  Nation  are  Indebted  for  this  tribute  of  respect  which  lmmort;illx.-8 
and  conveys  in  marble  and  bronse  a  living  message  from  the  great 
bey.nd:  "Not  fbr  ourselves,  but  for  our  country.  Yet  if  you  break 
fall  h  with  as  who  die— we  shall  not  sleep."  i  met  C.eoree  Wallace  amid 
dare  and  dreadful  conditions  that  tested  the  soul  and  tried  the  fnlth 
and  I  learned  to  know  him,  to  trust  him.  to  admire  him.  and  to  love 
him  He  was  then,  as  be  Is  now  and  alwaya  will  be.  Intrepid  kindly 
and  possessed  of  a  luring  charm.  He  Is  a  patriot  of  a  noble  type  and 
he  contrlbates  to  the  citizenship  of  our  State  the  qualities  of'  true 
mat  hood.  He  Uees  with  those  who  are  alive,  and  he  sorrows  with  those 
wh«  have  gone  "on  the  long,  long  trail."  He  impresses  upon  bis 
frtehds,  as  he  baa  on  all  of  you,  that  sympathy  is  Just  two  hearts 
tnatlnc  at  one  load.     He  was  and  is  and  always  wUl   be   a  sturdy 
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stalwart   man,  sun  crowned,  who  lives  above  the  fog  in   public  duty, 
private  thinking,  and  community  action. 

I  am  deeply  and  sincerely  grateful  to  the  Cabell  County  Memorial 
Association  for  the  opportunity  to  be  with  you  and  to  Join  with  you  in 
the  dedication  of  this  beautiful  monument  to  the  aoldiers  and  sailors 
who  participated  In  the  World  War  and  sustained  and  perpetaated  our 
inatitutlona. 

AM  OU>  CUSTOM 

This  custom  of  building  memoriala  to  heroes  is  not  new.  A  nation 
without  heroes  Is  a  nation  without  a  citadel,  a  shrine,  or  a  belief  In 
the  revelations  of  Uod.  History  tells  us  that  the  Romans  placed  statues 
of  their  dead  heroes  in  the  porches  and  paaaageways  of  their  dwellings 
BO  that  the  memory  of  their  names  and  their  deeds  might  minister  to 
the  struggles  of  youth,  soothe  the  pillow  of  age,  and  be  tenderly  pre- 
serve<l  for  all  time.  They  also  knew  that  without  local  attachments 
and  home  influencea  there  can  be  no  sincere  patriotism.  They  appre- 
ciated in  their  generation,  as  we  realise  In  this,  that  the  cheers  that 
followed  their  soldiers  as  they  marched  away  to  battle  and  the  Joyous 
welcome  that  greeted  those  who  returned  were  all  too  soon  forgotten. 
They  realized  that  glory  never  dies,  even  though  grief  may  smile  at 
sorrow  and  forget  to  mourn.  They  also  knew  as  we  know  that  the 
patriotism  of  the  people,  the  love  of  home  with  Its  melodies  and  its 
harmoniea,  its  smiles  and  Ita  voices,  and  its  memorlea  of  shelter,  peace 
and  rest,  la  the  foundation  of  a  nation's  strength,  and  that  Ita  political 
stability  aiMl  happiness  rest  solely  ui>on  the  continued  confidence  in  the 
Justice  and  the  integrity  of  man,  without  which  Its  domain,  however 
broad,  would  be  defenseless  and  its  reaonrccs  and  wealth,  however 
great,  would  be  only  the  tempting  prey  of  the  spoiler. 

And  as  they  built  their  statues,  ever  to  protest  against  nothingness 
and  to  remind  the  people  of  their  heroes,  so  also  have  yoo,  the  people  of 
Cabell  County,  constructed  this  beautiful  arch  of  triumph — a  aermon  In 
stone,  the  expression  of  your  grateful  love — that  your  sons,  your 
daughters,  and  the  citizens  of  future  generations  may  know  of  the 
estiM^m  and  the  affection  you  so  proudly  feel  toward  thoae  who,  without 
a  thought  of  fame,  fearlessly  contributed  to  the  glorious  victory  of  God 
and  man  in  the  late  World  War.  They  showed  by  their  matchless 
heroism  and  their  ceaseless  sacrifices,  that  we  are  not  only  the  most 
prosperous  and  the  most  generous  people  on  the  earth — but  conspicu- 
ously as  messengers  of  rlghteousneas  and  Justice,  the  most  chivalrous 
and  the  most  altruistic.  They  proved  that  the  primal  impulses  of 
patriotism  and  morality  are  germinated,  and  largely,  If  not  entirely, 
developed  In  the  family  circle  of  the  American  home. 

DUDS  or  TAIX>B 

To-day  oar  thoughts  tarn  to  resignation  and  gratitude.  We  can  see 
inscrllted  on  this  memorial,  in  the  serenity  of  death,  the  names  of  those 
who  without  hatred  or  bitterness  made  the  supreme  sacrifice,  that  every 
man,  woman,  and  child  in  every  clime  should  possess  the  Inalienable 
right  to  life,  liberty,  and  the  porsalt  of  happiness.  They  were  their 
"  brotb^v'  keepers "  and  with  imperishable  faith  they  executed  the 
trust.  No  words  can  add  to  their  higb-polsed  glory  of  doty  done. 
They  dared  and  they  suffered,  and  because  they  loved  and  served  their 
native  land,  they  were  ever  Jealous  of  its  honor,  its  liberty,  and  its 
welfare.  They  answered  the  roll  call  of  eternity,  and  Joined  their 
waiting  comrados  on  the  other  side.  They  bore  the  expense  of  bloo<l. 
They  fought  to  save — not  to  conquer.  No  tribute  of  homage  can  ever 
pay  the  debt  we  owe  them.  Their  deeds  are  chls^ed  and  embossed  on 
time  Itself  and  history  Is  their  encomium.  What  a  wonderful  friend 
Is  death,  and  what  a  soothing  mother  is  time.  In  recollection  of  the 
days  when  they  moved  among  as,  beautiful  unpalnted  pictures  with  the 
smiles  and  the  l>eams  of  the  sainted  dead  appear  In  the  mind  of  how 
much  sweeter  life  would  have  been  if  they  had  lived.  To-day  nature 
with  her  flowers,  her  sunshine,  and  her  tears  Is  decorating  the  blood- 
stained trenches  and  graves  of  theae  heroes  with  the  memorials  of  her 
love ;  not  ashes  to  ashes  or  dust  to  dust ;  but  blosaoois  to  blossoms, 
laurels  to  the  laurel-crowned.  In  the  filtered  wisdom  of  all  hlstor.!*. 
literature,  poetry,  painting,  mnslc,  and  sculpture,  we  can  neither  recall 
nor  see  In  pictured  or  recorded  story  a  character  or  figure  approaching 
In  sublimity  and  grandeur  the  soldiers  and  sailors  of  the  late  war.  They 
bravely  and  daringly  responded  when  humanity  sounded  their  tocsin  call. 
They  posaesaed  that  most  mysterious  of  human  qualitlee — moral  char- 
acter and  an  unconquerable  physical  courage.  They  were  obedient  with- 
out a  thought  of  fear  even  unto  death,  and  how  could  men  die  better. 
Ood  bless  them,  their  patriotism  and  their  love  of  liberty.  They  alwaya 
yearned  for  the  better,  and  they  ever  protested  against  the  worse. 
They  were  gentle  because  they  were  firm.  They  were  not  men  born  or 
bred  to  a  soldier's  life.  They  came  Impatient  and  restless  but  en- 
thusiastic from  the  farm,  the  shop,  the  office,  the  cloister,  the  forge, 
the  village,  the  city ;  from  all  classes,  rich,  poor,  educated,  and  unedu- 
cated, the  idle  and  the  employed. 

A    NATION    BK8PO!(DS 

They  were  large,  strong,  commanding  men.  coined  of  the  purest  metal, 
and  stamped  In  the  remorseless  mint  of  life.  That  waa  the  brilliant 
splendor  of  It  all.  Slackers  were  few  and  the  shirkers  negligible.  Every- 
one waa  summoned,  a  great  people  were  arouaed,  and  the  response  to  the 
country's  bidding  was  Instant     They  all  loved  peace  and  their  fellow 


man,  and  they  looked  forward  to  the  ease,  the  comforts,  and  the  reward* 
of  life  in  the  broad  range  of  future  years.  They,  too,  «  anted  to  live  and 
scatter  the  seeds  of  kindness,  and  they  moved  and  had  their  being  very 
much  as  we  do  now.  Yes ;  they,  as  we,  hoped  to  wMd  the  sword  of  th« 
spirit  and  to  conquer  ignorance  and  prejudice  with  Intelligence  and 
truth.  But  their  country  called  ;  and  strong  in  their  faith,  they  wont 
forth  to  battle,  rushing  away  from  loving  arms  and  tiny,  clinging 
hands.  They  heard  the  song  of  eternity  In  the  heart  of  life.  They 
brought  the  whispered  words  of  heaven  closer  to  the  earth  and  t«- 
vealed  to  us  the  wonder  and  the  bloom  of  the  world.  They  looked 
death  straight  In  the  eye  upon  the  bloodiest,  the  fiercest,  and  the  most 
ghastly  battle  fields  the  world  has  ever  known  and  in  the  most  mon- 
strous of  wars.  They  made  the  real  more  Ideal  and  the  Ideal  more 
real.  They  meaaared  up  to  the  full  stature  of  their  responsibility. 
Loyalty  to  duty  waa  their  creed.  They  stood  like  men  and  dared  to  die. 
They  fulfilled  their  destiny.  They  were  the  heirs  of  the  ages — display- 
ing the  best  traits  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  race  "  from  Agincourt  to 
Bunker  Hill."  Their  fathera,  men  of  iron  and  the  allies  of  civilisation, 
fought  that  they,  their  sons,  might  be  free;  and  then  they,  their  sons, 
men  of  energy,  love,  hope,  and  faith,  that  the  world  should  be  free. 
Their  fathers  suffared  that  they,  their  sons,  might  enjoy  the  blessings  of 
liberty;  and  then  they,  their  sons,  that  the  oppressed  of  every  land 
should  enjoy  the  same  blessings.  Their  fathers  with  brain  and  heart 
biased  the  trail  of  freedom,  and  they,  their  sons,  under  strange  skies 
made  that  trail  a  broad  highway  upon  which  all  nations  could  travel 
the  Journey  of  life  In  peace,  prosperity,  harmony,  and  success.  They 
were  bred  In  the  open  and  they  fbaght  In  the  open.  They  proved  to  the 
world  that  America  was  not  too  proud  to  fight.  They  had  faith  In  the 
Justice  of  their  cause.  They  made  good  with  their  blood,  and  they  im- 
mortalised the  courage  and  the  daring  of  the  American  soldier.  They 
saw  it  through  and  they  put  It  through  ;  and  no  matter  what  the  cost 
they  knew  It  would  be  less  than  the  cost  of  losing.  They  knew  their 
duty  and  they  discharged  It.  They  did  not  die  In  vain.  "They  faced 
fearful  odds  for  the  ashes  of  their  fathers  and  the  temfdea  of  their  gods." 
By  their  valor  they  saved  democratic  government,  and  sealed  It  with 
their  precloaa  assurance.  They  left  as  their  undying  devotion  to  repub- 
lican Institutions.  They  emphasised  the  wonderful  initiative  and  brav- 
ery of  the  individual  soldier — gems  and  glories  which  shall  nourlah, 
enrich,  and  divinely  sustain  ns  forever. 

ON  DTI  NO    DBTOTION 

This  country  is  the  better  for  what  they  did  and  for  the  character 
they  developed  and  which  they  will  pass  on  to  their  sons  and  their 
daughters.  They  bonded  their  resources  and  their  Uvea;  they  cllmbcHl 
up  to  the  ridge  of  the  world,  and  on  its  edges  decisive  victory  became  a 
blessed  reality.  They  braved  dlaeaae,  danger,  and  cruel  death,  and  on 
the  stormy  billows  of  Armageddon  they  suffered  unspeakable  hardships 
that  respect  for  the  great  problems  of  human  life  might  r^um  and  live 
again  in  the  souls  of  men.  They  could  not  help  doing  as  they  did. 
Their  ancestors  for  a  thousand  years  had  done  theae  selfsame  things  on 
every  field  where  civilisation  has  contended  that  man  might  crawl 
closer  to  his  Ood — sublime  achievements,  comprehenalble  only  by  a  frsa 
people  consdoua  of  their  sorrows  and  sustained  by  their  faiths  and  thalr 
hopes. 

If  it  be  said  that  these  doctrines  are  too  Idealistic,  too  visionary,  the 
answer  Is  thst  it  is  time  the  world  learned  that  there  are  ideals  higher 
than  gold,  and  that  there  are  visions  broader  than  mere  material  pros- 
perity. America  to-day  Is  the  sole  refuge  of  humanity.  It  Is  the  beacon 
light  of  civilisation  and  the  hope  of  the  pleading  voice  of  a  dlscoaraged 
and  a  war-torn  world.  It  is  a  Nation  built  on  suffering,  and  her  sons 
and  her  daughters  appreciate,  because  they  have  experienced  and  enjoyed, 
what  they  defend  to-day.  They  know  that  this  Is  the  bAst  of  the  civili- 
sations and  that  the  principles  upon  which  It  was  founded  have  nearly 
completed  the  drcalt.  They  realise  these  facts  and  they  appreciate  that 
Its  strength.  Its  sufficiency,  and  Its  perpetuity  rest  at  last  upon  the 
Individual  citizen — the  man  whose  heart  echoes  the  thought  that  home 
is  the  dearest,  sweetest  spot  on  earth.  It  has  no  other  guaranty  and 
no  other  protection  save  an  enlightened  and  loyal  public  conscience. 
There  is  no  room  within  oar  borders  for  any  thought  save  liberty,  Jna- 
tlce,  and  the  ri^t  to  be  free.  We  can  not  permit  anyone  to  traffic  in 
human  rights  and  profess  to  misunderstand  human  purposes.  Any 
American  who  holds  back  what  he  can  give,  who  in  peace  or  In  war  falls 
to  support  the  best  interests  of  his  country,  or  who  from  selfish  and 
sordid  reasons  undertakes  to  coin  his  country's  necessities  is  worse  than 
a  traitor,  in  comparison  with  whom  Judas  Iscarlot  was  an  angel  of  light 
and  Benedict  Arnold  a  patriot. 

USK  WITH  coxvicnoMS 

The  men  who  carried  our  flag  in  the  World  War  were  practical, 
strong,  patient,  and  we<lded  to  the  gospel  of  labor,  love,  and  activity. 
They  were  men  with  convictions  and  their  traditions  impelled  then 
to  preserve  those  eternal  principles  which  are  enumerated  in  the 
Declaration  of  Indepejidence  and  embodied  in  the  Bill  of  Rights  of 
every  State  as  well  as  in  our  National  Constitution.  They  had  Ideals 
and  they  relied  upon  them  for  success.  They  were  willing  to  die  for 
those  supreme  things  without  which  dvillsed  man  can  not  live.  They 
were  men  of  courage,  free  from  vanity  and  omeeit,  and  they  dared  to 


a 


5404 


CONGRESSIONAL  EECORD— SENATE 


follow  wh*r»^er  tlM^r  fonrlrflont  point«>d  th*  way.  They  were  ilmide, 
BAhiraL  and  onaff<Mrted.  Tb<»y  strore  to  do  their  best — the  sablimest 
thing  la  the  world — and  they  lost  telf  In  the  Idetl.  They  nexer  tired, 
•od  they  ueTer  tarrendered  to  ImaglQary  fears.  They  asetuned  re- 
cpnnsihility  it  any  hatard.  nxtft^rt^  nacrlflf^  wlthont  pretenae,  and 
eatabllihad  their  principles  for  th«»  betterment  of  mankind  with  the 
arf»^>*'ai  of  a  clear  and  binmeleas  conscience.  Ton  may  wonder  whence 
ARme  this  spirit,  and  I  would  answer  from  enrlronment,  ftom  neces- 
sity—fr.'m  the  pinch — the  tragredles  and  the  Joys  of  Mfe.  It  came 
from  that  my*tpriotia  force  in  hanian  affairs  which  always  lies  dormant 
■atil  the  sp<<eUI  occasion  derelops  it  and  calls  It  Into  play.  This  was 
th«.  force  primarily  r«>«ponslble  for  the  remarkable  morale  which  was 
alwa^n  present  whenever  and  wh«>reTer  American  forces  trained,  camped, 
or  fought.  TTiese  ra.-n  were  merely  citlsens  of  this  Republic  clothed  in 
the  rainbow  rays  of  heart  and  mind  and  then  armed  and  marched  to 
martial  music.  The  Republic  of  America  was  within  them,  and  proad 
anil  trinmphaiit.  they  went  forth  with  the  spirit  of  the  yiklniins  of  old  : 
"  Though  1  may  go  down,  my  country's  flag  will  neyer  perish."  And 
when  -  the  warrior  banner  fakes  Its  flight  to  gn»et  the  warrior's  soul." 
we  know  It  will  bear  to  lUw  that  win  ask.  "What  of  the  great 
Republic?"  thiH  mcMaite,  "We  are  one  country,  one  people,  free  and 
anited,  from  Gulf  to  Lakes,  from  sea  to  sea." 

MORAL   POCSDATIOXS 

Th*  spirit  ot  America  is  man's  unfettered  effort  to  be  himself  and 
to  write  hia  character  according  to  thoat  ideas  which  goyera  bU  life. 
It  cherlahea  honor  and  admires  courage.  It  nourishes  men  flt  to  cope 
with  great  forces  and  to  assert  great  principles.  It  proclaims  the 
self-evident  truth — thst  it  U  only  as  the  citiaen  U  exalted  in  Justice 
and  e<)u;iiity  that  the  majesty  of  the  law  Is  preserved.  But  what  is 
America?  Emerson  answers,  "America  is  another  name  for  oppor- 
tunity." He  also  adds,  '  It  is  not  free  Institutions.  It  Is  not  a  republic. 
It  la  not  a  democracy,  that  is  the  end.  No ;  It  Is  only  a  means."  How 
true ;  and  yet  an  intelligent,  industrious  cltisenahip.  encouraged  by 
Juat  laws  and  stimulated  by  liberality,  will  always  foster  contentment 
and  insuie  the  perpttulty  of  the  Gi^vemnient  Itself.  Thla  may  not  be  a 
perfect  Uoremment,  and  simply  because  it  can  not  reach  a  higher 
plane  than  the  average  plane  of  the  people,  and  yet  it  la  the  beat — 
the  most  etjuitable  and  the  most  progressive  civillxatlon  whidi  it  has 
ever  been  possible  to  esiabllsh. 

Pr<Hjde  has  said  history  repeats  one  lesson  with  distinction  ;  that  the 
world  Is  bain  on  moral  foundations ;  that  In  the  long  mn  It  Is  well 
with  the  good  and  III  with  the  wicked;  that  Justice  and  truth  alone 
endnre;  that  injustice  may  be  long-lived,  but  doomsday  comes  to  It  at 
last  In  FVench  revolutions  and  other  terrible  wnys.  I  believe  that  the 
spirit  of  oar  people — peace,  order,  security,  and  liberty— are  safe  Just 
ri  long  ss  love  of  country  barns  in  the  hearts  of  the  people.  I  believe 
that  the  splrM  of  oar  people  caused  us  to  enter  the  World  War  becanw 
we  were  wUHng  at  Inflnlte  cost  to  pay  the  price  of  drll  and  religions 
liberty,  because  we  were  true  to  ourselves,  and  bepaase  we  were  willing 
with  unfeltering  courage  to  do  then  what  we  have  always  done  In  the 
past.  We  knew  and  we  now  know  that  there  Is  no  room  In  this  world 
for  democracy  and  autocracy,  and  solely  becatiae  mankind  can  not  go 
oa  half  maTi  and  half  beast. 

Roaanis  or  WAKP.ias 
The  spirit  of  our  people  demands  character,  not  only  character  as  the 
interesting  a.«pect  of  the  moral  life  but  character  as  the  viUI,  distinc- 
tive. Intimate  possefcdon  of  every  klngle  incilvidual.  And  so  we  are 
here  to-dny  with  heartfelt  gratitude  and  praise  honoring  the  living  and 
Teneratlng  the  dead,  who  by  their  sacrifices  and  their  faithfolnesa  In 
little  things  were  competent  to  broadcast  to  the  nations  of  the  world 
that  Invincible  spirit  and  character  which  tamed  the  Ude  and  swept 
back  the  battle  line  of  autocra.y,  the  spirit  that  has  made  this  country 
free  and  great  and  which  will,  with  God's  guidance,  continue  her  In 
such  a  position  of  leadership  that  she  will  ever  with  a  love  of  peace 
rook  the  cradle  of  human  freedom  throughout  the  world. 

Tour  memorial  committee  has  Mppropriatoly  chosen  the  anniversary  of 
Armistice  Day  for  this  dedication.  The  day  and  the  occasion  fill  oa 
with  patriotic  emotion,  as  we  honor  those  who  died  that  we  might 
gather  here. 

"To-day  o'er  oor  flac  they  are  keeping 
As  falthfal  a  guard  as  of  yore ; 
No  sentinel  spirit  ia  sleeping 

That  pickets  the  line  of  the  shora; 
The  voices  of  music  are  ringing 

In   accents  of   sweetness   abroad 
The  sanctified  army  Is  singing 
The  praise  of  America's  God." 
Btarea  years  ago  we  were  all  celebrating  the  caaation  of  hostilities 
after  the  aiost  diaastroas  conflict  this  world  has  ever  endured.     The 
reieetJeas  deriees  of  modern  destruction — airplanes,  gas,  artillery    tanka, 
and  Biachloa  gnna— then  ceased  to  take  their  toll  of  human  life  and 
property.     Everyone  was  ready  and  willing  to  return  again  to  peaceful 
paraulta. 

Ail  of  the  rdeatleM  metboda  of  modem  warfare  bad  been  on  display 
•ad  tba  people  of  tha  world  wn  onanlmoosly  urging  that  no  alTort 


It 
llie 


uar 


Hut 
not 
s;>it( 


are 


t  ons. 


November  11 


iboald  be  spared   to  place  mankind   on   such  a   plane   that   reason   and 
ilghteousness    would    hereafter   prevail   over   might.     Those   of   us    who 
lare  witnessed  the  horrors  of  modem  warfare  will  alwnys  favor  peace- 
arbitration  wherever  It  can  be  attained  without  sncriflclng  national 
4onor.     Kvery  possible  effort  is  being  made  to  prevent  another  war,  and 
is  asserted  that  there  will  be  no  future  wars.     The  belief  Is  born  of 
wish.     It  is  so  general  because  almost  everyone  feels  that  another 
can  only  result  in  disaster  and  calamity  for  all   the  participants. 
I'rom   the  bottom  of  my   heart   I   trust   the  prediction   will   prove   troe. 
the  prediction  itself,  with  the  popular  sentiment  prompting  It,  will 
alone  be  sufficient  to  make  It  true.     Bloody  wars  have  happened  in 
:e  of  an  earnest  popular  desire  for  peace  on  both   sides,   esi)ecially 
^hen    points   of   honor    Inflamed    the   controversy.      .\s    long   as    nations 
composed  of  human  beings,  with  humnn  thoughts  and   human  emo- 
s,  there  will  be  differences  which  In  spite  of  the  best  efforts  of  our 
statesmen  and  our  diplomats  will  lead  to  war.     We  sometimes  fenr  for 
future  of   America   when   we   consider   the  many   forces   seeking  to 
di>8troy  the  foundations  of  our  Government,  but  I  seriously  doubt  If  we 
or  this  generation  will  see  our  country  involved  In  another  war.     God 
knows.  I  shall  do  everything  within  my  power  to  prevent  It.     But  how 
aftout  future  generations?     Foreign  powers  are  even  now  gazing  at  the 
I  nited  States  of  America  with  Jealousy  and  envy.     They  do  not  appre- 
c  ate  the  blessings  of  our  form  of  government.     We  enjoy  peculiar  and 
^perior  advantages  of  Inestimable  value.     We  have  wealth  which  they 
not  possess.     They  want  it  and  we  are  doing  our  best  to  retain  it. 
have  an   abundance  of  natural   resources  which   they  do  not   have, 
would  Uke  to  acquire.     We  have  ample  territory  to  Uke  care  of  the 
gf-owth  of  our  population. 

FRIBVDSHIP  or   WEALTH 

Other  nations  are  not  so  fortunate,  and  do  not  appreciate  or  under- 
nd  our  policy  of  restrictive  immigration,  which  shuts  out  their  sur- 
18  population.     We  who  have  traveled  abroad  since  the  war  know  that 
America  and  Americans  are  not  as  popular  as  they  have  been.     As  long 
we  spend  our  money  for   the  things  they  sell,  we  are  treated  with 
-'  courtesy,  but  if  we  could  hear  and  understand  the  remarks  made 
our  departure  we  would  not  feel  so  highly  complimented.     It  is  not 
unusual  to  see  Uncle  Sam  referred  to  as  a  "  Shylock  "  because  we  have 
canceled  debts  due  and  owing  to  this  country.     We  often  see  a  feel- 
of  envy   and  J.alougy   because^  they   realize   that   we  as  Americana 
ioy  a  higher  standard  of  living  than  any  other  people. 
These  are   some  of  the  things  that  may  some  day   be  the  direct  or 
Indirect   cause   of  some  nation  or   natiofis   waging  war   against   us.      If 
t  day  ever  comes  we  who  remember  the  World  War  will  do  our  best 
prevent  it.  and  we  dejrtre  those  who  follow  us  to  know  that  America 
proud  of  her  defenders,  whose  deed.s  belong  to  the  ages,  and  that  she 
will   or  can   forget  their  sacrifices.     This   magnificent   structure, 
as  it  will  be  by  hundreds  and  thousands  of  citizens  each  year 
as  the  Mecca  of  our  States'   devotion,   perpetuate  the  genius    the 
pirpoae.  the  mind,  the  spirit,  and  the  courage  of  your  loyal  sons  and 
-     ever  a   symbol  of  the  patriotic  daring  that  exists  and   ha9   always 
existed  in  this  county.     Cabell  County  can  well  be  proud  of  this  great 
n^orlal.     It  is  a  fitting  tribute  to  the  soldiers  living  and  the  soldiers 
the  boys   who  stood  abreast  with   the   bravest  and   the   beet    and 
carried  our  flag  and  planted  it  on  far-receding  horl».ns.     Our  song 
represented  in  every  branch  of  the  military  service,  and  wherever 
American  colors  were  planted  on  the  battle  fields  of  France  or  the 
ring  was   the   heaviest    they   could   always   be    found    keeping   watch 
the  points  of  greatest  danger.     By  erecting  this  monument  to  them 
have  bathed  their  memory  In  the  tears  of  a  grateful  and  a  sorrow- 
people,  you  have  reafllrmed  your  devotion  to  home  and  to  country 
to  those  Immortal  principles  of  liberty,  equality,  and  justice  which 
made   these   United    States   unrivaled    among   the   nations   of    the 
You    have    pledged    yourselves   anew    to    the    guiding   principle 
our  Interest  is  In  concord,  not  conflict,  and  that  our  real  eminence 
In  the  victories  of  peace,  not  those  of  war.     And  the  generations 
to  come  when  they  visit  this  Immortal  memorial  should  be  taught  to 
—  hi  the  mind,  and  then  to  read  and  to  apply  this  your  message : 

PREPABE  FOa   TO  MOBROW 

Consecrate  your  live*,  all  ye  who  pause  and  refi.-ct  here,  to  honest v 
^thfulness.   generosity,   self-sacrifice,   and   a   genuine   love  of   freedom' 

-olve  that  when  the  reins  of  government  shall  faU  to  you.  and  they 
to  all  of  us,  that  you  wiU  by  earnest  application  so  fit  and  prepare 
selves  to-day  for  the  duUes  of  to-morrow   that  you  may  never   fall 

promote  the  pubUc  welfare  by  checking  spurious  patriotism  and  main- 

"ing  Justice  for  all.  And  lest  you  forget.  It  Is  not  by  underrating 
,nVJ'  '*°'^  """"""K  "<«  appreciating  their  achievements  tha! 
will  find  yoar«.lf  challenged  to  bring  forth  what  is  best  in  yourself 

s  memorial  represents  the  triumph  of  democracy  over  autocracy    of 

'■-rrthTt^h'  A     ^""'*^  '"'  "'  •  '^"  ^'^P'-     S"-*"  -on™m;nts 
Im  that  the  Ameri^n  people,  In  their  decision  that  the  great  de- 

of  the  war  shall   be   unquestioned   and  supreme,  acknowledae   no 
ithly  sovereign  but  themselves.  -canowieuge   no 

The   welfare   of  this    Republic   is  secure  ,o   long   as   we  continue   In 
of  right.  Justice,  and  truth.     We  must  not  forget,  my  co^tr/m^ 
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that  the  victory  to  which  these  men  so  magnificently  contributed,  places 
upon  us.  the  living,  the  gravest  and  the  most  sacred  of  responslhlUUea. 
In  meditation  we  can  hear  them  say,  "  To  you  from  falling  hands ;  we 
throw  the  torch,  be  yours  to  hold  It  high."  We  are  the  greatest  and  the 
freest  Government  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  But  there  are  constant  ap- 
peals to  array  class  against  class,  citizens  of  one  blood  against  dtlsens 
of  another,  section  against  section,  and  the  poor  against  the  rich.  The 
greatest  enemy  of  America  to-day  Is  the  unprincipled  political  demagogue, 
who  fosters  discontent  and  unrest  solely  for  his  own  political  purposes. 
He  cares  nothing  for  the  welfare  of  the  class  to  whom  he  appeals.  A 
happy  and  contented  people  is  the  last  thing  he  desires,  for  then  he 
would  l>e  without  an  occupation.  He  never  builds,  he  always  preaches 
the  doctrine  of  destroctlon.  He  assails  all  wealth  and  all  successful 
Industry.  Our  strength  rests  on  the  Inflowing  energy  of  unseen  power — 
our  sentiments  and  our  Ideals.  Anarchy  and  Bolshevism  always  flee  be- 
fore patriotism.  One  of  our  great  defects  is  that  we  assume  this 
Hepnbllc  will  go  on  forever  without  our  doing  anything  to  perpetuate  It. 
There  is  too  much  of  an  inclination  to  negative  responsibility  and  take 
a  chance  on  the  future.  However,  It  should  not  be  forgotten  that  liberty 
does  not  mean  lawlessness.  Liberty  to  make  our  own  laws  commands 
and  demands  a  duty  to  observe  them  ourselves  and  to  enforce  obedience 
among  all  others  within  their  Jurisdiction.  Liberty  carries  with  It  a 
duty  and  a  correlative  responsibility,  and  that  obligation  is  to  preserve 
Inviolate  onr  Government,  its  laws  and  Its  Constitution,  so  that  future 
generations  may  receive  them,  honor  them,  and  love  them,  and  pass  them 
on  unsullied  and  unblemished  to  the  end  of  time. 

This  is  our  country  and  our  home.  It  is  not  a  certain  area  of  land, 
of  mountains,  rivers,  and  woods ;  but  it  is  a  principle  raised  to  the 
heights  of  sublimity  and  loyalty.  It  Is  the  noblest  sentiment  that  enters 
the  human  heart.  There  must  be  no  North,  no  South,  no  East,  no  West. 
There  must  be  Just  one  people,  equal  to  any  demand,  and  ready  at  any 
cost  to  protect  Its  honor,  defend  its  liberty,  and  vindicate  the  rights  of 
Its  cltlxens.  We  must  forget  our  partyism  In  our  devotion  to  Amer- 
icanism. We  must  do  the  right  thing  in  public  and  private  for  the 
right's  sake  and  always  at  the  right  time.  All  for  America — America 
for  all.  America  only,  America  for  Americans,  and  for  no  one  but 
Americans. 

We  have  here  among  us  men  and  women  bred  in  every  land  under  the 
sun,  and  they  were  each  and  all  lured  by  the  call  of  liberty,  equality, 
and  fraternity.  They  came  owing  many  different  allegiances  and  tied 
to  other  governments  by  the  sacred  chords  of  childhood's  fondest  recol- 
lections. But  here  they  have  laid  them  all  aside.  Here,  moved  by  a 
new  vision,  they  have  sworn  a  new  faith,  and  taken  upon  themselves  a 
new  and  a  distinct  fealty.  They  will  never  be  loyal  to  the  despotism 
or  the  absolutism  from  which  they  fled.  It  was  here  in  these  United 
States  that  there  was  first  Inatigurated  the  grandest  march  of  liberty 
and  repudiation  of  monarchy  that  ever  gilded  the  pages  of  history. 
It  was  here  that  those  principles  were  conceived  that  caused  revolu- 
tion to  rise  in  fire  and  go  down  in  freedom  amid  the  ruin  and  the  relics 
of  oppression.  It  was  here  in  the  "  Republic  across  the  sea  "  that  the 
beacon  of  liberty  first  blazed,  and  due  to  the  heroism  of  our  fathers 
freedom  erected  her  altars  here,  where  the  genius  of  the  earth  worship 
at  her  feet.  And  here  In  .\mprlca — this  garden  of  the  west — here  In 
this  land  of  aspiring  hope,  where  equality  is  equity  aitd  talent  is  power, 
the  exile  of  every  land  has  found  a  home  where  his  youth  may  be 
crowned  with  happiness,  and  the  sun  of  life's  evening  go  down  In  the 
unmolested  hope  of  a  glorious  immortnlity.  If  there  be  a  place  on 
earth  where  the  human  mind  unfettered  by  tyrannical  institutions  may 
rise  to  the  heights  of  intellectual  grandeur.  It  is  here  where  our  im- 
mortal heroes  from  1776  to  1919  have  establlshe<l  and  preserved  these 
United  States  of  America  as  a  land  where  the  people  arc  happy  and 
free,  and  where  the  homes  of  the  people  are  the  homes  of  the  brave. 
Here,  then,  human  excellence  must  attain  the  summit  of  its  glory  in 
the  .American  citizen  walking  erect  and  secure  under  the  Stars  and  the 
Stripes. 

DANOEBOl'S    TKNDKNCIBS 

There  is  a  dangerous  tendency  to-day  to  divide  into  groups  or  classes, 
each  thinking  only  of  its  own  welfare.  Large  financial  Interests  long 
ago  followed  tills  practice,  and  it  is  now  extending  to  labor,  agriculture, 
and  every  activity  of  life.  This  must  cease.  What  we  need  at  this 
time  Is  a  national  vision  seeking  to  secure  Justice  to  all  the  people — 
whoever  and  whatever  they  may  be.  We  have  been  passing  through 
a  period  of  depression.  There  has  been  much  unrest  and  discontent, 
but  we  should  remember  that  this  has  been  world-wide,  and  through 
it  all  the  American  people  have  been  and  are  to-duy  the  most  pros- 
porous  of  any  under  the  sun.  Too  much  in  the  past  has  been  expected 
from  political  action  to  cure  our  ills.  The  privileges  of  our  citizens 
should  not  be  lightly  esteemed.  At  the  ballot  box  all  men  are  equal — 
the  vote  of  the  rich  counting  for  no  more  than  that  of  the  poor.  Let 
us  be  careful  how  we  use  It,  but  let  us  use  It  at  every  opportunity. 
Let  It  never  be  cost  with  a  selfish  purpose,  but  with  the  same  patriotic 
seal  with  which  our  soldiers  fought  for  the  welfare  and  the  preserva- 
tion of  our  country. 

We  are  one  people  because  In  our  hearts  we  reckon  men  for  what  they 
are  and  not  for  one  class  at  the  expense  of  another  class.  We  move 
up  or  down  together.     We  must  back  the  Republic  of  our  heroic  dead 


against  the  world,  and  because  Justice  Is  greater  than  power  we  must 
believe  that  this  Nation,  hallowed  with  the  tears  and  the  hopes  of  our 
sacred  dead  shall  live  to  scatter  the  riches  of  human  advancement  to 
Aaces  yet  unborn  and  preserve  the  needs  of  humanity. 

May  I  leave  with  you  a  picture  and  a  thought.  There  in  the  shadow 
of  history  rise  the  Immortal  Grant  and  the  immortal  Lee — with  truth 
as  their  watchword  and  eternal  Justice  as  their  guide  fronting  peril 
and  masterfully  taking  their  stand  in  the  van.  until  their  message, 
America's  message,  "  Let  us  have  peace,"  became  an  everlasting  psalm, 
a  melody  to  those  who  live  and  think,  that  victory  is  but  a  power  lit 
trust.  Thus  they  each  attested  the  goodness  of  a  God  who  preserved 
the  Union.  And  no  less  notable  or  distinct  stand  these  ITniteil  States, 
with  soul  undaunted  and  e.ve  undisturbed  by  doubt,  amid  the  wreck  of 
empires  and  the  decay  of  civilisations,  with  the  sword  beaten  into  the 
red  cross  of  mercy,  and  the  spear  a  staff  for  the  homeless  and  tha 
weary  ministering  to  a  tottering  world,  even  as  did  the  Prince  of 
Peace  near  the  restless  Sea  of  Galilee  minister  to  pagan  sick  humanity. 

or   OOVIK.NUaNT   LASTS 

When  Pericles  came  to  make  that  most  wonderful  of  all  funeral  ora- 
tions over  the  dead  bodies  of  those  who  died  in  the  Poloponneslsn 
War  he  did  not  describe  the  deeds  of  heroism  that  they  had  performed  ; 
he  did  not  tell  of  the  glories  they  had  achieved,  but  he  spoke  of 
the  Athens,  not  the  Athens  of  brick  and  marble,  not  the  far-famed  Athcas 
of  gardens  and  climates,  not  the  Athens  with  her  beautiful  sea  kissing 
her  beautiful  feet,  but  the  Athens  of  developed  inteJligence,  Athens  of 
generous  emotions,  Athens  where  all  men  who  had  merit  had  oppor- 
tunity— that  Athens  that  gave  to  the  world  an  example  of  intellectual 
glory,  that  lighted  the  world  with  her  magniflcient  trophies  of  mind 
and  body  ;  that  Athens,  free,  obedient  to  law,  full  of  learning.  That 
was  the  Athens.  And  then  the  highest  praise  be  could  pay  to  the  dead 
was  that  they  were  the  sons  of  such  a  city,  worthy  to  be  born  of 
such  a  people,  and  worthy  to  die  for  sueh  a  country.  And  such  is  th« 
conception  that  I  would  put  Into  your  minds  and  leave  with  you  of 
what  America  must  be,  what  West  Virgiaia  must  be,  what  you  and 
I  must  be  if  this  Ooverameut  Is  to  endure  and  realize  the  hopes  of  those 
who  lived  and  diixl  that  we  might  carry  oil 

And  if  we  here,  in  this  sacred  presence  and  amid  these  wonderful 
and  inspiring  memories,  will  renew  our  sentiments  of  allegiance  and 
dedicate  and  repledge  ourselves  always  to  stand  at  the  post,  strong  In 
every  virtue,  true  to  every  confidence,  responsive  to  every  rightful 
demand,  then  America  resplendent  In  the  light  of  an  Imniortal  dvUi- 
zation — 

"Will  live  for  those  who  love  her. 
For  the  land  that  holds  her  true. 
For  the  cause  that  lacks  asslstanca.. 
And  the  good  that  she  can  do." 

BPBCT7LATIVE   TRAKBACTIOrfB    IN    COTTOW 

Mr.  IIEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  on  Saturday  I  jfave  notice  that 
the  first  thing  thi.s  morning  I  would  call  up  Senate  Resolution 
152.  I  have  made  an  amendment  to  that  resolution,  as  sug- 
gested by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Noruh].  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  its  preswit  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  pres- 
ent consideration  of  Senate  resolution  152? 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  suggest  to  the  Sena- 
tor that  the  Senate  can  not  authoriw  the  Federal  Farm  Board 
to  act  outside  of  its  present  authority,  nor  can  we  direct  it 
to  do  so.  We  probably  can  request  it  to  act;  but  the  Senate 
has  no  power  in  itself  to  authorize  the  board  to  do  something 
that  the  law  may  not  now  authorize  it  to  do.  I  desire  to  make 
that  suggestion  to  the  Senator  with  reference  to  the  language 
used  in  the  first  part  of  the  resolution.  In  which  the  Federal 
Farm  Board  is  "  authorized  and  directed."  The  Senate  can  not 
do  that. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  The  Senate  can  not  authorize  it  to  make  an 
inTestigation? 

Mr.  JONES.  No.  It  wHl  take  a  law  to  do  that,  and  that 
must  be  acted  upon  by  the  H(»u9e  as  well  as  the  Senate.  We 
can  not  ourselves  give  additional  authority  to  the  Federal  Farm 
Board. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  the  Federal  Farm  Board  has  authority  to  make  this 
investigation.  It  has  authority  under  the  law  to  do  anything 
that  will  benefit  the  cotton  producer  or  the  grain  grower  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  JONES.  Then  we  could  probably  request  the  board  to 
do  that. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  will  change  the  resoluticm  so  that  the  Fed- 
eral Farm  Board  will  be  requestt'd  to  make  this  InveetigHtion 
insteitd  of  authorized  and  directed.  I  will  insert  those  words 
where  the  others  appear.  • 

Mr.  JONES.  I  think  that  would  be  much  wiser.  The  Sena- 
tor's re.solution  has  a  very  long  preamble,  with  a  great  many 
whereases:  and  with  this  change  the  Senator  will  request  the 
Federal   Farm   Board  to  investigate  all   that  is  embraced   in 
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these  whereaspa.  Then  the  Pesolntlon  aathorizes  the  Committee 
on  Ajnicniture  and  Fon^ry  of  the  Senate,  becanse  It  Is  an 
agency  of  the  Senate,  to  cooperate  with  fhf  Fp>deral  Farm  Board. 
I  do  not  see  how  a  committee  of  the  Senate  can  yery  well  co- 
ofierate  with  the  Federal  Farm  Board.  I  really  believe  that 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  of  the  Senate  could 
iprt  tbf  information  the  Senator  requests  in  his  whereases 
brttf*r  than  if  the  task  were  put  upon  these  two  bodies  together ; 
but  I  am  not  going  to  make  any  serious  objecticHi  to  that  I  am 
merely  suggesting  Ihat  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  My  purpose  In  doing  that  was  to  let  the  mem- 
bers of  that  committee  from  the  cotton-growing  States— the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  CAiAWAY],  the  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana [Mr.  Ransobx],  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
SwiTH],  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas.]  and  my- 
self—aid the  Farm  Board  in  making  the  investigation,  because, 
as  the  8«T»ator  knows,  there  are  .«ome  members  of  the  board 
who  are  not  very  well  acquainted  with  the  cotton  problem ;  and 
I  thought  that  as  a  result  of  putting  in  this  provisioa  any  of  us 
coiild  atisist  the  Farm  Board  and  be  very  lielpful  to  it.  But  I 
will  adopt  the  Senator's  suggestion  and  amend  the  resolution 
by  striking  out  the  reference  to  the  Farm  Board  and  saying 
that  this  icTeHtlgation  shall  be  made  by  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry. 

Mr.  JONES.     I  think  that  would  be  wise. 

Mr.  HRFLIN.     I  will  make  that  amendment,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  RANSDBLX..  Mr.  President,  do  I  understand  that  this 
rew>lution  is  being  considered  by  the  Senate? 

Mr.  JONK8.  The  Senator  would  have  to  mo<lIfy  his  restriutlon 
»ery  con.slderabiy.  I  snggent  that  he  let  it  go  over  for  an  hour 
or  two  while  he  makes  the  changes  that  are  necessary. 

Mr.  HRFXIN.  I  will  do  that  and  then  I  will  talk  to  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objectiMi.  the  consid- 
eration of  the  molutifMs  wiU  go  over. 

EEVISIO??   or  TUB  TAaiFV 

The  Senate,  as  in  Cmnmittee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Mil  (H.  R.  2867)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  (JOLDSBOROUOH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent to  have  read  a  letter  addressed  to  Dr.  Thomas  S.  Cullen,  an 
eminent  !nirgiH>n  of  Johns  Hoi>kins  Hospital,  at  Baltimore,  Md.. 
by  the  American  Hospital  Asfiociati(Hi,  touching  the  matter  of 
the  schedule  in  the  pending  tariff  bill  having  to  do  with  fats 
and  oils. 

The  PRESiniNO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  letter 
will  be  read  by  the  clerk. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows? 

AMUICAN  noSPITAL  ASSOCIATION, 

Chicoffo,  la.,  October  »,  /9». 
Mt  IHub  D«.  THoa.  8.  CciJ.ai» :  The  United  States  Senate  is  now  con- 
rtdering  aaiendmentii  offered  by  Senator  Jo.vcs.  of  Washlnfrton,  and  Sen- 
ator THOMAd,  of  Idaho. -to  disregard  fata  and  oils  schedules  as  carried 
In  new  Uriff  blD  as  reported  out  of  the  House  and  later  reported  by  Sen- 
ate Finance  Committe«>  and  apply  a  blanket  duty  of  46  per  cent  ad 
valorem  on  entire  list  of  aoap-making  raw  materials. 

HosplUla  are  alnady  burdened  by  the  high  coat  of  artlcies  of  staple 
Bse  In  hospital  operation.  The  Increased  daty  on  these  fata  and  oila 
would  moan  an  important  increase  in  expenditure  of  every  hospital  for 
soap*  u»ed.  both  for  toilet  and  laundry  purposes.  The  hospitals  of  this 
country  spend  annually  in  excels  of  |4,0O0.0OO  a  year  for  Unndry  and 
toilet  soaps.  The  Increase  on  Imported  oils  and  fats  to  45  per  cent 
would  impose  an  additional  50  per  cent  on  the  present  cost  of  aoap« 
wlilch  our  bospltalB  now  use.  This  proposed  increase  in  duty  on  Im- 
pened  oils  and  fats  for  noap  making  purposes  would  cause  an  unwar- 
ranted and  nanecessary  expenditure  of  hospital  funda,  which  is  directly 
reflected  in  the  Increaae  of  the  financial  burdens  of  patients  admitted  to 
our  bospiuia.  The  Importation  of  these  oils  and  fats  for  soap-maklDg 
purposes  in  no  way  competes  with  American  agriculture  and  would  not 
be  of  benefit  to  either  the  farmer  or  to  the  stockman. 

Your  hospital  will  contribute  a  great  deal  in  preventinc  this  onwise 
and  unjust  legislation  by  wiring  Immediately  an  emphatic  protest  against 
this  increase  In  duty  on  fats  and  oila  to  each  of  your  United  States  Sena- 
tors. IMcaae  do  this  ttv-day  as  this  schedule  is  now  being  considered  br 
th»  United  SUtes  Senate. 

Very  reapcctfully  yooia, 

■.  T.  OLasH, 
Chminmmm  LairMaNw  ComimUtm. 
W.  Cau»wblu 
M»eemtt9e  gecrrtry. 

Amtrietm  iroayWai  A—uaiaHtm. 
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Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  a  short  but  rather  interesting 
frtitorial  appears  in  this  morning's  Wa.shington  Herald.  I  ask 
tpat  it  be  read  from  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  editorial 
'^U  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

[From  the  Washington  Herald  of  Monday,  November  11,  1929] 

Seiuitor  Moses  calls  the  senatorial  foes  of  the  robber  tariff  *•  wild 
Jackasses." 

It  may  be  so ;  but  Is  it  not  better  to  be  a  wild  and  independent  JackRss 
t  lan  to  be  a  tame  and  subwrvient  one.  branded  on  the  backside  with  the 
lion  of  the  predatory  interests,  swallow-forked  in  the  ears  to  indicate  the 
ownership  of  the  tariff  barons,  and  locked  up  in  a  plutocratic  corral  to 
h>«-haw  abuse  at  th%  wild  Jackasmes,  who  are  at  least  free? 

We  think  that  Tame  Jackass  Moses  Is  more  subject  to  ridicule  and 
nore  open  to  pity  than  the  wild  Jackasses  who  roam  the  western  plains 
111  self-respectlnjE  independence. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  reading  by  the  clerk,  at 
tlie  request  of  the  S«iator  from  South  Dakota,  of  the  editorial 
fom  one  of  the  morning  papers,  called  to  my  mind  a  cartoon 
a  )pearing  In  the  St  Louis  Post-Dispatch  of  October  31,  1929. 
'rtiat  reminds  me  that  the  new  cartoonist  is  no  less  a  personage 
tl  tan  Mr.  Grundy.  He  has  departed  from  his  usual  representa- 
tive  capacity  as  a  lobbyi.st  in  behalf  of  high  tariff  duties,  and 
e  rideutiy  has  been  employed  by  this  great  newspaper  as  a  car- 
t(  lonist. 

I  am  sorry,  Mr.  President,  that  under  the  rules  of  the  Senate 
w  e  can  not  Illustrate  the  Congeessional  Record,  or  I  would  try 
to  get  this  cart<x>n  in  the  RBt-oRo.  I  can  only  call  attention 
tl  I  the  fact  that  this  cartoon  by  Mr.  Grundy  is  a  new  map  of  the 
I  nited  States.  I  will  read  what  appears  in  the  map,  showing 
t  le  way  he  has  divided  the  country. 

The  eastern  industrial  region  is  designated  as  "  important." 

The  S<juth  is  designated  in  tliis  new  cartoon  as  "  not  worth 
u.  entioning." 

The  Southwest  is  designated  in  this  new  map  as  "  unim- 
p  jrtant." 

The  West  Is  confined  to  the  great  State  of  California,  and 
tl  lat  is  designated  as  being  "  too  much  Johnson." 

The  great  Northwest,  as  shown  In  this  map.  Including  the 
great  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Borah],  Is  designated  as  being 
"  unmentionable." 

TTie  Central  West,  including  the  great  State  of  Wisconsin. 
IS  designatetl  in  this  new  cartoon  of  Mr.  Grundy's  as  being 
"  lmpos.sible."  * 

Jlr.  COUZENS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
b-aska  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COrZENS.     Where  did  they  put  Michigan? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  presume  Michigan  comes  in  with  the  Cen- 
tial  West  although  it  is  not  specifically  designated  on  this 
map.  a.s  the  Senator  will  see.  It  may  l>e  that  Mr.  Grundy  has 
r<  moved  Michigjjn  from  the  United  States.  He  has  had  it  se- 
ct de  probably,  or  something  of  that  kind.  I  have  given  ^11 
tie  divisions  in  which  he  has  put  the  United  States;  and  I  c.m- 
mpnd  Mr.  (.rundy's  activities,  not  only  as  a  lobbyist,  not  only  as 
?c.^ist    '"^'■^^^''^  rumiing  a  Piggly  Wiggly  store  but  as  a  car- 

Mr.  JFXETCHER.  Mr.  President,  in  that  conn^^-tion  it  might 
h,  appropriate  to  ask  to  have  inserter!  in  the  Rixord  an  editorial 

S;'"ly  Kill^."  ^^   *"'    ^''"'^^^   ^''^'"^    "^°«   Thing 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  editorial 
w  11  be  Inserted  in  the  Congmssional  Recoiu>  eo'ionai 

The  editorial  is  as  follows : 

I  From  the  New  York  Times  of  Sunday,  November  10.  1929] 

ONE  THING    SHRBLT    KILLKD 

(^ntradlctory  prophecies  about  the  fate  of  the  tariff  bill  still  pour  out 
of  Washington.  High  Republican  authorities  proclaim  that  It  is  already 
™!.J.l     hJ^J'  the  Senate  manages  to  pass  .ome  kind  of  mls-shapen 

^7fL.  .,^'  P«»-ib11.ty  always  romainlnK  that  President  Hoover 

I^^dLnLT^^J"  T°  K°^  "*'"  "^^''^  '''  ^"'»"*^  ^''^  bis  recom 
rh7t^7„^  .^  1     °'^"  ^'"'^'  ^■*'*'  ^°'""  '«  cheerfully  confident 
thit  he  and  the  strange  aswrtment  of  Senators  who  now  compose  the 
tjumphant  coalition  will  be  able  to  pass  a  bill-not  In  the  spJ^aT  is! 
skn    to  be  sure,  but  later-whlch  will  «o  closely  conform  toThe  id^al 

I^st  m1^"  .r  ■  '""  ^^  **■"  P^'''^''^°t«  "Jgnature  and  bestow 

gr  at  blessings  upon  the  country. 

S  »•!.!!        "»r*"«  »""  'l^*-  "  die,  one  thing  has  certainly  Wn  killed 
hy  the  long  eontroversy  m  the  Senate,  and  by  the  exposure  of  the  way 
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in  which  this  bill,  like  all  its  kind  that  have  gone  before,  has  been 
framed.  The  method  has  now  been  laid  bare  to  the  country  as  never 
before.  Everybody  has  seen  how  one  special  Interest  after  another,  hav 
ing  a  claim,  usually  pecuniary,  upon  the  gratitude  of  the  party  in 
power,  lias  been  allowed  to  take  the  bill  and  sit  down  quickly  and  write 
Into  It  whatever  form  of  favor  was  desired.  To-day  the  entire  process 
has  been  made  plain  to  all  the  people  in  its  repulsive  nakedness.  The 
result  Is  a  sort  of  general  resolve,  in  which  even  the  high  protectionist 
Senators  unite,  that  never  again  must  a  tariff  l>e  made  in  this  way.  The 
tariff  1)111  may  yet  have  the  breath  of  life  in  it,  but  the  old  plan  of 
tariff-making  has  been  definitely  laid  away  in  an  unhonorcd  tomb. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  pend- 
ing amendment. 

The  Chikf  Clebk.  On  page  57,  line  1,  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  "(b)"  and  insert  "  Par.  302  (a),"  and  in  line  4  to  strike  out 
"(c)"  and  Insert  "(b),"  and  in  the  same  line,  after  the  word 
"concentrates,"  to  strike  out  "50  cents"  and  insert  "45  cents," 
so  as  to  read : 

Par.  302.  (a)  Molybdenum  ore  or  concentrates.  35  cents  per  pound  on 
the  metallic  molybdenum  contained  therein. 

(b)  Tungsten  ore  or  concentrates,  45  cents  per  pound  on  the  metallic 
tungsten  contained  therein. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia [Mr.  Shobtridoe]  was  in  the  Chamber  just  a  moment 
ago,  and  I  know  that  he  wishes  to  speak  upon  this  itaragraph. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  I  will  make  a  few  remarks  on 
it    Perhaiw  the  Senator  will  come  in  by  that  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  send  for  him  while  the  Senator  is 
speaking. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     All  right. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  before  me  something  applying  to  this 
general  schedule,  the  .steel  schedule.  It  is  a  table  prepared  at 
my  request  by  Mr.  H.  E.  Miles.  It  takes  23  of  the  principal  steel 
products  and  analyzes  them  with  relation  to  the  tariff.  The 
first  column  gives  the  domestic  production,  the  figures  being 
taken  from  the  United  States  census  of  1927.  They  are  exceed- 
ingly interesting;  but  I  will  give  only  the  totals,  and  then  have 
the  entire  table  put  into  the  Record.  It  gives  the  value  of  the 
total  production  for  19J7  of  these  23  articles  in  the  steel  sched- 
ule as  $3,356,297,48o. 

The  value  of  imports  into  the  United  States  of  these  23 
articles  during  the  year  1927  was  $6,431,554.  Incidentally,  the 
imports  amount  to  about  six-tenths  of  1  per  cent  of  the  pro- 
duction, showing  that  for  all  practical  purposes  the  present 
tariff  on  these  23  products  of  the  steel  industry  is  a  complete 
embargo. 


This  table,  which  is  itemized  for  each  one  of  these  items,  shows 
that  the  total  revenue  to  the  Government  from  these  Imports 
was  nearly  $3.000,000 — two  million  and  a  little  over  eight  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars.  Tlie  tariff  allowance  under  our  pi*esent 
law  on  these  23  articles  amounts  to  $801,000,000  for  the  year 
1927.  For  each  dollar  of  revenue  to  the  Government  the  manu- 
facturers received  $280;  and  according  to  this  table  the  total 
cost  to  consumers  on  these  23  articles  for  the  one  year  1927 
amounts  to  $1,602,000,000. 

According  to  Mr.  Miles,  for  each  dollar  of  revenue  to  the  Gov- 
ernment on  these  23  artlcies  in  the  year  1927  the  consumers  Iiad 
to  pay  $560. 

As  a  part  of  my  remarks,  Mr.  President  I  ask  to  have  In- 
cluded this  table,  together  with  a  general  explanatory  statement 
by  Mr.  Miles,  together  with  an  article  by  him  entitled,  "  What 
the  Present  Tariff  Does  in  the  Stat*  of  Nebraska." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printeil 
in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

(Fair  Tariff  League,  H.  E.  Miles,  chairman) 

Washington,  Korrmber  7,  I9i9. 

'TIS  SAID  "THE  TARtrF   18   A  GRKAT  RKVKNDK  " — YKS.  PKIVATV   RKVailUB 

For  each  f  1  of  revenue  collected  by  the  Oovemmtnt  on 
competing  Imports  : 

The  Government |1 

7  heavy  steel  industries  collect  from  the  tariff t9 

16  highly  highly  finl.-ihed  products  collect 280 

Average,  23  steel  prcnlucts 126 

For  each  $1  collected  by  the  Government  con.sumers  pay.  2M 

The  annual  production  of  these  23  makers  of  steel  prod- 
ucts is 6,951.  726,  4.14 

Imports  are 84,  771,  243 

Imports  are  only  six-tenths  of  1  per  cent  of  production. 
These  manufacturers  have  a  dead  cinch  on  the  domestic  market  and 
the  consumer's  pocketbook. 

The  Government  collects  just  enough  to  pay  for  keeping  the  books. 

The  Government  collect.s $0,501,943 

Tariff  bounty  to  manufacturers 1,  1»0,  000.  000 

Here  are  some  of  the  high  lights : 

Amounts  given  certain  industries  for  each  dollar  collected  by  the 
Government  : 

The  (iovernment $1 

Hardware  manufacturers 1,728 

Bolts,  nuts,  washers,  etc 1.617 

Cutlery  and  edge  tools 23 

F:iectrical  machinery 466 

Screws,  for  wood 1.340 

Cash  registers 3.879 

Stamped  and  enameled  ware 6,  826 

The  following  table  gives  further  details.  The  first  two  columns  are 
for  reference  only.     The  story  is  in  the  later  columns. 


(1)                         (2) 

Domestic  pro-     Imports  for 

duction.  census  consumption, 

1927                     1927 

Products 

(4) 

Revenue  to 
OoTSm- 
ment  im- 
port duties, 
1927 

(5) 

Tariff  allow- 
ance to  manu- 
facturers, 1927 

(«) 

For  each 
dollar 
revenue 
to  Gov- 
ernment 
manufac- 
turers re- 
ceive 

(7) 

Tariff  cost  to 
consumers 

(8) 

For  each 
dollar 
revenue 
to  Gov- 
ernment 
consum- 
ers pay 

S,  051.  72^  434 

DolloTs 
84,771,243 

Grand  total,  23  steel  products . . . 

DoUart 
9,501,943 

DoUari 
1,190,000.000 

DoUarn 
125 

DoUmr* 
S;  380, 000, 000 

DoUmr$ 
2S0 

7  heavy  steel  products .„......„.„.....„....„.. ....... .. 

2, 595,  428,  949 

28,339,689 
6,431,654 

8^643,141 
2,868,802 

389,000,000 
801,000,000 

59 
280 

778.000.000 
1.002,000,000 

lis 

J,  35«,  297,  486 

16  highly  finished  products .............. .... .................. 

500 

Heavy  steel  products:                                                    , 

Pig  iron  and  ferroalloys ........................................... 

725,  rm.  088 

7,  .591, 914 

4,143,450 

340,016 

1W,.512 

5,043.058 

6,  SP.9,  298 

4,0M,441 

2a,3:S,689 

2,190,142 

1, 133. 494 

28.3fi3 

23,82"/ 

715. 974 

1,372,627 

1,178,714 

6.843,141 

54.000,000 

69,000,000 

9,000,000 

21,000,000 

20,000,000 

81.000,000 

145.000,000 

389,00a00U 

25 

S2 

3.7 

881 

1       " 

123 
69 

108.000,000 

118,000.000 

18.000,000 

42,000.000 

40.000.000 

182,000.000 

290.000,000 

778.0001000 

50 

2»1.414,845 

Bar  steel . 

1             104 

115,101,430 

Steel  rails 

634 

190,42^,776 

Tin  plate  and  terne  plats 

1.762 

1.57.040.741 

Structiirai  iron  and  steel  (not  fabricated) 

'                66 

492.  940,  574 

Cast  and  wrought  iron  pipe 

'              118 

645,811,405 

Wire  and  wirework 

1              246 

3, 605,  428, 949 

Total  7  heavy  steel  products 

118 

Highly  finished  products; 

Boils,  nuts,  washers,  and  rivets........ 

99,005,401 

r.3.204 

1,528,338 

127,009 

74,843 

21,008 

2^1,321 

0 

427,793 

(») 

5;i2.727 
(') 
(•> 

2:18,063 

5,973 

3,  107, 400 

H099 

8,041 

1,592,846 

43,960 

45,193 

6,187 

56.991 

0 

128.338 

(«) 

99,099 
(') 
(') 

40,509 

1,493 

821,593 

14,482 

13. 000, 000 
38.000,000 
3.00^000 
78,000,000 
24. 000. 000 
02.000.000 
14,000,000 
37.000;  000 

so.ooaooo 
T.ooaooo 

17,000.000 

2,000.000 

7,000.000 

2,0001000 

383,0001000 

86,00^000 

1,617 
23 

88 
1.726 
3.879 
1,088 
(') 
288 

S? 

172 
1,340 

466 
6,826 

26.000,000 

72,ooaooo 

&OIIOkOOO 

i56,ooaooo 

48.000,000 
124,000,000 
28,000,000 
74.00aOOO 
6a  000;  000 

i4,ooaooo 

34.00a  000 

4.000,000 

14.  (100.  800 

4,000.000 

76G,  (KX).  OOO 

172,00a  000 

3,234 

76,  688,  444 

Cutlery  and  edge  tools 

46 

12.973.734 

Files 

136 

208,  rvJ,  ,586 
106,844.969 

Hardware... ... 

Cash  registers,  accounting,  and  calailating  machines 

3,462 
7,758 

3C7. 878,  .588 

Engines,  steam,  gas,  and  water,  except  louomoltves . 

2.176 

76.  719. 403 

Locomotives,  not  made  in  railroad  shops 

(') 

159,51.1.  125 

Machine  tools 

676 

130,  591. 101 

Pum[>s  and  equipment 

(») 

45,221,816 

Sewing;  machme3  and  oarts ... . ..... 

142 

74, 961, 338 

WB.<!hinR  machines  nnn  wringers 

(») 

7,514,140 

Windmills 

(•) 

50,2801248 
11.882,394 

Nails,  wire ...~ ..... 

Screws,  wood  - .                       .      .. . . .... .. 

344 
2,080 

1, 837,  307,  035 

Electrical  machinery  and  supplies . . . 

932 

29a  672, 154 

Stamped  and  enameled  ware  .    .             

13,062 

Total  18  highly  finished  products ................. ..... 

3, 356,  297, 485 

^4;;l,554 

2,858,802 

801,000,000 

280 

],ao2,ooaooo 

seo 

M 


^ 


•it 


'i  '* 


•  I'f 0  revenue  to  Government. 


'  Not  separately  stated. 


'Bevenue,  if  any,  not  stated. 
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(Fair  Tariff  lAAga^,  H.  X.  Mllea,  ehalnaaa) 

WAaHi.voTOX,  D.  C.  Nov«mb0r,  OU. 

WHAJ  TBI  PEKSKrr  TAUrT  DORS  TO   NKBKA8KA 

K<>bniakji  }n**-*  by  tb*  tariff  annaallj $66,000,000 

In   the  7    Trars'   lifp   of   tbe   present    tariff   Nebraska   baa 

loat 462.000.000 

NVbraaka  tarm^rv  gain  aa  producera,  annaaUT,  net 3,  8^,  OOU 

Tbejr  k>M<>  on  tbo  tariff  a«  a  wbole,  conaiderlng  tbeir  pnr- 

riia^Mi  as  wrll  aa  their  aalea 22, 133,  000 

Thl*  calculation,  however,  covers  their  purcbaaca  Id  only  62  manufac- 
tnrlnr  Indiictrlefi  that  produce  only  40  per  cent  of  tb«  Nation's  total 
iDanafnctnrlnK  output.  Including  the  latter,  tbe  farmera'  yearly  loas  Is 
proLahly  |3«  (XtO.fHW  and  the  State's  nearer  $100,000,000. 

Thew  ninirea  are  determined  by  an  exhaustive  analysis  with  the  aid 
•f  the  ablest  experts  In  America  In  the  various  fields  involred.  .Use  an 
Intimate  study  for  20  yearn  of  the  neceswiry  and  essential  differences  In 
pro<Iu<tlon  methods  here  and  abroad,  which  inescapable  differences  make 
American  wages  substantially  as  cheap  per  dollar  of  prodoet  as  any  in 
tbe  world. 

I'reclaeiv  the  same  methods  of  compntlnR  tariff  rates  are  used  as  by 
tbe   8<-nate   l-^nance   Cocinilttee    in   computing    their    rates    in    the   com- 
mittees report  to  the  Senate  on  the  tariff  bill  now  pending.     The  Fed- 
eral employees  making  this  computation  are  as  efflcient. 
H'W  (*<  laHff  4oa  to  Nebratka 

(Census:  Crops,  1924;  population,  19251 

Popnlatlon 1,  371   oOi) 

rami  p<jpulatlon 56H.  oeo 

Numt»T   of   farms 127.  734 

Wo<il    tCT'tvi^T* 4."  217 

Hugar-beet   growers r-I"IIII"H"III  1,540 

AfricuUura!  tcktdiUe 


Crops 


Wheat 

Wool 

.■<uitar  basts. 

K1ax4«e<l 

t^lrous  truits„.. 

Tobacco  .   

Dairy  pruducU. 


Total. 


Tariff  (tain  '    Cost  to 
to  a  few      fsrnier^  as 
farmon     .coosumen 


Cost  to 

nonfarm- 

ing  t>opu- 

hition 


»a4«,ooo  1  i,5.w.oon 


3,000 


3,a8aooo 


1,  lu,  oni) 
17a  uoo 

£7.000 
00,000 
Sf^OOO 


»177.000 
X  212.  000 
I.  WO.  000 

241.  (KO 

xaooo 

157,000 
X2S3,000 


Net  cost  to 
State 


Cost  to 
United  SUtes 


(0 
13.  n-H.  000 

i.ose.uoo  I 

4Oi,000  ! 
137.000  ' 
233.000  I 
(') 


$20,000,000 
3.10.00a  000 
348, 00a  000 

3^ooaooo 

IS,  00a  000 
83, 00a  000 

aoaooaooo 


7.  lU 000     3.224,000     0,708,000       2,8aa000  i  l,011,00a000 


>  Oaln.  Il.7»t.noo. 

>  On  th«  basis  of  ona-twir  tbe  sugar  duty  going  to  the  beat  growtfs. 
•  Uau».  $743.00a 

Farmars,  as  proiiueen.  gain  on  agricnttnral  scbedule. 17  112. 000 

Farmcn  ioae.  as  purchasers  of  term  producU .„„ 3,224.000 

Net  gain  to  farmen  on  agricultural  !«ciie<iule ._. 3,888,000 

The  State  as  a  wtiole  kiaes  on  agriculturai  scbedule,  net VJl~'".'.'".    2, 82a  000 

itANuracTt'KBaa'  schkdclb 
Slity-two  industries  only,  producing  40  per  cent  of  fhe  Nation's  totaL 
On  tbe  basts  of  one-balf  of  duties  added  to  priees  in  tbeae  industries. 


Industry 


Coat  to     I     Cost  to 

(armt^rs  as   nonfiu'ining 

consumers    population 


IlMvy  i&eial  productt  (8) |2.1<B.30B 

FiniUMd  metal  products  (90)....!    &.0IW,»40 
General  stuw  msrcbaadlse  (S4)..!  18,81S.77B 


C  8M,  101 

7.239,000 

»,71ZI31 


Cost  to 

8tate 


(5,080.410 
12,339,000 
4^530,910 


To«al >l,Qn,(nB  I  3e,W5,292 


0%9M.320 


Cost  to 
United  States 


1445. 000. 000 
1. 082. 000. 000 

3.98^ooaooo 


6, 612. 00a  000 


Loas  to  tanatn,  maonfkcturcrs'  schedule..... . tman  mn 

Loas  to  Stat4»,  manatecturers*  schedule ^»3«!ooo 

gJlr^l^i^S^r^sdL'u;^"^  ""^  *^^"'~-  ""^^  "^  aet.'i-to""e.eb  «  of  net 
Tbe  State  loaaa.  00  all  scfawlulea.  net,  l«&,770.000.  It  loses  19  to  tl  of  fain. 
Tbe  time  haa  paawd  whcD  It  needa  to  be  explained  why  the  Uriff  Is 
of  BO  b«otfit  to  ABDcrtcan  farmers  except  upon  crops  that  are  on  a 
scarcity  basis— wool,  sugar,  and  flaxseed,  and  in  less  measure,  dairy 
products,  and  early  vegetables  in  I>norida. 

Of  all  th«»e,  dairy  product*  excepted,  we  produce  only  a  fraction  of 
onr  domestic  requirements  an 4  50  years'  experience  sbowa  that  we  will 
never  do  better. 

(>n  tbeae,  therefore,  the  domestic  producer  has  only  to  meet  the 
prices  of  Imports  that  have  paid  ocean  freights  and  otir  tariff  In  fulL 
Consequently  tbe  domestic  producer  adds  the  tariff  in  full  to  bis  price. 

All  other  crvpa  are  on  an  export  b,nsls  with  prices  set  In  Liverpool 
Our  farmers  aeU  90  per  cent  of  their  products  "  Europe  minus  "—that  it, 
at  Liverpool  prices,  minus  heavy  transportation  charges. 

Our  farmers  buy  •  Europe  plus  •— Europe  plus  ocean  freights  plus 
tbe  tariff,  00  an  iollntte  number  of  their  manufactured  supplies  which 
•re  price  coatroUed.  atoel,  eb>ctrica]  machinery,  aInminHm,  etc  wtrh 
every  penny  of  the  tariff  added  to  price.,  and  on  many  other  products 
not  ao  closely  held  bat  aa  definitely  price  regulated. 
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Kvery  Intermediary  peases  on  his  tariff  cost  until  it  reaches  tbe 
farmer  at  double  tbe  original  tariff  addition.  Factory  workers,  preach- 
eis,  lawyera,  doctora,  scbool-teachera,  stenographers,  wholesale!^,  and 
T'tailers  are  all  lifted  to  reasonable  standards  of  living  by  salary  and 
profit  increases.  They  must  be  to  live.  Each  hand  washes  the  next 
until  tbe  farmer  Is  reached.  Be  would  like  to  pass  bis  tariff  benefits  (  !  ) 
01 1,  but  bia  market,  IJverpool,  isn't  affected  by  American  tariffs  on  farm 
pfoducta. 

AGBICrLTTEl) TH»    MILCH    COW 

Agriculture  is  the  milch  cow  of  protection,"  as  now  applied  in  ex- 
cessive and  dishonest  rates  that  are  no  more  truly  protective  than 
IHicket  picking  la  honest  work.  And  "tbe  farmer,  he  pays  the  freight." 
Efery  farm  State  loses. 

Tbe  same  careful  estimates  as  the  one  above  show  the  followlnjf 
lo|sea  in  some  typical  western  farm  States  and  in  Pennsylvania  : 

Nihraska  loses  on  the  tariff,  net |r>fi  OOO  000 

5  isconsin  loses i:;9,'  ooo'  (too 

Kansas  loses 86,  OrX).  OOO 

Minnesota 123  ,)nO,  000 

S<iuth   Dakota    (small   population) 31,  000  (Hx) 

I(wa.. 119,  OOOlooO 

r 'nnsylvanla,  farmers  only 41,662,000 

Illinois,    farmers   only I  4.3,' 410  000 

Tfese  first  6  States  and  the  farmers  in  Pennsylvania  and 

Illinois  lose  annually 639,000,000 

Farmers  everywhere  lose  as  badly  ns  In  these  States. 
The  6-year  los.**  of  those  States,  $3,834,000,000. 

Colorado  loses  147.202,000;   Utah,   $22,750,000;    Idaho,   $22,000,000; 
Washington.    $77,050,000. 
Look   at   the   South : 

Oi^rgia  lo«es  annually $109,7^3,000 

T<  XH8  loses 177^  ooO.  OfK) 

Hf.rida    lu8(8 41,  S18,  000 

These  southern  estimates  regretfully  recognize  that  the  consumption 
oi  dairy  product«i  in  the  South  is  only  one-half  of  the  North's  per 
CI  pita,  and  of  general  store  merchandise  only  two-thirds.  The  North- 
e«8t  robs  the  South  and  then  pities  It  because  it  has  so  little  left  and 
li^es  so  poorly. 

WHAT   SOME   STATKS    LOSS,  OTREBS    MTST    MAKE 

Witnesa  the  following  Northeastern  Statca  that  have  made  oar 
tn  riffs  for  60  years : 


C<innectlcut  gains  annually  from  the  tariff $3S6 

l'<  nnsylvanla  gains , ~     1  ;^7(5' 

N'(  w   Jersey   gain.'j 'Vil  i 


000.  000 

(H)0,  0f>0 

M  .ssachusetts   ga  ns gi;},  ooo  000 

orL^**!""^,'  P'S'U'n'na'7  estimate 1.  «00.  0(10.  000 

Rf  ode   Island,   preliminary   estimate 207,  000.  000 

Mr.  NORRIS.  On  these  23  articles  .seven  heavy  steel  indus- 
tjf*'s  collect  on  account  of  the  tailff  $5y  for  every  dollar  the 
G>vemment  receives  iu  revenue,  and  on  16  finished  pn^ducts 
Included  in  these  23  they  ct>llect  $280  for  every  dollar  the 
G)vernnient  receives  in  revenue.  The  Government  collects  just 
alout  enough.  Mr.  Miles  says,  to  pay  for  keeping  the  books. 

The  annual  producUon  of  these  23  makers  of  steel  products 
Is  $5,951,726,434. 

.Mr.  President,  I  see  that  the  Senator  from  California  is  now 
h«re,  and  I  surrender  the  floor. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  when  we  left  oflf  oar 
laK>rs  on  Saturday,  the  Senate  had  under  consideration  the 
ai  lendment  found  on  page  57,  line  4.  For  the  benefit  of  those 
new  present  who  were  not  here  tlien.  when  the  matter  was  taken 
ui  briefly.  I  beg  to  remind  Senators  that  this  paragraph  of  the 
bi  1  refers  to  tungsten  ore  and  its  metallic  content,  which  ia 
foand  in  a  number  of  our  States,     There  are  deposits  In  South 

?!'.K  w  f.**''^  *"•  ^"«'"«'  Nevada.  New  Mexico,  CaUfornia. 
L  ah,  Washington.  Missouri,  and  probably  in  other  States  To 
al  of  us  interested  in  the  mining  industry  this  Is  an  impoVtant 
^  ?J  '  assume  that  every  Senator  is  interested  not  only  in 
agriculture  in  Its  many  phases,  in  manufacturing  in  Its  multi- 
tu  Jinous  operations,  but  also  in  the  great  mining  industry  of  our 

[t  is  obvious  that  these  great  industries  are  interrelated  In- 
tel Jependent    and  that  the  welfare  of  the  one  flowTover  Into 

ZttTn'^^l^^^^T-  ?'  "^""^^  ^^  "^  interested  in  them  all! 
btt  I  do  with  the  utmost  respect  submit  new  to  the  Senate  that 
^o.^^  Committee  on  Finance  feU  into  error  whenTdid  not 

?o^^  J^H  ^S  "'  «^f  House  Ways  and  Means  CoiZit  ee 
found  and  the  House  voted.  v^^xuai.hcc 

The  present  duty  on  tungsten  ore  is  45  cents  per  pound  on  the 
mHallic  tungsten  content  of  the  ore.     Those  dirJ^b^inte?2sted 
In  the  Industry,  namely,  the  miners  of  the^  SvlSl  StateTan 
peUe^for  some  additional  tariff  protection,  to  use  that  pTrase 
Tie  Tar  ff  Commission  made  an  Investigation  and  were  about  to 
rei^rt-indeed.  I  beUeve  the  ot>mmission  had  the  re^^rt  f o?mu 
hi  ed-suggesting.  in  effect,  an  increase  of  the  duty     The  Ht^se 
W  ,ys  and  Means  Committee,  after  a  very  thorough  inv^tlSn 

bi^  before  them,  to  50  cents,  the  House  agreed  to  Siat  me%nS 
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the  bill  in  that  fonn  came  to  the  Senate.  The  Committee  on 
Finance,  It  will  be  oJ)served,  struck  out  the  50  cents  and  inserted 
45  cents,  which  is  the  duty  under  tbe  present  law. 

I  suggested  the  other  day.  and  I  now  in  a  very  few  words  wish 
to  repeat,  that  tliose  directly  interested  in  this  industry  have 
made  a  showing  which  I  think  warrants  the  increase.  Our  only 
competitor  of  any  moment  is  China.  This  tungsten  ore  is  found 
In  large  derwsits  in  that  country,  and,  as  stated,  we  have  now 
found  it  here  in  America.  The  cost  of  labor,  the  cost  of  mining, 
and  the  cost  of  getting  it  out  of  the  earth  and  onto  the  ship  in 
China,  Is  such  as  makes  it  impossible  for  us  here  in  the  United 
States  to  compete  in  the  mining  of  this  particular  ore.  unless 
assisted  by  adequate  tariff  protection.  Wherefore,  balancing 
coyts  of  mining,  considering  benefits  to  an  American  industry,  it 
has  been  urged,  and  is  by  me  now  respectfully  urged  upon  the 
Senate,  that  the  House  was  right  in  raising  the  duty  from  45  to 

50  cents.  ,^  , 

I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Senate  or  multiply 
words  in  presenting  a  matter  whit*  to  my  mind  seems  so  simple, 
and  indeed  so  obvious.  Others  here  from  the  great  States  I 
have  mentioned  are  well  infbrmt^,  and  pertiaps  they  can  8UK>le- 
ment  what  I  have  just  said.  |  I  hope  they  will  .'^)eak  and  convince 
the  Senate  now  to  disagree  t&  the  amendment  suggested  by  our 
committee. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.     Mr,  President,  I  will  take  only  a  very  few 

minutes. 

Tungsten  produced  in  Colorado  is  in  an  area  about  12  miles 
by  16  miles  in  extent.  It  is  found  in  formation  usxmlly  3  to  4 
feet  wide,  and  occurs  in  pockets.  Although  the  ore  is  of  a 
higher  tungsten  content  per  ton  of  ore  mined  than  the  large  con- 
tact metamorphic  deposits  of  California,  Nevada,  and  Arizona, 
the  mining  cost  Is  greater  per  ton  of  concentrate  produced. 

After  tlie  close  of  the  war  and  during  the  consideration  and 
passage  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922  there  were  large  importations 
of  tungsten  from  China  suflScient  to  supply  the  demand  until 
1925  and  no  tungsten  could  be  mined  or  was  mined  in  the  United 
States  after  the  close  of  the  war  until  late  in  1925  after  the 
exhaustion  of  the  stocks  on  hand  brought  in  without  payment  of 

any  dutv. 

It  was,  therefore,  late  In  1925.  when  the  tariff  act  of  1922  be- 
came effective  on  tungsten  ore  and  concentrates,  that  mining 
could  be  resumed  on  the  lower  production  cost  properties  In  this 
country.  The  tariff  of  45  cents  per  pound  of  metallic  tungsten 
content  permitted  but  two  properties  of  the  many  in  Boulder 
County,  Colo.,  to  resume  operations. 

An  investigation  iu  the  field  was  made  in  1928  by  tlie  Tariff 
Commission  and  concluded  about  the  time  the  House  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  begun  its  hearings  on  the  present  bill.  On  its 
recommendation  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  the  rate 
was  raised  from  45  cents  to  50  cents  per  pound  on  the  metallic 
tuii^rsten  content  to  eciualize  the  cost  of  production  as  between 
China  and  this  country.  Tlie  Finance  Committee  has  amended 
It  by  substituting  45  cents  per  pound.  This  amendment  of  the 
Finance  Committee  should  be  rejected  by  the  Senate. 

Should  the  duty  of  50  cents  per  pound  as  provided  by  the 
House  be  allowetl  to  stand,  it  will  permit  resumption  of  opera- 
tions on  several  properties  In  Colorado  and  more  than  double 
our  present  production.  It  is  my  hope  the  Senate  will  reject  the 
committt>e  amendment. 

Mr.  President,  the  figure  of  50  cents  now  asked  for  is  de- 
cidedly lower  than  that  which  is  desired  by  the  producers  of 
this  metal.  Many  of  them  think  that  the  rate  should  be  not 
less  than  60  cents,  while  others  are  contending  for  as  high  as 
67 'A  cents.  I  feel  that  If  at  the  present  time  we  adopt  the 
House  rate  we  will  be  taking  a  step  forward,  and  that  it  will 
enable  many  of  our  mines  to  resume  operations.  Many  of  them 
are  now  closed  down, 

Mr.  PITTMAN  obtained  the  floM-. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

ABMISTTCE  DAY   OBSERVANCE 

Mr.  VANDENBERG,  Mr.  President,  the  eleventh  hour  of  the 
11th  (lay  of  November  is  about  to  strike.  It  is  one  of  the 
most  sacred  moments  In  history,  a  moment  which  will  live 
forever  in  the  story  of  embattled  dem<x?racy,  a  moment  which 
releases  a  flood  of  noWe,  precious,  priceless  memories.  In  recog- 
nition of  the  hour  and  in  acknowledgment  of  America's  debt  to 
her  defendOTg  living  and  her  martyrs  dead,  I  ask  unanimous 
c<in8ent  that  the  Senate  now  susi^end  its  pnxreedings  and  stand 
in  silence  for  wie  minute. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Michigan?  The  Chair  hears  nmie, 
and  Senators  will  stand  and  remain  standlDg  for  one  minute. 


The  Members  of  the  Senate  rose  In  th^r  places  and  stood  In 
silence  for  one  minute,  when  the  Presiding  Ofllcer  rapped  with 
his  gavel. 

BE7IBION   or  THE  TAEUT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  a)untries,  to  encourage  the  Induatries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other 
purposes,  the  pending  question  being  on  the  amendment  of  the 
committee,  on  page  57,  line  4,  to  strike  o<ut  "  50  cents  "  and  to 
Insert  In  lieu  thereof  "  45  cents,"  so  as  to  read  : 

(b)  Tungsten  ore  or  concentrates,  46  cents  per  pound  on  tbe  metallic 
tungsten  contained  therein. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  this  matter  has  been  discussed 
thoroughly,  and  Is  thoroughly  understood,  I  think.  I  simply 
wish  to  state  that  possibly  the  largest  production  of  tungsten  at 
the  present  tln>e  In  the  United  States  is  In  Nevada,  and  I  am 
nattirally  familiar  with  those  mining  oi>eratioiis,  as  I  am  with 
other  mining  operations  in  that  State. 

There  are  some  mines  that  could  operate  under  the  reduceti 
duty  provided  by  the  Finance  Committee.  There  are  others  that 
could  not.  I  think  if  we  take  into  coii».'derai;ion  the  average 
mine,  the  tungsten  mine  showing  the  average  percentage  of 
tungsten  per  ton,  we  will  find  that  the  House  was  right  in  Its 
determination  as  to  the  rate. 

This,  of  course.  Is  a  new  Industry  in  th<?  United  States. 
There  is  no  doubt  of  that  We  were  producing  practically  no 
tungsten  in  this  cimntry  at  all  at  the  time  the  World  War 
broke  out.  We  were  cut  off  from  our  supplj'  of  tungsten  by 
reason  of  lack  of  shipping,  and  yet  tungsten  was  an  absolute 
essential  in  the  manufacture  of  certain  giades  of  sterf,  particu- 
larly steel  ui*ed  for  war  purposes.  The  proiluctlon  of  tungsten 
had  to  be  stimulated  all  over  this  country.  The  question  of 
price  was  not  considered  at  all.  But  the  demands  of  the  United 
States  were  met. 

When  the  war  was  over  there  was  a  large  surplus  supply  of 
tungsten  In  this  country  which  depressed  the  market  for  four 
or  five  years.  That  has  gradually  been  exhausted.  Now  the 
question  has  come  down  to  whether  or  not  w«!  shall  stimulate 
this  essential  war  Industry  by  compensating  for  the  difference 
in  the  cost  of  productlcm  in  China  and  the  lTnIte<l  States.  I 
say  China  because  all  the  importations  are  from  China. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr    President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
vield  ti>  the  Senatf»r  fr«»m  Kentucky? 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     I   yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  notice  in  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Informa- 
tion that  the  statement  Is  made  that  Imports  are  from  the 
United  Kingdom  and  Germany. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.    That  is  ferromanganese. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No,  not  ferromanganese ;  It  is  metallic  tung- 
sten, ferrotungsten,  and  other  tungsten  alloys  and  compounds. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  I  understand,  but  not  all.  It  is  the  refined 
or  manufact»ire«l  product  There  Is  no  doubt  that  Germany  and 
England  buy  tungsten  from  China  alsf)  and  tliey  make  It  into 
alloys  and  into  metals  and  into  ferromanganese,  which  is  the 
form  in  which  it  is  used  in  iron  and  steel. 

The  whole  situation  is  that  the  exporters  in  China  gave  the 
cost  of  a  unit,  which  is  20  pounds  of  tungstate  trioxide,  which 
is  a  form  of  concentrate  in  which  it  Is  shipped,  as  $2.20  In  1922, 
and  tliey  gave  the  figure  In  1923  as  $3.73.  That  is  the  cost  of 
it  at  the  port.  » 

There  is  no  use  going  Into  the  question  of  the  cost  of  mining 
in  China.  I  think  everybody  will  take  judicial  notice  of  the 
cost  of  mining  In  China.  We  do  not  have  to  go  Into  that  feature 
of  the  question.  We  know  what  is  the  cost  of  mining  in  the 
United  States  without  the  assistance  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
In  that  req[)ect  We  are  paying  $5  a  day  of  eight  hours  to  our 
miners.  We  are  mining  quartz.  They  are  mining  alluvial 
deposits. 

The  House  found,  and  they  were  undoubtedly  advised  by  the 
Tariff  Commission,  that  it  was  essentia!  for  the  prosperity  of 
the  Industry  to  increase  the  rate  5  cents  a  pound ;  that  Is,  to  50 
cents  i)er  pound. 

I  may  be  prejudiced  In  favor  of  mining ;  possibly  I  am ;  but 
when  I  look  out  through  the  western  country  and  find  that  the 
State  of  Nevada,  for  instance,  has  not  Increased  Its  population  in 
10  years  and  mu.st  withstand  the  slurs  of  experts  before  Senate 
investigating  committees  on  the  ground  of  being  a  backward 
State,  and  when  I  see  the  prosperous  States  referred  to  that 
have  had  enormous  tariff  rates  for  years  on  all  of  their  indus- 
tries from  the  time  they  were  Infants  until  the  time  they  became 
giants,  I  do  not  think  there  should  be  any  questlcm  about  sup- 
porting an  infant  war  induatiy  of  this  kind,^ 
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Mr.  BARKIJ!rr.     Mr.  PPPsident 

Tbe  PRESIIUNO  OFFICER.  Does  the  S«iator  from  Nerada 
yield  to  tfn'  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  PITT.M.W.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ItAKKLEY.  I  apftreciate  the  Senator's  situation.  All  of 
my  natufHl  Im-linatlons  are  to  vote  for  a  tariff  where  there  is 
any  ju»tiflrutiou  for  it,  and  I  am  lnclim>d  ulwayg  to  give  the 
beneflt  of  the  doubt  to  the  tariff  if  it  is  a  quetitlon  on  which  tbe 
ariaiui«'nt.<«  are  fnlrly  wfii  balanced.  iSut  I  find  here  tliat  In 
191*7  we  prodtired  1.2W  Icmg  tona  uf  thin  comnKNlity  and  that  in 
that  yeiir  only  14  tonn  of  it  riime  Into  the  United  State*;  that 
lfl«l  yt'HP  only  M  tonn  were  prfNlti<-ef!  iind  thiit  imfHvrtM  increawil 
frorn  ll»24.  wlifni  fh«Tn  wwe  141,<NM>  fM»tindn.  or  iiiiotJt  70  tonn, 
until  In  Itrju  tlK're  were  tum.ow  iM;undM,  or  a  llt(l«  ofvr  400 

Mr,  HMfxiT,    1  Mm  ttaUp  nun  tb«  MMMtcrr  tit  mlatnlMti  In  th« 
i«iir«»  )**•  (•  ri^dlitff. 
Mr   HAUKIJOY,    f  am  r«ndln«  from  thv  Tariff  iUnnmimUm'* 

Mr.  nkUHff.  It  mn»i  Im  MunfiUiim  kI««  thun  (dntfM#n.  bf»- 
MM«»  itt'Hrljr  (wi»'ilitri}«  of  iU»  (uiMp)t«»tt  w«  tm»  1m  Um)  UnltMl 
Utntm  In  ^unmHtni, 

Mr  HAKKI.KY  Thl«  l»  uiuii^r  (Im«  Ut^A  iff  ImfN^M  i/f  mMnU 
iU-  muH^ifU.  fi'rroiuitKoifii,  tind  iHint  itiugtlun  n\Utfit, 

Mr  I'ln'MAM  TImmm  nrn  |Im>  iimHmU  mknUi,  W*'  nf»  imt-k  Ui 
Um  dlfft^ri'iMv  liHwM>n  iimhnI*  and  tftm,  li  mi  UMMifn*  lUnt 
tWfM  t»  mt  iftM  wUU'U  U  iHtrv,  i^tfti  plMi'tr  koI4,  It  U  tiU^t  lU 
|i*«r  (iMti  i'<i|ifN»r  (ir  lo  iM^r  wht  mit^vr.  TIm*  form  in  wUUU  tu(»|{' 
ad'ii  U  «ld|i|MMi  U  lim  itHuttuinttti.  whUh  Im  abuut  00  or  70  pMf 
«Mit  iimKnI,  and  (hat  i'ont'Miiruttt  la  uiude  lul<i  umHsI  and  madit 
Into  ailoya,  and  lu  that  furoi  li  in  «ttut  Into  aHumttrie,  Of 
cuunM*,  w»  do  not  Import  any  pure  metal  to  any  extent.  Wa 
would  t>aly  wie  it  poaaihly  In  the  drug  Mtorett.  What  we  Iroiiort 
Into  Uila  ctMintry  iti  the  concent riititl  ore  In  the  form  of  tuugatate 
trlozide,  which  U  tiO  or  70  |ier  cent  metal. 

Mr.  KAHKLEY.  I  find  in  the  Tariff  rx>mml88loD  report  that 
tungMten  ore  now  beani  a  duty  equivalent  to  191  per  cent.  I 
am  wondering  whether  there  i»  any  JUMtifleation  for  an  inereaae 
atiove  Iftl  per  cent  The  duty,  in  other  words,  is  aimowt  twice 
the  value  of  the  pnnluct.  If  by  fixing  a  duty  twice  the  value  of 
the  product  we  have  been  tuiable  to  Htimulate  the  Industry  saf3- 
dently  to  enable  It  to  live.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  almost  a  hopeless 
aitnatlon. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  It  is  not  almost  a  hopi^ess  situation ;  other- 
wise the  miners  would  not  be  asking  for  a  duty  at  all;  they 
would  stop  opt'rating. 

Mr.  BARKI.KY.  I  notice  the  domestic  production  of  tung- 
sten ore  In  1928  was  241  tons. 

Mr.  riTTMAN.     What  wa.s  it  in  1928? 

In  1928  it  was  1,290  tons. 
That  is  an  increase. 
Almost  six  times  as  much  as  in  1923. 
Yes;    it   is  encouraging.     The   industry   is 


Mr.  BARKLEY. 
Mr.  r  ITT  MAN. 
Mr.  BARKLEY. 
Mr.    PITTMAN. 

coniing  along. 
Mr.  BARKI^Y. 


The  Imports  have  likewise  increased  gince 
1925,  when  there  were  427  tons  of  tungsten  content  imported, 
to  I,^  tona  In  192S,  so  that  the  increase  has  been  thoroughly 
well  parallel  In  domestic  production  and  in  the  imports. 

Mr.  I'lTTMAN.  There  is  about  three  times  as  much  imported 
from  Chimi  as  Is  produced  in  the  United  States.  If  any  other 
country  thim  China  were  Involved  it  might  be  a  different  situa- 
tion, but  when  we  are  importing  from  China  and  when  we 
attempt  to  compare  the  wages  of  miners  in  China  with  the 
wages  of  miners  in  this  country,  we  find  that  in  reality  there 
is  no  comi>ariaon. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  so  happens  that  China  has  the  chief  de- 
posits of  tungsten  in  the  world. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.     That  Is  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  supplies  the  largest  part  of  tungsten  to 
all  the  nations  of  the  earth.  Nature  seems  to  have  favored 
China  In  the  deposits  of  tungsten  ore. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Nature  has  given  China  the  chief  supply  of 
what  we  call  tungsten  ore,  ami  China  also  has  the  advantage  of 
iftbdr  wages  of  5  cents  a  day  as  a^'ainst  our  wages  of  $5  a  day. 
That  Is  the  proposition  acainst  which  we  are  contending. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President.  I  indorse  heartily  what  has  been 
said  on  the  subjeit  of  tungsten  by  the  Senator  from  Californhi 
[Mr.  SHORTaiiM^:],  by  my  colleague  the  senior  Senator  from 
Nevada  (Mr.  Pittm-vn].  and  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
IMr.  PhippsI.  Nevada  is  a  large  tungsten  producer,  and  if  we 
are  granted  the  protection  which  wiU  be  afforded  by  a  rejection 
of  the  Senate  committee  amendment  Nevada's  tungsten  produc- 
tion industry  wlU  go  aheatL  I  am  familiar  with  the  industry 
I  am  familiar  with  tungsten  raining.  I  have  had  considerable 
exT>er'.ence  in  it,  and  I  know  it  is  a  very  difficult  thing  to  find 
tungsteiv     I  know  the  prospectors  of  Nevada  have  worked  long 
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ind  faithfully  and  have  shown  a  high  degree  of  Intelligence  in 
he  finding  of  tungsten  deposlt.s.  We  want  to  supply  the  Amerl- 
iin   market    from   our  deposits   In    the   various   States   of  the 

nion  and  stop  importations  of  the  foreign  product  produced 
y  cheap  labor. 

Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  for  insertion  in  the  RiroRO 
hree  letters,  one  from  Henry  M.  Rives.  se<Tetary  of  the  Nevada 

Ine  OiJerators'  Aswx'lation  ;  one  from  V.  A.  Tamney.  a  i»ractl(al 

rospector  and  miner  In  Nevada,  who  has  had  long  expi>rlence 

In  tungsten  mining;  both  letters  being  dated  in  1927.  but  mtuh 

hnt  Is  naU\  in  thow  letters  apf»li(*x  to-dny ;  niso  n  letter  from 

'r.  C  Colco<'k  Jf>nes,  ron«nlilnK  mining  engineer  of  I/»a  An- 

I  elef*.  dafe<l  HeptemlHT  ai,  H»29, 

TiMf   i'UE«lDlN(i   omCEU.    WlUiutit  obJMtlon,   It  U  go 

Th*f  IHUm  r9f*rrn6  to  aro  nn  follows ; 

ttUfAVA  Mini  (ttfKMAIOUH'  ANINM'UTIOIV, 

U(m0,  HtP,,  Unrmtipr  it,  IM, 
tun,  7 MUM  h  OpiUM, 

t'miK4  fHnhi  MinHiitf,  Wimhltufton,  ft,  ft, 

Mr    f>R4»   ntmktun.  liif(/fiiotii'>ri    fKi'>'\im\   Ufftt   ituitvnlfti   rtinf   nn 

lAlmupi  will  li»<  iUHiU<  III  ilm  pr<'M>ii<  Citutiif**  tn  ffinitfu  tUt-  litf\tl  t)it1f 

I'M  IMMM**"!!       A»  fi»,  nf  fiiUfMu,  kh'>W,  IK«'V(I*I/I  it  M  •t)l>«(ltlllllll  finHtiKHtf 

tf  llmt  WllMtrnl,  »hit  Wfff  llio  llMIMlKl  MMMl.r  himI  ||i«<  vimi  itf  ntn'tHtinit 

u¥f  tttmugU  •  MMK'lt  ittfuff  i>fiit)u'H„u  ..  i(l.(  tin  Uui\     'tuniiittt'n  U  f'*<ii»<l 

n  V4ri4/iM  ttfvUtiHt  lit  Um'  MimU',  «imI  (/MxtiR'i)^*  iitlM««  Imt'K  u\>¥fnw<\  In 

i  nuiiilMrr  »t  difffrfiit  lMiiillil<'«, 

la  mf  aplni^iN,  th«  liii|u«try  wntiM  nxtHv  u*  mimt  wvcr*  Mum  In 
h«  r«na(/v«l  ul  (ha  urlff  duly,  lit  (nd,  with  lilirti  |ulH»r,  lr»«n«i>oriu»|op, 
in4  utUtr  eiMU  I  (Ut  uot  \f\U-y»  tli«t  •  tluulo  luloi-  omld  u^tate  In 
Vvvsdd  wttkiout  th<*  urlir  pruiKctluu  «i»w  uffordid.  I  \nt\te,  therefore, 
iut  If  itfforte  ire  road«  to  place  tuiii{Htt>n  on  tbe  fri'«  lUt  that  you  will 
lod  It  conaiJit«Dt  to  record  your  uppo»ltluD. 
With  kind  personal  regarda. 

Youfa  very  truly,  IIinbt  M.  Rives,  Bccretary. 

Ex  NO,  Nav.,  Deoemher  1,  tm. 

Ion.  Taskci  L.  ODDTr, 

WMhington,  D.  C.  , 

Dbab  Sbttator  and  KIjixxd  :  I  b«>g  p<»nnl«irfon  In  calling  yonr  attention 

o  a  letter  article  by  Paul  Wooten,  apecial  correspondent,  appearing  In 

f:niflneerlng  Mining  JonrnnI  of  November  19,  at  page  82fl,  which  indicate*! 

hat  Information  Is  b^'lng  gathered  for  tubmlswlon  to  the  Finance 
\'ommlttee  of  the  Senate  in  attempting  to  remove  the  present  tariff  from 

ungaten  ore  which  Is  undoubtedly  the  work  of  big  steel  Interests  who 

lealre  to  put  the  American  producers  of  tungsten  on  a  par  with  the 
(Oolie  Chinese,  or  destroy  this  western  industry  altogether. 

The  article  goes  on  to  quote  figures  relative  to  American  production 
I  luring  1926  and  1927  as  being  relatively  small  compared  to  the  present 
1  leeds,  etc.     Therefore  as  we  are  familiar  with  the  facts  responsible  for 

he  present  small  American  production  It  becomes  part  of  our  duty  to 
I  tand  np  In  defense  of  our  State's  industry  as  we  positively  know  there 
are   abundance  of   large   bodies   of  low-grade   scheellte  ores   In    Nevada 

irhlch  could  be  worked  profitably  at  |12.50  to  $13  per  unit. 

We  are  also  aware  of  the  clumsy  leak  holes  which  was  discovered  In 
\  he  tariff  law,  some  of  which  have  been  plugged  from  time  to  time,  but 
( he  repairs  were  not  suffiriently  prompt  or  substantial  to  gain  the  confl- 
(i  enee  of  capital  to  undertake  the  development  of  new  tungsten  properties, 
lor  for  those  already  engaged  In  the  business  of  production  to  enlarge 
(heir  scope  of  operations. 

During  1917  and  191S  the  domestic  production  had  reached  more  than 
1 ,000  tons  annually,  which  quantity  would  be  practically  double  that  of 
the  present  Indnstrlal  needs  of  this  country,  but  after  termination  of  the 
trar  In  November,  1918,  there  were  enormous  quantities  of  surplus 
tungsten  ores  on  hand  with  no  market  at  any  price,  and  It  Is  a  well- 
Inown  fact  that  gome  dealers  were  glad  to  export  tungsten  ores  to 
tjreigii  markets  at  a  price  of  $2.25  per  unit  of  WO,  and  it  required 
nore  than  five  years  to  work  off  the  surplus  stock.s,  me.-inwhile  there 
vere  millions  of  dollars  capital  tied  up  In  tungsten  mills,  properties,  and 
ether  equipment  that  had  become  valueless,  and  many  costly  plants  had 
t)  be  Junked.  This  condition  was  not  due  to  scarcity  of  ort>s  a'?  these 
a?lflsh  Interests  would  have  yon  believe,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact,  regard- 
less of  the  lew  price  of  the  ores,  were  we  to  purchase  any  article  or 
t  )ol  containing  a  minute  quantity  of  tungsten,  the  price  of  such  articles 
remained  an  of  war-time  denomination. 

Personally  I  have  struggled  nine  years  in  an  effort  to  Interest  capital 
ill  large  tungsten  deposits  of  Nevada,  whereon  the  a^say  sheets  show 
bjdies  of  scheellte  ore  of  70  feet  in  width  of  from  one  half  to  three- 
f  mrths  per  cent  WO,  to  the  ton,  which  necessitates  a  large  outlay  of 
money  for  equipment  and  development  before  one  dollar  In  returns  can 
be  reftlised. 

Just  recently  I  succeeded  In  Interesting  the  Tungsten  Pro<luction  Co 
(  Inc.).  of  Colorado,  to  come  Into  Nevada  and  develop  some  of  these  big 
properties.  Th«e  people  are  already  In  a  large  sum  of  money  and  are 
yM  only  begun,  when  compared  to  the  outlay  necessary  to  put  these 
properties  upon  a  producUve  basU,  and  at  this  time  should  the  tariff 
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be  cut  down  or  removed,  it  Is  obvious  of  becoming  rulnons  not  only 
to  thcHe  Interests  but  to  the  State's  Industry. 

As  before  stated,  there  are  many  big  bodies  of  tungsten  ores  In  Ne- 
vada, Arizona,  and  California  that  with  a  reasonable  price,  say  not  less 
than  112.50  per  unit,  these  properties  can  be  developed  so  that  the 
necessary  supply  can  be  nirnlshed  the  manufacturers  In  tbe  United 
States. 

It  li«  not  a  matter  of  prenervlng  our  tungsten  ores,  but  on  tb«  other 
hand  It  only  requires  development  In  order  to  make  the  tungsten  min- 
ing Industry  of  nufllclent  Importance.  Consequently  if  the  mines  are 
not  devplop«'d,  then  In  caiw  of  war  or  any  other  emergency  It  will  be 
Imp!  »i«ll>le  to  make  a  large  production,  as  these  blf  bodies  of  tangatea 
are  low  grade  nml  necessarily  re<|iilre  a  great  amoant  of  time  to  develop 
the  mines  and  work  out  proces»e«  of  trentment, 

fleni-e  the  ln»porf«(it  point  should  Ihe  prescut  Invested  raplial  be 
f<»«'ed  \o  hiinkrtipicy  iiist  lo  ssMsfy  iho  steel  lalerests  In  g^ftlns  Idaaer 
pr'tiif«  ft  !•  vi'fy  d'MilMfiil  iliNi  fflplial  emild  ever  sgsln  be  Induced 
1«  ent<'r  IH"  indMatry, 

rtirtlHTdf^r*-  »"  are  well  swsre  »»f  lite  f«/'<  Ihsf  »)m>  fiweiimlnf  pMMIe 
are  never  te«Me«i#«d  »»y  fh*  imp^fverlslied  \»m  pfU*  ui  ilie  raw  iiisuiiitl 
fiiliiielen, 

I'oli^  r«'«llKlnM  <!»•♦  f'>».  )\uuitrn\iU<  %pi*nUtr,  h«*e  Iis4  the  selaal  *eM 
f%p-r\tvf  wlil^'li  «i«Mlin"<  ytii  in  «My  vinnimi  Oil*  Isrlf  wddMng 
pr</p»ia«wd<»,  I  roepet fully  nrip'  ihst  y«»M  wee  y"Mr  \nt\twnf*  In  Mislf 
ul  ihai  wiiMi  Id4«  well  Ut  tmfum*  «ii  linpi/rUflt  NeviMla  In4«4e(ry  If 
aldHred  Ut  eurvtve, 

TlisnkliiN  fitit  In  Mdv«ne«  of  the  fovur,  I  reWMin, 

Vuuru  f0ry  «<#rdlallr,  V'  A.  TAMaw, 

I»«  AMuuLtn,  CAUf,,  Meplember  tl,  WtO. 
United  Mtatas  Henalor  Taskks  L.  Odpii, 

WatMngton.  D.  0. 

Mv  Dbaii  Kknatos:  8ome  time  ago  at  a  luncheon  of  tbe  California 
Iievelftpment  Co.  I  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  you  and  hearing  some 
remarks  of  yours  on  the  subject  of  tariff  as  applied  to  western  products. 

I  would  respectfully  call  to  your  attention  the  subject  of  tungsten, 
which  is  produced  both  in  California  and  Nevada,  and  without  a  protec- 
tive tariff  these  mines  would  be  shut  down,  as  was  the  case  shortly 
after  the  war. 

Our  chief  competitive  source  of  supply  on  the  coast  Is  from  the 
Chinese  mines,  which  are  now  largely  shut  down,  and  with  the  present 
tariff  on  tungsten  It  would  seem  quite  possible  to  hold  the  price  as  at 
present  of  about  |16  per  unit  of  1  per  cent.  Being  used  only  In  small 
quantity  in  the  making  of  alloy  steels  and  for  drill  purposes,  that  price 
works  no  hardships  on  the  manufacturer  or  the  consumer,  and  does  give 
the  mlnlflg  of  scheellte  an  opportunity  to  proceed  with  some  profit. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  lack  of  an  adequate  tariff  on  tungsten  does 
not  in  the  end  benefit  to  any  appreciable  extent  the  ultimate  consumer 
through  the  use  of  foreign-produced  tungsten. 

I  trust  this  tungsten  tariff  will  be  closely  scrutinized  by  you  and 
have  your  approval. 

Yours  very   truly,  C.  CoLCOCK  Jonbs. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  I  also  send  to  the  desk  a  resolutiwi  of  the 
Legislature  of  Nevada  calling  for  adequate  duty  on  tungsten 
and  other  mineral  products,  which  I  asl£  may  be  printed  in  the 
Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  It  Is  so 
ordered.  • 

The  resolutions  are  as  follows : 
Assembly  Joint  Resolution  No.  18,  approved  March  21,  1929,  memorialis- 
ing Congress  relative  to  products  of  the  State  of  Nevada 

Whereas  bruclte,  bismuth,  cadmium,  graphite,  lime,  magnesite,  mona- 
slte,  and  thorium,  quicksilver,  talc,  lead,  fluorspar,  molybdenum,  anti- 
mony, metallic  arsenic,  arsenlous  acid,  barytes,  bauxite,  crude  gypsum, 
kaolin,  montmorillonlte,  mica,  potash,  pumice,  garnet,  tourmaline, 
travertine,  marble,  asbestos,  and  metallic  tungsten  are  valuable  prod- 
ucts found  within  the  borders  of  the  State  of  Nevada ;  and 

Whereas  the  production,  transportation,  and  reduction  of  many  of 
the  foregoing  products  are  extremely  expensive.  In  proportion  to  the 
same  costs  relative  to  tbe  foreign  products  of  the  same  materials,  thereby 
resulting  In  stagnation  in  tbe  production  of  said  materials  within  this 
State,  unless  the  same  shall  be  protected  by  proper  tariff  duties :  Now, 
therefore,  be  It 

Reaolved,  That  Congress  of  the  United  States  be,  and  Is  hereby, 
memorialised  by  the  Senate  and  .\ssembly  of  the  State  of  Nevada  as 
follows : 

For  a  continuation  of  the  present  duties.  Inclusive  of  the  Increases 
granted  by  the  President  on  bismuth,  cadmium,  graphite,  lime,  magne- 
slte,  bruclte.  monazite  and  thorium,  quicksilver,  and  talc :  to  make  ap- 
plicable to  brucite.  a  Nevada  product,  the  same  duties  as  applies  to 
magnesite ;  and  to  bentonite  and  the  filtering  clays  In  general,  tbe 
duties  now  applicable  to  talc ;  for  a  continuation  of  at  least  the  present 
duty  on  zinc  and  a  slightly  higher  on  lead,  fiuompar,  and  molybdenum  ; 
for  an  Increase  on  antimony  of  from  2  to  4  cents  per  pound ;  and 
metallic  arsenic,  6  cents  per  pound ;  arsenlous  acid  or  white  arsenic, 
4  cents  per  pound ;  barytes,  |8  per  short  ton,  and  bauxite  |3  per  long 


ton  ;  crude  gypsum,  $3  per  ton ;  crushed  gypsum.  13.50  per  ton ;  cal- 
cined gypsum,  not  less  than  $4.25  per  ton  ;  and  on  kaolin  (add  mont- 
morillonlte), $3.75  per  ton;  on  mica,  potash,  pumice,  abrasive,  garnet 
and  tourmalines,  pumice  stone,  travertine,  marble,  and  aat>esto«,  the 
duties  recommended  by  the  American  Mining  Congress,  and  to  forbid 
their  free  entry  as  ship  ballast :  on  metallic  tungsten,  not  less  than 
674  cents  per  pound ;  and  on  manganese,  of  which  mineral  Nevada  la 
a  heavy  potential  producer,  the  duties  now  aougbt  and  advocated  by 
the  Amerlran  Manganese  Producers  Association ;  and  be  It  further 

Nmohtril.  That  copies  of  this  reMlutlon,  duly  authentlcnted.  be  trans' 
mitted  forthwith  by  the  secretary  of  state  of  the  Btate  of  Nevada  to 
thf,  fresideat  of  the  ITnlted  fiiate«  genate  and  to  the  gpenker  of  tba 
House  of  Kepresentatlvea  and  to  each  of  our  Henators  and  to  our  ttepro' 
sentallve  In  Congresn. 

MoNMcf  naiNWiri.n, 

t'rr»nUnt  of  thr  Meaalf, 
T,  K,  %l9U1At,lto, 

M00rH»ri/  •<  Ihti  iveaala* 
N,  r,  Traairrmr, 
/tpiiihrr  of  Ih0  Aiicmht^, 
V,  M   U»mm*mm, 
Chmf  mtr%  »f  Ih0  AinMmhly. 
Wtkru  nr  ftmAttA, 

ttrpitrtmimi  nf  IH*U,  mi 
\,  W  i\,  (ireaihoiiw,  (lie  duly  eUeted,  «|u«liAe4,  sad  aHIng  a^'ft^ary 
«/f  state  af  tl»e  )(Mte  ui  N^viMla,  i\n  li>  rHiy  vi^rWfy  that  tlte  fwregidiig 
la  a  if%%;  fall,  and  puffm-x  tmttf  ut  th*  original  ae«»f»tily  Joint  reaolU' 
tion  No,  li  of  the  thirty  fourth  aeaalon  of  tbe  Ugielature  of  the  Ntata 
of  Nevada,  now  on  flie  and  of  riteord  In  this  office, 

In  wiinesa  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  alBxed  tbe 
great  s««tl  of  Htatt,  at  my  o8lc«,  m  Carson  City,  Nev.,  tbia  28d  day  of 
March.  A.  V.  I92e, 

(asAL.]  W.  a.  OtCATHoraa, 

Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  ODDIE.  Mr.  President,  t  think  this  matter  can  be  settled 
without  further  debate.  I  reiterate  what  has  been  said  and 
urge  the  necessity  of  giving  adequate  protection  to  the  Ameri- 
can tungsten-producing  induatry.  I  know  that  with  encourage- 
ment uuml)ers  of  tungsten  mines  can  be  developed  and  operated 
succes-sfully,  and  the  United  States  mines  can  supply  the 
United  States'  demand  in  a  very  short  time.  I  hope  the  amend- 
ment of  the  committee  will  be  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  upon  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment.  [Putting  the  question.]  The 
noes  seem  to  have  It. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  do  I  understand  the  Chair  to 
rule  that  the  noes  have  it? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Chair  has  not  so  ruled. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  reason  why  I  Interrupted  the  Chair  is 
t>ecanse  I  was  requested  to  call  for  a  quorum  before  the  vote, 
but  it  is  all  right. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  has  not  announced 
his  ruling  as  final.  Does  the  Senator  desire  to  suggest  the 
ab.sence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Very  well ;  I  understand  the  sitnation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  noes  seem  to  have  it  The 
noes  have  it,  and  the  amendment  of  the  committee  Is  rejected. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  the  report  sub- 
mitted by  the  so-called  lobby  committee  this  morning  on  the 
effort  to  discipline  members  of  the  Tariff  Commission  force  on 
account  of  information  given  to  committees  of  both  Houses  of 
Congress  makes  pertinent  a  schedule  which  I  am  offering  for 
the  Record  showing  what  the  State  of  New  Jersey  gets  out  of 
the  tariff.  I  offer  it  because  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  Edge]  was  a  member  of  the  sul)committee  which  dealt 
with  the  earthenware  schedule.  The  increases  sanctioned  by 
the  Committee  on  Finance  give  to  the  State  of  New  Jersey  a 
trifle  of  $6,000,000  upon  Its  production  of  earthenware.  The 
table  which  I  offer  for  the  Record  is  prepared  under  the  direc- 
tion of  Mr.  H.  E.  Miles  by  Mr.  Ludwig,  a  statistician  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  table 
will  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

The  table  is  as  follows : 

(Fair  Tariff  League,  H.  E.  Miles,  chairman) 

Washington,  D.  C,  Sovember  tO,  Ot9. 
Behind  the  »cene»  in  If  etc  Jerten 

The  tariff  gives  New  Jersey  manufacturers $747,000,000 

Costing  consumers 1,440,000.000 

Liking  this  tainted  income  New  Jersey  asks  for  more. 

The  Senate  committee  increases  New  Jersey  tariff  allow- 
ance         $93,  000.  000 

Costing  consumers 186,000.000 

In  62  industries,  onlv  78.1  per  cent  of  the  State's  total 

production,  the  tariff  allowance  to  manufacturers  is —        562,000.000 

All  Industries,  assuming  same   rates  for  other  21.9  per 

cent 720.  000,  000 

Coat  to  conaumers,  if  added  to  prices — — 1,  440,  000,  000 


I; 


Si 


.V 


5412 


CONGRESSIONAL  :  RECORD— SENATE 


On  abcT*  7R.1  per  t^nt  of  production $685,000,000 

On  ioImI  prtMluctloa — —       M13,  0<KI.  (MKJ 

(•Outing  ctju»um.rii 1,  o'-'o,  OOO.  (MM) 

nntnlr  lnrr«i«- 93,  000.   XV I 

Coating  conmimera.. - . — -— IWl,  000,  OOO 

Th»'   n-^poonlWilty   of  Cmgrpm   In   rotlnr   the*»   mam  la   the   Mme 
wh<-tb«r  the  grant*  are  added  to  prlccfl  Id  full  or  lea*  thfts  fnlL 

Percent 

Arerage  tariff  rate,  free  and  dutiable 20.  2 

Henate  Mil 22.  Is 


OrdOT 

of 

magni- 

t»d« 


Industry 


Petmltfum,  raflnini| ... 

.<iiie!iing  anl  renniog.  copper 

Phiphuflding  st»«l     .   .   

8illc  Kood.«.  incluilmg:  throwsters -rv 

Foundry  and  machine-shop  product*.. 


Ni  mber 
of  istab- 

lish- 
n  ents 


Electrical  machinery,  apparata!.  and  inpplies. 


Alleicept  larope 

Incandescent  lamps. 


•  '  Worsted  ifoods. 

9     Rubber  tires,  tubsa.  and  rubtMr  goods  not  elsewhere  specified 

10  '  Chemicals  

11  j  Dyeing  and  fhiishing  textiles,  exclusive  of  that  done  in  textile  mills.. 


U 


13 
14 

16 


I« 
17 

18 


Leatlisr,  tanned,  curried.  &nd  finished. 


Me.  upper,  etc.  ffree,  act  1922)... 
Ottier  leather  (dutiable,  act  1923). 


Iron  and  steel;  steel  works  and  roiling  mills. 
Cotton  good* 


Bread  and  other  t>akery  products. 


Bread  ryeast.  leavened)'. 
Other  prodnets  > 


Pbooograph.s  and  grapbopbones. 
Coal-tar  products 


AtttoBobilas. 


Motor  trucks  and  busses  ■. 


19  .  Soap. 

» 

91 

22 

» 


39 

as 

27 


Food  preparatieos,  not  elsewhere  specified.. , 

Tobaeoo.  cigars,  and  cigarettes ._ _ 

Oil,  not  aiaewbarc  specifleil 

Car«  and  general  shop  construction  and  repairs  by  steam  railroad  com- 
panies.   


Jewelry. 


Gold  and  platinum. 
Other  Jewelry 


SO 
U 


a 
» 

34 
36 

M 

r 

m 
m 


41 

43 

a 

«4 
4S 

4t 
47 

m 


Liqaors,  malt 

Canntnx  and  preservinit,  fruits  Mid  vi^uetahlwi 

MiUio<>ry  and  laoe  goods,  not  rlst-where  spcciiied. 
Tobacco,  chewing  and  smoking.  snuS 

Knitgaoda 


Oloves ' 

Other  knit  goods  > 


Oilcloth  and  linoleum,  floor . 
Paper  and  wood  pulp 


Wood  pulp  > .. 

Paper  CT. 


Oaa.  illuialaatlag  and  heating. 
Wire- 


RngiiMe, 
Pafitto.- 


steam,  gas,  and  water. 


0«td  and  silver,  r^uring  and  reflalag,  not  tma  iim  ore 

Clothinc,  womrn's 

Con*ctlonpry  and  ioe  cream I. .11111111111"* 

Hats,  fur-felt 


Pottery. 


Earthen  and  stone  ware... 
China  and  (wrwlain  ware. 


I'*.. 


Ctochiag.  a 

FertUiaers.  

Automobiis  bediss  and  parts 

Bags,  other  than  paper,  not  including  bagstnade  in  tettOe  miUsl 

Cordage  and  twine. . 

Braa.  broDse.  and  topper  products.. .11111111111111111111111" 

QlasB 

Stmcturai  Irooirerk.  not  made  in  steel  works  or  raiiiiig  tnOk 


November  11 


Per  cent 

Average  rate,  dutiable  only,  onder  act  of  1922  and  Senate  bill 26,  4 

Bennte  bill - - 29.9 

I'er  cent  of  wages  to  factory  selling  prices .... .-.- lU.  4 

Of  the  62  Indastriee.  only  7  are  uitprotected.  newspapers  and  perlixll- 
cale.  ycaat  bread,  and  5  crude  products — petroleum  reOniuK.  copper 
smt-lting  and  refining,  fertilizers,  wood  pulp,  gold  and  silver  reducing,  not 
from  tbe  ore. 

New  Jersey  manufacturers  know  what  tbey  want  and  get  It.  Tbejr 
can  afford  to. 
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4 

IS 

OM 
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106 


Domestic 

productions, 

census:  1919 


t2S0,  99.5, 000 
244.  269,  000 
229.826,000 
215,061,000 
128,534.000 


TaiiO  ad  valorem 

equivalents 


Act  1922 


Senate 
bill 


Per  cent 

Free 

Free. 

40.0 

65.9 

35.0 


Per  eenl 

Free. 

Free. 

45.0 

62.2 

40.0 


Protection  to  manu- 
facturers 


.\ct  1922 


MiUion 

4<UlaT$ 

0 

0 

66 

77 

33 


Senate 

bill 


Million 

ioUan 

0 

0 

74 

86 

38 


Cost  to  con- 
sumers 


Act  1922 


MiUio* 

doUan 

0 

0 

132 

164 

66 


Senate 

bill 


120,341,000 


27 


31 


100.321.000 
20.020.000 


31.2 
20.0 


30.1 

48.4 


24 
3 


20 

66 

78 

132 


95.115,000  ! 
84,129.000  I 
84. 034. 000 
79.305.000 


51.9 
27.7 
23.1 
22.0 


69.4 
27.7 
26.8 
27.0 


33 
18 
16 
14 


73 


78. 012, 000 


4i,oni,ooo 

36,961,000 


Free. 

20.0 


16.7 
19.1 


16 
33 


74,382,000  ' 
58.706,000  I 


22.4 
34.4 


25.3 
44.1 


1.263 


55, 763, 000 


27,882,000 
27,881,000 


Pree. 

3ao 


Free. 

30.0 


15 
48 


5.S  419, 000 
44,740,000 


30.0  I 

51.1  I 


30.0 
60.8 


14 

15 


13 

16 


39,561,000 


17,802.000  I 
21.750,000  I 


26.0 
25.0 


26.0 

lao 


33 

8 


54 


48 
6 


43 

18 
18 
18 


66 
36 
32 
28 


12 


16 
19 


12 


0 
12 


28 
30 


0 

6 


12 


0 

12 


13 
15 


26 
30 


16 


16 

100 

308 

30 

36 


37,382.000 
33,612,000 
32,209.000 
30,835,000 

29,467.000 


22.4 

18.7 
27.9 
29.9 

29.4 


22.4 
20.2 

27.9 
30.5 

31.1 


9 
6 

7 
7 

7- 


9 
6 

7 
7-h 


18 

10 
14 
14 

14- 


174 


27,890,000 


13 


14,168,000 
13,722,000 


8ao 

78.2  I 


80.0 
106l6 


30 

83 

610 

10 


26.148,000  I 
24.619.000  ! 
24.  506. 000 
24.419,000  I 


50.1 
29.9 
64.5 
65l8 


».  1 

45.8 
79.7 
56.8 


10 
6 

10 
9 


14 


34 


12 
12 


10 
9 

12 
9 


20 
12 
20 
18 


33,853,000 


716.000 
23,137,000 


00.8 
58.6 


32.4 
60.6 


10 


33 


S8 

7 

18 

» 

14 

255 

245 

31 

SS 


M4 

19 
110 
14 
• 
<7 
21 
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21, 689, 000 


34.9 


38.7 


20,361.000 


2.  086.  000 
18.  32.'i.  000 


Free. 
33.0 


Free. 
36.1 


3a  317, 000 
19.878,000 
19.  387. 000 
18,501.000 
18,391.000 
17.900.000 
16.  OM.  000 
16.626,000 

16.236.000 


300 
26.2 
203 
34.0 
Free. 
64.2 

4ao 

56l2 


2,976.000 
13,250.000 


49.2 

68.2 


300 
26.9 
22.1 
43,7 
Free. 
71.6 

4ao 
oai 


57.5 
72.2 


15. 95a  000  I 

15.  7its,  UOO 

15,111.000  ' 

li  697.  000  I 

14. 54a  ono  ^ 

14,41^000  i 
13.695,000 
13, 633, 000 


56.6 

57.0 

Free. 

Free. 

26.0 

17.5 

19.2 

19.2  ■' 

8.4 

16.5+ 

38.6 

4Z8 

53,9 

60.5 

36l1 

34.0 

9-1- 


6- 


18-f 


6- 
Free. 
3 
2 
1 
4 
6 
1 


5 
4 

4 
6 
0 
8 
6 
fH- 


1+ 
6 


.6 


18 


12- 


10- 


0 
10- 


10 

8 

6 

10 

0 

14 

10 

12 

12 


3- 

10 


« 

13 

Free. 

Free 

2 

6 

2 

4 

3 

2 

4+ 

8 

« 

10 

i 

ft 

MiUi»n 

doUari 

0 

0 

148 

172 

76 


63 


46 
16 


86 
36 
36 
36 


24 


12 
12 


32 

38 


12 


0 

12 


26 
30 


12 


18 
12 
14 

14-f- 

14 


28 


12 
16 


20 
18 
24 
18 


18 


18 


.2 


12 


10 


0 
10 


10 

s 

8 

13 

0 

16 
10 

13-1- 

14 


3+ 
12 


12 

Free. 

4 

4 

4 

8+ 
12 
8 
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Order 

of 
magni- 
tude 


Industry 


40 
60 

61 


63 
63 
64 

66 
66 

67 
68 
69 

60 
61 
62 
63 


Varnishes ..... 

Tinware,  not  elsewhere  specified 

Boots  and  shoes,  not  including  rubber  boots  and  shoes. 


All  leather  footwear  >. 
Other  footwear ' 


Pumps,  steam  and  other  power 

Printing  and  publishing,  newspapers  and  periodicals .... 

Shirts 

Surfrical  appliances .- .... .... .... — 

Belting  and  hose,  rubber ... 

Chocolate  and  cocoa  products ■ 

Pencils,  lead 

Luniter,  planing-mill  products,  not  including  planing  mills  connected 

with  sawmills 

Furniture 

Steam  packing ~. — 

Brick  and  tile,  terra  cotta,  and  fire-clay  products 

Photocraphic  materials ■ 


Total.  62  industries  (78.1  per  cent  of  total  production  In  the  SUte). 
Other  industries,  free  and  dutiable 


Grand  total,  industries. 


Indu.nrial  products  dutiable  under  1922  act  ($654,906,000-28.5  per  cent 

in  total  of  62  industries) ■ 

Other  indnstrie^  omitting  10  per  cent  ($78,146,000)  estimated  lor  free.... 


aran<l  total  dutiable  onlv  underact  and  bill 

Add  leather  producU,  f/ee  under  1922  act.  dutiable  in  SenaU  bill. 


Total. 


Number 
of  estab- 
lish- 
ments 


SO 


34 


6 

295 

46 

12 

6 

8 

5 

16S 
78 
17 
67 
18 


Domestic 
productions, 
census  1019 


$13,314,000 
13. 079. 000 


Tariff  ad  valorem 
equivalents 


Act  1022 


Ptr  cent 
25.4 
40  0 


Senate 
blU 


Per  etfU 
25  4 
4.').  0 


Protection  to  manu- 
facturers 


Act  1923  1 


Senate 
bill 


Motion 

dolUrt    I 
S    I 

4-f 


MUUon 

dollar* 
S 
4-1- 


Cost  to  con- 
sumers 


Act  1933 


Senate 
bUI 


MiUim      Afitfto* 

doUart    j    dollar » 
6  6 

8-1  8+ 


12,864,000 


I 


12, 144. 000 
720,000 


Free. 

86.0 


20  0 
36.0 


1X723,000 
IZ  400, 000 
12, 250, 000 
12,112,000 
10.  880.  000 
10, 813, 000 
la  701, 000 

la  759. 000 
la  751.000 
10.291,000 
la  127.000 
10.031.000 


30.0 
Free. 
37.5 
35.0 
27.5 
18.5 
39.7 

19.1 
34.9 
16.0 
35.7 

27.8 


2,  780,  387,  000 
781.467.000 


3,661,841000  I 


20.2 


2,125,481,000 
703.311,000 


36.4 

36.4 


2,828,792.000 
63,175,000  ' 


36.4 


8,881,967,000 


3.V0 
Free 

61.5 
35.0 
27.5 
36.8 
39.7 

19.1 
36.8 
18.0 
645 
28.2 


23.8 


29.9 
39.9 


29.9 


0    i 
.2 


■i 


3- 
Free. 
3 
3 
2 
2 
3 

2 
3 
1  + 
3 
2 


3+ 
Free. 
5 
3 
3 
3 


720 


903 
185 


747 
0 


747 


813 


638 
211 


846 
8 


864 


Free. 


6- 

6-(- 

t. 

Free. 

6 

10 

« 

4 

4 

« 

4 

6 

3+ 

4— 

0 

8 

4 

4 

1,440 


1,134 
370 


1.494 
0 


1,494 


1,270 
366 


1.(06 


1.270 
423 


1,603 
16 


1,708 


>  Not  separately  stated  for  8Ute.    Estimated  in  proportion  to  magnitude  in  national  production 

The  seventh  industry,  slaughtering  and  meat  packing  (New  Jersey  production  $110,221,000)  is  omitted  from  above  table, 
production  ($4,000,000,000)  is  unaffected  by  the  small  imports  (one-half  of  l  per  cent  of  production)  which  absorb  tlie  duty. 


Its  dnties  are  very  considerable,  but  national 


In  America's  first  tariff,  written  by  Alexander  Hamilton  and  the 
"  fathers,"  only  15  lines  arc  glTen  to  classlflcations  and  rates,  utterly 
simple  and  cl€«r — maximum  rate,  carriages  excepted,   10  per  cent. 

Tbe  present  tariff  takes  17  pages  for  classifications  and  ratee,  mostly 
to  cover  up  allowances  and  profits  like  the  following  by  figures  and 
phrases  that  only  tbe  moat  experienced  person  can  decipher,  and  then 
with   difficulty.      Witness   the   following : 

Ticentu-one  of  Nev)  Jeraey'a  principal  industriea  and  their  tariff  allouh 

ancee 


(1) 

(2) 
Tariff  rates 

(3) 

Per  cent 
of  pro- 
duction 
value 
received 
by  labor 

(4) 

Tariff  al- 
lowance to 
New  Jersey 
manufac- 
turers 
under 
present  law 

(8) 

Products 

Present 
law.  act 
of  1922 

Senate 
biU 

Cost  to 
consumers, 
present  law 

Pilk  poods -.-. 

Per  cent 

56.9 

31.2 
51.9 
23.1 
34.4 

51.1 

78.2 
64.8 
68.6 
34.0 
49.3 
08l2 
8&6 
64.2 

88.5 
63.9 
40.0 

sao 

37.5 
39.7 

35.7 
18.5 

Percent 

6Z2 

30.1 

69.4 
26.8 
44.1 
50.8 

106.6 
79.7 
60.6 
43.7 
87.5 
72.2 
67.0 
71.6 

43  8 
00.6 
45.0 

36.0 

51.6 
39.7 

64.6 

35.8 

15.3 

22.7 

13.7 
17.7 
13.8 
24.2 

15.8 
21.  r 
18,8 
8.1 
25.9 
41.9 
34.3 
24.7 

lao 

43.9 
16.0 

27.8 
16.3 
22.'2 

S8.1 
4.6 

$77,000,000 

27.000,000 
33.000.000 
16,000,000 
15, 000, 000 
15,000,000 

6,000.000 

la  000. 000 

9,000,000 
6,000,000 
1,000,000 

6,ooaooo 

6,000,000 
7.000,000 

4,000,000 

6,ooaooo 
4.noaooo 

•looaooo 

3,00a000 

3,ooaooo 

3,ooaooo 
2.ooaooo 

$i6i000,000 

Electrical  machinery,  appck- 
ratus,  and    supplies    (ex- 
cept lainjis) 

64.000.000 

Worsted  Koods .... . 

66,  'JOO.  000 

Chemicals ............ 

32.  000, 000 

Cotton  goods.     . 

.30, 000, 000 

Coal-tar  products. 

gold  and  platinum) 

Millinery  and  laoe  goods 

Knit  goods  (except  gloves)... 
Paints               

30, 000, 000 

i2,ooaooo 
2a  000, 000 
i8,ooaooo 
la  000. 000 

Earthen  and  stone  ware 

China  and  porcelain  ware 

Clothini.  men's 

2. 000.  000 

laooaooo 
i2.ooaooo 

Clothine  women's  . 

u.ooaooo 

Bra.ss,   bronse.   and  copper 

products 

OUss 

Tinware 

Pumps,   steam    and    other 
power.... .... 

8.ooaooo 
laooaooo 

8,000,000 

6,ooaooo 

Shirts 

6,000.000 

Pencils,  lead 

6,ooaooo 

Brick   and   tile,   terra-cotta 

and  fire-clay  products 

Chocolate  and  ooooa  products. 

6,ooaooo 

4.000,000 

Total 

5e,ooaooo 

6i8.ooaooo 

Cohimn  2  shows  first  the  tarif?  protection  given  to-day  and  the  higher  protection 
proposed  in  the  Senate  bill  now  pending. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  committee  amend' 
ment  passed  over  will  be  stated. 

The  next  committee  amendment  passod  over  was,  on  page  57, 
line  23,  after  the  word  "acid,"  to  strilte  out  the  word  "and" 
and  to  Insert  "  tungsten  carbide  powder,  and,"  so  as  to  read : 

(f)  Ferrotnngston,  metallic  tungston,  tungsten  powder,  tungstic  acid, 
tungsten  carbide  powder,  and  all  other  comp<^>und8  of  tunp^ten.  60  cents 
ptT  pound  on  the  tungsten  contained  therein  and  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  am^idment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFl'ICER.  The  next  committee  amend- 
ment passed  over  will  be  rtated. 

The  next  committee  amendment  parsed  over  was,  on  page  59, 
line  20,  after  the  word  "  metal,"  to  strike  out  "  $2  per  pound  " 
and  insert  "  $1  per  pound,"  so  as  to  read : 

Cerium  metal,  |1  per  pound. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  upon  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  move  to  reconsider  the  vote 
which  the  Senate  took  a  few  moments  ago  rejecting  the  commit- 
te  amendment  with  reference  to  tungsten  ore.  I  wholly  misun- 
derstood the  result  of  that  vote.  I  thought  it  was  a  vote  to 
agree  to  the  45-cent  rate,  but  I  have  since  learned  that  it  was 
not.    I  now  suggest  the  at>sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roIL 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Ashurst 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Bor.ih 

Bratton 

Brock 

Broukhart 

Broussard 

Capper 

Caraway 

Connally 

Copeland 

Couzens 

Cutting 


Dcneen 

DiU 

Fletcher 

Fraxler 

George 

GlaM 

Uoldsbo  rough 

Hale 

Ilnrrifl 

Harrison 

Hatfield 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Joni^a 

Keaa 


Kendrick 

La  Follette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McNary 

Norbeck 

Norrls 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Patterson 

Pblpps 

Pine 

Pit  tma  n 

Ransdeli 

Reed 

Boblnson,  Ind. 


Saekett 

Sheppard 

Shortridge 

Simmons 

Bmoot 

Steiwer 

StepheiM 

Swunson 

TbomaB,  Idaho 

Thomas  OUa. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Wasner 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mont 


t 


LXXI- 


sn 


U! 


I 


f 


5414 


CONGRESSIONAL  E  ECORD— SEN  ATE 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Slxty-eigbt  Senators  havlDg 
Hi»<weroil  to  thflr  names,  a  qnorum  Is  present.  The  question  is 
on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Simmons]  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  committee  amend- 
ment found  on  PM«  57,  Hue  4,  was  rejected.  [Putting  the 
question.]  In  the  opinl«)n  of  the  Chair  the  motion  to  reconsider 
the  vote  Ih  carried.  The  question  now  recurs  on  the  Senate 
committee  amendment  found  on  page  57,  line  4. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that 
when  we  took  a  riva  voce  vote  a  little  while  ago  there  was  a 
misapprehension  as  to  the  question  upon  which  we  were  voting. 
TuuKsten  ore  Is  on  the  dutiable  li.st  In  the  present  law  at  a  duty 
of  45  cents  a  pound.  The  House  of  RepresentatiTee  sent  us  a 
bill  raising  the  rate  to  50  cents  a  pound.  The  Finance  Commit- 
.tee  rrduce<l  the  rate  on  tungsten  ore  to  45  cents  per  pound, 
which  Is  the  present  law.  What  we  thought  mi  this  side  of  the 
Chumlier  we  were  voting  for — at  least  what  many  of  u.s  thought, 
and  I  was  amongst  that  number — was  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  Flnan<e  Committee.  Our  Tote  should  hare  been  "  aye." 
I  do  not  wLsh  to  discuss  the  proposition,  Mr.  President ;  it  has 
already  been  di.scussed.  I  merely  wish  to  state  that  those  in 
f«Tor  of  this  reduction  from  the  House  increase  should  vote 
"  yea  "  instead  of  "  nay." 

Mr  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  there? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  merely  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate,  if  the  Information  has  not  already  been  disclosed,  I 
think  It  is  undoubtedly  true  that  the  tungsten  ore  deposits  in  the 
Uniteil  States  are  not  suffl<ient  to  supply  the  demand  in  this 
country.  It  so  happens  that  in  China  very  rich  deposits  of 
tungMten  ore  are  found,  which  can  be  mined  probably  more 
dieaply  than  thoHe  In  the  United  States.  During  the  war,  on 
account  of  the  scarcity  of  this  metal,  there  were  a  number  of 
developments  In.stltuted  to  produce  tungsten,  and  when  the  war 
was  over  It  was  claimed  that  if  the  rate  of  duty  was  increased 
the  domestic  Industry  might  be  able  to  develop.  A  rate  in  the 
1922  act  equivalent  to  101  per  cent  was  pat  on  the  tungsten  ore. 
A.H  the  result  of  that  a  corresjwnding  Increase  had  to  be  made 
in  the  duty  on  ferrotungsten,  and  a  rate  equivalent  to  171  per 
cent  was  friared  on  ferrotungsten  by  the  act  of  1922. 

Now,  the  question  Is  whether.  In  view  of  a  duty  of  191  per 
eent  on  tungsten  ore  and  171  per  cent  on  ferrotungsten,  we 
ought  now  to  Increase  the  duty  on  the  ore  which  might  justify 
another  increase  in  the  rate  on  ferrotungsten.  This  product  Is 
now  universally  used  In  the  electric-lighting  industry;  it  goes 
Into  every  home.  I  am  unable  to  convince  myself  that  a  duty  of 
191  per  cent  as  now  carried  in  the  present  law  Is  not  sufficient. 

Mr.  SIMMONa  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  talking  about  any- 
^^-^thlng  now  but  tungsten.  As  I  understand  the  Senator  from 
Kentocky,  be  says  that  we  are  not  producing  in  this  country 
anything  like  as  much  tungsten  as  we  need. 

Mr.  BABKLET.  We  are  producing  not  quite  50  per  cent  of 
~--^JJ»e  demand. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  think  the  Senator  is  entirely  correct  in 
that  statement  We  have  to  buy  necessarily  a  large  part  of  our 
tungsten  from  abroad.  Therefore,  it  seems  to  me  we  ought  not 
to  impose  any  higher  rate  of  duty  than  it  seems  to  be  absolutely 
necessary  to  afford  s<Hne  reasonable  protection  to  the  American 
producer,  and  191  per  cent  would  seem  to  me  to  be  an  ample 
protective  duty. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  the  present  rate  of  duty  the  domestic 
Industry  has  increased  Its  production  between  300  and  600  per 
c^it  in  the  last  five  years. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  that  does  not  mean  anything, 
as  the  Senator  ought  to  know.  If  he  does  not  know,  for  the 
simple  reas<w  that  we  pnxlnced  all  of  the  demand  for  ore,  4,000 
tons,  during  the  war.  When  the  war  was  over  in  1919.  as  the 
Senator  will  find,  tf  he  will  examine  the  records,  we  had  20,xXX> 
tons  on  hand.  There  was  a  surplus  on  hand  also  In  1925.  and 
there  was  practically  no  pcodnction  In  the  United  States  during 
that  year.  If  the  Senator  will  examine  the  records  he  will  dis- 
cover that  In  1928,  192ft,  and  1927  and  1928  the  pnxluctlon  has 
been  Jnst  about  the  same  for  all  those  years,  and  there  has  been 
no  increase;  in  flict,  there  have  been  only  two  or  three  mines 
in  the  United  States  that  conld  possibly  operate  under  the  exist- 
ing tariff. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  quesUon  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  eommitt^e  amendment  on  page  57,  line  4. 

Mr.  SimiONS  and  others  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  and 
they  were  ordered. 

The  letfblatlve  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  WTiBAHW  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  Senetor  from  New  Hampshire  (Mr.  Moses].  Not 
knowing  how  he  would  vote  if  present,  I  withhold  mj  vote. 
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Mr.  COPELAND  (when  his  name  was  called).    I  have  a  pair 

Eith  the  junior  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Qlknn].     Not  know- 
ig  how  he  would  vote.  I  withhold  my  vote. 
Mr.  McKELLAR  (when  his  name  was  called).     On  this  ques- 
on  I  am  paired  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fess] 
md  witlihold  my  vote. 

Mr.  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).     I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Warren]. 
transfer  that  pair  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Arizona   [Mr. 
Hayde-n]  and  will  vote.     I  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  SACKETT  (when  his  name  was  called).     I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with   the  Senator  from  Missouri    [Mr.   Hawes]    and 
uithhold  my  vote.     If  at  liberty  to  vote.  I  should  vote  "yea." 
Mr.  STECK  (when  his  name  was  called).     On  this  question 
have  a  rwiir  with  the  senior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
iotf].  and  therefore  withhold  my  vote.     If  I  were  at  liberty 
0  vote,  I  should  vote  "  yea  "  and  the  Senator  from  West  Vir- 
jinla  would  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  collea?:ue  [Mr. 
Iayden]  is  necessarily  absent  from  the  Chamber.  He  has  been 
ailed  to  the  Interior  Department  on  a  very  important  matter. 
Mr.  JONES.  I  have  been  requested  to  announce  the  follow- 
Dg  general  pairs: 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edgk]  with  the  Senator 
rom   South   Carolina    [Mr.   Smith]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Hastinus]  with  the  Senator 
rom  Mas^bachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Mas>achu.setts  [Mr.  GiixmT]  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  [Mr.  Ki.vo]  :  and 

Tlie  Senator  from  Indiana   [Mr.  Watson]   with  the  Senator 
rom  Arkansas    [Mr.   Romnso.n). 
The  result  was  announced — yeas  31,  nays  31,  as  follows  : 

YEAS- 31 

Simnions 

Stppliens 

BwaiiMon 

Tboinas.  Okla. 

Tvdingd 

Waifner 

Walsh,  Mont. 


Thomait,  Idaho 

TowDHpnd 

Tramniell 

Vnndenberg 

Walcott 

Waterman 

Whe«ler 


Bchall 
Sbipstead 
Bin  it  b 
Smoot 
Stock 

Walab,  Masi. 
Warren 
Wataon 

So  the  amendment  of  the  committee  was  rejected. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment  passed  over. 

The  LmisLATn-B  Clerk.     On  page  59,  line  21,  "  Ferrocerlum 
ind  all  other  cerium  alloys,"  the  committee  proposes  to  strike 
ut  "  $2  per  pound  "  and  Insert  "  $1  per  pound,"  so  as  to  make 
he  paragraph   read: 

(p)  Ferrooerlum  and  all  other  cerium  alloys,  H  per  pound  and  20 
1  <er  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  LmisLATivB  (Ilerk.  The  next  amendment  passed  over  is 
4n  page  69,  lines  8  and  9 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  clerk  has  passed  one  amend- 
1  nent,  I  think,  on  lines  21  and  22.  That  was  passed  over  at  the 
lequest  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge].  We  have 
^cted  upon  the  one  on  line  20. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     What  page? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Page  59.  We  have  just  acted  upon  cerium 
itietal.  The  next  one  that  was  passed  by  was  "ferrocerlum  and 
(ill  other  cerium  alloys."  where  the  committee  proposed  to  strik« 
<Jnt  "r2"  and  ln.sert."$l." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  present  occupant  of  the 
^air  is  advised  that  that  has  been  agreed  to, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  was  agreed  to,  but  the  Senator  from  New 
,  ersey  asked  that  It  go  over.  If  the  Rbcobd  shows  It,  that  is 
411  I  care  al>out. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  upon  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
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^he  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  wIU  state  the  next 
amendment  passed  over. 

The  LcQiflLATivc  Glkrk.  On  page  09,  lines  8  and  9,  It  Is  pro- 
posed to  strike  out  "  or  platinum  "  and  insert  "  platinum,  tung- 
sten, or  molybdenum." 

The  amendment  was  agrreed  to. 

The  LBaiBLATTW  Clxbk.    In  line  2U  the  same  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Lboislativi)  Cuehk,  On  page  70,  after  line  3,  the  com- 
mittee proposes  to  insert  the  fc^owing: 

(b)  Ingots,  shot,  bars,  abeeta,  wire,  or  other  forms,  not  specially  pro- 
vided for,  or  scrap,  containing  more  ttan  60  per  cent  of  trngsten, 
tunt^ten  carbide,  molybdenam,  or  molybdenum  carbide,  or  combinations 
tbCToof,   60   per   cent   ad    valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  inquire  of 
the  Senator  from  UtaJi  the  effect  of  that  amendment. 

air.  .SMOOT.  This  was  passed  over  on  account  of  the  tung- 
sten provisions.  Now  Uiat  they  have  been  agreed  to,  it  seems  to 
me  that  this  ought  to  be  agreed  to  as  welL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Is  that  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a  com- 
peJi.><atory  duty? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  Is  an  increase  over  the  paragraph  as  pa.ssod 
by  the  House,  but  It  Is  a  decrease  from  the  present  law.  Tlie 
act  of  1922,  paragraph  302,  carries  a  duty  of  00  cents  a  pound 
and  25  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The  Senate  committee  takes  out 
the  50  cents  a  pound  and  makes  it  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
Molybdenum,  in  paragraph  302,  under  existing  law  is  dutiable 
at  ""0  cents  a  pound  and  15  per  cent  ad  valorem,  whereas  the 
committee  amendment  is  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  which  is  a 
deii-ease;  and  it  Is  so  with  the  wire  or  strips.  Under  para- 
graph 816  of  the  present  law,  that  was  dutiable  at  25  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  but  there  is  an  Increase  In  value.  Other  forms 
were  found  In  paragraph  399;  so,  taken  as  a  whole.  It  is  a 
decrease  from  existing  law. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  Is  the  average  ad  valorem  equiva- 
lent of  50  cents  a  pound  and  15  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  com- 
pared to  60? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Fifteen  per  cent  ad  valorem  irtus  50  cents  a 
pound  is  equivalent  to  85.81  per  cent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that,  in  effect,  this  is  a  reductl<m  from 
82^  per  cent  to  60  per  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  I  find  that  for  the  year  1928  the  actual 
computed  ad  valorem  rate  was  86,81  per  cent;  so  that  It  Is  an 
increase. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  this  Is  an  Increase  from  35  to  60 
I)er  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yea.  That,  however,  Is  on  molybdenum  Ingots 
or  scrap ;  not  on  the  others. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  about  bars,  sheets,  wire,  and  other 
forms? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  S«iator  will  notice,  there  were  very 
small  imports  of  that  particular  Item. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes.  That  is  one  reason  why  I  do  not  see 
why  there  should  be  a  00  per  cent  duty  on  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  suppose  the  object  of  the  committee,  and 
what  the  department  itself  wanted,  was  to  get  all  these  items 
under  one  paragraph  rather  than  to  have  them  scattered  in 
different  parts  of  the  bllL 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  that  Is  tl)e  only  object,  they  ought  to  be 
put  together  at  the  same  rate  they  have  been  bearing,  and  not 
Increased  nearly  100  per  cent  If  the  only  object  is  to  simplify 
administration,  and  get  all  these  ingot  products  in  one  para- 
graph, the  committee  ought  to  be  willing  to  do  it  at  the  rate 
they  have  been  bearing. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  most  important  part  of  the  whole  para- 
graph is  the  tungsten  ingots  and  scrap.    That  is  a  decrease. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  Yes.  I  thought  the  Senator  said  that  was 
an  increase. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  that  is  a  big  decrease.  The  present  law 
is  60  cents  per  pound  pins  26  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr,  BARKLEY,  What  Is  that  in  ad  valorem  terms,  taking 
the  two  together? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  Is  25  per  cent  of  the  value.  The  duty  under 
the  present  act  Is  158.16  per  cent.  The  committee  has  reduced 
that  to  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  or  a  reduction  of  nearly  100  per 
cent  That  is,  the  great  bulk  of  the  items  In  that  amendment ; 
and,  taking  it  as  a  whcAe,  it  is  a  great  decrease  all  along  the 
Une. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  going  to  insist  on  voting  against 
this  amendment;  but  if  later,  on  further  investigation,  it  seems 
that  it  ought  to  be  changed,  I  will  reserve  the  right  to  offer  an 
amendment  when  the  bill  gets  Into  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  will  be  all  right 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  upon  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  found  on  page  70,  line  4. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  I>reeldent,  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
chairman  of  ttie  committee  to  page  71,  pttragra{^  819.  I  had 
an  amendment  pending  to  this  paragraph. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  will  have  to  be  i)re8ented  as  an  indlvldaal 
amendment  after  the  committee  amend  m(»t8  have  been  acted 
upon. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  am  rising  for  the  purpose 
of  asking  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote  by  which  the  amend- 
ment In  that  paragraph  was  passed  on  In  my  absence.  The 
committee  amendment  I  unoerstand,  was  agreed  to.  but  had  I 
been  here,  my  amendment  would  have  been  In  order,  would 
it  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     What  is  the  amendment? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  On  page  72,  line  7,  to  strike  out  the  figures 
"  50  "  and  insert  In  lien  thereof  "  15,"  so  that  It  would  read  "  15 
per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  the  rate  of  50  per  cent  was 
agreed  to  on  November  7. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  know  that,  and  I  am  asking  for  a  re- 
consideration of  the  vote. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Why  not  reserve  the  right  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment in  the  Senate,  and  let  us  go  along  with  the  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  wotild  have  the 
right  to  offer  an  amendment  In  tiie  Senate. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  There  is  some  Justification  for  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  because  I  notice  from  the  detiate, 
participated  In  largely  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
RExa>],  who  appears  to  be  absent  at  this  moment  that  he  was 
the  one  who  made  the  argument  in  favor  of  this  increase. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  was  in  the 
Chamber  a  few  moments  ago.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  reserve 
the  right  to  offer  the  amendment  when  the  bill  reaches  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  want  to  call  att«ition  to  the  fact  that 
the  present  rate  on  this  commodity  is  25  per  cent  and  I  can  see 
no  Justification  whatever  for  an  Increase  from  25  per  cent  to  40 
per  cent  as  pr<^;>osed  by  the  Hoose,  and  now  to  50  per  cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  was  misinformed  when  he 
was  told  that  the  rate  was  26  per  cent  It  is  true  that  the 
House  collected  all  of  the  Items  that  fell  under  this  dasplflca- 
tion  and  pot  them  in  at  40  per  cent.  Many  of  the  items  that 
fall  in  this  paragraph  are  to-day  carrying  40  per  cent,  some  of 
them  35,  and  a  few  of  them.  Just  as  the  Senator  saya,  26  per 
cent ;  but  the  bulk  of  them  have  been  assessed  at  duties,  under 
existing  law,  averaging  from  35  to  40  per  cent 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  the  very  first  item  in  para- 
grairii  (b)  on  page  71  is  "  autoclaves."  Autoclaves  are  the  great 
cylinders  that  are  used  In  the  hospitals  for  the  sterilization  of 
surgical  dressings.  Unquestionably  by  the  use  of  this  system 
of  sterilisation  the  mortality  rate  in  surgical  operations  has 
been  tremendously  decreased.  Many  of  these  articles  come  from 
abroad,  where  there  has  been  a  speciallBatlon  in  the  production 
of  this  class  of  goods.  I  can  not  for  the  life  of  me  see  why,  for 
the  benefit  of  one  concern  which  is  making  a  tremendous  profit 
in  the  United  States,  we  should  deprive  the  hospitals  and  othen 
interested  of  buying  these  autoclaves  at  a  lower  price. 

I  am  perfectly  dear  that  the  most  we  should  do  is  to  agree  to 
what  the  House  proposed,  and  certainly  there  is  no  Jostiflcation 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate  in  making  an  increase  to  60  per  cent. 
That  is  the  way  I  feel  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's 
attentlcm  to  the  fact  that  this  is  qnallfled.    It  reads : 

If  over  20  inches  at  the  largest  Indde  diameter  *  •  •  and  hav- 
ing metal  walls  1%  Inches  or  more  In  thickness. 

That  is  the  qualification. 

The  autoclaves  of  which  the  Senator  ejpeaks,  the  small  ones, 
are  to-day  bearing  a  rate  of  40  per  cent  There  are  many  kioda 
We  state  exactly  here  under  just  what  rate  they  fall. 

If  we  had  not  put  In  tlie  words  "if  over  20  inches  at  the 
largest  inside  diameter,  exclusive  of  nonmetallic  lining,"  the 
Senator's  criticism  would  be  absolutely  Jui^tified. 

Mr.  COPEIjAND.  Mr.  President  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rna>]  is  not  here,  and  a  con- 
cern In  his  State  is  materially  Interested  in  this  matter,  I  am 
satisfied  to  let  it  go  over,  with  the  understanding,  of  course,  that 
I  shall  have  the  right  in  due  time  to  present  an  amendment  of 
my  own  in  regard  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  that  is  understood. 

Mr,  COPELAND.    I  am  thoroughly  convinced  that  if  there  la 
any  place  where  we  are  not  Justified  in  making  an  increase  in^ 
the  tariff,  it  is  on  this  partlcnlar  Item. 
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Mr.  8MOOT.  If  wv*  had  not  speciAcmDy  nade  the  quallllcft- 
tloD  to  which  I  have  referred  I,  the  Senator  woald  be  abeoiutely 
corrwt. 

Mr.  rUDTCHEB.  Mr.  i'resideDt,  in  order  to  straisfaten  this 
out,  I  think  the  Senator  would  be  in  order  in  mOTlng  to  reoon- 
Kider  the  vote  where  a  couimlttee  amendment  has  been  adopted. 
The  P&KSIDINQ  OFFICEB.  A  moUon  to  reconsider  would 
ba  in  order,  but  the  Senator  has  an  equal  right  to  present  his 
amendment  when  the  bill  reacht>8  the  Senate. 
Mr.  SMOUT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  May  I  say  to  my  friend  the  Senator  from 
Florida  that  I  am  satisfle*!  to  let  the  matter  go  oyer,  and  to 
take  it  up  at  a  later  date. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  I  destlre  to  offer  two  amend- 
mefits,  atrlklng  out  the  Ilou.'ie  provision  and  the  Senate  amend- 
ment in  sections  367  and  368,  dealing  with  the  watch  and  clock 
Hcfaedute- 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER     The  ameudnivnts  wiU  be  re- 
ceived and  priutc<l.  and  lie  on  the  table.     The  clerk  will  state 
the  i>ext  amendment. 
Mr.  SM()OT.     Has  the  amendment  on  line  6  been  agreed  to? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    That  ha.>  been  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  was  on  page  76.   line  13,  where   the 
committee  proposed   to   strike   out    the   words,   "upholsterers' 
nails,  chair  glides,  and  thumb  tacks,  of  two  or  more  pieces  of 
iron  or  steel,  flnUhed  or  unflni.shed,  3  cent.s  per  pound,"  and  to 
Insert  "  upholstery  nails,  chair  glides,  thumb  tacks,  and  draw- 
ing pins,  with  heads  assembled  to  shanks,  whether  ftnished  or 
unfinished,  miide  wholly  or  in  part  of  iron  or  ste«i  or  other  Imse 
metal,  40  p»'r  cent  ad  valorem." 
The  amendment  was  tigxe»l  to. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  wUl  aUte  the  next 
amendment 

The  next  amendaM'nt  was  on  page  76,  line  25,  where  the  com- 
mittee proposed  to  iiusert  the  words  "  staple^i,  in  strip  form,  for 
UM>  in  paper  fasteners  or  stapling  machines.  4U  cents  per 
pound." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  Pret<ident.  I  denire  to  have  some  expla- 
nation of  that  nmendnient. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  duty  in  the  present  law  is  six-tenths  of  a 
cent  |)er  pound.  The  House  made  no  change  in  that  provision. 
The  Senate  ciHinnltlee  fixed  the  rate  at  40  cents  per  pound, 
which  is  equivalent  to  66  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Staples  for  ptapliug  machines,  dutiable  in  the  a«'t  of  1922  and 
in  H.  R.  2667,  as  staples  a.  s.  p.  f.,  are  ^tecifically  provided 
for  by  the  Senate  contmittee.  The  duty  is  increased  from  slx- 
teoths  of  a  cent  to  40  cents  per  pound. 

Production   and   imports  are  substantial.     Imported   staples 
are  sold  in  the  Unite«l  States  maiiiets  at  less  than  one-half  of 
the  price  of  domestic  staples.     The  proposed  duty  of  40  cents 
per  pound,  equivalent  to  ab«>ut  M  iter  cent  ad  valorem,  would 
still  alieif  the  foreign  t(tapl«^  to  be  sold  in  the  Am^lcan  market 
at  about  SK  per  cent  below  tlie  prices  of  the  comparable  domestic 
product.    That  is  the  rea.son  why  the  change  was  made. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  is  a  considerable  incrense. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is.  from  six-tenths  of  1  cent 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     From  six-tenths  of  a  cent  to  40  cents  per 
pound.    In  other  words,  it  is  increasing  the  duty  on  this  article 
about  10,000  per  cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Whatever  the  percentage  of  increase  is.  the 
qoeation  Is,  Is  it  necessary? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  almost  equivalent  to  taking  it  from  the 
free  liat  and  putting  a  56  per  cent  duty  on  it.  I  do  not  think  we 
oufht  to  agree  to  the  amen<lnieut. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  desire  to  change  the  40  cents? 
•Hie  Senator  does  not  want  the  duty  to  stay  as  it  Is.  at  slx- 
tentha  of  a  cent? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  think  an  Increase  of  a  thousand  per  cent 
would  be  ■nfflcieot.  and  that  Is  about  what  it  would  be  If  it 
were  made  10  cents  instead  of  40.     I  offer  an  amendment  to 
subetltute  10  cents  in  lieu  of  40. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Ten  cents  a  pound? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Ten  cents  a  pound.  Instead  of  40. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  question  Is  on  aerwlng  to 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  to  the 
committee  amendment. 
The  aatiendment  to  th««  nmendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  PPe<«ident.  while  I  was  looking  at  the 
Item  on  page  77.  I  underntand  the  Senate  agreed  to  the  amend- 
ment Id  lines  13  to  10  on  page  76. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFK'ER.  The  a«>nate  did  agree  to  that 
ameadment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  desire  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  from  Utah 
whether  that  doe«  not  InvoJvv'  a  consideratrie  Increase  on  naib 
and  spikes. 


Mr.  SMOOT.    The  rate  on   upholstery  nails   was  Increased 

1  rom  20  per  cent  to  40  per  cent.  The  rate  on  chair  glides  was 
1  lot  increased.  The  rate  in  the  present  law  is  40  per  cent  and 
t  is  made  40  per  cent.  The  rate  on  tlmmb  tackn  and  drawing 
l>ius  is  0.6  of  a  cent  per  i^und.  That  Is  equal  to  4.6  per 
<ent  ad  valorem,  and  the  House  increased  that  t()  23  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  and  the  Senate  committee  increased  It  to  40  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    In  the  new  luu»,'uage  there  we  And  grouped 

lot  of  articles  that  are  .similar  in  nature,  so  as  to  provide 
Ihrge  increases  on  some  of  them,  leaving  some  of  them  at  the 
rates  in  the  present  law,  so  that  it  is  difficult  to  determine  the 
let  result  I  am  not  conviiiced  that  there  should  be  thin  enor- 
mous increa!*e  up  to  40  per  cent  on  these  upholstery  nail.s.  They 
aire  of  course  an  article  universally  u.sed  in  the  manufacture  of 
furniture  and  the  repair  of  furniture.  I  can  not  see  where  there 
i^  any  justification  for  that  lncrea.se. 

I  ask  for  a  reconsideratlMi  of  the  vote  by  whic-h  that  ameud- 
ijient  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  lo 
t^e  rp<|ue8t  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  KEAN.    Mr.  Pre.sident,  I  suggei^t  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFJ^CBR.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Tlie  legislative  clerk  call^  the  rcrtl,  and  the  following  Senators 
^nswereil  to  their  names: 


I  arklej 
liorata 
1  ratton 
9roek 

rt)okhart 
ttroussani 
(*pp«r 
( "onnally 
(  opeland 
(  ooxens 
I  Mnwn 
l»ill 

1  letcher 
1  "raxier 
( ieorge 
Olasa 
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Golds  borotii;!) 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrianii 

Hatflrld 

Hebert 

UpfllD 

Howell 

.Tohnson 

Jr>ne8 

KenD 

Kj'udiick 

Keyes 

U  Follette 

McKoUar 

Mo.Nary 
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The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Sixty-one  Senators  having  an- 
1  wered  to  their  names,  a  qiiomm  is  present.  The  question  is  on 
I  he  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Babklrt]  to 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  of  the  cr»mmittee. 
^n  iwge  7tJ.  line  13,  was  agreed  to. 

The  motion  to  reconsider  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  recurs  on  agree- 
ng  to  the  amendment  of  the  committee  on  page  76,  line  13,  which 
i^ill  be  statefl. 

The  LaoiSLATivK  Cujik.     On  page  76,  iiaragraph  331,  in  line 
3,  the  CMnmittee  proposes  to  strike  out  the  following: 
Upholsterers'    nails,   chair   glides,    and   thumb   tacks  of  two   or   more 
pieces  of  Iron  or  steel,  finished  or  unfinished,  3  cents  per  pound. 

And  to  insert : 

Upholstery  nails,  chair  glides,  thumb  tacks,  .and  drawing  pins  with 
leads  a.^spmbied  to  shanks.  whKher  finished  or  unfinished,  made  wboll/ 
(r  In  part  of  iron  or  steel  or  other  base  metal,  40  i>er  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  simply  wish  to  i*tnte  that 
t  he  amendment  involves  an  increase  above  the  Hou.-e  rate  of  28 
ler  cent  to  the  rate  proposed  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
<  f  40  per  cent,  and  It  ought  not  to  l>e  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  Itersldent,  will  the  Senator  explain  the 
«mendment  so  that  we  may  know  what  it  is  abttut? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  involves  cut  nails  and  cut  spikes,  up- 
lolstery  nails,  chair  glides,  thumb  tacks,  and  so  forth,  which 
«re  all  mentioned  in  an  amendment,  some  of  which  bear  a 
specific  rate,  some  of  V7hich  are  increased  by  the  Hotise,  and 
SMiie  of  which  are  left  by  the  House  as  the  present  law  pro- 
vides; but  taken  as  a  whole  and  on  the  average  the  House  pro- 
1  islon  Is  equal  to  23  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  and  the  Senate 
committee  ha-s  raised  it  to  40  per  cent.  We  want  to  defeat  the 
Amendment  raising  the  rate  to  40  per  cent  ad  valorem 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
tp  the  amendment  on  page  76,  line  13. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  passed 
qver  will  be  stated. 

The  LiaisLATiVB  Clkbk.  The  next  amendment  pa.ssed  over  is 
CQ  page  83.  line  10.  where  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out 
"40  per  cent"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "30  per  cent"  so  as 
tp  read : 

All  the  foreKoIng,  and  parts  thereof.  flnlsb«Hl  or  nnflnished,  wholly 
or  in  chief  value  of  metal,  and  not  specUUy  provided  for.  30  per  cent 
au  valorem. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  amendment  was  pa.ssed  over  with  the 
p  iragraphs  relating  to  clocks  and  watches. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  it  was  passed  over  to  be  considered  at 
the  same  time  other  amendments  relating  to  clocks  and  watches 
are  considered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over  and  the  clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment  passed  over. 

The  LijQiBLATivE  CuEBK.  On  page  106,  line  13,  the  committee 
proposes  to  strike  out  "  40  per  cent "  and  insert  In  lieu  thereof 
"  35  per  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

All  other  texUle  machinery,  flnisbed  ar  unfinislied,  not  specially  pro- 
vided for,  35  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  Moses]  and  the  Senator  frr»ni  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bino- 
ham]  asked  that  tbe  amendment  should  be  passed  over.  I 
ask  now  that  the  amendment  be  agreed  to  with  the  distinct  un- 
derstanding that  if  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  or  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  on  to-morrow  desire  to  bring  it  up 
again  and  have  the  action  reconsidered,  they  shall  have  that 
iwivilege. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  on  page  106,  line  13. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  call  attention  to 
paragraph  864,  relating  to  bells.  I  was  out  of  the  Chamber 
when  that  paragraph  was  reached  and  apparently  the  amend- 
ment was  agreed  to.  It  relates  to  bells,  except  church  bells  and 
carillons,  and  fixes  a  duty  of  70  per  cent  ad  valorem.  I  think 
that  is  an  exorbitant  duty.  I  do  not  feel  that  the  amendment 
should  have  been  agreed  to.  The  present  duty  is  40  per  cent 
and  It  is  raised  on  bells  of  all  kinds,  except  church  bells  and 
carillons,  to  70  per  cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  can  reserve  the  right  to  have  a 
vote  on  it  In  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FLETC'HER.  I  shall  do  that.  I  will  not  ask  reconsid- 
eration of  It  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  will  state  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida  that  the  other  day  when  that  Item  came  up  the  Sen- 
ator from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  and  I  were  conferring  about  some 
other  matter,  and  it  went  through  without  any  discussion.  I 
think  a  request  to  reconsider  it  when  we  get  into  the  Senate 
will  not  be  oblected  to. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  shall  reserve  that  right  and  expect  to 
raise  the  question  at  that  time,  because  I  think  the  duty  Is  too 
high. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment  passed  over. 

The  LE0ISI.ATIV1!:  Clerk.  On  page  108,  line  3,  panigraph  376, 
the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  the  following: 

Par.  376.  Antimony,  as  regulus  or  metal,  2  cents  per  pound ;  needle 
or  liquated  antimony,  one-fourth  of  1  cent  per  pound. 

And  to  insert: 

Pab.  376.  (a)  Antimony,  as  regulas  or  metal,  of  whatever  grade,  shall 
be  subject  to  duty  as  follows : 

Four  cents  per  pound.  If  the  price  is  not  over  7  cents  per  pound; 

Three  and  one-half  cents  per  pound,  if  the  price  is  over  7  cents  and 
not  over  8  cents  per  pound ; 

Three  cents  per  pound,  if  tbe  price  is  over  8  cents  and  not  over  0 
cents  per  pound ; 

Two  and  one-half  cents  per  pioand,  If  tbe  price  Is  over  9  cents  and 
noi  over  10  cents  per  pound ; 

Two  cents  per  pound,  U  tbe  price  is  over  10  cents  and  not  over  11 
cents  per  pound; 

One  and  one-balf  cents  per  ponnd,  if  the  price  la  over  11  cents  and 
not  over  12  cents  per  pound ; 

One  cent  per  poand,  if  tbe  price  la  over  12  cents  and  not  over  13 
cents  per  poun4; 

One-balf  cent  per  pound.  If  tbe  price  la  over  13  centa  and  not  over 
14  cents  per  pound ; 

If  tbe  price  la  over  14  cents  per  poand  sncb  antimony  sball  be  exempt 
from  duty. 

(b)  For  tbe  purposes  of  sobparagrapb  (a)  "price"  means  tbe  whole- 
sale price  (averaged  tor  a  period  of  one  week)  of  ordinary  brands 
(whether  domestic  or  imported)  In  the  New  York  market  as  shown  by 
tbe  last  quotation  (given  in  a  recognized  weekly  trade  journal  to  be 
designated  from  tims  to  time  by  tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Treasury)  prior  to 
the  date  of  arrival  of  tbe  imported  antimony  in  tbe  United  States. 

(c)  Needle  or  liquated  antimony,  one-fourtb  of  1  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  on  the  clerk's  desk 
an  amendment  which  I  have  oflFered. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  la  it  an  amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  It  la  to  strike  out  the  committee  amend- 
ment and  Insert 


Mr.  COUZENS.    Let  the  Senator's  amendment  be  reported. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  report  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  the  amendment  of  the 
committee. 

The  Chibt  (Tlerk.  The  Senator  from  Texas  offers  tlie  follow- 
ing amendment: 

On  page  108,  in  the  matter  proposed  to  be  Inserted  by  the 
committee  amendment,  strike  out  lines  6  to  25,  inclusive,  and 
insert: 

Par.  376.  (a)  Antimony,  as  regiilus  or  metal,  of  whatever  grade,  and 
tbe  antimony  content  of  all  alloys  containing  lead  and  more  than  1  per 
cent  of  antimony  (wbetber  or  not  dutiable  under  par.  S9S),  shall  bs 
sobject  to  duty  aa  follows : 

Four  cents  per  pound  If  the  price  is  not  over  10^  cents  per  poand. 

An  amount  equal  to  tbe  dlflPerence  between  the  price  and  14 1>^  cents 
If  tbe  price  is  over  lOH  cents  and  leas  than  14  Vi  centa  per  pound. 

If  tbe  price  Is  14)^  cenis  per  pound  or  over,  sa<^  antimony  sball  be 
exempt  from  doty. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  upon  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  this  is  au  amendment 
offered  to  change  the  appllcatl(m  of  the  sliding  scale  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Committee  on  Finance  to  paragraph  376.  If 
agreed  to,  It  would  not  change  the  basic  rate  of  duty  as  pro- 
vided by  the  committee,  but  would  change  the  pc^ts  at  which 
the  sliding  scale  would  operate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  I  imderstooa  from  the  reading  of  the  Sena- 
tor's amendment  at  the  desk,  it  proposes  an  Increase  over  the 
rates  provided  by  the  committee.  I  have  not  seen  a  copy  of  the 
amendment,  however. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  maxi- 
mum rate  as  carried  In  the  amendment  Is  the  same  as  that 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Finance,  l>eing  4  cents. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  but  the  lower  rates  are  proposed  to  be 
greatly  increased  by  the  Senator's  amendment. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  effect  of  the  amendment,  of  course,  If 
agreed  to,  will  be  to  Increase  the  effective  rates  as  reported  by 
the  committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  Is  as  I  understood  from  the  reading  of 
tlie  amendment 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    That  U  correct 

Mr.  President,  the  Industry  of  producing  antimony  Is  not  one 
which  is  going  out  of  bu.slness  unless  the  amendment  which  I 
have  offered  shall  be  adopted,  for  it  is  already  out  of  business. 
The  United  States  produces  no  antimony.  It  does  produce 
antimonial  lead.  Prior  to  the  World  War  we  did  have  an 
antimony  smelting  business  in  the  United  States.  I  under- 
stand there  were  about  five  such  plants,  some  of  wldch  were  in 
New  Jersey,  but  I  do  not  know  the  locations  of  the  others. 
However,  on  account  of  the  low  price  prevailing  before  and 
during  the  World  War  my  Information  Is  that  those  smelting 
plants  went  out  of  business. 

The  act  of  1913  carried  an  ad  valorem  rate  of  10  per  cent 
In  1922  a  flat  2-cent  specific  duty  was  provided  on  antimony,  aa 
regulus  or  metal.  The  purpose  of  that  duty,  of  covrse,  was  to 
stimulate  smelting  in  the  United  States,  for  the  ore  is  on  the  free 
list  If  that  were  the  purpose  of  the  act  of  1922,  It  has  miserably 
failed,  because  It  has  not  created  a  smelting  btislness  in  the 
United  States  but  has  simply  compelled  the  cotisumers  of  anti- 
mony to  pay  2  cents  per  pound  more  fw  their  metal.  It  seems 
to  me  that  if  the  puriiose  is  to  stimulate  local  production  the  duty 
ought  to  be  fixed  at  a  rate  which  will  accompUsh  that  purpose, 
or  It  ought  to  be  entirely  removed  if  we  are  to  follow  the  pro-i 
tectlve  theory.  Of  course.  It  la  a  revenue  producer,  but  that  i8< 
not  the  principle  that  is  running  through  the  pending  bill. 

China  produces  the  overwhelming  mass  of  antimony  which  is, 
produced  in  the  world.    Of  course,  China's  costs  of  production 
are  cheap.    I  can  not  argue  that    China  stands  out  among  the 
other  nations  of  the  world  as  l>elng  a  country  of  cheap  produc- 
tion. 

During  the  period  from  1928  to  1928  the  price  of  antimony 
averaged  12%  cents  per  pound  duty  paid  In  the  United  States. 
The  sliding  scale  provided  by  the  Finance  Committee  would  al- 
low a  duty  of  wily  1  cent  on  an  average  price  of  i2%  centa  duty 
paid  at  New  York.  If  Senators  will  read  subsection  (b)  of 
paragraph  376  they  will  see  that  it  fixes  the  price  at  New  York 
duty  paid.  If  subparagraph  (b)  pmvided  for  the  foreign  valua- 
tion, the  rates  carried  in  the  bill  would  be  suflSclent  but  in  order 
to  arrive  at  the  valuation  under  subparagraph  (b),  the  rate  of 
duty  must  be  subtracted  from  the  price  as  fixed  by  that  sub- 
paragraph. 

My  Interest  in  this  measure  primarily  Is  because  of  the  fact 
that  antimony  is  now  ptxMluced  in  Mexico,  and  It  is  proposed,  in 
the  event  a  aatiafactory  duty  ahall  be  aecuied,  to  efltabliah  a 
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uMltinfr  plant  tlong  the  Mexican  border,  presnmably  in  my 
State.  It  is  immaterial  whether  it  Hhall  be  located  In  Texas, 
Arlsooa,  or  New  Mexico,  but,  since  there  is  no  domestic  pro- 
duction, few  hare  been  directly  interested  in  presenting  the 
matter  to  the  Senate.  I  belicTe  it  is  one  whicii  is  worthy  of  the 
con.sl<|pratlon  If  our  purpose  is  to  proride  a  domestic  sdHelting 
indoMtry. 

I  hold  In  my  ttand  a  publication,  beinic  Bulletin  No.  624,  De- 
partment of  Commerce,  Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Com- 
merce, dealinjc  with  the  subject  ot  the  marketing  of  antimony. 
ThlM  pamphlet  fiets  forth  the  price  history  and  uses  of  tiiis 
metal  as  well  as  the  fact  timt  China  dominate!<  the  world  mar- 
ket. There  has  been  a  muvemeut  in  China  to  control  this  mar- 
Icet  tlirough  the  organisation  of  cartels.  Aa  a  result  there  imve 
been  violent  price  tluct nations.  In  1926  the  average  price  was 
IS.l)  c^nts.  and  over  the  period  1923  to  1928  the  price  ranged  as 
high  as  2S  centM  per  pound. 

L'nd*>r  the  amendment  which  I  have  offered  there  would  be  no 
duty  whatever  on  antimony  metal  when  the  delivered  price  duty 
paid  in  New  York  was  14  >^  cents.  That  duty  would  rise  as  the 
prii-e  declined  until  it  reached  10%  cents,  at  widch  point  there 
would  be  a  flat  duty  of  4  cvnta  a  pound. 

It  has  been  estimated  by  those  Interested  in  this  matter  that 
the  differential  between  the  cost  of  production  in  tl»e  United 
States  and  China  is  4  cents.  It  has  been  suggested  that  in  the 
United  States  antimony  can  be  smeltetl  at  9.7  cents  per  pt^und, 
whereas  in  China  it  can  be  profitably  smelted  at  6.7  cents  per 
pound.  So  In  order  to  avoid  the  violent  fluctuations  ot  pcice  and 
yet  flx  a  differential  at  which  the  American  indn.stry  can  com 
Tpetv  with  China,  it  has  been  propoHt>d  tu  submit  this  sliding 
scale  in  s'ui>stitntlon  for  the  sliding  scale  of  the  committee. 

The  committee  seemi*  to  have  realize<l  the  evil  of  wide  fluc- 
tuations, because  It  has  adopted  in  tins  particular  paragraph 
the  theory  of  a  slidiog  scale.  Those  who  are  interested  in  this 
matter  arc  somewhat  indifferent  as  to  whether  a  sliding  scale 
is  adopted  or  a  flat  4-cent  specific  duty  is  provided ;  but  since 
the  committee  has  adopted  the  Rlldlng-scale  theory,  I  (^er  this 
amendment  as  carrying  out  their  Idea. 

At  12H  cents  per  pound  the  average  for  the  past  six  years, 
the  duty  will  be  only  2  centa  per  jwund.  The  present  duty  is 
2  cents  per  pound.  So  it  Is  Rubmitti-d  that  in  its  entirety  this 
rate  will  be  only  slightly  more  burdensome  than  the  present 
duty,  whereas  its  adoption  will  afford  an  opportunity  for  the 
developmfut  In  the  United  States  of  the  smelting  business 
through  the  use  of  ores  from  Mexico  aiHl  pn>bably  from  South 
American  countries,    I  submit  the  amendment 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  quesUon  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amenilment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  tlie  amend- 
ment reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  Preaident,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senatt.r 
from  Texas  what  was  done  about  antimony  oxide  in  paragraph 
8?  The  appeal  which  I  get  wltli  reference  to  this  matter  Is 
tliat  if  there  is  an  increase  of  duty  on  the  metal  there  should  be 
an  Increased  duty  on  the  oxide. 

Mr.  CONNAIXY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  oxide 
has  been  placed  on  the  same  basis  as  tiie  metal.  An  amend- 
ment was  offered  providing  that  oxide  should  carry  the  same 
rate  a;*  th«  antimony  refolus  or  metal. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  am  much  impressed  by 
wliat  the  Senator  from  Texas  has  said.  If  there  Is  a  prospect  of 
developing  in  his  State  an  antimony  smelting  industry  of  course 
we  want  to  aMist;  but  I  have  communications  from  various 
Conct>mM  in  m>'  State  wlilch  make  batteries  and  which  are  very 
much  agitated  about  tlie  idea  of  an  increase  In  the  duty.  They 
now  are  importing  this  commodity.  One  firm  says  it  bnmght 
in  250  tons  from  China  last  year  and  that  if  the  rate  of  duty 
on  this  mineral  shall  be  Increased  it  will  materially  increase 
tlie  cost  of  batteries. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Texas  ought  to  make  answer  to 
that  susgestion.  if  there  is  an  answer.  If  this  amendment 
means  ttiat  the  cost  of  antimony  is  going  to  be  materially  in- 
creased by  the  tariit  what  effect  is  it  going  to  have  upoii  the 
noaking  of  batteries  which  are  now  use<l  in  every  home  an<I  by 
practically  every  individual  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsvlvania  ? 
Mr.  Cl>PELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REEI>.     I  thought  the  Senator  had  finished. 
Mr.  COPELAND.     I  was  hoping  that  the  Senator  from  Texas 
would  first  answer  mj  question. 

Mr.  REED.     Will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 
Mr.  COPELAND.     Yea: 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  stated  that  the  imports  of  anti- 
mony from  China  were  something  like  250  or  3U0  tons.  As  a 
matter  of  fact 


NO\^MBBR    11 


Mr.  CONNALLT.    Who  made  that  statement? 
Mr.   REED.     I  understoo«l  the  Senator   from   New   York  to 
lave  made  it 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  said  tliat  my  correspondent  made  the 
iitatement  that  his  firm  had  imported  that  quantity. 

Mr.  RF:eD.     As  a  matter  of  fact  the  Imports  of  antimony 
tom  China  last  year  was  7,278  tons. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     One  firm,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator,  the 
»«'as.sau  Smelting  &  Refining  Works,  states  in  its  letter  that  it 
]  lurchjised  250  tons  during  1928. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  that  the  amend- 
ment recommended  by  the  committee  can  be  complained  of  on  the 
score  that  it  raises  the  duty.  It  wa.s  not  the  inteution  of  the 
rommittee  to  do  that,  but  we  found  a  jjeciiliar  proUem  with 
lespect  to  antimony  that  I  think  may  justify  a  word  of 
4  xplanation. 

Most  of  the  antimouy  of  the  world  comes  from  China  and,  of 

course,  is  produced  there  at  a  very  low  cast ;  but  the  trouble  is  not 

!  o  much  the  low  cost  of  production  as  the  way  in  which  the  price 

B  juggled  by  tlie  Chinese.    Every  time  there  is  a  disturbance  in 

<  yhiua,  ot  course  that  interferes  with  the  regularity  of  the  flow 

I  if  the  metal  to  the  rest  of  the  world.     Every  time  the  demand 

:  or  antimony  rises  a  little  bit  in  other  countries,  that  is  taken 

( .dvantage  of  by  the  C'hinese  who  control  the  output  of  antimony, 

imd  they  put  up  their  prices  .scandalously.     The  price  of  anti- 

;  nony  in  the  last  15  years  in  the  United  States  has  fluctuated  all 

he  way  from  4%  cents  up  to  45  cents  a  pound.    There  is  no  cor- 

espfinding  fluctuation  that  I  know  of  in  the  whole  list  of  metals 

vhich  we  are  compelled  to  use.     It  is  necessary  to  have  anti- 

noni'  for  use  in  tjrpe  metal,  in  storage  batteries,  and  in  tlie 

liioy  that  goes  into  the  bullets  tliat  are  put  in  shrapnel,  for 

I  example.    It  also  has  quite  a  number  of  other  uses. 

We  do  not  pnxluce  any  pure  antimony  in  the  United  States. 
rVe  recover  .some  In  the  form  of  antimonial  lead  and  some  from 
crap,  but  our  total  productifm  only  runs  about  half  the  amount 
ve  need  each  year.  What  the  committee  wants  to  do.  If  it  can, 
s  to  protect  the  peoi^e  of  the  United  States  against  these  ex- 
BBsive  fluctuations.  If  antimony  is  selling  down  at  4^^  centa 
»er  pound,  as  it  did  here  a  few  years  ago,  obviously  nobody  in 
he  United  States  can  produce  it,  either  in  the  form  of  anti- 
monial lead  or  otherwise,  at  anything  like  that  cost  and  a  large 
Inty  i.s  deserved.  That  is  why  we  put  the  high  duty  of  4  cents 
I  pound  on  antimony  selling  at  less  than  7  cents  in  New  York ; 
mt  when  the  price  rises  to  anything  like  44  cents,  as  it  has 
^one 

Mr.  CONNALLY      Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
uylvania  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  REED.     Yes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Dot>s  tlie  Senator  realize  that  the  New 
^'ork  iM-lce  of  7  cents  includes  the  duty? 

Mr.  REED.     Of  course. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    And  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  real 

E'  ric-e  at  foreign  value  is  much  less? 
Mr.  REED.     Actually,  In  1921,  the  New  York  price,  including 
uty,  was  4.13  cents.     That  is  f.  o.  b.  New  York.     Chinese  anti- 
lony  in  June,  1922,  was  quoted  at  4.13  cents;  and,  when  it  Is  so 
i|uoted,  the  Chinaman  is  only  getting  something  less  than  2 
i'Uts  for  his  metal.     It  is  utterly  impossible  for  us  to  compete 
lere.  and  a  high  duty  is  deserved.     When  the  price  gets  up  to 
5  cents,  however,  the  Chinese  antimony  is  selling  at  four  times 
vhat  It  costs  to  prrxluce  American  antimony.    There  is  no  war- 
rant whatsoever  for  any  duty  under  those  circiunstances. 

Under  the  law  of  1922  the  duty  was  a  flat  2  cents.  It  was  not 
enough  wlien  the  price  was  low.  It  was  entirely  unneces.sary 
vhen  the  price  was  high.  If  Chinese  antimony  gets  up  above  15 
(euts,  nobody  In  the  United  States  needs  any  protection;  but 
'vhen  Chinese  antimony  gets  down  to  4  cents,  the  protection  is 
'"ery  much  needed. 

Let  me  give  some  of  the  t.vpical  changes  in  price.  It  was 
(  urlng  the  war  time  that  the  price  got  up  to  45  cents,  and  of 
(ourse  the  low  point  came  in  1922,  as  I  have  said;  but  theu, 
lifter  things  were  stabilized,  look  at  these  contrast.s,  for  ex- 
I  impie : 

In  July,  1924.  Chinese  antimony  was  selling  in  New  York  at 
(.47  cents  a  pound.  By  the  following  February,  a  little  over  six 
1  lonths  later,  it  had  jumped  to  19%  cents.  In  otiior  words, 
I  rom  less  than  SMs  cents  It  had  gone  to  almost  20  cents.  You 
<an  not  conduct  business  iu  reliance  on  any  such  market  as 
that 

Mr.  SW ANSON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  explain  the 
(  ifference  between  his  contention  and  that  of  the  Senator  from 
'  'exas,  »♦»  that  we  can  understand  the  specific  differences  in  the 
t  wo  projK)*iitions? 

Mr.  REED.    That  is  just  wliat  I  am  coming  to. 
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The  committee  takes  10  cents  as  a  reasMiable  price,  and  con- 
tinues the  present  duty  at  2  cents  when  the  price  is  at  10  c^its. 
That  is  about  the  price  at  the  present  moment,  I  am  told.  It 
was  the  price  on  the  first  of  this  year.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
fluctuation  may  have  been  In  the  last  few  weeks ;  but  it  is  about 
the  present-day  price,  and  we  continue  the  present  duty  on  it. 
The  Senator  from  Texas  would  double  the  present  duty  at  the 
present  price,  and  put  on  a  4-cent  duty.  His  sliding  scale  is 
based  on  the  assumption  that  14 V^  cents  a  pound  is  the  normal 
price,  and  his  sliding  scale  would  have  the  effect  of  pegging  the 
price  at  14  %  cents. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  REKD.  Just  a  minute.  The  reason  why  I  say  that  Is 
that  he  puts  on  a  duty  of  4  cents  when  the  price  Is  anything  les-s 
tlian  10V4  cents ;  and  after  the  price  gets  over  lOVj  cents,  then, 
according  to  his  amendment,  the  duty  Is  equal  to  the  difference 
between  lOy^  and  14>^  cents.    Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  that 
he  is  in  error.  I  thought  that  would  be  the  effect  of  it  when  I 
first  examined  the  matter;  but  now,  when  the  price  in  New 
York  is  10^^  cents,  tliat  means  that  the  antimony  is  coming  in 
at  ftVi  cents.  Four  cents  of  tlmt  is  duty.  When  antimouy  is 
selling  at  12»^  cents  in  New  York.  It  would  then  bear  the  differ- 
ence between  12^4  and  14 Va.  which  would  be  2  cents  duty. 

Mr.  REED.  Of  course;  and  the  prices  In  the  committees 
amendment  include  duty,  too. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  understand. 

Mr.  REED.     At  10  cents,  we  put  on  a  duty  of  2  cents. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  But  the  Senator  is  in  error  In  saying  that 
it  pegs  the  price  at  15  centa 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  an  expression  of  opinion,  and  I  think 
that  will  be  the  effect 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  thought  so,  too,  at  first,  when  I  glanced 
at  it.  When  antimony  is  selling  in  New  York  at  10V4  cents.  It 
bears  4  cents  duty.  That  means  that  the  foreign  antimony  is 
selling  at  6%  cents,  and  comes  Into  the  market  and  pays  the 
4-cent  duty,  which  makes  It  10^  ;  and  that  does  not  peg  it  at 
16  cents.  It  does  not  peg  it  at  any  price.  The  rate  that  the 
committee  has  fixed,  at  the  price  of  12%  cents,  is  a  tariff  of 
only  1  cent  a  pound. 

Mr.  REED.     That  is  right 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  And  the  average  price  of  antimony  for  the 
past  six  years  has  been  anmnd  121^  cents.  It  has  been  bearing 
a  duty  of  2  cents  on  that  sort  of  a  basis ;  and  the  committee's 
proposal  will  be  actually  a  reduction  in  the  effective  rate  as 
carried  In  existing  law. 

Mr.  REED.  Is  not  this,  in  sut)8tance,  the  effect — that  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  will  double  the 
duty  proposed  by  the  committee? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  No,  sir.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  If 
he  will  figure  it  out,  which  I  have  done  at  some  length,  he  will 
find  that  the  average  of  rates  provided  In  my  amendment  will 
fix  the  duty  at  2^4  cents,  as  against  2  cents  flat  now  provided 
by  law. 

Mr.  REED.  And  as  against  1  cent  flat  provided  by  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Yes. 

Mr.  REED.     Is  that  right? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    That  is  right    No,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  REED.  Wait  a  minute.  Then  the  Scmator  would  put  on 
a  duty  of  2%  cents  at  what  he  says  Is  the  average  price  for  anti- 
mony, whereas  the  committee  amendment  would  put  on  a  duty 
of  1  cent 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  Is  right;  and  the  reason  why  I  say 
it  will  reduce  the  price  is  because  during  the  past  six  years,  with 
an  average  price  of  12^^  cents.  It  has  borne  a  2-cent  flat  duty ; 
and  If  the  committee  now  fixes  tliat  average  at  1  cent,  it  Is  per- 
fectly aK»r''nt  that  the  action  of  the  committee  Is  a  reduction 
of  the  protection  carried  In  existing  law. 

Mr.  REED.  The  committee  is  advised  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission that  the  effect  of  these  rates  as  applied  to  monthly  and 
total  imports  In  1928  Is  to  raise  the  average  rate  from  2  cents 
to  2^  cents.  That  Is  what  the  Tariff  Commission  says  will  be 
the  effect  of  our  amendment  If  that  is  true  of  our  amendment, 
the  effect  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas 
will  be  to  double  that,  or  to  make  it  alx)ut  4  cents. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Mr.  Preeident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  REED.     I  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senate  from  Texas  Is 
recognized. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  inquire  of  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  if  he  thinlcs  it  is  quite  fair  arbitrarily 
to  take  1928  prices  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  by  his  own  state- 
ment prices  Iiave  varied  and  fluc^tuations  have  varied  over  a 
great  range  during  the  past  six  to  seven  years? 


Mr.  REED.  Oh,  that  is  true.  I  said  a  while  ago  that  tliere 
is  no  metal  in  the  whole  list  ot  which  the  iwices  fluctuate  so 
wildly  as  diey  do  with  antimony ;  and  that  is  why  we  thoui^t  a 
sliding  scale  was  indicated.  It  is  necessary.  I  see  that  the 
Senator's  amendment  provides  for  one,  too.  The  only  question 
between  us  is.  What  is  a  reasonable  duty  to  put  on?  I  .say  that 
when  the  price  of  antimony  gets  up  around  12%  and  13  cents, 
the  necessity  for  protection  disappears. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  My  amendment  provides  that  it  goes  off  at 
14%  cents. 

Mr.  REED.  It  provides  that  IJ  goes  off  at  14%  cents.  Just 
as  ours  inrovides  that  it  goes  off  at  14  cents;  but  I  think  the 
Senator  provides  too  much  duty  around  the  medium  range,  the 
middle  ground. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    Just  a  word,  and  I  am  through. 

I  want  to  suggest,  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, that  it  seems  to  me  that  it  Is  unfair  to  take  the  prices 
for  1928  alone  and  use  those  prices  as  a  basis  for  flxing  the 
rates.  Why  would  It  not  be  much  fairer  to  take  all  of  the  years 
since  1922,  when  the  preswit  rate  became  effective,  and  average 
those  years? 

The  Senator  himself  has  already  suggested  that  because  of 
the  manipulation  in  China,  because  of  artiflcial  influences,  these 
fluctuations  take  place.  May  it  not  be  possible  that  on  acc<mnt 
of  those  Influences  the  prices  in  1928  were  artificially  affected? 
Would  It  not  be  fairer  to  take  the  prices  from  1923  to  1928, 
which  have  averaged  about  12%  cents?  On  the  basis  of  that 
average  tlie  duties  provided  In  my  amendment  average  2% 
cents,  as  against  2  cents  provided  by  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  REED.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  is  fair?  If  yon 
take  the  last  five  years,  It  is  true  that  the  prices  average  around 
12%  cents;  but  if  you  take  the  previous  five  years  there  was 
not  one  instant  of  the  whole  five  years  wlien  the  price  got  up 
as  hij*  as  10  cents.    The  average  would  be  about  7  cents. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  One  of  the  reasons  for  that  was  because  of 
the  change  of  duty  in  1922.  Prior  to  1922  there  was  a  duty  of 
only  10  per  cent  ad  valorem.  I  take  the  years  1923  to  1928 
because  they  are  illustrative  of  the  present  act  and  its  operation. 

Why  did  they  put  on  2  cents  in  1923?  Why,  they  put  on 
an  additional  tariff  in  1923  because  they  professed  to  want  to 
stimulate  a  smelting  industry  in  the  United  States.  Otherwise, 
there  is  no  excuse  for  charging  the  c(msumer  2  cents  a  pound 
additional.  Has  it  done  it?  There  has  not  been  started  a  single 
smelting  plant  undw  the  2-cent  rate.  Now  the  committee  pro- 
poses, by  the  adoption  of  this  sliding  scale,  to  reduce  the  effec- 
tive rate  as  carried  in  existing  law.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned^ 
I  prefer  the  flat  2-cent  rate,  speaking  from  the  standpoint  of 
those  wtH)  are  interested  in  antimony,  rather  than  a  sliding 
scale  that  slides  the  wrong  way. 

Mr.  President,  In  answer  to  the  S«iattw  from  New  York  [Mr. 
C<»ii-AND],  of  course  if  the  producers  of  antimony  get  more 
money  for  their  antimony  the  consumer  is  g(^ng  to  pay  some 
slight  increase.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  try  to  make  people 
believe  that  you  can  give  the  producer  more  and  charge  the 
consumer  less.  We  all  know  that  that  Is  buncombe.  Of  course, 
it  will  cost  slightly  more;  Imt  I  believe  that  the  increased  ad- 
vantage to  the  consumer  from  a  stabilization  of  the  price  which 
he  will  receive,  by  Insuring  protection  against  violent  fluctua- 
tions, the  protection  which  he  will  secure  by  providing  here  at 
home  an  industry  which  can  compete  with  the  Chinese  industry 
and  thereby  prevent  the  artiflcial  manipulations  of  the  market 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  by  Chinese  cartels, 
will  more  than  offset  whatever  incidental  additional  expense  it 
will  cause  at  times,  now  and  tlten. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  this  further  suggestion :  I  bold  in  my 
Iiand  the  volume  of  metal  statistics  as  to  the  Tlolent  floctoatioDa 
in  the  Ibices  ot  antimony. 

In  1911  it  sold  at  9.12  cents. 

In  1915  it  went  as  high  as  40  cents  a  pound. 

In  1916  It  sold  as  high  as  45  cents  a  pound. 
In  1917  It  sold  as  high  as  36  cents  a  pound. 
Those  were  not  averages  for  those  years.  Those  were  tb« 
high  points.  In  1917,  for  Instance,  It  varied  from  36  cents  to 
20  cents,  showing  an  artiflcial  stimulation.  But  since  1923,  the 
date  upon  wlii<±  the  present  tariff  law  went  into  effect  the 
average  price  in  New  Yorlt  duty  paid,  has  been  about  12%  cents. 
The  effect  of  my  amendment  is  to  undertake  to  stal>(llse  the 
price  aniund  11.7  cents,  which  would  be  approximately  12  cent& 
On  that  basis  the  tariff  will  be  about  2  cents  a  pound  on  the 
average  instead  of  2  c«its  flat  as  provided  by  existing  law. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Co»- 
naii<y]  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee  found  on 
page  106,  paragraph  376. 
The  B"%yTi/iinon*  to  the  amendment  was  lajected. 
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Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  Prosldeiit,  I  do  not  care  to  take  the 
Sf  uate's  time  on  tbl^i  item,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  dtnation 
ouKht  to  b«  Hubmitted  to  the  Senate  for  its  consideration  and 
that  tlie  Senate  sboold  be  ^ven  a  little  information  in  addition 
to  wliat  has  already  been  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
Taula. 

Tlie  present  daty  on  this  article  \s  2  cents  straiKht  per  pound. 
We  produce  none  of  it  in  the  United  States,  although  we  recover 
a  iKJrtion  of  antimony  from  antimony  lead.  But  eyen  with  that 
we  ai-e  unable  t«»  produw  more  than  one-twelfth  uf  our  demand, 
so  that  we  have  to  brin^  in  tlie  rest  of  it  from  foreleg  coniitries. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President;  if  the  Senator  will  permit  au 
interrut>tioi),  we  produce  about  half  of  wtiat  we  need. 

Mr.  CONNALXiT.     Abimt  40  per  cent. 

Mr.  8M(H/r.     Between  40  aiad  50  per  cent 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Tariff  Comminslon  says  we  produce 
at>out  40  per  cent  of  antimony  lead. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Doe»  the  Seuator  from  Kentucky  aslc  that  the 
autndment   go  oy^fi 

Mr  iiARKLEY.  No;  I  am  not  asking  tliat  it  go  over.  But 
inasmuch  as  we  are  unable  to  t^oduce  antimony  from  the  anti- 
mony ore,  and  can  only  recover  it  from  lead  ores  or  antimonial 
lead,  and  inasmuiii  as  we  are  not  smelting  any  of  this  autimony 
now  in  the  United  States,  and  have  not  for  a  number  of  years, 
and  inasmuch  as  this  increase  Ls  anked  becaus^e  of  tiie  desire  of 
Bomel)0(iy  to  begin  smelting  in  the  future,  not  from  American 
ores  but.  as  I  understand  it,  from  Mexican  ores  which  they 
desire  to  import  into  the  United  States,  the  question  arises 
whether  we  are  going  to  fix  a  tariff  so  us  to  allow  some  Ameri- 
can smelter  to  import  tliis  ore  from  Mexico  rather  than  from 
China.  The  ore  is  being  Imported,  as  I  understand  it,  from 
Mexico  and  is  being  smelted  in  the  United  States.  Am  I  correct 
about  that? 

Mr.  RKED.     I  beiieve  that  is  so. 

Mr.  BARKL£Y.  Under  this  sliding-scale  arrangement,  you 
are  penalising  the  American  people  in  proportion  to  the  drop  in 
the  price  of  the  impMted  article.  Inasmuch  as  there  are  at 
present  no  American  ores  that  compete  with  the  antimony  that 
conies  from  China,  which  is  almost  95  per  c-ent  pure,  the  ques- 
tion that  confronts  me  is  whether  we  are  Justified  in  fixing  a 
4-ctMit  rate  on  Uils  metal  based  upon  a  low  price  which  the 
American  people  may  enjoy  on  account  of  the  fall  In  the  price 
of  the  impi>rted  article  which  dites  not  come  in  comftetition  with 
any  natural  antimony  produced  In  the  United  States;  and.  also, 
whether  we  are  Justified  in  taking  the  weeldy  price  list  as 
quoted  in  some  New  York  trade  Journal  as  a  basis  for  fixing  a 
tariff  rate  on  this  article. 

I  am  not  conviured  myself  tiiat  this  amendment  ought  to  be 
agree<l  to. 

Mr.  8M()UT.    !>*>««  the  Senator  desire  to  have  it  go  over? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  I^resident.  I  think  the  Senator  realizes  that 
our  Intetitlons  were  perfectly  all  right  in  trying  to  take  the  duty 
off  when  the  prhv  got  up  beyond  tiie  needed  protection,  and 
that  the  only  time  we  want  a  duty  is  when  the  price  is  low  and 
the  domeatfc  production  needs  protection.  May  I  suggest  this, 
that  we  let  the  amendment  go  in  now  and  give  tCe  Senator 
time  to  study  it  further,  und  if  he  decides  he  wants  It  rejected, 
lot  him.  when  aiiiendm«n)ts  ct^me  from  the  floor,  or  when  the 
bill  1m  In  the  Senate,  then  itmve  to  change  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  Is  a  part  of  the  amendment  to  which 
I  agree — that  !.<«,  the  pert  where  the  present  duty  on  liquidated 
antimony  is  restored. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  quite  sure  that  other  Senators  would  like 
to  b»^  heard  on  this  matter.  I  think  the  best  thing  to  do  is  to 
agree  to  the  suggestion  offered  by  the  Senator  from  I'ennsyl- 
vmnla.  and  the  Sraator  can  bring  the  matter  up  at  any  time, 
either  while  the  bill  bi  In  Committee  of  the  Whcrie,  or  in  the 
Senate. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  have  no  objection  under  those  ciri-iun 
stances. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

SPBCVLATIVB  TBAIfSACTIONS  IN   OOTTOR 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  in  accordance  with  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Washington.  I  have  made  certain 
rhauges  in  my  resolution,  and  up«^n  the  suggestion  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Ijtmlsiann  [Mr.  RANson.!,].  I  have  ndded  the  wonls 
••  bought  und "  in  the  clause  '■  where  i-ottou  is  8«>l(l.*"  I  havt- 
stricken  out  one  of  the  whereases  on  page  4,  the  se<>4>ad  one 
from  the  top.  and  I  send  the  resolving  part  to  the  desk  and  ask 
to  have  it  read. 

Mr.  JONBa  Mr.  I^retsident.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me.  I 
desirt>  to  say  that  tlie  senior  St>nator  from  IxHilsiana  [Mr. 
.]  aaked  ae  to  request  ttiat  tte  reaolucion  fo  over  if 


it  c4me  up  when  he  was  out.  or  that  he  would  i>refer  to  have  it 
go  Vf>  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Ir.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  have  talked  with  that  Sena- 
tor. I  I  have  made  these  amendments  in  accordance  with  his 
sugrestiou,  and  be  now  has  no  objection  to  the  resolution  as  It 
.stands. 

Ir.  JONES.  If  that  is  under8too<l  with  the  Senator  from 
L<)i«siana  [Mr.  Kansuell],  I  have  no  objection. 

le  I'RESIDING  OFFICER.  What  is  the  request  of  the 
Sen^itor  from  Aluiwma? 

HEFLIN.  I  want  the  re.solviug  part  of  the  resolution 
reiKirted  to  the  Senate,  and  I  want  immediate  action  on  the 
re»o|ution  as  amended. 

JONES.    Let  us  have  it  read. 

Tie  PRESIDING  OFFK  ER.     Does   the  Senator  froni  Ala- 
ban4i  make  request  for  present  consideration? 
Ht:FLlN.     I  do. 

Tke  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  report  the 
ix'solution. 

T|ie  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolution  as  modified. 

.  SAi(X)T.  Mr.  President,  the  resolution  will  have  to  go  to 
the  iCommittee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Kxi>enses 
of  tl  le  Senate  under  the  law.  We  can  not  give  consent  to  it  as 
it  slands. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Would  not  unaniniotis  consent  do  away  with 
the  [lecessity  for  that  reference? 

Mr.  S^IOOT.  No;  it  is  the  law,  and  that  can  not  be  waived 
by  unanimous  consent.  The  law  provides  that  a  resolution  in 
ttiat  form  must  go  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the 
Con  ingent  Expenses  t)f  the  Senate.  I  want  the  Senator  to  know 
that  I  do  not  bring  this  up  because  I  object,  but  it  is  the  law; 
it  w  ill  have  to  go  to  that  committee. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  If  that  is  the  fact,  I  do  not  want  to  weaken 
the  resolution  by  having  it  pa.ssed  In  a  way  that  would  not  l)e 
pro[er  under  the  law. 

Mr.  SAIOOT.  I  am  sure  the  Chair  will  uphold  me  in  my 
Stat  meut  of  the  law. 

Tie  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  present  occupant  of  the 
Chair  is  advised  that  there  have  l)een  instances  where  the  Senate 
haslby  unanimous  consent  waived  that  requirement,  but  the 
Chair  will  hold  that  it  is  necessary  under  the  law  to  send  the 
resolution  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent 
Exp  mses  of  the  Senate.  If  the  resolution  is  reported  from  that 
comnittee,  then  request  could  be  made  for  its  immediate  con- 
side:  'ution. 

M  •.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  resolution  be  im- 
med  ately  referred  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the 
Con  Ingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate. 

Tie  I'RESIDING  OFFICER.     Without  objection,  the  resolu- 


tion 


Is  so  referred. 


Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  a  question 
of  t  le  Senator  from  Alabama.  Is  the  resolution  at  all  like  ttie 
one  which  was  pending  last  year,  Introduced  by  Senator  May- 
fle!<lL  of  Texas?     D«ies  it  cover  cottonseed  oil? 

\n-.  HEFLIN.  I  Imve  already  secured  the  adoption  of  a 
resflution  to  Investigate  cottonseed-oil  mills. 

Idr.  SMOOT.  The  resolution  has  been  referred  to  the  com- 
mttiee. 

JMr.  Hbtus's  resolution  (S.  Res.  152).  as  modified,  was  re- 
ferr^  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent 
Exi  ?nses  of  the  Senate,  as  follows : 

Wkcn-a*  the  (JoTernmeot  report  ihows  that  tbe  average  price  paid 
fur  kmorican  cotton  for  the  hut  lU  yeara  has  t>e«n  at>ove  21  cents  a 
poar d ;  and 

Wliereos  th«  world  cotton  crop  in  1928  waa  23,000,000  t>alea  and  the 
worll  cunsumption  of  cotton  for  the  same  year  up  to  August,  1029.  waa 
25,0)0,000  balea,  showing  that  the  consumption  of  cotton  was  ruDiilng 
far    ihead  uf  cotton  production  ;  and 

Wliereaa  complalut  is  being  made  by  cotton  farmt^rs,  merchants,  and 
l)an)  era  in  the  cotton-ctrowing  States  and  by  people  in  other  sections 
of  t  le  country  interested  in  cotton  that  something  is  wrong  with  the 
cotti  n  market  and  that  the  price  is  t>eing  depressed  and  fixed  by  purely 
spec  ilatire  forces,  and  that  cotton  is  selling  not  only  at  uiiprotitable 
prici  s  but  below  the  coat  of  production,  to  the  great  hurt  and  injury  of 
the    rotton  producers  of  the  United  Stales ;  and 

W  tiereas  the  price  paid  each  day  for  cotton  In  the  towns  and  cities 
and  in  all  th»^  places  where  cotton  is  bought  and  sold  in  the  cotton- 
groii  ing  States  is  the  price  that  is  tlxed  on  the  cotton  exchange  where 
spe'  ilation  in  "cotton  futures"  and  not  where  the  sale  and  deUvery 
of  actual  cotton  Axes  the  price  under  the  law  of  supply  and  demand; 
and 

Wherea.<  tbe  advocates  of  a  speculative  cotton  excliange  where  un- 
llmiled  quantities  of  cotton  futures  can  be  bought  and  sold  have  con- 
tondsi  that  such  an  institution  would  positively  and  accurately  reflect 
the  )rlce  of  actual  eottoo  Justified  by  tbe  law  of  supply  and  demand ; 
aad 
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Whereas  the  advocates  of  soeb  Bpeculatlve  cotton  exchanges  have 
claimed  that  they  are  not  and  can  not  be  manipulated  or  controlled  by 
influences  other  than  those  natural  Influences  produced  by  the  law  of 
supply  and  demand ;  and 

Whereas  Government  ofllciala  of  the  United  States,  the  Federal  Farm 
Board,  whose  duty  It  is  to  know  what  amount  of  American  cotton  Is 
prodaced,  exported,  and  consumed  annually  at  home  and  abroad  and 
the  amount  of  the  carry-over  of  Amerlain  cotton  at  the  end  of  each 
cotton  season,  have  recently  declared  In  a  pubUc  statement,  m  view 
of  the  Increased  consumption  of  and  the  increased  demand  for  Ameri- 
can cotton  and  cotton  goods,  the  decreased  number  of  bales  In  the 
carry-over  of  American  cotton  fbr  the  previous  year,  and  the  produc- 
tion of  a  cotton  crop  this  year  not  large  enough  to  supply  the  world's 
demand  for  American  cotton,  that  the  price  of  cotton  is  too  low  and 
that  the  cotton  farmer  is  entitled  under  the  law  of  supply  and  demand 
to  receive  a  higher  price ;  and 

Whereas  in  recent  weeks  the  cotton  exchanges  where  cotton  prices 
have  been  unstable  and  fluctuation  In  the  price  of  cotton  has  been  the 
order  of  the  day,  the  dally  press  reports  on  cotton  prices  have  told  us 
that  the  break  in  the  price  and  the  losses  sustained  by  the  cotton  pro- 
ducers were  caused  not  by  the  law  of  supply  and  demand  in  tbe  cotton- 
producing  and  cotton-consuming  world  but  by  conditions  that  existed 
on  a  stock  exchange  In  New  York  City ;  and 

Whereas  the  cotton  exchanges  have  publicly  admitted  In  their  re- 
ports, each  day  for  several  days,  that  the  depression  of  cotton  prices 
and  the  Ium  to  cotton  farmers  were  caused  by  what  took  place  on  an- 
other kind  of  exchange,  the  stock  exchange  In  New  York  City ;  and 

Whereas  the  cotton  exchanges  have  in  their  dally  reports  practically 
admitted  their  mablllty  to  resist  the  Influences  of  speculation  on  the 
stock  exchange  and  in  spite  of  it  to  reflect  and  register  prices  for  cotton 
that  are  Justified  by  the  law  of  supply  and  demand ;  and 

Whereas  there  Is  no  way  of  telling  Just  how  long  this  "speculative 
spree"  now  going  on  in  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange  will  conttaue 
to  the  great  financial  Injury  of  the  cotton  producers  <rf  the  United 
States :  and 

Whereas  American  cotton  producers  are  now  in  tbe  midst  of  the 
cotton-selling  season,  and  In  order  that  they  may  market  their  cotton 
to  the  best  advantage  so  as  to  receive  prices  that  will  yield  them  a  fair 
profit  It  is  necessary  that  every  Influence  and  agency  that  is  being  used 
to  hamper  aad  depresa  the  price  of  cotton  be  Immediately  supprewed ; 
and 

Whereas  the  Federal  Farm  Board  has  declared  that  the  present  price 
of  cotton  ts  low  and  unprofitable  and  that  all  tbe  facts  In  the  cotton 
trade  demand  and  Justify  higher  prices  for  American  cotton ;  and 

Whereas  the  cotton  exchanges'  dally  reports  show  that  It  is  not  the 
law  of  supply  and  demand  that  fixes  the  price  of  cotton  on  the  cotton 
exchange,  bnt  that  It  is  done  by  manipulation  and  by  speculation  in 
stocks  on  tbe  stock  exchange;  and 

Whereas  in  order  to  give  the  Federal  Farm  Board  a  fair  chance  and 
a  free  band  In  preventing  fluctuation  and  in  stablliclug  cotton  prices 
Immediately  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  cotton  farmers  of  the 
United  SUtes  In  the  dally  sales  of  their  cotton  to  obUln  a  price  that 
will  yield  them  a  profit :  Therefore  be  it 

B^tolvei,  That  tbe  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  or  a  sub- 
committes  thereof  is  hereby  suthorlsed  and  directed  to  Immediately  in- 
vektigate  all  tbe  matters  set  out  in  tbe  preamble  of  this  resolution  and 
Investigate  the  activities  and  speculative  trauKactlons  of  tbe  New  York, 
New  Orleans,  and  Chicago  Cotton  Exchanges,  and  other  Interests  en- 
gaged In  any  way  in  the  cotton  busineM,  and  report  its  findings  to  tbe 
Senate  on  or  before  December  10,  1029 ;  and  said  committee  Is  hereby 
dirccti-d  to  make  any  recommendations  in  Its  report  to  tbe  Senate  in 
December  that  it  feels  would  he  helpful  in  correcting  tbe  conditions 
complained  of  and  in  obtaining  for  the  cotton  producers  of  the  United 
States  profitable  prices  for  their  cotton. 

Said  comotlttee  is  authorised  to  send  for  or  subpoena  persons,  books, 
and  papers,  to  administer  oaths,  and  to  employ  a  stenographer  at  a 
cost  not  exceeding  25  cents  per  100  words  to  report  such  hearings,  tbe 
expenses  of  said  investigation  to  be  paid  out  of  tbe  contingent  fund  of 
tbe  Senate  and  not  to  exceed  $10,000. 

RCVI8I0N   or  Tax.  TABITF 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  industries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for  other 
purix>8es. 

Mr.  TTDINGS.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  it,  para- 
graph 385  will  be  cnlled  up  Tuesday  morning.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  about  the  only  amendment  we  have  left 
in  this  schedule  to  consider,  and,  at  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Maryland,  I  will  be  compelled  to  ask  that  it  go  over  until 
to-morrow  morning.  That  being  the  case,  unless  we  should  go 
back  to  the  chemical  schedule,  wliich  we  ought  to  do  just  as  soon 
as  the  amendments  to  this  schedule  are  completed — and  I  under- 
stand the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Binguam],  who  has 
those  amendments  in  charge,  will  be  here  to-morrow — it  does 
seem  to  me  that  there  is  nothing  more  that  can  be  done  to-<iay. 


Therefore  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess,  the  recess  being, 
under  the  previous  order,  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  12  o'clock  and 
55  minutes  p.  m.),  under  the  order  previously  entered,  took  a 
recess  until  to-morrow,  Tuesday,  November  12,  1929,  at  10 
o'clock  a.  m. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday,  November  11^  1929 

The  House  met  at  12  o'dock  noon  and  was  called  to  order 
by  the  Speaker.  ^      ~      ^ 

The  Chaplain.  Rev.  Jamas  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D^  oitered 
the  following  prayer: 

O  God.  Wess  our  country  with  nil  Its  time-honored  institu- 
tions. Establish  all  our  national  agencies  in  truth,  in  Justice, 
in  purity,  and  In  fidelity.  May  every  citizen  pursue  his  own 
work  tliat  makes  for  pence  and  not  the  tilings  tliat  make  for 
division.  Bless  all  efforts  which  are  made  to  educate  our 
people  in  Christian  idealism.  O  may  they  go  forth  to  teach 
und  to  he  taught  In  all  hearts  stimulate  the  word  of  the 
Master  and  forbid  that  they  riiould  rest  in  the  outer  courts 
of  His  wonderful  teaching.  To  such  who  have  been  spared,  to 
such  who  have  been  delivered  from  great  affliction,  to  such 
who  have  been  blest  with  the  tidings  of  great  mercies— to  all 
such,  our  Heavenly  Father,  give  grateful  hearts.  To-day  the 
door  of  the  past  is  open  and  we  hear  the  shrieks  of  war's  toll 
and  unspeakable  tragedy.  O  God  of  wisdom,  bless  us  with 
Thy  eternal  truth  that  is  still  struggling  with  the  darkness— 
that  war  is  un-Christlan.  Come  Thou  to  all  lands.  May  ipior- 
ance  and  superstition  and  false  ambitions  flee  away  and  may 
all  nations  come  to  their  liberty,  peace,  and  brotherhood,  and 
let  the  whole  earth  be  regeneraf  Jd  through  Him  who  is  the 
wonderful  Counselor,  the  mighty  God,  the  everlasting  Father, 
and  the  Prince  of  Peace.    Am«i. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday,  November  7, 
1929,  was  read  and  approved. 

SWrABINO    IT*    OF    mCHBESS 

Mr.  LANKFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  Hon.  Ronnrr  RAiisptrK^he 
newly  elected  Representative  from  the  fifth  district  of  Georgia, 
is  present  and  desires  to  take  the  oath.  His  credenUals  are  in 
the  proper  form.  ^     „     «         y 

Mr.  CLAGUE.  The  gentleman  from  Minnesota,  Mr.  Fatti.  J. 
KvAUB,  is  also  here  ready  to  take  the  oath.  ».    «      ,     . 

Mr.  Ramspk^  and  Mr.  Kvale  appeared  before  the  Speakers 
rostrum  and  tot>k  the  oath  of  office. 

MESHAOE  KBOM  THE  PBE8IDBNT — CLAIM  OF  CHARLES  J,  HAKKAH 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  SUtes,  which  was  read  and, 
with  the  accompanying  papers,  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  AfTalrs: 
To  the  Congres$  of  the  United  Btaten: 

I  inclose  herewith  a  report  which  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
addressed  to  me  In  regard  to  the  claim  of  Charles  J.  Harrah,  an 
American  citizen,  against  the  Government  of  Cuba,  growing  out 
of  the  destruction  in  1917,  by  authority  of  the  Cuban  Govern- 
ment, of  a  railroad  built  and  <H)erated  by  him  In  the  Province 
of  Habana. 

It  will  be  noted  that  an  agreement  has  been  concluded  with 
the  Government  of  Cuba  in  accordance  with  which  the  claim 
of  Mr.  Harrah  is  to  be  submitted  to  arbitration. 

I  recommend  that  nn  appn^riation  in  the  amount  suggested 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  be  made,  in  order  that  the  expenses 
which  It  will  be  necessary  to  Incur  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  In  the  prosecution  of  the  claim  to  final 

settl^nent  may  be  met,  _ 

Hebbebt  Hoovsb. 

The  WHrnt  House,  October  SI,  1929. 

BE8I0NATION   OF  A  MEICBEB 

The  SPEAKER.    The  Chair  lays  before  the  House  the  follow- 
ing communication,  which  the  Clerk  will  report 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

COKORBSS   OF  THI   UNITSD   BtaTSS, 

nocsE  or  Rbfbbsbntativbs, 
WaahinaUm.  D.  C,  November  8,  ISO. 
Hon.  Nicholas  Lohoworth, 

Speaker  of  the  Houte  of  Repre*«»taUve9. 
DiAA  Me.  Bpbakkk  :  I  l>eg  leave  to  inform  you  that  I  have  transmitted 
to  Hon.  Louis  L.  Emmerson,  Governor  of  Illinois,  my  resignation  as  a 
Representative  In  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  from  the  twenty- 
fourth  district  of  Illinois,  effective  November  11,  1929. 

Thomas  8.  Wiluams. 


¥. 
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The  8PEAKKR.     Without  objection,  the  resignation  wlU  be 

nie<l. 

There  wm  no  objection. 

B.B0TIO?*   or   MEMBTBA   TO   a»>i  MITTEE  O:^   APPBOPUATIOrfS 

Mr.  TILSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  ananiDioas  consent  that 
the  njeiubers  who  were  meniben*  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
tions in  the  Heventleth  Congress  be  elet-ted  to  membership  on 
UiiM  rommittiH'  In  tiie  Seventy-flrst  Congress,  and  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Indiana  I  Mr.  Woool  be  cl»alrman  of  the  committee. 

Thf  Sl'EAKKU.  The  K^'uH^uiau  from  ( \Hinecticiit  ask.s  unan- 
Imoos  consent  that  the  memt)ers  who  were  members  of  the  Ct>m- 
mittee  on  A|»proprlationi4  in  the  Seventieth  Conjrreas  be  elected 
to  luembership  on  that  committee  in  the  Seventy-flrst  Congress, 
au<t  that  thf  ^rntleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Wood]  be  chairman 
of  that  committee.  Is  there  objecti«Hi?  [After  a  p»iuse,]  The 
Chair  heam  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

METTIWOS  or  TJfK   HOTSD 

Mr.  TILSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  arrangement  b.v  which  we  have  heret«»fore  been  meeting 
every  tliree  days  be  continued  for  another  week. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  asks  unan- 
hnoosi  consent  that  the  arrangement  by  which  we  hare  been 
meeting  every  three  days  be  continued  tor  another  week.  Is 
there  objection? 

Mr.  EDWARDS.  Reserving  the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Speaker. 
1  think  it  Is  perfectly  appar^t  that  we  are  not  going  to  have 
an  opiMirtunlty  to  act  upon  the  tariff  bill.  WTiy  should  we  be 
tie<l  up  waiting  for  the  action  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  TILSON.  We  wish  to  be  in  a  position  to  do  our  duty 
when  it  is  presented  to  us. 

Mr.  EDWARDS.  Tt* ;  I  think  we  shonid  be  in  a  position  to 
do  onr  duty  whenever  we  can. 

Mr.  TILSON.  I  can  make  It  two  weeks,  if  the  gentleman 
thinks  that  ii*  perfectl.v  safe,  and  the  Si^eaker  can  call  us  back 
earlier  if  necessary. 

Mr.  OARNBR.  I  wish  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  would 
reiterate  the  statement  he  made  the  last  time  that  we  continue<l 
the  arn»ngeinent.  The  statement  was  then  made  that  there 
would  l>e  no  Important  business  transacteil  by  the  Hou.se  prior 
to  the  meeting  of  the  regular  session  unless  the  tariff  bill  were 
sent  over  by  the  Senate.  Is  that  the  only  business  that  will  be 
transacted  by  the  House  that  the  gentleman  can  conceive  of  at 
the  present  momertt? 

Mr.  TILSON.  That  Is  the  only  business,  unless  the  Speaker 
should  call  us  back  in  the  meantime  in  case  there  is  something 
Important  to  be  done. 

Mr.   MiH»RE  of  Virginia.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman 

yield? 

Mr.  TILSON.    Certainly. 

Mr.  MOORE  of  Virginia.  I  suggest  that  the  gentleman  put 
his  KHjuest  in  this  form :  That  the  arrangement  heretofore  made 
be  n»nfiiimHl  indetlnltely,  leaving  it  to  the  Speaker  to  call  the 
House  by  pn>pi»r  notice  to  meet  at  some  time  between  now  and 
the  regular  session.  If  necessary.  That  would  not  limit  the 
arrangement  to  one  week  or  two  weeks.  The  arrangement 
would  remain  In  effect  under  which  we  are  working  now.  and 
If  an>-thlng  should  occur  that  we  do  not  anticipate  making  it 
dt-sirable  for  the  House  to  meet,  except  in  a  formal  way.  the 
8p«^ker  could  advise  the  Members.  I  wtMild  be  willing  to  leave 
the  matter  to  the  dlseretlon  of  the  Speaker  and  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  TILSON.  I  think  we  should  make  It  two  weeks,  with  the 
understanding  that  the  Members  are  not  to  be  called  back  here 
at  the  extra  session  unless  in  the  meanwhile  some  business 
should  «levelop.  Then  the  Members  wouW  not  need  to  come  back 
until  tlie  regular  session.  Two  weeks  will  carry  it  up  to  within 
one  week  of  the  regular  meeting  time  In  Det-ember. 

Mr.  (iAHNER.  I^et  nie  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
nertlrut  this  thought.    I  doubt  If  It  should  go  over  two  weeks. 

If  the  Senate  should  come  to  the  conclusion  that  It  can  not 
pass  the  tariff  bill  dnrlng  the  .special  session,  they  might  want 
to  adjourn  on  the  23d.  which  is  Saturday,  and  we  would  not  be 
In  session  on  Saturday.  Theref«>re  I  suggest  that  we  do  not 
go  over  to  the  25th.  because  If  the  Senate  shonid  send  over  a 
resolution  to  adjourn  on  the  23d  we  would  not  be  here  to  con- 
sider ir,  and  I  therefore  suggest  that  you  make  it  the  23d 
instead  of  the  2Sth. 

Mr.  CHINDBLOM.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr  TILSON     Tea 

Mr.  CHINDRLOM.  I  would  like  to  suggest  the  21st.  That 
would  be  Thursday,  and  that  day  would  bi^  about  10  days  before 
the  regvlar  aemlon,  and  by  that  time  we  will  probably  know 
what  la  likely  to  hapiieo. 
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Mr.  TILSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  modify  my  request  to  make  It 
'hursday,  the  2l.st. 

Mr.  EDWARDS.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  TILSON      Yes. 

Mr.  EDWARDS.  Does  the  gentleman  believe  It  would  be  nec- 
4<^ry  to  have  a  majority  present  in  order  to  adjourn? 

Mr.  TILSON.  It  might  be  necessary.  We  can  not  tell  what 
ibill  happen.  Now.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  renew  my  request,  modified 
as  suggested  by  the  gwitleman  from  Illinois. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  asks 
i^nanimons  consent  that  the  arrangement  under  which  the  House 
1  as  rt-cently  been  operating  be  extended  up  to  and  Including 
'Thursday,  November  21. 

Mr.  TILSON.  Up  to  November  21.  because  we  might  wish  to 
4p  something  on  that  day.  i 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objectiorf? 

Mr.  HENRY  T.  RAINEY.  Mr.  Spt^akor.  reserving  the  right  to 
dbject.  would  it  be  in  order  for  me  to  address  the  House  at  some 
c  f  these  short  sessions  on  the  subject  of  the  failure  of  the  admln- 
l^tratlon  to  function  and  the  collapse  of  the  Republican  Party 
organization?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  TILSON.  I  doubt  whether  that  would  be  regarded  as  Im- 
[ortant  business.     [Laughter  and  applause.] 

Mr.  SCH.\FER  of  Wi.'consln.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving  the 
tight  to  object,  under  the  unanimous-consent  request.  If  favor- 
i  bly  acted  upon  by  the  House,  would  I  be  pn'cliided  from  ad- 
<  resslng  the  House  on  a  resolution  which  I  Intend  to  introduce. 
]  rovidlng  for  an  Investigation  of  a  certain  angle  of  the  tariff 
obby,  particularly  with  reference  to  the  Rawlelgh  Tariff 
Jureau? 

Mr.  TILSON.  I  think  the  gentleman  might  come  In  under 
he  same  terms  as  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Henby  T. 
I.uxey].     [Laughter.] 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Connecticut? 

There  was  no  objection. 

rARM    HELIEr — AI>DRESi>    BY    CONGBES8MAN    KKUTSON 

Mr.  STRONG  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous 
( onsent  to  have  printed  in  the  Reoobo  a  radio  address  delivered 
ly  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Knutson]  during  the 
s  unimer. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Kansas  asks  unanl- 
Mous  consent  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Recokd  by  printing 
r  radio  address  delivered  by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
.Mr.  Knutson].     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  STRONG  of  Kansas.     Mr.   Speaker,  under  the  leave  to 

I'xtend  my  remarks  in  the  Rblx)RD,  I  include  a   radio  talk  by 

i>»ngres8man  Habold  Knutson,  of  Minnesota,  over  radio  sta- 

lon  WCCO,  August  12,  1929,  upon  the  subject  of  farm  r^ief. 

The  address  is  as  follows : 

I  am  deeply  appreciative  of  the  opportunity  given  me  by  the  editors 
iponsioring  the  Minnesota  plan  of  farm  relief  to  dlscnss  over  station 
(I'CCO  tbe  tariff  bill  now  pending  In  Congress,  and  I  wish  on  this 
tccaslon  to  commend  them  for  thctr  gplendld  and  effective  Interest  in 
'arm  legislation. 

It  is  not  as  well  realised  as  It  gbould  be  that  dlvemlflcation  In  farm- 
ng.  as  well  as  In  onr  Industries,  has  resulted  from  the  operation  of  the 
»n>tectlve  tariff. 

If  our  farmers  raised  only  those  things  for  which  they  are  "  l)e8t 
Itted,"  as  tbe  theorists  advise,  our  operations  would  he  confined  to  a 
'ew  major  commodities,  such  as  com.  wheat,  cotton,  and  hogs,  with 
iheep,  beef  cattle,  and  dairying  rapidly  passing  out  of  the  picture,  in 
iddltion  to  placing  us  on  a  world-price  basis.  Such  types  of  farming 
:o  which  we  would  be  reduced  would  be  of  a  soil-depleting  character 
in<l  would  In  time  make  us  an  unl)alanced  lndu<itrlal  Nation. 

In  practicaHv  every  branch  of  animal  husbandry  we  find  one  or  more 
competitors  enjoying  special  advantages.  New  Zealand  and  Argentina 
lave  their  December.  January,  and  February  pastures  for  dairy  anl- 
nals,  which  enable  those  countries  to  ship  their  dairy  products  to  this 
rountry  at  a  tlm«  when  American  production  costs  are  tbe  highest.  In 
iddltlou  to  that  advantage  they  have  rheap  labor. 

Denmark  and  Holland  likewise  have  their  cheap  labor  In  addition  to 
I  governmental  policy  designed  to  facilitate  the  export  of  dairy  products. 
Sonth  America  has  ItK  vast  pampas  of  luxurious  and  dependable  feed 
JW  cattle,  while  China  enjoys  tbe  advantage  of  cheap  labor  In  tbe 
[►reduction  of  poultry  products.  8o  we  could  go  down  tbe  line  if  we 
>nt  had  the  time. 

Free  and  e«i«y  Importations  from  these  countries  would  fix  American 
;>rtces  on  farm  products  at  much  lower  levels.  This  also  applies  to 
>ar  rural  values  and  standards  of  llvlog,  hence  adequate  duties  on 
competing  Imports  are  absolutely  essential. 

The  fight  for  such  protective  duties  is  a  flgbt  for  your  home,  for 
roar  freedom,  and  a  (atare  for  your  children  better  tbao  the  peon's 
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let  on  tbe  ptantatirto  farm.  Onr  times  still  can  for  devotion  to  and 
sacrifice  for  the  standards  we  have  attained  which  are  far  In  advance 
of  those  prevatllnit  in  the  rest  of  the  world.  I  only  want  to  remind 
you  that  they  can  easily  be  lost. 

In  I  he  consideration  of  tariff  legislation  we  must  not  forget  the 
American  toller,  wfco  is  by  far  tbe  best  customer  for  the  products  of  our 
farms.  He  most  be  profitably  employed  if  he  is  to  pay  such  prices  for 
onr  farm  products  ns  are  necessary  to  vanke  farming  profitable.  Let  us 
not  lose  sight  of  tbe  fundamental  and  immutable  fact  that  he  depends 
for  his  well-being  upon  the  prosperity  of  the  industry  with  which  he  la 
aflillated.  We  can  not  have  »i)Ot  protection  and  general  prosperity  at 
one  and  the  same  time,  because  agriculture  must  continue  to  depend 
upon  Industry  for  its  market,  and  Industry  must  in  turn  depend  upon 
aKTlcuiture.  The  two  are  absolutely  dependent  upon  each  other,  and 
those  who  would  limit  tariff  revision  to  either  a^rirulture  or  to  Industry 
evidently  fail  to  give  consideration  to  this  fundamental  fact,  which  in 
the  p.nBt  has  proven  so  costly  to  agriculture. 

Fr<>m  Its  very  Inception,  the  party  to  which  I  belong  has  stood  for 
tbe  building  up  of  American  standards.  Abraham  Lincoln  believed 
that  government  of,  for.  and  by  the  people  had  to  be  defended  in  the 
market  place  as  well  as  at  the  polls  and  on  the  battle  field.  He  did 
not  bflleve  In  bringing  Into  direct  competition  with  our  own,  cheaper 
alien  labor  or  the  labor  of  slaves.  He  created  our  great  homestead 
j-.olicy,  so  that  in  one  country  at  least  upon  the  earth,  men  who  till  the 
soil  could  own  and  manase  It.  These  fundamental  farm  Issue's  live  on 
to-day  and  will  suvrlve  »o  long  as  we  have  ambition  to  lift  onr  stand- 
ards for  the  common  people  above  those  of  the  rest  of  the  world. 

The  present  leader  of  our  party  measures  up  to  this  heritage  of 
Idealism.  The  party  now  responds  to  the  changing  world  which  makes 
protective  farm  tariflte  aa  Important  to-day  as  were  Industrial  tariffs 
to  build  the  home  mark.-t  In  Lincoln's  time.  The  present  Hawley  bill 
measures  up  to  the  traditional  defense  of  the  common  people — their 
rijrht  to  employment  under  American  conditions. 

I  do  not  claim  that  the  Hawley  tariff  Is  perfect.  Neither  would  I 
go  so  far  as  to  say  that  It  meets  with  my  unqualified  approval.  But 
I  do  state,  and  without  reservation,  that  It  does  more  for  agriculture, 
and  especially  for  the  Northwest,  than  any  tarllT  measure  ever  passed 
by  an  American  rongress. 

In  my  talk  this  evening  I  shall  point  out  to*  you  some  of  Its  good 
features  as  well  as  some  of  Its  shortcomings  as  I  view  them,  because  I 
want  to  be  perfectly  fair  in  this  discusalon. 

In  the  first  place,  I  would  have  retained  on  the  free  list  brick,  shingles, 
wHlar  logs,  hardwood  lumber,  and  cement.  The  hearings  had  before  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  fall  to  justify  the  transfer  of  these  Items 
from  tbe  free  to  the  dutiable  liat.  May  I  say  here  that  soft  lumber, 
such  as  fir,  hemlock,  and  pine  are  retained  on  tbe  free  Hat  In  the  Hawley 
bill,  so  It  Is  not  corn-ct  to  say  that  all  building  materials  were  taken 
off  t^e  free  list.  I  nm  happy  to  n^port  that  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee has  only  recently  restored  shlncles  and  logs  to  the  free  list. 

With  the  great  road-bnlldlng  program  ahead  of  us,  cement  should  have 
free  entry.  The  cement  Industry  Is  highly  organized  and  is  fully  capable 
of  meeting  foreign  competition  without  hurt  to  its  employees  or  to  the 
Industry  it-self. 

Had  I  drawn  the  Hawley  bill  I  would  have  placed  a  higher  duty  on 
casi-ln  and  on  blackstrap  molasses,  except  where  the  latter  is  used  for 
feeding  purposes. 

Another  sin  of  omlss^lon  was  that  of  retaining  tapioca  and  sago  on  the 
free  list  I  feel  that  our  potato  and  com  growers  are  entitled  to  a  rate 
on  these  two  Items  that  will  create  a  home  market  for  our  com  an<l 
potato  surpluses  and  I  have  every  hope  tliat  the  Senate  will  correct 
these  errors  as  well  as  other  shortcomings  In  the  bill  to  which  I  have 
alluded.  But  notwithstanding  these  points  against  the  bill,  many  of 
which,  by  the  way,  are  certain  to  be  changed  before  final  passage,  there 
are  many  advantages  Immensely  valuable,  as  we  shall  see. 

Let  us  examine  some  of  the  strong  features  of  the  bill. 

First  and  foremost,  tbe  Hawley  bill  increases  the  rate  on  butter  and 
butter  substitutes  from  tbe  present  rate  of  12  cents  per  pound  to  14 
cents  per  pound.  Suppose,  Mr.  Dairyman,  that  Uncle  Sam  were  to 
maintain  a  man  in  brass  buttons  on  the  outskirts  of  your  town  to  stop 
you  ever.v  time  you  went  to  the  creamery  and  collect  from  you  14  cents 
per  pound  for  every  pound  of  butterfat  before  you  could  get  It  to  the 
creamery.  How  long  would  you  continue  milking  cows  if  yon  had  to 
pay  such  a  tax? 

Up  In  my  country  we  are  paying  in  the  middle  forties  for  butterfat. 
Bubtraet  14  cents  from  that  and  you  would  have  about  30  cents  left. 
Could  you  afford  lo  milk  cows  on  that  basis?  And  yet  that  Is  what 
the  dairymen  of  foreign  countries  are  obliged  to  pay  when  they  ship 
butter  to  this  country.  Uncle  Sam  has  a  man  In  brass  buttons  on  the 
dock  In  New  York  and  other  porta  of  entry  who  will  collect  14  cents 
for  every  pound  of  butter  that  the  foreign  dairyman  ships  to  this 
country.  No  wonder  that  foreign  chancellcriea  are  lodging  complaints 
with  onr  State  I>epartment  against  the  provisions  of  the  Hawley  bill, 
which  tbey  say  virtually  shuts  their  farm  products  out  of  our  country. 

But  let  us  get  along,  as  my  time  is  short.  Another  Item  of  interest 
to  us  in  the  Northwest  is  that  of  eggs,  the  rate  on  which  tbe  Hawley 
bill  increases  from  6  ccaU  to  10  eeau  per  doaen.     Now,  Mrs.  Faraer, 


bow  would  yon  like  to  have  the  same  man  la  brass  buttons  stop  yoa 
just  as  you  arrive  la  town,  count  the  eggs  in  your  basket,  and  make 
you  pay  a  tax  of  10  cents  on  every  doaen  before  you  could  bring  them 
to  market  to  seU  themT  And  yet  that  is  what  China  aud  other  foreign 
countries  shipping  eggs  to  this  country  must  pay  to  tbe  man  in  brass 
buttons  who  represents  Uncle  8an>  at  Seattle,  Sao  Francisco,  and 
other  egg-importing  centers.  How  many  bens  would  you  keep  If  you  had 
to  pay  such  a  tax?  Please  remember  that  you  will  get  the  benefit 
of  10  teats  on  every  doieo  of  eggs  your  hens  lay  after  the  Hawley 
tariff  becomes  law. 

Now,  let  ua  pass  on  to  potatoes.  The  present  rate  is  50  cents  per 
hundredweight.  This  has  been  Increased  50  per  cent,  or  to  75  cents 
per  hundredweight.  When  the  Hawley  bill  becomes  the  law  potato 
growers  In  foreign  countries  will  have  to  pay  that  duty,  which  ought 
to  lielp  the  aitoatlou  materially.  I  want  to  say  that  a  determined 
effort  waa  made  by  northwestern  Representatives  In  Congress  to  secure 
a  proportionate  increase  on  potato  starch  and  flour  without  avail. 

As  my  time  is  drawing  to  a  close,  let  me  hurry  on  for  I  am  anxious 
to  have  you  know  the  good  aa  well  as  the  bad  features  of  the  proposed 
tariff  law. 

Here  are  some  of  tbe  notable  increases  on  agricultural  prodacta  which 
are  of  great  Interest  to  the  Northwest : 

Flax,  from  40  cents  to  66  oenta  per  bushel. 

Potato  starch.  Increase  per  pound  from  1^  to  2^  cents. 

Tbe  rate  on  an  800-pound  steer  la  increased  from  |16  to  $20,  and 
for  each  additional  pound  over  800  pounds  from  2  to  2^  cents  per 
pound. 

Other  nbangee  are : 

Beef  and  veal,  increased  from  $3  to  |«  per  100  pounds. 

Sheep  and  goats,  per  head,  raised  from  |2  to  |3. 

Mutton  and  goat  meat,  Increased,  per  pound,  from  2»>4  to  5  cents. 

Fresh  lamb.  Increased,  per  pound,  from  4  to  7  cents. 

Swine,  increased,  per  pound,  from  one-half  cent  to  2  cents. 

Pork,  increase  from  $1  to  $2.50  per  100  pounds. 

Bacon,  ham,  etc.,  Increased  from  2  cents  to  3^  cents  per  pound. 

Lard,  Increased,  per  pound,  from  I  cent  to  8  cents. 

Whole  milk.  Increased,  per  gallon,  from  2»4  to  6Vi  cents. 

Cream,  Increased,  per  gallon,  from  20  to  56.6  centa 

I  am  told  that  a  prominent  dairyman  in  a  talk  iM^ore  a  gathering 
of  dairy  folks  in  tbe  northern  part  of  the  SUte  recently  declared  that 
this  increase  on  milk  and  cream  is  not  going  to  help  us  In  the  least. 

Well,  Mr.  MlnnesoU  Dairyman,  how  much  profit  would  there  be  left 
for  you  if  ywu  bad  to  iwy  56  cents  tax  on  every  gallon  of  cream  you 
haul  to  the  creamery?  This  creamery  official  surely  must  know  that 
milUona  of  gallons  of  cream  have  been  shipped  into  the  Eastern  States 
from  Canada  and  made  into  butter,  which  has  been  sold  in  competition 
with  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin  butter.  You  will  be  able  to  put  into  a 
single  cup  of  coffee  all  the  cream  that  will  come  into  tbe  United  States 
under  the  Hawley  tariff  rate  of  66  cents  per  gallon. 

Minnesota  is  a  great  poultry-producing  State,  and  tbe  Increase  from 
3  cents  to  8  cents  per  pound  on  live  poultry  is  going  to  make  the 
poultry  business  in  this  country  even  more  profitable  in  the  future. 
Baby  chicks  In  the  past  have  been  coming  through  our  gates  free  gratia 
Under  tbe  Hawley  Mil  each  one  will  be  taxed  4  cents  for  tbe  privilege 
of  living  under  the  Stars  and  Stripes.  We  have  Increased  tbe  rate  on 
dressed  poultry  from  6  cents  to  8  cents  per  pound,  and  on  turkeys  tbe 
Increase  is  from  6  cents  to  10  cents  per  pound. 

Heretofore  Immense  quantities  of  dried  eggs  have  been  Imported  into 
the  United  States  from  China  for  use  In  bakeries;  also  by  the  cheaper 
restaurants  where  they  are  aerved  in  scrambled  form.  We  have  In- 
creased the  rate  on  dried  eggs  from  6  cents  to  18  cents  per  pound,  and 
when  tbe  Hawley  bill  goes  into  effect  we  will  have  to  eat  eggs  that  have 
been  laid  by  American  hens  and  scrambled  by  American  cooks. 

Up  our  way  we  raise  considerable  buckwheat,  and  It  may  Interest  yon 
to  know  that  the  rate  on  that  grain  has  been  increased  from  10  cents 
to  26  cents  per  hundredweight,  while  the  rate  on  com  is  Increased  from 
15  cents  to  26  cents  per  bushel.  Taking  rye  malt  from  the  free  list 
and  imposing  a  tax  of  40  cents  per  hundred  may  not  be  good  news  to 
home-brewers,  but  it  will  prove  a  mighty  good  thing  for  tbe  man  who 
raises  rye.  The  rate  on  wheat  remains  the  same  as  now,  but  we  have 
reduced  the  tax  on  bran,  shorts,  etc.,  from  15  per  cent  to  10  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  and  that  is  going  to  give  our  dairymen  cheaper  feed. 

Alfalfa  and  clover  seed  are  Increased  from  4  cents  to  5  cents  per 
pound,  and  sweet-clover  seed  from  2  cents  to  3  cents. 

Cattle  hides  have  been  taken  from  tbe  free  list  and  given  a  10  i#r  cent 
ad  valorem  duty.  One  of  the  chief  criticisms  of  the  tnriff  act  of  1»22 
waa  that  hides  were  left  on  the  free  list.  This  year  there  was  a  general 
demand  for  a  duty  on  hides,  particularly  on  the  part  of  the  midwest 
and  western  farmers  and  cattlemen.  We  can  never  expect  to  flU  the 
American  demand  for  hides,  hence  It  will  be  especially  valuable  to  s 
State  like  Minnesota,  where  we  have  so  many  country  hides  and  worn- 
out  cows. 

Many  of  us  think  the  duty  on  leather  goods  too  high.  On  tbe  other 
hand,  one  must  be  devoid  of  pity  aa  well  as  judgment  to  wish  that 
American  shoemakers  be  thrown  out  of  employnx  nt  by  the  Importation 
of  leather   goods   In    competition   with    their   prodacta      Leather   goods 
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tev*  br«n  on  lb*  fr»*  Mtt  ftor  a  nnni»»r  of  y«ar«.  It  ha«  not  be«n  ao 
lonjc  ■no  her*'  In  th*  Twin  ni>*  we  had  Are  or  six  lane*"  and  flnanclallr 
Hoanii  th<^  fart.Tt**.  Tt>-«Uy  only  on*-  la  In  operation.  Doean't  that 
look  aa  thoiifh  sonifthlnf  is  wn>nf  witfc  th#  she*  Indaatry.  which  la  In 
eompMitton  with  the  'ppo  entry  of  boot*  and  shoea  from  abroad,  where 
labor  is  chenperT  We  mnst  not  loae  sight  of  the  fundamental  flact  that 
Indnstry  must  be  profitably  enpiKed  If  the  farmer  la  to  recelre  aatte- 
lactory  prices  for  bia  farm  producta. 

The  new  »\tgar  rate  t«  8  wnta  a  pound.  This  rate  waa  Impoaed  at 
the  requ«t  of  the  beet-miKar  frowers  in  Minnesota  and  elaewhere. 
rarnen  In  the  R^-d  Hirer  Valley  take  the  position  that  a  lanfe  acreage 
In  bt<*r8  help*  to  solve  our  crop-aurplna  problem,  alnce  It  tenda  to  rbange 
land  htretofore  devoted  to  wheat  and  potatoes  to  sugar  beeta,  thna 
firing  an  additional  profitable  crop. 

The  IlKht  for  adequate  tariff  ratea  on  the  a|ricnltiiral  Itams  which  I 
have  mentioned,  and  many,  many  more,  was  won  In  the  House.  The 
Senate  in  Its  coniiideratlon  of  the  bill  will  lower  rery  few  of  them.  Of 
that  you  may  b«  sure.  ^^_ 

It  la  Interesting  to  take  an  Inrentory  and  to  aaaeaa  the  heoefHs  and 
the  nhurii-omlngn  of  the  llawley  bill  aa  It  stands  now. 

Aivordlnir  to  the  United  States  Tariff  Commlaslon,  the  arerage  In- 
crejise  In  the  agrlrijltumi  nrhedule  Is  82,15  per  cent  ad  ralorem.  while 
the  increase  in  the  inda.«trtal  schedules  la  but  18.5  per  cent  ad  ralorem. 
So  that  dispoaee  of  the  unwarranted  charge  that  agrlcnltore  la  being 
dlxorimlnated  amlnat  In  the  propoaed  tariff  law. 

Budget  BiHdleti  Hhow  that  the  arerage  Minnesota  farmer  will  spend 
leas  than  |2<>0  per  year  over  a  term  of  years  for  conntructlon  which 
luoludea  many  commo«litles  yet  on  the  free  liat,  auch  aa  barbed  wire, 
shingle*,  pine.  fir.  and  hemlock  Inmber.  Also,  they  will  use  on  an  aver- 
age of  leaa  than  '.i^  barrels  of  cement,  on  which  the  new  duty  would  be 
|l.or>.  The  arerage  f*rm  fnmlly  will  spend  from  $100  to  |275  per  annum 
on  ciorliiiig  on  which  the  tariff  rates  on  wool,  cotton,  leather,  rayon, 
etc..  would  be  asuensed.  In  addition,  the  arerage  farm  family  will 
spend  probably  9150  for  furnlsbinga  againat  which  aome  of  the  proposed 
inorefla<'S  in  the  bill  would  be  applied. 

AgaiuNt  these  coata.  which  1  hare  enumerated,  we  hare  positive 
beiiefltn  as  offsets. 

Yo»i  and  1  know  that  If  wool  were  on  the  free  Mat  It  would  sell  for 
10  or  12  cent!  per  pound,  as  It  did  In  the  middle  nineties  when  we  had 
free  trade.  Now  wool  brings  from  30  to  36  cents  up  our  way.  We  also 
know  that  with  butter  on  the  free  list  we  would  be  glad  to  sell  It  for 
28  eenta  to  30  cents  per  pound.  Eggs  would  sell  far  below  present 
prl.-ea,  and  so  on  down  the  line.  The  tariff  Is  merely  a  bargain  propo- 
sition. We  pay  fbr  what  we  get  out  of  it.  But  let  me  say  to  you.  my 
friemis,  that  we  get  considerably  more  out  of  the  HawVey  tariff  bill 
than  we  pay  tor.  In  other  words,  the  Hawley  bill  is  a  good  bargain 
for  ua. 

The  Philippine  Islands  export  to  the  United  States  every  year  some- 
thing like  a  billion  pounda  of  vegetable  oils,  much  of  which  enters  into 
direct  competition  with  American  dairy  products  and  animal  fats.  They 
alao  export  to  us  about  COO.OOO  tons  of  sugar  which  competes  with  the 
product  of  our  beet-«ugar  growers.  .V  strong  demand  has  been  made 
that  a  limitation  on  these  Imports  be  imposed  and,  personally.  I  believe 
it  would  be  deHlrable.  Howerer,  Congress  takes  the  position  that  the 
Filipino*  are  onr  wards  and  aa  such  are  entitled  to  the  same  con- 
sideration at  our  hands  as  l«  accorded  between  the  States.  In  view 
of  this  anomalous  sltoatton  I  feel  that  the  time  haa  come  to  gire  to  the 
Filipino*  their  Independence  and  place  them  on  the  same  footing  as 
other  competltire  countries. 

This  la  no  new  thought  to  me.  I  introduced  a  measure  in  1924  to 
glre  the  Filipinos  their  ludepeudeuce  aitd  I  now  promise  you  to  take 
similar  action  when  the  regular  aessiun  of  Congress  conrenea  In  Decem- 
ber. In  my  Judgment,  this  should  be  the  next  step  in  oar  farm-relief 
program. 

A  short  time  ago  Representative  Nolan,  of  Minneapolis,  returned 
from  Washington  with  a  meaaage  from  President  Hoover  aaking  the 
Americia  people  to  suapend  Judgment  on  the  Hawley  tariff  bill  until 
after  the  Senate  gets  through  with  it.     That  is  good  advice. 

Alrfudy  the  Senate  has  restored  shlogles  and  logs  to  the  free  li«t, 
increased  the  rates  on  several  dairy  products,  and  before  It  comes  back 
to  the  Uoss*  I  believe  there  will  be  farther  improrementa  from  the 
viewpoint  of  the  farmer. 

M«*anwhile  write  your  .<^nator  or  Bepresentatire  in  Congress  to  send 
you  a  copy  of  the  comparative  print  of  the  Hawley  bill,  which  gires  the 
exUtlng  rates  as  well  as  the  propoaed  new  ratea.  Study  it  carefully, 
and  after  you  have  done  ao  I  think  you  will  conclude  it  Is  a  pretty  good 
measure,  about  which  there  has  been  much  misrepresentation  and 
distortion. 

Lt-t  nte  predict,  my  frieudti.  that  the  Hawley  tariff  bill  and  the  new 
farm  relief  act  will  uaher  in  a  new  era  of  prosperity  for  American 
agriculture. 

Uood  night 

THE  LATK  8KNATOB  TBBODORE  E.  BUVTOR 

Mr.  MrRPHY.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  Qffer  a  resolntioD,  which  I 
•end  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 
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The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Ohio  offers  a  resolu- 
tion, whirh  the  (Merk  will  reiwrt. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

House  BesoluUoD  05 

RetohKd,  That  the  House  has  beard  with  profound  sorrow  of  the 
death  of  the  Hon.  Thkodobe  E.  Bubto.n,  a.  Senator  from  the  State  of 

Ohio. 

ffssofrorf.  That  the  Clerk  communicate  these  resolutions  to  the  Senate 
i^d  transmit  a  copy  thereof  to  the  fiamlly  of  the  deceased. 

Retolved.  That  as  a  farther  mark  of  respect  this  House  do  now 
ajdjonm. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolu- 
tion. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and  IG  minutes  p.  m.),  the  House 
^djoumed  until  Thursday,  November  14,  1929,  at  12  o'clock 
i,oon. 


EXI-iCUTIVE  CXJMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
78.  Under  clause  2  of  Rule  XXIV,  a  letter  from  the  Secretary 
6(  the  Treasury,  trausmlttinK  schedules  and  lists  erf  papers,  doc- 
ument**, etc..  in  the  flies  of  the  Treasury  whidi  are  not  needed  in 
he  transaction  of  public  businens  and  have  no  permanent  value, 
sas  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Disposition  of  Useless  Exec-utire  Papers. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
vere  introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  SINCLAIR:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5050)  authorizing  an  ap- 
>ropriation  for  conducting  inve$itigations  and  experiments  in  the 
Aairy  and  livestock  industries  at  Mandan,  N.  Dak. ;  to  the  Com- 
;nittee  on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  SELVIO :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5061)   to  provide  for  the  de- 
erminatiou  of  claims  for  damages  siu>tained  by  the  fluctuation 
>f  tl»e  water  levels  of  the  I^ke  of  the  Woods  in  certain  case*!, 
iind  for  other  jmrposes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  BROWNE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5(k52)  to  prohibit  lobbying; 
o  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CABLE :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5053)  to  extend  the  time  for  the 
»rt)of  of  active  tuberculosis  contracted  by  veterans  of  the  World 
Var ;  to  the  Committee  on  World  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 
J  By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Idaho:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5064)  providhig  for 
he  conveyance  of  land  embraced  in  the  Boise  Barracks,  Boise, 
daho,  to  the  United  States  Veterans'  Bureau  and  the  State  of 
daho;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5065)   to  auUiorize  the  building  of  roads 
and  making  Improvements  in  the  craters  of  the  Mtnui  National 
lionnment  In  Idaho ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

Also,  a  bin   (H.  R.  5056)    to  authorize  homestead  entrymen 
imd  owners  of  patented  lands  to  purchase  not  exceetling  640 
icres  of  stock-raising  homestead  lands;  to  the  Ci)mmittee  on 
he  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  ARENTZ:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5057)  to  provide  for  the  con- 
iitruction  of  a  gravel  road  In  the  Walker  River  Indian  Reserva- 
lon ;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  CRAIL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5058)  to  amend  paraKraph  6  of 
section  202  of  the  World  War  veteran.s'  act  of  1924.  as  amended; 
o  the  Committee  on  World  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 

By  Mr.  EDWARDS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5050)  to  regulate  athletics 
md  sports  in  the  Military  and  Naval  Academies  of  the  United 
States ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5060)  to  reijuire  the  registry  of  stock.9, 
>oiids,  and  foreign  securities  before  they  can  enter  interstate 
rade  or  be  advertised  or  carried  In  the  United  States  mails  r' 
o  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  PALMER:  A  bill  (H.  R  .'5061)  to  provide  for  the 
?rectlon  of  a  moniuiient  to  commemorate  the  Battle  of  Wilson 
3reek,  Mo. ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLITTIONS 

I'uder  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  private  bUls  and  resolutions 
were  intro»luced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ALDUICH:  A  bill  (H.  H.  50H2)  for  the  relief  of 
tfarv  P.  Deane;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ARENTZ:  A  bill  (H.  R.  ."lOeS)  for  the  relief  of  A.  S. 
fhipps;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  B-\CHARACH :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5064)  granting  an  in- 
crease of  pension  to  Emma  G.  Palmer;  to  the  Committee  on  lu- 
ralid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5065)  granting  an  increa.se  of  pension  to 
rhomasine  Combs;  to  the  Committee  oo  Invalid  Pensions. 


A  bill    (H.  R.  5073)    granting  a  pension  to 
;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
A  bill  (H.  R.  5074)  granting  an  increase  of 
Brewster;   to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 


By  Mr.  BOWMAN :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5066)  granting  a  pension  to 
Mary  E.  Dean ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensiona. 

Also,  a  bill    (H.   R.  5067)    granHng  a  pension   to  Elizabeth 
Kesner;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

A1.SO,  a  bill  (H.  R.  50G8)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Alt; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BKOWNB :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5069)  granting  a  pension  to 
Bebjy  Bradway ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BUTLER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5070)  granting  a  pension  to 
Elizabeth  Oatman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  5071)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Etta  J.  Hyney  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CANFIELD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5072)  granting  an  in- 
crease of  pension  to  Isabell  Roseberry ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  COLE: 
George  A.  Worrall 
By  Mr.  CRAIL: 
pension  to  Ellen  M 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5075)  for  the  relief  of  Horatio  S.  Turrell, 
alias  Horatio  Seaward ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  ( H.  R.  5076)  for  the  relief  of  Carl  Slele ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5077)  for  the  relief  of  Royal  W.  Robertson; 
to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5078)  for  the  relief  of  John  B.  Parsons;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5079)  for  the  relief  of  Robert  H.  Hastle; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  50H0)  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  and  five 
minor  children  of  Arturo  Guajardo ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5081)  for  the  relief  of  Zora  B.  Custer;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  5082)   for  Uie  relief  of  Thomas  William 
Harry  BaU ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R  5063)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Ermina  F.  Slpe ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5084)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Eflie  A.  Reynolds ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  5085)   granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Esther  R.  Reed ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5086)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Kittle  J.  Ong ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5087)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  P.  Murray ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al.so,  a  bill    (H.   R.  5088)    granting  an   increase  of  pension 
to  Alexander  Mendosa :  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Aliio,  a  bill  {II.  R.  5089)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Maria  Lobnow;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5000)  granting  an  Increase  of  i>en8ion  to 
Katlierlne  Heppe;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill    (H.  R.  5091)    granting  a   pension  to  Mary  M. 
Barnes ;  to  the  Committee  oo  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5092)  granting  a  pension  to  William  Alex- 
ander ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,   a   bill    (H.   R.   5093)    granUng   a   praslon   to  Dolphus 
Adams ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  ( H.  R.  5094 )  granting  a  pension  to  Oscar  Felling ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5005)  granting  a  pension  to  Walter  Gou- 
lette ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  5096)   granting  a  pension  to  Ernest  G. 
Jaissle ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (fl.  R.  5097)  granting  a  pension  to  Frederick  John- 
son ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5098)  granting  a  pension  to  Anna  Kratzer; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5099)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  E.  Leach ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  5100)   granting  a  pension  to  William  W. 
Lee ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (II.  R.  5101)  granting  an  Increase  of  pensl(m  to 
Jeannette  R.  Walton  Leslie ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5102)  granting  a  pension  to  Angle  Martin; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5103)  granting  a  pension  to  Hilton  Miller; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill    (H.   R.  5104)    granting  a  pension  to  James  D. 
Miller;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,   a   bill    (H.    R.   6105)    granting   a    pension    to   Thomas 
O'Brien ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl   (H.  B.  5106)  granting  a  pensi«a  to  Amanda  L. 
Be«d ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Peusiona. 


Alao,  a  bUl  (H.  R.  5107)  granting  a  pension  to  Lena  Shaw; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  5108)  granting  a  pwjslon  to  A.  L.  Sour- 
beck  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions, 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  6109)    granting  a  pension  to  Emanuel 
Klein ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  Mil  (H.  B.  6110)  granting  a  pension  to  Lydla  Thomi>- 
son ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill    (H.  R.  5111)   granting  a  pension  to  EUaabeth 
Taylor ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  B.  5112)  granting  a  pension  to  George  D. 
Swan ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  DAVENPORT:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5113)  for  the  relief  of 
Sylvester  J.  Easlick ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5114)  to  correct  military  record  of  Andrew 
J.  Carr ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Aff Jilrs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5115)  granting  a  pension  to  Helen  DeeU; 
to  the  Committee  <m  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill    (H.  R.   5116)    granting  a  pension   to   Sarah   E. 
Butier ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6117)  granting  a  pensitm  to  Etta  S.  Dobell ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill    (H.  R.  5118)    granting  a  pension  to  Clara  A. 
Briggs;  to  the  Committee  (Hi  InvaiiM^ensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5119)  granting  a  pension  to  August  Ri<*- 
ards ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5120)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  A.  Bates ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5121)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Elizabeth  Abeel ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5122)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Frances  C.  Dennis ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalla  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5123)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Alice  M.  Avery  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5124)  granting  an  Increase  of  pensicm  to 
Maggie  L.  Green ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  B.  6125)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Lucy  Kammerer ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5126)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Frances  S.  O'Connor ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6127)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Isa belle  J.  Laufw ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Peiraiona. 

ALSO,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5128)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Elizabeth  Bowman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ALso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5129)  granting  an  inci^ease  of  pension  to 
Maria  Maxson;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5130)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Annie  B.  Mays ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  biU  (H.  R  5131)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  J.  Murphy;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen.slons. 

By  Mr.  EATON  of  New  Jersey:  A  WU  (H.  R.  6132)  granting 
an  Increa.«e  of  pension  to  Fannie  G,  Smith;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions.  ,     _ 

By  Mr.  EDWARDS:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  5133)  for  the  relief  of 
Mack  C.  Kennedy;  to  the  Committee  on  Worid  War  Veterans* 
Legislation. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5134)  for  the  relief  of  Robert  C.  Creech,  Jr.; 
to  the  Committee  on  World  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 

Also,  a  biU  (H.  R.  6135)  granting  a  pension  to  Alvan  O.  Hay; 
to  the  Committee  oa  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ELLIOTT:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5136)  granting  a  pension  to 
Rel>ecca  L.  Thrasher ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5137)  gninting  a  pensiMi  to  Mary  Alice 
Eastman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  EVANS  of  California:  A  bill  (H.  R  6138)  granting 
a  pension  to  Addle  McDouough ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5139)  granting  a  pension  to  Rachel  Kus.ske; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5140)  granting  a  pension  to  Mattie  K. 
Dockery;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FITZPATHICK :  A  bill  (H.  R  5141)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Alice  J.  Monahan ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Bv  Mr.  GREENWOOD:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  5142)  granting  a 
pension  to  Onie  Laxton ;  to  the  Connnittee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  blU  (H.  R  5143)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  Holts- 
claw  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HALL  of  Indiana:  A  bill   (H.  R  6144)   granting  a 
pension  to  Sarah  Miller ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
AL^o,  a  bill   (H.  R  5145)  granting  a  pension  to  Nora  O'DeU; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HALSEY :  A  bill  (H.  R  6146)  granting  a  pension  to 
Martha  Hudson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

Also,  a  blU  (H.  R.  6147)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Barah  J.  Smith ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Penslona. 
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Br  Mr.  HANCOCK :  A  blH  (H.  B.  5148)  panting  an  iDcrease 
of  pension  u>  Hunaa  Vrunuin ;  to  the  Couunlttee  oo  Invalid 
PennioDii. 

Ky  Mr  IIKSS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5149)  granting  a  penalon  to 
QeorRv  I',  llupkinx ;  to  the  O'lrniilttee  on  Penshms. 

By  Mr  HOPKINS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5150)  granting  a  pension  to 
John  OzenberKer ;  to  the  Committee  on  InTalid  Penslona. 

By  Mr.  JEKFER8:  A  bill  (H.  R,  5151)  for  the  relief  of  T.  O. 
RiibiTtJi;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Naval  Aifairs. 

By  Mr.  KIKSS:  A  bill  (H.  R  5152)  granting  a  pension  to 
EdKsr  P.  Rk-e :  to  the  Comiuitt(>e  on  InvaJld  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5153)  granting  an  Incre&iM.-  of  pension  to 
William  E.  Moiiroe;  to  the  Couunlttee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr  KORELL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5154)  for  the  relief  of 
William  Wannebo;  to  the  C<»mn»ittt^e  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  LICE:  A  blU  (H.  R.  5155)  granting  a  pension  to 
Nellie  O.  Qoinn :  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Iowa:  A  bill  (H.  R  5156)  granting  a 
pension  to  Nellie  Kaster;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wl8<^^»nsln :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5157)  grant- 
ing an  increase  of  pension  to  Isaac  T.  Osier ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Pensions. 

Bj  Mr.  SIMMONS:  A  bill  (U.  R.  5158)  granting  an  increase 
of  iten.sion  to  Amanda  J.  Ward;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  51.")9)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Rettecca  Jane  Wanker;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5100)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Isi.s  B.  Woody;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al!4o,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5161)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  E. 
Tonngman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invulid  Pensions. 

ALSO,  a  bill  (H.  R  5162)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  C. 
Benthin ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

AI.so,  a  bill  (H.  R  516^1)  granting  a  pension  to  Eliza  Cooper; 
to  the  lV)mmlttee  on  I'ensJoos. 

By  Mr.  SI.M.MS:  A  bill  ( H.  R.  5164)  granting  a  pension  to 
Sarah  L.  S4'huster :  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  STRONG  of  Peimsylrania :  A  biU  (H.  R.  5165)  grant- 
ing an  Increast*  of  pension  t(»  Annie  Doughty ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

AIs4>.  a  byi  (H.  R.  5166)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Chrlstianna  Lewis ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R,  5167)  granting  a  pension  to  Mury  E. 
Smith;  to  th^  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  TARVER:  A  bill  (H.  R  5168)  granting  an  increase 
of  iiension  to  Margaret  Hide;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  THURSTON:  A  bill  (H.  R  5169)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Mary  E.  Anderson;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensl«»n8. 

By  Mr.  TINKHAM :  A  Kll  (H.  R.  5170)  for  the  relief  of  Mar- 
garet Sloane ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5171)  granting  a  pension  to  Lola  E.  Cash- 
ing; to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  rNDERWOOD:  A  bill  (H.  R  6172)  granting  an  in- 
crease of  penMon  to  Martha  J.  Moore;  to  the  Conunittee  on 
Invalid  Pension.s. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5173)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Margaret  Stulti;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pension.**. 

By  Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5174)  granting  a 
penslot)  to  Rath  E.  Dillman :  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5175)  granting  a  pension  to  Ida  W. 
Anchors ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  VINCENT  of  Michigan:  A  bill  (H  R  6176)  for  the 
relief  of  Osmond  H.  Tower;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 
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PETITIONS.  ETC. 

I'mler  clause  1  of  Rale  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

885.  By  Mr.  ALDRICH:  Petition  of  Dr.  F.  G.  Taggartt, 
Charles  R.  Johnson,  and  47  others,  of  East  Greenwich.  R  I., 
urging  passage  of  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  the  rates  pro- 
lNM4e<l  by  the  National  Tribune;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

SSH.  By  Mr.  ALMON :  Petition  of  citizens  of  Bridgeport.  Ala., 
nnring  Congress  to  pass  a  favorable  bill  to  increase  pensions  of 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

8>t7.  By  Mr.  BACHMANN:  Petition  of  Mrs.  Walter  Harvey 
Conley  and  other  citizens  of  Reader.  W.  Ya..  urging  that  ini- 
nxHllate  steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension 
bill  in  order  tliat  relief  may  be  accitrded  to  needy  and  suffering 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Coauaittee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 


88&  By  Mr.  BOWMAN :  .Petition  for  additional  pension  re- 
lift  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  deiiendeuts ;  to  tlie  Com- 
mittee, on  Invalid  Pensions. 

889.  By  Mr.  BOYLAN :  Petition  of  National  Council  of  Ameri- 
c^n  ImpOTtefB  and  Traders  (Inc.),  New  York,  N.  Y.,  opposing 
tile  pri»posed  Increase  of  duty  on  agate  buttons ;  to  the  Com- 
m  [ttee  on  Way.s  and  Moan.s. 

890.  Also,  ijetltion  signed  by  Alice  M.  Hellmer  and  others, 
ft  voting  legislation  exempting  dogs  from  being  ased  for  vivlsect- 
Ir  g  purposes:,  etc. :  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

891.  By  Mr.  BROWNE:  Petltii-n  by  James  A.  Garfield 
IW  Oman's  Relief  Corps  No.  93,  representing  111  women,  asking 
that  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  widows  be  increased;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

892.  Also,  petition  of  citizen.s  of  Stevens  Point,  Wis.,  asking 
tliat  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  soldiers  and  widows  of  soldiers 
bt  increased;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  I'ensions. 

803.  By  Mr.  Bl'RTNESS :  Petition  of  C.  H.  Mausteti.  J.  D. 
R)ach.  and  other  residents  of  Langdou,  N.  Dak.,  asking  for 
ledsla'lon  inc'rea.'<lng  the  pen.sions  of  Civil  Wat  veterans  and 
w  dows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pension.**. 

S04.  Also,  petition  of  Vernon  Hancock.  Thomas  E.  Wagar,  and 
other  residents  of  Gilby,  N.  Dak.,  asking  for  legislation  increas- 
ing the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans; 
tc  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

[895.  By  Mr.  CANFIELl) :  Petition  of  Martin  Bennett  and  110 
olher  citizens  of  Dearborn  County,  Ind.,  asking  that  legislation 
hi  •  ena<'te<l  that  will  be  helpful  to  the  veterans  of  the  Civil  War 
and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Comiiiittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

S96.  Also,  petititin  of  Henry  C.  Williams  and  530  other  citi- 
zens of  Aurora,  Ind..  asking  that  legislation  be  enactetl  that  will 
Im'  helpful  to  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans; 
tc   the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

897.  Also,  petition  of  Charles  Mun'hy,  of  317  North  Broadway, 
Seymour,  Ind.,  and  122  other  citizens  of  Seymour,  Ind.,  asking 
tiat  legislation  be  enactetl  that  will  be  helpful  to  the  veterans 
ol  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ir  valid  Pensions. 

898.  By  Mr.  CRAMTON  :  PetiUon  slgneil  by  Grace  Miller  and 
IJ  3  other  residents  of  Imlay  City,  Mich.,  urging  increa.se  in  peu- 
sl  )n  for  Civil  War  vetei  ans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

890.  By  Mr.  CULLEN:  Resolution  of  the  Leajiuo  for  Safe- 
guarding the  Fixity  of  the  Sabbath,  urging  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  not  to  adojtt  nuy  bill  which  may  provide  for  the 
CI  lllng  of,  or  the  sending  of  delegates  from  the  United  States  to, 
ail  international  conference  for  the  simplification  of  the  calendar 
uiiless  such  resolution  contain  a  proviso  that  the  delegates  oppttse 
tie  simplificatJon  of  the  calendar  which  would  include  a  blank 
day  by  whii-h  the  existing  tixe<l  periodicity  of  the  Sabbath  would 
b< '  destroyed  :  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

90<».  ALSO,  petiti<m  of  the  Metropolitan  Association  of  the 
An.iteur  .\thletlc  Union  of  the  United  States,  respectfully  pe- 
ti  ioning  for  the  immediate  repeal  of  the  10  per  cent  tax  now 
iEiposed  upon  the  dues,  initiation  fees,  and  life  memberships  of 
Si  cial.  athletic,  and  sporting  clubs  and  organizations ;  to  the 
C)mmittee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

901.  Also,  resolution  of  the  Brooklyn  Auxiliary  No.  2,  Jewish 

V  ar  Veterans  of  the  Unite<l  States,  urging  the  necessity  of  ex- 
t*  nding  date  of  presumptive  ser>-ice  connection  in  ca.ses  of 
veterans  suffering  from  and  with  a  true  diagnosis  of  tubercu- 
Usls  from  the  date  now  establi.she<l  by  law  to  January  1.  1930; 
t<   the  Committee  on  World  War  Veterans'  I.iegislation. 

•M>2.  ALso,  petition  of  the  National  Paint.  Oil.  and  Varnish  As- 
sociation, at  Its  annual  convention  In  Washington,  D.  C,  urging 
tie  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  oppose  any  increase  in  the 
mte  on  such  nonedlble  blackstrap  raolas.ses  provided  in  the 
pending  tariff  bill;  to  the  C^>minittee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

903.  Also,  petition,  as  American  citizen.<»  and  merchants,  of 
tie  National  Council  of  American  Importers  «&  Traders  (Inc.), 

V  gorously  protesting  against  section  526  (a)  as  auiended  by 
tie  Senate,  and  which  relates  to  trade-marks;  to  the  Committee 
oil  Patents. 

9<>4.  .\lso,  petition  of  the  American  Exporters  and  Iniporters' 
A  s.<iOciation.  respectfully  petitioning  Congress  against  tlie  pro- 
p».'*ed  change  In  sec-tlon  526  of  the  existing  tariff  law,  affecting 
tiade-markg  and  patents;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 

9»>6.  By  Mr.  DEMl'SEY :  Petition  of  E.  D.  Bilker  and  227 
ot  her  dthcens  of  Niagara  County,  N.  Y.,  asking  that  a  bill  in- 
c:  easing  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  such 
V(>terans  as  indorsed  by  the  National  Tribune,  be  speedily 
enacted  into  law;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

906.  By  Mr.  DOUGLAS  of  Arizona:  Petition  urging  the  pws- 
81  ige  of  legislation  increasing  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans 
a  Dd  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
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907.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Phoenix.  Ariz.,  urging  Con- 
gress for  early  passage  of  legislation  increasing  pensions  to 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  vetwans;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

906.  By  Mr.  EVANS  of  Montana:  Petition  of  Jesse  Burbldge 
and  other  residents  of  Rimini,  Mont,  ui-ging  the  p«issage  of  the 
Civil  War  pension  bill  proposed  by  the  National  Tribune;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

009.  Also,  petition  of  W.  A.  Mowger  and  other  citizens  of 
Hamilton,  Mont.,  urging  the  p»i.ssage  of  the  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

910.  By  Mr.  HTZPATRICK :  Petition  of  residents  of  the  dty 
of  Mount  Vernon,  N.  Y.,  urging  favorable  action  on  House  Joint 
Resolution  2S.  for  the  appointment  of  a  joint  committee  of  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  to  investigate  the  pay  and 
allowances  of  the  commissioned  and  enlisted  personnel  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  Coast  Guard.  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey,  and  Public  Health  Service;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili- 
tary Affnirs. 

911.  By  Mr.  FULLER:  Petition  of  dtizens  of  Omaha,  Ark., 
urging  passage  of  a  bill  i>rovlding  Increase  of  pension  to  Civil 
War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
valid  Pensions. 

912.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Arkansas,  urging  Congress 
for  legislation  granting  increases  In  pension  to  Civil  War  vet- 
erans and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

913.  By  Mr.  GIBSON:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Barre,  Vt, 
favoring  emergency  legislation  for  the  benefit  of  Civil  War  vet- 
erans ;  to  the  C<)mmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

914.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Randolph,  Vt,  favoring  emer- 
gency legislation  for  the  benefit  of  Civil  War  veterans;  to  the 
Conunittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

915.  By  Mr.  GLOVER:  Petition  of  dUzens  of  McGekee,  Ark., 
urging  Congress  to  pass  a  bill  increasing  the  pensions  of  Civil 
War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

916.  Also,  petition  of  Pine  Bluff  Missionary  Baptist  Associa- 
tion, urging  Congress  to  amend  the  prohibition  law  so  as  to 
make  the  purchaser  of  intoxicating  liquors  equally  guilty  with 
the  seller  or  the  manufacturer;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

917.  By  Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH :  Petition  of  citizens  of  Pitts 
ville.  Md.,  favoring  Increase  in  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans 
and  widows  of  Civil  War  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Penslona 

918.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Elkton,  Md.,  favoring  increase 
In  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  Civil  War 
veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pwisions. 

919.  Also,  petition  of  dtizens  of  Trai«)e,  Md.,  favoring  In- 
crease in  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  Civil 
War  veterans ;  to  the  Commitete  vn  Invalid  Pensions. 

920.  Also,  petition  of  cUiztiis  of  Marion  Station.  Md.,  to  in- 
crease the  pension  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  Civil 
War  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

921.  By  Mr.  IIADLEY :  Petition  of  a  number  of  citizens  of 
Whatcom  County,  Wash.,  urging  increases  of  pensions  for  Civil 
War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  oo  In- 
valid Pensions 

922.  By  Mr.  HAL8EY:  Petition  of  sundry  voters  of  Spring 
Hill,  Mo.,  urging  the  Congress  of  this  special  8J«slon  to  take 
Immediate  steps  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill,  in 
order  that  relief  may  be  accordcxi  to  needy  and  suffering  vet- 
erans and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pension.s, 

923.  By  Mr.  HAUOEN :  Petition  of  Thomas  Goodell  and  other 
dtizens  of  Allamakee  County,  Iowa,  urging  that  immediate 
steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  in 
order  that  relief  may  l>e  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering  vet- 
erans and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

924.  Also,  petition  of  dtizens  of  Winneshiek  County,  Iowa, 
urging  that  immediate  steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil 
War  pension  bill  In  order  that  relief  may  be  ncconled  to  needy 
and  suffering  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

925.  Also,  petition  of  Ella  Blake  and  other  dtizens  of  Fayette 
County,  Iowa,  urging  that  immediate  steps  l>e  taken  to  bring  to  a 
TOte  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  in  order  that  relief  may  be  accorded 
to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

926.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Howard  C^mnty.  Iowa,  urging 
that  Immediate  steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pen- 
sion bill  In  order  that  relief  may  be  accorded  to  needy  and  suf- 


fering veterans  and  \»  idows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Commltteo  on 
Invalid  PensliMis.  ^   _,     . 

927.  By  Mr.  HESS:  Petition  of  sundry  dtizens  of  Cindn- 
nati,  Ohio,  urging  the  passage  of  a  bill  to  Increase  the  pensions 
of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

928.  By  Mr.  HUDSON:  Petition  of  dtizens  of  Ingham  and 
Genesee  Counties,  Mich.,  urging  favorable  consideration  of 
legislation  bringing  benefits  to  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

929.  By  Mr.  JEFFERS:  PetiUon  of  citizens  of  Dallas  County, 
Ala.,  urging  that  immetliate  steps  be  taken  at  this  special  ses- 
sion to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  the 
rates  proposed  by  tlie  National  Tribune  in  order  that  relief  may 
be  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

930.  By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota :  Petition  of  citizens 
of  Pollock,  S.  Dak.,  urging  enactment  of  legislation  to  increase 
th6  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

931.  ALso,  p«*tition  of  citizens  of  Florence,  S.  Dak.,  urging  en- 
actment of  legislation  to  increase  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  vet- 
erans and  widows  of  veterans;  to  tlie  Ccmimittee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

932.  Also,  petlticm  of  citizens  of  Mobridge.  S.  Dak.,  urging  en- 
actments of  legislation  to  increase  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  vet- 
erans and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pen.sions. 

933.  By  Mr.  KINCHELOE:  Petition  of  Annie  B.  Boyd,  C.  D. 
Hlgbee,  and  18  other  voters  of  Hopkinsville,  Ky.,  urging  that 
immediate  steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  peu.sion 
bill  in  order  that  relief  may  be  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  C^»mmittee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

934.  Also,  petition  of  59  voters  of  Women's  Relief  Corps,  State 
of  Kentucky,  urging  tliat  immediate  steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a 
vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  in  order  that  relief  may  be  ac- 
corded to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

935.  Also,  petition  of  Eulah  Sampson,  Clarkie  Jenkins,  and 
120  other  voters  of  Henderson,  Ky.,  urging  that  immediate  steps 
be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  in  order  that 
relief  may  be  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

936.  Also,  petition  of  Nancy  Hughes,  Peter  Givens,  and  30 
other  voters  of  Morganfleld,  Ky.,  urging  that  immediate  steps  be 
taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  in  order  that 
relief  may  be  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  C«nmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

937.  Also,  petition  signed  by  Marion  Dukes.  Hugh  (Tioate, 
Ernest  Myers,  and  102  other  voters  ot  Crofton,  Ky.,  urging  that 
immediate  steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  iiension 
bill  In  order  tliat  relief  may  be  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 

Pensions. 

988.  Also,  petition  signed  by  Ottllie  Friedrlch,  Elisabeth  Eck- 
ert,  and  59  other  voters  of  Daviess  County,  Ky^  urging  that 
immediate  steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension 
bill  In  order  that  relief  may  be  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

939.  By  Mr.  MoLAUGHLIN :  Petition  signed  by  David  Hen- 
ilerson  and  11  other  residents  of  Manton,  Wexford  County, 
Mich.,  urging  passage  of  a  bill  providing  increase  of  pension  for 
Civil  War  soldiers  and  their  dependents;  to  the  Committee  oa 
Invalid  Pensions. 

940.  By  Mr.  MURPHY:  Petition  of  C.  E.  Cox  and  13  other 
dtizens  of  Leesville,  Ohio,  asking  for  the  passage  of  the  National 
Tribune's  Civil  War  pension  Wll ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

941.  By  Mr.  NELSON  of  Maine:  Petition  of  sundry  citizens 
of  Belfast,  Me.,  favoring  increase  of  pension  for  Civil  War  vet- 
erans and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 

Pensions. 

W2  By  Mr.  PALMER:  Petition  of  Martha  A.  Jones  and 
sundry  citizens  of  Sedaiia,  Mo.,  praying  for  the  passagre  of  legis- 
lation granting  increased  pulsions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

943  Also,  petition  of  Tina  J.  Davis  and  sundry  dtizens  of 
Springfield.'  Mo.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting 
IncrMised  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans; to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

944.  By  Mr.  RAM8EYEB :  Petition  of  dtisens  <rf  Eld^  Iowa, 
advocating  increase  ot  pensions  for  veterans  of  the  Civil  War 
and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
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MS.  Also,  pi'trnttn  of  <r!tl«Miii  of  Keota.  Iowa,  adrocaHiif;  in- 
crH««<>  of  |poi»>.ioi)8  f«»r  vettraim  of  the  Civil  War  and  wldowH  of 
retfrani*;  to  tbf  r«mniltte«»  on  Invalid  rpnuioriM. 

W«.  By  Mr.  UKID  of  Illmol«:  Petition  of  Robert  R.  Uunt  and 
37  othfT  rltiJteni*  of  Elifln,  111..  aj«lrin|f  that  Congresa  piias  a  bill 
rarryiiijc  the  ratt-M  sujfgestttl  by  th«>  National  Tribune  for  Civil 
War  Vetera ni*  and  widow !»  of  reterans;  to  tlie  Committee  ou 
Invalid  Pensimm. 

W7.  Also,  ijftirion  of  Annie  MetzKer  and  81  other  dtlzens  of 
Jollet.  III..  askinK  that  Congress  pass  a  bill  carrying  the  ratea 
rtiKtrested  by  the  National  Trilmne  for  Civil  War  veterans  and 
wid«»WN  of  vetenins;  to  tlie  Committee  <»  Invalid  Pensions. 

mn.  Al»o,  |»etltl«»n  of  Anna  Burchim  and  11  other  ritizens  of 
Wilmington.  lU.,  asking  that  Congrt*s  i»a.««  a  bill  carrying  the 
rateti  suggested  by  the  National  Triboue  for  Civil  War  veterans 
and  widows  of  veteran.-*:  to  the  Commltte<?  ou  Invalid  Pensions. 

94».  By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Iowa  :  Petition  urging  the  passage 
of  the  Civil  War  pen.sitMi  Wll  for  widows  signed  by  Ellen  M. 
Swurta.  of  117  Le.)nard  Avenue,  Waterloo,  Iowa,  and  about  75 
other  citizen.-*  of  Waterlo<j,  Iowa ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
I'einlons. 

W4).  By  Mr.  HOWBOTTOM :  Petition  of  Ida  M.  Coker  and 
I/orllda  Walker,  of  Mount  Vernon,  Ind.,  that  Congress  enact  Into 
Uiw  at  this  session  legL^lation  to  relieve  the  Civil  War  soldiers 
and  widows  of  soldiers ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ttr.l.  By  Mr.  Sl'HNElDER:  Petition  urging  pension  legisla- 
Uon  for  relief  of  needy  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of 
veterau.s,  signed  by  residents  of  Appleton,  Wis.;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

9G2.  Also,  petition  urging  Increases  for  Civil  War  survivors 
and  widows  of  survivors  signed  by  residents  of  Marinette,  Wis. ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  I'enslons. 

953.  Also,  petition  urging  pension  Increases  for  Civil  War  sur- 
vivors and  widows  of  survivors ;  signed  by  34  residents  of  Hoi^ 
tonvtlle.  Wis. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Penirfons. 

9&4.  By  Mr.  SHORT  of  Missouri:  Petition  of  cltl«ens  of 
Puxico.  Mo.,  favoring  Increa.-^ed  pensiohs  for  soldiers  of  the 
Civil  War  and  widows  of  soldiers ;  to  the  C«Mnmlttee  on  Invalid 
Pen-sions. 

955.  Also,  petition  of  dtlsens  of  Dougla.s  County,  Mo.,  favor- 
ing Increased  pensions  for  soldiers  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows 
of  soldiers ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  I'enslons. 

966.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Ozark  County,  Mo.,  favoring 
Increased  pensions  for  s^>ldler8  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows 
of  soldiers ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

IW7.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Scott  County,  Mo.,  favoring 
increased  pensions  for  soldiers  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of 
veterans:  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

968.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Branson,  Mo.,  favoring  in- 
creased pensions  for  soldiers  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of 
veterans ;  to  the  Ownmlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

960.  By  Mr.  STALKER:  Petition  of  citizens  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  urging  Coogreas  for  the  early  passage  of  a  bill  In- 
creasing the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

980.  By  Mr.  STRONG  of  Pennsylvania :  Petition  of  citizens 
of  Freeport  P«..  in  favor  ot  increased  pensions  for  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

9in.  Also,  petition  of  citlaens  of  Kittannlng.  Pa.,  in  favor  of 
lucppased  pension  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  ret- 
enuw ;  to  the  Conanlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

900.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Indiana.  Pa.,  In  favor  of  In- 
creased pension  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  o<  veterans ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

963.  By  Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington:  Petition  signed  by 
Lola  Donaldson  an«l  63  other  dtlzens  of  Parker.  Wash.,  favoring 
Increaje  ot  penaiona  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans ;  to  the  Oommlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

964.  Also,  petition  signed  by  Mrs.  E.  J.  Robart  and  60  other 
cltlaens  of  ToppeiUah.  Wash.,  favoring  Increase  of  pensions  to 
ClTll  War  Teterans  and  widows  of  reteruB;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

966.  By  Mr.  SIMMONS:  Petition  of  dtlzens  of  Lincoln 
County,  Brown  Conuty.  Keith  County.  Dawaon  County,  and 
Cvstcr  County,  Nebr..  all  a<«klng  for  increased  pensions  for  the 
soldiers  of  the  Otvil  War.  their  orphans  and  widows;  to  the 
Committee  oo  Invalid  Pensions. 

966  By  Mr.  SWING:  Petition  of  dtli«is  of  National  City. 
Oallf..  In  favor  of  increased  pensions  for  veterans  of  the  Civil 
War  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

967.  Also,  petition  oi  dtlzens  of  Santa  Ana.  Calif..  In  favor 
of  incr«iM«l  peasioaB  for  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows 
of  veterans;  to  the  Cosamittee  on  Invalid  Penaiona. 
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968.  Also,  petition  of  dtlzens  of  San  Bernardino  County, 
ckllf..  In  favor  of  bills  granting  Increase  In  pension  to  SpauUh- 
A^erlcan  War  veterans ;  to  the  C<»mnrlttee  on  Pennioiis. 

969.  Also,  petition  of  dtlzens  of  San  Bernardino  County,  Calif., 
favor  of  Increased  pensions  for  veterans  of  the  Civil  War 

ajid  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  luvalld  Pensions. 

970.  By  Mr.  THOMPSON:  Petition  of  54  dtlzens  of  Delta, 
Fialton  County,  Ohio,  prajing  for  early  pa.ssage  of  bills  granting 
li  creases  of  jJension  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veter- 
aiis:  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

971.  By  Mr.  THURSTON :  Petition  signed  by  22  residents  of 
Clarke  County,  Iowa,  protesting  against  the  proposed  change  in 
tlfe  calendar;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

972.  ALSO,  petition  signed  by  29  cltiwns  of  Taylor  County,  in 
tlie  State  of  Iowa,  petitioning  the  C^^tugress  to  increase  the  pen- 
sf>ns  now  allowed  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  dependents; 

the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

973.  Also,  petition  signed  by  111  citizens  of  Be<lford,  Taylor 
Obunty.  Iowa,  petitioning  the  Congress  to  increai*e  the  pensions 
n  >w  allowed  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  dependents;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

974.  By  Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  West  Virgiiiia:  Petition  of 
citizens  of  Walkervllle.  W.  Va..  urging  Congress  to  take  a  vote 
oi  the  Civil  War  pensions  bill  at  the  siKX-ial  session  of  Congress; 
t^  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Penirk>ns. 

975.  Also,  petition  of  dtizens  of  Clay  County,  W.  Va.,  urging 
tlongress  for  the  pastsaye  of  a  bill  for  Uie  Increase  of  pension  to 
C  ivil  \\'ar  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans  ;  to  the  Committee  oti 
ijivalid  Pensions. 

97d  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Shinnston,  Harrison  County, 
Va.,  praying  for  early  pa.ssage  of  bills  granting  Increases  of 
pension  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Cwnmittee  on  Invalid  Pen.«<ions. 

J 977.  By  Mr.  WOODRUFF:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Mecosta 
C  [>unty.  Mich.,  favoring  increased  pensions  for  veterans  of  the 
C  ivll  War  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Couunittee  on  Invalid 
F  enij^ous. 


SENATE 
Tuesday,  November  12,  1929 

(Legislative  day  of  Wednesday,  October  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

pfST-TIUC  BMPLOTIZS,  DEPAKTMENT  OF  COMMEXCE    (8.  DOC.   NO.   3T) 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  Se<Tetary  of  Coninieree,  in  respon.se  to  Senate 
Ie.solntlon  142  (agreed  to  October  2tt,  1929),  transmitting  a  list 
o '  officers  or  employees  of  the  Department  of  Comnierce,  receiv- 
li  ig  a  salary  of  $1  per  annum  or  oth^r  sum  as  are  at  the  same 
t  me  regularly  employed  by  individuals  or  associations,  etc., 
V  hich,  with  the  accompanying  list,  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
tjiMe  and  to  be  printed. 

CALL  or  THE  BOU. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  willed  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
aiiswered  to  their  names: 


Alton 
i  shunt 
t  arkley 
E  Ingbam 
Elack 
F  leiiM 
Eorab 
I  ntton 
I  rock 
I  rookhart 
I  rouMard 
Capper 
(onnaUy 
(  opeland 
(  oQxenn 
(  ntting 
I«le 
I«iie«ii 
I  ill 


Edife 

Fesa 

Fletcher 

Frazier 

Oeorge 

OJllett 

Olaaa 

Goff 

Goldaborou^ 

Goald 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

HarriHon 

Hatfield 

Hnwe« 

Uayden 

Hebert 

Heflln 


Howell 

Jobnnon 

Jonea 

Kean 

Kendrlck 

Keyps 

La  Follette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McNary 

MPtcalf 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Or^muin 

Patterson 

Pblppa 

Pine 

Bansdell 


Reed 

Sackett 

Schall 

Shpppard 

Hhort  ridge 

Hlmmonii 

Smoot 

Btelwer 

Stephens 

Swanaon 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thoma*.  Okla. 

Towns^-nd 

Tramm»'ll 

Vaodenberg 

Walcolt 

Walsh.  Mnnt. 

Watemuui 

Wheeler 


Mr.  TOWNSEND.  I  desire  to  announce  the  unavoidable  ab- 
^uce  of  my  colleague  [Mr.  Hastings].  I  ask  that  this  an- 
4ouncemait  may  stand  for  the  day. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  junior  Sena- 
tipr  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kufo]  Is  absent  owing  to  Illness. 

I  also  wish  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
^AKAWAT],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson],  and  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Bi.ainb]  are  absent  on  business 
cC  the  Senate. 


I  wish  further  to  annotmce  that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Bias- 
sachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  Is  nec-essarlly  detained  on  Important 
business  In  his  State. 

Mr.  SCIIALL.  I  wish  the  Record  to  sliow  that  my  colleague 
[Mr.  Shipstead]  Is  absent.  111. 

Tb5  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  McNabt  In  the  chair). 
Seventy-six  Senators  having  answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum 
Is  present. 

PETITIONS 

Mr.  WALCOTT  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Con- 
necticut State  Conference  of  the  Bricklayers,  Masons,  and  Plas- 
terers' International  I'nlon  favoring  the  passage  of  legislation 
granting  increased  pensions  to  veterans  of  the  Spanish  War,  the 
Philippine  insurrection,  and  the  China  relief  expedition,  which 
was  refer H'd  to  the  Committee  ot\  Pensions. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of 
New  Orleans,  La.,  praying  for  the  pas.sage  of  legislation  grant- 
ing increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  widows, 
which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

IMPORTATIONS  BEARING  TRADE-MARKS 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  hold  In  my  hand  a  letter 
from  a  representative  of  the  Council  of  the  French  Chamber 
of  Commerce  of  New  York.  It  Is  In  the  nature  of  a  petition 
relating  to  section  526  of  the  pending  tariff  bill.  I  ask  that  It 
be  printed  In  the  Recobo  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  is 
of  the  opinion  that  the  practice  has  been  for  petitions  from  for- 
eign governments  to  come  through  the  State  Department. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  This  is  not  a  iietitlon  from  a  foreign  gov- 
ernment. It  Is  a  petition  from  a  chamber  of  commerce  in  New 
York  Citv.  made  up  of  former  French  citizens. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  Inquire  what  the  peti- 
tion or  the  document  Is  that  is  presented? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  relates  to  the  use  of  American  trade- 
marks. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  marking  provision. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  Senator  remembers  that  the  Senate 
decided  that  American  trade-marks  must  not  be  u.sed  on  goods 
manufactured  abroad. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     From  whom  does  It  come,  please? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  comes  from  the  French  Chamber  of 
Commerce  of  New  York  City.  __,  ^  ^ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  communication,  with  the  accom- 
panying resolution,  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance 
and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

OCTOBZB  29,  1929. 

Hon.    ROTAL   8.    COPBLAND, 

United  States  Sctiote,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Sis  :  On  behalf  of  the  Cbambre  de  Commerce  Francalae  de  New  York. 

of  which  I  am  an  officer,  I  aend  you  herewith  a  petition  pertaining  to 

section  526  of  the  proposed  tariff  act  (H.  B.  2667).     May  I  respectfully 

request  that  you  file  thla  petition  upon  the  floor  to  be  properly  referred  7 

Thanking  you  In  advance  for  thia  courtesy.  I  remain,  respectfully, 

M.     M.     SXBKLINO. 

Beaolutlon  adopt<>d  at  a  meeting  of  the  Council  of  the  French  Chamb^-r 
of  Commorce  of  New  York   (Inc.),  held  on  October  24.  1929 
Be  U  resolved,  That  the  French  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  New  York 
(Inc.)  do  present  the  following  petition  to  the  Congren  ot  the  United 

States  : 

The  French  Chamber  of  Commorce  of  New  York  (Inc.)  is  a  corporation 
organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York  for  the  purpose  of 
promoting  mutual,  friendly,  and  profitable  trade  relations  and  inter- 
course between  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  citizens  of  France. 
The  chamber  functions  for  the  Improvement  of  the  export  trade  of  the 
United  States  with  France  as  wtll  as  the  export  trade  of  France  with 
the  United  States.  The  membership  of  the  chamber  comprises  both 
American  and  French  citizens,  Including  many,  if  not  most,  of  the 
principal  traders  in  French  ware*  in  the  United  States,  and  a  large  num- 
ber of  other  influential  citizens  Interested  In  the  promotion  of  a  more 
enlarged  and  friendly  commercial  Intercourse  between  the  two  countries. 

The  chamber  views  with  concern  the  amendments  of  section  526  of 
the  pending  tariff  bill  (H.  B.  2667)  adopted  by  the  United  States  Senate 
on  September  24.  1929,  whereby  the  existing  law  on  the  subject  is  so 
amended  as  to  make  it  unlawful  for  citizens  or  corporations  of  the 
United  States  to  import  an  article  of  foreign  manufacture  bearing  a 
United  States  trade-mark  owned  by  such  citizen  or  corporation  and 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  the  manner  prescribed  In  the 
Be<^-tioa. 

The  real  purpose  of  the  amendment  seems  to  be  to  prevent  manufac- 
turers already  estabHahed  In  the  United  States  from  removing  their 
plants  to  or  building  additional  factories  in  forei^  Joriadictiona  and 
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tber*  manofactarlng  and  exporting  to  the  United  State*  conunodillea 
t»earing  Unlte<l  States  trade-marks,  thus  decreasing  employment  of 
American  labor.  The  effect  of  the  am<'ndment,  howev.-r,  will  evidently 
be  much  broader  and  will  exclude  many  articles  be^irlng  foreii;n  (rade- 
marka  reglatered  in  the  United  States  by  citizens  thereof  and  used  on 
products  which  always  have  been  and  always  will  be  manufactured  in 
foreign  countries. 

This  chamber  is  apprehensive  that  due  consideration  has  not  been 
given  to  the  fact  that  many  trade-marks  registered  and  owned  by  cltlaens 
of  the  United  States  ure  of  foreign  origin  In  the  .sense  that  property 
rights  In  such  trade-ma.'-ks  were  acquired  thr<jugh  their  use  In  foreign 
and  international  trade  upon  well-known  protlucts  of  foreign  manu- 
facture. 

The  protection  of  the  trade  mark  laws  of  this  country  la  extended  to 
any  owner  of  a  trade-mark  used  in  commerce  with  lorelgn  nations  or 
timouK  the  several  States,  whether  such  owner  Is  a  rt>sldent  of  the 
United  States  or  of  a  foreign  country  which  by  treaty,  convention,  or 
law  affords  similar  privileges  to  the  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
France  accords  trade-mark  privileges  to  citizens  of  the  United  States 
and  imposes  no  requirement  that  the  trade-marked  article  shall  be  manu- 
factured In  France.  French  citizens  accordingly  have  not  only  had  the 
right  to  register  their  Uade-marks  in  the  United  States  but  to  make  an 
effective  transfer  of  such  right  to  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

The  United  States  Government  has  Issued  many  trade-marks  covering 
French  products  upon  the  application  of  cltizena  and  corporatlona  of  the 
United  States  who  have  acquired  from  French  citizens  the  right  to  the 
use  of  these  trade-marks  as  well  as  the  right  of  the  excluaive  sale  in 
this  country  of  the  products  bearing  them.  These  Include  many  famous 
French  trade-marks  which  have  been  applied  for  years  to  equally  famous 
French  products  which  were  never  manufactured  In  the  United  States. 
The  practice  of  distributing  such  products  through  firms  and  corpora- 
tions In  the  United  States,  owning  the  trade-mark  rights,  is  very  common. 

It  Is  hardly  conceivable  that  it  was  the  purpose  of  the  Senate,  by  the 
recent  amendment  of  section  526,  to  place  an  embargo  upon  the  Jewelry 
of  Cartler,  the  perfumes  and  toilet  articles  of  Coty.  Querlain.  Plnaud, 
and  Roger  &  Gallet,  upon  French  ceramics,  glass,  silks,  laces,  gowns, 
and  many  other  examples  of  luxury  products  which  are  typically  French 
and  have  always  paid  the  highest  duties,  not  to  mention  chemicals, 
pharmaceutical  products,  automobiles,  and  a  wide  range  of  French 
Industrial  products  which  have  acquired  their  vogue  in  the  United  States 
because  they  were  already  widely  known  as  French  products.  Yet  it  la 
evidently  the  effect  of  the  bill  as  It  now  stands  to  prohibit  the  Impor- 
tation of  these  products  whenever  they  are  distributed  through  an  Ameri- 
can firm  or  corporation  owning  a  trade-mark  registered  In  the  United 
States  and  the  resulting  embargo  will  be  serious  owing  to  the  generality 
of  the  practice  of  distributing  French  producta  through  the  agencies 
described. 

The  French  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United  States  accordingly 
petitions  the  Congress  to  reconsider  the  language  of  the  proposed  aec- 
tlon  526  to  the  end  that  it  may  be  so  amended  as  to  avoid  the  effect 
hereinbefore  described,  which  would  be  a  regrettable  impairment  of 
the  trade  between  France  and  the  United  SUtes  and  result  In  great 
injury  to  American  interests  which  have  acquired  diatributlon  aad 
trade-mark  rights  to  French  products  and  devoted  years  to  building  up 
an  International  trade  in  such  commodities ;  and  be  It  further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  petition  be  transmitted  by  the  secre- 
tary of  thia  chamber  to  the  Senate  and  the  Houae  of  Representatives  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

I,  Aimand  Sleper.  secretary  of  the  French  Chamber  of  Commerce  of 
New  York  (Inc.),  do  hereby  certify  that  I  have  compared  the  fore- 
going with  the  original  resolution  adopted  by  the  council  of  said 
chamber  at  a  meeting  held  on  October  24,  1929,  and  now  on  file  in  my 
office,  and  that  the  same  is  a  correct  and  true  copy  thereof,  and  of  the 
whole  thereof. 

In  witness  whereof,  I  have  subscribed  my  name  and  affixed  the 
seal  of  the  said  chamber  this  25tb  day  of  October,  1929. 

[BBAL.]  ABM  AMD  SiBPSB.  Beoretttfy. 

THE  WHEAT  PROBLEH 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr,  President,  I  present  a  telegram 
from  P.  C.  Meredith,  of  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  which  I  ask  may  be 
printed  In  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Recobd.  as  follows : 

Los  Anqklbs,  Caut.,  November  II,  19a. 
Hon.  Senator  Bbookhart, 

Washington,  D.  O. 

Wheat  prices  prevalUng  to-day  are  causing  agriculture  much  dUtress. 
Could  the  Government  not  purchase  at  once  year's  supply  flour  for 
Army  and  Navy ;  also  wheat  cereals  and  even  whole  wheat  though 
necessary  for  Immediate  congressional  action.  Believe  farm<>rs  are 
being  forced  to  sell  below  cost  of  production,  and  speculators  will  reap 
large  prc^ts  later.     Freaent  loan  system  seems  working  too  slow.     U 
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OoTernoMBt  eonW  tad  wonld  mUn  baying  Binall  quantity  wbe«t  T»e»- 
da>  and  prwa  adTlacd  th.>  aamc  think  market  would  reapond  at  once. 
Action  bj  you  would  be  jreateat  aerrice  you  could  rwoder  Nation. 

P.  C.  MBKB>rrH. 

nroKT  or  JTJDiriAL  ]«omination8 
Mr.  BORAH,  as  In  open  executlTe  session,  from  the  Committee 
on  tlie  JudicUiry,  reported  two  Judicial  nomluations,  which  were 
ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

KIXS   UVTBODUCBD 

BlUs  were  Introduced,  read  the  flrgt  time,  and,  by  unanlmotw 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  KKYES  (by  request)  :  _.     ^         - 

A  bill  (8.  2078)  to  prorlde  for  the  world-wide  extension  of 
•docatlon  by  the  cooperation  of  national  govemmenta;  to  the 
Cotumlttee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr  LA  rOLLETTE: 

A  bin  (S.  2079)  granting  a  pension  to  Melissa  A.  Bwderson; 
to  the  Committee  on  Penelima. 

By  Mr   BBOOKHART: 

A  bill  (a  2080)  to  amend  section  12  of  the  Federal  farm  loan 
act.  aa  amended ;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana : 

A  Mil  (8.  2081)  for  the  reUef  of  George  L.  Rullson;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

A  bill  ( 8.  2082)  grantlnf  compensation  to  Leo  D.  Clerkin ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance. 

A  bill  (8.  2088)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Charles 
Ingle  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (8.  20A4)  granting  an  Increase  of  peoidon  to  Mary  M. 
Steel  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
■looa. 

Bv  Mr  HAWKS  * 

A  bin  ( 8.  2UA5)  for  tbe  rrilef  of  certain  newapapera  for  ad- 
TcrtMng  senrlces  rendered  the  Pnbilc  Health  Serrlce  of  the 
TrcAaory  Department ;  to  the  Cr>mmlttee  on  Claims. 

A  bill  (8.  2088)  granting  the  cnn««ent  of  Congreaa  to  the 
Wabaah  Railway  Co.  to  conatmct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  rail- 
road bridge  acroaa  tlie  Ml«oorl  Rlrer  at  or  near  St.  Cliarlca, 
Mo. ;  to  tiie  Committee  on  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  MBTCALF: 

A  bill  ( 8.  2087)  granting  an  Increase  of  peoaioD  to  Caroline  F. 
Roands  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Penalona. 

By  Mr.  RSED: 

A  Mil  (8.  2088)  lor  the  rHIef  of  Roaaell  H.  Lindsay;  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

A  Mil  (8.  2080)  for  the  relief  of  the  Allegheny  Forging  Co.. 
arising  from  traaaaetloos  with  the  Army  (with  the  same  accom- 
panying papers  aa  for  8.  2000) ;  and 

A  bill  (8.  2000)  for  the  relief  of  the  Alleglieny  Forging  Co.. 
artsiiV  fRMB  transactions  with  tlie  Panama  Canal   (with  the 
BpanylDg  papers  as  for  8.  2080) ;  to  the  Coaunlttee  on 

TT  WITH  009A 

By  Mr.  WATBBMAN: 

A  joint  T«w>lvHoo  (8.  J.  Baa.  TO)  relating  to  the  termination 
of  the  reciprocity  treaty  of  December  11.  1902,  between  the 
United  States  a»d  the  Republic  of  Cnba ;  to  tlie  Committee  on 
FoMlgB  Mriatlons. 

Mr.  WATERMAN.  I  aak  that  the  joint  resolution  be  printed 
la  th«  SaooaBL 

There  betaig  no  objection,  the  joint  readotlon  was  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  tlie  Raooan,  aa  follows : 

TTTiiuM  tt  Is  peairMad  bf  the  drreBCli  •rtiOt  «f  tha  eoBTaatlon 
betvMB  ih»  Uaitad  State*  of  Aawrica.  of  tba  oac  part,  and  tlw 
BoyobUe  of  Cata.  of  tba  otbar  part,  concluded  at  Habaaa,  Cuba, 
D«ceaib«r  11,  IMS,  that  aodi  conTeatloa  "ahall  continue  In  force  for 
of  ttm  yoara  fron  the  daU  of  going  Into  affact.  aad  from  year 
kfcaraaflar  latU  the  explnUioB  of  on*  year  fiNMB  tb*  day  wbea 
alther  of  the  eoattactiw  partita  aball  gire  notice  to  the  other  of  its 
lataatloa  to  tsnUaata  the  aaa*  " :  and 

Wberaaa  saeh  eearaatloa  becaaia  atkctlTc  DoecBbcr  27.  1008;  aad 

Wbetaas  It  to  no  loafer  tor  tba  tnteresta  of  the  United  States  to 
coattaae  mA  eoareatioa  la  torre:  Therefore  be  it 

Jtmilrid.  ato..  That  the  Prvaident  ia  reqoeated  to  gtra  notice  to  tlie 
Bapoblic  of  Csha  of  tba  iatentioo  of  the  United  SUtes  of  AaMtIca  to 
tetmiaata  «he  recipcodty  treaty  with  Caba.  aecordiag  to  the  tems  of 
the  •icTCBtk  aftMc  thereof. 

▲aoorouKirrB  to  ths  tautt  bill 

Mr.  COPBLAND  submitted  two  amendments  and  Mr.  HAWBS 
aabnttted  an  aaieiMlment  intended  to  be  propooad  by  tbea,  re- 
apectively.  to  Howe  Mil  2067,  the  tariff  rerlslon  bill,  whldi  were 
•rdered  to  Ua  «n  tte  tabla  and  to  ba  printed. 
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PK^S     AT    PTTLABKI     8r8Qt7IOE!fTKNinAl. 
LUNCHBON 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
hi  ive  printed  In  the  Recobd  an  address  delivered  recently  by 
M  r.  Edward  J.  Prebls  at  Uie  Pulaski  sesquirentennial  celebra- 
tlm.    It  Is  very  brief. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

ai'BBCH  or  BDWAHD  J.  PBZBia,  PBK81DKXT  NOBTHWKaTiaW  TBt" ST  A  SAVINQS 
BAITK.  CHICAGO,  TOABTMAgTBa  AT  PULASKI  8«SQCIC«.KT«K2f lAL  LCMCBCON 
OCTUBEB  11,  \K9,   AT  NATI05AI.  PBXHS  CLITII,   WASHINOTOM,   D.  C. 

Membera  of  the  committee,  honored  gueata,  and  gentlemen,  a  toa^t- 
muter  at  the  beat  la  but  a  m-ceasary  evil.  Hia  Job  ia  to  clear  tl>e  track, 
but  not  impede  it.  To  accompliah  ttiat  end  I  am  curbing  a  vagrant 
tungue  with  a  written  word. 

We  have  met  to  honor  the  memory  of  Caaimlr  Pulaski  But  the 
b>Qora  of  the  day  go  far  beyond  that  gallant  Polish  gentleman  and 
a<  Idler — to  the  foandera  of  our  Nation,  whoae  declaration  of  a  goa- 
p<l  of  freedom  waa  so  broad,  eo  aincera,  as  to  draw  him  from  oversea* 
t<  these  then  desperate  aborea.  And  having  met  we  are  entitled  to 
r<  Jolce  that  for  all  of  the  extraordinary  changea  In  oar  aocial.  economic, 
and  political  life  we  have  ateadfaatly  preserved  the  early  fandamtntals 

0  freedom  and  democracy  in  tbetr  originality,  ao  that  to^ay,  without 
raervation,  we  are  able  to  repeat  anew  in  oniaon  the  pledges  of  th* 
S  ivolutionary  fathera  who  laid  th*  comer  stone  of  oox  Nation. 

It  is  this  ability  to  grow  and  yet  remain  Amerieaaa,  to  expand  into 
vorM-power  aiae  and  yet  bold  fast  to  the  parent  root,  which  haa  made 
a  I  unkiae.  It  I*  thla  dual  development  of  oonaervatiam  and  lilieraUsm 
«  bleb  haa  given  our  Nation  tlte  power  of  benevolent  aaaUnllatlon,  tliat 
a  a  ear  inhabitants,  Inclodtng  those  yet  toiling  toward  the  goal  of  dti- 
aiBship.  beeone  Americans  in  acu  and  Ideala  even  aa  they  enter  our 
pirta. 

Aad  if  it  happen*  there  1*  a  donbtlng  Ttaomaa  among  you,  not  ia 

1  lorifleation  but  because  ia  a  aenae  thla  I*  a  Poliah  day.  I  cite  as  proof 
a'  my  atataaaent  tbe  passage  of  80.000  Poles  from  the  United  Htates  to 
lurope  daring  the  late  war  to  &gbt  as  an  alMed  artny  for  American  sue- 
e>aB,  when  barred  t>y  lack  of  dtlsansbip  from  enllstmeot  under  tb« 
Itara  and  Stripe*. 

But  t*  yoa  pntleoMn.  tbe  bononble  Member*  of  Congreea,  and  to  tb* 
other  conmlttee  men  of  distinction,  wbv  bare  given  time  and  energy 
t>  plan  and  execute  thia  memorial  tril*ote,  our  tluinka.  I  dontK  If  you 
bkv*  a  full  appreciation  of  bow  well  you  bare  bullded.  ImpresMive  a* 
t  M  ctfvmonles  were  at  Sarannab,  at  tb*  Toaib  of  tti«  Cakoown  boldler, 
a  Bd  on  tb*  street*  of  thi*  Capital  City,  by  your  geature  of  comradeship 
iBd  r*eocaltioa  of  Pnlasicl,  you  bare  quickened  tb*  bearU  of  tb* 
^.00u.04X)  Pole*  la  our  country  to  a  fuller  realiaatloa  tlut  this  Nation 
[oases***  a  grateful  memory  a*  well  aa  a  sympathetic  heart. 

Uad«r  your  inaplration.  In  some  20  States  and  in  countleaa  rillage*, 
tvwns,  and  cities,  in  public  parks,  commons,  liallfl,  and  acboolhouaes, 
iillllona  of  our  fellow  dtisens,  with  their  children,  are  timuHaneously 
I  elng  Imbued  with  tbe  sense  of  an  added  obligation  of  their  clUzcoahip, 
lo  preserve  tbe  Nation  which  PnlaaKl  helped  to  found  and  for  which  b* 
lar*  bl*  lUc  Itself. 

▲*  on*  who  oversea*  wore  chevrons  rattier  titan  shoulder  straps,   I 

I  Bay   asMB  doubly    adveoturou*  In    attempting   to   invade    tit*   flelds   of 

( tate*nian*blp  or  military  stratery.  but   I  bare  learned  what  the  thrill 

( )f  oar  flag  mean*  to  men  in  the  tield — ye* ;  and  to  aien  In  tb*  abops  and 

n  their  own  bone*.     I  have  often  thought  that  inatead  of  attempting 

rlth  fonaaliacd  ▲merle* niaatlon  leaaoac,  built  like  a  dally  dozen,  If  w* 

i»uld  reach  out.  as  ha*  been  done  in   thi*  instance,  and  lift   up   tit* 

I  examples  of  thow  foreign  heroes  who  have  helped  to  make  America  that 

i>ur  rewards  would  be  more  enduring.     I   bare  no  ambition  to  increase 

he  aambcr  of  boUdaya,  but  if  we  could  at  intervale,  |>y  the  display  of 

tur    national   colors,    by   modest    meetings,    pay    if   only    a    sunset-hour 

Tlhate  to  Lafayette  and  hia  gallant  French  comradea,  to  Jack  Barry  and 

ila  Iriab  associate*,  to  Von  Steuben  and  bis  German  comradea,  and  to 

QI  tlioae  who  walked  and  Ulked   and  counseled   with   Waahington,   w* 

rooM  need  to  have  no  fear  as  to  our  future  as  a  nation. 

While  native  bom.  I  am  of  ttte  fourth  Poliah  generation  in  America. 
[  know  and  can  aay  that  the  achifevement  of  the  Polea  in  this  country, 
Ih^  advance*  in  the  arts,  in  sciance*,  and  in  the  professions  haa  in  a 
arg*  part  been  influenced  by  the  knowledge  that  they  had  in  lirlng  her* 
in  obligation  to  live  up  to,  the  aacriflces  of  their  two  predecesiwr*— 
Cofldiisxko  and  Caalaair  Pulaaki. 

It  was  indeed  a  l>*nd  of  happy  warrlora.  TlMir  memory  wlU  always 
be  dierisbcd.  Generations  of  babea  yet  unborn  will  Ii*p  their  name*  la 
grateful,  tender  veneration.  They  bare  not  died ;  titey  have  put  on 
Immortality,  and  to  them  I  cry.  "  Long  lire  Pulaski  and  his  gallant 
comradea  of  all  nationalities.'*  And  to  hia  q>irit  alone,  because  he  ia 
Poliah.  I  will  utter  it  In  tbe  language  of  his  birth.  "  Niech  Zy]c  Pulaaki  f 

MXSeAQB  nuOM  THB   BOC8B 

A  msBBBge  from  the  House  of  RepresentatlTes  by  Mr.  Chaffee, 
one  of  Its  clM-kB,  communicated  to  the  Senate  the  resolntlona 
of  the  House  adopted  as  a  tribute  to  the  memory  of  Hon.  Theo- 
dore B.  Burton,  late  a  Senator  from  the  Stato  of  Ohio. 
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REVISION  or  THB  tabut 
The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration I'f  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  State.s,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  when  the  Senate  recessed  yes- 
terday we  had  reaobetl  paragraph  385,  on  page  111.  The  Senator 
from  Maryland  [Mr.  Tvdings]  is  interested  In  this  parapaph 
and  wuiited  it  to  go  over  until  thl.s  morning. 

Mr.  IJARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  froin  Maryland 
has  an  anienduient  pending  to  the  paragrajA.  He  will,  no  doubt, 
be  here  soon. 

Mr.  SM(>OT.  Then  I  suggest  that  we  turn  to  page  8o,  line 
11,  and  let  us  see  if  we  can  take  up  the  amendment  theie  and 
dispose  of  it.  .        ^    .  . 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  McNart  In  the  chair). 
The  clerk  will  state  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  say  before  the  clerk  reads  the  amend- 
ment that  the  only  other  paragraphs  in  the  schedule  which 
have  not  been  acted  upon  are  paragraphs  367  and  .H68.  on  page 
90.  and  the  amendments  on  pages  111  and  112  of  the  bill. 

The  aiiiemlment  on  page  Ki,  beginning  on  line  11,  provides 
that— 

If  any  of  the  foregtJng  contains  a  clockwork  m*>chanlsm  the  value  of 
such  mechanism  shall  not  be  included  In  computing  the  duty  under  tills 
paragraph,  but  such  mechanism,  and  parts  therefor,  shall  be  separately 
aRSCHsetl   under  paragraph  368. 

Paragraph  368  is  the  paragraph  relative  to  clocks.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  would  agree  to  the 
amendment  which  I  have  just  read  In  paragraph  353  on  page  83. 
and  then  consider  paragraphs  367  and  368  to-morrow.  As  I 
understand,  there  was  a  unanimous-consent  agret-ment  to  con- 
sider those  paragraphB  on  Wednesday.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  want  to  have  the  amendment  on  page  83  go  over  until 
We<lnesday? 

Mr.  BARKLBT,     I  had  rather  It  would  go  over    What  we  do 
In  tbe  case  of  section  353  may  d<'pend  on  what  action  we  take 
with  reference  to  paragraphs  367  and  368. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  thought  so. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then,  Mr,  President,  the  only  other  amend- 
ment that  we  may  net  upon,  If  I  am  correct  In  my  count.  Is  In 
Iieragraph  38.5  on  page  111. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  watch  and  clock  schedule 
went  over  until  Wednesday  on  account  of  the  abHence  of  the 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  MmrcAur].  I  see  that  the 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  has  returned,  and,  of  course,  so  far 
aa  I  am  concerned,  if  he  Is  ready  to  take  up  the  amendments 
to-day,  that  course  would  lie  entirely  agreeable  to  roe. 

Mr.  SM<X>T.  Is  the  Senator  from  Rh<Kle  Island  prepared  now 
to  proceed  with  paragraphs  367  and  368? 

Mr.  METCALF.     To  what  do  thiwe  i«ragrai>hs  relate? 

Mr.  SMOOT,     They  are  what  are  called  the  chnk  iiaragrairtis. 

Mr.'  METCALF.     I  can  be  prepared  to  proceed  with   those 

paragraphs  In  a  few  moments.    I  do  not  now  have  the  papers 

rcluting  to  them  In  my  desk,  but  1  sliall  sencl  over  to  my  office 

for  them. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  any  Senator  know  whether  or  not  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dk:ieici«]  Is  In  the  dty  to-day?  He 
Is  not  In  his  seat  at  present. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  He  has  been  In  the  Chamber 
this  morning. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  like  to  proceed  with  the  ck»ck  para- 
graphs, although  It  was  understood  that  we  would  not  do  so 
until  Wednesday,  as  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
MbtcaijI  probably  wfnild  nttt  be  here  before  Wednesday. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  does  not  matt€4"  to  me.  1  had  jn.st  as 
soon  as  not  that  the  paragraphs  go  over  until  to-morrow.  If  the 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island  is  not  prepared  now  to  proceed 
with  their  consideration.  It  waa  understood  that  they  would 
go  over  until  to-morrow  at  his  request 

Mr,^Mi>OT.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  if  we  could  go  back  to 
the  chemical  schedule  and  take  up  items  which  have  l>een  passed 
over  in  that  schedule? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Unless  there  Is  Involved  some  Item  which 
was  postixjiied  on  account  of  the  Illness  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  King],  I  should  have  no  obje<-tion  to  considering 
Items  pa.sse(l  over  In  that  schedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  I'tah  Is  interested  In  the  Items  that  w«it  over  in  the 
clii-mical  schedule. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  are  those  Items,  Mr.  President?  It 
may  be  that  we  can  consider  them. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
amendments  which  were  passed  over  In  the  chemical  schedule. 


The  Chibt  Cuebk.  The  first  amendment  passed  over  was,  in 
paragrai*  20,  on  page  7,  line  16,  to  strike  out  "  three-fourths 
of,"  so  that  it  will  read : 

Ground  in  oil  (putty),  1  cent  per  pound, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  amenduient  waa  passed  over  because  we 
had  not  finally  agreed  upon  the  duty  to  be  Imposed  on  Un- 
seed oil. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  We  have  not  yet  agreed  as  to  that. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  1  will  state  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that 
If  we  agree  to  this  amendment  and  If  the  junior  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  King]  on  his  return  desires  to  have  a  reconsideration 
of  tlie  vote  whereby  the  amendment  shall  be  agreed  to,  I  shall  be 
perfectly  willing  to  have  the  item  ret>i>ened  for  further  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  think  this  proposed  Increase  In  the 
tariff  on  putty  ought  to  be  agreed  to.  I  would  not  agree  to  It 
even  under  the  circumstances  suggested  by  the  8t>uator  from 
Utah.  If  the  Senate  wants  to  disagree  to  the  amendment,  I 
would  agree  to  do  that. 

Mr.    SMOOT.     Mr.  President,   I  see   that   the   Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Ttwnos]  has  entered  the  Chamber,  and  there- 
fore, perhaps,  we  had  better  return  to  i^age  111,  paragraph  385 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  aureudment  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Utah  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clkbk.  In  paragraph  385,  page  111,  line  20,  the 
(^omraltte*^  on  Finance  proposes  to  strike  out  "20  per  cent" 
and  Insert  "  10  per  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

Tinsel  wire,  made  wliolly  or  in  chief  value  of  gold,  silver,  or  other 
metnl,  6  cents  por  potind  and  10  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  If  tlie  Senator  desires,  I  will 
make  a  brief  statement  showing  Just  exactly  what  the  amend- 
ment means  In  <-onnectlon  with  the  whole  paragrai*. 

Tinsel  wire  in  the  act  of  1922  carried  a  rate  of  duty  of  6 
<ent»  a  p<mnd  and  10  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The  House  Increased 
that  ad  valorem  rale  from  10  per  cent  to  20  per  cent.  Tbe 
S«*nate  (ommlttee  disagree*!  to  the  20  I)er  cent  Increase  and 
reported  an  amendn/ent  reducing  It  to  10  per  cent,  as  it  ia  In 
the  existing  law.  ,       ,  .  „        ^ 

On  lame  or  lahn  the  act  of  1922  imposed  a  duty  of  6  cents  a 
pound  and  20  p»r  cent  ad  valorem.  The  House  increased  the 
ad  valorem  duty  to  30  per  cent.  The  Senate  committee  dh»- 
agreed  to  tbe  Houn-  amendment,  ami  restored  the  rate  of  tlie 

present  law.  .       ».  ..  .       ».«  #      i        ^ 

BuUions  antl  ineUl  threads,  made  wholly  or  In  chief  value  of 
tinsel  wire,  and  so  forth,  under  the  act  of  1922  carried  a  dutj 
of  6  cents  ver  ixmnd  and  35  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Tbe  House 
increased  the  ad  valorem  from  35  per  cent  to  45  per  cent  ad 
valorenr,  and  the  Senate  committee  disagreed  to  the  House 
amendment  and  maile  the  rate  the  same  as  in  existing  law. 

On  beltings,  and  so  forth,  of  tinsel  wire,  metal  thread,  and 
Ht)  forth,  not  Kpe«lfltally  provide*!,  the  duty  under  the  act  of 
1922  was  45  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The  House  Increaaed  that  rata 
to  55  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  the  Senate  Committee  on  Financa 
reduced  It  to  45  per  cent,  which  Is  tbe  rate  under  the  prea- 

cut,    lonr 

On  toys  of  tinsel  wire,  and  so  forth,  the  rate  of  duty  under 
the  present  law  la  45  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  the  House  provided 
a  duty  of  70  per  cent  ad  valorem  and  put  It  In  paragraph  15131, 
If  I  remember  correctly.  The  Senate  agreed  to  the  Honae  pro- 
vision as  to  toys  only. 

(3n  woven  fabrics,  ribbons,  fringes,  and  tass^  the  rate  under 
the  present  law  Is  55  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  the  Houae  increased 
It  to  65  per  cent  ad  valorem  and  the  Senate  Finance  Con- 
mlttee re<luced  the  House  rate  to  55  per  cent  ad  valorem,  which, 
as  I  have  said.  Is  the  rate  provided  by  the  present  law. 

The  Item  of  "  toys  "  was  deleted  from  the  House  bill  In  para- 
graph 385,  and  this  change  was  supported  by  the  Senate  com- 
mittee. Deleting  the  word  "toys"  has  the  effect  of  trans- 
ferring such  artldes  to  paragraph  1613  of  the  bill  at  the  rate 
of  70  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  result  of  the  other  two  changes  la  the  restoration  of  the 
rates  as  In  the  act  of  1922,  except  as  to  toys,  and  the  reduction 
from  the  rates  proposed  by  the  House,  and  the  specific  rates 
of  duty  are  left  as  In  the  present  law. 

The  equivalent  ad  valorem  rates  on  the  commoditlea  in- 
cluded under  this  paragraph  are  summarized  as  follows : 

Tinsel  wire  of  gold,  silver,  or  other  metal,  20.05  per  cent 

Lame  or  lahn,  31.9  per  c«it 

Bullions  and  metal  threads  of  tinsel  wire,  39.49  per  cent 

Beltings,  toys,  and  othw  articles  of  tinsel  wire,  lame  or  lahn, 
bullions  or  metal  threads,  or  same  with  indla  rubber,  45  per 
cent. 

Fabrics,  ribbons,  and  tassels,  55  per  cent. 

There  is  now  only  one  large  manufacturer  of  tinsel  wire  and 
two   large  manufacturers    of    lame   and    tinsel    thread    in    the 
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United  States.  The  large  producer  of  tinsel  wire  does  not  •ell 
It,  bot  cuuvertg  it  Into  Ume  or  lahn  for  his  own  u»e  and  for 
domextlr  mannfactarers  of  tinsel  garlanda,  tinsel  ribbons,  tinsel 
cords,  mllliuery  braids,  and  other  articles. 

Some  of  the  large  domestic  producers  and  importers  of  tinsel 
wire  and  lame  or  lahn  claim  that  the  increa.<«es  in  ad  valorem 
rates  on  these  materials  in  the  Hoose  bill  would  make  the  cost 
of  ilteir  raw  materials  so  high  that  they  would  not  be  able  to 
O'miwte  with  Importations  In  the  more  highly  manufactured 
articles.  That  Is  the  reason  why  the  8en«te  Finance  Com- 
mittee reduced  the  House  rates. 

The  testimony  indlcateii — Senate  hearings,  volume  S,  pagee 
1033  to  10:{5— that  producers  of  Christmas-tree  decorations  are 
wlliinic  to  accept  a  reductioD  from  70  per  cent  to  50  per  cent  ad 
THlorem.  The  importers,  Mr.  PreHident,  cou.dder  speclilc  duties 
preferable  to  compound  on  account  of  the  fluctuations  in  the 
prices  of  the  raw  material  for  tinsel  wire. 

Those  are  the  reasons,  briefly,  for  the  changes  made  by  the 
Benate  Finance  Committee  in  this  paragraph,  and  we  bellere 
that  it  Is  very  much  improved  over  the  paragraph  aa  adopted  by 
the  House. 

Mr.  COPKLAND.     Mr.  Presidait 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  fnxn  New  YoriiT 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Has  the  Senator  given  the  comparatiTe 
coat  of  manufacture  here  and  in  Europe? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Comparisons  of  the  coat  o<  manufacture  were 
not  presented  to  the  couunlttee. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  My  advice  is  that  the  articles  mentioned 
by  the  Senator  are  made  in  the  United  States  cheapH*  than  they 
are  made  in  Europe.     If  It  is  true,  that  is  a  very  rare  situatioD. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  testimony  given  before  the  committee  along 
thut  line  was  aa  to  the  grade  of  the  matnial.  There  is  nothing 
but  the  high-grade  material  imported  into  the  United  States, 
wlille  American  manufacturers  produce  not  only  the  high  grade 
but  the  low  grad«.  T%e  testimony  betore  the  committee  shows 
that  there  was  a  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  ot  the  com- 
moditieH  manufactured  In  the  United  States  and  those  of  foreign 
production,  but  the  high  grades  of  the  foreign  article  were  com- 
pared with  the  cheap  grades  of  the  Amerlcan-prodnced  article, 
and,  as  I  have  said.  America  produces  both  grades.  Outside  of 
that  there  was  not  a  word  said  to  the  committee,  so  far  as  I 
recall,  that  would  Justify  the  House  increa.»ies. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  If  it  Is  true  that  these  articles  are  made 
here  cheaper  than  in  Europe,  of  course  the  need  of  protection 
difoippears. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  true,  but  I  am  positive  that  what  I  have 
stated  is  the  fact  Not  only  Is  it  the  fact  as  shown  by  the  testi- 
mony iMit  in  the  Investigations  by  the  Tariff  CommisBion  that 
result  has  be^n  reported ;  there  is  not  any  doubt  about  it.  I 
think  this  paragraph  is  oite  of  the  paragraplis  to  which,  as  the 
committee  has  amended  it,  there  is  no  particular  objection,  so 
far  as  I  know,  from  any  source. 

Mr.  TYDINOS.  Mr.  President,  in  order  that  the  Senate  may 
understand  Just  what  this  amendment  seeks  to  do,  let  me  say 
tliat  this  [exhibiting]  is  the  tinsel  wire  menticHied  in  the  amend- 
ment. If  it  is  examined  closely  it  will  be  found  that  it  is  round. 
9he  difference  between  tinsel  wire  and  lame  or  lahn  is  that  the 
latter  is  rolled  flat.  The  tinsel  wire  is  pa.ssed  through  rollers, 
and  when  it  comes  oat  It  in  flat  and  has  been  thinned  and  elon- 
gateil.  Tinsel  wire,  lame  or  lahn,  and  all  sorts  of  fancy  wire 
are  provided  for  in  thh;  amendment. 

The  finished  product  looks  something  like  this  [eriilbitlng], 
and  includee  Christmas-tree  tinsel  ornaments  for  badges,  medals, 
and  so  on.  of  various  colors  and  various  shapes. 

The  pending  bill,  without  the  Senate  amendment  increases 
^'iie  cost  of  the  raw  material  and  tlie  finished  product  The 
Iterate  committee  amendment  places  the  duty  on  the  same 
plane  as  the  act  of  1922  placed  the  duty  on  these  materials. 
What  I  seek  to  do  in  the  amendment  is  to  reduce  the  duty  ou 
the  raw  materials  for  the  following  reasons,  the  raw  materials 
being  these  wires  before  they  are  in  the  manufactured  or 
tmished  state. 

In  tha  first  place,  there  is  only  one  concern  in  the  United 
Staten  making  the  raw  materials,  as  the  Senstor  from  Utah 
has  pointed  out.  There  are  two  large  concerns  making  the 
finished  prt<dnct  from  the  raw  material  and  num^tms  small 
concerns  making  it  a  great  many  of  which  use  it  for  tbeir  own 
nee^ls;  but  there  are  two  making  it  on  a  commercial  scale. 
The  lame  or  dnael  wire  which  is  manufactured  in  this  country 
in  one  small  factory  has  not  been  able,  either  now  or  at  any 
time  In  the  past,  to  supply  the  kx^al  demand  for  it  In  other 
words,  the  manufacturers  who  are  engaged  in  making  the  wire 
and  turning  it  Into  the  finished  product  can  not  get  sufficient 
raw  Material,  with  all  the  protection  that  has  beoi  given,  to 
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snhply  the  needs.  Therefore  they  have  to  buy  part  of  it  In 
Ax  lerica  and  Import  the  majority  of  it  from  other  countries, 
pr  ndpally  France  and  Germany. 

^gain,  I  am  reliably  Informed  that  the  quality  of  tinsel  wire 
ana  lame  manufactured  in  the  United  States  is  Inferior  to  that 
manufactured  abroad.     Particularly   it   is  said   that  the  lot-al 
prxluct  tarnishes  and  is  not  as  strong.     Therefore,  when   the 
lo<ai  manufacturer  buys  the  raw-material  wire,  unless  it  can 
be  turned  over  and  handled  quickly  the  wire  tarnishes,  so  that 
It   s  not  salable  and  becomes  more  or  less  of  a  loss, 
kir.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
he  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
r.  TYDINGS.    Yes. 

Ir.  SMOOT.  What  the  Senator  says  is  true  as  to  the  impor- 
tations of  wire  from  Germany  and  France;  but  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  Senator  as  to  the  quality  of  a  similar  article  made  in 
this  country.  It  is  true  that  there  Is  very  little  of  Uie  real  fine 
wire  imported;  but  the  coarser  wire  Is  the  cheai>er  wire, 
en  I  say  "  coarser,"  I  do  not  mean  that  it  Is  thick,  or  any- 
think  of  that  kind ;  but  it  is  larger  than  the  real  fine  wire  that 
Is  {spoken  of.  That  wire  we  can  and  do  make  of  Just  as  go<>d 
qtiality  as  that  made  in  France  or  Germany.  That  is  the  rea- 
sohfor  the  letter  that  the  Senator  received,  and  the  reason  why 
I  inswered  as  I  did.    It  is  not  the  same  class  of  wire. 

r.  TYDINGS.     If  the  Senator  will  bear  with  me.  I  think  I 
will  clear  up  those  points  in  Just  a  moment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  thought  the  Senator  had  left  the  subject 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    No. 

Mr.. SMOOT.  We  have  had  it  up  every  time  we  have  had  a 
tariff  bill  here  since  I  have  been  in  tlie  Senate,  beginning  with 
1£09. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  greatest  demand  for  the  finished  prod- 
uct is,  I  understand,  in  this  form  [exhibiting  sample],  and  the 
.\i  nerican  wire  as  now  made  tarnishes  before  the  wire  tarnishes 
w  ilch  comes  In  from  Germany  or  from  France,  At  any  rate, 
o>er  a  period  of  six  years,  since  the  act  of  1922  went  Into  effect, 
at  no  time  has  tlie  one  small  factory  producing  this  wire  in 
America  been  able  to  supply  the  local  market.  I  have  In  my 
filis  a  letter  from  a  New  York  and  a  Maryland  factory  produc- 
In;  these  kinds  of  wire  from  the  tinsel,  and  they  claim  that 
th?y  can  not  now  and  have  not  been  able  In  the  past  to  get 
sufficient  supply  from  our  one  factory  to  take  care  of  their 
nteds,  so  that  they  have  to  buy  part  of  the  wire  from  tlie  Amer- 
icdu  factory,  and  imiHjrt  the  great  majority  of  it.  But  here  is 
tlif  striking  thing  in  this  whole  argumejit:  Quoted  prict^  show 
that  with  the  tariff  as  contained  in  the  act  of  192li  the  cost  of 
the  tinsel  wire  from  our  local  American  factories  is  very  much 
le  w  than  the  quoted  price  in  France  or  in  Germany. 

For  example,  a  recent  quotation  shows  that  an  American  fac- 
t«iry  can  make  wire  for  44  cents  a  pound,  but  that  the  quoted 
pi  ice  of  foreign  wire  landed  in  New  York  is  72  cents  a  pound — 
al  nost  100  per  cent  more  than  the  American  manufacturer  buy- 
ing raw  material  abroad  must  pay  over  what  he  would  have  to 
p<iy  for  the  1(X«1  commodity. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     Yes. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  That  bears  out  the  statement  I  made  to 
Ue  Senator  from  Utah,  then,  that  the  cttst  of  production  of 
ti  is  article  is  less  in  the  United  States  than  it  is  in  Europe. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  That  is  right  In  other  words,  the  actual 
flirures  show  that  a  pound  of  tinsel  wire.  No.  20,  silver  lame — 
tlat  Is  the  rolled  wire — can  be  bought  In  Germany  and  laid 
d<  iwn  in  New  York  for  72.9  cents,  or  73  cents  a  pound ;  that  the 
SI  me  wire  can  be  Iwught  from  the  factory  in  America  for  44 
c<nts  a  pound;  so  it  is  proven  by  actual  business  transactions 
tlat  wire  can  be  bought  in  America  for  44  cents  a  pound,  while 
tie  same  manufacture:  must  pay  73  cents  a  pound  for  the  Ger- 
man wire.  In  the  face  of  those  facts  tliere  is  absolutely  no 
Ji  stiflcation  for  any  more  than  the  8;)ecific  duty  on  this  wire, 
w  [ilch  Is  6  cents  per  pound ;  and  the  House  bill  Imposed  a  duty 
01  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  in  addition.  The  Senate  committee 
a  nendment  made  it  10  per  cent  ad  valorem.  My  amendment 
will  leave  a  duty  of  6  cents  per  pound  on  the  wire,  but  will 
rimave  the  10  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  which  was  written  Into 
U«  law  of  1922. 
Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President  tivUI  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  do. 

Mr.  DILL.     With  such  a  big  difference,  why  any  duty? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  would  be  no  real 
nt'ed  at  this  moment  for  any  con8iderat>le  duty.     I  have  not  the 
fl  [ures  rlglit  under  my  hand,  but  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that 
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I  have  seen  these  duties  translate*!  later  on  in  the  brief  into 
figures  of  various  kinds;  and.  while  it  is  rather  complicated, 
there  does  seem  on  the  face  of  things  to  be  need  for  some 
.specific  duty  at  timea  The  price  fiuctuates.  Therefore,  in  order 
to  be  fair,  all  that  I  am  asking  in  this  amendment  is  that  the 
ad  valorem  duty  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land ftirther  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     Yes. 

Mr.  DILL.     As  I  understand,  then,  nlthough  there  Is  a  wide 
difference  in  the  cost  at  home  and  abroad,  and  the  cost  is  much 
hlf-'her  abroad,  we  still  think  it  is  wise  to  maintain  some  duty 
as  a  matter  of  protection  to  the  rise  and  fall  of  prices? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     That  is  right 

Mr.  DILL.  I  simply  wanted  to  have  that  explained. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  Tliat  is  the  general  situation.  What  n-ally 
hapi>ens  is,  witli  the  duty  so  hinh  on  the  raw  material,  instead 
of  helping  the  larger  American  factories  which  take  the  raw 
material  and  tuni  it  into  the  finished  product,  the  duty  on  the 
raw  material  is  so  high  and  the  raw  material  costs  so  much 
that  the  German  and  French  manufacturers  of  the  finished  ma- 
terial can  send  it  in  and  sell  It  in  this  country  clieaper  than  the 
home  manufat  turers  can  buy  the  raw  material  with  the  duty 
on  it  and  translate  it  into  the  finished  product.  For  that  rea- 
son we  have  asked  in  this  amendment  that  the  ad  valorem  duties 
on  tinsel  wire,  lame  or  lahn,  be  eliminated,  and  the  specific 
duties  remain. 

In  order  to  show  the  good  faith  of  those  who  came  to  me  and 
asked  that  these  particular  duties  be  decreased,  they  have  con- 
sented, if  that  Is  done,  to  a  decrease  in  the  duties  on  the 
flnislied  materials.  In  other  words,  if  they  can  get  the  raw 
materials  without  the  ad  valorem  duties,  they  are  ready  to  take 
a  cut  in  the  duties  ou  the  finished  product.  Certainly  nothing 
could  show  the  good  faith  of  these  men  better  than  that  con- 
ce.ssion.  They  are  not  asking  that  the  duty  be  kept  up  on  the 
finished  product  which  tiiey  make,  and  in  which  the  great 
majority  of  |)er»on8  are  employed  In  this  country;  but  they 
say,  "  If  you  will  let  this  raw  material  come  in  with  only  the 
specific  duty  on  it,  so  that  our  liands  can  manufacture  the 
finished  product  In  America,  we  will  consent  voluntarily,  with- 
out argument,  to  a  reduction  in  the  duty  on  the  finished 
protiuct." 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land vield  to  the  Senator  fFom  Utah? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  desire  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  in  1928  there  were  only  22,251  pounds  of  this  material 
imported. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Of  what? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Of  tinsel  wire,  gold,  silver,  or  other  metal. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     That  is  right.     How  much  finished  product 
was  imported? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  value  was  $13,284.  and  we  colle<tetl  duty 
of  $2.66:<.46. 

Mr.  DILL.     What  percentage  is  that  of  the  consumption? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     The  equivalent  ad  valorem  under  existing  law 
is  20.05  per  cent. 

Mr.  DILL.  No;  what  percentage  of  the  consumption  did  we 
import? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  informe<i  that  we  do  not  know  how  much 
Is  produced  in  this  country ;  hut  this  is  the  whole  of  the  tinsel 
wire.  I  do  not  think  we  keep  it  separate.  This  is  the  fine 
drawn  tinsel  wire  that  the  Senator  is  speaking  of. 

Mr.  DILL.  What  I  am  trying  to  get  at  is  whether  or  not 
there  is  a  large  percentage  of  the  consumption  imiiorted. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  judge  there  would  be  a  fair  per- 
centage of  it. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Will  the  Senator  from  Utah  read  the  amount 
of  the  finished  product  that  was  imported  in  the  sjime  year? 
Then  he  will  see  that  the  tariff  has  practically  eliminated  the 
manufacture  of  the  finished  product. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  value  of  fabrics,  ribbons,  and  tassels  was 
$1,156,746. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  As  against  how  much  raw  material — 
$26,000? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Twenty-two  thousand  two  hundred  and  fifty- 
one  pounds,  valued  at  $13,284. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Where  they  paid  duties  on  $22,000  worth  of 
raw  material,  they  paid  duties  of  $2,000,000  on  the  finished 
product? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  but  the  duties  on  the  raw  materials  are 
only  $2,663.46.    That  is  all  they  paid. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     That  is  what  I  am  paying. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Is  that  going  to  hurt  anybody? 


Mr.  TYDINGS.     But  the  Senator  does  not  see  the  differentiaL 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Ye«;  I  see  what  the  Senator  has  in  mind. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  What  really  happens,  if  the  Senator  will 
bear  with  me  a  minute,  is  that  with  the  duty  on  the  raw  mate- 
rial so  high,  the  American  manufacturer  can  not  buy  it  and 
turn  it  into  the  finished  product  and  compete  with  the  material 
in  the  finished  form  coming  from  France  and  Germany;  and 
the  figures  prove  that.  We  are  collecting  $2,000,000  in  duties 
on  the  finisheil  product  and  only  alxiut  $22,000  on  the  raw 
material. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  course,  if  the  Senator  is  going  to  consider 
the  finished  product,  then  he  will  have  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  lame  or  lahn.  which  Is  554.S47  pounds,  valued  at 
$279,773.  All  of  those  items  go  into  the  mauufac-tured  article. 
So  that  the  raw  material  in  this  whole  thing  amounts  in  value 
to  approximately  $300,000.    That  is  approximately  28  per  cent 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  If  the  Senator  will  read  the  report  of  the 
Tariff  Commlivsion  ctmtained  on  page  874.  he  will  see  this  slg^ 
nificant   statement : 

The  testimony  dlscloaeB  the  fact  that  both  lame  or  lahn  and  bol- 
llona  bejdn  their  existence  in  the  form  of  tlrsel  wire. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Certainly ;  there  is  bo  dt)ubt  about  that 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Tinsel  wire  is  the  raw  material  for  every 
one  of  these  .irticles  ui>on  which  over  $2,000,000  were  collected 
In  1928. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes.  Senator;  but  if  you  take  just  the  tinsel 
wire  of  gold  and  that  alone  in  the  finished  product  that  is  not 
fair,  because  in  the  finished  product  is  the  lame  or  lahn.  Then 
you  have  to  take  the  original  wire  of  which  the  Senator  is 
sijeakiug,  that  is  made  from  the  lame  or  lahn.  and  which  is 
made  into  the  finished  product  and  that  will  show  the  figures 
I  have  stated. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     This  is  all  tinsel  wire  is  [exhibiting],  just 

ordinary  wire. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Absolutdy. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  All  that  lame  or  lahn  Is,  is  this  wire  put 
through  a  roller  and  flattened. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  And  rolled  flat  and  then  that  flat  is  made  into 
tlie  finished  product. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     That  is  right 

Mr.  SMOOT.     So  you  have  to  take  both  of  those  spools 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  do  take  them. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  you  have  to  add  the  tinsel  wire  of  gold 
that  goes  into  the  finished  product,  and  you  have  to  add  the 
lame  or  lahn,  because  they  are  the  second  step  In  the  manufac- 
ture of  the  finished  product.  So  both  of  them  have  to  be  added 
in  order  to  arrive  at  the  percentage  of  raw  material  in  the 
finished  product. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  If  the  Senator  will  bear  with  me  just  a 
moment  tinsel  wire,  lame  or  lahn,  are  uU  tlic  raw  material. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  exactly  what  I  say. 

Mr  TYDINGS.  In  the  amendment  which  I  have  offered  I 
attempt  to  leave  the  ^)ecific  duty  on  all  the  raw  material,  and 
to  strike  out  the  ad  valc*em  duty  on  tinsel  wire  and  on  lame  or 

lahn. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  understand  that 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  So  that  the  American  manufacturer  can  im- 
port the  raw  material  and  in  his  factory  turn  out  the  finished 
product  on  which  over  $2,000,000  were  collected  in  duties  in  the 
year  1927.  So  that  instead  of  importing  the  finlshefl  products, 
we  can  have  tur  mills  in  the  United  States  of  America  make 
them   and  save  that  market  to  home  lal>or. 

Mr'  SMOOT.  That  simply  means  this.  That  they  would  like 
to  have  free  trade,  virlually,  on  one,  and  on  the  other  a  good, 
.•stiff  protection. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  does  not  want  to  moke  an  er- 
roneous statement.  I  have  previously  shown  that  the  quoted 
price  of  the  raw  material  in  America,  with  the  duty,  is  44  cents 
a  pound,  but  thai  the  German  price,  with  the  duty,  is  73  cents  a 
pound.  Therefore  the  American  manufacturer  is  giving  quota- 
tions practically  50  per  cent  less  than  the  German  manufacturer 
or  the  French  manufacturer  is  giving  to-daj-. 

Mr  SMOOT.  That  would  lie  all  right  if  all  of  the  wire  used 
in  making  the  lame  or  lahn  were  the  type  of  wire  of  which  the 
Senator  speaks,  but  if  this  duty  were  taken  off.  not  only  would 
the  French  and  Germans  have  the  trade  In  the  very  finest  wire 
but  they  would  have  the  trade  also  in  the  44  cents  a  pound  wire. 
Tliat  is  what  would  hapi)en.     If  that  is  wlmt  the  Senate  wants 

to  do.  well  and  good.  ........ 

Mr  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  Is  not  accurate  in  that  state- 
ment I  have  in  my  hand  a  letter,  which  I  will  he  glad  to  read 
If  the  Senator  wants  It  read,  .showing  that  at  no  time  since  the 
tariff  was  placed  on  these  materials  has  the  home  market  been 
able  to  supply  even  one  of  the.se  factories  with  enough  raw  mate- 
rial to  do  business.    We  have  been  importing  the  finished  prod- 
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net  almpiy  becanae  the  tariff  was  ao  high  on  tbe  raw  matMial 
that  we  coaM  not  Import  the  raw  material,  pay  tbe  high  tariff 
duty  on  It,  and  then  manufacture  It  Into  the  finished  product, 
and  compote  with  the  finished  priMluct  coming  in  from  Germany. 
We  can  not  get  the  supply  in  the  local  martcet 
_  Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  you  can  not  get  it  if  you  take 
into  cou.««ideratlon  the  difference  in  the  qualities  of  the  wire.  We 
are  getting  the  wire  made  in  the  United  States,  but  it  is  a 
cberper  wire,  becauae  It  Is  not  drawn  so  tine.     We  all  admit  that 

4ir.  COPKLAND.     Mr.  President,  wUl  tbe  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TYLUNGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OOPEI^ND.  It  l»  nut  po)«ible.  I  fake  It  from  what  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  says,  for  the  American  manufacturer  to 
use  the  American  raw  material  and  make  a  pnxlnct  which  will 
compete  with  the  product  from  abnwd. 

Mr.  SMtX)T.  He  says  that  they  use  all  the  American  product 
that  is  rnati^,  and  that  the  American  manufacturer  can  not  pro- 
6xK'e  enough. 

Mr.  TYIUNfJS.  I  see  I  have  not  made  my  position  clear 
If  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  the  conception  in  his  mind  that 
I  hare  made  any  such  titateuient  as  that,  and  I  am  going  to  start 
and  in  two  minutes  I  think  I  can  make  myself  clear. 

In  the  finfit  place,  a  hiph  duty  on  the  raw  material  prevwits 
the  American  manufacturer  from  getting  the  raw  material  and 
turning  it  Into  the  finished  product  at  a  price  which  will  permit 
him  to  compete  with  the  finished  product  coming  from  France 
and  Germany. 

Mr.  8MC)OT.     Who  Is  the  American  manufacturer? 

Mr.  TYnrNGS.  Here  is  the  American  manufactured  prod- 
vet  [exhibiting]. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  No;  that  Is  the  product  In  which  the  Senator 
fs  interested  because  it  Is  produced  in  his  State,  but  the  manu- 
facturer who  makes  the  wire  is  tbe  manufacturer  Just  the  same 
as  Is  the  manufacturer  who  makes  the  finished  product. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  factory  over  in  Mar>Iand  wants  to  make 
the  raw  material,  and  has  made  the  raw  materiaL 

Mr.  8MOOT.    Wliy  do  they  not  make  it,  then? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Because,  as  I  have  said  fifty  times*  they  can 
not  compete  with  the  finished  product  coming  in  from  Germany, 
with  rhe  differential  as  It  is  in  favor  of  t^e  finished  product 
manufactured  abroad  now.    Does  that  explain  It  to  the  Senator? 

Mr.  8MOOT.    I  know  the  position  the  Senator  takes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  ask  the  Senator  to  make  his  argument  in 
rebuttal  I  hare  been  thrown  off  what  I  hitended  to  say.  U, 
after  I  haTe  completed  my  statement,  I  have  not  made  myself 
dear,  I  wtU  be  ^ad  to  hare  the  Senator  ask  me  any  questions 
he  may  desire  to. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  The  Senator  makes  himself  perfectly  dear  to 
me.     I  know  exactly  the  position  the  Senator  takes. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Does  the  Senator  deny  the  fact  that  in  the 
United  States  at  no  time  fai  the  last  six  years  has  the  Ajnerlcan 
IKtMlucer  of  the  raw  material  produced  enough  to  supply  even 
one  factory? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  manufacturer  of  tbe  wire 
Itself  imports  this  from  foreign  countries.. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator,  then,  agrees  that  at  no  time 
in  the  last  six  years  has  the  American  producer  of  the  raw 
material  been  able  to  supply  even  one  factory. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  agree  to  that,  and  not  only  that 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  If  the  Saiator  agrees,  tlien  let  me  finish  my 
statement. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  asked  me  a  question,  and  I  want 
to  finish  my  answer.  I  agree  with  the  statement  of  the  Senator. 
but  if  he  has  his  way  we  will  Import  all  of  one  class  ot  products 
and  we  will  make  none  of  the  otlier. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Oh,  no. 
"l*r.  SMOOT.    That  is  what  is  going  to  happen. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Oh,  no;  there  is  no  justification  for  that 
remark  at  alL  If  the  Senator  agrees  that  the  American  pro- 
ducer of  the  raw  material  can  not  even  make  enough  to  supply 
one  factory,  he  must  also  agree  that  if  the  people  who  are  en- 
gaged In  turning  out  the  finished  product  have  to  buy  their 
material  abroad,  and  pay  a  high  duty  on  it,  they  can  not  turn 
out  the  finished  product  in  competition  with  France  and  Ger- 
many.   There  is  no  escape  from  that  reasoning  at  alL 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  agrees  to  this,  that  under  existing 
conditions  there  is  a  certain  amount  ot  the  wire  that  is  made  In 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Yea ;  an  Inferior  quality  and  not  satisfactory. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Wait  a  moment  The  Senator  agrees  also  that 
If  the  rate  of  duty  is  decreased,  a.s  asked  by  the  Senator,  the 
production  by  the  American  manufacturer  as  he  has  turned  out 
the  product  In  the  past  will  be  interfered  with,  th^e  is  no 
doubt  about  It  and  tl»e  other  product  will  come  In  in  its  place 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Let  us  leave  that  side  of  the  argument  and 
look  at  It  tai  this  way.  and  aee  if  this  clears  up  anythins.    Tbere 
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five  or  six  times  as  many  people  engaged  in  the  United 
States  turning  out  the  finished  product  as  there  are  engaped  in 
frodudng  the  raw  materiaL    D^oes  the  Senator  dispute  that? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do  not  know  Just  the  number. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  will  give  the  Senator  the  Tariff  Comnils- 

on's  figures. 

Mr.  SM(XXr.  I  think  that  may  be  a  fair  statement  of  the 
fhct  I  should  judge  so,  although  I  have  not  looked  the 
t^gures  up. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  If  the  Senator  admits  that  taking  the  fig- 
dres  which  he  himself  just  read,  we  find  that  the  United 
f  tates  collected  over  $2,000,000  on  the  tini.shed  product  In  one 
s  njrlp  year.  Does  the  Senator  want  to  tlirow  five  times  as 
n  anj'  people  out  of  work  who  are  taking  the  raw  material  and 
timing  it  into  the  finished  pro«luct,  in  order  that  one  concvrn 
cin  keep  on  making  the  raw  material  which,  during  the  past 
8  X  years,  has  not  been  able  to  supply  the  demand  of  one  local 
cpncem? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  takes  this  position, 
that  there  was  not  a  million  dollars  collected  In  1928.  There 
4as  collet-tefl  $636,210.30;  that  is  all. 

Mr.  TYDIN(}S.  In  other  words,  the  Senator  concedes  that 
rtve  times  as  many  people  are  employed  in  taking  the  raw  ma- 
t  'rial  and  turning  It  Into  the  finished  product  in  the  United 
States  as  are  engaged  in  making  the  raw  material. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  and  the  Senator 

Mr.  TYDINfJS.  Wait  a  minute.  The  Senator  also  admits 
tpat  while  $1*0,0(HJ  was  paid  upon  raw  material  in  the  form  of 
c  nties,  over  $2,000,000  was  paid  in  duties  on  the  finished 
I  ro«lapt 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  I  do  not  admit  that 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Which  shows  on  Its  face  that  the  Anierican 
I  lanufacturer  of  the  finished  product  can  not  compete  with  the 
manufacturers  abroad  with  the  duty  as  it  is  now  laid. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  holds  that  the  existing  rates  will 
rot  Interfere  with  any  employees  engagwl  In  this  business,  but 
1 '  the  Senator  has  his  way,  there  will  be  a  decrease  In  the 
i|nmber  of  employees  making  the  wire  here,  the  raw  product 

at  Is  the  only  decrease  there  will  be. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     How  can  the  Senator  argue  a  theory  In  the 

,ce  of  the  facts,  which  show  that  while  a  duty  of  $25,000  was 

ng  collected  on  the  raw  material,  a  duty  of  $2,000,000  was 

ing  collected  on  the  finished  product?    It  is  perfectly  obvious 

at  a  majority  of  the  importations  are  not  of  the  raw  ma- 
terial, but  are  of  the  finished  product  made  In  France  and 
( ermany  cheaper  than  we  can  make  them  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  These  five  times  the  number  of  employees  are 
employed  under  existing  law. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  you  made  only  half,  there  would  be  that 
I^Toportion.    If  you  made  ten  times  as  much,  that  same  propor- 

Ion  would  exist    There  is  no  doubt  about  that 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     I   will   answer  the  Senator's  question,  and 
rten  to  him,  and  then  I  will  tu*k  him  to  let  me  review  the  case, 
ind  I  will  be  very  glad  to  have  him  speak  then. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  did  not  interrupt  the  Senator;  he  a*ed  me 
I   question  and  I  answered  It 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I   am   not  finding  fault  with   the   Senator. 
]  le  has  been  very  courteous  and  considerate  In  regard  to  every- 
thing I  have  asked  him  from  the  b<*glnning  of  the  consideration 
<f  this  bill  up  to  this  moment.     Put  I  am  afraid  I  have  not 
1  lade  my  position  clear.     I  ask  Senators  to  consider  these  three 
<  r  four  salient  facts,  not  my  figures,  not  some  manufacturei-'s 
1  gures,  Imt  the  Tariff  Commission's  own  figures.     In  tlie  year 
:  927  there  was  $25,000  in  duties  collected  on  the  raw  material. 
That  same  year  there  was  $2,051,957  In  duties  collected  on  the 
nl&hed  product     Does  not  that  picture  present  to  the  Senate 
he  fact  that  what  we  are  really  doing  is  abolishing  the  manu- 
!  acture  of  the  finished  product  in  the  United  States,  be<  au.se 
^  ire  are  paying  only  $25,000  in  duties  on  the  raw  material  while 
^re  are  paying  $2,000,000  In   duties  on   the  finished  product? 
'V'hat  I  want  to  do  is  to  save  that  industry  for  the  American 
market  to  save  that  industry  at  home  for  labor  at  home,  to 
1  educe  slightly  the  duty  on  the  raw  materials  so  that  the  raw 
oaterlals  may  be  Imported  at  such  a  price  that  they  can  be 
umed  out  in  the  finished  product  and  sold  successfully  in  the 
United    States   in   competition   with   the   pro<Jucers   in    Franco 
^nd  Germany. 

Mr.  SACKFrrr.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
nd  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Will  the  Senator  tell  us  whether  the  fac- 
ories  which  are  making  the  finished  products  are  running  full 
ime  at  the  present  time? 
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Mr.  TYDINGS.     Yes  ;  they  are. 

Mr.  SA(^KKTT.  What  has  been  their  history  during  the  last 
three  or  four  years  as  to  their  financial  returns? 

Mr.  TYDIN(iS.  I  will  state  the  history  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  because  the  answer  to  his  question  will  show  what  has 
been  their  history  in  reference  to  these  rates. 

In  the  act  of  1897,  paragrairfi  179,  lahn  carried  a  specific  duty 
of  5  cents  per  pound.  Under  the  act  of  1909,  paragraph  179. 
it  enjoyed  the  same  specific  rate  of  5  cents  per  pound.  Under 
the  act  of  1913  this  specific  rate  of  duty  was  changed  to  6  per 
cent  ad  valorem  with  no  specific  rate,  but  under  the  tariff  act 
of  1922,  Schetlule  3,  paragraph  385.  the  tariff  on  lahn  was 
changed  to  6  c«^nt8  per  pound  and  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

From  6  per  cent  ad  valorem  that  change  was  made ;  in  otlier 
words,  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  ad  valorem  was  put  aside  and  in 
its  place  6  cents  i>er  pound  of  si>ecific  duty  and  20  cents  per 
pound  ad  valorem  was  applied.  This  was  an  increa.se  of  250 
per  cent  over  the  previous  rate.  It  Is  now  proposed  under  the 
Hawley  bill  to  further  increase  the  ad  valorem  duties  on  both 
articles  another  10  per  cent,  making  an  increase  over  the  tariff 
act  of  1913  of  300  per  cent  on  the  raw  material. 

Mr.  SACKE'IT.  Of  course,  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
has  reduced  that  ad  valorem  rate  from  30  per  cent  to  20  per 
cent. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  amendment  of  the  Senate  committee 
has  taken  off  the  old  ad  valorem  rate. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    I  say  it  has  reduced  the  Hawley  bill  rate. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Yes;  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  What  has  been  the  financial  condition  of  the 
companies  which  are  operating,  the  five  or  six  companies  which 
are  making  the  finished  product?  I  understood  the  Senator  to 
say  that  there  is  no  unemployment  in  the  Industry. 

Mr.  TYDINCiS.  That  is  true.  The  Senator  must  understand 
that  all  of  the  compani<»8  which  make  tinsel  wire,  and  so  forth, 
make  the  complete  line,  and  it  would  be  dlflScult  to  pick  out 
one  thing  and  show  the  loss.  But  in  answer  to  the  Senator's 
question,  before  the  1922  act  was  passed  we  imported  the  raw 
material  and  made  practically  all  of  the  finished  product  sold 
in  -\merica.  Since  the  1922  act  we  have  not  been  impoi'ting 
the  raw  material.  We  have  been  trying  to  get  It  In  America. 
We  are  not  able  to  get  enough  to  supply  one  factory.  A  tre- 
mendous amount  of  the  finished  product  Is  now  being  imported 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Then  how  did  we  get  the  material  tc  run 
the  factories  full  time? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  just  said  to  the  Senator  that  none  of  the 
factories  make  only  tinsel  wire. 

Mr.  SACKETT,  I  know;  but  they  run  full  time  on  this 
material,  do  they  not? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Oh,  no.  The  reason  why  I  am  presenting 
the  matter  is  the  very  fact  that  they  have  had  to  give  up  this 
business. 

Mr.  SACKEMT.  That  is  the  point  I  wanted  to  get  at  To 
what  extent  have  they  giv«i  up  the  business? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  All  I  can  do  is  to  tell  what  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission has  said. 

Mr.  SACKE3TT.  The  Senator  knows  the  individual  factories. 
There  are  five  or  six  of  them.  There  is  no  uneraployme-nt  in 
them,  is  there? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     That  is  true. 
-     Mr.  SACKETT.    What  has  be«i  their  production? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  As  to  the  manufacture  of  tinsel  wire,  they 
have  practically  gone  out  of  business  since  the  act  of  1922. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    And  there  is  no  production  now  at  all? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Practically  none. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  Senator  is  trying  to  establish  a  new 
business? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  trying  to  put  back  what  was  taken 
away  In  the  act  of  1922,  and  if  the  Senator  will  bear  with  me 
I  think  I  can  make  it  clear.  I  do  not  ask  him  to  accept  the 
word  of  the  manufacturers  in  New  York  or  Maryland  or  Con- 
necticut, but  I  do  a.sk  him  to  accept  the  report  of  the  Tariff 
Commission,  which  shows  that  last  year  over  $2,000,000  was 
collected  in  duties  on  an  Insignificant  thing  like  tinsel  wire. 
What  does  the  Senator  think  of  that? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  understand  that  I  want  to  get  at  it  from 
a  business  standpoint.  I  am  not  trying  to  disjmte  the  Senator 
in  any  way,  but  I  would  like  to  understand  the  facts.  Let  me 
get  at  it  in  another  way.  The  reduction  the  Senator  asks  for 
amounts  to  how  much  per  pound? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  It  takes  out  the  ad  valorem  rate  and  leaves 
the  specific  duty  as  it  ia 

Mr.  SACKETT.     It  takes  out  10  per  cent? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    What  does  that  amount  to  per  pound! 


Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  have  it  here  in  my  brief,  but  I  have  so 
many  figures  that  I  can  not  locate  tlie  exact  figure  at  the 
moment 

Mr.  SACKETT.  It  is  probably  in  the  neighborhood  of  4  or 
5  cents  a  pound,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     It  Ls  a  50  per  cent  duty. 

Mr.  SACKETTT.     It  Is  6  cents  per  pound  specific? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  ad  valor«n  duty 
SIS  it  is  in  the  pending  amendment,  but  the  .specific  duty,  which 
would  be  equivalent  to  about  50  per  cent. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  That  would  make  the  duty  9  cents  per 
pound. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  think  that  is  right. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  Senator  said  that  the  domestic  ma- 
terial which  is  manufactured  is  offered  at  44  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  S.ACKEIT.  And  the  imported  material  is  offered  for 
sale  at  73  cefits  per  pound. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    The  raw  material. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  When  we  take  3  cents  a  pound  off  of  the 
duty,  if  that  is  tlie  reduction  the  Senator  asks,  where  Is  he 
going  to  land?  It  is  not  going  to  help  to  any  great  extent,  as  I 
see  It.    Three  cents  per  pound  is  what  the  Senator  asks. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  evidently  takes  the  figures  and 
tries  to  make  a  case  out  of  them  where  no  case  exists, 

Mr.  SACKEIT.     Do  not  misunderstand  me. 

Mr.  TYDl.NGS.  I  do  not  mean  he  is  doing  it  intentionally. 
Can  the  Senator  justify  a  tariff  on  an  article  where  the  article 
ran  be  made  at  one-half  as  much  In  the  United  States  as  It  can 
be  produced  for  abroad}  Will  the  Senator  answer  that  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  SACKrrrr.    That  is  the  very  point 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Will  the  Senator  answer  that  question? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  If  that  were  the  case,  it  would  not  be  justi- 
fied ;  but  the  point  I  am  making  or  trying  to  work  out  is  this : 
If  we  make  an  article  in  this  country  and  there  is  a  margin 
between  tliat  cost  and  the  price  of  the  imported  article  of  over 
'M  cents  a  pound  on  an  article  that  costs  about  70  cents  a  pound, 
is  there  not  some  curious  situation  there  that  the  American 
manufacturer,  whom  tlie  Senator  seems  to  be  representing,  does 
not  go  into  the  production  of  the  raw  material? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Since  the  Senator  asked  me  the  original  ques- 
ticm  I  have  found  the  figures  and  am  able  to  state  to  him  that 
the  ad  valorem  duty  plus  the  specific  duty  amounts  to  17  cents 
a  pound. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Add  that  to  the  44  cents. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Adding  that  to  the  44  cents  would  make  61 
cents.  The  German  material  sells  for  73  cents  a  pound  In 
America,  so  the  American  manufacturer  would  still  have  a  dif- 
ferential of  12  cents  a  pound  as  against  the  German  material. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  There  is  something  rather  curious  that  with 
all  of  the  industries  in  this  country  there  is  only  one  little  man- 
ufacturer who  takes  advantage  of  that  big  margin  of  profit 
Why  do  not  the  Senator's  factories,  which  make  the  finished 
product  feel  imiielled  to  go  into  the  production  of  the  raw  mate- 
rial for  their  own  advantage  and  save  the  12  cents  a  pound? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  will  tell  the  Senator  why.  In  the  first 
place  the  labor  In  the  manufacture  of  finished  product  is  where 
most  of  the  labor  is  found.  There  is  practically  no  labor  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  raw  material.  It  is  all  machinery ;  it  is  run 
through  a  press  and  is  made  into  wire. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     It  has  a  margin  of  12  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Just  let  me  answer  the  Senator.  He  asked 
me  a  question  and  I  will  try  to  answer  it  The  Senator  can 
readily  see  as  between  making  a  spool  of  wire  on  the  one  hand 
and  the  dyeing  and  weaving  of  the  various  other  articles  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  labor  Involved.  What  was  dMie  in  1922 
was  to  give  the  raw  material  all  of  the  protection  and  give  the 
finished  product  none.  The  proof  of  it  is  that  while  we  have 
only  imiK>rted  suflBcient  raw  !naterial  to  collect  $25,000  in  duties, 
we  have  Imported  suflicient  of  the  finished  product  to  collect 
over  $2,000,000  In  duties.     Answer  that  if  the  Senator  can. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  That  is  not  the  question  I  am  trying  to  ask. 
The  question  Is,  What  reason  does  there  seem  to  be,  when  there 
is  a  margin  of  12  cents  a  jwund,  that  there  should  not  be  some 
industry  grow  up  in  this  country?  It  would  look  like  there  is 
something  curious  in  it. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  will  tell  the  Senator  what  It  is.  The  price 
of  the  raw  material  to-day  with  the  duty  on  It  is  so  high  that 
the  American  manufacturer  can  not  buy  It  and  in  his  factory 
convert  it  into  the  finished  product  and  sell  it  in  competition 
with  file  German  finished  product.  Does  that  answer  the  Sena- 
tor's question? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  He  can  make  it  for  44  cents  a  pound,  because 
be  sdls  It  for  tbat  flffure. 
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Mr.  TTDINOS.  But  I  have  a  letter  In  my  files,  whldi  I  can 
i«ad  If  Lbe  Senator  deBires,  stating  that  the  ccmcem  now  mak- 
ing the  raw  mati-riul  In  the  State  of  Counecticut  at  no  time 
during  the  last  six  years  baa  been  able  to  suitply  eyen  one  fac- 
tory with  eriftugh  raw  materiul  to  run  It.    No  one  disputes  tliat. 

Mr  SACKKTT.  Why  dtjes  not  the  Senator  go  ahead  with  his 
fa'torles  and  make  the  raw  material? 

Mr.  TYIJINGS.  That  1«  exactly  what  we  are  attempting  to 
do.  If  the  Senate  will  give  us  the  raw  material  we  will  start  to 
build  up  till-  whole  Industry. 

Mr.  SACKirrr.  I  want  to  know  why  we  do  not  get  the  raw 
materials.  There  is  no  labor  involved  In  their  manufacture,  a)* 
th«-  St-nator  has  said,  but  it  i»  mai-hine  work.  The  one  sells  for 
44  cents  a  pound  and  the  other  for  73  cents  a  pound.  There  Is  a 
range  of  pretty  nearly  100  per  cent  in  the  indastry  in  that 
resptft,  and  I  do  ni>t  know  of  a  single  other  industry  which  can 
count  c»n  a  margin  of  nearly  Um  per  cent.  It  seems  like  there  is 
something  curious  in  the  situation  that  would  keep  tlieae  people 
from  pilng  Into  a  buniness  with  such  a  great  margin  of  profit. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  American  processes — and  I  stated  this 
before  the  Senator  came  into  the  Chamber 

Mr.  SACKKTT.     No ;  I  have  been  here  all  the  time. 


Mr   TYDI.N'GS. 

Mr.  SACKETT. 

the  nrgumenL 

Mr.  TYDl.NGS. 


Then  the  Senator  has  not  t>een  listening. 
¥es;  I  have  been  listening  very  carefully  to 


I  have  stated  that  the  manufacturers  w^ho 
can  buy  raw  materials  in  America  at  44  cents  a  pound  as  against 
buying  the  German  raw  materials  for  73  cents  a  pound  do  not 
want  to  buy  the  home  product  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  It  is 
ciieaper,  because  the  tinsel  tarnishes,  it  is  of  an  Inferior  quality, 
and  the  trade  often  will  not  accept  it.  When  they  buy  the  raw 
material  abri«d  with  the  duty  on  it  and  attempt  to  take  the  raw 
material  and  translate  It  Into  the  finished  product,  the  initial 
cost  of  the  raw  material  has  been  so  high  that  they  can  not  sell 
here  in  America  their  own  finished  product  In  competition  with 
the  Geruian  finished  product. 

No  one  has  disputed  the  fact  that  the  price  quoted  by  the 
Connecticut  factory  on  Its  raw  material  is  12  cents  per  pound 
leas  than  that  sante  material  can  be  bought  for  to-day  in  Ger- 
many. In  the  face  of  these  facts  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky why  do  they  ask  for  this  tariff  when  they  already  have 
12  cents  per  pound  differential 

Mr   SAt'KBTT.    That  is  what  I  was  trying  to  find  out 

Nobody  in  the  Senate  seens  to  be  able  to 


Mr.  TYDINGS. 

an.swer  It. 

Mr.  SACKETT 
Mr.  TYPINGS. 


Mr.  TTDINOa. 
Mr.  SACKETT. 
Mr.  TTDINOS. 
Mr.  SACKETT. 
Mr.  TTDlNOa 


No ;  DO  one  does. 

It  is  not  my  part  to  answer  it  I  am  on  the 
other  side  of  the  argument  I  have  stated  the  facts  to  prove 
my  case  and  no  one  challenges  them. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    Oh.  I  do. 

Mr.  TTDINOS.  Here  is  a  concem  which  has  a  tarifT  on  raw 
materials  whlcb<to^ay  is  quoting  a  price  of  44  cents  per  pound 
when  Germany  and  France  are  quoting  a  price  of  73  cents  a 
pound.  In  the  face  of  those  facts  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
retluce  the  tariff  on  the  raw  material. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Does  the  Senator  feel  that  if  the  change 
were  made  It  woold  pot  the  raw-material  factory  oat  of  bosi- 
at  all? 

No;  I  do  not 

They  would  go  ri^tt  ahead  Just  the  same? 
1  do  not  ask  that  all  the  tariff  be  taken  off. 
No;  I  understand  that 

I  think  the  facts  will  show  that  this  concmi 
wfll  stin  be  aMe  to  make  its  wire,  but  the  American  manufac- 
turer of  the  finished  product  can  also  buy  wire  cheaper  to  save 
the  home  market  for  the  flnidied  product  turned  out  bj  the 
American  factories. 

The  equivalent  ad  valorem  rate  is  11  cents  per  potmd.  That 
Is  all  I  ask  to  have  taken  off.  I  do  not  ask  that  the  specific 
rate  be  taken  oB  the  raw  material,  and  the  figures  show  that 
the  American  manufacturer  does  not  need  the  ad  valorem 
protection.     

Mr.  SACKETT.  If  the  artlde  sdls  for  73  cents,  how  can  a 
10  per  cent  ad  valorem  rate  be  11  cents  a  pound? 

Mr.  TYPINGS.    A  20  per  cent  ad  val<x^m  rate  Is  provided. 

Mr  SACKETT.  I  am  talking  about  the  raw  material  to 
which  the  Senator  Is  referring. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  also  am  talking  about  the  raw  materiaL 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  duty  is  10  per  cent  under  this  bllL 

Mr.  SACKETT.  If  the  article  sells  for  T3  cents,  as  the  Sen- 
ator aays,  and  under  this  bill  the  duty  is  10  per  cent,  how  can 
the  duty  be  11  cents  a  pound? 

Mr.  TTDINOS.  I  can  not  answer  the  Senator's  question. 
On  the  face  of  it  It  looks  like  a  20  per  oeot  rate  ought  to 
tepreaent  a  duty  o{  about  14  centa> 


r,  SACKETT.    It  does ;  but  the  rate  we  are  talking  about 
Is  only  10  per  cent 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  will  say  that  lame,  f.  o.  b.  factory,  in  Ger- 
muny  is  53.7  cents  per  pound;  the  ad  valorenr  rate  of  20  p»  r 
cent  is  equivalent  to  10.7  cents  per  pound;  the  specific  rate  of 
6  :ents  adds  6  cents  a  pound ;  the  freight,  insurance,  brokerage, 
iud  cartage  amount  to  2V2  cents  a  pound,  and  the  landed  cost 
of  the  imitorti'd  article  per  pound  is  72.9  cents.  Those  are  the 
fiiures. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  bear  with 
mi   for   a    moment — and   I    am   simply    trying    to   get   at    the 
fa[:t8 — it  is  the  finished  material  he  is  talking  about. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     No;  it  is  the  finishe«l  raw  prmlnct 
Mr.  SACKETT.    I  thought  it  was  what  the  Senator  held  up 
in  the  form  of  braid. 

Mr,  TYDINGS.     Here  lexhibitingl  it  Is. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  We  are  making  the  rate  in  this  bill  10  per 
•  ■eat  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  It  is  20  per  cent  in  the  House  bill  and  the 
pending  amendment  proposes  to  make  it  10  i)er  cent. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  rate  in  the  present  law  Is  10  per  cent 
at   valorem. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  rate  In  the  House  bill  is  20  per  cent,  and 
tl!  at  rate  is  now  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  committee  has  reported  In  favor  of  re- 
ducing it  to  10  per  cent. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  And  I  am  asking  that  It  be  reduced  to  6 
ctnts. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    The  difference  between  what  the  Senator  is 
aiking  for  and  what  the  Senate  committee  has  suggested  is  a 
matter  of  5H  cents;  It  Is  not  11  cents. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  did  not  say  It  was  11  cents. 
Mr.  SACKETT.    The  Senator  just  stated  that  it  was  11  cents. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    I  read  what  the  bill  provided  as  it  came  to 
rte  Senate. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  But  that  Is  not  what  we  are  discussing ;  we 
aie  asking  approval  for  the  Senate  amendment. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Certainly ;  but  how  do  I  know  that  the  Senate 
aioendment  is  going  to  be  adopted? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     I  do  not  know  as  to  that. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  am  taking  the  bill   as  it  is   now   before 
tie  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Will  the  Senator  vote  for  the  House  provision 
ai  against  the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee? 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     No. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Nor  will  we;  so  that  there  is  no  question  that 
ni>ed  be  argued. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  WTiat  I  am  trying  to  Impress  upon  the 
Senate  is  the  fact  that  if  we  will  compare  the  cost  of  the 
product  at  home  and  abroad  I  have  stn^wn  a  12-cent  margin 
which  the  American  manufacturer  has.  and  I  ask  the  Senator 
why  the  American  manufacturer  needs  a  tariff  if  be  has  12 
CiUts  a  pound  advantage?  No  one  has  answered  that  question. 
I  should  like  to  have  someone  answer  it 
Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  answer  as  soon  as  the  Senator  is  through. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.  Why  should  the  tariff  rate  be  as  provided 
la  the  Senate  committee  amendment,  if  the  American  manu' 
f  tcturer  has  a  differential  of  from  6  to  12  cent.-*  a  pound  on  the 
article?  It  is  only  desired  to  give  him  sufficient  protection  to 
lit  him  survive.  The  facts  show  that  American  manufacturers 
a  re  quoting  this  article  at  44  cents  a  pound. 

I  have  also  asked  in  the  remalnd^'  of  this  amendment  for  a 
reduction  erf  the  tariff  on  all  of  the  other  items  containe<l  In 
t  »e  paragraph.     On  "  beltings  and  other  articles  made  wholly 

0  r  in  chief  value  of  tinsel  wire,  metal  thread,  lame  or  lahn.  or 
0 '.  tinsel  wire,  lame  or  lahn,  and  India  rubber,  bullions,  or  metal 
t  Lreads,  not  specially  provided  for,"  the  House  bill  fixed  a  rare 
0 !  55  per  cent ;  the  Senate  committee  reduced  that  to  45  per 
c  mt  and  I  ask  for  30  per  cent 

In  the  case  of  "woven  fabrics,  ribbons,  fringes,  and  ta.%elB, 
t  lade  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  any  of  the  foregoing,"  the 

1  [ouse  provided  a  duty  of  65  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  the  Senate 
c  >mmittee  fixed  a  rate  of  55  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  and  I  have 
a  Bked  for  a  rate  of  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Tl  have  asked  for  a  reduction  In  the  rate  on  the  ariides 
manufactured  by  the  Maryland  concern,  because  if  they  are 
{ Iven  free  raw  material  at  a  lower  price  than  they  can  now 
jet  It  they  will  not  need  this  protection.  They  have  been  fair 
CDOUgh  to  ask  for  a  reduction  on  both  ends  of  the  stick,  both 
qa  the  raw  material  and  on  the  finished  product 

Mr.  SMOOT  obtained  the  fi«X)r. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  it  the  desire  of  the  Senator 
l^rom  Maryland  formally  to  propose  his  amendment? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Yes;  I  offer  the  amendment  as  an  amend- 
ihent  to  the  committee  amendment 


Mr.  GMOOT.  Mr.  President,  let  us  see  what  the  facts  are 
and  .see  whether  the  concern  in  Baltimore  which  is  engaged  in 
this  industry  is  suffering  or  not,  and  let  us  see  what  a  strange 
proposal  has  been  submitted  to  us  by  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
laud. 

In  1926  there  were  imported — and  these  are  the  importations 
according  to  value  under  the  whole  paragraph — $4,874,024; 
the  equivalent  ad  valorem  was  45.24  per  cent.  In  1927  the  im- 
portations had  dropped  to  $3,848,117,  In  1928  they  had  dropped 
to  $2,:i86,222.  and  during  the  six  months  of  1929  they  had 
dropped  to  $775,106.  So  the  Baltimore  concern  is  not  suffering 
from  competition  from  abroad. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Because  they  do  not  make  the  finished 
product. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  finished  product  Is  what  they  do  make. 
The  whole  object  is  to  provide  cheaper  raw  material  for  the 
Baltimore  concern  so  that  they  may  make  more  money  than 
they  are  making  to-day ;  that  is  the  proposition. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  says.  In  spite  of  the  fact  that 
we  collected  $2,000,000  in  duty  in  one  year  on  the  finished  prod- 
uct, that  the  Maryland  concern  Is  not  suffering.  I  say  that  the 
Maryland  concern  ha.s  as  much  right  to  be  protected  as  have 
the  sugar  Interests  of  Utah  or  those  of  any  other  producers. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Exactly;  and  that  is  what  I  am  trying  to  do. 
I  am  trying  to  give  everybody  protection ;  but  I  do  not  want  it 
one-sided. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Neither  do  I. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  what  the  Senator  has  been  arguing  for 
all  the  morning. 
The  Senator  has  talked  about  the  importations. 
As  I  have  said,  the  importations  in  1926  were  $4,374,000,  but 
in  1928  they  had  dropped  to  $2,386,000.  In  other  words,  the  im- 
portations had  decreased  about  50  per  cent  in  the  two  years, 
and  for  the  first  six  months  of  tl»e  current  year  the  importations 
were  only  $775,106.  ^       ^ 

Mr.   TYDINGS.     What   are   the   raw-matealal   importations? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.   SMOOT.     I  should  like,  Mr.  President,  to  get  through 
with  what  I  have  to  say,  and  I  am  not  going  to  be  very  Icmg. 
The  PRESIDING   OFFICER.     The   Senator  from  Utah   de- 
clines to  yleid. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  wanted  to 
frame  this  paragrai^  so  that  the  rates  of  duty  provided  would 
be  exactly  the  same  as  those  in  existing  law,  except  for  one  or 
two  minor  changes  which  we  have  recommended,  because  the 
business  itself  is  a  prosperous  business  in  the  United  States. 
The  Industry  is  prospering  now;  the  importations  are  decreas- 
ing right  along.  The  importations  during  the  iwresent  year  have 
de<'rea.><ed  many  per  cent  over  those  In  1926. 

We  are  asked  here  to  provide  practically  free  raw  material. 
Mr.  President  I  want  to  be  perfectly  fair  to  the  man  who  pro- 
duces the  thread.  Just  as  I  want  to  be  fair  to  the  man  who  pro- 
duces the  finished  product  for  sale.  The  rates  ought  to  be  fair 
all  along  the  line,  and  that  is  what  the  committee  tried  to 
make  them. 
Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  heard  the  Senator  say,  as  I  came  into  the 
Chamber,  that  this  was  to  be  done  for  the  Baltimore  concern, 
as  though  that  was  the  only  one  in  the  country.  1  want  to  get 
the  Senator's  view  as  to  that.  Simply  because  there  is  wily 
one  concem  to  be  protected  is  certainly  no  reason  why  It  should 
not  be  protected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  perfectly  aware  of  that 
Mr.  DILL.  That  is  the  great  difficulty  in  making  the  tariff 
bill,  that  an  industry  In  some  particular  locality  or  community 
and  in  which,  therefore,  the  representatives  of  a  number  of 
States  are  not  interested,  is  not  to  get  the  same  consideration 
as  an  industry  which  is  more  widely  scattered  and  In  which 
a  dozen  of  fifteen  States  rm;  he  interested. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  have  endeavored  to  take  care  of  the  man 
who  makes  the  raw  product  and  also  to  take  care  of  the  man 
who  makes  the  finished  product.  We  have  taken  care  of  the 
Baltimore  concern.  We  have  restored  the  rates  of  the  existing 
law,  and,  with  Importations  decreasing,  it  seems  that  there  is 
no  logic  in  the  request  made  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  am  not  prepared  to  argue  that  question  with 
the  Senator,  but  what  I  wanted  to  make  clear  was  that  It  cer- 
tainly should  not  be  the  policy  of  the  Senate  In  considering  the 
tariff  bill,  because  just  one  concern  may  be  hurt  not  to  pro- 
tect that  one  concem  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  did  not  make  the  statement  that  there  was 
only  one  concern,  although  there  are  very  few  of  them.  How- 
ever, if  there  was  only  one.  it  would  not  make  any  difference. 
If  there  was  only  one  concern  in  the  United  States,  that  concern 


ought  to  be  protected  Just  as  much  as  though  there  were  a 
thousand  of  thera ;  and  the  employees  of  that  concern  ought  to 
l>e  protected  whether  there  are  20  of  them  w  20,000  of  them. 
It  makes  no  difference  whatever  as  to  the  number  Involved; 
the  principle  ought  to  apply. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  repeat  what  I  have  already 
said.  I  am  perfectly  willing  for  the  Senate  now  to  decide  the 
question.  I  did  not  expect  that  it  would  take  any  time  at  all 
to  reach  a  vote  ut)on  this  question,  which  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
verv  simple  one,  indeed. 

Mr.  COPEI^ND.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
for  Just  a  moment? 

The  PRESII>1NG  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Y'ork  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  should  like  to  read  a  letter  from  one  of  the 
manufa<turers  to  show  the  Senator  from  Utah  how  they  feel 
about  the  subject  matter  which  he  has  just  been  discussing. 
This  letter,  from  the  George  Franke  Sons  Co.,  of  Baltimore,  Md., 
rends  as  follows : 

Baltimork,  Mo.,  Jfovetnber  8,  J9t9. 
Hon.  Millard  B.  Ttdisos, 

Vnitrd  8tate»  Senate,  WatMngton,  D.  C. 

Dkab  Sknatoe  Tvdinus  :  We  arf  herewith  Incloning  copy  of  our  brief 
which  we  filed  before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  also  the  printed 
testimony.  Copy  of  paragraph  385,  as  recommended  by  the  Senate 
Plnance  Committee,  with  changes  desired  by  as  made  In  red  Ink. 
These  changes  are  page  111,  line  1,  10  per  cent  ad  yalorem  struck 
out,  and  line  S,  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  struck  out 

You  will  see  by  our  brief  and  testimony  the  duty  on  these  raw 
materials  only  protect  one  manufacturer  in  Connecticut,  who  has  had 
this  protection  for  seven  years  and  has  not  up  to  this  time  been  able 
to  make  either  the  proper  material  or  enough  quantity  to  furnish  us 

alone. 

As  we  show  in  our  brief.  Instead  of  the  goods  being  manufactured  la 
this  country,  on  account  of  the  duty  on  the  raw  materials  the  finished 
products  are  coming  In  In  Immense  quantities.  Not  only  does  this 
prevent  ns  from  manufacturing  or  employing  a  great  many  people  but 
at  the  same  time  It  would  mean  thousands  of  pounds  of  American  cotton 
being  used  as  a  base  for  the  finished  article,  and  as  it  Is  now  the 
foreigners  use  the  Egyptian  cotton. 
Tours  very  truly, 

Thb  Gbobqi  Pranks  Boss  Co., 
By  E.  P.  Pranks,  Pretii«nt. 

Mr  SMOOT.    The  importations  coming  in  are  less  every  year. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.    The  Senator  from  Utah  should  not  say  that 
the  Importations  are  decreasing  every  year. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  say  the  importations  have  decreased  every 

year  since  1928.  ..^    ^     „ 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     For  how  many  years  did  the  Senator  give 

the  figures? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  will  read  them  again  if  the  Senator  wants 

me  to  go  hack  and  do  that. 

Mr   TY'DINGS.    I  should  like  to  have  them  all  read. 

Mr  SMOOT.  In  1919  the  Importations  were  $2,187,147;  In 
19'>0  $2,633,733;  In  1921.  $2,613,022;  in  1922,  from  January  1 
to  September  21.  $1,766,877;  and  from  September  22  to  De- 
cember 31.  $1,365,796;  in  1923  the  importations  reached  their 
peak  being  $5,388,034.  Now  note:  In  1924  they  dropped  to 
$3  264.103:  in  1926,  the  importations  were  $3,163,170;  In  1926 
the  importations  were  $4.874.024— there  was  an  increase  in 
that  year;  in  1927  the  imporUtions  were  $3,848,117;  in  1928 
they  were  $2,386,222;  and  in  the  first  six  months  of  1929  they 
were  $775,000. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  The  Christmas  season  was  far  off  at  the 
end  of  the  hix  months'  period  In  1929.  The  Senator  has  not 
proven  his  statement.  The  Importations  Increased  from  about 
$2,000,000  in  1910  to  over  $4,000,000  in  1926. 

Mr  SMOOT.  The  figures  for  1919  were  the  first  which  I 
read  I  did  rH>t  give  the  figures  for  1910.  In  1919  the  Importa- 
tions were  $2,137,147.  Coming  down  to  1928  the  importation 
was  $2,386,000. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Where  is  the  decrease  every  year? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  said  there  was  a  decrease  In  the  Importations 

from  1926.  ^     „  ^^ 

Mr  TYDINGS.  The  Senator  picks  one  year  out  of  all  the 
10  and  says  because  the  Importations  are  less  now  than  they 
were  in  that  year  that  there  has  been  a  decrease,  in  spite  of  the 
fact  that  the*  figures  show  that  the  importations  are  about  the 

same  as  they  have  been.  ^   ^     .  ,,.    ,„^    ^.      ,    _^„ 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  said  that,  beginning  with  1926,  the  importa- 
tions have  steadily  decreased;  I  say  so  Hgain;  and  the  record 
80  shows  It  does  not  make  any  difference  what  the  Senator 
says-  the  figures  show  my  statement  to  be  correct     I  tlUnk 
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that  la  quite  a  decrnae.  ftom  $4,874,024  In  1826  to  $2^80:222 
in  11W8.  It  la  nearly  a  50  per  cent  decrease;  of  coone,  I  know 
that  Is  not  very  much. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President „.  ^     ,  ,^ 

The  VICE  I'HKsrDENT.  Dt-es  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr    SM(H»T.     I  will  yield  the  floor, 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr,  President,  I  say  in  all  klndnesa  to 
tlie  Senator  that  I  think  the  Importations  thla  year  will  be 
ev.  n  leM!*.  »»e<-uuse  the  BepnblUan  "  prosperity "  will  make 
Chrl.stmas  a  less  Joyonu  season  this  year  than  ordinarily;  so 
there  will  not  be  so  much  tin>«el  aned. 

Mr,  8M<X>T.  There  will  be  more  than  if  the  Democratic 
Party  were  in  power,  I  wUl  tell  the  Stmator. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  is  posaible;  but  If  the  DemocraUc 
Party  had  come  Into  power  It  would  have  been  heralded  from 
one  en«l  of  the  country  to  tlie  other  tliat  this  great  crash  In 
Wall  Street  was  due  to  the  Democrats. 

Aside  from  that,  however,  the  Senator  from  Maryland  has 
proven  his  case,  as  I  see  It  It  would  be  a  very  remarkable 
thlnj?  lndee<l  if  we  were  to  take  an  article  made  cheaper  In 
the  United  States  than  it  is  made  abroad  and  attempt  to  apply 
the  tariff  law  to  tliat  article. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    If  that  is  the  case,  why  do  we  not  take  it  all 


off? 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 


NOVEMBEB    12 


COPELaVND.    I  am  in  favor  of  taking  It  all  off. 
TYDINGS.    Win  the  Senator  vote  for  that? 

_  .  SMOOT.  No;  I  wlU  not  vote  for  that;  but  that  Is  the 
argument  that  the  Senator  was  making. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  That  la  exactly  the  argument  I  desire  to 
present  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  from  Maryland  has  gone 
far  enoagh.  The  dlacuaslon  here  this  morning  has  demon- 
strated to  my  satisfaction  that  there  should  be  no  protection 
upon  this  article ;  and  I  believe  that  the  first  thing  the  Senator 
from  Utah  should  do,  if  he  will  permit  me  to  make  the  sug- 
gestion, is  to  act-ept  the  amendment  of  tiie  Senator  from  Mary- 
laixl.  and  then  later  there  will  be  an  amendment  presented, 
when  there  is  an  opportunity  for  Individual  amendments,  to 
Uke  off  the  tariff  entirely. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     That  amendment  would  be  In  order  now. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Why,  certainly. 

Mr.  BAIIKLEY.  Since  the  Senate  committee  has  changed 
the  rate,  the  Senator  can  move  to  strike  out  the  whole  rate 
and  put  the  couimodity  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Maryland  will 
make  that  motion. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  I  will  not 
make  that  change  In  my  amendment  for  tlils  reason :  The  fig- 
ures I  quoted  showed  that  the  concern  making  the  raw  ma- 
terial. In  view  of  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad, 
was  entitled  to  a  rate  of  about  6  cents  a  pound.  I  only  want 
to  reduce  the  rate  to  the  extent  that  they  do  not  need  pro- 
tetnloi).  Frankly.  It  would  be  better  #or  the  concern  over  in 
Baltimore  which  has  brought  this  matter  to  my  attention  to 
have  it  all  taken  off;  but  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  fair  to 
the  concern  In  Connecticut 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Wouhl  they  like  to  have  the  whole  paragraph 
transferre<I  to  the  free  liat?  Will  the  Senator's  concern  let 
the  whole  thing  go  on  the  free  list? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    All  these  materials? 

Mr    SMO^JT.     Yea. 

Mr!  TYDINGS.    I  am  sure  they  will  be  glad  to. 

Mr   SMOOT.    The  finished  product  and  aU? 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Oh.  nol 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh,  no.  no!     That  is  it 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  think  there  is  ground  for  a  reduction  oi 
duty  oo  the  raw  material,  no  matter  what  the  industry  up  in 
Counecticot  may  say.  when  the  Tariff  Commisaion  shows  that 
we  ci>llected  only  $2S.00O  of  duties  on  the  raw  material,  but  c<4- 
lected  12,000,000  In  duties  on  the  finished  product.  The  reason 
why  I  would  not  consent  to  it  all  going  on  the  free  list  and 
neither  would  the  Senator  from  Utah.  Is  because  then  the  dutiet 
on  everything  would  be  decreased ;  but  having  shown  that  dutlei 
of  $2S.000  were  collected  on  tlie  one  hand  on  the  raw  materials 
and  f2,000,000  on  the  other  hand  on  tlie  finished  product  1 
thought  I  had  made  a  case  to  show  that  the  real  importation 
was  of  the  finished  product  We  are  collecting  from  the  .Ameri- 
can people  $2,000,000  a  year  in  taxes  on  this  finished  product  in 
the  form  of  Christmas-tree  articles ;  and  my  desire  was  to  equal 
iae  the  tariff  so  that  the  finished  product  and  the  raw  materia: 
would  both  enjoy  sufiklent  prutectlon  to  enable  them  to  do  bosi 


Mr.  OOPKLAND.    Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  IX  he  Is  wUUag  to  accQ>t  tlie  amendment  I  hare  indicatedl 


Mr.  SMOOT.    No.    The  coalition  can  vote  it  however,  If  they 

want  to, 

Mr.  COPELANT).  I  think  the  Senator  fri>m  Marjland  has 
made  out  his  case;  and  I  am  willing  to  submit  the  matter  to  a 
vote, 

Mr.  SMOOT.     So  am  L 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Chair  will  state  that  except  by 
unanimons  coiusent  the  tlr«?t  two  amendments  are  not  in  order. 
The  third,  fourth,  and  fifth  are  in  order.     Is  there  objection  to 
taking  a  vote  at  this  time  on  the  firHt  amen<lmeiit? 
Mr,  TYDINGS.     What  is  the  first  amendment? 
The  V^CE  PRESIDENT.     It  will  be  stated  by  the  clerk. 
The  Ljboislativk  Clouc.     On  page  111,  line  25.  strike  out  all 
after  the  word  "  pound  "  down  to  and  including  the  word  "  valo- 
rem "  oo  page  112,  line  1,  being  the  words  "  and  20  per  cent  ad 
valorem." 

Also,  on  page  112,  line  3.  strike  out  all  after  the  word  "  pound  ** 
down  to  and  Including  the  word  "  valorem  "  in  line  4,  being  the 
words  "  and  30  per  cent  ad  vahtrem." 

Also,  in  line  6,  strike  out  "  35  "  and  insert  "  20  " ;  In  line  10, 
strike  out  "  45  "  and  Insert  "  30  " ;  and  in  line  13,  strike  out  "  55  - 
and  Insert  "40," 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  there  Is  no  objection,  I  should  like  very 
much  to  have  the  vote  taken  now.  I  ask  nnanlmous  consent 
that  the  vote  be  taken  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none    The  clerk  will  state  the  first  amendment 

The  LsGiSLATHx  Clekk.     On  page  111,  line  25,  strike  out  all 
aftw  the  word  "  pound  "  down  to  and  Including  the  word  "  valo- 
rem." on  page  112,  line  1. 
The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  Lboislative  Clerk.     On  page  112,  line  3,  strike  out  all 
after  the  word  "  pound  "  down  to  and  Inclnding  the  word  "  valo- 
rem," In  line  4. 
The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The    VICE    PRESIDENT.     The    clerk    will    state    the    next 
amendment 

The   Leoisiativb  Cixbk.     On   line  6   strike  out   "  35 "   and 
Insert  "20," 
The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The    VICE    PRESIDEINT,     The    clerk    will    state    the    next 
amendment 

The  Lboislative  Ctjcbk.    On  line  10  strike  out  "45"   and 
Insert  "  30." 
The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  qnestlon  now  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  as  amended. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     There  is  one  In  line  13. 
The  VICE  PRESIDEINT,    That  has  not  been  stated  yet. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  what  they  made  It  so  I  do  not  think 
they  would  want  any  decrease  In  that. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  have  already  asked  for  a  decrease  to  show 
my  good  faith.  That  Is  different  from  what  the  Senator  from 
Utah  does. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment   before   stated,   as   amended.     That    has   not  been 
agreed  to  yet. 
The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 
The    VICE    PRESIDENT.    The   clerk    will    state   the    next 
amendment 

The  Lbgislative  Clerk.  On  line  13  strike  out  "55"  and 
Insert  "  40." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  de- 
sire to  say  anything  on  that  amendment? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Nothing  at  all 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 
The  VICE  PRESIDE.Vr.     Will  the  Senator  from  UUh  indi- 
cate the  next  amendment  he  desires  to  take  up? 

Mr.  KDGEL  Mr.  President,  in  my  absence  from  the  Chamber 
one  day  last  week  I  asked  that  the  ameudmefit  on  page  59,  para- 
graph 302,  subdivisions  (o)  and  (p),  referring  to  cerium  metal 
and  ferroceriiim,  be  passed  over. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  stated  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  yesterday  that  that  request  bad  been  made;  but  in  the 
meantime,  with  the  understanding  that  it  would  be  reconsidered 
If  the  Senator  from  New  Jwsey  desired,  the  amemlments  pro- 
posed by  the  Finance  Committee  were  adopted.  If  1  may  be 
permitted  at  this  time,  without  an  amendment  being  before  the 
Senate,  I  will  not  ask  for  a  reconsideration,  but  I  desire  to 
make  a  very  brief  statement  relating  to  the  paragraph. 
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The   VICE    PRESIDENT.    Without    objection,    the    Senator  I 
may  make  his  statement. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  duty  on  this  material,  cerium  metal  and 
ferrocerium,  has  been  reduced  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Finance  C<Mnmittee  from  $2  to  $1  per  pound.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  if  the  facts  were  thoroughly  understood — and,  as  far  as  I 
can  find  out  from  consulting  the  Rboobo,  no  facts  were  pre- 
sented— the  Senate  would  not  have  taken  this  action. 

The  paragraphs  clearly  come  under  that  category  of  importa- 
tions where  the  total  amount  of  imports  has  increased  so  tre- 
meudously  during  the  pjist  year  that  In  my  Judgment  the 
protection  of  $2  a  pound,  which  was  provided  by  the  House, 
and  which  was  reduced  by  the  Senate,  would  have  prevailed. 
In  other  words,  the  Importations  of  cerium  metal  and  ferro- 
cerium during  the  past  year  have  Increased  almost  200,000  per 
cent.  We  could  not  have  a  very  much  larger  Increase  than 
that.  However,  as  I  stated  at  the  outset,  the  Senate  has  taken 
this  action ;  and  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  House  bill  provides 
$2  per  pound,  and  the  Senate  bill  |1  per  pound,  of  course,  when 
the  bill  Is  finally  passed  and  goes  to  conference  the  conferees 
will  have  an  opptirtunity  of  restoring  the  $2,  which  in  my 
judgment  they  undoubtedly  will  do  when  they  recognize  the 
existing  situation. 

I  might  say,  further  than  that,  that  the  rate  of  $2  a  pound 
Is  In  Itself — I  think  I  am  correct  in  the  statement — less  than 
existing  law.  Now,  the  House  has  reduced  it  somewhat  and 
we  have  reduced  it  still  further,  notwithstanding  this  very 
large  Increase  In  Importations, 

This  is  an  alloy  used  in  making  cigar  lighters,  a  combination 
of  cerium  and  iron,  A  very  small  p<»rtion  of  It  Is  used  In  each 
cigar  lighter  for  ignition  purposes.  Two  thousand  pounds,  the 
importation  of  last  year,  I  am  informed,  would  make  thou- 
sands and  thousands  of  lighters;  so  that  while  the  amount  In 
total  Is  not  large,  it  really  means  almost  absolute  control  of  the 
raw  material  from  abroad. 

As  I  stated,  I  will  not  delay  the  bill  or  ask  to  have  this  mat- 
ter rec-onsidered ;  but  I  am  making  this  public  statement  so 
that  the  conferees  may  look  into  the  facts,  and  I  am  quite  sure 
that  there  will  be  no  real  objection  to  accepting  the  House  rate 
of  $2.  The  raw  material  from  which  thus  alloy  is  made  is 
monazite.  The  known  domestic  deposits,  I  think,  are  all  in 
North  Carolina.  If  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  were  in 
the  Chamber,  I  would  draw  his  attention  to  that  fact,  and  I 
think  he  would  agree  with  me  that  this  duty  should  be  even 
higher  than  the  House  rate. 

Mr,  BROOKHART,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  permission  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  an  article  entitled  "  What  the  Tariff  Does 
to  Iowa,"  by  H.  E.  Miles,  cliairman  of  the  Fair  Tariff  League, 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rbcobd.  as  follows: 

What  the  Tabifp  Does  to  Iowa 
By  H.  E,  Miles,  chairman  Fair  Tariff  League 

Washington,  D.  C,  November  7,  J9t9. 

The  people  of  Iowa  came  mostly  from  the  Bastem  States  and  north- 
ern Europe.  Thej  are  highly  Intelligent,  industrious,  thrifty,  law- 
abiding.  The  open  life  of  her  fertile  prairies  and  freedom  from  the 
complexities  of  the  crowded  manufacturing  East  begets  Idealism  and 
easy  thinking. 

This  idealism  has  until  now  caused  lowans  to  accept  tariff  protection, 
with  no  disposition  to  learn  whether  the  principle  is  honestly  applied 
or  not. 

Knowing  that  through  all  the  ages  the  noblest  principles  have  at 
times  been  a  cloak  for  oppression,  knowing  that  the  virtue  in  protection, 
as  in  the  Ten  Commandments,  is  not  in  the  statement  but  in  its  applica- 
tion, they  have,  nevertheless,  left  the  application  of  the  principle  of 
protection  to  eastern  manufacturers,  who  could  not  resist,  left  thus 
alone,  to  make  billions  of  unearned  dollars  for  themselves  at  the  expense 
of  the   West  and  the  South. 

Splendid  and  lovable  Senator  Dolliver,  of  Iowa,  told  the  writer  that 
he  expressf'd  this  Judgmout  to  Senator  Allison,  his  colleague,  desiring 
that  a  fight  be  started  for  an  honest  tariff. 

Senator  Allison  replied,  "  I  am  too  old  for  such  a  struggle.  Wait 
until  I  am  gone.      It  will  not  lie  long." 

Senator  DolUver.  together  with  Senator  La  Pollette,  of  Wisconsin, 
made  a  great  fight  to  bttter  the  tariff  of  1909. 

They  lost,  and  DoUlver  died  soon  after  from  the  strain  and  Senator 
La  Follette  more  recently.  Their  fight  was  the  forerunner  of  the 
present  promising  struggle  in  the  Senate  for  such  equable  protection 
as  our  domestic  and  foreign  relations  require.  It  was  considerate  of 
consumers  as  well  as  producers. 

Senator  DolUver  got  his  first  tariff  lesson  in  1897  as  a  member  of 
the  Dinglcy  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  where  he  saw  all  rates  deter- 
mined by  favoritism  and  influence. 


Also,  as  be  declared,  he  saw  that  committee  persuaded  to  make  the 
Dingley  rate*  20  per  cent  higher  tluui  the  notorioos  McKinley  rates, 
with  the  understanding  that  this  extra  20  per  cent  would  be  traded  off 
In  treaties  of  ivclprocity. 

Then  he  saw  the  public  cheated  out  of  this  20  per  cent  by  the  refusal 
of  the  Senate  to  ratify  any  of  the-treatlea  which  Mr.  Cambon,  French 
ambassador  negotiated  with  President  McKlnley,  the  acceptance  of 
which  treaties  the  President  had  set  his  heart  upon  as  probably  the 
chief  accomplishment  of  his  administration. 

The  tariff  Iwrons  never  give  up  anything  they  get,  however  they  get  It, 

The  following  analysis  is  based  opon  the  Federal  statistics,  everywhere 
used  In  estimating  the  amount  and  effect  of  tariff  duties. 

HTmt  the  tariff  4oe»  to  totca 

(Crop  census  19M) 

Population.  1W6 S.4t0,«7 

Fami  population - *-'>^.  MS 

Number  of  (arms 213.  **• 

Woolurowers . . 'AT-VI 

Sugar-beet  gnm'ers .............. ...^...^....,»,~............. — .....  470 

AfriciiHufal  tekeduU 


Crops 


Wheat 

Wool 

Sugar  beets  • — 

Flaxseed _ 

Lemons 

Tobacco. 

Dairy  products. 

Total 


Tariff 
gain  to  a 

lew 
farmers 


$762,000 

762,000 

250,000 

25,000 


8,840,000 


»,  886. 000 


Cost  to 
fanners 
as  con- 
sumers 


ia»,(X)0 

2.617,000 

1,903,000 

285,000 

05,000 

162,000 

138,000 


5,400,000 


CKJSt  to 

Donfarm- 

ing  popu- 

laiion 


S323,000 

4,088.000 

2,937,000 

441,000 

147,000 

2saooo 

4,111,000 


12,  347. 000 


Net  cost 
to  State 


$532.  (100 

5,778,000 

4.590,000 

701,000 

242.000 

412.000 

'4,179,000 


8,076.000 


C^ostto 

Unit*  d 
.SUte.s 


$26,000,000 

330,000,000 

248.000,000 

36,000,000 

18.000,000 

53,00(L000 

300^000,000 


1.011.000,000 


■  On  tlie  basif  of  ooe-half  the  sugar  duty  going  to  sugar-be«t  growers. 

« Gain. 

Farmers  gain  on  agricultural  schedule  as  producers $9,  886,  000 

Farmers  as  consumers  lose  on  agricultural  schedule 5,  4U9,  000 

Gain  to  farmers  on  agricultural  schedule,  net 4,  477,  000 

They  gain  on  dairy  products  only.  They  lose  half  of  this  gain  in 
their  purchases  of  farm  products. 

The  State  as  a  whole  loses  on  agricnltural  schedule,  net  f8.076.000. 
It  loses  on  agricultural  schedule  %2  to  (1  of  gain. 

ManufattuTfTi'  $chedule  {St  liuttutTU*  onlf,  prodveing  Ifi  per  evnt  of  the  Nation' t  output 
(On  the  basis  of  one-half  of  duties  added  to  prices) 


Industries 

Cost  to 
farmers  as 
consumers 

Cost  to 
nonfarming 
population 

Cost  to 
State 

Cost  to 
United  States 

8  heavy  metal  products 

20  finished  metal  products 

34  mnnral  nroducts ..... 

$3,530,280 

8,564,022 

$1,601,341 

$5,  447, 649 
13,215,321 
48,764,534 

$8,977,929 
21,  779, 343 
84365.776 

$445. 000,  000 
1, 062, 000, 000 
3,965,000,000 

Total         - ........... 

43,095,543 

67,427,504 

111,123,047 

5.512,000,000 

Loss  to  farmers,  manufacturers'  schedule - $43,005,543 

LosstoSUte,  manufacturers' schedule 111,123,047 

Farmers  lose,  on  all  schedules,  net,  $39,218,543.    They  lose  nearly  $6  to  $1  of  gain. 

The  State  loses,  on  all  schedules,  net.  $119,199,047.    It  loses  $12  to  each  $1  of  gain. 

On  all  Iowa  major  crops  the  present  tariff  is  full  high.  It  would  add 
35  per  cent  to  present  farm  prices  If  only  it  were  effective. 

It  would  add  42  cents  per  bushel  to  wheat,  l.*?  cents  to  corn,  «  cents 
to  eggs,  $4  to  hay,  one-half  cent  per  pound  to  live  bogs,  and  all  else  In 
proportion. 

The  trouble  Is  Iowa's  final  market,  that  sots  her  farm  prices.  Is 
Liverpool,  and  American  tariffs  can  not  affect  Liverpool   prices. 

These  agricultural  rates  are  counterfeit  money.  Good  for  child's 
play  ;  offensive  to  grown-ups  with  bills  to  pay.  The  present  House  WIl 
would  apparently  add  1800,000.000  to  the  protection  of  American  farm- 
ers. In  fact,  it  would  increase  their  present  effccllve  protection  from 
3.4  per  cent  to  3.T  per  cent,  an  increase  of  only  three-tenths  of  1  per 
cent. 

It  is  the  opposite  with  manufacturers.  All  the  big  ones,  by  trade 
understanding  and  otherwise,  add  their  tariff  rates  to  their  prices,  as 
6,000,000  loosely  associated  farmers  never  can. 

The  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate  also  adds  some  $800,000,000.  on 
paper,  to  the  present  Uriff,  but  these  additions  are  perfectly  worthless 
to  Iowa.  When  she  cant  use  the  present  tariff,  why  worry  about  a 
higher  one? 

COKN  AND  SWmi 

A  representative  of  the  principal  com  products  company  said.  "Thla 
company  has  imported  three-fourths  of  all  the  com  that  has  come  in  In 
10  years.  Argentine  corn  Is  flint  corn,  lacking  in  starch  and  relatively 
undesirable.  We  wlU  not  import  it  except  in  extreme  caaea."  It  la  not 
good  feed  com. 
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In  aeveral  recMit  Jt^n  th«  e«Dau«  iibow*  not  a  boabel  at  con  Im- 
poriMl  ezrrpt  a  Mttks  to  bi»  rrack*<l  and  lold  for  chleken  and  pIcmB 
fMd.  for  which  •ome  fe*der»  prefer  It  ThU  little  cornea  mostly  to  the 
Paeiflc  coaat.  where  corn  U  scarce  and  rr«>ljcbt»  hl«h,  from  Kanaaa  and 
Nehraaka.  The  duty  ao  far  as  effecUTe  ia  a  tax  on  pool  try  and  pigeon 
ralM^ra  without  affectinc  jteneral  pricea. 

Under  the  tariff  draw  back  clauae.  com  can  be  imported  at  one- 
arrrnth  of  1  cent  duty  per  iMiahcl  by  the  com  producta  companiea  for 
manafactnre  into  glncoap,  corn  augar,  starch,  etc.,  and  reexported  for 
foreifn  consumption. 

The  fact  la  that  manu/actarera  on  the  seaboard  ose  domeatic  corn 
for  millions  of  dollars  of  exporta  tnattrad  of  tbiit  imported  com. 

rOSK   AW   rOEK   FXODtCTS 

Corn  coes  to  market  aa  meat.  The  hoc  la  "  canned  com."  We  export 
about  $250,000,000  of  pork  and  pork  producta  KvideDtly  Liverpool 
•eta  the  price. 

WHSAT 

This  year,  \929.  Montana  famKTs  hare  marketed  wheat  In  Canada, 
payinic  12  cents  duty  at  the  border  to  better  adraouge  than  aelling  at 
home.     This  ia  an  exceptional  year,  bowerer. 

The  Inventluatlons  made  by  I*rof«««or  Commons  and  Professor  Hlb- 
bard  and  other  economists  of  the  Wlaconsln  SUte  University  disclose  that 
on  the  averase  for  the  5-year  period,  1!)23-1927.  the  growers  of  high 
protein  or  prvmlum  wheat  have  galnfd  $17,500,000  from  the  tarifT. 
Bo  mnch  of  this  premium  wheat  has  been  retained  for  domestic  use.  how- 
ever, that  It  has  luwered  the  qnallty  of  onr  export  wheat,  which  la 
discriminated  against  In  Liverpool  prices  on  this  aeconnt.  Consequently, 
most  of  the  gain  on  premium  wheat  has  been  at  the  sacrifice  in  price 
on  the  rest  of  the  crop,  which  Is  of  enormously  more  volume 

Iowa  raises  no  premium  wheat  of  cons«H|uence.  and  therefore  gaina 
nothing  from  the  wheat  tariff.  She  los«-8  as  a  consumer  her  share  of 
the  small  gain  to  other  States  on  premium  wheat.  Other  cen^U  are 
unaffected  by  Um  tariff,  aa  are  ail  western  potatoes  and  other  root 
crops. 

WOOL 

The  tariff  on  wool  Is  31  cents  per  scoured  pound.  Iowa  farmers 
gain  ail  of  this  on  the  sh-^p  bred  on  their  farms.  On  their  feeder 
sheep  brought  from  western  ranires  for  fattening  they  gain  only  on  the 
Increased  weiRht  of  the  floec»»  during  that  period. 

The  wool  tariff  is  iniguitoiia.  It  Is  not  written  by  farmers  hut  by 
a  few  great  western  flock  masters,  little  lnfonne<l,  and  wanting  the 
earth.  In  fact,  it  givea  them  only  from  25  to  85  per  cent  protec- 
tion on  the  wt>ol  of  qualiii'-s  grown  in  the  United  States.  !f  the 
tariff  were  ma«l<*  35  p«'r  cvnt,  it  wouhl  b^  fully  protective  and  large 
quantities  of  coarse  wools  would  come  In.  excellent  for  pcor  men's 
clothing.  Instead,  the  present  duty  equals  from  75  to  150  per  cent 
and  more  on  these  cheap  wools,  which  cons<quentIy  go  to  I'nrope 
for  the  health  and  comfort  of  her  poor  people,  while  onr  poorer  p«?ople 
use  millions  of  pounds  of  shoddy  and  cotton  substltptes  instesd  of 
this  good  cheap  wool  not  produced  In  the  Unitid  States. 

In  consequence,  American  rags  have  uaually  sold  for  25  per  cent  less 
In  the  Rnxlish  rag  market  than  the  rags  of  any  other  country.  The 
richest  nation,   the  worst  raps. 

American  dirt  farmers,  as  wool  produoert,  get  about  $18,000,000  from 
the  wool  tariff  and  lose  $82,000,000  as  consumers.  The  Nation  loses 
$3.10.000.000,  besides  health  and  comfort.  It  loses  about  four  times  the 
total  value  of  the  wool  clip. 

The  real  tariff  prodt  goes  to  relatively  few  western  flock  masters 
who  live  luxuriously  In  towns  and  cities,  with  their  big  flocktt  in  the 
forest  reserves  and  other  wild  landu  at  a  cost  for  all-summtr  pas- 
turage of  8  to  10  centa  per  sheep  and  no  charge  for  lambs,  and  In 
open  semldesert  wild  lands  In  winter.  Prom  these  flocks  comes  about 
three-flfths  of  sll  domestic  wool. 

After  60  years  of  hljth  wool  tariff,  costing  the  public  annually 
$330,000,000,  and  more  than  $2,000,000,000  in  the  seven  years  of  tb« 
present  tariff,  we  have  to  Import  two-thirds  of  our  wool,  scoured  weight. 
With  all  thia  tariff  cost  per  capita  production  baa  not  increased  mate- 
rially and  can  not. 

The  wool  duty,  31  centa  per  scoured  pound,  is  trebled  to  consumers 
because  of  pyramiding  of  prices  to  cover  the  necessary  costs  and  rea- 
sonable profits  of  wool  buyers  10  per  cent,  spinners  15  p«>r  cent,  cloth 
manufscturers  17V9  per  cent,  clothing  nuuiufactorers  22V^  per  cent, 
and  retailers  33\4  per  cent — these  percentages  based  on  their  selling 
pric«-«. 

The  tariff  law  Itself  allows  50  per  cent  pyramiding  up  to  the  cloth 
manufacturer,  allowing  blm  8  per  cent  proflt,  and  then  the  cit^hlng 
manufacturer  an  additional  22^  per  cent  on  hia  selling  price  (which 
a  Tariff  Commission  bulletin  shows  is  customary),  and  then  allowing 
the  retail  clothier  33>4  pt-r  cent  on  bis  selling  price,  we  have  a  slightly 
more  than  3  for  1  pyramiding. 

Congreaa  in  imposing  dmi«^«,  and  the  public  in  paying  them,  seem  not 
to  rcaltae  that  reaaonable.  nec^^saary  pyramiding  donblea  almoat  every 
daty  aad  ttcUea  many  and  qolaiuples  aome. 
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The  total  farm  value  of  the  beet  and  cane  sugar  crop  is  $62,500,000, 
Inclusive  of  whati-vir  tariff  benefit  the  growers  get  To  protect  this 
consumers  pay  a  Uriff  tax  of  $248,000,000  annually. 

American  farmers  pay  $62,000,000  of  this  sugar  tux.  Their  tax  alone 
eqnala  the  total  value  of  the  crop. 

Our  sugar  grow.'ra  are  not  prosperous.  Mr.  Frank  Cummins,  one  of 
their  leaders,  would  not  grow  sugar  beets  last  year.  The  head  of  the 
Colorado  Potato  Growera  Association  said  he  would  not  allow  his  tenants 
to  raise  sugar  beets,  because  other  crops  pay  better. 

With  this  sugar  tax  four  times  the  value  of  the  sugar  crop,  produc- 
tion has  not  Increased  materially  in  the  12  years  of  the  present  tariff. 

The  sugar  tariff  is  dictated  by  a  group  of  western  sugar  refiners,  who 
spend  $70,000  annually  to  boost  the  Uriff,  to  their  enormous  profit. 

Every  cent  of  the  Uriff  is  paid  to  the  refiners,  who  lock  it  In  their 
safes  as  if  their  own.  Then  they  make  as  hard  t>argalns  as  possible 
with  the  growers. 

In  Bngland.  where  a  poor  attempt  is  being  made  to  grow  stigsr,  the 
law  provides  that  substantially  all  of  the  tariff  shall  go  to  the  grower. 
There  Is  no  reason  why  our  law  does  not  so  provide,  except  that  the 
sugar  refiners,  with  the  assistnnce  of  their  Senators,  will  not  permit. 

From  our  sugar  tax  of  $248,000,000.  about  $72,000,000  gp  to  the 
Philippines  and  our  island  posueBsions,  who  grow  »ugar  at  substantially 
as  low  cost  as  Cuba.  As  Gov.  Leonard  Wood  said,  "The  Philippines 
can  produce  all  the  sugar  the  United  States  needs."  For  Philippine 
sugar  to  come  In  free  means  death  shortly  to  domestic  producers,  who 
can  no  more  compete  freely  with  the  Philippines  than  with  Cuba. 

Their  only  salvation  is  in  a  bounty  of  l^  cents  per  pound  to  our 
continental  growers,  which  would  equalize  their  costs  with  the  Philip- 
pines, and.  In  addition,  a  tariff  of  1^  cents  favoring  both  the  Philippine 
Islands  and  domestic  growers  as  against  Cuba. 

A  bounty  Is  lawful.  The  McKlnley  bill  gave  one,  and  the  Government 
has  paid  other  bounties. 

It  Is  a  sin  for  Iowa  to  raise  sugar  beets.  With  the  present  tariff  a 
few  of  her  farmers  will  make  money  from  beets,  but  her  production  per 
acre  In  short  tons  will  probably  average  with  Wisconsin's  9.2  tons  or 
Ohio's  7  tons  or  Michigan's  6.4  tons  as  against  12.5  to  13.4  tons  in 
Utah,  California,  and  Colorado,  which  are  especially  suited  to  beets, 
because  they  need  dry  skies  and  irrigation. 

With  anything  but  a  bounty,  caplUl  Invested  In  Iowa  farm  equipment 
and  factories  can  not  long  be  profitable — assuming  our  retention  of  the 
Philippines  and  the  free  entry  of  Its  sugar. 

The  Tariff  Commission  found  that  a  duty  of  1%  cents  per  pound 
would  equalise  tho  cost  of  producing  sugar  In  the  United  States  and  in 
Cuba,  our  principal  competitor.  The  duty  is  1%  cents  against  Cuba. 
The  Senate  Finance  Committer,  pressed  by  western  refiners,  would  lift 
this  to  2.2  cents  per  pound. 

Iowa  loses  $4,.'i9O,00O  from  the  sugar  duty  over  and  above  the  gain 
of  $230,000  to  her  few  sugar-beet  growers,  approximately  500  In  number. 

fX-^XSKBO 

The  duty  on  flaxseed,  like  that  on  wool  and  sugar,  differs  from  other 
farm  duties  because  we  produce  of  these  thr**  crops  half  or  less  of  our 
requirements.  The  balance  must  be  imported.  The  home  grower,  there- 
fore, only  meets  the  price  of  imporU  that  have  paid  ocean  freights  and 
the  duties.     The  net  duty  is  wholly  effective. 

The  duty  on  flaxseed  is  40  cents  a  bushel  gross  with  a  10-cent  rebate 
for  the  flaxseed  cake,  which  ia  reexported.  This  30-cent  net  duty  gives 
Iowa  growers  $25,000. 

The  ^{0-cent  net  duty  is  pyramided  to  62.7  cents  In  oil  and  becomes 
$1.25  at  retail  in  oilcloth,  linoleum,  and  other  high-priced  products  In 
which  linseed  oil  is  mostly  used. 

TOBACCO 

The  United  States  Is  the  world's  reservoir  for  tobacco.  The  dnty  Is 
of  no  effect  except  on  a  "  shaded  "  totmcco  grown  mostly  in  Connecti- 
cut and  Georgia  under  cloth  covers  and  competing  with  Imported 
Sumatra  and  similar  wrapper  tobacco,  and  on  Turkish  tobacco  for 
blending  In  medium  and  expensive  cigarettes.  In  the  above  table 
lowans  are  estimated  to  con.sume  little  of  these,  imported  products  and 
to  pay  only  17  cents  per  capita  of  this  tot>acco  tax.  The  above  tobacco 
estimates  are  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation's. 

DAIRT    FEODCCT8 

Until  recently  Denmark  was  our  only  considerable  competitor.  Her 
climatic  and  other  conditions  are  so  like  ours  that  many  authorities 
found  the  butter  Uriff  negligible.  .\Uo  we  always  will  produce  close 
to  the  export  point.  But  recently  New  Zealand,  with  refrigerated  ships, 
has  become  a  great  and  growing  producer.  In  1928,  in  the  four  sum- 
mer months.  May  to  Angust,  inclusive,  when  46  per  cent  of  our  butter 
Is  produced,  tlie  price  differential.  New  York  and  London,  was  from 
6  to  8  cents  lower  on  New  Zealand  butter ;  but  In  our  winter  months. 
December-March,  last,  when  we  produce  only  24.3  per  cent  of  the 
year's  production,  it  was  spring  and  summer  in  New  Zealand,  with 
maximum  production  and  minimum  costs,  and  her  butter  sold  in  Lon- 


don at  10  cents  under  New  York  in  December.  15  cenU  in  Janaary, 
and  11  cents  In  Febi-uary  and  March. 

Consequently,  ii  butter  Uriff  of  not  less  than  14  cents  Is  necessary 
as  a  winter  stop  gap  if  we  are  to  maintain  New  York's  extra  high 
winter  prices  for  fresh  and  storage  batter. 

The  buttery  tariff  may  benefit  domestic  producers  an  average  of 
7  cents  per  pound  throughout  the  year,  not  more.  It  Is  so  calculated 
In  the  above  tables.  Cream  and  mUk  are  estimated  on  their  butter- 
fat  content. 

The  national  production  of  dairy  producU  Is  two  and  one-half  bil- 
lion dollars.  Imports  are  only  1V4  per  cent  of  this  total.  We  will 
always  be  close  to  the  export  basis.  If  butter  prices  advance  mate- 
rtally  our  farmers  will  Incr«aso  production  10  per  cent  by  better  care 
of  the  herds  and  to  any  greater  extent  In  two  or  three  years  by  increas- 
ing their  herds,  thon-by  always  keeping  prices  reasonable. 

With  each  Increase  of  1  cent  per  pound  In  the  price  of  butter  an 
additional  million  doltars  of  olPomargartne  is  con8ume<l.  another  deferent 
to  high  butter  prU-es. 

Farm  prices  are  pyramided  at  least  40  per  cent  from  the  farm  to  the 
consumer. 

CATTLI 

No  cattle  can  enter  the  United  SUtes  to  the  Importers*  advantage 
except  from  Mexico  and  Canada.  Those  countries  can  ship  nowhere 
else.  They  haven't  feed  for  fattening  and  Europe  can  not  Uke  range 
cattle  for  fattening  there. 

Mexican  cattle  are  runtlsh,  tough,  not  acceptable  to  Americans  as 
fresh  meat.  A  few  cross  our  southern  border,  mostly  for  Mexican  Immi- 
grants' use. 

Canada  sends  more,  not  many,  and  takj-s  what  she  can  get  for  them. 

Our  Uriff  only  lowers  the  returns  to  Mexican  and  Canadian  producers, 
and  tends  to  reduce  Canadian  production,  turning  her  catUe  land  Into 
wheat  land  to  the  further  depression  of  the  world's  wheat  price, 
which  is  Iowa's  price.  Experts  consulted  in  the  Fe<leral  Bureau  of 
Agricultural  Economics  and  elsewhere,  see  no  advantage  In  this  tariff. 
They  see  only  Injury -to  Canada  and  unklndness.  Canada  is  our  l^est 
cu.stomer  and  our  best  friend.  The  few  cattle  she  sends  are  helpful 
consumers  of  our  corn. 

In  the  winter  of  1922-23,  Just  after  our  rates  had  been  unexpectedly 
Increased,  a  traveler  In  the  Canadian  cattle  country  counted  300  cattle 
and  horses  standing  up.  froien  to  death.  In  a  distance  of  150  miles,  on 
one  side  of  his  train.  How  many  more  were  lying  down  or  ou  the 
other  side  of  the  train  and  In  the  far  reaches  beyond  sight?  This 
when  be«'f  was  high  in  our  cities  and  corn  in  the  Northwest  was  selling 
at  from  26  to  31  cents  per  bushel. 

And  now  it  is  proposed  to  lift  the  rates  far  higher,  to  be  absorbed 
on  imports  by  Canada.     What  kind  of  a  neighbor  are  we? 

With  free  cattle,  which  no  one  advocates.  Canadians  might  send  in 
enough  to  supply  one  city,  not  enough  to  affect  our  prices. 

Winters  in  the  Canadian  cattle  country  last  seven  months,  with  fires 
in  homes  for  nine  months.  Costs  of  production  arc  as  high  there  as 
in  the  United  States,  as  a  recent  Federal  Investigation  must  disclose 
when    publiBhe<l. 

Argentine  beef  is  fat,  excellent,  a  serious  competitor  were  It  not  pro- 
hibited from  Import  because  of  the  foot  and-mouth  disease,  which  It  is 
apparently  impossible  to  eradicate  in  Its  wide-open  spaces.  If  this  is 
ever  done  the  value  of  the  tariff  on  cattle  and  beef  will  be  assessible 
in  money,  and  In  large  sums. 

On  the  whole,  there  is  nothing  for  Iowa  In  the  tariff  on  farm  prod- 
ucts except  the  general  value  that  comes  from  the  assurance  that  high 
rates  may  steady  the  market  somehow,  sometimes.  This  is  desirable, 
but  It  can  not  he  estimated  in  dollars  and  cents. 

Iowa  farmers  gain  about  $4,470,000  more  than  they  lose  from  the 
agricultural  tariff,  but  the  State,  as  a  whole,  loses  net  on  the  agricul- 
tural schedule  $8,076,000.     It  loses  $2  to  $1  of  gain. 

The  Hawley  bill.  A  thorough  analysis  of  the  present  tariff,  partici- 
pated In  by  the  ablest  Federal  and  other  agricultural  experts,  and  put 
in  the  CosoRESsioNAL  Record  of  June  18,  1929,  by  Senator  Bbook- 
HAKT,  shows  that  the  tariff  benefits  general  American  farm  products 
less  than  1  per  cent  and  8.2  per  cent  when  cotton  and  the  highly  pro- 
tected dairy  products,  wool,  and  sugar  are  included,  and  a  decidedly 
questionable  $4.">,000,000  Is  allowed  as  a  possible  benefit  to  the  cattle 
Industry. 

Tlie  Ilawley  bill  would  add  only  three-tenths  of  1  per  cent  to  the 
effective  protection  of  farm  products  all  told. 

To  do  this  It  adds  $800,000,000  of  unreallsable  snms  to  the  protec- 
tion that  farmers  would  now  get  If  only  our  tariff  could  control 
European   market. 

Such  IneflTectlTe  proposal.s  have  lost  their  charm.  The  coalltton  Sen- 
ators now  see  that  farm  relief  can  come  only  from  Uking  the  dishon- 
esty out  of  the  manufacturers'  rates. 

This  will  be  good  for  the  manufacturers.  Many  overprotected  man- 
ufacturers are  more  than  willing  to  earn  their  money  without  Uint  if 
only  Congress  will  so  provide.  They  will  make  ample  proflU,  the  big- 
gest made  by  manufacturers  anywhere  in  the  world ;  but  to  those 
profits  will  not  longer  be  added  vast  sums  wrongly  secured  by  their 
political  control  and  congressional  exactmenta. 


AOmiCClffUBB — Tint    MILCH   COW 

"Ajricolttire  Is  the  milch  cow  of  protection  "  as  now  applied  In  exces- 
sive and  dishonest  rates  that  are  no  more  truly  protective  than  pocket 
picking  is  honest  work.     And  "  the  farmer,   he  pa.v»  the  freight."  and 
every  farm  SUte  loses. 

The  same  careful  estimates  as  the  one  above  show  the  following 
losses  In  other  typical  western  farm  Sutes  : 

Nebmska  loses  on  the  Uriff.  net fW,  000.  000 

Wisconsin  loses 129,  0<H),  000 

Kansas    Ios« i^^^fJ^ 

Minnesota -„- — _— . - liW,  W\).  'am 

South  Dakota '(TmalV population) 31.  «00.  OOO 

Iq^II -.____-_-    119.  tKM»,  OOO 

Pennsylvania,   farmers  only 41.  662,  (KHJ 

Illinois,  farmers  only *"<  *«>.  000 

Tliese  first  six  States  and  the  tanners  In  Pennsylvania  and  Illinois 
lose  annually  over  $639,000,000. 

Farmers  everywhere  lose  as  badly  as  In  these  SUtea. 

The  e-yeai*  loss  of  these  States  under  the   present   tariff  is  $3,834.- 

000  000 

Colorado   loses  $47,202,000;   UUh.   $22,750,000;    Idaho,   $22,000,000; 
Washington,   $77,050,000. 
Look  at  the  South  : 

Georgia    losses    annually 'I9S' ^52' 2S2 

Texas   loses *IT' o?2' S^ 

Florida    loses 41,818.000 

These  southern  estimates  regretfully  recognise  that  the  consumption 
of  dairy  products  In  the  South  is  only  one-half  of  the  North's  per  caplU, 
and  of  general  store  merchandise  t>nly  two-thirds,  owing,  at  least  In  part, 
to  the  rolibery  of  the  South  by  northeastern  manufacturers  which  Impov- 
erishes the  South.     The   Northeast   robs  the   .South   and   then   pities   it 

1  ecause  It  has  so  little  left  and  lives  so  poorly. 

WHAT    SOME    STATES    LOSE    OTHERS    Ml'ST    OAl.V 

Witness  the  following  Northeastern  SUtes  that  have  made  our  tariffs 

for  60  years : 

Connecticut  gains  annually  from  the  tariff '•*^'  *^''  ^^ 

Pennsylvania   gains 1.  •^»»-  <|0J>.  000 

Vptt-   Jpr«ji>v    iraina — 71o,  000.  0(KI 

i>ew    jersey    kuiuh ______ — — -_ — ----  «i'i   ono   ono 

Massachuseiu^    gains --__ SAt,' JuJ  '  ruCl 

New   York,   pnilmlnary  estimate *.  w»".  WW,  OOO 

Khode  Island,  preliminary  etttimate 2U7.  000.  000 

Here  Is  the  whole  story :  Glorifying  protection,  these  SUtes  have 
used  it  as  a  false  priest  might  (were  there  one)  in  getting  worshipers 
on  their  knees  vrith  their  eyes  shut  so  that  he  might  pick  their  pockert. 
Said  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  tMarshall  case)  :  "To 
lay  with  one  hand  the  power  of  the  Government  on  the  property  of  the 
citizen,  and  vrith  the  other  to  bestow  It  upon  favored  individuals  to  aid 
private  enterprise  and  build  up  private  fortunes  is  none  the  lesa 
robbery  because  It  Is  done  under  the  forma  of  law  and  Is  called  taxa- 
tion." 

These  Northeastern  States  have  robbed  the  West  and  South  and  then 
shown  a  contempt  for  them  because  they  liavc  so  little  left,  reminding 
one  of  Senator  Bingham's  (of  Connecticut)  attitude  toward  the 
western  and  southern   Senators  on  the  lobby  investigating  committee. 

Senator  Binuham  got  the  Connecticut  Manufacturers'  Association  to 
send  him  their  president's  assisUnt,  salary  $10,000,  and  then  swore 
him  in  as  a  (Government  employee,  with  a  concurrent  Federal  salary, 
and  had  him  attend  the  Finance  Committee's  secret  and  other  sessions. 
When  the  compliant  Finance  Committee's  report  showed  an  additional 
grant  of  $53,000,000  to  Connecticut  manufacturers,  the  president  of 
their  association  congratulated  this  assistant  on  helping  them  to 
•'  more  than  they  bargained  for." 

Psychologically  Bingham  seems  clearly  to  have  disclosed  that  he 
simply  did  not  know  what  real  honesty  ia  in  Uriff  making.  Raid 
Senator  Nobbis,  Just  before  the  vote  of  censure  on  Bingham,  "He 
does  not  yet  reallre  that  he  has  done  wrong."  And  hLs  is  only  one  of 
the  Innumerable  cases,  almost  of  common  gossip  for  30  years,  of 
eastern  men  shaping  the  UrtfTs  of  these  years. 

The  woolen  manufacturers  of  New  England,  through  Senator  Ald- 
rlch,  of  Rhode  Island,  had  their  secretary,  8.  N.  D.  North,  made  the 
trusted  agent  of  the  Finance  Committee  to  write  the  dishonest  Dlngley 
woolen  schedule.  It  tricked  the  farmer  on  his  wool  and  the  consumer 
ou  his  cloth.  North's  employers  gave  him  an  honorarium  of  $5,000  on 
bis  return  to  Boston. 

In  all  this  the  West  and  South  must  first  blame  themselves  for 
utter  Indifference  to  the  evidently  vicious  influence,  financial  and  moral, 
of  these  northeastern  men,  assisted  by  such  wool  and  sugar  votes — not 

n  fp^ as  they   secured   by   counter   favors   from    SUtes   west  of  the 

AUeghenys  and  south  of  the  Ohio. 

The  trail  of  the  serpent  is  over  them  all,  over  all  our  tariffs  for  60 
years, 

THE  TABirr  ON    MANDFACTCBED   PBOOnCTB ^KAST  AGAINST   80DTH   AND 

WEST 

An  exhaustive  analysis  of  $24,000,000,000  worth,  or  40  per  cent,  of 
the  total  output  of  manufacturere  in  the  United  States  ($62,000.- 
000,000),  based  upon  the  Federal  statistics  of  production,  Uriff  duties 
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and  trad*-,  showi  that  If  tbe  makn*  of  elitht  b««Ty  rtwl  prodncti,  bars, 
■tmetaral,  tlu  plate,  pipe,  etc.,  add  only  one-half  of  tbe  tariff  allow- 
anrea  granted  them  by  Coagnw.  they  gain  from  tbe  tariff  $222,500,000. 

Tbe  makers  of  20  bighly  finished  steel  prodacts,  hardware,  catlery, 
flies,  machine  toola.  )'lertr1cfll  macbinery.  sewing  machlnea,  docks, 
brmaa  and  bronse,  aluminnm  manafactnrera,  etc  an  g\'ren  a  tariff 
allowance  o?^  |M  1 .000.000 

Thirty-four  general  Industries,  producing  the  things  that  fill  our  re- 
tall  estabththmeors.  tertian,  hosiery  and  knit  goods,  carpets  and  rugs, 
tmnks  and  TaHses.  toys,  glasswaro,  chlnaware,  oilcloth,  perfumery,  pho- 
totrraphk  goods,  furs,  shirts,  clothing,  rubber  goods,  mosical  Instru- 
ments, ete..  are  glsen   nearly  |1.000.0«)0.000. 

Manufacturers  once  denied  that  they  added  the  tariff  to  their  prices. 
Now  they  declare  It.  and  demand  further  increases  for  the  rery  purpose 
of  adding  tbe  Increases  to  their  prices. 

The  tariff  la  added  In  full  by  many,  as  many  InTeetlgationa  have 
diiicltist-d  In  estimating  the  cost  of  the  tariff  to  consumers  in  the 
abi.Te  table  and  elsewhere,  It  Is  as-sumed  that  only  oue-halX  of  the  tariff 
Is  sdd'tl  to  prices  in  the  62  Industrl.-s  studied. 

Fifty  per  cent  addition  Is  too  low  for  these  industries ;  but  it  is 
best  to  be  conserratlve,  and  it  must  be  remembered  that  some  strictly 
competltlTe  industries  gain  nothing  from  the  tariff.  They  only  suffer 
from  the  high  cost  of  the  supplies;  they  purchase  from  the  big  indus- 
tries that  add  th«  tariff. 

Fsrm-implem>-nt  manufacturers  suffend  for  years,  bat  now  they  hare 
pushed  up  their  prices  until  tbe  best  of  them  make  great  profits. 
Farm  Impl-ments  are  on  the  free  list,  but  the  makers  pay  150,000,000 
a  year  of  tariff  graft  to  their  steel  makers,  which  sum  la  pyramided 
by  tbe  additions  of  wholesalers  and  retailers  to  coTer  their  cost  of 
doing  business  and  their  profits,  until  It  became  flOO.OOO.OOO  to  farm 
ers  at  r«*iall  prices  10  years  ago.  It  Is  probably  more  to-day.  because 
of  the  greater  amount  of  steel  used  In  the  heavier  farm  machinery  of 
to-day. 

Aaaaming  that  lower  costs  would  be  reflected  In  lower  prices,  and 
that  the  lmplem»'nt  makers  do  not  have  price  agreements,  this  hun 
drcd  million  dollars  of  tariff  additions  to  articles  oo  the  frc*  Uat  is  a 
peculiar  tax  upon  American  agriculture. 

Likewise  careful  computations  Indicate  that  oar  railroads  to-day  pay 
one-half  MlUon  dollars  too  much  for  their  rails,  locomotives,  and  highly 
flnlsbed  and  equipped  paaseDger  and  freight  cars.  Raila  in  American 
sectlona  coat  $82.50  per  ton  in  continental  Europe  to-day.  f.  o.  b. 
Antwerp,  and  delivered  in  tbe  United  States,  daty  paid,  $38  to  $40, 
depending  upon  lengths.  Tbey  are  $43  at  the  mill  in  the  United  States. 
Dtcauaa  of  iBternational  agreements  no  foreign  ralla  enter  tbe  United 
^*1itatea  except  a  very  few  light  rails  for  timbering  and  light  rails.  And 
tbe  United  States  Steel  Corporation  made  $96,000,000  in  tbe  first  six 
Moetba  of  1928.     It  made  $63,000,000  in  tbe  third  quarter  of  1929. 

Tbe  quick,  neocaaary  way  to  reduce  freight  charge*  la  to  stop  tbe 
tariff  graft  bi  steel  products. 

Tbe  priee  of  steel  bars  Is  the  criterion  for  all  steel  prices. 

The  price  of  Thomas  basic  steel  ban  at  Antwerp  Is  $1.24  per  hundred 
pounds,  or  $1.74  duty  paid  tn  New  York,  plus  sundry  charte*.  There  la 
none  of  this  made  in  America,  however. 

Imported  open-hearth  steel,  competing  with  our  product,  is  $1.86  in 
New  Sork  and  duty  paid.  Tbe  commonly  quoted  American  price  fa 
$1.M  Plttabargh. 

The  forelCB  steel  must  be  ordered  months  ahead  and  "  short  orders ' 
fior  aeeeaMry  iamediate  use  are  Impoasible  of  fnlflllment. 

Shlpmeots  fi«m  American  aiills  are  made  on  a  few  days'  notice. 

Heeently.  with  price  differentials  decidedly  advantageous,  importers 
could  not  secure  worih-whlle  orders.  Our  oaers  are  afraid  to  order 
abroad.  They  would  be  discriminated  against  oh  sbori  orders,  and  su 
forth. 

Little  bar  steel  is  used  In  seaport  cities.  It  must  be  sent  inland 
with  railway  charges.  These  charges  nuy  he  the  same — say.  15  cent! 
yer  hundred  pounds  on  both  Imported  snd  domestic  steels — making  th< 
comparable  foreign  steel  $1.86  at  American  ports  against  $1.90  foi 
domestic  at  American  porta. 

If  the  freight  1«  26  cents  from  Pittsburgh  and  15  cents  from  the  porl 
of  fereiga  delivery,  the  comparable  prices  at  user's  factory  would  b( 
$2.15  for  demeatle  steal  and  $201  for  imported  steel. 

la  abort,  the  Steel  Trust  has  compelled  American  uaers  to  pay  foi 
their  steel  these  last  28  years  as  If  it  were  made  in  Surope  and  hai^ 
paid  ocean  freight  plus  the  tariff  in  fulL 

corroR  BaAn>-^ooB  womkh  and  tscsts — a  conTBAar  ik  asvaKLBs 

Tbe  Oovernment  collects  one-third  more  revenue  from  poor  womei 
on  tbe  imported  cotton  braid  they  buy  (doty  90  per  cent)  than  on  nln< 
great  metal-working  industries  «n  their  competing  Imports: 

Revenue  from  cotton  braid,  imports,  1927 $303,  03J 

Revenue  from  the  nine  steel  industries 225.  15< 

Tariff  bonus  to  these  nine  steel  Industries 802.  0«K).  (MK 

Cost  to  consumers  at  reUU 604.  00().  0(K 

For  each  dollar  that  It  gets  In  revenue  the  Government  gives  thvsi 
nine  Industrie*  the  legal  right  to  add  to  their  prices  $1,340; 


NOVE>rBEB   12' 


Oovernment    collects ,     11  ' 

Indmrtries  collect h  *^ 

Consumers  pay AtHJO 

Note  each  industry  in  tbe  following  table: 

Cash  registers,  for  instance :  For  each  dollar  the  Oovernment  col- 
lects Tn  revenue —  *1 

The  Industry  la  Inrited  to  collect 3,  5^6 

Costing  consumers ••  H* 

A  contragt  in  tariff  rtr«ftue» 
(Customs  receipts,  1927) 


Article 


Revenne 
collected 
by  Oov- 
ernment, 
1927 


Cotton  braids, 
loom  woven, 
etc..  or  made 
by  hand.  etc. 
(ased  by  poor 
women). 


Total. 


$303,038 


30R.088 


.\rticle 


and 


Steel  rails... 

Tinplste 
terneplate. 

Bolt-s.  nuts,  wash- 
en',  ami  riveU. 

Bardware 

Ca.'^h  ri'Rfcters  and 
accounting  and 
calralating  ma- 
chines. 

Engines,  steam, 
ga.''.  and  water, 
except  locomo- 
tives. 

Nails,  wire... 

Screws,  wood 

Stamped  and 
enameled  ware. 

Total 


Revenue 
ouUecied 
by  Gov- 
ernment, 
1927 


$28,3C3 
23,827 

8,041 

45.193 
6,187 


66,901 


40,  .'WO 

1.493 

14,4«2 


Tariff 

allowance 

to  ra&nu- 

(acturcn 


$9,000,000 
21.000.000 

13.000,000 

78,ooaooo 

21.000,000 


63,000,000 


7,ooaooo 

2,000.000 
86,000,000 


225,156  302;  000,  000 


Cost  to 
consumers 


$18,  OOa  000 
42,000,000 

30,000,000 

156,000.000 
4S,  000. 000 


134,000.000 


uooaooo 

4.000,000 
172,000^000 


604,000,000 


The  Oovernment  get.s  one-third  more  revenue  from  poor  women  on 
their  braid  than  from  all  these  industries  in  customs  revenue,  and 
Invites  them  to  collect  for  their  private  use  $TO2,000,000. 

The  Oovernment  crucifies  wom<n  In  the  tariff  increases  on  their  pur- 
chases. The  tariff  commonly  makes  the  Imported  articles  that  our 
women  want  retail  at  five  times  the  foreign  factory  prices  without 
unfair  additions  to  cost  prices  by  importers  and  retailers. 

MANUrACTCaiNO    IN    THK    EAST  AOAl.NST    THE    WIST    AND   BODTH 

The  big  industries  (owned  mostly  in  tbe  East;  some  with  branch 
factories  elsewhere)  add  all  or  most  of  the  tariff  to  their  prices.  They 
are  relatively  few  In  number,  however,  though  their  output  is  enor- 
mous. Numerically  considered,  most  manufacturers,  and  all  small  ones 
like  Nebraska's,  work  on  a  cost-of-prodnctlon  basis,  some  on  almost  a 
wage  basis. 

The  following  list  of  the  13  principal  manufacturing  industries  in 
Nebraska  shows  how  little  any  of  our  strictly  agricultaral  States  get 
from  the  tariff.  Nebraska  Is  typical  of  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  the  Da- 
kotas,  Washington,  Oregon,  etc.,  and  of  all  the  Southern  States,  ex- 
cept for  AlalMirna's  steel  Industry  owned  in  the  Bast,  sugar  in  Louisiana, 
and  a  few  fine  cotton  mills  in  North  Carolina. 

A  careful  study  of  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Ohio,  and  Indiana  shows  that 
their  manufacturers,  as  a  rule,  get  almost  no  more  from  the  tariff  than 
the  strictly  farm  States.  Their  industries  are  midway  in  development 
between  Nebraska's  and  the  seven  Northeastern  States  previously  con- 
sidered. 

When  a  tariff-profiteering  Industry  Is  found  In  one  of  these  States, 
like  steel  tn  Wisconsin.  Illinois,  and  Indiana,  aluminum  in  Wisconsin, 
and  plate  glass  In  Missouri.  It  is  owned  to  such  an  extent  by  eastern 
capitalists  that  tbe  Western  State  get  only  the  general  advantages 
that  come  from  its  local  expenditures. 

MANUFACTUBINO   IN    IOWA 

Our  two  industries  in  Iowa  are  helped  by  tbe  tariff. 

Pearl  buttons  made  in  its  river  district  from  river  shells  and  so  In- 
ferior as  not  to  be  comparable  with  imported  buttons  from  aea  sbella. 
The  tariff  is  high,  but  tbe  better  buttons  will  come  In  under  any  duty; 
and  the  duty  is  little  Indication  of  tbe  tariff  benefit  actually  derived. 

Also  washing  machines,  with  America's  greatest  producer  in  Iowa. 
Tariff  30  per  cent  theoretically  to  protect  a  wage  cost  which  Is  14.6 
per  cent,  or  one-half  of  the  factory  selling  price.  Washing  machines 
are  an  American  product  little  used  abroad. 

Exports  were  $1,344,000  in  191^7  with  no  Imports.  The  tariff  Is 
desirable  but  difficult  to  measure  in  money. 

Farm  implements,  a  large  Industry  In  Iowa,  are  on  the  free  list. 

Practically  all  other  Iowa  Industries  are  "  upkeep  "  industries,  Inci" 
dental  to  the  repair  and  maintenance  of  her  cities,  work  places,  trans- 
portation facilltiee,  etc.     They  are  not  affected  by  tbe  tariff. 

MAN  CFACTU  RING     IN     NEBR.\SKA     (CBNSCS     1920) PRINCIP.^L     IHDrSTRIM 

aANKID   BT    THE   VALL'B  Or  TBBIB  PBOOCCT8 

1.  Slaughtering  and  meat  packing. 

2.  Floor. 

3.  Butter. 
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4.  Cars,  railway  and  shop  repairs. 

5.  Newspaper  printing. 

6.  Foundry  and  machine  shops. 

7.  Book  and  Job  printing. 

8.  Automobile  repairing. 

9.  Confectionery  and  Ice  cream. 

10.  Food  preparations. 

11.  Poultry   killing  and   dressing. 

12.  Coffee    roasting    and   grinding. 

13.  Oas.  illuminating  and  heating. 

Think  of  the  repair  of  railway  cars,  the  printing  of  newspapers,  auto- 
mohlle  repairing,  confectionery  and  Ice  cream,  canning  vegetables,  bread 
making,  poultry  killing,  coffee  roasting,  churning  butter,  grinding  flour, 
and  slaughtering  steers  as  major  manufacturing  indnstries. 

Nebraska  typifies  the  hurt  to  agricultural  States  of  the  Uriff  written 
by  and  for  the  East  and  sapping  the  wealth  of  the  West  and  South. 

It  Is  when  we  consider  Connecticut  and  a  half  doxen  Northeastern 
States  that  our  eyes  are  opened.  No  wonder  Connecticut  cries  for  a 
tariff  as  a  leech  would  cry  for  bloo<l  if  it  had  a  voice.  And  in  its  tariff 
interests  Connecticut  duplicates  Massachusetts.  Rhode  Island,  New  Jer- 
sey, and  Pennsylvania,  and  in  less  degree  New  York. 

MANtTFACTUHING    IN    CO.NNBCTICCT     (CENSUS     1920)— PRINCIPAL     INDl'STRIES 
RANKED    ACCORDING    TO    THE    VALI;B    OF    THEIR    PRODDCT 

Opposite  each  industry  is  shown  the  average  tariff  protection  which 
It  enjoys. 


Industry 


1.  Brass,  bronse,  and  copper 

2.  Cotton  goods - 

3.  Foundry  and  machine  shops 

4.  Silk  goods — 

5.  Hardware,  except  saddlery 

6.  Electrical  machmery 

Incandescent  lamps 

7.  Amniimilion 

8.  Rubl)€r  tires,  tubes,  etc 

9.  Woolen  fabrics.- — 

10.  H»U,  fur,  felt 

11.  Plated  ware 

12.  Boots  and  shoes,  rubber 

13.  Corsets,  bra-ssiferes,  etc .— 

14.  Worsted  fabrics 

15.  Machine  tools 

16.  Steam  fittings - 

17.  Bread,  yeast,  leavened. 

Other  bakery  products 

18.  Suspenders,  garters,  etc 

19.  Typewriters 

20.  Firearms: 

Muzzle-loading — 

Breech -loading 

21.  Needles,  pins,  etc 

22.  Iron  and  steel  forgings 

23.  Paper  (and  wood  jmlp  free) 

24.  Tools,  other  than  machine 

25.  Clocks: 

K\^m  and  other  cheap  docks. 
High-priced  clocks 

26.  Ordnance  and  accessories 

27.  Iron  and  steel,  steel  works 

28.  Knit  goods 

29.  Wire 

30.  Cutlery  and  edge  tools: 

Edge  tools 

Cutlery  (mostly) 


Tariff 
act  1922 


Per  cent 
39 
34 
36 
56 
60 
31 
20 
30 
28 

66-101 
36 
49 
25 
SO 

66-101 
33 
33 
Free. 
30 
54 
Free. 

25 

74 
48 
S7 
33 
46 

133 
49-72 
40 
22 
59 
26 

30 
61-183 


Senate 
bill 


PtT  cent 
43 
44 
40 
62 
63 
30 
45 
30 
28 

70-105 
60 
54 
25 
67 

70-101 

33 

35 

Free. 

ao 

54 
Free. 

Free. 
83 
58 
44 

36 
49 

200 

52-75 
45 
25 
60 
27 

30 
61-222 


In  the  above  table  we  see  tariff  rates  that  fairly  reek  with  profits 
for  every  Industry  except  the  seventeenth  in  Importance,  yeast  bread 
(In  which  Connecilcut  Is  interested  only  as  a  consumer),  and  in  the 
nineteenth,  typewriters,  in  the  production  of  which  American  manu- 
facturers hold  their  own  the  world  over  and  prosper  greatly,  an  indica- 
tion of  the  low  duties  that  woulu  suffice  other  American  Industries  if 
only  the  public  knew. 
To  the  first  Conne«ticut  Industry  in  the  above  Uble.  brass 

and   bronse.   the   tariff  offers 'oA' aI!H' SXJl 

To  the  second,  co  ton  goods ^0.  "W  000 

To   the   fourth,    silk 5q' ^' ^ 

To   the   fifth,   hardware—. i  o' J^' n^ 

To  the  sixth,  elec.rlcal  machinery IJ.  ooo.  ooo 

And  so  on  through  the  list  to  a  total  of  $386,000,000,  to  be  doubled 
to  consumers  if  and  so  far  as  the  manufacturers  can  add  this  to  their 
prices,  making  the  total  cost  to  consumers  $772,000,000. 

And  the  Senate  bill  would  give  these  manufacturers  another  $106,- 
000.000. 

The  tariff  beneits  now  operative  for  Massachusetts.  Rhode  Island. 
Pennsylvania,  and  New  Jersey  showing  are  as  like  Connecticut  as  two 
peas.  They  aggregate.  Including  Connecticut  $3,600,000,000,  to  be 
doubled  to  consumers.  $5,000,000,000. 

HOW    IT    HAPPENS 

Of  the  11  Republican  members  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  who 
wrote  the  Senate  bill  6  are  from  New  England,  Pennsylvania,  and  New 
Jersey.     Two   are  western   wool  and   sugar   men,   with   like  predltorjr 


desires.     This  has  been  the  general  character  of  this  committee  for  a 
generation. 

It  Is  not  clear  who  wrote  the  tariff  and  to  what  purpose. 

There  was  not  a  nationally  minded  representative  of  consumers  or 
farmers  among  them.     None  wanted,  of  cotirse. 

The  Senate  bill  is  Uinted  with  self-interest.  It  offers  no  basis  for 
action. 

Congress  is  stalled.  The  profiteers  are  estopped,  birt  they  took  care 
that  there  la  no  chart  nor  compass  nor  adequate  means  of  determina- 
tion for  those  of  right  views  who  are  now  in  power. 

A  MORAL  issra 

This  is  not  the  core.  It  is  the  seed  inside  the  core.  Tbe  tariff  is  a 
moral  issue. 

Legislation  has  broken  down.  Honest  tariffs  must  rest  upon  the  find- 
ing of  "  a  semijudidal  competent  fact-finding  body."  such  as  the  Tariff 
Commission  was  intended  to  be  and  was  originally. 

The  tariff  profiteers  destroyed  the  value  of  the  commission  by  chang- 
ing its  personnel  because  the  findings  of  the  first  commissioners,  when 
the  present  tariff  law  was  enacted  In  1922,  showed  the  profiteers  that 
they  had  to  "  get "  the  commission  or  the  commission's  findings  would 
"get"  them. 

The  coalition  Senators  will  not  make  a  dishonest  tariff  and  they  can 
not  make  an  honest  tariff  for  want  of  Information.  They  have  vir- 
tually no  reliable  knowledge  of  costs  of  production  here  or  abroad. 
Bless  them,  they  know  little  of  tariff  tricks  or  how  to  find  them. 

Having  prevented  the  accumulation  of  necessary  data  and  with  moral 
sense  unchanged,  the  regulars  now  desire  some  sort  of  compromise. 

Any  compromise  revlBlon  will  leave  the  tariff  full  of  dishonesty  and 
tricks,  though  the  total  losses  to  consumers  wotild  be  diminished 
somewhat. 

Congress  can  cleanse  the  Nation's  conscience,  and  teach  men  that 
tariff  dishonesty  will  not  be  Icgallxed,  only  by  appointing  a  competent 
committee  with  power  to  secure  all  necessary  data,  and  then  adjourn- 
ing. It  can  not  handle  the  tariff  adequately  until  such  a  committee 
reports. 

Germany,  some  25  years  ago,  Bix>nt  four  years— shcThad  the  time — 
In  framing  her  tariff,  the  best  protective  tariff  any  couptry  ever  had. 
and  satisfactory  to  everyone.  It  promised  to  last  forfver,  until  the 
World  War  upset  everything.  It  took  the  tariff  out  of  politics.  It  left 
nothing  to  argue  about.  It  was  as  natural  and  comforting  as  sunlight. 
It  left  the  national  mind  free  for  other  and  better  issues.  It  put  all 
national  Interests  In  better  perspective.  Elections  were  more  honest 
and  legislation  of  better  tone. 

Our  Congress  can  not  wait  four  years.  It  can  not  well  wait  more 
than  two  to  six  months.  Then  it  can  enact  a  proper  law  In  from  one 
to  three  weeks  and  we  won't  bear  of  the  tariff  for  many  years.  Then 
Congress  can  understandlngly  and  easily  make  adjustments  then  needed 
In  consequence  of  our  fast-coming  and  now  Inconceivable  further  prog- 
ress In  production,  world  trade,  and  Influence.  E)very  revision  in  years 
to  come  should  rest  upon  the  beneficent  Infiuence  and  experience  of  such 
a  tariff  made  now. 

Our   children   will   bless   us   If  we   take   time   to   make   their   pending 

tariff  right. 

Things  have  apparently  gone  too  far,  however,  for  Congress  to  recess. 
A  makeshift  law  will  be  enacted.  If  It  be  regarded  as  only  another 
emergency  tariff  like  that  of  1921,  and  the  proposed  reorganUed  Tariff 
Commission  reports  for  a  proper  revision  in  a  year  or  two,  America  will 
get  right  with  herself  and  the  world. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  Will  the  Senator  from  Utah  state 
the  next  amendment  to  be  considered? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  first  amendment  parsed  over  Is  found  on 
page  7,  Schedule  1,  covering  "  putty." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the 
amendment. 

The  LBX5I8LATIVE  Clebk.  On  page  7,  line  16,  the  committee 
liroi>o.se!5  to  strike  out  "  three-fourths  of,"  so  as  to  read : 
Ground  In  oil   (putty),  1  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  take  the 
time  of  the  Senate,  but  I  do  not  see  that  there  ought  to  be  any 
increase  in  the  tariff  on  putty.  The  House  fixed  the  rate  at 
three-quarters  of  a  cent,  nnd  the  Senate  committee  has  stricken 
(»ut  three-fourths  and  proposes  to  tax  putty  at  1  cent  a  pound. 
Everjboily  knows  that  putty  Is  an  article  of  universal  use  and 
consumption  in  this  country. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  reason  for  that  was  the  Increase  on  Un- 

se«d  oil. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Linseed  oil  constitutes  only  about  15  per 
cent  of  the  ingredients  that  go  Into  the  making  of  putty,  and 
even  if  we  increase  the  tarlfC  on  linseed  oil,  which  is  not  a  ver>' 
great  increase,  and  it  has  not  yet  been  passed  upon,  I  do  Dot 
see  that  there  ought  to  be  any  increase  in  the  tariff  on  put*y. 
I  hope  this  amendment  will  be  disagreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 
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The  next  ameDdmetit  passed  over  was  on  page  14,  line  20, 
when-  the  rommitfe*'  i.ropt»setl  to  insert  the  following: 

(C)   Tbe  ad  valonm  ratM  prorid<>d  ia  this  panKraph  tball  be  based 

upon    tbe    Amerit^ao    ■elllng    price    (a*    defined    In    subdivision    (()    of 

_aer.   402.  Title  IV),  of  any   similar  competitive  article  manufactored 

•r  produc»>d  In  the  United  Statee. 

Mr,  BARKLKY.     Mr.  President,  this  is  another  effort  to  In- 
JotH  the  American  valuation  Into  this  measure.    This  Is  differ 
ont  from  the  American  valuation  as  fixed  in  the  dyestuff  para 
praph.     I   would  like  to  have  the  Senator  from   Utah  explain 
what  he  means  hy  undertaking  to  put  it  in  here. 

Idr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  this  does  not  chanpe  the  exist 
Inc  law  at  all.    Parajn^phs  27  and  28  are  under  the  American 
valuation,  and  so  reporter!. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  If  It  does  not  change  the 
existing  law,  why  undertake  to  change  it?  Why  this  para- 
graph? 

Mr.  B.\RKLET.     This  is  the  coal-tar  .section. 

Mr.  SMC^yr.  This  refers  to  synthetic  iudigo.  Instead  of 
referring  to  dyes,  we  strike  out  lines  13,  14,  15,  and  16,  down 
to  the  words  "  United  States."  Synthetic  indigo  Is  a  coal-tar 
pnxluct,  and  If  we  had  not  done  that,  we  would  have  had  to 
repeat  the  provision. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  technically,  this  matter  would 
not  have  been  In  order  except  by  an  amendment  from  the  floor, 
If  it  had  not  been  for  the  fact  that  tbe  Senate  committee  trans- 
posed this  matter  from  one  subsection  to  another. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  effect  does  this  have  on  tbe  flua! 
que.stion  of  the  agreement  to  tbe  American  valuation  principle 
as  applied  to  these  coal-tar  products? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senate  finally  decides  that  tbe  American 
▼aluation  can  not  be  affiled  to  paragraphs  27  and  28,  of  course, 
thU  amendment  will  go  <»ut,  with  all  of  the  others.  It  is  only 
in  conformity  with  tbe  plan  in  existing  law,  and  if  it  is  to 
apply  in  one  section  it  ought  to  ap(riy  in  the  other. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Tbe  SeJiator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La 
FoujRTBl  wa.s  Interested  in  this  proposition,  and  be  Is  not 
on  tbe  floor  at  tbe  present  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  nut  this  matter  In  which  he  la  interested. 
He  is  interested  in  the  proposition  applying  American  valuation 
to  paragraphs  27  and  28. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  realize  that  if  the  American  valuation  is 
to  apply  to  these  coal-tar  products  generally,  probably  synthetic 
Indigo  ought  to  go  in  with  them. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  what  I  am  asking  for  now. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Why  not  raise  tbe  question  right  now? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  am  perfectly  willing  to  do  so. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Very  well ;  let  us  go  ahead  and  raise  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  understand  tbe  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr 
La  FoixcrTE]  has  a  speech  he  wants  to  deliver  on  the  subject, 
and  I  do  not  know  whether  he  i"»  in  town  or  not. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  should  not  like  to  dispose  of  it  in  his 
absence. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Then  there  is  no  use  letting  this  go  by 
the  boani  until  that  is  ditiposed  of,  if  it  is  the  main  question, 
If  It  is  not,  let  us  take  a  vote  on  it  now. 

Mr.  SMOl/r.  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
will  admit  that  this  amendment  ougiit  to  be  adopted  if  we  are 
going  to  retain  tbe  American  valnation  principle? 

Mr.  McKELIJkR  If  there  is  notidng  to  lose,  why  not  iunt 
agree  that  the  Senate  committee  amendment  be  rejected  now? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  have  It  up.  and  why  not  agree  to  it  now 
and  if  the  paragraphs  are  rejected,  this  will  automatically  go 
ont ;  w«  will  not  bare  to  keep  it  In.  If  it  Is  disagreed  to,  then 
this  is  perfected.     I  think  we  ought  to  perfect  this. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Wiscon.sln 
{Mr.  La  FoLLcm]  is  in  a  conference,  and  I  ask  that  this  go  over 
until  be  can  be  present ;  then  let  as  dispose  of  it.  I  am  unwill- 
ing to  diqKMe  of  it  without  a  vote. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tbe  question  will  not  be  disposed  of  nltl 
mately 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  If  it  will  not  be  disposed  of  ultimately,  let 
it  go  over  now ;  let  us  pass  it  over  for  tbe  present 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Let  it  be  paned  orer,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.     Mr.  President 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SBORTRTDOE.  Adopting  this  amendment  would  not 
commit  tl»  Senate  to  tbe  big  proposition. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  It  might  not  commit  the  Senate  to  tb€ 
big  propoaitioo.  bat  It  will  be  on  the  way.  and  I  do  not  think 
tbe  Senate  intends  to  be  committed  to  tbe  American  scUing-pric« 
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basis.  I  do  not  want  any  commission,  great  or  small,  autil  the 
matter  is  passed  on  finally. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  It  Is  not  a  matter  of  importance  to  me 
whether  It  is  disjwsed  of  now  or  later,  but  it  In  no  sense  commits 
anyone  to  tlie  question  hereafter  to  be  discussed. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  If  that  is  the  case,  will  the  Senator  agree 
that  the  amendment  shall  be  disagreed  to,  and  then  let  it  go  out 
until  we  finally  pass  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     It  goes  over. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  .say  to  the  Senator  from  California, 
and  also  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  that  it  is  not  entirely 
a  closed  question,  even  among  those  who  do  not  believe  in  the 
American-valuation  plan  as  a  question  of  principle  generally, 
that  that  principle  should  not  apply  to  these  coal-tar  products. 
It  has  been  in  the  law,  and  was  placed  in  It  largely  becaase  of 
the  fact  that,  as  a  result  of  the  war,  we  undertook  to  stimulate 
tbe  production  of  coal-tar  products  in  the  United  States,  and  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  situation  was  peculiar  at  the  time  that 
we  undertook  to  do  that,  both  as  a  war  measure  and  after  the 
war,  this  American  valuation  ix>inciple  was  allowed  to  stand  as 
to  these  products. 

If  we  are  going  to  allow  that  to  be  the  policy  as  to  coal-tar 
products,  I  am  frank  to  say  I  see  no  objection  to  it  applying  to 
synthetic  indigo.  Whether  the  Senator  wants  to  continue  that 
policy  as  to  all  these  coal-tar  products  Is  a  question,  of  course, 
which  the  Senate  will  have  an  opportunity  to  pass  on.  It  Is 
immaterial  to  me  whether  this  goes  over  and  is  considered  with 
the  general  question  wiien  amendments  are  offered  dealing  with 
It  from  the  fioor  or  whether  it  is  voted  on  now.  But  If  we  should 
vote  on  this  now  and  defeat  this  amendment,  and  later  tlie 
Senate  should  decide  to  keep  the  American  valuation  as  to  coal- 
tar  products,  we  probably  would  have  to  restore  this  language 
as  applied  to  synthetic  Indigo. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has  agreed  that  it 
go  over,  so  let  it  go  over. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Certainly ;  let  it  go  over. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Tbe  plan  adopted  proved  very  advan- 
tageous to  the  American  peopla 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  will  be  passed 
over. 

Mr.  HA  WES.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  know  when  we 
are  to  have  an  opportunity  to  discuss  the  American  valuation  in 
connection  with  coal-tar  products. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  can  not  do  that  until  we  get  through  with 
the  other  schedules.  I  have  asked  three  times  for  unanimous 
consent,  and  it  has  been  refused  me,  on  Schedules  1,  2,  and  3,  but 
I  think  we  can  with  all  other  scfaednles  clean  them  up  as  we  go 
along.  I  have  tried  to  do  that,  and  I  could  not  get  unanimous 
consent. 

Mr.  HAWES.  I  want  to  understand  the  matter.  Will  we 
discuss  this  matter  at  the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of 
Sche«lule  3,  or  at  the  end  of  the  consideration  of  all  the  schedules? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  After  we  have  gone  through  all  of  the  sched- 
ules, then  we  will  return  to  this  paragraph  for  individual 
amendments,  and  when  that  is  done,  of  course,  the  American- 
valuation  question  will  be  the  very  first  one  to  arise. 

Mr.  HAWES.     That  Ij*,  at  tlie  end  of  all  tbe  schedules? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     At  the  end  of  all  the  schedules. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 
amendment  to  be  con.sidered. 

The  LBBisLAnvE  Clerk.  On  page  15,  line  9,  after  the  word 
"  same,"  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  tbe  words  "  man- 
ner :  Provided,  That  the  specific  duty  of  7  cents  per  p«mnd  herein 
provided  for  "  and  to  insert  the  word  "  manner." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr,  President,  if  tbe  Senator  from  Kentucky 
will  give  me  his  attention  now,  all  the  amendments  from  page 
15  to  page  17  are  simply  clerical  amendments.  They  might  Just 
as  well  be  agreed  to  en  bloc  if  the  Senator  has  no  objection,  or 
each  one  may  be  called  up  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  see  no  objection  to  the  amendment  Just 
stated. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  15,  line  18,  after  the  word 
"  duty,"  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  tbe  words  "  of  7 
cents  per  pound,"  and  on  line  21  to  strike  out  the  words  "  specific 
duty  of  less  than  7  cents  per  pound :  Provided  further.  That  it " 
and  to  Insert  the  words  "  less  specific  duty  than  that  provided  in 
subparagraph  (a)  or  (b),  as  tbe  case  may  be,"  so  as  to  read: 

(e)  Tbe  specific  duties  provided  for  In  this  para^apb  on  colors,  dyes, 
or  stalna,  wbetber  soluble  or  not  In  water,  color  adds,  color  basHi, 
color  lakes,  leaco-compounds,  Indozyl,  and  indoxyl  compounds,  sball  be 
based  on  standards  of  strength  wbicb  shall  be  established  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  and  that  upon  all  importations  of  such  articles 
wWch   exceed   such   standards  of  strength   tbe   specific   duty    sball   b* 
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computed  oo  the  wdjtht  which  the  article  would  have  if  It  were  dilated 
to  the  standard  stntngtta,  but  in  no  case  shall  any  socb  artldca  of 
whatever  strength  b<  subject  to  a  less  speclflc  doty  than  that  provided 
In  rabparagraph  (a)  or  (b).  as  the  case  may  be. 

The  amendmentH  were  agreed  to. 

The  next  amencjnent  was,  on  page  16,  line  6,  to  strike  out 
•♦therein:  Providdi  further.  That  on"  and  Insert  "therein, 
(g)  On." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  16,  line  15,  to  strike  out 
"particular:  Provided  further,  That  In"  and  insert  "particu- 
lar,    (h)  In." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  16.  line  17,  to  strike  oat 
the  wonls  "provit^s  In"  and  insert  "provisions  of";  in  line 
22,  to  strike  out  "1914;  that  if"  and  insert  "1914.  If";  on 
page  17,  line  1,  to  strike  out  "use;  that  if"  and  insert  "use. 
If";  and  In  line  4,  to  strike  out  "article:  Provided  further. 
That  any  "  and  insert  "  article,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph 
read: 

(h)  In  tt«e  enfor<-enjent  of  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  para- 
graph the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  adopt  a  standard  of  strength 
for  each  dye  or  other  article  which  shall  conform  as  nearly  as  practl-  , 
cable  to  the  commer.-lal  strength  In  ordinary  use  in  the  United  States 
prior  to  July  1,  1914.  If  a  dye  or  other  article  has  been  Introduced  into 
commercial  use  since  said  date  then  the  standard  of  strength  for  such 
dye  or  other  artlcli;  shall  conform  as  nearly  as  practicable  to  the 
cnmif  rrisl  atrength  In  ordinary  use.  If  a  dye  or  other  article  was  or 
ia  •rfiinarily  used  In  more  than  one  commercial  strength,  then  the 
lowest  commercial  strength  shall  be  adopted  as  the  standard  of  strength 
for  such  dye  or  other  article. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  17,  line  6,  before  tbe  word 
"article,"  to  insert  "(I)  Any";  In  line  7,  to  strike  out  "68, 
84,  or  1686 "  and  insert  "  67.  83,  or  1687  " ;  in  line  8,  to  strike 
out  "1650"  and  insert  "1651";  and  in  line  10,  to  strike  out 
"  1650  "  and  insert  "  1651,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

(i)  Any  article  or  product  which  is  within  the  terms  of  paragraph 
1,  5,  38,  40.  61,  67,  83.  or  1687.  as  well  as  within  tbe  terms  of  para- 
graph 27,  28,  or  1651.  shall  be  assessed  for  duty  or  exempted  from  duty, 
as  the  case  may  be,  under  paragraph  27,  28,  or  1651. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  believe  those  are  all  the 
amendments  in  Schedule  1.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Deneen]  and  tbe  Senator  from  Rhode  Itiland 
[Mr.  Metcalf)  whether  they  are  prepared  to  go  on  with  tlie 
paragraphs  relathig  to  watches  and  clocks. 

Mr.  DKNEEN.  Mr.  Pres^ident,  I  had  understood  that  tbe 
discussion  of  those  paragraphs  would  be  had  to-morn-w.  I 
have  sent  for  some  Information  which  I  have  accumulated,  and 
we  sball  be  prepared  to  go  on  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  1  was  wondering  whether  we  could  not  go  as 
far  as  possible  with  it  to-day,  and  then  if  we  could  not  con- 
clude the  consideration  of  the  paragraphs  we  could  take  them 
op  to-morrow.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  is  ready 
to  proceed. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  left  the 
Chamber  a  while  ago  and  stated  l)efore  he  left  that  be  would 
be  preiiared  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  the  next  thing  to  take  up  is  Schedule  4, 
page  117,  "  Wood  atKl  manufactures  of." 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  discussion  which 
has  Just  taken  place,  if  we  are  to  take  up  the  wood  schedule 
now  we  do  not  want  to  have  it  broken  into  until  it  is  completed, 
at  least  po  far  as^  it  relates  to  shingles.  We  do  not  want  to 
break  into  it  in  tbe  middle  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  perfectly  willing  if  Senators  interested 
in  the  clock  and  watch  piiragraphs  are  willing.  I  will  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  we  may  take  up  Schedule  4,  Wood  and 
manufactures  of. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  we  all  beard  what  tbe  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts  [Mr,  Walsh]  said  about  his  necessary 
absence  on  yesterday  from  tbe  Senate.  I  expected  him  to  be 
here  this  morning,  but  he  Is  not  here  to-day.  Tbe  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  and  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Thomas] 
have  bad  charge  of  this  schedule  for  our  side  of  tbe  Chamber. 
They  were  the  Democratic  members  of  tbe  subcommittee  hold- 
ing hearings  on  the  schedule.  Under  tbe  rules  under  which 
we  are  operating  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber,  those  two  Sena- 
tors have  had  charge  of  this  schedule  and  they  are  tbe  only  two 
Senators  who  have  thoroughly  studied  the  schedule.  I  ask  tlM 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  if  be  is  willing  to  go  on  with  the 
schedule  in  tbe  absence  of  tbe  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 
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Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  tbe  Senator  from 
Massa<*usett8  [Mr.  Wamh]  and  myself  have  agreed  upon  cer- 
tain amendments  which  we  will  offer  to  the  schedule.  Tbe  facts 
are  that  the  schedule  proposes  a  general  Increase  and  there  is 
but  one  redaction  from  existing  law.  It  la  my  purpose,  when 
tbe  discussion  Is  concluded,  to  offer  an  amendment  to  strike 
out  all  amendments  suggested  by  the  House  and  the  Senate 
committee  and  to  retain  in  the  bill  tbe  provisions  of  existing 
law  on  wood  and  manufactures  of  wood.  By  so  doing  there 
will  be  but  one  Increase  from  tbe  provisions  now  in  tbe  bill, 
and  that  Is  putting  a  tax  of  ?1  per  thousand  feet  on  logs.  My 
amendment  to  strike  out  the  provisions  referred  to  will  be  a 
general  reduction  of  rates  from  the  provisions  now  In  the  Wll. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  has  no  objection  to  going  on  with 
tbe  schedule  to-day? 
Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  No ;  I  have  no  objection. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  tbe  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Simmons]  that  if  the  discussion  is  concluded,  I  care  not 
what  time  of  day  It  may  be,  I  will  not  ask  for  a  vote  until  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  is  here. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  With  the  understanding  that  when  the  dis- 
cussion Is  concluded  If  there  is  any  suggestion  that  probably 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  would  want  to  l>e  heard  upon 
before  the  schedule  is  finally  acted  upon,  that  then  the  Senator 
from  Utah  will  agree  to  put  it  over  until  be  returns,  I  shall 
not  object  to  the  unanimous-consent  request. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  understand  if  we 
start  In  on  this  schedule,  whether  we  will  be  stopped  to  take 
up  something  else  before  it  is  disposed  of?  If  so,  I  shall  object 
to  any  such  arrangement. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  expect  to  ask  that. 
Mr.  JONES.  I  want  to  ask  unanimous  consent,  if  we  start 
into  the  consideration  of  Schedule  4,  that  we  take  up  the  item 
of  shingles  first.  Then  I  want  to  dispose  of  that  item  before  we 
go  to  anything  else. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Why  does  the  Senator  want  to  take  up 
shingles  first? 

Mr.  JONES.  I  want  to  ask  unanimous  consent  to  do  it  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  there  is  considerable  of  the  argument  on 
shingles  that  will  apply  to  one  or  two  items  preceding  it  in  tbe 
schedule,  and  it  will  simply  be  in  the  interest  of  saving  time. 

Mr.  DILL.     The  tariff  on  cedar  lumber  is  really  dependent 

upon  whether  or  not  there  is  a  tariff  on  shingles,  and  the  iten* 

of  cedar  lumber  comes  ahead  of  the  shingle  Item  in  the  schedule. 

Mr.  JONES.    Much  of  the  argument  relating  to  shingles  will 

apply  to  cedar  lumber. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President,  tbe  item  of  shingles  Is  in 
paragraidi   403.     The   question   would   be  whether   we   would 
agree  to  the  committee  amendment  or  not? 
Mr.  JONES.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  it  is  the  proper  thing  to  do,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  con.sent  that  we  take  up  sli ingles  first. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  was  about  to  say,  as  a  result  of  a  private 
conference  Just  held  with  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
Thomas],  that  he  advises  me  that  he  has  no  objection  to  tbe 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jones]. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  tbe  Senator  from  Utah  sub- 
mit his  request? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  My  request  Is  that  in  the  consideration  of 
Schedule  4,  "Wood  and  manufactures  of,"  the  paragraph  in 
which  shingles  is  provided  for,  being  paragraph  403,  sball  be 
concluded  first 

Mr.  JONES.    And  that  we  do  not  pass  to  anything  else  until 
that  Is  disposed  of? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes;  In  this  schedule. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  It  is  so  ordered.  The  clerk  will  report  the 
first  amendment. 

Tbe  Lbdislattve  Clkrk.    On  page  118,  line  9,  the  committea 
proposes  to  strike  out  paragraph  403,  as  follows: 
Pab.  403.  Shingles  of  wood,  26  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
Mr.  JONES.     Mr.  President,  the  President  In  his  spedal  mes- 
sage calling  the  extra  session  of  Congress,  after  referring  to  the 
agricultural  need  of  a  tariff,  used  this  language : 

It  would  soem  to  me  that  the  test  of  necessity  for  revldon  ia  in  the 
main  whether  there  bas  been  a  substantial  slackening  of  activity  in  an 
industry  during  tbe  pest  few  years,  and  a  consequent  decrease  ol 
employment  due  to  InsurmonnUbl*  competition  In  the  products  of  that 
Industry.  It  is  not  as  11  we  were  setting  ap  a  new  baaki  of  protective 
duties.  We  did  that  seven  years  ago.  What  we  need  to  remedy  now  Is 
whatever  substantial  loss  of  employment  may  have  resolted  from  shift* 
since  Uiat  time. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  sought  to  act  In  accordance  with  that 
message.    I  believe  that  tbe  condition  of  the  shingle  industry 
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brinipt  it  txUly  withlD  the  scope  and  the  intent  of  the  Presideot 
luetiKagf  aod  I  think  I  can  show  that  by  the  facts  which  exist. 

Mr.  President.  I  boiie  I  maj  be  pardoned  a  personal  refe^- 
cm-e.  I  liave  been  urged  not  to  make  a  speech  on  this  matUr 
on  account  of  my  physical  condition,  bot  the  condition  of  tlie 
shingle  industry  in  our  State  is  such  that  I  feel,  even  thougn 
I  may  take  some  risk  to  myself,  that  I  most  say  something  in 
behalf  of  the  iniiustry.  There  are  thousands  of  men,  ^omeii, 
and  children  who  are  dependent  upon  it  who'  are  likely  to  lot  e 
their  employment  if  conditions  are  not  changed  and  unless  we 
can  hare  some  legislation  that  will  give  them  the  protection  and 
the  encouragfmeut  which  they  ought  to  Wre  had  for  seven  I 
jrearH.  Their  health,  comfort,  and  happiness  are  at  stake  anl 
!•  superior  to  my  own  personal  health  and  welfare.  So,  regan  • 
less  of  the  effect  upon  myself.  I  propotie  to  do  what  I  can  <  i 
behalf  uf  one  of  the  miist  important  indnstriea  of  my  State. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  allow  a  a 
lnterru|itiofi  first  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  precisely  what 
the  situation  is?    At  present  there  is  no  duty  on  shingles? 

Mr.  JONES.    There  is  no  duty  on  shingles. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  The  House  provides  25  per  cent  a) 
valorem  ? 

Mr   JONES      Yes. 

Mr.  FLETCHER     Is  that  satisfactory  to  the  Senator  froii  |. 
Washington? 

Mr.  JONES.     It  la  rea.sonably  satisfactory. 

Mr.  Presideut,  on  acc«iunt  of  my  condition  I  am  going  to  da 
what  I  really  do  not  like  to  do  and  that  is  ask  that  I  ma  i 
l»rocee«l  without  interruption.  I  have  also  done  what  I  do  net 
like  to  do  in  that  I  have  reduced  to  writing  what  I  have  to  \ 
say  t)ecause  my  disposition  is  to  be  rather  energetic  unless  my  { 
remarks  are  in  writing  so  as  to  better  control  myself.  I  am  I 
going  to  save  myself  as  much  as  I  can,  tmt,  as  I  said  a  moment 
ago.  I  do  feel  that  I  must  do  what  I  can  to  meet  the  situatioi  i 
that  confronts  our  industry  and  labor.  I 

The  .xhingle  production  in  the  United  States  is  between  five  ! 
and  six  hillion  yearly.  In  1913  it  was  between  seven  and  eight 
billion.  Red-cedar  8hiugles  are  produced  only  in  the  Slater 
of  Washington,  Oregon,  and  Idalio.  California  manufactures 
redwood  sblsgles,  and  a  considerable  quantity  of  cypress 
shingles  are  produced  in  some  of  the  Southern  States.  A  tottl 
of  about  12  States  of  the  I'uion  are  interested  in  the  manafa<- 
ture  of  wooden  shingles. 

There  are  more  than  200  red-cedar  shingle  mills  in  the  State  s 
of  Washington,  Oregon,  and  Idaho ;  millions  of  capital  are  ii  - 
TOHted :  thousands  of  lalK>rers  are  employed,  and  they  and  thel  r 
families  are  dependent  upon  the  shingle  industry  tor  their  liv*  - 
lihood.  Washington  manufactures  more  than  half  of  all  the 
redH-edar  shingles  at  inresent  produced.  Prom  this  it  is  clear 
that  Washington  is  vitally  Interesteil  in  this  industry — its  ptoir 
perity  has  much  to  do  with  the  prosperity  of  the  State.  Tte 
farmers  of  our  State  are  ritally  concerned  with  the  prosperitf 
of  this  industry — it  fanishes  one  of  the  best  local  markets  thR 
farmer  can  have  for  the  (*onaamptlon  of  his  products.  If  tke 
industry  is  destroyed,  a  substantial  part  of  his  market  is  tak^ 
•way  directly :  and  many  of  tiie  present  shingle-mill  employi 
all  of  whom  are  Americans,  will  likely  go  to  farming,  whl 
will  depress  that  industry  rather  than  help  it  The  roercha 
is  vitally  interested  in  the  condition  of  this  industry — t 
ahlngle-mill  employees,  when  employed,  are  among  his 
costoniers. 

If  the  shingle  Industry  shows  a  need  for  protection,  it  shou' 
kav«  It.  Protection  is  a  principle  or  policy  that  should  be  a 
plivd  wherever  needed.  If  this  be  not  true,  the  policy  shou 
be  abandoned.  I  have  tried  to  follow  this  principle.  I  havie 
Toted  for  its  application  wherever  needed.  The  New  England 
States,  for  example,  are  a  long  way  from  Washington  Stat^! 
They  produce  many  things  we  use.  and  which  the  shingle  mil 
nse.  ttat  which  we  do  not  ourselves  produce.  When  they  n 
a  protective  tariff  to  aid  In  such  industries  I  do  not  o 
it.  even  though  we  might  get  things  we  need  more  chea 
somewhere  else  if  thore  were  no  tariff.  I  vote  to  apply 
protective  principle  to  their  needs  and  so,  if  they  believe 
the  policy  of  protection,  how  can  they  oppose  applying  th^t 
policy  to  one  of  the  vital  industries  of  my  State  that  is  suffe  *- 
ing  greatly  from  the  lack  of  it. 

What  is  the  condition  of  the  shingle  industry?  The  Tariff 
Comml<4jdon,  by  direction  of  the  President,  investigated  It.  Th  s 
investigation  was  ordered  in  Jidy,  1926,  and  the  report  wts 
made  early  in  1927.  The  facts  disclosed  are  of  the  year  <f 
1925.  which  happened  to  be  the  best  year  io  the  history  of  tt  e 
red-ce<lar  shingle  industry  since  the  passage  of  the  preeeqt 
tariff  act.    Oondltions  have  been  worse  the  last  few  years. 


In  a  report  of  the  Conimistdoner  of  Internal  Revenue  of  date 
of  May  14,  1^29,  the  net  incomes  of  37  representative  corpora- 
tions engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  shingles  and  cedar  lumber 
in  the  States  of  Washington  and  Oregon  are  shown,  as  follows: 
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It  will  be  noted  that  the  year  1925,  the  year  for  which  the 
Tariff  Commission  secured  cost  data,  showed  a  net  income  of 
less  than  $3,000  to  the  mill,  and  that  in  all  other  years  a  deflcit 
in  excess  of  net  Income  is  shown.  These  flares  prove  the  indus- 
try is  losing  money  in  its  operations.  They  also  prove  that  if 
an  average  of  several  years  had  been  taken  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission to  determine  the  condition  of  the  industry  material 
losses  would  have  been  disclosed  by  its  report,  as  are  shown  In 
the  report  of  the  Commi>Bioner  of  Internal  Revenue.  It  Is 
fairly  apparent  that  the  Tariff  Commission's  report,  because  of 
the  year  for  which  cost  data  were  obtained,  in  reality  presents 
a  more  favorable  showing  of  the  industry's  conditions  than 
actually  exists. 

The  commission  found  from  data  taken  at  large  that  shingle 
prices  were  below  the  general  level  of  building  material,  and 
said: 

Prom  more  recent  data  furnished  by  the  Washington  and  Oregon 
Sbingle  Association  it  appears  probable  that  sblugle  prices  have  fallen 
even  farther  below  the  general  price  level  and  the  level  of  building- 
material  prices.  For  instance,  prices  of  domestic  extra  clears  fell  from 
12.1*0  per  thousand  In  September,  1926,  to  |2.04  In  November ;  extra 
stars  from  |1.90  to  $1.85;  and  perfections  from  |3.&4  to  |3.33   (p.  56), 

On  page  56  the  commission  says : 

Low  prices  and  the  expectation  of  still  lower  prices  have  not  only  led 
to  restrictions  on  output  bat  also  to  bankruptdos,  retirements  from 
business,  and  receiverships.  These  bare  t>een  particularly  numerous  In 
Washington  and  Oregon.  From  data  prepared  by  the  chairman  of  the 
United  States  Cedar  Industry  Tariff  Committee  on  the  basis  of  informa- 
tion obtained  by  interviews  and  correspondence.  It  appears  that  In  1924, 
1925,  and  the  first  eight  months  of  1926,  72  shingle  mills,  operating  291 
machines,  went  out  of  business,  causing  a  reduction  of  almost  25  per 
cent  in  prodnctive  capacity  in  those  States.  If  to  these  291  machines 
be  added  the  197  machines  l>elonging  to  concerns  which  are  reported  by 
the  W^ashlngton  and  Oregon  Shingle  Association  to  have  gone  out  of 
business  In  1922  and  1923.  It  appears  that  488  machines,  representing 
more  than  40  per  cent  reduction  in  productive  capacity,  have  been  dis- 
continued in  less  than  five  years.  These  figures  do  not  include  active 
concerns  In  hands  of  receiver,  but  only  those  definitely  out  of  business. 

From  my  general  knowledge  of  conditions  and  the  pleas  that 
have  come  to  me,  I  know  that  this  industry  is  now  and  for  a 
number  of  years  past  has  beea  in  a  deplorable  condition.  Two 
or  three  years  ago  the  shingle  people  were  so  desperate  that  a 
meeting  was  called  to  see  if  it  would  not  be  possible  for  special 
legislation  to  be  passed  by  Congress  in  aid  of  this  industry.  A 
representative  was  sent  down  here  to  see  if  the  President  could 
not  be  prevailed  upon  to  ask  Congress  to  pass  a  special  act  to 
meet  the  dire  situation.     Of  course  this  could  not  be  done. 

Many  bankruptcies  have  occurred  during  the  last  two  or  three 
years.  In  the  hope  of  help  from  this  Congress  many  mills  are 
just  holding  on,  and  if  no  help  is  givm  they  will  close.  Many 
of  the  mills  that  were  operating  in  1925  were  then,  and  have 
been  since,  continuing  at  a  loss  or  on  a  very  slender  margin  of 
proflt.  The  Tariff  CommisHion,  on  page  56  of  its  report,  states 
the  situation  dearly : 

Low  prices  and  the  expectation  of  still  lower  prices  have  not  only  led 
to  restrictions  on  output  but  also  to  bankruptcies,  retirements  from 
business,  and  receiverships.  These  have  l)een  particularly  numerons  in 
Washington  and  Oregon. 

Conditions  have  been  even  worse  since  the  commission  made 
its  report. 

The  way  our  business  Is  done  is  Interesting  as  compared  with 
Canada.  The  character  of  our  mills  is  vividly  described  by  the 
commission.    It  says,  beginning  on  page  4:  v 

The  sise  of  the  mills  in  Washington  and  Oregon  varies  from  1  ma- 
chine to  22  machines,  although  some  companies,  with  several  mills 
each.   Have   a   total   of   30   to   40    machines.      The   average    number   of 
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machines  per  mill  ts  font  or  five.  It  follows  that  no  one  mill  or  group 
of  mills  is  able  to  dominate  the  industry  ;  in  fact,  competition  Is  In- 
tense, and  efforts  to  organise  the  Industry  for  combined  selling  or  for 
control  of  production,  though  frequent,  have  never  been  more  than 
partially  and  temporarily  successful.  It  has  been  difflcuK  to  secure 
organization  even  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  antishingle  ordinances 
In  the  cities  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  the  failure  of  the  industry's  organization  has 
been  due  to  two  chief  cau.ses;  one,  that  continued  losses  have 
so  strained  the  industry's  resources  that  many  of  the  mills  can 
not  share  in  any  kind  of  organization  work,  whether  for  trade 
extension  or  other  benelit.  and  the  other  that  organization  for 
control  of  price  or  output  Is  contrary  to  law. 

Contrast  this  with  British  Columbia,  the  only  competitor  In 
the  manufacture  of  red-cedar  shingles  and  cedar  lumber.  The 
commission,  on  page  6.  says : 

In  contrast  to  the  industry  In  Washington  and  Oregon,  shingle  manu- 
facture in  British  Columbia  shows  a  large  degree  of  concentration. 
Probably  80  por  cent  of  the  production  in  the  whole  province  is  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  neighboring  cltios  of  Vancouver  and  New  Westminster. 
Outside  of  this  vicinity  the  mUls  are  scattered.  A  few  are  located  far- 
ther east  !n  the  Fraser  River  Valley  and  on  the  western  slope  of  the 
Southern  Gold  and  Selkirk  Mountains,  but  a  much  larger  number  are  up 
the  Strait  of  Georgia,  some  on  the  mainland  and  others  on  the  Van- 
6>nv*r  Island  side.  The  only  concentration  on  the  Strait  of  Georgia 
Is  at  Victoria,  where  are  located  three  shingle  mlUs  with  a  total  of  13 
machines. 

Not  only  Is  the  Industry  In  British  Columbia  more  concentrated  geo- 
graphically than  that  in  Washington  and  Oregon,  but  production  is  also 
concentrated  in  fewer  hands.  Ten  Independent  companies  and  two 
groups  of  companies,  each  group  under  unified  control,  operating  17 
mills,  manufacture  considerably  more  than  half  of  the  total  production 
of  the  Province.  Here,  however,  as  in  Washington  and  Oregon,  mills 
vary  greatly  In  sise.  The  largest  British  Columbia  mill  has  25  ma- 
chines, but  two  groups  of  concerns,  each  group  under  unified  control, 
each  operating  more  than  one  mill,  have  over  30  machines  each.  On 
the  other  hand,  there  are  many  1,  2,  and  3  machine  mills,  most  of  them 
operating  intermittently. 

It  might  have  been  said  that  under  the  laws  of  Canada  the 
mills  can,  and  they  do,  combine  to  control  log  and  shingle  prices, 
and  such  combines  can,  and  do,  dictate  and  enforce  policies  for 
the  benefit  and  protection  of  the  Canadian  cedar  industry. 

So.'  What  is  the  effect  of  the  proposal  to  keep  shingles  and 
cedar  lumber  on  the  free  list?  It  l^slates  against  the  little 
fellow  in  this  country  to  the  benefit  of  the  big  fellow  in  a  foreign 
country,  and  muny  American  citizens  who  made  a  considerable 
portion  of  their  money  in  the  United  States  during  the  period 
that  shingles  were  on  the  protected  list,  but  who,  now  that  they 
have  their  principal  ddar  mill  operations  in  British  Columbia, 
want  shingles  and  cedar  lumber  to  remain  on  tlie  free  list.  Is 
it  fair?  Is  It  In  harmony  with  our  jHTofessions?  Is  it  genuine 
Americanism?     I  think  not 

Canadian  shingles  have  important  transportation  advantages 
over  American  shiuKles.  Rail  transportation  is  substantially 
the  same.  Atlantic  and  Pacific  seal)oard  cities  and  territory, 
however,  are  reached  by  water  and  constitute  a  very  large  mar- 
ket. Our  shingles  going  by  water  must  be  carried  In  coastwise 
ships.  Canadian  shingles  may  be  and  are  carried  in  ships 
flying  any  flag.  Foreign  tramp  ships  often  carry  them,  and  no 
doubt  at  a  lower  rate  than  ships  on  a  regular  run.  The  com- 
mission states: 

A  considerable  part  of  the  shipment  of  shingles  from  l)oth  sides  of 
the  line  is  by  water. 

Bridsh  Columbia  shippers  sometimes  have  an  advantage  In  charter 
rates — not  being  limited  to  ships  flying  the  American  flag  (p.  72). 

While  I  can  not  give  the  definite  figures,  I  am  informed  that 
the  charter  rates  obtainable  by  British  Columbia  shippers  on 
water  siiipuients  run  from  10  to  15  cents  less  per  1.000  shingles 
than  are  the  water  rates  that  are  obtainable  by  American  ship- 
pers of  shingles.    This  Is  a  material  advantage. 

This,  however,  is  not  all.  I  have  lived  on  the  Padflc  coast 
for  40  years.  During  that  time  great  changes  have  taken  place. 
One  of  tliese  has  a  material  t)earing  on  this  question.  P'orty 
years  ago  our  timber  came  down  to  the  water's  edge.  Here 
the  shingle  mills,  as  well  as  the  lumber  mills,  were  located. 
Timber  for  shingles  was  close  to  the  point  of  manufacture. 
That  is  not  the  situation  In  this  country  now.  It  does  exist  as 
to  Canadian  mills.  The  timber  is  gone  for  many  miles  back 
from  our  mills  and  the  expense  of  getting  shingle  logs  and  bolts 
to  the  mill  is  much  greater  than  ever  before,  or,  if  the  mill  is 
located  back  in  the  timber,  the  cost  of  getting  the  shingles  to 
the  point  of  distribution  is  increased.    Not  so  with  the  Canadian 


mills;  they  are  surrounded  by  timber  at  the  water's  edge,  as 
ours  used  to  be.  We  are  entitled  to  have  this  taken  into  ac- 
count   It  is  not  done  by  the  Tariff  Commission. 

A  few  years  ago  I  was  at  Blaine,  located  on  Puget  Sound  at 
the  boundary  Hue.  Several  shingle  mills  had  (H>erated  there 
a  few  years  before.  They  were  all  idle,  had  been  for  a  long 
time,  and  were  mostly  dismantled.  Only  one  small  mill,  co- 
operatively operated,  that  pays  part  of  regular  wages,  now 
remains.  The  timber  Is  cut  back  for  miles.  Our  mills  have 
succumbed  to  the  competition  from  across  the  Hue.  My  atten- 
tion was  called  to  a  mill  4  or  5  miles  up  the  coast,  apparenUy 
running  full  blast.  It  was  surrounded  by  heavy  timber  that 
came  down  to  the  water's  edge.  I  w»s  told  it  was  a  shingle 
mill.  A  train  of  empty  freight  cars  was  on  the  track  headed 
that  way.  In  two  *r  three  days,  they  told  me,  this  train  would 
come  back  to  our  country  loaded  with  Canadian  shingles  tt)  be 
disposed  of  in  our  markets.  That  was  enough  to  convince  me 
of  the  need  of  a  tariff  on  shingles. 

The  main  objection  to  a  shingle  tariff  is  based  on  the  alleged 
opposition  of  the  farmer.  In  my  judgment,  this  is  entirely 
wrong.  The  farmer  believes  in  protection  and  favors  a  reas<m- 
able  tariff  on  all  articles  that  need  it  He  knows  that  in- 
dividually, at  least,  he  pays  but  little.  If  any.  of  the  tariff  that 
may  be  imposed  upon  shingles.  He  is  certain  that  he  pays  no 
such  tariff  if  he  buys  no  shingles.  If  he  has  to  buy  shingles,  it 
is  not  many  and  not  often.  The  ordinary  farmhouse  needs  but 
a  few  thousand  shingles  to  cover  It.  When  roofed,  no  more 
shingles  are  needed  for  20,  30,  40  years,  or  more.  Even  If  lie 
pays  all  the  tariff,  which  he  does  not  do  unless  he  buys  Imported 
shingles,  it  will  not  average  him  more  than  abc»ut  20  to  35  cents 
per  year  for  the  term  the  shingles  will  last  him  as  a  roof  cover- 
ing, or  a  total  of  from  «  to  12  dollars,  according  to  the  grade 
of  shingle  he  buys.  It  is  highly  probable  that  the  increased 
mill  operations  a  shingle  tariff  should  produce  will,  through 
saving  forced  waste  caused  by  Idleness  of  mills,  absorb  any 
tariff  that  might  in  any  way  become  effective  toward  a  price 
Increase.  Present  forced  waste  is  now  figured  as  a  necessary 
part  of  shingle  production  cost  and  is  added  to  the  final  price 
to  the  shingle  consumer.  It  would  be  better  to  pay  a  tariff 
in  place  of  the  forced  waste  cost  and  thus  secure  more  employ- 
ment of  American  labor  and  Increased  American  pay  rolls. 
The  average  farmer,  as  I  said,  is  a  iwotectionist  He  believes 
in  extending  to  the  other  fellow  what  he  seeks  for  himself.  He 
is  intelligent  and  knows  that  if  he  shoula  have  to  pay  a  small 
tariff  it  will  come  back  to  him  through  Increased  American  labor 
employment  that  will  produce  more  wages  to  purchase  more 
farm  products,  and  which  will  provide  a  better  farm  market 

There  are  those  who  claim  to  si)eak  for  the  farmer.  They 
are  not  farmers,  and,  in  my  judgment  they  hare  not  consulted 
the  average  farmer  and  do  not  represent  his  views.  I  note 
from  the  list  of  witnesses  who  appeared  before  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  of  the  House,  and  the  Finance  Committee  of 
the  Senate,  in  opposition  to  a  tariff  on  shingles,  that  there  were 
no  farmers,  but  that  one  was  an  American  who  owns  British 
Columbia  mills  and  timber,  others  were  shingle  importers,  some 
the  agents  of  shingle  and  lumber  importers,  and  that  none  were 
representatives  of  farm  organizations.  I  wrote  to  some  farmers 
a  short  time  ago.  Of  course,  I  could  not  write  to  all  of  them 
or  to  any  considerable  number.  I  took  the  directories  of  various 
States  and  picked  out  the  names  and  addresses  of  20  farmers  in 
each  of  the  States  of  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota,  and  MichigaiL  I  wrote  what 
I  think  was  a  fair  and  reasonable  letter,  asking  them  to  state, 
franldy,  whether  they  were  for  or  against  a  tariff  on  shingles. 
Of  course,  I  did  not  receive  answers  from  all.  I  did  not  expect 
to  do  so.  I  think  I  have  a  right  to  assume  that  those  who  did 
not  take  the  trouble  to  answer  were  not  particularly  interested 
one  way  or  the  other  In  such  a  tariff,  or  were  not  at  any  rate, 
seriously  opposed  to  it    My  letter  was  as  follows: 

Mt  Dbab  Sib  :  Please  do  not  think  me  impertinent  In  asking  your  , 
frank  views  regarding  a  particular  matter.  Washington  State  produces  ' 
about  two-thirds  of  the  shingles  used  in  this  country.  This  Is  one  of 
our  important  Industries.  Fifteen  or  twenty  thousand  men  are  em- 
ployed when  It  is  prosperous.  Such  empIoym«it  supports  our  latwrers 
and  their  families  and  furnishes  a  good,  steady  msrket  for  oar  farm 
products.  This  industry  has  been  greatly  depressed  during  the  last 
eight  or  t«j  years  by  the  free  admission  of  Canadian  shingles.  We  seek 
to  levy  a  tariff  on  shingles  in  the  belief  that  this  wlD  stabtUae  th« 
industry  without  adding  materially,   if  at  ah,  to  the   retail   price  of 

shingles. 

It  Is  urged  that  our  farmers  are  opposed  to  such  a  tariff  l>ecanBe  of 
the  burden  It  would  Impose  upon  them.  I  want  the  frank  views  of 
some  •t  our  farmers  on  ttiis  propositioD,  after  considerliif  all  phases 
of  it 
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I  ballt  ■  little  hooiie  In  Taklma,  Wath..  39  yean  ago.  Grant  that  I 
pakl  a  tariff  of  probably  $10  or  |15  on  the  nhinjjles  uaed  In  Its  con- 
Btnwrtlon— It  haa  not  bwn  neceiwary  to  replace  that  roof,  and  lo,  during 
the  last  SO  odd  yeara  no  further  tariff  haa  been  paid  by  me  on  ahinglea. 
The  farmer.  If  be  paya  any  tariff  at  all,  paya  it  only  when  he  pota  hla 
roof  on.  and  nothing  addittntial  nnleaa  to  rpplace  that  roof.  He  may 
have  to  replarv  It  mere  often  than  I  did.  but,  conaiderlng  the  benefits 
to  come  to  agriculture  In  our  State,  the  employment  that  is  furnished 
to  labor  and  the  small  amount  of  tariff  that  you  may  have  to  pay  once 
In  15,  20.  or  30  yeum,  do  you  serlonaly  object  to  a  reasonable  tariff  on 
ahlngles  to  aid  this  sut)«tantlal  tnduatry  in  our  State  and  furnish  steady 
employm«>nt  to  our  labtirvr*  and  a  good  market  for  our  farmers  T 

A  frank  answer,  whether  faTorable  or  unfaTorable,  will  be  rery  greatly 
appredatrd  by  me. 

I  received  11  replies — 7  were  favorable  to  a  tariff,  2  were 
opiMNKHl  to  it,  while  2  were  uotK-ummitUi.  Here  are  samples  of 
the  letters  rereived.  In  fact,  I  have  In  my  hand  all  the  letters 
that  I  received. 

One  letter  was  as  follows: 

WlIOHT,  M INM.,  /MM  ».  0V. 
EMUB  8»:  In  regard  to  a  tariff  on  ahinglea,  will  say  that  at  the 
preM>ot  time  rach  a  turlff  will  be  a  benefit  to  this  country,  as  we  have 
too  Boeh  unemployment  now.  We  want  to  keep  aTl  of  the  Induatriea 
worklag  In  this  country,  as  that  is  one  way  of  helping  the  farmer.  If 
the  laborer  has  money,  then  the  farmer  has  money. 

JOaSPH    PSLAS. 

Here  is  another  letter: 

DBAS    Bib:  Ths    Lumber    Tru«t    haa    too    moeh    tariff    ob    thingles 


BiCHABO  Randbl,  Baldici»  OUy,  Ka»». 

Of  coarse;  Mr.  Randel  was  mlstakeiL  There  is  no  tariff  at 
aU. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  these  other  letters,  which  are  not 
lonx.  may  be  printed  at  this  point  in  my  remarks  as  showing 
the  attltixle  of  these  various  farmers  in  variuos  States  of  the 
Union. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Townseitd  in  the  chair). 
Is  there  objection?    The  Chair  hears  none. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

Wkight,  Minn..  June  a,  ts». 
Hon.  W.  L.  JoNBS,  Waahington,  D.  C. 

Dbab  8tB :  I  am  In  lavor  of  protecting  our  home  industries  and 
thereby  our  laborers.  I  believe  It  Is  Just  as  important  to  put  a  reaaon- 
sMe  uriff  on  shingles  as  on  butter,  eggs,  and  other  farm  products. 
The  tariff  will  be  borne  by  many,  and  those  that  are  benefited  will  be 
better  aMe  to  buy  oar  surplus.  Let  us  bear  one  another's  burdens,  as 
Christ  said. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

O.  A.  Pebosrson. 

I  am  not  opposed  to  a  ressonabie  tariff.  The  Canadian  shingles  are 
by  far  the  t>est.  In  my  opinion,  bst  certainly  American  workingmen 
dcaenre  the  utoiost  consideration. 

Mrs.   BOUBNAN, 

Beatrice,  Ifebr. 

GsasN  Township,  Altsna,  Micb. 
Mr.  JONBS. 

Dbab  9ib  :  I  am  a  strong  believer  in  tariff  and  would  say  put  tariff 
on  ahinglea  from  other  countries  and  on  everything  manufactured  In 
this  cooDtry. 

Yours  truly, 

8.  W.  Calcot, 

Bpratt,  Mteh. 

ECDORA.  Kans..  ,^Mly  10,  t9t9. 
Uoa.  W.  L.  JoNBS. 

Umited  State*  8—Mtor, 

Mt'a*hiitgt9n,  D.   C. 
rtBAB  Sib:  The  Important  fact  against  the  shingle  Industry  Is  sub- 
stitution, and  for  that  reason   I   am   positively  in  favor  of  a  tariff  on 
ahlagleaw 

It  is  my  belief  that  competition  will  take  care  of  the  price  as  roofing 
to  manofactured  and  is  a  by-product  of  entirely  different  industries. 

In  roBsidering  the  b(>nefit:>i  to  n>me  from  a  tariff ;  first,  would  be 
from  cutting  down  sales  resistance ;  second,  from  mills  running  st 
fall  production,  cutting  down  overhead. 

For  Biy  part.  I  do  not  see  any  chance  for  raise  In  price.     The  prob- 
lem that  holdK  th«Hsi  is  tb«  competition  of  subatitutes.     Their  beneAta 
Bioat  coaae  from  volume  tura  ovar. 
Vary  truly  yours, 

Ckas.  W. 
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OssiNBKS.  Mich.,  July  t,  X0S9. 
Hkn.  W.  L.  JoNxa. 

DBAS  Sib:  Yours  of  July  3  at  hand. 

In   reply  to  the  tariff  I   am   In   favor  of  tariff  on  all  goods  coming 
injU>  this  country.     That  is.  a  reasonable  tariff. 

But  we  must  uphold  our  employment  for  our  people. 
Yours  truly, 

Louis  C.  Bihmino, 
Ottineke,  Alpma  County,  Mich, 

Dbab  Sib  :  I  was  raised  a  protectionist  and  believe  in  tariff  to  protect 
oir  American   people  against  pauper   labor  in   Europe  and  would   sure 
lilie  to  see  some  of  the  products  the  farmer  has  to  sell  protected  and  not 
a4  for  the  manufacturer. 
Respectfully  yours, 

L.  M.  Laxb,  Hawarden.  Iowa. 

No  tariff  on  shinies  or  lumber  is  my  choice. 

Mabtin  Andbrson,  Moo»«  Lake,  Minn. 


Lawrbncb,  Kans.,  July  9,  I9t9. 

Hl»n.    WSSLST    L.   JONBS, 

Wathinffton,  D.  O. 

DBAS  Sir  :  Your  favor  of  the  7th  Instant  at  band.  Replying  to  the 
s^me.  would  say  that  I  do  not  think  that  the  farmers  would  object  to 
ssch  a  tariff  as  yon  mention. 

But  we  do  aerioualy  object  to  having  the  beneflta  of  a  tariff  law  dribble 
d^wn  on  us  from  some  other  protected  industry. 

That  is.  we  expect  much  more  than  that. 

Why  not  pass  the  benefits  the  other  way  around ;  1.  e.,  give  us 
adequate  protection  on  our  farm  products.  Then  out  of  our  abundant 
prosperity  we  can  buy  liberally  of  the  products  of  your  mills,  relieving 
t|e  depression  that  you  apeak  of. 

The  farmer  has  been  driven  to  buying  cheap  substitute  roofing  (many 
ai  them  a  nuisance),  which  has  had  something  to  do  with  the  depri'saion 
tfst  your  mills  have  suffered. 

The  time  has  come  when  agriculture  should  be  placed  on  an  equal 
footing  with  other  lines  of  business. 

It  has  not  had  this  equality  in  the  past. 

I  grant  that  Canadian  ahinglea  should  be  barred  out.  So  should  some 
products  of  the  Canadian  farm.  So  should  the  Chinaman's  eggs.  So 
stould  the  35,000.000  pounds  of  foreign  wool  that  comes  annually  to 
ofr  markets. 

Couple  this  with  some  of  the  ugly  features  of  these  postWM  years  of 
depression  that  have  borne  so  heavily  on  the  farmer. 

Other  industries  have  not  Iwrne  their  share  of  the  burden  and  loss, 
l^ats  the  very  ugly  feature  of  It. 

Now,  try  to  repair  some  of  the  damage  that  has  been  done  to  ua  by 
g^lng  us  full  share  of  the  beneflts  of  your  proposed  tariff  law. 

Thank  yon  for  this  favor. 
Yours, 

J.  M.  Palmeb. 

Hallidat.  N.  Dak.,  July  6,  Bi9. 

\tBsunr  L.  JoNBs, 

United  State*  Senator,  WasMnffton. 

Dear  Sir  :  Yours  of  recent  date  at  band  and  contenta  considered,  and 
\A  reply  will  say  that  when  industry  gives  to  the  wheat  farmer  a  tariff 
tl  \at  la  effective  on  his  wheat,  his  flax,  and  other  products,  it  will  be 
time  to  ask  said  farmer  for  some  more  chestnuts.  You  will  say  to  me 
VI  e  Congress  have  given  you  a  tariff  on  wbeat,  fiax ;  but  industry 
hts  put  a  Joker  in  nearly  all  they  have  granted  the  farmer,  as  in  flax. 

tariff  on  the  seed,  but  practically  allowing  the  product  to  come  in 
fiee  and  »o  compete  with  our  crop.  As  for  wheat  the  42  cents  that  we 
hive  had  has  never  had  the  least  Infiuence  on  our  prices;  and  for  fear 
II  might  Congress  has  granted  the  milling  interests  to  import  wheat 
t  om  Canada  to  supply  her  demands  for  protein,  thereby  depriving  the 
s  >ring-wheat  farmer  from  his  home  markets.  It  is  safe  to  say  there 
1(  no  high-protein  flour  exported,  and  this  plea  for  the  Canadian  product 
ii    simply  a  way  to  gyp  the  American  product  out  of  the  tariff. 

Congress  can  vote  millions  of  dollars  for  Boulder  Dam,  also  for  an- 
other canal,  and  the  one  we  have  has  pot  the  western  M'lddle  West  at 

very  ^reat  disadvantage.  Now.  let  us  see  what  you  can  do  to  give 
i^  inland  waterways  and  see  to  It  that  the  President,  through  ap- 
pi>intments,  can  not  pa.ss  our  supreme  courts  and  our  •  •  •  with 
appointees  favorable  to  the  interests. 

Excuse  for  calling  a  spade  a  spade,  but  when  a  special  Congress  Is 
called  to  help  agriculture,   let   us   not   give  this  great   producing  region 

Stone  aud  make  your  congressional  acts  all  a  farce. 
I  am,  sir,  vciy  respectfully  yours, 

Chab.  L.  Kbads. 
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Mr  JONES.  Of  conrge  these  are  the  Tlews  of  bnt  an  Inflni- 
tesim'al  part  of  onr  farmers ;  bnt,  In  my  Judgment,  they  are  a 
fair  index  of  their  feeling  as  a  whole. 

The  farmers  are  being  used  without  their  consent  and  even 
knowlcdKO  as  a  screen  behind  which  other  interests  seek  to 
prevent  a  tariff  on  shingles.  It  Is  sought  to  make  the  farmer 
believe  that  a  tariff  will  be  a  great  burden  or  tax  on  him.  i 
have  no  doubt  but  that  Canadian  Interests  promote  this  claim 
and  circulate  this  idea.  American  shingle  interests  in  Canada 
no  doubt  aid  in  spreading  it.  The  retail  dealers  here  are  espe- 
cially active  in  fostering  the  idea.  

The  producer  and  manufacturer  of  shingles  in  this  country 
has  to  pay  none  of  this  tariff  that  may  be  put  on  shingles.  It 
adds  nothing  to  his  cost  of  production.  He  may,  however,  add 
something  to  the  price  of  his  shingles  which  the  retailer  may 
have  to  pay.  and,  owing  to  competition,  the  i^ta"^^^  may  not 
be  able  to  pass  that  on  to  his  consumer,  nenee,  his  selfl-sh 
desire  for  free  shingles.  I  can  find  no  fault  with  that,  it  is 
the  same  feeling  that  animates  all  of  us,  probably.  Neverthe- 
less, I  think  that  is  the  actual  situation. 

I  doubt,  however,  If  there  wUl  be  any  permanent  advance  In 
the  price  of  shingles  to  the  consumer  if  we  put  on  a  tarin. 
What  the  tariff  will  do.  in  my  judgment,  will  be  to  give  greater 
stability  to  tiie  market  and  more  continuous  acUvlty  to  otir 
shingle  mills,  with  more  steady  employment  to  labor.  That 
would  benefit  labor,  agriculture,  and  business  generally. 

The  facts  regarding  domestic  production  and  foreign  im- 
Dorts  are  very  significant  and  appear  to  me  to  be  almost.  It  not 
entirely,  conclusive.  We  had  a  tariff  of  50  cents  a  thousand 
from  1909  to  1913.  Fifty  cents  was  more  proportionately  then 
than  now.  The  average  production  of  shingles  'or  Wastogton 
and  Oregon  for  these  four  years  was  a  little  over  8,557,000,000, 
while  the  average  production  In  British  Columbia  was  a  little 

over  877,000,000.  .     ^  ^  ^       ,r^,o    k„ 

After  shingles  were  put  on  the  free  list  In  October,  1913,  by 
the  Democratic  tariff  act,  domestic  production  began  to  de- 
crease, while  the  production  in  British  Columbia  began  to  in- 
crease. Most  of  the  shingles  produced  In  Canada  come  to  the 
United  States.  A  comparison  of  British  Columbia  shingle  pro- 
duction with  British  Columbia  shingle  exports  to  American 
markets,  as  shown  by  the  Tariff  Commission's  report,  pages  51 
and  69,  shows  that  more  than  90  per  cent  of  all  the  shingles 
produced  in  British  Columbia  from  1913  to  1928  were  shipped 
to  American  markets;  that  the  British  Columbia  production 
gain  during  the  same  period  totaled  over  200  per  cent ;  and  that 
while  the  British  Columbia  shingle  industry  was  making  this 
enormous  gain,  the  American  shingje  industry  sustained  a  total 
loss  of  nearly  30  per  cent  ..     w,     . 

The  following  table  gives  the  Imports  of  shingles  from 
Canada  from  1910  to  1928.  ..   w    .u    .    .*      * 

Shingles  were  pot  on  the  free  list,  as  I  said,  by  the  tariff  act 
of  1913  which  was  passed  in  October.  An  immediate  increase 
of  imports  is  manifest ;  and  I  desire  briefly  to  call  these  figures 
to  the  attwitlon  of  the  Senate.  , 

In  1910  the  imports  from  Canada  were  758,000,000,  m  round 

figures. 

In  1911  they  were  040,000.000. 

In  1912  they  were  508,000.000. 

In  1913  they  were  551.000,000. 

Then  Immediately  upon  the  passage  of  the  tariff  act  putting 
shingles  on  the  free  list,  imports  began  to  increase,  and  in  1914 
the  imports  were  895,000,000. 

In  1915  the  imports  were  1,488,000,000. 

In  1916  they  were  1,769,000,000. 

Without  giving  all  these  figures,  I  will  state  that  they  run  up 
until  they  finally  pass  the  2,000,000,000  mark,  and  they  have 
been  maintained  at  that  every  year  from  1921  until  1928,  with 
the  exception  of  1927,  when  they  were  1,964,000.000.  In  1928 
they  were  2.066,000,000.  In  other  words,  the  imports  of  shingles 
from  Canada  under  free  trade  have  been  constantly  Increasing 
until  they  are  now  30  per  cent,  If  not  more,  of  the  production  In 
this  country. 

I  ask  that  this  table  may  be  printed  in  the  Rbo<»i>. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  will  be  printed  in  the  Rscqbd. 

The  table  is  as  follows : 
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1921„- 

1922 

1923 

1924— 
1925- 


__         2,  IM.  000,  000 

2.  828,  000,  OOU 

2,  580,  000.  000 

»,  B«8,  «>00,  (K)0 
2,  613.  000,  000 


!»■« 'JTS-JZiZi^JZ 2.  491.  000.  000 

inS? 1.  964,  tXX).  om 

1928lII~I""ni~-""---"-~"-- 2.  0«6.  00(1.  000 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  why  did  Canadian  shingle  pro- 
duction Immediately  increase  upon  the  removal  of  the  United 
States  import  tariff  and  continue  to  increase  steadily  ?  Because 
they  were  able  to  enter  the  American  market  and  take  more  and 
more  of  that  market. 

It  Is  urged  that  Canadians  produce  and  export  to  this  country 
better  shingles  than  we  can  produce,  and  that  therefore  they 
should  be  admitted  free.  If  so,  how  does  it  happen  that  the 
increase  of  imports  Into  the  United  States  began  with  free 
shingles;  and  why  does  the  Tariff  Commission,  in  Its  discus- 
sion of  shingle  grades,  state  : 

Official  grading  spedflcatlons  in  Washington.  Oregon,  and  British 
Columbia  are  identical.  Moreorer.  In  actual  practice  they  are  approxi- 
mately equal  in  quality  whether  made  on  the  northern  or  southern  aide 
of  the  international  boundary  (p.  82). 

Most  Washington  and  Oregon  mills  producing  high-grade  shinglea 
now  turn  out  fully  as  good  a  product  as  do  the  British  Columbia 
mills   (p.  82). 

That  the  imports  were  comparatively  small,  and  continued 
about  the  same  from  year  to  year  until  shingles  were  made  free, 
is  another  proof  that  the  tariff  was  a  dLstinct  aid  to  American 
production,  thereby  aiding  Amerii-nn  labor  and  American  busi- 
ness as  well  as  American  industry  and  agriculture. 

The  importation  of  high-grade  shingles  seems  to  be  very 
largely  the  basis  for  the  advocacy  of  free  shingles,  and  yet  it  is 
a  clear  proof  of  the  need  of  a  tariff.  We  can  and  do,  however, 
produce  as  high-grade  shingles  in  this  country  as  they  can  or 
do  produce  in  Canada.  ,    ^  _i*.  *i.  * 

It  has  been  claimed  by  the  opponents  of  a  shingle  tariff  that 
the  American  mUls  do  not  produce  enough  high-grade  shinglea 
to  supplv  the  demand.  If  that  be  true,  then  why  is  it  that  the 
shingle  mills  of  Washington  and  Oregon  now  have  on  hand,  over 
and  above  orders,  on  top  of  a  33  per  cent  production  curtailment 
that  has  been  effective  during  practically  all  of  the  Pa»t  ^v^  o"* 
six  years,  a  total  of  neariy  144,000,000  shingles,  of  which  fully 
69(X)0O00  are  the  high  grades  of  Imperials,  Royals,  Perfec- 
tions, Perfects  (XXXXX),  and  Premium  Clears  ?  These  flpres 
are  taken  from  a  report  of  an  industry  suJ^ey  of  date  of 
September  16,  1929.  It  is  sworn  to  by  the  president  of  the 
Washington  and  Oregon  Shingle  Association.  I  have  his  affi- 
davit here,  which  I  ask  may  be  printed  at  this  point  in  my 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Without  objection,  the  alBdavlt 

will  be  printed.  .         ,  „ 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

Statv  of  Washinotoh, 

County  of  Kino,  s«: 
Paul  R  Smith,  being  first  duly  sworn  on  oath,  deposes  snd  says  that 
he  is  president  of  the  Washington  and  Oregon  Shingle  Association ;  that 
a  survey  of  the  mills  of  Washington  and  Oregon  made  during  the  latter 
part  of  August  shows  the  amount  of  shingles  In  said  mills  on  hand 
and  above  orders ;  that  returns  were  received  from  83  mills,  represent- 
ing approximately  85  per  cent  of  the  shingle  Industry  capacity,  and 
such  survey  made  the  foUowlng  showing: 

Bhimnle*  on  hand  over  and  above  order*  Jar  *aU.  eace**  stocks 

Cars 

1V& 
No.  1  Imperiala ~'^^ZZZ     48 

No.   1   Koyala 

No.    1    Perfections,-,       

No.  1  XXXXX  (Five  X) 

No.  1  XXX  (Three  X) 

I'remium   Clears 

Extra  Clears 

5/2    Stars 331 

6/2    Stars " " k^ 

No.    2   Perfectlona 1 

No.   2  Eurekas ^4 

10-lnch    Clears ni 

Choice  A** i 

6/2-Com    Stars 20« 

5"-6/2  dimensions 


768,  000,  000 
640.  000,  000 
508,  000,  000 
551,000.000 
89S.  000.  000 
488.000,000 

loia ~ -  li  769.  000.  000 

ill? ZZZ'~"~--~-~---' 1-  »"•  <*^-  ^ 

1918l""IIII"I~I— II" 

1910 

1920 


1010. 
1911 
1912 
1913. 
1914 
1915 


1, 


Total  excess  stock 


724% 


1,798,000,000 

.1,897,000,000 

-•  --     1  964  000,  000 


Said  survey  made  the  further  showing  that  the  shingle  ^11.  o«  J^*-J- 
mgton  and  Oregon  had  curtailed  production  .proximately  33%  per 
cent  during  the  pat  60  day.  (July  1  to  Aug«t  31.^929^.  ^^^^ 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  16th  day  of  September,  1929. 
.  Gbacc  Jo!»«a, 

^  Matmrti  PmbUe  t»  mt*  for   the  State   of   Wathington. 
MOtanf   «M»«»c   wm   wmm  Retiding  at  Seattle.  Wa*h. 


5450 


CONGRESSIONAL  KIICORD— SENATE 


If r.  JONES.  Th©  only  valid  reasoa  that  can  be  aaalgnc^  for 
Canada  taking  oar  market  for  gt)od  ahlnglea  is  that  she  can 
und^raell  our  people  bj  reason  of  a  lower  production  coat.  The 
detailed  facts  »Uiowin>c  this  to  be  true  I  wlU  go  Into  later. 

It  l8  urged  there  should  be  no  tariff  because  the  Importations 
are  small  compared  with  our  domestic  production.  The  im- 
portations are  more  than  30  per  cent  of  the  domeatic  produc- 
tion, as  I  tihovved  a  moment  ago,  and  Judged  by  tlie  action  of 
our  committee  on  hundreds  of  other  items,  and  Judged  by  the 
action  of  the  Senate  in  connection  with  amendments  to  this 
bill,  it  seems  to  me  that  such  a  contention  is  really  ridiculous. 

A  Urlff  on  shingles  will  not  enable  the  domestic  producer  to 
cliarge  exorbitant  prices  from  the  retailer  or  consumer.  There 
i.H  more  real  oomi»etition  among  shingle  producers  In  this  coun- 
try than  in  almost  any  other  industry.  I  have  already  quoted 
from  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  on  page  5,  whldi 
!4ay»— I  shall  read  that  again : 

It  (oilowt  that  DO  one  oiill  or  amall  group  of  mills  U  able  to  dominate 
tiw  Industry ;  in  fact,  competition  is  Intenae.  and  efforts  to  organise  tb« 
Indujitry  for  combined  aelllng  or  for  control  of  production,  though  fre- 
quent, have  neTer  bc«n  more  than  partially  and  temporarily  successful, 
it  haa  be«B  dllBcult  to  secure  organisation  even  for  the  purpose  of 
opftoaing  aotlshlacle  ordinances  In  the  cities  of  the  United  States. 

Furthermore,  the  competition  of  building  substitutes  is  suf- 
ficiently intenae  in  this  country  to  insure  our  people  against 
exorbitant  prices  for  shingles.  The  American  shingle  manufac- 
turers are  daily  meeting  the  competition  of  substitute  roofings. 
There  is  no  danger  that  the  American  shingle  manufacturers 
will  be  so  foolish  as  to  raise  their  prices  to  such  a  point  that 
they  will  lose  their  business  and  markets  to  the  substitute 
ro«ttUig  [iroducts.  Substitute  roofings  now  and  for  years  past 
have  very  largely  set  the  price  for  roof  coverings — for  shingles 
as  whII  a.s  for  other  kinds  of  roof  coverings — ^and  they  will  do 
eo  n'tranlieKs  of  any  tarlfT. 

It  is  urged  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  conservation  to  have 
dhiugleti  on  the  free  list  The  say,  "  Let  (^anada  cut  her 
timber,  supply  us  with  her  shingles,  and  save  our  cedar."  In 
my  Judgment,  the  policy  of  free  shingles  is  against  conserva- 
tion in  this  country — ix>ssibly  in  Canada,  too.  If  our  shinglt 
industry  l«  destroyed  much  cedar  will  l»e  wasted.  I  have  never 
yet  tievn  any  distinct  tract  of  cedar  timber  in  our  western 
country.  Cedar  la  found  interspersed  among  the  other  timber. 
Conditions  are  such  in  our  iumt>ering  that  trees  can  not  be 
singled  out.  cut,  and  removeil.  and  other  trees  left  standing. 
Tbe  timber  must  be  cut  as  a  field  of  corn  Is  cut,  unless  you  waste 
a  sreat  deaL  So  if  there  is  to  be  no  market  for  our  shingles, 
if  the  industry  la  crushed,  many  of  the  cedar  trees  will  be  left 
on  the  ground  to  waste.  Only  the  l>est  will  be  used.  With 
proper  protection,  all  of  the  cedar  tree  will  be  used.  This  is 
real  con.'H'rvation.  This  Is  what  is  aimed  at.  If  we  continue 
our  free  shingle  policy,  the  very  opposite  result  will  follow.  If 
Canada  continues  to  send  her  best  shingles  to  this  country  with 
a  tariff,  she  will  either  absorb  the  tariff  In  her  profits  or  our 
more  wealthy  and  fastidious  people  will  pay  more  for  their 
shingles,  and  thereby  aid  in  maintaining  a  steady  market  In  this 
country  for  our  high-grade  shingles. 

None  are  more  interested  In  the  conservation  of  our  cedar 
timber  supi^y  than  are  our  cedar  manufacturers.  They  have 
hopes  of  ctMttinuing  in  business  iodefluitely,  and  believe  that 
cloaer  utilization  constitutes  real  conservation.  If  we  give  our 
people  adequate  tariff  protection  it  will  help  them  to  conserve 
the  cetlar  timber  supply  without  encouraging  waste,  which  tends 
toward  the  exhaustion  of  the  cedar  supply,  both  in  the  United 
States  and  Canada.  The  actual  experience  of  free  forest  prod- 
ucts has  not  proven  a  l>enefit  to  timber  conservation.  Past 
history  is  proof  of  that  assertion,  and  the  record  is  clear  that 
the  ijolicy  of  free  forest  products  has  retarded  reforestatloii. 

It  Is  argued  that  Americans  appeared  l)efore  the  committee  and 
urge<l  free  shingles.  That  is  true;  but  there  was  only  one 
shingle  manufacturer  who  did  this,  and  he  la  also  an  owner 
of  shingle  timber  In  British  Columbia,  and  a  shingle  manufac- 
turer in  Canada  as  well.  Others  who  appeared  against  a 
shingle  tariff  were  looking  after  their  own  interests,  and  I  do 
not  blame  them.  The  principal  gentleman  appearing  before  the 
committee  opposing  a  shingle  tariff  was  Mr.  Bloedel,  of  my 
State.  He  frankly  said  that  he  la  interested  in  Canadian  timber 
and  shingleH. 

Mr.  Bloeflel  is  a  fine  man.  and  one  of  the  wealthiest  lumber- 
men in  our  State.  He  does  not  now  need  a  tariff.  His  state- 
ment will  show  that  he  made  nearly  all  of  his  money  during  the 
period  of  tariff  protection  to  forest  products.  He  also  acquired 
vast  timber  holdings  when  timber  prices  were  low,  and  the 
increased  values  have  made  him  miUiona.    Tbere  la  no  industfj 
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in  tbe  country,  however,  in  which  8on»e  one  has  not  succeeded, 
al  Jiongh  most  of  those  engaged  in  it  may  have  not  been  very 
successful.     There  are  genltises  in  all  lines  of  endeavor. 

In  my  judgment,  the  foregoing  fully  Justifies  a  tariff  on 
shingles  in  the  interest  of  American  labor,  American  agricul- 
ture, and  American  business,  as  well  as  the  American  shingle 
in  lustry. 

Bat  let  us  see  what  the  actual  costs  of  production  are  in  this 
c-ofcintry  and  in  Canada.  These  costs,  aside  from  the  fort^oiug, 
ccficlusiveiy  show  the  need  of  a  tariff.  The  cont  of  cetiar  log.s, 
wfcether  for  lumber  or  for  shingles,  is  higher  here  than  in 
C4  nuda.  The  Tariff  Commission  gives  the  annual  average 
pr  ces  per  thousand  feet  on  all  grades  of  cedar  in  Washington, 
ini  luding  cedar  used  for  lumber  as  well  as  cedar  used  for 
sh  nglea,  for  the  years  1921  to  19^6.  as  follows ; 


1931. 

1^. 

it 

isdi. 

loss. 

loss  (first  6 months). 


Year 


Washing 
Ion 


taaso 

M.  41 
23.81 

saso 

2a  37 
19.63 


Britiab 
Columbia 


»ia66 
21.32 
21.86 
18.07 
18.06 
17.01 


Or  average  for  these  years,  Washington  $21.72  and  British 
Columbia  $19.47,  an  average  difference  of  $2.25.  The  commis- 
si<  >n  also  says  : 

It  appears  that  for  the  whole  flye  and  one-half  years  covered  by  Table 
.'i-A  log  prices  in  Washington  and  Oregon  exceeded  those  in  British  Co- 
lumbia, on  the  average,  by  $2.25.  In  1925,  the  year  for  which  cost  data 
wi  ire  obtained  by  the  commission,  the  excess  was  $2.31 ;  in  the  first  six 
ra  )nth8  of  1926     •      •      •      it  had   risen  to  $2.32    fp.   11). 

And  goes  on  to  .submit  that  for  mills  buying  their  logs  the  cost 
p<  r  thousand  feet  of  logs  purchased  was  $16.90  to  Washington 
aid  Oregon  mills  and  $15.56  to  British  Columbia  mills.  For 
mills  on  Pu«et  Sound  in  the  State  of  Washington  the  cost  of 
low  purchased  was  $17.72.  as  comiwired  with  tiie  cost  of  $16.56 
in  British  Columbia  mills. 

Several  witnesses  against  a  shingle  tariff  who  appeared  l)efore 
ec ngresslonal  committees  at  the  tariff  hearings  submitted  the 
icjentical  scales  of  M  rafts  of  cedar  logs  .scaled  in  British  Colom- 
bl  B  and  then  shipped  to  Washington  and  sold  to  Wa.shlngton 
cidar  manufacturers.  A  comparison  of  log  costs  of  these  Iden- 
tl;ai  rafts  disclosed  that  the  same  logs  and  same  rafts  cost  the 
American  manufacturers,  on  the  American  sciUes  and  at  the 
American  log  prices.  $31,500  more  than  exactly  the  same  logs 
a  id  same  rafts  would  have  cost  the  British  CV>lumbia  cedar  pro 
dicers.  The  lower  cost  to  the  British  Columbia  manufacturers 
totaled  more  than  $900  per  raft  and  equals  more  than  33  cents 
p»r  thousand  on  the  cost  of  shlngl*^.  The  foregoing  informa- 
t  on  Is  given  to  me  by  practical  timbermen. 

The  Tariff  Commission  reported,  page  49.  that  the  British 
Columbia  shingle  cut  per  thousand  feet  of  log  was  7.750 
siingles.  The  ABC  British  Columbia  Trade  Directory  and 
Yearbook  for  1929,  which  I  hold  in  my  hand — and  the  same 
information  was  contained  in  the  issues  of  previous  years — on 
pige  146  says: 

On  the  coast  official  scalers  are  now  charged  with  the  work  of  grading 
Idgs  under  the  provisions  of  the  forest  act.  Besides  acting  for  the 
Government,  an  official  scaler  holds  the  balance  between  logger  and 
D  anutacturer,  and  accurate  Judgment  as  to  the  true  contents  of  logs 
U  thus  doubly  necessary.  Scaled  booms  are  therefore  tallied  through 
t  >e  mills  when  opportunity  offers,  and  in  the  following  table  some  re- 
s  ilts  are  shown  which  fully  Justify  both  the  grades  established  by  the 
f  >re8t  branch  and  the  Judgment  shown  by  the  scaler.'^  In  Interpreting 
t  >e»e  grades.  The  contention  of  the  forest  branch  that  the  No.  2  grade 
1  ould  yield  10,000  shingles  per  1.000  feet  of  scale  measurement  is  shown 
li  I  this  table  to  be  correct. 

That  Is  the  claim  of  the  fon^t  branch  of  the  Canadian  Gov- 
ernment, supported  by  actual  test  runs  of  logs  through  the  mill 
to  ascertain  Just  how  many  shingles  a  thousand  feet  of  log 
Kill  cut.  and  it  shows  a  cut  of  more  than  10,000  shingles  to  the 
:  .000  feet  of  logs  for  the  three  British  Columbia  log  grades. 
]  t  is  clear  that  the  forest  branch  of  the  Canadian  Government 
icales,  or  at  least  intends  to  scale,  logs  so  that  they  will  cut 
:  0.000  shingles  to  each  1,000  feet  of  log.  There  is  a  provision 
m  the  Canadian  laws,  shown  by  section  75.  on  page  112  of  this 
^me  British  Columbia  Trade  Directory  and  Yeari>ook,  wliereby 
1  f  a  scale  is  not  considered  correct  a  rescale  may  be  had  on 
j  ppUcatton.    If  tbe  shingle  cut  per  1,000  feet  of  log  was  only 
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7,750  shingles,  that  would  mean  the  British  Columbia  manufac- 
turers are  pacing  22 Vi  per  cent  more  as  a  timber  cost  than  their 
Government  requires.  I  do  not  believe  they  would  do  it,  but 
it  is  easy  to  see  how  such  a  mistake  could  be  made. 

The  Tariff  Commission's  agents  were  in  a  foreign  country 
collecting  cost  data,  known  probably  to  be  for  use  in  fixing  a 
tariff  on  shingles,  and  they  had  to  accept  whatever  information 
the  manufacturers  that  would  be  affected  by  a  shingle  tariff 
gave  them.  Thoy  could  not  demand,  nor  could  they  compel, 
proof  or  verification.  On  the  one  hand,  you  have  the  report  of 
the  Tariff  Commission  as  to  what  was  told  them  by  foreign  com- 
petitors of  the  American  shingle  manufacturers  who  were  seek- 
ing to  have  Congress  place  a  tariff  on  shingles,  and  on  the  other 
hand,  you  have  a  report  of  the  forest  branch  of  the  Canadian 
Government  made  from  actual  test  tallies  of  mill  run  of  logs 
that  should  be  absolutely  accurate,  and  those  test  runs  to  deter- 
mine the  shingle  cut  per  thousand  feet  of  log  wore  not  made 
with  a  view  of  possible  tariff  legislation  of  any  kind. 

The  Tariff  Commission  also  reports  that  the  cost  of  logs  In 
British  Columbia  was  $15.56  per  1,000  feet— pages  12  and  48. 
If  the  shingle  cut  per  1,000  feet  were  only  7,750,  then  the  timber 
cost  per  1,000  shingles  would  be  $2,  but  if  the  Canadian  Forestrj' 
Branch  is  correct,  then  the  cost  of  timber  per  1,000  shingles 
would  be  $1.56.  That  would  show  a  lower  timber  cost  per  1,000 
shingles  of  54  cents,  favoring  British  Columbia  manufacturers, 
and  that  is  Just  about  the  figure  that  the  American  shingle  pro- 
ducers for  years  have  ciaimi*d  to  be  the  production  cost  advan- 
tajre  that  exists  in  favor  of  British  Columbia  shingle  production. 

Labor  costs  are  higher  in  this  country  than  in  Canada.  Forty- 
live  per  cent  of  the  Canadian  cedar  mill  labor  is  oriental,  prin- 
cipally Chinese.  (Tariff  Commission's  report,  pp.  20-21.)  They 
are  in  direct  and  open  competition  with  the  American  shingle 
worker.  There  are  not  now,  and  never  have  been,  any  orientals 
emfrfoyed  in  the  Washington  and  Oregon  shingle  mills.  We  will 
not  allow  Chinese  and  Japanese  labor  to  come  here  and  com- 
pete with  our  labor.  Why  should  we  permit  the  product  of  such 
labor  to  come,  at  least  duty  free?  Such  a  policy  effectually 
annuls  our  exclusion  act.     How  can  It  be  defended? 

Mr.  KEJAN.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
one  question.  When  the  Canadian  Pacific  was  built  there  was 
a  contract  with  a  Chinese  company  to  bring  in  some  Chinese 
labor.  That  was  made  with  the  Chinese  Merchants  Scclety 
In  Hong  Kong  or  Shanghai,  I  do  not  remember  which.  Are 
the  laborers  for  these  shingle  mills  brought  in  under  contract? 

Mr.  JONBS.  I  understand  that  the  Chinese  are  used  under 
a  contract  made  between  the  shingle  mills,  for  instance,  and 
some  individual  who  handles  Chinese  labor. 

Mr.  KEAN.  It  is  the  Merchants  Society  of  Hong  Kong,  I 
think.    That  is  practically  slave  labor. 

Mr.  JONES.     That  Is  true. 

Mr.  KEAN.  If  this  bill  shall  be  enacted  with  the  proposed 
amendment  In  it,  it  would  absolutely  exclude  all  lumber  coming 
into  this  country  made  by  that  kind  of  labor. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  the  average  dally  wage  of  the 
Tarious  classes  of  worltmen  is  shown  by  the  Tariff  Commission, 
page  22,  to  be  as  follows : 


Boom  man „.„..„.... 

Cut-ofI  man 

Deck  man . 

£Dee  bolter .. 

Block  piler 

Tallyman 

Loader 

Fitor 

Engineer 

Fireman 

MUlwright 

Common  labor . 


Wash- 

British 

ington- 

Colum- 

Oregon 

bia 

$4.05 

K57 

5.60 

4.60 

4.  SO 

3.62 

fi.W 

&.« 

4.25 

8.28 

4.80 

4.57 

4.30 

$.34 

9.60 

B.54 

6.80 

A.44 

4.20 

8.63 

&» 

7.50 

4.00 

8.00 

It  will  be  observed  that  In  the  case  of  a  filer  they  pay  $9.54  in 
British  Columbia  and  we  pay  $9.50  in  this  country.  In  the 
case  of  an  engineer  they  pay  $6.44  In  Canada  and  we  pay  $6.80 
In  this  country.  In  the  case  of  a  millwright  they  pay  $7.50  in 
Canada  and  we  pay  $6J26.  In  those  three  cases  they  pay  a  little 
more  than  we  do,  but  it  can  be  seen  from  the  occupations  as 
disclosed  by  the  description  of  the  occupation  that  there  are 
comparatively  few  in  each  one  of  these  activities  In  connection 
with  shingle  mills. 

This  shows  a  higher  wage  In  this  country  than  In  Canada. 
Apply  this  wage  schedule  to  the  actual  operations  of  a  Uttle 
5-machlne  mill,  and  on  the  daily  average  shingle  cut  it  will 


show  a  less  daily  wage  In  British  Columbia  of  $7.97,  or  a  little 
more  than  6  cents  as  a  less  production  cost  to  Canadian  shingle 
producers  for  each  1,000  shingles  of  the  dally  production. 
The  Tariff  Commission  says: 

It  wlU  be  noted  that  dally  wage  rates  are  lower  in  British  Columbia 
than  in  Washington  and  Oregon  (p.  23). 

In  view  of  this  situation  is  It  any  wonder  that  our  labor 
organizations  favor  a  tariff  on  shingles? 

If  it  be  accepted,  as  the  commission  repwta,  that  the  labor 
cost  Is  higher  in  this  country  than  In  Canada,  that  the  log  or 
timber  cost  Is  higher  in  this  country  than  in  Canada,  th«i  how 
can  one  escape  the  conclusion  that  the  cost  of  produc'Jon  in  this 
country  is  highM*  than  in  Canada? 

There  seems  to  be  some  conclusion  that  there  is  a  difference 
in  the  scaling  methods  favorable  to  our  people.  Conceminf 
scaling,  the  Tariff  Commission  states: 

The  extent  of  these  theoretical  differences  in  scaling  may  he  lllM- 
trated  by  the  following  tj-plcal  example:  A  log  24  feet  long  and  18 
inches  In  diameter  contains,  under  the  Scribner  (American)  rule,  820 
board  feet,  whereas  the  same  dimensions  under  the  British  Colombia 
scale  give  only  311  board  feet  (p.  8). 

Actual  difference  in  measurement  of  the  scale  rules  equals 
approximately  3  per  cent  lower  footage  favoring  British  Colum- 
bia. There  may  be  a  little  difference  in  scaling.  Grant  It.  A 
log  in  Canada  will  produce  as  many  shingles  as  one  of  equal 
sise  in  this  couuntry  no  matter  what  the  scaling  may  be. 
Shingles  are  of  the  same  wze  and  dimensions  In  both  countries. 
The  forestry  branch  of  the  Canadian  Government  clalnw  a 
thousand  feet  of  log  cuts  10,000  shingles,  and  that  Is  the  cut 
the  American  shingle  manufacturers  also  claim. 

Under  the  policy  of  free  shingles  Canadian  shingles  have  been  \ 
reduced  in  price  here  and  there,  and  at  various  times,  in  order 
to  drive  American  shingles  out.     This  could  not  very  well  be 
done  under  a  reasonable  tariff.  „     „  ^ 

But  why  multiply  words  and  argument?  I  have  shown  you 
by  the  Tariff  Commission's  report  that  British  Columbia  cedar 
manufacturers  have  lower  costs  of  labor  and  of  logs,  lower 
transiwrtatlon  rates  on  water  shipments,  and  other  advantages. 
I  have  given  you  the  specific  amounts  of  the  lower  production 
costs  that  favor  Canadian  shingle  manufacturers.  I  have  also 
shown  by  the  report  of  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue, 
reporting  on  37  representative  corporations  engaged  In  the 
manufacture  of  shingles,  that  the  shingle  Industry  Is  regularly 
losing  money  In  Its  operations.  ^        ^     w     *i. 

Let  me  say  that  an  inapection  of  the  report  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  pursuant  to  the  request  of  the  Senate 
will  show  that  practically  all  the  shingle-mill  owners  of  this 
country  are  making  no  money  or  Just  a  bare  1  or  2  per  cent 
That  corroborates  the  conclusion  which  the  Tariff  Commission 
reached  and  which  I  suggested  a  moment  ago,  that  many  of  the 
mills  are  just  hanging  on  hoping  to  have  action  by  Congress  and 
also  to  keep  their  labor  employed.         ' 

The  handicaps  and  disadvantages  of  Atoerican  shingle  pro- 
duction in  competition  with  foreign-produced  shingles  is  clear 
and  indisputable.  One  of  two  possible  results  is  a  certainty  to 
the  American  shingle  industry.  We  will  either  have  to  provide 
a  tariff  on  shingles  to  equalize  production  costs  in  the  United 
States  with  foreign  shingle  competition,  or  the  cedar-shingle 
industry  of  Washington,  Oregon,  and  Idaho  will  have  to  go 
out  of  business.  If  the  Industry  Is  to  be  put  out  of  business, 
that  win  mean  thousands  of  American  cedar  workers  will  be 
forced  into  Idleness  or  Into  farming  or  some  other  already 
crowded  Industry;  that  there  will  be  a  tremendous  Umber 
waste,  in  which  the  United  SUtes,  being  a  large  and  extensive 
owner  of  cedar  timber,  and  some  of  the  Western  States  that 
also  have  large  timber  holdings,  will  have  to  share.  It  Is  for 
the  Members  of  this  Senate  to  say  whether  the  American 
shln^e  Industry  shall  be  forced  out  of  business,  or  whether 
they  shad'  be  ^ven  an  equal  opporttmlty  to  manufacture  and 
produce  American  shingles,  with  American  labor,  In  American 
mills,  for  sale  in  American  markets. 

Some  have  urged  that  the  small  amount  of  foreign  shingles 
Imported  does  not  warrant  a  duty.  This  argument  has  not  been 
regarded  by  the  committee.  ^  .    »„ 

The  duty  on  com  grits  has  been  Increased  from  30  to  60  cents 
a  hundred  pounds,  whUe  we  Import  no  more  than  20  or  80 
pounds  per  annum,  and  even  export  almost  a  million  pounds. 
We  Import  per  annum  about  fifteen  hundred  bushels  of  rye,  and 
while  we  export  about  15,000,000  bushels,  a  duty  of  15  cents  a 
bushel  Is  placed  on  Imports.  We  Import  only  about  7,000  bush- 
els of  barley  per  annum,  and  while  we  export  50,000,000  bushels 
or  more  a  duty  of  20  cents  a  bushel  has  been  placed  on  barley. 
We  export  over  700,000,000  pounda  of  lard  and  its  compounds. 
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while  the  Importations  are  none,  and  yet  the  duty  has  been  in- 
crea^teil  from  1  to  3  tents  a  pound  on  lard  and  on  Its  com- 
pounds the  duty  has  been  Increased  from  4  to  5  cents  a  pound. 
These  are  but  a  few  illustrations  of  such  action  in  connection 
with  amricultnral  products. 

I  make  no  objection  to  the  action  of  the  committee,  but  when 
such  action  Is  taken  with  reference  to  some  products  similar 
action  shoold  be  taken  with  other  products  that  apparently 
ntH'd  it  much  more  than  these. 

Bot  this  is  not  all.  The  duty  on  pig  Iron  is  Increased  from 
75  cents  a  ton  to  a  dollar  and  a  half  a  ton.  Our  domestic  pro- 
duction of  pig  iron  Is  over  3U.OUO,000  tons,  while  our  importa- 
tions were  only  140,000  tons  In  1928.  Steel-wire  rods  were 
granted  ft  duty  of  six-tenths  of  1  «ent  a  pound.  The  pn>duc- 
tlon  is  2.800,000  long  tons :  we  export  43,000  long  tons  and  im- 
port only  about  20.000  l<»ng  tons.  The  tariff  is  increased  from 
35  per  cent  to  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  wire  rope,  when  the 
prodiHtion  in  this  country  Is  over  40,000,000  pounds  and  the  im- 
portations only  about  4.000,000  pound.s.  The  rate  on  iron  and 
steel  chains  la  incn-a.-^ed  from  35  per  cent  to  40  per  cent  ad  va- 
lorem. We  expt»rt  6.000,000  pounds  annually  and  import  only 
about  half  a  million  pounds.  On  iron  staples  the  rate  has  been 
Increased  from  25  per  cent  to  80  per  cent  ad  valorem,  while  we 
export  from  this  country  53,000,000  pounds  and  Import  only 
atwut  a  quarter  of  a  million  pounds. 

These  are  Just  a  few  of  the  Instances  that  could  be  dted  with 
reference  to  the  action  of  the  committee  In  adding  to  or  increas- 
ing tariff  rates  on  articles  produced  In  this  country  of  which 
the  Imports  are  comparutlvely  small.  Why  Is  It  that  shingles 
should  be  pot  on  the  free  list  when  the  Importations  have 
Increased  of  late  years  to  about  30  per  cent  of  the  domestic 
production? 

Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  give  further  facta  with  refer- 
ence to  the  matter,  but  I  am  unable  physically  to  proceed. 
Surely  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  is  not  going  to  support 
a  proposition  that  means  not  only  business  depression  but 
suffering  and  poverty  to  thousands  of  men,  women,  and  chil- 
dren who  have  made  this  their  life's  work  and  who,  if  thrown 
out  of  employment,  as  they  win  be  by  the  continuance  of  this 
policy,  will  suffer  poverty  and  distress  or  be  forced  into  other 
lines  of  work  which  they  are  not  accustomed  to  following,  not 
only  bringing  upon  them  distress  and  suffering  but  poverty  and 
poasibie  boaineas  determination  In  other  lines  of  Industry. 

Mr.  DIIX  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRBSIDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  DILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRBSIDINO  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chlrf  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


AUfB 
Anharst 
BsrUey 
'BlngluiB 
Black 
BUIn« 
Bleaw 
B4ir«b 
Bratton 
Bri>ek 
Brtx>kbart 
Brousuid 
Capper 
Caraway 

COBBBlly 

Coppland 
Co«s»aa 
Cvttlac 
Date 


Dili 


Fletcher 

Pnisier 

Qfntf 

OIllMt 

Glass 

Ooff 

Owldiboroagh 

Qould 

On>«Be 

Hal« 

llarria 

Harrtoon 

Hatai>ld 

Hawps 

BaydPa 

HeSrrt 

Heila 


How«U 

Joboaoa 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 

Ker«a 

La  Fotlette 

McKellar 

lfcMa«ter 

McNarr 

Ifetcalf 

Norbeck 

NorrU 

Nye 

OTemma 

Patterson 

Phlppa 

Ptne 

Ranadell 

Reed 


SoblaaoD.  lud. 

Sackett 

Schall 

Sbeppard 

8bortiid«e 

Stmmons 

Smoot 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Svanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Towasend 

Trammeil 

Tydings 

Yandenberg 

Waleott 

Walab,  Moat. 

Waterman 

Wbeekr 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty  Senators  have  answered  to 
thrfr  names.    A  quorum  Is  present. 

Mr.  DILL  addressed  the  Senate.  After  having  spoken  for 
some  time —  '^ 

Mr.  FES8.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Washington 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  DILL.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr   FESS     I  suggest  the  at)9ence  of  a  qnorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Washington 
yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  DILL.    I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  wIU  call  U»e  roll. 

The  lecialatlve  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  t^r  names : 
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Robinson,  Ind. 

Sackett 

S<-ball 

8hi>ppard 

ShortridK« 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Townseuil 

Trammeil 

Tydings 

Vanilenberg 

Waleott 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


All  fn  Dill  Howell 

Asl  inrst  Bdife  Johnson 

Ba  kley  Fesa  Jones 

Bii  gham  Fletcher  Kean 

BU  ck  Frailer  Kendrick 

Bli  Ine  George  Keyes 

Rh  ase  Glllett  La  Follette 

Ho  ah  Glass  McKellar 

IJriitton  Goff  McMaster 

Brxk  Goldsborough  Mc.N'ary 

Brifokbart  Gould  M«ttalf 

Bri  luasard  Greene  Nurbeck 

Ca|>per  Hale  Norrls 

Caiaway  Harris  Nye 

Coi  mally  Harri.-ton  Overman 

CoiK'land  Hatfield  Patterson 

Coi  izens  Hawes  Phipps 

Cm  ting  Hayden  Pine 

Da  e  HetKTt  Ransdell 

Del  leen  Hefliu  Reed 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Eij;hty  Senators  have  answered  to 

th'ir  names.     A  quorum  Is  present. 

SENATOR  raoM    OHIO 

tfr.  FESS.  Mr.  President.  I  present  the  certificate  of  appoint- 
mi  nt  of  Hon.  Roscoc  C.  McCtnxocii  as  Senator  from  the  State 
of  Ohio  and  a.sk  that  It  be  read  at  the  desk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Tlie  cierli  will  read  the  credentials. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

IX    THE    NAMB   AND   BI    TBI    ACTHORITT    OF   THB    KTATB   OF   OHIO,    MTU8    T. 

COOFBB,   OOVKINOB   OF    .SAID   STATS 

Tt  mil  to  fthom  thetf  pretenta  thell  come,  gretting: 

Know  ye.  that  whereas  Roscoi  C.  McCilloch,  of  Stark  County,  has 
be  Ml  duly  appointed  to  the  ofllce  of  United  States  Senator,  to  All  the 
vicancy  caused  by  the  death  of  Hon.  Theodore  K.  Burton,  and  to  serve 
nitil  his  Buccesiior  Is  duly  elected  and  qaallfled. 

Therefore,  by  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  In  the  Kovernor  by  the 
constitution,  and  in  pursuance  of  a  provision  of  the  statutes,  I  do  hereby 
cotnmisalon  him,  the  said  Roscob  C.  McCi'LUx:h,  to  be  United  States 
Senator,  authorlxlng  and  empowering  him  to  execute  and  discharge,  all 
aid  singular,  the  duties  appcrUinlng  to  said  office,  and  to  enjoy  all  the 
privileges  and  Immunities  thereof. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  sutiecrlbed  my  name  and  caused 
thf  great  seal  of  the  State  of  Ohio  to  be  alfixe<l  at  Columbus  this  5th 
d«y  of  November.  A.  D.  1929. 

[8BAL.]  MYBBS    Y.   CoOPBU. 

By  the  governor. 

CUAXBNCB   J.    BBOWN. 

Becretary  of  State. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  credentials  will  be  placed  on 

file. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  designate  from  Ohio  Is 
now  In  tl>e  Chamber  ready  to  take  the  oath. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  administering 
tie  oath?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  Senator  designate  will 
p  -esent  himself  and  take  the  <wth  of  office. 

Mr.  McCuixocH,  escorted  by  Mr.  Piss,  advanced  to  the  Vice 
President's  desk;  and  the  oath  prescTll)ed  by  law  having  been 
alministered  to  him,  he  took  his  seat  In  the  Senate. 

Rcvisioif  or  THE  TARnrr 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
s  deration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
li  ite  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tlee  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
oUier  purposes. 

Mr.  DILL  resumed  and  concluded  his  speech,  which  follows 

e  atire. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  my  colleague  the  senior  Senator 
f-om  Washington  [Mr.  Jones]  has  covered  the  subject  of  a 
tirlff  on  shingles  in  a  rather  complete  manner.  I  will  say  to 
members  who  may  be  Interested  that  If  they  care  to  interrupt 
Biy  dwcusslon  at  any  time  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  any  ques- 
tjwis  or  to  yield  for  suggestions. 

I  desire  tirst  to  call  attention  to  what  the  lumber  industry  Is 
ti)  the  northwest  part  of  the  United  States.  The  north  Pacific 
coast  country  west  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  extending  from 
lorthern  Galifomia  northward  to  Alaska,  contains  the  largest 
i  nd  finest  stand  of  grown  and  growing  timber  left  on  the  face  of 
t  le  earth  to-day.  It  covers  an  area  2.000  miles  long,  and  It  Is 
estimated  that  there  Is  1. 600,000.000. tXM)  feet  of  timber  still 
I  tanding  in  that  area.  I  want  to  repeat  those  figures — 1,600,- 
( 00.000,000  feet  of  timber  still  standing  in  that  area.  I  ask  at 
t  lis  point  to  insert  In  the  Rscoan  an  estimate  of  the  different 
1  inds  of  timber  and  the  location,  by  States,  taken  from  the  West 
(loant  Lumberman  for  May,  1929. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Tbe  table  is  as  ft^ows: 
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Species 


Alaska  oedar 

Douglas  hr .... 

Enfcelmann  spruce ....... 

Incense  ced»r — . 

Lodgepole  pine ............ 

Perl  (Jrfonl  cedar.. 

KedwcKXl — .... 

Sitkti  spruce... ... 

Sugar  pine 

AVesieni  hemlock 

Wesstern  re<l  cedar 

Western  >'ellow  pine . 

Western  larch _.. 

White  fir. 

Western  white  pine 

Miscellaneous 


CalifOmte 
(M  feet 
b  m.) 


as,  114.000 

■'8,"669,'666 


70,000,000 

si.  928, 666 


Oregon 
(Mieet 
D.  mO 


Total. 


77,n6,000 

56,"»2.'666" 
"7,"4i8,666 


a46,7»7,0M 

587.530 

405,096 

5,818,126 

1,  737, 638 

150.550 

2,655,330 

2,433,110 

25,445,17« 

5,825,340 

75, 549, 758 

4. 457,  566 

21, 216, 424 

1,456,173 

2,154,244 


Washing- 
ton 
(M  ieet 
b.m.) 


104.174 

135,860,862 

1,220,560 


Idaho 

(M  toet 
b.m.) 


17,S90,000 
3,650,000 


284.505,000 


395,  776,  228 


063,868 


8, 472, 561 

66,204,693 
31, 964,  380 
13, 731,  367 

3, 217,  510 

24,064,578 

480,941 

2,309,907 


282,645,481 


7,200^000 


950,000 
4,750,000 

17,  H10,000 
5.540.000 
7,900,000 

16,  750,  000 
2,300,000 


Montana 
(M  feet 
b.  m.) 


13,180,000 
4.662,000 


14,134.000 


866,000 
11,137,000 
11, 703, 000 


855,000 
3,045,000 


84,440,000     68,072,000 


Ariaona 

and  New 

Mexico 

Mlaet 

m.) 


<b" 


Colorado 
:M  feet 
m.) 


<b« 


3,505,600 
1,614,330 


30,053,655 


946,328 


36,419,002 


1,387,  MO 
13,KHk961 


4,«6Q,6flO 


Kematning 
Rooky 

Mountain 
region 
(Mteet 
b.m.) 


1.300,190 
6,226,776 


2,582,474 


1.638,300 

"'ii7."7i8" 


24,503,083 


7.«S5,512 

1,616 

"3,'799,"496 


801,106 

760 

1,153,305 


10,020,818 


Alaska 
(Mfeet 
b.  m.) 


2,000^000 


18,511,000 

JioHooo' 

6,104,000 


BritWi 
Colombia 
[M  feet 
m.) 


^ 


4,065,735 
75,972,738 
68, 888,006 


879,000 


11,801,203 


16,165,345 

64,iii.M8 

77,968,629 
4,207,924 
8,151,788 

32. 953. 362 

1698,940 

787,949 


Orand  total 
M  feet 
m.) 


<b" 


«,  150, 909 

632,739,870 

»,  57^  761 

9. 074. 088 

Se,  913, 208 

1, 737, 638 

70,160,650 

45,804,236 

34,361,116 

303.347,480 

127,005,349 

236,047,609 

28.069,804 

139, 482, 157 

22,241,814 

20,532,623 


80,128,000  352,834,300     1,610.244,502 


Mr.  DILL.  This  table  gives  the  estimates  of  standing  timber 
of  different  kinds.  I  want  to  take  up  the  production  of  lumber 
last  year.  The  State  of  Washington  cut  and  produced  7,500,- 
000,000  feet ;  the  State  of  Oregon,  4,000,000,000  feet ;  California 
and  Nevada,  2,000,000,000  feet;  New  Mexico,  175,000,000  feet; 
Idaho,  925,(KMi,000  feet ;  Montana,  400,000,000  feet ;  BrlUsh  Oo- 
lumbia,  2.8(H (,000.000  feet;  Alaska.  52,000,000  feet;  a  total  of 
17,922,000,0fX)  feet  of  lumber  cut  last  year. 

I  may  add  that  the  largest  and  most  modem  sawmills  In  the 
world  are  located  In  the  territory  which  I  am  discussing.  The 
lumber  Industry  dominates  the  Industrial  activities  of  California, 
Oregon,  Washington,  and  British  Columbia.  The  lumber  pay 
roll  in  the  State  of  Washington  last  year  was  1108,000,000  to 
85,000  employees.  This  Is  four  thnes  the  next  industry  in  the 
State.  In  California  the  lumber  pay  roll  was  $51,000,000  to 
4f),000  employees  and  that  Is  nearly  twice  the  next  Industry  in 
that  State,  which  Is  the  canning  industrj-  with  20.000  employed. 
In  Oregon  the  lumber  pay  roll  to  28,000  employees  was  $37,000,- 
000.  This  was  nearly  four  times  the  next  largest  Industry  in 
the  State.  ^         _ .  . 

Lumber  products  of  Washington,  Oregon,  northern  Idaho, 
and  western  Montana,  required  804,000  freight  cars  for  trans- 
portation, while  all  the  food,  wheat,  coal,  livestock,  and  every 
other  kind  of  products  from  those  States  combined  required 
only  630,000  cars. 

1  shall  not  take  time  to  enlarge  these  figures  or  comment  upon 
them  at  length.  Tliey  show  conclusively  that  the  lumber  busi- 
ness has  been  for  years,  now  is.  and  will  be  for  many  years  to 
come  the  economic  and  Industrial  basis  of  the  north  Pacific 
coast  region. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  that  whole  region  has  been 
built  around  the  lumber  industry.    The  sawmills  and  the  logging 
camps  have  l>ecome  In  more  recent  years  the  cities  of  the  North- 
west.   The  names  of  such  camps  have  now  become  the  names  of 
cities.    Seattle  was  once  a  tjpical  sawmill  town,  as  was  Tacoma. 
which  still  boasts  of  being  the  lumber  capital  of  America.     I 
may   mention   also  Grays   Harbor    (Aberdeen   and   Hoquiam), 
which  ships  more  lumber  by  water  each  year  than  any  other 
district  in  the  world;  Portland,  with  its  great  mills  and  sec- 
ondary woodworking  plants;  Everett,  a  typical  lumber  manu- 
facturing city;  Belllngham;  Coos  Bay,  Oreg.,  almost  100  per 
cent  a  lumbering  section ;  Eugene,  Oreg.,  the  center  of  a  region 
full  of  large  and   small  mills;   Bend,  Oreg.,  with  two  of  the 
largest  and  finest  riillls  In  the  world ;  Raymond  and  South  Bend, 
Wash.,  real  lumber  centers;  Spokane  and  environs,  for  years 
and  still  a  great  lumber  manufacturing  r^on ;  Vancouver,  Brit- 
ish Columbia,  with  many  great  mills ;  Eureka,  Calif.,  for  a  half 
century  or  more  a  great  lumber  producing  city;  Longvlew,  a 
new  wonder  city,  conceived  and  built  as  a  lumber  city  and  in 
less  than  five  years  becoming  one  of  the  leading  cities  of  the 
Northwest,  is  a  vivid  example  of  the  business  created  by  a 
lumber  company.    Hundreds  of  other  *'  lumber  "  cities  might  be 
mentioned,  but  I  hive  cited  a  sufficient  num\?er  to  Indicate  the 
tremendous  economic  importance  ot  the  lumber  Industry  of  the 
West. 

Mr.  NYE.     Mr.  I'resldent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Washington 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 
Mr.  DILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NYE.  The  S;enator  from  Washington  has  made  the  point 
that  the  lumber  industry  Is  a  very  essential  part  of  the  economic 
life  of  the  Northwest.    Will  he  indicate  how  many  yeftrs  that 


lumber  industry  may  last  and  may  be  an  important  factor  at  the 
rate  of  decrease  now  taking  place? 

Mr.  DILL.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  In  reply  to  his  question 
that  if  Congress  will  give  the  proper  tariff  pr<»tection  to  the  lum- 
ber industry  we  can  continue  to  cut  the  present  amount  of 
lumber  in  the  States  of  Oregon  and  Washington  almost  forever, 
but  unless  we  have  tariff  protection,  making  it  worth  while  for 
the  lumber  Interests  to  reforest  their  land,  inside  of  probably 
60  or  70  years  much  or  most  of  that  great  timber  area  will  be 
denuded.  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  greatest  need  to-day 
in  order  to  conserve  the  timber  of  that  great  region  is  a  pro- 
tective tariff,  high  ooough  to  make  it  worth  while  to  reforest 
those  lands  which  will  produce  new  timber  more  rapidly  than 
an>'  other  part  of  the  civilized  world. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  what  can  the  Senator  offer  to  indi- 
cate that  the  lumber  industry  itself  will  Institute  any  such  ^o- 
gram  of  reforestation? 

Mr.  DILL.  I  can  only  offer  to  the  Senates  the  experience  of 
every  other  country  that  has  attempted  to  bring  about  reforesta- 
tion, France  and  Japan  when  they  attempted  to  reforest  parts 
of  tiiMr  territories  without  tariff  protection  utterly  failed;  but 
when  a  substantial  tariff  was  Imposed  upon  forest  products, 
reforestation  went  on  very  rairfdly. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator,  however,  that  I  am  not  making 
an  argtunent  at  this  time  for  a  tariff  on  lumt>er  generally.  I 
have  made  this  statement  merely  as  a  prelude  to  a  discussion 
of  the  tariff  on  cedar  shingles  and  cedar  lumber.  The  tariff  on 
lumber  proper  is  not  now  before  the  Senate  in  this  schedule, 
but  I  wanted  to  sketch  this  background  of  the  picture  before  I 
took  up  the  discussion  of  cedar  alone. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  ftom  Washing- 
ton yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 
Mr.  DILL.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the  Senator, 
since  he  has  presented  this  background  to  us  and  shown  what  a 
great  and  important  industry  the  production  of  shingles  and 
lumber  is  In  the  Northwest,  whether  or  not  the  timber  In  all 
those  regions  Is  not  in  the  hands  of  a  few  powerful  timber 
interests;  and,  if  that  be  very  largely  true  in  the  case  ot 
shingles  as  well  as  In  the  case  of  lumber,  whether  the  tiffift 
would  not  redound  rather  to  the  benefit  of  the  owners  of  the 
timber  than  to  the  manufacturers  of  shingles? 

Mr.  DILL.  In  answer  to  the  Senator's  first  question  as  to 
a  few  owners  being  benefited,  let  me  say  that,  of  course,  the  word 
"  few  "  Is  indefinite.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  tliat  there  are 
large  holdings  by  individuals  and  by  firms,  but  no  firm  or  com- 
pany now  owns  any  such  proportion  of  the  privately  owned  tim- 
ber as  previously.  Some  one  has  placed  on  the  wall  of  the 
Senate  Chamber  a  map  purporting  to  indicate  tlie  private  owner- 
ship of  the  timber  in  the  Puget  Sound  district.  That  map  la 
incorrect,  particularly  In  regard  to  the  Weyerhaeuser  holdings. 
The  map  indicates  that  60  per  cent  of  the  standing  timber  in 
IM^vate  ownership  belongs  to  the  Weyerhaeuser  Co.  At  a  later 
time  in  the  debate  I  will  give  the  exact  figures,  which  show 
that  the  holding  of  that  company  Is  not  one-half  of  that  amount 
at  present. 

Coming  to  the  second  part  of  the  Senator's  question,  namely, 
whether  or  not  a  tariff  on  shingles  will  not  redound  to  the  bene- 
fit of  the  owners  of  the  timber,  let  me  say  that  it  happens  that 
the  owners  of  the  timber  are  the  owners  of  the  mills  In  mort 
cases,  and  we  can  not  expect  to  have  any  tariff  for  any  purpose 
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Uiat  will  not  r«iot  to  the  benefit  of  private  owners.  The  truth 
of  the  matter  Is,  h«»weTer.  that  without  a  tariff  the  people  who 
•re  being  hurt  worst  are  the  working  people  of  the  State  of 
Waahln^on  and  other  Statea. 

I  want  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  our 
lumber  Industry,  particularly  the  shingle  Industry,  has  never 
yet  cut  the  wages  per  day  of  the  men  employed.  The  complaint 
from  the  worklngmen  In  the  shingle  industry  Id  the  Northwest 
to-day  is  not  agalnut  the  dally  wages  paid,  but  it  is  against  the 
time  for  which  they  are  employed  per  week.  They  work  four 
days  a  week  on  an  average ;  they  get  good  wages  for  those  four 
days  hut  the  other  two  days  of  idleness  keep  the  wage  so  low 
that  they  can  not  support  their  families  decenUy.  The  reason 
for  the  enforced  two  days  of  Idleness  Is  the  fact  that  the  Im- 
p«»rtatlon8  of  ihlngies  from  Canada  amount  abnost  to  30  per 
cent  of  the  consumption  of  sLlugles  In  the  United  States.  A 
small  Wriff  will  give  the  American  mlll.«»  control  of  the  American 
market,  and  as  a  result  the  employees  will  be  able  to  work  the 
two  extra  days,  and  thus  be  able  to  take  care  of  their  families 

decently.  .    ..     „       ^     . 

1  do  not  know  whether  I  have  answered  the  Senator  s  ques- 
tion clearly,  but  I  wish  to  reiterate  the  point  that  we  can  not 
prt)\itle  a  protective  tariff  v^itbout  its  benefits  going  to  those 
engaged  In  the  industry :  that  is  the  purpose  of  the  protective 
tariff.  I  will  show  to  the  Senator  later  that  if  any  Industry 
ever  ne«led  protection,  even  the  owners  of  the  industry,  it  is 
the  shingle  imlmrtry  of  this  country. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Washington 
yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  DIIX.    I  yield.  ■ 

Mr  FLETCHER.  I  think  the  Senator  has,  in  a  measure,  cov- 
erwl  the  point,  but  the  argument  is  l)elng  made — and  I  should 
like  to  have  the  Senator  answer  it.  If  he  will — to  this  effect: 
First,  that  a  protective  Uriff  on  lumber,  shingles,  and  logs,  will 
■ccme  chiefly,  if  not  solely,  to  the  benefit  of  the  large  timber 
owners,  to  the  further  enhancement  of  the  timber  values,  and 
that  the  increase  in  the  price  of  these  products  will  be  reflected 
l>«ck  to  the  timber;  and.  secondly,  that  a  tariff  will  not  benefit 
the  ranuufacturing  end  of  the  indu.stry,  but  will  merely  serve  to 
give  a  greater  degree  of  monopoly  to  the  large  timber  owner. 
That  is  the  argument  being  put  forth,  and  I  should  like  to  hear 
what  the  Senator  has  to  suy  about  It. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  in  reply  to  the  Senator,  I  can  only 
make  a  prophecy  opposite  to  the  prophecy  made  by  those  whom 
the  Senator  has  quoted ;  and  I  should  like  to  add  that  when  we 
had  a  tariff  on  shingles — and  I  remind  the  Senate  again  that 
we  are  not  now  dealing  with  a  tariff  on  lumber  but  with  a  tariff 
on  shingles,  which  is  only  one  part  of  the  lumber  indusstry— 
when  we  had  a  tariff  on  shingles  the  benefit  of  that  tariff  was 
not  all  reflected  to  the  timber  owners,  but  It  went  into  the  hands 
of  the  owner  of  the  shingie  milla.  and  it  went  into  the  hands  of 
the  employees. 

I  see  no  change  In  conditions  that  would  cause  the  tariff  all 
to  go  to  the  timber  owner  In  the  future,  when  It  never  did  so 
in  the  paiit  when  we  had  snch  a  tariff. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  Inquire  of  the  Senator  what  the  tariff 
rate  was  when  shingles  were  put  on  the  free  list?  As  I  under- 
stand, there  vras  no  tariff  on  shingles  under  the  act  of  1922. 

Mr.  DILL.  Before  the  act  of  1913  the  tariff  on  shingles 
was  50  cents  per  thousand.  Then  it  was  taken  off  by  the 
Underwood  bill,  and  was  not  put  on  In  the  act  of  1922.  How- 
ever, in  the  act  of  1922,  a  tariff  was  placed  upon  logs,  which 
are  the  raw  material,  coming  from  Canada,  and  that  made  con- 
ditions even  worse  than  they  would  have  been  if  a  tariff  had  not 
been  put  on  logs. 

Mr.  FLETGHBR  The  time  the  Senator  refers  to  when 
there  was  a  tariff  on  shingles  was  prior  to  1913? 

Mr.  DILL.     It  was  prior  to  1913:  yes. 

Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  Prcaldeot,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  DILL.     Tea. 

Mr.  NYB.  Can  the  Senator  say  what  per  cent  of  the  manu , 
facturers  of  shingles  are  manufacturing  their  own  product  and 
what  per  cent  are  buying  logs  from  Independent  owners  oi 
timber  and  then  manufacturing  them  into  shingles? 

Mr.  DILL.  I  have  no  figures  as  to  that  except  those  fur 
nisbed  by  the  Tariff  Commission.  My  memory  is — I  can  not 
turj  to  the  page  immediately — that  probably  about  half  of  the 
mills  or  perhaps  more  than  half  of  the  mills  buy  the  lumt>ei 
which  they  make  into  shingles. 

Mr.  NYE.  The  number  is  quite  considerably  more  than  half 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  DILL.  It  may  be  more  than  half,  bat,  of  eourse,  a 
great  many  of  them  are  engaged  In  both  the  cedar4amber  anc 
the  cedar-shingle  business.  The  Senator.  I  am  sore,  if  he  hai 
studied  the  subject  at  all,  knows  that  when  a  cedar  tree 


cut  down  a  part  of  that  tree  Is  especially  TaluaUe  for  shingles 
and  other  parts  of  It  are  .specially  valuable  for  beveled  sidings, 
whi<±  are  used  in  the  construction  of  houses.  Thus  the  cedar 
manufacturer  should  be  able  to  cut  his  tree  Into  shingles  or 
sidings,  according  to  the  part  of  it  he  happens  to  be  cutting  at 
the  time. 

Mr.  NYB.  Is  it  not  true  that  American  mantifacturers  at 
such  cedar  products  are  taking  the  better  grade  of  cedar  and 
manufacturing  it  Into  sidings  and  other  articles  than  shingles 
and  are  taking  the  poorer  grades  of  cedar,  the  poorer  blocks, 
the  knotty  blocks,  and  the  poorer  cuts,  and  attempting  to  make 
good  shingles  out  of  such  material? 

Mr.  DILLk  No;  the  Senator  is  mistaken  in  that.  Let  me 
explain  that  to  him.  I  am  glad  he  brought  up  the  question. 
Good  shingles  and  poor  shingles,  high-grade  shingles  and  low- 
grade  shingles,  in  other  words,  are  not  the  reault  of  the  kind 
of  timber  used  so  much — In  fact  they  seldom  are — but  rather 
of  the  way  the  timber  is  cut  The  high-grade  shingle  is  a 
shingle  that  is  so  cut  that  the  grain  of  the  wood  is  perpendicular, 
so  that  it  will  not  warp.  The  low-grr.de  shingle  is  so  cut  that 
tlie  grain  of  the  wood  Is  curved  in  It,  and  it  immediately  warps. 
Mr.  COPELAND.  The  low-grade  shingles  are  cut  across  the 
grain. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  one  is  cut  across  the  grain  and  the  other  is 
cut  perpendicular  to  the  grain.  I  have  here  [exhibiting]  what 
is  known  as  a  high-grade  shingle,  a  Perfect  No.  1  shingle. 
The  grain  of  the  w(xk1  Is  perpendicular. 

I  have  here  [exhibiting]  a  shingle  made  from  the  same  kind 
of  timber,  just  as  clear,  with  no  knot*  in  It,  and  with  Just  as 
fine  a  grain  of  wood  as  the  other,  the  difference  being  that  the 
low-grade  shingle  is  cut  with  the  grain  of  the  wood  running 
crosswise  In  a  semicircle. 

Why  has  the  American  manufacturer  made  more  low-grade 
shingles?  The  reason  is  this:  When  they  want  to  cut  high- 
grade  shingles  they  cut  off  a  certain  number  of  shingles  from 
the  bl<jck,  and  then  they  must  turn  the  block  In  order  to  keep 
the  grain  perpendicular.  Then  when  they  have  cut  some  more 
shingles  they  have  to  turn  the  block  again,  and  every  time  they 
have  to  cut  off  a  certain  amount  of  the  log  and  waste  it  That 
waste  Is  a  considerable  amount  of  timber. 

That  is  the  first  reason.  In  Canada  they  take  many  of  their 
logs  from  the  Crown  grant  lands,  and  practically  all  of  the 
remainder  from  Government  lands.  They  are  not  required  to 
take  anything  but  the  best  of  the  timber  in  the  first  place. 
In  the  second  place,  their  labor  Is  lower  and  their  log  cost  is 
lower,  and  they  can  afford  to  waste  a  part  of  their  timber. 
Consequently,  they  make  a  bigger  percentage  of  high-grade 
shingles  than  we  make  on  this  side  of  the  line. 

The  American  manufacturer,  confronted  with  the  low  price 
of  .shingles,  and  with  one-third  of  his  market  gone  becau.se  of 
importation,  finds  that  he  can  cut  the  low-grade  shingle  much 
more  rapidly,  at  a  lower  expense;  he  can  get  more  shingles 
per  thousand  feet ;  and  be  crowds  the  market.  He  makes  as 
many  low-grade  shingles  as  he  dares  to  make. 

To-day  there  is  on  hand  in  the  shingle  mills  of  the  Northwest 
a  tremendous  surplus  of  both  the  high-grade  and  the  low-gn"ade 
shingles;  and  the  reason  why  we  plead  for  a  tariff  is  not  so 
much  to  increase  the  price — although  I  think  there  would  be  a 
small  increase,  and  there  should  be  a  small  Increase  in  price — 
but  iwimarily  that  we  may  have  the  market  of  America,  and 
that  our  mills  may  run  full  shift  instead  of  two-thirds  shift, 
and  that  our  shingle  producers  may  get  enough  for  their 
shingles  to  enable  them  to  make  a  bigger  percentage  of  the 
high-grade  shingles  than  they  now  do. 

I  want  to  remind  the  Senate  that  it  costs  a  thousand  dollars 
a  month  for  a  mill  containing  five  shingle  machines  to  stand 
idle.  The  interest  on  the  investment,  the  insurance,  and  the 
watchmen  must  all  be  ptiid.  With  a  thousand  shingle  machines 
in  the  State  of  Washington,  $20,000  a  month  is  the  amount  of 
money  that  is  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  shingle  producer 
because  of  the  Canadian  importations,  amounting  as  they  do  to 
almost  one-third  of  our  consumption.  Let  me  remind  the 
Senator,  further,  that  every  kind  of  material  that  competes 
with  shingles  for  roofing  is  lower  in  price  than  shingles.  That 
means  that  the  price  of  shingles  can  not  be  raised  very  much, 
no  matter  what  the  tariff  is,  without  losing  the  market  to  the 
substitutes  for  shingles. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  is  It  not  true  that  the  shingle 
manufacturer  has  already  lost  that  market  because  of  the  ex- 
cessively high  prices? 

Mr.  DILL.  It  is  true  that  the  shingle  manufacturer  has  lost 
some  of  the  market. 

Mr.  NYE.    Is  he  not  losing  more  of  It  as  the  years  go  by? 

Mr.  DILL.  Yes;  and  the  American  manufacturer  will  lose 
practically  all  of  it  unless  there  is  some  tariff  protection. 
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Let  me  remind  th.»  Senator  that  90  per  cent  of  the  shingles 
manufactured  In  Canada  are  exported  to  the  United  States, 
and  99  per  cent  of  the  exports  of  Canada  are  to  the  United 
States.  The  statlstlc-s— I  will  put  them  In  the  Rbcobd  In  a  tew 
moments— «how  that  the  growth  of  the  shingle  industry  In 
Canada  is  identical  with  the  growth  of  imp«irtations  into  the 
United  States ;  and  we,  by  free  trade  in  shingles,  have  fostered 
the  Industry  in  Canada  and  driven  our  own  industry  to  the  wall. 

Mr.  NYE.     Mr.  President ^     ».,   _* 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Washington 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 
Mr.  DILL.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  NYE.  The  Senator  has  made  reference  to  the  demand  of 
the  American  buying  public  for  a  better  grade  of  shingle  than 
the  American  producer  has  been  producing.  As  I  understand 
from  a  study  of  the  matter,  a  great  portion  of  the  shingles  now 
used  in  America  are  first  dipped  and  treated,  and  those  who 
are  engaging  in  the  process  of  dipping  the  shingles  are  declining 
to  buy  the  American  product  because  the  American  product  is 
of  80  much  lower  grade  that  they  can  not  afford  this  more  ex- 
pensive pn>ces8  of  dipping,  and  they  are  therefore  buying  the 
(Canadian  product.  How  does  the  Senator  feel  that  a  tariff  is 
going  to  enable  the  Ajnerican  manufacturer  to  produce  the  better 
shingle  which  the  dippers  insist  upon  having? 

Mr.  DILL.  I  trieil  to  make  clear  to  the  Senator  a  few  mo- 
ments ago  that  the  reason  why  the  American  shingle  manu- 
facturer produces  so  many  low-grade  shingles  is  that  that  Is 
the  only  method  wh«»reby  he  can  cut  American  cedar  timber 
into  shingles  and  make  any  profit  at  all ;  and  if  he  can  get  a 
small  increase  per  thousand  in  the  price  of  his  high-grade 
shingle  he  will  then  te  able  to  cut  the  high-grade  shingle. 

I  want  to  make  clear  again  to  the  Senator— I  have  here  two 
shingles  cut  from  the  same  kind  of  timber — that  it  is  not  the 
kind  of  timber  that  makes  the  high-grade  and  the  low  grade 
shingle ;  it  Is  the  way  they  are  cut ;  and  It  costs  more  to  cut  a 
high-grade  shiujjle  than  it  does  to  cut  a  low-grade  shingle. 
What  we  are  pleading  for  is,  first,  a  tariff  that  will  g^re  us 
the  American  market  by  shutting  out  the  Canadian  product ; 
and  second,  a  small  Increase  in  price  that  will  make  it  possible 
for  our  mills  to  make  the  great  per  cent  of  high-grade  shingles 
which  our  lumber  will  enable  us  to  make. 

Now,  coming  to  the  Senator's  question  about  those  who  Ptain 
shingles,  the  reason  why  they  have  come  to  buy  Canadian  high- 
grade  shingles  is  because  Canada  makes  a  much  larger  per- 
centage of  high-grade  shingles  than  the  United  States,  and  they 
have  learned  to  depend  upon  Canadian  shingles  being  high 
grade;  and  my  colleague  pointed  out  the  reason  for  that—that 
it  costs  6  cents  a  thousand  less,  according  to  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission report,  to  make  shingles  on  the  Canadian  side;  it  costs 
$2.30  per  thousand  feet  less  for  logs,  or  23  cents  per  thousand 
shingles,  that  are  purchased;  and  when  they  ship  the  shiugles 
by  water  around  the  canal  to  the  Atlantic  coast  it  cogts  12 
cents  a  thousand  less  for  that.  So  that  we  have  a  difference  of 
39  cents  per  thousand  shingles. 

Consequently  the  Canadian  shingle  manufacturer  has  built 
up  a  reputation  for  high-grade  shingles,  and  the  reputation 
helps  to  get  the  market  on  the  American  side. 

Mr.  NYE.     Mr.   President,  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  the 

Senator's  argument 

Mr.  DILL.     I  want  to  answer  any  questions  that  may  be 

Mr.  NYB.  But  we  are  face  to  face  now  with  the  fact  that 
the  American  shingle  manufacturer  is  using  a  lower  grade  of 
log  for  shingle  manufacture  than  the  Canadian  is. 

Mr.  DILL.     I  can  not  agree  with  the  Senator  on  that 

Mr.  NYE.    The  Senator  does  not  agree  with  that? 

Mr.  DILL.  No.  The  cedar  is  of  equal  grade.  The  Tariff 
^mmlsslon  report  showed  that  It  Is  the  way  shingles  are  cut 
If  you  cut  the  timber  so  that  the  grain  is  perpendicular,  you 
have  a  high-grade  shingle.  If  you  cut  it  so  that  it  Is  curved, 
you  have  a  low-grade  shingle. 

Mr.  NYE.  Then  why  does  the  Canadian  manufacturer  of 
shingles  prodnce  a  so  much  greater  percentage  of  t^^e  high- 
grade  shingles? 

Mr.  DILL.  For  the  simple  reason  that  his  log  costs  are  lower, 
his  labor  costs  are  lower,  his  transportation  costs  are  lower, 
and  he  therefore  can  afford  to  make  the  high-grade  shingle, 
which  costs  more  to  make,  while  the  American  can  not  and 
he  has  to  make  his  shingles  the  best  he  can  to  compete  with  the 
Canadian  product. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  can  hardly  agree  with  the  Senator  in  his  con- 
clusions there;  but  I  am  not  g(4ng  to  intorupt  his  argument 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  DILL.    I  am  giving  the  Senator  now,  not  my  statemwit 
-      but  the  statement  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  whi<^  investigated 
this  matter  in  1925. 


Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tlie  Senator  from  Washington 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  DILL.     I  do. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  May  I  Inquire  of  the  Senator  to  what  ex- 
tent the  Canadian  shingles  reach  the  American  market?  Do 
they  extend'  all  over  the  country  or  are  they  confined  to  certain 
States? 

Mr.  DILL.*^  No;  they  reach  all  over  the  country,  I  think.  I 
may  state  to  the  Senator  one  of  the  tragic  sights  that  the  work- 
lngmen of  western  Washington  see  day  after  day.  They  see 
their  own  shingle  mills,  where  they  have  been  working,  closed 
because  of  no  market  for  the  shingles  produced,  and  they  see 
long  trains  of  80  or  90  cars,  solid  shingle  trains,  running  through 
Bellingham  and  Everett  and  Seatttle  and  Tacoma  on  down  to 
Portland  and  down  to  California;  and  then  they  see  on  the 
Pacific  coast  the  ships  that  go  around  the  canal,  the  tramp 
steamers  that  come  from  the  Orient  on  their  way  around  the 
canal,  loading  at  certain  charter  rates  which  our  American  pro- 
ducer can  not  secure,  because  he  must  use  the  wastwise  ship- 
ping required  by  the  law  of  this  country.  Consequently  they 
invade  the  immediate  community  at  our  door,  where  shingles  are 
made;  they  go  east  on  the  Canadian  railways  into  the  Middle 
West  and  they  go  around  the  canal  and  come  into  the  East  and 
the  South,  where  the  Senator  Uves.  So  they  have  the  advantage 
in  every  part  of  this  country  l)ecau8e  of  the  cheaper  producUon 

in  Canada.  .     ^,_      o.-  i 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the  difference  In 
market  i«ice  between  the  American  first-class  shingle  and  the 
Canadian  shingle? 

Mr  DILL.  The  Canadian  shingle  sells  for  a  few  cents  per 
thousand  more,  according  to  the  Tariff  Cwnmisslon  report  and 
the  quoted  prices ;  and  that  is  because  of  the  reputation  it  has 
received,  because  they  always  get  the  high-grade  shingle.  Our 
contention  is  that  tf  we  reestablish  some  kind  of  a  tariff  pro- 
tection  we  will  return  to  the  ctmdltion  we  were  in  when  we  had 
a  tariff.  At  that  time  we  had  no  trouble  with  American-made 
shingles.  The  American  manufacturers  received  a  sufficient 
price  to  enable  them  to  make  the  high-grade  shingles,  and  we 
had  no  trouble  at  all ;  and  our  contention  is  that  that  condition 
will  come  again. 

I  desire  again  to  call  attention  to  the  mistaken  idea  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  that  the  cedar  timber  of  the  Puget 
Sound  country  is  not  of  as  good  a  quaUty  as  the  cedar  timber  of 

Mr.  NYE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  HATmu)  In  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Washington  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota? 

Mr.  DILL.     I  do.  ..,..,..»..       _.^ 

Mr  NYE.  I  do  not  want  to  be  mlstinderstood  in  that  respect. 
I  do  not  argne  that  there  is  not  available  good  timber  in  the 
Puget  Sound  country.  I  do  argue  that  the  best  the  choice 
cedar  timber  is  not  being  used  for  shingle  manufacture. 

Mr  DILL  When  it  is  not  it  is  because  the  price  of  shingles 
In  competition  with  Canadian  shingles  is  such  that  the  cedar 
manufacturer  must  make  the  timber  into  siding  if  he  is  to  get 

any  profit  at  all. 

Let  me  call  attention  now  to  another  situation. 

There  is  an  impression  that  if  we  do  not  have  a  tariff  on 
cedar  shingles— this  is  not  a  tariff  merely  on  cedar  shingles, 
but  on  all  shingles ;  there  are  some  shingles  produced  In  other 
States  although  the  States  of  Washington  and  Oregon  produce 
most  of  them— there  is  an  impression  that  if  we  did  not  have 
a  tariff  on  shingles  it  would  conserve  our  cedar  timber.    What 

is  the  situation?  .       ^     .»,.,.      _i.  .         *  „j 

The  stand  of  cedar  timber  In  the  Northwest  Is  not  a  solid 
stand  of  cedar  trees.  The  cedar  trees  are  scattered  through 
the  forest  The  fir  and  the  hemlock  and  the  spruce  surround 
them  One  tree  in  ten,  sometimes  one  in  five,  is  a  cedar  tree. 
From  10  to  20  per  cent  of  the  stand  is  cedar.  The  high  taxes 
on  timberiands  in  the  Northwest,  the  danger  of  fire,  and,  most 
of  all  the  overripe  condition  of  our  timber,  are  compelling 
the  timber  owners  to  cut  that  timber.  They  are  going  to  cut 
the  fir  and  the  hemlock  and  the  spruce  regardless  of  whether 
there  is  any  tariff  on  shingles  or  not.  When  they  do  cut  them, 
these  cedar  trees  are  left  standing  here  and  there.  They  will 
not  stand  alone.  They  must  be  cut  down,  else  the  storms  would 
deetrov  them.  When  they  are  cut  down  the  lumberman  Is  con- 
fronted with  the  quesUon  whether  he  is  going  to  work  up  that 
cedar  into  shingles  and  cedar  lumber,  or  whether  he  }»£oingUi 
let  it  remain  as  slashings  and  bum  it ;  and  it  is  a  sad  fact  that 
In  many  cases  it  is  allowed  to  remain  as  slashings,  or,  at  least 
only  the  best  of  it  is  Uken  out  and  made  into  cedar  sidings. 

do  1  come  back  to  the  fact  that  this  Is  not  a  proposal  for  a 
tariff  on  the  lumber  of  the  Northwest    It  la  a  proposal  for  a 
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tariff  on  one  of  the  by-protlocts  that  mean*  ao  much  to  the 
Industry  itaelt  because  tlie  profit  or  the  Iom*»  on  the  cedar  lumber 
ofteutlmen  means  the  sm-c-ess  or  failure  of  a  sawmill  or  a 
community. 

Mr.  NYE.  Are  not  mills  getting  along  pretty  well  that  are 
engafCfd  In  the  manufacture  of  pruducts  other  than  shingles, 
where  the  shingle  U,  principally  speaking,  a  by-product? 

Mr.  DILL.  I  win  say  that  they  are  w»t  getting  along  ao 
badly  as  the  stilngle  manufacturers.  If  the  Senator  will  ex- 
amine the  lnct»nie-tax  reports  that  have  been  furnished  the 
Senate,  he  will  find  that,  I  think  N*-ith  two  exceptions,  every 
shingle  lomitany,  according  to  the  returns,  has  lost  money. 

It  Is  amaxlng  the  amount  they  have  kwt.  Some  of  the  lumber 
companies  have  made  w>me  money,  but  only  In  one  or  two  cases 
hare  they  made  anytliing  like  a  decent  return  on  their  invest- 
ment and  on  the  sal»«8  which  they  are  making. 

Mr.  NYE,  Mr.  President,  of  course  decreased  domestic  de- 
■oand  would  account  in  part  for  that,  would  It  not? 

Mr.  DILL.  It  would  fur  the  shingle  industry,  especially,  and 
I  come  back  again  to  the  |)oint  that  if  we  could  have  the  Ameri- 
can market,  the  fact  that  our  mills  would  not  be  idle  at  the 
expense  of  $20,000  per  month  would  in  itself  be  a  tremendous 
help  to  tlie  shingle  Indu.stry. 

Mr.  BABKLKY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DILI^     I  yield. 

Mr.  BAUKLEY.  The  Senator  may  havejdealt  with  this,  but  I 
should  like  to  have  him  advise  us.  if  be  knows.  t«>  what  extent 
sulwtltutes  for  shingles  in  the  American  market  have  curtailed 
the  market  for  domestic  shingles  aud  how  those  substitutes  com- 
pare with  the  Canadian  Importations. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  substitutt^ 
for  shingles  have  undoubtedly  lieen  responsible  In  part  for  cut- 
ting down  the  consumption  of  shingles  in  the  United  States,  and 
the  reason  Is  that  every  one  of  tliem  is  cheaper  than  shingles  as 
a  rooflug  material.  I  want  to  give  the  Senator  the  figures,  if  I 
may. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  that  connection  the  Senator  might  answer 
tills:  If  under  the  present  conditions  the  use  of  substitutes  is 
im-rea.sing  lt»x"«u.se  they  are  cheaper,  what  effect  will  an  in- 
creased tariff  have  up»>n  the  tendency  of  the  people  to  use  still 
more  substitutes  for  shingles? 

Mr.  DILL.  I  am  very  glad  the  Senator  asked  that  question. 
It  will  have  these  two  effects:  In  the  first  place,  the  tariff  will 
glvi"  us  the  American  market.  To-day  nearly  30  per  cent  of  our 
con.sumptlon  Is  imported  from  Canada.  When  the  Senator  was 
not  in  the  Chaml)er  I  referred  to  the  fact  that  90  per  cent  of  the 
shingles  pr«xluc-ed  in  Canada  for  the  lust  six  years  have  been 
iilil|)|ied  into  the  United  States  and  to-day  dO  per  cent  of 
Canada's  exjwrts  of  shingles  go  to  the  United  States. 

The  first  effect  of  the  tariff  duty  will  be  to  cut  off  that  im- 
fiortation  and  elve  the  American  manufacturerx  of  shingles  the 
American  market  to  a  large  extent.  There  will  be  some  Im- 
portations, of  coune,  but  It  will  cut  off  most  of  them,  and  that 
will  mean  that  Instead  of  our  mills  running  four  days  a  week 
they  will  run  five  or  five  and  a  half  or  six  days  a  week,  and  that 
will  make  It  pcw&ible  for  the  mills  to  save  the  thoutuinds  of 
dollars  now  lost  because  of  importations  and  the  men  to  have 
enough  wages  to  take  care  of  their  families  decently. 

I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  what  has  hap- 
pened In  the  shingle  industry  since  we  took  off  the  tariff  duty. 
In  1912,  tlie  year  t)efore  we  took  off  the  tariff  of  50  ceotit  a 
thousand,  we  imported  from  Canada  508,000,000  shingles,  or  4 
per  cent  of  our  consumption.  In  1U15,  which  seems  to  be  the 
flmt  year  for  which  we  have  complete  figures,  two  years  after 
taking  off  the  tariff,  we  imported  a  billion  and  a  half  shingles, 
or  15  per  cent  orf  our  consumption. 

I  will  omit  some  of  these  figures,  but  the  increase  is  gradual. 
In  191i>  we  imported  nearly  2.000.(X)0,000  shingles  from  Canada. 
or  18  per  cent  of  our  consumption.  In  1023  we  Importe^l 
2.T0O.0OO.O0O,  «»r  26  per  cent  of  our  C(»nsumption.  In  1926  we 
imported  3,300.000,OU).  or  29.5  per  cent  of  our  conssmptiou. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr  I^resldeut,  may  I  inquire  of  the  Senator  the 
authority  for  his  figures? 

Mr.  DILL.    The  authority  Is  a  table  of  figures  given  me  by  Mr 
K.  B.  BmusKard,  (A  the  Tariff  Commission,  in  a  letter  inclosing 
this  statement,  dated  October  25,  1929.    I  do  not  know  any  bet- 
ter authority  to  whom  I  could  go. 

Mr.  NYE.  If  I  may  ask,  what  did  he  say  tlie  1926  importa- 
tions wrtre? 

Mr.  DILL.  Three  billion  two  hundred  aud  ninety-nine  mil- 
lion. I  use  the  round  figures.  3,300.000,000.  I  use  some  round 
figures  In  my  statement. 

The  Canadian  shingle  Industry  has  grown.  Just  as  the  impor- 
tations have  grown.  St>  the  first  effect  wlU  be  to  five  us,  we 
bsilew,  aoat  of  tbc  Aiaerlcaii  aarket. 
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Let  me  take  the  other  part  of  the  Senator  s  question — namely. 
What  will  be  the  effuct  of  raising  the  price  on  cutting  down  the 
shingle  consumi>tion  even  more?  There  has  been  some  cut  in 
the  shingle  consumption.  I  think  the  Senator  will  be  inter- 
ested in  this.  In  1912  we  were  con.sumlng  twelve  and  one-half 
billion  shingles.  In  1916  we  were  consuming  ■  11,U00,000,0(X> 
shingles.  In  ll»23  we  were  consuming  10.000.000,000  shinglet*. 
In  1926  we  were  consuming  eight  and  one-lialf  billion  shingles. 
So  that  it  is  gradually  going  dowTa. 

Tlie  very  fart  that  you  can  get  substitute  roofing  more 
cheaply  than  you  can  buy  shingles  will  neceM.>«»rlly  prevent  any 
great  increase  in  the  price  of  shingles.  The  biggest  result 
from  a  tariff  on  shingles  will  not  be  V>  increase  the  price  so 
mui-h,  as  it  will  be  to  give  us  tlie  Americ*au  market. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wanted  to  remark  there 
simply  this,  that  the  redurtion  of  from  more  than  12.0tX).000,000 
shingles  in  1915  to  8.000,00O,(K)0  now  has  been  ctiiucideut  with 
the  greateeit  building  operations  ever  experienced  in  the  history 
of  the  United  States, 

Mr.  DILL.  There  is  no  question  about  the  substitutes  taking 
the  place  of  shingles,  and  that  will  continue,  but  what  we  want 
is  the  opportunity  to  furnish  what  market  there  is  from  Ameri- 
can manufacturers. 

Mr.  B.\RKLEY.  My  question  was  prompted  by  curiosity  to 
know  to  what  further  extent  the  substitutes  would  be  used  if 
we  increased  the  price  of  shingles  to  the  American  consumer. 
We  can  observe  just  by  looking  around  us  in  the  new  develop- 
mtnts  in  almost  any  city  the  number  of  houses  that  are  now 
being  covered  with  slate,  and  with  asbestos,  and  with  other 
substitutes.     It  is  really  remarkable. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  very  best  argument  that  can  be  made  to 
prove  that  a  tariff  will  not  greatly  increase  the  price  of  shin- 
gles Is  the  argument  the  Senator  is  bringing  forward  about 
substitutes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  arguing;  I  am  seeking  infor- 
mation. 

Mr.  DILL.  But  the  Senator  is  giving  a  fact,  which  is  the 
best  argument,  as  to  why  a  tariff  will  not  greatly  increase  the 
price  of  shingles.  It  is  because  if  It  does  increase  it  very  much, 
the  substitutes  will  still  further  8Ui)i>lant  shingles,  and  that,  we 
maintain,  is  the  very  reason  why  the  price  will  not  greatly 
increase. 

Mr.  NYE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  am  more  than  a  little  interested  In  the  Senator's 
disclosure  of  a  moment  ago  of  the  imiwrts  of  Canadian  shingles. 
He  iiuotes  one  m«>niber  of  the  Tariff  Commission  as  being 
authority  for  the  assertion  that  there  were  something  over 
three  billions  of  Imports  in  1926.  and  in  the  volume  which  each 
Senator  has  on  his  desk,  being  a  Summary  of  Tariff  Informa- 
tion  

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  am  glad  the  Senator  Is  referring 
to  that.  I  made  a  mi-stake  in  the  column.  The  figures  should 
have  been  2,492.000.000.  I  was  giving  the  Canadian  production 
instead  of  the  Canadian  Importations.  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
corrected  me.  But  the  percentage  Is  the  same,  29.5  iier  cent. 
The  percentage  of  consumption  that  is  imported  is  just  the 
same.    I  misread  the  column. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  has  the  percentage  of  im- 
portations, as  comiwred  with  the  consumption  of  shingles  In  the 
United  States,  Inrrt-astHl  so  much  as  the  proportion  of  importa- 
tions to  the  total  consumption  of  shingles?  If  there  had  been 
no  increase  at  all  In  Importations,  the  percentage  would  have 
gone  up. 

Mr.  DILL.  Somewhat,  but  not  nearly  so  much,  because  for 
1912  there  were  only  5O.s,(KX),fK)0  shingles  brought  in,  and  In 
1926  there  were  2.492,00<MX>0  brought  in,  nearly  a  400  per  cent 

0 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  What  I  had  In  mind  was  this,  that  If  there 
had  been  no  increa.««e  at  all  in  the  lmiM>rtation  of  shingles  the 
proportion  of  importations  to  domestic  u.se  would  have  grown. 

Mr.  DILL.  If  there  Is  some  method  by  which  we  can  keep 
the  Canadian  importations  down  to  600,000,000,  as  tliey  were  in 
1912,  vfe  would  not  need  a  tariff  so  badb'. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Yuu  would  accept  that  as  a  compromise? 

Mr.  DILL.  We  would  accept  that,  if  the  Senator  ctmld  find 
8*tme  way  to  shut  out  all  but  500.0(X),000  of  the  Canadian 
shingles,  because  we  would  take  our  chances  then,  when  our 
mills  could  run  six  days  a  week  instead  of  four. 

Now,  I  want  to  call  attention  to  another  fact.  Some  years  ago 
there  was  a  great  agitation  in  this  country  becau.se  of  the 
oriental  cheap  labor  from  China  that  came  Into  the  Pacific 
coast  area.  We  passed  a  law  to  exclude  the  Chinaman.  Yet 
after  an  Investigation  made  la  192S  ttte  Tariff  Commission  has 
this  to  sajr,  on  page  20 : 


Th€  oatstandiiig  difference  betw<>en  Ubor  conditions  In  the  ahinsle 
Indoatriefl  on  the  opportte  sides  of  tbe  Interoatlonsl  boundary  line  la 
the  fact  that  oriental  labor,  chiefly  Chinese,  la  employed  to  a  large 
extent  in  Brltigh  Columbia  and  acarcelj  at  aU  in  Waahlngtoa  and 
Oregon. 

Twenty-flve  mills  In  British  Columbia,  representing  about  75  per  cent 
of  the  ahingle  machlneg  reported  aa  in  existence  in  that  Province  In 
1925  and  a  much  larger  proportion  of  shingle  production,  la  reports  to 
the  Brltiab  Columbia  Shingle  Manufacturers'  Association,  ahow  that  In 
19-'6.  •  •  •  46  per  cent  were  orlenUl,  mainly  Chinese,  and  55  per 
cent  were  white.  Table  9  shows  for  eadi  of  the  26  companies  and  for 
all  of  them  combined  the  distribution  of  oriental  and  white  labor  be- 
tween packers,  sawyers,  and  general  labor. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yldd? 
Mr.  DILL.    I  yield.  . 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  brief  whidi  was  sub- 
mitted by  various  persons  opposed  to  the  lowering  of  the  duty 
on  red-cedar  shingles,  and  in  connection  with  the  matter  the 
Senator  has  just  mentioned  I  find  tills  question  No.  13: 

Is  the  employment  of  orienUl  labor  in  the  shingle  mills  of  British 
Columbia  a  re»iBon  for  protective  tariff  to  protect  labor  in  Waahington 
and  Oregon? 

The  answer  which  is  given  here  is  this: 

Tt  18  not.  Oriental  labor  is  decreaslngly  employed  in  British  Colum- 
bia. A  Uttle  of  It  Is  employed  in  Washington  and  Oregon.  In  most 
eountricB  the  tendency  has  been  away  from  it,  but  the  important  point 
Is  that  oriental  labor  is  paid  as  well,  particularly  on  fine  labor,  or  even 
better  than  the  white  labor.  Conspquejitly  it  does  not  enter  as  a  com- 
petitive factor,  and  docs  not  have  any  eCTect  on  the  wages  of  employment 
In  Washington  and  Oregon.  It  becomes  a  purely  Canadian  question 
from  this  point  of  view,  and  not  an  argtimcnt  for  a  protective  tariff. 
Just  as  the  employment  of  100.000  negroes  in  the  lumber  industry  in 
the  South  Is  a  purely  domestic  question  in  the  United  States. 

I  present  thLs  merely  because  it  appears  to  be  signed  by  a 
very  large  number  of  lumber  concerns  in  my  State. 
Mr.  DILL.    Lumber  dealers,  I  may  say. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Lumber  dealers.  It  is  what  they  have  to 
say  about  the  question  of  oriental  labor. 

Mr.  DILL.  In  the  first  place,  there  Is  no  oriental  labor 
employed  in  the  milhj  of  Washington,  and,  so  far  as  I  know, 
none  in  Oregon.  In  the  second  place.  It  is  true  that  there  are 
certain  Chinese  laborers,  particularly  packers,  in  Canada,  who 
get  as  good  wages  as  do  the  white  laborers.  But  that  is  not 
true  of  all  the  Chinese  by  any  manner  of  means. 

I  want  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  what  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission said  about  this  on  page  22,  table  10.  After  very  careful 
study  they  give  the  average  daily  wage  of  all  the  employees  in 
the  mills  of  Canada  and  the  United  States.  They  observe  that 
they  found  that  in  all  of  them  they  were  higlier  in  Wasliington 
and  Oregon,  except  the  millwright,  the  engineer,  and  the  flier. 
They  received  more  in  Canada  than  they  did  In  the  United 
States.  A  millwright  got  |1J»  more  a  day.  An  engineer  got 
64  cents  more  a  day.  A  filer  got  4  cents  more  a  day.  But  in 
the  United  States  the  tallyman  got  23  cents  more  a  day,  the 
boom  man  38  cents  more  a  day,  the  fireman  got  67  cents  more  a 
day,  the  cut-off  men  got  81  cents  more  a  day,  the  knee  bolter 
90  cents  more  a  day,  the  block  pUer  03  cents  more  a  day.  the 
common  laborer  $1  more  a  day,  and  the  deck  man  $1.18  naore 
a  day. 

For  a  5-machine  mill,  which  hi  the  ordinary  shin^e  mill,  the 
cost  in  British  Columbia  per  day  was  $71.48  and  in  the  United 
States  $83.45,  showing  that  the  American  mill  costs  $11.97  more 
to  run  than  the  Canadian  mill. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  In  that  connection  the  same  brief  states 
tliat  at  the  time  the  Tariff  Commission  made  Its  report,  from 
which  the  Senator  was  quoting,  $3  was  the  minimum  for  com- 
mon labor  in  the  shingle  mills  of  Canada,  whereas  $4  was  the 
prevailing  rate  In  Washington  and  Oregon,  but  since  that  time 
Canada  has  enacted  a  minimum  wage  law  which  fixes  $3i20  as 
the  minimum  for  eight  hours  common  labor,  and  it  averages 
about  $3.75,  while  in  Washington  the  rate  is  still  $4. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  since  tiiat  brief 
was  written,  I  take  it,  that  law  has  been  declared  Invalid  in 
Canada. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  That  puts  this  statement  out  of  court, 
then. 

*  Mr.  DILL.    Yea.    I  assume  it  had  not  been  done  when  the 
brief  was  written  or  they  would  not  have  made  the  statement. 
Mr.  COPELAND.    I  am  not  sure  what  Is  the  date  of  the 
brief. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  take  it  that  they  did  not  know  of  tJiat  fact, 
because  It  la  a  recent  decision. 


Mr.  COPELAND.  The  contention  of  the  Senator  Is  that 
there  is  a  positive  and  substantial  difference  in  wage  between 

the  two  countries?  .»_..■._ 

Mr.  DILL.  There  is  no  doubt  about  it.  Everybody  agrees  to 
that,  and  most  of  all  the  importations  would  prove  it  When 
Canada  can  ship  into  this  cocntry  30  per  cent  of  our  consump- 
tion, there  must  be  some  reason,  e^iiecially  when  the  tinil)er 
comes  from  the  same  region. 

I  want  to  call  attention  to  one  otliw  tiling  about  the  timber. 
As  I  said  a  while  ago,  cedar  timlwT  in  the  United  States  is 
scattered  tlirough  the  forests,  1  tree  in  10  or  1  tree  in  S, 
aud  wlien  w«  cut  down  the  hemlock  or  spruce  or  fir  the  cedar 
trees  must  be  cut  down  and  must  be  worked  up  then  or  tliey  are 
wasted.  In  Canada  there  are  whole  bodies  of  cedar  timb», 
great  areas  of  nothing  but  cedar,  and  they  log  It  as  cedar.  But 
that  Is  not  all.  In  the  United  States  our  timber  owners  must 
pay  a  very  suljstanUal  tax  every  year  of  $1.60,  which  I  thhik  is 
the  average  tax  per  acre  on  our  timber.  In  Canada  it  is  22 
CMits  per  acre.  In  addition  to  that,  our  timber  owners  must 
IMiy  interest  on  the  investment  if  we  own  the  land.  In  Canada 
the  private  companies  or  individuals  do  not  own  the  land.  The 
Government  owns  the  land,  and  the  timber  is  cut  on  leases  or 
licenses,  and  they  do  not  pay  anything  on  the  lease  or  the 
license  until  they  cut  the  timber  off.  They  pay  a  severance  tax, 
as  it  is  called,  after  they  have  aaid  the  timber.  That  amounts  to 
a  reasonable  sum,  ranging  from  75  cents  to  $1.66  per  thousand. 

But  remember  that  in  all  this  period  while  the  American  tim- 
ber owner  has  lieen  paying  his  taxes  and  paying  interest  on  his 
Investment  and  looking  after  fire  protection  the  Canadian  shingle 
producer  has  not  bad  to  do  any  of  those  things.  His  land  Is 
owned  by  the  Government.  If  he  has  a  lease  on  it  he  only 
pays  22  cents  an  acre  tax,  and  he  does  not  pay  anything  more 
until  he  cuts  off  the  timber  and  sells  it,  and  then  he  pays  a 
small  severance  tax.  Oonseqnently  we  have  that  difference  en- 
tering into  the  cost  of  raw  material  in  Canada  and  in  the 
United  States. 

Now  I  want  to  talk  for  a  moment  about  another  phase  of  the 
situation  that  has  not  been  discussed  very  much. 
Mr.  STEIWTER.     Mr.  President 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington yield  to  the  Senator  frcHu  Oregon? 
Mr.  DILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  STBIWER.  Wliile  the  Senator  is  discussing  the  ques- 
tion of  relative  costs,  is  he  taking  into  consideration  the  dlffer- 
Mices  in  oost  of  transportation  after  tiie  shingle  has  been  manu- 
factured? 

Mr.  DILL.  I  mentioned  a  wliile  ago  that  it  cost  about  12 
cents  per  thousand  shingles  less  from  British  Colombia  around 
through  the  canal,  because  the  tramp  steamers  will  carry  at  a 
cheaper  duirter  rate  than  our  American  coastwiae  flipping, 
which  we  are  compelled  to  use  in  flipping  our  shingles  and 
lumber. 

Mr.  STBIWER.  I  was  oot  of  the  Chamber  momentarily  and 
missed  the  Senator's  statemttit.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  Ameri- 
can cost  of  water  transportation  is  made  mxtre  or  leas  beyond 
ledoction  and  beyond  the  control  of  anyone  concerned  by  rea- 
son of  our  coastwise  shipping  law? 

Mr.  DILL.  Yes ;  and  tlie  tramp  steamen  will  take  anything 
they  can  get  In  order  to  have  sometlilng  to  haul  around  to  the 
Atlantic  side. 

Mr.  STEIWEB.    That  la  to  say,  there  is  a  difference  in  tbe 
coat  of  transportation  tliat  Is  beyond  remedyt 
Mr.  DILL.    Abaolutely. 

Mr.  STBIWER.    Is  it  not  true  also  that  tliis  difference  which 
is  beyond  remedy  la  imposed— and  rig^tiy,  I  think,  bat  that  is 
not  the  qnestioo  Just  now — by  the  act  of  onr  own  Oovemment 
in  passing  our  ooaatwiae  shipitog  law? 
Mr.  DIUL    I  think  that  la  true. 

Mr.  STBIWER.  la  the  Senator  prepared  to  state  whether 
or  not,  if  there  were  parity  In  coat  of  transportatloo,  tbe 
American  manofaettirerB  could  absorb  the  difference  in  the  cost 
and  still  maintain  their  own  market? 

Btr.  DILL.  If  we  liad  a  tariff  protection  snflieient  to  meet 
the  differences  In  coat  of  production,  I  think  we  could  absorb 
much  of  it  But  the  trouble  is  now  that  we  have  a  hijE^er  eort 
of  labor,  a  higher  coat  of  logs,  and  a  hl^ier  cost  of  transporta- 
tion,  and  we  can  not  absorb  them  all. 

Mr  STBIWER.  I  can  not  help  but  observe  in  connection 
with  that  matter  that  although  other  differences  in  cost  may 
be  variable  and  may  diminish  from  time  to  time,  this  particular 
item  in  difference  of  coat  will  remain  InvartaMe  as  long  as  oar 
Government  maintains  iU  present  legislative  course,  and  we 
may  know  now  that  for  an  indefinite  time  in  the  future  and 
poaslUy  for  all  tinae  tbe  American  producer  who  ships  oat  of 
T^nget  Soand  and  oat  of  the  OriomMa  Blrer  and  other  port* 
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«poa  the  eoMt  of  Omum  and  Waihin«ton  will  be  rafferlng  this 
disparity  iB  cost  of  tranaporUtion. 

Mr.  DILL.    I  thank  the  Senator  for  that  aoggeatloo. 

Mr.  BLACK.    Mr.  PreddeDt 

Tb«i  PRBdlDINO  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington yield  to  the  Heuator  from  Alabama? 

Mr.  DILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BLACK.  la  It  true  that  the  Canadian  shingles  bring  a 
higher  price  than  Waahingtoo  and  Oregon  shingles? 

Mr.  DILL.  Tes.  it  is  true  that  they  are  quoted  at  a  slightly 
higher  price  tlian  the  American  shingle,  and  the  reason  is  first. 
that  they  hare  the  repuUUon  of  always  being  high-grade 
shingles.  Canadian  mills  always  make  a  larger  percentage  of 
kigb-grade  ahlngles  than  we  do  on  the  American  side,  and  that 
reputatlnn  has  helped  to  enable  them  always  to  get  a  higher 
price-  But  the  facts  are  that  while  they  quote  higher  prices, 
yet  wht-tt  they  get  a  little  surplus  on  hand  they  unload  at  lesH 
than  Che  cost  of  production  on  this  aide  of  the  line.  That 
occnrs  continuously  and  breaks  the  market  for  the  American 
producer. 

Mr,  BLACK.  Is  the  amount  of  the  tarifT  which  the  Senator 
proposes  by  amendnient.  or  which  is  proposed  by  amendment 
of  the  committee,  so  much  that  it  would  make  up  the  difference 
in  selling  price? 

Mr.  DILL.  The  difference  as  we  figure  in  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction. Including  labor,  logs,  and  transportation.  In  Canada 
and  the  United  SUtes  is  about  40  cents.  A  20  per  cent  Urlff 
would  just  about  equal  that  difference.  The  House  amend- 
ment was  28  per  cent,  and  the  reason  why  it  was  25  per  cent 
was  that  half  of  our  shingle  manufacturers  have  gone  bankrupt 
since  1913  and  the  other  half  of  them  are  lo^ng  money  so  fast 
that  they  are  Just  hanging  on  by  their  eyelashes  hoping  that 
we  will  gire  them  a  tariff.  It  was  thought  that  a  5  per  cent 
additional  protection  was  de^tiraMe  by  the  House  of  Bepre- 
sentatiTes.  I  want  to  be  perfectly  frank  with  the  S^iator  and 
with  tite  Senate,  that  as  nearly  as  we  can  figure  It  out,  the 
real  difference  is  about  20  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BLACK.     May  I  ask  one  further  question? 

Mr.  DILL.     Certainly. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Does  the  bill,  as  reported  by  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee,  still  carry  a  duty  on  asbestos  shingles? 

Mr.  DILL.  Yes;  and  I  am  glad  the  Senator  mentioned  that. 
I  want  to  giTe  the  Senator  the  facts  about  the  tariff  on  sub- 
stitutes. There  are  a  number  of  roofing  substitutes  than  can 
be  used  instead  of  shingles.  It  is  a  significant  fact  that  the 
bill  as  reported  both  by  the  House  committee  and  by  the  Senate 
committee  places  a  tariff  on  every  one  of  the  substitutes.  There 
is  a  tariff  on  asbestos  of  1  cent  a  pound,  a  tariff  on  slate  of 
15  per  cent  ad  ralorera,  a  tariff  on  tin  and  corrugated  iron 
of  ao  per  cent  ad  valorem,  a  tariff  on  tiles  of  30  per  cent  ad 
raloreaa,  and  a  tariff  on  roofing  poper  ot  10  par  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  VANDENBERQ.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wash 
ington  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  DILL     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDBNBKKO.  What  are  those  same  items  In  the  exist- 
ing law?    Will  the  Senator  kindly  Indicate  as  he  goes  along? 

Mr.  DILL  I  think  nearly  all  are  in  existing  law,  but  I  am 
not  certain  about  it.  I  will  try  to  look  It  up.  I  think  there 
are  one  or  two  small  increases.  The  point  I  am  making  is  that 
we  give  tariff  protection  to  the  manufacturer  who  produces 
every  substitute  for  shingles,  but  we  refu.«e  to  give  tariff  pro- 
tei-tion  to  the  sliingie  manufacturer  when  there  is  an  importa- 
tion of  nearly  30  per  cent  in  the  shingle  industry  and  practi 
tally  inconsiderable,  or  so  inconsiderable  that  they  are  hardly 
worth  notice,  importations  in  the  other  industries.  Here  is  an 
industry  where  we  have  the  timber,  where  we  have  the  ma- 
chinery, where  we  have  the  investment,  and  where  we  have  the 
laboring  men  anxious  and  ready  to  work,  and  yet  Congress  is 
refusing  to  protect  them  because  they  are  in  the  shingle  in- 
dustry when  we  have  protected  the  ownas  and  the  laborers  in 
every  other  industry  that  competes  with  them. 

If  we  had  an  importation  of  onl>'  1  or  2  or  10  or  even  15 
per  cent,  it  woald  not  be  so  bad:  but  when  the  importations 
tliat  come  in  an-  so  great  that  they  compel  idleness  for  one- 
third  of  the  time  In  the  American  manufacturers'  mills,  it 
seems  to  me  that  If  any  industry  in  the  country  has  a  case  for 
a  tariff  it  is  the  shlngie  industry  of  the  United  States. 

Now  I  want  to  talk  about  what  Canada  docs  with  reference 
to  the  situation.  I  am  interested  in  the  fact  that  the  bill  gives 
a  15  per  cent  ad  valorem  tariff  on  maple  flooring  and  the  rea- 
son— as  I  read  it  at  the  time  in  the  Associated  Press  dispatch — 
why  the  conunittee  gave  that  rate  is  that  Canada  has  a  tariff  on 
our  mapie  chat  go«s  over  there.  They  have  a  tariff  on  our 
lumber  that  goet«  over  there.  They  have  a  tariff  of  2S  per  cent 
on  our  cedar  lumber  that  goes  into  Canada.    There  is  no  tariff 


on  our  shingles,  hecatise  they  ship  into  the  United  States  90 
per  cent  of  all  the  shingles  they  export.  Why  should  they  have 
a  tariff  on  our  shingles?  They  have  placed  an  export  tariff 
on  their  logs.  Think  of  that !  Ten  per  cent  of  the  timberlands 
in  Canada  are  Crown-grant  lands.  All  logs  coming  from  lands 
in  Canada  not  Crown-grant  lands'  must  i)ay  |1  per  thou.sand 
export  tax. 

In  1922  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  put  an  Import 
duty  on  the  Canadian  logs  that  must  pay  an  export  duty.  If 
there  was  anything  worse  that  they  could  have  done  to  hurt 
the  shingle  Industry,  I  do  not  know  what  It  could  have  been. 
The  logs  that  come  from  the  Crown-grant  land  imported  into  tho 
United  States  come  in  free.  Only  about  10  per  cent  of  the  lands 
there  produce  such  logs.  Logs  coming  from  other  lands  must 
pay  an  export  duty  of  $1  per  thousand  feet  and  must  pay  $1  per 
thousand  feet  import  duty  on  this  side  of  the  line.  The  Con- 
gress In  1922  put  a  tariff  on  the  raw  material  that  our  mills  on 
E^get  Sound  might  buy  from  Canada  and  left  shingles,  the 
manufactured  product,  on  the  free  list. 

Is  it  any  wonder  that  a  rapid  Increase  in  the  Importation  of 
shingles  has  been  made?  Canada  protects  her  people  not  only 
by  a  tariff  on  lumber  that  shuts  out  American  lumber  but  by 
putting  an  export  tariff  on  the  logs  that  we  might  take  across 
the  line  and  manufacture  over  here. 

Yet  I  hear  the  argument  made  that  we  must  not  put  a  tariff 
on  shingles  because  we  will  stop  the  Canadian  buying  power. 
What  about  that  argument?  I  recognize  it  is  an  argument 
that  ought  to  be  considered  at  first  blush.  Canada  exports  to 
the  United  States  last  year  were  $492,000,000.  They  exported 
something  over  2,500,000,000  shingles,  which  were  worth,  I  think, 
about  $7,000,000.  Canada  also  exp<irted  about  $11,000,000  worth 
of  cedar  lumber.  So  there  would  be  only  about  seventeen  or  eigh- 
teen million  dollars  out  of  exports  amounting  to  $492,000,000 
from  Canada  which  could  not  come  to  this  country  iif  we  placed 
an  embargo  on  shingles  by  our  tariff.  That  is  what  it  amounts 
to ;  yet  that  is  held  up  as  a  bugaboo,  as  destroying  Canada's 
buying  power  in  this  country.  The  shutting  off  of  a  consid- 
erable percentage  of  that  exportation  of  Canada  into  the  United 
States  will  mean  the  difference  between  existence  for  the 
shingle  industry  in  the  Northwest  and  bankruptcy,  Into  which 
it  is  fast  going. 

Now  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  fight  ttat  is 
being  made  for  a  tariff  on  shingles  i.s  being  made  on  behalf  of 
the  common  citizens  who  work  in  the  shingle  mills  and  who 
work  otherwise  In  the  industry.  We  employ  about  10,000  men 
in  the  State  of  Washington  in  the  shingle  mills.  While  1  am 
on  that  subject  I  may  say  that  the  State  of  Washington  pro- 
duces by  far  the  largest  amount  of  cedar  shingles. 

The  State  of  Oregon  produces  the  next  largest  amount,  shout 
500,000,000,  I  think,  and  the  remainder  of  the  country  produces 
only  a  few  million  here  and  there,  scattered  throughout  the 
country. 

Referring  to  the  Weyerhauser  holdings  of  timber  in  the  North- 
west, I  am  informed  they  are  about  27  per  cent  in  Washington 
and  4  per  cent  in  Oregon.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  read  rome 
telegrams  which  have  come  to  me  during  the  past  few  days  from 
the  mills  themselves,  since  it  became  known  that  the  subject 
was  coming  up  in  the  Senate.  Here  is  a  telegram  from  J.  A. 
Loggie,  president  of  the  Whatcom  Falls  Mill  Co.,  which  is  located 
at  Bellingham,  Wash. : 

We  and  ottier  cedar  lumber  and  shingle  ouinufacturefB  have  been 
curtailing  oatpat  for  past  thre«  years.  Many  our  men  idle  in  ronse- 
qarace.  A  duty  on  our  products  would  give  immediate  relief  wnen  we 
are  competing  with  British  Columbia  logs  and  lower  labor  cost.  There- 
fore urge  immediate  passage  tarltt  bill. 

Whatcom  Fauia  Mill  Co., 
J.   A    LOQGiB,  President. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  the  Skagit  Mill  Co.,  of  Lyman, 
Wash. : 

Our  shingle  mill  has  operated  52  per  cent  production  for  this  year, 
and  at  ail  times  we  have  had  an  excesH  of  cedar  logs.  Have  a  surplus 
of  log*  to  make  20,000.000  shingles.  Sawmill  has  operated  so  far  on 
77  per  cent  production,  and  will  be  not  to  exceed  ."iO  per  cent  for  bal- 
ance of  year.  Canadian  mills,  on  account  of  crop  conditions  on  prairies, 
now  dumping  stock  in  States.  Confronted  by  most  ^lerluus  situation  in 
years. 

Skaoit  mill  Co. 

The  surplus  of  high-grade  shingles  In  the  Northwest,  accord- 
ing to  a  survey  made  a  few  days  ago,  shows  there  are  70,- 
000,000  hi^-grade  shingles  for  which  there  Is  no  sale  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  NYB.  Mr.  President,  d'les  the  Senator  say  that  there 
Is  a  surplus  of  high-grade  shingles  for  which  there  Is  no  sale  at 
this  time? 


Mr  DILL.    There  are  about  70,000,000  high-grade  shingle*— 

and   considerably   more   than   that   of   low-grade  shingles— for 

which  there  is  no  sale  at  this  time.  ^     _^,.i,   *».» 

Mr.   NYE.     Are  those  the  shingles  which  comply  with   the 

requirements  of  the  shingle-staining  Industry? 

Mr  DILL  The  shingle-stalning  Industry  cerUlnly  uses  them. 
Let  me  make  this  clear :  American  mills  and  American  workmen 
can  make  and  do  make  as  fine  shingles  as  were  ever  made  In 
Canada,  and  the  only  reason  why  they  are  making  a  targer  yer- 
centoge  of  low-grade  shingles  is  that  they  can  cut  low-grade 
shingles  cheaper  and  use  all  of  the  log,  which  they  are  com- 
pelled to  do  in  order  to  meet  the  competition  f^om  across  the 
line  If  we  have  a  tariff  so  that  they  can  eliminate  the  lo^ 
caused  by  idleness  and  can  get  a  few  more  cents  per  thousand, 
they  will  be  able  to  and  will  produce  the  high-grade  shingles, 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  a  great  many  people  want 
the  low-grade  shingles.  They  want  them  because  they  are 
cheaper ;  they  want  to  put  them  on  to  last  for  a  few  years.  So 
there  is  a  demand  for  low-grade  shingles.  Canada  makes  low- 
grade  shingles  which  she  sells  in  this  country,  but  her  high- 
grade  shingles  have  won  such  a  reputation  that  Canada  Is  known 
as  the  high-grade  shingle  country. 

Mr.  NYE.  The  Senator  has  just  spoken  of  keeping  the  men 
engaged  in  the  shingle  industry  occupied  and  busy:  I  agree 
with  him  tliat  that  is  a  desirable  object;  but  does  he  attempt 
to  attribute  the  cause  to  tl>e  shutdown  of  the  mills  now  and 
then? 

Mr.  DII-L.    Will  the  Senator  repeat  his  question? 

Mr.   NYE.    What  is  the  occasion  for  the  shutdown  of  the 

shingle  mills?  ^  »,     j, 

Mr.  DILL.  The  oversupply  of  shingles  that  can  not  be  dis- 
posed of. 

Mr.  NYE.  Is  It  not  true  that  at  times  it  is  because  of  a 
lack  or  inadequacy  of  the  supply  of  cedar  logs? 

Mr.  DILL.     I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  have  before  me  here  a  cliw>ing  from  Timberman, 
of  the  Issue  of  July,  1929,  dated  at  Seattle,  in  which  is  contained 
this  interesting  information : 

The  shingle  market  is  very  strong,  due  to  many  mills  being  closed 
•  and  some  operathig  only  part  time  by  reason  of  the  scarcity  of  cedar 
logs,  which  will  probably  be  short  In  supply  most  of  the  snmmer. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  are  some 
mills  on  Puget  Sound  that  get  their  logs  from  Canada;  they 
Import  them  from  Canada ;  and  that  would  apply  to  those  mills ; 
but  those  are  small  mills  with  few  machines  and  not  the  large 

(At  this  point  Mr.  Dill  yielded  to  Mr.  Fess,  who  suggestott 
the  absence  of  a  quorum ;  and  the  roll  was  called.  Mr.  Fbbs 
then  presented  the  credentials  of  Hon.  Roscob  C.  McCulloch  as 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Ohio.) 

Mr.  DILL.  When  I  yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio  to  per- 
mit the  swearing  In  of  his  colleague.  I  was  Jast  beginning  to 
read  some  of  the  telegrams  that  I  have  received  from  the  shingle 
mills  of  my  State  on  this  subject.  I  desire  to  continue  to  read 
some  of  them,  becaase  they  are  informative  as  to  a  condition 
that  is  quite  desperate  in  this  Industry. 

I  have  this  telegram  from  the  Palmer  Lumber  &  Manufactur- 
ing Co.,  of  Chehalis,  Wash. 

Chshaub,  Wash.,  October  *,  JM9. 

Hon.  C.  C.  Dill, 

United  States  Senator,  Waihinffton,  D.  C: 
We  are  trying  to  keep  going,  and  the  support  of  100  families  depends 
on  It.  September,  1927,  we  shipped  71  cars ;  same  period  1928,  49  ;  and 
this  year,  34.  We  can  trace  some  of  this  shrinkage  directly  to  Canadian 
competition.  We  were  oWlged  to  refuse  business  at  Canadian  quota- 
tions this  year,  their  prices  being  less  than  our  costs.  Yon  can  readily 
forewe  what  will  happen  to  us  and  this  community  if  this  situation  is 
not  corrected  by  a  tariff. 

Palmes  Ldmbsb  ft  MANorAcnnuMO  Co. 


I  have  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Bergstrom,  of  a  shingle  mill  in 

Everett,  as  follows : 

BvBKBTT,  Wash.,  October  S,  919. 

Senator  C.  C.  Dill. 

United  Statet  Benate,  Wmthinvton,  D.  C: 
Have  only  operated  76  per  cent  capacity  September.  Atoo  plan  only 
75  per  cent  capacity  October;  but  looks  like  be  forced  to  take  even 
greater  curtailment  Under  oonditlons,  if  we  do  not  semre  the  neces- 
sary protection  feel  satiaAed  the  cedar  Industry  Is  practically  facing 
bankruptcy.  This  for  your  iaformatloo  so  yoo  appreciate  and  under- 
stand troe  oonditlons. 

C.  B.  LnicBn  ft  Shutgls  Co. 

'Bwmovmau. 

I  have  one  from  the  Chamber  of  CtMnmerce  of  the  dty  of 
Raymond,  down  on  the  Pacific  Ocean: 


Batvoxo,  Wash.,  Auonti  it,  aa. 

Senator  C.  C.  Ditx., 

«DI  Bnttnn  BuiUUnff,  Bpokane,  WauK: 
The  workers  and  their  dependents  of  this  community  »r*  alck  of  70 
per  c<-nt  employment  and  living  while  oriental  laborers  of  our  northern 
competlton  enjoy  fnU-time  employment  We  can  not  continue  to  main- 
tain homes  and  schools  in  Pacific  coast  lumber  distrlcU  under  soch 
conditions.  You  should  take  the  position  that  If  American  shinies  and 
lumber  are  not  to  be  protected,  then  there  should  be  no  protective  tariff 
bill.     To  refnae  to  protect  our  industries  is  discrimination. 

Batmond  CHAUBsa  or  CoKMcaca. 

I  subscribe  heartily  to  the  last  statement.  If  we  are  going  to 
have  a  protective-tariff  system  to  protect  men  engaged  in  other 
industries,  to  protect  investments  in  other  industries,  I  submit 
that  the  showing  that  has  been  made  here  to-day  justifies  giving 
first  consideration  to  the  shingle  industry.  If  we  are  to  leave 
out  a  tariff  on  shingles,  then  we  ought  to  tear  down  the  turifl 
wall  that  protects  every  other  kind  of  maiiufacture. 

I  read  a  tel^ram  from  the  Willapa  Lumber  Co. : 

RAT  MONO,  Wash.,  October  tt,  Ot$, 

Senator  C  C.  Diti^ 

"Waahtngion,  D.  O.: 
To  date  our  lumber  plant  has  lost  one-fllth  of  working  days  because 
of  market  conditions.  This  parallels  experience  of  past  three  years,  and 
we  can  not  expect  to  run  more  than  90  per  cent  of  working  days 
remainder  of  year.  Otir  shingle  plant  has  lost  25  per  cent  of  operating 
days  to  date  and  will  not  operate  more  ttian  60  per  cent  balance  of 
year.  These  are  1-shift  operations  employing  500  men.  The  effect  on 
local  business  and  community  building  enterprise  Is  easily  Tlsoallsed. 
American  markets  have  been  cut  from  under  by  foreign  competition. 

Are  we  to  get  relief? 

Wn^LAPA  LnMBBS  Co. 

This  Is  not  a  little  mill  with  five  machines  in  IL  This  is  a 
mill  employing  500  men. 

I  submit  that  Congress,  by  Its  own  act  In  1922,  made  condi- 
tions worse,  because  it  put  a  tariff  upon  Imported  logs,  the  raw 
material,  and  gave  us  no  tariff  on  the  manufactured  product, 
namely,  cedar  shingles.  .^     .    ^  .». 

I  have  here  a  telegram  from  W.  A.  Carlisle,  president  of  the 
Carlisle  Lumber  Co.,  of  Onalaska,  one  of  the  big  lumber  and 
shingle  companies  of  tliat  country: 

Onalaska,  Wash.,  Ootaber  n,  IMM. 

Hon.  C.  C.  Dill, 

Vwited  Btatea  Benator,  WashinffUm,  D.  O.: 
Our  atolngle  miU  here  has  operated  less  than  25  per  cent  of  the  time 
during  the  past  six  years  on  account  of  low  prices  arising  from  (^nadUn 
competition.  The  majority  of  all  the  ahingle  operations  have  had  the 
same  experience.  Our  plant  Is  Idle  now.  The  effects  are  deplorable  on 
lumber  and  business.     We  earnestly  urge  your  strongest  effort  to  fet 

shingles  on  the  tariff  list. 

W.  A.  Cablislb, 

President  OartUU  Lmwtber  Oo. 
I  have  here  a  telegram  from  the  Carbon  River  Shingle  Co., 

of  Fairfax,  Wash. :  «  «,  -„    rx^^tu^  «.  «dm 

FAtsraz,  Wash.,  Ootooer  u,  XK>. 

Senator  C.  C.  Dill, 

Watihinoton,  D.  C: 

Owing  to  foreign  competition  our  warehouses  are  overflowing  with 

high  grade  shingles  which  we  can  not  market.     The  shingle  Industry  of 

Washington  and  Oregon  must  have  Immediate  tariff  protection  or  we  are 

doomed.     We  have  been  forced  to  run  for  the  last  several  months  on  a 

curtailed  basis. 

Cabboh  Rivna  Bhinols  Co.« 
EL  Bl  HiTLiMO,  Pre»ident. 

High-grade  shingles  are  the  kind  of  shini^es  that  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Ntb]  Is  talking  about,  used  by  shingle 
stalners,  who  put  them  on  the  market.  I  come  back  again  to 
the  fact  that  the  reason  for  the  curtailment  Is  that  almost  30 
per  cent  of  the  shingles  consumed  are  Imported  from  across  the 

International  boundary.  „   „    ,„       ^  t^,.-^-™^ 

I  have  here  a  telegram  from  J.  B.  Bnck°er,  of  Longview— a 
town  which,  when  I  was  elected  to  the  Senate  the  first  ttme,  did 
not  exist.  There  was  not  a  single  vote  in  the  area  where  the 
town  of  Longvlew  now  stands,  while  in  the  last  election  more 
than  a  thousand  votes  were  cast  there.  It  is  one  of  the  wonder 
towns  of  the  West;  and  if  you  ever  go  West  It  Is  one  of  the 
marvels  of  that  part  of  the  country  which  you  should  be  sure 

^  ^^^  Loiravnw,  Wash.,  October  IS,  tn$. 

C.  C.  Dill, 

United  Btatea  Benator,  Waahtnffton.  D.  C: 
Baw-mlUand  sWngle^mlH  workers  this  vicinity  nnaWe  towortt  over  70 
ner  cent  of  the  time  account  of  curtailment  due  to  Uek  of  tariff  pwjtee- 
^n  on  our  piodoet  against  foreign  compeUtion.     Workers  thia  State 
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win  appreciate  an/tMac  yon  can  do  to  enable  a  to  make  f«ll  U«j«, 
thereby  bettering  oar  condition. 

J.  B.  BtTCKincB. 

Here  Is  a  telegram  from  the  Bald  Moontain  Mill  Co.,  of  Fir, 

Wash. :  _      __  _  .  .      .,    — 

m.  Wash..  October  tt,  Btt. 

Bob.  C.  C.   Pnx, 

VmitM  (timtem  Brttmte,  WmMUmQion,  D.  C: 
Oar  •tilnxte-mlll  rurtallnM«nt  durtDg  teeood  half  of  year  1929  will 
amonot  to  two  tblrda  of  aTailahIa  opentlnc  time,  throwlos  oat  of 
employment  4«t  adult  American  citUeait,  majority  of  whom  are  home 
ownera  and  taxi>ay>-r«  anpporting  families.  Continued  importation  of 
Canadian  abinjclen  free  of  duty  likely  to  force  dlacontlnuanee  of  oar 
operation  with  the  financial  loas  of  Inreatment  and  ldlene»  and  dia- 
treajt  to  the  workers*  in  the  Isduatry  with  Iti  correapondlng  effect  on 
the  general  ImsineM  of  the  community  and  the  State. 

Bald  Uoontain  Mill  Co. 

I  detdre  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  these  shingle 
workers  are  not  Itinerant  workers.  Thew  are  not  the  lumber- 
jat'ka  that  Senators  are  incline<l  to  think  al>out,  as  roving  from 
one  IokkIbs  <-an>i>  to  another  from  month  to  month.  These  are 
men  with  families  an«l  homes.  They  are  trained  men.  A  man 
^ah  not  run  a  shingle-weaving  machine  unless  he  is  a  trained 
man.  These  n»en  have  their  families  there;  and,  as  I  shall  read 
to  you  from  some  of  their  letters  pretty  soon,  they  have  not 
money  enough  to  leave,  and  yet  because  they  can  get  something 
there,  they  han«  on,  hoping  against  hope  that  conditions  will  get 
better 

Mr.  NYB.     Mr.  President 

Tb©  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  DILL.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  can  readily  appreciate  the  attitude  of  the 
Senator  from  Washington  and  his  interest  In  the  smaller  pro- 
ducers of  shingles.  Like  myself,  his  interest  runs  mainly  to 
the  interest  of  the  under  dog;  and  yet  I  think  we  must  admit 
and  the  Senator  will  agree  that  in  all  lines  there  have  been 
consolidations  and  the  smaller  prodncers  have  been  eaten  up 
by  the  larger  oiiea  Will  not  the  Senator  agree  at  this  stage 
that  tboujEh  there  are  fewer  mills  manufacturing  shingles  at 
this  time  than  there  have  been  in  past  years  those  that  are 
operating  are  manufacturing  more  shingles  than  they  have  in 
times  pHst? 

Mr.  DILL  No :  I  do  not  think  so.  I  think  the  curtailment  ii) 
the  number  of  xhingle*  used  and  thereby  produced  in  the  coun- 
try lias  Just  about  equaled  the  loss  of  the  business  due  to  the 
eKMrfng  of  small  mills. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have  Just  read  to  him  a 
letter  from  a  mill  that  employs  500  men.  That  is  not  a  little 
mill.  I  Just  read  to  him  a  telegram  from  the  Carlisle  Co.. 
one  of  the  biggest  companies  in  the  State.  The  only  people 
who  are  managing  to  get  by  in  the  business  to-day  are  those 
who  are  engaged  in  the  lumber  indu-stry  in  addition  to  the 
stiingle  Industry  and  have  such  vast  holdings  that  they  can 
manipulate  the  whole  situation  and  absorb  the  loss  in  shingles. 

Mr.  NTS.  I  will  point  out  to  the  Senator  that  in  1912. 
according  to  the  Timberman.  which  is  the  source  of  this  inftM*- 
matinn,  there  were  473  nhingle  mills  in  operation,  and  their 
average  production  per  mill  then  was  17,500,000  shingles, 
whereas  In  1027  there  were  only  104  mills  manufacturing  shin- 
gles, and  they  were  producing  an  average  of  approximately 
39,000.000  8hlnglei»— pretty  nearly  3  tu  1  over  what  was  true 
in  1912. 

Mr.  DILL.  There  Is  not  any  question  but  that  the  mills  are 
larger:  tmt  the  point  I  make  is  that  the  large  mill  is  losing 
money,  too,  and  can  not  continue  in  the  shingle  btisinesa. 

Mr.  NTE.  The  large  mill  that  is  confined  to  the  manufacture 
of  rtilnglea  alone. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator  surely  does  not  b^eve  that  the 
lumber  Indoatrj  can  continue  to  absorb  a  loss  in  shingles  for- 
ever. If  we  do  not  get  some  protection,  there  is  only  one  thing 
to  do,  and  that  Is  to  go  out  of  the  shingle  busineas,  and  let  the 
cedar  go  to  waste  as  slashings  in  the  cot -over  land. 

The  Senator  is  a  great  advocate  of  help  for  the  farmers,  and 
I  agree  with  him ;  and,  as  he  knows,  I  have  fought  and  worked 
with  him  for  help  to  the  farmers  of  this  country;  but  the 
farmers'  conditions  will  not  show  any  such  losses  as  the  shingle 
roanofacturers  will  show  In  their  income-tax  reports.  The  fact 
of  the  matter  is  tliat  the  farmer  Ls  in  a  better  condition  and 
the  shingle  man  is  la  a  worse  condition ;  and  I  maintain  that 
if  we  are  going  to  have  a  tariff  system  that  vrlll  h^p  the 
farmer — and  I  am  for  that — then  we  must  have  a  tariff  system 
«  that  will  take  care  of  the  shingle  ouuk,  too.  It  is  an  indefensi- 
ble ajratem  that  will  leave  oat  the  f^low  who.  produces  aooe^ 
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hing  yoa  do  use,  or  you  do  not  help  produce,  or  you  do  not 
>r(^t  by,  and  stand  for  help  to  the  man  whose  products  help 
rou. 

Mr.  NYE.  To  what  extent  would  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ngton  go  in  aflFording  for  the  smaller  pro<iucer  a  measure  of 
MTOtection  that  would  enable  him  to  make  a  profit? 

Mr.  DILL.  I  would  go  to  the  extent  of  affording  him  a  pro- 
ection  equal  to  the  difference  between  the  cost  of  production 
I  It  home  and  abroad. 

Mr.  NYE.  Without  any  limit  to  the  extent  to  which  the  blg- 
:er  and  more  successful  mills  might  profit  by  virtue  of  the 
arlff? 

Mr.  DILL.  The  bigger  and  more  successful  mills  wiH  not 
troflt  greatly  in  the  manufacture  of  shingleM  if  we  limit  the 
arifl  to  the  difference  between  the  cost  of  production  abroad 
ind  at  home.  The  point  I  want  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  is  that  the  i)ig  mills  making  a  slight  profit  are  not  mak- 
ng  it  out  of  the  shingles :  they  are  making  it  out  of  the  lumber 
msiness  in  various  forms.  The  Senator's  theory  would  be  to 
jelp  drive  all  of  the  little  fellows  out  of  existence. 

Mr.  NYB.    Not  at  aU.  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  DILL.    That  is  what  his  polii  y  would  lead  to. 

Mr.  NYE.  The  Senator  Is  arguing  that  the  great  mills  are 
)roducing  shingles  as  a  by-product,  and  that  since  they  are 
lolng  that,  they  can  sell  the  shingles  cl»eaper  than  can  the  man- 
ifacturer  who  is  confining  his  entire  effort  to  the  manufacture 
)f  dhlngles  alone.  How  can  the  .shingle  manufacturer  Htand  up 
inder  competition  of  that  kind,  no  matter  what  measure  of  pro- 
ection  might  be  afforded  through  the  tariff? 

Mr.  DILL.  Tlie  Senator  misunderstood  me.  The  large  nrill 
hat  produces  both  shingles  and  lumber  does  not  undersell,  it 
ioes  not  cut  the  price  of  shingles,  but  it  can  afford  to  go  on  in 
msinesB  even  though  it  does  not  make  any  profit  out  of  stdn- 
Cles.  while  the  man  engaged  only  in  the  shingle  Industry  can 
lot.  You  drive  the  shingle  man  otit  of  business  and  eventually 
rou  will  make  the  big-mill  man  quit. 

Mr.  (X>PELAND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DILL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  There  are  several  questitms  I  want  to  ask 
he  Senator  if  the  time  is  appropriate,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  in- 
errupt  him. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  answer  questions  as 
hey  come  up.    I  stated  that  earlier,  and  I  want  to  do  It. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  Pretddeut.  I  have  before  me  a  uum- 
)er  of  letter**.  Here  is  one  from  the  Creo-Dlpt  Co.  (Inc.),  of 
Tonawanda,  N.  Y.  This  letter  starts  out  with  the  statement 
that  this  concern  is  the  largest  buyer  of  cedar  shingles  In  the 
world ;  that  every  year  they  use  api>roximately  300,000,000 
shingles.  That  is  a  good  many,  I  would  say.  This  is  what  the 
writer  of  this  letter  says  : 

We  readily  pay  more  for  shingles  made  in  Britiah  Columbia  becaaae 
on  a  whole  they  are  superior  la  quality  and  manufacture,  and  we  can 
.oee  no  Juatiilcation  for  any  duty. 

In  the  address  of  the  Senator  he  pointed  out  the  fact,  if  I 
am  correct  in  my  memory  of  the  matter,  that  there  is  an  export 
duty  on  logs.     Is  that  true? 

Mr.  DILL.     Yes,  there  is;  on  logs  from  Canada. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  This  writer  refers  to  that  fact,  and  I 
quote: 

We  are  quite  sure  that  a  duty  would  not  greatly  l>en(>fit  the  Waah- 
ington  manufacturer.  We  underatand  that  a  great  many  loga  used  In 
the  manufacture  of  ahinglea  in  the  State  of  Waabingtun  now  come  from 
Brltlah  Columbia.  If  thia  is  the  caae.  the  Canadian  GoTemmont  would 
cnaa*<  a  higher  price  to  be  placed  on  logs  sold  In  Washington,  which 
automatically  would  increaae  the  coat  of  manufacture  to  the  Washing- 
ton shingle  manufacturer,  without  any  profit  to  him  by  the  impoal- 
tion  of  a  duly  on  Canadian  shingles. 

Is  there  not  something  in  this  argument?  There  would  be 
retaliation  on  the  part  of  Canadians  if  we  were  to  Impose  this 
tariff. 

Mr.  DILL.  Why  retaliation?  They  place  a  tariff  on  our 
lumber;  we  have  a  right  to  place  a  tariff  on  their  $ihingles  and 
on  their  lumber.  But  I  get  the  Senator's  point,  namely,  that 
there  is  already  an  export  tax  on  logs  which  come  from  Canada, 
some  of  which  are  used  in  the  manufacture  of  shingles.  Of 
ot>urse.  Canada  might  see  fit  to  iucrea.>M?  that  export  tax — I  do 
not  know — but  if  she  does,  we  will  simply  use  our  own  logs  and 
not  import  any  luore  Canadian  logs. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  In  that  conneition.  if  the  Setiator  will 
yield  further,  here  Is  another  letter,  from  the  Bayer  A  McConihe 
Co.,  of  Troy.  N.  Y..  and  to  turn  the  letter  around  to  refer  to 
what  the  Senator  has  Jqst  said,  I  quote : 
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,  The  renaMnc  items  M  whl<±  it  is  proposed  to  put  a  doty  la  against 
the  best  Interest  of  our  country  and  Is  unwarranted.  Whatever  troubles 
our  manulacturera  of  lumber  (covered  by  the  proposed  increased  duties) 
may  have  Is  not  doe  to  foreign  competition  whatever  but  entirely  to 
competition  among  themaelves.  Our  National  Government  aa  well  as 
our  State  government  arc  spending  many  thousandg  of  dollars  yearly 
t»  preaerve  our  forests,  and  any  duty  whatsoever  on  lumber  Is  In  fact 
s  bounty  offered  by  our  Government  to  hasten  the  destruction  of  our 
foresta, 

Mr.  DILL.  Of  course,  the  Senator  knows  that  does  not  apply 
to  cedar  lumber. 

Mr.  COPELAND,    I  would  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator  answer 

that.  ^     _      , , 

Mr.  DILL.  That  does  not  apply  for  this  reason:  As  I  said 
a  while  ago,  our  cedar  trees  stand  among  the  fir  and  the  hemlock 
and  the  spruce.  They  are  being  cut,  and  when  they  are  cut  the 
cedar  tree  must  come  down  also. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     That  is,  the  hemlock  are  being  cut? 

Mr.  DILL.  Yes;  the  trees  surrounding  the  cedar  must  be 
cut.  Those  cedar  trees  must  be  cut,  too,  and  when  they  are  cut, 
if  there  is  not  enough  of  a  tariff  to  give  us  a  profit  when  we 
work  them  into  shingles,  the  cedar  logs  will  simply  be  wasted 
as  slashings.  So  there  is  nothing  in  that  argument  as  applied 
to  cedar.  ^     ^     .  . 

Mr.  COPELAND.  What  does  the  Senator  say  about  this 
other  criticism  on  the  part  of  the  corre^)ondent  from  Troy? 

In  relation  to  the  duty  on  red-cedar  shingles  we  wish  to  say  that 
the  red-cedar  Brlttah  Columbia  shingles  are  better  graded  and  manu- 
factured than  the  Washington  red-cedar  shingles,  taken  as  a  whole. 
We  pay  from  25  cents  to  75  cents  per  1,000  more  for  the  British 
Columbia  red-cedar  shingles  of  the  same  grade  than  we  can  buy  Wash- 
ington red-cedar  shingles  for.  We  several  years  ago  discarded  the 
Washington  red-<'edar  shingles  because  of  unreliability  In  grading  and 
manufacture.  If  the  Washington  shingle  manufacturers  wish  to  get  a 
iigher  price  for  their  shingles,  they  can  readfly  do  so  by  manufac- 
turing and  grading  their  shingles  as  good  as  the  British  Columbia 
shingles.     It  Is  not  competition  with  a  lower-priced  foreign  article  at  all. 

Mr.  DILL.  Of  course,  the  statement  of  this  man  is  all  right 
from  his  standpoint,  but  the  trouble  is  that  owing  to  the  higher 
wage  costs  and  the  high  lumber  costs  on  the  American  side,  the 
American  manufacturer  can  not  afford  to  cut  so  much  of  his 
cedar  into  high-grade  shingles  as  the  Canadian.  It  costs  more 
to  cut  high-grade  shingles,  and  consequently  he  does  not  do  it 
because  the  cost  of  production  in  the  United  States  is  higher. 

As  tc  the  other  point  he  makes,  about  his  preferring  Canadian 
shingles,  I  have  pointed  out  repeatedly  that  Canada  has  made 
high-grade  shingles  so  long  and  so  much  bigger  percentage  of 
thrm  that  as  a  consequence  they  have  a  reputation.  You  go  to 
a  lestaurant  where  you  always  get  a  fine  T-bone  steak,  you 
naturally  feel  like  paying  a  little  more  for  a  T-bone  steak  there 
because  it  is  good  every  time  you  go  there  and  get  one.  So  It 
is  with  Canadian  shingles.  These  Tpeople  have  been  for  years 
buying  Canadian  shingles.  As  a  result  of  the  tariff  being  taken 
off",  and  Americans  attempting  to  meet  competition,  for  some 
period  afterwards  Americans  produced  mostly  low-grade 
shingles,  and  did  not  grade  them  as  well,  and  they  hurt  the 
reputation  of  American-made  shingles.  Consequently  the  repu- 
tation of  the  Cjinadlan  shingles  results  in  their  getting  a  higher 
price.  But  no  Canadian  manufacturer  to-day,  and  no  purchaser 
of  shingles,  will  deny  that  the  shingles  on  my  desk,  which  I 
brought  here,  are  not  as  fine  shingles  as  can  be  made  out  of 
cedar.  They  are  cut  with  the  vertical  grain,  and  there  is  no 
question  at  all  but  that  if  we  have  the  home  market  and  have 
a  small  increase  in  price  we  can  produce  the  high-grade  shingles 
In  great  quantities.  Just  as  they  do  In  Canada. 

Mr,  VANDENBBRO.     Mr,   President,   if  the  Senator  while 
I  was  out  of  the  Chamber  covered  the  question  I  am  about  to 
ask,  I  beg  his  pardon  for  asking  It.    He  refers  to  the  fact  that 
cedar  logs  are  imported  to  make  American  shingles. 
Mr.  DILL.    Yes. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Why  is  that? 

Mr.  DILL  The  reason  for  that  is  that  some  of  the  mills  are 
on  tidewater,  on  Puget  Sound,  and  it  la  cheaper  to  float  them 
right  down  from  British  Columbia  than  it  is  to  go  up  in  the 
hills  and  pay  for  logs  brought  from  the  hills.  In  fact,  they 
can  get  some  lops  more  cheaply,  and  pay  the  tariff. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  But  if  there  were  such  retaliation  as 
the  Senator  from  New  York  prophesies  speculatively,  there 
could  be  a  sufficient  domestic  supply  of  cedar? 

Mr.  DILL.  Oh,  yes;  there  ctmid  be  a  domestic  supply  of 
cedar.  As  I  said  awhile  ago,  the  point  is  that  the  cedar  extpplj 
is  here.  It  is  just  a  question  of  whether  we  are  going  to  use  It 
We  are  cutting  the  fir  and  the  hemlock  and  the  spruce,  and  the 
cedar  is  scattered  through  It,  and  no  tariff  or  lack  of  tariff  will 
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stop  the  cutting  of  that  flr  and  hemlot*  and  spruce  that  is  sur- 
rounding the  cedar,  and  when  It  is  cut,  the  question  is  whether 
we  will  have  a  tariff  that  would  make  it  possible  to  work  our 
cedar  at  a  slight  profit,  or  whether  we  ought  to  have  no  tariff, 
and  leave  the  cedar  to  be  slashed  and  burned  on  the  cut-over 
land.  That  is  the  proposition  so  far  as  cedar  shingles  are  con- 
cerned. 

I  said  a  while  ago  that  my  plea  is  more  for  the  men  who  work. 
I  am  as  much  interested  in  the  men  who  have  their  families  in 
the  little  towns  of  my  State,  who  have  spent  their  lives  becom- 
ing skilled  shingle  weavers  and  shingle  manufacturers,  as  I  am 
in  the  farmer  who  lives  in  the  country  in  my  State,  or  any- 
where else.  I  believe  that  if  we  can  show,  as  wa  have  shown 
conclusively,  that  these  men  are  having  their  wages  taken 
away  from  them,  not  by  lowering  the  rate  of  wages,  but  by  the 
idleness  of  the  milLs,  we  have  made  a  caae  that  justifies  as  much 
as  any  farmer  can  justify  the  giving  of  protection. 

A  protective  tariff  law  that  leaves  out  any  class  of  our  people 
whose  industry  is  being  destroyed  by  foreign  competition  and 
tak&s  care  of  others  is  not  only  unjust  but  is  indefensible  as  an 
American  law. 

I  want  to  read  some  letters,  and  I  bring  them  to  the  S'^nate 
just  as  they  came  to  my  hands,  without  suggestion  from  any- 
body. They  are  the  letters  of  workingmeu,  most  of  whom  I  do 
not  know  personally.  They  are  written  in  the  misspelled  Eng- 
lish, in  the  br(Aen  handwriting  of  workingmen,  but  tliey  come 
from  the  hearts  of  these  men  who  have  their  families  to  support, 
and  to  whom  a  tariff  means  a  decent  living  or  lack  of  a  deceit 
living. 

Here  is  a  letter  from  a  man  in  Sequim,  Wash.,  away  up  on 
the  coast,  along  the  Strait  of  Juan  de  Fuca,  who  works  In  a 
shingle  mill  up  there.     His  name  is  Percy  Matrlotte.    It  reads : 

I  am  a  voter  and  a  dtUen  of  thia  country.  I  have  been  working  in 
the  shingle  mill  for  years.  It  seems  as  If  I  will  have  to  quit  my 
occupation,  as  I  can  not  make  a  living  working  in  the  shingle  Industry ; 
and  there  are  many  others  in  the  same  fix  as  I ;  and  I  believe  that  the 
shingle  tariff  roll  ahonld  help  ua  out.  Why  don't  Congreas  take 
action  and  help  us  out — give  us  relief?  Don't  let  foreign  patriotism 
interfere  with  something  that  takes  the  bread  and  butter  from  th« 
mothers  of  our  little  ones. 

"  Don't  let  foreign  patriotism  interfere,"  he  says. 

That  is  not  a  bad  expression  to  describe  these  people  who  are 
so  concerned  about  Canada  all  the  time.  Thank  God  I  am  an 
American;  and  when  I  help  write  a  tariff  law  I  think  ibout 
American  interests,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  for  the  good  of 
American  interests  to  have  30  per  cent  of  our  coosumption  of 
shingles  imported  from  Canada. 

Do  not  let  foreign  patriotism  Interfere  with  something  that 
takes  the  bread  and  butter  from  the  mothers  of  our  little  ones. 

Yon  know  as  well  as  I  we  can  not  live  here  In  United  States,  compete 
with  orlenUl  labor,  and  live. 

We  thought  when  we  were  voting  for  representatives  and  Congress- 
men, we  were  voting  for  men  to  protect  our  Industry.  But  we  bavpnt 
given  up  yet.  So  we  are  asking  you  again,  Mr.  Congreasman,  to  protect 
our  ahlngle  industry  here  in  Washington  so  we  as  laborers  of  this  In- 
dustry can  protect  our  homes. 

I  recognise  that  that  letter  is  not  written  In  the  English  that 
you  mi^t  expect  to  come  from  a  well-educated  man,  but  It  is 
the  English  of  a  man  who  makes  his  living  by  his  hands  In  the 
shingle  mills  in  my  State  and  sees  the  great  shiploads  of  shingles 
going  past  his  home  to  the  Atlantic  coast,  nuide  by  the  Hindoos 
and  Chinese  of  Canada. 

I  want  to  read  another  letter  from  a  Boan  by  the  name  of 
J.  F.  Price,  of  Longvlew,  Wash. 

This  letter  la  written  for  the  purpose  of  giving  yoa  the  views  of  th« 
Uboiera  of  tbla  Mction  on  the  tariff  bill  and  to  ask  that  oar  taterests 
be  considered.  Possibly  we  don't  know  what  It  la  aD  about,  bat  we  de 
know  that  we  are  loalng  time  snd  that  we  are  entitled  to  the  same 
protection  that  men  employed  In  other  Indoatries  get. 

It  haa  been  estimated  that  the  lumber  imports  from  Boaala  wUl 
amount  to  70,000,000  feet,  poaatbly  more  this  year.  Tbla  amount  of 
lumber  repreaenta  the  labor  of  approximately  460  men,  full  time,  tot 
one  year  Thia  includes  only  the  men  actually  emidoyed  In  getting  the 
lumlir  ready  for  the  market.  It  is  rumored  that  the  Russlana  are  pr^ 
Baring  to  balld  at  once  12«  modem  saw  mills,  which  wUI  prodace 
^proximately  2.000.000,000  feet  of  lumber  per  year.  Tbla  ta  poaaiMe. 
and  if  this  amount  of  lumber  is  turned  loose  on  the  Atlantic  coast  It 
will  cheapen  our  product  to  such  an  extent  that  there  wlU  be  danger 
of  reduction  of  wages  and  leas  working  time  for  oa. 

I  am  employed  by  the  Long  BeD  Lumber  Co.  aa  bead  gcader.  We 
have  msde  lesa  tt>an  three-fourtha  time  thia  year,  and  recently  It  wae 
ry   to  shut    the   rfght   ahtft   down   enttrely.    throwtag   approxl- 


X 


..:kl. 


i 


II 


II 


5463 


CONGRESSIONAL  E 


mMtflj  800  men  oot  •f  wort     Soiii«  of  the**  iiKn  bare  boncht  bomea, 
wblcb  th<^7  win  low  anleaa  they  Oad  steady  work  la  tbe  mills. 

This  Is  ooe  of  tbeee  shingle  mills  and  Bawmllls  that  te  not  a 
UtUe  BilL  The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  talks  about  the 
little  mills.    This  is  a  bi«  one,  one  of  the  biggest  In  the  world. 

8om«  of  th*  m«i  hare  boaicM  bomw  bere.  and  they  will  lo«  them 
nnlMs  they  can  hare  ateady  work.  Shall  we  be  forced  to  continue  to 
compete  with  the  cheap  labor  of  Canada  for  lack  of  tariff  protection? 
1  hope  yon  will  fire  earefol  ronslderation  to  onr  Interests  here  in  the 
West  as  well  as  the  interests  in  tbe  East. 

I  want  to  read  a  letter  from  a  man  up  in  Carlsborg,  Wash- 
It  is  in  a  handwriting  that  is  hard  to  read  because  it  is  writing 
that  a  worlunan's  hand  makes : 

CABLSaoM,  Wabh.,  Btptembv  B.  J«9. 
Mr.  a  C  UUM. 

L>BAB  Sii :  I  am  takios  the  liberty  to  write  yo«  in  regard  to  the 
labor  sltsatioa  in   this  locality. 

I  am  employed  at  preswnt  by  the  Cartoborg  Mill  *  Timber  Co.  ai  a 
iombar  tallyman,  and  as  the  company  are  compelled  to  dose  down  for 
an  indeflnlte  period,  owing  to  the  condition  of  lumber  and  sbinsle 
pHc<«,  and,  as  I  anderstand.  when  they  resume  operations  they  wiU 
cnrtail  from  foor  to  eight  days  per  month,  1  aak  you  aa  a  fair  and  broad- 
minded  person,  can  any  man  with  a  family  of  dgbt  cUldren  sarrivs  for 
any  length  of  ttaef 

I  don't  want  to  appear  aa  a  chronic  kicfcer,  but  wbea  I  work  the  full 
BOBth  tbe  bast  I  can  do  is  sstc  from  $15  to  $25  per  month  aboTe  llTlDg 
cspeasea.  Now,  wb*  cma  ssod  two  children  to  bigb  schocri  and  four  to 
grade  school  and  clothe  them  as  they  should  be  on  less  than  that! 

Located  aa  ws  are  about  18  miles  from  British  ColombU,  It  la  eaay 
to  aee  what  to  the  cmoae  of  the  pitiful  condition  of  tbe  lumber  and 
shiiwie  laduacry.  T*e  white  race  of  biboring  man  can  aot  compete 
with  ch«ap  oriental  lal>or.  and  as  lua«  as  there  is  no  tariff  on  lumbar 
and  sbinglea.  and  Canada  employs  the  type  of  labor  tbej  do  at  present, 
it  will  be  imposalble  for  tbe  American  taburin^  man  to  live  as  he 
sliould. 

I  want  Senators  to  listen  to  thlsi  Sometimes  out  of  tbe 
month  of  a  workingman  comes  some  philosophy  that  we  o«i|^t 
to  remember: 

I  feel  that  tbe  laboring  class  suffers  more  than  the  lumberman  dtirlng 
a  criaia  such  as  tbia,  for  as  a  general  mle  they  bare  tlM  capital  to 
aurrive  it ;  but  in  the  Unanclal  condition  that  I  am  It  la  impossible 
to  morn  oat  to  a  new  Job.  and  next  to  impossible  to  continue  here 
without  steady  work. 

Now,  I  woaW  like  to  eaacate  my  children  and  clothe  and  feed  my 
family  aa  th«y  atMuM  be.  but  unleaa  something  la  done  tn  regaid  to 
tlM  lumber  and  abingle  tariff  not  only  I  and  my  family  bat  erery  wock- 
tagaan  la  this  gnat  Paelflc  Northweat  will  continue  to  suffer. 

TruaUag  y««  will  do  all  in  your  power  to  place  a  duty  on  foreign 
lumber  and  shingles  and  so  protect  one  of  the  greatest  industries  of 
tb«  Northweat,  I  beg  to  remain, 
Vours  truly, 

W.    P.    SCHTANKAMP. 

P.  g. — I  am  an  American-bom  cltlaen  and  served  three  yeara  la  the 
United  SUtea  Army  as  a  Tolunteer. — W.  P.  K. 

Talk  to  me  aboat  a  tariff  to  protect  Americui  labor!  Not 
only  was  a  tariil  pat  on  all  the  manufactured  products  of  tbe 
East  but  that  tarUT  has  been  raised  and  raised  for  yeai-s  and 
years.  Show  me  another  iinlnstry  protected  by  tariff  that  has 
not  lowered  the  wagm  of  its  employees  when  hard  times  came 
to  it.  I  happen  to  know  that  the  shingle  manufacttirers  of  the 
State  of  Washington  in  a  meeting  less  than  a  year  ago,  called 
for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  meet  tbe  crisis,  considered  the 
quevtlon  of  wages.  Some  of  them  wanted  to  lower  the  rate  of 
wages  to  the  men.  I  want  to  pay  my  tribute  to  them  that  a 
najorltj  of  tliem  said,  "  No ;  we  will  pay  these  men  the  wages 
tbey  are  aatltled  to  receive,"  and  there  has  nerer  been  a  cot  ia 
the  wages  of  the  shingle  aMn. 

'ne  coadltkw  Is  not  tbe  fault  of  tbe  lumber  nllki  or  tbe 
owners  of  tbe  lumber  ralDa.  It  is  tbe  fault  of  tbe  Oongresa, 
that  fails  to  shut  out  the  imports tioo  of  Canadian  shingles, 
whicb,  as  I  said,  amoants  to  almost  30  per  cent  of  tbe  con- 
sumption In  this  country.  Show  me  anotb«  indutry.  a  great 
IfMlustry  with  mUlkxis  and  mlllioDs  of  dollars  Invested,  an 
honoraMe  Industry,  an  Industry  that  uses  tbe  products  of  tbe 
ground,  tbat  has  not  come  here  and  had  sonie  tariff  protection 
granted  to  It. 

We  bear  talk  about  conserration.  Yesterday  a  tariff  was  put 
on  tungsten,  and  an  effort  was  made  eren  to  Increase  It.  The 
Senate  put  a  tariff  en  manganese,  put  a  tariff  on  lead,  put  a  tariff 
on  iron,  put  a  tariff  on  erery  kind  of  mineral  (Jtat  we  take  out  of 
tbe  grovnd.    ¥rben  those  minerals  are  taken  out  of  the  grcwid 

Tte  point  I  am  nuikiiic  Is  that 
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a  tariff  Is  put  on  minerals  which  win  never  be  replaced.  Give 
uii  a  decent  tariff  on  shingles  and  lumber  In  this  country  and 
w?  will  produce  lumber  for  the  rest  of  time  In  our  great 
northwestern  country.  Leave  off  the  tariff  and  our  lands  will 
denuded  and  there  will  be  very  little  reforestation.  The 
history  of  every  country  in  the  world  that  has  wanted  refor- 
tatlon  shows  that  the  only  way  to  get  It  Is  to  put  a  substan- 
tial tariff  upon  the  products  of  the  soil  so  tbat  the  people  can 
aaord  to  reiirotluce  them.  Here  is  a  product  that  grows  out 
oi  the  ground.  I  wish  I  had  the  time  to  talk  about  trees,  the 
most  magnificent  living  things  on  earth.  They  grow  out  of  the 
gi  oond,  and  they  will  come  again  and  again.  Every  60  years 
w  >  can  regrow  the  timber  of  the  northwest  becau.'*e  i>f  our 
cl  mate  and  our  soil.    All  we  need  is  sutficieut  tariff  protection 


to 
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jix-stify  the  use  of  the  land  for  that  puri>ose. 

I  want  to  read  another  letter  from  a  man  at  Sedro  Woolley. 
Tjiat  is  up  near  the  Canadian  line.    This  letter  reads : 

ScoBO  WooiXET,  Septemter  ts,  Oti. 
Q^.  CLAasMcs  C.  DiLii, 

tfeiMts  Chamber,  WatMrngton,  D.  C: 

I  have  been  a  mill  worker  since  1904,  and  at  no  time  have  I  seen 
tl^  shingle  industry  in  such  a  deplorable  condition  as  at  present,  both 

marketing  and  wagea. 

The  wage  syotem  is  not  affected  so  much  by  the  wage  scale  aa  by 
k4>g  perioda  of  abntdowns  caused  tqr  bad  market  prices. 

I  have  beard  mill  owners  say  they  can  not  compete  with  British 
Columbia  labor.  This  may  be  true,  but  we  do  not  want  to  compete  with 
British  Colombia  labor  if  we  are  to  maintain  American  Ideals  and 
sljkndards  of  living. 

It  Is  not  good  American  principle  for  men  to  raise  a  family  of  fou 
five   children    and    half   clot  be,    half    feed,    and    half   educate    them. 
If^ny  a  time  have  I  notice<l  this  condition  among  mill  workers. 

If  we  do  not  get  relief  in  some  form,  tbe  employer  and  employee  may 
a^  well  go  down  and  out  and  look  for  other  fields. 

If  the  shingle  business  must  run  in  the  future  as  at  present,  I  and 
dany  of  my  fellow  laborers  do  not  wiah  to  follow  its  kind  of  work  and 
b4  employed  one-tbird  time. 

I  wiah  you  pre8.<!nre  in  this  matter  and  lots  of  it. 
Tours  respectfully, 

EsncsT  ESTtS. 

These  are  some  of  the  letters  which  come  to  me  from  men 
Ujfiug  all  over  western  Washington,  but  from  their  handwriting 
ajid  in  their  expressions  and  in  the  way  tltey  put  their  opinions 

paper,  I  can  understand  the  feeling  that  is  In  their  hearts 
^lich  causes  them  to  write  the  letters. 

I  have  another  letter  from  Pinehurst,  Wash. : 

PiHCHOBST,  Wash..  B*piefnh«r  9,  J9t9. 
^n.  Clarskcb  C  Dill, 

Waaftinffton,  D.  C: 

For  the  past  six  years  1  have  been  working  tn  a  ahlngle  mill  located 

S)verett,  Waata..  and  finding  it  very  difficult  In  making  a  living  with 
D^y  family.  Being  a  married  mnu,  it  isn't  quite  as  eany  as  it  seems  to 
g  K  along.     Tbe  present  wages  that  oik  gets  isn't  what  it  should  be,  not 

a  long  ways. 

It  wovJd  be  a  whole  lot  easier  also  if  we  didn't  lose  so  mnch  time. 

Vor  tbe  years  tltat  I  have  worked,  I  believe,  I  haven't  pot  in  (at  an 
ajrerage)  more  than  10  months  a  year.  I  think  tbe  last  year  was  atwut 
tie  worst.  Worked  till  the  ist  of  January  and  didn't  start  again  until 
afoOBd  the  first  of  AprIL 

I  have  tried  to  go  to  British  Columbia  and  work,  bat  tfaore  is  anothw 
Aawback.  It  ia  very  hard  to  work  alongside  of  anotlier  race  of  people. 
1  be  mills  op  there  are  jnst  full  of  Hindus,  Chinamen,  and  Japs.  Tbe 
V  ages  tbat  tltey  get  isn't  very  much.  I  don't  think  I  could  even  pay 
i^ore  than  my  rent,  light,  wood,  and  water,  but  that's  atwut  all. 

In  tbe  past  few  years  there  have  been  many  milla  gone  Iwoke,  and  if 
1^  keeps  op  it  won't  be  long  that  I  will  have  no  place  to  work,  and  liow 

ny  others  I  do  not  know  wiU  be  in  ttie  aame  condition  as  myself, 
"fhere  baa  been  anotiier  mill  In  Everett  gone  broke — Cloagb-Uartley. 

Before  the  tariff  was  taken  off  everybody  bad  steady  work  and  plenty 

it. 

I  am  pr<>judlced  against  working  with  a  Jap.  Hindu,  or  Chinaman, 

d  I  t>elleve  every  one  else  feels  tbe  same  aa  I  do.  It  ia  not  fair  to 
t^  American  people  to  let  tbeee  classes  of  i>eople  mingle  and  work  and 
taka  the  place  of  a  white  man.  They  are  making  a  good  living, 
1^  we  people  out  of  work  here.  When  I  think  of  the^e  things  I 
t  elleve  the  men  that  w«  elected  should  take  care  of  such  tilings  and  act 
apon  it  quickly  before  it  is  too  late. 

Act  qnickiy,  Mr.  Dill,  and  give  as  help. 
Bespectfnlly   youx^ 

Emil  Rkdoeman, 
tliS  Commercial  At>en««.  Pinehmrat,  Waah. 

That  is  another  letter  that  comes  from  a  workingman.  They 
dome  to  me  by  the  hundreds,  but  I  selected  Just  a  few  bwanse  I 
^  runted  to  present  the  case  in  their  way  and  in  their  language. 
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because  they  are  right  In  the  middle  of  tbIa  condition  whldi  I 
am  discussing,  and  are  stifferlng  most  from  It 

Here  is  a  letter  from  Seattle : 

Sbattia,  Wash.,  B^embar  a,  9t». 
Hon.  CLASKNca  C.  Dili« 

Bmate  Chmmbtr,  Waahinatvn,  D.  O. 

DBAS  SiH :  Aa  a  foreman  of  a  cedar  lumber  and  shingle  operation  I 
eameatly  beseech  yon  to  do  all  in  your  power  to  keep  cedar  himber 
and  shingles  off  the  free  list.  Surely  no  one  la  more  qnalifled  to 
testify  to  the  injustice  of  the  present  situation  than  men  in  our  posi- 
tion. We  turn  men  away  daily  on  account  of  production,  and  those 
we  do  hire  can  only  be  paid  from  tlie  minimum  of  |S.26  for  an  8-bour 
day  to  not  any  more  tban  $3.80.  Tbla,  aa  yon  no  doubt  are  aware,  is 
doe  to  the  Canadian  competition  in  our  product.  Two  years  ago,  when 
•-inch  vertical  grain  lap  siding  was  selling  at  $36  per  thousand,  tbe 
Hammond  Cedar  Co.  (Ltd.),  of  New  Wetrtminster,  British  Columbia, 
dumped  hundreds  of  carloads  of  this  apeciflcation  alone  on  the  American 
markets  at  $23.  filling  up  eastern  dealers  with  a  cheap  product  manu- 
factured by  Hindu  laborers,  and  tbe  American  operators  are  still  carry- 
ing tbe  burden  from  this  one  instance.  Something  must  be  done  to 
curb  such  tactics. 

T'ours  very  truly, 

M.  H.  Mattison. 

These  people  live  where  this  is  going  on  and  where  this 
condition  exists.  They  have  to  meet  this  condition  in  the  form 
of  low  wapes,  trying  to  take  care  of  their  families  as  American 
citizens,  an«l  being  forced  to  idleness  because  of  a  product  that 
comes  across  the  Canadian  line  without  any  protection  against 

I  have  another  letter  from  Carlsborg,  Wash.,  signed  R.  J. 
Christie.     It  reads: 

Caklsboro,  Wash.,  Beptrmbtr  IS,  tOKi. 

Mr.  C.  C.  Dill. 

DiAR  Sib:  I  am  very  much  interested  in  the  shingle  industry,  and 
also  In  the  shingle  tariff.  I  have  been  working  in  the  shingle  mills 
for  ovpr  40  years.  And  there  never  has  been  such  a  critical  time  in  the 
•hingle  Indnatry  as  It  is  to-day. 

We  hjive  the  patent  roofing  to  compete  with  ;  not  alone  tbe  patent 
roofing,  but  Canada. 

Does  Congress  want  the  American  people  to  work  for  the  same  wage 
as  the  Jap«,  Chinese,  or  Hindus  are  working  for  in  Canada?  If  so, 
we,  as  the  employees  of  the  shingle  industry,  will  have  to  leave  this 
good  old  Ignited  SUtes  and  go  to  Canada,  aa  we  can  not  Uve  here 
and  compete  with  oriental  labor. 

And  In  the  name  of  God  and  humanity  we  are  asking  you  to  give 

us  quick  relief,  and  protect  our  industry  here  in  tbe  United  Statea. 

Yours  very  truly, 

E.  J.  Chsibtu. 

These  letters  may  sound  a  little  bit  radical  sometimes,  but 
when  a  man  ia  hungry  and  his  family  Is  hungry,  and  h^/knows 
the  reason  Is  that  mills  across  the  line  producing  the  same 
product  and  producing  it  with  cheaper  foreign  labor  are  the 
cause  of  it,  he  naturally  gets  pretty  radical  al>out  It,  and  I  do 
not  blame  him  for  protesUuj;.  What  is  beyond  my  understand- 
ing is  that  the  Finance  Committee,  which  wUl  give  protection  to 
practlcully  every  other  Industry  in  the  United  States,  will  leave 
out  an  industry  that  is  suffering  as  none  other  ever  has. 

I  notice  that  a  tariff  was  left  on  maple  flooring.  I  have  no 
criticism  of  that  action.  I  am  going  to  vote  for  that,  but  I  have 
wondered  a  little  bit  about  it.  I  saw  newspaper  dispatches 
which  stated  that  it  was  because  Canada  had  a  25  per  cent 
tariff  on  maple  flooring  coming  into  that  country.  There  is  a 
25  per  cent  tariff  there  on  cedar  luml>er.  But  we  do  not  have  a 
25  per  cent  tariff  on  shingles  imported  from  Canada,  because 
Canada  ships  into  the  United  States  90  per  cent  of  all  she 
prodnc*^.  Ninety-nine  per  cent  of  all  she  exports  in  the  way 
of  shingles  she  ships  into  the  United  States. 

I  have  another  letter  from  Kalama,  as  follows : 

Kalama,  Wash.,  iSepf«mber  8,  t3!9. 

Hon.  C.  C.  Dill. 

Dc.*B  Sir  :  .4.8  one  who  has  spent  a  lifetime  in  the  timber  Industry  on 
the  Pnciflc  coast,  I  am  writing  you  In  ngard  to  the  tariff  question,  which 
is  coming  up  again  in  the  near  future.  I  don't  believe  the  present  or 
future  problems  can  be  solved  In  any  way  by  pondering  over  the  past, 
but  I  do  believe,  unless  we  profit  by  the  mistakes  of  the  paat,  there  is 
little  need  of  a  further  effort  to  gain  any  point.  Since  1913  there  has 
been  no  duty  on  shingles  coming  in  from  British  Columbia,  and  the 
lo8«  the  workingman  has  suffered  baa  been  more  than  the  average  man 
has  any  idea  of  until  someone  stops  to  figure  the  loss  In  dollars  and 
cents,  who  has  kept  a  record  of  it.  I  would  like  to  cite,  for  instance, 
one  Industry,  namely,  the  steel,  which  is  a  new  industry ;  there  Is  plenty 
of  duty  on  that  product.  And,  still,  the  foreigners  from  which  this 
competition  would  come  are  allowed  to  enter  this  country.     I  am  not 


complaining  of  tbem  coming,  aa  thay  make  good  citlaens.  But  the  Jap, 
the  Hindu,  tbe  Chlnoee  are  all  excluded  from  coming;  yet  they  are 
permitted  to  ship  the  products,  produced  by  tbat  dass  of  labor.  In  duty 
free  in  direct  eompetltioa  with  tbe  product  I  make,  namely,  thingles : 
thereby  causing  me  to  try  to  compete  with  a  clasa  wbo«e  living  standard 
Is  ao  miserably  low  I  know  of  no  other  on  earth  to  compare  tbem  with. 
I  am  appealing  to  you  for  protection  in  this  matter,  as  I  have  already 
suffered  a  loss  of  |300  this  summer  in  wages  and  stand  to  lose  stiU  more 
In  the  near  future. 

I  want  to  ask  If  it  is  not  significant  that  not  a  single  work- 
ingman in  the  entire  shingle  industry  has  ever  written  a  word 
to  me  complaining  of  the  employer?  He  has  no  comp'alnt  of 
the  employer;  the  emi^oyer  has  treated  him  "white";  but  he 
complains  that  his  Government  does  not  give  him  a  square  deaL 
He  does  not  ask  for  higher  wages ;  he  does  noc  say,  "  The  em- 
ployer has  ground  me  down,"  but  he  says  "  30  per  cent  of  the 
product  I  produce  la  imported ;  It  is  made  by  foreign  labor,  and 
I  can  not  compete  with  It;  and  I  appeal  to  Congress  to  help 
me."  Again  I  ask,  if  we  are  going  to  have  a  system  of  protec- 
tion, why  leave  out  the  men  who  produce  shingles  and  ptacs 
everybody  else  in  the  protected  class? 

The  blgb  sUndard  of  living  of  Americans  is  looked  to  with  prid*. 
That's  what  makes  America  the  beat  place  in  the  world  to  live.  Tbhi 
can  not  be  kept  up  with  lost  time,  cheap  wagea,  and  high  prlcea  of 
commodities.  It  Ukea  steady  work,  good  wages,  to  make  progress,  a 
good  home,  and  give  children  the  fit  training  for  a  future  Ufe  la 
America  that  we  may  point  to  with  pride.  Trusting  this  is  given  your 
consideration,  I  am,  aa  ever,  youta  for  better  conditions,  a  good  duty 
on  the  products  of  a  basic  industry  of  the  Pacific  northwest. 

Chaxub  WiLLrrr. 

Kalama,  Watk. 

So  I  say  again  that  there  is  some  philosophy  in  these  working- 
men's  letters  which  show  that  under  the  stress  of  the  conditions 
in  which  they  live  they  think  this  question  out  pretty  well. 

I  have  a  letter  here  from  Arlington,  Wash.,  which  is  near 
Canada  in  the  upper  SUlaguamish  Valley  in  Snohomish  County. 
The  writer  says : 

In  the  upper  Stilaguamisb  Valley,  in  Snohomish  County.  ther«  ar«  at 
least  800  men,  ©0  per  cent  of  them  married  and  with  famillfia,  who  are 
directly  dependent  on  the  lumber  and  abingle  industry  for  a  living 
and  to  whom  the  proposed  lumber  and  shingle  Uriff  la  a  vital  question. 

Many  of  these  men  have  bought  homes  and  are  paying  for  them 
monthly  from  their  wages.  While  the  second  generation  can  be  ab- 
sorbed by  other  and  outrtde  industries,  these  800  men  can  not,  as  they 
have  never  known  anything  hot  tbe  woods  and  there  is  notbing  else 
for  tbem  to  do. 

If  the  tariff  doea  not  go  on,  these  mills  and  logging  companies  win 
have  to  go  out  of  business,  throwing  these  men  out  of  employment 
and  creating  a  larger  class  of  unemployed  than  there  is  already  on  tbe 
coast. 

This  ta  only  one  valley  and  not  at  all  unusual  in  the  number  of  people 
interested  In  tbla  Indnatry  and  its  continuation. 
Tours  very  truly, 

D.  A.   McMAKmf. 

I  submit  that  the  men  employed  in  this  industry  are  not 
foreigners  who  come  in  here  and  maintain  a  foreign  condition  of 
living.  They  are  Americans ;  they  are  American  bwn ;  they  are 
trained  men ;  and  they  are  engaged  in  an  industry  whi<*  is 
honorable  and  decent  They  are  <mly  asking  for  tbe  same  pro- 
tectl<»  we  are  giving  to  the  men  who  are  employed  in  every 
other  industry.  ^,     ^, 

I  have  here  a  letter  from  the  president  of  the  (^olmnbia  River 
Shingle  Co.,  at  a  place  called  Skamokawa,  which  is  away  down 
on  the  Columbia  River,  just  across  from  Oregon.  The  writM" 
says: 

The  welfare  of  the  State  of  Washington,  the  shingle  industry  of  the 
Northwest,  and  our  own  welfare  depends  on  how  successful  }\>o  are  in 
your  efforts  to  pass  the  shingle  tariff. 

We  are  the  last  of  five  mills  that  have  kept  tbia  little  viUage  gol"*. 
and  without  the  help  of  tbe  tariff  we  will  be  forced  to  give  up  tbe 
uneqtMl  struggle  and  quit 

We  are  In  debt,  fighting  with  our  backs  to  the  wall,  aaking  only  an 
even  chance  that  we  might  pay  what  we  owe  and  realise  something  on 
the  money  we  have  Invested. 

We  ask  that  you  consider  no  tariff  bUl  that  does  not  take  care  of  the 
shingle  mills  of  the  Northwest. 
Toura  respectfully, 

Colombia  Bivaa  Shinolb  Co., 

Per  A.  SiLvaBMAif,  PreaMcnt. 

I  happen  to  know  about  that  mill.  I  want  to  tell  Senators 
how  close  the  margin  of  profit  is.  I  was  there  last  year  The 
margin  of  profit  is  so  sman  that  when  tbe  Columbia  River  is 
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hich  cnoash.  so  that  ihey  can  bring  boats  into  the  loading  docii 
or  wharf  and  load  tlie  ghinslea,  they  can  afford  to  keep  their 
mill  ramUng,  but  wlien  the  river  goes  down  a  Uttle,  to  that 
they  have  to  kwd  the  logs  onto  a  scow  before  they  pot  them  on 
the  boat,  the  extra  handling  of  the  ahingies  destroy*  tlie  profit 
and  they  lose  uKHiey.    It  is  joat  that  close  a  margin  that  this 

"^HnjU  operates  on,  and  four  others  bare  been  drlTen  out  of 
bniiTncBs 

I  have  8  letter  here  from  W.  S.  Myers,  of  the  Nettleton  Lamb«- 
Co^  in  wblcb  he  says: 

As  I  •«  tba  soperlateDdcDt  of  the  Msttlatos  Loabtr  Oo^  at  8— ttl«. 
Va«b,  and  aa  «opkiying  206  utax.    And  oat  of  that  aomber  «r  em- 

\  pioyoM  at  least  86  ot  'hem  ar*  married  mea  with  fiamlllea  of  sot  loaa 
^^feaa  two  to  aeveB  efaUaren.     Aiid  vbtn  we  ciooe  tiw  mill  two  dajs  per 

_^   VMk,  taaing  away  oae-tblrd  of  UmIt  tarnliis  powor. 

Again  I  remind  the  Senate  that  nearly  one-third  of  the  con- 
•Dmpdon  of  shingles  is  imported  In  Canada,  and  that  a  tariff 
on  Mhingtes  can  not  raise  the  price  rery  mach,  because  of  the 
substitutes,  bot  It  can  keep  oat  the  80  per  cent  of  bnportatlons, 
which  we  maintain  are  our  worst  enemy  in  this  whole  situation. 

And  as  thej  have  to  pay  $24  to  |30  per  month  rent  yoa  can  readily 
Sw  that  at  H  P«r  <tay  wace  tb«y  will  b«  staking  104  per  nontk.  and  tbey 
can   not  poMdWy  Mipport  tbemwlyea  and   their  famlllea. 

How  many  of  the  protected  industries  of  the  East  are  paying 
tbeir  common  labor  $4  a  day?  Do  we  want  the  shingle  pro- 
ducers to  start  1q  on  a  policy  of  forcing  wages  down  to  a  starra- 
tlun  basis?  I  do  not.  Wlien  we  are  consld«ing  a  tariff  bill 
the  policy  that  leavea  off  a  tariff  that  will  enable  the  employer 
to  pay  a  decent  wage  can  not  be  defended.  I  want  to  say  here 
and  now  that  if  the  shlugle  mills  of  the  Northwest  were  forcing 
wages  down  to  a  starvation  basis  for  their  men,  I  would  not  be 
here  pleading  for  a  tariff;  I  would  refuse  to  consid^  it;  but 
when  they  have  made  the  fight  and  their  income-tax  returns — 
and  I  am  going  to  read  some  of  them  in  a  few  momenta— show 
they  bare  lost  thousands  and  thousands  of  dollars  a  year  and 
yet  are  making  the  fight  and  keeping  wages  up,  I  maintain  that 
when  a  tariff  bill  is  being  enacted  Ihey  are  entitled  to  consid- 
•ratioo. 

Tberrfore,  I  arte  yov  to  please  get  betalnd  tbia  protertlTe  tariff  on 
lanbvr  and  shingles  as  this  la  Tsatly  Important  to  all  as  worklngmea  In 
ttte  State  of  Washlngtoo. 
_^  Toora  Tery  tmly, 

W.  8.  MTBtS. 

I  have  here  a  letter  to  which  I  want  to  call  particularly  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Ntk],  as  he 
suggested  that  we  were  not  making  high-grade  stiingles.  It  is  a 
letter  from  Kalama,  Wash.,  a  town  on  the  Oolumbia  River.  The 
writ«r  says  : 

We  noticed  in  a  recent  publication  that  one  of  the  reasona  gireB  liy 
Um  Seaate  Committea  ea  Tariffa  for  pUdas  ahtnglea  on  the  freo  list 
was  that  the  Canadian  mills  maniifsctttred  practically  all  Uab-aiade 
Bhlnck>«.  whereas  the  Amertcan  mills  manufacture  prladvaUy  low 
gradas. 

In  order  to  prore  the  fallacy  of  thia  statement  wc  incloae  below 
the  actiMl  record  of  o«r  mtn  cat  for  the  year  1928  aad  to  September  S, 
lft»: 


UpfHS   BBdCS 


ZXXXX   Pctfecta 

«/a  XXX   F«rfecta 


18.640,500 
.-  SO.  716.  500 


Total    (42.22  per  eent) 

Low  grades: 

6/3   Bxtrs  Cleaxs 

6/2  Extra  "A* 


86.267.  000 


21,107.000 

»,  866.  000 


Total   (67.78  per  cent) 48.  478,  000 

Upper  grades: 

^/2  XXXXX    Peefeeta 26,076.600 

8/2  XXX   Pertaeta 8.868,750 

Total    (58Jt6  per  cent) 84.  »44,  260 

Low  gradea : 

6/8  fctra  Cleari «8.  8M.  600 

8/2   Kxfra   'A* 4,488.760 

Total   (41.85  per  cent) 34,840.200 

They  use  the  same  grade  of  lumber  all  the  time,  and  they  can 
produce  the  high-grade  shingles  Just  as  well  as  the  Canadian 
mill  can  produce  thess  if  they  can  receive  any  assurance  that 
they  can  obtain  a  price  that  will  enable  tltem  to  s^  without  a 
loas. 

Too  will  aotlea  Crasi  theae  Agurca  that  our  perceatacs  «(  ommt  8WiliS 
for  the  two  yean  is  approximately  50  per  cent  of  oar  total  shingle  cat. 
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We  are  very  doobtfal  If  the  beat  Clanadlaa  mills  can  aecore  a  much 
greiter  percentage. 

Ttiese  upper-grade  shingles  are  made  on  the  same  grading  rales, 
wltli  Identlcmlly  the  same  machinery,  and  are  going  to  the  same  class 
of  trade  as  the  Canadian  shingles,  1.  e.,  large  staining  companies  who 
are  maintaining  that  they  can  not  secure  the  proper  class  of  material 
from  the  American  side  of  the  line.  Better  than  90  per  cent  of  our 
oppir-grade  shingles  are  sold  to  snch  companies. 

I  call  that  statement  to  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Ne^r  York, 

?  t»  are  stating  oar  own  position  In  the  matter  and  giving  you  the 
exa4t  figares  from  oar  own  plant,  for  the  reason  that  we  have  these 
Ogui  «■  available  aad  know  wliat  we  are  talking  about. 

T  lis  is  aot  an  outstanding  case  in  any  way.  Wo  are  famllinr  with 
several  companies  whose  flgnrea  would  read  approximately  the  aame 
werti  they  available. 

Tte  idea  that  any  mill,  either  lumber  or  shingle,  can  mannfactare  an 
hlglirgrade  material  out  of  any  given  body  of  timt>er  is  foolUb,  to  say 
the  least.  The  only  statement  that  can  approximate  tt  is  the  one  that 
any  other  group  of  mills  la  the  same  timber  belt  cuts  sll  low  grades. 

Tbe  Canadian  loga  are  sold  on  No.  1,  No.  2,  and  No.  3  grades,  and 
it  Is  impossible  for  them  to  Ket  anything  better  than  a  low-grade 
pro*  Inct  oat  of  a  low-grade  log.  The  American  log  market  la  also 
bawd  on  grade,  the  only  difference  being  a  higher  price  on  the  American 
Bld<  of  the  line.  We  in  the  Unitetl  States  could  not  operate  60  days 
out  of  any  year  on  low-grade  sbiugles. 

there  are  a  greet  many  other  points  such  as  labor  and  working 
con  Utions.  log  costs,  and  scales  that  have  already  been  gone  into  thor- 
oag  ily  by  others  and  which  we  will  not  endeavor  to  take  up  at  this 
wri  lag. 

E  Incerely  hoping  that  we  have  made  onr  points  in  this  tariff  matter 
cleir  and  respectfully  soliciting  your  aid  In  securing  some  meanure  of 
rell  if  of  which  we  assure  you  we  are  In  dire  need,  we  remain. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Blds  Ribbon  Pboducts  Co, 
By  R.  J.  Pin  KB,  President. 

'.  hen  I  have  a  letter  from  the  Ridgefield  Lumber  Ck).,  in 
wh  ch  they  say : 

V  ^e  are  writing  you  in  the  Interest  of  our  employees  and  ourselves 
in  I  egard  to  a  protective  tariff  on  lumber  and  shingles. 

Am  you  are  doubtless  aware,  the  Northwest  Imnber  industry  Is  in  an 
eztivmely  serious  position  at  present,  due  in  a  large  measure  to  the 
competition  in  oar  markets  of  Canadian  lumber. 

This  Canadian  lumber,  manufactured  at  costs  which  we  are  unable 
to  iipproach  doe  to  oar  salaries  and  wages  being  so  much  higher  than 
the;r  pay  their  foreign  labor,  enters  our  country  free  of  all  duty,  giving 
them  an  advantage  which  can  not  be  ororcooM  wltboat  a  tariff.  At 
the  preaeat  time,  due  to  crop  failures — 

1  .nd  this  is  rather  an  important  statement — 

In  Itelr  own  prairie  Provinces  they  have  made  It  Impossible  for  us 
to  ;m>care  orders  in  onr  Middle  Western  States,  as  they  have  cut 
prl<  e«,  not  50  cents  or  |1  a  thousand  feet  but  |4  to  |8. 

1  ^e  are  anable  to  make  a  profit  or  even  break  even  on  present  prices 
eve  I  at  the  prevaiUng  rate  of  wages  we  are  able  to  pay  our  men,  and  if 
bel] )  In  the  form  of  a  protective  tariff  Is  not  forthcoming  in  the  near 
fut>  ire  we  will  be  forced  to  cease  operations  entirely. 

M'e  hope  that  yon  will  do  all  In  your  power  that  the  necessary 
tarj  f  Is  jirocared. 

Tours  very  truly, 

RtDGansu)   LtncBca   Co,, 
By  Hasst  C.  C1.AIX,  Jr., 

Beoretary-Treaaurer. 

I Q  the  beginning  ot  the  consideration  of  this  bill,  after  much 
dia  ruasioo,  the  Seaate  adopted  a  luoticm  directing  the  Secretary 
of  he  Treasury  to  furnish  to  ttie  Senate  the  income-tax  returns 
of  ^>rporations  for  wliich  tlie  Senate  Finance  Committee  might 
acik.  Among  tlie  list  of  corporations  whose  returns  were  asked 
foql  And  a  great  many  shingle  and  lumber  companies. 

have  written  to  these  ^ngle  companies  and  asked  their 
ission  to  make  put4ic  these  returns,  and  I  have  here  the 
rs  from  them.     Some  of  them  have  written  out  their  own 
ements.    Others  have  simply  written  me  to  U!<e  the  returns, 
want  to  read  first  the  letter  from  the  Qou^h  Hartley  C}o„ 
of  tBrerett,  Wash.,  which  is  one  of  the  outstanding  timber  com* 
les  of  the  country:  and  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Seiator  from  North  Dakota  to  the  fact  that  this  is  not  a  litUa 
co^ipany. 

NYE.  What  company  is  it? 
r.  DILL.  This  is  the  Clough-Hartley  Co.  If  the  Senator 
wa^ts  to  che<^  the  returns,  he  will  find  them  on  page  117  of 
Vo  time  I  of  the  Senate  return.  This  letter  to  rae  is  dated  Oc- 
to)  er  31,  in  answer  to  my  letter  to  them  asking  whether  or  not 
I  I  light  use  their  return. 
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Clocoh-Hastlbt  Co., 
Everett,   Wa»h.,  October  St,  1St9. 


Hon.  C.  C.  Dill, 

Vnitcd  States  Senate.  Waahington.  D.  C. 
Dbau  Sksator  Dill  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  l.'5th  Inst.,  we  are 
pleased  to  give  you  the  totals  of  our  gross  sales,  together  with  the  proflt 
or  loss  for  each  year  from  1922  to  1928.  inclusive,  as  shown  by  our 
Income  tax  reports  for  those  years,  and  oar  consent  to  use  these  figures 
in  debate  in  the  Senate 


Year 

Qrosnles 

Proflt 

Lo« 

1923 

$1,079,308.88 
1, 213,  M5.  a 
746,  880.  58 
«16.  537.  75 
931.342.01 
6>J0,810.  11 

run,  TH.  98 

$77,a»l.23 
71.085.01 

"34,227.29' 
8,88l.7« 

1923 

ISM 

1«5 

19M 

1937 

$41,490.10 

""7,'646."W 
6,160.95 

1«38 

That  is  a  big  mill. 

Mr.  NYE.    Mr.  I'resident,  will  the  Senator  yi«d? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    I>>es  the  Senator  from  Washington 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 
Mr.  DILL.    I  do. 
Mr.  NYE.     Does  the  Senator  say  that  there  was  a  ifss  in 

1928'' 

Mr.  DILL.  Those  are  the  figures  they  give  me  here .  but 
that  must  be  a  mintake,  because  my  records  show  a  profit  The 
records  from  the  book  to  which  the  Senator  refers  show  a  l  rollt 
of  $2,400. 

Mr.  NYE.  That  Is  my  finding  also.  ' 
Mr  DILI^  But  this  is  the  record  they  give  me.  At  any 
rate,  I  will  continue  to  read  this  letter.  The  Senator  Is  cor- 
rect My  own  tlj;ures  show  a  proflt  in  the  .year  1928  of  $2,400, 
and  a  net  profit  over  a  period  of  seven  years,  when  their  sales 
were  $6,000,000.  of  $136,000,  or  about  2  per  cent;  and  I  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  nearly  all  their  profits  were  made 
In  1922  and  1923,  which  was  a  result  of  the  war  hang-over 
prosperity. 

I  want  to  read  their  letter : 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  total  net  profit  for  the  seven  years 
rnumenited  amounts  to  $137,154.58.  which  would  not  be  a  bad  showing 
if  that  proflt  had  been  evenly  distributed  over  the  seven  years  But 
It  IK  evident  that  the  profit  for  the  years  1922  and  1923  more  than 
,.qual8  that  figure,  beinK  $148.-'91.23.  making  tho  last  five  years- 
operation  show  a  loss  of  $11,136.65.  The  point  we  wish  to  emphasise 
is  that  the  cedar-lumber  industiT  during  the  years  1922  and  1923  was 
still  fCillng  the  stimulus  of  the  period  of  Inflation  which  foUowd  the 
war  and  conditions  In  the  cedarlumber  Industry  had  not  returned  to 
noriiial  until  the  summer  of  1922.  The  shingle  industry,  on  the  other 
hand    returned  to  a  normal  basis  two  or  three  years  earlier. 

We  shall  give  similar  figures  for  the  years  1919  to  1921.  incluslvp. 
to  show  that  the  r-^sults  for  1922  and  1923  were  not  greatly  different 
from  those  for  the  years  when  the  infiation  and  prosperity  following  the 
war  was  at  its  height. 


increased  production  of  BritUh  Columbia,  has  so  eurtaOed  tbeir  earnings 
that  they  have  been  unable  to  accumulate  any  savings. 

In  aU  that  we  have  said  about  thU  Uriff  there  has  been  too  much 
attention  paid  to  whether  or  not  this  company  and  that  company  is 
able  to  operate  at  a  profit  and  not  enough  consideration  given  to  the 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  men  who  are  seeing  their  bread  and  butter 
taken   away   from   them. 

We  appreciate  very  much  all  you  have  done  and  are  doing  for  this 
industry  and  the  State  of  Washington.  You  have  our  most  sincere 
best  wishes  for  a  successful  outcome. 

With  kindest  personal  regards  we  are.  yours  very  truly. 

CLOrGU-HABTLKT   CO., 

By  Edward  W.  Haktlbt. 

Then  I  call  attention  to  the  Motor  Mill  Co..  of  Seattle,  which 
is  engaged  entirely  in  the  business  of  making  shingles.     They 

^^  •  Sa&TTLS,  WASH..  October  51,  »•». 

Hon.  C.  C.  Dill, 

Waahinoton,  D.  O. 
Dbab  Sib  :   We  have  no  objection  to  your  use  of  our  income-Ux  reports 

in  your  debate  on  the  tariff. 

For  your  convenience  we  are  submitting  condensed  report  covering 
period  from  start  of  business.  March,  1922,  to  December  31.  1928. 
For  sales  of  1922  we  are  deducting  cost  of  handling  and  discount  from 
gross,  to  enable  us  to  show  actual  net  sales.  In  report  some  items 
were  charged  to  operating  or  cost  of  mauufactaring  in  error. 


Year 


1922  (9  months) 

1923 

1925  1.""" 

1926 

1927 

1938 


Net  sales 


$212, 118. 9B 
255.238.  28 
254, 381.  25 
282. 002.  62 
217, '^62.92 
212. 659. 63 
193,721.89 


1, 627, 383.  55 


Proflt 


$3,123.93 


3,123.93 


Loss 


$2. 477. 68 

14,  oga  91 

15,500.86 

15,835.54 

2,306.09 

15, 575.  28 


66,394.36 


Included  In  above  loss  is  interest  paid  out  on  account  of  our  purchase  of 
plant  on  contract  and  lack  ot  cspltaL 


Included  In  above  Is  loas  by  tailure  of  company  through  whom  we  sold 
our  shingles  in  first  2  years - 


Net 


$63,270.43 
31,025.03 


This  represents  net  operating  loss. 


32.244.51 
11,837.08 


30,407.43 


Year 


1919. 
1930. 
1921. 


Oross  sales 


$1,  K,I,92S.  11 

1,105,344.06 

951. 221. 10 


Proflt 


$91,039.25 

122,  537.  84 

45,258.84 


The  striking  thing  about  these  figures  is  to  notice  the  steady  and 
rapid  decline  both  in  the  amounts  of  gross  sales  and  in  profits  as  the 
Influence  of  the  period  of  prosperity  and  inflation  following  the  war 
wears  off  and  business  returns  to  a  normal  basis.  And  It  must  be  re- 
membored  that  production  of  odar  !«hinglc8  and  cedar  lumber  in  British 
Canada  as  shown  by  government  figures  is  increasing  at  about  the  same 
ratio  that  our  gross  sales  decrease. 

For  your  information,  our  showing  for  1929  is  far  worse  than  for 
any  year  shown  in  the  above  figures;  so  bad,  in  fact,  that  in  consid- 
eration of  the  dlseuu^a^'ing  showing  of  the  years  since  1924,  together 
with  a  disastrous  1929,  we  are  at  the  present  time  closed  down  and 
liquidating  all  quick  assets,  and  unless  a  decided  and  marked  change 
for   the  bett.r  comes   in   view   very  shortly   It  is  doubtful   if   we  shall 

ever  op<>rate  again. 

We  normally  employ  about  200  men.  All  except  watchmen  have 
found  it  necessary  to  seek  new  employment,  something  that  many 
of  them  have  been  unable  to  do.  Many  of  our  employees  have  worked 
for  us  steadily  since  the  organisation  of  the  company  in  1907,  and  are 
now  getting  well  along  in  years.  They  have  given  their  life  to  this 
industry.  It  will  be  very  difllcult  for  these  men  In  particular  to  adjust 
themselves  to  the  new  conditions  confronting  them,  especially  when  the 
extensive  curtaihnent  during  the  past  five  years  made  necessary  by  the 


1  The  proflt  shown  in  1925  was  not  made  from  manufacture  and  sale  of  »biB^ 
but  from  sale  of  some  of  our  log  purchases  after  sorting  out  the  higher  lumber  cedar 
and  selling  at  an  increased  price. 

Labor  cost  of  above  amounts  to  $501,580.46. 

This  company  (cooperative),  90  per  cent  being  stockholders,  main- 
tain the  business  and   made  up  deficit   by   leaving  in   their  wages   to 

cover. 

We  trust  this  Information  will  assist  you. 

Yours  truly,  ^      ,,      . 

Motor  Mill  Co.  (Inc.). 

J.    B.    MsETON,  Treosarer. 

Mr.  NYE.     Mr.  President „    ^. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  DILL.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  k.     ,    , 

Mr  NYE.    Does  this  company  confine  itself  to  shingles? 

Mr   DILL.    This  company  is  a  shingle  company. 

Mr.  NYE.    A  cedar  and  shingle  manufacturing  company? 

Mr.  DILL.     No;  shingles  alone. 

Mr  NYE  Has  the  Senator  any  information  with  regard  to 
their  progiess  this  year.  1929,  such  as  he  quoted  from  the  letter 

of  the  last  company?  ^     ^  ....  * 

Mr  DILL.  No ;  they  do  not  make  any  statement  about  that 
They  say  that  the  profit  shown  in  1925  was  not  made  from  manu- 
facture and  sale  of  shingles  but  from  sale  of  their  log  purchases 
after  they  sorted  out  the  lumber  cedar  that  they  could  use  for 
shingles.  Tbey  bought  somf  logs  that  they  did  not  use  and  sold 
the  logs  and  made  a  proflt  on  them. 

Mr  NYE.    Does  this  company  own  any  timber  of  its  own? 

Mr    DILL.     I  am  unable  to  answer  as  to  that. 

Mr!  NYE.  Is  It  not  true,  so  far  as  the  Senator  knows,  that 
it  buys  all  of  its  timber? 

Mr.  DILL.     It  very  probably  does,  but  I  should  not  want  to 

sav  about  that.  „       .      .         ...    ,. 

Mr  NYE  I  should  Uke  to  agree  with  the  Senator  here  that 
he  can  read  an  endless  chain  of  evidence  involving  the  manu- 
facturers of  shingles,  and  show  where  In  the  last  number  of 
years  they  have  sustained  losses.  ».      *w  »        ^i 

Mr  DILL.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  when  that  condi- 
tion exiatfl  in  the  industry  they  are  enUUed  to  a  tariff? 


A 
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Mr.  NYE.  If  th^  Senator  will  permit  me.  I  will  saggest  that 
I  have  compiled  here  a  list  of  16  companies,  incladlng  the  two 
to  which  the  Senator  has  already  referred,  showing  that  In  1928, 
M  an  example,  they  had  gross  sales  of  $9,558,000,  and  a  net 
proftt  of  $26,000,  or  less  than  one-fourth  of  1  per  cent.  Of 
eonrse.  one  c<»uld  not  argne  that  this  was  satisfactory  business ; 
but  In  the  cases  of  these  companies  they  are  not  owners  of  their 
timber.  They  are  quite  exclusively  buying  their  timber  from 
th«»se  who  own  the  timl>er  out  In  that  country.  I  have  here  a 
lilte  list  of  16  timber  lujiKers  and  timber  owners. 

Mr.  DILL.  Ah,  but  now  the  Senator  Is  going  away  from  the 
■hingle  business  and  going  to  the  logging  question. 

Mr.  NYE.  No,  Mr.  President,  I  only  want  to  demcmstrate 
that  the  manufacturers'  battle  is  not  with  the  Congress  in  re- 
fusing them  a  tariff,  but  their  battle  Is  with  the  timber  owners 
and  the  l<H»Prs  who  have  a  m«>noix>ly  upon  that  product  out 
there  and  are  charging  the  manufacturers  their  own  price,  giv- 
ing them  their  own  will  and  wish  in  the  way  of  supplies,  giving 
them  the  lower  pnuics.  and  selling  those  to  them  at  prices  that 
are  making  profits  for  the  timber  owners,  who  in  large  part  and 
often  an*  pnrt  owners  of  these  shingle  mills. 

Mr.  DILL.  That  Is  a  theory  which  the  Senator  Is  presenting 
here.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  logging  business  sells 
only  a  comparatively  small  part  of  its  It^s  to  these  shingle  mills. 
I  will  agree  with  the  Senator  that  when  he  i:oea  to  the  logging 
business  and  the  lumber  business — not  the  cedar  but  the  other 
lumber— he  will  find  a  great  numlier  of  profits;  but  If  he  will 
take  the  cedar  mills  and  the  cedar  lumber  and  cedar  shingle 
mills  and  total  them  up  as  I  have  d<'ne  here,  he  will  find  that 
on  $25,000,000  worth  of  business  In  the  last  seven  years  they 
lost  a  million  and  a  half  dollars. 

Mr.  NYE.    That  is  the  shingle  manufacturers? 

Mr.  DILL.  The  shingle  manufacturers  and  the  cedar-lumber 
manufacturers. 

Mr.  NYE.  What  was  the  profit  of  those  who  own  the  mate- 
rial from  which  tlie  shingle  manufacturers  made  their  product? 

Mr.  DILL.  That  I  do  not  know ;  but  a  great  many  of  the 
mills  Included  in  the  list  I  have  mentioned  own  their  own  tim- 
ber. The  Long-Bell  Co.  «>wns  Its  own  timlier.  It  ^las  been 
making  *.>me  money,  I  think.  The  ShnfTer  Co.  owns  its  own 
timber.  Bume  years  it  makes  money  and  some  years  It  does 
not.  There  are  a  greet  many  of  these  companies  that  make 
their  money  out  of  the  lumber  business,  and  they  handle  the 
■hingle  bUMlneMi  in  th«'  hope  that  «c>in<*tliinK  will  come  along 
to  save  them.  Now,  when  the  Senator  finds  himaelf  nmibie  to 
defend  the  lack  of  a  tariff,  he  takes  the  po«Ition  that  we  <mght 
to  go  buck  there  and  discipline  the  loggers  on  this  whole 
buMlueNH. 

Mr.  NTE.  Why,  that  is  not  the  argnment  at  all.  My  argu- 
■lent  la  that  tboae  mannfactarers  who  do  not  own  their  timber 
have  little  or  no  opportunity  to  ci>mpete  with  those  mannfac- 
turem  wh<>  do  own  their  timber  and  are  manafacturlng  shingles 
and  conducting  a  profitable  business. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  read  the  S*'nator  a  letter  here  from  the  Carlisle 
Mill  people.  They  own  their  timber  and  make  their  shingles. 
I  read  the  Senator  letters  here  from  one  nilil  after  another  that 
own  their  own  timber;  and  they  can  not  make  any  money  out 
of  shingles,  either.  The  trouble  with  the  Senator  Is  that  he  has 
mn  it  in  bis  head  that  because  the  farmers  will  have  to  buy 
aome  shingles  he  mast  stand  up  here  and  fight  a  tariff  on  them. 
That  is  all  there  la  to  this.  If  this  were  anything  bat  a  product 
folng  to  the  farmer,  he  would  not  be  here  fighting  It;  and  I 
want  to  remind  the  Senator  that  the  record  8hows  thut  less 
than  20  per  cent  of  the  ce<lar  that  goes  out  of  the  Northwest 
goes  to  the  farms  of  this  country.  The  Senator  is  not  fighting 
the  battle  ct  the  farmer  in  this  case.  He  is  fighting  the  battle 
of  the  lumber  dealers  who  sell  shingles  for  homes  in  the  towns 
and  the  dties,  for  they  use  far  more  shingles  than  the  farm- 
ers do. 

Mr.  NYE.  In  farms  and  communities  which  are  directly 
dependent  upon  the  success  of  agriculture. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator  wants  a  higher  tariff  on  everything 
the  farmer  produces,  and  I  have  been  working  with  hlra,  but  I 
want  to  remind  him  that  every  time  he  eats  his  meals  he  pays 
the  tariff  on  butter.  Every  time  he  eats  a  piece  of  any  food 
that  has  a  protective  tariff  he  pays  that  tariff. 

Producers  want  a  tariff  on  wool.  We  have  sudi  a  tariff,  and 
they  want  naore.  We  pay  that  tariff  every  time  we  buy  a  suit 
of  clothes.  A  tariff  on  shingles  Is  not  paid  more  than  once  In 
20  years,  and  generally  25  years;  and  yet  a  bugaboo  Is  built 
us  here  as  though  we  were  going  to  rob  the  farmers  of  America. 
Why.  If  all  the  revenue  that  this  tariff  would  bring  in,  if  we 
had  a  2S  per  cent  tariff,  were  charged  against  the  farmers,  it 
would  only  be  six  or  seven  million  dollars;  it  can  not  be  more 
than  that :  but  the  fact  of  the  matter  Is  that  it  will  not  he  that 
much,  as  the  farmer  does  not  use  more  than  a  third  of  these 
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shingles  at  the  outside,  and  the  price  can  not  be  Increased  25 
per  cent. 

Mr.  NYE.  No ;  but  most  of  the  people  who  are  living  in  com- 
ma alties  that  are  directly  and  wholly  dependent  upon  agricul- 
ture are  using,  combined  with  the  farmers,  about  70  per  cent 
of  ill  the  shingles  manufactured  in  this  country. 

Mr.  DILL.  Does  the  Senator  think  that  in  a  tariff  bill  that 
proposes  to  protect  the  farmer  we  must  leave  out  other  people 
who  need  protection? 

Mr.  NYE.  Oh,  not  at  all ;  and  if  the  Senator  could  Just 
detionstrate  here  to-day  that  the  shingle  manufacturers  who  do 
not  own  their  timl^er  could  be  saved  by  writing  protection  for 
thetn  in  a  tariff  bill,  I  think  I  should  waive  all  objection  to  this 
prcfxised  shingle  schedule. 

DILL.  All  right.  Then,  on  the  same  basis,  those  farm- 
who  do  not  own  their  own  farms  should  not  be  given  any 
ection  on  what  they  produce. 

r.  NYE.    O  Mr.  President,  that  is  not  to  the  point  at  all. 
r.  DILL.     It  Is  the  same  argument.     Why  is  it  not  to  the 
point? 

]  Ir.  NYE.  The  timber  owners  are  the  ones  who  are  making 
the  profit  in  the  timber  and  mnnufacturing  game.  Those  manu- 
ufj  cturers  who  do  not  own  the  timber  have  not  a  ghost  of  a 
cha  nee  to  compete  or  a  ghost  of  a  chance  to  exist  alongside  thut 
cor  ipetition. 

]  Ir.  DILL.  Then  the  Senator's  decree  is  that  the  only  shingle 
coi  cerns  that  can  exist  in  America  must  be  those  great  com- 
po  lies  that  own  their  own  timber. 

Ir.  NYE.  I  am  sorry  that  I  have  to  admit  that,  Mr. 
President. 

r.  DILL.    And  his  policy  will  be  to  compel  that,   rather 
n  to  help  the  independent  man  to  live.     I   am  amazed  at 
Senator. 

r.  NYE.     No,   Mr.   President;   If  the  Senator  will   demon- 

te  that  we  can  alter  that  course  I  will  gladly  go  with  him. 

r.  DILL.     I  remind  the  Senator  that  that  did  not  happen 

1910,   1911,   or   1912,   when   we  had   a   tariff.     As  a   great 

kcr  said  long  ago,  the  only  lamp  by  which  my  feet  are 

led  is  the  lamp  of  experience;  and  the  lamp  of  experience 

ws  that  when  we  had  a  tariff  on  shingles,  the  shingle  manu- 

urer.  whether  he  owned  his  timber  or  whether  he  did  not, 

able  to  live. 

r.  NYE.     In  1910.   1911.  and  1912  how  much  did   shingle 
ttumption  fall  off  while  there  was  protection  on  shingles? 
r.  DILL.     I  do  not  know  the  amount,  but  1  know  that  the 
gle  manufactunT  was  not  dt-stroyed  by  the  importations  of 
gles  from  Canada.    If  the  shingle  consumption  fulls  off  in 
United  States,  that  is  something  that  must  be  met  as  best 
an  be  met  In  a  domestic  industry ;  but  when  It  Is  destroyed 
foreign  importatlon><.  then  I  maintain  that  if  a  tariff  sys- 
exists,  that  Industry  ought  to  be  i>rote<'ted. 
r.  NOKBECK.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
r.  DILL.    I  yield. 

r.  NORBECK.  The  Senator  has  brought  out  one  point  that 
nteresting  to  me.  He  said  that  if  the  total  amount  of  tariff 
the  shingles  was  charged  against  the  farmer,  it  would 
nnt  to  only  about  $6,000,000  or  $7,000,000. 
r.  DILL.  Six  or  seven  million,  between  six  and  seven 
million. 

r.  NORBECK.  Of  course,  I  am  not  arguing  with  the 
Seiiator  in  this  matter,  I  am  not  familiar  enough  with  it  to 
argue  It,  but  the  Senator  realizes  that  the  agricultural  tariff, 
as  we  find  it.  is  about  1  per  cent  effective,  and  that,  notwith- 
standing its  small  amount,  it  is  a  substantial  part  of  the  tariff 
l)eiietit  that  the  farmer  gets. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  under  the  con- 
ditions, the  shingle  tariff  of  25  per  cent  can  not  be  fully  effec- 
tl^,  for  the  reason  that  the  substitutes  that  take  the  i)lare  of 
shingles  necessarily  keep  the  price  down,  and  the  result  of  a 
sh  ngle  tariff  will  not  be  to  Increase  the  price  so  much  as  it 
wl  1  be  to  stop  30  per  cent  importations  from  Canada  that  now 
cl<  sie  our  mills  one-third  of  the  time.    That  is  our  fight. 

Jr.  NORBECK.     The  Senator  realizes,  and  I  think  he  will 
ag-ee  with  me.  that  the  main  difficulty  with  the  agriailturai 
section  Is  that  so  many  burdens  have  been  laid  upon  it  that 
th<    farmers  balk  at  any  other  burden. 
Ar.  DILL.     I  recognlee  that  fact. 

dr.  NORBECK.  If  agriculture  were  on  an  equality.  I  am 
en  e  the  farmers  would  cheerfully  accept  this  extra  cost  on 
eh  ngles. 

dr.  DILL.  I  am  reminded,  as  I  said  a  moment  ago — I  do  not 
krow  whether  the  Senator  was  in  the  Chamber  or  not — that 
evnry  time  we  eat  butter,  eggs,  poultry,  whatever  it  may  be,  we 
pajr  a  tariff  on  the  things  we  eat,  so  far  as  it  Is  effective,  and 
ev  xy  time  we  buy  clothes  we  puy  the  tariff  on  wool,  or  what- 
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ever  It  may  be.    But  the  fanner  would  pay  the  shingle  Uriff 
only  once  In  25  years.  ,  ,  _^ 

Mr  NORBECK.  The  trouble  Is  that  It  has  been  so  long  since 
they  have  bought  any  shingles  that  they  are  about  ready  to 
reshlngle  their  buildings,  and  they  dread  the  extra  cost. 

Mr.  DILL.  If  they  do  it  only  once,  I  think  they  ought  to  be 
able  to  stand  a  few  cents  extra.  ,^..^ 

Mr.  President,  I  want  to  go  on  with  these  reports  of  thelosses 
of  these  shingle  companies.  The  Senator  from  North  ttekota 
tries  to  drag  a  herring  across  the  trail  and  say  that  this  Is 
all  due  to  the  logging  companies,  which  is  not  true,  mat 
applies  to  only  a  few  of  these  mills.  ^  ,     *i,^ 

I  have  here  a  list  of  the  companies  that  are  engaged  in  the 
cedar  industry,  and  I  want  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  and 
others  to  distinguish  and  realize  that  this  Is  not  a  Proposal  to 
put  a  tariff  on  lumber  but  only  upon  this  one  branch  of  lumber, 
because  of  the  intense  competition  in  this  particular  kind  of 
lumlier  that  comes  from  Canada.  ^  ^   ,  «.».«i- 

The  Chehalls  mills  have  written  me  that  I  may  use  their 
figures.  Their  figures  show  that  over  a  period  of  seven  years 
thev  have  had  tt»tal  sales  of  $336,000.  with  a  net  loss  of  ^^.^JO 

The  HlUvlew  Co.,  of  Montesano,  showed  total  sales  of  $845,oou 
and  net  losses  of  $44,000. 

Then  I  have  the  figures  of  a  company  here  from  which  I  have 
no  letter  stating  that  I  may  use  their  return.  Their  returns 
are  to  be  found  In  volume  1.  page  82  of  the  returns  furnished 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  It  is  a  cedar-shingle  cf.m- 
pany  in  western  Washington.     They  show  sales  of  a  toUl  or 

$434,000  and  a  loss  of  $684.  vi  k  t  ».o^o 

I  have  the  figures  of  another  shingle  mill  from  which  I  have 
not  heard  yet  which  sold  $1,700,000  worth  of  shingles  In  seven 
years  and  had  a  net  profit  of  $80,000,  or  one-half  of  1  per  cent 

The  Heath  Shingle  Co.,  of  Granite  Falls,  sold  $274,000  worth 
of  shingles,  with  a  net  loss  In  seven  years  of  $23,249. 

Another  shingle  company  in  Washington  and  Oregon,  whose 
flgurj-8  are  stated  in  volume  1,  page  250.  showed  total  sales 
of  $.367,000  and  a  net  loss  of  $4,151. 

Then,  I  have  here  the  figures  of  a  large  company  in  Seattle, 
the  returns  of  which  are  given  in  volume  1,  page  283.  The 
total  sales  are  $3,000,000,  and  the  total  losses,  $2,806. 

There  Is  another  company,  reported  on  page  316.  volume  1, 
a  very  large  company  In  western  Washington,  with  sales  of 
nearly  $10,000,000  and  losses  of  $3.36,000  in  a  period  of  aeven 
years.    In  <mly  one  year  did  they  make  a  profit. 

This  hi  not  one  of  the  llttie  companies.  This  Is  •  company, 
by  the  way.  that  owna  lU  own  lumber— one  of  the  biggest  in 
the  whole  We«t,  It  showed  total  sales  of  $10,000,000.  I  have 
no  permission  to  nse  the  name  of  the  company,  therefore,  I  hare 
not  quoted  it ;  hot  every  year,  except  1923.  their  loases  ran  rery 

**1n  1922  they  had  loMea  of  $46,000;  in  1924  of  $84,000;  Inl928 
of  $61,000;  In  1926  of  $92,000;  in  1927  of  $122,000;  In  1928  of 

$64  000 

Thia'ifl  not  a  mere  accident;  this  is  the  result  of  the  depres- 
sion in  the  industry  cau.sed  by  the  importation  of  shingles  from 
a  country  where  cheap  labor  and  cheap  logs  and  cheap  trans- 
portation have  forced  this  and  other  companies  like  It  to  the  wall. 

I  have  the  figure*  of  another  company.  It  might  be  called  the 
banner  tHMnpany.  because  this  \s  the  only  company  that  shows 
any  profits  In  the  shingle  business  that  are  worth  noticing,  so  far 
as  I  know  This  is  a  company  which  is  reported  on  page  392 
of  volume  1.  They  show  total  sales  of  $192,000  and  profits  of 
$9900  They  are  In  the  shingle  business.  I  was  rather  inter- 
ested to  know  how  they  made  that  profit,  which  they  made  in 
only  one  year  They  did  not  make  It  out  of  shingles  at  all; 
thev  made  It  out  of  shingle  bolts ;  that  is,  blocks  of  cedar  that 
were  cut  for  the  purpose  of  making  shingles,  which  they  shipped 
to  Japan  and  sold  at  such  a  price  that  the  company  realized 
a  profit  but  on  the  shingle  business  in  this  country  they  oper- 
ated at  a  loss.  As  a  result  of  selling  these  shingle  bolts  at  a 
profit  In  Japan  they  made  a  profit  of  5  per  cent,  and  that  Is  the 
highest  profit  made  by  any  cedar-shlngle  company  In  the  whole 

United  States.  .  ».     „     * 

I  can  not  find  one  In  the  list,  and  I  have  gone  through  all  of 
them,  that  made  more.  There  are  companies  engaged  In  the 
logging  business  and  the  lumber  business,  and  that  sort  of 
thing  that  made  money,  but  no  company  In  the  whole  list  that 
made  profits,  except  one  or  two,  and  they  made  only  5  per  cent 

at  most.  .         ,     ^^         1  _ 

I  have  the  figures  of  a  shingle  company  here  in  the  cedar 
business,  on  page  460.  volume  1,  whose  total  sales  In  seven 
years  were  $750,000,  with  profits  of  $2,500,  one-third  of  1  per  cent 
I  have  the  report  of  the  Bratlie  mills,  volume  2,  page  547. 
Over  a  period  of  aeven  years  they  made  a  profit  the  first  two 
years,  and  a  profit  last  year,  but  out  of  sales  of  two  and  a  half 
million  dollars  their  net  loss  was  $5,000. 


I  mi^t  go  throogh  the  U«t.  bat  I  wfll  not  take  the  time  to 
read  them  alL  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  Insert  this  list  In 
the  BaooBD  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Rboobo,  as  follows : 


BkhttU  •**  iumbtr  tneome-Ut  rtturm 


Nune  of  oompuiy 


jOnaiMlw 


Clough-Hartley  Co.,  Everett, 
Wash.,  oedar  sbiogieB: 

1022 

1933 

1934 

1925 

lfl» 

1927 

192B 


Total. 


Chehalia  Stilagle   Co.,   Ob»- 
balis.  Wash.,  oedar  shingles: 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1926 .. 

1938 

1937 

1928 


Profltor  kM 


SI,  079,  SOS 
1,2*3,645 
744,770 
91^24^ 
031.342 
090,810 
002.734 


«,  ISa  749 


Total. 


Motor  Mill  Co.,  Seattle, 
Wash,  (cooperative),  oedar 
shingles: 

1922.. 

1923. 

1924 

1935 

1936 

1927 

1938 


64,386 
62,635 
48.906 
49.841 
38.347 
35,528 
46,996 


Proflt.  $68,091.65. 
Profit.  $69,585.01. 
Loss,  $41,430.16... 
Profit,  $35,388.65. 
Profit.  $8.881.76.. 
Loss.  $7.645.50... 
Profit.  $2,484.64.. 


Refcraooe 


Net    profit.    $136,945 
(2percent+). 


Total. 


HiUriew  Shingle  Co..  Monte- 
sano. Wash.,  oedar  shinglea: 

1922 

1928 

t934 

1926 ~ 

19M 

1927 

193* 


33^641 


219.  248 
2M,091 
254.381 
282.002 
217.282 
212,650 
193,721 


Totil. 


Lmnber  sad  lagglnc  eompaay 
of  vMt«m  Waetaiogtoo. 
oedar  sbiogles: 

1922 ....—— 

1923 — 

1924 

1926 

1936 

1927 

1928 


Total. 


1. 834,  364 


171.472 
UB.442 
142.843 
180.951 
115.164 
82.557 
99.231 


Profit,  $7.332.82. - 
Profit.  $1.937.65.. 
Profit,  $4.390.25.. 

Loss,  $760.35 

Loes,  $2,517.16.... 
1.088.  $1,762.90-.. 
Profit.  $1,036.07-- 


Net  loss,  $9,655. 


Lo«.  $2.477,68 

Loss,  $1.S.211.53 

Loss.  $15.770.86 

Profit.  $3,833.93 

lx)BS,  $15.835.54 

Loss,  $2.917.18 

Loss,  $15,575.28 


Net  lots,  163,903. 


845,384 


•3.347 
74.894 

SIC  8*1 
109,043 
3^426 
35.888 
ia489 


Profit.  $4,285. 
\jom.tJjO\».. 
Loa*.  $1,934.. 
Loas.  $10,088. 
LoM.$U18.. 
Loss.  $23411. 
Low.  $3.9SO.. 


Net  loas,  $M,Me. 


gbingle  company  of  weatern 
Washington,  oedar  shingles: 

1922 ^ 

1023 

19M 

1035 

1936 

1927 

1038 


494,328 


25.972 
83.437 
35,894 
41,304 

101. 653 
93,096 

103,075 


Profit,  $413....«»»**«* 

Profit.  $270 

Loas.  $10.138 

Loss,$Il,8n 

Loss,$14J31 

Loss,  88,511 

Loas.  $3.338 


Vol.  I.  p.  117. 
Vol.  I.  p.  ll«. 

Do. 
Vol.  1,  p.  115. 

Do. 
Vol.  1.  p.  114. 

Do. 


Vei.  1,  p.  iia 
Vol.  1,  p.  109. 

Do. 
Vol.  1,  p.  108. 

Do. 
Vol.  1,  p.  107. 

Do. 


Vol.  1,  p.  300. 

Do. 
Vol.  1.  p.  289. 

Do. 
Vol.  1.  p.  398. 

Do. 
Vol.  1,  p.  397. 


Vol.  1.  p.  238. 
Vol.  1.  p.  225. 

Do. 
Vol.  1,  p.  231. 

Do. 
Vol.  1.  p.  23$. 

Do. 


Vol.  1.  p.  n. 

Vol.  1.  p.  87, 

Da 
Vol.  1.  p.  it. 

Do. 

Vol.  1.  p.  88. 

Da 


Net  loas.  848.179. 


Profit,  $1,678 

Profit.  $1,309 

Loss.  $164 

Profit.  8956 

Loss,  $1.018 ^ 

Loss,  $1.579 

Loss.  $1,723 


Toisa. 


434.691 


Lumber  and  sbin^e  cmnpmy 
of  western  Washington, 
oedar  sbinglef: 

1923 

1928 - 

1934 

1925 - 

1926 - 

1927 

1938 


Total. 


Heath  Shingle  Co.,  OranlU 
Kails,  WaS.,  oedar  shingles: 

1922 

1923 

1924 

1035 

1936 ~ — 

1927 „ 

1938 - 


Totid. 


182,065 
221,768 
232,305 
308,122 
211,716 
243.64.n 
406.285 


1,704,886 


7,131 
29,711 
301586 
76^086 
42.381 
44,343 
Sa838 


374,886 


Net  loss,  8084.. 


Profit,  $4,422.. 
Profit,  $7,463.- 
Proflt.  $20,141. 
Profit.  $14,101. 
Profit,  $5,364.. 
Profit,  $10,118. 
Profit,  $28,508. 


Net  profit,  $87,998 
(one-hair  of  1  per 
cent). 


Loss.  $1,650 

Los,  $1.435 

I^OVf  9Vt0y7. . ,••....- 

Loss.  $3.348 

Loss.  $2.028 

Ixjas.  $3.3M 

Iamb.  $1.708 


Net 


Vol.  I,  p.  IS. 

D«L 

Vd.  I,  p.  8L 

Da 
Vol.  1,  p.  80. 

Da 
Vol.  3,  p.  TB. 


Vol.  1.  p.  136. 

Da 
Vol.  1,  p.  134. 

Da 
Vol.  1,  p.  183. 

Da 
Vol.  1.  p.  183. 


Vol.  I.  p.  31*. 

Da 
Vol  1.  p.  3M. 

Da 

Vol.  1.  p.  ax 

Da 

vcL  1.  p.  ax 


ii 
'if 


5468 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


CoutlBOdd 


NuM  of  compmny 


f*t»Hf!t  eocnnuiy  ia 

OncMi.  cedar  (tiinclw 

19H 

laa r. 

isac.. 

192S... 

nm... 

I«7... 
1938... 


ToUl. 


Lombn'  uid  shtncl«  oami«ny 
tn      w«<t«rn      Wimhlngton. 

1KB 

tgga 

iwi'.I".! 

19M 

IKM 

ins .  ."."irrrirnrrrrrmr . 


T«(^. 


hunbtr  Hnd  5hinfl«  rompur 
to  wDsum  WaghinKton, 
•hinglea  (not  oadar): 

1922 

1«»- 

192* 

1925 

1938 

19J7 

19» 


Total. 


LomtMr  and  kcflJiK  oonpany 
in  waatarn  Wasiiiactao. 
aiiioRiaa  (not  oadar; : 

1923 — . 

1923 

llOt 

l<«5 

!^en. 

1927 

192B.  DO  opantiooa 


Total. 


8biBSl»  company  in 
WaahiDcton,  eadar  sbinglaa: 

190 

1931 

193* 

1938 ...     ■ 

itas 

1B7 

ins 


Tatit. 


SMagla  campaay  in  waatani 
Was^iaKton.  shinglas  (not 
»dar): 

I9S 

1«3( 

1925 

19a» 

1937 -. 

192« _ 


T«UL. 


Lambar  oorapaoy  in 
Waahmfion.  oadar 


Oroaa 


178.983 
84.779 
50^231 
71,040 
82,2K7 
38.802 
41,365 


3«7.Q84 


539.  in 

53a  454 
.19«,773 
399.997 
409.448 
401.274 
320,905 


PraAtorloa 


Profit.  1819 

Loaa,  S2.947 

Um,Oa06 

Proflt.  $4,064... 

Loss,  $3..«5 

Proflt.  t338 

Proflt,  t36 


Net  loa,  94,151. 


Proflt,  tiaSM.. 

Loas.  $1.35i 

Lof».  120.148... 
Proflt.  $1,003... 
Proflt.  t«.ao7... 
Proflt.  $S.301... 
Loss.  $4,308 


1983.414     Net  loas,  33.806. 


31592.339 
1, 55fi.  147  [ 
1,338.350  I 
1.254.941  , 
1.  144.  193 
1.0rt5.987 
1.061.804  ! 


Loss.  $46.502 

Proflt.  rj.290..-. 

LoM.  «M.3«) 

Loss.  I6l.*^l 

Loaa.  $92.112 . 

l>o«.  $122.021 

I.OSS.  $54.flO« 


9.  VTX  751  ;  Net  loss.  $336,344. 


743.190 
1.744.140 

1,  4».  043 
923.  U15 

1,709.072 
517.074 


Loss.  $74.57K_.. 

Proflt.  $149,475. 

Loss.  $117.  645-.. 
,  LOM.  tB.iWS-... 
I  Loss.  $151. 479_. 
I  Lo«>.  $3M.70a.. 


7.086.234     NM  loas.  $513,922. 


3.111 
14.346 
18.900 
39,519 
19.967 
10^381 
97.535 


Lorn.  $1.641... 
Loss.  $3.7ii«  .. 
Lo&s.  $2,352  -  - . 
ProMt.  $1,979.. 
Proui.  $1.456.. 
Profit.  $171.... 
Proflt.  $14,068. 


na.7«» 


Net   proflt.   $9,956   (9 
par  oeot  +).' 


80.792  Proflt.  $3.215 

1.U296  Proflt,  $2.438 

279.258  I  Proflt.  $3,4«1 

141.708  Profit.  $2.100 

160.336  Profli.  $U19 

178,214  Proflt.  $3,388. 


972,5(4 


MM. 

i«as. 

1996. 
19S7. 


TMal. 


Lonbar  conpaoy  ia 
Waahtactoa.  eadar 
Mdi. 


1«3«. 
1935. 

itas. 
vm. 


Tatal. 


11.000 
3(0.724 
236,  OM 
110,714 

55,960 


103,728 

7f7.ga» 

X1O7,067 
3.0SX8M 
l.WS,7W 
1^150.03 

*374,S88 
3,951.000 

u.M^tn 

Net     proflt.     $15,634 
{\H  car  cent). 


Proflt.  $47 

Profit.  $37 

Proflt.  $862 

Loaa.  $1.819 

Los^  $3.4*4 .- 

Proflt.  $6,765 


Net  proflt,  $3,578  (M 
of  1  par  cant). 


Profit.  1711,780.. 
Profit.  $336,361. 
Lflaa.  186.049... 
Loaa.  $35,401 — 
Loaa,tU1.5S3.. 
Profit,  $53,165. 

Profit,  r 


Net    profit,    $304,888 
Omb  than  Spar  oaat}> 


oatal 


iklppad  to  Japaik 


Vol.  1,  p.  280. 

Da 
Vol  U  p.  3M. 

Da 
Vol.  1.  p.  348. 

Da 
VoL  1.  p.  347. 


Vol.  1,  p.  383. 
Vol.  1,  p.  282. 

Do. 
Vol.  1.  p.  381. 

Da 

Vol.  1.  p.  3aa 

Do. 


Vol.  1,  p.  315. 
Yd.  1.  p.  313. 

Do. 
Vol.  1.  p.  314. 

Do. 
Vol.  I.  p.  313. 

Da 


Vol.  1.  p.  356 

Do. 
Vol.  1.  p  355. 

Da 
Vol.  1.  p.  354. 

Da 


Vol.  1,  p.  392. 
Vol.  1,  p.  391 

Do. 
Vol.  1,  p.  390 

Do. 
Vol.  1,  p.  388. 

Do. 


VtH  1,  p.  463. 

Do. 
Vol  I.  p.  452. 

Do. 
Vid.  1.  p.  451. 

Da 


Vol.  1,  p.  480. 
Vol.  1.  p.  458. 

Do. 
Vol.  1.  p.  458. 

Da 
Vol  1,  p.  m. 


VoL  l.p.3n. 
Da 

Vol.  1.  p.  an. 

Da 

VoL  1.  p.  37». 

Da 
VaL  !.»>»>- 


Lou  iber  eompany  in 

Oiecon  (not  oedar): 


1922. 
1923. 

tSM. 


1826... 

1936 

927 

938 


Bra|Ue  Bros.  Mitk  Co.,  1am- 

and  stainglee  (not  oedar): 

922 

934'ii~ri!r!rmr!..- 

925 

928..., 

927 

1928 


Lumber 


tU'l 


and  abingle  manufke- 
ing.  cedar  sbiogles: 

922 

923 

924 

928''.'.'"""""" 1. 

1927 

1938 


November  12 


SthtfU  ami  Immder  huemi  9u  refvnw— Contianed 


Name  of  company 


Total. 


Total. 


Total. 


Lo(c  ring,  luniber  and  shingle 
manufactaring,  cedar 
sfalnKler 


1922. 
1923... 
924... 
1939... 
1929... 
1927... 
1928... 


Total. 


Cert  w  Imnher  pompany,  west- 
en  Washington  (not  cedar): 

922 , 

1923 


1924 

1926 

1936 

1927  

im..." 


Total. 


MaiutM^toring    lomb^    and 
sti  [nf\es,  cedar  shingles: 

1922 

192J 

1934 

L925 

1936 

1927 

1038 


Total. 


Oroaa  sales 


$3. 7.'»,  184 
5,472.827 
4,64<).654 

4,721,762 


^6I39.006 
^  77:^158 


24,003.590 


376,309 
418.549 

37.S.  241 
420,808 
99Z921 
29A.  104 
373,391 


Proflt  or  loa* 


2,647,303 


1,  399. 095 
1, 857.  209 
1, 959.  482 

2,  237.  875 
2, 203. 975 
2,3fi3.  IW 
2,  -10, 876 


14,728.650 


3,440.773 

4.050,385 
4.  798,  ."583 
4.  .^28.  914 
4.  74r..  099 
4.  02S,  ?m 
3.708.9W 


38,304.745 


3, 378, 975 
3, 139. 900 
2,  325,  472  ' 
2,234.993  I 
2,  636. -210  , 
2.  977,  374 
2, 817, 302 


19.210^096 


1.094.949  ' 
1, 120. 080  I 
1, 127, 968  . 
1, 165, 703 
1.072.0(15 
1,106,923 


7.624,651 


Proflt,  r51,  750 

Proflt.  $1.118,940 

Proflt.  $753,454 

Prgflt,  $643.043 

Profit,  $990,219 

Proflt.  $283.160 

Proflt,  $331,744 

Net  proflt.  t'572,310... 


Proflt,  $1,015 

Proflt,  $10.448 

Loss,  $12.337 

I.OSS,  $2,.336 

Ix)ss.  $5.si4 

Loss.  $3.199 

Profit,  r, 138 

Not  loaa,  $5,072 

Proflt.  $51.827 

Proflt.  $195.722 

Loss,  $43,207 

Proflt.  $43.199 

Lo35,  $21.230 

Low,  $10.227 

Loss,  $52.485 

Net     profit.     $I30,.'599 
(less  than  1  percent). 


Proflt,  $542,185 

Profit.  $502.556 

LO.SS,  $19,038 

Profit,  $»e.216 

Proflt.  $162.173 

Loss.  $57,745 

Profit,  $250.221 

Net  profit.  11.4S2.563 
(4H  percent). 

Profit.  $441,092 

Profit,  $499,509 

Proflt,  $86,378 

Proflt.  187,112 

Proflt,  $319.953 , 

Loss,  $4.'il.725 

Proflt,  $34,344 

Net  profit.   $1,096,365 
(V^  of  1  per  cent) . 


Proflt,  $4.214 

Proflt,  $199.566 

Proflt.  $9H,39« 

Loss.  $U.W16 

Loss,  $4,018 

Loss.  $9.319 

Loas.  $39,070 


Reference 


Vol.  1,  p.  166. 

Do. 
Vol.  1,  p.  M6. 

Da 
Vol.  I,  p.  164. 

Da 
VoL  1,  p.  163. 


Vol.  J.  p.  5C. 
Vol.  2.  p.  546. 

Da 
Vol.  2.  p.  545. 

Do. 
Vol.  2,  p.  544. 

Da 


Vol.  2.  p.  679. 
Vol.  2,  p.  674. 

Do. 
Vol.  2,  p.  673. 

Do. 
Vol.  2,  p.  67X 

Do. 


Net  profit.  $210,723  (3 
per  cent). 


Vol.  2,  p.  798. 
Vol.  2,  p.  797. 

Do. 
Vol.  2.  p.  796. 

Do. 
Vol.  2,  p.  795. 

Do. 


Vol.  2,  p.  888. 

Do. 
Vol  2.  p.  888. 

Da 
Vol.  2.  p.  887, 

Do. 
Vol.  2,  p.  W> 


Vol.  2.  p.  983. 
Vol   2.  p.  982. 

Do. 
Vol.  2,  p.  98L 

Do. 
Vol.  2,  p.  980. 

Da 


r.  DILL.  Mr.  Presideot,  I  want  to  refer  also  to  what  I 
Intfeuded  to  call  attention  to  in  tlie  beginning  of  my  remarks, 
baf  becaaae  of  questions  I  was  diverted. 

The  tariflf  on  ghlngles  was  first  provided  in  the  tariff  act 
ofTlSDT.  when  we  provided  a  tariff  of  30  cents  a  thout^nd. 
In  the  act  <rf  1909  it  was  raised  to  50  cents  a  thousand.  In 
wis  shingles  were  placed  on  the  free  list.  In  1922  tliey  were 
ptaced  on  the  free  list  again.  The  House  of  RepreBeutatlves 
In  the  Hawley  blU  placed  a  25  per  cent  tariff  on  shingles,  but 
th4  Senate  Finance  Committee,  of  course,  struck  out  that  duty, 
do  not  want  to  weary  the  Senate;  I  do  not  want  to  talk 
to<  long.  I  haT«  tak«i  mwre  time,  probably,  than  I  siiould 
ha  re  taken,  but  I  wanted  to  make  the  record  clear ;  I  wanted 
to  [)re«ent  the  eridence  to  show  that  this  Industry  ia  entitled  to 
th4protection  that  is  being  given  to  other  industries. 

do  not  stand  here  to-day  to  argue  for  a  tariff  on  all  the 
va  "lotis  things  that  men  eat.  use.  and  wear,  but  I  do  stand  here 
to  argue  that  If  a  tariff  is  to  be  placed  on  the  indu-stries  that 
^^uce  what  people  eat,  wear,  and  use,  it  ought  to  include  the 
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things   produced   from   the  timber  of  the  country,   when   that 
industry  is  being  ruined  by  foreign  importations. 

-rtic  mere  fact  that  it  may  cost  the  farmer  a  little  more  is 
not  in  Itself  a  conclusive  argument.  The  farmer  has  to  pay  more 
for  everything  he  uses  and  wears,  everything  he  eats,  almost, 
and  yet  we  go  on  and  put  tariffs  on  the  things  he  uses  and  eats. 
In  fact,  we  are  even  increasing  some  of  them.  We  ought  to  ptUl 
more  of  them  down  than  we  have  done,  but  when  we  propose  to 
put  a  tariff  on  shingles,  then  we  are  told  we  are  interfering  with 
the  building  of  homes  in  this  country. 

I  think  the  clothing  a  man  wears,  I  think  the  utensils  he  uses, 
the  food  he  eats,  are  just  as  important  as  the  home  in  which 
he  lives,  and  as  long  as  we  put  a  tariff  on  all  these  other  th.ngs 
in  all  the  other  sections  of  the  country,  I  want  to  know  by  what 
process  of  rea.soning  the  Industry  of  the  great  Northwest  should 
be  shut  out  from  this  tariff  protection. 

I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  income-tax  returns  as  a  whole. 
A  report  of  the  Commi.ssioner  of  Internal  Revenue  under  date 
of  May  14,  1929,  shows  that  the  combined  net  income  of  37 
representative  cori)orations  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of 
shingles  and  cedar  lumber  in  the  States  of  Washington  and 
Oregon  is  as  follows.  This  is  from  a  report  of  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Internal  Revenue. 

In  1923  the  deficit  in  excess  of  Income  for  these  37  corpora- 
tions was  $86,000. 

In  1924  the  deficit  in  excess  of  incomes  was  $60,000. 
In  192,')  the  income  in  excess  of  deficit  was  $96,000. 
That  is  alK)Ut  $3,000  per  firm. 

In  1926  the  excess  of  deficits  over  net  income  was  $38,U0U. 
In  1927  the  deficit  over  income  was  $37,000. 
In  the  five  years  from  1923  to  1927,  inclusive,  the  37  repre- 
sentative corp<irations  in  the  lumber  industry  In  the  NorthwMt 
had  a  profit  in  only  one  year  and  an  average  of  less  than  $3,000 
per  year  for  each  corporation.  I  remind  Senators  that  that 
was  in  1925,  which  was  the  year  that  the  Tariff  Commission 
made  its  investigation. 

We  have  based  our  arguments  here  to-day  upon  the  report 
of  the  commission,  which  shows  that  labor  costs  in  the  year 
1925  were  higher  in  the  United  States  than  in  Canada,  that 
h.g  costs  were  higher  in  the  United  States  than  in  Canada,  that 
transportation  costs  were  higher  in  the  United  States  than  in 
Canada,  and  that  was  the  best  year  we  ever  had  in  the  shingle 
industry  and  in  the  cedar-lumber  industry.  As  the  reports  of  the 
Income-tax  returns  from  Uie  Treasury  Department  show,  condi 
tions  have  grown  worse  every  year  since  1925.  If  the  difference 
then  was  so  great,  it  is  still  greater  now.  o. .     i 

I  have  here  a  letter  from  the  Wa.shington  and  Oregon  Sldngle 
Association  that  I  want  to  place  in  the  Rboobd,  together  wltti 
a  recapitulation.  The  letter  is  under  date  of  October  22,  IWW, 
and  reads : 

This  office  has  recently  published  an  "  operations  report,"  and  it  was 
thought  that  yon  could  use  about  six  copies  of  this  report  to  advan- 
tage.    They  are  Inclosed. 

Please  note  on  one  copy,  for  your  own  Information,  that  we  hare 
noted  In  pencil  the  number  of  machines  In  the  mill ;  at  the  right  ot  the 
name  and  address  jou  will  note  the  normal  capacity  machines.  This 
report  as  you  will  note,  does  not  Include  Inactive  mUla  such  as  Ir^ng- 
Dough'erty,  Aberdeen;  South  Bay  Cedar  Co..  Markham ;  Caaey-Chllds 
Shingle  CO..  Sedro-WooUey  ;  Woodland  Mill  Co.,  Seattle,  etc. 

Your  attention  is  also  called  to  the  fact  that  there  are  653  machines 
In  the  mills  Hated  In  the  Inclosed  report,  while  the  normal  capacity  Is 
rated  at  OW.  or  approximately  50  per  cent  run  night  shifta.  Our  cur- 
tailment would  ahow  a  much  higher  percentage  If  all  our  mills  ran 
night  shifts  as  they  do  In  British  Columbia. 

That  is  a  very  striking  fact.  While  our  men  ffe 'porting  two- 
thirds  of  the  time  and  the  mills  are  idle  one-third  of  the  time. 
BriUsh  Columbia  mills  run  with  night  shifts  in  order  to  produce 
the  shingles  which  they  export  into  the  United  States  without  a 

Uriff.  ^^ 

The  machines  In  the  mills  there,  I  urn  idvlaed,  are  approximately  250. 
with  «  normal  operation  of  ab^iut  600.  Tbeir  present  prodticUon  report 
•hows  them  curtalllDg  50  per  cent.  Thia  explanation  la  almply  to  asalat 
Tou  IB  caae  anyone  ahould  make  the  statement  that  while  the  American 
Bills  are  only  curtaUing  81.7  per  cent.  Britlah  ColumbU  mUIs  are  cur 

tailing  50  per  cent.  .^     .k     _     »i.    «# 

We  expect  to  make  a  check  of  operations  here  for  the  mcntB  of 
October,  after  the  Slat.  and.  If  it  can  be  of  auslstance  to  you.  we  will 
aend  you  copiea  of  that  report  also,  for  It  la  expected  that  the  October 
curUlIment  will  be  greater  than  the  September  curUilment 

Very  truly  youra. 

Washington  ft  0«»oon  Shinolc  AsaociATiON. 

Then  I  hare  the  report  of  the  operations,  showhig  the  mills 
and  their  cmpecity  and  their  curtailments  and  their  producUon. 


which  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Rbooto  at  thia  point  in  my 

remarks.  ,      ,        .^  ,  .  __ . 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

The  report  is  as  follows: 

KCPOBT  or  OPXaATlONB,  SKFTBMBEa  16-SO,  1NCLC8ITB,  l»t» 

Recapitulation  of  diatriet  reporta 


Dist^ct  No.  1  (Edmonds  ft 
North).. 

District  No.  2  (Seattle,  T»- 
coma,  etc.) 

District  No.  3  (Grays  Harbor).. 

District  No.  4 

Total.. 


Normal 
machine 
capacity 


377 

228 
227 

167 


999 


Normal 
machine- 
hours 


39.208 

23,712 
23,608 
17,368 


Operatedl  Curtailed 


machine- 
hours 


machine- 
hours 


103,896 


2;.  466 

18,274 
17, 162 
11,098 


14.742 

^438 
6.446 
6,270 


Paroant- 
age  cur- 
tailment 


37. « 

215 
27.3 
36.1 


71,000 


32.896 


31.7 


Summary 

Day  shift 

Night  shift 

Number  machines  operated: 

Dtstrirt  No.  1 • 

148 

133 

122 

96 

69 
38 

Districl  No.  8 

District  No.  4 - 

60 

17 

Tntnl 

496 
184 

184 

• 

682 

Report  of  operationt 
DISTRICT  MO.   1  (XDMONDS  k  MO«TH)   rROM  SXPTKIfBia  !•-»,  IBCttJSITB.  1«M 


Normal 
roachine- 
csparity 


machine- 
hours 


.\naoorte9  Mutual  Mill,  Ana- 

cortes.. ----- 

Arlington  MUl  Co..  Arlington... 
Bald     Mountain     Mill     Co.. 

Mount  Vernon -  - -----  ■ 

Bloedel-Donovan  Lumber  MUl: 

Bellingham 

SlEykomish 

Bums  Shingle  Co.,  Anaoortes. . 
C.  B.  Lumber  ft  Shingle  Co.. 

Everett ---- 

Sharich-Dougherty ,  Everett ... 
Clough-HartleyCo..  Everett... 
Dillwii  A  FhiUips,  Concrete.  -. 
Edison  Shingle  Ca: 

Anacortes- 

Edison 

Port  Angelea- - -,--;,--- 

Everett  Lumber  ft  Shingle  Co., 

Everett ----- 

Eyre  Shingle  Co.,  Artington... 
Heath  Lumber  ft  Shin^e  Co., 

Granite  Falls -.;-- -u 

Wm.  Hulbert  Mill  Co.,  Everett. 
J.  M.  Hoyt,  Prairie,  -.j..^... 
Jamison  Lumber  ft  Shuigw  oa: 

Everett • 

Anacortes • 

Nick  Jems,  BeUin^iam -....- 
Juatrite  Shingle  Co.,  Everett. .. 
Lake  Riley  Lumber  Co..  Hasel. 
J.  McMaster,  No.  1,  MarysviUe. 
i.  McMaater,  No.  2,  Marysvllle. 

Miller  ft  Sons,  Sumaa.— 

Monarch  MID  Co.,  Everett.... 

New  Eivdand  Manuteoturing 
Co..  ETerett... .  -  -  -  -.----  -  -- 

Oakland  Shlncle  Co..  Edmonds. 
Quality  Shinpa  Co..  Edmonds. 
Sacinaw  Shingle  Co.,  Bteine.... 

8i«n<ms  Shingle  Co..  BeBior 

ham  

Skagit  MUl  Go^  Lysiaa 

Super  Shlngla  Co.Jtverett...- 
Swan  ft  McKay,  Caiwrtlon... 
WkKnar  Lumber  Co..  Monroe. 
Wtaatoom  Falls  Mill.  Bellinr 
bam 


Normal  iOperated  ICurtaUad 


machine- 
hours 


} 


Total  QTmUla). 


12 
2 


25 
6 

20 
3 

32 
3 

28 


6 
3 

3 

22 

8 

0« 

4 
6 
7 

13 

5 
8 

% 
6 

14 
8 

U 
10 

» 

4 
6 


machine- 
hours 


377 


1.248 
208 

312 


2,600 
624 

2,080 
312 

3,338 
312 


3,912 

624 
312 

312 

2,388 

312 

6,630 

416 
620 
728 

1,248 

830 


an 

«I4 

1.466 


1,348 

986 
416 


816 
184 


1.560 
583 

1,400 
96 


2,096 


830 


432 
24 

313 

1,040 
43 

680 

216 

3,328 

312 


816 

104 
113 

313 


Percent 
of  cur- 


^666 
830 


38,308 


168 

776 

530 

807 

676 

«34 

1.001 

M3 


380 
006 


188 


H466 


06 
630 
580 

473 


34.6 

1L6 

100.0 


4ao 

6.8 

«n 

68.3 
100.0 
100.0 

28.1 

16.7 

loao 

loao 

'ioao 


335 
386 


466 

440 

080 
780 
270 
418 


Cfl8 


14.743 


3L1 

loao 

77.0 

r.9 


38.3 
8a8 


81.8 
88.8 

77.0 
78.0 
38.8 

loao 


37.8 


BUMMABT 

Average  numbar  day  maohinea  ®P««»«bi**5S?J*v«  7 *2 

Average  number  night  machines  opwated.  dUtrict  No.  1 _• 

TotiJ "' 


'I  m 


\? 


V. 

U 
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Meptrt  9f  optration* — Costlnoed 


DOTUCT   no.   9    (gEATTlt.   TACOMA,    POET    AllOSLJtS,    OLTMnA,    AMD    BBKLIOII,    WK.), 

raoM  umMBBK  19-30,  mcicaiTB,  IM* 


Normal 
machiiw 
oaiMClty 

Normal 

machln* 

bonra 

Operat«d 

machin»- 

boon 

t 

CorUUcd 

machine- 

boon 

Percent 

of  cor- 

tailment 

Bnrkiey  8hli«to  Co.,  Bocklar.. 
Cartwa    River    8hia(i«    Ca, 
Fairlu         

13 

90 
U 

16 

6 

3 

4 

104 

CM 

416 
104 

833 
41« 
308 

416 

833 

313 

738 
1.4M 

833 

1.4M 

833 

313 
313 

73B 
•  308 

!,«• 

104 

1.348 

5,200 
1.664 

1,684 
634 

308 
416 

88 
438 

16 
106 
416 

1&4 

31.5 

CmrUbon  MiU  A  Timber  Ca, 
Cuitbors 

Cmafdt,  Timber  Co.,  T»ooma  . 

KMcrtiTlUe  Lumber  Co..  Eatoo- 
Tlll«                 

100  0 

104 

408 
416 
144 

IB 

883 

318 

738 
1,038 

740 
1.2M 

SB4 

333 
168 

73S 
86 

1.0M 

3,888 
1.336 

833 

676 

184 
113 

380 

4&7 

Grwn  MiU  Ca.  QuitoMM. 

Bin  MiO  Co.,  rurfu 

Kmrmam  Mwh  Co.  Kmrit- 
too        

01 

6« 

MS 
U4 

Lake  flunmuBiih  Sblocto  Co.. 

McKmum  Lumbv  Co.   M«- 
Keom 

MemU-KinK      Liuobw      Co., 
Biftlt 

Motor  MIU  Co..  Bmttk 

Moabir  LttoUw  *  flklacla  Co. : 
MaloiM          

M 

7* 

418 

81 

za 

Ml 

80 
144 

3 
133 

38.3 

lai 

Rortleaui                        .   . 

ChM.  NaiMm.  Port  AjimIh 

Olynpte  Shivio  Co..  Olrmoia. 
Uko   CiMhBMi   Shlnda   Co., 
Hoodaport. 

PMSiflc  ^f^AiOllftl.  NkttOMl 

10^3 

38.9 

3i7 
46.3 

Paauna  Luiabw  it  Sbinfto  Co., 
Oljrmpte 

.4 

Phoonii  Sblailt  Co..  SMttto.... 
PrMton  Mill  Pmton 

S&7 

104 

1.313 
338 

833 
48 

M 
304 

15.4 

R«<1  Min  Co    Sbalton         

IS.  3 

SMttla  Cedar  Lumbar  A  Mill- 
inm  Co    9e*ttla                

33.4 

St.  PiMil  A  Tmoom  Co.,Taeom». 
Bnoqiulmio    rtils    Co.,    Sno- 
qoalmio  F»lb 

ia.8 
sao 

Wftytead  Mfll  Ca.  Swttto 

WbiU     RlT«r     Sbind*     Co., 

Kaometow 

Wood  A  iTerwn.  Hobwt 

7.7 

11.0 
75.5 

ToUlOOmllte) 

338 

33,713 

18,374 

^438 

33L0 

SUM  MAST 


j^wna  aumbar  of  day  roachioas  operated,  in  district  No.  3 

Attngt  Bombar  of  nlgbt  machinea  operated,  district  No.  3. 


133 

38 


Total. 


170 


DoraiCT  HO.  a  (Boqoum,  AannBaM.  axoha.   mocufa,  MOMmAMO,  nc.)  nou 

Barrufaca  i6~ao,  imb 


Aloha  Lanbar  Co.,  Atoha..-.- 
East    Hoqu^un    Shingle    Co., 

lloqulara 

Robt.  aray  Sblncle  Co.,  Ho- 

qulam -• 

R^t.  dray  Sfaingte  Co.,  No.  3. 

Hoquiam 

Soale  Shini^  Co.,  Aloha 

Mackie  MUl  Co..  Markham.... 

B.  C.  Millar,  Aberdaao 

Nflrthweatarn  Lumber  Co.,  Uo- 

quiam -• 

P^n  Lumber  A  Sblncle  Co.. 

Hoquiam • 

Royal  8hii«to  Co..  Whttea 

Saginaw  Timber  Co.: 

Abudeaa. • 

Veata. 

Bchalar  Byoa.: 

AberdaeB — ...... •••.—----• 

Mooteaaoo 

M .  R.  Smith  Lumber  A  Shlagla 

Co 

MocUpa — 

Mineral • 

LayboM-Smlth.  TaeowM 

WoodlawB  MUl  Co.,  Hoquiam. 

Total  (18  miUi) 


Normal 
Biachlne 
ci4>aclty 


18 
3 

30 


U 

14 

30 
6 


) 


I 


43 
11 


337 


Normal  !  Operated 

machine-  macbine- 

houra        hours 


1.873 
200 

3,130 


988 
1.873 

1,456 

XOBO 
CM 


3,838 

1600 

4,368 

1.144 


31,608 


206 

X480 

890 
1.366 

1.064 

1080 
4W 

X316 
880 

1^M4 

•63 


17,182 


CoitaOed 

macfaioe- 

houn 


Pwcent 

of  curtail- 

ment 


640 


lie 

i06 


^t4« 


311 


3&5 


114 

37.0 

37.0 


144 

SlLl 

1.013 

•as 

1.7» 

vr.o 

km 

36.8 

na 

1&8 

r.s 


Avaraga  number  of 
▲varaaBambar  al 


aOMMABT 

operating  day  shift,  dtalrtet  No.  3. 
^^ -^    N«.l 


Total. 


133 
00 

va 


Report  of  operutioiu — Continaed 
>iaTaicT  MO.  4  (imxArA  Bxaaoa.  cxmtbaua,  amd  south)  fbom  sxttxiibxb 

so.  IMTLUaiVB,    1039 


)hM    Ribbon    Products    Ca. 
Kalama 

)ratlie  Bros.,  Rideefleld 

:'arli8le  Lumber  Co..  Onalaska. 

i^Bse  Cedar  A  Shingle  Co.,  Ray- 
mond  

^behalis  Shingle  Co.,  Cbehalis. 

>eaeent  SMngle  Co..  Kelso 

CaBtem    Railway   A   Lumitar 
Co.,  Centralia 

Western  Ocas  Arms,  C«ntralla. 

luhrer  Bros.,  Maymr,  Oreg... 

IstcbeU  MiU  Co..  South  Bend. 

V.  T.  lomm,  Kalama 

ohnstoo^cOraw,    Vemonla, 
Ofsg 

Eaotoa  Shtngia  Co.,  Portland, 
Greg 

lenry    Kratz    SMngle    Co., 

Clatskanie,  Oreg 

A.  Lewis  ShlngU  Co.,  South 
Bend 

>onx-R«II  Lumber  Co.,  Long- 
view,  Waih 

4ilwaukp«  Lumber  A  Shingle 
Co.,  Portland,  Oreg  

Mutual  Lumber  Co.,  Bocofla.. 

s'ewherg  Sbiagla  Co.,  Rainier, 
Orpg 

3rogon  Shingle  Co.,  Portland, 
Oreg 

Aolles  Bros.,  Portland,  (Jreg 

laider  Stiingle   Co.,    Carlton. 
^Oreg - 

Onino  Shingle  Co..  Tenino 

VasBer  Uubtard,  Dryad 

VQlapa  Lumber  Co.,  Raymond 

Total  (25  mills) 


■CUMABT 

.  iveracs  number  of  machines  operated  day  shift,  district  No.  4 ... 

,  Iwrage  number  of  macbines  operated  night  shift,  district  Na  4 .. 


November  12 


Normal 
machine 
capacity 


18 
11 
13 

10 

8 

13 

13 

A 
3 
3 

6 

6 

8 

9 

6 

4 
4 


4 
3 

3 
4 
6 

12 


167 


Normal 
machine- 
hours 


1,872 
1,144 
1,348 

1,010 

31'J 

1,348 

1,348 

530 
312 
312 

6M 

634 

313 

936 

OM 

416 
416 

833 

416 

312 

312 

416 

624 

1,248 


17.368 


V  TO 


Oprr»ted   Curtailed '  Per  oent 
.'nachine-   rua'tune-j    of  cur- 
hours         hours      taitmeat 


1,433 

817 
None. 

704 
812 
906 

610 

410 
None. 
Nona. 

313 

None. 

313 

936 

498 

416 
416 

193 

360 
313 

312 

312 

384 

1.040 


11,006 


440 

327 

1,248 

?aii 

None. 

313 

033 

104 

313 
313 

313 

634 

None. 

None. 

136 

None. 
None. 

640 

56 
None. 

None. 
104 
340 

308 


6^370 


3S.5 
2&0 

loao 

SIS 

0 

3&0 

fia7 

30.0 

loao 
loao 

MtO 

loao 

0 

0 

3a3 

0 

0 

77.0 

13.4 
0 

0 

215 
38.4 

16.,4 


36l1 


17 


Total 113 

Ncra.— Tariff  Commission  reported  158  mills  la  Washington  and  Oreffon  In  1925 
leport  (1927).  The  110  named  are  nearly  all  tliat  is  left.  Maybe  mis.<wd  a  iew— 1 
(«■  3  machine  mills.  The  others  went  out  of  business.  (P.  56,  Tarill  Commission 
I  eport,  "Reduction  of  Shingle  Manufacturing  Capacities.") 

"o  all  manufacturera: 

The  following  stock  and  order  report  covers  approximately  83  per  cent 

i)f  the  normal  machine  capacity  of  the  mills  in  the  Statea  of  Waahim;- 

oo  and  Oregon  aa  of  October  19,  1929.      (See  detail  of  reporting  and 

tonreporting    milla    on    page    2.)      Figures    fur    Britiah    Columbia    mills 

'epresent   about  65   per  cent   of   their   output   as  of  October    18,    1929. 

(FigureB  repreaent  carload  lots) 
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Dimensions: 

5-inch  S/3 

»-taich  S/3. 
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I 
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37 
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I 

IS 
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Net  amount  of  stock  on  hand  (ears). 
Equals  shiaglas 


Waahiagtoo 
and  Oregon 


873M 
1174.40^000 


British 
Columbia 


37SW 
•il  600, 000 


Combined 


L147H 
tlB^40a000 


1 40  per  cent  high  grade.    40  par  cent  equals  60.760.000  high-grade  shlnglas  on  hand- 

B  surplus. 
» 03  per  cent  high  grade. 

The  following  U  a  list  of  mills  whoee  stock  reports  were  uaed  In  com- 
piling the  report  Usued  on  October  28,  1929:  alao.  yon  wlU  note,  we 
have  listed  those  mllU  from  whom  we  received  no  report.  Reported 
mills  represent  83  per  cent  of  the  normal  capacity,  nonreportlng,  about 
17  per  cent. 

DI8TBICT    NO.    1 

Rep«»rtlng  mlUa.  305  machinea:  Anacortea  Mutual  MIU.  Arlington 
MUl  Co  Bald  Mountain  Mill  Co..  Burns  Shingle  Co.,  C.  B.  Lumber  A 
Bhingle  Co..  Clough-Hartley  Lumb.'r.  Bdieon  MIUb  (3),  Bverett  Lum- 
ber A  Bhingle  Co.,  Ueath  Lumlwr  A  Shingle  Co.,  Jamison  Lumber  A 
Bhingle  Co.,  William  Hulbert  Mill  Co..  J.  McMaster  Shingle  Co.,  Mon- 
arch MiU  Co.,  New  England  Manufacturing  Co.,  Oakland  Shingle  Co., 
Quality  Shingle  Ca,  Sharlch-Dougherty  Ca,  Siemens  Shingle  Ck).,  Skagit 
Mill  Co.,  Super  Shingle  Co..  Whatcom  Falla  MUl  Co. 

Nonreportlng  mills,  73  machlneB :  Bloedel-Donovan  Lumber  Mill.  DU- 
Urd  A  I'hlUipa,  Eyre  Shingle  Co.,  J.  M.  Hoyt.  Nick  Jema,  Juatrite 
Shingle  Co.,  Lake  Riley  Lumber  Co.,  Miller  A  Sons,  Saginaw  Shingle— 
Blaine.  Swan  A  McKay,  Wagner  Lumber  Co. 

DISTBICT    NO.   2 

Reporting  mllla,  179  machinea :  Carbon  River  Shingle,  Carlsborg  MUl 
A  Timber  Kerriaton  Shingle  Ca.  Lake  Sammamlsh  Shingle,  McKenna 
Lumber  Ca,  Merrill-Ring  Lumber  Co.,  Motor  Mill  Co..  Mnmby  Lumber  A 
Shingle  Charlee  Nelson,  Pacific  National  Lumber  Co.,  PacWe  States 
Lumber  Co.,  Panama  Lumber  A  Shingle  Co.,  Reed  Mill  Co.,  St.  Paul  A 
Taeoroa  Lumber.  Seattle  Cedar  Lumber  ft  MIU,  Snoqualmie  Falls  Lumber, 
Wood  A  Iverson,  White  River  Lumber  Co. 

Nonreportlng  mills,  47  machines  :  Buckley  Shingle  Co..  Cascade  Tim- 
ber Co  Eatonville  Lumber  Co..  Green  MIU  Co..  Hill  Mill  Co..  Olympla 
Shingle  Ca.  Paradise  Shingle  Co..  Phoenix  MIU  Co.,  Preston  MUl  Co., 
Wayland  Mill  Co. 

DISTRICT   NO.   3 

Beiwrting  mUls,  219  machines  :  Aloha  Lumber  Co.,  Mackie  MIU  Co., 
K  C  MiUer  Lumber.  Northwestern  Lumber,  Poison  Lumber  A  Shingle, 
Saginaw  Timber  Co..  Schafer  Broa.,  M.  R.  Smith  Lumber  A  Shingle, 
Robert  Gray  Shingle  Co.,  Woodlawn  Mill  Co. 

Nonreportlng  mUla,  8  machines :  East  Hoquiam  Shingle,  Royal  Shingle 
Co. 

DISTRICT   NO.   4 

Reporting  mUls,  128  machines:  Bratlle  Bros.  Mill,  Campbell  Shingle 
Co.,  Carlisle  Lumber  Co.,  Case  Cedar  A  Shingle,  Cbehalis  Shingle  Co., 
Clark  A  Wilson,  Crescent  Shingle  Co.,  Kaetern  Raflway,  Fluhrer  Bros., 
Huntington  Shingle  Co..  Johnston-McOraw  Shingle.  Henry  Krata  Shingle 
Co..  J.  A.  Lewis  Shingle  Co.,  Long-Bell  Lumber  Co..  Mutual  Lumber  Co., 
Oregon  Shingle  Co..  Snider  Shingle  Co.,  Waaser-Hubbard  Mill,  Wlllapa 

Lumber  Co. 

Nonreportlng  mills.  49  machines:  Blue  Ribbon  Products  Corporation, 
Getchell  MiU  Co.,  W.  F.  Ingrahnm,  Kenton  Shingle  Co.,  MUwaukee 
SblBgle.  Newberg  Shingle  Co..  RoUes  Bros.  Shingles.  Tenino  Shingle  Co. 

Nornial  capacity,  reporting  mills,  831  machinea.  or  83  per  cent. 

Normal  capacity,  nonreportlng  mlUs,  177  machines.  Total.  1.008 
machines. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  whether  It  Is  In- 
tended to  attempt  to  take  a  vote  on  this  question  to-night  or  not. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Under  the  unanimous-consent  agrrpcment  a  vote 
can  not  be  taken  until  to-morrow,  as  the  junior  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  WalshI  desires  to  speak  on  It. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President.  I  have  not  been  able  to  bear  all 
of  the  siileudid  speech  my  colleague  has  made.    Did  he  cover 


the  attitude  of  labor  and  the  workinjtmen  as  expreeaed  by  the 

State  FederaUon  of  Labor?  ^      .,.».*     r  ,rt^A  *h- 

Mr.  DILL.    No;  I  have  not  yet  Introduced  that.    I  yield  the 

floor  at  this  time  and  will  appreciate  It  if  the  Senator  wUl  place 

it  In  the  Rbcobd.  ^  ., . 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  have  here  the  proceedliiRS  or 
the  1928  Annual  Convention  of  the  Washington  State  Federation 
of  Labor.  I  intended  to  cover  this  point  In  my  speech,  but  I 
failed  to  do  so.  The  report  of  the  president  and  executive 
counsel  reads,  In  part,  as  follows: 

carrying  out  the  Instructions  of  past  conventions,  your  olBcers  con- 
tinned  their  efforts  to  secure  favorable  consideration  of  an  amendment 
to  the  tariff  law  Imposing  a  protective  tarUT  on  Imported  shingles. 

I  may  say  also  that  our  SUte  legialatur©,  both  the  hou»e 
and  the  senate,  passeil  unanimously  a  resolution  memorialising 

Congress  and  asking  for  a  tariff  on  ahingles.  

Ou  page  5«  of  the  same  report  to  which  I  have  Just  referred 
Is  resolution  10,  relating  to  a  Urlfl  on  logs,  lumber,  and 
shingles,  by  Delegate  Perry  8.  Myers,  of  Seattle,  readlsf  aa 
follows : 

Whereas  for  the  past  seven  years  the  lamber  and  shingle  ■laanUctar* 
lag  trades  have  suffered  a  contlnnoos  depression  ;  and 

Whereas  It  Is  a  well-known  fact  that  this  depression  Is  canned  by 
Insurmountable  foretgn  competition  employln*  oriental  labor  to  a  large 
extent ;  and 

Whereas  organised  labor  has  already  gone  on  record  favortaf  a  tariff 
for  the  protection  of  the  shingle  industry  only  :  Therefore  be  It 

iZeaolred,  That  the  Washington  SUte  Federation  of  Labor.  In  twenty- 
eighth  convention  assembled,  hereby  go  on  record  as  favoring  a  pro- 
tective tariff  on  aU  logs,  lumber,  and  shingles  to  protect  American 
labor  and  furnish  continuous  employment  to  those  employed  In  forest 
trades.     It  Is  further 

Resolved,  That  our  executive  officers  are  hereby  directed  to  make 
such  representation  to  the  officers  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
as  may  be  wlw  and  necessary  for  them  to  aasiat  in  carrylag  out  the 
spirit  of  this  resolution. 

Then  I  have  here  the  proceedings  of  the  national  convention 
of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  and  on  page  874  of  the 
report  of  its  proceedings  I  find  that  the  resolution  which  1  have 
Just  read  was  Introduced  by  Ddegate  James  A.  Taylor,  of  the 
Washington  State  Federation  of  Labor,  and  David  Levlne,  of 
the  Seattle  Central  Labor  Council.  After  discussion  the  com- 
mittee to  which  It  was  referred  recommended  that  the  resolu- 
tion be  referred  to  the  executive  council  with  authority  to 
cooperate  In  such  manner  as  the  conncll  might  deem  advisable 
with  the  afDliated  organisations  In  the  Industry,  and  after  dis- 
cussion this  resolution  was  adopted  with  only  one  dissenting 
vote,  and  that  vote  was  not  based  upon  the  merits  of  the  propo- 
sition. American  labor  uses  shingles  Just  as  the  American 
farmer  does,  for  that  matter. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
when  the  Senate  concludes  its  business  UMlay  it  shall  take  a 
recess  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  It  is  so  ordered.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  understand  when  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  was  entered  Into  that  there  had 
been  any  agreement  to  delay  a  vote  upon  the  pending  amend- 
ment, but  I  do  recall  the  interest  made  manifest  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  to  be  here  when  the  vote  was 
recorded.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Senator  Is  not  here 
to-day  and  that  the  matter  must  go  over  until  to-morrow,  does 
the  Senator  from  Utah  object  to  leaving  the  matter  right  where 
it  is  now  and  resuming  its  consideration  to-morrow? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  had  hoped  to  have  all  the 
speeches  of  the  interested  Senators  concluded  to-night.  Of 
course  if  the  Senator  Insists  that  he  wants  to  speak  to-nrorrow 
and  not  to-day  I  can  not  deny  his  request  because  he  has  never 
asked  for  anything  of  the  kind  before.  ,      .^  . 

Mr.  NYE.    Dots  the  Senator  have  something  else  that  can  be 

taken  up  to-night?  ^  .,    ,    . 

Mr  SMOOT.  "nie  paragraphs  relating  to  watches  and  clocks 
might  be  taken  up  and  If  we  could  not  conclude  those  para- 
eraphs  to-night,  I  thought  we  could  use  the  balance  of  the  after- 
noon on  them  anyway  and  take  them  up  early  in  the  day 
to-morrow  and  finish  them.  ...... 

Mr  NYE     Very  well ;  I  shall  proceed  at  this  time. 

Mr  SMOOT.    I  shall  be  glad  if  the  Senator  will  do  so. 

Mr  NYE.  Mr.  President,  in  the  shingle  paragraph  the  rate 
nroposetl  on  shingles  comes  within  a  schedule  which  has  received 
that  more  thorough  consideration  which  I  wish  had  been  ac- 
corded to  every  schedule  within  the  pending  tariff  bill-  Had 
subcommittees  given  the  same  thorough  thought  and  the  same 
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dUigeot  study  to  the  qnesdoos  inyolred  io  all  tke  0dtediilM 
whicb  the  St^nate  gubcominlttee  under  the  chalrmanahlp  of  the 
Beojttor  from  llkhi«aa  [Mr.  CorzBrs]  g»ve  to  the  wood  and 
wood  BMUiafactares  schedule,  we  woold  have  paaeed  the  tariff 
bill  ont  of  the  Senate  long  before  this  time.  I  think  that  in  thia 
Khedole  as  written  there  is  splendid  eridence  of  a  derotioo,  on 
the  part  of  the  sobcommlttee  which  sare  it  attention,  to  the 
real  purpu«es  of  tariff  consideration  at  the  present  seaaioo  of 

Congress. 

I  think  the  snbcommittee  weighed  the  real  interests  of  all 
the  people  most  careful! j  In  their  consideration  of  the  schedule. 
I  believe  thej  weighed  Tery  carefully  the  Interests  of  agricul- 
ture, in  whose  bdudf  we  were  called  into  special  session  to 
give  oar  attention  to  tariff  consideration.  I  wish,  as  I  said,  that 
all  the  Bubcommittees  might  hare  given  the  same  consideration 
to  all  the  schedules  that  that  subcommittee  gave  to  the  wood 
and  wood  manufactures  schedule. 

But  instead  of  that  sort  of  a  bill  or  that  sort  of  a  schedule, 
there  has  been  laid  before  the  Senate  a  bill  whldi,  with  two 
exceptions.  Inrltes  endless  debate,  first,  because  the  bill  is  not  In 
keeping  with  the  purjwsjes  for  which  the  Congress  was  called 
into  extraordinary  session,  in  so  far  as  consideration  of  a  tariff 
Is  concerned.  I  am  not  at  this  time  or  at  any  other  time  going 
to  dwell  at  any  length  upon  the  lumber  and  shingle  schedule.  I 
think  we  can  well  afford  to  take  the  action  of  the  Senate  sub- 
committee on  the  schedule  in  a  more  general  way  and  be  con- 
tent with  its  fairness.  I  do  not  mean  by  that  that  there  is  cause 
why  we  riiould  agree  with  every  action  taken  by  the  subcom- 
mittee upon  this  particular  schedule,  but  In  the  main  I  hare 
great  confidence  in  the  work  the  subcommittee  did.  Wh<>n  they 
left  shingles  on  the  free  list  or  restored  the  shingles  to  the  free 
list  I  think  they  performed  a  service  which  was  not  in  any 
degree  In  opposition  to  the  interests  of  the  shin^e  mannfac- 
torers  of  the  country.  In  other  words,  I  do  not  believe  that  it 
is  poasihle  to  write  into  the  tariff  bill  protection  for  shingles 
that  will  not  make  a  great  deal  of  difference  in  the  profits  of 
the  shingle  manufacturers  of  the  country  who  are  dependent  for 
their  supply  upon  other  owners  of  timber. 

▲  large  part  has  been  played  in  governmental  c<»8lderations 
in  the  last  decade  or  more  by  the  matter  of  conservation  and  the 
manner  in  which  our  great  natural  resources  of  timber  have 
been  depleted  and  the  manner  in  which  the  Qovernment  and  the 
people  have  been  robbed  of  their  interests  In  that  timber.  I 
have  had  prepared  by  the  legislative  reference  service  of  the 
Library  of  Congress  a  paper  on  the  Illegal  Exploitation  of  the 
limber  Resouroea  of  the  Northwest,  and  for  this  evening  I  am 
going  to  be  content  to  have  this  statement  read  from  the 
Secretaiy'*  <laak  : 

But  In  that  coonection  I  want  to  say  that  in  the  face  of  the 
facts,  in  the  face  of  the  demonstratioa  which  has  been  made  in 
times  past,  in  the  face  of  the  manner  in  which  the  Government 
has  lost  these  great  natural  resources,  here  we  are  tx>-day  in 
the  case  of  shingles  asked  to  come  to  the  rescue  of  the  same 
people  who  have  robbed  the  Qovernment,  who  have  robbed  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  for  after  all  is  said  and  done  there 
can  be  no  rate  written  in  support  of  shingles  that  does  not 
revert  directly  and  almost  wholly  to  the  advantage  of  the  tim- 
ber owners  of  the  country  alone. 

I  ask  that  this  report  may  be  read  at  the  desk. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  mnm;  and  the  clerk  will  read,  as  requested. 

The  Chief  Clwk  proceeded  to  read  the  report. 

Mr.  NTS.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  desire  to  delay  the  work 
of  the  Senate.  Immediately  it  was  announced  this  afternoon 
tltat  there  had  been  an  agreement  with  one  Senator  not  to  vote 
upon  this  schedule  during  his  absence,  the  SMUite  diq>ersed; 
and  I  imagine  that  a  great  many  of  the  Members  have  gone  to 
their  homes,  knowing  that  there  would  be  no  vote  to-ni^L  I 
do.  not  know  that  there  ia  anything  that  can  be  taken  up  in 
place  of  this  matter.  I  have  no  desire  to  carry  on  with  any 
argument  at  this  stage;  but  I  adc  unanimous  consent  that  the 
reat  of  the  article  which  has  been  in  process  of  reading  may  be 
Inserted  in  the  Rxcoao  at  this  particular  point,  and  I  express 
the  hope  of  being  rect^nised  when  the  Senate  convenes  at 
10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning  to  continue  my  argumoit. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  rest  of  the 
article  will  be  printed  In  the  Rxooao. 

The  entire  article  is  as  follows : 


Tbb  Illwul 


XzrtAiTATioK  or  ths  Tim 
NovnrwBs* 


Rssoeacas  or  run 


(Kltm   Dtebnano,   July   29.   1929) 
WlicB  tac  va«t  Northwwt  cum  into  tte  posMsaloB  ot  tte  Unltsi 
StatM.  partly  ky  win  a  troa  Mexico  (IMS)  mad  partly  toy  traaty  with 
Or««t  Britala  (1M«)  there  waa  added  to  the  pobUe  donsia  a  timber 
sapply  of  lasstiawUe  valoa. 


November  12 


t<amt>enBeD  and  eapltallets  wore  eager  to  get  the  timber.  Tbey 
eiectad  MwrnOle  aad  began  lambering  on  a  Urge  scale.  Both  foreign 
and  Aaerlcaa  corporations  mamifactiired  and  sold  ot  exported  thousanda 
01   feet  of  lumber  without  any  title  to  tbe  land  or  tbe  timber. 

1.  raaBMraos 

Public  lands  in  tbe  TJnited  States  were  atill  sold  under  what  waa 
fciowD  as  tbe  preemption  act  of  September  4,  1841  (5  Stat.  463). 
C  ader  tlM  terau  of  this  act  actual  settlers  were  given  preference  In  the 
piircbas*  of  laoda,  and  100  acres  could  be  tmugbt  at  |1.25  an  acre. 

Tbe  preemption  law  became  a  convenient  tool  by  wblcb  l&nd  specu- 
Ijtors  were  able  to  get  title  to  some  of  tbe  richest  tlmberland  In  tbe 
c(  urtry  at  a  price  ridiculously  low. 

Tbe  Commissioner  of  tbe  Oeneral  Land  OfBce  and  tbe  Secretary  of  the 
Iiiterior  recommended  tbe  repeal  of  tbe  preemption  law,  but  Congress 
WBS  deaf  to  tbe  Bcandals  disclosed  in  tbe  annual  reports  of  public 
ollcials. 

Tb«  period  of  greatest  fraud  wan  in  tbe  seventies  and  eighties, 
although  abuse  of  law  and  open  fraud  was  by  no  means  uncommon  In 
n  ore  recent  times. 

Tbe  most  common  method  of  illegal  entry  of  public  lands  was  prac- 
tl  r«d  by  Irresponslbie  and  anscrapnloas  witnesses,  who,  for  a  fee  ran^ng 
fiom  $25  to  |50,  procured  title  to  land  and  immediately  released  tbeir 
claims  to  lombermen  In  whose  service  they  were  employed. 

Gangs  of  men  were  employed  in  this  way  by  agents  of  corporations 
aid  land  speculators.  From  10  to  50  entries  were  often  made  at  one 
tl  me,  the  entryman  not  even  knowing  where  tbe  land  lay  to  which  they 
II  ere  making  claim.  Sailors  were  caught  in  port  and  farmers  were 
s  opped  in  tbe  streets  to  swear  to  a  claim.  Other  wltnesHes  were  paid 
tn  swear  to  tbe  legality  of  tbe  transaction.  (N.  C.  McFarland,  Commia- 
s  oner  of  tbe  (Seneral  iJind  OfBce,  annual  report,  1883,  pp.  203-210 ; 
\  'illiam  A.  J.  Sparks,  Commissioner  of  tbe  General  Land  OflBce,  annual 
report,  1885,  p.  66.) 

When  tbe  preemption  system  was  established  land  was  abundant  and 
D>  motive  existed  for  tbe  assertion  of  false  claims.  It  was  then  a 
n  easare  of  protection  to  actual  settlers  against  the  absorption  of  lands 
br  private  casta  entry,  and  Its  effects  were  unqnestionably  beneficent. 

When  tbe  mania  for  land  speculation  and  monopoly  bad  increased 
altb  tbe  acquisition  of  private  wealth  and  the  growtb  of  corporate 
arencies,  tbe  inability  to  acquire  legal  title  to  large  tracts  of  land  at 
n>mlnal  Qovemntent  rates  Invited  tbe  adoption  and  organisation  of 
oetbods  to  defeat  tbe  restrictions  of  tbe  settlement  laws  and  accom* 
pish  the  results  of  possession  without  settlement,  which  those  laws 
Intended  to  prevent. 

In  1885  the  average  estimate  of  fraudalent  entries  made  under  tbe 
preemption  law  as  reported  by  special  afents  in  Wasblagton  Territory 

V  as  from  75  to  90  per  cent.  These  estimates  were  founded  upon  actual 
ecamlnatlon  of  preemption  entries  that  bad  been  perfected  by  making 
t  le  regulation  proof  and  payment.  Tbey  did  not  Include  Inltlatlva 
c  aiaoa,  made  wlioUy  for  speculation  aad  the  sale  of  rellaquisbments. 

A  siaiple  declaration  «f  Intention  purporting  to  be  signed  and  wit- 
nessed was  all  that  was  required  to  pat  s  claim  on  record.     The  filings 

V  «>•  not  reqalred  by  regulations  to  be  made  In  person  ;  tbey  could  be 
Stat  through  the  malls,  aad  were  sent,  not  only  from  within  but  from 
vitboot  land  districts,  and  even  from  distant  States,  where  tbe  parties 
vere  not  settlers  on  public  lands,  as  claimed,  had  never  seen  tbe  land 
f  >r  which  tbe  filings  were  made,  and  had  never  been  In  the  State  or 
Territory  la  which  tbe  land  lay.     The  speculators  covered  the  records 

V  1th  snch  flltegs,  caused  "  claim  shanties  "  to  be  erected  by  contract  to 
n  lark  the  claim  and  serve  as  notice  to  seekers  of  land,  and  then  adver- 
t  sed  "  rellaqnlsbments  for  sale."  Columns  of  such  advertisements  np* 
pnred  in  tbe  newspapers  of  the  terming  States  and  Territories.  Bona 
flie  settlers  bad  to  bay  off  tbe  pretended  claims  or  risk  a  contest.  Tbe 
p»ur  man,  seeking  a  home,  was  robbed  of  bis  bard  earnings.  When 
calms  were  sold  tbe  shanty  was  removed  to  another  claim  and  the 
purty  applied  for  permission  to  file  agala. 

The  prseoiptloo  system  served  the  speculative  Interest  and  tbe  tlm- 
li  tt  Interest,  at  tbe  coat  or  to  tbe  exclusion  of  actual  settlers,  according 
a  I  the  puzpoas  of  its  use  was  speculation  and  monopoly.  (Wm.  A.  J. 
f  parks,  CoBuniastoner  of  tbe  General  Laud  Office,  annoal  report,  188S, 
I  9,  OT-71.) 

S.    TBS   BOMBSTKJID   ACTS 

The  hoatstead  act  of  Jane  2,  1882,  likewise  became  an  instrument 
<r  great  fraud  ia  the  timber  country.  Settlers  often  alleged  settlement 
I  rlor  to  Qt*  date  of  entry  and  were  able  to  make  final  proof  before  tbe 
1  ve  years  residence  prescribed  by  law.  It  was  often  shown  on  Investl- 
I  atloa  tiiat  there  were  no  evidence  of  settlement  and  no  Improvements 
<  n  tbe  land  patented  as  homesteads.  Tbe  public  lands  were  vast,  set- 
lleaent  rapid,  and  the  means  of  Investigating  fraud  limited  by  reason 
«f  so  small  a  number  of  land  agents  in  tbe  field.  (N.  C.  McFarUnd. 
4  ;ommlsBlon«r  of  the  General  Land  Office,  annoal  report,  1883,  pp. 
:  03-210.) 

S.    COMMCTaTtOM 

One  af  tbe  greatest  difficulties  encountered  In  detecting  land  franda 
'  raa  tke  operation  of  the  coBamutatlon  homestead  act.  Any  person  who 
1  ad  made  aettlement  on  public  lands  under  tbe  preemption  laws  and 
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subsequently  cbang*d  bis  filing  for  a  homestead  entry  upon  the  same 
tract  of  land.  wa«  entitled  to  have  the  Ume  required  to  Perfect  the 
title  under  tbe  homestead  laws  computed  from  the  date  of  the  original 
settlement  under  the  preemption  act.  (Act  of  March  3,  1877.  18  BUt. 
404    c    123;  act  of  Mny  27,  1878.  20  Stat.  63,  c.  140.) 

A  homesteader  could  purchase  bis  land  outright  at  $1.25  an  acre  as 
provided  in  tbe  preemption  Uw,  Instead  of  fulfilling  tbe  required  five 
years'  residence  under  the  homestewd  law.  Commissioner  McFarland 
reported  that  large  tracts  of  valuable  Und  were  procured  In  this  way 
without  any  pretense  at  complying  with  tbe  Uw.  Moneyed  corpora- 
tions and  wealthy  speculators,  he  said,  were  able  to  acquire  title  to 
vast  tracts  of  the  public  domain,  the  "  settler  "  being  merely  tbe  em- 
ployee, paid  so  much  a  month  to  hold  the  claim  untU  such  time  as  the 
homestead  entry  could  be  commuted.  Then  tbe  land  was  deeded  to  the 
party  employing  and  paying  therefor.  In  many  cases  it  was  ascertained 
tbnt  the  deed  of  conveyance  was  executed  in  advam  of  tbe  completion 
of  the  entry.      (Annual  report,  1883.) 

Land  speculators  preferred  to  take  advantage  of  tbe  commuUtlon 
privileges  by  reason  of  tbe  facility  offered  for  making  double  entries. 
WTille  these  were  prohibited  by  law,  they  were  easily  obtained  in  the 
form  of  an  alleged  commutation.  Moreover,  land  once  entered  under 
either  tbe  preemption  or  tbe  homestead  law  and  later  commuted  was 
less  liable  to  be  disputed  by  adverse  claims  and  less  liable  to  be  brought 
to  tbe  attention  of  land  agents  or  tbe  courts.  It  was  estimated  that  tbe 
largest  per  cent  of  fraudulent  entries  were  In  tbe  form  of  commuted 
homesteads.  (W.  A.  J.  Sparks,  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 
Office,  annual  report,  1885,  pp.  67-71.) 

Commissioner  McFarland  reported  a  further  abuse  of  the  preemption 
act  In  the  practice  of  fiUng  declaratory  statements  for  speculative  pur- 
poses with  no  intention  of  making  entry.  Having  a  claim  to  tbe  land 
on  record  the  speculator  would  then  ofTer  tbe  claim  for  sale  to  any 
entryman  who  would  purchase  a  relinquishment.  Settlers  who  wished 
to  enter  the  land  In  good  faith  felt  obliged  to  purchase  the  speculator's 
tiUe.  In  many  instances  more  was  paid  for  a  relinquishment  than  tbe 
Government  price  of  tbe  land.  (Annual  report,  1883,  pp.  203-206.) 
The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  In  his  report  of  1885,  stated : 
"  When  the  country  was  new,  and  tbe  persons  desiring  to  secure  land 
comparatively  few,  it  is  believed  that  tbe  law  was  complied  with  in  most 
cases  when  land  was  entered,  but  as  the  demand  for  land  has  In- 
crcaspd  it  seems  as  if  the  people  are  restless  under  the  restraint 
Imposed  on  them  in  securing  land,  and  they  go  to  work  systematically 
to  defeat  tbe  very  purpose  of  the  law.  Tbe  homestead  and  preemption 
laws,  designed  to  secure  to  tbe  actual  settler  lands  at  a  reasonable 
price,  have  become  agencies  by  which  the  capitalist  secures  large  and 
valuable  areas  of  the  public  land  at  but  little  expense. 

"  The  parties  thus  securing  land  wlthont  a  compliance  with  tbe  terms 
of  the  law  rarely  bold  the  title  thereto  for  any  considerable  time.  In 
many  cases,  doubtless,  such  conveyances  are  made  for  the  purpose  of 
placing  tbe  title  In  the  hands  of  those  not  connectd  with  tbe  frauds 
practiced  at  the  time  of  entry,  and  in  other  cases  from  a  desire  to 
realize  the  value  of  tbe  land.  Much  embarrassment  arises  from  the 
attempt  on  the  part  of  the  department  to  avoid  such  fraudulent  entries. 
No  difficulty  Is  found  where  the  parties  making  such  entries  still  hold 
the  title,  but  in  case  there  is  a  transfer  for  a  valuable  consideration 
without  notice  of  fraud,  great  injustice  is  done  to  the  purchaser  by 
disturbing  tbe  title  which  he  bad  no  reason  to  suppose  was  fraudulent. 
When  the  fraud  is  discovered  before  the  Issue  of  tbe  patent,  tbe  depart- 
ment finds  no  difficulty  In  canceling  the  entry,  but  where  such  entries 
have  passed  to  patent,  resort  must  be  bad  to  the  courts.  In  some  cases 
fictitious  names  are  used  in  tbe  entry,  and  under  a  well-known  principle 
of  law  no  title  passes  by  such  entry  and  patent.  On  the  records  of  the 
United  States,  as  well  as  in  the  local  office  of  record,  there  appears  to 
be    a    good    title    to    the    patentee    for    the    premises    described    In    the 

patent. 

"  The  local  records  show  a  conveyance  to  some  one  who  professes  to 
be  the  owner ;  on  the  strength  of  such  patent  and  the  conveyance  under 
It,  for  a  valuable  consideration,  a  conveyance  is  made  to  a  bona  fide 
purchaser  Who  subsequently  finds  bis  title  attacked  by  the  Government. 
If  it  is  clearly  established  that  the  grantee  in  tbe  patent  bad  no  exist- 
ence, tbe  title  is  held  to  be  in  tbe  Government,  and  tbe  purchaser  has 
no  remedy  except  against  tbe  vendor,  who  la  usually  impecunious,  and 
not  infrequently  has  left  the  country.  It  would  appear  to  be  right 
that  after  a  certain  time  tbe  presumption  should  be  conclusive  that  the 
patent  was  issued  in  strict  accordance  with  law,  and  there  should  be  no 
Inquiry  Into  the  proceedings  anterior  to  the  time  of  issue."  (Report  of 
the  Secretary  of  tbe  Interior,  1885,  Vol.  I,  p.  31,  Henry  M.  Teller. 
Secretary.) 

In  bis  report  of  1908  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  described  what  he 
calls  "  blackmail  entries."  Speculators  took  advantage  of  delay  In 
action  upon  pending  cases  to  Initiate  frivolous  contests  merely  to  com- 
pel the  entrymen  to  pay  something  for  a  relinquishment  or  withdrawal 
of  the  contest.  When  tbe  local  land  office  was  not  crowded  with  cases 
there  was  no  opportunity  for  such  "  blackmalL"  (Secretary  of  tbe 
Interior,  annual  report.  1908,  p.  10.) 


4.    TIUBBB    AMD    STOVa    ACT 

But  the  most  frultfal  source  of  tand  fraud  In  the  Northwest  was  the 

timber  and  stone  law.  ^„    ,     m    _i.ki.. 

By  tbe  act  of  Congress  of  June  S.  1878,  surveyed  public  »*»*■  ^""n 
the  States  of  California.  Oregon.  Nevada,  and  la  Washington  Territory 
valuable  chiefly  for  timber,  but  unfit  for  cultivation  could  be  sold  In 
tracts  not  exceeding  160  acres  at  tbe  minimum  price  of  $2.60  an  acre. 

(20  Stat.  89.)  _     ^         ...      .... 

The  result  of  the  operation  of  the  act  was  the  traasfer  of  the  title 
of  tbe  United  States  to  timber  Unds  practically  in  bulk  to  a  few  large 
operators.  The  Commissioner  of  the  General  L*rd  Office  reported: 
"  The  requirements  of  the  law  are  slight  and  eaaUy  evaded,  and  evldeace 
of  fraudulent  proceedings  rest  so  much  within  tbe  knowledge  of  Inter- 
ested parties  that  specific  testimony  can  rarely  be  obtained.  Thus, 
while  results  are  observable,  easily  demonstrated,  and  of  common  no- 
toriety, tbe  processes  by  which  tbey  are  reached  are  difficult  to  trace  in 
a  legal  proceeding."     (Report  of  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land 

^?'l883  there  was  an  Increase  of  1373  In  the  number  of  entries  under 
tbe  timber  and  stone  act.  chiefly  timber  entries,  making  a  total  of 
202  498.48  acres  patented  over  the  previous  year  In  California.  Oregon, 
Nevada  and  the  Territory  of  .Washington.  The  Commissioner  of  tbe 
General  Land  Office  reported  that  the  restrictions  of  the  act  were 
flagrantly  violated.  Much  of  the  most  valuable  tlmberland  on  the 
Pacific  coast  was  being  taken  up  by  home  and  foreign  companies  and 
capitalists  through   entries   made  by   persons   hired  for   that   purpose. 

^^?Jo'teLria^n8t*rhe\lmber  and  stone  act  came  from  field  agent,  a. 
weU  as  from  tbe  Land  Office.  On  November  8.  1884.  T.  H.  Cavenaugb, 
SDcdal  agent  for  Washington  Territory,  wrote: 

"The  character  of  tbe  country  lying  west  of  tbe  Cascade  Range  of 
mountains  and  north  of  tbe  Columbia  River  In  Washington  Territory  is 
that  of  a  vast  and  almost  Impenetrable  forest  of  fir,  cedar.  "PJ^^e.  "<» 
hemlock  upon  the  mountains,  bills,  and  ridges,  with  maple,  elder,  balm, 
Cottonwood,  and  vine  maple  In  the  vaUeys  bordering  upon  the  many 
streams  which  empty  their  waters  into  tbe  ocean  and  sound 

"  Tbe  frauds  attempted  In  this  district  are  prompted  solely  by  a  de- 
sire to  secure  tbe  valuable  Umberlands  for  purposes  of  lumbering. 

-  Tbe  manner  in  wblcb  lands  were  sought  to  be  Illegally  obtained,  and 
are  obtained.  Is  to  have  persons  who  are  qualified  make  such  entries 
with  intent  to  violate  and  evade  the  laws.  There  are  tlmberland  entries 
under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  June  «.  1878.  and  preemption  and 
homestead  entries,  payment  for  tlmberland  sppll«tlons  being  made 
within  the  90  days  prescribed  by  tbe  regulations  of  tbe  General  Land 
Office  and  for  the  commutation  of  homestead  and  preemption  entn^ 
immediately  upon  the  expiration  of  six  months  from  the  date  of  entry 
and  filing  of  declaratory  statement. 

••  The  character  of  a  very  large  percentage  of  tbe  entries,  fraudulent 
in  appearance.  Is  collusive;  but  tbe  making  and  perfecting  of  -uch 
entries  Is  so  managed  that  It  Is  almost  impossible  to  secure  fuU  and 
complete  evidence  thereof.  ^_      ,     »u,.  ...^ 

"  It  is  my  opinion  that  fully  60  per  cent  of  the  entries  in  this  dis- 
trict   are   coUuslve,    and    therefore    fraudulent    at    the    time    of    their 

^"it  'la  almost  a  certainty  that  more  than  one  half  of  tbe  entrtea 
under  the  act  of  June  3.  1878.  are  either  coUuslvc,  evasive,  or  fraudu- 
lent yet  It  Is  almost  Impossible  for  an  agent  to  secure  evidence  con- 
clusive of  the  fact.  The  entryman  or  agent  may  comply  with  the  forms 
of  the  law  and  at  the  same  Ume  contract  to  seU  bis  claim  without 

leaving  evidence  of  fraud.  ^      ^    .  ,        •   ,o-,o 

"  Tbe  mode  of  operating  to  secure  lands  under  the  act  of  June  8.  187S. 
is  for  a  person  Interested. in  securing  timber  to  be  appointed  a  noUry 
pubUc  for  Washington  Territory,  whicb  authoriies  him  to  act  in  any 
county  in  the  Territory.  He  thereupon  established  himself  in  close 
nroxlmity  to  the  lands  which  It  is  intended  to  secure.  AU  papers  per- 
taining m  any  way  to  entries  are  made  before  him.  The  proof  U  made 
before  and  taken  by  him;  witnesses  are  hired  and  paid  by  him.  All 
the  papers  acts,  and  facts  concerning  the  entries  are  In  bis  possession. 
Notaries  public  in  this  Territory  are  not  by  law  required  to  keep  a 
record  of  their  official  acts,  therefore  there  can  be  no  inspection  to 
prove  or  ascertain  tbe  date  of  the  execution  and  acknowledgment  of 

'^^^Yo^may^fS  LoraUy  cerUin  of  tbe  existence  of  all  these  facts,  yet 
It  is  impossible  to  fully  ascertain  any  one  of  them.  The  claimant  has 
been  coached  and  only  answers  as  Instructed. 

"Under  existing  laws  It  will  be  nearly  impossible  to  prevent  or  dls- 
cover  and  punish  frauds  upon  the  Government  in  the  disposal  of  public 
lands  So  long  as  good  tlmberiands  In  the  bands  of  private  owners  are 
worth  from  17^50  ^acre  to  |25  per  acre  there  will  be  fnjud  and  aU 
sorts  of  schemes  resorted  to  to  secure  possession  of  and  title  to  this 

class  of  Government  land.  ,,^.^   .«ji 

"A  quarter  section  of  tImberUnd,  unless  very  favorably  located  and 

easy  of  access.  Is  not  desirable  property  for  individual  ownership      la 

making  an  entry  of  this  cUss  of  lands  tbe  entrymen  seek  those  tracts 
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which  tn  or  will  become  ralaabte  to  tome  aaaodatioa  of  IndlTldiula  or 
corpontlon.  and  can  therefore  be  disposed  of  at  an  early  day  and  for 
a  fair  price. 

**  I  an  conTiaeed,  froa  examination  and  loTeatlgatlon.  that  90  per 
cant  of  the  hooieatcad  and  pteemptlon  entries  made  within  the  terri- 
tory named  h»tla  are  made  aolely  for  the  timber  growing  thereon  and 
because  auch  landa  are  ready  aale.  By  making  um  of  the  preemption 
and  homestead  lawa  the  entrymen  save  in  purchase  of  tract  the  difTer- 
ence  between  $2.50  and  |1.25  per  acre."  (Annual  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioner of  the  Oeaenl  Land  Offlce.  1886.  pp.  Q2-44.) 

Attain.  OB  Norember  17.  1884.  the  apeelal  agent  of  the  General  Land 
CMBce  in  Vaoeoarer,  Washlngtoa  Territory,  wrote: 

**  In  the  Tanconrer  land  district  I  shonld  say  three-foorths  of  the 
fraudulent  entrlea  nnd«r  the  timber  act  of  Jane  8.  1878.  are  prompted 
by  anscrapulons  partlea  of  wealth  in  order  that  they  may  obtain  title 
to  large  tracts  of  Talnable  timberlanda  of  Washington  Territory. 
Methods  made  as*  of  by  such  parties  to  secnre  title  under  this  act  are 
to  offer  a  money  consideration  to  irresponsible  persons  who  haTe  no 
Axed  place  of  abode,  sach  as  loggers,  mill  hands,  and  sailors,  to  locate 
160  acres  of  the  choicest  timberland  they  can  pick  oat,  regardlesa  of 
•oil.  suitability  for  agricnltaral  purposes,  or  otherwise.  In  their  own 
name,  with  the  understanding  or  written  asreement,  as  the  case  may  be. 
that  as  aoon  aa  the  necesaary  proof  la  or  can  be  perfected  before  the  local 
land  oflke  the  entrymen  will  glre  warranty  deed  to  said  first  party  to 
the  land.  The  price  paid  such  entrymen  varies  from  $50  to  $126.  Wit- 
nesses are  usually  found  to  swear  to  the  proof  of  said  entry  for  |25. 
In  one  Instance  the  records  of  the  local  land  offlce  show  that  one  party 
acted  as  witaeaa  In  as  many  as  13  final  proofs  for  timberlanti  entires  in 
•even  days,  and  It  la  more  than  likely  be  never  saw  any  of  the  land, 
but  no  proof  could  be  foond. 

"  I  am  well  satisfied  that  three-fourths  of  all  timber  entries  in  Cow- 
Iltx,  Pactflc.  and  Skamania  Countie«  are  of  fraudulent  character.  I 
should  think  one>balf  of  the  best  timberlanda  in  Cowllts  County  sus- 
ceptible of  beteg  entered  under  the  mrious  acts  for  settlemsnt  oa  the 
public  domain  are  held  under  these  fraudulent  entries. 

**  The  next  most  extensive  frauds  In  promising  titles  to  pubUe  lands 
IB  my  district  is  carried  on  under  the  preemption  law.  The  same  class 
of  entrymen  are  made  use  of  nnder  this  act  as  with  timber  entry,  lien 
are  hired  to  make  the  entry  and  other  men  are  hired  to  I>e  on  hand  and 
famish  the  proof  of  alleged  settlement,  cultivation,  etc..  the  party  who 
Induced  them  to  make  said  entry  furnishing  all  the  money  for  fees  of 
entering,  proving  up,  and  purchasing  the  land.  In  nearly  all  cases  of 
this  character  I  hava  examined  and  found  little  or  no  improvementa 
bad  ever  been  attempted.  In  some  cases  no  settlement  bad  ever  been 
made,  not  even  a  brush  or  a  tree  had  been  disturbed — the  forest  lay 
as  nnbrokea  as  it  had  for  the  past  century,  although  proof  bad  been 
swum  to  of  alleged  settlement  and  cultivation  of  the  soil. 

**  In  eonclnatoB',  I  would  say  that  my  experience  for  the  past  year  in 
tnvesttgaiing  fraudulent  entrlea  has  led  me  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
timber  act  of  Jnue  S.  1878,  should  be  repealed,  as  It  has  been  found 
from  the  first  to  be  a  source  of  unlimited  swindling,  which  haa  in  a 
great  measure  enabled  wealthy  corporations  and  land  sharks  to  pro- 
euK  title  to  large  bodies  of  valuable  timberland  la  this  territory  to 
the  great  detriment  and  Injury  of  honest,  well-meanlug  immigrants  and 
•ettlars  of  this  territory,  lly  observation  is  that  a  greater  part  of 
the  proofs  of  fraudulent  casea  arc  made  before  Irresponsible  terri- 
torial olBcecs.  and  not  at  the  local  land  ofllces."  (8.  P.  C.  Stubbs, 
Vancouver,  Washington  Territory.  Annual  Report  of  the  Commissioner 
of  the  Geoeral  Land  Ofllce.  1886.  pp.  61-82.) 

In  1908  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  classified  timberlanda  under 
•ectloa  1  of  the  timber  and  atone  act.  The  law  had  been  so  Inter- 
preted that  all  lands  sold  under  its  provisions  were  sold  at  92.60  an 
acre.  The  Secretary  ordered  that  timberland  should  be  sold  at  not 
leaa  than  $2.60  an  acre.  He  ordered  land  to  be  appraised  and  sold  at 
the  appraised  value.  (James  Rudolph  Garfield.  Secretary.  Annual  Re- 
port of  the  SecreUry  of  the  Intertor.  1908.  p.  16.) 

The  following  table  shows  Isnds  taken  up  under  the  timber  and  stone 
act  June  3,  1878-June  SO,  1908  (Annual  Report  of  the  Commlasioner 
•f  the  (3eneral  Land  OIBce.  Annual  Report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior.  1908,  p.  107)  : 
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There  was  a  marked  increase  In  the  annual  lumber  of  entries  under 
the  timber  and  atone  act  after  1900.  but  ainca  the  act  was  extended 
to  apply  to  all  public  lands  of  the  United  States  valuable  for  timber 
and  stooe,  th«  flgures  are  not  of  service  to  a  study  concamed  with  the 
Northwaat.     (Iw.  J.,  The  United  States  rorcst  Policy,  p.  22S.) 
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Reports  of  the  General  Land  Office  disclose  extensive  frauds  in  Wash, 
iigton  Territory  and  Oregon  in  the  interests  of  sawmill  companies  and 
I  imbermen.  One  case  was  reported  In  the  Olympic  district  in  1886, 
li  which  nine  timberland  and  eight  preemption  entries  were  made  by 
I  Ired  employees  of  the  sawmill.  After  making  application  for  entry 
the  men  left  the  country  and  final  proofs  were  sworn  to  by  people 
trho  had  not  lived  on  the  land,  bnt  were  acting  as  agents  of  the  com- 

I  any.     The  entries  were  held  for  cancellation. 

In  the  Vancouver  district  7,000  acres  were  entered  under  the  tlmber- 
lind  act  In  the  Interests  of  one  individual.  Tbe  claims  were  all  fraudu- 
l!nt. 

In  1883.  4,200  acres  of  agricultural  lands  In  the  Oregon  City,  Oreg., 
<  Istrlct  were  entered  for  the  benefit  of  the  Columbia  Flume  k  Lumber 
<!o.  under  the  timberland  act.  Investigation  proved  that  the  lands  were 
lot  subject  to  entry  nnder  the  timberland  act.  Vilng  valuable  for  agri- 
culture, and  that  the  entries  had  been  made  fraudulently.  The  claim- 
ints  had  never  seen  the  lands  for  which  they  were  applying. 

One  of  the  greatest  frauds  was  discovered  in  the  Humbolt  district 
ii  California.     It  involved  lumbermen,  men  of  wealth,  and  prominence 

I I  the  United  States,  and  penetrated  even  to  the  General  Land  Office 
li  Washington.  In  1883  a  special  agent  reported  fraudulent  entries  In- 
tolving  100,000  acres  of  the  choicest  redwood  lands  in  the  Humbolt 
( latrict.  The  special  agent  refused  a  bribe  of  $5,000  to  close  the  In- 
\  estlgation.  He  was  suspended  from  duty  and  afterwards  dismissed 
Irom  the  service  at  the  instance  of  great  Influence  from  the  Pacific 
<oast  brought  to  bear  upon  the  General  Land  Offlce  In  Washington.  In 
the  fall  of  188-1  the  agent  in  California  presented  a  report  recommend- 
ing 157  entries  for  approval  which  the  agent  a  year  before  had  shown 
1  rere  fraudulent.  Patents  were  Issued  by  the  General  Land  Offlce  for 
;  2,000  acres  of  timberland  valued  at  $440,000. 

A  special  agent  was  sent  from  the  General  Land  Office  in  January, 
:  886,  to  Investigate  tbe  alleged  frauds.  Men  hired  by  the  lumber  com- 
I  any  used  every  possible  means  to  prevent  or  obstruct  tbe  investigation. 
'  'he  witnesses  were  spirited  out  of  tbe  country  or  threatened  and  intim- 
I  dated.  The  agent  discovered  that  the  company  eDterlng  patent  for 
I  he  land  had  employed  expert  surveyors  to  locate  the  most  valuable 
I  Imberlands  and  bad  then  hired  men  to  go  up  and  down  tbe  street 
I  nd  offer  $50  to  men  who  would  sign  applications  for  lauds.  Sailors 
}  rere  caught  in  port  and  hurried  into  a  saloon  or  to  a  notary  public's 
I  fflce  and  induced  to  sign  applications  and  convey  the  lands  to  a  mem- 
ler  of  tbe  firm.  There  was  no  secrecy  about  the  transaction.  Everyone 
I  new  about  the  frauds,  except  tbe  (xovemment  agents.  (Report  of  tbe 
General  Land  Offlce,  1886.  pp.  93-96.) 

Doctor  Fernow  reported  that  "  in  California  and  on  the  Pacific  slope 
j  be  bona  fide  settler  may  purctiase  160  acres  at  $2.:J5  an  acre,  a  price 
I  rom  10  to  30  times  less  than  the  true  value.  It  was  well  known  that 
luch  purchases  were  made  with  tbe  purpose  of  relinquislilng  tbe  land 
IS  soon  as  possible  to  some  large  lumbering  corporation,  which,  in  fact, 
;  las  often  paid  men  to  perjure  themselves  in  taking  up  such  lands. 
B.  E.  Fernow,  Chief  Forestry  Division.  Annual  Report  of  the  Com- 
mlssloner  of  Agriculture  1887.  pp.  608-609.) 

In  1909  H.  H,  Scbwarts,  chief  of  the  Field  Service  of  the  General 
<and  Offlce,  stated  that  under  the  timber  and  stone  act  "  over  12.000.000 

I  cres  of  valuable  timberlands  bad  been  sold,  of  which  fully  10,000,000 
acres  was  transferred  to  corporate  or  Individual  land  investors  by  the 
( ittrymen.     These  landa  brought  to  the  people  or  General  Government 

II  groas  sum  of  $30,000,000.  At  tbe  date  of  sale  tbey  were  reasonably 
'rorth    $240,000,000.     Tbe    profit    of    over    $200,000,000    went    not    to 

he  needy  settler  engaged  In  subduing  tbe  wilderness,  but  to  the  wealthy 
nvestors.  Not  over  a  fractional  part  of  1  per  cent  of  the  timber  pur- 
:tui8ed  from  the  United  States  under  this  act  is  held,  consumed,  or 
iven  cut  by  the  men  and  women  who  made  the  entries."     (S.  Doc.  818, 

1st  Cong.,  3d  sess.,  serial  5943.) 

6.    rOBEST    LIED    ACT,   18»7 

The  forestry  act  of  1897  provided  a  means  for  fraud  not  surpa.ssed 
)y  the  early  land  laws.  When  reservations  were  set  aside  by  the  Gov- 
>mment  It  was  found  that  many  claims  had  been  located  within  the 
■eserve.  By  the  act  of  1S97,  holders  of  such  lands  could  locate  their 
;laim8  outside  tbe  reserve.  On  advance  Information  from  Washington, 
irorthless  mountain  or  desert  lands  were  entered  before  reservations 
irere  created  and  afterwards  exchanged  for  valuable  timber  lands  else- 
ivhere.  Bald  peaks  and  glaciers  were  thus  released  to  be  exchanged  for 
owlands.  It  was  disclosed  that  western  men  used  political  Influence  to 
iave  new  reserves  created  for  no  other  purpose  than  to  take  advantage 
)f  the  forest  lien  clause  of  the  act  of  1897.  (Ise,  J.,  The  United  States 
Forest   Policy,  pp.   176ff.) 

Special  agents  of  the  General  Land  Offlce  disclosed  a  gigantic  fraud 
in  California.  Frederick  A.  Hyde,  John  A.  Benson,  and  others,  acquired 
tracts  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of  school  lands  in  contraven- 
tion of  the  State  laws  and  attempted  to  exchange  their  titles  for  titlei 
to  forest  lands  nnder  the  forest  lieu  act. 

The  leaders  in  tbe  conspiracy  were  men  of  wealth,  position,  and 
InflucBce.    Tbey  were  able  to  put  many  obstacles  in  the  way  of  an  inves- 


tigation by  the  land  ofllce.      (Annual  Report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  1904.  pp.  21-22 ;  Ise.  pp.  186.  187.) 

6.    ACT  or   MABCH   11.  ISOg 

The  General  Land  Office  was  at  no  time  able  to  employ  enough  land 
agents  to  investigate  and  prove  the  validity  of  honest  entries  or  to 
detect  fraud.  In  fact,  local  Und  offices  were  so  widely  scattered  that 
homesteaders  could  go  to  make  their  entrlea  only  at  great  inconvenience 
and  expense.  Conj;res8  provided  a  measure  of  reUef  to  the  settlers  by 
permitting  the  aflldavlts.  proofs,  and  oaths  required  of  applicants 
under  the  homestead,  preemption,  and  timber  and  stone  acts  to  ^  "■<»« 
before  county  officers  Instead  of  the  local  tand  agents.  (Act  of  March 
11  1902  32  Stat.  63,  c.  182.)  This  added  an  element  of  relief  to 
the  honest  settler  and  greatly  facilitated  the  entering  of  fraudulent 
claims  by  speculators.  Local  officers  of  the  county  and  State  often 
acted  In  collusion  with  speculators.  (Commissioner  of  tbe  General 
Land  Offlce  in  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
1904.  p.  368.) 

T.    SraVltTINO    AKD    DEPOSIT    BT8TEM 

The  General  Land  Offlce  by  offlclal  regulations  extended  surveying  far 
beyond   the  limit   designed  by  the  surveying  laws.     Contracts  to-  sur- 
veying were  often   illegal.      Public  lands   were  lavishly   wasted   ry   the 
system  of  surveys.     A  law  of  May  30.  1862,  provided  for  settlers  meet- 
ing a  part  of  the   expense  of   surveying.     In   1871   a   law  was  enacted 
permitting  deposits  made  by  settlers  for  survey  to  be  accepted  as  par- 
tial   payment   for  land.     By   the  law  of  March   3.    1879.   these  deposit 
certificates  were  made  negotiable  and  were  to  be  accepted  in  payment 
for   tand    subject    to  entry   anywhere.      Wealthy    speculators    and    pow- 
erful  syndicates   who   coveted    the   public   Unds    clamored    for   surveys. 
The  bulk   of  deposit   surveys  was  mode   In   timber  and   graxing  lands. 
So  thoroughly  organised  has  been  the  entire  aystem  of   procuring  the 
aurvey   and   making  illegal   entry   of  lands   that   agents   and   attoineys 
engaged   In  thia  business  were  advised  of  every  offlclal  proceeding  and 
enabled  to  present  entry  applications  for  the  lands  at  tbe  very  moment 
of  the  flUng  of  the  plots  of  survey  in  the  local  tand  offices.     Prospectors 
employed  by  lumber  firms  and  corporations  reported  the  most  voiuable 
timber    tracts    in    California,    Oregon,    Washington    Territory,    or    else- 
where ;  settlers'  applications  were  manufactured  as  a  basis  for  *^r^er. 
entry  papers,  made  perfect  in  form  by  competent  attorneys,  were  filed 
in  bulk    and  tbe  manipulators  entered  Into  possession  of  the  land  and 
exploit*^  Its  timber,  which  was  shipped  to  foreign  ports  or  sold  to  our 
own  citlsens  at  the  market  price  of  timber  cut  from  private  tai.da.  or 
the  lands  were  retained  for  the  advance  of  price  which  would  result 
from  forest  monopoly.     In  a  single  case  reported  by  •pedal  »K«"'^»  1° 
California  It  was  discovered  that  an  English  firm  had  obtained  100.000 
acres  of  the  choicest   redwood   tands   in   the   State,   worth   perhaps   an 
average   of   $100   an    acre,   while   tbe    cost    of    procuring    surveys    and 
frnudulent  entries  did  not  probably  exceed  $500  per  quarter  section,  or 
$3  an  acre.     (William  A.  J.  Sparka,  Commlasioner  of  the  General  Land 
Offlce.  annual  report.  1885,  pp.  11-17.) 

8.    TIMBXB  TSESrASB 

The  demand  for  timber  had  led  to  dcpredaUons  of  timber  on  public 
lands  by  specutators  and  settlers  and  a  waste  far  In  excess  of  the 
needs  of  the  communities.  An  act  of  Congress  of  March  3,  1831,  made 
it  a  criminal  offense  to  cut  or  remove  timber  from  public  lands,  txcept 
as  allowed  to  actual  settlers  for  domestic  purposes.  Deprived  of  any 
legal  means  of  acquiring  timber,  settlers  obtained  what  they  needed  by 
trespassing  on  the  public  domain.  The  actual  lo«i  to  the  Government 
far  exr.^ed  tbe  amount  of  timber  cut.  Methods  of  cutting  timber  were 
wasteful  by  reason  of  the  great  risk  incurred. 

The  difficulty  of  obtaining  timber  induced  Congress  to  pass  a  law 
permitting  the  removal  of  timber  from  public  lands  for  building,  min- 
ing agricultural,  and  other  domesUc  purposes  from  mineral  tand*  not 
subject  to  entry.     (Act  of  June  3,  1878.  20  Stat.  88.  c.  150.) 

But  privileges  granted  under  this  act  were  greatly  abused.  Instruc- 
Uons  issued  to  special  agenU  by  the  Land  Offlce  interpreted  the  act  as 
permitting  the  cutting  and  export  of  timber.  (Commissioner  of  tbe 
General  Land  Offlce,  annual  report,  1886,  p.  83.) 

The  act  of  June  15,  1880,  prescribed  that  when  land  had  been  tr«»- 
passed  upon  prior  to  1870,  should  have  been  entered  and  the  Govern- 
ment price  paid  in  full,  no  criminal  prosecution  should  be  had  or  fur- 
ther malnUined  for  the  trespass,  and  no  ctvU  suit  when  the  trespass 
had  been  unintentional,  was  construed  to  authorise  the  entry  at  private 
cash  sale  of  lands  not  subject  to  such  entry  under  the  public  land  taws ; 
and  tbe  provision  exempting  unintentional  trespassers  from  civil  suit 
was  construed  equally  to  except  wiUful  trespassers.  (Ibid.,  pp.  82-8.^.» 
W  M  Stone,  Acting  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Offlce,  in  hta 
report  of  1889  stated  that  it  was  Impossible  to  accomplish  much  in 
prosecution  of  corporations  and  Indlviduata  for  depredations  of  timber 
on  pubUc  tands  because  of  want  of  active  cooperation  by  the  officers  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  and  the  conflicting  opinions  rendered  by 
different  courts  on  the  same  quesUona. 

The  officers  charged  with  enforcing  the  taws  did  not  undersUnd  the 
meaning  of  tbe  laws.  ,    ■       » 

Numerous  petitions  were  annually  received  applying  for  permlsBlon  to 
cat  timber  under  condltioiu  expressly  forbidden  In  tin  taw,  and  jret 


tbcM  petltkMis  were  Indorsed  by  «»•  ■««»«  «eo  ^^  '^^  Instruaentml 

In  pawing  the  taw.  .     ,.      «  .   »      .. 

Moreover,   opinions  of   former   Comailsaioners   of   the   General   Land 

Office  had  been  contradictory. 

Much  of  the  fault  in  interpreting  and  admlnlsterlnf  the  taws  lay  la 
the  loose  wording  of  the  laws  themselves.  (CommiHaioaer  of  the  Oaoeral 
Land  Office,  annual  report,  1889,  pp.  68-4JO.) 

Every  land-grout  railroad,  in  addition  to  Iti  Bhare  of  tbe  Und  frant 
of  76,000,000  acres  and  the  right  of  way,  was  permitted  to  cut  timber 
for  first  construction  adjacent  to  the  Une  of  the  n«d,  a  privilege  which 
the  railroads  used  to  cut  wherever,  whenever,  and  for  whatever  pur- 
pose they  chose.  (B.  B.  Fernow,  Chief  of  the  Forestry  Division.  An- 
nual Report  of  the  Commissioner  of  Agriculture,  1887,  p.  609.)  Tho 
railroads  generally  interpreted  adjacent  as  meaning  any  place  la  tha 
United  States.  They  took  Umber  not  only  for  the  construction  of  the 
raUway,  which  was  permitted  by  taw,  but  for  repairs  and  for  rebuilding 
tbe  line  when  the  gage  waa  chaaged.  (Commisnioner  of  the  General 
Land  Office,  annual  report.  1885,  p.  83.  Annual  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioner of  Agriculture,  1886,  p.  204.)  A  drcutar  of  instruction  to 
the  agenta  of  tbe  General  Land  Offlce  was  sent  by  WUltam  Walker, 
acting  commisBloner,  under  date  of  August  29.  1886,  defining  rights  of 
railroads  to  take  timber  from  public  tands  adjacent  to  their  lines. 
That  rlgtt  extended  only  to  taking  timber  during  tbe  procoas  of  con- 
struction and  not  for  repairs  after  the  railroad  was  opened  to  tbe  publie 
nor  for  fuel.  No  railroad  company  waa  entitled  to  cut  wood  for  sale 
or  disposal  to  other  companiea.  to  the  public,  or  for  exportation.  Tlie 
railroads  were  prohibited  to  cut  timber  under  tbe  act  of  June  6.  1878. 
(Annual  Report  of  the  Commlasioner  of  tbe  General  Land  Office.  1885, 
pp.  314-815.) 

In  Oregon,  although  public  sentiment  was  opposed  to  trespassing, 
cases  wera  pending  In  1880  involving  two  mUiion  and  a  half  feet  of 
public  timber  and  hundreds  of  cords  of  wood,  all  of  whldi  bad  been  cut 
and  sold  for  speculative  purposes.  (Annual  Report  of  the  Commissioner 
of  the  General  Land  Office,  1880,  p.  176.) 

The  Montana  Improvement  Co..  a  corporation  with  a  capital  of  $2,000,- 
000.  most  of  which  is  owned  by  the  Northern  Pacific  EaUroad  Co.,  waB 
formed  in  1883  for  tbe  purpose  of  monopolising  timber  traffic  in  Mon- 
tana and  Idaho,  and  under  a  contract  with  tha  railroad  company,  run- 
ning for  20  yeara,  had  cut  timber  for  great  distances  on  both  sides  of 
the  railroad  and  conUolled  the  market  price.  (Annual  Report  of  the 
Commissioner  of  tbe  General  Land  Office,  1885,  p.  82.) 

In  spite  of  tbe  statutory  prohibition  of  private  survey  on  [NibUc 
tands  the  Montana  Improvement  Co.  surveyed  large  tracts  of  public 
tands'  along  tbe  line  of  the  Northern  Pacific  BaUway  to  give  them  some 
color  of  right  to  keep  out  setUers  and  to  cut  timber.  (Annual  Report 
of  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  1887.  p.  4T8.) 

They  threatened  to  prosecute  aawmiU  ownera  who  cut  timber  eifbar 
from  Government  or  raUroad  tand,  excepting  such  as  will  carry  on  their 
bualness  as  a  subotdinate  of  the  MonUna  Improvement  Co..  whUe  the 
company  promised  them  Indemnity  from  prosecution  by  the  Govern- 
ment Independent  companiea  wera  forced  to  become  tribotartes  of  the 
Montana  Co.  or  suspend  operation  or  go  Into  bankruptcy. 

Besides  thta  type  of  competition.  Independent  companies  were  charged 
$47  per  cartoad  for  lumber  on  the  Nortiiem  Pacific  Railroad,  while  the 
rate  to  the  Montana  Improvement  Co.  waa  $28  per  carload.  (Secretary 
Lamar  to  Commissioner  Sparks,  July  26.  1885.  Annual  Report  of  the 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Offlce,  1886,  p.  812.) 

With  more  effective  organisation  of  the  Forest  Service  the  wholesale 
trespaaaing  on  public  lands  was  checked.  A  taw  of  1905  anthortaed 
office™  of  the  United  States  to  arrest  twapassera  without  legal  process. 
Until  that  law  went  into  effect  offloen  had  sometimes  been  forced  to 
make  long  Journeys  to  get  warranta  for  arreat.     (Ise,  p.  162.) 

».   CONCLOBIOM 

In  a  report  of  the  Bureau  of  Corporations  on  the  Lumber  Industry, 
February  18,  1911.  It  was  stated  that  "40  yean  ago  at  least  thre^ 
fourths  of  the  timber  was  pubUcly  owned.  Now  about  four-fifths  of  It  Is 
privately  owned.  The  great  bulk  of  It  paB««d  from  Government  to 
private  hands  through  (a)  enormous  railroad,  canal,  and  wagon-road 
grants  by  the  Federal  Government;  (b>  direct  Government  sales  in  ua- 
llmited  quontitieB  at  $1.25  an  acre;  (c)  certain  public  tand  taws  gr«»t 
tracta  being  assembled  in  spite  of  the  requirement  of  small  holdings. 
Such  laws  were  wholly  inappropriate  to  forest  regions,  bat.  though 
vigorously  condemned  In  several  public  reports,  they  sra  BtUl  largely  In 
force  In  theory  tbey  were  Intended  to  distribute  the  public  lands  in 
small  tracts  as  homes  for  freeholdera.  In  fact  they  actually  furthered 
■rmber^ncentratlon  in  vast  holdings.  The  1.802  largest  holder,  of 
timber  now  own  88.679,000  acre,  of  tand  aa  eompared  with  a  vaaUy 
wider  dtatributlon  of  public  tands  In  nonagricultural  sections. 

-  Large  amounts  of  Douglas  fir  in  weBtern  Washington  and  Oregon, 
which  the  Government  gave  owoy.  or  «)ld  at  $2.60  an  ««;  now  range 
from  $100  to  $200  per  acre.  The  great  redwood  belt  in  Callfornta  was 
alienated  on  similar  term,  and  some  of  It  ta  now  ^^^  ^^^  «' 
doltara  an  acre."     (8.  Doc.  818.  61.t  Cong..  3d  j»is.    »»'^>»J?;>^     .. 

l-hera  was  greater  concentration  of  ownerahlp  in  the  Pacific  Norti- 
wcBt  than  in  any  of  tbe  other  timber  regions  of  tha  United  BUtsa. 
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at  M  fkt  OMlcr  la  (kst 

r^ffiM      <*   Dw.  Mm,  «1«(  r«ag,  M  •««.     IhrrUJ  Mtf.) 

T*i«  t«nri*c  vf  tk«  tM«  Utmmr4  •  m<»f«  bMMirt  forMM  fohef  cmnm  at 
•koat  tk«  opMiInc  «f  tlM  rratarr.  A4%a«vW<lfaMa<  of  tlM  lapoftssc* 
•r  protMttoff  tlM  farMM  •/  fb*  United  Mttim  to  t«  to  Mm  to  tto  la- 
fT  iiiT  MPMprtotttfM  r«r  tiM  ifiMtal  •ftats  •(  tk«  Uad  Ofle*  tad 
for  (b«  CT«atlM0  of  m  For««t  ■<>rYt««. 

TV  btaoM  for  tto  in<>sBl  npMMttoa  of  th*  ttetor  reacureai  of  tb* 
VMud  MatM  BiMt  to  ttoivd  kr  CongraM,  In  Ita  Cattart  to  rrrUe  land 
lava  wbSefe  were  tto  tavaa  of  eornipt  aad  apc«alatlTe  Intncata,  ty 
Stat*  oOriala  wito  war*  fctortant  to  d«al  banhly  wltb  wealthy  aod 
vaatcd  taterMta.  with  b>«al  oScUla  who  wlatod  at  the  iliefal  aualpaU- 
CktiiB  of  ap«colatora.  Tto  Ocaeral  Laad  OOee  Itaelf  can  not  eacape 
beartag  aoaw  «f  tto  raapoaaiMHty  of  comiptlon.  Bat  tto  illecal  prae- 
tlcea  in  rtlatloa  to  ttaher  and  tiator  laada  were  typieaJ  of  frontier 
coadlttoaa  aad  tto  MorthweH  did  not  wltneaa  greater  eormptlon  in 
ttot  reapeet  ttoa  other  parta  of  the  Mantry.  nnleaa  it  to  ttot  the  valne 
of  Itg  timber  readera  tbeaa  m>  mocb  more  to  to  regretted.  (For  an  eati- 
■ata  of  tto  reaponalbtllty  for  eormptlon  tn  land  and  ttator  fraoda  aee 
laa.  tto  Hatted  8tatea  roreat  PoUey,  and  Jento  Cameron,  tto  Derelop- 
It  of  QoY«niB>«ntal  Foreat  Control  la  the  United  Statea.  p.  110  and 
B.)  We  tore  tto  opinion  of  a  competent  InsitonDao  on  tto 
effert  of  oar  pabHr  land  lawa  vpoa  tto  lamber  iodoatry.  J.  K.  Defe- 
baagh  aaya: 

**  LoBibermea  tove  hoea  tto  chief  aafferera  fron  tto  flawa  in  tto 
p«blie-laad  pellry  ta  gcaeral.  A  homeatead  of  100  aerea  waa  too  aotall 
aa  eroBooile  oalt  for  tto  erection  of  a  lawmill  to  aupf>ly  more  than 
local  neada  of  aettlera.  Lamtomen  conid  not  boy  ttaaberland  aor 
ttator  directly  froan  tto  public  domain.  Early  land  lawa  arere  enacted 
witb  a  Tlow  to  aaetlag  aeoaonle  eoadttloaa  In  the  Baatera  Stotea  and 
w<Te  In  many  ways  aaanlted  to  tto  timber  regloaa  of  tto  Northweat." 
(i.  B.  Dafataagb.  Hlatory  of  the  Lamber  Indoatry  of  Aaartoa.  2  Tola. 
Chicago,  lM»-7,  Vol.  I.  pp.  892-39S.) 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  nndentand  that  an  execative 
seaaion  is  desired  to-night  The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Malm]  asked  me  if  there  could  not  be  one,  and  I  told  him  that 
ia  f ar  as  I  was  concerned  there  conld  be. 

Mr.  VANDENBBKQ.  Mr.  President.  wlU  the  Senator  yield 
to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to^^he  Senator  from  Michigan? 
-^Mr.  8MOOT.     I  do. 

Mr.  YANDENBEKO.  I  present  for  the  Rbcobd  resolutions 
adopted  by  the  Michigan  Potato  Growers'  Exchange.  This  is 
one  of  the  leading  cooperatives  in  the  State  of  Michigan.  While 
it  is  emphatically  asking  for  an  agricultural  taiiff  bill,  never- 
theless the  thing  I  want  to  emphasise  is  the  specific  recommenda- 
tion made  in  behalf  of  the  maintenance  of  the  flexible  prorisions, 
as  they  tiave  been  stricken  from  the  bill. 

I  ask  that  these  resolutions  be  printed  in  the  Rbcohd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection.  It  to  so  ordered. 

The  resolutions  are  as  follows : 

Meeting  of  the  board  of  dlrectora  of  the  Mlcblgaa  Potato  Qrowera' 
Bxctonge.  told  at  Ita  offlcea  In  tto  dty  of  Cadillac,  Mich.,  on  the  IStta 
day  of  Octotor,  1929,  tto  entire  toard  being  preaent,  whereupon 
Director  O.  S.  Wood  moved  the  adoption  of  the  following  reaolation : 

~  Whereas  the  special  seaalon  of  Congress  now  lo  season,  called  for 
tto  particular  purpoae  of  enacting  tariff  legislation,  to  the  end  that  agri- 
eolture  to  placed  on  an  equality  with  other  Induatrles ;  aad 

"  Wbereaa  It  la  evident  that  such  special  seaalon  of  Congreaa  has  thus 
far  failed  to  carry  out  the  purposes  for  which  It  waa  called  :  Therefore 
to  it 

**Jtasolred.  Ttot  thia  exctonge  requeat  our  representatives  In  such 
CiiagTsaa  to  cserdaa  thalr  Influence  and  atmoat  efforts  to  llaslt  tha  action 
of  the  Congraaa  aow  la  special  aes&ioo  to  the  purpoaea  for  which  such 
Coagreaa  waa  called,  and  unlesa  the  tariff  readjustmenta  are  eooflned  to 
agricaltaral  prodacta  ttot  ao  change  wtotever  to  made  la  preaent  Urlff 
oebadalsa:  that  la  caae  no  tarIC  l*glalatk>a  favorabU  to  agriculture  can 
to  bad  froat  tto  Coagreaa  aow  la  apeclal  leaatan  for  auch  purpoaea  ttot 
tto  "i^^MMf  flezlhla  claoae  empowering  tto  Prealdent  to  increaae  tto 
UftC  aftar  tavestigatton  reasaln  ia  full  force  and  effect :  to  It  furttor 

"AoMlvod,  Ttot  the  gaoeral  manager  of  this  exchange  forward  a  copy 
of  tbla  resoiottoa  to  each  aad  awry  Memtor  of  Coagreaa  from  thla 
Btata." 

Said  rcaalattoa  tovlog  beea  duly  sapported  waa  carried  naaalmoaaly. 

O.  £.  Hawlbt,  ^aoratorpL 

aaMBfTTBnEif  err  to  hoit.  wiuxaii  b.  whjmit 

Mr.  DBNEEN.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yl^d  to  me? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Ye«;  I  yield. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  I  ask  unanimous  consent,  out  of  order,  to 
report  back  faTonibly,  from  the  Coounlttee  to  Audit  and  Con- 
trol the  Conttngent  Expenses  of  the  Senate,  without  amendment. 
Senate  Beaolatl<m  lU;  and  I  ask  unanlmoos  consent  for  Its 
preaent  eonaldarmtlon. 


Tbe  TICK  PRSMDCTfT.    The  resofatloo  wltl  be  read. 

The  Seoetary  read  the  reeolatloo  (S.  Ee».  156)  autmilttMl  by 
4r  iBovniMe  on  the  9tb  instant ;  and,  there  U'log  tut  objec- 
iOD,  It  waa  eonsldcrcd  by  the  ffenate  and  agreed  to,  as  follows : 

Me99l9*€,  TiMt  tto  Saeretary  of  tto  Scaato  hereby  ta  aottorlaad 
lad  diractad  to  pay  out  of  tto  appropriation  for  ctpensea  of  iaqairlaa 
lad  laveattgatloaa,  eontiageat  fond  of  tba  Senate,  for  tto  flacal  year 
[t»28,  f2,B0S.93  to  Hon  wnilaai  B.  Wllaon  for  ratmtoraeneot  for  cs- 
)eaaea  tecurred  In  tto  collection  of  tollots  and  documeuts  ordered  by  tto 
Icnato  Committee  on  Privllegea  and  Elections  in  the  counties  of  Dela- 
rare,  Scbaylklll,  Liiseme,  and  Lackawanna.  State  of  Pennsylvania,  for 
iiae  ia  the  investigation  of  hta  conteat  againat  Hon.  Wilxum  8.  Vjjui 
or  a  aeat  In  tto  United  Stotes  Senate  from  aald  State. 

ADOrnoifAI.  IXPCIIDITUBE  LIT  THB  VARE-WILSOH   CONTEST 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  from  Utah 
/ield  to  me  further? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  I  yield. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  1  ask  unanimous  consent,  out  of  order,  to  re- 
)ort  back  favorably,  from  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control 
he  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate,  without  amendment, 
Senate  Resolution  156:  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  Its 
present  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  resolution  wUl  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  Senate  Resolution  150,  submitted  by 
kir.  Shobtbioqe  on  the  9th  instant;  and,  there  being  no  objec- 
Jon,  it  was  considered  by  the  Senate  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

BeaoJvad,  Ttot  tto  Coauaittee  on  Prtvllegea  and  Elections,  authorised 
>y  rcaolatloa  of  Deccnstor  17,  1927.  to  hear  and  determine  the  pending 
mntcat  totween  Wiluam  8.  Yabb  and  William  B.  WUaon,  Involving  the 
rigtat  to  memtorabip  in  the  Dnited  Stotea  8«iate  as  a  Senator  from  tbe 
Stole  of  Pennsylvania,  is  hereby  aotboriaed  to  expend  from  the  con- 
tiaceat  fnad  of  tto  Senate  $12,000  in  addition  to  the  aaiounta  heretofore 
lattorlaed  for  aald  purpoae. 

SPBCtXATTVE  TBAN8ACTIONS  IW  COTTON 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Utah 
pleld  to  me?  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Ulinois  a 
piestlon. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HEFTJN.  I  was  not  in  the  Chamber  when  the  Senator 
Jrom  Illinois  laid  his  first  report  Ijefore  the  Senate.  Did  the 
>mmittee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expeu.se8  of  the 
Senate  act  favorably  on  my  resolution.  Senate  Resolution  152? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  The  committee  adjourned  until  half  after  9 
iay  after  to-morrow,  wlien  it  expects  to  act  upon  the  resolution. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Day  after  to-morrow? 

Mr.  DENEEN.     Thursday. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  on  to-morrow  I  shall  m«)ve  to 
proceed  with  this  resolution,  if  I  have  to  change  it  somewhat, 
Eind  to  discharge  the  committee  from  Its  further  consideration. 

This  is  a  very  important  matter.  I  want  the  opposition  to  the 
resolution  to  come  out  in  the  open,  and  I  Intend  to  see  that  they 
jo  come  out  in  the  open.  They  are  not  going  to  defeat  a  resolu- 
tion to  investigate  the  cotton  exchanges,  and  a  conspiracy  to 
defeat  the  efforts  of  the  Farm  Board  to  increase  the  price  of 
cotton.  It  looks  as  though  the  speculators  are  doing  that. 
They  are  trying  to  defeat  and  kill  the  very  purpose  for  which 
the  farm  relief  bill  was  passed.  Cotton  is  now  selling  below 
the  cost  of  prcKluction ;  and  I  am  simply  asking  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  lie  permitted  to  make  in- 
quiry and  to  report  its  findings  to  the  Senate.  I  hope  no 
Senator  will  oppose  favorable  action  on  the  resolution,  so  that 
we  can  begin  this  investigation  and  find  out  what  the  truth  is. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  It  Is  rather  strange  that  this  resolution  was 
not  reported  this  afternoon.  I  ai)peared  before  the  committee, 
and  I  left  the  committee  feeling  that  It  would  be  reported.  I 
should  like  to  know  who  it  is  that  is  delaying  action  on  this 
matter. 

The  Senator  states  that  the  committee  will  meet  again  day 
after  to-morrow.  The  resolution  Is  a  simple  one,  merely  calling 
for  an  inquiry.  Certainly  the  people  in  the  cotton -growing 
States  are  entitled  to  know  the  truth  about  this  matter,  and  if 
there  is  nothing  wrong  they  ought  not  to  oppose  an  investiga- 
tion.   Let  us  get  at  the  truth,  and  report  to  the  Senate. 

I  am  going  to  consume  a  good  deal  of  time  on  this  matter 
if  It  Is  not  acted  on. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  does  not  intend  to  do  it  to-night, 
does  he? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  yielded  to  the  Senator,  and  I  hope  he 
will  not  do  It  to-night. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  hoped  the  Senator  from  Illinois  would 
diange  his  mind  about  that  meeting,  and  have  a  meeting  in  the 
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momtnc  sod  iwv«  ertten  on  my  reeolotion.  '«*l»*"*''^.*5**| 
rm»lutiofia  are  paa-ed  around,  aod  M^fmbers  "ftP*  «»*«  "Jt^TS 
thiw  tn ;  but  It  doea  look  as  though  we  are  having  <"««»2tiS 
going  after  theae  Mg  spemUtora  who  •re/»W>tog  tbe  cotton 
farroem  daily  of  hundreds  of  tbooModa  of  doUara. 
STDSiEBN.    Mr.  PreeWent,  will  tbe  Senator  from  Utah 

yield  to  me?  ^        ,„.     . 

Mr.  8BIOOT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  IlUnoU. 
Mr  DENEEN.    This  resolution.  If  I  recaU  correcUy.  ^»» /"^ 

mitted  day  before  yesterday.  The  co'^^"t!™?,r'^5fe*lLird 
request  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama  fMr.  Hitu!«1.  We  b«ira 
hS^tement,  and  I  understand  that  other  Senators  wish  to  be 
heard;  and  we  could  not  arrange  for  a  meeUng  at  the  con 
venlence  of  all  unUl  day  after  to-inorrow  «*  »»*".  ffJ^J^^' 
when  the  committee  will  convene  and  h«ir  other  «<*tementa 
and  act  thereafter.  The  committee  deemed  It  «dvl^ble  to  hear 
all  Rides  before  It  acted,  rather  than  to  hear  one  side  and  make 
a  report  on  partial  statements. 

cxscnmvK  sEssioif 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  more  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consid- 
eration of  executive  business  in  open  execuUre  session. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  » 

THE  /tJDlClABT 

Mr  REFD.  Mr.  President,  has  a  report  been  made  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  Judges  for  P^njisylvanla? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  reports  were  submitted  this 
afternoon  as  In  open  executive  session.  „       ^       -_        «.,^ 

Mr  REED.  I  have  consulteil  with  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska [Mr  NowuBl.  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr  WalbhI, 
Sod  tSe  Senator  tJin  Wisconsin  [Mr.  B^«l.  ^,  °' J^^rt 
believe,  are  Interested  in  opposition  to  the  °«f  ^i^°°  °/,,;*^\*Jf [ 
L  Watson  to  be  district  Judge  in  Pennsylvania,  and  I  Aj^  that 
U  will  be  convenient  to  each  of  them  that  we  have  an  ex«:dtlve 
session  on  Friday  afternoon.  I  hope  at  that  time  that  the 
STmlnatlon  rf  Judge  Watson  may  be  brought  up  In  open  execu- 

^^^The^ICE  PRESIDENT.    The  calendar  Is  In  order. 

DIPLOMATIC  AND  FOKEIGN   SEBVIOB 

The  leeislatlve  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Charles  C.  Hart 
to    be   ^voy    extraordinary   and    minister    plenipotentiary    to 

^TheVICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nominaUon 
is  ronflrmed.  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

The  legislative  clerk  announced  '|  sundry  nominations  for  ap- 
noiiitments  In  the  Foreign  Service."  ._     .^,  ,        « 

Mr  UEED.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  for  the  Diplomatic 
onrt  Fnrpien  Service  ho  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nominations 
are  confirmed  en  bloc,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

POSTUASTEBS 

The  legislative  clerk  announced  the  "  nominationa  of  sundry 

^Sr^PHlPPS  Mr  President,  I  do  not  see  the  senior  Senator 
from  Montana '[Mr.  Walsh  J  on  the  floor.  A  few  days  ago  he 
fsk^  that  the  nomination  of  Albert  C.  Gruwcll  to  be  postmaster 
at  DUlon.  Mont.,  be  passed  over.  I  ask  that  it  may  again  go  over 
and  that  the  remaining  names  on  the  calendar  of  postmasters 
he  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nomination 
nf  Albert  C  Gruwell  to  be  postmaster  at  Dillon,  Mont.,  will  be 
nassed  over,  and  the  other  nominations  will  be  confirmed  en 
bloc  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

WAVY 

The   legislative   clerk   announced   "sundry   nominations  for 

^'Mr!^BSLE°    I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nominations  be 

*^The°VlC^  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  the  nominations 
are  confirmed  en  bloc,  and  the  President  wlU  be  notified. 

BSrOBT  or  POSTAL  NOMINATIONS 

Mr  PHIPPS  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on  Post 
Offlcea  and  Post  Roads  I  report  several  nominations  for  the 

*^*Th?vicE  PRESIDENT.    They  will  be  placed  on  Uie  Execu- 
tive Calendar. 

BEPORT  or  JUDICIAL  NOMINATION 

Mr  DENEEN.  Mr.  President,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  I  report  a  nomination.  I  do  not  see  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr  Copixand]  Id  the  Chamber,  but  I  understand 
there  la  no  objection  to  it  However,  it  should  go  to  the 
Calendar. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  wfll  bf  t^»etA  on  the  Kxecutive 
Calendar. 

roeTMAem  at  vntum,  uowr. 

Mr.  PHIPPB.  Mr.  Pfealdeot,  I  notice  that  tbe  aenI^»rl^ator 
from  MoDUna  [Mr.  WAteH]  hu  now  come  Into  the  Ch«n»J«^ 
I  will  say  to  him  that  In  bis  absence  I  asked  that  theoomlnatlon 
of  Albert  C.  Oruweli  to  be  postmaster  at  imion.  Mont,  go  over. 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  has  asked  that  certain  jodlciaiT  nomlnntlons  be 
taken  up  on  Friday,  and  it  will  be  convenient  to  me  at  that 
time  to  talEe  up  the  nomination  for  postmaster  at  DUlon. 


Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  as  In  legislative  aeeslon,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  take  a  recess,  the  recess  being  under  the  pre- 
vious order,  until  to-morrow  at  10  o'clock.  ,  .    .        ^ 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  4  o clock  and 
50  minutes  p.  m.),  under  the  order  previously  entered,  took  a 
recess  until  to-morrow,  Wednesday,  November  13,  1829,  at  10 
o'clock  a.  m. 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominationt  confirmed  6|f  the  Senate  November  It 

(legisUitive  day  of  October  SO),  1929 

Envoy  Bxteaobdinabt  and  MiNUTxm  Plenipotbitiabt 

Charles  C.  Hart,  to  Persia. 

SnoBsrAina  nr  thb  Diplomatic  Soevicb 
Landreth  M.  Harrison.  Lawrence  Hlggina. 

Harry  E.  Carlson.  H.  Eric  Trammell. 

Hugh  8.  Fnlierton.  8.  Walter  Washington. 

Sidney  E.  O'Dtmoghtic.  Henry  Carter. 

Consul  Gcnisai. 
Leland  B.  Morris. 


Yioc  Consuls 

Bernard  Gufler. 
Andrew  W.  Edson. 
George  Bliss  Lane. 
Paul  J.  Gray. 
James  W.  Riddleberger. 
Leo  P.  Hogan. 
Richard  S.  Huestis. 
Ralph  J.  Blake. 
William  E.  Scotten. 
Edward  Page,  jr. 
Claude  B.  Chlperfleld. 
Frederic  C.  Fornes,  Jr. 


Alan  N.  Steyne. 
Charles  A.  Hutchinson. 
W^lUlam  F.  Cavenaui^. 
WUlIam  8.  Farrell. 
Montgomery  H.  Colladay. 
Robert  Janx. 
Lucius  J.  Knowies. 
Thomas  A.  Hickok. 
Eklmund  J.  Dorse 
William  K.  AUsliie. 
William  W.  Adama. 


FOBEION   SBBTICE  OFTICIXB 


Henry  Carter. 


Bernard  Gufler. 
Andrew  W.  Bdson. 
George  Bliss  Lane. 
Paul  J.  Gray. 
James  W.  Riddleberger. 
Leo  P.  Hogan. 
Richard  S.  Huestis. 
Ralph  J.  Blaka 
William  E.  Scotten. 
Edward  Page,  Jr. 
Claude  B.  Chiperfleld. 
Fornes,  Jr. 


CLASS  B 

xmoLAssipin) 
Alan 


N.  Steyne. 
Charles  A.  Hutchinson. 
William  F.  Cavenaugh. 
WlUlam  S.  Farrell. 
Montgomery  H.  Colladay. 
Robert  Jans. 
Lucius  J.  Knowlea. 
Thomas  A.  Hickok. 
Edmund  J.  Dorse. 
William  K.  Ailshie. 
William  W.  Adama. 


Frederic  C. 

Promotions  in  thb  Navt 
Thomas  C.  Hart  to  be  rear  admlraL 
Allen  B.  McOann  to  be  lieutenant  commander. 
Seabury  Cook  to  be  lieutenant  commander. 
Charles  W.  Weltzel  to  be  lieutenant  commander. 
Charles  A.  Havard  to  be  Uentenant- 
Harry  Keeler,  Jr.,  to  be  lieutenant 
Richard  K.  Gaines  to  be  lieutenant  (Junior  grade). 
Charles  W.  O.  Bunker  to  be  medical  director. 

POSTMASTXBS 
ILOaiDA 

Franklin  C.  Mangum,  Carbur. 
John  B.  Brecht  Fort  Myers. 

QEDBOIA 

Janice  M.  Royster,  Nahunta. 
George  B.  Mclntyre,  Alley. 
Edward  R.  Johnson,  Augusta. 
Robert  B.  Bryan.  Wrightsrille. 
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Eliab«th  B.  Wetmore,  E(4a. 
Carl  H.  Holts,  Holljrwood 
Mille  FUddnger.  Lanark. 
WllUam  J.  Ohlhaber.  Schiller  Park. 

IOWA 

nisworth  Fry,  Dunkerton. 

Aboer  Rejmokla,  Ellsworth. 

Wayland  B.  CbrisUanaezi,  Northwood. 

KENTCCKT 

Charles  B.  Balee,  Treoton. 

Mississnn 
William  A.  Bell,  Morton. 

IIKW    JKU8KT 

William  Ll  Schenerman.  Basking  Ridge. 
George  Martin,  Btoneharbor. 

PUVlfBYXTAiflA 

William  S.  Levan.  Bsterly. 

WASHIIfQTOir 

M.  BerU  Start.  Winalow. 


SENATE 

Wbdnesdat,  November  ISy  19^9 

(Legislative  4ay  of  Wednesday,  October  SO,  19t9) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

Mr.  FKSS.     Mr.  President,  I  8U>rgest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  le»i«latlve  elf  rk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Aahurat 

BMrkley 

Pincbain 

Black 

BUtne 

Bl«>aae 

Borah 

Brat  ton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Broiiaaard 

Capper 

Connailjr 

Cop<>laiH] 

Coui«ns 

Cntttog 

Dale 

DaoMB 

XMll 


Fletcher 

Keodrick 

rraaier 

Kt-yes 

GUIett 

La  FoUette 

OUsi 

McKpllar 

Olenn 

McMaater 

Ooff 

McNary 

Goldaborough 

Metcalf 

Gould 

llokos 

Orwne 

Norbeck 

Hale 

Norrls 

Harris 

Nye 

Harrison 

OTerman 

Hatfleld 

PatteraoQ 

Uawea 

Phippa 

Hay  den 

Pine 

Hetert 

Pittinan 

Heilln 

Bansdell 

Howell 

B«ed 

Johnson 

RoblDfion,  Ind 

Jones 

8ackett 

Kean 

Schall 

Sheppard 

Shortrldge 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Steiwer 

Stephens 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

TydlDgs 

Yandenberg 

Wagner 

Waicott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Mr.  TOWNSEND.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleague 
the  aeolor  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  HAsnifos]  is  nnavoid- 
ably  abeent.  I  ask  that  this  announcement  may  stand  for  the 
day. 

Mr.  SHKPPABD.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Caxawat]  is  necessarily  detained  on  bosi- 
uess  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SCHALL.  I  wish  the  Rscoan  to  show  that  my  cfrfleague 
[Mr.  Shipstkad]  is  absent,  ill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty  Senators  have  answered  to 
their  names.    A  quorum  is  present 

FwrmoNs 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE  presented  petitions  numerously  signed 
by  sundry  citizens  of  the  State  of  California,  praying  for  the 
passage  of  legislation  granting  increased  pensions  to  QtU  War 
veterans  and  their  widows,  which  were  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Pensions. 

Mr.  GOLD8BOROUGH  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  citi- 
sens  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  praying  for  the  passage  of  the 
so^mlled  Smoot  bUl.  being  the  bill  (S.  1468)  to  amend  the  food 
and  drugs  act  of  June  30,  1906,  by  extending  Its  provisions  to 
tobacco  and  tobacco  pro<lacts.  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  presented  petitions  signed  by  approximately 
850  citizens,  l(«gers  and  lumbermen,  in  the  State  of  California, 
praying  for  the  imposition  of  adequate  tarifT  duties  upon  the 
Importation  of  8hingl»>s,  logs,  and  lumber  into  the  United 
States,  which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  McNART  presented  petitions  signed  by  approximately 
Z500  citizens,  loggers,  and  lumbermen,  in  the  State  of  Oregon, 
praying  lor  the  imposition  of  adequate  tariff  duties  upon  the 
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importati<»i  of  shingles,  logs,  and  lumber  into  the  United  States, 
which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  present  petitions  e.stltnated  to  be  signed  by 
over  11,000  persons  interested  in  the  matter  of  a  tariff  on  logs, 
shingles,  and  lumber.  I  ask  that  the  body  of  one  of  tlie  petitions 
be  printed  in  the  Rbcobd,  and  that  all  the  petitions  lie  on  the 
table. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  petitions  were  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table,  and  the  body  of  one  of  the  petitions,  without  the  sig- 
natures, was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcobo,  as  follows : 

Whereaa  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Washington  has  heretofore 
petitioned  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  earnestly  requesting  that  a  duty  be  placed  upon  the  Importation 
of  lo^.  shingles,  and  luml>er  Into  the  United  States,  sufBclent  to  cover 
differences  in  cost  of  production  In  the  United  States  and  In  foreign 
countries  and  permit  American  shingle  and  Inmtier  manufacturers  to 
pay  fair  compensatory  wages  to  their  workmen,  give  them  full-time 
employment,  and  perpetuate  the  American  logging,  lumber,  and  shingle 
industry  and  Its  Incident  and  dependent  operations  ;  and 

Whereas  representatives  of  the  logging,  shingle,  and  lumber  Industry 
of  the  State  of  Washington  have  appeared  before  the  honorable  Finance 
Committee  of  the  United  Sutea  Senate  showing  that  since  the  re- 
moval of  the  tariff  on  the  importation  of  shingles  and  lumber  Into  the 
United  States  the  logging,  shingle,  and  lumber  industry  in  the  States 
of  Washington  and  Oregon  have  suffered  extreme  and  heavy  losses;  and 
further  showing  that  other  labor,  manufacturing,  and  Incidental  opera- 
tions and  business  receive  a  direct  benefit  from  said  industries  of  mure 
than  1100,000,000  annually;  and 

Whereas  we,  the  undersigned,  rt'presenting  labor,  home  owners,  and 
taxpayers,  condemn  the  present  tariff  act  as  unjustly  discriminating 
against  American  production  of  logs,  shingles,  and  lumber  In  favor  of 
foreign  production  of  such  products,  and  forces  approximately  100,000 
American  workmen  and  their  families  into  direct  competition  with 
oriental  labor;  and 

Whereas  it  is  necessary  that  a  revision  be  made  in  tariff  schedulen  to 
the  end  that  American  labor  and  this  Industry  may  maintain  a  proper 
standard  of  living  and  secure  steady  employment ;  and 

Whereas  the  Republican  and  Democratic  Parties  have  both  pledged  to 
maintain  a  high  standard  of  wages  for  .\merlcnn  labor :  Now,  therefore, 

We,  the  andersigned,  most  seriously  urge  and  petition  that  your  com- 
mittee support  such  a  revision  of  tariff  arhedules  as  will  enable  the  log- 
ging, shingle,  and  lumber  industry  to  successfully  compete  with  foreign 
producers  and  maintain  higher  wage  scales  than  in  foreign  lands,  and 
stabilise  and  strengthen  what  are  known  as  American  standards  of  living. 

SEPOBT  or  THE  LIB&AKT   COMMITTEE 

Mr.  FESS,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Library,  to  which  was 
referred  the  bill  (S.  1784)  aM>ropriating  money  for  improve- 
ments upon  the  Government-owneil  land  at  Wakefield.  West- 
moreland County,  Va..  the  birthplace  of  George  Washington, 
reported  it  without  amendment 

REPOBT  or  POSTAL  NOMINATIOWS 

Mr.  PHIPPS,  as  iu  open  executive  .se.s.-<ion.  from  the  Committee 
on  Post  OfiOces  and  Post  Roads,  reported  sundry  post-offlce  nomi- 
nations, which  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Executive 
Calendar. 

REPOST  or  MILrrAST  ROMINATIOIVS 

Mr.  REED,  as  in  open  executive  session,  from  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs,  reported  sundry  Anny  nominations,  which 
were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

BILLS   INTBODUCED 

Bills  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  imanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows- 

By  Mr.  SHEPPARD: 

A  bill  (S.  2091)  authorizing  appropriations  for  payment  by 
Federal  Government  of  its  part  of  cost  of  improvements  adjoin- 
Ing  Federal  building  sites ;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings 
and  Grounds. 

By  Mr.  MOSES : 

A  bUi  (S.  2092)  granting  a  pension  to  Betsey  Arnold  Jaquith 
(with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions 

AMENDMENT  TO  THE  TARIiT  BILL 

Mr.  FESS  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed 
by  him  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

THE  VICE  PRESlDEJiT'S   ARMISTICE  DAY   ADDBESS 

Mr.  GOFF.  Mr.  President,  I  take  grt-at  pleasure  in  asking 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Rkcoed  the  very  in- 
spiring, outstanding,  and  eloquent  speech  of  the  Hon.  Charles 
CurtLs,  our  honort-d  Vice  I'residout.  dtiivered  in  Chiciitjo  on 
Armistice  Day  nnder  the  auspices  of  the  brotherhood  of  the 
Benevolent  and  Protective  Order  of  Elks. 
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In  the  course  of  Ms  remarks,  Vice  President  Curtis  brought 
Tivldly  to  the  attention  of  the  Nation  the  necessity  'or  prepared- 
JeSi  as  well  as  the  cost  of  unprepa redness.     He  showed  most 

jMdly'and  im'prS^vely  that  P-I«^^-«f«  ^^.^.^jS^'^l^ircS 
are  essentiaUy  requisite  If  we  are  to  protect  the  grwt  resources 
of  our  country  and  continue  its  wonderful  prosperity. 

In  a  word  Mr.  President,  Vice  President  Curtis  sounded  the 
moia«e  always  i^sident  In  the  heart  of  the  Nation  ^t  we  no 
SLiy  need  an  Army  and  Navy  adequate  for  national  defe^e  tut 
sScre^t  to  guarantee  and  make  ^ff«^"ve  our  patrjo  c  determl 
nation  never  again  to  engage  in  a  war  of  ag^f^,^""'  ,f Tf'^" 
be  prepared  only  as  a  last  and  Inevitable  resort  to  defend  our 
h^mes  and  country  and  perpetuate  Its  divinely  Inspired  institu- 
tions Is  the  maxim  of  this  wonderful  address  _.  .  .  „,intod 
There  being  no  objection,  the  address  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Record,  as  follows : 

Vice  President  Curtis  spoke  as  follows: 
c  We  are  gathered  here  at  the  invitation  of  a  great  nohle,  •^^  J'^ 
tntemal  group;  a  long-eatabUahed  and  valued  national  organlaation 
JTvin"  mlUion.  of  members  throughout  the  land;  feUow  couBtrymen 
who  Jail  from  the  East  and  West,  North  and  South ;  from  town  and 
wuntry:  from  aU  walks  and  stations  of  life;  citi«ma  wbo«>  a^m.  and 
Durno^  are  well  summed  up  in  a  name  which  is  a  houaehold  wotd 
J^Tu-^Kir^ember.  of  the  Brotherhood  of  the  ProtecUve  Order 
oTZL^i  is  an  honor  to  be  part  of  this  gathering  In  thi.  wonderful 
eltv  of  Chicago  ;  to  be  Invited  to  address  the  Klka.  .     ,  _,     _ 

The  iurS^  of  our  meeting  is  to  commemorate  a  great  and  gloriouj 
day   in  thrhlstory  of  mankind;  that   day   11   short  yeara  ««o  which 
iL'rk^    he  end  of  a  madness  such  as  no  man  Uving  or  dead  ever^ 
^e  had  parUclpated  in  or  beheld;  that  da,  '"^,^/**°*^^';iS'^ 
of  .cenea  of  indescribable  horror,  of  frightful  cruelUea.  "^  bartarlU^ 
nrarticed  by   man   against   man.   b,   nation   against   ''^tion ;   that  daj 
wWch  was  then  and  is  now  truly  a  da,  of  gUdnes.  and  «Joi<J^«»» 
^rth    Td  for  which  as  each  year  of  peace  throughout  the  world  con- 
tinues we  have  still  more  reason  to  feel  glad  and  JoyfuL  .  _,^,^ 
NovembeV  11    1918.  la  known  and  celebrated  on  earth  aa  ArmlBUca 
Day      NO  other'  name'  for  it  ia  conceivable.     On  tj**  ^.  J",,^«  ^. 
1918    tongues   babbled   JoyfuUy,   hysterically.    tearfuU,.    wildl, ;    there 
w^  'm^ch^ncoherent  talk  in  man,  language,  ou  both  »>emispher«,  of 
tZ  Srtbl,  globe  of  ours;  in  ever,  continent;  In  nearl,  ever,  country 
State   city   town,  village,  hamlet,  and  field  and  forest;  on  Und  and  aea, 
^^T^^ll'lZU.  l^ch.     And  aU  the  incoherent  word,  mummed  up 
were — this  Is  Armistice  Da,  1  ,    , 
iTTruth,  November  11  U  not  merely  a  date  o".*^^  «»J^'^*^,'\    "  *! 
a  name   rsymbol.  a  brUUant  beacon  Ughting  a  point  in  the  Wstor^f 
mankind  wWch  we  may  weU  be  proud  of.  though  a.  to  the  acU  and  deeds 
^Mchtid  up  to  it  we  would  undo  tham  if  we  could;  would  erase  t^m 
JomrT  memory  of  the  present  were  that  posaible ;  would  keep  from 
tne  knowledge  of  the  future  were  there  an,  means  of  doing  so.     Sine, 
we  rnnofileld  the  world's  foU,  from  the  e,e.  o'/^'^mTrJ^rn 
we  can  reveal  to  them  the  unparalleled  example  of  unselflsh  devotion 
To  ideals :   of  unswerving  adherence  to   the  prlndples   of  bumaf,    jf 
freedom,  liberty,  and  Justice  which  our  own  countr,  gave  to  the  world 

in  the  memorable  struggle.  tit^^m  w.r- 

We  all  know  of  the  lo,alt,  of  the  Elks  during  the  ««**  Wo^^J  ^"  • 
of  how  m  ever,  section  of  the  country  they  helped  the  needy  famlUes 
^f  tho^e  who  h a'd  gene  off  to  the  war ;  of  their  liberality  in  the  purd.a« 
of  bonda  to  raise  the  money  necessary  to  carry  on  the  greatest  of  aU 
wars. 
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Here  to^ay,  on  this  soldiers'  field,  we  recall  the  great  rejoicing  this 
day  11  ,ear8  ago.  The  people  of  the  dviUwd  world  were  happy  at  the 
news  of  the  signing  of  the  armistice.  The,  are  still  happy  and  thank- 
ful for  the  cessation  of  war  and  hope  that  peace  may  continue  forever. 

Cor  people  have  a  right  to  remember  and  to  celebrate  this  day  because 
of  the  part  our  countr,  took  In  the  war;  the  Invaluable  help  it  gave  to 
make  this  day  possible.  We  were  able  to  and  did  raise,  «iulp^nd  »*^- 
tain  a  powerful  arm,  and  navy.  We  placed  more  than  2.000.000  men 
In  Europe  and  had  mllUons  more  In  reserve  read,  to  go  over  there. 
This  was  done  at  a  most  critical  period  of  the  conflict,  at  a  time  when 
our  man  power  was  desperatel,  needed,  when  the  soldiers  of  France  had 
their  backs  to  the  wall  and  all  the  AiUes  were  sorely  pressed. 

Our  people  never  doubted  the  result  because  the,  knew  the  make-op 
of  our  Arm,  and  the,  had  great  confidence  In  its  able  leader.  Gen.  John 

^  -ri^y.^ind  as  In  the  wars  of  the  paat.  we  aU  acknowledge  the  great 
obligation  our  Nation  owes  to  those  who  served  It  on  sea  and  land, 
thoRe  who  did  so  much  to  help  bring  about  the  final  and  lasting  victoi^. 

I  recall  the  grand  review  In  Washington  of  the  Grand  Armies  of  the 
Republic.  A  banner  on  the  Treasury  Building  greets  the  sight  of  the 
vlctorioos  Union  soldiers  of  the  ClvU  War  as  the,  march  down  Penns,!- 
vanla  Avenue  In  Impressive,  henrt-stlrring  arra,.  That  banner  blMona 
forth  the  national  feeling  as  It  always  has  been  and  alwa,s  will  be: 
•*  There  is  one  debt  our  Nation  owes  which  It  can  never  pay  ;  that  is  the 
debt  It  owes  to  its  soldier,  and  sailors."     That  was  the  feeUng  In  1865. 

II  years  ago,  and  to-day  for  the  men  who  rendered  such  valuable  service. 


Mone,  is  needed  to  r«kl««m  the  bonds  iss«d  dnrlnf  the  war  to  meet 
the  expenwM  of  the  Veterans-  Bureau  now  being  Incurred  in  taking  care 
of  tS^«ibled  and  their  dependents,  and  to  aid  those  who  *««  <»*P*°^ 
ent  upon  the  brave  men,  and  women,  too.  who  gave  their  Uvea  In  the 
^r^ruggle.  This  mone,  can,  should,  and  win  be  raised  and  appUed 
to  these  need,  that  we  m.,.  in  part  at  least,  repay  onr  obligation..  The 
debt  to  thoM  who  lo.t  their  Uvee  In  onr  own  country  and  on  foreign 
«,!! ;  to  tho«  who  are  now  Kiffering  from  wound,  and  dlseaw  as  a 
result  of  the  war.  and  to  their  dependent.,  can  not  be  paid  1°  «ollart. 
Onr  people  will  always  rememher  their  brave  deeds,  their  great  Mier- 

lag.  and  Mcrlflcefc  _».- 

WhUe  the  place  of  hlghert  honor  goe.  to  thow  men  and  women  woo 
wore  the  nnlform  of  onr  country,  there  wa.  and  ia  a  gteat  apprecla- 
tlon  for  those  of  our  dtltens  who  furnished  mone,.  produced  food, 
clothing,  materials,  and  mippHe.  necessary  In  the  'trnKle  The,  did 
their  part  In  tfce  great  •inflict  which  meant  m>  much  to  dvlUMtlon  and 

ChrlsUanity. 

The  speed  with  which  was  ralwd  the  mone,  needed  to  carry  on 
the  war  and  to  lend  to  our  Allies  was  a  great  rorprise  to  the  financier, 
of  the  world.  The  ease  with  which  our  Great  War  debt  baa  been  re- 
duced from  twenty-rix  and  one-half  billion  dollars  to  fifteen  and  one- 
half  bOllon  dollar,  in  11  :rear.  speak,  volume,  for  our  people,  and  1. 
eouall,  amaalng  to  the  flnanderm.  „  ,^ 

The  political  rttuatlon  during  the  World  War  <^'««»y  P*""*^ 
that  existing  In  the  Civil  War.  History  repeated  it«.lf.  When  Preri- 
dent  Uncoln  took  hi.  oath  of  ofllce  there  were  strong  men  from  the 
North  m  the  Congres.  who  did  not  belong  to  his  political  party.  Out 
here  la  nilooK  hi.  own  State,  there  were  two  particularly  Powerful 
men  who  had  opposed  him;  the  UtOe  giant.  Stephen  A  DongUs.  and 

the  fearle..  John  A.  Logan.  ^  _.^     ^    s       »    e*  «♦.-«     a 

When  the  war  Qame,  however,  the  President  found  Stephen  A. 
Douglas  one  of  his  strongest  mipporter.  In  the  Senate,  ever  ready  to  do 
hls^rt  to  help  win  the  war.  Oen.  John  A.  Logan,  believing  he  could 
do  more  at  the  front,  left  his  seat  In  the  House  of  Repre^^ntatlve^ 
returned  to  hi.  home,  and  helped  «Kmre  volunteers  General  l^gan 
wa.  a  wonderful  man  and  It  la  fitting  that  aa  a  reault  of  hU  work,  he 
became  known  a.  the  greatert  volunteer  general  the  world  had   ever 

^"ir*  loyal  men  In  Congrew  forgot  part,  line..  On  matter,  pertain- 
mg  to  the  war  there  were  no  part,  line,  drawn.  In  the  CongT«.  to 
1017  and  1918  the  member,  of  one  of  the  greatert  Political  partles^he 
one  to  which  the  Prerident  did  not  belong,  drew  °«  P^^^^  """^^ JJ,? 
did  everything  they  could  to  help  win  the  war.  On  matter,  pertaln- 
Sg  to  war  fhe  membera  of  the  Republican  Party,  a.  ;;,«"  " Jjj 
Democratic  Party,  rtood  by  the  Government.  They  upheld  the  band 
of  Preddent  Wllwn  In  all  legislation  necewar,  to  carir  the  war  to  a 
final  victory.  The  President,  aa  Commander  in  Chief  of  our  Army  and 
Navy,  had  the  full  support  of  the  loyal  men  and  women  of  the 
country,  both  In  and  out  of  Congress.  . 

WhVn  he  needed  war  legislation  It  was  o°>y  •»^««"''  '"'  ^".^ 
caU  for  It  and  those  of  the  minority  In  the  Government  Joined  the 
memSrs  Of  his  narty  in  the  Congress  In  quid,  and  fuU  re^n^.  To- 
S^  If  trouble  came  our  President  would  find  the  «•«  °"';«"*',  J^ 
•Sport,  for  It  can  be  said  truthfuUy  that  in  this  country  no  poUtical 
party  has  a  monopoly  on  patriotism. 

wien  I  re.d  of  iKjldlers  I  wonder  If  many  of  u.  «all«  ^JrT^*  *'»•* 
in  all  countries,  and  at  all  Umes.  there  Uve  and  die  In  obscurity,  r^ 
lutZ  the  scenes  of  battle,  yet  doing  their  ^^»  ,«**«  J^  .f  %«^ 
of  their  country,  a  number  of  men  and  women  equally  "  >«"'»<^'  ^J^** 
deed,   remain   un.ung.      I   think,   too.   of   the   unknown   dead    soldle«. 
Their  names  and  deeds  may  not  be  known  here  below,  but  every  one 
1.  written  into  the  great  book  above  In  large  letter,  of  «oW ;  ejch  man 
and  each  deed  has  left  an  IndeUble  Impression  in  the  heart*  of  our 
people.     These  aoldlen  and  dtUens,   known   and   onknowi.,   have   not 
dS^  m  vain.     Thdr  record  Jurtlfie.  fnU  faith  and  confidence  In  the 
whidom  of  the  American  people  and  In  the  atlU  more  glorioo.  f u  ure  of 
IL  Nation :  as  long  aa  we  have  a  "  Oovemment  of  the  people,  for  tha 
people,  and  by  the  people,"  we  are  In  no  d*J»«e'- 

Mudi  of  the  coat  of  the  laat  war  waa  caused  by  the  fact  that  we 
were  unprepared  for  It.  and  this  wa.  the  second  nich  occasion  in  20 
Tear..  I  hope  the  le^n  Uught  b,  unpreparednea.  may  "Ot  be  forgoU 
ten.  With  our  wonderful  prosperit,  and  great  n-ource.  our  county 
.hould^lw.^.  be  prepared  for  natlonrj  defense.  Such  a  course  wM 
Svrman,  llve^  million,  of  dollars.  «id  untold  wfferiag;  It  wiU 
greatl,  lessen  the  posslbiUt,  of  war. 

^  this  countr,  we  do  not  believe  In  a  large  .tandlng  ^^J-  «»' ^ 
we  beUeve  In  having  an  over-large  Nav,.  but  our  people  do  want  both 
Arm,  and  Nav,  to  be  ample  for  national  defen^i. 

The  people  of  tiie  United  State,  are.  and  alwa,.  have  been,  peace- 
lo^ng  ^d  tow-ablding  a.  a  whole.  The,  are  Induatrioo^  «eneroiu. 
an?Jot  quaTr^mn;  a  nation.  The,  concern  themaelve.  with  their 
Jwn  affaSTand  do  not  meddle  in  the  affairs  of  other  nation..  The, 
i^s^mpaJhetlc  wlUi  the  woe.  and  distress  of  ti^  people  o  the  w„ia^ 
The,  ask  nothing  more  Uian  to  be  permitted  »» J^^^, V.  ^^  ?^, 
ditin,  without  interference  and  the,  freely  conceed  UiU  »m«  right 
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to  otherm.  Tb«y  are  proud  of  tbeir  country  and  tkelr  forn  of  sorem- 
aeat.  Tbey  hare  a  strong  national  consciottaiiesi  becausa  of  wbich. 
deaptte  thair  innate  p^cefal  aima  and  deaires  tliey  will  not  anbmit  to 
tnault,  aboap.  or  til  treatmtnt  by  any  other  nation.  Our  country  baa 
n«Tar  engaced  in  nor  will  it  ever  engasa  in  a  war  of  aggreaaion,  and 
It  viU  engage  in  a  war  ot  defenae  only  aa  a  laat  and  Inevltabie  reaort. 

During  the  flrat  three  yean  of  the  World  War  we  were  neutraL  We 
hoped  and  prayed  that  we  might  be  permitted  to  remain  ao,  bot  it  waa 
decreed  we  ahoald  be  drawn  into  the  conflict  International  law  waa 
violated ;  (nndaiaantal  rlgbta  of  mankind  were  denied.  The  falae  doc- 
trine of  **  might  la  right"  waa  openly  proclaimed  againat  oa;  men. 
women,  and  children  of  our  dtlxenry  were  aeat  to  the  bottom  of  the 
■ea  wltbout  warning.  War  waa  never  forced  upon  a  more  onwllling 
comlwtant. 

We  entered  ttaa  maelatrom  early  In  1917  in  aelf-defenae  againat  an 
aggreaalTe,  militant  country  ruled  by  iU  war  lorda  who  had  complete 
domination  over  a  naturally  peace-loving  people,  a  people  who,  thanks 
to  Almighty  Ood.  we  are  now  friendly  with  and  daalreaa  of  helping 
wherever  poaaible.  We  could  keep  out  no  longer  and  retain  oar  national 
bonor.  We  remained  In  the  war  until  the  end ;  until  that  for  which  we 
•trove  waa  acoompllahed.     Now  that  it  is  over  we  want  no  more  war. 

We  would  Uka  to  aee  the  time  come  when  nations  will  settle  tlwtr 
dlaputn  by  other  methods  than  war.  As  a  Qovemment  and  aa  a  people 
we  are  doing  and  will  continue  to  do  everything  reaaonably  poaaible  to 
bring  thia  about,  but  we  have  no  deaire  to  and  will  not  be  drawn 
into  other  eountriea'  poUtleai  Qunrrela  or  into  entangling  alliances  with 
other  natlona. 

Before  the  World  War  our  Nation  waa  a  great  world  power.  Now  It 
la  .stronger  and  more  powerful  than  ever  before.  It  la  in  a  poaitlon 
to  and  la  ualng  all  its  power  and  Influence  to  prevent  fatnre  wars. 
For  thla  reason  they  have  obaerved  with  the  utmost  satiafaction  that 
the  Kellogg  pact  renouncing  war  baa  been  adhered  to  by  ao  many  nationa. 
We  hope  the  time  baa  come  when  great  Christian  natlona  of  the  world 
will  by  proper  agreements  change  the  cruel  custom  sanctioned  through 
the  age*  of  engaging  in  war.  Let  tbem  ratber  hold  conferences  and  agree 
to  nettle  ttkeir  differences  by  arbitration,  by  reaaon  not  force. 

The  people  were  pleaaed  to  note  that  China  and  Raaaia.  both  signers 
of  the  Kellogg  pact,  have  refrained  from  going  to  war.  thereby  acknowl- 
edging  the  agreement  aa  binding  and  not  merely  a  "  scrap  of  paper." 

The  month  of  October,  1029,  will  long  be  remembered  by  the  people 
of  Washington,  for  they  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  two  peare-lovtng 
awn  One  wns  Sergeant  York,  of  Tennessee,  who.  notwithstanding  his 
conacientloua  objectlona  to  war  and  bla  desire  for  i>eace,  yet  answered 
bis  country's  call  and  became  one  of  the  outstanding  heroes  of  the 
World  War.  The  other  visitor  was  that  able  statesman  and  great  leader, 
the  l^rime  Minister  of  Great  Britain,  Mr.  MacDonald,  who  came  to  aee 
oar  President.  Herbert  Hoover,  on  a  misnion  of  peace  and  friendship. 
Our  people  are  praying  their  efforts  may  result  in  a  fair,  Juat.  and  satia- 
fi&ctory  agreement  among  the  leading  naticns  of  the  world.  Both  the 
Prealdent  and  Mr.  Macl^onald  pot  all  their  cards  on  the  table  and  we 
hope  tbeir  efforts  may  be  rewarded.        ' 

How  glad  we  are  tllat  in  none  of  the  wan  in  which  our  Nation  has 
engaged  were  we  the  aggresaor ;  In  none  did  our  soldiers  fight  for  terri- 
torial aggrandizement. 

When  the  war  of  1861  to  1S65  waa  over  the  Union  had  been  saved; 
the  Constitution  upheld ;  and  the  principles  on  which  our  Republic  is 
founded  were  vindicated  and  soatained.  When  the  war  of  1898  ended, 
Cuba  was  free  and  the  Jfaise  bad  not  been  lost  In  vain.  When  the 
World  War  ended,  the  false  doctrine  that  "might  U  right"  had  been 
expoaed  in  all  Ita  iniquity  and  It  has  fallen  Into  utter  disrepute  to-day. 

I  believe  that  some  day  there  will  be  laating  peace,  for  It  is  written 
"And  be  shall  Judge  many  people,  and  rebuke  atrong  natlona  afar  off. 
and  they  ahall  beat  their  sworda  into  plowshares  and  tbeir  speara  Into 
pruning  iMwks.  Nation  9hall  not  lift  op  a  sword  against  nation  ;  neither 
ahaU  they  learn  war  any  more."  Why  is  not  the  lesson  of  the  Great 
War  suflleient  to  cauae  that  promlae  to  be  fulfilled  at  this  time? 

Now  that  so  nuny  nationa  have  aigned  a  pact  to  abrogate  war,  our 
Binda  are  aatnralty  occupied  on  the  problem  of  world  peace.  We  readily 
recall  the  various  movements  wbich  we  hope  and  pray  will  help  bring 
It  about  aa  lasting — the  Locarno  treaty,  tbe  KeUogg  pact,  the  Wash- 
ington conference  of  1921.  tbe  evacuation  of  ttie  Rhineland,  the  visit 
of  Premier  MacDoaaM.  and  tbe  calling  of  a  conference  to  be  held  in  or 
near  London  In  1830.  These  steps  all  point  toward  permanent  world 
peace.  That  it  may  come  la  tbe  paasionate  and  laating  desire  of  the 
people  of  the  dvlllsed  world. 

Tbe  war  and  ita  end  will  never  be  forgotten  by  those  who  aerved  in 
It.  nor  by  those  who  had  near  and  dear  ones  in  it  who  did  not  return. 
I  shall  not  attend  to  describe  tbe  horrors  of  that  war,  which  waa  the 
greatest  and  moat  crael  ever  fought.  The  soldiers  and  aailors  had  to 
contend  against  inventions  wbich  never  before  had  been  employed  by 
SDsn  against  man.  snch  as  poison  gas.  tanks,  deadly  alrplanea  and  air 
boaba,  and  tbe  death  and  destroctioa-dealing  submarines. 

The  ending  of  the  war  meant  that  the  roar  of  the  cannon  which  had 
been  beard  for  ao  many  years  was  to  be  hn.<ibed ;  the  danger  from  ahell 
shock  had  passed:  polaooed  gaa  waa  ao  more  to  be  feared,  and  the 
was  only  to  be  used  for  esperUaeatai  porposec 


Tas,  as  I  stated  in  my  opening,  this  is  Armistice  Day ;  and  it  la  truly 
an  occaaion  for  celebration,  for  it  la  the  day  upon  which  the  greatest 
of  aU  wars  ended,  one  which  will  never  be  forgotten  by  tbe  peace- 
loving  people  of  the  world. 

THB  FOWIS   TKtlST  IW    THE   PUBLIO   8CHO0f.« 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  an  article  en- 
titled "  The  Power  Tru-^t  in  the  Public  Schools,"  written  by  the 
senior  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norris]  and  appearing  in 
the  current  Issue  of  The  Nation,  which  I  ask  ananimous  con- 
sent to  have  printed  In  the  Rscobd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chai* 
hears  none,  and  It  is  so  ordered. 

[Prom  The  Nation.  September  18.  1929] 

TBS    POWBB   TbUBT    in   TBI    PtTBUC    SCUOOI^ 

By  UnoBOB   W.   Norbis 

The  difference  between  barbarism  and  civilisation  is  education. 
Tyranta  can  not  permanently  rule  an  educated  people.  Ignorance  is  the 
mother  of  superstition  and  snperstition  is  the  domain  of  despots.  Intel- 
ligence la  the  foundation  of  democratic  government. 

In  America  we  have  the  poblic-scbooi  system.  It  is  eesential  to  the 
perpetuity  of  our  institutions.  If  our  public  s<4>ools  are  perverted  and 
defiled,  oar  governmental  institutions  sre  weakened  and  will  eventually 
be  destroyed.  A  new  crop  of  rulers  must  take  control  every  generation 
and  a  government  which  wonld  prosper  and  a  people  who  would  retain 
and  increaae  their  happiness  must  prepare  the  oncoming  generations  for 
new  governmental  responsibilities  which  sre  continually  falling  upon 
their  aboulders. 

We  are  living  in  the  dawn  of  an  electric  age.  Nature  has  not  only 
snpplied  us  with  electricity,  this  neceiwlty  of  human  happiness,  but  she 
has  llkewiae  furnished  the  means  by  which  it  can  be  made.  Every  drop 
of  flowing  water,  coming  from  the  snows,  the  springs,  and  the  rain,  as 
It  travels  its  downward  course,  possesses  the  power  of  converting,  out 
of  nothing  as  it  were,  this  wonderful  element  of  modem  civilisation. 
This  is  a  property  which  belongs  to  all  of  us,  a  source  of  human  happi- 
nees.  If  baa  become  a  necessity  of  modem  life.  Therefore  it  should 
never  become  the  subject  of  private  profiteering.  Its  utilization  in  the 
homes  of  America  and  in  the  factories  of  commerce,  for  practical 
purposes,  depends  to  a  very  great  pxtent  upon  the  elimination  of  private 
profit  from  its  generation  and  distribution.  Like  water,  it  should  be 
supplied  to  our  people  at  actual  cost. 

1\>T  several  years  a  contest  has  been  going  on  between  those  who 
believe  this  work  should  be  done  as  a  governmental  function  and  those 
who  believe  that  the  right  to  use  our  public  streams  for  this  purpose 
should  be  turned  over  to  private  corporations  for  private  profit.  It 
was  supposed  for  some  time  that  this  was  a  fair  and  open  contest 
between  the  believers  in  two  separate  and  distinct  doctrines  of  govern- 
ment. If  this  were  true,  then  the  contest  would  be  Just.  Intelligent, 
educated  people  would  decide  the  question  the  same  as  they  would 
decide  any  other  governmental  question,  after  full  debate  and  fair 
consideration. 

In  the  course  of  the  debate  In  the  Senate  on  the  Muscle  Shoals  ques- 
tion, it  was  frequently  alleged  that  there  was  a  Power  Trust  In  this 
country ;  that  it  was  nation-wide  in  its  control.  Indeed.  It  was  charged 
that  thla  trust  reached  out  into  foreijni  countries,  and  was,  in  fact,  inter- 
national in  its  operations.  These  charges  were  scoffed  at.  They  were 
ridiculed.  The  men  making  them  were  denounced  as  enemies  to  human 
progress. 

As  a  result  of  this  discussion,  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  was 
directed  to  make  an  investigation.  And  what  has  been  the  result?  It 
has  been  ascertained  that  there  exists  in  this  country  a  combination, 
the  most  powerful  that  has  ever  been  put  together  by  human  ingenuity. 
These  power  magnate  have  divided  the  country  into  districts  and  put  a 
ruler  of  their  own  In  each  district.  These  managers  are  assisted  by 
assistant  managers,  by  division  superintendents,  and  by  almost  an  un- 
limited number  of  specialists,  lawyers,  and  hired  men  and  women  in  all 
walks  of  life.  It  has  been  shown  that  millions  of  dollars  have  been 
spent  to  keep  this  machinery  in  operation.  It  has  been  shown  that 
1400,000  was  raised  by  this  trust  to  control  the  action  of  the  Federal 
Congress.  In  the  main,  this  particular  attempt  was  to  defeat  the  Muscle 
Shoala  bill,  the  Boulder  Dam  bill,  and  the  Senate  resolution  directing 
an  investigation  of  the  subject.  Untold  sums  have  been  spent  to  control 
the  press,  usually  by  methods  which  were  Indirect,  but  unfair  and  dis- 
graceful, nevertheless.  Armlea  of  emissaries  secretly  representing  this 
trust  have  gone  Into  every  community.  They  have  undertaken  to  con- 
trol legislatures,  public-service  commissions,  members  of  the  National 
Congress,  public  educators,  school  boards,  municipal  authorities,  com- 
naerclal  clubs,  secret  socieUes,  women's  clubs.  Boy  Scout  organixaUons. 
They  have  not  forgotten  the  preacher  in  the  pulpit.  They  have  sent 
lecturers,  ostensibly  traveling  upon  the  business  of  SUte  univtrsitles. 
to  lecture  to  farmers'  clubs  and  social  organliations.  They  have  sent 
women  into  the  field  to  speak  at  women'.s  teas  and  various  similar  or- 
ganlaUons.  They  have  organised  committees  of  inspection  to  examine 
the  textbooks  used  in  the  public  schools.  They  have  Issu  d  thousands 
of  pamphleU  to  be  used  In  the  classroom.     They  have  entered  the  unl- 
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^«islttaa  of  the  eoantry  and  snhsWtoed  professors  and  leadsrt  to  sflnea- 

***?hl*SSt  baa  done  all  tbU  secretly.     No  one  would  have  aay  rl«bt 

to^JeTll  no  one  would  object  If  th-e  P'Jj'**  T-^"^'  ^^S 

livoci^  openly  their  viewpoint  and  their  method  ^^  «*plrln«  Hej*^ 

S  the  Deople     No  one  would  find  fault  if  this  discussion  and  these 

SfiuTnceTwrre    operating    in    public.     But    these    emissaries    were   no^ 

taiown  by  tbe  people  who  heard  them  or  tbe  people  to  be  l^«»««^ 

S  tto-^  be  in  the  pay  of  thia  monopoly.     T^^'P^W"*!*  which  waa 

2d  tTVhe  press  waa.  in  the  main.  pubUahed  as  editorial  or  "ew^tter 

Md  ihe^rdexs  had  no  knowledge  that  this  material  was  »»«*f  ^» 

"me  central  headquarters  of  the  truat.     In  order  to  con«>eal  their  ^- 

JL  from  public  view  it  waa  necessary  that  they  sail  under  t^^^ 

bought  to  ask  at  this  point  where  they  secured  the  money  wiij.whl^ 

to  cnr^  on  this  warfare.     Where  did  they  get  the  '"-f"  ^^^^"^ 

so  UvShly  to  fool  tbe  people?     It  must  be  remembered  ">*t  the  Powar 

^st  has  only  one  «>urce  of  revenue,  and  that  is  the  money  «»ntribated 

irthe  p«>ple  who  buy  their  product.     Tbey  were  using  our  money  to 

deceive  ua  and  onr  children.  .. , 

Se  e"-^  before  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  ^Jdo-e- ttejen^ 
ing  of  a  catechism  Into  the  public  schoobi  of  some  of  our  Bt*t~-  »» 
thfs  cstechism  are  questions  and  answer,  which  it  ''"J°*«*«»  '^ 
children  should  memorise.     The  answer  to  one  of  these  questions  reads 

""'in'I^ir  a«e  »•»  ''>»''=»»  »  community  has  •"^"P*'^,  *1  ^'T**'' 
pnblic-sem«  ntlUty  which  is  subject  to  great  '^»»"'^  "J^^^^jl 
n  has  been  found  that  the  costs  of  the  service  sre  higher  than  when  tbe 
■ervice  is  fnrnisbed  by  a  private  corporation."  _,  .  .,  ^,_      ,* 

Thla  statement  Is  not  only  mislesding  but  it  Is  •»r»°*«;'^™^.  " 
nndertakes  to  put  into  the  minds  of  our  children  a  falsehood,  snd  it 
does  this  ander  the  guise  of  education.  »_ki— .  ^mtmA  in 

Another  answer  to  one  of  the  questions  In  t»^  «*«^'"^ J^*^*" 
effect  thst  sutlstlcs  have  proved  that  the  cort  of  living  *«  ^«"  o^^ 
tog  their  own  ntUltles  Is  much  higher  than  where  the  servics  Is 
introsted  to  private  enterprise. 

It  is  shown  to  this  same  catechism  that  the  P<"^JL  "«"*~J^ 

trying  to  prevent  criticism  of  their  own  activities.     They  were  ttTtoJ 

,  to  instill  iTthe  minds  of  the  chUdren   the   idea   ^^'^^J^*'^^, 

^waa  nnpatriotle  and  ahonld  never  be  indulged  In  by  good  dtisens.     For 

"""Sj'what  is  tbe  effect  of  adverse  criticism  upon  t  tiUty  -«;j^«'- 
A.  When  people  in  any  community  critici«J  adver«.ly  public  «""««»» 
their  city  they  are  advertising  their  own  dty  to  outsider.  «i  a  poor  place 
to  which  to  live  and  are  thereby  reUrding  ita  growth. 

Down  to  Alabama  a  college  professor  was  hired  by  the  power  com- 
panies to  carry  on  their  work.  He  traveled  over  t»«e  State  talking  to 
church  gatherings,  farmers'  organisations.  Rotary  dubs,  Kiwanis  dubs^ 
k,  anS  somewhere  to  every  speech  he  made  he  had  «7'j"yr°**^ 
away  misleading  statements  praising  the  private  power  Interests  and 
condemning  munldpally  owned  dectric-light  plants,  ^e  wastotr^ 
duced  as  a  director  of  extension  of  the  university,  a  f»»  »»««**'^^*° 
the  industrial  development  of  the  State,  but  it  now  <»*;;*»P«  '~" Jj! 
toveetigatlon  that  he  was  paid  regularty  by  the  Power  Trust  over  f«00 

*  Onfof  the  representatives  of  the  trust  in  writtog  to  a  t™«rt  repre- 
sentative in  a  different  State,  after  describing  bow  he  bad  B»««««a 
In  outlining  the  pobUc-ntillty  courses  in  two  universities,  wound  np  by 

**"  We  laid  the  groundworii  circumspectly  and  with  great  w^^.  ■»  *?■* 
the  actual  suggestion  that  such  courses  be  started  came  from  the  fac- 
ulties of  tbe  institutions  themselves.     Tbe  rest  was  routtoe.  

Tbe  evidence  shows  that  in  some  State,  the  trust  was  ""ccessful  in 
bringing  about  a  complete  revision  of  the  textbooks  °' t»^«  P"^*^  "f  .*^^^ 
of  the  State.  The  methods  pursued  depended  upon  the  condition  that 
had  to  be  overcome.  In  one  State  where  the  power  companies  were 
undertaking  to  have  tbe  textbook,  of  tbe  w^boohi  *«*«»^"  "  *?  Jj^ 
their  viewpoint  to  the  student  one  of  the  letter,  on  the  subject  contained 

the  following  language :  .    .    ..  ^^  -ww  ^.....ji. 

«  Of  course,  all  of  the  busteess  must  needs  be  transacted  with  exceed- 
tog  tact  and  diplomacy.  Local  conditions  and  prejudices  will  have  to 
be  taken  into  account  when  tbe  educators  are  approached.  Also  tt  may 
be  well  to  note  what  appropriation  the  school  superintendent  may  have 
at  his  disposal  for  tbe  purchase  of  textbooks.  It  may  weU  be  that 
avenues  of  proper  assistance  to  a  small  way  wlU  present  themselves. 
It  may  be  weU  worth  a  utility's  while  to  help  to  that  regard.  Such  aid, 
unfortunately,  is  subject  to  misinterpretation  and  would  therefore  have 
to  be  rendered  in  a  manner  well  safteguarded  from  «o»P'^° 

1  am  not  undertaking  to  give  a  complete  r*sum*  of  the  •^J««;  To 
do  that  would  flU  volumes.  I  am  only  trying  to  give  a  few  »«»««•«««" 
of  what  is  gotog  on  to  free  America.  All  of  "  »»" J»^J»<>«  j"  ^ 
name  of  private  ownership  of  public  ntillties.  Has  not  the  time  eoiM 
when  those  who  love  our  puWlc  schools,  who  want  to  «^'^,thein  wttn 
honesty  and  to  preserve  then  to  purity,  should  raise  their  ;o«<^  *«  «"^ 
demnation  of  this  nnrtghteons  and  unpatriotic  attempt  to  otHlse  the 
pubUc-school  system  to  control  imWie  sentliaeat  far  private  gala  I 


■ansroN  or  rta  tamiv 
Mr  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President  1  ask  unanbnons  consent  that 
a  ?um™of  newspaper  editorials  which  I  hold  In  my  hand  be 

^'gh^'S^I  ^?^Ion.  the  matter  referred  to  wa.  ordered 
to  be  printed  to  the  Rkokd,  as  foUows: 

[From  tbe   Baltimore   Sun  of  October   ».   19»J 

yfBMMM    BBSrONBiaiUTT    IS 

The  administration  tariff  program  la  doae  to  collapse.  S^^t^fJ^ 
of  PennsylvsBla.  thinks  it  actuaUy  has  collapsed.  As  one  of  the  prin- 
dp^  SersT^the  program,  he  is  to  a  good  po-Oon  to  know.  Purth«^ 
X,  his  optolon  is  supported  by  many  competent  observers  who  bars 
been  watching  the  Senate  tariff  fl«ht  from  the  side  itoes.  ^^^ 

No  ex  cathedra  utterance  is  needed,  however,  to  support  the  propor- 
tion thfct  the  administration  tariff  program  is  to  very  sorry  shape.  A 
SanceTt  the  calendar  proves  that.  There  Is  not  muA  -"ore  than  a 
Sont^  left  for  the  «>edal  session  of  Congress^  1^"^^  Su^ 
unit  schedules  to  be  debated  and  voted  upon  by  «»«  »*°^-  ^ 
Semlcals-ls  nearly  disposed  of.  It  has  taken  over  s  week  tiwMT. 
lfS!TirL^ie3rimportant.  it  lends  itself  to  debate  frr  le« 
t^  many  other,  for  the  simple  reason  that  It  i. Jo  foil  »' »^«»* 

Of  the  sdiedulM  stlU  remaintog  to  be  disposed  of  there  are  many  to 

prSlu«  faT^re  extended  debate  than  the  <*«-»«L.'^f  .r^Jj; 
Lartng  on  metals  and  metal  ""^'■^tures,  reflecting  Mr.  E^nsojJ 
handiwork  .t  m-ny  potots,  coold  '^Jttoiately  occiniy  the  Senat^^ 
another  month.  But  if  the  Senate  Is  to  complete  the  bUl  at  the  ^p^ 
terton  It  most  devote  only  a  couple  of  days  to  eadi  -ctoednle.  nH 
^Id  be  reckles.  n>eed  to  view  of  the  P^ttoriff  *JJ^~  ^^^^^ 
and  there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  Democnitlc.lnsurfent  Repub- 
lican coalition  wm  allow  tbe  Senate  to  indulge  to  tt. 

If  the  bill  goes  over  toto  the  ««ular  session.  It  will  «e  things  up 
generSy  and  J^me  a  harden  upon  the  G.  O.  P.,  which  there  1.  sl^ht 
^  to  believe  tbe  admteistration  woold  he  wilHng  to  *<>«»*;  ^ 
JJc^rly  stoce  each  day  of  dehiy  would  bring  it.  '«";^«'y,^**^P^ 
gram  liarer  to  the  co«gre«donal  elections-  Crmseqnentty  it  tOes  no 
p^Wcal  geains  to  see  that  the  Smoot-Hawley  tariff  bin  Is  to  s  Tery  had 

'^Tbere  is  apt,  however,  to  be  less  understanding  of  the  r«soni  wjy 
It  ^s  come  to  this  pass.  To  find  them  «  »«  "^^.V^^^^J^ 
Capitol  and  walk  up  Pennsylvania  Avenue  to  the  ™«  ^fT;  P^ 
bTstudylng  the  coarse  foUowed  by  Hert^rt  Hoover  since  the  tar«  hUl 
Wiis  UonSed  on  be  found  the  rta«»«s  for  the  present  plight  of  tbe 

^'^eT'presldent  Hoover  called  the  .pedal  sMSlon  ''JJ"^  *? 
advanced  the  idea  that  the  primary  parpo«.  T."  *°  P;~^%''^^7„"^ 
nnhions  as  It  was.  Is.  and  win  be  for  soase  time  to  come,  he  sdvancea 
^e  J'p^ion^arone  road  to  farm  relief  «-„l---f^  *-;«'  ^ 
agricultural  produds.  Then  what  did  be  do?  HV^W^^  "*«»*;  ^^ 
tte  Grundys  and  the  Eyamwns  run  smw±  and  convert  whst  be  had  Ud 
Se  p^Sf  to  suppose  was  a  farm  relief  tariff  bill  Into  a  field  day  or 
S^dy  fibolousiy  rich  Industrial  interests.  Without  a  peep  ^^^t  the 
i^^paas  a  misure  packed  with  todefenrtble  tocreas-  to  todustrial 

In  tbe  Senate  tbe  bill  has  struck  a  snag.  A  combination  of  DeuK^ 
era"  and  RepubUcan  in^irgents  is  attacking  It  and  ^^"^'T'^^f.^ 
^es  To  date  this  coalition  has  engaged  to  no  obstructive  Uctl(* 
Se  only  obeSruction  to  the  Senate  I.  recognition  of^  fact  that  tb. 
bill  18  offensive  to  common  decency  and  like  any  malodorous  objectln- 
rite,  atte^tton.  The  «.ag  the  blU  ha.  hit  waa  placed  there  by  Hert,ert 
HoI»ver  when  he  lacked  dther  the  courage  or  foresight  to  check  the 
H^  of  Representatives  to  an  todustrial  tariff *ooattog  orgy,  as  be 
^Zr^^^^oue.  and  later  failed  to  check  bis  party  to  the  Senate. 


IFiom^the  LoalsvlUe  Courier-Journal  of  November  4,  19291 

OHB  CM   THB  FBnSIDBNT 

The  OonrlerJoomal  pronounced  -  smuslng"  tbe  Preeldenrs  srgnnent 
ta^  ^^»^  ^tbe  senate  f^  the  retention  of  his  pow^  to 
LSteTndl  Se  flexible-tariff  p^irWoa.  It  has  -truck  severslM^ 
^  of  ti  Senate  to  tbe  same  way.    He«  Is  the  argu««.t  as  present«| 

"'-^SU^Sddint  has  dedlned  to  interfere  or  to  expr«.  any  optofo. 
ilr.*^!^  of  the  rates  or  any  compromise  thereof,  as  it  is  obvton. 

I!Jr«rS™^  oSr  tbst  injustice  In  rates  conld  be  promptiy  cor- 
^SV^™  tSc^  to.part.al  tove^igatlon  and^pot  to  actto.  with-t 

w  Hj.i«»«  ■■  the  oresent  dIscBSsions  give  prooi. 

"^TSTs  to  «  !^  to  the  Senste  to  hurry  up  and  pass  the  t«l« 
wJ^foTT  the  expliatton  of  the  extr.  se-ton.  U  seems  to  l«^  ^ 
oTan  aaSiption  that  the  Senator.  ws«UI  not  faqalre  anything 
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lik»  the  tiflM  to  Inform  thmn^rtm  oa  tbe  "  UMsy  thoasaJida  of  different 
comoMMlltlM"  that  woold  be  repaired  by  tbe  Preeideat,  tven  witb  the 
■help  of  a  Tariff  CoBmlMloo. 

But  recalllni:  the  hlarory  of  tbe  Tariff  Commission,  what  Is  there  In 
U  to  Indicate  that  It  woold  enable  the  Pretldent  to  change  duties  with 
•xpedltlonT  Senator  Bobab  drove  this  point  home  when  be  Mid:  "Aa 
■low  aa  we  are,  we  are  making  progreaa  faater  than  they  did  onder  the 
flexible  prorlaion.  To  my  own  kaowledre  It  took  the  Tariff  Commiasion 
three  je^in  to  conaider  one  Item,  to  wit,  onlona." 

(Prom  tbe  Baltimore  Sun  of  Norember  8,  1929] 

■ITICIEKCT   THRCATSKXI) 

Although  It  ta  doubtlesa  a  relief  to  mo8t  of  ua  to  learn  that  the  failure 
of  the  Wbilr  Ilouae  to  Invite  Senator  IIiaAM  JoHMitoif  to  a  dinner  along 
with  tbe  rest  of  the  Foreign  Relatlona  Cummlttee  waa  an  error  and  not 
the  reault  of  rancor  In  tbe  Executive  aoul.  tbe  true  friend  of  g>x>d  gor- 
crument  mu«t  be  alarmed  at  tbe  Indication  of  a  lamentable  want  of 
eaciencjr  la  the  White  Uouae  staff.  Urre  la  Mr.  Hoover,  with  three 
■ecretarl««  to  Ur.  Coolldge'a  two  and  Woodrow  WUaon'a  one,  and  yet 
tb4>  almplp  matter  of  Inviting  IIiaAM  Jounaon  to  dine  waa  neglected 
long  enough  to  give  the  California  Senator  tbe  idea  that  be  bad  been 
Lntputiuually  anuhbed. 

t>ne  uf  tbe  bk'aalnga  which  tbe  country  underatood  it  waa  to  receive 
when  it  elected  Mr.  Hoover  waa  efllclency.  lie  waa  credited  witb  having 
reduced  tbe  number  of  atove-Ud  staeM  and  circumacribed  tbe  variety  of 
wicker  baakets.  Duubtleaa  becauac  of  bis  reputation  for  efficiency  the 
approprlatloas  for  the  White  Houae  have  been  advanced  from  $438,460 
la  li»28  to  «4U7.Mi«  la  1929  Uncluding  the  purchase  of  Mount  W<^ather, 
the  American  Cbvqutra I.  and  to  $533.1-J0  for  1930  (Including  tbe  lietro- 
politau  police).  Are  we  to  conclude  that  a  White  Houae  staff,  three 
aecreuri«a.  and  the  Metropolitan  police  have  t>een  so  poorly  organised 
that  there  was  no  one  designated  to  remember  Senator  HiaAM  Johnvon^s 
telephone  number?  Doea  the  efficiency  which  applies  to  stove  lida  and 
baakota  fail  when  it  applies  tu  Senators? 

Heaven  forbid  that  this  accidental  error,  which  baa  already  been  the 
cause  of  Johnsonian  **  informal  obeervations  "  now  being  magnified  along 
the  grapevine  goasip  aerrices  in  Washington,  should  preface  any  perma- 
nent departure  from  effideBcy  in  the  Kxecutive  Manaion.  "  Inadvert- 
ence "  is  no  word  to  come  from  Mr.  Hoover.  Far  better  would  it  be 
had  Mr.  Hoover  actually  snubbed  Hiram  than  that  the  smoothly  work- 
lag  White  Houae  machine  should  have  developed  so  acute  a  hot  box. 
To  wbon  shall  th«  American  people  turn  when  not  merely  one  aecra- 
tary,  but  thre«  aecretarlea.  forget  as  one  man  to  invite  the  one  Senator 
whoae  "  ohaerrattoaa  "  would  be  most  "  Informal  "  ? 

fProa  the  Nmt  York  World  of  November  8,  1929] 

_1  TH»   gJID  or  A   BO!(STMOON 

When  Mr.  Omady  flrat  took  the  witneaa  stand  10  days  ago  he  promptly 
teUed  his  chance  to  utter  the  time-worn  Bepubllcan  gibe  sbout  the  panic 
of  ISas  and  tbe  depreaslon  of  1913  that  followed  tbe  advent  of  Demo- 
cratic Preeidents  with  Democratic  tariff  ideas.  It  waa  a  fatuous  gibe. 
The  troubles  of  1893  were  well  started  before  Cleveland  was  elected,  and 
had  International  canaea.  Including  the  London  failure  of  the  Barings. 
There  have  be<>n  panics  and  depressions  under  R»^ublican  Presidents,  aa 
1873  and  1907  testify.  Now  the  fatuity  of  such  talk  is  nndertlned  by 
the  unprecedented  stock  niarket  collapse  which  follows  hard  upon  the 
laaaguratioa  of  Mr.  Hoover  aad  the  greatest  Republican  victory  In  bla- 
tory.  If  Mr.  Smith  instead  of  Mr.  Hoover  sat  in  the  White  House,  all 
tbe  looae-toagued  Jind  looae-ldeaed  Onindles  would  be  hailing  the  craab 
aa  aa  laevitablc  result  of  Democratic  misrule.  For  years  to  cone  they 
would  have  dted  It  aa  evidence  that  there  Ls  only  one  party  fit  to  govern, 
laatead.  it  la  a  ReptibUcaa  administration  which  moat  take  the  shock, 
and  It  la  refreahlag  to  think  that  a  thouaand  RepnUlcan  voices  will  ez- 
plala— qaite  correctly — that  sach  thiaga  happen  no  matter  what  the 
party  or  the  Preaident. 

Tte  eraah  la  ao  cataatrophe.  hat  It  may  weU  mark  a  decided  turning 
paiat.  la  all  likelihood  it  cnda  the  6-year  hoaeymoon  af  the  Republican 
Party  with  tho  laahcr  Und  of  proaperity,  the  astonishingly  uarestralned 
tread  of  eapaaston  aad  the  exaggerated  popular  belief  in  apacuiation  and 
eaay  wealth.  The  eaaentlal  fbundattoa  of  proaperity  la  not  Impaired. 
Bat  wa  aaay  hop*  that  the  spacolative  froth  has  been  Mown  off  the  busl- 
aeaa  of  the  cooatry  and  that  the  indnstrial  regiona  will  be  more  inclined 
to  look  at  reaUtlea  aad  exchange  their  exuberance  for  soberness.  The 
new  atmosphero  la  both  boslaesa  and  politics  stay  be  a  little  bleaker,  but 
a  graat  deal  Mora  toalc  U  the  aparulatlve  froth  was  unhaalthy  In  Itadf, 
It  waa  stUl  BMra  unhealthy  la  some  of  th*  things  it  concealed.  In  this 
It  waa  wboUy  oalika  the  froth  froa  T901  to  1907,  which  in  tbe  end  proved 
■Mwe  diaaatrooa  to  boaiaesa.  bat  which  did  not  hide  the  d^ects  and 
Brssda  of  aatlooal  life  aaywherc  aeax  ao  completely. 

The  boasted  "  CooUdga  market."  the  aucb-extoUed  "  McUoa  pros- 
parity."  went  aloag  with  the  Coolldge  passivity  and  the  Melloa  accept- 
ance of  the  praaeat  order  aa  the  beat  poaslMe  order.  When  we  come  to 
aaalyaa  tha  laaanas  for  the  tamarkahle  aoqoleaceoce  aad  laartla  of  th* 
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la  It  half  doaen  years  in  all  the  relations  of  people  and  government,  a 
leiding  place  must  be  given  to  the  unprecedented  luxury  surplus  which 
hi  If  the  American  people  enjoyed.  Thla  half  of  the  people  controlled 
marly  all  of  the  press,  most  of  the  other  agencies  of  public  opinion,  snd 
tie  principal  avenues  to  the  Government.  Between  tbe  depression  of 
1(21-22  and  the  present  time  there  stretched  a  road  of  steady  upvrard 
giade. 

Aa  production,  stocks,  and  paper  proflta  rose  month  after  month,  tha 
U  ea  grew  that  the  helm  only  needed  to  l>e  held  steady.  If  anyone  sug- 
gested that  under  tbe  surface  not  everything  wns  well,  that  there  were 
m  iladjustments  that  time  was  not  making  any  better,  and  that  here  and 
tliHV  a  timely  reform  might  save  nine,  tbe  answer  came  with  asperity. 
We  should  leave  well  enough  alone.  When  we  had  something  that  was 
so  rightly  better  than  well  enough  it  would  be  a  crime  to  touch  it. 

The  fact  is,  of  course,  that  beneath  this  gilded  surface  a  great  deal 
WHS  not  well  enough.  There  were  and  are  a  multitude  of  sore  spots  in 
otr  national  life,  some  of  them  extending  over  broad  States.  We  boast 
ol  oar  national  wealtb  and  our  profita  of  billions,  including  tbe  flctitious 
bi  lions  that  the  October  hurricane  blew  away.  But  this  wealtb  Is  so 
unequally  distrijuted  that  millions  of  people  in  even  these  lush  y«T* 
hi  ve  t>een  verging  toward  misery.  We  need  only  look  at  the  mill 
workers  In  North  Carolina;  to  look  at  tbe  farm  Statea  with  their  hun- 
dieds  of  thousands  of  foreclosed  mortgages.  These  areas  are  not  articu- 
late, and  when  they  do  raise  their  voice  the  Indignant  Mr.  Onindy  steps 
forward  to  demand  that  they  be  deprived  of  It.  Some  of  the  nietho<ls 
b]  which  wealth  is  accumulated  are  not  at  all  reassuring.  The  Mellon 
81  perprosperlty  did  not  so  much  conceal  tbe  fact  that  there  are  plenty 
ol  monopoly  and  privilege  as  implant  the  idea  that  monopoly  aad 
pilvilege  ar«  somehow  all  right.  The  fight  to  bring  big  corporations 
under  proper  control  and  to  put  the  private  exploitation  of  public 
wealth — that  Is,  of  natural  resources — on  a  proper  basis  still  has  to 
b4  won.  The  Idea  that  such  a  fight  should  even  be  made — that  the  Fed- 
eial  Trade  Commission  should  investigate  public  utilities,  for  example — 
aioused  Indignation  in  many  people  under  the  spell  of  superprosperity. 
Tie  bad  organization  and  worse  management  which  afflict  masses  of 
indostrial  workers  are  patent.  We  need  but  recall  what  happened  to 
bundreda  of  thousands  of  soft -coal  workers,  with  tbe  administration 
loiUng  Indifferently  on.  Yet  superprosperity  somehow  hypnotized  multi- 
tudes into  t>ellevlng  that  our  induatrial  organisation  Is  a  marvel  of 
p*  rfection. 

Now  the  long  honeymoon  Is  over.  The  time  has  ceased  when  a  gov- 
eriment  can  win  popularity  merely  by  sitting  pretty.  A  more  strenuous 
at  id  eventful  period  doubtless  lies  ahead,  and  we  may  be  glad  of  It. 


[Prom  the  Baltimore  Son] 

WHAT    BVBBTBODT     KNOWS 

Pernaal  of  the  testimony  being  given  before  the  Senate  subcommittee 
a^gned  to  inveatigate  the  activities  of  lobbyists  confirms  what  most 
people  have  long  known  to  be  tbe  truth  about  the  manner  in  which 
tariffs  are  made  and  administered.  It  did  not  require  tbe  testimony  of 
William  Burgess,  tbe  pottery  lobbyist  who  was  one  of  Mr.  Harding's 
ai  pointees  to  the  Tariff  Commission,  to  convince  anybody  that  repre- 
scatatives  of  the  protected  manufacturers  swsrm  in  Washington  like 
giata.  and  even  attempt  to  interfere  with  the  operation  of  the  commis- 
aiiin  Itself,  everybody  knows  these  things.  The  principal  usefulness 
of  tha  present  Inquiry  ia  to  refresh  the  memory  and  point  new  resolutloa 
toj  effect  a  remedy. 

When  the  Tariff  Cemmiasion  was  created  as  a  fact-finding  body  it 
wis  hesded  by  Prof.  F.  W.  Taussig,  of  Harvard,  and  contained  men 
lile  William  Kent  and  David  J.  LewU.  and  later  Thomas  Walker  Page. 
That  was  ia  the  Wilson  administratioa.  Its  toae  was  scientific  and 
dl  ilaterested.  As  soon  aa  the  power  to  raise  and  lower  schedules  was 
gl  ren  to  Preaident  Harding,  however,  the  situation  changed.  At  the 
very  moment  when  tbe  Tariff  Commission,  which  had  been  given  authority 
to  advise  the  Preaident  on  proposed  changes,  most  needed  scientific  and 
dl  (interested  men,  ita  membership  began  to  inclade  men  who  had  been 
frink  and  open  lobbyists  for  tbe  interests  demanding  protection.  Mea 
Hi  e  Thomas  O.  Marvin,  of  Boston,  of  the  Home  Market  Club,  and 
William  Burgesa,  of  the  china  manufacturers,  are  hardly  capable  of 
thje  impartial  and  dialaterested  mind,  whan  it  comes  to  tbe  protective 
Urlff. 

With  this  evolution  away  from  real  investigation  and  toward  practical 
politics  in  the  Tariff  CommlMtion  itself,  it  is  not  remarkable  that  we 
shbuld  find  among  the  subordinates  in  tbe  commission  a  disposition  to 
retard  as  well-nigh  treasonable  all  research  which  does  not  result  in 
recommendation  for  a  boost  in  a  tariff  schedule.  A  man  like  Frederick 
Koch,  who  had  the  courage  to  follow  his  inveHtigation  to  a  con- 
dhsion,  even  if  the  conclusion  waa  against  the  wishes  of  the  manu- 
facturers, seems  to  be  regarded  as  a  remarkable  species  from  a  strange 
pi  met  The  only  rational  explanation  for  such  a  man  plausible  to 
former  Commissioner  Burgess  was  that  he  represented  either  the 
In  porter  or  the  foreign  producer.  So  befogged  with  special  pleading  has 
tariff  making  become  that  a  man  who  reaches  conclusions  dictated  by 
InlepeadeBt  research  ia  past  all  understanding. 


If  the  kWknown  fa<?t«  now  being  rehe«»ed  before  tha  Senate  sub- 
JIm^LT^  not  make  plain  the  dangers  of  continuing  the  flexible 
cllnsa  in  tha  tariff  Uw,  very  little  can  be  done  about  It.  Why  a  m!U^ 
of  President  Hoover's  Intelligence  wants  to  preserve  a  system  that 
t.  pie  for  the  Burgesses,  always  rampant  in  Washington,  la  aomethlng 
«or  the  researchers  in  exparteeaial  psychology  to  work  out  for  theia- 
•elvea. 


(Fn»n  the  New  York  Times  of  November  8,  1929] 

THB  CHAOTIC   BINATi 

President  Hoover's  statement  In  regard  to  the  condition  of  deadlodL 
and  despair  In  the  United  States  Senate  may  or  may  not  have  the  effect 
wwchh?  desire.  At  least  it  has  had  the  effect  of  forcibly  directing 
the  attention  of  the  country  to  a  state  of  affairs  almost  without  prece- 
dent It  is  not  simply  that  the  Executive  and  the  Senate  are  at  odds. 
They  often  have  been  before.  The  repuUtlon  and  popuUrity  of  more 
than  one  President  have  been  heightened  by  Senate  oPPO^t*°'^_  ™ 
was  true  of  Mr.  Coolldge.  It  may  prove  true  of  Mr.  Hoover.  But  at 
present  his  administration  Is  hampered  by  the  public  kno^'^l*^  *^ 
the  nominal  majority  of  his  party  In  the  Senate  has  Tanlahed.  and  that 
opponents  of  his  policy  sre  In  control.  This  Is  the  •no°^»°°«  »"f 
unfortunate  situation  which  has  really  been  obvious  '°f^"*^«f„;jf}"; 
hut  to  which  President  Hoover's  own  appeal  to  a  do-notblng  Senate  for 
action  has  given  a  Tlrld  charactertatlon  which  must  Impress  even  the 

most  unobservant.  ^      -     w ^wmm 

It    is   no   sudden   or   chance    political   development.     Such    an   effect 

defective  comes  by  cause.  There  Is  more  In  It  than  a  ^^""^[^^^^^ 
a  party  animus.  It  is  a  breach  due  to  violently  conflicting  Intererts. 
It  Is  a  split  leas  between  politicans  than  between  sections  of  thecoun^ 
try  It  is  an  antagonism  between  West  and  East,  and  whenever  ^e 
twain  meet  in  the  Senate  there  is  bound  to  be  friction  and  "Imortty^ 
The  beginnings  of  the  trouble,  tbe  first  signs  of  an  incurable  division  Id 
the  Republican  Party,  date  far  back.  Then  came  the  war,  P^  '« 
mask  them.  They  began  to  show  themselres  "Sa'^^^-^f  ^  ,  "I 
Harding  and  still  more  threateningly  under  President  CooUdge.  In  last 
year's  presidential  campaign  something  Uke  a  truce  was  declared  be- 
Jween  the  warring  factions,  but  as  soon  as  the  election  was  over,  rtrtfe 
broke  oot  again  and  became  more  and  more  acute  and  «^»>»"%^- ^""^ 
It  reached  auch  a  stage  that  Republican  leaders  in  tbe  Senate  threw  up 
their  hand,  and  went  to  Mr.  Hoover  to  tall  him  that  It  1.  Impossible  to 

restore  harmony.  »  ».  j    -«     *iia 

Bven  if  some  kind  of  temporary  compromise  is  patched  up  ttc 
mi«:hlef  has  been  done.  To  the  whole  Nation  has  been  "triklngly 
demonstrated  the  fact  that  a  sword  has  been  thrust  into  *>»«  '>«*'»^' 
the  Republican  Party,  that  Its  discipline  has  been  broken  down,  that 
It  can  no  longer  be  counted  upon  to  act  as  a  unit  on  any  highly  con- 
troversial national  question.  Recrimination  has  openly  set  l^*-  "J* 
not  so  much  an  affair  of  individnals-for  in  that  an  accommodatlTO 
could  be  found— as  of  regions  and  powerful  local  movements.  Thns 
we  have  the  extmordinary  spectacle  of  a  RepubUcan  Senator,  high  In 
favor  with  the  President  consUtutlng  himself  a  spokesman  for  the  Bast 
and  bluntly  telling  the  Western  States  that  they  can  not  ^pe  for 
better  treatment  In  Washington  unless  they  recall  their  present  Senators 
and  send  others  of  a  larger  caliber.  When  no  less  a  man  than  Senator 
KXBD.  of  Pennsylvania,  adopts  this  tone  and  seems  unaware  how  Insult- 
ing It  will  appear  to  the  West,  we  get  a  fair  measure  of  t^e  lengths 
to  which  this  Republican  controversy  has  gone,  carrying  vrith  it  tne 
extreme  doubt  whether  anybody  will  be  able  to  bring  order  out  of  the 

Senate  chaos.  , 

Whatever  else  may  be  said  of  the  specUl  session  of  Congresa,  It  has 
been  undeniably  unfortunate  If  not  disastrous  for  the  Republican  Party, 
and  most  embarrassing  to  Preaident  Hoover.     If  It  had  not  been  called, 
there  might  have  been  time  and  opportunity  for  the  adminlstraUon  to 
compose  some  of  the  difficulties,  or  at  any  rate  to  work  out  for  Itself 
so  strong  a  position  poJltlcftlly  that  It  would  have  had  more  Influence 
with  the  Senate.    If  Mr.  Hoover  had  not  as  a  campaign  more  laat  year, 
promised   an   extra    ses-slon   of   Congress,   It   Is   almost   certain   that   he 
would  not  have  had  to  face  the  Senate  until  December.     Snrely  he  could 
not  have  wlshe<l  to  see  his  party  In  the  Senate  so  early  broken  Into  dls- 
eordant  fragments.     But  by  his  own  binding  promise  he  was  compelled 
to  risk  the  explosion  which  has  come.     The   result  confirms  the  view 
expressed  by  tbe  Times  last  year  when  Mr.  Hoov«-  yielded  to  Senator 
BoBAH  and  announced  that  he  would  call  a  special  session  of  the  new 
Congress,   to  the  effect  that  It  was  most  anvrise  for  him  to  preclude 
himself  from  studying  the  facts  as  they  would  exist  after  March  4  and 
making  up  bis  mind  then  what  would  be  the  best  course  to  pursue.     In 
tbe  liKht  of  what  haa  happened,  it  is  safe  to  say  that  if  the  Preaident 
bad  not  tied  his  own  hands  In  advance  he  would  not  have  precipitated 
the  impotent  wrangUngs  of  the  Senate  which  have  evidenUy  diagasted 
blm  along  witb  most  other  Americans. 

[From  the  Charleston  (W.  Va.)  Gazette  of  November  7,  1929] 

THB  ■uecnoMs 
It  rarely  happens  that  an  election  result  Is  entirely  devoid  of  con- 
solation  to  the  losers.     The  opposition  to  Tammany  In  New  York  can 


turn  tram  Whlker'a  smashing  majority  to  an  Inereasefl  vote  for  «ia 
SocIaUa*  candidate,  Thomas,  and  to  the  large  vote  received  by  the  Re- 
publican congressional  candidate— a  negro— !n  the  ^wenty^rst  New 
York  district  Their  popular  mayor  of  Louisville  was  reelected  by  an 
increased  vote-^ulte  a  consolation  for  the  Democratic  sweep  that 
carried  tbe  legislature  with  a  decided  majority. 

Interest  was  centered  on  Virginia,  which  voted  for  Hoover  last  year 
owing  to  Democratic  disaffection  for  which  Bishop  Cannon  got  the  credit 
or  blame,  depending  upon  who  is  doing  the  talking.     This  election  was 
to  decide  whether  Virginia  Is  permanently  antl  Democratic  or  that  the 
vote  last  year  was  one  of  those  temporary  changes  to  be  likened  to  the 
votes  of  California  and  Kansas  for  Wilson  In  1916.     The  result  proves 
that  the  latter  is  the  fact.     There  was  a  complete  fusion  of  the  ne- 
pobUcans  and  all  tbe  Cannon  Democrats;  and,  evidently,  there   were 
few  of  the  latter ;   that  Is,  few  who  took  seriously  his  effort  to  make 
prohibition  and  religion  national  Issnes.     As  a  ship  properly  hullt  and 
balanced,    withstands    a    heavy    sea,    so    Virginia,    <=on;rtnced    tjat    the 
machinations  of  Cannon  had  In  view  more  the  destruction  of  the  Dem- 
ocratic Party  than  the  triumph  of  any  moral  Issue,  settled  back  to  an 
even  keel,  none  the  worse  but  all  the  better  for  the  aberration  of  1928. 
All  over  the  country  the  Democrats  have  held  their  own  and  have  an- 
swered the  query  wheAer  or  not  the  result  In  1928  gave  it  a  knock- 
out  or  Just  a  Jolt  as  a  warning.     Meanwhile,  performance,  as  compared 
vHth  promise,  had  some  effect  upon   the  voters  of  both  parties.     The 
patent  effects  of  the  union  of  -  secret  government "  and  a  section  of  tne 
Republican  Party— more  apparent  in  the  atmosphere  of  what  was  done 
and    what   Is  than   In    the    airplane    picture   and    the    riidlo    announce- 
ments-has been  potential  In  the  returns.     Those  who  dread  the  mar- 
riage of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  with  the  Wall  Street  market  reallxed 
that  the  country  needs  the  Democratic  Party  much  more  now  than  It  did 
In  1928.  ^  -  ^. 

The  warnings  of  Al   Smith  a  year  ago,  that  the  prosperity  of  the 
country  had  been  quarantined  In  a  few  banking  centers,  noUbly.  New 
Yorti    have  had  demonstrations  within  the  last  year.     The  Republican 
Party  In  Congress  has  shown  weakness,  and  all  the  signs  of  lack  of 
cohesion    and   a    national    purpose.      It   has   debated    and   InvesUested 
things  which  can  not  possibly  be  so  material  to  the  country  "welfare 
as  Its  financial  structure.     While  this  financial  structure  has  been  the 
football    of   gambling   that    exceeded    the    Mississippi    bubble.    Congress 
has    contented    Itself    with    Investigating    and    debating    Inconsequential 
things.      The    result    was    seen    In    the    collapse    of   Wall    Street.      The 
people  back  home  did  not  reUsh  the  making  of  a  Wall  Street  gambling 
den  the  hub  of  the  country's  financial  and  Industrial  structure.     Even 
though   Congreas   failed   to   have   any   senae  of   proportion,   the   people 
did.     There  waa  not  enough  Involved  in   the  few  elections  »»*»<ljf5t 
Tuesday  to  bring  out  a  clear  repudiaUon  of  the  oongresalonal  Ineffici- 
ency, but  there  was  enough,  in  spots,  to  show  that  if  the  adtoinUtra- 
tlon  and  Congress  do  not  get  down  to  solid  facta  and  to  the  proper 
assessment  of  the  things  worth  while,  there  wlU  be  a   '■«^«»«>**on. J° 
1980,  to  be  foUowed  by  a  dean  out  la  1982.     Congreas  may  have  ftOled 
to  debate,  and  the  Preaident  may  refuse  to  consider,  the  things  that 
are  depreaslng  the  values  of  real  estate  in  tbe  hands  of  the  people, 
all  over  the  country,  bat  the  people  wUl  vote,  whenever  they  can  get 
a  chance  to  do  so.  that  there  is  something  in  the  United  SUtes  of 
America  besides  Wall  Street. 


[From  tbe  Farmer  and  Breeder  for  October  15,  1929] 
THB  rLBXIBLX  TABIFF  AND  ITS    M«AWUfO 

There  exists  here  In  the  Northwest  as  elsewhere,  an  amazing  mla- 
understandlng  if  not  dovraright  ignorance  as  to  the  actnal  operations  of 
the  Tariff  Comml«ion  and  the  handling  of  the  flexible  provisions  of  the 
Uriff  Uw  of  1922.  The  commission  has  a  hiatory  of  aome  seven  years, 
and  It  ia  now  a  fairly  opea  history,  thaaka  to  tbe  Ualted  SUtes  Senate. 
And  that  history  Is  not  a  pleasing  one  by  any  meaaa.  The  commission 
has  been  the  footbaU  of  poUtics  every  minute  of  its  existence,  and  the 
insidious  influence  of  tariff  lobbyists  working  secretly  behind  closed  doors 
has  been  the  modus  op«andl  from  the  beginning. 

Tbe  prevalent  idea  that  the  Tariff  Commission  acts  prompUy  and 
alertly  to  correct  tariff  Inequalitlea  and  that  It  Is  a  safeguard  In  time  of 
emenrendea  la.  In  the  face  of  the  facta,  Poltlvely  ridiculoo.  Let  o. 
revU^  a  few  of  the  "swift  adjustments"  of  tariff  rates  made  by  the 
commission  and  the  President,  particularly  upon  farm  prodocta  of  the 

^FW,*ta  the  case  of  butter.  The  then  Senator  of  MlnneaotaJJagnus 
Johnson,  introduced  a  re«>lution  in  the  S*"*-^,  w^^  "UTi^t^Jt 
m  1924  asking  an  Investigation  of  the  dairy  Industry  and  Its  need  of 
hiirher  tariff  rates.  The  Tariff  Commission  was  ordered  to  begla  its  la- 
^JSiS.  oTtbe  butter  situation  on  ^uly  14,  1924.  "reported  its 
Td^s  on  February  25,  1926.  and  on  March  6.  1926.  the  President 
fij?  the  p^l^tlon  increasing  the  tariff  Torn  8  to  12  cents  per 
Z^      A  period  of  20  month,  elapsed  before  final  action  was  taken. 

In  the  caae  of  milk  and  cream,  tbe  Investigation  was  pending  In  the 
commission  for  nearly  three  year.-84  months,  to  be  exact.  In  the  mat- 
^  oTLein  It  lequined  86  months,  or  Jnrt  80  days  less  than  8  years,  far 


5484 


CONGRESSIONAL  K 


Ui«  commlMioB  to  aaerrtefn  Oiat  laerMMd  dotlM  V««  set  Joitifled  oa 
casein.  la  tb*  matter  of  Bwlai  cb««M  the  coauniaaioa  affaio  required 
aenrlr  tbrta  year*  to  bria«  ia  a  report.  If  tbeae  are  examples  of  "  twif  t 
adjuatmant "  of  tariiT  ratea,  the  word  "  awlft  "  U  ezceedlngljr  elaatic. 

In  two  oatatanding  Inatancea  tbe  commlaaton  acted  with  commendable 
pnimpcneM.  Tbes<>  were  In  tbe  ca«ea  of  wbeat  and  wbeat  prodacta 
and  bobwbite  qoali.  Onlj  four  montba  were  required  to  adjuat  tariff 
aclwdulea  on  tbeae  products. 

Wben  we  of  tbe  open  Weat  girt  serious  tbougbt  to  tbe  wbole  matter 
of  the  Tariff  Commission  and  tbe  flexible  provlaion  of  tbe  tariff  laws 
we    will    wltbout   question   agree   wltb    tbe   conclusion    Herbert    Uoovor 
reached  in  bis  speeeb  at  Boaton  in  October,  1928.     This  Is  what  Mr 
HooTer  said : 

"  Tbe  Tariff  Cummlsalon  Is  a  moat  raluable  arm  of  tbe  GoTernment 
It  cso  be  strengtti^aed  and  made  more  useful  In  arTerai  waya.  But 
the  .\inerican  people  will  nerer  consent  to  delegating  autboritj  over 
tbe  tariff  to  an;  commiflsion,  whether  nonpartisan  or  bipartisan.  Our 
people  have  tbe  right  to  expreaa  tbemselrea  at  the  ballot  upon  so  rital 
a  question  aa  tbls.  There  ia  only  one  commlaslon  to  which  delegation 
of  tbat  authority  can  be  made.  That  is  tbe  great  commiaalon  of  their 
own  chooaing — tbe  Conio'eM  of  tbe  Uulted  States  and  tbe  Preeldent. 
It  Is  the  only  commission  which  can  be  teld  responsible  to  tbe 
electorate." 

If  we  of  the  W<>st  consent  to  tbe  delegation  of  taxing  power  to  the 
Preeldent  and  a  commission,  we  are.  In  tbls  writer's  opinion,  taking  a 
ftbal^atep.     I  join  heartily  wltb  St-nator  Bobah  when  he  aaya : 

"  I  an  UBWilllng  to  leave  the  Weat  and  tbe  great  agricultural  In- 
tereeta  to  the  control  or  direction  or  decision  or  Judgment  of  a  Tariff 
CommiHslon :  tbat  ia  to  say,  a  Tariff  Commiaalon  whose  Judgment 
Anally  crysullises  Into  rates.  Are  we  western  Senators  to  be  asked 
under  these  circumstances  to  say  tbat  we  are  willing  to  surrender  our 
equality  of  power,  to  bare  it  turned  over  to  a  commiaalon  la  which  we 
win  have  practically  no  representation  at  all?" 

It  Is  time  for  tbe  West  to  do  some  sound  thinking  about  its  future 
political  power.  Tbe  mere  fact  tbat  we  have  been  tardily  granted  some 
JuHtlAed  tariff  Incn^anea  should  not  blind  us  to  tbe  serious  underlying 
features  that  confront  us  In  the  flexible-tariff  proviaiona.  We  do  not 
want  to  place  onrselve*  in  tbe  position  logically  of  a  man  who  would 
condone  bnrglary  if  a  burglar  would  give  blm  some  of  the  loot. 

(From  tbe  Baltimore  Sun  of  November  1,  1929] 
Ma.  aoovaa's  aTATCuaNT 

It  ia  IrapoaatMe  to  describe  President  Hoover's  statement  on  tbe 
tariff  yt'aterday  aa  other  than  so  many  paragrapba  of  nonaenae. 

If  Mr.  Hoover  sought  to  use  the  White  House  sounding  board  to 
make  a  partiaan  argument  to  tbe  country  tbat  the  Democrats  and  In- 
snrgrnts  who  bav<>  opposed  the  Smoot-Uawley  bill  have  improperly 
delayed  coaalderatlon  and  action,  be  trifled  with  tbe  intelligence  of 
the  country.  The  bill  baa  not  been  improperly  delayed,  and  every- 
body, including  the  Prt-sident,  knows  this  to  be  true.  Mr.  Hoover 
speaks  of  tbe  bill  having  been  in  tbe  handa  of  tbe  Senate  since  June.  But 
be  well  knows  that  It  was  late  In  August  before  tbe  Finance  Committee, 
controlled  by  bia  party  and  bis  followerfi.  presented  tbe  measure  to  the 
Senate.  It  haa  been  open  to  discuMlon  on  tbe  floor  for  approximately 
two  months — little  enough  time  for  such  a  flwe<>plng  revision  aa  has 
been  sttt-mpted,  little  enough  time  in  compari.son  with  other  tariff 
debates  la  tbe  Senate. 

If  Mr.  Hoover  was  not  using  tbe  Wlilte  House  sounding  board  in  a 
merely  partiaan  attempt  to  score  on  the  Democrats,  if  be  was  actually 
making  an  effort  to  bring  almut  tbe  passage  of  tbe  Smoot-Hawley  bill 
by  the  Senate  within  two  weeks,  bis  statement  was  equally  non- 
aenalral.  The  Preatdent's  prestige  with  the  country  Is  very  great. 
But  It  la  not  great  enongta  to  crowd  through  this  bill  In  a  fortnight. 
So  far  as  tbe  Senate  la  concerned,  tbe  Democrats  and  Insurgents  who 
have  baited  the  grab  tbat  came  from  the  House  and  from  the  majority 
of  the  Finance  Committee  are  still  in  control.  So  far  as  the  public  is 
coBcemed,  one  asay  quote  Mr.  Mark  Snlllvan,  who  certainly  la  not  an 
enemy  of  tbe  Hoover  adminlatratlon.  Writing  only  yeaterday  in  the 
■tanehly  Republican  New  York  Herald  Tribune  of  the  public's  attl- 
ttMle,  Mr.  SalUvaa  said  :  "  Tbeae  reports  say  tbe  bill  la  damned  equally 
by  thoae  who  oaderstand  It.  or  think  they  do,  and  by  those  who  do 
not." 

There  Is  no  trouble  In  understanding  that  Mr.  Hoover  la  dlstnr)>ed 
by  the  derelopments  in  tbe  Senate's  debate  on  tbe  tariff  bill.  He  called 
Congresa  Iota  special  session  to  enact  legislation  for  tbe  relief  of  tbe 
farmer.  Tbia  legiaUtlon  waa  to  take  two  forma.  One  was  the  measure 
setting  up  a  great  revolvtns  fund  to  be  loaned  to  coopeimtlvea.  The 
other  araa  to  be  a  revlaion  upward  In  tbe  tariff  ratea  on  agricultural 
eommodlttea— a  dubloua  undertaking,  but  one  the  farmera  wanted  and 
one  Mr.  Hoover  had  pledged.  Mr.  Hoover  is  in  very  grave  danger  of 
falling  to  rrdeem  Ma  tariff  pledge  to  the  farsiera.  and  of  having  tbe 
Issue  ma  iato  the  coagreaalonal  campaign,  which  will  opea  within  a 
few  Bontha.  In  addltloa,  be  la  within  a  hair's  breadth  of  one  of  tbe 
moat  embarraaalag  upaeta  la  the  Senate  any  of  the  Preaidenta  has 
ksowa.     The  feeble  Mr.  CoolMae  knew  nothlag  la  the  flcat  year  of  hla 
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t<rm  like  tbe  threatened  debacle  In  tbe  Senate.  It  is  being  compared 
altb  Woodrow  Wilson's  defeat.  But  tbat  occurred  at  the  end  of  Mr. 
V  ilson'i  second  term  and  wben  he  was  physically  flat  on  bis  back,  a 
slrickem  tst:^ 

The  solid  grounds  for  Mr.  Hoover's  perturbation  may  well  be  eon- 
oded.  But  when  he  seeks  relief,  he  ahonid  turn  not  to  a  partiaan 
naneuver  against  the  Democrats.  He  should  look  squarely  at  his  own 
r(  aponsibility.  He  said,  in  outlining  tariff  legislation  to  this  segatoa  ot 
C>ngre88,  tbat  revision  of  ratea  applying  to  Industries  should  be  limited 
t>  those  which  are  suffering  "  slackening  of  activity  "  and  "  insurmuunt- 
a1  lie  competition."     And  it  is  known,  it  has  been  demonstrated  over  and 

0  er  again,  tbat  the  Smoot-Hawley  bill  gives  additional  tariff  subnidlea 
t<  concerns  tbat  have  been  breaking  all  records  in  proflts.  Mr.  Hoover 
is  in  trouble  because  be  has  stood  by  in  alienee  while  bis  party  flouted 
b  8  own  professed  principles.  He  could  intervene  in  a  congressional 
d  ^ate  in  behalf  of  the  flexible  tariff,  but  not  for  honest  industrial  ratea 
E  e  could  Intervene  in  a  congreasioQal  debate  against  tbe  farmers' 
d'beature,  but  not  for  honest  industrial  rates. 

Mr.  Hoover,  in  his  statement  yesterday,  offered  aa  an  excuse  for  bis 
s  lence  tbat  he  could  not  be  expected  to  pass  on  rates  for  thousands  of 
ommoditlea.  That  also  is  nonsensical.  It  is  the  kind  of  thing  a  man 
aiys  when  be  does  not  wish  to  act.  In  the  first  place,  Mr.  Hoover  has 
at  bis  elbow  tbe  machinery  by  which  be  could  obtain  information  on  all 
rLtes  as  fast  as  the  Senate.  In  the  second  place,  Mr.  Hoover  can  form 
judgment  upon  industrial  rates  as  well  to-day  as  be  could  if  and  when  a 
c  »mpleted  tariff  bill  were  preaented  to  him.  Is  tbe  country  to  believe 
t  lat,  in  tbe  event  Mr.  Hoover's  party  could  have  Its  way  in  Congreaa, 
fc  e  would  sign  any  tariff  bill  submitted  to  him  simply  because  be  felt 
t  lat  he  could  not  i)ass  on  Utousands  of  rates?  Is  tbat — a  man  with  bis 
Lands  down — what  tbe  country  has  to  expect  from  the  great  business 
ececutive  voted  Into  tbe  White  House  last  year? 

There  is  a  suggestion  in  this  strange  statement  of  yesterday  tbat  Mr. 
I  lOover  may  really  believe  that  amaaing  course  would  be  proper.  He 
tilka  of  tbe  impossibility  of  his  passing  un  the  ratea.  He  talks  of  the 
d  Ifflculty  the  Senate  baa  had  with  ratea,  as  shown  in  tbe  protracted 
(J  ebate.    Tbco  he  talks  of  tbe  beauty  of  the  flexible  tariff  plan — tbat  gor- 

1  sous  system  which,  as  Mr.  Hoovers  friend,  Alfred  P.  Dennis,  of  tbe 
1  ariff  Commission,  haa  explained,  does  flex,  but  only  upward.  Assuming 
t  lis  part  of  the  Hoover  atatement  to  have  any  real  meaning,  the  only 
oncluaion  from  it  must  be  that  any  aort  of  a  tariff  bill  may  be  passed 
bf  Congress  und  any  sort  of  a  tariff  bill  may  be  slgued  by  tbe  Preeldent, 
provided  only  that  tbe  President  may  subsequently  revise  the  rates  at 
«  ilL  And  if  tbat  means  anything.  It  meaus  thjit  Congress  shall  go 
t  irougb  the  constitutional  motions  of  representing  the  people  In  the 
li  vying  of  taxes,  but  that  actual  power  to  tax  shall  rest  In  one  man — 
I  Herbert  Hoover. 

It  Is  not  necessary  to  argue  the  vice  of  any  such  surrender  of  con- 
stitutional power  by  Congress.  But  If  It  were  necessary,  one  cuald  tarn 
t»  the  speech  of  Mr.  Hoover  In  the  1928  campaign.  In  which  be  sono- 
rously declared  that  the  American  people  will  never  delegate  power  over 
t )«  tariff  system  to  any  commission  save  ( to  use  his  own  words)  the 
great  commission  of  their  own  choosing,  the  Congress  of  the  United 
Statea. 

ITiaS>  OF   TARU    BELIEF 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  tbe 
I  jxx>iu»  a  letter  from  Mr.  C.  O.  Trammell,  a  prominent  farmer  of 
I»arand,  Ga.,  relative  to  tbe  need  of  farm  relief  and  making 
B  Liggestions  to  tbat  end  worthy  of  note. 

There  bein^i;  no  objection,  tbe  letter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
ii  I  the  RscoKO,  as  fullows : 

DuBAND,  Ga.,  yovember  4,  at9. 
I  :on.  William  J.  HAsais. 

Senate  Of/Ice  Building,  Wtuhinffton,  D.  C. 

Dbab  Sxnatob  :  Since  writing  you  last  week  I  have  been  asked  by 
numbers  of  people  to  appeal  to  you  to  have  tbe  farmers'  seed  loan 
I  laced  in  a  revolving  fund  or  fixed  so  tbat  the  farmer  can  at  least  use 
i :  another  year. 

Tbe  farmers  at  large  could  not  have  done  anything  without  It  thla 
]ear,  but  I  think  all  of  them  are  paying  it  back  and  have  a  Mtcle  to 
I  pare;   but  if   they   put   this   little  on   previous   debts,    they   will    have 

I  othlBg  to  go  on  another  year  unlesa  they  can  reborrow  this  Oovei  nment 
iioney.  The  banks  are  not  loaning  anything  to  the  farmer  unlets  be 
taa  rock-l)Oond  security,  nor  yet  to  tbe  merchant  so  that  the  merchant 

I I  not  able  to  finance  tbe  farmer,  either. 

We  regard  this  loan,  with  its  cheap  Interest,  one  of  the  greatest  plecea 
<f  legislation  that  was  ever  enacted  for  the  farmer  I  myself  wne  one 
<f  tbe  beneficiaries  of  thla  loan,  and  if  It  had  not  been  for  it  I  should 
1  ot  have  been  able  to  move  a  peg,  and  I  know  that  many  other  fa^-mers 
uere  In  the  same  boat.  We  are  paying  back  this  loan,  as  I  said,  and 
ire  aWe  to  meet  some  of  our  previous  obligations;  but  wltb  no  credit 
Id  be  obUlned  elsewhere  we  will  have  very  lltUe,  if  anything,  to  go  on 
lext  year. 

The  reasona  why  I  auike  this  appeal: 
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In  the  flrat  place,  It  protects  the  farmer  from  any  Interference  of  any 
other  creditor  who  might  want  to  oppress  blm. 

In  the  second  place,  be  Is  so  delighted  wltb  the  Government  s  move 
to  assist  him  that  It  appears  to  me  that  he  will  repay  at  any  cost. 

In  the  third  place,  the  farmer,  and  especially  the  cotton  farmer,  ^e 
very  bedrock  of  thla  Government,  and  If  the  Government  owes  anybody 
or  any  aet  of  people  anything  at  all  It  owes  It  to  him. 

In  the  fourth  place,  there  are  no  communists,  no  anarchlsta,  no  noi- 
Bheviks,  and  no  other  enemies  of  the  Government  among  the  farming 
class  of  people.  , 

One  more  word  In  behalf  of  cotton— it  is  the  foundation  of  more 
Bdence  and  clvllliatlon,  progress,  and  commerce  In  the  last  «»"°«'f« 
years  than  all  the  other  elements  have  laid  aince  the  foundation  of  the 
world  and  perhaps,  as  I  see  It,  In  less  than  50  years  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment win  have  to  beg.  no :  I  ahould  not  say  that  of  the  farmer,  It 
wUl  only  have  to  ask  him  and  he  will  certainly  come  to  the  rescue 
of  bis  Government  as  he  has  always  done.  But  if  the  farmer  is  de- 
stroyed for  the  want  of  proper  legislation,  how  can  he  protect  the 
Government?  Fifty-five  years  ago  when  I  used  to  travel  with  my  father 
throughout  the  State,  for  every  half  mile  on  our  travels  we  would  pass 
a  home,  a  happy  home,  enjoying  life  on  the  farm.  To-day,  I  do  not 
know  of  one  and,  I  dare  say,  not  one  In  the  State.  Houses  are  all 
rotting  down.  Scarcely  anybody  Is  on  the  farm  save  a  few  who  could 
not  get  awiy.  These  are  the  conditions,  th.«c  are  IndlspuUble  facts. 
Beat  and  weep.  Government,  save  the  farmer.  The  farmer  wUl  save 
you. 

Yours  respectfully,  .„   ^   „        „_,, 

C.  O.  Tbammill. 

KXML'UTiVB   MCBSAOEB 

Snndry  messages  in  writing  were  communicated  to  the  Senate 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Hess,  one  of  his 
aecretaries. 

REVISION   OF  THE  TARITT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
slderaaon  of  the  bill  (H.  R  2667)  to  provide  ^^"^^^'J"*/^' 
late  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  tbe  Indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 

other  purposes.  .  ^    ,      ..       j  .^* 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President^  I  desire  to  advert 
to  one  or  two  features  of  tbe  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
£asTchu.,otts  [Mr.  Walsh]  i^n^^^^^J^Iy  P'-«^*;:V^,t:;2f,7 
the  manganese  Item  in  the  bill  In  the  Rk^w>,  of  Nov^""^' J- 
Referenti  was  made  to  a  number  of  pamphlets  sent  out  by 
promoters  of  manganese  enterprises  with  a  view  to  esteblisb- 
Lnhe%ontentlon  made  by  the  Senator  that  the  J^nposltlon  of 
the  duty  asked  would  stimulate  the  flotation  of  fake  stodt- 
Bemng  enten^rises.  Of  curse,  that  might  be  said  with  respect 
to  any  legislation  enacted  by  Congress.  Take  the  ever-beneflcent 
mining  cSe  Itself  of  1872.  Everybody  reaUzes  that  all  manner 
of  st<>ck-spe<'ulatlon  schemes  have  been  floated  under  the  pro- 
visions of  that  act  and  many  other  acts  of  Congress.  I  pay  no 
attention  to  that,  but  I  want  to  call  particular  attention  to  a 
remark  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  found  at  page 
6304,  as  follows: 

An  examination  of  the  deposits  of  manganese  In  Montana  reveals  the 
fact  that  the  total  reserve  is  approximately  1,000,000  tons. 

Mr  President,  I  have  before  me  a  report  of  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  Department  of  the  Interior,  is-sued  October  16, 1929,  which 
shows  that  there  are  more  than  a  million  tons  actually  »»  slKft, 
as  expressed  In  the  mining  country,  In  the  Phlllpsburg  district 
alone.  I  ask  that  this  report,  which  is  not  lengthy,  may  be  in- 
corporated  In  the  Record. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 
The  report  Is  as  follows: 

Manoanbsb  Obb  Rbsebvbs  at  Philipsbdbo,  Mokt. 
Manganese  dioxide,  which  Is  used  In  making  dry  batteries,  has  since 
1918  been  obtained  In  tbe  United  States  chiefly  from  the  Pbllipaburg 
district  In  Montana.  Tbe  dlatrlct  has  also  produced  more  or  less 
manganese  oxide  ore  suitable  for  use  In  steel  making,  and  recently  a 
small  Bblpment  of  Phlllpsburg  ore  was  used  at  Silver  King,  Idaho,  in 
tbe  Talnton  process  of  ilnc  extraction.  The  process  of  beneficiating 
the  dioxide  ore  has  produced  a  large  quantity  of  manganlferous  tailings, 
which  is  valuai*ie  either  for  reconcentratlng  or  for  fluxing.  It  ia  now 
being  used  as  a  flux  at  the  bUst  furnace  of  tbe  Columbia  Steel  Cor- 
poration at  Prove,   Utah,  in  the  manufacture  of  high  manganeae  pig 
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Crude  ore  (36  per  cent  or  more  of  manfranase)    ...... 

Concentrate  (about  70  per  cent  of  manganese  dioxide;  . 

Tailings  (about  30  per  cent  of  manganeseV 

Low-giade  crude  ore  (about  90  per  cent  of  manganese) . 


Total  shipments. 


Toendot 

1918  (war 

pviod; 


300^079 
1,4M 


191»-19W 


T9n$ 

80,700 

188.550 

21,488 

21fi 


Total 


2M).779 

190,000 

21,488 

Sis 


443,483 


Sutistlcs  compiled  by  J.  T.  Pardee,  of  the  Geological  Survey.  De- 
partment of  tbe  Interior,  who  has  visited  the  dlatrict  from  time  to  time 
since  1918,  supplemented  by  figures  from  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  Depart- 
ment of  Commerce,  show  that  to  the  end  of  Deeember,  1928.  ship- 
ments of  manganlferous  material  from  Phlllprt)urg  amounted  t©  442,- 
482  tons,  dasBifled  as  follows: 


On  the  assumption  that  2\i  tons  of  crude  ore  was  required  '»'  e*ch 
ton  of  concentrate  produced,  it  appears  that  In  round  figures  *21,oOO 
tons  of  ore  was  mlUed.  This  amount,  added  to  the  crude  ore  shipped, 
gives  a  grand  total  of  658.500  tons  mined. 

BTRATIQBAPBT 

The  area  of  productive  manganese  deportta  at  PblUpeburg  is  under- 
lain  by  Umestone.  It  is  bordered  on  tbe  east  and  south  by  a  later  Intru- 
sive granite  (granodlorlte).  part  of  the  east  boundary  being  a  fault  on 
which  the  granite  is  thrust  over  the  limestone.  At  the  south  there  Is  a 
deep  reentrant  In  the  boundary  occupied  by  barren  quartalte  garnet 
rock  and  other  contact-metamorphosed  sediments.  Toward  the  west 
and  north  the  mangaaese  deposits  die  out  gradually.  The  bedded  rocks 
are  involved  In  a  northward-trending  fold  called  the  Phlllpsburg  ami- 
dine.  At  the  south  the  barren  quartalte  and  garnet  rock  are  exposed 
along  the  axis  of  this  fold,  and  tbe  overtying  manganese^bearing  llnae- 
Btones  form  Its  flanks.  The  axis  plunges  northward.  •n<^^»'"**»"*""'' 
tbe  quartalte  and  garnet  rock  disappear  beneath  the  surface  ""»»«• 
limestones  occupy  not  only  the  flanks  but  the  axial  area  of  the  fold. 
The  granite  cuts  off  part  of  tbe  eaat  side  of  the  anUcllne  and  at  the 

south  the  wbole  anticline.  .    ^  »  .,     ...„„* 

The  accompanying  map  Is  generalised  because  areal  details  are  not 

essential  to  this  article,  but  the  deulls  of  structure  are  shown  In  tbe 

cross  sections. 

MAiroaNirBBOtTa  defobitb 

Manganeae  minerals  are  found  throughout  the  Phlllpsburg  distriet. 
but  workable  deposits  of  manganese  ore  are  confined,  so  far  as  known, 
to  an  area  about  m  miles  long  and  a  mile  wide  In  the  w^-st-central  part 
of  the  district.  Manganese  is  not,  however,  uniformly  distributed 
through  this  area.  It  becomea  increasingly  abundant  toward  tbe  south- 
east, where  about  two-thirds  of  the  avsUable  reserve  Is  concentrated 
near  the  granite  in  about  a  quarter  of  tbe  total  area. 

The  occurrence  and  eharacterlstlcs  of  the  deposits  are  described  In  a 
former  report.  (Pardee.  J.  T..  Deposits  of  Manganeae  Ore  In  Monona: 
U  8  0«>1.  Survey  Bull.  725.  pp.  146-174,  1922.)  They  are  associated 
with  a  series  of  east-west  sUver-bearing  veins  and.  like  rerbicement 
deposits  m  limestone  generally,  they  are  chararterlsed  by  IrreguUrlty  of 
form.  Some  approach  a  cylindrical  form,  and  the  Headlight  deposit  Is 
Ubular.  but  moat  of  them  can  be  described  only  aa  Irregular  bodies 
They  seem  to  prefer  certain  of  the  limestone  beds  to  others— a  fact  that 
Is  useful  In  development  work.  They  were  originally  composed  of  man- 
ganese carbonate,  which  was  Introduced  somewhat  later  than  the  sliver 
ore.  came  from  a  deep-seated  source,  and  made  room  for  itself  by 
replacing  the  country  rock. 

OXIDATION 

Development  workings  show  tbat  in  the  limestone  beds  oxldatloB.  of 
the  manganese  bodies,  except  for  a  few  small  residual  masses.  Is  com- 
plete to  an  average  depth  of  at  least  450  feet,  and,  as  indicated  by  the 
position  of  tbe  water  table,  or  top  of  the  xone  of  saturation.  It  probably 
extends  to  a  maximum  depth  of  at  least  760  feet.     (See  cross  sections.) 
In  this  district  the  ground  water  flows  toward  Phlllpsburg  VaUey.  where 
It  finds  an  ouUet  at  an  altitude  of  5.100  feet.     Because  ground  water 
generally  moves  freely  through  Umestones  It  is  probable  that  the  water 
Uble  does  not  rise  steeply  away  from  the  outlet.    Thla  Inference  U  sup- 
ported by  evidence  from  tbe  Hope  mine,  where,  in  the  Shaplelgb  shaft, 
water  stands  at  an  altitude  of  about  5.200  feet.     The  Headlight  mine 
is  dry  at  a  depth  corresponding  to  an  altitude  of  about  5,400  feet.     In 
the  True  Fissure  and  Silver  Prince   (Scratchawl)   mines  ground  water 
coming  from  the  granite  alnks  and  disappears  In  the  limestone  at  alti- 
tudes of  6.600  and  6.600  feet,  respectively.     In  tbe  Algonquin  mine  the 
water  table  Is  at  the  exceptionally  high  altitude  of  5,800  feet,  owing  to 
seepage  from  Frost  Creek.     The  ground-water  movement  at  the  Algon- 
^in    however.  Is  downward  and  outward,  as  shown  by  the  fact   that 
oxidation  extends  at  least  400  feet  below  the  top  of  the  water-«itu.^ted 
rone      In  the  MUllln  and  Morning   (Wenger)   mines  the  water  table  ta 
retatlvely  high,  owing  to  the  nearness  of  the  water-saturated  garnet  rook 
Tnd  quaJtxlte.     From  these  daU  It  Is  concluded  tbat  In  general  oxida- 
tion is  complete  throughout  the  aerated  sone  and  In  the  upper  part  of 
fhe  s?tu«^  «)ne.  whJre  the  ground  water  move,  freely  toward  Its  out- 
let    Oxidised  ore.  therefore,  should  be  found  down  at  least  to  an  av^ 
age  altitude  of  aboot  6,260  feet,  or  throughout  a  aone  that  averases  T60 
feet  in  depth. 

BBSBBVBB 

Tbe  foUowiag  eatimate  todndca  whatever  ore  waa  blocked  out  Decem- 
ber ai.  1928,  ttd  in  adOltlon  the  reserve.  Indicated  by  geologic  evidence 
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U  te  frw t.  Aa  ft  to  rattrtetod  to  tb«  •»•  prMiaMiy  oMntloscd 
•ad  to  •  d»ptk  of  7S0  fe«C.  It  dow  not  Ineliidc  wtaatcvpr  mtngnnf^M 
(■turr  MploratkMi  mmf  discover  oatflde  of  tbMc  limit*.  Tb<>re  Is,  la 
fact,  naaoo  to  think  that  a  birg«  amonnt  of  BiaDKaD«ae  ore,  probablf 
cartoeoate.  rxieta  at  freater  drptb. 

Wot  eoarealraea  la  eatUaatlac  rcaerrea  tb«  prism  conatitating  tbe 
•aasaniferoaa  ar«a  to  a  deptb  of  750  feat  la  dlvMcd  Into  an  upper  layer 
ISO  fMC  la  average  tblcfco<^a.  called  tone  1  ;  a  middle  layer  300  feet 
tbtck.  called  aooe  2 ;  and  a  tower  layer  300  feet  tblck.  called  aone  3. 

Zone  1  la  pretty  thoroughly  explored  and.  except  for  a  reaerre  of 
eO.OOO  tona.  la  cxbanated.  It  baa  yielded  all  tbe  ore  pn^oced  to  date 
except  about  00.000  tona  that  came  from  aone  2  tbrongb  tbe  Algonquin 
■baft. 

Zone  2  la  partly  explored  and  appears  to  contain  'at  least  tbe  same 
amount  of  manganese  ore.  rolume  for  rolome,  a"  a^ne  1.  Its  volume  of 
replaceable  limestone  in  about  one  and  one-half  times  that  of  aone  1 
One  and  one-balf  times  668.000  tona  <coateot  of  sone  1)  equals  987,000 
tons,  which  ia  tbe  total  original  content  of  xone  2.  Aa  60,000  tona  baa 
bean  extracted  the  reaerve  In  lone  2  ia  927.000  tona. 

Zone  S  la  not  penetrated  by  mine  workings,  but  its  stratigraphy  and 
atber  geologic  featurea  are  determinable.  It  la  still  within  the  vertical 
raniee  in  wblcto,  aa  shown  by  tbe  neighboring  Oranlte  Mountain  and  Bl 
Metallic  miaea,  nunKanese  carbonate  was  originally  deposited.  Most 
of  it  ia  above  tbe  water  table,  and  It  la  assumed  to  be  largely  oxidised. 
It  contains  a  somewhat  smaller  volume  of  replaceable  limestone  than 
aone  2  and  la  eatlmated.  therefore,  to  contain  800,000  tona  of  man 
ganeae  ore,  chiefly  oxide.  Accordingly,  tbe  total  ore  estimated  to  be 
remaining  in  the  750-foot  priam  i»  about  1.780,000  tons,  un  amount 
which  at  the  preaent  rate  of  mining  will  last  for  30  years. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  call  attention  only 
to  the  last  sentence  of  the  report,  as  follows : 

Accordingly,  tbe  total  ore  ef^timated  to  be  remaining  in  tbe  750-foot 
priam  ia  about  1,780,000  tona,  an  amount  which  at  tbe  present  rate  o< 
mining  will  laat  for  30  years. 

That  la,  tbe  ore  actaally  in  sight  after  making  the  deductions 
for  the  extraction  there. 

The  Bureau  of  Mines  and  the  OeoloBical  Stirvey  are  exceetl 
Ingly  conservative  about  estimating  ore  deposits  except   those 
which  are  actaally  blocked  i>ut.    So  they  furnish  us  no  iuforma 
tlon  concerning  the  amount  of  low-grade  manganese  ore  through 
out  the  country ;  but  I  have  before  me  a  report  giving  the  esti- 
mates of  the  taxing  officers  of  the  States  of  Minnesota   an<l 
Michigan  ctmcerniug  manganese  deposits  in  those  States.    I  ask 
that  their  schedule  t>e  incorix>rated  in  tbe  Rccobo. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

CtmtlmatioH  L — Arailable  rt tercet,  wtanganiferoua  trot*  ortt 

(Bmploying  (a)  the  1925  figures  based  on  estimates  by  State  commla 
alous :  (6)  tbe  average  percentage  for  tbe  past  10  years  of  mai)ganeii« 
prodnctlaa) 


Meaabi 

Cayuaa 

Gogebic 

Menominse 


Total. 


Estimated 

tonnage  of  all 

grades,  UBS 


(1) 


1, 2».  44Z  107 
61.fiea74« 
05,000,000 
67,184,024 


Manganese 
ore  produc- 
tion last 
10  years, 
arerageper 
ornt 

(2) 


as 

34.8 
9.8 
&8 


Calculatad 

reserve, 

tons 


(1)X(2) 


la  097, 537 

17, 877,  MO 
6,340,000 
4.906,673 


38,212,150 


Combination  1  is  clearly  wrong,  because  tbe  reserve  shown  for  the 
Cayuna  diatrict  by  tbo  method  used  is  only  akwut  one-balf  of  the  eatimats 
of  such  ore  naed  by  tbe  State  coumlaaion  aa  taxable  ore. 

CoaiMN«M«M  t. — AvUmhle  reaerres,  m«iipa»«/ero«M  4ro»  mrtt 

[Bmployln?    (a)    same  taxaMe  tonnages  as  In   combination   1;    (b)    tb« 
average  p^^rcentage  for  past  4  years  of  manganese  production] 


Mesabi 

r^}una 

Oo«Fbte 

Menomiaee. 


Total. 


Estimated 
tonnage  of  all 
grades,  1935 


(1) 


1.  2SS,  442. 107 
M.  a6a  746 

fl6,oaaooo 

67,184,004 


Manganeas 
ore  produc- 
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4yaafs, 
averagaper 
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a35 
SHOD 
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Calcnlated 

reserve, 

tona 


(l)X(a) 


3.133.80 

X,  830^37 
fi,3M,00( 
<366v9« 


42, 636^  131 
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Comblnatloa  2,  It  may  be  notad,  la  baaad  on  tbo  reQulreuMDta  of  aan- 
ganlferoua  ore  axperleoced  during  tbe  more  recent  year*.  It  showa  a 
marked  redoetlon  for  the  Mesabi  reserve,  and  tbe  Cuyuoa  reaerrt  Is  ttill 
not  as  large  as  actual  estimates  produce. 

OomlftnaUon  S. — AvaikMe  rftrvtt,  mmnoaniferon*  iron  ores 

(Rmploying  for  Mtchlcan  average  prodaetion  of  paat  4  years  snd  aasum- 
iiig  It  to  repres«'iit  avera;;e  production  for  20  years,  or  one-half  period 
of  life  predicated  by  L.  1'.  Barrett  J 

Calculated  re- 
serve,  tona 

Mesabi  (uaing  a  nominal  quantity,  see  p.  18) 2,000,000 

Cuyuna  (using  approximate  total  of  Minneaota  Tax  C\>mmla- 

sion) 30.  000,  000 

Oogebic 743.088  tons,  average  of  past  4  years. 

Menominee-.       299,  156  tona,  average  of  past  4  years. 

1,  042,  244  tons,  average  of  past  4  years. 

X  20  years 20,844.880 

Total 52.  844.  880 

Thia  combination  more  than  aatisfles  a  minimum  requirement  of 
48,000,000  tons. 

Combination  k. — Available  reaercea,  manooniferoiu  iron  ore» 

(Using  the  special  Cuyuna  e^<timate] 

Calculated  re- 
serve, tons 

Mesabi   (see  combinaUon  3) 2.000,000 

Cuyuna 44,  OOO.  UOO 

Uugebic  and  Menominee   (see  combination  3) 20,844.880 

Total -•—  66,  844,  880 

Tbis  combination  satisfies  the  demand  of  60.000.000  tons  which  would 
arise  to  cover  the  estimated  total  requirement  up  to  1946. 

Combination  S. — Available  retcrves,  manganiferoua  iron  area 
[Uoing  the  largest  estimate  for  each  district] 

Calculated  re- 
serve, tons 

Mesabi   (see  combination  1) 10,027,537 

Cuyuna  ist^  combination  4  > 44,000,000 

QoKeblc  and  Menominee    (see  combination  3,   but   uaing  25 

years) 26,  056,  100 

Total 80,  283,  637 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  report  shows,  Mr.  President, 
a  total  in  the  two  States  of  Michigan  and  Minnesota  of  80,2S3,637 
tons. 

Mr.  President,  this  does  not  Include  Butte,  which,  on  all 
hands,  is  conceded  to  be  the  greatest  deposit  of  manganese 
probably  thus  far  exploited  to  any  considerable  degree. 

I  want  to  advert  to  other  features  of  the  remarks  of  the 
Senator.    He  quotes  as  follows: 

In  reply  to  Senator  Kino,  of  Utah,  before  tbe  Finance  Commit  :ee  of 
the  Senate  when  asked  about  the  quantity  of  manganese  ore  in  Montana, 
Mr.  Pumpelly  stated : 

'*  Tbe  eatimates  are  confusing.  They  are  varied.  They  are  optimistic 
and  they  arc  pessimistic.  I  think  I  would  be  willing  to  take  Doctor 
Leith  on   that     •     •     •.'• 

Then  follow  stars — 

Senator  Kino.  You  do  not  insist  tliat  there  is  any  very  large  amount 
of  the  high-grade  ore  available? 

Mr.  PuMPXLLT.  Not  any  tremendous  amount. 

I  should  like  to  have  incorporated,  Mr.  President,  and  I  read 
the  part  of  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Pumpelly  which  was  omitted. 
It  is  as  follows : 

The  estimates  are  eonfosing.  They  are  varied.  They  are  optimistic 
and  they  are  peaaimisLic.  1  think  1  would  be  willing  to  take  Dcctor 
Leith  on  that. 

That  is  as  far  as  the  quotation  goes ;  but  Mr.  Pumpelly  said : 

I  think  I  would  be  willing  to  take  Doctor  Leith  on  that,  on  the  high- 
grade  ore. 

Senator  Kino.  To  what  depth? 

Mr.  PniipiXLT.  I  think,  on  the  other  hand,  Senator,  if  you  drop  that 
percentage  of  manganese  content  to  10,  for  instance,  you  will  greatly 
increase  the  available  tonnage. 

Another  thing:  The  testimony  of  Doctor  Leith  is  quoted,  as 
follows : 

Aasomlng  that  all  these  problems  were  solved  In  Montana  •  •  • 
and  giving  it  very  liberal  extensions  beyond,  1  think  a  figure  of  some- 
think  like  3,000.000  tons  is  a  very  large  figure  for  the  available  ore  in 
that  district,  and  there  again  I  should  hesitate  very  much  to  take  any 
buainess  man  out  there,  or  any  profesaional  colleague,  and  attempt  to 
show  him  3,000,000  tons. 

So  far  Doctor  Leith  did  testify,  but  he  also  said : 

I  think  a  flgvt  like  3,000.000  tooa  la  a  pretty  large  figure  for  tbe 
available-- 
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••  For  tt»e  arftllablc  •*— 
carbonate  ore  In  that  (the  Butte)  diatrict;  and  there,  again.  I  rtw^ 
heaitate  very  much  to  take  any  busineaa  roan  out  there,  or  any  profaa- 
Bional  coUeague,  and  attempt  show  him  3,000,000  tona. 

So  far  Doctor  Leith  Is  quoted  by  the  Senator  from  Masaacho- 
■etta ;  but  he  continued : 

But  I  think  it  is  there.  And  If  the  claim  la  made  that  more  ia  there. 
I  am  willing  to  concede  the  possibility. 

I  felt  called  upon  to  make  these  remarks,  Mr.  President,  be- 
caui  one  woald>aln  the  impression  that  tbe  MonUna  depositg 
Se  very  much  less  important  than  they  are.  I  ^aU  attention 
to  the  fact  that  in  the  Phillpsburg  district  alone  the  ofBclal  re- 
J^it  is  there  are  in  sight  1.780,000  tons,  and  that  does  not  take 
Into  consideration  the  Butte  district  at  all.  _  ^^ 

Mr  NYE.  .Mr.  President,  Just  before  the  Senate  recess^ 
last  evening  I  ^ent  to  the  desk  and  had  in  part— and  the  re^ 
ma  uder  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  I^^P-;/f;j»7^?f 
the  experiences  with  relation  to  our  naUoiial  ^o^sts  In  tlm^ 
Stt  I  have  no  desire  to  delay  the  work  of  the  Senate  by  dls- 
JSssing  that  article,  but  I  do  ask  those  who  are  interested  in 
the  shingle  schedule,  at  their  leisure  and  when  the  oPPO^tunidj 
Is  afforded  them,  to  give  study  and  thought  to  the  contents  of 

^LlsSng'to  the  debate  by  the  Proponents  of  a  duty  on  Bhin- 
gles  yesterday  one  Is  struck  by  the  causes  which  they  attribute 
fo  the  closing  down  of  the  mills  in  the  shingle  districta  of 
WasWn^on  and  Oregon.  At  least  one  draws  the  conclusion 
that  a  large  contributing  factor  to  the  closing  of  those  mills  is 
the  lack  of  a  tariff.  ^      ,.v         ^ 

In  1914  the  Department  of  Commerce,  confronted  with  a  re- 
quest for  information  as  to  the  cause  of  the  closmg  down  of  the 
mills  there,  reported  as  follows : 

Tbe  closing  of  the  shingle  mills  in  the  State  of  Washington  la  not 
an  unusual  occurrence.  In  the  winter  season  a  large  proportion  of  the 
mills,  particularly  those  located  away  from  Udewater,  usually  close 
because  of  weather  conditions.  It  is  not  claimed  by  tbe  lumber  and 
shingle  manufacturera  that  the  closing  down  of  the  mills  in  the  latter 
part  of  the  year  1913  was  due  to  the  removal  of  a  duty  on  their 
product.  There  was  no  general  complaint  among  the  lumber  and  shin- 
gle producers  because  of  the  removal  of  the  duty  at  the  time  the  above- 
mentioned  letter  was  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce. 

The  above-mentioned  letter  referred  to  was  a  letter  asking 
the  Department  of  Commerce  to  conduct  an  inquiry  into  the 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr  NYE      I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 
Mr.  DILL.    That  report  was  submitted  In  1914.  was  It  not? 
Mr.  NYE.    As  I  have  said,  that  report  was  submitted  in  1914. 
Mr    DILL.     The  report   refers  to  the  closing  down   in  the 
winter  months.    I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  closing  down  at  the  present  time  occurs  regularly  every 
month  of  the  year,  and  is  purely  due  to  the  Importations  of 
80  per  cent  of  our  consumption  of  shingles. 

Mr  NYE  Mr.  President,  the  closing  down  of  the  sninfje 
millsis  occasioned  not  by  lack  of  a  tariff  but  by  certain  epecific 
causes  which  I  wish  to  review  very  briefly  at  this  time.  In  the 
first  place,  the  shingle  mills  are  closing  down  because  there  is 
an  ever-decreasing  demand  for  the  kind  of  shingles  which  the 
American  shingle  manufacturers  are  producing ;  there  Is  a  clos- 
ing down  because  of  a  very  material  decrease  In  the  consump- 
tion of  shingles  in  the  United  States;  and  there  Is  a  closing 
down  of  sblncle  mills  because  the  timber  supply  grows  more 
and  more  exhausted  from  year  to  year.  They  are  also  closing 
down  because  of  the  use  of  roofing  substitutes  and  because  of 
the  ordinances  of  cities,  both  large  and  small  in  population, 
prohibiting  the  use  of  wooden  shingles  In  construction  work 
in  those  cities. 

The  shingle  mills  are  closing  down  and  domestic  production 
is  falling  off  because,  In  very  large  measure,  of  the  depression 
*  which  exists  upon  the  American  farm  to-day.  and  which  has 
existed  there  since  1920,  or  the  years  immediately  following 
the  World  War.  Mr.  President,  this  is  no  small  contributing 
factor  to  the  closing  down  of  the  shingle  mills  and  of  the  decline 
of  shingle  production  in  the  United  States.  One  could  not  be 
conversant  with  the  situation  that  has  confronted  agriculture 
during  the  last  10  or  more  years  without  realizing  that  some 
Industries,  and,  In  the  end.  aU  Industries,  would  have  to  suffer 

by  virtue  of  that  depression.  

One  visiting  in  strictly  agricultural  America  durUig  recent 
years  could  not  help  but  make  a  comparison  of  the  situaoon 
that  exists  in  the  farming  area  now  with  the  situation  that 
existed,  say,  16  years  ago.  Fifteen  years  ago  it  was  a  matter 
of  pride  In  the  western  rural  area  to  take  visitors,  particularly 


visitors  from  tbe  Bast,  out  on  the  plates  and  Into  the  'a"ntog 
lectins  Md  point  out  to  them  the  comfortAble  and  splendid 
hS^ihl?  eriiSd  upon  aU  the  farms,  and  to  call  attenUon  to 
the  splendid  manner  In  which  those  homes  0°^  tho*«  P^S!^  S 
were  being  kept  up  and  repaired.  They  gave  tbe  impression  of 
comfort  and  plenty  In  each  and  every  case. 

Now.  however,  one  can  travel  over  those  same  areas  and  find 
decay  everywhere.  Where  there  is  not  absolute  abandonment 
offanns,  the  farm  property  is  found  to  be  in  bad  repair.  The 
buildings  need  reshingling ;  they  need  paint;  they  need  many 
of  those  things  which  would  bring  the  farms  oJ/^^J**^^ J«»S? 
to  the  fine  condition  in  which  they  were  a  matter  of.  say,  ID 
years  ago.  As  soon  as  agriculture  does  come  back,  as  soon  as 
agriculture  does  gain  something  of  that  economic  eQJiallt>  with 
industry  in  America  which  Is  being  sought,  there  is  KOln«  to 
be  a  demand— and  a  great  demand— for  the  supplies  which  are 
needed  to  repair  and  to  restore  the  properties  to  that  state 
which  they  once  occupied,  and  a  state  which  we  want  to  see 

"^^T^eTiSstlf  iSoductlon  of  shingles  Is  declining  and  shingle 
mills  are  closlnrbecause  also  of  the  low  (luality  of  shingles 
being  turned  out  by  our  American  single  mills 

Mr.  President,  going  back  to  the  subject  of  the  part  that 
patented  shingles  and  potentwl  roofing  have  played  t"  «l«'Jf*«- 
Ing  the  demand  for  wooden  shingles,  let  me  point  out  that  in 
1909  there  were  twice  as  many  squares  of  roofing  »>eing  covered 
by  wooden  shingles  as  by  patented  ro^'Ang,  whereas  18  jearj 
later  In  1927,  the  figures  are  greatly  reversed,  and  we  find 
three'  times  as  much  patented  roofing  being  used  as  there  ane 
wooden  shingles  being  used.  Of  course.  In  the  'ace  of  develop- 
ments  of  that  kind,  there  must  be,  there  is  bound  to  be.  a  do- 
crease  In  production  and  In  the  consumption  of  woo<len  shingles. 
It  Is  quite  the  natural  thing  to  expect 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President-—-     ^^       _    . 

Mr.  NYE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr  COPELAND.  What  Is  the  Senator's  observation  re- 
gafding  toe  use  of  shingles  or  diingle  ^^^f'^'^^^^^^,,^^^ 
pa^t  year  as  compared  with  previous  years?    Has  the  Senator 

""""l,^^^  ^"l^have'^e'figures.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator,  but 
I  ?o  not  have  toem  with  me  this  morning,  and  therefore  can 

°^r1^fpELSlD^"D<^  not  the  Senator  have  the  impression 
that  on  the  whole,  there  has  been  a  decrease  In  the  building 
S  such  hoiLes  as  would  use  shingles  during  the  past  year  or 

^r'^m^I^T/t'hafiT/arge  contributing  factor-yes. 

^^JlT^COPELAND.  I  think  it  is  true  that  so  much  money  has 
gone  into  gamb  log  In  Wall  Street  that  It  has  been  almost  Im- 
Sble  for  mortage  money  to  be  had  tiirough  tiie  banks.  The 
?2f,  t  Is  that  in  my  community  the  building  of  homes  has 
Sy  ceisi ;  Lrof  course,  iiUi  the  cessation  of  build  ng 
toere  «iirbra  decline  in  the  demand  for  shingles.  I  was  hoping 
Se  Senator  had  figures  which  would  show  the  actual  facts  with 
regard  to  tiie  decline  In  the  use  of  shingles  and  shingle  substi- 

^^Mr  NYE     I  have  not  those  facts  available  this  morning. 

Mr'  President  going  back  now  to  the  subject  of  the  farm 
depression  and  ihl  mfnner  In  which  it  has  contributed  to  the 
decreased  production  and  consumption  of  wooden  shingles,  let 
me  iM>int  out  that  70  per  cent  of  the  shingles  ^nsumed  in  tte 
United  States  have  been  and  are  being  consumed  on  the  farms 
or  in  communities  that  are  dependent  strictiy  upon  the  farming 
industry  for  a  Uving.  As  long  as  that  situation  prevails  I  must 
be  apparent  Uiat  a  duty,  no  matter  how  large  or  how  sn^all  Uiat 
duty  may  be,  is  going  to  be  reflected  back  in  tiie  costs  of  tiie 
American  farmer. 

Mr   DILL.    Mr.  President __  .      ^^       ».  .  v 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  H>3Kbt  in  ti»e  chair). 
Does  tiie  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Washington? 

Mr  DIlL  W^hat  Is  the  authority  for  the  Senator's  state- 
mentthat  70  per  cent  of  the  shingles  go  to  tiie  farms  and  the 

™Mr  NYE  '  I  am  unprepared  right  now  to  say  that  tiiese  are 
Tarilf  Commission  findings,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  they  are. 
Mr  DILL.     No;  they  are  not  Tariff  Commission  findings.     I 

can  say  that  to  the  Senator.  

^r    NYE.    Perhaps  tiie  Senator  has  some  information  con- 

*^mJ"dIlT'  The  only  thing  I  have  is  Information  that  was 
onuited  during  the  past  vear  as  to  whore  tiie  shipments  of 
Sl^a^^arfrSm  tiie  State  of  Washington  went    That 

is  all  I  have. 
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Mr.  NYE,    What  do  the  Senator's  figures  Indii-ate? 

Mr.  DILXi.  These  fiinu-es  indicate  that  an  average  of  78  per 
cent  of  the  shiimieDts  from  the  States  of  Washii^ton  and  .Oregon 
laat  year  went  to  the  cities  and  districts  surrounding  the  metro- 
politan area  and  that  21  per  cent  went  to  the  coontry  and  small 
town-s.  I  hare  no  other  figures ;  hut  when  the  Senator  said  ttiat 
70  per  cent  go  to  the  country  towns  and  the  country  districts  I 
wanted  to  get  his  authority. 

Mr.  NYE.  I  am  going  to  try  to  quote  the  authority  before  I 
finish. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  NYE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  Nt)RRlS.  I  should  Uke  to  ask  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  and  also  the  Senator  from  Washington,  who  has  Just 
given  that  information,  whether  it  is  not  very  probable  that  a 
large  amount  of  these  ohingles  shipped  to  the  cities  were  shipped 
in  the  regular  trade,  perhaps  wholesale,  and  were  reshipped 
from  these  cities  to  the  country  and  to  the  smaller  towns? 

Mr.  DILL.     That  Is  possible. 

Mr.  NYE.  It  would  be  interesting  to  know  what  are  consid- 
ered cities  in  the  Senator's  report. 

Mr.  DILL.  They  are  metropolitan  cities  of  50,000  or  more; 
but  there  may  be  something  to  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska.  It  seemed  to  me,  however,  when  78  per  cent 
went  to  the  cities,  that  It  was  hardly  probable  that  70  per  cent 
of  all  the  shingles  and  cedar  lumber  went  Into  the  country 
districts. 

Mr.  NTE.  Of  course,  there  is  another  thing  to  l>e  taken  into 
account  at  this  time,  and  tliat  is  the  very  material  reduction  in 
the  consumption  of  shingles  on  the  American  farm. 

Mr.  DILL.     I  recojniiJ»  that, 

Mr.  NYEL  What  has  been  true  over  a  period  of  years  may  not 
be  true  for  the  past  year  or  the  past  two  or  three  or  four  years. 

Mr.  DUX.  I  have  seen  the  statement  the  Senator  quoted, 
tliut  70  per  cent  went  to  the  farming  districts,  but  I  have  never 
been  able  to  get  any  authority  for  it,  and  I  thought  perhaps  the 
Senator  hud  found  some  authority. 

Mr.  COPEI^ND.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  NYE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Ywk. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  rowe  to  make  the  same  suggestion  that 
was  made  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska.  Undoubtedly  a  large 
number  of  shingles  sent,  for  in.stance.  to  New  York  Harbor 
would  go  into  the  hands  of  jobbers  and  be  distributed  from  there 
to  the  country  sections,  so  the  fact  that  these  shinies  are  sent 
to  the  centers  would  not  prove  at  all  that  they  were  used  there. 
I  think  undoubte<]ly  they  would  be  distributed  from  those  cen- 
ters into  the  rural  districts. 

Mr.  NYE.     That  is  quite  true,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  NYE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  want  to  call  attention  further  to  the  fact  that 
the  same  report  J^hows  that  43  per  cent  of  the  total  shipments 
went  to  the  Atlantic  Coast  States,  and  99  per  cent  of  those  went 
to  the  big  cities  and  would  be  distributed  from  them,  showing 
that  a  tremendous  part  of  these  shipments  went  to  the  com- 
munities that  are  thickly  populated  and  not  to  the  farms. 

Mr.  NYE.  With  a  comeback  of  agriculture  in  an  economic 
way  there  is  going  to  be  occasion  for  extensive  use  of  bnOdlng 
materials.  Since  the  war,  decay  has  been  so  material  with  rela- 
tion to  buildings  on  the  average  farm  that  to  repair  and  replace 
this  decay  is  going  to  cost  the  American  farmer  many  millions 
of  dollars.  It  ought,  therefore,  in  view  of  the  prevailing  clrcum- 
_  stances,  to  be  made  possible  for  the  farmer  to  do  this  recon- 
struction work  at  the  minimum  of  expense.  Certainly  we  ought 
at  this  time,  from  a  farm  standpoint,  not  to  be  engaging  in  mak- 
ing his  burden  the  greater. 

In  thLs  connection,  most  interesting  proves  an  article  taken 
from  a  poblicatlon  In  Nebraska  reviewing  a  recent  survey  of  the 
farm  area  In  Nebraska  as  to  its  needs  In  building  Improvements : 

la  drlTlag  1,212  mUn  throuj;h  eaitem,  wMtem,  and  central  Nebraaka 
we  obaerrcd  1,48»  aeta  of  bulldinga  and  otwerved  th«  amoant  of  repair 
"^-wMch  la  iua*Btl7  aeeded.     Soom  of  tba  rcaolta  arc  indicated  below : 

Paroiataada  checked :  1.489.  109  of  wbicb  baUdlnga  were  not  occupied. 

Hogaae:  44  Bioat  be  rebuilt.  1S4  badly  In  need  of  reaBodellag,  101  In 
conakletable  oc«d  of  repair. 

Banui :  102  mnat  be  rebuilt,  231  badly  in  naed  of  remodaUac.  80  in 
conalderable  need  of  repair. 

Poultry  bouaea :  ltt2  moat  be  rebailt,  193  badly  la  ncad  of  remodeling. 
S3  In  conalderable  need  of  repair. 

Cora  ortba:  140  aast  be  rebuilt.  170  badly  In  need  of  reoiodallng, 
§7  la  eoaaMatabla  aead  of  repair. 

Oaragea :  IS  aaat  ba  rabollt,  4  hadly  la  need  of  rwortfllm.  4  la  cob- 
sMerable  need  of  repair. 


til 
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In  otber  words,  there  were  461  buildiogB  needing  complete  rebuUdkig. 
7.%  needing  considerable  remodeling,  and  290  needing  repair.  I  bare 
often  been  asked  to  estimate  the  amount  of  money  required  to  pat  the 
farm  balldlngs  in  condition  where  they  were  In  1920.  It  Is  conaerva- 
tlTely  estimated  that  20  per  cent  of  the  total  value  of  farm  bulIdlD^s 
in  Nebraska  would  be  required  to  put  tbem  in  flrst-class  repair.  This 
sum  of  money  would  represent  approximately  180,000,000. — (From  tba 
Knot  Hole,  a  publication  of  the  retail  lumber  trade  of  Ntbraska.) 

This  indicates  a  situation  that  is  true  not  alone  in  Nebraska 
but  in  all  of  the  agricultural  States  of  this  Union. 

We  listened  yesterday  to  the  repeated  argument  that  produc- 
tion costs  in  the  case  of  shinglts  are  lower  in  Canada  than  they 
are  In  the  United  States.  I  will  readily  admit  that  one  can  go  to 
the  report  and  the  findings  of  the  Tariff  CommLssion  and  find, 
here  and  there,  occasion  for  such  a  contention ;  but  taking  their 
presentation  as  a  whole,  considering  it  as  a  whole,  I  think  there 
can  be  no  doubt  at  all  as  to  the  fact  that  prcxluctldn  costs  in  ttie 
shingle  Industry  are  higher  in  Canada  than  they  are  in  the 
United  States;  and  yet  here  we  are  to-day  writing  a  tariff  for 
the  protection  of  an  industry  that  is  producing  at  less  cost  than 
are  those  industries  which  we  are  trying  to  exclude  from  entry 
Into  trade  in  our  country. 

The  Tariff  Commission,  for  example,  has  found  the  facts  as 
to  total  costs  and  stated  tliem  without  qualification  as  follows: 

Without  interest  or  selling  expense  the  cost  in  Washington 
and  Oregon  is  $2.99,  as  compared  with  $3,483  In  British  Co- 
lumbia. 

IMgurlng  costs  with  Interest,  the  Tariff  Commi.sslon  finds  the 
cost  in  Washington  and  Oregon  to  be  $3,043,  as  compared  with 
$3,565  in  British  Columbia. 

Including  Interest  and  selling  expense,  the  Tariff  Commission 
finds  the  costs  In  Washington  and  Oregon  to  he  $3,104.  as  com- 
pared with  $3,646  In  British  Columbia. 

The  Tariff  Commission  in  its  report  on  .shingles  shows  that 
comparative  labor  costs  per  thousand  shingles  are  from  10  to 
12.8  per  cent  higher  in  British  Columbia  than  in  Washington  and 
Oregon.     (Tariff  Commission  report  on  shingles,  pp.  46-47.) 

As  to  raw^  material  costs,  the  Tariff  CommLssion  in  its  report 
to  the  President,  at  page  8,  re<'o»nizes  the  fact  that  since  logs 
are  measured  on  a  different  basis  in  British  Columbia  than  in 
the  United  States,  it  is  unfair  to  base  costs  on  log  prices  alone, 
and  resorts  to  a  comparison  relating  to  an  identical  raft  of 
cedar  logs  consisting  of  14  sections  which — 

Was  scaled  In  British  Columbia  fur  sale  on  the  open  market  at  49r>,- 
378  board  feet  and  rescaled  on  Puget  Sound  for  the  American  buyer  at 
408,580  board  feet,  which  was  86.798  feet,  or  17.5  per  cent  less.  ARaln, 
a  I>uget  Sound  buyer  was  offered  a  raft  of  British  Columbia  No.  1  and 
No.  2  cedar  logs  at  126.16  per  thousand  feet  IX  aold  on  British  Colum- 
bia scale  and  grading,  or  at  $33.18  if  sold  on  Puget  Sound  grading  and 
scaling. 

The  Tariff  Commission  g«>e8  on  to  say  that  a  large  part  of 
these  differences  in  price  are  due  to  differences  in  grading  as 
well  as  in  scaling. 

At  page  46  of  the  Tariff  Commission's  report,  raw  material 
cost  per  thousand  .shingles  in  the  two  countries  Is  shown  to  be 
as  follows: 

Three  methods  were  resorted  to  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  and 
in  each  ca.se  an  excess  cost  for  British  Columbia  over  Washing- 
ton and  Oregon  was  found  to  exist,  this  excess  ranging  from  40 
cents  to  48-9  cents  per  thousand  shingles.  (Shingle  r«TX)rt, 
p.  46.) 

A  very  interesting  comparison  of  lal)or  and  wage  cost.s  is 
shown  in  the  brief  presented  by  the  Bloedel-Donovan  Co..  which 
operates  In  Washingtrm,  and  Bloedel,  Stewart  &  Welch  (Ltd.), 
operating  In  British  Columbia  under  the  same  miinagement,  one 
in  Canada  and  one  in  the  United  States,  only  40  miles  apart 
This  comparison  shows  the  average  cost  per  thousand  shingles  in 
Washington  to  be  $2.45  as  compared  with  $2.92  in  British  Colum- 
bia. I  have  here  a  table  setting  forth  the  wages  poi<l  in  the 
various  departments  which  I  shall  ask  to  have  included  in  the 
Raooao. 

Mr.  EDGE  and  Mr.  DILL  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nm-th 
Dakota  yield;  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield  firat  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  much  interested  in  the 
comparison  the  Senator  has  just  referred  to,  originating  with  the 
Tariff  Commission.  Not  having  had  the  opportunity  to  hear  all 
the  addresses  yesterday.  I  am  wondering  whether  either  of  the 
Senators  from  Washington  has  in  any  way  refuted  or  exphiined 
the  excess  cost  in  Canada  as  compared  to  the  United  States 
Has  there  been  an  explanation  of  that? 

Mr.  NYE.  I  think,  perhaps,  the  Senator  from  Washington 
wants  to  interrupt  on  that  very  point  at  this  time.  I  yield  to 
him. 
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Mr  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  simply  wanted  to  make  a  state- 
taent"  about  the  argument  that  was  being  read  by  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota.  ^        _     _^*„^„ 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  is  reading  ^n»  *»»*  ^^J™^ 
of  the  Tariff  Commission  when  they  went  into  the  Canaman 
Silte  and  went  into  the  American  mills.     Aftw  their  flndmg 
ttat  the  log  costs  were  higher  In  the  United  States,  and  the 
SL  cost?  were   higher,   and    the   transportation   costs   were 
higher,  they  went  Into  the  mlUs  and  computed  ,the  cost  per 
ttousaiid  shingles  In  Canada  as  being  higher  than  ^  the  United 
States.    The  reason  Is  that  in  the  Canadian  mills  they  make ji 
much  Urger  percentage  of  high-grade  shingles,  and  In  the  Ameri- 
can mills  they  have  been  making  a  much  larger  percentage  of 
low-grade  shingles ;  and  the  cost  of  the  wasted  timber  a^dthe 
cost  of  making  high-grade  shingles  are  compared  fo /,»»e  cost  In 
the  United  States  where  they  make  the  lower-grade  shingles,  ana 
consequenUy  they  get  these  figures  of  so  much  per  thousand. 
But  the  Tariff  Commi.'^slon  itself,  in  stating  wag^.  shows  that 
the  labor  cost  of  running  a  mill  with  five  machines  is  $11.7» 
more  per  day  on  the  American  side  of  the  line. 

Mr  NYE  Mr.  President,  it  sewns  to  n»e  that  the  proper 
gage  "of  costs  of  producing  shingles  is  the  cost  of  producing  a 
thousand  shingles  in  the  two  countries.  At  this  point  I  want 
to  call  especial  attention  to  the  following  table,  showing  the 
wages  paid  by  a  company  dtrtng  business  In  both  countries : 
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«  Per  M  additional  in  Washington. 

» Per  M  additional  in  British  Columbia. 

Average  oost  per  M  shingles  in  Washington..... ^.^...— — 

Average  cost  per  M  shingles  in  British  Columbia - - 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr   NYE      I  yield 

Mr  'dill.  Of  cOTrse,  there  again  the  Senator  is  quoting 
figures  which  are  misleading,  for  the  reason  that  ^e  percentage 
of  low-giade  shingles  cut  on  the  American  side  Is  far  IT^ter 
than  the  Percentage  cut  on  the  Canadian  side.  Everybody 
knows  tha.  the  cutting  of  high-grade  shingles  commands  higher 
prices  in  every  respect,  and,  of  ct.urse,  as  long  as  the  8«oftor 
reads  figures  comparing  the  cost  of  the  labor  In  Canada  that  is 
making  the  high-grade  shingles  as  against  the  cost  of  producing 
the  low-grade  shingles,  he  is  going  to  show  higher  costs  on  the 
Canadian  side. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  are  not  these  the  shingles  which 
the  Senator  complains  are  competing  with  our  shingles? 

Mr  DILL.  I  have  explained  again  and  again  that  because  of 
the  higher  costs  of  mauufucturing  in  the  States  of  Washington 
and  Oregon  the  shingle  cost  Is  such  that  those  who  manufacture 
cedar  there  are  compelled  to  cut  the  low-grade  shingles  to  make 
anything  out  of  it.  On  the  Canadian  side  they  do  not  have  to 
nay  anything  for  the  stumpage,  they  do  not  have  to  P«y  a°y 
uxee,  they  do  not  have  any  Uivestmcnt;  all  they  have  to  do  is 
to  pay  the  severance  tax  when  they  take  the  timber  off.  So  the 
Senator  can  keep  on  quoUng  figures,  but  he  will  not  change  the 
fact  that  30  per  cent  of  the  consumption  In  this  country  comes 

from  Canada.  _.»*»..* 

Mr  NYE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  only  demonstrates  that 
he  wants  a  tariff,  that  he  wants  protection,  for  an  industry  that 
is  not  producing  the  grade  of  shingles  that  are  competing  with 
the  Canadian  shingles.  He  wanU  to  keep  out  these  better 
grades  so  essential  to  the  better  grades  of  construction  In  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator,  of  course,  knows  that  If  we  have 
any  tariff  at  all,  If  we  can  get  any  protection  at  all,  we  wlU 
make  the  high-grade  shingles,  just  as  they  do  In  Canada. 

Mr  NYE.  That  Is  a  very  easy  statement  to  make,  but  where 
our  American  producers  are  not  competing,  or  not  even  en- 


deavoring to  compete,  with  the  Canadian  trade,  I  «*«  to  see 
any^JoSise  for  the  future  in  the  shingle  industry  on  this  side 
Jf  OiHine  L  so  far  as  a  better  grade  of  shingle  Is  concerned^ 
Mr  DILL.  The  Senator  knows  they  are  competing  and  are 
selling  miUions  of  American  high-grade  tangles,  doing  it  to- 
day, and  they  have  on  hand  shingles  right  now  tt.^  can  ^ 
dimose  of  but  the  high-pressure  salesmanship,  based  on  the 
reXt^tion  of  thrpasT  has  enabled  the  Canadian  manufac- 
turer  to  dominate  the  market.  _„„».  ^nrtt 

Mr.  NYE.    Is  the  Senator  prepared  to  say  J^o^-J^^^f -^ 
costly  would  be  the  production  of  high-grade  sWng'es  in  wasn 
ington  and  Oregon  than  of  the  kind  we  are  getting? 

Mr.   DILL.    A  very   considerable   increase.     I   think   about 
$1.50  per  thousand  on  comparative  siiee. 

Mr  NYE.  Mr.  President,  we  argued  this  Po^pt  in  someof  Us 
Dhais  yesterday,  at  which  time  I  pointed  out  ttiat  the  difficulty 
SnXTmeri  Ji  side  was  depletion  of  the  ^tter  .^^^es  rf 
cedar,  and  was  the  sale  by  the  timber  In^rests  to  the  shtagle 
manufacturers  of  theh-  lesser  g™d««of  cedar  lo^.  and  now  if 
we  are  writing  tariffs  upon  shingles  In  the  United  States,  I  fall 
To  s^how  thit  can  work  to  the  benefit  of  the  sh  ngle  manufac- 
tSi^i^er  than  of  the  timber  producer.  ,I"^^ther  words  the 
timber  owners  are  not  going  to  make  available  to  tbe  shingle 
manufacturer  any  better  grade  of  timber  than  t^y  are  now 
making  available  without  charging  exceedingly  more  for  It  than 
the  trade  is  being  required  to  pay  now.  ...«„.^„.  *„  *vp 

Mr  DILL.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator's  statement  to  the 
effect  that  the  cedar  of  the  States  of  Washington  and  Oregon  is 
inferior  to  the  cedar  of  Canada  la  an  Incorrect  statement  I 
think  I  am  prepared  to  prove  by  the  Tariff  Conimlsslon  s  report 
that  that  cedar  Is  Just  as  good  as  any  other-  The  Senator  «m 
continue  to  make  such  statements,  but  the  fact  is  that  the  rea- 
son for  the  production  of  low-grade  shingles  on  the  American 
side  Is  not  the  quality  of  the  cedar.  It  Is  the  fact  that  ttiey  are 
compelled  to  keep  down  their  costs,  so  that  they  can  make  some 
profit  out  of  their  cedar,  whether  worked  into  shingles  or  not. 
Mr.  NYK.    What  does  the  Canadian  do  with  the  lower  grade 

°  Mr  DILL.  They  do  not  even  have  to  take  it  off  the  land. 
Their*  leases  and  their  licenses  to  take  off  Government  Umber 
do  not  require  them  to  take  off  anything  but  high-grade  ;"niber. 
On  the  American  side  they  take  it  aU  off,  because  if  they  do 
not  take  it  off  they  have  to  burn  it  .  .       .     ^       ^«   *„^ 

Mr  NYE  In  otber  words,  they  are  doing  in  Canada  3u«t 
what"  our  timber  owners  did  In  the  United  States  until  they 
were  more  carefully  restricted.  ,     .     ^^.     r,  i*^ 

Mr  DILL.  That  Is  what  they  did  formerly  In  the  United 
Stat««.  but  they  can  not  do  it  any  longer  at  a  profit 

Mr  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President  as  I  remember,  the  Senator 
eave  *S2  40  as  the  cost  of  manufacturing  these  shingles  on  this 
^de.  Can  the  Senator  tell  us  about  the  reUil  price  of  those 
shingles,  both  Canadian  and  American? 

Mr  NYE  I  am  not  prepared  to  do  that  this  morning,  but 
thev  are  competing  with  our  American  production.  In  fact  the 
Canadian  shingle  is  selling  in  the  United  States  for  more  money 
than  the  American  shingle  brings.  

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  understand  that  and  I  was  trying  to  get 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts,    Mr.  President  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 
Mr  NYE.    I  yield.  ^     ., 

Mr"  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  I  can  give  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  the  Information  he  desires. 


In  Noveab«  of  1»28  the  grade  of  red-cedar  nUBglM  were  quoted 
by  domaatic  miUa  In  carload  lota  at  $3.80  to  $3.90  per  thoaaand ;  British 
CotamWan  ahlnglM  of  tha  aame  grade  were  qaoted  at  $4  per  thouaand. 
Thia  spread  la  prtoea  haa  conUnoed  to  date,  Domeatlc  Perfections 
were  quoted  at  $4.«0  to  $4.80,  and  British  Columbia  Perfectlona  at  $5 
per  tbousBud.  PHcea  during  tta*  last  yaar  have  bees  more  favorabio 
to  producera,  ahinglea  raMng  from  $1  to  $1.26  per  thousand. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
kota yield? 

Mr  Dllii  I  am  very  glad  the  Senator  from  Massadiusetts 
rmd  that  because  I  have  a  letter  in  my  hand  written  October 
Thy  the  K^^Bros.  Lumber  Co.,  deale«  in  shingles.  Such 
iafements  as  have  Just  been  made  are  the  very  things  that 
m?s3  n^n  who  rttSTthis  snbject.  The  Senator  from  Massa- 
SuStslSls  Tus?  SoSd  some  figures  as  to  the  prices  of  Cana- 
^-rVhlnrfes  being  higher  than  those  of  American  shingles. 
He^  fa  a  lrtt«^tt4  to  the  Robert  Gray  Shingle  Co..  of 
Hoquiam,  Wash.,  and  this  fa  what  fa  stated: 

We  are  not  going  to  compUin  at  any  price  you  place  on  your  ahinglea. 
Ton  hive  alway-  been  very  fair  with  ua.  It  la  our  thoaght,  however, 
that  some  of  your  prices  af«  a  little  high. 
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Tak«  Bo)r«l«.  for  «xaaipl«,  priced  by  70a  at  $&  W«  have  Jut  boucbt 
Brtttoh  ColoBbU  RoyaJa  at  17.25. 

80  tbey  quote  one  flirure  bat  tbey  sell  at  anotber^ 

A«aliiat  $4  on  Perfections — 

Which  is  ajiotlier  high-grade  shingie — 

bare  jDct  pareiiaaed  Britlah  Colombia  at  IS.65,  Clean  at  $2.30.  fS.lO. 

These  are  the  practices  of  the  trade.  Here  is  a  letter  written 
bj  the  .sales  manager  of  the  Krauas  Bros.  Shingle  Co.  to  an 
AinericuD  manafacturer  which  shows  that  when  they  malie  a 
■ale  of  shinglea  they  cut  below  their  quotations,  and  destroy 
onr  marlcet. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NYK.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  simply  want,  again,  to  call  attention  to 
the  statement  I  made  yesterday.  The  large  poichaaer  of 
•hingles  in  my  State  prefers  to  buy  the  BritiBh  Columbia 
ahinglee  at  a  higher  price  because  he  says  they  are  better  graded 
and  manufactored  than  the  Washington  red-cedar  shingles. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  there  was  much  said  yesterday, 
In  the  argrunent  in  support  of  a  tariff  on  shingles,  regarding 
oriental  labor  used  in  British  Columbia. 

While  it  is  true  that  orientals  are  employed  in  British  Colum- 
bia cedar  mills,  they  can  not  be  considered  a  factor  in  any  tariff 
disca.«)sion,  inasmuch  as  they  receive  as  high  or  higher  wages 
than  white  labor.  Mr.  A.  C.  Edwards,  representing  a  large 
group  seeking  a  duty  on  shingles,  in  testifying  before  the  Sen- 
ate Ftnunce  C-ommittee.  admitted  that  orientals  received  ap- 
proximatriy  the  same  wages  as  ail  others,  and  that  he  bailed 
his  oriental-labor  argument  solely  on  the  fact  that  orientals  are 
competing  with  white  labor  on  terms  of  equality. 

The  Tariff  Commission,  in  its  report  on  the  red-cedar  shingle 
industry,  at  page  22  disposes  of  the  oriental-labor  subject  with 
these  words: 

For  tbe  aaoM  work  It  will  be  aoted  orientals  do  not  recelre  greatly 
different  rates  from  whites.  Orientals  are  employed  in  ^lit  positions, 
tbree  of  whicb  tbey  receive  a  higher  wage  than  do  white  laborers. 

As  to  other  items  in  determining  the  differences  in  cost  of 
prodoetlon  in  the  two  countries  the  Tariff  Commission  has 
shown  that  miU  expenses  average  higher  in  British  Columbia 
than  in  Washington  and  Oregon.  General  and  administrative 
expenses  are  found  to  be  4.6  cents  per  thousand  shingles  in 
Oanada.  as  compared  with  4.2  cents  per  thousand  in  the  Ignited 
States,  and  that  interest  on  investment  in  fixed  assets  are 
higher  in  British  Columbia  than  in  Washington  and  Oregon. 
And  tbe  Tariff  Commission  further  reports  that  selling  expenses 
or  the  average  for  ail  grades  produced  are  higher  In  British 
Columbia  than  in  Washington  and  Oregon. 

From  all  of  this  it  must  be  readily  appreciated  that  produc- 
tion costs  In  Canada  are  higher  than  are  prodixrtion  costs  per 
thousand  shingles  In  Washington  and  Oregon,  and  we  thus  find 
oorselves  at  this  time  confronted  with  the  request  to  write  a 
tariff  on  a  product,  the  production  of  which  costs  more  in  the 
foreign  lleM  than  it  does  in  the  domestic  field,  a  rather  unusual 
request  so  far  as  tariff  considerations  go,  it  must  be  admitted. 
I  doubt  If  another  experience  of  its  kind  exists  with  relation 
to  any  item  thus  far  considered  in  this  tariff  bill. 

With  production  costs  thus  disposed  of  and  Canadian  costs 
shown  to  be  higher  than  the  American  costs,  It  ought  to  be 
enough  to  repeat  that  since  the  prices  of  shingles  are  approxi- 
matelj  M  per  cent  and  92  per  cent  in  excess  of  pre-war  prices 
compared  with  an  average  increase  of  37.4  per  cent  for  the 
entire  body  of  commodities,  govemtnentai  interference  with  the 
price  of  shinfles,  if  Interference  is  in  order  at  all  should  be 
directed  not  to  their  in<>rease  but  to  their  reduction,  and  this 
in  pfaiin  Jnsties  and  only  in  fuimeas  to  the  producers  of  other 
coBunodltiea,  and  especially  to  those  who  would  be  home  build- 
•rs  if  bnildlag  prices  permitted,  and  to  those  farmers  wbo  would 
be  improTing  their  homesteads  if  building  prices  permitted. 

TlHn  we  hare  heard  the  argument  about  transportation  costs, 
but  I  am  not  going  to  try  to  argue  that  point  this  morning, 
because  I  know  there  is  a  desire  to  hasten  to  a  conclusion  and 
to  a  vote  upon  the  item. 

80  much  for  production  costs.  Yesterday  oor  pity  was  ex- 
cited by  a  demonstration,  through  the  reading  of  income-tax 
retuma,  of  the  sorry  life  of  the  shingle  manufacturera  I  am 
ready  to  adn&lt  that,  giving  atteution  to  those  income-tax  returns 
with  which  each  Senator  has  t>een  supplied,  one  Is  struck  by 
the  tact  that  shingle  manufacturers  are  extensire  losers  by 
virtue  of  their  operations.  But  I  wondered,  since  it  was  demon- 
strated in  the  case  of  mauufacturing  company  after  maoafac- 
turing  company,  how  they  conld  take  a  loss  year  after  year 
and  year  after  year  as  they  have  done  and  still  remain  in  tusi- 
aesB.  I  coold  not  nnderstaiKl  it  I  did  not  understand  It  yes- 
terday.   I  think  I  understand  It  a  little  better  this  morning. 


I  have  before  me  a  compilation  of  the  shingle  manufacturing 
companies  doing  business  in  the  State  of  Washington  showing 
gross  sales  and  their  profits  or  loss  as  indicated  in  their  income- 
tax  returns  through  the  years  running  from  1922  to  1928.  In- 
variably in  the  cases  of  these  companies  losses  are  shown  In 
some  few  ca-ses  there  are  profits  through  the  6-year  period  of 
all  the  way  from  1  per  cent  up  to  one  case  of  14  per  cent,  but 
that  case  includes  only  the  one  year's  operations.  Tlie  presenta- 
tion makes  a  bad  showing.  There  can  be  no  doubt  at}out  it. 
But  I  would  point  out  at  this  stage  the  case  of  one  company  in 
particular.  Did  the  Senator  from  Wasiiiugton  [Mr.  Dill]  have 
the  income-tax  return  advanced  by  the  Hiliview  Shingle  Co.? 
Did  he  quote  from  that  yesterday? 

Mr.  DILL.    Yes ;  I  believe  I  did. 

Mr.  NYE.  In  the  cane  of  the  Ui  11  view  Shingle  Co.,  on  page 
223  of  the  returns,  is  shown  a  net  loss  in  the  6-year  period  of 
$40,705,  or  a  percentage  of  loss  amounting  to  4.8  per  cent.  That 
itself  does  indicate  that  the  industry  is  in  a  sorry  plight,  but 
I  would  point  out  that  the  gross  .sales  of  the  Hiiiview  Co.  for 
the  period  from  1922  to  1928  are  shown  in  a  table  which  I  have 
here.  While  it  is  true  the  table  shows  a  decline  in  total  output 
between  1922  and  1928  the  figures  are  of  relative  value  only 
provided  it  can  be  shown  that  at  the  same  time  imports  in- 
creased in  corresponding  ratio.  The  gross  sales  of  the  Uiilview 
Co.  in  those  six  years  were,  starting  with  1922,  in  round  num- 
bers, as  follows :  $171,000,  $103,000,  $142,000.  $130,000,  $115,000, 
$82,000,  $99,000,  respectively. 

With  respect  to  wages  and  salaries  it  is  of  interest  to  note  in 
1928  the  UiUview  Co.  paid  in  salaries  and  wages,  exclusive  of 
compensjition  of  oflBcers,  the  sum  of  $42,826.08.  At  the  same 
time,  however,  it  paid  in  compen.satlon  to  oflicers.  and.  of  course, 
deducted  this  sum  in  its  income-tax  return,  $12,940.50.  Thus  in 
the  case  of  this  company,  while  wages  represente<l  approxi- 
mately 42  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  output,  the  salaries  paid 
to  oflacers  approximated  more  than  13  per  cent,  or  practically 
one^third.  of  the  wages  paid  to  labor.  For  the  year  1927  wages 
and  salaries  were  $40,829.96,  or  approximately  48  per  cent,  com- 
pared with  compensation  to  officers  of  $12,940.50,  or  approxi- 
mately 14  per  cent. 

In  1928  wages  and  salaries  were  $59,000,  or  approximately  48 
per  cent,  while  compensation  to  oflScers  was  $8,600,  or  ai^roxi- 
mateiy  6  per  cent.  In  1925  wages  and  salaries  were  $48,750,  or 
approximately  37  per  cent,  while  officers  drew  compensation  of 
$6,200.  or  5  per  cent  In  1924  wages  and  salaries  were  $45,400. 
or  approximately  32  per  cent,  and  compensation  of  officers  was 
$8,600,  or  approximately  6  per  cent.  In  1923  wages  and  salaries 
were  $32,400,  or  32  per  cent,  compared  with  compensation  of 
oflk>ers  of  $7,500,  or  approximately  7  per  cent.  In  1922  wages 
and  salaries  were  $41,600,  or  approximately  24  per  cent,  and 
compensation  of  officers  was  $12,900,  or  approximately  7  per 
cent. 

What  I  want  to  point  out.  Mr.  President,  l>*  that  it  is  of 
interest  at  least  to  note  that  although  there  has  been  a  gradual 
Increase  in  the  ratio  of  wages  between  the  years  1922  and  1928, 
at  the  same  time  the  ratio  of  salaries  paid  to  officers  has  been 
comparable  with  the  exception,  perhaps,  of  only  one  year,  so 
that  for  erery  dollar  of  increased  wages  paid  to  the  laborers,  the 
company  had  generously  rewarded  its  officers  by  increased  com- 
pensation ail  along  tlie  line,  and  this  in  the  face  of  the  alleged 
depression  growing  upon  the  industry  year  after  year,  of  which 
we  have  heard  so  much.  It  Is  more  pertinent  to  know,  perhaps, 
that  the  salaries  to  oflicers  may  be  regarded  In  a  large  sense 
as  net  profits  which,  however,  the  company  is  able,  perhaps, 
skillfully  to  obscure  under  thhi  title. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  NYE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  Does  the  Senator  contend  that  the  salaries  of  the 
officers  are  excessive?  Does  he  think  7  per  cent  is  an  excessive 
amount  to  pay  officers? 

Mr.  NYE.  An  industry  that  has  lost  in  production  In  the  last 
six  years  the  way  the  shingle  industry  has,  certainly  has  not 
the  occasion  and  has  not  the  justification  to  pay  the  high  salaries 
that  are  being  paid  in  that  business  when  it  is  going  fuU  blast 

Mr.  DILL.  Does  not  the  Senator  realise  that  the  work  of 
the  oflicers  to  make  their  company  pay  is  often  far  more  burden- 
some and  deserves  more  pay  at  a  time  when  they  are  losing 
money  than  when  they  are  making  money? 

Mr.  NYE.    Oh,  no. 

*^"  ^U^  ^°®^  °***  ^^  Senator  realize  that  the  struggle 
of  the  oflicers  to  try  to  make  the  business  pay  justifies  their 
receiving  a  decent  salary? 

if*  ST^'    N®  •  I  <*o  not  »«ree  with  that  statement. 
Mr.  DILL    I  do  not  believe  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
can  turn  to  any  other  line  of  business  and  find  so  smaU  a  per- 
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«ntace  of  the  gross  sales  used  In  the  paj-ment  of  salaries  of  o^ 
^S  S  Se  shingle  industry.  I  think  it  Is  a  remarkably  low 
amount  that  is  being  paid  for  ^ilaries  of  officers. 

Mr  NYE  Let  us  take  the  case  of  another  company  wnicn 
is  uied^th  the  wmpanies  which  have  lost  excessively  during 
Se  last  six  years.  iS  returns  of  this  company  are  found  at 
Jige  {S4  I^shall  not  mention  the  name  ^'.^^^  S^S?SS''or  0 19 
Jompanv  shows  a  net  loss  in  the  6-yecr  period  of  fS.W  or  0.19 
Je^Sni  of  loss  in  that  period.  But  the  president  of  this  com- 
pany before  the  Senate  l^nance  Committee  last  summer  testified 
5,at  hts  company  was  losing  money  in  recent  y^^lt^^J^^^^. 
the  past  five  years  they  made  a  profit  only  in  1»^.  J^^'^f^ 
their  income-tax  return  for  that  parUcular  year  shows  them 
credited  with  a  loss  of  $2,327. 

But  that  is  hardly  the  point  I  want  to  make  The  potot  I  do 
want  to  make  is  that  the  income-tax  returns  do  not  bear  ^t- 
r^  necessarily  to  the  actual  cotiditlon  prevailing  ;»  t^^  f  *"^«; 
manufacturing  industry.  To  make  that  clear  I  ^'Jf J^%P^^^ 
«tif  thut  this  same  company  which  claims  a  loss  tnrougn  me 
TseTieHo^  oT$5.W  wh^  it  comes  to  make  presenta  ion  of 
L  status  to  its  bankers  and  to  its  credit  houses-a^d  in  t^ 
Mse  to  R  O.  Duu  &  Oo.-quite  forgot  the  losses  it  suffered 
S^ng  that  period.  I  would  point  out  that  thLs  company  whkh 
through  a  6-year  period  in  its  Income-tax  returns  sho^f  «  »^t 
loL  of  $5  070  in  ite  report  to  Dun  &  Co.  shows  that  in  1^  its 
iefworS  was  $16Y,76im  while  in  1928  its  net  worth  is  found 
to  have  increased  to  $230,746.87. 

In  the  face  of  that  fart  what,  if  anything,  do  these  income-tax 
retm-us  in  t?e  <^S  of  the  shingle-manufacturing  industry  mean? 
To  me  tkey  no^^^r  mean  anything.  To  me  they  appeal  oidy 
as  r^demons^niUorof  a  situation  that  does  not  wholly  exist 
f  would^?nt  out,  Mr.  President.  Umt  i^.^^^J  the  ^me  company 
LTde  Its^port  to  Dun  &  Co.  of  net  profits  of  $21,124.68  while  in 
Its  income-tax  return  it  showed  a  net  profit  of  $<,ldy. 
***I^m  nSloiS  to  dwell  any  longer  upon  that  subject,  but  aer- 
Uinly  1?  d^  appear  that  the  income-tax  returns  are  demon_ 
8?rat^  as  having^ bearing  and  no  meaning  in  connecUon  ^ith 
tariff  consideration  at  this  time. 

¥h'e  PRESID^lU'^OFt'lCm    Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr  mLL    Y^^e  It,  then,  that  the  Senator  believ^  that  the 
S<^ate  to  aking  for  the  Incom^tax  returns,  was  merely  wasting 

"^Mr'^NYE.  Oh,  no;  not  at  aU.  I  think  they  are  of  exceeding 
grSt' value  but  we  liust  take  them  all  with  a  grain  of  salt  and 
wTth  somrmeasure  of  understanding  of  how  the  game  is  played. 
Mr  DIlX.  I  am  very  much  interested  in  the  Senators  at- 
tempt to  explain  away  the  losses,  but  I  do  not  agree  with  him. 
Mr  NSB  A  company  that  shows  in  its  income-tax  returns  a 
nrnflV  of  over  $5  000  and  then  in  its  demonstration  to  the  credit 
Sous^  shZI  rprofl?of  $15,000  or  $20,000  or  $30,000.  certainly 
expitfns  away  the  demom^traUon  made  In  the  income-tax  returns 
which  are  filed  by  It. 

Mr.  COUZEN8.     Mr.  President ^     „       *      ^         xj  „*», 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 
Mr   NYEl.     I  yield 

Mr'  COUZENS.  I  know  the  Senator  wants  to  be  V^rtectly 
fai7  '  I  think  lie  ought  to  point  out  that  the  returns  made  in  the 
income-tax  retunis  are  realisable  returns  while  returns  made 
toa  banker  might  not  be  realizable  returns,  but  rather  a  writ- 
ing up  of  values  without  any  realization  of  actual  profits. 

Mr  NYE  Yes;  but  a  study  of  the  returns  relating  to  this 
particular  company  discloses  that  there  is  an  item  in  their  in- 
bome-tax  return  of  "all  other  deductions"  In  the  year  1928, 
amounting  to  $31,435.72,  and  taking  the  six  years  and  tJie  d^- 
onstraUon  of  all  deducUons  in  those  six  years,  they  total  $158.- 
000  of  deductions  unexplained,  deducUons  which,  if  we  knew  of 
them  and  knew  what  they  were,  might  better  enable  us  to 
determine  the  real  plight  of  the  shingle  manufacturers  as  dem- 
onstrated In  those  returns. 

Mr.  STBIWER.    Mr.  President ^     „       ,      ^         ^^  ^^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  North 


5491 


-}i 


Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  NYE.     I  yield.  ^  ^^ 

Mr  STEIWER.  Can  the  Senator  tell  me  whether  the  con- 
cern now  being  discussed  Is  one  that  owns  its  own  timber? 

Mr.  NYE.  I  understand  it  is  not.  I  think  the  Senator  would 
know  bettCT  as  to  that  if  he  would  refer  to  the  particular  com- 
pany in  the  returns. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  I  have  not  the  returns  here  and  I  am  not 
able  to  identify  it  by  the  page  referei»ce  which  the  Senator 
gave.  I  was  wondering  if  the  Senator  is  in  a  position  to  tell  tne 
Senate  the  method  of  accountancy  required  in  tbe  set-up  under 


the  Internal  revenue  law  and  whether  of  not  the  fetanw  show 
the  actual  profits  of  the  current  y^r  for  which  the  return  is 
made. 

Mr.  NYE.     Of  course  they  do  not.  _,  k-  »^^^  - 

Mr.  STisrWER  And  whether  or  not  It  i9  influenced  ^  appre- 
dation  or  depreciation  or  loss,  as  tbe  case  may  be,  or  deplertoo 
occasioned  from  the  cutting  away  or  removal  and  use  of  tlmben 
I  ask  that  question  because  in  making  proper  announcement  ol 
any  of  these  income-tax  returns  respecting  any  timber  or  lumber 
company  whatever,  unless  we  have  information  concerning  that 
fact,  we  wUl  not  be  able  to  draw  any  proper  or  safe  conclusion 
as  to  profits  or  loss. 

Mr  NYE  That  is  quite  true.  Let  me  refer  again  to  the  case 
of  the  company  we  have  been  discussing.  We  have  »*««>« ^J 
to  Influence  us,  if  it  can  be  made  to  so  do,  a  demonstration  that 
this  companrthrough  a  6-year  period  suffered  a  net  lo^  of 
$5,076,  and  yet  we  find  in  their  report  to  R.  G.  ^*  ^-  * 
demonstiation  of  an  Increase  in  the^net  w^^  from  19^  to 
1928  of  the  difference  between  $161,000  and  $230,000.  That  js 
the  increase  in  their  net  worth  Uirough  that  period,  when  they 
SI  dem^Jtrating  to  us  and  when  we  are  being  appealed  to  to 
believe  that  they  are  in  a  deplorable  condition. 

Mr  STEIWER.  Let  me  make  a  further  suggestion  in  con- 
necti^  with  the  same  matter,  stUl  reiterating  that  I  do  not 
know  the  identity  of  the  company  and  <*«  "^^  know  anything 
about  its  business.  They  might  own  a  valuable  factorj,  they 
Sght  own  water  frontage,  loading  facUiUes,  or  something  of 
that  character,  the  property  being  subject  to  reappraisement  It 
seems  to  me  entirely  consistent  that  the  company  might  claim  an 
^p^iation  of  its  general  worth  and  still  on  its  acmal  opew- 
tious  lose  KubstanUal  sums  of  money  by  reason  of  the  demoral- 
SS  coSiUon  of  the  shingle  market  Therefore  let  me  suggest 
to  the  Senator  that,  unless  we  can  have  some  information  as  to 
the  r^SoTfor  the  depreciation  and  also  the  reason  for  the  re- 
^tt^oii  it  is  at  feast  of  iittle^point  to  critic^  the  retu^- 
or  the  figures  or  to  draw  conclusions  to  the  effect  that  tuese 
D^Dle  a^  artually  making  money.  I  say  that  because,  although 
Ho  not^ow  the  particular  concern,  I  do  know  that,  generally 
spe^ng.  It  Is  the  understanding  everywhere  in  the  Northwest 
S^ho^  engaged  in  this  industry  are,  with  a  few  exceptions, 

all  losing  substantial  sums  of  money.  

Mr  NYE.  Mr.  President,  if  we  are  to  write  a  tariff  osten- 
siblyfor  the  purpose  of  aUeviating  the  ^epref^^n  existing  in 
the  shingle  manufac^ring  industry,  let  ««  ^^^^T^i"  "^f,  ^."^ 
reac*  those  manufacturers?  Would  they  enjoy  the  benefit  of  It. 
or  rather  would  the  benefit  accrue  to  those  who  are  sell  ng 
to  the  manufarturers  timber  from  which  they  are  manufarturlng 
the  shingles?  My  contention  is  that  a  tariff  on  ?l»ingles  would 
help;  intS  main,  the  owners  of  the  cedar  timber,  and  those 
owners  alone. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr,  President ^     „       ^      *_.      i^^^v 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington  ? 
Mr.  NYE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr  DILL.    Since  that  subject  came  up  on  yesterday  I  have 

secured  some  further  Information.    I  want  to  call  attention  to 

oTfact  that  there  are  to-day  about  6,000  ownere  of  timberland 

In  the   State  of  Washington   containing  cedar,   and  probably 

more  than  that  in  the  State  of  Oregon.    At  P^«f»;.^'«  *«* 

from  26  to  80  large  timber-owning  companies,  but  there  ar®  * 

tremendous  number  of  owners  of  small  trarts  of  timber,  and  the 

timber  owners  are  to  a  large  extent  dependent  upon  the  sm^l 

mills     If  we  shall  foUow  the  course  which  the  Senator  said  we 

Siould  adopt  m  this  case,  then  aU  the  «»»*»  ^«^i«  ^"  J^  ^^Jj^l 

out  of  business,  and  a  few  big  mills  must  handle  tbe  entire 

nroducUon.    Of  course,  every  small  owner  will  dertve  a  benefit 

WflSse^S  the  fart  that  In  the  Northwestern  States  practically 

e^ry  farm  has  been  paid  for  largely  by  the  quantity  of  timber 

wmch  the  farmers  have  sold  off.  and  they  expect  to  continue  to 

Improve  their  land  by  selling  mwe  of  t|f i'-.^Vf  **/v.3?*iL,^ 

dependent  almost  entirely  upon  the  small  mills     I  have  yet  to 

undTersti^d  why  the  Senator  contlnuaUy  says  that  a  tariff  on 

SiIngU«  wUrtenefit  only  the  large  timber  owners  in  face  rt^ 

?he  fart  that  when  we  had  a  tariff  on  shingles  the  small  milUi 

"Mr  ^NYr'^Mr.  President,  we  went  over  that  ground  I 
thought  quite  thoroughly  yesterday.  However,  along  that  line 
1  w"fh  toVl^t  out  to  the  Senate  at  this  time  a  ^w  facts  with 
relation  to  the  large  map  which  hangs  on  the  rear  wall  of  tbe 
S^naTcham^r  afd  the^hart  that  accompanies  It  T^  map 
was  furaished,  Mr.  President  by  Porteoas  k  Co.,  forest  eng^- 
ri«  ^Seattle.  Wash.  If  they  are  ^^^^J^^"^^^  ^L* 
aWe  I  should  certainly  Uke  to  know  of  It  at  this  time.  My 
Snderstanding,  however.  Is  that  they  are  a  firm  of  the  highest 

TJ^DILL.  WIU  the  Senator  give  tbe  date  when  that  Inlor- 
matlon  was  secured? 


i'' 
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Mr.  NTH.    It  WM«ecnred  last  spring. 

Mr.  DILXt.    The  map  was  rwt  secured,  then,  was  it? 

Mr.  NYE.  The  Information  contaliwJ  on  that  map  is  np  to 
March  1,  1929. 

Mr.  DILL.  If  any  engineer  says  that  the  Weyerhflci!««er  Co. 
owns  fX>  per  cent  of  the  standing  timber,  that  is  a  misstatement. 

Mr.  NYB.  Let  me  explain  that  point.  It  will  be  explained 
by  a  readinir  of  the  letter  which  accompanied  the  map,  the  letter 
being  from  Porteuns  &  Co.    It  is  as  follows : 

Poaraors  ft  Co., 

Eloa.  OasALo  P.  Ntb. 

aenmtt  Of/lee  BuUSing,  WasMnfftom,  D.  C. 

DCAi  8BMATOK  Ntb  :  I  am  sending  you  herewith  a  large  wall  map 
of  tbe  western  part  of  the  State  of  Waahington  ahowlng  in  colors  the 
atate  of  this  land  with  mpect  to  forest  growth  and  the  ownership  of 
lands  tlnbered. 

This  map  was  compiled  from  material  secured  from  the  county  tax 
records  of  tb«  respective  counties  as  of  March  1,  1929.  The  data  have 
to  a  considerable  extent  been  checked  by  field  Inspection  and  I  have  per- 
sonally been  keeping  annual  record«i  for  the  last  10  years,  compiling 
each  year  a  record  of  the  lands  lugged  over  during  the  preceding  12 
months. 

Because  of  the  anbstantlal  sise  of  operation  necessary  to  log  timber  in 
the  interior  of  Washington,  the  long  rail  haul,  the  necesHity  of  con. 
Stroctlng  extensive  privately  own«>d  logging  railroads,  and  other  factors, 
It  Is  not  practical  for  Individual  owners  to  operate  on  small  and  scat- 
tered tracts  of  timber.  Therefore  In  cases  where  ownership  does  not 
consist  of  a  solid  block,  but.  for  example,  of  alternate  sections,  the  re- 
maining timber  being  held  by  Individual  owners,  this  control  of  the 
"  tntlre  area  la  practically  assured  the  large  Individual  owner. 

The  data  secored  and  shown  on  the  map  indicate  that  the  large 
owners  of  timber  and  their  approximate  holdings  are  roaghly  as  fol- 
lows (it  ahoold  be  understood  that  in  somn  cases  the  total  does  not 
Indicate  ownership  necessarily,  but  substantially  control  either  through 
ownership,  location  of  operation,  and  character  of  near-by  timber)  : 

Per  cent 

Weyerhaeascr  Timber  Co.  and  aasoclated  ioterests 60 

MIfwankee  Land  Co 8 

LeniF-Bell  lumber  Co 6 

St.  Paul  A  Tai-oma  Lumber  Co . 5 

Bloed<>l-L*onovan  Lumber  Mills 4 

Northern  Pacific  Ry.  Co _ 4 

Maaon  County  Logging  Co.  and  aasoclated  interests 3-^ 

Charles  R.  Mct^ormick  Lumber  Co IKL 

Scattered  ownership  and  Slate  lands 8\4-Ov4 

Yuuis  very  truly, 

NOKIIAM    PORTBODS. 

I  H^k  to  have  incorporated  In  the  Rbcobo  at  this  point  in  my 
remarks  an  exptanatkm  of  the  large  map  which  hangs  on  the 
wall. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Without  objection,  tt  is  so 
ord^^red. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

^  LBaEJfO    or    THK    WALL    UAP    I.X    THK    SK.yATS    CRAlOnt 

Xeeording  to  a  survey  made  thin  year  by  forest  engineers,  there  remain 
\^.^tSi  16  counties  of  western  Washington  commercial  stands  of  privately 
owned  timber  on  2.367,943  acres.  This  timber  Is  being  logged  off  at  the 
rate  of  147.000  acres  per  year  which  at  the  present  rate  of  cutting, 
assuming  that  the  entire  forest  stand  can  be  utilised,  will  entirely  de- 
plete tbe  remnlnlng  private  resources  in  10  years. 

Tb«  checkered  colored  portions  of  tbi«  map  show  the  remaining  timber 
In  private  bands  in  western  Waahington.  Different  colors  show  owner- 
ship and  bow  control  of  raw  material  for  the  shingle  and  lumber  industry 
la  coBcentratsd. 

The  percentagso  controlled  by  various  groups  are  as  follows : 

Per  cent 

Weyerhaeuser  Timber  Ca  and  associated  Interests 60 

Milwaukee  Lead  Co g 

LoBf-Bell  Lumber  Co 6 

at.  Panl  *  Taeooa  Lumber  Co 5 

Bloedcl-Ooaoran  Lumber  Mills 4 

Northern  Padflc  Railway 4 

Mason  Cooaty  Logging  Co.  and  associated  Interests S 

Charles  B.  McCoralcfe  Lumber  Co \i/L 

Scattered  owaenhip  and  State  lands 8^ 

NoTB. — Seventy  per  cent  of  the  ahlngle  and  cedar  lumber  mills  In  the 
Puget  Sound  area  are  log-buying  mills  and  buy  their  logs  on  the  open 
market. 

SpeaUng  speciflailly  of  the  Poget  Sound  region  which  must  be  con. 
sMersd  separately,  the  picture  is  striking.  The  total  log  output  into 
Facet  Sound  Is  la  Che  nsMrhhtirhood  of  2,000,000.000  feet  annually.  Only 
four  major  lumber  campanles  operating  in  this  region  are  in  a  poeltloB 
te  supply  the— fives  with  raw  materials  for  their  own  operations  for 
any  length  oC  time.  These  are  the  Bloedel-Donovan  Lumber  Mills, 
Charies  E.  McOsnalck.  Weyerhaeuser  Timber  Co..  and  the  St.  Paul  A 
Tacoeaa  Timber  Co.  Practically  aU  other  lumber  saannfiactnrera  are 
dependent  oa  the  epea  loc  sMrkat  for  their  log  supply. 
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It  is  reliably  stated  that  logging  companies  which  now  supply  40  per 
cent  of  the  log  market  will  be  out  of  business  in  less  than  Ave  years  due 
to  the  rxhaustion  of  timber.  At  the  present  time  the  concentration  of 
timber  ownership  and  logging  control  is  so  great  as  to  practically  place 
control  of  the  log  roarlcet  In  the  bands  of  less  than  10  unified  groups. 
Wltlt  the  companies  which  are  now  reaching  the  end  of  their  resources 
out  of  buslu^'as  the  larger  groups  will  have  a  virtual  monopidy  of  the 
Puget  Sound  log  market.  ?xcept  to  the  extent  to  which  an  unrestricted 
supply  of  logs  from  British  Columbia  7lU  tend  to  keep  an  open  and  fair 
market. 

Details  of  tbe  ownership  of  this  timber  as  disclosed  by  the  m&p  and 
the  rate  at  which  it  is  being  cat  ure  as  follows  : 

1.  Very  little  logging  is  now  l)eing  done  in  Whatcom  County.  The 
mly  large  stand  of  high-jn-adc  timbor  in  this  county  (600,000,000  feet) 
IS  owned  by  the  Sound  Timber  Co.,  an  affiliated  Weyerhaeuser  organlsa- 
:ion.  Most  of  tbe  remaining  timber  is  held  by  small  owners  in  scattered 
:racts  and  is  in  rough  mountainous  country. 

2.  Tbe  total  timber  stand  in  Skagit  County  is  estimated  at  5,500,000.- 
)00  feet.  The  Sound  Timber  Co. — Weyerhaeuser  affiliated— holds  about 
!,000,000,000  feet. 

3.  The  Lyman  Timber  Co.  holds  about  500,000.000  feet  In  Skagit 
:^unty,  which  Is  being  logged  at  the  rate  of  50,000.000  feet  a  year. 

4.  The  English  Lumber  Co.  holds  about  500,000,000  feet  In  Skagit 
bounty,  largely  hemlock  and  cedar,  being  logged  at  the  rate  of  50,000,000 
eet  a  year. 

5.  E.  K.  Wood  Lumber  Co.  holds  about  500.000,000  feet  In  Skagit 
bounty  on  which  they  have  not  yet  started  logging. 

6.  Bloedel-Donovan  Lumber  Mills  owns  about  250.000,000  feet  In 
ikagit  County. 

7.  The  remaining  timber  in  Skagit  County  is  in  scattered  ownership. 

8.  Kenyon  Lumber  Co.  owns  500,000,000  feet  In  Snohomish  County. 
<(ot  yet  operating. 

0.  Sauk  Lumber  Co.,  one  of  the  Butler  affiliated  companies,  Is  operat- 
ng  In  a  tract  of  about  1.000.000,000  feet  In  Snohomish  County,  which 
at  the  present  rate  of  operation  will  last  l.'**  years. 

10.  Monroe  Logging  Co. — Butler  nnilated  company — hold  about  250.- 
100,000  feet  of  timber  in  Snohomish  County,  and  through  their  location 
lave  best  access  to  500.000,(KX)  feet  more,  which  they  are  logging  at  the 
•ate  of  75,000,000  feet  a  year. 

11.  Miller  Logging  Co.  holds  about  200.000,000  feet  in  Snohomish 
I'ounty  and  has  best  access  to  another  200,000.000  feet  of  Weyerhaeuser 
I  imber. 

12.  Wallace  Falls  Timber  Co.  owns  about  200,000.000  feet  in  Snobom- 
ah  County.     This  company  is  closely  connected  with  the  Butler  logging 

I  nterests. 

13.  Snoqualmie  Falls  Lumber  Co. — Weyerhaeuser  Co.— -owns,  and 
through  location  controls  approximately  7,000.000^)00  feet  In  King 
I  'onnty. 

14.  White  River  Lumber  Co.,  together  with  Weyerhaeuser  companies, 
lave  about  4.000.000,000  feet  of  timber  In  King  and  Pierce  Counties. 

15.  Buckley  Logging  Co.  is  operating  on  a  tract  of  100,000,000  feet 
n  King  and  Pierce  Counties,  which  it  is  cutting  at  the  rate  of  50,000,000 
*et  a  year. 

16.  Manley  Moore  Co.  is  logging  a  tract  of  250.000.000  feet  of  North- 
i>rn  Pacific  timberland  in  Pierce  County,  cutting  at  the  rate  of  50,000,- 
1 100  feet  a  year. 

17.  St.  Paul  k  Tacoma  Lumber  Co.  own  or  control  a  block  of  about 
1,000.000,000  feet  In  Pierce  County. 

18.  Cascade  Timber  Co.  operate  on  a  tract  of  200,000,000  feet  In 
Merce  County,  purchased  from  Weyerbat-user,  which  It  is  cutting  ut  the 

1  ate  of  100,000.000  feet  a  year. 

19.  West  Fork  Logging  Co.  is  logging  a  tract  of  Northern  Pacific 
limber  In  Pierce  County  containing  approximately  1.000.000,000  feet. 

20.  Weyerhaeuser  Timber  Co.  owns  and  controls  about  9.000,000,000 
I  eet  of  timber  in  Pierce  and  Tbunton  Counties,  which  is  being  cut  at 
I  he  rate  of  250,000,000  feet  a  year. 

21.  Carlisle  Lumber  Co.  owns  about  1,000,(»00.000  f»-et  In  Thurston 
:'oanty.  which  it  Is  cutting  at  the  rate  of  70,000.000  feet  a  year. 

22.  Milwaukee  Land  Co.  owns  about  1.000.000.000  feet  of  timber  In 
>wis  County,  which  it  is  holding  for  sale. 

2.^.  Weyerhaeuser  Timber  Co.  owns  and  controls  tbe  bigg<>st  and 
)est  body  of  timber  in  the  State,  which  totals  15,000.000.000  feet,  and 
irhich  will  be  cut  at  the  rate  of  300,000,000  to  400,000,000  feet  a  year. 
Lewis  County.) 

24.  Schafer  Bros.  Logging  Co.  own  about  1.000.000.000  feet,  which 
lit  the  present  rate  of  cutting  will  List  about  four  years.  (Lewi* 
I  bounty. ) 

25.  Charles  R.  MoCormIck  Lumber  Co.  have  about  600,000,000  feet 
n  Cowllts  and  Lewis  Counties,  which  they  are  cutting  at  the  rate  of 
00.000.000  feet  a  year. 

26.  U>ng-Bell  Lumber  Co.  own  about  6,000.000.000  feet  in  Cowllta 
Tounty    and    Lewis    County,    which    they    are    cutting    at    the    rate    of 

1 .00.000,000  feet  a  year. 

27.  In  Clark  County  there  is  practically  no  timber  remaining  in 
,  fflrate  hands. 
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28  In  Wahkiakum  County  the  remaining  timber  is  all  owned  by 
Crown  Wllllamette  Paper  Co.,  and  Is  used  by  them  for  pulp. 

29  In  Pacific  County  the  Weyerhaeuser  Timber  Co.  owns  or  «>«««>»» 
more'  than  60  per  cent  of  the  total  timber  In  private  hands,  the  homings 
being  about  15,500,000,000  feet.  The  remaining  timber  U  owned  by 
small  owners  and  the  State. 

30.  Mason  County  Logging  Co.  owns  about  1.250.000,000  feet  In 
Grays  Harbor  and  Thurston  Counties.  (Affiliated  with  Simpson  Logging 
Co.  and  Phoenix  Logging  Co.) 

31.  Clemons  Logging  Co.  (Weyerhaeuser  Co.)  operating  on  a  tract 
of  2.0(K>.000,000  feet,  cutting  at  the  rate  of  250,000,000  feet  a  year  in 
Grays  Uarbor  and  Pacific  Counties. 

32.  Saginaw  Timber  Co.  (Weyerhaeuser  associate)  operating  on  tract 
of  600,000.000  feet  in  Graya  Harbor  County.  ,^  ,^^  ,,^  ,    *  »# 

33    Weyerhaeuser  Timber  Co.  owns  or  controls  2.500.000.000  feet  of 

*nrsir'Brorrnrbouf3rc;;oS^oreet  m  Mason  county,  which 

^'T<^:.\::V:i::jTc..  (connected  With  Miller  Logging  Co.)  own 
about  200.000,000  feet  in  Mason  County. 

36.  Simpson  Logging  Co.  (affiliated  with  Mason  Joun^  J^^»°^  ^o^ 
and  Phoenix  Logging  Co.)  own  approximately  1,500.000,000  feet  in 
Mason  and  Grays  Harbor  Counties.  ^^„  .  ^  .     /,       -it., 

37.  Poison  Logging  Co.  owns  about  1.500.000,000  feet  in  Grays  Har- 
bor County.      (Associated  with  Merrill-Ring.)  „     y^, 

38    Donovan  &  Corckery  own  about  150,000,000  feet  in  Grays  Harbor 
County  and  have  best  access  to  150.000.000  feet  of  Weyerhaeuser  tim- 
ber  which  they  will  cut  out  within  three  years,  „       » 
"•'^"cispus  hogging  CO.  own  about  lOO'^OO-OOO J-t  In  KUsap^Countr 

40.  Charles  R.  McCormlck  Lumber  Co.  owns  about  400,000,000  leet  m 
Kitsap  and  Mason  Counties.  ^       * 

41    Stlmson  Timber  Co.  owns  50.000.000  feot  In  Mason  County. 

42'.  Riverside  Timber  Co.  own  800.000,000  feet  In  Kitsap  and  Mason 

^°4:r'rh.H>nlx  Logging  Co.  (associated  with  Mason  County  Logging  and 
Simpson  Logging  Cos.)   own  about  1,000.000.000  feet  In  Mason  County. 

44    Canal  lagging  Co.  owns  about  100,000.000  feet  In  Mason  County. 

45!  Mccormick  Lumber  Co.  have  about  1.000,000,000  feet  In  eastern 

Jefferson  County. 

46.  Crescent  Logging  Co.  (affiliated  Butler  concern)  owns  and  con- 
trols about  1,000,000.000  feet  in  Jefferson  County.  __  ^^^  ,_^  ,     ^.  , 

47,  Merrill  &  Ring  own  and  control  about  1,000.000,000  feet  In  Clal- 
lam and  Jefferson  Counties. 

48  Milwaukee  Land  Co.  owns  about  7.500.000.000  feet  In  Jefferson 
and  Clallam  Counties.     (Subsidiary  of  Milwaukee  Railway.) 

49.  BUxKlel  Donovan    Lumber    Mills   own    about    3.000,000.000   feet   in 

^^5o"ueurri^rson  Lumber  Co.  owns  about  700.000.000  feet  In  Clal- 

'""l^C^i^nt   Lumber  Co.    (Butler  affiliated)   about  1,000,000.000  feet 

*"6^'"wrshl^gt"on'Pulp   *    Paper   Co.    o*n    about    700.000.000    feet    In 

Clallam  County.  .    ,  .,        ,         .,.  »• 

While  tbe  Information  given  In  the  above  tabulation  Is  not  exactly 
accurate  because  It  necessarily  denls  with  private  Information  which 
can   not   be  secured   from  any   public   records,   it  does  give  a  generally 


correct  and  characterisUc  picture  of  the  timber  ownership  situation  is 
Waahington  Many  of  the  Individual  logging  companies  listed  operate 
as  part  of  a  group  which  is  held  together  through  Interlocking  stockhold- 
ers, officers,  long-term  contracia,  and  other  similar  business  understand- 
ings. This  permits  even  closer  control  than  would  be  indicated  by  con- 
sidering the  ownership  of  each  individual  company.  For  example,  only 
approximately  40,000,000.000  feet  of  timber  is  held  in  the  name  of  the 
Weyerhaeuser  Timber  Co..  but  subsidiary  corporsUons,  aflUiated  groups, 
and  logging  companies  operating  on  Weyerhaeuser  lands  operate  on  long- 
term  contracts  which  permit,  to  a  large  degree,  Weyerhaeuser  control, 
raise  the  Weyerhaeuser  total  In  excess  of  60.000.000.000  feet.  Other 
examples  are  as  follows : 

Phoenix  Logging  Co.,  Simpson  Logging  Co.,  and  Maaon  County  lag- 
ging Co.,  which  operate  substantially  under  unified  control,  hold  to- 
gether three  and  three-fourths  billion  feet  of  timber. 

Substantial  unified  control  of  the  Lyman  Timber  Co..  Sauk  Blver 
Lumber  Co.,  Monroe  Logging  Co.,  Sultan  Railway  k  Timber  Co.,  Crescent 
Timber  Co..  and  Wallace  Falls  Logging  Co.  place  under  one  director 
4,450,000,000  feet  of  timber. 

The  Poison  Logging  Co.  and  the  Merrill  k  Ring  together  control 
two  and  one-half  billion  feet  of  timber.  Other  large  holders  are: 
Milwaukee  Land  Co..  8.500.000,000  feet :  Long-Bell  Lumber  Co..  6.000.- 
000  000  feet  •  St.  Paul  k  Tacoma  Lumber  Co..  5,000.000,000  feet ; 
Bloedel-Donovan  Lumber  Mills.  3,250,000,000  feet ;  Chas.  R.  McCormlck 
Lumber  Co.,  2,000,000,000  feet:  Schafer  Bros.  Logging  Co.,  1,350.- 
000.000  feet;  Carlisle  Lumber  Co.,  1.000,000.000  feet. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  in  this  connection  that  three  of  the  oat- 
standing  proponents  of  a  tariff  on  logs.  Mark  K.  Reed,  Joseph  L.  Irving, 
and  B.  W.  Condon,  represent  Interests  which  grouped  together  own  or 
control  in  excess  of  10,000,000.000  feet  of  standing  timber. 

The  above  refers  to  tbe  situation  in  Washington  in  general. 

CLAkXNca  L.  Bahb. 

Mr  NYB  The  map  and  the  letter  from  Porteous  &  Co.  dis- 
close the  percentage  of  timberland  held  by  holding  compenle* 
I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  It  is  not  necessarily  land  owned 
by  companies;  the  land  may  be  owned  by  associated  interests;  it 
may  be  owned  by  Individuals  who  are  first,  last,  and  all  the  time 
dependent  upon  the  operations  of  the  larger  timber  interests. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

Mr  NYE     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington, 

Mr'  DILL.  The  facts  of  the  matter  are,  ticcording  to  the 
men  in  charge  of  the  Weyerhaeuser  intereHts,  that  27  per  cent 
of  the  standing  timber  is  owned  by  those  interests  in  Washing- 
ton and  4  per  cent  in  Oregon,  instead  of  anything  like  80  per 
cent  What  the  Senator  states,  of  course,  Is  just  the  conclusions 
or  theory  of  these  engineers  as  to  the  control  of  the  timberlands, 
but  the  actual  ownership  of  the  Weyerhaeuser  Interests  was  27 
uer  cent  in  Washington  and  4  per  cent  in  Oregon. 

Mr  NYE.  I  have  a  table  giving  the  timber  acreage  in  west- 
ern Washington.  It  is  so  lengthy  that  I  am  not  going  to  take 
the  time  of  the  Senate  to  read  it,  but  I  do  want  it  made  a  part 
of  my  remarks  at  this  point,  and  I  send  It  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  it  will  be 
printed  in  the  Rkcord. 

The  table  referred  to  is  as  follows : 


Acreage        Acreage        AcnagP 
locged  from;loKged  from  logged  itam 


County 


Nfar.  1. 1919, 

to  Mar.  1, 

1923 


Whatcom ' 

Bkacit  1 

Bnonomish>... 

King 

Pierce 

Thurston 

Lewis 

Cowlitz 

Clarke 

Wahkiakum.. 

Pacific     

Oraye  Harbor. 

Mason 

Kitaap 

Jefferson » 

Clallam' 


Mar.  1. 1923, 


to  Mar. 
1924 


1. 


Mar.  1. 1934. 

to  Mar.  1, 

1925 


11.800 
27.880 
30,080 
40^060 
38.380 
21,730 
41,760 
14,000 
10,000 
16,000 
33,240 
83,880 
29.900 
2.000 
11.240 
15,040 


433,780 


6,400 

11,840 

9.610 

11.3(10 

11.040 

9,680 

13,360 

S,320 

3,180 

5,400 

11,880 

28,060 

10,800 

3,200 

2,120 

6,460 


ltt,730 


2,240 

ia370 

8,390 

lasoo 

7,720 

7,560 

19.880 

7,390 

2.480 

1.640 

8,300 

29,700 

15,930 

3,480 

1,640 

4,400 


Acreage 

logged  from 

Mar.  1. 1925, 

to  Mar.  1, 

1926 


141,930 


2,400 
7,850 
8,880 

iao4o 

10,330 

11,800 

13,920 

6,0S0 

1,940 

1,880 

7,880 

25,400 

9,040 

3,120 

3.760 

5,770 


.^crcatfc 

logged  from 

Mar.  1,1927, 

to  Mar.  1 

1927 


Acreage 

logged  from 

.Mar.  1. 1927, 

to  Mar.  1, 

1028 


128,580 


4.060 

9,360 

8,560 

14,040 

11,560 

10,880 

16,360 

10,330 

1,660 

2.475 

8,330 

27,090 

14,080 

4.990 

3,170 

.^640 


152,785 


1,380 

ia4oo 

^330 

17.840 

8.700 

11,530 

12.300 

8,090 

2.480 

2.240 

10.720 

10,080 
8,930 
3,800 

12,320 


Remaining 

privately 

owned 


Acreage 
locpred  from 

Mar.  1. 1928,|tlmberlands 
to  Mar.  1, 
1930 


oo  Mar.  1, 

1020 

(acres) 


152,180 


1,060 

7,756 

6,460 

13,660 

7.940 

12,860 

14,500 

10,034 

1.570 

3.360 

10,440 

34,880 

9,830 

4,940 

4.900 

18,760 


147,000 


74.330 
144.114 

67,360 
162,910 
186,840 

70,980 
414.330 
348,236 

11,690 

33.525 
272,130 
170.050 

6.1,150 

11,990 
129,960 
306,480 


Yean  of 

lofsine 
remaining 
on  basis  of 

acreage 

logged  in 

1038 


2,367.045 


70 

18 

12 

12 

23 

6 

28 

25 

8 

10 

26 

6 

• 

3 

27 

22 


16 


Western  Washington 

1  i,arge  percentage  of  remaining  timber  is  hemlock  on  rough,  mountainous  country. 

t  Large  perctntage  of  remaining  timlwr  is  hemlock.  «;..»,i„.,tn»,     Thp  amount  of  lands  timbered,  outside  of  the  national  forests,  was 

NOTE.-Thes.  figures  arc  an  impartial  story  of  the  true  timber  'rttu^Hon  ta  w^^^"  W«hm^^^^^  ,     «,    ^,^  j^^u.    This 

arrived  at  by  taking  lands  assessed  as  timberlands  and  then  checkmg  these  areas  m  'he  neia.    ^"5.' "IT!  _,  tup  timber  in  the  national  forests  is  pulpwood. 
^d  «?;«  8^5^  Iwrt^uii  life  to  the  iudustr>-  on  the  present  ^^^ ^tll^^^^i^^Z^T^l^y^     "^^^ ^^  »"•'  authentic  compilation  in  existenos  and  n»p- 

The  cut-ovor  areas  have  been  compiled  from  actual  logging  operations  and  recapitulations  maae  wwa  y  -^„^. 

resents  a  vast  amount  of  detail  work  each  year.  Pobteoos  4  t/O..  nrtM  iimt*ne€n, 

NOkHAR  POBTKOOB.   . 

Bkattlk.  Wash.,  Ju/y  ;,  l»t9. 
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Mr.  NTB.  Mr.  President  In  this  otise,  tin  has  been  clearly 
demonstrated  to  me,  the  ownership  of  the  large  timber  com- 
panies Is  OT  per  cent  of  the  whole.  Let  ns  say  that  only  50  per 
cent  of  the  timber  of  western  Washington  Is  held  by  eight  or 
nine  companies.  Then,  I  argue,  that  any  tariff  that  is  written 
upon  shingles  is  going  to  accrue  in  large  part  to  the  benefit  of 
those  eight  or  nine  companies.  How  badly  do  they  need  It? 
How  desperately  do  they  need  protection  upon  their  products? 
I  will  point  oat  that  the  income-tax  returns  of  the  logging  and 
timber  Intert^ts  as  furnished  to  us  by  the  Treasury  show  proflls 
at  the  rery  lowest  powdble  ebb.  In  the  case  of  15  companies 
during  the  yars  from  1922  to  1928,  Mr.  President,  a  percentage 
of  profit  each  and  every  year  is  shown.  lu  1922  that  group 
profit  was  20.1  per  cent ;  in  1923  it  wa.s  2C.4  per  cent ;  in  1924 
it  was  7.4  per  cent ;  In  1925  it  was  14.9  per  cent ;  in  1926  It  was 
1».4  per  cent ;  1927  It  was  15.4  per  cent ;  and  in  1929  It  is  15.1 
per  cent. 

Mr  DILL.    Mr.  President 

Mr   NYE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  DIIJ^  The  Senator  does  not  claim  that  those  are  shingle 
companies,  does  he? 

Mr.  NTE.  I  do  not.  bat  I  claim  that  these  are  the  owners  of 
timber  from  which  the  shingle  manufacturer  nrast  tray  his 
product  if  he  is  going  to  continue  mannfacturing  shingles. 

Mr.  DILL.  But  the  Senator  Is  familiar  with  tb«  report  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Rerenne  for  this  year  In  which  he 
•ekTts  117  Tvpresentatirt  lumtier  corporations  and  shows  that 
tbtir  loMsea  were  in  exeeas  of  Income  in  vrery  year  sine*  1922 
•zcept  1928. 

Mr.  NYB.    I  conffM  that  I  have  not  seen  that  ftatemeat 

Mr.  DILL.  I  placed  in  the  Kkxwd  yesterday  a  atatcnent  that 
the  OiH lector  of  Internal  Kevenoe  had  selected  87  representatire 
Istnber  coapMilae  In  the  Northwest  and  had  showed  that  la  all 
of  the  yean.  exetpC  1925.  there  waa  a  substantial  loaa,  and  In 
IK25  the  fvafit  waa  team  than  $8,000  per  firm.  It  seema  to  me 
that  the  OoMeiiasiooer  of  Internal  Berenne's  selection  of  87 
corporations  which  he  calla  represontatlTe  is  more  dependable 
than  a  list  of  aome  15  companies  that  happen  to  be  selected  from 
the  rrpurt  showing  income-tax  retama. 

Mr.  NTB.  AU  right ;  but  let  me  say  that  these  are  the  leading 
companlea  engaged  in  the  timber  business  in  western  Wash- 
ington. 

Mr.  DILL.  How  does  the  Senator  identify  than  aa  leading 
oompanica? 

Mr.  NYE.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  embarrass  me  at  this 
time  by  fording  a  disclosure  of  the  names. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  think  a  list  of  representatlYe  companies  is 
better  than  a  list  of  leading  companies. 

Mr.  NYB.  I  am  aure  that  this  la  a  list  of  repreaentative 
loggers  sind  timber  owners.  Here  we  have  a  demonstration, 
Mr.  l^resldent,  in  the  case  of  one  of  these  companies  in  the 
e-year  period  showing  gross  sales  of  186,000,000  and  a  profit  of 
1:^,000.000,  or  29.4  per  cent  for  their  six  years'  operations. 

lu  1928  this  company,  whose  record  in  so  far  as  the  income- 
tax  returns  are  concerned  is  diacloeed,  found  at  page  1813  of 
the  income-tax  returns,  had  gross  sales  of  $16,000,000  and  a 
profit  of  $4,365,000,  or  roughly  of  25  per  cent.  Tet,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, this  profit  accrued,  this  profit  was  created  after  that 
particular  company  had  charged  off  in  1928  in  taxes  paid,  for 
example,  $1,681,000;  after  charging  off.  if  you  please,  also  for 
depreciation  and  depletion  $l,277,00a  No,  Mr.  President ;  if  we 
muat  write  tariflls,  certainly  we  are  not  going  to  write  them 
for  pet>ple  who  are  getting  on  as  well  as  are  these  timber  loggers 
and  timber  oH-ners  at  this  time. 

Mr.  President,  I  hasten  to  conclude.  I  think  the  Senate  ought, 
by  all  meana,  to  oppose  a  duty  on  ahingles.  It  ought  to  be 
opposed,  because  tlie  shingle  imlustry  wouM  not  profit  by  it. 
but  the  timber  owners,  in  all  probability,  would  be  those  who 
profit,  and  the  timber  owners  do  not  need  it.  Where  shingles 
were  protected  in  years  gone  by  by  a  tariff  production  Is  shown 
to  haye  Hll&x  off.  It  fell  off  in  three  years  something  like 
aooo.000,000  ahlnglea. 

Mr.  President,  we  ought  to  oppose  a  duty  on  shingles  because 
a  tariff  will  only  hasten  the  depletion  of  a  resource  which  is 
rapidly  TaniAlng.  The  same  engineers  who  have  prepiired 
the  map  on  the  waD  and  the  figurea  accompanying  It  have 
demonstrated  alao  that  if  logging.  lumbering,  and  manufacturing 
operations  shall  continue  in  future  years  as  they  have  la  the 
past  year  and  on  the  same  scale  as  during  the  past  year  it 
will  be  only  a  matter  of  16  years  before  the  forests  of  Wash- 
ington and  Oregon  will  be  depleted. 

Third,  we  ought  to  oppoae  a  duty  on  shlni^es  because  the 
AflMrican  ahin^  manufacturer  is  producing  a  shingle  which 
the  trade  will  not  buy  at  any  price,  and  a  tariff  on  shi'igles 
will  therefore  only  add  to  building  costs,  and  such  costs  are 
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goini :  to  be  fastened   In   large  part  upon   the  backs   of   the 
Ame  lean  farmers. 

Fcj  nrth,  we  ought  to  oppose  a  duty  on  shingles  because  through 
a  tariff  we  would  further  injure  whatever  market  we  now 
have  in  Canada  and  because  we  would  further  decrease  that 
measure  of  friendly  cooperation  which  should  exist.  We  want 
to  etotinue  our  trade  relations  with  Canada  in  so  far  cs  we 
can,  and  in  the  case  of  shingles  certainly  we  ought  to  enable 
Cam  da  to  supply  them  to  us  if  Canada  can  supply  us  what 
we  ijeed  and  what  we  can  not  get  at  home. 

we  ou^t  to  oppose  a  shingle  tariff  because  of  the 
ratiou  made  by  the  staining  shingle  indu.stry  that  they 
will  be  unable  in  the  face  of  a  tariff  to  get  the  kind  of  shingles 
they  need  in  their  line  of  business  In  order  to  enable  thrm  to 
comaete  In  the  existing  market 

Sixth,  we  ought  to  oppose  a  duty  on  shingles  because  It  wIH 
furtaer  Increase  buildinj:  costs  to  the  farmers  and  to  builders 
generally  in  the  United  States. 

Sekenth,  because  it  will  injure  the  shincle  Industry  through 
furtl^er  loss  of  business  to  the  manufacturers  of  patent  roofings ; 
and  , 

hth.  because  a  tariff  can  not  be  Justified,  since  Canadian 
coetii  are  so  clearly  demonstrated  as  being  in  excess  of  pnHiuc- 
tion  posts  here  in  our  own  country. 

Finally,  these  timber,  lumber,  and  shingle  tariffs  in  general, 
to  niy  mind,  are  nothing  more  than  Instruments  to  hasten  d^ 
n  of  our  own  timber  resources  at  prices  completely  out  of 
with  worth  and  costs,  completely  out  of  keeping  with 
investments  of  the  owners  of  timber,  and  it  is  proposed 
this  at  the  expense  of  the  farmers  and  the  home  builders 
of  Atnerica. 

Ml .  DILL.    Mr.  President.  I  shall  take  only  a  moment. 

I  iihall  not  attempt  to  answer  In  detail  the  argument  of  the 
Senator  from  North  liakota;  but  I  hold  in  my  band  a  list  of 
aimoit  100  shingle  mills  in  the  Bute  of  Washington  that  have 
been  forced  to  go  out  of  business  for  the  reason  that  the  im- 
nieiue  Canadian  importation  made  it  impr>ssible  for  them  to 
keep  their  mills  running  part  of  the  time  and  in  idleness  part 
of  tie  time.  I  think  that  is  a  more  eloquent  answer  to  the 
argu  nent  of  the  Senator  from  North  I>akota  to  the  effect  that 
greai  profits  have  been  made  In  the  industry  by  these  people 
tlian  anything  I  could  say;  and  I  ask  that  this  list  may  be 
printed  in  the  Rccoan  at  this  time. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Withont  objection,  it  is  so 
ordei  ed. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

Wa»hinffton  ahinole  mWa  that  have  ditconttnurd  operattona  for  ftnancial 
rt0/ion»  in  the  period  from  January,  I9t5,  to  September,  19l9,inclH»ive 


Acme 
AJM 
Arron 
H.  £ 
Bayai«e 


Shingle  Co 

hln^  Co 

Beach  Shingle  Co 

Bailey  Shiogte  Co„ 

Shlnitto  Co 

Birmlitrfaain  Shingle  Co 

Shingle  Co 

Shingle  Co 

Shingle  Co 

iell  MiU  Co 

Mm  A  Timber  Co.. 
Shingle  Co 


:;oop4rei 
oeCiee 


Case 

Ca»y 

nint«|n 

Coast 

O 

Joe 

IMU 

Do 

Kast 

H.  B. 

EdnuAids 

Xdwatls 

Kvwt  BSt 

Fall 

J  Fw^i 

Ftnke 

F 

Oarn^ 

Cktld 

Oraeo 


Pisho  tiler 


Name  o(  ooDoem 


Baoo(  a 

Borki 

Banv 

N.  Campbell 

CartoJoTf  " 

Caacale 


ingle  Co. 

ChUds  Shlngte  Co 

Shingle  Co 

Shingte  Co 

live  Shingle  Co 

leek  Shingle  Co 

Shingle  Co 

A  Blair  Shimrie  Co. 

1  loqaiam  Shingle  Co 

Eddy  A  Son 

Mntnal  MiU  Co 

MID  Co 

Shingle  Co 

Oreek  Shingle  Co 

ier  Shingle  Co 

Bros.  Cooperage  Co 

4  Co 

Shingle  Co 

tledal  Shingle  Co 

Shii«le  Co 

MiU  Co 

Shincle  Co .«_ 

ingle  Co 

Min  Co 

Shingle  Co 

Co 

A  SwansoD ........ 

Kelso  bhlngla  Co 


Hami!  ton 

Hartlir 

Hart  i  hi 

Hawky 

HiUvliw 

iTTlni 'Dooffaerty  < 

John*  in 


Location 


Aloha 

-do 

Arrow  Beach... 

Quinault 

Everett 

Birmingham... 

Bucoda 

Anaoortes 

Eai?le  Falls..... 

Ballard 

Carlsborg 

Duvall  .  

Rsvmond 

Sfdfo  WooBey. 

Clinton 

Aberdeen. 

Port  Angeks... 

Aloha 

Tacoma 

Sequin 

Hoquiam 

Toledo 

Edmonds 

Ermtt 

Everett 

flumptulipe 

CownopKHJs 

Kalama 

Carlisle 

Ererett 

Anacortes 

QuikcDe 

Hamilton 

Everett 

Aloha 

Milltown 

Montesaoo 

Aberdeen 

Preston 

Kebo 


8-hour 
capacity 


7M«- 


25 

SO 

100 

00 

430 

100 

aoo 

900 
120 

eoo 

100 

lao 

1,000 

aoo 

so 

100 
NO 
90 
M 
«0 
180 
80 

aoo 

ISO 

aoo 

100 
ISO 
400 

w 

180 
75 

lao 
aoo 

180 

00 

ISO 

aoo 
soo 

8 
100 


Year 
diseon- 
tinuad 


1927 
1927 
1939 
1927 
1925 
1938 
1027 


1927 
1838 


1928 
1939 
1939 
1«5 
lt38 
1937 
193S 
N87 
!«» 
19K 
1936 
1938 
1938 
193S 
1938 
1998 
1938 
1938 
1928 


1926 


1925 
1938 
1919 
1929 
1997 
1930 


1929 
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Wa»M$uiton  OUngie  miUa  that  hare  diacontinmed  operation*  for  ^Mitotoi 
r«««oiu  *m  th€  period  from  Janmary,  19ti,  to  geptember,  tM»,  inoiutwe — 
Continued  


Name  ofooooem 


Location 


S-hour 
capacity 


Keystone  Phingle  Co ........ 

Ko6mos  Shingle  Co .... .... 

Lake  Union  Mill  Co 

W.  H.  Large  Shlnule  Oo 

LaShancv  Shingle  C-o ...._.... 

Linde  Shingle  Co 

McCaofh^y  Mill  C^o 

McKeerer  Shingle  Oo _ 

McLaughlin  Timber  Co 

Merkley  Massie. -_ 

Mentel  Shingle  Co 

Meni  ShioKle  Co 

E.  Mongrain ..... 

Monroe  Broe ....... — . 

Edmond!*  Mutual 

Mutual  MiU  Co 

Napoleon- Campbell ................. 

Newberg  Shingle  Co 

NIcbola  Shinrie  Oo 

North  Bay  Shingle  Co 

Northern  Hhingle  Co 

Petent  &  Popetny  Phlngto  Co 

Puget  Sotind  Sairmlll* 

Putmao  r*hliigle  Co 

Quinault  t^hlngle  Co 

Kalnbow  Shingle  Co 

Raymond  rthlngle  A  Tlmbsr  Oo 

Had  Cedar  rthmgle  Co 

inc'k  IMnhiirt 

Kevotnn  l/iirnlier  Co 

Kipley  Shiogl*  Co 

Rock  way  A  Wehet«r.. ....... ............ 

Sacajawett  Shingle  Co..................... 

Kaglnaw  Shingle  Co 

SallMr  Shingle  C^. 

Shall  Lumber  U  Sbltigit  Co 

Silver  Shingle  Co 

South  Bay  Cadar  Co 

South  Weet  Maoulaoturtng  Co 

JoeSutbeaby 

Tyee  Shingle  V^ 

Uitican  Cedar  Co. 

Uoitad  Cadar  Shingle  Oo 

Victoria  MiU  Co ~ 

Wallitner  Shingle  Co 

Warm  Beach  MUl  Co 

Williams  Creek  Shingle  Co 

C.  Winter.  

Wishkah  Cedar  Co 

Woodland  Shingle  Co 


Raymond. 
Kosroos... 

Seattle 

Summit 

Aberdeen 

Linde 

Fortson 

Aberdeen 

Ballard 

....do 

Darrington 

Mourn 

Skamokawa. 

Northport 

Edmonds 

Maryvville 

Ballard 

Skamdkawa 

South  Bend 

UraM  Creek 

Blaine 

South  Bend 

BcUlngham...... 

SkaJDuknwa...... 

Qulnniilt 

Edmond* 

Kaymond 

Markhaa 

Callow 

Assaw..... ...... 

Abardasa........ 

Fortsoa... ....... 

Tacoois 

Blalna 

Kalama , 

Montesano 

Markham 

Raymond 

Salsop 

Bdraonds ........ 

Aberdeen 

Blaine. 

MUltown. 

Agnew. 

Warm  Beach. 

Elma. 

Skamokawa. 

Aberdeen. 

Ballard. 


Year 

disooR- 
tinued 


7%oa- 
««a^ 

200 
80 
if> 
70 
35 
75 

180 
70 

340 

lao 

130 

as 

75 

m 
lao 
aoo 

aoo 

ISO 

80 

135 

aoo 

.       130 

280 

400 

90 

W 

90 

3&0 

100 

40 

2B0 

125 

135 

aoo 

IMO 

isn 
aoo 

300 
60 
60 
180 
600 
300 

ao 

130 
90 
75 

300 

130  < 


1938 

1036 
1928 
1927 
1928 
1928 


1937 
1B27 


1938 
1936 
1939 
1927 
1927 


1938 
1039 
1925 
1991 
1938 


1935 
1936 
1935 
1936 
1937 
1936 
1936 
1927 
1925 
1925 
1927 
1927 
1925 
1938 
1998 
1936 
1927 
1V35 
1927 
1935 
1927 
1927 
1927 
1936 
1936 
1936 
1920 


Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  a«k  the  Senator  from 
Nortli  Daliota  [Mr.  Nte)  a  question  in  line  with  his  remarks. 

I  was  very  much  impressed  on  yesterday  to  learn  that  as- 
bestos shingles  are  subjected  to  a  tariff  duty.  Of  course,  asbes- 
tos shingles  compete  with  wooden  Hhingles.  Does  the  Senator 
contemplate  an  amendment  to  place  asbestos  shingles  upon  the 
free  list? 

Mr.  NYE.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  where  asbestos  shingles 
are  under  the  present  law? 

Mr.  BLACK.  Under  a  ruling  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, according  to  the  tariff  report,  asbestos  shingles  are  sub- 
jected to  a  duty  on  the  basis  that  they  are  made  of  asbestos. 
Therefore,  under  the  general  tariff  schedule  with  reference  to 
that  item,  they  are  subjected  to  a  tariff  duty. 

I  have  not  made  up  my  mind  on  the  shingle  matter;  but  it 
seems  to  me  a  little  strange  for  us  to  Insist  on  keeping  wooden 
shingles  on  the  free  list  unless  at  the  same  time  we  take  some 
action  to  place  on  the  free  list  shingles  that  compete  with  them 
in  the  trade  and  in  industry.  I  do  not  know  just  what  the 
plans  are  with  reference  to  an  effort  to  place  the  competitive 
products  uj>on  the  same  basis  as  wooden  shingles. 

Mr.  NYB.  Mr.  President,  asbestos  shingles,  I  understand, 
are  taken  care  of  In  the  sundries  schedule  of  the  pending  tariff 
bill.  I  do  not  pretend  to  know  anything  about  asbestos  shin- 
gles. The  situation  concerning  them  may  be  entirely  different 
from  the  situation  of  the  wooden-shingle  industry,  and  yet  in  a 
general  way  I  should  say  that  it  is  my  impression  that  asl>estos 
shingles  are  not  entitled  to  protection ;  but  that  is  a  matter 
that  we  ought  to  wait  until  we  get  to,  and  give  it  our  specific 
study  and  attention. 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  asked  the  Senator  the  question  because, 
as  I  understand,  asbestos  shingles  have  a  tariff  duty  of  1  cent 
per  pound.  They  do  compete  with  wooden  shingles;  there  can 
be  no  question  about  that;  and  so  far  ns  there  is  a  fair  competi- 
tion upon  the  same  basis,  no  one  can  complain.  It  would  seem 
a  little  strange,  howerer.  for  ns  to  take  the  attitude  that  one 
grade  of  shingles  should  be  protected  by  a  tariff  while  tbe  other 
is  on  the  free  list 


Mr.  WALSH  of  MasaachnseCts.  Mr.  President,  aa  a  member 
of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Finance  Committee  that  heard  the 
evidence  of  the  petitioners  for  a  protective  tariff  duty  upon  shin- 
gles, I  feel  it  my  duty  to  submit  to  the  Senate  a  few  observa- 
tions. I  shall  be  very  brief,  not  only  because  the  aubject  has 
been  exhaustively  and  very  ably  presented  already  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Ntk|,  rejM-esenting  the  oppoaition 
to  placing  shingles  upon  the  dutiable  list,  as  well  as  by  both  the 
Senators  from  Washington,  representing  the  views  of  thoee  In 
favor  of  a  protective  duty,  but  alao  because  of  the  fact  that 
"  the  noblest  Roman  of  them  all."  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  OvERMAif],  has  just  entered  the  Chamber;  aa  both  he 
and  his  distinguished  colleague  [Mr.  Sikmoitb]  admonished  a 
few  of  us  who  were  expecting  to  speak  upon  this  subject  to  be 
sure  to  continue  the  debate  until  they  returned  from  some  exact- 
ing public  duty  that  called  them  temporarily  from  the  CapitoL 

Fortunately,  most  of  the  facta  in  this  case  are  not  in  dispnte. 
When  the  great  mass  of  conflicting  evidence  submitted  is  ana- 
lysed, the  issue  becomes  a  very  narrow  one.  The  United  Statea 
Tariff  Commission  fortunately  made  an  exhaustive  study  and  a 
report  upon  shingles  as  late  as  1927.  I  think  It  can  be  said 
that  they  presented  the  iaaoes  involved  very  completely  from 
every  angle. 

I  regret  very  moch  the  policy  of  our  Tariff  Commission  in 
being  unwilling  to  take  a  positive  positicm  on  many  of  theae 
contniverted  industrial  questlona.  Perhaps  there  Is  something 
to  be  said  for  the  position  they  take,  namely,  that  they  do  not 
propose  to  write  in  any  of  their  reporU  anything  detrlmenul  to 
any  American  industry,  bat  certainly  such  a  policy  doea  not 
asaiflt  us  in  fixing  tariff  dntiea  when  it  comes  to  matters  like 
casein  and  china  day  and  shinglea,  where  upon  tbe  one  sf4lt 
or  the  other  we  are  told  that  there  is  a  difference  between  the 
imported  and  domestic  article  in  quality  and  that  there  is  alao  a 
difference  in  price.  It  seema  to  me  that  some  agency  of  the  Gk>T- 
emment  ought  to  be  able  to  give  ns  definite,  dear,  unmistakable 
evidence  as  to  quality  and  as  to  difference  in  price.  It  may  be 
beneficial  to  American  producers  to  refuse  to  reach  a  decision 
on  such  controveralal  matters,  but  surely  it  la  not  brtpfnl  to 
American  conanmera,  who  pay  heavy  duties  upon  importa  that 
they  moat  purchaae  becanse  of  their  inability  to  kuy  In  the 
domestic  market  due  to  nnsnitableness  or  inferloc  qoallty. 

This  attitude  of  the  Tariff  Commission  puts  upon  as  the 
duty  and  burden  of  trying  to  determine  too  hastily  the  facta  in 
controversial  queations  and  makea  it  more  difficult  to  determine 
when  and  how  much  protection  is  justifiable. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  see  what  facts  we  can  agree  upon  in 
this  case  now  before  the  Senate. 

We  can  agree,  I  am  certain,  upon  the  American  conaumptlon, 
and  we  can  agree  as  to  what  is  the  extent  of  imports  of 
shingles — the  imports  are  just  atiout  one-third  of  the  domestic 
consumption.  In  1027  the  domestic  production  was  6,882.386,000 
shingles.  In  the  same  year  the  imports  were  2,006,066.000 
shingles. 

The  next  fact  we  can  agree  to  is  that  the  domestic  produc* 
tion  is  largely  produced  in  the  State  of  Washington,  85  per  cent 
of  it ;  about  6^  per  cent  in  Oregon ;  and  the  other  8^  per  cent 
is  scattered  thron^out  the  country. 

We  can  also  agree  that  practically  the  entire  importation  1* 
from  British  Columbia,  although  there  are  some  importatlona 
from  other  parts  of  Canada. 

We  can  also  agree  upon  the  fact  that  there  are  two  kinds  of 
shingles;  that  there  is  a  high-grade  shingle  and  a  low-grade 
shingle.  We  can  agree  further  that  the  high-grade  shingles  all 
come  from  Canada;  or,  rather,  to  be  more  accurate,  the  im- 
portations from  Canada  are  practically  all  shingles  of  the  high- 
grade  type.  We  can  also  agree  upon  the  fact  that  of  the  shinglea 
produced  in  Oregcm,  about  20  per  cent  are  of  the  high-grade 
quality,  and  about  80  per  cent  are  of  the  low-grade  quality. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  gladly  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  DILL.     I  can  not  agree  to  that. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  Senator  aute  the 
figures,  then? 

Mr.  DILL.    Nearer  36  per  cent 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Very  well;  my  figures  may 
be  of  an  earlier  data 

Mr.  DILL.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  In  the  recent 
production  the  percentage  of  high-grade  shingles  is  larger  than 
it  was  previously. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Of  coarse  it  ia  impossible  in 
a  mass  of  testimony  of  this  kind  to  keep  in  mind  accurately 
the  figures,  especially  where  there  is  much  contradiction ;  and 
furttier,  in  reading  over  the  testimony  and  making  compilations 
one  is  naturally  infioenced  by  tbe  testimony  of  one  witneaa  aa 
against  the  testimony  of  another  witnesa,  and  tliere  la  certain 
to  be  aome  difforencea;  hot  it  is  tme,  and  I  am  sore  Senators 
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Will  agre*.  tkat  th^f  Is  a  tanrer  pereeuUge  of  the  ao^aUed  toi 
iHlor  ih^pfl^iT  Biatfe  la   Washington   than   of  the  hlgh-gradt 
f^i«nfia»    itet  Cba  hlKh-trade  shhigle  productloo  In  Wariiiagtou 
tea  tDOvaaed  recently  U  probably  true,  and  if  ao,  undonbtedlj 
4«e  to  the  pubUc  demand  increasiog  for  that  grade. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  Jttst  want  to  aaj  to  the  Senator  that  thwre  are 
t»day  about  70,000.000  hixh-grad«  Americaa  shinglM  arailable 
for  nle  and  dlatribation  for  which  we  can  not  find  a  market 
at  the  preaent  tine. 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  Maasachoaetts.  There  la  another  fact  that  I 
am  ready  to  concede  after  haTin<  beard  this  testimony,  namely, 
that  there  Is  soaae  dcpreaaton  in  the  dcmestlc  shingle  industry, 
and  I  intend  to  atate  what  the  evMence  leads  me  to  find  as  the 
eauaea  of  that  defiuaaiun. 

Flivt  of  all.  the  erldeoee  tenda  to  show  that  the  depression 
is  conflned  largely  to  the  branch  of  the  shingle  industry  which 
baa  to  go  out  Into  the  maricet  and  purchase  its  stumpage ;  that 
the  branch  of  the  domestic  shingle  industry  which  owns  Its 
own  timber  Is  generally  pronperons ;  so  that  the  depression  is 
cooflned  to  the  group  of  prodnc^rs  who  have  to  go  into  the 
open  market  and  boy  stumpage,  which  varies  more  or  leas  from 
time  to  time  In  price.  Indeed,  stumpuge  prices  are  toiding  to 
increase  constantly. 

The  reasons  tor  the  depression  among  some  domestic  pro- 
ducers I  hare  summariaed  as  follows : 

First,  the  exhanatioo  of  the  log-timber  supply  near  the 
■nailer  aslUs,  forcing  these  small  mills  to  shut  down  because 
of  inability  to  pay  the  increased  transportation  expenses  to  get 
the  atoapaice  that  la  constantly  becoming  more  and  more  ra- 
mored  from  their  mills.  In  other  wordsi,  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion is  constantly  increasing  to  these  producers. 

Secondly,  the  market  tar  low-grade  shingles  is  declining  and 
eompetitloo  by  substitute  shingles,  such  as  asphalt  composition 
roofing,  asbeatoe,  slate,  and  tile  is  aifectlng  more  the  low-grade 
ahlngie  than  the  high-grade  shingle,  which,  as  I  stated  earlier, 
la  the  shingle  chiefly  produced  in  Washington. 

Third,  the  pasaage  of  antlshingle  (H-dlnances  in  the  cities 
throoghout  the  country  has  tOHled  to  reduce  the  consumption  of 
all  shinglca.  but  particularly  the  low-grade  shingles. 

Fourth,  the  general  farm  depression  through  the  country  has 
had  a  tendency  to  reduce  the  consumption  of  shingles. 

It  is  a  rery  singular  thing — and  I  wonder  if  the  Senators  frcMn 
WaiiilngtQn  will  agree  with  me — that  there  has  been  a  reduc- 
tiioo  in  the  production  of  domestic  shingles  between  1923  and 
1927  of  about  a  half  a  billion,  and  there  has  likewise  bean  prac- 
tically the  same  reduction  in  the  Importation  of  Singles  from 
Canada  during  that  period  of  time.  In  other  words,  the  tendency 
to  use  anbatkutcs  for  ahlnglea,  and  these  other  factors  to  which 
I  hare  referred,  hare  resulted  in  decreasing  the  consumption 
In  the  United  States,  and  that  decreased  consumption  is  about 
evenly  dirided  between  the  domestic  ahinite  and  the  shingle 
disported  from  Canada. 

A  gotxl  deui  has  beeu  said  during  this  tariff  debate  about 
Burgtnal  producers.  There  is  no  doubt  about  it  that  not  oti\y 
the  marginal  producer  of  all  products  in  this  country,  but  the 
marginal  retailer,  is  in  a  sad  pliidit.  He  Is  doomed.  I  fear,  to 
extermination.  Regrettable  as  It  is,  the  operations  of  ttie  larger 
producM* — the  one  with  capacity  through  larger  production  and 
large  capital  to  reduce  the  cost  ot  productktn — have  resulted  hi 
the  gradual  elimination  of  the  marginal  producer,  and  I  think 
the  situation  in  Waahington  and  Oregon  is  not  unlike  the  situa- 
ticm  b)  the  bituaninous  coal  section  of  the  country.  The  tendency 
has  been  to  drlre  out  constantly  the  smaller  bituminous  coal 
producer,  aud  has  left  the  market  and  is  leaTlng  it  oiore  and 
more  to  the  larger  producer.  Just  as  in  the  retail  mercantile  llf^ 
of  our  Nation,  the  smaller  retail  men^ant  is  gradually  and 
steadily  being  eliminated,  and  the  retail  business  is  becoming 
massed  In  the  larger  producers.  To  a  degree,  that  has  been  a 
contributing  factor  in  the  dejMresslon  in  the  State  of  Washing- 
ton. I  recall,  aa  a  youth,  a  large  number  of  small  manufacturers 
of  wood  chairs  throuf^out  New  England.  They  have  been  ex- 
tanainated  through  the  same  reasons  that  the  smaller  shingle 
producers  of  Washington  have  been  destroyed,  namely,  by  the 
depletion  of  their  near-by  raw  material  of  stumpage  and  the 
ability  at  the  few  larger  producers  to  manufacture  more  ef- 
ficiently and  at  a  lower  cost.  Especially  hare  the  producers 
who  did  not  own  their  ao-called  raw  material— timhor— been 
wiped  oat 

Mr.  President,  in  my  Judgment  the  real  issue  here.  If  we  are 
agieed  upon  these  facts,  is  this:  Is  there  a  difference  In  quality 
between  the  Canadian  ahlngie  and  the  domestic  shingle? 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  Preaident,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  <rf  Maasachusetta.  Just  a  moment.  Secondly,  Is 
there  a  difference  In  the  price  of  the  Canadian  shingle  compared 
with  the  donestle  shli«leY  In  other  words.  Is  what  Is  claimed 
true,  that  the  Imported  sbla^  actaaUy  coata  more  tiuuk  the 
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rlomea  Ic  shin^e,  and  that  the  domestic  consumer  Is  willing  to 
pay  th  It  Increased  cost  because  he  b^ieres  the  Canadian  shingle 
to  be  <f  a  superior  quality,  and  therefore  in  the  end  cheaper? 

I  rex>gnize  that  we  are  now  getting  into  a  field  of  consid- 
erable controT««y.  I  recognize  that  I  can  produce  evidence 
here  f  -om  the  records  showing  that  there  is  not  any  difference 
in  qua  ity,  and  showing  that  the  prices  are  the  same.  Weighing 
all  thi  evidence,  I  can  only  give  the  Senate  the  conciu.<iion 
reachei  by  my  four  associates  and  myself  on  the  subcommittee 
tliat  h»ard  all  the  evidence. 
I  yi<  Id  to  the  Senator  from  Wa.shlngton. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  only  wanted  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  to  the  fact  that  the  Tariff  Commission,  after 
study!  ig  the  whole  situation,  said  that  the  quality  of  the  high- 
grade  shingles  on  the  American  side  was  Just  as  high  as  the 
quaiit  r  of  the  high-grade  shingles  on  the  Canadian  side,  but 
that  t  le  American  producers  urade  a  smaller  percentage  of  high- 
grade  shingles,  and  that  that  is  because  of  the  way  they  are 
cuttin;  and  not  because  of  the  kind  of  timber. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the 
Senator  will  agree  that  those  who  handle  the  Canadian  shingle 
In  thill  country  have  been  better  selling  agents  than  those  who 
handh  the  domestic  shingle.  Their  advertising  campaign  has 
been  i  ery  extensive,  and  they  have  been  able  to  get  a  very  8ul>- 
stantiul  grip  upon  the  American  maricet,  by  representations,  at 
least,  of  the  fact  that  the  Imported  shingle  Is  superior  to  the 
domestic  shingle.  The  public  seems  to  have  the  impression 
that  both  in  appearance  and  durability  the  Canadian  shingle  Is 
suiJerior.  I  think  the  evidence  tends  to  confirm  that  Judgment. 
Use  ally,  when  we  start  to  find  out  whether  a  case  Is  made  out 
for  tariff  protection,  we  look  to  obtain  certain  definite  evidence 
to  Justify  the  levying  of  a  protective  tariff  duty.  We  ought  to 
produ  »,  to  Justify  protective  duties,  some  evidence  showing  that 
the  iuiports  are  pushing  down  and  lowering  the  iMice  of  the  do- 
mesth  article  so  that  the  domestic  produ«er  Is  operating  at  a 
financ  al  loss,  obliged  to  reduce  wages  and  reduce  employment. 
The  conclusion  one  must  arrive  at.  If  the  Imported  article  iB 
sellinj  at  a  little  advance  In  the  price  over  the  domestically 
prodo  "ed  article,  Is  that  there  is  something  in  the  quality  of 
the  inported  article  that  causes  it  to  have  a  market  in  the 
Unlte<  States ;  otherwise  the  consumer  would  not  be  willing  to 
pay  a  slightly  advanced  price.  In  such  cases  the  reason  why 
the  dt  mestic  market  Is  not  controlled  by  the  domestic  producer 
is  beciiuse  the  domestic  article  is  not  in  quality  equal  to  the 
impor  ed. 

I  am  fortunate  in  not  having  to  depend  upon  my  own 
Judgnent  with  respect  to  these  conclusions.  The  five  members 
of  the  subcommittee,  three  of  them  Republican  and  two  of  them 
Demo  Tats,  have  reached  the  same  conclusion  about  the  evi- 
dence There  is  no  division  here  on  this  question  between  the 
members  of  the  two  political  parties.  We  reached  the  conclusion 
that  upon  the  evidence,  by  and  large,  the  Canadian  Importer 
had  an  advantage  in  the  American  market,  because,  whether  it 
was  sj  or  not,  he  did  and  was  able  to  give  tlie  impression  to  the 
buyers  of  shingles  that  his  shingles  had  qualities  that  were 
someirhat  superior  to  those  of  the  dc«nestlc  shingle.  We  also 
reach  ?d  the  conclusion  that,  covering  a  long  period  of  time,  the 
domestic  ccmsumer  was  willing  to  pay  more  money  and  did  pay 
oney  for  the  Canadian  shingle  than  he  did  for  the  domes^ 
igle.  Further,  we  believe,  regardless  of  tariff  duties,  the 
will  continue  to  buy  Canadian  shingles  In  large  quanti- 
auae  of  this  conviction  of  superiority, 
at  deal  of  evidence  was  presented  as  to  why  a  better 
shingle  could  be  made  in  Canada  than  in  this  country,  and  what 
did  we  find?  I  submit  what  Is  a  fair  conclusion  to  draw  fmm 
the  e  idence.  In  Canada  shingle  making  is  a  primary  businesa 
In  ¥iashington  sliingles  are  a  by-product.  Someone  told  me 
that    resterday ;  that  was  admitted  in  the  debate. 

Mr  JONES.  Surely  nobody  from  our  State  admitted  that. 
Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Of  course,  the  evidence  before 
us  wib  largely  partisan — ^from  the  importer,  the  buyers  of  the 
Ganalian  shingle,  and  the  domestic  producer — but  the  evMence 
tended  to  show  that  the  method  of  making  the  shingle,  using 
the  1<  g  from  which  to  make  the  shingle  In  the  first  instance,  was 
the  (!anadian  system,  while  the  system  in  Wa.<«bington  was  to 
get  from  the  logs  lumber  first  and  shingles  afterwards.  Also 
In  th(  >  grading  of  the  shingles  the  better  grading  seemed  to  favor 
the  i  sported  Canadian  shingle  rather  than  of  the  domestic 
shlni^e. 

not  going  to  enter  Into  the  field  of  the  difference  in  the 
of  production.  The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  went  Into 
at  length.     But  this  is  certain,  granting  the  most  liberal 
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costs 
that 


conce  Bsions  possible  to  the  domestic  producer,  there  can  not  be 


and 


here  is  no  evidence  anywhere  to  Justify  a  tariff  duty  of 


|1  uion  a  thousand  shingles  on  any  basis  of  difference  in  costs 


of  production  here  and  In  Canada.  One  dollar  per  thousand  is 
what  the  25  per  cent  duty  would  mean.  Approximately  the 
price  of  shingles  per  thousand  is  H-  Again  I  am  approximat- 
ing; it  may  be  $3.90;  it  may  be  $4.25.  The  25  per  cent  duty 
means  a  tariff  of  a  dollar  which  the  users  of  shingles  must  pay. 
This  morning  and  yesterday  we  have  been  arguing  hert  the 
question  as  to  whether  or  not  the  Tariff  Commission's  facts 
show  that  the  cost  of  production  was  more  in  Canada  than 
In  the  United  States,  or  was  more  In  Washington  than  in 
Canada. 

Taking  Into  consideration  that  very  fact,  that  there  is  a  con- 
troversy about  it  here — not  taking  sides,  now;  not  even  agree- 
ing fully  with  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  that  the  cost 
of  production  In  Canada  was  even  less  than  here — considering 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  difference  of  Judgment  here  between 
the  partisans  on  one  side  and  the  other.  In  heaven's  name,  how 
are  we  going  to  justify,  upon  the  theory  of  Increased  cost  of 
prtKluction  of  the  domestic  article  as  compared  with  the  im- 
ported article,  the  levying  of  a  duty  of  a  dollar  upon  every  thou- 
sand shingles — not  10  cents,  not  2S  cents,  not  50  cents,  but  a 
dollar? 

I  shall  not  enter  Into  a  further  important  question,  namely, 
as  to  whether  or  not  there  is  sufficient  timber  in  Washington  to 
maintain  the  shingle  industry  here  in  the  United  States  for  a 
reasonable  number  of  years  in  case  we  shut  out  all  Canadian 
shingle.s.  There  may  be  a  conflict  of  evidence  there,  but  I 
think  everybody  will  agree  that  the  day  and  the  year  when  the 
supply  will  be  exhausted  can  be  determined  pretty  accurately, 
so  that  Washington  will  have  no  timber  to  be  made  into  sliingles. 
There  is  some  evidence  before  us  that  that  Is  about  16  years, 
assuming  that  all  the  cedar  timber,  even  the  cedar  that  is  mixed 
in  with  other  woods,  is  cut. 

Some  way  or  other  in  this  entire  tariff  debate  we  have  been 
losing  sight  (rf  the  consumer.  We  have  heard  a  good  deal  of 
talk  about  depressed  industry  here  and  depressed  industry  tliere 
and  unemployment  here  and  unemployment  there.  I  now  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  consumer  has  a  very  vital  Interest 
in  tariff  duties.  Whatever  duty  Is  levied  here  will  be  effective. 
There  is  no  doubt  about  that.  Where  the  importatltMis  are  of 
the  volume  that  they  are  in  the  case  of  this  product,  if  the 
American  consumer  is  still  going  to  purcliase  Canadian  shingles 
he  Is  going  to  pay  the  price  that  Canada  asks,  plus  the  duty,  and 
the  domestic  producer  Is  going  tto  have  his  price  Increased  up  to 
the  level  of  the  tariff-duty  wall  that  we  fix  In  this  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  am  very  glad  to. 

Mr.  DILL.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  that  if  a  tariff  duty  is 
placed  on  shingles  the  competition  of  the  substitutes  which  are 
lower  In  price  will  necessarily  keep  down  the  price  because  of 
competition? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  would  say  frankly  to  the 
Senator  that  I  think  it  Is  possible  that  that  factor  would  have 
an  effect  in  keeping  down  the  price.  I  generously  concede  that 
would  be  a  factor. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  effect  of  the  tariff  will  not  be  to  raise  the 
price  of  high-grade  shingles  so  much  as  it  will  be  to  give  the 
Americans  a  larger  control  of  the  American  market  and  de- 
crease the  Importations,  when  the  consumers  learn  that  to-day 
the  American  high-grade  shingle  Is  the  equal  of  the  Canadian 
high-grade  shingle. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  the  Senator  has  put 
his  thumb  upon  the  most  vital  thing  In  the  whole  case,  the  need 
of  educating  the  American  public  to  a  realisation  of  the  fact 
that  the  domestic  shingle  is  as  good  as  the  Canadian  shingle. 
They  are  not  so  educated  to-day  and  I  think  the  Senator  will 
agree  to  that.  The  advertising,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly, 
the  nature  of  the  advertising,  the  extent  of  the  campaign  that 
the  Canadian  shingle  people  have  put  forth  in  this  country  in 
insisting  upon  superior  quality  has  given  the  market  for  high- 
grade  shingles  largely  to  the  Canadian  importers. 

Mr.  JONES.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JONES.  My  recollection  is,  and  I  think  I  showed  It 
yesterday,  that  the  Tariff  Commission  states  that  the  public 
seem  to  be  appreciating  more  and  more  that  fact  and  that  the 
use  of  high-grade  shingles  of  domestic  manufacture  Is  increas- 
ing. When  I  say  "high-grade  shingles"  I  mean  those  on  a 
par  with  the  high-grade  shingles  of  Canada. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senator  may  be  cor- 
rect. I  ought  to  repeat  that  the  Tariff  Commission  goes  far  In 
one  direction  and  make  statements  which  lead  one  to  come  to 
one  conclusion  upon  one  side  of  the  question,  and  then  they 
make  statements  upon  the  other  side  that  bring  one  back  and 
almost  lead  toward  the  other  direction.     It  is  due  to  their 


policy  of  avoiding  criticism,  which  I  think  ts  a  mistaken  policy. 
I  would  not  want  the  Tariff  Commission  to  go  ont  of  the  way 
to  injure  any  American  industry,  but  I  do  think  there  are 
undisputed  facts  which  the  Tariff  Commission  ought  to  be  able 
to  give  us  without  any  hesitancy  or  without  any  doubt  The 
consumers  have  an  interest  in  tariff  legislation  as  well  as 
producers.  All  through  their  r^)ort  there  is  In  my  Judgment 
a  clear  Intimation — ^they  do  not  say  it  in  words— that  there  is 
not  a  case  for  tariff  protection  and  yet  we  can  pick  out  single 
lines  and  single  sentences  that  lead  to  a  different  conclusion. 
A  tariff  duty  on  shingles  is  a  very  serious  proposition  for  the 
cMisum^.  I  am  going  to  dose  by  calling  attention  to  what 
the  effect  of  the  tariff  wiU  be  upon  the  consumw  If  it  l)ecomes 
effective.  I  asked  to  htve  prepared  for  me  an  estimate  of  the 
additional  cost  of  building  a  cattle-feeding  bam  under  the  pro- 
posed  duty  on  shingles  and  the  duties  levied  by  the  House  on 
cedar  lumber  and  ship-lap.  We  are  Interested  now  only  In  the 
duty  upon  shingles.  It  Is  estimated  by  the  expert  that  40,000 
shingles  would  be  used  In  the  buikling  of  a  cattle-feeding  bam 
of  average  sise,  that  those  shingles  would  cost  at  the  mill  $160, 
that  a  duty  of  26  per  cent  If  reflected  would  add  $40  to  that 
cost,  and  that  the  retail  advanced  jMrlce  would  prot>ably  be  an 
additional  one-third  or  about  $13  to  $15.  That  would  mean 
that  the  farmer  desiring  to  use  shingles  in  the  building  of  a 
bam  would  have  to  pay  approximately  $56  more  If  this  duty 
In  the  House  bill  is  levied  for  the  shingles  upon  his  bam  than 
he  would  If  shingles  were  upon  the  free  list 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  does  not  the  Senator  really  think 
that  would  be  a  pretty  large  daUry  bam  that  would  take  40,000 
shingles? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  can  only  say  that  it  Is 
represented  to  me  as  an  average  size  farm  bam. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  do  not  claim  to  be  an  expert  in  matters  of  that 
kind,  but  I  can  not  think  so. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    It  is  possible  the  estimate  is 
based  upon  a  larger  sized  bam  than  the  average  barn. 
Mr.  JONES.    It  must  be. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  But  I  asked  for  an  estimate 
based  npcm  the  average  size  of  barn. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts  yield  to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Washington? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator,  of  course,  wants  to  be  fair.  The 
Senator,  I  know,  is  an  advocate  of  certain  tariffs  on  certain 
items.  I  can  not  hrfp  reminding  the  Senator  that  many  things 
upon  which  a  tariff  has  been  applied  are  things  which  the 
farmer  would  be  compelled  to  pay  a  tariff  quite  frequently  be- 
cause he  Is  compelled  to  buy  them  quite  frequently;  but  the 
builder  of  the  bam  the  Senator  talks  about  would  not  pay  It 
more  than  once  In  25  or  30  years,  which  makes  it  necessary  to 
consider  such  figures  as  the  Senator  has  mentioned  in  terms  of 
a  period  of  years  rather  than  In  terms  of  the  ordinary  things 
upon  which  he  will  pay  a  tariff  every  time  he  purchases  them, 
which  is  vastly  more  often  than  the  number  of  times  he  would 
purchase  shingles. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  the  Senator  has  veiy 
properly  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  figures  which  I 
gave,  even  if  true,  would  mean  that  the  farmer  would  not  have 
to  pay  that  sum  every  year,  but  only  at  such  periods  of  time 
as  he  had  to  reshingle  his  barn,  which  would  depend  upon  a 
good  many  factors.  Including  weather  conditions,  location  of  the 
barn,  and  so  forth. 

But  here  are  some  figures  that  can  not  very  well  be  disputed. 
I  now  inquire.  What  is  the  additional  cost  to  all  consumers 
each  year  in  America  for  shinies  that  they  buy  if  the  proposed 
duty  be  effective?  We  know  the  domestic  production,  we  know 
the  imports,  we  know  the  total  consumption,  we  know  the  value 
of  shingles  to-day,  and  we  know  what  a  25  per  cent  tariff  will 
be,  if  effective,  and  here  are  the  figures. 

The  total  value  of  all  shingles  imported  is  $7,600,000,  of  do- 
mestic production,  $22,550,000,  making  a  total  value  of  about 
$30,000,000.  A  tariff  of  25  per  cent  would  mean  an  increased 
cost  of  $7,537,500  to  the  domestic  consumers,  assuming  that  they 
bought  the  shingles  at  the  production  price.  If  we  add  the 
extra  one-third  which  Is  the  estimate  of  the  retailing  costs,  we 
find  that  the  total  effect  of  the  tariff  duty  upon  shingles,  if 
effective,  means  a  drain  upon  the  American  consumers  of  $10,- 
150,000  annually.  That  means  not  only  an  increase  of  costs 
for  building  a  home  or  a  barn,  but  it  means  increased  costs  for 
rents,  because  after  all  the  rental  of  a  home  must  be  somewhat 
dependent  upon  the  cost  of  building  It. 

I  shall  not  take  the  time  to  attempt  to  show  the  effect  upon 
the  consumers  of  duties  levied  by  the  House  upon  lumber, 
which  would  make  these  figures  staggering  and  enormous;  but 
fortunately  the  majority  memlwrs  of  the  Finance  Committee, 
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•ccQSPd  of  many,  many  sinister  designs,  showed  In  this  Instance 
that  there  Is  g'>ine  Testlge  of  profreaslveness  and  liberal  de- 
mocracy left,  and  so  they  recommended  the  removal  of  all  these 
duties. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetta.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  Senator  Indicated  that  he  was  going  to 
glre  the  flicnres  of  the  importations  of  shingles  compared  to 
domestic  production.     If  he  has  them  there,  will  be  give  them? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massai^nsetts.  I  have  already  given  them. 
The  importation  of  shingles  is  one-third  of  our  production,  but 
the  exact  figures  are  1,965,000.000  shingles  imported  and 
(I.44.T0OO.000  produced  In  this  c«inntry. 

Let  me  state  briefly  what  I  think  is  the  difllculty  here.  In 
the  State  of  Washington  the  pr<>ducers  are  not  in  the  cedar- 
shingle  Industry  except  as  a  by-product.  They  are,  apart  from 
other  wood  products,  primarily  in  the  ce«lar-lumber  industry, 
•hd  all  the  better  cedar  logs  they  saw  into  lumt)er,  because  that 
pays  much  better  than  shingles.  The  left-over  cedar  log"?  they 
make  into  shingles — using  the  easy  and  out-of-date  method  of 
sawing — and  so  they  produce  an  inferior  grade  or  kind  of 
shingles.  These  circumstances  of  relative  profits  will  not  be 
changed  by  a  duty  on  shingles. 

In  British  Columbia,  for  one  reason  or  another,  they  are  in 
the  cedar-shingle  business,  giving  It  a  primary  consideration; 
and  they  produce  a  quarter-sawed  shingle  that  lies  flat  in  uae 
and  affords  a  superior  fire  risk. 

The  prop«»8al  to  put  a  duty  on  ce<lar  shingles,  whatever  may  he 
said  about  differences  in  cost  of  production  and  so  forth.  Is 
really  nothing  but  an  attempt  to  compel  American  consumers 
of  cedar  shingles  to  use  an  inferior  shingle  that  they  do  noc  want 
to  use.  It  is  one  more  illustration  of  the  new  tariff  doctrine 
of  u.sing  duties,  even  for  articles  long  on  the  free  list,  to  pro- 
note  the  UHe  of  domestic  substitutes. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  it  is  unnecessary  to  prolong  debate  and 
di^^-ussioii.  The  c<»nclusion  reache<t  by  the  five  members  of  the 
subcommittee  who  heard  all  the  evidence  was  that  a  case  for 
tariff  protection  had  not  been  made  out  and  that  shingles  should 
remain  on  the  free  list.  The  domestic  shingle  industry  will 
not  benefit  materially,  but  the  consumer  will  be  obliged  to  pay 
dearly  If  protective  duties  are  levied.  The  great  consuming 
public  are  entitled  to  8i>me  protection,  and  In  this  Instance  the 
best  way  to  prot^vt  them  Is  to  keep  .«ihlngles  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu^tts  subseiiuently  said :  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, when  I  addressed  the  Senate  earlier  in  the  day  I  omitted 
to  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  incorporated  in  the  Recobd 
some  letters,  brief,  and  tables  which  I  have  here.  I  now  submit 
that  request 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  tablea  are  as  follows: 

C09t  of  tMngle  and  cnf«r-I«Mb<r  tariff 
(Figures  are  approximate) 


Approxl- 
tnata 
Talaa 

Tariff  at 
2Sper 
out 

Plus  on»- 
third  for 
retaUing 

Importa  ofshtnstas  (1037) I.MS  million.. 

DomteUc  prodMtioD 0.443  milHon.. 

r.mn.ooo 

fi,  037,  300 

1%  535, 000 
7,  615. 000 

Total  east  ot  tariff  od  thiocifla 



7.637,500 

lauoiooo 

Cadar  tonbar 

hnp«rt<l MmniinnliH* 

3^000,000 

uxooaooo 

MX  000 

ZfiOQ.000 

as7,ooo 

3.333^000 

^oaMBtic  production SSOmillioo  teet.. 

Total  coat  of  tariff  oa  eadar  lumbar 

3.000,000 

4,aoaooo 

-rwT-w^— ,— — ■- 

Total  oost  of  tariff  oo  shlngte  and  oadar 
Hm^^  ... 

iQ,sr.m 

Kisaooo 

NoTS. — One-third  added  for  retaller*a  profit  covers  his  grosa  oTerbead 
sad  opera  tins  expenaea. 

Additiomml  C9tt  of  hmtt4imc  a  rattlf-feeding  bam  under  pnpoted  imtiea  on 
aMnplM,  eedmr  htmbtr,  and  ahi^-iap 


Cadv  tamb*  (sortwad  i  Hda), 

Cwiar  tlup-lap.  tJtM  laat_ 

Drop  ildtairMOO  feet „ 

Bhln^M  SX.  40.000  thiaciaB. 


M7feet. 


Additioaal  east  o(  tariff  at  mat 

Ploi  additional  cross  handling  efaaigss  of  rataUar  based  on 
priea  lacrwaa  (ooa^hird) 


Total  east  ot  datj  an  eattta-fesdiiv  ban.. 


Cost  at 


M&SS 

U.M 

181.  M 

iflaoo 


»P«r 
eant 
dotjr 


$iaS4 
US6 

4&.37 
4a  00 


10tL16 

aeito 


M&M 
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THB  TASirr  ON  Shinolbs 
Stakgles  of  wood.      (See  Summary   of  Tariff   Information,    1929,   pi 


2A67 
11 

H 


19^  act.     Free   (par.   1660). 

R.  2667.     Twenty-flve  per  cent  ad  Talorem. 
Plnpnce  Committee.     Free  (par.   1761,  Senate  bill). 


BEMABKS 

Tb^  Bed  Cedar  Sblngle  Industry  Is  the  title  of  a  report  to  the 
Presit  lent  by  the  Tariff  Commission  of  an  Investigation  made  under  Its 
gener  \1  powers.  The  InTestigatlon  Included  a  study  of  the  cost  of 
produc:lng  shingles  In  the  States  of  Oregon  and  Washington,  and  In 
the  Irovlnce  of  Brltiah  Columbia,  Canada,  and  an  economic  study  of 
condlfiona. 

DOMESTIC   PBOOnCTION 

Mlis  In  the  State  of  Washington  produced  84.5  per  cent,  and  mills  In 
Oregcn  6.5  per  cent  of  the  total  production  of  shingles  reported  for  the 
United  States  In  1927.  Practically  all  of  the  sbingles  cat  In  these  two 
Stated  are  of  red  cedar.     l*rodaction  amounted  to  (total)  : 

Shingles 

1924  L_ 6,  862,  .S85.  000 

1927  I 6.  44o,  tkJtt.  000 


cent 
to: 

1924 
1027 


IMPOBTS 

Nliety-nlne  per  cent  of  the  Imports  come  from  Canada  and  87  per 
>f  the  production  there  is  In  British  Columbia.     Imports  amounted 


they 


November  13 


Shingles 
._  2,  H67.  749,  000 
_  2,  060,  005,  000 


Eopghly,  imports  one-third  of  domestic  production. 

XXPOBTS 


Ex  wrta  for  shingles  are  relatlrely  small  In  comparison  with  importa. 

Statlftlca  of  exports  follow : 

Shingles 

1924  L 29,  000.  000 

1927  I 87,  000.  000 

BEMAKKS 

Thire  are  two  grades  of  shingles,  namely,  the  hi^-grade  edge-grain 
■bing  e  and  the  Inferior  slash-grain  wooden  shingle.  Eighty  per  cent  of 
the  eige-grain  shingles  are  produced  in  Canada  costing  more  than  the 
comparable  American  shingle. 

If  the  shingle  Industry  of  Washington  and  Oregon  Is  suffering  from 
depreraion  it  is  not  because  prices  ore  so  low  on  Imported  shingles  that 


can  not  get  the  business.     The  answer  is   rathor  to  be  found   In 


the  fiict  that  customers  do  not  want  the  kind  of  products  they  manufac- 
ture and  do  want  the  products  which  are  manufactured  In  Canada. 
Then  too,  the  market  for  shingles  has  been  adversely  Influenced  by  the 
Increiislng  competition  of  other  roofing  materials,  such  as  slate,  tile, 
a8tH>8loB.  and  more  especially  asphalt  and  other  composition  roofing. 
The  >uildlng  ordinances  of  many  cities  and  towns  prohibit  the  use  of 
wood  in  ahinglea.  restrict  their  use  to  suburban  areas,  or  provide  that 
only  high-grade  shingles,  meeting  certain  specifications,  may  be  used. 
This  la  a  condition  that  a  tariff  can  not  remedy.  The  free  list  is  the 
prop4r  home  for  such  a  commodity.  A  revision  of  manufacturing  proc- 
esses and  merchandising  methods  is  the  solution  of  this  difficulty,  not  a 
tarlll  which  will  still  further  depress  the  market  for  hlgli-grade  edge- 
gralc  ablngles  by  an  Increase  in  the  retail  price. 

Th ;  effort  spent  In  perfecting  the  manufacture  of  high-grade  shingles 
and  ( he  production  of  that  type  of  shingle  almost  exclusively  gives  the 
Brltli  h  Columbian  Industry  an  advantage  (1)  because  the  demand  for 
high-  frade  shloglea  Is  less  affected  by  competition  from  composition 
roofii  gs  than  Is  the  demand  for  lower  grades,  and  (2)  because  the 
demaid  for  high-grade  shingles  is  less  subject  to  extreme  fiuctuatlon 
In  pi  ice  than  that  for  low-grade  shingles.  The  American  shingle  Is 
theor  >tically  the  equivalent  of  the  British  Columbia  shingle,  but  in  grad- 
ing a  ilngles  and  lumber  a  large  amount  of  material  la  rapidly  bandied 
and,  unless  great  care  is  exercised,  a  certain  amount  of  the  low-grade 
stuff  lis  put  Into  a  shipment.  That  has  been  one  thing  that  has  injured 
the  Oregon  and  Washington  sblngle.  The  Canadian  has  takin  great 
pains  with  the  grading  of  his  shingles,  and  thus  eliminated  the  6  or  8 
per  etnt  of  low-grade  shingles  found  in  the  American  bnndle-s. 

Lo  rs  in  British  Columbia  are  used  first  to  make  shingles,  while  In  the 
Nortliwest  logs  are  used  first  for  the  production  of  cetlar  lumber;  and, 
secondly,  or  as  a  by-product  for  the  making  of  shingles;  and  that  Is 
one  inajor  reason  why  the  domestic  shingle  is  Inferior  to  the  British 
Coloiibla  shingle.  The  Canadian  producer  can  resist  the  temptation  to 
ase  tls  best  logs  In  making  cedar  lumber  for  the  Oriental  markets;  the 
Ametfean  producer  can  not.  British  Columbian  mills  have  established 
a  refutation  that  enables  them  to  obtain  from  10  to  40  cents  more  per 
thousand  for  ahingles  than  do  Washington  and  Oregon  mills  and  more 
recen  tly  even  to  75  cents.  In  November  of  1928  the  XXXXX  grade  of  red 
cedai  shingles  were  quoted  by  domestic  mills  In  carload  lots  at  13  80  to 
$3.90  per  thousand ;  British  Columbian  shingles  of  tbe  same  grade  were 
quotfd  at  ft  PW  thousand.  This  spread  in  prices  has  continued  to 
date.     DomeaUc  Perfections  were  quoted  at  $4.60  to  |4.80,  and  British 
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Columbia  Perfections  at  $5  per  thousand.  Prices  during  the  last  year 
have  been  more  favorable  to  producers,  shingles  raising  from  |1  to 
fl.25  per  thousand. 

The  Tariff  Commission's  report  proves  conclusively  that  costs  of  pro- 
duction are  higher  In  British  Columbia  both  on  the  average  and  on 
special  grades  than  they  are  In  Washington  and  Oregon.  As  an  ex- 
ample of  production  costs,  according  to  the  findings  of  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission  in  Ito  report  to  tbe  President  on  the  red- 
cedar  shingle  industry.  It  costs  $3.08  to  produce  1,000  No.  3  Perfects  In 
Oregon  and  Washington  and  $3.85  In  British  Columbia. 

It  has  been  urged  that  there  la  noticeable  discrepancy  in  labor  costs 
because  of  tbe  a<ie  of  oriental  labor  In  British  Columbia,  It  being  cheaper. 
Forty-five  per  cent  ot  the  total  labor  employed  In  Britlah  Columbia  la 
oriental.  Oriental  labor  predominates  only  In  packing.  In  which  work 
the  Chinese  excel  and  frequently  command  higher  wagea  than  white 
labor.     Any  labor  differential  la  slight 

In  the  matter  of  transportation,  the  domestic  and  Canadian  Industries 
are  on  an  equality,  as  the  rail  freight  rates  and  shipping  rates  to  the 
leading  shingle  consuming  marketa  of  tbe  United  States  are,  in  general, 
the  same  from  mills  In  British  Coltunbla  aa  from  those  In  Washington 
and  Oregon,  except  that  California,  Nevada,  New  Mexico  have  a 
preferential  rate  of  about  10  centa  per  100  pounds. 

WHY  DOMESTIC  PBODUCKSS  DO  NOT  MAKE  MOKC  BtQH-aBADE  SHINOLSS 

In  Washington  and  Oregon  shingles  are  produced  largely  In  combina- 
tion mills  which  produce  both  cedar  lumber  and  shingles.  The  manu- 
facture of  ablngles  is  usually  secondary  to  the  manufacture  of  cedar 
lumber.  These  mills  usually  utlUae  the  better  part  of  their  low-grade 
logs  and  the  high-grade  logs  for  the  manufacture  ot  clear  cedar  lumber, 
and  the  poorer  sections  of  the  logs  and  the  poor  logs  are  cut  Into 
shingle  bolts.  High-grade  shingles  can  not  be  cut  from  this  kind  of 
material.  These  producers  make  a  good  profit  from  their  cedar  lumber 
and  are  content  with  a  fair  market  for  their  low-grade  by-product, 
slash-grain  shingles. 

Their  shingle  mills  which  do  not  manufacture  cedar  lumber  either 
buy  rafta  of  low-grade  logs  for  use  In  manufacture  of  shingles,  or  buy 
high-grade  rafts  and  export  tbe  better  logs  and  keep  the  poorer  logs 
for  uae  in  manufacturing  ahinglea.  This  practice  of  exporting  logs 
has  Increased  tremendously  In  the  laat  few  years,  as  la  evidenced  by 
the  following  table : 

EmporU  from  United  Btatea  of  cedar  log*  and  round  timbers 
(Source :  Foreign  Commerce  aud  Navigation  of  the  United  States) 


1033 
1033 
1034 
1035 
1038 


1,000  ieet 


40,080 
82,103 
104, 4<W 
107,700 
138,  4«3 
186,976 
361,630 


DoDan 


1,808,017 
$,840,330 
3, 101, 803 
3, 130, 146 

4,111,807 
5,U5a,068 


This  means  not  only  Is  there  a  lack  of  material  for  high-grade 
shingles,  but  Is  the  result  of  this  practice,  and  shingle  mills  have  fre- 
quently been  unable  to  get  sufBcient  logs  to  continue  operations. 

aSASONS    WHY    THSaa    SHOULD    BE    NO    TARirr    ON     SHINOLBS 

First.  It  la  estimated  by  forest  engineers  that  we  have  remaining  In 
the  United  States  a  cedar  supply  sufBcient  for  only  15  years  at  the 
present  rate  of  consumption.  A  tariff  on  shingles  will  hasten  the  day 
when  we  will  be  totally  dependent  on  imports  for  our  domestic  needs. 

Second.  The  stalned-shlngle  Industry,  which  has  done  much  to  re- 
build the  market  for  wood  sbingles  lost  to  the  patented  roofing  materials, 
will  be  Irreparably  harmed  by  a  tariff,  as  It  will  be  unable  to  get  sufB- 
cient high-grade  shingles  to  meet  the  demand  without  paying  the  duty, 
and  payment  of  the  duty  Is  practically  Impossible. 

Third.  A  duty  will  increase  the  coat  of  shingles  to  the  consumer,  and 
particularly  to  the  farmer,  who  uses  over  70  per  cent  of  the  domestic 
consumption,  an  amount  they  can  ill  afford  to  pay. 

Fourth.  It  will  eventually  Injure  the  American  shingle  industry 
through  the  loss  of  Its  market  to  other  roofing  materials. 

Fifth.  It  will  injure  our  trade  relations  with  our  liest  customer  and 
kindly  neighbor — Canada. 

Sixth.  It  may  produce  retaliatory  measures  that  will  destroy  a  valu- 
able market  for  our  fruit  and  vegetable  growers. 

Seventh.  A  tariff  can  not  be  Justified  by  cost  differences  or  price  dis- 
advantages. The  report  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission,  based 
on  Its  exhaustive  study  of  the  industry,  does  not  Justify  any  doty. 

In  conclusion,  let  It  be  repeated  that  a  revision  of  manufacturing 
processes  and  merchandising  methods  Is  the  solution  of  thla  difBcuity, 
not  a  high  tariff.  As  I'^ng  as  the  Canadian  manufacturer  continues  to 
produce  the  high-grade  shingle,  the  sblngle  In  demand,  he  should  not 
work  at  a  disadvantage  merely  because  the  American  producer  makes 
shingles  a  by-product  Instead  of  the  primary  article.  Shingles  shotild 
be  retained  on  the  free  list. 


YAaMODTKPOST  ANB  HXAXmS,  MASS., 

Thmradaw,  J*^'**  ^>  A». 

Hon.  David  I.  Walsh. 

The  Senate.  Waehington,  D.  O. 

DBAS  Srs :  We  understand  that  the  tariff  bill  la  now  before  the  Senats 
for  their  consideration.  We  are  lumber  dealers,  and  the  bosinesi  cod« 
ditlons  have  not  been  satisfactory  for  the  last  two  or  three  years. 

We  want  to  strongly  urge  yon  to  oppose  having  a  tariff  put  OB 
lumber  importa,  especially  on  cedar  lumber  and  shingles.  We  do  not  feel 
that  this  Is  necessary  for  the  best  Interest  of  the  buying  public  ai  the 
present  tinoe.  If  tbe  tariff  was  now  put  on,  w«  feel  thst  the  prices 
would  advance  quite  sharply,  and  this  would  have  a  retarding  effect  on 
business  for  some  time. 

We  are,  therefore,  requesting  that  you  give  this  matter  sMiooa  cod- 
slderatlon  and  oppose  the  tariff  on  these  articles. 
Respectfully  yours, 

John  Hincklbt  *  Son  Co., 

F.    HOWAED   IIINCKLBT. 

BsoCKTON,  Mass.,  Jwne  7,  MS. 

Senator  Davip  I.  Walsh, 

Wa*lUngton.  D.  O, 
DBAS  Sib  :  We  are  opposed  to  the  tariff  bill  which  la  before  your  body 
for  consideration  in  Its  effect  on  red -cedar  shingles. 

We  feel  that  It  would  be  a  mistake  to  upset  an  Industry  which  Is  now 
In  a  satisfactory  condition  and  that  It  would  be  a  mlatake  to  penallae 
lumber  Importa  In  a  manner  which  would  only  lead  to  a  more  rapid 
exhaustion  of  our  own  reserves. 

We  hope  you  will  oppose  the  portion  of  this  bill  which  applies  tc  lbs 
lumber  industry. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Dban-Pbnmit  Oo. 

SciTDATE,  Mass.,  Jtme  7,  OU. 

lion.  David  I.  Walsh. 

Senate  Finance  Committee, 

United  Statee  Senate,  Wa^hinffton,  D.  C. 
Dbab  Sbmatob  :  We  are  writing  you  again  with  further  reference  to 
tbe  proposed  tariff  bill  now  under  consideration,  which  carries  a  high 
duty  on  sbingles,  cedar  lumber,  logs,  birch,  and  maple  lumber. 

This  company  Is  particularly  interested  In  the  duty  affecting  ahingles. 
Our  business  la  located  In  the  heart  of  a  large  white-cedar  ahlngle  con- 
suming territory,  which  embraces  all  of  southeastern  Maaaachuaetts. 
Practically  our  only  source  of  supply  la  the  Canadian  Provinces. 

This  section,  aa  yon  well  know,  is  largely  a  country  of  small  bomec 
Any  duty  on  ahli^Ies  will  certainly  result  In  the  Increased  cost  of  ssdm. 
We  also  8^  edge-grain,  red-cedar  ahingles  from  Britlah  Columbia. 
These  shingles  are  higher  in  price  and  are  uaed  where  a  higher  quality 
Is  demanded.  Any  duty  on  this  grade  will  only  Increase  the  already 
existing  differential  and  can  only  benefit  a  few  shingle  mills  located  in 
tbe  State  of  Washington. 

We  are  to-day  bnying  tbe  best  grade  of  Washington  shingles  at  much 
lower  prices  than  we  are  paying  for  the  Britlah  Columbia  artlel*. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Th«  Obobob  F.  Wblch  Co., 
By  J.  W.  Stuison,  Jfano^sr. 

MONABCB   LUMBBB   CO., 

Oreat  Fallt,  Mont..  June  t»,  m$. 

Hon.  David  I.  Wai.sh, 

Senate  OJUce  Bnildinu,  Wathington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dbab  Sbnatob:  In  the  bearing  before  the  subcommittee  on  the 
wood  schedule  of  the  Senate  Finance  Conunlttee,  Mr.  Bratlle,  who  ap- 
peared as  a  witness  aaklng  for  a  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  tariff  on 
shingles,  was  asked  by  the  chairman.  Senator  Col'zens,  If  he  bad  any 
comparative-cost  data  that  would  show  the  relation  of  the  cost  of  pro- 
ducing shingles  in  Britlah  Columbia  and  In  Washington-Oregon.  Mr. 
Bratlle  stated  that  he  had  none,  aa  It  was  very  dllBcult  to  obtain.  He 
alao  made  the  same  statement  in  relation  to  cedar  lumber. 

We  do  not  think  thla  statement  was  entirely  fair  to  the  committee, 
and  for  the  special  Information  of  the  members  of  tbe  committee  we  are 
giving  you  below  a  table  showing  the  comparative  costs  of  producing 
shingles  In  Washington-Oregon  and  Britlah  Columbia,  grade  by  grade. 
as  taken  from  the  report  of  tbe  United  States  Tariff  Commlasion  on  the 
Red  Cedar  Shingle  Industry. 

The  report  Itself  on  costa  U  somewhat  volumlnoos,  as  It  covers  the 
subject  In  great  detail,  and  It  U  to  be  doubted  whether  there  la  avsU- 
able  any  more  comprebenslTe  and  thorough  record  of  costs  of  prt^nction 
than  that  on  red-cedar  shlnglea  as  dereloped  by  the  Tariff  Commiasioa. 
These  figures  cover  the  grades  that  embrsoe  practically  all  importa  from 
British  Columbia. 
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CmI  of  proSmeiion  of  thtnolet  in  Wathington  Oregon  and  BrUUh 


lU. 
(1> 


(3) 


(I) 


{4} 


B.    Tariff    Commlasion  :   Report 
rre«id<>nt.   Miircb 


Roral«.  No.  1.  24-tiM-b.  4/2: 

WaiiblngtoD-Or»iron  coat 

Britiab   Columbia   coat 

HlRb4>r  foirtfn  fo.«t.  S.^*  p«r  c«nt 
I'trfM-tlofiM.  No.  1.  l»-ln<-h.  5/2%: 

Wanlilniitun-Oregoo   coat . . -. 

BritUh  CiilumMa  ro«t. 


on    rrdc«dar    ab  ingle    toduBtry    to 

2.  1927.  p.  44  J 

Coat  i^er  thousand 

110.690 

11. 306 


Iflalifr  tonUm  cwt  5.4  p«r  e<'nt. 
IVrfiHt.   (..r  XXXXX),  No.   1.   10  loch, 

Wanhlnaloti  ()r«>K(in  coat  ...-.-._. 

Hf1fl»h  r.ilumrila  roat 

HiahT  f<ir»»«ti  wmt.  4.6  p«  wnt. 
Kttra  rlaara,  flVlMti,  hy'ii 


»/a; 


Wa«filn 


-laara, 
alMH-r 


Yr^ffK*  fitn 
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Mr.  Mu«M,  «iM>  apvMiriMi  bWiNw  tba  Waya  aa4  M«aiia  L'wwmlliMt  sr^ 
th*  ianata  irtnaBea  Cwninlttra,  pr<MitKa4  tuf  thaai  tiM  aftuat  eoata  for 
kla  aktafU  alU  in  Waabiactoo  aad  bla  alitn«la  nlU  la  Britiab  Columbia, 
logPther  vtib  hia  vac*  acalt^.  Ilia  Aitur**  kKire  out  tba  flodloga  of  tb# 
Tariff  ConnnlaaloB.  Wa  contend  tbat  in  juatice  to  your  coauBlttM  tbat 
tboaa  aaidnx  for  s  abincle  tariff  abould  at  Iraat  have  produc(>d  tbeir 
OWB  coat  racorda  or  glTrn  tbe  committM  aom«  aubatanttal  Information 
on  wblch  to  baaa  concluaiona. 

Tb«  proponeota  of  a  tariff  on  ablnglea  bave  relied  solely  on  complain- 
Inc  tbat  tbere  waa  depreaaion  In  tbeir  industry  and  tbat  bankruptdca 
were  frequent.  We  bare  endeavored  to  point  oat  In  oar  brlefa  elae- 
wbere  that  tbis  bad  notblac  to  do  witb  tbe  tariff  and  tbat  one  of  tbe 
oatatandlns  and  primary  reason!*  why  many  shingle  mills  were  In  bad 
shape  was  becaoae  tbey  were  dependt^nt  for  the  supply  of  tbeir  raw 
material — loga  on  tbe  open  lot  market  and  that  a  tendency  toward  a 
abertmce  of  cedar  loca  bad  enabled  tbe  loners  to  maintain  prices  at 
anch  a  level  tbat  It  waa  impossible  for  tbe  log-buying  shingle  mill  to 
operate  at  a  profit. 

It  la  a  fact  worthy  of  note  tbat  no  manufacturer  of  ablngles  other 
than  Mr.  Bloadel,  wbo  poaaeaaed  a  timber  supply  of  bis  own.  baa  ap- 
peared befora  yoor  commtttea  la  connection  witb  thia  tariff.  Mr.  Bloedel 
kaa  aUted  tbat  a  Urtff  waa  not  needed.  Tbe  proponenta  of  the  tariff 
that  have  appeared  have  been  kw-boyiog  shingle  mills. 

May  we  in  cdncluaion  emptaaslac  to  you  certain  facts? 

rirat.  That  coata  of  prodactloa  of  ahinylaa  are  higher  la  Britiab 
Columbia  than  In  Washington  and  Oregon. 

Second.  That  Britlah  Colombia  ablnslcs  aell  grade  for  grade  at  a 
higher  price  in  th«  American  market  than  do  thoee  of  Waahlnstoa  and 
Oregon. 

*  Third.  That  dactlna  In  Washington- Oregon  production  has  been  due 
to  waning  cedar  oopply,  coBipoaltion-roofliig  competition,  and  tbe  fact 
tbat  low-grade  ablngles,  which  conatitute  tbe  bulk  of  production,  bare 
lost  tbeir  marketa.  rather  than  to  British  Columbia  competition. 

finally,  that  IndlTldval  failnrea  and  lack  of  profitable  operation  of 
many  plants  has  be^n  due  to  tbe  make-up  of  tbe  induatry  and  baa  been 
conflncd  chiefly  to  tbe  log-buying  abingle  miUa,  wbo  ara  dependent  on 
Others  for  their  log  supply. 

These   outataading  facta,   we   beliere,   make   clear   tbe   fallacy   of   a 
protectlre  tariff  on  thia  commodity. 
Yours  Tery  truly. 

Gsa  H.  RoGxss. 

Mr.  COPRLAND.  Mr.  Presdent,  while  I  do  not  ajfree  with 
tbe  cooclaslon  reached  by  the  diatiDguished  jtinior  Senator  from 
Wa.<(hinirtOD  (Mr.  Diix),  I  want  to  say  for  him  that  I  listened 
yesterday  witb  a  fcreat  deal  of  interest  to  his  speech,  and  if  any 
manafactorer  of  shinsles  In  the  State  of  Washington  is  doubtful 
whether  or  not  be  presented  a  strong  case  I  am  willing  to  tes- 
tify as  an  oppt^tion  witness  that  he  did. 

Of  cwarse.  tbat  Is  the  sajscar  coating  which  I  mtist  apply,  may 
I  say  to  my  friend,  to  my  i>{>P(^itiun  to  the  stand  he  takes. 

I  mii^t  say  equally  kind  things  about  the  speech  made  by  the 
•Mkior  Senator  from  Wa.<ihLngton  [Mr.  Jo!«es]  If  I  had  heard  it 

Mr.  PreBldent.  I  wa:s  particularly  touched  by  what  tbe  Junior 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Diix]  said  about  the  condition 
of  labor.  Anyone  who  luis  the  slightest  lore  of  humanity  in 
bis  heart  must  be  touched  when  such  pictures  are  presented  as 
were  displayed  yesterday  by  the  Senator  with  reference  to  the 
pathetic  state  in  wbicb  labor  finds  itself  In  the  State  of  Waab- 
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ingtoi  I.  Undoubtedly  the  decline  In  the  Industry  lins  had  an 
adver  se  effect  up«>n  all  concerned.  Of  course.  In  my  opinion 
there  are  other  reasons  than  those  allegeil  by  the  Senator  as 
the  r>al  causes.  However,  we  are  distressed  by  the  effect  of 
the  cmditions  which  prevail  for  labor. 

Th<  junior  Senator  from  Washington  made  a  plea  that  this 
light  :ax  upon  shingles  wotild  Involve  the  people  of  the  country 
su  lifi  3tly  and  so  slightly  that  it  is  a  tax  tbat  might  be  disre- 
gard€  A.  <>f  course,  If  this  were  the  only  tax  to  be  levied  upon 
the  American  people,  I  have  no  doubt  that  every  Senator  her© 
and  I  he  people  themselves  would  be  glad  to  say.  "  Very  well, 
l>ecntm'  of  the  condition  of  laliof  In  the  Mtate  of  Wnnhliigton  wo 
will  lunke  an  exreptloti  In  this  cnae."    Ktit  It  \m  when  <>ne  tflf 


Is  puki  upon  flhothcr  that  we  bate  tiltlinnlcly  a  staggfrthg  load 
lol>eJf»offw«  by  tlip  fdkpjiydfK  of  th«»  ontittir*. 

AtiffV  tlip  del/ate  u\nin  iiotiihntlf^fnblp  glMM  f  wna  mlM  i9 
ll»««  tfi'fifiUiu  feofu  \rtf  fump  "HP  <ouumttfi  ¥ti\U  ft)*"  K<'»(1  Aui'M 
itHrfrlL  Oo  tif  ttiMiiNi'd  mt*  tnf  wttxi  I  tiAd  Min  nUmti  thp  Uiu 
l0ifliiH'¥  ttf  Uh¥\hu  »lil»»  mI>»*#  tmiif  »t  ilii*  hmfii  \tr\t<ti  p(/Mtt<l««, 

tmvM  tmunfmpti  1'^  «)»♦«  t'i>iui>nhf/  UH<it,  IU<  «*«l<1  tUitl  if  vvt'Vf 
\\¥m  U\  lU  liirlff  MM  fM'W  \tt<\u\\un  imfiifu  fUtt  <v»fiirf«*»a  w«fi» 
U>  fiwtf  Hfm't  gild  U»a  Mil  wuru  in  f»u  fwt***al,  iUnrn  wint\r\  tin 
»4t\iii  to  ibiN  grtM**  giMl  tn«  uHmt  i»««*d  in  flM*  nmtmfminrn 
of  ttm  Word  tutofiM'bUa  no  muxy  NddltlonNl  'osia  tbat  tha  prii^* 
of  tM  i^ord  imr  would  b«  liu'rfiimu\  flHli.  If  it  t)«  trut«  that  ilig 
paMwgw  of  thia  biU  woold  udd  to  tbiir  (nif  Indulgt^nce  of  ttia 
AmHiUan  pifipto  lltW,  it  is  a  very  aignilltunt  atatetnent.  Htt  I 
want  to  say  to  my  friend  from  Waablngton  that  it  is  not  the 
one  i  em  of  the  tax  upon  sbingles  that  we  must  consider  but  tbe 
effect  upon  the  country  of  tfie  great  many  reque«ts  for  increased 
dntiei  which  are  made  in  connection  with  the  pending  hill. 

Mr  President,  I  regard  home  building  as  one  of  the  most  Im- 
portaat  activities  In  which  a  citizen  can  engage.  Nothing  is 
t>etter  for  the  American  people  than  to  have  our  citizens  live  in 
their  own  homes;  nothing  promotes  health  more;  nothing  ad- 
vanc€»?  morality  more;  nothing  adds  mure  to  the  welfare  of  our 
peopli  >  and  tbe  stability  of  the  Nation  than  home  ownership.  I 
have  ~>een  much  di&tres.sed  because  of  the  financial  condition  of 
the  oontry  and  its  relation  to  the  building  of  homes.  Under 
condin<»is  prevailing  during  the  pa>!t  two  or  three  years  every 
dollai  that  men  and  women  in  America  could  mke  and  f^crnpe 
togetlier  has  been  devoted  to  Wall  Street;  gambling  lias  t>een 
induli  :ed  in.  and  now  millions  and  billions  of  American  wealth 
have  joen  dissipated  through  the  crash  in  Wall  Street.  I  have 
no  rei  aedy  to  offer;  I  doubt  exceedingly  If  Congress  can  find  any 
rem«  y.  Pec^le  have  a  right,  I  suppose,  to  spend  their  own 
mooe; '  as  they  will,  and  whether  there  can  be  fotind  a  means  of 
regul:  ition  I  doubt  very  seriously ;  but  this  Ls  a  fact,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent :  As  the  result  of  the  demands  made  upon  tlie  bunking  instl- 
tutiors  of  America  for  money  to  be  used  for  speculative  pur- 
poses it  is  practically  impossible  for  the  young  man  who  desln'S 
to  bu  id  a  home  to  obtain  any  mortgage  money  from  the  t>anl[B. 
That  is  a  calamity.  I  am  sure  that  every  Senator  here  will 
agree  with  me  that  anything  tliat  interferes  with  home  building 
is  calimitous  to  the  welfare  of  the  Nation. 

Mr  DLLL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  me? 

Th(!  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  WAixxm-  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Wasl  ington  ? 

Mr  CUPELAND.     Yes. 

Mr,  DILXk  Can  not  the  Senator  from  New  York  apply  that 
same  statement  with  equal  force  to  anything  that  Interferes 
with  iie  production  of  the  food  and  clothing  of  tlie  people? 

Mr  COPELAND.     Of  course. 

Mr  DILL.  We  put  a  tariff  on  food  and  clothing  because  we 
want  to  help  the  producers  of  those  articles,  but  when  it  comes 
to  so  nothing  that  is  used  on  houses  and  which  la.sts  for  from 
25  to  30  years,  it  Is  complained  that  a  tariff  will  be  a  burden. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington  that  I  have  had  occasion  to  shingle  a  house 
and  I  have  lived  in  it  long  enough  to  reshingle  it.  When  I  again 
buy  ihingles  for  my  house  I  am  going  to  buy  shingles  which 
have  enduring  qualitie.s,  and  I  fear,  from  all  the  testimony  that 
has  leen  offered,  that  the  trouble  with  the  Washington  shingle 
is  thi  t  it  has  not  the  quality  to  give  it  the  popularity  which  my 
trieu( ,  would  wish  it  to  have. 

Mr  DILL,  uf  course  the  Senator  from  New  York  does  not 
uudei  stand  the  situation  or  be  would  not  say  that 

Mr  COPELAND.  I  am  founding  that  statement  upon  the 
testimony  of  dozens  of  persons  who  have  written  me  regarding 
this  matter,  and  that  st'ems  to  be  the  universal  testimony.  I 
can  not  vote  for  a  measure  which  so  apj)arently  raises  an  arti- 
ficial barrier  to  borne  building ;  therefore  I  must  be  in  opposition. 
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I  am  rery  sorry,  indeed,  tbat  we  hare  not  any  figures  here 
showing  the  actual  domestic  production  of  shingles  during  the 
past  several  years.  I  have  asked  that  question  of  several  Sena- 
tors who  have  been  debating  this  subject.  I  asked  it  this  morn- 
ing of  the  senior  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jonw]  and  he 
referred  me  to  his  speech.  I  found  oii  page  5446  of  the  Con- 
oBgssioNAL  Rbcobo  that  the  Senator  from  Washington  said : 

The  shingle  production  in  the  United  States  is  between  five  and  alx 
billion  yesrly.     In  1018  it  was  betwoen  seven  and  eight  billion. 

And  the  Senator  draws  the  conclusion  tbat  tbe  reason  why  the 
tiiodiictlon  la  so  much  less  now  Is  the  liicreawd  lmpt»rtatlon  of 
UanadJin  shlngl«<.  but,  after  all,  there  bos  been  no  Increase. 
A«  a  mntlpr  fff  fact,  there  has  Ufn  a  dwlln*,  In  1W8  Uie  Itn- 
u»Mntloiia  wpfP  lowpf  than  th»^  had  iH-eii  f»»f  any  year  rtiM-o 
WMh  wlih  til**  I'gci'ptlon  'rf  1087,  1  do  »»(»<  know  what  th*.  pt-'v 
rtiwiloti  ift,  b«»  I  fPiiinrp  lo  aay  that  \tf  rrmm  tft  jUp  ihimimIii 
alMiaMoH  t4t  whU'h  I  hav»«  rfMrt*<\  titptf  Untt  htH  Irnn  a  utval 
(iPiuHUd  fiff  nUSuu\t^,  wMd  Hiat  ¥nmU\  m<titM\)\,  til  mtriH',  jii  mmf 
«»r«"«»t'*«,  for  f»M«  \Hi'k  ttt  itrim\»'rU^  \tt  ih«*  >»f»«*<  itl  Wa*l»M»ii»ofi 
\f»Utriiitr  n»fnrftu'0  wa**  Mmdi<  lo  ^U^'  UwtMuit  iumh^r  »tHi' 
mUm,  I  J«ar«t  UnnrA  It  r»i»»»/rr»«rt  ittitmt  tUn  ♦(i<»»k»»«»m»  ilmi Ji«  a 
irwai  hwHdlH«  wUU'U  U  ai/ii»f  U>  \m  tumtHrwHttd  ih  W«*w  \ttr%  lo 
ffutnvv  tUtt  Waldorf  Astoria,  Huu^itm  UwitHit  to  larwdy  to  tm 
umi.  I  bold  in  my  Maud  a  Iwrtfr  r««<'ol»'ed  i»»U  inomuig,  wm<1i 
liidicati^M  that  iiM»«t  of  the  lomlMT  u>  !>«'  u**^d  lu  that  urtml  build- 
iag  Is  Mitriuw  and  w««t  coMt  flr,  and  that  liuMdan  luwb»r  is  not 
to  |je  uaed. 

I  want  to  place  in  tbe  Rbcobo  a  i>art  of  tbe  letter  which  I 
received  from  the  New  York  Lumber  Trade  Association,  wherein 
there  U  a  discussion  of  the  Russian  lumber  bogy.  I  think  tbat 
Senators  have  been  disturbed  over  the  possibility  that  Russia 
might  Iwtome  a  very  serious  competitor  in  the  lumber  industry. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  that  is  not  likely  to  occur,  my  correspondent 
states,  because  this  wood  U  shipped  out  of  Russia  from  Arch- 
angel on  the  White  Sea,  which,  as  everyone  knows,  is  within 
tlK'  Arctic  Circle,  and  the  port  is  icebound  at  least  for  seven 
months  of  the  year.  Therefore  it  is  not  likely  that  any  large 
amount  of  lumber  can  l>e  shipped  out  of  that  port. 

Then  in  the  letter  the  argument  is  set  forth  with  some  detail 
to  the  effect  that  Russia  cf)nsume8  about  80  per  cent  of  its 
lumber  at  home,  and  of  the  20  per  cent  exported  the  British 
Isles  take  about  0*0  per  cent. 

I  ask,  Mr.  President,  that  the  parts  of  the  letter  which  I  have 
marked  be  included  at  this  point  in  my  remarks  without  reading. 
The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.     Without    objection,    it   is   so 
ordered. 

Tlie  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

THB    irSBlAN    LrMBBR    BOGT 

As  soon  a«  our  association  received  tbe  Octotier  7  release  of  tbe  South- 
ern Pine  Association  giving  as  their  reason  for  taking  sides  in  the 
tariff  Lssue  at  this  late  date,  tbe  fact  that  theh-  members  were  con- 
cerned about  tbe  present  and  future  aoftwood  shipments  of  Russian 
lumber  to  this  country,  our  tariff  committee  Immedlatoly  instituted  an 
investigation  hito  the  matter.  We  Interviewed  the  Amtorg  Trading  Cor- 
poration at  New  York,  tbe  commercial  agcnU  of  the  Soviet  Government 
in  tbe  United  States,  the  two  American  importing  concerns  wbo  are 
handling  all  tbe  Ruosian  lumber  consigned  to  this  country,  provided 
ourselves  with  tbe  book  entitled  "  The  Soviet  Union  Looks  Ahead," 
which  is  in  tbe  nature  of  a  prospectus  outlining  the  plans  of  the  Rus- 
sian Qovernment  during  tbe  next  five  years,  and  Bulletin  No.  19.  of 
March  1,  1929.  of  the  United  States  Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic 
Commerce  at  Washington,  part  of  which  is  devoted  to  a  careful  analysis 
of  the  financial  structure  of  the  soviet  lumber  industry.  We  have  aluo 
consulted  various  persons  who  are  more  or  less  familiar  with  the 
Russian  lumber  situation.  In  tbe  Interest  of  brevity  we  will  endeavor 
to  condense  our  findings  in  the  following  paragraphs.  Meanwhile  we 
can  say  tbat  we  wbo  are  situated  In  the  territory  most  affected  by 
Russian  lumber  find  nothing  to  be  alarmed  about.  We  do  not  believe 
the  deep  concern  of  the  Southern  Pine  Association  is  warranted  by  the 
facts,  and  our  opinion  is  tbat  their  release  is  baf«ed  on  a  very  superficial 
examination  of  all  tbe  factors,  which  accounts  for  the  sensational  char- 
acter of  tbeir  statement.  We  beg  to  caU  your  attention  to  the  following 
points: 

1.  Practically  all  of  Ruaala's  aoftwood  exports  are  abipped.  on  ac- 
count of  economic  reasons,  from  Archangel  on  the  White  Sea.  which 
Is  within  the  Arctic  Circle.  This  port  is  icetwund  at  leaat  seven 
months  in  the  year.  Shipping  destined  for  tbe  United  States  must 
move  through  tbe  White  Sea,  the  Arctic  Circle,  and  tbe  Arctic  Ocean 
l)efore  turning  westward  into  tbe  Atlantic.  The  only  dependable  open- 
water  period  is  from  the  latter  part  of  July  to  tbe  latter  part  of  Octo- 
ber. In  favorable  years  ships  can  sail  from  the  latter  part  of  June 
unto  well  Into  November.  As  a  rule  June  and  November  are  very 
doubtful  months.  This  year  tbe  latest  reports  indicate  an  early  fall 
and  winter,  and  navigation  la  expected  to  close  any  time  now. 


2.  In  aplta  of  the  elalma  of  the  duty  propoaeata  that  70.000,000  board 
feet  will  likely  arrive  here  thia  year,  only  three  cargoes  of  aboat 
3.000,000  feet  each  have  come  In  thua  far,  L  e..  the  ahlpa  OhrUtimo*- 
borg,  OoUiugham,  and  BouiMea.  Betwcaa  the  two  Importera  above  re- 
ferred to.  aeven  more  ahlpa  have  been  chartered  with  three  others  that 
are  In  doubt.  Bat  inaamuch  as  a  number  of  theae  are  for  late  October 
and  November  loading.  It  la  pure  apecutatlon  aa  to  how  many  of  theae 
will  be  able  to  load  and  sail.  If  all  10  ahoold  clear,  and  their  eargoea 
would  average  8,000,000  feet  each,  which  la  the  amount  eatlaMted,  a 
total  of  80,000,000  feet  more  wotild  bt  received  la  addition  to  the  0.000,< 
000  which  haa  so  far  arrived — a  mere  drop  In  tbe  bucket  when  yo«  eoo* 
sider  that,  according  lo  the  flgurea  furalabed  by  tbe  National  Lunber 
Manufartarere'  Assorlatloo,  the  Haatera  Mtstea,  froia  llaltfmore  aortta, 
eoflsumed  In  a  mrlf  period  from  1W7  to  IMa  aboat  i»,«4ft.00n,ooo  feet 
of  iwiftwoods,  If  the  Waaalan  lmt»rtft«tl«f»e  feaeh  a  poasllile  BMtlaiNiB  of 
4«,mio,fKM»  tf0i  this  fp»r,  mMfh  seems  hlghli'  ImfifotmWe  l«  vlM»  of  the 
ffmnimtig  nhoft  fpr\n6  atsMaM^'  f«o  sltiMaa,  ♦•••<•  «»"*»aa«  wosid  lie 
int\p  nUghUf  itfi^  1  tmr  mti  iii  IHe  mtHmiwH$  t>*tmtmt4  la  i»m«  tefrtiofr 
»w#Hil*>»ed,   nnA   wNefe  Itile   wwod   NH»e«   lie  awM   »«   ke   e^MAeiaiiwlly 

»,  ni*m,  iU\»  \um\mr  ie  Mfik^iUmWf  all  n^m^  ttt  »  Ipftp  iHmttM  u  »>♦« 
ii^Mii«  Wf  ttmti  Ut  mtw  »M  M»l»#,  Htm  ttitmpmn'.  Vpfmmi,  fhw  V0fk, 
tUP.,  iWoM  M  waa  immmfmnUn  i^l*»tMi«d,  fUUt  iWWiief  ewl#f»  IhI# 
dirai'i  luminnMim  wiilt  Caaartian  »prim  sad  mH  wKk  owr  ©wm  iraad*, 
It  la  Hiorir  Of  laaa  of  •  «|>ea|«l  prods^^l,  baving  eiMwIsI  wa«e,  it  la  not 
aUa  tu  compeu  is  irriaa  witb  ttia  ^heapfr  wmu  eosei  0r  aad  baailMrk 
and  aoutberii  sliortlaaf  yellow  pine, 

4.  Busela  vsporta  to  tko  United  Htatea  about  lUO  dlferept  artUlee,  of 
which  lumber  la  one  of  the  leea  inportant.  Tonuage  for  all  of  tkeee 
must  be  aecured  and  many  must  uke  preoadeoce  over  lumber  because 
of  the  character  and  higher  value  of  the  goods. 

5.  Ruasia  normally  consumes  sbout  80  per  cent  of  Its  lumber  at  heme. 
Of  tbe  20  per  cent  exported,  the  Britiab  Islee  take  about  60  per  cent 
and  the  United  Statea  only  about  13  per  cent.  That  thia  la  apt  to 
change  materially  for  eome  time  to  come,  aa  f ar  aa  tbe  United  States 
is  concerned,  is  unlikely,  as  60  per  cent  of  the  aoftwood  output  of  Busela 
is  a  species  of  pine  that  does  sot  find  favor  In  thia  country,  whereas 
both  the  Russian  pine  and  spruce  is  popular  in  the  British  Isles  and 
Continental  Burope. 

6.  Russian  lumber  la  manufactured  and  aold  In  Europe  on  tbe  metric 
system.  Usage  in  Russia  and  Europe  caila  for  siaes  not  commercially 
in  demand  in  tbe  United  States,  where  lumber  is  manufactured  and  sold 
on  a  board-measure  basis.  Tbe  British  market  requires  a  special  spi-d- 
flcation  of  siaes,  which,  although  sawn  to  a  board-measure  acale,  would 
not  be  readily  aalabie  here.  Hence  all  lumber  intended  for  tbe  United 
States  market  must  be  specially  sawn  in  advance  according  to  Ameri- 
can requirementa,  and  it  Is  most  unlikely  that  any  surplus  stocks  cut 
to  European  or  British  standarda  could  be  dumped  on  tbis  market.  They 
would  be  bound  to  encounter  most  formidable  selling  resistance.  The 
American  importers  wbo  handle  this  Russian  lumber  have  found  it 
necessary  to  place  sawing  orders  in  the  fall  of  the  year  for  cargoes  to 
come  out  during  the  following  summer.  Such  a  condition  does  not  lend 
itself  to  volume  business. 

7.  "  Tbe  5-year  plan  for  economic  construction "  in  Roseia  ia  as 
yet  only  an  optimistic  forecast  of  what  they  hope  to  do.  In  this  plan 
involving  tbe  building  of  railroads,  highways,  and  all  sorts  of  indus- 
trial plants,  of  course  more  sawmills  will  be  needed  to  furnish  lumber 
for  home  consumption.  That  such  sawmill  expansion,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, connotes  tbe  production  of  a  fk>od  of  lumber  intended  for 
the  American  market,  is  far  afield  from  the  Information  we  have  been 
able  to  obtain,  and  is  sheer  conjecture.  Tbe  Department  of  Commerce 
report  of  March  1  shows  tbe  Russian  luml>er  industry  to  be  In  a  poor 
condition  financially  and  comparing  very  unfavorably  with  all  other 
Industries  in  tbat  country.  Tbe  Lumber  Truats  did  a  bnalness  In 
1927-28  of  307.000,000  rnblea.  Their  Indebtedness  to  the  banks  an 
October,  1928,  waa  111.800,000  rublea.  All  other  Industries  combined  did 
a  business  during  the  same  period  of  3,658,000,000  rubles  and  they  only 
owed  the  banks  513,100,000  rubles.  Tbe  comparison  of  per  cent  ratio 
was  36  4  per  cent  In  the  first  caar  as  against  14  per  cent  in  the  second. 
The  report  goes  on  to  say  that  76  per  cent  of  all  tbe  fands  of  tbe  lum- 
ber industry  consists  of  short-term  bank  loans  and  advances  from  buyers. 
Little  prospect  is  seen  of  improving  this  condition  for  some  time  to  com<>, 
doe  to  many  reasons,  among  which  are  the  short  shipping  season,  the 
lack  of  porta  and  transportation  and  tbe  fact  that  the  turnover  from 
logging  to  marketing  the  finished  product  runs  from  8  to  16  months. 
That  the  United  States  has  anything  to  fear  from  an  Industry  laboring 
under  these  handicaps  seems  far-fetched.  It  rather  seems  tbat  those 
owners  of  standing  timber  in  our  country  who  have  most  to  gain  from  a 
tariff,  having  failed  to  make  a  case  against  Canadian  lumber  and 
shingles,  are  using  this  Russian  argument  as  a  sort  of  amoke  acreen 
behind  wblch  tbey  propose  a  tarlfT  which  will  atUck  the  forest  products 
of  Canada,  our  beet  customer. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  also  ask  to  include  in  tlie 
Rbcoko  the  protests  which  have  been  made  by  citizens  of  my 
State  against  the  proposed  duty  on  sbingles.  I  have  here  a  list 
of  lumber  dealers  of  New  York  State,  beginning  witb  Adams 
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Wtm\er  k  Hoffman  (Tne),  of  Mamaroneck;  Allteoo  A  Ver  Valen 
Ob.,  of  Harerstraw ;  of  the  Amrterdam  Lumber  Co.  and  other*, 
WblA  I  ask  to  be  Included  without  further  reading. 

The  PRESIDING  OITICEB.  Without  objectloB,  It  to  lo 
ordered. 

The  IlKt  referred  to  U  as  follow* : 

saw  Toax 

Adsaa  Fowlar  *  H<iffiiiao   (Inc.),  MamueneA 

iin—  *  Yar  Tain  Oow.  HaT«rat*aw. 

Aa«t«nUa  Lombcr  Co..  Amat*r6mm. 

▲•torta  Lombcr  Co.,  New  York  Cttj. 

Axtell.  Frank  C,  Binckaaitoa. 

Aycra-WttsMr  lioaber  Co.,  Nlasan  FaBfl. 

Bartlctt  *  Co..  BlnclMBtOB. 

Bayer  *  MeCoalhf^  Txoy. 

Boaek  liHifeor  Co.,  Roac 

fioeter.  Moor*  *  Go.  (Inc.),  North  Tonavaada. 

Bell.  Walter  Allen.  OadaBabor*. 

Benaett,  Bay  H.,  Lumber  Co.  (Inc.),  North  Tonawaada. 

Beoalag,  Jos.  H.,  4  Co.,  Brooklrn. 

Hfelow,  A.  P..  A  Co.,  Long  Uland  Citj. 

Blakaalao  Xiaabar  Co^  Aftanr. 

Blanchard  Luabcr  *  ICin  Co.   (Inc.),  Baffalo. 

Beoo«Tlll«  Laaiber  Co.  (lae.),  BooDerllle. 

Broak  Coal  4  Lamber  Co..  Hodaon  Falla. 

Brooklyn  Conaottdated  Lomber  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Brooklyn  Uatoa  Lamber  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Borka  Lwaber  Co.  (lac),  Oawcffo. 

Borr  Laartwr  Co.,  Otorenrrllle. 

Bart  H.  W..  New  Tort  City. 

Bortoa,  l^omaa  (Ine.),  Fhuhlns. 

Carpenter,  John  B.,  Co.,  Janalca. 

Chapel.  Linn  8..  Co.  (Inc.),  ramlra. 

Chapaaan  Lamber  Co.,  Byraeaae. 

Chlcbeoter,  A.  K.,  4  Boa,  Albany. 

Chittenden  Lamber  Co.,  New  York  CSty. 

Clifford.  Martin.  Co.,  Lockport. 

Coakley.  John  P..  Canton. 

Cohen,  J.,  4  Broa..  New  York  City. 

Comhca  Brtate,  Bockrllle. 

Comatoek  Lamber  Co..  Rochester. 

Conklln  Pflater  BalliUnc  Service  (Inc),  White  Plalaa 

Conklin.  Tabby  4  Conklln.  Roalyn. 

Copp  Stratton  Co..  flnahlnc. 

Comell-HaTlland  Co.,  PleaaantrOIc. 

Coming  Bnlldlng  Co.,  Ooralnf. 

Craae  4  Clark,  New  York  aty. 

Craanell  Lamber  Co.,  Albany. 

Crooch  4  Bcahaa  Lombcr  Co.,  Soch«eter. 

Cromble,  W.  M.,  4  Co.,  New  Y<wk  City. 

(?ammla|a  Lamber  Co.,  New  York  (Sty. 

Cunalnffaam  Lumber  Co.,  Rochester. 

Cannlngham,  W.  T.  (Inc.),  New  York  City. 

Daln'a.  N..  Bona  Co..  PeekskUL 

Daiy  Lamber  Co.  (Inc.),  Byracnae. 

Dc«lera  Lamber  Corporation,  North  Tonawaada. 

DeUtoar.  Albert  J.,  New  York  City. 

Dentoa-Wateibary,  Wblteaboro. 

Doaae  4  Joaea  Lamber  Co.,  Klmlra. 

Dohn.  fladier  4  Co.  (Inc.),  Baffalo. 

Dolan.  John  P.,  4  Bona.  OrUkany  Palla. 

Doran.  Beeley  4  Adama.  New  York  City. 

Donaer  Lamber  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Dowaa,  T.  H..  Jaateaport. 

DrlaooU.  Dempaey  4  Drlaroll.  New  York  Qty. 

Dykaa  Loaiher  Co..  New  York  Ctty. 

Baat  New  York  Lontber  Co.,  N(^  York  City. 

Bckenroth,  &,  4  Broa.,  New  York  aty. 

Btmharat  Lombcr  4  Trim  Co..  Ma^eth. 

Klmwood  '■¥■*'«■*  4  Shingle  Co..  Baflala 

Kadera,  PhUIlp.  4  Son,  Rodieater.  y 

Bnteff^iaB  Lamber  Ca.  North  Tooawanda. 

Bifhaaxt  hambtt  Co..  Rocheater. 

Pinch,  Cbazlao  B..  New  York  City. 

Plact  Lambor  Co.,  Grecnport. 

Plocal  Park  Matoal  Puel  Co..  New  York  Cltj. 

Pwoport  Taihrr  Co..  Freeport. 

Qardeavllla  Loaiber  4  Supply  Co.,  Oardenrllkt. 

Oatco,  Chareh  B..  Loaibcr  Co..  New  York  City. 

Oeneral  Loaiber  4  lleoldlng  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Octaaan  Lamber  Co.,  Fraakfort. 

Georttaa  Bay  Lamber  Ca.  (lae.).  North  Tonawaada. 

Olen  Cove  Uatnnl  Part  Co..  New  York  City. 

Oloda  B«aaa  Oaal  4  Lamber  Co.,  Monaay. 
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G  DOdwln,  M.,  4  Co..  New  York  City. 

Gould,  H.  O.,  Co.,  Middletown. 

Grama  tan  Supply  Co.,  Bronxrille. 

G  rarea,  MaDt>eflt  4  George,  Buffala 

G  reece  Lomber  Co.,  Boetaeater. 

G  rent  Neck  Lamber  A  Trimming  Co.,  Great  Neek. 

Greene,  M.  D.,  Lumber  Co.,  Auburn. 

G  regory-Sbennan  Lamber  Co.,  Nyack. 

G  rleme  Lamt>er  4  Supply  Co.,  Amsterdam. 

E  aeberle  Lumber  Co.,  Niagara  Falls. 

E  andabaw,  Staclair,  Smithtown  Branch. 

E  aney,  J.  H.,  BooneTllle. 

Eall,  William  M.,  Chatham. 

li  apeman-Ooodfellow  Co.,  Cato. 

E  arria,  McHeory  4  Baker  Co.,  Blmira. 

I  enrich,  William,  Sons  Co.,  Buffalo.   ^ 

I  enricka-Caskey  Co.,   Baffalo. 

I  Icks  Lamber  Co.,  Roslyn. 

lollis  Lamber  Co.  (Inc.),  Hollia. 

lollister  Lamber  Co.,  Rochester. 

|tiboi)-Hanter-Feitner  Co.,  Brooklyn. 
JubbeU,  C.  T.,  4  Co.,  Albany. 
I  iant,  H.  T.,  Co.,  Binghamton. 
E  ard  Bros.,   Buffalo. 
I  utton  Johnaon  Co.,  Nanuet. 
Illon  Lumber  Co.,  Illon. 
Jintxen  Orergaogh  4  Co.,  New  York  CJlty. 
Jonea.  R.  T.,  Lumber  Co.,  North  Tonawanda. 
f  iendrick  4  Brown,  Gleas  Pailt. 
Kent,  P.  A.,  4  Son.  Binghamton. 
I  Ingeway  Lumber  Co.,  New  York  City. 
I  inoell  Manafactorlng  Co.    (Inc.),  Tonawanda. 
laidlaw.  The  R.,  Lumber  Co.,  Buffalo. 
Iamb  Luniber  Co.,  Lake  Placid. 
lane  Lumber  Corporation,  New  York. 
lewia  4  Caae  Lamber  Co.,  Elmira.  , 

lexlngton   Lomber  Co.^  Buffalo, 
little,  Andrew,  4  Sooa.  Uttle  Falla. 
Lockport  Lamber  Co.,  Lockport. 
lowe,  J.  8.,  Cape  Vincent. 

llablatedt  Lamber  4  Coal  Co.,  New  Roehelle.  i 

MaUua,  Henry  £.,  4  Broa.   (Inc.),  Buffalo. 
Manhasset  Lomber  4  Supply  Co.,  Uanhaasct. 
1  aybee,  J.  H.,  4  Son,  C^anton. 
1  axaon  4  Btarin,  Homer. 
lIcNdl,  Joacpb,  New  York. 
Jieyera  Lumber  Co..  North  Tonawanda. 
lllrach^  Carl,  Hempatead. 
ilobawk   iDduatries   (Inc.),  Rome. 
iLontauk  Lumber  Co.,  New  York  City. 
)[ontgomery  Bros.  4  Co.,  Buffalo. 
)[orae  Lamber  Co.,  Rochester, 
laaaao  Lamber  Co.,  Hempstead. 

Naaaau-Saffolk  Lamber  4  Supply  Corporation    (6  yarda),  Mlneola. 
mu  Fuel  Co.,  New  York  aty. 

latloaal  Packing  Box  Co.,  New  York  City. 

leal-Obrien  Lamber  Co.,  Oswego. 

jTelll,  F.  8.  (Inc.),  Floahing. 

(eUlB,  Araoa  4  Swift,  Utlca. 
]  lewTane  Lamber  4  Manufacturing  <?o.  (Inc.),  Newtanc 

iewton  Greek  Lomber  Co..  New  York  City. 

iorth  Side  Lumber  Co.,  New  York  City. 
]  lorthport  Lamber  CN>rporatlon,  Nortbport. 
( rDonnell  Broa.,  Medina. 
<  >tis  Lamber  Co.,  Rochester. 
<»yster  Bay  Lamber  Co.,  Oyster  Bay. 
Palmer,  W.  G.   (Ine),  North  Tonawanda. 
Palmer  Lamber  Co.,  Rochester. 
;>ett)t.  A.  S.,  4  Sons  (Inc.),  Huntington  Station. 
]  "oet,  Waltaoe  B.,  New  York  City. 

>ower,  Molr  4  Stocking,  New  York  aty. 

'roctor  Manufacturing  Co.,  Ogdensburg. 
Patnam  Valley  Lamber  Co.,  Bayside. 

taby,  Peter,  Co.  (Inc.).  Oswego. 

Uyenbaagh  Lamber  Co.,  Hodson. 

ttveralde  Builders'  Supply  Co.,  Comiat. 

tobertaon  4  Son,   Binghamton. 

toBM  Bos  4  Lumber  Co.,  Rome. 

loehenter< American  LumtMt  Co.,  Rochester. 

tutiand,  Henry  D.,  West  Albany.  ,i 

(.  4  H.  Box  4  Lomber  Co.,  New  York.  > 

Imtth.  Frank  B.,  Bast  Hampton. 

Inell  4  Bona  Co.,  Herkimer. 

Itansbury,  James  H.  (Inc.),  Jamaica. 

Itarena-Baton  Co.,  Jamaica. 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  REOORI>-SBNATE 


5503 


• 


Btereaa-Batoa  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Stewart  I^amber  Co.,  New  York  aty. 

SuUlvan.  T.,  4  Co..  Buffalo. 

BulllTan.  W.  A.,  Lumber  Co.,  Watertown. 

Taylor,  G.  W..  Lumber  Co.,  New  York  City. 

Thomaa.  PhUip,  SoAs  Co..  Utica. 

Thompson  4  Son,  Stapleton. 

Tracy.  B.  H..  Fayettevllle. 

Troy   Lumber  Co..  Troy. 

Tuthlll  Lumber  Co..  Mattltuck. 

Tattle.  W.  E.,  Lumber  Co.,  Horseheada. 

Vrooman,  Clarence  H.,  Patchogue. 

Webster,  A.  H.,  Groton. 

Westchester  Lumber  Co.,  Yonkers.    . 

West  Side  Lumber  Co.,  New  York  City. 

White,  W.  H.,  Co.,  Nyack. 

White  &  Cleveland,  Albany. 

Whitehall   LumbJT  Co..  Whitehall. 

Wicker  Lumber  Co.,   Niagara   Palls. 

Wilder,  W.  M.,  Pulaski. 

Wlllson  &  .\dam8  Co.,  Mount  Vernon. 

Wilson  &  Greene  Lumber  Co.,  Syracuse. 

Wood,  W.  Wilton,  Huntington. 

Wood  A   Norstrand    (Inc.),   Farmingdale. 

Young  4  Halsted,  Mount  Cisco. 

Young  Lumber  Co.,  Elmira. 

Ztipt  Lumber  Co.,  East  Aurora. 

Zashlnsky  Lumber  Co.,  New  York  C?lty. 

ZlmmeroMn  Laml>cr  Co.,  Buffalo. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  likewise  I  have  received 
very  vigorous  protests  from  the  members  of  the  grange  of  my 
State  I  have  here  several  letters.  One  comes  from  Phelps, 
N  Y  and  is  signed  bv  Mrs.  Ruth  Nash,  secretary  of  Enterprise 
Grange,  of  Oaks  Omers,  N.  Y.  I  have  another  from  the 
National  Orange  signed  by  Fred  Brenckman,  its  Washington 
representative;  another  from  the  New  York  State  Grange 
Patrons  of  Husbandry,  of  Lake  Clear  Junction,  N.  Y.,  signed 
by  Cliarles  Kirche,  Frank  Cass,  and  John  McDonald;  another 
from  Kings  Ferry,  N.  Y..  signed  by  S.  J.  Carlson,  master  of 
Cayuga  lAke  Grange:  another  from  the  Oatka  Falls  Grange, 
No  398,  Patrons  of  Husbandry,  of  Le  Roy,  N.  Y.,  signed  by 
John  A.  MacPherson.  secretary;  and  another  from  Weedsport 
Grange,  No.  995,  Patrons  of  Husbandry,  of  Weedsport,  N.  Y., 
signed  by  William  O'Hara,  secretary. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  desire  to  add  further  to  the  discus- 
gion.  I  merely  desire  to  say  that  I  am  convinced  that  it  would 
be  a  calamity  to  my  State  to  have  this  increased  tariff  upon 
Bhlngles.  I  think  it  would  interfere  with  the  progress  of  home 
building.  It  would  interfere  with  the  welfare  of  the  common 
people,  because  shingles  are  not  used  by  the  rich ;  they  are  used 
to  cover  the  modest  home  and  the  demand  is  largely  rural  or 
suburban.  So,  for  every  reason  I  can  think  of,  I  am  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  api)eal  so  vigorously  made  by  tlie  Senators  from 
Washington,  and  am  forced  to  vote  against  the  increase  of  the 
tariff  on  shingles. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  some  days  ago  I  offered  a  reso- 
lution that  the  Senate  adjourn,  and  that  we  go  home  and  give 
the  country  and  the  Senate  a  few  days  to  settle  down.  I  do 
not  think  the  Senators  who  are  overworking  themselves  here 
really  realize  Just  what  they  are  doing.  What  I  am  going  to 
say  Is  not  in  criticism  of  anybody,  and  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
so  considered. 

When  I  came  to  the  Senate  in  1925  they  had  Just  gotten  out 
the  January  issue  of  the  Congressional  Directory.  When  I 
came  back  in  December  for  the  long  session  there  were  four 
names  that  were  not  in  the  December  issue  which  were  in  the 
January  issue — Senators  La  FoUette,  Spencer.  Ralston,  and 
Ladd.  If  some  Senator  will  take  the  time  to  take  the  December 
issue  of  the  (^onobessional  Rbcx)Rd  of  1925  and  the  Congres- 
sional Directory  of  the  last  issue,  he  will  find  that  there  have 
been  .35  changes  In  the  Senate.  11  deaths,  since  December,  1925. 
I  really  was  surprised  at  the  nnmber  of  deaths  I  was,  of 
course,  not  surprised  at  the  defeats,  because  they  come  to  us  all. 
Any  man  who  sticks  to  politics,  sooner  or  later,  unless  he  is  for- 
tunate enough  to  die,  is  going  to  be  defeated.  We  might  Just 
as  well  realize  that  as  we  drive  along.  But,  Mr.  President, 
what  are  the  conditions  to-day? 

Senator  Burton  and  Senator  Tyson  have  passed  away.  Sen- 
ator Wakben,  the  father  of  the  Senate,  Is  In  bed  sick.  Senator 
Ktwo.  one  of  the  most  active  men  In  the  Senate,  Is  sick.  Sen- 
ator Watsow,  the  great  leader  of  the  other  side  of  this  body, 
has  had  to  leave  on  account  of  illness.  There  are  other  men  in 
the  Senate  to-day  who  do  not  realise  their  condition.  As  I  say, 
I  am  not  criticizing.    They  have  done  an  immense  amount  of 


labor.  They  have  worked  here  throogh  a  very  hot  summer. 
For  the  last  several  weeks  they  have  been  coming  here  at  10 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  attending  to  their  office  duties  before 
they  got  here,  staying  here  until  6  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and 
then  doing  the  best  they  could  with  other  matters  for  the 
remainder  of  the  time. 

What  has  been  the  result?  We  have  had  some  very  unusual 
things  happen  here  on  the  floor.  Men  who  ordinarily  are  the 
most  polite  in  the  Senate  have  been  very  impolite.  It  is  not 
their  nature.  They  have  overstrained  themselves.  They  have 
worked  themselves  up  to  a  high  tension.  They  have  been  under 
a  nervous  strain  that  we  must  all  reahze  human  nature  can  not 
stand.  You  can  take  a  big  engine  down  here  and  put  90  cara 
behind  it,  and  the  engine  will  pull  them  all ;  but  you  may  atick 
a  caboose  right  on  the  back  end,  and  that  Uttle  caboose  may 
keep  that  powerful  engine  from  moving. 

Htmian  nature  is  the  same  way.  There  is  a  limit  to  all 
things.  We  '•an  wwk,  and  drive  on,  and  drive  on,  until  after  a 
while  something  snaps.  I  am  not  speaking  of  myself,  because 
the  tariff  bill  has  not  bothered  me.  I  said  away  back  yonder 
that  it  was  a  bad  bill.  If  I  had  had  my  way,  I  would  have  let 
the  Republicans  pass  it  just  as  soon  as  possible.  I  think  the 
Democrats  made  a  mistake.  As  I  say,  I  am  not  criticiaing  or 
talking  about  myself  now.  I  think  they  should  have  let  the  bill 
pass  and  go  into  operation  Just  as  early  as  possible,  and  let  the 
people  of  this  country,  the  consumers,  see  what  It  was  going  to 
do  to  them  and  what  it  was  doing  to  them,  and  the  chancea  are 
that  there  would  have  been  a  reversal.  If  the  Democrats  make 
it  a  good  bill,  however.  It  Is  a  Republican  adnrinlstratlon,  and 
the  Republicans  will  get  the  credit  for  It.  I  do  not  see  where 
the  Democrats  are  going  to  get  any  credit,  especially  in  the 
coalition  that  they  are  in. 

I  have  heard  some  people  say,  "  Shift  the  responsibility  to  the 
White  House."  You  can  not  do  that.  That  is  like  a  man  trying 
to  shift  the  responsibility  for  rearing  his  children.  He  may  send 
them  to  day  school,  he  may  send  them  to  Sunday  school,  and 
rear  back  and  go  off  on  his  frolics  and  say  his  children  are  being 
properly  cared  for;  but  he  can  not  shift  that  responsibility  In 
the  sight  of  God  Almighty.  He  holds  every  parent  responsible 
for  that  <*lld,  regardless  of  where  he  tries  to  shift  it  to.  It 
comes  right  back  to  the  point  where  God  gave  you  the  child, 
and  God  holds  you  responsible  for  it.  So  it  Is  with  the  Ameri- 
can people.  We  can  not  say  we  are  going  to  do  this,  that,  and 
the  other,  and  send  it  to  the  White  House.  We  shall  have  to 
take  care  of  our  own  responsibility. 

As  I  say,  Mr,  President,  about  half  of  the  men  in  the  SenaFe 
are  sick  and  do  not  know  it.  They  are  overworked.  They  are 
on  high  tension ;  and  to  tell  you  the  truth  about  It,  I  think  very 
few  men  In  the  Senate  to-day,  with  all  due  respect  to  them,  are 
really  in  proper  condition  to  work.  We  have  talked  tariff  and 
tariff  and  tariff  until  I  think  the  country  Ls  tire<l  of  it,  and  I 
think  the  Senate — if  the  Members  would  get  up  and  tell  the 
truth  about  It — are  Just  about  as  tired  of  it  as  the  country  Ls. 

Your  experts  that  are  assisting  you  are  Juat  about  worked 
to  a  "fraszle."  Our  exceptionally  competent  and  ever-obliging 
official  reporters,  while  doing  their  duty  and  standing  by  their 
posts,  clearly  show  the  strain  that  they  are  passing  through; 
and  our  clerks  and  others  clearly  demonstrate  the  fact,  while 
keeping  up  with  their  duties,  evidencing  at  all  times  devotion 
to  their  work ;  and  even  our  pages — sweet  little  fellows  that  they 
are— are  showing,  like  yon  are,  the  want  of  rest  and  of  sleep. 
Yes,  all  of  us  need  a  change.  If  you  would  go  home  and  rest, 
take  a  Uttle  holiday  and  recess,  get  your  minds  off  on  8<Hnethlng 
dse,  talk  to  your  people,  and  come  back  and  then  have  a  little 
vaudeviUe,  have  a  Uttle  tariff  and  a  little  prohibition  and  a  little 
something  else,  and  talk  around  on  different  things  to-day,  and 
come  back  on  the  tariff  every  day,  if  yoa  want  to,  and  take 
two  or  three  hours  on  it,  but  put  in  a  Uttle  dancing,  aa  tlie 
vaudeviUe  shows  do,  and  a  Uttle  singing,  possibly  we  would  be 
in  better  shape. 

For  instance,  now,  there  is  my  friend  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
RedI— and  I  do  think  a  whole  lot  of  him.  It  may  seem  strange, 
but  I  do.  He  la  chairman  of  my  Military  Affairs  CJommittee,  and 
I  think  he  is  a  very  fine  chairman  and  a  mighty  fine  man.  He 
would  not  have  made  the  referwicea  he  did  the  other  day  to  com- 
munists If  it  had  been  Davb  Riiv ;  but  you  Just  wound  him  up 
until  he  had  to  run  down,  and  the  only  way  he  had  to  get  down 
was  to  get  a  communlat  pole,  and  down  he  went. 

The  same  thing  can  be  applied  to  my  friend  Noaau,  who  is  a 
very  fine  man  and  a  very  brainy  man ;  but  you  would  think  he 
was  a  school-teacher,  getting  up  here  and  lecturing  the  Senate, 
telling  them  what  they  should  do  and  what  they  should  not  do. 
Well,  that  is  just  the  same  condition.  He  is  Juat  worked  down, 
Joat  on  a  strain  from  going  aU  the  tiuM. 
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«»«.  mj  cood  ftlrad  AsHtTMT  over  here,  whom  I  love  and 
whom  I  would  stand  hjr  In  any  ight  vnder  any  condltioiis,  the 
otter  day  leot  ap  here  and  made  hts  little  talk,  and  I  know  that 
te  woold  not  have  been  anything  like  as  Impolite  as  he  was  to 
my  friend  Rod  If  it  had  Jsst  been  Ashubot  :  bat  you  had  him 
woniMl  up.  You  had  him  un  a  strain.  And  my  ladylike  friend 
and  entertainer  froB  Kentucky,  the  rery  distinguished  Senator 
over  here  (Mr.  IUskixt)— why.  he  just  hit  right  bade 

U  he  had  not  been  all  atrsined  aad  overworked  when  my 
frtnd  AsmnuT  deiirered  him  his  lecture,  he  would  have  smiled. 
SBd  they  would  have  gone  out  in  the  doakntom,  and  it  Is  a 
pity  they  oonld  noC  hare  done  aa  in  the  old  days ;  but.  as  they 
eoald  not,  they  would  have  shaken  hands  and  <lrunk  Pome  Olen 
Sprtnga  mineral  water  from  South  Carolina,  and  the  friction 
would  have  all  paaaed  away. 

I  really  think,  seriously  speaking,  that  the  time  has  come 
wbea  the  Senate  should  a<li<>nrn.  Oh.  but  somebody  has  been 
so  kind  as  to  speak  of  mileage.  I  do  not  criticise  newspapers, 
and  I  nerer  answer  their  crltldsma  of  me ;  I  have  learned  that 
tte  more  they  hit  me,  the  more  good  it  does  me.  and  the  better 
I  like  It;  but  before  newspapers  critlcire  Senators,  ami  ej^>e- 
dally  before  they  try  to  belittle  them,  they  should  examine  the 
facts  and  know  the  law. 

It  has  been  hinted  that  some  Senators  want  to  adjoom  to  get 
their  mileage  and  go  home.  My  mileage,  if  I  use  it  up.  would 
just  about  buy  hm  a  nice  suit  of  clothes  aiul  a  couple  of 
cravats ;  but  that  haa  not  anything  to  do  with  it.  Yon  will  get 
yoor  milcace  If  you  sit  here  until  12  o'clock  on  Monday,  De- 
eemher  2.  Yuo  do  not  have  to  adjourn  to  get  mileage,  and  every 
Bssator  hei«  knows  IL  Why  does  the  {K-ess  want  the  public 
and  the  country  to  think  that  we  want  to  adjourn  so  that  some- 
body can  go  home  and  get  his  mileage?  The  law  fixes  the 
mileaga :  the  aH>ropriatlon  has  already  been  made ;  the  money 
Is  set  ftf*^  for  every  regular  session:  and  it  does  not  make 
any  diilAreDce  uiwther  we  stay  here  until  1  minute  to  12, 
and  the  Vka  Prasident  adjourns  the  special  session  and  calls 
the  other  seasiOD  together,  or  whether  we  sdjoum  right  now 
and  go  home.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  at  all  In  refer- 
ence to  mileage.  I  really  think  that  the  newspapers,  before  they 
send  that  oat  to  sane  people  who  might  be  fuolUb  enough  to 
believe  It,  should  look  into  sudi  matters. 

Another  thing  that  I  think  is  a  serious  matter  is  this :  I  have 
io  special  husineai  interests.  The  only  business  I  have  is  being 
a  United  States  Senator.  Sometimfs  some  fellow  gets  into 
trouble  down  home,  and  gets  a  little  bit  uneasy  about  the  lawyer 
be  has,  and  maybe  thinks  I  have  a  little  influence  with  the  jury, 
and  he  sends  up  here  and  I  go  down  there  and  pick  up  a  Mttle 
extra  money ;  but  that  Is  just  a  kind  of  a  side  issue.  I  have  no 
money  In  any  stocks.  If  every  bank  in  America  should  go 
broke.  It  would  not  do  me  any  harm.  If  every  mortgage  in 
America  were  foreclosed,  it  would  not  do  me  any  harm  finan- 
cially I  have  my  salary,  and  I  do  not  see  any  way  for  any- 
body to  get  that,  because  I  know  Colonel  Pace  is  not  going  to 
deliver  It  to  anybody  Imt  me ;  but  this  country  is  tn  a  bad  fix. 

I  talk  to  pe^e  that  you  gentlemen  do  not  come  in  contact 
^th— husiness  men.  Tou  are  »o  busy  here  that  you  come  and 
attend  to  your  business,  and  you  go  home,  and  you  go  out  to 
your  dinners  and  have  a  nice  time,  and  come  back  next  morning 
and  start  over  again.  I  see  people  that  ai*  hard  pressed  by 
these  things.  I  received  a  letter  to-day  from  a  man  who  said 
that  the  bank  had  broken  and  had  taken  all  he  had,  and  now 
they  are  calling  on  him  to  pay  an  awessment  on  his  money. 
He  wrote  me  to^ay,  and  he  said.  "  I  just  have  not  got  it 
They  have  sued  me;  and  wliat  am  I  going  to  doT"  I  am  going 
to  write  back  to  htm  and  tell  him  that  he  has  one  fine  consola- 
tion, anyhow— they  can  not  put  him  In  jail. 

Bustness  is  in  a  had  condition,  Mr.  President.  Suppose  two 
or  thwe  great,  Mg  banks  were  to  crash  right  now?  It  is  se- 
rious, in  my  opinion.  Of  course,  I  do  not  know  anything  about 
It.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  tmslnoss  and  financing.  I 
never  bought  any  stock  or  futures  in  my  life.  I  never  have 
known  anytbtoc  abovt  it  The  only  busineeB  I  have  ever  had 
.-With  a  bank  was  ta  pay  it  interest — that  Is  alL  But  I  hear 
othtf  people  ta&lng.  I  know  what  is  going  on.  I  see  mer- 
dianta  <Mt  here  with  their  clerks  standing  tn  the  doors.  I  see 
merdmnts  with  long  faces.  I  see  hotels  that  used  to  be  crowded 
at  thla  tissa  of  the  year  with  perhaps  half  a  doaea  or  less  people 
«»  each  floor.  Now,  there  is  something  wrong.  What  is  it? 
I  do  not  say  that  o«r  adjooming  and  going  home  will  make  it 
straight,  bat  I  helleva  It  will  help.    I  really  da 

Sooidwdy  will  say,  **  Well,  bat  the  tariff  is  the  matter.  The 
eoontry  does  tmi  know  what  kind  of  tariff  we  are  going  to 
kBTe."  To«  are  not  going  to  have  any  kind.  You  gentlemen 
wte  are  dooe  to  tiv  President  know  that  just  as  wdl  as  I  do. 


November  13 


I  do  not  know  whether  he  is  for  the  Borah  crowd  or  not  He 
ought  to  be  for  Bobah,  because  if  it  had  not  been  for  B<m.\H 
he  vould  not  have  been  President.  ITiwe  Is  no  doubt  about 
that.  Everybody  knows  that ;  but  I  do  not  know  whether  be  is 
back  ng  his  friends  or  wliether  he  is  backing  tiie  old  liners  that 
triedto  keep  him  from  being  President.  If  they  had  had  their 
wayjhe  never  would  have  been  President ;  bnr  which  side  he  is 
on,  ]  do  not  know.  I  do  know,  howev-er,  that  he  Is  not  going 
to  sip"  any  bill  that  has  not  a  flexible  tariff  in  it  He  may 
sign  it  with  the  debenture  in  it,  but  he  is  not  going  to  put  his 
name  to  it  with  the  flexible  clause  out.  You  know  tliat,  gentle- 
men, and  I  know  it  Now,  why  fool  the  American  people? 
Why  sit  here  and  keep  me  voting  for  something  that  I  am 
against— a  high  tariff,  or  any. other  kind  of  a  protective  tariff? 

I  laid,  if  you  remember,  on  the  21st  of  October — page  4724 
Cov<  RESHio.NAL  Rbcoiu> — that  Mr.  Hoover  would  not  slj?n  your 
bill  if  yon  should  pa.ss  it  in  its  present  state.  I  al*io  said  nt 
that  I  time  that  when  you  got  through  killing  yourselves,  work- 
ing Yourselves  to  death,  he  would  call  his  tariff  men  together 
and  he  would  fix  the  tariff  rates  to  suit  himself  under  the  ih^s- 
ent  tiw,  and  everybody  in  the  Senate  knows  that  that  is  what 
he  i^jrolng  to  do.  You  know  it  well  enough.  I  said  then,  and 
I  say  now.  "  What  is  the  use  of  our  staying  here?  " 

M]'.  President,  I  think  a  good  deal  of  my  friend  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Mosbb].  I  paired  with  him  the 
other  day  because  I  knew  we  would  not  vote  alike  on  anything, 
and  I  just  let  that  go  as  to  any  question.  His  remark  the  other 
day  was  just  a  joke,  I  think.  It  might  be  true,  but  he  did  not 
mean  It  [Laughter.]  He  was  just  joking.  He  is  too  brainy 
a  nu  n  and  too  good  a  man,  and  has  bet>n  too  highly  honored  by 
the  Jenate,  to  make  a  remark  anywhere  in  reference  to  his 
brother  Senators  like  that  In  earnest.  I  do  not  think  anybody 
should  have  taken  it  seriously.  Instead  of  paying  any  attention 
to  It  I  think  we  should  have  just  laughed  it  off. 

Ml .  President  I  made  a  statement  about  this  tariff  bill — page 
4206,  CoNOBJDMioNAi.  RjDcoan— on  the  30lh  of  May.  The  bill 
that  came  over  from  the  House  reminds  me,  as  I  said  in  that 
letter — and  I  will  change  one  word  In  it — that  my  father  on 
one  occasion  told  me  of  an  old  gentleman  who  was  coming 
alon  ;  and  saw  a  lot  of  boys  throwing  roc-k.s  at  some  frogs  In  a 
pon^  Bvery  now  and  then  they  would  hit  one  and  kill  him, 
knoc  c  him  out.  After  a  while  the  old  gentleman  walked  off 
and  dropping  his  head  said  "  That's  fine  for  the  boys  but  It's 
deat  I  to  the  frogs."  I  think  that  is  the  way  with  this  tariff 
bill  hat  came  over  from  the  House ;  It  Is  flne  for  the  manufac- 
ture's,  but  it  is  death  to  the  poor  little  devil  who  has  to  eon- 
sum(  I  and  has  to  work. 

I  im  really  honest  and  sincere  in  what  I  have  said.  I  hope 
nobcdy  will  misunderstand  it  and  I  do  hope  that  nobody  will 
take  any  exception  to  it  I  really  and  truly  believe  we  should 
quit  A  Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives  or  the  Senate 
once  said  of  Joe  Manley,  who  had  managed  the  campaign 
of  1 3m  Reed  for  the  presidential  nomination  in  1896,  that  God 
AUn  ghty  hated  a  quitter.  I  do  not  mean  for  us  to  quit  and  stay 
quit,  but  let  us  just  take  a  recess,  and  come  back  and  .start  over, 
get  i .  fresh  start  as  the  boys  sometimes  say. 

I  )elieve  that  would  be  beet  for  us,  I  believe  it  would  be  best 
for  he  country,  to  begin  to  realize  the  situation  as  it  Is  to-day. 
We  are  going  through  a  farce,  and  we  know  It.  I  do  not  know 
whe  ;her  yoa  would  call  it  a  comedy  or  a  tragedy.  It  may  be 
elth  >r  one  or  the  other  in  Its  conclusion.  ; 

I  ask,  along  with  my  rambling  remarks,  to  have  printed  an 
editorial  from  the  New  York  Times  of  yesterday,  headed 
"  I>  moc|atIc  Dreams." 

Tie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

T  lere  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
prlifted  In  the  RnoittD,  as  follows : 

[From  the  New  York  Ttm«a,  Norenber  12,  1929] 

OCUOCBATIC    DRSAMS 

Tie  ScpubUcan  Party  In  th«  Senate  it  in  a  bad  iray,  and  the  Demo- 
crat:) are  having  their  Mennlal  dreams  at  power  aud  glory.  It  is 
natural  In  the  clrcamstaaces.  RepreseotatiTe  Bikns,  ot  Teunesaee, 
dial  man  of  the  Democratic  Congressional  Committee,  foresees  recaj^ 
tore  of  tlie  Hoose  by  bii  party  next  year  and  equally  good  chances 
to  t  ike  cOBtrol  of  the  Senate.  Chairman  Sbouse,  of  the  national  execu- 
tive committee,  agrees  with  him  that  the  trend  is  that  way.  Aiialugies 
betieen  1930  and  1922  are  seen,  and  what  happened  to  the  Uepublican 
coalrol  of  Coofnaa  In  1910  la  also  pointed  out  The  analugles  ara 
tlMft,  and  control  next  year  may  be  obtained.  But  there  is  an  older 
aaai  Dgy.  and  one  more  typical  of  what  happens  among  quarreling  Ite- 
pabJ  Icana.  It  goea  back  to  the  years  1920  and  1924,  when  th«-  party 
watflois  borisd  the  batdhet  Just  k>ug  enough  to  defeat  the  Democrat^ 
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and  burled  It  shallow  enough  so  that  they  could  dig  It  up  right  after 
the  election. 

It  is  good  Repuhllcan  politics  In  the  West  to  fight  the  eastern  stal- 
warts in  Congress  and  hamper  the  program  of  a  regular  Reput)llcan 
President.  But  it  is  bad  politics  in  the  West  to  bolt  the  national 
ticket.  Senator  Bokah's  course  for  20  years  is  a  perfect  example  of 
successful  Bepublican  Insurgency,  for  the  Senator  even  supported  Mr. 
Taft  in  1912,  when  a  bolt  was  not  suicide,  since  it  merely  meant 
bolting  to  another  Republican,  Colonel  Roosevelt.  In  "1920  he  and 
Senator  Johjison,  of  California,  went  storming  about  the  platform  com- 
mittees demanding  concesaions  to  their  position  on  International  affairs 
and  the  nomination  for  Senator  Johnson.  They  got  the  platform 
concessions — they  always  do.  They  were  denied  the  nomination — they 
always  are.  So  In  the  campaign  they  were  regulars,  as  they  were  In 
1924  and  1928.  In  between,  however,  they  and  their  Progressive  asso- 
ciates gave  the  usual  encouragement  to  the  E^mocrats  by  smiting  the 
regulars  hip  and  thigh.  The  only  exceptions  to  this  progressive  method 
are  fouud  in  Wisconsin,  where  the  bolder  tradition  of  the  elder  La 
Follette  is  still  followed.  Elsewhere  the  regular  routine  is  steady  in- 
surgency against  the  party  majority  and  the  White  House  in  Congress ; 
successful  demands  for  platform  phrases  at  conventions ;  and  then 
refuge  under  the  broad  wings  of  the  party  dove  of  peace. 

In  such  times  as  these  come  high  Democratic  hopes  and  rosy  Demo- 
cratic claims.  Imbued  with  these  bright  Illusions,  the  Democrats  for- 
sake their  opportunity  to  make  a  party  record  and  form  coalitions 
with  the  insurgents  against  the  regular  Republicans.  When  election 
time  comes  they  are  promptly  deserted  by  their  allies,  to  be  as  promptly 
rejoined  when  a  Republican  sits  safely  in  the  White  House. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  ask  to  have  Inserted  in  the  Recobd  an 
article  containing  a  letter  from  Congressman  TtoJO  H.  DommcK, 
of  South  Carolina,  in  reference  to  the  iniquities  of  the  tariff. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rbcoba,  aa  follows: 

(From  the  Herald  and  News,  Newberry,  8.  C,  Tueaday,  November  12, 

1929] 

DOMINICK    SXrOSBS   INIQUITIES  Or  TA«irr PASSAO*  OW  BILL   NOW  PaNDtNO 

WOrLD    UAKM    TAX     MOKl    O.VDBOCS HINBCA    MAN    IKrOBMED    CONOBCSS- 

MAN'S    VIEWS aOUTHBB.V    TABIFr    ASSOCIATION    SAID   TO    BS   CONTBOLLBD 

BT  OEASPINO    BCPCBUCANB 

Dr.  Wade  8tackhou»e.  of  Dillon,  an  advocate  of  a  high  tariff  on  agri- 
cultural products,  bos  recently  sent  to  leading  men  and  newspapers  over 
the  State  a  blank  petliion  and  a  letter  in  which  the  recipient  is  asked  to 
have  the  petition  indorsing  rates,  suggested  by  the  Southern  Tariff  Asso- 
ciation, signed  and  sent  to  a  member  of  the  Sooth  Carolina  delegation  in 
Congress.  W.  C.  King,  of  Seneca,  got  one  of  these  petitions,  and,  after 
getting  it  signed  up,  sent  it  to  Congressman  Fbbd  H.  Dominick.  Mr. 
DoMiNics  made  the  following  reply : 

Mr.  W.  C.  Kino, 

Beneca,  8.  O. 

Deak  Mb.  Kino:  I  am  In  receipt  of  a  petition  to  the  United  States 
Senators  and  Members  of  Congress  from  South  Carolina,  signed  by  your- 
self and  21  other  citliens  of  Seneca,  requesting  them  to  use  every  effort 
to  secure  the  same  amount  of  protection  for  the  products  of  South  Caro- 
lina that  is  given  products  of  the  United  States  as  a  whole  and  to  see 
that  the  South  Carolina  farmer  is  given  a  square  deal  In  tariff  legisla- 
tion. The  petition  closes  with  a  respectful  request  **  to  vote  for  the 
tariff  bill  aa  a  whole  when  this  has  been  done." 

I  regret  that  it  is  not  possible  for  me  to  comply  with  this  request,  and 
I  am  satisfied  that  those  who  have  signed  this  petition  will  agree  with 
me  when  they  have  given  the  matter  more  mature  and  thoughtful  con- 
sideration. The  present  Fordney-McCumber  Act  is  bad  enough,  but  It 
'will  not  be  a  circumstance  to  the  bill  which  has  passed  the  House  at  this 
special  session  of  Congress  and  is  now  pending  in  the  Senate.  Every- 
thing in  it.  to  my  mind,  wUl  tend  to  put  the  farmer,  especially  in  our  sec- 
tion, and  consumers  in  general.  In  a  much  worse  shape  than  they  are  In 

now. 

Under  the  present  law  the  revenues  from  the  tariff  amount  to  about 
$600,000,000  annually,  which  is  only  atMut  one-seventh  of  the  amount 
of  revenue  necessary  to  run  the  Federal  Government,  as  our  appropria- 
tions now  amount  to  something  over  $4,000,000,000  annually.  While 
this  amount  is  collected  by  the  Government  from  the  tariff  duties  it  is 
estimated  that  the  protected  Industries  collect  from  the  consumers  any- 
where from  $6,000,000,000  to  $8,000,000,000,  which  goes  not  to  the 
Federal  Treasury  but  Into  the  pockets  of  these  protected  industries. 

The  present  tariff  duties  on  the  various  articles  and  commodities  will 
average  from  40  per  cent  to  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  which  Just  of  Itself 
increases  the  price  of  these  products  not  only  to  the  farmer  but  to  all 
consumers  nearly  60  per  cent.  The  proposed  tariff  bill  aa  It  passed  the 
House  provides  for  a  further  Increase  averaging  from  15  per  cent  to  20 
per  cent,  which,  of  course,  will  make  these  tariff  duties  more  obnoxious. 

As  we  all  know,  It  is  not  possible  to  aid  short-staple  cotton  fanners 
by  a  tariff  on  account  of  the  fact  that  a  great  deal  more  than  half  of  his 
product  Is  aurplua  over  domestic  consumption.     No  short-staple  cotton 


whatever  Is  imported  and  he  haa  to  sell  his  Burpltu  la  a  free  world 
market  and  boy  everything  be  uaea,  including  automobllea,  trucks, 
wagons,  buggies,  farm  implements  and  machinery,  harness,  dotbes,  shoes, 
sugar,  and  other  things  in  a  highly  protected  market. 

In  my  Judgment,  the  best  way  to  help  the  cotton  farmer  and  every- 
body else  in  our  section  of  the  country  would  be  to  reduce  the  schedules 
on  those  things  he  has  to  buy,  but  instead  of  lowering  ttieae  duties  tbejr 
are  proposing  to  raise  thcae. 

The  preaent  tariff  laws  are  bad  enoogb,  but  the  bill  now  under  con- 
sideration Is  so  obnoxious  that  I  hope  it  will  never  become  a  law,  no 
matter  how  it  may  be  amended.  It  is  so  obnoxious  that  even  the  Repnb- 
llcan  Party  can  not  stand  for  it,  as  is  shown  by  the  division  and  dlaaea- 
aion  among  the  Repablicans  in  the  Senate  at  thla  time. 

I  understand  the  petition  which  you  have  signed  Is  instlcsted  by 
repreeentatives  of  the  Southern  Tariff  Association,  which  claims  to  be  a 
Democratic  organisation,  but  which  I  understand  is  in  fact  controlled 
by  high-protection  Republieana.  It  is  Interesting  to  read  of  their  meth- 
ods in  trying  to  get  tariff  legislation  as  It  Is  being  disclosed  by  the 
Senate  lobby  Investigating  committee  at  the  present  time  in  Wasfalngtoo. 

By  your  petition  yon  request  me  to  Indorse  this  organisation  and  its 
methods.  By  your  petition  you  request  me,  in  order  to  obtain  some 
slight  seeming  advantage,  to  vote  for  b  Mil  and  thereby  perpetuat*  a 
policy  which  has  made  and  Is  making  one  section  of  our  country  ricbar 
and  our  section  poorer.  I  can  not  get  my  consent  to  vote  for  such  a 
measure. 

With  kind  personal  regards  and  best  wishes,  I  am, 

Fbbd  H.  Domimick. 

Nbwbkbbt,  8.  C,  November  8,  OtS. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  also  ask  to  have  inserted  in  the  RcoMn  a 
letter  from  the  Hon.  E.  T.  C(Aer  to  Senator  Smith,  of  Sonth 
Carolina. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  BxooBD,  as  follows : 

(Prom  the  Charleston  News  and  Courier,  November  10,  1929] 

NO  FABM    BBUCr   BKBN    IN   TABIFTS — BTAMD  OF    BENATOB    a   D.   BMnrH   COM- 
MENDED BT   BBSIDaNT  OW  UOClWtX   HUA. 

"  Tariff  relief  is  farm  relief,"  E.  T.  Coker,  of  Society  Hill,  relteratea 
in  an  open  letter  to  Senator  B.  D.  Smith.  A  copy  of  this  letter  aent 
the  News  and  Courier  by  Mr.  Coker  follows : 

SociBTT  HiiX.  8.  C,  Sovtmher  t,  Ott. 
Senator  E.  D.  SMrni, 

WaiMnOion,  D.  C. 

Dbab  Bbnatob  :  Beading  in  the  Colombia  State  of  Sunday,  November 
3,  the  open  letter  of  my  esteemed  friend  Doctor  Stackhouae  advocating 
the  tariff  as  a  remedy  for  the  farmers,  I  am  writing  to  commend  your 
course  in  standing  for  free  trade  and  downward  revision  of  the  tariff 
during  your  20  years  of  service  as  Senator. 

As  much  aa  I  admire  Doctor  Stackbouse's  ability  as  •  boslneas  man 
and  his  work  In  the  Interest  of  our  farmera,  I  feel  that  be  is  mistaken 
In  advocating  the  tariff  as  a  remedy  for  our  Ills. 

When  we  consider  that  every  dollar  paid  to  the  protected  party  la 
paid  by  the  citlxens  of  our  country  its  fallacy  seema  apparent,  for 
unless  It  benefits  both  Peter  (the  unprotected  many)  and  Paul  (the 
comparatively  few  protected)  In  the  process  of  "  robbing  Peter  to  pay 
Paul,"  there  Is  no  gain  whatever  but  rather  an  Impoverishing  of  ttas 
Peters  to  make  millionaires  or  billionaires  of  the  Psuls. 

In  addition  to  the  expense  of  paying  the  tariff  to  the  Pauls 
there  Is  the  additional  expense  necessary  In  paying  customs  officers,  etc., 
to  see  that  the  Peters  are  properly  robbed.  I  believe  Doctor  Stack- 
house  is  mistaken  in  attributing  to  the  tariff  the  prosperity  of  the 
United  States.  Any  country  possessed  of  Its  vast  resources  In  soQ  snd 
mineral  wealth,  eonpled  with  an  tateUlgent  popolatton  to  develop  tbem, 
was  Iwund  to  be  prosperous,  and  while  the  tariff  has  made  many  mil- 
lionaires and  a  few  billionaires,  It  has  beat  one  of  the  main  soaiees  of 
the  farmer's  distress,  for  while  very  few  of  his  prodncts  have  received 
any  benefit  from  protection  the  cost  of  prododng  them  has  been  greatly 
Increased  by  the  enhanced  cost  bf  all  his  ptirchaaes  which  were  pro- 
tected. Though  I  have  no  statistics  at  band,  I  believe  this  enhanced 
cost  amounts  to  20  per  cent  or  more,  and  no  business  man  can  flourish 
under  such  a  burden. 

Our  tariff  advocates  boast  of  the  benefits  they  have  given  farm  prod- 
ucts, such  as  wheat  at  42  cents  and  com  at  15  cents  per  bushel  duty, 
but  anybody  can  look  at  market  reports  and  see  that  the  duty  has  not 
raised  the  price  a  penny,  and  neither  would  Doctor  Stackbouae's  sug- 
gestion that  a  2-cent  duty  on  cotton  woold  Increase  the  priee  of  oar 
Sooth  Carolina  crop  by  $8,000,000  raise  Its  price  by  1  cent,  for,  aa  abowa 
by  wbMt  and  com,  no  duty  la  effective  when  there  Is  a  large  sarplos 
for  export.  A  subsidy  of  2  cents  per  pound,  as  proposed  by  the  export 
debenture,  would  probably  be  effective,  bat  no  such  pUur  wUl  bs  toier 
ated  by  onr  tariff  advocates. 

Senator  Bobah  was  right  In  his  answer  to  the  tariff  advocates  in  their 
contentloD  that  the  duties  on  manufactured  articles  beneflt  tiis  ftii  sMis 
by  the  increased  sales  of  his  products  due  to  more  proflts  and  Ughct 
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VMM  to  tb«If  totfaafry,  •*«>  be  contenda  that  tiie  Hme  nil«  woald 
•PPI7  to  MbiMlM  on  tmm  prodoet*.  eoabiing  famcn  to  pardMM  toon 
mt  tht^T  protected  prodacta. 

The  f*ct  Is  that  If  the  firet  propoeltlon  be  trne.  the  weond  b  eqntlly 
troe.  I  eontead  that  If  all  prodaetion  should  be  protected  «r  solMidlsed 
•qaally,  the  eCket  would  be  broustat  about  less  expenstrely  and  wltb 
the  saae  effect  by  taflatlac  the  eurreoey,  say,  by  redodus  the  fold  oob- 
tent  of  the  dollar.  A  dollar  Talue  la  in  the  product  It  win  pot  to 
poast  salon  of  the  owner,  and  there  can  be  no  adTaotage  In  haying  two 
dollars  If  two  are  required  to  obtain  the  same  products.  In  fact  all 
these  propooltlens  are  fallacies,  as  all  dislnterated  economists  hare 
shown,  and  the  only  purpose  la  to  Increase  the  farored  Industries  at 
the  expense  of  erery  consumer  of  Its  products — a  tax  on  all  Its  cttlaens, 
not  for  the  ezpenae  of  the  OoTemment  but  for  indlFldnal  gain. 

Protection  by  means  of  the  Urllf  Is  partial  slavery  In  that  It  compels 
the  lahm  of  the  unprotected  to  the  ertent  required  to  pay  the  enhanced 
prt<«  doe  to  taHff :  therefore  I  hope  free  trade  la  not  as  dead  aa  alaTery, 
as  Doctor  Stackhoose  bellerea.  Slseery  was  a  relic  o<  barbarism,  wrong 
aconomkmlly  and  morally,  and  necessarily  died  In  the  progrens  of  drlll- 
■atlon.  Free  trade  has  been  advocated  by  our  greatest  statesmen,  such 
•s  Jefferson.  Qereland.  and  Wilson.  Even  Roosevelt  wrote  a  book  ad- 
rocating  It.  and  In  our  own  State  J.  C.  Calhoun.  D.  B.  Williams.  George 
W.  Dargon.  and  all  of  our  greatest  atatesmen  were  active  advocates  of 
It,  both  In  and  out  of  Congress.  I  believe  they  were  right  and  that 
free  trade  la  not  dead  but  true  economically — that  "  truth  ia  mighty 
and  will  prevail."  I  believe  alao  that  the  old  Democratic  alogan, 
"  Equal  righta  to  all.  apeclal  privilege  to  none,"  la  sound  doctrine  and 
will   ultimately  be  accepted. 

In  the  contest  for  a  Democratic  slogan  a  few  years  ago  there  waa  one 
vhlch  aeemad  to  me  to  be  most  appropriate — "  Tariff  relief  is  farm 
relief."  We  are  not  Interested  In  making  more  millionaires  or  blllton- 
alrea  but  rather  la  making  more  tbouaandaires  among  our  farmers. 

I  believe  you  are  sound  on  the  tariff,  and  write  this  open  letter  not 
for  your  InstrtKtlon  but  hoping  it  will  counteract  the  fallacies  as  they 
appear  to  me  in  Doctor  Stackhouse'a  open  letter. 

Tours  for  downward  revision  of  the  tariff  and  for  ultimate  free  trad& 

S.  T.  COKBB. 

Mr.  BLEA8E.  I  also  ask  to  hare  Inserted  in  the  Rboobo  an 
article  by  the  Hon.  T.  H.  Harllee,  of  Florence,  8.  C 

There  b^ng  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
1b  the  RiooBD,  as  follows : 

[FVom  the  Bute.  Columbia.  S.  C,  November  7,  1929] 
Paorracrrvn  Tanirr  No  Aid  to  Faxiobi.  Ma.  HAat.i..M  Warns  to  Docroa 

BracKBocaa — **Wxsm  I  Qrr  Rsaot  to  Joim  thb  R^cblicax  Pastt 

I  Wiu.  Qo  TBS  WBOta  Boo  awd  Walk  Dr  amd  Put  Mt  fiBR  is  trs 

TaocoH  With  thb  Othsb  Boos  " 
To  the  BDiToa  iOF  thb  Stats  : 

I  laelosa  a  evcvlar  letter  from  Dr.  Wade  Stackbouse  and  my  reply.  I 
Should  ba  glad  lor  you  to  puMlah  them  If  you  think  It  worth  whOe. 

I  wiah  at  this  time  to  axpreas  to  you  my  very  high  appreciation  of  the 
State.  It  la  by  far  the  best  dally  that  I  see.  May  yon  live  long  to  point 
•«t  and  stress  throogh  Its  eolamns  tba  things  that  make  for  good  dri* 

BCBShlp. 

T.  H.  HtStt— 

PliOBSMCa. 

THH  STACKBOOSB  CtSCtOiAa 

f^  th4  OtttavM  •f  aouik  CaroUfta: 

We  are  ladostng  two  petitions  with  suggested  rates  on  South  Carolina 
products  to  be  Incorporated  in  the  new  tariff  bill. 

If  you  approve,  please  sign  both  petitions  and  secure  Immedlataly  aa 
many  other  aignaturaa  aa  poaalble.  forwarding  one  each  to  Hon.  Cols  L. 
BlAAsa  and  Hon.  BLuaoa  D.  BMrrH,  Senate  Office  BoUdlng,  Waahlag- 
tSB.  D.  C 

Xha  tariff  bUl  now  In  the  Senate  will  be  la  force  for  eight  years  and 
the  tiSBs  has  arrived  for  effective  action  both  on  the  part  of  dtlaans  of 
Sooth  CaroUoa  and  oar  Rcpresentstlvas  In  Washington. 
Tours  vary  truly. 

Wads  STAOCHoosa, 
Cfkmtrm^m  89»tk  CfUmm  iMvMoa, 

DiLutM,  Octsbsr  tL. 


Ok.  Wash  ScACHBooaa^ 

Prttidmt  jMrtJUra  Tmm  issseisitos,  iXOom  B.  O. 
DBAS  Sib  :  I  rstnn  to  you  herewith  peCltlona  to  which  yov 
^fc^»  1  g«c  sISPMtHreB — which  pctltloas  aak  our  Rapreaantattres  In  Cob- 
gMM  to  ase  their  efforts  to  have  certain  products  protected  by  a  tariff. 
1  can  net  do  tbte.  I  am  a  "  free  trader  "  in  prindple  and  can  not  staltlfy 
myself  by  advocating  a  policy  that  I  believe  to  bs  wrong. 

You  say  that  tree  trade  la  as  dead  aa  slavery.     I  beg  leave  to  dis- 
wltt  y«SL    ▲  pBtedpla  <u  Mt  dta.    U  Is  feapt  darwa  by  ths  Ra> 
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publican  Party,  whldi  Is  owned  and  controlled  by  the  corporations  th^t 
are  Snriched  by  a  robber  tariff.  A  tariff  for  rcyenue  is  a  tax.  A  tariff 
tat  protection  Is  a  steal,  and  that  Is  all  there  is  to  It  I  am  not  willing 
to  b)  made  a  party  to  such  a  steal  even  though  it  pat  a  few  paltry  doi- 
In  my  pockets. 

An  this  talk  of  helping  the  farmer  by  a  protective  tariff  is  a  delusion 
and  a  snare.  As  I  aee  it  there  la  only  one  way  In  which  the  Government 
can  help  the  farmer  and  that  is  by  tearing  down  this  high  protective 
wan  ao  that  he  may  trade  in  the  markets  of  the  world,  and  by  reducing 
the  robber  freight  rates  to  a  reasonable  basis,  so  that  he  can  get  his 
produce  to  market  wlthont  paying  all  his  profits  to  the  carriers  and  can 
get  1  hose  things  that  he  must  purchase  delivered  on  the  same  basis. 

B  »ldlng  these  vieirs.  I  can  take  no  part  in  trying  to  rob  the  whole 
peop  le  for  the  benefit  of  the  few.     When  I  get  ready  to  Join  the  Repub- 
llcai   Party  I  win  go  the  whole  hog  and  walk  up  and  put  my  feet  in  the 
trough  with  the  other  hogs. 
Tours  truly, 

T.  B.   BARtLBB. 

P  8.— I  have  Just  seen  the  following  In  the  Atlanta  Journal  of  Sun- 
day, November  3.  page  2,  column  3:  "The  Southern  Tariff  Association 
is  a  Republican  organisation  and  has  been  for  years."  Senator  Ha«bi8 
said  in  commenting  on  the  testimony.  •  •  •  So  there  you  are  * — 
T.    I.  H. 

1  r.  BLBASE.  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Reoobd  an  inter- 
Tie  r  given  by  me  to  Mr.  P.  H.  McGowan,  at  his  request,  and 
published  in  the  Columbia  (S.  O.)  State  on  Sunday,  Novem- 
ber 10. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
prii  tted  in  the  Rec(»d,  as  follows : 

[From  the  Columbia  (S.  C.)  State,  November  10,  1929] 

III  answer  to  your  inquiry,  which  I  thank  you  for  making,  it  seems 
to  I  >e  to  be  almost  Intruding  upon  the  patience  of  the  people  for  me  to 
restite  my  position  on  the  tariff  question. 

I  have  stated  repeatedly  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  I  am  abso- 
lute ly  opposed  to  a  high  protective  tariff;  that  1  am  opposed  to  any 
pro!  active  tariff;  that  I  am  opposed  to  any  tariff  except  for  revenue. 
Thill  is  the  Democratic  doctrine,  pure  and  simple,  and  has  been  ever 
sines  the  beginning  of  the  Democratic  Party. 

Tie  protective  tariff  Is  really  the  only  difference  between  the  Repub- 
Ucau  and  the  Democratic  Parties,  and  If  you  could  abolish  that  plauk 
in  t  le  two  platforms  the  Republican  Party  would  have  nothing  to  stand 
upoi ).  Aa  to  Doctor  Stackhouse'a  petitions,  I  have  had  absolutely  noth- 
ing to  do  wltb  them  and  was  surprised  when  I  received  letters  in  which 
it  s  as  stated  that  they  were  sending  me  petitions  as  "  per  my  request," 
whl  rh  evidently  showed  that  some  people  had  understood  Doctor  Stack- 
bouie'8  circular  letter  in  which  he  requested  that  a  copy  of  the  petition 
be  1  laUed  to  Senator  SMfTH  and  a  copy  to  me,  to  intimate  that  we  were 
ask  ng  for  such  petitions. 

I  can  not  speak  for  Senator  Suith^  but  as  for  myself,  there  was  never 
a  I  lore  erroneous  Interpretation  of  any  paper.  In  so  far  as  I  sm 
con  %rned. 

I  have  recdved  such  petitions  and  they  are  now  on  flle  in  my  office. 

la  accordance  with  the  oath  which  I  took  when  I  became  a  candidate 
for  the  Senate,  **  I  will  aupport  the  political  principles  and  policies  of 
the  Democratic  Party  and  work  in  accord  with  my  Democratic  associates 
in  I  Congress  on  all  party  questions,"  as  I  have  done  since  I  have  been 
in    he  Senate. 

I  repeat,  once  and  for  aU,  that  I  am  against  any  tariff  save  for 
revtnne  only,  and  the  bill  which  came  from  the  House  to  the  Senate  I 
den  Minced  on  May  30,  1929,  as  iniquitous,  and  I  shall  vote  against  it. 

r.  COPBLAND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
r.  BLKASE.    I  yield. 

COPELAND.  I  want  to  gay  to  the  Senator  that  I  wish 
I  lad  made  the  speech  be  has  Just  made.  It  is  a  shaoje  to 
thi  ik  we  overlook  that  death  places  a  premium  on  the  bardest 
working  Members  of  the  Senate.  We  know  that  is  exactly 
wh  at  happens  when  we  reflect  that  In  10  years  37  or  38  Members 
ha^^e  died,  men  who  were  actively  engaged  in  the  work  of  the 
Seiiate. 

1  have  seen  what  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  men- 
tloied — the  frayed  nerves,  and  the  irritability,  and  the  tired 
faces  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate.  1  have  said  before  that 
I  im  Borrj  I  am  a  doctor.  I  say  that  now.  I  am  sorry  as  I 
locK  around  to  have  to  figure  out  which  men  will  be  the  first 


to 


lie. 


t  la  a  shame  that  we  go  on  now.  Everybody  wants  to  ad- 
jot  rn.  With  two  exceptions  only,  every  man  with  whom  1  have 
tal  ced  on  either  side  of  the  Chamber  has  said,  "  Yes ;  h  t  us 
ad  onm."  Yet  we  just  stay  because  we  are  afraid  of  the 
po  Itics  of  it. 
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I  get  8l(*  and  tired,  aa  a  Democrat,  of  hearing  what  the 
Democrats  are  going  to  do.  Nobody  has  talked  to  me  In  any 
official  way  about  adjourning,  and  I  am  sure  nobody  has  talked 
to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  about  it  But,  in  my 
opinion,  the  country  wants  a  moratorium  in  the  Senate  Juet  as 
much  as  it  wants  a  moratorium  on  Wall  Street.  I  think  the 
Senator  from  South  CaroUna  is  right,  that,  in  the  interest  of  the 
good  health  of  Senators,  as  well  as  for  the  welfare  of  the 
country,  we  ought  to  adjourn  and  resume  our  work  in  Dececsber. 
Nobody  believes  this  tariff  blU  can  be  pas-sed  in  the  next  two 
weeks.  Nobody  believes  it  can  be  passed  before  the  1st  of 
January.  We  might  Just  as  well  do  what  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  has  said,  and  come  back  in  better  health  and 
In  better  spirits,  and  then  we  will  have  a  better  tariff  bill,  if  It  is 
possible  to  build  a  better  tariff  bill  on  the  poor  foundation 
handed  us  by  the  Finance  Committee. 

I  add  my  plea  to  what  has  been  said  by  the  Senatoi  from 
South  Carolina,  and  I  hope  the  Senate  will  adjourn  very 
speeillly. 

Mr.  BLEASB.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the  Senator  from  New 
York  for  his  remarks  and  am  glad  that  he  agrees  with  my  views 
in  this  matter. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  Avbether  the 
country  wants  a  moratorium  in  the  case  of  the  Senate  or  not 
I  do  know  this,  that  there  never  has  been  a  body  of  men  that 
has  worked  harder  than  has  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
for  the  past  two  months  or  more  In  the  consideration  of  the 
pending  tariff  bill.  I  know  that  no  one  can  controvert  this 
statfuient,  that  never  In  the  consideration  of  any  tariff  blU 
has  the  Senate  made  greater  progress  than  In  the  consideration 
of  this  bill. 

The  Democratic  Party  is  not  responsible  for  the  calling  of  the 
extra  se  slon.  We  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  We  did  vote  for 
farm  relief,  and  we  are  voting  and  have  voted,  and  are  very 
proud  of  our  votes,  to  change  many  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Finance  Committee  and  the  House  lifting  rates  above  those 
In  the  present  law.  .       *».  ♦ 

I  believe  that  these  business  elements  of  the  country  tnat 
sought  high-tariff  rates,  were  very  wril  satisfied  with  the  act 
passed  In  1922.  The  farmers  of  the  country,  the  great  agricul- 
tural interests,  were  not  satisfied,  becauHe,  as  has  been  pointed 
out  in  speech  after  speech  here,  there  were  Inequalities  of  treat- 
ment, there  were  injustices  and  discriminations.  We  have 
tried  to  map  our  program  here  so  as  to  eliminate  proposed  in- 
creases that  were  unjustified  by  the  facts,  and  propose,  when 
we  get  to  the  agricultural  sche<lule,  to  give  agriculture  some 
relief  as  far  as  we  can  give  it  by  a  tariff,  and  we  hope  that 
the  inclusion  of  the  debenture  plan  In  this  bill  will  give  the 
farmers  more  relief  than  the  adoption  of  the  farm-relief  pro- 
gram. 

There  is  much  that  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has 
said  that  is  true;  that  is,  that  Senators  are  tired,  that  there 
are  Irritations,  and  so  on.  There  is  high  tension,  and  Senators 
are  In  a  nervous  state.  But  that  can  not  be  helped.  For  seven 
months  some  of  us,  those  of  the  minority  on  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee—and It  applies  to  the  majority  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  as  well— have  remained  here  In  Washington  without 
in  most  instances,  a  single  recess  or  vacation,  considering  the 
thousands  and  thousands  of  items  in  this  tariff  bill,  trying  to 
prepare  ourselves  by  counsel  with  the  Tariff  Commission  and 
from  other  sources  to  get  the  facts  so  that  we  might  intelU- 
gently  assist  in  writing  this  tariff  bill. 

Personally  I  have  not  been  away  from  Washington.  I  do  think 
that  the  time  Is  going  to  come  when  there  should  be  a  recess 
of  a  week  or  10  days  before  we  meet  In  December.  I  would  not 
like  at  this  particular  time  to  see  a  resolution  presented  to  ad- 
journ now.  We  are  moving  along,  may  I  say,  pretty  rapidly. 
When  we  reach  an  Item  In  the  bill,  such  as  the  item  of  shingles, 
in  which  the  people  of  the  Northwest  are  interested,  of  course 
it  is  going  to  take  some  time  for  consideration.  When  we  reach 
the  Item  of  sugar,  in  which  the  American  people  generally  are 
interested,  and  in  which  there  are  certain  localities  interested, 
there  Is  going  to  be  considerable  debate  provoked.  There  may 
be  other  Items  which  may  provoke  unusual  and  detailed  dis- 
cussion. But  on  shingles  alone  we  have  occupied  only  a  day 
and  a  half.  The  time  has  been  in  the  consideration  of  tariff 
bills  when  two  weeks  would  have  been  a  short  time  for  the  con- 
sideration of  such  an  Important  item  as  thia. 

I  hoije  tliat  those  on  the  other  side  and  the  Senate  unani- 
mously can,  along  about  the  2l8t  or  22d  or  23d  oflthe  month, 
pass  a  resolution  of  adjournment,  in  order  to  give  Senators  time 
to  go  home  for  at  least  a  week.  In  order  that  they  may  look  after 
some  of  their  own  personal  and  private  affairs  that  have  long 
been  delayed  becaoae  we  have  been  compelled  to  remain  here. 


When  the  time  comes  and  such  a  reaolutlon  la  offered,  I  shall 
vote  for  an  adjournment  for  a  week  or  such  a  matter  as  that ; 
but  at  this  particular  time  I  do  not  think  it  will  hurt  anybody 
more  than  he  haa  already  been  hurt  to  stay  here  until  next 
week,  at  least  Let  us  try  to  pnah  forward  the  agricultittal 
schedule,  and  before  we  adjourn  let  us  take  some  action  that, 
will  give  assurance  of  help  as  far  as  possible  to  the  great  agri- 
cultural interests  of  the  cotmtry. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President  I  hope  we  may  get  a  vote  on  the 
matter  that  is  now  pending.  AU  I  want  to  say  now  is  that  on 
yesterday  I  mentlMied  Mr.  J.  H.  Bloed^  in  my  address,  and  I 
have  rtH>eived  a  telegram  from  him  which  he  would  like  to  have 
inserted  in  the  Bxdokd.  It  is  fair  to  him  to  have  that  done,  and 
I  am  glad  to  do  it  Therefore  I  ask  that  this  telegram  may 
be  incorporated  in  the  Rbcobo. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram  waa  ordered  to  he 
printed  in  the  Bboobd,  as  follows: 

Saanui,  Wash.,  Jiovtmher  tt,  m». 

Hon.  WasLST  L.  Jonbs, 

United  Btatm  Beuate,  Wathtnfftom,  D.  O.: 

I  read  yoor  speech  on  shingles  In  to-nlgfat's  Seattle  Times,  in  which 
you  refer  to  my  ownership  of  timber  In  Canada  as  being  the  reason  for 
my  advocacy  of  free  shingles.  The  decline  In  shingle  production  In  the 
State  of  Washington  is  due  largely  to  the  Increased  substltnte  roofing 
compeUtlon  and  the  diminishing  cedar-timber  supply.  Theae  are  eco- 
nomic conditions  which  can  not  be  corrected  by  a  tariff,  and  I  so  stated 
In  my  testimony.  Nor  was  my  Judgment  influenced  solely  by  my 
Canadian  Interests,  because  my  American  Interests  were  much  greater 
than  my  Canadian  Interests.  All  this  Is  In  my  testimony.  I  also 
testified  the  wages  paid  in  my  Canadian  shingle  mill  approximate  10 
per  cent  higher  than  those  paid  in  my  American  mills.  The  schedule  of 
wages  is  on  flle  with  my  testimony  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee. This  is  in  contradiction  of  your  statement  that  wages  are 
lower  In  Canada.  Tour  statement  that  water  transportation  from 
British  Columbia  to  the  .Atlantic  seaboard  is  10  to  15  cents  per  thou- 
sand shingles  les.<i  than  American  ahlpments  Is  In  error. 

I  am  operating  on  both  sides  of  the  line  and  ship  76  per  cent  of 
Canadian  shingles  intended  for  water-borne  shipments  by  local  freight 
to  the  Bellingham  Docks  to  be  reahipped  on  American  vessels  to  the 
Atlantic  seaboard,  whereas  shingles  shipped  from  my  American  mills 
In  the  same  vessel  are  loaded  direct  on  board  and  save  the  local 
freight  charge.  Occasionally  rates  are  made  on  both  sides  of  the  line 
lower  than  normal,  but  the  average  movement  Is  corfeetly  stated  as 
above.  Tour  statement  that  Americans  owning  timber  in  Canada, 
especially  with  rrference  to  myself,  made  most  of  their  money  during  a 
period  of  tariff  protection  should  also  be  corrected.  During  my  32 
active  years  In  lumbering  there  have  been  only  4  years  of  protection — 
from  1909  to  1913 — the  greatest  period  of  expansion  of  the  Industry 
In  which  any  American  company  has  shared  In  since  1918,  and  can 
not  be  laid  to  protection.  I  think  It  is  only  fair  to  me  in  view  of 
your  statements  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  the  gist  of  this  tele- 
gram be  read  or  embodied  in  the  CONOBBsaioNAL  BmcomD.  I  have 
always  respected  the  sincerity  of  your  views  and  aak  for  equal  con- 
sideration of  mine. 

J.  H.  Blosdbl. 

Mr.  BLEASR  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  have  any  idea  of 
B.'^klng  for  a  vote  now  on  my  resolution.  I  made  my  few  re- 
marks in  the  hope  that  Senators  would  begin  to  think  over  it 
But  I  do  expect  to  ask  consideration  of  the  resolution  on  Friday 
morning,  fixing  a  time  in  the  near  future  to  give  oursrives  and 
our  col  a  borers  a  much-needed  rest. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  during  the  debate  this  morning  on 
the  proposed  shingle  duty  I  made  the  statement  tliat  approxi- 
mately 70  per  cent  of  the  consumption  of  shingles  in  the  United 
States  was  by  farmers  and  farm  communities,  and  I  was  asked 
for  the  authority  for  such  a  statement  Going  through  my  files 
I  find  that  I  gained  my  impression  relating  to  that  matter  frcwn 
the  various  briefs  and  resolutions  adopted  by  natlcmai  farm 
organizations. 

Further  Investigation  disclosed  that  they  obtained  their  in- 
formation, in  turn,  from  lumber  Journals,  and  I  ask  to  have 
incorporated  in  the  Bboobd  a  table  taken  from  the  West  Coast 
Lumberman  of  July  15,  1928,  showing  the  3-year  raU  dis- 
tribution by  States  of  shingles  at  that  time. 

A  study  of  this  table  will  show  that  the  estimate  that  the 
farm  people  have  made  of  the  amount  of  the  entire  production 
of  shingles  that  they  consume  is  quite  conservative,  to  say  the 

I  also  ask  to  have  incorporated  in  the  Bboobd  a  partial  list 
of  the  farm,  lumber,  and  civic  organizations  which  are  on 
record  protesting  against  a  shingle  duty. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  wu  ordered  to  be 
•  printed  in  the  Bscobd,  Sa  follows: 
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(Ptcmb  the  West  OMSt  LamberBan  of  July  15.  1028] 
otmiatrrioii  or  soKiawm  trMBn  amd  aHixoiBs,  bt  ratcs,  ros  tbb 
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42 
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43 
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31 

33 

383 

88 
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Idaho 
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Now  Maiioo 

Utah 
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.87 
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1.335 

5.16 
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5.57 
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144 
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M8 
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Bonth  Dakota- 
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393 

98 
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X316 

0.74 
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» 

11 
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27 
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35 

U 

2 
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29 
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88 

19 

6 

81 

494 
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885 

11 

.16 
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Maryland 

.08 
.08 
.34 
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1.78 

Now  Ymt 

4.77 

L62 
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.01 
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X584 

9.00 

2.240 

&61 
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8.82 
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17 

2M 

W 
33 
46 

.06 
1.02 

.» 

.18 

364 

19 
2B9 
12 
29 
53 

1.08 
.07 

1.11 
.06 
.11 
.30 

254 

35 

2« 

12 

14 

81 

L07 
.15 
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L04 
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VcmoBt 

.06 
.06 
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656 
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608 
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804 

150 
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Alabama. 
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M 

11 

50 

2SS 

4r7 

304 
38 
88 

.54 

.04 
.23 
1.00 
.18 
.78 
.15 
.34 

81 

7 
31 

307 
86 

161 
16 
68 

.94 
.08 
.13 
.80 
.33 
.83 
.06 
.36 

117 
8 

11 
204 
107 
161 

60 
137 

.49 
.02 

Oobnia „ 

Kentucky 

.47 
.86 

Mliilarip(ri 

.46 

North  Carallaa. 

South  Carolma. 

.63 
.28 
.56 

Subtotal 

818 

3.18 

836 

148 

888 

178 

Ttwrifn , 

1 

11 

04 

Oraod  total 

38^878 
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2^«U 
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a,  781 
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PAJnuL  List  or  FAmif,  Ldmbs*,  axo  Cmc  OaoA.fisAnoNs  Bmphati- 
CAU.I  raoTBaniia  ami  Tabift  ox  Lombbb,  Lioas,  ob  8hiii« 

KATtONAL   OaaAlTIXATIOita 

National  Retail  Lumber  Dealen*  Aasodatloii. 
The  Natloaal  Oraace. 

BBOIOXAL  oaeANisATiova 
Nortbwcatera  Lnmbermen's  Aaaodatlon. 
Nortbeaatern  Retail  Lumbenoen's  Aeaoctatloa. 
Ccatral  Uraatock  CooperaUva  Aaaodatlon. 
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N<  »rtbwe8ta>n  Wool  Growers'  Asaoclation. 

Union  Aaaorlatlon  of  Lumber  ft  Sasb  ft  Door  Salesmen. 

Wmtern  line  Manofacturers  A«so«iatioo. 

Northern  ^'boleaala  Hardwood  Lumber  Association. 

8TATC  AND   LOCAL  OBGA5IZATIO.XS 

Cilifomla :  Aaaodated  California  Fruit  Industries ;  Tom  McCans  Hoo 
Hoo  aub.  No.  55,  McClood,  Calif. 

Colorado:  Colorado  State  Farm  Bureau  Federation;  Tlie  Farmer's 
EdU'  dtlonal  and  Cooperative  Union  of  Colorado. 

n  inois :  lllinoia  Lumber  ft  Material  Daalera  As-sociatlun. 

Indiana:  Indiana  State  Grange;  Indiana  Farm  Bureau  Federation; 
Indliina  Legialature. 

lo  xa  :  Iowa  Farm  Bureau  Federation ;  Iowa  State  Leglalature ;  Iowa 
Coo^eratlTc  Livestock  Shippera'  Asaociatlon ;  Elastern  Iowa  Lumbermen's 
Association;  Retail  Lumber  Dealers  of  Iowa;  Iowa  Farmers  Edacatlonal 
and  Cooperative  Union  of  America. 

Kiinsas:  Kansas  SUtc  Grange;  Kansas  Stnte  Board  of  Africulture; 
Kan  las  Farm   Bureau   Federation. 

Miine:  Maine  Farm  Bureau  Federation. 

M  issacbuaetts :  Maasacbusetts  Wbolt>sale  Lumber  Association  (Inc.); 
Retiiil  Lumber  Dealers  Association  of  Springfield;  Old  Colony  Builders 
Supi  ily  Association. 

M  iryland  :  Lumber  Exchange  of  Baltimore  City. 

M  icbigan :  Michigan  Retail  Lumber  Dealers  Association ;  Micbigno 
Frul  t  Growers  <  Inc. ) . 

M  inoesota :  Minnesota  delegation  to  Congress ;  Minnesota  State  Legls- 
lata  -e ;  Miuneaota  Farm  Bureau  Federation ;  Bayport  Improvement 
CTut  ;  Twin  City  Hoo  Hoo  Club. 

N  sbraska :  Nebraska  Farm  Bureau  Federation;  Nebraska  State  Lcgis> 
lato  -e. 


N>w 


Niw 


Com  seres 

Tnwe 
Bunau 
01  lio : 

clati  }n ; 


Jersey :  Board  of  Realtors  of  East  Orange ;  New  Jersey  Lumber- 
8  Association ;  Hudson  County  Lumberm*-n's  Club. 

York  :  BufEalo  Chamber  of  Commerce  ;  BufFalo  Lumber  Exibangc ; 
g  Materialmen's  Association  of  Westcbrster  County ;  Chamber  of 
of  the  Tonawandas  ;  Long  Island  Dealers'  Association  ;  Master 
Makers  Association  of  New  York  and  Vicinity  ;  Now  York  Lum>>er 
Association ;    New    York   State   Grange ;    New    York    State    Farm 
Federation;  Retail  Lumber  Dealers  Association  of  Nt-w  York. 
Ohio  Farm  Bureau  Federation ;  Oliio  Farmers  Protective  Asso- 
:  Ohio  Association  of  Retail  lumber  Dealers,  No.  1 ;  Ohio  Asso- 
clatibn  of  Retail  Lumber  Dealera,  No.  11 ;  Cleveland  Lumber  Institute. 

0\  egon :  Padflc  Cooperative  Wool  Growers ;  Oregon  State  Grange ; 
Mcs4innville  Growers  Ass<  elation. 

nsylvania :  Pennsylvania  Farm  Bureau  Federation;  Pittsburgh 
Wholesale  Lumber  Dealers  Association ;  Pittsburgh  Association  of  Lum- 
ber jSaleamen ;  Western  Pennsylvania  Retail  Lumber  Dealers  Associa- 
tion 

Rl  lode  laland :  Providence  Chamber  of  Commerce ;  Lumber  I>oaIers  of 
Rbo<le  Island. 

8<  uth  Dakota :  South  Dakota  Farm  Bureau  Federation. 

T(  nnessee :  Tennessee  Retail  Lumber  and   MlUwork  Dealers   Assocla- 

tiOD 

T^saa :  Dallaa  Retail  Lumbermen's  Association ;  Lumbermen's  Asao 
ciati  on  of  Texas ;  Texas  Farm  Bureau  Federation. 

V  trmont :  Burlington  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

W  aahlngton  :  Farmers  Union  of  North  Central  Washington ;  Washing- 
ton State  Grange;  Washington  Cooperative  Egg  and  Poultry  Association. 

Vi  isconsln :  Wisconsin  Retail  Luml>ermen's  Association ;  Wisconsin 
Fan  a  Bureau  Federation ;  Wisconsin  State  Legi.'itature ;  Wi«consiu  Coun- 
cil <  f  Agriculture ;  Wisconsin  State  Grange ;  Wisconsin  State  Horticul- 
tural Society. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk,  not  for  Incor- 
poration In  the  Record  but  for  filing  in  the  Senate  flies,  various 
petitions  and  resolutions  adopted  by  sundry  organizations  in  op- 
position to  a  duty  on  shingles. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  memorials  will  be  filed  and  Ue 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like 
to  Inquire  of  the  Senator  from  Washington  if  it  Is  desired  to 
havje  a  record  vote  on  the  pending  question. 

"  r.  DILL.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  a  recoi-d  vote  on  the 
question. 

&  r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Then  I  suggest  that  we  take 
the  vote  Immediately,  the  debate  being  ended.  We  are  all  ready 
for  a  vote,  I  understand. 

»  r.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  I  make  the  point  of  no  quorum. 

1  he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chi^  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senatort 
anatvered  to  their  names: 


Ash  irst 
Bar  [ley 
WojrhasB 
BUk 
Bla  oe 

BI«  88 

Borih 


Brat ton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Brouasard 

Capper 

Connally 

Copland 


Couiens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Deneen 

Dill 

Edge 

F«as 


Fletcher 

Frnzler 

Oillett 

Glaaa 

Glenn 

Goff 

Uoldsboroogh 


1929 


Grecno 

Hal.- 

Hnrrls 

Harrison 

llaffi.Ui 

Ilawes 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Ueflin 

Howotl 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 
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K«>yes 

l..:i  Kolletts 

McKoUar 

MoMaster 

MrNary 

Mctcali 

Mos<'s 

Norl>eck 

Norrls 

Nye 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phipps 

Pine 


rittman 

Itan«dell 

Keed 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Sackett 

Schall 

Shpj»pard 

Sliortrldge 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Steck 

Stelwer 

Sti  pheus 

Tbumas,  Idabo 


Thomas,  Okla. 

Townsond 

Trnmmell 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

WnWtt 

Wulsh,  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


is  to  adopt  the 


Mr.  SCHALL.  I  would  like  the  Re<:o«d  to  show  that  my  col- 
league [Mr.  .Shipbtead]  is  still  ill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-one  Senators  have  answered 
to  their  names,  A  qt^rum  is  present.  The  question  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  committee  amemlment,  on  page  118,  line  9,  to  strike 
out  paragraph  403,  relating  to  a  tariff  on  shingles. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  propose  an  amend- 
ment to  the  text  of  the  bill  if  I  may  do  so.  I  desire  to  strike 
out  "  25  "  and  insert  "  10,"  if  it  is  the  proper  way  to  perfect 
the  text  of  the  paragraph  first. 
The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  The  amendment  is  In  order. 
Mr.  JONES.  Then  I  move  to  strike  out  "25"  and  Insert 
"  10."    I  shall  not  take  time  to  discuss  my  amendment 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  that  1  have  been  in 
favor  of  a  substantial  tariff  on  shingles,  but  I  recognise  that  In 
these  contests  we  can  not  always  get  what  we  want.  There 
are  many  Senators  who  sincerely  believe  that  none  of  this  tariff 
would  go  to  the  shincrle-mill  workers.  I  rather  appeal  to  them 
to  let  us  try  a  10  per  cent  tariff  and  see  what  the  result  will 
be.  That  wlU  not  be  a  very  big  burden  upon  anyone.  It  would 
be  enough  to  show  whether  or  not  it  will  do  any  good,  and  if  it 
will  not  do  any  good  to  the  workers  themselves  I  shall  be 
among  the  first  to  help  tear  It  down.  If  it  will  do  good,  then 
I  am  pure  those  who  have  l»een  most  strenuous  in  opposing  a 
rate  ou  shingles  will  not  object  I  hope  we  may  agree  on  a  10 
per  cent  tariff. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  understand  the  motion  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  Washington  is  in  effect  that  we  disagree  to 
the  committee  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

Mr.  JONES.  Whatever  will  accomplish  the  result  of  making 
it  a  10  per  cent  in.«^tend  of  a  25  per  cent  rate  Is  my  desire. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.  The  motion  may  be  made  in  either 
way.  The  Senator's  motion  is  to  strike  out  "25"  and  in- 
sert "  10." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  the  whole  paragraph  would  be  stricken 
out  and  the  item  would  remain  on  the  free  list  What  I  want, 
If  the  amendment  is  agreed  to  fixing  the  rate  at  10  per  cent.  Is 
then  to  have  the  Senate  at  once  dlsagi-ee  to  paragraph  1761, 
placing  shingles  ou  the  free  ILst. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Washington  to  the  amendment  of  the  com- 
mittee.    [Putting  the  question.]     The  noes  seem  to  have  It. 
Mr.  JONES.     I  ask  for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr     WALSH    of    Massachusettw.     Mr.    President,    this    is    a 

fiuestion  of  such  importance  that  I  think  the  American  people 

liave  a  right  to  know  where  we  stand  on  it.    Therefore  I  ask 

for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr  GLASS.     Mr.  President  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  will  state  it. 
Mr    GLASS.    If  the   amendment   proposed   by   the    Senator 
from  Washington  should  be  adopted  does  that  conclude  the  con- 
sideration of  this  particular  paragraph? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  does  not  The  question  then 
would  be  on  the  committee  amendment  as  amended.  The  re- 
quest for  the  yeas  and  nays  submitted  by  the  i^nat«»r  from 
Ma.<sachusetts  came  too  late.  It  came  after  the  Chair  had 
annouuL-eil  the  result. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     1  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays 
now  on  the  amendment  as  amended. 
Th_'  veas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr  JONES.  Mr.  Presitlent,  I  want  to  have  the  situation 
clearly  understood.  As  I  understand  it,  the  vote  now  is  to 
strike  out  the  committee  amendment  as  amended.  A  vote  "  yea  " 
i.s  a  vote  to  strike  it  out  wh'le  a  vote  "nay"  is  a  vote  to 
retain  It. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  vote  "nay"  would  leave  the 
rate  at  10  per  cent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  language  of  the  House 
carries  a  25  per  cent  rate.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  com- 
mittee proiK)ses  to  strike  out  the  i>Jiragraph  and  put  shingles 
on  the  free  list.  The  Senate  has  ju.st  adopted  an  amendment 
to  the  committee  amendment  making  the  rate  10  per  cent.    Ou 


the  roU  call  about  to  be  taken  a  vote  -  yea "  Is  to  adopt  the 
rate  of  10  per  cent? 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.     No ;  a  vot«  "  yea 
committee  amendment  as  amended. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Then  what  becomes  of  the  House  language? 
The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.     llie    House    language    has    been 
amended   by   striking  out   "25"   and   Inserting   "10."     If   the 
amendment  of  the  committee  as  amended  is  defeated,  the  pro- 
vision stands  with  10  per  cent  instead  of  25  per  cent. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  How  is  a  Senator  to  vote  who  wants  to 
leave  shingles  on  the  free  list? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  He  would  vote  "  yea. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  what  Is  the  real 
question  before  the  Senate?  As  I  understand  it  the  House 
provision  Is  amended  by  changing  the  rate  from  25  per  cent  to 
10  per  cent.  The  question  is  now.  Is  It  not  upon  the  adoption 
of  the  committee  amendment  as  amended?  _^      .    ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    That  Is  correct.    Tlie  question  Is  to 
strike  out  the  whole  of  paragraph  403  as  amended.  ^^ 

Mr.  GLASS.    It  Is  to  strike  out  and  those  who  vote  '  yea 
vote  to  keep  shingles  on  the  free  list? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    That  is  correct. 
Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Chair  state  In  language 
we  can  understand,  because  of  the  parliamentary  mlx-np,  that 
a  vote  "  yea  "  strikes  out  all  of  the  tariff  and  leaves  shingles  on 
the  free  list   while  a  vote  "nay"  grants  a  10  per  cent  ad 
valorem  rate?  „^      ,    , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT?.  The  Senator  is  correct.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 
The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 
Mr.  EDGE  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  general 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]. 
I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
H.\sT!NG8l  and  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.   OVERMAN    (when  his  name  was  called).     I  have  a 
general   pair   with    the   senior    Senator   from    Wyoming    [Mr. 
Warbe.n].    He  not  being  present  I  withhold  my  vote. 
The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  FESS.    I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs: 
The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Axuek]  with  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  ;  .     ^     „       . 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Waxbon]  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]; 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Oddie]  with  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Swanson]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Gould]  with  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Caraway]. 

I  wish  also  to  state  that  my  colleague  the  junior  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  McCulloch]  is  necessarily  detained  from  the 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Cakaway],  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Stephews],  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swanson],  and  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gbobge]  are  absent  because  of 
official  business. 

I  also  desire  to  state  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino] 
is  absent  on  account  of  illness. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  49,  nays  29,  as  follows : 

YEAS— 49 

Keyea 
Ls  FoUetts 
McKcUar 
MoMaster 
Norbeck 
Norrls 
Nye 

Patterson 
RobiuHCMi,  Ind. 
Backet t 
Schall 
Sheppard 
SimmoBS 
NATB— 29 

McNary 

Met  calf 

Moses 

Phipps 

Pittman 

RanadeU 

Seed 

Shortrldge 

NOT  VOTING— 17 
King  Robinson.  Ark. 

McC^illoch  Bhinstead 

Oddie  Smith 

Overman  Stephens 

Pine  Swanson 

So  the  committee  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 
I  amendment 


Barkley 

Blnftham 

BUrk 

Blaine 

Borah 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Capper 

Connally 

Oopelnnd 

Cousens 

Cutting 

Dale 


Ashurst 

Blease 

BrattoD 

BrouBsard 

Dill 

Fletcher 
Gillett 

Allen 

Caraway 

George 

Gould 

Hastings 


Deneen 

Fess 

Frazler 

Glass 

Glenn 

Goldsboroagh 

Greene 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Heflln 

Howell 


Goff 
Hale 

Hatfield 

Bebert 

fohnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 


Bteck 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont 

Wbeeler 


Smoot 
Stelwer 
Thomas.  Idabo 
Trammell 
Waterman 


Warren 

Watson 
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Mr.  RMOOT.    Mr.  Pwsldent.  according  to  the  mgreemeat  of 

yesterday,    we   will   now   return   to   the   watch-and-clock  para- 
frnph,  on  page  00.  paragraph  367. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICK  PHB8IDENT.  Doea  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  flenator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  RARKL.ET.  I  desire  at  thia  time  to  offer  the  amend- 
ment to  paragraph  387.  which  I  had  printed  a  day  or  two  ago. 

Mr.  SM(X)T.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  a 
queMtion  in  order  that  S-^natora  may  know  precisely  what  the 
Senator's  Hm<^ndment  Is.  As  I  understaud.  the  S«uitor  from 
KentiH'ky  now  ofTera  an  amendment  as  a  substitute  for  para- 
graph .%7,  which  ia  precisely  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  The  amemlment  which  I  offer  Is  a  substi- 
tnte  for  the  Senate  committee  provision,  in  the  nature  of  a 
reenactnient  of  para^rraph  367  of  the  prestent  law. 

The  VICK  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  Is  advised  that  the 
Senator's  amendment  may  only  be  offered  by  unanimous  con- 
sent.   Is  imanlmoua  coasent  given  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  SM001\  I  think  that  Is  the  only  way  in  which  the 
antendiuent  may  be  now  received. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  The  best  way  to  deal  with  it  is  to  clean  it 
up  while  we  are  at  It.  I  do  not  care  to  take  up  time  in  dis- 
cussiuR  the  pailiamentary  situation,  but  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent tliat  the  amendment  may  be  offered  at  thia  time. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  It  is  so  ordered.  The  Secretary  will  state  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  before  the  substitute  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  considered,  I  should  like  to  offer 
certain  clerical  amendments  to  the  committee  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendments  are  in  order, 
inasmuch  as  the  committee  amendment  is  to  strike  out. 

Mr.  REED.  I  desire  to  explain  the  nature  cf  the  amend- 
ments which  I  propose.  If  Senators  will  look  at  page  94,  line 
8,  they  will  notice  a  proviso  in  the  paragraph  relating  to  the 
tariff  on  |>art8  which  limits  the  low  rate  of  duty  in  the  para- 
graph to  4  per  cent  of  the  value  of  all  the  completed  move- 
ments that  are  brought  in  at  the  same  time.  The  idea  of  the 
Finance  Committee  was  to  permit  a  certain  amount  of  repair 
parts,  up  to  4  per  cent«of  the  amount  of  the  completed  parts, 
to  be  brought  In  subject  to  the  low  rate  of  duty. 

Over  that  4  per  cent,  it  was  the  intention  of  the  committee 
to  prtjvlde  that  such  parts  as  were  really  being  brought  In  not 
fi»r  repairs  but  for  the  construction  of  complete  njovements, 
should  pay  the  high  rate.  The  wording  of  the  paragraph  is  a 
little  bit  Inaccurate,  however.  I  therefore  move  that  the  word 
"rate,"  on  page  94,  line  8,  shall  be  stricken  out,  and  in  place 
thereof  the  words,  "clause  of  this  subparagraph,"  shall  be  in- 
serted. The  proposed  amendment  does  not  change  the  sense, 
bat  if  the  language  should  stand  as  it  now  is  in  the  amendment 
there  might  be  some  doubt  as  to  what  duty  applied  to  the  excess 
over  the  4  per  cent.  It  might  even  be  thrown  into  the  basket 
clause  of  the  metal  schedules,  which,  of  course,  nobody  intends. 

The  amendment  has  been  prepared  by  the  legislative  drafting 
counsel,  who  drew  the  original  committee  amendment,  and  I 
assure  the  Senate  that,  if  agree<}  to,  it  will  not  change  the  in- 
tention of  the  tommittee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  amendment 
to  the  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  REED.  Senators  will  notice  that  the  paragraph  on  the 
same  page  deals  with  the  duty  on  bottom  plates,  which  are  the 
foundation  of  the  watch  movement.  Some  t>ottom  plates  might 
be  useful  for  a  7-jeweled  watch  and  they  might  be  useful  for  a 
21-jeweled  watch,  and  pn»bably  the  uppnii^er  in  the  effort  to 
get  the  utmost  amount  of  revenue  possible  would  always  claim 
that  a  bottom  plate  was  suitable  for  use  In  the  m<>re  expensive 
type  of  watch.  I  do  not  think  that  the  committee  had  it^  atten- 
tion called  to  that  possibility.  It  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
committee  to  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  appraiser  to  select 
the  highest  possible  tax  to  levy  on  these  plates.  In  order  to 
make  that  clear,  the  legislative  drafting  counsel  have  prepared 
an  amen<iment,  which  is  as  follows : 

On  line  15,  page  94.  strike  out  the  word  "  suitable  "  and  the 
comma  that  follows  it  and  Insert  the  word  "suitable"  with  a 
period  after  it,  and  then  start  a  new  sentence  in  this  way: 

"  If  suth  pillar  or  bottom  plate  is  suitable  for  two  or  more 
movements,  mechanlj-ms,  devices,  or  instruments  dutiable  at 
dlfterent  rates,  the  duty  on  such  plates  shall  be  based  on  that 
one  of  the  movements.  mechanUms,  devices,  or  instruments  which 
is  subject  to  the  lowest  rate  of  duty." 

In  case  of  a  doubt  the  lower  rate  will  apply.  I  take  it  that 
there  wUl  he  ao  ohJecUon  to  that  amendnvmt.  It  merely  serves 
to  peifett  the  aaaeadoient  as  now  written. 


le  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection  to  the  amendment 
by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to  the  amendment 

>rted  by  the  committee?    Without  objection,  the  amendment 

le  amendment  is  agreed  to. 

REED.    Again,  Mr.  President,  in  the  next  line  a  sugges- 

has  been  made  that  there  is  some  difficulty  in  taxing  a  part 
[he  same  rate  as  the  completed  watch  mechanism  because  one 
_-  jhe  factors  that  goes  to  determine  the  tariff  on  the  completed 
mo  rement  is  the  element  of  adju.«;tment,  and  nobody  can  tell,  of 
cotrse,  whether  a  bottom  plate  which  is  being  brought  iu  would 
be  part  of  an  adjusted  watch  or  part  of  an  unadjusted  watch. 
So.  for  the  sake  of  clarity,  and  to  avoid  the  contention  by  the 
apirai-sers  that  the  high  duty  on  adjusted  watches  should  be 
api  lied,  we  propose.  In  line  16,  to  strike  out  the  word  "  a  "  which 
en<  s  the  line  and  insert  the  words  "  an  unadjusted."  In  other 
wo  'ds,  the  part  bears  the  lower  duty  which  would  be  appropriate 
to  in  unadjusted  watch ;  and  I  offer  that  amendment. 

':  "he  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
am?ndnient  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 
^  'he  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

r.  REED.    Mr.  President.  perhap><  the  Senate  will  not  object 

offer  at  this  time  a  couple  of  amendments  similarly  perfect- 
section  368.    We  might  as  well  get  rid  of  them  at  this  time. 

e   VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is   there  objection?     The  Chair 
hedrs  none. 

r    REED.     On  page  98,  line  12,  the  Senate  will  notice  a 

ma  after  the  word  "  water."  which,  of  course,  is  grammati- 
y  incorrect.    I  move  to  strike  it  out. 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  i'ennsylvania. 

e  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

r.  REED.  Also,  on  page  98,  in  line  9,  the  Senate  will  notice 
an  amendment  dealing  with  synchronoas  and  subsynchronous 
moors  and  their  accomrpanying  citx'kwork.  The  Idea  of  the 
con  imlttee  was  to  tax  those  motors  as  parts  of  the  clockwork  If 
the  7  were  less  than  one-fortieth  of  a  horsepower  and  were  worth 
less  than  $3.  The  expression  in  the  committee  amendment  is 
not  very  clear,  and  it  will  be  Improved  if.  in  line  9,  we  strike 
out  the  words  "  when  without  "  and  put  In  the  words  "  not 
inc  uding  the  value  of."  It  does  not  change  the  sense,  but  it  is 
a  much  better  expression. 
I  send  that  amendment  to  the  desk. 

Ihe   VICE   PRESIDENT.    The  question   is  on   agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to  the 
am<  'Uilment  of  the  committee. 
The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

r.  REED.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

r.  EIDGE.  As  I  understand,  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Se4ator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bakklcy]  is  to  reenact  the  existing 
lav 

r.  REED.     Yes ;  the  law  of  1922. 

r.  EDGE.  I  trust  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  in  speak- 
ind  to  the  Finance  Committee  amwidment,  will  point  out — it  is 
all  so  intricate  that  it  can  be  done  only  by  some  one  who  has 
caipfully  studied  it — the  effect  of  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
meit  as  compared  with  the  paragraph  passed  by  the  House. 
In  other  words,  as  I  recall,  the  result  of  the  Senate  committee 
amrndment  was  to  make  a  considerable  reduction  from  the 
Hoii.se  amendment.  I  am  not  sufficiently  familiar  with  the  de- 
tai  s  to  attempt  to  discuss  them ;  but  I  sugpest  that  the  Senator 
frc  tn  Pennsylvania  point  out  those  decreases  where  they  occur. 
]  Ir.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  that  I  do  not  care 
to  jtet  into  the  discussion  of  that  matter  now.  That  suggestion 
ap  ►lies  very  largely  to  the  more  exjiensive  watches,  however, 
an  I  not  to  the  roe<lium-priced  or  che-ap  watches. 

]  Ir.  EDGE.  I  assume  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
wi  I  go  into  detail  in  that  regard. 

;  Ir.  REED.  Mr.  President,  in  the  whole  tariff  bill  I  know  of 
noi  hing  more  complicated  than  those  two  paragraphs.  I  doubt 
if  here  is  anything  quite  as  complicated;  and  I  notice  that  the 
attfndnnce  in  the  Senate  Chamber  at  the  moment  is  very 
sleider.  I  doul)t  if  many  of  the  few  Senators  who  are  here 
caie  to  put  on  these  paragraphs  the  study  that  is  absolutely 
ess?ntial  to  a  comprehension  of  the  situation. 

]Ir.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  If  the  Senator  will  yield  to 
me    I  will  make  the  point  of  no  quorum. 

;  Jr.  REED.  I  do  not  think  that  will  do  any  g<x>d,  Mr.  Presi- 
de! it,  because  we  had  a  quorum  call  and  a  roll-call  vote  just 
a  1  ew  moments  ago,  and  the  quorum  evaporated  almost  as  soon 
as  it  was  called. 

:  Ir.  BARKLEY.  Many  Senators  are  at  lunch,  of  coarse,  the 
Se  lator  wHl  understand.    They  will  be  in  a  little  later. 


1929 


CONGEESSIONAL  EECOKD— SENATE 


5511 


Mr.  REED.  I  shoirid  be  glad  to  undertake  to  explaiii  this 
matter. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Aitharst 
Barklpy 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Blenxc 

Borah 

Brntton 

BriK>k 

Broukhart 

Brini.isarfl 

•  'app«»r 

CbDuaUy 

('opeland 

t'ouzrns 

Cutting 

Dat« 

Doneou 

UiU 

B*5* 


Fletcher 

Frmzier 

GlUett 

Glass 

Ulenn 

Quff 

Ooldaboroucb 

Ureene 

Hale 

Ilarria 

Harrison 

Harfleld 

Hawcs 

Hayden 

Urbert 

HetHD 

llwwell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 


Keyes 

LaFuUette 

McCuUocb 

McKeilar 

McMaster 

McNarr 

Metcalf 

Moaes 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Orerman 

Patterson 

PUppH 

Pine 

Plttman 

Rantidell 

Keed 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Sackett 

Schall 


Bbeppard 

Sbortrldse 

SimmouJi 

Smoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Stephens 

Swan»c>n 

Thomati,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Townsend 

Timmmell 

Tydinss 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Wakott 

Watflh,  Mass. 

Walsh.  Moat. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-three  Senators  have  an- 
s\vere<l  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  presait. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Recoro  ought  to 
show  what  the  situation  is  in  the  pre.seut  hiw  as  to  the  duty 
on  watches,  why  a  change  was  needed,  what  the  House  did, 
and  what  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  did.  I  want  to  make 
my  statement  as  brief  as  I  can,  considering  the  complicated 
ii.-itnre  of  the  snbj«*ct. 

Mr  NORRIS.  So  that  wc  may  all  start  together,  I  would 
suggi'st  to  the  Senator  that  he  first  call  our  attention  to  the 
amendment  that  is  pending,  and  the  provision  in  the  law  it 

would  affect.  ^  , 

Mr  REED.  The  amendment  that  is  pending  is  the  proposal 
by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bakklet]  to  substitute  the 
language  of  the  1922  law  for  the  Senate  Finance  Coumilttee 
amendment.* 

Mr.  NORRIS.     On  what  pa?e? 

Mr.  KEED.  The  amendment  begins  on  page  90.  The  Sena- 
tor will  understand  that  in  the  print  he  is  using  only  the  lan- 
guage of  tlie  bill  as  passe<l  by  the  House  is  given,  and  the 
language  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate.  The  lan- 
guage of  the  present  law  Is  different  from  either  of  those,  and 
for  that  reason,  pt^rhaps,  the  Senator  would  better  look  at  the 
broad  comparative  print  that  shows  the  present  law,  too.  The 
Senator  will  find  that  on  page  110. 

The  present  law  puts  a  duty  on  watch  niovemenfci.  according 
to  the  mmiber  of  jewels  contained  as  friction  bearings  in  the 
movement,  and  that  duty  is  modified  according  to  the  number  of 
adjustments  that  have  been  given  to  the  watch  movement. 

The  Senate  will  understand  that  a  very  large  part  of  the 
importations  of  watches  consists  of  imported  watch  movements 
that  are  placed  in  cases  manufactured  here.  All  of  the  me- 
chanical part  of  the  watch  will  be  imported,  while  the  gold  or 
Kilver  or  other  metallic  case  In  iwliich  it  is  carried  Is  often 
made  here,  to  take  the  imported  ntt)vement. 

Under  the  law  of  1922  the  size  of  the  watch  is  immaterial. 
The  thing  that  determines  the  duty  is,  first,  the  number  of 
jewels,  and,  next,  the  number  of  adjustments. 

The  importation  of  watch  movements  has  increa.sed  very 
greatly.  I  will  give  the  figures  later.  The  domestic  manufac- 
ture of  watch  movements  has  fallen  off.  When  we  look  to  see 
the  reason  for  that,  we  find  that  the  1922  law  has  been  evaded 
with  euc-cess  in  two  ways.  First,  after  the  enactment  of  the 
law,  a  new  kind  of  watch  was  Invented  In  order  to  escape  the 
tax  put  on  by  that  act.  At  the  very  besinniug  of  paragraph  367 
Senators  will  notice  that  a  watch  with  less  than  seven  jewels 
pays  only  75  cents  duty,  and  It  does  not  matter  whether  it  is 
adjusted  or  unadjuste<l. 

If  It  has  less  than  7  Jewels  the  duty  is  only  75  cents,  whereas 
If  it  has  7  jewels  and  less  than  11  the  duty  Is  $1.25,  and  where 
it  gets  to  have  more  than  15  jewels,  then  factors  of  adjustment 

come  in. 

As  soon  as  the  1922  law  was  enacted,  a  watch  appeared  that 
had  never  before  been  seen  in  the  world.  That  was  a  6-jewel 
watch.  Invented  witli  the  intention  of  getting  into  .the  lowest 
br:ick»>t,  and  it  was  quite  common  for  those  watches  to  bear  the 
Stamp  that  they  had  been  adjusted  once  or  twice  or  three  times 
or  m<tre.  That  was  a  false  statement  evidently,  broause  the 
cost  of  adjustment  In  labor  Is  such  that  adjusted  watches  could 
not  be  sold  for  the  price  at  which  those  watches  were  b«^ing 
brought  In.     So  that  the  law  was  beaten,  and  the  pnbHc  was 


being  deceived  In  two  ways :  A  very  cheap  watch  was  brought  in 
tliat  was  claimed  to  be  adjusted  when  it  was  not;  a  «-jewel 
watch  had  been  Invented  to  get  by  just  underneath  the  limita- 
tion of  that  first  bracket. 

Those  were  the  prolilems  the  House  of  Representatives  faced 
when  it  tackled  this  matter.  They  got  the  advantage  of  a  coni- 
promLse  arrangement  which  had  been  worked  out  between  most 
of  the  American  manufacturers  and  most  of  the  Importers.  I 
understand  that  about  80  or  86  per  cent  of  the  Importers  had 
gotten  together  with  representatives  of  nmnnfactiirers  and  had 
arrived  at  a  c(Mni»t>mlse  Intended  to  check  these  flraads,  and 
that  the  House  adopted  that  compromise. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yieMT 

Mr.  RBED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  The  jwoportlon  of  importers  who  agreed  to 
this  increase  In  rate,  I  think,  will  he  fowid  to  be  much  less  than 
75  or  80  per  cent. 

Mr.  REED.  I  aas  taking  that  fWoa  the  statements  of  Mr. 
Omen  and  as  I  roaember  them;  I  do  not  think  it  is  decisive 
with  OS.  But  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  importers— m«ch 
more  than  a  majority — have  agreed,  first,  to  the  Hooae  provi- 
sions, and  then,  when  we  In  the  FlnaiK*  C/ommlttee  pointed  oat 
tbe  flaws  In  than,  agreed  to  the  Flnaace  Committee's  sahetltate, 
which  we  have  reporte<l. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Those  imiiorters,  however.  It  ought  to  be 
stated,  constitute  very  largely  importers  of  high-priced,  expen- 
sive watches,  and  it  would  probably  be  just  as  mueh  in  their 
interest  to  prevent  importation  of  the  cheaper  wat<*es  as  it 
would  be  in  the  Interest  of  the  American  manufacturer. 

Mr.  REED.    Perhaps  that  Is  so ;  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  BARKLBY.    To  that  extent  they  have  a  common  intei-est. 

Mr.  REED.  We  have  not  regarded  that  as  decisive.  Nobody 
has  agreed  to  it,  and  if  we  had  thought  it  was  fair  we  wonhf 
have  reported  it 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  it  would  be  interesting 
and  instructive,  If  the  Senator  can  give  the  information,  to  state, 
first,  about  how  many  Importers  there  are,  and,  secondly,  whetlier 
they  are  also  engaged  in  the  Importation  of  otb«  articles  or 
engaged  in  the  manufacturing,  for  instance,  of  cases,  and  Import- 
ing works  to  go  inside  the  cases,  la  othor  words,  do  the  im- 
porters of  watches  as  a  rule  have  any  other  business? 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  could  only  answer  that  by  say- 
ing that  I  think  every  conceivable  combination  exists.  Some  of 
them  import  the  parts  and  build  them  up  into  completed  move- 
ments. Some  of  them  imp<Mrt  the  completed  movements  and  put 
them  In  American-made  cases.  Some  of  them  Import  the  com- 
pleted article.  There  Is  every  variety  of  comMnation.  As  to  the 
number  (rf  them,  I  will  try  to  answer  that  a  little  later. 

One  thing  more.  Parts  of  watches,  under  the  1922  law,  were 
dutiable  at  45  per  cent,  and  no  more.  It  has  been  found  to  be 
very  profitable  by  some  Importers  to  bring  in  parts,  some  of  them 
worth  as  little  as  a  cent  apiece,  a  tiny  gear  wheel  or  pinion,  or 
something  of  that  sort,  and  build  them  up  in  this  country  into 
completed  movements.  Brought  In  in  that  way,  they  pay  only 
the  45  per  cent  tax.  .      .         *, 

A  iiart  of  a  watch  may  be  the  whole  movem«it  minus  the 
balance  wheel.  A  part  may  be  anything  from  one  cent's  worth 
of  a  little  pinion  or  gear  wheel  up  to  the  completed  watch  minus 
any  essential  running  part— a  mainspring,  a  balance  wheel,  a 
hairspring;  minus  ans^hing  necessary  to  make  the  wat<*  go. 
If  it  win  not  nm  when  It  is  brought  In,  it  is  considered  to  l>e 
a  part.  That  also  has  led  to  evasions,  because,  regardless  of  the 
specific  duties  Imposed  on  these  watches.  It  was  possible  to 
escape  them  entirely  by  bringing  In  the  movement  minus  one 

That  was  one  of  the  problems  the  House  had,  and  they  had  lu 
mind  the  increase  in  impoi-ts  and  the  decrease  in  domestic  pro 
duction  What  they  did  was  to  adopt  a  totally  new  method  of 
taxation  of  the.se  articles.  They  took  throe  factors:  First,  the 
nural>er  of  jewels  as  the  old  law  had  It ;  next,  the  number  of 
adjustments,  but  they  applied  that  differently  from  the  way  the 
1922  law  had  applied  it ;  next,  the  diameter  of  the  watch  move- 
ment at  the  point  where  Its  diameter  was  greatest.  All  three  of 
those  factors  entered  into  the  calculation  of  the  tariff  and  re- 
viulted  in  a  very  complicated  arrangement. 

"  The  tax  increased  as  the  sise  of  the  watch  movement  dimin- 
ished a  larger  watch  paying  a  smaller  tax  than  the  little  one. 
Then' thev  Introduced  a  new  factor  of  difficulty  by  putrtng  In  a 
conclusive  presumption  that  if  a  watch  had  1.5  or  more  jewels 
nn.l  was  1  inch  or  more  in  diameter,  It  should  be  regarded  as 
having  had  three  adjustments,  and  each  adjustme.,t  increased 
the  tax  bv  «1.  So  that  there  was  an  arbitrary  addition  of  $1 
to  the  tax  on  watches  with  a  particular  width  or  a  particular 

"'tiI^  theyThlnged  the  rate  of  (h»ty  on  the  parto;  but  I  wlU 
exphtln  that  a  moment  later.    If  Senators  wfll  look  at  page  701 
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of  the  Senate  committee  hearinifs  on  thla  subject,  they  will 
notice  the  curve  of  duties  calculated  out  on  the  baais  of  the 
House  proTislon.  and  they  will  see  a  very  high  rate  of  duty  on 
watches  more  than  an  Inch  in  diameter  and  having  more  thau 
15  Jewels,  and  tlieo  a  very  abrupt  drop  in  the  curve  and  rela- 
tively much  lower  duties  on  watches  less  than  1  inch  in  diameter. 

Th**  chart  appearing  on  page  701  shows  that  in  practical  work- 
ing out  the  House  provision  would  have  caused  great  injustices, 
and  either  tlie  duty  was  much  too  high  on  some  of  the  watches 
or  it  was  much  too  low  on  the  others. 

Then  they  made  things  still  more  complicated  by  providing 
that  any  two  or  more  parts  assembled  together  should  pay  the 
same  duty  as  the  completed  mechanism.  A  watch  movement 
might  be  worth,  any.  $25  in  Switierland.  The  duty  on  It,  if  it 
had  a  large  number  of  Jewels,  would  run  up  perhaps  to  $20.  Yet 
in  that  watch  movement  there  might  be  a  tiny  wheel  with  a 
shaft  In  It  whose  value  was  not  over  1  cent ;  but  under  the  bill 
aa  it  passed  the  House,  that  being  an  assembly  of  two  or  more 
parts,  it  had  to  pay  the  same  duty  as  the  competed  mechanism, 
and  we  had  the  utter  ahtsurdity  of  a  part  worth  1  cent  paying  a 
duty  of  $10  or  $20.  Of  ct>urse.  when  we  on  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee pointed  that  out  to  the  advocates  of  the  House  pnnision 
they  had  to  admit  its  abemrdity  at  the  beginning.  So  that  was 
something  else  we  had  to  flx. 

The  curve  of  duties  resulting  from  the  Senate  Finance  Ck)m- 
mittee's  action  appears  also  on  p<ige  701.  and  it  Is  quite  obvious 
that  we  have  at  least  straighteneii  out  the  curve,  have  very  much 
reduced  the  duty  under  the  House  bill,  particularly  on  watches  of 
more  than  1  Inch  in  diameter,  and  have  only  slightly  increased 
the  duty  on  the  very  small  watches  with  a  few  Jewels. 

Mr.  FLI-rrCHER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  about 
the  pres«>nt  law?  The  Senator  speaks  about  reiluciug  the  duty 
in  the  House  bill. 

-Mr.  REED.  As  against  the  present  law  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee's re<'ommendation  makes  a  rather  considerable  increase 
on  the  small-sized  watches  of  few  Jewels,  the  very  tiny  miniature 
watches  which  sooietimes  we  see  worn  on  peoples'  wrists. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Goldnbobocoh  in  the  chair). 
IXkes  the  Senator  from  Peuut>ylvania  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  EDGE.  That  is  for  the  very  obvious  reason  that  under 
the  old  law  watches  of  seven  jewels  and  under  have  been 
coming  in  at  an  ad  valorem  rate  of  duty  which  amounted  to 
practically  nothing? 

Mr.  REED.  They  have  been  coming  in  at  a  rate  of  duty 
which  did  not  begin  to  protect  the  industry  here  and  whidi 
practically  was  wiping  out  the  industry  of  making  watches  of 
that  type  In  this  country.  Tluit  was  our  problem.  The  first 
thing  we  did  was  to  cut  out  the  conclusive  presumption  about 
adjustments.  We  require  the  number  of  adjustments  to  be 
markeil  on  the  movement  and  in  order  to  prevent  fraud  or  a 
fraudulent  claim  that  a  watch  Is  adjusted  when  It  is  not,  we 
prfnide  that  the  tax  shall  be  slightly  increased  for  each  ad- 
justment claimed  to  have  been  made  by  tlie  manufacturer  and 
stampe<l  on  the  movement.  But  we  do  not  have  any  presump- 
tion that  is  has  been  adjusted  when,  in  fact,  it  has  not. 

Next,  we  tried  to  provide  more  sanely  for  a  tax  on  parts. 
The  proviso  Is  long  and  rather  complicated. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  before  he 
passes  to  the  next  feature? 

Mr.  REED.     Certainly. 

Mr.  EDGE.  If  I  am  not  mistaken  I  think  this  would  be  the 
place  to  point  out  that  in  the  recommendation  of  the  Finance 
"^^ammlttee  in  adopting  the  new  plan  of  levying  a  duty  per  ad- 
JU8ttB«nt^  we  cut  in  half  the  duty  proposed  by  the  House.  Their 
proposal  was  $1  and  our  proposal  is  50  cents  per  adjustment 
Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  KEED.    That  Is  correct 

Mr.  NORKI8.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  fnxu  Nebraska? 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORBIS.  The  Senator  was  Just  reaching  an  exceedingly 
interesting  stateooent  when  he  was  Interrupted  by  some  other 
Senator.  He  was  comiMiring  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
amendment  either  with  the  present  law  or  the  House  language. 

Mr.  REED.    With  the  House  language. 

Mr.  NORBIS.  He  said  that  it  provided  for  an  increase  on 
the  cheaper  grades  of  watches  and  be  was  about  to  go  on  to 
other  grades  of  watches  when  the  interruption  took  place  and 
the  SMUitor  never  completed  his  statement.  What  is  the  effect 
of  the  amendment  on  other  grades  or  higher  grades  of  watches? 

Mr.  RBBD.  I  can  best  give  typical  cases.  The  Senator  will 
And  on  pages  TM  and  716  a  table  marked  "  Bxhibit  C,"  which 
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glv>s  the  rates  on  watches  of  various  sizes,  of  various  numbers 
of  jewels,  and  gives  the  rates  under  the  1922  law.  under  the 
Hoise  bill,  and  under  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Finance 
Co  amittee.  I  will  take  extreme  cases  and  then  the  Senator 
wU    see  what  Is  done. 

1  aking  a  watch  over  an  inch  and  a  half  In  diameter — that  is 
nofl  diameter  of  the  case,  but  the  diameter  of  the  movement  in 
the  case — with  one  Jewel  in  it,  the  cheai>e8t  watch  imaginable, 
I  atiould  suppose,  we  find  that  the  base  rate  under  the  1922 
law  Is  75  cents.  The  rate  under  the  House  provision  would  be 
90  ?ents.  The  rate  proposed  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
wo  lid  be  $1.25.  That  is  an  Increase  on  the  cheapest  type  of 
wa  ch. 

I  eferrlng  now  to  the  most  expensive  type,  a  23-Jewel  watch 
less  than  0.6  of  an  inch  wide,  we  find  that  the  rate  under 
the  1922  law  would  be  $10.75.  under  the  House  provision  would 
be  Bo.85,  and  I  think  under  the  Finance  Committee  amendment 
it  _4?ould  t)e  $0.64.     I  think  I  am  right  in  that  latter  tigute. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  would  be  a  little  less  than  the  House  bill 
an<   a  little  more  than  the  present  law. 

]  Ir.  REED.     Quite  a  little  less  than  the  present  law. 

]  Ir.  NORRIS.  Then  I  am  mistaken  or  the  Senator  has  not 
ret  d  the  figures  correctly. 

:  f  r.  REED.  The  present  law  would  give  a  duty  of  $10.75,  the 
HoLi.se  provision  would  give  a  duty  of  $5.85,  a  reduction  of  about 
$5;  and  If  I  correctly  read  the  table,  the  duty  under  the  pro- 
jmsed  Finance  Committee  amendment  would  be  $G.64. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President  "ill  the  Senator  permit 
a  cnestion? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Are  the  quotations  now  made  as  re- 
lating to  watches  typical  also  of  clocks  or  is  that  a  separate 
sumect  for  subsequent  consideration? 

Mr.  REED.  The  problems  are  somewhat  similar,  but  they 
have  been  treated  a  little  bit  differently. 

Mr.  VANT)ENBERG.  Does  the  .Senator  proiwse  to  discuss 
the  clock  movements  separately? 

2l  [r.  REED.  I  thought  I  would  explain  .separate^'  what  we 
ha^e  done  with  reference  to  clocks. 

i  s  I  said,  the  importers  have  all  the  advantage  under  the 
192  2  law  In  the  Importing  of  parts.  They  call  those  things 
"  pi  rts "  which  really  were  completed  movements  minus  one 
litt  e  balance  wheel.  They  got  them  all  in  under  the  45  per  cent 
rat ».  and  in  that  way  were  enabled  to  escape  all  the  specific 
duties.  In  an  effort  to  correct  that  situation  the  House  went 
too  far  the  other  way,  we  think.  It  provided  that  every  assem- 
bly of  two  or  more  pieces  .should  pay  the  same  duty  as  the 
cor  ipleted  mechanism.  That  proiluced  a  result  of  a  $10  tax  on 
a  :  -cent  part  which  was  quite  absurd  and  which  nobody  ever 
Int  fnded.  We  endeavored  to  cure  the  matter  In  this  fashion : 
W(  provided  first,  as  Senators  will  .see  on  page  94,  that  4  per 
cent  of  parts  might  be  Imported  at  the  old  45  per  cent  rate. 
Thit  was  to  take  care  of  bona  fide  repair  parts  ntH:esfary  to 
ke<  ping  In  condition  watches  imported  from  abroad.  If  a  per- 
soi  pays  the  full  duty  on  an  Imported  watch  he  ought  to  be 
ah  e  to  get  a  reasonable  amount  of  repair  parts  available  to  flx 
an  rthing  he  breaks.  It  is  Important  as  to  both  watches  and 
clo:-k.s,  but  I  am  talking  now  only  of  watches. 

'  'hen  we  provide  that  the  45  per  cent  privilege  should  not 
ex  end  to  more  than  4  per  cent  of  repair  parts  Imported  with 
th(  complete  mechanism.  If  the  important  expensive  parts  of 
a  iratch  mechanism  are  imported,  that  Is  taken  care  of  by  8ul>- 
piiragraph  2  on  page  94.  where  we  say  that  "pillar  or  bottom 
pl<!  tes,  or  their  equivalent " — that  is,  the  foundation  of  the 
m<ivemeut — "shall  be  subject  to  one-half  the  amount  of  duty 
wl:  Ich  would  be  borne  by  the  complete  movement "  for  which 
it  ivas  intendetl.  Then  we  provide  that  each  assembly  or  sub- 
assembly— and  I  have  told  what  that  mean.*; — consisting  of  two 
or  more  parts  composed  of  metal  or  other  material  joined  or 
fastened  together  shall  be  subject  to  a  duty  of  3  cents  each 
ex(  !ept  that  In  the  case  of  jewels  the  duty  should  be  9  cents,  and 
except  in  the  case  of  i^llar  or  bottom  plates,  the  foundation 
ph  tes,  the  duty  should  be  as  in  subparagraph  2. 

u  the  case  of  a  balance  assembly,  which  consists  of  perhaps 
30  parts  In  the  balance  wheel,  the  success  of  the  movement  of 
a  vatch  depends  upon  the  careful  adjustment  of  the  balancing 
sciews  that  are  put  In  around  the  circumference  of  the  little 
ba  ance  wheel.  It  is  a  matter  of  very  delicate  adjustment. 
W  len  all  those  screws  have  been  put  in  to  weight  the  thing 
an  1  balance  It  correctly,  this  tiny  article,  which  is  smaller  than 
a  (  Ime,  may  consist  of  30  or  40  pieces,  because,  of  course,  each 
lit  le  screw  is  a  separate  piece  of  mechanism.  It  would  not  be 
fa  r  to  charge  each  of  those  thbigs  3  cents  duty,  so  we  provide 
Uu  it  on  a  balance  assembly  the  duty  shall  be  50  cents  for  the 
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assembly  instead  of  3  cents  for  each  part  of  It  That  means 
that  the  duty  would  be  less  than  half  what  it  would  be  if  that 
provision  were  not  Incorporated.  Then  we  define  what  a  bal- 
ance assembly  is— a  balance  wheel,  staff,  and  hair  spring,  with 
or  without  the  other  parts. 

That  Is  the  difference  between  our  treatment  of  the  bill  and 
the  House  treatment.  I  shall  not  try  to  go  Into  all  the  details 
of  the  rates,  but  I  think  It  would  suffice  to  say  that  we  were  told 
by  Mr.  Gruen,  who  pretended  to  speak  for  the  great  mass  of 
importers  of  watch  movements  and  completed  watches,  that  he 
had  discussed  this  matter  with  the  representatives  of  the 
American  manufacturers  and  that  they  were  aU  agreed  that  It 
was  a  reasonable  compromise.  One  of  the  outstanding  excep- 
Uons  of  Importers  who  did  not  agree  and  who  do  not  approve 
Uiis  Is  the  Bulova  Watch  Co.,  of  Rhode  Island.  They  stood  out 
and  they  have  not  agreed  with  the  group  that  is  represented  by 
Mr.  Gruen.  ,     _      , ,     ^ 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  frwn  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield-  .^  .^  ^     „    * 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    The  Senator  said  that  aU  of 

the  domestic  manufacturers  agreed  to  this  compromise.     Does 

he  not  include  aU  of  the  importers  as  weU  with  the  excepUon 

Mr.  REED.  No;  not  all  with  the  exception  of  one,  but  about 
75  per  cent  of  the  importers. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    And  of  the  manufacturers? 
Mr'  REED.    I  think  all  of  the  manufacturers,  imleas  we  call 
the  Bulova  Co.  manufacturers.    What  they  do,  I  understand,  is 
merely  to  assemble  parts  Into  complete  movements,  importing 
the  parts.     The  Bulova  Co.,  I  am  told,  claim  to  employ  some 
1500  or  2.000  workmen,  but  I  have  found,  upon  making  in- 
quiry, that  about  nine-tenths  of  them  are  employed  in  Switzer- 
land and  only  one-tenth  are  employed  in  the  United  States. 
Mr    EDGE  and  Mr.  BARKLEY  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom  ?  .  ,..        , 
Mr   REED.    I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 
Mr!  EDGE.    Are  we  to  understand  that  the  Bulova  Watch 
Co.  manufacture  their  own  cases  in  this  country? 

Mr.    REED.     I   do   not   know.     Doubtless   the   Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Mktcalf]  can  tell  us. 
Mr.  METCALF,    They  do  make  their  own  cases. 
Mr    EDGE.     Then,  their  business   is  primarily  that  of  im- 
porting movements  and  assembling  them  in  the  United  States, 
and  not  Importing  the  finished  article,  as  the  Senator  under- 
stands it 
Mr.  RBED.    Yes ;  that  is  true. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  want  to  reiterate  what  I  said  a  while  ago. 
We  do  not  agree  to  the  accuracy  of  the  statement  that  80  per 
cent  of  the  importers  joined  with  the  manufacturers  of  domestic 
watches  to  recommend  this  rate.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  list  of 
importers  who  have  not  agreed  to  it,  which  list  I  will  at  a  later 
time  place  in  the  Rbcord.  The  Bulova  Watch  Co.  is  only  one 
of  the  Importers  of  watches. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  But  It  Is  a  fact  that  an 
effort  was  made  to  bring  the  domestic  manufacturers  and  im- 
porters together  to  agree  upon  some  rate  and  method  of  levying 
a  tariff  duty  upon  parts  of  watches  and  watches  and  that  a 
snbstantial  number  of  them  did  agree. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  think  it  is  true  that  quite  a  number  of 
them  did.  I  do  not  know  Just  what  percentage,  but  it  was 
claimed  that  only  about  25  per  cent  agreed  to  the  rates. 

Mr.  REED.  I  was  talking  about  the  importers  of  watches 
and  makers  of  watches.  I  am  not  talking  about  clocks.  I  hope 
the  Senator  will  understand  that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Yes;  I  understand  It 

Mr.  REED.  I  can  not  put  my  hand  on  Mr.  Gruen's  state- 
ment at  the  moment  but  I  think  it  Is  in  the  record  and  I  shall 
look  for  it  and  call  it  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  later.  Un- 
less some  Senator  has  some  question,  that  is  all  the  explanation 
I  desire  to  make. 

Mr   VANDENBERG.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield.  ^    ,    ^ 

Mr  VANDENBERG.  In  the  matter  of  the  prices  of  clock 
movements,  is  It  not  exceedingly  difficult  to  find  out  what  the 
actual  effect  of  the  bill  is?  In  other  words,  is  it  possible  for 
the  Senator  to  say  with  precision  what  the  effect  of  these  rates 
will  be  upon  clock  movements) 


Mr.  REED.  If  the  clock  movement  be  described,  we  can 
calculate  the  rate  quickly  enough. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator  will  remember  that  I 
submitted  a  memorandum  to  him  from  the  Herman  Miller 
Co.,  of  Zealand,  Mich. 

Mr.  REED.     Yes,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  On  that  memorandum  the  clock  rnanu* 
facturer  estimated  that  the  tax  on  a  movement  costing  $8.61 
would  be  $19.18  under  the  Senate  committee's  proposaL 

Mr.  RKKD.  Yes;  but  he  put  the  same  tax  in  twice.  That 
is  the  reason  be  obtained  that  result. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator,  In  turn,  was  good  enough 
to  submit  that  memorandum  to  one  of  his  experts,  with  the 
result  that  the  expert's  figure  was  a  Ux  of  $12.81  upon  that 
item.  The  manufacturer,  in  turn,  rtf gures  the  tax,  and  insists 
that  the  expert  is  out  of  court  and  without  basis  for  his  arlth- 
metic;  and  so  we  find  ourselves  in  the  midst  of  this  complex, 
dangUng  between  a  tax  of  $19  and  a  tax  of  $12.  In  either 
event.  It  is  a  tax  on  a  movement  which  costs  only  $8.61.  !• 
that  typical,  in  the  Senator's  Judgment  of  the  elevation  that 
has  occurred  in  the  watch  and  clock  schedule? 

Mr  REED.    No,  Mr.  President ;  it  most  certainly  Is  not 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconslnl 

Mr.  REED.    I  very  gUdly  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  coxild  not  be  here  during  all  of  the 
Senator's  discussion  of  these  two  paragraphs,  and  I  therefore 
wish  to  ask  a  question.  Did  the  Senator  touch  upon  the  repair 
parts  for  watches  which  are  already  in  use? 

Mr.  REED.    Yes.  .  ,  .   .. 

Mr  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  have  heard  some  complaint  from 
jewelers,  I  will  say  frankly,  who  have  stated  that  they  are 
under  the  ImpressiOT  that  if  the  provision  recommended  by  the 
committee  should  be  enacted  into  law  it  would  increase  the  cost 
of  repair  parts  for  foreign  watches  which  are  already  in  use 
and  which  came  in  under  the  1922  law.  They  make  a  rather 
plausible  argument  that  the  Uiw  having  permitted  those  watches 
to  come  in,  it  Is  rather  unfair  to  the  owner  of  such  a  watch 
suddenly  to  Increase  the  cost  of  keeping  his  watch  in  repair. 

Mr  REED.  I  think  that  thrfr  complaint  was  fully  Justified 
against  the  House  bill  in  that  r^ard.  because  insignificant  parts, 
such  as  a  wheel  In  its  shaft  or  an  assembly  of  two  Uttle  pieces 
pinned  in  a  plate  and  pressed  in  by  a  stamping  process,  a  prod- 
uct perhaps,  worth  1  cent  would  be  subjected  to  the  same  duty 
as  a  ccMnpleted  wat<*.  Obviously  that  was  not  fair,  and  so  we 
changed  and  provided  that  the  duty  should  be  3  cents  per  piece, 
with  the  exception  of  the  balance  mechanism,  where  there  are 
so  many  pieces  that  if  they  were  multiplied  by  3  cents  the  duty 
would  be  extremely  high.  So  we  fixed  50  cents  as  the  proper 
duty  for  the  balance  mechanism.  We  tried  to  strike  a  medium 
between  the  excessively  high  rate  of  the  House  biU  and  the  flat 
46  per  cent  U  the  1922  law,  which  has  been  evaded  with  such 

success.  .      .  ,      ^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment  in  paragraph  367. 

Mr  RBBD.    Mr.  President  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  wiU  state  bis 
parliamentary  Inquiry. 

Mr.  REED.  Is  not  the  pending  amendment  the  substitute 
offered  bv  the  Senator  from  Kwitucky? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under  the  rule  under  which 
the  Senate  is  proceeding  the  committee  amendments  take  prece- 
dence. ^     ^       ^      ^ 

Mr  REED.  If  the  Chair  will  pardon  me,  the  Swiator  from 
Kentucky  has  offered  a  substitute  for  the  committee  amendment 
that  is  in  the  nature  of  a  motion  to  strike  out  and  substitute. 
That  must  be  disposed  of  before  the  committee  amendment  can 

be  acted  upon. 

Mr  SMOOT.  The  rule  has  always  been  that  committee 
amendments  have  to  be  perfected  first  and  then  any  substltuta 
offered  can  be  voted  on. 

Mr.  RBBD.  Exactly.  This  Is  a  part  of  the  process  of  per- 
fecting the  committee  amendment  ^      ^       ^ 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  If  there  was  a  motion  here  to 
chance  the  committee  amendment  then  the  Senator  from  UUh 
would  be  correct;  we  would  vote  on  that  first;  but  there  *s  no 
snSi  motion.  It  seems  to  me  perfectly  Plain  that  the  <£ertion 
now  is  on  substituting  the  language  offered  by  the  S^tor 
from  Kentucky  for  the  committee  amendment  and  If  that 
language  is  substituted  it  becomes  the  committee  amendment 
and  we  then  will  vote  on  that.  

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  committee  amendments  have  not  been 
agreed  to. 
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Mr.  NORRia.  Exactly ;  but  when  they  are  agreed  to  It  If  too 
late  to  strike  them  oat  an«l  Insert. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Not  at  aU. 

Mr,  NORRia.  It  la  too  late  to  snbatltute  after  we  baTe 
agreed  to  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  REED.  The  pending  qaestion  waa  the  committee  amend- 
ment. The  Senator  from  Kentucky  moved  to  change  It  by  sub- 
stitnting  something  else.  Obviously,  we  have  got  to  go  on 
with  the  process  of  effecting  It  before  we  act  finally  upon  It. 

Mr.  SMCK)T.  I  am  only  statlag  what  the  general  practice  of 
the  Senate  has  been ;  I  do  not  care  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
ire  nhall  proceed  in  thia  Instance. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  May  the  Chair  suggest  to  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  affects  the  entire  paragraph.  Including  the  House 
text? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  As  I  understand,  the  snbetltute  does  likewise. 
The  sutiHtltute  puts  something  in  the  place  of  the  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  In  the  absence  of  the  present 
occupant  of  the  chair,  and  I  think  of  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
branka  also,  it  was  agreed  by  unanimous  consent  that  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  should  now 
be  considered. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  the  unanlmou.s-consent  agreement,  as  I 
understood  It,  was  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  might  offer 
the  amendment  In  lieu  of  the  committee  amendment  when  per- 
fected.   That  has  been  the  usual  procedure. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  correct  the 
statement  I  made.  I  was  misinformed  as  to  what  the  substitute 
really  was.  As  I  understand  now  the  substitute  strikes  out  not 
only  the  committee  amendment  but  other  language  as  well. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  It  also  strikes  out  the  House 
text. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  did  not  know  that,  and  what  I  said  therefore 
does  not  apply. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  which  I  have 
offered  is  a  substitute  for  both  the  House  and  Senate  language 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Certainly.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  have  the 
Chair  decide  the  parliamentary  situation.  In  the  past  under 
the  procedure  we  have  followed  committee  amendments  have 
been  perfected  l>efore  sulMtitutee  have  been  offered  for  them.  I 
do  not  care  whether  we  act  In  that  way  or  In  the  other  way ;  I 
am  merely  speaking  of  the  rule  which  has  prevailed  in  the 
Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  As  the  Chair  understands  under 
the  rule,  the  question  is  on  the  committee  amendment  to  pnra- 
graph  367.     [Putting  the  question.)    The  noes  seem  to  have  it. 

Mr.  REED.     I  aak  for  a  division. 

Mr.  B.XRKLEY.     A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  LA  FOLX-ETTTB.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  Sena- 
tors who  are  present  that  we  would  waste  a  great  deal  of  time 
by  going  through  and  perfecting  the  committee  amendment  If  a 
substitute  for  the  entire  paragraph  is  to  be  adopted.  Despite 
the  rule,  could  we  not  secure  unanimous  consent  to  have  a  vote 
Ml  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  then  if 
that  shall  be  rejected  proceed  with  the  perfection  of  the  com- 
mittee amendment  If  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky ahall  be  adopted,  that  will  settle  the  question;  and  fur- 
ther.  to  consider  the  committee  amendment  now  would  be  a 
waste  of  the  Senate's  tlaae. 

Mr.  REED.  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  exactly  right, 
and  that  ia  what  I  thought  liad  been  agreed  to  by  unanimous 
consent  a  while  ago. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  that  has  not  been  agreed  to,  according  to 
the  RsooBDi,  I  aak  unanimous  consent  now  that  that  be  the  pro- 
cedure. 

Mr.  RKED.  Of  course,  that  la  the  commoo-aenae  way  to  go 
about  It. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
bears  none.  The  question  now  is  on  the  amendment  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute  for  paragraph  367  offered  by  the  S«iator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  BAaicucT]. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  It  has  been  suggeated  that  I  ought 
to  i>ut  in  the  Rbcokd  at  this  point  some  notation  mboat  the  im- 
ports and  domestic  production.  The  figures  are  all  given  on 
pages  784  and  785  of  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information.  Sena- 
tors will  there  see  that  the  production  in  the  United  States  in 
the  odd-numbered  years,  when  the  census  of  manufactures  is 
taken,  baa  dlmlniabed  fran  152,000,000  worth  of  movements, 
watchcaaea.  and  watch  materials  in  1919  to  $46,000,000  worth  in 
ms?.  The  production  has  fluctuated.  It  waa  162,000.000  in 
1919;  it  fall  to  |Stt.OOO,000  In  the  year  of  the  depression.  In 
1821:   It   waa  $48,000,000  ia   1983;   $52,000,000  in   1825;   and 
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$46|000,000  In  1927.  The  tendency  during  the  last  four  or  five 
years  has  lieen  the  exact  oi)po8ite  of  tliat  of  most  prosperous 
American  industries. 

Meanwhile  Importations  have  fluctuated  in  the  same  way. 
Th(  importations  of  completed  watch  movements,  either  In  or 
out  of  cases,  in  1919  were  $6,000,000  worth ;  in  1921— and  I  am 
using  the  same  years  as  I  have  given  for  domestic  production — 
the  Imports  fell,  as  the  domestic  production  fell,  to  $4,000,000; 
in  923  the  Imports  were  $6,000,000;  In  1925  they  were  $7,000,- 
000;  in  1927  the  imports  were  nearly  $11,000,000,  showing  a 
ver  T  marked  increase  during  that  period  as  a  whole. 

I  nportations  of  watchca.ses,  on  the  other  hand,  have  dropped 
off.  The  duty  on  watchcases,  I  may  say.  has  not,  as  I  recall, 
bee  1  affected  by  the  committee's  amendment.  The  importations 
of  vatcfacases  have  faUwi  from  $3,000,000  In  value  in  1923  to 
$1.<  00,000  In  1928. 

The  production  of  watchcases  in  the  United  States  ha.s  also 
din  inished  .somewhat.  The  production  in  1919  was  $19,000,000; 
the  production  last  year  was  $14,000,000.  However,  the  domestic 
production  has  not  fallen  off  as  much  as  the  imports  have  fallen 
off.  There  does  not  seem  to  be  any  occasion  for  an  increase  in 
the  duty  there. 

'the  other  figures  about  the  imports  relate  to  ships'  chronom- 
ete"s  and  odds  and  ends  of  that  sort,  which  I  do  not  need  to 
giv;. 

( lur  exports  of  watch  movements  in  the  meantime  have  fallen 
off  at  about  the  same  rate  as  has  the  American  production. 
The  value  of  the  exports  of  completed  watches  and  watch  move- 
me  its  and  materials  and  parts  and  cases,  all  together,  amounted 
to  1 12,000.000  In  1919;  the  exports  went  down  to  $800,000  in  1921 ; 
th^  amounted  to  about  $1,000,000  in  1923;  nearly  $2,000,000  In 
1,  and  $1,600,000  in  1927.  They  fluctuated  In  about  the  same 
as  American  production. 

r.  BARKLEY.     Does  the  Senator  have  the  flsrures  for  1928? 

r.  REED.     For  1928  our  exports  were  $1,738,000.     I  have 

giving  only  the  figures  for  the  otld-numbered  years  because 

were  the  only  years  in  which  we  could  compare  the  exports 

production. 

he  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 

the|  substitute  offere<l  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

r.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  a  question? 
r.  REED.     I  yield. 

r.  WACfNER.  I  wonder  If  the  Senator  has  any  statistics 
as  to  whether  there  has  been  an  actual  depression  in  the  busi- 
neflj  of  the  manufacturer?  Some  evidence  has  been  presented 
to  ne  which  leads  to  the  conclusion  that  their  profits  have  in- 
cr^sed  year  by  year. 

Jr.  REED.    The  figures  are  in  tlie  record  here,  but  I  can  not 
my  finger  on  them  at  the  moment.     I  do  not  recall  them 
would  have  to  give  them  from  memory, 
r.  BARKLEY.     If  the  Senator  will  yield.  I  have  the  figures 
as  Ito  the  profits  of  the  large  watch  manufacturers. 

!  Ir.  WAGNER.  Th«i,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Keitucky  whether  the  manufacturers  have  suffered  financially 
or  tvhether  they  have  enjoyed  an  increase  in  profits? 

]  Ir.  REED.  Some  of  them  have  been  pretty  prosperous. 
Ot  lers  have  been  quite  the  contrary.  I  understand  that  one  of 
th(  big  concerns  up  In  New  England,  the  Waltham  Watch 
Co 


5 It.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Waltham  Co.  has  passed 
idends  for  seven  or  eight  years. 
Ir.  REED.  I  understand  that  they  have  been  anything  but 
pnsperous.  They  have  had  to  give  up  the  payment  of  dividends, 
ani  I  the  numlier  of  men  they  have  employed  has  diminished  ;  but, 
as  I  say,  I  do  not  recall  the  details  w^  enough  to  give  It  from 
me  mory. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  it  is  a  hard  thing  when  dlvi- 
dei  ids  fall,  and  some  unemployment  takes  place ;  but  we  have  a 
me  mber  of  the  Farm  Board  actually  suggesting  that  the  farmert 
can  remedy  their  condition  by  going  into  Idleness  and  unem- 
plcyment.  We  are  told  that  there  are  too  many  peoi^e  raising 
wleat. 

I  should  like  to  do  something  for  this  Industry  in  Pennsylvania 
an  i  elsewhere.  Could  we  not  get  the  Farm  Board  to  help  them 
wi  h  cooperative  marketing,  or  some  intangible  thing  like  that, 
an  1  put  them  on  the  same  basis  as  the  farmers? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President,  this  paragraph  and  the  other 
watch  paragraphs  should  receive  very  careful  attention.  They 
ari  unique  in  that  90  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  a  watch  consists 
of  I  labor.  I  do  not  recall  any  other  article  in  such  a  high 
pr  portion  of  labor  In  its  manufacture. 

I'irst  I  may  say  that  62  per  cent  of  the  watches  manufac- 
toied  in  the  United  States  are  manufactured  in  Illinoia. 
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Second,  the  tariff  act  of  1922  has  been  referred  to  and  ex-  I 
plained.  I  wish  to  state  in  reference  to  that  act,  as  it  relates 
to  the  price  of  the  watch,  that  the  prices  of  watches  have  not 
been  increased  during  the  past  10  yeara,  Wlien  the  act  of 
1922  was  passed  it  related  principally  to  pocket  watches.  After 
the  enactment  of  that  Uw  the  kind  of  watches  was  largely 
changed,  and  now  the  debate  turns  on  the  small,  or  wrist  watch. 
There  is  not  any  company  in  the  country,  so  far  as  I  am 
informed,  that  could  operate  its  factory  on  a  basis  of  manufac- 
turing pocket  watches.  It  will  not  be  disputed  that  the  debate 
now  relates  to  the  watch  that  was  not  manufactured  when  the 
tariff  act  of  1922  was  pas.sed.  That  is  one  reason  why  the 
Finance  Committee  had  to  go  into  these  achedules  in  such  detail. 
The  present  discussion  does  not  relate  to  the  nonjeweled 
watch. 

In  our  country  there  are  produced  about  9,000,000  of  such 
watclies  each  year.  The  tariff  law  does  not  affect  the  rates  on 
them.  The  tariff  paragrai^  change  the  rates  on  the  jeweled 
watches.  On  that  matter  I  have  had  prepared  a  8tat«nent  of 
how  these  complicated  paragraphs  would  affect  the  price  of  such 
watches  if  the  report  of  the  Senate  committee  is  ajiproved. 

tlrst,  on  the  nonjeweled  watch,  of  which  we  produce  9,000,000, 
the  tariff  is  the  same  as  in  the  law  of  1922—75  cents.  It  is  76 
cents  In  the  provision  of  the  House  bill  and  76  cents  in  the 
provision  of  the  p«iding  Senate  bill. 

Second,  on  the  7- jewel  watch,  IV2  inches  wide,  which  was  the 
standard  watch  that  prevailed  before  the  act  of  1922  was  en- 
act^l  Into  law,  the  tariff  was  $1.25.  In  the  House  bill  it  is 
$1.40  on  the  pocket  siaes,  a  slight  increase.  In  the  Senate  bill 
it  is  $1.60.  .^       ^ 

On  the  15-Jewel  watch,  of  the  same  width,  the  tariff  under 
the  act  of  1922  was  $2.  The  House  bill  raised  it  to  $«.  The 
Senate  committee  made  it  $2.60. 

On  the  17-jewel  watch  the  tariff  In  the  law  of  1922  waa  $6.50. 

In  the  House  bUl  it  was  reduced  to  $6.40  and  in  the  Smate  bUl 

It  waa  reduced  to  $4.31.  ^.^„. 

On  the  19-jewel  watch  the  tariff  in  the  act  of  1922  was  $10.76. 

In  the  House  bUl  it  is  $6.80  and  in  the  Senate  bill  $4.67. 

On  the  21-jewel  watch  the  tariff  in  the  act  of  1922  was  $10.75. 
In  the  House  bUl  It  is  $7.20  and  in  the  Senate  bill  It  Is  $5.03. 

Last,  on  the  watches  of  23  Jewels  the  tariff  provided  in  the 
act  of  1922  was  $10.75,  in  the  House  bill  $7.60,  and  in  the  Senate 
bill  $5.39. 

These  rates  are  not  very  high,  but  they  are  provided  to  pro- 
tect a  great  industry. 

The  Elgin  Watch  Co.,  which  operates  at  Elgin,  III.,  is  one  ot 
the  largest,  if  not  the  largest,  watch  factory  in  the  United 
States.  The  question  was  asked  about  employment,  whether 
or  not  the  company  ia  operating  at  full  capacity.  I  have  to 
state  that  it  Is  operating  at  about  60  per  cent  of  its  capacity. 
Heretofore  it  has  had.  as  I  recall,  about  4.300  or  4,500  operatives. 
It  has  be<'n  compelled  to  reduce  the  number  of  employees  to 
3,600  or  thereabouts  and  to  reduce  the  pay  roll  about  $600,0<^^»0 
I^r  annum.  A  like  statement  may  t>e  made,  I  think,  with  re- 
gard to  the  other  large  watch  factory  in  our  State  at  Spring- 
field, 111.— the  Illinois  Watch  Co.'s  factory. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
yield  to  the  Senator  frtmi  New  York? 
Mr.  DBNKEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  observe  that  the  earnings  of  the  Elgin 
Watch  Co.  have  not  seriously  declined.  What  is  the  testimony 
of  ^he  Senator  regarding  that? 

Mr.  DBNEEIN.  They  have  seriously  declined.  I  have  here 
a  statement  of  the  earnings.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  give  the 
information  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

The  earnings  of  the  Elgin  Watch  Co.  for  the  year  1928  were 
8JS2  per  cent,  and  the  earnings  for  the  present  year  will  be 
6.31  per  cent,  on  the  capital,  surplus,  and  invested  capital. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  If  the  Senator  will  bear  with  me,  what 
were  t^e  earnings  per  share  In  1928? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  In  1928  the  earnings  were  8.52  per  CMit  on 
the  Invested  capital  of  the  Elgin  Watch  Co. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  advice  I  have  is  that  on  the  par  value 
of  the  stock,  $25,  the  earnings  in  1928  amounted  to  $4.62  a 
share,  or  18%  per  cent. 

Mr.  DENEBN.  I  have  the  Information  which  I  have  related 
from  the  vice  president  of  the  corporation. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  What  I  have  stated  ia  from  Moody's 
Manual. 

Mr.  DENEaJN.  I  have  this  information  from  the  vice  presi- 
dent. 

That  matter  having  been  called  to  the  attention  of  the  S«iate, 
may  I  answer  by  giving  the  information  which  I  acquired  about 
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the  chief  importer  who  objects  to  the  arrangement  made  between 
the  manufacturers  and  the  importers?  I  should  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  to  these  figures  so  that 
he  may  compare  them  with  the  statement  he  has  about  the 
Elgin  Watch  Co.  .  .  * 

First,  the  value  of  the  real  estate,  plants,  and  equipment 
of  the  Bulova  Watch  Co.  is  $200,000.  ^.^^/w^ 

Capital  from  the  sale  of  stock  to  American  people,  $3,000,000. 

Net  profits  In  1928,  $1,200,000. 

Estimated  profits  in  1929,  $1,600,000. 

Net  earnings,  60  per  cent  on  its  capitaL 

Employs  in  the  United  States  250  people. 

In  addition  to  that,  and  while  attention  is  upon  the  matter, 
may  I  make  a  statement  about  the  profits  that  these  gentlemen 
make  on  their  watches?  I  call  attention  to  the  memorandum 
given  to  us  some  time  ago,  the  list  of  articles  exhibited  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  and  I  direct  attention  to  the  Swiss  watch. 

The  cost  of  this  self-winding  watch  in  Switzerland  is  $6.  Its 
landed  cost  in  the  United  SUtes  is  $8.76.  Its  reUU  price  is 
$55  The  profit  is  629  per  cent.  That  would  be  considered  a 
fair  profit,  even  In  New  York.  The  other  profits  of  the  import- 
ers I  am  not  able  to  state;  but  I  have  been  informed  that  they 
range  about  along  the  line  of  percentage  indicated  here,  I  think 
that  is  not  questioned-  ,  , ,  ^ 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  DENEEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  said  that  the  Elgin  Watch 
Co.  made  8  per  cent  plus  on  its  capital,  undivided  profits,  and 
money  Invested. 

Mr.  DENEEN.     Invested  capital. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  however,  it  declared 
very  much  larger  divid«ids  than  that  on  the  capital  stock  of  the 
company,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  DENEBN.  Likely  so.  The  capital  stock  does  not  tell  the 
true  story  of  the  Invested  capital. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Did  they  not  declare  a  stock  dividend  of 
50  per  cent  since  the  tariff  act  of  1922  was  passed? 

Mr.  DE^fEIEN.  I  am  not  Informed  as  to  that ;  but  that  would 
not  increase  their  assets,  or  relate  to  them, 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  No ;  but  their  capital  in  1922  was  $6,000,- 
000,  and  that  was  increased  to  $10,000,000 ;  and  since  then  they 
have  put  in  a  reserve  of  $1,514,577  for  depreciation  of  land  and 
buildings,  and  in  addition  the  depreciation  account,  according 
to  the  figures  I  have  taken  from  Moody's  Industrials,  seems  to 
have  been,  for  1927,  $2,650,994,  and  for  1928,  $2,889,947.  The 
total  of  land  and  buildings  carried  in  the  statement  for  1927 
was  $4,324,827,  and  for  1928,  $4,563,797. 

According  to  these  figures,  it  seems  that  this  company  has 
been  enormously  successful,  paying  out  large  profits,  setting 
aside  large  amounts  for  depreciation  and  large  amounts  for  its 
lands  and  other  physical  property ;  and  after  reading  this  state- 
ment I  am  in  doubt  whether  or  not  it  is  one  of  the  industrials 
that  President  Hoover  referred  to  as  needing  assistance  at  this 
time  by  tariff  adju-stments. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  subsequently  said :  Mr.  President,  this  after- 
noon in  discussing  the  paragraph  affecting  watches,  I  referred 
to  a  taWe  from  Moody's  Industrials  for  1929.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  the  table  printed  In  the  proper  place  In  the 
Rbcobo  as  a  part  of  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  obJecUon,  It  is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

FlMANCIAI.   HiBTOBT    OT    EliGlN    NATIONAL    WATCH    CO. 

[Beportnl  bj  Moody's  Industrial*   1929.  Standard   Corporate  StatUtici 
^     *^  19291 
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n\nct  thf  enactment  of  the  1922  tariff,  stock  dlTld»*nd>  of  50  per 
cent  b*Te  been  declared,  making  prefi«>nt  dividend  ratrs  equivalent  to 
21  per  cent  on  capital  at  tbe  time  of  tbe  enactment  of  tbe  1922  tariff. 

Their  capital  In  1923  waa  18,000.000.  It  waa  Increaaed  ttaroufb 
•took  dlTidends  to  1 10,000,000  by   1928. 

A  reaerve  of  91,514.577  for  depredation  of  land  and  bulldlnga  ia  aet 
ap  in  tbeir  ■tatement. 

In  addition  the  depreciation  accoant  for  1927  was  12,650,994;  for 
1928.   12.881.947. 

Total  of  land  and  buildlnga  carried  in  atatement  waa  14,324,827  In 
1927;  M.M3.79T  in  1928. 

DIFKICUTI05 

After  setting  up  a  reaerre  of  over  $1,500,000  and  writing  off  50  per 
cent  of  tlw  present  valae  of  plant  and  land,  tbia  company  still  earned 
over  ISVfc  per  cent  on  the  par  Talue  of  Ita  present  outstanding  stock, 
which  is  equiTSlent  to  about  60  per  cent  of  ita  outstanding  stock  1b 
19l'3,  when  tbe  1922  tariff  rates  went  into  effect. 

•  •••••  a 

Tbt  laiproTemant  tn  financial  condition  since  1923  of  tbe  companies 
making  Jeweled  watches  may  be  ubolated  by  assuming  a  stock  owner- 
ship at  that  data  of  $1,000  par  value,  or  (in  tbe  case  of  tbe  Waltbam 
Co..  wkoae  stock  baa  no  par)  tbe  ownership  of  10  shares  of  class  B 
stock,  aa  follows : 

/•eraaMd  rnMne  9f  tUtcM  hoUinga 


Company 

Hotdlngs 
In  19B 
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$1,000 
(•) 
1.000 

$1.SU 

(') 
I.MS 

$1,760 
50 

KUO 
910 

$ao» 

106 
385 

■lOsharss. 

man  caaNons 

The  following  table  of  rates  sbow  carried  comparisons  with  preaent 
rate*  under  the  rotdney-McCumber  tariff  and  abow  percentage  of  In- 
crease carried  under  tbe  present  Senate  schedule: 

Kates  in  Smite  bill 


1.5  inch  unadjusted . 


1.9  inch  adjusted. 
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1.25 
2.00 
2.75 
.75 
1.25 
£00 
3.50 


Senate 
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$1.«0 
l.flO 
ZOO 
4.31 

2m 

3.M 
&81 


Peroeot- 

age  of 

increaae 


113 
20 
30 
60 
347 
100 
80 
68 


Tbe  tamA  rate  on  this  slse  is  $1.25.  Tbere  is  an  addition  of  35  cents 
if  novemeut  contains  froa  2  to  7  jewels. 

Mr,  DE.NEEN.  Mr.  President,  this  company  Is  OH  years  old. 
It  baa  enjoyed  a  profitable  business.  It  was  making  from 
12  to  15  per  rent  on  its  Investment  np  to  and  shortly  after 
the  law  of  1922  wa«  enacte<l ;  but  Its  profit  has  been  steadily 
reduced  year  by  year  Hince  that  time,  atid  now  is  less  than 
6  per  cent— about  5  and  a  fraction  per  cent.    That  is  tbe  story. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield 
again,  was  not  that  t>ecause  they  Increassed  their  capital  stock 
from  $6,000,000  to  $10,000,000?  Did  not  that  hare  a  tendency 
to  reduce  tbe  dirldend? 

Mr.  DENBEN.     No. 

Mr.  BARKLET.    What  company  is  thatT 

Mr.  McKELLAB.    That  is  tbe  Elcin  Co. 


r.  DENEEN.  As  my  attention  Is  called  to  alleged  profits 
I  state  the  situation  regarding  the  other  watch  com- 
iee?  Since  the  passage  of  tbe  tariff  act  of  1922  the  busi- 
of  the  South  Bend  Watch  Co.  has  decreased  to  such  an 
nt  that  it  is  practically  out  of  business,  not  considered  as 
ccessful  concern,  so  I  am  informed. 

nd.  the  Howard  Watch  Co.  has  also  decreased  its  busi- 
ness, so  that  its  future  is  problematical. 

bird,  the  Deuber  Hampden  Watch  Co.  has  gone  into  the  hands 
of  jrecelTers  and  has  been  sold  by  the  receivers  to  the  Soviet 
Oorenunent,  to  be  shli^ied  abroad  and  manufactured  there. 
Th  s  was  abiout  two  months  ago. 

fourth,  the  New  York  Standard  Watch  Co.,  Jersey  City,  N.  J., 
hai   liquidated  or  gone  out  of  existence. 

'  "he  few  remaining  survivors  in  the  Industry  have  sh<'Wn  a 
de«rease  in  net  earnings  of  46  per  cent.  The  Waltbam  Co. 
flgitree  are  not  Included  in  this  last  remark,  as  they  are  not 
aviiilable,  but  everyone  knows  the  unfortunate  history  of  tbe 
Wiltham  Watch  Co.  It  was  taken  over  and  financed  by  tbe 
balking  house  of  Kldder-Peabody.  of  New  York  City  and  Bos- 
ton, since  tbe  passage  of  tbe  1922  tariff  act. 

Ir.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  realizes  that  In 
case  of  the  Waltbam  Watch  Co.  they  found  themselves  in 
[Tulty  because  of  too  great  invoices,  and  since  the  reorgnciwi- 
tioji  their  operations  have  been  very  profitable,  so  that  they 
have  been  able  to  pay  off  almost  entirely  their  bonded  and 
folded  debt  and  have  paid  dividends  on  the  preferred  stock 
anc  on  the  class  A  stock. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  I  have  no  information  about  it  other  than 
whit  I  have  stated.  The  information  as  furnished  to  me  waa 
that  the  company  was  practically  in  the  hands  of  its  creditors 
for  a  number  of  months,  and  it  is  not  considered  In  the  trade  aa 
a  nrosperous  company. 

r.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
r.  DENEEN.    I  yield. 

r.  COPELAND.     The  Senator  spoke  about  the  Elgin  Co., 

ch  is  in  his  State.     I  have  in  my  hand  the  fifoires  of  the 

in  Co.,  which  show  that  for  the  10  years  from  1889  to  1S98 

produced,  in  round  figures,  4,000,000  movements;  in  the 

10  years  they  produced  6.000,000;  from  1909  to  1918  they 

uced  7.000,000 ;  in  the  10  years  from  1919  to  1928  they  pro- 

10,652^18  movements.  Of  course,  that  Is  47  per  cent, 
r.  DENEEN.  That  is  one  of  their  troubles,  that  while  they 
are  producing  more  and  selling  more  their  profits  are  less. 
Thijy  have  been  required  to  reduce  the  number  of  their  oper- 
atives, as  I  said,  at>out  700  and  to  go  on  5-day  week  em- 
plo  irment. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  If  the  Senator  will  bear  with  me  further, 
it  a  very  interesting,  then,  that  the  exports  of  watches  have 
steidlly  increased.  Last  year  this  company  exported  1,738,000 
watches. 

r.  DENEEN.    Cheap  watches, 
r.  COPELAND.     They  are  jeweled  watches, 
r.  DENEEN.     Of  the  cheaper  cla.ss. 

r.  COPELAND.  I  am  in  great  sympathy  with  the  Senator 
in  biaking  h's  appeal,  but  it  seems  to  me  we  have  not  yet  seen 
ab^dant  reason  for  increase  of  the  tariff. 

r.  DENEEN.  I  hope  that  the  Senator  from  New  York 
wijl  see  the  reason  as  the  debate  proceeds. 

r.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
fui^ber? 

r.  DENEEN.     I  yield. 

r.  BARKLEY.  While  we  are  talking  about  the  Elgin 
W4tch  Co.,  of  course,  the  Senator  is  aware  of  the  fact  that  last 
ye^r  they  paid  14  per  cent  in  cash  dividends  on  a  $10,000,000 
caiitalizMtion,  which  represented  a  250  per  cent  stock  increase 
frcm  $4,000,000,  which  was  the  original  amount  of  money  put 
in.  The  14  per  cent  was  le^^8  than  they  had  declared  the  year 
be  ore,  but  I  think  the  Senator  from  Illinois  will  agree  that 
a  4  per  cent  cash  dividend  on  $10,000,000  stock,  which  was  in- 
ert ased  from  $4,000,000  without  any  additional  money  being 
pu    in,  is  a  pretty  fair  return  on  the  investment. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  The  memorandum  handed  to  me  by  the  vice 
pr^siiient  of  the  Elgin  Watch  Co.,  a  man  of  high  standing,  states 
thit  the  company  earned  on  Its  Invested  capital  8.52  per  cent  for 
thi  year  192S.  and  If  the  Senator  wishes  to  have  me  repeat  it, 
hail  earned  for  the  first  six  months  of  1929  2.08  per  cent,  an 
nv»rage  of  4.16  per  cent  for  the  year. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

'  'he   VICE    PRESIDENT.     Does    the    Senator   from    IlUnoLi 
yi4  id  to  tbe  Senator  from  Tennessee? 
fir.  DENEEN.     I  yield. 

It.  McKELLAR.  I  find  from  Moody's  Manual  that  for  the 
jr«ir  1919  it  paid  a  caab  dividend  of  11  per  ceot  on  its  stock; 
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in  1922  it  paid  12  per  cent ;  in  1923  it  paid  13  per  cent :  In  1924 
it  paid  18  per  ci>nt ;  in  1925  it  paid  20  per  cent ;  in  1926  it  paid 
35  per  cent;  in  1927  It  paid  16  per  cent ;  in  1928  It  paid  14  per 
cent ;  and  in  1929,  up  to  date,  it  paid  14  per  cent.  In  the  year 
1923  it  is  shown  that  it  paid  a  stock  dividend,  in  addition,  of  25 
per  oeiit,  and  in  1925  a  stock  dividend  of  25»4  per  cent. 

Besides  that,  it  set  aside,  as  I  have  heretofore  stated,  these 
large  amounts  for  depreciation  and  a  reserve  of  a  million  and 
a  half  dollars.  It  does  seem  to  me,  under  these  circumstances, 
that  this  company  is  in  very  excellent  condition,  and  I  do  not 
see  how  any  company  could  be  in  a  much  better  financial  con- 
dition. 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.  President,  will  my  colleague  yield? 
Mr.  DENEEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Does  tlie  Senator  from  Tennessee  figure  that 
l>ecause  one  company  is  in  a  prosperous  condition,  the  fate  of 
the  whole  industry  should  be  determined  on  the  condition  of 
that  one  company? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  No ;  we  were  just  talking  about  the  Elgin 
Co. 

Mr.  GLENN.  I  think  the  facts  stated  so  far  are  to  the  effect 
that  this  is  the  only  watch  company  in  the  country  that  is  In  a 
prosi)eron»  condition. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  think  we  will  be  able  to 
Bhow  that  this  profitable  condition  is  not  limited  to  the  Elgin 
Co.    I  shall  attempt  to  .show  that  a  little  later. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  the  figures  at  hand 
to  answer  that.  In  1926  the  Elgin  Co.  earned  on  its  invested 
capital  IG  per  cent,  plus;  in  1927,  it  earned  11  per  cent  plus; 
in  192S  it  eameil  8Vj  P^r  cent;  this  year  it  is  earning  about 
4V.  per  cent,  the  first  six  months  having  earned  2.08  per  cent 
Sir.  BARKLEY.  Will  the  Senator  explain  how  they  paid  a 
14  per  («iit  cash  dividend? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  I  am  not  familiar  with  that.  I  will  have 
that  looked  up  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  talkod  yesterday  with  the  vice  president 

of  the  Elgin  Co ,  antl  he  agreed  that  these  figures  were  correct. 

Mr.  r>ENEEN.     Wf  have  sent  for  the  certified  statement,  and 

I  will  have  it  here  in  a  moment.    In  fact,  I  have  it  in  my  grip, 

but  it  will  take  some  time  to  get  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DENEEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  find  that  the  holdings  of  the  Elgin  Co. 
in  1923  were  valued,  at  par,  at  $1,000;  the  present  holdings  at 
par  are  $1,565.  The  market  value  in  1923  was  $1,760.  Tlie 
present  market  value  is  $4,509,  nearly  four  times  as  much,  with 
the  present  equity  in  earnings  of  $309.  That  shows,  to  my 
mind,  that  this  particular  company  is  certainly  in  a  very  excel- 
lent financial  condition  and  is  not  in  dire  need  of  an  increase 
in  the  tariff  in  order  to  get  It  out  of  distress. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  The  company  has  not  lost  any  money.  Its 
earnings  have  steadily  been  declining,  however.  They  have 
been  reduc-ed  now — at  the  rate  they  are  being  reduced — to  about 
^Mt  P^T  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  know  what  the 
capital  stock  of  the  Elgin  Co.  is? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  I  have  the  figures  in  my  oflioe.  I  do  not 
wish  to  state  it  from  recollection.  I  think  it  is  upwards  of 
$20,000,000.  It  is  a  company  that  Is  about  65  years  of  age,  one 
of  the  great  watch  companies  in  the  country. 

While  we  are  talking  about  profits,  may  I  end  up  the  matter 
relating  to  our  State  by  referring  to  the  other  large  company  in 
Illinois,  the  Illinois  WatcJi  Co.?  I  would  like  to  have  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  to  this,  to  show  how 
these  earnings  vary. 

Mr.  McKELJ^AR.     I  will  be  glad  to  listen  to  the  Senator. 
Mr.  DENEEN.    According  to  the  memorandum  from  which  I 
have  been  reading.  In  1923  the  profits  of  the  Illinois  Watch  Co, 
were  17  per  cent  plus.     In   1924  they  were  10  per  cent  plus. 
In  19K  they  were  5  per  cent  plus.     In  1926  they  were  6%  per 
cent.    In  1927  they  were  5%  per  cent.    Then,  because  of  the 
reduction  of  its  earnings  and  tbe  obvious  direction  in  which  this 
comi)any  was  going,  it  joined  with  the  Hamilton  Watch  Co.  and 
Is  now  a  part  of  tiiat  company.    That  is  the  financial  situation 
of  tho  Illinois  Watch  Co. 
Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  DENEEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  was  wondering  what  dividends  they  paid 
during  that  time. 
Mr.  DENEEN.     I  have  just  recited  them. 
Mr.  McKELLAR.     Were  they  the  dividends? 
.Mr.    DENEEN.     I    should   have   said    the   earnings.     I   sais- 
Ktated  the  matter.     It  was  earnings  on  invested  capital. 


Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  can  understand  how  that  might  be  less 
based  on  that  kind  of  calcolation,  but  I  am  wondering  what 
di^ideuds  they  actually  paid. 

Mr.  DENEEN.    I  have  no  information  as  to  that 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  if  the  Senator  will  yield 
to  me 

Mr.  DENEEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  might  be  interesting  in  that  connection 
to  state  that  the  Hamilton  Watch  Co..  which  took  over  the 
lUinots  Watch  Co.,  now  has  outstanding  $5,000,000  in  capital 
stock  on  which  not  more  than  $5<X),000  was  paid  in  cash,  and 
that  $2,000,000  of  this  stock  dividend  was  granted  since  1922, 
since  the  present  law  was  passed,  and  baseil  on  their  present 
capitalization,  they  have  paid  dividends  at  the  rate  of  15.6  per 
cent  since  1928,  which  amounts  to  156  per  amt  on  tbe  original 
capitalization. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  That  might  be  on  the  original  capitaliaatlon, 
but  will  tbe  Senator  from  Kc^ntucky  sUte  that  that  is  a  proper 
way  of  ascertaining  the  earnings  of  a  company  when  the  cor- 
poration has  failed  to  expand  Its  stock  to  show  some  relation 
to  the  invested  capital? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  \Vhen  they  are  able  since  1928  to  pay  inor« 
than  15  per  cent  casli  dividends  on  the  increased  stock 

Mr.  DENEKN.     On  the  stock. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes ;  on  tlie  outstanding  stock,  which  repre- 
sents a  multiplication  of  the  $500,000  to  $5,000,000,  without 
putting  any  additional  money  Into  the  business. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  May  I  ask,  then,  whether  or  not  the  same 
reasoning  would  apply  to  the  Ford  Automobile  Co,  which 
started  with  $5,000  about  20  or  more  years  ago?  Would  the 
Senator  use  the  wune  argument  regarding  that  company? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  Ford  Automolrfle  Co.  were  here  ask- 
ing  for  a   tariff  on   automobiles,    the   same   argument   would 

apply . 

Mr.  DENEEN.    Regardless  of  competition,  and  r^ardless  of 

the  foreign  cost?  . 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  they  are  not  here  asking  for  a  Uriff. 
Mr.  DENEEN.  Would  the  Senator  apply  that  to  a  bank  in 
ascertaining  the  rates  of  interest?  Some  banks,  by  industry 
and  skill  and  good  judgment,  make  more  than  10  or  15  per  cent 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  might  be  evidence  of  exceedingly  good 
judgment  in  the  multiplication  of  its  stock  according  to  the 
earnings  of  tbe  company  and  tbe  sales,  but  we  are  dealing  now 
with  the  merits  of  an  industry  demanding  a  higher  rate  of 
tariff  on  the  Amarican  people. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  I  take  for  grante<l  that  by  a  very  brief  in- 
vestigation we  could  show  that  many  farmers  are  earning 
quite  a  large  percentage  on  their  investment  while  a  great  many 
others  fall  to  do  so.  Would  the  same  reasoning  apply  to  tlie 
farmer  and  farm  legislation? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  1  should  be  very  happy  If  the  Senator  could 
satisfy  me  that  any  farmer  in  the  United  States  is  now  able  to 
declare  a  15  per  cent  dividend  on  the  capitalisation  of  his  farm 
and  farm  Implements. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  I  think  the  S«iator  could  find  many  in  Ken- 
tucky and  I  am  sure  he  could  in  Illinois. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  farmers  of  Illinois  are  more  pro«>erous 
than  they  are  elsewhere  if  that  is  the  fact. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The   VICE   PRESIDENT.    Does   the   Senator   from    Illinois 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 
Mr.  DENEEN.     I  yield- 
Mr.  McKELLAR.    When  the  Illinois  Watch  Co.  was  taken 
over  by  the  Hamilton  Watch  Co.  was  money  paid  or  was  there 
merely  an  issue  of  stoidc? 

Mr.  DENEEN.  I  do  not  know.  That  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  matter  as  I  conceive  it.  The  discussiou  relates  to  whether 
or  not  competition  can  be  sustained  with  the  Swiss  chiefly. 
There  the  wage  is  about  one-third  of  the  wage  In  our  country. 
The  material  that  is  used  in  making  the  watch  is  inconsider- 
able in  cost.  Ninety  per  cent  of  the  cost  is  labor.  The  trans- 
jiortation  charge  is  verj-  small.  The  matter  that  we  should 
consider  here  is  equalizing  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion. I  think  there  is  no  question  In  the  world  about  the  facta 
regarding  that  difference.    The  facts  are  not  disputed. 

Furthermore,  while  a  good  deal  of  emphasis  is  laid  on  the 
fact  that  some  companies  have  prospered  and  complaints  have 
been  made  that  they  have  not  failed  and  gone  Into  bankruptcy, 
I  think  as  against  that  suggestion  that  the  enormous  profits 
made  by  the  importers  ought  to  be  considered  s^imewbat  in 
determining  whether  we  shall  favor  our  own  people  rather 
than  people  across  the  sea. 

Mr.  McKELI^AR.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  fur- 
ther? 
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Mr.  DENEEN.    I  jiM. 

Mr.  McKBLLAR.  I  will  say  that  I  think  the  Hamilton 
Watch  Go.  make  a  good  watch.  I  hare  one  of  their  watches  and 
hare  worn  it  for  a  nnmber  of  years.  It  is  a  very  splendid  watch. 
I  will  ny  that  much  for  their  watch  anyway. 

Mr.  DE.NEEN.  I  am  not  speaking  for  the  Hamilton  Co.,  bat 
I  hope  the  Senator,  in  whoso  State  its  factory  la  located,  will 
show  his  appreciation  by  standing  by  them  in  this  matter. 

The  chief  difficulty  regarding  the  matter  is  the  evasions  which 
hare  occurred  under  the  1922  law.  I  may  say  that  when  we 
strike  an  arerage  the  InereaK  a-sked  for  is  very  small.  I  think 
I  can  show  Just  what  it  is.  Some  Senators  are  laboring  under 
a  misaf)  prehension  as  to  the  amount  of  increase  asked.  The  in- 
crease really  is  to  take  care  of  eTasions  and  to  assist  in  the 
administration  of  the  law  by  the  customhouse  officials  so  that 
they  may  more  readily  administer  the  law. 

If  I  remember  correctly,  the  old  law  carried  a  rate  of  about 
61  per  cent  on  the  ar^age  in  1928.  The  average  rate  proposed 
by  the  House  can  not  be  computed  accurately.  The  Senate  com- 
mittee proposes  to  reduce  the  average  rate  in  the  House  bill. 

The  reason  for  the  incrrase  consLsts  in  the  matters  that  were 
explained  clearly  and  in  logical  sequence  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Pennxylvania  [Mr.  Reed].  It  was  necessary  to 
im(>ose  thetie-  duties  In  order  to  prevent  certain  companies  and 
importers  from  bringing  in  watcheH  practically  comi^eted,  leav- 
ing out  one  element  only  in  the  construction  of  each,  and  then 
putting  the  parts  together  htve  In  the  United  States.  That  is 
tlie  reaaon  why  tlie  law  of  1922  has  been  amended.  That  is  the 
reason  why  tlie  American  companies  need  protection. 

The  additional  protection  that  is  granted  is  not  excessive.  It 
doeH  not  affect  to  any  degree  the  men  who  use  the  ordinary 
watch.  It  does  not  affect  at  all  the  great  volume  of  watches 
that  are  purchased.  There  are  about  9,000,000  of  thoae  pro- 
duced annually  In  the  United  States.  The  tariff  relates  to 
watches  which  require  greater  skill  in  oon8tmctl(ni  and  have 
greater  accuracy  from  the  standpoint  of  keeping  time.  The 
tariff  as  now  iirtqiosed  in  this  bill  relates  to  the  kind  of  watches 
which  have  been  created  since  1922  and  which  had  not  been 
manufactured  and  therefore  not  provided  for  in  the  law  of  1922. 

Mr.  BA&KLBY.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  wish  to  consume 
the  time  of  the  Senate  unneceMsarlly ;  but  I  do  desire  to  state 
brieOy  the  situation  aa  it  occurs  to  me  with  reference  to  the 
amendment  that  Is  now  before  us  and  the  situation  which  calls 
It  forth.  It  ia  a  very  complicated  situation  that  makes  it  diffi- 
cult for  the  layman  to  figure  out  an  average  of  the  duties  levied 
in  the  House  and  Senate  committee  prorlsion  compared  to  tlie 
present  l<tw,  but  experts  in  whose  Judgment  and  ability  I  have 
eo<itiden<'e  have  advised  me  that  the  present  rate  of  duty  on 
these  watches  averages  about  61  per  cent,  and  that  the  increase 
which  is  Involved  on  tike  average  increases  the  duty  to  about  91 
or  92  per  cent.  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  indicates 
his  approval  of  that  statement 

Mr.  HMOOT.  O  Mr.  President,  I  had  anoth«  matter  in 
mind.    I  have  asketl  the  Senators  from  lUlnoia  to  look  it  up. 

Mr.  DBNfiEN.    I  am  looking  It  up. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardMi.  I  am  always 
so  happy  to  receive  the  approval  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  that 
ptiwMibiy  I  WHS  tiN>  optimistic.  But  while,  an  I  Indicated,  the 
art-raice  under  the  amendments  offered  by  the  House  and  the 
Senate  committees  will  provide  a  duty  of  about  91  per  cent  on 
the  large  bulk  of  the  ImimrtM.  the  duty  is  increased  as  high  as 
SOI)  nnd  400  per  cent,  and  in  some  isolated  Instances  almost  000 
per  4-ent. 

Mr.  DBNKBN.    Mr.  Fnnldeiit 

Th<>  VICE  raBSIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DBNEE.V  la  it  not  a  fact  that  those  Increases  are  upon 
the  laconssqueutial  parts,  so  far  as  price  1m  concerned,  like  the 
parts  which  cost  1  or  2  or  8  cents,  and  are  put  on  for  the  par- 
pose  of  iKeeping  them  out  at  the  country  and  forcing  them  to 
come  in  as  Integral  parts  of  completed  watches? 

Mr.  BARKL1<2Y.  1  agree  thju  they  are  put  on  tor  the  pur- 
pose of  keeping  them  out  of  the  country. 

Mr.  DBNKEN.     A»  parts. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  But  I  do  not  agree  that  the  increases  are 
limited  to  imrts.  I  think  if  the  Senator  will  examine  he  will 
find  that  on  some  of  the  watch  moTemeuts  which  are  brought 
here  and  installed  in  cases  after  they  reach  the  United  States, 
there  is  an  increase  of  tariff  as  high  at  280  to  300  per  cent  over 
the  1922  act  Of  courtse,  it  is  true  that  on  extremely  high- 
priced  watches,  very  valuable  watches  with  a  large  number  of 
jewels,  there  has  been  a  pretense  of  reducing  the  tarlfiC,  but 
that  does  not  affect  the  great  bulk  of  the  importations  which 
coutt  la  here  largely  from  Swltowrlanfl  of  the  medlvm  priced 
and  cheaper  dasaea  of  watches  which  are  sought  to  be  pro- 


hnited  from  entering  by  this  very  clever  manipulation  of  expert 
knowledge  on  the  part  of  watchmakers  joined  by  some  of  the 
Imnorters,  who  are  as  anxious  to  eliminate  importations  in 
coiipetltion  with  their  own  Importations  as  are  the  manufac- 
tiuers  to  prohibit  and  eliminate  competition  with  their  own 
manufactured  products. 

That  is  largely  the  reason  why  a  certain  percentage  of  the 
imiorters  who  import  medium-price  and  high-price  watches 
have  Joined  with  the  manufacturers  in  order  to  bring  about  an 
embargo  on  the  cheaper  classes  of  watches  which  are  purchased 
by  khe  people  of  the  United  States  who  desire  to  purchase  the 
chelaper  classes  of  watches  In  the  lower  Jewel  and  nonjewel 
movements. 

Mr.  WHEELER     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  understand  that  the  lower  grades  of 
wakches  on  which  it  is  proposed  to  raise  the  duty  so  high  are 
watches  that  are  not  produced  In  this  country  by  the  BIk  Four 
of  bie  watchmakers. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Some  of  them  are,  and  some  of  them  In- 
clupe  watches  that  may  come  here  in  competition  with  Ameri- 
can-produced watches.  But  the  verj'  large  proportion  of  those 
wakchos  which  bear  the  enormously  high  rates  are  watches 
wh  eh  are  not  made  by  American  watchmakers.  But,  of  course, 
we  can  very  readily  understand  their  desire  to  eliminate  Im- 
portations becau.se  if  the  American  workman  and  the  American 
scloolgirl  and  the  American  housewife  can  not  buy  a  watch 
thi  t  ranges  In  price  from  $15  to  $25  they  will  be  compelled,  if 
th<y  buy  watches  at  all.  to  buy  the  high-priced  watches.  So  It 
is  Datural  that  the  domestic  manufacturers  should  desire  to 
eliiniuate  the  Importations  on  the  theory  of  those  who  advocate 
a  tariff  on  bananas,  so  that  if  bananas  can  not  come  in  at  all 
tha  people  will  be  required  to  eat  peaches  and  apples  and  pears. 

J  maintain  that  the  American  watch  industry  as  represented 
by  the  large  manufacturers  is  not  in  such  condition  as  to  call 
foi  any  increase  in  the  tariff.  There  are  only  four  or  five 
lar?e  manufacturers  of  watches  in  the  country,  and  while  there 
aw  some  other  smaller  ones  such  as  those  mentioned  by  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dkncen].  one  or  two  of  which  I 
ha^e  uev«r  heard  of,  yet  the  large  manufacturers  of  watches 
in  the  United  States  are  the  Elgin  Watch  Co.,  of  Illinois,  the 
Hamilton  Watch  Co.,  the  Waltham  Watch  Co.,  and  the  Howard 
Wi  tch  Co.,  with  some  production  on  the  part  of  the  Waterbury 
W«  tch  Co.  in  Connecticut 

Under  the  present  law  a  watch  with  one  jewel  which  Is  not 
adjusted  bears  a  tariff  of  75  cents.  Under  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  amendment  it  would  bear  a  duty  of  $1.10.  Of 
course,  the  manipulation  of  the  change  in  the  method  of  cal- 
culitlng  the  tariff  from  the  present  law  is  very  complicated 
and  was  designed — and  I  do  not  say  that  in  any  way  to  reflect 
on  jthe  Senate  conmiittee  because  that  committee,  either  as  to 
Itsjmajorlty  members  or  its  minority  memlKTs,  are  not  expert 
watchmakers.  Not>ody  in  the  world  who  is  not  an  expert  watch- 
maker  conld  have  vnitten  the  provisions  either  in  the  House 
text  or  the  Senate  committee  amendments. 

I]  think  It  is  only  fair  to  say  that  in  the  consideration  of  the 
sutpect  both  the  Senate  committee  and  the  House  committee 
took  the  classiflcatious  and  the  language  which  were  submitted 
to  them  as  a  result  of  the  agreement  among  the  American 
waKhmakers,  Joined  by  a  certain  percentage  of  the  high-priced 
waich  Importers.  There  is  no  dispute  about  that.  The  lan- 
gui  ge  In  the  bill  as  It  Is  now  carried,  both  in  the  House  text 
am  In  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Fir  unce,  represents  what  the  American  watchmakers  came 
doM'n  here  to  get.  It  not  only  represents  what  they  came  here 
to  i:et  in  tariff  rates,  but  it  represents  what  they  came  here  to 
get  in  classification  and  In  change  of  language  so  as  to  stop 
up  every  possible  hole  by  means  of  which  the  cheaper  watches 
mil  ht  be  Importeil  into  the  United  States. 

'  "he  Senator  fnnn  Illinois  [Mr.  Deneew]  a  while  ago  admitted 
veiy  frankly,  as  he  would  of  course  do  In  any  discussion,  that 
the  object  was  to  prevent  tlie  bringing  In  of  the  parts  especially. 
He  did  not  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  the  object  Is  to  prevent  the 
importation  ot  the  cheaper  watches ;  but  he  might  aa  well  have 
sain  It  because  that  is  the  object. 

Let  us  see  what  the  situation  is  with  reference  to  the  produc- 
tioi»  and  the  imi>ortation  and  exportation  of  watches.  In  1923 
the  American  watchmakers  pnKluceil  2,091.747  jeweled  watches. 
In  1927  they  produced  2.281.000.  The  total  pro<luctlon  of  Ameri- 
cai  watches  and  watch  movements  and  watch  parts  and  watch- 
cases  which  go  to  make  up  the  completed  watch  was  46,000,000 
Vtm  last  year.  The  figures  were  pot  in  tl»e  Rncom  a  while  ago 
byjthe  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed].  As  against  that 
$41 ,000,000  domestic  production  of  watches  and  watch  parts  and 
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watcfacases,  we  Imported  in  tlie  neighborhood  ot  $12,000,000  of 
works  and  parts  and  cases,  and  we  exported  about  $1,760,000 
worth  of  the  same  products.  One-fourth  of  all  the  importations 
into  the  United  Stales  of  watches  and  watch  parts  comes  from 
Switzerland. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  a  situation  which, 
I  think,  we  ought  to  consider  in  connection  with  the  levying  of 
tariff  duties.  We  are  an  exporting  nation;  we  sell  to  the  other 
nations  of  the  world  more  of  our  products  than  we  import  from 
them.  Not  only  has  that  been  true  iu  the  years  past  but  during 
the  first  six  months  of  1929  our  exix)rts  to  other  cooctries 
exceeiled  our  imiwrts  by  nearly  $500,000,000.  As  a  part  of  our 
exp<'r(s  we  sent  last  year  to  8witx«»rland  a  little  more  than 
$47,Ot>0.(X)0  worth  of  American  products.  Thoee  product*  did 
not  spring  automatically  Into  existence ;  they  required  American 
caT>ital;  tliey  required  the  labor  of  American  worklngmen. 
While  we  are  talking  about  wages  for  American  laboring  men 
we  might  ccmslder  that  hundreds  of  thousands  of  our  laboring 
men  are  engaged  in  the  production  of  products  which  we  export 
to  all  the  nations  of  the  world ;  and  iu  our  dealings  with  other 
nations  I  think  we  might  as  well  consider  whether  we  are  to 
give  consideration  to  keeping  emirfoyed  those  men  who  *re 
sending  our  ships  and  our  products  to  all  the  markets  cf  the 
world. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  HattibU)  iu  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Kentuclcy  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  The  American  farmer  gets  no  more  for  his 
bushel  of  wheat,  his  bale  of  cotton,  or  his  pound  of  pork  when 
consumed  In  Plttsburph,  than  when  used  In  Loudon,  Paris,  or 
Rome.  Europe  will  continue  to  fix  the  prices  of  the  farmer's 
products  as  long  as  Congress  denies  an  American  price  to  the 
producers  of  our  staples,  which  constitute  76  per  cent  of  the 
products  of  the  American  farm.  These  are  sold  In  competition 
with  the  cheap  labor  of  Europe.  Only  25  per  cent  get  any 
tariff  protection  whatever,  and  In  most  cases  very  Inadequate, 
mainly  because  the  tariff  can  not  reach  the  problem.  Three 
farmers  out  of  four  must  buy  In  a  high  domestic  market  and 
sell  at  low  foreign  prices. 

The  tariff  is  not  effective  on  wheat.  It  Is  a  joke  on  pork.  It 
is  not  even  attempted  on  cotton. 

The  American  manufacturer  now  controls  over  97  per  cent  of 
the  American  market.  Does  he  want  a  complete  embargo? 
The  farmer  says  if  we  close  our  markets  entirely  to  European 
goods  then  the  Europeans  will  be  unable  to  buy  the  products 
of  our  farm  and  our  prices  will  decline.  His  Interest  in  the 
welfare  of  European  factories  has  a  gotxi  foundation. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  that  equation  enters  into  it. 
In  comparison  with  the  $47,000,000  worth  of  American  prod- 
ucts which  we  send  to  Switzerland,  we  only  import  from  Swlt- 
serland  $3.{,000,000  worth,  which  leaves  a  balanc-e  of  trade  In 
behalf  of  the  United  States  of  more  than  $14.(.MK>.000  as  against 
the  little  Republic  of  Swltserland.  If  we  cut  off  one-fourth  of 
their  imports  Into  the  United  States,  as  represented  by  watches 
and  watch  works,  then,  I  ask  you,  Mr.  President  will  they  not 
be  required  to  decrease  the  amount  of  American  products  which 
they  buy  from  us.  and  which  we  sell  to  them,  and  which  pro- 
vide dividends  for  American  caplUl  and  work  for  American 
lalKiring  men? 

I  am  not  a  watchmak««r;  as  I  have  sal^l.  all  I  know  about  the 
Industry  Is  what  I  am  advised  by  the  Tariflf  Commls»;Ion  and  by 
both  sides  of  this  controversy,  because  Ix'th  8ld<*s  have  done  me 
the  comiiliment  to  take  up  a  considerable  part  of  my  time  talk- 
ing /ilMMJt  It.  I  am  glad  that  they  did  so.  because  I  am  not 
afraid  of  anyljody  who  comes  here  and  sends  his  card  on  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  and  asks  me  to  come  out  Irjto  the  recejjtion 
room  and  talk  to  him  about  anything  in  which  he  is  Interested. 
Wlienever  I  become  sufficiently  cowardly  that  I  am  afraid  to 
ualk  out  of  here  and  in  the  open  daylight,  speak  to  anybody  who 
wants  to  talk  to  me  about  the  public  business,  then,  I  think,  I 
will  have  no  place  on  this  flfjor.  Theri'fore  I  have  talked  with 
the  ri'presentfltlves  of  all  Interests — the  importers,  the  manufac- 
turers, and  others — nnd  I  have  tried  to  get  their  viewpoint.  I 
have  also  tried  to  secure  impartial  Inff>rmation  from  both  the 
Department  of  Commerce  and  the  Tariff  Commission,  which 
has  supplied  us  with  such  valuable  information  not  only  as  to 
this  Item  but  as  to  all  other  Items  in  the  pending  measure. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois  has  referred  to  a  watch  that  now 
reposes  In  the  corner  of  the  Senate  Chamber  in  what  the  Sena- 
tor from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norris]  has  called  "  Mr.  Grundy's 
store."  The  statement  is  made  in  the  sheet  attached  to  that 
watch  that  it  cost  $5  to  make  It  in  Germany ;  that  It  cost  to  get 
it  here  $1 ;  that  the  lauded  cost  in  New  York  was  $6;  and  that 
It  e^ia  for  $55.    Thai  is  held  up  to  us  as  a  "  horrible  example  " 


of  the  profits  the  importers  are  making.  I  happen  to  have  n 
telegram  from  the  company  that  importeil  that  watch  and  sold 
It  in  the  United  States.  I  have  just  received  the  telegn»m 
to-day.  That  watch  Is  known  as  the  Harwood  watch.  If  Sena- 
tors  will  examine  it  they  will  find  the  word  "  Harwood  "  written 
across  Its  face. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Mr.  President.  I  have  been  trying  to  And  that 
watch,  hot  I  have  not  been  able  to  find  it 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  It  is  on  the  taWe,  or  was  a  little  whUe  age. 
I  have  been  trying  to  make  away  with  it,  but  have  not  been  able 
to  do  so.  [Laughter.]  However,  only  30  minutes  ago  it  was  at 
this  end  of  the  taUe,  in  a  rectangular  little  case,  with  a  sheet  «if 
paper  attadied  to  it  indicating  its  cost. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  no  que<3tion,  I  will  say  to  the  Seuatot, 
but  that  that  watch  came  in  at  a  valuation  of  |6.  The  im- 
porter either  cheated  the  Government,  and  did  not  tell  the 
truth  at  the  time  the  watch  came  in,  or 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  If  the  Importer  cheated  the  Gov- 
ernment, then  there  is  a  way  to  remedy  that  other  than  Incrsas- 
ing  the  tariff  duty. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  did  not  say  that  he  did  cheat  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  we  increase  the  tariff  on  articles  ou 
which  the  importers  are  now  dieatlng  the  Government,  a  further 
incentive  to  cheat  the  Government  will  be  given  to  them  because 
of  the  high  rate  placed  ou  the  articles  which  come  here. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  did  not  say  that  the  importer  did  cheat  the 
Government,  but  I  do  know  that  the  Government  says  that  that 
watch  came  in  with  a  valuation  of  96,  and  expenses  of  $1,  mak- 
ing $6  in  all.    I  do  not  care  what  the  telegram  says. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Here  Is  a  telegram  I  have  from  William  L, 
Royall,  chairman  of  the  board  of  directors  of  the  Perpetual  Self- 
winding Watch  Co.,  which  imports  and  sells  in  ttie  American 
market  tl»e  watdi  referred  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  did  not  refer  to  the  amount  that  is  diarged 
the  purchaser  for  the  watclL  I  was  merely  referring  to  the 
valtiation  on  the  watch  at  the  time  it  Altered  the  port  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  read  the  telegram.  I  do  not  know  the 
sender  of  the  telegraiu  personally  ;  I  uierely  received  the  message 
and  will  put  it  in  the  Rexxnkd  for  whatever  it  may  be  worth. 

The  Harwood  watch  ia  owned  by  the  Perpetual  Watch  Co.  The  cost  i« 
aa  follows:  Movement,  $8.36;  duty,  $2;  case,  $2.05;  atrap  amd  buckle. 
31  cents :  dif^play  Imz  and  shipping  box,  87  cents ;  regulation  casing  and 
repair  under  guaranty,  $4.05 ;  totaling  $17.64.  Tbe  fUpires  can  be 
verified  by  the  Finance  Committee's  own  certified  public  accountant  at 
any  time  they  desire. 

Mr.  GLENN.    May  I  ask  what  the  retail  price  of  the  watch 

WAS  V 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  retail  price,  in  all  probability,  was  $56 ; 
and  if  that  was  its  price,  the  additional  profit  was  obtained  by 
the  American  retail  jeweler,  who  added  that  much  to  the  price 
which  tie  paid  to  the  wholesaler  in  order  to  obtain  it.  But  we 
can  not  regulate  the  profits  of  American  Jewelers  by  increasing 
the  tariff  on  a  couinxjdity  tlmt  Is  universally  use<l  by  people  in 
the  United  States  who  are  not  in  a  position  to  buy  tlxe  higher- 
priced  watches  for  their  use. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr,  President,  will  tlie  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Seuator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  like  to  have  the  name  of  the  person 
who  sent  that  telegram.  I  wish  to  as<rertaln  who  Is  resprmsibie 
for  swearing  to  a  valuation  of  $5 ;  whether  It  was  the  importer 
or  who  It  was ;  for  1  should  like  to  Imve  the  Govenimcnt  get  In 
touch  with  him, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  man  Avbo  sent  the  telegram  Is  William 
L.  Royall,  chalmiun  of  the  botird  of  directors  of  the  Perpetual 
Self-Wlnding  Watch  Co.,  of  New  York.  He  says  his  company 
owns  the  Harwood  watch,  and  that  It  h*  one  they  make. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Does  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Is  It  not  a  fact  if  the  profit  on  this  watch 
was  unreasonaWe  that  if  the  tariff  were  increased  on  It  and 
kindred  watches  the  profit  would  be  still  more  unreasonable? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Of  course,  that  is  correct.  The  Senator 
might  go  further  and  state  that  the  real  object  of  those  who 
are  seeking  this  enormoas  increase  In  the  tariff  on  watches  is 
that  they  may  be  able  not  <mly  to  reetrict  the  importation  ot 
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them  but  deprlre  the  American  people  of  the  right  to  parcfaase 
them,  thouiiands  of  whom  can  not  affwd  the  high-priced 
watchet*.  This  l»  the  tyj)e  of  watches  purchased  in  large  meas- 
ure by  men  who  labor  and  by  their  wives  and  daughters.  The 
American  achoolglri  who  is  not  able  to  buy  a  wrist  watch  for 
$15.  $2U.  or  HiS  is  able  to  buy  a  watch  such  as  this ;  but  if  the 
Urlff  duty  Is  raised  to  the  point  desired,  the  American  school- 
girl will  either  have  to  go  witlumt  the  cheaper  grades  of  wrist 
watches  or  buy  the  higher-priced  domestic  product 

Mr.  TYDING8,  Then,  what  really  happens  is  that  a  certain 
group  of  Senators  complain  of  a  bad  situation  and  then  frame 
a  law  no  that  that  bad  situation  will  be  made  worse. 

Mr.  BAUKLKY.  The  Senator  has  put  It  in  language  more 
forceful  11  nd  pungent  than  I  myself  could  dream  of  doing. 

Mr.  SMOOl'.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  RAUKLEY.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  the  Senate  to  understand  that  what  I 
Mid  in  relation  to  the  watch  hud  no  reference  whatever  to  the 
rate  prmided  in  this  bill.  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  Senator 
will  agree  with  me  that  If  there  has  been  an  undervaluation 
it  ought  to  be  made  luiuwn. 

Mr.  BARKLF:Y.     Absolutely. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  in  all  the  Interest  I  had.  I  Shall  look 
Into  the  matter  further. 

Mr.  IlARKLEY.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  In  this  con- 
nection that  T  know  nothing  about  this  matter  except  the 
Infuimatioit  I  have  received  in  the  telegram  whldi  was  occa- 
sioned proliably  by  an.inquirj-  which  I  myself  made.  Having 
listened  to  the  imtljetlc  appeals  made  recently  about  this  watch 
on  the  table,  I  myself  set  lu  motiou  an  inquiry  as  to  the  real 
facts,  and  in  reply  to  that  inquiry  this  telegram  came  to  me 
slneo  I  arrived  in  tlie  S*'nate  this  morning. 

Mr.  President,  the  statement  has  been  made  that  80  per  cent 
of  the  importers  have  agreed  to  this  rate.  It  would  not  have 
any  effect  on  me  if  100  per  cent  of  them  had  agreed  to  it  I 
will  not  vote  for  any  rate  that  Is  cooked  up  by  Interested 
.parties  who  meet  In  secret  and  agree  on  the  rates  they  want 
and  then  come  down  here  and  tell  the  committees  of  Congress, 
"Thi-H  i.-*  what  we  have  agreed  on";  and  because  they  have 
agreed  on  it  we  are  required  to  vote  for  it.  However,  it  is  not 
true  to  say  that  80  per  cent  or  75  per  cent  or,  in  my  judgment, 
more  than  25  or  30  per  c-ent  of  the  importers  of  foreign-made 
watches  have  agreed  to  this  scale  of  rates  or  to  this  change  in 
the  tariff  rate. 

I  have  here  a  list  of  watch  manufacturers  and  importers  who 
are  opiKJwed  to  the  rates  of  duty  proposed.  Of  course,  many  of 
the  ImiKirters,  as  Senators  understand,  do  not  Import  the  com- 
plete watch:  they  bring  the  parts  over;  they  employ  American 
labor  in  installing  t)ie  movements  in  American-made  watchcases, 
and.  ttet-ause  tliey  are  able  to  import  these  watches  Into  the 
United  States  at  a  cheaper  price  than  some  of  the  domestically 
mauufaclured  watches,  they  have  been  able  to  increase  the  de- 
mand for  watches,  which  has  aatomatlcally  increased  the 
demand  for  watchcases  which  are  made  by  American  mannfac- 
tnren*  of  watchcases  and  by  American  laboring  men. 

The  Bnlova  Wntch  Co.  heads  the  liftt  of  those  that  have  not 
agreed  to  the  proiMMed  rate.  The  watch  produced  by  that  com- 
pany has  received  conslderabie  attention  here  because  it  is  a 
well-known  brand.  The  Bulova  Co.  U  able  to  have  an  hour  or 
— half  an  hour  set  apart.  I  believe,  e<ich  night  over  WRC  or  some 
other  radio  broadcasting  station  to  advertise  the  Bulova  watch, 
and  they  give  a  fairly  g<Kxl  program,  as  a  number  of  other 
industries  do  which  are  able  to  employ  the  radio  in  advertising 
their  pro<lucts.    The  other  companies  on  the  list  are  as  follows : 

Gotltic  Watcti  Co.,  We«tfleld  Watch  Ca,  Arrow  Manafactnrlng  Co.. 
Loui*  Adeis  h  Co..  Uoldaraith  Stern  k  Co.,  Knickert>ocker  Watch  Co., 
Namdur  Watch  Co..  United  J'^wHt-ra  (Buren  watch),  Speidel  Chain  Co.. 
North  Amerleao  Watch  Co..  Norman  Morris  h  Co.,  Piedmont  Watch  Co.. 
Avon  Watch  Co..  Savoy  Watch  Co.,  Korones  Broa..  Hamel  Biglander  k 
Co.,  M.  J.  lJimr»rt  *  Co..  Manhattan  Watch  Co.,  Sonpalan  Watch  Co.. 
Jagot  Watch  Co..  Modem  Watch  Co..  American  Standard  Watch  Caa« 
Co..  IMonwr  Watch  Ca««  Co..  Etna  Watch  Co.,  Wolnstrum  Watch  Co., 
I.  Ollendorf  *  Co..  Gotham  Watch  Co..  Strickland  Watch  Co.,  Pennant 
Watch  Sapply  Co.,  Boston  Watch  Co..  Toledo  Watch  Co.,  Bayer  Pret»- 
Wder  *  Mllte  (EUine  Goerlng  Watch  Co.),  Glycine  Watch  Co. 

Tlmt  is  a  list  that  I  have  *  btained,  somewhat  at  random,  of 
watch  companies  that  have  not  entered  into  this  agreement  to 
raise  the  rates  on  American  watches  to  tlie  American  people  to 
this  exorbitant  point. 

Mr.  President,  something  has  been  said  about  the  deplorable 
condition  of  the  American  manufacturers  of  watches.  In  order 
that  we  may  understand  the  situation — and,  as  I  said  a  while 
ago.  thcHe  four  or  five  companies  make  practically  all  the 
watches  in  the  United  States  of  domestic  mannfactme — let  ua 
take  the  Elfftn  Watch  Co, 
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am  prepared  to  admit  that  the  profits  of  the  Elgin  Watch 
Co  have  been  somewhat  reduced ;  but  what  were  they  before 
the  reduction  started?  The  vice  president  of  the  Elgin  Watch 
Co,  did  me  the  courtesy  to  cull  at  my  office  and  discuss  this 
matter  with  me  very  ctmrteously  and  very  frankly;  and  he 
admitted  to  me,  and  he  did  it  without  hesitation,  that  the  figurea 
lam  about  to  quote  were  correct. 

:  "he  Elgin  Watch  Co.  was  incorporated  In  1864.  In  1922  there 
wat  outstanding  common  stock  of  $O,0(X),0(X),  besides  what  was 
caljed  employees'  stock  of  $440,000.     As  there  had  been  stock 

idends  prior  to  this  of  25  per  cent  in  1903  and  20  per  cent  in 
,  it  follows  that  the  total  amount  of  paid-in  capital  was 
more  than   $4,000,000.     Later   stock   dividends  were   paid 

>untlng  to  25  per  cent  in  1923  and  251^   per  cent  in  1926, 

Ich  increased  the  stock  to  the  present  $10,000,000  without 
adding  a  dollar  to  the  Investment  in  the  purchase  of  that  stock. 

'he  cash  dividends  of  the  Elgin  Watch  Co.  have  been  very 
substantial  each  year.  In  1920  they  paid  a  cash  dividend  of 
35  per  cent  on  $10,000,000  in  capital,  which  represented  87% 
per  cent  on  the  amount  of  money  originally  invested.  Now,  I 
asi:  In  all  good  conscience,  Where  is  the  depres.sion?  In  1927 
th<  y  paid  16  per  cent  cash  dividend  on  the  $10,000,000  of  out- 
stiinding  stock,  which  represented  40  per  cent  on  the  original 
in)  estment  Tu  1928  they  paid  14  per  cent  cash  dividend,  which 
re]  (resented  35  per  cent  on  the  original  investment ;  and.  ad- 
mi  ting  that  their  cash  dividends  have  decreased  somewhat  in 
th<  hist  five  or  six  years,  are  they  not  still  within  the  range 
of  extreme  prosperity  that  I  think  the  average  industry  of  the 
Ur  ited  States  would  be  delighted  to  enjoy? 

s'ot  only  that,  Mr.  President,  but  each  year  the  company  has 
hal  surplus  earnings,  so  that  a  surplus  has  accumulated 
amounting  to  $5,000,000,  and  in  addition  to  this  there  is  a  con- 
tiigency  resene  of  a  million  and  a  half  dollars,  all  of  which 
mi  kes  the  present  equity  of  the  original  i>aid-In  capital  about 
four  times  its  original  worth:  and  yet  we  are  asked  to  increase 
th<'  tariff  on  watthes  in  order  that  this  "  depressetl "  branch  of 
the  watch  industry  may  be  able  to  limit,  If  not  to  d«stroy, 
f oi  elgn  competition ! 

Cow,  let  us  see  about  the  Waltham  Watch  Co.,  referred  to 
a  moment  ago  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]. 

The    Waltham    Watch   Co.    has   its   plant    in    Massachuwtts. , 
Tills  company  in  1922  was  unable  to  secure  sufficient  working 
ca  Htal  on  account  of  Increaseil  inventories,  and  was,  therefore, 
re  rganized  in  February,  1923.     Under  the  reorganization  plan 
a  i  yndicate  headed  by  Kidder,  Peabody  &  Co.  bought,  for  $5,550,- 

00  ►  in  cosh,  bonds  and  preferred  stock  of  the  new  comiMiny  of 
tin  f  par  value  of  $7,000,000,  and  all  of  the  ela.ss  A  no-par  common 
sU  ck,  amounting  to  25,000  shares,  and  7,000  shares  of  the  class 
B  no-par  stock  out  of  a  total  of  70,000  shares.  The  old  stock- 
holders were  asked  to  8ul»scrlbe  at  par  for  $1,700,000  of  new  7 
per  cent  prior-preference  shares,  and  for  their  old  8t<x'k  of 
$12,000,000  par  value  were  given  new  6  per  cent  preferred  stock 
of [$4,000,000  par  ralue,  and  63,000  shares  of  the  no  par  class  B 
common  stock. 

e  reorganization  brought  about  under  these  conditions  in 
has  been  extremely  profitable.  The  price  increase  of  the 
r  cent  prior  preferred  has  been  from  $65  in  1923  to  $106.50 
share  in  1928.  In  the  case  of  the  6  per  cent  preferred  stock, 
price  increase<l  from  $15  to  $08  between  1923  and  1928; 
in  the  case  of  the  class  B  common  stock  the  increase  was 
frdm  $5  a  share  to  $91  a  share.  The  company  has  retired  or 
r«|cqtiired  $4,341,500  of  par  value  of  its  bonds,  all  of  its  out- 
stiniling  bonds  except  $1,658,500.  It  has  retired  $529,900  of  its 
pr  or  preferred  stock,  and  $1.H»)7,100  of  its  6  per  cent  preferred 
st<  ck.  Dividends  are  now  being  iMiid  on  the  class  A  common 
stcck — all  of  which  was  issued  to  the  syndicate,  by  the  way — 
but  the  amount  is  not  reported.  In  1928  there  was  earned, 
af  er  the  class  A  dividend,  $454,000,  which  amounts  to  $10.50 
pe  •  share  on  the  class  B  stock  outstanding. 

That  is  the  condition  of  the  reorganized  Waltham  Watch  Co., 
w!  ich  is  located  in  Mas.sachusetts.  since  1923. 

>t  us  see  about  the  Hamilton  Watch  Co.,  which  took  over  the 
II  inois  Watch  Co.  out  in  Illinois, 

This  company  was  incorporated  in  1922,  and  now  has  plants 
In  Pennsylvania  and  Illinois.  It  has  outstanding  c<jmmon  stock 
to  the  par  value  of  $5,000,000,  on  which  not  more  than  $500,000 
as  a  maximum  was  paid  in  cash,  all  the  balance  representing 
St  »ck  dividends.  Two  million  dollars  of  this  $5,000,000  total, 
w  dch  represents  stock  dividends,  was  declared  and  paid  since 
IfiS. 

io  that  under  the  act  of  1922,  which  is  the  present  law  which 

1  im  seeking  to  restore  in  my  amendment,  the  Hamilton  Watch 
ex.  has  declared  $2,000,000  in  stock  dividends.  Increasing  its 
stick  from  $3,000,000  to  $5,000,000;  and  it  had  increased  its  stock 
thjretofore  from  $600,000  to  $3,000,000  by  the  same  process  of 
declaring  stock  ^dividends.    Hie  present  rate  of  dividends  ot 


the  Hamilton  Watch  Co.,  which  took  over  the  Illinois  Watch 
Co.  and  which  has  undergcme  these  various  stock-dividend  in- 
creases without  the  addition  of  any  money.  Is  15.6  per  cent 
When  you  figure  15.6  per  cent  on  $5,000,000  of  present  capitaliM- 
tlon  it  represents  156  per  cent  on  the  original  investment  in  the 
Hamilton  Watch  Co. ;  and  yet  they  have  Joined  in  this  reqiiest 
for  an  enormous  increase  in  the  tariff  on  watches  so  that  they 
may  increase  their  profits  at  the  expense  of  the  American 
people  by  denying  them  the  opporttmity  to  wear  and  purchase 
watches  that  cost  less  money  than  they  themselves  produce 
them  for.  ^  _ 

The  Waterimry  Clock  Co.  haa  a  lAant  in  the  State  of  Con- 
necticut It  makes  nonjeweled  watches.  It  does  not  report 
earnings  or  dividends,  but  has  a  capital  stock  of  $4,000,000  and 
a  corporate  surplus  and  reserves  of  $4,886,000.  In  other  words, 
Its  reserve  fund  now  amounts  to  more  than  its  capital  stock. 

So,  Mr.  President  a  stockhfrider  who  originally  put  $1,000  into 
the  Elgin  Watch  Ca  now  has  stock  worth  $4,500,  and  an  equity 
of  $300  in  the  earnings  of  the  Elgin  Watch  Co. 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illhaois? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  do.  ,     ^ 

Mr.  GLENN.  In  all  probability,  that  stockholder  would  be 
dead  now;  would  he  not?    That  was  67  years  ago. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    He  probably  has  some  heirs.    The  race  has 
not  died  out  in  Illinois. 
Mr.  GLENN.    I  thought  the  Senator  said  "  a  stockholder. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     SomelKKly  owns  that  stock. 

Mr.  DENEEN.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Illinois? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DENEEN,  Does  the  Senator  think  that  the  philosophy 
he  has  Just  stated  about  prices  will  apply  to  the  cheap  lands 
out  in  the  Northwest  which  were  purchased  65  years  ago  for 
$3  and  $6  an  acre,  and  that  the  profit  of  the  present  owners 
should  be  limited  to  a  return  on  that  price? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  landowners  were  here  now  asking 
for  a  tariff  on  land  to  ki'ep  any  foreign  dirt  from  coming  In, 
as  you  are  asking  tc  keep  these  foreign  watches  from  coming  in, 
I  should  say  the  same  rule  might  apply ;  but  they  are  not  doing 
that. 

Mr.  DENEKN.  A  duty  is  being  asked  on  the  products  of  that 
land. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  hardly  a  fair  Illustration  to  refer  to 
lands  taken  up  60  yea  re  ago  out  in  the  West ;  but  I  dare  say 
that  the  profits  of  the  owners  of  the  Elgin  Watch  Co.  are 
infinitely  greater  now  than  the  profits  of  those  who  now  own 
tlie  lands  taken  up  60  years  ago. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Some  of  that  land  was  valued  then  at  $2.50 
an  acre,  and  it  has  sold  for  $150  an  acre  since.  Does  the  Sena- 
tor's views  on  land  apply  to  that?  I  understand  that  the  rates 
on  the  farm  schedule  that  we  have  before  us  was  presented  to 
us  by  the  organized  farmers  who  had  agreed  up<m  the  rates 
which  would  be  asked. 

Mr.   BARKLEY.     Yes;   but  the  farmers  have  been   able  to 
make  a  case  here.     They  have  contrasted  the  benefits  receive<l 
by  industry  from  the  tariff  rates  of  tlie  act  of  1922,  and  they 
have  been  able  to  show  how  those  very  rates  enjoyed  by  Industry 
operate  as  a  burden  upon  American  agriculture ;  and  in  order 
to  comiiensate  them  somewhat  for  that  burden  they  have  askerl 
that  the  rates  on  agricultural  pro<lucts  be  likewise  Increased. 
I  am  in  sympathy  with  that  request  on  their  part  and  I  propose 
to  vote  for  every  farm  rate  that  gives  any  reasonable  prospect 
of  giving  something  to  the  farmer  to  compen.sate  him  for  the 
burden  he  bears,  not  only  by  reason  of  the  industrial  rates  in 
the  present  law  hut  by  reason  of  the  Increasetl  Industrial  rates 
that  you  are  seeking  to  Impose  in  this  WU. 
Mr.  President,  I  have  occupied  all  the  time  I  desire  to  take. 
Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GLENN.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  will  agree 
with  me  that  In  line  with  the  figures  he  has  just  given,  and  the 
study  he  has  made  of  the  profits  of  the  coiiwratlons  engaged  in 
the  watch  business,  it  would  be  proper  now  for  him  to  enlighten 
us  further  with  a  statement  as  to  the  profits  which  are  revealed 
by  his  study  of  the  Bulova  Watch  Co. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  report,  I  think,  indicates  that  the 
Bulova  Watch  Co.  last  year  made  a  million  dollars  and  a 
little  more. 

Mr.  GLENN.    On  how  much  capital? 

Mr.  BARKIjEY.  I  do  not  know  what  the  capital  stock  of  the 
Bulova  Watch  Co.  is.    I  know  nothing  about  it.    I  have  gleaned 


that  information  from  the  reports  of  the  Tariff  Gommissiou  and 
other  information.  But  what  light  does  it  shed  upon  the  merits 
of  the  request  of  the  American  watchmakers,  some  of  whom 
have  declared  dividends  of  not  less  than  14  per  cent  to  refer  to 
profits  made  by  an  importer  of  watches?  There  may  be  a  way 
to  get  at  the  im)flt8  of  the  importers,  and  if  they  are  making  too 
much  in  profits  I  will  join  with  the  Senator  in  any  fair  and 
legal  way  to  recapture  some  of  those  profits  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Government  and  the  peoide;  but  it  will  cNDly  add  to  the 
profits  of  the  domestic  manufacturers  if  we  make  it  impossible 
for  the  Bulova  and  other  watdi  companies  to  import  their 
watches  here  to  sell  tr  tlie  American  people. 

Mr.  GLENN.  If  the  Senator  will  yield,  I  think  It  sheds  con- 
siderable lig^t  npon  whether  the  interest  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  is  really  in  cutting  down  the  profits  of  the  American 
watch  companies  and  leaving  the  profits  to  the  importer  aa 
they  are ;  In  other  words,  aa  to  whether  or  not  the  real  purpose 
of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  to  protect  American  labor  and 
American  capital,  or  to  protect  Swiss  labor  and  Swiss  capital. 
Mr.  BABKLET.  That  is  not  the  question.  We  have  had  Uiis 
controversy  always,  this  straw  man  raised  up  here  about  the 
compensation  of  American  labor  and  foreign  labor.  The  Sen- 
ator  knows  that  in  any  controversy  on  anything  like  equal 
terms  between  an  American  laborer  and  a  foreign  laborer  I  am 
always  for  the  American  laborer,  hut,  at  the  same  time,  I  am 
for  the  American  people,  and  I  want  to  know  w^hether  or  not 
these  enormous  profits,  ranging  from  14  per  cent  on  watered 
stock  mp  to  250  per  cent  have  gone  to  labor,  or  whether  they 
have  gone  into  the  pockets  of  those  who  own  the  stock  of  tlie 
companies. 

Mr.  GLENN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  S^iator  yield? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield, 

Mr.  GLENN.  The  Senator  Is  sincere,  and  has  given  this 
subject  study.  I  do  not  know  one  who  is  more  emphatic  In 
his  statements  than  he  as  an  advocate  of  the  American  laborer, 
and  he  wants  to  see  everything  reasonable  done  for  American 
labor.  May  I  suggest  that  as  to  these  two  paragraphs  the  un- 
disputed statement  is  made  that  for  every  dollar  that  comes  in 
here  from  Svrttzerland  in  the  way  of  watches,  90  cents  is  taken 
away  from  American  laboring  men.  The  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky will  never  have  a  better  opportunity  to  demonstrate  by 
his  vote  his  real  friendship  for  American  labor  than  he  will  on 
these  two  paragraphs  now  before  us. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  For  every  90  cents  that  the  American  labor- 
ing man  loses  by  reason  of  watches  that  come  in  from  Switzer- 
land, he  makes  $1.25  by  the  exportation  of  American  pro<luct8 
that  we  send  to  Switzerland,  Yes;  the  Senator  is  willing  to 
swap  $1.28  for  90  cents.  I  would  remind  the  Senator  that  that 
is  a  very  poor  indication  of  business  animen,  and  It  Is  not  the 
basis  on  which  I  want  to  write  a  tariff  bllL 

Not  only  have  American  watchmakers  made  these  enormous 
profits  to  which  I  have  referred,  but  the  retail  Jewelers,  by  their 
consent  and  by  their  advertisements  and  by  their  price  lists, 
mark  watches  from  90  to  145  per  cent  up  above  the  cost  to  the 
American  watclimaker  In  fixing  the  prices  at  which  he  sells  it 
to  the  American  consumer.  It  may  tie  and  I  suppose  is  true 
that  the  Importer  marks  up  a  higher  percentage  than  that  but 
when  the  domestic  manufacturer  is  advertising  to  the  American 
retail  jeweler  that  he  can  mark  up  the  price  from  90  to  145 
per  cent  on  the  domestic  product,  then  I  think  he  has  no  case  to 
come  here  and  ask  for  anothw  Increase  In  the  tariff,  when  he 
has  been  able  to  profit  so  greatly  under  the  present  law, 
Mr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  a  moment  ago 
complained  very  bitterly  that  the  manufacturers  and  the  Im- 
porters, or  a  certain  proportion  of  them,  liad  joined  in  writing 
rates  that  had  raised  greatly  the  tariff  rates  upon  purcliasers  of 
watches  here.  May  I  restate  the  information  I  have  trie<l  to 
make  clear  In  my  speech?  The  rate  oo  a  17-jeweled  watch  was 
$6.50  under  the  1922  law.  In  the  Senate  committee  bill  it  is 
$4.31. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  you  have  made  a  show  <rf  decreasing 
the  tariff  on  these  high-priced  watches  in  order  that  you  may 
put  over  this  increase  on  the  lower  priced  watches.  The  average 
workingman  is  not  interested  in  these  high-priced  watches;  he 
is  interested  in  the  medium  and  low  priced  watches;  and  of 
what  benefit  is  it  to  the  average  Ameriain  citizen  to  have  the 
tariff  reduced  from  $6  to  $4.50  on  a  17  to  21  jeweled  watch 
when  you  have  increased  it  on  all  the  watches  below  that? 

Mi  DENEEN.  On  the  nonjeweled  watch  the  rates  were 
the  same  in  the  1922  law,  the  bill  as  It  passed  the  House,  and 
in  the  committee  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  about  the  rates  oo  watchra  wfth  firv^aa 
1  to  7  Jewda? 
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Mr.  DBNBEN.  On  ft  3cwd«d  watch  with  7  Jeweto— that  !•, 
the  standard  watch— In  1922  the  rate  was  $1.25;  in  the  Senate 
commtttee  biU  It  Is  $1.00. 

Mr  BARKLEY.    It  ia  an  increase  of  about  50  per  cent. 

Mr.  DENEBN.  Thirty-flve  cents  a  watrti;  that  la,  proriding 
th«y  add  to  the  cost  of  the  watch  the  full  tarilt    That  la  the 

Diaxiiiiom.  ^^       ^      ^,.        * 

Second,  on  a  15-Jeweled  watch  the  rate  was  |2  under  the  act 
of  1«22.  $2.80  under  the  Senate  committee  hUX. 

Third,  the  rate  on  a  17-Jeweled  watch  under  the  old  law  was 
|«..V),  and  that  Ib  reduced  to  $4.31  by  the  Senate  committee. 

Fourth,  on  the  19-Jeweled  watch  the  old  rate  was  |10.75,  and 
the  rate  in  the  committee  Mil  is  $4.67. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Will  the  Senator  give  us  the  ratio  of 
American  citiiens  who  buy  1»-Jewel  watches  as  compared  with 
those  who  buy  watches  with  the  smaller  number  of  Jewels? 

Mr.  DENEEN.     To  which  class  does  the  Senator  refer? 

Mr.  BARKLET.  I  refer  to  all  classes  that  buy  19-Jewel 
watches. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  One  Jewel  or  none.  35  cents  each.  There  is 
no  change. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  misunderstood  me.  He  re- 
ferred to  the  fact  that  the  committee  has  decreased  the  tariff 
rate  on  watches  with  19  Jewels. 

Mr.  DBNSBN.     Yes. 

Mr.  BAHKLEY.  I  asked  the  Senator  what  proportion  of  the 
American  watch  wearers  buy  19-Jewel  watchea  as  compared 
with  those  who  buy  the  cheaper  grades. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  It  Is  obvious  that  I  could  not  answer  that, 
nor  could  anybody  elHe. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  I  think  the  Senator  would  agree  that 
the  number  of  the  users  of  19-Jewel  watches  and  21-Jewel 
watches,  and  even  17-Jewel  watchesi.  Is  infinitely  lower  than  the 
number  using  watches  ranging  from  6  up  to  11  and  15  Jewels. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  The  answer  to  that  is  that  only  two  are  in- 
creaiied,  one  from  $1J25  to  $1.60  and  the  15-Jewel  watches  from 
^  to  $2.60. 

Mr.  BAAKLBY.  Of  course,  the  Senator  realises  that  in  addi- 
tion to  all  the  complicated  method  by  rrhich  the  diameter  of 
the  movement  is  to  be  considered  and  the  adjustments  are  to  be 
considered,  you  have  added  here  a  tarltT  of  35  cents  per  jewel 
on  all  watches  that  contain  up  to  7  jewels,  and  that  on  watches 
containing  between  7  and  15  the  rate  is  9  cents  for  each  Jewel, 
and  above  15  it  Is  18  cents  for  each  jewel.  So  that  you  have  put 
a  tariff  on  each  jewel  in  the  lower-class  watches  of  more  than 
twice  the  rate  you  will  put  on  the  jewels  in  the  medium-priced 
watches  and  the  high-priced  watches.  Therefore  in  proportion 
to  a  man's  poverty,  if  he  wants  a  watch,  he  must  pay  more  for 
each  Jewel  that  It  contains. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President  the  figure  35  cents  in  line  6, 
page  92,  was  inserted  in  the  measure  to  avoid  fraud  in  the  way 
of  evasion  of  duty,  and  for  no  other  purpose,  and  that  adds  35 
cents  to  $1J25,  provided  under  the  old  act,  to  keep  out  these 
fraudulent  watches,  making  $1.60. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Reference  has  been  nmde  to  the  importation 
of  parts.  I  may  say  that  the  parts  against  which  complaint  is 
made  pay  50  per  cent  dnties,  and  that  last  year  only  $250,000 
worth  came  in ;  so  that  is  not  a  serious  matter. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  call  attention  to  page 
92  of  the  bill,  which  gives  the  rates  on  watdbes  with  the  differ- 
ent numbers  of  Jewels,  as  follows: 

It  kavlog  not  mor*  than  7  jewels,  S5  cents ;  If  taavlnc  more  tluut  7 
■ad  Dot  BOT«  than  IB  Jewela,  9  cents  for  each  Jewel ;  If  having  oiore 
tbaa  IS  Jvwela.  18  cents  for  each  Jewel. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  in  other  words,  the  Jewel 
that  comes  over  in  a  watch  with  only  7  Jewels  bears  a  rate  of 
7iS  cents,  but  the  same  Jewel  in  a  15-Jewel  watch  bears  a  duty 
of  only  9.  So  that  In  proportion  as  a  man  is  unable  to  buy  an 
expensive  watch,  you  tax  him  more  highly  on  the  Jewels  con- 
tained in  the  cheap  watdi. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  Is  wrong  In  his  construction  of  the 
language.    Thirty-five  cents  is  for  the  7-Jewel  watch. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    That  Is,  35  cents  per  jewel. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  it  says  35  cents  each.  It  does  not  say  35 
cents  per  Jewel.    It  reads : 

If  having  not  aore  than  7  Jewela,  35  'cents :  If  having  more  than  7 
and  not  more  than  IS  Jewels,  8  cents  for  each  Jewel ;  If  having  more 
than  13  Jewda.  18  cents  per  each  Jewel. 

So  that  the  construction  the  Senator  put  upon  the  first  35 
cents  Is  not  borne  out  by  the  wording  of  the  paragraph. 

Mr.  BAELKLBY.  If  that  is  the  construction  to  be  placed  on  it, 
the  language  certainly  ought  to  be  clarified  to  carry  the  mean- 
ing out. 
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DENEEN.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
BARKLEY.     I  yield,  but  I  want  to  conclude  my  remarks 
get  a  vote. 

Ir.  DENEEN.    I  understood  the  Senator  to  state  that 

porta  of  parts  amounted  to  $250,114  In  1928. 
r.  BARKLEY.     Yes. 
r.  DENEEN.     Has  the  Senator  the  statistics  regarding 

iports  In  1923? 
r.  BARKLEY.    I  have  them  here  somewhere, 
r.  DENEEN.    They  were  $13,000  then,  1  am  informed, 
r.  BARKLEY.     I  do  not  dispute  that,  but  they  will  have  to 
gd  a  long  way  over  $250,000  before  they  seriously  Interfere  with 
th  i  American  domestic  factories. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  before  we  leave  this  matter  of  the 
wi  itch  paragraph,  I  think  that  in  Justice  to  the  American  Indus- 
tr  f  I  ought  to  pat  In  some  figures. 

I  have  a  statement  audited  by  certified  public  accountants 
showing  the  agsregate  earnings  of  the  Seth  Thomas  Clock  Co., 
the  Waterbury  Clock  Co.,  the  E.  Ingraham  Clock  Co.,  the  New 
H  iven  Clock  Co.,  the  Lux  Clock  Co.,  the  Gilbert  Clock  Co..  and 
the  Sessions  Clock  Co.  Those  are  the  Connecticut  manufac- 
tn  rers  of  watches  and  clocks.  I  am  told  that  for  the  year  1925 
tie  aggregate  earnings  of  all  those  companies  was  $1,956,000. 
It  the  next  year,  1926.  the  aggregate  had  slumped  to  $1,737,000. 
Ir  1927  the  earnings  were  $1,688,000,  and  In  1928  they  were 
$1627,000.  Those  ore  the  domestic  manufacturers.  That  ia 
one  side  of  the  picture. 

JHere  is  the  other  side  of  the  picture.  If  we  take  the  earnings 
oi  the  Bulova  Watch  Co.,  as  advertised  in  the  broker's  circular 
oil  which  the  stock  was  recently  sold  to  the  public,  In  1926  their 
ejmings  were  $291,000,  In  1927  their  earnings  Jumped  to 
$<  06.000,  in  1928  they  amoimted  to  $1,201,000.  There  was  a  300 
p  r  cent  increase  in  1928  over  1926,  while  the  American  manu- 
ficturers's  earnings  in  the  adjoining  Connecticut  district  were 
steadily  declining  during  the  sjime  period. 

That  is  the  situation  our  friends  of  the  coalition  want  to  per- 
p<  tuate.  and  it  Is  time  the  American  people  knew  It. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Mr.  President,  before  voting  upon  the  matter  I 
tl  ink  we  should  pay  a  little  more  attention  to  the  financial  con- 
d  tlon  of  those  actually  employed  In  the  industry.  Our  friend 
fiom  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bakki-ey],  as  It  seems  to  me,  has  wholly 
d  sregarded  that  part  of  the  situation.  He  claims  to  be  a 
gi  eat  friend  of  the  laboring  man.  but  the  fact  that  In  one  factory 
lE  Illinois,  the  largest  of  all  the  watch  factories  In  the  country. 
I  believe,  within  the  last  two  or  three  years  almost  one-fourth 
01  Its  employees  have  been  discharged  on  account  of  lack  of 
bi  isiness  carries  no  weight  with  him  at  all.  The  fact  that  capl- 
ta  1  has  earned  profits  forecloses  the  laboring  man  and  the  artl- 
sin  in  his  judgment  from  sharing  in  the  profits.  The  fact  that 
d<  »mestlc  production  of  watch  movements  last  year  amounted  to 
oi  Jy  one  million  seven  hundred  and  fifty -seven  thousand  and  odd 
movements,  and  the  importations  amountetl  to  more  than  twice 
tlat  number.  3.842,000  movemf^nts.  cuts  no  figure  with  those  who 
aie  opposing  the  two  pending  provisions  of  the  tariff  bill.  The 
fact  that  Swiss  labor,  or  foreign  labor  largely  Swiss,  produces 
mare  than  twice  as  many  movements  for  watches  sold  in  the 
Uilted  States  as  are  produced  by  the  American  laboring  man 
cv  ts  no  figure  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
yi»ld  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  GLENN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  this  connection  I  should  like  to  point  out 
to  the  Senator  that  in  1914  the  proportion  of  the  cost  of  pro- 
ducing watches  In  America  drawn  by  labor  was  58.75  per  cent, 
bT  t  in  1927  the  proportion  of  the  cost  of  producing  an  American 
Witch  drawn  by  labor  had  been  reduced  to  51.46  per  cent  If 
tie  laboring  man  Is  not  drawing  his  share  It  Is  not  due  to  the 
tariff  but  is  due  to  the  policy  of  his  employers. 

Mr.  GLENN.  That  is  ignoring  the  question  of  putting  the 
p  irts  t<«ether  and.  assembling  the  watches.  But  if  it  is  only 
5(1  per  cent,  I  would  rather  have  the  50  per  cent  earned  by 
A  oaerican  labor  than  earned  by  Swiss  or  French  or  Italian  labor 
or  laborers  of  some  other  country.  When  we  are  proceeding 
tt  jder  the  benefits  supposedly  of  a  protective  tariff,  and  everyone 
OI  I  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  says  now  that  he  believes  in  a 
pi  otective  tariff.  No  one  upon  the  Democratic  side  of  the 
C  lamber  Is  bold  enough  any  longer  to  say  that  he  opposes  the 
tl  eory  of  a  protective  tariff.  His  own  candidate  for  President 
ii  the  Senator's  own  city  of  Louisville  changed  the  position 
o  his  party  and  assumed  the  position  which  the  Republican 
Pirty  has  maintained  so  long. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
y  eld  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  OLENN.    I  yield. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  want  to  prolong  the  agony  by 
political  debate. 

Mr.  GLENN.    The  agony  has  not  come  altogether  from  me. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
to  the  fact  that  no  one  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  has  been  bold 
enough  either  to  advocate  an  embargo. 

Mr.  GLENN.  But  there  is  no  embargo  involved  here.  With 
foreign  watchmakers  sending  in  more  than  double  the  amount 
of  watches  manufactured  in  the  United  States,  how  can  the 
Senator  claiui  there  Is  anything  like  an  embargo  here? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The   VICE   PRESIDENT.    Does   the   Senator   from    Illlnob 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 
Mr.  GLENN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Just  In  self-drfense  I  want  to  say  that  I 
am  one  who  either  is  b<^d  Miough  or  frank  enough  to  say  that 
I  do  not  believe  in  a  protective  tariff. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Has  the  Senator  any  company  on  his  side  of 
the  aisle? 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  want  to  say,  too,  that  I  did  not  Indorse 
that  part  of  our  Democratic  platform  which  apparently  declared 
for  protection.  I  did  not  indorse  it  last  year,  and  I  do  not 
Indorse  It  now ;  and  I  want  to  say  that  the  Senator  from  lllin(^ 
must  exclude  me  from  the  statement  he  Just  made. 

Mr.  GLENN.  1  think  the  Senator  will  admit  that  he  Is  of  a 
lone  kind  on  his  side  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr,  McKELLAR  No ;  I  do  not  think  so. 
Mr.  GLENN.  Mr.  President,  we  find  that  while  domestic  pro- 
duction of  movements  has  not  increased  there  has  been  an 
Increase  in  the  movements  Imported  by  the  Bulova  Watch  Co. 
which  has,  as  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Babklet] 
stated,  a  wonderful  radio  program.  I  do  not  recall  having 
heard  him  speak  on  that  program,  but  they  do  have  a  good 
program. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  did  not  Intimate  that  I  spoke  on  their 
program.  I  am  a  listener.  I  am  satisfield,  good  as  their  pro- 
gram may  be,  that  it  mi^t  be  lmi«-oved  If  the  Senator  trom 
Illinois  would  participate. 

Mr.  GLENN.  At  any  rate,  the  Bulova  people,  whom  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  advocates  so  strongly,  increased  their 
sales  In  the  United  States  322  per  cent,  and  yet  this  great 
friend  of  American  labor,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  advo- 
cates a  continuance  of  the  present  situation.  He  boldly  charges 
tl»e  Senate  tlnance  Committee  with  having  written  tariff  sched- 
ules for  the  benefit  of  the  American  watch  peoi^e.  He  said 
that  the  American  watdi  people  came  down  here  and  the  tariff 
schedules  were  written  Just  as  the  American  manufacturers 
wanted  them.  I  believe  that  was  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky. 

I  presume  that  we  who  believe  In  American  labor  and  Ameri- 
can capital  might  as  well  and  as  fairly  charge  that  the  substi- 
tute wliich  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  offers  is  entirely  satis- 
factory to  the  foreigners  who  are  sending  their  watch  movements 
Into  America  to  such  a  great  extent 
Mr.   BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  if  the   Senator  will  yield 

again 

Mr.  GLENN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  B.\RKLEY.  I  will  say  that  the  substitute  which  I  have 
offered  Is  in  the  language  of  the  Republican  Party  in  the  act  of 
1922,  which  has  been  proclaimed  as  the  creator  of  the  mar- 
v^oas  proi?>erity  which  we  are  now  enjoying  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  OLEN"N.  And  it  is  the  paragraph  against  which  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  voted  at  that  time,  if  I  am  correctly 
Informed. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  gone  so  far  in  my  approval,  as  the 
Senator  indicated  a  while  ago,  I  believe,  as  to  be  willing  to 
accept  a  Republican  tariff  provision  when  it  is  put  up  against 
a  new  doctrine  of  an  embargo  against  any  importations  In  order 
that  the  American  manufacturers  may  enjoy  a  monopoly  of  the 
market. 

Mr.  GLENN.  But  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  with  his  acute 
mind  has  leame<l  after  seven  years  that  he  was  wrong  when  he 
voted  against  this  paragraph  in  1922. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  Is  a  wise  man  who  changes  his  mind,  but 
the  fool  never  does. 

Mr.  OLENN.  We  have  all  changed.  I  think.  I  believe  the 
Republican  Party  has  been  more  consistent  upon  the  matter  of 
protection  and  again.st  free  trade  tlmn  has  the  party  of  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  Interrupt  the  Sena- 
tor only  once  more.  If  this  were  an  original  proposition  and 
I  were  delegated  to  draw  the  law  with  reference  to  the  tariff  on 
watches,  I  do  not  mean  to  intimate  that  I  would  be  satisfied 
with  the  provisions  of  the  present  law ;  but  as  a  substitute  for 


the  provision  which  the  Senator  is  advocating  and  which  ne  la 
trying  to  put  over,  I  have  offered  it  as  the  next  best  thing  that 
we  can  probably  attain. 

Mr.  GLENN.  If  I  were  offering  a  substitute,  I  think  I  would 
not  offer  one  whldi  I  had  to  confess  was  the  least  undesirable, 
but  I  would  offer  the  one  which  I  thought  was  the  proper  sub^ 
stitute.  I  am  surprised  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  with 
all  the  thought  he  has.  given  to  this  matter,  should  now 
announce  that  his  substitute  is  a  worthless  and  unwoithy  sub- 
stitute. We  do  not  think  that  of  the  provisions  we  have  oflCered 
here.    We  think  they  are  wise  and  Just  and  proper. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE   PRESIDENT.    Di>es   the   Senator  from   Illinois 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  GLENN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  referred  to  the  attitude  or 
policy  of  the  Beimblican  Party.  I  am  anxious  to  know  Just 
which  branch  of  the  Republican  Party  he  speaks  for. 

Mr.  GLENN.  I  am  speaking  at  this  time  for  the  Illinois 
branch  of  the  Republican  Party. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  When  the  Senator  speaks  of  the  Repub- 
lican Party,  It  is  diflkult  for  us  to  know  Just  which  part  of  it 
he  speaks  for. 

Mr.  GLENN.    If  we  are  going  Into  political  history,  I  would 
like  first  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  who  submits  the  inquiry 
to  me.    I  wonder  for  whom  he  is  speaking  and  for  which  branch 
of  the  Democratic  Party  he  Is  speaking?     My  recollection  is 
that  he  was  a  candidate  on  the  La  IXillette  Socialist  ticket  a  few 
years  ago.    Whom  does  he  represent  now?     For  what  branch 
of  Democracy  does  he  speak  now? 
Mr.  WHEELER.    I  do  not  think  I  am  called  upon  to  say. 
Mr.  GLENN.    No ;  I  do  not  think  so  either. 
Mr.  WHBELBR.    The  Senator  made  the  statement  that  ha 
represented  the  Republican  Party,   and   then   I   asked  which 
branch  of  the  Republican  Party  he  represented.     The  Senator 
said  he  was  speaking  for  the  Illinois  branch  of  the  Republican 
Party. 

Mr.  GLENN.  The  Senator  should  never  ask  me  to  answer  a 
question  which  he  himself  can  not  answer  when  applied  to 
himself. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Is  that  a  third  branch  of  the  Republican 
Party  over  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber? 

Mr.  GLENN.  It  is  not  desired  here  that  from  every  $1,000 
of  watch  movements  imported  from  foreign  lands,  $000  shall 
be  taken  from  the  pockets  of  American  labor.  I  call  upon  the 
advocates  of  labor,  especially  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Whizlzx],  who,  I  think,  is  the  most  consistent  advocate  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Chamber,  perhaps  the  most  loyal  and  most 
sincere  advocate,  to  stand  at  this  time  with  American  labor  and 
vote  for  American  viratches  produced  by  American  labor  upon 
American  soil,  that  they  may  be  afforded  the  benefit  of  a  pro- 
tective tariff  system  which  he  has  recently  adopted  as  his  own. 
Mr.  WHEEILER.  Mr,  President,  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  made  reference  to  me  a  moment  ago,  I 
will  say  that  I  am  interested  in  protecting  American  labor,  and 
If  I  could  see  where  American  labor  was  getting  the  benefit  of 
the  tariff,  then  I  would  gladly  stand  here  on  the  fioor  of  the 
Senate  and  vote  for  It.  But  when  I  see  the  highly  protected 
industries  of  the  country  paying  niggardly  wages,  making  their 
employees  live  in  misery  and  in  poverty  while  they  are  building 
up  greater  and  greater  increases  for  themselves  and  divldinc 
their  stodc  and  paying  stock  dividends  and  then  coming  back  to 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and  asking  for  a  tariff  in 
order  that  they  may  pay  dividends  upon  that  watered  stock,  I 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois  that  any  labor  man  who  comes 
to  the  Halls  of  Congress  asking,  if  you  please,  as  some  of  them 
have,  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  enrich  a  few 
manufacturers  and  take  U  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  farmers 
and  laboring  men  of  the  country,  he  ought  to  be  ashamed  of 
himself  and  he  ought  to  hide  his  face  when  he  goes  Imck  to  his 
own  organization.  What  such  advocates  are  doing  when  they 
take  that  attitude  is  to  say,  "We  want  to  mulct  the  farmers 
and  tlie  laboring  pe<^le  in  general  in  order  that  we  may  enrich 
a  few  watchmakers  and  a  few  other  people  of  that  kind  at  the 
expense  of  the  general  public  of  the  United  States." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Babklbt]. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 
The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  DENEEN.    Mr.  President,  I  make  the  point  of  the  ab- 
sence of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  derk  wHI  call  the  rolL 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


*4' 


f*? 


5524 


CONGRESSIONAL  Ri  CORD— SENATE 


Barkley 

Blngbaa 

Black 

Blaine 

Borah 

BratUta 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Broanttand 

Capper 

Caraway 

Coonally 

Copeland 

CoUZt'DB 

Cut»:nK 
Iteneen 

Kdse 
Peas 

rietcber 

The   VICE 


Frasiar 

Glllett 

Glenn 

Goff 

Ooidaiwroacb 

Greene 

Hnle 

Harria 

HarriaoB 

Ilatfleld 

Hawea 

HaTdea 

Hebert 

Htflin 

Howall 

Jnboaoa 

Jonea 

Kean 

K<>ndrick 

PRESIDENT. 


Staortrldffs 

Simnaoos 

Smoot 

Bteck 

Bteiwer 

StepheM 

Swanaon 

Tbomaa.  Idaho 

Thomaa.  OkU. 

Townaend 

Traminell 

Tydtiifa 

Yaadeaberg 

Wasner 

Wafeott 

Walah." 

Walab.  Mont 

Wbeeler 


Keyea 

La  FolletU 

licKellar 

McMaater 

MeNarr 

Metcalf 

Moaea 

Norbeck 

Norrls 

Overman 

Patteraoa 

Pblppa 

RanadeU 

Beed 

Robinitoo.  Ind. 

Backett 

Schall 

Bbeppard 

Serenty-flve  Senators  harins  an- 
Hwt-red  to  their  names,  a  quorum  Is  present  The  yeas  and 
nayn  have  been  ordered  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr,  DBNEEN.  Mr.  President,  may  the  question  be  again 
stated  ?    A  number  of  Senators  do  not  understand  the  question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  BarsxctI. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  EDOB  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  question  I 
kave  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Smith  1.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware [Mr.  Hastings]  and  TOte  "nay." 

Mr.  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  hare  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Wabow]. 
I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  junior  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Blkase]  and  vote  "yea." 

Mr.  PHIPPS  (when  his  name  was  called).  On  this  vote  I 
baTe  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  0>oaoEl, 
which  I  transfer  to  the  Junior  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr 
Odoik],  and  vote  **  nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  BINGHAM  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  Mr. 
President,  has  tlie  Junior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Olass] 
voted? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     He  has  not 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Junior  Sen- 
ator from  Virginia.  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  Junior  Senator 
front  Maine  [Mr.  Gocu>1  and  will  allow  my  vote  to  stand. 

Mr.  HATDEN.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  senior  Senator 
from  Ariscua  [Mr.  AsHtnwr]  is  detained  on  poUlc  boslneM. 
If  present,  be  would  rote  "  yea." 

Mr.  FESS.    I  desire  to  anoonnce  the  following  general  pairs : 

The  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Allms]  with  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Kma] : 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  WATioir]  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  BoBxivaoir]; 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Dais]  wltb  the  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Dnxl ; 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  McCrixocH]  with  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  PimfAif] ;  ao4l 

The  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  WATWMMAm]  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arlxona  [Mr.  AsBimar]. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  51,  nays  24,  as  follows : 

TBA»— 51 


Barklcy 

fletcher 

McKeUar 

Siomona 

Buck 

Fraaler 

McMaater 

Steck 

Blatne 

Harrta 

McNarr 

Metcalf 

Steiwer 

Birsta 

Harrison 

Stephena 

Bratton 

Ilawea 

Norbeck 

Swanaon 

Brock 

Ilaydea 
Hebert 

Norrla 

Tbcmaa.  Idaho 

Brookhart 

Nye 

Thomaa,  Okla. 

Capper 

Hetlla 

Overman 

Trammel  1 

Caraway 

HoweU 

Ranadell 

Tydinga 

Connally 

Johaaon 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Wafner 
Walsh,  Mont 

Copeland 

Jooea 

Sackett 

Coasena 

KeiMlrick 

BchaU 

Whealer 

Cuttlax 

LaFoUette 

Sbeppard 

NAY»— 24 

BiaicbaJB 

Gleaa 

Kean 

Shortridce 

Brousaard 

Goff 

Keyea 

Smoot 

I  >eot-«n 

Goldaboroogh 

Moaea 

Townsend 

Edxe 

Greeaa 

Patteraon 

Vaitdenberg 

»M 

Hale 

Phlpps 

Walcott 

Glllett 

UatfleM 

Reed 

Walah.  Maaa. 

NOT 

VOTING— 20 

Allen 

G«orse 

McCollocb 

Shipstead 
Smith 

Asburat 

Olaas 

Oddle 

Bleaae 

Ooald 

Pine 

Warren 

Dal* 

Haatinsa 

Plttman 

Watemaa 

UUl 

Kins 

Sobinaon,  Ark. 

WataoB 

So  Mr.  BAaKLET'a  amendment  was  agreed  ta 

Mr.  SMlKJT.  Mr.  I^resident  the  next  paragraph  la  368,  on 
page  98. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  I  have  offered  a  precisely  similar  amend- 
ment to  paragraph  368  aa  the  one  I  offered  to  paragraph  367. 


November  13 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5535 


I  isk  unanimous  consent  that  that  amendment  may  be  now 
considered  under  the  same  circnmstunces  as  the  amendment  to 
paragraph  367  was  considered.  I  have  no  desire  to  discuss  the 
an  endment,  but  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  let  it  go  to  a  vote. 

'?he    VICE    PRESIDENT.    The    Secretary    will    state    the 
endment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
e  Chief  Clixk.    The   Senator   from   Kentucky  offers   an 
amendment  to  strike  out  all  of  section  368  and  insert  in  Ileo 
thereof  the  following. 

r.  REED.    If  the  amendment  is  the  same  as  the  law  of 
19t2.  I  suggest  there  is  no  need  of  reading  it 

r.  BARKLEY.     I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  reading 
of  |the  amendment  may  be  dispensed  with. 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
The  amendment  is  as  follows: 

On  page  98,  line  4,  strike  out  all  of  section  368  and  insert  in  Ilea 
the  reof  tha^oiM^ing : 

"  Clocka  and  clock  moTements,  Including  lever  clock  movements,  and 
clarkwork  mecbaniams,  cased  or  uacaaed.  whether  imported  complete 
or  in  parts,  and  any  device  or  mechanism  having  an  essential  operating 
fei  ture  intended  for  measaring  time,  distance,  or  fares,  or  the  flowage 
of  water,  gas,  electricity,  or  similar  uses,  or  for  regulating  or  controlling 
th<>  speed  of  arbors,  drums,  disks,  or  similar  uses,  or  for  recording, 
in<  icating,  or  performing  any  operation  or  function  at  a  predetermined 
tlite  or  times,  any  of  the  foregoing,  whether  wholly  or  partly  complete 
or  knocked  down  (In  which  condition  they  shall  be  appraised  at  the 
va  uation  of  the  complete  article)  :  cases  and  casings  for  clo<^kwork 
m<  chanisms  imported  separately :  all  the  foregoing,  46  per  cent  ad 
va  lorem ;  and  in  addition  thereto,  upon  any  of  the  foregoing  articles  or 
parts  thereof,  having  Jewela,  but  not  more  than  two  jewela,  in  the 
e»  lupement,  $1  each ;  having  more  than  two  but  not  more  than  four 
Je^rels.  $2  each;  having  more  than  four  Jewels,  $4  each;  if  without 
Jetrels  in  the  escapement  and  valued  at  not  over  fl.lO  each,  35  cents 
ea  rb ;  valued  at  more  than  $1.10  and  not  more  than  |2.25  each,  70  cents 
ea;h;  valued  at  more  tlian  $2.25  but  not  more  than  $6  each,  |1  each; 
valued  at  more  than  $5  but  not  more  than  $10  each,  |2  each;  valued 
at  more  than  $10  each,  |3  each ;  all  parts  and  materials  for  use  in 
ao^  of  the  foregoing  if  imported  separately,  and  not  specially  provided 
fo '.  50  per  cent  ad  valorem :  Provided,  That  all  dials,  whether  attached 
to  movementa  or  not,  when  imported,  shall  have  Indelibly  painted, 
pr  nted,  or  atamped  thereon  the  name  of  the  country  of  origin,  and  the 
fr<  nt  or  back  plate  of  the  movement  frame  of  any  of  the  foregoing  when 
imported  shall  have  the  name  of  the  maker  or  purchaser,  the  name  of 
th  >  country  where  maoufactured.  and  the  number  of  Jewela,  if  any, 
im  lelibly  stamped  on  the  most  visible  part  of  same ;  but  if  such  mark- 
In  [s  are  in  whole  or  in  part  snfflciently  similar  to  the  trade  nam**  or 
tr  ide-mark  of  aa  catabliabed  American  manufacturer  as  to  be  liable 
to  deceive  the  user  in  the  United  States,  entry  thereof  shall  be  denied 
tf  ancb  trade  name  or   trade-mark  baa  bees  placed  on   file   with   tlie 

00  lector  of  customs." 

lir.  BEED.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  riae  to  pronounce  a  very 
taflef  obi  I  nary  over  the  next  industry  that  is  to  be  slaughtered. 

1  want  to  explain  what  we  have  done  In  the  Finance  Committee 
ax  lendment. 

Mr.  EDiJB.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
rania  jrield  to  the  S^iator  from  New  Jersey? 

Kr.  REED.    I  yield, 
r.  EDGE.    Does  the  Bulova  Co.  in  Rhode  Island  also  assem- 
ble parts  made  by  foreign  labor  and  produce  the  flnished  clock? 

Mr.  REED.  The  parts  are  made  by  foreign  labor  in  large 
qt  antities,  and  doubtless  the  Finance  Committee's  amendment 
w  11  be  disagreed  to  and  foreign  labor  wiU  continue  to  make  the 
cl  tcks. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.    Mr.  President 

rhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vsnia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  if  that  is  the 
ssme  foreign  labor  that  i.s  fixing  the  price  of  our  farm  products 
b;    the  standard  of  foreign  prices? 

Mr.  REED.     I  presume  it  is. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  It  would  help  the  farmer  somewhat  if 
W8  could  help  that  foreign  lalwr  and  increase  its  purchasing 
p<i\ver  for  American  agricultural  prodnct.s. 

Mr.  REI<:d.  That  seems  to  be  the  Senator's  philosophy  and, 
li  so  far  as  I  can  see,  the  country  is  headed  In  that  direction. 

Mr.  President,  the  provision  reported  by  the  Senate  com- 
m  ittee  differs  from  the  House  bill  In  this  re^rd :  We  have  tried 
tc  make  a  more  losical  separation  of  the  electrical  machinery 
aiid  clock-work  mechanism,  putting  into  this  paraCT^ph  all 
mechanism  of  purely  clocklike  character  used  for  measuring 
time  or  distance  traveled  or  any  other  clock-like  registering 
m^hanism.  and  patting  into  the  electrical  paragraph  electrical 
m  otors  of  all  kinds  except  the  very  smallest  electric  motors  used 


in  small  and  cheap  electric  clocks.  The  rates  of  duty  provided 
in  this  paragraph  on  clock  mechanism  are  the  same  as  those  In 
the  House  bill.  The  committee  made  no  change  in  them,  and, 
generally  speaking,  they  represent  an  Increase  of  from  45  to  50 
per  cent  over  the  rates  of  the  present  law.  The  need  for  that  Is 
pretty  well  shown  by  the  fact  that  in  five  years,  from  1923  to 
1927,  domestic  production  increased  24  per  cent  while  the  im- 
ports increased  133  per  cent  on  the  completed  movements,  and 
the  importations  of  parts  and  materials  for  clo<^  have  im- 
creased  about  700  per  cent. 

Competition  is  particularly  keen  in  certain  types  of  product 
Tlte  clocks  with  which  we  are  all  familiar,  used  on  automobile 
dashboards,  for  example,  are  practically  entirely  made  abroad. 
That  industry  has  almost  completely  disappeared  from  the 
United  States.  I  believe  most  of  those  clocks  are  made  in 
Germany.  The  domestic  production  of  that  type  of  clock  has 
declined  from  $1,157,000  worth  in  1924  to  about  $170,000  worth 
In  the  present  year.  That  is  to  say,  the  production  to-day  is 
about  one-seventh  of  what  it  was  five  years  ago. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  there? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  frwn  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  frwn  Kentucky? 

Mr.  REED.    Just  a  moment 

The  consumption  in  the  United  States  has  increased  very 
substantially.  The  American  production  has  gone  down  to 
al>out  one-seventh  of  what  it  was,  and  the  clocks  are  now  being 
made  In  Germany,  The  men  who  were  making  those  clocks 
In  the  United  States  are  now  doing  nothing  or  have  gone  into 
some  other  industry. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  REED.     I  do. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wish  to  inquire  what  class  of  clocks  the 
Senator  is  .«peaklng  about. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  the  kind  of  clock  that  one  sees  on  the 
dasht>oard  of  an  automobile,  known  as  an  automobile  clock. 
That  industry  has  gone  completely  Democratic. 

The  important  changes  which  we  have  made  in  the  House  bill 
lie  principally  in  the  matter  of  parts.  The  parts  of  a  clock 
are  usually  more  substantial  than  the  parts  of  a  watch,  and 
so  the  same  proportion  of  repair  parts  Is  not  necessary.  Act- 
ing on  the  advice  of  the  Tariff  Commission  expert  we  fixed 
the  limit  of  repair  parts  which  could  come  in  at  the  low  rate 
of  duty  at  1V4  pt-r  cent  of  the  value  of  the  completed  mech- 
anism. Parts  in  excess  of  that  carry  a  higher  duty,  although 
the  House  bill  made  the  duty  on  parts  much  too  high.  It  taxed 
any  two  trits  of  metal  which  were  firmly  Joined  together,  and 
might  be  worth  only  a  cent  or  two,  at  the  same  amoiint  as  the 
completed  mechanism  of  which  they  were  a  part.  Of  course, 
that  would  result  In  a  duty  of  many  thousand  per  cent  We 
have  corrected  that  by  putting  a  small  duty  on  those  parts, 
high  enough  to  prevent  a  so-called  part  from  being  broo^t  in 
that  is  really  a  completed  clock. 

They  developed  a  trick  un<ler  the  law  of  1922  of  bringing  In 
as  a  "  part "  the  whole  mechanism  of  a  clock,  minus  only  the 
escapement  feature.  Senators  will  understand  what  that  is. 
It  allows  the  release  on  each  swing  of  the  ratchet.  They  bring 
in  a  whole  clock,  minus  only  that  thing  which  conid  be  added 
in  a  very  brief  time  by  workmen  here,  as  a  part  when  really  it 
Is  a  complete<l  clock.  The  Finance  Committee  provision  as  it 
has  l)een  written  I  think  will  meet  that  situation,  and  will  im«- 
vent  that  evasion  of  the  duty. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  necessity  of  explaining  the  section 
any  further. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  desire  to  state  that 
the  same  situation  exists  with  clocks  that  existed  with  reference 
to  watches,  except  more  so.  There  were  nearly  20  per  cent  of 
imports  compared  to  domestic  production  in  the  value  of 
watches,  whereas  the  Importation  of  clocks  represents  only 
al>out  3  or  4  |>er  cent  of  the  domestic  production. 

In  1923  there  were  $23,457,504  worth  of  American  clocks 
made.  In  1927  there  were  $33,913,029  worth,  representing  an 
increase  of  nearly  40  per  cent  from  1923  to  1927.  The  Imports 
increuseil,  it  is  true,  from  $505,000  in  1921,  which  was  on  the 
basis  of  a  depreciated  European  currency,  which,  in  fact,  rep- 
resented probably  about  $900,000  in  actual  value  on  a  normal 
basis.  The  imports  in  1927  were  $1,075,000,  while  we  exported 
cloclcs  to  the  value 'of  $1,542,397.  In  other  words,  we  exported 
from  America  nearly  onethlrd  more  clocks  in  value  than  we 
imported,  which  is  to  be  compared  with  a  total  production  of 

$.'):{  (MMXMN). 

Without  any  further  discussion,  I  ask  for  a  vote  on  this 
amendment. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  Senate  now  to  return 
to  page  83.  The  action  just  taken  by  the  S«iate  on  the  two 
preceding  paragraphs  requires  that  the  amendment  on  page  83, 
lines  10  to  16,  be  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
on  page  83,  lines  10  to  16,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Cldik.  On  page  83,  after  line  10,  it  is  propoeed 
to  Insert : 

If  any  of  the  foregoing  containa  a  clockwork  mechanlam  the  value  of 
such  mechanism  shall  not  be  Included  in  computing  the  duty  under  this 
paragraph,  but  such  mechanism,  and  parts  therefor,  shall  be  separately 
assessed  under  paragraph  368. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimoos  consent  that 
when  the  Senate  concludes  its  session  to-day  it  recess  until  10 
o'clock  to-morrow. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  that  clears  up  everything  until  we 
reach  the  wood  schedu  e  on  page  117. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  first 
amendment  in  that  schedule. 

The  Chut  Cixbk.  On  page  117,  Schedule  4,  "Wood  and 
manufactures  of,"  after  line  18,  the  committee  proposes  to 
strtke  out  lines  19,  20,  21,  22,  and  23,  and  lines  1,  2,  3.  4.  5.  and 
6.  on  page  118,  and  insert,  following  "  logs  "  ; 

401.  Maple  (except  Japanese  maple),  birch,  and  beech:  Flooring. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President  I  ask  for  a 
division  of  this  amendment,  and  ask  that  a  vote  be  taken  on  all 
found  on  page  117,  including  all  down  to  paragraph  401,  on  page 
118,  which  covers  lines  1  to  «,  Inclusive,  on  page  118.  I  ask 
that  the  vote  occur  first  on  thg  first  amendment  and  then  later 
occur  on  the  second  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  clerk  reported  paragraph  402. 
That  is  a  different  paragraph. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  hold  that  they  are 
two  separate  amendments,  so  that  the  vote  will  come  firat  on 
the  amendment  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

The  first  amendment  waa,  on  page  117,  after  line  18,  to  strike 
out: 

Pab.  401.  (a)  Logs  of  flr,  spruce,  cedar,  or  western  hemlock,  fl  per 
thousand  feet  board  OMaaure,  except  that  aucta  logs  Imported  to  be  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  wood  pulp  aball  be  exenpt  from  doty  ooder  rega- 
Utlons  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

(b)  Cedar,  except  BpanUh  crdar :  Boards,  planks,  deals,  laths,  aiding, 
clapboards,  ceiling,  flooring,  ship  timber,  and  other  loaiber  and  timber, 
20  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr,  JONES.  Mr.  Prcshlent  I  stepped  out  of  the  Chamber  for 
Just  a  minute.  We  were  back  on  page  eighty-odd.  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  the  Senate  committee  amendment  to  paragraub  401 
baa  been  acted  upon. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    That  is  the  pending  amendment 

Mr.  JONES.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  thought  the  Senator  from  Oltlahoma  had  the 
fioor. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  want  the  floor,  bat  I  yie.d  to 
the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  waa  not  expecting  this  matter  to  come  up  so 
soon. 

Mr.  President  I  desire  to  say  Just  a  few  words  about  this 
amendment 

The  first  paragraph,  paragrai^  (a),  puts  logs  of  fir.  spruce, 
cedar,  or  western  hemlock  practically  on  the  free  list  The 
House  has  provided  for  a  tariff  of  $1  a  thousand  on  logs.  Very 
largely  the  same  argument  that  was  offered  with  referee  e  to 
shingles  applies  to  this  paragraph,  and  especially  to  th?  next 
paragraph  of  this  schedule. 

Our  loggers  are  confronted  largely  with  this  sitnation :  <:ana- 
dlan  timber  is  close  to  the  water's  edge.  The  logs  are  near,  of 
course,  when  they  are  cut  and  can  be  put  In  the  water  and 
transported  by  water  to  the  markets  in  our  State. 

It  is  shown  by  testimony  that  the  production  «rf  logs  in  British 
Columbia  is,  I  think,  from  $2  up  per  thousand  cheaper  than  In 
the  State  of  Washington;  and  this  section  is  the  sectioa  that 
is  largely  affected  by  this  amoidment 
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Our  loggers,  therefore,  are  placed  at  a  rary  great  diaadran- 
tage.  The  $1  per  thousand  provided  by  the  House  probably 
would  not  cover  the  difference  in  coat  of  production  of  loga  in 
this  cuuntri  uiid  in  Canada.  That  amendment  submitted  by  the 
8<>iiate  committee  ought  to  be  defeated  In  the  Interest  of  Ameri- 
can labor  and  American  producers. 

Much  of  the  labor  in  the  logging  campa  In  Canada  ia  Chinese 
labor,  while  do  such  labor  is  employed  or  can  be  employed  in 
our  logging  campa.  The  Chinese  work  much  cheaper  than  our 
people  work.  We  have  an  excioaiOD  law  for  our  country  keep- 
ing out  the  Chinese,  and  we  have  what  might  be  termed  a 
gentlemen's  agreement  that  keeps  out  Japanese  labor  or  coolies. 
It  )ie«*ms  to  me  a  very  peculiar  attitude  for  us  to  take  to  abut 
out  Chinese  labor  in  the  person,  but  allow  the  product  of  that 
labor  to  come  into  our  country  free  of  duty. 

That  is  the  situation  now.  That  was  the  situation  sought  to 
be  remedied  by  this  prorision  put  in  by  the  House.  The  Senate 
committee  amendment  would  apparently  take  the  product  of 
the  cheap  labor  of  Chinese  coolies  employed  over  in  Canada  and 
allow  It  to  cone  Into  this  country  In  competition  with  American 
labor. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  ylddT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  JONES.    I  do. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  was  going  to  ask  if  the  Senator  agreed  to 
the  language  in  the  House  bill — 

Except  that  rach  logs  Imported  to  tw  oaed  ia  the  manufaetan  of  weed 
polp  ifcsn  be  excapt  from  datjr. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  will  say  frankly  to  the  Senator  that  I  can 
not  aee  the  reason  or  juatlflcation  for  any  such  exception. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  One  of  the  controlling  factors  In  the  com- 
mittee's action  was  the  fact  that  certain  logs  for  certain  pur- 
poses were  exempted,  and  others  were  dutiable. 

Mr.  JONB8.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  have  been  the 
wise  thing  for  the  c<Hnniittee  to  do,  then,  to  strike  out  that 
exception  inataad  of  striking  out  the  whole  paragrapii. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  desire  to  say  just  a  few  words  with  ref- 
erence to  the  second  subdivision  of  this  paragraph— cedar, 
except  Spanish  cedar,  boards,  planks,  deals,  laths,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  intwrmpt  the  Sen- 
ator? 

Mr.  JONES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  thoae  two 
Items  ought  to  bo  voted  on  separately?  Why  vote  on  tht  Item 
of  l<^rs,  on  which  It  is  proposed  to  put  a  duty  of  a  dollar  a 
thousand,  and  the  item  of  lumber,  on  which  it  is  proposed  to 
put  a  duty  of  25  cents  a  thousand,  together?  It  seems  to  me 
we  ought  to  vote  on  those  separately. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  think  the  Senator  is  correct  in  that  I 
think  they  ought  to  be  voted  on  separately.  They  carry  differ- 
ent rateK.  and  we  might  say  deal  with  different  articles.  I 
suppose  a  request  will  be  made  for  that  But  what  little  I  have 
to  say  with  reference  to  the  second  part  of  the  paragraph  I 
can  say  now. 

Cedar  lumber  and  these  articles  manufactured  from  cedar 
are  very  higb-«lasB  articles.  It  Is  used  very  largely  In  expen- 
sive house  or  furniture  construction.  So  It  would  seem  to  me 
that  whatew  might  be  added  to  the  price  of  it  by  reason  of 
the  tariff  can  very  well  be  borne  by  Its  purchasers  and  by  those 
who  use  this  high-dass  lumber.  It  seems  to  me  that  It  would 
be  a  grxMl  thing  to  put  this  tariff  on  that  article  for  revenue 
purposes,  if  for  no  other  reason. 

The  same  condition,  however,  exists  with  reference  to  labor 
In  regard  to  this  sort  of  manufacture  as  applied  to  the  other. 
The  labor  coat  in  the  producing  of  this  lumber  is  lower  than  it 
is  in  this  country,  and  largely  by  reatmn  of  the  fact  that 
Chinese  or  Japanese  labor  is  employed  in  the  manufacture  of 
this  lumber,  instead  of  American  labor,  employed  in  this 
couutrj'.  Also  the  transportation  charges  are  greater  in  this 
country  than  for  the  Canadiana 

I  want  to  state  the  special  reason  again  why  I  say  that  Our 
people^  in  the  transiMrtation  of  lumber  or  any  other  article 
from  one  port  in  the  United  States  to  another  port  are  con- 
flnetl  to  the  coastwise  ships,  while  Canadians,  in  shirring  from 
any  port  in  Canada  to  any  port  In  the  United  States,  where 
their  principal  market  is,  can  use  ships  under  any  flag,  either 
the  Canadian  or  any  foreign  flag  that  sails  the  seas. 

I  do  not  know  personally,  hot  I  am  assured  by  shipping 
■Ko  and  bu8ine83  men  who  I  think  are  very  reliable  and  would 
not  misrepreaent  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  that  oftentimes  the 
Gauadiana  In  shipping  their  products  of  this  kind  to  our  ports 
or  to  our  cities  or  to  our  markets  charter  shlpa  at  very  low 
rates.  They  can  very  easily  do  that,  of  course,  l)ecause  of  the 
fact  that  thiey  are  pmnitted  to  use  and  employ  any  ship,  flying 
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flag.     So  that  that  gives  them  a  very  decided  advantage 

our  people.     It  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  take  that  into 
accdant 
T  te  lower  cost  of  logs  in  British  Columbia  is  unquestionably 

cause  of  the  greater  difference  in  cost  favoring  British 
Colombia  cedar  lumber  production.  At  the  hearings  t)efore  the 
Waj  a  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  and  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee  of  the  Senate  testimony  was  preseuted  and  not  denied 
shot  ring  that  the  cost  of  American  cedar  lumber  logs,  which  are 
com  mrable  to  No.  1  cedar  logs  in  British  Columbia,  was  $35, 
as  I  calnst  $25  to  $27  in  British  Columbia,  a  lower  log  cost  per 
l,00f  feet  of  $8.  The  testimony  produced  at  the  tariff  hearings 

to  the  effect  that  such  a  difference  in  log  cost  prices  had 
continued  for  the  past  five  years,  and  there  was  no  denial  or 
coDtfadiction  of  that  testimony.    Published  prices  of  cedar  logs 

show  such  a  difference  in  the  log  cant,  and  that  difference 

marked  and  decided  advantage  in  the  cost  of  cedar  lumber 
production,  and  it  is  the  advantage  that  British  Columbia  cedar 
lum  )er  manufacturers  have  over  the  American  producers  of  the 
sam»  product. 

I  aotice  that  the  tariff  Nil  proposed  by  the  Finance  Committee 
projioaes  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  certain  hardwood  products, 
and  I  have  been  informed  that  a  partial  reason  for  recommend- 
ing the  imposition  of  such  a  duty  is  t>ecause  a  competing  nation 
chaiges  an  import  duty  on  hardwood  lumber  coming  from  this 
country. 

I  make  no  ccnnplalnt  ot  the  action  of  the  committee  In  regard 
to  t  mt  matter.  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  the  committee  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  that  duty  wa.s  needed.  But  this  is  precisely 
the  situation  with  cedar  lumber.  Canada  and  the  United  States 
are  the  only  countries  that  produce  cedar  lumber.  Canada 
cha  rges  a  2S  per  cent  duty  on  American  cedar  lumber  that  is 
shiiped  to  Canadian  markets,  but  at  present  we  grant  free  and 
unrBstricted  entry  of  Canadian  Iumt)er  products  to  all  of  the 
mai  kets  of  the  United  States. 

\r}xy  should  we  do  that?  Why  not  treat  the  cedar  lumber  in 
the  State  of  Washington  as  we  treat  the  hardwood  lumter  of 
othi'T  sections  of  the  country  that  have  been  on  the  free  list,  I 
thlik,  substantially  the  same  time  that  our  products  have  been 
on  the  free  list? 

r.  OOPELAND.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

r.  JONES.    I  yield. 

OOPELAND.    Does  the  Canadian  Government  diarge  an 

rt  duty  on  logs? 
JONES.    They  do. 

r.  COPELAND.    How  much  Is  it? 

r.  JONES.    I  think  it  is  a  dollar  a  thousand. 

btudy  of  the  result  of  free  cedar  lumber  may  be  of  some 

est.  In  1913,  when  the  Underwood  tariff  became  effective, 
lumber  production  in  British  Columbia  was  of  small  con- 
seqaence.  It  amounted  to  only  a  few  thousand  feet  per  year. 
To-iay  the  productive  capacity  of  the  industry  in  British  Colum- 
bia totals  approximately  150,000,000  feet  yearly,  a  tremendous 
am<  unt  of  which  Ls  annually  shipped  to  and  sold  in  the  murketa 
of  t  tie  United  States,  and  the  cedar  lumber  production  is  now  of 
Bufl  cient  importance  in  British  Columbia  so  that  foreign  manu- 
facturers now  dominate  the  American  market  for  cedar  lumt>er 
ana  dictate  the  prices  which  are  charged  in  American  markets 

that  product    Those  prices  are  generally  below  the  actual 

ot  production  in  American  mills,  that  are  compelled  to  pay 
wages,  employ  American  worluneu,  and  pay  higher  prices 
logs  produced  by  American  workmen. 
Census  Bureau  reports  that  the  cedar-lumber  production 
United  States  totaled  305,964,000  feet  in  1927  and  266,- 
feet  in  1928,  a  reduction  of  nearly  13  per  cent.  Thla 
redaction  in  the  production  of  cedar  lumber  has  not  been  due 
to  inability  of  American  cedar  mills  to  produce  the  lumber,  but 
to  tme  fact  that  foreign  competition  has  forced  the  closing  of 
American  mills  for  approximately  one-third  of  the  usual  yearly 
working  period.     That   of   necessity   reduced   the  earnings   of 

rican  cedar-mill  employees ;  It  decreased  American  business 

use  of  reduced  labor  earnings,  and  it  generally  served  to  de- 
tract from  American  progress  and  prosperity. 

\  re  are  all  agreed,  I  think  without  exception,  that  American 
woi  kmen  are  entitled  to  equal  right  in  the  production  of  Amer- 
icaa  products  for  American  markets.  We  can  not  give  them  that 
eqval  right  if  we  force  them  to  compete  with  the  orientals  and 
low  -priced  foreign  workmen,  nor  can  the  American  cedar-lumber 
ma  lufacturers  operate  in  competition  with  foreign  cedar  mills 
thak  purchase  logs  {vodnced  by  orientals  and  foreign  low-priced 
wotkmen  when  tlie  differences  in  the  cost  of  logs  averages  from 
$8 Jo  $10  per  thousand  feet. 

we  have  [riedged  ourselves.  Republicans  and  Democrats  alike, 
to  protect  American  labor,  and  whether  we  be  interested  in  the 
American  cedar-lumber  industry  or  not  to  protect  the  labor  of 
thfl  t  industry  and  give  it  Its  Just  due  we  hare  but  one  course  we 


exi 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5527 


;•[; 


may  pursue,  and  that  Is  to  provide  tariffs  which  will  give  to 
American  labor  the  protection  promised  In  the  platforms  of  both 
of  the  great  political  parties  to  equalize  production  costs  at  home 
and  abroad. 

The  only  competing  nation  in  the  production  of  cedar  lumber 
charges  a  25  per  <  ent  ad  valorem  duty  on  American  lumber  that  Is 
shipped  to  that  competing  country,  and  Congress,  to  be  fair  with 
the  labor  of  the  American  cedar-lumbt^r  industry,  and  with  the 
lndu.«try,  should  grant  American  labor  and  the  American  cedar- 
lumber  Industry  the  same  protection  that  is  afforded  the  com- 
peting nation  in  its  own  home  market,  and  by  so  doing  the 
American  workman  of  the  ce<lar-lumber  Industry  will  be  able  to 
pnxluce  on  an  equal  basis  with  foreign  comptHltlon,  and  be 
given  an  equal  opportunity  to  produce  American  cedar  lumber 
for  American  markets. 

Mr.  President,  It  may  be  true  that  our  section,  composed  of 
possibly  the  State  of  Washington  and  the  State  of  Oregon,  is 
the  only  section  of  the  country  that  may  be  especially  inter- 
ested in  these  two  propositions.  But  that  would  not  justify 
anyone,  it  seems  to  me,  in  wanting  to  shut  us  out  of  the  pro- 
tection which  the  conditions  in  that  section  warrant  justify, 
and  really  demand. 

There  are  very  few  articles  produced  in  this  country  that 
are  protiuced  all  over  the  country.  If  we  applied  the  principle 
of  protection  only  to  those  articles  of  production  or  growth  that 
are  found  all  over  the  countrj-,  there  would  be  very  few  articles 
covered  by  the  tariff.  It  seems  to  be  the  theory  of  a  protective 
tarllT  that  those  lines  of  industry  which  need  protection  in 
order  to  insure  prosperity,  and  in  order  to  insure  employment 
of  labor  at  good  wages,  even  though  confined  to  a  small  or 
particular  section  of  the  country,  should  have  that  protection. 
That  principle,  Apparently,  is  not  thought  to  apply  to  the 
Pacific  coast,  or  to  our  8e<-tlon  of  the  Pnciflc  coast,  at  any 
rate.  This  covers  one  of  the  main  Industries  of  our  section, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  House  provision  is  very  reasonable. 
I  know  that  It  is  very  greatly  needed,  especially  in  behalf  of 
the  employment  of  American  labor.  I  am  not  worrying  very 
much  about  the  capital,  I  am  not  worrying  very  much  about  the 
owner  of  this  timber  or  the  mills,  but  what  I  would  like  to  see, 
what  I  hope  to  see,  is  that  encouragement  that  will  give  per- 
manent employment  to  our  labor  at  goo«l  wages. 

Our  mills  have  l)een  following  for  several  years  this  policy, 
and  It  Is  very  greatly  to  their  credit  They  have  not  reduced 
wages.  They  have  been  forced  to  run  their  mills,  however, 
onlv  on  part  time,  3,  4,  and  5  days  out  of  the  week. 

Probably  many  of  them,  if  not  all  of  them,  would  have  been 
better  off  financially  If  they  had  closed  their  mills  down  per- 
manently, but  I  think  these  men  were  moved  very  largely  by 
their  interest  in  labor  and  their  desire  to  furnish  as  much  stable 
employment  to  labor  as  they  possibly  could.  So  they  have  run 
their  mills  largely  without  profit,  but  with  the  purpose,  almost 
the  sole  purpose,  of  employing  labor  at  reasonably  good  wages. 
I  hope  the  amendments  to  thase  two  paragraphs  of  the  sched- 
ule will  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President  I  desire  to  make 
but  a  few  statements  In  this  connection.  The  existing  law  au- 
thorizes the  levying  of  a  tariff  upon  logs  Imported.  The  tariff 
is  at  the  rate  of  $1  per  1,000  board  feet  in  logs.  The  bill  which 
came  to  the  Senate  from  the  House  carried  the  rate  granted  in 
the  existing  law.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee,  after  rather 
exten.sive  hearings,  came  to  the  unanimous  conclusion  that  logs 
should  be  admitted  free.  Hence  the  bill  as  reported  by  the 
Finance  Committee  to  the  Senate  places  logs  on  the  free  list 
That  amendment  is  concurred  in  by  the  minority  members  of 
the  BMnance  Committee. 

Mr.  President,  the  only  argument  that  I  heard  In  the  commit- 
tee which  appealed  to  me  as  a  reason  why  logs  should  be  pro- 
tected was  the  fact  that  the  American  forests  are  being  depleted. 
For  example,  a  study  of  the  map  now  on  the  wall  would  dis- 
close the  fact  that  the  American  forests  have  been  cut  down 
along  the  water's  edge.  That  means  that  such  timber  as  is  now 
left  In  the  Northwest  is  very  largely  away  from  the  water,  and 
in  order  to  get  the  timber  down  to  the  water  for  transportation 
purposes  roads  have  to  be  built  to  transport  the  logs  to  the 
water  where  they  may  be  loaded  and  shipped.  In  Canada  the 
timber  has  not  been  cut  In  that  way,  and  much  of  the  Canadian 
timber  is  exactly  on  the  water's  edge.  The  timber  can  be  cut 
and  rolled  Into  rafts  or  onto  ships  or  placed  In  such  shape  that 
It  may  be  transported  very  quickly  and  verj-  cheaply  to  the  mill. 
That  was  the  only  argument  produced  before  the  committee  in 
favor  of  a  tariff  on  logs. 

The  evidence  produced  before  the  committee  disclosed  that  the 
mills  of  the  Northwest  add  the  tariff  to  the  price  of  their  lum- 
ber, and  by  the  time  the  lumber  reaches  the  consumer  down 
in  my  section  of  the  country  and  in  the  southwestern  portions, 
largely  where  the  lumber  goes,  the  tariff  has  been  pyramided. 


and  Instead  of  the  tariff  being  added  at  $1  per  1,000  board  feet, 
oftentimes  it  Is  several  times  that  amount  which  Is  added.  It 
was  the  opinion  of  the  minority  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee that  this  duty,  although  In  the  sum  of  but  $1  per  1,000 
board  feet,  would  be  in  the  main  for  the  special  benefit  of  the 
owners  of  the  timber  that  now  remains  In  the  Northwest  That 
being  true,  and  It  being  further  admitted  that  It  would  raise 
the  price  of  lumber  at  least  more  than  $1  per  1.000  feet,  the 
minority  members  concurred  In  the  recommendation  made  by  the 
Finance  Committee  that  logs  should  remain  upon  the  free  list 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  in  light  of  the  vote  had  on  the 
shingle  provision,  I  realize  that  It  is  very  probable  that  the 
Senate  will  vote  the  same  way  on  the  tariff  on  cedar  lumber. 
But  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  if  it  is  the  hope 
of  the  American  Congress  that  we  shall  reforest  our  western 
tlmberlands,  the  authorities  who  are  In  a  position  to  know 
should  be  listened  to  on  this  subject. 

Every  forester  In  the  country  and  the  foresters  of  other  coun- 
tries tell  us  that  the  only  way  we  will  get  our  lands  reforested 
Is  by  a  tariff  that  will  make  timber  valtiable  enough  to  pay  for 
reforestation  of  tlmberlands.  I  know  that  It  is  a  popular  be- 
lief that  If  we  let  foreign  lumber  come  In  free  we  thereby  save 
our  own  timber.  Of  course,  even  If  that  principle  be  true,  it 
does  not  apply  to  cedar  lumber,  because  cedar  lumber  trees  In 
the  Northwest  are  scattered  among  the  other  lumber  trees.  The 
other  lumber  trees  are  being  cut  and  will  continue  to  be  cut, 
and  unless  there  Is  some  manner  by  which  the  cedar  can  be 
made  to  pay  a  profit,  then  there  Is  nothing  to  be  done  with  It 
except  to  let  it  go  to  waste  as  slashings. 

I  have  never  been  an  ardent  advocate  of  a  protective  tariff 
system,  but  I  have  always  been  an  ardent  advocate  and  I  hope 
I  always  shall  be  an  ardent  advocate  of  the  theory  of  equality 
of  treatment  under  the  law.  I  submit  on  the  record  of  facts  as 
they  exist  in  connection  with  the  cedar-lumber  Industry  and 
the  cedar-shingle  Industry  that  there  Is  not  a  tariff  rate  in  the 
bill  which  can  be  justified  as  fully  as  the  tariffs  proposed  on 
those  products. 

I  said  something  about  the  value  of  a  tariff  for  conservation. 
It  is  a  striking  fact  that  in  Japan,  where  they  tried  to  reforest 
without  tariff  protection,  they  absolutely  failed  l»ecause  the 
lands  were  more  valuable  for  other  purposes  and  so  they  could 
not  afford  to  grow  timl)er.  When  they  put  a  substantial  tariff 
upon  practically  all  lumber,  reforestation  began  to  succeed.  I 
Invite  attention  to  the  fact  that  Gifford  Pinchot,  who  was  really 
the  originator  of  the  conservation  policy  of  this  country,  stated 
some  years  ago  that  the  only  hope  for  real  reforestation  is  In 
a  tariff-protection  policy  for  lumber.  I  invite  attention  to  the 
statement  of  C.  A.  Schenck.  an  international  forester,  who  said 
the  only  way  we  can  get  the  owners  of  land  to  reforest  Is  to 
make  it  worth  their  while  by  placing  a  protective  tariff  on  thrir 
product  I  invite  attention  to  the  statement  of  Colonel  Greeley, 
of  the  Forest  Department,  who  said  the  only  hope  of  getting  re- 
forestation in  any  considerable  amount  outside  of  the  Govern- 
ment-owned, cut-over  lands  Is  to  be  found  In  protecting  the 
product  of  our  tlmberlands. 

I  am  amazed  at  Senators  who  stand  here  and  oppose  a  tariff 
on  shingles  and  on  cedar  lumber  because  the  results  will  go  to 
the  owner  or  the  operator.  I  would  like  to  know  of  any  tariff 
in  the  bill  that  does  not  go  to  those  engaged  in  running  the  in- 
du.stry.  That  is  the  purpose  of  a  tariff.  It  is  argued  here  that 
because  the  tariff  may  help  some  of  the  timber  ovmers  who  are 
engaged  in  manufacturing,  therefore  they  must  not  have  it. 
Does  not  the  tariff  on  manufactured  woolen  goods  help  the 
owner  of  the  woolen  mill?  Does  not  the  tariff  on  manufactured 
steel  products  help  the  owner  of  the  steel  mill?  Can  anyone 
name  a  single  manufacturing  tariff  the  results  and  benefits  of 
which  do  not  go  to  the  manufacturer? 

The  truth  of  the  matter  Is  that  the  whole  fight  has  been  pre- 
cipitated here  and  carried  forward  on  the  assumed  principle 
that  it  will  help  the  farmer  to  prevent  these  tariffs.  I  think  I 
know  something  about  what  the  farmers  need  In  this  country 
in  the  way  of  politics.  There  are  not  enough  of  them  to  get 
anywhere  in  the  American  Congress.  I  speak  particularly  to 
those  representatives  who  shout  so  much  about  the  farmers  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  tariff  on  cedar  lumber  and  cedar 
shingles.  They  have  not  the  votes  and  they  never  will  have  the 
votes  to  give  farmers  equal  treatment.  They  are  getting 
smaller  and  smaller  In  numbers  In  the  United  States.  The  only 
hope  the  farmers  of  the  country  have  to  get  justice  Is  to  com- 
bine with  those  who  would  help  the  laboring  men  of  the  coun- 
try. Yet  when  there  Is  an  opportunity  to  have  even  a  revenue 
tariff  that  would  be  of  some  benefit  to  the  laboring  men  of  the 
country,  we  find  the  representatives  of  farmers  leading  tl»e 
fight  here  to  ke^  any  such  tariff  from  coming  into  existence. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  shall  not  be  diverted  from  my 
course  and  my  purpose  of  doing  Justice  to  the  farmer  In  con- 
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necOon  with  the  rates  tn  thla  blU.  bat  I  say  to  Senaton  who 
went  to  help  the  farmers  In  the  way  of  legislation  that  they 
hare  not  enoagh  votes  to  day  and  they  will  nerer  haTe  enough 
Totea  to  array  snccessfally  against  the  manafactnring  interests 
of  the  country  gingle^tianded  and  alone.  When  they  refuse  eren 
to  give  a  recognition  in  tlie  form  of  a  tariff  to  the  laboring  men 
who  are  suffering  to-day  in  the  shingle  and  lumber  industry, 
as  tbey  are  suffering  in  few  other  industries,  then  they  drlTe 
from  tbem  the  Tery  help  and  support  they  must  hare  if  they 
will  ever  have  enoagh  rotes  to  get  the  justice  to  which  they  are 
entitled  In  the  Congresa. 

I  do  not  want  to  take  an  undue  amount  of  the  time  of  the 
Senate.  I  recognise  what  the  Tote  is  to  be  here.  But  I  do  not 
heslUte  to  raise  my  Tolce  in  protest  in  the  interest  of  the 
common  eitisena  ot  the  country,  whether  on  the  farms  or  it  the 
mil  Li.  The  Tcry  Senatsrs  who  to^ay  roted  to  strike  down  the 
tariff  on  shingles  have  their  votes  recorded  as  permitting  tariff 
r<tea  to  contlnae  in  the  bill— In  fact,  they  voted  for  some  of 
tbem— for  manufacturing  establishments  which  grind  down  the 
laborers  that  work  for  them  at  rates  of  wages  which  pot  them 
ill  the  condition  of  foreigners  in  other  parts  of  the  world.  But 
because  of  a  bugaboo— and  that  ia  all  it  i»— that  this  might 
cost  tlie  fanners  a  little  Wt  more  a  great  case  is  boilt  up,  and 
we  are  told,  "Tou  must  not  touch  anything  that  may  affect 
the  expenses  of  farmers,  evoi  thou^  it  be  only  onoe  in  25  or 
60  yeara." 

Senators  do  not  hesitate  to  pot  a  tariff  on  tverytliing  the 
tmnuer  buys  in  tlie  way  of  clothing.  They  do  not  hesitate  to 
put  a  tariff  on  i>racticaUy  everything  he  uses  on  the  farm. 
Bat  when  we  ask  for  some  kind  of  recognition  that  will  give 
our  working  people  a  decent  chance  to  live  in  another  part  ot 
the  country,  then  we  find  Senators  who  ought  to  be  the  first 
to  come  to  tlie  assistance  of  thoee  who  are  in  need  getting  up 
here  and  manipulating  statistics  or  trying  to  ivove  that  those 
statistics  of  losses  mean  something  which  any  sane  man  knows 
they  do  DOt  mean,  and  thereby  trying  to  Justify  a  vote  against 
the  laboring  men  of  the  northwestern  part  of  the  country. 

I  do  not  maite  any  plea  for  the  northwest  section  of  the  coun- 
try as  against  any  other  section  t  but  having  lived  in  that  part 
of  the  country  for  more  than  20  years,  and  being  a  representa- 
tive of  the  people  in  that  section  of  the  country,  and  having 
traveled  in  every  commanity  of  the  State  in  which  I  live,  I 
think  I  know  something  about  conditions  there.  I  think  my 
record  in  the  Senate  is  such  and  I  think  my  votes  on  the  pend- 
ing bill  have  been  such  as  to  indicate  that  I  have  been  con- 
sistently voting  in  tlie  interest  of  those  who  toil,  whether  on 
the  farm  or  in  the  mill. 

We  have  here  the  case  of  cedar  lumber.  What  is  cedar  lum- 
ber u.Med  for?  It  ia  used  as  beveling  timber  and  as  siding  in  the 
build  ing  of  hunsee.  To  put  a  tariff  on  it  will  increase  that  cost 
a  little.  When  a  tariff  is  put  on  anything  else  it  increases  the 
cost  a  little  bit.  Some  of  it  will  go  to  the  timber  owner, 
some  to  the  Inmber  manufacturer,  and  some  to  the  laboring  mau, 
just  ns  any  (»ther  tariff  goes  to  the  owner  and  manufacturer 
and  laborer,  and  yet  that  is  given  against  this  tariff  on  cedar 
lumber  as  the  reason  why  we  should  not  even  have  recognition. 

I  remind  Senators  that  they  have  been  voting  against  in- 
creases in  tariff  rates  on  other  subjects  tlxat  have  come  up  here, 
but  here  is  a  product  which  is  on  the  free  list  and  we  are 
asking  to  get  it  under  the  protective  wing.  I  repeat  that  no 
protei^tionist  can  defend  a  protective  tariff  system  that  leaves 

St  of  that  system  the  Industries  and  the  men  who  are  finding 
Bmseives  ruined  by  foreign  competition  in  products  produced 
by  cheap  labor  in  a  foreign  iaiid.  and  in  this  case  the  land  that 
has  only  an  Imaginary  separation  from  our  own  country. 

lir.  President.  I  hope  that  if  not  here  and  now.  then  in  a 
saner  way  when  the  bill  Roee  to  conference,  there  may  l>e  more 
consideration  given  to  tbie  northwestern  section  of  the  United 
States  which  is  still  a  part  of  this  country  and  its  people  and 
its  industries  entitled  to  equal  treatment  along  with  the  fanners 
of  the  Middle  West  and  along  with  the  New  England  and 
easteni  industries. 

Ur.  FLETGHEIB.  Mr.  President,  I  have  received  a  great 
many  letters  and  telegrams  in  favor  ot  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Joives]  and  protesting  against 
the  committee  amendment  in  respect  of  this  item.  I  scarcely 
think  that  lumber  ought  to  be  on  tite  free  list,  and  yet  I  am  a 
I  It  tie  inclined  to  believe  that  a  rate  of  25  per  coit  ad  valorem 
is  a  Uttle  high. 

Mr.  JONKS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
liiat  tlie  particular  item  which  we  are  now  considering  does  not 
apply  to  the  general  luutber  proposition?  I  have  offered  no 
amendment  to  tliis  item.  I  am  simpiy  opposing  the  committee 
amendment.  ¥nien  the  committee  amendment  ia  dlqiosed  at 
there  will  be  an  amendment  offered  dealing  with  lumber  gen- 
ecaily.    I  tkiak  that  ia  what  tba  fienator  parhapa  has  ia  asii^ 
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Mr.  FLETOHER.    I  supposed  that  we  were  considering  the 
wholi  matter  in  the  present  debate. 

Mr  JONES.  No;  tills  is  a  tariff  on  logs  in  the  first  para- 
grapl ,  while  the  other  is  a  tariff  on  lumber.  The  next  para- 
grapl  1  of  the  schedule  is  cedar  lumber  and  not  lumber  generally. 
That  will  come  up  in  another  amendment. 

Mr  FIjETCHEH.  Has  it  been  agreed  that  we  are  to  vote  on 
the  first  paragraph  of  the  schedule  first? 


Mr 


JONES.    If  nobody  else  does  so,  I  shall  ask  for  a  sepa- 


rate  rote  on  these  paragraphs. 

Mr  FLETCHER.  On  the  general  subject  of  lumber  I  will 
simpnr  say  that  a  good  many  lumber  manufacturers,  possibly  all 
of  tlem — every  lumber  association  that  I  know  anything 
aboul — insist  that  there  is  a  great  development  in  Russia  and 
that  there  is  great  danger  that  the  Russian  soft  Inmber  will 
come  into  our  market,  always,  of  course,  at  a  low  freight  rate 
by  re  ison  of  vrater  transportation  and  ttiat  that  competition  will 
derelip  to  a  much  larger  extent  in  the  future.  I  do  not  know 
wlkat  the  undertaking  in  Russia  is,  but  it  is  reported  that  there 
are  L  irge  enterprises  there  now  being  developed ;  that  there  will 
be  a 
must 


tremendous  production  of  lumber  in  Russia;  and  that  it 
find  its  market  over  here ;  in  fact,  one  correspondent  tells 

me  that  Russian  lumbw  is  now  going  into  the  building  being 

erect^  in  place  of  the  old  Waldorf-Astoria  Hotel  in  New  York, 
la  worthy  of  consideration, 
look  up  the  subject  with  the  Commerce  Department  and 

inqui  red  about  the  Russian  lumber  situation,  and  in  a  communi- 

catioi  of  November  6  they  say: 

regard  to  the  price  at  which  Russiao  softwood  is  being  sold  to  the 
Unite )  States  tbe  principal  Importer  of  this  stock  has  this  we«k  advised 
na  for  information  of  Inquirers  that  the  average  price  obtained  for 
BnMiin  spmce,  mill-ran  slses,  in  territory  contiguous  to  ports,  is  over 
|40  jer  thousand — 

V 

Tqat  mecms  American  ports,  I  think — 

tame  Importer  also  adTiiea  that  the  expected  total  1929  import 
softwood  into  tbe  United  States  is  Otty  to  flfty-four  mUlion 
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Tlie  letter  continues  further: 

Tb  I  f.  o.  b.  Archangel  value  of  one  carffo  received  In  the  United 
State  I  in  September  was  |68,480  for  8,390.000  feet,  or  $20.20  per 
tbousind.    This,  of  course,  does  not  include  freight.  Insurance,  etc. 

Sn  )sequently,  on  November  11,  tbe  department  was  able  to 
furn:  sh  a  further  statement  about  the  trade,  and  it  shows  that 
the  1  relght  from  Soroka  and  Archangel  to  Providence,  R.  I.,  is 
$20.7  >  i>er  standard.  They  classify  it  on  that  basis,  a  standard 
beinj  1.980  feet  board  measure.  The  freight  from  Leningrad  to 
Bost  m  is  I14.S0  per  standard.  From  these  flgur«;s  Senators  may 
get  tiQ  idea  what  tbe  lumber  from  Russia  would  cost  delivered 
alonj  the  Atlantic  seaboard.  I  ask  to  have  these  letters  in- 
sertel  in  the  Record. 

Th»  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
ordei  ed. 

TbJB  letters  referred  to  are  as  follows ; 

DSFAJtTUENT    OV    COMMIBCS, 

WasMngtOHj  November  8,  Oi9. 
Hon.  boNCAH  U.  Pletchs*. 

I  mited  State*  Senate,  WasMngton,  D.  0. 

Mt  Dkab  Sbnatob  :  In  respouae  to  a  telephone  rail  on  Monday  from 
Mr.  E  ill,  of  your  office,  I  am  glad  to  supply  information  on  tbe  Russian 
lumber  situation. 

As  to  tbe  character  of  softwoods  produced  in  Russia,  tbey  are  the 
same  ipedes  as  produced  in  Sweden,  Finland,  and  neigLboriug  countries. 
We  bive  issaed  no  bulletin  on  tbe  Russian  lumber  industry,  but  there 
is  inclosed  our  bulletin  on  Finland  (Special  Agents  Series  No.  207). 
wbicb  describes  these  woods.  As  we  iiave  only  tile  copies  of  this  bulle- 
tin. I  will  appreciate  your  returning  it  at  your  convpnience. 

Alap  on  pages  93  to  99  of  our  publication  The  British  Lumber  Market 
tliere 


ia  a   discnsaion  of   Russian    lumber.     A   copy   of   this   bulletin   la 


indoflnJ  for  your  file. 


regard  to  the  amount  of  shipping  that  might  be  available  to  carry 
quantities  of  Russian  lumber  to  tbe  United  States  there  is  plenty 


In 
largs 
avall4ble  in  international  markets. 

In  regard  to  freight  rates  on  lumber  shipments  from  Archangel  to 
Atlantic  c-oast,  I  regret  that  we  have  no  data.  The  harbor  of  Archangel 
and  (itber  White  Sea  ports  Is  open  usually  only  from  tbe  middle  of 
May  to  the  middle  of  November.  However,  the  Russians  have  been 
ablpp  ng 


lumber  through  Murmousk   (Ice-free  port)   this  year,  and 
proposed  to  do  a  considerable  amount  of  shipping  through  It  tbia 


regard  to  the  price  at  which  Russian  softwood  is  being  sold  ia 
tbe  Ihilted  Btatee.  tbe  principal  importer  of  this  stock  has  this  week 
advla»d  oa  for  infomation  of  inqalrers  that  the  average  price  obtained 
fw  i  OBslsa  ipewe,  alU-nia  liics,  in  terzltery  eontlgnous  to  ports,  is 
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OTer  »40  per  thousand.  Tbe  same  Importer  also  advi^  that  the 
expected  total  1929  import  of  Russian  softwood  into  the  United  States 
is  fifty  to  flfty-four  million  feet. 

Tbe  f.  o.  b.  Archangel  value  of  one  cargo,  received  in  the  United 
States  in  September,  was  $68,480  for  3.300.000,  or  $20.20  per  thousand. 
This,  of  course,  does  not  include  freight,  InBurance.  etc. 

In  connection  with  imports  of  Russian  lumber,  I  Inclose  statement 
showing  1928  lumber  imports  from  all  countries  and  you  will  note 
23,884,000  from  Russia  and  25,023.000  from  other  European  coiintrles, 
as  well  as  1,311,975  from  Canada. 

As  requested  by  Mr.  HUi,  I  Inclose  copies  of  our  October  2  and 
October  18  statements  on  Russian  lumber  and  advise  that  no  later 
information  has  been  received. 

Yours  very  truly,  '•  C.  Nbi.lis, 

Chief  Lumber  Diriaion. 

Dkpahtmknt  or  Cx)Mmkbcr, 
Wa»hingtoH,  November  It,  J929. 

Hon.  DrKCAN  F.  PLETCHEa, 

United  8tate$  Senate,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dkab  Senatcb  :  I  have  your  letter  of  Novomber  6,  together  with 
the  copy  of  Special  Agents  Series  No.  207,  which  you  returned  under 
separate  cover. 

In  writing  you  on  Novomber  6.  I  was  obliged  to  advJHe  that  we  hna 
been  unable  to  locate  information  on  ocean  rates  on -lumber  from  Russia 
to  the  United  States.  Latpr,  after  a  search  through  various  issues  of 
Fairpl.iy.  a  shipping  Journal  published  in  London,  we  have  located  the 
following  charters : 

"July  11,  1929,  1,500  standards.  Soroka  and  Archangel  to  Providence, 

$20.75  per  standard. 

"  July  4.  1929,  700  standards,  Llnengrad  to  Boston,  585  shillings  per 

standard."  .   .    ^        ^..1.^0 

A  standard  of  lumber  is  equivalent  to  1,980  board  feet,  and  the  58 

shillings  Is  about  $14.50.  k^tt.r 

Very  truly  yours,  "^       "        ^    '.  • 

Chief  Lumber  Division. 

Mr  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  if  I  have  more  to  say  on 
the  .subject  of  lumber,  I  can  do  so  when  we  reach  that  particular 

head. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  there  are  a 
few  facts  apix-aring  in  the  record  of  the  hearings  which  I  think 
should  be  presented  to  the  Senate  before  the  vote  on  logs  of  fir, 
snruce,  and  cedar  and  cedar  luml)er  is  taken.  One  is  that  logs 
ajud  lumber  herein  named  are  selling  to-day  at  a  higher  price 
than  ever  before  in  the  history  of  the  industry. 

Another  fact  is  that  a  large  number  of  lumber  operators  in 
Washington  and  Oregon,  States  where  we  would  expect  to  find 
a  unanimity  of  sentiment  for  a  tariff  duty  upon  log^^,  favor  the 
i>OHltion  which  the  B^inance  Committee  has  taken  namely  of 
placing  logs  upon  the  free  list,  and  their  reasons,  briefly  stated, 
are  as  follows: 

The  forests  are  t>ecoming  depleted  in  areas  most  accessible  and 
it  is  therefore  cheaper  to  buy  Canadian  logs  than  to  go  into  the 
distant  forests  and  make  the  long  rail  haul  that  has  become 
ne<t^«ary.  Further,  they  state-and  I  am  now  referring  to  the 
evidence  presented  by  the  lumbermen  from  Oregon  and  Wash- 
Ineton— Uiat  many  of  the  American  lumber  mills  own  tracts  of 
timber  in  Canada ;  that  timber  prices  have  steadily  increaseti 
from  10  to  25  iier  cent  since  April,  1928;  and  that  Uie  imported 
logs  are  therefore  not  forcing  Uie  domestic  loggers  out  of  busi- 
nesM  Thus  It  appears  that,  notwlth.standiug  the  ImportaUons, 
the^prlce  has  steadily  increased  by  Uie  very  high  i)ercentage  of 
from  10  to  25  per  cent  during  the  past  year. 

I  think  we  ought  to  bear  in  mind  what  a  rate  of  2o  per  cent 
ad  valorem  means  to  the  average  cou^^umer  in  America.  It 
means  that  for  the  amount  of  money  with  which  he  can  now 
buv  1  (XK)  feet  of  lumber  he  will  in  the  future,  if  this  duty  shall 
be  levied  be  able  to  buy  only  750  feet  of  lumber ;  In  other  words 
the  quantity  of  lumber  which  he  could  buy  for  a  given  sum  of 
money  is  to  be  reduced  one-fourth  by  the  levying  of  this  tariff 
duty  which  will  be  largely  beneficial,  if  at  all,  to  a  limited 
group  of  those  who  own  large  tracts  of  timber  in  two  of  the 
Western  States. 

The  figures  are  very  much  more  striking  when  we  consider 
the  effect  of  a  25  per  cent  duty  upon  cedar  lumber.  Such  a 
duty  will  mean  an  average  price  advance  in  cedar  lumber  of 
from  $8  to  $20  per  1,000  feet,  which  will  be  considerably  aug- 
mented by  the  time  it  reaches  the  consumer.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  cedar-lumber  industry  occupies  already  an  advan- 
tageous position  and  that  the  price  it  receives  for  its  product  is 
very  high  In  contrast  with  other  commercial  softwoods  of 
the  United  States,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  on  higher  priced 
commodities  In  this  form  a  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  is 


equivalent  to  a  complete  exclusion  of  the  foreign  sources  of 
supply,  it  seems  obvious  that  It  is  most  unfair  to  tbe  consumer 
to  place  any  duty  upwi  this  product 

Furthermore,  to  protect  an  industry  at  present  very  pros- 
perous and  which  already  obtains  such  a  high  price  for  Its 
product  appears  to  be  wholly  unwarranted  and  would  merely 
swell  unduly  the  profits  of  the  cedar-luml>er  manufacturer  and 
eventually  place  a  fictitious  price  upon  the  remaining  rapidly 
diminishing  cedar  stumpage  which  is  held  by  a  comparative 

few. 

It  is  also  Interesting  to  note  In  this  connection  that  during 
the  last  year,  in  fact,  since  the  question  of  a  tariff  came  up 
for  consideration,  the  prices  of  cedar  proilucts  have  advanced 
very  materially.  The  estimated  increase  in  the  cost  of  building 
a  house  of  five  or  six  rooms,  if  this  duty  shall  become  effective, 
is  said  to  be  about  $60.  A  protective  duty  on  logs  and  luml>er  is 
merely  tbe  imposition  of  penalties  in  increased  prices  upon  the 
people's  shelter  and  increasing  greatly  the  cost  of  protecting 
their  famiUes  and  livestock  against  the  weather  elements. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  underiying  principles  which  were 
presented  in  the  di-^ussion  of  the  proposed  duty  on  shingles 
apply  here,  and  apply  with  double  force,  because  a  very  large 
numl>er  of  American  lumber  dealers,  even  in  the  two  States 
mentioned,  have  gone  and  actually  do  go  to  Canada  now  to  buy 
their  raw  product,  namely,  logs,  mentioned  in  these  two  para- 
graphs. The  price  the  consumer  would  have  to  pay  is  exce^ 
sive  and  unreasonable;  and  the  importance  and  pressing  need 
of  a  duty  to  relieve  a  distressed  Industry  does  not  appear  in 
this  case.  No  one  claims  that  the  lumber  industry  is  in  distress. 
There  was  such  claim  made  about  the  shingle  industry,  but  we 
know,  from  the  evidence  before  us,  that,  to  the  contrary,  the 
lumber  industry  is  becoming  more  and  more  prosperous;  that 
the  limited  supply  of  logs  has  led  to  a  steady  increase  of  prices. 
In  my  judgment,  there  is  not  any  case  here  whatever  for  a  pro- 
tective duty.  ,       .  _. 

The  PRESIDING   OFFICER.     The  question  is  on  agreeing 

to  the  committee  amendment. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  next  amendment  will  be 

stated 
The'  Chief  Clerk.     At  the  top  of  page  118  it  is  proposed  to 

strike  out: 

(b)  Cedar,  except  Spanish  cedar:  Boards,  planks,  deals,  laths,  sid- 
ing, clapboards,  ceiling,  flooring,  ship  timber,  and  other  lumber  and 
timber,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
suggest  to  whomsoever  is  delegated  to  be  In  charge  of  the 
bUl  that  we  now  take  a  recess.  The  next  paragraph  is  some- 
what controversial,  and  a  number  of  Senators  have  left  for  the 

evening 

Mr.  COUZENS.  To  what  paragraph  does  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  refer  as  being  controversial? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  I  beg  the  Senator  s  pardon ; 
we  have  not  vet  voted  upon  subparagraph  (b). 

Mr.  COUZENS.    We  have  not  disposed  of  that,  and  a  sepa- 
rate vote  has  been  desired  on  it.  ,  *,,  ^ 
Mr    WALSH   of   Massachusetts.     After   we   dispose  of  that 
amendment  I  shaU  renew  my  request  for  a  recess. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment at  the  top  of  page  118.  striking  out  subparagraph  (b). 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts,  Mr.  President,  I  wlU  ask  the 
Senator  from  Michigan,  who  is  now  in  charge  of  tbe  schedule 
and  who  bears  most  gracefully  the  mantle  of  the  senior  Senator 
from  Utah,  to  be  generous  enough  to  let  us  have  a  recess  untU 
to-morrow  morning. 

Mr  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  before  that  shall  be  done  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  letter  which 
I  have  received  from  the  AnnLston.  Ala.,  branch  of  the  United 
Textile  Workers  of  America.  ,.     .  ^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  tbe  letter 
will  be  printed  in  the  Hecosd. 

The  letter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 
To  the  Alabama  Senatora  and  Representative: 

Gbktlsmkn  :  Local  997,  United  Textile  Workers  of  America,  believes 
that  the  textile  workers  of  this  country  should  have  protection  sghinst 
the  cheap  labor  of  foreign  countries.  FceUng  that  way  about  it.  tbie 
body  urges  that  you  use  your  influence  to  get  listed  on  the  Hawlcy- 
Smoot  tariff  bill  articles  as  follows  : 

Upholstery  and  drapery,  flne  cotton  goods,  and  fine  cotton  yarns  proc- 
essed wool,  also  higher  duty  on  cotton  woven  labels,  with  markings  on 
these  labels  which  would  show  the  country  ©f  origin  after  said  Ubet  waa 
placed  in  garment.. 
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TU«M<>  s<K>dH  are  now  g»»tllng  In  at  a  price  that  n^rloualy  competes 
wlib  the  Ain»Tkan  product.  It  reduce  tbe  output  of  the  American  mill. 
It  •■iit«  «lown  th**  quantity  of  American  work  and  trlmi  the  pr^ce  of 
AuM-rtcaa  labor.  Ttao  werklngman  of  the  for'^ljca  country  can  live 
rh.nper  tban  we  can.  Am<-rl<*an  «pen*»«  are  bl«b.  If  we  are  forced 
to  tW  wat*-  lerH  o(  forelgii  lalwr,  »»•  can  not  b«'  home  owoara ;  we  can 
not  Mlu4ntf  our  <'titldr<ni ;  we  can  not  d«-Telop  Into  citliena  we  would 
like  to  b*. 

«>'•■  af»fK'Ml  to  yoH  to  help  na. 

I  aiAI.  I  I^OTAfc  No.  007,  r^lTiio  TKITIM 

W'iMKRua  or  AMioiiira, 
By  II,  K,  Muini,  PrrtUlmt. 

J    Y.  Mi'i.i'"*,  M«*,reKirvTre*tur«r. 

Mr.  CoraSKKM.    1  MMk  thai  lb«  iM>it  iiin«'M(lio«iit  bo  »tat«d. 

TIh«  I'KKM1IIIM<I  ^)1rrU'KH  11m  tnttt  (im«n4iiMtut  will  b« 
■(nti'd. 

Tb«  riiiar  CijKK.  on  fins*  114,  in  IIim<  4.  It  1«  )m»tNM«d  tn 
Hirlk#  tmt  "Mflt.  Mapli'  ip%tf\fi  Jutmntm**  ui«|>l«<)  mid  bin'it: 
lioMrda,  plaiika,  iIiwIn,  lathN.  iwlUntf,  lUHirUtg,  mimI  otter  lumb«r 
•Ml  tlMbtv  (ncviH  Um»)  "  «u<l  liWMit  "401,  M«Ml«  («*»c«i»pt 
Japaw^*  mapM),  blrrli,  and  bmvU ;  yUntring,"  an  u«  to  raaU: 

1*48  4fll  Mapio  (airvpt  Japan*'**  mapl«>),  biffh,  aittf  hm»eht  VUmf%m§, 
III  p^r  <>fi(  a<t  talciraNi, 

Mr,  COfJZKNM,    I  wantMl  to  bavu  (Im*  tmntlmnt  atAtad, 
Mr.   YTAUHU   iH  Maaaiu.bnaa(t».    Tli««   IiImi  la  to  bava  tfaa 

ailM'tMlUM'tit  tHnMlUlg? 

Mr.  lUtVTUfiHH.  YMa;  bnt  mtr  laadar.  tba  Mmator  from  Wnali' 
in§Um  (Mr,  Jonut],  auiwimiiHl  that  wa  irriM'nMl  wNIi  ttie  er>at- 
Mittaa  amttHloMmta:  ami  I  want  to  aay  I  aiit  ritllraly  agraaftbla 
44>  tbal,  altbottgb  apparrati/  tli#  M<'iiat4»r  twm  MaaaarhttMitta 
baa  a  dlffifrtti  vlair,  I  tbljib  w»  mlaht  ito  oii  witb  tbi*  «otU' 
mltlM*  anM>ttdiiM«ita.    I  m^  tm  raaMiti  wlif  w«  atMtuld  iwH  do  ao. 

Mr.  WALMII  of  MA«aa<'btt«atiM,  I  will  my  that  I  tlUsk  tnimU 
tiini«  will  In«  Mavi«d  If  wi«  do  not  |>r(»i'iN*«t  fiirtb^r  at  tbia  tlitta, 
liM'aiiMa  <utui*>  of  tlM  MioiatofM  un  tItU  aliU*  want  to  bavo  a  ttm* 
ftTi'iMw  n*gardlnK  at^vcrHl  of  tltw  |>iiratfrN|»ba  lu  tbla  ac'baditle,  and 
we  want  to  mtH't  liatwfcu  now  aud  Uinitur  tlma.  It  would  be 
b(*i|>ful  If  tbo  ttenutor  would  now  agree  to  taiia  a  rcioeaa, 

Mr  rorZRNH.  If  that  Ix  aifreoablc  to  the  Senator  from 
Watthlngtun.  it  ia  agreeable  to  me. 

Mr.  JONEH.     I  hare  no  objection. 

■xacvnvi:  musagch  aicrauiCD 

The  PRB8ID1NO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fcsh  in  the  chair)  laid 
before  the  Senate  sundry  executive  messages  from  the  President 
of  the  I'Uited  States,  which  were  referre<l  to  the  appropriate 
Committees. 

RECESS 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until 
10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  5  o'clock  and 
SO  roitiutex  p.  m. ),  under  the  order  previously  entered,  took  a 
recess  until  to-aiorrow,  Thursday,  November  14,  1929,  at  10 
o'clo<*k  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 

Bjurutire   nominatioHS   received   by    the   Senate   No^cctnhcr   IS 

(leffijilative  day  of  October  30),  192S 

UmrSD  I^TATEB  Attorxev 

Jullns  Harold  Hart,  of  Alaska,  to  be  Unite*!  States  attorney, 
district  of  Alaska,  Division  No.  2,  vice  Witliam  Frederick 
Harrison,  resigned. 

Coast  Gvabd 

Knsl^  John  J.  Purcell  to  be  a  liteutenant  (junior  grade)  in 
the  Coast  Guard  of  the  Tnitetl  States,  to  rank  as  such  from 
March  8,  1029. 

POSTMAHTEKS 
AJUZONA 

Aurello  B.  San«.licx  to  be  iwstniastor  at  Sonora,  Aria.,  in  i4ace 
of  8.  W.  SiJupson,  rt>slgi)ed. 

CAIJl!X)RNIA 

Harold  V.  Tallon  to  be  postmaster  at  Jackson,  Calif.,  in 
place  of  C.  G.  Heiser.  resigretl. 

Verbenia  M.  Hall  to  be  postmaster  at  Quincy,  C-alif.,  in  place 
of  O.  L.  r>unn.  resigned. 

COXWKTTCrT 

Charles  E.  Gray  to  he  postmaster  at  North  Stonlugton,  Conn. 
Offii-e  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

rxoaiDA 

Jeaar  D.  IaqIs  to  t>e  postaaaster  at  Davenport,  FUu,  in  place 
ftf  E.  T.  Hitchcock.  Incumbent's  commission  exuired  January 
8,  1U28. 


November  14 


Lilian  Van  Wormfer  to  be  postmaster  at  Inverness,  Fla.,  ,ln 
pla[?e  of  M.  H  Pridgen,  removed. 

Jnmes  E.  Parrish  to  t>e  postmaster  nt  Soutii  Miami,  Fia.,  in 
place  of  J.  E.  Parrlsli.  Incumbent's  commission  expired  Febrn- 
arj  28,  1929. 

Gordon  McClusky  to  lie  poi^tniastrr  at  U<)«l<  Inre.  III.,  in  place 
Of  W.  E.  Piinlck,  removed. 

t. Mil  AM  A 

Janiea  C,  Taylor  (o  be  poMtmaDler  at  .Moorelniid,  lud.  UI)i<'o 
bet^toe  prMid«iitlal  July  1,  1920. 

IOWA 

atid«*  M,  Pi'frm  to  \h>  p<H«tnmNt«r  at  Alvsatidet',  Iowa.  Oflcf 
iNH^imo  iiriH)ld<*ntial  July  1,  U>W. 

Illlfun  V.  Kucern  t<»  In*  fNMtmaster  itt  Ktboron,  Iowa,  In 

flii'tt    of    KimII    KaldUpok.    InninilM'titM    coninilMlon    futHrcd 
m-matH^f  W,  1W3N, 

aurifu  1>,  Mallor  to  hi*  t)o)ilma*«ter  at  Lli»b<ju,  iowa,  in  |ilii(« 
at  \S.  V.  If  It  tie,  rmttovtuj. 

UKHJWKr 

'aria  Karly  to  ha  poNtmaNter  nt  llngdad,  Ky.,  In  placu  ttt 
L.\V,  WlllliiniM,  Iiiruuibi'Ut't  iouiniUMloii  I'lplred  January  iM, 
1 

L4)t;iNtANA 

itbert  U  Motiton  to  \hi  |)ONtniar«ter  at  LafM>eltr,  Is.,  In 
pli^<*  of  J.  R,  I)oiM('ngi*auf,  removed. 

iMwpli  (ttio  KtMlifr  to  h«*  iNMtinaKl4>r  ai  l^wlatuii,  M«.,  In 
pM<w  ot  W,  C.  lfr>aiit,  removMl. 

MlMaiMMlpfl 

i)tiinn  v..  Miittox  to  In*  {M*HiniitMt>*r  at  Fttltofi,  MInm,,  in  |4ilM 
of  W,  M,  Muin«,  luc'utnbifnt'a  ctmuniiMion  wxpir»»d  February 
Id,  1929. 

MONTANA 

lelen  I'.  Olbh  to  b«  postmaator  at  Beltou,  Mont.  Office  l)e- 
rai  tie  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

.  ohn  M.  Evans,  Jr.,  to  be  postnmster  at  Butte.  Mont.,  in  place 
of  Richard  Brimacombe.  Incumbent's  conuuiasion  expired 
December  19,  1928. 

NKW  MEXICO 

,  ohn  P.  Mllner  to  be  postma.«rter  at  Anthony,  N.  Mex.  Office 
be{  ame  presidential  July  1,  1929. 

NEW    YORK 

i'red  C.  Conrad  to  be  postmaster  at  Saranac  Lake,  N.  Y.,  in 
pli  ce  of  J.  A.  Latour,  resigned. 

TTTAH 

<  Jeorge  A.  Murphy  to  be  postmaster  at  Spring  Canyon,  Utah. 
Otlce  bei-ame  pre.sidential  Jnly  1,  1929. 

VERMONT 

Burton  N.  Sis<  o  to  be  postmaster  at  Brandon,  Vt.,  in  plac*.'  of 
H.  D.  Rolfe,  resigned. 

WIJ»T    VIRGINIA 

ilary  L.  IJlly  to  be  postmaster  at  East  Beckley,  W.  Vu. 
Olice  became  presidential  July  1,  1929. 


Bt(n 


CaJ. 

Co 


SENATE 

Thursday,  November  74,  1929 

{Legislative  day  of  Wednaday,  October  30,  1929) 

'.  'he  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
re<ess. 

Jr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum, 

'  :'he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Tlie  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

'  'he  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  aud  the  following  Senators 
an  iwereU  to  their  names : 

Alln 

Ba  kloy 
Hli  h'tiam 
Bis  <  k 
Bit  use 
Bu  ah 
Brt  tton 


ok 


Br<  okhart 
Br(ius«arU 


rer 
nally 


Co|  teland 
Coi  ixt-nii 
Cm  Xing 
r>a  e 
Dcueen 


DIU 

E<la;e 

Fesd 

Fletcher 

Fraaier 

George 

OlUett 

Glenn 

Gotr 

Gr<>ene 

Hale 

Harris 

ilarritton 

Uasriuga 

Uattleld 

Hawea 

Hay  den 


Hehert 

rieflin 

UowpU 

Johnson 

Jonea 

K<au 

Kondrick 

Keyes 

La  Follette 

McKellar 

McMaster 

BIcNary 

M(>8e8 

Norbcck 

Norrls 

Nye 

Oddie 


Overman 

Patterson 

Phlpt)8 

Uausiicll 

Re4>d 

Sackett 

Scball 

Hbeppard 

Shoi  trldgc 

Simmoud 

Smith 

Smoot 

Stcck 

Sttiwer 

8tei>bena 

Swanaon 

Xboma.4,  Idaho 
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Wheeler 


Thomaa,  Okla.         Tydlnn  ^"'/?**w... 

Townsend  Vand'-nlwrg  \%nl8li.  Maas. 

Tranimell  Warner  Watcrmun 

Mr  SHBPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Caraway],  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
WAI.HH1,  the  Senator  from  Wiftconsln  [Mr.  Bi^nm],  and  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robikboji]  are  detained  on  bualneaa 

of  the  Senate.  ^  i  .      »    .«♦   m 

Mr   m^IIALL,     Mv  colleagMe  [Mr.  BiiipaTBADl  Is  absent,  111. 
Ti)P   VK^K   I'UEMIDENT,     SeventyeiKhf    H«Mmtors  hare  nn- 

awered  to  their  names,    A  quorum  Is  preseut 

Tlia  JOVWAL 

Mr  JONK8.  Mr,  President,  I  «i*k  unnnlmoun  consent  Ihnt 
thi»  Journal  ft»r  Monday,  Novi»ujU;r  11,  Tu^aday,  Navtn»l»er  12, 
aiMl  W«Hlnewliiy,  Nov»milaT  1»,  may  be  approviKl, 

Tita  VU.'K  PItKHIUKNT,    WMhooi  obji'cllou,  It  la  ao  ordtratf. 

I'lmTioai* 
Mr,  HROOKHART  prtfat^nli'd  a  ia«tltlon  of  aundry  citlaena 
from  vurloua  l»tatt«*,  b«»lDU  war  vHerana  re-ldlug  "t  tha  National 
Home  for  DUabletl  Volunli'i«r  Holdlww  at  Danville,  III,,  praying 
for  file  |ma«ag«»  of  the  bill  (H,  1222)  to  provhle  for  the  Imme. 
dial"  imyinaitt  to  veteran*  of  llu«  fa«'«  vnlui*  of  their  ajljUKted- 
aervico  cert  I  flea  tea,  whlrh   waa  referred   lo  Mie  CommltU'e  on 

iSr^'r'oNKH  preaented  a  la-tlllmi  of  xundrjr  cltlwMix  of  the 
Ntalo  of  WMahliigloii,  praying  for  the  \nintwtif  <tt  «he  ao-i-alij^J 
CiiiiiaT  liol)*lon  bill,  providing  for  tiM'  eMMbllKhment  *«,  •  Fett* 
efai  di'iHiri !«»«•»«  "f  HltM-allon,  whUh  waa  referred  to  the  Uom- 
mlllK*  on  Fwltw'rtllon  and  LwIkv.  

Mr,  tMU'MLANU  iirtrnvutw}  mrtiUonK  nuinerotwly  algned  by 
auridry  Htlaeiw  of  New  York  Clly  and  of  the  •»t«t«»^1^  New  York 
and  nW  Jeria»y,  praying  for  tlie  laiwaage  itl  leglalatlon  granting 
Imrrtaiaed  peiialonx  lo  Civil  War  vHerana  and  their  widow*, 
which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  l**[*»^*-^    ,^.  , 

Mr,  CAPPBR  preaenU'd  petltlom*  nlgned  by  l.OflO  cltlaens  of 
tbe  Htate  of  Kauaaa,  praying  for  the  pasaage  of  legialutlou  grant- 
ing Increaaed  pensiotir.  to  veterans  of  the  war  with  Spain  aud 
their  widows,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

Rio  ORANOB  RTVES  BRIDOB 

Mr.  SHBPPARD.  From  the  Committee  on  Commerce!  re- 
port back  favorably,  with  an  amendment,  the  bill  (8.  1909)  to 
extend  the  time  for  the  construction  of  the  bridge  across  the 
Rio  Grande  at  or  near  Weslaco,  Tex.,  and  I  submit  a  report 
(No.  44)  thereon.  The  bill  is  unanimou.sly  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Commerce,  and  I  ask  for  its  immediate  considera- 
tion. Bills  like  -t  have  been  passed  by  the  Senate  before  at  the 
present  session. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill.  ,, 

The  amendment  was,  on  page  1.  line  3,  before  the  word     for, 
to  strike  out  "  time  "  and  insert  "  times,"  so  as  to  make  the  bill 
read : 

Be  U  enacted,  etc..  That  the  times  for  commencing  and  completing 
the  construction  of  a  bridge  authorlaed  by  act  of  Congress  approved 
May  28.  1928,  to  be  built  by  tbe  Los  Olmos  International  Bridge  Co. 
across  the  Rio  Grande  at  or  near  Weslaco,  Tex.,  are  hereby  extended 
one  and  thre«»  years,  respectively,  from  tbe  date  of  approval  hereof. 

Sec  2.  That  the  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this  act  is  hereby 
expressly  reserved. 

The  amendmeut  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate  as  amended,  and  the 
amendment  was  c  mourred  in. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read:  "A  bill  to  extend  the 
times  for  commencing  aud  completing  the  construction  of  the 
bridge  across  the  Rio  Grande  at  or  near  Weslaco,  Tex." 

REPORTS   OF   NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  as  In  open  executive  session,  from  the  Committee 
on  Finance,  reported  a  nomination  for  membership  on  the  United 
States  Board  of  Tax  Appeals  and  a  nomination  In  the  Public 
Health  Service,  which  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Execn- 
tive  Calendar. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  as  in  open  executive  session,  from  the  Committee 
on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads,  reported  sundry  post-office  nomi- 
nations, which  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Executive 
Calendar. 

INVESTIGATION  OF  SALES  OF  WNITKD  STATES  SHIPS 

Mr.  DBNEEN.  From  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the 
Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate  I  ask  unafiimoas  consent  to 


report  back  favorably  with  an  amendment  Senate  Resolution 
129,  proposing  an  investigation  of  sales  of  Ignited  States  ships. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  report  will 
be  received.     The  amendment  of  the  committee  will  be  atated. 

The  liEoiHLATivE  Clkrk.  Tlie  committee  propoaea.  on  page  2, 
line  18.  to  rtrike  out  "$10,000"  and  Insert  "  $5,000,"  ao  as  to 
make  the  resolution  rend : 

Knolved.  That  a  aprclnl  commit!*'*'  of  five  Beoatora,  to  b«  appolatiKl 
by  tbe  rrMldrnl  of  the  Kciiate.  it  authorUed  and  directed  to  make  a 
thoruugb  InvMllaatlon  Into  all  tbe  acts  nud  dolnga  of  tho  t'nited  iUt^a 
Mhlpplnic  Hoard  and  Mrfchant  Klaet  Corporation,  and  Mprdalljr  Into 
tbit  ((UMllon  of  aal*"*  of  ahlpa  by  tbe  board,  the  prlcva  aefiirffd,  tha  tar»i 
aiidi-r  which  ablpa  havn  Icmi  aold,  the  cUnrn'fvr  nnd  r<«ponalMtlty  of 
tbr  piircbaMra,  Hh-  tbannK  In  iKfrnn.  and  all  otlwr  fnrta  rrlatlag  te  the 
oeiiduct  of  th*  b<Mird  »i»d  of  Ihe  Km^rnenfy  Kb-et  ('ofp«»rafloM, 

Kor  tl>a  purpuMH  of  tbla  raaolullon  auvh  ci*tumlllM  or  awy  daly 
au^lu>l•^f■»d  (•MiMommltlw  ilu'ruof  la  aullM»rla4^  lo  bold  Iii«r1naa,  le  all 
and  lU't  at  aucb  tlwoa  a»d  pbuoa  daring  the  B«^»alona  and  r*ef»M  ef  tite 
a^nalf  uiHll  Ita  r«|K»rt  U  aubmllt^al,  to  onipluy  nuU  aaprrta  and  clarl. 
«al,  MtaiioarMphlc,  and  otbar  aMlataiila,  to  r«|ulr»  by  i»»lip»»a  or  olbar- 
wl«*  t\u>  attfiidnnc*'  of  aiicU  wllii4r»a«i  and  the  pruductloa  of  mtU  Ixnika, 
pap«rB,  aud  doi'iion'nta,  to  admlalator  aucb  oatha,  aud  to  taka  au«b  teati' 
miMiy  MMd  Diuke  »iifb  (•gpatullfuri'a  «•  U  •!•<•«»■  advlaahla,  Tba  jwat  ef 
aJuiiograpblr  luirvUtm  lo  reporl  audi  baarlnaa  ahall  n«>t  ha  la  etoMis  of 
aft  ci-niB  |M.r  100  word«,  The  aapensaa  nt  Ibe  rowianieo,  wblcb  nImII 
not  eataed  «A,OUU,  aliall  Im  paid  from  tba  centlacaat  faad  of  tha  Seaate 
upon  voiabera  appreved  by  tb«*  I'balraaa, 

Mr.  M<iKKlJ-AK,  Mr,  I'realdant,  that  will  lie  aallafartory  to 
me,  and  I  ««ept  flie  aniendinetit,  I  aak  ttnaitlmoua  cooaent  for 
the  Immediate  «»nald«'rMtl<m  itf  ttie  rawdtJtlim. 

Mr,  JONKH,  Mr,  Prealdent,  I  aak  ftial  th«  riHWitttlOfi  b#  ft- 
ferrrd  lo  ihe  C^imrotttee  w  Ommttrvp.  I  Iblnk  fbat  commltta* 
caw  wake  an  Inveatlgalloii  of  tbe  matter,  If  tbe  Menator  dealrea, 
without  even  the  iwMage  of  a  reaolutUm;  but,  at  any  rate,  I 
ahnti  object  to  Ita  preaent  coualdaration, 

Mr.  McKKLLAU.  Of  coorae,  that  will  take  tbe  raaolonon 
over,  BO  I  will  aak  to  have  It  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  JONEH.  No;  that  will  Uke  It  to  tbe  calendar.  I  ftfk 
that  It  go  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    No ;  I  do  not  care  about  that. 

Mr.  JONES.    Very  well ;  let  it  go  to  the  calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolution  will  be  placed  on  the 
calendar. 

SPBCtTT-ATIVE  TRANSACTIONS  IN  COTTOIf 

Mr.  DENEEN.  From  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control 
the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate  I  report  back  favorably 
Senate  Resolution  152,  with  an  amendment  to  the  resolution 
and  amendments  to  the  preamble. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  ask  that  the  amendments  may  be  stated. 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  Without  objection,  Uie  amendments 
of  the  committee  will  be  stated. 

The  amendment  to  the  resolution  was,  on  page  4,  line  8,  after 
the  name  "December."  to  strike  out  the  numerals  "10"  and 
insert  "20."  ,    ,     ^^ 

The  first  amendmeut  to  the  preamble  was,  on  page  3,  In  the 
eighth  whereas,  line  1,  to  transpose  the  word  "not"  so  as  to 
appear  l>efore  the  word  "  caused,"  and  after  the  word  "  demand  " 
to  strike  out  "  in  the  cotton-producing  and  cotton-consuming 
world  but  by  conditions  that  existed  on  a  stock  exchange  in 
New  York  City ;  and  "  and  Insert  a  period. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  preamble  was,  on  page  3,  to  strike 
out  the  nintli,  tenth,  and  eleventh  whereases  In  the  following 
words : 

Whereas  tbe  cotton  exchanges  have  publicly  admitted  In  their  reporta, 
each  day  for  several  days.  Chat  tbe  depression  of  cotton  prices  and 
the  1088  to  cotton  farmers  were  caused  by  what  took  place  on  another 
kind  of  exchange,  the  stock  exchange  in  New  York  Qty ;  and 

Whereas  tbe  cotton  exchanges  have  In  their  daily  reporta  practically 
admitted  their  Inability  to  resist  the  influences  of  specuUtlon  on  tbe 
stock  exchange  and  in  spite  of  it  to  reflect  and  register  prices  for  cotton 
that  are  Justified  by  the  law  of  supply  and  demand ;  and 

Whereas  there  is  no  way  of  teUing  Just  bow  long  this  "speculative 

spree "   now  going  on  in   the  New   York   Stock   Exchange  wlU  conOnue 

to   the   great   financial   injury   of   the   cotton    producers   of   the  United 

States ;  and 

The  next  amendment  of  the  preamble  was.  In  the  fourteenth 

"  whereas "  on  page  4,  line  2,  after  the  word  "  manipulation, 

to  strike  out  the  following  words :  "  and  by  speculation  In  stocks 

on  the  stock  exchange."  .  „      *».  ..•      « 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  consideration 

of  the  resolution.  ^ .      .       ^    ^w  ,^  ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  resolution? 
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Mr  JOKBH.  Mr  Pr*iHAmt.  un  I  an«l*nit«iid,  tb«  fkmator 
frmi  l»aUUinn  U  miiptWii  with  the  rnKiliitloo  In  Itii  (irrMnt 
Ufrml 

Mr.  HKinJN.     Ho  In. 

Mr,  44».NKM.     Vrrjr  w«ll.  ^  .  .        ^ 

Tti*  H«'fi«u,  bjr  aruiofmoM  c«in««t,  proc«0d«d  to  cooirtilcr  tno 

Tl»f  Vlt'K  rUKHJDKNT.  'Hm*  «|Ur«il«i!i  U  mi  asrtM'lng  t«  tb«» 
•iijitnliiuMil  to  ihi*  r<'«w4utlon  rtrfTted  by  tbv  Commlttiic  to 
Auilit  «ml  Control  th«  Onitlnsent  Kxpentrnt  of  tlut  Kcitat«. 

Tti4>  uuM'ittliiu'nt  WAN  aicrMfd  to. 

The  ivfolutiuu  m»  mnctiAeii  wan  agreed  to. 

Tbtf  lirdmibie  «•  nmeiuled  wan  iti;r<vd  to. 

The  nniolutioo  a«  acr<>«d  to  U  an  f ullowa : 

Wtieresfl  tb«  OoreniMfiit  report  allows  that  tb«  ■Trrage  price  p«ld 
(or  ABorti-ao  eottoo  for  the  last  10  jreara  baa  been  above  21  ceota  a 
pound :  aad 

WbeiMU  tbc  world  cottoB  crop  in  1928  wait  23,000,000  bale*  and  tbo 
world  rooMumption  of  cotton  for  the  aame  year  up  to  Aosoat.  1020,  waa 
Sft.OOO.OOO  bale*.  ahowioR  that  the  ronauoiption  of  cotton  waa  running 
far  ahMid  of  cotton  production ;  and 

Wh4prras  complaint  la  being  made  by  cotton  farmers,  merchants,  and 
bankrrn  in  the  cot  ton -growing  States  and  by  people  in  other  sections 
of  the  Country  Intereoted  in  cotton  that  aomcthlng  la  wrong  with  the 
cotton  market  and  that  the  price  la  bclnt;  depressed  and  fixed  by  purely 
apecnlnttTe  foroen,  and  that  cotton  ia  selling  not  only  at  unprofltabt* 
prices  but  below  the  coat  of  production,  to  the  gi««t  hurt  and  Injury 
of  the  cotton  produeera  of  the  United  States ;  and 

Whereaa  the  price  paid  each  day  for  cotton  la  the  towns  and  citlea 
and  in  all  tbe  plaoea  where  cotton  is  bought  and  sold  in  the  cotton- 
crowing  States  la  tiM  price  that  la  fixed  on  the  cotton  exchange  where 
speculation  in  "  cotton  futures "  and  not  where  tbe  aale  and  delivery 
of  actual  cotton  fixes  the  price  under  the  law  of  supply  and  demand ; 
and 

Whereaa  tbe  adTocates  of  a  speculative  cotton  exchange  where  un- 
limited quantities  of  cotton  futures  can  be  bought  and  sold,  have  con- 
tended that  such  an  Institution  would  positively  and  accurately  reflect 
the  price  of  actual  cotton  Justified  by  the  law  of  supply  and  demand ; 
and 

Whereas  tbe  advocates  of  such  specxUatire  cotton  exchanges  have 
claimed  tbat  they  are  not  and  can  not  be  manipulated  or  controlled 
hy  inlluances  other  than  thoiw  natural  influencea  produced  by  the  law 
of  supply  and  demand  :  and 

Whereas  Government  officials  of  tbe  United  States,  tbc  Federal  Farm 
Board,  whose  daty  it  la  to  know  what  amount  of  American  cotton  Is 
produced,  exported,  and  consumed  annually  at  home  and  abroad  and 
the  nmoant  of  tbe  carry-over  of  American  cotton  nt  the  end  of  each 
cotton  neason,  have  recently  declared  in  a  public  statement,  in  view  of 
tbe  increaaed  consumption  of  and  tbe  increased  demand  for  American 
cotton  and  cotton  goods,  tbe  decreased  nnmber  of  bales  in  tbe  carry- 
over of  American  cotton  for  tbe  prerlona  year,  and  the  production  of  a 
cotton  crop  this  year  not  large  enough  to  supply  tbe  world's  demand 
for  American  cotton,  that  the  price  of  cntton  Is  too  low  and  that  the 
cotton  farmer  Is  entitled  under  the  law  of  supply  and  demand  to  receive 
a  higher  price ;  and 

Whereas  In  recent  weeks  the  cotton  exchanges  where  cotton  prices 
have  been  unstable  and  fluctuation  In  the  price  of  cotton  has  been  tbe 
order  of  tbe  day,  the  dally  press  reports  on  cotton  prices  have  told  us 
that  the  break  In  the  price  and  tbe  losses  sustained  by  the  cotton 
producers  were  not  caused  by  the  law  of  supply  and  demand ;  and 

Whereaa  American  cotton  producers  are  now  In  the  midst  of  the 
cotton-selling  season,  and  In  order  tbat  they  may  market  their  cotton 
to  the  best  advantage  so  as  to  receive  prices  that  will  yield  thorn  a 
fair  profit  it  is  necessary  tbat  every  Infinence  and  agency  that  is  being 
■•ed  to  hamper  and  depreaa  the  price  of  cotton  be  immediately  sup- 
pressed; and 

Whereaa  the  Federal  Farm  Board  has  declared  that  the  preeeat  price 
of  cottoa  is  lew  and  nnprolltable  and  that  all  the  facta  In  the  cotton 
trade  deaaand  and  Justify  blxber  prices  for  American  cotton ;  and 

Wbereas  the  cotton  exchanges'  dally  reports  show  that  it  is  not  the 
law  of  sapply  and  demand  that  fixes  the  price  of  cotton  on  tbe  cotton 
exchange  but  tbat  it  Is  done  by  manipulation ;  and 

Whereaa  in  order  to  give  tbe  Federal  Farm  Board  a  fair  chance  and 
•  free  hand  in  prevent  lag  Huctuatlon  and  In  stabilising  cotton  prices 
Inmedlately  for  the  purpose  of  ennMtng  tbe  cotton  farB>ers  of  th«> 
Unite<l  Rtates  in  tbe  daily  sales  of  thdr  cotton  to  obtain  a  price  titat 
will  yield  them  a  profit :  Therefore  be  it 

ttrmtvtd.  That  the  Cummlttee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  or  a  sub- 
committee thereef.  Is  hereby  autborlxcd  and  directed  to  Immediately 
lBT««ttcate  all  the  maittrs  set  out  In  tbe  preamble  of  this  resolution 
and  Investigate  the  activities  and  speculative  trsnsactltnis  of  the  New 
Tork.  Xew  Orleana.  snd  Chicago  Cotton  fescbanges,  and  other  interests 
sngaasd  la  any  way  ta  the  cotton  bealnrea,  and  report  Its  fadings  to 
the  aeaal«  on  or  before  liecemU^  20.  Itt29 :  and  said  commlttre  is 
Wrsky   directed   to   BMke   snjr    recemmendaltens  In    Ita  repMt   to   tbe 


IVenite  In  December  that  It  feels  would  be  helpful  in  correcting  tb«. 
cnilttons  complained  of  and  In  obtiilnlng  for  tbe  cotton  prudttcers  of 
lb<t  Ooltsd  Mtstss  profltaMe  priitm  tor  tbelr  cottoa. 

•itid  eomnltree  la  satliorlaad  ut  setMl  for  or  siiitptana  persons,  hooks, 
and  papers,  to  odmlnMlsr  r*aih«,  and  to  employ  n  si«no«rn|>h4fr  at  a 
«<ist  not  exi-'eedlng  2'>  etutit  per  W*)  words  i4>  re|>ort  stttli  tofirtiigs.  >he 
e«p4ns«s  td  said  Investigstlon  to  bt*  paid  o«it  of  tbe  owtlegeut  fund 
ot  I  M>  Henate  and  not  to  ocfrd  flO.iMjf), 

in»i.a  A!«tt»  jtftnr  araou/Ttow  i^tioukkd 

Ills  atul  a  joint  remAutiuu  wt^ra  iuirud\u:vd,  tvtul  tlt«  tirnt 
and,  by  uuaiiitnotiN  <-oiisi*nt,  t)u>  siM'otid  Mine,  and  ref«>rrcd 
oIlowH : 

ly  Mr.  BLACK: 
bill  (8.  2«193>   for  the  rollrf  of  th<»  Htnto  of  AlalMimn  for 
ge  to  and  destruction  of  roadM  aiwl  bridge«  by  flo<xU  iu 
to  the  Committee  on  Pont  Offlt-ea  and  Powt  Kouda. 
J  Mr.  COl'ELAND: 

4  bill  (8.  2094)  for  tbe  relief  of  Thermal  Syudlcate  (Ltd.)  ; 

I   bill  (S.  2095)  for  the  relief  of  Charlo»  R.  Chrystal ; 

J  bill  (S.  2096)  for  the  relief  of  Acme  Die-Casting  Corpora- 
tloi  I ; 

i .  bill  (8.  2097)  for  the  r<^ef  of  Fairbanks,  Morse  &  Co. ;  and 

J.  bill  (S.  2098)  for  the  relief  of  William  Wrlgley,  Jr.,  Co. 
(lie.)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

ly  Mr.  McNAllY: 

I.  bill  (S.  2099)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  jrant  a  patent  of  certain  lan<l8  to  Tmman  H.  Ide;  to  the 
Coi  imittee  on  Public  Land.s  and  Snr^'eys. 

J.  bill  (S.  2100)  granting  compensation  to  Harvey  J.  White- 
hoin;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

A  bill  (S.  2101)  to  establish  a  military  record  for  Bertrond 
Tl)  )mas  Ford ;  and 

J.  bill  (S.  2102)  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  Lloyd  S.  Spooner, 
Set  vice  Company,  Fourth  Infantry,  Uniteil  States  Army;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

J.  bill  (S.  2103)  for  the  relief  of  Kate  Hatton; 

J  bill  (S.  2104)  for  the  relief  of  John  H.  and  C.  B.  Haalc; 
nn< 

J.  bill  (S.  2105)  for  the  relief  of  J.  W.  Vnndervelden :  to  the 
Coi  nmittee  on  Claims. 

ly  Mr.  HOWELL: 

J.  bill  (S-  2106)  for  tbe  relief  of  John  Baba  (with  ac^.-om- 
pni  ying  papers)  : 

A  bill  (S.  2107)  for  the  relief  of  the  Uniteil  States  marshals 
for  the  district  of  Porto  Rico  (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

J.  bill  (S.  2108)  for  the  relief  of  Don  C.  Fees  (with  accom- 
paiying  papers)  ;  and 

/.  bill  (S.  2109)  for  tbe  relief  of  the  Western  mectrlc  Co. 
(Ire.)  (with  accompanying  papers);  to  tlie  Committee  on 
Cla  ims. 

ly  Mr.  CAPPER: 

J  bill  (S.  2110)  exempting  newspai^enncn  from  testifjing 
wit  1  respect  to  the  sources  of  certain  coutidential  information ; 
to    he  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

I  y  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana : 

J  bin  (S.  2111)  granting  a  pension  to  Phlllls  Froman  (with 
acoinpanying  papers)  ;  and 

J  bill  (S.  2112)  granting  a  pension  to  I.rfiura  Belle  Winter 
(w  th  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

ly  Mr.  SMITH: 

A  bin  (S.  2113)  to  aid  In  effectuating  the  purposes  of  the 
Foilcral  laws  for  promotion  of  vucationai  agriculture;  to  the 
Coiimittee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry- 

A  bill  (S.  2114)  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the 
t>onrd  of  county  commissioners  of  (Jeorgetown  County,  S.  C, 
to  (onstruct.  maintain,  and  operate  a  free  highway  bridge  across 
tbe  Blacic  and  Waccamaw  Rivers  at  or  near  Georgetown,  S.  C. ; 
to    he  Committee  on  Commerce. 

I  y  Mr.  EIX;K  : 

;  Joint  reaolntloii  (S.  J.  Res.  80)  amending  section  4  of  8.  J. 
Re:.  117  of  the  Seventietli  Congres-s ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interoceanic  Canals. 

AMK?JDME!VT8   TO  THE  TABTTF  BILL 

Mr.  COUZENS  anbmitted  an  amendment,  and  Mr,  FLETCHER 
supmitted  two  amendments  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  them, 
refijectively,  to  Honse  bill  2007,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which 
were  severally  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

BxrvrmmE  roa  tkc  aciiATB  omcE  aciLDiifo 
Mr.  MOSEK  stjbnilttw!  the  following  re»^lntlon  (8,  Rea.  157), 
which  was  reft-nvd  to  the  C^imudttee  to  Audit  and  Control  tbe 
CoitiBcent  Expenaea  of  tb« Senate: 

i  feeelred.  Tbat  the  Committee  on  Bat's  hereby  is  authorised  to  expend 
froB  the  appropriation  for  mtsoeilaneotu  items,  cootlnseat  fund  of  the 
•el  ate.  dsesl  year  1928.  |1$,000  for  mslnteoanrc,  mlfcellaneoos  Itema, 
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sappllea,  eqirtpBMot,  aod  labor  for  tba  eara  aad  eptratloa  of  tho  ioBato 

Ofllee  BalldlBf. 

coMmvsATioif  or  msmkhoeb  to  acirATtNi  •obau. 
Mr,  WiBINHON  of  IndUnd  aobmlttcd  the  followlnf  teeolii- 
tioo  (».  B««.  IM).  which  waa  referred  to  the  Commitwt  to 
Audit  Mfu\  Control  the  Contingent  Bxpenaea  of  the  Reoate: 

Uetoltei,  That  tbe  compensation  of  tbe  messencer  actlug  as  peraooal 
attendant  to  Hon.  tuouut  D.  Ucuall,  appolated  nnder  aatborlty  of 
Senate  Kcsolutlon  24;},  ierentleih  ConcMss,  flrot  seasloo.  be  bersaftar 
psid  at  tbe  rate  of  |100  per  atontb. 

ffUSDOM  or  THE  eBAS 

Mr.  BORAH,  Mr.  Preaident,  I  a»k  to  hare  Inserted  In  the 
RnoBD  an  alltorlal  appearing  in  the  Waahington  Dally  News. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,    Without  objection,  It  la  ao  ordered. 

The  editorial  la  as  follows : 

rana  seas  bt  maoic 

The  London  5-power  naval  conference  will  not  discuss  the  question  of 
freedom  of  the  seas.  That  definite  assurance  has  been  uiven  to  the 
British  people  by  Prime  Minister  MacDonald.  To  tbe  British  this  news 
comes  as  a  relief.  To  most  Americans,  probably,  it  wUl  be  a  dis- 
appointment. 

One  of  the  reasons  the  United  SUtes  entered  the  World  War  waa  to 
achieve  freedom  of  the  seas.  That  was  the  issue  over  which  America 
and  Britain  fought  in  1812.  That  was  the  dispute  which  almost  made 
us  flglit  Britain  in  1915  and  1916. 

That  is  the  purpose  of  our  Navy,  in  the  main— to  guarantee  uninter- 
rupted traffic  of  our  commerce  and  ahlps  when  belligerents  try  to  dose 
tbe  seas. 

A  problem  so  basic  to  International  peace  and  to  naval  reduction  can 
not  safely  be  brushed  aside  as  lawyers'  quibbling,  which  MacDonald 
appeared  to  do  In  his  Oulldhall  address  Saturday. 

Nor  can  this  issue  be  left  to  disappear  in  the  mists  of  general  peace 
treaties,  such  as  tbe  Kellogg  pact  renouncing  war.  "  When  you  remem- 
ber that  the  problem  of  the  freedom  of  the  sens,  either  naval  or  military, 
can  only  arise  If  bugles  have  been  blown,  surely  every  man  and  woman 
of  common  senae  sees  that  the  swiftest  and  surest  method  of  solving 
these  problems  is  to  see  that  the  bugles  of  war  never  blow  again,"  aald 

MacDonald. 

The  Prime  Ministers  optimism  regarding  the  automatic  and  magical 
self-solution  of  this  problem  arisea  from  a  confusion  between  the  causes 
and  results  of  war.  Tbe  free-seas  confUct  Is  a  cause  of  war.  The  war 
danger,  especially  between  America  and  Britain,  can  not  be  removed 
until  that  conflict  la  removed. 

Perhaps  MacDonald  la  wise  in  the  decision  not  to  dlncuss  this  Issue 
at  the  London  naval  conference.  Progress  can  be  made  only  one  step 
at  a  time,  and  that  conference  will  do  well  if  it  achieves  a  naval  lUnlta- 
tlon  agreement  and  nothing  more. 

But  It  would  be  no  gain  for  peace  If  tbe  American  and  British  Gov- 
ernments and  peoples  persuaded  themselves  tbat  such  a  naval  agree- 
ment In  Itself  can  prevent  war.     It  will  be  only  one  amall  step. 

Tbe  larger  and  more  Important  atep  of  agreeing  on  freedom  of  the 
seas  must  then  he  taken. 

AORICULTTmAL    PAKITY — LirTTtt    Of    T.    W.    MURPHT 

Mr  NYE.  Mr.  President,  on  last  evening  the  Washington 
SUr  carried  an  open  letter  written  by  Mr.  F.  E.  Murphy,  the 
publisher  of  the  Minneapolis  (Minn.)  Tribune,  to  Hon.  Rdd 
Smoot.     I  ask  leave  to  have  the  letter  printed  in  the  Recobo. 

There  l>eing  no  objection,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rkcobo,  as  follows : 

[From  the  Evening  SUr,  Washington,  D.  C,  Wednesday,  November  IS, 

1929] 


City  eoBTOBtloB  tbe  Uepob* 


A    BBPLT    TO    THI    BON. 


SEED    SMOOT 

NOVKMBEB    8,    1929. 


Hon.  REED  Smoot, 

Senate  Office  Buildino.  Waehington,  D.  0. 

Mt  Dkab  8EKATOB  Smoot  :  I  have  read  your  letter  of  October  30 
with  the  utmoat  Interest,  and  am  very  glad  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  replying  to  you. 

Broadly,  your  letter  seeks  to  convey  two  conclusions.  One  conclu- 
sion is  that  tbe  Republican  Party  made  cerUin  pledges  to  Industry. 
The  other  conclusion  is  that  we  who  are  speaking  for  agriculture  are 
following  false  economic  and  political  goda. 

The  first  conclusion,  to  wit,  that  the  Bepoblican  Party  has  certiftn 
pledge  obligations  to  Industry  yon  seek  to  prove  by  a  multiplicity  of 
quotations  from  the  Bepoblican  Party  platform  aod  from  President 
Hoover's  preelection   speeches. 

May  I  respectfolly  sobmlt  that  all  tbis  is  wholly  onneceMary.  May 
I  sobmlt  that  It  Is  not  only  oanecessary  bat  Is,  Inadvertently,  ao  doobc, 
an  avoidance  of  tbe  lasoe.  ^_  -_-_„ 

The  Israe  In  oar  eorreopoadeaes  slavly  baa  to  do  wttb  tbo  fafmw 
of  tbe  Repablkaa  Party  te  BMba  good  certain  selcan  aad  datetta 
pledges  amde  to  agrlealtera.    Tbo  laaM  baa  aotbtng  to  do  with  tbo 


party's  plodfo  to  ladastry.    At  tbo  Kai 

Ueaa  Party  efltlally  said :  ^        _ 

"Tbo  EepoMlean  Party  plodgMi  ItaoM  to  tbo  dotolopmont  and  enart- 
meat  of  moasareo  whleb  will  plaeo  tbo  afr4«olt0ral  latoreota  of  AaieHea 
en  a  basis  of  eeonomie  oqoallty  wltb  otbor  isdnotrloa  to  lasero  Ito  pros* 
porlty  sad  euecsso," 

Tbe  Bepobllcaa  P^rif  platforai  also  aald ; 

"A  pretoctlre  tartt  Is  as  Tttal  to  Aawrloaa  agrtenltaro  as  It  la  te 
Amortota  Baaafaetoriag,  Tbo  Ropeblkaa  Party  bsUoros  tbat  tbo  botae 
market,  ballt  np  andor  tbo  pfOtocttTo  policy,  bolengs  to  tbe  AaMrlaaa 
farmer,  and  it  pledges  Its  support  of  loglSlatloB  wbleb  wUl  glTO  tbIs 
market  to  bim  to  the  full  extent  of  bis  aMIIty  te  sapply  It" 

The  gravamen  of  oar  complaint  is  simply  this :  Tbat  tba  Bopablleaa 
Party  gives  no  evldeneo  of  its  intent  eltber  to  place  agrlroUurc  ea  a 
basis  of  economic  equality  witb  otbor  industries  or  to  give  tbo  booM 
market  to  the  American  farmer.  Beyond  these  two  pledges  we  do  not 
go.  and  It  sppears  to  me  that,  as  a  matter  of  logic,  tbe  redUtlon  of  tbo 
party's  pledges  to  industry  has  no  hearing  whatever  on  the  lasoe. 

I  know  tbat  there  are  industries  tbat  need  additional  UrilT  assist' 
ance.  I  know  that  there  are  Industrtes  In  need  of  tarUT  assistance  tbat 
are  not  now  asking  for  help.    I  am  willing  and  anziooa  that  they  shoald. 

There  can  not  be  any  disagreement  between  you  snd  me  on  this  point. 
I  am  now  merely  trying  to  confine  the  issue  to  the  points  we  raise— the 
failure  to  keep  the  equality  and  the  home-market  pledges. 

Our  request  for  a  parity  of  treatment  for  agriculture  Is  eontlnooasiy 
answered  as  if  such  a  request  were  In  its  very  nature  an  assault  upon 
industry.  Surely  you  and  your  Republican  fellow  Senators  are  not  yet 
willing  to  assert  that  the  attainment  of  a  mere  equality  for  agriculture 
or  the  possession  of  the  home  market  means  a  destruction'  or  sn  Impair- 
ment ot  Industry.  Yet  that  you  admit  this  Is  the  onavoidable  conclu- 
sion to  which  we  must  come  if  our  pleas  for  the  fulfillment  of  the 
party's  pledges  are  forever  answered  by  relating  to  us  the  pledges  the 
party  made  to  Industry,  as  If  the  one  were  the  negation  of  the  other. 

Our  contention  is.  and  always  has  be«J,  that  a  parity  for  agriculture 
must  of  necessity  mean  an  increased  prosperity  for  Industry  aod  labor. 
The  citation  of  the  Republican  Party's  pledges  to  nidustry  as  an  answer 
to  our  demands  for  Sn  equality  of  treatment  for  agriculture  U  an 
answer  to  a  fictitious  belief  that  we  most  emphatically  do  not  bold,  to 
a  flctiUouB  charge  that  most  emphatically  we  never  have  made,  and  to 
a  theory  to  which  we  most  emphatically  never  will  subscribe. 

May  I  trespass  on  your  patience  while  1  present  some  examples  in 
support  of  our  contention  that  the  tarltt  meaaures  of  both  the  House 
and  of  the  Senate  do  not  give  agriculture  ita  promised  equality  and  its 

borne  market. 

The  duty  on  hides  as  set  down  by  both  the  Houae  and  tbe  Senate  Is 
10  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The  compensatory  duty  on  boots  and  shoes  is 
set  down  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem.  On  tbe  average,  these  two  duties 
would  mean  50  centa  additional  for  a  hide  and  fl  additional  for  a  pair 
of  shoes.  Surely  you  do  not  maintain  that  the  imposition  of  these 
duties  has  any  tendency  to  put  agriculture  on  a  basis  of  eqoality  with 
other  Industries.  The  fanner  is  clearly  a  loser  by  thla  transaction,  and 
what  adds  to  his  irritation  Is  tbe  fsct  thst  this,  an  actual  Injury,  is 
given  to  him  in  tbe  gulae  of  a  benefit.  You  tell  him  you  wUl  give  him 
more  for  bis  hides  and  then  turn  around  and  take  twice  that  anm  away 
from  blm  for  his  shoes. 

You  wUl  observe  that  I  have  confined  my  dlscnsslon  to  the  simple 
items  of  hides  snd  shoes.  I  say  nothing  about  the  duty  on  harnesses, 
saddles,  gloves,  etc.,  aU  of  which  are  made  of  leather  and  aU  of  which 
the  farmer  Is  compelled  to  buy. 

I  respectfully  submit  that  the  above  gives  no  Indication  of  the  Inten- 
tion of  tbe  BepnbUcan  Party  to  keep  Ito  pledge  to  give  equality   to 

agriculture. 

Then  there  is  tbe  matter  of  sago,  sago  fiour,  tapioca,  and  cassava  flour, 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  starches.  In  1928,  175.000.000  pounds 
were  Imported.  For  starch  purposes  this  is  the  equivalent  of  15,000.000 
bushels  of  potatoes.  Agriculture  asked  for  a  duty  of  3  centa  per  pound 
or  the  equivalent  of  the  duty  on  other  sUrcbes.  This  was  refused  by 
both  the  Senate  and  the  Houae.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  Is  In  direct 
vloUtlon  to  the  Republican  Party's  pledge  to  give  the  ♦*  home  market 
to  the  farmer.  "  to  the  full  extent  of  his  ability  to  supply  it."  Here's 
a  "home  market"  for  15,000.000  bushels  of  potatoes,  for  which  the 
farmer  asked  aod  which  a  Bepubllcao  Coogress  refused. 

Both  the  House  sod  the  Senate  have  refuned  to  give  to  tbe  farmer 
s  sufllcleot  doty  on  csseln.  Half  the  casein  used  In  this  coontry  is 
imported  from  Argentina,  and  here  again  is  s  "  home  market  that  la 
denied  to  the  farmer.  In  spite  of  the  party's  pledge  to  give  it  to  him 

Both  the  House  snd  tbe  Senste  have  refused  to  piece  a  duty  on  hemp- 
•eed  oil  pslm-Dut  oil,  paim-not-keroel  oil,  tuog  oil.  sonflower-seed  oil, 
•esame  oil.  all  of  which  are  osed  lo  tbe  manofactore  ot  palnu  and 
varnishes  or  soaps.  Tbeoe  oils  come  Into  this  coontry  In  large  volumes 
from  coontrtes  other  than  the  Phlllpploes  and  take  the  pU«e  of  linseed 
oil  and  other  domestic  oils  tbat  coald  be  prodoced  by  tbe  Amrrtcan 

'^T^mmlr  osstt  any  diocaeslon  of  tbe  v^otaMo  fats  prodorsd  In  tbe 

pjii!Ssr.itbo-«b .  vs..  sad  p^^-j-raitT-rr^"  •'"** 

Aoold  boloag  to  tbe  Aaorkan  fanaor  la  tbas  denlod  to  hlak 
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Tte  tarUt  oa  llnTiid  oO  1«  not  coBipl«tcl7  eCeetlT*.  It  wUl  parmlt 
the  ImporUtloa  of  oil  wbicb.  of  course,  means  a  aabtnettoa  (roa  tlM 
American  "  boase  BMrket "  for  flax. 

Tb«  Senate  Finance  Committee  reduced  the  Hooae  daty  oa  flax  trom 
6S  canta  per  koabel  to  56  cent!  per  busbel  in  ipite  of  the  fact  that  folly 
KO  per  cent  of  the  flax  used  In  tbia  country  la  imported  from  Argentina. 
The  American  farmers  are  tboa  denied  50  per  cent  of  th«  "  borne  mar- 
ket "  fbr  flax  la  spite  of  the  Bepublican  Party's  promise  to  (It*  it  to 
bia  "  to  the  fall  extent  of  his  ability  to  supply  it." 

The  duty  on  wool,  whicb  waa  increased  from  31  cents  to  84  cents 
per  pound  by  the  Beaae.  waa  rcdaced  to  31  centa  by  the  Senate  Flnanc* 
Committee.  BTeryona  la  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  cost  of  the  wool  In 
clothinc  is  a  tririal  oMtter  to  the  consumer.  There  are  not  to  exceed  4 
pounds  of  wool  in  a  salt  that  costs  3125.  Tet  an  increase  of  3  centa 
per  pound  to  the  producers  of  wool  means  much.  This  waa  rcfnsed  to 
the  farmer  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 

1  respectfully  subodt  that  theee  consplcuoos  failure*  oa  the  part  of 
the  Republican  Party  to  keep  ita  piedges  to  tbo  farmer  are  not  compen- 
sated for  t>y  the  dntlea  that  bare  been  placed  on  wheat,  com,  eats, 
harl«y,  rye,  rice,  aad  pork.  These  prodncta  are  oa  aa  export  baals  and 
Import  duties  oa  thca  are  of  little  or  no  value.  For  the  moat  part, 
theae  dotlea  bare  no  effect,  and  when  they  do  baTe  effect,  the  effect  la 
temporary  and  doea  aot  then  reflect  to  the  fazater  anythlBg  Uk«  the  daty 
imposed. 

We  have  a  dnty  •t  42  ceata  a  boahel  on  wheat  bot  la  1927  we 
exported  190,000,000  huab^  of  wheat.  Thla  fall  the  American  farmers 
IlTlnc  aloBc  the  Caaadlan  Une  hauled  their  wheat  into  Canada,  paid 
an  import  doty  of  12  centa  per  baahel  and  aold  their  wheat  la  Canada 
for  a  hUrbar  prtc*  than  they  eoold  ohtaia  la  the  Daited  Stotes.  In 
fae*  of  sack  facts  aa  tbeae  what  benefldal  effect  en  tb«  farflMr  does 
the  42-eent  daty  oa  wheat  baTO? 

We  have  a  IS-cent  duty  on  cora  bot  w*  export  15,000,000  boahels  of 
com.  We  boTe  a  Ifr-eeat  doty  on  oata.  but  we  export  10,000,000 
boaheia  of  oata.  We  have  a  20-cent  duty  oa  barley,  bat  we  export 
40,000,000  baabalB  of  barley.  We  have  a  15-ceat  daty  oa  rye,  hot  we 
export  26.000.000  boahels  of  rye.  We  have  ▼aryiag  duties  oa  pork 
and  pork  prodocts,  bat  we  export  nearly  1,000,000.000  pooada. 

The  datlea  oa  thcae  products,  that  are  on  aa  export  baala.  avail  the 
faraier  lltti*  or  aothiag.  They  okay  make  a  statistical  showing  bat 
the  farmers'  tzoabiea  arc  not  statistical.     They  are  financial. 

I  think  that  tbeas  examples  will  cooTlnce  any  falr-mladad  persoa 
that  the  Amertcaa  faraier  has  a  Tslld  complaint  against  the  RepnbUcaa 
Party  aad  caa  jastly  accaae  the  repreaentatlTes  of  that  party  la  Con- 
gresa  of  a  failure  to  keep  Its  preelection  pledge. 

I  agala  aabailt  to  yon  that  yoor  iinotatlona.  In  yoor  letter  to  lae. 
of  the  party  pledge*  to  indnatry  has  no  bearing  on  the  failure  of  the 
RspabUcaa  Party  to  keep  its  pledges  to  the  farmer. 

Tb*  aUegatloa  that  w«  arc  toUowiag  falaa  gods  la  equally  wltboat 
beartag  on  the  «ne*tloa  of  lasue.  At  the  moat,  sach  a  charge  Is  a 
Blatter  of  opinion  aad  not  of  provable  fact.  May  I  saggest  that  your 
compariaon  of  oar  attitude  with  that  of  certain  newspapera  during  the 
free  allTer  laaue  ia  not  at  all  apt  or  pertinent.  The  Minneapolis 
Trlbane  waa  coaaplcuoas,  but  by  the  discoTery  of  gold  in  Alaska  aad 
Krea  ao.  it  may  even  be  aakl  that  the  gold  standard  baa  beea  Juatifled. 
aot  by  tbe  logic  of  Its  protagonists,  among  wbom  the  Minneapolis 
Trtboaet  was  coaaplcaooa,  but  by  tbe  diacorery  of  gold  in  AJaaka  and 
the  perfection  of  tbe  cyanide  proceaa.  Both  of  the*e  factors,  onfore- 
aeca  aad  uapredlctable.  came  late  tbe  equatloa  after  the  couatry  bad 
decided  in  favor  of  tbe  gold  standard. 

I  would  say  that  a  clo*er  parallel  of  the  present  altaatlon  woald  be 
tbe  Wiaoaa  speech  of  th«  BepoMicaa  candidate  for  the  Preiideney,  who 
attempted  to  Justify  the  failure  of  the  Republican  Party  to  keep  ita 
pledges.  Ton  wUl  recall  that  tbe  Republican  Party  bad  proadsed  "  to 
rertae  the  tariff  downward  "  and  failed  to  do  so  with  resalts  tbat  were 
onfortaaate.  at  least,  for  the  Repablican  Party  for  the  next  eight  yaar*. 

Ia  eoactasloa.  I  want  agala  to  aasare  yoa  that  our  deoianda  for  the 
faUllf  eat  of  the  pledges  to  tbe  farmer  are  tai  no  wise  mad*  ia  oppesi- 
tioa  to  tb*  aeeded  adfastmcats  ia  behalf  of  ladostry.  We  fed  tbat  agrl- 
eultor*  I*  iBdnstry's  beat  customer.  We  feel  tbat  the  farmer  la  tb*  best 
"florelSB  market"  tkat  ladnstry  baa.  AQ  that  we  are  aaklag  Is  the 
fottllBMat  of  tb*  simpli,  expHdt  pledges  t*  agricnltar*  tbat  were  made 
la  tbe  RepaMlcaa  fmttj  platforak    We  ask  for  ao  aiorc,  and  w*  will  be 


WKb  aanraaa*  wt  wtf  great  sataaai  far  tbe  mrrtee  y*o  have 
yoar  asaatry  aa4  yawr  party,  I  am, 
MaoeMly  y*«s, 

r.  ■.  Mewn, 


Mr. 


PraMeot.  I  dcrtrg  to  Uko  a  few 


w.  m.  nciTB  oa. 

BBOOKHABT.     Mr.  PniMcot.  I 
in  rpfcreoec  to  tb*  F.  B.  SalUi  Co. 
Pmldent  Hootot  In  hla  inaognral  addreia  Htid ; 

tb*  vlgar  aa4 
tlM  cattia 
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Tt  ere  la  a  beUef  abroad  that  by  larofclng  teclmlealltlea,  subterfuge,  and 
de  ay  the  enda  of  juatice  may  be  thwarted  by  those  wbo  can  pay  the  cost. 

[  considered  then,  and  I  think  now,  that  the  President's  state- 
nK  nt  was  not  only  a  timely  and  expedient  one  bat  that  he  then 
ut  ered  a  warning  that  should,  if  carefully  heeded,  liave  a  most 
sa  utary  effect  upon  the  Government  of  our  country.  The 
ns  tloual  commission  appointed  by  him  is  now  making  an  exhaus- 
tive research  of  the  entire  system  of  Federal  Jurisprudence — a 
survey  of  the  whole  field  of  crime  and  an  examination  of  trial 
aid  appellate  im)cediire  that  should  have  a  tremendous  effect 
w!  len  the  work  of  that  commission  has  advanced  to  a  point 
where  its  recommendations  may  be  considered  and  utilized  in 
the  enactment  of  new  and  more  effective  laws  for  the  oppre- 
hepsion  and  punishment  ot  criminals. 

In  this  connection  I  have  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  on  many  occasions  the  outstanding  and  significant  fact 
thit  our  District  of  Columbia,  governed  as  It  is  by  the  Congress, 
ses  such  a  miserably  poor  example  for  the  rest  of  the  country 
thfct  it  shoald  be  no  matter  of  wonder  at  all  that  the  Federal 
G<»veniment  ttaelf  is  fast  falling  into  disrepute  throughout  the 
Slates  of  the  entire  Nation.  As  fogs  and  vapors  frequently  roll 
oner  this  small  territory  from  the  waters  of  the  Potomac  and 
hi  le  the  beauty  of  its  countless  buildings  of  marble  and  granite 
fr  >m  tbe  light  of  the  son  so  do  tbe  vapors  and  fogs  of  crime  and 
CQ  rmption,  of  dialHmesty,  and  of  vicious  greed  continually  render 
m  >re  and  more  obscure  the  honorable,  etficient,  and  wholly  sin- 
ce re  private  and  public  conduct  of  the  great  and  honest  majority 
of  tbe  citiaena  and  oOlclals  of  tbe  District. 

How  can  we  expect  that  the  youth  of  the  Nation — the  young 
m^n  and  women  now  being  educated  in  its  schools  and  coUegea 
aid  upon  wbom  the  executive  burdens  of  industry,  commerce, 
aid  government  will  soon  fall— can  commence  their  respective 
personal  or  official  careers  in  anything  like  tbe  right  attitude 
oi  heart  and  of  mind  when  they  are  continuously  and  correctly 
taught  throughout  the  formative  educational  period,  by  the 
n<wspaper8  and  magazines  of  the  country,  that  the  very  source 
ol  the  stream  ot  government  is  foul  with  dishonesty  and  corrup- 
tion? To-day,  as  perhaps  never  before,  the  eyes  of  the  entire 
cctmtry  are  fixed  upon  the  National  Capital.  Those  earnest  per- 
8<iDs  throughout  the  Nation  who  have  a  sincere  desire  for  a  de- 
cei  it  and  honest  administration  of  the  country's  laws  are  appalled 
ai  d  bewildered  at  tbe  failure  (A  the  Congress  to  properly  govern 
this  small  territory  that  is  in  its  trust  and  charge.  The  failure 
of  the  officers  of  this  Government  to  properly  and  adequately 
enforce  its  laws  throughout  the  Nation  has  become,  as  Pretsident 
H  >over  suggests,  a  matter  of  great  concern ;  but  the  utter  fail- 
tu  e  of  the  Congress  to  properly  govern  the  District  of  Columbia 
is  a  matter  for  even  greater  concern,  because  if  crime  can  con- 
tinuously increase  and  flourish  here  at  the  very  seat  of  govern- 
ment itself  what  can  be  expected  as  to  the  rest  of  the  Nation? 
If  the  Congress  with  all  of  the  power  at  its  command  can  not 
la  )h  the  criminal  away  from  the  execution  of  hi.s  crime  alm<»st 
w  thin  the  shadow  of  this  building,  how  can  we  hope  that  dis- 
ta  at  officials,  with  comparatively  inferior  power  and  lesser  equip- 
mmt,  can  succeed  in  holding  their  respective  trenches  against 
ths  force  and  strategy  of  the  armies  of  crime? 

I  have  had  occasion  to  refer  a  number  of  times  to  the  opera- 
tKns  wfthin  this  District  of  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  I  realize 
keenly  tbat  this  Is  but  one  of  many  matters  that  require  the 
at  ention  of  our  local  authorities;  but  I  can  not  forget  that 
perhaps  20,000  persons  In  these  United  States  have  purchased 
bonds  and  stocks,  aggregating  many  millions  of  dollars,  from 
thia  concern,  and  tbat  they  have  done  so  in  part  by  reason  of 
tb  >  fact  that  they  have  thought — as  they  had  a  right  to  think — 
thit  the  oi>erations  of  such  a  corporation,  conducting  Its  busi- 
ness from  their  National  Capital,  would  be  subjected  to  at  least 
a  reasonable  supervision.  Since  the  conduct  of  this  company, 
and  of  Its  officers,  has  become  a  matter  of  controversy  in  our 
lo»l  courts  I  have  frequently  called  upon  the  Department  of 
Jtstice  for  information  concerning  tbe  status  of  investigations 
aid  proeecntlops  in  connection  with  its  transactions.  To  say 
that  I  have  been  astounded  at  wliat  has  been  revealed  to  roe 
wi  mid  be  but  a  mild  expmstoD  indeed.  Bevertlng  to  President 
H  wTcr's  statement,  that — 

rherc  is  a  belief  abroad  that  by  lavoklng  technicalities,  subterfuge, 
aj^  dcbiy,  tb*  sad*  of  Jnotles  any  be  thwarted  by  those  wbo  caa  pay 


I  can  onlj  my  there  is  more  than  ample  ground  for  such  a 

Jet    I  hare  heretofore  referred  to  the  fact  that  bond*  have 

laraed  and  sold  by  tbe  fknitb  Co.  in  tbe  aggregate  sum 

approziaiately  two  and  three-quarter  millions  of  dollars  on 

Hamilton  Hotel  in  this  city— a  building  that  cost,  with  its 

fMBcnt,  approximately  a  million  and  a  half  dollars,  and  has 

Ufed  Uirongh  balf  of  tlie  20-7eflr  period  that  it  can 


hope  to  be  designated  as  a  flrst-dass  hotel.  I  need  make  Uttle 
comment  on  the  nature  of  the  security  upon  which  the  bond- 
holders must  depend.  Answering  my  inquiries,  agents  of  tne 
Department  of  Justice  inform  me  that  the  outstanding  bond 
issues  approximate  $10,000  per  room,  and  that  the  interest  pay- 
ments and  general  expense  of  operating  the  hotel  are  lar 
greater  than  its  earning  capacity  has  ever  been  or  can  hope  to 
be,  to  say  nothing  of  the  payment  of  the  bonds  themselves  when 
they  may  become  due.  Within  my  memory,  in  fact,  within  tne 
past  five  years,  two  of  the  companies  that  have  attempted  to 
operate  that  hostelry  have  become  bankrupt,  and  yet  it  has 
been  subsequently  mortgaged  and  bonds  have  been  sold  for 
more  than  a  million  dollars  since  those  bankruptcies,  despite  tne 
fact  that  the  building  was  already  encumbered  with  old  mort- 
gages for  much  more  than  it  cost  to  build  it,  equip  it,  and 

pay  for  the  site.  »^„.^  «* 

Criminal  proceedings  against  the  chairman  of  the  board  of 
the  F  H  Smith  Co.  were  instituted  last  May  as  a  result  of  a 
grand  Jury  Investigation  concerning  his  testimony  at  the  bank- 
ruptcy hearings  mentioned  a  moment  ago.  It  became  iinportant 
that  tbe  grand  Jury  should  obtain  certain  of  the  records  and 
document.'*  and  books  pertaining  to  the  operation  of  the  hotel 
and  I  am  informed  by  agents  of  the  Department  of  Justice  that 
these  books  and  records  and  papers  were  never  produced._^but 
that,  on  the  contrary,  the  United  States  attorney  was  advised 
that  they  could  not  be  located  and  were  no  longer  available.  A 
few  days  ago  I  noticed  in  the  papers,  and  subsequently  read 
from  the  flies  in  a  present  pending  criminal  proceeding,  that 
when  those  books  and  records  and  documents  were  required  by 
our  grand  jury  last  May  they  were  n(»t  in  fact  produced,  but 
that  at  the  very  time  that  it  was  claimed  that  they  were  not 
available  and  could  not  be  produced,  approximately  20  steel 
trunks,  filled  with  papers  and  documents,  were  surreptitiously 
removed  from  the  general  offices  of  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  to  the 
farm  of  a  man  uamo<l  Porter.  In  Maryland ;  and  that  they  were 
not  brought  back  until  the  termination  of  the  grand  jury  pro- 

cBPtl  i  n  fiTs 

I  think  that  I  should  say  that  I  am  personally  satisfied  that 
the  fanner  who  accepted  and  concealed  the  records  did  so  with- 
out any  knowledge  of  the  purpose  or  intent  of  those  who  ar- 
ranged with  him  to  do  so,  and  that  it  was  not  until  he  later 
saw  an  account  of  the  criminal  cases  in  newspapers  that  he  sus- 
pected an  ulterior  motive  on  the  part  of  Henry,  who  had  made 
tlie  arrangement  with  him. 

I  have  investigated  this  matter  in  some  degree  myseir,  and 
I  know  from  personal  information,  as  well  as  from  the  files 
of  the  case,  that  Samuel  J.  Henry,  the  president  of  the  F.  H. 
Smith  Co.,  made  arrangements  to  have  those  20  steel  trunks 
of  papers  and  documents  conveyed  to  that  distant  farm  and 
concealed  thereon.  No  answer  has  been  made  to  the  charge  of 
the  Government  in  that  respect.  There  has  been  no  denial  of 
the  facts  alleged,  nor  can  I  see  how  there  could  be  any  denial 
that  would  not  insult  the  intelligence  of  any  person  to  whom 
it  was  made.  If  those  papers  and  documents  were  not  the 
ones  required  by  the  Government,  why  would  they  have  been 
removed  from  the  ample  offices  of  the  Smith  Co.  Just  at  that 
time?  If  they  were  not  the  books  and  documents  required 
by  the  Government  and  which  the  Smith  Co.  were  afraid  to 
produce,  why  would  they  have  been  taken  to  that  farm  in  Mary- 
land for  storage  in  a  barn  thereon,  when  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co. 
and  its  president  had  a  farm  of  their  own  half  as  far  away- 
Just  over  here  between  Glen  Echo  and  Great  Falls? 

This  action,  Senators,  on  the  part  of  the  president  of  the  Smith 
Co  who  has  been  drawing  a  salary  considerably  larger  than 
that  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  is  one  of  the  most 
outstanding  Instances  of  the  defiance  of  a  Federal  court  that  I 
have  ever  known ;  and  I  here  and  now  call  upon  the  proper  offi- 
cials to  have  this  man  Henry,  and  all  others  who  knowingly 
took  part  In  tbat  transaction,  cited  for  their  insolent  contempt, 
lest  It  be  considered  throughout  tbe  country  tbat,  as  President 
Hoover  suggests,  those  who  can  pay  tbe  price  actually  have  tbe 
power  to  thwart  Justice.  .   ,  ^    .      . 

Mr,  President,  in  connection  with  this  statement,  I  desire  to 
insert  in  tbe  Rjccoan  a  modon  in  tbe  case  of  tbe  United  States 
against  O.  Bryan  Pitts,  original  criminal  docket 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER   (Mr.  Johbb  in  tbe  cbair).     Is 
there  oiijectlon?    Tbe  CTiaIr  bears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 
Tbe  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

!■  THB  Bt'PBSMB  Comn  or  ths  Diaraicr  or  CoLOMSta 

THB   CniIT«D    NTATBS   V.  Q.   BaTAV   FTTtS,  OBMIMAL   CUmaAI.  OOCKSf 

Now  comes  the  United  State*,  by  Nugent  Dodds.  specUl  aaslstaat 
to  the  Attorney  General  thereof,  and,  answertoK  a  motion  to  qoasa  a 
sobpcBoa  duces  tecum  heretofore  Issued  and  served  upon  tb*  F.  H. 
■■lih  Co.,  a  corporation,  •ays: 


That  each  and  ev«ry  of  the  records  designated  la  said  subpcma  duces 
tecum  are  required  to  be  produced  as  ordered  Ui  said  subposna  for  the 
examination  of  the  grand  Jury  before  which  is  now  pending  an  investlga- 
tion  In  respect  to  alleged  criminal  conduct  of  divers  persons  and  corpora- 
tions in  connection  with  tbe  affairs  of  the  P.  H.  Smith  Co.,  a  corpora- 
tion :  the  P.  H.  Smith  Investment  Co.,  a  corporation  ;  the  Smith  Selling 
Co..  a  corporation ;  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  of  Virginia,  a  corporation :  the 
Columbia  Trustee  *  Registrar  Corporation;  the  Union  Trustee  Co.,  a 
corporation,  and  other  corporations ;  and  concerning  the  conduct  of  til* 
following-named  persons,  among  others,  in  respect  to  their  dealings 
with  the  above-named  corporations,  and  with  other  persons  and  corpora- 
tions :  G.  Bryan  Pitts,  Samuel  J.  Henry,  C.  Elbert  Anadale.  Henry  C. 
Maddux,  R.  Golden  Donaldson,  Daniel  B.  Crlsslnger,  Paanaaica  N. 
ZiHLMAM,  John  e.  Edwards,  Jr.,  and  others. 

Concerning  the  matters  that  are  to  be  presented  to  said  grand  Jury  for 
its  Investigation,  said  special  assistant  to  the  Attorney  General  says 
that  he  is  informed,  and  is  about  to  present  evidence  to  the  grand  Jury, 
concerning  all  of  those  matters  and  things  heretofore  stated  in  the 
answer  to  those  certain  motions  to  quash  subpoenas  duces  tecum  hereto- 
fore Issued— which  said  answer  wss  filed  In  that  certain  cause  entiUed 
"The  United  States  r.  John  Doe,"  on  October  28.  1929,  and  which 
said  answer  is  hereby  Included  by  reference  thereto,  and  made  a  part 
hereof. 


And  further  :  That  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  May,  1929,  and  at  a 
time  when  an  investigation  waa  about  to  commence  before  the  grand 
Jury  of  the  said  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia  concerning 
the  alleged  criminal  misconduct  of  said  O.  Bryan  Pitta  in  connection 
with  the  affairs  of  said  Pitts  aa  an  officer  of  said  the  P.  H.  Smith  Co.. 
and  about  and  concerning  hU  conduct  in  connection  with  bankruptcy 
proceedings  theretofore  had  concerning  the  HamUton  Hotel  Corpora- 
tion,  and  when  divers  books,  records,  and  documents  of  said  the  P.  H. 
Smith  Co.  were  needed  and  their  production  ordered  for  the  examina- 
tion of  the  grand  Jury  under  a  subpcena  duces  tecum  served  on  Samuel 
J.  Henry,  as  prealdent  of  said  the  P.  H.  Smith  Co.,  that  such  books, 
records,  and  documents  as  were  so  subpoenaed  were  not  brought  into 
court  in  compliance  with  the  command  of  the  subpoena,  but  that  said 
Samuel  J.  Henry  pei-sonaUy  came  to  the  United  SUtes  attorney  and 
asserted  that  such  books,  records,  and  documents  could  not  l)€  found. 

And  this  when,  as  said  special  asslatant  to  the  Attorney  General  has 
been  Informed  and  believes,  said  Samuel  J.  Henry,  on  or  about  the  day 
that  said  subpoena  was  issued  and  served  upon  him.  drove  to  a  point  in 
the  State  of  Maryland,  approximately  SO  miles  north  of  the  city  of 
Washington,  D.  C,  to  the  farm  of  one  J.  Bucker  Porter,  and  there 
negotiated  with  said  J.  Bucker  Porter  to  the  end  that  said  J.  Bucker 
Porter  consented  to  receive  certain  papers  and  docomenta  to  be  sent  to 
him  by  said  Henry,  and  to  keep  the  same  upon  that  farm  In  private 
storage  And  that  immediately  thereafter  said  Samuel  J.  Henry  sent  a 
truck  belonging  to  said  the  P.  H.  Smith  Co.,  In  charge  of  one  Joseph 
Howard,  an  employee  of  said  the  P.  H.  Smith  Co.,  loaded  with  ap- 
proximately 20  locked  steel  trunks  to  the  farm  of  said  J.  Backer 
Porter,  where  they  were  so  held  In  private  storage  by  said  Porter 
(without  any  knowledge  on  hla  part  of  the  purpose  or  intent  of  said 
Henry)  nnUl  after  the  grand  Jury  had  concluded  the  matter*  that  It 
was  then  Investigating. 

Wherefore  said  special  assistant  to  the  Attorney  General  say*  to  the 
court  that  a  more  minute  and  deUiled  description  of  tbe  divers  books, 
papers,  and  documents  that  are  necessary  to  an  orderly  and  expeditious 
presentation  of  the  matter*  now  being  inveetigated  by  the  grand  Jury 
of  this  court  would  serve  to  apprise  the  said  defendants  in  advance  of 
the  necessity  for  and  comparative  value  of  each  particular  book  and 
document  aa  evidence,  and  would  in  all  probability  result  In  the  imm*- 
dlate  concealment,  alteration,  or  destruction  of  auch  evld^.nce. 

Nncnirr  Donos, 
BpeoUa  A$Hatant  to  the  Attormey  OmertL 


DivraicT  or  CoLOuau,  ••; 

Nugent  Dodds,  being  first  duly  »wom,  depoee*  and  say* : 
1.  That  be  1*  a  special  a*ri*Unt  to  the  Attorney  Ocoeral  of  tb* 
United  State*,  and  as  such  lawfnUy  assigned  by  tbe  Attorney  a«B*raI 
to  tb*  preacnUtloa  to  grand  Jnrte*.  preparation  tor  trial,  and  trif'  •< 
M,  c*K  or  case*  growing  out  of  violation*  of  ■wtlon  29  (b>  of  tb* 
^knipti^  set.  stctto-  n.  126.  and  215  of  *^J'*»*^^J^'^'^ 
other  pnM-ons  of  Uw,  oa  th*  part  of  O.  Bw  "«*,  CBbjrrt  Amj- 
daU  Sortav  C.  Herts,  S*»ael  J.  Haary,  aad  other,  ""^ted  with 
tbem.  In  cwmecttoa  with  the  condaet  of  tbe  bostoesa  of  tb*  F.  H.  MmUk 

Co .  ot  Washington.  D.  C.  and  other  corporstJon*.  

2  That  la  eoanerttoa  with  the  iav**tlgatWHi  of  tho**  awtteis,  d*- 
■Mwnt  ha*  had  oceasloa  to  ezaala*  aameroo*  paper*,  doeosMats,  aad 
ieeounUogB.  aad  to  interview  diver*  per«»s  who  bar*  emamln«l  book*, 
^en.  lid  records  aad  other  per«>D*  coneemlog  tb*  mmtUn  m^- 

"*'a*Thit'di^«t^ha*  been  lafonaed  la  his  lavestlgatton,  by  Mich 
books  records,  and  document*  ••  h«  ha*  examiaed,  aad  by  the  p«rsoa* 
^SieJJSS  by  him.  conceraia,  th*  -atUr.  aad  thiags  .et  forth  ia 
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tk«  attacked  ttatCBflat  by  deponeBt  ilcnad.  and  !•  ako«t  to  prMcnt 
•TtdoMC  t*  tiM  gnAd  Jury  coocernlns  tbom  mattar*  and  thLnsa  In 
•ider  that  «Ud  gnod  jury  may  U.TPvtlRate  th«  aaiaa,  and  ezamliM 
•TldeBc*,  aad  htmr  testlmooy  oooceraing  tlt«  aanM,  to  tb*  end  that  It 
Bay  Indict  those  pentona  and  corporattona  aa  to  whom  It  aball  find 
9coh«hi<>  cauae  to  cooalder  that  rrlnea  hare  been  committed. 

4.  Ftutber,  that  dcpoaent  haa  been  Informed  and  belieTea,  aad  Is 
aboot  to  prMeat  evidence  to  the  grand  jury,  that  the  boalncaa  of  aald 
the  f.  H.  South  Co.,  and  the  condoct  of  dlvera  of  Ita  offlcera  and  amenta 
1b  connection  with  Ita  boalneea,  daring  the  paat  aeTcral  yeara  haa  been, 
aad  now  la,  of  a  dlahoaeet  and  trandotent  nature,  deaigned  to  cheat 
aad  defraad  the  patioaa  of  aald  the  F.  H.  Smith  Co.  hj'  false  and 
fraodal<>at  repreeentatloaa,  Indaceownta,  and  promlaea  eomreyed  throagh 
the  CnKed  SUtea  malls;  and  that  aoch  fraadolent  eondoet  pertains 
to  ao  much  of  the  general  bnalneaa  and  affaire  of  aald  the  F.  H.  Smith 
Co.  and  of  thoao  seretal  other  corporations  mentioned  la  ths  statement 
attached  hareto  that,  to  the  best  of  depoaeaf  a  knewledso  aad  baltaf,  all 
of  the  books,  records,  aad  doouaents  called  for  la  each  of  the  sohpmass 
daces  t<K;am  heretofore  Issued  In  tiUs  caose  are  material  and  rclcrant, 
and  are  aeeded  by  the  grand  jary  for  their  exsmlnsttoa  aad  coasldera- 
tioa.  la  the  laTssttgstloa  of  the  matt^ni  hcrslnbefore  SMntlsasd. 

Nuonrr  Doao*, 
Bpeelal  Amittant  to  the  Atfmeif  OmmtL 

Sabacribed  sad  sworn  to  befsf*  aw  at  Washlngtoa,  Dk  C,  tMs  th  day 

•t  NoTember.  1029. 
(•■AUJ  Jon  C  Hoz^  X»tmy  PmhUo. 

■■▼UlOIf  or  THS  TABDT 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  21)67)  to  proTlde  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  conntxles,  to  encoorafe  the  indns- 
trles  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  pariNMes. 

The  PRESIDING  OmCEB.  The  clerk  will  state  the  pend- 
ing amendment 

The  LniBUiTrnB  CtauE.  On  page  118,  line  4,  the  Committee 
on  Finance  proposes  to  strike  oat  "  402.  Maple  (except  Japanese 
maple)  and  birch:  Boards,  planks,  deals,  laths,  ceiling,  flooring, 
and  other  lumber  and  timber  (except  logs)"  and  Insert  **401. 
Maple  (except  Japanese  maple),  birch,  and  beech:  Flooring," 
BO  as  to  read : 

PAa.  401.  Maple  (except  Japanese  maple),  birch,  aad  beech :  FloorlBS. 
IB  per  cent  ad  Tslorem. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  WAI,8H  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  effect  of 
this  amendment  is  to  put  all  forms  of  maple,  beech,  and  birch 
lumber  except  flooring  on  the  free  list.  Beech  flooring  is  trans- 
ferred to  the  dutiable  list  from  the  free  list.  I  think  the 
Finance  Committee  have  very  properly  rejected  the  House  iwo- 
yisloD  and  recommends  placing  mspie  and  birch  boards,  planks, 
deals,  laths,  ceiling,  and  other  lumber  and  timber  npon  the  free 
list,  but  I  can  not  support  the  action  of  the  committee  in  taking 
maple,  birch,  and  beech  flooring  from  the  free  list  and  placing 
it  upon  the  dutiable  list  at  a  rate  of  15  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  it  is  already  on  the  free  list,  that  there 
are  practically  no  Imports  of  flooring  into  this  country,  and  that 
we  seixl  to  Canada  more  hardwood  itunber,  including  flooring, 
than  Canada  sends  to  us,  I  can  not  conceive  of  any  sound  reason 
for  removing  from  the  free  list  and  placing  on  the  dutiable  list 
such  a  commonly  nsed  commodity  in  the  building  industry  as 
fl<H>ring  of  these  woods.  I  think  the  amendment  should  not  be 
agreed  to  and  1  urge  the  restoration  of  all  hardwood  lumber, 
indodlng  flooring. 

The  only  reason  I  have  heard  advanced  for  removing  from 
the  free  list  and  placing  on  the  dutiable  list  flooring  which  is 
used  in  building  in  our  cotmtry  is  that  Canada  places  a  duty 
of  25  per  cent  upon  flooring  which  we  export  to  her  in  a  com- 
paratively large  volume.  If  the  policy  of  our  country  in  fixing 
tarlir  duties  is  to  consider  the  duties  which  other  countries  levy 
upon  our  exports  of  a  like  commodity,  of  course,  this  duty  can 
be  Justified,  but  if  the  policy  of  our  country  is  to  keep  in  mind 
the  rights  of  the  American  con.<nimer8  of  these  various  products, 
then  the  proposed  duty  can  not  be  Justified. 

Mr.  9MOOT.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wtsh  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  Canada  herself  imposes  a  duty  of  26  per  coit  upon 
flooring,  and  the  committee  felt  that  so  long  as  Canada  im- 
posed such  a  duty  we  should  also  impose  a  duty,  although  the 
duty  which  we  propoee  is  at  a  less  rate,  being  15  per  cmt  in- 
stead of  2S  per  cent,  whi<4i  la  the  rate  Canada  imposes.  Tltat 
was  the  main  raaaon  why  the  change  was  oMda. 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  understand  that  and  I  can 
abpreciate  the  force  of  the  argument  that  influenced  the  com- 
uiittee. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  every  evidence  that  in  this  bill  we 
are  going  to  increase  the  duties  on  agricultural  products  to  a 
considerable  extent  If  we  are  going  to  do  that,  there  will  be 
omsiderable  injury  to  our  exchange  of  business  with  Canada. 
I  think  this  is  one  of  the  products  that  we  might  well  allow  to 
remain  upon  the  free  list,  so  that  such  slight  importations  that 
cme  in  from  Canada  may  come  in  without  the  payment  of 
ODty.    Let  me  present 

Mr.  HALB.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  SenatOT  from  Massa- 
c  lusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maine? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator 
f  rom  Maine  directly.  Let  me  present  to  the  Senate  the  astound- 
i  ig  figures  aa  to  the  extent  of  the  production  of  hardwood  in 
t  lis  country  and  the  meager  and  limited  Imports,  and  also  the 
figures  which  show  that  the  exports  are  tremendously  in  excess 
ot  our  imports.  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maine  after  I 
tave  presented  those  figures. 

The  dMuestic  production  of  hardwood  lumber  is  ap(»t)xlmatelj 
( ,000,000,000  feet  annually.  In  1927  our  iHroduction  of  maplef 
and  birch  alone  was  1400,788,000  feet.  Canada's  annual  pro- 
(  action,  much  of  which  she  uses  herself,  is  only  150,150,000  feet 
^  nst  contrast  those  figures.  Canada's  own  production  waa 
160,150,000  feet  while  our  production  was  6,000,000,000  feet 

Let  us  ctmsider  the  imports.  In  1027  the  total  Imports  from 
( lanada,  including  hardwood  flooring,  were  65,806,000  feet ;  in 
1 028  they  had  shrunk  to  52,915,000  feet  These  figures  are  from 
me  Department  of  Commerce  under  date  of  April  8,  1929. 

Our  total  exports  of  hardwood  for  1927  were  407,356.000  feet; 
c  nr  exports  to  Canada  alone  in  1927  were  106,578,000  feet.  Let 
^te  repeat  those  figures :  Our  imports  from  Canada  in  1927  were 

J>,806,000  feet ;  our  exports  to  Canada  in  1927  were  106,578,000 
et.    We  exported  to  Canada  twice  as  large  a  volume  of  hard- 
ood  lumber  as  Canada  sent  to  this  country. 
I  Mr.  HALE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 
j  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
c  tiusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maine? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachosett8.     Yes ;  I  yield. 
Mr.  HALE.     I  tliiiik  tiie  Senator  falls  to  draw  a  distinction  as 
t  >  the  kind  of  hardwood  flooring  that  we  export  to  Canada. 

<  "ur  exports  of  hardwood  flooring  are  not  of  birch,  maple,  and 
t  eech  flooring,  but  of  oak  flouring.  In  Canada  there  is  no  oak, 
snd,  of  course,  for  their  fine  flooring  they  have  to  u.se  oak,  Just 
as  any  other  people  have  to  use  it,  and  they  get  from  this  c<:>un- 
try  very  large  exports  of  oak.  That  accounts  for  the  large 
€  sport  figures.  We  export  practically  no  birch,  maple,  or  beech 
footing. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  difflctilt  to  get  the  sepa- 
rate figures  for  the  various  flooring  wooda  that  are  imported 
end  exported.  Our  statistics  include  in  the  same  paragraph  aU 
t  le  imports  and  exports  of  hardwood,  which  include  flooring ; 
L  at  these  facts  are  pertinent  and  can  not  be  denied : 

First,  that  we  export  to  Canada  twice  the  amount  of  hardwood 
tiat  is  imported  from  Canada. 

Second,  that  we  import  from  Canada  an  amount  equal   to 
aiKmt  1  per  cent  of  our  total  hardwood  production. 
J  Third,  that  our  production  of  birch  and  maple  greatly  exceeds 
the  Canadian  prodnction. 

Fourth,  that  Cauada  buys  more  than  one-fourth  of  our  total 
hardwood  exports. 

Fifth,  that  there  is  a  marked  increa.**  in  our  hardwood  ex- 
parts  to  Canada  and  a  marked  decrease  in  our  imports  from 
Canada,  according  to  a  press  release  of  the  Department  of 
C  ommerce  as  late  as  March  20,  1929. 

It  should  also  be  borne  in  mind  that  our  imports  of  hard- 
V'oods  are  of  higher  grade  and  thicker  size,  tised  in  the  auto- 
mobile industry  and  in  the  manufacture  of  farm  implements. 

The  general  effect  of  duties'  upon  hardwood  lumber  will  be 
t5  enable  a  few  domestic  forest  owners  to  get  high  prices  for 
t  tie  products  of  limited  forests,  and  greatly  to  cripple  the  fumi- 
tare  industry  of  the  country.  The  actual  cost  which  this  15 
ler  cent  duty  upon  flooring  will  amount  to  will  l)e  between  $8 
ind  |20  per  th<)u.*jand  feet. 

I  can  not  conceive  how  we  can  Justify  to  the  consumers  of  the 

<  ountry  who  use  hardwood  flooring  the  removal  in  the  tariff  act 

<  f  these  grades  of  hardwof>d  flooring  from  the  free  list  and  putting 
I  duty  of  16  per  cent  on  it,  In  view  of  this  record  that  we  are 
shipping  to  Canada  twice  as  much  as  Canada  Ls  sending  to  us, 
ijtd  in  view  of  the  tremendous  production  in  this  country.    I 

<  an  not  subscribe  to  the  argument  that  because  Canada  puts  a 

<  uty  iipou  the  hardwood  flooring  that  we  levy  a  countervall- 


log  duty,  we  must  follow  her  example  and  punish  all  our  con- 
sumers here  in  America. 

Mr.  NORRia.     Mr.  President 

Tilt*  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr   WALSH  of  Mas.«achu>ietts.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr  NORRIS.  I  think  I  agree  with  the  Senator  entirely  in 
what  he  seeks  to  accomplish ;  but  I  should  like  to  call  his  atten- 
tion to  what  seems  to  me  the  plain  effect  of  the  committee 
amendment. 

If  we  defeat  the  committee  amendment,  the  effect  or  our 
action  will  be  to  subject  maple  and  birch  boards,  planks,  deals, 
hiths.  ceiling,  and  fiooring.  except  Japanese  maple,  to  a  duty 
of  15  per  cent  ad  valorem.  If  we  approve  the  committee 
amendment,  the  effect  of  our  action  will  be  to  put  on  the  free 
Vmt  all  of  those  articles  except  maple,  birch,  and  beech  flooring, 
which  win  be  dutiable  at  15  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  stated  at  the  outset  that  I 
comniendetl  tiie  conunittt'e  for  removing  from  this  bill  the  rates 
whicli  the  House  placed  upon  birch  and  maple  lumber;  and 
after  tl»e  c<»mmittee  amendment  is  rejected,  if  that  is  done.  I 
expect  to  move  to  put  aU  hardwood  lumber,  including  flooring, 
upon  the  free  list. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  hesitate  somewhat  to  vote  to  reject 
the  committee  amendment  for  fear,  if  the  Senator  did  not  suc- 
ceed later  on  with  his  amendment,  the  effect  of  our  action 
would  be  to  put  a  tariff  of  15  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  all  these 

things.  ^  _^  J, 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  There  is  no  effort  from  any 
source  In  the  Senate  to  put  this  luinl»er  upon  the  dutiable  list. 
The  effort  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  is  to  put  floor- 
ing upon  the  dutiable  ll.st. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Exactly;  that  is  the  effect  of  the  committee 
amendment.  I  agrte  with  tlie  Senator  as  to  what  he  wants  to 
accomplish. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massiuhusetts.  Even  the  committee  itself 
does  not  seek  or  desire  to  put  IuuiImt  upon  the  dutiable  list; 
so.  if  the  amendment  is  rejected,  of  course  the  next  step  will 
ba  to  move  that  the  House  provision  be  struck  out  and  that 
action  will  place  all  hardwood  lunil)er  upon  the  free  list  if 
api>rove«l.  ,. 

Mr.     FLETCHKlt     Mr.     President,     may     I     interrupt    the 

Sena tor V 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
•  chusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  do. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Why  would  not  that  object  be  accom- 
plishetl  by  rejecting  the  first  committee  amendment  separating 
Ijaragraph  401  entirely — that  is  another  matter — and  then  de- 
feating that?  It  seems  to  me  that  would  accomplish  what  the 
Senator  desires— to  reject  the  committee  amendment  in  the 
flrst  ln.stance,  and  then,  as  to  paragraph  401,  to  reject  the  com- 
mittee amendment  there. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Exactly.  That  was  my 
thought — to  proceed  flrst  to  reject  the  committee  amendment, 
and  tlien  to  reject  the  H<m.se  provision. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  the  Senator, 
since  we  are  trying  to  acc-omplish  the  same  thing,  that  we 
ought  to  agree,  if  we  can,  upim  the  mo<le  of  procedure.  The 
committee  amendment  does  two  things:  It  strikes  out  and  in- 
serts Could  we  not  divide  it,  and  agree  to  the  committee 
amendment  where  It  strikes  out.  and  reject  the  part  of  the  com- 
mittee amendment  where  it  inserts? 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  But  if  we  reject  the  commit- 
tee amendment  and  then  reject  the  House  provision,  lumber 
and  flwring  will  be  back  on  the  free  \ist.  where  it  is  now. 

Mr  NORRIS.  How  are  we  going  to  reject  the  House  pro- 
vision, unU»ss  the  Senator  waits  until  all  the  committee  amend- 
ments have  been  disposed  of? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  We  have  changed  the  rule, 
and  we  can  now  move  amendments  from  the  floor  at  the  end  of 
each  schedule  after  the  committee  amendments  have  been  con- 
sidered. .         .      ^       ^ 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  did  not  know  that    Then  the  Senator  can 

strike  it  all  out. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu-setts.  I  repeat,  Mr.  Ihresident  do 
we  want  to  frame  our  tariff  acts  upon  the  basis  of  first  con- 
sidering what  some  other  coimtry  has  done  in  the  way  of  levy- 
ing a  duty  up<Hi  a  commodity  which  we  send  to  that  country, 
without  thought  of  the  condition  of  the  industry  and  of  the 
consumer?  If  you  are  thinking  In  terms  of  the  consumer  and  of 
increased  cost  of  building  and  increased  cost  of  furniture,  you 
will  continue  to  keep  upon  the  free  list  all  forms  of  hardwood 
lumber  and  all  flooring,  including  hardwood  flooring.  If  you 
take  the  other  position  you  will  say,  in  effect,  "  Because  Canada 
placed  a  duty  of  26  per  cent  on  the  flooring  we  send  to  her. 


we  will  abandon  all  thoughts  of  our  own  consunaors.  and  pro- 
ceed to  fix  tariff  rates  upon  the  principle  of  retaliation." 

Mr.  HARRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Swiator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  do. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  whether  tlierw 
has  been  any  decrease  in  our  exports  since  Canada  put  this  duty 
on  our  products? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that 
the  imports  frcwn  Canada  to  this  country  have  actually  de- 
creased. Our  exports  to  Canada  have  steadily  inerea.«ed,  not- 
withstanding that  duty.  Canada  must  get  these  classes  of  hard- 
woods from  us :  and  nobody  questions  the  wisdom  of  placing  all 
hardwood  lumber  up<m  the  free  list  There  Is  no  dispute  about 
that.  It  Is  a  question  of  whether  we  wUl  s^jregate  and  take 
away  from  the  free  list  hardwood  flooring  because  Canada  has 
placed  an  excessive  duty  upon  hardwood  flooring.  That  is  the 
only  issue  here.  Now,  are  we  going  to  penalize  all  the  con- 
sumers of  America  by  levying  In  this  biU  a  duty  of  15  per  cent 
upon  hardwood  flooring,  though  no  Industry  is  suffering  and 
though  no  Industry  Is  complaining?  That  seems  to  me  to  be  the 
dmple  Issue.  ,  ,      ^. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  desires  to  advise  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  that  the  clerk  hiforms  him  that  the 
rule  adopted  to  consider  committee  amendments  flrst  has  not  yet 
been  abrogated  or  changed. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Tlie  committee  amendments, 
of  eourse,  must  be  considered  first ;  but  it  Is  agreed  that  at  the 
end  of  each  schedule— the  Senator  from  Utah  will,  I  am  sure, 
confirm  this — amendments  may  be  offered  from  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  No ;  that  agreement  has  not  yet 
been  formally  made. 

Mr.  COUZENS.     That  agreement  was  not  entered  Into. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    It  was  stated  upon  the  floor 
that  we  w  ould  agree  to  such  a  course  after  the  first  three  sched- 
ules were  disposed  ot.  ... 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER    It  was  stated  that  It  was  hoped 
it  would  be  agreed  to ;  but  It  has  not  yet  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  1  now  ask  unanimous  con- 
.sent  that  when  the  committee  amendments  In  this  schedule, 
Schedule  4,  have  been  acted  upon  amendments  from  the  floor 

be  in  order.  ^     ^,    ^      i.%.  ..w 

Mr  COUZENS.  I  think  we  ought  not  to  do  that  with  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  out  of  the  Chamber,  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  proiKJsed  agreement  applies  only  to  this  one  sched- 
ule and  has  been  refused  heretofore  on  all  other  schedules. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  has  not  been  refused  by 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootJ.  He  has  been  Insisting,  and 
the  Senator  frcMn  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reh)]  also,  that  the  proper 
and  rflicient  manner  of  considering  and  debating  this  bill  was 
first  to  act  upon  the  committee  amendments  to  each  schedule  and 
then  to  have  amendments  from  the  fioor  offered  when  the  sub- 
ject matter  was  In  our  minds  and  aU  Senators  were  familiar 
with  the  various  commodities  named  In  each  schedule  of  the 
blU  Because  of  the  request  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  King],  an  exception  was  made  in  the  case  of  the  first  three 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  desires  to  sUte  to 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  that  the  senior  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  McNary]  asked  him,  if  this  proposition  were 
made,  to  object  if  he  should  not  be  on  the  floor,  becau^  he 
would  not  consent  to  a  unanimous-consent  agreement  to  that 

effect  at  this  time.  ».»..».       ..  .,  , 

Mr  COUZENS.  I  think  we  might  finish  the  schedule. 
Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  immaterial  to  me  by 
what  metliod  this  bill  Is  considered  ;  but  the  sensible  thing,  which 
I  have  advocate<l  from  the  beginning,  is  to  take  up  a  scnedule 
at  a  time,  c-onslder  the  committee  amendments,  and  then  cffer 
amendments  from  the  fioor,  and  not  go  all  through  this  bill 
and  after  we  have  discussed  all  the  schedules  In  the  bUl,  come 
back  and  talk  about  chemicals  and  metals  and  woods  and  the 
various  subdivisions  of  the  schedules.  The  proposal  that  I 
suggest  Is  the  practical,  sound,  sensible  way  to  proceed,  and 
It  would  have  been  adopted  in  the  beginning  except  ^or  the 
insistence  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr  Kinq]  that  he 
was  not  prepared,  as  a  representaUve  of  the  minority,  to  offer 
amendments. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    Mr.  President «       .      .*.       w      - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 
Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield. 
Mr  COUZENS.  I  have  constantly  tirged  that  this  procedure 
be  followed,  but  it  has  been  heretofore  rejected ;  and  I  now  sug- 
gest to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  that  we  conclude  thla 
schedule  and  then  that  he  renew  hla  rcQuest 
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Tile  PBE8IDIXG  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  satsgen  to  the 
8(H)ator  from  Ma^wacbuMetts  that  he  might  get  nnanimons  cod- 
soiit  to  cftnxiiltM-  this  paratiraph  in  full. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  ila*i.-*atl»usetts.    I  Judge  from  what  the  3«ia- 
"tor  from  .Maim'  has  t-akl  that  be  wotihl  object  to  that. 

Mr.  HALE.  N<»;  I  have  no  objection  to  that,  if  the  Senator 
wfll  wo  atMWit  It  in  the  usual  way  and  have  a  vote  first  ol-  the 
rommitt***  •neodnii^nt.  and  afterwanla  on  the  House  provision. 

Mr.  S.MOOT.     That  is  the  prop.T  way  to  do,  Mr.  PreKident. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.««ohusetts.  Then  I  ask  unaninKms  con- 
Hcnr  rbat  all  the  proTtsiuDA  of  thiit  paragraph  be  considered  at 
one  time. 

The  PRESiniNf:  OFFICER.  &J  that  the  paragraidi  shall  be 
Kohject  to  amendment  in  all  partH? 

Mr.  W.VLAH  of  MaamrbuflettA.    In  all  parts. 

The  I'RBSIDINO  OFFICER  I.h  there  oljJectloB  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Ma.^aiachusetts?  The  Chair  hean 
none,  and  It  is  so  ordereil. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massa*  huaetts.  Then  I  understand  the  pro- 
ce«1ure  to  be  that  the  first  qnestion  will  be  the  aoc«ptam>e  or 
rejection  of  the  committee  amendment,  and  then  that  I  will 
hare  an  opportunity  to  make  a  motion  that  will  restore  aH  hard- 
W'M^l  lunibt>r  and  floi>rin;j  to  the  free  li.st. 

Mr.  NORRIH.  Mr.  Pretddent,  I  desire  to  make  a  parliamen- 
tary iiMiuiry.  Is  It  the  right  of  any  Member  of  the  Senate  to 
ask  for  a  division  of  the  vote  on  the  committee  amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  mHlerstands  that 
by  unanimous  consent  it  can  be  divided. 

Mr.  FBSS.  Mr  President,  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
this  is  a  motion  to  strike  out  and  insert. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  was  not  snggestluf  unanimous  consent;  I 
did  not  «appo!>e  we  could  xet  that;  and  I  wanted  to  ask  the 
Chnir  whetlier  it  l.s  not  a  matter  of  right  that  anybody  can 
demand  »  division  of  this  vote. 

The  PRE8IDIXO  OFFICER.  The  Chair  Is  adrlsed  by  the 
clerk  that  a  motion  to  strike  out  and  insert  itself  is  not  divisible 
except  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr  NORRIS.    Very  well ;  let  us  vote.  then. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  HALR  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  ajiproach  this  matter 
from  the  angle  of  one  who  has  flo«>ring  mills  in  his  State.  As 
far  as  I  know,  there  are  uo  hardwo««l  flooring  mills  in  the  Stat^ 
of  Maine;  hat  all  through  tke  northern  part  of  this  country 
there  Is  a  large  growth  of  hardwood  timber.  I  think  the  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  estimates  are  that  there  are  about 
80.ono.rN)0,OfN>  feet  of  standing  hardwood  timber,  birch,  maple, 
and  beech ;  and  in  New  England  alone  we  have  about  10,000,- 
Onn.OOO  stamllng  feet  of  thi.s  timber. 

Tills  Is  an  mni^t  of  great  value  to  tis.  A«  a  State  we  ought 
to  hare  the  privilege  of  using  that  timber  and  of  using  It  vrith 
prrrfit  to  oiir«elvex.  As  the  Senator  has  stated.  In  this  hard- 
wood-flooring liusiness  about  190,000.000  feet  are  produced  an- 
uiially.  FN>mH>rly  much  more  was  produced  than  is  now  pro- 
duced in  this  country. 

In  Oinada  there  are  produced  about  70.000,000  feet,  I  think. 
This  business  has  been  having  bard  sledding  all  over  the  coun- 
try not  only  on  uc<-ount  of  foreign  importations  but  other  floor- 
ings, like  linoleum,  are  used,  and  come  in  competition  with  it, 
and  the  bn^^iness  has  not  )>eea  getting  ahead  as  it  should. 

Mr.  NYE.     Mr.  I'Tesldent,  will  the  Senator  yleW? 

Mr.  HALR     I  yield 

Mr.  NYE.  Can  the  Senator  tell  us  anything  of  the  ownership 
of  th»»*!e  timborlands  in  the  New  England  section? 

Mr.  HALE.  Nothing  in  particular.  These  hardwood  lands  are 
sltuate<l  all  over  the  States,  In  our  forests  there  are  hard  and 
soft  wood  together:  then  there  are  blocks  of  hardwood  growth 
scattered  aljout  the  country. 

Mr.  NYE.  Are  they  privately  owned,  or,  for  the  most  part, 
are  they  the  possessions  of  great  timber  concerns? 

Mr  HALE.  I  do  not  think  the  great  tuuber  concerns  who 
have  large  timber  holdings  all  over  my  State  cut  much  of  their 
hardwo<»d.  If  any.  Most  of  tlie  hardwtXKl  that  is  cut  la  on  small 
Mo«-ks  of  land  owned  by  farmers,  antl  the  men  who  have  the 
nrills  go  around  to  the  farmers  and  arrange  with  them  to  cut  a 
small  amount  of  timber  and  bring  it  into  the  mill  and  nae  it 
there.    It  is  not  profitable  for  the  big  concerns  to  cut  hardwood. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HALE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  has  given  as  a  reason,  oar  at  least 
as  one  of  the  rea.sons,  why  this  lumber  business  up  there  is  in 
financial  trouble,  that  other  forms  of  flooring,  such  as  linoleum, 
have  conae  In  competition  with  the  hardwood  flooring,  and 
caused  the  luniber  buslBess  to  get  into  financial  difllculty. 
Does  the  Senator  feel  that  competition  at  tkat  kind  would  ba 
relieved  by  a  tariff  oo  the  weodt 
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Mr.  HALB.    No,  Mr.  Pr^tdent ;  I  do  not. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Does  he  think  that  even  if  it  would,  it  would 
be  fair  to  the  country  to  levy  a  tariff  on  hardwood  because 
1  noleinn  is  being  nsed  Instead  of  hardwood? 

Mr.  HALE.  No,  I  do  not;  but  I  do  say  that  the  Imlustry  is 
having  hard  sledding  now,  and  that  even  the  .^^mall  competition 
tmat  comes  in  from  Canada  is  very  hurtfuL 

J  Mr.  NORRIS  The  Senator,  in  asking  for  a  tariff,  says  that 
l|ardwood  is  coining  in  competition  with  linoleum.  Is  that  a 
ih'ason  why  we  should  impose  a  tariff? 

Mr.  HALE.     The  Senator  has  not  nnderstocd  what  I  said.     I 

d  that  the  business  is  having  hard  sledding  anyway,  and  that 
ay  outside  competition,  such  as  importations  coming  in,  will 
i»Jure  it,  and  although  the  amount  of  imports  are  n<»t,  p«>r- 

ps,  as  great  as  in  t^orae  other  cases,  even  what  does  come  in 
do  a  great  deal  of  harm.    1  have  not  been  able  to  get  the 

test  figures  of  the  Importations  of  hardwood  flooring  coming 
to  tUs  coimtry  from  Canada.    I  think  the  Senator  from  Mas- 

chusetts  had  the  fligures,  had  he  not? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President,  I  have  figures 

hich  would  Include  hardwood  flooring,  but  not  figures  as  to 
wood   flooring  separately.     The  imports  from   Canada   in 
927  of  all  hardwood  lumber,  which  includes  flooring,  were  only 

,000,000  feet.     In  1^8  they  had  shrunk  to  52.000,000  feet, 
his  was  against  a  domestic  production  of  a,000,a)0,000  feet. 

Mr.  HALE.    But  that  relates  to  hardwood  In  general.     I  am 

Iking  about  hardwood  flooring.  Can  ttie  Senator  give  me  the 
gures  a.s  to  hardwood  flooring? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    There  are  not  figures  for  that 
rately.    It  comes  in  as  hardwood. 

Mr.  HALE.  In  one  of  the  briefs  on  this  matter  I  notice  that 
n  1925  there  were  about  7.000,000  feet  of  importations  from 
I'anada  of  this  hardwood  flooring.  I  understand  that  after  that 
he  imports  went  up  a  certain  amount,  and  since  have  gone 
lown  a  certain  amttunt,  but  whatever  the  facts  are,  there  is  a 
•ertain  amount  of  foreign  Importation  that  interferes  with  the 
lomestic  business.     I  am  very  certain  that  if  we  impose  the 

jposed  duty  on  this  article,  and  let  peo^e  understand  that 
he  Industry  is  to  be  prt»tected,  bardwoofl-nboring  mills  will  be 
eloped  all  over  the  northern  part  of  the  country.    Therefore 

hope  very  much  that  the  committee  amendment  will  be 
ccepted. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  the  argument  of 
he  Senator  from  Maine  Is  fully  met  by  the  statistics  that  are 

fore  us.  All  this  material  Is  now  on  the  free  list.  The  House 
ut  a  tariff  on  nil  of  it.  The  Senate  committee  brlD<;.«i  In  an 
imendment  that  strikes  everything  out  except  maple,  beech,  and 
>lrch  flooring. 

The  statistics  show  that   with   free  trade   In   this   material 
jhere  is  a  very  small  percentage  of  Imports  of  all  kinds  of  hard- 
rood  lumber.    I  did  not  figure  it  out,  but  it  would  be  lews  than 

per  cent :  as  I  read  the  figures,  the  Imports  amount  to  only  a 
I  mall  fraction  of  the  production  In  the  United  States.     So  that 
vlthont  any  tariff  whatever  there  is  practically  none  of  this 
I  tuff  coming  Into  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MasKachusetts.  The  exports  to  Canada  are 
iwice  as  much  as  our  iiuporta. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes ;  we  export  a  large  amount    While  we  are 

porting  this  small  amount,  we  are  exporting  a  large  amount, 

ith  no  tariff  whatever.  Now  comes  the  proposition  that  we 
ught  to  put  a  tariff  on  some  of  this  hardwood,  this  flooring, 

order  to  stimulate  the  business  on  this  side  of  the  line,  which 

already  stimulated,  which  is  now  exporting,  which  i.s  not 
►othered  with  imports.  But  the  Senator  does  strike  one  point 
hat  does  interfere,  without  doubt,  when  he  says  that  llnoloums, 
nlaid  linoleum,  different  kinds  of  linoleum,  are  competing  with 
lardwood  flooring.  That  Is  undoubtedly  true.  But  no  one  will 
ilaim  for  a  moment  that  we  ought  to  put  a  tariff  on  lumber  In 
irder  to  save  the  lumbermen  from  competition  with  the  manu- 
acturers  of  Unoleiun.  It  would  not  do  any  good  If  we  did. 
t  would  simply  be  a  revenue  tariff.  It  would  not  protect  any- 
hing.  We  have  the  business  now,  under  free  trade.  The  record 
ihows  we  do  not  need  a  tariff.  We  are  not  only  controlling  our 
>wn  market  but  a  large  part  of  the  Canadian  market  right  now, 
inder  free  trade.  It  is  said  that  the  business  is  not  prospering 
uod  the  only  reason  that  Is  left  why  It  is  not  prospering  is  that 
inoleum  and  other  kinds  of  artificia!  flooring  are  coming  into 
;ommon  use,  their  use  Increasing  every  day. 

That  is  a  competition  that  we  can  not  remedy  by  a  tariff  on 
nmber.  If  the  linoleum  were  imported,  we  could  levy  a  tariff 
m  the  linoleum,  but  it  is  produce<l  here,  as  I  understand  it.  If 
Jie  people  want  linoleum  flooring,  are  we  going  to  pass  a  law 


that  will  prohibit  them  from  getting  it  and  compel  them  to  use 

\\tk  i*(l  wood  ^ 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield.  ,  ^  ^,. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Maasachu.setts.  I  want  to  supplement  w nat 
the  Senator  has  said  about  our  exports  to  Canada.  O^^  ex- 
ports to  Canada  are  twice  what  our  imports  are  from  Canada. 
Our  total  exports  to  ail  countries  are  eight  Umes  what  our 
imports  from  Canada  are. 

Mr.  NORUIS.     I  thank  the  Senator. 
Mr.  HALE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield.  ^^    ^     ,^  ,^  ,^  ^^. 

Mr.  HALE.    The  Senator  does  not  think  this  tariff,  if  it  went 
on,  would  affect  linolemu,  does  he? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     I  do  not 

Mr.  HALK.     Neither  do  I.  „..,,,        „k^„«. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Then  why  was  the  Senotor  talking  about 
linoleum?  He  is  trying  to  get  a  tariff  on  lumber,  and  to  induce 
Senators  to  put  It  on  he  says,  "  We  are  being  driven  out  of 
business  by  the  linoleum  fellows."  I  do  not  think  that  is  a 
Eood  argument,  and  U»e  Senator  admits  it  is  not 

Mr  HAIJ':.  Mr.  President  the  industry  has  this  great  com- 
petition at  home,  and  it  feels  at  once  any  foreign  Imports  that 
come  in  What  I  would  Uke  to  see  would  be  a  duty  to  protect 
us  against  those  foreign  importations  and  at  least  cut  them 
down. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    Mr  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield  the  floor.  e^„«*«, 

Mr  COUZENS  I  want  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  senator 
fromMassachu^'tts  to  what  seems  to  me  an  unfair  argument. 
I  know  the  Senator  does  not  want  to  be  unfair,  but  he  confuses 
the  exports  with  the  Imports  by  taking  the  aggregate  of  ex- 
ports of  hardwood,  when  the  figures  show  very  plainly  that 
practicallv  all  our  exports  of  hardwood  are  composed  of  oak. 
We  are  not  asking  for  anything  In  connection  with  oak  Ihe 
ct.mpetition  is  not  between  exports  and  imports.  Therefore  a 
comparison  of  total  exports  of  hardwood  lumber  with  Imports 
is  not  a  fair  comparison.  In  other  words,  the  average  annual 
exports  of  hardwood  lumber  from  the  United  States  to  Canada 
forthe  five  years,  1923  to  1927  were  elghty-flve  and  one-half 
million  feet,  and  of  that  only  5.3  per  cent  was  of  the  kind  of 
hardwood  we  are  discussing.  So  to  make  the  blanket  state- 
ment that  the  exports  so  far  exceed  imports,  without  segregat- 
ing oak.  is  an  unfair  comparison. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
Mr  COl'ZENS.     I  yield. 

Mr  NORRIS.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from  Michigan  now  to 
supplement  the  unfair  argument  which  has  been  made  by  mak- 
ing a  fair  one  and  telling  us  what  the  facts  are. 

Mr  COUZENS.  I  have  attempted  on  previous  occasions 
when  other  scheilules  have  been  before  the  Senate  to  show  that 
the  volume  of  Imports  as  shown  by  statistics  Is  not  always 
and  in  fact  Is  very  rarely  a  true  test  of  the  necessity  for  a 
tariff  When  foreign  competitors  come  into  our  market  and 
bid  for  business,  they  underbid  our  domestic  producers.  Our 
domestic  producers  in  turn,  not  wanting  to  close  their  plants, 
bid  again  under  the  foreign  producer.  Then  the  foreign  pro- 
ducer comes  along  and  again  underbids  the  domestic  protlucer. 
So  the  foreign  producer  keeps  on  putting  the  prices  down  to 
the  point  where,  while  there  are  practically  no  imports,  the 
domestic  manufacturer  is  placed  in  the  position  of  having  to 
meet  that  foreign  connietitlon  to  keep  his  plant  going,  and  he 
must  do  so  without  a  profit.    That  is  the  argument  with  respect 

to  flooring.  .  T  .,        * 

The  Senator  knows  I  am  not  a  high-tariff  advocate.  I  do  not 
like  that  kind  of  comi)etltion.  however,  where  the  articles  ad- 
mitted to  our  country  free  are  permitted  to  be  offered  In  the 
American  market  without  payment  of  a  duty  and  at  the  same 
time  our  own  producers  forced  either  to  do  business  at  a  loss  or 
to  close  their  plants  entirely.  There  Is  no  such  argument  in 
that  connection  as  there  was  in  relation  to  shingles. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Is  there  any  argument  here  that  we  are 
operating  nil  of  these  mills  at  a  loss? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  There  Ls  an  argument  that  most  of  them 
are  so  operating. 

Mr.  NORUIS.  How  can  the  Senator  say  that  has  been 
brousrht  about  by  importations  from  abroad  when  there  are  no 
importations? 

Mr   COUZENS.    The  Senator  is  getting  off  the  track  again, 
because  I  am  not  talking  about  importations.     I  am  talking 
about  exportation^. 
jL 


Mr  NORRIS.  I  know  the  Senator  is  not  talking  about  Im- 
portations, but  I  am  trying  to  hold  him  on  Uie  track  by  calling 
attenUon  to  the  fact  that  the  domestic  producers  could  not 
be  driven  out  of  business  by  the  foreigners  because  they  do 
not  bring  their  stuff  here.  The  Importations  are  practically 
nil ;  consequwitly  that  can  not  be  the  reason. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Oh,  yes;  that  is  the  reason.  It  is  because 
of  the  bidding  about  which  I  have  been  telling  the  Senator. 
I  have  been  discussing  the  fact  that  the  foreigners  continue  to 
quote  below  the  cost  of  the  American  producers,  and  the 
American  producers  continue  to  run  at  a  loss  Instead  of  shutting 
down  their  plants. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  give  us  the  evidence 
that  in  the  case  of  this  kind  of  lumber  the  reason  why  our 
people  are  running  at  a  loss  is  because  the  Canadians  con- 
tinually bid,  but  never  get  any  business.  We  underbid  them 
and  furnish  the  material  below  their  price. 
Mr.  COUZENS.  That  is  the  fact 
Mr.  NORRIS.     Where  is  the  evidence? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  have  not  the  time  to  go  into  that  here.  I 
am  telling  why  the  committee  did  this. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Is  it  not  rather  peculiar  that  in  this  particu- 
lar ca.se  our  maimfaccurers  are  driven  out  of  busineas  simply 
because  foreljqi  manufacturers  bid  lower  than  our  men  do,  and 
never  make  a  bid  that  gets  the  business,  but  we  always  under- 
bid them  and  we  do  the  business?  They  do  not  Import  anything 
into  this  country  and  yet  in  this  kind  of  lumber  busineas  our 
people  are  continually  bidding  so  low  that  the  foreigner  can  not 
come  In  and  our  people  aie  bidding  below  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  Senator  is  very  shrewd  In  hia  debate. 
He  omits  the  point,  which  I  have  reiterated  in  my  statement 
that  the  foreign  producer  keeps  bidding  below  our  producers, 
thus  compelling  the  American  producer  to  lower  hla  price  so 
as  to  keep  his  plant  going.  I  am  not  speaking  about  the  volume 
of  imports  as  affecting  American  production.  I  am  speaking 
about  the  foreign  importer  imderbidding  the  American  producer 
to  such  a  point  that  the  American  producer  has  to  operate  his 
plant  at  a  loss.  I  am  not  Ulking  about  the  American  producers 
going  out  of  business,  I  say  they  are  operating  their  plants  at 
a  loss.  The  ultimate  result  of  cotirse  will  ^  that  they  will  have 
to  go  out  of  business  if  they  continue  to  operate  at  a  loss. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President „       ,      .         ^,  »., 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Michi- 
gan yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  COUZENS.    I  yield.  ,  ^     ^^ 

Mr  COPELAND.  The  Senator  might  well  make  the  same 
argument  with  reference  to  brick.  I  assume  he  wlU  vote  for  a 
tariff  on  brick  for  exactly  the  same  reason? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  same  reason  does  not  exist  In  my  SUte, 
so  far  as  I  know.  I  know  nothing  about  the  brick  vitnatLon, 
because  I  was  not  on  the  subcommittee  which  considered  brick. 
The  item  now  before  us  was  considered  by  the  subcommittee  ot 
which  I  was  chairman,  and  therefore  I  know  something  about  it 
Mr.  COPELAND.    That  Is  exactly  what  happens  in  my  State 

In  reference  to  brick.  ^.       ..  ^      «.  »»..* 

Mr  COUZENS.  I  am  not  contradicting  the  statement  that 
that  is  a  fact.  Perhaps  it  is  so,  but  In  that  particular  case  at 
least  It  is  purely  local,  because  it  does  not  affect  the  brick 
manufacturers  in  the  interior.  The  manufactured-lumber  busi- 
ness affects  all  of  the  States  that  have  any  hardwood  lumber 
at  all  in  that  It  is  not  a  local  situation,  as  was  pointed  out  by 
our  good  friend  from  Washington  [Mr.  Jowes]  when  we  were 
discussing  the  shingle  provision.  This  Is  a  matter  which  af- 
fects nil  of  the  States  where  there  are  any  mills. 

Mr  McMASTER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Maine 
tell  us  how  many  mills  there  are  in  Maine  exclusively  engaged 
In  the  production  of  maple  and  birch  flooring? 
Mr.  HALE.    I  have  already  stated  that  there  are  none  In  my 

State- 
Mr  McMASTER.    Where  are  the  mills  located? 
Mr.  HALE.    I  think  they  are  located  In  other  States  of  New 
England  and  in  New  York. 

Ml  McMASTER.  Who  knows  about  it  ?  Who  «n  t^  tw 
how  many  such  mills  there  are?  Can  the  Senator  from  Mlchl^ 
^n  pSr  COUZENS]  tell  us  where  the  mUls  are  located  and 
how  many  are  exclusively  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  maple 

""Mr^^'cOU^N"^'  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  that  information 
at  handl  It  is  contained  in  the  hearings.  I  was  trying  simply 
to  explain  the  reasons  for  the  action  of  the  committee 

Mr  McMASTER.  I  wUl  say  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
also  that  It  makes  a  vast  difference  whether  a  mill  Is  engaged 
exrf^dJely  in  the  manufacture  of  maple  and  birch  flooring  or 
whether  it  is  also  engaged  in  other  lines,  for  hatMnce,  producing 
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oak  floriing.  Tbere  !?  a  m^t  difference  betwffn  the  two  and 
the  Senate  Is  entitled  to  that  inforumtiuii  and  is  entitled  to 
the  ;uune9  of  the  mills  and  where  they  are  lucatcd,  especially 
tho«e  who  are  losinf  money. 

Mr  <.'i»L'/.ENS.  The  Senator  has  the  same  inforination  that 
I  have.    It  is  all  in  the  re<-ord  and  I  do  not  propose  to  read  the 

»<erord.  ^  .  ^ 

Mr  M<  MASTER.  What  menil»ers  of  the  Finance  ConiniUtee 
hud  the  Inuibrr  whe*lale  In  charge? 

Mr.  I'orZENS.  I  hud  it  in  charge,  so  far  as  the  hearings 
were  cofuvmed  The  heartngs  are  here,  but  1  a«  not  going 
to  read  them  to  tht-  Senate. 

Mr  M(  MASTER.  It  seems  to  me  the  Sen^Jtor  from  Michi- 
jpin  in  taking  a  lot  of  hearsay.  He  has  not  produced  any  erl- 
dei'oe  at  all  alon«  that  line. 

Mr  OOUZENS.  The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  1«  talKing 
ab<.ut  something  ho  hn«  not  looked  into.  The  record  is  Just  as 
available  to  him  us  It  Is  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr  Mc  MASTER.  I  wonid  assume  that  any  Senator  who 
rises  to  argue  for  a  tariff  on  maple  flo(.ring  aJid  birch  floorlui; 
would  have  sufficient  Information  to  be  able  to  state  what  com- 
panies wer*  engaged  In  the  business  and  what  companies  were 
k«ing  uioney. 
Mr.  COrZENS.     I  have. 

Mr.  McMAHTBR.  That  is  all  we  are  askinp  for. 
^  Mr.  COrZENS.  It  Is  In  the  record  and  It  is  available  to 
the  ftenatw  the  same  as  it  is  available  to  me.  1  do  not  have 
It  at  my  flnger  tips.  The  point  ha«  not  been  dlscmwed  in  con- 
iMirtion  with  any  schedule  nor  have  the  names  been  given  of 
produrem  or  of  p»-ople  losing  money.  That  question  has  not  been 
rained.  If  tba  Senator  from  8^)ath  Dakota  wants  that  informa- 
tion, be  c«n  get  It  from  the  record  ;  and  If  he  rises  to  oppose  a 
Uriff.  he  ought  to  be  us  w««Il  informed  on  that  side  of  the  ques- 
tion as  the  peraon  who  favors  It. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MasMichasetts.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  a 
hullder  and  do  not  km»w  ho*  many  t*f<  of  hard  lumber  it  takes 
to  ronstrnct  a  building,  but  I  am  informed  by  some  of  my 
eolteagnes  that  the  entire  hardw.xHl  Importations  from  Canada 
are  8S.000.000  feet,  which  would  be  scarcely  enough  to  construn 
two  or  three  big  ofllce  buildings.  I  have  looked  through  the  evi- 
dence. There  has  been  no  evidence  of  any  consequence  pre- 
sented In  JostitlcatioB  of  placing  hardwot»d  flooring  upon  the 
dutiable  list.  The  action  was  taken  by  the  committee  in  private 
session,  and  properly  so — I  am  not  criticising  tliem  at  all — and 
wa.s  largely  influeu<>ed.  I  am  informal,  by  the  fact  that  Canada 
had  a  duty  of  2S  per  cent  upon  flooring. 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  does,  the  Senator  have  any  infor- 
mation relating  to  a  compari.Hon  of  the  production  of  Wrch  and 
maple  in  Canada  and  the  United  States? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Yes;  I  have. 

Mr.  NYE.  Is  It  true  that  there  is  ten  times  as  mnch  produc- 
tion in  the  Uolted  States  as  there  is  in  Canada? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  I  think  it  Is  even  greater 
thai!  that.  The  entire  production  of  Canada  Is  only  150.000,000 
feet.  The  entire  production  of  hardwood  In  this  country  is 
0,000.000.000  ft>et. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  President,  the  production  in  Canada  is  about 
75.000.000.  and  in  this  country  It  is  about  150.000.000  feet. 

The  Senator  from  South  Dakota  {Mr.  McMasteb]  has  asked 
tor  the  Dames  of  some  of  the  manufacturing  concerns  which 
are  in  the  tiardwood-flooring  business.  I  have  in  my  hand  a 
brief  which  was  flle<l  with  the  committee  by,  I  believe,  the 
aiannfacturers  representing  the  maple,  beech,  and  birch  flooring 
business.  In  that  brief  is  given  a  list  of  maple,  bee<h.  and  birch 
flooring  manufactarers  In  the  United  States.  I  will  ask  that 
the  list  be  iiLserted  in  the  Retdsd.  In  the  brief  itself  the  state- 
ment is  made  that  the  investmeuti  In  mills  which  manufacture 
haniwood  floM-ing  amount  to  $13,820,000. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  nlijection,  the  list  will  be 
incorporate*!  in  the  Rscoso. 

The  list  is  as  follows: 
List  o»  Uieue.  Bkkcu.  a.nd  Bikcu  FLfx»«ijro  Makcpactikibb  in  th* 

UNmcB  Htatxs 

ItKUBKXS  or   UAFUt  VUMRIXi]  MAXrFACTTREBS'   ASSOCIATTOX 

Mkblgaa:  Cotibs  *  Mitcbfll  (Imc.i,  Cadillac.  Mich.;  Comaior-Dig^iu 
Co.,  Cadillac.  Mich.;  Mltcboll  Bros.  Co.,  Cadillac,  iUcb. ;  Nicliolg  &  Cox 
Lanbcr  Ca.  Ormnd  RapMs.  Mich. ;  Northwoiit«ra  Cooperage  &  Lumber 
Co..  Ofauhrtone,  Mich. :  I.  8tpph«i»>«  Co..  tni»te«,  VrVils.  Miih. ;  Ward 
BrcM..  Bis  RapldB,  Mlek. ;  J.  W.  Weils  Lomb^  Co..  Menumiiiee,  Mich. 

Wlsroasin :  naaacr  Co..  Blackwell.  Wis. :  Fostor-L« timer  Lamber  Co., 
Mdlcm.  Wia. ;  Holt  Hardwood  C\>..  Oconto,  Wte  ;  Eobbiaw  Floorisg  Co., 
■tiiarlaoiter.  Wia. ;  Sawyer  QooiluaB  Co..  Marinette,  WU. ;  S«o  Lanber 
0»,  GUddFD,  wis. 
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Ne  r  York:   Indiana   Flooring   Co.    (mill   at   Reod   City,   Mich.),    New 
y.Tk.  N.  Y. ;  Oval  Wood  DUh  Corporation,  Tupper  Lake,  N.  Y. 
Illinois:  North  Branch  Flooring  Co.,  Chicago,  IlL 
Mi  iiipsota  :  Osgood  k  Blodgptt  Manufnetarlng  Co.,  St.  Paul,  Miiin. 

OTllE  I    KXOWN    MAFLE,    BFJICH,    AND    BIRCH    FLOOSINQ    MANl'rACTVBERS     IN 

THB    UNiTBD    8TATKS 

Ne  f  Ilampahlre:  Acer  Lumber  Co.,  WoodaviUe,  N.  H. ;  the  Boulia- 
Oornll   Lumber  Co.,  Lakeport,   N.    U. ;   the  Parker-Youug  Co.,   Liabon. 

N.  H 

Vei  mont :  C.  E.  A  F.  Burt  Co.,  Stowe,  Vt. ;  George  A.  Morse  *  Co., 
Morr  BTille,  Vt. ;  Parker  &  Stearnsi.  Johnson,  Vt.  ;  Prouty  k  Miller, 
Xcwp  jrt,  Vt. ;  Valley  Lumber  Co.,  Orltans,  Vt. :  L.  W.  Webster  Corpora- 
tion, Randolph,  Vt. 

M«  »»aoba8etts :  Calvin  Putnam  Lumber  Co..  Danver?.  Mass. ;  Shep- 
hard  k  Mort»e  Lumber  Co.,  Boston,  Mass. 

Ner  York:  The  Blount  Lumber  Co.,  Lacona.  N.  Y.  ;  Croghan  Flooring 
k  M«  nufacturing  Co.,  Croghan,  N.  Y. ;  G.  Eliaa  k  Bro.  (Inc.),  Buffalo, 
N.  Y  ;  Emporium  Forestry  Co.,  Conifer,  N.  Y. ;  GrlBln  Lumber  Co., 
Hud«|>n  Falls.  N.  Y. ;  Montgomery  Bro.s.  k  Co.,  Buffalo,  N.  Y. 
I'tinsylvauia  :  Babcock  Lumber  Co.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 
Ml  hlgan :  Brown  Lumber  Co.,  ManlRtiqne,  Mich.;  Dwtgbt  Lumber 
Co.,  Detroit,  Mich. ;  East  Jordan  Liiml^er  Co.,  Kant  Jordan,  Mich. ; 
Thonas  Forman  Co.,  Detroit,  Mich.;  Grand  Rapids  Trust  Co.  (recdrer 
for  iriUiam  Horner).  Grand  Rapids.  Mich.:  Kerry  k  Hanson  Flooring 
Co.,  Grayling,  Mich.;  Kerry  Jc  Wny  Lumber  k  Manufacturing  Co.,  Sagi- 
naw, Mich. ;  kneeland  BIgelow  Co.,  Bay  City,  Mich. ;  Strable  Lumber  * 
Salt  ;'o..  Haginaw,  Mich.;  West  Michigan  Flooring  Co.,  Manistee,  Mich.; 
WlBcouHin  Land  A  Lamber  Co..  Hermansylllo,  Mich. 

W  Bcoualn:  Aug.  C.  Beck  Co.,  Milwaukee.  Wis.;  R.  Connor  Co.,  Marwh 
field,  Wia. ;   Goodnan   Lamber  Co.,  Goodman.   Wis.  ;   Kaeeland  MrLurg 
LuiD«r  Co.,   Philllpa.  Wia.;   A.   H.   Krooskop,  Ulcbladd  Center,    Wis.; 
John    Behroeder  Lumber  Co.,  Mllwaokee,   Wis. ;  Yawkey  BlswU   Lumber 
Co.,  White  Lake,  Wit. 

If  nnesota:  Brooks  Bros.  (Inc.),  Minnesota  Transfer,  Minn.;  Villaum 
Box  k  Lumber  Co.,  Rt.  Paul,  Minn. 

Illinois:  Herman  H.  Hettler  Lamber  Co.,  Chicago,  IlL;  Wllce  Flooring 
Co.,  Chicago,  111. 

OMo:  The  M.  B.  Farrin  Lumber  Co.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio;  Hardwood 
Pro«locU  Co..  Cleveland.  Ohio;  W.  M.  Rltter  Lamber  Co.,  Columbus, 
Ohio, 

Kentucky:  Campbellsrllle  Lamber  Co.,  CampbellsvUle,  Ky. 
Tinnessee:  Babcock  Lumber  k  Land  Co.,  Marysvilh*.  Tenn  ;  E.  L. 
BnK  c  Co.,  Memphis,  Tenn. ;  Doe  River  Flooring  Co.,  Johnson  City, 
l^mi. ;  Fanis  Hardwood  Lamber  Co.,  NashrUle,  Tenn.;  Harrla  Mann- 
fartirlng  Co.,  Johnson  City.  Tenn.;  Nathvill*  Hardwood  Flooring  Co., 
Na.'^liville,  Tenn. 

W  eat  Virginia :  Babcock  Lumber  k  Boom  Co.,  Davis,  W.  Va. ;  ForcRt 
Lamljer  Co.,  Fairmont,  W.  Va. ;  Guyan  Lumber  Co.,  Herndon,  W.  Va. ; 
Keyiitoue  Manufacturing  Co.,  Elkins,  W.  Va. ;  Meadow  Blver  Ltimber  Co., 
BaliieUe,  W.  Va. ;  Wt-at  Virginia  Pnlp  k  Paper  Co.,  Ca^s,  W.  Va. ;  West- 
woO(  I  Lumber  k  Manufacturing  Co.,  Weston,  W.  Va. 

W  r.  McMASTER.  The  statement  which  the  Senator  has  asked 
to  lave  in-^rted  in  the  Record  would  lie  more  enlightening  if  it 
wot  Id  emphasise  whether  the  firms  uam«>d  arc  exclusively  en- 
gag  -d  In  the  manufacture  of  hardwood  flooring. 

\  T.  HALE.  That  information  I  can  not  give  the  Senator. 
1  r.  McMASTER.  Mr.  President,  just  a  word  pertaining  to 
hif<  rmatlon  about  companies  who  are  or  are  not  losing  money. 
Wb?re  any  article  is  upon  the  free  list,  and  an  amendment  is 
offered  suggesting  that  a  tariff  be  placed  upon  tliat  particular 
artirle,  the  burden  of  pnwf  is  most  assuredly  upt)n  those  who 
are  asking  for  the  tariff,  and  if  that  proof  is  not  presented  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  we  have  a  ri^ht  to  assume  that  the 
articles  should  remain  upon  the  free  list  uulesx  and  until  porf- 
tiv« 


proof  to  tlie  contrary  Is  proilticed 

^r.  KETES.  Mr.  President,  1  can  not  an.«mer  the  question  of 
th»»  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  McMAwnca]  as  to  how 
many  mills  are  pro<Iucing  liardwood  lioorlng  and  how  succefssful 
or  1  insticceesf ul  they  may  be;  but  there  happens  to  be  in  my 
owr  home  town  a  mill  which  was  erected  a  few  years  ago  for 
the  purpose  of  manufacturing  hardwood  flooring — beech,  maple, 
am:  birch.  They  had  the  most  modern  niacliinery.  After  o\> 
era  Ing  for  two  or  three  years  tbey  had  to  go  out  of  bu.'dness 
twt  years  ago,  and  they  are  out  of  business  now.  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  people  who  are  Interested  in  the  concern  tliat 
the  r.'ason  for  their  K<'in;!  *>at  of  business  was  their  inability 
to  meet  competitiou  from  Canada. 

I :  seems  to  rue  that  the  imragraph  now  before  us  is  a  little 
con  plicated  in  that  it  provides  for  no  duty  on  birch,  maple. 
au(  beech,  while  at  the  same  time  providing  for  a  duty  on 
fUx  ring.  To  niy  mind  there  is  quite  a  difference.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  question  ought  to  be  divided,  because  the  flooring 
stuiiding  by  itself  is  a  completed  manufactured  product  and  Is 
not]  in  the  class  with  what  is  generally  called  maple  and  beech 


lumber.  I  can  only  apeuV,  as  I  mid,  with  refer«a«»  t*  the  one 
concern  in  my  own  town,  liecause  1  tiappcn  to  know  qIkiuI  k, 
and  I  ki»ow  tliut  that  cimcera  manufactured  flooring  exclusively 
and  has  gone  out  of  business. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  given  this  mitftpr 
tiie  particular  study  that  p**rhaps  it  ought  to  have,  but  I  have 
been  amazed  at  hearing  anyone  advocate  a  tariff  on  lumber  in 
any  form.  We  are  busy  throughout  the  cotmtry  to-day  advo- 
cating reforestation-  There  has  not  been  a  more  drastic  dele- 
tion of  our  natural  resources  than  that  of  our  standing  timber. 
It  take<5  from  25  to  30  years  to  grow  millstock  from  the  original 
sairiiug.  At  the  present  rate  of  consumption  we  sltall  be  forced 
in  a  few  years  to  let  down  all  the  bars  and  permit  some  other 
cotmtry  which  has  l)een  more  con.senative  in  the  use  of  its 
standing  timber  to  supply  us  with  that  commodity. 

I  can  not  imagine  how  any  economist,  indeed,  how  any  man 
who  considers  the  welfare  of  his  country,  can  advocate  the 
placing  f>f  a  duty  on  the  products  of  an  article  that  is  so  es- 
Kential  in  time  of  need  and  emei;;ency  and  that  is  subject  to 
such  depletion  as  is  tirabw.  As  I  have  sUted,  when  it  is  gone 
It  requires  a  generation  wr  more  before  another  supply  can  l)e 
provided.  Would  it  not  be  wisdom  on  our  part  to  let  other 
countries  which  can  produce  lumber  cht^aper  than  can  we  to 
come  lu  aud  su|)ply  us  until  8uch  time  as  their  timber  fhall  l)e 
exhausted,  in  the  meantime  preserving  our  resources  intact? 

Another  point :  In  reference  to  the  c«08t  of  prodnetioB  of  lum- 
ber, any  man  who  is  at  all  familiar  with  the  timber  business 
knows  that  one  can  get  a  portable  sawmill,  go  out  into  the 
forest,  set  up  his  saw,  and  with  a  minimum  of  expense  saw  out 
rough  boards.  The  dry  kiln  is  very  easily  constructed,  and  is 
not  expensive.  As  to  the  manufacture  of  boards  by  the  plan  ing 
machine,  that  is  done  all  over  the  country.  The  demand  for 
lumber  for  building  material  and  the  demand  for  the  hardwood 
flooring  have  been  tremendnos.  America  has  been  furnishing 
this  commodity  at  a  minimum  cost  and  at  maximum  iiroflt. 

I  will  cite  one  instance.  I  had  some  standing  timber  tliat 
perhaps  had  no  equal  in  the  world,  known  as  North  Carolina 
or  South  Coroliim  yellow  pitch  pine.  It  is  indestructible  if 
fire  can  be  kept  away  from  it.  I  thiidt  the  statement  I  am 
about  to  make  will  Im?  verified  by  any  man  who  has  studied  the 
nature  of  this  timber.  There  stands  in  the  field  that  I  own, 
which  has  been  in  cultivation  since  the  Bevolutl(»nary  War, 
along  tiie  edge  of  a  ditch  bank  some  stumps  that  were  there 
during  that  period.  They  are  almost  a  solid  mass  of  resin  or 
oil  or  turpentine.  I  passed  through  that  field  yesterday  where 
some  of  those  stumps  were  being  dug  up.  If  I  had  known 
this  dlscusaiou  was  coming  up  to-day,  I  should  have  liked  to 
have  brought  some  of  the  chips  along  with  me.  If  one  Just 
touches  a  match  to  one  of  those  stumps  they  will  flanie  up  as 
though  blazing  gasoline  had  been  applied. 

The  sawmill  men  went  into  my  section  of  the  country  to  buy 
that  timber.  On  account  of  the  poverty  existing  there  after  the 
Civil  War,  our  people  liad  to  sell  that  great  resource  of  timber. 
Some  of  it  was  GO.  TO,  and  80  feet  to  the  first  limb.  It  Is  the 
llnest  construction  timber  In  the  world,  and  yet  it  was  sold  at 
from  10  to  lf5  cents  a  tree.  Some  of  it  that  would  cut  from 
28,000  to  30,000  feet,  atxl  some  of  It  tliat  would  ctit  more  than 
that  amount  of  lumber  to  the  acre  was  sold  at  |1  an  acre. 

It  so  happened  that  a  few  years  ago  I  had  several  hundred 
acres  which  I  desired  to  put  under  cultivation.  That  land  had 
on  It  what  is  known  as  second-growth  pine.  In  it  was  some 
of  the  original  pine,  the  age  of  which  is  as  Indeterminate  as  is 
that  of  the  trees  of  tlie  Sequoia  Park  in  Calif<»mia.  I  was 
made  an  offer  for  that  standing  timber  of  $10  a  thousand,  which 
approximated  about  $10  a  tree. 

In  view  of  the  price  the  millmen  were  offering  me  for  standing 
trees,  I  thought  that  I  would  ascertain  for  what  price  their  No. 
1  flooring  made  from  the  heart  of  thia  pine  was  sold  for.  The 
price  was  $90  a  thousand  at  the  mill.  I  Invite  Senators  to  get 
the  quotation  of  the  price  of  lumber  and  they  can  easily  verify 
that  statement  In  that  whole  region  in  the  State  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Overman!,  eastern  North  Carolina, 
and  my  State  of  South  Carolina,  just  below  the  foothills,  the 
region  of  the  yellow  pine.  I  d<^)ubt  If  there  Is  enough  such  timber 
left  In  the  State  of  North  Carolina  and  in  the  State  of  South 
Carolina  to  build  houses  for  one-tenth  of  the  people  who  are 
living  there.  There  is  not  enough  there  even  to  Interest  the 
mill  pe<^le.    It  is  practically  all  gone ;  It  has  been  depleted. 

What  has  been  the  result?  From  1908  until  the  present  day 
the  fl<K»ds,  which  are  incident  to  the  deforestation  of  the  ripa- 
rian approaches  to  the  rivers,  have  destroyed  more  land  and 
more  crops  than  the  timber  which  has  been  cut  off  those  areas 
was  worth.  And  yet  here  we  are  attempting  still  further  to  en- 
courage the  destruction  ot  what  standing  timber  we  have  left  by 
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iavitkig  the  c«pidity  of  thoee  who  want  t«  go  into  the  lumber 
busittess. 

It  i»  moB.stroHs  from  an  ecouomic  standpoint.  We  are  charged 
wiUi  looking  after  the  intercuts  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  an  interest  that  is  paramount  to  all  other  Interests  from  the 
standpoint  «il  health,  from  the  standpoint  of  pr<q)er  climatic 
conditions,  is  the  preservation  of  our  forests,  especially  <m  ow 

With  skidders  to  which  are  attached  steel  cables  400  or  600 
feet  long,  which  is  wound  on  a  great  drum,  they  go  into  the 
forest,  cut  down  such  trees  as  they  want,  wrap  that  cable  around 
the  log.  start  a  60  or  75  horsepower  engine,  and  literally  destroy 
all  the  soiall  timber  in  its  path.  The  prodigal  waste  has  been  a 
crime. 

I  had  occasion  to  |bk>  throuirfa  the  Mississippi  Valley,  the  home 
ot  the  splendid  white  oak,  red  oak,  and  chestnut  oak,  consti- 
tuting the  finest  building  timl)er  there  is,  as  fine  a^  there  is 
anywhere  in  the  world.  Maple  and  birch  do  not  apiwoach  it; 
in  tensile  strength  and  durability  the  oak  is  almost  e<iual  to  the 
pine;  yet  there  are  millions  urK>n  millions  of  feet  lying  there 
rotting  l>ecuuse  the  prit*  paid  for  tlie  tln^i)er  Is  a  mere  bagatelle 
compared  to  the  price  obtained  for  the  lumber.  There  was  such 
an  abundance  at  the  time  of  the  lumbering  operations  that  the 
lietter  part  of  the  tree  was  left  to  rot.  Anyone  who  will  visit 
the  South  and  go  tlirough  the  forests  of  that  section  can  we 
the  prodigal,  criminal  waste  occasioned  by  the  mill  people.  Yet 
we  are  invited  here  to  encourage  that  kind  of  activity  and  to 
say  to  the  American  people  that  because,  forsooth,  a  few  inter- 
ested imlivVluals  are  going  to  i^ne  some  lumber,  a  tariff  should 
be  imposecL 

How  many  Memtiers  of  the  Senate  have  gone  into  a  simple 
planing  mill?  I  will  grant  that  the  initial  cost  of  the  planing 
machinery  Is  rather  high ;  It  is  corapantiveiy  costly ;  but  as  an 
overhead  charge  it  is  a  very  small  item.  To  tongue  aud  groove 
or  bead  the  lumber  requires  only  three  or  four  unskilled  laborers. 
Not  only  does  It  not  take  skilled  Uber  to  do  it,  but  all  that 
it  is  necessary  to  i<»  is  to  set  a  gage  for  the  thickness  of 
the  board  and  for  the  width  desii^il  and  put  it  oa  the  macbloe, 
and  the  machine  does  the  rest.  All  that  is  necessary  is  to  nave 
one  man  at  ene  &ad  to  slip  the  pUnk  in  and  another  %i  the 
other  end  to  poll  it  out.  There  is  practically  no  additiunal 
cost  save  the  hiring  of  four  or  five  unskilled  laborers  and  the 
fuel  necessary  to  operate  the  engine. 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  Maasachasetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield  for  a  moment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  tlie  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  SMITH.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  wish  to  call  the  Sen-itor's 
attrition  to  the  fact  that  the  annual  cut  of  birch  and  beech 
in  Wlsconshi  averages  in  excess  of  400,000,000  feet,  and  that 
at  this  rate  of  consumption  the  birch  and  maiHe  forests  of  that 
State,  which  are  the  largest  in  the  Union,  will  be  exhausted  In 
less  than  10  years. 

Mr.  SMITH.  That  reenforces  the  very  point  I  am  making. 
The  yellow  pine  of  Georgia  and  North  Carolina  and  South 
Carolina,  which  is  now  practically  gone,  strange  to  say,  Mr. 
President,  owing  to  its  peculiar  nature,  never  reproduces  itself, 
even  from  the  seed  that  fall  from  the  pine  cones,  in  as  floe  a 
quality  as  the  original  tree.  The  wood  produced  by  the  suc- 
cessors to  tJie  original  tree,  for  some  iMcrutable  reason,  does 
not  have  the  same  fine,  rich  texture  that  the  origi&al  tree  had. 
Some  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  age  of  the  y^low  pine  in  the 
South  is  almost  i»calcolable.  When  a  pine  of  the  character  I 
liave  deficribed  dies  the  sap  is  ordinarily  from  an  Inch  to  an  inch 
and  a  quarter  thick.  The  outside  of  the  tree  may  fall  off,  but,  as 
Senators  from  tlie  South  will  bear  me  out,  the  heart  of  the 
trae  will  stand  tl»ere  for  a  hundred  years.  Those  trees,  tow- 
ever,  have  practically  all  gone;  and  now  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  informs  me  that,  according  to  an  article  from 
which  he  quoted,  the  hardwood  forests  of  Wisc<msin  are  rapidly 
disappearing.  I  will  ask  him  from  what  document  he  quoted  a 
moment  at^? 

Mr  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  The  statement  was  contained 
in  one  of  the  briefs  submitted  to  the  Finance  Committee,  Imt 
the  particular  statement  made  was  a  quotation  from  the  Wis- 
consin Forestry  A.ssociation.  I  wish  to  add  that  Wisconsin  is 
the  chief  producer  of  birch  In  this  country. 

Mr  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  every  Senator  knows  that  It 
takes  from  25  to  30  years  to  develop  a  tree  of  sufB<ient  siie 
to  make  lumber,  especially  hardwood  trees,  and  the  pine  re- 
quires from  45  to  50  years  to  develop.  What  klad  of  le«isiator8 
are  we  to  eaeourage  the  forest  depletion  at  this  cowstry  when 
other  countries  are  offering  to  sell  lumber  here  etoeaper  than 
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w«  can  make  It  onwdres  and  when,  by  allowlDS  our  forests 
to  stand,  tbey  do  not  deteriorate,  and  preaerre  the  watersheds 
tnd  the  fanning  land,  produce  a  splendid  effect  on  our  dimate, 
and  still  remain  a  wonderful  re«onrce  of  which  we  can  avail 
ourselves  In  48  hours.  If  the  remainder  of  the  world  was  shut 
out  and  there  was  not  a  single  sawmill  in  existence  an  ordinary 
portable  engine  and  a  saw  on  its  carriage  could  be  set  up  in 
48  hours  and  proceed  to  manufacture  lumber  with  practically 
no  nverhead  charges. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  undoubtedly  the  most  braaten  example 
of  gresd  on  tl»e  part  o"  those  who  are  manufacturing  this 
particular  lumber  that  perhaps  has  been  exhibited,  and  there  Is 
no  reason  or  excuse  whaterer  for  it.  They  say,  "  Just  give  me 
a  big  profit  on  my  lumber  and  let  the  forests  be  depleted.  Let 
the  enision  of  the  soil  ruin  the  farms,  let  the  present  disasters 
that  are  Incident  to  deforestation  come,  but  give  me  my  profit." 
Wlien  we  ask  If  they  have  any  reason  for  their  demand,  we 
find  the  only  reason  Is  that  they  want  an  extra  price  for 
lumber. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  the  demand  for 
thl8  tariff  on  hardwood  was  very  meager  before  the  Finance 
Committee.  Such  demands  as  came  originated  In  Vermont 
and  Wisconsin,  and  yet  those  demands  were  counterbalanced  by 
the  testimony  presented  against  a  tariff  on  hardwood  used  for 
flooring  purposes.  The  only  argument  sutHnitted  that  was  at 
all  effective  was  the  allegation  that  Canada  Imposed  a  duty 
upon  American  hardwood.  Yet  the  evidence  shows  that  the  Im- 
portations from  Canada  are  meager  and  nominal.  I  submit, 
Mr.  I^resident,  that  in  the  making  of  tariff  schedules  the  rates 
of  duty  imposed  by  some  foreign  country  do  not  form  a  proper 
baslM  for  our  consideration.  I  trust  that  the  amendment  will 
be  disagreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  as  I  under- 
stand the  parliamentary  situation,  it  is  this:  I  have  obtained 
unanimous  consent  to  have  this  paragraph  treated  in  Its  en- 
tirety, and  to  offer  such  amendments  as  may  be  necessary  from 
the  floor.  The  Senate  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  the 
House  provision  and  Insert  a  sentence  which  will  provide  a 
duty  of  15  per  cent  on  maple,  birch,  and  beech  flooring.  If  the 
Senate  committee  amendment  nhall  be  rejected,  I  shall  move  to 
strike  out  the  Hou^^e  provision  in  the  paragrai^i. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  quite  understand  why 
the  Senator  from  Mas.sachusetts  wants  to  reject  the  committee 
amendment.  That  at  least  improves  it  very  materially;  and 
then  we  can  strike  it  out  afterwards. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma^isachusetts.  Will  the  Senator  suggest 
how  we  can  proceed? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  we  ought  to  reject  the  committee 
amendment,  and  then,  when  that  Is  done,  move  to  strike  out 
the  whole  paragraph. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to 
accept  the  committee  amendment? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes;  agree  to  the  committee  amendment 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  And  then  move  to  strike  out 
the  whole  paragraph? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Yes.  That  will  put  part  of  this  lumber  on 
the  free  list,  and  there  is  still  some  more  that  will  be  left  on  the 
dutiable  list. 

I  am  going  to  ask  the  Chair,  If  a  motion  were  made  to  strike 
out  the  CBtlre  paragraph  now  under  the  unanlmousKronsent 
agreement,  which,  of  course,  would  Include  the  15  per  cent  ad 
valorem — something  that  is  not  in  controversy,  but  was  part 
of  the  whole  paragraph,  and  we  voted  on  that  first — If  I  made  a 
motion  to  strike  out  the  paragraph,  would  we  vote  on  that 
before  we  vote  on  the  committee  amendment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Only  by  unanimous  consent  The 
Chair  would  hokl  that  unanimous-consent  would  be  necessary. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  the  Chair  is  right  about  It  I  am 
going  to  ask  unanimous  consent  that  we  vote  first  on  a  motion 
which  I  will  make.  If  that  is  agreed  to,  to  strike  out  the  whole 
paragraph;  and  that  will  settle  it  ail  in  one  action,  without 
having  two  or  three  votes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  HALE.  I  should  like  to  have  a  vote  on  the  committee 
amendment  first. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  Maine  objecta 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President  a  parliamentary 
Inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  will  sUte  it 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Senate 
has  already  agreed  to  the  committee  amendment  strUdng  out 
Hoes  4.  ft.  and  •? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    It  has  not 
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THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.    Then  I  ask  unanimous  consent 

the  vote  may  come  upon  the  question  of  agreeing  to  the 

committee  amendment  wherein   the   Senate  committee 

that  lines  4,  5,  and  6  be  stricken  from  the  bill. 

NORRIS.    I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  that  is  practl- 

asklng  for  a  division  of  the  question.     I  asked  for  that 

and  the  Chair  held  that  it  could  not  be  done ;  and  under 

I  think  the  Chair  Is  right. 
WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Yes ;  I  made  that  request 
NORRIS.    So  that  when  we  vote  on  the  committee  amend- 
we  shall  have  to  take  the  part  that  is  stricken  out  and 
:he  part  that  is  lntende<l  to  be  Inserted;  but  it  seems  to 
those  of  na  who  favor  putting  all  this  material  on  the 
ist  ought  to  vote  for  the  committee  amendment,  because 
accomplishes  three-fourths  of  what  we  are  trying  to  do, 
hen  move  to  strike  it  out  afterwards. 
WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  agree  with  the  suggestion 
Senator  from   Nebraska.     Therefore   I   shall   make   no 
to   accepting   the   committee   amendment,   and    shall 
to  strike  out  the  whole  paragraph. 

HALE.    Mr.  President,  I  observe  that  the  Senator  from 
(Mr.  CoczENsl  is  not  in  the  Chamber.    I  suggest  the 
of  a  quorum. 
NORRIS.    There  will  be  no  opposition.     We  will  agree 


<  I . 


HALE.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

NORRIS.    The  Senator  is  filibustering  now.    There  is  no 
explanation  of  that.    We  propose  to  vote  for  the  amend- 
that  the  Senator  from  Michigan  wants,  and  the  Senator 
Maine  suggests  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
ELALE.      Mr.    President    I    suggest    the    absence    of   a 


VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
NORRIS.     We  are  finding  out  where  the  delay  comes 
now. 
legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
ansWered  to  their  names: 


Fletcher 

Frailer 

George 

Gillett 

Glenn 

Ooff 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Hajdea 

Hebert 

Hcflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 


Keyea 

Smith 

La  Follette 

Smoot 

McKellar 

Steck 

Mi'Master 

Stelwer 

McNary 

Stephens 

Mosea 

Swanson 

Norbeek 

Thomas.  Idabo 

Norris 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Nye 

Townspnd 

Oddie 

Trammell 

Overman 

Tydinga 

Patterson 

Vandenberg 

Pbippa 

Wagner 
Walcott 

RansdeU 

Reed 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Sackett 

Waterman 

Schall 

Wbeeler 

Sbeppard 
Shoriridge 

Simmons 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-.seven  Senators  have  an- 
sweied  to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  question 
is  oil  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

M '.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  we  have  had 
cons  derable  trouble  about  the  parliamentary  situation  because 
of  h  ability  to  get  unanimous  con.sent  to  divide  the  vote.  Those 
of  ui  who  are  in  favor  of  puttinsj  all  hardwood  lumber,  includ- 
ing pooring,  upon  the  free  list  believe  that  the  best  procedure 
la  to  accept  the  committee  amendment ;  and  then  I  shall  move 
to  s  rike  out  the  entire  paragraph. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDF]NT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the   "ommittee  amendment. 

Tl  le  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  now  move  to  strike  out 
all  «  f  paragraph  402  as  amended. 

M".  HALE.     On  that  I  ask  for  a  division. 

Mr.  NORRIS  and  Mr.  McKELLAR  called  for  the  yeas  and 
nays,  and  they  were  ordered. 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 

T  »e  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  HALE  (when  Mr.  Gould's  name  was  called).  My  col- 
league the  Junior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Goci-d]  has  been 
calhd  home  on  account  of  illness  In  his  family.  If  he  were 
present,  on  this  question  he  would  vote  "nay." 

Mr.  SCHALL  (when  Mr.  Shipstbad's  name  was  called).  The 
8eni>r  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Shipstead]  is  ill. 

Tl  le  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  BINGH.\M  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  I  have 
a  pjir  with  the  junior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass].  I 
transfer  that  pair  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Oou  j>]  and  allow  my  vote  to  stand. 

M  r.  FBSS.    I  desire  to  atmounce  the  following  general  pairs : 
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The  Senator  from  lodtaia  tMr.  Wat»o:«)  with  tbe  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robwboh]  ;  .  ^   ^^ 

The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  MrrcAu]  wjth  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Harbisoh]  ;  .  ,    ^^ 

The  Senator  from  MarylaiMi  [Mr.  G<mj>8Bobougk]  with  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Cae-vwatI  ;  ^     „       ^ 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  MoCxJUiOCH]  with  the  Senator 
from  Nevada  [Mr.  Ptttmak]  ;  «       .      *_ 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Dale]  with  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Walsd];  and  _^  .     ^    c 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Wakren]  witli  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  OnaitAW]. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Ga»awayJ,  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  AValsh],  the  Senator  from  .\rizona  [Mr.  .\shtjr8t],  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass ],  the  Senator  from  Nevada 
[Mr.  l»rrrMAN],  and  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Harbi- 
son |  are  necessarUy  detained  from  the  Senate  on  official 
l>usinet<s.  „ 

Mr.    SIMMONS.     I    desire   to   aunounce   that   my    colleague 
[Mr.  0\-ekxan]  is  detained  on  o(fi<:ial  business. 
The  result  was  announcctl — yeas  38,  nays  35,  as  foll«»ws: 

YEAS— 38 

McKellar 
McMastcr 
Norbeek 
'Noniu 
Nye 
Schall 
Sbeppard 
Simmons 
Smith 
Steck 
NAY&— 35 


Allen 

Barkley 

Black 

Borah 

Brat  ton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Capper 

Connaliy 

Cop«*land 


CnttinK 

Fletcher 

FraxlT 

G«K»r^ 

Hums 

Hawes 

Uayden 

Heflin 

Howell 

La  Follette 


Stephens 
Swuueon 
Thomaf,  Okla. 
Trummrll 
Tydiugs 
Wrtguer 
WalKh.  Mass. 
Wheeler 


Bingham 

UleaHK 

Broussard 

CoiiwnK 

Denoen 

Dill 

Kiltte 

Kess 

GUlett 


<;ienn  Keun 

Goflt  Kpndiick 

Greene  K^yes 

Hale  McNary 

Hastlnj»  MoHes 

llatHold  Oddle 

llol>ert  Patterson 

Johiwon  Phlpps 

Jonca  Beed 

NOT  VOTING — 22 
Pine 


Sliortrldge 

Smoot 

Stelwer 

Tbomai>,  Idabo 

Townscud 

VHndenl>erg 

Waliott 

Walermiin 


Rould 

Harrison 

King 

MeOnlloch 

Metcalf 

Overman 


Shlpsteni 
Walsh,  Mont. 


Warren 
Watson 


Plttman 
RansdeU 
Robia.'^oii,  Ark. 
Robinson,  Ind. 
Sackett 

of  Massachusetts 


was 


The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 


Ashurst 

Blaine 

Caraway 

Dale 

4tla)<8 

Uoldsboroush 

So   the   amendment   of   Mr.    Wai-sh 
agi'eed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  U8,  line  18,  after  the 
words  "white  oak,"  to  strike  out  "Japanese  maple,  and  aU 
cabinet  woods  (except  te«k) :  In  the  k>g,  10  per  cent  ad  va- 
lorem; boards,  planks,  deals,  flooring,  and  other  luml)er  and 
timber"  and  insert  "and  Jai>anese  maple:  In  the  form  of 
saweil  boards,  pLinka,  deals,  and  all  other  forms  not  further 
manufactured  than  sawed,  and  flooring,"  so  as  to  read : 

Pab.  403.  Cedar  commercially  known  as  Spanish  cedar,  ligBum-Tlts, 
lancewood.  ebony,  bo«,  graaadUki.  mahogany,  rwcwood,  aatlnwood, 
Japanese  white  oak.  and  JajMUiese  maple :  In  the  form  of  Mwed  boards, 
planks,  deals,  and  all  other  forms  not  further  manufactured  tton  sawed, 
and  flooring,  15  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu.setts.  Mr.  President,  the  situation 
with  re^spoct  to  the  duty  uptm  the  particular  variety  of  logs  and 
Inmber  named  hi  this  paragraph  is  exactly  the  same  as  in  the 
paragraph  upon  which  we  have  just  voUhI.  The  House  placed 
a  duty  upon  logs,  and  the  Senate  committee  removed  the  duty 
and  put  these  woods  upon  the  free  list,  but  placed  a  duty  upon 
"boards,  planks,  deals,  and  other  forms  not  fiuther  manu- 
factured than  sawed,  and  flooring,"  at  15  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

There  is,  however,  this  difference,  that  in  the  previous  para- 
graph theie  was  no  duty  upon  maple,  birch,  and  beech  flooring. 
The  action  of  the  Senate  just  taken  was  to  keep  flooring  of 
maple,  birch,  and  beech  wood  upon  the  free  list.  As  to  these 
woods  now  under  consideration  there  is  already  a  duty  upon 
flooring  and  sawed  logs.  Therefore  I  make  no  objection  to  the 
Finance  Committee  amendment.  My  personal  judgment  is  that 
the  flooring  Indmled  In  this  paragraph  should  be  on  the  free 
list,  as  there  is  no  production  of  these  logs  or  woods  in  this 
country.  .       .     .. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreemg  to  the 

amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklah(jma.  Mr.  President,  in  the  next  para- 
graph, para^a-aith  404,  there  is  proposed  a  duty  of  20  per  cent 
on  veneers  and  40  ixir  cent  on  i)lywood. 


The  VICB  PifflSIDBNT.  The  Chair  wHl  state  that  there  Is 
BO  eoamittee  amendmoit  in  that  paragraph. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  understand  that  the  existing 
law  carries  ttois  item  under  the  provisions  made  In  the  previous 
paragraph.  The  amendmait  juat  adopted  takea  from  this  para- 
graph the  veneers  and  plywoods,  I  hereby  serv©  notice  that 
when  I  can  I  will  offer  an  amendment  to  place  the  duty  on  ply- 
wood back  at  20  i)er  cent.  If  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee  will  consent.  It  might  be  attended  to  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  there  nuy  be  some  other  Sena- 
tors interested  In  this  particular  paragraph,  and  I  would  not 
like  to  consent  at  this  time.  I  make  that  statement  because  I 
am  quite  sure  there  are  other  Senators  Interested,  from  what 
I  have  already  been  told.    So  I  would  like  to  have  that  go  over. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  Se<?retary  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  <m  page  120,  line  2.  after  the  word 
"wholly,"  to  Insert  "or  partly  flnisbed,  and  parts  thereof, 
wholly,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Pas.  408.  Beeds  wroasbt  or  maiiufaetured  from  rattan  or  reeds, 
whether  round,  flat,  split,  oval,  or  In  whatever  fom,  cane  wrought  or 
manufactured  from  rattan,  cane  webbing,  and  split  or  partially  manu- 
factured rattan,  not  specially  provided  for,  20  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
Fariilture  wholly  or  partly  fhiiRhcd,  and  parts  thereof,  wboUy  or  In 
chlrf  valoe  of  rattan,  rwd,  bamboo,  obJct  or  willow,  taalacea,  gram, 
•eagrasv,  or  fiber  of  any  kind,  60  p. y  rent  ad  valorvm ;  split  bamboo, 
1%  ccats  per  poatid ;  osier  or  willow,  tndadlag  chip  of  and  split  willow, 
pre^red  ftor  basket  makers'  ase,  85  per  e«nt  ad  valorem;  all  artlrlea 
not  specially  provided  for,  wholly  or  partly  BaoHfaeturcd  of  rattan, 
baatkoo,  oal«r  m-  wlDow,  46  per  ceat  ad  valerea. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  have  the 
committee  amendment  disa^eed  to  in  that  paragraph,  I)ecau8e 
I  think  there  has  been  a  misundwstauding  as  to  the  quetition 
of  partly  finished  furniture  of  the  type  covered.  The  House 
language  seems  to  cover  the  ground.  I  propose  to  amend  the 
Senate  committee  amendment  so  that  the  provision  would  read, 
"  furniture  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  rattan." 

Instead  of  asking  that  the  committee  amendment  be  disagreed 
to,  I  offer  that  as  a  substitute,  because  I  see  there  is  a  difference 
in  one  word. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Did  I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that  be 
desires  to  have  the  Senate  reject  the  words  "  or  partly  finished, 
and  parts  thereof"? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Yes;  and  to  use  the  language  "furniture 
wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  rattan." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  not  the 
Senator  state  again  the  effect  of  his  substitute? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  Senate  committee  added  the  language 
on  line  2  "or  partly  finished,  and  parts  thereof,  wholly."  I 
propose  to  substitute  the  language  "  furniture  wholly  or  In  chief 
value  of  rattan." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  In  other  words,  the  Senator 
proposes  to  strike  out  the  language  "or  partly  flnisbed,  and 
parts  thereof"? 

Mr.  COUZENS.     Tes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the  Chair  state  that  disagree- 
ing to  the  committee  amendment  would  leave  the  language  in 
the  bill  which  the  Senator  desires,  because  it  appears  in  line  3. 
Mr.  COUZENS.  I  thought  there  was  one  word  different ;  but 
that  i»  satisfactory  to  me.  That  was  the  suggestion  I  first  made. 
Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  what 
would  be  the  effect  uptm  the  partly  finished  furniture? 

Mr.  COUZENS.  The  memorandum  I  have  states  that  prac- 
tically all  this  furniture  comes  in  in  its  unfinished  condition, 
and  that  if  this  phrase  Is  left  in  the  bill,  the  result  may  be  a 
confusion  as  to  the  classification. 

Mr.   SACKETT.    Does  not  some  of  this  furniture  come  in 
knocked  down,  so  that  it  must  be  put  together  afterwards? 
Mr.  COUZENS,    After  it  is  finished? 
Mr.  SACKETT.    No ;  after  It  gets  to  this  country. 
Mr.  COUZENS.    I  think  so. 

Mr  SMOOT.    No ;  none  of  the  rattan  ever  conaes  in  that  way. 
Mr.  SACKETT.    There  Is  no  such  thing  as  partly  flnisbed 
furniture  of  rattan? 

Mr    COUZENS.    That  Is  what  I  understand.     I  am  not  an 
exnert  but  the  manufacturers  say  there  is  none  of  it  eomfa^fa^ 
Mr.  'sMOOT.     The  only  thing  It  applies  to  Is  the  bent-w**©^ 
chairs,  which  come  In  that  wny. 
Mr  COUZENS.    But  they  are  not  partly  flnxAed. 
Mr    SMOOT.    They  conae  in  that  way.  and  that  is  the  otity 
thing  that  does  come  In  that  way.    Those  words  wvwr  beBt-wu«4 
chairs,  and  bent-wood  chairs  only. 
Mr.  SACKETT.    That  is  why  tbey  wer»>  put  In? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  why  they  were  put  Ui. 
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Mr.  RACKETT.  If  we  take  them  oat  bent-wood  dialra  would 
conw  In  fr««  of  duty,  would  they  not?  I  do  not  want  to  hare  a 
mistake  made. 

Mr.  SMCXIT.    They  are  covered  In  paragraph  44. 

Mr.  (X)UZBNS.     Line  22,  on  page  120. 

Mr.  HMOOT.     It  read.<«: 

Bent-wood  fumltare.  whoUy  or  partly  flniibed,  and  part^  thereof, 
40  per  rent  ad  ralorem. 

It  is  reduc-ed  from  55  to  40  per  cent. 

Mr.  COrZENS.  So  It  eeema  unnecessary  to  hare  that  lan- 
gntige  In  the  other  paragraph. 

Mr    SMOOT      Yes 

Mr.  COUZEN8.     I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  disagreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amt-udment. 

Tlie  ameudmf>nt  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  pa>:e  120,  line  18,  after  the 
word  "  clothespins,"  to  strllce  out  "  15  cents "  and  insert  "  20 
Cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Spring  ctothesplna,  20  cents  per  groaa. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  paragraph  410 
contains  a  prorlsion  placed  therein  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. I  serve  notice  that  when  I  can  I  will  offer  an  amendment 
to  pla<^  Uie  paragraph  back  in  harmouy  with  existing  law. 
It  transfers  articles  from  the  free  list  to  the  dutiable  list  and 
then  raises  the  rate  of  levy. 

I  submit  a  substitute  for  paragraph  411,  the  same  being  para- 
grapli  410  of  the  existing  law,  with  this  amendment,  that  the 
present  Uiw  carries  a  rate  of  duty  of  33%  i)er  cent  on  furni- 
ture. I  propose  to  substitute  the  provision  of  existing  law,  with 
the  mte  reducinl  to  25  per  cent,  as  a  substitute  for  the  paragraph 
contained  in  the  pending  bill. 
**^  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  wants  that  printed 
and  to  lie  on  the  table?  It  is  out  of  order  at  this  time.  It 
would  be  in  order  at  this  time  only  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  now  offer  this  amendment  as 
a  substitute  for  the  amendment  before  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  wiU  state  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  LBOiai^TTTK  Clkkk.  The  Senator  from  Oklahoma  offers 
the  following  substitute  for  paragrairfi  411 : 

Pak.  410.  Sprlnf  clotheRp^>.  15  centa  per  gross  ;  house  or  cabinet 
furniture  wholly  or  lu  chief  value  of  wood,  wholly  or  partly  finished, 
wood  floor,  and  manafactures  of  wood  or  bark,  or  of  which  wood  or 
bark  is  the  component  material  of  chief  ralne.  not  apedally  provided 
for,  23  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.    That  la  not  in  order  at  this  time. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.sMichusetts.     A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  will  state  his  inquiry. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachuaetta.  Is  not  the  question  before 
the  Senate  now  the  committee  amendment  to  strike  out  "  15 
cents  "  and  to  Insert  "20  cents  "? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  the  amendment  now  pend- 
ing. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  relates  alone  to  the  item 
of  siiring  clothespins.  I  t>elieve  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  has 
an  nmendinent  to  it  which  he  would  like  to  offer. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  I  have  no  objection  to  taking 
up  these  amendments  as  we  are  now  doing,  but  I  thought  we 
could  make  progress  by  offering  a  substitute  for  the  entire  sec- 
tion. That  was  the  only  purpose  I  had  in  offering  the  sub- 
atitute. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  can  only  he  done  by  unani- 
mooa  conaent  at  this  time.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  VANDBNBBBO.     I  object. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President.  I  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  committee  amendment,  on  page  120,  line  18,  to  strike 
out  "  20  centa "  and  Inaert  "  10  cents "  in  lieu  thereof,  which 
wuald  reduce  the  tariff  on  spring  clothespins  from  20  centa  per 
gross  to  10  centa  per  gross. 

The  VICB  PRK8IDBNT.  The  qnestloo  is  oo  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  [Mr. 
ThomasI  to  the  committee  amendment.  [Potting  the  qoestion.] 
The  noes  seifm  to  have  it. 

Mr.  8IMMONH.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  naja. 

The  yeas  and  tiaf»  were  ordered  and  taken. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Wabbkh].  I  tranafer  that  pair  to  the 
senior  Senator  from  Ariaona  [Mr.  AaHuaar]  and  vote  yea. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  The  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino] 
la  detained  from  the  Senate  by  illuesa. 


Th>  Senator  from  Ariaona  [Mr.  AamrMT],  the  Senator  from 
Arkaisas  [Mr.  Cakaway],  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Wauh],  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  PittmawI  are  de- 
tained on  oflScial  business. 

FESS.     I  wish  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs: 

Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson  J  with  the  Senator 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  ; 

Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Oonu>]  with  the  Senator  from 
Missi^ippi  [Mr.  Hasbison]  ; 

Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  McCulloch]  with  the  Senator 
Nevada  [Mr.  PrrrMANj  ; 

Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  OoiJ>8BOBoroH]  with  tlie 
Senator  from  Arkan.sa.s  [Mr.  C'ar.\wat1  ;  and 

Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Dale]  with  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]. 

result  was  announced — yeas  39.  nays  37,  as  follows : 
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S(J  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Thomas  of  Oklahoma  to  the  amend- 
mem  of  the  committee  was  agreed  to. 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
comiiiittee  amendment  as  amended. 

Tl  e  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Tl  e  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

Tie  next  amendment  was,  on  page  120,  lines  Vj  and  20, 
whei  e  the  committee  proposed  to  strike  out  "  molders'  patterns  " 
and  .nsert  in  lieu  thereof  "'  and  parts  thereof,"  so  as  to  read : 

Fnrntture,  wholly  or  partly  finished,  and  parts  thereof,  and  folding 
rules  all  the  foregoing,  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  wood,  and  not 
sped  illy  provided  for,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

M ".  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  understand 
committee  have  recommended  the  removal  of  molders'  pat- 
tern s,  which  heretofore  bore  a  rate  of  33  per  cent,  and  trans- 
ferril  them  to  a  paragraph  in  the  metal  schedule  with  a  duty 
of  9)  per  cent 

M  '.  SMOOT.    The  Item  will  be  fountl  in  paragraph  327. 

M-.  WALSH  of  Massachusett.s.  What  was  done  with  that 
parti  graph? 

M  •.  SMOOT.     It  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
peu(  ing  committee  amendment. 

Tl  le  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
con^aittee  amendment. 

Tie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

le  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  120,  line  23,  after  the  word 
"  flrJshed,"  to  Insert  the  words  "  and  parts  thereof."  so  a«  to 
rea<. 

nt-wood  farnitare.  wholly  or  partly  flnlsbed,  and  parts  thereof. 

Tse  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

T  le  next  amendment  was,  on  page  120.  lines  23  and  24,  where 

*  rt>mmlttee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  50  per  cent "  and  insert 

Ml  tKArrtf  **  4A  ripr  r>ent  "  an  »u  tn  rourl  • 


the 


in  li  ro  tberof  "  40  i«r  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 


p«r 
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B4at-W0od  fnraltare,  wholly  or  partly  flnlsbed,  and  parts  thereof,  40 
(«Dt  ad  valorem. 
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tody 


WALSH  of  MasHachuMetts.     Mr.  President,  this  is  one  of 

rtlcles  of  furniture  concerning  which  the  Senator  from  Keu- 

[Mr.  Sackett]  made  inquiry  a  Hhurt  time  ago,  which  is 

shi|i|>ed  in  a  condition  that  is  descril)ed  as  "  knocked  down."     I 

impressed  with  the  case  for  increased  protection  which  the 

b6o4-woud  chair  people  made  out.    The  1922  rate  was  33Vi  per 
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cent.  The  House  -ecommended  a  rate  (rf  55  per  cent.  The  Sen- 
ate Finance  Committee  reduced  it  to  40  per  cent.  I  think  tliere 
was  clearly  a  case  made  out  as  to  justify  some  increased  protec- 
tion. There  has  t«eu  a  very  greatly  increased  importation  of 
bent  wood  chairs  from  certain  parts  of  Europe.  They  are 
shipped  in  here  in  parts  and  put  together  and  apparently  are 
Injuring  rather  extensively  the  domestic  bent-wood  industry. 
It  is  a  struggle  bet  ween  .the  domestic  industries  that  import  the 
parts  of  these  chairs  and  assemble  them,  and,  on  the  other  side, 
the  d<imegUc  mauutacturers  of  all  the  parts  of  these  chairs. 
My  feympatbies  are  with  the  latter,  and  therefore  I  favor  this 
increase. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield.  . 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  particularly 
whether  the  concerns  affected  by  the  increase  in  tariff  are  in 
any  financial  difflruities? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachnsetta  No.  I  think  the  manufac- 
ture of  bent-wood  chairs  is  usually  a  part  of  the  manufacturing 
business  of  large  furniture  manufacturers  who  make  a  great 
variety  of  fundture.  It  is  a  fact  that  a  great  deal  of  evidence 
was  presented  to  us  to  the  effect  that  these  chairs  come  in 
parts  from  Czechcalovakia,  Germany,  and  other  countries,  and 
are  being  assembled  here  and  that  this  particular  part  of  the 
domestic  furnitun?  industry  is  seriously  affected  thereby.  In 
fact,  witnesses  before  the  subc-ommittee  picked  out  bent-wood 
chairs  in  the  Capitol  and  displayed  a  number  of  them  that 
were  imported  into  this  country  btvause  they  were  cheaper  tlian 
the  domestic  chair  of  like  character.  1  do  not  think  the  In- 
crease in  rate  is  excessive.  It  is  certainly  much  less  tlian  that 
recommended  by  the  H«»use.  I  think  this  is  an  amendment 
which  the  Senate  could  properly  approve.  .  ».     ^u 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  the  reduction  granted  by  the 
Finance  Committee  was  in  the  nature  of  a  compensatory  re- 
duction because  of  other  woods  going  on  the  free  list.  We  re- 
duced the  rate  from  55  per  cent  to  40  per  cent. 

Mr,  WAGNER.  I  understood  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
[Mr  Thomas]  would  offer  an  amendment  restoring  the  duty 
on  bent-wood  chali-s  to  the  rate  carried  in  the  law  of  1922,  which 
is  33 Vj  wr  cent.  If  he  does  not  intend  to  do  so,  I  desire  to 
offer  the  amendment  On  page  120,  in  line  24,  I  move  to  strike 
out  "40"  and  insert  "33%."  ^         .,       ^    ^    ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  New  York  offers 
an  amendment,  which  the  clerk  will  report. 

The  Lbqislative  Clebk.  On  page  120,  line  24,  In  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  the  Senator  from  New  York  proposes  to 
strike  out  "40"  and  Insert  "33V4,'  so  as  to  read: 

Bent  wood  furniture,  wholly  or  parUy  flnlahed,  and  parts  thereof,  83% 
per  cent  ad  valorem. 


Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the 
Senator  from  New  York  will  not  press  his  amendment,  because 
the  difference  is  comimnitively  Blight  between  the  pres«it  law 
and  the  recommendation  of  the  Finance  Committee,  being  only 
6  or  7  per  cent  I  fully  agree  and  concur  with  the  Senator  in 
objecting  to  the  House  rate,  but  the  Senate  committee  rate  is 
not  very  much  greater  than  the  rate  carried  in  the  law  of  1922. 
Mr  WACINEU.  What  prompted  me  to  make  the  suggestion 
was  that  I  read  the  evidence  presented  to  the  committee,  and 
I  also  read  the  brief  presented  for  the  manufacturers,  and  I 
saw  absolutely  no  Justirtcation  for  any  increase  at  aU.  The 
concerns  which  are  producing  bent-wood  chairs  in  this  country 
are  doing  an  exceedingly  profitable  business.  I  should  say 
their  profits  are  abnormally  high.  The  bent-wood  chair  busi- 
ness is  a  business  which  represents  3  per  cent  or  less  of  the 
total  chair  business  of  the  industry.  The  entire  importations 
of  bent-wood  chairs  represents  only  one-half  of  1  per  cent  of 
the  total  production  of  chairs  in  this  country.  There  is  no 
Justification  for  an  Increase  lit  duty. 

Mr   COl'ZENS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    I.>ocs  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 
Mr.  WAGNER.    I  yield. 

Mr,  COUZENS.  Where  did  the  Senator  get  that  informa- 
tion? 

Mr,  WAGNEB.  I  got  It  from  the  briefs  snbmitted  to  the 
Tariff  Commission,  and  also  from  the  uncontradicted  evidence 
submitted  to  the  subcommittee  which  coiiKldered  this  schedule. 
I  am  speaking  now  of  all  chairs  produced  In  this  country. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  I  think  that  is  hardly  fair  when  we  are  only 
discussing  iM'nt-wood  chairs, 

Mr  WAGNER.  In  the  case  of  bent-wood  chairs  alone  the 
importations  represent  6  per  c«it  of  the  entire  domestic  pro- 
duction. 


My  information— and  I  am  now  reading  from  the  brief— Is 
(hat  importations  amount  to  6  per  cent  of  the  total  of  bent- 
wood  chairs  produced  in  the  United  States,  and  the  brief  quotw 
page  378  of  the  testimony  taken  before  the  United  States  Tariff 
Commission.  No  attempt  was  made  to  contradict  or  to  refuta 
this  testinoony.  ^    ,^  ^ 

I  might  add  here,  Mr.  President,  that  in  1923  the  Tariff  C<Mn- 
missiou  began  an  investigation  of  the  question  as  to  whether  or 
not  there  ought  to  be  an  increase  in  the  duty  upon  the  im- 
ported bent-wood  chairs.  That  was  six  years  ago.  They  have 
been  taking  testimony  over  a  period  of  six  years,  and  as  yet 
have  not  been  able  to  reach  a  determination  as  to  whether  or 
ut>t  there  ought  to  be  an  increase  in  duty. 

The  evidence  as  presented  to  me,  I  might  say  to  the  senior 
Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Couzxms],  is  that  tliere  Ls  no  com- 
petition between  imported  bent-wood  chairs  and  those  which  are 
produced  in  this  country.  The  imported  and  the  domestic  are 
entirely  different  kinds  of  chairs.  One  is  produced  by  cheaidy 
paid  labor,  whereas  the  American  chair  is  manufactured  by 
machinery  and  enjoys  the  well-known  economies  of  mass  pro- 
duction. The  imi>orted  chair  brings  a  higher  price  in  the  market 
than  the  comimrable  domestic  chair,  so  that  there  is  no  price 
competition.  They  are  in  entirely  diflforent  price  classiflcatious. 
That  evidence  was  presented  to  the  commission  and  to  the  com- 
mittee and  has  not  been  contradicted  at  either  of  the  hearings. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Yes ;  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is — and  it  was  undis- 
puted by  any  member  of  the  Tariff  Commission — that  there  are 
all  classes  of  these  chairs  imported,  the  cheapest  kind,  the 
me«lium  grade,  and  the  higher  quality.  They  are,  of  course,  all 
classified  as  beut-wowl  chairs,  so  the  statement  which  the  Sena- 
tor made  that  the  imports  are  all  of  the  higher  type  or  class 
of  chairs  can  not  be  borne  out  by  the  facts. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  If  I  may  interrupt  the  Senator,  I  desire  to 
say  that  I  did  not  mean  to  suggest  that  the  Imports  consisted 
altogether  of  the  expensive  chairs.  I  did  say — and  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Utah  will  agree  with  me  in  the  statement— that 
70  per  cenr  of  the  chairs  imported  are  of  the  higher  type  of 
bent-wood  chairs;  and  since  the  entire  importation  represents 
but  5  per  cent  of  the  consumption  of  bent-wood  chairs  in  this 
country,  and  70  per  cent  of  the  6  per  cent  consists  of  the  high- 
priced  chairs,  upon  which  there  is  actually  no  price  competition, 
it  seems  to  me  tliat  to  impose  an  increase  of  rates  is  entirely 

unjustified.  ...,.,       ^    - 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  from  New  York 

yield  to  me?  -..,,.    ^ 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  will  carefully  examine  the  .state- 
ment as  to  70  per  cent  of  the  5  per  cent  of  importations  being 
the  high-grade  chairs,  he  will  find  that  It  means  70  per  cei't  in 
value  and  not  70  per  cent  in  number.  Of  course,  the  higher- 
priced  chairs  bring  the  average  of  all  exceedingly  high,  as  the 
Senator  must  understand;  but  as  to  the  number  of  pieces  im- 
ported, I  think,  the  importations  of  the  cheaper  grade  run  up 
to  40  per  cent ;  I  mean  as  to  nunTl)er.  As  to  the  importations 
reported  according  to  value,  the  Senator,  I  presiune,  is  correct 
in  his  statement ;  but  as  to  the  number  of  chairs,  it  Is  not  so, 
because  I  think  that  in  number  40  per  cent  of  the  importationa 
is  made  up  of  the  cheaper  grade  of  chairs. 

Mr,  WAGNER.  The  Senator  agrees  with  me  that  consider- 
ing value  alone,  70  per  cent  of  the  importations  Is  made  up  of 
high-grade  chairs,  as  to  which  there  is  actually  no  competition. 

I  assume  that  we  were  called  here  to  consider  Uriff  rates 
necessary  to  help  industries  which  were  in  financial  stress,  in- 
dustries which,  because  of  econ<»mlc  shifts,  had  met  reterse* 
or  in  which  competitive  conditions  between  Imported  and  do- 
mestic articles  were  such  as  to  require  farther  protectifm ;  but 
here  it  is  proposed  that  we  raise  the  rates  of  duty  on  articles 
imxluced  by  an  ludostry  which  It  is  concealed  upon  this  floor 
is  in  an  exceedingly  pr«>speroas  condition  and  which  is  affected 
by  competition  so  slight  as  to  be  infinitesimal.  „       ,,,    ^ 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  Pre»d<lent  will  the  Senator  from  New  York 

''^e^  VU?E  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 

yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Yes.  .  *,        ^         * 

Mr    DILL.     I  understood  the   Senator  from  New  Yrra  to 

state' that  the  hnportations  of  these  chairs  are  about  5  per 

cent? 
Mx.  WAGNSai.    Yes;  they  are  5  per  cent. 


il   I' 
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Mr.  DILL.    And  that  the  flmw  engaged  In  the  hoslneaa  are 
makliig  plenty  of  money? 
Mr.  WAGNER    Yea. 
Mr.  DILL.    An<l  still  they  are  to  be  granted  a  40  per  cent 

Urlff? 

"^r.  WAGNER.  I  am  stating  that  ouder  the  conditionb  cre- 
ated by-iht  law  of  1922  the  imporUtiona  amoont  to  6  per  cent 
of  the  domestic  production,  and  of  that  5  per  cent  of  Importa- 
tions 70  per  cent  were  not  Jn  a  competltlre  class  at  all. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  could  not  help  being  struck  by  the  drcum- 
atance,  becan!>e  yesterday  we  could  not  get  any  tariff  at  all  on 
the  product  of  an  Industry  which  competes  with  30  per  cent  of 
Importations,  and  despite  the  fact  that  all  the  firms  which  are 
engaged  In  It  are  losing  money.  Yet  the  Committee  on  Finance 
proposes  In  this  ca.'^e  to  grant  a  40  per  cent  tariff. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachnsetts.  Is  the  5  per  cent  of  impor- 
tations of  chairs  to  which  the  Senator  refers  5  per  cent  of  all 
the  chairs  that  are  produced  in  this  country  or  5  per  cent  of 
the  bent-wood  chairs? 

Mr.  WAGNER.  It  Is  5  per  cent  of  the  total  of  bent-wood 
chairs.  The  Importations  are  but  one-half  of  1  per  cent  of  all 
of  the  chairs  which  are  produced  in  this  country,  according  to  the 
testimony,  which  was  not  dlsputetl.  before  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  correct  the  statement 
I  made  a  moment  ago.  The  importations  of  l>ent-woo(l  chairs 
amount  to  between  30  and  35  per  cent  of  the  domestic  jwroductlon. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma-ssachusetts.  Mr.  President,  that  Is  what  I 
had  supposed.  The  Senator  from  New  York  Is  evidently  mis- 
informed or  the  figures  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  are  Inaccu- 
rate. There  Is  a  great  difference  between  5  per  cent  and  35  per 
cent.  My  impression  was  that  the  Importations  were  very  sub- 
stantial, as  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  Indicated.  The  fact  that 
the  nmnufacturerx  went  to  the  Tariff  Commission  In  an  effort 
to  secure  an  Increase  In  the  rate  of  duty  Implies  that  they  had 
a  good  case,  or  they  would  not  hare  attempted  to  ask  for  a  rate 
of  duty  of  dSMi  per  cent  That  indicates  they  are  meeting  with 
some  competition  from  imjK>rts. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  let  me  call  attention  to  a  state- 
ment mude  by  the  Tariff  Commission  Itself  as  to  this  Item : 

Tb«  ATeragf  ioToice  price  of  Imported  chairs — 
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That  la,  bent- wood  chal 

knocked  down,  plus  a  prorated  share  of  the  Importers'  admiaistratiye 
ezpeose.  was  fl.SO.  For  the  s«t-up  completed  chairs  the  domestic  coat 
was  12.52  each,  and  the  cost  of  the  Imported  chairs,  consisting  of  the 
Inroice  price  plus  the  costs  of  setting  up  Incurred  by  the  importers  In 
the  United  States,  was  12.05. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  Senator  state  what 
is  the  exact  difference  as  determined  by  the  Tariff  Commission 
between  the  cost  of  the  domestic  bent-wood  chairs  and  the  cost 
of  the  Imported  bent-wood  chairs? 

Mr.  SMO<xr.  The  average  cost  shown  here  for  domestic 
chairs  knocked  down  was  $2,168.  The  average  price  of  the  im- 
ported chairs  knocked  down  was  fl.30 — $1.30  against  $2.16. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    After  all,  the  statement.  I  take  It 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  New  York 
yielded  the  floor  and  the  Senator  from  Utah  took  the  floor.  The 
Chair  would  like  to  state  again  that  Senators  desiring  to  Inter- 
rupt muat  first  stand  on  their  feet  and  address  the  Chair  and 
be  recogniaed  before  they  may  hare  a  right  to  Interrupt. 

Mr.  WAGNER  Mr.  President.  I  accept  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair,  but  I  did  not  know  that  I  surrendered  the  floor.  I  merely 
wanted  to  be  polite  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  President,  It  la  true  that  the  Tariff  Commission  found  the 
foreign  cost  of  production  to  be  $1.30,  but  they  stated  that  they 
did  not  take  Into  consideration  the  question  of  transportation. 
Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  other  items  which  the 
Tariff  Commission  did  not  take  Into  consideration  but  which 
are  necessary  to  be  considered  In  order  to  reach  the  im>per  basis 
of  comparison  of  costs  of  production.  The  items  to  which  I 
shall  now  refer  were  not  taken  into  consideration  at  all  in  the 
ascertainment  of  the  figures  mentioned  by  the  Senator  from  Utah 
a  moment  ago.     I  shall  state  them  to  the  Senator: 

Transportation,  from  foreign  factory  to  the  United  States, 
$0  156. 

Brokerage  and  marine  Insurance,  $O.0C6. 

AUowage  for  breakage  of  parts,  $0,034. 

Allowance  for  repairing  warped  and  twisted  parts,  $0,178. 

Retouching  and  reflnlshlng  parts  marred  in  transit,  $0,118. 

Adjustments  for  side  seat  and  rear  bows,  $0,096. 

Adjustnaent  of  adBiinlatntlTe  expenae  and  Intareet,  $0,074. 


Milking  a  total  not  of  $150  but  of  $2,447,  Including  doty  at 
the^resent  rate  of  44  cents.  That  is  above  the  coat  of  produc- 
tion [of  the  domestic  chair. 

M^.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Ml .  WAGNER.  I  am  going  to  conclude  in  just  a  moment ;  I 
wish  to  cite  some  other  statistics  which  have  not  yet  been  pre' 
sent<d,  and  then  I  shall  yield  the  floor. 

I  vant  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  prosperity 
of  tie  concerns  engaged  in  this  industry,  which  are  crying  for 
help  and  which  seek  additional  protection.  I  will  refer  only  to 
couc<  rns  which  produce  bent-wood  chairs. 

Tie  Great  Northern  Chair  Co.,  of  Chicago,  111.,  Increased  its 
net  V  rorth  in  12  years  from  $66,000  to  $657,000,  or  an  increase  of 
1,OOC  per  cent  over  its  original  Investment,  and  in  addition  paid 
hand  some  bonuses. 

Tlie  Sheboygan  Chair  Co.,  of  Sheboygan,  Wis.,  shows  a  sur- 
plus at  $775,000,  with  a  capital  of  but  $100,000. 

TMe  Hijrh  Point  Bending  Co.,  of  High  Point,  N.  C,  shows  a  net 
profit  of  22  per  cent  on  its  outstanding  capital  stock. 

Tb  ese  are  the  principal  producers  of  the  bent-wood  chair,  who 
are  s  eeklng  a  ftirther  increase  in  the  rate  of  duty.  Their  profits 
are  <  xtraordinary  even  in  comparison  with  that  of  some  of  the 
other  prosperous  industries  of  the  United  States.  I  am  happy 
that  they  are  prosperous  but  I  think  it  would  be  stretching  high 
protection  to  the  breaking  point  further  to  Increase  the  tariff 
ratei  under  the  circumstances  I  have  described. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amei  idnient  offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  to  the  amend- 
men    reported  by  the  committee. 

TliC  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  recurs  on  agreeing 
to  tiie  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  the 
anie  uiment  of  the  committee  read. 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

Tie  Legislative  Clixk.  In  paragraph  411,  on  page  120,  In 
line  23,  after  the  word  "  finished,"  it  Is  proposed  to  strike  out 
"  55  per  cent  "  and  insert  "  40  per  cent,"  so  as  to  read  : 

B«Dt-wood  furniture,  wholly  or  partly  finished,  and  parts  thereof,  40 
per  <ent  ad  ralorem. 

T  le  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
ameiulment  reported  by  the  committee. 

T  le  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  only  one  more  amend- 
men:  In  this  schedule,  I  understand. 

T.e  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  In  the  chair).  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  committee  amendment. 

The  Lboislativb  Clerk.  On  page  120,  line  24,  Insert  "paint- 
brujh  handles,  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  wood,  one-half  of  1 
cent  each  and  33%  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  how 
thai  accords  with  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission  as  to 
palit-bnish  handles? 

^ir.  SMOOT.     It  Is  the  present  law,  with  the  exception  of  a 
flc  duty  of  one-half  of  1  cent  each. 

yir.  McKELLAR.  The  Tariff  Commission  recommended  that 
it  hi  increased  to  33%  per  cent;  did  it  not? 

\flr.  SMOOT.     No. 

Mr.  McKELI.AR.  I  remember  that  it  was  before  the  Tariff 
Conjmission,  and  they  ral-sed  it  slightly. 

SMOOT.    No ;  the  present  law  is  33%  per  cent. 
McKELLAR.    That  is  a  case  where  there  is  only  one 
madufacturer  In  the  whole  country,  and  it  is  not  very  material 
to  the  others. 

"sir.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yieln  to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma? 

air.  SMOOT.     I  think  I  ought  to  make  the  statement  now. 

Sir.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  wish  the  Senator  would 
male  a  statement  about  this  amendment.     It  is  a  very  large 

\  r.  SMOOT.  I  will  give  the  history,  so  that  the  Senator 
will  Icnow  what  It  is. 

The  rate  under  the  present  law,  as  stated,  is  33%  per  cent. 
That  was  fixed  on  the  proclamation  made  by  the  Presideot  of 
thelunited  States. 

r,  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  If  I  may  interrupt  the  Sen- 
ator, I  did  not  understand  what  he  meant.  Does  he  mea%  that 
tha  Is  the  rate  written  in  the  statute,  or  tlie  rate  after  the 
Pre  lident  had  raised  it  ? 

»  r.  SMOOT.    Perhaps  I  misspoke  myself. 

^  r.  WALSH  of  Maasachusetta.  I  think  the  Senator  made 
a  u  iastatement 
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Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  think  be  did.    The  present  taw  la  what? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  have  said  that  the  law  of  1922  la 
83%  per  cent;  and  on  an  investigation  by  the  Tariff  Conunla- 
sion,  with  a  recommendation  to  the  President  and  a  proclama- 
tion of  the  President,  the  rate  was  reduced  to  16%  per  cent, 
as  I  remenber. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Can  the  Senator  give  us 
that  date?  ^  ,     .  _* 

Mr.   SMOOT.    I  will  give  the   Senator   the  date  in  just  a 

moment.  .^  ^^ 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  not  important  if  the 
Senator  has  not  it  at  hand. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  was  effective  November  13,  1926.  That  Is 
the  date  when  the  change  went  into  etfoct. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President  I  offer  the  fol- 
lowing amendment  to  the  committee  amendment:  On  page  120, 
iine  25,  strike  out  the  following  language :  "  One-half  of  1  cent 

each  and."  ^      ^  ^ 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  In  other  words,  that  motion 
will  restore  the  rate  to  the  rate  in  the  law  of  1922,  and  will  give 
an  increase  to  the  palnt-bnish  industry  of  100  per  cent  over  the 
present  law,  made  by  the  President,  of  16  per  cent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  to  the  amendment  of  the 
committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amwidment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendmMit  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
fromNOTth  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  inquired  of  me  what  bad 
been  the  Imports  of  paint-brush  handles  since  the  presidential 
prodamatlon.  I  stated  to  him  that  there  has  been  some  In- 
crease—in fact,  quite  a  little  Increase— which  justified  the  res- 
toration, in  my  opinion  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma,  of  the  rate  named  in  the  law  of  1922 ;  but  didnot 
Justify  the  excessive  rate  recommended  by  the  Finance  CSom- 
mittee,  which  amounted  to  a  very  high  ad  valorem  duty. 

Mr   SMOOT.    These  are  the  figures.  Mr.  President : 

In  1926,  from  November  13,  the  date  of  the  proclamation,  to 
December  31,  there  were  Imported  paint-brush  handles  to  the 
amount  of  only  $1,943.  In  1927  the  importation  increased  to 
$17,534.  and  In  1928  it  increased  to  $30,557,  or  nearly  3,000  per 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  wanted  the  Recoed  to  show 

tiiese  facts. 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President,  on  page  120. 
line  22,  the  House  raised  the -tariff  on  furniture  from  33%  per 
cent  to  40  per  cent.  I  serve  notice  that  at  the  proper  time  an 
amendinent  will  be  offered  to  the  bill  reducing  the  «un  of  40 
per  cent  to  a  lower  sum. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  after  we  have 
finished  ail  the  committee  amendments  to  this  schedule  I  wish 
to  inquire  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  if  he  prefers  to  postpone 
offering  amendments  from  the  floor  until  other  schedules  are 
considered?    That  is  his  wish,  I  understand. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  what  we  have  been  doing,  and  perhaps 
we  had  better  follow  that  course. 

Mr.  McNARY-  Mr.  President,  I  am  interested  In  this  propo- 
sition.   May  I  hear  what  the  Senator  has  to  say  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  say  that  Is  what  we  have  been  doing  in  the 
past ;  but  as  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  would  Just 
as  soon  perfect  the  schedules  now  as  we  reach  them,  so  that 
we  will  not  have  to  return  to  them. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    In  my  Judgment,  that*  is  the 

better  course. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  going  to  ask  unanimous  consent  that  In 
all  of  the  schedules,  beginning  with  Schedule  4,  whenever  a 
schedule  Is  before  the  Senate  the  committee  amendments  shall 
be  presented  first,  and  agreed  to  or  rejected;  and  as  soon  as 
that  Is  done  that  Individual  amendments  can  be  offered  to  that 

schedule. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Does  the  Senator  mean  be- 
ginning with  Schedule  4  or  Schedule  5? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Schedule  4. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    That  Is  the  one  we  are  on 

DOW? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  Is  the  one  we  are  on  now. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  And  that  means  that  we  can 
Immediately  offer  amendments  from  the  floor? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  Is  right. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  If  that  had  been  the  original 
practice,  I  should  have  entirely  concurred  In  the  wisdom  of  the 
action  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee.  I  object  now  to 
attempting  to  change  the  program  In  the  middle  of  the  consider- 


ation of  the  Wn.  We  started  out  here  under  nnanimovs  consent 
to  consider  first  committee  amendments,  which  Is  c«mformal»le 
to  the  usoal  practice  In  the  consider  uti(»n  of  bills.  Inasmuch  as 
we  have  adjusted  ourselves  to  that  practice,  I  shall  object  to 
any  change. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  ObJecUon  is  heard. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  was  under  the  Impression 
that  we  entered  into  a  unanimous-consent  agreement  that  the 
first  three  schedules  sliould  be  treated  differently  from  the 
rest  of  the  schedules,  and  that  as  to  the  first  three  schedules  we 
would  simply  deal  with  committee  amendments  and  not  return 
for  Individual  amendments  until  we  finish  the  bill,  but  that,  as 
to  each  of  the  other  schedules,  immediately  upon  acting  ujton 
the  committee  amendments  we  would  take  up  individual  amend- 
ments to  the  schedule  and  dispose  of  them.  I  thought  timt  was 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement.  I  know  tiiat  we  assented 
to  it  on  this  side,  and  I  supposed  that  it  was  confirmed  by  the 
action  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  no  actiau  was  taken.  The  Senator  made 
the  statement  at  tliat  time  just  as  he  has  made  it  now,  but  no 
request  was  made;  and  that  Is  the  n^ason  why  I  made  the 
request  at  this  time.  There  Is  objection  to  It,  however,  so,  of 
course,  we  might  Just  as  well  proceed. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Oregon 

will  give  me  his  attention 

Mr.  McNARY.     I  am  very  happy  to  do  so. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  think  we  can  save  time,  and  I  think  we 
can  legislate  with  much  more  satisfaction  to  ourselTce  If  we  will 
finish  up  a  schedule  before  leaving  it,  becau.se  in  the  discussion 
of  committee  amendments  we  have  necessarily  dealt   with   a 
great  many  questions  that  apply  to  the  part  of  the  schedule 
that  is  not  affected  by  the  amendments.    We  bare  the  whole 
subject  Involved  in  the  schedule  in  our  minds,  and  therefore  we 
can  more  readily  act  upon  It;  but  If  we  pass  it  by  after  v/e 
have  finished  the  committee  amendments  and  do  not  return  to 
It  for  a  week  or  two  weeks  or  three  weeks,  we  have  forgotten 
all  about  tt,  and  we  have  to  go  over  a  good  deal  of  the  debate 
that  has  already  taken  place  pertinent  to  the  things  that  were 
left  undone  In  dealing  with  the  things  with  which  we  were  con- 
fronted.   I  think  it  Is  In  the  Interest  of  good  legislation  to  deal 
with  a  schedule  and  finish  It  before  we  leave. 
Mr.  CX>UZENS.    Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  do. 

Mr.  COUZBNS.  Frtan  the  beginning  I  have  been  in  sympa- 
thy with  the  viewpoint  expresseil  by  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina ;  but  there  have  been  certain  developments  since  then, 
so  that  there  are  at  least  25  or  30  Senators  on  this  side  of  the 
Chamber  who  will  not  agree  to  ttiat  procedure;  so,  of  course, 
there  is  no  use  In  talking  about  it. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  that  Is  the  case,  I  will  say  no  more  alwnt 
it.  I  did  not  know  that  there  had  been  any  such  reversal  Of 
opinion,  and  I  do  not  know  why  now.  I  shou'.d  like  to  have 
the  Senator  enlighten  me  as  to  why  that  change  of  mind  has 
come  about. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  has  been  made. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     By  whom? 
Mr.  McNARY.    I  made  the  suggestion,  and  it  was  confirmed 
by  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Oouxewb]. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  My  attention  was  distracted 
for  a  moment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  those  are  all  of  the  committee 
amendments  In  Sci»edule  4.  The  next  schedule  is  Schedule  5, 
**  Sugar,  molasses,  and  manufactures  of." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Now,  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  a  quonnn.  Some  of  the  Senators  Interested  In  that  sched- 
ule are  absent ;  and  I  raise  the  point  of  order  of  no  quorum. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Hxa- 
Hisowl  asked  that  a  quorum  be  called  so  that  he  might  be  here 
when  this  schedule  is  taken  up. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  absence  of  a  quorum  bar- 
ing been  suggested,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Soiators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Alien 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Btoussard 


Capper 

Connally 

CopelanJ 

Couzena 

Cutting 

Dale 

D(>neen 

Dill 

Edge 

Fan 

Fletcher 


Fraxler 

Ofwrge 

Oillett 

Glaaa 

Glenn 

Ooff 

Greeoa 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrtaea 

Haatlaga 


Hatfield 

Uawes 

Haydea 

Hebert 

Heflln 

How«U 

Johaaoa 

Jonea 

Kean 

Kendrick 

Keyea 
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Sbortiidg* 

Bimmona 

Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Stephen! 

8wRD0on 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomaa,  OkU. 


Townaend 

Trammell 

Tydlngi 

VaDd«nh«rg 

Wagner 

WalMtt 

Walib.  Mass. 

Waterman 

Wta«el«r 


La  Follette  OMla 

MK'uIloch  Overmaa 

IfcKfllar  Patterson 

McMaster  Pbtppa 

MrNarr  Ranadell 

3ll««t.:lir  BpwI 

Muitf9  BoblnaoD,  Ind. 

Norb«Hlt  Rackett 

NorrU  8«hall 

J*jre  Sheppard 

The  PREaiDINO  OFFICER  Blgbty-tbree  Senators  h*Te 
aaswcrcHl  to  their  names.    There  la  a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

Th**  TRESIDINO  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    What  Is  the  matter  now  before  the  Senate? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  sugar  schedule.  The 
secretary  will  state  the  flrst  amendment. 

The  flmt  amendment  in  Schedule  5  was  on  pape  121,  line  12, 
paragraph  501.  Sugars,  to  strike  oat  •1.5625  cents"  and  to 
ins<»rt  ••  1  5425  cents." 

Mr.  Harrison  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr   HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  going  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  if  he  will  not  consent  that  we  take  up  the 
agricultural  schedule  at  this  time,  and  let  the  sugar  and 
tobacco  schetluies  await  the  termination  of  the  consideration  of 
that  schedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  ain 
perfectly  willing  that  that  course  shall  he  pursued. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  does  it  not  require  unanimous 
consent  to  pass  over  a  schedule? 

ICr.  SMOOT.    1  do  not  think  It  requires  unanimous  comtent. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  1  do  not  know  that  it  requires  uuuuinioas 
consent,  but  1  hope  there  will  be  no  objection  to  that  suggestion. 
The  Senator  from  Mississippi  and  the  Senator  from  Texas,  who 
have  had  special  charge  of  all  three  of  these  schedules  for  the 
Democratic  side,  have  asked  that  this  be  done  in  the  Interest  of 
legislation.  They  feel  and  I  fed,  and  all  of  us  who  have  con- 
sid<'re<l  it,  feel  that  the  determination  of  what  we  are  going  to 
do  with  reference  to  the  agricultural  sche<lule  will  greatly 
clarify  the  tariff  altoation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  wiU  state  that  it 
does  not  require  unanimous  consent;  it  can  be  done  by  a 
majority  vote  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  did  not  think  it  required  unanimous  con- 
sent, and  I  was  hoping  that  if  it  did  there  would  be  no  objection, 
becau^  it  is  the  desire  of  the  Senator  from  Mii>sissippi,  who 
has  charge  for  the  minority  of  these  three  schedules,  that  the 
agricultural  schedule  be  taken  up  first 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  i.<  a  violation  of 
the  undorstandiuK  we  had  at  the  tteginning.  There  is  clearly 
an  attempt  on  the  part  of  a  large  number  of  Senators  to 
ailjourn,  and  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  knows  very  well  that 
be  wantti  to  get  the  agricultural  Bcbedule  out  of  the  way  before 
we  adjourn.  We  ought  to  proceeil  with  S4.-hedules  in  order,  and 
everylMMly  should  take  his  turn.  One  Senator  may  not  have 
the  same  interest  in  a  schedule  that  some  other  Senator  may 
have.  I  think  it  would  be  playing  favorites  and  unwarranted 
to  proceed  to  likip  schedules  to  suit  some  individual  Senator's 
desire.  We  ought  to  proceed  with  the  bill  in  an  orderly  way, 
the  same  as  we  have  done  with  all  the  schedules  heretofore 
taken  up. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Pres^ideut.  in  answer  to  the  Senator 
from  Michigan,  may  I  say  that  it  is  immaterial  to  me  whether 
we  take  up  sugar,  tulMcco,  or  agriculture.  There  is  a  majority 
sentiment  in  the  Senate,  I  think,  that  there  should  be  at  least 
a  week  betiK'cen  the  adjournment  of  the  present  session  of  Con- 
gress and  the  rectmvening  of  the  regular  stesslon  on  the  2d  of 
December.  We  were  calleti  here  to  help  apriculture  as  muoh  as 
possible,  and  I  had  hoped  we  could  get  through  with  agriculture 
at  lea.'<t  before  we  took  an  adjournment  between  the  two  sessions. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  knows,  and  everybody  else  knows, 
that  when  we  get  into  the  consideration  of  .sugar  there  w\\]  be 
very  prttionged  discussion.  I  think  I  can  envision  what  is  going 
to  happen  when  we  get  to  the  vote,  but  there  are  a  great  many 
Senators  who  would  prefer  that  the  sugar  schedule  go  over 
until  after  the  Vare  matter  shall  be  disposed  of  if  we  do  adjourn 

.Mr.  BBOUSSARD.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROUSS.\RD.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  sugar  and  tobacco 
are  agricultural  products,  the  .«ame  as  the  others  mentioned  in 
the  agricultural  schedule? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Some  of  us  think  that  if  there  is  one  agri- 
cultural prodocC  which  has  been  favored  more  by  the  Gorem- 
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men  for  the  last  generation  than  any  other  it  is  sugar,  and 
that  there  are  other  things  in  which  agriculture  is  Interested 
whi<h  have  not  had  fair  treatment. 

M  r.  BRATTON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  change,  with 
one  ixceptlon.  Some  of  us  interested  in  the  paragraphs  having 
to  di  with  cattle,  sheep,  beef,  and  mutton  are  not  prepared  to 
take  them  up  now,  and  to  make  the  change  without  any  advance 
notl<e  would  place  us  at  a  disadvantage.  If  Schedule  7  nhoald 
be  ti  ken  up  now,  I  should  want  It  understood  that  we  shall  pa.*^3 
over  the  first  two  paragraphs  in  the  schedule  and  that  they  may 
be  tikeu  up  later. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  see  any  difference  between 
the  ]  production  of  sugar  and  the  production  of  other  things  that 
cf^'m<  under  the  agricultural  schedule.  I  do  not  know  why  we 
fehou  d  not  take  up  sugar  and  these  other  subjects  as  they 
com<  along. 

M  .  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from 
Mist^ssippi  yield  again? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

M  '.  BROUSSARD.  The  purpose  of  my  question  was  not  to 
urjre  the  ct^nsideration  of  sugar,  but  it  was  simply  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  there  are  three  schedules  dealing  with 
agrli  ultural  pro<lucts.  If  the  Senator  wishes  to  take  up  the 
agri<ulturai  sthedule  instead  of  the  sugar  schedule,  I  am  per- 
fecth  agreeable  to  that  course.  I  was  not  trying  to  urge  an 
obje  tlon  to  his  wishes  in  the  matter,  but  merely  to  point  out 
the   'act  that  sugar  should  be  In  the  agricultural  schedule. 

M'.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana,  as  well  as  to  the  Senator  from  Washington, 
that  personally  it  is  immaterial  to  me  which  schedule  we  take 
up ;  but  there  are  a  lot  of  Senators  here  to  whom  I  have  talked 
whffl  would  prefer  that  the  sugar  schedule  go  over.  If  we  are 
goini?  to  adjourn,  until  later  on,  so  that  we  can  finish  first  with 
the  igricultural  schedule,  if  possible. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  Senator's  entire  argument  is  based 
on  I  he  hypothesis  that  we  probably  will  take  a  rece.ss.  Why 
doe*  he  not  make  the  necessary  motion  to  determine  right  now 
whe  :her  there  is  going  to  In?  a  recess  or  not  ? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  follow  the  Republican  leadership  on  the 
oth<r  side  so  often  that  I  was  in  hopes  that  that  leadership 
wou|d  offer  the  resolution. 

VANDENBERG.    I  am  sure  the  Senator  has  that  hope. 
I  cab  not  share  it. 

Air.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Misfis-sippi  to  what  Republican  leadership  he  referred? 

HARRISON.    I  was  looking  at  about  40  Senators  on  the 
oth^r  side. 

President.  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con- 
sidt+atlon  of  Schedule  7,  the  agricultural  schedule. 

At.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  would  like  to  make  an  in- 
quiry. If  that  motion  prevails,  and  we  proceed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Schedule  7,  would  it  then  be  the  purpose  of  the 
Sen  utor  to  return  to  Scheflule  6,  the  sugar  schedule,  after  the 
completion  of  Schedule  7? 

y.  r.  HARRISON.  I  should  think  that  ought  to  be  done, 
unU  ss  the  agricultural  schedule  takes  up  quite  a  bit  of  time. 
If  'ire  were  going  to  adjourn.  It  was  the  thoujrht  of  some 
Senitors  that  the  consideration  of  the  sugar  schedule  might  go 
ovei  until  after  we  had  gotten  back  to  the  consideration  of  the 
tari  f  bill,  following  the  disposition  of  the  Vare  case  in  the 
regi  lar  session. 

il  r.  GEOItOB.  Mr.  President,  It  seems  to  me  that  we  might 
com  )lete  both  the  sugar  schedule  and  the  agricultural  schedule 
prio  ■  to  the  date  of  adjourning,  if  a  date  of  adjournment  is  to 
be  «  greed  upon.  In  other  words.  It  seems  to  me  that  both  these 
8ch«  dules  can  well  be  disi)osed  of  between  to-day  and  Thursday 
or  I'rlday  or  Saturday  of  next  week. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  may  be  that  they  can,  but  I  was  very 
much  In  hopes  we  could  get  through  with  the  agricultural 
sclKdule,  and  then  Senators  could  determine  whether  they 
wan  ted  to  go  on  with  the  sugar  schedule  at  that  time  or  to  take 
up  !  ome  other  schedule. 

Jir.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
froii  Mississippi  that  he  enlarge  his  motion  so  as  to  provide 
thai  it  is  the  understanding  that  upon  the  completion  of  the 
agr  cultural  schedule  we  shall  return  to  the  sugar  schedule? 
I  think  that  is  the  wish  of  many. 

Wr.  HARRISON.     I  so  modify  my  motion. 

T  »e  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  WUl  not  the  Senator  state  his 
mot  on  as  modified? 
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Mr  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  my  moUon  is  that  we  xiow 
nrocek  to  the  consideration  of  Schedule  7,  tJie  agricultural 
schedule,  and  that  immediately  following  the  termiuationof 
the  consideration  of  that  schedule  we  return  to  the  sugar  scned- 
ule  and  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  that  schedule. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  of  the  Senator 
whether  it  is  understood  that  the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the 
agricultural  schedule,  having  to  do  with  cattle  and  sheep,  wiu 
be  postponed  until  later?  . 

Mr.  HARBISON.  Mr.  President,  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  to  the  fact  that  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  asks  whether,  in  the  event  we  should  go  to 
tlie  consideration  of  the  agricultural  schedule,  there  would J/e 
any  objection  to  passing  over  the  paragraphs  covering  cattle 
and  sheep,  the  first  two  panigraphs. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  have  no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  M-fesissippi.  ».,     », 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  assume  that  the  motion  is  debatable,  Mr. 

President?  .       ,,,  - 

The  I'RESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  will  so  rule. 
Mr  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  know  how  useless  it  is 
even  "to  suggest  the  idea,  but  I  feel  veiT  strongly  that  the  Senate 
should  adjourn  now.  If  Senators  have  read  the  newspapers, 
tliey  know  that  is  the  sentiment  of  the  country.  When  we 
look  at  the  Senate,  we  know  it  should  be  the  sentiment  of  the 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Blease]  yesterday 
told  us  the  truth.  He  told  about  the  physical  condition  of  men 
here  It  is  absolute  cruelty  to  go  on  with  the  bill  when  every- 
body knows  it  can  not  be  completed  l)efore  Christmas.  There 
is  no  possibility  of  it  being  completed  for  many  ^«?»  \»ff™^- 
For  one  reason  and  another,  largely  political,  we  tW^V^f^w^ 
must  stay  here  and  grind  along  with  the  bill.     It  Is  absolutely 

The"  men  who  have  workwl  hardest  on  the  bill,  the  men  who 
are  members  of  the  committee,  are  the  men  who  have  first 
claim  to  some  rest.  I  want  to  compliment  aU  the  members  of 
the  committee,  particulariy  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Ctom- 
mittee  [Mr.  Sm<k>t1  and  our  outi  leader  on  tlie  tariff  question 
on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  [Mr.  Simmows].  Those  Senators 
have  worked  hard  week  after  week,  month  after  mouth.  Only 
this  morning  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Oronocl.  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Finance  Committee,  told  me  that  since  the  lat  ct 
last  November  he  has  been  home  only  SS  days,  lefw  than  two 
months.  It  Is  cruelty,  it  is  indecent,  to  keep  these  men  here 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

On  the  2d  day  of  December  we  will  begin  a  long,  hard  seasion, 
which  will  probably  be  one  of  the  longest  sessions  of  the  Senate 
for  vears  It  is  only  right  that  men  should  have  a  little  rest, 
in  oVder  that  they  may  be  refreshed  for  the  arduous  labors  of 
that  j-ession.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  not  suffered.  1 
was  late  getting  back  here.  I  had  a  trip  to  Europe.  I  have  no 
personal  complaint.  I  can  stay  here.  I  have  as  strong  a  phy- 
irtque  as  any  man  in  tlie  Senate,  no  doubt,  and  can  go  on.  1 
make  no  plea  for  myself,  but  I  am  making  a  plea  for  the  men 
who  have  brought  the  bill  to  us,  who  have  studied  It  and  worked 
over  It  through  the  weeks  and  months. 

Why  should  we  stay  here  because  of  a  fear  we  may  have  of 
what  agriculture  may  say?  I  am  a  friend  of  the  farmer.  I 
am  one  eastern  Senator  who  has  voted  all  the  time  for  all  farm 
bills  I  am  not  disturbed  about  what  the  farmers  may  say 
about  us  or  to  us.  If  any  farmer  in  America  think.s  the  tariff 
bill  is  going  to  pass  before  Christmas  or  even  before  January 
or  February^  he  is  fooled  once  more.  The  poor  farmer  is  fooled 
a  good  deal  of  the  time  by  these  matters  that  have  a  political 

Senators,  why  are  we  not  sensible?  Why  do  we  not  give  con- 
sideration to  our  own  welfare,  because  our  physical  and  meuUl 
condition  has  to  do  with  the  welfare  of  the  country?  Tired  men 
can  not  do  the  sort  of  work  that  will  give  to  the  country  a 
decent  tariff  biU.  Here  is  a  bill  which  came  to  us  involving  a 
general  revision  of  the  tariff,  which  everybody  knows  must  take 
months  and  months  to  pass.  I  plead  with  you,  Senators,  realiz- 
ing tbiit  in  all  human  probability  I  will  be  voted  down ;  never- 
theless I  plead  with  you  to  adjourn  now.  We  are  at  the  end  of 
a  schedule,  we  are  at  an  appropriate  time  for  adjournment.  I 
can  see  no  reason  in  the  world  why  we  sliould  go  on.  but  I  can 
see  many  reas(tns  why  we  should  stop  at  this  time. 

Mr  REIED.  Mr.  President,  under  the  ConstituUon  we  can  not 
adjourn  for  more  than  three  days  without  the  consent  of  tlie 
House  I  have  talked  to  House  leaders  within  the  last  day 
about  the  question  of  whether  they  would  give  their  consent  to 
«n  adjournment  now  or  next  week.  They  have  very  clearly 
stated  that  they  would  not  consent  to  any  recess  between  now 
and  the  regular  session  unle^  those  in  charge  of  the  bdl  state 


clearly  that  it  will  be  impassible  to  pass  the  bill  and  send  it  to 
conference  before  the  3d  of  December. 

They  have  stated  if  that  was  made  deai-  by  those  to  charge 
of  the  bill— and  I  think  they  meant  particularly  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  and  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mr.  Borah]— if  those  Senators  agree  that  it  is  not 
possible  to  pa&s  the  bill  and  send  it  to  conference  before  the 
3d  of  December,  then  the  House  will  agree  to  any  adjourn- 
ment resolution  we  may  adopt.  I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  them 
and  fair  to  us  that  I  say  that  now. 

Mr.  BORAH.    Mr.  President ^       ^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  REED.    I  yield. 

Mr  BORAH.  There  is  a  way  by  which  the  Senate  can  run  its 
business  without  the  dictation  of  the  House.  It  is  true  that 
we  can  not  adjourn  for  more  than  three  days,  but  we  can  ad- 
journ every  Uiree  days.  I  do  not  see  why  the  House  should 
dictate  to  the  Senate  at  this  early  time  as  to  just  how  to  con- 
duct its  business  and  how  to  hold  its  sessions.       _.  .        ^ 

Mr.  REED.  Simply  because  the  Constitution  gives  them  the 
right  to  dictate  in  that  way  and  gives  us  the  same  right  to 
dictate  to  them  in  the  same  way. 

Mr  BORAH.  It  does  not  give  them  any  more  right  than  it 
gives  the  Senate  to  dictate  to  the  House,  and  it  is  not  accord- 
ing to  the  proprieties  of  the  situation  that  either  should  under- 
take to  dictate  to  the  other.  So  far  as  I  am  individually  con- 
cerned, I  do  not  propose  that  the  House  shall  dictate  to  the 

Senate.  ^  ^,  .ai.      i,  —   » 

Mr  RBED.  Aa  I  understand  tiie  eoitleman  with  whom  I 
talked,  the  House  does  not  intend  to  dictate  In  an  offensive 
sense  They  have  simply  stated  the  rules  which  wHl  control 
their  action.  They  have  a  perfect  right  to  agree  or  disagree  to 
our  resolution.  They  stated  to  me  the  rules  which  will  control 
their  decision.  Of  course,  w  am  take  S-day  adjournments 
Just  as  they  have  been  doing.  I  had  hoped  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  would  state  whether  he  believes  It  Is  a  practical  thtof 
to  pass  the  bill  and  send  it  to  conference  before  the  Sd  of 
December.  _         .  _  . 

Mr  BORAH.  Under  ordinary  drcmustances  I  wooW  be  very 
willing  to  give  my  opinion,  but  as  It  is  I  would  suggest  that  we 
go  ahead  with  some  schedule  until  such  time  as  we  In  the  Sen- 
ate determine  whether  or  not  we  rfiall  adjourn.  We  certainly 
do  not  desire  to  adjourn  to^ay.  I  understand  there  is  a  desire 
to  adjourn  a  week  from  Saturday.  The  Senate  can  determine 
at  tiiat  time,  without  any  Influence  from  the  outside  I  presume, 
as  to  whether  or  not  it  desires  to  do  so.  If  it  diall  determina 
to  adjourn  every  three  days  It  can  do  that,  but  at  the  present 
time  the  thing  to  do  is  to  proceed  with  some  schedule  in  the 

Will 

Mr  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  tnm 
Idaho  how  we  are  going  to  know  when  we  are  going  to  ad- 
journ' The  Senator  says  we  should  keep  on  until  we  know 
when  we  are  going  to  adjourn.  Can  we  not  determine  now 
whether  we  want  to  adjourn  or  not?  „,...,».         ,     a^„ 

Mr  BORAH.  The  Senator  from  New  York  is  the  only  Sen- 
ator who  has  suggested  that  we  adjourn  at  this  time.  He  has 
said  he  is  not  suggesting  that  upon  his  own  necessities  or  upon 
his  own  wishes,  but  out  of  deference  to  other  Senators  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  other  Senators  have  not  suggested  that 
we  adjourn  prior  to  a  week  from  Saturday,  I  suggest  that  we 
go  ahead,  in  view  of  the  fact  particularly  that  the  Senator  is 
simply  moved  out  of  deference  to  other  Senators. 

Mr  COPELAND.  I  would  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  that  wiUi  the  exception  of  himself  and  one  other  BenatOT 
to  whom  I  have  spoken,  every  Senator  with  whom  I  have  talked 
has  expressed  a  desire  to  adjourn  at  once.  I  venture  to  say 
that  if  every  Senator  were  left  absolutely  free  from  any  influ- 
ence of  possible  political  effect  as  the  result  of  his  vote,  there 
would  be  an  overwhelming  vote  in  favor  of  immediate  adjourn- 

°*Mr  McKELLAR  Mr.  President,  Uie  Senator  from  New 
York"  might  8tate  that  I  was  one  of  tiie  two.  because  I  am  not 

^MrSIMMS."'Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  from 
New  York  is  entirely  mistaken  in  assuming  that  a  majority  of 
^Mto^s  on  this  side  of  tiie  Chamber  desire  to  adjourn  at  this 
S  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  should  very  strongly  oppose 
a  nroposition  to  adjourn  at  this  time.  I  am  favorable  to  an 
SdJouKment  anywhere  between  the  2l8t  and  the  23d  of  this 
monSi  for  reasons  tliat  I  do  not  tiiink  it  necessary  to  explain. 
They  hav..'  been  already  discussed  and  are  generaUy  under- 

^*  Referring  to  tiie  observations  of  the  Senator  from  Peunsyl- 
vaSa  [Mr  R«»>].  I  desire  to  say  I  have  talked  with  Members 
Jf  the  House,  not  wltii  Uiose  who  absolutely  conti-ol  legislation 
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oyer  there  bot  with  Members  who  are  In  close  tooch  with  the 
■Itoatton  in  that  body,  and  I  must  say  I  hare  not  dlacorered  In 
their  attitude  any  disposition  to  dictate  to  the  Senate.  On  the 
contrary,  I  understood  their  attitude  disdosed  a  disposition  to 
adjust  tlieir  actions  with  respect  to  adjournment  to  our  de- 
sirca  in  the  matter.  If  we  desire  to  adjourn,  I  understood  from 
these  Members  that  the  HouJie  would  be  disposed  to  concur  In 
whaterer  we  wished  as  to  adjournment 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  the  Hoase  really  has  not  been  in 
session  for  nearly  two  months.  It  has  been  nominally  meet- 
ing and  adjourning  every  three  days.  As  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  [Mrr  Bokah]  said,  we  could  do  the  same  thing  if  we 
were  driven  to  the  necessity  of  doing  It  But  I  do  not  think 
we  wUI  be  driven  to  that  necessity.  I  think  if  the  Senate  makes 
it  clear  that  it  desires  to  adjourn,  the  House  will  concur. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rbd]  said  that  the 
House  would  not  be  willing  to  concur  in  the  action  of  the 
Senate  unless  we  would  give  them  asj«urances  that  the  tariff  bill 
can  not  be  passed  during  this  session.  Mr.  President  does  any 
Member  of  the  House  or  does  any  Member  of  the  Senate  need 
any  assurance  about  that?  Is  there  anyone  in  this  body  who 
feels  that  It  is  r>ossible  for  us  to  act  finally  upon  the  bill  before 
the  regular  session  of  Congress?  I  do  not  think  so.  I  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  that,  in  my  judgment  it  is  a 
legislative  impossibility  under  pres«it  conditions  in  this  Cham- 
ber to  dispose  of  the  bill  in  advance  of  the  regular  session,  and 
I  think  we  all  realise  it 

I  think  the  House  ought  not  to  want  any  assurance  of  that 
sort  bot  if  they  do,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  as  far  as  I 
have  authority  to  speak  for  this  side  of  the  Chamber  on  this 
subject  I  have  no  hesitation  in  giving  them  the  assurance  that 
they  need  not  expect  the  Senate  to  vote  on  the  passage  of  the 
bill  before  the  regular  sessioc:. 

Mr.  Prealdent  it  Is  the  purpose  and  desire  to  those  of  us  on 
this  side  of  the  Chamber  to  do  the  things  which  the  qiedal 
seasion  of  the  Congress  was  called  to  do,  namely,  to  do  what- 
ever it  can  through  the  tariff  to  bring  about  ecMiomic  parity 
between  agriculture  and  the  other  industries  and  to  extend 
relief  where  it  is  made  to  clearly  appear  that  an  industry  is 
in  distress  by  reason  of  undue  foreign  competition.  It  was  not 
intended  that  Congreai  should  at  this  spedal  session  undertake 
a  general  rerlsion  of  the  tariff  rates. 

Tite  House,  however,  saw  fit  to  respcHid  to  the  demands  of  the 
already  highly  protected  industries  and  to  greatly  increase  the 
rates  of  the  present  law.  If  these  industrial  rates  are  adopted 
it  will  make  it  all  the  more  difficult  indeed  impossible,  to  ap- 
proximate agricnltnral  parity  by  any  kind  of  tariff  action. 
BecQgnlaing  that  situation  we  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  are 
disposed,  save  in  exceptional  cases  manifestly  requiring  adjust- 
ment of  a  rate  downward  or  upward  not  to  disturb  duties  of  the 
prt>sent  law  upon  industrial  products  other  than  agricultural. 

Something  more  than  a  we^  ago  I  suggested  that  the  legis- 
lation might  be  hastened,  after  we  had  finished  consideration  of 
the  agricultural  schedule,  if  we  would  make  the  rates  of  the 
present  law  the  basis  of  our  amendments,  a  basis  not  to  be  abso- 
lutely adhered  to,  but  to  be  deviated  from  in  the  main  only 
where  conditions  showed  readjustment  should  be  promptly 
made  to  meet  urgent  requirements.  With  that  twsis  of  action, 
we  shall  be  able,  I  hope,  when  we  return  to  the  various  sched- 
ules for  Individual  amendments,  to  speed  action  more  rapidly 
than  heretofore. 

In  this  way.  Mr.  President,  we  can  speedily  accomplish  the 
purpose  for  which  the  President  called  us  together;  we  shall 
have  done  with  reference  to  agriculture,  as  we  may  through 
the  tariff,  what  the  platforms  of  the  two  great  major  parties 
promised  tMthout  through  a  hasty  and  Ill-considered  general 
revision  of  the  tariff.  Incurring  the  risk  of  disturbing  present 
critical  industrial  conditions.  This  plan  involves  the  retention 
of  many  rates  In  the  present  law.  the  Fordney-McCumber  law, 
not  because  we  approve  them  but  becau.««  it  Is  not  expedient 
under  the  circumstances  to  attempt  a  general  revi^on. 

Mr.  President,  even  following  that  course,  it  will  be  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  get  through  with  this  bill  during  this 
session.  I  was  under  the  Impression  that  Senators  on  tlie 
other  side  of  the  Chamber,  representing  the  majority  party, 
would  exercise  their  usual  pririlege  of  moving  in  the  matter  of 
recess  and  adjournment  of  the  sessions  of  the  Senate.  I  had 
expected  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  would  take 
the  InitiatiTe  in  moving  an  adjournment  I  think,  in  Justice 
to  ourselves  as  well  as  to  the  country,  we  should  take  a  short 
rest  before  the  regular  session  begins  December  2.  However, 
I  understand  that  the  members  of  the  regular  faction  of  the 
Republican  side  of  the  Chamber  do  not  desire  that  the  motion 
shall  be  made  by  one  of  their  number,  but  that  the  motion  shall 


come  from  this  side  of  the  Chamber.  I  suppose  they  think  they 
can  make  some  politics  out  of  a  motion  to  adjourn  coming  from 
this  side  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  President  It  does  seem  to  me  very  strange  that  anyone 
sho  lid  seek  to  Inject  politics  Into  a  motion  to  adjourn  for  a  little 
over  a  week,  bridging  the  time  between  the  regular  session  and 
the  special  session,  especially  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  have 
beei  I  in  practically  continuous  session  here — certainly  that  is  true 
of  the  Finance  Committee,  which  constitutes  nearly  one-fourth 
of  t  li.s  body — since  last  December,  and.  If  we  have  no  time  at  all 
to  1  est  until  we  enter  upon  the  regular  session,  that  regular 
ses-ion  will  probably  be  extended  for  a  month  and  perhaps  six 
weis — I  can  not  tell;  nobody  con  predict — by  reason  of  the 
tariff  bill  going  over  to  that  session,  running  the  regular  session 
proliably  to  the  latter  part  of  August  or  the  Ist  of  September 
nex  ,  keeping  this  Congress  here  and  keeping  the  Senate  in  daily 
sesG  on  for  practically  18  months. 

S  ►  far  as  I  am  concerned.  If  It  meets  the  approval  of  my  asso- 
clat  ?s.  If  the  leader  on  the  other  side  does  not  do  it,  I  will  offer 
a  n  solution  for  an  adjournment.  God  knows  that  we  on  this 
side  of  the  Chamber  have  done  everything  we  could  to  spee<l 
this  proposed  legislation,  in  justice  to  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country.     We  are  going  to  continue  to  do  it 

Smators  ought  not  to  forget  that  we  have  never  yet  enacted 
in  such  a  short  time  a  tariff  bill  making  such  a  sweeping  revi- 
siot  as  this  tariff  bill  proposes.  Taking  the  hearings  and  dls- 
cusiions  In  the  consideration  of  the  bill,  I  think  the  average 
tim>  in  which  we  have  been  able  to  pass  tariff  bills  In  the  past 
has  been  something  like  five  months.  I  will  ask  the  Senator 
froi  n  Utah  if  his  recollection  is  not  In  accord  with  mine. 
\  r.  SMOOT.  It  has  been  approximately  that. 
^  r.  SIMMONS.  To  pass  a  tariff  bill  heretofore  has  consumed 
api  roximately  five  months. 

a  r.  President  this  revision  is  possibly  not  so  sweeping  as 
son  e  others  which  have  been  made,  but  It  is  a  revision  made 
uncer  circumstances  which  call  for  more  than  ordinary  discus- 
sion. It  Is  an  exceptional  situation  which  confronts  us  here 
wlti  reference  to  the  pending  bill.  Senators  on  both  sides  of 
the  Chamber  feel  the  necessity  of  discussion,  and  no  man  can 
say  since  we  entered  upon  the  discussion  of  the  measure  that 
there  has  been  any  disposition  on  the  part  of  any  Senator, 
whither  representative  of  this  side  of  the  Chamber  or  repre- 
sentative of  the  progressive  element  or  of  the  regular  element 
on  ±e  other  side  of  the  Chamber,  merely  to  consume  time. 

I  have  been  here  since  l9ol.  and  have  ijeen  conue<ted  with 
the  making  of  tariff  bills  since  1908.  That  was  the  time  when 
we  framed  the  Payne-Aldrich  bill.  I  was  on  the  Finance  Com- 
mit tee  which  framed  that  Mil.  and  I  am  on  that  committee 
noi  r ;  I  have  been  an  active  participant  In  all  of  the  tariff  dis- 
cuHsions;  and  I  say  there  never  has  been  a  tariff  bill  piissHHi 
through  tills  body  where  discus-sion  has  been  more  continuously 
an<r  more  completely  germane  than  has  been  the  case  with  the 
peddlng  Mil.  We  have  never  dealt  with  a  tariff  bill  where  so 
few  extraneous  matters  of  discussion  have  been  injected  to 
consume  time  as  has  been  the  case  iii  the  consideration  of  the 
pending  measure.  The  sincerity  of  the  desire  of  Senators  on 
boOx  sides  of  the  Chamber  to  get  through  with  this  wofrk  as 
quKkly  as  possible  has  been  the  cause,  I  take  It,  of  this  steady 
adaerence  to  the  discussion  of  the  subject  matter  before  the 
Sei  ate ;  and  I  think  that  course  will  continue  to  be  pursued  by 
all  Senators. 

I  think  all  of  us  are  anxious  to  dispose  of  the  measure,  and 
all  of  us  are  anxious  to  speed  up  Its  consideration.  Any  charge 
that  we  are  asking  for  a  short  adjournment  for  the  purpt>se  of 
deliy  or  for  any  political  purpose,  I  resent  Mr.  President  I 
will  give  the  a.ssurance  of  which  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  Red]  spoke,  although,  In  my  opinion,  no  such  as- 
sumnce  is  needed,  so  far  as  this  side  of  the  Chamber  is  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  BLI!ASB.  Mr.  President,  adding  just  a  word  to  what  I 
sail  on  yesterday,  I  think  we  now  have  still  further  evidence 
of  (vhy  we  should  go  home  and  take  a  rest.  I,  therefore,  move 
that  the  further  con.sideratIon  of  the  pending  bill  be  postponed 
unlll  Monday.  December  9,  1929. 

r  BORAH.    I  call  fc»r  the  yeas  and  nays,  Mr.  President. 
e  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  the  motion 
of  (he  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 
le  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

r.  BLBASB.     I  .su^^est  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  so  as  to 
givt  the  Senators  notice  of  my  motion. 

'.  "he  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  absence  of  a  quorum  be- 
inf  suggested,  the  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

r  "he  legislative  clerk  called  the  r<^  and  the  following  Senators 
am  wered  to  their  namea : 


i,  111 


1929 


AUen 
Barkley 

Klack 

Borah 

Bntton 

Brock 

Brook hart 

BrouMwrd 

CAPPiir 

Caraway 

Counnlly 

Cupelaud 

Covxens 

<hittlag 

llale 

Ik-net!  n 

Dili 

Kdge 
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KJetcher 

FrBBier 

Ut-orge 

UiUett 

Ula<w 

Glean 

4}off 

Goldsborongh 

Oreeao 

Hate 

H«rri« 

IIarrij*«>n 

Hnntlnps 

Llattiold 

Hawt^ 

llayden 

llebprt 

Heflin 

HoweU 

.Tohosoii 


Jonea 
Keao 
Keadrtck 

KVJ9S 

La  FuUette 

McKellar 

McMuMtcr 

McNary 

lietcalf 

Moses 

Norbe<!k 

^iorris 

Oddifi 

Overman 

I'utternon 

Phip|]* 

ttansdetl 

Reed 

KobiiiRon,  Ind. 

Sackett 

Sthall 


81iort  ridge 

BimaoDH 

Smtrh 

Saioot 

Steok 

Steiwer 

8t«pkea« 

Swausoa 

Tbomaa,  Idaho 

TboBiMi.  Okhi. 

Towasend 

Trunmell 

Vandenherg 

Walc«tt 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Watoh,  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty-two  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.  A  quorum  Is  present.  The  question  Is 
ou  the  moUr»n  made  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
BlkaseI. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  Presldent^ 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Tho  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  from  Miiisissippl 

win  state  it.  .       ,        ^ 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  ix-ndin^'  motion  is  the  motion  I  made 
io  proceed  with  the  eousideration  of  the  agricultural  scltedule. 
This  is  a  piefereutlal  motion,  1  understaad. 

Tht'  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Chair  thinks  so. 

Mr.  BRATTON.     Mr.  Prepldent,  a  parliament aiT  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFK'ER.    The  Seimtor  from  New  Mexico 

wiU  state  it.  ,         ^   *. 

.Mr.    BRATTON.     Will   the   Chair   state   the   motion   of   the 

Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

The  PKKSIIUNd  OFFTCKll.  The  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina m*»ves  to  po-Jtiwme  the  fiirti*er  cousldei-ation  of  th<^  tariff 
bill  until  December  9. 

Mr.  HA«RISO.\'.    On  that  T  cill  for  the  yaa*j  and  uajs. 

.Mr.  .si.M.MONS.  Mr.  Presid»'nt.  I  roso  t«»  ranko  the  parlia- 
mentary Inquiry  whether  the  motion  ma«le  by  tl»o  Senator  from 
Missii*Hi)»pl  te  not  the  i>en«ling  motion? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  iiiotiou  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  the  Chair  holds,  is  a  preferential  luotion. 
t)ii  that  motion  the  yeas  and  nays  Iwve  been  ordered.  The 
4.-ierk  will  call  tbe  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll, 

Mr  FRAZIKR  (when  Mr.  Nyb's  uame  was  called).  My  col- 
league IMr.  Nti]  is  unav4»idably  absent.  If  he  were  present, 
lie  would  vote  "  uay." 

Mr.  OVEHilA'I  (wken  kls  name  was  ealletl).  I  have  again 
to  annoance  that  I  am  pa«re«l  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
Wyoming  (Mr.  Wa«iu:»1.    As  he  hi  aljsent,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Tlic  roil  call  via»«  ooneluded. 

Mr  riCSS.  I  daatre  to  aniiouiK?e  U»e  general  pair  of  the 
Senator  fn)m  Indiana  [Mr.  Wi.T80N)  ifc4th  U»e  Sensitqr  from 
Artomaas  fMr.  HoMDcsoTt].  I  am  not  adviaetl  1m*w  either  of 
titeae  Senators  ^ould  vote  on  this  questiMU. 

The  reaait  wai  announced — yeas  7,  uays  74,  as  folb^wa: 

TBAB— T 

Qrrene  leed 

Piilpfia 
XAVa— 74 

Kom 


Blnifham 
HIeane 


i  "o^wland 
l)nVe 


Kraaier  

<]«>rKe  Kendrick 

<5illett  KeyeB 

niam  L«  PolMte 

<j|»m  ICJoKcllar 

ijoff  McMastKr 

Uoldaborough  McNary 

Hide  Metealf 

llarrlB  Moses 

HarriHOB  Xorbeck 

naBtlBgs  Korris 

riatfleld  Oddle 

Ilawett  Patterson 

Uajrflen  Knusdell 

He^rt  Ktihinsoa,  Ind 

HefllTj  Sarttett 

Howell  8<ball 

Joluason  8beppax4 

Jones  Short  ridge 

NOT  VOTING— 14 

Aahorst                   Nye  Robinson.  Ark.        Warren 

(iould                         Overman  Shipstend                  >\ats«n 

Ktnff                          PUae  T>dlB«s 

McCullach               Pittnaa  Wa«aer 

So  Mr.  Bijusb's  moti<m  was  reje<rted. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President  I  send  to  tl»e  desk  for  iuuBfi- 
dlate  action  a  «roacurre«it  resolution. 

The  VICE  PlifiSIDBNT.  The  concurrent  resolution  will  be 


Allen 

garkley 
lack 
Blaine 
B«r»a 
Brattoa 
Bcovk 
Brookhart 
BrouH8ard 
Capper 
Caraway 
Connally 
Coaiens 
Cuttiag 
Deneen 
1)111 
BdB» 
Fmb 
FTetcixti 


RiiDBkoaa 

Moiiiii 

Smoot 

l»teck 

fitelwer 

Stapbroi 

Rwanson 

Thomas,  Idab« 

TtMHiuu;.  Okla. 

TowoHend 

Trammen 

VSTidenberg 

Walcott 

WuUb.  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Wntertnan 

Whet  lev 


The  Chle<  Clerk  read  tbe  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res. 
17),  as  follows: 

KetoWed  by  the  Senatt  (the  Houitt  of  Rtpmentallvft  ecnemri*tg). 
That  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  Houae  of  Rep- 
resentatives be  authorised  to  close  the  first  session  of  the  Seventy-first 
Congresa  by  adjourning  their  reapectlre  Houses  on  the  23d  day  of 
NoveMber,  lft2»,  at  2  o'clock  9.  n. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE  and  Mr.  HARRISON  calle<l  for  the  yeas 
and  nays,  and  they  were  ordered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  OVERMAN  (vihen  his  name  was  eeUe<l).  Again  an- 
nouncing my  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Warben],  I  withhold  my  vote. 

The  roH  call  was  conduded. 

Mr  FESS.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  senior  Senator 
frton  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  has  a  general  pair  with  the  senior 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinsow].  I  am  not  adrised  as  to 
how  eftiier  of  those  Senators  would  vote  on  this  question. 

Mr  FRAZIER.  Mv  colleague  [Mr.  Nye]  is  unavoidably  ab- 
sent from  the  Chamber.    If  he  were  i>re(Bent  he  would  vote 

"  roiy." 
The  result  was  anuouneed— yeas  :u,  rniys  51,  as  follows: 

TBA8 — 34 

liarkley  Metcher  Jpnes  W"^'*°" 

BiuiihaiB  lieotge  Kendrkk  Sj^iL^, 

Black  Oreene  Keyes  S^^tS" 

Brat  ton  Male  McJiar.v  K^^>«* 


Brock 

Broufuiard 

Connally 

Dale 

Kdfie 

AI14-U 

BInine 

Bleaso 

Borah 

nn^)kh&i-t 

Capyer 

fnrawa.v 

CopeJaiKl 

CtHiaens 

rutting 

I>i>necn 

Din 

Fe<j« 

Aiihurxt 

<i;«ald 

Kiat 


Harris 
HarrlSfjn 
Hawes 
Maydea 


« 


nefiiu 


>^raai«r 

Glllett 

Glass 

tilcnn 

Goff 

(loldsborough 

FlBsthigB 

HMt  field 

Uehert 

ITowell 

.Toteson 

La  FoUette 


MoiWR 

Phlpps 
Plttman 
Bunsdetl 
Uce<l 

NAYS — 51 

UcCulloUi 

McKrIlar 

MrMaf'ti^r 

Metsatf 

Xorkeck 


Xorriji 
4Mdie 
Pactevaoa 
Robinawn.  lud. 
»ackett 
KehaH 
Sboppard 
Short  ridge 


NOT  VOTlM^i— 10- 
Xye  Rotilnson,  .\rk. 

'evwimaa  Wrtpatead 

Pine  Warreu 


Wagner 
Walah,  Mass. 
Walsb,  Mont. 


Smoot 

Steck 

Stelwer 

HwamoB 

Tboaws,  Idaho 

Tbomaa,  Okia. 

TownaemI 

TrajBUDfill 

Vaodenberg 

Walcott 

Watemnan 

WUeelw 


Watson 


So  Mr.  StMMOifs's  resoltitlon  was  rej»^e<l. 

Mr  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  onanisioas  ooaseat 
that  fw  the  balance  of  this  session  the  Senate,  when  it  reces«?s 
in  the  aft«rMOOM,  meet  at  night  at  7  ©clock  aad  stay  iu  session 
until  11  o'clock  and  consider  the  tariff  bilL 

Mr.  COUMBNIi.    1  abject  .       .    .» 

The  V'ICE  PRESIDENT.  Tke  qaestMni  is  oa  agreeing  to  the 
motion  af  tbe  Senator  fr^aa  MisHiasl»|>*  tluit  the  Senate  pr!>coed 
to  the  consideration  of  Schedule  T,  and  thm  ntura  to  Sthed- 

uifi  a. 

Mr  HABfilflON.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  mad  aajs. 

Tlie  yaw  and  says  were  ordered,  au4  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  tha  to\L 

Mr  yRAJUEM  (when  Mr.  Nys's  naaie  was  called).  My  col- 
tea«ne  IMr.  KtbJ  is  anavoMably  absent    If  preseat,  he  would 

"rota  **  F8*«  ,,   ,^      »  i       _^ 

Mr  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  waa  called).  I  transfer  my 
eeucyal  pair  w^k  tfte  senior  Senator  fvom  Wyooaiag  [Mr.  War- 
«£■]  to  the  i»»lor  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  and  vote 

"  yea." 

Mr  FB8S  (wkai  Mr.  Watson's  name  wai  called).  Tbe 
senior  aenator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watbon)  haa  a  general  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Arkanaaa  [Mr.  Bomsnon]. 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Knro]  is  neces-sarily  detained  from  the  Senate 
by  illness. 

The  roll  call  was  conciaded. 

The  result  was  ami oiwiceil— yeas  61,  nays  36.  as  ft^ows; 

YEAS— «i 
Allen  Connally  Hawe.?  McMnoter 

Ita^ley  C?»tt».»«  H'^y**  *^*"" 


Black 

Blai»e 

Borab 

Brattoa 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Rronssard 

Capper 

Caraway 


Fletcher 

EYaaier 

Oeorge 

Glenn 

Goldsborougb 
Harris 
Uarrtmn 

Hatfield 


Hebart 

Heflin 
Howen 
Joaea 
Kean 

Kendrick 

IM  VoJlette 

McK«IUr 


Korbeck 

Norrts 

Oddte 

Overman 

Patteraon 

Phlpps 

Ptmaaa 

RansdeU 

EoM&Bon.  lod. 


^ 

\  '"^ 

■^'f 
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SchaU 

Baoot 

Bbeppard 

gtfMlt 

fthortiitlice 

Strfwer 

SUunoiM 

8tepb«Bfl 

Sffiitb 

8wanaon 

Blncbani 

Etlge 

BIraw 

Peas 

CopelAod 

Otllett 

Coost^n* 

Uoff 

Dale 

Or*«o« 

IVDoeD 

Hale 

DUl 

Hastloga 

Pfne 


Tbomaa.  Idaho 

Thomas.  OkU. 
TowDsend 
Tnmmell 
Vandenberg 

NATS— 25 

Job  080  D 

MdJQlloch 

McNary 

Moaea 

RMd 

Sackett 

Tydloga 

NOT  VOTING— » 

Robinson.  Ark. 
Sblpstead 


Walcott 
Watemaa 


Wagner 
Walsh.  Mass. 
Walsh,  Mont 

Wheeler 


Warren 
Watson 


Ashorat 

Gouid 

Kliw 

8<»  Mr.  HAnistMf's  motion  to  proceed  to  the  coosideration  of 
the  aerieultaral  schedule  waa  a^jreed  to.  ^  „  _, 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  I  present  the  following 
order  and  aiUc  for  Iti  immediate  adoption. 

The  VICK  PRBSIDENT.  The  clerk  will  rejid  the  proposed 
order. 

The  Chief  CiM*  read  as  follows  : 

Or^errd,  That  daring  the  remainder  of  the  present  seaslon  of  Con- 
gress the  Senate,  at  not  later  than  5.80  o'clock  p.  m.  each  day.  take  a 
r«c«««  antil  7.30  o'clock  p.  m.  and  remain  In  seaalon  until  not  later 
than  10.30  o'dock  p.  m. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  Immedi- 
ate consideration  of  the  order?  The  Chahr  hears  none.  The 
qae$<tion  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  order. 

The  order  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  first 
amendment  in  Schedule  7. 

The  Chio-  Cukbx.  On  page  125.  line  3,  after  the  words 
•*  Schedule  7,"  insert  a  suMiead,  "Agricultural  products  and 
proTlsions." 

The  amendment  waa  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MOSES.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  will  sUte  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  MOSES.  At  the  request  of  several  Senators,  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  the  order  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi and  Just  adopted  goes  into  effect  to-day. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  order  as 
entered. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Ordrrrd,  That  daring  the  remainder  of  the  preaent  seaaion  of  Con- 
gr«as  the  Senate,  at  not  later  than  5.30  o'clock  p.  m.  each  day.  take  a 
rf«eaa  until  7.80  o'docfc  p.  m.  and  reauln  in  seaaion  until  not  later 
than  10.30  o'clock  p.  a. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  conolderatkm  of  paragraph  701  be  peetpoued  without 
prejudice. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  MoNART.  Mr.  Presldoit,  does  that  apply  to  a  paragraph 
in  the  agricvltiiral  srheduleY 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  may  say  to  my  friend  from  Oregon  that 
earlier  in  the  day,  wboi  the  matter  of  proceeding  to  the  con- 
sidervtlon  of  Schedule  7,  that  is  agricultural  products,  was 
first  proposed,  I  .•stated  that  I  would  ask  that  the  paragraphs 
having  to  do  with  lirestock  be  passed  orer  without  prejudice, 
as  some  of  us  interested  in  those  paragraphs  are  not  ready 
to  proceed  now.  I  am  unprepared  to  begin  the  consideration 
of  those  paragraphs  now. 

Mr.  McNART.  What  I  am  anxious  to  know  Ui  whether  the 
request  applies  to  the  one  paragraph  or  several  dealing  with 
the  same  subject. 
«  Mr.  BRATTON.  I  desire  that  all  paragraphs  bearing  upon 
cattle  and  sheep,  as  w^l  as  beef  and  mutton,  be  postponed  for 
the  present  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  MoNART.     I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  the  first  amend- 
ment, in  fact,  the  only  amendment,  in  paragraph  701.  if  it  has 
not  been  acted  upon,  and  I  understand  it  has  not  been,  deals 
simply  with  dried  blood  albumen.  I  do  not  suppose  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Mexico  is  particularly  interested  in  that  matter? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     No. 
~^  Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Why  should  we  not  take  up  the 
amendments  which  deal  with  subjects  of  that  character  con- 
cerning which  there  wUl  probably  be  very  little  discussion? 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  have  no  objection  to  taking  up  that 
particular  amendment 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Would  not  the  Senator  then  mod- 
ify his  request  until  we  reach  the  committee  amendments  which 
hA  wooM  like  to  have  go  overt 


.  BRATTON.    I  am  called  from  the  Chamber  temporarily! 

tolTttend  a  committee  of  the  Senate.     Consequently  I  can  notj 

be^ere  during  the  next  hour.  , 

]  Ir.  WALSH   of  Montana.     I   irrcrely   throw   this  out  as   a ; 

t)U(  gestion. 

:  ir.  BRATTON.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  particular  com- 1 
mi  tee  amendment  In  paragraph  701.  1 

J  Lr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  know  what  the 
Se  ator  desires  to  have  passed  over,  and  then  if  he  is  alxsent  j 
an<  any  of  those  matters  are  reached,  perhaps  we  could  arrange 
to  isk  to  have  them  go  over. 

]  Ir.  BRATTON.    The  particular  matters  in  which  I  am  inter- , 
est  'd  are  the  duties  on  cattle  and  sheep  a.s  well  as  beef  and 
mutton. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Those  are  dealt  with  in  paragraphs 
701]  and  702,  but  apparintly  there  is  no  committee  amendment! 
afffcting  them,  so  there  will  be  nothing  to  consider. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  have  no  objection  t«)  the  committee  amend- 1 
me  It  in  paragraph  701.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  shall  oppose  j 
some  other  committee  amendments  thereafter. 

1  [r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

'  "he  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yle  d  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

3  [r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  want  to  get  the  flo*)r  in  | 
myj  own  right. 

r.  BR.\TTON.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mas.sachusetts  object , 
to  liny  re^iuest  that  the  paragraphs  referred  to  l»e  passed  over  I 
wijhout  prejudice?  \ 

r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    1  do  not  object,  but  I  do  not 
why  the  Senator  needs  to  make  the  request.    There  are  no  , 
coiimittee  amendments  dealing  with  the  subject  matter  with  j 
wqich  he  is  concerned.  , 

r.  BRATTON.    I  do  not  want  those  paragraphs  passed  rpon  ; 
ng  my  absence. 

r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  have  no  objection, 
he  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  i 
th^  Senator  from  New  Mexico?    The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  [ 
sofordered. 

r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President,  we  are  now  j 
abbut  to  engage  in  discussing  the  rates  of  duty  that  shall  be  . 
iaJpo-sed  upon  the  products  of  the  agricultural  schedule.     Upon  j 
this  subject  the  Members  of  the  Senate,  broadly  speaking,  may  ! 
bel  divided  into  two  groups — Senators  from  States  chiefly  en- 
gaged in  the  pursuits  of  agriculture  and  Senators  from  States 
chfefly  engaged   in   manufacturing.     Massachu.setts,   the   State 
wlich  I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  falls  in  the  latter  group, 
anhough  in  common  with  many  other  industrial  States,  it  does 
CO  islderable  farming  for  the  local  market.    In  the  study  I  have 
made  of  the  agricultural  .schedule  I  have  tried  to  divorce  my 
m  nd  from  primary  consideration   of  my  State  alone,  and  to 
at  alyse  the  proposed  rates  without  bias.  •  I  have  sought  to  de- 
tefmine.  dispassionately,  what  the  rates,  if  they  go  into  effect, 
wDl  actually  mean  for  everybody,  including  what  they  may  ac- 
complish for  those  who  advocate  them. 

Fhave  repeatedly  asked  myself  this  question:  Can  the  prices 
of  the  basic  farm  products  be  lncrea.sed  through  tariff  increases, 
an  d  how  will  such  increases  in  prices,  if  attained,  affect  the  in- 
dv atrial  worker  in  depressed  industries?  In  order  to  properly 
arrive  at  a  sound  conclusion,  I  have  classified  the  rates  of  duty 
off  the  various  paragraphs  of  the  sche<iule  as  follows : 

rst.  Duties  that  are  effective,  in  that  they  will  raise  prices, 
moreover  will  worlc  a  real  benefit  to  the  farmers, 
nd.  Duties    that   are   effective,    in    that   they   will    raise 
ces,  but  will  not  work  any  substantial  benefit  for  the  farm- 
,  although  consumers  at  least  locally  and  especially  If  the 
rdtes  are  extortionate  will  be  severely  injured. 

Third.  Duties  that  are  noneffective  because  they  probably  will 
hi  ve  no  effect  uptm  prices. 

Fourth.  Revenue  duties  on  agricultural  products  not  produced 
in  the  United  States  and  not  designed  to  force  the  use  of  substi- 
tute products. 

Fifth.  Questionable  duties,  or  those  about  which  there  is 
d<ubt  as  to  what  the  effect  upon  prices  will  be. 

All  these  classes  of  duty,  from  one  point  of  view,  may  be 
ptit  in  two  general  groups — those  that  mean  business  and  those 
that  are  mere  gestures  intended  to  fool  somebody.  From  an- 
other and  older  point  of  view,  all  duties,  both  on  agricultural 
pioductH  and  on  other  products  may  be  divided  into  revenue 
(lilies  and  duties  nominally,  at  least,  protective.  We  all  know 
w  lat  duties  intended  primarily  for  revenue  are,  and  the  extent 
te  which  they  are  needed.  In  the  case  of  a  pix>tective  duty, 
in  contrast,  any  revenue  raised  Is  incidental  and  not  the  main 
olject  sought.  According  to  the  original  theory  of  protection 
a  protective  rate  is  a  tax  borne  temporarily  by  the  domestic 
ccnsumer  during  the  period  in  which  it  is  enabling  the  domestic 
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Industry  to  become  established  and  able  to  compete  Buccesgfully 
with  the  foreign  products  of  a  corresponding  or  similar  in- 
dustry. 

What  was  the  consumer  taught  In  the  old  days  to  expect  in 
return  for  his  temporary  sacrifice?  He  was  taught  to  expect 
that  after  the  protection-promoted  domestic  Industry  was  estab- 
lished on  a  secure  and  efficient  basis  that  he  would  have  lower 
prices  to  pev  than  if  he  had  continued  to  depend  upon  imports. 
This  long-coutinued  benefit  for  him  in  the  end  if  realized,  would 
far  outweigh  his  temporary  losses.  , 

It  Is  needless  to  i)Oint  out  that  not  always  has  the  consumers 
trust  been  Justifi*^!,  but  also  in  very  many  cases  it  has  been.  In 
maiiv  lines  of  industry,  once  requiring  protection,  success  has 
been  achieved  and  the  prices  of  their  products  have  been  re- 
duced, and  yet  with  sufficient  profit  and  to  the  satisfaction  of 
everybody.  In  iny  examination  of  Schedule  7  I  have  asked. 
Have  we  any  grounds  to  exi)ect  like  favorable  results  in  the 
end  from  increased  protective  rates  of  duty  imposed  now? 
Have  we  any  right  to  expect  success  according  to  the  old  tests 
of  success,  from  this  application  of  protection?  And  I  find  that 
there  are  no  sudi  grounds  for  anticipating  a  nationally  favor- 
able outcome,  because  the  conditions  are  wholly  different. 

The  early  protwtive  duties,  and  many  of  the  later  ones,  were 
applied  to  fabricated  commodities  which  were  the  products  of 
the  arts  and  where  the  progress  of  the  technical  arts  would 
opeiate  and  operate  powerfully.  These  high-protective  duties 
now  proposed  for  a^cultural  products  are  for  nonfabricated 
pro<.ucts,  and  tht-  progress  of  the  technical  arts  with  respect  to 
thci.i  meets  with  a  natural,  direct,  and  prevailing  resistance  such 
as  is  not  met  with  as  a  rule  in  manufactures. 

The  protection  of  an  industry  or  group  of  ludustries  subject 
to  Uiese  limitations  of  nature,  known  as  diminishing  returns, 
can  not  result  in  reduction  of  their  prices.  The  protection  of 
such  industries  must  be  admitted  by  everybody  to  be  a  pro- 
posal for  a  continuing  burden.  The  proponents  of  these  agri- 
culture duties  tacitly  admit  that  themselves  in  the  whole  line 
of  their  argument,  and  justify  themselves  by  saying  that  turn 
about  is  fair  pLiy,  and  because  some  protected  trusts  of  the 
East  have  robbed  them  they  are  now  going  to  do  some  dodging 
on  their  own  account 

I  have  asked  myself,  How  much  money  each  year  will  the 
people  of  the  United  States  have  to  pay  in  increased  prices  if 
these  new  agricultural  duties  are  hnposed  and  are  effective? 
How  much  money  will  the  people  in  my  State,  which  is  not  a 
farm  State,  have  to  pay?  What  will  be  the  effect  on  the  stand- 
ard of  living  of  industrial  workers  employed  in  distressed  in- 
dustries, if  their  cost  of  living  is  increased  and  their  pay  is  not? 
Will  the  higher  prices  paid  by  consumers  carry  through  to  the 
farmer,  or  will  the  benefit  go  mainly  to  the  middleman  who 
handles  the  farmers  product?  My  study  has  been  devoted  to 
the  answers  of  these  questions,  and  I  think  we  will  all  agree 
that  the  facts  rather  than  sentiment  should  govern  our  final 
action. 

I  firmly  believe  that  in  our  deliberation  on  the  proposed  rates, 
not  only  in  this  particular  schedule  but  In  all  of  the  schedules, 
we  must  constantly  apply,  if  it  is  not  to  be  all  sheer  favoritism 
and  It^Tolling,  tlie  only  principle  of  tariff  making  that  by  com- 
mon consent  we  now  have  available  to  apply — namely,  the  prin- 
ciple of  equalizing  costs  of  production  per  unit  of  product  at 
home  and  abroad.     And  if  we  apply  that  test,  what  do  we  find 
with  respect  to  many  agricultural  products?    Either  that  they 
cost  less  here  tlian  abroad,  and  so  are  on  an  export  basis,  or 
they  cost  only  slightly  more  here  than  abroad,  and  so  are  im- 
ported in  small  quantity.    In  ao  far  as  It  is  reasonably  possible 
for  me  to  make  such  comparisons,  I  am  determined  to  approve 
only  of  duties  which  are  based  on  such  differences.     I  recognize 
that  for  many  commodities  we  have  no  reliable  cost  stndies,  and 
In  such  cases  I  am  willing  to  accept  other  tangible  evidences  of 
costs,  such  as  wholesale  prices  for  comparable  articles.     But  I 
will  not  accept  increases  of  duties  which  are  proposed  not  on 
sdentiflc  grounds,  not  on  cost  or  price  differences,  but,  rather, 
on  the  general  sentimental  ground  that  they  mi^t  help  our 
farmers.     In  many  of  the  commodities  In  the  agricultural  sched- 
ule we  are  on  a  tremendous  export  basis — imports  are  of  no 
nK^ment.    To  Increase  rates  In  such  cases  Is  to  deliberately  de- 
ceive the  great  mass  of  our  farmers  into  believing  that  they  are 
going  to  derive  some  tariff  benefit  when  in  fact  we  know  It  is 
impossible. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Census  reports  that  in  1928  It  estimates 
the  total  population  In  the  continental  United  States  at  120,- 
013,000.  and  for  Massachusetts  at  4,290.000.  No  data  are  avail- 
ahle  as  to  the  number  of  the  residents  in  Massachusetts  for 
1928  which  were  living  on  farms  or  in  cities.  However,  the 
data  reported  for  the  1920  census  are  highly  significant.  In 
that  year  94.8  per  cent  of  the  total  population  in  Massachusetts 


was  urban.  This  ctrnfimw  what  we  already  know  that  Massa- 
chusetts is  not  a  firm  State  and  that  its  paramount  Interests 
are  industrial.  We  from  Massachusetts  are  most  naturally  con- 
cerned with  any  measure  that  may  Increase  the  cost  of  our 
food.  Our  own  production  is  relatively  unimportant.  We  must 
bring  into  our  State  foods  produced  far  from  our  communities, 
and  the  prices  we  pay  include  high  transportation  costa.  We 
pay  heavy  toll,  not  only  to  the  primary  ixwiucer  but  also  to 
the  transportation  companies  and  to  various  middlemen.  There 
is  no  short  cut  for  us  of  direct  or  nearly  direct  transacticms 
from  near-by  farmers  to  consumers. 

We  realize  that  the  prosperity  of  our  own  industries  and  the 
wage  earners  they  employ  is  dependent  on  the  prosperity  of 
other  consumers,  among  whom  we  value  highly  the  fanner. 
And  we  do  not  intend  to  oppose  rates  of  duties  that  will  help 
to  make  profitable  farm  enterprises.  But  we  insist  that  the 
same  yardstick  that  is  used  to  measure  the  tariff  needs  of  our 
Industries  be  used  to  measure  the  needs  of  the  various  groups 
of  farm  producers.  We  insist  that  sentiment  shall  have  no 
part  in  the  deliberations  of  the  Senate ;  that  facts  be  the  basis 
of  the  action  taken;  that  there  be  repudiated  the  highly  so- 
I^isticated  and  uneconomic  argument  advanced  by  the  farm 
representatives  that  the  duties  on  farm  products  be  adjusted 
not  in  accordance  with  the  individual  needs  of  the  imrticular 
farm  commodity,  but  rather  by  a  slavish  adherence  to  the  prin- 
ciple that  agricultural  rates  and  Industrial  rates  should  repre- 
sent the  same  amount  of  nominal  protection.  Farm  leaders  have 
insisted  that  agricultural  rates  be  raised  to  a  minimum  of  46 
per  cent  ad  valorem.    Their  position  Is  absurd. 

Many  farm  products  can  not  be  aided  by  any  duty.  Others 
need  mudi  more  than  45  per  cent.  No  hard  and  fast  rule  can 
be  made.  To  adopt  their  {M^posal  would  be  a  simple  way  of 
writing  a  tariff.  All  that  would  be  necessary  would  be  to  pass 
a  bill  to  the  effect  that  all  commodities  on  the  dutiable  list  bear 
a  rate  of  45  per  cent  ad  valorem.  We  would  need  no  tariff 
commission  to  assemble  economic  data  as  to  domestic  and 
foreign  products ;  we  would  need  no  public  hearings ;  we  would 
need  no  deliberative  action  by  the  Congress. 

There  is  only  one  test  to  apply  for  all  commodities,  industrial 
or  farm,  and  that  test  is  the  economic  position  of  the  article — 
the  domestic  production,  the  imports,  the  costs  of  production, 
the  marketing  problems.  Such  an  examination  will  indicate 
what  can  or  can  not  be  done  for  a  particular  item  by  tariff  legis- 
lation.    And  it  Is  such  an  examination  that  I  have  made  for 

Schedule  7. 

In  1928  the  total  revenue  collected  for  duties  paid  on  articles 
in  Schedule  7  was  $63,994,000.  If  the  rates  set  in  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  bill  are  approved,  the  Tariff  Commission 
estimates  that  for  products  which  are  dutiable  on  the  same  base 
as  in  the  act  of  1922,  the  duties  in  1928  would  have  been 
$86,302,000.  In  addition  there  are  some  items  on  which  a  new 
form  of  duty  is  to  be  Imposed,  and  the  commission  is  unable  to 
estimate  what  the  revenue  from  those  Items  would  be.  How- 
ever, since  all  of  such  items  are  actually  increased,  it  Is  fair  to 
asBume  that  the  same  amount  of  revenue  as  was  collected  under 
the  act  of  1922  would  at  least  be  collected  under  the  ^xjposed 
bill.  These  items  amount  to  $4,438,000,  and  bring  the  total 
revenue  estimated  for  1928  up  to  $90,740,000. 

If  we  assume  that  the  people  of  Massachusetts  are  taxed  in 
exact  accordance  with  the  relationship  of  the  population  In 
Massachusetts  to  the  total  in  the  United  States,  then  the  pro- 
posed act  would  mean  that  if  it  had  been  in  effect  In  1928  Mas- 
sachusetts would  have  paid  into  the  Public  Treasury  in  the  form 
of  tariffs  on  foods  imported  $3,244,000,  instead  of  $24287,000. 
But  this  is  only  a  small  part  of  what  they  will  have  to  pay  If 
the  new  rates  go  Into  effect  If  the  rates  are  honest  and  If  they 
are  intended  to  raise  the  prices  of  farm  products,  the  people  in 
Massachusetts  will  have  to  pay  many  additional  millions  of  dol- 
lars in  increased  prices  for  foods.  According  to  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission the  ad  valorem  equivalent  of  the  duties  collected  for 
Schedule  7  under  the  act  of  1922  was  22.tJ7  per  cent  in  1928; 
under  the  Senate  bUl,  for  the  same  year,  the  ad  valorem  equiva- 
lent would  have  been  32.86  per  cent  an  Increase  of  more  than 

10  per  cent.  ^      ^        .  ^,       -_>.,*». 

It  Is  difficult  to  make  accurate  estimate*  of  the  effect  of  the 
tariff  on  farm  prices.  In  the  tables  that  follow  there  are  pre- 
sented  the  data  covering  the  total  value  of  all  farm  products 
and  the  Income  derived  from  the  sale  of  farm  products.  These 
tables  have  been  prepared  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  are  presumably  fairly  accurate.  They  indicate  that  our 
farmers  have  distinctly  improved  their  economic  position  since 
1921  and  that  certain  branches  of  agriculture,  such  as  dairying 
and  cattle  raising,  have  increased  considerably. 

In  examining  the  following  estimates  of  the  effect  of  the  duty 
on  farm  products  it  must  be  remembered  that  one  basic  assump- 
tion has  been  made,  that  duties  are  effective,  and  raise  prices 
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to  the  full  extent  of  the  dnty.  This  amunption  nndoabtedly  U 
In  error  for  many  of  the  protected  farm  prodncts;  but  It  is 
not  poMdble  to  determine  the  actual  effect  of  the  duties.  Fur- 
thermore, if  the  duties  are  not  in  large  measure  effective,  then 
they  are  to  a  defree  useless  and  are  of  service  only  in  giving 
both  producer  and  c«>nsumer  false  ideas  as  to  their  effect 

In  the  crop  year  1927-28  the  I>epartment  of  Agriculture 
reports  a  total  cash  income  from  sales  for  all  farm  jKOductlon 
of  $9.si 6.000,000.  The  average  ad  valorem  equivalent  for  1928 
for  duties  collected  under  Schedule  7  was  22.67  per  cent.  Ac- 
cepting; this  figure  as  a  measure  of  the  effectiveness  of  the  act 
of  1922  for  a^cnltural  products,  and  reflecting  it  back  to  the 
cash  income  from  sales  of  all  farm  products,  first  deducting 
cotton  and  cottonseed  sales,  we  obtain  $1,545,000,000  as  the 
effect  of  the  duty;  and  if  we  apply  the  ad  valorem  equivalent 
estimnted  for  the  proposed  bill — 32.86  per  cent — we  get  $2,239,- 
000.000.  or  an  Increase  over  th»  act  of  1922  of  $694,000,000.  If 
Massachusetts  bears  a  share  of  these  increased  prices  in  iwo- 
portion  to  her  relationship  to  the  total  population  of  the  United 
SUtes,  then  her  residents  have  paid  $56,000,000  in  1928  under 
fhe  act  of  1922,  and  would  have  paid  $80,000,000  under  the  pro- 
posed bill  over  the  prices  that  would  have  existed  for  farm 
products  if  there  had  been  no  tariffs  on  them.  I  admit  that 
these  figures  are  open  to  question,  and  that  In  only  a  few  farm 
prodncts  is  there  complete  effectiveness  of  the  duty,  but  I  offer 
them  as  indicative  of  what  the  present  tariff  act  and  the  pro- 
posed act  would  mean  for  fann  products  if  a  duty  did  fully 
raise  the  iMice.  And  I  reiterate  that  we  who  live  in  Massa- 
chusetts, who,  because  of  onr  ^reographicat  situation,  generally 
pay  the  highest  prices  for  our  foods,  will  resist  any  attempt  to 
further  increase  the  duties  on  farm  products  unless  it  can  be 
proven  that  propo(«d  increases  are  Justified  by  differences  in 
the  costs  of  production  in  the  United  States  and  foreign 
countries. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  varlotis  tables  which  relate  to  the 
subject  matter  of  my  remarks  may  be  Inserted  in  the  Rbcc«d  at 
this  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Pattimon  in  the  chair). 
Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  tables  referred  to  are  as  follows: 

Ctrott  nilue  of  farm  production  and  groat  tneome 
(In  mUUom  of  dolUr*;  1.  c,  000,000  omitted] 
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8o(wea:  Cropa  and  Markats,  vol.  5.  So.  7,  p.  367. 

Or9M  IncofN*,  by  Ifrompt  of  eommodtttet 
{In  Btniona  e<  dollara:  1.  c.  000,000  omitted] 
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of  Jan.  1  in  tbe  period  indicated  values  include  land,  buildings  (dwellings  and 
,  livestock,  implements,  machinery,  motor  vohicles.  and  an  allowanoe  for  cash 
working  capital. 

'  T  >tal  capital  investment  leas  property  rented  from  noo  operators  and  debts  owed 
to  no  Boperatora. 

£  uiUiBive  of  roaidential  value  ot  dweUtngs. 
Source:  Crops  and  Markets,  vol.  5,  No.  7,  p.  3B8. 

BROOK  HART.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senhtor  from  Ma.^sachnsetts  a  few  questions.  The  Senator 
stated  that  we  should  use  the  same  yardstick  In  measuring  the 
cost  of  production  in  the  case  of  agriculture  that  is  used  in 
ind  istry.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  the  fact  that 
in  loanufafturing  industries  in  the  United  States  the  average 
wai  e  Is  something  over  $1,200  a  year,  while  in  agriculture  since 
192  I  the  average  wage  which  the  farmer  and  his  family,  in- 
cla<  Ing  children  under  16  years  of  age,  have  received  for  their 
woik  on  the  farm,  due  to  the  low  prices  which  they  have  ob- 
taii  ed  for  the  commodities  produced,  has  been  less  than  $700  a 
year.  That  is  all  the  wage  they  get  Is  the  Senator  willing  to 
figure  in  the  cost  of  production  a  wage  to  the  farmer  and  his 
workers  equal  to  that  received  by  industrial  workers? 

r.  WALSH  of  Ma8.sachu8etts.  I  am  certainly  not  willing 
to  Consider  In  the  levying  of  tariff  duties,  either  upon  agri- 
culi  ural  products  or  other  products,  statistics  which  show  what 
the  average  earning  capacity  of  an  operative  Is  in  a  factory  or 
the  earning  capacity  of  a  farmer.  I  am  willing  to  consider  In 
eve'y  Instance  where  the  levying  of  a  tariff  duty  is  under  con- 
sideration the  cost  paid  in  labor  among  other  items  In  the 
proluction  of  a  given  article,  and  I  should  expect  to  allow  the 
farner  full  consideration  for  his  labor  costs  in  producing  any 
glvi  n  commodity. 

1  r.  BBOOKHART.  Then,  the  Senator  does  not  consider  that 
the  actual  wage  the  farmer  receives  now  as  a  result  of  the  low 
pri(  es  for  his  products  Is  a  fair  wage? 

1  r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  1  say  that  I  do  not  intend  to 
tak »  a  general  wage  of  $1,200  a  year  to  all  laborers  and  apply  it 
to  jbosc  classes  of  industry  where  those  engaged  in  it  are  re- 
celling  three  or  four  thousand  dollars  a  year,  or  where  the 
woi  nen  are  reported  to  receive  less  than  $500.  nor  do  I  propose 
to  apply  to  the  farmer  a  standard  income  which  the  statistics 
showr  to  be  the  average  received  by  a  farm^-r. 

1  [r.  BBOOKHART.  The  very  purp^^se  of  the  present  session 
am  of  the  pending  tariff  revision  being  for  the  relief  of  agri- 
cnl  nre,  tbe  Senator  will  concede  that  we  must  in  some  way 
aff4  rd  a  better  wage  for  the  farmer  for  his  work  or  there  will 
be   10  relief? 

I  It.  WALSH  of  Massachnsett.<«.  Mr.  President  the  purpose  of 
the  remarks  which  I  made  was,  first  to  try  to  influence  the 
Set  ate,  if  I  could,  to  distinguish  between  effective  agricultural 
duties  and  noneffective  agricultural  duties,  and  to  remove,  if  it 
is  1  oeslble  to  do  so,  the  sentiment  which  Is  abroad — and  I  think 
it  8  in  the  Senate  in  part— that  Increasing  the  rates  on  the 
lonk  line  of  agricultural  products  is  going  to  be  of  benefit  to  the 
fanner. 

1  o  my  mind,  such  a  contention  Is  unfoundetl.  There  are  agrl- 
cul  ural  products  as  to  which  no  amount  of  tariff  duty  will 
be  )eneficial  or  helpful.  On  the  other  hand,  duties  can  be  levied 
upcn  some  agricultural  products  that  will  become  effective 
wh?ther  we  apply  the  right  yardstick  or  not  and  which  will  be 
of  benefit  to  the  farmer. 

]  Ir.  BBOOKHART.     Mr.  President 

Hr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  to  let 
me  conclude. 

'  'hen  there  is  another  class.  I  made  the  siieech  I  did  more 
pal  ticularly  because  1  come  from  Massachusetts,  and  I  wanted 


1929 


OONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5555 


the  Senate  to  have  the  point  of  view  of  the  people  of  that  8tat» 
No  duty,  however  high,  In  my  Judgment  levied  on  a  large  num- 
ber of  agricultural  products,  including  milk  and  cream,  poiatoes 
and  other  vegetables,  wIU  be  of  any  benefit  to  any  of  the  farmere 
of  this  country.  I  wiU  sUte  why.  The  reason  is  that  nearly 
all  of  such  farm  products  are  localized  and  sold  on  the  local 
market  Where  there  are  a  million  people  producing  eggs,  and 
their  market  is  in  a  limited  area,  no  amount  of  tariff  iHwtecUon 
is  going  to  help  them. 

Mr.  BROOKHART  and  Mr.  DILL  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Massachusetts.  Pardon  me  for  a  few  mo- 
ments. There  are  sections  of  the  country,  however,  and  "»«« 
are  times  when  a  tariff  duty  upon  the  commodities  I  have  named 
will  become  effective.  Ehiring  the  summer  months  an  Increase 
In  the  tariff  duty  on  cream  and  milk  wUl  be  effective  to  my  State, 
because  the  production  in  New  England  is  not  sufficient  to  take 
care  of  the  increased  demand  for  ice  cream.  Ice-cream  cones,  and 
other  similar  products.  During  that  season  the  dealers  have  to 
go  to  Canada  to  get  their  milk  and  cream,  and  therefore  an  In- 
creased tariff  duty  wiU  mean  an  increased  price  for  milk  and 
for  cream  and  for  the  foods  which  are  made  from  those  com- 
modities. The  people  upon  whom  that  increased  burden  will  fall 
are  not  responsible  for  the  excessive  and  extortlmiate  protective- 
tariff  duaes  which  it  is  alle«ed  the  manufacturing  interests  <rf 
New  England  enjoy.  I  further  say  that  even  during  that  period 
of  the  year  no  farmer  will  benefit,  because  the  domestic  aupply  ia 
not  Buflklent  and  it  will  be  necessary  to  import  fr<Mn  Canada 
and  to  pay  the  Increased  duties. 

The  same  thing  Is  true  of  potatoes.  Senatora  may  put  aU 
the  duUes  they  want  to  on  potatoes.  That  commodity  has  be^ 
in  the  sltuaUon  of  having  pracUcally  no  duty  Imposed  on  U 
and  then  of  receiving  rates  of  duty  of  30,  40,  or  even  60  per 
cent,  I  believe.  However,  a  duty  on  poUtoea  does  not  amount 
in  my  State,  which  does  not  produce  potatoes,  to  a  snap  of 
the  finger;  it  doe«  not  affect  the  price  in  ordinary  times;  but 
if  a  year  should  come  when  there  was  a  famine,  and  there  was 
also  a  shortage  of  the  poUto  crop,  then  the  poor  people  of  my 
State  would  find  there  was  an  efCecUve  tariff  duty  on  potatoes 
which  would  penalise  them  because  they  would  have  to  Import 
potatoes  from  Canada  and  pay  an  Increased  price. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  do  not  want  at  this  time  to 


enter  hrto  a  discussion  of  detailed  matters,  but  my  thought  in 
presenUng  my  views  was  to  suggest  that  there  is  another  de- 
ment who  are  more  or  less  innocent  victims,  if  I  may  uae  that 
expression,  of  protective-tariff  duties  who  at  times  may  have  to 
bear  a  considerable  hardship  If  we  go  to  extremes  in  levying 
tariff  duties  on  agricultural  products.  Partlcuhirly  are  they 
Innocent  victims  If  the  agricultural  duties  are  not  helpful  to 
the  American  farmer,  but  simply  result  in  the  factory  workers 
of  a  certain  section  of  the  country,  during  times  of  famine  and 
during  the  summer  months,  being  forced  to  pay  more  for  com- 
modities which  they  must  have. 

They  will  have  to  go  to  Canada,  from  which  country  there  is 
a  shorter  haul  than  there  is  from  the  far  West,  and  obtain  the 
limited  number  of  products  which  I  have  in  mind. 

However,  as  I  said  before,  I  had  rather  not  go  into  a  dia- 
cnsalon  of  deUlls  now.  When  the  various  items  come  up  one 
after  the  other  we  can  develop  the  points  which  may  be  in- 
volved. 

I  merely  wish  to  suggest  that  we  try  to  determine  here  what 
tariff  dutieH  are  effective,  I  will  concede  that  tariff  duties  on 
some  agricultural  products  are  effective ;  I  will  concede  that 
•ome  are  beneficial  to  the  farmer ;  I  will  concede,  if  we  throw 
away  all  yardsticks  and  go  sky-high  in  some  of  the  duties  on 
agricultural  products,  they  can  be  made  very  effec-tlve  to  the 
farmer ;  we  can  go  to  extreme  limits  as  to  a  limited  number  of 
agricultural  products;  but  as  to  most  of  them,  the  larger  num- 
ber of  them,  the  tariff  duties  are  not  effective  except  in  re- 
stricted communities  at  a  time  when  they  ought  not  to  be 
effective. 

The  duty  on  potatoes  ought  not  to  be  effective  when  poor 
people  are  forced  to  pay  two  or  three  dollars  a  bushrt  instead 
of  75  cents.  The  duty  on  milk  and  cream  ought  not  to  be 
effective  during  the  hot  summer  months  when  it  is  not  effective 
at  any  other  period  of  the  year.  A  reasonable  duty  is  all  right 
even  during  the  period  to  which  I  have  referred  when  there 
may  be  a  shortage  or  a  famine. 

We  ought  not,  however,  to  be  levying  duties  simply  to  ap- 
pear to  be  helpful  to  the  farmer,  and  have  the  farmer  get  no 
benefit  therefrom,  while  at  particular  periods  of  time  groups  of 
our  people  who  are  least  able  to  bear  the  burden  do  feel  the 
effectiveness  of  that  duty  and  no  American  farmer  benefits. 
We  simply  pay  It  to  the  Canadian  farmer. 


I  would  rather  not  prolong  the  diseusslon  unless  the  Senator 

insists. 
Mr.  BROOKHART.    I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  a  ftew  more 

questions.  ^  _ 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  WiU  not  the  Senator  wait 
until  we  take  up  the  particular  schedules? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  Senator  has  discussed  the  genw^ 
propoeltion,  and  I  want  to  ask  him  with  reference  to  that 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Very  well;  but  I  will  re- 
mind the  Senator  that  I  have  not  had  my  lunch,  and  I  should 
Uke  to  go  to  It  very  soon. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  farmer  concedes  to  the  manuiac- 
turer  of  Massachusetts  that  he  Is  entitled  to  his  cost  of  Proanc- 
tion  plus  a  reasonable  profit  That  has  always  been  conceded. 
The  Senator  ctmcedes  that  the  farmer  is  entitled  to  tbe  same 
thing,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Absolutely, 

Mr  BROOKHART.  In  connection  with  the  cost  of  produc- 
Uon  i  have  asked  first  about  the  wage  that  the  farmer  should 
receive,  whether  it  should  he  comparable  to  the  payment  that 
the  manufacturer  receives  for  similar  service. 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  refuse  to  levy  any  Uriff 
duty  based  upon  a  common  wage  to  all  working  people.  I  want 
to  know  what  the  wage  is  to  the  men  and  women  in  that  Indus- 
try ;  and  when  U  cornea  to  a  foreign  product  I  want  to  know, 
not  what  is  the  common  income  or  wage  of  farmers,  hut  what  la 
the  cost  in  wages  paid  out  among  other  items,  in  the  production 
of  the  article.  ^  ^    . 

Mr  BROOKHART.  But  suppose  the  Senator  finds  in  an  in- 
dustry that  the  wages  are  too  low  and  that  they  are  not  a  living 
wage ;  is  he  not  in  favor  of  raising  that  wage  to  those  workers? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    In  that  industry ;  yes. 

Mr  BROOKHART.  Yes ;  to  that  industry.  Now,  we  found, 
and  the  Senator  will  concede,  that  a  wage  of  $700  is  too  low  for 
the  farmers  of  the  United  SUtee.  Nobody  wlU  claim  that  that 
is  high  enough,  

Mr,  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  personally  have  the  utmost 
sympathy  fbr  ttie  fanners.  I  think  they  have  experienced  a 
period  of  very  great  depression ;  but  I  do  say  to  the  Senator— 
and  I  a<taaire  him  and  his  colleagnes  for  attempting  to  remedy 
that  SltuaUon  by  trying  to  find  soane  relief  here  in  this  tariff 
bUl— that  the  remedy,  in  my  hnmble  judgment  is  not  in  the 
tariff. 

It  is  In  esttlnc  down  the  enormoos  oast  that  the  farmer  has 
to  pay  for  transportation  and  in  the  elimination  of  the  out- 
rageous and  extortionate  spread  between  what  the  farmer  gets 
for  what  he  produces  and  what  the  consomer  In  my  mill  towns 
has  to  pay  for  these  farm  products.  That  is  tbe  problem  that 
we  ought  to  he  fighting,  and  not  orer  tariff  duties  that,  in  i^ 
hnmble  judgment  «cept  in  a  few  Instances,  can  not  be  of 
special  benefit  or  of  any  benefit  to  the  great  farming  population 
of  the  country. 

Mr  BBOOKHART.  The  Senator  goes  too  ftwt  for  my  4|aes- 
tlons  I  want  to  stay  with  this  cost-of-prodoctlon  proposition. 
The  farmer  is  entitled  to  a  better  wage,  and  to  have  that 
figured  into  his  cost  of  production,  in  the  first  place.  In  tt« 
next  place,  the  farmer  is  entitled  to  depreciation  for  his  build- 
ings and  his  fences  and  his  work  animals  and  his  breeding 
animals  and  his  soil,  the  same  as  any  other  producer  Is  entitled 

to  his  depreciation;  Is  he  not?  ^     ^       .  ^     ^^    . ^ 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Oh,  there  is  no  doubt  about 

that.  .    ..     «      ^     j.^  ^ 

Mr  BROOKHART.  Now,  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that 
if  we  use  the  same  yardstick,  upon  that  basis  none  of  the  agri- 
cultural rates  proposed  here  measures  the  full  difference  In 
cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad.  If  we  make  those  allow- 
ances  to  the  farmer, 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  1  do  not  want  to  go  into  spe- 
cial cases  with  the  Senator  from  Iowa ;  but  I  recall  one  of  the 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee  upon  the  other  side  stating, 
In  connection  with  some  of  the  agricultural  rates  here,  that  they 
deUberately  gave  a  rate  In  excess  of  what  they  thought  or  found 
to  be  the  difference  In  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad. 
Mr  BROOKHART.  What  the  Finance  Committee  thought 
and  what  I  think  are  two  different  propoeiUons  on  this  farm 
^oblem.     Now  I  want  to  come  to  the  Senator's  question  of 

effective  rates,  j.^,  ^  , 

I  agree  that  In  the  case  of  those  local,  special  crops  that  he 

has  mentioned  mostly  the  rates  can  not  be  made  effective,  but 

let  us  take  the  big.  staple  crops  that  have  an  exportable  surplus. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Wool,  for  instance.    The  Sei»- 

ator  agrees  that  that  Is  an  effective  duty. 
Mr.  BBOOKHART.    That  is  rffective. 


l<       tl 


i,  vT 


'*.J 


5556 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


NovE^rBER  14 


Mr.  WALRH  of  MftfimctiaMetts.  And  the  Senator  agrees  that 
that  duty  can  be  raised  so  as  to  destroy  the  entire  woolen  In- 
dustry of  this  country. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  It  ought  to  be  raised  high  enough  to 
give  the  wool  producers  coet  of  production,  and  at  least  a  5  per 
cent  profit  on  their  capital  InTeetment.  and  pay  them  a  reason- 
able wace  for  their  work,  as  industries  do,  and  also  allow  them 
thlf^  depn-ciatlon.  That  is  the  rule  for  wool ;  and  when  we  do 
that  we  will  get  a  pretty  good  rate  on  wool.  It  will  be  about 
ail  high  at«  on  industrial  products.  But  I  want  to  go  ahead  with 
these  iiiefTfvtive  rates  on  articles  that  have  an  exportable  sur- 
plus, like  wheat,  like  corn,  like  oats,  like  liTestock  products,  and 
like  cotton. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Does  the  Senator  reaUy 
think  anything  good  will  come  from  our  questions  and  answers? 
Will  we  not  finally  Rft  down  to  the  point  where  the  Senator 
will  naturally  get  the  elements  In  fixing  this  rate  that  he  thinks 
from  his  environment  are  most  helpful  to  his  constituency,  and 
will  I  not  be  Inflnenced  by  my  environment,  and  be  looking  to 
minimizing  and  reducing  the  cost  so  as  to  keep  down  the  prices 
of  aprlraltnral  products  to  my  constituents? 

Mr.  ."^MilOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Iowa 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr   BROOKHART.     I  do. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  business  of  the  Senate  to-day  it  recess  until  10  o'clock 
to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  B.VRKLEY.  The  Senator  means  when  we  conclude  our 
bnsinefw  to-night? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  course,  It  Is  "to-day"  until  12  o'clock  at 
night. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  I  Jnst  wanted  to  understand  the  Senator's 
proposal. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  It  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HATFIELD.     What  la  the  question,  Mr.  I»re8ldent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  asked  unanimous  consent  that  at  the  cvndn- 
sion  of  to-day's  business  by  the  Senate  it  recess  until  to-morrow 
morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President,  is  not  that  a  ylolatlon  of  the 
onauimous-i-onsent  agreement? 

Mr.  RMOOT.  Not  at  all ;  I  said  "  at  the  conclusion  of  the  busl- 
jpess  of  to-day." 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
What  Is  the  order  about?  I%a  unanimous-consent  agreeuient 
peudiog? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  when  the  Senate  recesses 
to-day  it  recess  until  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  that  is  not  fair.  It  Is  not 
keeping  faith  with  what  the  Senate  has  done.  We  have  Jnst 
adopted  an  order  ttiat  tron  now  on  we  shall  hare  night  ses- 
sions; that  the  Senate  shall  recess  at  5.30  and  meet  at  7.S0; 
and  that  oMans  to-niffht 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  true. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  offered  that  resolution.  I  offered  it 
twice:  and  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  from  Utah  ought  to 
offer  anything  that  would  change  that  In  my  absence,  when  be 
kn«>w  I  would  object  to  It 

Mr.  SM(M)T.     I  have  not  asked  that  It  be  changed. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  That  Is  all  right,  then.  We  are  going  to 
meet  to-night,  are  we  not  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Why,  certainly.  When  we  adjourn  to-night 
we  will  meet  to-mt»rrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    That  Is  aU  right. 

Mr.  SM<K>T.  That  Is  all  I  asked.  The  Senator  does  not  think 
I  would  do  a  thing  like  that,  does  he? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  did  not  think  so. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  agreement  has  been  en- 
tered Into.    The  Senator  from  Iowa  has  the  floor. 

.Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  in  reference  to  these  In- 
effective rates  on  exportable  surplus,  the  com  rate  is  Ineffective ; 
the  wheat  rate  is  Ineffective ;  the  pork-product  rate  Is  ineffective, 
and  all  that ;  hut  the  Senate  has  done  something  to  make  those 
rates  partly  eff»Mrtlve.  It  has  already  passed  the  debenture  plan, 
which  wUl  at  least  make  half  of  those  rates  effective,  and  to  that 
extent,  if  we  maintain  the  detwnture,  the  Senator's  fears  about 
enacting  useless  rates  do  not  obtain.  To  my  mind,  the  debenture 
I^an  that  we  have  put  In  Is  the  most  important  thing  in  this 
tariff  bill  for  the  farmers  of  the  United  States,  and  I  want  to 
maintain  It  above  all  other  provisions. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  well  aware  of  the  Sena- 
tor's poeltion  on  that  matter;  bat  I  say  frankly  to  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  farm  Interests  that  if  they  concentrate  their 
efforts  for  reUef  ni^on  the  debenture  I  think  th^  will  get  an 


onnTorable  response  from  the  country.  I  hope  the  Senator  will 
paijdon  me  for  frankly  stating  my  views.  I  ba.se  that  statement 
upon  the  fact  that  the  farm  interests  have  reached  out  first  for 
a  1500,000,000  fund  to  create  and  operate  a  farm  relief  board, 
have  next  turned  to  a  debenture,  and  are  now  turning  to 
the!  agricultural  rates  to  increase  rates  which,  I  point  out,  If 

'tlve  at  periods  of  time,  are  going  to  be  effective  upon  a  class 
of  t>eople  who  ought  not  to  be  asked  to  pay  anything  further. 
NORBECK.     Mr.  President 

r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  like  to  be  courteous,  but 

|good   will  come  from  prolonging  this  debate.     I  have  ex- 
my  views,  and  there  are  various  items  in  this  schedule 
in  ^nnectlon  with  which  we  can  discu.ss  them  further.     I  wish 
the]  Senator  would  excuse  me  from  continuing. 

r.  BROOKHART.    There  is  one  otherr  point  in  reference  to 
labir. 

r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    If  that  is  the  last  point,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  take  that  up. 

Mr.  BROOKHART,  The  Senator  has  raised  the  proposition 
that  a  higher  price  for  these  farm  products  would  mean  higher 
fooi !  costs.  In  all  the  discussions  of  this  farm  problem  I  have 
coniiulted  with  all  the  labor  leaders  In  the  country,  and  every 
one  of  them  has  .^id  to  me,  and  has  said  before  the  Agricul- 
tnri  l1  Committee,  "  The  farmer  Is  entitled  to  his  cost  of  produc- 
tioi  and  his  margin  of  profit  over  that,  and  If  It  raises  our  cost 
we  stand  ready  to  pay  It."  Labor  has  been  absolutely  fair 
toward  the  farmers  of  the  United  States  in  this  respect  all  the 
tim ». 

»  r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  agree  with  the  Senator. 
He  has  been  asking  rae  some  qnestions.  Now,  let  me  make  a 
pro  x)sltlon.  In  all  seriousness.  Let  us  drop  a  good  many  of 
the  le  doubtful  remedies  that  the  farmers  are  seeking  to  have — 
an(  I  am  not  critical  of  them,  becau.se  they  are  In  distress, 
an(  I  do  not  blame  them ;  I  would  be  doing  the  same  thing  for 
my  people  if  there  were  great  distress — and  let  the  friends  of 
the  farmers  and  the  friends  of  the  consumers  get  together  upon 
son  lethlng  that  will  help  both. 

let  us  slash  the  transportation  rates  upon  food  products  and 
farm  products  and  cut  out  the  awful  waste  between  the  pro- 
du<er  and  the  consumer  and  we  will  help  the  consumer  and  we 
will  get  relief  for  the  farmer.    That  Is  my  position. 

r,  BROOKHART.    Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  question, 
r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield  the  floor, 
r.  BROOKHART.    Let  me  ask  the  Senator  if  he  will  sup- 
.        the  amendment  I  have  offered  here  to  regulate  the  profits 
of  ^hese  big  combinations  and  big  protected  Industries? 

r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  not  know  the  nature  of 
Senator's  amendment.  Therefore  he  will  not  expect  me  to 
e  a  direct  reply ;  but  I  am  gure  the  Senator  knows  my  po- 
nl  lAllosophy  well  enough  to  know  that  I  have  consistently 
repeatedly  pointed  out  as  one  of  the  great  economic  evils 
of  jhls  country  the  consolidation  of  industry  and  of  business  and 
the  placing  of  the  distribution  of  the  pro<lucts  of  Industry  In 
the  hands  of  a  few.  I  think  It  Is  a  serious  problem.  If  some 
pai  ty  and  some  man  made  that  the  dominant  I.ssue  In  American 
pol  tics,  he  would  sweep  the  country,  no  matter  what  label  he 
boie.  because  I  believe  that  the  great  middle  class  of  people 
renllze  as  well  as  the  rank  and  file  the  great  economic  Injury 
thflt  Is  going  to  result  from  the  amassing  of  wealth  In  the  hands 
of  I  few  great  holding  organizations  in  this  country,  and  which 
wlM  result  only  In  making  all  the  rest  of  the  people  work  for  a 
llinited  number  of  combines  and  of  agencies. 

The  Senator  knows  also  that  I  have  repeatedly  Joined  In 
criticism  of  the  economic  tendency  for  the  consolidating  of 
ret  ill  and  wholesale  business  which  has  resulted  In  driving  out 
the  independent  merchant  and  eliminating  the  entire  middle 
da  B  of  our  population,  so  that  we  are  fast  approaching  a  con- 
dit  on  where  we  w^ill  have  a  small  exceedingly  wealthy  class, 
and  all  the  middle  class  will  be  wiped  out,  and  all  the  rest  of 
us  IwlU  be  simply  working  for  a  few  great  big  combines  that 
wit  control  all  the  money  and  all  the  Industry  and  all  the 
business  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  has  talked 
well  in  generalities.  That  I  never  do.  I  talk  on  specific  things. 
I  tiiink  I  have  had  a  specific  ba.sis  for  every  position  I  have 
talien  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas-sachusetts.  The  Senator  does  not  expect 
mej  to  say  that  I  will  vote  for  a  bill  that  I  have  not  read,  I  am 
sase. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     Oh,  no,  I  do  not 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  do  not  know  its  provisions. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  have  approved  the  Senator's  speech 
as  1  a  generality.  Now  I  want  to  say  something  particular, 
MMitething  specific. 
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The  amendmwit  tliat  I  have  offered  is  based  upon  the  theory 
that  In  the  case  of  Industries  coming  to  the  Government  and 
asking  protection  so  that  they  can  make  profits.  It  follows  as 
night  the  day  that  the  Government  has  the  right  to  say  to  those 
Industries  how  much  profits  they  shall  take  from  the  people. 

Following  that  basis  I  have  figured  up  what  there  is  In  this 
American  pool.  I  have  taken  the  figures  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  over  which  the  pre.sent  President  of  the  United 
States  presided  as  Secretary,  and  I  have  found  that  the  wealth 
production  of  this  country  Is  5%  per  cent  a  year;  that  Is,  the 
new  wealth  that  Is  produced  by  all  capital — and  all  labor  and 
ever>thlng.  I  do  not  think  capital  Is  entitled  to  all  the  wealth 
production.  I  think  there  ought  to  be  some  taken  off  of  It,  So 
I  took  off  a  half  per  cent,  and  I  said  these  Industries  which 
come  to  us  for  protection  should  be  allowed  to  earn  only  5  per 
cent — to  take  that  much  in  earnings  from  the  pockets  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States. 

In  doing  that  I  have  made  this  sort  of  a  Kuaranty  as  a  re- 
turn. I  have  provided  that  they  might  accumulate  equal  to 
50  per  cent  of  their  capitalization  as  a  guaranty  of  that  5  per 
cent,  and  hold  that  surplus  so  that  the  5  per  cent  would  be  paid 
each  year.  1  have  also  provided  that  if  they  want  to  enlarge 
and  Increase  the  business,  they  can  use  the  earnings  for  that 
purijose,  but  they  must  i8.sue  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States  a  stock  diridcBd  for  those  earnings  which  go  to  enlarge 
and  to  increase  the  business.  In  that  way  business  can  develop 
as  rapidly  as  it  does  now,  and  inequality  of  profits  under  the 
law  taken  from  the  people  will  be  ended. 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  does  the  Sena- 
tor think  that  plan  of  his  would  help  the  farmer  immediately? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  It  would  help  him  Immediately  If  we 
could  get  him  in  the  5  per  cent  class,  and  that  is  what  we  want 
to  do  with  the  debenture  and  with  the  Farm  Board. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massadiusetts.  The  Senator  has  not  re- 
sponded to  my  invitation  for  us  all  to  join  in  a  movement  to 
slash  transportation  costs  on  farm  products  and  to  seek  some 
way  of  eliminating  the  waste  between  the  producer  and  the 
consumer. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  If  the  Senator  had  closely  examined  my 
rec<^)rd  and  my  campaign  and  my  speeches  In  the  Senate,  he 
would  have  found  that  nobody  in  the  Senate  had  tiad  as  much 
to  say  specifically,  not  in  general  terms,  about  the  Injustice  of 
our  transportation  system  and  about  the  fact  that  $7,000,000,- 
000  of  water  was  injected  Into  the  valuation  of  the  railroads  for 
rate-making  purposes  by  the  Esch-Cummins  railroad  law  when 
It  was  put  Into  operation.  I  have  said  that  on  this  floor  many 
times.  I  have  pointed  out  other  items  of  the  excess  profits  of 
the  inside  sul)«ldlary  corporations.  I  have  pointed  out  the  waste 
of  competition,  $400,000,000  a  year.  1  have  figured  out  some- 
thing specific  about  this  all  the  way  along.  I  have  added  them 
all  up,  and  I  have  found  ten  to  thirteen  hundrtMl  million  dollars 
a  year  of  excess  charges  for  transportation  put  upon  the  people 
of  this  country.  I  have  a  Mil  pending  now  l)efore  the  Commit- 
tee on  Interstate  Commerce  for  the  Government  to  take  over  a 
line  of  road  clear  through  this  country,  condemn  these  securities, 
and  squeeze  out  some  of  this  water  in  the  valuation  and  get  into 
competition,  in  a  way,  with  these  roads.  I  have  had  something 
specific  along  the  lines  the  Senator  has  suggested  in  a  general 

way. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  state  the  next 

amendment 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  126,  line  4,  before  the 
words  "per  gallon,"  to  strike  out  "5  cents"  and  insert  "6^,^ 
cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Par.  707.  Whole  mltk,  fresh  or  aour,  6%  centa  per  gallon. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     A  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  state  it 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Are  we  now  finishing  each  paraprraph  as  we 
reach  it,  or  simi^y  handling  the  committee  amendments? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Handling  the  committee  amendments  only. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  had  understood  we  were  going  to  com- 
plete each  paragraph  as  it  was  reached. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  tried  to  get  unanimous  consent  again  to-day, 
and  it  was  objected  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
thv  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  126,  line  5,  before  the 
words  "  per  gallon,"  to  strike  out  "  48  cents  "  and  insert  "  66A 
cents,"  so  as  to  read  : 

Cream,  frei<b  or  sour,  56^  cfnts  per  gallon. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  ask  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  the  effect  of  this  amendment  What  is  the  in- 
crease made  in  this  paragrai^? 
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Mr.  SMOOT.    From  the  iM^eent  law? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Yes.  _ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  riite  In  the  act  of  1922  Is  20  cents  per 
gallon.  The  President  issued  a  proclamation  increasing  it  to  30 
cents  a  gallon.  The  House  made  the  rate  48  cents  a  gallon  and 
the  Senate  committee  has  Increased  It  to  56.6  cents  a  gallon. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    Are  there  any  importations? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  are  slight  Importations. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  have  in  mind  the 
statement  made  some  time  ago  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr.  Rekd],  confirmed  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  EnoE],  to  the  effect  that  in  the  case  of  all  agricultural 
rates  no  attention  was  paid  to  the  differences  In  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction, and  that  In  ihe  case  of  such  rates  they  were  generally, 
If  not  universally,  in  excess  of  the  difference  in  the  cost  of 
production. 

If  tliat  be  true,  and  the  flexible  provislcms  of  the  present  law 
remain  In  the  law,  of  course  we  may  expect  that  whatever  rates 
we  fix  In  tills  bill  will,  upon  proper  application  and  inquiry  by 
the  Tariff  Commission,  be  very  substantially  reduced.  I  suppose 
probably  our  action  upon  these  rates  should  not  be  taken  with- 
out due  consideration  of  the  facts  as  thus  given  to  us  by  these 
two  Senators,  so  Influential  In  the  preparation  of  this  blU  as  It 
came  to  us  from  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  NORBECK.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Just  to  keep  the  matter  before  us,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  admits  the  ineffectiveness  of  most  of  the 
agricultural  rates,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Of  many  of  them. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  There  are  so  many  of  them  that  are  useless, 
or  nearly  so. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  does  not  apply  to  milk  and  butter, 

Mr.  NORBECK.  No;  but  we  will  discuss  them  later.  It 
applies  to  a  great  many  that  have  been  Increased.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  Is  one  commodity  that  I  know  of  where  the  tariff  Is 
100  per  cent  effective  to  the  farmer.  The  average  effectiveness 
of  the  tariff  is  much  less  than  2  per  cent,  but  there  is  one  com- 
modity where  the  tariff  is  100  per  cent  effective,  and  on  that  the 
Finance  Committee  reduces  the  rate  b^ow  the  House  rate.  I 
refer  to  flax. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President  while  we  are  on  the  agri- 
cultural schedule,  I  was  interested  In  looking  over  on  the  other 
side  to  see  where  the  leaders  of  the  new  farm  bloc  were.  Ac- 
cording to  testimony  which  came  out  before  the  committee  in- 
vestigating the  lobby  it  appeared  that  we  have  a  new  farm  bloc 
in  the  United  States  Senate.  That  farm  bloc  consists,  acconl- 
ing  to  Mr.  Arnold,  of  Senator  Watsoh,  of  Indiana;  Senator 
Moms,  of  New  Hampshire ;  and  Senator  Rbd,  of  Pennsylvania. 

I  want  to  read  one  or  two  letters.  I  also  want  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  man  who  is  collecting  the  money  to 
carry  on  the  propaganda  for  this  new  farm  bloc  is  Mr.  Arnold, 
who  is  connected  with  the  Southern  Tariff  Association,  with 
the  American  Taxpayers'  League,  and  with  the  NaUonal  Ckmndl 
of  State  Legislatures.  On  different  occasions  Mr.  Arnold  has 
had  the  farm  leaders  of  the  different  States  come  to  Wash- 
ington, and  he  has  liad  prominent  members  of  the  legislatures 
here  advocating  a  reduction  of  the  Income  taxes  and  the  inher- 
itance taxes. 

He  also  professes  to  be  interested  in  a  tariff  on  farm  prod- 
ucts. When  the  late  Senator  Gooding,  who,  we  all  recognized, 
was  one  of  the  ablest  fighters  for  agriculture  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  passed  away  Mr.  Arnold  looked  around  to  find  some 
<Mie  to  take  his  place  to  fight  for  agriculture  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States.  He  addressed  a  letter  to  Mr.  E.  A.  Burguieres, 
827  Union  Street,  New  Orleans,  La.,  In  which  he  said : 

Following  your  guggestlon  that  the  Soothern  Tariff  Association  get 
In  contact  with  some  one  to  take  the  place  of  Senator  Ooodlng : 

I  took  occasion  to  discuss  thin  subject  with  a  group  of  important 
Senators,  Including  Senators  Shoot  and  Watson  and  others,  and  was 
agreeably  surprised  to  learn  that  they  had  designated  Senator  Watson, 
of  Indiana,  to  contact  with  us  In  so  far  as  the  Republican  Party  In  the 
Senate  is  concernod. 

As  you  know.  Senator  Watson  will  be  the  floor  leader  of  the  Repub- 
lican Party  in  the  Senate  and  la  a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee. 
He  wUl  a.ssociate  with  him  In  this  work  Senator  MosBS,  of  New  Hamp- 
shire, and  Senator  Ekkd,  of  Pennsylvania. 

Of  course,  we  all  know  that  Senator  Rued,  of  Pennsylvania, 
and  Senator  Moses,  of  New  Hampshire,  are  both  brilliant  fight- 
ers for  farm  relief  and  for  tariff  rates  on  raw  materials  in  the 
form  of  farm  products,  as  their  past  records  will  disclose.  I 
am  surprsled  to  find  them  absent  from  the  Senate  at  this  time. 

Mr.  NORBECK.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 
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Mr.   NORBECK.     I  wm  much  Biirprlsed  to  tod  th»t  the 

Finance  Committee  bad  reductd  the  UrlCf  on  flaxseed,  when  It 
to  0D«  thing  In  the  Northwest  on  wlilch  the  tariff  is  effecUve ; 
but  I  see  DOW  that  It  was  made  up  on  the  recommendation  or 
the  new  farm  bloc,  Watson,  Rexd,  and  Moses.    Is  that  right? 

Mr.  WUEELEB.    I  was  Just  coming  to  that 

Hcnator  Wawoji  wID  addrcH  th€  Boathern  T»rtff  AwoehitkHi  mc«tlnff 
bcre  to-morrow,  to  b*  promised  me  on  the  pboae  a  tew  »mmbU  •«•. 

CommiMloaer  of  Axrieonnr*  WUaon  of  your  State— 

The  State  of  Louisiana — 
kas  been  ia  towa  the  past  few  d«y«,  aad  he  has  been  rtrj  helpful  t»  m 
la  workloc  out  the  Tccctabk-oU  acbedales. 
Very  tralj  yours. 

The  next  letter  to  which  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's  atten- 
Uon  ts  a  letter  to  the  Hon.  David  A.  Rked,  United  States  Sen- 
ate, Washtiigton.  D.  C. : 

Daia  8IMATOB  Rcio :  At  a  conference  of  the  farm  sroap  yeaterday  It 
deT^lop«>d  that  Senator  Bbookbait  and  Senator  raAZiaa  stated  that  the 
taxjonents  had  an  agreement  with  the  Democratu  that  If  the  Instirgents 
would  itand  by  the  Democrats  on  the  flexible  and  admlnlstratlTe  prov*- 
tfoaa.  that  the  Democrats  wonld  permit  the  Insurgents  to  write  the  rates. 

S«>o«tor  BanoKHABT  worked  out  some  T5  amendments  which  he 
prop<iw<l  to  offer.  aU  of  them  on  mldwertem  agricultural  products,  and 
iB  most  Instance  greatly  incrsaslng  the  rates  of  the  Senate  jnnance 
Committee's  bill  and  ever  those  requested  by  the  national  tarn  groop. 

We  merely  writs  you  aa  a  matter  of  Information, 
oars  very  truly. 


So  the  Senate  will  onderatand  tliat  one  of  the  functions  rtt 
Mt.  Arnold  In  his  poaitkui  as  head  of  the  Boathera  Tariff 
Association  and  as  head  of  the  American  Taxpayers'  L«ague 
and  as  hewl  of  the  National  CXnuhU  of  State  L^^Iatnres  was  to 
have  a  contact  between  the  eastern  farm  bloc  and  the  western 
farm  bloc,  and  wheoerer  he  talked  to  meaobers  of  the  western 
fkrm  bloc  Uke  my  friend  from  North  DakoU  [Mr.  Faaanai]  or 
Bj  friend  from  Iowa  [Mr.  BaooKHAsr]  and  got  any  Informa- 
tlon  with  reference  to  their  actiyitles,  be  Immediately  took  It 
and  turned  It  over  to  the  eastern  farm  bloc,  compooed  of  Rsxd, 
•f  Penaaylranla,  Moaaa,  of  New  Hampshire,  and  Watboh,  of 
Indi&na. 

I  wish  to  read  another  letter,  dated  October  2d,  1929,  as 
riKTwlng  hto  further  activity  In  counectlou  with  farm  kgiala- 
tion: 


Private  conversatloB  among  Senators  shows  that  to  be  the 
It  has  been   admitted  almost  in   terms  by    Senators   who   have 
spol^en  in  its  favor  upon  the  floor.     It  la  a  bill  that  grows  out  of  an 
yielding  to  pressure  which  was  applied  at  the  other  end  of  the 
It  la  the  offspring  of  a  union  between   the  cotton   field,    the 
brake,  the  rice  paddy  of  one  section  of  the  country,  and  the 
run.  the  cattle  range,  and  the  wheat  field  of  another  section.     It 
_  misshapen  brat  at  beet     It  is  lopsided  ;  it  is  blind  ;  it  is  deaf;  It 
li  indy-legged ;  and  it  suffers  from  congenital  economic  rlcketa.     It  is 
mi»  vncelved.  hagbom,  snd,  to  complete  the  characterisation,  ditch  deliv. 
Republican    Senators   can    not   go    to   the   country    upon   such  a 
proiositlon. 
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is  how  he  frit  about  a  tariff  to  help  agriculture  in  1921. 

I  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the  other  day  to  the 

ion  by  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  I  found 

?ditorial  in  the  Kansas  City  Star,  and  I  am  ifolng  to  rend  it 

the  edification  of  Senators  coming  from  the  New  England 

and  from  New  Jersey  and  Pennsylvania.     The  Kansas 

Star,  let  it  be  remembered,  in  recent  years  at  least,  has 

one  of  the  conservative  Republican  papers  In  the  country. 

ivas  an  ardent  champion  of  Mr.  Coolidge  when  he  ran  for 

in  1924.    It  was  an  ardent  champion  of  Mr.  Hoover  in 

last  campaign.    It  likewise  was  aa  ardent  champion  of  Mr. 

Hoover  when  he  was  a  candidate  for  the  Presidency. 

e  editorial  appeared  In  the  Kansas  City  Star  of  November 
1929.    It  to  entitled  "  '  WUd  Jackasses? '    Yes  I "    It  reads  as 


After 

cfaaracterisati 
an 

for 

Stakes 

at' 

be 
It 
Pi 
the 


beei 


Pr^ident 


10. 
folfcwB: 


Boo.  JAMsa  ■.  WATBoa, 
DwUed  «(««as 

DBAa  SaMAVoa  Watbom  :  At  a  eonf^reaeB  of  the  fans  graap  to-day  It 
fcvBlopsd  that  Sena  tor  BaooKBAar,  of  Iowa,  haa  advised  tbe  Farm 
BorcBB  that  ha  and  SaoBtor  Faanaa  will  handle  the  amendments  oai 
mMwestera  agrlcultBrai  products,  and  they  will  iacreaae  the  rates  over 
tboee  provoOTd  by  the  Scoate  Flaaooe  Committer  and  over  the  rwiuastB 
ef  the  ferm  groap. 

Senator  Bbookmabt  stated  that  the  Democrats  had  promised  the 
liwurcents  to  vote  tor  agriemltural  rates  they  deelred  In  fctam  tor  the 
•■pport  the  Insurreata  were  givlag  the  Democrats  on  the  admlalstratlve 
Dmtnrea,  particalBrty  the  flexible  provtatoa.  The  iBenzgeats.  la  this 
meaner,  propoae  to  write  the  tariff  aieasare  in  so  far  «s  latea  an 
eoBceined. 

Toors  very  truly. 

Jams  A.  Aaaouk. 


Mr.  President,  a  f*w  days  ago  I  caHed  attention  to  a  state- 
ment which  had  been  made  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  (Mr.  MosesI.  in  which  he  characterised  the 
progressive  BepuUicans  and  the  so-called  insurgents — and  their 
numbers,  by  the  way.  have  Increased  considerably  since  that 
time — as  "sons  of  the  wild  jackass."  Knowing  the  attitude  of 
the  Senator  from  New  Hum  pah  ire  in  the  past  with  reference 
to  farm  legislation,  I  presume  that  was  one  <^  the  reasons  why 
be  was  selected  as  one  of  the  eastern  farm  bloc.  I  go  back  to 
1921  and  I  And  that  the  distingnished  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire,  who  I  am  sorry  is  absent  from  the  Chamber  this 
af  temoott,  la  speaking  of  the  legislation  in  the  tariff  bill  of  1922, 
said: 

Oh,  yee:  and  I  am  trying  to  auJte  an  appeal  to  my  proteetioolst 
brethren  oa  this  sMe  of  the  aisle  to  support  it — 

This  had  reference  to  an  amendment  which  he  had  offered 
proposing  to  substitute  the  provisions  of  the  Payne-Aldrich  bill 
tor  the  emergettcy  tariff  bill  oo  farm  legiatotion — 

Oh.  y«e;  and  I  am  trying  to  asake  an  appeal  to  any  proteetlonlaC 
hrethren  oa  thia  aide  ef  the  aisle  to  sapport  It,  beeanBe  It  can  not  he 
that  the  meesBre  now  Itefore  ns  in  the  form  in  whldi  It  aow  stands, 
B»d  to  which  I  eaa  acfv^v  give  my  vote,  can  be  adeqoately  defended  by 
anybody.     U  la  isgardsd  wy  gsasTBlly  as  a  mesunre  whMi  Is  lade- 


"  wm>  jAcKAasasT  "    tbbi 

ions  of  wild  Jackasses  "  is  Senator  Gaoaoa  B.  Moses's  description 
restem  insnrgent  Senators  who  are  trying  to  make  the  tariff  fair  to 
West. 

New  Hampshire  Senator  is  right — everlastingly  right.     We  west- 
have  been  jackasses  and  sons  of  jackasses  to  go  on  generation  , 
generation  paying  high  tariff  rates  for  the  benefit  of  New  England,  t 
England  Industries  have  been   fostered   at   the  expense  of  the 
The  factories  of  the  Senator's  home  State  and  the  States  adjoin- 
hav«  been  kept  going  through  high  protection  fcr  which  the  West 
paid.    The  States  of  the  great  valJeys  and  beyond  have  been  held  up 
artificial  prices  on  textiles,  on   tboee,  on  jewelry  to   support  the 
situated  todustries  of  New  England. 
indastry  has  mored  south  and  west  to  the  sources  of  the  raw 
New   England   industries   have   clamored   for   ever-increasing 
protection   to  save  them.     And  the  West   has  yielded  to  their 
It  has  seen  Its  cost  of  living  lifted  to  unnatural  levels  to  meet 
demands  of  New  Hampshire  and  its  nelgbt>ors.     It  has  put  its  band 
Its  pocket  to  subsidise  factories  that  could  not  maintain  themselves 
competition  with  better-located  industries  without  prohibitive  pro- 
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,  ackassesT     Senator  Mosas  has  used  precisely  the  right  word.     But 
he  used  ttic  right  sdjective,  too,  when  he  said  "  wild  "  Jackasses. 

agree  with  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moseh] 
an  1  I  agree  with  this  editorial  in  the  statement  that  those  who 
go ,  out  and  supported  the  last  presidential  candidate  and  those 
wl  o  supported  the  previous  administration  were  foolish  if  they 
ex  )ected  those  administrations  to  do  otherwise  than  they  are 
dofng. 

r.  TTDINGS.    Mr.  President 

le  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
id  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 
r.  WHEELER,    I  yield. 

r.  TYDINGS.  As  I  understand  the  situation,  our  friend 
fnim  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  MoijLsl  has  issued  a  statement  In 
wiich  he  said  that  as  ehuirman  of  the  Republican  senatorial 
ca  npaign  committee  he  will  do  his  best  to  reelect  to  the  Senate 
all^of  them  who  happen  to  be  candidates.  Then  he  said  that 
part  of  those  who  will  be  nominated  evidently  belong  to  that 
ca  egory  whi<*  he  terms  "  sons  of  the  wild  Jackass,"  so  that 
be  means  that  he,  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  will  do 
hill  best  as  chairman  of  the  Republican  senatorial  campaign  com- 
mittee to  put  in  the  Senate  the  "  sons  of  the  wild  jackass." 

^r.  WHEELER.  Of  course ;  and  when  I  go  out  to  campaign 
in  those  different  States  I  am  going  to  say  as  a  Democrat  to  the 
pe  jple  there,  "  I  am  not  going  to  express  my  opinion  of  you 
m<n,  but  I  am  going  to  quote  what  your  campaign  manager, 
Setiator  Moses,  said  about  you." 

kir.  SMITH  and  Mr.  CARAWAY  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
jh  Id;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

dr.  WHEELER.  I  will  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Ci  rolina  and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
A]  kansas. 

«r.  SMITH.     Some  one,  referring  to  the  expression  of  the 

St^ator  from  New  Hampshire  characteriiing  the  in.<;urgents  as 

of  the  wild  jackaas,"  aaid  he  did  not  see  why  they  should 
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take  umbrage,  that  heronly  differentiated  his  group  from  that 
group  by  one  adjective.'*^ 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  has 
called  attention  to  It  or  not,  but  I  rather  imagine  there  to  a 
change  coming  over  the  dreams  of  our  friend  from  New  Hamp- 
shire.   He  Is  now  a  member  of  the  farm  bloc. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Yes;  I  called  attention  to  that  a  moment 

ago.  ,       , 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  He  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Reed]  and  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  are 
the  new  farm  bloc. 

Yes;  I  ciilled  attention  to  that,  too. 

And  In  their  hands,  of  course,  the  farmers 


Mr.  WHEELER. 
Mr.  CARAWAY, 
are  safe. 

Mr.  WHEELER. 


^ I  was  Inquiring  why  it  was  that  members 

of  the  farm  bloc,  which  had  been  selected  by  Arnold  to  carry  on 
the  fight  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  for  the  farmers,  were  not  in 
their  places  at  the  present  time  standing  up  and  fighting  for  a 
tariff  upon  the  agricultural  products  of  the  West. 
Mr.  CARAWAY.    Because  they  are  not  "  wild." 
Mr.  WHEELER.     Somebody  has  pointed  out  the  difference 
between  wild  Jackasses  ami  tame  jackasses,  the  Senator  will 
remember. 
The  editorial  In  the  Kansas  City  Star  proceeds : 
For  the  Jackasses  have  been  goaded  too  far.     At  last  they  have  turned 
and  are  running  wild  in  the  Senate.     New  England  and  its  allies  can 
not  utop  them. 

What  an  exhibition  of  folly  from  the  States  that  have  been  the 
beueflciarles  of  the  Uriff  syslem  at  the  expense  of  the  refit  of  the 
country ! 

Of  course,  we  find  In  the  Senate  at  the  present  time  the  pro- 
gres-slve  Senators  from  the  West  voting  with  the  Democrats 
constantly  upon  the  one  great  economic  issue  which  divides  the 
two  parties,  if  there  is  any  difference  between  them  at  all.  The 
one  economic  is.sue  that  divides  them  Is  the  tariff.  We  not  only 
find  the  progressive  Republicans  doing  that  but  we  find  papers, 
like  the  Kansas  City  Star,  after  having  advocated  the  election 
of  Mr.  Coolidge  from  the  New  England  States,  after  having  ad- 
vocated the  election  of  Mr.  Harding,  after  having  advocated 
the  election  of  Mr.  Hoover,  now  denouncing  New  England  and 
denouncing  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses], 
when,  of  course,  they  knew,  if  they  were  at  all  familiar  with 
the  expressions  which  have  been  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  by  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  how 
he  f61t  toward  the  agricultural  West.  They  must  have  known 
what  everyone  else  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  knows,  and  that 
Is  that  the  man  closest  to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
the  man  who  was  for  him  first,  last,  and  all  the  time,  before 
most  of  my  gootl  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  would 
even  say  they  were  for  him  in  the  campaign,  is  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire. 

Is  it  possible  to  believe  that  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire, when  he  came  out  among  the  first  for  the  present  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  did  not  know  how  the  President 
stood  upon  the  tariff  and  how  he  felt  toward  the  things  for 
which  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  stood?  It  to  incon- 
ceivable to  me  that  such  could  be  the  case. 
I  read  further  from  the  editorial : 

The  insurgent  Senators  are  the  spokesmen  of  a  deep-seated  economic 
discontent.  There  is  nothing  personal  in  this  revolt.  It  is  a  vast 
section  of  the  country  that  is  speaking  through  the  men  who  are  fight- 
ing for  a  Just  tariff. 

If  these  individuals  were  not  protesting  the  States  would  send  other 
Senators  to  voice  their  resentment  against  the  unfair  advantages  that 
the  proposed  tariff  gives  to  the  Industrial  East. 

And  yet  the  representatives  of  the  tariff  beneficiaries  are  so  blind 
that  one  of  them  can  sneer  at  the  insurgents  as  "  sons  of  wild 
jackasses,"  and  another  (Rcso,  of  Pennsylvania)  can  refer  to  them  as 
"  worse  than  communists." 

Why  should  not  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Red)] 
and  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses]  expect  a 
tariff  for  the  manufacturers  of  the  East?  Does  not  the  Kansas 
City  Star  know  and  does  not  Mr.  Murphy,  of  the  Minneapolis 
Tribune,  know  that  It  was  Mr.  Grundy  and  his  manufacturers' 
asisociation  In  Pennsylvania  that  collected  the  largest  part  of 
the  sinews  of  war  to  elect  the  Republican  Party  in  the  tost 
election?  Do  they  not  know  the  farmei-s  contributed  nothing 
except  votes  obtained  under  false  promises?  Do  they  not  know 
that  the  manufacturers  of  Connecticut  contributed  large  sums 
of  money  and  that  the  manufacturers  of  New  England  con- 
tributed large  sums  of  money,  and  that  Mr.  Grundy  was  speak- 
ing the  truth  when  he  said  that  he  collected  the  money,  he  paid 
It  over  to  the  R^mbllcan  campaign  fund,  and  "Now,  I  am 


down  here,"  said  Mr.  Onmdy,  "  to  see  that  tbey  cairy  out  their 
pledges"?  How  much  more  honorable  a  position  to  he  taking 
than  are  those  like  the  Kansas  City  Star  and  Mr.  Mnri^y,  of 
the  MInneapolto  Tribune,  who  went  out  and  sun^orted  the  Re- 
publican ticket  knowing  where  the  money  was  orileeted  and 
then  wanting  to  repudtote  the  manufacturers  of  Connecticut  and 
Pennsylvania  and  Massachusetts  after  they  put  up  the  money? 
Frankly,  I  hare  not  very  much  sympathy  with  men  who  know 
that  thto  money  has  been  paid  in  by  Mr.  Grundy  and  the  manu- 
facturers and  who  then  want  to  repudiate  him.  I  have  no 
sympathy  with  men  who  do  that  sort  of  tiling. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  If,  as  is  sometimes  claimed,  the  Chief  Execu- 
tive of  the  country  to  siding  with  the  Insurgent  element  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Chamber,  the  Swiator  from  New  Hampshire 
has  brought  him  In  fact  into  a  strange  category.  Of  course,  he 
may  be  with  the  conservative  element  on  the  other  side,  but  if  he 
is  siding  with  the  Insurgents,  what  I  should  like  to  know  la.  Does 
not  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  mean  that  a  certain  hi^ 
oflSclal  in  otir  own  Government — perhaps  the  highest — is  also  to 
be  labeled  In  the  manner  that  he  has  labeled  the  Insurgents? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  No;  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  could  possibly  mean  that,  because  I  think  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  and  the  so-called  Old  Guard  Senators 
have  the  ear  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  when 
we  recall  that  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshlire  was  one  of  the 
first  Senators  on  the  Republican  side  to  come  out  and  espouse 
tiie  cause  of  the  present  President  of  the  United  States  and  when 
we  all  know  tiiat  nearly  all  of  the  other  Senators  on  the  other 
side  were  against  him,  we  must  realize  that  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  knew  what  he  was  talking  about.  A  few  days 
ago  it  appeared  In  the  newspapers  that  the  Senator  from  In- 
diana [Mr.  Watson]  had  selected  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 
shire [Mr.  Moses]  as  the  chairman,  I  think,  of  the  Republican 
senatorial  campaign  committee  or  as  floor  leader  at  the  request 
and  at  the  Instance  of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  shall  be  glad  to  jield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  Inclined  to  think  that  the  Senator  from 
Montana  has  placed  the  President  In  the  proper  category,  be- 
cause  so  far  his  action  upon  the  tariff  measure  that  has  been 
before  the  Senate  has  been  tame  rather  than  very  wild. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  concluding  paragraphs  ot  the  editorial 
read  as  follows : 

Apparently  the  Eepublican  Old  Guard  has  forgotten  what  happened 
when  it  Ignored  western  protests  on  the  Payne-Aldrtch  tariff  of  1909. 
In  1910  the  Jackasses  of  the  West  ran  wild  and  two  years  later  only 
two  States  remained  in  the  Republican  fold. 

Does  the  Old  Guard  want  another  similar  uprlslngT  Such  men  oa 
MosKS  and  Raao  are  doing  their  best  to  incite  a  revolt  against  eastern 
control  that  may  easily  become  revolution. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvanto,  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  and  the  Senator  from  Connecti- 
cut [Mr.  Bingham]  know  perfectly  well  what  they  are  doing. 
They  know  that  they  can  come  here  and  denounce  the  progres- 
sive Republicans  365  days  In  the  year,  and  they  know  perf(?ctly 
well  that  the  Minneapolis  Tribune  and  the  Kansas  City  Star 
win  champion  the  cause  of  the  Republican  Party.  Regariiess 
of  what  some  of  its  members  may  say  about  the  progres-sives 
or  what  It  does  about  them,  they  will  always  flnd  some  excuse 
to  be  for  the  Republican  Party  when  It  comes  to  the  campaign 
and  the  election. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Swiator  from  Mmi- 
tana  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Monlana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  I  was  Just  going  to  suggest  that  It  ought 
to  be  noted  that  among  the  insurgents  there  were  a  few,  and 
only  a  few,  notable  exceptions  to  that  rule  in  the  last  cam- 

Mr.'  WHEELER.  A  few  days  ago,  Mr.  President,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania,  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Murphy,  denounced 
progressive  Senators,  stated  that  they  were  worse  than  com- 
munists, and  that  what  the  people  ought  to  do  out  In  the 
western  and  northwestern  section  of  the  country  was  to  send 
men  to  the  United  States  Senate  who  were  not  guided  by 
sectionalism.  As  to  whether  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
was  guided  by  sectionaUsm,  let  Senators  ga  back  and  read  and 
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reread  the  ■P^^Oi  that  wm  made  by  that  dlstingirfahed  Senator 
^e  u^iffWU  in  1»21.  and  again  harken  to  wbatjiceorttog 
to  the  prew.  he  said  whLe  he  waa  in  Chicago  rewotly.  He 
fitated: 

TuralD.  to  th*  tariff  btU  and  tk*  lobby  lnT«.tlg«tlon,  Moms  wM  b« 
.^^^n^  to  kffl  tb*  tariff  becua.  -  It  put.  high  datle.  on  the  thhio 
whUh  -anafrturiDg  coamuiiltK.  haire  to  eat  and  low  duti«  on  thteH 
tber  have  to  make  and  tell  In  order  to  eat."     He  added : 

'•  Lobbi«?  Why  the  auricultnral  lobby  far  exceeda  that  of  the  mann- 
f«<.tur*ni  Id  number,  influence— I  heaitate  to  any  arrogance— and  In 
effect!  reneaa. 

DEmrDS  BINOHAlf 

"  Nobody  win  say  that  Senator  Btkoham  wa»  not  indiscreet,  but  hUi 
porpo-^  waa  entirely  praiseworthy.  The  Senate  should  not  «>°»"*°** 
itwlf  suardlan  of  the  conduct  of  lU  Members  to  the  extent  that  U  has. 

Mr.  President,  ia  not  that  sectionalism?  And  that  is  exactly 
what  the  West  has  been  complaining  of.        _      ^  „  _ 

Yes  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  say.  We 
eave  Vou  a  tariff  upon  wheat."  They  went  out  before  the 
farmers  of  the  c^^untry  and  said.  "  The  tariff  upon  wheat  Is  go- 
Ing  to  solve  tlie  farm  problem";  and  yet  there  Is  not  a  Re- 
pul'Ucan  on  the  floor  to-day  who  dares  stand  up  and  reiterate 
wh'it  be  said  in  1921,  that  the  Uriff  upon  wheat  did  not  do 
the  fanner  one  particle  of  good  except  in  very  rare  instances. 
The  Kepui»llcan  Party  gave  the  farmer  a  tariff  upon  wheat, 
but  they  gave  blm  a  tariff  which  they  know  would  not  do  him 
any  gowl.  becnuae  they  knew  that  the  farmers  were  producing 
■  »»un>lu«  <»'  wheat  in  thU  country.  I  have  not  a  doubt,  my 
frieiids,  l.ut  that  the  Republican  Party  will  gladly  glje  the 
farmer  a  tariff  upon  cotton,  because  they  know  a  Uriff  upon 
cotton  except  upon  lons-stapie  cotton,  would  not  be  of  any 
iKjneflt  to  the  farmer  at  all.  I  hare  not  any  doubt  but  that 
the  manufacturers  of  the  East  would  be  perfectly  wUling  to  give 
the  farmers  of  the  country  n  tariff  upon  anything  upon  which 
the  tariff  would  not  be  effective,  provided  that  they  could 
wheedle  the  representatives  of  the  West  and  of  the  farming 
interests  into  voting  for  high-protecUve  duties  on  the  manu- 
factured articles  produced  In  the  East. 

Mt.  I'resident,  the  Senators  from  the  West  who  are  fighting 
for  agriculture  are  not  fighting  a  sectional  battle;  they  are 
fighting  for  equality  with  the  manufacturers.  The  manufac- 
turers of  the  country  have  long  enjoyed  very  high  tariff  ratM. 
Incidentally  they  corae  here  and  say,  "We  are  jdeading  first 
for  labor,  and  then  we  are  pleading,  if  you  please,  so  that  we 
may  make  a  living.**  But,  Mr.  President,  when  you  examine 
"'  the  records  of  their  Income  taxes  you  find  what  they  have  been 
doing.  They  have  not  been  paying  out  the  money  In  dividends 
to  the  stockholders;  not  at  all;  they  have  been  splitting  up 
their  stocks;  they  have  been  increasing  their  stock;  and  they 
^  have  kept  on  Increasing  their  stock  and  paying  stock  dividends. 
Then  thev  come  to  Congress  saying.  •"  We  must  have  a  higher 
tariff  duty  Ivecause  we  have  got  to  pay  dividends  upon  all  this 
watered  stock  that  we  have  pumped  into  our  companies."  That 
is  the  trt^nble;  that  ia  what  the  East  is  suffering  from;  it  is 
the  watered  atock  that  has  been  pumped  Into  the  manufactur- 
ing industries.  In  my  humble  Judgment,  that  more  than  any- 
thing else  is  what  has  caused  the  break  in  Wall  Street  from 
which  people  all  over  the  United  States  have  suffered. 

Some  man  speaking  In  the  city  of  New  York  the  other  day 
said  that  the  crash  In  Wall  Street  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
coalition  In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  would  not  give 
them  the  kind  of  tariff  protection  they  want.  Give  them  the 
kind  of  tariff  protection  they  want!  I  venture  to  say  that 
there  la  not  a  Senator  on  this  fioor  who  Is  not  perfectly  willing 
to  give  to  the  eastern  manufacturers  a  legitimate  profit  upon 
a  legitimate  amount  of  Investment;  but  that  is  not  what  they 
want;  what  they  want  is  a  tariff  so  that  they  can  mulct  the 
American  consumers  In  order  to  enable  them  to  pay  dividends 
upon  millions  and  billions  of  dollars  of  watered  stock. 

The  fanners  are  not  here  asking  for  a  tariff  so  that  they 
can  pay  dividends  upon  any  watered  stock.  All  they  are  ask- 
liiK  for,  whenever  they  ask  for  anything,  la  to  he  given  Just  a 
fair  return  upon  their  original  Investment  without  any  water 
In  it  whatsoever. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that,  notwithstand- 
ing the  fact  that  the  President  has  not  expressed  his  views  with 
reference  to  the  tariff  bill,  I  can  not  help  but  feel  that  the 
Old  Guard  are  expressing  the  views  of  the  l^resident  upon  the 
floor  of  this  body.  I  know  it  has  t>een  claimed  by  the  progres- 
alves,  as  It  has  been  claimed  by  some  of  the  news];)aper  men 
whi«e  articles  circulate  throughout  the  Middle  West  and  the 
West,  that  the  President  as  a  matter  of  fact  is  against  the 
Old  Gmurd  and  that  he  Is  with  the  progressives,  but  In  the  East 
the  Impreaslon  prevaila— and  I  am  Inclined  to  think  it  la  cor- 


rect —that  the  President  is  with  the  Old  Guard,  becauae,  as  I 
sal<  a  moment  ago,  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  and  the 
Seoator  from  Pennsylvania  and  the  Senator  from  Connecticut, 
In  my  humble  Judgment,  have  his  ear  much  more  than  have 
any  of  the  progressives  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber ;  and, 
of  <  ourse,  much  more  than  have  any  of  the  Democrats  upon  this 
8ld<,  and,  having  his  ear,  stand  up  here  fighting  day  after  day 
for  high  tariff  rates  on  manufactured  articles  and  for  low  du- 
ties upon  raw  materials.  I  feel,  Mr.  President,  that  those  who 
are  charging  that  the  President  is  not  with  the  Old  Guard  are 
doll  kg  him  a  great  injustice. 

»:r.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  when  the  Senate  took  up 
ScHedule  7,  the  agricultural  schedule,  I  asked  that  the  para- 
graph dealing  with  livestock  be  postponed  without  prejudice.  In 
looking  into  the  matter  further,  I  find  that  the  committee 
amendment  does  not  deal  with  the  subjects  In  which  I  am  Inter- 
ested, and  therefore  I  withdraw  the  request  that  tliose  para- 
graphs be  postponed  without  prejudice. 

r.   SMOOT.     Then,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  return  to  the 
am^dmeut  In  paragraph  701,  on  page  125,  In  line  10. 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

r.  OOPELAND,     Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  that  we  could 
nolJ  hear  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

The  YICK  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has  asked 
that  the  Senate  return  to  the  amendment  on  line  10,  page  125. 

Mr,  SMOOT.  That  amendment  was  passed  over  at  the  re- 
qu<  at  of  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  who  has  now  withdrawn 
tliq  requeat. 

hf  VICE  PRESIDENT,    The  amendment  will  be  •'tated, 
e  Chiit  Clcbk.    In  Schedule  7,  "Agricultural  products  and 

visions,"  in  paragraph  701,  page  125,  line  10,  after  the  word 

r,"  It  is  proponed  to  strike  out  "  pound  "  and  Insert  *'  pound ; 
blood  albumen,  light,  12  cents  per  pound;  dark,  6  cents 

pound." 

e  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
antendment. 

he  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

he  Chikf  Clerk.  In  paraeraph  707.  on  page  1'26,  line  5, 
after  the  word  "  sour,"  to  strike  "  48  cents  "  and  insert  "  56.6 
cei  Its,"  so  as  to  read : 

( ;ream,  freah  or  sour,  56.6  cents  per  gallon. 

r.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusett8.  Mr.  President,  I  assume  it  la 
m^re  or  less  a  waste  of  time  to  attempt  to  modify  or  change 
th^  committee  amendment,  but  I  do  feel  that  the  Record  sljould 
contain  some  information  in  reference  to  this  item.  I  therefore 
to  submit  some  facts  as  to  the  exports  and  import  s  and 
as  to  the  rapidity  with  which  we  have  increased  the  rates  of 
dtty  on  milk  and  cream  since  1922,  all  of  which  evidence,  It 
se'ms  to  me,  indicates  that  this  amendment  Is  Indefensible. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

Fhe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BRATTON.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

rhe  VICE  PRESIDEINT.  The  Senator  will  state  his  parlia- 
mentary Inquiry. 

T.  BRATTON.  What  disposition  was  made  of  the  amend- 
ment on  line  4.  page  126. 

'h J  VICE  PRESI  DENT.     That  amendment  has  been  agreed  to. 

[r.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mas^achu- 
se^ta  ylrtd  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

r.  WALSH  of  Mas.s>ichusetts.     I  >Ield. 

Mr.  SM(X>T.  I  was  going  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  all  of 
these  duties  are  based  upon  the  relative  Importance  of  the 
commoflity,  l)eginnlng  with  milk  and  ending  with  butter  and 
cheese.  That  idea  has  been  carried  out  throughout.  The 
amendment  increasing  the  duty  on  milk  has  been  agreid  to, 
bet  I  want  to  say  that  the  same  relative  rates  are  provideu  for 
the  other  commodities  in  this  paragraph. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
dusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  was  going  to  make  a  statement. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  fear  the  Presiding  Officer 
w  II  take  me  from  the  floor  if  I  should  yield  to  the  Senator  to 
mike  a  statement. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Very  well;  I  will  not  Interrupt  the  Senator 
al  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
hhs  the  floor. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas-sachusetts.     I  call  the  attention  of  the 
'  Senate  to  the  rates  on  milk  and  cream  in  the  act  of  1922.    In 
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that  act  fresh  milk  was  given  a  dutiable  rate  of  2^  cents  per 
gallf'U,  and  creant — I  will  discuss  cream  at  the  same  time,  be- 
cause it  is  included  in  the  same  paragraph— was  given  a  duti- 
able rate  of  20  cents  per  gallon.  Under  a  proclamation  of  the 
President,  effective  June  13,  1929— bear  In  mind  the  date— fresh 
milk  l>ecume  dutiable  at  3%  cents  per  gallon  and  fresh  cream 
became  dutiable  at  30  c«its  per  gallon. 

Now,  observe  to  what  extent  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
has  disregarded  the  act  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
in  proceeding  to  levy  duties  upon  milk  and  cream  after  an 
extensive  investigation  by  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  tlie  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.     Yes. 

Mr,  SMOOT.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  tliat  the  presi- 
dential proilamation  was  limited  to  an  increase  of  50  per  cent. 
The  President  gave  the  50  per  cent  increase  and  could  not  give 
a  greater  increase  under  the  law. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts,  Did  the  report  recommend  a 
larger  increase  than  50  per  cent? 

Mr,  SMOOT,  The  report  recommended  a  larger  differential 
than  that  fixed  In  the  act  of  1922. 

Mr.  WALSH  <»f  Massachusetts.  But  I  suppose  both  the  Tariff 
ComndsMlon  and  the  President  reallss^d  that  their  limitation 
was  an  increase  of  60  per  cent,  and  therefore  recommended  that 
•urn  and  no  more. 

Mr.  HMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachtiwetts.  If  the  Senator  has  any  evi- 
dence that  the  Tariff  Oonimlsalon  recommended  a  higher  in- 
crease thiui  50  i»et-  cent,  I  should  like  to  have  It  produced, 

Tlie  House  bill  places  the  duty  on  milk,  freah  or  sour,  at  6 
cents  per  gallon.  IV*  cents  p<*r  gallon  more  than  the  presidential 
proclamation  of  Jum>  13,  1920,  and  100  per  cent  increase  over 
the  law  of  1922.  The  House  bill  recommended  a  duty  on  fresh 
or  sour  cream  of  48  cents  per  gallon,  though  the  President's 
proclamation  ma<le  the  duty  30  cents  per  gallon.  So  the  House 
lncrea.>«'d  the  duty  over  the  presidential  proclamation  18  cents 
per  gallon.  If  we  refer  back  to  the  law  of  1922,  we  see  that  the 
House  increased  the  mte  150  per  cent  from  20  cents  per  gallon 
In  the  law  of  1922  to  -IS  cents  iK-r  gallon.  The  rate  recommended 
by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  and  which  is  now  before  us 
for  consideration,  is.  for  fresh  milk,  6%  cents  per  gallon,  as 
against  the  law  up  to  the  presidential  proclamation  of  June  last 
of  2Vi  cents  per  gallon.  Either  some  Members  of  Congress  have 
l>een  im»st  derelict  in  their  duty  in  not  providing  a  reasonable 
duty  upon  ndlk  or  cream,  or  this  excessive  increase  Is  a  mean- 
ingless and  empty  gesture  to  give  the  appearance  of  providing 
in  this  bill  high  duties  for  the  benefit  of  the  agricultural  in- 
dustry. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  Pre«l<lent,  will  the  Swuitor  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Certainly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Finance  Committee  simply  increased  the 
rate  in  conf«)rmity  with  the  facts  found  by  the  Tariff  CtHOQ- 
missiou.  In  fact,  it  is  slightly  less  tlian  they  found.  The 
Tariff  Ck)niinisKion  fotmd  a  difference  in  cost  of  4.03  cents;  and 
the  cominitlee  simply  mad«  it  4  cents  increase,  Just  as  near  as 
we  could  to  what  the  Tariff  Coiumission  found  the  difference 
to  l)e. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  Finance 
Committee  recommended  an  increase  in  the  duty  upon  fresh 
cream  from  48  cents  per  gallon,  the  duty  levied  In  the  House  bill, 
to  56.6  cents  per  gallon ;  and  this  is  an  increase  over  the  duty 
of  30  c-ents  per  gallon  levied  in  the  law  of  1922  of  almost  100 
per  cent. 

Now.  Mr.  President.  I  want  to  submit  for  the  Recobd — be- 
cause I  want  the  American  people  to  read  these  facts — the  story 
of  the  pro(lucti(»n  of  milk.  The  jtro<luction  of  milk  In  this 
country  has  lncrea.sed  from  90.0r>8,0(X),000  pounds  in  1919  to 
120,706.000.000  ponivls  In  1923. 

The  1920  total  was  used  as  follows: 

Fifty-six  billion  pounds  plus  for  household  use  as  milk  or 
cream. 

Forty-three  billion  pounds  plus  as  butter. 

Four  billion  pounds  plus  as  cheese. 

Four  billion  pounds  plus  as  condensed  or  evaporated  milk. 

F«iur  billion  pounds  plus  as  ice  cream. 

Three  hundre^l  and  ten  million  pounds  for  other  products. 

Three  billion  nine  hundred  and  forty-two  million  pounds  as 
food  for  calves. 

Three  billion  six  hundretl  and  twenty-two  million  pounds  as 
waste  or  loss. 

So  we  ste  a  very  steady  and  constant  increase  in  production 
since  1919. 

Now  let  us  turn  to  the  imports.  The  imports,  the  extent  of 
them  and  where  they  come  from,  will  assist  as  in  determining 


whether  or  not  such  a  duty  as  this  is  effective,  and  when  it  is 
effective,  and  where  it  is  effective,  if  at  all. 

These  imports  come  chiefly  from  Canada.  Fifty-five  per  cent 
of  the  milk  and  05  per  cent  of  the  cream  enters  the  United 
States  from  May  to  September,  at  the  period  of  the  year  when 
there  is  a  very  largely  increased  demand  for  milk  to  be  used 
as  food  for  younger  folks,  and  for  milk  and  cream  to  be  used  in 
making  ice  cream.  The  cH)nsumption  of  milk  and  cream  in  the 
summer  months  Jumps  at  an  enormous  rate,  and  certain  sections 
of  the  country  have  resorted  to  Canada  to  get  that  extra  supply 
of  milk  and  cream. 

I  venture  to  suggest  that  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
CopEiJiND] — who.  I  observe,  is  interested  in  this  discus.sion — 
could,  from  his  experience  as  health  officer  of  the  great  «dty  of 
New  York,  give  us  very  valuable  information  as  to  the  extent 
to  which  the  consumption  uf  milk  and  cream  increases  in  our 
large  cities  during  the  summer  and  as  to  the  great  benefit  from 
a  health-producing  standpoint  of  milk  and  cream.  I  will  not  ask 
him  now  to  present  his  views  upon  that  aspect  of  the  question ; 
but  after  I  have  finished  I  am  sure  the  Senate  vrill  be  able  to 
have  his  views  as  to  the  effect  this  duty  might  have  on  the 
great  city  of  New  York  and  Its  millions  of  consumers,  e.speclaUy 
those  who  rely  so  much  upon  milk  and  cream  for  sustenance  dur- 
ing the  summer  months. 

I  said  that  the  Imiwrts  come  mostly  from  Canada  and  come 
during  these  montha  The  Importations  of  milk  in  1928  were 
only  0,499,424  gallons,  or  only  a  slight  increase  since  1923  of 
1.000.000  gallons,  though  it  is  true  that  the  importations  were 
7.380.20«»  gallons  In  1920, 

The  1928  import  figure  of  5,499,424  gallons,  when  tranitlated 
Into  pounds  at  8,6  pounds  to  a  gallon.  Is  only  47,686,046  pounds, 
or  about  0.0004  r»er  cent ;  about  0.0004  of  1  per  cent  of  the  total 
domestic  production  of  milk  and  cream,  which,  as  I  hare  stated, 
amounts  to  120.0(K).(I00,(KX)  r'<^»undg.  So  theae  slight  Imiwrtatlona 
that  came  from  Canada  during  the  period  from  May  to  Septem- 
ber to  supplement  the  production  In  northern  New  York  and  in 
northern  New  England  are  insignificant  and  Inconsequential, 
and  if  we  should  shut  them  all  out  it  would  not  be  of  much 
benefit  to  the  milk  producers  In  the  other  part  of  the  country. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massadiusetts.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  \Miat  are  the  importations  from  Canada? 
I  was  not  clear  about  that. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Importations  of  milk 
from  Canada  In  1928  were  only  5,499,424  galloBs.  The  impor- 
tations are  0.0004  of  1  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
further? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu-setts.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  How  much  is  the  increase  In  the  pending 
tariff  bill  over  the  present  arrangement?  I  do  not  mean  the 
bill  of  1922,  but  after  the  President  made  the  Increase? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  between  150  and  200  per 
cent  increase.  The  law  of  1922  in  regard  to  fresh  milk  Is  2V4 
cents.  The  prc^posal  before  us  is  6%  cents  per  gallon  for  fresh 
milk ;  and  in  the  case  of  cream  the  law  of  1922  fixes  the  duty 
upon  cream  at  20  cents  per  gallon,  while  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee recommends  50.6  cents  per  gallon — enormous  increases  on  the 
most  common  and  most  necessary  and  most  valuable,  1  venture 
to  say.  of  all  the  things  that  human  beings  consume  to  sustain 
life  and  to  promote  health. 

Mr.  NORBEOK.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  do. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  If  I  remember  correctly,  the  restrictive  meas- 
ures against  Canadian  milk  were  based  on  hygienic  arguments. 
It  was  claimed  that  Boston  was  in  danger  on  account  of  Ita 
milk  supply  being  of  uncertain  quality.  If  I  remember  rightly, 
Congress  passed  a  bill  here  actually  putting  an  embargo  on 
Canadian  milk  and  that  was  followed  up  by  an  lncrea.se  In  the 
duty ;  but  It  was  all  done  at  the  request  of  Boston  and  for  the 
welfare  of  Boston  I  thought. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  glad  to  Inform  the 
Senator  that  It  is  Just  the  reverse,  that  the  Senator  from  New- 
York  and  myself  vigorously  oppiJsed  restrictions  contained  In 
the  so-called  Lenroot-Taber  bill  adopted  at  the  request  of  some 
dairy  interests  in  the  Middle  West  that  wanted  to  get  the  New 
York  and  New  England  market.  We  produced  abundant  evi- 
dence that  the  Canadian  authorities  had  permitted  the  New 
York  public-health  officers  and  the  Boston  health  officers  to  go 
Into  their  twrritory  and  to  make  restrictions  and  in  every  way 
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•peratf  «o  M  t«  pr«1iiw»  nUlk  ta  a  itDttary  coBdttlon.    It  fa 

just  the  rexerse  of  what  th«  Senator  ttioufht  tl»e  sitoatioii  was. 

Mr.  NOKBBCK.    I  aat  aorry.    I  tboogbt  we  were  h«lp(nf  ©at 

B««ton.  .  .^. 

Mr  (TOriCLAND.    Mr.  PresWent,  w«l  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WAI.SH  of  Maaaackasettff.    I  yield. 

Mr.  roPBLAUfD.  May  I  aay  thla,  that  there  was  a  featvre  « 
lft*>  LeimKH-Tat>«r  bUl  which  1  thorouKbly  approved,  which  had 
to  «k>  wkh  the  Military  svperviition  of  tlie  milk  supply  aent 
Crum  Canada.  I  wovld  Mt  wiiita  to  hare  the  Rbcobd  «how  that 
1  cpp-st-d  that  feature  of  the  bill,  because  I  did  not.  I  favored 
tiiat  Ji»>«rtlly. 

Mr  WALKH  of  Ma«Mchiuiett.v.  Mr  President,  now  I  want  to 
twm  to  the  qtMHtioD  of  exporta.  Export*  are  lusignifleanL  In 
IV2S  tl»e  exports  auovnted  to  124,«10  gallon*,  chiefly  sent  to 
C'niiada.  Panama,  Mexico,  and  Cuba.  ,    . . 

Thf  conctaaions  which  «pp  reacbed  after  recitation  and  stwiy 
of  theoe  flinire<t  are  a«  folloMrs. 

'nw  imreafe  in  dutie*i  on  milk  and  cream  seems  unjoatifiahie 
for  the  foUimiriff  reasons :  ^^ 

Flret.  The  only  supply  of  mlik  and  crt»am  In.ported  has  been 
alnnir  a  natural  extension  of  the  inilk  stheds  of  New  Bagland 
and  New  York.  Nekher  New  Kngiand  nor  New  York  has  as  yet 
d»'TfloptHl  a  milk  snc^y  .idequate  for  Its  needs.  It  la  necessary 
fur  oar  distribntors  to  go  Into  the  Canadian  territory  during 
certain  months  of  the  year  to  get  their  milk  and  cream,  and  it 
will  be  tt  very  serious  handicap  upon  our  people  to  hare  to  pay 
Iho  adTanucri  price  for  asllk  and  cream  wblcb  must  follow  If 
these  dutli's  be«t»me  effectlre. 

Hecrm*!.  The  reUtion  of  milk  and  cream  imports  to  the  total 
dairy  prodarti<m  in  tiie  United  States  indicates  there  is  no 
(kUMrer  to  the  iMrodocer.  The  amount  of  niiik  required  for  milk 
and  cream  Imfiorts  Is  U-l  of  1  iier  cent  of  the  total  productioii. 

Third.  The  arw  aifected  as  to  comiumptioii  is  ^mall.  Lass 
than  0  i>er  cent  of  the  cream  aud  four  one-hundredths  of  1  per 
evnt  of  the  milk  imported  comes  in  west  of  Buffalo. 

Poartb.  SeasoiMil  nature  of  tht-  trade  requires*  ready  aecess 
to  milk  and  cr^uai  supplies.  liot  summer  aDella  frequently 
«:attse  a  aliurtage.  Is  it  fair  that  uuder  these  coudltlons  the 
«N«t  of  transportation  for  a  dlstajiee  of  1.000  to  1,600  miles 
ahoold  he  adtted  to  a  fair  charge  for  milk  aud  cream  produced 
In  the  natural  milk  shed  of  the  consuming  areas? 

Hons  further  pertluent  facts  are  as  follows : 

The  effwt  of  this  tariff  will  be  to  divert  from  the  cuUMualug 
public  Cauadlau  milk  and  cream,  and  oomi>el  them  to  purchase 
dairy  protlmts  from  the  far  West  which  would  mean  both  an 
iacreaae  Lu  price  and  a  leaaeoiag  of  quality  betuuse  of  the  long 
trelfht  liAul-  The  CanadUn  market  Is  very  accessible  to  the 
large  InduttrUl  centers  of  the  Northeast. 

We  must.  In  the  interest  of  keeping  down  the  coat  of  llvlug, 
fseek  to  get  our  necessary  oversnpply  from  the  nearest  possible 
market  at  the  lowest  possible  co«st  of  transportation. 

To  compel  us  to  go  to  the  Middle  West  when  there  is  a  dean, 
wholemme  8«ipp(7  in  Canada  Is  an  Injustice,  for  It  must  be 
remembered  that  these  Imports  come  n»erely  Into  the  Inda^trlal 
cities  of  the  Northeast. 

The  grwrteot  lajustlee  in  connection  with  this  Increased  duty 
la  that  the  harden  wiH  fall  1900  tbouc  who  need  the  milk, 
ntostly.  smalt  children,  as  well  as  invalids  and  the  poor.  In  the 
cost  per  family  of  five  it  is  estisMted  that,  in  case  these  duties 
hecome  effieetive.  It  wttl  mean  $0.30  per  year.  That  may  seem 
to  be  a  nnall  itevi,  hot  whc«  we  put  t^^ether  all  the  other  In- 
crfnm  that  are  hound  to  eome  hi  the  cost  of  Urine  because  of 
these  fctereaeed  rates.  It  is  going  to  be  a  very  serious  burden. 

I  want  to  say  Just  one  word  of  warning.  There  Is  a  pos- 
sibility of  this  bill  being  so  drafted,  especially  If  rates  are 
imposed  here  that  will  not  he  effective,  as  to  give  the  bill  the 
reputation  of  being  the  worst  drain  upon  the  pocketbooks  of  the 
con.4umers  of  America  ever  framed. 

We  can  not  visoallxe,  nnforttmately,  to  the  average  man  and 
woman  what  the  effect  of  a  heavy  duty  upon  some  steel  product 
nay  be.  what  the  effect  of  a  duty  upon  an  automobile  may  be, 
what  tho  effect  of  a  duty  even  upon  some  clothing  may  be ;  bat 
when  It  c«>mea  to  mBk  and  batter  and  bread  and  meat  and 
pitoltry  and  eerenis  and  the  other  common  foods  neeeseary  for 
exixteuce;  the  eonunon  man  aud  woman  can  viaoaliae  It,  and  I 
warn  the  friends  of  the  farmers  not  to  frame  thfai  bill  by  pot- 
ting It  in  the  power  of  their  opponents  on  their  own  side  to  suy 
that  the  bill  now  bdng  framed  is  a  bill  which  seeks  to  extort 
nniieeesaarlly  high  prfcea  from  the  great  worktaig  classes  and 
consamlng  poMIc  of  oor  indnstrial  communities,  asany  of  whom 
get  no  heocflt  from  a  protactlve  tariff  levied  for  the  benefit  of 
Industries.  I  smgiiai  that  you  be  careful,  thttt  yon  go  alowty. 
berauao  tbera  la  that  poaalbUlty  of  reaction. 

Therefore  I  hap*  that  Bcnatwa  on  the  other  §i6e  wlw  are  sin- 
atralj  and  camaatly  aiiifcig    ani  I  eonuMend  thea  for  thdr 
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cea]  — <o  raadjost  this  bill  In  the  interest  of  the  farmer,  not  to 
potlrates  Into  the  bill  that  wlH  not  be  generally  effective,  but 
wlH  be  construed  by  your  opponents  on  the  other  side  as 
tg  outrageons  and  excessive  duties  upon  the  consumers  in 
hnlastrlal    centers.     I   plead   for   moderation    rather   than 
ig  the  extreme  coarse  that  Is  threatened.    Indeed,  throngh 
demands  the  Finance  Committee  In  this  Instance  and  all 
this  schedule  have  proposed  to  levy  indefensible  rates 
have  already  made  the  bill  obnoxious  to  the  rousumers  of 
try. 

I,  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses] 
has  {already  been  quoted  as  referring  to  this  bill  In  that  manner 
fashion.  That  Is  the  kind  of  a  campaign  you  are  going  to 
1,  and  everybody  who  votes  for  this  bill  who  comes  from  a 
lunity  where  there  are  large  Indu5?trial  centers  must  be  pre- 
to  defend  himself  against  the  allegation  that  If  these  high 
upon  foods  are  translated  into  Increased  costs  of  living  he 
irtly  responsible  for  it. 
NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
WALSH  of  Massaefaosetts.  I  yield. 
NORBECK.  I  have  no  argument  with  the  Senator  who 
wartas  us  against  fixing  rates  <m  agriculture,  because  we  have 
had  in  the  consideration  of  all  tariff  bill.s  and  have  now  a  tariff 
on  m-aw  and  a  tariff  on  hay  and  in  a  great  many  cases  a  tariff 
on  ill  commodities  locally  used,  or  any  commodity  of  which  there 
Is  ab  exportable  f^urplus,  or  any  commodity  which  In  Its  prodno- 
has  almost  rvached  the  point  of  domestic  consumption  and 
danger  of  having  a  surplus. 

m  a$.snre  the  Senator,  however,  that  there  are  some  of  these 
mltural  rates  which  can  be  cut  down  Instead  of  increased, 
not  from  the  standpoint  of  the  farmer.  The  farmer  mu.-^t 
It  takes  some  little  earnings  to  enable  him  to  live,  and  I 
jnsi  want  to  remind  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  that  before 
a  rtimmlttee  there  appeared  Mr.  Green,  the  president  of  the 
American  Federation  <rf  Labor,  who  said  that  even  though  tariff 
duties  on  agricultural  product?*  would  add  to  the  cost  of  livins:, 
the  members  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  would  stand 
for  If iiem. 

did  f*e4  that  the  middleman  was  absorbing  too  mu^h  aud 
tha^  there  was  no  need  of  sach  increases,  but  he  said  : 

kt  we  are  trying  to  do  ia  t«  keep  the  farmers  from  comlnf  into 
tbe  titles  and  taklAg  our  jobs.  Therefore  we  want  them  to  have  goo4 
wagfs  oa  tbe  farms. 

r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  appreciate 
wh^t  the  8«iator  nays,  and  I  appreciate  the  splendid  address 
whl?h  he  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  a  few  days  ago,  wldch 
Impressed  me  very  favorably,  in  which  he  analyzed  clearly  the 
IfauRed  number  of  agricultural  products  on  which  a  tariff  duty 
wan  effective.  I  think  It  was  one  of  the  most  eullghteulng 
an<l  one  of  the  fairest  s^>eeches  that  has  been  made  durlcg  this 
wh<ile  tariff  debate.  I  was  delighted  to  find  tl)e  Senator  frankly 
stal  ing  that  on  certain  agricultural  prodiK-ts  the  duty  was  of  no 
conieqaenee,  and  therefore  I  know  the  Senator  will  agree  with 
my  suggestion  that  care  should  be  exercised  in  piling  up  Mich 
a  li  rge  nmnber  of  Increased  duties  here  that  the  argument  can 
not  be  made  tliat  this  Is  a  bill  unnecessarily  bur«lensome  to  the 
conmmers. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  said  all  I  care  to  say.  I  appreciate  the 
fac  that  It  Is  goli^  to  be  imposf^ble,  tmder  the  circumstances 
her ',  to  get  any  votes  against  any  duty  that  may  Ix?  proposed 
upon  an  agricultural  product,  and  I  must  be  content  with 
pot  lug  into  tbe  Rbcobd  from  time  to  time  my  views  on  these 
rar  ous  products.  However,  I  intend  to  protest  these  food 
rati  s  In  the  name  of  the  unorganized  consumers,  evea  if  I 
stand  alone. 

)  r.  BROOKHAKT.  The  Senator  has  had  a  good  deal  to 
say  about  these  ineffective  rates,  and  then  he  turns  around  and 
say  I  they  would  increase  prices  to  tbe  consumers.  If  they  are 
ineffective,  they  are  not  going  to  affect  the  prices  at  all. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachnsetts.  The  S«'nat<>r  did  not  do  uie 
the]  honor  of  listening  to  my  entire  argument.  I  have  again 
and  again  aud  again  said  that  these  duties  were  effective  only 
at  T-ertaln  periods  of  time,  and  In  limited  areas  lu  many  in- 
stances. I  did  say  just  now  that  It  was  not  a  question  of 
whether  they  were  effective  or  not.  That  ought  to  be  cousld- 
erel.  but  if  they  were  actually  lneffectlvt>,  you  should  be  care- 
ful not  to  pat  Ineffective  duties  so  high  that  political  opponents 
toM  show  or  attetnpt  to  show  to  the  consuming  public  that 
you  h.id  Increas^tl  the  cost  of  living  to  them  In  the  itrices  of 
food  prodncta. 

Br.  BHOOKHART.  Let  us  get  down  to  thU  agrlcnitaral 
Itei  I.  I  investigated  dairy  conditions  In  norihcm  New  York 
am  Vermont,  and  I  will  say  that  they  need  tbh^  protection.  I 
sai '  ImnAreds  of  abandoned  dairy  farms  up  there,  and  I  hare  n 
let  Mr  tnm  tha  Boston  Post  In  which  they  aaki,  **  Why  14  cents 
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a  pound  on  butter?  It  is  robbery  of  oor  people  up  here.  The 
dairy  is  the  most  prosperous  thing  in  the  country."  ^That  same 
day  there  came  Into  my  office  a  man  from  Boston,  who  had  just 
bought  a  dairy  farm  on  the  edge  of  New  Hampshire,  and  he  paid 
less  for  It  than  the  value  of  the  buildings  on  the  land ;  he  got 
the  land  for  nothing.  «*.*«. 

Mr  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  make  a  brief  state- 
ment to  the  Senate.  I  did  not  wish  to  make  the  statement, 
however.  In  the  absence  of  the  Senator  from  Washington  I  Mr. 
J0NB8).  I  have  for  some  little  time  endeavored  to  getln  toucn 
with  him  so  that  I  could  have  him  return  to  the  Chamber 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  to  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quomm? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Secretary  will  call  the  rou. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 

Allen  Frarlet  Kean  iho?t?idie 

Bingham  George  Kendrick  IHS^^n. 

Blnck  OiUelt  Keyea  11^^"°" 

Blaine  Olaaa  McKellar  §™"'l 

Boriih  QWnu  McMaater  Smoot 

i-r  g-ofdaborough  SoS?  & 

ranoer  Harris  Nye  i°^        ,r 

rlri^ay  Uarrison  Oddle  l!^?"*" 

S  SaSf  ^^  |»>er. 

Fletcher  Jones  Sackett  Wheeler 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-two  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.     A  quorum  Is  present 

Mr  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  make  a  state- 
ment with  reference  to  the  concurrent  resolution  for  adjourn- 
ment offered  by  myself  earlier  In  the  day.  I  am  not  mafang  the 
statement  because  I  was  disappointed  In  the  result  of  the  vote 
or  because  I  am  in  any  way  chagrined,  for  I  am  not;  but  in 
Justice  to  myself  and  my  associates  1 /eel  that  I  J^ou  d  ex- 
plain the  circumstances  which  surrounded  the  introducUon  of 
thQ  resolution.  Ordinarily  resolutions  of  that  kind  come  from 
the  majority  side  of  the  Chamber.  I  recognize  that  fact  and 
had  referred  to  it  earlier  In  the  day. 

The  situation  with  reference  to  the  attitude  of  Senators  with 
regard  to  adjournment  Lad  been  pretty  thoroughly  canvassed, 
I  thUik  and  was  thought  to  be  well  understood.  It  was  under- 
stood that  Senators  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber  desired  to  take 
an  adjournment  a  short  time  before  tl)e  beginning  of  the  regular 
session  It  was  understood  that  the  progressives  on  the  other 
Bide  of  the  Chamber  did  not  favor  an  adjournment.  It  was  our 
understanding  that  the  so-called  regulars  on  the  other  side 
would  support  the  resolution  for  adjournment  proposed  by  me 
after  conference  and  agreement  with  their  leader. 

Anyway  on  yesterday  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [mV.  JoNis],  for  whom  I  entertain  the  highest  regard 
and  than  whom  I  think  there  is  not  a  fairer,  more  sincere,  and 
honest  man  In  this  Chamber,  who  Is  the  leader  of  the  other  side 
in  the  absence  of  his  chief,  the  senior  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Watson],  approached  me  upon  the  subject  of  adjournment  Our 
views  were  In  accord  in  respect  to  the  matter.  We  canvassed 
the  day  when  the  adjournment  should  be  taken  and  agreed  upon 
the  23d  of  November.  The  Senator  then  advised  me  that  he 
would  to-day  offer  a  resolution  providing  for  adjournment  on 
that  day  and  I  am  advised  he  apprised  some  of  the  members  of 
the  press  of  his  purpose  in  that  behalf.  It  was  my  understand- 
ing tlien  that  the  regtilars  would  favor  this  course  and,  of  course, 
I  thought  he  represented  the  so-called  regular  element  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Chamber. 

This  morning  the  Senator  from  Washington  again  ap- 
proached me  and  we  renewed  our  conversation,  In  the  course 
of  which  he  advised  me  that  certain  Senators  representing  the 
regular  element  on  his  side  of  the  Chamber  thought  the  resolu- 
tion should  come  from  this  side  of  the  Chamber.  He  said  that 
under  the  circumstances  he  would  prefer  not  to  offer  it  and 
suggested  that  If  I  or  some  one  from  this  side  of  the  Chamber 
would  offer  It  that  It  would  be  satisfactory.  I  understood  him 
to  mean,  If  Indeed  he  did  not  so  exprewly  state,  that  It  would  in 
that  event  receive  the  support  of  the  regulars. 

I  rlld  not  fuppoae  there  was  any  politic*  in  the  matter  and 
so  stated  to  the  Senator  from  Washington  and  expressed  to  him 
my  wlllingneas  to  offer  the  resolution,  but  Indicated  that  I 
would  like  to  first  amter  with  my  associates  on  this  aide  of  tha 
Chamber.  ^^  ,  ^ 

After  I  had  conferred  with  my  aaaoeiates  I  decided  to  offer 
the  resolution,  understanding,  a«  a  raaolt  ot  tbe  conversatlona 
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which  I  had  with  the  Senator  from  Washlngfon  and  as  a  r«alt 
of  some  statements  which  had  been  made  to  me  from  other 
sources,  that  the  resolution  would  receive  the  support  of  the 
regulars  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber.  Under  these  circum- 
stances my  utter  amasement  and  astonishment  can  be  well 
understood  when  28  of  the  regulars  voted  against  tlie  resolution, 
I  am  not  complaining  of  their  action.  They  had  the  right  to 
take  It  If  they  wanted  to  do  so.  I  believe  the  Senator  fr<»i 
Washington  was  misled,  because  I  know  his  absolute  honesty 
and  sincerity.  ^  ^  .. 

If  I  have  misstated  anything  that  happened  between  the 
Senator  from  Washington  and  myself  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
have  him  correct  me;  otherwise,  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  bun 
corroborate  my  statement 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  Is  substantially  corr^Jct  although 
my  recollection  is  that  I  told  him,  with  reference  to  the  so- 
called  regulars,  that  I  thou^it  many,  if  not  most  of  them 
would  sui4>ort  the  resolution  If  It  came  from  his  side  of  the 
Chamber.  I  had,  I  thought,  good  reason  to  beUeve  that  that 
was  the  case.  I  never  dreamed  of  any  politics  with  reference 
to  the  mattM-. 

I  wish  to  say  that  I  have  always  voted  against  proposals  to 
adjourn  near  the  close  of  a  session.  I  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  I  would  vote  against  any  proposition  of  the  kind 
this  time,  but  on  reflection  and  wh«i  I  gave  thought  to  the  long 
sessions  which  the  Finance  Committee  had  during  the  summer 
and  appreciated  more  than  ever  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  had  been  sitting  here  day  after  day  ever 
since  the  bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate  and  that  the  other 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee  have  given  their  attention 
to  the  bUl  day  after  day  through  these  long  months,  it  seemed 
to  me  that  It  was  nothing  but  right  that  they  at  least  should 
have  a  week  or  so  of  rest  before  we  started  Into  the  regular 
session.  I  also  had  the  Impression  that  by  pursuing  that  course 
we  would  probably  get  along  with  the  tariff  bill  more  rapidly 
In  the  regular  session  than  we  will  expedite  It  by  continuing 
now  without  a  recess.  ^,    .^   ^ 

I  had  conversations  with  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
substantially  as  he  has  related.  I  had  not  had  an  opportunity, 
of  course,  to  talk  with  all  of  the  Senators  on  this  side  of  the 
Chamber,  but  I  talked  with  some  who  stated  to  me  that  they 
had  talked  with  others,  and  I  thought  that  substantially  aU 
would  really  like  to  have  the  adjournment  ^    ^^ 

Personally  I  was  willing  to  offer  the  resolution.  I  intended 
to  offer  It  not  as  assistant  leader  on  this  side  of  the  Chamber, 
but  upon  my  sole  personal  responsibility.  However,  after  con- 
ferring with  some  of  the  Members  again  this  morning  I  learned 
that  It  was  the  great  desire  of  most  of  our  so-caUed  regulars 
that  any  motion  of  that  kind  should  come  from  the  other  side 

of  the  Chamber.  ^v  *  .*  *k 

As  I  said,  I  thought  I  had  reason  to  believe  that  If  the 
motion  did  come  from  the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  then  they 
would  feel  perfectly  free  to  vote  their  sentiments  In  regard  to 
it  which  I  understood,  as  I  said,  were  rather  Inclined  to  favor 
an  adjournment  But  the  Senate  knows  the  result  I  will 
say  that  I  myself  was  rather  surprised  that  so  many  of  our 
friends  on  the  otiier  side  of  the  aisle,  as  well  as  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle,  voted  against  adjournment 

As  I  have  stated,  personally  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Senate  ought  to  adjourn  out  of  consideration  for  the 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee.     I   think  I   can  appre- 
ciate why  members  of  that  committee  would  vote  against  ad- 
journment ;  I  think  I  can  appreciate  why  the  honorable  chair- 
man of  tiie  committee,  who  has  been  giving  day  after  day  to 
this  work   should  vote  against  adjournment;  but  I  know  that 
he  would  have  welcomed  It,  if  the  Senate  should  have  accorded 
It  to  him  and  to  the  other  members  of  the  Finance  Committee. 
That  is  all  I  have  to  say  with  reference  to  the  matter. 
Mr  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  I  would  say 
anything  if  it  were  not  for  the  fact  that  the  Senator  from 
Washington  seems  to  think  that  the  same  condition  prevaUed  on 
this  side  of  the  Chamber  as  on  the  other  side. 
Mr.  JONES.    No,  not  entirely;  not  to  such  an  extent. 
Mr    HARBISON.    Not  to  such  an  extent.    I  think  if  the 
Senator  wUl  look  over  the  roll  call  he  wiU  find  that  there  were 
but  very  few  on  this  side  of  tiie  Chamber  who  did  not  rote  with 
the  Senator  from  Nortti  Carolina  [Mr.  Snciioiwl,  and  that  wltti 
refwMW  to  most  of  them  tiiey  had  expressed  themselves  to  tte 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  or  to  those  of  us  ^*»o  were  work- 
ImcWlth  him  In  Uie  matter,  and  bad  expreesed  the  thooglit  that 
the  Senate  should  go  right  on  through.    80  there  was  no  doioUs 
deaUng  nor  was  there  any  doubUMToesing  from  this  side  about 
which  anybody  knows. 
Mr.  JONB8.    Mr.  Preaident,  wlU  the  Senator  permit  an  inter- 

i  mption? 
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Mr.  UACRISON.    T«a.  ^    .  _.       ♦*.  * 

Mr.  JONES.  I  did  not  Intend  to  convey  the  impTesslaa  uiat 
I  thoo«;ht  there  was  any  double-dealing  or  anything  of  that  kind. 
Mr  HARRISON.  I  understand  that,  and  I  hare  very  deep 
symrathv  fur  the  predicament  in  which  the  Senator  fron  Wash- 
ington ban  found  himself  in  this  matter.  I  suppose  if  we 
ab'  Did  search  the  wl»oie  history  of  this  Senate  from  the  begin- 
BinfT  HP  to  this  day  we  would  never  find  such  confusion  and 
such— I  wllJ  not  soy  lack  of  lead«-slilp,  but  I  will  say  refusal 
on  th<'  i»art  of  those  on  the  other  side  to  have  a  leader.  So  I 
■ymimtbize  with  the  Senator  from  Wa^ington,  because  he  is 
pliiced  in  thiis  iMirtlcular  position  on  account  of  the  illness  of  the 
distliiguished  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson].  If  the 
Sei  afor  from  Imliana  were  here,  we  slKMild  l»ave  tbe  aame 
eondttinn. 

Senatori  on  the  other  side  of  tbe  Chamber  would  thrtw  him 
ck>wn  Ju«t  as  they  iiave  thrown  down  the  chairman  of  the  sen- 
atorial campai^rn  committee;  Juat  as  tboy  throw  down  here 
dally  the  chairman  of  tbe  Finance  Committee,  and  Just  as  they 
thrf'w  down,  and  then  laujrhed  over  the  fact,  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Washinicton  this  morning. 

(If  conrse,  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  SimmoksI 
would  never  have  assumed  to  offer  the  re.solution  for  adjourn- 
ment if  he  had  not  been  led  to  believe  that  tijose  who  belong 
to  the  Old  Guard  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  aixl  who 
-pretend  to  be  in  a  different  camp  from  the  so-calle<l  progres- 
slv*^  had  not  led  their  leadership  to  believe  that  tliey  wtmld 
vote  for  a  recess  of  one  week ;  but  either  for  the  reason  that 
they  wanted  to  punish  their  leader,  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  JoxBS],  or  beranne  of  a  lack  of  courage  or  because 
they  were  afmid  to  go  back  to  tlieir  States  for  even  a  week 
and  face  tbefr  people,  they  have  voted  as  they  have  In  the  con- 
sideration of  the  tariff  bill.  They  have  thrown  down  their  lead- 
ers and  say,  "  Oh,  well,  let  us  stay  here  and  work." 

Most  of  tbe  Senators  on  the  other  side  who  voted  that  way 
Iwve  either  had  trips  to  the  Panama  Canal  Zoae  or  to  Europe 
or  been  at  home  for  three  or  four  months,  playing,  resting, 
and  enjoying  thenuselves,  while  Senators,  such  as  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Bifoorl,  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  {Mr. 
BiMMO^sl.  and  other  members  of  tbe  Finance  Committee,  have 
8taye<l  here  and  worked. 

It  has  been  said  before  that  some  of  us  have  not  been  avray 
from  here  fi»r  seven  months.  Do  Senators  who  have  voted 
aguin.st  the  adjournment  resolution  think  their  people  have  not 
enough  appreciation  of  their  services  that  they  can  fool  them 
by  refusing  to  vote  for  a  resolution  which.  If  agreed  to,  would 
give  a  week's  vacation  and  rest  or  would  give  a  week  for 
Senators  to  attend  to  their  personal  affairs  between  the  dosing 
of  this  session  on  the  23d  of  this  month  and  the  reconvening 
of  Congress  on  the  2d  day  of  December? 

The  sesaion  which  is  then  coming  on  is  going  to  be  a  busy 
one.  We  shall  start  Immedlateiy  on  the  Vare  contested-election 
case.  Then  we  shall  return  to  tlie  consideration  of  the  tariff 
bill,  which  la  filled  with  thousands  of  Items ;  then  we  hope  to 
push  through  some  tax-reduction  measure;  then  the  great 
gupply  billa  wLU  come  before  Congress  for  consideration.  Yet 
Senators  on  the  other  side  did  not  have  the  courage  to  vote 
for  the  resolution  whkh  would  give  a  week's  rest. 

They  desire  to  say.  "  We  are  standing  by  Mr.  Hoover  in  his 
plea  to  tlie  Senate  tlmt  we  finish  the  consideration  of  the  tariff 
bill  and  pass  It  in  two  weeks."  when  they  know  that  it  is  Im- 
poasible  to  do  so :  when  they  know  that  Senators  on  this  side 
of  the  Chamber  have  cooperated  with  their  leadership  on  the 
otiier  side  in  briuging  quick  votes  on  the  various  items  and  in 
expediting  tlie  couidderatlon  of  the  bin  In  every  way  and  that 
we  are  also  pledged  to  Senators  on  the  other  side  that  we  are 
floAng  to  puraue  a  aimilar  course  in  the  future ;  but  because  some 
of  them  wantad  to  oppose  adjournment  they  said.  "No;  we 
bave  bad  oar  i««t;  we  have  had  our  recreiition;  and  we  are 
not  going  to  vote  even  for  a  week's  receas." 

I  hope  that  daring  the  night  sessions  some  of  the  Senators 
who  have  not  been  here  long  and  have  shunted  aside  their 
leadership  will  be  here  to  answer  the  roll  calls,  so  that  they 
will  not  have  to  answer  to  their  constituents  and  explain  why 
they  have  voted  against  giving  us  a  week's  rest,  and  were  un- 
willing to  come  here  at  night  and  work  in  the  consideration  of 
this  bill.  I  do  hope  that  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Chamber  will  get  together  and  acknowledge  some  kind  of 
leadership.  _^        ,     w 

Even  the  Senator  from  Utah  who  has  worked  hard,  and  who, 
■a  I  bi-lleved  and  as  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  believed, 
wonkl  vote  tor  the  resolution  to  adjourn,  did  not  have  the 
courage  to  do  it,  even  when  everybody  thought  he  was  going  to 
▼oC»  f  «r  it. 


at  may  be  the  reason  that  the  IS  or  20  new  Senators  on 

Republican  aide  who  iiave  formed  a  little  group  of  their 

and  who  devise  their  plans  and   lay  out  their  program;^ 

the  Senator  from  Washington.     I  suppose  they  say, 

ell,  if  tlie  chairman  of  the  committee  did  not  want  to  follow 

thel  Senator  from  Washington  and  have  a  recess  we  will  not 

w  him."    But  tlvere  have  been  brought  about  cliaos  and  con- 

m  on  the  other  sid&     May   we  hope  that   Senators  over 

will  soon  get  together  in  some  kind  of  a  spirit  ? 
r.  JONKS.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  say  merely  a  word, 
not  comdder  that  I  have  been  "  slashed  "  or  that  I  have 
be(4i  "  thrown  down  "  by  any  of  my  colleagues.  As  I  said  a 
nioiient  ago,  I  thought  I  had  fair  reason  to  believe  what  would 
be  lone,  but  I  may  have  assuuiod  Um  much.  I  know  that  tliere 
was  no  S^iator  un  tiiis  side  who  had  any  idea  of  throwing  me 
do^n  or  "  slasliing  "  me  or  anything  of  that  kind. 

r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  think  all 
Seiators  have  been  "  slashed  "  by  having  an  order  adopted 
wlich  requires  our  presence  hare  to-night,  when  no  Senator  ex- 
ted  it  and  many  Senators  had  made  plans  which  make  it 
impossible  for  them  to  he  here  to-night.  I  have  no  objection  to 
nij:  ht  ses.>^ion8,  but  I  do  think  we  ought  not  to  punish  ourselveg 
by  being  forced,  without  notice,  to  come  back  here  to-night  and 
stay  here.  I  therefore  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
wtjch  was  entered  on  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
Habrtbon]  be  rescinded. 

.VRRISON.    To  which  I  will  object    I  hope  the  Senator 


[Mr.  Hai 
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wi  I  not  ask  ttiat  that  be  done. 

*  «Ir.  W.VLSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  thought  perhaps  the  Sen- 
ati  >r  would  show  moro  generosity  than  he  attributed  to  his  col- 
i^guea  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber. 

he   PRESIDING    OFFICER    (Mr.   McNabt   in   the   chair), 
ectlon  Is  made. 

_r.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  a  year  ago  to-day  I  returned 
m  my  home  after  having  burled  my  wife,  and  I  have  been 
oui  of  the  city  but  twice  from  that  time  trntil  this. 

wont  the  Senator  from  Mis-sissippi  to  understand  that  I  am 
nok  a  coward-  I  have  not  asked  any  Senator  on  this  side  to 
vo  e  as  I  voted.  Nobody  asked  me  how  I  would  vote  in  relation 
to  the  question,  and,  go  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  win  stay  here 
juiit  as  long  as  I  can  stand  on  my  feet,  night  or  day.  If  that  is 
th(>  wish  of  the  Senate.  If  it  shall  kill  me,  all  right.  What  I 
wt  nt  to  do  Ls  to  pass  the  bill,  and  we  can  pass  It  without  holding 
niibt  seasions  if  we  will  stick  to  the  bill  and  talk  to  the  amend- 
Qi^ts  to  the  bill. 

Bo  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  am  perfectly  willing,  as  I  have 
sa  id  before,  to  let  the  coalition  agree  aa  to  rates,  bring  them  in, 
aid  let  the  hill  pass.  I  will  not  ask  for  a  minute's  time,  but 
w  11  be  glad  to  have  the  Senate  vote  upon  the  rates  exactly  aa 
the  coalition  may  agree  upon  and  submit  them  to  the  Senate. 
If  that  could  be  done  we  could  adjourn  before  the  23d  of 
Ni  jvemtier. 

If  the  Senate  wants  to  adjourn  on  Monday  or  Wednesday  or 
Sdturday  of  next  week.  I  am  perfecUy  willing  that  it  adjourn 
oil  any  of  those  dates.  I  know  that  we  can  not  pass  this  bill 
before  the  expiration  of  the  special  session  unless  an  entirely 
d  S^erent  attitude  toward  the  bill  is  evinced  than  lias  been 
evinced  during  the  last  month.  Let  us  not  tool  ourselves. 
■^  e  are  reasonable  men,  and  let  us  ghow  the  country  that  we  are. 
I  have  not  eriticixed  any  Senator  for  speaking  on  the  bill ;  I 
have  not  criticized  any  Senator  because  he  has  voted  for  or 
against  any  amendment.  Tbe  amendments  which  iiave  lieen 
reported  to  the  bill  are  there  because  a  majority  of  the  Republi- 
cln  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  agreed  to  them.  I  am 
clairman  of  the  committee,  and  it  was  my  duty  to  make  the 
rt  in  conformity  with  the  action  of  the  majority  members  of 
tie  eommlttee.  I  think  I  have  p«'rformed  that  diity.  Whether 
iTlieiieve  in  It  or  not,  I  consider  it  my  duty  to  stand  by  the  bill, 
I.  If  Ontl  gives  me  strength,  that  is  what  I  am  going  tf»  do. 
If  the  Senate  wants  to  adjourn  I  have  no  objection,  and,  as  I 
ve  told  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina.  I  have  not  tlie  least 
i4ea  of  asking  any  Senator  to  vote  against  adjournment.  I  do 
n  )t  think  tliat  politics  ought  to  play  any  part  whatsoevw  in  the 
qsestion  of  adjournment.  I  believe  that  if  we  were  able  to 
secure  a  little  reirt,  we  could  then  come  liack  and  pass  the  bill 
n  ithout  as  much  discussion  as  we  have  had  heretofore  during  its 
consideration. 

Senators,  ail  in  the  world  I  want  Is  to  get  the  bill  into  eon- 
f^nce.  I^et  it  go  there,  and  if  the  conferees  can  not  agree  on  it, 
Ttell  and  good. 

Mr.  BORAH-     That  would  not  be  well  and  good. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  tlxlnk  it  would  be  if  the  conferees  eoold  not 


I  have  already  said  to  the  Senate  that  the  two  great  questions 
Involved  In  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  tariff  hi  1  are 
the  flexible  tariff  and  the  debenture.  I  am  going  to  ask  tihe 
instructions  of  the  Senate  on  those  matters.  If  the  conferees 
can  not  agree  to  the  House  provisions  I  shall  ask  Instructions 
from  the  Senate.  It  is  the  Senate  action.  I  may  be  one  of 
their  representatives  on  the  conference  committee,  and  before 
any  final  action  is  taken  the  matter  will  come  back  to  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  for  instructions.  _,  ,j  -  . 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 

a  question?  „       .        .  tt«.„». 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes.  ,  ^     ^  ^a 

Mr  HARRISON.  If  the  Senate*  feels  that  way  about  ad- 
journment, why  did  he  vote  "  nay  "  this  morning  when  a  plan 
to  adjourn  was  laid  before  the  Senate?  ^  .  ,    .,.,       ♦ 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  voted  "  nay  '  for  the  rea.son  that  I  did  not 
want  anyone  in  the  United  States  or  anywhere  else  to  beUeve 
that  I  as  chairman  of  the  committee,  had  gone  back  on  tlie 
proposition  of  trying  to  secure  the  passage  of  this  bill.  I  said 
to  the  Senate  time  and  again  that  I  was  going  to  do  everything 
I  could  to  see  It  passed.  I  say  now,  as  I  have  said  before  that 
if  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  wants  to  adjourn,  I  shall  not 
object,  for  I  should  like  to  have  a  little  rest ;  but  I  am  not  going 
to  Iteg  the  Senate  to  do  it  even  if  I  am  tired.  .        „ 

Mr  COl'ELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  should  not  be  true  .c  my 
professional  training  if  I  did  not  make  another  plea  to  Sena- 
tors to  adjourn  the  Senate.  All  anyone  has  to  do  is  to  reaM  tne 
Recoru  of  this  afternoon  to  know  that  the  Senate  is  not  In  a 
fran)e  of  mind  to  legislate  as  it  should. 

This  morning,  on  top  of  the  statements  made  here  by  many 
Members  that  we  ought  to  adjourn  because  of  the  physical 
condition  of  the  Senate,  a  prop<Jsal  was  carried  overwhelmingly 
to  have  night  ses.sions.  ^       ,         .  ,j  *  » 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for 

a  question? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  will. 

Mr  HARRISON.  Does  the  Senator  make  the  statement  that 
the  Senate  is  not  in  a  frame  of  mind  to  legislate  as  It  should 
because  after  he  had  made  a  long  speech  for  adjournment  this 
morning  he  then  voted  against  the  resolution  to  adjourn? 

Mr  COPELAND.  I  voted  against  the  particular  resolution  to 
adjourn  because  if  we  are  going  to  stay  here  unUl  Saturday  of 
next  week  we  might  just  as  well  stay  untU  the  2d  day  of 
December,  because  we  shall  have  a  couple  of  days  off,  anyway, 
when  Thanksgiving  comes.  The  proposed  plan  offered  litUe 
of  rt*ftl  tK?iit*flt 

I  want  tlie  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  and  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  and  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi [Mr  Habrison]  and  all  the  other  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  to  have  a  decent  rest,  so  that  they  can  come  back 
here  and  help  us  to  pass  a  bill.  The  only  reason  why  we  do  not 
adjourn  on  Saturday  of  this  week,  or  to-day  or  to-morrow  or 
Monday  is  because  we  are  afraid  of  the  political  effect  upon  our 
particular  section  of  the  Senate.  If  we  had  30  cents'  worth  of 
courage,  we  would  vote  now  to  adjourn;  and  that  is  what  we 

ought  to  do.  ^  ^  J.      ,A 

Xo-day this  very  day — Senators  have  come  to  me  and  said, 

"  I  can  not  sleep  nights,  I  am  so  worn-out."  I  am  a  sort  of  a 
confessional,  and  I  have  no  doubt  my  colleague  of  the  medical 
profession  on  the  other  side  [Mr.  Hattieij)]  Is  one,  too,  for  men 
who  come  to  us  and  tell  of  their  disabilities. 

Why  Senators,  we  have  no  business  to  be  here  attempting  to 
legislate ;  and  the  worst  of  it  Is,  as  I  said  the  other  day,  that 
death  places  a  premium  upon  those  who  work  hardest 

When  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  an  hour 
ago  was  making  an  earnest  plea  regarding  a  paragraph  in  the 
bill  relating  to  the  farmer,  there  were  not  six  members  of  the 
farm  group  In  the  Chamber,  They  were  not  here.  I  want  the 
Recobd  to  show  that  they  are  not  here ;  that  this  Is  all  politics. 

i  beg  of  you.  Senators,  do  not  keep  up  this  farce.  To  come 
here  to-night,  after  having  been  eight  hours  in  the  Senate  Cham- 
ber, and  to  attempt  to  legisUite  hi  any  decent  way,  simply  can 
not  be  done,  and  you  know  it.  We  are  not  fair  to  the  citizens 
of  the  United  States  if  we  attempt  to  legislate  when  we  are  In 
no  condition  physically  or  mentally  to  carry  on  our  work.  I 
beg  of  you  to  take  a  sensible  view  of  the  matter. 

1  am  led  to  introduce  a  resolution  which  may  be  voted  down, 
but  I  Introduce  a  concurrent  resolution.  Mr.  President,  that  at 
the  enil  of  business  on  Saturday  of  this  week  no  further  work 
upon  the  tariff  bill  shall  engage  the  attention  of  the  Senate  at 
this  session.  I  want  to  put  it  in  such  a  form  that  you  will 
know  exactly  what  I  mean— that  on  Saturday  of  this  week  we 
shall  go  as  far  as  we  can  with  the  bill,  and  that  from  that  time 


forward,  awaiting  the  action  of  the  House  to  make  It  complete, 
we  shall  do  no  further  work  upon  the  tariff  bill  at  this  session. 

I  present  that  matter,  if  it  may  be  put  in  form. 

Mr.  NORBECK.     Mr.  President -. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  NORBECK,  The  Senator  from  New  York  referred  to 
the  farm  bloc  as  being  absent  during  the  address  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh].  I  know  that  most  of 
the  representatives  of  the  Northwest  were  here.  I  am  wonder- 
ing if  he  did  not  refer  to  the  new  farm  bloc  of  Mosks  and 
Reed.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Well,  they  were  absent,  too. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  Intend 
to  speak  for  anyone  but  myself.  Certainly  I  am  not  presump- 
tuous enough  to  attempt  to  speak  for  any  group  in  this  body; 
but  the  indictment  suggested  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Mississippi  was  sufficiently  broad  to  Include  roe,  since  I  voted 
against  adjournment  this  morning  twice — against  immediate 
adjournment,  and  against  adjournm«it  on  the  23d  of  this 
month. 


We  were  called  Into  special  session  for  a  certain  purpose, 
to  do  certain  work.  We  have  a  certain  task  to  perform.  We 
have  not  finished  that  task,  and  we  have  until  the  3d  of  next 
month  still  to  finish  the  work  we  were  called  here  to  do. 

It  is  my  judgment  that  we  ought  to  continue  on  the  Job  until 
the  work  is  done.  We  have  repeatedly  attempted  to  have  night 
sessions,  always  without  success.  I  am  hoping,  now  that  we 
have  agreed  to  meet  here  every  evening,  that  we  may  show  the 
country  by  constructive  work  done  that  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  is  not  impotent  Practically  everybody  here 
undertakes  to  say  that  he  favors  passing  this  hill  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment.  Then,  it  seems  to  me,  we  should  live  up  to 
that  suggestion  which  has  been  made  on  so  many  occasions  by 
so  many  Meml>er8  of  this  body. 

I  think  it  is  unfair  of  the  Senator  frtmi  Mississippi  to  suggest 
that  there  are  a  number  of  new  Senators  on  this  side  who  for 
some  cau.se  or  other  have  "let  down  on  their  leadership,"  to  use 
his  phraseology  as  nearly  as  I  remember  It,  or  who  are  fearful 
of  going  back  to  face  their  constituents  if  they  vote  the  other 
way,  and  accordingly  vote  against  adjournment.  It  seems  to  me 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  should  applaud  the  Senators  who 
have  recently  become  Members  of  this  body  for  being  sufficiently 
industrious  and  zealous  to  remain  here  and  assist  in  passing 
the  bill.  I  think  some  of  the  Members  who  are  older,  who  are 
senior  to  the  newer  Members  here,  might  profit  by  the  splendid 
example  they  set  in  being  willing  to  remain  on  the  Job  until  the 
Job  is  done. 

Mr.  TYDING8.  Mr.  President  a  point  of  order.  As  I  under- 
stand, a  motion  to  adjourn  is  not  debatable.     Is  that  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  is  no  motion  pending 
before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  we  have  been  talking  for  two  hours 
about  this  matter.  We  might  have  been  halfway  through  the 
agricultural  schedule  by  this  time.  I  suggest  that  we  vote  on 
the  pending  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment found  on  page  126,  line  5. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  from  Wlsconaln. 
Mr.  BLAINE.    I  am  going  to  accept  the  advice  of  the  chair- 
man of  the  Finance  Committee  and  discuss  the  immediate  thing 
before  us ;  that  is,  the  tariff. 

Mr  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Senator  from  New  York 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  What  has  become  of  the  concurrent  re*K>- 
lutlon  I  submitted? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  New  York 
is  addressing  a  parliamentary  question  to  the  Chair,  and  has  a 
nerfect  right  so  to  do.  The  proposal  has  never  been  formally 
made  by  the  Senator  from  New  York.  It  is  a  privileged  matter 
and  can  be  considered  without  debate 

Mr   BLAINE      Mr.  President,  a  parUamentary  inquiry. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    If  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
will  wait  Just  a  moment  the  Chair  Is  answering  a  parliamentary 
inquiry  of  the  Senator  from  New  York,       ^      .^     ,      , 

Mr  BLAINE  A  point  of  order.  Mr.  President.  I  under- 
stand that  when  a  Member  is  recognized  and  has  the  floor,  be- 
fore he  is  displaced  the  Chair  asks  him  to  suspend.  Here  was 
a  colloquy  between  the  Senator  from  New  York  and  the  Pre- 
siding Officer,  and  the  Member  who  had  the  floor  waa  left  with- 
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oot  any  InfonMtloB  m  to  what  waa  going  on  onleM  be  ceaaed 
hia  debate  to  Iteten  In  on  the  remarks.  _,  , ., 

MrCOPELAND.    Mr.  PresKJent.  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr'  RLAINE  I  rise  to  the  point  of  order  that  when  a  Sena- 
tAThaa  been  recocnlaed,  antU  there  is  some  parllamenUry  p»o- 
S^ure^^^fl^S?^ay  be  adTlaed  whether  or  not  he  may  pr<> 
ceod  It  is  out  of  order  to  Interrupt  him. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  present  occnpant  of  the 
chair  will  state  that  a  parliamentary  inquiry  waa  P«»P<«ef„^y 
the  Senator  from  New  York,  which  the  Chair  waa  attempting  to 
answer.    It  is  true  that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  can  not  be 

ttemipted  for  a  priTileged  matter  "f^", ^.^  ^^nSTf^rSln^^ 
Interruption:  and  the  Chair  assumes  that  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin does  not  now  deaire  to  yleid, 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  prefer  not  to  yield  at  thia  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Senator  decUnea  to  yield 
at  the  present  Ume.  After  he  concludes  his  remarks  the  Sena- 
Sr  from  New  York  can  offer  hLn  privileged  concurrent  reaolutlon. 

Mr.  COPeLaND.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield  for  a 

'"mt*  BLAINB.  I  may  state  that  the  rule,  as  I  understaj^  It, 
i»  that  if  I  yield  for  any  other  purpose  than  to  have  a  question 
aaked.  I  surrender  the  floor. 

Mr  COPELAND.    Will  the  Senator  yidd  for  a  question T 

Mr!  BLAINB.    I  yield  for  a  question.        ^  ,,  .         .      ^.. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Will  not  the  Senator  yield  in  order  that 
my  concnnent  reaoluUon,  which  la  in  form  now.  and  whl<^  I 
Informally  and  very  crudely  presented  to  the  Senate  a  lew 
minutes  ago,  may  be  laid  before  the  Senate? 

iTr  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  accommodate 
the  Senator  from  New   York,  but  I   can  not  yield   for  that 

'"^ThT^BESIDINO  OFFICER.    The  Senator  from  Wisconsin 

declines  to  yi^d. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRBSIDINO  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Wia- 
coDsln  yleid  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Will  not  the  Senator  let  na  vote  on  um 
matter  without  any  discussion?  ^       _.      ^ 

Mr  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  much  prefer  to  pro- 
ceed with  a  discussion  of  the  yery  important  question  that  is 
now    pending    before    the    Senate    in    connection    with    dairy 

"l  am  not  going  to  take  very  much  time.  I  should  like  to  dear 
the  mlnda  of  some  Senators  of  some  misapprehension,  some 
misunderstanding  respecting  the  rates  that  are  proposed  on 
dairy  producta.  If  I  may  be  permitted  to  continue,  I  am  sure 
I  can  conclude  very  shortly.  ^    _,  ,- 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER    The  Senator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr  BLAINB.  I  appreciate  the  position  of  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh].  I  listened  very  attentively  to  his 
nreif^ntatloB.  I  was  one  of  the  farta  group  who  were  present. 
I  think  the  Senator  from  Ma.^ssachusetts  has  failed  to  appreciate 
the  fundamentals  upon  which  these  rates  are  based. 

I  can  attention  to  thia  fundamenUl,  that  all  dairy  producta, 
whenever  we  are  dealing  with  the  question  of  tartff  rates,  must 
be  cou'jidered  In  the  light  of  the  butterfat  content  of  milk.  There 
is  a  formula  that  apirtles  to  all  dairy  products— whole  milk, 
skimmed  mUk,  milk  In  nny  form,  batter,  and  cheese.  I  am 
going  to  set  forth  that  formula. 

One  gallon  of  milk  containing  3%  per  cent  of  butterfat  weighs 
6.6  pounds.  Bight  and  six-tenths  pounds  of  milk  will  produce 
t.ei  pounds  of  butter  on  the  baais  of  an  owrnm  of  20  per  cent 

The  equivalent  of  the  butter  duty  per  gallon  of  8%  per  cent 
milk  la  tiJi  centa  per  gallon.  In  addition  to  the  butterfat,  the 
ff«8ldne  of  the  whole  milk  is  skimmed  milk,  and  the  duty  on 
skimmed  milk,  on  the  basis  of  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  which 
Is  the  equlvatoit  of  14  cents  a  pound  on  butter,  is  L76  cents 
per  gallon  of  skimmed  milk. 

To  the  duty  on  butterfata  as  butter  in  a  gallon  of  milk  must 
therefore  be  added  85  per  cent  of  the  duty  on  a  gallon  of 
skimmed  milk,  or  1.49  cents,  which  makes  a  total  duty  on  a  gal- 
Ico  of  milk  of  6l54  centa. 

The  bill  provides  6V4  cents  per  gallon.  That  rate  is  based 
upon  the  butterfat  content,  and  the  duty  fixed  upon  butter  and 
the  residue  of  milk  afte«  the  batter  ia  made. 

The  market  for  dairy  products  Is  very  sensitive,  A  slight 
change  in  the  rate  of  duty  on  whole  sweet  milk  or  cream  or 
butter  or  cheese  will  almost  immediately  bring  about  a  shifting 
in  th«  production  of  the  respective  dairy  producta  In  the  com- 
petitive countries,  our  chief  competitors.  That  was  very  clearly 
indicated,  as  I  pointed  out  a  few  days  ago,  tliat  when  the  Presi- 
dent Incivaaed  the  rate  on  batter  from  8  cents  a  pound  to  12 
cents  a  pound,  Inaving  cheeae  at  5  cents  a  pound,  the  Canadian 
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bu  ter  producers  immediately  went  into  the  production  of 
ch(e8e,  shifting  their  production  of  butter  to  that  of  cheese,  and 
Uwre  were  Imported  Into  the  United  States  from  Canada  .sev- 
en! million  pounds  of  cheese  within  a  few  months  after  the 
imreased  duty  on  butter  went  into  effect 

A  shifting  in  pnxluctlon  taltes  place  very  quickly,  and  unless 
tlM  rates  on  dairy  producta  are  equalized,  starting  with  a  basis 
of  l)utterfat  content,  we  may  have  a  shift  In  the  chief  competing 
cointries  from  butter  to  cheese  or  cheese  to  butter,  or  to  whole 

Ik  or  cream  from  cheese  and  from  butter.  So  that  it  is  essen- 
tial to  have  tariff  rates  on  the  various  dairy  products  equalizetl, 
using  aa  the  basis  ttie  butterfat  content,  and  that  Is  what  is 
proposed  In  this  bilL 

am  not  going  to  dlscu.ss  the  details  of  thia  pr<^posed  legi.s- 
latlon  further.  If  a  chan^D  is  made  In  the  rates  on  whole 
mi  k  or  on  cream,  there  should  also  be  a  corresponding  chan;;e 
wl  h  respect  to  butter  and  cheese.  If  there  are  those  who 
contemplate  that  the  rates  will  be  changed,  then  we  should 
bei'M  our  consideration  of  the  rate  on  butter  l)efore  conslder- 
ini  any  other  rate,  for  If  we  reduce  the  proposed  duty  on  milk 
or  on  cream,  we  will  find  the  chief  competing  country  of  the 
Uiited  States  with  respect  to  dairy  products.  Just  over  the 
bo  -der,  Canada,  shipping  In  her  milk  and  her  cream  at  a  low 
ra  e  of  duty,  and  out  of  that  milk  and  out  of  that  cream  there 
wi  1  be  manufactured  in  the  United  States  butter  and  theese, 
which,  of  course,  will  result  in  exactly  the  same  thing  as  would 
follow  if  we  reduced   the  rate  of  duty   on  either  butter  or 

Tknow  that  this  Increase  on  milk  may  Increase  the  price  to 
th»  consumers  on  the  Atlantic  coast  to  some  degree,  slightly, 
btt  the  increase  will  be  very  slight  It  should  not  increase 
ths  price.  I  want  to  say  now  that  the  farmers  who  are  pro- 
dicing  whole  milk  for  distribution  and  for  consumption  In 
ths  cities  are  selling  It  at  less  than  one-third  of  the  amount 
ths  consumers  are  compelled  to  pay  for  that  milk. 

I  am  also  convinced  tliat  the  tariff  on  butter,  even  at  the 
rate  in  the  present  law,  has  not  been  effective,  and  is  not 
ef  ective.  Butter  prices  in  the  United  States  on  the  New  York 
m  irket  •»  compared  with  butter  prices  on  the  London  market, 
are  only  from  6  to  7  cents  a  pound  more.  So  the  farmer,  the 
pr  Dducer  of  butter,  is  receiving  only  about  one-half  of  the  tariff. 
In  other  words,  the  tariff  of  12  cents  a  pound  is  about  50  per 
cent  effective. 

Who  profits  out  of  this?  I  repeat,  as  I  have  stated  time  and 
tl  oe  again  on  this  fioor,  it  is  the  cold-storage  people — those  who 
biy  the  farmer's  butter  when  it  Ls  at  the  peak  of  production 
aid  place  that  butter  In  storage  until  the  time  when  the  farm- 
er's production  is  at  the  lowest  tide;  and  therefore  the  cold- 
st  arage  people,  those  who  store  the  farmer's  butter,  receive,  dur- 
Ing  the  period  when  they  release  that  butter  from  storage,  the 
ei  tire  benefits  of  the  tariff. 

I  know  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  the  chairman  of 
tie  Committee  on  Finance,  has  argued  and  does  contend  that 
U  we  did  not  have  the  12-cent  tariff  on  butter,  the  foreign  butter 
vvonld  come  in  at  the  same  time  at  the  lower  rate  in  competition 
with  the  domestic  production  when  domestic  production  is  at 
it  J  peak  and  thereby  further  reduce  the  price  of  the  domestic 
p'oduct.  I  awpreciate  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in 
tliat  argument,  but  the  fact  remains  that  the  farmers  do  not 
niceive  the  full  benefit  of  the  12  cents  a  pound  on  butter. 

I  want  to  call  attention  to  some  statistics  to  Indicate  this 
TiTj  situation.  The  monthly  creamery-butter  production  In  the 
t  nited  States  in  1927,  by  months,  was  as  follows : 

In  January,  February.  March,  October,  November,  and  De- 
cember it  ranged  from  86,000,000  pounds  to  102,000,000  pounds. 
I  hat  was  during  the  period  of  lowest  production  of  butter. 

For  the  months  of  April,  May,  June,  July,  August  and  Sep- 
timber  the  monthly  creamery-butter  production  ranged  all  the 

Y  ay  from  110,000,000  pounds  to  190,000,000  pounds.  That  was 
duing  the  six  months  of  the  peak  production  of  butter.    That 

V  aa  the  period  when  the  cold-storage  Interests  Impounded  the 
batter  and  stored  It  for  future  sale,  and  during  that  time  those 
f  irmers  who  were  producing  butter  on  this  peak  production, 
pjrhaps,  received  a  very  small  benefit  from  the  tariff.  But  the 
c  )mpo8ite  benefit  for  farmers  is  the  difference  between  the  New 
1  ork  market  and  the  London  market  on  the  average  for  the 
J  ear  of  about  6  to  7  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  President,  the  solution  of  that  problem  lies  in  another 
C  eld.  It  is  not  In  the  tariff.  Therefore  the  dairy  interests  of 
t  jis  country  and  the  dairy  producers  of  thLs  country  feel  that 
t  le  amount  of  tariff  to  be  imposed  should  be  an  amount  that 
^  ould  equal  the  difference  between  the  c«J8t  of  production  at 
liome  and  abroad.  The  difference  between  the  cost  In  the 
T  hlted  States  and  in  the  chief  competing  countries  with  refer- 
t  oce  to  batter  is  aboat  14  cents  a  pound. 
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The  Tariff  Commission  made  a  report  In  1926  to  the  P™^* 
dent  of  the  United  States  In  connection  with  the  subject  of  but- 
ter On  page  25  of  that  report  the  Tariff  Commission  has  in- 
serted a  table  which  shows  the  average  cost  for  all  areas  in- 
cluded in  farm-cost  study.  The  total  cost  of  butter  laid  down  in 
New  York— that  is,  the  dwnestic  cost— was  56.06  cents  per 
pound  The  cost  in  the  then  chief  competing  country  as  found 
by  the  Tariff  Commission  was  In  Denmark,  41.11  cents  per 
pound.  The  commission  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  differ- 
ence in  the  cost  of  production  in  America  and  in  Denmark  was 
14  95  cents  per  pound.  In  other  words,  it  cost  almost  16  Jurats 
per  pound  more  to  produce  butter  in  America  than  in  Den- 
mark. -^ 

Denmark  is  an  important  competitive  iM-oducer  of  butter. 
Canada  is  also  an  important  competitive  producer  of  Gutter. 
But  in  order  to  protect  the  American  producer  of  butter  it  be- 
comes necessary  to  fix  the  rate  at  the  difference  in  the  cost  of 
production  In  the  United  States  and  in  Denmark,  and  that  is 
14.95  cents  per  pound.  The  committee  have  fixed  the  rate  at  14 
cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  President.  I  have  outlined  just  briefly  the  considerations 
which  enter  Into  fixing  a  rate  on  dairy  products.  If  there  is  to 
be  any  change  in  those  rates,  we  should  begin  with  the  para- 
graph relating  to  butter  and  work  out  the  other  paragraphs 
accordingly.  But  the  evidence  before  the  Congress,  if  we  are 
going  to  protect  the  American  producers,  is  to  the  effect  that  we 
must  fix  a  rate  which  will  equal  the  difference  in  the  cost  or 
production  in  America  and  in  one  of  the  chief  competing 
countries. 

So.  Mr.  President,  the  rate  of  14  cents  a  pound  becomes  the 
essential  rate  for  that  purpose.  That  rate  having  been  deter- 
mined, then  all  other  proposed  rates  of  duty  in  all  paragraphs 
preceding  the  paragraph  on  butter  should  be  fixed  according  to 
the  formula  I  have  outlined. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield.  .    ..    m     .- 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  stated  that  the  Tariff 
Commission  found  that  the  cost  of  producing  butter  in  the  United 
States  Is  56  cents  or  thereabouts? 

Mr  BLAINE.  They  did  in  their  report  in  1926  or  1926. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  find  that  the  Tariff  Commission 
report  to  us  that  the  average  price  of  butter  in  New  York  In 
1926  was  42.75  cents  per  pound ;  In  1927  It  was  47.25  cents  per 
pound ;  and  In  1928  it  was  46.75  cents  per  pound.  In  1928  the 
prices  ranged  from  39  cents  to  47  cents ;  in  1927  from  42  to  50 
cents;  and  in  1928  from  45  to  49  centa  a  pound.  It  would 
appear  then  that  for  three  years  butter  was  being  sold  In  the 
Now  York  market  at  something  like  7  to  10  cents  a  pound  less 
than  it  cost  to  produce  it.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  incorrectness  of  the  statement  is  due  to 
the  fact  that  I  did  not  make  myself  clear.  The  cost  of  pmduc- 
tion.  I  sliould  have  stated,  is  the  cost  of  the  quantity  of  butter- 
fat used.  Butter  in  the  process  of  Its  manufacture  has  about 
20  per  cent  overrun. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Then  we  should  divide  ths  56 
by  1.20? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Yes;  or  thereabouts.  I  am  sorry  I  did  not 
make  myself  clear.  The  Senator's  statement  would  have  been 
correct  had  I  let  my  statement  stand  as  he  understood  It 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  pursue  the  discussion  any  fur- 
ther except  to  call  attention  to  one  other  item.  When  we  leach 
paragraph  710,  respecting  the  rate  on  cheese,  I  shall  propose  an 
amendment  changing  the  ad  valorem  rate.  In  order  to  preserve 
equality  between  the  various  dairy  producta  and  cheese  it  will 
become  necessary  to  increase  slightly  the  ad  valorem  rate  pro- 
posed by  the  committee. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  before  I  begin 
my  comments  on  the  bill  that  at  11  o'clock  to-morrow  morning, 
if  I  can  obtain  the  floor,  I  shall  call  up  the  resolution  for  ad- 
journment which  I  offered  a  little  while  ago. 

Mr.  President  I  am  sorry  that  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts [Mr.  Walsh]  Is  not  In  the  Chamber  at  the  moment.  He 
called  attention  to  the  Imports  of  milk  from  Canada.  I  have 
before  me  the  report  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  to 
the  President  pointing  out  the  differences  in  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion of  milk  and  cream  in  the  United  States  and  In  the  prin- 
cipal competing  countries.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
pointed  out  quoting  from  this  document,  that  the  importations 
of  milk  In  1924  were,  in  round  numbers,  r),()00,000  gallons,  In 
1925  were  7,000.000  gallons.  In  1926  were  7,000.000  gallons,  in 
1927  were  4,500,000  gallons,  while  for  the  year  1928  the  quantity 
was  5,500,000  gallons. 


Of  course,  that  sounds  Uke  a  lot  of  milk,  but  as  a  matter  of 
fact  when  we  bear  in  mind  that  the  city  of  N'ew  York  alone 
consumes  about  34200.000  quarta,  or  about  800.000  gallons  per 
day.  Senators  can  see  that  the  largest  quanUty  Imported  In 
any  one  year  from  Canada  would  not  supply  the  city  of  New 
York  for  10  days.  ^,        _**     i  . 

I  think  it  proper  to  point  out  that  so  far  as  this  particuJar 
Item  of  the  bill  is  concerned,  in  my  c^Inion  no  consuming  pnuic 
need  be  greaUy  alarmed.  The  quantity  sent  to  Boston  or  New 
York  or  to  any  given  community  is  so  small  that  It  could  have 
no  effect  upon  the  price  either  way.  However,  I  realise  that 
In  my  State  the  dairy  farmers  have  been  much  diatreesed  be- 
cause at  certain  seasons  of  the  year  there  has  come  across  the 
border  a  considerable  quantity  of  milk  which  has  competed  di- 
rectly with  the  farmers  in  northern  New  York,  and  I  assume 
that  is  true  of  the  dairy  farmers  In  northern  Vermont  and 
perhaps  a  few  In  Massachusetts.  I  am  not  disturbed  about 
this  Item  and  have  no  disposition  whatever  to  find  fault  with 
the  proposal  regarding  the  rate  Imposed  upon  it. 

For  many  years  I  have  been  Interested  in  the  activities  of 
the  Dairymen's  League  which  is  made  up  of  about  70.000  mem- 
bers, most  of  them  dairy  farmers  of  my  State,  a  good  many 
from  Pennsylvania  and  New  Jersey,  a  few  from  Connecticut,  and 
some  from  Massachusetts  and  Vermont.  It  is  because  of  the 
great  success  of  this  organisation  that  I  have  had  personally 
such  faith  In  the  possibility  of  the  fanners  establishing  success- 
ful cooperative  organisations  for  the  marketing  of  wheat  and 
other  grains  as  well  as  other  farm  products. 

It  is  a  much  more  difficult  thing  to  market  milk  than  it  is  to 
market  wheat  because  milk  can  not  be  stored  away  for  weeka 
and  months  as  grains  can  be.    It  is  a  product  which  deteriorates 
so  quickly  that  unless  It  is  taken  to  the  consumer  within  48 
hours  it  Is  practically  useless,  at  least  to  be  sold  as  fluid  milk. 
The  dairy  farmers  deserve  every  possible  afesistance  they  can 
be  given.    There  is  a  much  greater  menace  from  the  importatlcm 
of  cream,  and  especially  sour  cream,  and  particularly  butter. 
I  have  no  question  at  all  that  it  is  important  that  the  farmM* 
should  be  given  ample  protection  on  some  milk  producta.     The 
reason  why  special  attrition  must  be  given  to  the  by-products 
of  milk,  if  I  may  put  it  that  way,  is  because  the  flow  of  milk  is 
very  uneven.     During  the  flush   season,   the  season  wnen  the 
meadows  are  lush  and  the  flow  of  milk  Is  great,  there  is  a 
surplus.     Fortunately  that  season  corresponds  with  the  season 
of  greatest  demand  for  the  product  for  it  is  in  the  warm  weather 
when  milk  is  most  largely  consumed  for  beverage  and  other  pur- 
poses.    But  there  is  so  great  a  surplus  that  it  is  necessary  to 
manufacture  the  surplus  milk  into  various  products,  such  as 
butter,  cheese,  evaporated  milk,  condensed  milk,  milk  powder, 
and  so  forth.    If  the  surplus  is  converted  into  butter,  it  can  be 
put  in  cold  storage  and  kept  indefinitely  and  can  be  sold  when 
there  is  a  demand  for  it ;  in  other  words,  orderly  marketing  is 
possible,  provided  funds  are  available  for  carrying  over  these 
by-products  of  milk. 

There  Is  a  tremendous  importation  of  butter  from  Denmark, 
and  it  has  had  its  effect  from  time  to  time  upon  the  sale  of 
American-made  butter  in  the  domestic  market.  Of  course,  the 
proWem  we  have  to  deal  with  In  New  York  Is  different,  I  have 
no  question,  from  the  problem  the  dairy  fanner  of  Wisconsin 
and  Minnesota  has  to  deal  with,  because  there,  to  a  great  extent, 
I  understand,  the  milk  Is  converted  at  once  into  other  products. 

For  my  part,  as  the  repre.sentative  of  a  consuming  public — 
and  I  know  that  I  speak  the  sentiment  of  my  people  when  I 
say  this — I  am  willing  to  vote  a  reasonable  advance  In  the  rate 
of  tariff  upon  dairy  products  in  which  our  farmers  actually 
compete  with  the  foreigner;  but  there  is  no  advantage,  one 
way  or  the  other,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  in  having  a  tariff  upon 
milk.  There  is  always  a  suri^us  of  milk.  It  is  like  flxlng  a 
tariff  ujxtn  wheat  which  is  inoperative,  because  we  have  an 
exportable  surplus  of  wheat  all  the  time. 

The  problems  of  the  farmer  have  been  presented  time  and 
again  in  the  city  of  New  York.  The  great  groups  of  laboring 
people  and  the  labor  unions  of  my  dty  have  always  Indorsed 
the  program  for  farm  relief,  and  are  glad  to  contribute  their 
part  toward  the  success  of  the  farmer,  because  we  are  a  great 
manufacturing  center,  and  unless  there  can  be  prosperity  on 
the  farm,  where  the  products  of  the  city  are  sold,  there  mu«[t 
follW  in  greater  or  less  degree,  unemplosrment  In  the  manu- 
factories of  the  city.  Our  working  people  realize  that  fact, 
and  so  are  willing  to  contribute  their  portion  toward  lending 
assistance  to  the  fanners  of  America.  However,  so  far  as  this 
particular  amendment  Is  concerned,  the  one  now  before  us,  I 
am  sure  that  my  friend  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walah]  and 
others  who  are  concerned  over  the  danger  of  an  increase  in  the 
cost  of  the  essential  foods  of  the  consuming  public,  need  have 
no  worry,  because,  as  I  have  pointed  out  the  importations  of 
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tkbi  product  •?»  hifliiMttlnMil  m  eomj*i*d  wltb  d»  eMMUiupUon 
Ib  my  McCtf'B  of  the  eoantry.  ^    .        ^ 

Mr.  WALHB  of  MonUfM,  Mr.  PrmiOmt,  I  am  «Dtlrely  ■•tto- 
«ed  that  tJi«  best  Mnric«  Uut  could  tw  rendered  to  tko  farmioff 
■opoUtloa  In  connection  with  thin  bllJ  would  be  MKrta  as  Is 
dir<HiMi  to  rfdut'inc  t\te  rat«»  on  lodoctrUl  prodocte  nther  than 
|Bcre««inf  the  ratoR  on  H«rieaUaral  prodnctai  Moreorer.  for 
fMeoBii  whlrli  I  bare  aet  forth  elaewbPre.  and  which  I  do  not 
porptiee  to  repeat  here,  I  think  It  an  exceedingly  sbort-aigbted 
policy  to  be  Imporfng  high  and  practically  problbitlre  dnties 
upon  ererytldng  that  coin«»a  to  the  United  Stat**  from  the 
■elshborlng  country  of  Canada.  I  do  not  think,  iKr^erer,  Mr. 
Pr«^<lefit.  with  all  doe  respect  to  my  esteemed  friend  the 
Senator  from  Maasacbutietta  that  the  State  of  Maaaacbosetta 
ought  to  complain  Tery  aeriously  about  duties  on  agricultural 
products,  lDa.><mucb  as  Massachuaetts  derives,  as  was  dlscloaed 
by  a  schedule  put  Into  the  Umcobd  on  the  7th  of  this  month, 
benefits  ag^egating  $814,000,000,  according  to  the  computation 
of  an  expert  of  the  Department  of  Commerce.  So  If  the  people 
of  the  State  of  Massacha-^etts  should  be  required  to  pay  a  little 
more  for  butter  and  cream  they  ought  not  to  complain  very 
bitterly  about  it. 

However,  Mr.  Presitlent.  I  can  not  believe  that  there  ought  to 
be  an  Increase  In  the  duty  on  either  butter,  cream,  or  milk  as 
the  duty  has  been  fixed  by  the  present  law  and  by  the  Tariff 
Commission  with  the  aaslsUnce  of  the  President.  In  addition  to 
the  information  to  which  I  invite<l  attention  a  little  while  ago 
concerning  current  prices  for  Iwtter  In  the  New  York  market,  I 
want  to  8ubralt  two  parugrapiis  from  the  report  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  upon  which  we  are  supposed  to  act  I  read  from 
page  1063  as  follows: 

Th«  average  tarai  and  plant  coat  of  producing  40  per  cent  creun  In 
tJM  United  State*  waa  about  $2.55  per  gallon.  Thia  average  coat  In- 
clade9  the  reUtlvely  low-coat  areaa  in  the  North  Central  States,  such 
aa  Wtoeonaln  aad  Mlaneaota,  wfalcb  ahip  cream  to  the  eaatem  market*. 

The  average  coat  of  producing  40  per  cent  cream  in  Canada  was 
aboat  $2.18  per  gallon.  Average  traaaporUtion  diarge*  not  Included 
In  the  above  coata  were  about  5  centa  per  gallon  on  doraeatle  cream  to 
New  Yoi*  and  Boaton.  Transportation  charges  on  Canadian  cream 
to  the  aame  market*  were  about  9  cents  {>er  gallon. 

The  difference  between  a  cost  of  $2.55  In  the  United  States 
and  $2.18  In  Canada,  taking  account  of  the  difference  In  the 
cost  of  transportation,  makes  33  cents.  Adding  5  cents  to  $2.55 
makes  $2.60,  and  adding  9  cents  to  $2.18  makes  $2.27,  a  differ- 
ence of  33  cents,  according  to  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion in  the  summary,  which  is  before  us. 

The  present  law  Imposes  a  duty  of  48  cents  on  a  difference  In 
the  cost  of  production  of  33  centa,  and  it  Is  proposed  to  raise  the 
rate  of  duty  to  56.6  cents.  I  appeal  to  our  frlmds  who  are 
slnt-erely  desirous  of  helping  the  farmers  to  give  no  kind  of 
countenance  to  rates  that  can  not  be  Justified  npon  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  by  asking  in  the 
case  of  cream,  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  of  which 
Is  33  cents,  fur  a  rate  of  56.6  cents. 

Moreover,  if  any  such  rate  should  be  prescribed  by  the  Con- 
gress and  the  flexible  provision  should  remain  in  the  law,  there 
would  be  nothing  for  the  commission  to  do,  upon  Its  own  find- 
ings, except  to  reduce  that  rate  by  50  per  cent,  or  at  leaat  by  as 
much  as  shall  reduce  it  so  that  the  duty  shall  amount  to  no 
more  than  33  cents. 

Now  I  wish  to  have  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin [Mr.  Blaine]  for  a  moment  The  Senator  from  Wiscon- 
sin gives  us  the  item  of  56  cents  as  the  cost  of  producing  not  a 
pound  of  butter  but  a  pound  of  butterfat,  and  butterfat  will  pro- 
duce butter  to  the  extent  of  120  per  cent  of  its  weight  Accord- 
ingly the  coat  of  producing  so  much  butterfat  as  goes  Into  a 
pound  of  butter  la  56.  divided  by  1.20,  which  is  47  cents  a 
pound ;  that  Is  to  say,  the  butter  cost  47  cents  a  pound.  The 
butterfat  competing  with  It  costs,  according  to  the  statement  of 
the  Senator,  42  cents  a  pound,  and  the  cost  of  a  pound  of  for- 
eign butter,  figuring  on  the  basis  of  1.20,  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, would  be  35  cents  a  pound.  The  difference,  then,  in  the 
cost  of  proiluclng  1  pound  of  butter  at  home  and  abroad  is  the 
difference  between  47  cents  and  35  cent.>',  according  to  the  very 
figures  given  to  us  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  In  other 
worda.  the  dIffM'ence  in  the  cost  of  producing  a  pound  of  butter 
la  12  cents,  the  duty  now  fixed  by  the  law,  which  it  Is  proposed 
to  raise  to  14  cents. 

We  can  not  appeal  to  this  body  to  reduce  industrial  rates  to 
represent  the  difference  in  the  coat  of  production  here  and 
abroHd— and  there  will  be  practically  no  oppoaitlon  to  rates  of 
that  character  npon  this  aide  of  the  Cluimber,  I  am  aure — we 
can  not  appeal  to  the  Senate  to  reduce  rates  upon  the  manufac- 
tured products  if  they  ahall  be  no  greater  than  what  will  refire- 
•eiit  tb«  diUMvocs  IB  the  coat  of  production  here  and  abroad  if 


flt  the  saioe  tims  we  are  asblng  for  rates  opoo  agricultural 
I  rodocts  in  excess  of  such  difference, 

Mr.  BROOKOABT.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Montana.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BBOOKHABT.  Does  the  Senator  know  what  rate  ot 
1  rages  the  commission  allowed  the  farmer  for  his  work  in 
irodadng  the  batter  and  milk? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  do  not  undertake  to  chaHenge 
t  le  flgures  of  the  commission.  The  Senator  from  Iowa  may  do 
s  y  My  present  Information  is  as  I  have  indicated,  and  I  take 
1 :  for  granted  the  figures  are  correct 

Mr.  BROOK  HART.  They  are  correct  on  one  ba.sls,  but  not 
on  the  riRht  ba-sis. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  may  be  so.  The  Senator  may 
t  B  prepared  to  convince  the  Senate  that  the  figures  given  us  by 
t  le  Tariff  Commission  are  erroneous. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  They  are  correct,  considering  the  basis 
i?hich  was  used.  I  want  to  use  a  different  basis;  I  want  to 
idd  compensation  to  the  farmer  for  his  work;  I  want  to  allow 
in  adequate  depreciation  for  the  buildings  and  work  animals 
ind  breeding  animals. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  assume  that  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion endeavored  to  do  that 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  It  did  not  pretend  to  do  it  It  Pimply 
I  ook  the  wages  the  farmer  gets  out  of  the  low  prices  he  re* 

<  elves,  which  is  not  fair. 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Montana.  Of  course,  the  Senator,  then,  will 
1 «  obliged  to  challenge  the  figures  of  the  coimulssion. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  The  figures  are  all  right  when  the  Agri- 
cultural Department  method  of  figuring  costs  Is  taken,  but  we 
<an  not  get  farm  relief  by  holding  the  farmers  down  to  that  sort 
<if  a  cost  of  production. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President,  so  far  as  milk  and 

<  ream  are  concerned,  it  Is  understood  that  the  milk  and  cream 
'ehich  will  be  affected — and  no  other  milk  and  cream  will  be 
iiffected — by  this  increase  in  rates  Is  the  milk  and  cream  that 
foes  to  the  great  industrial  and  commercial  centers,  such  as 
Boston,  New  York,  Philadelphia,  and  other  great  cities  in  that 
I  ection  of  the  country,  coming  from  the  immediate  neighborhood 
I  nd  possibly  from  as  far  west  as  Wisconsin. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  told  us  a  little  while  ago  that  he  had 

lieen  In  northern  New  York  and  Vermont  and  he  found  the  dairy 

farms  there  are  abandoned  for  one  reason  or  another,  and  he 

I  hlnks  that  a  little  tariff  will  help  them.    Mr.  President  so  far 

IS  that  section  of  the  country  is  concerned,  they  are  represi'uted 

lere  by  able  Senators,  and  I  dare  say  that  we  may  very  well 

rust  the  Senators  from  those  States  to  take  care  of  the  Inter- 

>sts  of  the  people  of  those  States.    If  they  are  not  complaining, 

f  they  are  not  asking  for  an  increase  in  the  duty  upon  milk  and 

jream,  it  seems  as  though  we  from  the  far  West  ought  not  to 

I  institute  onrselves  the  representatives  of  their  interests. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  l*resident,  in  answer  to  the  Senator's 
statement  I  will  say  that  the  dairy  organizations  of  that  section 
;ame  to  me  and  asketl  me  to  offer  an  amendment  increasing  these 
rates,  and  that  those  engaged  in  dairying  whom  I  met  In  north- 
ern New  York  and  In  Vermont  made  the  same  request.  The 
Senators  from  New  York  may  not  be  exactly  representing  the 
nterest  of  the  farmers  of  the  northern  part  of  that  State 
ft-hen  they  take  a  different  view. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  have  stated  the  considerations 
that  Induce  me  to  believe  that  the  rates  ought  not  to  b© 
ncrea.«ied. 

Mr.   COPELAND.     Mr.   President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  hour  of  5.30  o'clock  having 
arrive<l,  the  Senate  stands  in  recess  nntil  7.30  o'clock  this  evening. 
Thereupon  (at  5  o'cloc-k  and  30  minutes  p.  m.),  under  the  order 
previously  entered,  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  7.30  o'clock 
p  m. 


ETENTNG  SESSION 

The  Senate  rea.ssembled  at  7  o'clock  and  30  minntes  p.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temiwre.  House  bill  2667  is  before  the 
Senate  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

BXVISION   or  THE  TARIFF 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encouraKe  the  indus- 
trie*  of -the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temprire.  The  pending  amendment  is 
on  page  126,  line  5. 

Mr.  BOBAH.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum. 
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Mr.  HABRI«ON.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  withhold 
tliat  Naggestion  for  just  a  moment? 

Mr,  BOBAH.    Ye«.  _^^,       ^        .^  ^.. 

Mr.  HABBI80N.  I  hope  the  Senator  w«l  not  make  that 
point  now.  Let  UK  Mee  if  we  can  nf>t  get  along  with  a  few  items 
here,  and  then  let  tlie  Senatf.r  ral«e  the  i»olnt. 

Mr.  ItOBAH.  I  do  not  care  for  a  quorum  unless  other  sena- 
tors desire  it  ,        ^„*,^„t 

Mr.  HARBISON.    Let  m*  see  If  we  can  not  get  along  wiicoui 

a  quorum  f»>r  u  few  minutes. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Very  weU. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  *sree.ng 
to  the  amen<lnient  proix)»*ed  by  the  committee  on  page  126,  line 
6.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  CnihJ-  Cijckk.  In  paragraph  707.  page  126,  line  5,  striKe 
out  •'  4H  cents  *  and  insert  '*  56.6  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Cream,  fresh  or  sour,  56.6  cents  per  gaUou. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  wi-sh  Senators  would  give 
their  attention  for  just  a  moment  and  I  think  we  can  hasten 
the  coiLsideration  of  paragraphs  707  and  708  In  this  way. 

All  the  iteuLs  in  paragrnphs  707  and  708  should  l)e  made  to 
conform  to  whatever  rate  is  provided  for  butter.  The  rate  on 
butter  is  the  basis  of  all  those  rates.  Therefore  I  am  B<^»nK  to 
ask  unanimous  consent  ft)r  the  c<»nsideration  of  paragraph  70», 
butter.  14  cents  per  pound,  and  if  that  is  reduced  according  to 
the  amendments  that  have  been  suggested  to  12  cents,  I  shall  ask 
that  all  of  these  other  amendments  be  rejected  and  the  proper 
rate  put  into  each  of  those  paragraphs. 

Mr.  .McKELLAR.     There  is  no  committee  amendment  as  to 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  know  It.     1  am  going  to  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent that  that  be  done.  .„  .io„ 
Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  it  was  the  understanding  to-day 

that  that  would  not  be  done. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     All  right,  Mr.  President. 

Mr  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  in  the  case  of  the  first  three 
schedules  we  were  to  take  up  the  Senate  committee  amendments 
and  then  go  on  to  the  other  schedules  before  coming  ba<*  to 
the  flr><t  three:  but  in  the  case  of  the  schedules  we  are  now 
considering  we  are  to  take  up  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ments first  and  then  the  individual  amendments,  and  finish  the 
schedule  before  going  to  the  other  schedules. 

Mr.  DILL.     No.  Mr.  President:  that  was  not  the  agreement 
Mr.  McKELLAR.     No;  that  was  not  the  agreement. 
Mr    HARRISON.     I  understood  that  that  was  the  program. 
Mr!  SMOOT.     No.    I  asked  for  that,  and  it  was  refused.    We 
sliall  have  to  go  on  now  with  the  committee  amendments. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  had  hoped  that  the  request  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  would  be  agre^  to,  because,  of  course,  the  rate 
that  we  fix  upon  butter  will  determine  the  rates  that  we  fix 
upon  cream  and  upon  milk  and  upon  everything  from  which 
butter  Is  made:  and  the  rates  on  milk  and  cream  and  those 
things  can  not  be  fixed  until  we  do  fix  the  basis  on  butter. 

Mr.   McKELLAR.     Mr.   President,   if  the   Senate   committee 
amendments  are  agreed  to.  that  indirectly   at  least  fixes  the 
rate  on  butter,  because  everybody  understands  the  situation. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  a  poor  way  to  do  it,  however. 
Mr.  McKELLAR.     Perhaps  it  is. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Mr.  President,  the  readjustment  of  these  related 
items  should  be  more  comprehensive  than  indicated  by  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi.  The  chief  cost  In  the  conduct  of  a 
dairy  farm  Is  the  concentrated  feed ;  aud  I  note  from  this  bill 
that  nearly  if  not  quite  all  constituents  of  concentrated  feed- 
stuffs  have  been  raised. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Therefore  the  figures  presented  here  late  in  the 
afternoon  by  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr,  Walsh]  are  not 
worth  a  thrip  if  we  are  going  to  raise  the  tariff  on  wheat  and 
oats  and  com  and  every  other  ingredient  of  dairy  cMic-entrates. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  question  of  butter  is  the 
Important  one  to  decide  upon.  If  14  cents  a  pound  is  not  suffi- 
cient change  it :  If  it  Is  too  much,  change  It ;  but  when  we  finally 
agree  upon  that,  the  other  rates  should  be  In  accordance  with 
the  butter  rate. 

Mr.  GLASS.  That  Is  exactly  what  I  am  saying — that  we  will 
have  to  readjust  the  whole  sche<lule,  liecause  all  of  those  Items 
are  vitally  related  to  the  prices  of  crenin  and  butter. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  la  the  reason  why  I  asked  tmanlmons 
consent  that  the  butter  paragrapli  be  considered  now;  but  it 
has  beeti  refn»»e<l,  so  we  shall  have  to  go  on  In  the  way  we  have 
been  going. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  c«immittee. 

Mr.  BLAINE,  Mr,  President.  I  think  I  owe  an  ezi^nation 
to  the  Senate  and  also  to  the  Senator  from  Montana   [Mr. 
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Walsh].  If  I  may  have  his  attention,  I  am  quite  stire  that  I 
misled  the  Senator  before  we  recused,  and,  doe  to  that  sUiia- 
tlou.  his  remarks  no  doubt  were  different  than  they  otherwise 

wonid  have  been.  .     „    ,-  .r,         i  ^-^ 

I  quoted  from  page  25  of  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Cx»mml«slon 
in  its  investigation  of  the  cost  of  production  of  butter ;  and  la 
answer  to  an  Inquiry  from  the  Senator  from  Montana  *  «««d 
that  the  cost  of  production  of  butter  was  base<l  upon  the  cost 
of  the  production  of  butterfat     I  was  in  error  in  that. 

The  table,  as  given  on  page  25.  indicates  that  the  ^^"^  J^*^ 
of  the  quantity  of  butterfat  used  in  1  pound  of  butter  is  «.» 
cents,  and  the  factory  cost  of  buying,  conversion,  administration, 
and  interest  Is  4.80  cents,  and  tlie  cost  of  shipping  to  New  York 
Is  1.40  cents  per  pound,  making  a  total  cost  of  butter  laid  down 
In  New  York  of  56.06  cents  a  pound  instead  of  the  cost  of 
butterfat 

On  page  58  of  the  report,  the  summary  oitltled  "  Comparison 
of  Cost  of  Producing  Butter  in  the  United  States  and  in  Den- 
mark." Including  Nebraska,  gives  the  cost  per  pound  in  the 
United  States  as  56.06  cents.  The  cost  of  a  pound  of  butter  in 
Denmark  in  cooperative  creameries,  inclndlng  the  conversion  of 
Danish  monev  into  United  States  money,  was  41.11  cents;  and 
the  differential  is  14.95  cents  peritound  for  butter. 

I  feel  that  correction  sets  forth  the  facts  in  regard  to  the  cost 
of  producing  butter,  at  least  as  shown  by  the  report  of  the 
Tariff  Commission. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Then.  Mr.  President,  we  must  re- 
cur to  the  Information  given  us  at  page  1064  of  the  summary 
furnished  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  from  which  we  learn  that 
the  average  price  of  butter  wholesale  In  New  York  In  1921  was 
43  cents;  In  1922,  41  cents:  In  1923,  47  cents;  In  1924,  43  cents; 
in  1925,  46  cents:  in  1926.  44  cents;  and  in  1927.  47  cents; 
from  which  it  will  appear  that  ever  since  1921  American  butter 
has  be«i  sold  in  the  New  York  market  at  less  than  the  cost 

of  producing  it.  ,        _^  ..  t^    i  i 

However  that  may  be,  Mr.  President,  the  prices  of  Danish 
and  New  Zealand  butter  in  London  were  as  follows : 
In   1921,   Danish,  43.7  cents— a  little  higher   than  the  New 

York  price ;  New  Zealand,  41.8  cents.  

In  1922,  Danish,  39.8  cents ;  New  Zealand,  37.3  cents. 
In  1923,  Danish,  39.1  cents ;  New  7/ealand,  37.7  cents. 
In  1924,  Danish,  41.6  cents ;  New  Zealand,  38.7  cents. 
In  1925,  Danish,  44.8  cents ;  New  Zealand,  41.8  cents. 
In  1926,  Danish,  39.1  cents ;  New  Zealand,  36.7  cents. 
In  1927,  Danish.  31.9  cents;  New  Zealand,  36.7  cents. 
Which  confirms  the  view  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin at  the  beginning  of  his  discussion  of  this  subject  to  the 
effect  that  the  butter  duty  is  not  effective  to  a  greater  extent 
than  50  per  cent,  and  probably  not  nearly  that  much.    But,  how- 
ever that  may  be,  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  made  a  very  com- 
mendable argument.    When  the  duty  on  casein  was  under  con- 
sideration some  days  ago,  he  opposed  the  high  rate  asked  hy  the 
Senator   from   California    [Mr.   Shobtkidge],   and.   as   I   think, 
demonstrated  that  the  rate  thus  asked  was  higher  than  the  dif- 
ference in  the  cost  of  production  of  casein  in  this  country  and 
abroad ;  and  at  that  time  he  laid  down  the  rule  that  in  fixing 
the  rates  In  the  agricultural  schedules  we  ought  to  be  cautions, 
as  we  ought  to  be,  not  to  go  beyond  the  difference  In  the  cost 
of  production. 

If  it  costs  48  or  49  cents  to  produce  a  pound  of  butter  in  this 
country  mounting  up  to  56  cents  a  pound  when  It  gets  into  New 
York  the  cost  of  transportation  being  added,  I  find  it  difficult 
to  understand  how  it  can  possibly  be  sold  In  that  market,  as  it 
appears  to  have  been  sold,  at  the  figures  I  have  given— 43  cents 
in  1921  41  centa  in  1922,  47  cents  in  1923,  43  cents  in  1924,  46 
cents  ill  1925,  44  cents  in  1926,  and  47  cents  in  1927. 

Under  all  ordinary  circumstanc-es  I  should  feel  disposed  to 
foUow  the  figures  given  by  the  Tariff  Commission  concerning 
the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production  here  and  abroad;  but 
how  can  we  reconcile  these  figures?  I  can  not  entertain  the 
idea  that  for  eight  vears  butter  has  been  sold  In  New  York  on 
an  average  throughout  the  .vear  at  less  than  It  cost  to  produce 
It  I  can  not  think  that  the  Information  that  it  cost  48  or  49 
cents  a  pound  to  produce  this  butter  can  possibly  be  correct 

Mr  BROOKHART,  Mr,  President,  a  little  while  ago  I  re- 
ferred to  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copet.and],  althou^ 
I  think  not  by  name.  I  was  Incorrect  in  my  statement.  The 
Senator  did  favor  the  rates,  and  was  not  opposed  to  them,  I 
think  he  has  always  stood  for  the  farmers  of  his  State  in  that 

Mr.   BLEASE.     Mr.   President.   I  snggest   the  absence  of  a 

The  PBE8IDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
an>«wered  to  tlieir  names: 
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AllM 

Barklcj 

Blainfr 
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Borah 

llratton 

Brorlt 

Brookkart 

BfouMNir^ 

Capper 

Cnrmwaj 

CoDnallr 

C*peUBd 

C«MUcna 

Cnttlnj 


WnaUv 

GUlett 

OICBH 

(ioB 

(iol(btU>  rough 

nrepnc 

lUle 

liarria 

Ilarrinon 

Hastings 

HattfeM 

lUjrdea 

Hubert 

H«>fllB 

Howen 


DtU 
Fea8 


Jooes 


Kean 

K'Ddrick 

KeyPH 

La  Pollctte 

\f<rt'uUoob 

McKfllar 

XIrMrtstPr 

McNary 

Metcair 

Nortwrk 

"Patterson 

Pliippa 

KaoMlell 

RoillBliOU,  IlMl. 

Jacket  t 


Short  ridge 

Rnttb 

Saaot 

BtMk 

Stelwer 

StpphdM 

SwmiMMi 

TboBM*.  Idaho 

Tbomas.  Okla. 

Townsend 

Traausell 

Vcndenberg 

Waipier 

Walcott 

Walab.  Mont. 

Watenaan 


Mr  rtHEPPARD.  Mr.  Pr«ld«^nt,  I  desire  to  annonuw  that 
the  »Mi«tor  from  rtah  [Mr.  KinoJ  Is  necessarily  detained  front 

Ibr  8enat«  by  lllueHB.  o.       .        u   „««« 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  t«upore.    Seventy-one  Seuators  fiaTing 

ans^Yred  to  their  names,  a  qwonmi  in  prenent.  ^    ^       *^ 

Mr  GLA8S.    Mr.  Preeldent,  Just  before  the  recess  the  Senator 

tnm  Montana  made  a  very  inipi'eaiiivc  aweal  to  the   Senate 

aieaiuM  an  exceaslTe  dnty  on  tbia  dairy  product,  and  stanling 

by  itself  the  atateroeut  was  rather  conclusive.     But  there  are 

other  Hactors   entering   into   (he  proUeiu   which    require   con- 

ittdpratioD.  ^^ 

If  this  particular  rate  is  altereil.  in  equity  many  other  rates  in 

the  acricultural  achccNile  should  be  rea4iu8ted,  because  the  com- 

■lodides  enter  largely  Into  the  econouilc  problem  <rf  dairying. 

For  exan4>le.  I  find  that  the  rate  on  bran,  shorts,  and  other 
commodities  that  are  fed  to  dairy  cattle  has  been  increased 
from  7V4  per  cent,  as  in  the  ezlstlug  Isiw,  to  10  per  cent. 

AKalu,  the  rate  on  com  has  been  increaaetl  from  lb  cents  per 
hikifael,  as  under  existing  law.  to  25  cents.  The  rate  on  another 
article,  oats,  has  been  increased,  and  mixed  feeds,  which  come 
in  fre*^  of  duty  under  the  exi.^ting  tariff  law,  has  l»ad  a  rate  of 
0.3  a<  1  per  cent  per  pouad  imposed. 

Anvbody  who  has  any  knowledge  of  dairying  at  aU  knaws 
that  the  major  itenaa  of  cost  are  the  coiicentrateft  that  are  fed 
to  dairy  cattle,  and  if  a  point  la  to  be  made  upon  the  fignres 
furnished  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  consideration  must  be  given 
to  the  fact  that  those  figures  of  cost  are  based  J^on  existing 
tariff  rates  on  these  vmrious  tajrredients  that  enter  into  dairy 
f»«ed.«».  I  think  the  Senate  otight  to  know  that  bel«^  it  votes. 
Mr  BLAINB.  Mr.  President,  it  is  quite  inconceivable  that 
the  price  received  for  batter  as  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Mou- 
Una  should  be  coniriderably  less  than  the  cost  of  prodoctiou  in 
the  United  States  as  reportetl  by  the  Tariff  Couuniasion. 

I  ni«««iy  want  to  suggest  in  this  counectloa  that  wlien  the 
Tariff  Gsmiaission  iavestigates  the  cost  of  the  production  of  a 
commodity  sach  as  butter,  it  takes  into  aoeoaut  the  cost  of 
feed .  that  In.  tl>e  market  cost  ot  feed,  the  price  that  a  farmer 
v^iiM  psy  for  feed  If  he  purchaaed  all  of  the  feed  used  on  the 
dairy  tmrm,  the  cost  of  labor  as  determined  by  the  average 
oast  of  those  who  are  employed  on  the  farm,  the  cost  of  pastur- 
age at  a  rental  value  tor  the  land,  and  some  other  Items  of 
cost  wJjlch,  of  coarse,  create  a  situation  that  brings  about 
exactly  what  the  SenatiBr  tx^m  Montana  has  described. 

In  other  words,  the  farmer  d«es  not  receive  the  market  value 
for  his  crops  when  he  feeds  his  own  grown  crop  to  his  dairy 
cattle,  nor  dees  he  receive  the  valtie  of  his  labor  when  he  pro- 
duces the  dairy  product,  nor  does  he  receive  the  rental  value  of 
his  laud,  bin  pasturage.  If  we  take  into  account  taxes,  interest, 
upkeep,  depreciatiou,  and  operation  of  tlie  laud. 

That  explains  why  the  farmer  selLs  his  product  at  a  price  less 
tbaa  the  cost  of  production.  It  would  be  different  If  the  farmer 
were  receiving  the  wage  to  which  he  was  entitled,  interest  on 
his  investaaeiit,  the  price  to  which  he  would  be  entitled  if  he 
sold  bis  cropa  that  he  feeds  to  big  cattle,  and  the  many  other 
eltfueuta  that  enter  into  the  Industry.  The  farmer  does  not 
rsceive  those  things.  That  is  why  he  does  not  get  the  actual 
cost  of  producing  a  pound  of  butter.  He  mu.st  sacriflce  his  own 
labor.  Ilia  wife  and  family  must  contribute  tiieir  labor.  He 
^ust  sacrifice  Interest  on  bis  Investment.  He  mu.st  sacrifice 
many  of  these  elements  of  income  whicJi  to-day  are  received  by 
iudttfttry.  That  explains  briefly  what  otherwise  wookl  seem 
almost  impossible. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fbss  in  the  chair).    The 
question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chixf  Clbkx.  On  page  128,  line  8,  the  committee  pro- 
poses to  strike  out  "1^  emits'  and  insert  "2  A  cents,"  so  as 
to  read: 

HkimBcd  Bilk,  freak  or  sour,  and  buttemOk.  2^«  ccats  vet  gallan. 
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The  amcBdment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  126.  line  14.  before  the 
vords  "per  pound."  to  strike  out  '1.4  cents"  and  insert  "IS 
( lents  " ;  In  line  15,  before  the  words  "'  per  pound,"  to  strike  out 

2%  cents  "  and  insert  "  2%  cents  ' ;  and  in  line  16,  before  the 
vorda  "  per  pound, '  to  strike  out  "  2  cents  "  and  Insert  •  2.53 
(snts,"  so  as  to  read: 

Par.  708.  (a)  Milk,  condensed  or  eraporatetl :  In  alr-thfht  contaln«T«, 
imaireetened,  1.8  cents  per  pound;  sw«wtened,  2«i  eenta  per  poond  ;  all 
(if her,  2..'53  cents  per  pound. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  anusndmeut  wa-s,  on  puge  126,  line  17,  before  the 

vords  "per  pound,"  to  strike  out    '4%  cents  '  and  Insert  "6i^ 

^ts  " ;  in  line  18,  before  the  words  •"  per  pound,"  to  strike  out 

10»^  cents"  and  in.sert  "  12VJ  c«Jts";  in  line  19,  after  the 

vord  "buttermilk,"  to  strike  out  ''2^  cents"  and  insert  "  .*? 

^ent.s  "  ;  and  in  tlie  Kame  line,  after  the  word  "  per,"  to  strike  out 

IKmnd  "  and  Insert  "  pound  "  and  a  senUct^on,  .so  as  to  read : 

Cb)   Dried  whole  milk.  6j«3  cents  por  pound;  dried  cream,   12 'j   cents 

1  ler  pound ;  dried  skimmed  milk  and  dried  bnttermilk,  3  cpnts  per  jwund. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  lliO,  after  liu«'  19,  to  insert 
he  following  proviso : 

Provided,  That  dried  Hklnimed  milk  containing  more  than  3  per  cent 

jf  butterfat  and  dried  buttermilk  containing  more  tlian  6  per  cent  of 

wttertat,  rfJall  l>e  dutUble  is  dried  whole  milk ;  and  dried  wholo  milk 

:ontaining  more  than  .".."5  per  ceat  of  butterfat  shall  be  dutiable  as  dried 

veaia. 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  wa.s  on  page  127,  line  "2,  l»efore  tbs 
ivords  "  ad  valorem,"  to  strike  out  "  30  per  cent  "  and  insert  "  S5 
E>er  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

ic)  Malted  milk,  nud  compoundr^  or  mixtures  of  or  suijstitules  for  milk 
nr  cream,  35  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  neat  amendment  was,  on  pag*»  127,  line  7,  before  the 
a-ovds  "per  pound,"  to  strike  out  "  7  cents  "  and  insert  "  8  cents," 
M»  as  to  lead: 

Pab.  710.  Chet»«e  and  substitutes  therefor,  8  cents  per  pound,  but  not 
esd  than  35  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  BLAINE  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  in 
order  or  not,  hot  tlie  nd  valorem  rate  in  pjirasraph  710  is  not 
eompatibie  with  8  cents  a  pound.     I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 

may  oAer  an  ameudment  striking  out  "  35  '  and  insert- 
ing "42%." 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  fi-om  "Wisconsin 
asks  UTianinions  consent  that  permission  be  given  to  amend  a 
provision  wldch  the  Senate  ceoui^ttee  has  not  proposed  to 
amend.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  DILL.     I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  amend- 
ment of  the  committee  in  paragiaph  710  is  agreed  to.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  127,  line  »,  before  the 
words  "  per  pound."  to  strike  cut  "  6  cents "  and  insert  "  8 
centa,"  so  as  to  read : 

Pab.  711.  Bird?,  live:  Chickens,  ducks,  geese,  turkeys,  and  guineas.  8 
rents  per  pound ;  baby  chicks  of  poultry,  4  cents  each ;  aU  other  live 
btrds  not  specially  provided  for,  rained  at  15  or  less  each,  50  cents  each ; 
vahied  at  more  than  $.5  »>ach.  2«)  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tlte  next  amendment  was,  on  pa^e  127,  line  15,  before  the 
words  "  per  pound,"  to  strike  out  *  8  cents  "  and  insert  '•  10 
cents,"  so  as  to  make  the  pnragi'aph  read : 

Pab.  T12.  Bird*,  dead,  drcttied  or  undressed,  fresh,  chilled,  or  frozen  : 
Cblckena,  dticks,  «ee^,  and  K^ilneas,  10  cents  per  pound;  turkeys,  10 
cents  per  pound;  all  other,  10  cents  per  pound;  all  the  foregoing, 
prevsKd  or  preaerred  in  any  manner  and  not  specially  provided  for, 
10  cents  per  pound. 

Tlie  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  wa.s,  on  i>age  128,  line  9,  after  the  word 
*  advam-eil,"  to  insert  "(except  that  the  tins  may  be  removed)' 
and  in  line  11,  after  the  word  "  per,"  to  strike  out  "  pound 
and  insert  "  pound,  except  that  from  October  1  to  May  1,  both 
dates  inclusive,  the  duty  shall  be  one-half  of  1  cent  per  pouud," 
so  as  to  read : 

Pab.  717.  (a)  Fish,  fresh  or  frosen  (wta<>tber  or  not  padied  In  ice), 
whole,  or  behende^l,  or  eviscerated,  or  both,  but  not  (nrtber  advanced 
(except  that  the  fins  may  be  removed)  :  Qalibtit,  salmon,  mackerel, 
aa4  sxmHOMh,  2  cents  per  pooad;  other  fttb,  net  specially  provided 
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for,  1  cent  per  pound,  except  that  from  October  1  to  May  1.  both 
dates  inclusive,  the  duty  shall  be  one  half  of  1  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  COrELAND.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr. 
Walsh]  was  unaware  that  we  would  have  a  session  to-n';Kf»*^- 
After  it  was  determined  to  do  so,  and  because  of  bis  inal-illty 
to  be  here  to-night,  he  asked  me  to  submit  a  request  for  unani- 
mous consent  that  the  paragraph  relating  to  flsh  might  go  over 
until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Let  it  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Paragraph  717  wUl  be  passed 
over.  Will  the  Senator  from  Utah  indicate  the  next  paragraph 
which  he  desires  to  have  considered? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  ask  the  Senator  from  New  York  if  he  also 
wislies  to  have  the  amendment  In  lines  17  and  18  in  the  para- 
graph go  over? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Yes ;  and  I  would  like  to  have  paragraphs 
718.  719,  and  720  go  over.  , 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  pjiragraphs  717  and  718  there  are  no  amend- 
ments, so  the  Senator's  reijuest  should  apply  only  to  paragraphs 
717  and  719.  ^,     ^  ^ 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  object  to 
this  request,  Imt  I  am  not  going  to  consent  that  these  matters 
be  passed  over  for  the  accommodation  of  those  who  are  not 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Idaho, 
tut  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  I  Mr.  Walsh]  did  not 
know  there  would  be  a  session  to-night.  From  now  on  there 
will  be  night  sessions,  and  I  hope  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  will  be  carried  out  strictly. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Mr.  President,  the  request  is  that  the  para- 
graph go  over  until  to-morrow.  Does  that  mean  that  it  will 
cume  up  the  flr>^t  thing  in  the  morning,  or  when  will  it  come 
up  to-morrow? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  say  that  we  would  recur  to  it  as 
soon  as  we  meet  to-morrow, 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  I'resident,  I  am  not  going  to  object  to  this 
request  to-night  because  our  ses.sion  to-night  was  unexpected  on 
the  part  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  and  some  others, 
but  hereafter  I  shall  object,  because  Senators  ought  to  be  here 
and  take  an  interest  In  the  amendments  in  which  they  are 
concerned. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  just  what  I  said,  and  I  fully  agree 
with  the  Senator.  But  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  fair,  when 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  asked  that  these  para- 
graphs go  over,  that  we  should  insist  on  considering  them  to- 
night. The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  made  an  engagement 
before  he  knew  that  we  would  have  a  night  session. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr,  President,  may  I  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington  that  that  is  quite  true  with  reference  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts?  He  made  an  engagement  and 
trieil  very  hard  to  get  the  session  to-night  postponed  on  that 
account.    He  is  vitally  interested  In  this  proiwsition. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  asked  that  it  should 
go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  How  much  of  the  provision 
does  the  Senator  from  Utah  ask  to  go  over? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  suppose  the  reques^t  would  take  in  all  of  the 
fish  paragraphs. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  suggest  paragraphs  717,  719,  and  720. 
I  do  not  think  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  is  Interested  in 
paragraph  721. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  paragraphs  indicated  will 
go  over.    The  clerk  will  state  the  next  ameudment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.     On  page  132 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  as  far  as  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  is  concerned,  we  may  take  up  the  amendment  on 
p:»ge  131,  lines  8  and  9. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Cixrk.  In  paragraph  721,  page  131,  lines  8  and 
9.  tlie  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "  35  per  cent "  and  insert 
"20  per  cent,"  so  as  to  read: 

(b)  Clams,  clam  Juice,  or  either  In  combination  with  other  substances, 
packed  In  airtight  containers,  20  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  see  the  Senators 
from  Florida  here. 

Mr.   DILL.    I  am  very  much   Interested  In  this  particular 

amendment. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  am,  too. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  have  no  objection  to  it  going  over,  except  that 
If  it  is  going  to  be  put  over,  I  want  to  know  until  what  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  amend- 
ment just  stated  will  be  passed  over  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  ready  to 
take  it  up  at  any  time. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  I  suppose  the  best  way  to  do  Is  to  pass  over  the 
fish  schedule  and  turn  to  page  1X2,  paragraph  726,  oats  hulled 
or  unhuUed. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  can  see  no  reason  for  passing  over  para- 
graph 721. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  Mr.  President,  what  is  it  that  is  being 
pjissed  over  on  account  of  the  absence  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  May  I  say  that  I  called  attenUon  to  the 
fact  that  the  Florida  Senators  would  be  interested  in  paragraph 
721,  having  to  do  vritb  clams. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  I  am  here,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  amcerned, 
I  am  ready  to  go  ahead  with  the  schedule.  I  do  not  want  it 
passed  over  on  my  account, 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Then  let  us  continue  with  paragraph  721. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  I  do  not  know  whether  my  colleague  has 
asked  anyone  to  pass  over  this  paragraph  on  account  of  his 
Inability  to  be  here  this  evening.  Of  course.  If  he  has.  It  ought 
to  be  passed  over.  Did  he  suggest  the  Idea  of  having  it  passed 
over? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  No.  The  sales  company  suiH>l7inK  these 
clam  products  is  a  New  York  concern,  but  they  are  prepared 
in  Florida,  and  I  assumed  that  the  Florida  Senators  would  wish 
to  have  a  proper  protection  made  against  the  Japanese  importa- 
tion of  clams.  I  am  indifferent  whether  the  matter  is  taken  up 
now  or  put  over.    Let  the  Senator  from  Florida  determine  that. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  we  should  not  con- 
sider it  and  act  on  it  There  is  no  use  having  It  put  over  and 
then  coming  back  to  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  derk  will  state  the  amend- 
ment in  paragraph  721. 

The  Chief  Clebk.  On  page  131,  lines  8  and  9,  the  committee 
proix)se8  to  strike  out  "  35  per  cent "  and  insert  "  20  per  cent," 
so  as  to  read : 

(b)  Clams,  clam  Juice,  or  either  in  combination  with  otbw  Bab- 
stances,  packed  in  air-tight  containers,  20  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  why  the  commit- 
tee proposed  to  cut  the  rate  from  35  to  20  per  cent . 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  In  the  act  of  1922  clams  were 
on  the  free  list.  The  House  took  them  from  the  free  list  and 
put  on  a  rate  of  35  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The  Senate  committee 
proposes  to  reduce  that  to  20  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The  duty 
on  clams,  clam  juice,  or  either  in  combination  with  other  sub- 
stances, imdted  In  air-tight  ccmtainers,  as  provided  for  in 
paragraph  721  (b)  has  been  returned  to  20  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  testimony  before  the  committee  was  that  the  clam  beds 
are  becoming  depleted  in  the  United  States.  That  being  the 
fact,  it  seemed  to  the  committee  that  taking  the  product  from 
the  free  list  and  putting  on  a  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  would 
at  least  give  them  a  fair  protection  in  this  country.  That  is 
the  only  reason  I  know  as  to  why  it  was  done. 

Mr.  DILL.  Did  not  the  clam  producers  or  those  who  can 
the  ciams  ask  for  36  per  cent  and  say  it  was  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  the  industry  and  the  development  of  the  clam 

beds? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  amen<lment  was  offered  by  some  Senator, 
I  think,  and  now  lies  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  does  the  testimony  show 
whether  the  American  clams  are  being  depleted  because  of  the 
fact  that  they  are  on  the  free  list  and  too  many  are  coming  in 
from  Japan,  or  that  they  are  being  exhausted  by  being  over- 
exploited  in  the  United  States? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  It  made  any  difference,  but  the 
committee  thought  as  long  as  the  situation  is  as  it  is  the  rate 
of  20  per  cent  ought  to  be  granted.  Not  only  that,  but  the  tes- 
timony also  showed  that  of  late  canned  clams  are  coming  In 
from  Japan  in  large  quantities. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  wonder  what  tendency  that  would  have 
toward  developing  the  American  clam? 

Mr,  DILL.  It  has  this  tendency.  The  Japanese  clam  prod- 
ucts are  coming  in  so  cheaply  that  they  force  down  the  price 
of  our  clams  to  such  a  point  that  the  American  clam  producer 
can  not  afford  to  keep  the  beds  growing. 

It  is  a  question  whether  or  not  we  can  compete  with  the  im- 
Dorted  clams  from  Japan.  The  only  way  those  who  produce 
clams  can  afford  to  maintain  their  beds  Is  to  have  sufficient  pro- 
tection so  that  they  may  obtain  a  decent  price. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     So  the  situation  has  produced  sort  of  a 

clam  apathy.  ,     x.,. 

Mr.  DILL.    It  has  produced  a  very  bad  condition  in  the  dam 

Mr  SMOOT.  The  committee  thought  that  a  20  per  cent  rate 
against  clams  coming  in  from  Japan  would  afford  the  Industry 
sofflcient  {KTOtection. 
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Mr.  COrEULND.  Mr.  President,  I  bad  aesuaied  tbat  this 
bill  wa^  bt'iiiu  eiiacted  in  the  interest  of  the  fanner,  bot  I  do 
not  (Miitp  MH'  what  tbr  connection  Is  between  clams  and  farming 
opera ti(»ns.  I  kn<.w,  bowever.  tbat  tbe  Anterican  cannere  «f 
rUmx  aro  compering  with  Japan  and  China.  China  baa  a  35 
per  cent  duty  on  clams,  as  I  understand,  and  there  Is  no  reason 
why  we  should  not  have  exactly  tbe  same  duty  upon  clams  as  is 
Inipit^MHl  hv  China. 

The  Japanese  clam  industry  is  subsidized  by  the  Japanese 
Government  and  consequently  can  send  into  our  market  canned 
clams  and  sell  them  at  a  price  below  that  which  can  be  obtained 
by  the  Anieri«-an  producer. 

I  liave  no  particular  dlspo«ition  to  pursue  the  matter  further. 
As  I  have  said,  the  sales  company  of  this  concern  is  in  my 
.State,  bat  tbe  chief  jMroducers  of  clams  and  of  cbim  products 
are  in  Florida.  In  my  opinion,  the  committee  amendment  should 
not  be  agreed  to.    We  should  leave  the  rate  at  35  per  cent. 

Mr  TRAMMELL.  Mr.  President,  this  is  quite  an  important 
Industry  in  Florida,  and  It  i*  being  extended  and  enlarged, 
nio."*  engase<l  in  it  say  that  they  are  unable  to  make  expansion 
In  tills  euteriirise  with  a  reasonable  profit  unless  ti^n  can  get 
Iu<rea.sed  protection.  The  cami)etition  from  Japan  has  becom* 
much  more  acute  recently,  and  they  feel  that  an  increased  rate 
of  duty  will  be  necessary.  I  have  not  all  the  deUils  or  tbe 
fl;rure8  to  sustain  the  contention,  but  if  we  will  glance  over  the 
Items  in  relation  to  fish  and  sindlar  products  in  this  schedule  I 
think  we  will  realize  tbat  a  duty  of  30  or  35  per  cent  is  not 
excessive.  I  hope  tbe  proposal  of  tbe  committee  will  be  dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  that 
the  Importations  for  1928  were  1.371.100  pounds. 

Mr.  TBAMMELL.  The  importations  seem  to  be  growing. 
They  have  grown  extensively  recently,  have  they  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  domestic  production  for  the  same  year  was 
7.879.290  ;>ounds. 

Mr.  TRAMMBLL.  The  competition,  however,  is  threatening 
to  become  sertoos.  I  think;  at  least  that  is  the  way  thorie  en- 
gaged in  the  industry  feel  about  it.  We  should  like  very  much 
to  have  the  proposal  made  by  tbe  comniittee  rejected  and  have 
tbe  duty  remain  at  35  per  cent ;  or  if  it  is  desired  to  have  the 
^uetitlon  considered  in  conference,  make  it  30  per  cent  iaatead 
of  20  per  cent. 

Tbe  PRKSIDINO  OFFICER.  Tbe  queetiOB  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  coramittee.  By  the  sound,  tlie 
ayeH  tees  to  liare  it. 

Mr.  DILL  and  others  asked  for  a  divisioa. 

On  a  diriakm,  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PBBSli^INO  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  reported 
by  tbe  ooumittee  will  be  stated. 

Tbe  Chixv  Cijaac.  On  page  131,  line  14.  after  tbe  word 
*'  pound,"  it  is  proposed  to  boaert  "Any  of  tbe  foregoing  roe,  if 
boiled  and  pecked  in  air<tlght  containers,  whether  or  not  in 
hoailion  or  saoce.  shall  be  subject  to  a  duty  of  30  per  cent 
ad  valorem."  so  as  to  make  tiie  subparagraph  read: 

i4}  Caviar  aad  0tb«r  tflk  r—  for  food  paryoaea :  StOTgiWB.  SO  per 
fent  ad  tsIokb  :  other.  20  crota  per  poand.  Aaj  of  the  for«gotn( 
t9»,  it  koUaa  and  padi«d  te  alr-tlstat  containers,  wbetber  or  not  in 
bouMltia  or  aaace,  shall  be  aabj<>ct  t«  a  duty  of  80  per  emt  ad  Talorem 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Tbe  queatioa  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment. 

Tbe  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tbe  next  amendment  was  In  paragraph  72S,  page  132,  line  8, 
after  tlie  word  "  uuhulled,"  to  ittrlke  out  "  15  cents  "  and  Insert 
•*  1«  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Oata,  hnUad  ^  nnhoUad,  16  c«nM  per  baabel  of  82  poands. 

Mr.   BROOK  HART.    Mr.   President,   I   move  to  amend  the 
committee  amendment  by  striking  out  "16  cents"  and  Insert 
tag  "  SO  centn." 

The  PUKSIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  ainendment  of  the  Senator  from  Iowa  to  the  amendment 
ret^orted  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  inquire 
whether  tbi.s  is  a  duty  that  will  do  any  good  to  the  fanner  or 
whether  it  Is  one  of  the  kind  of  duties  spoken  of  as  intended 
to  fool  the  farmer?  My  State  raises  a  very  high  grade  of  oat.s. 
The  statutory  bushel  of  oats  weighs  .32  pounds,  but,  by  measure, 
oats  grown  in  my  State  will  ordinarily  run  at  least  from  40  to 
42  poands  to  the  bushel.  So  I  would  be  naturally  disposed  to 
help  out  here  if  I  could  conscientiously  do  so. 

But  what  Is  the  fact?  We  raised  in  this  country,  according  to 
tbe  figures  before  us  in  1928.  1,449,531,000  bushels;  we  raise 
nearly  a  billion  and  a  half  bushels  of  oats  every  year.  Thert 
was  Imported  in  11>28  the  in.«dgnlflcant  quantity  of  489,368 
busliela,  and  during  the  previous  year  tbe  total  importations 
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amounted  to  84i>13  bushels:  while  we  exparte<i  in  1928,  10.421,- 
050  bualieis  of  oats,  and  the  year  preceding  I0,0u2..558  huHljelg, 

It  is  a  problem  of  economics  in  the  case  of  oats,  of  which 
we  ral.se  1,449,000,.^!  bushels,  export  10,421,056,  and  Import  only 
489,3&S  bushels ;  what  difference  will  a  duty  make  in  tbe  price 
of  oats? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  up  to  date  I  have  not 
succeeded  in  getting  the  Senator  from  Montana  to  understand 
that,  based  on  the  tariff  rate  itself,  this  rate  will  afford  no  pro- 
tection on  account  of  importations  particularly ;  but  if  we  suc- 
ceed it.  holding  the  debenture  in  the  bill,  which  I  hope  to  do, 
my  amendment,  if  adopted,  will  give  10  cents  a  bushel  pro- 
tection. However,  that  is  not  sufficient;  20  cents  on  the  high- 
grade  oats  grown  in  the  Senator's  State  is  not  enough.  So  far 
as  the  cost  of  production  is  concertied.  If  I  can  get  the  Senator 
to  adopt  my  theory  tbat  the  farmer  .should  have  what  he  Is 
entitled  to,  20  cents  wIil  not  cover  the  difference  in  the  cost  of 
production.  So,  as  the  Senate  lias  already  acted  in  favor  of  the 
debenture,  this  higher  rate  ought  to  be  granted,  and  even  then, 
on  my  theory  as  to  the  cost  of  production,  It  will  not  afford 
adequate  protection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa  to  the  amendment. 

The  Chut  Ct.erk.  Im  the  committee  nmendnieat  on  page  1.32, 
line  8,  the  Senator  from  Iowa  proposes  to  strike  out  "  16  cents  " 
and  insert  "  20  cents,"  so  tbat  it  will  read : 

Oats,  hulled  or  QDhnlled,  20  ceuts  per  bushel. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  I  can  not  see 
these  matters  as  does  the  Senator  from  Iowa.  I  think  from 
the  standiwint  of  agriculture  we  can  do  nothing  more  dangerous 
than  to  be  asking  for  arbitrary  or  ineffective  niteg,  and  this 
tarrtr  Is  not  effective.  Tbe  debenture  with  me  is  a  serious 
thing,  but  a  50  per  cent  debenture  was  agree<l  upon  by  tbe 
Senate  when  the  amendment  as  to  oats  was  before  us  and  when 
we  knew  exactly  what  it  was,  and  it  is  a  good  beginning.  If 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  feel:*  that  the  farmers  are  not  getting 
enough — and  I  agree  with  him  fully — the  way  is  to  change  the 
rate  of  tbe  debenture  rather  than  the  rate  in  the  tariff  bill. 

Furthermore,  I  feel  that  some  of  the  other  rates  are  almost 
nnjustlflable  and  some  are  ineffective  beeanse  they  affect  Immov- 
able corumoilities.  A  tariff  on  hay  or  straw  does  not  amount 
to  much;  a  tariff  on  potatoes  does  no^  amount  to  much  exceitt 
in  certain  sections.  We  have  given  ver>-  liberal  tariff  rates  here 
upon  dairy  products,  with  a  great  danger  that  we  will  have  an 
overproduction,  and  with  the  further  danger  of  causing  tbe 
people  to  use  substitutes  to  a  greater  extent  than  at  present. 
We  should  recognize  the  fact  tbat  the  eating  of  butter  Ls  a 
habit ;  that  all  peojrfe  do  not  use  it ;  and  that  it  is  well  to  keep 
our  people  eating  butter.  If  It  were  within  our  power  to  put  it 
at  a  higher  price  it  might  not  pay  us  to  do  It ;  it  might  be  the 
worst  thing  tbat  could  happen  to  the  dairy  industry. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  If  he  insists  tbat  20  cents  a  bushel  is  twi  much  to  cover 
the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production,  figuring  for  tbe  farmer 
the  wage  he  ought  to  have  and  the  depreciation  he  ought  to 
have  on  his  farm  and  equipment  in  producing  this  commodity? 
Mr.  NORBECK.  I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator  that  under 
any  cost  of  production  he  arrives  at  it  is  a  fact  that  tbe  farmer 
is  greatly  underpaid.  The  Senator  from  Iowa  has  convinced 
me  that  the  actual  cost  of  production,  according  to  his  way  of 
figuring,  would  be  about  $1.75  on  wheat;  but  our  farmers  out 
West  would  be  happy  if  they  could  get  $1.50  for  wheat.  So  it 
depends  on  how  the  cost  of  production  Is  figured.  But  I  say 
it  Is  not  wise  to  raise  one  commodity  above  another;  in  that 
way  it  Is  thrown  out  of  balance. 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  ameudment   proposed  by   tbe   Senator   from   Iowa    to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 
The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 
The   PRESIDING   OFFICER.      The  question   recurs   on   the 
amendment  reporte<l  by  the  committee. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFTICER.  Tbe  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  next  .nmendment  was,  on  page  132,  line  13,  before  the 
words  "  per  pound,"  to  strike  out  "  1\4  cents "  and  Insert  "  1 
cent,"  so  as  to  read  : 

Par.  727.  Paddy  or  rough  rice,  1  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  merely  to  express 
the  hope  that  the  Senate  will  not  agree  to  this  committee  amend- 
ment. I  think  tbe  rate  should  l>e  as  fixed  by  the  House,  1V4 
cents.    Tbe  proposed  amendment  reduces  it  to  1  cent. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  a  few  years  ago  I 
made  a  trip  over  to  the  Orient    In  Yokohama  we  unloaded  an 
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enormous  amount  of  rice  loaded  In  San  Francisco.    Let  me  ask 
the  Senator  from  California  if  his  State  is  still  exporting  rice 

to  Japan?  ^  .   „   „,„„♦ 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    We  have  exported  some;  not  a  great 

deal. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Somebody  exports  it. 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  It  is  raised  in  Arkansas;  it  is  raised 
extensively  in  Louisiana ;  and  I  am  assuming  that  the  Senators 
representing  those  two  States  will  agree  with  what  I  have  just 
stated,  namelv,  that  the  rice  industry,  at  the  moment  confined 
to  those  three  States,  asked  the  House  to  grant,  and  the  House 
did  grant,  the  rate  suggested.  IH  cents. 

Mr.  M(  KELLAR.  Mr.  President,  has  the  Senator  from  Utah 
the  figures  as  to  importations  and  exportatlonsV 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Will  he  give  them? 

Mr  SMOOT.  The  Finance  Committee  returned  to  the  present 
law  the  act  of  l»-22.  Tbe  rates  of  the  House  bill  on  rough  and 
milled  rice  were  reduced  to  tbe  rates  of  the  act  of  1922  tor  the 
reason  that  the  industry  to-day  is  on  an  expr.rtaWo  snrplns  basis, 
exports  being  approximately  nine  times  as  large  as  imiwrts.  in 
other  words,  the  export  of  grain  rice  is  288,702,000  pt)unds.  Of 
the  broken  rice  there  were  1)0.207.000  pounds  exi)orted. 

Mr  BROTSSARD.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  I'RESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
vield  to  the  S<>nator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes.  ^  .     ,  ^„  „„ 

Mr  BROrsSARP.  T  understand  that  those  figures  Include  as 
rxi>ortntions  the  rice  shipp«>d  ont  of  this  country  to  Hawaii  and 
Torto  Rico  and  iwssosslons  of  that  kind,  where  large  quantities 

of  rice  are  shipped.  ^  .     .   j     *i,« 

Mr  SM(Kyr.  Tbe  figures  I  have  quoted  do  not  include  tne 
exiKirtfltions  to  Hawaii  and  the  Philippines,  but  they  do  include 
the  exi)ortatlons  to  Porto  Rico.  These  are  the  exportations  out- 
side, to  Japan,  Germany,  and  so  forth. 

Mr  cr^PELAND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     lV>es  the  Senator  from  Utah 
vield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes.  .         ^  .„ 

Mr  COPELAND.  It  is  true.  too.  is  it  not.  that  the  exporta- 
tions have  been  increasing?  The  figures  8*^'^"  ,^y /*^^-2^"" Jl'^ 
aie  for  the  year  1928.  a«,000.(KK)  pounds,  while  in  1927  they 
were  2:?JMX)0.000.  and  In  1926,  77,«¥»,000.     So  the  exportations 

have  lieen  steadily  Increasing.  

Mr.   8MO«»T.    Ami   the  Imiiorts  have  be<'n   decreasing,    Mr. 

l*rpsldent. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Yes. 

Mr   SMOOT.     Yes :  tlint  is  trne.  as  T  was  sa>ing. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     .Mr.  President,  that  statement  is  not  quite 

correct. 

Mr.  SMOOT      I  have  the  figures.  m^nt^ 

Mr  HARRISON  In  192H  there  were  imported  lOLOOO.OtH) 
.M.unds  and  there  were  exi>.)rted  <mly  77.000.000  i^onnds.  Since 
1926  there  has  in^n  some  sldft.  'Al'*" '"'P^**''"^*"" '^'i;^jji';^" 
Ui  :W  000,000  pounds  and  the  exiiortatlon  Increa.sed  to  239.000.000 
ivmnds.  So  we  might  say  tbat  in  the  last  two  years  there  has 
been  a  deire.ise  In  the  liuiK>rtatious  and  some  increase  In  ex- 
Donations;  but  in  1926— and  that  is  tnie  also  of  1925-the 
miM>rtations  of  rice  were  larger  than  the  exportations. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  on  many  of  these  cereals  where  there  is 
a  certain  in.p*.rtation,  where  the  exportations  are  very  large 
and  the  importations  are  very  small,  the  rate  Ih  going  to  be 
ineffective  unless  tbe  del)eiiture  plan  applies.  Rice  is  one  prod- 
uct if  it  should  be  returned  to  the  conditions  of  two  years  ago, 
where  the  Ui-lff  would  be  effective.    As  It  l»  now,  I  think  it  is 

"'ilr   8M(X>T     Mr.  President,  the  statement  I  made  was  based 
upon  the  importations  as  found  in  tbe  Summary  of  Tariff  lu- 

^I^Vj2«  the  importations  of  clean  rice  were  79,572,713  pounds. 

In  15)27  they  were  only  26,208,874  iwunds. 

In  1928  they  were  20,121. :i61  pounds. 

So  they  have  been  decreasing,  as  I  stated. 

1  simply  give  tbe  figures  as  they  are.  Whatever  the  Senate 
wishes  to  do  will  be  acceptable  to  me.       ^     „       ,         .„     ^    •* 

Mr  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  as  the  Senator  will  admit, 
this  is  really  one  of  the  few  items  where  the  Senate  committee 
de»*reased  the  House  rales, 

Mr.  BROI'SSARD.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  a  state- 
ment with  reference  to  the  importations  and  exportations. 

if  the  chairman  of  tbe  committee  will  l«x>k  at  the  reiwrt  of 
the  Tariff  Comniiasion  on  page  1194,  be  will  find  that  we  pro- 
duce less  rice  In  this  country  than  is  consumed  here.  I  want 
to  make  this  explanation,  which  applies  to  this  particular 
grain : 


The  American  consumer  is  very  much  harder  to  please  than 
the  average  consumer  in  South  America  or  Central  America  or 
in  Asia  We  find  that  when  this  rice  in  harvested,  if  the  sea- 
son is  unfavorable,  the  product  will  be  what  is  called  broken 
rice.  It  is  cracked  by  the  effect  of  the  sun  on  the  shock.  After 
the  rice  has  been  shocked,  if  rain  and  a  bot  sun  come,  this 
gi-ain  will  separate  and  break  up  when  it  is  In  the  milk. 

Formerly  our  market  for  that  rice  was  tbe  brewers.  We 
sold  that  rice  to  the  brewers.  Tbat  market  hits  been  destroyed. 
Nobody  in  this  country  will  buy  that  sort  of  rice.  Tbe  poorest 
laborers  among  the  people  who  consume  rice  want  tbe  whole 
grain  They  will  turn  down  the  broken  rice.  We  have  to  ex- 
poit  that  rice  in  order  to  find  a  market  for  it.  That  accounts 
for  the  large  exportations;  but  we  produce  only  94  per  cent  of 
the  rice  that  is  consumed  in  this  ctjuutry. 

We  import  quite  a  large  quauUty  of  rice  from  Mexico  in  the 
rough  It  is  milled  here.  We  also  import  some  from  the 
Netherlands.  There  bas  been  a  ruUng  of  tbe  Department  of 
Agiiculture  excluding  the  Asiatic  rices  except  when  milled. 
We  get  a  large  quantity  of  tliat  rice.  Much  of  the  rice  that  is 
brought  in  here  in  the  rough  is  brought  here  lor  milling  pur- 
poses, and  Is  shippetl  outside  afterward. 

This  is  the  situation;  and  you  will  find  that  in  tbe  case  of 
tbe  large  portion  of  tbe  rice  tbat  is  grown  in  coutUiental  United 
States— and  I  am  familiar  with  it,  because  Louisiana  produces 
nearly  ."50  per  cent  of  the  riw  grown  In  this  country — ^we  have  to 
find  a  market  for  it.  It  is  a  drug  on  the  market.  There  is  no 
mitrket  for  this  broken  rice,  or  even  tbe  cracked  rice;  and  we 
have  to  put  It  in  bond,  and  store  it,,  and  oi-ganiae  flnaiKial 
concerns  to  hold  It  until  we  can  find  a  market  for  it  elsewhere. 
So  that  it  in  not  a  test  as  to  what  rice  duties  are  neetled  here. 
We  certainly  need  protection  against  rice  coming  from  Mexico 
in  the  rough,  or  rice  comhig  from  Asia  milled. 

The  House  has  granted  us  a  rate  of  2Vj  cents  a  pound  on 
milled  rice.  Tbe  Senate  committee  reduced  that  to  2  cents.  I 
wish  to  say  to  the  chairman  that  I  know  of  very  few  instances 
where  the  Senate  committee  reduced  any  rate»  on  agricultural 
products ;  and  I  think  the  committee  should  not  be  sustained. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  House  provided  a  duty  of  five-eighths  of  1  cent 
per  pomul  for  broken  rice  which  will  pass  naidiiy  through  a 
metal  sieve  perforated  with  round  holes  five  and  one-half  sixty- 
fourths  of  1  inch  in  diameter,  and  rice  meal,  flour,  polish,  and 
bran     That  is  new.    This  sieved-rlee  prf»vlsion  is  new. 

Mr.  BROl^SSARD.     I  know  that.  .     ^     , 

Mr  SMOOT.  What  tbe  Senator  said  in  relation  to  broken 
rice  before  this  provision  was  put  into  tbe  bill  was  no  doubt 

true 

Mr.  BROrSSARD.     But,  if  tbe  Senator  will  permit  me 

Mr!  SMOOT.     Yes;  I  yleUl. 

Mr  BR0U8SARD.  These  duties  are  arranged  Just  as  they 
are  lii  tbe  case,  say,  of  the  .sugar  rates.    They  begin  at  76  and  72 


degrees  and  go  up ;  and  so  it  Is  tbat  you  have  to  iM^vide  a  duty 
here  on  milled  rice,  and  then  brown  rice,  and  then  broken  rice, 
and  then  graduate  tbat  upon  the  seven  sixes  which  you  specify 
there-  but.  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  are  not  importing  these 
rices  '  We  are  exporting  tbem ;  but  we  have  to  fix  tbe  duty  in 
case  some  is  presented  to  this  country  for  importation. 

The  rice  we  send  out,  outside  of  a  market  we  have  in  England 
and  one  or  two  smaller  countries  of  Europe  for  tbe  highest  cbiss 
f^f  rice— some  of  It  goes  to  England,  but  that  Is  only  n  small 
ouantlty— the  rest  of  the  rice  tliat  goes  to  Cuba,  that  goes  to 
Central  America,  tbat  goes  from  California,  or  even  from  Arkan- 
sas and  Louisiana  back  to  Asia,  is  the  broken  rice.  It  is  tlie 
inferior  grade  of  rice.  What  we  need  Is  protection  for  the  prod- 
uct that  Is  reallv  consumed  here. 

Mr  COPEI-AND.  Mr,  President  I  trust  that  this  higher  rate 
win  not  be  pUiced  on  rice.  I  assume  tbat  the  rate  fixed  by  the 
committee  Is  the  present  law,  the  law  of  1922.    Am  I  right  In 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes.    Tbe  rates,  as  I  stated,  are  the  rates  of 

Mr  COPELAND  Tliat  Is.  the  amendments  proposed  bj  the 
comnilttee,  if  adopted,  would  leave  rice  where  It  is  at  present? 

Mr    SMOOT      Yes 

Mr'  COPELAND.  Certainly  tbe  Senators  from  the  rice-pro- 
ducing States  can  not  complain  of  that,  because  the  exports  of 
ri,i^are  11  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production  of  rice  grain,  and 
they  are  iuCTeaslng  all  the  Ume.    California  Is  sending  enormous 

^""ho^Scna^^rs'l'l'preparing  this  bill,  will  not  for»^et  that 
there  is  a  great  consuming  public.  To  impose  a  burden  upon 
rice  to  make  the  price  any  higher,  would  not  drive  our  people 
to  the  consumption  of  some  other  cheaper  grain.  They  would 
simply  be  obliged  to  spend  targer  amounts  for  this  familiar 
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prodnrt:   nnd  I  «w>efll  to  Senators  to  adopt   the  tmendnient 
of  the  o«»minlttee,  and  leave  rice  on  the  present  ba«i«  as  regards 

tariff.  .     .^     .      ^ 

Mr.  CONNALLT.  Mr.  President,  this  is  an  agrtcnltnral  rate. 
We  have  now  arrive<l  at  th»^  very  point  where  this  sesaion  la 
sapi)Oi«e<l  to  do  Mometblnif  for  the  farmer. 

8.ij«t<.rs  Kaj  that  the  rate  on  rice  la  not  effective.  If  it  to 
utK  <  tti  ftlve.  It  will  not  hart  anyl)ody.  If  it  \»  effective.  It  will 
heli»  .:.  rice  farmer:  nnd  the  rate  is  only  a  qnnrter  of  a  cent 
more  tlmn  the  present  duty. 

I  b.p'  the  Senate  will  reject  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  .^MOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  will  admit  that  the  rate  pro- 
vided bv  the  Hontte  is  partially  effective.  It  Is  not  altogether 
effe-tlvp.  but  it  is  partially  effective.  It  l.s  for  the  Senate  to  say 
what  the  mte  shall  be. 

Mr.  COXNALLY.  If  It  Is  partially  effective,  what  Is  the  ob- 
Je<tion  of  the  Senator  from  U(ah  to  the  adoption  of  the  House 
rate?  .    ^ 

Mr.  S>rOOT.     I  wjint  the  Senate  to  say  what  It  shall  be. 

Mr  CONNALLT.  Most  of  the  rates  that  we  are  carrying  on 
aKrU'uMural  products  are  ahsolntely  Ineffective.  A  moment  ago 
we  ral-ed  the  tariff  on  oats  from  ir»  cents  to  16  cents,  and  every- 
body kn  ws  that  that  Is  an  Ineffeitlve  rate.  It  is  a  gesture,  of 
coun^»,  to  the  fanner.  The  exportatlons  are  many,  many  times 
the  Importations. 

I  wnnt  just  a  moment  to  compare  the  prices  of  oats  in  Winni- 
peg anil  in  ("hlcago  for  11)28— the  same  grade  of  oata. 

In  <'hlcnKO.  55.2  cents:  in  Winnipeg.  58  cents. 

In  CliU  ago,  56  cents ;  In  Winnipeg.  60  c-enta. 

In  C'hicago.  62  cents;  in  Winnipeg.  67  cents. 

We  have  Juat  adoi»te<l  a  16-cent  rate  on  o«tH,  and  the  sta- 
tixticM  ^h»>w  that  oati*  sell  for  more  in  Winnipeg  than  they  sell 
for  in  Chicago  with  a  15-cent  tariff  duty  on  them. 

Now,  we  reach  a  quarter  of  a  cent  ral«e  on  rice,  which  the 
chalmaan  of  the  committee  says  can  be  effective  in  gome  dejnree. 
ami  8**nat«)r8  benltate  abont  voting  that  increase,  when  it  Is 
known  that  It  will  be  effective  and  will  do  some  good  for  the 
rice  Industry. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  RANRDELL.  Mr.  Pre«l<1ent,  I  will  take  but  a  moment  of 
the  timo  tf  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RAN8DELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wnnt  to  aay  to  the  Senate  frnnkly  that  the 
Increase,  as  I  hare  already  said,  would  be  partially  effective. 
If  the  Senate  wants  to  dii*agrt>e  to  the  amendment.  I  have  no 
objection:  let  them  do  It.     The  whole  ca.'^e  has  been  presented. 

ScvnAL  SdfAToaa.  Vote! 
JUkx.  RAN8DELL.  Mr.  President.  I  Jui»t  n«k  time  enough  to 
"request  that  there  be  inwrted  In  the  Rn-oiD.  without  reading,  a 
very  able  premutation  of  this  whole  case  prepared  at  my  re- 
tfoevX  by  the  Tariff  Commhwion.  and  to  expreas  the  hoix?  that 
the  noni*e  rate*  will  prevail.  They  are  of  great  Importance  to 
a  Mg  indnstry  In  my  State,  and  I  hope  the  rates  fixed  by  the 
BooMe  will  be  agreed  to. 

Ttie  PRESIDING  OPFICICR.  Without  objection,  the  matter 
presentei:  by  the  Senator  from  Loabdaua  «riU  be  printed  in  the 
Raco». 

The  matter  referred  to  la  as  follows : 

MKHOSAXOVH   OS    aiCB   rKKTABSD    FOB    KBXATOB    EAJISOBLL    ST   TBS    CXITKO 
•TATBS    TACirr   COMlilSSlOS 

Tta*  United  States  (}ei*«iMU  on  the  South  for  the  production  of  tbre^ 
laportaBt  tarn  products — cotton,  rice,  aud  peanuts.  Tlie  production 
of  rice  la  the  Sooth  may  be  tracMl  to  the  growing  of  this  cereal  In 
South  Carolina  In  1884.  Attempts  tiad  been  prevlooMty  made  to  grow 
rice  in  VlrglBia,  bat  iiurc<>«s  had  not  l>een  attained  brcauw  of  climatic 
condltiona.  The  introdnctiun  of  rice  in  South  Carolina  was  of  nutenal 
aid  in  the  rocce— fnl  eatal)lishment  of  the  colony.  The  prmluction  soon 
becaae  sulBctcatly  large  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  the  colony  for  cereals. 
The  ln«hi(»try  rapidly  spread  to  nt-ijrhborlng  colonies,  particularly 
Georgia  and  North  Carolina,  and  by  1707,  South  Carolina  was  actually 
ezportins  rice.  Dnrlng  the  colonial  period  of  our  history  our  popula- 
tion WAM  too  small  to  consume  the  crop  so  that  as  early  as  1712  more 
than  S.0O0.O0O  pounds  of  cleaned  rice  were  shipped  abroad.  Produc- 
tion and  export  trade  continued  to  increitae  in  the  years  up  to  the 
Rerolution.  In  1770  exporU  reached  a  total  of  76,000.000  pounds  of 
etaaned  rice,  and  at  that  time  South  Carolina  dominated  the  southern 
production.  There  was  a  decline  in  the  growing  of  rice  during  the 
Kevolutionary  War.  but  after  the  fbrmaUon  of  the  United  States,  this 
farm  enterprise  was  rerived  and  in  1859  the  domeatic  crop  was  esti 
sated  at  more  tlutn  187.000.000  ponnds.  South  Carolina.  Georgia,  and 
North  Carolina  produciaR  about  00  per  cant  of  the  total  croik.  South 
Carolina  aleaa  prodocMl  80  per  cent. 


NOVEMBEB     14 


The  rice-growinjt  Industry  in  the  South  Atlantic  States  was  seriously 
rhecked  by  the  rivll  War.  On  Recount  of  the  defitrucHon  of  property 
nnd  the  scarcity  of  money  and  labor,  only  a  small  part  of  the  farm 
ands  could  be  cultirated.  Thus,  the  growing  of  rice  in  South  Caro- 
Ina.  <M)rKia,  and  North  Carolina  became  less  profitable  each  year 
tecanse  of  the  laclt  of  snfllclent  funds  properly  to  finance  the  new  farm 
oanagement  which  had  become  necetisary  by  the  change  in  labor  con- 
( litions.  The  growing  of  rice  had  been  conducted  on  a  minor  scale 
n  the  Gulf  States,  parti«ulariy  l^uislana.  before  the  Civil  War.  After 
he  Civil  War,  production  in  Ijouiitiana  increased  rapidly,  partly  be- 
ause  less  labor  wsfi  required  for  the  growing  of  rice  than  for  sugar 
ane.  In  the  uncertain  days  which  followed  the  olose  of  the  Oiril 
Var,  farmers  in  Louisiana  turned  to  rice  l>ecau8e  tlie  crop  was  fairly 
lertain  and  some  incomo  could  be  realised  quickly  without  expending  a 
rreat  amount  of  money.  By  187.5  Louisiana  was  supplying  fully  30 
►er  cent  of  the  total  rice  production  of  the  United  States.  During  the 
lame  period  there  was  a  recovery  of  the  growing  of  rice  in  South  Oaro- 
ina  as  well. 

In  the  early  eighties  the  possibility  of  raising  rice  on  the  prairie 
ands  of  southWMtern  Loul.siana  became-  known.  The  extension  of  a 
railroad  through  this  section  of  the  State  opened  to  settlement  an 
mporunt  area  of  level  prairie  UnA^  abundantly  supplied  with  fresh 
vater.  and  well  suited  to  rice  culture.  Settlers  in  thl.s  territory  soon 
ntroduced  mechanical  metbixls  similar  to  those  employed  in  the  ban- 
ning of  wheat.  By  1889  Louisiana  became  the  leading  rlce-growiiig 
^tati-  in  the  country,  producing  about  60  per  cent  of  the  total.  Pro- 
iuction  in  South  Carolina  now  began  to  decline.  The  successful  out- 
rome  of  the  venture  in  Louisiana  led  to  an  IncreaMiog  development  of 
lantis  for  rice  culture  in  southeastern  Texas  and  eastern  Arkansas. 

A  great  Impetus  was  given  to  the  growing  of  rice  in  these  three  States 
by  the  boll-weevil  invasion.  Beginning  iu  1903,  Louisiana  and  Texas, 
and  a  few  years  later.  Arkansas,  were  invaded  by  the  IwU  weevil. 
Many  of  the  cotton  planters  in  these  States,  finding  their  cropa  prac- 
tically destroyed  or  fearing  that  damages  wrought  in  near-by  communi- 
ties would  also  be  their  portion,  turned  to  the  growing  of  rice  as  a 
temporary  expedient  while  trying  to  tind  some  means  of  combating  the 
boll  weevil.  Most  of  these  growers  found  tl:e  pro<Iuction  of  rice  so 
much  more  profltabl:  than  cotton  that  they  have  abandoned  the  cotton 
growing  almost  entirely  and  have  remained  in  the  field  of  rice  produc- 
tion. As  a  result,  by  10O9  the  production  of  rice  in  Louisiana  and  Texas 
tiad  increased  tremendously.  Of  the  total  domestic  crop,  which  amounted 
to  606,600,000  pounds  in  that  year,  Louisiana  produced  atmut  50  per 
cent  and  Texas  about  40  per  cent.     Arkansas  ranked  third. 

The  expansion  in  rice  culture  which  had  taken  place  in  the  Gulf 
States  led  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  to  inveatlgate 
the  possibilities  of  growing  ric»  in  other  parts  of  the  country.  In  1909 
experiments  were  conducted  In  f'nlifornin.  As  a  result  plantings  were 
undertaken  in  the  Sacramento  Valley  aiid  in  the  .San  Joaquin  Valley. 
The  Introduction  of  rice  in  i'sllfornin  gHve  a  great  impetus  to  the 
Industry  and  the  acreage  In  California  by  1914  increased  to  15,000. 

The  center  of  rice  production,  however.  h<.s  remained  in  Louisiana  and 
Texas,  although  Arkansas  tias  increased  both  aiTc-age  and  production. 

Table  I  shows  the  acreage  and  production  aud  the  farm  value  of  tha 
prodiKtion  of  rough  rice  In  the  fulled  States. 
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-Rice,  rough:  Aereaor,  production,  value.  Vnitrd  tftatrt.  1909- 


T«r 


1900 

i<n» 

1910 

i»u 

1U12 

191J 

1014 , 

1915 

1916 , 

1917. 

1918 

1919 

1919 

1930. 

1921 

19« 

1923 

loat 

1934 

1925 

1926 

1927 

1928 


IJOOO 
tera 
«I0 

eio 

72S 

890 
723 
877 
AM 
803 
889 
981 
1,119 

911  I 
1,083  I 
1,330  I 
921  ! 
1,055  I 
8U5  ' 
744 
850  ! 
889 
1.0S4 
1,012  j 
965 


Prodae- 

tion 


tfiOO 
btuheU 
21,830 
20.607 
24,510 
22.934 
25,064 
25,744 
23,840 
28,947 
4a  861 
34,739 
38,606 
35,331 
41.985 
53,066 
37.613 
41.405 
33.717 
29.526 
32.498 
33.309 
41,730 
44,774 
41,<«1 


Pricoper 

bosbel 
received 
by  pro- 
duows 
Dec.  1 


Orate 


Farm 
vslus 
Dec.  1 


IJOM 
iatUn 


19.  h 

16,393 

67.8 

16,624 

T9.7 

18.274 

93.5 

23.423 

85.8 

22.090 

92.4 

21.»49 

9a6 

26.  212 

88.9 

36.311 

180.6 

65,879 

19L8 

74,  oa 

266.6 

111.913 

119.1 

62.036 

95.3 

35.803 

m.1 

38.583 

110  3 

37,150 

138.5 

153.8 

109.6 

92.9 

88.5 


4.\OO0 
51,233 
45.723 
41.616 
37,077 


Sofme:  U.  S.  Departmsnt  of  Agnculturo. 


1929 

The  growing  of  rice  Is  Important  not  onl.v  to  a  jjreftt  hitny  famers 
hut  also  to  an  Industry  which  has  been  established  for  th«  clMninr  •»« 
polishing  of  the  rough  rice  as  i>H«oived  from  the  farm.  ^Jf  f «;"" 
to  estimate  the  number  of  persons  on  our  farms  '^''"^^  »'«  *^'"f"Vr,v!i 
ested  in  the  pro.luctlon  of  rice.  Most  of  the  rice  produced  In  the  United 
States  involve,  the  employment  of  controlled  water  supply,  which  means 
that  in  additiou  to  the  fa.-mers  actively  enpajped  there  »«  ^«>  »  «f<^" 
many  other  persons  conducting  irrigation  operalioos.  who  depend  In 
part  St  lonst  for  the  success  of  their  work  on  rice  culture. 

Tahle  II  shows  the  number  of  farms  on  wliich  rio   was  grown  during 
tke  census  years  of  1909,  1919,  and  1924. 

Table  U.— Rough  rict:  SuMber  of  larmt  growing 
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Famui  reportlnip 

South  Carolina — 

Oedrgia 

Flori<l« 

Alatiama ..^..... 

Mutttissippi..- . 

.Vrkansas 

IxKiisiana 

TeiM ~— — — 

('Hlifornia ..^...... 

Another 


Total,  United  fitatss. 


Total  acreage 
Frodiiction 


1924 


2,772 

1,129 

«7 

lU 

30 

1,226 

4,715 

875 

294 

13 


n.47S 

744,033 


1919 


3,685 

3,064 

1,89R 

778 

1.217 

1,201 

6,989 

N«8 

490 

125 


"busheu:::::: 39.^35.543 


3(i,8ie 

911,272 
35,330,912 


1909 


.%01" 
1,740 

noB 

238 

:i68 

290 

Mas 

1.156 


163 


U.7tt 

610, 175 
21.  838, 580 


Screenings; 

Founds 

Value 

Brewars: 

Poands..— — 

Value 

Polish; 

Pounds . 

Value 

Bran: 

Ponnds 

VahM - 

AH  other  products,  vahw.... 


140,  512, 468 
$3,  J78.  522 

43,944,990 
$817, 905 

34.  A2^  646 
$451,956 

140.097.376 

$1,151,827 

1608, 2»1 


1925 


131. 888, 974 

$3,907,957 

43,494,093 
$933,948 

32, 785, 2S0 
$501,728 

114,920,144 

$1.  .121. 057 

UtU,2Xi 


1923 


155,  777, 4Srt 
$3,  367, 650 

63, 71«,  12A 
$819,  742 

ap.  030. 217 
$038,018 

14M0I.053 

$1. 278, 090 

$466,602 


Source :  U.  S.  Census. 

Table  III  shows  the  numher  of  establishments,  the  wage  earners,  the 
wages  and  the  value  of  products  pro<lu.ed  b.v  factories  engaged  iu  the 
cleaniiig  and  polishing  of  rice.  There  Is  not  iuclude<l  in  this  table  the 
number  of  persons  empioywl  in  this  Iwisiuess  for  the  management,  sell- 
ing or  the  general  conducting  of  the  operations.  The  figure  repre- 
M.nled  by  tlie  wage  earners  does  not  include  salarle,!  employees.  Nor 
does  the  data  submitted  Include  the  great  many  people  who  an-  engajted 
in  the  distrlhtition  of  rice  in  the  United  States  as  well  as  in  tlte  trade 
with  Porto  Hico,  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  and  foreign  countries. 
Tabuk  111.-    Rice  oleaniny  attd  polishing 


Source:  Census  of  Manutoctores. 

The  census  data  for  1927  for  products  of  the  rice-milling  Industry 
have  not  been  puhllfd»*d  to  show  the  importance  of  the  yarious  States. 
The  data  given  for  other  years,  however,  is  significant  for  the  industry 
and  indicatea  the  important  position  of  Lonlrtana  In  the  cleaning  and 

polishing  of  rice.  ,   _^  ^     ■„ 

Table  V  gbows  the  value  of  the  pi-odoction  of  cleaned  rice  and  r)ce 
products  for  the  United  States  and  for  important  producing  Stotea  for 
the  census  years  1919.  1921,  19-2Z.  aud  1925. 
TABLB  y—Rice  ami  rice  producta,  value  of  produatian  hp  State*.  Mt9, 

auy  saa,  aud  jaa 


Nnmhw  of  sstahitdiments 

Wage  earners . 

Wages -.- , — 

Cost  of  mateHat 

Value  of  pro<luct8 


1037 


1,524 

$1.  :>4(>,  315 

$1A,480.«79 

$54.130.«4« 


llJSS 


l,2i« 

(1,098,124 

$4^  847, 27:$ 

$6$,  407. 867 


Products  and  census 
year 

United 
States 

Califomia 

Ixxrisiana 

Texas 

An  other 

States 

Total  value: 

1925          

$53,4«7,M7 
47,068,346 
41,213,472 
90,038,412 

$8,/i02,S3B 

K46K.*K7 

5.9IU.6.')1 

30,2»4,a63 

$»,6M,<I06 
19,344.013 
22,0K7.fin2 
41,230,471 

$10,«0I,S67 

10, 625, 407 

7,906,665 

17,00U,«47 

$10,440,206 

8,780,140 

6.307.«.'4 

10,653,131 

1923     ..-.—.- 

JV21 

1919       ........... 

! 

iM7 


Ix>cation  of  mills  :  26 

l»uit<lana — — — — — -— _,«__—-     — -      ^^ 

California f 

.^rltansas ~ ""  | 

Total ^ 

»<Hii  ce  :  U.  8.  Census. 

The  Importance  of  the  foo<l manufacturing  industry  which  uses  the 
farmers-  rough  H«-e  as  a  raw  Baterlai  is  shown  hy  «xflmiuln».'  the  pro- 
duction of  rlec  and  rice  products  by  this  Industry.  The  T.niud  Sutes 
Bureau  of  the  Census  reports  the  various  rice  products  manufaHurcd 
by  this  rice-clenning  industry,   giving  not  only  the  qn.mtlty  In   pounds 

but  also  the  value. 

Table  IV  shows  the  products  by  kind  and  value  for  the  United  States 
for  the  yrnrs  1923  to  1927,  Inclusive. 

Taklii  IV  — Produrtion  of  rice  and  rice  producit.  by  ktnd.  quantvij.  and 
^Ivr.  for  the   Untied   fHoten.  jar,,  iUi;.  and   I'Jii 


Products,  total  value 

Clean  rice: 

Poimds 

Value 

Fancy  head: ' 

Pounds .~.... 

Value ............ — .... 

Second  bead: 

Pounds 

Value 

'  I  ochides  brown  rice,  mi'iied. 


1927 


$54,129,646 


1,  24«,  642, 941 
$51,  S27.  o72 

1,00^153,2R8 
$45, 823, 654 

57.082,2nft 
$1,007,611 


1925 


$SS,4«7,8.S7 


947. 787.  2*0 
$51, 112,  850 

783,632,610 
$44, 17.^  121 

49,r71,rtl3 
$%  008, 824 


1923 


$47,066,246 


1,1TI.««.833 
$44.  798.  516 

913. 1E3.  380 
Va,  159, 924 

49, 486, 842 
$1,451,191 


Three  type*  of  rice  are  produced  in  the  United  »tate»— long-grained 
rice    produced  in  LoulsUna,  Texas,  and  Arkansas ;  medium  grained  rice, 
produceii  m  the  same  States ;  and  short-grained  rice,  pi-od«ced  in  Cali- 
fornia     liong  grained  rices  have  slender  kornelB  and  are  about  three 
times  as  long  as  they  are  thick.     The  Honduras  and  Fortuna  varieties 
grown   m    the   Southern    States   are   representative  of   this   dasB.     Tb^ 
medium-grained    rices,    of    which    the    principal    example   is    Blue   Rose, 
have  relatively  thick  kemete  and  are  about  two  and  one-third  times  as 
long  as  they  "are  thick.     Most  of  the  rice  grown  in  Indo-Chlna.  Siam, 
and  Burma  faU  into  these  classes.     These  countries  are  the  principal 
surplus  producers  of  rice  in  the  Far  Kast.     They  now  famish  the  -njor 
part  of  the  rice  that  competes  in  Buropenn  and  Latln-Amertcan  markets 
as  well  as  in  our  dometitic  market  with  rice  produced  In  the  Southern 
States.     Patna  rice  frr>in  India  U  typical  of  a  high-grade,  long  grained 
rice      It  U  harder  and  more  cylindrtcal  than  the  others  hi  thla  group, 
although  it  is  claim.Hl  that  Fortuna   rice  now  heinff  prodoeed  In   oor 
Honihem  States  Is  of  as  good  quality. 

Short -grained  rices  arc  less  than  twice  as  long  as  they  are  thick,  in 
the  l'nlt<-d  States  this  dass  of  rice  is  represented  by  the  Watarttoune. 
Colusa,  and  Caloro  varieties,  grown  mainly  In  CnMfomla.  These  short- 
grained  rices  are  of  Japanese  origin  and  are  known  In  the  trade  a* 
"  Japan  rtce,"  Since  Japan  la  a  deficit  rice-producing  country  and  must 
defx  tid  on  Its  supply  not  only  on  its  own  production  but  also  on  ti.at 
of  her  j>rinclpal  posaesrions.  Chosen  and  Taiwan,  the  CaHfamia  rice 
prwiucers  are  particularly  InteresU-d  In  the  production  of  rice  in  Jnp.in 
and  its  colonies,  and  to  a  mtxh  lesser  extent  in  the  production  in  ludo- 
Cldna,  Burma,  and  SUm. 

In  years  when  the  rice  crop  Is  short  in  Japan  and  its  colonlea.  Cali- 
fornia exports  considerable  quantities  to  Japan. 

The  United  States  Imports  of  rice  are  reported  In  the  following 
gronps:  Paddy,  or  rice  having  the  outer  hull  on:  uncleaned  rice,  or 
rice  free  of  the  onter  hnll ;  cleaned  rice ;  ri<-e  flour,  meal.  poUsh,  bran, 
aud  brolten  rice ;  patna  rice. 

Importa  of  paddy  rice  come  from  Mexico  only.  Since,  under  quaran- 
tine No  65  of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Importa- 
tions of  pnddy  rice  from  nil  countries  except  Mexico  are  forbidden. 
TlK  imports  of  rice  free  from  the  outer  hulls  and  cleaned  rice  come 
mafnlv  from  the  principal  oriental  rice-producing  countries,  Indo-China. 
Burmk.  and  Siam,  via  Hong  Kong.  There  are,  of  course,  some  dlr.-ct 
shiTMnents,  bat  thoy  are  not  of  any  great  importance.  Rice  flour,  meal, 
polish,  bran,  and  broken  rice  come  principally  to  the  United  States  from 

Mexico  and  Japan.  ^^^ 

Table  VI  shows  the  Imports  for  eonsamptlon  by  calendar  years  from 
1919  to  1928,  Inclusive,  of  the  various  groups  and  types  of  rice  imports 
which  aie  suhjcct  t»  duty. 
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vmua  n.—mtt.  mot  ineludinff  patna;  paddif.  or  rouffh;  imoJ«ined,or 
Wmm;  eHmmed;  and  riet  Hour,  mtal,  poUtk.  knn.  aittf  bn>l»m  rice. 
ttici  itmportt,  tBB-BK 


CaJaodar  ymt 


PwMy.  or  roufb  Ho»: 

M19 

jaa> ..^ 


1B21  (Jan.  i-MayXn... 
liOl  (May  as-Dae.  II). 


Total,  wai 

NB:(2ao.l-8«pt  »). — 
lae  (E«pt  39-Dae.  U)... 

ToUl 


I«3 

li0i.... 

106. 

MB 

1W7 

1928 

Vndeansdor 
I9ltf 

mo 


bftfwii  rioo: 


mi  (Jan.  1-May  77) 

Iflei  (May  a»-I>«!.  31) 


Total.  1031 


ms  (Jan.  I-Sapt.  21) 

ms  (Sept.  23-D«e.  31) 


Total, 


i»a 

msll 

isae 

1927 

wa  

Ohanadrtw; 

1919 

19» 


Imports  (or  coosamption 


Quantity 


VabM 


Total 


P<mnd» 
166,610 
143.  29S 


Dollari 
11.9T9 
U681 


Per 
pound 


OaUt 

7.7 

8.8 


a,3S0 
48.985 


M.S1S 


MO.  753 
M\(M1 


323 

3,178 


3.501 


12,084 
11. 7» 


1.9 

S.6 


&2 


12 
23 


1.085.79* 

6, 673. 629 
2,611.339 
423,  «6« 
11,683,358 
7. 716.  434 
3,423.646 

29.966,225  ; 
28,555,537  ] 


23,790 

130,166  1 
130.185 
17,026 
404.930 
174.584 
169,368 

%  189, 888 
2,400,299 


Z3 

2.1 
i.0 
4.0 
1.5 

2.3 

4.9 

7.6 
&4 


14.618.964  I 
3^220,632  I 


731.481 

321.187 


&0 

6.2 


19,8391596!     1.05X668 


&3 


1,447.482 
1, 9»«.  474 


97.360 
113.030 


6.7 
5.7 


3.44],9fi« 


210.390 


2. 8ia  613 
1,987.077 
21, 167. 921 
la  579,  782 
2,964,331 
2,205,362 

28,443.006 
21.540,543 


146,357 
113,043 
1.182,032 
621,063 
165,  575 
116,754 

l.«33,ia» 
2,240,103 


6l1 


&2 
8.7 
9.8 
4.9 
&0 
&3 

&8 
ia4 


mi  (Jan.  1-May  27)... 

mi  (May  as-Dae.  31).. 


Total,  IW. 


isa... 

MM... 
NH... 

m»... 

1987... 

1988... 

£ke  flour, 

1919 

nao . .. 

MBl'?"".""." 

1«B  (Jan.  l-8apt.  211..^.. 
Rica  Sour,  maal.  polish,  braa.  and  brokan  rica: 


and  bcokaortoa; 


1932  (Sept.  23-Dac.  31). 

1933 

1«M 

I02S 1 

1038 

I»jr7 

1928 


15, 367, 7S3 
1,720.308 


17,078,090 


14.345.270 
16,8601134 
18,635,850 
30^915,134 
79^572,713 
26,308,874 
a(I^Ul,3U 

1.026,344 

1,535.335 

787,215 

463.  oa 

308,588 

766,078 
3,342.325 
2, 460,  215 
7.  MO,  662 
2^074,232 
1, 406. 470 


734,012 
00,373 


804,288 


4.8 
4.0 


4.7 


635.901 

701,006 

823.543 

1,406,151 

3,761,187 

1.176.784 

8701665 

83,517 

107,981 

53,549 

^^237 

2a  ns 

51.360 
121,044 
126.967 
34^021 

SMO? 

5^413 


4.4 
4.2 
4.4 
4.5 
4.7 
4.9 
4.3 

8.1 
7.0 
6w8 
7.8 

6.7 
6.7 
1.6 

&.1 
3.2 

2.7 
17 


Table  VII  showi  the  Imports  of  patna  rice  for  calendar  yenra  1933 
to  1928. 

Tabls  VU.—P*tm€  riee—4mporU  for  eononrnpHon,  1MJ-JM8 


ill 


Importa  for  oooaomptio^ 


Calaodar 


1992.. 

mi.. 

1994.. 

mft.. 
ms.. 

19S7.. 


Quantity 


Pomoda 

1.971^  oa» 

1.393,961 
1.96JCaBI 

xaoiooi 
i.6S7,ne 


ValoB 


Total 


DMort 

n.OB« 

87.780 

74.079 

Its,  039 

147. 1«7 

101^404 

1MC«43 


Par 
pound 


CkMf 
17 
1« 
18 
T.l 
17 
II 
11 


November  14 


Fata*  rice  which  la  Intended  for  nae  In  the  manafarture  of  canned 
ioupa  la  on  the  free  list.  Thia  rice  which  ia  produced  principally  in  the 
1  ^oTince  of  Benxal,  India,  ia  imported  to  this  country  t>y  way  of  the 
i  Netherlands. 

The  United  Statea  has  been  exporting  considerable  quantitiea  of 
^eaned  rice  in  recent  years.  Exports  are  widily  dl.itributed,  our  prin- 
<lpal  customers  being  the  United  Kingdom,  Oermaay,  Japan,  Cuba. 
Canada,  France,  the  Netherlands,  and  Sooth  American  countries.  In 
1928,  of  the  total  exports  of  cleaned  rice,  which  amounted  to  288.702,000 
X>und8,  42,621,000  pounds,  or  14.8  per  cent,  went  to  the  United  KIdk- 
dom  :  42,467,000  pounds,  or  14.7  per  cent,  went  to  Germany  ;  4,411,000 
f  ounds,  or  1.5  per  cent,  went  to  Japan  ;  25,.369,000  pounds,  or  8.8  per 
cpnt,  went  to  Cuba;  17,163,000  pounds,  or  5.9  per  cent,  went  to  Canada; 
18,443,000  p<»und8,  or  6.4  per  cent,  went  to  France;  27.438,000  pounds, 
or  9.5  per  cent,  went  to  the  Netherlands.  The  remainder  was  shipped 
Fftmarlly  to  Argentina,  Chile,  and  Greece. 

In  addition  to  the  exports  of  cleaned  rice  the  United  States  also  ex- 
pbrts  rice  flour,  meal,  and  broken  rice.  In  1928,  of  the  total  exports  of 
8  0,257.000  pounds,  48,635,000  pounds,  or  53.9  per  cent,  went  to  Japan: 
^948,000  pounds,  or  8.8  per  cent,  went  to  Belgium ;  12,732.000  pounds, 
14.1  per  cent,  went  to  Germany  ;  8,366.000  pounds,  or  9.3  per  cent, 
^ent  to  the  Netherlnnda.  The  remainder  wa.s  scattered  among  many 
^untrles,  the  United  Kingdom  being  the  most  Important  In  this  group. 

Table  VIII  shows  the  domestic  exports  of  rice  for  recent  years. 

"^ABLa  VIII. — United  8tote»  esport»  of  cleannl  rice,  rioe  flour,  meal,  and 

broken  rice,  i9l9-192S 


Year 


1H9. 

lOO. 

lai. 

1122. 
1123. 
104. 
105. 
1(26. 
1>27. 
]t23. 


Grain 


Quantity 


PvundM 

376, 876. 000 
392, 613.  ()00 
600, 0.W.  000 
358,827.000 
292LS52,00(} 
122.543,000 
39,907.000 
77,081,000 
239,506.000 
288,702,000 


Value 


Total 


134,  776, 000 

37.  460, 000 

20.  7'.'7,  0<10 

14.  ,179,  000 

n.  574,  000 

6.022,000 

2,  375,  OtW 

3.536,000 

9,  742,  000 

1^878,000 


Per 
pound 


$0,092 
.004 

.oa4 

.040 
.040 
.049 
.060 
.046 
.041 
.033 


Flour,  meal,  and 
broken  rioe 


Quantity 


Pound* 

(') 

(') 

0) 
52,718,000> 
55,987.000 
31,967.000 
36.7V2.000 

4a4iaooo 

70,403,000 
90,297.000 


Value 


$1. 


il 

147.000 
300.000 
948.000 
90<.»,  000 
348,000 
058,000 
397,000 


>  Exports  of  cleaned  rioe  and  the  group  comprising  rice  flour,  meal,  and  broken  rioe 
4ot  separately  recorded. 

In  addition  to  our  domestic  exports  to  foreign  countries  there  la 
iin  important  trade  in  rice  with  the  Ilawaiian  Islands  aud  Porto  Rico, 
n  considering  data  as  to  the  quantitiea  of  rice  shipped  from  the  United 
Itates  to  the  Hawaiian  Islands  and  Porto  Rico,  it  should  be  remrn>- 
»ered  that  these  shipments  are  in  the  same  class  as  shipments  made 
rom  rice-producing  sections  to  other  points  in  the  continental  United 
States.  In  other  words,  the  Hawaiian  Islands  and  Porto  Rico  are  to 
ill  Intents  and  purposes  portions  of  the  United  States  territory,  and 
jnports  of  rice  are  subject  to  the  duties  of  the  act  of  1922.  These 
;wo  markets  are  of  great  Importance  to  the  rice  producers  in  the  United 
States,  particularly  since  the  shipments  represented  an  important  part 
>f  the  domestic  production  as  per  capita  consumption  in  the  Islands 
a  higher  than  in  the  continental  United  States. 

Table  IX  shows  the  shipments  of  rice  from  the  United  States  to  the 
Qawailan  Islands  and  Porto  Rico. 

rABT.B  IX. — Shipm«nt»  of  rioe  from  the  United  Statet  to  the  BavaHan 
lakinda  ond  Porto  Rico  for  latS,  OH,  IStS,  and  the  /lr$t  tit  montht  of 


Year 


loas. 

1«Z7. 


1988 

Pint  6  months  of  luol 


Hawaii 


Pounds 


65,607,388 
68,285,112 
72,902,550 
41,606,537 


Value 


$4, 233, 497 
3,5C6.525 
2,952.896 
1,643.613 


Porto  Rioo 


Pounds 


181,660.212 

194.  3:S0.  898 

196, 499.  UOO 

97,483,273 


Value 


$9,595,524 
8,  513,  497 
7,383.815 
1,624.380 


The  prices  of  cleaned  rice  have  declined  sharply  In  recent  years.  The 
decline  has  been  greater  rdatively  than  the  decline  in  price  of  the  im- 
portant oriental  rices  In  iateriutional  trade.  The  most  Important  domes- 
tic cleaned  rice  is  that  known  as  Blue  Rose.  Table  X  shows  the  wbole- 
■ale  price  per  hundred  pounds  at  New  Orleans  of  Blue  Rose  clean  rice 
for  tke  yean  1914  to  192&. 
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^tirnk  prio$  por  tOO  jesa*,  /<^e«  <>riMm,  :»H-iaU 
(DoUan) 


Year  beginning  August 


ATerase: 

1M4-1920. 
1921-1925. 


1914.. 

1016.. 

1916.. 

1917.. 

1918. 

1919. 

1920. 

1931. 

1923. 

192S. 

1934. 

ms. 


August 


4.71 


19Z7. 
1938. 


188 
3.40 
4.75 
7.88 

'Y.»' 
119 
4.10 
178 
5.88 
162 
4.94 
4.12 
4.00 


4.7S 


138 

3.31 

181 

179 

100 

125 

ISO 

4.29 

400 

160 

131 

162 

4.12 


October 


Noram- 
bar 


Daoem- 
ber 


ISO 

4.62 

162 
106 
100 
132 
166 
144 
138 
178 
163 
488 
112 
169 
4.81 
184 
187 


104 

4.80 

3.06 

X87 

131 

196 

144 

144 

462 

160 

183 

466 

150 

134 

4.44 

163 

102 


116 
Z97 
116 
194 
106 
129 
144 
113 
100 
138 
110 
141 
4.38 
168 
183 


January 


196 

176 

118 

141 

194 

181 

100 

110 

CM 

463 

130 

131 

160 

183 


Febru- 
ary 


175 
106 
131 
194 
104 
1119 
3.60 
118 
194 
469 
150 
160 
4.19 
172 


March 


April 


190 
138 

187 
7.96 
183 
1138 
3.38 
144 
191 
106 
138 
135 
4.34 
167 


410 
166 
494 
119 
163 
10.13 
125 
166 
100 
106 
134 
119 
108 
179 


May 


406 
168 
118 
194 
125 
190 
2.40 
160 
IM 
188 
150 
100 
113 
lU 


June 


147 

in 

113 
190 

loe 

119 

2.96 

431 

175 

112 

181 

194 

193 

100 


July 


18S 

140 
125 
8  94 
10.83 
100 
106 
438 
194 
119 
188 
194 
123 
100 


Average 


1«9 

isa 

417 
7.15 
179 
939 
176 
157 

lot 

194 
117 
118 
161 
189 


Bureau  of  Agr.rultunU  Economics.    Compiled  from  annual  ^«t«J^^ JJ- ^aj^SST*  ^^'>''^^*^ 
Prt»for  19S  are  from  the  New  Orleans  tunes- Picayune  and  are  subject  to  revision. 


AB  toportaat  eonslderatloo  tai  eraluatlng  the  tariff  problem  In  Uie 
case  of  rice  is  to  examine  the  price  levels  of  our  exports  of  rice  In  prt^ 
clpal  foreign  markets  and  to  contrast  such  prices  with  the  prices  or  tne 
leading  oriental  rices  not  only  In  the  producing  cotintries  but  »lso  la  tne 
aame  international  market.  Such  a  comparison  Is  made  in  table  which 
f-Uows  It  will  be  noted  that  the  price  of  American  fancy  Blue  Hose 
rice  m  London  follows  very  closely  the  price  of  Blue  Ro»«  rt«^  **  ^^ 
Orleans.  However,  the  sl^lficant  feature  of  this  price  table  is  that 
during  the  crop  years  1925-26  to  1927-28  the  J^''«'»°8  »^*°^'  ^ 
kave  not  changed  to  an  Important  degree  In  price,  but  there  has  been 


an  teiportart  decUna  to  tha  price  of  Blue  Row  rice.  Thto  would  tend 
to  Indicate  that  for  some  partlcnlar  reason  American  Blue  Rom  rice 
sells  on  a  dUTeient  basis  than  rice*  produced  In  exporting  oriental  conn- 
tries.  For  the  three  years  covMed.  India,  Burma,  Indo4n>ii»a.  and 
Slam  rice  have  remained  practically  unchanged  In  price,  not  only 
in  the  producing  country  but  also  to  London.  This  is  In  decided 
contrast  to  the  downward  coarse  of  prices  of  our  American  rlss. 
Table  XI  shows  tbe  prices  In  cents  per  pound  of  milled  rice  In  pro- 
ducing countries  and  in  London  for  the  crop  years  1925-26,  1926-27, 
and  1927-28. 


TAB«  XI  -Price,  <^mUUdriu.ot  important  umld  morkeU,  fry  month,,  fm  trap  »-or,  /«*-«,  /IW-T.  end  lUT-ta 

(Genu  per  pounds) 


Year  and  month 


1926-36: 

July 

August — 

September - 

Ocioher — 

November . — — — 

Dewmtier.. .._.........-— — 

January 

February .... .-.— 

March 

Aijril — 

May 

June .......... •-- 

1926-27: 

July 

August 

Bcptember — 

October - 

Kovembor 


Prices  in  producing  countries 


India. 
Burma, 
No.  2  at 
Rangoon 


D«»mber. 

January 

February... 

March. 

April 

May.. 


June — 

1927-28 

July 

August — 

September 

Octotier 

November 

December ... 

January 

February — 

March ... 

Aixll 


ZOO 
2.72 
2.67 
Z64 
167 
260 
2.53 
2.47 
2.74 
2.78 
2.80 
186 

2.8S 
2.89 
2.86 
Z84 
2.67 

2.29 
2.42 
2.53 

161 
2.66 
2.66 


Indo- 
china 

No.  1 

round 

white  at 

Baigon 


Z21 
Z34 
Z31 
131 
Z40 
Z43 
125 
Z21 
Z29 
Z38 
Z37 
142 

Z45 
164 
Z53 
178 
Z78 
163 
Z3S 


United  States 


Blue  Rose 

head  at 

New 

Orleans 


Z47 
191 

Z64 

Z67 


Honduras 
bead  at 

New 
Orleans 


157 

160 

196 

ZM 

Z53 

Z43 

Z43 

127 

162 

1.97 

151 

Z17 

135 

ZIO 

144 

138 

130 

Z34 

124 

Z20 

7.0 
17 
16 
14 
16 
17 
7.0 
19 
10 
6.5 
16 
13 

13 

17 

14 

6.1 

48 

4.4  1 

4.2 

4.3 

43 

4.3 

4.3 

44 

4.1 
11 
41 
19 

18 
17 
18 
17 
16 
17 


Prices  in  London,  c  L  L  basis 


India, 

Burma 

No.  2 


7.8 
18 
19 
19 
7.4 
7.7 
11 
10 
19 
7.6 
7.8 
7.3 

7.3 
7.4 
7.3 
17 
18 
14 
13 
13 
13 
IS 
IS 
13 

11 

12 
14 
11 
11 
11 
11 
11 
4.9 
49 


Indo- 
china 
No.  1 
round 


Slam 
garden 
No.  1 


130 
143 
i.M 
133 
136 
135 
126 
126 
136 
132 
129 
146 

147 
147 
140 
146 
118 
100 
100 
100 
120 
119 
130 
131 

194 
119 
115 
106 
111 
112 
110 
116 
107 
Z04 


119 
Z88 
136 
120 
130 
150 
110 
112 
115 
132 
12s 
134 


American 

(anoy 
Blue  Rosa 


174 
175 
174 
178 
179 
183 
166 
192 
170 
160 
100 
188 


137 

184 

138 

182 

130 

180 

143 

160 

100 

144 

100 

136 

102 

136 

117 

146 

122 

164 

117 

183 

121 

162 

125 

163 

101 
7.26 
7.41 
7.88 
7.71 


118 

114 
Z97 
Z78 
174 
Z84 
Z77 
ZOO 

zoo 

183 


162 
146 
141 
139 
187 
137 
1S7 
148 
138 
132 


124 
184 
173 
156 
133 
1V7 
102 
103 
192 
188 
170 
ITS 

179 
163 
182 
197 
187 
175 
478 
103 
188 
4  52 


In  the  foregoing  discussion  there  has  been  presented,  briefly,  a  picture 
of  the  domestic  rice-prodncing  industry  which  shows  the  Importance 
of  the  farm  enterprise  and  the  related  rice-cleaning  Industry  ;  tbe  sta 
tlstlcs  of  our  import  and  our  export  trade  as  weU  as  our  trade  with 
the  Hawaiian  laUnda  and  Porto  Rico  have  been  given  in  some  detail; 
prices  in  world  markets  and  in  our  domestic  market  have  »!«>  »>«f° 
shown.  It  remains  to  discnas  the  international  trade  In  rice  and  the 
significance  of  the  fact  that  the  United  States  both  Imports  and  ex- 
ports conaWerabl*  quantlttes  of  Hot     It  Is  fairly  obrtoas  tliat  tJis  un- 


deriylng  facts  which  permit  both  Import  and  ''^P^'^  trade  for  the 
United  States  are  the  bash  for  the  determination  and  the  limitation  of 
the  toriff  problem  involved  in  this  commodity.  ^      .       .     -...,        . 

The  world  production  of  rice,  exclnding  the  production  In  China,  la 
estimated  at  125,000.000.000  pounds.  The  International  export  trade 
Is  estimated  to  be  about  15,000.000,000  pounds.  The  United  States  ex- 
Dort  of  domestic  rice  to  foreign  countries  In  recent  years  has  been 
Bomewhers  between  200,000,000  and  300,000.000  pounds  annually,  or 
approximately  2  per  cent  of  the  International  trada. 


»     M 
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Thr  firat  qawitlon  which  arii»#«  ta.  How  c«n  th*  United  St«t«  pro- 
ducer who  admlttMlly.  b«»oi*  of  higher  land  Taloea  and  higher  wage 
eomtn.  hnn  a  grwtCT  coirt  of  prodnctlon  tor  rice  than  to  any  oriental 
country,  eiport  rice  to  c«»mpcte  in  International  marketa  with  rice  pro- 
duced In  oriental  ountrica  wh^re  labor  and  land  repreaent  only  a  frae- 
tien  of  the  eo«t  in  the  United  State* T 

We  have  already  recited  the  fact  that  the  United  Statea  export  trade 
la  only  at>oot  2  per  cent  of  the  total  IntemaUonal  expert  trade  and  we 
hare  Kbown  In  price  tables  pre»ente»l  In  the  earUer  part  of  thia  dlscnsalon 
that  United  Statea  rtcr  ii.lla  in  London,  and  the  aame  is  al«o  true  for 
Hamburg,  at  a  much  higher  price  than  the  Tarloua  grade*  of  oriental 
rica  quoted  la  thoae  marketa.  This  polnta  to  the  erldent  reason  for  the 
abUltj  of  the  United  Statea  to  export  in  the  face  of  the  competition 
exert<^  by  oriental  rice  sold  at  much  lower  prices.  There  appears  to  be 
a  relatively  auMll  number  of  consumera  In  the  world  markets  who  are 
wlUing  to  pay  a  decidedly  higher  price  for  American  rice  because  of  Its 
Inherent  quality  and  probaWy  because  of  the  fact  that  It  la  the  most 
^carefully  graded  rice  which  enters  international  trade.  This  leads  to  a 
further  cunclusion  that  the  rice-growing  industry  In  the  United  Btatea 
will  not  be  able  to  expand  Its  acreage  and  to  Increase  production  onless 
two  things  happen:  (1)  The  per  capita  consumption  In  the  United 
gQileii.  the  Hawaiian  lalands.  or  Porto  Rico  should  greatly  Increase : 
ami  (2»  the  demand  by  discriminating  purchasers  In  foreign  trade  should 
greatly  Increase.  An  examination  of  the  sUtlstlcs  covering  the  produc- 
tion of  rice  la  the  United  States  indicates  that  the  screage  la  1928  la 
actually  lower  than  the  acraage  In  1917.  and  that  for  recent  years  the 
tentlency  would  Indicate  a  production  which  appears  to  hare  reached 
alMHt  Its  limit.  Thus,  onleas  domestic  consumption  increasea,  or  this 
demand  by  dlscrlmlnatlag  foreign  conaumers  increases,  or  imports  are 
regulated  by  adequate  Urtff  duties,  the  rice  industry  can  not  make 
farther  progreas.  anleaa,  perchance,  agrtcnltnral  methoda  can  somehow 
be  ilevlaed  for  reducing  decidedly  the  coat  of  producing  rice  In  the 
United  States. 

Having  presented  the  reasons  why  the  United  States  rice  producer 
can  export  relatively  amall  quantltiea  of  rice,  we  are  now  faced  with 
the  ae<^nd  question.  How  can  there  be  Imports  of  rice  when  the  United 
States  Is  on  an  export  basin? 

The  I'nited  States  Imports  of  rice  may  be  roughly  classified  accord- 
ing to  the  class  or  type  of  consumer  for  whom  these  Imports  are 
destined.  The  contomers  may  be  roughly  divided  Into  three  groups: 
(1>  Orientals,  who  for  personal  or  patriotic  reasons,  desire  rice  from 
their  own  countries;  (2)  residents  who  come  originally  from  Italy 
or  Spain  and  who  desire  rice  grown  In  those  two  countries;  and  (3) 
the  general  conaumer  who  Is  not  a  connolnaeur  In  rice  and  who  la 
usually  unable  to  differentiate  one  type  of  rice  from  another. 

When  we  examine  the  Import  statistics  for  cleaned  rice  which  is 
dnftablc  In  the  tariff  act  of  1922  at  2  cents  per  pound,  we  find  that 
there  sre  some  curious  fluctuations  in  the  duty-paid  importations  as 
shown,  beglantng  with  1922.  In  1922  the  Imports  were  approximately 
14.345.000  pounda  In  1923,  they  increased  to  16,860,000  pounds;  in 
1924.  they  further  Increased  to  18.6.S6.000  pounds:  In  1925,  they  In- 
creased again  to  3O.91R.0OO  pounds :  in  1926,  the  imports  rose  very 
sharply  and  reached  79.572,713  pounds;  In  1927,  the  imports  declined 
to  26.204.000  pounds;  and  to  1928  they  decUned  further  to  20,121,000 
pounds. 

One  definite  conclualon  can  be  drawn  from  these  Import  figures,  and 
that  la,  the  floctnatioaa  have  been  so  wide  that  they  can  not  be  ac- 
counted for  by  the  demand  of  our  oriental  population,  or  by  the  demand 
of  any  particular  group  of  consumers  desiring  rice  from  Italy,  Spain, 
•r  any  other  foreign  producing  country. 

It  Is  obvious  that  we  must  look  somewhere  else  for  the  reason  for  th« 
steady  Increase  In  the  importations  through  1926  and  the  snbaequent 
decline.  The  solution  to  thiit  phenomenon  can  be  found  by  examining 
the  prices  of  cleaned  Blue  Roae  rice  at  New  Orleans,  which  have  been 
prevlonaly  laasrted  In  this  statement.  There  had  been  a  aharp  decline 
to  the  price  of  rice  begtonlng  In  1920.  and  for  the  crop  years  begtonlng 
with  Augtvt.  1921,  and  August,  1922,  the  price  of  cleaned  Blue  Rose 
rk*  In  New  OrleaBs  was  leas  than  4  centa  per  pound.  For  the  crop 
year  of  192S  the  prtea  waa  a  cent  higher  per  pound  than  1932,  and 
averaged  tor  the  year  4.9  cents.  In  1924  the  price  tocreaned  further 
and  averaged  fior  the  year  at  dose  to  6.2  cents,  and  for  the  crop  year 
beginning  Antoat.  192S,  the  price  maintained  the  level  reached  In  1924 
and  averaged  eloae  to  6.2  centa  per  pound.  However,  the  relatively 
high  prices  after  the  recovery  from  the  sharp  decline  to  1920  and  1021 
-  bnran  to  fall  to  May,  1926,  and  have  been  falling  since.  In  December, 
192^  the  wboleaale  price  at  New  Orleans  waa  only  S.8  centa  per  pound, 
a  price  which  approximated  the  price  to  1922. 

Here  we  have  the  explanation  for  the  Increase  and  decline  to  importa. 
As  the  price  of  rice  to  the  United  Stotea.  as  exemplified  by  cleaaed  Blue 
Boae  rice,  started  to  rise  In  1922,  importa  started  to  Increase,  and 
(cached  their  Baxtmum  to  1926  aa  a  reault  of  the  high  price  preTalitog 
to  that  year  and  to  the  year  previona.  Siace  thea  importa  hava  dedtoed 
aharply.  keeptog  pace  with  the  decline  to  pric«k 

What  coDClualaa  can  he  drawn  from  thia  synchronooa  fluctuation  of 
Importa  with  pricaa  la  the  Uolted  SutasT     It  la  crMaU  that  to  th« 
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rice  to  the  conanmer  through  retail   stores  and  In  the   atillxa- 
rice  for  the  manufacture  of  certain  foods  the  big  distributing 
manufacturing  Interests  are  concerned  with  obtaining  rice  at  advan- 
prices.     It  seems  reasonable  to  assume  that  retail  chain  grocery 
will  search  the  world  for  rice  which  can  be  sold  on  a  competi- 
e  basis  with  our  domestic  rice.     And  this  must  also  be  true  of 
uf^cturing  or  other  dlstrlbuttog  agencies.     Therefore,  when  the  price 
domestic  rice  approachea  a  level  that  Is  In  some  degree  remunera- 
the  producer  Imports  of  cleaned  rice  come  in  over  the  present 
1  rail  and  cauae  serious  losses  to  the  domestirr  grower. 
dllBcultles  of   the  domestic   rice  grower  and   the  domestic   rice- 
Industry  In  marketing  rice  seem  fairly  obvious.     Producing  rice 
liigber  cost  than  any  of  the  oriental  countries  and  protluoing  a 
In  excess  of  present   domestic  needs,   they  must   not   only  ex- 
considerable  portion  of  tbeir  production  but   they  must   do  so 
face  of  lower  prices  for  other  internationally  sold  rice.     At  the 
Ime  they   must  receive  a  price  in  exccBS  of  the  world   price   for 
rice,  not  only  In   the  foreign   markets  but  also  in   the   United 
It    seems    clear    that    their    position    is    decidedly    vulnerable, 
ly  In  so  far  as  the  export   trade  Is  concerned,  and   that   their 
trade  must  be  their  chief  reliance  for  the  prosperity  of  both 
fak-ming  and  the  rice-cleaning  industries.     There  can  be  no  question 
ulthoot  the  protection  afforded  by  the  tariff  the  rice  indu«!ry  in 
qnited    States    could    not    have    developed    to    the    extent    It    has ; 
without  Increased  protection  It  can  not  expand.  If,  Indeed,  It 
_     Ita  own. 
Table  XI  of  this  memorandum  there  are  shown  the  prices  of  cleaned 
Rangoon  and  Saigon,  as  well  as  at  New  Orleans,  for  the  three 
;  ears  1925-26  to  1927-28.     If  the  simple  average  of  the  prices  of 
various  grades  of  rice  were  taken  for  each  of  these  three  years,  we 
In  the  crop  year  1925-26  the  wholesale  price  of  cleaned  Blue 
rice  at  New  Orleans  exceeds   the  average  wholesale  price   of  the 
rlcea  at  Rangoon   and  Saigon   by   approximately  4.2  cents   per 
:  by  2.3  cents  per  pound  In  1926-27  ;  and  by  1.5  cents  per  pound 
-28.     If  a  similar  comparison   la  made  of  our  domestic  cleaned 
bead  rice  at  New  Orleans,   the  differences  are  much  greater. 
19>5-26  the  cleaned  Honduras  head  rice  at  New  Orleans  exceeded  the 
price   of    the    oriental    rices    by    approximately    4.9    cents    per 
In    1926-27,    by    approximately    4    cents    per    pound ;    and    in 
,    by   approximately   2.2    cents    per    pound.      Tnklng   the   simple 
for  these  rices  for  the  three  crop  years  involved,  we  find   that 
wjiolesale  price  of  cleaned  Blue  Rose  rice  and  cleaned  Honduras  head 
New  Orleans  on  the  average  exceeded  the  wholesale  prices  of  the 
rices  by  3.4  cents  per  pound, 
data  are  available  for  the  costs  of  production  of  rice  In  the  prin- 
»riental  producing  countries,  and  the  Tariff  Commission  has  made 
studies  in  the  United  Sutes.     It  is  generally  ndmitted  that  the 
producing  rice  In  the  United  States  greatly  exceedr  the  cost  In 
countries, 
only  measure  of  this  cost  difference  available  at  the  present  time 
wholesale   prices   which   have   been   previously   quoted.      In   ex- 
the  costs  of  production  of  farm  commodities,   it   Is  customary 
aa    a   basis    more    than    one   crop    year    In    order    to    minimize 
ces  in  costs  which  are  causjjd  by   differences  In  yields  per  aero 
of  climatic  conditions  in  the  particular  seasons  studied.      For 
crop  years  referred  to  above,   taking  wholesale   prices  as  an 
of  costs  of  production,  it  is  evident  that   the  present   rate  of 
does  not  equalise  the  differences  In  the  wholesale  prices  of  the  two 
pal  varieties  of  domestic  rice  which  are  comparable   to  the  prtn- 
varletles  of  oriental   rice   which   enter   into    international    trade, 
possible  that  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Mean.i  In  recommending 
In  the  duty  on  cleaned  rice  and  the  other  rices  covered  in 
[^ragraph    baaed   Its    findings   on    the    relationships   shown    by   the 
e  prices  here  discussed, 
provisions  which  have  been  Inserted  In  H.  R.  2667  aa  to  broken 
ind   to  other  grades  of  rice   are   needed   to   prevent   litigations  In 
4uatoms  courts  and  to   prevent  evasion  of  the  Intent   of  Congress 
siting  op  the  classifications  for  rice  In   various  forms.     The  para- 
as  rewritten  takes  care  of  the  litigation  which  has  resulted  from 
ordtog  of  the  rice  paragraph  In  the  act  of  1922. 

.  CX)PBLAND.     Mr.  President,  I  am  surprised  to  have  a 

stand  up  and  pr(>i>o8e  a  rate  on  a  necessity  of  life 

has  in  it  every  doubtful  prospect  of  helping  the  rice  fann- 

>f  the  United  States,  but  which  tindoubtedly  will  impose  a 

prtce  upon  a  food  product  of  the  people  who  live  in  the 

and  buy  the  rice. 

BANSDBLXi.     May  I  ask  tlie  Senator  if  it  is  not  the 

commodity  now  in  price,  the  cheapest? 

COPELAND.     Thank   Ood    something   is   cheap   in    the 

It  is  about  time  we  had  sometliing  that  was  cheap. 

appeftl  to  Senators.     Some  of  us  who  live  in  the  East  are 

hard,  in  the  face  of  opposition,  to  support  the  farm  pro- 

and  yeC  here  is  an  article  the  produc-ers  of  which  in  the 

wii«re  this  rice  Is  produced  will  benefit  very,  very  little, 

We  are  already  ezporting  tremendous  quantities  ot 
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the  product.  Wliy  do  you  not  help  us  once  in  a  whUe?  Why 
do  ySi  not  make  it  easy  for  us  to  support  you  n  some  of  your 
undertakingsV  If  you  are  going  the  limit  in  P',*""^  ^^^. 
prices  upon  the  necessities  of  the  common  people,  you  mAke  it 
mposeiWe  for  us  who  Uve  where  they  are  to  ^<>^'*7„%'*„^ 
1  appeal  to  Senators  not  to  place  this  increased  tariff  upon 
rice  There  is  no  Justification  for  it ;  there  is  no  argnment  In 
the  world  that  will  justify  placing  an  inct^ased  P;\^*  "P^P  * 
product  80  largely  consumed  by  the  common  people  of  the  umiea 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected.  .„„    ..       ,-    k^#«,«  *h^ 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  132,  line  ^'^f^,,^ 
words  "  per  pound."  to  strike  out  "  1%  centa  and  Insert  IVt 
cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Brown  rice  (hulls  removed,  all  or  to  part),  1%  cents  per  pound. 

The  amendment  was  rejected.  ,«    .   ,        ♦k^ 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  132,  line  l«.,tf «<>«;«  the 

words  "per  pound,"  to  strike  out  "2V4  cents"  and  Insert  "2 

cents,"  so  a&  to  read : 

Milled  rice  (hran  removed,  all  or  to  part),  2  eeata  per  poun*. 

The  amendment  was  rejected.  ,-«    „       ^o    -♦♦-,  «.« 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  132,  line  i«'  »«**5.  J™f 
word  "bran,"  to  strike  out  -fiveelghths"  and  insert  one- 
half,"  so  as  to  read : 

Broken  rice,  which  will  paaa  readily  through  a  laetal  sieve  perforated 
with  round  holes  five  and  one-half  sixty-fourths  of  1  toch  to  diameter. 
aad  rice  meal,  flour,  poliah.  and  bran,  one^balf  of  1  ««nt  per  pound. 

The  amendment  was  rejected.  >.  ^    .  „^^  ^ 

Mr  TRAMMELL.  Mr.  President,  before  we  take  a  vote  on 
this  I  want  to  submit  a  request  for  unanimous  consent  in  regarti 
to  the  vJte  on  clams.  I  have  been  informed  by  several  Senators 
that  when  we  took  a  rote  on  the  amendment  relating  to  c?ams, 
found  on  page  131,  a  few  moments  ago,  they  did  not  underttand 
last  the  question  upon  which  we  were  voting.  Some  w^re  con- 
fused as  to  whether  or  not  I  had  offered  an  amendment  to  strike 
out  the  "  20  per  cent "  proposed  by  the  committee  and  to  insert 
"30  per  cent,"  and  others  did  not  know  that  a  vote  in  the  nega 
tlve  was  what  was  re<iulred  to  .sustain  the  House.  I  think  most 
Senators  will  agrw  that  there  was  more  or  less  confusion  at 

the  time  the  vote  was  taken.  ,^_m^„  «#  ♦>.« 

If  there  is  no  objection,  I  a.sk  for  a  reconsideration  of  the 
vote  by  which  the  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  if  it  is  ie«>n- 
sWered  then  I  win  propose  to  amend  the  committee  amend- 
me^yTrlking  out  ••20^1n  line  9.  page  131.  and  toserting 
"  30  "  and  then  will  ask  for  a  vote. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  return- 
ing to  page  131  to  reconsider  the  amendment  in  lines  8  and  9? 
The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  vote  is  reconsidered. 

Mr  TRAMMEU..  I  propose  in  the  committee  amendment  to 
strike  out  the  numerals  "20"  and  insert  In  lieu  thereof  the 
numerals  "  30,"  so  a.s  to  read : 

Clams,  clam  Juice,  or  either  to  combination  with  other  substances, 
packed  to  air  tight  eonUlners,  SO  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  whs  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  state  the  next 

""rhenSt" amendment  was,  on  page  133,  line  8,  after  the  word 
••  ton  "  to  insert  '*  soybean  oU  cake  and  soybean  oU-cake  meal, 
three-tenths  of  1  cent  per  pound,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph 
read: 

PAa.  730.  Bran,  shorta,  hy-product  feeds  obtained  In  milling  wheat 
or  other  cereals,  10  per  cent  ad  valorem  ;  bulls  of  oata,  bartey,  buck- 
wheat or  other  grains,  ground  or  unground,  10  cents  per  100  pounds ; 
dried  beet  polp,  malt  sprouts,  and  brewers'  grains,  f  5  per  ton ;  aoy- 
bean  oU  cake  and  soybean  oil-cake  meal,  three-tenths  of  1  cent  per 
pound;  mUed  feeds,  consisting  of  an  admixture  of  grains  or  grain 
products  with  oU  cake,  oil-cake  meal,  moUsses,  or  other  feedstuffs,  10 
per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Mr.  Presldpnt,  I  am  very  much  obliged  to 
the  Senate  for  saving  rice  for  the  New  York  consumers. 

Mr  CONNALLY.    The  amendment  waa  rejected. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Then,  I  will  make  a  special  plea  on  soy- 
bean meal  and  cakea  If  you  are  not  interested  in  the  welfare 
of  the  consumer,  perhaps  you  are  Interested  In  tiie  farmers  of 

tiie  East. 

This  article,  soybean  meal  and  cake,  is  one  of  the  dhief  h^re- 
■tock  feeds.  It  is  used  extensively  in  the  East  by  the  dairy 
farmem  ta  teed  ihttx  cattle.    Tbetm  to  a  very  aaall  quaatlty 
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Imported  and  the  Intent  of  the  farm  group,  I  roppoae,  In  placing 
thU  upon  the  protected  list,  ia  to  encourage  the  growth  of  8<»y 
l^ans.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  soybeans  that  are  raised  in 
the  West  and  South  are  used  for  the  making  of  oil,  which  is 
protected,  or  will  be,  I  have  no  doubt,  when  we  get  throu^ 
with  the  WU;  but  this  particular  product  la  a  product  used 
on  the  farm.  I  appeal  to  Senators  not  to  place  It  upon  the 
protected  list.  ^^ 

One  hundred  par  cent  of  the  soybean  meal  and  cake  is  uaeo 
on  the  farm— it  is  not  competitive  with  a  domestic  supply— and, 
so  far  as  I  can  see,  thiere  la  no  reason  why  a  duty  of  $6  a  ton 
should  be  linpoeed  upon  a  product  in  conunon  use,  not  in  the 
cities,  not  In  the  democratic  centers  of  the  Bast,  but  among  the 
farmers;  and  I  make  the  same  plea  to  y«m  to  protect  the 
farmers  of  the  East  that  you  are  making  to  us  to  protect  the 
farmers  of  the  West    I  ask  that  the  committee  amendment  he 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President,  this  product  is  largely  pro- 
duced In  Illinois.  It  is  produced  in  the  ft^iowing  SUtes :  AU- 
bama,  Arkansas,  Delaware,  Georgia,  Indiana.  Iowa,  Kansas, 
KentiKky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Mu^sissippi,  Missouri. 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  South  CaroUna.  Tennessee, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wi8c<»8in. 

In  Manchuria  the  farmer  receives  30  cents  a  buahri  tar  aoy- 
beans.  It  coats  in  Illinois  about  $L20  a  boshd  to  produce  them. 
It  is  one  of  the  beat  crops  that  is  raised,  first  for  harvesting, 
then  for  pasture;  it  is  an  <ril-prodncing  crop;  It  la  a  aoU  balkier; 
it  Is  a  legume;  It  has  a  large  protein  content ;  and  it  resists  the 
corn  borer. 

The  president  of  the  farm  bureau  in  IIlln<rf8  favors  it  and 
says  his  organlaation  favors  it,  and  infwms  me  also  that  the 
American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  favors  this  duty. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  Pr«ddent,  I  am  not  going  to  diaenss  this 
particular  qumtion  at  any  great  length,  but  I  Just  want  to  sound 
a  warning  to  those  who  seen  to  have  become  considerably 
interesteil  in  an  attempt  to  Jack  up  the  prices  of  certain  alleged 
farm  products  by  tariffs. 

Soybeans  in  the  United  SUtes  can  be  raised  profitably  for 
one  purpose,  and  that  is  forage,  and  the  production  of  that' 
part  of  the  seed  essratial  for  planting.    There  are  practically 
no  soybeans  used  for  oil-producing  purposes  except  the  seed 
that  Is  discolored,  shriveled,  partly  decomposed. 

The  soybean  oil  cake  Is  merely  a  by-product  In  the  crushing 
of  these  discolored  and  defective  soybeans  that  can  not  be  used 
for  planting  purpofes. 

I  think  to  encourage  the  fanners  of  the  country  to  undertake 
the  production  of  soybeans  for  the  purpose  of  producing  oil  is 
nothing  short  of  a  betrayal  of  the  farmer.  The  writing  into 
the  tariff  WU  of  this  kind  of  legislation  Is  simply  an  attempt  to 
stimulate  that  which  in  the  very  nature  of  things  win  be  a 
failure.  Every  farmer  that  is  induced  to  grow  soybeans  for 
the  purpose  of  producing  oil  is  being  led  dovni  the  path  of 
destruction  and  bankruptcy. 

It  is  evident  that  some  of  the  tariff  rates  wmcb  are  proposed 
upon  some  of  the  products  grown  upon  the  farm  are  going  to 
result  for  the  ben^t  chiefly  of  the  processors.  Some  of  the 
so-called  farm  products  are  removed  two,  three,  four,  five,  six, 
and  seven  times  frtwa  the  farmer.  It  is  not  for  the  protection 
of  the  farmer.  It  simply  means  Increased  cost  fbr  the  fanner  in 
operating  his  farm.  And  yet  I  appreciate  that  In  undertaking 
to  stimulate  the  production  of  some  certain  cocnmodlty  so<*  as 
soybeans  we  may  induce  some  fanners  to  raise  soybeans  for  the 
purpose  of  having  them  processed  toto  oil  and  the  by-product  of 
that  process,  oil  cake,  but  when  we  do  that  sort  of  thin«  we  are 
leading  the  fanner  into  a  bog  mire.    He  becomes  a  competitor  of 

other  farmers,  .  t  .. 

So,  Mr.  President  I  want  to  sound  a  note  of  warning.  I  sound 
it  because  of  the  fact  that  there  are  in  existence  certain  tariff 
rates  which  have  increased  the  costs  of  certain  concentrated 
foods  which  restrict  their  use  in  the  dairy  States  of  the  Union. 
In  my  own  State,  which  has  one-ninth  of  aD  the  dairy  cows  m 
America  the  market  for  practically  all  of  the  oil  cake  that  was 
once  used  by  the  dairy  farmers  of  Wisconsin  hag  been  partially 

ThhT  proposal  Is  leading  In  the  same  direction.  So.  I  hope 
that  we  will  not  In  our  seal  lead  the  farmers  of  the  country 
Into  the  belief  that  we  are  doing  them  a  great  economic  favor 
when  we  place  these  Increased  tariff  rates  not  upon  farm 
nroducts,  but  upon  products  that  are  processed.  The  tariff 
benefits,  if  there  are  any,  will  go  to  the  processors  of  those 
products.  

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mew  York? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 
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Mt.  rOPBT^AND.     Am  I  to  umJerstand  that  the  Senator  fcwm  I 
WlMconiiin  is  In  Qpp«MUtlon  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 

Flnano*>  Committee?  .    ^         ^  *     ,._^„ 

Mr  BL-\INE.  If  the  proposal  is  to  Induce  farmers  to  grow 
8ovl»eHiir*  .so  that  certain  pnx-essors  might  maice  a  profit  out 
of  those  farmers.  I  am  oppr»8ed  to  that  type  .Tf  legislation.  As 
I  have  saiil,  the  economic  use  to  which  soybeans  can  be  put  in 
Amerl.-a  Is  in  foraKe  fo»  dair>-  cattle  primarily.  SoybeMis  are 
used  In  producing  a  fornge  <rop  as  a  substitute  for  hay,  and 
ixHMfntrated  feeds.  S«>bean.s  are  also  raised  upon  the  far™ 
iu  roiijumtion  with  a  corn  cro}).  The  soytH>ans  go  into  the  silo 
of  the  dalrj'  and  that  is  the  feed  which  becomes  ▼alnaj**  '**^ 
dainlng  purposes.  Soybeans  can  be  profitably  produced  as  a 
forage  crop,  but  they  can  not  be  profitably  produced  in  Anaertca 
a»  u  seed  bearing  crop  except  to  reylac**  the  seeds  necessary  to 
sow  the  soybeans  each  sprinjftlme. 

Mr.  l»r«iident.  the  n^ult  of  this  class  of  legislation  which 
places  a  high  tariff  on  a  processed  farm  product  is  not  in  the 
Interest  of  the  farmer  To  lead  him  in  the  direction  of  a  crop 
that  can  not  be  economically  prwliiced  for  any  other  purpose 
than  forage  is  to  mislead  him.  and.  therefore,  is  to  betray  him. 
A  tariff  on  many  farm  cn>p«  that  are  being  processed,  that  is 
J»ein«  put  in  storage,  cold  storage  or  otherwise,  that  is  held  for 
a  perio<l  of  time  from  six  months  upward,  is  a  tariff  in  the 
interest  of  the  processor,  in  the  interest  of  the  cold-storage 
people,  against  the  interests  of  the  consumer,  and  with  slight 
benefit  to  the  agricultural  producer  of  the  raw  product  Until 
the  time  come«  when  the  farmers  can  cooperatively  process  and 
store  their  own  products,  tiie  farmer  is  going  to  be  the  victim 
of  high  tariff  rates,  eitlier  under  the  indu.stri«I  rates  or  the 
so-called  agricultural  rates,  where  the  agricultural  rate  is  upon 
the  i)roduct  that  is  processed  or  is  capable  of  storaga 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  particularly  discus^^ng  the  one  pro 
posed  incTMise  now  before  us.  I  refer  to  all  the  Increases  upon 
some  of  tlie  prodocts  which  some  call  farm  products  but  which 
hare  left  the  farm  and  hare  become  second,  third,  fourth,  and 
fifth  cousins  of  a  farm  product  and  cease  therefore  to  be  farm 
products.  Increases  upon  that  type  of  so<aaied  farm  products 
are  against  the  intererts  of  agriculture.  They  are  in  the  Interest 
of  those  who  process  and  those  who  store  mtt±  products  and  who 
reap  thereby  the  benefit  of  the  tariff  at  the  expense  ot  the  con- 
sumer and  In  many  cases  without  any  benefit  to  the  producer. 

In  the  caae  of  butter,  for  insunce,  under  the  12-cent  tariff 
rate  it  ia  condnsiTely  shown  that  the  farmer  receires  only  6 
cents  out  of  the  12-cent  Urlfl.  Who  are  the  farmers  that  re- 
ceive the  6  cents?  The  farmers  who  produce  thrir  butter  on 
IMstnrage?  No !  The  farmers  who  produce  their  butter  in  the 
wintertime?    Only  partUlly. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  During  five  of  tlie  months  of  the  year  they  get 
the  full  beBcAt. 

Mr.  BLAINB.  There  are  sir  months  of  the  time  of  production 
of  butter,  as  I  pointed  out  this  afternoon,  yielding  from  110,- 
OOaOUO  to  190,000,000  pounds.  During  the  six  months  when  that 
batter  is  produce*!  I  challenge  anyone  to  prove  that  the  farmers 
receive  a  single  penny  from  the  tariff  on  butter.  Those  who 
pnxduce  during  the  six  months  of  so-called  winter  production, 
when  it  runs  as  low  as  8a000.0tt>  pounds  per  month,  receive  a 
partial  ben^t  from  the  tariff.  But  the  (•♦imposite  benefit  Is  only 
6  cents  a  pound  for  the  farmer,  and  yet  that  butter  placed  in 
storage  goes  to  tlie  consumer  at  the  wortd's  market  price,  the 
L«Hidon  price,  plus  the  12  cents  tariff.  The  consumer  therefore 
I«y8  the  entire  tariff,  and  those  who  have  stored  the  butter,  who 
iMive  withheld  it  from  the  market,  are  the  beneficiaries  to  the 
extent  of  12  cents  a  pound. 

So.  Mr.  President,  we  could  go  on  down  the  entire  line  of 
tariffs  upon  agricultural  products  and  Identically  the  same  slt- 
tiation  would  be  found.  For  whole  milk  the  farmer  Is  lucky  to 
get  about  6  cents  a  quart.  The  people  of  the  cities  of  Chicago, 
Washington.  New  York,  and  Boston  pay  all  the  way  from  15 
to  18  cents  a  quart. 

The  tariff  that  has  been  increased  on  milk  this  afternoon 
will  mit  redound  to  the  benefit  of  the  milk  producers  of  New 
York  and  New  Bngland.  They  will  receive  practically  no  benefit 
from  that  Uriff.  A  slight  amount  win  be  reflected  back,  it  is 
true,  but  the  beneficiaries  of  that  tariff  will  be  those  who  gather 
th«  milk  from  the  ctmntrysiile  throughout  the  entire  New  Bng- 
land dairying  area  ami  sell  it  In  the  cities  at  a  price  three 
tlmtw  tlie  price  that  is  paid  to  tlie  producer  of  the  milk. 

Mr.  President,  I  trust  that  we  who  come  from  the  agrlenitural 
areas  at  least,  who  are  chosen  to  consider  these  matters,  will 
not  undertake  to  mislead  the  farmer.  Whaterer  increases  we 
may  write,  let  os  do  so  frankly,  let  us  do  eo  openly.  L«t  us 
not  suppres  the  facta.  Let  us  not  lead  the  tarmers  to  briiere 
that  they  are  going  to  be  the  beneAciartea  of  tluxe  increases  on 
agricultural  prodneta. 
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1  here  ia  something  else  that  must  .be  done.  Good  intention 
will  not  do  it  all.  The  tariff  rate  is  only  one-half  the  battle. 
Thire  must  be  a  system  of  marketing.  That  system  must  be  a 
coo|»erative  system.  But  we  can  not  settle  these  problems  In  the 
dls-usslon  of  tariff  legislation.  We  can  settle  them  at  another 
time.  We  have  not  settleil  them  yet,  and  I  do  not  know  that 
th«  r  ever  will  be  settled.  I  do  not  know  that  they  ever  can  be 
set  led  except  by  the  farmers  them-selves.  It  Is  our  duty  to 
set  le  them,  however,  so  far  as  we  cun,  but.  Mr.  President,  I 
for  one  want  to  raise  my  voice  in  warning  against  some  of  the 
att^pts. 

here  Is  a  combination  here  of  fish  and  fertilizer  lobbyists 
those  who  are  attem'»>tlng  to  fool  the  farmer.    They  are  all 
ed  together. 

hope  to  be  able,  before  the  Investigation  of  the  special  com- 
.ee  proceeds  much  further,  to  advise  the  Senate  that  some 
...  ^hese  soKialled  farm  representatives  have  been  betraying  and 
mlilfadlng  agriculture,  not  only  at  this  session  of  Congress  but 
at  last  sessions  of  Congress.  Already  the  testimony  shows  that 
at  east  three  or  four  of  the  so-called  farm  representatives  have 
bwn  receiving  money  from  the  American  Taxpayers'  League, 
which  is  iIo>ely  allieii  with  Mr.  Grundy:  that  they  have  been 
receiving  money  from  the  Southern  Tariff  Association,  which.  In 
tuin.  has  received  Its  money  from  railroads,  from  public  utiU- 
tlei,  from  national  banks;  that  they  have  been  in  cl(.se  social 
anl  personal  contact  with  the  Arnolds,  with  ^he  Grumlys.  and 
wi  h  the  whole  outfit  (rf  those  who  have  come  before  Congress 
attempting  to  get  a  grab  out  of  the  tariff  revision. 

Those  gentlemen  do  not  represent  agriculture,  not  at  all. 
Ti  ey  represent  no  one  but  them-selves.  They  have  succeeded  In 
building  up  an  organization  and  collecting  funds  from  the  sack- 
erl  who  are  willing  to  give  th»>m  funds,  but,  so  far  as  the  dairy 
interests  are  concerned,  Uiose  8o<^led  farm  and  dairy  repre- 
seiitatlvets  if  we  estimate  their  representation  per  cow,  do  not 
re  jresent  a  single  cow  milked  by  a  single  farmer  in  the  SUtes 
of  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  or  any  other  dairy  State. 

The  same  situation  exactly  exists  with  resiiect  to  oils,  both 
veiretable  and  animal.  They  have  one  Morse;  the  evidence,  I 
thfnk  will  indicate  that  sums  of  money  have  been  ralsetl  with 
wilcli  as  he  puts  it.  to  help  the  farmer,  and  yet  Mr.  Morse  is 
cl<  sely  allied  with  the  Du  Pont  organization  and  with  the  fer- 
til  xer  organizations.  »,     k.>     u^^ 

t  will  also  be  found  that  a  certain  gentleman  who  has  been 
a  obbyist  here  for  years  against  Muscle  Shoals  In  the  Interest 
of  certain  domestic  fertilizer  producers  has  also  joined  hands 
w  th  the  same  so-called  farm  representatives.  These  men  In 
sh  sen's  clothing  have  been  in  and  about  the  Halls  of  C<mgress 
atemptlng  to  make  Congress  believe  that  they  represent  the 
asrlcultural  interests.  They  have  attempted  to  sweep  Members 
of  Congress  off  their  feet,  creating  what  they  think  is  a  move- 
nt jnt  that  would  drive  Members  of  Congress  to  support  their 

schemes  of  fish  and  fertilizer.  ,,  ^     w        vi  i 

ko  Mr  President,  I  shall  not  permit  myself  to  be  whipped 
info  a  zealousi  ess  whereby  I  will  overtook  the  real  fundamental 
in  erests  of  agriculture.  I  will  not  follow  that  leadeiship  that 
hjs  been  pn>moted  through  the  agencies  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred those  agencies  running  into  and  ramifying  practically 
all  organizations  which  have  combined  themselves  together  to 
oltain  Increased  Indu-strlal  rates,  increa.sed  rates  on  processed 
Dtoducts  and  increased  rates  on  proces.>^eti  agricultural  prod- 
ucts  Therefore,  Mr.  President,  whenever  there  Is  a  prop<xsal 
ni  an  an)en<lnient  offered  that  undertakes  to  place  an  Increased 
tskltt  on  a  processe<l  article  that  Is  the  .second,  third,  fourth,  or 
fll  th  cousin  to  an  agricultural  commodity,  I  shall  opix)3e  it. 

I  know  what  crimes  have  been  committed  in  the  name  of 
holiness  I  appreciate  that  these  so-called  representatives, 
cljthed  in  false  cloak.s,  wearing  false  countenances,  practicing 
a  false  and  pretentious  game,  the  racketeers  of  Washington,  if 
tley  succeed  will  betray  agriculture  Agriculture  will  be  bc^ 
tiayed  in  its  owi.  home  by  these  gentlemen  who  have  come  as 
wolves  in  sheep's  clothing. 

Mr.  McKELLAR  Before  we  vote,  hi  order  that  we  may  lo  so 
Irtelligently,  1  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  give  us  the 
flares  as  to  Imports  and  exports  of  the  soybean  oil  and  cake.  I 
believe  those  figures  will  have  a  very  important  bearing  ou  now 
tie  most  of  us  will  vote. 

JMr.  8MOOT.  The  imports  of  soybean  cake  last  year  were 
9il,H10.135  ptmnds.  all  of  which  came  from  China.  The  prtxlnc- 
tl  on  of  soybean  cake  and  oil  is  estimated  at  about  a  million 
a  [«1  a  half  pounds  In  the  United  States  for  the  year  1927. 

Mr.  FRAZIER  Mr.  President,  the  8oyl)ean  crop  ia  quite  an 
important  crop  and  is  increasing  year  by  year.  Throughout  the 
virions  States  where  it  is  raised  the  soybean  is  used  largely  for 
f  irage.  ami  it  is  worth  more  for  forage  than  It  is  for  soybean 
c  Iks.    It  is  used  by  the  farmer  for  forage  and  not  for  cake ;  but 
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the  fact  is  that  thf  soybean  cake  is  imiwrted  here  and  otnes 
int«^  direct  competition  with  cotton.se<Kl-oil  cake,  liaseed-oil  vake, 
and  various  other  oil  ciikes  of  that  kind  whic-h  are  used  for  feed 
for  livestmk.  Therefore  a  tariff  ou  soybean  cake  viW  help  to 
keei)  (»ut  the  oil  calce  which  is  imiiorted  and  which  comes  into 
dire«.-t  coiniietition  with  the  cake  rhat  we  make  out  of  ct.lton- 
Kee.1  oil  ami  linscjd  <rfi.  The  fanners  who  raise  soybeans 
thron^rhout  the  Nation,  so  far  as  I  can  learn,  are  in  favor  of 
this  tariff  duty.  ,     .   ^ 

Mr.  COPEI..AND.  Mr.  President.  I  have  been  much  inter- 
ested in  what  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  said  just  now. 
lie  knows  tliat  the  farmer  d<K's  not  readily  change  his  habits. 
In  my  State  the  soybean  moal  and  <'ake  is  one  of  the  chief  cattle 
fo«ids,  and  I  havt>  i)een  api)ealed  to  b.v  the  farmers  of  my  State 
tt)  do  what  I  can  do  to  prevent  adding  $6  i>er  ton  to  that  im- 
portant foo<l.  That  is  what  will  happen.  We  produced  in 
tills  country  only  a  million  and  a  half  pounds. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  D'»es  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  COPELAND      With  pleasure. 

Mr.  THOM.\S  of  Maho.  I  should  like  to  know  if  the  farm- 
ers of  New  York  who  are  in  the  dairy  business  could  not  just 
us  well  use  cottoiueHl  cake  or  flaxseed  cake  or  oats  or  some- 
thbm  of  that  kind?  Would  they  not  uw  them  if  tliey  ctxild 
not  L'ct  tliem  cheaper  tlian  the  .soybean  cake? 

Mr.  COl'KLAND.     The  Senator  is  not  a  farmer 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Nobmly  ever  accused  me  liefore  of 
not   l»eing  a  farmer. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  When  a  farmer  is  In  the  habit  of  using 
a  particular  fee<l  he  continues  to  do  that,  and  he  will  iKintinue 
to  liuy  this  fee«l,  for  which  he  will  have  to  pay  $6  a  ton  more. 

Mr.  President,  I  want  the  K£(-f>Bn  to  show  that  every  dairy 
fHiiner  and  every  i«oultr>  man  in  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New 
Jer«ey  Massachu.s* Its.  Kho<le  Island.  C^^-nnecticut,  Vermont,  and 
New  Hauii>Hhire  will  know  that  if  this  bill  becomes  a  law  as  it 
c«jmes  from  the  1I(  use.  there  will  he  $R  a  ton  added  to  the  cost 
of  all  soybean  prcMlmts  purchased  by  the  farmers  In  tliose 
States.  If  the  Senator  from  Idaho  wants  to  do  that  and  if 
othej  8enHt«>rs  wa  it  to  do  it,  ko  ahead  and  do  It;  but  I  hitend 
to  tell  the  Senate  as  vigorously  as  I  can  aud  to  let  my  section 
of  tlie  «'OHntry  at  least  know  exactly  what  the  attitude  of  the 
farm  bloc  Is. 

Listen  to  this: 

\Vh»»ii  It  Ix  tliH  policy  til  n<vr  r.'11«»f  to  tho  fomitr,  aiMinK  $«  pxr  t«n 
to  th«»  prin  of  the  feed  UKed  solHy  l)y  the  fnrmer  \n  a  peralL-jr  typp 
of  fnrm  r»»)!ef. 

Now,  if  the  Senate  wants  to  do  it,  go  ahead  aud  do  it,  but  I  am 
going  to  vote  airaltist  it. 

The  PRKSIDEN'T  pro  tenii>ore.  The  question  Ls  on  agt-eeing 
to  the  amendment  prnposed  by  the  conmiittee. 

The  amendment  was  agre«'d  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro   teni|Hn'e.     The  next  amendment   will 

be  .stated. 

The  Chiq"  CuiUK.  In  pamyraph  73G.  page  134,  In  line  12, 
after  the  word  "brine,"  It  Is  pioi>ose<l  to  insert  "or  frozen  with- 
»Mif  sugar  added."  so  as  to  read : 

Iterrie*!.  edible,  in  tbeir  natural  condition  or  In  brino,  or  Irox^u 
without  sugar  adtled.  1»4  cents  per  pound. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  'Hie  qtiestlon  is  on  agt^eeing 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  c<imniittee. 

The  amendment  wa>j  ftg)ve<l  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  next  amendment  re- 
ported by  the  committee  will  be  stated. 

The  CHm'  Cuajc.  In  the  siime  paragrai*.  on  page  134,  line 
14.  after  the  word  •'frozeii."  it  Is  pnii>«»sed  to  inseit  "with  sugar 
added. '  so  as  to  read  : 

Uried,  desiccated,  or  evaporated.  2i*i  cont.s  per  pound;  otherwise  pre- 
pared or  prc«er\"ed,  or  frozen  with  NOgnr  added,  and  not  specially 
provided  for,  35  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  HKI'LIN.  Mr.  Pret<ident,  I  ask  uniinini«Mis  consent  that 
debate  on  these  nmendmenus  as  tliey  come  up  be  Umiteil  to  10 
minutes. 

riie  PRESIDEXT  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection? 

Air.  C<»I'EI^ND.     I  object. 

The  PRES1DI:NT  pro  temiMire.  obje<tion  is  made.  The 
question  Ls  on  ugreelug  to  tiie  auiendmeut  proposed  by  the 
foiiiiuittee. 

Mr.  iXiPELAND.  ilr.  1 'resident.  I  am  sorry  that  this  haiv 
ix-ns  to  be  a  scliedule  that  affects  my  .-iectlou  of  the  country 
and  that  there  if  serious  obje«-flon  (o  this  paratrraph.  I  sliould 
like,  preparatory  to  what  I  have  to  t^y,  to  ask  the  Senator  In 
charge  of  tlie  bil.  what  the  present  rate  Is  ou  cherries  of  various 


tjiies  and  will  the  Senator  please  explahi  the  reason  for  the 
amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Does  the  Senator  refer  to  the  item  "  cherries  in 
their  natural  state,  or  frozen  without  sugar  added,  12  cents  a 
pound  "? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Just  a  minute.  Is  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  discussing  paragraph  737? 

arr.  CJOPELAND.     I  am  referring  to  i»aragraph  737. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Very  well.  Without  objeo- 
tion  the  amentlinent  propt>6ed  by  the  c^minuttee  in  paragraph 
736,  in  line  14.  is  agreed  to.  The  question  now  recurs  uix>n  the 
next  amendment,  which  the  clerk  will  state. 

The  Chubt  Clhuc.  In  pnragraph  737,  page  184,  line  17,  after 
the  word  "state,"  it  is  propomd  to  strike  out  "or  dried,"  and 
insert  " or  fioien  without  sugar  addet,"  so  as  to  read : 

Par.  787.  Cherries:  (1)  In  their  natural  atate,  or  froten  without 
Kugar  added,  2  cents  p«r  pound. 

The  I'RESIDEN'T  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  profxised  by  tlie  committee.  The  Senator 
from  New  York  has  the  fl«»or. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  have  ti»e 
Senator  from  Utah  exjrfain  the  whole  paragraph,  because  what 
I  shall  have  to  say  re.ates  to  the  iwiragrai^  in  general  rather 
than  to  anv  specific  piart  of  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  change  made  from  existing 
law  is  that  the  cherries  have  been  broken  up  into  siaes.  That 
is  on  ai-count  of  the  8maller-«ized  dierry,  whicb  Is  not  produced 
in  the  Unite*!  States,  but  is  iwoduced  in  Italy.  That  is  the 
principal  change. 

As  to  the  rates  that  tlie  Senator  wants  to  lesm  about,  he 
can  take  tlieui  up  as  each  of  the  subsections  is  reached 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  « 
question?  For  instance,  ou  page  136,  beginning  with  line  4, 
"  Sulpiiured^  or  in  brine,  in  size  900  or  less,"  there  is  an  in; 
crease  from  3  cents  to  »vi  cents;  is  there  not? 

Mr.  McNARY.     Mr.  President,  a  imrliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  imh)  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
will  .state  it. 

Mr.  MciNARY.  As  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  New  York, 
1  think  the  question  now  is  whether  we  shall  include  driea 
cherries,  or  whether  they  shall  be  stricken  from  the  Bouse 
bill ;  not  upon  tiie  amendments  on  page  135. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temiwra  The  question  is  upon  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee  on  page  134, 
paragraph  737,  subtiivision   (1),  beginning  on  line  17. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  Pret^ident 

Tlie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  New  York 
has  the  floor.    Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  COI'EI^ND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DUjL.  1  want  to  ask  why  tlie  conunlttee  struck  out  dried 
cherriev. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  in  a  new  paragraph. 

Mr.  DILL.     All  right. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  now  answer  the  S«iator  from  New  York 
as  to  the  rates. 

On  cherries,  sulphured  or  in  brine,  in  size  900  or  less,  per 
gallon,  with  plt.s,  the  committee  placed  a  duty  of  5'/^  cents 
per  ismnd;  with  pits  removed,  9Vj  cents  per  pound.  The 
existing  law  Is  2  cents.  The  proclamation  of  the  President 
raised  that  from  2  cents  to  3  cents.  The  committee  raised 
the  3  cents  to  .'iVj  events  for  cherries  with  pits,  and  »V>  cents 
for  cherries  without  pits. 

That  is  the  history  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia will  state  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  On  what  particular  provision  of  paragraph 
737  is  the  Senate  now  deliberating? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  upon 
agreeing  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee  on 
page  134.  paragraph  737,  subdivision  (1),  beginning  on  line  17. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  That  is  my  understanding.  The  Senator 
from  New  York,  if  he  will  permit  me,  Is  arguing  concerning 
the  first  six  lines  upon  page  135.     Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  had  thought 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     May   the   Chair  Intervene 


to  («y  tliat  the  Senator  from  New  York  requested  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  and  asked  him  to  explain  the 
whole  paragraph. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  And  I  was  explaining  just  what  the  Senator 
aske<l  me  for  in  relation  to  cherries,  sulphured  or  in  brine,  as 
found  <m  i>age  LI,**,  subpnriigraiih  (4)  ;  and  the  explanation  I 
gave  I  think  is  correct.  If  the  Seuate  does  not  tmderstand  it, 
I  will  repeat  it. 
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A  paragraph  readinf— 

Ch*rrl«*.   .alphar«l  or  In  brtM.  with   .t«M  and  pits.  5%  c«lti  per 
pound :  with  a(«Bis  or  pit.  rwnoTed,  9^  ce°ta  per  pound— 
wa«  Inm^rtod  on  page  134  by  the  House     The  8«*te  comi^mee 
•truck  that  out  aiKi  divided  tbe  siae  of  the  cherry.    The  third 
proTtxion  was: 

gulpburcd  or  In  bHne.  In  «iw  more  th«n  900  to  tbe  falloa.  with  plU, 
S  cent*  per  poond ;  with  plt«  remoTed,  4  cent*  per  pound. 

The  fourth  was: 

8ulptaur<Kl  or  In  brine.  In  >tae  900  or  lew  to  tbe  gnllon,  with  plt^ 
B^  centii  per  pound;  with  pita  removed,  9^  centt  per  poond. 

The  Swiator  baa  asked  me  what  the  present  rates  were.  The 
rate  lu  the  act  of  1922  was  2  cents  a  pound.  After  an  inresii- 
HiUoii  by  the  Tariff  Commission  the  President  raised  the  rate 
as  high  as  he  could  under  the  law.  making  It  3  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    That  Is  correct ;  but  not  as  high  as  it  shouia 

Mr  SMOOT.  Not  as  high  as  the  House  thought  it  ought 
to  be  or  as  high  as  the  Senate  cMnmlttee  decided  also,  and  not 
as  high  a.H  shown  by  the  last  Investigation  as  to  the  dUference 
between  the  cost  of  the  production  in  foreign  countries— I  wUl 
say  in  lUly.  because  that  Is  where  they  come  from— and  the 
United  States.  ^,       _    .       ,,, 

Mr  JOHNSON.  Now.  If  the  Senator  from  New  York  will 
permit  roe.  I  will  explain  to  him  In  just  a  word  what  I  am 
seeking  to  do  In  relation  to  these  items.  Then  he  will  be  advised 
as  to  the  position  that  Is  maintained  by  the  West 

We  are  seeking  to  retain,  first,  the  House  proririon  as  em- 
bnu-ed  in  lines  21.  22,  and  23  on  page  134,  and  to  strike  out  the 
first  six  lines  on  page  185.  Does  the  Senator  frpm  New  York 
follow  me? 

Mr.  COPBLAND.     I  do.  ^     ^      . 

Mr.  J0HN80N.  If  that  is  reached,  and  we  are  reedy  for  its 
preMentatkm.  within  three  minutes  I  can  presMit  the  caae  from 
our  standpoint.  „       ^ 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  I  should  be  very  glad  If  the  Senator  would 
do  sa     I  should  be  glad  to  hear  the  argument. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President,  the  Finance  Committee  has 
made  a  tHasaiflcation  erroneously.  That  classification  thus  erro- 
neously made  I  state  upon  the  authority  of  the  Tariff  Commls- 
alon  first,  and  secondly  upi)n  the  authority  of  the  Industry. 
Therefore,  we  seek  to  eliminate  the  first  six  lines  on  page  135. 
wherein  the  classlflcution  "900  to  the  gallon"  has  been  fixed 
by  tbi'  Finance  Cwnmlttee.  It  was  done  upon  the  theory,  doubt- 
less, that  cherries  of  that  siae  are  not  produced  In  the  United 
States. 

I  have  before  me — and  I  do  not  care  to  read  tlie  extensive 
briefs  or  the  statement  of  the  Tariff  Commlswlon  upon  the 
sal»4<fct — the  refutation  of  that  claim.  In  the  United  States, 
cl»errlp«  of  the  sise  with  which  the  cherries  of  Italy  compete 
are  raised  In  abundance.  Therefore,  the  classification  found 
In  the  first  six  lines  of  page  135  should  be  absolutely  eliminated, 
and  the  House  prorialon  as  found  in  the  three  lines  I  have 
indicated  to  the  Senator  on  page  134  should  be  continued  in 
the  bill. 

That  la  our  position,  and  the  testimony  I  have  before  me 
demonstrates  the  fact. 

Mr.  OOLDSBOBOUGH.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  a  statement  to 
the  Senator  from  California. 

After  the  committee  had  agreed  upon  the  900  per  gallon,  and 
made  the  division  mm  it  rep<^>rted  the  bill  to  the  Senate,  a  further 
examinatloa  was  made  as  to  the  production  of  cherries  In  the 
United  States  that  would  be  affected  by  the  Senate  committee 
amendment  of  90U  to  the  gallon. 

I  am  told  by  the  Tariff  (k>mmis«lun  that  the  900  to  the  gallon 
ought  to  be  1.000  to  the  gallon;  and  that  would  take  c-jre — 
1  am  only  teiuiinf  the  Senator  what  the  r»i>'^rt  Is — of  any  cherry 
that  is  raised  in  the  United  States,  and  let  the  small  cherry 
that  the  Italians  will  bay  anyhow,  and  do  buy  no  maUer  what 
the  price  is.  come  in  at  the  rate  of  3  cents  a  pound,  as  provided 
for  by  presideatial  proclamation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  But  that  la  exactly  what  the  Tariff  Com- 
mimlon  says  la  not  accurate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  900  is  too  small.  Mr.  President 
Mr.  JOHNSON.     Yes;  and  the  1.000  will  not  accomplish  the 
result,  and  for  that  reas«>n  the  dasslfication  I  seek  to  remove. 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  know  the  Senator  does ;  but  does  the  Senator 
■ay  that  the  Tariff  Commission  says  that  1.000  to  the  gallon 
will  not  give  the  result  that  the  cherry  producers  of  the  United 
States  desire? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  They  have  not  fixed  1,000.  They  say  900  is 
perfectly  absurd;  and  they  say— which  estatriiahes  tbe  second 
prenl><e — that  tbe  dierries  that  are  raised  in  this  country  are 
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of  equal  kind  and  character  and  size  with  those  that  are  brought 

in  from  Italy.  .       ..     „ .^     >.       j  _«> 

ilr  SMOCWr.  They  are  better  cherries.  Mr.  President  «nd  we 
al  ktiow  it;  but  there  U  a  certain  flavor  to  Ifce  cherry  raised 
In  Italy,  not  cultivated  like  our  cherry  Is  here,  and  the  te.sti- 
mony  before  the  committee  was  that  It  did  not  make  a  particle 
ofldlfference  as  to  the  rate,  that  the  Italians  were  going  to  buy 

thkt  cherry.  .    ^     .  ^  j 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  have  that  testimony  of  the  importers  and 
I  have  with  it  If  time  permitted,  the  utter  refutation  and 
arswer  to  every  statement  that  was  made  by  the  Importers  in 
that  regard. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  only  stating  exactly  what  actuated  the 
catnmlttee  In  making  the  division. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Oh,  I  have  no  doubt  the  committee  was 
atfuated  by  the  highest  motives,  but  In  this  Instance  it  erred 
in  Its  classificatitm  entirely. 

Mr  (;OLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President,  the  information  that 
I  gather  does  not  accord  with  that  which  has  been  submitted 
by  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and  I  d^ire  to 
oi'er  the  following  amendment  to  sections  8  and  4  of  para- 
giaph  737 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  !»ay  to  the 
S<'nator  that  thoee  sections  have  not  yet  been  reached,  though 
h<f  may   submit   the  amendments  and   let   them   lie  upon   the 

ts  ble.  , 

Mr.  OOLDSBOROUQH.    I  will  wait  until  the  sections  are 

reached.     I  understood  that  they  were.     We  have  been  discuss- 

Irg  those,  too.  ^       ,  .. 

Mr  McKBLLAR.    Mr.  President  can  we  not  vote  on  these-- 

tiere  seems  to  be  no  objection  at  all  to  them— and  then  reach 

the  third  and  fourth  subtli visions? 
JMr  COPELAND.     We  can  vote  on  them  ail  in  a  moment ;  but 

I  want  to  ask  a  question  or  two  of  the  Senator  from  California. 

Tlie  purpose  of  bringing  in  certain  of  these  cherries  is  that  they 

n  ay  be  candled  or  crystallised  or  glacW.    Is  not  that  true? 
Mr.  JOHNSON.     Yes.  . , 

Mr.  COPBLAND.    These  are  to  be  prepored  as  maraschino 

clierr'es.     With  all  deference  to  California,  the  advice  I  get  is 

ttat  that  particular  type  of  cherry  grown  in  our  country  is  not 

si  litflt^^  for  tliis  qs4*. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    That  is  entirely  erroneous,  I  can  assure  the 

Senator.  ,  ...  ^    *».  * 

Mr.    COPELAND.    At    least    the    Senator   knows   that   that 

81  atement  is  made;  does  he  not? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  That  statement  Is  made  by  the  importers, 
and  It  is  made  solely  from  the  design  on  their  part  to  make 
Dioney  because  they  can  get  their  cherries  cheaper.  That  Is 
t  »e  only  rea.son  that  it  Is  made. 

Mr.  8ACKETT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 

f  >r  a  moment?  .         ^^       -o^     .. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  from  New  York 

las  the  floor.  ,  ..     « 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Will  the  Senator  allow  me  to  atfk  the  Senator 

from  California  a  question? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from  New 
'^ork  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Yes. 

Mr,  SACKETT.     Does  the  Senator  know  what  the  price  of 
i:;aliforuia  cherries  is? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    I  am  unable  to  tell  the  Senator  the  price. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    The  testimony  before  the  Senate  committee 

Is  to  the  effect  that  the  price  of  California  cherries  Is  a  good 

i  leal  less  than  that  of  Italian  cherries,  and  yet  that  those  who 

H-oduce  maraschino  cherries  pay  the  additional  price  of  the 

tallau  cherry  in  order  to  get  the  small,  hard-meat  cherry. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     Whose  te«tlm«»ny  was  that? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  It  Is  the  testimony  of  Mr.  McOowan.  He  is 
)ne  of  the  manufacturers. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  I  have  testimony  here  of  all  kinds  and 
rharacters  from  various  Individuals,  with  the  variotis  refuta- 
tions concerning  them. 

I  dislike  exceedingly  to  take  the  time  in  reading  that. 

Mr  SACKETT,  Mr,  President  If  the  Senator  will  pardon 
nie  a  moment  there  are  '20  ot  these  manufacturers,  employing 
u  great  many  men  in  different  sections  of  the  country  who  are 
using  these  Italian  cherries.  If  a  9%-cent  rate  is  put  on  them, 
those  people  will  be  practically  destroyed,  as  far  as  that  busi- 
ness goes,  unless  they  are  able  to  get  a  proper  cherry  In  this 
country  to  take  the  place  of  the  Italian  cherry.  These  people 
came  in  before  tbe  Senate  committee  and  made  tbe  statement 
and  furnished  letters  froo.  the  r«eople  of  whom  they  seek  to 
buy  these  cherries,  stating  that  tiiey  can  not  be  obtained. 

Those  statements  are  published  in  our  volume  of  the  testi- 
mony. There  was  no  testimony  published  on  the  other  side,  to 
the  effect  that  they  can  get  them  here.    It  seems  to  me  before 
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we  vote  to  destroy  that  Industry  it  is  rather  up  to  tl»e  Senator 
to  take  the  time  to  show  us  wiiere  we  will  not  make  a  mistake 

in  doing  it.  .        ^  i 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  This  peciUiar  plea  I  have  heard  ever  since 
we  have  had  tariff  biUs,  and  I  am  familiar  with  that  kind  of 
idea  in  resi^nrt  to  everything  of  the  character  we  rawe  that  may 
be  utilizetl  by  any  imiK>rter,  confectioner,  and  the  like. 

Mr  SACKtrrT.  Tiie  testimoiiy  taken  before  the  Senate  com- 
mittee is  Uie  only  matter  on  wlilch  we  can  proceed  unless  the 
Senator  will  furnish  something  else, 

Mr.  JOHNSON,     We  shaU  have  to  furuisli   something  else, 

then. 

Mr,  SACKETT.     I  hoi»e  the  Senator  will  do  so. 

Mr.  SMOOT  and  Mr,  BORAH  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ut4ih. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  now  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Cali- 
fornia Senators  to  one  thing  that  will  happen  if  tlie  House  pro- 
vision is  agreed  to :  If  we  imixjse  a  rate  of  9>^  <*ents  per  pound 
upon  tlie.se  cherries,  the  importers  will  import  the  cherries  into 
Uie  United  States  wiiole,  they  will  do  tJieir  pitting  and  stemming 
in  the  United  States,  and  I  nm  afraid  the  California  producers 
will  come  in  competition  more  severely  tlian  is  the  case  to-day. 

If  that  Is  done. 

To-day,  under  the  presidential  proclamation,  the  rate  is  3 
cents.  The  House  provision  would  raise  the  rate  on  all  these 
cherries  to  9"/^  cents.  All  they  would  have  to  do  would  be  to 
ship  the  cherries  into  the  United  States  and  then  pit  and  stem 
them  here.  I  call  this  to  the  attention  of  the  California  Sena- 
tors, because  I  think  I  ought  to  do  so  now  In  order  that  they 
may  think  it  over.     I  believe  they  ought  to  take  a  little  Ume 

to  do  It.  .     „  ». 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  It  Is  not  only  the  CaUfomla  Senators  who 
are  iutcre«ted  in  this  matter  but  the  Senators  from  all  the 
Western  States  where  cherries  are  raised. 

Mr.  SM(X)T.  The  rea.son  why  I  referred  to  the  California 
Senators  was  because  I  know  they  are  deeply  Interested,  and  I 
kiuiw   they   will   take  the  brunt  of  the  responsibility  for  the 

Mr,  SHOUTRIDGE.     Mr,  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr,  COPELAND.    I  yield. 

Mr,  SHORTRIDGE,  I  thought  this  paragraph,  with  its  many 
subdivisions,  should  be  c-onsldered  as  a  whole.  It  was  my  inten- 
tion to  ask  that  the  paraRrapli  go  over  until  to-morn>w,  in  order 
that,  personally,  I  might  be  able  to  gather  my  data  together  and 
be  able  to  exp  aiu  in  detail  why  I  was  and  am  oiHH>sed  to  the 
proposed  amendment  There  are  questions  of  fact  here,  and 
there  is  a  question  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  paragraph  as 
amcudeil, 

1  do  not  recall  any  evidence  to  the  effect  that  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  the  quality  of  the  Italian  cherry.  The  question  was 
more  as  to  the  siae.  It  was  urged  more  in  argument  Uian  in 
positive  testimony  before  us  that  we  in  California,  and  yonder 
in  Oregon,  had  developed  a  very  high-grade.  Uirge-size  cherry  ; 
that  we  do  not  raise  the  little  cherries  which  are  abundant  in 

Italy. 

Mr.  C01*EI-AND.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  bear 
with  me  at  that  point  it  Is  Uue  that  the  Oallfomia  cherry  Is  a 
large,  luscious,  delicious  cherry,  and  for  eating  from  the  hand 
or  for  canning  it  Is  superb,  it  Is  perfect  but  It  Is  not  suitable  for 
making  into  what  is  known  as  the  maraschino  cherry,  for  pre- 
paring in  the  method  which  is  followed  where  these  cherries  are 
used  in  the  making  of  candy  and  pastry  products, 

Mr,  SHORTRIDGE.    Because  of  the  smallness  of  the  cherry? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  No;  it  is  not  suited  to  this  particular 
proc-essing.    That  is  the  reason. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  .suggest  that  the  matter  be  allowed  to 
stand  over  until  to-morrow  morning,  and  1  shall  luive  bomethlng 
to  suy  about  it. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  want  to  teU  what  I  think  about  It,  If  the 
Senator  will  i>ermlt  me.  Here  Is  what  tbe  manager  of  a  great 
confectionery  firm.  Park  &  Tllford,  writes  me : 

It  has  bwn  irnpoMtble  for  caiidy  in«nnf«ftur«'rB  wbo  pot  out  a  cImhm)- 
l*t#M:ovcr«l  maraKbino  cherrj — and  practically  every  mauotacturer 
(loea — to  obtain  a  domeatlc-ifrown  cherry  that  is  aultablo  for  tbia  type 
ot  candy,  Inafmurh  an  It  nc<r>««ilatc«  th«»  uae  of  a  cherry  of  a  mocb 
amaller  tine  than  la  Krown  in  tbe  United  AUUm.  Many  ezperistentfl 
with  tbe  cberriea  jrrown  here  bave  proven  conclusively  tb«t  they  arc  not 
suitable  for  tbe  purpose. 

Then  another,  representing  the  gi-eat  bakers  of  New  Hamp- 
ihfre.  Connecticut,  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  and  New  York, 
points  out  that  all  the  less  expensive  varieties  of  confections 
make  use  of  the  Itallau  dkcirieak 


Tlie  PRESIDENT  pro  temjwre,  Tbe  Cliair  underrtands  the 
Senator  from  California  to  have  asked  unanimous  consent  that 
Uihi  imni  graph  l»e  passed  over  until  to-m<Mrrow. 

Mr.  McKELLAR,    Let  us  not  do  Umt ;  let  us  vote  on  It 

Mr,  SHORTRIDGE.  No;  I  hiid  Intended  to  do  so,  but  out  of 
deference  to  others  I  have  not  made  any  request.  Addressing 
myself  to  the  learned  Senator  from  New  YiM-k.  I  undertake  to 
be  able  to  estabUsh  by  evidence  that  the  best  maraschino  cherry 
made  to-day  or  consumed  here  in  the  United  SUtos  is  made  from 
the  western  cherries,  those  coming  from  Oregon  and  California. 

Mr.  JONES.     And  Washington, 

Mr,  8H0RTRIIXJE.    And  tlie  State  of  Washington.  • 

Mr.  BORAH.    And  Idaho. 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE,  And  Idaho,  and  any  State  west  erf  the 
Mississippi  or  south  of  the  Oldo,  or  anywhere  in  the   United 

States 
Mr.  COPEL.4ND.    Has  the  Senator  completed  his  statement? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Quite  so.  ,^     „       .       .      _^ 

Mr  (COPELAND,  Mr.  President  I  hope  the  Senator  heard 
what  the  Senator  from  Utah  said.  If  this  change  is  made  and 
this  high  duty  is  placed  on  these  cherries,  it  will  not  benefit  the 
American  growers,  because  the  Importers  will  bring  over  here 
the  whole  maraschino  cherry  and  it  will  be  processed  here. 

That  means  that  you  will  put  out  of  business  many  American 
busine«.v  men  who  have  put  tb«r  money  into  this  industry,  who 
are  pr«)ces8iug  these  cherries,  and  making  u.se  of  them  in  these 
various  pastry  products  and  confections. 

No  Senator  has  stood  more  valiantly  for  the  protection  of  the 
American  industry  than  has  the  junior  Senator  from  Califor- 
nia, but  what  he  proposes  is  to  strike  a  blow  at  an  important 
American  indu.stry.  I  have  done  the  best  I  can,  and  the  Senate 
must  de<'idc  for  itself. 

Mr.  SACKETT,  Mr,  President  before  we  come  to  a  vote  on 
this  question  I  would  like  to  read  Just  a  few  words  of  the 
testimony  that  we  have  taken,  Mr.  McGowan  appeared  before 
the  committee  in  opposition  to  this  duty. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  WiU  the  Senator  state  what  Mr.  McGowan  s 
btisiuess  is?  .  . 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Yes;  he  is  one  of  the  district  managers  of 
the  National  Preservers'  Association. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     ExacUy. 

Mr  SACKETT.  They  have  26  plants  in  the  United  States,  a 
list  of  which  is  given  in  the  testimony,  and  they  have  filed  a 
brief  for  the  whole  preservitig  industry. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  That  is  Henry  B.  Schufeldt  &  Co.,  Peoria, 
111.,  spokesman  for  the  National  Preservers'  Association  before 
the  Senate  (Ximmittee  on  Finance,  is  It  not? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Whatever  he  may  be,  he  is  one  of  the  manu- 
facturers of  this  chariT,  aud  he  makes  this  statement : 

We  pay  moro  for  Italian  rborriew  than  we  can  buy  them  for  on  th« 
coaBt.  They  say  they  could  sell  us  raw  food  on  the  coast  for  8  cenm 
a  poond.  By  their  own  differential,  that  la  12.  But  why  do  we  pay  23 
for  Italian  cherries t 


He  makes  a  statement  here  that  these  small  cherries  can  not 
lie  obtained  in  suflicient  quantities  to  carry  on  this  business 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    Mr.  President  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SACKETT,    Certainly,  .^^  ^ 

Mr  JOHNSON,  Does  he  state  that  he  obtained  in  1929  from 
Michigan  most  of  the  cherries  that  he  utilized  in  his  liarticular 

factory  at  Peoria?  .    ^,    .    *. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    He  does  not  state  that  in  his  testimony. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  The  commissioner  of  agriculture  of  the  State 
of  Michigan  says  substantially  that, 

Mr  SACKETT.  There  Is  a  letter  in  tbe  testimony  from 
Benton  Harbor,  Mich.,  from  the  Michigan  Fruit  Growers,  signed 
by  F  L.  Grainger,  the  sales  manager;  and  nil  I  have  to  go  on 
is  the  testUnony  that  we  took  before  the  committee.  He  says 
in  this  letter : 

W«?  have  your  Utter  of  the  10th,  making  inquiry  M  to  a  mippl.r  of 
white  awcct  cbcrriea,  and  reifret  to  tell  yoo  that  thw-e  U  a  very  amall 
production  of  white  aweet  cherriea  fn  MlrhKcan.  In  fact,  th.-  irapply 
\A  no  Hmlte<l  that  It  would  not  be  of  totetwt  to  yon  from  the  manu- 
f««-turlng   itandpolut. 

Tbe  only  rh.  rriea  that  tbU  Slate  growa  in  volume  are  the  Mont- 
morency red-Hour  choTTWn—of  wh)<h  tbe  Slate  produce*  Ui  the 
neighborhood  of  fifty  to  elxty  million  pound,  annually.  If  yoo  ar« 
intereated  in  •  avifply  ot  these  gooda— 

And  so  forth.  He  says  he  can  supfdy  them.  Tlicre  was  also 
published  a  letter  from  Salem,  Oreg.,  signed  by  ^lax  Gehlhar. 
president  of  the  Salem  Cherry  Growers  Association,  la  which 
be  says: 

We  tbosght  we  would  be  able  to  locate  at  leaat  a  barral  of  clierrles 
for  you  here,  but  have  be«'n  unable  to  do  a«. 


4 


t.'l 


•:  J 


5584 


CX)NGRESSIONAL  KIICORD— SENATE  Novembeb  14 


Tho-e  .re  the  cta««  of  Uttew  that  were  pat  ^»J<Jf .  ^J^' 
mlttee.  BDd  thcwe  reotlemen  CHnH-  In  and  aaid  thatthey  W«M 
Sit  .*taln  m  thl.  country  cherries  of  the  «ize  needed  to  «Try 

Import  55.000  barn-ta  annually  of  the  Italian  **^'.Vf^jS. 
thlw  rttnTcet  the  cherrle*  grown  In  this  coontry  at  a  lower  prk», 
ba7tW  Sti  to  p.71^  additional  price  fur  the  lUUan  eherrlea 

^°rhi';S  i^'n'SSe  to  flnd  anywhere  Inthe  ««-^^,,^ 
cenillnip.  Htaten«it«  to  .how  that  these  people  who  are  do^ 
this  bu-int^  can  get  their  gcxKls  in  thi«  <^«°try  'nd  It  s^ 
t«  n.e  before  we  Uke  action  that  will  destroy  their  tadi^. 
whatex er  It  may  be  worth-it  Is  worth  at  '«»?t.X?K  wU 
the  nuu  engaged  In  It.  and  the  *'?^P'«y'°^°l/>!/,rfimlnrthte 
'  Ingim-ii.  art«  all.  Is  the  thlnj,-  we  have  to  look  »*>.ln  f™™*"?  *^ 
tariff  bill-before  we  destroy  the  employme-.tof  l^^.\?^^"^^^' 
we  ought  t..  know  that  they  can  get  ^^^f  8ood«  in  tWs^t^ 
Mr  SIIORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  proceetia  on 
th^  as.sn!ni»tirm  that  we  winild  destroy  the  industry. 

Mr  HArKETT  No-  not  destroy  the  indastry  necessarily, 
buJ  desm.y  theTrlce  a  which  It  Is  now  being  carried  on.  and 
whene'er  we  «i^  the  price,  the  Senator  ^-^-^^^^^^^^'^  ^ 
do  that  we  iBTite  the  protloctlon  of  substitutes.  WbUe  it 
might  destroy  a  number  of  the  plants  In  existence  there  might 
be  two  or  three  plant,  which  would  run.  or  perhaps  four  or 
five  to  supply  the  trade.  But  the  Senator  furnishes  no  proof. 
Why  d.K*  he  not  come  In  and  show  that  these  goods  can  be  pro- 
ducid  m  this  country?    The  Senator  says  It,  but  he  does  not 

**  llr."sHORTBID0K.  I  recall  very  well  the  argument  before 
the  committee. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     So  do  I.  ,         ,    . 

Mr  SHORTRIDOB.     It  is  a  mere  question  of  slie. 

Mr  SACKETT.  The  Senator  will  remember  that  tne  sena- 
tor from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  Edge]  made  the  argument,  and  he  is 

"^^Mr^^lHORTRIDOE.  I  do  remember  that  It  was  the  very 
effective  Senator  from  that  State  wh<»  succeeded  in  getting  this 
amendment  as  it  apfiears  In  the  bill.  «,^„«o„t 

Mr   SACKETT.    Ye«;  he  made  a  very  substantial  argument. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGK.     It  was  persuasive,  but  to  me  it  was  not 

'^**Mr.  SACTKETT.  Because  the  Senator  said  he  could  get  the 
cherries  elsewhere.  , 

Mr  SHORTRIDOB.    It  was  a  question  of  slae,  not  of  quauty. 

Mr   8ACKBTT.    8l«e  and  firmness  of  texture. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  question  la  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee. 

Mr  McNARY  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  is  on  page  134 
to  strike  out  the  words  "  or  dried."  I  do  not  desire  generally  to 
dlacu*8  the  question  at  this  time,  and  not  before  It  comes  up  in 
connection  with  the  whole  schedule  as  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  California,  but  on  cherries  in  a  natural  state  there  is  a 
duty  of  2  centa  a  pound.  The  testimony  cleariy  Indicated  that 
it  take*  6  to  7  pounds  of  fresh  cherries  to  make  1  pound  of 
dried  cherries.  The  House  was  entirely  correct  in  inserting  the 
word.s  "  or  dried  "  in  order  to  gire  a  proper  relatIoni»hlp  between 
the  dried  cherries  ami  the  cherries  In  a  natural  state.  I  do  not 
think  my  distinguished  friend  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copd-awdI 
will  dispute  or  question  that  fact.  Upon  that  question  I  am 
willing  to  go.  Upon  the  whole  program  I  shall  desire  teter  to 
say  something  further. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  proposetl  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  waa  agreed  to.  .        ^      ^i, 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  next  amendment  will 

The  Lman^rm  Cixwc.  On  page  134.  Une  Itt,  the  com- 
mittee proposi'8  to  Insert  "(a)  dried,  desiccated,  or  evaporated. 
6  c«>t«  per  pound." 

The  Hmendraent  was  agreed  to.  ,„.    ,     _*_.»_       *  ,s  ^ 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  134,  to  strike  out  lines 
21.  22.  and  23,  in  the  following  words : 

(2>  Sulphorrd,  or  la  t^rhie.  with  stems  and  pita,  6%  cents  per 
poond :  with  ttcM  or  pits  rwaowd.  9%  cents  per  ponnd. 


Aj)d  to  Insert  in  lieu 

(S)    Sulphured,  ar  la  hriae. 


,o,    c-.....-— ,  - »«»  •*«•  "»<>'•  thaa  900  to  the  gallon: 

With  pUti.  S  centa  per  poaod ;  with  plu  remofed.  4  cent*  pw  pound ; 

(4)  Sulphnnd,  or  in  bHne.  In  siie  900  or  less  to  the  gaUon  :  With 
pits,  6%  cfUiM  per  po«Ml ;  with  plu  remored.  »^  cenU  per  pound. 

Mr  OOLDSBOROUOH.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  offlerthe 
following  aBcndment  to  the  committee  ameodment  to  aobsec- 
tlons  3  and  4  o<  pftngraph  7S7: 


On  page  135,  line  1,  I  more  to  strike  out  the  words  **  in  size  - 
ax  d  insert  the  word  "  counting  "  in  lieu  thereof  and  strike  out 
th  i  figure  "  900  "  and  Insert  the  figure  "  700." 

On  page  135,  line  4,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  words  "  in  size 
aid  the  figure  "900"  and  Insert  "counting  700"  In  Ueu  thereof. 
In  support  of  thL*  amendment  I  wish  to  state  that  the  Ameri- 
can packers  of  maraschino  cherries,  using  cherries  sulphured  or 
In  brine  as  the  raw  material,  do  not  object  to  any  fair  protective 
tariff  on  this  raw  material  but  are  opposed  to  any  increase  in 
tlie  existing  duty  of  3  cents  per  pound  by  reason  of  the  fact 
tkat  there  is  no  domestic  source  of  supply  and,  therefore,  no 
Auerican  Industry  to  be  protected. 

The  exhibits   attached   to  the  brief   filed   with   the   Finance 

Committee  by  the  National  Preservers  Association,  which  will 

hi  found  on  pages  306-311.  Inclusive,  of  the  hearings  before  the 

subcommittee  of  the  Finance  Committee  on  Schedule  No.  7  are 

authentic  statements  of  the  Interests  in  whose  behalf  efforts  are 

b^lng  made  for  Increa.sed  duties.    They  are  admittedly  unable  to 

stpuly  the  fruit  the  eastern  industry  retiulres.     The  reason  for 

Is  la  obvious  when  It  Is  understood  that  the  Imported  cherries 

ate  produced  In  Italy  almost  entirely  from  a  variety  of  trees 

tiat  are  not  cultivated.     The  result  is  a  small,  tough  cherry 

pable  of  withstanding  the  brining,  washing,  and  processing 

eiuployed  in  the  manufacture  of  maraschino  cherries.    Western 

cherries  are  grown  In  orchards  which  are  cultivated  and  pruned 

t*  pr.j<luce  the  largest  and  most  tender  fruit  pt.ssible  for  canning 

aiid  the  fresh-fruit  market.  The  proposed  increase  in  duty  is 

nsored  by  growers  who  are  not  now  able  to  supply  the  re- 

.luirements    of    the    American    manufacturers    of    maraschino 

ii  lerries  and  will  not  be  able  to  produce  the  kind  of  fruit  r^ 

culred  by  eastern  and  western  manufacturers  unless  methods 

cf  cultivation  are  chiiugetl. 

The  duty  on  cherries  in  brine  as  proposed  by  the  House  of 
I  epresentatlves  Is  equal  to  an  advance  of  upwards  to  200  per 
(  -nt  over  the  present  duty  and  that  by  the  Senate  finance  Com- 
mittee an  advance  of  33%  per  cent  on  the  small  sizes  and  over 
•^00  per  cent  on  the  larger  sizes.  It  Is  my  understanding  that 
t  le  domestic  growers  of  cherries  are  demanding  even  a  much 
I  Igher  duty,  despite  the  fact  that  there  Is  no  justification  for 

any  duty.  ,    ,     ,    ^  i 

Every  eastern  manufacturer  of  maraschino  and  glae6  cherries 
^•ould  prefer  to  buy  his  raw  product,  viz,  cherries  in  brine,  from 
(  omestic  producers  If  he  could  secure  the  right  kind  of  eherry 

Of  course  cherries  are  grown  all  over  the  United  States.     We 

lave  them  In  all  the  Eastern  States  and  millions  more  of  trees 

(ould  be  planted.     The  packer  of  maraschino  cherries  in  Mary- 

1  and.  New  York.  Kentucky,  or  Michigan,  would  not  have  to  go 

<^it  of  his  own  back  yard  to  get  them  if— and  that  is  where  the 

lub  comes— we  produced  the  right  kind  of  cherries  for  the  pur- 

>ose     But  we  do  not,  and  neither  do  they  on  the  Pacific  coast 

>r  anywhere  else  in  tills  country.    They  are  fine  for  fresh  fruit 

I  ind  canning,  but  for  maraschino  purposes  they  simply  will  not 

( lo     California  users  buy  the  imp*>rted  cherry  and  pay  a  higher 

trice  than  is  asked  for  the  fruit  produced  in  their  own  State. 

Vhy  this  "  disloyalty  "?    Because  the  domestic  clierry  is  dlffer- 

•nt  and  raised  for  an  entirely  different  purpose. 

It  Is  admitted  bv  the  western  growers  that  they  do  not  and 
lo  not  wi«<h  to  producfe  the  small  sizes ;  certainly  no  one  in  the 
ilast  or  South  pretends  that  they  can  raise  them ;  so  why  la  It 
x>u3ldered  desirable  to  put  any  duty  at  all  on  the  small  sizes? 
ifV'hy  tax  the  raw  product  of  American  manufacturers  who  give 
smplovment  to  thousands  and  lend  their  efforts  to  the  general 
;ood  "of  the  country,  when  there  is  no  cMupetlng  American 
product  to  be  protected?  .  .       ,. 

As  to  the  larger  sizes;  the  westerners  claim  that  they  can  pro- 
duce quantities  and  they  are  just  as  good  and  better  than  the 
imported  cherries.  It  is  granted  that  quantities  can  be  pro- 
duced but  if  they  are  just  as  good  for  the  purpose,  why  do  the 
packers  of  fruit  salads  on  the  West  coast  insist  upon  buying  the 
imported  cherries?  Simply*  because  tliey  have  tried  the  domestic 
cherries  and  they  will  not  do.  More  than  50  per  cent  of  the 
maraschino  cherries  manufactured  in  this  country  are  of  the 
small  size  such  as  are  produced  only  In  Italy,  and  are  used  by 
the  confectionery  industry  for  dipping  purposes.  Cf)nfectioners 
can  not  use  the  western  large  cherry,  and  even  on  the  Pacific 
coast,  in  the  heart  of  the  cherry-producing  districts,  confectionera 
buy  the  imported  fruit. 

Dr.  H.  P.  Gould,  senior  pomoiogist  at  the  United  States  De- 
partment of  Agriculture,  advised  an  eastern  manufacturer  of 
maraschino  cherries,  who  sought  to  learn  where  he  could  pur- 
chase  domestic  cherries  suitable  for  such  use,  that  "  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  I  do  not  know  of  any  source  In  this  country  from 
which  cherries,  such  as  I  assume  you  desire  to  obtain,  are  to  be 
had.    I  presume  ttiat  if  some  small,  firm-fieshed  type  of  cherry 
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could  be  located  It  would  bo  more  nenrty  what  you  are  seeking 
than  anything  which  la  obtainable  in  the  ordinary  commercial 
types  of  fruit  which  of  course  have  been  developedMd  are 
grown  almost  entirely  tiir  eating  out  of  hand  In  the  fresh  suge 
or  else  for  canning  where  the  trade  seeks,  first  of  all,  large 

The  duty  of  4  centa  per  pound  on  cherries  smaller  than  900 
count  to  the  gaUon,  and  9%  cenU  per  pound  on  cherries  larger 
than  900  count  is.  I  understand,  a  compromise  to  the  provi- 
aions  of  the  House  blU.  Tliis  compromise  was  Pre*;»catea 
uiHjn  the  assumption  that  the  western  growers  are  able  to  prtn 
duce  the  larger-sized  cherries,  and  that,  therefore,  there  is 
competition  between  tiie  Italian  and  domestic  P'^J^^T*  *° 
these  large  sizes.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  at  least  <»  per 
cent  of  the  business  of  the  manufacturers  of  maraschino  ent- 
ries is  in  the  small-size  cherries,  this  compromise  rate  is  better 
than  the  rate  of  9%  cents  per  pound  fixed  by  the  House  tor 
ail  sizes,  but  I  desire  to  direct  your  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  Tariff  Commisnlon  found  it  to  be  a  fact  that  the  west 
coast  did  not  produce  cherries  smaller  tiian  700  count  per 
gallon,  and  If  tiie  rates  are  to  be  fixed  according  to  the  size 
of  therries  the  oflaoial  finding  of  the  Tariff  Commission  should 
be  employed  so  that  700  count  size  rather  than  the  900  count 
should  constitute  the  dividing  line.  It  Is  for  this  reason  that 
I  have  so  worded  my  amendment.  .    ,^_„      *i.     «„i^ 

The  Starr  Fruit  Products  Co.,  of  Portland,  Oreg.,  the  only 
large  packers  of  maraschino  cherries  on  the  coast,  paclt 
only  large  cherries,  and  under  date  of  April  30,  192»,  in  re- 
sponse to  a  bona  fide  bid  for  cherries,  reported  its  i^abUlty 
to  furnish  cherries,  and  stated  that  it  was  unable  to  get  suto- 
cient  cherries  to  take  care  of  its  own  orders.  The  Salem 
(Oieg)  Cherry  Growers'  Association  freely  admits  its  in- 
ability to  supply  a  Baltimore  maraschino  cherry  manufacturer 
witii  western  fruit,  and  suggests  the  necessity  of  experiment- 
ing with  the  western  fruit  for  a  period  of  years  to  determiue 
the  suitability  of  that  fruit  for  maraschino  use.  The  Meln- 
rath-Corbaley  Co.,  of  Seattle,  one  of  the  largest  brokerage 
houses  on  the  coast,  specializing  in  fruit,  testifies  to  the  fact 
that  there  is  no  existing  source  of  supply  to  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  the  eastern  packers.  It  Is  plainly  evident  that 
until  there  Is  an  American  production  manufacturers  in  the 
East  and  the  consumers  of  the  product  should  not  be  i)emi'tzed 
as  Is  now  proposed.  The  facsimiles  of  correspondence  with 
these  companies  wUl  be  found  on  pages  308,  309.  and  310  of  the 

If  this  Increase  in  dutv  should  prevail,  the  result  will  be 
ruin  to  a  legitimate  eastern  industry  in  the  vain  hope  that  it 
mar  put  a  few  pennies  Into  the  pockets  of  a  limited  number 
of  cherry  growers  who  already  have  their  market,  and  a  very 
good  one  for  frt^h  and  canned  cherries.  This  proposed  ad- 
vance in' duty  would  not  result  in  transplanting  the  cherry- 
curing  industry  from  the  East  to  the  West,  as  hoped  for  by 
the  advocates  of  higher  duty,  but  would  cripple  If  not  ruin  tiie 
maraschino  industry  without  helping  the  cherry  growers  one 

Formerly  all  maraschino  cherries  were  produced  abroad  and 
exported  to  this  country.  Through  the  business  acumen  of 
Ajnerican  manufacturers  a  large  percentage  of  the  market  re- 
quirements Is  now  cured  here,  furnishing  employment  to  a 
large  number  of  people,  besides  calling  for  immense  quan- 
tities of  supplies,  such  as  sugar,  boxes,  barrels,  bottles,  caps, 

labels,  and  so  forth.  ^  ^       •     »...i  „ 

The  very  life  of  this  growing  American    mdustry   Is  being 

threatened  bv  the  proposal  to  adopt  prohibitive  tariffs  for  a 

type  and  size  of  cherry  which  Is  not  grown  in  this  country 

at  all,  .  ^       ,     A.X. 

It  might  be  of  Interest  for  you  to  know  that  one  firm  In  the 
city  of  Baltimore  uses  more  than  12.000  barrels  of  Imported 
rherrles   each   12   months  In   the  manufacture  of  maraschino 

cherries. 

For  the  reasons  stated  I  earnestly  urge  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  I  am  now  submitting. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  I  feel  like  apologizing  to  my 
colleagues  for  saying  anything  to-night.  I  shall  be  very  brief 
and  occupy  but  a  moment  of  the  time  of  the  Senate. 

The  suggestion  in  the  way  of  an  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Goldsbobottoh]  is  a  suggestion  of 
the  old  fight  between  the  importer  and  the  producer.  Those  who 
desire  to  get  the  cheap  foreign  commodities  in  the  way  of  raw 
materials  at  a  low  price  as  against  the  American-produced  ar- 
ticle always  come  here  and  present  their  case  in  the  way  of 
reading  letters  and  making  statements  which  are  contrary  to 
the  facts. 

The  Senator  from  Oallfomla  [Mr.  Johhbok]  has  proposed  an 
amendment  which  diovld  prerall,  to  strike  out  subparagraph 


(2)  on  pace  134  and  the  first  three  paragraphs  on  page  186; 
and  we  should  defeat  tae  amcodment  offered  by  the  tJenator 
from  Maryland.  ^  „  „ 

Mr.  President,  in  the  States  of  Washington,  Oregon,  CaU- 
fomla,  Idaho,  Wisconain,  and  Michi«ttB  there  is  *8  much  a*  a 
billion  dollars  invested  in  tills  great  Industry.  The  Tariff  Com- 
mission found  that  it  cost  *h.81  a  pound  to  raise  cherries;  that 
the  processing,  the  drying,  and  the  marketing  cost  is  11  cents 
additional,  and  tlie  differential  between  the  price  paid  in  Balti- 
more and  New  York  fOr  cherries  la  11  cents  a  pound,  we  are 
asking  fOr  considerably  less  than  that  In  order  to  Mistain  this 

industry.  .  .    ,     .       «- 

Mr.  President,  those  engaged  in  the  great  cherry  industry  in 
the  West  and  in  the  Lake  States,  according  to  the  facts  olv 
tained  by  the  Tariff  Commission  from  1922  to  1928,  have  been 
unable  to  show  a  profit  on  the  cost  of  production.  As  has  been 
stated  to-night.  10,000  barrels  at  cheap  cherries  from  Italy,  pro- 
duced at  a  lower  wage  scale,  at  a  lower  living  cost,  are  to-day 
what  is  dampening  aad  depressing  the  market  for  cherries  in 

this  country.  .    .  ^^     ,        _»  _ 

If  we  are  to  legislate,  Mr.  President,  In  behalf  of  the  importer, 
to  make  hie  condition  profitable,  and  forget  a  great  industry  In 
which  miUioos  of  dollars  are  invested  in  this  country,  an  indus- 
try which  has  tax-paying  property  and  which  employs  American 
labor  under  American  standards  of  living,  in  order  to  insure  the 
importer  making  a  profit  out  of  the  cheai>er  cherries  and  cher- 
ries of  inferior  quality  from  foreign  countries,  then  we  might 
as  weU  target  this  tariff  bllL  ^     ,    * 

A  word  in  conclusion.  The  Tariff  Commission  found  tUat 
cherries  adaptable  to  maraschino  purposes  could  be  produced  in 
the  States  I  have  mentioned,  namely,  Oregon.  California,  Michi- 
gan, Washington,  Wisconsin,  and  Idalio.  by  shortening  tiie  prun- 
age  and  lessening  the  water,  and  that  the  cherries  thus  produced 
would  be  of  a  better  quality  than  those  now  being  imported  into 
the  city  of  Baltimore,  the  city  of  Cincinnati,  and  the  city  of 
New  York,  where  the  maraschino  is  made  into  a  finished 
product. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oreg<m  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  will  yield  directly.  There  Is  much  to  he 
said  on  this  subject,  and  I  only  have  a  moment.  Unquestion- 
ably and  undeniably  the  Tariff  Commission  In  1928  investigated 
this  whole  question  and  decided  that  cherries  either  in  the 
natural  state  or  In  the  dried  state,  adaptable  to  the  marasch'uo 
business,  which  has  thrived  on  cherries  produced  in  foreign  coun- 
tries, can  be  produced  in  California  and  other  States  of  the 
Union.  Now,  to  come  here  and  say  that  only  those  that  are 
imported  can  be  used  for  that  purpose  is  an  insult  to  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  Tariff  Commission  and  Is  an  Imposition,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, upon  those  who  are  engaged  in  the  industry  and  have  their 
money  Invested  in  it.  In  a  word,  I  hope  sincerely  that  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  California  may  prevail  and 
that  we  may  strike  out  this  provision,  restore  the  House  lan- 
guage, and  also  strike  out  the  Senate  committee  amendment 
which'  is  found  on  the  succeeding  page. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
the  gcnfal  and  kindly  leader  of  the  Republicans,  is  not  quite 
fair,  I  think,  when  he  says  that  the  effort  being  made  by  those 
of  us  who  take  the  view  that  I  do  is  a  movement  in  the  interest 
of  the  importer.  There  are  processing  and  manufacturing  con- 
cerns which  take  what  we  may  call  the  raw  material,  the  cherry 
which  is  brought  from  abroad,  and  prepare  it  here  in  America 
by  American  labor.  It  is  not  like  a  completed  article  which  Ls 
brought  from  abroad  by  some  Imiwrter  and  then  sold  to  the 
public  in  the  form  in  which  it  is  imported.  We  are  dealing  in 
a  sense  with  a  raw  material.  So.  I  know  the  Senator  dt^es  not 
care  to  refiect  at  all  upon  the  attitude  we  take  and  give  out  the 
impression  that  we  are  simply  serving  the  importer,  becaus^e  that 

I  is  not  the  fact  ^  »        • 

I  tried  to  bring  out  in  my  discussion  that  there  is  mticfa  Ameri- 
can monev  Investe<l  in  the  business  of  maiking  maraschino 
cherries  I  recognize  that  maraschino  cherries  are  not  so  popu- 
lar now  as  they  were  a  few  years  ago.  Due  to  the  efforts  of 
my  distinguished  friend  from  Texas  [Mr.  Sheppard].  there  is 
a  law  now  which  prohibits  the  sale  of  certain  lieverages  In 
which  certain  friends  of  mine  have  Informed  me  maraschino 
cherries  were  used  in  considerable  quantities  In  the  past  <^f 
courHe  that  Is  all  gone  now.  but  there  is  a  legitimate  use  for 
maraschino  cherries.  We  recall  the  story  of  the  woman  who 
ordered  12  cocktails,  and  when  in  amazement  the  proprietor 
of  the  hotel  asked.  "Why,  madam,  what  are  you  doing  with 
12  cocktails."  she  repUed,  "I  do  not  drink  the  cocktails;  I 
simoly  eat  the  cherries."  That  Is  not  the  situation  at  present 
We  now  have  another  and  legitimate  use  for  maraachluo  cher- 
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Tieti.  They  are  extmslveljr  used  in  pastry  making  and  in  cakes 
and  in  ct>nfectintiery.  It  lit  Dot  alone  the  higb-frade  expenaiye 
tHmffH-tlontry  miide  by  a  Ann  like  Park  A  Tilford 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     Mr.  Presideut,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  COPELAxND.     I  .vield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  May  I  ai>peul  to  the  Senator  from  New  York 
to  permit  a«  to  vote  upon  this  item  to-night?  We  hare  only 
six  mlimtes  more  remaining  of  the  session. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  The  truth  is  I  have  been  Intending  to 
spt'iik  six  minut»'8  bet-au.se — and  Uiere  is  not  anything  like  being 
h<>D(>xr — the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edgk]  is  very  much 
Interested  in  this  matter.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  stop  now  if 
It^  is  understood  that  the  item  will  go  over  In  ortler  that  he  may 
present  wbut  he  hns  to  say  atxnit  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Then,  let  the  Senat(»r  go  on  and  speak  for 
the  six  minnte!<. 

'  Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  do  I  understand  the  Senator 
from  New  York  to  ylehl  the  floor? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     No. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then,  there  are  only  six  minntes  remaining 
before  10.30.  and  we  might  as  well  take  a  recess  now. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York  say  that 
he  Is  Rating  to  talk  nntil  the  recess  shall  l>e  taken? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey desires  to  be  heard  on  this  question. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Then,  the  Senator  frwn  New  Jersey  ought 
to  be  here.  The  rest  of  us  are,  and  I  do  not  know  of  any  spe- 
cial prlTllege  that  attaches  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  or 
Any  other  Senator  when  we  are  dealing  with  the  i«ciiednles  in 
the  tariff  bill.  Indeed,  sir.  we  have  liegun  to-night  finally  what 
ought  to  be  done  apon  this  tariff  bill,  and,  as  one  who  ha.H 
been  connected  neither  with  the  coalition  nor  with  the  Old 
Guard,  Republic-an.  conserrative,  stand-pat  organization,  I  hope 
that  we  will  continue  in  session  every  night  from  now  nntil 
adjournment  and  do  our  duty  in  respect  to  this  bill,  and  when 
any  Senator  is  not  here  or  can  not  be  here  let  us  go  on  with  the 
bill  Just  the  same. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very  glad  the  Sena- 
tor  

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temiwre.  The  Senator  from  New  York 
retains  the  floor. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  am  very  glad  the  Senator  from  California 
has  expressed  hims^f  so  Tigonmsly.  I  think  we  ought  to  go 
as  far  as  we  can  with  the  bill,  be^^ause  It  is  very  unui^nal  to 
aee  so  many  Senators  as  are  here  to-night.  I  venture  to  say  that 
to-morrow  many  who  are  now  here  will  be  in  the  diiscard ;  they 
will  not  be  on  the  floor.  So  we  ought  to  go  Just  as  far  as  we 
can  with  the  bill. 

However,  as  I  was  saying,  I  do  think  it  is  an  unjust  thing, 
an  unfair  thing,  that  the  activities  of  this  spet-ial  session  when 
It  ct)me8  to  this  whedule  should  be  devoted  wholly  to  the  farmer, 
without  reference  to  the  ct»nsumer.  I  will  go  as  far  as  any  man 
is  justified  in  going 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temix)re.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ujiderstand  the  Senator  wants  this  item 
pat  over  until  to-morrow.  We  have  but  five  minutes  more.  I 
will  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  if  we  can  not  put  this  Item  over 
ontil  to-morrow,  and  take  it  op  then,  and  go  ahead  with  some  of 
the  committee  amendments  upon  which  we  can  (niss  to-nlght. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  do  that,  but  I  do  not 
think  the  Senator  from  California  would  consent  to  have  that 
done. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    I  beg  pardon.     I  did  not  hear  the  suggestion. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  has  suggested 
that  we  lay  the  pending  amendment  aside  and  go  on  with  other 
amendmenta. 

.  Mr.  HARRISON.  That  the  pending  amendment  go  over,  to  be 
taken  up  the  first  thing  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  In  the  five  minutes  remaining  let  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  taik. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  we  took  a  vote  a  Utile  while 
ago  on  rice.  We  took  an  action  which  In  no  way  will  ever  help 
the  pPKlucer  of  rice,  but  it  will  Increase  the  tariff  on  rice,  so 
that  every  consumer  of  rice  will  pay  an  increased  price  fnmi 
now  until  another  special  session  of  Congress  noay  be  called  to 
revise  the  tariff  and  change  the  duty. 

Of  course,  by  that  time  1  suppose  we  will  have  a  realignment 
oC  parties,  and  there  wUl  be  a  dtfhveot  politicai  con^ximi  t« 
be  d«MU  with  in  tha  SaaaiaL 


No\^MBEB    14 


SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  New 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
COPELAND.     I  yield. 


RSCBBS 


recess  until 


SMOOT.    I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a 
to-niorrow  at  10  o'clock. 

T  le  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Yor  t  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  for  that  purpose? 
r.  COPELAND.     I  do. 

Tie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  Is  on  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Tie  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  10  o'clock  and  28  minutes 
p.  EL )  the  Senate,  under  the  order  previou-sly  entered,  took  a 
recess  until  to-morrow,  Friday,  November  15,  1929,  at  10  o'clock 
a.  ni. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday,  N&veinber  11^,  1929 

T  le  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  wa*  called  to  order  by 
thelSpeaker. 
The  Chaplain, 


the 


following  prayer: 


Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offereil 


le  SPEAK  P]R. 
|r.  HOWARD. 

le  SPEAKER. 
ir.  HOWARD. 


Great  and  marvelous  are  Thy  works,  Almighty  God.  Do  Thou 
lea(  our  thoughts  up  to  Thee  by  the  sweet  memories  we  recall, 
by  iie  Providence  which  has  cared  for  us,  by  the  experiences 
of  ( ur  own  souls,  and  by  the  quiet  and  calm  of  the  secret  place. 
Des  r  Ix)rd,  look  upon  every  heart  and  supply  it  with  that  quick- 
enlig  spirit  which  will  bear  the  soul  i^eace  and  the  seuKC  of 
fori  ivenesS).  Grant  Thy  complete  blessing  in  yonder  hospital 
upoa  him  who  fills  a  large  place  in  the  counsels  of  the  Nation. 
Thiough  sighs,  throu;;h  the  depths  of  affliction,  and  through  the 
shalows  may  he  come.  Comfort  the  hearthstone,  and  may  it 
not  be  called  to  l)ear  unspeakable  sorrow  and  drink  the  bitter 
cup     Through  Jesus  Clirist  our  Lord.     Amen. 

1  le  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Monday,  November  11,  1929, 
wa-^j  rt>fld  and  approved. 

OBDEK  OF  BUSINESS 

r.  HOWARD.     Mr.  Speaker 

le  SPEAKER.     For  what  purpose  does  the  gentleman  rise? 

r.  HOWARD.     Not  wishing  to  disturb  the  solemn  attitude 

e  Hou.'te,  I  still  desire  to  ask  a  question  for  information,  if 

proper. 

A  question  of  a  iwrllamentary  nature? 
I  think  so. 

The  gentleman  will  state  It. 
The  question  I  desire  to  ask,  Mr.  Speaker, 
is  tkis :  Would  it  be  proper,  would  it  be  right,  for  the  Hou.se,  not- 
witi  istanding  the  order  of  perpetual  adjournment,  to  devote  some 
tim  )  to  consideration  of  those  m(^.sures  which  our  President 
call  id  us  together  to  act  upon,  meusures  for  the  relief  of  agri- 
culture? Might  we  not  discus.s  them  and  still  not  violate  our 
ruk  ?  Might  we  not  simply  discu.ss  them?  I  have  one  bill  In 
paricular,  Mr.  Sj)eaker,  in  the  interest  of  agriculture  which  I 
wovld  like  to  di.scu.st^.  I  know  we  can  not  take  It  up,  but  the 
Cooimittee  on  Agriculture  is  functioning,  and  my  bill  provides 
sometiiing  so  badly  nee<led  by  the  country  I  would  like  to  discuss 
it,  1  nd  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  be  bold  enough  to  ask  unani- 
mo*  s  consent  that  I  may  now  be  privileged  to  address  the  House 
for  iO  minutes. 

T  le  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  evidently  was  not  present 
when  the  question  of  what  business  was  properly  before  the 
House  was  discu.ssed  at  some  length  by  the  majority  leader  [Mr. 
TiJ^ONl  and  the  minority  leader  [Mr.  Garner |.  when,  I  think, 
it  w»s  agreed  that  such  an  addre8.H  as  the  gentleman  would  pro- 
pose to  make  was  In  the  nature  of  public  business,  and  there- 
fore the  Chair  thinks  he  ought  not  to  recognize  the  gentleman. 
Mr.  HOWARD.  That  is  very  coniplinwntary,  Mr.  Speaker. 
but  I  am  quite  sure  the  Speaker  would  discover,  if  he  would 
perriit  me  to  proceed,  that  there  was  not  very  much  business  In 
com  ection  with  it.     [Laughter.] 

T  le  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  does  not  feel  that  he  would  be 
Just  fied  in  taking  the  risk.     [Laughter.] 

AnjOURIfMENT 

Mr.  TILSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjo  nm. 

Tlie  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and  7 
tniatites  pr  bi.>  the  Hovae,  in  aceerdaDce  wirh  its  previooB  order, 
Mijtjarued  until  Mottday.  November  18.  1929,  at  12  o'clock  noon. 
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PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  BBSOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  public  bUls  and  reeolutions  were 
introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BLOOM:  A  bill  (H./«.  5177)  to  amend  the  national 
prohibition  act ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SELVIG :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5178)  ratifying  and  confirm- 
ing the  UUe  of  the  State  of  Minnesota  and  its  grantees  to  cer- 
tain lands  patented  to  it  by  the  United  States  of  America ;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  LEA V ITT :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5179)  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  to  have  investigated  and  classified  as  to 
I«-oductivenes8  and  irrigability  land.s  within  Indian  irrigation 
projects,  and  to  adjust  payments  thereon ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Indian  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  FRENCH:  A  bill  (H.  B.  5180)  for  the  inclusion  of 
certain  lands  in  the  St  Joe  and  Coeur  D'Alene  National  For- 
ests, all  In  the  State  of  Idaho,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Washington  :  A  bUl  (H.  R.  5181)  to  pro- 
vide for  the  care  of  certain  insane  citizens  of  the  Territory  of 
Alaska ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KNUTSON:  A  bill  (U.  R.  5182)  to  provide  for  the 
independence  of  the  PhlliM>lne  Islands;  to  the  Committee  on 
Insular  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  McMILLAN :  A  bill  (H.  B.  5183)  to  authorlae  the 
erection  of  a  monument  in  memory  of  Robert  Mills ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Library.  „ , .    ^ 

By  Mr.  MOORE  of  Kentucky:  A  biU  (H.  R.  5184)  for  the 
erection  of  a  pubUc  buUding  at  Central  City,  Muhlenberg  County, 
Ky. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6185)  for  the  erection  of  a  public  building 
at  RussellvUle,  Logan  County,  Ky. ;  to  the  Committee  on  PubUc 
Buildings  and  Grounds.  . 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6186)  for  the  erection  of  a  public  building 
at  ScottsviUe.  Allen  County,  Ky. ;  to  the  Committee  on  PubUc 
Buildinga  and  Grounds. 

Also,  a  biU  (H.  R.  5187)  for  the  erecti<m  of  a  pubUc  buUding 
at  Franklin,  Simpson  County,  Ky. ;  to  the  Committee  on  PubUc 
Buildings  and  Grounds. 

Also,  a  biU  (H.  R.  5188)  for  the  erection  of  a  public  buUding 
at  Morgantown,  BuUer  County,  Ky.,  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Buildings  and  Grounds. 

By  Mr.  EVANS  of  California:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  6180)  to  amend 
the  World  War  veterans'  act  of  1924,  as  amended ;  to  tlie  Ccwo- 
mittee  on  World  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 

By  Mr.  GRIBST :  A  biU  (H.  R.  5190)  to  enable  the  Postmaster 
General  to  authorize  the  estaWishment  of  temporary  or  emer- 
gency star-route  service  from  a  date  earUer  than  the  date  of 
the  order  requiring  such  service ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post 
Office  and  Post  Roads. 

By  Mr.  HOWARD  :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5191)  to  authorize  the  State 
of  Nebraska  to  make  additional  use  of  Niobrara  Island ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ARENTZ:  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  127)  to  amend 
the  Joint  resolution  entitled  "  Joint  resolution  giving  to  dis- 
charged soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines  a  preferred  right  to  home- 
stead entry,"  approved  February  14,  1920,  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  BEERS:  Concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  10)  to 
print  the  addresses  delivered  in  the  auditorium  of  the  United 
States  Chamber  of  Commerce  Building,  at  Washington,  D.  C 
on  April  25  and  April  26,  1929.  on  the  development  of  the  Na- 
tional Capital ;  to  the  Committee  on  Printing. 

By  Mr.  BLOOM:  Concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  11) 
providing  that  when  the  House  of  Representatives  and  tlie 
Senate,  respectively,  vote  on  the  blU  (H.  R.  6177)  to  amend  the 
national  prohibition  act,  such  vote  shaU  be  taken  by  secret 
ballot ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  GRAHAM:  Resolution  (H.  Res.  66)  amending  clause 
4  of  Rule  XI  of  the  rules  of  the  House  of  R^resentatives ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Rulea 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introdnced  and  severally  referred  as  follows : 

P.y  Mr.  BEERS:  A  bill  (H.  R  6192)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Susan  Mau<^;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BOLTON :  A  blU  (H.  B.  5193)  for  the  reUef  of  Samuel 
Davis;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R  5194)  for  the  relief  of  Ephraim  A.  Schwar- 
zenberg;  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

Alao,  a  bill  (H.  B.  5196)  granting  a  pension  to  OUve  Rein- 
hart  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Penrioma. 


Also,  a  biU  (H.  R.  5196)  granting  an  increase  of  peubion  to 
Ella  G.  Knox ;  to  the  Ccmunittee  on  Invalid  Pensiona 

By  Mr,  BOWMAN:  A  biU  (H.  R.  6197)  granting  a  pension  to 
Mary  Jane  Hiser ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl  (EL  R  5198)  granting  a  pension  to  WiUiam  P. 
Hinton;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CABLE:  A  biU  (H.  R  5109)  granting  a  pension  to 
James  L.  HUl ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions.        ,^  ^    ^ 

By  Mr.  CHALMERS:  A  blU  (H.  R  6200)  for  the  relief  of 
Walter  K  Jacoby;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  CROWTHER:  A  biU  (H.  R.  6201)  granting  a  p«iioon 
to  Rose  Marie  Cronin ;  to  tlie  Ct)mmittee  on  Pensdons. 

By  Mr.  DUNBAR:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  5202)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension   to   Mary   Cleaver;   to   the   Committee   on   InvaUd 

Pensions.  .         ,.  -     .- 

By  Mr.  EDWARDS:  A  blU  (H.  R  6208)  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Norman  C.  Solomon;  to  the  Committee  on  World  War 
Veterans'  Legislation. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R  6204)  for  the  relief  of  Victor  and  Andre 
Desbouillons ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  QOLDBR:  A  blU  (H.  R  5206)  granting  an  Uicrease 
of  pension  to  George  H.  Wicks ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pension*. 

By  Mr.  HADLEY :  A  bUi  (H.  R  6206)  granting  war  risk 
insurance  t«>  estate  of  Herbert  ToU ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  HANCOCK :  A  bill  (H.  R  6207)  granthig  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Mary  Myers;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  HAWLBY:  A  bUl  (H.  R  6208)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Elozan  Clark;  to  the  C<Mnmittee  on  InvaUd 
Pensions.  „  ^ 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Indiana:  A  Mil  (H.  R  6209)  grantinf 
an  Increase  of  pension  to  Charlotte  A.  Modesitt;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  blU  (H.  R.  6210)  granting  an  increase  <rf  pension  to 
Niagara  Shannon ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  blU  (H.  R.  6211)  granting  a  pension  to  FauUna 
Harvey ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Washington:  A  Mil  (H.  R  6212)  for 
the  relief  of  George  Charles  Walthers;  to  the  Committee  on 

Claims.  _  _    ^  . 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  6213)  for  the  relief  of  Grant  R  Kelsey, 
aUas  Vincent  J.  Moran ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  blU  (H.  R.  5214)  granting  a  pension  to  Benjamin  L. 
Swift;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R  6215)  granting  a  pension  to  Agnes  O'NeUl; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  KIBFNER:  A  bill  (H.  R  6216)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Cath«ine  Gibson;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd 

Pensions.  ,  ,  ^  .       ^ 

ALSO,  a  bill  (H.  R  5217)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  L.  Smodc ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

Also  a  bill  (H.  R.  5218)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Margaret  B.  Howard ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  blU  (H.  R  6219)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Amanda  Maddock ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5220)  granting  a  pension  to  Emma  Pom- 
eroy  •  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  biU  (H.  R  5221)  granUng  a  pension  to  Edward 
Lesch ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

By  Mr  KIESS:  A  biU  (H.  R  6222)  granting  a  pension  to 
Abram  Smith  Reeder ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

Also,  a  blU  (H.  R  6223)  granting  a  pension  to  Ida  Ives;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R  5224)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  C.  Reed ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LETTS:  A  bill  (H.  R  5225)  granting  an  Increase  of 
pension   to   Sarah   E.   Wilson;    to   the   Committee   wi    InvaUd 

Pulsions.  .  ,       ^      »         ^ 

Also,  a  blU  (H.  R  5226)  granting  a  pension  to  Amy  H- 
Brown ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5227)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Pauline  Bartlett ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  McFADDEN:  A  bUl  (H.  R  5228)  granting  a  pension 
to  Tracy  Whitmarsh ;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  Pensions. 

By  Ux.  MCMILLAN:  A  bill  (H.  R  5229)  for  the  relief  of  T. 
Brooks  Alford ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr  MOORE  of  Kentucky:  A  biU  (H.  R  6230)  granting  a 
pension  to  Paradine  Turner;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pen- 

Also,  a  blU  (H.  R.  5231)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Elizabeth 
Travis-  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Penrions. 

Also,' a  biU  (H.  R  5282)  granting  a  pension  to  rrands  M. 
Smith ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5233)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  F.  Bag- 
laud  ;  to  the  Committee  oa  Invalid  Pensions. 
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Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5234)  granting  a  peosloD  to  John  T.  Pend- 
ley :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

AlJW.  a  bill  ( H.  R.  5235)  granting  a  pension  to  Isaphene  Hufft ; 
to  tlie  Committer  on  loTalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (U.  R.  6236)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  E.  For- 
sythe:  to  the  Committee  on  Inralid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5237)  granting  a  pension  to  Neoma  Hunt; 
to  the  C«'mmittee  on  luralld  Pensions. 

Also,  n  bill  (H.  R.  5238)  granting  a  pension  to  Daniel  Keith; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5239)  granting  u  pension  to  Arisona  FIen«r; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Al.<(o.  a  bill  (H.  R.  5240)  granting  a  pension  to  William  E. 
Murrah ;  to  th«  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Als«>.  a  bill  (H.  R.  ri241 )  granting  a  pension  to  Ura  Belcher; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pen.sions. 

Al'*o.  a  bill  (H.  R.  5242)  granting  a  pension  to  Newton  H. 
Latham ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5213)  granting  an  increa.«e  of  pension  to 
Jofiie  Heniy ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5244)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
KIden  Cooper;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen.«lous. 

Al.<<o.  a  bill  (H.  R.  5245)  for  the  relief  of  Joe  B.  Prince;  to 
the  (!onimittP€  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  ROMJUB:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5246)  granting  a  pmslon  to 
Sarah  E.  Kwing :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SANDERS  of  New  York:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5247)  granting 
a  pension  to  Ida  M.  Webber ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  SCHNEIDER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5248)  anthoriziag  the 
StxTetary  of  War  to  caoae  a  preliminary  examination  and  sur- 
vey to  be  made  of  the  outer  channel  of  Green  Bay  Harbor, 
Wis. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

By  Mr.  SWING:  A  bill  (H.  R  524»)  for  the  relief  of  First 
National  Bank  of  Blsinore,  Calif. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Banidng 
and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  TAYLOR  of  Colorado:  A  bill  (H.  R  5260)  granting 
no  Increase  of  pension  to  Ettie  Myser;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  52S1)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
I>esdemona  W.  Gray ;  to  the  Committee  on  Inralid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  THURSTUN :  A  bill  <H.  R.  5252)  granting  an  in- 
crease  of  pension  to  Dorothea  Jane  Sharp ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  TINKHAM:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  5253)  for  the  reUef  of 
William  H.  Ames;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  WHITE:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  5254)  granting  an  increase 
ot  pension  to  Ania  S.  Sargent;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5255)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  B.  Mnrphy;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  B.  5256)  granting  a  pension  to  Angle  8. 
Ames :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAMSON:  A  bill  (H.  R  5257)  for  the  reUef 
of  Clyde  E.  McKeehan;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
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PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  claone  1  of  Rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows: 

978.  By  Mr.  AYRES:  Petition  of  citiaens  of  Sedgwick  County, 
Kans.,  and  McPherson,  Kans..  in  behalf  of  legislatkm  for  Civil 
War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

979.  By  Mr.  BACHMANN:  Petition  of  Elizabeth  Dye  and 
other  dtiaens  of  Elm  Grove,  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  urging  that  im- 
mediate steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension 
bill  in  order  that  relief  may  be  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering 
veteraas  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

980.  By  Mr.  BACON:  Petition  of  sundry  cltixens  of  Kings 
and  Queens  Counties,  N.  T.,  urging  the  creation  of  a  national 
department  of  education ;  to  the  Committee  on  Education. 

981.  By  Mr.  BEERS:  PeUtlon  of  voters  in  Fulton,  Hunting- 
^lon.  Franklin,  and  Perry  Counties,  Pa.,  favoring  enactment  of 

lecislation  beneflting  vet»*ran8  of  the  Civil  War  and  their  de- 
pendents ;  to  the  Committee  on  Inralid  Pensions. 

982.  By  Mr.  BOLTON :  Petition  of  citiiens  of  Geauga  County, 
Ohio,  urging  the  passage  of  a  pension  bill  granting  additional 
lH*uetit8  to  Civil  War  pensioners;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

HS.-^.  By  Mr.  BOWMAN:  Petition  for  additional  pension  relief 
tu  (^vil  War  ^'eterans  and  tlieir  dependents;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

984.  By  Mr.  BURTNESS :  Petition  of  residents  of  Mapleton 
and  vicinity,  asking  for  passage  of  bill  increasing  pensions  of 


Civil  War  veterass  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee 
OQ  Invalid  Pensions. 

885.  By  Mr.  BUTLER:  Petition  of  certain  citizens  of  Durkee, 
Or<(g.,  praying  for  the  passage  «f  legislation  granting  increased 
per  sions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

{ 86.  Also,  petition  of  certain  citizens  of  Elgin,  Oreg.,  praying 
for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting  increased  pensions  to 
Ci^  il  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  tlie  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

J  S7.  By  Mr.  CHRISTOAU :  Petition  of  clti«ens  of  Owatonna, 
Mi  in.,  favoring  an  increase  in  pension  for  the  veterans  of  the 
CiUI  War  and  the  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Iui  nlid  Pensions. 

988.  By  Mr.  COLTON:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Utah,  urging 
Congress  for  the  early  passage  of  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  in- 
crtmsin;:  pension  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans; 
to    he  Committee  on  Invalid  Pension.*!. 

J  89.  By  Mr.  CRADDOCK :  PetlUon  of  Mrs.  C.  H.  Beeler  and 
08  other  citizens  of  Grayson  County,  Ky.,  urging  increase  of 
I^eiisions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Coiimittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

190.  Also,  petition  of  Tom  Duvall  and  four  other  citizens  of 
Griyson  County,  Ky.,  urging  legislation  to  increase  pensions  of 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  Civil  War  veterans;  to  the 
Co  nmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

\  91.  Also,  petition  of  E.  B.  Fin  ley  and  20  other  citizens  of 
Se  ect,  Ohio  County,  Ky.,  urging  legislation  to  increase  pensions 
of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  Civil  War  veterans;  to  the 
Cc  nmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

!  192.  Also,  petition  of  Robert  Bryant  and  67  other  citizens  of 
Sp  ing  Lick,  Grayson  County,  Ky.,  urging  legislation  to  increase 
pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  the  pensions  of  widows  of 
Cl  II  War  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

I  03.  Also,  petition  of  Millie  A.  Spurling  and  172  other  citizens 
of  Taylor  County,  Ky.,  urging  legislation  to  Increase  pensions  of 
Cl'il  War  veterans  and  of  widows  of  Civil  War  veterans;  to  the 
Co  nmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

I  W.  By  Mr.  CRISP :  Petition  of  citizens  ot  Fit^erald,  Oa., 
fa'  oring  increased  pensions  for  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and 
wl  lows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

\  195.  By  Mr.  CROWTHER :  Petition  of  citizens  of  Schenectady, 
N.  T.,  favoring  Increase  of  pension  to  soldiers  and  sailors  of  the 
Cl'  il  War  and  widows  of  soldiers  and  sailors ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

06.  By  Mr.  DUNBAR:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Floyd  County, 
St  te  of  Indiana,  urging  the  passage  of  a  bill  increasing  the  pen- 
sic  os  of  Civil  War  veterans,  widows  of  veterans,  and  depend- 
ents ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Crawford  County,  State  of 
lana,  urging  the  passage  of  a  bill  increasing  the  pen.slons  of 
11  War  veterans,  widows  of  veteran-s  and  dependents ;  to  the 
Ittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Lawrence  County,  State  of 
Indiana,  urging  the  pas.<3uge  of  a  bill  increasing  the  jiensions  of 
Cl'il  War  veterans,  widows  of  veterans,  and  dependents;  to  the 
Co  nmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

)i99.  By  Mr.  EVANS  of  Montana:  Resolution  adopted  by  the 
Boird  of  County  Conunlssloners  of  Lincoln  County,  Mont., 
November  9,  1929,  relative  to  amendment  of  the  Federal  aid 
hij  hway  act ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  I..ands. 

000.  By  Mr.  FITZGERALD:  Petition  signed  by  113  voters 
of  Hamilton,  Ohio,  urging  the  pa.s.sa£re  of  a  bill  increasing  the 
pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans,  widows  of  veteraas,  and  de- 
pendents; to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1001,  Also,  petition  8igne<l  by  61  voters  of  Montgomery 
Cointy.  Ohio,  urging  the  passage  of  a  bill  Increasing  the  pen- 
sions of  Civil  War  veterans,  widows  of  veterans^  and  depend- 
enis;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

;  002.  Also,  petition  signed  by  51  voters  of  Ohio,  urging  the 
pa:  sage  of  a  bill  increasing  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans, 
widows  of  veterans,  and  dependents;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

io03.  By  Mr.  FULLER:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Arkan.<?as 
favoring  an  increa.se  in  pension  to  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Coramitte  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1004.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Arkansas,  urging  Congress 
for  the  passage  of  a  pension  bill  increasing  the  pension  of  Civil 
Wi  r  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

]  005.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Arkansas,  urging  Congress 
for  the  passage  of  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  Increasing  the 
peision  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  tha 
Coi  nmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
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1006.  By  Mr.  HADLEY :  Petition  of  citizens  of  Whatcom 
Countv.  Wash.,  urging  Increases  of  pensions  for  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 

1007.  By  Mr.  HALE :  Petition  of  Andrew  A.  Cashman  and  120 
other  voters  of  Derry,  N.  H.,  urging  immediate  steps  at  this 
special  session  of  Cougretss  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pen- 
sion bill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1008.  Also,  petition  of  Janet  G.  Stacy  and  20  other  voters  of 
Manchester,  N.  H.,  urging  immediate  steps  at  this  special  session 
of  Congress  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1009.  By  Mr.  HALL  of  Indiana :  Petition  of  Elmura  Flowler, 
Mary  Stevens,  and  225  others,  of  Marion,  lud.,  asking  for  an 
increase  and  passage  of  a  pension  biU  for  Civil  War  veterans 
and  widows  of  veterans:  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1010.  By  Mr.  HALL  of  North  Dakota :  PeUtion  of  38  citizens 
of  Bismarck.  N.  Dak.,  for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting 
iucrtased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1011.  By  Mr.  HALSEY :  Evidence  in  supiwrt  of  House  bill 
6147,  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Sarah  J.  Smith;  to  tlie 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1012.  Also,  evidence  in  support  <»f  Hou.se  hill  5146,  granting  a 
pension  to  Martha  Hudson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. „  „  ^  ^ 

1013.  By  Mr.  HICKBY :  PeUtlon  of  the  Auten  Relief  Corps, 
South  Bend.  Ind.,  urging  the  passage  of  a  biU  Increasing  the 
pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1014.  Also.  petiUon  of  Josephine  Hastings  and  other  residents 
of  Knox,  Ind.,  urging  the  early  passage  of  a  bill  increasing  the 
pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1015.  Also,  petiUon  of  Annie  E.  VanDusen  and  other  reslaents 
Of  La  Crosse,  Ind.,  urging  the  early  passage  of  a  biU  incrt^islng 
the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1016.  Aliso,  petition  of  the  Agnes  Pruyn  Chapman  Chapter 
of  the  Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution,  of  Warsaw,  Inil.. 
urging  the  early  passage  of  a  bill  increasing  the  pensions  of 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

■  1017.  Also,  petition  of  Fred  Sherman  and  others,  of  Stuth 
Bend..  Ind.,  urging  the  early  passage  of  a  bill  increat;ing  the 
pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  tc  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1018.  By  Mr.  HUDSON:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Flint,  Mich., 
urging  tlie  enactment  of  legislation  bringing  benefits  to  vet.eran8 
of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committte  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

1019  By  Mr.  HUDSPETH:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Baudera 
County,  Tex.,  in  behalf  of  Civil  War  rrfief  bill ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pendons. 

1020.  By  Mr.  WILLIAM  E.  HULL:  Petition  signed  by  F.  A. 
Blue  and  156  other  constituents  from  Tremont,  III.,  asking  for 
Immeiliate  legislation  for  increase  in  pensions  of  Civil  War 
veterans  and  their  dependents;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pen.'ions. 

1021.  By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Indiana:  Petition  of  numerous 
citizens  of  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  for  increase  of  Civil  War  pen- 
sions ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1022.  Also,  i)etition  of  numerous  citizens  of  Brownsburg,  Ind., 
for  Increase  of  Civil  War  pensions;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 

Pensions.  ,    ■,  ^     ^ 

1023.  Also,  petition  of  numerous  citizens  of  Brazil,  Ind.,  for 
increase  of  Civil  War  i)en.si«ms;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

1024.  Also,  petition  of  numerous  citizens  of  Staunton,  Ind.,  for 
Increase  of  Civil  War  pensions;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 

Pensions.  -  „,   •   .a  u    »  ^ 

1025.  Also,  petition  of  numerous  citizens  of  Plainfleld,  ind.. 
for  increase  of  Civil  War  pensions ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

1026.  Also,  petition  of  numerous  citizens  of  Rockville,  Ind., 
for  Increase  of  Civil  War  pensions ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 

Pensions.  .  .        ^         ,       .^ 

1027.  By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  Mi-ssouri :  Petition  of  sundry  citi- 
zens of  Laclede  ('ounty,  Mo.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legisla- 

•  tion  granting  increase  of  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1028  Bv  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Washington:  Petition  of  sundry 
citizens  of  Centralia,  Wash.,  favoring  the  enactment  of  House 
bill  10.  for  the  creation  of  a  department  of  education;  to  the 
Committee  on  Education. 


1029  By  Mr.  KIEFNER:  Petition  of  resldcBts  of  Ironton, 
Mo.,  urging  that  immediate  steps  be  taken  at  this  special  ses- 
sion to  bring  to  a  vote  a  CivU  War  pension  bUl  carrying  the 
rates  jwoposed  by  the  National  Tribune,  in  order  that  relief 
may  be  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  the  widows 
of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1030.  Also,  petition  of  residents  of  Glen  Allen,  Mo.,  urging 
that  Immediate  steps  be  taken  at  this  special  session  to  bring 
to  a  vote  a  Civil  Wnr  ijen^ion  bill  carrying  the  rates  proposed 
by  the  National  Tribune,  in  order  that  relief  may  be  acct>rded 
to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  the  \tidows  of  veterans ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1031.  Also,  petition  of  residents  of  Madison  Onunty,  Mo.,  nrf- 
Ing  that  immediate  steps  be  taken  at  this  special  session  to 
bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  the  rates 
proposed  by  the  National  Tribune,  in  order  that  relief  may  be 
accorded  to  needy  and  suCTering  veterans  and  the  widows  of 
veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1032  By  Mr  KIESS :  Petition  of  citizens  of  Clinton  County, 
Pa  favorii«  increased  pension  for  Civil  War  soldiers  and 
Civ'u  War  widows;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1033  By  Mr.  LEA  of  California :  Petition  of  Dr.  W.  C.  Shli>. 
ley  and  six  other  residents  of  Cloverdaie.  Calif.,  urging  passage 
of  a  bill  to  increase  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and 
their  dependents ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

10.14.  By  Mr.  LEAVITT:  Petition  of  numerous  citizens  of 
Sheridan  County,  MonL,  urging  enactment  of  legislation  to  in- 
crease  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1035  By  Mr.  LUCE :  Petition  of  residents  of  Medway,  Mass., 
urghig  Increase  In  pensions  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows 
of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

10;i6  Also,  petition  of  residents  of  Boston  and  Brookllne, 
Mass.,  regarding  Increase  in  Civil  War  pensions;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1037  By  Mr.  McKEOWN :  Petition  of  Dr.  Guy  Clark  and 
other  citizens  of  Wapauucka.  Okla.,  requesting  Immediate  action 
on  the  Civil  War  pension  bill;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
t*ftii8  iorin 

1038.  Also,  petition  of  Josiah  Holderfleld  and  others,  of  Creek 
County.  Okla..  requesting  Immediate  action  on  Civil  War  pension 
bill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1039.  Also,  petition  of  George  Cross  and  others  of  Shawnee 
Okla.,  requesting  immediate  action  on  a  Civil  War  pension  bill ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1040  By  Mr.  McLAUGHLIN:  Petition  signed  by  Earl  Smith 
and  49  citizens  of  Oceana,  Lake,  Mason,  and  Muskegon  Ckjun- 
tles,  Mich.,  urging  passage  of  a  law  providing  increase  of  pen- 
sion for  Civil  War  soldiers  and  their  dependents;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1041.  By  Mr.  MAPES :  Petition  of  155  residents  of  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.,  recommending  the  enactment  by  Congress  of  l^s- 
lation  to  grunt  higher  rates  of  pension  to  veterans  of  the  Civil 
War  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on   Invalid 

1(>42.  By  Mr.  MURPHY:  Petition  of  Walter  M.  Scott  and  86 
other  residents  of  Shadyslde,  Ohio,  asking  for  the  passage  of  the 
Civil  War  pension  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  needy  and  suffering 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
p  Affi  cf  on  s 

1043  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  William  J.  Donley  and  121  other 
residents  of  Shadyslde,  Ohio,  asking  the  passage  of  the  Civil 
War  pension  bill  for  the  reUef  of  the  needy  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1044.  Also,  petition  of  Clara  Whit  comb  and  44  other  residents 
of  Empire,  Ohio,  asking  for  the  passage  of  the  Civil  War  pen- 
sion bill  for  the  relief  of  the  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1045.  By  Mr.  PALMER:  Petition  of  Charles  Koock,  past  dep- 
uty commander,  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic.  Mi.<w)nri.  and 
sundrj'  dtleens  of  Sedalla.  Mo.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legls- 
lation  granting  increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1046  Also,  peUtion  of  M.  L.  Dauforth  and  sundry  citizens  of 
Springfield,  Mo.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legi.^lation  grantin* 
Increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans •  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1047  Also  petition  of  D.  A.  Crouch  and  sundry  citizens  of 
Cross  Timbers,  Mo.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  leunslatioo 
granting  Increased  pensions  to  CivU  War  veterans  and  widows 
of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

1048  By  Mr  PRALL :  Petition  received  from  the  Natiotial 
Tribune  Corporation  by  Mrs.  L.  Oau.ssen.  Oakwood  Heists. 
Stateu  Island,  N.  Y.,  urging  that  Immediate  steps  be  taken  to 
bring  to  a  rote  a  CItU  War  pension  bUl  in  onter  that  reUef  omj 


\9^ 


I 


LXXI- 


-352 


5590 


OONGEESSIONAL  EE 


be  accorded  to  needy  «nd  «iiirering  Tcterana  and  widows  of 
▼eteraan ;  to  the  Committee  on  loTalid  Pensioos. 

104».  By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York:  Petition  of  restdmU  ot 
the  forty-third  coii«rewkmal  district  of  New  York,  in  favor  o« 
ClTil  War  penoloD  bill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensiona. 

lOCO.  By  Mr.  RBID  c^  Illinois:  Petition  ot  several  hundred 
dtiaenii  uf  the  State  ot  Illlnoit,  membera  of  the  Woman's  Relief 
Corps,  unrlng  the  paasage  of  a  bill  providing  increase  of  pen- 
sions to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veto-ans;  to  the 
Committee  on  loTslid  Pensioos. 

1<»1.  By  Mr.  SANDERS  at  New  York:  Petitions  signed  by 
sundry  dtizeng  trf  Batavia  and  Brockport,  N.  Y.,  praying  for 
the  pajwage  of  legislatioo  granting  increased  pensions  to  Civil 
War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensioiis. 

1062.  By  Mr.  SNOW:  Petition  of  citleens  o*  the  cities  of 
Bangor  and  Brewer,  Me..  In  favor  of  increased  pensions  for 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  at  veterans;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1008.  By  Mr.  SWING:  Petition  of  dtlseos  of  Beaumont, 
Calif..  In  flavor  of  increased  pensions  for  Civil  War  veterans 
and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Coiomlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1064.  Also,  petititm  of  dtlsena  of  Beaumont,  Calil,  in  ftivor 
of  increased  pensions  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veteraiia ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1066.  By  Mr.  TAYLOR  of  Colorado:  Petition  of  dtlsena  ot 
Grand  JancCloo,  Colo.,  advocating  incroase  of  pensions  fOr  vet- 
erans and  widows  of  veterans  ot  the  Civil  War;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1068.  Also,  petition  of  dtlaens  of  Hotchkiss,  Odo..  advocat- 
ing incresxe  of  pensions  for  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans 
ot  the  Civil  War ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1067.  Also,  petition  from  dtisens  of  Bnena  Vista.  Colo.,  ad- 
vocating increase  of  pensions  for  veterans  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans of  the  Civil  War :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1068.  Also,  petition  from  dtlaens  of  Delta,  Colo.,  advocating 
increase  of  pensions  for  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans  of  the 
Civil  War:  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1060.  Also,  petition  from  dtizens  of  Gunnison,  Colo^  advocat- 
ing Increase  of  pensions  for  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans 
of  the  Civil  War ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

loeo.  By  Mr.  TILSON :  Petition  of  Josephine  D.  Russell  and 
Others,  urging  legislation  to  increase  the  pensions  of  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

1061.  By  Mr.  UNDERHTLL :  Petition  of  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Massachusetts,  praying  for  the  relief  of  Civil  War  veterans 
and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1062.  By  Mr.  UNDERWOOD :  Petition  of  Catherine  Roll  and 
others,  of  Adelphla,  Ohio,  asking  for  legislation  to  increase  the 
pension  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  Civil  War  vet- 
erans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1063.  Also,  petition  of  Sophia  Briggs  and  others,  of  Ashville, 
Ohio,  asking  for  legislation  to  increase  the  pension  of  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  Civil  War  veterans ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

SENATE 

FwDAT,  November  15,  19S9 
^^^iLe^Uitive  day  of  Wednesday,  October  30, 19t9) 
The  Senate  met  at  10  o'dot^  a.  m.,  <m  the  expiration  of  the 

KCGOS. 

Mr.  FBSS.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDENT  jwo  tempore.    The  clerk  will  can  the  roU. 
The  legislative  derk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 
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AUm 

Aakarat 

B«rkl«7 
Binffhaa 

Black 

hitman 

Bormh 

BnittM 

Brock 

Brookbart 

Broasaard 

Capper 

Coaaally 

Cop<'lan<l 

Couaena 

Cuttinf 

I>Mi««a 

DUl 

Sdct 

Pms 

netctes 


I>ast«r 

Oeorn 

OUlett 

Olaaa 

Qieu 

Ooff 

GoMsboroogh 

OreeiM 

Hsl« 

Harris 

HarrlsoB 

BastlBca 

Hatfleld 

Bawea 

Hayden 

Hcma 

HoweU 

Jotai 

a«Ms 

Kcaa 


Keodrick 

Keyes 

LaFMlette 

McCalloch 

IfcKellar 

McMaat«r 

McNary 

Mateatt 

Maaes 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Ny« 

Oddia 

Overman 

Pattema 

PltSui 

BaaadeU 

Bced 

■Mkatt 

Behall 


SbapfMird 
ShortrMse 
Strnmooa 
Sa^th 

BOMMt 

Steck 

StHwwr 

Btepbeas 

Bwaasoa 

Thooisa,  Idaho 

Th«sMs.Okls. 

Tuwaaand 

TraaaaeU 

Tydlngs 

Vaodfttbers 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walah.  Mass. 

Waterman 


SHEPPARD.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  Stniator  from 
Arkknaas  [Mr.  CakawayI.  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
WaLsh],  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson],  and  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  BuaNu]  are  necessarily  detained 
on  fnsiness  of  the  Senate. 

also  wish  to  announce  that  the  Junior  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mi.  King]  Is  necessarily  detained  by  illness. 

r.  SCHALL.    My  colleague  [Mr.  Shipbteao]  is  absent  b©. 
cam  «  of  illness. 

Tie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Ei^ty-three  Senators  hav- 
ing [answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 


hr. 


PETITIONS 

FESS  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Ohio  praying  for  the  passage  of  le^lation  granting  increased 
Ions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  widows,  which  weto 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

BEPOBT  OF  NAVAL  NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  HALE,  as  in  open  executive  session,  from  the  Committeo 
onTlsval  Affairs,  reported  sundry  Navy  nominations,  which  were 
ordered  to  be  placed  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

BILLS  INTRODTTCED 

mis  were  introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimoos 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 
V  Mr  COPE  LAND  * 
bill  (8.  2115)  to  create  the  Oowanus  Stone  House  Battlo 
Meinorial  Park :  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Aflain. 
y  Mr.  GREENE : 
bill  (S.  2116)  granting  a  pension  to  Grace  M.  Maher;  to 
thel  Committee  on  Pensions, 
y  Mr.  McNARY : 

bill  (S.  2117)  to  authorize  arrests  in  certain  cases  and  to 
prdtect  employees  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  in  the  execu- 
tion of  their  duties;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Foi  estry. 

i.  bill  (S.  2118)  to  confer  Jurisdiction  on  the  Court  of  Claims 
to  hear,  determine,  and  render  Judgment  upon  the  claim  of 
Suiicrest  Orchards  (Inc.)  ;  to  the  Conmiittee  on  Claims. 

i.  bill  (S.  2119)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  for  making 
fuiLher  and  more  effectual  provisions  for  the  national  defense, 
and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  Jtine  3,  1916,  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

A.  bill  (S.  2120)  to  remit  the  duty  on  machinery  imported  by 
tha  State  of  Oregon  for  the  use  of  the  State  flax  industry ;  and 
4  bill    (S.  2121)   granting  war-risk  insurance  to  Ernest  L. 
Mcpowell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

u  bill  (8.  2122)  granting  the  consent  of  Congress  to  the  Sun- 
set Investment  Co.  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  dam 
to  retain  tidal  waters  in  Inner  I>*'pot  Bay,  Lincoln  County, 
Or  !g. ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  2123)   authorizing  an  appropriation  of  $25,000  for 
th€  purchase  of  the  compilation  of  place  names  of  William  G. 
St<  el ;  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce, 
y  Mr.  NYE: 
bill  (S.  2124)  relating  to  Indemnification  for  pecuniary  In- 
Jui^es  to  persons  erroneously  convicted  of  crimes  or  offenses 
Inst  the  United  States ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
y  Mr.  BLACK: 
bill  (S.  2125)  granting  a  pension  to  Robert  C.  Hambrick; 
to  the  Conunittee  on  Pensicms. 
iy  Mr.  SCHALL: 
bill   (8.  2128)  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  an  addi- 
tional district  Judge  for  the  district  of  Minnesota ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary. 

bill  (S.  2127)  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the  Court  of 
Claims  to  hear,  examine,  adjudicate,  and  render  judgment  in 
anv  and  all  claims  which  any  dtizen  of  the  United  States  may 
haye  or  claim  to  have  against  the  United  States  by  reason  of  or 
lug  out  of  unlawful  acts  committed  by  or  on  behalf  of  any 
or  agent  of  the  United  States  during  and  subsequent  to 
war  with  Germany ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims, 
ty  Mr.  BLEASE: 

bill  (S.  2128)  for  the  relief  of  the  counties  of  the  State  of 
ith  Carolina  for  damage  to  and  destruction  of  roads  and 
and  ferries  by  floods  in  1929 ;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
and  Post  Roads. 
[y  Mr.  WHEELER: 
, ,  Mil  (S.  2129)  granting  a  pension  to  William  A.  Hough;  to 
the  Cwnmittee  on  Pensions, 
liy  Mr.  HOWELL: 

bill  (S.  2130)  for  the  relief  of  Don  C.  Fees  (with  acc<mi- 
paiyii^  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
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AMKNDinEITTS  TO  THK  TARIFT  BILL 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  HEBERT,  and  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana 
each  submitted  an  amendment  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  them, 
respectively,  to  House  bUl  2667.  the  tariff  revision  biU  which 
were  severally  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

MCSCLB  BUOAL8 

Mr  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent,  out 
of  order,  to  place  in  the  Record  at  this  time  two  amendments 
which  I  pn>pose  to  offer  at  a  later  date  to  the  Muscle  Shoals 
joint  resolution. 

I  desire  to  direct  the  attention  of  those  who  are  Interested  in 
Muscle  Shoals  legislation  to  these  two  amendments.  One  pro- 
vides for  the  building  of  an  additional  dam  looking  toward 
navigation  improvements  and  increasing  the  available  ix»wer  at 
Muscle  Shoals.  The  other  gives  to  the  President  authority  to 
lease  the  nitrate  plants,  thus  separating  the  question  of  the 
nitrate  plants  from  the  power,  and  further  provides  thai  if, 
within  three  months,  no  lessee  can  be  secured  to  operate  the 
nitiHte  plants  and  manufacture  fertilizer,  the  Government  shall 
then  prweed  to  operate  them,  as  provided  in  the  j(»int  resolution 
of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nobris]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  in  the  chair).  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
The  Chair  hears  none. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Just  a  moment  What  was  the  request? 
Mr  BLACK.  The  request  was  to  have  two  amendments  rela- 
tive to  Muscle  Shoals  filed  and  printed,  and  printed  in  the 
Recobo.  in  order  that  Senators  may  study  them  before  we  take 
up  the  Muscle  Shoals  joint  resolutlitu,  so  that  Senators  may 
study  them  in  advance,  and  if  there  are  any  additional  sugges- 
tions they  may  be  offered. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  have  no  objection.  ^     .,      „ 

The  two  amendments  Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  oLACK 
to  the  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  49)  to  provide  for  the  na- 
tional defense  bv  the  creation  of  a  corporation  for  the  operation 
of  the  Government  properties  at  and  near  Muscle  Shoals  in  the 
State  of  Alabama,  and  for  other  purposes,  were  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table,  to  be  printed,  and  to  be  printed  In  the  Rkcobo,  as 
follows : 

On  page  16.  after  Una  24  (of  8.  J.  Rea.  49),  insert  the  following 
new  section : 

"8bc.  14.  The  Secretary  of  War  U  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  complete  the  construction  of  Dam  No.  3  In  the  Tennessee  River, 
near  Muscle  Shoals,  Ala.,  in  accordance  with  the  report  submitted  in 
House  Document  No.  1262,  Sixty-fourth  Contn*"".  first  session.  exc»*pt 
that  the  Secretary  of  War  may.  in  his  discretion,  make  sach  modifica- 
tions in  the  plans  presented  In  such  report  as  he  may  deem  adviaable 
in  the  Interest  of  power  or  navigation.  When  said  Dnm  No.  3  has  been 
completed  the  possession,  use.  and  control  thereof  shall  be  Intrusted 
to  the  corporation  for  use  and  operation  In  connection  with  the  general 
Muscle  Shoals  project  and  for  the  promotion  of  flood  control  and  nari- 
gatlon  in  the  Tennessee  River.  In  order  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  this  section  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  have  the  same  power  and 
authority  with  respect  to  Dam  No.  3  as  are  conferred  upon  him  by 
section  16  with  respect  to  Cove  Creek  Dam." 

On  page  10,  after  line  22  (of  8.  J.  Rea.  49),  Insert  the  following 
new  section : 

"Sue.  7.  (a)  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  act. 
the  corporation  shall  not  operate  nitrate  plant  No.  1  or  nitrate  plant 
No.  2  at  Muscle  Shoals  for  the  fixation  of  nitrogen  or  for  the  manu- 
facture of  fertiliser  or  Its  Ingredients  until  an  attempt  has  been  made 
to  lease  such  prop«>rtle8.  a«  hereinafter  provided.  Subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  I^resldent.  the  board  Is  authorized  to  lease,  either  sepa- 
rately or  as  a  whole,  nitrate  plant  No.  1  and  nitrate  plant  No.  2 
(including  the  Waco  llmeatone  quarry)  together  with  all  tool*  and 
machinery,  equipment,  accessories,  and  materials  belonging  thereto,  and 
all  laboratories  and  plant«  (except  power  plants),  necessary  for  the 
fixation  of  nitrogen  or  the  manufacture  of  fertiliser  and  Its  Insfredlents, 
at  a  rental  of  $1  per  year  for  each  such  lease,  and  upon  such  terms 
and  conditions  as  the  board  may  prescribe.  As  soon  as  practicable 
after  the  first  meeting  of  the  board,  the  board  shall  proceed  to  give 
three  months'  notice,  in  the  manner  best  calculated  to  inform  the 
public,  that  It  win  receive  offers  to  lease  such  properties  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  section.  The  board  shall  lease  such  prop- 
erties to  the  person  who,  in  Its  Judgment,  Is  best  qualified  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  this  act  and  to  manufacture  and  sell  at  reasonable 
rates  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  Ingredients.  Any  such  lease  shall  provide 
that  the  lessee  shall  manufacture  and  sell  commercial  fertilizer  at  a 
price  not  In  excess  of  8  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  production  and  pro- 
vide for  prompt  cancellation  of  the  lease  if  the  lessee  or  leasees  fall  or 
refuse  to  comply  witji  the  provisions  of  the  lease  requiring  the  manu- 
facture nnd  sale  of  fertilizer  as  .ibove  provided. 

"(b)  Any  such  lease  shall  provide  that  the  leasee  may,  without  Mdl- 
tional  rental,  have  the  use  of  such  additional  land  at  or  near  Muscle 
Bboals  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  fixation  of  nitrogen  or  the  mana- 


facture  of  fertiliser  and  its  ingredients.  Subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  President,  the  board  Is  anthorlzed.  by  separate  instrument,  to  lease 
to  any  such  original  lesoee  any  buildings  or  equipment,  other  than 
those  included  under  subdivision  (a),  at  such  rental,  and  upon  such 
terms  and  conditions,  as  the  board  deems  advisable. 

"(c)  Any  leasee  under  this  section  may.  with  the  approval  of  tha 
board,  make  alterations,  modlflcatlona,  or  Improvements  In  existing 
plants  and  facilities,  and  construct  and  operate  new  plants  and  facul- 
ties, In  order  to  properly  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  section. 

"(d)  The  board  shall  sell  to  the  lessee  or  lessees  such  power  as  may 
l>e  needed  for  the  operation  of  plants  Nos.  1  and  2  and  such  addi- 
tional plants  as  may  be  constructed  under  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion, for  the  fixation  of  nitrogen  and  the  manufacture  of  fertiliser 
and  fertiliser  ingredients,  at  such  rates  as  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
mission fixes  as  reasonable.  Just,  and  fair. 

"(p»  In  any  lease  under  this  section  proper  prtivlslon  shall  be  made 
for  cancellation  thereof  and  taking  over  by  the  United  States  of  the 
property  <overed  by  the  lease,  in  case  of  war  or  national  emergency 
declared  by  Congress,  as  provided  in  section  18.  and  subject  to  the 
limitations  therein  contained  as  to  payment  of  damages. 

"(f>  If,  after  three  months  notice,  as  provided  In  subdivision  (a), 
no  offer  suitable  to  the  board  ha«  been  received  from  a  responsible 
applicant,  to  lease  such  properties,  the  board  shall  proceed  to  operate 
the  same  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  act.  without  regard 
to  the  provisions  of  this  section." 

"a    COMPLIMENT    THAT    WENT    WBOKO " 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  printed  In  the 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  New  York  Times,  entitled  "A 
Ompliment  That  Went  Wrong,"  which  has  been  handed  to  me 
by  another  Senator, 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows : 

[From  the  New  York  Timesl 

A  COKPLIMSirr  THAT   WENT  WSOMO 

Obosgb  Mosbs  was  brought  up  well  but  for  too  many  years  he  has 
aasoclateil  with  men  whose  study  was  but  little  on  the  Bible.  A  clergy- 
man's son,  he  has  grown  rustj  on  his  texts.  Such  is  the  effect  of  evil 
communlcaUons.  What  he  meant  to  say  about  the  insurgent  Republi- 
cans was  that  they  are  "sons  of  the  wild  ass."  That  Is  one  of  the 
most  n>8pectable  and  admired  animal  characters  in  the  Old  Testament. 
It  Is  the  type  of  freedom.  It  Is  a  dweUer  In  the  wllderneaa,  a  nomad,  a 
Bedouin.  It  is  swift,  graceful,  lovely,  hard  to  catch.  What  could  be 
more  symbolic  of  the  aversion  of  the  Insurgents  to  party  discipline,  of 
their  devotion  to  the  farm  and  the  farmer,  of  their  agrarian  dlsUke  of 
urban  communities  than  Job's  portrait  of  Hemlppus : 

"  He  scornetb  the  multitude  of  the  city,  neither  regardeth  he  the  cry- 
ing of  the  driver." 

"  The  range  of  the  mountains  la  his  pasture,  and  be  searchetii  after 

every  green  thing." 

Obscurely  reraeml-erlng  this  pastoral,  Mr.  Mosn  had  to  degrade  It 
1^  using  an  unfortunate  term,  of  which  he  is  too  fond,  "  Jackass."  His 
error  should  not  blind  us  to  his  good  Intention.  The  insurgents  are  not 
really  "  mad."  It  has  long  been  one  of  the  chlefest  Joys  of  Mr.  Moses 
to  Jeer  the  Senate.  The  Insurgents  try  to  pretend  Indignation,  but  they 
are  really  tickled  to  death  by  the  little  pleasantries  with  which  members 
of  the  disorganized  Old  Guard  salute  the  triumphant  West.  These  things 
do  not  hurt  the  insurgents.  They  help  them  In  their  business.  But 
Mr.  Moses  seems  to  have  hurt  himself  in  his  largely  honorary  business 
as  chairman  of  the  Repabllcan  senatorial  campaign  committee. 

It  must  sadden  his  patron.  Chairman  Huston,  to  see  the  terrible  In- 
fant of  the  Senate  falling  from  trouble  Ijto  tronble.  Besides,  the  too 
careless  Jester  will  not  endear  himself  to  his  own  Stete  by  sharpening 
the  humorous  zesl  of  the  coalition  to  cut  down  the  protection  of  eastern 
Industries.  Protection  is  fine  in  Its  place.  That  is  in  the  South  and  the 
West.  The  insurgent  Senators  up  for  reelection  this  year  do  not  need 
any  assistance  from  the  campaign  committee,  provided  that  curiooa  sur- 
vival In  the  tactful  band  of  Mr.  Moass  can  give  any.  If  logic  dared  to 
stick  her  nose  into  politics,  there  would  be  two  Republican  senatorial 
campaign  committees.     But  our  concern  Is  for  Mr.  Moasa. 

He  must  envy  the  liberty  of  the  wild  ass  In  the  wilderness  If  It  bo 
tme  that  his  fellow  committeemen  are  angry  because  he  went  to  Chi- 
cago without  telling  them.  What  happiness  la  the  seclusion  that  a 
Pullman  grants  to  a  Senator  who  has  to  ask  permission  to  leave  Wash- 
ington 7  la  the  terrible  Infant  to  be  disciplined?  Everything  Republlcaa 
is  such  a  Joke  now  that  Mr.  Moses  as  an  impenitent  wag  skins  the 
fe^lngs  (rf  his  brethren.  For  his  own  good  we  entreat  him  to  be  as 
solemn  and  woebegone  as  the  circumstances  demand.  HU  frlvoUty  is 
without  excuse,  for — 

"  The  wild  Asaem  did  stand  In  the  high  places ;  they  snuffed  ap  the  wind 

like  dragons." 

BEVISION   or  THE   TABIFF 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  rego- 
tate  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  Indus- 
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tries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  nnd  for 
other  purp<»«p«. 

Th*-  I'RKSIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  pending  question  is  on 
the  antendment  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Golds- 
BoBouoH]   to  the  amendment  of  the  committee,  which  will  be 

itated.  .  .     , 

Hie  CHior  CuxK.  The  amendment  of  the  committee  is  in 
paragraph  7^.  cherries,  on  vxage  134,  to  strike  out  lines  21.  22, 
and  23,  In  the  foUowins:  woi-ds: 

(2)  Sulpbnred.  or  in  brine,  wltb  stems  and  pits,  &H  cents  per  poood ; 
witta  iteou  or  pltq  r^moTed.  9'^  cents  per  pound. 

And  to  Insert  in  Ilea : 

(3)  Snipbared.  or  In  brine.  In  aUe  more  than  000  to  tb«  gallon: 
With  pit*.  3  cents  per  pound ;  with  pits  reaaoTed,  4  cents  p«  pourd. 

(4)  Rulpharfd,  or  In  brine,  in  sise  900  or  leaa  to  tbe  gallon :  With 
pits,  S%  cents  per  pound ;  with  pits  remoTed,  9^4  cents  per  poond. 

On  page  135,  line  1,  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Gouw- 
BOBouoH )  moves  to  strike  out  the  words  "  in  size  "  and  Insert 
the  word  "counting"  and  to  strike  out  the  numerals  "900" 
and  insert  the  oDmerals  **  700."  and  in  line  4  to  strike  oat  the 
words  "  in  siae  900  "  and  Insert  Id  lieti  thereof  •*  counting  700." 
ao  as  to  make  the  clauses  read : 

(5)  Snlphaied,  or  in  brine,  counting  more  than  700  to  tta«  galloa: 
With  pita,  3  ceaU  per  poaad ;  with  pita  removed.  4  cents  per  pound. 

(4)  Sulphured,  or  in  brine,  counting  TOO  or  less  to  the  gallon  :  With 
plU,  5V4  ents  per  poaad;  with  pits  removed,  9^  eeats  per  pound. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  which  the  Senator  from  Maryland  proposes 
to  the  amendment  of  the  comurittce. 

Mr  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  first  permit  me  to  apologize,  if 
that  Is  net-easary,  if  my  absence  last  evening  in  any  way  held 
up  action  on  thLs  particular  jmragraph.  I  have  been  bmught 
up  with  the  convicdon  that  when  one  has  made  an  engagement 
the  breaking  of  which  would  inconvenleu<-e  others,  he  should 
carry  out  the  obligation.  That  condition  made  it  rather  difficult 
on  three  hours'  notice  to  attend  the  session  last  evening.  How- 
ever, I  have  no  desire  to  have  action  on  this  paragrapli,  or  any 
other  paragraph,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned,  delayed  on  account 
of  my  absence. 

This  morning  I  have  rather  hurriedly  looked  over  the  Rbookd 
and  feel  tiiat  there  is  very  little  to  add  to  the  argument  which 
wa.**  presented  by  the  Senator  from  MaryUmd  [Mr.  Gou»s- 
BoaouoH],  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  CoeezJkND],  and 
others  covering  the  proposed  Finance  Conmiittee  amendment. 
Now.  as  I  undergtand  It,  the  Senator  from  Maryland  is  propt)8- 
ing  to  amend  the  Finance  Committee  ameudmeuL  I  agree  with 
the  Senator,  from  InfonnatUni  the  committee  .secured,  that 
700  cherries  to  the  galloii  wouhi  be  a  proi>er  size  division.  How- 
ever, all  matters  of  this  kind  should  be  approached  in  a  spirit 
of  compromise.  "Hie  Finance  Committee,  after  considerable 
argument  and  debate,  at  least  among  the  Republican  members 
there. .f,  a<repted  the  flcurea  of  900  cherries  to  the  gallon  as  a 
conipromliw  and  probably  a  fair  dividing  mark.  The  (a«?ta  as 
th«7  ai<pealeiil  to  me  I  can  present  In  two  or  tbrt«  minutes. 

Italian  '-h'-rrles.  bottle<l  in  brine,  are  sold  In  great  quantltlea 
In  this  rr>nntry.  Tbe  flgures  have  alrvadjr  b«Mi  ptaend  In  the 
Rffroan.  Those  arc  cherries  ot  a  saiall  size  as  indkmtcd  by  tbla 
dlvlaiou.  ami  are  a  typv  of  cherry  that  Is  not  eultlTatad.  gen- 
vrully  gn/wing  wild,  aa  I  understand  It.  It  Is  a  thfrrj  which, 
to  a  great  extent,  grows  en  tree*  along  the  pnMIe  highways, 

PboCfHcniphs  o(  these  trMa.  certainly  showtng  no  erideooe  of 
cultivation,  ware  proMmted  te  the  conMnlttee  and  wttuxj  Aaiert- 
ean  paefcerg  are,  of  course.  Interested  In  this  paragraph.  I  hare 
too  high  a  regard  for  the  coergy  and  the  pitigrtsnlre  spirit  of 
the  American  farmer  not  to  be  entirely  eonTlueed  that  he  la  try- 
ing to  produce  the  maximum  and  finest  quality  at  every  type  of 
product,  whatever  It  may  b*.  The  result  la  the  American 
ct>err>-.  as  we  all  know.  Is  a  large  Inaelous  cherry,  and  If  there 
are  any  parti  of  the  country  where  the  very  small  diminutive 
cherries^  comparable  to  the  Italian  cherry  are  grown,  I  certainly 
do  not  think  It  represents  any  progressive  type  of  modern  farm- 
ing or  fruit  production. 

On  the  other  band,  the  large  Italian-American  dtlaenShlp,  and 
many  others  who  may  not  dalm  Italian-American  heritage  at 
all.  like  thla  type  of  saaan  cherry.  We  had  bottlea  of  those  cher- 
ries exhibited  before  the  committee.  Tbe  bottles  were  of  dif- 
ferent siae,  but  moetiy  small,  about  3  or  4  Inches  fn  height,  con- 
taining A  very  small  cherry  that  would  not  seesa  to  be  much 
larger  than  the  nail  of  tbe  little  finger. 

It  appeals  to  me  ttat  it  la  perfectly  fair  to  make  the  distinc- 
tion betweei  tte  two  varictiea  of  cherries  and  stiU  mat  in  any 
way  be  unfair  to  the  Asaerlcmn  cherry  grosrer. 

It  baa  beiB  «id  many  tiaaa,  with  a  fbres  wbldi  I  think  we 
must  admit,  that  there  are  aome  Imports  from  the  wodd  in  fen- 
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eril  that  we  must  penult  to  come  into  this  country  If  we  are 
ever  going  to  balance  trade.  So  when  an  imported  product  Is 
represented  as  not  being  .strictly  In  corajietition  with  the  d'-mes- 
tl(  article  and  Is  sold  in  larjre  quantities,  showing  Its  popularity 
In  the  market  of  the  United  States,  It  would  seem  to  me  it  is  one 
cliiss  of  commodity  against  which  we  should  not  absolutely  put 
ujt  an  embargo  so  that  it  can  not  be  Imported  at  all. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  frwn  New 
Jersey  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  EDGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Will  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  be 
klid  enough  to  tell  us  Just  why  it  Is  that  the  eastern  nmnofac- 
ttrers  buy  the  Italian  cherry  in  question?  I  think  I  know,  but 
w  11  the  Senator  be  kind  enough  to  give  the  answer? 

Mr.  EDGE.  My  Information  is  that  the  main  reason — and  I 
ain  only  passing  on  information  which  has  been  given  to  me — 
IsTthat  there  is  a  peculiar  taste  to  that  size  or  type  of  cherry 
tl^at  a  large  number  of  our  citizens  enjoy,  and  they  want  that 
clerry.  Its  price,  I  suppose,  has  something  to  do  with  It  llke- 
w  se :  but,  anyway,  I  may  say  tp  my  friend  from  California  that 
tie  trade  returns,  as  I  recall  them,  show  a  very  large  sale  of 
ttls  particular  type  of  cherry,  and  I  contend  If  we  do  not  pro- 
duce them  through  intensive  cultivation,  then  the  foreign  article 
does  not  come  in  competition  with  the  domestic  article.  I  do 
u(»t  doubt  Senators  can  demonstrate  that  in  some  parts  of  the 
wuntry  small  cherries  are  raised,  but.  generally  speaking,  I 
tl  ink  the  Ameincan  fruit  grower  is  proud  to  produce  fine,  large 
fiDlt,  whether  it  be  an  api^e  or  a  cherry,  a  peach  or  a  pear, 
and  he  Is  not  trying  to  develop  a  dlmiuutive  cherry. 

Mr.  rOPELAND.     Mr.   President 

The  I'RESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  shall  yield  the  floor  in  just  a  moment. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  said  al)OHt  all  I  care  to  say  on  this 
subject.  I  do  not  think  It  Is  a  large  matter  to  the  aericultural 
lEterests  of  the  country,  but  I  think  it  looms  quite  large  In  the 
eyes  of  the  Itallan-.\merlcan  citizenship,  and  also  in  Its  effect  on 
tl  e  balance  of  trade  with  the  great  country  of  Italy.  It  is  one 
ol  the  things  that  we  can  afford  to  imi)Ort,  in  my  judgment.  In 
view  of  the  circumstances  surrounding  the  particular  com- 
niDdity,  without  injuring  the  American  fruit  grower. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  yield  to' the  Senator  from  Ma.ssachusetts? 

Mr.  EDGH     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me 
t(  supplement  his  auHwer  to  the  question  put  to  him  by  the 
Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  FUXfE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  for 
tlat  purpose, 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  read  from  the  brief  filed 
b;r  the  National  Preservers'  Association.    It  states  that — 

The  Imported  cherries  are  prrMlgred  in  Itsly  slmost  entirely  from  a 
viirlety  of  trees  wbirb  are  not  cultivated.  The  result  In  a  small,  tough 
clerry  capable  of  withstanding  the  hrlnlna.  wairtilna.  and  procnwiing 
el  iployed  tn  the  manofacture  of  DiaraMrlilno  cberrW-s. 

Un  tb*  other  band,  wr»t»'rn  rlierr)*"*  «r<-  grown  in  or<'h«'«hi  whirh  am 
ciltivatMf  and  pmncd  to  prodnre  thm  lanrmt  and  imiat  tender  fruit 
peMrtbie,  for  canning  and  the  freah-fmit  oiartcet. 

Mora  than  SO  per  cent  of  tha  maraacliino  cfa^rri^  manufarturcd  Is  cbta 
country  are  of  tti4>  small  siz'  rirh  u  are  prmlwft^  only  In  Itnly,  and  ara 
wed  by  tl>e  rt)nf<'<'tlmk^y  Indtiatry  tor  dipf'ing  purpo**^,  ronfectlonars 
el  J  not  os»  tbe  western  large  riierry,  and  even  on  the  I'aciflc  coast,  tn 
tie  heart  of  the  eherry-prudo^'ing  dlatricta,  confectioners  buy  ttie 
Imported  fruit 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  take  just  one 
noment  to  itlostrate  the  Idea  of  the  protective  principle  which 
atime  distlnguisht>d  gentlemen  upon  this  side  of  the  Chamber 
SI  em  to  have.  Protection,  sir,  with  some  of  us  is  a  principle; 
P'otection  with  some  others  of  us  seems  to  depend  entirely 
n  K)n  tbe  question  of  whether  within  shotgun  distance  of  where 
n  e  live  there  may  be  an  lmi)orter  from  Italy  or  some  other 
pace  or  some  sort  of  a  canning  in^ititution.  The  principle  of 
protection  with  the  gentlemen  of  the  latter  class  immediately 
bKwmes  an  Iridescent  dream  when  in  any  degree  it  conflicts 
sith  the  profits  of  an  importer  or  with  the  profits  of  aome 
a  auttfacturer. 

That  is  not  the  conception  that  men  of  the  West  have  of  the 
p  rindple  ot  protection,  but  I  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
tl  lat  it  la  otyvionsly  tbe  idea  of  protection  that  rests  in  the  minds 
o:  some  of  the  gentlemen  who  have  presented  this  bill  to  tliia 
C  Itamber  oo  behalf  of  the  Finance  Committee. 

Answering  what  has  been  said  by  some  of  these  gentlemen, 
li  t  me  say,  first,  that  every  single  argument  advanced  here  was 
a  Ivanced  to  the  Tariff  Commission  when  the  Tariff  Commissioo 
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asked  that  the  flexible  provisions  of  the  tariff  should  be  invoked 
in  behalf  of  the  cherry  industry.  At  that  time  the  Tariff  Com- 
ml.ssion  found,  just  as  the  Department  of  Agriculture  had  found, 
that  the  allegations  made  as  to  the  domestic  cherry,  its  slie  Its 
color.  Its  qoality— all  such  allegations  were  unfounded,  in  fact. 
In  the  House  hearings  in  the  volume  which  has  been  given  us 
concerning  the  tariff  bill  we  find  at  i>age  3663  this  statement : 

Testimony  given  in  the  pnbllc  hearing  held  by  the  United  States  Tariff 
Commission  on  June  28.  1927,  showed  that  domostic  Royal  Anne  cherries 
had  been  virtually  eliminated  from  the  eastern  consuming  areas  for 
maraschino  purposes,  due  to  the  fact  that  maraschino  manufacturers 
could  purchase  the  Italian  cherries  at  a  lower  price. 

That  is  all  fhere  Is  In  this  contest— whether  the  eastern  manu- 
facturers, represented  by  some  distinguished  gentlemen  upon  the 
Finance  Committee  who  prate  of  protection,  shall  be  able  to 
purchase  at  a  lower  price  something  from  abroad. 

Resuming  the  quotation  from  the  hearings,  I  read  as  follows: 

Representative  of  the  importers  sought  to  give  the  Impression  that 
the  domt-Htlc  cherry  growers  could  not  produce  the  small  type  of  cherry 
desired  for  the  manufacturing  Industrj-,  and  that  this  was  the  reason 
why  they  purchased  Italian  Instead  of  dompstlc  cherries.  These  claims 
were  shown  to  be  entirely  Inaccurate,  and  it  was  shown  conclusively 
that  the  domestic  cherry  growers  could  produce  the  amall-siee  cherries  In 
very  Urge  quantities,  that  they  had  not  done  so  heretofore  because  of 
their  Inability  to  compete  with  the  cheap  Italian  product,  that  they  had 
had  to  specialise  In  the  production  of  the  large  cherries  because  of  this 
destructive  competition  from  Italy  In  the  lower  grade  product,  and  that 
the  domestic  Royal  Anne  is  in  every  respect  equal  to  if  not  superior  to 
the  Italian  Royal  Anne  cherries  for  the  manufacture  of  maraschino 
cherries. 

That  answers  at  least  the  argument  we  have  heard  here. 
Doctor  Taylor,  of  the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry  of  the  United 
Statea  Department  of  Agriculture,  attests  the  same  fact  In  re- 
spect to  the  quality  of  the  domestic  cherries. 

So.  sir.  we  have  here  an  industry  in  five  great  States  of  the 
Union,  an  industry  of  those  who  till  the  soil  and  who  raise  from 
it  certain  of  the  products  of  the  soil,  and  we  find  that  Industry 
coming  in  conflict  with  the  Italian  production  under  circum- 
stances which  enable  the  foreign  production  to  be  sold  cheaper 
than  the  production  here,  and  then  we  find,  sir,  certain  gen- 
tlemen, who  are  alleging  that  they  are  high  protectionists,  en- 
deavoring to  aid  the  Italian  production  and  practically  destroy- 
ing the  American  industry.  That  is  the  contest;  that  ia  all 
that  is  presented  upon  this  matter. 

Mr.  EDGE.     Mr.  President 

The  I'RESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
California  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     I  yield.  ^  ^ 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  tried  to  follow  the  Senator,  but  was  inter- 
rupted. Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  the  fact 
that  In  the  special  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission  on  cherries, 
page  7,  there  is  a  paragraph  which  emphasizes  the  argument 
I  emleavored  to  make.    I  quote  as  follows: 

The  domestic  cberrhs  mark^tod  for  sulphuring  and  iMlnlsg  ordinarily 
rung*'  In  sli#  from  W^  to  7O0  «b»'rri<'s  to  tb4-  gallon,  of  tbe  imp<'rted 
cherries  apl.roslaiately  00  per  cent  are  about  tha  smom  sis*  as  tb* 
doBiesilc:  the  resalning  50  per  cent  are  sisaller— 

Mesnlng  smaller  than  tbe  domestic  cherry — 
ranging  In  slw  Irtm  IJOOO  to  1,400  to  tbe  gallon.     Tor  certain  uses. 
•ni'b  as  cborolate  contortions,  eastern  mannfacturers  use  the  smsUHrtse 
cherrj  supplied  entirely  by  loiporta  from  lUly, 

It  apiiealed  to  me,  aa  I  attempted  to  present,  that  that  was 
not  a  serious  form  of  competition.  If  the  Beoator  will  permit 
me  one  word  more,  let  me  say  that  If  the  Inference  is  to  be  drawn 
fr«im  hb<  general  remarks  that  members  of  tbe  Finance  Com- 
mittee were  only  Interested  in  sectional  considerations,  he  Is 
very  unjust.  I  am  sure  I  can  refer  to  bia  own  colleague  who 
sat  on  the  committee  in  the  statement  I  am  about  to  make, 
that  if  there  are  three  items  in  the  entire  agricultural  schedule 
for  which  increased  rates  were  proposed  tliat  I  did  not  vote 
for,  I  should  like  to  have  them  pointed  ont  on  the  fioor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Of  course,  I  know  notning  about  what  took 
place  in  the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  thought  the  Senator  would  like  to  have  the 
facts. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  am  speaking  of  what  is  right  here  before 
us  now. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  defend  my  position  as 
to  cherries,  because  I  am  convinced  the  cherry  producer  is  ask- 
ing for  more  than  be  really  needs  for  proper  protection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Yes;  which  is  in  conflict  wltb  tbe  Tariff 
Commission  and  tbe  Tariff  OommisaioD  recommendations-^ 

Mr.  HDOB.    Not  at  all. 


Mr.  JOHNSON.  Which  is  in  conflict  with  every  farm  organi- 
zation recommendation. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Not  according  to  the  paragraph  which  I  have 
read. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  The  Senator  is  here  speaking  not  the  voir*  of 
the  produt«er,  not  the  voice  of  the  individual  who  from  the  soil 
brings  forth  that  which  with  toll  may  be  bnnight  forth  from  the 
solL  He  Is  not  speaking  now  from  tbe  standpoint  of  tbe  Ameri- 
can manufacturer  of  a  product  that  must  be  protected  to  oiable 
it  to  compete  with  something  abroad ;  he  Is  speaking  to-day  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  Italian  importer  and  from  the  Italian 
importer's  standpoint  alona 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield  further— 
and  I  do  not  care  to  interrupt  him  If  it  is  ol»jectionable  to 
him— the  difference  is  that  in  this  particular  case,  if  I  read 
tho  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission  correctly,  the  American 
fruit  grower,  who,  as  the  Senator  suggests,  produces  from  the 
soil  by  his  toll,  does  not  produce  from  the  soil  in  any  market- 
able quantities  the  particular  type  to  which  this  paragraph  la 
dir^ted. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     He  does 

Mr.  EDGE.    I  should  like  the  Senator  to  give  us  those  proofs. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     Walt  a  moment,  now.     He  does;   and  the 

only  reason  why  his  production  has  not  been  greater,  as  I  have 

read  from  the  "hearings,  is  because  of  the  destructive  con.peti- 

tion  that  cornea  from  the  Italian  cherry — that,  and  that  alone. 

When  the  Senator  stands  up  here  and  asks  for  protection  for 
an  industry  of  his  State,  why  does  he  ask  it?  He  asks  it 
because  that  Industry  is  unable  to  compete  with  conultlons 
abroad  and  because  of  the  difference  in  cost  of  productioo  at 
home  and  abroad. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  heard  these  generalities. 
If  the  Senator  can  demon.stmte  to  the  Senate  where  the  Ameri- 
can fruit  producer  is  raising  this  small  type  of  cherry  In 
quantity  in  this  country,  then  there  will  be  something  to  hack 
up  his  generalities.  I  have  yet  to  hear  where  they  are  ralspd 
or  produced. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  The  testimony  demonstrates  that  30  per  cent 
of  the  cherries  raised  In  the  States  that  have  been  indicated 
here  as  cherry- raising  States  practically  go  to  waste  beoiuse 
it  is  Impossible  for  that  SO  per  cent  to  compete  with  what 
transpires  abroad,  and  the  Importation  of  the  cheaper  article 
from  abroad.  That  was  demonstrated  before  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission ;  and  when  the  President  raised  the  rate  upon  cherries 
after  hearing  by  the  Tariff  Commission  he  raised  it  as  far  aa 
he  could,  but  not  as  far  as  it  ought  to  be  raised,  as  all  the 
hearings  before  the  Tariff  Commission  will  demonstrate.  It 
is  the  same  old  contest  that  is  presented  here— that  Is  all— the 
contest  between  the  American  producer  on  the  one  hand  a)n1  the 
American  who  Imports  and  wants  to  make  more  money  from 
Importation  of  that  which  is  cheaply  raised  and  produced 
abroad,  upon  the  other;  and  It  does  not  He  In  the  moutn  of 
those  who  constitute  themselves  the  voice  of  protection  in  the 
Senate  to  deny  to  the  American  producer  under  those  clrcom- 
•tances  bis  full  meed  of  protection. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr,  President,  I  have  listened  wltb  tbs 
greate«t  Interest,  as  I  slways  do,  to  tbe  eloquence  of  my  Iriead 
from  Callfonila  [Mr.  Johnsoiv]  ;  but  all  the  ttu-ttt  arc  against 
bim,  If  I  may  say  so.  .... 

We  are  wrt  dealing  here  with  a  cherry  whk*  Is  In  Its  natural 
sUte,  If  we  were,  I  should  say  at  ones  that  tbe  finest  cherries 
grown  8  re  those  prodm^d  on  tbe  Padflc  coast ;  but  that  Is  tbe 
very  trouble  wltb  them,  Mr.  President.  They  are  too  fine  and 
too  big  for  this  processing.  Therefore  It  has  been  found  neces- 
sary by  tbe  wmfectlouers,  tbe  Ice-cream  makers,  and  tbe  jiastry 
makers  to  And  a  smoller-slxed  cherry  suitable  for  this  partlcu- 
Uir  processing ;  and  after  going  all  over  tbhi  country,  and  even 
striving  In  Midilgan  to  find  a  cherry  there,  tbe  Michigan  fruit 
groweri  state : 

We  •  •  •  regret  to  tell  yoo  that  there  is  a  very  small  prodortion 
of  white  sweet  cherries  in  Michigan.  In  fact,  the  supply  Is  so  limited 
that  it  wonld  not  be  of  Interest  to  yon  from  the  manufacturing  stand- 
point. 

It  is  likewise  true  that  tbe  cherries  grown  in  CalifomU  are 
too  big  for  this  sort  of  processing. 

I  would  not  have  the  idea  prevail  In  tbe  Senate,  either,  that 
tills  is  simply  a  question  between  the  importers  and  tbe  natural 
fruit  growers  of  the  Pacific  coast  or  elsewhere.  Aa  I  said  last 
night,  this  cherry  needed  for  preparation  as  a  maraschino 
cherry  is  in  a  sense  a  raw  product.  We  have  invested  in  tbe 
United  States  $15,000,000  in  the  business  of  processing  these 
cherries  brought  from  abroad.  If  it  is  tbe  desire  of  the  Senate 
to  destroy  this  Industry,  and,  by  destroying  It,  to  attempt  to 
bring  into  use  a  cherrj  absolutely  unsnited  for  thla  porpos^  the 
noverasot  will  faU. 
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Mr.  NcNAUY.    Mr.  Pm^ideut,  wiU  tbe  Senator  yieW? 

The  PRKtilDKNT  pro  t»mi>ure.  I>>es  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yleW  to  tb«  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  COPEL.\ND.     With  pl»a>nn'. 

Mr.  NcNARY.  It  I»  a  pitiful  plea,  of  course,  to  speak  of  the 
deMtmrtion  al  pr«»perty.  That  g<»e«  up*.n  the  the«jry  that  theae 
elierricM  can  not  be  proUoced  el-sewhere  than  in  Italy.  That  Ls  a 
wrofi^  a«iumption  upon  which  to  base  an  argtunent.  The  same 
cberry  about  which  Uie  Senator  Bpeaks  that  can  be  procesised 
In  them  plant!)  can  be  found  Ln  liichigau,  WiS(*on«in,  Oregon, 
Idaho.  California,  and  Waahinifton.  If  that  is  not  «o,  we  unwt 
dl><believe  the  report  of  the  Tariff  CommKsion  and  the  very 
patient  and  exbanatlve  examination  an«l  report  made  by  Doctor 
Taylor,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Plant  Industry,  In  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agricnltiire. 

We  moat  accept,  and  I  think  In  all  candor  the  able  Senator 
from  New  York  will  concede,  the  grent  ability  of  Doctor  Taylor. 
We  will  not  queation  his  examination,  nor  tlie  capiidty  of  the 
expcrta  in  the  Tarilf  Conimi»don.  Consequently,  if  those  cher- 
ries can  be  pr«Klnced  in  the  West  and  In  the  Luke  States,  there 
will  be  no  confl.**cation  of  proper! iea  invested  in  New  York  and 
other  large  centers  where  the  maraschino  proc«<.sinic  is  nuder- 
taken. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  commeiita. 
Is  he  familiar  with  the  Salem  Cherry  Growers'  Aasociation.  of 
Salem,  Greg.? 

Mr.  McNARY.     Yes:  I  am  quite  familiar  with  it 

Mr.  COPELAND.    The  president  of  that  organiiallon  sayv : 

Outstdr  of  ttwae.  theT*>  hi*  none  In  Orf^so"  ««>'Pt  a  few  NimlH  that 
OOP  party  hits  who  puta  up  a  ffw  «iU«  lia  a  by-prodoet  whl<h  tb«y  uae 
In  candy  and  their  croslieil  fruit. 

By  osln^  a  ffw  of  thotw*  t^iwrJnH-ntHHy  each  year  for  a  period  of  yeaia 
yon  can  determine  for  yotiraelrea  tht-ir  ■nifaMIity  f«>r  your  bn»)ne«i«. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  It  1«  tine — and  that  is  why  I 
fet*l  %ery  impersonal  about  the  m;)tter — that  very  few  of  this 
size  are  raised  in  Oregon.  Great  qui!  ntitic*--  are  raised  in  other 
Slate*.  On  account  of  the  delightful  soil  of  the  State  which  I 
in  i>art  represent  we  raise  an  unu.^ually  large  cherry,  which  ia 
tUiitMied  for  fresh  u.<4e  throughout  the  E^ist,  known  as  the  Bing 
and  I-ambert.  and  the  Ins*  ions  Royal  Anne,  of  a  superior  type. 
thHt  arv  u.^eii  for  canning  punxi'*'*.  Coiise«inently  I  want  to  for- 
get the  town  which  la  close  to  my  bom<*,  and  the  State  Itself. 
I  am  spenking  abont  the  products  that  are  raised  in  other  States 
by  thou!*«nds  of  growers,  who  have  millions  of  dollars  invested, 
who  can  pnnluce  the  very  identical  small  cherry  that  comes  from 
Italy,  but  j-an  not  compete  on  ac«-onut  of  our  costs  in  America 
and  in  the  development  of  the  American  orchard. 

If  I  may  add  this — I  do  not  want  to  take  the  Senator's  time; 
I  i(pi>ke  on  the  -"NUbJect  bricdy  last  evening  on  behalf  of  the 
amendment  ♦•fferetl  by  the  Senator  from  California— it  costs  a 
great  deal  of  money  to  develop  a  bearing  commercial  cherry 
orcliard ;  probably  a  thousuud  dollars  an  acre. 

A  great  many  peoi)le  are  employed  in  the  pickijig  of  the  fruit 
an«l  In  it<  i.r<i«essing ;  and  when  tlie  tpstimony  indispuiably 
shows  that  3i»  i)er  cent  of  the  crvip  raised  in  California.  huffi»ueiit 
to  meet  the  demands  of  the  mara>chiuo  market,  is  not  s<jld  be 
cau.se  of  the  ruinous  competition  al«nig  the  .\tlantle  sealxmrd 
from  therries  onrelo«>ly  and  \r«th<.ut  inreat  c«wt  raised  in  Italy, 
then  the  argument  of  the  able  Senator  must  fall  if  he  accepts 
the  indisputable  facts  laid  down  by  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture and  the  Tariff  Connni.sslou. 

Mr.  SIIORTRIIKIK  and  -Mr.  I>II.L  addres.st>d  the  Cliair. 

The  PRESIDENT.  To  whom  d«>es  the  Senator  fn>ni  New 
York  yield? 

Mr.  COPEIwVND.     I  yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  SHORTKIIXJE.  At  thi.'«  >-tage  I  merely  wish  to  ask  the 
Senator  If  he  is  acquainted  with  Dr.  U.  P.  Hedrick,  director 
of  (he  New  York  State  .\gricultnral  Experiment  Station." 

^r.  COPEI^\ND.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIIORTRIDGE.  I  have  here  a  letter  from  him  a."  of 
date  September  17,  11^29.  to  which  I  will  call  attention  In  a 
moiiient.  .>r  will  read  it  now.  if  the  S<'iiatir  will  pennlt  me. 

Mr.  (^OPEI,.\ND.     1  shall  be  ;;lad  to  have  it  read. 

Mr.  SHORTRllXJE.  I  may  say  to  my  friend  that  it  is  in 
answer  to  the  contention  that  we  do  not  produce  rfienrlrs  of  the 
profier  qnaMty  or  sire.  As  state<l  h<^re  a  moment  ;igo  by  my 
^coHfasrue  [Mr.  Johw«o?»1,  and  reix»aied  now  by  the  Senator 
from  On'g<»n.  we  can  and  we  do  raise  these  cherries  in  vast 
qnnntlty  and  of  excellent  quality  In  Idaho,  in  W«-hinettm  in 
i>Tcar(>n.  in  Cnlifomin.  and  po«-<ibly  to  some  eiten)  in  other 
States;  but.  as  I  <«hall  nhow  from  Dix'tor  Hedrick.  of  the  New 
York  Agrlcnltural  Experiment  Station.  addres.setl  from  t.ieneva. 
N.  T„  September  17.  lf>2ft,  the  only  pi»asoii  why  tbe  Idaho. 
Or«*rr>n.  Washington,  California,  and  other  •iM-rries  are  not 
bought  here  in  the  eastern  market  Is  bocausa  of  tlie  cheaper 
cherriea  which  come  froiu  Italy. 
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rhoese  are  the  fact.s. 

Vlr.  SACKETT.  -Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  a 
moment? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield. 

dr.  SACKETT.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Call- 
foi  nia  to  read  tliat  letter  and  let  ns  see  what  it  contains. 

Hr.  SHOKTRIDGE.     I  will,  if  the  Senator  will  jK^rmit  me. 

dr.  COl'i:i^\Nl>.     I  yield  for  tluit  purpose. 

klr.  SUORTRIDGE.    It  is  as  follows: 

Oevkva,  N.  T..  .VrpfrfHftcr  n,  /?>*». 
can  aay  this  with  certainty  :  There  are  no  reasons  why  Amerioiii 
mil  liufHi'tufprs  of  marasrhino  cherries  should  not  u«e  domestic  fnilt. 
Thf  varlotiea  of  cherrlea  j^rown  In  America  are  either  the  siime  or 
mvrb  tbe  same  at  thu!«e  Kruwn  in  iUily.  The  iluu)«Mii«:  fruit  i»  as  w>>li 
aui  t»>d,  if  properly  prepared — ami  it  is  easy  to  prepare  them — for  the 
nukioK  of  nurascluDo  cherries  as  that  grown  in  Italy.  I'rlce  Is  tb« 
OB  y  factor. 

%M  kiniK  ago  hs  1914  I  made  a  btudy  of  tbe  manufacture  of  maragcbino 
cb'rriei*  in  this  country,  and  bavu  t>eeu  since  tben  ia  Italy  three  times 
uukiug  similar  btuditMB. 

Dr.  U.  P.  IlKDUiCK, 
Dirtvtor  }iew  York  State  Agricultural  Krpcrimcnt  Nation. 

r>octor  Hedrick  is  a  recognize<l  authority  on  cherries,  aprl- 
C(»5,  and  peaches.  His  Cherries  of  New  York  is  said  to  b«  a 
UKWiumental  pie<?e  of  work. 

Mr.  W.VLSII  of  Ma.s«achnsetts.     Mr.  President 

rite  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  I>oes  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Seimtor  fnmi  Mas-sachusetts? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu.setts.  In  connection  with  the  letter 
w  dch  has  just  been  read  by  the  able  Senator  from  California, 
I  isk  the  clerk  to  read  n  letter  from  the  First  National  Stores 
(Inc.)  In  which  they  state  the  effect  of  this  proposed  duty  upon 
th?  coJisumiug  public,  and  give  their  views  as  to  the  quallti<«  of 
th  s  domestic  and  imported  cherry. 

riie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With  the  assent  of  the  Sen- 
at:>r  from  Ntnv  York,  and  without  objection,  the  clerk  Avili  read 
thi  letter. 

riie  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

SOMHtVILLK,    \lkH9.,   AUfftUt    Ij,   J9S9. 

Hen.  Davib  T.  Walsh, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Mv  Dear  Sk.vatob:  Repljiiis  to  yonr  commoiilcntion  of  tbe  7th,  the 
luifvaRt-d  cost  of  the  products  in  which  we  use  the  cherries  would  be 
nj proximately  0.;}  of  a  cent  per  pound.  If  tlie  cake  !s  sold  by  the 
loiif.  as  In  most  cases,  the  site  would  be  reduced  .ipproximntely  8 
pt:  cent  to  offset  this  additional  cost ;  or  If  the  price  was  advanced.  It  ia 
obkrious  that  1  ccut  per  pound  must  t>e  added  to  tbe  price,  ns  the  net 
pr^tit  in  tbU  luke  Is  very  limited,  and  in  ttiis  ca.«e  the  increased  coat  to 
th  •  consumer  would  be  5  per  cent. 

Krom  what  we  have  learned  of  tbe  situation,  tbhj  particular  increased 
ta  ■iff  applying  to  cherrii'S  scfms  quite  needless.  Our  domestic  growers 
Iwve  not.  and  app;ir>?ntly  can  not,  produce  a  clierry  that  can  be  offered 
in  competition  or  compai-e  favorably  with  the  Imported  cherry  where 
th  y  nre  used  f"r  baking  pur^niaes.  The  Imported  cherries  that  we  uae 
nn  brouKht  into  the  country  green,  treated  to  a  sulphur  bleach,  and 
th^n  artificiiilly  col»>red  and  flavored.  When  paciced  in  sirup,  tbe  im- 
p«irted  cberri^a  will  not  losi;  lh(  Lr  color,  tlavor,  or  body.  The  domestic 
ty  >e,  wlieii  ascd  in  cuke  mixes,  as  .^xjn  ns  heat  is  aitplied  in  the  oven, 
hare  a  teiidenty  to  darken  and  .shrivel,  and  therefore  their  appt^'arauce 
in  tbe  cuke  ia  not  at  nil  attractive.  They  do  not  eat  well,  b\K.-oming 
to  igh  and  tasteless. 

\t  no  time  within  my  recollection  or  the  recollection  of  our  bakery 
mi.nHKCuient  have  we  ever  been  olTered  any  domestic  cl.errlefi  for  this 
pii  rpose,  and  while,  no  doubt,  the  tadff  as  written  may  Include  cherries 
UM  ^d  for  other  purposes,  we  can  only  speak  of  conditions  as  they  apply 
to  us  and  to  our  concerns. 

[  wi-'<h  to  I  bank  you  v>ry  much  for  the  interest  you  have  taken,  and 
tr  1st  tbbs  information  will  assist  you  io  arriving  ut  a  fair  conclusion. 
Yours  very  truly, 

FlS^T    N.VTtuNAL    BT0R£S    (INC.). 

C.  F.  AOAMs.  Treasurer. 
P.  S. — runs  are  sold  by  tbe  dozen.  The  rcfiolt  would  be  that  buns 
re  ailiiijj  for  15  cei.ts  would  .«ell  for  IG  cents,  or  the  weight  would  be 
rt<  Im-ed  similar  in  nnvant  to  the  weijfht  r»>dace<l  in  cake.  Cherries  arc 
m(  re  particularly  used  in  cake  than  in  buns.  We  use  them  in  cake 
en  trely. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  thauif  the  Senator  fiom 
N'sw  York  for  yielding. 

Air.  COPELlAND.    i  thank  the  Senator  from  Mas.sachusette 

f<ir  presenting  this  Ifttor.    It  harmouixea  with  dozens  of  similar 
le  ters  1  have  had  from  merchants  in  my  State. 
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T  suppose  If  mv  State  produced  this  sort  of  cherry,  since  the 
tariff  is  a  local  Issue,  I  would  be  taking  a  different  position. 
As  It  is,  I  think  I  am  representing  the  consuming  public  of  this 
country  in  what  I  say. 

The  trouble  with  the  plea  made  by  the  Senators  from  Cali- 
fornia Is  that  they  hope  that  some  time  they  may  supply  a 
cherry  which  will  be  suitable  for  this  use.  At  the  present  time 
they  do  not. 

I  want  to  quote  from  the  hearings  before  the  United  States 
Tariff  Commission,  and  I  hope  Senators  who  are  at  all  inter- 
ested will  listen  to  this  brief  paragraph : 

More  than  50  per  cent  of  the  muraacbino  cherriea  used  in  tbe  United 
States  are  consumed  In  tbe  ice  cream  and  confectionery  industrlea, 
which  re«iuire  small  siaed  cherries.  The  imported  cherries  are  from 
trees  which  are  not  cultivated. 

I  wish  the  Senator  from  California  would  listen  to  this. 
There  are  no  wild  cherry  trees  In  C«lifomia  where  this  par- 
ticular sort  of  cherry  might  be  found.  May  I  have  the  atten- 
tion of  the  junior  Senator  from  California? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Tlie  Senator  from  New  York 
invites  the  attention  of  the  junior  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOE.  I  am  giving  the  Senator  my  undivided 
attention. 

Mr.  COPEXAND.  I  thank  the  Senator.  As  I  said,  I  am  read- 
ing from  a  document  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  Prei>ident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  just  want  to  ask  the  Senator  whether  he  ex- 
pects the  American  cherry  producer  to  be  able  to  show  a  produc- 
tion in  competition  with  cherry  trees  that  are  growing  wild  in 

Italy? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     No. 

Mr.  DILL.  That  Is  the  argument.  The  Senator  takes  the 
fact  that  we  do  not  to-day  produce  these  Httle  cherries  as  a 
reason  why  we  should  not  put  a  tariff  on  and  keep  out  the  cheap 
cherries,  when  the  truth  of  the  matter  is  that  the  reason  we  do 
not  pn>duce  them  is  that  they  are  in  competition  with  trees  that 

grow  wild.  ..^    ^ 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Should  we  plant  a  lot  of  wild  cherry  trees 
in  the  country  so  that  we  can  raise  in  the  United  States  some 
wild  cherries?  .  .  ,„    . 

Mr.  DILL.  No.  The  tariff  on  cherries  in  this  case  will  do 
what  it  always  does ;  It  will  increase  the  cost  of  the  maraschino 
cherries     There  is  no  question  about  that,  if  It  goes  on. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
fioin  Washington,  my  dear  friend,  that  the  people  in  his  coun- 
try can  not  raise,  with  their  fine  soil,  a  cherry  small  enough 
for  this  use.  His  State  Is  like  the  State  of  California.  I  heard 
a  man  telling  about  California  at  one  time.  He  was  one  of 
those  enthusiastic  Callfomlans.  "Why,"  he  said,  pointing  to 
the  great  trees  out  there  and  referring  to  all  the  other  products 
of  the  soil  of  the  Paciflc  coast,  "  We  can  raise  everything  here 
of  great  size  except  pumpkins.  We  can  not  do  anything  with 
them  because  the  vines  grow  so  fast  that  they  wear  the  pump- 
kins out  dragging  them  across  the  field."  That  is  the  trouble 
with  the  soil  of  the  Paciflc  coast  It  is  not  suited  for  the 
growth  of  thUs  kind  of  cherry.  The  cherries  are  too  big  and 
too  flue  and  too  luscious  and  too  delicious  in  every  way  for  use 
as  a  maraschino  cherry. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  again? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL.  Of  course  that  applies  to  the  kind  of  cherries  we 
put  on  the  market  there,  but  If  the  Senator  were  in  the  western 
country  at  the  time  the  cherries  are  riiwning  he  would  flnd  here 
and  there  cherry  trees  where  the  small  cherries  are  allowed  to 
fall  off  and  lie  on  the  ground  and  rot  by  tons  because  we  can 
Hot  get  enough  for  them.  We  can  raise  the  small  cherry,  as  well 
as  the  big  cherry,  but  we  do  not  do  It  because  It  does  not  pay. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  If  I  were  out  on  the  Paciflc  const  and 
wanted  to  buy  some  fruit,  I  could  not  buy  It  because  I  would 
not  have  money  enough.  You  can  not  buy  In  the  markets  of 
California,  Washington,  and  Oregon  any  of  these  fine  fruits. 
So  that  the  only  kind  of  fruit  I  could  buy  would  be  these  culls, 
these  droppings. 

Mr.  DILL.  No ;  the  Senator  would  not  have  to  buy  them ;  he 
could  go  and  gather  them  for  nothing. 

Mr.  SUORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SUORTRIDGE.  I  want  to  relieve  the  Senator's  mind 
upon  that  subject.  If  he  would  do  us  the  honor  to  come  to  the 
city  by  the  Golden  Gate,  he  couia  there  get  from  the  Lyons- 
Magnus  Co.,  or  Townsends,  or  Susaman,  Wormser  &  Co.  the  finest 
maraschino  chwries  In  the  world.  They  are  made  from  Cali- 
fornia cherries.  These  maraschino  cherries  are  equal  to  any 
in  the  world,  It  ia  conceded.     The  Senator  from  Washingtoo 


has  put  hte  finger  on  the  rery  point  We  ral»  theae  small 
cherries  now  in  abundant  quantity,  but  they  are  not  canned,  and 
we  have  no  market  for  them,  for  the  reason  pointed  out  W-» 
can  raise  them ;  we  do  raise  them.  I  hare  aflldayits  and  state- 
moits  here  showing  the  acreage  and  the  \ast  percentage  of  the 
total  crop  which  goes  to  waste  because  of  no  market  That  Is 
the  case. 

Mr.  COPEIJVND.  Mr.  President  the  able  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia has  just  spoken  about  the  reasons  pointed  out  why  these 
western  cherrie?.  are  not  used,  but  the  chief  reason  pointed  out  la 
this — and  I  quote  from  the  Tariff  Commlssicm: 

Efforts  have  been  made  by  eaatem  manafacturort  of  maraschlBO 
cberrlea  to  utUlie  the  domestic  western  cherry  for  maraschino  parposea. 
They  have  been  found  to  be  too  aoft,  very  dllBcalt  to  pick,  and  the 
process  produces  an  extensiTe  amount  of  breakage  and  starlnkag*. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  I  will  read 
from  the  United  States  Tariff  Commhssion  report  to  the  Presi- 
dent oo  this  subject,  page  7  of  that  report : 

I'here  Is  no  sobstanttal  difference  between  the  imported  and  domestic 
cherry  in  flrmness  of  flesh,  taste,  or  color.  Nor  la  there  any  differenee 
in  the  methods  of  manufacture  used  in  making  marascblBO  and  gl*e« 
cherries,  whether  the  raw  material  be  domestic  or  imported  eberries. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  from  (^ifomia, 
is  the  State  of  California  prepared  to  supply  all  the  cherries 
needed  for  maraschino  purposes? 

Mr.    SHORTRIDGE.    I   really   think   that   CaUfomla   alone 

could   do  8*3.  , 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  say,  can  California  do  so? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    I  think  California  can,  but  assuredly 
California,  Wa.shlngton,  Idaho,  and  Oregon  can. 

Mr.  CX3PELAND.    Can  these  States  do  so,  not  will  they  In 

the  future? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    We  can. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  That  Is  contrary  to  all  the  testimony.  Of 
course,  I  know  the  Senator  Is  stating  exactly  what  he  believes 
to  be  the  fact. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  am  reading  right  here  now  from  the 
report  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  which  spent  weeks  and  per- 
haps months  In  an  intensive  study  of  the  facta  They  did  not 
indulge  In  speech  making  <x  oratory,  or  attempt  to  play  politics ; 
nor  are  we  doing  so.  But  they  looked  at  the  facts,  and  that  Is 
the  conclusion  they  reached. 

ir  the  Senator  will  permit  me— and  I  am  offending  against 
what  I  have  preached,  namely,  taking  up  the  time  of  the  Sen- 
ate— I  have  affidavits  here  from  growers  and  from  manufac- 
turers throughout  California  to  the  two  points  which  go  to 
questions  of  fact,  first,  as  to  quality;  second,  as  to  quantity; 
and  why  there  are  large,  softer  cherries,  and  why  smaller  and 
firmer  cherries. 

The  reasons  for  that  are  known.  The  reasons  are  very 
simple.  If  you  prune  a  tree,  if  you  cultivate  it  and  Irrigate  It 
the  result,  of  course.  Is  a  larger,  and,  In  a  sense,  a  softer  cherry. 
If  you  do  not  prune  It  or  if  you  suffer  it  to  grow  without  irriga- 
tion through  the  long  dry  summer  months,  of  course,  the  cherry 
Is  smaller  and  firmer. 

The  only  question  of  fact  H  I  ™ay  on<*  ™®^  emphasise  it, 
is  this,  do  we  now  and  can  we  continue  to  raise  a  cherry  adapted 
for  the  purpose  In  mind,  for  a  maraschino  cherry? 

It  is  a  question  of  fact  not  of  argument,  not  of  pretense,  not 
of  opinion,  but  an  ultimate  question  of  fact  and  we  take  this 
position,  that  we  can  and  we  do  raise  that  kind  of  cherry,  but 
the  local  market  in  California  for  maraschino  cherries  is  lim- 
ited. We  can  not  reach  the  eastern  market  for  the  reasons  that 
have  been  pointed  out  here  again  and  again  and  again,  nameij, 
the  importation  of  the  cheap  Italian  cherries. 

Mr  COPELAND.  I  have  been  in  California  many  times,  and 
I  hope  to  go  again  some  time ;  I  do  not  know  that  I  will  be  very 
welcome  there.  But  I  have  looked  with  appreciation  upon  the 
fine  orxihards  of  that  State  and  of  the  SUtes  of  Oregon  and 
Washington,  The  enterprising  citizens  of  those  States  have 
produced  the  most  beautiful  fruit  known  to  man.  It  does  nut 
have  a  flavor  equal  to  that  of  the  New  York  fruit,  but  as  far  as 
beauty  of  appearance  Is  concerned,  it  is  the  finest  appearing 
fruit  grown.  But  that  is  the  trouble  with  the  whole  business 
the  fruit  is  so  big  and  so  soft  and  so  juicy  that  it  is  not  suited 
to  the  manufacturing  processes  necessary  to  make  what  Is  known 
as  the  maraschino  chwry. 

The  -testimony  of  those  who  appeared  brfore  tbe  Flaapce 
Committee  is  unmistakable  on  this  subject.  We  must  assoae 
that  those  men  we*e  telling  the  truth.  They  are  lopreseatattve 
business  men  of  this  country,  and  I  should  not  for  a  Boaaeot 
question  their  veracity.    Let  me  ibow  the  sutenent  vmO^  ^ 
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OfloTKe  MoOowan,  of  New  York  City.    He  was  on  the  wltBCSs 
8Uml.  and  Senator  Wat«o»  said: 
What  *>  yon  represent? 

He  said : 

National  Prf^aerTcn'  AaMdatloa. 

Mr.  iTi-siflenf,  I  wonUI  like  to  have  the  attention  of  the  Sena- 
ttirs  from  Illinois  for  a  moment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pn>  tempore.  The  Senator  from  New  York 
Inrites  the  attention  of  the  Senators  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  roi'ELAM).  When  Mr.  Oeor^e  McOowan.  of  the  Na- 
tional Presoners'  Awwciatlon,  was  before  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, Senator  Watson  Raid: 

Whom  do  you  represent? 

Mr.  McGowan  said : 

My  company  la  Henry  H.  Schafeldt  Co.,  with  plants  at  Peorta,  111. 
I  an  beiv  on  beluU  ol  26  manatactarcn  of  manuschino  cUerries  and 
glaci  fruit. 

Here  is  an  luterestln«r  o<»ll«iiiy  between  the  Senator  from  CftU- 
foruia  and  thia  witness,  Mr.  MoGowan: 

Renator  SHormioca  Yon  want  to  bay  yoar  eheriiea  from  Italy? 

Mr  McGfiWAK.  We  mast  boy  onr  etaerrien  froaa  Italy  becaoM  It  la  th« 
only  ptaoe  w«  eaa  ret  the  type  of  cherry  we  want.  We  can  not  get  them 
In  thU  roiiatry. 

Senator  SHOsraiDGB.  Why  not? 

Mr.  McGowAj*.  They  are  not  raised;  that  la,  oar  type  of  cherry. 

Sena  tor  SuoRTmipua.  What  la  the  type? 

Mr    McOow.4N.  If  you  will  let  me  tell  my  story  1  will  get  It  acroas. 

Senator  SHOvniDoa.  Answer  that,  pleaae.  What  is  the  kind  of 
cherry? 

Mr  McGowA!*.  Fifty  to  alxty  per  cent  of  oar  requirement  Is  the  small 
dipping  rtaerry  that  goes  Into  the  center  of  a  piece  of  cand^.  And  we 
can  not  get  It  In  this  country. 

Senator  SiioaTBiDOB.  Yon  can  not? 

Mr    McUOWAM.  No. 

Senator  Shobtbumb.  What  other  kinds  of  pitted  cherries  raised  In 
America  are  on  the  market? 

Mr.  McGciWAN.  I  do  uot  know  of  any.  Such  an  Industry  Is  nonexist- 
ent  In  this  country. 

Senator  Sbobtridge.  What  kind  of  pitted  cherrlea  do  tbcy  raise  In 
California? 

Mr.  McUowAjf.  It  Is  rery  delightful  for  eating  porpones  or  canned 
dessert  purposes,  but  not  for  our  puriwses.     It  Is  too  soft  and  t<.>o  large. 

Aa  I  said  a  little  while  ago,  U»e  dMjrries  which  are  uaed  in 
making  the  fruit  juicea  and  making  what  are  known  as  mara- 
schioo  ch«rries  come  from  trees  which  are  uot  cultivated  and 
which  produce  cherries  of  a  relatively  tough  texture  and  small 
size.  Those  of  ude  who  have  eaten  these  cherries  out  of  con- 
fectionery-— of  cotirse  we  have  never  taken  them  anywhere  else 
for  any  purpose — know  that  they  are  a  brittle,  tough,  or  semi- 
touKh  tiort  of  thing.  It  is  something  to  bite  upon.  It  is  entirely 
different  from  the  soft.  Juicy  cherry  raised  on  the  Pacific  coast 
and  raised  in  my  own  State.  The  imiwrtetl  cherries  are  from 
trees  which  are  not  cultivated  and  which  produce  cherries  of  a 
r^atively  tough  texture  and  small  size. 

I  know  how  useless  it  is  to  discuss  this  matter.  I  know  that 
all  the  amendments  which  have  been  dictated  will  be  adopted, 
BO  matter  what  some  of  us  who  are  representing  the  consuming 
public  may  liave  to  say.  But  I  think  It  is  too  bad  that  in  onr 
uistukeu  effort — and  in  this  connection  I  must  say  our  mistaken 
effurt — to  help  the  farmer  we  are  going  so  far  as  to  Impose  an- 
other tax  upon  tlie  already  overburdened  consumer.  Have  Sen- 
ators no  thought  at  all  for  the  people  who  go  out  and  buy  this 
product,  for  the  children  who  buy  the  confectionery  and  Ice 
cream  where  the  maraschino  clierries  are  used?  Have  Sen- 
ators no  thought  of  them?  Must  they  con.'Jlder  only  the  time 
when  poaaibly  tliere  may  be  grown  in  the  Tnited  States  trees 
which  will  produce  this  tjpe  of  cherry?  They  are  not  grown 
here  now.  That  is  the  testimony  of  all  the  persons  who  have 
ccane  before  the  F'lnance  Commute**  and  before  the  Tariff  Com- 
mbisiou.    Those  cherries  are  not  produced  In  this  country. 

What  shall  It  profit  the  farmers  of  America  If  this  added 
burden  is  placed  upon  the  consumer?  I  will  go  as  far  as  any 
Senator  here  In  legitimate  efforts  to  aid  the  farmer.  I  have 
demonstrated  that  time  after  time  by  my  votes  here  for  farm 
bills.  But  I  represent  also  a  great  consuming  public.  We  have 
a  right  to  be  thought  of  in  connection  with  the  passage  of  this 
bill,  and  I  plead  with  Senators  to  consider  the  consumers  when 
they  pass  up<^)n  these  amendments. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  last  evening  when  this 
Item  was  reached  I  suggested  that  a  determination  of  the  con- 
troversial amendments  involved  a  question  of  fact  as  well,  per- 
haya,  aa  au  explanation  concerning  tlie  meaning  of  the  langtuige 


em|  loyed  in  the  section.  I  repeat  that  bow.  The  whole  dif- 
fer*: nee  of  opinion  grows  out  of  a  question  of  fact  or  tlie 
exiitence  or  nonexistence  of  a  fact.  The  whole  argument  iu 
favor  of  the  imported  Italian  rherry  was  and  is  based  upou  the 
Con  entiou  that  the  Italian  t berry  is  of  such  quality  as  to  be 
more  desirable,  more  excellent,  better  than  any  cheiTy  grown  iu 
the  United  Stjites.  Secondly,  It  has  been  argued  that  we  do  not 
and  we  can  not  produce  In  quantity  the  type  of  cherry  the  mar- 
ket or  the  people  demand. 

I  could  con.sume  hours  In  the  reading  of  nfladtfVit.s  or  sworn 
testimony  as  to  the  iK)int  of  quality.  I  could  consume  even 
loni  ;er  time  In  reading  affidavits  as  to  the  American  production 
in  iuantlty.  Because  of  the  sitUHti«m  I  propose  to  limit  myself 
and  make  this  statement,  sui>ported,  as  I  assert  it  to  be,  by 
afllilavits  and  tef«timony  found  in  the  records  before  us. 

I  content  myself  by  nmking  the  statement  that  in  the  States 
so  many  times  mentioned,  Idaho,  Wa.shington,  Oregon,  and 
Canfornia,  we  are  rai.slng  and  producing  vast  quantitie.s  of 
cherries.  They  may  be  <livideil  into  two  tyi)es,  measured  by 
sia .  The  larger  cherry  is  used  for  canning  purposes.  No  one 
wll  question  its  qimlity.  It  may  be  called  the  canning  cherry, 
not  now  Involved  in  this  question.  We  raise  vast  quantities 
of  the  smaller  cherry.  Why  do  we  not  u.se  it,  convert  it  into 
the  niaras<  hino  cberr.\  V  The  reason  is  very  .-imple.  We  do  use 
a  certain  percentage  of  tiie  small  ch«'rry  in  the  West,  but  we  can 
not  enter  the  eastern  market.  Why?  Because  of  the  cheaper 
imi  sorted  small  Italian  cherry. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

'\  he  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Cali- 
foi  lia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

]  Ir.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  yield. 

r  Ir.  FESS.  That  .same  argument  and  situation  obtains  with 
ref  'rence  to  cherries  that  are  grown  in  Michigan  and  Uldo  and 
elsi  !w  here, 

:ir.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  tliiuk  so. 

I  Ir.  FESS.    It  was  so  show n  at  the  healings. 

]lr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Yes. 

Jlr.  FESS.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  the  Senator  will 
retail  In  the  heariugs  the  statement  of  a  Cleveland  prcKlucer, 
wh>  stated.  In  reference  to  the  ability  to  produce  them  in  tlu> 
Ea  it,  that  in  addition  to  the  large  acreage  already  growing  and 
tht  t  portion  uot  yet  l>earing  the  nurseries  report  sales  of  4i<0,(KX) 
tre?s,  which  would  seed  2."),000  acres,  so  it  would  appear  to  me 
thi  t  not  only  the  West  would  be  interested,  but  other  sections. 

]  Ir.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  said  a  moment  ago  tliere  were  other 
Sti  tes  than  those  I  mentioned  where  these  cherries  are  raised. 
I  liave  here  letters  from  Michigan,  where  they  raise  as  tine  chcr- 
rie  >  as  can  be  raised  in  the  world. 

Mr.  COUZENS.    Mr.  President,  wfll  the  Senator  yield? 

'  he  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  tlie  Senator  from  Cali- 
foiaia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  SIIOUTKIDGE.     I  yield, 

I  Ir.  COUZENS.  I  would  like  to  road  a  paragraph  from  a 
let  er  which  I  received  from  the  Leelanau  County  Cherry  Grow- 
ers   luiitltute,  of  Northport,  Mich.,  as  follows: 

la  1928,  however,  the  harvest  of  imported  cherries  was  short  and  tb<» 
prii  e  rose  to  a  level  sulBciently  high  to  cover  the  cost  of  production  In 
thl/  section.  When  this  couditlon  developed  it  was  found  that  new 
meihods  of  mnnlpulation  rande  It  possible  to  use  our  cherries.  Conse- 
quently a  new  market  was  opcnfd  to  us  and  we  arc  quite  pleased  with 
the  protection  the  House  bill  proposes  to  provide. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Exactly. 

ir.  FESS.  It  seems  to  me  the  argument  presented  is  cer- 
ly  a  s«Jund  protective  argument, 
r.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  think  so.  Some  question  was  raised 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  CopelandI 
to  the  quality  of  the  Axuericau  small  cherry.  As  bearing 
dii^'tiy  on  that  question  I  ask  to  havo  inserted  in  the  Rfxokd  a 
letier  from  Townaends  (Inc.),  also  a  letter  from  Lyons-Magnus 
(Itc),  and  also  a  letter  from  Susaman,  Wormser  ft  Co.,  each  a 
nsf  r  of  the  American  cherry. 

"he  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
on  ered. 
'  'he  letters  are  as  follows : 

San  Fhancisco,  Calif.,  Aw^af  l,  I9t9. 
Mr.  F.  W.  Madpocks, 

Sam  Francitco,  Calif. 

I  VA«  Sis  :  You  have  asked  me  the  question,  Are  Californla-Krown 
cherles  as  good  as  luliau  cherries  for  glnc6  fruits  and  for  use  in  manu- 
faclure  or  confections? 

Fprmit  me,  Mr.  Maddocks.  to  be  frank  and  to  the  point  In  my  answer. 

From  my  experience — which  covers  the  past  27  years — In  the  inann- 
faclore  of  candy,  cocktail  cherries,  and  «:lac4  ohorrlos  np  to  date  no 
chrry  produced  anywhert-  Is  any  better  than  California  cherries  for 
aajr  porpofle  where  a  cherry  is  uaed. 
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The  only  reason  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  for  ItaUan  cherries 
ever  entering  our  market  la,  first,  low  price  that  heretofore  has  been 
a  prevailing  factor,  and  second,  where  candy  manufacturers  were  In 
keen  competition  and  selling  cherries  dipped  in  chocolate  by  count 
more  so  than  weight  and  in  this  field  a  small  cherry  waa  desirable, 
the  Italian  cherries  being  small,  running  from  1,000  to  1,450  count 
per  gallon ;  as  to  quality  they  are  not  to  be  considered  in  the  same 
class  as  California  cherries,  and  cherries  from  many  other  sections  of 
our  country. 

The  cherries  we  now  use  for  dipping  are  United  States  gro-*n  and 
price  is  the  only  factor  tliat  keeps  us  from  using  aame  cherries  we 
process  for  glactf  cherries. 

The  California  cherries  are  firmer,  finer  textured,  and  a  better  flavor 
for  any  purpose. 

We,  as  one  of  the  very  large  cherry  users,  can  not  see  anything  but 
a  political  and  unjust  move  on  the  part  of  some  manufacturers  who 
are  more  Interested  in  price  than  anything  else. 

The  only  time  we  purchase  Italian  cherries  Is  when  price  Is  low  and 
use  them  for  glnc«  cherry  pieces,  which  has  a  big  demand  among  pastry 
bakers. 

California  cherries  In  processing  carry  a  very  small  percentage  of 
waste   when   properly   handled 

We  are  sending  you  for  your  Inspection  some  Townsend's  glac4  cher- 
ries that  are  dipptd  in  chocolate  and  we  feel  they  will  speak  for  them- 
selves, when  quality  of  a  product  is  desired  more  so  than  price. 

Trusting  we  have  defined  the  subject  to  your  satisfaction  and  hoping 
to  hear  of  California's  success  in  retaining  a  very  wonderful  industry — 
the  growing  and  encouragement  of  growing  cherries. 
We  remain  yours  very  truly, 

TOW-!»8aNI>'8    (iMC), 

B.  C.  Thompso-n, 

Secretary. 

San  Franciboo,  Caut.,  July  90, 1919. 

CAUfOBNIA    CHBBaT    GSOWKBS    ASSOCIATION, 

Sti  Mariet  Street,  San  Frondtco,  Calif. 
(Attention:  Mr.    Maddocks.) 
It  has  come  to  our  attention  that  certain  eastern  confectioners  have 
made  the  statement  that  the  western  or  California  cherry  Is  not  suit- 
able for   confectionery   use,  either  \n   its  glacM  condition  or  in  mar- 
aschino. 

Please  be  advised  that  we  have  turned  out  glacAd  and  maraschino 
cherries  for  many  years  with  practically  our  entire  output  consumed  by 
manufacturing  confectioners  In  the  Western  States.  The  western  cherry 
In  both  forms  has  been  highly  satisfactory,  and  w«  do  net  doubt  that 
you  will  find  this  the  case  if  you  will  check  up  with  any  of  the  larger 
and   letter   manufacturing   confectioners. 

We  are  sending  you  some  samples  of  our  maraschino  cherries,  as  well 
as  our  glac^  cherries,  for  your  examination. 
Cordially  yours, 

Ltonb-Maonos  (Inc.), 
Per  J.  C.  TiaoaBUAM. 

San  Francisco,  Cali».,  July  89,  i9t9. 
California  Cherry  Growers  Association, 

San  Fraytcitco,  Calif. 
GsNTLBMEN  :  Confirming  phone,  we  wish  to  advise  yon  that  we  have 
manufactured  and  sold  maraschino  type  cherries  for  a  number  of  years, 
and   all   of   these   cherries,    several    hundred    tons    per   year,    have   been 
Callfomla-grown   cherries. 

These  cherries  have  been  used  for  every  purpose  for  which  maraschino 
type  cherries  are  used — bottled  for  consumer  or  family  trade.  In  cans 
for  the  fruit-salad  packer,  and  in  cans  and  barrels  for  the  ice  cream, 
candy  dipping,  and  confectionery  trade  in  general.  We  hope  this  covers 
the  information  which  you  desire. 

Yours  very  truly,  Susbuan,  Wobmbkb  ft  Co., 

Cbaslks  Lachuann. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Call 
fornia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  wotild  like  to  underFtand  the  contention  the 
Senator  from  California  Is  making.  He  Is  clalminR  that  there 
are  already  sufficient  cherry  orchards  bearing  the  cherry  tmder 
consideration,  that  there  are  sufficient  trees  In  bearing  now  in 
Idaho,  Wa.shington,  Oregon,  and  California  to  supply  fully  the 
American  market;  but  that  the  rea.son  why  they  do  not  do  it  Is 
because  the  price  is  so  low  that  it  does  not  pay  for  the  gather- 
ing and  marketing  of  the  cherry, 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     That  Is  our  contention. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Of  course,  in  an  orchard  of  cherry  trees  or  bear- 
ing fruit  trees  there  is  a  period  of  maturity.  But  once  they  come 
Into  bearing,  It  is  a  perennial  thing  and  they  bear  erery  year. 
2t  seems  to  me,  the  overhead  costs  having  been  already  asstnned 


in  planting  the  orchard  and  bringing  It  to  maturity,  If  there  \m 
existing  in  America  to-day  In  the  States  mentioned  orchards 
sufficiently  large  to  produce  In  quality  and  in  quantity  sufDcient 
cherries  to  meet  the  American  demand,  that  there  must  be  some 
tremendous  expen-ses  connected  with  the  gathering  and  ship- 
m«»t  of  the  cherries  to  our  American  market,  because  appar- 
ently the  Italian  can  gather  his  cherries  and  send  them  here 
cheaper  than  we  can  gather  than.  I  assimie  that,  so  far  as  the 
tree  is  cdncemed,  there  is  very  little  cultlva  Uon  necessary  nnlem 
irrigation  in  the  Senator  s  section  of  the  country  Is  required,  and 
I  presume  it  is  not  required  to  produce  the  kind  of  cherry  that 
Is  under  discussion.  There  must  be  some  enormous  expenaa 
connected  with  gathering  and  marketing  that  is  not  incidwit  to 
the  Italian  situation. 

Cherries  are  not  a  cultivated  crop,  such  as  grain  or  potatoes 
or  similar  products  which  are  planted  annually.  The  cherry 
trees  do  not  need  any  replanting ;  when  they  reach  the  bt^aring 
age  they  bear  indefinitely ;  the  crop  recurs  every  year,  but  much 
of  it  goes  to  waste  becau.se  the  demand  is  not  sufficient  to  pay 
for  simply  gathering  and  shipping  the  cn^. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  I  think  I  follow  the  Sen- 
ator's thought.  There  is  a  large  part  of  this  crop  that  is  gath- 
ered and  devoted  to  canning  purposes.  As  to  the  small  cherrlea 
many  of  them  go  to  waste.    There  is  no  market  for  them  in  the 

Mr.  SMITH.    Let  us  consider  that  point  right  there. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE  There  l8  expense  InvoWed  in  maintain- 
ing an  orchard,  particularly  where  irrigation  is  needed,  and  for 
the  annual  pruning,  and  so  forth,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  SMITH.  In  the  production  of  the  smaller  cherriea  I 
understand  It  is  not  necessary  to  go  to  aa  much  expense  aa  it 
would  be  to  produce  the  larger  cherries? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  On  the  very  same  tree  tliere  are  pro- 
duced different  siaes  of  <*errle«.  The  larger  cherry  la  used  for 
canning  purposes,  while  the  small  cherry  is  discarded,  it  is  not 
used  for  canning  purposes.  We  are  dealing  with  the  small  and 
discarded  cherry. 

Mr.  SMITH.    So  that  the  same  tree  bears  different  types  of 

cherries. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    It  may  well  be  so  expressed. 

Mr.  SMITH.  And  the  culls,  the  small  cherries,  it  does  not 
pay  to  gather,  even  though  the  trees  bear  them  annually.  They, 
therefore,  go  to  waste  because  of  that  fact 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    There  is  no  market  for  them. 

Mr.  SMITH.    Well,  there  Is  a  market  for  them, 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  There  is  a  market  for  the  larger  and 
better  quality.  «       ^  * 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  am  speaking  now  of  the  smaller  type  of 
cherry.    There  Is  a  market  for  the  Italian  cherry. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Certainly;  and  that  brings  us  to  the 
crux  of  the  whc^e  question. 

Mr.  SMITH.  That  is  the  rery  point  I  am  coming  to  The 
main  crop  Is  the  larger  cherry.  Ttat  Is  gathered  and  is 
profitable. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  culls  or  the  smaller  cherries,  which  are  a 
by-product,  go  to  waste,  because  the  cost  of  gathering  and 
shipping  absorbs  the  profit. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  They  are  not  profitable  because  they 
can  not  compete  with  the  ItaUan  product  which  comes  tn  and 
captures  the  eastern  market.    That  is  the  whole  question. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  California 

yidd  there? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
California  yield  to  the  S«iator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Certainly. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smfth], 
I  think,  In  his  statement  that  a  crop  of  cherries  Is  produced 
every  year  Is  wrong.  The  condition  to  which  I  am  about  to 
refer  may  obtain  in  relation  to  the  growing  of  cherries  in  Italy 
or  any  country  with  which  we  are  competing,  although  It  may 
not  be  true  In  California,  where  there  is  an  equable  dlmate.  In 
Michigan  and  Ohio,  where  the  climate  Is  changeable,  we  do  iH»t 
have  fruit  crops  every  year,  though  I  presume  there  are  fruit 
crops  every  year  in  a  climate  where  there  is  no  frost.  In  Ohio, 
however,  last  year  our  cherry  crop  was  a  total  failure  because 
of  a  late  frost.  The  same  thing  will  happen  in  various  sections 
of  the  country.  So  that  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  that  when  one  plants  his  trees  he  gets  his  crop 
of  cherries  indefinitely,  and  that  the  cmly  expense  Is  to  gather  it, 
would  not  hold  at  all.  In  many  ordiards  there  will  be  three  or 
four  years  without  any  crop,  while  the  overhead  constantly 

goes  on. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  understand  that;  but  what  was  Interesting 
me  was  this :  In  the  peach  orchards  of  the  South  the  crop  goes 
on,  although  there  is  an  annual  expense  of  cultlTatlnf  the  soU 
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of  ieah.  tut*,  or  color;  nor  la  Iken  any 
of  iBUMita«twrc  uaed  in  moMnc  Bumachino 
wlMtbar  ttM  r»w  aatwlal  bo  Jiftlr  or  taiportid 


•nd  wpnying  the  trees.  The  Indifferaot  peftcfaet,  tboee  that  are 
not  sent  to  the  market  aa  we  have  developed  it  constitute  a  by- 
ivodoct  which  is  80id  locally.  As  to  cherries  there  exists  a  con- 
ditiou  tliat  ia  even  better  than  that,  aocordinf  to  the  atatenteDt 
of  the  Senator  from  California,  for  there  is  a  market  for  cher- 
ries for  canning  parpu«es.  There  is  no  complaint  betng  made 
here  about  that,  and  the  smaller  cherries  seem  to  be  in  great 
demand,  ao  much  so  tlhat  indlTiduala  come  here  and  protest 
against  any  additional  tariff  in  view  of  the  fact  that  they 
Import  them  from  Italy. 

UnieaB  there  ia  a  difference  in  the  quality,  io  the  quantity, 
and  in  the  nature  of  the  cherry,  I  can  not  see  why  the  American 
prodocwa  of  cherries  can  not  obtain  a  hold  on  the  Am^can 
maritet  for  the  small  cherry. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOE.  The  answer  is  this,  as  stated  by  the 
ofBdal  from  the  State  of  New  York.  The  only  factor  ia  one  of 
price  Buyers  can  get  the  smaller  cherries  cheaper  from  Italy ; 
that  is  our  prieTance,  that  is  the  argument,  and  that  is  all.  per- 
hapa,  that  I  tlwald  say  or  that  needs  to  be  said. 

Mr.  SMITH.  It  becomes  the  duty  of  every  Senator  here  In 
Totlng  to  iaapose  addttlanal  taxes  to  knew  whetlier  or  not  be  is 
jvatilled  in  doing  it 

Mr.  SHOBTRIDGB.    Prsdady. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Is  It  a  fact  that  the  charartsr  of  the  mall 
cherry  of  which  the  Senator  from  California  has  been  speaking 
Is  the  sasM  as  the  ItaUan  cherry  which  tl»e  confeettonefs  want? 

Mr.  SHORTRIDQS.  I  can  answer  that  in  one  w<wd,  I  will 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Sooth  Carolina — yes. 

I  read  a  m<NDent  ago  the  cundmloB  of  the  Tariff  Oommission, 
which  spent  weeks  and  montha  studying  this  qTKStkm  when  a 
petition  waa  pending  with  the  President  to  increase  the  rate 
of  duty.  And  the  result  waa  that  the  President  did  raiae  the 
rate  as  far  as  ttie  law  permitted. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  understand  that  the  duty  waa  raised  00  per 
esBt  OBdor  the  flexihie  tariff  prorision. 

Mr.  SHOBTRIDOS.  Tlie  earnestness  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Caroilna  prompts  me  to  read  it  again  In  answer  to  his 
tmnwdiats  vnestloB.    It  is  as  foUows: 

Tb«rc   to   BO  Bubstantlal    differenco   between    tbe   Imported   aad   tlw 
domortlc  el 
dUTeroBce  ta 
and  flaeA 
cborrioB. 

They  are  the  saae  type  «t  cherry. 

Mr.  SACKKTT.    Mr.  President  wOl  tbe  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  8HORTRIDGE.     Yea. 

Mr.  8A0KBTT.  The  only  point  in  that  letter  diat  Is  not 
coTered  ia  in  relation  to  the  slae  of  the  cherry.  That  is  not 
covered. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOB.    They  covered  that  in  their  report 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  point  that  has  been  made  hen  is  tfiat 
there  can  not  be  obtained  in  this  country  dierries  of  tbe  small 
sise.  The  reason  why  the  small-siaed  cherry  is  desired  ought 
to  be  evident  Such  cherries  are  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
candy,  if  the  candy  manufacturers  were  required  to  use  a 
dierry  the  sise  of  those  grown  in  California,  those  beautiful 
cherries  of  the  Queen  Anne  type,  and  put  them  Into  pieces  of 
candy,  it  would  be  necessary  to  enlarge  the  moatha  of  the  people 
of  thte  country  in  order  to  get  such  candy  In.  The  candy  manu- 
facturers want  small  cherries,  and  the  whole  point  they  are 
■n^fc^ng  is  that  they  can  not  get  small  cherries  In  this  country ; 
that  they  are  not  produced  here. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOfi.  The  only  points  which  are  raised,  as 
we  know,  are  as  to  sise,  quality,  and  quantity. 

Mr.  SACKBTT.    Tbe  other  points  are  ail  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SHORT&IDOB.  We  have  met  all  those  polnta,  and  It  is 
only  Iteration  and  rriteratlon  to  make  these  ststements. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has 
raiaed  another  point  la  It  a  fact  that  California  raisea  a  <4ierry 
of  the  ri^t  alae  for  candy  production  and  in  sufficient  quanti- 
ties to  meet  the  demands  ot  the  American  ntarket?  Does  that 
State  produos  a  cherry  In  sise.  quality,  and  quantity  that  can 
be  used  equally  well  as  the  Italian  cherry? 

Mr.  SHOBTRIDGB.  Mr.  President  in  answer  to  the  Senator, 
I  wiU  say  that  not  only  California 

Mr.  SMITH.    I  mean  the  western  group  of  Statea. 

Mr.  SHOBTRIDGB.  But  Washington.  Oregon,  Idaho,  Mldil- 
gan.  Ohio,  In  fhct  America,  I  undertake  to  say,  can  produce 
such  cherrlea.  In  simple  form  I  will  answer  the  Ssnator's  ques- 
tion, "Yes,"  as  to  siae,  quality,  and  quantity.  I  think  that 
covers  the  three  polnta.  I  mbmlt  the  matter.  Mr.  President  in 
ao  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Mr.  JONS&  Mr.  President  Sost  a  word.  Theia  can  be  no 
qaeatlon  about  the  unsultabOtty  ot  the  cherries  raiaed  on  Irri- 
catcd  land  for  the  purposes  which  have  been  menttooed.    They 


a>e  too  large  and  in  other  inspects  are  not  suitaMe.    However,  I 
wfsh  to  f^ay  that,  so  far  as  Washington  is  concerned,  in  the  west. 

£part  of  the  State  we  produce  a  great  many  cherries  and 
d  produce  a  great  many  more  that  are  suitable  for  the  par- 
lar  purpose.     We  have  a  factory  or  two  near  Tacoma,  and 
tt^ey  pot  up  by  the  barrel  these  cherries,  and  I  am  informed 
it  they  are  for  the  purposes  for  whifh  maraschino  cherries 
fe  used.    So  with  proper  eDCoarag«nent  we  can  increase  our 

uction  along  those  lines  very  greatly. 
In  driving  throuf^  northern  Ohio  two  or  three  years  ago  I 
whs  really  amazed  at  the  new  orchards  apparently  coming  on. 
which  were  producing  small  cherries  which,  I  assume,  would  be 
v^  suitable  for  these  purposes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu-setts.  Mr.  President,  the  subject  has 
t^en  so  extensively  argued  that  I  do  not  care  to  take  tbe  time 
or  the  Senate  in  discu$«sing  it  further,  but  I  should  iike  to  in- 
s<rt  in  the  Rixx)Rn  before  the  vote  shall  be  taken  some  letters 
Slid  press  cmnmentB  that  I  have  received  protesting  against  this 
d  ity  and  a  brief  summary  prepared  by  me  of  the  evidence  sub- 
njitted  before  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  mut- 
ter referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  will  be 
pftnted  in  tbe  Recobd. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 
BkiKJ*  oa  PAKAOBAra  737  PuerARBo  bt  Sbxatob  Walsh  or  Hassacho* 
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amuna  tif  thbib  matttbal  statb 

1.  Art  of  1922 :  Cherrfeo  In  their  natural  state,  2  cents  per  pound. 
Honae  bill :  Dnty  remains  tbe  same  with  tbe  exception  that  tbe  words 
or  dried  "  are  added  after  state. 

2.  Art  of  1922 :  Snlphnred  or  in  brine,  2  cents  per  poand.  Presi- 
dent's proclamation  effective  January  2,   1928 — **  cberrlea,  snlphnred  or 

brine,  stenuned,  or  pitted,  3  cents  per  pound." 

Hoaae  bUl  changea:  Bnlpbared  or  in  brine,  witb  stems  and  pits  re. 
B^OTed,  9%  cents  per  pound.     WItb  stems  and  pits,  5^^  cents  per  pound. 

Tbe  rates  proposed  by  tbe  Senate  committee  are :  (1)  Dried,  desiccated, 
o^  araporated.  ft  cents  per  pound;  (2)  sulphured  or  in  the  brine  in  sise 
Bore  tbao  900  to  tbe  gallon,  with  pits  3  cents  per  pound,  without  4 
c^ti;  (3)  abore  900,  witb  piU  &\k,  vltbout  9Vi  (same  as  HooaeJ. 

Facta 

■oyal  Anas  (sweet  cberrleB)  are  prartlcally  tbe  only  Uad  mlpbared 
a^d  brtned.  Tbeae  are  grown  mainly  In  California,  Oregon,  and  Wasti- 
liigtoa.  Forty  per  cent  of  tbeae  crops  are  Royal  Annes.  Italy  produces 
^ora  ekerrlea  than  any  other  foreign  country.  Prior  to  1921,  Italian 
ias  cxportoS  to  the  United  SUtea.  sulphored  or  in  brine,  were  with 
siema  and  pits,  but  beginning  in  1921  they  were.  In  part,  stemmed  and 
pitted.  Ia  recent  years  stemmed  aad  pitted  cberries,  sulphured  or  la 
bflne,  have  entirely  supplanted  tboae  witb  stems  and  pita. 

Dom«»tic  prodwjtion 
It  is  estimated  that  prodoctlon  in  the  States  mentioned  alMve  is  alraiit 
6|000,000  pounds  of  cberries  annually.     (See  Tariff  Summary,  p.   1242.) 

An^orts 

llear ;  Pounds 


1923 

1924 


20,  289.  612 

7.474.61:3 

1925 3. 139.  773 

1»2« 3.  43 1 .  501 

1927  » 17.  765.  206 

1928 2.  351.  335 

Maport* 

There  are  no  exports  of  doiaeatic  cberries,  sulphured  or  in  brine. 

Oosta  9f  pnimotkm   (wAy  twt  cawporefele) 

Tariff  commisaioner  (1928)  fonnd  difference  in  cost  of  prodndion  be- 
tf^een  United  Butes  and  Italy  of  10.088  In  fBTor  of  Italy. 

However  (1),  tbe  period  in  Italy  in  which  tbe  study  waa  made  waa 
ah  abnormal  one,  since  there  waa  an  unexpectedly  large  cherry  crop 
aid  an  increase  of  alBM>8t  70  per  cent  In  the  vahie  of  the  lira  made 
d  iflleolt  tbe  aeenrate  detennlnatioa  of  Italian  coats  of  prodnctlon  of 
cierries,  sulphured  or  In  brtae.  stemnwd  or  pitted;  (2)  cherry  growing 
in  Italy  is  not  a  specialized  brancb  of  agriciKore;  only  a  small  pro- 
pMrtton  of  tb*  total  crop  la  grown  in  orchards  devoted  exclusively  to 
c  lexrias  (Tariff  CommisaioB  Report,  p.  8).  Hence  there  ia  no  eatab- 
IplMd  aosts  aa  ia  tbe  United  States,  and  hence  no  baaia  for  comparison. 

Other  rtmaika 
The  respeettre  Inereases  are  not  warranted  for  tbe  foIlowlBg  rcasona: 
1.  These  adroeatea  of  sncb  increasea  ia  duty  do  not  produce  the  type. 
Mad,  ar  atee  of  charrlea  required  by  tl>e  manufactures  In  tbe  Bastem 
e  tatea,  wbere  moat  of  tbe  manufacturing  is  done,  and  Increaae  in  duties 
«  ould  not  benefit  the  doaocstic  grower  of  cherries,  but  would  serve  only 
t »  aaha  tht  price  of  maraacfalno  cherries  problbttive. 


ti  Osc  SI. 


chattlas  salfflMuetf  or  in  titiae,  atemm«d  or  pitted,  Feb.  12 
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2.  Cherries  produced  by  growers  In  Western  States,  who  have  naked 
for  theae  increases,  are  not  suitable  either  in  texture  or  in  alae  to  the 
requirements  of  the  maraschino  cherry  trade. 

3.  More  than  50  per  cent  of  the  maraschino  cherrlea  used  In  the 
United  States  are  cootiumed  tn  tbe  ice  cream  and  confectionery  Indus- 
tries, which  require  small-siae  cherries. 

"  The  confectioners  then  are  dependent  absolutely  on  tbe  Imported 
cherries  for  their  use  in  dipping,  and  any  increase  In  doty  must  cause 
higher  prices  on  their  flnisbed  product  to  tbe  consumer,  without  any 
benefit  to  tbe  growers  of  domeatic  cherries,  since  theirs  can  not  be 
used."  (Quotation  from  letter  to  Senator  Walsh  from  Kibbe  Broa. 
Co.,  Springfleld,  Maas.,  dated  June  18.  1929.)  (There  U  a  letter  similar 
to  this  from  Cox  Confectionery  Co.,  of  Boston.) 

4.  Upon  occasion  the  western  domestic  cherry  has  sold  for  less  than 
the  cost  of  the  imported  cherries. 

One  manufncturer  in  1925  paid  20  cents  per  pound  for  the  Imported 
cherry  and  did  not  buy  tbe  western  domestic  selling  at  from  8  to  10 
cents  per  pound  (p.  4467,  House). 

UABASCniNO,    CANDIBD,    CRTaTALLIXXD,    OB  Ot^ACS,    PBBPABBD    OB   PBBSBRVU) 

Iir  A!tT  MAMNBB 

Art  of  1022 :  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

House  bill :  5  Mi  cents  per  iMund  and  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  Senate  committee  proposed  tbe  same  rates. 

Factt 

(1)  Maraschino  and  glac^  cherries  are  manufactured  from  sweet 
cherries.     Raw  material  is  usually  cherries  sulphured  or  In  brine. 

(2)  No  statistics  of  other  foreign  or  domestic  production  are  available. 
(8)    Imports  are  practically  all  from  France. 

Pounds 

1923    (Tariff   Summary,   p.    1243) 2,  .'132.  106 

1U26 1>__ 15.  320,  513 

1928 683.  185 

Competitive  oonditiona 

These  cherries  come  largely  to  New  York  during  the  period  October  to 
January  and  are  sold  for  tbe  holiday  trade  During  this  period  domestic 
glac^  cherries  have  difficulty  in  competing  in  that  market  because  of 
preference  for  tbe  imported.  .<-, 

Remarks 

The  marnschino  and  glac^  cherries  are  merely  the  manufactured  cher- 
ries from  the  natural  or  sulphureil  state.  The  eastern  manufarturers 
Import  the  raw  cherries  fmm  Italy  and  manufacture  them  into  mara- 
schino and  giac*  cherries  in  preference  to  tbe  California  Royal  Anne 
cberries.     The  increase  proposed  is  indefensible. 


[From  the  Journal  of  Commerce,  New  York,  Saturday,  October  26,  1929] 
Chbbbibs  TV  Bki.nb  Hit  bv  TAsivr  Bill — Say.s  Italian  Chbbbibs  Non- 

CUMPBTITIVB    WITH    DOMESTIC    PRODUCT 

According  to  the  national  tariff  committee  of  the  Italian  trade  organl- 
xatlons  throughout  tbe  United  States,  cherries  in  brine  have  been  unduly 
hit  in  the  present  tariff  revision.  The  committee  adds  that,  "  as  ia  the 
case  with  several  other  products  from  Italy,  Italian  cherries  are  non- 
competitive with  domestic  products.  This  is  due  to  their  special  texture 
and  their  small  sise,  which  are  not  produced  in  this  country. 

"American  manufacturera  of  maraschino  cherries,  pastry  makers,  con- 
fectioners, and  other  similar  industries  must  have  Italian  cherries  and 
could  not  use  the  domestic  article,  so  much  so  that  even  Pacific  coast 
manufacturera,  located  right  In  tbe  heart  of  the  domestic  cherry  crop, 
must  import  them. 

"The  present  rate  for  pitted  cherries  la  3  cents  per  pound.  Tbe 
House  boosted  It  to  over  three  times  as  much,  to  9V4  cents  per  pound, 
but  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  recommended  that  a  rate  of  only 
4  cents  per  pound  be  adopted  for  cberries  in  siae  over  900  to  the  gallon. 
In  tbe  evident  Intention  to  protect  the  domestic  crop  of  large  aixe 
cberries  and  at  tbe  aame  time  help  domestic  manufacturers  who  moat 
have  small  Italian  cherrlea. 

HIGH   DtTTT    NO   HBLP   TO  TAB  MBS 

••  Such  aim,  however,  can  not  be  reached  even  through  such  measures 
as  adopted  by  the  Senate.  In  fact.  900  count  to  the  gallon  would  in- 
clude medium  cberries,  which  represent  about  70  per  cent  of  the  total 
importation,  and  domeatic  manufacturera  would  therefore  get  very  little 
relief. 

"  Furthermore,  no  mention  baa  been  made  of  broken  and  atalned 
cberries,  which  are  uaually  mixed  with  all  sices.  Surely  a  broken  fruit, 
which  can  be  uaed  only  aa  cherry  pieces,  abould  not  pay  tbe  aame  duty 
aa  whole  cberries. 

"  It  is  also  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  Italian  cherries,  owing  to  their 
special  characteristics  in  texture  and  sise  and  tbe  way  in  which  they  are 
prepared  for  importation  In  this  market,  never  restrained  tbe  consump- 
tion of  tbe  domestic  producta  and  never  would  compete  in  tbe  marketing 
of  tbe  domestic  crop.  It  ia  then  evident  that  any  Increaae  over  the 
present  duty  would  be  only  illoaory  for  the  American  farmer  because  It 
would  not  help  bim  at  all,  while  it  would,  at  tbe  same  time,  injure 
domestic  manufacturera  and  American  consumers  of  the  Italian  artlcie. 


AKBBICAIf  aXrOBTB  WOITLD  BB  tHJlTaiD 
"  Another  very  important  point  must  not  be  lost  eight  of — that  la. 
American  manufacturers  export  a  large  quantity  of  their  prepared  goods 
in  which  Italian  cherries  enter  and  they  woold  be  ansMe  to  compete 
in  the  foreign  markets  with  similar  finished  articles  from  other  countries 
if  tbe  duty  on  cherries  were  made  higher.  It  is  then  necesaary  to 
avoid  this  new  obsUcle  on  tbe  path  of  American  exporters,  which  would 
injure  their  busineaa  without  giving  any  help  to  domestic  growers  of 
cberries. 

"The  present  rate  of  duty  of  3  cents  per  pound  on  pitted  brtned 
cberries  is  obviously  tbe  highest  that  can  be  demanded  from  soy  rea- 
sonable point  of  view  and  It  should  be  maintained  as  It  Is." 


HoLTOKB,  Mass.,  Amgwt  t. 
Senator  David  I.  Walsh, 

Senate  Offtee  Buildinff,  WasMtnffton,  D.  C. 

Dbab  Sib  :  In  the  new  tariff  bill  It  has  been  propoaed  to  raise  the  duty 
on  broken  cherry  pieces  from  Italy  from  3  cents  to  9%  centa  per  pound. 

Tbe  growers  of  cherries  in  this  country  would  not  benefit  by  an  in- 
crease in  tariff,  because  the  cherries  grown  in  Italy  are  tbe  only  ones 
which  can  properly  be  uaed  for  whole  and  broken  cberries  and  glac« 
cherry  pieces.  The  Italian  cherrlea  have  a  firm  fleah,  whereas  cherries 
grown  in  the  United  States  are  very  soft  and  watery,  and  after  they  are 
processed  they  arc  not  mct-h  more  than  aklna. 

We  hereby  protest  asainat  an  advance  in  tbe  present  duty  on  "  broken 
band-pitted  cherries  sulphured  or  in  brine." 

These  cherries  are  used  chiefly  in  tbe  lesa  expenaive  pieces  of  candy 
and  in  cakea.  buns,  and  Ice  cream,  and  a  high  tariff  would  raise  the 
cost  of  those  articles  to  tbe  conaumer  without  benefiting  the  American 
producers. 

We  would  also  like  to  give  our  opinion  with  regard  to  the  sugar  situ- 
ation. The  bounty  plan  that  Senator  Bobah  proposed  Id  lien  of  the 
proposed  "  slidlnR  scale "  tariff.  In  which  the  American  augar  growers 
would  benefit  through  some  sort  of  reimbursement,  meets  witb  our  ap- 
proval. This  seems  to  us  to  be  the  more  logical  way  to  solve  the  sugar- 
tariff  problem.  Both  the  American  sugar  growers  and  the  ultimate 
consumers  would  at  once  be  protected.  An  Immenae  sum  would  be 
saved  the  American  people  yearly. 

Inaamuch  aa  only  a  small  percentage  of  the  sugar  consumed  in  the 
United  States  is  grown  in  this  country.  It  would  seem  advisable  to  adopt 
tbe  Borah  plan. 

Very  truly  youra, 

Labellb's  Rakcbt, 

Ernrst  T.   Lanqblieb,  Proprietor. 

Spbingfield,  Mass.,  Jutte  t&,  S/O. 
Hon.  David  I.  Walsh, 

Senate  Offfce  BuUdinff,  WatMnctom,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Walsh  :  The  inclosed  conflrmatlou  of  telegram  we  are  send, 
lug  you  this  morning  Is  self-explanatory. 

Supplementing  it,  permit  us  to  emphasixe  the  point  that  no  domestic 
cherries  are  suitable  for  this  purpose.  The  Pacific  coast  growers  who 
sponsored  this  increase  in  duty  are  not  at  present  producing,  nor  can 
they  produce  for  years  to  come,  and  then  not  until  methods  of  cultiva- 
tion have  been  changed,  a  cherry  small  enoagh  in  siae  and  of  solBclently 
firm  texture  to  withstand  the  necessary  processing. 

Most  of  tbe  small  maraachino-type  cherries  used  by  eonfecttoners  are 
grown  in  Italy  from  trees  which  are  not  cultivated.  Tbe  American- 
grown  cherries  are  raised  principally  for  eating  freab  or  after  canning, 
and  arc  ao  soft  that  they  break  badly  in  handling,  besides  being  too 
large  in  siae  for  chocolate  dipping. 

Tbe  confectipnera,   then,   are   dependent  absolutely   on   the  Imported 

cherries  for  their  use  In  dipping,  and  any  increaae  in  duty  aaost  causa 

higher  prices  on  their  flnlahed  product  to  tbe  consumer  wlthont  any 

benefit  to  the  growers  of  domeatic  cberries,  since  theirs  can  not  be  osed. 

Tours  truly, 

Kdbb  Bbos.  Co., 

By    ALBBBT    B.    SAHDBBSOIf, 

Auittamt  Trtoanrer. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempora  The  queftion  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President,  I  aslc  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

The  amwidment  was  rejected. 

Tlie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  recurs  on  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  committee. 

The  amendm^it  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  California  to  paragraph  737  on  page  134.  lines  21  and 
22,  In  both  of  which  lines  the  word  "  stems  "  is  used.  There  Is 
no  necessity  for  that  word  being  put  In  at  those  points.  That 
word  is  not  in  the  existing  law,  and  I  am  told  by  the  Tariff 
Ck)mmission  that  its  insertion  is  not  noccsaary  at  alL  Whenrrer 
oustemmed  cherries  are  shipped  in  barrda  the  stems  may  come 
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off  in  shipment    It  Is  tixnnilit  thmt  the  use  of  the  word  will 
cauae  some  doubt  in  the  admioistratioD  of  the  law. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President,  tliat  is  exactly  the  amend- 
ment, howerer,  that  waa  prepared  by  the  Tariff  Gommiaaion 

for  Bie. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    They  called  my  attention  to  it 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  think  we  had  better  let  the  word  re- 
main in. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  wants  the  word  to  remain  In, 
well  and  good;  but,  as  I  have  nid,  when  nnstemmed  cherries 
are  shi{>ped  in  a  barrel  the  stems  are  likely  to  come  oil. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  think  the  inclusion  of  the  word  will  do 
no  barm. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
profMise  a  farther  amendment  in  the  committee  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No.  If  the  Senator  from  California  desires  the 
word  to  remain  in,  well  and  good ;  bat  I  think  it  would  be  better 
to  leaTe  It  oat 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempor*.  The  cleilc  will  state  the  next 
amendment 

The  Lmtnjk-nrm  Cuuc  On  page  135,  line  8,  after  the  word 
**  glac^"  it  is  sapposed  to  insert  "  or  frozen  wltli  sogar  added," 
■o  aa  to  read : 


(5)  MarmachiBO.  candled,  cryvtaBlaed,  0t  glac«,  ar  twmem  wltt 
added,  or  prayarcd  or  prcatrvad  in  any  maium,  6%  caats  par  pooad 
and  40  par  cent  ad  Talorem. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  pnroposed  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  asrreed  to. 

The  next  amendni^it  was,  on  page  135,  in  paragraph  738,  line 
11,  after  the  word  "  vinegar,"  to  strike  oat  "  6  cents  "  and  insert 
"  8  cents,**  so  as  to  read : 

Vlaegar,  g  cents  per  proof  galkm. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  OILLETT.  Mr.  President,  I  nnderstood  from  the  Beam- 
tor  from  Utah  last  night  that  the  first  amendment  to  be  taken 
up  this  morning  would  be  the  oiie  in  paragraph  717  on  page  128. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  that  is  true.  The  Senator  refers 
to  the  flAh  paragraph.  It  went  over  with  the  understanding 
thHt  the  Senator  woald  be  here  this  morning,  and  that  we  would 
take  it  ni).  So  I  should  like  very  much  to  proceed  with  that 
paragraph. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempm^.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated. 

The  iJBaiSLATTrm  Cixrk.  On  pa;:e  12S,  paragraph  717,  in  line 
9,  after  the  word  "  advani'ed."  it  is  proposed  to  insert  "(except 
that  the  fins  may  be  remoTed)." 

Mr.  WALSII  of  Massachusetts.  There  is  no  objection  to  that 
anicoduieut 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  the  same  paragraiA,  on  page  128, 
at  the  beginning  of  line  12,  to  strike  out  the  word  "  pound  "  and 
inxert  "  pound,  except  that  from  October  1  to  May  1,  both  dates 
Inclasire.  the  duty  shall  be  one-half  of  1  cmt  per  pound." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  ia  on  agre^ng 
to  the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  OILX.BTT.  Mr.  President  I  hope  this  amoidment  will 
not  be  adopted.  I  do  not  wish  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate, 
except  just  lirteAy  to  state  the  position  in  whidi  this  amoid- 
BMOt  leaTes  us. 

The  preaent  law  provides  a  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound.  The 
Senate  agreed  to  a  duty  ot  1  cent  a  pound,  thereby  practically 
admitting  that  that  was  the  proper  duty ;  but  then  they  put  in 
this  clause  saying  that  from  October  1  to  May  1  there  should  be 
a  duty  of  only  one-half  a  cent. 

I  cwi  not  see  any  reason  for  that  amendment  It  applies 
both  to  freah  Ush  and  to  froaen  flsh.  Certainly  aa  to  froaen  fish 
it  is  not  reasonable  to  aay  that  there  shall  be  a  aeaaonal  duty, 
that  there  ahaU  be  leas  duty  In  the  winter  than  in  the  summer. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  Prealdent  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  fh>m  Maasa- 
cbusetta  yield  to  the  S^iator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  OILLETT.    Certainly. 

Mr  HARRISON.  As  one  member  of  the  subcommittee,  I  was 
Impressed  with  the  fairness  of  the  rate  that  was  adopted  by  the 
Bouse;  and  I  do  not  think  the  rate  that  was  recommended  by 
the  Senate  committee  ouglit  to  be  adopted. 

Mr.  OILLETT.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  statemoit  Mr.  Presi- 
dent and  that  wHl  atill  more  diminish  the  time  I  shall  use. 

I  Just  wlidi  to  state  that  for  froaen  fish  there  obrioualy  should 
be  no  fsonal  dtCtarence.  Iwcause  froaen  flsh  is  just  as  good  at 
one  senaon  aa  another;  and  tb*t,  by  the  way.  probaUy  la  ttw 


rature  of  all  fish — that  it  will  be  froaen.  It  Is  a  matter  that  is 
developing  now  so  that  frozen  fish  ia  becoming  almost  as  good 
4s  fresh  fish,  and  that  in  the  future  will  be  still  further 
developed. 

Now,  as  to  the  other  phase  of  the  subject 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  OILLETT.     I  do. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  think  the  Senator's  position  is  sound.  I 
^  opposed  to  all  these  seasonal  amendments. 

Mr.  OILLETT.  With  this  general  acquiescence,  I  think  It 
^v\l\  be  prudent  for  me  to  yield  the  floor  and  not  run  the  risk  of 
I  mtagonizing  a  Senate  that  is  already  with  me. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  the  proposal  before  us  ia 
1  o  strike  out  lines  12  and  13  on  pa^  128. 

Mr.  OILLETT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
:  leld  to  the  S^iator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  do. 

Mr.  OILLETT.  That  is  the  Senate  committee  amendment; 
and,  of  course,  if  we  vote  down  the  Senate  committee  amMid- 
inent  that  will  strike  out  those  lines.    That  is  just  what  I  was 

king. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Yes,  Mr.  President ;  I  was  aware  of  that 

have  yet  to  be  convinced  that  we  should  vote  down  this  amend- 

ent.    I  feel  lonesome  in  making  a  plea  for  the  consumer.    Tlie 
isumer  has  a  very  sad  time  in  this  Chamber. 

Fish  ia  one  of  the  most  important  protein  foods.     If  I  had 

y  way,   I  would  not  have  flsh  as  a  one-day-a-week  food ;   I 

ould  have  it  an  every-day-a-week  food.    It  is  one  of  the  very 
t  of  human  foods.     We  should  do  nothing,  as  I  see  it,  to 

Ise  the  cost  of  living  for  the  people  in  the  cities.    Most  of  the 
arge  citi««  are  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard  or  on   tlie  other 
:,  the  Pacific  coast.     BSvery  time  a  tariff  is  placed  upon  fish 

is  a  tax  placed  upon  the  American  housewife. 

I  am  not  in  full  sympathy  with  this  particular  amendment 

:  wish  the  amendment  were  to  make  the  rate  half  a  cent  at 

:  ill  seasons  of  the  year,  as  it  is  i>roposed  to  do  from  October  1 

o  May  1 ;  but  since  it  is  impossible  to  have  a  whole  loaf,  I 

vonld  not  refuse  half  a  loaf. 

Mr.  President  I  am  not  going  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senata 

know  that  our  views  are  crystallized.  No  matter  what  argu- 
ment may  be  brought  forth,  even  if  it  were  by  a  very  wise  and 
'  rery  eloquent  man,  it  would  have  no  effect ;  but  once  more  I 
vant  to  say  that  I  am  in  complete  opposition  to  every  effort 
made  here  to  increase  materially  tlie  cost  of  living  of  the 
.  American  people. 

Mr.  SHOKTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
<|uestion? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
;1eld  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Then  would  It  not  be  better  to  wipe  out 
itll  tariCf  duties  and  let  the  foreign  products  pour  into  America? 
f  that  argument  is  to  be  Indulged  in,  why  not  strike  down  the 
actories  and  abandon  the  farm.s  of  America? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  am  amazed  that  the  Sena- 
or  from  California  should  ask  the  question.  I  am  a  protec- 
ionlst     I  always  have  been  one.     I  have  even  been  a  Republi- 

n.     I  do  not  know  what  greater  confession  I  can  make.     Of 

urse,   I  believe  in   protection — a   protection   which   seeks   to 
rotect  the  American  laboring  man  and  to  equalize  the  differ- 
ence in  cost  of  production  in  America  and  Europe.     I  am  an 
American  citizen. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 

read  a  telegram  right  at  that  point? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 

eld  to  the  Senator  from  Kentuclcy? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.   SACKETT.     I   want   to  read  a  telegram   from   W.   H. 

rown,  secretary  of  tl>e  Fishermen's  Union  of  the  Atlantic, 
Hated  with  the  International  Seamen's  Union  of  America 
ind  the  American  Federatiou  of  Labor;  and  I  want  to  read  it 
nst  after  the  Senator's  statement 

He  says: 

Twenty  thousand  flah  men  and  their  families  will  gaffer  material 
lamaga  If  tariff  on  flah  is  reduced  to  accordance  with  reqnetrt  made  by 
Itlaatle  Coast  Fteherlea  Corporation.     This  company,  tbroagta  pnrchaae, 

now  in  a  position  to  control  Canadian  production  of  cod  and  haddock, 
ind  ia  bending  every  effort  to  convince  Congress  tliat  their  request  is 
oglcal  and  best  for  the  fishing  Industry  of  United  Statea.  Their  posl- 
lon  la  abaohitely  selflsfa.  and  if  their  request  Is  granted  they  will  per- 
eoally  reap  direct  heneflt  In  exact  amount  that  fishing  industry  of  th« 
Tatted  Btatea  la  daaia«ed.     Tbelr  eoat-of-prodoctlon  figorea  ara  abao- 
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kitcly  unfair,  since  they  bought  their  trawlers  for  almost  nothing.  We 
concur  In  brief  and  testimony  of  Massachusetts  Fisheries  Association 
and  their  representative.  We  request  approval  of  Senate  flahing 
schedule  as  in  Uouae  bill  2667. 

I  thought,  in  connection  with  the  Senator's  statement  as  to 
the  interests  of  the  laboring  man,  that  It  was  just  as  well  to  call 
attention  to  the  telegrjim  I  have  just  read,  which  represents  the 
fishermen  upon  the  coasts  of  the  United  States— one  of  the  most 
dangerous  busines-ses  that  we  have — and  the  Interests  of  those 
men  and  their  families  in  protecting  them.'^elves  against  the 
fisbcriea  of  the  Canadian  border. 

This  schedule  has  been  a  matter  of  considerable  argument 
before  the  Finance  Committee;  iind  I  take  it  that  this  effort  to 
change  the  time  In  which  these  flsh  can  be  imported,  and  limit 
it  to  six  months,  Is  really  but  n  .subterfuge,  because  the  same 
flsh  can  be  gathered  at  any  point  on  the  Canadian  coast  and 
reserved  for  shipment  until  the  time  of  lower  duty  given  in 
the  bill. 

I  have  no  Interest  In  fishing  myself.  I  come  from  the  center 
of  the  country ;  but  this  telegram— and  I  have  others — was  sent 
to  me  by  the  fishermen  of  this  country,  and  I  think  It  is  worth 
reading  to  the  Senate. 

Mr,  COI'KI^ND.  Now  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky why  he  Introduced  that  telegram  at  this  point? 
Mr.  SACKETT.  To  try  to  defeat  this  amendment 
Mr.  COPELAND.  Is  this  a  bludgeon  to  hold  over  my  head 
that  because  the  labor  unions  have  taken  a  certain  stand  I 
can  not  support  an  amendment  that  has  to  do  with  the  welfare 
of  every  housewife  in  America? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  No:  but  the  Senator  made  a  statement  and 
I  read  him  what  the  lalwr  union  had  to  say. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  I  need  not  stand  here  In 
this  place  to  gain  any  favor  witii  the  labor  unions  of  America. 
There  Is  not  a  labor-union  member  In  the  United  States  but 
knows  where  I  stand  In  regard  to  union  labor.  I  have  said 
time  and  time  again  that  If  I  were  a  laboring  man  I  would  sit 
in  the  front  seat  of  tlie  union,  because  labor  had  no  chance 
whatever  in  America  until  It  did  unionize  and  deal  collectively 
with  Its  problems.  I  do  not  need  to  defend  any  position  I  take 
before  the  labor-unlonites  of  America.  I  am  with  them  heart 
and  soul,  and  they  know  It 

As  regards  this  amendment  I  said  at  the  very  beginning  of  my 
remarks  tliat  I  was  not  enthusiastic  for  It,  because  It  was  only 
a  sea.sonul  affair ;  but  I  am  in  opposition  to  anything,  regardless 
of  those  who  favor  it  if  it  is  a  further  tax  upon  tlie  poor.  If 
you  know  anything  about  the  consumption  of  flsh,  you  know 
that  it  Is  a  product  which  is  used  in  the  homes  of  the  poor;  so 
I  am  not  going  to  be  diverted  from  any  views  I  hold  by  reason 
of  the  telegram  read  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

I  wish  at  this  point  to  offset  what  the  Senator  has  said,  to 
insert  in  connection  with  my  remarks  a  statement  on  Women 
and  the  Tariff,  by  the  Womw's  Nonpartisan  Fair  Tariff  Com- 
mittee :  and  I  ct)mmend  this  to  the  reading  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  because  there  are  more  women  in  Kentucky  than 
there  are  members  of  the  flsh  union. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  statenicnt 
will  be  inserted  in  the  Rbcxhio. 
The  statement  is  as  follows: 

WOMRN    AMD    THB    TAHirT— NO.    2,    FiSH    FlM-BTS,    PABAOaAPH    717     fB)  — 

SoMi  Facts  Coi«c»b:*1!»o  thb  TABirr  on  Fish  Fillkts 
By  Oartnide  M.  Duncan,  Ph.  D. 

aoMB    BACTH    ON    FISH    BtLLrTS 

This  committee  baa  made  an- economic  study  of  the  fish  Industry  of 
the  United  Statea  and  baa  come  to  the  conclnsion  that  tbere  sbonld  be 
a  fair  tariff  on  flsh,  partlcuUrly  flsh  fillets.  (Tariff,  par.  717  (b).)  Wc 
recommend  that  the  duty  be  1%  cenU  per  pound  Instead  of  2^  cents 
per  pound,  as  In  the  preaent  law  and  tbe  pending  MIL 

BUMMABT 

After  Investigation  we  find  that  the  fishing  Industry  ia  apparently  to 
a  prosperous  condition ;  production  of  flsh,  tbe  raw  material  for  flileta, 
is  Increasing;  that  imports  of  flileta  are  about  8  per  cent  or  l«aa  of 
domestic  consumption ;  that  pricea  of  flileta  are  Increasing,  doe  to  the 
Increatiing  demand  and  an  Inadequate  supply.  Wc  therefore  believe 
that  tbe  preaent  tariff  on  flileta  is  almost  an  embargo,  and  tbe  tariff 
can  be  reduced  without  having  any  harmful  effecta  upon  tbe  flabing 
Industry  of  tbe  United  Statea.  On  the  other  hand,  the  benefits  derived 
by  the  bouaewiia  and  tbe  conaumlng  public  will  t>e  manifold. 

DiarABT   CHABACTBBlSTtCa   OB  nU^BTB 

Flileta  contain  the  flnest  dellcaciea  found  in  fooda,  not  only  in  palata- 
blHty  but  In  dietary  characteriatica.  Fillets  are.  In  general,  easily 
digested  and  eontaia  not  oaly  a  complete  array  of  tlie  neceaaary  pro- 
teins and  fata  but  also  of  tboae  aubatanccs  of  peculiar  effectlvenera  in 
•mall  ^oantltlea,  sacfa  aa  iodlna,  manga  nesa,  copper,  calctnai,  and  pb4W- 


phorus.  According  to  a  report  published  by  the  United  SUtes  Bureau 
of  Fisheries,  it  has  been  found  that  tbe  death  rate  in  the  Great  Lalcea 
region  and  In  tbe  farm-belt  area  was  much  greater  than  aloufc  tbe 
Atlantic  seaboard  from  goiter. 

In  order  to  prevent  a  prevalence  of  goiter  by  uae  of  flileta,  which 
conUin  iodine,  and  to  keep  our  Nation  healthy,  Congreaa  ahoold  encour- 
age tbe  consuniptlon  of  fillets  by  having  a  fair  tariff. 

BCOMOMICS    OF    THB    ri8H    INDDBTat 

Everyone  knows  that  tbe  supply  of  firtJ  is  very  irregular  because  of 
various  factors  entirely  beyond  the  control  of  the  fishermen  or  beyond 
the  control  of  any  human  being.  For  example,  this  irregularity  of 
supply  is  caused  by  storms,  ocean  currents,  and  the  habits  of  the  flsh. 
On  the  other  hand,  tbe  demand  is  Irregular  because  of  racial,  sec- 
tarianism, and  social  customs  of  our  inhabitants  of  the  United  States. 
In  addition,  there  has  been  Introduced  the  "  flsh  fillet."  which  baa  revo- 
lutionised the  businesa  and  caused  tbe  industry  to  become  more  stable. 

WHAT    IS    A    niXBTT 

A  fillet  la  the  flesh  of  tbe  fish  that  has  been  cot  away  from  the  back- 
bone;  thus  each  fish  produces  two  fillets.  In  the  trade  we  find  they 
are  sometimes  sold  with  the  skin  on  or  off  and  either  fresh  or  froaen. 
Tlie  most  popular  fUlets  on  the  market  are  fillets  of  sole  and  fillets  of 

haddocit. 

Fillets  have  revolutloniaed  the  fish  industry.  Prior  to  1921,  when 
the  fillet  was  Introduced,  fish  were  shipped  out  in  "  round "  condition 
packod  in  ice,  or  in  frozen  condition,  and  for  hundreds  of  years  the 
housewife  was  forced  to  buy  "  round  "  flsh  and  clean  it  herself.  To-day 
she  can  buy  a  fillet  which  Is  neatly  wrapped  and  thus  does  not  have 
to  Iwtber  alwut  Its  prep.iration.  It  is,  Indeed,  surprising  to  us  to  find 
that   the  flsh  industry  did   not  introduce  the  fillet  many   hundreds  of 

years  ago. 

Fillets  are  now  sold  in  meat  markets,  grocery  stores,  and  other  similar 
retaU  houses  throughout  the  entire  United  States.  Now  the  housewife 
can  purchase  fillets  any  day  of  tlie  week  throughout  the  entire  year. 

STABILISATION    OT    THB    INDC8TBT 

The  wholesale  trade  in  tlie  United  States,  particularly  in  the  Middle 
West,  prefers  to  handle  frozen  fillets  because  they  are  not  so  perish- 
able as  the  fresh  fillets.     Hence  the  industry  has  l)ecome  more  stable. 

Upon  investigation  we  find  that  the  manufacturers  of  fillets  are 
using  up-to-date  machinery  and  now  freeae  flilets  In  35  to  00  minutes, 
whpreas  several  years  ago  it  required  36  hours  to  freeae  flsh.  The  time 
fnctor  Is  very  important  because  smaller  ice  crystals  are  formed  when 
fillets  are  froaen  rapidly,  and  consequently  the  proteins  are  not  lost 
when  the  flilets  are  defrosted  like  they  are  when  the  flilets  are  frosen 
by  the  old  method. 

Price  of  freah  flilets  fluctuates  from  day  to  day,  due  to  the  irregularity 
of  the  supply,  but  with  the  introduction  of  frozen  fillets  prices  have 
tended  to  become  more  stable.  On  October  17,  1029,  price  of  fiHeta 
f.  o.  b.  Boston  was  20  cents  per  pound  and  price  In  Halifax  was  19Vi 
cents  per  pound. 

FBODOCnOV 

Upon  investigation  we  find  that  the  average  annual  production  of 
fiHh  in  the  United  States  ia  about  2.467.000.000  pounds,  valued  at 
J107,000.000,  according  to  the  United  States  Bureau  of  FUberiea.  Cer- 
tain species,  however,  are  not  suitable  for  flUeting.  The  principal 
species  suitable  for  fUieting  include,  according  to  the  United  Statea 
Bureau  of  Fisheries,  an  average  annual  yield  of  about  648,000.000 
pounds  of  salmon.  110,000.000  pounds  of  haddock.  101,000.000  pounds 
of  cod,  56.000,000  pounds  of  flounders,  61,000,000  pounds  of  halibut, 
and  various  miscellaneous  minor  species.  In  other  words,  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  production  is  not  suitable  for  filleting,  doe  to  the  physical 
features  of  the  flsh :  also,  if  aU  of  tbe  catch  of  salmon  were  made  into 
flilets  it  would  destroy  the  important  salmon  canning  induatry,  where 
minions  of  dollars  are  already  invested.  We  find  that  tbe  conaumptlou 
of  flilets  in  the  United  Statea  consist  principally  of  haddock  flileta,  and, 
sccordiog  to  the  Bureau  of  Fisheries'  statistics,  production  has  in- 
creased from  DO.OOO  pounda  in  1921  to  57,059,000  pounds  in  1928. 
This  tremendous  increase  la  due  to  tbe  popularity  of  this  new  product 
with  the  botiaewlfe. 

The  production  of  flilets  in  Canada  of  ood  and  baddock  has  increased 
from  about  416,000  pounds  in  1925  to  only  3,316,400  pounda  in  1927, 
according  to  the  Dominion  Bureau  of  Sutlstlca.  Production  ia  alBo 
continuing  to  increase  in  Canada,  and  we  flnd  upon  investisation  that 
the  Canadian  housewife  likewise  enjoys  buying  flileta  iBstewl  of 
"round"'  flab. 

IMFOBTS  Asn  comcMFTtoa 
According  to  the  United  Statea  Tariff  Commlsalon  imports  of  eod 
and  haddock  flUets  from  Cansda  have  ranged  from  about  824,000  pouada 
In  1926  to  2,600,000  pounds  in  1927.  Importa  are  therefore  leas  thaa 
3  per  cent  of  the  apparent  domestic  consumption.  Tbe  toUl  Canadian 
production  ©f  flilets  te  1928  was  only  6  per  cent  of  tbe  cooaumptlon  in 
tbe  United  Sutea.  Importa  Into  the  United  SUtea  are  limited  accord- 
ing to  the  production  In  Canada.  Importa  of  freah  or  frosea  ood  and 
Itaddock,  according  to  the  Department  of  Coauneroa,  wars  1,244,000 
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ponmls  Id  192n  toot  <1fCT«'n^«^  to  *.10.000  pounO*  in  1928.  Bawd  opon 
tlM>  qoantlty  of  c«i<l  and  haddock  con«un»ed  In  the  ITnited  iiUtM.  imports 
•f  the  FMad  flsb.  the  raw  BaterlaJ  for  fillets,  are  lesa  tbao  1  per  cent 
of  ronminiptinn. 

Inporta  of  fresb  or  froaen  aiU>ta  merely  aufcment  the  domestic 
ao^piy.  Accordtns  to  the  chart  wblcb  sbows  prodtictlou  of  tb«  most 
popular  flllpt  In  tlie  UnittKi  Htates,  cotiKamption  U  IncrcaslBR  by  leaps 
nnil  bounds.  If  cooauBption  ia  to  continue  to  Increase  at  tbe  present 
rate,  and  if  tbe  housewife  of  tbe  United  States  la  to  be  furnished  with 
Anb  at  a  n^aituiiablc  price.  It  la  logical  to  have  a  tariff  which  will  be 
fair  tu  the  producers  and  at  ths  sama  titna  fai'  to  the  miUlona  of 
housewives  which  we  represent. 

raoarauTY  in  thb  inoustbx 

We  bare  read  with  a  sreat  deal  of  interest  tbe  testlaony  of  the 
repre!M«ta tires  of  tbe  industry  before  the  rarloua  committeea  la  Cos- 
icriiMt  and  bar*  natir«>d  that  they  acknowlMlge  their  industry  ia  In  a 
proaperoiiK  condition,  eren  those  seeking  a  high  duty  admit  prosperity. 
(See  p.  :!49.  Senate  Finance  Ilcariuss,  Schedule  7.)  If  thoae  who  aeek 
to  increase  the  duty  will  admit  pmaperity  then  we  Dust  assome  that 
tbe  tariff  is  too  blxb.  In  order  to  substantiate  the  atatements  of  the 
mon  representing  tbe  industry  we  have  studied  the  floancial  statementa 
of  tbe  two  priD<-lpal  proiluctrs  of  fllleta  who  manufacture  atwut  50  per 
cent  of  the  fillets  And  that  during  the  past  year  these  two  companies 
earuMl  approximately  16  per  cent  and  17  per  cent  upon  their  invested 
capital,  wblcb  showm  conclusiTcly  that  tbe  indui^try  la  In  a  healthy 
coadltlun.      (Atlantic  Cuaat  FUbrriea  Co.  and  Bay  Stats  Fisheries  Co.) 

In  sddltlon.  the  number  of  trips  that  tbe  Oshlng  ressels  in  the  In- 
dustry made  to  the  flsbtng  banks  Increased  from  6.535  In  1923  to  10.162 
In  1927.  which  leads  oa  to  beliere  that  tbe  Increased  demand  In  the 
Tulted  States  for  flltets  is  stimulating  the  efforts  of  the  flsbermen. 

ocpLnnoN 

Tbere  baa  been  considerable  talk  during  tbe  past  SO  years  about 
depletion  of  oar  llaherlea.  We  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
economic  law  of  diminishing  retoraa  applies  to  the  supply  of  fish.  In 
order  to  protect  our  supply  of  flsb  so  that  we  might  conaerre  it,  we 
believe  it  is  to  the  interests  of  tbe  housewife  and  public  welfare  to 
perpetuate  the  supply  by  vontruIUng  fiabiug  and  also  by  a  fair  tariff 
whirh  will  restrict  depletion.  We  are  not  interested  at  thla  time  in 
tbe  coQservatiun  of  the  supply  of  Uvb,  except  to  state  that  the  aupply 
wf  aalmoo  la  Alaska  la  being  conserved  by  the  United  States  Bureau 
uf  Fisherlea,  au>d  that  it  wan  tlnally  deemed  necessary  by  tbe  Oovern- 
weuta  of  tbe  United  Slates  and  Canada  to  form  au  International  Joint 
Coualaaion  to  conserve  tbe  supply  of  halibut.  We  Ond  that  the  pro- 
ductioD  per  unit  uf  fltibin;;  geur  of  hsllbut  wiut  300  pounds  in  1006, 
but  that  in  1926,  it  bad  decrt^ased  to  less  than  50  pounds.  Tbe  rei>ort 
of  tho  comniiMlua  xays  that  it  now  requires  six  units  of  fishing  tcear 
to  catch  as  uuiny  Qfh  as  one  unit  cau;,'ht  in  1906,  wblcb  proves  that 
the  supply  of  halibut  has  become  seriously  depleted. 

Another  strlklnj;  example  of  dtpletion  U  shown  in  oar  late  fisheries. 
For  example,  iiad  as  it  may  seem,  production  of  clscoes  in  the  United 
Stat.s  half  of  Lake  Erie,  according  to  United  States  Tariff  Commission 
BtuHAtlca.  sboweil  n  production  of  S.'>.200.(XM)  pounds  in  1918,  whteta  had 
deoreaved  to  2..150.(>«)0  pounds  In  1927.  It  is  evident  that  the  supply  of 
our  rtsh  can  become  eomnKficially  extinct,  and  in  order  to  perpetuate  the 
SQitply  we  must  conserve  the  fisheries.  Tbe  supply  can  partially  be 
conserved  by  a  fair  tariff. 

■OIBSTiriC   SKBASCB 

Although  the  fishing  industry  of  tbe  United  States  has  been  backward 
In  adopting  modern  metbuds,  we  find  that  tbe  universities,  governmentiil 
burvuuii.  and  even  a4>ma  of  the  commercial  companies  have  done  couaid- 
•rulde  s<-ieniitic  research  with  respect  to  ll<«h.  Their  research  has  been 
confined  to  a  atudy  of  the  physio-cheuical.  biochemical,  and  biological 
nature  of  the  Oah,  and  a  •cientifr9  study  of  the  problems  relating  to  rapid 
freezing.  A  portion  of  the  industry  now  employs  modem  methods  in 
manufacturing  and  merchandising  the  filleta. 

BALA!«Ce  or  TKADB   WITH   CANADA 

In  1928  the  United  States  exported  to  Canada  merchandise  valued  at 
fr»lrt.»)OO.000,  while  Imports  during  tbe  same  period  were  only  |488.- 
fWO.OtK).  In  this  connection  It  may  be  noted  that  oar  exports  consisted 
prlnripnlly  of  Banufactured  products  nuch  ns  mannfacturee  of  Iron  and 
eotton  and  such"  other  prwlacts  as  natomoWles,  fruits,  and  petroleum  : 
oar  imports  coosidted  principally  of  raw  materials  such  as  newsprint 
and  wood  pulp,  Ivmber,  and  other  mlscellam'^as  Itema.  Imports  of  flsh 
from  Canada  conidst  of  alx>ot  3  per  cent  of  tbe  total  value  of  the 
im!>orts  of  all  products.  In  so  far  aa  we  hare  a  shortage  of  flsb  in  tbe 
United  Statoa  it  ia  perfectly  logical  and  reasonable  to  bare  a  fair  tariff 
■pon  thcae  prodocta.  If  a  favorable  balance  of  trade  with  a  foreign 
country  may  be  considered  a  criterioa  or  meaaoreaent  of  the  tariff. 

coarr  cr  mooocnoH 
1.  Raw  material  costs:  The  costs  of  producing  fish  tn  Canada  approx- 
imates coeta  in  the  United  States.     Aa  ofllcfal  ooet  inreatlgation  by  the 
United  States  Tkriff  Commijmion  shows  the  difference  In  coat  of  prodae- 
tl<m  otf  haHtat  H  W  alMoat  uiL    WUk  respect  to  tnmk  nvmd  cod  tmt 
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hi  ddock  the  Canadian  Qoremment  fishery  statiRtics  show  that  the  Cana* 
lUin  fishermen  received  1.86  and  1.79  for  cod  and  haddock,  respectively 
In  1928,  whereas  the  Canadian  (JovernmeDr  report,  Pish,  Becord  oi 
Pjbllc  Sittings  11.'8,  May  10,  1^2!),  showed  that  it  cost  2.18  cents  per 
p<  und  to  land  cod  and  haddock.  We  find  that  the  Canadian  flaberraen 
must  haul  their  flab  from  their  Isolated  port  to  a  distributing  center 
aiid  that  such  costs  are  not  Included  in  tbe  original  price. 

Cost  of  raw  material  for  fillets  in  tbe  United  States  are  given  aa 
2.T5  cents  per  i>uund,  but  we  understand  that  this  factor  Includes  ele- 
ment of  profit  to  the  fishermen.  As  It  requires  about  2\i  pounda  of  fish 
t(  make  1  pound  of  fillets  the  Canadian  costs  are  5.45  cent  a  per  pound 
aiid  the  approximate  United  Statics  cost  are  6.87  cents  per  pound,  or  a 
d  fference  of  1.42  oenta  per  pound. 

2.  I^bor  and  atorage  costs :  Tbe  statement  has  been  made  to  us 
tiat  the  labor  and  cold-storage  costs  in  Canada  were  one-half  the  coi^ts 
111  tbe  United  States.  Upon  invcatigatioD,  we  find  that  tbe  storage 
costs  in  the  United  States  are  less  than  the  storage  costs  in  Canada  in 
8  X  of  tbe  principal  markets,  and  furthermore,  we  find  that  the  labor  cost 
p;r  pound  of  prw!ucing  fillets  in  the  United  States  and  in  Canada  was 
2  220  and  l.»70  cents  per  pound,  respectively. 

3.  Transportation  rates  :  VN'c  have  made  a  careful  study  of  the  tran;^ 
pjrtation  rates  between  the  principal  producing  centers  in  the  United 
States  (Boston)  and  Canada  < Halifax)  to  the  principal  consuming  mar- 
k>ts.  Tbe  eastern  markets  ore  protected  for  higher  transportation 
rites.  For  example,  it  costs  4.7  cents  pei  pound  more  to  ship  from 
I  allfax  to  Washington,  D.  C,  than  it  does  from  Boston  to  Washington, 
I.  C.  However,  in  the  western  markets  of  the  United  States,  we  find 
t  tat  Halifax  has  an  advantage  uf  about  two  one-btindredtha  of  a  ccut 
p?T  pound,  or  a  negllRlble  factor. 

WOlfKN'S   CI.CBS 

Attached  herewith  Is  a  partial  list  of  the  women's  clubs  of  the  United 
C  tatea  who  have  indorsed  a  fair  tariff  on  fish.  These  clubs  range  in 
cue  from  10  to  200  members  and  are  located  in  Maine,  Florida,  Call- 
ffmia,  Washington  State  and  in  about  16  other  States. 

MBMBsasBir  or  oca  coMMirm 

At  present  onr  committee  is  composed  of  more  than  250  bou^wires, 
liisinens,  professional,  social,  and  civic  leaders  who  are  presidents  or 
cfOcers  of  clubs  representing  more  tlian  l,r>00,000  women. 

Our  committee  was  formed  to  protect  the  American  housewife  and 
the  American  home  because  women  of  the  United  States  comprise  more 
tpan  80  per  cent  of  ultimate  buyers  of  foodslufTs. 

MiuNKus  oar  tub  nsH  tarifv  b>;soi:47Tiox 

Half  Century  Club,  I.  F.  Woodbary.  president,  New  York. 

Women's  RepuWlcnn  A.s»ociatlon  of  State  of  New  York,  Florence  O. 
I4uick,  recording  secretary ;  Sins.  William  Ouuuingbam  Story,  president, 
New  York. 

National  Patriotic  Builders  of  America  (Tnc),  Florence  O.  Fuick, 
recording  secretary;  Mrs.  William  Cunninpham  Story,  president;  New 
}|ork. 

Winchester  Woman's  Club,  Un.  Haller  Nuimelley.  pre.«idcnt,  Win- 
cfieBter,  Ky. 

Greenfield  Woman's  Club,  Vernle  Holt,  secreUry,  Greenfield,  Vt. 

Woman's  Community  Club,  Nellie  M.  Whitcoml»,  soc-retary  and  trea»- 
u^er.  East  Swanzet.  N.  U. 

Woman's  Community  Club,  KlBe  B.  French,  Helen  W.  Baker,  Win- 
t^rop.  Me. 

Tuesday  Mupi<al  Club,  Mrs.  J.  T.  Smith  (Mrs.  Bli  Hertzberg),  (presl- 
(%ut).  San  Antonio,  Tex. 

Tuesday  Musical  Club,  Mrs.  Ell  Hertiberg,  president,  San  Antonio, 
Tjex. 

Chaminade  Choral  Sodcty,  Mrs.  Robert  A.  Newman,  chairman,  San 
^ntoulo.  Tex. 

The  Tuesday  Club,  Myra  L.  Wells,  secretary.  Oakland,  Me. 

Conference  Club  of  New  York,  Kalberyn  K.  Hunt,  secretary,  New 
Itork. 

New  Century  Club.  Anna  Jeshin  Jones,  president,  Delmar,  Del 

Clio  Club,  Itegina  Melvald.  l^resco,  Iowa. 

Woman's  Club,  Mrs.  J.  A.  Nelson,  secretary,  Oakmont,  Pa. 

W^oman's  Club,  Mrs.  Verne  D.  Hawley,  corresponding  secretary,  Bar- 
rfngtou,  in. 

Woman's  Club,  Addie  M.  Wallace,  president,  Eaat  Hardwick,  Vt, 

Woman'-s  Club,  Minnie  Peck,  secretary,  Logan,  W.  Va. 

Dormont  New  Century  Club,  Mrs.  J.  N.  Young,  president,  Dormont,  Pa. 

Neighborly  Club.   Elizabeth  P.  Shaw,  secretary,  Norfolk,  Masa. 

M.  V.  2kL  Club,  Mary  Carter,  secretary,  Brewer,  Me. 

Soroaia,  Mrs.  Katherine  B.  Hall,  president,  Madison,  Me, 

Vulcjin  Women's  Club,  Olga  Bostiom,  secretary,  Norway,  Mich. 

Women's  Civic  League,  Mrs.  Fred  Burton,  president,  Galveston,  Tex. 

Women's  Club,  legislative  committee,  Carllnville,  111. 

Mother's  Club  of  Bayslde,  M.  B.  Schramm,  Bayside,  Long  Island.  N.  Y. 

Qoabbln  CTnb,  Anna  Rice  Knight,  secretary,  Eufleld,  Mass. 

AltruTlan  Club,  Helen  F.  Campbell,  president,  Sprlnicfleld,  Vt. 

Women's  Society,  Caledonian  Hospital,  iean  Isblster,  cotpesponding 
■Acreury,  Brooklyn,  N.  T. 
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Uplift  Clab,  Mrs.  Hurry  L.  Smith,  president,  MorrlarlUe,  Vt 

Timely  Aid  Society,  Mrs.  Nat  Slegal,  president;  Mrs.  Isldor  Ablea. 
secretary.  New  York  City. 

I'arents*  Club,  Public  School  No.  89  ((Joeens),  Llllle  J.  O'Hara,  secre- 
tary, KImhurst,  N.  Y. 

Woman's  Club,  Mrs.  Julia  A.  Blckford,  secretary,  Conway.  N.  H. 

Catholic  Woman's  Club  (Inc.),  Mrs.  T.  G.  McMabon,  president,  Utica, 

N.  Y. 

Woman's  Club,  Mrs.  Charles  B.  Fear,  president,  Mamaroneck,  N.  Y. 
Women's  Philharmonic  Society,  Kate  P.  Roberts,  secretary.  New  York 

City. 

Woman's  Club  of  Custard,  Irms   M.  Faunce,  corresponding  secretary, 

Tonkers.  N.  Y. 

Women's  Cirlc  Club,  Mrs.  G.  W.  Weston,  president,  New  Albany,  Ind. 

Woman's  Club.  Agnes  G.  Parcells,  corresponding  secretary,  VHilte  Bear 
Lake,  Minn. 

Sudbury  Woman's  Club,  Miss  Bmily  F.  WUUs,  president,  Sodbory, 
Mass. 

Study  Club,  Lottie  Munsell,  secretary.  Wells  River,  Vt. 

Sisterhood  of  Temple  Beth  Emetb,  Thereee  A.  Fraad,  secretary. 

Study  Club,  Angle  Mains,  secretary.  Mechanics  Falls,  Me. 

Home  Economics  Club  of  Milwaukee,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  Ella  R. 
Blrkhaeuser,  president. 

As-Hoclated  Women  Students,  Pullman,  Wash.,  Joan  Bailey,  president. 

Fitchburg  Woman's  Club,  Fltchburg,  Mass.,  Haxel  K.  Wellington, 
president. 

Glendora  Woman's  Club.  Glendora,  Calif.,  Ruth  P.  Kimball. 

New  Century  Club.  Mansfield,  Mass..  Mrs.  Fred  D.  Monbooae, 
■ecretary. 

United  States  Daughters  of  1812,  State  of  New  York,  Illon,  N.  Y., 
Mrs.  l<>ank  D.  Callan. 

Coeur  ITAlene  Woman's  Club,  Coeur  D'Alene,  Idaho,  Verna  Covenby, 
■ecretary. 

The  Woman's  Club  of  Seaside,  Seaside,  Oreg.,  Ethel  B.  Hayes, 
■ecrHary. 

Barrington  Woman's  Club,  Barrlngton,  lU.,  Mrs.  Verne  D.  Hawley, 
corresponding  secretary. 

West  Newbury  Woman's  Club  (Inc.),  West  Newbary,  Mass.,  Eva  O. 
Flook,  corresponding  secretary. 

Town  Improvement  Society,  Jackson,  Mich.,  Pauline  B.  Henry. 

Sanger vl lie  Women's  Club,  Saugervllle.  Me..  Lulu  D.  Carr. 

Woman's  Civic  Club,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  Mrs.  Blanche  Hogne,  secretary. 

Colony  Club,  9114  Two  hundred  and  twelfth  Street,  Queens,  N.  Y.,  Mrs. 
Barsb  A.  Sprlngmeyer.  president. 

Pengrove  Women's  Club,  Mary  8.  Martin,  secretary. 

New  Orleans  Progressive  (Mvic  Association,  New  Orleans,  La.,  Mra. 
Bdna  Pilsbury. 

Washington  Heights  Woman's  Club  (Inc.),  Caroline  H.  Wilson,  cor- 
responding secretary,  New  York  City. 

Woman's  Club.  Mrs.  C.  M.  Bills,  president,  Somert.  Conn. 

Key  We»t  Woman's  Club,  Q.  Roberts,  corresponding  secretary.  Key 
West,  Fla. 

I'rinceton  WooMin's  Club,  Mrs.  I.  H.  Fry,  president,  Princeton.  W.  Va. 

Browning  Club,  Nellis  C  Williams,  secretary.  South  Easton,  Mass. 

Pekln  Woman's  Club,  Florence  M.  Stickley.  corresponding  secretary. 

Woman's  Club.  K.  W.  MacKenxle,  Norwl<A,  Vt. 

Outlook  Club,  Mr.  O.  F.  Edmunds,  president,  Bristol.  Vt. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Majwachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor permit  an  inquiry? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Of  course. 

Mr.  WALiSH  of  Massachusetts.  In  this  bill  there  la  a  pro- 
▼iBlon  that  filleted  fish  shall  bear  a  duty  of  2V4  cents  a  pound. 
That  Is  the  present  law,  and  no  change  is  proposed.  It  is 
filleted  fish  that  the  people  consume  largely.  It  is  for  the  pur- 
pose of  helping  the  filleting  industry  that  this  seasonal  duty 
on  fretih  fish  is  reduced.  If  tlie  Senator  is  to  be  consistent,  and 
if  he  succeeds  in  defeating  this  amendment— which  I  h<H)e  will 
not  hapijen— he  will,  of  course,  move  to  reduce  the  duty  upon 

filleted  fish.  ,         ...... 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  do  intend,  at  the 
proper  time,  to  ask  for  that  reduction  in  the  duty  on  filleted 
fish. 

Unfortunately,  that  is  not  before  ns.  and  can  not  be  amended 
under  the  rules.    May  I  ask  the  Senator  if  that  Is  not  a  fact? 

Mr.  "WALSH  of  Massachu.setts.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Therefore  I  wanted  to  make  my  plea  for 
the  American  housewife  when  I  had  an  opportunity  to  do  It. 
The  Senator  has  pointed  out  the  place  where  it  is  most  appro- 
priate. I  have  no  enthusiasm  over  this  amendment,  I  have  said 
twice,  but  it  has  given  me  the  opportunity  to  Impress  upon  the 
Senate  the  Importance  of  giving  consideration  to  the  American 
home. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want 
to  prolong  the  discussion,  because  I  know  how  anxious  SenatcH's 
are  to  expedite  business,  especially  in  connection  with  this  sched- 
ule. l)nt  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  New 


York  to  the  fact  that  we  have  been  placing  dutiet  on  a  large 
number  of  articles  where  the  importaUoos  are  very  insignificant^ 
one  half  of  1  per  cent,  1  per  cent,  2  per  cent,  or  3  per  cent  ot 
dwnestic  consumption.  The  statistics  show  that  20  per  cent  of 
the  domestic  consumption  of  this  article  la  imported  now,  with 
a  rate  of  1  cent  a  pound  imposed.  Yet  it  is  proposed  further  to 
add  to  the  burden  of  the  fishing  industry,  the  men  who  go.  out 
to  sea  and  fish,  and  supply  us  with  sea  food ;  it  is  further  pro- 
posed now  to  reduce  that  rate,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  they 
are  competing  now,  with  a  20  per  cent  volume  of  Imports. 

The  clause  "  othe*  fish  not  specially  provided  for,  1  cent  per 
pound  "  includes  lake  fish  and  sea  fish.  The  chief  varletle*  of 
fish  Included  in  this  clause  are  cod  and  haddock,  the  dcnnestic 
production  being  over  100,000,000  pounds  of  both  these  varieties. 
The  next  variety  of  importance  includes  herring,  lake  trout, 
hake,  and  pollock  that  average,  respectively,  production  between 
ten  antl  twenty  million  pounds.  The  value  of  all  fish  annually 
caught  under  this  clause  is  $14,379,000,  or  in  pounds.  318.687.000 
pounds.  The  Imports  are  20  per  cent,  namely,  64,434,643  in  1928. 
In  view  of  the  domestic  catch  It  seems  to  me,  upon  its  very 
face,  to  indicate  that  instead  of  reducing  the  duty  of  1  cent  per 
pound  an  increase  might  well  be  urged. 

As  indicative  of  the  tendency  toward  increasing  the  Imports, 
the  percentage  of  Imports  to  the  domestic  catch  was  18  per  cent 
in  1927  and  increased  to  20  per  cent  In  1928. 

It  seems  to  me  very  evident  that  the  lowering  of  this  duty 
during  the  season  from  October  1  to  May  1  from  1  cent  per  poond 
to  one-half  c«it  per  pound  may  result  in  greatly  impeding,  even 
actually  destroying,  the  domestic  ibih  industry  dealing  in  this 
variety  of  fish. 

Another  objection  to  this  amendment  is  the  fact  that  the  very 
period  named  is  the  most  objectionable  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  domestic  fish  industry  in  that  it  is  the  very  period  when  the 
largest  fish  impoits  come  into  the  country ;  and,  of  coarse,  this 
provision  would  permit  tbe  storing  of  fish  caught  at  other  sea- 
sons and  shifH^ed  into  this  country  when  the  duty  was  lower.  A 
table  prepared  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  whidi  shows  that  o< 
the  total  cod,  haddock,  hake,  and  pollock,  94.21  per  cent  was 
Imported  during  this  period,  and  that  of  all  the  imports  of  fish 
included  in  this  rate,  the  Imports  were  66.78  per  cent  of  the 
entire  imports. 

Difference  in  cost  tn  catching  flsh  In  Canada  and  in  domestic 
waters  <?an  be  Judged  only  by  the  price  that  the  fishermen  get 
In  different  countries,  since  the  Tariff  Commission  made  no 
study  of  the  variety  of  the  fish  now  under  consideratlcm.  They 
have  made  studies,  howevcf,  of  the  lake  flsh  Included  In  this 
clause,  but  not  the  sea  flsh.  That  study  shows  that  in  eveiy 
instance  a  1-cent  duty  did  not  ev«i  make  up  for  the  differences  in 
cost  of  production  in  the  two  countries,  owing  to  different  stand- 
ards of  livlnjr,  different  scale  of  wages  paid  the  fishermen,  and 
differences  in  the  cost  of  freezing.  See  Tariff  Information  Series 
No.  36,  published  in  1927,  on  Lake  Fish,  vrhich  sets  forth  this 
information,  pages  28,  41,  40,  56,  60.  74,  79,  84,  87. 

It  is  fair  to  assume  that  if  an  investigation  had  been  made 
of  sea  fl.^h  included  In  this  clause,  the  same  differences  would  be 
found  In  cost  of  pnxiuction.  All  the  evidence  indicates  that  if 
protection  Is  Justified  for  any  industry,  certainly  the  present 
protective  duty  should  be  retained.  I  urge  the  rejection  of  the 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  my  friend  from  Mas* 
sachusetts.  The  only  interest  I  have  In  this  discussion  is  the 
welfare  of  the  American  people.  What  a  man  is  depends  on 
what  he  eats,  and  unless  we  can  make  available  to  the  families 
of  the  poor  wholesome  and  nourishing  food  we  are  not  doing 
our  duty  as.  legislators,  and  our  Government  has  become  Im- 
potent. 

So  far  as  this  amendment  is  concerned,  I  am  indifferent  to 
its  fate,  but  I  am  not  indifferent  to  the  effect  this  bill  will  have 
when  all  the  paragraphs  are  put  into  effect  and  to  what  they 
will  do  to  the  American  housewife. 

We  can  not  afford  to  disrepard  the  homes.  We  can  not  afford 
to  disregard  the  nourishment  of  the  children  of  the  Utilted 
States.  The  future  of  our  cotmtry  depends  upon  their  welfare. 
So  far  as  this  amendment  Is  concerned,  I  do  not  care  30  cents 
for  what  happens  to  it,  but  I  do  want  Senators,  if  I  can  gain 
their  attention  for  a  single  moment,  to  bear  in  mind  that  we 
have  another  problem  besides  farm  relief;  we  have  cottage 
relief:  we  have  home  relief;  we  have  the  welfare  of  the  women 
and  children  of  this  country,  as  well  as  of  the  men,  to  con^der. 
I  trust  that  in  passing  upon  these  various  amendments  Senators 
will  not  lose  sight  of  the  need  of  those  who  live  in  the  homes  of 
the  poor. 
The  VICE  PBBSIDEINT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 
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Tbe  nt'xt  anuMitlramt  wan,  on  rage  128,  line  17.  Irfter  tbe 
word  "miialted."  to  strike  out  tiie  colon  aiid  "Ck)d,  haddock, 
hake,  pollock,  and  cask.  2</6  eeuta  per  pouad ;  other  fish,"  so  as 
to  read : 

it)   Fl«h.  dried  And  unnalted,  1%  cents  p«r  pound. 

The  amHudmeut  wa-s  rejet'ted. 

The  uext  amcndiiMiut  was.  on  page  129,  line  10,  before  the 
wordM  "  per  pound,"  to  strike  uat  "  1%  centH  "  and  insert  "  1% 
centR."  Ml  •«  to  reed : 

Pit.  719  Fish,  pickled  or  salted  (except  llab  packed  In  oU  or  In  oil 
aad  oth<>r  lotwtaarcM  and  cxrepc  ftah  packt^  in  air-tigbt  eontainen 
wHcblnx  vlcli  th«>tr  eonten':s  not  more  tban  IS  pounds  oacta/: 

(1)  8alB<>a.  25  per  cent  ad  valor>>in. 

(2)  Cod.  haddock,  bake,  pollock,  and  coak.  neither  Bklnaed  nor  boned 
(weept  that  tba  vertebral  column  may  be  naiored).  1^  centu  per 
pouad  when  contain Inc  not  more  tban  43  per  cent  •(  moiature  bj 
wlCht. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  frpm  Ttah  what  the  debate  in  the  committee  was  ahont 
thfii  particular  amendment,  and  what  Is  the  view  of  the  chair- 
man  of  the  committee  reRardlnc  the  rate  which  has  been  fixed? 
Does  thia  go  liack  to  the  1922  rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  rate  in  the  act  of  1922  is  IM  centa  a 
pound,  just  the  same  as  the  committee  recommended  to  the 
Senate. 

TIte  VICE  PKE8IDENT.  The  qnesUon  la  on  agreeing  to  the 
aBtendment 

Tlie  amendment  waa  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  129,  line  12,  where  the 
committee  proposed  to  strike  out  "  1^  "  iiud  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  "  tknee-foartha."  so  as  to  read : 

(2)  Cod,  haddoek,  hake.  polNKk.  and  conk,  neith^  skinned  nor  boned 
(HK^pt  that  the  Tert»*ral  colnnin  may  be  removed),  I'i  cents  per 
parand  when  contalnlnx  not  m<>r«  than  4S  per  rent  of  moiittare  by 
weight,  and  three-fonrth*  of  1  ront  per  ponntl  when  containing  mere 
than  49  per  cent  of  mtrtattire  by  weight. 

Mr.  rOPELAND.  Mr.  PreKi<lent.  may  I  ask  the  same  ques- 
Uua  aa  to  tliia?    Is  that  the  rate  in  the  act  of  1922? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tlie  rate  in  the  act  of  1922  was  l\i  cents;  the 
HoQ.<«e  imposed  a  rate  of  1%,  and  the  Senate  committee  reduced 
it  to  thnKHjuarters  of  a  cent. 

Mr.  COPBLAND.    This  is  under  the  rate  In  existing  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  under  the  rate  In  exij^tlng  law. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  am«idment  was,  on  page  129,  line  16,  before  the 
words  "  per  pound,"  to  strike  out  "  2^^  cents "  and  Insert  **2 
cents,**  so  as  to  read  : 

(8)  Cod,  haddock,  bate,  pollock,  and  cuak,  akiuaed  or  honed,  whether 
•r  net  dried.  3  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  COPELANT).     What  nbont  this  rate? 

Mr.  8M(X>T.  The  rate  in  the  act  of  1922  was  2%  cents;  the 
tlouse  Imported  a  rate  of  2Vj  cents,  and  the  Senate  committee 
iWnced  it  to  J  cents. 

The  amendment  wns  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  |ta^  129.  line  16.  before  tiie 
word  *•  herring, "  to  strike  out  "  sea,"  so  as  to  read : 

(4>  Herring  and  mackerel,  whether  or  not  boned,  in  bulk  or  in  imme- 
diate containers  W'*lgbing  with  their  contents  morp  than  Ifi  pound:* 
each,  1  cent  per  pound  net  weight ;  in  immediate  containers  (not  air- 
tight) weigliinK  with  their  content*  not  more  tban  15  pouuds  each,  t:5 
per  cent  ad  Talorem. 

The  amentlment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  rtmeiidm<'nt  was,  on  page  IHO,  line  10,  l)efore  the 
word  "  herring,"  to  strike  out  "  sea,"  so  as  to  reud : 

Paa.  720.  (a)  Fish,  smoked  or  kippered  (except  flab  packed  in  oJI  or 
la  oil  aad  other  aubatancea  and  except  tkih  packed  in  air-tight  contalDera 
weiKblnK  with  their  contents  nut  more  than  15  pounds  each>  : 

(1)  SahBoo.  2S  per  cent  ad  ralorem. 

(2)  UerrlBg,  whek  or  beheaded,  but  aot  further  advanced,  1^ 
eeats  per  peond. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  1,30.  line  12,  before  the 
word  *•  herring."  to  strike  out  "  sea,"  so  as  to  read : 

<3)  Herring.  eTiacerated,  split,  skiunfsl.  boned,  or  divided  Into  por- 
ttena,  3  cvnta  per  pound. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  135,  paragraph  738,  line 
11,  where  the  committee  proposscd  to  strike  out  "  6  ccuta  "  and 
feMert  **  8  cents."  ao  as  to  read : 

Vlaecar.  8  centa  per  proof  galloa. 
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\  r.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  how  much  vinegar  do  we 
immrt,  ma.v  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

ilr.  .SM(K)T.     The  imports  were  274,1G!J  gallons  last  year. 

Mr.  (X)PELAND.    That  was  of  malt  viue^far,  was  it  not? 

ilr.  SMOf^T.  Yes;  nearly  all  of  malt  vinegar.  It  came  from 
Spain  and  tlie  United  Kingdom. 

T  le  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

T  le  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

T  M»  next  amendment  of  tlie  committee  was,  on  page  135,  line 
14.  >aragraph  739,  to  strike  out  the  words  "and  lemont<  "  and  to 
iosf  rt  the  words  "  lemons,  and  other  fruit " ;  on  line  16,  after 
the  word  "candiel,"  to  Insert  the  words  "crystallized,  or 
glacJ";  on  line  17,  after  the  word  "peel."  to  strike  ont  the 
wor  Is  ••  candled  or "  ttrul  to  insert  the  words  **  candied,  crys- 
tall]  zed,  or  glac^,"  so  as  to  read  : 

Pj  b.  739.  Orange,  grapefruit,  lemon,  and  other  fruit  peel,  cmde, 
drliK  ,  or  in  brine,  2  wnts  per  pound ;  candied,  crystallized,  or  glac^  or 
otb*  -wise  prepared  or  preserved.  8  centa  per  pound;  citrons  or  citron 
peel,  candled,  crystalllxed,  or  g1ac4,  or  otherwise  prepared  or  preserved, 
6  cents  per  pound. 

T  le  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

T  le  uext  amendment  was,  in  paragraph  740,  page  13u,  line  20, 
fter  the  word  "  brine,"  to  insert  the  words   '  and  fig  paste,'  so 
ti>  read : 

P,  iB.  740.  Plga,  frenh,  dried,  or  in  brine,  and  flg  paste,  6  cents  per 
pom  id ;  prepared  or  prenerved,  not  srpeclaMy  provided  for,  40  per  cent  ad 
valo'em. 

i  r.  COPELAXD.  Mr.  President,  does  the  fact  that  this 
anitndment  has  been  oCfered  make  it  proiMjr  to  propose  a  substi- 
tute for  tlie  paragraph? 

ki.  SMOOT.  Not  at  tills  time.  1  wi&h  to  say  that  this 
am<  iidment  as  to  flg  paste  is  simply  to  prevent  a  .situation  that 
woild  dcve;t^  or  could  develop.  If  we  did  not  have  fig  paste 
tak<m  care  of  here  at  the  same  ad  valorem  rate,  flg  paste  could 
l>e  !  hipped  in.     So  the  clarifying  amendment. 

air.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  am  entirely  unwilling,  U 
I  ctn  prevent  it,  to  have  dried  figs  taxed  at  5  ceutii  per  iiound. 
It  ii)  entirely  proper,  as  I  view  it.  tiiat  fresh  fl^  and  those  in 
briue  and  perhaps  fig  paste — I  am  not  informed  as  to  the  last 
mat  erial — should  be  given  protection  of  5  cents  a  pound,  but  it 
is  a  )surd  to  place  a  tax  u\x)u  drie<l  figs  of  5  cents  u  pound. 

y\  r.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

^  r.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

\r.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  must  n'alize  that  If  we  did  not 
have  dried  figs  covered  in  this  paragraph  frerdi  figs  would  never 
be  Hhipix'd  in;  the  importers  would  have  them  all  dried  and  ship 
theii  in  dried.  Therefore  we  include  the  words  "  flfrs,  fresh, 
dritd,  or  in  brina"  If  "dried  or  in  brine"  were  not  included. 
l>ar  ictUarly  tlie  word  "  dried,"  of  course  there  would  be  no  fresh 
figs  shipped  in ;  the  figs  would  all  be  .shipped  In  dried.  That  is 
the  condition  existing  under  the  present  law. 

Mr.  C(^PELAND.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  wish  to 
nttanipt  to  convince  me  that  if  we  discriminated  Iwtween  dried 
and  fresh  figs  there  would  then  lie  brought  hi  from  abroad  more 
dru  d  figs  to  take  the  place  of  those  now  consumed  as  frv^h  figs? 

1  r.  SM<X>T.  It  is  very  difficult.  Indeed,  to  import  fresh  flgs. 
In  act,  there  are  very  few  imi)orted.  I  doubt  whether  the  fig- 
ure! as  to  the  amount  are  kept  by  the  Trea.sury  I>epartinent 
Mtwt  of  these  articles  come  in  either  in  paste,  or  fresh,  or  In 
brii  e. 

1  r.  COPELAND.  There  are  figs  raised  in  Mexico,  are  there 
not 

\  r.  SilOOT.     Not  to  any  extent ;  very  few. 

ii  r.  COPELAND.  Figs  could  be  put  in  brine  and  brciuglit  In 
and  then  processed  and  sold  in  those  neat  little  glass  cans  for 
use  as  dessert  on  Pullman  cjirs  and  in  the  Senate  re*<taurant, 
couj«l  they  not? 

3k  r.  SMOOT.    They  bring  them  In  dried  rather  than  In  bilne. 

1  r.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a  fact  alxiut  dried 
flgs  The  only  place  where  dried  flgs  are  produced  In  the  United 
Sta  es  is  Califcrnia.  Most  of  our  figs  come  from  Smyrna.  I.Ast 
yea-  we  imported  over  20,(X)0  short  tons,  while  our  production 
of  J  imericau  dried  flgs  was  about  3,(X)0  tons. 

T  [)  give  a  background  to  what  I  have  to  say,  let  uie  tell  the 
SeoAtor  this,  that  these  «Jried  figs  are  used  in  making  what  are 
knotvu  as  flg  uewtoua,  a  layer  of  fig  paste  baked  in  an  envelope 
of  1  iscuit. 

hy  the  wa>',  that  makes  me  think — may  I  ask  the  Senator 
fron  Utah  whether  the  fig  paste  c-an  be  usetl  In  exactly  the 
saui  e  way  the  dried  fig  is  used  in  the  making  of  tliese  fig  new- 
ton  ?    I  wish  we  had  a  dietitian  here  to  give  us  a  little  advice. 

li  r.  SMOOT.    It  ia  fig  paste  that  ia  used  for  that  purpose. 
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Mr.  COPELAND.    Where  is  flg  paste  provided  for  under  the  ] 
present  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  faUs  in  paragraph  750  of  the  existing  law. 
Mr.  COPELAND.    What  is  the  diffen^nce  in  money  between 
35  per  cent  on  tig  iwiste  and  5  centa  a  pound? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  notice  In  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Iuf(^mation 
that  the  price  is  not  given,  so  I  can  not  tell  the  Senator. 

Mr.  COI'ELAND.  Five  cents  a  pound  is  considerably  more 
than  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  SMtM^T.     I  should  think  it  woold  be  a  slight  Increase. 
Mr.  COPEaJ^.ND.     Then  1  am  clear  ab«tut  the  luatter.     The 
fig  paste  can  l>e  used  for  tlie  same  purpose  that  the  dried  flg  Is 
u-sed  for. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  dried  flg  is  ground  up  to  make  the  flg 
paste.  I  do  not  quite  understand  what  tlie  Senator  meant  by 
the  statement  be  just  made. 

Mr.  COPEI^ND.  What  I  mean  to  say  is  that  I  have  a  very 
proper  grievance  now  against  the  amendment  l)ecau9e  it  is 
apiiarent  that  if  a  rate  of  5  cents  a  pound  is  placed  on  flg  paste, 
it  is  going  to  materially  increase  the  price  of  the  fig  biscuits 
which  are  sold  to  the  [people. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  doubt  very  much  whether  the  ultimate  con- 
sumer will  pay  any  more  tlian  he  is  paying  now — I  mean  th»>se 
who  buy  ut  retail. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  According  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  the 
ultimate  consumer  never  gets  the  effect  of  the  tariff! 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Sometime.*  he  does  luid  sometimes  he  does  not. 
Mr.  CtU'ELAND.  Almost  always  he  does.  I  would  not  want 
any  man  to  challenge  my  intelligence  to  the  extent  of  trying  to 
make  me  think  that  a  tariff  does  not  increase  the  price  to  the 
ojnsnmer.  Of  course  it  does.  Who  can  question  that?  If 
there  is  any  legitimate  reason  for  imposing  u  tariff,  I  tiave  no 
objection  even  though  the  consumer  does  pay  more;  but  here 
we  have  an  examjJe  of  the  absurdity  of  It.  The  junior  Senator 
from  California  [Mr.  SnoKxaiDGE]  Is  smiling  and  will  be  on  his 
feet  In  a  moment  to  tell  about  the  wonderful  figs  grown  In  Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  was  going  to  say  that  those  flgs  rals^ed 
in  Texas,  for  the  moment,  perhaps,  are  jui?t  as  good  as  those 
we  ral.se  in  California. 

Mr.  CONTS'ALLY.     TNTiy  use  the  word  "perhaps"? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Chair  desires  to  announce  that 
Senators  must  not  Interrupt  without  addressing  the  Cliair  and 
getting  piTiuIssion.     The  Chair  Ls  not  going  to  have  the  rule 
read  now.  but  will  do  so  If  it  is  not  strictly  observed. 

Mr.  COPEI.AND.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  flgs  grown  in 
Texax  are  just  as  good  as  those  grown  in  California.  I  have 
no  objection  to  a  5-c^nt  tariff  on  the  fresh  flg  or  the  flg  In  sirup, 
which  Is  the  .sort  of  fig  rai.sed  In  Texas  and  the  kind  which  can 
be  su(x?es'-'fully  merchandised  from  California.  If  that  Is  not 
satisfactory.  I  shall  be  glad  to  agree  to  a  little  more,  because 
it  Is  a  luxury.  It  is  only  the  people  who  can  imy  the  extra 
fare  on  a  Pullman  car  who  can  buy  these  flgs,  or  those  who 
have  an  enormous  salary  like  a  Uniteti  States  Senator,  because 
I  have  noticed  occa.'-ionally  Senators  Indulging  In  eating  tigs  in 
sirup  at  25  cents  for  three  figs. 

The  dried  flg  produced  in  America  is  unsuited  for  the  use  to 
which  I  have  alluded.  The  flg  raised  in  California  has  a  dls- 
eJise  known  ns  endosepsis.  It  is  not  suited  for  drying.  It  Is  not 
suited  for  making  into  a  paste.  If  there  were  a  tax  of  80  cents 
placed  upon  dried  flgs,  there  would  l>e  no  demand  for  the  dried 
flg  from  (California,  because  It  is  absolutdy  unsuited  for  use  in 
pastry. 

Mr.  President,  once  more  I  say  that  I  am  simply  re[)resentlng 
the  American  housewife.  I  am  trying  to  keep  the  l>iil  within 
reas«>n.  I  am  trying  to  keep  from  it  the  criticisms  which  are 
bound  to  be  passed  ujion  it  by  the  American  i>eople  when  they 
come  to  pay  far  more  for  all  the  nei-cssiiies  of  life  than  they 
are  imylng  at  the  present  time.  What  is  the  use  of  loading  the 
bill  up  with  amendments  to  cover  products  which  will  not  l»e 
beneflie<l  at  all  by  this  particular  addition  to  the  bill?  I  hope 
the  amendment  of  t|ie  committee  will  be  reje<"ted. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  Pri'sldent,  I  want  to  apologize  to  the 
Chair  for  interrupting  a  moment  ago  without  flrst  obtaining 
recognition.  The  Senator  from  California  fMr.  ShokthitiokI  hi 
a  burst  of  unusual  generosity  had  just  remarked  that  Texas 
pr<Hluce<l  as  goo«l  figs  as  California,  and  then  atlded  n  destruc- 
tive "  perhaps,"  and  on  the  impulse  of  that  remark  I  rose  and 
interjected,  without  deferring  to  the  Chair  as  I  should,  and  I 
want  to  make  amends  in  this  way. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  in  my  remai-ks 

the  word  "  perhaps  "  be  stricken  out  of  the  Recobo. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  Is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CONNALLY..    Mr.  President,  1  shaU  have  to  object  to 

that,  because  I  do  not  want  to  mar  the  999.99  per  cent  batting 
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average  that  has  been  attained  by  the  Senator  from  CaHfomla. 
I  am  sure  that  if  it  appeared  anywhere  in  tite  Rbcobo  that  he 
had  in  a  moment  of  Inadvertence  made  an  admission  that  any 
piaoe  on  earth  there  is  produced  anything  comparable  to  that 
which  is  produced  in  California,  his  record  would  be  seriously 
besmircheil,  so  I  insist  upon  the  remark  standing. 

Mr.  ASUURST.  Mr.  President,  at  that  point  may  I  be  per- 
mitted to  state  that  If  It  should  happen  to  be  anything  whick 
CJalifcM-nla  does  not  la-odnce,  she  tak«M  It  from  Arixona. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  from  Arizona  suggests  that 
California  has  been  guilty  of,  shall  we  say.  i^lferlng,  or,  to  uae 
a  euphemism,  appropriating?  At  any  rate,  I  hope  the  committee 
amendment  will  be  retained  as  to  fig  paste  carrying  a  rate  of 
5  cents,  the  same  rate  that  is  carried  for  fresh  figs.  It  is  true 
there  is  quite  a  fig  Industry  developing  along  the  (lulf  coast.  I 
h(q:)c  it  will  not  put  California  out  of  business,  but  at  the  same 
time  we  do  not  want  to  crash  California  and  go  down  with  her 
in  the  cataclysm  that  will  occur  if  this  rate  to  not  retained  as 
it  is  fixed  in  tlie  House  provision. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts,  Mr.  Presi.U^nt,  I  desire  to 
call  attention  to  the  rapidity  and  extent  to  which  these  rates 
have  and  are  being  increased.  By  tlie  act  of  1922  a  duty  on  fl«», 
fre«Ii,  dried,  or  In  brine,  was  fixed  at  2  cents  per  iwund ;  pre- 
IHircfl  or  preserved,  35  per  cent  a<l  vaKirem.  In  the  bill  which 
is  before  us  the  House  fixed  a  rat*  on  &g»,  fresh,  dried,  or  in 
brine,  of  5  cents  per  pound,  an  increase  of  160  per  cent ;  pre- 
pared oc  iweserred,  not  specially  provided  for,  40  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  an  increase  over  the  preMent  law  which  fixes  a  rate 
of  lio  Iter  cent  ad  valorem. 

I  simply  want  the  Record  to  show  the  excessive  jump  la  the 
duties  upon  this  product.  What  is  true  of  the  particular  iirod- 
uct  under  discussion  is  true  of  practically  every  item  In  this  bill 
relating  to  citrus  fruits,  nuts,  and  other  edibles  produced  In 
California.  The  Increases,  it  seems  to  me,  are  indefensible.  I 
recogniie  that  the  Senate  Committee  ou  Finance  in  this  instance 
merely  approved  of  the  House  rates,  and  therefore  there  is  at 
this  stage  of  proceediii£s  no  o{iportunity  to  produce  them.  1  am 
fu.ly  Informed  as  to  the  temper  of  this  bo<ly,  and  I  therefore 
realize  the  uselessuess  of  attempting  to  reiluce  those  rates  or. 
indeed,  anytliing  In  the  agricultural  schedule.  But  I  do  call 
public  attention  to  the  fact  that  of  all  of  the  agricultural  rates 
the  cltms-frult  rates  seem  to  be  the  highest,  and  they  are 
effective  duties  in  the  sc-hedule  that  every  man,  woman,  and 
child  will  pay.  We  must  Import  these  prodvcts  to  meet  our 
consumption.  The  duty  will  have  to  be  imld,  because  tlie 
domestic  production  is  not  sufficient  to  supply  the  demand. 
Mr.  TRAMMELL  and  Mr.  COPELAND  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massochu- 
setts  yield ;  and  If  so.  to  whom? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  If  he  knows,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  that  when  we  have  a  duty  of  1  c^it  a  ixnind, 
for  Instance,  on  dtrus  fruit,  oranges,  and  grapefruit,  which 
wonid  amount  to  80  or  90  cents  a  crate,  that  even  In  the  market 
grapefruit  and  oranges  sell  for  less  than  the  cost  of  production? 
In  other  words,  80  cents  a  crate  on  those  fruits  does  not  jaro- 
tect  the  grower  against  lof^ses  in  many  instances. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  said  yesterday,  when  I 
had  the  privilege  and  honor  of  addressing  the  S<'nate  for  a 
brief  time,  that  1  consider  the  agricultural  problem  In  this 
country  which  is  the  most  pressing  is  the  cost  of  transportation. 
The  freight  rate  on  grapefruit  shipped  from  Florida  to  Wash- 
ington is  almost  as  muc^  as  the  prodxicer  obtains.  Am  I  correct  ? 
Mr.  TRAMMELL.  That  is  quite  a  problem;  but  at  the  same 
time,  of  course,  the  producer  has  it  to  contend  with,  and  until 
we  get  rid  of  that  proWem  we  6o  not  want  the  dtrus-fmit 
iiKlustry  destroyed  entirely. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  dtrus  or  the  general 
agricultural  Indmitry,  in  my  opinion,  will  never  be  prosperous, 
no  matter  how  hl0i  the  tariff  may  be.  no  matter  how  many 
millions  of  dollars  are  exi)ended  for  relief,  until  there  is  met 
and  solved  the  question  of  exceseive  transportation  costs;  and, 
secondly,  the  unjustifiable,  Indefensible  spread  l>etweeii  the  pro- 
ducer and  the  cocisumer  who  eats  the  dtms  fruit  and  other 
farm  pro<luct8  at  his  table. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  That  Is  a  great  problem  in  connection  with 
the  Industry. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  tlie  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  if  he  knows  any  way  by  which  we  could  get 
Senators  to  have  a  record  vote  on  the  various  items  which  have 
to  do  witli  the  increase  in  the  cost  of  production? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu.setts.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
frankly  tliat  I  have  recognized  the  fact  for  some  days  that  the 
Senate  has  determined  to  increase  all  duties  upon  agricultural 
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rates,  and  that  no  matter  what  tb«  erldence  maj  be  as  to  in- 
creased oo8t8  to  tlie  pablic  or  a»  to  imports  and  exports.  It  will 
not  prevent  farorable  action  without  a  record  rote. 

Mr.  COPKLAND.  A  conTlctlon  of  that  sort,  as  I  see  it,  is  one 
that  would  make  ns  willing  to  hare  the  Rzcobd  show  how  we 
Tote. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  the  Senator  is  rery 
effectirelj  showing:  that  be  is  protesting,  and  I,  in  my  bumble 
way.  am  trying  to  nbow  to  the  consumers  of  the  country  what 
in  haplTnIng  h<'re  anil  to  what  extent  the  consumers'  bill  for 
farm  [>ri<duots  and  edibles  is  to  be  increased  by  these  outragei^tis 
Increases. 

Mr.  HARBISON  rose. 

ICr.  WALSH  of  Ifassadinsetts.  I  had  hoped  that  we  could 
convert  the  Senator  from  Misidsfiippt  to  our  views,  and  I  expect 
before  we  get  through  the  schedule  to  hear  him  make  some 
powerful  speeches— «s  he  can — asking  for  a  reduction  In  many 
of  the  agrkmltural  rates. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  If  the  Senator  will  benr  with  me  Just  a 
moment,  doeti  he  feel  hk  lonesome  as  I  do  this  morning? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  got  a  little  comfort  in  the 
▼ote  for  the  duty  on  flsh,  so  I  am  not  quite  as  lonesome.  I 
think  befor*'  the  day  is  over  the  plory  of  that  little  victory  will 
have  diminished  because  of  the  avalanche  of  Increased  rates 
OB  foi>d  products  being  voted  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  Prerfdent 

Mr.  FLRT('HER.     Mr.  President,  may  I  interrupt  the  Senator? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mnwachnsetb*.  I  will  very  cheerfully  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Florida  after  I  shall  have  yielded  to  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Will  not  the  Senator  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma8sachnAett.<(.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi 
is  always  gracious  and  indulgent.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Florida. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  With  regard  to  the  increase  on  citrus 
fruits.  I  invite  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  bill 
does  not  increase  the  duties  on  oranges  and  grapefruit.  The 
Senate  Finance  Committee  proposes  a  reduction  on  grapefruit. 
The  rate  now  on  oranges  and  grapefruit  is  1  cent  a  pound,  and 
has  been  that  for  years  and  years. 

Mr.  W.\I>SH  of  Massachusetts.  There  Is  an  increase  on 
lemons. 

Mr.  F'LETCHER.  There  is  an  increase  proposed  on  lemons, 
but  as  to  oranges  and  grapefruit  there  is  none  proposed. 

Mr.  WAIJSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  incTease<l  duty  on  lemons 
is  not  defensible. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Yes.  We  wlU  soon  reach  the  item  of 
lemons  and  I  shall  then  t>e  glad  to  discuss  it. 

Mr.  WAI.^H  of  Massachusetts.  I  now  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wanted  to  inter- 
rupt the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  to  say  that  the  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  CopklaivdI,  who  has  been  so  diligent  and 
so  persistent  this  morning  in  opposition  to  some  of  these  in- 
creased rates,  was  equally  as  diligent  and  persistent  before  the 
Committee  on  Finance  when  these  matters  were  l)eing  consid- 
ered. I  have  never  known  a  man  to  be  more  painstaking  in  try- 
ing to  take  care  of  the  interests  of  his  particular  consumers  in 
New  York  City.  He  was  before  our  committee  day  in  and  day 
out.  speaking  as  long  as  he  has  spoken  in  the  Senate  in  opposi- 
tion to  these  rates.  He  has  certainly  demonstrated  his  opposi- 
tion to  them,  whether  he  gets  a  roll  call  on  the  items  or  not. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Before  yielding  the  floor  I 
desire  to  request  that  I  be  permitted  to  insert  in  the  Rkc-ord  In 
connection  with  the  paragraphs  we  have  acted  upon  this  morn- 
ing and  those  upon  which  we  voted  last  night  some  briefs  pre- 
pared by  me  and  a  summary  of  information  showing  the  im- 
ports and  exports  and  other  facts,  the  increases  made  by  the 
House  over  the  present  law,  and  the  increases  proposed  to  be 
made  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  over  the  rates  in  the 
House  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  matto*  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

Bbisv  bt  SBSAToa  Wauih  of  Massachcsbtts  on  Paragkaph  740 — Fios 

Piss:  Fresh  dzled.  or  In  brioe.  also  prepared  or  preserved  in  anj 
■MBner. 

Act  of  1022:  Doty  on  fresh  dried  or  la  brine,  2  cedts  per  pound; 
prepared  or  preaerved,  SS  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Houae  bOl  .  Fresh  dried  or  In  brine,  5  cents  per  pound.  Prepared  or 
preaorred  not  apcciallj  provided  (or,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Tbe  dutita  pcopooed  before  the  Senate  sabconunittee  wen 
Hi 
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rACTS 

(1)  Domestic   production    (production   data    available   only    (or   Call- 
(o^ia)  :  1827.  12.000  tons  and  45,132  acres  (latest  figures). 

(2)  Imports :  In  1927,  59.5  per  cent  of  the  total  Imports  came  from 
,  13  per  cent  from  Portugal,  7.7  per  cent  from  Greece,  7  per  cent 

Italy,  and  6.4  per  cent  from  Algeria  and  Temlsls. 

Pounds 

.36,  741.  750 

30,  573.  354 

(8)   No  offldal  export  flgure^. 

(4)  There  is  general  competition  between  the  CalKomia  dried  flg  and 
Imported.     Imports   have  supplied   more  than   50  per  cent  o(  tbe 
domestic  consumption  in  recent  years. 

Pounds 

64,  943,  000 

.^ 50,  964.  000 

Percent 

70. 4 

62. 4 


Turkey, 
fr  >m 

19  » 

19  i8 


tb! 
to  al 


To  tal  consumption : 

1926 

1927 


Pr  ^portion  supplied  by  Import  : 

1925 

1927 


■SMASKS 

rbe  increase  in  duty  on  Aks.  (rcsh  dried  or  in  brine,  (rom  2  to  5  cents 
po^  pound  seems  unwarranted  (or  tbe  (ollowing  reasons : 

I(  domestic  industry  is  permitted  to  receive  socb  a  fabulous  rate  of 
protection  as  demanded  above  on  an  article  of  sucb  low  economic  value 

tbe  flg,  it  will  only  be  a  question  of  time.  If  sucb  a  duty  is  allowed, 
wien  the  flg  will  be  out  of  reach  of  tbe  middle  class  and  become  a  luxury 
on|y  available  to  tbe  wealthy. 

National  Biscuit  Co.  and  Loose-Wiles  Biscuit  Co.  declare  tbat  after 
exhaustive  tests  they  bave  concluded  that  the  one  flg  which  produces 
tbs  quality  of  flg  newtons  tbey  are  pleased  to  supply  tbe  American  public 
is  tbe  Smyrna  product  and  no  other  (p.  4522,  House  bearings). 

i.  Another  reason  against  the  proposed  duty  is  that  prices  in  Europe 
hare  already  been  forced  up  50  per  cent,  due  to  the  very  rigid  regula- 
tk  ns  now  enforced  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  which  requires 
sh  pments  of  all  flgs  on  arrival  at  New  York  must  show,  after  being 
lysed  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  10  per  cent  or  less  defective 
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Kb  a  result  of  this  action  imports  have  steadily  declined  In  the  past 
years.     (See  Tariff  Summary,  p.  1257.) 

National   Biscuit    Co.    has   experimented    with   California    flgs   and 
fo«tnd  them  to  be  not  acceptable. 

5)  About  99  per  cent  of  the  figs  imported  In  tbe  United  States  are 
flgs,   and   therefore   the   production  of  fresh   or   preserved   flgs   in 

and   Texas  which  can't  be  used  for  drying  will  not  be  in- 
i|ed  by  foreign  importations.     This  is  particularly  true  of  the  Magnolia 
of  Texas  which  can't  be  used  for  drying. 

6)  The  Calimyma  flg  of  California    is   tbe   only  flg   In    the    United 
that  can  approach  the  specifications  of  the  Turkish  Hmyrna  flg 

even  then  It  is  inferior.     Present  production  of  this  type  is  3,000 
and  when  It  is  seen  that  the  present  American  demand  is  10,000, 
ifornla  production  in  inadequate. 

7)  Although  attempts  have  been   made   to  market  flgs  In   the  fresh 
in  eastern  United  States  markets,  shipments  have  l)een  relatively 

nt   amounting  in  California   to  43  cars  in   1925  and  85  cars 
1926  (Tariff  Summary,  p.  1257). 

8)  The  candy   mtuiufacturers  of  New   England  as  well  as   the  con- 
of  their  products  will  have  to  bear  the  increased  cost  due  to  the 

bifl^er  proposed  tariff. 

FBIFABXD   OB  PBESEBrKD,  KOT  SPKCI.^LLT   PBOVIDED  TOB^  40  PSB   CSMT 

AO  VALORBM 

^  (That  has  been  said  about  dried   figs  applies  very  nearly  the  same 
war  as  to  preserved  or  prepared  flgs.     The  rate  has  been  raised  5  per 

cent. 

]  Yoductiona  (Texas,  the  leading  State)  :  22,000.000  pounds  In  1928. 

1  mports :  1,363,661  pounds,  or  only  $76,455  in  value. 

llemarks:  California  flg  growers  asked  for  a  14-cent  rate  per  pound 
(p.  4489)  ;  independent  fig  growers  asked  for  26  cents  per  pound  (d 
45(6). 

llRisr  BT  Senatob  Walsh  or  BlASSACHnsETrs  ow  Pabaobaph  712, 

BiBoa.  Dbessed  ob  Undbbsskd 
LCt  of  1922:  Birds,  dressed  or  undressed  poultry,  6  cents  per  pound, 
others.  8  cents  per  pound  ;  all  the  foregoing,  prepared  or  preserved' 
»ny  manner  and  not  specially  prorided  for,  35  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

UOUSI   BItX  CRANQBS 

.  Ldds  the  words  fresh,  chUled,  or  frozen,  and  specifies  chickens,  ducks. 

-,  and  guineas  In  place  of  the  general  term  "  poultry,"  and  raises  the 

from   6   to   8   cents   per   pound.     Turkeys   are    put   in   a    sep.nrate 

and   dutiable  at   10  cents,   a   4-cent  Increase  over    1922.     All 

are  also  10  cents  per  pound,  or  a  2-cent  raise.     Tbe  above  that 

prepared  or  preserved  and  not  speciaUy  provided  for  are  changed 
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from  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  36  per  cent  to  a  specific  one  of  10  cents 
per  pound. 

Ttte  rates  proposed  by  the  Senate  committee  on  diickens,  doeka, 
and   guineas  are   raised    to   10   cents   per   pound.     Rest   of  duties   ore 
VDcbanfed. 

FACTS 

Production  of  dead  poultry,  average  1922-1927,  565,000,000  pounds ; 
1927,  575.000,000  pounds. 

iMPOvrs 

These  came  chiefly  from  Argentina  (70  per  cent),  Austria  (13  per 
cent),  Hungary  (10  per  cent).  Canada  and  United  Kingdom  (4  per 
eent).  These  figures  refer  to  the  percenUge  of  turkeys  entering  New 
York  In  12  months  ended  rebruary  28,  1928,  bnt  may  be  considered  a 
representative  of  the  whole. 

There  were  3.567,242  pounds  in  1927  and  6.405,358  In  1928  of  poul- 
try dressed  or  undressed  Imported  in  1928,  or  less  than  1  per  t-ent  of 
tbe  domestic  production. 

I*repared  poultry  was  Imported  to  the  small  amounts  of  ."i76.602 
pounds  in  1927  and  473,394  pounds  in  1928,  a  relatively  insigniflcant 
amount. 

■XPOBTS 

Nineteen  hundred  and  twenty-two  to  nineteen  hundred  and  twenty- 
seven  averaged  4,773,611  ponnda,  or  about  0.8  of  1  per  cent  of  the 
average  domestic  kill  and  about  equal  to  imports. 

BBMABKS 

New  York  SUte  Ansociation  of  Retail  Meat  Dealers  (Inc.)  (pp.  3956, 
8957)  oppose  the  Increase  In  duties:  (1)  Prices  of  moat  to  the  dealer 
wonld  be  very  jrreatly  increased,  and  this  would  of  necessity  have  to 
he  passed  on  to  the  consumer — the  buying  public.  (2)  Importations  of 
poultry  would  be  shut  off  with  the  higher  and  prohibitive  duty,  and 
retail  dealers  and  public  would  suffer  a  hardship  owing  to  the  curtail- 
ment of  their  poultry  supply  due  to  excessive  prices.  "This  is  bound 
to  happen  should  the  tariff  be  revised  upward." 

The   Increased    rates   are   not   warranted    for   the    following   roaaons: 

(1)  The   packers,   not   the   farmers,    will   benefit   by   the    higher   rates; 

(2)  with  575.000.000  pounds  produced  in  1927  the  increase  of  2  cents 
will  cost  111,500.000  a  year  more.  This  figure  does  not  include 
pyramiding  of  price.     In  final  analysis  will  be  borne  by  the  cousumcr. 

(3)  Turkeys  arc  raised  4  cents  a  pound  over  1922.  This  will  have  the 
effect  of  either  decn-asing  holiday  sales  or  costing  the  conRumer  more. 

(4)  Finally,  exports  of  dead  poultry  are  equal  to  Imports. 

Bbikp  or   Sr.VATOB   Walsh   of   Massachcsbtts   on   Pabageaph  708 — 

CONDS.NSBO    OB    KVAPOBATED    MiLK    AJCD    BRLATED    PBODCCTS 

(NOTB. — The  Individual  products  listed  In  this  paragraph  are  taken 
up  separately  in  brief  fashion  to  present  the  facts  applying  to  each  one. 
.Vt  the  end  the  entire  paragraph  is  summed  up  in  the  remarks.) 

MILK.  CONDINSKD  OB  EVATOBATED,  IN  AIB-TKJHT  COSTAlNEftS,  CNSWIETKNED 

Act  of  1922 :  Duty.  1  cent  pt  r  pound. 

House  bill :  Duty,  1.4  cents  per  pound. 

The  rate  imposed  by  the  Senate  Financ*;  Committee  is  1.9  c«it». 

PACTS 

(/)  Domcittic  prodnction,  Of!,  uwncertened  evaitonUd  mUk  {Tariff  8um- 

marv,  P-  10-^) 

Pounds 

Case   goods,    sklraracd ...rf '  I?-' ^ 

Case  goods,   unskimmed 1.  -^2'  ^i?'  ^^ 

Bulk  Koo«lP,  skimmed ,5V'2i;?'^ 

Bulk  goodii,  unskimmed 101,  d4r>,  uou 


(X)  Imports 


1923. 

1928. 


3.  022.  177 
1, 192,  849 


(S)  Exports 


1023  (Includes  all  evaporated  products) 136,  886,  828 

1928  (Includes  all  evaporated  products) 70.788,833 

MILK    CO.NDE.ViiKI)   OB    EV.U>OBATED,    SWKKTFNBD 

Act  of  1922:  Duty.  1%  cents  per  pound! 

Housp  bill :  Duty,  2^4  cents  per  pound. 

Those  imjiosed  by  the  Senate  snbcomraittoe  wen;  2%  cents  per  pound. 

FACTS 
(/)    Domestic  production    (ISZI,   Tariff  Summarif,  p.   lOSO) 

Case  goods :  P""°<*^ 

Skimmed  _ 1.  623,  000 

Unskimmed 161,  355,  000 

Bulk  goods  : 

Skimmed       143,  722,  000 

Unskimmed 89,  688,  OOO 


POODdS 

—      t,  082.  335 
.—^       1,  309,  600 


(f)  JagioHs 

In  1927  they  were  only  289,741  pounds. 

(J)   Expert » 

1928  (includes  all  condensed) 51' IIS' 91« 

1928  (Includes  all  condensed) "»•  «"'=.  »** 

ALL  OTHBB  CO!nNi!fSED  OB  aTAHmATSD  MiLK 

Act  of  1922  :  Duty,  1%  cents  per  pound. 
House  bill :  Daty,  2  cents  per  pound. 

The    rates    proposed   by    the    Senate    committee    were    2.58    cents    per 
pound. 

stacTs 
(f)    Dofitntie  prodmetion    (/W7,  TnHff  Bummart,  p.   JWi) 
Figures  arc  not  available  in  the  form  desired. 

(2)  Itmportt 

Pounds 
1903  _ 64.%  167 

1928 ::.::::: 1. 105.  ais 

is)  HMports 
Are   included   tn  tbe   flgnres   (or   condensed  and  evaporated  given    In 
other  connection  above. 

WHOLB-MILK    POWDKB 

Act  of  1922:  Duty.  3  cents  per  pound. 
House  bill :  Duty,  4%  cents  per  pound. 

The  rates  proposed   by  the   Senate  subcommittee  are  6A  cents   per 
pound. 

FACTS 

(i)  DoiNC«tic  production  {Tariff  Summary,  p.  1056) 

Pounds 

lft23 6,560,000 

1927 11.  464.  wm 


Total 346,  368,  000 


(t)  Imports 


1923 - — 


G18,  .-{29 
2.  990,  754 


(5)    Rrports   (include  %ctio1e-mHk  powder,  cream^  poxrder,  and  skimmed- 

milk  potrder,  p.  IWfl) 

Pounds 

CBEAM    POWUEB 

Act  of  1922:  Doty,  7  cents  jier  pouud. 
House  bill :  Duty,  lOV^  cents  per  pound. 

The   rates   proposed   by   tho    Senate    committee   are    12%    cents    per 
pound. 

PACTS 

(J)  Domrstic  production  {Tariff  Hummwy,  p.  ttn^) 


1928- 
1927. 


1923 

1927 


(2)  Imports 


Pounds 
.'^ZS,  000 
888,  000 

1,821 
11,  425 


[i)  BmporU 

(See  under  whole-milk  powder.) 

SKIMMKD-MILK    POWDKB 

Act  of  1922:  1%  cents  per  pound. 

House  bill :  2>4  cents  per  pound. 

American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  asked  for  4  cents  per  pound,  but 
not  less  than  60  per  cent  ad  valorem  (pp.  8580-8717,  3596).  National 
Cooperative  Milk  Producers'  Federation  desired  4  cents  per  pourd,  b;jt 
not  less  than  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  (pp.  4108-4110).  Mr.  H.  E.  Van 
Norman,  of  American  Dry  Milk  Institute,  asked  for  4  cents  per  pound 
(pp.  4110-4114). 

Tbe  rates  proposed  l;y  Finance  Committee  arc  3  cents  per  jtouud. 

FACTS 

(.1)  Doii*«»ti€  prodmctio* 

Pouudi) 

1923 C2,  251,  000 

1927 118, 12.3.  000 

{t)  Imports 
1923 2, 460.  144 

(S)  Exports 
(See  under  wbole-milk  powder  above.) 

ilALTXD    MILK    AND    COMPOUNDS    OR    MIXTTRES    OP    OB    RCBSTITITTtS     P0« 

MILK    OB    CBE.\U 

Act  of  1922 :  20  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
House  biU :  30  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

.American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  asked  for  40  per  eent  ad  valoreai 
(p.  3506).     Bon.  C  Q.  Skvio,  of  Minnesota,  aaked  for  45  per  ctat  ad 


m^ 
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▼•lor  em 
per  cent 
Th*  ra 
valorem. 

192S 

(pp 

■d 

3750-3702). 
Talor^m   ipp. 
saked  before 

(i 

Hob.  a.  T.  Smith,  of 
3703-3766). 
tbe  Senate  ■nbcommittee 

FACTB 

Domestic  produetio* 

Idaho,  arted  for  40 
were  80  per  cert  ad 

Poanda 
IK  aai  000 

1927..-. 

i»:a 

(f)  Import* 

.    22.116,000 
23  213 

11*27 

^^^.^^^^^^, 

■  ■  ■>■ 



1,809 

UMAKKS 

To  place  higher  dutlen  on  the  Tarlon^  coudeosetl  and  evaporated  milk 
product*  and  dried  powder  (even  tbouxh  tbe  duties  are  not  raiiMd,  lb 
moat  cai*e«,  verjr  bigb>  aceina  to  be  unwarranted  for  tbe  following 
reasons : 

1.  Tbe  producers  of  tbe««  products  do  not  face  intense  foreign  compe- 
tition as  tbe  heavy  exp<irt  balance  in  tbeir  favor  indicates. 

Imporit  and  etrportt  i»  tA«  United  Btatea 


V- 

Exports' 

Imports' 

Balance 

itos 

law. 

15I.4Il.fl03 
117.  208,  «4 
108.0-iB,222 
1U.4S0.114 

12,3flE{,8«0 
8,  ^7\  SIS 

10,3m,  409 
7,ItJS,457 

Pmnd* 
139. 107.  7:V4 
107  832,971 

1987 

92^  671  753 

ML „ 

lOiXM.557 

>  SUtistical  .Abstract  o(  United  States.  1938,  p.  480. 
*8Uti3tical  .abstract  of  UniUxl  States.  192H,  p.  5ia. 

(2)  Tbe  Imports  are  onlj  a  small  percentage  of  domestic  production, 
•a  f  oUowa : 


Year 

Production ' 

Imports' 

Percent 
of  pro- 
duction 

nai             .-„,,- 

Ptmnd*            Poundt 
1.883.287.000         U3B3.80O 
l.M8.gtU.00O          9.375,513 
1.750.303.000         10,3M,4aB 
1. 843,  OaS.  145           7  l<U  .U7 

0. 88 

1991                            .... 

SO 

^^^.        .        ....^..         ...^..._......_ 

.50 
44 

>  Tarill  Summary,  p.  1058. 
'See  above. 


>  First  a  months  of  1928. 


It  seems  hard  to  believe  that  importa  to  such  an  insigniflcant  propor- 
tion of  the  domestic  production  could  have  bad  any  effect  upon  tbe 
prices  obtained  in  the  domestic  market. 

8.  The  probaMe  result  of  an  increase  of  the  tariff  under  these  condi- 
tions would  be  of  benellt  to  tbe  producers  (Including  middlemen,  dis- 
tributors, etc.)  at  the  consumer's  expense  without  Justification,  and  in 
all  likellbood  the  original  producer  would  not  receive  a  fair  proportion 
of  tbe  increaae  In  price. 

By  evident  absence  of  an/  reasonable  necessity,  dealer,  manufacturer, 
or  other  ntddlenen  will  gain. 

4.  I*ractlcally  none  of  sweetened  condensed  milk  was  imported  In  cans 
for  booie  consumption.  It  is  importe<l  in  bulk  for  the  manufacturers  of 
candy  and  ice  cream.  New  Kngland  and  Maaaachusetts,  that  will  suffer 
If  these  duties  are  effective.  In  particular  have  a  well-establisbed  con- 
fectionery industry.  A  higher  scale  of  duties  may  work  a  hardship  upon 
them,  especially  those  who  sell  candy  bars  at  fixed  prices.  The  stxe  of 
tbe  bar  is  likely  to  be  decreased  and  quality  be  made  inferior. 

BaiKr  or  Ssrato*  Walsh  of  MASSACHrsETTs  oy  Chcbsb  (Par.  710) 
Paragraph  710.  Cheese  and  substitutes  therefore.  Act  of  1922 : 
Five  c»>nta  per  pound,  bat  not  less  than  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  (except 
Swiss  cheese  of  tbe  Kmmenthaler  type,  on  which  tbe  duty  is  7^4  cents 
per  pound,  but  not  leas  thnn  37 H  per  cent  ad  valorem,  by  reason  of  a 
pr(>sidential  proclamation  under  section  315). 

Ilouae  bill :  Seven  cents  per  pound,  but  not  less  than  35  per  cent  ad 
valorem.  This  amounts  to  a  40  p«<r  cent  Increase  p«^r  pound.  The 
cheese  interests  asked  for  a  duty  on  the  American  typo  (Cheddar)  cheese 
of  8  cents  per  pound,  but  not  less  than  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  or  a 
60  per  cent  Increa^^e  per  pound  over  the  present  duty.  (House  bearings 
pp.  3644-4123.) 

On  Swiss  cheeae  of  the  Emmenthaler  type  an  Increase  from  1%  cents 
and  374  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  12  wnts  and  not  less  than  40  per  cent 
ad  valorem  was  asked. 

On  alt  other  types,  including  all  processed  cheese,  a  duty  of  15  cents 
per  pound,  but  not  less  than  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  was  asked. 

The  Senate  committee  proposes  to  increase  the  House  provisions  from 
T  cents  to  8  csats. 

PerHnent  Facts  (from  Tariff  Summary,  Schedule  7.  pp.  1066-1072, 
and  Ilouae  beaxiass.  pp.  4135.  4145). 


!]CORD-^SE]NrATE 


November  15 


DUCRimosr  and  coin»iTmv»  conditions 

1.  Cheddar  and  American  cheese :  The  United  States  produces  twice 
the  amount  of  any  other  country,  and  tbe  domestic  production  Is  up- 
wiird.  Tbe  United  SUtes  exports  less  than  1  per  cent  of  the  produc- 
ts n.  Imports  were  about  4>4  per  cent  of  domextic  production,  prin- 
cl|  tally  from  Canada,  and  consisting  largely  of  cheese  coming  into 
W  sconsln,  where  It  is  proce;!»ed  (i.  e.,  melted  and  other  Ingredients 
ad  fled  to  restore  its  texture. 

2.  Swiss  cheese  (Emmenthaler,  a  cheese  with  "eye"  formations): 
In  ports  of  Swiss  cheese  Into  the  United  States  in  1927  were  greater 
thin  the  domestic  production  of  that  type.  The  .\merlcan-made  Swiss, 
de  Ivered  in  New  York,  costs  13  cents  per  pound  more  than  the  imported 
eqjiivalent.  At  the  same  time  the  lower-priced  Imported  cheese  com- 
mands a  substantial  premium,  which  la  an  added  advantage.  Its  posi- 
tion is  strengthened  by  uniSed  marketing  methods  and  extensive  adver- 
tising. On  July  8,  1927,  the  President  changed  the  duty  on  this  cheese 
fr<  m  5  cents  and  not  less  than  I'u  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  7V4  cents  and 
not  less  than  37^  per  cent  ad  valorem.  In  spite  of  this  increase,  and 
laigely  due  to  Its  adverti.slng  campaign,  imports  of  Swiss  cheese  have 
l)efn  maintained.  Before  the  change  imported  Swiss  cheese  in  New 
York  sold  for  6  cenfH  above  the  average  domestic  grade.  After  the 
ch  tnge,  for  10  cents  above  tbe  domestic  grade. 

}.  Foreign  types  of  cheese  other  than  Swiss,  mostly  from  Italy  and 
Frsnce:  These  cheeses  can  not  be  produced  in  this  country  due  to  the 
la<k  of  peculiar  pasturage,  climate,  and  technique.  The  domestic  pro- 
du:tion  of  these  cheeses  is  less  than  3  per  cent  of  the  total  produced  In 
thi  country,  while  the  Imports  are  Hve  times  as  groat  as  the  corre- 
spAndlng  domestic  production.  The  proposed  duty,  therefore,  is  ridicu- 
loA*  and  uncalled  for,  protecting  a  very  few  cheese  makers  at  the  ex- 
pehae  of  consumers,  mostly  poor  people  of  foreign  extraction,  who 
continue  to  be  great  consumers  of  their  native  cheese. 

•he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
aiiendment 

le  amendment  wa.s  agreed  to. 

le  VICE  I'RESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amend- 
ment 

he  LioisLATi\'B  Clwxk.  The  next  committee  amendment  is 
In  paragraph  741,  on  page  136,  line  23,  to  strike  out  the  word 
"  i^pitted  "  and  to  insert  "  with  pits,"  so  as  to  read  ; 

AH.  741.   Dates,  frosh  or  dried,  with  pits. 

le  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

r.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  some  weeks  ago  I  gave 
notice  that  I  intended  to  propose  an  amendment  to  paragraph 
74L  That  amendment  was  printed  and  has  been  submitted  to 
eenain  Members  of  the  Senate. 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  state  that  the 
airiendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  California  proposes  to 
stitike  out  tbe  entire  paragraph  and  therefore  is  not  in  order  at 
thiH  time. 

r.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  if  the  Senator 
frcm  California  will  divide  his  amendment  we  could  then  act 
upm  a  portion  of  it  at  this  time.     I  read  the  amendment  last 

evening,  and  I  understand  It  to  be  this 

'r.  COUZENS.  I^t  the  clerk  read  the  amendment,  so  that  we 
maly  understand  what  It  is. 

he  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated, 
he  Lbqislative  Clerk.     On  page  135  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
ou    lines  23  and  24.  and  on  page  136  to  strike  out  lines  1  and  2 
aur  to  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

I  A«.  741.    (a)  Dates,  fresh  or  dried,  with  or  without  pits,  in  immediate 
containers  weighing  with  their  contents  not  more  than  10  pounds  each 
10   rents  per  pound.  ' 

(b)  r»ates  In  bulk  or  in  Immediate  containers  weighing  with  their  con- 
ten  a  more  than  10  pounds  each  :  With  pits.  1  cent  per  pound ;  with  pits 
removed,  or  prepared  or  preserved,  not  specially  provided  for,  5  cents 
per  pound. 

'  be  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  considera- 
tlo  1  of  the  amendment  at  this  time? 

1  Ir.  SM(>OT.  Mr.  President,  if  the  amendment  could  be  agreed 
to.  I  should  like  to  have  that  done.  It  proiwses  a  reduction  of 
th€  rate  on  fre.<Ui  or  dried  dates  with  tlie  pits  from  2  cents  a 
poi  nd.  as  provided  by  the  House,  to  1  cent  a  pound  on  the  dates 
an<i  containers.  That  would  be  a  great  reduction.  There  i.s  no 
Ju«  Diflcation,  in  my  opinion,  for  a  duty  of  2  cents  a  pound  on  this 

art  CIC 

]Ir.  WALSH  of  Massachu-setts.    That  also  seems  to  be  thP 

'^h    r°lf  ^i^^  '"Ir'""^  members  of  the  Committee  on  Finani 
whi  heard  the  evidence.  M^i^amx, 

:[r.  SMOOT.  Should  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Ca  ifomia  be  agreed  to.  in  my  opinion,  it  would  greatly  iLprov^ 
the  paragraph ;  and   I  should  like  the  amendmen?  now  to  bl 

ro;:^tt:^^!^i^sr  ^'  ^^^^  ^^  ^  ^'"- «'  ^^^  «-"^ 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasacbasetts.  Does  the  axnendnMiit  {vopose 
to  restore  tbe  Hoase  rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  proposes  to  impose  tbe  rate  in  tbe  present 
law  of  1  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  let  me  be  sure  as  to  what 
tbe  Senator  from  Utah  has  stated. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
California  proposes  to  restore  the  l<ent  rate  on  dates,  fresh  or 
dried,  with  pits,  as  carried  in  the  present  law.  The  Finance 
:  Committee  proposed  to  increase  tbe  rate  of  1  cent  to  2  cents 
jper  pound.  I  should  like  to  have  tbe  Senate  disagree  to  tbe 
Finance  Committee  amendment  and  adopt  the  amendment  just 
read,  which  is  offered  by  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  t:OPELAND.  Tliat  would  mean  a  duty  of  1  cent  a 
pound? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  would  mean  a  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound. 

Mr.  COl'KLAND.  And  would  lower  the  tariff?  I  am  aston- 
ished, Mr.  i*resldent 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  would  not  lower  tbe  tariff  but  would  pre- 
serve the  existing  tariff. 

Mr.  COPKLAND.  But  It  would  lower  the  rate  provided  in 
tbe  amendment  as  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    That  is  an  astounding  tblng,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  want  the  Senator  from  New  Yoi*  to 
faint  over  it  but  it  is  really  a  fact. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  is  with  great  grief,  I  take  it,  tbat  tbe 
Senator  from  U tab  admits  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Of  course. 

Mr.  COPELANT).  In  view  of  that  I  am  willing  to  have  the 
amendment  considered,  but  I  can  not  quite  understand  such  a 
situation. 

Mr.  FLETCHEat  I  understood  the  amendment  provides  for 
a  duty  of  10  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  it  provides  for  a  duty  of  10  cents  on  small 
packages  containing  10  pounds. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  Presidwit  will  the  Senator  from 
Utah  yield  to  me  for  a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  understood  tbe  Senator  from  Utab  to 
say  that  tbe  amendment  of  tbe  Senator  from  Calif oroia  pro- 
poses a  reduction  In  tbe  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  does. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  How  much  do  the  containers  weigh  on 
tbe  average? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  amendment  refers  to  containers  and  con- 
tents weighing  not  more  than  10  pounds. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  And  the  duty  proposed  on  the  con- 
tainers and  contents  is  10  cents  a  pound.  Can  tbe  Senator  tell 
us  how  much  the  containers  weigh? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  From  8  ounces  to  10  ounces.  Of  course,  the 
Importer  will  make  tbe  container  just  as  light  as  he  possibly 
can  in  order  to  get  more  dates  in.  Tbat  Is  one  protection  we 
have  In  the  amendment  offered  by  tbe  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  I  understand  tbe  amendouent 
does  reduce  tbe  duty  on  dates  fresh  or  dried  with  pits  from 
2  cents  to  1  cent  Tbat  Is  a  reduction  of  tbe  rate  provided 
in  the  Senate  committee  amendment,  but  it  adds  a  duty  of 
10  cents  a  pound  on  packages  weighing,  with  their  contents,  not 
more  than  10  pounds. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  would  be  a  cent  a  pound. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  would  be  10  cents  a  pound,  Mr.  President 
The  amendment  reads  in  this  way : 

Dates,  fresh  or  dried,  with  or  without  pits.  In  Immediate  containers 
weighing  with  tbeir  contents  not  more  than  10  pounds  each,  10  cents 
per  pound. 

That  is  a  100  per  cent  increase  over  and  above  the  rate  pro- 
vided by  the  S^iate  committee  amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  catch  the  wording  accurately,  then,  as 
the  amendment  was  read  from  the  desk. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  shall  object  to  the  amendment 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTTE.  That  Is  tbe  point  I  was  directing  mv 
inquiry  to. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  tlie  considera- 
tion of  the  amendment? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  object  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  amendment  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Mr.  President  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  California  will 
state  his  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  When  will  it  be  timely  for  me  to  offer 
the  amendment? 


Tbe  VICE  PRBSIDSNT.  It  will  be  aPDropriate  to  offer  the 
amendment  when  iBdiridoal  amendments  shall  be  in  order  after 
tbe  oommittee  amendments  shall  bave  been  acted  upon. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  if  tbe  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  California  is  to  go  over,  I  sboold  like  to  have  tbe  amend- 
ment reported  by  the  Finance  Committee  disagreed  to.  Then  the 
Senator  from  California  can  offer  bis  amendment  later,  when 
Individual  amendments  shall  be  considered. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Wbate\'»  tbe  parliamentary  sitaation 
may  be.  if  my  amendment  may  be  compered  on  its  merl^^s  at 
the  proper  time,  of  course  I  will  be  glad  to  follow  tbe  suggestion 
which  has  been  made. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  tbat  tbe  first  amendment,  in  line  S3I, 
on  page  135.  striking  out  the  word  "  unpltted  "  and  inserting  tbe 
words  "  with  i^ts,"  should  be  agreed  to.  Then  I  should  like  to 
hajre  tbe  amendment  increasing  tl»e  rate  from  1  cent  to  2  cents  a 
pound  disagreed  to.  Then,  when  It  shall  be  time  to  offer  in- 
dlridual  amendments,  we  can  take  up  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  California.  I  have  not  read  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment and  did  not  know  that  it  provided  a  rate  of  10  cents  a 
pound.  I  thought  It  was  10  cents  on  a  package  of  10  pounds, 
which  would  be  1  cent  a  pound. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  state  tbat  tbe 
amendment  on  page  135,  In  line  23,  has  been  agreed  to.  The 
vote  whereby  It  was  agreed  to  may  be  reconsidered  If  desired, 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No ;  that  amendment  is  all  right. 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.    Tbe    next    amendment    will    be 

The  LBGistATivB  Clbk.  On  page  186,  in  paragraph  741,  at 
the  end  of  line  23,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  *'  1  cent "  and  In- 
sert ♦'  2  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Dates,  fresh  or  dried,  with  pits,  2  cents  per  pound. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  cm  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  135.  line  24,  after  the  word 
"  pound,"  to  strike  out  the  words  "  pitted  or  "  and  Insert  "  with 
pits  removed,  or". 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  will  state  his  parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Do  I  understand  tbat  the  Senator  from 
Utah  wants  to  disagree  to  tbe  Increase  In  rate  recommended  by 
the  Finance  Committee  from  1  cent  to  2  cents? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massat^usetts.  Mr.  President  in  connecti(m 
with  this  paragraph  I  should  like  to  make  an  inquiry  of  the 
Senator  from  Utah.  In  referring  to  the  debate  in  1922  upon 
tbe  item  of  dates,  I  observe  that  tbe  statistics  at  thaX  time 
showed  that  the  amount  of  dates  produced  In  California  Vi^a 
approximately  145,000  pounds,  valued  at  only  $29,000,  and  tbat 
the  imports  in  1920  amounted  to  $36,000,000  pounds,  valued  at 
$2,234,000.  So  It  seems  that  the  domestic  pr«>duction  then  was 
negligible.  A  very  high  duty  was  levied  in  the  act  of  1922,  and 
I  should  like  to  Inquire  if  there  has  been  any  Increase  in  tbe 
production  of  dates  under  the  high  duty  levied  In  the  act  of 

1922? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  1927  there  were  produced  In  the  United 
States  625  tons  of  dates. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    What  were  the  Imports? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  the  same  year— 1927— there  were  imported 
41,381,880  pounds. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  There  has  be«i  practically 
no  narrowing  of  the  spread  between  the  domestic  production  and 
the  imports. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  1928  the  Imports  were  46,422,506  pounds, 
and  there  were  500  acres  in  bearing  in  1922  in  the  United  States 
and  the  nonbearing  acreage  was  2,240.  The  production  in  1928 
is  not  given  in  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information.  The  1927 
production  Is  the  last  given. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senator.  I  am  sure,  wlU 
agree  with  me  that  the  duty  imposed  on  dates  is  paid  by  the 
ccmsumer ;  and  I  am  very  glad  to  know  that  the  Finance  C<mi- 
mittec  have  reversed  their  position  and  now  favor  a  lower 
duty  than  they  first  reported  on  dates  fresh  or  dried  with  pits. 

Now,  I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  about  the  next 
amendment  To  the  one  pending  immediately  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  objection,  but  I  sh(»uld  like  to  ask  what  the  change 
from  tbe  rate  of  35  ixir  cent  ad  valorwn  on  dates  with  pits  re- 
moved  or  prepared  or  preserved  and  not  specially  provided  for 
to  5  cents  per  pound  represents  lb  ad  valorem  terms. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  35  per  cent  ad  valorem  represents  about 
four  one-htmdredths  cent  a  pound. 

Ml*.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  In  view  of  tbe  fact  tbat  tbew 
duties  aire  most  effective  and  tbat  every  cent  levied  in  this  Ln- 
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■»au<-«  will  reach  th«  consttmer's  poeket,  does  not  the  Seaator 
think  that  the  rate  of  6  cents  a  pound  ongbt  to  he  reduced  to  4 
centH,  which  woald  be  tlie  ad  Talorem  eqaivalent  of  the  House 
rate? 

Mr.  .SHOOT.  I  woold  rather  hare  the  Senate  exi>re88  itself 
as  to  that. 

Hi.  WALJ(H  of  Massflcbasetts.  We  haTe  not  readied  that 
as  vet,  however. 

Iff.  KMO<lT.    No :  it  will  be  the  next  amendment 

The  PRKSIDING  OFFICBR  (Mr.  Joner  in  the  chair).  The 
qnestion  Im  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MaAsachnaetts.  Mr.  President,  as  I  nnder- 
stand  ttie  pending  amendment  it  is  tbit  at  the  bottom  of  page 
135? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tea;  that  amendment  is  all  right.  It  merely 
affects  the  wording,  striking  ont  the  words  "pitted  or"  and 
In.serting  the  words  "  with  pits  remored." 

The  PRRRIDINO  OFFirER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  in  line  24  on  page  135. 

The  aniendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  ameadiuent  was,  in  paragraph  741,  page  136.  line  1, 
after  Hn"  Word  "for."'  to  strike  ont  "36  per  cent  ad  valorem" 
and  insert  "  5  ( ents  [ler  ponnd,"  so  as  to  read : 

with  i>it«  rfmovpd,  or  prepared  or  preserred,  not  specially  prorided 
for,  5  r«nt.s  per  poaod. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MasHacbosetts.  Mr.  President,  may  I  have 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Utali  and  bis  expert?  I 
understand  that  the  duty  of  5  cents  per  pound  which  it  is  pro- 
posed by  the  committee  to  substitute  for  the  House  rate  of  35 
per  cent  art  valorem  i.s  an  increase  over  the  House  rate  of  about 
1  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  Is  tnie. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma«wachnsetts.  Now.  I  ^honld  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  what  is  the  rate  under  the  present  law  in  terms  of  an 
ad  vnlorem  rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  shall  have  to  figure  that  out. 

Mr  WALSH  of  MHSsachusett.**.  The  Senator  from  Maryland 
I  Mr.  TydinohI  on  my  left  says  it  is  28  per  cent. 

Mr.  TYPINGS.  It  has  to  be.  The  original  rate  is  35  per 
cent,  and  that  i.s  equivalent  to  5  cents,  and  one-fifth  of  it  would 
be  7  per  cent,  reducing  it  to  28  per  cent. 

Mr.  W.\LSH  of  Massachusetts.  Another  expert  on  my  richt 
lnf<»nTis  me  that  the  rate  under  the  present  law  is  35  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  the  rate  under  the  present  law  is  35  per 
cent  ad  valorem :  but  I  understood  the  Senator  to  ask  what  ad 
valorem  rate  5  cents  a  pound  wonld  be  as  c«'vmpared  with  the 
35  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu.Hetts.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  that 
he  modify  his  amendment  by  mailing  the  rate  here  the  rate 
under  the  present  law  and  the  House  rste.  namely.  35  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  only  way  to  do  that  would  be  to  reject  the 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  Will  the  Senator  agree  to 
that  cotirse  i»o  far  as  he  can? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from  CalifomU  to  re- 
spond to  that  Inquiry. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Maasa- 
chnMCttK  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas-sachusetts.  I  yield ;  In  fact,  I  yield  the 
floor,  with  the  statement  that  I  hope  the  House  rate  will  he 
restored. 

.Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  any  discus- 
sion of  tills  Item.  I  think  I  have  the  right  to  assume  that  the 
Senate  committee  gave  some  thought  to  the  Item  and  agreed  to 
re|K»rt  It  as  we  thid  it  here  in  the  bill. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Evidently  the  Senate  as  a 
whole,  by  their  actions,  have  not  indicated  that  they  thought 
the  Senate  committee  gave  much  consideration  to  anything  In 
the  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  not  want  that  remark  to  go  wlthont 
challenge. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President.  I  Interpret  the  action  of 
t}H>  Senate  this  morning  to  be  an  extreme  compliment  to  the 
ci>nimittee:  but.  he  that  as  it  may.  I  tahmlt  that  the  rate  as 
reiNirted  should  stand. 

I  do  not  care  to  enter  Into  a  dlacnaaUm  to  point  otit  tbe  differ- 
ence  In  the  mat  of  planting,  ralaing.  and  prodnctoff  datea  la 
Caliromla  and  In  MMOpotamla.  If  gentlenen  who  bv)  M^olart 
and  historians  and  ceocraphera  will  fix  their  minda  on  Meaopo- 
t«mla.  BOW  eallad  Ink,  wbieh  la  a  crime— tJie  word  **  Umopo- 
-tamla  "  was  die  om  whlek  eavaad  tbe  old  Udj  to  waop^  jon 
reniemher,  It  belag  ao  ■olllflwwa— if  they  wiU  ffac  tholr  mindi 
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on  Ii  mk.  and  see  the  camels  and  the  Arabs,  or  whatever  race  now 
in  habits  Irak,  bearing  in  these  dates  and  throwing  them  into  the 
dust  and  gathering  them  up,  and  then  getting  them  here  to 
America  and  palming  them  off  on  the  credulous  Americans,  and 
then  turn  his  gaae  to  Imperial  County,  Calif.,  where  the  sur. 
.shovyers  down  his  gold  and  the  moon  scatters  her  gilvek,  and 
the  cost  of  production,  I  feel  that  the  scholarly  Sena- 
m  Massachusetts  will  be  well  content  to  let  the  bill  fix  a 
of  5  cents  on  this  particular  article. 
McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  chairman  of 
mmittee  what  is  the  difference  between  tbe  35  per  cent 
he  5  cents  a  pound? 

.  SMOOT.     The  35  per  cent  would  be  4  cents  a   wtmd. 
.  McKELLAR.     Just  a  difference  of  1  <ent? 


Ml.  SMOOT.     A  difference  of  1  cent  a  pound. 


Mi 

that 


SHORTRIDGE.     Finally,   Mr.    President,    I    understand 
the  amendment  which   I   intended  to  propose  may   here- 


afte^  he  proposed,  and,  if  adopted,  will  rectify  any  wrong  which 
tnate  now  may  commit. 

SMOOT.    That  is  true,  If  there  Is  any  wrong  committed. 
CX)UZENS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the   Senator  from  Call- 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan? 

Mi.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  yield. 

Ml .  COUZENS.  Why  not  accept  the  suggestion  of  the  Sena- 
tor Irom  Massachusetts,  and  depend  upon  his  proposition  car- 
rying when  it  comes  around? 

Mt.  SMOOT.     That  will  be  tbe  same  thing. 

Mi.  SIIORTUIDGE.  If  the  Senators  will  not  feel  themselves 
estonped 

Ml.  COUZENS.     Why,  certainly  not. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  But  will  keep  an  open  mind,  and  not 
feel  them.selves  committed  eternally,  of  course  I  have  nothing 
furtl  er  to  say. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  8  mendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amet  dment 

Till"  next  amendment  was,  on  page  136,  line  3,  after  "  Para- 
grap  I  742."  to  strike  out  "grapes  in  bulk,  crates,  barrels,  or 
otbei  packages,  25  cents  per  cubic  foot  of  such  bulk  or  the 
capadty  of  the  packages,  according  as  Imported"  and  Insert 
"jrraies,  in  their  natural  state,  or  sul|)hured,  5  cents  per  pound, 
in<-lu  ling  the  weight  of  containers  and  packing,"  so  as  to  make 
the  raragraph  read: 

PAii.  742.  Grapes,  In  their  natural  atate,  or  sulphared,  5  cents  per 
pounc ,  inclading  the  weight  of  containers  and  packing ;  raisins,  2  cents 
per  p>und;  other  dried  grapes,  2%  cents  per  pound;  currants,  Zante 
or  otl  er,  2  cents  per  pound. 

Mr,  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  the  significance  of  this  proposed  change?  What  is  the 
presfnt  rate  on  grapes? 

Mt,  SMOOT.     Twenty-five  cents  per  cubic  foot,  as  the  House 
provides.     I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  reason  why  this 
change  was  made  was  that  they  are  luxuries  of  the  highest 
It  Is  true  that  there  Is  an  Increase.    I  think  California 
nt  the  only  place  In  the  United  States  that  raises  them; 
ot.  Mr.  President? 
SHORTRIDGE.     Well,  perhaps  bo. 

S.MOOT.    These  grapes  are  shipped  In  sawdust,  and  are 
ighest  type  of  luxury. 
TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 
Mr,  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr  TYDINGS.  I  shall  have  to  take  issue  with  the  Senator 
from  Utah  in  that  statement.  When  grapes  are  turned  into 
wine,  they  really  become  a  necessity. 

Mr.  SMO<rr.  But  these  grapes  are  not  the  kind  that  are 
tum<d  Into  wine. 

Mt,  HAitRLSON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 
Ml.  COPELAND.     I  do. 

Ml.  HARRISON.  Before  the  Senate  Totea  on  this  item  I 
thlnt  the  Senate  should  know  that  the  production  of  grapes  In 
tbe  United  HUtes  Is  5.272,000,000  pounds,  the  Importations  are 
1J81 ,000  pounds,  and  the  exportatioos  are  BH^'ioo.oOO  pounds 

Ml.  COPELAND.  Mr.  Praaldent,  It  ia  true  that  we  Import 
aooM  grapea.  Those  that  we  Import  come  largely  from  the 
ArviRtine,  and  they  come  at  a  time  of  year  when  there  ia  alMo. 
lotelk  DO  compoCltloD  in  America.  Tbo/  oome  in  Match,  April, 
and  Maj. 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  In  order  that  we  may  follow 
the  able  argument  of  the  Senator  from  New  York,  and  for  the 
benefit  of  some  of  the  Senators  in  this  part  of  the  Chamber  who 
did  not  hear  his  colloquy  with  the  Senator  from  Utah,  will  he 
inform  us  whether  the  Senate  committee  amendment  increases 
the  present  rate  or  not,  and  how  much  ? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  does.  The  Senator  from  Utah  stated 
that  the  proposed  amendment  increases  the  rate  on  grapes.  I 
pointed  out.  or  attempted  to  do  so,  that  we  Import  only  a  very 
limited  quantity  of  grapes— last  year,  138,000  cubic  feet;  in 
value  only  $317,000 — while  the  value  of  the  domestic  crop  ran 
into  enormous  sums.  Tliese  are  fresh  grapes,  that  come  in  in 
their  natural  form. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  May  I  inquire  from  the  Sena- 
tor whether  the  able  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Harbison  1, 
representing  a  great  agricultural  State,  favors  the  Soiate  com- 
mittee amendment? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  do. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  think  that  there  is  absolutely  no  justi- 
fication for  this  increased  rate.  Indeed,  I  think  it  is  a  very  good 
place  to  reduce  the  rate;  but  the  matter  has  been  carried  in 
previous  bills.  The  law  of  1913  carried  a  duty  of  25  cents  per 
cubic  foot.  The  lust  act,  that  of  1922,  carried  the  same  duty. 
The  exportations  of  this  article  are  fifty  times  the  Importations, 
and  the  production  is  five  hundred  times  as  much ;  and  there  is 
no  justification  for  the  increase. 

Mr.  WAI..SH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  am  glad  to 
have  that  observation  from  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  and 
I  want  to  say  to  him  that  I  hope  his  desire  for  speedy  action 
upon  this  bill  will  not  lead  him  to  refrain  from  assisting  the 
Senator  from  New  York  and  myself  in  seeking  to  reduce  some  of 
the  rates  in  the  agricultural  schedule. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  think  I  may  say  to  my  friend  from 
Massachusetts  that  we  may  be  congratulated  that  we  have 
gained  this  morning  so  able  a  champion  as  the  Senator  from 
Missii^sippi.  I  am  sure  that  from  this  time  forward  he  is  going 
to  assist  us  and  instead  of  liaviug  two  representatives  ot  the 
consumers  we  will  have  three. 

Mr.  HAJIRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  do. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  There  are  many  items  of  increases  in  the 
agricultural  schedule  that  I  do  not  approve  of  at  all ;  and  I  am 
not  going  to  vote  for  increases  unless  there  is  shown  some  real 
comi)etition  between  the  foreign  article  and  the  American 
article.  This  is  one  of  the  instances  where  it  seems  to  me  that 
we  are  trying  to  go  too  far,  because  there  can  not  be  jusiiflca- 
tiou  for  an  incTease  where  the  exportations  are  so  tremen- 
dously more  than  the  Importations;  and  there  are  other  items 
of  the  bill  that  are  of  the  same  character. 

It  dues  seem  to  me  that  in  writing  the  agricultural  schedule 
we  ought  to  try  to  liave  oar  action  guided  by  some  rule  of 
reason.  There  ought  to  he  some  compeUtloo,  at  least,  between 
the  American  product  and  the  foreign  product  before  we  give 
increased  rates. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  thatxk  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  for 
what  he  has  said. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  desire  to  express  my  appre- 
ciation also,  and  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Mideissippi — who,  1 
know,  is  most  anxious  to  expedite  action  upon  this  bill — will 
not  feel  that  he  should  refrain  from  expressing  his  objection 
to  the  variona  increases  that  are  urged  in  the  argicultnral 
schedule. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  With  the  permission  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York,  may  I  say  that  when  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ments have  been  acted  np<ia  tix're  are  si'me  rat4>s  carried  In  the 
House  hill  that,  in  my  opinion,  siiould  be  reduced  and  to  which 
we  will  offer  some  amendments,  in  mmie  instances  to  reduce 
them  somewhat  For  Instance,  I  think  the  duty  on  bird  and 
lard  compotuMla,  because  of  tbe  enorroooa  exportations  and  be- 
caoae  of  the  wwj  ■uUl  importatiooa,  con  ftaiid  a  redaction; 


and  I  think  on  bams  and  shoulders  and  aome  of  those  com- 
modities which  are  agricultural  products,  because  of  the  tre- 
mendous exportations  and  the  enormous  production  and  tlie 
slight  Importations,  there  should  be  some  reduction. 

As  to  many  of  these  items  which  the  Senate  has  imrea-^ed 
tbe  rates  there  is  some  justification  for  the  increase,  and  as  to 
others  there  is  not. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  have  stated  that  the 
grapes  we  import  come  from  the  Argratine.  I  want  Senators 
to  bear  in  mind,  too,  that  Argentina  is  one  of  the  best  customers 
for  American  fruits.  It  buys  our  apples,  our  peaches,  our  apri- 
cots, our  canned  pineapple,  and  nmny  other  products  sent  out 
from  here  to  the  Ai^entine.  Tlie  seasons  there  are  reversed 
from  ours.  When  it  is  winter  here  it  is  summer  there,  and 
when  it  is  summer  here  it  is  winter  there.  So,  as  I  have  said, 
these  products  from  the  Argentine  come  in  at  a  season  when 
they  do  not  c«»mpete  ^vith  any  American  products,  and  I  hope 
there  will  be  do  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  to  vote 
down  tlie  amendment. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  The  statement  has  been  made  that  this 
amendment  would  bring  about  an  increase,  but  no  one  hag  yet 
said  what  that  increase  would  be.  Can  the  Senator  advise  us 
the  extent  of  the  increase? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  will  ref»  tbe  Senator  to  the  Senator 
frwn  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  will  look  the  figure  up. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     There  is  an  increase. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     There  is  no  doubt  about  that. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Whether  it  is  a  snudl  increase  or  a  large 
increase,  it  is  an  Increase. 

This  business  has  been  built  up  under  the  tariff  law  of  1922. 
Our  American  grape  industry  has  prospered.  I  do  not  under- 
take to  say  why  California  has  had  such  remarkable  prosperity 
in  the  grape  business  for  the  last  several  years,  but,  anyhow, 
there  has  been  prosperity  everywhere. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  it  would  be  an  increase  of  from 
about  88  per  cent  to  100  i>er  cent. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Practically  twice  as  much  as  the  rate  on 
grapes  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No ;  this  applies  to  hothouse  grapes. 

Mr.    COPELAND.     It    would   be   an    increase    from    88   per 

cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No;  an  increase  of  88  to  100  per  cent 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Practically  double  what  it  is  at  present 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  refers  to  a  hothouse  grape,  and  only  a 
hothouse  grape.  I  am  not  saying,  however,  that  the  rate  is 
justified. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     The  Senator  thinks  it  is  not  Justified? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  simply  answering  the  Senator's  question 
as  to  what  Increase  it  Avould  represent 

Mr.  COPEl^ND.  This  is  a  fann  relief  bilL  The  peoi^e  in 
the  Argentine  are  buying  the  products  of  our  farms,  and  the 
bringing  in  of  a  product  wldch  tliey  can  send  here  at  a  time 
when  our  graiies  are  not  available  certainly  should  not  be  inter- 
fered with  by  any  action  we  may  take. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  Jnst  a  word  or  two. 
This  matter  was  gone  into  In  great  detail  by  the  committee.  I 
then  had  data  and  argument  at  my  tongue's  end. 

It  is  true  that  this  is  an  increase  over  the  present  rates. 
This  provision  relatea  to  a  winter  product,  a  hot-house  product, 
so  to  speak.  Competition  comes  from  the  Argentine  and  from 
ChUe. 

Applying  the  true  standard  of  measurement,  differences  In 
costs  of  production,  the  rate  which  we  now  a»k.  and  which  the 
Senate  committee  adopted,  is  needed.  I  do  not  care  to  takt^  up 
the  time  of  the  Senate  to  go  into  details ;  I  hope  the  action  of 
the  committee  will  be  adopted  by  the  Senate. 

It  would  be  merely  multiplying  words  and  resutlng  facts  to 
go  ahead  and  suy  more.  I  repeat  that  sometimes  I  have  opposed 
the  action  of  the  committee,  of  which  I  am  a  member,  hut  when 
I  did  so  I  recurred  to  the  position  I  took  in  the  committee  and 
restated  the  reasons  why  I  opposed  the  action  of  the  committee. 
But  there  Is  no  reason  here  assigned  by  those  in  a  sense 
authoriutlvely  speaking  for  the  committee  to  show  that  ita 
action  was  erroneous.  ^     ,^  ^ 

I  snlimlt  that  the  action  of  the  committee  aboold  be  approved. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas«achusett*».     Mr,  President,  in  view  trf  the 
evidence  suhmitted  I  hope  the  anuntdmcnt  will  be  rejected.    It 
seems  to  me  clear  that  this  large  increase  hi  not  Jtiatlfled. 

The  PKKfllDING  OFFICKB.  The  qoestiou  ia  on  agreeitig  to 
the  ameitdment. 

The  amendment  waa  rei^ected. 


1^: 


>4 


if 


ii 


5612 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


NO^^MBEE    15 


Mr.  SHORTRITXJB-  Mr.  President,  I  suppose  I  haT»  the 
rlgtit  without  rpsenrlnir  It  to  bring  the  matter  op  and  call  for 
another  vote  when  the  bill  is  rq;x>rted  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Reserre  the  right,  anyhow. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDOE.     I  reserre  that  right 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Secretary  will  gtate  the 
next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  wa«  in  paragraph  743,  page  136,  line  10, 
where  th»»  ctmimlttee  propo*«ed  to  strike  out  "2  cents"  and  to 
Insert  In  lieu  thereof  2H  cents,"  io  as  to  read : 

Lemoos.  2%  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  hear  a  defen.se  of 
thl.i  proposal.  The  lemon  is  a  fruit  used  in  every  household,  and 
what  Justifloation  is  there  for  an  increase?  What  is  the  ixc&ent 
rate? 

Mr.  HARRIHON.     Two  cents. 

Mr.  COPEI.,AND.    What  JustiUcation  is  there  for  an  increase? 

Mr.  J0HN80N.    The  Justiflcation  is  that  it  is  an  absolute 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OOPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  picture  is  different  in  the  case  vt 
lemons  from  what  it  was  as  to  grapes.  There  was  a  case  where 
the  exportations  were  fifty  times  the  importations.  Here  is  a 
case  where  our  production  is  substantial.  525,000,000  pounds. 
The  imports  amount  to  70,000,000  pounds  and  the  exports  to 
18,lMH»,0lK).  There  is  a  competition  l)etween  the  foreign  lemon 
and  the  American  lemon,  so  there  is  a  Justification  for  a  reason- 
able rate  on  lemons. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  thank  the  Senator;  and  in  M^er  that  we 
may  pnx-eed  with  rapidity,  I  think  nothing  further  need  be  said 
upon  the  subject 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  I  am  glad  that  the  matter  is 
•0  thoroughly  settled ;  I  am  not  going  to  let  it  go,  howerer. 

I  hope  Senators  wiU  not  think  for  a  moment  that  I  am  enjoy- 
ing the  morning. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachtisetts.  Mr.  President  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr.  COPBLAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Masaacbnaetta.  I  think  attention  ongbt  to  be 
called  to  the  fact.  In  connection  with  the  statement  of  the  able 
Senator  from  Miartartppl,  that  though  there  is  a  ■nbstantiul 
production  in  this  country,  the  production  has  increased  since 
1922  under  the  duty  that  was  then  levied.  I  think  tlie  produc- 
tion has  nearly  trebled  under  the  duty  provided  in  the  act  of 
1922.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  further  increasing  the  duty  is 
going  to  stimulate  the  production  any  more  than  it  has  been 
stimulated  by  the  duty  aJ ready  levied  in  the  present  law. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
diusetts  that  tiiat  would  be  the  natural  increase  from  the  groves 
tiiat  were  planted  in  1922  without  any  great  expansion  or  en- 
largement of  acreage.  The  dtms-fruit  trees  grow  and  enlarge 
and  increase  their  crapa.  I  do  not  know  how  it  has  expanded, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  that  would  be  a  natural  increase.  Thnre 
would  be  naturally  more  shipped  now  than  In  1922. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  I  suppose  we  are  deter- 
mined in  this  matter  to  go  forward  no  matter  what  happens. 
Here  is  an  industry  which  is  prospering  now  in  the  United 
States,  so  far  as  I  know,  raising  a  product  which  is  used  in  every 
American  home.  We  have  certain  debts  on  the  other  side  which 
we  are  hoping  to  have  paid.  I  do  not  know  how  in  the  world 
we  are  guing  to  get  any  of  the  money  back  from  Europe  that 
we  have  loaned  to  them  If  we  place  a  practical  embargo  upon 
everything  that  comes  from  the  Old  World. 

Within  the  last  two  months  I  have  seen  with  my  own  eyes 
Just  exactly  what  the  suffering  is  in  Europe.  I  thought  I  knew 
about  slums.  My  duties  for  a  good  many  years  made  it  my 
business  to  know  about  (xinditions  of  health,  but  I  want  to  say 
that  i)ever  in  any  American  city  have  I  seen  the  distress  and 
the  ill  health  that  I  saw  this  summer  in  practically  every  one 
of  the  capitals  of  Europe.  UnemployTtient,  poverty,  distress,  dls- 
eostv  and  death !    That  is  what  we  art>  facing. 

It  may  be  !«aid,  **  My  first  interest  is  to  America  and  to  Ameri- 
can citisens."  I  agree  with  that.  But  why  should  we  Impose 
uijon  any  country  of  Bhxrope  or  any  country  of  the  world  un- 
necessary economic  burdens? 

We  are  dealing  now  vrith  an  industry  that  Is  prospering; 
going  along  all  right  Production  is  increasing  all  the  time, 
and  the  demand  for  lemons  is  increasing  every  day,  benuse 
every  health  writer  and  i^iysician  all  over  the  world  is  to-day 
recommMidlnf  the  use  of  citrus  fruit,  and  pointing  out  its  tre- 
mendous importance  to  the  weltei«  of  people.  Bvt  Just  because 
ooe  aectkm  of  our  covntry  whldi  la  tied  op  to  tibia  Uoc  Is  the 


producer  of  this  fruit,  it  is  urged  we  must  put  the  tariff  up 
and  increase  the  cost  of  lemons  in  every  household  in  the  United 
Statjea 

Itj  is  utterly  useless  to  say  anything ;  I  know  that.  I  am  not 
foolish  enough  to  believe  that  I  am  going  to  influence  a  single 
vote ;  but  I  want  to  have  the  people  of  the  United  States  know 
what  is  going  on  in  the  United  States  Senate.  When  this  bill. 
l>ecomes  a  law  there  will  be  a  burden  of  taxation  imposed  on 
ever(r  home  in  the  United  States.  The  cost  of  living  in  every 
household  will  be  increased.  I  want  every  housewife  and  every 
man  who  brings  home  tiie  pay  envelope  to  know  what  is  going 
on.  There  is  a  concerted  move  on  to  so  increase  the  cost  of  the 
thinrs  needed  to  sustain  the  very  lives  of  our  people  that  there 
will  be  suffering  everywhere  and  complaint  everywhere. 

D(»  not  l)eileve,  my  friends,  that  you  are  going  to  get  away 
Witt  this  thing  without  a  protest  on  the  part  of  the  voters  of 
the  Jnited  States.  Every  man  in  the  Congress  who  votes  these 
outrageous  prices  upon  the  necessities  of  life  and  those  things 
whi<h  go  into  the  homes  will  feel  the  effect  of  this  when  lie 
comifs  up  for  election  again. 

I  im  willing  to  take  my  full  share  of  the  responsibility  for 
increasing  rates  on  those  things  as  to  which  it  can  be  demon- 
stra  ed  an  increase  is  needed  by  the  industries  of  the  United 
States.  There  are  industries  in  my  State  on  the  products  of 
whi(  h  there  must  be  increases  in  the  tariff  duties  if  there  is  not 
to  b:  destruction  of  the  industries.  But  when  we  come  to  this 
l>art|cular  item,  and  others  we  have  discussed  this  morning, 
more  we  will  discuss  during  the  day,  I  am  here  to  say  in 
solefcn  terms  that  the  Members  of  the  Congress  will  pay  the 
polilical  penalty  for  their  votes.  I  am  sorry,  indeed,  that  I 
hav<  to  pose  as  a  prophet  of  that  sort,  but  that  is  the  way  I 
feel  about  it 

G«  ahead  and  raise  the  tariff  on  lemons  if  you  like,  but  I 
am  lere  to  say  there  is  no  Justification  for  it.  I  believe  the 
people  of  the  United  States  will  take  exactly  the  same  view 
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I  am  expressing  here  this  morning. 


that 

Bit-.  WALSH  of  Massachusett.s.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the 
desk  a  newspaper  clipping  under  date  of  October  9,  1929,  relating 
to  lemon.<t,  which  I  ask  to  have  read. 

Tie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  clerk 
will  read,  as  requested. 

Tqe  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

SICILY  LBMOMS  BOt'OBT  AS  DHITSD  STATCS  PKICSS  SOAB 

Borrow,  October  9, — Thfi  lowly  lemon,  of  which  Blebard  Carle,  come- 
--  once  said  during  a  musical  comedy,  "  Roll  on,  silvery  moon,"  as 
be  Pilled  it  across  the  stage,  is  now  elevated  to  the  luxury.  Thla 
anaoi  inrement  is  made  by  the  special  commlMion  on  the  necessities  of 
life,  which  notes  that  the  retail  price  of  this  fruit  In  the  market  now 
upward  of  11  a  doxen.  Lemons,  the  commission  finds,  are  not 
in  uae  outside  of  households  that  pay  no  attention  to  the  element 
of  coiit.  and  small  dealers  are  dropping  the  yellow  fruit  from  their  stocks 
of  K0>ds,  so  their  use  hmn  l)een  generally  curtailed. 

Tb»  reason  for  the  prpsent  high  price  of  lemons  is  stated  by  a  big 
alt  exchange  thus  :  "  The  shortage  of  supply,  as  at  this  time  In  Call- 
foml  I  It  is  between  crops  and  the  new  crop  coming  In  is  late  and  what 
la  lef :  of  the  old  crop  is  being  cleaned  up."  It  is  further  said  It  will  ba 
two  iiontbs  before  the  supply  is  normal  again. 

Inddenuily,  high  prices  in  this  country  have  stlmnlated  importation 
of  Sillily  lemons,  and  while  the  cost  is  much  lower,  even  with  the  added 
)f  about  00  per  cent,  prices  in  this  market  and  at  retail  seem  to  be 
govpr  led  by  the  price  of  the  California  supply.  It  is  not  easy  to  find  a 
snbtittute  for  lemons,  but  they  are  not  Included  in  the  essential  com- 
modllips  necesjiary  for  the  diet ;  and  hou8ehold<T».  by  reducing  thpir  cur- 
rent ilemand,  can  effectlTely  meet  the  present  situation,  the  commisaioa 
says 


Ml  WALSH  of  Massarhnsetts.  I  ask  to  have  another  article 
uiK»n  the  same  subject  inserted  in  the  Recobd  without  reading 

Tile  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  obJecUon.  it  is  »a 
orde!  'ed. 

Tl  e  article  la  as  follows : 

(Fro^  the  Journal  of  Commerce,  New   York,   Weilnesiday,   November  6 

1929] 

PAVO^a     RlDCCTION    0»    DCTY     ON     LaMO,-.*— ITALIAN     COMMBKCI     BODIES 

Sat  DoMianc  Gaowaaa  Asi  Pkotbcted 
Th^t  the  California  growers  of  citrus  and  dried  fruits  are  trying  to 
iae  a  wall  against  Importations  of  lemons  snd  walnuts  from  Italy  as 
other  growers  on  the  Podflc  const  have  already  tried  and  succeeded  with 
Ttmn.ti  to  other  fruits,  such,  for  Instance,  as  cherries  in  brine  is  tho 
conteBtlon  of  the  national  tariff  committee  of  luilan  chambers  of  com- 
mere*  and  boards  of  trade  in  the  United  States  and  the  Food  Merchants' 
Protective  Association  of  New  York. 

Lo(  ds  J.  ScaramelU,  chairman  of  that  committee,  pointed  out  that  thU 

pwp<ae  la  evident  in  the  demand  made  by  California  growers  for  a  fur- 

tacreaa*  of  duty  on  the  above  commodities,  which  during  the  last 
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elj?lit  years  have  8een  their  importation  to  the  United  State*  hindered  by 
the  tariff  even  as  it  is  at  proiW-nt,  causing  a  vt-ry  great  redaction  in  tho 
qu.iutitics  Imported.  Moreover,  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  during  the  last  few  years  have  already  totally  ex 
eluded  the  Importations  of  oranges  and  fresh  grapes  from  Mediterranean 
countries,  including  Italy,  lie  said. 

DOMESTIC    I.E9tON    UBOWERS 

"Yet,"  snya  Mr.  Scaramelli,  "domestic  lemon  growers  have  unques- 
tionably eiijoye<l  an  enviable  prosiK^rity  for  many  years  and  reaped 
larife  iH-oflts  from  tlie  steady  comniercial  growth  of  their  Imsinesw,  due 
to  the  naturally  jr.x)d  quality  of  their  fruit,  properly  selected  and  graded. 
The  yearly  consumption  i>f  domestic  l«'mons  is  over  300.000,000  ponnds, 
a.-4  aguinst  ;i.">,000,000  pounds  imported  from  Italy.  Domestic  lemons 
have  been  selling  at  prices  averaging  about  25  per  cent  above  that  of 
imported  Italian  lemons. 

••  Lemons  a\e  used  both  for  beverage  and  medicinal  purposes,  and  the 
American  farmer  is  undi»ubtedly  among  the  largest  consumers  of  this 
fruit.  Therefore,  he  will  pay  more  than  ho  may  Y>e  Retting  if  the  rate 
of  duty  is  increased.  Since  the  enactment  of  prohibition  lemonade  has 
l>ec<jine  a  common  table  necessity  for  people  of  moderate  means,  so  that 
an  iricren»<Ml  rate  of  duty  will  be  borne  mostly  by  the  working  classes 
without  giving  any  lieneht  to  farmers. 

•'  It  is  very  important  to  note  that  Italian  lemons  are  c^sumed  very 
largely  in  hospitaU  and  other  health  Lnstitutious  beciiuse  of  their  higher 
percentage  of  acids.  It  should  also  be  borne  in  mind  that  before  the 
passage  of  the  preseut  tariff  in  1922  the  importation  of  Italian  lemons 
was  jilwut  75.000,000  pounds,  whereas  it  is  now  reduced,  as  stated,  to  as 
low  as  35.000,000  poonds. 

'■  The  argument  which  Cslifornia  growers  believe  to  be  the  strongest 
on  their  behalf  is  that  they  can  not  meet  the  competition  of  Italian 
lemons  in  New  York :  yet  the  same  growers  meet  successfully  the  same 
competition  on  all  the  Canadian  markets,  including  northeastern 
Canada,  and  go  as  far  as  to  bringing  competition  against  Italian  lemons 
in  England.  Surely  If  they  are  able  to  meet  such  competition  in 
Canada,  and  even  in  England,  then  they  must  he  in  a  much  better 
position  to  meet  It  In  New  York. 

"  Under  the  tariff  act  of  1«1»  duty  on  lemons  waa  about  one-half 
rent  per  pound.  In  1922,  when  the  present  tariff  was  enacted,  duty  was 
raised  to  2  cents  per  pound,  and  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate  would 
raiae  it  to  2Vi  cents  per  pound.  It  Is  impossible  to  understand  how  this 
increase  would  Isneflt  anyone,  whetlier  fanners,  consumers,  or  manu- 
factarers  of  medicinal  prepamtlons  and  beverages,  outside  of  a  small 
group  of  California  producers  who  are  kuovsn  to  have  enormously  pros- 
pered In  the  last  20  yearn. 

"The  National  Tiirlff  Committee  lielieves  that  duty  on  lemons,  far 
from  being  Increased,  should  be  reduced  to  1  ceut  per  pound." 

DOMESTIC    WALSUTS 

Still,  according  to  Mr.  ScaramelU,  the  importations  of  walnuts  in  shell 
from  Italy  enlls  for  different  considerations,  but  nevertheless  Just  as 
strong.  California  walnnts  sell  at  a  price  which  is  about  25  per  cent 
higher  tiian  the  highest  prices  obtalnt>d  by  imported  walnuts,  and  that 
principally  on  account  of  the  quality  of  the  domestic  product,  and  there 
is  a  very  steady  demand  for  dom.-stk-  walnuts  which  has  brought  about 
a  remarkable  prosperity  among  American  growers.  "  This  is  sufllclent 
demonstration  to  the  effect,"  he  said,  "  that  American  walnut  »n"owers 
do  uot  need  a  stronger  protection  than  that  which  they  already  enjoy, 
vis,  4  cents  per  pound  on  walnuts  In  the  shell.  On  the  contrary  it  is 
dc'tr  that  a  reduction  on  the  present  rate  of  duty  would  be  In  order. 
It  Is  necessary  to  consMer  not  only  the  direct  consumption  of  the  fruit 
Itself  hut  also  the  requirements  of  American  confectioners  In  its  use 
by  them. 

"  Confectionery  Is  a  ver>'  popular  Industry,"  continued  Mr.  Scaramelli, 
••spread  all  through  the  country  and  of  the  first  magnitude.  Confec- 
tioners can  not  always  us*'  the  high-priced  domestic  walnuts,  but  when 
catering  to  people  of  moderate  means  they  require  a  cheap»-r-priced 
walnut.  The  present  rates  of  duty  already  taxes  the  consumer  of 
moderate  means,  and  any  Increase  such  as  proposed  in  the  Senate  tariff 
bill,  which  would  bring  the  rate  of  duty  on  walnuts  In  the  shell  to 
5  cents  per  pound,  would  be  beyond  reason  and  greatly  detrimental  not 
only  to  the  ultimate  consumer  but  also  to  n  very  Important  American 
industry.  Therefore  the  rate  of  litity  of  walnuts  In  the  shell  should  be 
reduced  to  2  cents  per  pound." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusett*».  Mr.  President,  repeating'  what 
I  stateti  yesterilay  and  on  several  other  occasions,  may  I  etiy 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Yorl£,  I  am  iu  accord  with  his  views 
as  to  the  political  effect  of  the  outragtious  increased  duties  be- 
ing levied  in  this  schedule.  I  do  not  kuow  where  tlie  public 
will  place  the  blame.  The  so-called  reactionary  Republican.s  are 
responsible,  in  the  first  Instance,  for  re<ommou«ling  the  in- 
creases. The  increases  were  demanded  and  are  l>eing  voted  for 
by  the  Senators  representing  the  so-called  pn)gressive  Republi- 
can Ki-oup.  All  Senators  at  election  time  must  face  this  i.ssue 
with  tJie  American  public.  The  average  man  and  woman  can 
not  always  visualize  how  an  Increased  duty  upon  an  automobile 


or  upon  steel  or  manufactured  products  operates  against  them, 
but  they  can  visualire  what  an  increased  duty  may  mean  upon 
the  things  that  they  use  every  day  in  their  lives  and  which 
constitute  the  very  es.seiatial8  of  life. 

I  fear  very  much  that  there  will  be  an  accounling  demanded, 
particularly  in  our  industrial  centers,  because  of  the  Increased 
rates  upon  food  products  that  are  being  continuously  voted  into 
the  1)111.  I  can  uot  understand  how  Senators  on  tlie  other  side  of 
the  Chamber  from  the  great  Industrial  States  where  the  consum- 
ing peculation  is  the  largest  percentage  of  the  people,  when  we 
consider  the  evidence  of  exports  and  imports  and  the  fairly 
prosperoiL*;  ci»udition  of  the  producers  can  justify  these  great 
increases  in  the  rates  which  mean,  if  they  mean  anything,  that 
the  American  people  have  got  to  pay  Very  dearly  for  their,  by 
increases  in  their  cost  of  existence. 

To  illustrate,  lemons  were  selling  prior  to  the  enactmcL't  of 
the  law  of  1922  for  $1.50  to  $2.50  per  crate.  Lemons  are  now 
selling  at  from  $8  to  $16  per  crate.  An  increase  in  the  tariff 
duty  when  this  fruit  is  at  that  high  price  is  going  to  be  vigor- 
ously protested  by  the  American  public,  when  they  realise  what 
has  hapiiened  and  its  causei>. 

I  hope,  and  I  say  this  sincerely,  that  nay  associates  upon  this 
side  of  the  aisle,  especially  those  who  are  not  from  States  like 
Florida,  where  there  naturally  would  be  a  keen  interest  In  favor 
of  increased  dutitsi,  will  appreciate  the  acc-ountabillty  vrlnvh 
we  may  have  to  give  If  we  vote  into  the  bill  large  increases,  and 
then  vote  for  a  bill  containing  these  excessively  increased  duties 
upon  food  products. 

If  I  have  understood  the  position  of  the  Democratic  Party 
in  the  past  with  respect  to  the  tariff,  it  has  been  that  it  sought 
to  keep  in  luind  the  consumer  in  the  application  of  any  pro- 
tective-tariff theory,  that  it  did  not  consider  alone  the  protection 
of  the  protlucer,  that  it  did  not  consider  alone  the  condition 
and  protection  of  the  worker,  but  that  it  had  in  mind  that  there 
Is  a  third  interest,  a  vitally  important  interest,  the  consumers* 
interest.  I  sincerely  hope  we  will  move  cautiously  and  carefully 
and  keep  down  as  low  as  possible  the  many  increases  which 
have  been  rec«inimendefl  by  the  majority  members  of  the 
Finance  Committ*^. 

Mr.  HAUKI80N,  Mr.  President,  of  coarse,  as  to  Innumeriible 
agricultural  protlucts  because  of  the  large  exportations  and 
small  importations  the  Senator  and  I  agree  that  the  tariff  is 
InefTective.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  too  knows  full 
well  that  this  is  the  first  time  there  has  been  an  opportunity  to 
get  some  relief  where  agricultural  products  are  exported  in 
large  ciuantltles  and  where  there  are  small  importations — where 
througli  the  application  of  the  del>enture  there  migbt  be  some 
relief  obtaine*!.  So  from  the  Democratic  standpoint,  In  cases 
like  that,  there  Is  some  reason  for  voting  for  reasonable  in- 
creases in  some  instances  on  agricultural  products. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  to  my  friend 
from  Massachusetts  that  I  thank  liim  for  what  he  has  said. 
I  feel  very  keenly  this  morning  the  significance  of  wimt  wa 
are  doing  here.  When  we  invade  the  American  home  and,  as 
in  this  instance,  go  into  tlie  sick  room  where  lemons  are  used, 
and  into  the  nursery,  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  justify  our 
action.  When  we  have  a  great  farming  country  where  wheat 
is  grown  the  problem  there  can  uot  be  solved  except  by  gov- 
ernmental aid,  which  I  am  glad  to  grant.  But  at  the  risk  of 
being  a  bore  to  my  colleagues,  I  shall  never  remain  in  my  setit 
with  my  tongue  quiet  tmder  circumstances  like  these.  I  want 
tlie  country  to  know  what  we  are  doing  here.  We  are  stalking 
into  every  home  in  the  I'nited  States,  we  are  buretlng  open 
the  door,  and  we  are  doing  things  which  iu  this  instance  will 
lower  tlie  health  and  ^itality  of  our  dear  ones  who,  in  illnesa 
as  well  as  in  growth,  have  ueed  of  the  product  under  di-scussion. 
The  PRI-:S1DING  OFFICER,  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  ojmmittee  amendment. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  1^6,  line  IL  wliere  the 
committee  proposes  to  strike  out  -  2  cents  "  and  Insert  "  1  cent," 
so  as  to  read: 

I.lmes,  In  their  natural  state,  or  In  brine,  1  cent  per  pound. 
Mr  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  committee 
amendment  will  be  disagreed  to.  I  can  not  imagine  why  the 
committee  should  report  a  reduction  in  the  duty  on  limes.  Limes 
and  leiiwns  are  used  practically  for  the  same  puriwses.  Limes 
are  uot  so  well  known  In  this  country.  For  m.v  iiart,  I  prefer 
them  to  leini^ns.  lemons  are  not  advertised  very  much  and 
they  are  not  very  well  distributed  for  the  reason  that  they  are 
uot  sufficiently  adverti.sed.  Limes  are  produced  in  diis  country 
only  in  Florida.  The  only  reason  I  can  see  for  the  proposed 
rediu-tiou  is  because  they  are  produced  only  in  Florida  and  n> 
whore  else.  I  insist  that  the  duty  ought  to  be  the  same  on  limes 
aui  on  lemons.    The  House  fixed  the  rate  of  duty  at  2  cents.    I 
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a«k  now  that  the  committee  amendment  be  disagreed  to  and 
that  we  keep  the  dnty  as  fixed  in  the  House  text. 

Mr.  SHORTRIIK3E.  Mr.  President.  I  folly  coDcar  in  what 
tlie  Senator  from  Florida  haa  jn9t  stated. 

Mr.  n^ICTCUEK.  I  thank  the  Senator.  The  competition 
comen  from  Mexiro  for  all  the  States  in  the  West,  as  shown 
by  the  reiwrt  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  the  competition  In 
the  EaMtem  States  comes  from  the  West  Indies. 

Mr.  TRAMMEIX.  Mr.  President,  we  hope  that  the  Senate 
committee  amendment  will  be  rejected  and  the  rate  restored  to 
the  House  basis  of  2  cents  per  pound.  Of  coarse  oar  competi- 
tion is  .text  door,  coming  from  Cuba,  and  without  ample  pro- 
tect Iwi  the  lime  Indnstcj  of  Florida  will  be  rery  much  endan- 
gered by  importations  from  Cuba.  The  result,  of  coarse,  would 
be  very  detrimental  to  the  industry  in  Florida. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.«5sachnsetts.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care 
to  take  any  more  time  or  present  any  argument  In  (^position 
to  the  pending  amendment,  but  I  would  like  the  Rbcord  to  show 
the  rate  upon  lemons  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  law  of  1022, 
the  rate  as  provided  in  the  law  of  1922,  the  rate  as  proposed  by 
tlie  HonMP.  and  the  rate  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  and  Just  agreed  to.  I  should  like  to  have  the  various 
rates  .«»hown  In  ad  ralorem  term.s.  The  experts  for  the  Finance 
Committee  can  give  that  information  so  we  may  hare  it  placed 
In  the  Rboobd.  I  shall  not  detain  the  Senate,  but  I  will  ask 
permiMsion  to  hare  It  inserted  in  the  Rscoan  in  connection  with 
the  remarks  I  am  now  making  so  that  tiie  public  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  see  the  great  increases  that  hare  been  levied 
since  1P22  upon  lenons. 

The  PHBSIDINO  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  It  Is  so 
onlere<l. 

The  statement  of  rates  is  as  follows : 
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EqulTalent  ad  Talorem  rates :  Per  eent 

laiS 15.  92 

1922 63.  «8 

Uouae 63.  68 

Beaate 76.  60 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  upon  agrtelng 
to  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  of  the  committee  in  line  11, 
relating  to  limes. 

Tlie  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  committee  was  on  page  136.  line 
12.  where  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  "l^i  cents" 
and  insert  "  1  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

Cirape  fmlt,  1  reot  per  pound. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President.  I  would  Uke  to  know  why  in 
tlie  name  of  high  heaven  the  committee  proposes  a  reduction 
on  a  luxury  like  grapefruit  and  imposes  an  adclitional  tax  upon 
a  necessity  like  lemons.  One  is  used  everywhere,  and  the  (»:her 
Is  a  luxury.  I  would  like  to  know  from  some  member  uf  the 
Finance  Committee  what  mental  process  led  to  such  a  dcJi.ion. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  Mr.  President,  some  time  hereafter, 
when  we  are  all  in  good  humor,  and  1  have  nothing  else  to  do. 
I  may  undertake  to  explain  why  I  voted  so-and-so,  If  permitted 
under  the  rules  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee.  But  for  the 
moment,  it  is  enough  to  say  I  think  the  rate  on  lemons  has  now 
been  fixed  correctly.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Florida 
that  the  Senate  committee  amendment,  striking  out  1V4  cents 
and  inserting  1  cent,  .<*honld  be  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  It  Is  very  apparent  then 
that  the  spirit  of  the  committee  is  against  the  amendment  It 
inadvertently  got  here,  but  it  is  an  amazing  thing  to  think  that 
a  committee  of  the  United  States  Senate  having  in  charge  the 
con.«(ideratlon  of  tariff  rates  on  citrus  fruits  would  increase  the 
tariff  on  a  necessity  used  in  every  home  in  tlie  United  States, 
and  then  propose  to  reduce  the  tariff  on  grapefruit,  of  which  we 
can  buy  a  one-half  portion  In  any  hotel  for  25  cents.  It  is  an 
absurdity.     It  is  beyond  all  possibility  of  reasonable  explanation. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  be  good 
enough  to  tell  me  the  hotel  where  we  can  buy  half  a  grape- 
fruit for  28  cents? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  did  place  it  too  low.  I  think  the  hotel 
patronised  by  the  Senator  from  California  would  diarge  at 
least  40  cents.    I  apologise  for  the  mistake. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  more  amas- 
ing  than  the  inconsistency  of  the  Senate  Finance  C(«unittee  in 
increasing  ttie  dnty  on  lemons  and  decreasing  It  on  grapefmit, 
is  the  fact  that  the  plea  hn  behalf  of  the  infants,  the  8i<^,  and 
tlie  poor  of  the  comitry  la  nnheard ;  that  no  response  is  made 
to  it  bare  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  that  notwlthstandins 
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th  i  pleas  of  the  Soiator  from  New  York  and  my  feeble  efforts  to 
in  press  the  Senate  how  these  increases  will  affect  the  consumers, 
the  Senate  actually  votes  at  every  opportunity  to  increase  rates 
■■-^ond  those  recommended  by  the  Finance  Conunittee. 

have  before  me  the  equivalent  ad  valorem  rates  upon  lemona. 

ant  the  Rjocord  to  show  the  figures.     I  wish  the  press  would 

ally  take  notice,  so  that  the  lemon  consumers  of  the  coun- 

may  know  what  has  happened  here  to-day  in  regard  to 

lons. 

•rior  to  1922  the  equivalent  ad  valorem  rate  upon  lemona 
I  15.92  per  cent.  The  law  of  1922  Increased  that  equivalent 
valorem  rate  to  63.68  per  cent.  The  much  criticized  House 
fixed  the  rate  the  same  as  the  present  law,  at  an  equivalent 
adj  valorem  rate  of  63.68  per  cent  The  Finance  Committee  rec- 
onimended  and  now  by  vote,  without  a  roU  caU,  the  Senate  has 
the  equivalent  ad  valorem  rate  upon  lemons  at  79.60  per 
t.  which  means  that  a  crate  of  lemons  that  cost  $5,  when  the 
y  is  applied,  will  cost  the  consumers  between  $9  and  $10. 
'"-le  public  can  understand  the  Interest  that  prompts  the  Sena- 
from  California  and  Florida  to  vote  these  increases  but 
what  explanation  can  the  91  other  Senators  make? 

klr.  President,  I  do  not  think  the  Senate  appreciates  that 
th(!re  will  be  more  criticism  and  more  denunciation  of  the  bill 
w«  are  constructing  hwe  than  of  the  Hnn.se  bill ;  and  we  know 
ho  IV  infuriated  the  people  were  over  the  rates  fixed  in  the 
H<  «se  bill,  because,  as  the  Senator  has  said,  we  have  gone  into 
th<!  homes  and  the  hospitals  and  onto  the  tables  of  the  poor 
by  these  tremendous  Increases  Imposed  on  food,  on  bread,  and 
I  use  the  word  "  bread  "  to  Include  all  that  Is  needed  to  nourish 
th(!  human  body.  It  is  outrageous,  unjustifiable,  and  inde- 
fei  isible.  Before  we  get  through  this  bill  will  cause  the  public 
to  cry  to  heaven  for  vengeance  more  than  they  did  over  the 
Hcase  bill.  I  hope  the  Senators  will  at  least  give  us  a  chance 
to  have  a  roll  call  on  some  of  these  amendments,  so  that  we 
nu  y  let  our  constituents  know  who  is  voting  to  Increase  the  cost 
of  a  doaen  of  lemons  from  approximately  $1  to  $2.  I  hope  at 
least  that  Senators  on  the  other  side  will  give  the  .small  mi- 
nority in  this  Chamber,  which  is  seeking  to  protest  against  this 
M  upon  people  who  now  are  able  to  earn  hardly  enough  money 
n  which  to  subsist,  record  votes  from  time  to  time  upon 
ne  increases. 

r.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Lsachusetts  for  what  he  has  said.  We  need  nothing  more 
tha  n  this  one  paragraph  to  point  out  to  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try what  is  going  on  here.  It  is  proposed  to  increase  the  tariff 
on  lemons,  which  are  used  everywhere,  and  to  decrease  the 
tartff  on  grapefruit,  which  is  used  on  the  tables  of  the  rich. 
Let  us  tax  the  mattresses,  the  kitchen  tables,  and  the  cotton 
Uig  of  the  people,  but  let  us  bring  in  dlamcMids  and  seal- 
coats  and  pianos  at  a  low  rate  in  order  that  the  poor 
erlng  rich  may  have  their  luxuries. 

It  is  outrageous,  and  I  plead,  with  my  friend  from  Massachu- 
set  s.  that  there  may  be  roll  calls  on  these  items  in  order  that 
the  people  may  place  the  blame  where  it  belongs. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mus.^jichusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Seua- 
torlfrom  New  York  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  fnim  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  A  good  deal  has  been  said 
in  he  course  of  this  debate  with  respe<t  to  the  Influence  of  the 
Seofttors  from  Connecticut  New  Jersey,  and  Pennsylvania  in 
fraiuing  the  rates  fixed  by  tlie  Senate  Committee  on  Finance. 
In  riew  of  what  has  been  disclosed  here  this  morning,  I  am 
sun^  we  shall  have  to  agree  that  there  ought  to  be  another 
Sta  e  Included.  I  think  the  Senator  from  the  State  of  California 
[M! .  Shobtkidgk],  who  so  generously  votes  for  every  increase  for 
evcT  State  on  every  article,  no  matter  who  proposes  it  and 
reg  irdless  of  any  yardstick  measure  of  protection,  ought  to  be 
inc  uded  among  those  Senators  who  have  the  honor  and  dlstinc- 
tioi   of  framing  this  bill  and  making  these  Increased  rates 

a  r.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sac lu-setts  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
seti  a  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  ? 

*  r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  yield, 
r.  HARRISON.    May  I  say  to  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 

setfc  that  It  does  look  suspicious  that  the  rate  on  lemons  has 
beeh  Increased,  and  that  the  rate  on  grajiefrult,  which  is  not 
need  in  Onlifomia  to  the  extent  to  which  it  Is  produced 
in  norida,  has  been  reduced?  Let  us  admit  that  the  Senator 
fro  a   Galifomia   is   one   of   the   leaders   of   the   subcommittee 

wh  eh  drafted  the  agricultural  schedule 

1  r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  do  not  think  he  was  merely 

*  of  them ;  I  think  he  was  the  chief  in  voting  increased  rates. 
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Mr.  HARRISON.  But,  Mr.  President,  that  fact  ought  not 
to  imp(«n  the  motives  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Cali- 
fornia. It  is  ti-ue  it  looks  suspicious;  it  looks  as  though  he 
wants  to  take  care  of  California  in  the  case  of  lemons  and  not 
to  take  care  of  Florida,  but  to  re^luce  the  rates  on  the  products 
of  Florida.  Some  people  think  Uiere  Ls  a  good  deal  of  compe- 
tition between  Florida  and  California  with  reference  to  cUnmte 
aiid  other  things,  although  it  Is  pretty  generally  understood 
now  that  neither  Is  in  competition  with  MlssLssippL 

Of  course,  everyone  knows  that  the  Senator  from  California 
would  not  "  take  it  out "  on  Florida  and  lKx>st  the  rates  affect- 
ing Califoniia.  because  if  there  is  a  high  protectltmist  in  the 
Senate  and  one  who  Itelleves  in  petting  protection  for  every  part 
of  the  country  and  on  «>very  commodity  that  Is  jrrowu  or  can 
po-ssibly  grow  in  the  United  States  it  is  the  Senator  from  Call- 
foniia.  I  thdUKht  I  oujjht  to  say  that  much  for  fear  some  peo- 
piti  might  think  he  had  acted  wrongly  in  this  particular  instance- 
Mr.  W.VLSH  ..f  M:i.s-<achust'tts.  Mr.  Pre.<iident,  will  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missi8»ipi»i,  who  is  charged  with  representing  the  mi- 
nority on  this  schedule,  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  vote 
on  the  amendment  affecting  lemons  be  reconsidered,  so  that  we 
may  have  a  record  vote  on  that  question?  If  the  Senator  does 
not  want  to  do  that,  for  son»e  reason  or  other,  I  will  make  that 
request.  I  ask  unanimous  request  in  view  of  the  additional  de- 
hate  and  information  we  have  had  ui»n  this  question  that  the 
vote  whereby  the  duty  on  lemons  was  increased  may  be  recou- 
sidi'red. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.    I  object. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Objection  is  made. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachurtetts.  I  see  that  the  objection  comes 
from  California. 

Mr.  TltAMMELL.  Mr.  rrcsiilcnt,  I  Jhlnk  we  are  ready  for 
a  vote  on  the  question  of  the  »luty  on  grapefruit  The  House 
flxetl  th»'  rate  .it  I'/j  cents  and  tlie  Senate  committee  i-ecom- 
uiended  an  aniendun'nt  to  cut  it  to  1  cent  a  puoud.  We  foel  that 
the  House  rate  was  i-e«Honal>le  aiKl  thwou^ly  justified,  and 
that  the  «TrHt  grapefruit  indiivtry  iu  Florida  —and  the  Industry 
is  developing  more  or  less  in  other  sections  of  the  country — is 
deserving  of  th<'  rate  tixeil  by  the  Houi^  of  IVit  cents.  1  hope 
that  the  Senate  committees  amendment  will  be  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agnoing  to  the 
aiiM>ndraent  repoited  l>y  the  committee. 

The  amenduK'nt  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Tl»e  next  amemiment  will  be  stated. 

The  CuiEir  Cijouc.  In  iiaragraph  747,  on  page  1.^7.  line  4, 
after  the  word  "dried,"  It  is  proposed  to  im^ert  "  desi(-«cated,  or 
evaporated." 

Mr.  W.<U^H  of  MasHachusetts.  Mr.  President  will  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  exiOaiu  how  it  hupi)ens  that  the  Senate  has 
rejected  all  of  ll»e  IncreaHiHl  duties  i-ei-ommended  by  the  com- 
mittee as  to  other  prodm-ts  than  those  in  the  agricultural  sche«l- 
ule.  Wlieu  the  majority  members  of  the  trance  C*)miiilttee 
have  ret'ouiniended  im-reaMes  on  agrkmltural  products,  tlie  duties 
have  InvariHbly  Ijeen  voteil  into  the  bill  or  actually  increuaetl 
by  the  Semite. 

Mr.  SM(K)T.  The  only  answer  it-  that  a  majority  favor  the 
increases. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mjissachusetts.  Here  are  two  or  three  items 
where  the  Finance  Committee  r»«commeude<l  »i  dei-rease  over 
tile  Hou.se  rates;  but  the  Senate  ha.s  rejettt'd  the  amendments 
and  resttnned  tl»e  increases  provided  by  the  House. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President,  that  is  what  we  ai-e  here  for. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Idaho  ex- 
jirt'Ssiss  the  situntion  very  well. 

Mr.  BOIiAU.    Precisely. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  ^las.sacbnsetts.  So  the  majority  of  the  Senate 
is  carrying  out  the  proKnim  sugRef^ted  by  the  Senator  from 
Idaho,  namely,  to  reduce  rates  upon  the  manufactured  com- 
modities and  increase  the  mte«  upon  all  agricultural  protliH'ts. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  if  the  Senator  wants  to  get  into 
a  discussion  as  to  the  comparative  protection  afforded  as  be- 
tween that  part  of  the  country  which  he  represents,  the  indus- 
trial section,  and  the  agricultiiral  section,  we  will  be  very  glad 
to  take  it  up. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  enter 
into  a  disctission  with  the  Senator,  but  we  are  not  now  discus.-^- 
ing  the  iwrticular  agricultural  ppMlucts  of  the  section  ot  the 
country  in  which  the  Senator  from  Idaho  is  iuterestetl ;  we  are 
(liscnsslng  nuricultural  prixlucts  of  the  State  of  California. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Well,  California  is  very  close  to  Idaho,  and  it 
relates  to  agriculture. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Ami  it  has  two  votes  for  this 
bill. 

Mr.  EDGE.  >lr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Mas.sachu- 
setts  yield  to  enable  me  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Idaho? 


Mr  WAI^H  of  Massaehnaelts.    I  yie)d  tke^  floor. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  Presideut,  I  do  not  care  to  engage  in  a  dis- 
cussion that  might  take  a  long  time,  as  I  realise  every  .Senator 
wants  to  get  this  bill  along  as  rapidly  us  pusailJe.  However, 
If  the  debate  the  Senator  frf«a  Idaho  suggested  as  to  the  c-om- 
paraUve  degree  (rf  protection  ai-corded  to  industry  and  to  agri- 
culture should  be  entere<l  Into,  dtx's  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
think  for  one  moment  that  he  can  demoiistrate  that  the  rates 
which  are  being  adopted  by  the  Senate  applying  to  agricultural 
products  are  limited,  so  far  as  it  is  possible  to  obtain  the  infor- 
mation, to  the  differeuc-e  in  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and 
abroad  in  the  same  degree  at  least  that  rates  on  industrial 
commodities  are  so  regulated? 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  without  referring  now  to  any 
particular  pro«luct  either  of  industry  or  of  agriculture,  I  will 
say  In  answer  to  the  Senator  tluit  I  would  be  perfectly  willing 
to  take  the  cost  of  pn>ductIon  at  home  and  abroad  and  measure 
the  agricultural  rates  in  the  bill  by  that  standard.  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  to  concede  that  there  aiv  duties  laid  upon  agri- 
cultural products  which  are  ineffective,  and  I  am  not  concerned 
about  those;  but  wherever  we  can  find  an  agriciUtural  product 
(H-otection  on  which  can  be  ma«le  effective  it  is  <mr  duty  to  lay  it 
without  any  hesitation  whatever,  because  in  the  case  of  agricul- 
ture the  field  is  very  Uniitetl  where  protective  duties  can  be 

ntade  effective. 

Mr.  EDGE.     If  I  follow  the  Senator  correctly,  then.  In  such 
cases  with  reference  to  agricultural  products,  he  is  prepared  to 
limit  the  duty  imposed  within  the  s<-ope  reiuHisentlng  the  actual 
difference  in  coet  of  production  here  ami  abroad? 
Mr.  BORAH.     Yes. 

Mr.  EDGE.  I  return  then  for  u  moment  to  the  question  of 
dutii»s  imposed  on  industrial  connufHlities.  Certainly  It  has 
been  demonstrated  time  after  tiuie  in  this  debate  that  all  p«>s- 
sible  facts  that  ctmUl  be  asked  for,  pig  iron,  for  instance,  ami 
many  other  commodities' — I  will  not  go  into  detail — have  l)wn 
protluceil,  showing  clearly-  tliat  the  duty  did  not  represent  the 
difference  between  the  cost  of  production  at  h«tfue  and  ubrond, 
and  .vet  the  Senate  has  either  re<hKTd  or  tienied  the  duty. 

I'M^oually,  I  would  be  delighted  to  se(^  the  bill  as  it  affects 
agriculture  and  Industry,  either,  and  b.>th.  represent,  as  nearly 
as  it  is  obtainable,  the  cost  difference.  I  am  afraid,  however, 
when  this  bill  i.s  analyzed  It  will  t»e  found  continuing  the  poUi-y 
that  has  prevailed  that  the  proKrtion  accorded  to  imUiKtry 
dftes  not  anj'where  near  approach  the  formula  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Idaho  so  frequently  states  he  is  ready  to  follow  for 
both  classes  of  commcdfties. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  Presid«it.  imlustry  is  no^  practically 
ertjctying  th*>  home  market.  NfnWy-seven  i)er  cent  of  the  home 
n.-arket  is  now  in  the  control  of  local  or  domestic  industry.  To 
continue  constantly  to  raise  the  duties  upon  the^e  items  is  to 
put  an  embargo  upon  them.  Whenever  it  (-an  be  shown  that 
agriculture  »u»praaches  the  enjoyment  of  the  home  market  that 
industry  has,  there  will  l>e  some  iieasou  to  object  to  higher 
agricultural  rates. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Of  course  an  urgoment  of  this  kind  could  be 
endless ;  but  I  could  point  oat,  and  the  Senator  wril  knows  it  Ls 
quite  easy  to  do  so,  many  rates  that  have  been  reduced  by  a 
vote  of  the  Senate  l>elow  existing  law.  I  liave  one  in  mind, 
synthetic  camphor,  reduced  from  6  cents  to  1  cent  i»er  pt»and. 
The  existing  law  Is  6  cents.  With  all  the  evidence  in  the  world 
that  a  plant  is  established  and  prepaiiug  to  produce  this  com- 
modity so  much  nee«led  iu  this  country,  yet  the  Senate  retluced 
the  prevailing  duty  from  6  cents  to  1  cent,  which  of  course  puts 
that  industry  out  of  V>usdness. 

•Mr.  BORAH.  What  the  Senator  w»u;  uudertaking  to  do  in 
that  instance  was  to  put  a  dnty  upon  antic iimt ion.  There  was 
no  actual  production.  You  had  an  organization;  you  had  a 
scheme;  you  had  an  auUciimtioo ;  and  you  were  asking  the 
l)eoi)le  of  the  United  States  to  tav  themselves  on  that  account. 

Mr.  ED<iE.  Mr.  Presi^lent,  following  that  line  of  argument, 
what  was  presented  as  representing  the  reason  for  a  duty  on 
uiangan€«e?  It  was  clearly  imli^-ated  that  the  actual  pr4Klue- 
tion.  even  though  promised  seven  years  ago  to  be  increased,  had 
been  at-tually  re<luoe<l ;  but  on  aJiticii>atio]i  that  the  situation 
would  becoine  U^tter  in  the  next  few  years,  the  Senate  con- 
tinued the  duty. 

I  must  correct  the  Senator  when  he  says  that  tlie  argument  sur- 
rounding synthetic  camphor  was  based  ou  antlcii>ation.  It  was 
demonstrated  conclusively  over  the  signatures  of  officers  of  tlie 
company  that  synthetic  camiJiov  is  now  being  piotluced,  and  that 
within  three  week.**— we  were  not  willing  to  wait  three  weeks— 
they  would  jnoduce  WX)  ixmnds  a  da^" ;  ami  the  consumers  tlieuv- 
selven,  ll»e  pyroxylin  manufactuivrs  who  use  the  greater  i)art 
of  this  commodity,  asked  that  it  be  pi-ote<  te<l  so  that  they  could 
have  a  domestic  supply.  They  were  perfectlj  ready  even  to 
p;iv  a  hit'her  price,  if  neces.$ary,  to  be  assured  of  a  doiaestio 
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•upply  rathw  than  to  depend  upon  Oennany  and  Japan;  and 
jet  the  Senate  reduced  by  flveHSixths  tbe  preyaillnK  doty  (m 
that  commodltj'. 

Mr.  BORAH  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  OOPELAND.    Mr.  President 

lite  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York  wish  to  ask 
a  qnestion? 

Mr.  CX)PELAND.  Ye«;  I  deffire  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
Senator  fn>m  Idaho.  He  spoke  about  a  tariff  in  anticipation  In 
reply  to  what  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  said.  Within  an 
hour  we  hare  adopted  an  amendment  to  this  bill  providing  for 
a  tariff  in  antlclpat.on  on  mara«;hino  cherries.  Does  the  Sena- 
tor from  Idaho  approre  of  that? 

Mr.  BORAH.  No;  and  I  do  not  approre  of  the  statement  of 
fact. 

Mr.  President.  Just  a  word  with  reference  to  manganese.  It 
was  upon  my  suggestion.  If  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  will 
recall,  that  the  Increase  did  not  take  place.  We  simply  put  it 
'back  to  the  duty  that  wa.o  in  the  old  law. 

Mr.  EDGE.  That  is  precisely  what  we  wanted  to  do  with 
synthetic  camphor. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Walt  a  moment.  I  did  not  Tote  for  that  duty 
upon  the  theory  that  It  was  a  protective  duty.  I  voted  for  It 
solely  upon  flie  theory  that  it  was  a  revenue  duty.  I  saw  no 
ren.son  for  taking  some  $7,000,000  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  and  putting  it  into  the  treasuries  of  the  steel 
companies  of  the  United  States.  It  was  a  conceded  proposition 
;  that  it  was  a  revenue-raising  duty ;  and  it  was  not  as  a  protect 
,  tion  proposition  but  as  a  revenue  matter  that  I  voted  for  it. 
and  so  Htated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
of  the  committee,  which  will  be  stated. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  Chiet  Cliek.  On  page  137,  paragraph  747,  line  4,  after 
the  word  "  dried,"  it  Is  prt^[)09ed  to  insert  "  desiccated,  or  evap- 
orated." 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  have  no  objection  to  that  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  wiU  state  the  next  amend- 
ment. 

The  Cunsr  Clkbk.  On  line  5,  the  committee  proposes  to  strike 
oat  "  one-half  of  1  cent  "and  insert  "  2  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

pAk.  747.   rioms,  pranes,  and  prunellea,  grven,  ripe,  or  in  brine,  one- 
half  of  1  cent  per  poood ;  dried,  desiccated,  or  evaporated.  2  cents  per 
^  pound :  otherwise  prepared  or  preaenred,  and  not  specially  provided  for. 
S5  per  rent  ad  valoreaa. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  as  a  substitute  for  "  2  cents  " 
I  move  t(»  insert  **  1  rent,"  and  I  do  that  for  this  reason : 

lender  the  present  law  the  duty  is  one-half  of  1  cent  That  is 
the  duty  that  has  been  carried  for  quite  a  while ;  and  here  is  the 
picture : 

Our  production  is  386,000,000  pounds.  The  importations  when 
compared  to  the  production  are  one-flfth  of  1  per  cent.  They  are 
615,000  pounds.  We  export  of  this  product  267,000,000  pounds. 
It  does  seem,  with  this  small  Importation  and  this  very  large 
exportation,  and  no  danger  of  invasion  by  the  f(H«ign  product, 
that  those  who  champion  this  duty  should  be  satisfied  with  100 
per  cent  Increase,  to  raise  it  from  half  a  cent  to  1  cent  a  pound, 
reducing  the  reconmiendation  of  the  committee  from  2  cents  fo 
1  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  that  the  resi^ion  why  the  committee  made  this  In- 
crease to  2  cents  a  pound  was  to  conform  to  all  the  other  para- 
graphs with  regard  to  pears  and  apples  and  peaches  and  apricots 
and  other  prooucta  of  a  similar  character.  They  could  not  see 
that  there  oui^t  to  be  one  rate  upon  one  of  these  fruits  and 
another  rate  upon  all  the  other  products  of  the  same  duuticter. 
If  we  are  going  to  have  a  duty  of  1  cent  a  i>ound  on  dried  {dimis, 
pnines,  and  so  forth,  the  same  thing  ought  to  apply  to  all  of  the 
other  fiults. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  But  the  Senator  realises  that  we  have  not 
reached  that  item  yet ;  that  that  comes  in  paragraph  748. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yea. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  There  is  no  force  in  the  argument  that 
because  there  is  a  duty  of  2  cents  a  pound  on  pears,  or  some- 
thing else,  we  ought  to  put  the  same  rate  on  prunes  or  jdums. 
Let  each  one  stand  upon  its  own  footing.  To  my  way  of  think- 
ing, the  bettt  picture  that  can  be  presented  is  the  Importations 
and  exportations.  If  the  same  thing  is  true  with  reference  to 
plonui  when  we  get  down  to  the  other  item,  if  the  Importations 
are  very  small  and  the  exportations  are  very  large  and  the  pro- 
duction is  very  great,  then  let  us  reduce  that  rate  frtmi  2  cents 
to  1  cent,  rather  than  just  Uft  op  the  other. 
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llr.  SMOOT.    My  answer  was  in  confonnlty  with  the  ques- 
tio  1  asked  me,  as  to  why  the  committee  did  it    I  am  not  say- 
inil  a  word  as  to  what  it  should  be  or  what  it  should  not  be;, 
if  we  are  going  to  have  a  certain  rate  on  dried  apricots  and 
pears  and  apples  and  everything  else,  I  can  not  see  why, 
should  not  be  the  same  rate  here  on  prunes  and  plums;, 
t  isaa 

r.   HARRISON.     The   Senator  goes  on  the  theory  that  a 
peison  who  liked  dried  plums  or  dried  prunes  would  have  thoi 
sa^ie  taste  for  dried  apples? 
SMOOT.     Oh,  no! 
r.  HARRISON.    Now  that  is  not  true ;  but  they  are  treated, 
xactly  the  same  way,  they  are  raised  In  exactly  the  same- 
,  and  they  are  raised  in  exactly  the  same  lt>cation.    I  think, 
are  on  all  fours,  and  whatever  Is  done  with  one  ought  to 
one  with  the  others. 

r.  SMOOT.  But  the  Senator  does  not  say  that  the  rate 
oniiht  to  be  increased  to  2  cents? 

r.  HARRISON.  I  have  not  expressed  an  (pinion  as  to  that. 
.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  there  will  not  be  any  effort 
efeat  this  increase.  I  think  it  is  a  very  proper  increase, 
r.  HARRISON.  If  the  Senator  from  Washington  will  per- 
me,  I  am  not  trying  to  do  any  injustice  to  this  industry, 
duty  in  the  present  law  is  oue-half  of  1  cent  The  amend- 
t  I  have  offered  gives  an  increase  of  100  per  cent  over  the 
nt  law.  The  Senator  heard  those  figures  read.  It  does 
to  me  that  that  is  going  about  as  far  as  we  ought  to  go. 
Juit  simply  because  we  have  the  power  to  Increase  rates,  we 
ought  not  to  do  it  I  had  hoped  that  the  Senators  who  are 
iu^rested  in  this  item  would  agree  that  1  cent  would  be  enough. 
I  Qo  not  care  to  provoke  a  long  discussion  of  the  matter. 

r.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

e  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Washington 
d  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
r.  DILL.     I  yield  to  the  Seaator. 

r.  SMOOT.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  really  it  would 
no^  be  fair  to  have  the  same  rate  on  ripe  pears,  ripe  plums,  and 
so  forth,  as  when  they  are  dried.  There  Is  no  other  i^ce  in 
all  the  bill  where  the  rates  have  been  the  same.    If  the  Senator 
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desires,  of  course  an  amendment  can  be  made  there  to  lower 
the  rates.  That  is  another  thing;  but  I  do  believe  we  ought 
to  make  that  amendment  if  we  are  going  to  agree  to  it  in  the 
case  of  other  dried  products  of  a  similar  character.  There  is 
not  a  particle  more  difference,  as  far  as  the  rate  is  conc^Yued, 
between  a  ripe  pear  and  a  dry  pear  than  there  is  between  a 
rip?  plum  or  prune  and  a  dried  plum  ot  prune. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from , 
Utih  a  question.  If  the  committee  amendment  were  adopted ; 
instead  of  the  amemlmrat  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi, ; 
then,  when  the  bill  is  finished,  if  the  other  rates  were  lowered  we  i 
cot  Id  still  lower  the  committee  amendments  that  had  been . 
adapted,  could  we  not? 

r.  SMOOT.    Oh,  yes.    'HMit  Is  what  I  say. 

r.  DILK  I  think  it  is  very  unfair  to  the  plum  and  prune 
inclustry  to  cut  the  rate  now  when  we  have  not  cut  the  others. 
AfKr  we  come  back  to  revamp  the  bill,  if  the  other  rate  should 
be  {lowered  it  would  seem  proper  that  this  might  be  lowered 

;  but  it  is  not  fair  to  the  plum  and  pnme  industry  to  hold 
the^n  down  to  1  cent  when  the  others  are  given  2  cents. 

r.  McKBLLAR.     I  hope  that  will  be  done. 

r.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  I  have  no  desire  to  put  one 

t  at  one  rate  and  the  other  at  another.  I  think  they  should 
be  Ithe  same;  but  let  us  make  this  1  cent  and  then  make  the 
othprs  1  cent. 

r.  DILL.    But  we  can  not  do  that  until  after  the  schedules 

finished. 

r.  SMOOT.     The  only  question  would  be,  why  not  make  it 

nts.  and  then  when  the  bill  gets  into  the  Senate  have  one 
decide  all  of  them — because  It  will  decide  them  all. 

e  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
metit  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  to  the  amendment 
of  Ithe  committee.  [Putting  the  question.]  By  the  sound,  the 
no4s  seem  to  have  it 

r.   HARRISON.    Let   us  have  a  division  on  that  and  let 
usjsee. 
<  to  a  division,  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 
'  "he  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  now  is  on  the  amend- 
mefit  of  the  committee. 

e  amendment  of  the  committee  was  agreed  to. 

he    VICE    PRESIDENT.    The   clerk    will    state   the    next 
dment. 
e  next  amendment  was,   on  page  137,   line  21,  after  the 

d  "  and,"  to  strike  out  "  all  other  fruits  or  fruit  peels  "  and 

rt  "other  fruits,"  and  in  line  22,  before  the  words  "ad 
valorem,"  to  strike  out  "  35  per  cent "  and  Insert  "  40  per  cent" 
so  as  to  read: 
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Pail  760.  Fmiti  la  their  natural  state,  or  In  bitoe,  pickled,  dded, 
dealceatad,  tvaporated,  or  otherwise  prepared  or  preaerved,  and  not 
■peclally  provided  (or,  and  ndxtaiea  of  two  or  mere  frolta,  prepared  or 
preserved,  85  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  fmit  pastes  and  frolt  palps,  36  per 
ecDt  ad  valorem ;  candied,  erystalliaed.  or  glac«  apricota,  flga,  datea, 
peacbM,  pears,  plums,  prunea,  prunelles.  Ijerriea,  and  other  (ndta,  not 
apeclally  provided  (or.  40  pa-  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  will  the  aba- 
tor from  Utah  state  why  that  increase  was  recommended?  I 
observe  that  in  the  law  of  1822  an  increase  was  made  to  36  per 
cent  for  the  purpose  of  offsetting  the  increased  rates  upon 
sugar. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  not  on  sugar— on  confectionery  of  all 
kinds ;  ami  this  conforms  to  the  action  taken  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  But  there  are  no  increased 
duties  pr(^;)Osed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  not  the  only  reason,  Mr.  President 
The  reason  is  so  that  this  one  might  ci>nform  to  the  increases 
that  are  made  on  confectionery  clear  through.  Let  us  agree  on 
thi<,  and  then,  if  there  Is  au  amendment  offered  in  the  Senate 
we  will  change  them  all.  This  is  only  balancing  the  bill.  I  am 
not  saying  a  word  as  to  whether  the  rate  should  be  Increased  or 
not  hut  this  simply  balances  the  bill ;  and  then,  if  the  amend- 
ment is  offered  when  the  bill  Is  in  the  Senate,  we  wiU  diauge 
the  whole  thing  just  the  same  as  in  the  case  of  the  amendment 
dealing  with  prunes  that  we  have  Just  passed. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma5«achusetts.  It  is- an  increase  from  the 
pn^  ent  law  of  35  per  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  it  is.  .      .    .,. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  Uie  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  137,  line  24,  after  the 
word  "  fruit,"  to  strike  out  "  or  fruit  peels,"  so  as  to  make  the 
proviso  read: 

provided.  That  a  mixture  of  two  or  more  kinds  of  candled,  erystal- 
liaed, or  glac«  fruit  ttuOl  bear  the  bigheat  rate  ol  dutj  applicable  to  any 
of  the  components. 

The  amendment  "was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top  of  page  188,  to  strike 
out: 

Fab.  751.  Tulip  bulbe,  |6  per  thousand  ;  hyacinth  bulbs,  f  4  per  thou- 
sand;  Illy  bulbs,  $e  per  thousand;  narcissus  bulbs,  |6  per  thousand; 
crocus  corms,  $2  per  thousand ;  lily  of  the  valley  pips.  |6  per  thousand  ; 
all  other  bulbs,  roots,  rootstocks,  clumps,  corms,  tubers,  and  herbaceous 
perennials,  imported  (or  horticultural  purposes,  30  per  cent  ad  valorem ; 
cut  flowers,  freah.  dried,  prepared,  or  preserved,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

And  In  lieu  thereof  to  insert : 

Pa«.  761.  Tulip,  lily,  and  narcissus  bulbs,  and  Illy  of  the  valley  pips, 
|2  per  thousand ;  hyacinth  balbs,  $4  per  thousand ;  crocus  bulba,  |1  per 
thousand;  all  other  bulbs  and  roots,  rootstooks.  clumps,  corms.  tubers. 
and  herbaceous  perennials,  imported  for  horticultural  purpoaes,  30  per 
cent  ad  valorem ;  cut  flowera,  fresh  or  preserved.  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  committee  amendment 
will  be  disagreed  to.  Several  years  ago  the  Government  itself 
established  an  experimental  bulb  farm  in  Whatcom  County, 
Wa.sh.,  to  determine  whether  the  soil  and  the  climate  were  suit- 
able for  the  raising  of  bulbs.  It  has  been  demonstrated  beyond 
any  doubt  that  they  are  suitable.  The  production  of  bulbs  in 
this  country  has  increased  very  rapidly,  and  there  are  several 
of  the  bulbs  mentioned  here  that  have  l)een  pi^Hluced  very 
largely,  especially  In  Washington  and  In  Oregon. 

I  am  gcdng  to  be  brief,  but  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the 
facts  shown  by  the  Tariff  Summary.  Let  us  take  the  first  bulb 
named,  tulip  bulbs.  We  have  growing  In  the  United  States  now 
from  ten  to  twelve  million,  more  than  half  In  Oregon  and 
Washington. 

I  have  noticed  that  in  many  cases  where  the  Imports  are 
very  light  it  seems  that  the  Senate  has  favored  high  and  sub- 
stantial duties.  I  have  always  supposed  that  such  duties  were 
more  Justifiable  where  the  Imports  are  rather  extensive,  pos- 
sibly increasing,  especially  if  there  Is  a  possibility  of  devdop- 
meut  in  our  own  country. 

The  possibility  of  the  development  of  this  bulb-growing  Indus- 
try has  been  demonstrated,  especially  In  the  Northwest  It  Is 
increasing  very  fast    Yet  the  imports  are  still  very  high. 

There  were  Imported  of  tulip  bulbs  in  1924  over  96,(X)0,000; 
In  1925-26  there  were  over  106,000.000 ;  in  1927-28  the  Imports 
had  Increased  to  191,000,000,  showing  that  the  present  rate  of 
tariff  Is  not  suflOcient  at  all  properly  to  encourage  the  develop- 
ment of  this  Industry  in  our  own  country. 

Of  the  lily  bulbs  named  in  the  paragraph,  approximately 
16,000,000  are  grown  In  the  United  States,  about  half  in  Oregon 


and  WasMngtoo.  The  Importations  in  1924  and  1925  were  a 
Uttle  over  11,000,000;  to  1925-28  they  were  a  little  met  1«,. 
000,000 ;  to  1927-28  they  were  a  little  over  19,000,000. 

Of  the  hyadnth  bulbs  grown  to  the  United  States,  one-third 
to  one-half  are  grown  in  Oregon  and  Washington.  There  ar« 
five  to  six  million  produced  in  the  United  States.  The  imports 
of  hyacteth  bulbs  were,  in  1924-25,  27,000,000 ;  to  1925-26  there 
were  23,000,000;  and  to  1927-28  there  were  22,000,000,  8howIn| 
a  slight  decrease ;  but  there  are  substantial  importations.  So  I 
might  go  through  with  these  different  bulbs. 

The  rate  placed  upon  tulip  bulbs  In  the  House  was  <6  per 
thousand.  In  the  Senate  WMumittee  bill  that  has  been  reduced  to 
$2  per  thousand,  a  most  substantial  decrease  from  the  House 
provi-sion.  The  House  evidently  took  toto  account  the  situation, 
not  only  with  reference  to  domestic  productitm  but  the  large 
amount  ot  imports,  and  wanted  to  encourage  further  develop- 
ment of  the  production  of  these  articles  to  this  country. 

The  rate  on  hyacinth  bulbs  is  $4  a  thousand  to  the  House 
provision.  The  Senate  ctHumittee  reduced  that  to  $2  per 
thousand.  _  ^^         ^^  . 

On  lily  bulbs  the  House  provided  a  rate  of  |6  per  thousand ; 
the  Senate  c(«unlttee  proposes  to  reduce  that  to  $2  per  thousand. 
On  narcissus  bulbs  the  House  provided  $6  per  thousand,  and 
the  Senate  committee  proposes  to  reduce  that  to  $2  per  thou- 
sand. 

Mr.  President  as  I  have  said,  tlie  States  of  Washtogton  and 
Oregon  especially  are  vitally  toterested  to  these  bulbs.  They 
are  now  producing  practically  half  of  those  produced  in  this 
country.  The  development  of  this  todustry  dates  back  several 
years,  to  the  time  when  the  United  States  established  an  experi- 
mental bulb  farm  to  Whatcom  County,  Wash. 

The  production  has  increased  quite  rapidly.     We  have  the 
soil  and  climate   that  seem  to  be  especially   adapted   to  the 
production  of  these  bulbs. 
Mr.  BORAH.    Mr.  President  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  JONES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.    Is  the  production  still  confined  to  the  experi- 
mental farm? 
Mr.  JONES.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  BORAH.    To  what  extent  has  the  production  grown? 
Mr.  JONES.    We  produce  ten  to  twelve  million  bulbs. 
Mr.  BORAH.    How  many  people  are  «igaged  to  the  produc- 
tion of  the  bulbs? 

Blr.  JONES.  I  do  not  know  how  many.  There  are  quite  a 
good  many  people,  I  know,  to  the  northwestern  part  of  our 
State  engaged  in  that  industry.  I  do  not  know  how  extensive 
the  production  is  to  tlregon. 

Of  the  lily  bulbs  we  produce  an>roximately  15,000,000,  and  of 
the  hyacinth  bulbs  from  five  to  six  million,  and  so  on,  while  a 
few  years  ago,  before  the  establishment  of  the  Government  ex- 
I»erlment  station,  they  were  not  being  produced  at  aD.  The 
Government  has  to  go  to  very  slight  expense  to  look  after  this 
farm  which  it  owns  up  to  Whatcom  County,  but  the  todustry 
has  passed  long  smce  the  experimental  stage,  and  the  possibili- 
ties in  Washington  and  Oregon  have  been  more  than  demon- 
strated.   I  think  the  importations  Justify  the  increased  tariff. 

As  I  said  a  moment  ago,  I  know  we  have  tocreased  tarlffa 
where  the  imports  are  practically  nothing,  but  I  hope  that  as 
far  as  tlie  Northwest  is  concerned  and  as  far  as  our  State  is 
concerned,  we  will  l>e  given  the  advantage  of  I  he  application  of 
the  real  protective  principle — that  is,  to  protect  us  in  the  de- 
velopment of  our  natural  resources  against  extensive  importa- 
tions, and  that  is  what  we  are  up  agatost  to  this  matter. 
Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  JONES.     1  yield. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  The  production  of  bulbs  and  flowers  hatf 
become  a  very  important  industry  to  Florida,  in  the  last  few 
years  particularly.  I  thtok  perhaps  Holland,  as  well  as  some 
other  countries,  has  sent  in  a  great  many  bulbs  which  were 
found  to  be  diseased.  That  is  one  thing  that  has  sttoiulated 
production  in  this  country.  There  was  a  sort  of  a  quarauiiue 
imposed  agatost  foreign  importations  for  a  while.     That  may 

not  last.  .       ,    .     .      ,     iM     «j 

A  great  many  people  are  engaged  to  that  todustry  to  *  lorida 
to-day  and  have  been  for  the  hist  few  years,  and  it  promises  to 
be  a  prosperous  industry.  Tl»e  importations  will  affect  produc- 
Uon  In  this  country  considerably.  The  exportations  of  any  of 
these  bulbs  amounts  to  but  very  Uttle.  There  are  new  enter- 
prises betog  sUrted,  and  Uiey  are  asking  for  Uie  rejection  of  the 
Senate  committee  amendment.  They  want  to  stand  on  the 
House  provision.  They  made  out  their  case  In  the  House,  they 
contend.  I  do  realize  the  Importance  of  this  todustry,  and  I 
think  they  make  a  showing  that  justifies  the  House  rates. 

Mr  JONES.  Mr.  President,  1  want  to  read  just  a  few  i»ara- 
graphs  from  the  Government  data  with  reference  to  competl* 
tlve  condltiuus. 
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Thro««tb  wshiiiM  of  tolb  mltnre  In  Holland,  Japan,  tnd  other  for- 
elRB  countiic*.  ttoRw  bSTe  bwn  bred  to  a  high  atatp  of  perfection,  and 
tho  ernwfn  have  acquired  sit>at  skill  la  tecluiiqae  and  metboda  of 
prodortioa. 

N<Ke  thla: 

Spectaiiata  in  balb  prodartion  In  the  Uatted  States  Departaneat  of 
Jl^mlture  atate,  bowerer.  that  foreign  eoontriea  poaseaa  no  adrantag* 
OTi>r  rh^  United  State*  In  bulb  srowing,  ao  tar  as  anil  and  cUmate  ar« 
ronc^rn^'d. 

What  we  need  is  time  aud  oppurtunlty  and  proper  encourage- 
ment and  protection  to  derelop  ttiis  indostry  to  supply  rery 
largely  our  own  market. 

Mr.  OLENN.    ilr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JONES.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Haa  not  tbl.s  industry  hud  the  protection  of  an 
embargo  upon  a  very  large  number  uf  these  bnlba  for  several 
yeara  I  ant  past? 

Mr.  JONES.  In  the  cat>e  of  some  of  the  btilbs  that  is  true, 
becau.«*e  we  have  given  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  I  think 
very  properly,  authority  to  place  an  embargo  where  it  is  likely 
that  the  imports  will  bring  diseases  into  this  country. 

Mr.  (fl^ENN.  There  has  been  in  effect  for  several  years  an 
embargo  against  hyacinth  and  uarcis8ti!<  bulbs. 

Mr.  JON'ES.  That  may  be  true;  I  have  not  gone  into  the 
details.  But  it  did  not  apply  to  all  of  them,  as  is  shown  by 
what  I  read  a  moment  ago  of  the  large  importations  of  tulips 
and  other  kinds  of  bulbs. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     It  is  a  quarantine,  not  an  embargo. 

Mr.  JONES.    Note  this  language: 

Domfatic  produeera  of  tulip  bulba  are  not  now  able  to  eompete  with 
,  forclsn  producpra ;  1.  e..  to  produce  blKh-qualitjr  tulipa  at  a«  low  a  price 
as  Imported  tnllpa  of  aimUar  quality  can  be  obtained. 

Then,  at  to  the  narcissus ;  and  this  applies  to  what  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  ha»  said: 

lHae<>  narciaaua  boltw  can  not  be  imported  only  for  propagation  pur- 
po«e«  under  quarantine  No.  .17,  the  imports  are  not  conpetltlve  with 
tbe  mature  commercial  domentic  buiba. 

We  do  uot  know  how  long  that  provision  will  be  continued. 
As  to  hyacinths : 

Hyacintha  require  about  flye  yeara  to  grow  to  raatarlty.  Preaent 
^cea  of  hjraclatha  are  Tery  much  higher  than  pre-war  prices.  Do- 
■•••tic  grower*  healtate  to  enter  the  buslnees  of  arrowing  hyacinth  bnlba 
becanaa  of  tli«  long  time  required  tu  mature  the  bulba  and  because  of 
the  fear  that  prices  may  decline  from  tbetr  preacnt  leTeia  by  the  time 
tbey  would  be  able  to  market  mature  bulba. 

^tr  .seems  to  me  thai  i.i  a  very  valid  reason  for  us  giving  them 
the  protection  given  them  in  the  House  provision.  Then,  as  to 
crocus  bulba: 

Crocua  bulbs  are  comparatirely  cheap,  and  American  grower*  are  not 
Dow  nble  to  aicet  the  prices  of  tbe  foreign  bulbs. 

Ifr.  President,  I  will  not  take  further  time.  I  hope  that  the 
eiuimittee  ameudmeut  will  l>e  disagreed  to  and  the  House  pro- 
vision restored. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  feels  It  his  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  junior  Senator  from  C'alifomia  [Mr. 
Shobtridob)  to  the  fact  that  he  has  offered  an  amendment  that 
would  he  in  order  at  this  time,  but  would  uot  be  in  onJer  in 
case  the  committee  amendment  was  acted  on  first. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  Mr.  President,  I  was  about  to  make  in- 
quiry concerning  that  amendment ;  but  1  note  what  the  Pre- 
aidiug  Officer  states.  May  I  in(iuire  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee whether  he  has  had  time  to  examine  the  amendm«)t  I 
liave  offered? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  No;  but  if  the  Senator  wuuts  to  call  it  up  at 
this  time  I  will  examine  it. 

Mr.  SHOKTEIDGE.  May  we  not  agree  that  it  shall  go  over 
until  to-morrow? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  let  us  dispose  of  It  now. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.     Let  the  amendment  be  reported. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  wiU  state  the  amend- 
ment. ' 

The  Chikf  Clkxk.  The  Senator  from  California  proposes,  on 
page  1S8,  lines  9  to  15,  in  lieu  of  the  committee  amendment,  to 
Insert  the  following: 

1*AB.  7!St.  (a>  Tulip  bulba.  |6  pt>r  tbouaaaa ;  h.yaciuth  bulba.  f4  per 
tbouaand ;  lily  bulbs,  f6  per  tb«>uaand ;  narriaaus  bulbs,  $Q  per  thou- 
sand: croms  corms,  $2  per  thousand;  Illy  of  tbe  valley  pipe.  |6  per 
thousand :  all  other  bulba,  roota.  rootstocka,  clumps,  curma.  tubers,  and 
herbaceous  pereaaUla,  Imported  for  hortleolturai  purposes,  30  per  oant 
•4  ralorem. 
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(b)  Fresh  cut  flowers:  Narcissus  and  daffodils,  f40  per  thouasnd 
sterna  ;  hyaetntbs,  $20  per  thousand  spikes ;  irises,  f40  per  thousand 
stems;  tulips,  120  per  tbonsand  flowers;  lilies  (wholpbeada),  $100  per 
tbouflind  beads;  illie«  (single  flowors).  $40  per  thousand  flowers;  calla 
Ulies.  |40  per  thousand  ttetan ;  anemones,  $40  per  thousand  stems ; 
raaci  enlns,  $26  per  thousand  stems ;  all  other,  50  per  cent  ad  raloreiB. 

(c)  Cut  flowers,  dried,  prepared,  or  preserred.  40  per  cent  ad  valoress. 

Ml  SHORTRIDOE.  Mr.  President,  the  proposed  amendment 
>rinted  a  month  ago,  on  Sei>teraber  9,  but  it  may  well  be 
^nators  have  not  been  able  to  consider  it. 

Subdivlsloc  (a)  of  the  prop«)sed  amendment  would  rejrtore 
the  House  rates  ou  the  articles  therein  specifically  mentioned.  I 
can  add  nothing  to  what  was  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  JoNBs],  with  whom  I  agree.  I  think  the  rates  as 
set  f<irth  in  the  proposed  amendment  should  prevail. 

"Son,  as  to  subdivision  (b)  of  thf>  proposed  amendment,  the 
figuns  were  furnished  to  me  by  gentlemen  interested,  of  course, 
in  thi »  matters  covered. 

Mr   SMOOT.    I  should  judge  they  were. 

Mr  SHORTRIDOE.  Certainly,  they  were.  That  subdivision 
relate «  to  freah-cut  flowers,  naroissus  and  daffodils,  |40  per 
thousand  stems,  and  so  on  down  through  U»e  list 

Mr  CX>PELAND.  Mr.  Pre.sldent.  may  I  ask  the  Senator  If 
the  I  mradment  which  has  been  offered  would  do  more  than 
resto  "e  the  House  rates  on  cut  flowers? 

Mr  SHORTRIDOE.  Subdivision  (a)  restores  the  House 
rate. 

Mr  COPELAND.    And  the  amendment  adds  cut  flowers? 
Mr   SHORTRIDOE.    It  does,  as  described  In  the  amendment. 
I  do  not  know  whether  It  is  within  the  rules  or  not,  but  I 


woul 
undei 
until 


offend  the  amendment. 


Mr 

make 

Mr 

Mr 

ment, 


respectfully  ask  unanimous  consent,  if  It  be  necessary 

the  rule,  to  let  subdivision  (b)  go  over  for  the  moment 

I  have  secured  the  data  upon   which   I  rested  when   I 


SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  allow  me  to 
a  suggestion? 

SHORTRIDOE.    Certainly. 

SMOOT.    Let  us  act  upon  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
and  when  the  bill  gets  Into  the  Senate  then  tlie  Senator 


can  0  Jer  the  uddltional  matters  provided  for  lu  his  amendment 
Just  ]  (resented. 

Mr  SHORTRIDOE.  I  thank  the  Senator.  I  wiU,  of  course, 
be  gu  Ided  by  the  advice  of  the  Presiding  Officer.  I  thought  we 
mijA'  take  up  tbe  whole  matter  now. 

Mr  HEBERT.  Mr.  President,  I  submit  an  amendment  to  the 
pendlig  bill  and  ask  that  it  may  be  printed  and  lie  on  the 
table. 

Th<  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection.  It  is  io 
order  ?d. 

Mr  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  if  the  Sena- 
tor fi  om  California  wants  to  press  his  amendment,  tlie  time  to 
offer    t  Is  now  as  a  sub.stitute  for  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr  SMOOT.  But  it  is  uot  a  substitute.  The  Senators 
amem  Iment  is  exactly  the  wording  found  in  the  House  text,  para- 
grapli  751,  with  another  subparagraph  added  to  the  House  pro- 
vision . 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  It  is  a  .substitute  for  the  committee  amend- 
ment, I  should  think. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  vote  upon  it  now 
wUhoat  another  word. 

Tht  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  state  that  the  Sen- 
ator  could  offer  it  as  an  additional  amendment  in  the  Senate. 
Tlie  q  leation  is  on  agreeing  to  the  Senate  couiiniltee  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  I'resideut,  the  rate  proposed  by  the  Finance 
Coum  ittee  in  paragraph  751  now  under  discussion  Is  the  exist- 
ing law.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  most 
of  the  bulbs  specifically  mentioned  In  the  act  are  used  for  grceu- 
hou.se  forcing.  The  dome^^tic  production  of  flowers  of  the  type 
of  tlitae  bulbs  is  negligible,  except  in  the  case  of  narcissus,  tha 
domei  tic  production  being  mainly  for  the  garden  type,  according 
to  th«  evidenc-e  available. 

Not  over  500.000  forcing  bulbs  are  offered  to  the  trade  from 
domestic  sources.  This  is  approximately  one-third  of  1  per 
cent  )f  domestic  consumption,  (jnly  a  few  thousand  of  the 
forcirg  type  of  lilies  and  loacinths  are  availal>le  to  the  trade 
from  domestic  sources.  These  quantities  are  negligible  in  pru- 
portidn  to  the  total  sum  of  these  bulbs,  ai>i>roximately  20,UUO.0O<) 
of  each.  There  Is  no  domestic  commercial  production  of  forcing 
types  of  lily  of  the  valley  nor  of  crocus. 

Thi  t  is  the  reason  why  the  Finance  Committee  proposed  to 
retun  to  the  House  provision.  I  can  not  see,  under  the  circum- 
stancis.  why  there  was  a  mistake  made  by  the  Finance  Com-> 
mitte<   in  proposing  a  return  to  the  House  provision. 
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Mr.  JONBS.  Mr.  President,  where  does  that  information 
come  from?  I  gave  the  Senate  information  frcan  the  Summary 
of  Tariff  (nformation  furnished  to  us  by  the  Tariff  Commission. 
It  seems  to  me  to  be  entirely  different. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  gave  the  reasons 
why.  I  am  stating  the  reasons  why;  and  not  only  that,  but  I 
get  the  Information  from  the  Tariff  Commission, 

Mr.  JONES.  I  gave  the  figures  furnished  to  us  in  the  Sum- 
mary of  Tariff  Information,  which  is  supposed  to  be  furnished 
by  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  then  I  gave  the  production  and 
Imports,  The  figures  are  very  different  from  those  the  Senatw 
just  gave.  I  shall  not  repeat  what  I  said  a  moment  ago,  but 
the  figures  are  very  different. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  is  giving  the  number  that  are 
growing.  ,  ^        __ 

Mr.  JONES.  That  is  what  we  are  Interested  in.  we  are 
interested  in  those  growing  and  in  the  develoianent  of  the  pro- 
duction. ^  ^,.  ^  ,    , 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  lun  calling  attention  to  the  type  that  is  Im- 
ported, and  the  imiK>rtations  are  the  forcing  type.  I  think  all 
those  who  appeared  before  the  Finance  Committee  on  the  sub- 
ject agreed  that  as  to  the  forcing  type  the  only  successful  ones 
that  are  received  are  those  imported. 

Mr.  JONES.  We  want  to  develop  the  forcing  type  In  this 
country.  The  general  report  is  that  all  bulbs,  for  instance, 
raised  and  developed  in  the  Northwest  are  as  good  if  not  better 
than  those  produced  in  Holland. 

Mr.  EDGE,     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Saiator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield.  ^   ^  ^ 

Mr.  EDGE.  Does  this  request  for  an  increased  duty  also 
come  in  the  class  of  anticipated  development  in  the  future; 
that  they  are  not  now  being  produced?  I  thought  from  the 
explanation  it  was  a  hope  for  the  future. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  lun  calling  attenticm  to  the  facts  existing  In 
the  past  and  what  the  sltnatlon  is  at  the  present  time.  I  am 
stating  to  the  Semite  why  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  re- 
turned to  the  existing  law.  If  Senators  will  take  the  testimony 
before  the  committee  and  read  it,  they  will  see  that  there  is  no 
doubt  but  that  the  statement  just  made  by  me  Ig  absolutely 

Mr.  TYDTNGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,    Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield.  .  „    « 

Mr.  TYDINGS,  How  does  the  American  Society  of  Horti- 
culturists stand  on  this  proposition?  As  I  understand  it  they 
are  for  the  amendment, 

Mr.  SMOOT,  Substantially,  without  reading  the  testimony, 
they  wanted  the  existing  rate. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     I  understand  that  they  are  for  the  amend- 
ment. .  . 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes ;  they  are  for  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ment, and  that  amendment  carries  the  existing  rate. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     And   they   are   the   men   who  are   actually 
raising  the  things  with  which  the  amendment  deals? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     To  a  large  extent. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  As  I  understand  It  they  do  not  want  these 
commodities  for  sale,  but  to  use  in  forcing— that  is  in  stimulat- 
ing the  growth  of  domestic  flowers. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  what  I  stated  and  that  Is  exactly  the 
position  they  took  before  the  committee,  and  that  Is  the  reason 
why  the  Finance  Committee  made  the  change. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  So  the  real  situation  Is  that  the  very  men 
who  are  raising  these  things  for  commercial  purposes  want  the 
Senate  committee  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    They  recommended  It  and  testified  that  It  Is 
what  they  desire. 
Mr.  TYDINGS.     And  they  are  the  producers? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    They  are  the  people  who  import,  and  they  are 
the  ones  who  raise  them  in  this  country. 

air.  FLETCHER.  Mr,  President,  they  are  the  ones  who  Im- 
port them.  The  Senator  is  speaking  now  for  the  Importers, 
Tho  people  who  grow  them  want  the  House  rate, 

Mr,  SMOOT,  I  am  quite  sure  the  Senator's  statement  was 
correct  as  far  as  it  went,  but  it  did  not  go  the  whole  way.  1 
have  stated  exactly  why  the  committee  made  the  change.  Of 
course,  the  Senate  will  decide  whether  it  wants  to  sustain  the 
committee  or  not. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr,  President,  before  leaving  the  subject  I 
would  like  to  say  that  the  persons  who  have  talked  with  me 
about  the  amendment  were  those  actually  engaged  in  growing 
tulip,  narcissus,  and  the  other  bulbs  set  forth  here.  They 
want  them  In  order  to  stimulate  domestic  production.    They  do 


not  want  them  for  the  purpose  of  sale,  but  to  stimulate  local 
plants  so  that  they  can  produce  more. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  have  received  a  number 
of  letters  from  florists  and  nurserymen,  from  the  Society  of 
American  Florists  and  Ornamental  Horticulturists,  the  New 
York  Florists'  Club,  and  others,  all  commending  the  Senate 
committee  amendment,  I  am  glad  that  for  once  I  can  be  on 
the  side  of  favoring  an  amendment  suggested  by  the  committee. 
Tulips,  which  are  grown  commonly  in  the  dooryards  in  my 
State,  are  Involved  in  the  question  of  the  tariff.  The  items 
involved  are  primarily  those  flowers  which  are  produced  out 
of  season.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  prevail.  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Reoobd  a  list  of  the  names 
of  some  of  the  persons  who  have  indorsed  the  amendment  in 
their  expressions  to  me. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  list  is  as  follows: 

A,  L.  Miller,  floriat,  nurseryman,  and  seed  dealer,  Jamaica,  N.  T. ; 
Society  of  American  Florists  and  OrnamenUl  Horticulturists.  New  York, 
N.  y. ;  Charles  P.  Dreschor,  Brooklyn,  N.  T.  ;  Tegelaar  Bulb  Psraiis 
(Inc.).  Babylon,  N.  Y. ;  the  New  York  Florists'  Chib,  New  York,  N.  Y. ; 
Copex  Co.  (Inc.),  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  New  York  and  New  Jersey  Asooria. 
tlon  of  Plant  Growers,  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  Vanghan's  Seed  Store,  New 
York.  N.  Y. :  Albany  Florists'  Chib,  Albany,  N.  Y. :  Max  Scbling  Seeds- 
men (Inc.),  New  York,  N,  Y, :  International  Forwarding  Co..  New  York, 
N,  Y. ;  Chase  Broa.  Co.,  the  Rochester  Nurseries.  Rochester,  N.  Y. ; 
Stumpp  ft  Walter  Co.,  seed  and  bulb  growers  and  Importers,  New  York, 
N.  Y. ;  W,  H.  Btlmmlng.  tbe  Newaik  Valley  greenhonaea,  Nawatk 
Valley,  N,  T. 

Mr,  GLENN.  Mr.  President,  upon  the  pending  amendment  I 
have  had  some  information  from  the  man  whom  I  believe  to  be 
perhaps  the  best  Informed  of  all  In  Uie  United  SUtes  upon  the 
question  involved,  Mr.  Leonard  Vaughan,  of  the  Vaughan  Seed 
Co.,  of  Chicago,  who  with  his  father  has  established  and  op- 
erates a  great  business  dealing  in  all  sorts  of  bulbs  and  flowers 
and  horticultural  products,  the  business  now  having  be«i  estab- 
lished for  more  than  half  a  century.  He  is  not  lot>king  at  this 
matter,  I  am  sure,  with  biased  or  prejudiced  eyes,  because  he  is 
engaged  not  only  In  selling  cut  flowers  and  in  selling  bulbs  and 
plants  of  an  kinds,  but  he  la  engaged  in  growing  in  this  country, 
in  Oregon  and  California,  the  very  products  we  are  now  dl^ 
cussing.  He  has  farms  likewise  in  Mississippi,  In  Illinois,  and 
in  various  other  parts  of  the  country,  including  certain  sections 
of  the  East,  and  Is  operating  stwes  in  New  York,  Chicago,  Kan- 
sas City,  and  other  places.  He  advises  me  that  60  per  cent  of 
our  imports  of  these  bulbs  are  used  for  fOTcing  purposes,  for 
forcing  under  glass ;  that  there  is  no  considerable  production  in 
this  country ;  and  that  there  is  no  evidence  tliat  there  will  be 
within  any  reasonable  time  any  adequate  production  In  the 
United  States.     He  says: 

The  bulbe  in  qo^tlon  are  tulipa,  llUes,  narciaaus,  lily  of  the  valley, 
and  crocus,  all  of  which  are  used  for  cut  flowers  In  tills  country  and  are 
not  grown  to  any  commercial  extent  in  this  country. 

He  Is  a  man  who  is  engaged  in  growing  bulbs;  he  has  been 
successfully  endeavoring  to  grow  bulbs  for  his  own  use  and  for 
salo  in  Oregon,  in  Washington,  and  In  California,  as  I  under- 
stand, and  he  says  that  there  is  no  considerable  production  in 
the  United  States.    He  further  states: 

Tile  amendment  of  Senator  Shobteidob  will  probably  be  supported  by 
the  allegation  that  California,  Oregon,  and  Washington  cau  produca 
these  bulbs.  It  Is  true  that  they  do  produce  narcissus  bulbs  which  can 
not  be  imported  for  sale,  owing  to  an  embargo  established  by  the  plant 
quarantine  board, 

Mr,  DILL,    Mr,  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  Does  the  Senator  fnmi  Illinois 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  GLENN,    I  yield. 

Mr.  DILL,  If  it  were  not  for  the  embargo  the  writer  of  the 
letter  which  the  Senator  is  reading  would  not  even  have  ad- 
mitted that  much ;  he  would  have  said  that  we  could  not  pro- 
duce them.  The  fact  that  there  has  been  an  embargo  has  forced 
this  development  and  allowed  it  to  expand.  I  call  that  to  th^ 
Senator's  attention,  ,_     ,   . 

Mr  GLENN.  The  fact  Is  that  even  with  an  absolute  embargo 
neither  the  State  of  the  Senator  from  Washington  nor  the  State 
of  Or^on  nor  any  other  SUte  in  the  Union  has  been  able  to 
produce  these  bulbs  to  any  appreciable  extent. 

Mr.  DILL,    Mr,  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield  fturther? 

Mr.  GLENN,    I  yield.  ^  .  ..  .  w      • 

Mr.  DILL.    The  Senator  understands  that  it  takes  four  ot 
five  years  to  grow  them, 
Mr.  GLENN,    But  the  embargo  has  been  on  at  least  that  wog, 

'  I  think. 
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Mr.  DILL.    We  are  Jwt  now  beKiTinlof  to  produce  them. 

Mr.  GLENN.  The  embargo  has  been  on  for  more  than  four 
or  Are  years,  as  I  recall. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  think  it  has  been  on  for  about  three  or  four 
years. 

Mr.  9HORTRIDOE.  Mr.  PrealdeDt,  will  the  Senatmr  from 
IlUiHils  jield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
yield  to  the  Senator  froiu  California? 

Mr.  GLENN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  The  Senator  mentioned  Washington. 
Oregon,  and  California.    I  hope  he  is  not  oTerlooking  Florida? 

Mr.  GLENN.  I  added  "  and  any  other  State."  I  did  not  in- 
tend to  enumerate  tlie  48  Stated. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  If  ttie  Senator  will  permit  me,  at  the 
proper  tim«  I  Khali  read  for  the  Hrtond,  or  make  the  request 
that  it  In*  printed,  a  letter  addrmwii  to  me  from  Orlando,  Fla., 
bearing  particularly  ujivn  the  rvopowd  raten  on  narciwus  ImltM 
and  containtotf  mnwt  vi'rr  Intereatliif  iiifurmatloii  on  what  cnn 
tw  doit#  in  the  NUtr  of  rUtrUUi. 

Mr.  TMAMMKLL  and  Mr,  KMCK/T  addrMMid  tti«  (malr, 

Tha  VU'K  I'HBMIPKNT,  Vvm  tte  MauaUtr  from  IlUtiota 
fUfitii  MiMl  if  tut,  U)  wlton? 

Mr.  UIJBNN,    I  rivid  first  to  tba  ti«m»Utr  fnm  rtorlda, 

Mr,  TUAMMKU*  In  ragard  to  tb«  nHHiMmfui  that  wa  can 
ntii  prrNlne*  tbaiM*  builM  In  thla  I'tmitlry  to  any  9%U>ut  I  iUmitv 
Ut  Miy  that  1  ttud  that  tt)«'  Mtiitintlcii  »how  thiit  thirra  war*  140,- 
WUjMMi  iMorf  nardMUN  tnillM  iim^  In  liKM  ttian  w<*r0  lm|M«U*d, 

Mr,  OLKNN,  TlMrrn  wsm  an  HubiifKo,  uml,  of  couriNf,  tharw 
w»re  morw  prodocKl  than  ware  imported, 

Mr,  TRAMMIIX.  Doi«  not  the  IkHiator  think  tbat  IHua- 
trateit  the  fact  tbat  irb«n  frimani  of  theae  bulbs  bara  an  oppor- 
tunity tu  ntUlM  their  own  market  thi^  cau  bring  about  a  great 
espanalon  und  enhirgemetit  of  produiiiou  in  thiw  country? 

Mr.  ULKNN.  The  nan  Usux  bulbs  to  which  tbe  Menator  from 
Florida  refers  are  almost  exeiusirHy  those  used  for  planting  imt 
ot  d«M>r»  and  are  not  suitable  for  forcing  in  the  greoubonse  at 
all.  It  buN  tieen  d<*m<)nMtruted,  I  think,  a(>r>ordlng  to  the  testi- 
mony of  this  ex|iert,  who  knows  bis  busiiiessv  tbat  it  is  not 
practicable  to  grow  these  bulbs  in  this  country;  be  has  been 
trying  to  grow  them  for  bis  own  use,  and  be  says  it  can  not 
be  di>ne. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  IlUnols 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  GLENN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  date  when  the  embargo  on  narcl-ssus  went 
Into  effect  has  been  referred  to.  That  embargo  was  imposed  in 
1S26. 

Mr.  GLENN.  That  was  tliree  years  ago.  It  has  been  in  effect 
now  for  more  than  three  years. 

Here  !«  a  further  statement  in  this  letter  which  I  desire  to 
read : 

Th«  tariff  increase  ancb  aa  Senator  SnoirraioOiS  requMts — 

I  do  not  know  why  he  ignores  Florida,  as  I  did  awhile  ago — 

would  not  atimuUte  prodaction  In  California  or  in  any  other  section 
of  the  United  States,  but  It  would  place  a  hearj  burden  on  the  florist 
Industry  throuirhout  the  United  States,  an  Industry  which  is  now  estab- 
lished and  which  amounts  to  u  far  greater  Tolume  and  affects  a  larger 
numl.er  of  people  than  any  bulb-growing  industry  which  California  now 
has  or  ever  tuis  any  prospect  of  creating. 

Something  h&n  been  said  about  the  embargo  applying  only  to 
narcis-siis.     I  wish  to  read  this  statement : 

California  (which  State  Senator  Shoitkidgk  represents)  produces 
suiny  varieties  of  bull>a — gladiolus,  narcissus,  begonias,  gloxinias, 
freesias.  lallas,  iris,  anemones,  ranunculus,  watsonias,  montbretlaH. 
and  many  others.  But  all  of  tht>se  are  under  embargo  and  can  not  be 
imported  te  produce  flowers.  California  also  produces  some  lily  iHilba, 
but  mo«<tiy  iilioai  regale,  which  is  never  imported.  So  where  does 
anyone  benefit  by  high-duty  rates  on  bullM?  Certainly  not  California, 
becauw  that  State  la  oo«  of  the  largest  importers  of  bvIlM. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  ralifomla  [Mr.  Shortridgb] 
that  his  State  is  one  of  the  largest  imiwrters  of  tht'se  bnlbs 
which  he  says  are  grown  in  Califbmia  In  such  great  profusit»n 
and  with  such  great  snceess.  California  Is  the  greatest  importer 
of  lt«»  own  pro«hict,  according  to  this  statement. 

Florida,  Oregon.  Wasbiugtou,  UlcUlgan,  and  New  York  are  also  large 
bulb-producing  States — in  fact,  every  State  produces  some — bat  tulips, 
▼alley  pips,  and  lily  bulbs  of  fordag  type  are  not  produced  commer- 
cially anywhere  ta  tbe  United  States  In  anything  like  aUeQmls  quanti- 
ties. That  la  why  these  are  inported.  There  are  sobw  experlaiental 
planting  of  tulips  and  hyacinttia  In  Washingtou  and  Oregoo.  but  since 
these  balbs  caa  only  be  leprodoced  by  skoltlpUcatlon  (offsets)  and  since 
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submit  that  this  proposed  increase  of  300  per  cent  over  the 
of  the  House  bill  is  not  desirable  or  Justided  in  yiew  of  the 


planters  or  farmers  can   only  get   bnlbs   to   multiply   by  importing 

a  triple  duty  on   their  planting  stocks  would  be  almost  a   fatal 

setback  to  thrm  at  the  start. 

I 
rat< 
faci  s. 

a  r.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  some  of  my  good  Democratic 
frieids  on  this  side  have  suggested  that  they  really  ought  to 
rote  for  this  tariff  duty  becatiiie  so  many  flowers  will  be  needed 
in  iiy  section  of  the  country  as  tbe  result  of  the  refusal  of  tbe 
8eniit«>  to  put  a  duty  on  shingles.  I  told  them  I  am  perfectly 
will  ng  to  take  a  vote  on  that  basis.  Seriously,  however,  I  want 
to  e  nphasize  the  suggestion  I  made  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
that 
try 
not 


Nlmt*  the  embargo  went  Into  effect  tbe  narcissus-bulb  Indus- 
las  developed  along  the  Pacific  coast.  If  that  embargo  hod 
been  put  In  effe<'t  there  would  now  be  no  narcissus-bulb 
industry,  because  otherwise  It  would  !)♦  ImpoKslblr  for  Ameri- 
can 
soli 


enterprise  employing  Amerlcun  labor  und  using  American 
cuatly  as  l>oth  orv,  to  produce  in  romfwtitltrtt  with  the 
bnlliN  prodwed  In  Holland,  in  Japan,  and  In  France.  The  wry 
fait  thai  theemlNirgo  liaN  reMUltid  In  dcvctoplttg  this  gnmt  Indus- 
try is  pr(N;f  that  w<«  cnn  prfsluce  those  buIlM  If  we  can  gat  a 
ruUirn  In  the  sale  pri<<e  that  Justiflfs  tbelr  production. 

Of  course,  we  havu  not  put  fvry  many  on  (htt  market  aa  yet, 
tx't.'iuMt  It  tnki'S  from  four  to  Art*  years  to  produce  bulls*.  All 
we  lire  asking  for  here  Is  a  chance  to  guarantee  lo  *mr  pro- 
ducirs  a  price  ihat  will  Justify  them  in  dcreloplog  tbe  jfreat 
hultt  indnstnr, 

Mr  HMITII.  Mr.  President.  let  me  aik  the  Senator  what  was 
thelriccttsion  of  putting  on  the  erolmrgo?  Was  it  for  tbe  purpose 
of  firing  tbe  Induetry  in  America  a  start  or  for  some  otlier 
roa#im? 

r,  DILL  The  embargo  was  pot  on  becnoae  of  a  disaaaa  of 
the  li^nt. 

r,  TYDINOS.    Tbe  foot-and-mouth  disease, 
\r.  SMITiL    The  Senator  from  Maryland  aaya  tbe  foo^and- 
ffloi^tb  disease. 

e  VICE  PRESIDENT,  The  Chair  wants  again  to  announce 
thai  Seiutors  desiring  to  interrupt  the  Senator  having  tbe  floor 
will] stand  on  their  feet  and  address  the  Chair. 

DILL.  It  was  a  disease  in  the  roots  of  the  bulb  itself,  a 
plarit  disease.  It  was  dangerous  to  bring  bulbs  into  this  country 
affected  by  the  disease. 

SMITH.     Has  that  embargo  been  lifted? 
ilr.  DILL.     No;  it  has  not,  and  if  it  were  to  be  lifted  the 
indt  istry  in  this  country  would  be  in  danger.    As  It  is  we  have 
no  I  ssurance  that  the  embargo  will  continue  for  any  length  of 
tim<. 

M  r.  SMITH.  Is  there  any  as.«?urance  that  the  disease  which 
affli  Is  the  foreign  bulbs  has  been  eradicated? 

§>  DILL.    I  have  no  Information  that  It  has  been  eradicated ; 
>f  course,  they  are  working  on  It. 
.  SMITH.     So  that  In  addition  to  the  embargo  a  protective- 
duty  is  desired? 

Mr.  DILL  We  want  a  protective  duty  so  that  if  the  em- 
ban  o  shall  be  lifted  at  any  time  the  industry  will  be  protected. 
We  would  not  need  the  duty  on  narcissus  bulbs  at  this  time  If 
the  embargo  were  permanent,  but  we  do  not  now  know  how 
loDfl  it  will  last. 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  Industry  is  rated  among  the  agricultural 
industries? 

Mr.  DILL     Yes. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  suggest  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  that  if  we  can  develop  adequately  the 
prof  uctlon  of  bulbs  in  this  country  we  need  not  fear  bulb  dls- 
ea.<€  from  abroad,  but  we  do  have  reason  to  fear  It  now.  Of 
ouise,  whenever  there  is  rea.sonable  ground  to  think  there  is 
discise  that  Is  apt  to  come  in  here,  we  can  put  an  embargo  on ; 
but  oftentimes  the  dLsease  evidently  gets  here  before  it  Is  ascer- 
tain^ to  exist  and  an  embargo  cnn  be  put  on. 

W  r.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  take  more  time. 
I  merely  wanted  to  call  attention  to  the  one  fact  which  I  have 
emuiasized.  I  hope  the  committee  amendment  will  be  dis- 
agreed to. 

3klr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  wanted  to  read  just  one  line 
froi  1  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information.  I  take  it  that  the 
lett(  rs  which  have  been  read  come  from  Importers  who  are 
interestetl  in  the  importation  and  possibly,  also,  In  the  distribu- 
tion of  Imlbs.  What  we  want  to  do  is  not  only  to  produce  the 
bulls  here,  but  to  distribute  them  as  well.  I  read  now  from  the 
Sun  imary  of  Tariff  Information  : 

Siedalists  In  bulb  production  Ui  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriirulture  state,  however,  that  foreign  countries  possess  no  advantage 
over  the  United  States  in  bulb  growing  so  far  as  soil  and  dhnate  are 
roac  srned.  ' 
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We  want  to  take  advantage  of  the  conditions  which  we  have 
in  the  United  States  to  develop  the  industry. 

Mr.  COPEI.AND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  JONES.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  take  it  that  this  is  simply  In  anticipa- 
tion of  what  they  need. 

Mr.  JONES.  No.  I  read  the  figures  as  to  the  production, 
showing  how  many  are  produced,  and  so  on.  I  do  not  feel  that 
I  ought  to  go  over  them  again.  It  has  been  demonstrated  that 
these  builjs  can  l>e  produced  in  the  United  States,  and  their  pro- 
duction hns  very  greatly  increased  over  what  it  was  a  f»?w  yearr 
ago. 

The  VICE  PIIKSIDENT,  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  tha 
tmctidment  reported  by  the  committee, 

.  Mr.  HIloriTiniXlE,  Mr,  President,  now  that  the  H4>nator 
from  New  Y<»rk  In  l«  In  the  Ch«mlM»r,  I  claim  his  attention  for 
a  moment,  and  toke  the  llls-rty  of  Inquiring  whether  he  is  ac  • 
qunlnteil  with  l»r,  George  W<»od  Clanp,  ot  tik)  West  Forty- 
wcoMd  HI  reel,  New  York  City,  arid  whether  ho  is  a  reputable 
cltlr,4«n7 

Mr.  COPKf,AND,     He  la;  yes, 

Mr,  HHOHTHIIKIK,  Thercf/tre.  Mr,  President,  It  will  take 
nie  but  0  niouM'nt^I  wish  to  call  tlie  Kenator's  attenllmi  to  this 
letter,  addressed  to  ma  by  thut  gentU'inan,  It  \»  dated  (M<»ber 
10,  WfA),    lie  <•«)<»: 

ll4>rAns«  I  sn  s  r<'«ld4'ut  ui  N<'w  York,  aitd  this  •nttffprlss  Is  run  with 
Msw  York  xaowi,  1  lisvn  wrltt«n  Mt^slors  Kotal  H,  CorsLASP  and  Kos- 
Mrr  y.  Waunks  asklug  ib^-m  to  Kupport  your  smi'Ddsuwnt  to  paragrapb 
7A1  of  if.  tt,  'iWl,  kIvI"S  u»  a  duty  of  |«  per  1,000  on  nsrctssus  bulbs 
snd  s  spsclflc  duty  ou  cut  flowvrs, 

I  should  have  said  that  this  letter  comes  from  Orlando,  Fla. 

The  anrumAnts  un<Wly1ng  the  ri^oest: 

I  have  tried  to  show  tlii^  that  \\m  bulb  sod  flower  baslDess  in  this 
ftnte  was  started  In  response  to  the  promise  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture tbat  the  enburgo  on  bolba  would  be  permanent ;  that  we  can  not 
pay  American  wage*  and  support  American  standards  of  living  against 
un-Amcrtean  wages  and  standards  and  low  freiglit  rates  unless  we  have 
tariff  protection  :  that  we  arc  reclaiming  wild  land  and  making  It  proflt- 
able ;  that  we  arn  spending  large  sums  for  irrigation  and  cultivation, 
for  equipment,  ond  for  fertilizer  and  freight ;  and  finally,  that  if  we  are 
given  time  to  carry  American  methods  to  their  logical  conclusion  we 
expect  to  furnish  bulbs  and  flowers  to  the  ultimate  consumer  at  no 
bit,'her  prices  than  he  would  pay  for  the  Imported  bulbs  and  flowers,  and 
perhaps  less. 

I  believe  that  the  two  Senators  from  Florida,  to  whom  a  group  of 
ua  is  writing,  will  support  your  efforts.  We  shall  write  also  to  Sena- 
tors BioussABD  and  Ransdkll,  of  Louisiana,  and  McNakt  and  STSiwas, 

of  Oregon. 

I  hope  you  may  be  able  to  get  your  amendment  through. 
Yours  very  truly, 

Geobox  Wood  Clapp,  D.   D.  8. 
220  West  Forty-second  Street,  Vt^o  York  City. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  read  with  great  interest 
a  similar  letter  that  I  have  from  Doctor  Clapp;  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  in  the  course  of  time  this  indu.<try  will  develop. 
I  hope  it  may.  Of  course,  we  can  not  anticipate  that.  We  are 
dealiug  with  the  condition  that  prevails  at  present;  and  the 
universal  testimony  in  my  State  Is  that  the  House  bill,  as 
amended  by  the  Senate  coujmlttee,  should  prevail. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  if  he 
has  put  in  the  Record  the  communication  from  tlie  Society  of 
American   Florists  and   Ornamental   Horticulturists? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  did  refer  to  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senator  did  not  put  it 
in  the  Recobo? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  No;  I  did  not  put  the  whole  letter  in  the 
Recobo. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  ask  permission  to  put  that 
letter  in  the  Recobo. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  letter  is  as  follows : 

SOCIBTX   or   AUEBICAN    FlOBISTS  AND 

OKNAMKNTAL    HoRTICnLTDBISTS, 

MaditoK^  N.  J.,  October  ti,  X9». 
Hon.  David  I.  Walsb. 

WoMhinffton,  D.  O. 
Dkab  Sib  :  The  amendment  of  Senator  SHOBTBiDas  to  paragraph  751 
in  ttie  tariff  bill  may  soon  come  up  for  action.     This  national  organi- 
sation of  florists  has  a  membership  of  35,000,   including  bulb  growers 
as  well  as  bulb  forcers,  so  may  fairly  be  said  to  represent  the  horticul- 


tural industry  in  this  cotmtry  with  regard  to  duty  rates  on  tMilbs  and 
flowvrs.  We  are  strongly  against  the  raise  In  rates  on  bnlbs  which  tha 
Shortridge  amendment  carries,  though  we  favor  the  specific  rates  on 
cut  flowers  it  carries. 

Bulbs  which  are  under  embargo,  such  as  narclssns  and  Irls.  should  t>e 
free  of  duty,  since  only  farmers  and  growers  can  import  them.  But 
iHiIbs  such  as  liliefl,  tulips,  hyacinths,  and  lily  of  tbe  valley  pips  should 
carry  a  moderate  duty  since  they  are  not  grown  commercially  in  this 
country  and  are  used  primarily  to  produce  flowers  out  of  season.  Fresh 
cut  flowers  should  be  dutiable  on  a  specific  instead  of  an  ad  valorem  basis 
since  they  are  grown  in  Canada  fmm  bulbs  which  can  not  be  Imported 
into  this  country,  so  compete  unfairly  with  American-grown  bullM.  Slnco 
fiowrrs  have  no  value  until  sold  an  sd  valorem  rate  glvss  very  llttls 
protection  to  American  bulb  growers. 

(Senator  MnoSTsiooK  Is  mistakeo  If  be  thinks  that  high  dnty  rates  on 
bulbs  will  help  bulb  growers  In  California.  The  Inclosed  tabulstiofl  sod 
report  »o  oar  members,  recently  published  In  the  flnrl<it«'  trade  papers, 
will  show  fon  why  the  Nhortrldsa  nmandntent  should  be  chsngsd  to 
Dset  the  bortteuitursl  rsgolrsmmta  of  IIiIn  rountry, 
Yourf  truljr, 

.lAMRe  Mrtli'TCNfsoe, 
ActUH/  Pfutirman  Tariff  and  t^ffUlativf  comtniltH, 

M  Vhamb0ri  Mtftet,  Srtt  York  VUp. 

rite  VirK  PUKMIDKNT,    Tlie  question  Is  on  ftie  amendment 

Mr,  UAKUIMON,    Mr.  President,  u  paHlairietitM ry  inquiry. 

The  VICK  PHKNIDKNT.    Ttie  Menator  will  state  It, 

Mr,  lIAlililHON,  Tbat  ia  ttie  aiw'ndtnent  offered  by  tbe  HeO' 
Btor  from  Florida? 

Ihc  VICK  PliKMIDKNT.  No;  the  question  b<  on  the  amend- 
miftt  pron(NM*d  by  the  committee,  [Putting  tbe  qtieetion,]  By 
tbe  sound  ttte  ayea  aeem  to  bare  it. 

Mr.  JONRM.    1  call  for  a  dirlsion. 

On  a  dirislon,  tbe  amendment  was  rejected 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Maseachusetts.  Mr,  Preeident.  I  aboold  Uke 
to  make  an  inquiry  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  Hare  any  of  tbe 
amendments  which  have  been  proposed,  increasing  tbe  rates 
re<-om mended  by  tbe  Finance  Committee,  been  rejected  to-dity 
in  this  schedule? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  think  there  waa  one. 

Mr.  WAIjSH  of  Massachusetts.  But  practically  erery  motion 
made  to  increase  the  rates  recommended  by  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee has  been  adopted  by  the  Senate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  not  like  to  say  as  to  that  offhand, 
imt  a  great  many  of  them  have  been  rejected  where  a  reduction 
has  been  made  by  the  Senate  committee ;  I  do  not  know  In  what 
percentage. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  quite  apparent  that  a 
majority  of  the  Senate  are  not  opposed  to  putting  increased 
duties  upon  all  of  these  products,  namely,  agricrdturai  products. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  desire  to  give  notice  that  I  reserre  the 
right  to  ask  for  a  separate  vote  in  the  Senate  on  this  it«n. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  notice  will  be  entered. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  simply  want  to  say  that 
when,  next  spring  or  perhaps  a  year  from  next  spring,  there 
are  no  longer  any  red  tulips  blooming  in  the  dooryards  of 
America  the  housewives  will  know  that  the  Senate  refused  to 
give  a  lower  rate  on  bulbs. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  whenever  the  American  people 
become  so  hard  up  for  money  that  they  can  not  pay  1  or  1^ 
cents  extra  for  these  tulip  bull>s,  there  will  be  a  lot  of  other 
things  they  will  do  without. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  wlU  state  the  next 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  1,39,  line  7,  after  the  word 
"  or,"  to  strike  out  ""  imitation  almonds  "  and  insert  "  almond 
substitutes,"  so  as  to  read: 

Pab.  754.  Almonds,  not  shelled,  5%  cents  per  pound ;  shelled,  16^ 
cents  per  pound  ;  blanched,  roasted,  or  otherwise  prepared  or  preserved, 
1814  cents  per  pound ;  mandalooas  or  almond  substitutes,  18^  cents 
per  pound. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
of  the  committee. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  understand  why 
the  committee  put  in  that  amendment.  There  is  a  great  differ- 
ence between  Imitation  almonds  and  almond  substitutes.  When 
we  try  to  write  a  rate  to  control  the  appetites  and  tastes  of 
people  by  putting  a  rate  of  18%  cents  a  pound  on  almond  sub- 
stitutes, what  is  an  almond  substitute?  Some  person  might 
think  that  a  chlnabeiry  nub  might  be  a  substitute  for  almonds. 
Let  us  leave  it  "  imitation  almonds."    That  ought  to  be  sufHcient. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  the  only  reason  why  the  change  is  made 
Is  because  the  courts  have  already  passe<1  on  almond  substitute. 
.\lmond  substitute  is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  peanut 
sliced.    That  is  what  it  la. 
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Mr  HARRISON.  The  use  of  the  term  "  almond  substitute," 
If  It  *me«n8  anything.  leaTea  It  to  the  particular  PW^n^to  «y 
what  la  a  aubntltute  for  an  almond.  One  person  might  think 
that  one  nut  or  one  edible  was  a  substitute  for  it,  and  another 
mfsht  think  that  another  thing  was  a  gubatltute  for  It 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  Preaident,  almond  substitute  la  well  de- 
fined and  known  not  only  by  the  people  generally  hut  by  the 
courts  themselves.     It  Is  a  sllceil  peanut  treated  with  almond 

Mr  HARRISON.  This  is  the  same  proposition  that  was 
advanced  about  trjrlng  to  put  a  tariff  on  bananas  In  order  to 
force,  as  a  substitute,  the  eating  of  a  pear  or  an  apple. 

Mr  SJICK)T.  No.  Mr.  President;  I  must  disagree  with  th« 
Senator.  I  think  this  is  Just  a  clerical  provision,  following  out 
a  court  decision.  The  court  decided  upon  the  wording,  and  It  is 
nothing  more  nor  lew  tlian  better   wording  than  "Imltatioo 

Mr  HARRISON.  If  It  means  the  same  thing  as  **lmltatl<m 
almond,"  why  not  l«ive  it  there?  You  put  there  the  term 
••  almond  substitutes."    That  Is  a  broad  phrase.    That  means  a 

**Mr.  SMOOT.    Up  to  date,  there  is  only  one  substitute  for 

almonds.  .        ^      ^  ^^^   „    _ 

Mr.  HARRISON.  You  do  not  say  "  almond  substitute.  Tou 
guy  "  almond  substitutes " ;  and  toslay  there  might  be  one  sub- 
stitute or  there  might  be  another.  It  seems  to  me  bad  p<^cy 
to  write  into  this  bill  a  duty  of  18^  cents  a  pound  on  almond 
substitutes.  ,        ^     .  ^».        .       T 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  not  saying  anything  about  the  rate.  I  am 
aimplj  speaking  about  the  wording. 

Mr  WAI.SH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  rate  on 
almonda  not  shelled  and  almonds  shelled  is  not  before  us  at  this 
moment.  I  have  no  special  objection  to  the  amendment  now 
under  conaideratioo :  but  I  desire,  for  the  RBcoan,  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  a  yery  vigorous  protest  la  being  made 
against  the  increase  levied  in  the  Houae  bill  which  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  has  approved,  and  which,  of  course,  can  he 
reached  only  by  a  separate  amendment  at  a  later  stage. 

Let  me  call  attention  to  the  record  of  increased  duties  In 

respect  to  almonds.  ^  .      ^  ^ 

Prior  to  1982  almonds  not  shelled  bore  a  duty  of  4  cents  per 

pound.  .     ,  ^ 

In  1822  a  duty  of  4^4  cents  per  pound  was  levied. 

In  the  House  Mil  an  Increased  duty  has  been  levied  amount- 
ing to  6^  cents  per  pound,  which  duty  has  been  approved  by  the 
Finance  Committee. 

In  regard  to  shelled  almonds,  tlie  present  law  ftxea  the  rate 
St  14  cents  per  pound,  while  the  House  bill  fixes  the  rate  at  1«H 
cents  per  pound,  and  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  ap- 
proved that  rate  at  1«H  cents  per  pound  upon  shdled  almonds. 
UpoD  roasted  almoods  the  rate  has  been  increased  from  the 
present  law  of  1»^  cents  to  18%  cents. 

I  can  not  let  this  paragraph  pass  without  recording  the  same 
protest  that  I  have  heretofore  made  with  respect  to  these  nuts 
and  fruits  and  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  confec- 
tioners very  seriously  protest  these  increased  rates. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President.  I  observe  that  the  decision 
i^ers  only  to  **  aUnond  substitute,"  not  *•  substitutes."  "Riere- 
fbre,  I  ask  that  the  word  "  substitutes  "  be  changed  to  "  sub- 
stitute," so  that  It  will  read,  in  conformity  with  the  decision, 
"almond  substitute." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  amendment 
of  the  committee. 

The   amendment  to  the  amendmwit  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  139,  in  line  8,  after  the 
word  "  per."  to  strike  ont  "  pound  "  ami  insert  "  pound ;  chest- 
nuU  (Including  marrons),  candied,  crystalliaed,  or  glac^  or  pre- 
pared or  iffeserved  In  any  manner,  25  cents  per  pound,"  so  as 
to  read : 

Almond  paste.  18^  CCTts  per  poood:  chestnutt  (InchkUng  marrooa), 
nindlf^.  crystallised,  or  glac*,  or  prepami  or  prcwrved  in  any  aaaiitr. 
K  cents  per  pound. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  oa  page  139,  line  13,  before  the 
words  "  per  pound,"  to  strike  out  -  2  cents  "  and  insert  "  1  cent," 
so  as  to  read : 

Pa*.  T5S.  Cttmm  or  Br»sU  aata,  aot  tbelled,  1  oeat  per  pooad. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  ta 
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T  le  next  amendment  was,  on  the  same  page,  line  13,  before 
the  [words  "per  pound"  where  they  occur  the  seccmd  time,  to 
strike  out  "  6  cents  "  and  insert  "  3  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

8  lelled.  3  cents  per  pound. 

Ihe  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

1  he  next  ameudment  was,  in  line  14,  before  the  words  "  p*^r 
poc  ad,"  to  strike  out  "  5  cents  "  and  insert  "  2Yi  cents,"  so  aa 
to  lead: 

F  Jberts,  not  alielled.  2%  cents  per  poond. 

Mr.  McNARY.    Mr.  President  I  am  Informed  that  my  col-  j 
league  [Mr.  Stktwkb].  who  is  at  present  absent  from  the  Cham*  i 
ber  desires  to  discuss  this  matter.    I  sugpest  the  absence  of  a 
quorum;  or  I  am  willing  to  i>ermit  the  matter  to  be  postp«med 
for  a  moment  until  his  return  to  the  Senate — either  way. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  temporarily 
pas  ling  over  the  amendment? 

r.  SMOOT.    I  have  no  objection. 

he  VICE   PRESIDENT.    The   amendment   will   be   passed 
without  prejudice.    The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amend- 
next  amendment  was,  in  line  15.  after  the  word  "  per,"  to 
strike  out  "  pound  "  and  insert  "  pound ;  pignolia  nuts,  1  cent  per 
po^nd ;  pistachio  nuts,  1  cent  per  pound." 
e  amendment  was  agrreed  to. 

e  next  amendment  was,  on  page  139,  line  21,  before  the 
wokls  "per  pound,"  to  strike  out  "7  cents"  and  insert  "6 
cen  ts,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

I  MM.  757.  Peannta,  not  shelled,  4%  cents  p«>r  pound;  shelled.  6  cents 
per  pound;  blanched,  aalted,  prepared,  or  preserved,  not  specially  pro- 
▼M  !d  for,  and  peanut  butter,  7  cents  per  pound. 

1  Ir.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  will  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  Just  why  this  reduction  was  made? 

r.  SMOOT.    It  was  made  In  accordance  with  the  presiden- 
tial proclamation.  , 
r.  GEORGE.    The  old  rates  were  3  cents  and  4  cents,  3 
ts  on  the  unshelled  and  4  cents  on  the  shelled. 

SMOOT.     Yea. 
r.  GEORGE.    After  the  investigation  by  the  Tariff  Com-, 
mission,  of  course  50  per  cent  was  as  high  as  the  President! 
coild  have  gone,  which  would  have  made  the  higher  rate  6  = 
cents.  ' 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  GEORGB.  The  House  having  fixed  a  rate  of  7  cents  on 
th«  shelled  nuts,  I  do  not  see  why  the  committee  might  not 
ha' re  left  It  at  that  figure. 

llr.   SMOOT.     The   report  of   the   Tariff   Commission,   after; 
th<  investigation  was  made,  shows  that  6  cents  was  the  differ- 
ence. 

Ir.  GEORGE.     I  think  that  is  true ;  and  yet  this  is  also  true, 
thit  Importations  of  peanuts  into  this  country  amount  to  about 
7  ter  cent,  and  the  competition  is  in  the  shelled  big  peanuts ; 
t  is.  In  the  shelled  Virginia  t3rpe  of  peanut  or  North  Caro- 
type  of  peanut    About  50  per  cent  of  the  shelled  nnts  of 
t  type  are  imported. 

ne  I  recogniiBe  the  fact  that  the  Tariff  Commission's  find- 
ing" would  indicate  that  6  cents  Is  the  outside  duty  that  ought 
to  be  placed  on  these  peanots,  inasmuch  as  the  House  fixed 
th<  rates  at  4%  and  7  cents,  I  am  somewhat  at  a  loss  to  know 
wliy  the  Senate  committee  cut  the  rate  on  the  shelled  nuts  to  6 
ceifts. 

r.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  House  committee  reported 
thi  rate  at  6  centsi,  according  to  the  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
deSt.  but  that  was  one  of  the  items  that  was  changed  after  the 
bill  got  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 

r.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  Is  correct  about  that.  I  am  Just 
calling  attention  to  the  matter.  As  a  matter  of  fact  but  two 
t.Vl>es  of  peanuts  are  grown  in  this  country.  The  big  nut  is 
raised  very  largely  in  North  Carolina  and  Virginia,  on  which 
th  s  tariff  is  effective.  On  the  Spanish  nut,  grown  more  ex- 
tei  isively  In  the  Southeast,  and  an  important  crop,  the  pre«»^nt 
ta  -iff  is  not  effective,  and  I  will  say  frankly  that  there  Is  no  need 
of  Increasing  the  rate  so  far  as  the  Spanish  pejinuts  are  con- 
cerned. I  think  that  a  rate  of  7  cents  would  be  helpful  to  the 
Virginia  and  North  Carolina  type  nut;  that  is.  7  cents  on  the 
sh  piled  nut 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
U  ah  why  the  Finance  Committee  retained  the  House  rate  on 
ui  shelled  peanuts,  very  few  of  which  are  imported  into  this 
coantry.  and  reduced  the  House  rate  on  shelled  peanuts,  which 
aie  lmporte<l  Into  this  country  in  large  quantities? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  answer  Is  this,  that  the  President's  procla- 
mitlon  fixed  a  rate  on  imshelled  peanuts  of  4%  cents,  and  on 
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shelled  peanuts  of  6  cents.  The  House  ccmimlttee  reported  4^ 
cents  and  •  cents,  but  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  as  I  have 
already  stated,  the  rate  on  the  shelled  peanuts  was  Increased 
from  6  cents,  the  rate  fixed  in  the  presidential  proclamation,  to 
7  cents. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator's  explanation  is,  then,  that  the 
Senate  committee  was  trying  to  conform  its  rate  to  the  proclama- 
tion of  tlie  President? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  exactly  It. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     That  the  rate  was  increased 

Mr.  SMOOT.     On  the  floor  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  are  practically 
no  importations  of  the  unshelled  and  very  large  importations  of 
the  shelled,  and  that  those  importations  have  been  continued, 
notwithstanding  the  increased  rate  made  by  the  proclamation  of 
the  President,  does  the  Senator  think  that  the  action  of  the 
H»>use  was  not  warranted? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  frankly  that  I  do  not  know  enough 
about  the  difference  between  the  peanut  In  the  shell  and  when 
shelled,  of  the  type  of  peanuts  that  would  be  affected  by  these 
rates,  to  answer  the  Senat<»r's  question.  As  to  the  smaller 
peanut,  grown  in  Georgia  and  other  States  outnlde  of  North 
Carolina  and  Virginia,  it  would  make  little  difference. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  large  type  of  peanuts  that  are  im- 
ported shelle<l  are  not  produced  to  a  great  extent  in  North 
Carolina.    They  are  produced  chiefly  in  Virginia. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  report  shows  that  those  two  States  are 
those  where  they  are  produced. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  the  amendment  of  the  committee  is 
adopted,  the  matter  will  be  in  conference. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  it  will  be  in  conference. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  provision  for  a 
7-cent  rate  will  remain  in  the  bill.  It  has  been  quite  a  help 
to  the  peanut  growers  In  my  section.  I  hope  the  Senate  will 
vote  down  the  committee  amendment  which  reduces  this  rate 
and  leave  the  rate  at  7  cents. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  had  not  intended  to  say  any- 
thing about  the  rates,  and  should  not  have  said  anything  but 
for  the  statement  just  made.  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  the  fact  tiiat  the  rate  of  4^4  cents  is  100  per  cent 
increase,  and  the  t>-cent  rate  is  110  per  cent  increase.  Those 
are  the  ad  valorem  rates.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  support 
the  presidential  i)roclamatiou.  and  think  that  ought  to  be 
done,  and  let  the  other  matter  go  to  conference. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator  if 
he  has  any  data  showing  the  amount  of  importations  since 
the  Imposition  of  tlie  6-ctfnt  dnty? 

Mr.  SMOt)T.     Yes;  I  have  the  figures  for  1927  and  1928. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  have  been  unable  to  get  the  figures  for 
1928.  but  I  have  them  for  1927. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  give  them  to  the  Senator  now.  In  1928 
there  were  Imported  .•J8.H98,599  pounds,  valued  at  $2,147,166. 

Mr.   SIMMONS.     How   does   that   compare   with   1927? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  value  per  unit  was  5%  cents.  In  1927 
the  imports  amounted  to  31,461,000  pounds.  In  1928  Uiere 
were  imported  a  little  over  6,000,000  pounds  more  than  in 
1927.  The  unit  value  in  1927  was  4%  cents,  and  the  unit 
value  in  1928  was  increased  to  5\^  cents. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  As  I  understand  the  Senator,  then,  after 
the  duty  was  raised  to  6  cents,  imports  Increased  instead  of 
diminished? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  and  the  value  increa.sed ;  the  value  of 
the  foreign  peanuts  increased. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment. 

Tlie  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  may  state  that  the 
Junior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Steiweb]  Is  now  in  tJae 
Chamber.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  desire  to  return  to 
the  amendment  jMissed  over  a  few  moments  ago? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  ready,  I  would 
like  to  return  to  paragraph  7.5.^.  relating  to  filberts. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  amendment  was  on  pa^e  139,  line  14.  where  the  commit- 
tee pn^poses  to  strike  out  "5  cents  '  and  Insert  In  lieu  thereof 
"  2%  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Fllb«'rt«,  not  shellei,  2%  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  STEIWER.  Mr.  President  I  understand  that  my  col- 
league [Mr.  McNary]  asked  that  this  amendment  go  over  await- 
ing my  return  to  the  Chamber.  lie  was  assuming  that  I  had 
in  mind  a  discussion  of  the  matter. 

My  thought  Just  now  is  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  discuss  It. 
I  am  entirely  agreeable  to  the  present  consideration  of  the 
matter  and  a  vote.  I  think  the  Senate  sutflciently  understands 
the  question  at  issue. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  saj  to  the  Senator  frankly  that 
since  we  reached  the  amendment  I  have  made  a  furtlier  Inves- 
ligation  personally,  and  I  really  think  the  committee  amend- 
ment should  be  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  STEIWER  With  that  statement,  there  is  nothing  I 
would  care  to  say  about  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  La  FoLtwme  In  the  chsir). 
The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  SecreUry  wiU  sUte  the 
next  amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  paragraph  765,  on  page  139, 
line  14,  to  strilce  out  "  10  cents "  and  to  Insert  "  5  cents,"  so 
as  to  read : 

Filberts,  shelled,  5  cents  per  pound ;  pignolia  nuts,  1  cent  per  pound ; 
plstacbe  nuts,  1  cent  i>er  pound. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  140,  line  2,  after  the  word 
"  per,"  to  strike  out  "  pound  "  and  insert  "  pound ;  pecans,  un- 
shelled, 3  cents  per  pound ;  shelled,  d  cents  per  pound,"  so  as  to 
make  the  paragraph  reed : 

Pak.  758.  Walnuts  of  all  kinds,  not  shelled,  6  cents  per  pound ; 
shelled.  15  cents  per  pound;  blanched,  roasted,  prepared,  or  preserved, 
including  wahiut  paste,  15  penta  per  pound ;  pecans,  unsbolled,  8  cents 
per  pound  ;  sbelled.  6  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  President  I  have  an  amendment  which 
I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  SenatOT  from  Georgia  pro- 
poses the  following  amendment,  which  will  be  reported  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Lbgislative  Clksk.  On  page  140,  in  the  matter  pro- 
posed to  be  inserted  by  the  ccnnmittee  in  lines  2  and  3,  in  Une  2 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  proposes  to  strike  out  the  numeral 
"  3  "  and  to  insert  the  numeral  "  5,"  and  in  line  3  to  strilce  out 
the  numeral  "  6  "  and  Insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  numeral  "  10." 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  President  in  tills  paragraph,  758,  ratea  are 
provided  on  walnuts  at  5  cents  a  pound  and  15  cents  a  pound, 
but  when  pecans  were  reached,  on  which  a  duty  la  needed  far 
more  than  on  walnuts,  the  duty  was  reduced  by  the  committee 
to  3  cents  a  pound  on  unshelled  pecans  and  6  cents  on  sh^led. 

Bfy  amendment  is  to  make  the  rate  on  unsh^led  pecans  5 
cents  and  on  shelled  pecans  10  cents.  This  would  be  just  half 
the  rates  on  walnuts  and  other  nuts. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  did  not  quite  tmderstand  the  SenatM'.  He 
refers  to  pecans? 

Mr.  HARRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  committee  amendment  provides  3  cents. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  My  amendment  proposes  to  raise  the  rates  to 
5  and  10  cents,  and  even  then  they  would  be  less  than  the  rates 
on  walnuts  in  the  same  paragraph.  A  great  many  pecans  are 
sent  in  from  Mexico,  and  it  Is  necessary  to  have  this  duty  in 
order  to  protect  the  Industry. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  rate  proposed  is  the  same  as  in  existing 
law,  3  cents  for  the  unshelled  and  6  cents  for  the  sbelled.  The 
Imports  of  the  unshelled  for  1927  were  207,675  pounds.  Hie 
value  was  $19,031.  In  192S  the  Imports  amounted  to  476,002 
pounds,  and  the  value  was  $43,707.  The  value  per  unit  was  9.4 
cents  in  1927  and  9.2  cents  in  1928. 

The  committee,  taking  into  consideration  the  small  importa- 
tions, restored  the  rate  in  existing  law.  I  will  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  that  the  users  of  these  nuts,  of  course,  wanted 
a  good  deal  lower  rate  than  that,  but  the  committee  did  not  feel 
that  it  ought  to  go  below  the  present  rate. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  do  not  want  to  ask  my  question  with  a 
view  of  trying  particularly  to  press  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Georgia,  but  I  want  to  call  to  the  attention  of  tlie 
Senator  from  Utah  the  fact  that  as  to  almonds,  which  are  a 
good  deal  like  pecans,  the  Senator  advocated  and  there  was 
levied  a  duty  of  5%  cents  a  pound  on  those  uuts,  shelled.  The 
duty  proposed  on  pecans  is  3  cents.  On  the  unshelled  almonds 
a  rate  of  11  cents  is  fixed.  Everyone  who  knows  the  difference 
between  almonds  and  pecans  knows  that  It  costs  more  to  shell  a 
pecan  than  to  shell  an  almond.  Yet  they  gave  only  3  cents  for 
shelling  the  pecans.  Of  course,  pecans  are  grown  in  a  certain 
section  of  this  country  which,  unfortunately,  had  nobody  on  the 
committee  to  champion  It 

I  merely  call  that  to  the  attention  of  the  Senator.  I  say  again 
that  the  item  of  filberts,  which  has  just  been  acted  upon  here, 
where  the  production  is  infinitesimal  as  compared  with  the  very 
great  importations.  Is  a  case  where  there  is  real  production  in 
tills  country,  and  not  a  great  deal  of  importations,  although 
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than  u«  wamt  tmportaUont.    Tte  commlttc*  ovght  to  deal  with 
aU  things  alike.  It  aMna  to  me.  ^   ,  w 

Mr,  8MOOT.    80  far  aa  I  aaa  personally  ooneomed,  I  harre 

Uied  to  do  It  ^     „_ 

-^~^^Ur  HARRISON.    I  was  jost  pointing  out  the  atflerence. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

Tha  PRBSIDINO  OFFICBB.  Does  the  Senator  from  Dtah 
yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  OBOROE.  The  Senator  from  Utah  is  quite  right  when 
he  says  the  importation*  are  very  small,  but  the  imported  pecana 
are  brooght  over  from  Mexleo  v«ry  largely. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     B«t  they  are  not  very  good  pecana. 

Mr  GEORGE.  No;  and  I  am  coming  to  that  They  are 
seedUngs.  But  a  small  percenUge  of  the  seedling  pecans  do 
have  the  effect  of  adversely  depressing  the  market  They  affect 
the  price  of  pecans.  It  Is  beUeved  by  the  very  best  growers, 
because  they  are  an  infeHor  nut  because  they  are  not  np  to  the 
gtandard  of  the  American  nut ;  yet  they  appear  to  be  the  same 
nut  •  that  Is,  they  compare  very  well  with  the  seedling  nut  But 
the  'real  producers  of  pecana  In  tiie  Southern  Statea,  and  they 
are  very  well-informed  men  who  know  their  boalneas,  believe 
that  the  small  importatioua  do  seriously  affect  their  prices. 

The  House  fixed  the  duty  at  5  and  10  cents,  and  that  rate  is 
in  keeling  vrtth  the  rates  of  duty  Imposed  upon  other  com- 
parable nuts  not  on\j  by  the  House  bul(  by  the  Saiate  Finance 
Committee.  .       .^   ^ 

The  Senator  said  there  la  nothing  in  the  siigge9tl<m  that  nuts 
were  raised  in  a  particular  section  of  the  country.  I  have  not 
waated  to  nuika  that  issue  particularly,  hut  thla  la  one  of  the 
moat  highly  sectional  tariff  bllla  that  waa  ever  drawn.  Inten- 
tionally or  not  it  remains  true  that  It  la.  That  is  one  difficulty 
the  Senate  has  had  with  the  bill.  1  do  not  say  that  the  Senator 
from  Utah  Is  responsible.  I  want  to  relieve  him  of  all  respon- 
aiblHty.  But  graphite  i»  prlndpoUy  a  aouthem  product,  and  the 
duty  waa  reduced.  KaoUn  is  distinctly  and  exduaiv^  a  aouth- 
em product  and  the  duty  was  cut  40  per  cent  though  there  waa 
not  really  any  request  for  a  reduction  of  the  duty.  The  duty 
was  taken  off  of  wood  tar  and  pitch,  which  the  Hooae  had 
placed  upon  It  and  it  was  pat  on  the  free  list 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Where  It  had  alwaya  been. 

Mr.  OBOROE.  But  it  was  put  ba<*  on  the  free  list  We 
can  go  through  the  bill,  and  It  la  dlAcult  to  find  a  product  grown 
largely  In  tbe  South  as  to  whldi  there  has  not  been  a  reduction 
of  rate  or  which  has  not  been  carried  to  the  free  Ust 

I  do  not  Nke  to  make  the  argument,  but  there  are  numbers  of 
nuts  named  in  the  bill  which  are  comparable  to  the  pecan,  in 
which  the  rate  of  duty  carried  is  equal  to  if  not  hl|^r  than 
the  duty  put  upon  pecans  by  the  House;  yet  the  Senate  com- 
mittee reduced  the  duty  frotn  5  and  10  cmts  to  3  and  6  cents. 
That  ought  not  to  be.  I  do  not  subacribe  to  the  high  iHt)tectlve 
principle  at  all,  though  I  am  willing  to  suiH[K>rt  a  truly  com- 
petltlve  tariff.  But  whether  one  can  support  the  bill  when  it 
comes  to  the  final  vote  or  not,  the  bill  ought  to  deal  justly  with 
aectlooa,  it  ought  to  deal  justly  between  industries,  and  it  ou^t 
not  to  discriminate  betvreen  lndu.«tries  nor  betwe^i  sectiona 
There  is  no  litconslstency  In  taking  that  poaltlon. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OtTICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.    I  want  to  make  a  very  taief  statonent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    1  yirid  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  had  thought  It  was  arranged 
tl»at  at  3  o'clock  to-day  we  would  go  Into  executive  session  to 
consider  some  Judicial  nominations.  I  understand,  of  course, 
that  most  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate  would  not  consent  to 
breaking  In  at  this  time  for  any  protracted  debate  on  nomina- 
tions. I  tried  to  arrange  for  a  unanimous-consent  agreement 
that  we  might  rote  on  the  nominations  at  4  o'clock  to-day.  It 
has  not  proved  to  be  possible  to  make  such  an  arrangement,  and 
many  Senators  feel  that  an  executive  session  devoted  to  those 
nominations  would  take  several  hours  of  debate.  For  that 
reason  I  presume  it  would  be  nnvrlse  and  unsuccessful  to  move 
fbr  an  executive  aeaaion  at  this  time. 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Bobah], 
who  was  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  on  two  of  the  cases, 
or  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Noams  1.  chairman  of  the 
Judiciary  Oommittee.  whether  that  la  their  opdnlon  as  well  aa 
mine?- 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  I  was  chairman  of  both  of  the 
subcommittees,  aa  st«gested  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
and  reported  the  nominations  to  the  committee  and  acquiesce 
in  the  desire  to  dispoee  of  them ;  but  I  do  not  think  we  otight 
to  take  up  the  nominations  In  the  midst  of  the  tariff  dis- 
coMlon,  certainly  not  unleaa  thera  oould  be  a  limit  fixed  tot 
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ta.     I  aaid  to  the  Senator  firom  Pennsylvania  I  do  not 

it  la  practicable  to  have  limited  debate.    The  debate  may 

be  long,  but  certainly  we  could  not  in  advance  get  an  agree- 

Lt  aa  to  a  time  to  vote.    Unless  there  could  be  an  agreement 

aalto  the  time  to  vote  I  shall  certainly  be  opposed  to  taking  up 

nonslnatioos  until  we  dispose  of  the  bUL 

•.  LA  FOLIJBTTB.     Mr.  President 

le  PRESIDING   OFFICER    (Mr.   McNakt  In   the  choir), 
the  Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wia- 
coasin  7 

Ir.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

;  €r,  LA  FOLLBITE.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  was 
klid  enough  to  consult  me  in  this  matter.  I  merely  desire  to 
st«  te  that  while  I  would  like  to  accommodate  the  Senator,  I  did 
no^  feel  that  it  was  proper  to  agree  in  advance  to  a  limitation 
debate  upon  the  nominations.  Some  very  Important  issues, 
my  Judgment,  are  raised  by  them.  The  record  in  the  case 
the  anwintment  from  the  middle  district  of  Pennsylvania  la 
64-page  record.  There  are  some  Intricate  questions  involved, 
ore  I  did  not  feel  that  I  cared  in  advance  to  agree  to  a 
tatlon  of  debate. 

r.  SWANSON.    Mr.  President 

he  PRESIDING  OFFICER    Does  the  Soiator  from  Utah 
ylild  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 
SMOOT.    I  yield, 
r.  SWANSON.    I  hope  the  motion  will  not  be  made  to  take 
the  nominations  at  this  time.    I  am  satisfied  from  what 
ave  ascertained  that  there  will  be  delay  and  debate.    Nobody 
tell  how  long  it  might  continue.     Consequently,  I  think  it 
w<iuld  be  very  unwise  to  delay  the  tariff  bill  In  order  to  take  up 
th#  nominations  of  any  Individuals.     I  hope  the  matter  will  not 
befpressed  for  it  might  be  construed  favorably  or  unfavorably  to 
th^  nominees.     I  know  there  Is  going  to  be  prolonged  discussion , 
I  hope  the  nominations  may  go  over.     We  are  now  making 
d  progress  with  the  tariff  bill.    The  time  we  save  on  the 
before  us,  with  respect  to  which  we  are  now  moving  very 
idly,  will  aid  the  nominations  to  be  considered  at  the  proper 

r.  REED.  But,  Mr.  President,  h^re  is  the  difficulty.  The 
Watson  nomination  in  Pennsylvania  was  made  last  April  or 
,  As  the  Senate  had  not  acted  on  It  at  the  time  we  went 
inio  recess  the  nomination  had  to  be  sent  back  to  the  President 
Hi  I  had  to  make  a  new  nomination.  If  we  were  going  to  recess 
fr<im  now  until  December  2,  the  nomination  would  not  have  to 
go  back,  but  if  we  adjourn,  as  I  suppose  we  shall  before  the  long 
seiision,  even  If  It  Is  only  over  Sunday,  that  nomination  will 
have  to  go  back  to  the  President  I  think  It  Is  rather  a  pity  that 
th;  It  should  be  the  effect  of  our  action. 

rhe  case  has  all  been  tried  out.  The  subcommittee  worked 
very  hard.  The  Judiciary  Committee  itself  considered  the  mat- 
tei'.  I  do  not  want  to  interfere  at  all  with  the  work  on  the 
ta-iff  bill,  yet  it  does  seem  to  me  a  great  pity  for  the  sake  of 
tb  >  future  record  of  the  individual  to  require  three  nominations 
fo: '  a  man  through  no  fault  of  his. 

At.  CAPPER.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yl<  Id  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas? 

kir.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  One  of  the  nominations  in  question  Is  for  a 
Federal  Judge^ip  for  the  district  of  Kansas.  I  am  not  de- 
mrndlng  consideration  of  it  at  this  moment,  but  I  do  want  to 
iujorm  the  Senate  that  there  is  great  need  for  early  action  on 
th  !  appointment.  I  had  a  telegram  yesterday  from  the  attirney 
geieral  of  Kansas  stating  that  two  terms  of  court  at  Fort 
Sc>tt  had  been  postponed  because  of  a  failure  to  get  conflrma- 
ti(n  of  this  appointment.  There  has  been  a  vacancy  In  this 
jul;;eship  for  something  like  six  months.  I  can  not  emphasise 
to»  strongly  that  It  is  highly  Important  that  we  have  a  new 
Ju  Ige  in  Kansas  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  I  hope  there 
w  U  be  no  further  delay. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  we  are  in  a  dilemma  here  that 
wif  can  not  get  out  of  without  neglecting  a  duty  perhaps  one 
wiiy  or  the  other,  as  I  look  at  It  No  one  is  more  anxlons  and 
n<  one  will  go  further  than  I  to  expedite  a  proper  consl.iera- 
tli»n  of  the  tariff  bill.  I  do  not  think  I  have  to  apologise  in 
tliat  respect.  I  think  we  are  all  anxious  to  do  that.  But  let 
m*  tell  the  Senate  what  kind  of  a  condition  confronts  us.  Let 
m?  first  read  the  rule  of  the  Senate: 

Nominstlons  DeJtl>f>r  cooflrmed  nor  rejected  during  the  Ksslon  at 
w  ilch  they  are  made  can  not  be  acted  apon  at  any  succeeding  aesslon 
w  thout  being  again  made  to  the  Senate  by  the  President. 

That  means  that  the  nominations  In  the  two  instances  in  which 
tlere  are  district  Judges  nominated  to  fill  vacancies  where 
tl  ere  is  no  Judge  now,  will  go  by  the  board.  The  President 
w  lU  have  to  renominate.    In  one  Instance  he  has  already  done 
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Bo  because  under  another  provision  of  the  same  rule  It  Is  pro- 
vided that  where  the  Senate  takes  a  recess  for  30  days  or  more 
all  nominations  fall  that  are  not  definitely  disposed  of  at  the 
time. 

Wlien  we  took  our  recent  rec-ess  the  nomination  of  Mr. 
Watson  to  be  a  Judge  in  the  middle  district  of  Pennsylvania 
failed  and  the  President  had  to  send  his  nan»e  back  a  second 
time.  Unless  we  confirm  or  reject  this  nominee  now,  he  will 
probably  be  nominated  a  third  time,  and  still  there  Is  no  Judge 
up  in  that  district. 

If  it  was  a  case  where  there  was  no  contest  In  regard  to  It 
I  would  know  what  to  do  ab<tut  It,  because  it  would  be  a  matter 
of  form  to  be  sent  in  here  and  disposed  of ;  but  in  this  case 
there  is  a  conte.'-t.  I  myself  nm  opposed  to  the  confirmation. 
We  are  confrontetl  with  a  different  proposition :  Here  is  the 
Judiciary  Conunittee.  which  Ims  had  great  trouble  and  some- 
times great  difiiculty  In  having  a  meeting  during  the  days  when 
the  Senate  has  l)een  convening  at  10  o'clock  In  the  morning. 

That  committee  has  disposed  of  these  matters  and  Is  ready 
for  a  decision  by  the  Senate.  We  have  decided  so  far  as  the 
committee  is  concerned  and  made  a  report,  and  the  names  of 
the  nominees  are  now  on  the  calendar  ready  for  final  action 
by  the  SeJiate.  If  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Watson  should  be 
rejected,  then  a  new  name  will  have  to  be  sent  in,  will  have  to 
be  referred  to  a  sutwommittee  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and 
perhapH  more  hearings  will  be  held  and  more  delay  take  place. 

I  should  regret  to  displace  the  tariff  bill.  I  would  not  do 
it  under  any  ordinary  circumstances,  but  It  seems  to  me  we  are 
confronted  with  a  condition  where  it  Is  our  duty  to  do  it.  We 
ought  to  dispose  of  these  nominations.  The  worit  has  all  been 
done  except  the  final  action  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would 
not  b«*  necessarj-  for  the  committee  again  to  consider  these 
nominations  and  make  further  reports.  The  same  Congress  will 
continue  from  this  session  into  the  next.  If  it  were  a  case 
where  Congress  expired  on  the  4th  of  March  and  a  new  Congress 
then  came  In,  of  course,  all  bills  (»r  reports  and  all  measures 
on  the  calendar  would  die  with  the  expiration  of  the  Congress. 
In  this  instance  the  committee  has  acted  and  has  submitted 
reports;  those  reports  remain  on  the  calendar,  and  can  be 
taken  up  at  any  time  that  It  Is  the  pleasure  of  the  Senate  to 
proceed  with  their  consideration.  The  next  session  will  not  be 
the  first  .session  of  the  new  Congress  but  simply  a  new  session 
of  the  existing  Congress.  If  we  should  adjourn,  the  President 
would  have  to  send  in  new  ncHninations,  but  if  we  took  a  recess 
he  would  not  have  to  do  so. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President.  I  thought  I  made  that  plain 
by  reading  the  rule.    Let  me  read  it  again. 

Nominations  neither  conflnned  nor  rejected  during  the  seaalon  at 
which  they  are  made  shall  not  be  acted  upon  at  any  iracceedlng  acssion 
without  being  again  made  to  the  Senate  by  the  Preaident. 

That,  it  seems  to  me,  makes  it  perfectly  plain.  We  do  not 
have  to  adjourn,  but  the  session  will  end  automatically  when  the 
regular  session  begins,  and  under  this  rule,  it  seems  to  me,  that 
means  "  good-by  "  to  everything  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

Mr.  yWANSON.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit 
me  further,  while  the  nominations  would  have  to  be  sent  in 
again  by  the  Executive,  tlie  committee  has  examined  into  these 
cases,  and.  unless  there  is  additional  evidence  desired  to  be 
presented,  there  would  be  no  occasion  for  the  committee  con- 
sidering the  nominations  again. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  If  we  do  not  get  another  report  from  the 
committee,  the  nominations  will  never  get  back  here.  It  may 
be  true  that  it  could  be  done  quicker  if  the  nominations  were 
resubmitted ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  hearing  that  took 
place  in  regard  to  Mr.  Watson,  I  think,  was  longer  than  it  was 
at  the  previous  session  when  the  nomination  was  first  sub- 
mitted. It  may  be,  however,  that  new  evidence  will  be  pre- 
sented and  that  new  hearings  will  be  demanded  by  members 
of  the  bar  or  others  interested  in  either  one  or  both  of  these 
cases.  In  that  event  they  would  have  to  be  referred  to  a  sub- 
committee and  the  questions  investigated.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned I  would  not  want  arbitrarily,  as  a  member  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  to  refuse  to  grant  further  hearings  at 
any  time  before  the  nomination  was  actually  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  committee.  As  a  matter  of  fairness  I  take  it  that  in 
either  one  of  these  cases — although  I  am  in  favor  of  the  am- 
flrmatlon  of  one  and  oppo.sed  to  the  confirmation  of  the  other — 
if  a  respectable  group  of  people  presented  a  prima  fade  show- 
ing and  desired  to  be  heard  in  regard  to  the  nominations.  I 
would  think  It  was  the  duty  of  the  committee  to  follow  their 
rule,  refer  the  nominations  again  to  a  subcommittee,  and  direct 
further  hearings  to  be  held. 

However,  regardless  of  that,  at  some  time  we  will  have  to 
dispose  of  these  nominations.    It  will  not  take  any  longer,  and 


probably  not  so  long,  to  do  It  now  as  it  would  later  on;  and, 
as  I  look  at  it.  It  could  not  be,  as  has  been  suggeeted,  any  indi- 
cation to  the  country  that  we  are  delaying  the  tariff  bill  or 
anything  of  that  kind.  For  one,  I  do  not  want  to  do  that,  but 
it  seems  to  me  we  are- confronted  with  a  duty  here,  and  I  should 
not  like  to  stop  the  pendmg  measure  and  take  up  the  other 
matter ;  yet  we  ought  to  dispose  of  the  nominations  before  this 
session  doses.  Having  said  that  much,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, the  question  is  submitted  to  the  Senate  for  whatever 
action  the  Senate  may  wish  to  take. 

Mr.  SMOOT  obtained  the  fioor. 

Mr.  BORAH.     -Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  It  might  occur  that  some  time 
before  the  present  session  ends  we  could  find  an  interlude  in 
the  tariff  discussion  when  we  could  consider  these  nominations 
and  dispose  of  them.  Something  may  develop  which  will  enable 
us  to  do  that  without  really  interfering  with  the  progress  of  the 
tariff  bill.  If  such  t^hould  happen,  I  should  be  very  glad  to  see 
them  disposed  of. 

But,  Mr.  President  the  Watson  record  Is  a  very  long  one.  I 
know  that  there  Is  going  to  be  an  extended  discussion  in  that 
case ;  and  I  doubt  if  the  Hopkins  case  will  be  disposed  of  any 
more  speedily.  If  we  take  up  these  two  nominations  now — 
and  there  Is  no  reason  why  we  should  not  take  both  of  them 
up  if  we  take  up  either — it  will  take  a  couple  of  days  at  least 
to  dispose  of  them.     I  am  very  much  opposed  to  doing  tliat. 

So  far  as  the  nominations  are  concerned,  it  may  be  that  the 
President  will  have  to  send  in  the  nominations  again,  but  In 
the  Watson  case,  while  we  have  had  two  hearings,  we  did  not 
complete  the  first  hearing,  because  of  the  fact  that  the  session 
ended  before  the  hearings  were  completed ;  and  in  the  second 
hearing,  as  it  were,  we  did  not  take  any  evidence  which  we  had 
already  heard;  we  simply  completed  the  first  hearing.  In  my 
opinion,  the  evidence  i.s  ail  In.  I  do  not  know  how  they  could 
find  anything  more;  we  went  into  everj-thlng  that  was  sug- 
gested or  hinted  or  intinutted,  and  it  is  all  in  that  record. 
If  the  name  were  sent  in  again,  it  would  be  nothing  more  than 
a  formality  to  refer  it  ip  the  committee  and  report  It  back. 
The  Hopkins  case  Is  practically  in  the  same  condition.  So  I 
trust  that  we  will  not  break  Into  the  consideration  of  the  tariff 
bill  by  a  prolonged  discussion  on  a  question  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  REED.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  make  a  suggestion.  I 
see  the  force  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Borah]  and  I  understand  that  most  of  the  Senators  do  not 
want  to  see  any  prolonged  debate  break-in  to  delay  the  tariff 
bill.  At  the  same  time  we  all  must  realize  that  if  Judge  Wat- 
son Is  going  to  be  confirmed  it  la  much  better  that  his  name 
should  not  have  to  be  tossed  back  and  forth  between  the  White 
Hon.se  and  the  Capitol  In  this  way  through  no  fault  of  his. 
Tliere  is  not  any  law  that  requires  nominations  to  be  sent  back 
to  the  President  under  these  circumstances.  Whatever  we  may 
call  this  session  and  tlie  one  that  begins  In  December,  It  la 
practically  a  continuous  sitting  of  the  Congress. 

The  only  thing  that  requires  a  nomination  to  be  sent  back 
is  Rule  XXXVIII  of  the  Senate,  and  that  can  be  suspended  In 
the'ie  two  cases  by  unanimous  consent.  I  should  like  to  sug- 
gest that,  under  the  drcumstauces,  that  would  be  the  appro- 
priate action  to  take.  If  that  shall  be  done,  it  will  not  prejudice 
either  of  the  nominations  or  the  opjwsition  to  the  nominations, 
and  It  will  not  prejudice  the  judges  if  ultimately  they  are  to  be 
confirmed.  At  the  same  time,  It  will  not  Interfere  In  the  least 
with  the  tariff  bill,  because  then  we  can  continue  the  nomina- 
tions on  our  Executive  Calendar  until  the  tariff  bill  shall  have 
been  conclude<l,  and  then  we  can  dispose  of  them  properly. 

Mr.  SWANSON.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  I  have  not  looked  up  recently  to  ascertain 
whether  it  is  correct  or  not,  but  I  have  an  Idea  that  the  rule 
to  which  reference  has  been  made  is  in  pursuance  of  a  statute. 
I  know  that  at  one  time  there  was  a  custom  of  sending  in 
nominations  which  would  be  pending  for  a  long  time,  although 
perhaps  ultimately  rejected,  but  in  the  meantime  the  nominees 
would  continue  to  exerdse  the  duties  of  the  office.  It  seems  to 
me  there  is  a  statute  which  provides  that  where  appointments 
fall  of  confirmation  they  shall  be  sent  back  to  the  President, 
and  that  the  rule  of  the  S«mte  waa  adopted  in  accordance  with 
that  statute. 
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Mr.  REED.    I  do  not  Ujtnk  w.  .  *,    *  »u    e  -   I 

Mr.  SWANSOX.  I  may  be  uiHtaken.  I  suggest  tliat  the  Sen- 
ator iook  Into  If.  howpver.  ^ 

Mr.  REKD.  I  win  be  glad  to  do  so.  The  power  of  conflmia- 
tioti  if*  a  con»ritntl<>nal  power  of  the  Senate.  Rule  XXXVIII 
was  a«!«pt»*d  in  order  to  «*«tabll»h  the  working  machinery  for 
trterrlylnir  that  conBtltiitlo»ml  power.  The  Constitution  Itself 
doe«  not  *ay  anything  abont  the  nesailon  of  the  Senate;  It  simply 
prmides  that  the  Senate  shall  <-onflrm  the  nominations  that  are 
si-nt  to  If. 

Mr.  «W.VNSON,  I  have  an  Idea  that  the  statute  provides 
wh*Tt'  a  nomination  Is  made  In  recess  of  the  Senate,  and  not 
wnflrniefi  during  the  aesfdon  of  the  Senate,  that  the  President 
muHt  send  the  nomination  bark  to  the  Senate  at  the  next  ses- 
sion.   I  have  not  looketl  up  the  statute  recently. 

Mr.  REKD.  There  is  a  statute  dealing  Mth  the  pay  of  per- 
mtiH  noralnateil  during  the  recess  of  the  Senate,  but  that  has  no 
applhtttiou  here. 

Mr  W.VLSH  of  Mwitana.  Mr.  President,  I  think  prohaidy 
that  is  the  .••tatnte  tlie  Senator  from  Virginia  lias  In  mind.  That 
was  Intendeil  to  prrtilblt  contlnnlng  one  who  Is  In  office,  not- 
nithstaudiu;;  the  fact  that  the  Senate  refused  to  contirm  him. 
If  I  understand  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania aright,  it  Is  that  we  now  enter  Into  a  unanimous-consent 
agreimpnt  that,  despite  Rtile  XXXVIII.  these  nominations  be 
eiJutlnoed  wlthont  prejudice  over  the  conclnslon  of  the  present 
session? 

Mr.  IlKED.     Yes.  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  W.\LSn  of  Montana.  I  think  that  would  be  n  very  satis- 
factory solution  of  the  proldem. 

Mr.  NORKIS.  Mr,  President,  that  may  be  a  satisfactory 
arrangement  if  we  have  to  resort  to  it.  but  there  Is  no  nec€«?slty 
fj)r  frying  to  secure  such  an  agre«^ment  now.  We  can  wait  until 
jicarer  the  close  of  the  se&sion.  As  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
iMr.  BoaAHl  suggested,  something  may  happen  in  connection 
with  the  tariff  bill  which  n-lll  afford  an  opportunity  to  consider 
si>mctlung  else  before  the  end  of  the  present  session.  I  would 
uot  ttKlay  agree  to  unanimous  c()n;«eut  such  as  tlie  Senator  from 
l*ennsylvanla  proposes.  I  think  there  is  something  in  the  sug- 
gestion made  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  that  the  mle  has 
hwn  ado|»ted  in  pursuance  of  a  statute.  I  am  not  stire  about 
it,  but  in  the  meantime  wlthta  the  next  day  or  so  we  can  have 
that  looked  up. 

Mr.  RKED.     Very  well. 

Mr.  NORltlS.  And  perhaps  if  we  find  that  it  woald  not  con- 
flict with  the  law  we  can  enter  Into  such  n  mmuimous-conseut 
agreement  as  has  been  proposed  and  put  the  oomiuations  over. 
However,  it  is  premature  now  to  take  that  acti(HX,  In  my  upiuiou. 

Mr.  REED.  Then,  In  order  to  give  us  time  to  lt>ok  Into  that 
uuestion  and  pos»«ibly  to  dispose  of  the  nominations  at  this  sea- 
slvn,  I  will  withdraw  the  request  until  the  middle  of  next  wedc 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  committee  thought  It  wise 
to  kcei)  the  same  rate  of  dutjr  on  pecan  nuts  as  is  provided  in 
the  existing  law.  I  do  not  know  why  that  rate  should  not  be 
continued.  The  importatloua  are  very  slight  and  they  virtually 
all  come  from  Mexico.  No  one  who  lias  ever  tried  to  ettt  a 
Mexi<*au  pecan  will  ever  try  it  the  secomd  time,  in  my  opinion. 
If  they  have  any  use  in  this  country  it  is  because  they  are 
cheap  and  iire  pnt  in  Christmas  stockings  and  Christmas  i>a8ket8 
HUd  hiuuUes.  They  make  weight,  but  n«>  child  ever  ate  one  or 
tried  to  eat  one,  or  ever  will  eat  one,  in  my  opinion.  A  frieaid 
of  minf  in  Texas  ae»t  me  a  bag  of  tliem  once,  and  I  want  to 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Texas  that  after  trying  to  break  one 
of  them  and  eat  it  they  remained  in  my  cellar  until  the  worms 
got  into  them,  an«l  then  we  had  to  barn  them. 

If  titere  was  any  competition  at  all  I  would  not  hesitate  for 
a  single  moment  in  consenting  that  the  duty  be  increased. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  President,  not  to  agree  to  the  amendment 
which  has  been  proposed  is  to  discriminate  withmit  reason 
against  one  kind  of  nnt  I  do  not  believe  the  Members  of  the 
Senste  wlsli  to  do  that.  I  hope  my  amendment  will  be  agreed 
to.  I  wii*ta  the  Senator  from  Utah  would  a«\^pt  it  and  let  It  go 
to  oMiference. 

Mr.  CdNNALLY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Ttah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  CONN.VLLY.  I  do  not  desire  the  Senator  to  yield.  I 
tboTtght  he  had  yiekled  the  floor. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah 
will  accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Why  not  agree  to  the  committee  amendment 
•nd  let  it  go  to  conference?  I  assure  the  Senatoi  that  we  will 
consider  the  question  there. 

>rr.  HARRIS.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  ask  that.  I  do 
not  believe  the  Senate  i:i  guinfi  to  vote  down  ihi^  amendment. 
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It  simpl;  r  gfres  pecans  a  rate  which  Is  given  io  practically  every 
other  ell  allar  kind  of  nut ;  the  same  rate  which  is  given  in  tlie 
identlcaFparagrai^  as  to  walnuts.  I  do  not  believe  the  Senate 
will  discriminate  against  pecans  in  this  way. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  the  one  case  there  are  importations  and  In 
the  oth^"  there  are  hardly  any.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  take 
the  sentpnent  of  the  Senate  and  let  It  go  to  conference,  and  then 
we  will  see  what  we  can  do  In  conference. 

Mr.  E  ARRIS.  I  should  like  to  have  a  vote  on  my  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  OONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  if  what  the  Senator  from 
Utah  sa;  's  about  these  Mexican  pecans  is  tme — ^and  I  do  not  dis- 
pute it- -there  ought  to  be  an  embargo  on  them  ln.stead  of  a 
3-cent  ti  riff. 

The  J  enator  has  pointed  out  that  the  Mexican  iiecans  are 
importer  here  and  put  into  the  Clirlstnias  stockings  of  the 
children  proving  a  terrible  disappointment,  full  of  worms. 
That  Is  an  argument  why  there  ought  to  be  an  embargo  on 
Mexican  pecans. 
Mr.  S  MOOT.  I  would  not  care  if  there  were. 
Mr.  C3NNALLY.  I  do  not  make  any  contention  that  the  im- 
ports fri>m  Mexico  are  considerable;  but  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  Senator  from  Utah  sponsors  an  Increase  in  the  duty  on 
walnuts  5  cents  unshelled,  15  cents  shelled,  and  an  Increase  in 
Brazil  nuts — we  held  up  the  great  and  important  questhni  of 
the  lmpr>rtation  of  Brazil  nuts  until  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
could  r  turn  to  the  Chamber;  we  had  to  stop  the  legislntive 
wheels  lere  to  determine  whether  we  would  increa.^  the  duty 
1  cent  F  '^  pound  on  Brazil  nuts — I  make  no  contentiwi  that  this 
Is  an  important  item,  because  It  Is  not. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  It  is  not  an  impiMtant  item ;  and 
if  Sena  ors  want  to  reject  the  committee  amendment,  let  them 
reject  1  . 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Why,  certainly.  Now.  why  does  not  the 
Senator  withhold  hi.s  resistance?  With  his  resistance  removed, 
the  Senile  wll!  reject  this  nmeudment  and  agree  to  the  nniend- 
ment  tliat  Is  proposed. 

Mr.  i;MOOT.  The  committee,  however,  was  chart^etl  \sith 
being  u  (fair  and  ?n>ctlonal.    I  did  not  think  that  was  right. 

Mr.  rONNALLY.  While  I  am  on  my  feet  I  desire  to  compli- 
ment the  Senator  from  Utah.  I  think  he  has  shown  a  marvel- 
ous spliit  throughout  this  whole  tariff  affair.  I  started  to  say 
"  this  ti  riff  struggle  " ;  but  it  has  ceased  to  be  a  struggle,  so  I 
will  sa;  '*  affair."  I  think  he  has  shown  a  wonderful  and  a 
raarvelcus  spirit,  and  I  want  to  absolve  him  from  any  socfional 
interest  in  the  bill.  He  is  not  resi)onsible  for  what  the  com- 
mittee fid  behind  cl<»sed  doors.  I  am  sure  that  If  the  Senator 
from  U  ah  were  absolved  from  the  ban  of  secrecy,  he  would 
revt^l  J  story  of  what  went  on  behind  chxsed  doors  that  would 
put  hin   in  tliat  light. 

Mr.  ilMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Utah  does  not  want  any 
commei  dation  to  which  he  is  not  entitled,  nor  does  he  want  to 
cast  an  r  reflection  uiion  any  member  of  the  committee,  whether 
lie  l>e  r  emocrat,  or  Republican,  or  of  any  other  faith.  AMint  I 
want  t(  do  Ls  to  get  tins  bill  into  conference.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  that  the  Senate  shall  reject  this  amendment. 

Mr.  i  ONNALLY.  That  the  Senate  sliall  agi-ee  to  the  nmcud- 
ment,  t  »e  Senator  means? 

Mr.  i  MOOT.  No ;  that  the  Senate  shall  reject  the  committee 
amendi  lent.    That  is  what  the  Senator  wants. 

Mr.  r  ONNALLY.  No ;  no.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  the 
commit  ee  chaug'Xl  the  item  in  such  a  way  that  it  Is  necessary 
now  to  adopt  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [ilr. 
Haeris  . 

Jlr.  1  [ARRIS.    It  is  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  <  •ONN.'VLLY.  The  effect  Is  the  same,  but  I  do  not  want 
the  Ser  ate  to  vote  under  a  misapprehension. 

Mr.  >MOOT.  If  they  should  reject  the  committee  amend- 
ment, t  le  amount  would  Ije  all  right. 

Mr.  I'ONNALLY.  Oh,  no!  The  Item  would  then  be  put 
under  he  head  of  "  Etllble  nuts,"  tlie  rate  ou  which  is  1  cent  a 
pound. 

Mr.  !!MOOT.  Then,  what  the  Senator  wants  to  do  is  to  agree 
to  tlie    ommlttee  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

Mr.  OONN.\LLY.  With  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgl]  I  [Mr.  Hamis].    He  has  offered  the  amendment. 

Mr.    IMOOT.    That  will  he  all  right. 

The  PRESIDINCJS  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  an  endment  propo^d  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Harri.s]  to  the  amendment  of  the  conmilttee. 

Tlie  imendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  imendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  next  amendment  of  the 
comnii  tee  will  be  stated. 
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B  cents  per  potmd;  shdied,  10  cents  per  pound"  and  insert 
"shelled  or  unshelled,  not  specially  provided  for,  1  cent  per 
pound,"  so  as  to  read : 

Pa«.  759.  Bdlbl«  nut*,  shelled  or  unshelled,  not  specially  provided  for. 
1  cent  per  pound ;  pickled,  or  otherwise  prepared  or  preserved,  and  not 
■peclally  proTlded  for,  85  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  nut  and  kernel  paste  not 
specially  provided  for,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  sincerely 
hope  the  amendment  of  the  Finance  Committee  will  be  approved 
in  this  instance. 

I  want  to  take  this  occasion  to  call  attention  to  the  out- 
rageoas  duty  which  the  House  bill  contains  with  reference  to 
edible  nuts.  The  present  duty  is  1  cent  per  pound.  The  House 
proposed  to  increase  the  duty  upon  unshelled  edible  nuts  to  5 
cents,  and  upon  shelled  nuts  to  10  cents  per  pound.  None  of 
these  nuts  are  produced  In  the  United  SUtes.  The  United 
States  Imports  and  consumes  about  4.000,000  pounds  per  year. 
If  the  duty  levied  by  the  House  becomes  a  law  the  public  will 
pay  $400,000  to  consume  4,000,000  pounds  of  nuts.  The  in- 
creased rate  reconmiended  by  the  House  was  1,000  per  cent 
upon  these  nuts,  not  one  of  which  is  produced  In  this  cotmtry. 
The  Senate  Finance  Committee  has  very  properly  and  wisely 
proposed  an  amendment  that  reduces  the  duty  In  the  House  bill 
to  1  cent,  the  present  law. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  140,  line  17,  before  the 
words  "per  bushel,"  to  strike  out  "63  cents"  and  insert  "56 
cents,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragrairti  read : 

Pab.  760.  OU-bearing  seeds  and  materials :  Castor  l>eans,  one-half  of 
1  cent  per  pound  ;  flaxseed,  56  cents  per  bushel  of  66  pounds ;  poppy 
seed.  32  cents  per  100  pounds ;  sunflower  seed,  2  cents  per  pound ;  apricot 
and  peach  kernels.  3  cents  per  pound ;  soybeans,  2  cents  per  pound ; 
cottonseed,  one-third  of  1  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  FRAZII2R  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  simply  want  to  say  to  the 
Senator  that  the  rate  of  56  cents  Ls  the  rate  fixed  in  a  pre^- 
dential  proclamation  ;  and  the  committee  gave  the  presidential 
proclamation  rate  on  flaxseed. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President,  I  move,  as  a  substitute  for 
the  committee  amendment,  to  strike  out  "  56  "  and  insert  "  70," 
which  would  make  it  read : 

Seventy  cents  per  bushel  of  58  pounds.^ 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  sincerely  hope  the  Senator 
will  not  offer  the  amendment  for  70  cents.  Will  he  not  offer  it 
for  65  cents?    The  Hou.se  gave  63  cents,  I  believe. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  speak  very  briefly 
on  the  matter,  and  I  will  explain  why  I  want  to  raise  the  amount 
to  70  cents. 

As  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  explained,  56  cents  is  the  rate 
to-day,  which  was  provided  under  the  President's  proclamation 
upon  recommendation  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  The  Tariff 
Commission  at  that  time  made  an  investigation,  and  based  their 
findings  on  the  invoice  prices  of  flaxseed  in  Argentina,  where 
approximately  all  the  flax  Is  produced  that  is  imported  into  the 
United  States.  Basing  the  difference  In  cost  of  production  on  the 
invoice  prices,  they  found  that  56  cents  was  tlie  difference  In  the 
cost  of  Argentine  flax  laid  down  in  New  York  and  the  flax  pro- 
duced in  this  country  laid  down  in  New  York.  However,  in  the 
Tariff  Commission's  report  on  flaxseed  they  also  give  the  cost  of 
production  as  found  by  a  report  from  the  Conunissloner  of  Agri- 
culture of  Argentina. 

On  page  45  of  this  report  there  Is  given  the  report  of  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  to  the  Rural  Society  of  Argentina, 
and  he  gives  a  table  setting  forth  the  costs  of  production  and 
the  various  items  that  enter  in.  According  to  his  statement 
the  cost  of  pro<luctlon  of  Argentine  flax  on  board  the  boat  in 
Argentina  Is  $1.37  per  bushel  In  American  money ;  and,  ac- 
cording to  their  flgures,  the  cost  of  transportation  from  Ar- 
gentina to  New  York  City  Is  23.7  cents  per  bushel,  making  a 
total  cost  In  New  York  of  $1.60A  per  bushel.  According  to 
the  Tariff  Commission's  report  the  price  In  New  York  of  our 
domestic  flax  hs  $2.53 A.  That  would  leave  a  difference  of  93 
Cents  per  bushel  between  the  actual  cost  of  Argentine  flax, 
according  to  the  figures  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  of  Ar- 
gentina, and  the  cost  as  stated  by  the  Tariff  Commission  for 
domestic  flax  laid  down  in  New  York. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  conceded,  I  believe,  by  every  one  that 
this  is  one  outstanding  agricultural  product  on  which  the 
tariff  is  100  per  cent  effective.  We  have  talked  about  paper 
schedules,  and  all  that;  but  here  is  one  farm  product,  flax, 
where  the  tariff  is  conceded  to  be  100  per  cent  eflectlre.  Of 
course,  there  must  be  a  compensatory  duty  on  linseed  oil; 


and  that,  of  course,  is  to  be  considerea,  aa  the  linseed  crushers 
are  the  soLe  maritet  for  the  American-produced  flaxseed.  Ac- 
cording to  the  estimates  of  the  best  authority  we  have  In 
North  Dakota,  our  acreage  during  the  present  year  of  1929 
was  increased  85  per  cent  in  the  production  of  flax,  and  the 
acreage  throughout  the  Middle  Northern  States  and  Western 
States  can  undoubtedly  be  increased  in  the  production  of  flax 
two  or  three  million  acres  if  an  additional  tariff  can  be  put  on 
here  that  will  give  the  farmers  something  lUce  the  cost  of 
production  in  producing  that  flax;  and  that  two  or  three  mil- 
lion acres  of  additional  flax  land  would  mean  two  or  three 
million  acres  less  of  land  devoted  to  raising  wheat,  of  which 
we  produce  a  surplus,  which  causes  the  farmer  to  sell  his 
wheat  below  the  cost  of  production. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  it  is  no  more  than  fair  that  a  tariff 
of  70  cents  be  placed  on  this  item,  as,  according  to  the  flgures 
given  by  the  agricultural  authorities  of  Argentina,  the  70 
cents  does  not  begin  to  come  up  to  the  difference  in  cost  of 
production.  There  is  also  another  statement  in  this  flaxseed 
book  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  on  page  46,  by  the  Association 
of  Rural  Argentina,  in  which  they  give  the  different  prices  of 
land  on  which  flax  Is  produced ;  and  in  the  case  of  the  10  dif- 
ferent prices  the  average  cost  per  bushel  is  $1.48,  which  is 
about  20  cents  under  the  cost  flgured  by  the  Tariff  Commission. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  move  to  strike  out  "56  cents," 
as  given  by  the  committee,  and  to  insert  "70  cents"  in  lieu 

thereof. 

Mr,  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  on  this  matter  I  can  sympa- 
thise with  the  Senator  from  the  adjoining  State  of  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  FBAzmt],  who  is  trying  to  do  something  for  his 
farmers.  He  recognizes  the  inequality  that  exists.  He  has 
been  here  a  good  many  years  ard  is  painfully  aware  of  the 
situation.  He  was  driven  out  o'  the  Republican  Party  by  an 
order  of  the  bosses  here  at  one  time ;  but,  fortunatdy,  they  had 
to  crawl  on  the  ground  and  a.sk  him  to  come  in  again  two  years 
later  in  order  to  have  a  majority  in  the  Senate,  so  he  was  really 
vindicated  as  far  as  that  is  concerned.  I  submit,  however,  that 
the  only  reason  for  his  alleged  disloyalty  to  the  party  was  his 
sincere  desire  to  be  right  with  the  people  of  North  Dakota  aa 

It  is  admitted  that  the  proposed  duty  on  flaxseed  will  be 
effective.  It  is  a  price-flxlnig  measure.  The  history  of  this  Is 
oKQijf  ttg  follows  z 

The  McCumber  bill  of  sevMi  years  ago  gave  us  a  rate  of  40 
cents  a  bushel.  When  the  Tariff  Commission  Investigated  they 
found  that  the  difference  in  cost  of  production  here  and  abroad 
was  56  cents  per  bushel  based  on  New  York.  The  President 
fixed  the  rate  at  56  cents.  The  bill,  as  it  came  from  the  House, 
carried  a  rate  of  63  cents  a  bushel.  The  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee dropped  it  back  to  the  56  cents.  I  presume  this  was 
done  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  new  farm  bloc  of  three 
eastern  Senators,  appointed  by  tlie  sectional  leaders  of  the 
Republican  Party. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  proposed  by  Senator  Fbazikb 
would  make  the  rate  70  cents  per  bushel,  providing  tl^e  con- 
ference committee  would  agree  to  It,  and  pi-ovlding  the  House 
would  accept  the  amendment.  This  is  a  far-fetched  hope.  The 
flax  farmers  would  be  fortunate,  Indeetl,  if  they  received  a  rate 
of  05  cents  a  bushel.  This  is  not  9  cents  higher  than  the  differ- 
ence in  the  cost  of  production  here  and  abroad,  but  in  addition 
to  that  the  Northwest  tarmer  gets  some  advantage  in  the 
freight,  because  about  74  per  cent  of  his  flax  is  now  crushed  in 
the  Twin  Cities ;  only  1  per  cent  reaches  New  York. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  a  better  price  for  flax  w  .uld 
lead  to  some  expansion  of  production,  but  he  and  I  both  know 
the  limitations  of  any  substantial  expansion.  Only  a  limited 
area  In  this  country  Is  suitable  for  flax.  It  has  done  very  well 
on  new  land  but  seldom  yields  w^  on  old  land.  That  has  been 
the  experience  all  over  the  State  of  South  Dakota,  which  is  also 
a  heavy  producer  of  flax,  although  North  Dakota  leads  sub- 
stantially. 

The  argument  advanced  by  the  Senator,  that  it  is  important 
to  reduce  the  wheat  acreage,  is  the  fallacious  argument  of  the 
Farm  Board.  The  reductions  will  be  of  no  consequence  unless 
they  win  be  suflacient  to  reduce  otir  production  to  the  domestic 
needs,  and  no  one  has  yet  suggested  the  possil^iiity  of  this.  A 
milHon  acres,  more  or  less,  of  wheat  does  not  affect  the  price 
perceptibly — in  fact,  the  records  show  that  the  wheat  produc- 
tion has  been  more  dependent  upon  weather  conditions  than 
upon  the  acreage  planted. 

This  question,  as  I  see  it,  resolves  Itself  to  two  propositions : 
First,  can  we  get  a  larger  rate  than  65  cents;  and  second,  do 
we  want  it? 

I  have  already  stated  why  I  do  not  think  we  can  get  It 

I  may  add  that  I  am  not  certain  that  we  want  it.  First,  we 
must  keep  in  mind  that  there  is  only  a  small  percentage  «f 
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Amtftican  fUrmen  th«t  prodnce  flaxseed,  but  all  fatmien  boy 
Itmei  U  oil  to  paint  their  boikUngB.  I  have  never  belierved  that 
we  could  get  farm  relief  by  conferring  special  favors  upon  the 
small  group  and  patting  an  extra  burden  upon  every  other 
fanner  to  accomplish  this.    The  rule  of  fairness  must  prevail. 

But.  Mr.  Prtwldent.  there  is  another  reason  equally  as  good. 
We  hsTK  protested  vigorously  against  ttie  manufacturing  sched- 
a]c»  that  are  so  high  as  to  be  a  heavy  burden  upon  the  North- 
wcmL  "WVhove  insisted  that  the  rule  of  reason  should  apply  to 
this  and  that  fainieas  should  prevail.  Let  us  not  ask  for  some- 
thing so  high  as  to  justify  others  in  demanding  more.  Really, 
I  think  a  careful  examination  of  the  record  will  disclo*  that 
the  tariffs  on  industrial  schedules  take  out  of  North  Dakota 
twenty  or  thirty  times  the  benefit  that  it  can  get  from  any  Urifls 
on  its  farm  products.  The  tariif  is  not  effective  in  dealing  with 
the  agricultural  problem;  it  reaches  only  a  few.  But  anyway, 
let  us  not  violate  the  rule  that  we  ask  others  to  keep.  We 
want  an  increase,  and  I  feel  the  Finance  Committee  has  dis- 
criminated agau»»t  the  flax  raiser  while  favoring  the  indus- 
trialist. Let  us  get  the  increase,  bat  let  as  be  satisfied  with  65 
cenu.     We  can  not  Justify  any  higher  rate. 

I  would  like  to  ofTer  as  an  amendment  to  the  amendmoit  that 
the  rate  of  «5  cents  be  substituted,  which  is  2  cents  a  bushel 
higher  than  the  House  had  tlie  rate  and  a  good  deal  higher  than 
the  Senate  coounittee  had  it ;  and  perhaps  we  can  get  that  rate. 
If  so.  it  will  be  a  very  helpful  rate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  inquire 
of  the  chairman  of  the  c<Hnmittee  whether  the  change  in  the 
flaxseed  rate  would  not  necessitate  a  change  In  the  linseed-oil 
rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yea ;  It  will.     We  will  have  to  go  back  to  ttuit 

Mr.  WALSH  <rf  Montana.     Will  the  Senator  call  that  up,  then? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  When  we  acted  on  that  provision  of  the  bill, 
it  was  understood  that  we  would  go  bade  to  the  linseed-oU  item 
after  passing  upon  flaxseed. 

Mr.   WALSH   of  Montana.    When   could   the   Senator   take 

tbat  up? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  thought  we  could  go  on  with  these  other 
amendments  now. 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Montana.  Could  we  possibly  take  it  up  to- 
morrow morning? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  no  objectioa  to  taking  it  up  to-morrow 
momiuf. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  derk  win  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  140.  line  23,  before  the 
words  "  per  pound  "  to  strike  out  "  2  cents  "  and  insert  "  1  cent," 
and  on  page  141,  line  3.  after  the  word  "other"  to  strike  out 
••  vetches  "  and  insert  "  vetdi,"  so  as  to  read : 

Tas.  761.  OrsM  tceda  and  otber  forage  crop  seeds:  Alfalfa,  S  cents 
per  pound :  alalke  clover,  5  crnta  per  poand ;  crimson  clover.  1  eeat  per 
pound  :  red  dorer.  6  cents  per  pound ;  white  and  ladlno  clover,  6  cents 
per  pound ;  sweet  clover.  3  cents  per  pound ;  clover,  not  specially  pr<>- 
vlded  for.  3  cents  per  pound :  millet.  1  cent  per  pound ;  orchard  xrass,  5 
eenU  per  pound ;  timothy,  2  cents  per  pound  ;  balry  vetch,  i  cents  per 
pound ;  other  vetch,  IVi  cents  per  pound  :  t>entsrs8«,  10  cents  per  pound ; 
bint>grssK,  5  cents  per  pound ;  Ul)  oat.  5  cents  per  pound ;  all  other 
■rasa  snd  forage  crop  seeds  not  specially  provided  for,  2  cents  per  pound  : 
Prooid«<i,  That  no  allowance  shall  be  made  for  dirt  or  other  ImpurlUes 
la  seed  of  any  kind. 

The  amendment  waa  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  142,  line  1,  after  the  word 
"  for  "  to  strike  out  the  comma  and  **  and  cowpeas,"  and  in  line 
2,  before  the  words  "  per  pound  "  to  strike  out  "  3%  cents  "  and 
ini«rt  "  ooe-half  of  1  cent."  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

PAa.  7«3.  Beans,  not  specially  provided  for:  Green  or  unripe,  one- 
half  of  1  cent  per  pound;  dried,  2^  cents  per  pound:  la  brine,  3  cents 
per  pound:  prepared  or  preserved  In. any  manner.  3  cents  per  pound  on 
the  entire  contents  of  the  container. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  opposed  to  the  change 
in  the  rate  as  proposed,  and  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be 
disagreeii  to. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  it  is  disagreetl  to,  It  must  be  disagreed  to 
with  aa  amendment 

Mr,  JOUNSO:^.  Mr.  President,  the  Finance  C<«imittee  fell 
Into  a  natural  error  In  relation  to  this  very  small  Item.  It 
hapi^ns  that  cowpeas,  so  terme«l,  are  a  part  of  the  bean  family. 
The  Treasury  Department  determined  that  they  came  within 
tk«  bean  family,  and  wers  dutiaUe.    The  Ouratoms  Ckiart  le- 
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cmtly  1  as  rendered  a  decision  that  Is  quite  the  reverse,  and  in 
order,  therefore,  to  do  what  was  sought  to  be  done  both  by 
the  Hoi  .se  and  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  It  is  essential 
that  coH-peas,  by  the  appropriate  designation,  shall  be  inserted 
in  this  paragraph  after  beans.    Therefore  I  have  proposed  aa 
amendo  lent,  that  on  page  142,  line  1,  we  insert  the  words  *'  and 
blackey?d  cowpeas"  after  the  words  "beans,  not  specially  pro- 
vided f«T." 
The  I  mendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  JOHNSON.     Mr.  President,  while  upon  the  subject,  may 
I  call  t)  the  attentiou  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  the  fact  that 
In  ordei  to  make  the  appropriate  correction  on  page  268,  line  6, 
we  shoi  iM  Insert  the  words   *  not  specially  provided  for  "  after 
the  woi  i  "  cowpeas." 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  ask  that  that  be  agreed  to  at  tliis  time. 
Mr.   .  OHNSON.     I   present   that   amendment,   that   on    page 
268,  lin ;  6,  the  words  "  not  specially  provided  for  "  be  inserted 
after  tl  e  word  "  cowpeas." 

The  I  mendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed. 
Mr.  ':R.\MMELL.  Mr.  President,  the  House  rate  was  3% 
cents  01 1  green  or  unripe  beans,  and  for  some  reason  it  was  re- 
duced i>  one-half  of  1  cent  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 
That  pi  otection  is  nothing  like  ample  for  this  industry.  Beans 
should  ye  put  in  the  classification  >vith  other  vegetables.  They 
are  proluced  in  my  State,  and,  of  course,  in  quite  a  number  of 
other  States.  We  would  like  very  much,  and  think  It  Is  only 
proper  and  just,  that  the  House  rate  be  restored,  and  that  the 
committee  rate  be  rejected. 
Mr.  5  MOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  importations  are  almost  nil. 
Mr.  5HORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  we  are  looking  into  the 
future.  When  I  saw  the  first  printed  copy  of  this  bill,  momen- 
tarily 'orgetting  what  had  occurred  in  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Flnince,  I  thought  it  was  a  typographical  mistake,  and  I 
could  not  understand  why  the  committee  had  fixed  2  cents  a 
pound  on  peas  and  one-half  of  1  cent  on  beans.  I  could  not 
nnders  and  it.    I  do  not  understand  it  now. 

Mr.  W^ALSH  of  Ma.'^sarhusetts.  I  think  the  explanation  Is 
the  Boston  influence — the  influence  of  the  Boaton  baked  beans. 
[LaugUer.] 

Mr.  SHORTBIDGE.  Very  likely.  Perhaps  that  accounts 
for  the  attitude  of  the  learned  Senator  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  <:ONNALLy.  Mr.  President,  did  the  Senator  say  a  typo- 
graphical mi-stake  or  a  geographical  raistakeV 

Mr.  jSHORTRIDGE.  Not  to  indulge  in  levity,  altliough  It 
is  a  relief  now  and  then  for  the  best  of  men,  I  submit  to  the 
chairman  of  our  committee  that  the  committee  made  a  mistake, 
never  fctended,  to  strike  out  3»4  cents  as  fixed  In  the  bill  as  It 
passed  the  House  and  insert  one-half  of  1  cent. 

I  ha?e  very  great  respect  for  the  House  of  Representatives. 
There  are  435  statesmen  making  up  that  body,  and  I  can  not 
believe  that  they  made  this  egregious  mistake,  this  unpardon- 
able ml-stake,  of  fixing  S^  cents  on  this  important  industry. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    What  did  the  Senator  say  as  to  the  member- 
ship oithe  House,  as  to  the  number? 
Mr.    <HORTRIDGE.    Four  hundred  and  thirty-flve. 
Mr.   "JORRIS.     I  think  it  is  440  or  more. 
Mr.    SHORTRIDGE.     No;  436. 

Mr.  VORRIS.  Wt'll.  435.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  said  that, 
without  doubt,  every  individual  member  had  his  attention 
called  to  this  item,  that  they  had  a  debate  on  the  item,  and 
voted  1  heir  sentiments  on  it,  and  that  there  was  no  such  thing 
as  a  c<»mmittee  running  over  them  and  fixing  the  rate  without 
due  CO  isideratlon  on  the  part  of  the  House.  That  only  adds  to 
the  str  pngth  of  the  Senator's  argument. 

Mr.   SHORTRIDGE.     I  thank  the  Senator.    I  do  not  claim 
to  be  I  he  only  friend  of  the  farmer  here  present. 
Mr.   fORRIS.     Oh.  no. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  happened  to  be  born  on  a  farm  and 
was  re  ired  on  a  farm.  I  will  not  say  I  was  bom  between  two 
rows  cf  com.    I  have  a  very  sincere  sympathy  for  the  man  on 

the  fa)  TO. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate 
having  objected  to  all  proposals  to  increasie  duties  upon  niann- 
factiir>d  products  of  the  East,  I  implore  the  Senate  please  to 
be  charitable  with  us  and  let  us  have  our  baked  beans  at  a  little 
lower  price. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  The  Senator  Is  not  familiar  with  my 
amendment.     I  have  voted 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  did  not  sny  the  Senator,  I 
said  tlie  Senate. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  I  believe 
In  giiing  adequate  protection  to  a  miller  as  well  as  to  a 
f  armei . 

Mr.  WALS!i  of  Massachusetta  I  think  the  Recobd  shows  the 
Seaaur  has  not  voted  against  a  single  prt^iosal  to  increase  any 
rata  ii  i  any  schedule.    Am  I  correct? 
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Mr  SHORTRIDGE.     I  hope  the  Senator  is ;  but  I  may  have 
made  an  error;  I  may  have  been  misled,  perhaps,  by  the  per- 
suastve  arguments  of  the  Senator  from  Massachu.setts. 
Mr.  FLETCHER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.     I  yield. 

Mr  FLETCHER.  It  might  be  pointed  out  that  this  item 
refers  to  green  and  unripe  beans,  and  therefore  it  does  not  fit 
the  Boston  case  exactly. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  do  not  know  the  disposition  of  the 
Senate  now,  but  I  do  submit  that  a  mistake  was  made. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  understood  the 
Senator  to  say  that  this  should  not  be  reduced,  because  ijeas 
carry  the  same  rate. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    I  may  have  spoken  Inaccurately. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  find  that  peas,  green  or  unnpe, 
car^^•  a  rate  of  but  2  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Yes,  Senator;  If  I  said  3^,  I  was  in 
error. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  There  are  several  things  wnicn 
need  explanation.  In  the  first  place,  we  can  hardly  conceive 
that  it  was  either  a  typographical  error  or  a  ge<»graphical  error 
on  the  part  of  the  committee  in  thus  reducing  the  rate  on  beans. 
I  supi)ose  the  committee  must  have  had  some  reason  for  m:iking 
such  a  substantial  reduction,  from  3^  cents  a  pound  to  a  half 
a  cent  a  pound.  But  we  have  not  had  any  exi^anation  of  that 
at  all.  Furthermore,  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  beans  are 
given  3%  ^ents  per  pound  in  the  House  bill  and  peas  only  2 
cents  a  pound.  I  suppose  somebody  will  be  able  to  make  some 
explanation  as  to  why  peas  are  thus  discriminated  against. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Sometimes  Homer  nods.  It  may  be 
that  our  chairman  has  forgotten  the  discussion  before  the  com- 
mittee. My  recollection  is  that,  as  of  then,  some  of  us  called 
attention  to  the  disparity  in  the  matter  of  protection  between 
these  two  articles.  The  Senator  from  Montana  is,  of  course, 
accurate  in  calling  our  attention  to  the  fact  that  peas  b«^r  a 
rate  of  2  cents.  The  House  put  a  rate  on  beans  of  3%  cents. 
As  to  why  that  is  so  I  can  not  determine  or  even  exprew  an 
opinion.  I  am  not  concerned  with  present  matters,  nor  very 
much  concerned  with  the  record  of  last  year's  importations  or 
exportations.  We  can  not  call  back  yesterday.  We  are  legis- 
lating for  to-morrow.  I  see  no  reason  why  they  can  not  raise 
beans  In  Mexico  and  ship  them  to  California,  as  they  do,  even 
as  they  raise  and  ship  peas  into  California, 

I  suppose  it  takes  about  the  same  amount  of  labor  to  cultivate 
the  one  vegetable  as  the  other.  I  have  done  with  it,  as  far  as 
I  am  concerned.     I  think  they  ought  to  bear  the  same  rate. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  does  the 
Senator  mean  to  say  that  he  thinks  the  record  of  imports  and 
exports  is  of  trifling  and  inconsequential  Importance  in  consid- 
ering tariff  duties? 

Mr   SHORTRIDGE.     I  do.  with  this  qualification 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  I  wanted  to  be  sure  I  under- 
stood the  Senator.     I  understood  him  to  say  that 

Mr  SJIORTRIDGE.  If  everybody  will  pardon  me.  1  wisn 
to  express  the  thought  In  a  few  words  that  I  have  In  mind. 

Senatois  will  remember  that  for  many  years.  Indeed  centuries, 
England  was  a  highly  protective  tariff  country.  She  developed 
her  manufacturing  industries  to  such  an  extent  that  her  agri- 
culture did  not  afford  sufficient  or  ample  food  for  her  people. 
It  came  about.  In  the  time  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  that  a  fight  was 
made  to  repeal  the  corn  laws,  the  tariff  on  food.stuffs.  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  reluctantly  but  perhaps  politically,  consented  to  the 
repeal  of  the  so-called  com  laws,  but  he  said  what  now  I  am 
going  to  say.  He  said.  "  I  reserve  to  myself  the  right  to  shape 
my  conduct  according  to  the  exigencies  of  the  times." 

That  is  what  the  learned  and  able  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr  Simmons]  and  many  of  his  distlnguLshed  confreres 
have  done  in  respect  to  tariff  legl.'^lation.  They  have,  properly, 
I  think,  changed  their  minds,  due  to  the  exigencies  of  the  times. 
Changed  c<mdition8  at  home  and  abroad  bring  about  a  change 
of  attitude  of  mind  in  respect  to  legislation.  I  do  not  tie  myself 
to  the  past.  I  look  Into  the  future.  What  I  mean  to  say  is  that 
imports  of  five  years  ago  are  not  impressive;  Imports  of  two 
years  ago  might  not  be  persuasive.  The  question  Is  what  may 
occur  to-morrow  In  view  of  the  changed  conditions  of  the  world. 
Therefore,  to  repeat  and  very  poorly  express  what  is  In  my 
mind.  I  reserve,  as  Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  the  right  to  shape  my 
conduct  according  to  the  exigencies  of  the  times.  1  submit  that 
we  should  look  into  the  future  and  that,  so  looking  with  respect 
to  these  two  articles,  we  should  place  them  on  a  parity,  if  you 
please.  If  it  be  2  cents  on  the  one,  let  it  be  2  cents  on  the  other. 
Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  inquiry  was  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana  as  to  the  committee's  motive  in  making  the 
reduction  from  SVi  cents  to  one  half  cent  a  pound.  As  I  under- 
stood him,  he  said  that  no  one  had  explained  that  drastic  reduc- 
tion by  the  committee.    As  I  recall  it,  the  committee's  motive. 


certainly  my  own  motive,  in  making  that  reduction  was  to  give 
recognition  to  the  fact  that  the  imports  of  greea  beans,  mostly 
lima  beans,  come  in  from  November  to  May  at  a  time  when 
there  is  no  domestic  production. 

The  effect  of  the  House  rate,  it  seems  to  me,  would  be  to 
add  to  the  price  of  the  green  lima  beans  at  a  time  when  there 
Is  no  domestic  industry  to  protect.  If  that  were  not  the  caae, 
I  should  have  been  in  favor  of  a  higher  duty,  but  the  American 
grower  is  not  affected  either  favorably  or  adversely  by  the  price 
that  prevails  during  the  winter,  and  It  is  during  the  winter 
that  those  green  beans  come  in.    That  was  my  reason  for  voting 

for  the  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT  and  Mr.  FLETCHER  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania yield  ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  REED.     I  will  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr  SMOOT.  There  was  not  an  ounce  of  those  beans  shipped 
into  the  United  States  after  the  20th  day  of  Febmary  last  year. 
They  all  came  in  from  November  7  to  Febniary  20.  There  was 
not  an  ounce  imported  into  the  United  States  during  the  bal- 
ance of  the  year. 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  can  not  understand  how  the  Senator  gets 
the  impression  that  none  of  these  vegetables  are  iKWluced  in 
Florida  from  November  to  May.  That  is  the  very  time  we  pro- 
duce them. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  never  made  that  statement. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  said  they 
were  not  produced  in  this  country, 

Mr.  REED.    We  had  a  chart  showing  the  amount  that  was 

produced. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  do  not  care  anjrthlng  about  the  chart. 
I  know  what  happens  In  my  State,  and  I  know  that  we  do  pro- 
duce these  beans  in  November,  December,  January,  Febroary, 
March,  and  April. 

Mr.  REE^).  There  are  some  produced,  but  they  are  very 
small  In  quantity  and  the  price  is  very  high.  That  is  the  one 
time  when  the  man  who  can  produce  green  lima  beans  does  not 
need  any  protection,  l)ecause  the  price  he  is  getting  is  so  ex- 
tremely high.  If  any  proof  had  been  given  of  a  need  for  protec- 
tion at  those  times  of  high  prices,  my  conclusion  would  have 
been  different. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr,  President,  let  us  look  at  the  domestic 
production  of  string  beans.  Last  year  there  were  produced  in 
the  United  States  1,071  carloads,  and  there  were  Imported  66 
carloads  between  November  28  and  February  13.  The  first  car 
arrived  on  November  28  and  the  last  four  cars  arrived  on  Feb- 
ruary 13.  Those  are  the  dates  between  which  importations 
arrived  and  there  were  66  carloads  of  string  beans  that  were 
shipped  into  the  United  States.  That  is  the  situation.  There 
were  1.071  carloads  produced  in  the  United  States  and  66  car- 
loads imported  beginning,  as  I  said,  with  one  carload  on  the 
28th  day  of  November  and  the  last  four  carloads  arriving  in 
the  United  States  on  February  13. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.    What  year  was  that? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  was  last  year ;  1928. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  fact  that  we 
had  a  storm  last  fall  which  very  much  interfered  with  the 
farmers  growing  field  crops  was  the  cause  of  It,  but  I  thlidc 
probably  on  that  account  the  crop  was  somewhat  short  last 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  there  was  a  storm,  It  was  between  those 
same  dates.  The  first  carload  of  domestic  string  beans  came 
In  on  November  7.  The  production  in  the  Senator's  State 
began  November  7.  The  total  production,  mainly  In  Florida, 
was  1,071  carloads. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  Not  all  of  the  truck  farming  territory 
was  Included  within  the  storm  area.  There  was  a  consider- 
able part  of  it.  however.  It  may  have  been  that  in  some  of  the 
area  not  within  the  storm  section  they  did  get  their  planting 

done  at  the  usual  time.  .,,  ..  ^  «.  x 

Mr   SMOOT.    Of  string  beans  produced  In  the  United  States 

in  1927,  there  were  1,006  carloads,  so  In  192S  there  was  a  little 

larger  production  than  in  1927.     The  storm  did  not  interfere 

with  the  number  of  carloads  produced. 

Mr    TRAMMELL.     We  had  the  same  condition  to  contend 

with  in  1027.  so  far  as  statistics  are  concerned,  following  the 

storm  of  1926.  ^      ^^     ^^  , .  ^. 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  have  the  average  for  the  three  years.  If  th»j 
Senator  would  like  to  have  it.  The  average  for  the  three 
years  was  1.102  carloads.  That  was  the  domestic  production 
for  the  three  years. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    Mr.  President „.  ^     .  .^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  8UORTRID0E.  Does  the  Senator  hare  the  flgnres  »how- 
ing  th«  ImpoitM? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.   SHORTRIDGE.     Fmm  where  did  the  imports  oome? 

Mr!  SMCKJT.     From  Mexico. 

Mr.  8HORTRIDGE.  Haa  the  Senator  the  flgnres  showing 
the  production  in  the  United  SUtes? 

Mr.  SMtMJT.     Yes. 

Mr.  SHORTBIDGE.  The  reason  why  we  want  a  higher  pro- 
tective rate  ia  that  we  may  raise  this  vegetable  in  certain 
miHiths.  It  is  a  qxiesUon  of  facL  It  is  simiriy  a  question  of 
fact  whether  down  In  Florida  they  can  raise  beans  daring 
certain  months  of  the  year. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  can  raise  tliem  and  they  do  raise  them. 
They   raise  nine  times  the  amount   that  la  Imported  into  the 

United  8tate«.  ,        .,    ^  .  .w 

Mr  8HORTRIDGB.  I  want  them  to  raise  all  that  the  people 
in  the  United  States  eat.  I  want  them  to  supply  the  American 
■larket.  I  am  not  speaking  now  immediately  for  California, 
because  we  do  not  raise  so  many  as  are  raised  in  Florida. 
But  It  is  a  question  of  fact,  not  of  theory.  Can  they  raise  this 
vegetable  In  Florida  and  possibly  In  some  of  the  other  States 
during  ceruln  months  of  the  year?  I  understand  that  they  can. 
I  undertake  to  say  and  I  do  say  that  In  certain  of  the  counties 
oi  si»uthem  California  we  can  raise  these  beans  during  certain 
and  all  of  the  months  of  the  year.  But.  for  reasons  that  are 
obvious,  we  can  not  compete  with  Mexican  labor. 

I  hasten  to  say  that  certain  hotel  people  in  California  have 
telegrsphed  me  and  written  me  favoring  a  seasonal-rate  theory, 
and  the  amendment  is  intended  by  indirection  to  bring  about 
an  application  of  the  seasonal-rate  theory.  I  am  oppoeed  to 
the  seasonal-rate  theory.  I  reallae  that  certain  restaurants 
and  Ms  hoteto  who  want  to  get  the  cheap  beans  from  Mexico 
will  not  appiand  what  I  am  now  saying,  but  I  am  thinking  of 
the  man  who  can  raise  that  vegetable  in  California,  as  I  know 
it  can  be  done  In  Florida.  Therefore  I  want  a  tariff  rate 
that  wlU  protect  them.  ^        .     .    .^  .  , 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  number  of  carloads  that  I 
spoke  of  a  few  monents  ago  was  the  number  of  carioads  that 
were  shipped  out  of  the  South  during  the  month  the  shlpmoits 
from  Mexico  are  coming  into  the  United  States.  That  is  not 
all  we  produce  In  the  United  States.  That  Is  Just  the  produc- 
tion during  the  uMmths  in  which  Um  importatiooa  c<Mme  from 
Mexico. 

In  198M  there  were  produced  In  the  United  States  a  total  of 
4.864  cars.  In  1927  there  were  7.301  cars  of  string  beans  pro- 
duced in  the  United  SUtes,  and  In  1928  there  were  5,760  cars. 
I  spoke  before  only  about  the  number  of  carloads  produced  in 
the  Ualted  States  during  the  period  In  which  the  beans  are 
shlpp-d  in  from  Mexico. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Mr.  President 

JThe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  ylrid 
tb  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr    SMOC^*.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH.    The  Senator  is  speaking  now  of  snap  beans? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     String  beans. 

Mr.  SMITH.  String  beans  or  snap  beana  I  dare  say  there 
are  as  many  produced  on  the  eastern  coast  of  North  Carolina, 
South  CaroUna.  and  Georgia  as  are  produced  in  Florida.  Ours 
come  on  a  little  later,  of  course.  After  the  frost  period  is  over 
South  Carolina,  through  the  entire  coastal  plane  up  to  the  foot- 
hills, produces  these  beans. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  at  that  time  there  are  none  coming  in 
from  Mexico.  The  last  carload  that  came  into  the  United 
States  was  on  February  IS. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  am  not  speaking  now  with  any  reference  to 
the  tariff.  I  am  speaking  atwut  the  ability  of  this  country  to 
produce  a  sufflclent  quantity  of  the  vegetable  in  question  for 
the  uw  of  the  United  States.  The  fact  of  the  business  is  that 
I  know  we  hare  produced  them  in  my  State.  ^  The  farmers  were 
Induced,  in  order  to  diversify  their  crops,  to  produce  two  or 
three  acres  of  them  on  IndlTldnal  farms  and  then  coUectivdy 
ship  than  by  the  carload.  I  think  I  have  with  me  a  freight 
bill  showing  where  they  asked  us  to  help  pay  the  freight  on 
them.  We  could  furnish  the  markets  ot  the  world,  but  did  not 
get  enon^  to  pay  the  freight 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  were  not  shipped  during  NoT«inher  but 
In  February.   

Mr.  FLETCHER.    Oh.  no. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  what  we  are  talking  about  now,  because 
none  come  Into  the  United  States  after  that  time. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    After  February? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  last  importation,  as  I  say,  was  on  the 
13th  of  February. 
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MK  FLETCHER.  I  have  not  been  able  to  get  from  the 
bureiu  the  figures  as  to  the  importations.  I  made  an  effort 
to  d>  that,  but  it  was  reported  to  me  that  those  figures  were 
not  available.  However,  as  to  production  in  Florida  in  the 
8ea»  >n  of  1928-29,  in  December  there  were  198  cars ;  in  January, 
119 ;  in  February,  432 ;  and  in  the  1927-28  season  in  December 
ther>  were  447  cars,  in  January  102,  and  iu  February  112.  and 
so  oil  for  a  number  of  years.    We  begin  to  ship  in  November. 

will  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  another  fact.  I  think 
sometimes  we  get  a  wrong  impression  of  production  when  we 
talk  about  carload  lots,  becau.'^e  many  of  these  vegetables — 
and  string  beans  is  one  of  tht>m — move  in  baskets  and  In  less 
thar  carload  lots.  They  are  shipped  often  by  express,  under 
ref ri  t^eraticm  or  otherwise,  in  less  than  carload  lots.  So  there 
is  m  record  made  of  them.  We  only  have  a  record  as  to  carltiad 
shipments. 

M  '.  SMOOT.  I  am  giving  the  carload  shipments  as  comiMred 
Witt  Mexican  importations,  because  that  is  the  only  comparison 
whi<h  can  be  made.  I  am  not  saying  that  all  of  the  string 
beans  produced  In  Florida  are  shipped  In  carload  lots.  I  am 
saying  that  the  Mexican  string  beans  arrive  at  the  market  in 
carload  lots.  Taking  the  carloads  that  come  from  Mexico,  I 
say  Lbat  during  the  same  period  In  1926  1,063  cars  originated 
In  riorida  and  only  25  cars  camo  from  Mexico.  The  period 
between  November  7  to  February  13  was  the  period  durlngi. 
whl<  h  riiipments  come  in ;  at  other  times  no  beans  come  in. 
Mr.  FLETCHER.     How  about  Cuba? 

M  r.  SMOOT.  No  string  beans  come  from  Cuba ;  lima  beans 
com;  from  Cuba. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  wlrti  to  ask  the  Senator 
fron  I  Utah  If  it  really  makes  any  difference,  so  far  as  the  com- 
peti  ion  l)etween  the  foreign  bean  and  the  domestic  bean  is 
comemed,  as  to  the  time  when  the  beans  come  in?  I  can 
understand  that  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year  when  the  south- 
em  producer  or  the  western  producer  Is  selling  his  beans,  car- 
loaq  lots  come  In  from  foreign  countries  and  they  might 
apptar  to  depress  the  market  and  affect  the  price;  but  a  large 
proi  ortlon  of  the  beans,  whether  produced  here  or  whether  they 
com*  from  abroad,  are  processed  and  preserved.  String  beans 
are  canned;  other  beans  are  dried  and  preserved  In  various 
wayi.  If  foreign  importations  are  allowed  to  come  In,  they 
add  Just  that  many  more  beans  to  be  dried  or  canned.  Tliey 
affwt  the  market  when  they  come  in  and  are  sold  in  the  raw 
stati  I,  but  also  when  they  come  in  In  the  raw  state  from  abroad 
and  are  processed  they  take  the  place  of  the  American-grown 
beais. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Not  a  pound  of  the  Imported  beans  Is  canned, 
and  not  a  pound  of  them  Is  dried. 

SIMMONS.  Does  the  Senator  mean  that  not  a  pound  of 
snaf  beans  Is  canned? 

SMOOT.  I  am  referring  to  the  Mexican  string  beans. 
NotI  a  pound  of  the  beans  which  are  imported  from  Mexico  is 
for  canning  purijoses.  Tliey  are  a  sea-wnal  product,  they  come 
in  luring  the  winter,  and  are  used  immediately  upon  their 
Impprtation. 

r.  SIMMONS.    Does  the  Senator  mean  to  say  that  a  bean 
grofn  in  the  wintertime  can  not  be  canned? 

SMOOT.    The  price  Is  too  high  to  make  It  profitable  to 
can  I  then.    The  price  soars;  the  price  is  such  that  they  can  not 
biy  be  used  for  canning. 
air.  SIMMONS.     I  am  not  familiar  with  the  bean  situation. 
The  Senator  from  Florida  is  much  better  qualified  to  speak 
about  that  than  am   I.  but   I  know  that  a  large  quantity  of 
bea  IS  produced  in  this  country  are  canned. 
\r.  SMOOT.    That  Is  true. 

\  r.  SIMMONS.  And  It  Is  news  to  me  to  learn  that  no  part 
of  1  he  same  kind  and  type  of  beans  that  are  brought  in  from 
abr  lad  la  canned. 

\  r.  SMOOT.  The  winter  beans  are  too  high  priced.  They 
are  a  luxury  and  are  used  In  the  high-priced  hotels. 

1  r.  SIMMONS.     Do  they  not  come  in  In  the  spring  also? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    No,    The  first  shipment  comes  In  on  the  7th  day 
of    'November.     That   is  the  earliest  date  on  which  they  ever 
conie  In.    The  last  shipment  that  e^er  comes  In  In  any  year  Is  on 
13th  day  of  February, 

r.  SIMMONS.     I  do  not  know  whether  the  Senator  from 
h  is  an  authority  upon  the  subject  or  not. 
.  SMOOT.    I  am  not  speaking  by  my  authority, 
r.  SIMMONS.    I  do  know,  however,  that  the  Senator  from 
Ida  Is  an  authority  upon  the  subject. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  will  leave  It  to  the  Senator  from   Florida 
wh  tber  the  statement  I  have  made  is  not  correct. 

1  r.  SIMMONS.  I  should  like  to  hear  what  the  Senator  from 
Fk  rlda  has  to  say  about  that 
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Mr  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  the  duty  on  the  dried  beans 
Is  one  thing.  The  Florida  bean  is  a  winter  bean,  produced  only 
In  the  wintertime,  because  In  later  seasons  they  are  pr^Kluced 
yery  widely  throughout  the  country,  and  there  is  no  profit  in 
producing  tliem  in  Florida.  The  winter  is  the  only  time  when 
Florida  will  get  any  benefit  from  the  duty  at  all,  so  far  as  «ns 
Item  is  concerned,  and  If  the  duty  Is  made  half  a  cent  then 
Florida  Is  out  of  it  enUrely,  and  Florida  wUl  not  derive  any 
benefit  from  the  tariff  at  all.  ^    ,     . 

Mr  SMOOT.  Florida  has  never  raised  beans  enough  during 
the  three  and  one-half  months  to  which  I  have  referred  to  fur- 
nish the  market  In  America. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Give  us  a  diance.  Do  not  let  Mexico  come 
In  and  take  the  market  away  from  us.     Florida  can  produce 

them.  -  _j  ^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  are  a  luxur>-.  No  one  can  afford  to  use 
them  unless  it  be  a  high-priced  hotel  or  a  rich  man  for  his 
table  during  those  months.  That  is  the  fact  of  the  matter. 
Later,  when  every  State  in  the  Union  produces  beans— and 
there  is  not  a  State  which  does  not  raise  bean»— the  crop  thus 
product'd  is  used  for  canning  purposes,  and  the  price  of  beans 
then  Is  dowa  so  that  It  Is  possible  to  can  them  at  a  profit 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  I  understand  the  Senator 
from  Florida,  whose  State  raises  probably  more  beans  of  this 
kind  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year  than  does  any  other  State  in 
the  Union,  feels  that  the  rate  proposed  would  be  very  injurious 
to  the  industry  in  Florida. 

Mr.  FliETCHEIl.  Absolutely;  and  I  want  the  committee 
amendment  disagreed  to. 

Mr  SMITH.  Mr.  President  If  the  Senator  from  Utah  will 
allow  me.  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Florida  a  question?  As 
indicated  by  the  Senator  from  Utah,  Florida  beans  come  on  the 
market  at  a  time  when  the  Senator  from  Utah  says  they  do  not 
need  any  protection  on  account  of  the  extraordinarily  high  price. 
Do  the  bean  growers  of  Florida  realise  that  extra  high  price/ 
Mr.  FLETCHER.  The  producer  does  not  realize  it,  and  1 
do  nt)t  think  anybody  else  realizes  it  either. 

Mr  SMITH.  That  is  the  crux  of  this  whole  matter.  Here 
is  the  Senator  living  In  a  State  so  near  the  Tropics  that  the 
people  there  can  produce  this  vegetable  from  November  until 
March  at  the  time  when,  according  to  the  Senator  from  Utah,  the 
Mt'xlcttii  l»ean  Is  coming  in. 

Mr  SIMMONS.  And  during  that  time,  I  have  understood  that 
benns  frequently  sell  at  a  price  below  the  cost  of  production 

Mr  SMITH.  That  Is  the  point  I  am  trying  to  make.  Tne 
Senator  from  Florida  Uvea  In  the  extreme  southern  part  of  our 
country,  where  It  Is  possible  to  grow  beans  during  the  period 
Indicated  by  the  Senator  from  Utah,  and  he  can  testify  as  to 
conditions  thore.  Thp  Senator  from  Utah  says  that  during  the 
nartleular  season  referred  to  the  price  of  beans  Is  so  high  that 
they  do  not  need  protection.  We  will  have  to  depend  upon  what 
the  Senator  from  Florida  says ;  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
says  that  during  that  very  time  the  producers  are  not  making 
anvthing  like  an  extraordinary  profit 

Mr  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  add  to  that,  that  I 
live  in  a  section  where  we  raise  winter  crops ;  we  raise  the-  kind 
of  beans  about  which  we  are  talking ;  and  while  for  a  few  days 
or  for  a  week  or  two  weeks  we  may  get  what  we  call  a  fancy 
price    a  very  good  price,  then  very  frequently  the  price  goes 

down  to  a  point  so  low  that  it  will  not  pay  the  freight 

Mr.  SMITH.    That  is  right.  t.     -    ....  *         *i, 

Mr  SIMMONS.  That  It  will  not  pay  the  freight  from  toe 
city  In  which  I  live  to  the  city  of  New  York  or  PhlUidelphla.  To 
gay  that  the  price  Is  so  high  during  the  marketing  season  of  this 
winter  crop  that  they  can  not  afford  to  put  the  bt-ans  In  brine 
and  preserve  them  and  can  them  Is  ridiculous,  Ijecause  I  know- 
that  very  frequently  we  lose  from  a  third  to  a  half  of  our  bean 
crop  because  It  will  not  pay  to  gather  them.  They  are  an  early 
spring  crop. 

Mr.   SMOOT.    Those  beans  come  on  the  market  about  the 
20th  of  May. 
Mr.   SIMMONS,    I  think  they  come  on  the  market  earlier 

than  that. 

Mr,  SMOOT.    The  20th  of  May  Is  the  earliest  date. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  But  they  are  beans,  and  the  Senator  has 
said  that  they  brought  a  fancy  price  because  they  are  early 
grown,  due  to  the  very  mild  climate  of  that  section  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President  practically  from  Wilmington, 
N.  C,  down  to  the  Florida  line  the  prices  have  l)een  so  unsatis- 
factory that  the  fanners  have  almost  abandoned  growing  this 
crop  except  In  a  little  area  around  Charleston,  and  perhaps  a 
little  area  around  Wilmington.  If  the  prices  were  so  fancy  dur- 
ing the  period  indicated  by  the  Senator  that  whole  section  of 


the  country  would  be  engaged  In  producing  an  early  crop  W 

Mr.  SMOOT.    They  can  not  do  It  i 

Mr.  SMITH.    There  Is  no  "  can  not "  about  it ;  we  do  do  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    In  a  hothouse?  

Mr  SMITH.  No;  we  have  hothouses;  but  what  we  get  la  a 
cold  reception ;  the  house  is  hot  »ough  aU  right  but  the  market 
is  fl  cold  ol&CG 

Mr.  President,  I  Just  wish  to  say  that  If  the  rates  In  the  agri- 
cultural schedule  are  supijosed  to  protect  adequately  the  pro- 
ducers of  agricultural  products.  Including  horticultural  prod- 
ucts, by  cutting  this  rate  down  to  one-half  of  1  cent  we  are 
doing  a  thing  that  will  practically  destroy  the  production  of 
beans  in  all  of  that  section,  because  our  neighbors  in  Cuba, 
Central  and  South  America,  and  Mexico,  with  the  improved 
cold-storage  facUlUes  on  board  the  rapidly  moving  vessels,  can 
supply  tills  market  and  under  any  such  protection  as  Is  pro- 
posed we  had  just  as  well  quit. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  knows  more  about  his  State  than 
I  do,  but  I  say  now  that  there  is  not  a  single  pound  of  beena 
harvested  in  South  Carolina  or  North  Carolina  between  the 
7th  day  of  November  and  the  13th  day  of  February. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.  What  has  that  got  to  do  with  it? 
Mr.  SMOOT.  This  provision  is  intended  to  cover  beans  pro- 
duced during  that  period. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  does  not  say  so.  It  says  "beans  ;  it 
does  not  specify  the  time  when  they  are  raised  or  harvested  or 
put  on  the  market. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No  Imported  beans  come  here  except  between 
the  dates  I  have  named,  and  the  American  product  then  haa  the 
whole  American  market  Not  a  string  bean  comes  from  any 
place  on  earth  except  between  those  dates,  and  between  thoee 
dates  there  Is  not  a  string  bean  raised  in  the  United  States, 
outside  of  a  few  in  lower  California  and  those  produced  in  the 
State  of  Florida.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from  Florida  if  that 
Is  not  true?  .  ,,  .  ..  ^ 

Mr.  SMITH.    What  has  that  to  do  with  the  wording  of  the 

paragraph? 
Mr.  SMOOT,    The  Senator  was  not  here  when  the  discussion 

took  olftcc- 

Mr  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  said  distinctly  what  I 
have  said  before— that  putting  this  provision  in  the  bill  de- 
stroys absolutely  all  possible  benefits  of  a  tariff  to  Florida,  be- 
cause the  time  when  these  other  beans  begin  to  come  in  from 
Mexico  is  the  very  time  when  Florida  produces  them. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  Mr.  President,  Florida  can  not  produce 
enough  to  supply  the  demand  here  now. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  think  the  Senator  is  entirely  wrong. 
Florida  can  produce  an  unlimited  amount 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Every  pound  of  beans  grown  in  Florida  from 
November  7  to  I^ecember  3  is  hunted  for  from  one  end  of  the 
United  States  to  the  other.  There  is  not  a  bean  grown  any- 
where during  that  time  with  the  exception  of  just  a  little 
section  of  California  and  the  State  of  Florida.  They  are  a 
luxury;  and  I  will  ask  the  Senator  if  they  are  not  a  luxury 

at  that  time.  .  .  ^  ,    j.    ^^  t. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  If  the  Senator  wishes  me  to  rejuy  to  that 
I  will  state  that  I  think  they  are  a  very  healthy  and  wholesome 
article  of  food. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     So  do  I. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    Everybody  likes  beans. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  And  I  should  not  call  them  a  luxury.  I 
should  say  they  are  a  common  article  of  food. 

Mr.  SMOOT,  If  the  price  has  anything  to  do  with  It  they 
are  a  luxury. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  wish  the  Senator  could  demonstrate  that 
the  people  In  Florida  can  make  so  much  profit  by  growing  these 
beans.  We  have  been  struggling  down  there.  There  is  a  miUlon 
acres  of  land  waiting  and  ready  for  people  to  go  on  and  culti- 
vate these  beans ;  and  if  there  were  this  great  amount  of  money 
in  them  we  certainly  would  be  getting  rich. 

Mr  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  does  the  Senator  say  that  tlie 
bean  we  raise  In  North  CaroUna  Is  a  spring  bean;  that  Is,  a 
bean  that  Is  marketable  in  April  or  early  May? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     May.  ^  *».**».* 

Mr    SIMMONS.    Does  the  Senator  mean  to  say  that  that 

bean  can  not  be  raised  at  the  same  period  of  the  year  In  Mexico? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  only  importations 


Mr  SIMMONS.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  only  Importa- 
tions." Can  they  not  raise  that  bean  and  put  it  on  the  market 
at  the  same  time  that  our  bean  is  put  on  the  market? 

You  do  not  say  here  in  this  section  that  this  Is  for  the  purpose 
of  protecting  winter-grown  beans.  You  say  it  is  for  the  purpose 
of  protecting  {ill  beans,  grown  at  any  season  of  the  year  and 
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SDjwtere  in  th»  United  SUte^  N<m  j<m  ar»  trylnc  to  conAne 
the  arxument  absolately  to  a  winter  bean.  If  there  la  no  Im- 
porta  tioD  frum  Mexico  now,  If  joo  take  off  the  duty,  Mexico  can 
nlae  them  aa  weU  tm  Sooth  Carolina  and  North  Garottna  and 
Florida  can  raise  them  in  the  spring,  and  we  may  be  confranted 
with  Mexican  competltJon.  I  do  not  know ;  I  have  not  InTestl- 
flated  the  question  to  aaoertala  when  Mexico  seeds  her  bcana  in 
here  and  when  she  markets  her  beans  generally. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  falls  Into  arror 
atatetlwcaQae  he  do«s  not  know  the  situation  in  Mexico^      

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  and  I  do  not  think  the  Senator  from 
Utah  knows  it  either,  because  I  am  satisfied  that  the  dlsMtic 
conditions  in  Mexico  will  permit  of  their  raiainK  beans  in  the 
spring  as  wdl  as  the  dimatic  conditions  in  my  country. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  suy.  Mr.  President,  tJiat  it  is  too  hot  to  raise 
bcaiK  In  Mexico  during  the  time  wb»i  the  NOTth  Carolina  bean 
la  being  raised.  ^^ ., 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Why.  we  can  raise  beans  right  in  the  middle 
of  the  summer  in  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  8.MOOT.    Of  course  you  can. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  talking  about  the  beans  that  we  ralae 
for  early  market,  spring  market :  but  we  can  raise  them  at  all 
time8  of  the  year,  and  we  can  raise  and  do  raise  fall  beans,  too— 
spring  and  fall. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  from  Utah  Is  not  familiar 
witb  this  bean  question.  He  does  not  raise  beans  out  In  Utah. 
lie  does  not  know. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  raise  better  beans  in  Utah  than  North  Caro- 
lina ever  saw. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah > 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  hare  to  hold  pretty 
soon  that  debate  on  this  matter  is  exhausted,  becatise  each  Sena- 
tor has  f^ken  asore  than  twice  on  this  amendment. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  this  is  a  rery  important  mat- 
ter that  we  are  on  now,  and  I  want  to  ask  one  question  before 
the  discu-sslon  ends. 

Why  did  the  Senate  committee  treat  the  lowly  cowpea  with 
such  disrespect  in  this  paragraph?  The  House  put  the  cowpea 
in.  The  cowpea  Is  a  sort  of  substitute  for  the  bean  aa  an 
article  of  food  when  it  is  green.  It  is  a  very  delightful  dish. 
I  know  that  the  deeignatlon  of  It  as  a  cowi)ea  would  rather  Indi- 
cate that  It  Is  not  for  human  food,  but  It  is  used  for  human 
food.  Why  did  the  Senator  strike  it  out?  I  Just  want  to  know. 
It  Is  a  sectional  crop.  It  is  grown  chiefly  In  the  South.  I  do 
not  know  whether  It  is  grown  to  any  extent  anywhere  else  tlian 
in  the  Sooth.  The  House  pot  It  in.  Why  did  the  8«iate  com- 
mittee strike  It  out?    What  was  the  cause? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  had  been  in  the  Chamber,  he 
would  not  have  asked  a  question  like  that  There  was  a 
decision  here  aa  to  the  cowpea  and  we  have  already  pot  It 
back. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Too  hare  pot  It  back? 

Mr   SMOOT.    Tee. 

Mr!  SIMMONS.  I  am  delighted  to  know  that  the  Senator 
admits  that  he  made  a  mistake. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  raise  the  point  of  order 
that  each  Senator  has  spoken  twice  <m  this  subject. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  PresldeBt,  before  the  vote  Is  taken,  I  desire 
to  correct  an  error.  The  Senator  from  Utah  says  the  cowpea 
was  put  back.  It  was  not  It  was  the  black-eyed  cowpea  that 
was  put  back,  and  the  general  order  is  not  the  blade-eyed 
cowpea.    That  is  a  fancy  one. 

Mr.  TRAMMELXi.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  spoken  twice, 
and  I  am  not  going  to.  I  hope  we  can  get  a  vote.  I  think  the 
Senate  ts  going  to  do  justice  by  Florida. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was- rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  142,  line  10,  after  the 
word  "  Mushrooms,"  to  strike  out  "  fresh,  or  dried  or  otherwise 
prepared  or  preserved."  and  Insert  "fresh  or  dried.  10  cents 
per  pound  and  80  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  otherwise  prepared  or 
preserved,  10  cents  per  pound  on  drained  wei^t  and,"  so  as 
to  read: 

P&B.  TOO.  Uoshrooma,  fresh  or  dried,  10  ceats  per  pooad  aad  00  per 
cent  ad  Talorem ;  othenrlae  prepared  or  preserred,  10  cents  per  poand 
on  drained  weisbt  and  60  per  cent  ad  Talorem. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  this  rate  seone  to  me  to  be 
too  much.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Bbbd).  as  well  as  the  Senate-  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  if  they 
will  not  permit  a  substitute  to  be  adopted  of.  aay,  46  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  which  is  the  prcaent  rate,  and  10  cents  a  pound, 
on  these  mushrooms? 


SEED.    Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  wW  yield 

VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Missiasippl 
to  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania? 
HARRISON.    I  do. 
r.  REED.    This  is  a  commodity  of  which  the  imports  have 
very  greatly.    They  come  mostly  from  France;  and 
figures  stated  in  the  Tariff   Summary   for  ld28  are  not 
t    The  imports  are  greater  than  the  printed  summary 
wouia  indicate,  the  correct  figure  being  7,229,000  pounds,  valued 
at||l,428,000. 

have  been  hopeful  that  a  tariff  equal  to  the  difference  in 

it   of  production  could   be   put  on,   but   I   realise  that   the 
>ase  looks  very  great;  and  I  believe  that  to  avoid  a  long 
debate  on  it,  with  uncertain  results.  I  would  be  wise  to  accept 
th^  Senator's  suggestion. 

HARRISON.     That   is  a   small   increa.He.    The   present 

rate  is  45  per  cent  ad  valorem.     We  have  no  exportutions  in 

this  matter.     There  are  importations  to  the  extent  of  around 

1,000  pounds  annually.     So  I  move  to  substitute  for  ibe 

late  amendment  without  the  classification.  Just  45  per  cent 

valorem  and  10  cents  a  pound, 
r.   REED.     That    is,    the   Senator   propones   in   line   12   to 
<Aknee  the  "60"  to  "45,"  and  the  same  in  line  13? 

tfr.  HARRISON.    That  would  get  at  it  in  the  same  way. 

tfr.  REED.  If  the  Senator  makes  that  motion,  I  think  I 
ah  til  be  inclined  to  accept  it. 

tfr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
tn  im  Pennsylvania  a  question.  I  understand  that  we  produce 
nc  dried  mushrooms  in  the  United  States;  that  practically  all 
of  our  production  Lb  sold  as  fresh  mushrooms,  and  tiiat  there 
ai  ?  some  canned,  but  there  are  none  that  are  dried. 

ilr.  REED.  I  believe  that  is  correct.  The  dried  mushrooms 
ax  i  produced  In  very  small  quantities,  if  at  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  the  supply  of  dried  mushrooms  ia 
al  ogether  from  importations. 

Mr.  REED.  But  the  Senator  must  understand  that  they 
compete  with  the  mushrooms  that  are  produced  ail  over  the 
Uiited  SUtes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  To  what  extent  are  they  used  as  substitutes 
fo'  fresh  mushrooms? 

Mr.  REED.  Oh,  altogether  as  substitutes  for  fresh  mush- 
rooms and  as  substitutes  for  canned  mushrooms,  in  which  the 
mushroom  is  preserved  In  brine.  The  dried  mushrooms  come  in 
direct  competition  with  theno,  and  are  used  for  the  same  pur- 
poie. 

ktr,  BARBXEY.  What  is  the  advantage  In  going  to  the  ex- 
pe  ise  of  drying  the  mushroom,  instead  of  using  it  fresh? 

kir.  REED.  Because  a  fresh  mushroom  will  not  stand  ship* 
mi  nt  very  far.  The  canneries  in  Pennsylvania  get  some  mush- 
ro  )m8  from  as  far  away  as  South  Dakota,  but  most  of  the  ship- 
mi  (nts  have  to  come  from  aroiind  Chicago,  The  production  of 
mushrooms  in  the  Northwest  is  taken  care  of  by  canneries 
ar  :)nnd  St.  Paul,  I  understand.  Mushrooms  will  not  stand  shli>- 
m(  Tit  for  a  great  distance  unless  they  are  either  put  in  brine  or 
di  ed.  They  have  to  be  processed  In  order  to  travel,  and  It  is 
camper  to  dry  them  than  it  is  to  preserve  them  In  brine.  That 
Ispvhy  they  use  that  method. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  I  should  like 
to  have  somebo<ly  give  us  some  Information  for  the  Record  as 
to  what  these  rates  mean  In  ad  valorem  terms :  First,  the  pres- 
en  t  law ;  second,  the  House  iwvposal ;  third,  the  Senate  proposal : 
ai  d,  fourth,  the  modification  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
M  Hsiasipirf. 

Ilr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  the  invoice  value  la.««t  year  of  Im- 
pcrted  canned  mushrooms  was  slljjhtly  under  20  cents — about 
18  %  cents  per  jyound  of  drained  mnshrooras. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  What  was  the  duty  upon 
thBt? 

Mr.  REED.     The  duty  on  that  was  45  per  cent 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     About  8  or  9  cents? 

Mr.  REED.    No ;  it  came  to  about  29  cents. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  The  duty  was  8  or  9  cents, 
w  ik^  added  to  the  cost  of  the  can,  make  it  29  cents? 

Mr.  REBa>.  No,  no.  The  duty  was  alwut  9  cents  <m  a  20- 
ccnt  can. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Yes ;  I  understand. 

Mr.  REED.  The  cost  of  production  here  is  something  like  12 
tc  15  cents  more  than  the  landed  cost  of  the  French  mn.shroom. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  not  dispute  that.  That 
is  not  the  information  I  wanted.  I  want  to  know  what  this 
di  ity  represents  in  ad  valorem  terms. 

Mr.  REED.  If  based  on  last  year's  import  price,  it  would  run 
t<  about  90  per  cent  on  the  French  import  prices.  There  has 
txeii  some  dispute  as  to  whether  they  were  undervalued.  I 
ui  iderstand  tiiat  the  principal  importer  is  an  American  who  has 
eital>lished  factories  in  France  where  the  mushrooms  are  proc- 
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««sed  and  he  Imports  on  consignment  to  himself,  so  naturally  he 
would  be  very  much  the  gainer  If  he  invoiced  them  at  a  low 

price  abroad.  ^   ■,   *.       m  ak  wv«- 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  So  the  present  duty  of  46  per 
cent  will  be  increased,  in  case  this  modifle<l  proposal  is  accepted, 
to  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  plus  10  cents  per  pound? 

Mr  REED  Yes;  but  the  Senator  from  Mis.sissippl  now 
Dropojcs  to  cut  the  ad  valorem  down  to  the  level  of  the  1922  law. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.si:achusetts.  But  of  course  the  10  cents 
per  pound  is  the  important  part. 

Mr.  REED.  That  is  tlie  important  part,  and  I  h(n>e  very 
much  the  industry  can  get  that.  ...,,,  ,  ,„,„^,„ 

It  has  bee\i  generally  reputed  that  this  industry  is  exclusively 
Pennsylvania!!.  It  used  to  be.  It  started  in  Pennsylvania. 
Ten  years  ago  practically  all  mushrooms  were  imported;  but 
there  are  canneries  now  all  throngh  the  country  as  far  west  as 
California,  and  they  get  their  mushroms  from  farmers  in  prac- 
tically every  State  in  which  there  is  weather  cool  enough  to 

rui.se  them.  ,  ,   .      ^^^ 

Mr  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President.  I  have  a  word  to  say 
alx)ut  this  mushro<«m  proposition.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tor from  I'ennsylvauia  this  question:  Does  the  Senator  know 
wiiat  firms  are  handling  mushrooms? 

Mr  REKD.  I  have  not  a  list  of  the  firms.  They  are  mostly 
In  that  pjirt  of  southeastern  Pennsylvania  that  centers  around  a 
town  calle<l  Kennett  Square. 

Mr.  BROOKHAKT.  There  are  four  big  firms  that  have  a 
monopoly  of  the  mushroom  business. 

Mr  REED.  Oh.  no.  Mr.  President.  I  can  give  the  Senator 
a  statement  as  to  that.  Mr.  Maule,  who  represented  the  Cooper- 
ative Association  of  Mushroom  Growers,  said : 

The  miwhroom  Industry  Jn  the  United  States  starts  on  the  Padflc 
coaat.  There  are  a  few  growera  In  CaUtomla.  We  have  one  mwnber 
In  California— one  organlaatlon.  There  are  some  in  Colorado.  There 
Is  a  cannery  In  Colorado  in  addition  to  the  Rrowing  in  Colorado; 
some  in  Illlnola :  about  20  growers  In  the  8t  Paul  region;  some  In 
Indiana :  several  In  Ohio,  Pennsylvania.  Maryland.  Delaware,  Maasa- 
cbusetts.  and  New  York ;  and  a  few  in  Kentucky  and  other  States. 

It  w(»uld  be  quite  wrong  to  say  that  it  was  controlled  by  four 

concerns.  ,      ^v 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  There  are  Just  a  few  of  them  in  the 
whole  of  the  United  States,  when  you  get  them  all  added  up. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  know  bow  many  there  are,  Imt  they  are 
pretty  widely  scattered. 

Mr  BROOKHART.  This  duty,  e\en  as  proposed  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Mississippi,  is  equivalent  to  90  per  cent  ad  valcH^m. 

Mr,  REED.  That  Is  correct,  and  it  is  necessary  because  of  the 
rery  low  cost  In  France. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKHART.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  would  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
lowu  that  there  are  a  number  of  mushroom  growera  In  southern 
Penn.sylvanla,  Individual  farmers,  some  of  whom  I  know  per- 
sonally, who  are  not  in  any  combine  nt  all.  They  raise  mush- 
rooms Just  the  same  as  they  raise  corn  or  tomatoes  or  anything 

else. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Yes.  Mr.  President.  I  asked  a  duty  of 
about  35  per  cent  on  oats,  and  in  my  State  there  are  213,000 
farmers  who  raise  oats,  and  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  who 
now  advocates  a  90  per  cent  duty  on  mushrooms,  denied  me  even 
a  3r)  per  cent  duty  on  oats. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr,  President  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  a  question.  He  stated  a  while  ago  that  10 
years  ago  all  of  the  mushrooms  consumed  in  the  United  States 
were  imported.  During  the  10-year  period  referred  to  the 
American  grower  of  mushrooms  has  been  able  to  raise  his  pro- 
duction from  nothing  up  to  30,000.000  pounds  per  year,  against 
a  little  more  than  5.000,000  pounds  coming  in  as  canned  and 
about  a  half  a  million  dried.  I  believe,  or  In  that  neighlwrhood. 
I  can  not  quite  understand  how  the  Senator  can  contend  that 
this  duty  of  nearly  90  per  cent  Is  necessary  to  keep  the  mush- 
roonj  industry  from  dying,  when  in  10  years  It  has  l)een  able 
to  produce  30.0i>0,000  pounds  a  year  as  against  the  five  or  six 
million  pounds  imported. 

Mr.  HEED.  Mr.  President.  I  am  afraid  the  Senator  is  com- 
pnrlnu  the  wrong  figures.  The  total  domestic  production  Is 
30,000,000  p^.unds  of  fresh  mushrooms.  I  never  meant  that  the 
fresh  mushrooms  were  not  produced  here.  Our  farmers  do  pro- 
duce .W.000,000  pounds  of  fresh  mushrooms.  But  the  amount 
of  canned  mushrooms  is  very  much  less  than  that.  The  canned 
mushr(H»ms  have  l>een  coming  in  from  France  in  greatly  in- 
crcjisins;  quantities,  and  they  compete  not  only  with  our  canned 
mush  rooms,  an  Industry  we  are  trying  to  protect,  but  tliey  com- 
pete with  the  growers  of  fresh  mushrooms,  whom  we  also  want 
to  pn)tect 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  is  It  not  true  that  about  95 
per  cent  of  the  mushrooms  produced  In  this  country  are  sold 
fresh,  and  only  those  mushrooms  are  canned  which  can  not  be 
marketed  fresh  to  advantage? 

Mr.  REED.    No ;  Mr.  President  I  think  that  is  incorrect 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  Is  the  information  the  Tariff  Commia- 
sion  gives,  I  think. 

Mr.  REED.  I  do  not  see  that  In  my  summary  from  the 
Tariff  Commission.  As  a  matter  of  fact  I  am  told  by  those  in 
the  industry  that  that  statement  is  not  correct.  The  fresh 
musdiroom  comes  in.  as  I  have  said,  to  the  extent  of  about  seven 
million  and  a  quarter  pounds,  dralne<l  weight  each  year.  The 
domestic  con.suniption.  as  I  understand  it,  is  atKJut  17,000,000 
pounds.  That  is  to  say,  about  one-third  of  our  domestic  de- 
mand Is  being  supplied  from  France  and  not  from  the  Ameri- 
can-grown mushroom. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  that  the  statement  just  made  by  the  Senator  from 
I^ennsylvania  is  correct.  The  commission  brought  the  matter 
to  the  attention  of  the  committee,  and  stated  that  there  had 
been  a  mistake  made  In  the  figures  just  quoted  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  and  the  correct  facts  are  as  submitted  by  the 
Senator  from  Penu.»*ylvania. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  accept  the  correction,  but  even  that  would 
bring  it  up  to  only  7,000,000,  instead  of  10.000,000. 

Mr  FR.\ZIER.  Mr.  I'resldent,  a  few  moments  ago  I  asked 
for  a  tariff  on  flax  of  about  35  per  cent  ad  valorem.  We  pro- 
duce only  about  half  the  fiax  that  is  used  in  the  United  States. 
The  Senator  from  Mississippi  objected  to  that  rate,  and  now 
asks  90  per  cent  on  musJirooms,  which  are  just  a  hit-and-miss 
proposition  wltli  a  few  farmers  throughout  the  couutrj-. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Presldwit  the  Committee  on  Finance 
has  recommended  10  cents  a  pound  and  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
I  offered  an  amwidment  to  reduce  the  ad  valorem  to  45  per 
cent    I  tlilnk  it  would  stand  a  greater  cut  than  that.    That  is 

my  idea.  ..,  ,.  t 

If  I  had  offered  amendments  on  a  lot  of  thet*  items  which  I 
thought  ought  to  l>e  offere<l,  we  would  now  have  been  on  about 
the  second  paragraph,  and  probably  debating  that  one.  I  stood 
with  the  Senator  from  Iowa  and  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
on  propositions  which  I  can  not  defend,  and  no  one  can  defend, 
but  I  did  It  because  I  want  to  help  agriculture  if  there  is  any 
way  in  the  world  to  do  It.  , 

Some  gentlemen  have  a  dlfferait  idea  as  to  what  will  he.p 
agriculture.  I  am  resolving  the  doubt  in  favor  of  some  of 
these  rates.  I  even  went  with  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
to  65  cents  on  flaxseed.  The  BepresenUtlve  in  the  House  from 
the  Senator's  State  contended  for  <mly  63  cents,  and  I  suppose 
they  were  verv  glad  when  they  got  that.  The  Tariff  Commis- 
sion held  that  56  cents  was  the  proper  rate.  I  went  as  far  as 
65  cents  on  that  article.  I  told  the  Senator  some  days  ago  that 
I  would  go  that  far.  This  side  of  the  Chamber  went  with  him 
that  far  His  colleagues  on  the  other  side  seemed  to  lie  satis- 
fied with  that,  and  I  regretted  that  he  offered  an  amendment 
<-arrying  70  cents  on  that  item. 

We  are  getting  along  very  well.  Let  us  not  accuse  anybody 
of  inconsistency.  If  the  Senator  can  find  fault,  and  wants  to.  I 
can  offer  amendments  carrying  out  a  program — though  I  may 
not  get  anywhere— that  will  truly  reflect  the  difference  be- 
tween the  cost  of  jwoduction  abroad  and  at  home,  and  a  lot  of 
these  proiKwitions  will  go  down. 

The  Senator  from  Iowa  talks  about  oats.  I  cited  the  ex- 
portatlons  of  oats  and  the  small  Importations  of  them.  The 
only  reason  in  the  worid  that  would  justify  a  rate  on  oats  as 
high  as  has  been  proposed,  or  as  was  adopted,  was  that  we 
have  included  the  debenture  plan  In  the  bill,  which  might  give 
back  to  the  farmer  half  of  the  tariff  rate  on  his  exportadons. 
It  Is  on  that  theory  that  we  are  working. 

Let  us  not  have  any  recriminations.  We  are  trying  to  help 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa.  I 
have  not  asked  for  a  shigie  increase  on  any  product  so  far  as 
my  State  is  concerned.  So  try  to  be  at  least  generous  in  your 
hearts,  and  reflect  that  we  are  trying  to  help  you  as  much  as 

we  can.  ^  . 

I  would  like  to  see  a  rate  of  45  per  cent  on  mushrooms 
adopted  but  I  know  that  if  I  offered  an  amendment  to  that 
effect  we  might  be  debating  the  question  for  two  days.  I  want 
to  see  the  bill  expe<lited,  and  if  we  can  agree  on  reducing  it  from 
the  recommendation  of  the  Senate  committee  15  per  cent  and 
let  it  go  to  conference  I  think  we  will  be  getting  along  pretty 

well 
Mr    FRAZIER.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yldd? 

Mr!  HARRISON.     I  yield.  ^^     ^     ^ 

Mr    FRAZIER.    It  is  mighty  nice  to  hear  some  friends  of 

the  farmers  talk  about  what  they  would  like  to  do  and  what 

they  can  do  and  what  amendments  they  can  offer,  and  so  on. 
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Ot  eoarae,  anjone  can  offer  aBiMidin««ti».  But  when  au  aniMd* 
me>nt  is  <«cred  relating  to  a  farm  product  that  in  100  per  cent 
f<r»»ctlTe.  and  It  is  voted  dowu  by  the  so-called  frienda  of  agrt- 
cultniT.  It  <1<>^  not  sfltk  very  well  with  me. 

WbeD  U  eoni*^  to  offering  to  make  the  duty  on  mu8hroi<mt  90 
per  cent— and  I  mi^t  aay  that  a  great  deal  of  the  time  we  can 
not  fell  whether  they  are  mushrooms  or  toadstools,  and  poison- 
ous to  people,  pretty  nearly  aa  bad  as  the  nioonahine  liquor  that 
grnw*  in  '^ome  of  these  communltiea — It  seems  to  me  a  rather 
lar-fetcbed  iiropo«itlori. 

Mr.  HARKI80N.    Mr.  President,  why  does  not  the  Senator 
sffer  to  make  it  10  rents  ad  valorem?    He  can  do  it.    Nobody 
is  restraining  him.     lie  can  ask  for  a  roll  call. 
Mr.  BROOKHART.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

yield. 

If  the  Senatc»r  will  permit,  I  move  as 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
10  cents   per  pound   and   make   the  ad 


That  amendment  would  not  be  in 


Mr.  HARRISON.     I 

Mr.  BROOKHART. 
II n  amendment  to  the 
Milipi  to  cut  out  the 
valorem  4.'5  per  cent. 

The  Vlt'E  PRESIDENT, 
order  at  this  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  a  question  of 
order.  The  Senate  amendment  carries  10  cents  n  pound.  It 
is  in  order  to  ««trike  that  out  in  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
iiu'Ut.  I  suppose  that  is  the  amendment  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  offers. 

The  yJCE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  understood  it  to  be  a 
motion  to  amend  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
MiMiiisslppl. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Presidemt,  I  withdraw  my  amend- 
ment. If  we  can  not  help  along  and  expedite  the  biii,  I  will  let 
the  Senator  from  Iowa  offer  his  amendment. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  Mr.  President,  let  me  ask  the  parllamen- 
fary  xitnatlon.  If  we  reject  the  committee  amendment,  what 
wt>uld  that  leave  the  rate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Sixty  per  cent  ad  valorem  on 
mushrooms. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  move  as  a  substitute  that  the  rate 
be  made  45  per  cent,  the  same  as  in  the  old  law. 

Mr.  SM<X)T.  If  that  Is  what  the  Senator  has  in  adnd,  then 
lie  ought  to  move  to  disagree  to  the  committee  amendment, 
with  an  amendment,  striking  out  "80"  and  inserting  "45." 
Then  the  one  votf>  would  be  sufficient. 

Mr.   BROOKHART.     Whatever  is  the  proper  form.  I  ad<»pt. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  certainly  hope  the  amendment  to  th«'  amend- 
ment will  not  be  agreed  ta 

Mr.  REBD.  Mr.  President.  I  am  very  sorrj'  the  Senator 
from  Miatsiasippl  withdrew  bis  amendment.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  rate  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  M5ssis.««lppi  was  a 
fair  rate:  that  it  took  into  account  the  fact  that  the  Importa- 
tions of  this  product  are  supplying  more  than  one  tliird  of  the 
domestic  rlenuin<l :  that  If  it  wa.s  possible  to  shift  to  American 
farmers  the  jfrowing  of  the  mushrooms  that  are  now  coming 
from  France,  that  are  grown  by  French  farmers,  we  would 
t>rovide  a  million  and  a  half  dollars  of  a  new  market  to  Ameri- 
can farmers  scattered  all  over  the  lTnite<l  States,  from  the 
Atlantic  to  the  Pactflc. 
_Mr.  BROtiKHART.     Mr.  Presidwit,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  Rta^D.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKHART.  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  those  French  farmers  are  the  ones  who  are  buy- 
IBR  our  Io>»-a  oats  and  fixing  the  prit-e  over  theiv. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  the  production  of  mnahroonw  can 
be  carried  on  by  any  American  farmer  as  a  side  line,  and  it  is 
carried  on  by  tbtmsands  of  them  as  a  side  line.  Suppo^^*  we 
should  have  a  market  for  a  million  and  a  half  dollars'  worth 
of  mtishrooms.  Suppose  ea<-h  of  the  farmers  produce<l,  we  will 
say.  $.'WH)  worth  of  mushrooms.  Two  tbou.'^and  eight  hnudted 
or  S,000  American  farmers  would  be  given  an  outlet.>for  a 
side  line  whlcii  they  could  carry  on  without  a  great  capital 
expenditure,  which  would  perhaps  mean  the  ilifference  Itetween 
prnctpcrity  and  failure  for  those  aoOO  American  farmers.  It 
seems  to  me  to  l>e  only  an  Intelligent  thing  that  we  should  do 

it. 

The  different'  in  the  cost  of  production  has  been  i^sttahlished. 
We  know  that  it  wouhl  take  m  per  cent  ad  valorem  and  20 
cents  8pe<'iac  to  equalize  the  production  cost  bet^veen  American 
and  European  farms. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  is  only  what  we  owe  to  the  farmers  encaged  in 
this  iiulustr>-.  ami  it  i.s  for  all  of  them  that  I  am  pleading. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.^  The  question  Ls  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa  to  the  ameud- 
ment  of  the  conuuittee. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  notice  that  the  00  per  cent 
ympoaed  to  be  stricken  out  is  in  tiie   Hooae  proviaioo,  and. 
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then  ft>re,  it  la  not  open  to  amen<tment  now.  The  onI>'  thing  we 
coal(  do  would  be  to  disagree  to  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
menl  and  then  when  we  get  into  the  Senate,  if  the  Senator 
ttoai  Iowa  wants  to  move  to  strike  out  00  and  insert  45,  it  would 
be  in  order  under  the  rule.  I  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  to  the  fact  that  if  he  wants  to  make  the  rate  45 
per  ;ent  the  way  to  do  it  wonld  be  to  disagree  to  the  com- 
mitt(  e  amendment  with  an  amendment ;  but  we  can  not  do 
that  l)ecanse  the  80  per  cent  in  line  14  is  a  yatvt  of  the  House 
prov  sion  and  Is  not  a  part  of  the  Senate  committee  amenil- 
menl . 

Tl  erefore,  the  only  thing  we  can  do  in  order  to  accomplish 
what  the  Senntiw  desires  is  to  disagree  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment. Then,  when  the  bill  reaihes  the  Senate  the  Senator  could 
offer  an  amendment  striking  out  tiO  per  cent  and  inserting  4r>  per 
cent. 

Ml .  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  thhUi  the  rate  carried  iti 
the  Senate  committee  amendment  amounts  to  llO  per  cent, 
base  I  on  the  pric»>  of  20  u-uts  a  pouiuJ.  As  indicated  a  while 
ago  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  10  cents  a  pound  is 
equa  t  to  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  00  per  cent,  which  tlie 
Houi  e  fixes,  would  make  110  per  cent.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned I  want  to  .say  frankly  that  I  do  not  know  any  difference 
between  a  farmer  in  Pennsylvania  and  a  fanner  in  Nebraska 
or  any  other  State,  if  he  produces  something  that  needs  pro- 
tectijn  in  order  to  enable  him  to  pro<luce  the  comm«Mllty 
with  profit 

Ol  course  we  ordinarily  refer  to  mushrooms  as  more  or  less 
of  a  luxury.  I  do  not  claim  to  he  an  expert  on  mnshroonu«. 
I  dc  not  even  like  them  unless  they  are  doctored  up  so  that 
I  do  not  know  what  they  are,  so  I  am  not  intereste<1  personally 
in  u  ushrooms. 

Tlere  are  none  of  them  produced  in  my  State  and  even  if 
they  were  it  would,  I  hope,  make  no  difference.  But  if  there 
is  Justice  in  some  form  of  an  increase  in  the  tariff  on  mushrooms 
I  do  not  see  why  we  should  deny  that  increase  merely  b«K;ause 
farmers  in  Penn.sylvauia  produce  them  instead  of  the  fanners 
of  s<me  other  State.  I  am  not  willing  to  cast  a  vote  based  on 
any  Wtioual  line  of  that  sort.  I  do  think  that  110  per  cent  is 
too  ^uch.  I  would  be  perfectly  willing  to  vote  for  (SO  per  cent, 
whicn  is  15  per  cent  more  than  they  are  now  getting,  and 
ellm  natc  the  10  cents  per  pound.  Is  that  what  we  are  to  vote 
upon  V 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  Is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
fron  Iowa.  That  is  the  only  amendment  he  could  offer.  If  the 
present  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Iowa  prevails, 
then  of  course,  the  House  provision  will  be  reinstated  in  the 
bill. 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  upon  agreeing  or 
disagreeing  to  the  Senate  committee  amendment.  Di.sajjreein.:; 
to  tl  e  Senate  committee  amendment  would  leave  the  House  pro- 
visicn  of  60  per  cent  in  the  bill. 

M-.  HASTINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  want  to  state  that  I  have 
folio  we<l  the  agricultural  schedule  through  with  the  greatest 
care  and,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  observe,  this  is  the  first 
item  in  it  that  would  be  of  any  material  assistance  to  the  farm- 
ers in  and  about  Delaware  and  Pennsylvania.  I  have  gone  along 
here  with  Senators  from  the  Northwest  in  the  hope  that  these 
.schelules  would  greatly  a.ssi.st  th«n. 

I  lo  think,  as  ti»e  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  well  stated, 
that  when  it  comes  to  a  situation  where  they  can  be  of  some 
assiiitance  to  the  farmers  of  the  East,  they  ought  not  to  deny 
it.  f.  think  the  Senate  committee  amendment  ought  to  be  agreed 
to,  and  nolMKiy  ought  to  Insist  upon  reducing  the  rate  lielow  00 
per  L-ent.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  in  order  that  the  mush- 
room growers  may  pro.siier  at  all. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  Pre.si«leut,  now  that  the  question  is  on  the 
adoi  tlon  of  the  Senate  committee  amendment.  I  take  it  that  tiie 
aniehdment  proposetl  by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  |  Mr. 
HAufeisoNl  Is  in  order.  As  I  have  already  stateii,  I  have  agreed 
to  accept  the  rate  pn^posed  by  him  althonph  It  Is  lower  than 
is  needed  to  equalize  the  <'o«t  of  prodmtiou.  I  hope  the  Sen- 
ator therefore  will  renew  his  simendment  to  amend  the  com- 
mitlee  amendnn'Ut  and  then  wc  can  vote  on  it  in  that  form. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  I  will  make  that  motion. 

Tpe  VICE  rRESIDKXT.     The  Senator  from  Mississippi  pro- 
i  au  amendment,  which  the  clerk  will  report. 
e  Chief  Cijcrk.    On  page  142,  line  12.  strike  out  "60  "  and 

'  45  "  and  in  line  13  strike  out  "  60  "  and  ln.«ert  "  45." 
'.  SMOOT.     That  latter  change  applies  to  the  House  text. 
e  VICE  PRESIDENT.     It  can  only  be  done  by  unanimous 
nt. 
HARRISON.    I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  snhstl- 
tutej  for  the  committee  amendment  may  lie  offered? 


cor 


T  »e  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 
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Mr.  FRAZIBR  (In  his  seat).    I  object. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Mlsrts- 
sippi  win  persist  in  his  amendment  in  line  12. 

Mr  PHIPPS.  Mr.  President,  the  fact  that  a  committee 
amendment  is  offered  to  the  first  part  of  the  paragraph  neces- 
sarily changes  the  rate  proposed  by  the  House.  Therefore  it 
would  seem  to  me  that  an  amendment  of  the  60  per  cent  pro- 
posed in  lines  13  and  14  by  the  House  is  in  order  without  unani- 
mous consent.  , 

The  VICE  PRESIDBN"!.    The  Chair  holds  that  It  Is  not  in 

order.  ^         .,,    . 

Mr.  REBD.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Missls- 
aippi  will  persist  In  his  amendment  In  line  12. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  did  not  understand  there  was  any  objec- 
tion to  my  request 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     There  was  not 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Yes,  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  N'>rth 
Dakota  [Mr.  Fb-^ziex]  objected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  did  not  hear  it.  The 
Chair  will  state  that  hereafter  Senators  desiring  to  object  and 
Senators  desiring  to  make  any  motion  must  rise  to  their  feet 
and  be  recognlaed.  Senators  must  not  remain  In  their  seats 
when  Interposing  an  objection.  The  Chair  will  put  the  ques- 
tion again.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  FRAZIBR.     Mr.  President _  ,^  ^  * 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.     I  object. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Objection  is  made. 

Mr.  REED.  Mr.  President  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi will  persist  in  his  amendment  in  line  12. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  amendment  is  in  order  and 
is  now  pending  because  it  was  offered  previously.  The  ques- 
tion is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr  REED  With  the  permission  of  the  Senate,  I  agree  now 
with  "the  Senator  from  Mi-ssissippl  that  I  will  support  the  same 
amendment  in  line  13  at  the  proper  time,  reducing  the  rate 
from  60  tq  45  per  cent. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.  The  question  Is  upon  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment  as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to.  ^   .     ^,, 

Mr  ROBINSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the 
desk  an  amendment  which  I  propose  to  offer  when  we  reach  the 
free  Ust  admitting  all  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  substitutes  to  the 
United  States  free  of  dutj-.     I  ask  that  it  may  be  printed  and 

lie  on  the  table.  _     .„^  ^        .   _^„   w i^*^^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  will  be  printed 

and  He  on  the  table. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  at  the  earnest 
request  of  certoin  Senators  upon  this  side  of  the  Chamber  who 
are  tired  and  weary  and  almost  sick,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  when  the  Senate  takes  a  recess  at  half  past  5  this  afternoon 
it  be  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning.  I  would  not  make  the 
request  except  that  when  Senators  like  the  senior  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  Fletcheb],  the  senior  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Simmons],  the  junior  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Overman],  and  several  others  are  all  worn  out  and  weary 
and  tired,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  make  the  request  and  let  those 
who  object  take  the  responsibility. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     I  object 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection  is  made.  The  clerk  will 
report  the  next  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
when  the  Senate  concludes  its  business  to-day  it  recess  until 
10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  it  Is  so  ordered.  The  clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment. 

The  Chiif  Clewc.  The  next  amendment  is,  on  page  142, 
line  14,  after  the  words  "  ad  valorem,"  to  stilke  out  the  semi- 
colon and  the  words  **  truffles,  fresh,  or  dried  or  otherwise  pre- 
pared or  preserved.  30  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  this  Is  an  article  of  food 
somewhat  similar  to  mushrooms.  The  present  tariff  is  25  per 
cent,  the  House  rate  is  30  per  cent  and  the  Committee  on 
Finance  is  proposing  to  strike  it  out.  That  would  leave  the 
rate  as  It  Is  now  at  25  per  cent. 

Mr.  REED.     No ;  it  is  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  Is  none  produced  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  understand. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  la  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  142,  line  16,  after  the 
word  "  Peas,"  to  strike  out  "  and  chickpeas  or  garbanws,  so 
as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Pab.  767.  Pmib:  Green  or  tinrlpe.  2  cento  per  pound ;  dried,  1%  cenU 
per  pound;  split,  2%  cento  per  pound;  prepwwl  or  pre^rved  in  any 
manner,  2  wnta  per  pound  on  tbe  entire  contente  ot  the  conUiner. 

Mr.  REED.    Mr.  President,  what  are  garbanwa? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President  I  was  about  to  ask  that  if  the 
actlor  proposed  by  the  committee  be  taken,  then  on  page  268 
garbanzos  should  go  on  the  free  list.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  that  it  is  a  very  large  pea.  It  Is  quite  edible ; 
but  none  Is  groAvn  in  the  United  States  at  all. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  on  the  free  list  now. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  r^    .    .        ^w 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  142,  line  20,  before  the 
words  "per  pound,"  to  strike  out  "2  cents"  and  insert  "2Mi 
cents,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Tab.  768.  Onions,  2Vi  cento  per  pound  ;  garUc.  1%  cents  per  pound. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  143,  line  2.  before  the  words 
••  per  pound,"  to  strike  out  "  3  cents "  and  insert  "  2%  cents," 
and  in  line  8,  before  the  words  "  ad  valwrem,"  to  strike  out  "  40 
per  cent "  and  insert  "  60  per  cent"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph 
read: 

Pa«.  770.  ToButoea  In  their  natural  atate,  2%  cento  per  pound ;  pre- 
pared or  preaerred  in  any  manner,  60  per  cent  ad  ralorem. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  Mr.  President  in  paragraph  770 
the  rate  on  tomatoes  in  their  natural  state  was  reduced  from  3 
cents  per  pound,  as  adopted  by  the  House,  to  2%  cents  per 
pound,  while  that  on  prepared  or  preserved  tomatoes  was  in- 
creased from  40  per  cent  to  60  per  cent  ad  valorem.  These 
changes  were  made  in  accordance  with  the  evidwice  before  the 
Finance  Committee  concerning  the  needs  of  the  producers. 

One  of  the  most  widely  canned  vegetables  Is  the  tomato,  and 
the  canning  process  is  relatively  simple.  After  the  skins  and 
cores  are  removed  the  peeled  tomatoes  are  placed  in  cans  and 
the  product  Is  sterilized.  It  is  canned  In  this  natural  condition, 
no  water  being  added,  as  the  tomato  is  preserved  in  its  own 
jtiice.  This  canned  product  Is  probably  the  most  widely  used 
in  households  and  restatirants  of  any  known  vegetable. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.     Certainly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  amendment  is  on  tomatoes  In  the  natural 
state. 

Mr,  (30LDSB0R0UGH.  Yes;  I  am  coming  to  that  in  a 
moment 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  thought  the  Senator  was  «)eaking  on  the 
next  amendment. 

Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.  No;  I  am  speaking  on  the  amend- 
ment In  paragraph  770. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Both  in  the  natural  state  and  preserved? 
Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.     No ;  not  the  first  part  of  It,  but  on 
the  preserved  tomatoes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  pending  amendment. 
Mr.   GOLDSBOROUGH.    Yes.     I   am  only   speaking  of  the 
second  part  of  it 

Mr.    ASHURST.     Mr.    President    a    parliamentary    inquiry. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 
Mr.  ASHURST.    Is  the  able  Senator  from  Maryland  direct- 
ing his  remarks  to  the  first  amendment  that  occurs  In  line  2, 
on  page  143,  or  to  the  second  amendment  which  occurs  in  line  3? 
Mr.  GOLDSBOROUGH.    I  am  directing  my  remarks  to  the 
amendment  in  line  3. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  inquire  what  happened  to  the  amendment 
in  line  2?  I  want  to  propose  an  amendment  to  come  in  on  line 
2  before  we  pass  that  over. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  amendment  Ls  pending.     The 
Senator  from  Maryland  has  the  fioor. 
Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  will   the  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
vield  to  the  Senator  from  Mlssis-slppl? 
Mr.  GOLDSBOkOUGH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  desire  to  submit  a  parliamentary  in- 
quiry. I  did  not  understand  exactly  the  request  which  the 
Senator  from  Utah  made  a  few  moments  ago.  When  he  asked 
unanimous  consent  that  when  we  recess,  did  he  mean  when  we 
recess  to-night? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  My  request  was  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
business  of  the  Senate  to-day  we  recess  until  10  o'clock  to- 
morrow morning. 
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Mr  IIAIIRISON.  Of  course,  the  Senator  intended  to  meftn 
that  that  rwess  sb«nild  »«  taken  at  1030  to-night? 

Mr   SMOOT.     Yes  ;  at  10.30  to^iijht. 

Mr  HAKRISOX.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
Did  tlie  Ciiair  8*»  undei-sUnU  the  letjueiit  of  Lhe  Senator  from 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  uuderstooU  that  the 
8«>jiator  tn>m  L'tah  a«(ked  unaninums  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  conclu«les  Its  businesw  to-day  it  recess  untU  10  o'dock 
to-niormw  morning.  , ,  ^  w 

Mr  HARRISON.  And  that  that  meant  that  we  shonld  take 
n  n-^ss  Ht  10.30  to-night  under  the  order  of  the  Senate? 

Ttie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the  order  of  the  Senate,  but 
that  may  l>e  changed  by  motion. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    And  only  by  action  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    We  are  to  have  a  night  session,  then,  Mr. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Chair  so  understands. 

Mr  OOLIWBUROUOH.  Mr.  President,  the  United  States 
IciuN  In  the  priKluction  of  canned  tomatoes.  Italy  is  next  in 
Important*.  Most  of  the  States  in  the  United  States  can 
tojiar.jes.  but  Maryland,  New  Jersey.  Delaware,  Indiana,  \ir- 
ginia  ami  California  lead  in  the  producUon  of  standard  canned 

tfimatoes.  .  . 

The  approximate  98  per  cent  of  the  imports  of  canned 
tomatoes  are  from  lUly,  and  most  of  them  are  produced  near 
Naples  Imports  come  In  cases  of  two  sizes— 24  cans  of  about 
2  pounds  4  ounces  each,  and  48  cans  contalniug  about  1  pound 
2  ouncw  each.  C«nne<l  tomato  imports  have  nearly  tripled  in 
quantity  between  1988.  the  tkrst  full  year  under  the  tariff  act  of 
1«2,  and  1927.  Statistics  compUed  by  the  United  States 
Dcfwrtment  of  Commerce  show  the  imports  of  canned  tomatoes 
for  cowumpdon  to  be  aa  follows : 
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The  Increase  In  imports  of  canned  t(»matoes  and  tomato 
products  has  dlforganlied  the  American  industry  and  involved 
it  in  .serious  financial  difficulties.  ^^ 

Recent  investigations  show  that  out  of  practically  500  can- 
neries iu  the  States  of  Maryland.  New  Jersey,  and  Delaware, 
181  of  them  did  not  operate  last  year.  In  addition  to  those 
181  Idle  plants  we  had  many  other  general-line  plants,  which 
packtHl  other  vegetables  as  well  as  tomat')es,  that  did  not  oper- 
ate OB  tomatoes.  So  181  out  of  500  does  n<»t  give  the  full  pic- 
ture at  all.  This  condition  has  been  brought  about  by  conipe- 
tion  with  tlie  imported  tomatoes.  The  total  average  production 
of  those  181  plants  would  have  been  1,810.000  cases  of  tomatoes. 
The  cost  involved  in  that  production  would  have  been  |4,S00,0(R>. 
Tb^  tomato  growers  of  those  three  States,  on  the  l)asiH  of  the 
prices  paid  th«-  year  before  for  tomatoes,  would  have  received 
ll.aw.OOO.  Tt»  labor  in  the  plants  represented  $tt.'i3,y«0,  while 
the  labor  oo  the  farms  would  h^ve  represeuti^  ;^1,240.  That 
UK»nf>  represents  the  cost  of  producing  1,810,000  cases  of  to- 
ittato«»  that  would  have  beiu  produced  in  those  three  States  If 
th4»se  plants  had  not  been  idle. 

1  am  told  Utat  the  same  situation  exists  iu  other  tomato- 
eauning  sections  of  this  country.  In  California  for  several 
j'ears  canuers  have  oj»erated  at  a  loss  on  tomatoes.  Except 
for  the  fact  that  they  pack  also  fruits  and  other  products,  many 
plants  in  California  would  now  be  out  of  operation. 

The  acreage  devoted  to  growing  tomatoes  for  canning  pur- 
poses has  shown  a  heavy  decrease,  corresponding  with  a  heavy 
increase  of  Italian  imports.  In  1925  the  acreage  devotetl  to 
tomatoes  for  canning  purposes  in  the  United  States  was  34U,UiM), 
with  a  decrease  to  261.5fi0  acreage  in  1926,  and  to  246,030  in 
1927. 

Owing  to  serious  losses  experienced  for  several  years  by 
growers  and  canners  of  tomatoes,  appeals  were  made  to  Uie 
Tariff  Commission  In  1926  by  10  organizations  representing 
growers  and  canners  for  relief  under  section  315  of  the  present 
act.  Pursuant  to  these  appeals  the  commL-ision  condneted  an 
exhaustive  investigation  into  the  situation,  and  on  July  28,  1929. 
issued  a  report  of  118  pages,  covering  costs  and  conditions. 
This  report  apparently  fully  conveys  the  es.sentijd  facts  with 
regard  to  pro^Juction  costs  in  this  ••ouutry.  The  commission 
did  not,  however,  undertake  to  Investigate  the  cost  of  pro<luetlou 
In  Italy.    Ftn-  fotir  days  In  September,  192S,  the  Tariff  Commis- 
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heard   evidence   frcmi   tomato  growers   and   canners   and 
importers. 

eiiicnts  in  the  report  of  the  commission  were  analyzed  by 

for  both  sides,  and  all  of  the  Important  flguros  and 

.„.j  in  the  report  in  so  far  as  they  relate  to  cost  of  pro- 

I,  selling  price,  and  conditions  in  this  country,  were  folly 

In  fact,  they  were  not  seriously  questioned  by 

Importers. 

the  al>8ence  of   production   cost?*   derived   from    a   direct 
,S  in  Italy,  similar  to  the  one  conducted  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
on  in  the  I'iiite<l  States,  it  is  iinpractkable.  of  course,  to 
precise  comparisons  of  domestic  and  foreign  costs.     How- 
in  the  brief  filed  by  the  National  Canners  As.soclation  in 
learing  conducted  by  the  Tariff  ConiniLssion  coujparistnis 
developed  from  the  commission's  rep«>rt  showing  the  rate 
.ty  necessary  to  e<iualize  the  difference  In  cost  of  produc- 
iu  the  United  States  and  Italy,  assuming  a  certain  per- 
iige  of  profit  for   the  Italian   canner.     These  j'omparlsons 
submitted   to   the  Ways   and   Means   Committee   of   the 
-^  as  Exhibits  A  ai»d  B  of  the  brief  filed  by  the  association, 
and  will  be  found  on  pages  5159  to  5101,  Inclusive,  of  the  hear- 
ings Itetora  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  on  the  agriculture 

scbe  lule. 

Tie  comparisons  are  believed  to  be  accurate  so  f.nr  as  tliey 
go,  )ut  they  do  not  reveal  the  whole  situation,  because  they 
makf  no  allowance  for  (1)  the  fn(t,  as  shown  by  the  Tariff 
Commission's  report,  that  tomatoes  are  being  grown  for  can- 
ning at  a  loss,  or  at  no  profit  to  the  grower;  (2)  the  fa«  t  that 
domestic  canners'  selling  prices  have  been  billow  production 
(,  as  computed  by  the  Tariff  Commission;  (3)  the  fact  that 
{H-ofits  of  the  Italian  producers  are  believed  to  have  been 
us  of  the  estimates  usetl  in  the  comparisons. 
Tariff  Commission's  report  proves  that  tomatoes  are 
grown  for  canning  in  this  country  at  a  loss  to  the  growers, 
no  pr<^t  to  thoiu.  These  figures  will  be  found  on  pages 
67  of  the  report  of  the  commission  on  tmiiatoes. 
Sirely  the  grower  is  entitled  to  a  profit,  and  must  have  a 
prol  t  if  he  is  to  survive. 

\Mith  regard  to  losses  sustained  by  the  canners  the  comrals- 
s  report  is  eiiually  decisive.     This  phase  of  the  matter  Is 
Imparted  in  the  figures  submitted  on  pages  54,  71,  76  of 
report.  .    ^ 

Oving  to  that  fact  that  there  is  no  specific  data  as  to  what 
-rowers'  profit  should  be,  as  well  as  no  actual  data  on  costs 
aly,  the  duty  requested  can  not  be  based  on  a  spe<"iflc  corn- 
Ion  of  figures,  but  it  is  predicated  upon  knowledge  that  the 
er  and  canner  are  operating  at  no  profit,  and  the  further 
knowledge  that  Italian  tomatoes  are  coming  into  this  country  In 
•asing  quantiti»'S.  It  might  also  be  well  to  emphasize  the 
that  the  sale  of  Italian  tomatoes  in  this  country,  liaving 
readhed  such  large  proportions,  is  well  established  in  many  of 
our  markets;  and  importers  of  this  product  are  therefore  in 
pos  tiou  to  meet  very  heavy  sales  resistance. 

T  le  following  tahles  show  the  Imports  of  canned  tomatoes 
intc  the  United  States  during  September  and  during  the  first 
uiu  '  months  of  1920.  compared  with  imports  for  the  same 
per  ods  of  1928.  The  tal)les  have  been  compiled  from  figures 
reltiised  by  the  statistical  division  of  the  Department  of  Com- 


Canned  tomatoes 


Total -  - 

>,  1B29  over  isa.  .per  cent. 


September,  1MB 


Poands 


DolUri 


3.817.S55 
Z7J6 


3,820,110 


202,185 
23ft 


302,421 


Total 

iDor^stf,  1929  over  1928. 


per  cent. 


First  9  months  1928 


Pounds 


43, 134.  7«5 
324,04<> 


43.4SK,8U 


Dollars 


September,  1929 


Pounds 


3iWr,3S9 
17.300 


24, 614.  am 

544 


Dollars 


i.aoe^TTS 

783 


1,209,  .155 
497 


First  9  months  1929 


Pounda 


2.479,294 
15.018 


2, 494, 312 


7«,514,  IK 
12,15«,871 


DoUars 


4. 310, 175 
<i<M.414 


88.670.993 
104 


4,994.589 
100 


Hfty  per  cent  ad  valorem  rate  on  canned  tomatoes  will  barely 
eu£ble  tlie  domestic  canners  to  compete  with  the  Imported  prod 
net     It  is  merely  requestetl  for  the  protection  of  an  industry,  the 
his  ory  of  which  shows  that  it  is  decadent  in  the  United  States, 
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1929 

In  gi>ite  of  the  fact  that  we  have  wonderful  areas  for  prodadng 
this  crop,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  we  have  plants  equipped  and 
ready  to  operate,  and  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  we  have  the  labor 
to  operate  them.  ^,        .     ,^^,  . , 

The  figures  I  quoted  a  few  moments  ago,  recenUy  released  by 
the  statistical  division  of  the  Department  of  Commerce,  show  for 
the  first  nine  months  of  1929  an  increase  in  quantity  of  imported 
tomatoes  of  104  per  cent,  with  an  increase  In  value  of  100  per 
cent  If  the  same  average  Is  maintained  for  the  remaining 
three  months  of  1929.  there  will  be  imported  into  the  UiiUed 
States  more  than  100,000,000  pounds  of  canned  tomatoes  with 
an  approximate  total  value  of  $5,000,000. 

Now,  we  are  faced  with  this  proposition :  The  tomato-canning 
industry  is  made  up  of  an  average  of  small  units.    The  average 
production  of  the  tomato  canneries  of  the  United  States  is  only 
10,000  cases  of  No.  ys,  and  the  cost  of  producing  them  w  f  l^T  a 
dozen.  2  do«en  to  a  case,  and  it  is  very  ea^  to  flga^e  that  you 
have  to  get  $2.70  a  ease  for  producing  10.000  ca»e».„^  $27,000 
represents  just  about  the  average  turnover  of  the  2,200  tomato 
canneries  in  the  United  SUtes.    They  are  small     They  are  like 
the  farmer;  they  are  small  individual  units.    Their  market  has 
been  taken  away  from  them,  and  It  is  ea.sy  to  see  what  they  are 
up  against     The  Italian  Importer  has  his  markets  n«re  for 
alm(«t  3,000.000  cases  a  year.  In  our  eastern  territory.     That 
market  is  going  to  be  difficult  to  get  back  by  the  small  tomato 
canner.    He  is  up  against  a  real  proposiUon,  and  when  I  naafce 
this  plea  for  the  tomato  canners  of  the  country.  P'f^f*  Jf^ 
in  mind  that  they  are  small ;  that  they  have  small  capital     They 
are  the  closest  neighbor  in  the  world  to  the  farmer.    Th^  are 
Just  one  step  beyond  the  farmer.    Instead  of  trying  to  «»«"  the 
tomato  in  the  raw  state  In  the  market  somewhere,  the  canner 
converts  it  into  canned  tomatoee,  and  attempts  to  sell  It  in  his 
small  way,  and  he  can  not  meet  this  foreign  importation.    It  Is 
almost  a  queation  as  to  whether  this  50  per  cent  ad  valorem 
rate  will  enable  him  to  get  back.    It  wiU  take  a  long  P«-iod  of 
time  and  hard  work  on  his  part  before  he  will  be  able  to  recover 

the  lost  market  ^    ^      ,  ,     i.    ..„j    oa 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  hour  of  5  o  clock  and  M 
minutes  having  arrived,  under  the  order  previously  entered, 
the  Senate  stands  In  recess  until  7.30  o'clock  this  evening. 
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EVENING  SESSION 

The  Senate  reassembled  at  7  o'clock  and  30  minutes  p.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate  resumes  the  consid- 
eration of  the  tariff  revision  bill. 


EEVISION   OF  THK  TAHIIT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  biU  (H.  K.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purpoHea. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  from  ArisBona. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  When  the  Senate  recessed  we  were  con- 
sidering the  item  of  tomatoes,  on  page  143,  paragraph  770.  At 
this  time  1  offer  an  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment 
as  I  wish  to  amend  it;  and  I  ask  that  the  amendment  may  be 

read.  .  , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment will  be  stated. 

The  I^«ji8LATiv»  CuaiK.  On  page  143,  line  2,  after  the  word 
"pound"  and  before  the  semicolon,  insert  a  comma  and  the 
following  words:  "except  during  the  montlis  of  December, 
January,  February,  and  March,  when  the  duty  shall  be  one-half 

of  1  cent  per  pound."  .    .».  ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Chair  will  have  to  state  that 

under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement  that  amendment  would 

not  he  in  order  at  this  time. 
Mr    ASHURST.    I   wish    to   amend  the   committee   anend- 

meut  Mr.  Pn  sident    I  am  not  satisfied  with  the  rate  reported 

by  the  committee.  ,    ,^  .,.  .. 

The  VICE  PRBaiDBNT.  The  Chair  will  have  to  hold  that 
that  is  an  individual  amendment 

Mr.   ASHURST.     Possibly    I   would   better   explain   what   I 

propose.  ^    „ 

In  Une  1  it  wiU  he  observed  that  the  rate  fixed  by  the  House 
bill  was  3  cents  per  pound  on  tomatoes  imported  into  the 
United  States.  The  Senate  committee  changed  that  rate  to  2% 
cents  per  pound.  1  propose,  by  my  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment to  establish,  if  possible,  a  seasonal  tariff  on  tomatoes. 
That  is  to  say,  after  the  word  "pound,"  in  line  2,  and  before 
the  semicolon,  I  propose  to  insert  the  following  words: 
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Bzoept  during  the  months  of  December,  January,  February,  and 
Marcb,  when  the  duty  shall  be  ono-balf  of  1  ««t  per  pound. 

Leaving  the  rate  for  eight  months  at  the  figure  proposed  by 
the  Senate  committee. 

I  shall  speak  only  about  15  minates. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  might  ask  If  there  Is 
objection 

Mr.  ASHURST.  No;  I  stand  on  my  rights.  I  am  seeking 
to  amend  the  committee  amendment  I  do  not  ask  unanimous 
consent,  because  I  am  seeking  to  change  the  rate  in  the  com- 
mittee amendment;  and  I  could  not  permit  the  Chair,  Inno- 
cent and  friendly  as  the  Chair  might  be  in  doing  so,  to  sweep 
away  my  right  to  amend  the  committee  amendment.  It  Is 
vital  that  I  stand  on  that  rlgjit 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  from  Arisona. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  thank  the  Chair. 

So,  Mr.  President,  my  amendment,  if  adopted,  would  fix  the 
rate  at  2%  cents  per  pound  on  tomatoes  in  their  natural  -state 
during  eight  months  of  the  year,  but  would  fix  the  rate  at 
one  half  cent  per  pound  during  the  months  of  December,  Janu- 
ary, February,  and  March,  which  is  the  present  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRE:SIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  fnmi  Arisona 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr   ASHURST.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah- 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Does  the  Senator  desire  thla  amendment  Just 
as  it  reads?    I  just  picked  it  up. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Let  me  send  a  copy  of  it  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  a  copy.  Let  me  see  if  this  is  the  way 
it  is  proposed : 

On  page  143,  line  2,  after  the  word  "  pound  "  and  before  the 
semicolon,  insert  a  comma  an<l  the  following  words: 

Except  during  the  naontha  of  December,  Jannary,  l<'ebruarjr,  aad 
March,  when  the  duty  shall  be  one-bait  of  1  eeot  per  pound. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     That  Is  the  proposal. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement  I  do 
not  see  how  that  amendment  could  be  submitted  at  this  time, 
Mr.  President.  The  only  way  it  could  be  done  is  by  rejecting 
the  committee  amendment  on  line  1 

Mr.  ASHURST.  No ;  I  am  not  seeking  to  reject  the  amend- 
ment in  line  1. 

Mr.  SMOOT  Yes;  I  understand  the  amendment.  In  fact, 
originally  the  Finance  Committee  had  a  seasonal  rate  upon  this 
very  thing;  but  what  I  was  getting  at  was  this:  Under  the 
unanlmous-coneent  agreement,  this  amendment  could  not  be 
considered  at  this  time  except  by  unanimous  consent 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr   President 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ariiona 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  will  yield  in  a  moment. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  no  one  would  accuse  me  of  trying  to 
violate  a  unanimous-consent  agreement.  It  is  not  of  over- 
whelming Importance  that  I  should  present  this  amendment  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  think  I  am  finding 
fault  with  him. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  am  not  impatient  It  is  not  important  to 
me  to  present  this  amendment  at  this  particular  time.  In  fact, 
I  was  detained  from  the  Chamber  all  day  yesterday  owing  to 
an  attack  of  grippe,  and  I  would  be  glad  to  be  spared  to-night ; 
but  I  have  a  definite  view  with  respect  to  the  appropriateness, 
the  propriety,  and  the  parliamentary  eligibility  of  my  amend- 
ment at  this  time. 

When  a  Senator  proposes  an  amendment  which  changes  the 
rates  brought  in  by  the  oommittee,  surely  he  has  a  right  to 
amend  the  committee  amendment ;  but  If  any  Senator  will  arise 
and  declare  that  it  would  be  inconvenient  to  him  to-night  to 
vote  on  this  matter  or  to  lUrten  to  my  short  argument  I  will 
with  gratification  to  the  Senate,  I  am  sure,  and  with  greater 
gratification  to  myself,  forego  ray  argument  at  this  time. 

Mr.  HARRISON  and  Mr.  SMOOT  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does   the   Senator   from   Ariiona 

yield ;  and  If  so,  to  whom?  ,«    ,    •     • 

Mr.  ASHTTRST.  I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 
Then  I  will  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr  HARRISON.  The  Senator  from  Arieona  has  offered  a 
substitute  for  the  2H-wi»t  rate.  Yes;  he  has  offered  a  sub- 
stitute What  the  Senate  committee  nmenthnent  does  is  to 
make  the  rate  2V2  cents  for  the  year.  The  Senator  from 
Arizona  moves  to  substitute  2%  cents  for  the  year  except  during 
the  months  of  December,  January,  Febniary,  and  March.  It 
seems  to  nie  that  that  is  in  order.  He  Is  not  opposing  the  2%- 
cent  rate  during  right  montlis  of  the  year. 
Mr.  ASHURST.    That  is  correct 


^ 

e 
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Mr.  HARRISON.  He  In  mklnir,  so  far  m  the  2H-ceBt  rate 
ifl  cooo*>m^  daring  four  montbs  of  the  T^ar,  that  H  be  one>haIf 
cent. 

Mr.  MMOOT.  All  I  know  la  that  I  jaat  picked  np  the  amend' 
meot,  aiMl  tbiii  in  what  It  Maja: 

On  |MC«  141,  llae  2,  aftor  tb«  word  "  poaod,"  and  btfort  tb«  teml' 
eoloB.  inairt  •  c«Mnau  «o<l  tiM  foUowtna  wordi :  "  <»zc«pt  dartag  tb« 
■entk*  of  DnwiiHbiir,  ianttary,  VfbtMMf,  and  March,  wbaa  th«  duty 
•kail  k*  oo«  iiair  of  1  OMt  ptr  pooad." 

I  will  aMk  niumimouM  cooaent 

Mr.  AHIIUHST.  Nu;  I  ob)«;t  to  that!  I  Rtaod  oo  m7  Hffhta 
aa  a  Mfnator  and  aa  a  man.  If  any  Senator  Maja  It  la  Incon- 
▼enleat  to  him  to  cooitider  tbia  aineodment  now  I  ahall  gtadlj 
aubsldo. 

Mr.  HMOOT.    It  la  not  inconrenient. 

Mr.  A8HUB8T.  I  ahall  not  yield  a  parliamentary  point 
where  I  am  conrlnccd  that  I  have  the  right  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  a  committee  amendment  That  moat  be  understood 
now. 

Mr.  8MOOT.     I  aak  the  Chair  to  rule  on  the  quention. 

Mr.  A8HURST.    Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  be  heard  on  that. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  the  Chair  may  make  a  angges- 
tlon,  why  not  let  the  Senator  discuss  this  amendment,  as  he  has 
a  right  to  do,  and  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  it  is  In  order 
can  be  raised  after  the  Senator  concludes  his  remarks? 

Mr.  8MOOT.     I  hare  no  objection  to  that. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  have  offered  every  arrange- 
ment, every  accommiHlutlon,  and  every  modus  vlvendi  that  any 
man  ought  to  ask.  If  any  Senator  here  says  that  it  is  incon- 
venient  to  hear  my  argument  at  this  time,  I  will  withdraw; 
otherwise  I  stand  on  my  rights.  We  have  been  yielding  too 
much  in  the  Senate  Chamber.  I  have  a  right  to  offer  an  amecd- 
Bient  to  a  committee  umendnient.  and  I  stand  on  that  rl^t  I 
am  not  here  to  be  heard  by  unanimous  consent  of  the  Senate. 
I  am  here  to  be  heard  in  my  own  right;  and  I  object  to  the 
aoggestlon  that  I  be  taken  off  the  floor  and  be  allowed  to  speak 
by  the  "  consent "  of  the  Senate. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  the  Senator  is  getting  very  much 

excited.    I  waa  going  to  ask  unanimous  conaent  that 

Mr.  ASHURST.  No;  do  not  ask  unanimous  consent  for  me. 
I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon ;  but  I  do  not  have  to  ask  unaninK)as 
consent  from  the  Senator  or  from  the  Senate  when  I  desire  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  a  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President 

The  VICl  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Arizona  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    If  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  finished 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Oh,  no ;  what  is  the  use?  I  got  up  In  the  best 
of  feeling.  I  do  not  like  to  see  the  Senator  explode  in  this  way. 
There  is  no  reason  for  it 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  the  best  of  feeling,  forsooth, 
by  allowing  the  Senator  from  Arlaona  to  speak  by  the  Senator's 
•offerauce? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Not  at  all. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Then  let  the  Senator  withdraw  his  request 
for  unanimous  consent.  I  do  not  speak  to-night  at  the  consent 
of  any  num. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  quesUon  has  not  been  sub- 
mitted for  unanimous  consent.  The  Senator  from  Arizona  has 
the  floor. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    I  thank  the  Chair. 

Now  about  this  "  good  feeling  ' :  Before  I  came  to  the  Senate  I 
learned  to  admire  the  Senator  from  Utah.  I  admire  his  indua- 
1^  and  his  single  and  whole-hearted  devotion  to  hia  dutv 
There  la  no  question  of  bad  feeling  about  it  The  fact  that  *I 
stand  on  my  ri^ta  here  dees  not  mean  that  the  esteem  I  have 
for  the  Senator  is  lessened  in  any  way ;  but  the  Senator  has  all 
through  these  yeara  misunderstood  me  if  he  thinks  I  am  going 
to  speak  with  any  Senator's  leave  or  permiaeion 

Mr.  BRATTON.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arlaona 
yield  to  th«  Senator  from  New  Mexico? 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  yirtd  to  the  S^iator. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Arlaona  U  cor- 
reet.  Although  his  amendment  la  not  couched  in  the  language 
of  being  a  snbstitate,  it  la,  in  fact  a  substitute  pro  tanta  It 
aupersedes  the  committee  rate  during  a  part  of  the  year.  Ac- 
cordingly, it  la  a  aabstltute  In  part  for  the  committee  amend- 
ment 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  MonUna,  if  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  haa  flnlahed  his  remarks 

Mr.  BRATTON.    I  have,  for  the  time  b^ng. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  waa  about  to  say 
In  sabiftance  what  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  has  said.    I 


dsslr4  to  state,  however,  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona  that 
whllfl  I  am  In  favor  of  hia  amendment  for  reasons  which  I 
ahall  Ibrlefly  state,  It  will  be  observed  that  although  the  effect 
la,  a^  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico,  really  to 
operute  aa  an  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment,  yet,  aa 
the  akiendment  ia  framed,  It  doss  not  appear  to  be  so.    It  reads: 

On  ^ast  143,  llD*  2,  aft«r  tb«  word  "  pound  "  and  tMfora  tb4  aoml* 
colon,  jlaaart  a  coBaia  and  tb«  followtnf  word* : 

It  la  true  that  the  effect  of  tliat  will  be,  as  Mtated  by  ths 
SsnatDr  from  New  Mexico,  to  change  the  rate  preacribed.  In 
effect,  it  is  an  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment ;  but  in 
languiige  it  ia  not  an  amendment  to  an  ameuUment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  In  uU  I  said. 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Montana.  Ho  I  KUggeirt  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah,  iiuismucb  as  there  is  a  serious  parliamentary  question  as 
to  wt  ether  the  amendment  is  in  order  at  this  time,  being  in 
effect  an  amendment  to  the  amendment  or  not  In  order,  not 
being  an  amendment  to  the  amendment  by  its  very  terms,  let 
us  not  pass  it  over.  We  have  it  here.  If  the  Senator  wants  to 
talk  a(t)out  it,  let  him  do  so,  and  then  let  us  vote  on  it 

Mr.l  ASHURST.  Mr.  President  Senators  must  not  obtain  the 
idea,  from  my  vehemence,  that  there  i»  any  ill  feeling  about  the 
matter,  because  there  could  not  exist  any  ill  feeling  between  any 
Senatbr  and  myself.  The  last  Senator  with  whom  I  could  have 
any  111  feeing  would  be  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
WAiafa).  I  sit  Indeed,  at  hia  feet  as  Saul  sat  at  the  feet  of 
Gamaliel  and  learned  the  law.  On  elementary  procedure  and 
on  tlM  garnered  wLsdom  of  the  common  law  I  yield  to  him. 

Some  objection  has  been  raised  to  my  amendment  upon  the 
grounh  that  it  might  not  be  constitutional  to  lay  a  seasonal 
tariffJ  It  was  quite  a  surprise  to  me  to  meet  this  objection, 
especially  when  the  committee  It.self  has  submitted  other  amend- 
ments in  the  bill  providing  for  seasonal  tariffs.  It  is  quite  true 
that  ire  are  without  precedent  on  the  subject,  but  I  have  re- 
quests d  a  memorandum  from  the  legislative  counsel ;  and,  to 
save  lime,  I  shall  not  ask  that  it  be  read,  but  I  ask  that  it  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcord  at  this  point  without  reading. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  obJecUon,  It  wlU  be 
prlnte  1. 

The  m^norandum  is  as  fellows : 

MiMOB  ».VOCM    I.V   RE    SEASONAL  BATES    OT   DCTT   A.ND   RECIPKOCAL  TABIfTS 

WITH  Cuba 

The    followlog   memorandum    is    submitted   In    r^gponae    to    yoar   In- 
quiry <onccrning  (1)   precedenta  in  United  States  tariff  laws  for  "  aea- 
aonal  "  rates  of  duty,  and  (2)  authority  for  reciprocal  rates  of  duty  ea  > 
importiitions  from  Cube. 

1.   Siiaaonal  rates  of  duty:  An  examination  of  the  tariff  laws  of  the 
United   States,   Bupplemented  by  Inquiries  at   the  Customs  Bureau,   the  , 
United  States  Tariff  CommlBsion.  and  the  Legislative  Reference  Service 
of  the  Lilbrary  of  Congress,  indicates  that  the  tariff  laws  of  the  United 
States  Iwve  never  imposed  a  "  seasonal  "  rate  of  doty  upon  any  article. 

It  ill  understood  that  Cuba  and  Sweden,  and  perhaps  gome  other 
countr  es,  have  imposed  seasonal  duties  on  imports.  Por  example,  in 
a  case  involving  paragraph  581,  tariff  act  of  1913.  which  levied  a  duty 
of  10  >er  cent  ad  valorem  ui)on  potatoes  "  wtH'n  imported  directly  or 
indirectly  from  a  country,  dependency,  or  other  subdivision  of  govern- 
ment irhich  imposes  a  duty  on  such  articles  imported  from  the  United 
States, '  the  board  of  general  appraisers  held  that  the  language  of  the 
statute  wa.s  applicable  in  the  case  of  potatoea  Imported  from  Sweden 
in  the  month  of  January,  although  at  ttiat  time  the  law  of  Sweden  pro- 
vided i  duty  on  potatoes  only  when  Imported  into  that  country  between 
the  Aatm  of  February  15  and  June  30  of  any  year.  The  contention  < 
that  m  ch  potatoes  Imported  from  Sweden  should  not  be  subject  to  doty 
under  ihis  paragraph  because  the  law  of  Sweden  did  not  provide  for  a 
duty  daring  that  part  of  the  year  was  overruled,  but  there  was  nothing 
in  the  decision  of  the  board  to  suggest  that,  except  for  the  restricted 
language  of  the  provision,  the  duty  might  not  have  been  levied  daring 
a  partirular  season  of  year.     Sec  T.  D.  3M61   (1915). 

A  duty  corresponding  somewhat  to  a  seasonal  dnty  has  been  con- 
tained In  various  tariff  acts  in  the  case  of  certain  kinds  of  tin.  This 
Is  fooiil  in  paragraph  18S4  of  the  1922  act  and  is  retained  in  psra- 
graph  :  785  of  H.  R.  2667.  That  paragraph  is  part  of  the  free  list  and 
covers  {enerally  "  tin  ore  or  caasiterite  and  black  oxld«>  of  tin."  Uow- 
ever.  tl  lere  is  a  proviso  in  the  paragraph  reading  as  follows  : 

•'Pnvidtd,  That  there  shall  be  Imposed  and  paid  upon  casslterlte,  or 
black  ctide  of  tin,  a  duty  of  4  cents  per  pound,  and  upon  bar,  block, 
pig  tlB,  and  grain  or  granulated  a  duty  of  6  cents  per  pound  when  it  is 
made  tt>  appear  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
that  the  mines  of  the  United  SUtes  are  producing  1.500  tons  of  cas- 
sUerite  and  bar,  block,  and  pig  tin  per  year.  The  I'resldent  shall  make 
known  this  fact  by  proclamation,  and  thereafter  said  duties  shall  go 
lato  effset." 

2.  Ai  tliorlty  for  reciprocal  tariffs  on  Importations  from  Cuba  :  The 
foUowiig  excerpts  from  the  treaty  between  the  United  Sutes  and  the 
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Republic  of  Cuba,  conrludad  December  11,  1002,  contain  the  aatbortty 
for  (mating  reciprocal  tariff  rates  on  importations  from  Cuba] 

"AETICLE    I 

"  During  tb«  term  of  this  convention  all  article*  of  merchandlsa 
b^-lng  the  prciduct  of  the  soil  or  Induntry  of  the  Unlfed  States  which  are 
BOW  Importrd  Into  the  llcpublir  of  CuImi  fret'  of  duty,  and  all  articles 
of  mrrchnndlse  being  the  product  of  the  toil  or  Indnatry  of  the  RspubUe 
of  Cuba  which  nre  now  lyiportcd  into  the  Tnited  States  free  of  duty, 
shall  continue  to  be  so  admitted  by  the  respective  oountrlcs  free  of 
duty. 

"ABTicr.a  II 

"  During  the  term  of  this  convention  all  articles  of  mercbandias  not 
Included  in  the  foreicoiug  Article  I  and  being  the  product  of  the  soil 
or  industry  of  the  Republic  of  Cuba  imported  Into  the  United  States 
vhall  be  admitted  at  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent  of  the  rates  of  duty 
tbereim  as  provided  by  the  tariff  act  of  the  United  States  api>roved 
July  24.  1897,  or  as  may  be  provided  by  any  tariff  law  of  the  United 
States  subsequently  enacted." 

•  •  •  •  so  • 

"  ARTICLE    VHI 

'•  The  rates  of  duty  herein  granted  by  the  United  States  to  the  Re- 
pnt>lic  of  Cutm  are  and  shall  continue  daring  the  term  of  this  con- 
vention preferential  In  respect  to  all  like  Imports  from  other  countries, 
and.  In  return  for  said  preferentlsl  rates  of  duty  granted  to  the  Re- 
public of  Cuba  by  the  United  St.ites.  It  Is  agreed  that  the  concession 
herein  grantrd  on  the  part  of  the  said  Republic  of  Cuba  to  the  prod- 
ucts of  the  United  States  shall  likewise  be,  and  shall  continue,  daring 
the  term  of  this  convention,  preferential  in  respect  to  all  like  Imports 
from  other  countries.     •     •     • " 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Charles  F.  Boots, 
A$»iBtaHt  CounteX,  Offfce  of  the  Lenitlatire  Counsel. 

Hon.    UXXBT   F.    ASHURSTj 

United  States  Senate. 
Juxx  8.  1929. 

Mr.  ASHUR8T.  As  I  was  about  to  say,  there  is  probably  no 
single  product  ci>ucerned  with  the  present  tariff  bill  in  which 
consumers,  in  general,  are  as  vitally  interested  as  the  fresh 
tomato.  The  rate  carried  in  this  bill  is  not  a  protective  tariff 
rate  but  is  an  embargo  on  this  product  whi<ii  has  been  de- 
mHiided  by  certain  vegetable  interest."*  of  Florida,  and  if  made 
effective  would  within  a  short  time  arouse  such  resentmetit 
from  American  consumer*  that  a  chancre  in  the  tariff  back  to  a 
basis  of  Kound  economics  would  be  required  within  a  short  time. 
In  the  meanwhile,  however,  irreiiaraWe  damage  would  be  suf- 
feretl  by  estahlishefl  American  interests  of  many  kinds,  includ- 
ing tlje  growing  agricultural  export  bnsiiiess.  C/onKumers  are 
already  aroused  to  some  extent  by  this  threatened  embargo, 
but  to  many  jjer^ons  it  is  inconceivable  that  there  should  be 
any  real  danger  of  an  embargo  of  this  kind,  or  any  restriction 
of  supplies  on  such  an  essential  fo<^>d  product  by  means  of  an 
increase  in  the  present  tariff  rate. 

It  is  not  necessary,  even  if  I  vwre  capnMe  of  doing  so,  to 
enter  into  any  diwus.siou  of  the  interesting,  Indee<l  romantic, 
history  of  the  discovery  and  culture  of  this  Important,  whole- 
some, and  nutritious  food  called  the  tomato. 

It  is  said  that  Portuguese  explorers  discoveretl  the  tomato 
In  Peru  in  the  fifteenth  century  and  pave  it  to  the  Arabs  of 
Morocco,  who,  wanderers  in  the  desert  though  they  be.  culti- 
vated this  plant  nnd  introduced  it  Into  Europe  through  Italy. 

During  the  past  decade  the  tomato  has  been  as  highly  praised 
for  its  food  value  as  any  single  product,  with  the  possible 
exceirtion  of  milk. 

The  high  praise  which  the  tomato  callii  forth  from  nutrition 
experts  rests  largely  upon  the  content  of  those  mysterious  sub- 
stances that  have  been  named  vitamins  and  upon  their  food 
values  as  demonstrated  to  exist. 

The  tomato  is  rich  in  those  properties,  or  vitamins  A,  B,  and  C, 
which  tend,  respectively,  to  prevent  and  cure  rickets,  neuritis, 
and  scurvy ;  in  other  words,  vitamin  A  Is  antirachitic,  B  is  antl- 
neurltic,  and  C  is  antlscurvy. 

The  fact  that  the  activity  and  value  of  the  tomato  vitamins 
nre  practically  unchanged  by  cooking  or  canning  is  of  prime 
importance.  The  price  of  tomatoes  is  comparatively  low,  and 
jsome  one  has  ai>tly  called  this  fruit  the  "  poor  man's  orange." 

In  content  of  vitamin  A  the  tomato  ranks  with  lettuce,  below 
spinach,  and  nbove  cabbage.  For  vitamin  B  it  Is  twice  as  rich  as 
tm-nip  or  onion  and  half  as  rich  as  yeast.  It  rauka  with  the 
orange  and  lemon  Juice  for  vitamin  C. 

Nutrition  specialists  give  great  weiglit  to  the  value  of  "ap- 
petisseDi"  in  the  diet,  and  in  this  connection  the  tomato  is 
accorded  a  high  place.  Tomatoea  have  an  important  use  in  the 
prevention  of  diseases  of  malnuUltion  common  in  yoong  cbildran. 


After  all  the  theMies  have  been  advanced  and  after  all  evi- 
dence has  been  brought  in,  the  final  verdict  regarding  the  uxe  at 
a  f()<xl  product,  rests  with  the  housewife  and  she  la  keenly  sen- 
sitlve  to  tiie  iikea  and  dlsUkea  of  her  family.  The  tomato's  at- 
tractive color;  its  delicate  acidity:  ita  taaty  flavor;  Its  refresh- 
ing Julcineas ;  and  ita  ability  gently  to  titillate*  the  nppHite,  nil 
inak(>  tlie  tomato  more  popular  than  any  other  vegetable  except 
th«>  staple  cropK,  sweet  and  Irlab  potat(i««. 

The  low  coat  now  exteiuling  to  all  aeaaoiiM  of  the  year,  makes 
the  tomat4)  available,  frewh  or  prewrved,  on  pructically  every 
table. 

The  enUre  population  of  the  United  SUtes  la  entitled  to  an 
opportunity  to  have  a  continuous  supply  of  fresh  tomatoea 
throughout  the  year  with  as  much  dependability  and  with  prion 
aa  re«sonat>le  as  poasible.  All  tomato-growing  districta  are  sub- 
ject to  hazards  of  frost,  excessive  rains,  droughts,  and  iuMOCt 
pest.'<  and  plant  disease  damage.  For  this  reason  it  ia  highly 
important  that  several  sources  of  sanity  of  fresh  tomatoes  should 
be  available  at  all  times.  Cuba,  Bahama  lalands,  and  the  west 
coast  of  Mexico  are  much  more  reliable  sources  of  supply  of 
fresh  tomatoes  during  the  months  of  December,  January,  Febru- 
ary, and  March  than  any  American  district,  and  the  imports 
during  those  months,  stabilise  the  fresh  tomato  trade  of  the 
United  States  to  the  great  advantage  of  consumers. 

Even  under  present  conditions  with  fresh  ttmiato  supplies 
available  from  Florida,  Cuba,  Mexico,  and  Bahama  Islands  from 
December  to  AiH-il,  inclusive,  there  are,  nevertheless,  frequent 
periods  when  this  in^KM-tiUit  product  is  retailed  at  prices  far  be- 
yond the  means  of  the  average  ci>nsumer.  Hence,  further  to  re- 
strict the  supply  by  increasing  the  import  duty  during  these 
months  would  be  grossly  unjust,  placing  this  product  definitely 
in  the  luxury  class  for  the  majority  ot  our  population  for  many 
weeks  each  year. 

If  the  tomato  were  a  uonperlshable  or  even  a  semiperishable 
product  which  cotild  stajul  cross-country  shipment  without  more 
rapid  deterioration  than  onions  or  cabbage,  potatoes,  or  turnips ; 
If  the  tomato  could  be  produced  in  any  section  of  the  country 
during  the  season  of  tomato  imports,  in  a  reasonably  depend- 
able manner  from  year  to  year,  and  if  that  section  were  so 
located  that  gross  injustice  would  not  be  done  to  the  consumers 
in  any  part  of  our  country  by  awarding  a  monop<^  in  one  of 
the  moat  important  of  all  vegetable  food  products,  th«i  a  higher 
tariff  on  fresh  tomatoes  might  be  tol^^ted.  But  the  exact  con- 
trary is  true.  For  illustration.  If  by  any  form  of  legislation  the 
State  of  Florida  were  to  be  made  absolutrfy  dependent  for  its 
milk  supply  upon  the  dairymen  of  the  State  of  Idaho,  even  for 
one  week  each  year,  with  no  assurance  tliat  the  Florida  milk 
consumers  would  receive  a  single  quart  from  that  only  avail- 
able source,  it  would  l>e  grossly  unjust ;  hence,  it  would  be  no 
less  unfair  to  give  one  small  area  of  proven  undependableness 
as  a  producer  an  absolute  monopoly  of  the  fresh-tomato  busi- 
ness during  not  only  1  week  but  for  16  weeks  each  year. 

The  fresh-tomato  industry  of  the  Mexican  west  coast  Is  vir- 
tually a  seasonal  extension  of  the  industry  in  the  United  States. 
Tomatoes  from  Mexico  are  Imported  and  sold  in  the  markets 
of  the  United  States  at  a  time  when  it  is  impossible  for  the 
tomato  producers  in  this  country  to  meet  the  demand  in  a 
reliable  way. 

All  sections  of  the  country  have  been  accustomed  to  having 
this  product  available  at  reasonable  prices  at  all  seasons  of 
the  year.  No  section  of  the  United  States  has  a  dependable 
source  of  supply  of  fresh  tomatoes  during  the  period  from  De- 
cember 1  to  March  30.  Florida  may  be  considered  reasonably 
dependable  during  the  month  of  April  as  a  source  of  sup()ly  for 
the  eastern  half  of  the  United  States,  and  the  western  half  of 
the  United  States  can  not  be  economically  supplied  from  the 
State  of  Florida  under  any  conditions  or  at  any  season. 

Senators  here  from  the  Northwest — the  able  and  wlae  Senator 
from  Wyoming  [Mr.  RsNoaicK] ;  the  erudite  and  active  Sena- 
tor from  Wasliington  [Mr.  DniJ — I  inquire  where  will  their 
constituents  obtain  winter  tomatoes?  Are  they  going  to  get  them 
from  Florida?  They  will  not  get  winter  tomatoes  from  Florida. 
California,  C/Olorado,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah,  Arlaona,  Idaho, 
Montana,  and  New  Jilexico  do  not  get  winter  tomatoes  from 
Florida.  They  get  tomatoes  from  the  Pacific  coast  in  large 
quantitlea.  I  will  pass  now  to  Massachusetts,  whose  handsome 
and  able  junior  Senator  [Mr.  Wai^sh]  now  gives  me  his  atten- 
tion. Where  Is  Massachusetts  going  to  get  her  supply  of  winter 
tomatoes?  From  Florida?  Flmida  might  supply  an  insignifi- 
cant fraction  thereof,  but  she  is  totally  incapable  of  -supplying 
all  tlic  winter  tomatoes,  whereas  during  the  winter  these  so- 
called  out-of-.season  tomatoes  from  the  west  coast  of  Mexico, 
from  Cuba,  and  Bahama  will  aid  in  supplying  the  demand. 

So  it  would  seem  to  me  that  the  high  protective  tariff  advo- 
cate, even  the  advocates  of  the  highest  protective  tariff,  should 
be  willing  that  on  a  staple  food*  ik>w  so  necessary  to  the  nth 
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■Istence  of  the  people,  would  not,  jost  oot  of  mere  whim,  wan- 
tonly shut  off  a  sapply  of  winter  tomatoes. 

Mr.  SHORTRIIXJE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
jield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  always  yield  to  the  able  Senator  from 
California. 

Mr.  SUORTRIDGE.  May  I  propound  a  question  to  the 
learned  Senator  from  Arixona?  Can  tomatoes  be  raised  in 
Florida  during  the  winter  months? 

Mr.  ASHITRST.  The  two  Senators  from  Florida  speak  with 
a  greater  degree  of  accuracy  than  I  can  on  that  subject  and 
I  declare  that  they  do  raise  some  few  winter  tomatoes  in 
Florida. 

Mr,  SHORTRIDGE.    They  have  soil.  I  take  it,  the  climate,  the 
-men  nn<l  women,  the  energy,  and  the  bralnsV 
Mr    ASHURST     Ye^* 

Mr!  SHORTRlboE.    With  all  thoee  things— and  I  am  asking 
the  question  to  develop  the  view  of  the  Senator — would  it  not 
be  better  for  n«  If  Florida  should  raise  these  tomatoes  and  ship 
them  up  to  the  classic  State  of  Massachusetts  rather  than  to 
look  down  to  Mexico  for  them? 
Mr.  ASHURST.    It  would  be  well  if  it  could  be  done. 
Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.    Can  it  not  be  done? 
Mr.  ASHURST.    No;  the  State  of  Florida  can  not  do  it. 
Mr.   SHORTRIDOE.     California   will   have  to  do  it,   then. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  ASHURST.  No  statesmanship  that  Florida  may  send 
here  can  make  Florida  soil  produce  enough  tomatoes  in  the 
winter  to  supply  even  the  eastern  coast  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.  It  is  almost  treason  tar  the  Senator  to 
say  that  Florida  can  not  do  It. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     If  that  be  treason,  make  the  most  of  It. 
then!     [Laughter] 
Mr.  SHORTRIDOE.    I  think  she  can  do  it 
Mr.  ASHURST.    The  Senator  says  if  Florida  can  not  do  it 
California  wilL     I  shall  not  ask  the  Senate  to  listen  to  me  while 
I  read  a  long  brief  composed  somewhat  of  petitions  from  the 
State  of  California   asking  that   my   amendment  be  adopted. 
Hence,  In  order  to  save  time,  I  ask  that  a  brief,  prepared  by 
Dr.  A.  W.  Morrill,  representing  the  West  Coast  Vegetable  Asso- 
ciation, of  Nogales,  Aria.,  may  be  printed  in  the  Rboobo  at  the 
conclusion  of  my  remarks. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection.  It  Is  so  ordered. 
(See  Exhibit  A) 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President  I  have  in  this,  I  assure  yon, 
very  earnest  speech  attempted  to  place  before  the  Senate  and  I 
hope  in  a  small  way  before  the  country  the  need  for  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  duty  on  fresh,  out-of-season,  or  winter  tomato. 

Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President 

The   VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from   Arizona 
yield  to  the  S«iator  from  Washington? 
Mr.  ASHURST.    Gladly. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  note  that  in  paragraph  772  the  committee  has 
done  the  very  thing  for  eggplant  and  cucumbers  which  the 
Senator  from  Ariaona  is  asking  to  have  done  for  fresh 
tomatoes. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  thank  the  Senator,  and  Mess  me.  I  had 
OTM^looked  that.  Here  la  the  very  idea  in  paragraph  772  for 
which  I  am  arguing. 

Mr.  DILL.  Does  not  the  Senator,  as  a  horticulturlat,  know 
that  cucumbers,  eggplant,  and  tomatoes  are  produced  in  the 
same  way? 

Mr.  ASHURST.  No ;  I  am  not  enough  of  a  horticulturlat  to 
know  that.  I  frankly  admit  my  ignorance  on  that  point.  The 
only  thing  I  practically  know  about  eggplant  Is  that  I  am 
the  ultimate  consumer  thereof. 

Mr.  President,  I  fear  that  I  have  apparently  exhibited  a 
degree  of  impatience  and  petulancy  that  may  have  wounded 
the  sensltrflitiea  of  some  Senators.  I  frankly  say  that  to  do  so 
would  concern  and  distreaa  me.  I  do  not  want  to  wound  the 
sensihilitles  of  anyone. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  la  due  to  long  sessions 
and  night  seaalons. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  says  it  is 
due  to  long  seseiona  and  night  sessions.  I  am  willing  that 
any  reason  shall  be  ascribed  ao  long  aa  it  U  not  ascribed  to  a 
lack  of  generoalty  on  my  part 


BxHian  A 
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exceeded  only  by  aploach  in  vitamin  content,  and  ranldng  next  to  let- 
tiicef  iu  car-lot  movements  in  the  United  States.  It  is  noteworthy  that 
as  iegarda  vitamins  the  value  ot  the  fresh  tomato  la  well  ahead  of 
that  o(  the  orange. 

O  Bciai  recorda  ot  car-lot  movements  of  Tresh  tomatoes  do  not  indi- 
cate tiie  total  consumption  or  the  percentage  of  total  consumption  im- 
port id.  It  is  estimated  that  the  imports  actually  represent  leas  tlxan  5 
per   :ent  of  the  total  consumption. 

Statements  in  regard  to  the  percentage  o^  tomatoes  consumed  in  the 
Unit?d  States  based  on  the  car-lot  movements  do  not  reflect  the  true 
proportion  of  Imports  and  domestic  production,  since  all  Imports  are 
recorded  regardless  of  the  fact  that  more  than  10  per  cent  of  the 
Imports  -.re  reexported  to  Canada,  while  of  the  domestic  production 
then  is  reason  to  believe  that  nearly  as  large  a  quantity  is  delivered 
from  local  farms  to  the  near-by  markets  by  truclu  as  enter  into  carload 
mov<ment8.  Proportionally  more  of  the  mixed  car-lot  movements  of 
fresl  vegetables  of  domestic  origin  consist  of  tomatoes  than  In  the  case 
of  iiiports  recorded  as  mixed  vegetables.  The  tomato  is  probably  the 
most  popular  of  all  home  garden  fresh  vegetables,  adding  enormous 
quantities  to  the  total  consumption.  Hothouse  grown  tomatoes  rarely 
are  recorded  in  car-lot  movements,  as  this  product  is  a  high -priced 
luxny  and  usually  is  shipped  by  express  in  small  lots. 

N<  section  of  the  United  States  has  been  able  consistently  to  provide 
an  1  dequate  and  reasonably  dependable  supply  of  good  quality  field- 
grow  o  fresh  tomatoes  for  the  leading  American  marlcets  during  the 
perlad  from  December  1  to  April  30. 

Tie  Western  States  could  not  be  supplied  with  fresh  tomatoes  from 
January  1  to  April  30  with  reasonable  economy  from  any  domestic 
sour  e  under  the  most  favorable  conditions.  Conceding  the  State  of 
Florl  da  as  reasonably  dependable  for  the  month  of  April  as  a  source  of 
supp  y  for  the  eastern  half  of  the  United  States,  notwithstanding  a 
varlibillty  exceeding  200  per  cent  for  this  month  during  the  past  three 
yearn,  the  fact  remains  that  a  monopoly  on  the  fresh  tomato  supply 
such  as  the  Florida  vegetable  interests  are  demanding  would  depnve 
the  lopulation  of  a  large  section  of  the  country  of  this  important  food 
prod  ict  for  a  considerable  portion  of  each  year. 

Ui  der  present  conditions  with  fresh  tomato  supplies  available  from 
Florl  [la,  Mexico,  Cuba,  and  Bahama  Islands  from  December  to  April, 
Indu  !ive,  tliere  are  frequent  periods  when  this  important  product  is 
retai  ed  at  prices  far  beyond  the  means  of  the  average  consumer.  To 
furtlier  restrict  the  supply  by  increasing  the  import  duty  would  be 
grossly  unjust,  placing  the  product  definitely  in  the  luxury  class  tor  the 
majo'ity  of  our  population  for  many  weeks  each  year. 

The  population  of  ttie  United  States  is  entitled  to  a  continuous  supply 
of  good  fresh  tomatoes  throughout  the  year  with  as  much  dependability 
and  vltb  prices  as  reasonable  as  possible.  All  tomato-growing  districts 
are  lubject  to  haxarda  of  frosts,  excessive  rains,  droughts,  and  insect 
pest  tnd  plant  disease  damage.  For  this  reason  it  is  higtay  important 
that  several  source*  of  supply  of  fresh  tomatoes  be  available  at  all 
timet.  The  west  coast  of  Mexico,  Cuba,  and  Bahama  Islands  are  much 
more  reliable  soorcea  of  supply  of  fresh  tomatoes  during  the  months  of 
Deccnber  to  April,  indnsire,  than  any  American  district,  and  the 
imports  from  these  countries  stabilize  the  fresh  tomato  trade  of  the 
Uniti^  Stat'is  to  the  great  advantage  of  consumers. 

Dcmestlc  production  ia  limited  by  low  temperatures  and  other 
unfa  rorable  climatic  conditions. 

Tte  unreliability  of  Florida  as  a  producer  of  tomatoes  during  the 
winter  and  spring  months  is  not  altogether  due  to  frosts  or  chilling 
temp  >ratu res.  It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  other  climatic  factors 
may  be  conducive  to  the  development  of  insect  pests  and  plant  diseases, 
or  o  herwise  interfere  with  the  production  of  a  quality  of  tomatoes 
whicii  will  stand  shipment  to  distant  markets. 

The  coat  of  production  is  higher  in  Mexico  than  in  the  United  States, 
accoidlng  to  investigations  of  the  United  States  TarilT  Commission 
coveiing  two  seasons. 

In  restigatlons  of  the  TarlfT  Commission  have  shown  that  the  labor 
coat  af  producing  marketable  tomatoes  on  the  west  coast  of  Mexico  ia 
almoi  It  identical  with  the  average  cost  of  producing  the  same  quantity 
in  F  orlda  and  south  Texas.  When  the  cost  of  supervision  is  added 
the  labor  and  supervision  coat  in  Mexico  was  found  for  the  seasons 
investigated  to  amount  to  20  per  cent  more  than  the  average  for  the 
Ameiican  areas.  The  contention  of  certain  American  producers  to  tlie 
effecl  that  tomatoea  are  grown  with  a  much  less  cost  In  Mexico  than 
in  tie  United  States  is  grossly  misleading  and  constitutes  a  bugaboo 
whld  I  can  impress  only  those  who  are  Ignorant  of  the  facts.  Investi- 
gatlois  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  have  shown  that  the 
total  coat  of  prodneing  and  marketing  Mexican  tomatoes  in  leading 
Ameiican  markets  is  more  than  20  per  cent  higher  than  for  domestic 
prodidng  areas.  Farm  production  costs  per  100  pounds  of  tomatoes 
Biarh  >ted.  as  simple  averages  for  two  seasons  investigated,  were  reported 
as  fl  .S3  for  Mexico  aa  compared  with  |3.60  for  Florida  and  sooth 
Texan  Total  coata  when  marketed  In  Chicago  were  determined  as 
M-73  per  koadred  pooada  fbr  Mexican  and  $7.30  for  domestic  tomatoes, 
whlh  la  New  York  the  costs  were  $9.22  per  hundred  pounds  for  Mexican 
and  17.89  per  hoadred  for  domestle  tomatoes.  These  Ofarcs  lodode 
tha  p  !«seat  tariff  rat*  of  oa«-half  eeat  per  poond. 
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Official  recorda  of  unloads  of  fresh  tomatoes  in  the  leading  markets 
thronghont  the  country  show  conclusively  that  when  the  domestic 
supply  la  adequate  the  shippers  of  tomatoea  from  the  Mexican  west 
coast  can  not  compete  successfully  and  consequently  relln<inisb  the 
markets  to  the  shippers  of  domestic  tomatoes. 

These  records  show  that  the  eastern  markets  are  not  attractive  for 
Mexican  tomatoea  during  the  month  of  May,  when  the  Florida  move- 
ment is  at  its  peak.  This  in  Itself  corroborates  in  a  practical  way  tiw 
cost  findings  of  the  United  States  iTarlff  Commission.  The  western 
markets,  such  as  Kansas  City  and  Dallas,  rapidly  lose  their  attraction 
aa  markets  for  Mexican  tomatoes  as  the  lower  Rio  Grande  Valley  reaches 
production  In  quantities  adequate  to  supply  the  demand. 

Teak  movement  of  tomato  imports  and  of  tomatoea  of  domestic  pro- 
dnction  do  not  normally  occur  at  the  same  time.  The  imports  are 
rapidly  declining  before  the  Florida  peak  movement  is  reached. 

The  peak  of  the  importing  season  for  fresh  tomatoea  is  usually  about 
the  middle  of  April,  the  peak  of  the  season  for  Florida  shipments  about 
the  middle  of  May,  and  the  peak  of  the  movement  for  the  South  Texas 
district  three  or  four  weeks  later.  It  has  been  erroneously  stated  In 
effect  by  witnesaes  for  Florida  vegetable  Interests  that  the  peaks  of  the 
season  for  the  Mexican  west  coaat  and  for  Florida  are  more  or  lesa 
coincident,  whereas  the  facts  are  as  tibove.  Considering  the  peak  move- 
ment as  covering  long  periods  of  time,  six  weeks  in  each  case,  such  a 
peak  for  die  Imports  would  end  April  18,  for  the  past  three  seasons 
averaging  308  cars  per  week,  while  the  peak  movement  of  Florida 
tomatoes  would  occur  during  a  6-week  period  ending  May  30,  averaging 
707  cars  per  week.  Including  the  movement  of  tomatoes  from  Florida 
and  Texas  combined,  this  6- week  peak  movement  of  domestle  tomatoes 
averaged  833  cars  per  week. 

The  stabilizing  of  the  fresh  tomato  supplies  by  the  imports  from 
Mexico,  Cuba,  and  the  Bahama  Islands  when  the  domestic  supplies  are 
inadequate  or  ondependsble  Is  a  factor  of  the  greatest  importance  in 
connection  with  the  marketing  of  American-grown  tomatoes*  including 
particularly  those  grown  in  Florida,  Texas,  Mississippi,  and  California. 

The  efflolent  marketing  of  green  wrapped  tomatoes  in  the  present 
large  volnnie  of  production  has  l>een  made  possible  by  the  development 
of  the  tomato-repacking  business  in  all  of  the  large  markets  through- 
out the  country.  These  establishments  with  large  investments  and 
equipment  could  not  operate  economically  if  their  supplies  were  re- 
stricted by  a  tariff  embargo  for  several  months  each  year  and  they 
were  made  dependent  on  the  fluctuating  and  frequently  inadequate  sup- 
plies from  the  State  of  Florida.  The  forced  closing  of  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  establishments  engaged  in  the  tomato-repacking  business, 
which  would  inevitably  result  from  a  tariff  which  would  restrict  or 
prohibit  imports  from  Mexico,  Cuba,  and  the  Bahama  Islands  would 
result  in  a  demoralized  market  condition  during  periods  of  normal  peak 
movements  of  American-grown  tomatoes,  unless  the  situation  were  met 
by  a  large  cut  In  the  acreage  grown  for  shipment. 

Contrary  to  statements  made  by  vegetable  tariff  embargoists,  the 
districts  in  the  United  States  which  ship  tomatoes  between  November 
15  and  May  IB,  during  wblch  time  98  per  cent  of  the  imports  reach 
the  American  markets,  have  shown  a  decided  tendency  to  increase  in 
ncreago  during  the  past  few  years,  thus  exhibiting  a  growth  of  the 
industry  which  positively  refutes  the  contentions  of  the  representatives 
of  the  winter  and  spring  tomato  interests  that  their  industry  la 
threatened  with  ruin  by  foreign  competition. 

This  increase  for  the  fall  and  early  tomato  plantings  as  reported  by 
the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  shows  an  increase  from  25,950 
acres  in  1926  to  47,800  acres  in  1929,  an  increase  of  more  than  82  per 
cent.  South  Texas,  wblch  is  taking  an  active  part  in  the  demand  for  a 
tariff  embargo  on  vegetables,  according  to  official  records  has  shown  a 
steady  increase  in  acreage  from  3,300  acres  In  1926  to  7,560  In  1929, 
an  IncreatM;  of  more  than  139  per  cent.  On  the  other  band,  during 
the  same  p«<rlod  the  second  early  group  of  producing  States,  including 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  South  Carolina,  and  Texas  (except 
the  lower  valley)  showed  an  increase  from  80,220  acres  to  105,810  acres, 
an  Increase  of  only  81.2  per  cent  These  States  and  districts  which 
are  not  appreciably  affected  by  the  imports,  except  in  a  beneficial  way 
as  explained  In  paragraph  9,  show  a  growth  in  percentage  macb  leas 
than  a  half  of  that  shown  by  the  districts  the  tariff  embargoiats  con- 
tend are  facing  absolute  mln  by  foreign  competition.  Moreover, 
Florida  tomato  prices  have  shown  remarkable  Increases  colndden tally 
which  would  exist  under  a  tomato  tariff  embargo. 

Growers  of  hothouae  tomatoea  are  t>eneflted  by  the  stabilising  effecta 
of  the  fresh  tomato  imports  aa  compared  with  the  chaotic  oatlook 
which  would  exist  under  a  tomato  tariff  embargo. 

The  wide  fluctuation  in  the  sappiiea  wblch  would  inevitably  resolt 
if  Florida  were  given  a  monopoly  in  this  commodity  for  several  montba 
each  year  woald  dcmorallM  the  hothouse-tomato  business.  The  ooly 
direct  competition  of  consequence  whlcb  Is  so  far  knowa  to  cziat  betweea 
field  grown  and  hothouse  tomatoes  has  been  effected  by  a  amaU  per- 
centage of  extra  fancy  stock  from  Florida. 

The  Mexican  west  coast  tooMto  industry  la  vlrtaally  an  Amcrleaa 
eaterprlac  ia  Its  orlglo  uoA  prcaent  aiaJnteaaooe  and  af  graat  beacftt 
to  both  maaafactarlBg  and  acrlcoitaral  Indostrics  at  the  Unltad  Stats^ 


About  flve-stxtba  of  the  grnss  vatue  of  the  Uexlean  west  coast  tomato 
crop  ia  represented  by  porchases  of  packing  and  other  sappiiea  and 
materials,  transportation  paid  to  American-owned  railroads,  commis- 
aloBa,  aalariea,  and  rentals  paid  to  American  citlsena  and  landowners, 
while  the  Industry  Incidentally  has  developed  Important  trade  relations 
of  great  value  to  the  United  States.  Mexico  is  not  only  one  of  the  best 
custoBieni  for  American  manufactured  goods,  bat  It  is  notable  for  Its 
importation  of  food  products  from  the  United  States.  The  same  Is  true 
of  Caba,  whlA  constltates  one  of  the  best  markets  of  American  fruit, 
fresh  and  canned. 

Tbe  fresh  tomato  does  not  decrease  the  eoasumptloo  of  other  agrl- 
caltaral  products. 

It  can  aot  be  eooteaded  that  the  fresh  tomato  decreases  tbe  con« 
sumption  of  other  foods,  as  it  Is  of  acknowledged  value  as  an  appetlaer, 
and  this  feature,  with  its  still  more  important  vitamin  content,  unquco- 
tlonably  maintains  and  improves  health  and  consequently  tends  to  Sa> 
crease  rather  than  to  decrease  the  demand  for  other  fooda. 

Statlstlca  OD  the  car-lot  movement  of  fresh  tomatoes  show  that  on  th« 
basis  of  average  consumption  for  the  BMBtb  of  June  there  is,  in  gen- 
eral, no  sarplns  of  freeh  tomatoes  tn  the  American  markets  between 
December  1  and  April  SO. 

Daring  this  period  tbe  sapply  of  fresh  toaiatoes  eaterlnr  Into  cod* 
aomptioB  in  the  United  States  is  estimated  to  average  approximately 
one  tomato  for  each  person  a  month,  whereas  for  the  month  of  June 
when  tbe  supplies  are  all  from  domestic  sources,  approximately  8.9 
tomatoes  art  available  for  each  person.  While  there  is  some  slackening 
of  the  demand  during  cold  weather  thia  la  largely  due  to  tbe  high  prices 
and  tbe  shortage  of  supplies  of  good  quality.  Tomatoes  of  inferior 
qtiality  are  natorally  not  in  demand  except  on  tbe  basis  of  correspond- 
ingly reduced  values. 

The  bugalMo  of  the  aaaerted  tremendoua  and  rapidly  increasing  Im- 
porta  of  fresh  tomatoes  from  Mexico  ahould  not  Impreea  anyone  of 
ordinary  intelligence  equipped  with  pencil  and  paper  or  capable  of  bo1v> 
ing  simple  problems  in  mental  arithmetic 

One  hundred  million  pounds  of  tomatoes  Imported  during  a  period  of 
five  months  represents  only  about  three  and  a  third  tomatoea  of  medium 
size  per  capita,  or  about  two-thirds  of  a  tomato  per  capita  per  month. 
Allowing  for  reexports  to  Canada  and  normal  wastage,  this  is  actually 
more  than  entered  into  consumption  from  the  Imports  of  1926-27  season 
which  were  much  greater  than  1927-28  or  1928-29.  The  Imports  fbr 
these  later  seasons  were  greatly  reduced  by  hazards  of  the  Mexican 
tomato  business  recently  asserted  by  Florida  intereeta  to  be  nonexistent. 

Tbe  unlimited  opportunity  for  Increase  in  tbe  acreage  of  tomatoes  in 
Florida  and  south  Texas  is  only  a  minor  factor  among  those  governing 
the  practicability  of  the  expansion  of  tbe  industry  to  meet  cons'mer 
needs  as  promised  by  representatlvea  of  the  domestic  producers. 

The  Florida  east  coast  and  south  Texas  have  acquired  a  very  bad  repu- 
tation In  regard  to  the  quality  of  their  tomatoes  during  the  past  fall 
and  winter  months,  and  the  futility  of  making  the  country  dependent  on 
tomato  supplies  from  these  two  States  bas  been  clearly  demonstrated. 
If  it  were  practicable  for  the  Florida  east  coast  to  expand  its  tomato 
acreage  indefinitely,  such  development  by  the  frequent  overlapping  of 
the  shipping  seasons  would  ruin  the  tomato  Industry  of  the  Florida  west 
coast  and  of  south  Toxas.  Even  under  existing  conditions  this  overlap- 
ping of  seasons  is  acknowledged  to  be  more  injurious  to  the  Florida  west 
coast  than  ia  the  competition  in  tbe  markets  offered  by  tbe  imports. 

The  main  contentions  of  representatives  of  American  producers  ia 
support  of  their  demand  for  a  tariff  embargo  on  fresh  tomatoes  are  based 
on  absurd  misstatements  of  facta  which  in  several  cases  are  obviously 
due  to  ignorance  rather  than  intention. 

Misstatements  of  facts  by  representatives  of  American  producers  are 
so  numerous  and  absurd  that  it  seems  unnecessary  to  attempt  to  men- 
tion them  individually.  One  typical  example  will  be  mentioned  here 
aad  a  few  others  will  be  discussed  elsewhere.  On  pages  5101  and  5103 
of  tbe  reports  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  hearings  on  tariff 
readjustment  1929,  will  be  found  assertions  by  a  representative  of 
Florida  tomato  interests  to  the  effect  that  more  than  50  per  cent  of 
the  toamtoes  la  Florida  were  rotting  in  the  fields  becaase  of  undersell- 
ing by  imports  from  Mexico.  These  statements  were  made  on  Janu- 
ary 28,  at  a  time  when  Mexican  tonuitoea  bad  been  consistently  out- 
selling tbe  tomatoes  from  Florida  in  the  leading  eastern  markets,  and 
when  tbe  inferior  quality  of  the  Florida  tomatoes  as  compared  with  the 
importa  from  Mexico  was  wefl  known  to  tbe  produce  trade  and  to  prac- 
tically every  latelllgent  person  connected  with  the  fresh-tomato  busineas 
in  the  United  Statea.  Explanations  of  tbe  situation  in  tbe  worda  of 
better-informed  representatives  of  the  Florida  tomato  industry  are  glvea 
herein. 

Each  vegetable-growing  district,  if  It  eontinnea  to  exiat  as  sadi,  aata- 
rally  fits  into  tbe  general  scheme  of  things  as  tbey  are,  and  If  aereags 
Is  increased  andnly,  or  if  attempts  are  made  to  produce  contrary  to 
natural  and  eeoaomlc  laws  and  eoaditlona,  tbo  prodoeers  suffer  tbe 
eonMqoenoes. 

The  Florida  east-eoast  distrlet  probably  woald  aiake  a  good  profit 
from  ita  tomato  crop  if  the  growers  tbers  wooM  bold  down  tbdr  acre- 
age to  aroand  10,000  acres  s  year  aad  eaass  tryiag  to  grow  a  large 
fwi»»a  aarlag  the  wtntm  whaa  thiftr  asadttiaas  art  Deianlly  aafavsr- 
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•Me.  Florida  e«dt  year  proda«ea  good  tonutoci  and  poor  tonateea  ta 
Taryinc  proportions  and  amoDnta,  aa  la  tbe  caae  witb  an  oUier  dlatrieta, 
domestic  or  foreign.  In  riew  of  tb«  anc«rtaiotles  of  tomato  prodnetlon 
darlns  the  faJl  and  winter,  before  demaoding  a  monopoly  daring  ser- 
eral  months  each  jrear.  any  district  with  ambitiona  along  this  line,  la 
order  to  make  a  real  aaccaai  of  tb«  boslaeaa,  aboold  flnt  edneato  tb« 
▲mericao  consumers  to  eat  garbage — and  like  It  well  enongh  to  pay 
fancy  pric-es  for  it. 

While  a  majority  of  American  agrieultoral  tndoatrles  are  requesting 
tariff  protection  to  the  extent  of  an  amount  saffictent  to  equalise  the 
coata  of  domestic  and  foreign  production  tbe  Florida  and  Tczaa  tariff 
emberRoists  urge  tbe  adoption  of  a  prohibltiTe  rate  on  an  essential 
commodity  tbe  demand  for  which  tbey  can  not  themselres  properly 
aapply. 

Three  cents  a  pound  on  fresh  tomatoes  would  give  then  a  coat 
adraotage,  according  to  Inrestlgattona  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Con- 
mlmion.  of  S3  per  cent  in  Chicago  and  59  per  cent  in  New  York.  Such 
rates  arc  obTloualy  intended  to  be  absolntely  prohibitive  and  differentiate 
tbe  tariff  deaunds  of  the  Florida  regetable  growers  from  thoae  of  the 
majority  of  the  agricultural  Interests  of  the  country,  which  aak  only 
to  have  their  products  placed  on  a  fair  competitive  basis  In  the  leading 
aeabtiard  marketa  in  riew  of  tbe  well-known  inability  of  Florida  to 
supply  tbe  needa  of  tbe  consumers  in  an  adequate  and  reliable  way 
during  tbe  winter  and  spring  montlis,  their  demand  for  a  tariff  embargo 
on  tomatoes  conatltutes  tlie  outatandlng  dog-In- tlw-manger  exhibition 
of  greed  and  selflshneoe  la  the  present  consideration  of  the  tariff  by 
Congresa 

Finally,  let  it  be  understood  no  oppooltion  is  voiced  by  the  West 
Coast  Vegetable  Association  to  any  tariff  on  fresh  tomatoes,  no  matter 
how  high,  baaed  on  sound  economics. 

In  Justice  to  conaumers  and  to  business  and  agricultural  lat«e«ta 
concerned  with  foreign  trade  and  witb  full  consideration  of  tbe  legitimate 
needs  for  protection  of  American  producers  the  West  Coaat  Vegetable 
Aasodation  has  proposed  a  seaaonsl  tariff  on  totnatoes,  whl^  would 
permit  the  Importation  of  thla  product  duty  free  between  December  1 
and  April  30,  when  the  domestic  supply  is  inadequate  or  uadepeadable, 
or  for  other  reasons  unable  to  properly  meet  the  demanda  of  the 
consumers  throughout  the  country.  Tbe  West  Coaat  Vegetable  Aaso- 
elation  would  voke  no  opposition  to  any  tariff  rate  which  might  be 
proposed  to  be  applied  before  I>ecember  1  and  after  April  30,  or 
to  any  annual  rate  which  In  the  future,  on  the  basis  of  investigations 
of  th-  I'nlted  States  Tariff  Commlasloa.  may  be  determined  as  necessary 
to  equalise  the  cost  of  production  between  domestic  and  imported  fresh 
tomatoes  in  leading  American  markets. 

Sra-ncMSHT  a-fo  Baiar  or  A.  W.  Moaaiix,  Los  .\NOBL«g,  Calit.,  Baroaa 
CoMMrrm  oh  Wats  ajid  MaANa.  Hocaa  or  RrpRasaxTATiTaa.  Jasc- 
A«T  28.  192»,  RapaaaaifTtNo  WtsT  Coast  VsGrrABLi  Assocution. 
NoGALca.  Aats.,  ajid  ma  AsaociATao  Paoocca  DaALaas  axd  Baoaaaa, 
Loa  ANoaiaa,  Caur. 

Doctor  MoaaiLL.  Mr.  Chalronan  and  gentlemen,  I  appear  before  you 
OB  behalf  of  the  West  Coast  Vegetable  Aaaociatlon,  of  Nogalea,  Aria., 
and  tbe  Asaoclated  Produce  Dealers  and  Brokers  of  Loa  Angeles,  la 
opposition  to  any  Increase  in  duty  on  fresh  tomatoes.  I  would  like 
to  Ale  ut  thla  time  a  concise  statement  of  tbe  reaaona  why  tbe  latter 
organization  has  taken  this  stand  on  the  questluu.  I  would  also  aak 
permUnlon  to  flie  for  the  recorda  a  very  brief  but  Intereating  statement 
rwHved  by  d«Uyed  maU  from  Loo  Angeles  after  1  had  prepared  and 
sabmltted  my  brief  and  statement  on  green  peas.  This  stateaMUt  is  by 
U.  F.  George,  president  of  the  YaquI  Fruit  Co..  interested  In  tbe  giean- 
pea  growing  and  shipping  buslneas  In  the  United  States  asd  Mexico. 

Tbf  fresh  tomato,  once  cooatdered  polaonous.  Is  recognlaed  now  aa  tbe 
leader  of  the  strictly  perishable  vegetable  claas.  Lettuce  surpaaaes  It 
la  ear  lot  shlpmeata.  but  the  car-lot  shipping  record  Is  very  inadequate 
la  showing  eoaaumptlon  of  this  common  garden  vegeUble.  Professor 
Work,  of  Coraell  Ualvenlty,  in  a  book  oa  the  toatato  recently  stated 
that  "during  the  past  10  years  it  baa  been  as  highly  praised  for  its 
food  value  aa  any  other  product  with  the  possible  exception  of  milk." 
It  ninka  la  a  claas  second  to  spinach  and  well  above  tbe  orange  in 
▼Itamln  content.  Not  being  a  protein  or  starchy  food,  but  being  our 
leading  appetiser.  It  not  only  doea  not  dlaplace  other  foods  bat  tend* 
to  Increase  their  consoaaptloa.  The  special  imporunce  of  the  fresh 
toouto  and  the  fhct  that  It  is,  like  milk,  a  highly  perishable  product 
■bould  not  be  loat  eight  of  in  consideration  of  a  tariff  rate. 

In  geiieraJ,  my  statementa  In  my  diKCuasion  of  paragrapha  767  and 
T72  will  apply  aa  well  to  the  fresh  tomato. 

I  believe  that  the  Importa  of  freah  tuamtoea.  all  of  which  are  recorded 
In  car  Iota,  conatltnte  less  than  5  per  cent  of  the  actual  toUl  consump- 
tion, of  which  we  have  only  a  partial  record.  These  imports  can  come 
la  only  when  the  domestic  supply  u  not  adequate  or  dependable. 

The  Mexlcaa  west  coast  toouto  industry,  built  up  principally  by 
Aaierican  citlaeaa,  has  paid  milUona  of  dollars  into  the  Untted  Statea 
Treasury  In  Import  dutlce.  nearly  one-half  million  dollars  laat  seaaon. 
It  baa  stimalated  tbe  development  of  other  enterprises  in  Mexioo.  i«i 
qairlag  tbe  laportattoa  Into  tbat  country  from  tbe  Uaited  Statw  at 
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■aay  mllllOBs  of  dollars'  worth  of  railroad  equipment,  farm  imple- 
ment4,  packing  materiala,  automobiles,  seeds,  livestock,  and  food  prod- 
ucts. Thla  industry  and  associated  enterprises  are  now  using  equip- 
ment from  the  United  States  which  cost  at  least  a  million  and  a  half 
dollais.  Five-sixths  of  the  groae  value  of  the  crops  sold  In  the  United 
State  I  ia  left  here  for  exi>en8es  or  paid  to  American  citlaens  In  Mexico 
who  eel  that  they  do  not  deserve  to  have  their  business  and  property 
valpcii  destroyed,  as  the  Florida  ve^table  interests  propose  to  do,  in 
order  to  insure  them  a  monopoly  during  certain  months  of  the  year. 

Th<  very  careful  and  thorough  study  made  by  the  United  States  Tariff 
Comalaslon  experts  covering  representative  seasons  in  Mexico  and  parte 
of  th(i  United  States  shipping  tomatoes  at  the  time  when  the  importa 
are  arriving  has  shown  that  Florida  and  Texas  tomato  growers  can 
dellve  r  their  tomatoes  in  New  York  and  Chicago  with  a  cost  advantage 
averairlng  approximately  28  per  cent  in  New  York  and  24  per  cent  In 
Chlcairo.  It  would  be  impoaslble  for  Congress  to  equalise  the  cost,  for 
even  uith  the  duty  eliminated  the  advantage  for  the  Florida  and  Texaa 
growers  would  srill  average  above  20  per  cent. 

My  brief  and  statement  on  tomatoes  filed  at  this  time  goes  Into  the 
subject  of  the  fresh-tomato  industry  In  considerable  detail,  with  many 
charti  and  Ubles  which,  altboti^b  based  on  official  records,  are  in  a  form 
not  tc  be  found  elsewhere.  Some  of  these  charts  and  tables  are  before 
yon. 

If  I  lie  tomato  were  a  product  of  no  particular  food  value,  If  It  were  a 
nonpe 'Ishable  or  semiperlshable  product  which  could  stand  cross-country 
ahipmi  >nt8  without  more  rapid  deterioration  than  onions  or  cabt>age,  if 
It  cou  d  be  produced  in  any  section  of  the  country  during  the  season  of 
tomat »  imports  in  a  reasonably  dependable  manner  from  year  to  year, 
and  If  that  section  were  so  located  that  no  groBs  injustice  would  be  done 
to  th«  consumers  In  any  part  of  the  country  by  awarding  a  monopoly 
In  on4  of  the  most  Important  of  all  vegetable  food  products.  If  no  other 
American  agricultural  Industry  with  Urge  and  legitimate  investments 
were  lo  be  damaged  or  destroyed  by  such  action,  then  a  hlgbT  tariff  on 
fresh  tomatoes  would  be  Justified.  But  the  exact  contrary  is  true.  It 
would  be  grossly  unjust  If  by  any  form  of  legislation  tbe  State  of  Flor- 
ida w>re  to  be  absolutely  dependent  for  lU  milk  supply  on  the  dairy- 
men of  the  State  of  Washington,  even  for  one  week  each  year,  with  no 
assurance  that  the  Florida  milk  distributors  would  receive  a  single 
quart  from  the  only  available  source,  and  it  would  be  no  leas  unfair  to 
give  oie  small  area  of  proven  undeifendableneas  aa  a  producer  an  abso- 
lute nonopoly  of  the  fresh-tomato  business  during  not  only  one  week 
but  fo  •  a  period  of  from  12  to  15  weeks  each  year. 

I  w  sh  to  say  that  the  canning  Industry  and  tbe  greenhouse  tomato- 
growli  g  Industry  do  not  in  any  way  suffer  from  the  Mexican  west  coast 
vegetaole  Industry.  Tomatoes  can  not  be  grown  in  greenhouses  and 
sold  n :  a  price  which  will  suit  the  average  consumer,  ss  do  these  com- 
paratl  rely  cheap  field-grown  tomatoes  from  Mexico  and  Florida. 

I  w  11  Insert  here  In  the  record  paragraphs  from  the  Packer,  a  na- 
tlonall  y  clrcolatrd  and  well-known  produce  trade  paper  which  specialises 
In  ma  ket  reports.  These  reports  refer  to  markets  to  which  practically 
no  M(Xlcan  tomatoes  bad  been  shipped  this  season,  although  Cuban 
stock  lad  been  in  fairly  liberal  quantities.  These  market  reports  throw 
a  aide  Ight  on  tbe  question  of  the  low  prices  received  for  Florida  toma- 
toes b'lleved  by  some  growers  to  be  entirely  due  to  foreign  competition 

"B<i8TOJ«,  December  28.— Dullness  characterized  the  potato  market 
this  neek  and  the  situation  showed  little  change  from  last  week.  Sup- 
plies irere  moderate,  but  tbe  movement,  although  fairly  steady,  has  been 
rather  inactive.  Mulnc  Oreen  MounUins  sold  at  |1  10  to  |1  15  per 
sack  ind  New  Branswickn  sold  at  fl.io  to  11.15  oer  120-pound  sack 
Princfli  Edward  Island  stock  brought  |1.40  to  $1.80  per  OO-pound  sack 

"Tdmatoea  did  not  seem  to  Interest  the  holiday  trade  very  much  as 
those  ^ming  from  CallfornU  were  of  poor  quality  and  not  wanted  and 
8outh4m  stock  was  too  green.  Florida  144s  sold  at  |2.75  and  215s 
broagat  11.76.  Spinach  was  draggy  and  few  lots  were  fancy  enough  to 
bring   n  and  poor  lots  did  not  Interest  buyers  at  75  cents" 

"  PI  lladelphU.  January  4.— Truck  receipts  of  near-by  produce  were 
rather  light  in  the  local  wholesale  market  the  early  part  of  the  week 

"Stuthern  vegetables  ruled  steady  the  first  of  the  week  Texas 
cblcorr  was  offered  at  |3  a  crate.  Louisiana  escarole  was  priced  at 
$1.25  to  11.50  a  hamper.  Peppers  brought  |8  to  |9  a  crate  Lou- 
isiana shallots  were  |4  to  |5  a  bushel.  Tomatoes  from  Florida  arrived 
in  poor  condition  and  were  sold  from  75  cents  to  |1.50  a  crate" 

"N«w  York.  January  11.— Artichoke  receipts  were  light  thU  week 
and  tie  market  wns  firmer.  California  best  boxes  brought  |5  to  |5  50 
poor  t »  good  $3.50  to  $4.75,  and  one-half  boxes  |2  to  $2  50 

"Tcmato  receipta  showed  poor  quality  and  demand  was  slow  with 
prices   unclumged.      Florida    crates    brought    50    to    75    cents,    Nai«au 

iJAlf^  K     ?!'."V^'   *-   ***  ^'''■^'   ^^^-   'I'^O  t«  *-.  216s.   $1.25   to 
$1..5,  <^uba  144s    70  cents  to  $2.88,   1208,  75  cents  to  $2.50.   180s.  70. 

"*«    "  !  ;«•       *"•  ^  ^°*''  "^P-ck^l  728,  $1.75  to  $2.50.  90s,  $1  50 
to  $2,  and  lO-pound  cartons.  $1.35  to  $1.50." 

f^^V^  '*"'!f  «  ^°"  ^^^"  *  ^^y-  '"'^•°«  receivers  and  repackers 
ofFloida  and  Mexican  tomatoes  In  Boston,  that  the  Florida  stock  has 
been  very  poor  this  season  and  although  It  Is  now  much  Improved  It 
does  "»*»▼*"«•  np  to  the  Mexican.  The  principal  trouble  has  been 
tbe  wtU-knowB  Phoma  rot.     This  fungus  occurs  on  the  Mexican  west 
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coast  but  is  reported  as  rarely  seen  this  seaaon  on  tomatoes  from  tbat 
district.  Other  receivers  and  repackers  are  even  more  emphatic  In 
their  statements  In  regard  to  the  inferiority  of  the  Florida  east  coaat 
tomatoefl  aa  compared  with  those  from  Nassau.  Mexico,  and  Cuba. 

Since  the  witness  who  preced«Ml  me  appeared  to  have  certain  data 
confused  I  will  say  here  that  tbe  Mexican  weat  coast  district  shipped 
into  or  through  the  United  States  2,048  cars  of  tomatoes  for  the 
season  of  1923-24  Instead  of  390  as  stated.  The  season  before  that 
the  total  was  1.714. 

The  following,  also  from  the  Packer,  is  of  Interest  as  showing  the 
extent  of  the  1928  Increase  in  values  of  Florida's  truck  crops  over  the 
year  1927.  showing  a  fairly  healthy  growth  : 

"  Orlanix).  Fla..  December  28. — Values  of  Florida  crops  for  1928  were 
$98,078,000  and  were  In  cxcese  of  the  $96,732,000  total  for  1927.  This 
la  the  assertion  of  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  .Agriculture  here.  The  figures  represent  the  prin- 
cipal agrleultural  products  of  the  State  and  include  staple  crops,  truck 
crops,  and  fruits. 

"  Production  of  oranges  and  grapefruit  In  the  State  was  the  lowest 
during  1928  since  the  season,  of  1921-22  but,  due  to  the  high  prices 
received  for  the  fruits,  returns'  to  the  growers  were  unusually  large,  the 
report  says.  Valuation  of  the  citrus  crop  of  the  present  season  was 
based  by  the  bureau  on  reported  Decemlwr  1  prices  and  the  report  pre- 
pared by  n.  A.  Marks,  statistician,  asserts  that  the  valuation  may  be 
materially  lower  than  the  final  return  for  the  crop  as  was  the  case 
during  tbe  past  season. 

"  Staple  crops  showed  an  increase  In  value  In  1928  with  a  total  of 
$24,776,000,  compared  with  the  $23,500,000  total  of  1927.  Truck  crope 
displayed  a  greater  increase,  the  estimate  for  1928  placing  the  value  at 
$31,258,000  as  against  $24,285,000  for  1927. 

"  Fruit  and  nut  valuations  showed  a  decrease  from  $48,947,000  In  1927 
to  $42,044,000  in  1928.  The  pecan  crop  of  the  State  was  much  larger 
than  that  of  the  past  season  with  a  50  per  cent  increase  in  value,  tbe 
report  showed,  while  the  produrtion  of  peaches  and  pears  was  also  above 
that  of  laat  year.  Citrus  fruits,  poars.  and  pineapples  were  shown  as 
responsible  for  the  decreased  value." 


Baiav  or  rna  Waar  Coast  VcarrABUE  AaaociA-now.  Nooauu,  Aao.,  OM 
ToMAToaa  IN  Thbib  Natcral  Statb  (Pab.  770) 
This  brief  and  statement  is  submitted  by  the  West  Coast  Vegetable 
Association,  Nogales,  Arts.,  representing  the  fresh  tomsto  industry  of 
the  Mexican  west  coast,  which  Is  virtually  an  American  industry  organ- 
ized to  supply  the  demands  of  American  consumers  during  certain  sea- 
eons  of  the  year.  Any  Impoeirion  of  additional  tariff  duties  on  toma- 
toes in  their  nstimil  state  would  injuriously  affect  tbe  production  of 
fresh  tomatoes  along  the  west  coast  of  Mexico  and  would  thereby  deprive 
the  American  consumers  of  this  product  during  months  In  which  the 
American  producers  are  unable  t>ecause  of  climatic  conditions  to  supply 
adequately  or  In  a  dependable  manner  tbe  markets  of  the  United  States. 
Tbe  fresh  tomato  has  become  the  third  most  Important  of  all  regetable 
crops  in  the  United  States,  as  shown  by  the  oflldal  records  of  ear-lot 
shipments.  A  tariff  rate  which  would  rentrlct  or  limit  the  supply  at 
any  period  of  the  year  through  a  monopoly  given  to  American  pro- 
ducers In  a  limited  area  would  be  unjust  and  unfair  to  the  average 
American  consumer  of  average  means.  At  the  outset,  it  is  to  be  stated 
that  the  West  Coast  Vegeuble  Association,  being  an  American  organi- 
sation, agrees  with  the  general  principle  of  proper  tariff  protection  for 
American  agricultural  Industries.  In  connection  with  fresh  tomatoes 
and  similar  strictly  perishable  vegetables,  however,  tbe  situation  is  one 
which  can  not  be  analysed  effectively  without  an  Intimate  Inquiry  and 
resulting  acquaintance  with  tbe  winter  and  spring  tomsto  Industry  In 
both  the  United  States  and  Mexico  and  other  foreign  producing  coun- 
tries, and  the  nunifying  commercial  relations  connected  therewith. 

iTCMa  AND  raaAoaAPH  or  axiariao  law  ta  which  imtkrb8Tbd 

The  Weat  Coast  Vegevsble  Association  la  directly  interested  In  para- 
graph 770  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  which  reads  as  follows : 

"  Pab.  770.  Tomatoea  in  their  natural  sUte.  one-half  of  1  cent  per 
pound ;  tomato  paste,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  all  other,  prepared  or 
preserved  in  any  manner,  15  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

CHAMOCa   IN   DI7TIB8 

The  assodarion  la  particularly  interested  in  any  proposal  which  may 
'  be  made  to  this  committee  to  change  the  existing  duty  on  tomatoes  In 
their  natural  state. 

Bpsciric  BCGOEanoNB  ab  to  changbs  in  ratb  anp  phbaskologt  or 

KXISTINO    LAW 

In  the  existing  tariff  act  of  1922,  the  duty  on  tomatoea  la  their  natu- 
;  ml  state  is  made  effective  for  the  entire  year  without  any  regard  to 
j  tbe  fact  tbat  daring  a  large  portion  of  tbe  time  when  tomatoea  are 
being  Imported.  American  producing  sections  are  unable  to  supply  tbe 
,  American  market  demands  in  a  dependabls  way.  Tbe  preaent  tariff 
I  rate  la,  therefore,  unjust  and  not  necessary.  In  tbe  light  of  the  fore- 
I  going,  it  ia  speeiflcally  requested  that  paragrafkh  770  be  B^»"d«d  to  read 
I  as  follows:  Tugio 


-Pab.  770.  Tomatoes  In  their  natural  state,  one-Tialf  of  1  cent  per 
pound  except  during  the  period  from  December  1  to  May  1,  whem  they 
shall  be  exempt  from  duty ;  tomato  paste,  40  pet  cent  ad  valorem  ;  all 
other,  prepared  or  preserved  in  any  manner,  15  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

BKAsoNs  roa  oca  aacoMMXNiuTioRs 

It  is  unnecessary  In  this  brief  to  discuss  the  tomato  Industry  In  great 
detail  since  tbe  United  States  Tariff  Commission,  on  June  25.  26,  and 
27.  1028,  held  a  hearing  on  the  subject,  having  prior  to  that  time  con- 
ducted an  extensive  investigation  of  the  tomato-growing  industry.  Tbe 
entire  records  of  the  Tariff  Commission  on  this  subject  are  available  to 
this  committee.  The  principal  producing  areas  o^  fresh  tomatoes  la 
the  United  States,  from  November  to  May,  inclusive,  are  the  Florida 
east  coast,  the  Florida  west  coast,  and  southern  Texas.  The  principal 
country  from  which  fresh  tomatoes  are  Imported  Into  the  United  States 
Is  Mexico,  and  the  principal  area  of  production  there  Is  on  tbe  west 
coast  and  largely  confined  to  tbe  state  of  Slnaloa.  Smaller  quantities 
are  Imported  from  Cuba  and  the  Bahama  Islands.  Tbe  Investlgarion  of 
the  Tariff  Commission  Included  field  work  covering  tbe  tomato-growing 
sections  of  Florida.  Texns,  and  Mississippi  and  the  west  coast  of  Mexico. 
(Preliminary  Statement  on  Oesb  Tomatoes,  Tariff  Commission,  Msy 
22,  1928,  p.  4.)  Tbe  crop  years  1925-26  and  1926-27  were  used  by 
the  Tariff  Commission  for  purposes  of  cost  comparison.  Tbe  period 
which  was  particularly  considered  was  from  November  to  May,  incln- 
slve.  although  Imports  of  fresh  tomatoes  during  November  are  of  negli- 
gible quantity.  The  crop  years,  1925-26  and  1926-27,  used  by  tbe  Tariff 
Commission  for  purposes  of  cost  comparison  are  repreoentatlre. 

Testimony  offered  before  the  Tariff  Commission  has  shown  tbat  the 
produrtion  costs  for  the  season  1927-28  were  very  greatly  Increased 
over  tbe  seasons  192^-26  and  1926-27,  both  in  Florida  and  en  the  west 
coast  of  Mexico.  There  is  absolutely  no  reason  to  believe  that  tbe  con- 
slderatiOB  of  the  cost  figures  for  tbe  1927-28  season  would  materially 
affert  the  relative  costs  of  the  producing  sections  of  the  two  countries. 

Tbe  condltioBs  in  the  areas  studied  by  tbe  Tariff  CommlBslon  in  tbe 
United  Statea  and  Mexico  are  repreeeotatfre  of  tbe  fresb-toraato  regions 
which  produce  fresh  tomatoes  for  the  American  markets  from  Novem- 
ber 1  to  May  31,  inclusive. 

Tbe  fresh-tomato  industry  of  the  Mexfean  west  coast  is  rlrtuafy  • 
■easonal  extension  of  tbe  industry  in  the  United  States.  Tomatoes 
from  Mexico  are  Imported  and  sold  in  the  marketa  of  tbe  United  States 
St  a  time  when  it  is  impossible  for  the  tomato  producers  In  this 
country  to  meet  the  demand  in  a  reliable  way. 

The  Weat  Coast  Vegetable  Association,  after  a  thorough  examination 
of  the  preliminary  statement  on  fresh  tomatoes  of  the  United  States 
Tariff  Commission,  May  22,  1928.  is  entirely  satisfied  that  tbe  com- 
mission's data  are  obviously  fair  to  all  concerned,  dependable  as  to 
accuracy,  and  obtained  without  prejudice.  In  order  to  assist  this  com- 
mittee In  arriving  at  a  comprehensive  understanding  of  tbe  fresh- 
tomato  Bihiatlon  daring  tbe  period  when  the  Imports  are  arriving,  we 
have  rearranged  certain  data  and  present  herewith  tables  and  charta 
in  support  of  our  contentions.  Additional  charts  and  tables  have  been 
prepared  from  other  data  from  tbe  United  Statea  Department  of 
Agriealtnre. 

BBLATITB    lUPOBTANCa    Or    rBBSH    TOMATOBB 

Fresh  vegetables  are  generally  recognlaed  aa  vital  to  the  health  of 
our  population.  One  of  the  most  Important  of  all  fresh  vegetables, 
the  tomato,  is  of  exceptional  valoe.  This  point  la  well  Ulostrated  by 
one  of  the  leading  reference  booka  on  tomatoes  publiabed  by  Dr.  Paul 
Work,  of  Cornell  University,  in  1920.  Certain  paragraphs  from  this 
book  are  incorporated  in  this  brief  aa  Bxbiblt  1. 

Tbe  Importance  of  freah  tomatoes  among  all  klnda  of  Tegetables  Is 
shown  by  the  fact  that  It  la  snrpaaaed  only  by  poUtoea  and  lettuce  In 
car  lot  shipments  within  the  United  States.  In  1927  the  records  of 
tbe  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  of  the  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture  show  a  total  movement  of  256,607  cara  of  potatoes  and 
46,669  cars  of  lettuce  and  88,770  cars  of  tomatoes. 

DMOEFUUMBLaKaaa  or  dombstic  aotjacaa  or  bopflt 

All  aectloas  <rf  the  country  bare  been  accustomed  to  having  this 
product  available  at  reasonable  prices  at  all  sessons  of  the  year.  No 
section  of  tbe  United  States  baa  a  dependable  source  of  supply  of  fresh 
tomatoes  during  the  period  from  December  1  to  March  80.  Florida 
may  be  considered  reasonably  dependable  during  tbe  month  of  April 
as  a  source  of  supply  for  the  eastern  half  of  tbe  United  States,  al- 
though during  the  past  three  years  the  car-lot  movement  from  tbat 
State  has  varied  from  approxlmatdy  1,100  cars  to  3.600  cars,  a  varia- 
bility exceeding  200  per  cent.  But  under  tbe  most  favorable  conditlona, 
the  western  half  of  the  United  Statea  can  not  be  supplied  witb  tonatoee 
in  an  economical  manner  from  the  State  of  Florida,  aa  taaportaat  point 
which  will  be  referred  to  again.  QAe  vdattre  dependability  of  domes- 
tic and  foreign-grown  freab-tomato  supplies  In  American  markets  for 
each  month  from  December  to  April,  indoaive,  covering  a  period  of 
five  yeara,  is  graphically  shown  in  charta  incorporated  in  this  brief  aa 
Exhibits  2.  3.  4.  S.  and  6.  and  by  tables  designated  Exhibiu  7  and  8. 
This  record  shows  that  tka  estreoM  variabilltj  ot  the  domcrtlc  ae«r«us 
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of  •apply  dorlBc  the  moatbi  when  imports  are  arrtrlns  In  th«  Am«ii- 
eui  aarketa  la  foek  that  It  wonld  be  groaaly  onjost  and  detrimental 
to  the  popnUtion  of  tbe  coantry  as  consamers  to  eliminate  the  Imports 
by  a  prohibltlre  tariff. 

Without  discussing  in  detail  the  causes  of  tbe  nndependableness 
demonstrated  by  ofllcial  production  records  it  should  be  clearly  under- 
stood that  frosts  are  only  one  of  several  factors.  Climatic  conditions 
condndTe  to  tbe  derelopment  of  fungus  parasites,  as  In  the  case  of 
Phoma  rot  of  tomatoes  in  Florida  this  seasou,  may  be  as  disastrous  as 
a  serere  frost. 

■CONOMIC   IMPBACnCABlUTT    OW    SUrPLTIMO   ItUtKSTS    Or   mUTtMM   COVSTUJ 
WWOU    OOMX8TIC    SOCBCSS    rBOU    DKCBMBKa    1    TO    APBU.    SO 

It  has  already  been  mentioned  that  the  western  half  of  tbe  United 
States  can  not  be  economically  supplied  from  the  State  of  Florida  under 
any  conditions  or  at  any  season.  Tbe  domestic  production  In  the  West 
does  not  bsTe  sufficient  rolnme  to  supply  the  western  markets  until 
about  th§  middle  of  May.  This  fact  is  graphically  lUostrated  by  a 
chart  showing  the  car-lot  shipment  of  tomatoes  within  tbe  United  States 
for  the  months  December  to  May,  inclusive,  sreraged  for  the  three 
seasons  1925-26,  1926-27,  snd  1927-28,  incorporated  in  this  brief  aa 
Exhibit  9.  This  chart  shows  that  on  the  average  for  the  past  three 
aeasoDs  south  Tezaa  and  soathern  California  combined  hare  shipped 
teas  than  100  cars  of  toaiatees  by  the  lOtb  of  May,  which  amount  would 
not  sdequately  supply  tbe  marketa  of  the  three  Pacific  coast  States  of 
Washington,  Oregon,  and  CallfonUa,  if  this  entire  production  were  to 
be  shipped  to  those  Sutes. 

Tbe  contentions  of  many  concerns  and  organlaatloos  in  tbe  West  on 
behalf  of  the  consumers  are  illustrated  by  tbe  following  qnotatlona  from 
petitions  and  resolutiou  filed  with  United  States  Tariff  Cosuniasioa  at 
the  bearing  on  fresh  tomatoes  on  June  27,  1928. 

From  tbe  Associated  Produce  Dealers  and  Brokers  of  Lee  Angeles: 

"  1.  We  believe  that  vegeuMe  trade  and  consumers  of  the  far  We^ern 
States  are  entitled  to  a  eontlnoous  supply  ot  freeh  tomatoes  throughout 
the  y<*ar  with  aa  maeh  dependability  and  at  prices  as  reasonahle  aa 
peasihle. 

"  2.  The  present  supply  in  Los  Angeles  market  daring  tbe  months 
from  Norember  to  May  Is  sneh  that  the  retail  price  Is  freqoeatly  beyond 
the  reach  of  the  average  consumer.  During  this  period  Mexico  la  the 
only  source  of  eommerclal  soppiies  <or  tbe  territory  west  of  the  Bocky 
Mountalaa. 

"t.  itatistlcs  show  eonchishrely  that  no  tomato-growlag  district  oT 
the  United  States  can  supply  tbe  American  markeu  in  a  dependable  way 
terlag  the  months  of  November  to  May,  Inclusive. 

"  4.  Those  prododng  interests  demanding  aa  Increase  ia  the  daty  en 
freeh  tooMtoeo  propose  la  effect  that  the  needs  of  tbe  western  markets 
be  Ignoced  by  the  Tariff  Commiaslen  and  tbe  Preaident  in  tbe  preeent 
eoaaideratlon  of  the  sahjset. 

**(i.  All  toaato-gfowlag  dlstrlets  ars  subject  to  hasards  of  froat.  es- 
ccaslve  rains,  droughts,  aad  onosaal  insect  pest  and  plant  dlaease  dam- 
age. For  this  reason  it  la  highly  dcalrabie  that  several  sourcee  of  supply 
of  fr«ah  toowtoee  he  available  daring  tbe  montba  when  tbe  supply  is 
short.  The  west  coast  of  Mexico  is  a  much  more  reliable  sonroe  of 
supply  of  freeh  toaaatoee  during  the  months  from  November  to  May, 
Inclusive,  than  Is  any  American  district,  and  acta  as  a  stabiliser  of  tbe 
toBMto  trade  ia  the  entire  United  Statee  during  these  montba,  as  well  aa 
the  sole  source  of  supply  for  tbe  Western  Statee^" 

From  a  group  of  produce  dealers  and  brokers  of  San  Francisco : 

"  San  Fiandaeo.  the  center  of  produce  dlstrtbution  of  northern  Cali- 
fornia, ia  aboointely  dependent  upon  tomatoea  grown  in  Mexico  during 
several  months  of  each  year  and  we  believe  that  rather  than  to  Increaae 
the  duty  and  restrict  tbe  supply  the  Tariff  Commission  should,  on  tbe 
basis  of  available  Information,  recommend  a  decrease  In  the  present 
duty. 

"As  Is  well  known  to  tbe  produce  trade,  there  Is  no  dependable 
domestic  source  of  supply  of  tomatoes  during  tbe  months  from  December 
to  May,  Incluaive.  and  that  there  is  no  possibiUty  of  developing  a  de- 
pendable domestic  supply  even  If  all  Imports  from  foreign  countries  were 
probil>ited  by  an  eaetssive  duty.  If  Florida  and  Texas  are  unable  to 
supply  the  eastern  markets  la  a  dependable  way,  it  is  obvious  that  far- 
weatem  sMtrketa  coold  not  hope  to  secure  domestic  tomatoes  except  at 
prills  prohibitive  to  a  great  majority  of  our  consumers." 

From  tbe  Baa  Franciaco  Honsevrives  League : 

•*  •  •  •  Product  property  regarded  aa  necessity  for  aU  American 
marketa  leading  other  vegetablce  as  source  of  rltamina,  recognised  as 
appetiser  tlMreftore  not  decreasing  consumption  of  other  foods.  Without 
Mexican  source  ot  sapply  San  Francisco  markets  will  be  deprived  of  this 
important  product  except  as  expenaive  iaxury  during  at  least  four 
asoatba  of  each  year." 

Tbe  foregoing  footatloaa  typify  the  attltode  ot  the  coamuners  ot 
the  West. 

Tbe  Weet  Coast  YegetaMe  AssodatloB  does  aot  eoatend  that  the 
Mexican  fresh  tomatoes  can  be  delivered  to  New  Tort  and  other  eastern 
BMTkets  aay  sMce  economically  thaa  can  Florida  tomatoee  be  deUvered 
to  Saa  Fraadseo,  Las  Angdea.  aad  PorHaad.  A  pcahlbttfre  tariff 
which  waold  llBlt  ar  MiMet  for  asTttal  mtatiu  each  year  tbe  treah- 


tonuito  consumption  to  tbe  frequently  inadequate  and  very  undepetdable 
frest -tomato  supply  which  might  be  shipped  from  Florida  to  the  western 
marl:ets  would  be  a  gross  injustice  to  the  western  coiuuroers.  Many 
thou  lands  of  families  who  are  now  using  fresh  tomatoes  more  or  less 
regn  arly  throughout  the  year  would  be  absolntety  deprived  of  them  by 
the  new  retail  price  levels  which  would  be  created  by  an  increased 
tarif. 

PBOOTCnON     COSTS     FOB     MBXICO    PROVED     HiaHSK     THAN     IN    THB     UNITBD 

ST.\TiiS 

T^e   investigations   of   the    United   States   Tariff   Commission   as   set 
in   detail  in   its  preliminary  statement   on    fresh   tomatoes   dated 
22,  1928,  have  shown  that  the  cost  of  growing,  transporting,  and 
selli]^   Mexican   tomatoes   greatly    exceeds    similar   costs    for   domestic 
The  tables  presented  in   this  preliminary  statement  of  the 
Commission  have  t>een  used  as  a  basis  for  tbe  tables  which  are 
incorborated  in  this  brief  as  Exhibits  10.   11.  12,  and  13. 

Expibit    10    shows    farm    production    costs    per    hundred    pounds    of 
oes  on  the  basis  of  simple  averages  for  two  seasons,  1925-26  and 
as   14.33    for   Mexico,   as   compared   with    |3.60   avcrai^e   for 
Florljla  east  coast,   Florida  west  coast,  and  south  Texas.     The  packing 
lelling  costs   for   Mexico   as   given    in    Elzhibit    12    were   $1.91    per 
hundred  pounds,  as  compared  with  |1.81  for  thrre  American  districts, 
in  percentages,  tlie  total  cost  of  delivering  tomatoes  In  the 
York  market  from  tbe  Mexican   west  coast  was  found  to  be   28.3 
(ent  greater  than   the   average   for   the   three   American   districts, 
in    Chicago    the   cost    for    Mexican    tomatoes    was    24.1    per    cent 
than  the  average  of  the  three  American  districts  as  shown  by 
Exhibit  14.     This  exhibit  also  shows  that  if  fresh   tomatoes  were  ad- 
duty  free,   the  American   producers  shipping  during   the   periods 
the  imports  sre  arriving  would  still  have  a  cost  advantage  in  tbe 
York    market   of   21.4   per    cent   and    In    the   Chicago   market   of 
>cr  cent. 
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waar  coast  tomato  indostst  TiaTCALL.T  am  ambbicam 
■iiTiBraisi 
^ffs  shown  at  tbe  hearing  of  tbe  United  States  Tariff  Commission 
,  1028,  by  many  witnesses,  tbe  Mexican  west  coast  tomato  Indus- 
vlrtoally   an    American    enterprise   In    Its   origin   aad    present 
A   probtbltlve   tariff   mining  tbls   indtutry  of   such   im- 
which  soppiies  the  demands  of  the  consumers  of  tbe  United 
i,  as  already  showo,  would  be  as  unjust  as  the  deliberate  destruction 
other  legltioiate  industry  by  any  form  of  legislation.     According 
careful  and  repeated  estioiates  made  daring  tbe  last  few  years,  aboat 
cent  of  tbe  capital  used  in  flnandng  tbe  fresh-tomato  Industry 
west  coast  of  Mexico  Is  from  American  sources  located  in  many 
of  tbe  United  SUtes. 
a  matter  ot  fact,  a  large  percentage  of  tbe  gross  receipts  of  tbe 
tomato  crop  in  tbe  American  market  remains  in  this  country 
{lacking  materials,  transportation,  commissions,  and  other  expenses, 
other   large   sums   go    to    pay    salaries   and    rentals    to    American 
and  landowners  who  are  interested  in  the  fresh-tomato  Indus- 
Mexico.     Exhibit    15   shows   a    partial   analysis   of   expenditures 
c<^ectioB   with  tbe  Mexican   west   coast  fresh-tomato   crop   for   the 
1927-28    of   a    total    of   $5,232,300,    being    shown    as    distinctly 
expenditures    out    of    a    gross    market    value    of    $6,008,000. 
Important  items  for  which  there  la  no  satisfactory  t>asis  for  an 
are  known  to  have  been  omitted  from  this  list.     On  the  other 
anyone  who   has  even   a    superficial    knowledge  of   conditions   on 
coast  of  Mexico  is  aware  of  the  fact  that  that  portion  of  the 
value  of  the   Mexican   tomato  crop   which   finds   its   way   across 
ntemationai    line    into    Mexico    sooner    or    later    is    returned    to    a 
extent  to  the  United   States  in  the  purchase  of  automobiles  and 
manufactured  articles   and   even   farm   products,   such   as   cheese, 
potatoes,  and  fruits. 

considering  the  question  of  the  tariff  rate  which  can  reasonably  be 
to  fresh   tomatoes   from   Mexico  with   fairness   to   other   Ameri- 
^gricultural  interests  concerned,  it  is  important  that  due  weight  be 
to  the   fact   that   Mexico  is   not  only   one   of  the  best   customers 
American    manufactured    goods    of    all    kinds,    but    Is    notable    for 
lifiporiation  of  food  products  from  the  United  States.     It  is  appro- 
that    this    point    be   also    considered    In    connection    with    Cuba, 
is  submitted   herewith,  as  Exhibit   16,  an  extract  from  a  table 
in  the  1927   Yearbook  of  the  United  States  Department  of 
in   which   is   given   statistics   on    the   principal   agricultural 
from  the  United  States  to  both  Mexico  and   Cuba.     A   casual 
at  this  table  shows  the  very   widespread   interest  of   American 
in    trade    with    these    two    countries.     Among    the    more    note- 
exports  are  eggs,  dairy  products,  meats,  lards,  and  oils.     It  is 
interesting  to  note  the  large  quantities  of  such  products  as 
,    com,    and    fruits    which    are   recorded   among    these    exports 
the  American  farms. 

,  It  is  of  interest  to   note   here  that   In    the  lower   Rio 

Valley  of  Texas,  a  section  from  which  a  demand  is  being  made 

probiMtlre  tariff  on  Mexican  tomatoes,   a  poultry  association   is 

organised  with  tbe  special  object  in  riew  of  participating  in  tbe 

i4ai  of  SQpplylng  Mexico's  annual  demand  tor  several  million  doaen 
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egga  from  tbls  country.  No  doabt  tbe  majority  of  the  poultry  owaera 
la  this  same  district  are  aleo  growers  of  tomatoes  and  otiier  vegetables. 

The  Importance  of  (he  Mexican  weet  coei^t  fresh- tomato  industry  in 
maintaining  and  stimulating  trade  relations  between  Mexico  and  tiie 
United  States  is  duly  appreciated  In  the  border  States  of  Texas,  Arisona, 
and  California.  Ct^ambers  of  commerce  of  Los  Angeles,  Yuma,  PDoenix, 
Tucson,  Nogales,  Douglas,  Bl  Paso,  and  San  Antonio  have  all  passed 
resolutions  strongly  protesting  against  a  higher  duty  on  fresh  tomatoes, 
or  have  authorized  their  representatives  to  speak  in  their  behalf. 

It  should  not  be  overlooked  in  considering  foreign  trade  that  Ameri- 
can farmers  have  an  Interest  in  every  article  of  nuinufactured  goods 
exported  from  this  country.  It  has  been  estimated  by  American  rail- 
roads that  43  cents  of  each  dollar  of  income  is  expended  for  labor.  It 
has  been  estimated  by  the  National  Industrial  Conference  Board  that 
wage  earners  in  the  United  States  spend  41.2  per  c(>nt  of  their  wages  for 
food.  No  doubt  at  least  95  per  cent  of  the  food  expenditures  are  for 
.American  products.  On  tbe  above  basis  It  may  be  estimated  that  ap- 
proximately 17  |)er  cent  of  each  dollar  of  factory  value  of  manufactured 
goods  goes  immediately  for  tbe  purchase  of  food  produced  on  American 
farms.  Aside  from  tbe  food  products  exported  to  Mexico  which  have 
been  mentioned,  the  United  States  exports  to  Mexico  a  large  to  lame  of 
higbly  manufactured  goods,  and  in  importing  from  Mexico  a  large  vol- 
ume of  raw  materials  sjcb  as  mineral  products,  tiie  American  farmer 
has  tbe  decided  sdvsntage  in  commerce  of  this  kind.  Data  on  trade 
with  Mexico  are  readily  available  in  tbe  reports  of  tbe  Department  of 
Commerce,  and  it  is  unnecessary  to  go  into  this  matter  in  more  detail 
in  this  connection. 

Trade  relations  affecting  American  farmers  duly  and  fairly  consid- 
ered, it  is  evident  that  American  farmers  aa  a  whole  are  not  injured 
by  tbe  Importations  ttom  Mexico  of  fresh  tonatoes  during  the  period 
when  American  producers  can  not  supply  tbe  demand  in  a  satisfactory 
manner. 

INJCBIOra  COMFETITtUN  AM   IMBiaNinCAMT  »ACTO«  IW  TH«  FMSH-TOMATO 

TABirr  SITUATION 

There  have  already  bees  coualdered  tbe  relative  dependableness  of 
sources  of  supply  of  fresh  tomatoes,  tbe  economic  practicability  of  any 
one  district  being  given  a  monopoly  regardless  of  its  climatic  and 
geographic  disadvsntages,  the  question  of  tbe  costs  of  production,  and 
the  commercial  relations  as  the  leading  factors  which  abouid  be  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  tbe  tariff  on  fresh  tomatoes.  The  quesUon 
of  competition,  as  will  be  shown,  is  one  which  is  of  very  minor  impor- 
tance as  compared  with  any  of  the  foregoing  conslderatlona. 

For  tbe  ready  understnnding  of  tbe  situation  with  reference  to  avail- 
able supplies  during  the  period  from  December  to  May,  tnclusive,  refer- 
ence is  again  made  to  Exhibits  7,  8,  and  0  of  this  brief. 

Considertng  the  total  car-lot  movement  of  tomatoes  in  the  United 
States  on  the  basis  of  calendar  yeara,  it  should  l>e  noted  that  tbe  Im- 
ports constitute  approximately  15  per  cent  of  tbe  total  car-lot  move- 
ment. lAiring  tbe  months  of  July,  August,  and  September  tbe  American 
markets  are  supplied  for  tbe  most  part  by  the  large  quantities  of  to- 
matoes transported  by  trucks,  which  do  not  appear  in  the  records  of 
car-lot  shipments.  Furthermore,  tbe  records  of  the  Bureau  of  Agri- 
cultural Economics,  United  States  I>epartment  of  Agriculture,  show  a 
movement  classed  as  mixed  vegetables,  which  in  1927  totaled  35,044 
cars,  as  compared  with  a  total  of  38,777  cars  of  tomatoes.  There  is  no 
information  as  to  the  proportion  of  this  total  car-lot  movement  classified 
as  mixed  vegetables  which  should  be  counted  as  tomatoes.  The  imports 
of  vegetables  classified  as  mixed  vegetables  for  1927  waa  relatively 
small,  totaling  only  301  cara  Considering  tbe  incompleteness  of  the 
data  as  to  tbe  consumption  of  domestic  tomatoes  in  the  United  States. 
It  seems  reasonable  to  assume  that  the  imports  represent  lei^s  than  5 
per  cent  of  such  consumption.  There  is  presented  herewith  as  Exhibit 
17  a  chart  showing  grapiiically  the  relative  volumes  of  Imported  and 
domestic  tomatoes  entering  into  car-lot  movements  in  the  United  Statea. 

A  study  of  the  statistics  on  tbe  fresh-tomato  supply  in  tbe  United 
States  shows  tbe  extent  of  the  shortage  in  the  total  supply  for  tbe 
months  of  November  to  May,  inclusive.  It  may  be  considered  that  tbe 
month  of  June  represents  a  fair  average,  althoagh  this  late  in  tbe 
season  tomatoes  on  tbe  average  market  are  shipped  from  such  distances 
with  consequent  sbrlngages  that  prices  are  not  within  tbe  reacb  of  the 
poorer  classes.  Figuring  tbe  normal  consumption  for  tbe  seven  months 
at  the  same  rate  on  tbe  basis  of  the  averages  for  tbe  years  1924  to 
1927,  inrlusive,  the  markets  of  the  United  States  abouid  have  a  total 
of  nearly  45,000  cars  for  this  period.  Instead  of  this,  however,  tbe  total 
supply  amounts  to  only  slightly  over  14,000  cars,  of  which  9,171  are  of 
domestic  origin  and  4,058  are  imports.  The  total  supply  therefore  la 
less  than  20  per  cent  of  tbe  normal  demand.      (Befer  to  Exhibit  18.) 

The  total  supply  of  fresh  tomatoes  available  for  consumption  in  the 
United  States  for  the  months  of  December  to  April,  InAusive,  is  ex- 
tremely small  when  figured  on  the  basis  of  tonutoes  available  per  capita 
of  population  for  four  seasons,  1924-25  to  1927-28,  inclusive.  Tbe  total 
number  of  tomatoes  available  would  provide  only  one  tomato  of  medium 
size  per  day  for  each  49.3  persons  of  our  population.  For  the  month 
of  December  the  average  sapply  would  pcovide  only  one  tomato  fox  aach 


110.7  persons  of  oor  populatloB.  The  sopi^  gradually  improves  from 
month  to  month  thereafter  until  April,  when  the  total  supply  would 
provide  one  tomato  to  each  13.6  periMing  of  our  population.  For  com- 
parison with  this  it  has  been  calculated  that  the  average  supply  for  tbe 
month  of  June  provides  one  tomato  for  each  7.7  persona  of  our  popu- 
lation.     (Exhibits  19  and  20.) 

A  study  of  the  statistics  on  Uie  acreage  for  use  as  fresh  tomatoes  In 
the  United  States  does  not  show  the  effects  of  any  injurious  competition 
from  foreign  sources.  The  average  acreage  for  the  two  calendar  years 
1922  and  1923  was  117,440,  aa  compared  with  an  average  of  143,900 
for  tbe  calendar  years  1927  and  1928.  The  Florida  east  coast  district 
has  fluctuated  in  acreage  planted  to  fresh  tomatoes,  apparently  due  to 
climatic  limitations,  varying  from  9,000  to  11,825  acres  for  the  past 
six  seasons,  with  tbe  exception  of  the  season  of  1925-26  when  tbe 
acreage  planted  was  reduced  to  4,360.  Tbe  Florida  west  coast  district, 
on  the  other  hand,  has  varied  very  little  in  the  acreage  planted  from 
year  to  year  during  the  same  period.  South  Texas,  which  is  one  of  the 
districts  asking  for  a  prohibitive  tariff,  has  sbown  a  gradual  increase 
in  acreage  for  tbe  past  six  seasons  from  8,890  acres  in  1922-23  to 
9.330  acres  in  1927-28.  With  further  reference  to  the  fact  that  the 
Florida  east  coast  and  the  Florida  west  coaat  have  not  abown  any  in- 
crease in  acreage,  it  ia  of  Importance  to  note  that  north  central 
Florida,  wiilch  is  not  even  remotely  affei'ted  by  fresh-tomato  importa- 
tions, has  shown  a  gradual  decline  from  15,755  acres  for  the  1923-24 
season  to  3,850  acres  for  the  1926-27  season. 

Tbe  Mexican  west  coast  has  shown  an  Increaae  in  acreage  resulting 
from  the  demands  of  the  American  markets  daring  the  periods  when 
the  American  producers  were  not  supplying  the  markets  In  an  ade- 
quate or  dependable  way.  Figures  have  already  been  submitted  to 
show  the  insignificant  quantity  of  tomatoes  from  all  sources  con- 
sumed in  tbe  United  States  for  tbe  months  of  December  to  April,  In- 
clusive. Tbe  peak  planting  of  tomatoes  on  the  Mexican  west  coast 
occurred  in  the  season  1926-27  when  there  were  reported  47,270 
acres.  Tbls  was  followed  by  a  decline  for  tbe  season  1927-28,  when 
tbe  planting  record  shows  43,784  acres.  The  total  production  for  tbe 
season  1928-2T  was  111,096.000  poands  as  compared  with  •5,280,000 
potmds  for  the  season  1927-28. 

Tbe  prices  receiv<«d  for  tbe  beet  Florida  tomatoes  la  tbe  American 
markets  decline  as  a  rule  in  April  and  May,  at  a  period  when  tbe  Im- 
ports are  disappearing  from  the  American  markets.  Based  on  averages 
for  April  and  May,  1927  and  1928,  a  study  of  tbe  price  records  to 
New  York  show  that  for  tbe  month  of  April  when  there  was  an  average 
of  1,826  ears  of  Mexican  toasatees  on  tbe  American  markets,  the 
price  for  tbe  beet  Florida  tomatoes  averaged  98.27.  whereas,  for  tbe 
month  ot  May,  when  there  was  an  average  of  208  cars  of  Mexican 
tomatoes  on  tbe  American  markets,  tbe  average  for  tbe  best  Florida 
tomatoes  declined  to  $8.08.     (Exhibit  21.) 

Tbe  record  of  anloads  of  carload  lots  of  fresh  tomatoes  In  eome  of 
the  leading  markets  of  the  Bast,  Middle  West,  and  West,  shows  that 
during  April,  May,  and  June,  as  tbe  American  produdng  centers 
reacb  tbe  seasons  when  they  are  able  to  supply  tbe  market  demands 
in  a  reasonable  way,  tbe  Imported  tomatoee  gradually  relinquish  the 
different  markets  unril  they  are  entirely  withdrawn.  Bxhlbft  22, 
which  is  filed  herewith,  shows  tiiat  an  eastern  group  of  markets  con- 
sisting of  Boston,  New  York,  and  Philadelphia  were  supplied  from 
domestic  sources  in  1926-27  for  the  month  of  April  to  the  extent  of 
78.3  per  cent,  for  the  month  of  May  to  the  extent  of  9S.1  per  cent,  and 
for  the  month  of  June  to  the  extent  of  98.8  per  cent.  In  the  Middle 
West  and  West  tbe  records  show  that  the  markets  are  more  dependent 
upon  imports  for  the  months  of  April  and  May,  while  fbr  the  month  of 
June  tfie  tomato  supply  is  practically  100  per  cent  from  domeetle 
sourcee. 

Notwithstanding  tbe  prevalent  idea  among  American  agricultural  in- 
terests, tbe  so-called  cheap  labor  of  Mexico  is  of  no  advantage  to  the 
producers  of  fresh  tomatoes  in  that  country.  Tbe  economy  in  tbe 
matter  of  labor  is  dependent  upon  tbe  question  of  efficiency  of  that 
labor  rather  than  upon  tbe  question  of  tbe  man-day  expense.  The  more 
saccessful  growers  in  Mexico  find  It  necessary  to  use  expensive  Ameri- 
can machinery  and  implements  in  order  to  overcome  the  labor  dis- 
advantages under  which  they  operate  in  that   country. 

There  are  absolutely  no  advantages,  bonuses,  or  rebstes  enjoyed  by 
the  producers  of  fresh  tomatoes  in  Mexico. 

The  business  of  growing  fresh  tomatoes  on  tbe  west  coast  of  Mexico 
has  afforded  a  reasonable  margin  of  profit  to  the  growers  daring  the 
existence  of  this  Industry. 

A  thorough  consideration  of  all  phases  of  tbe  early  fresh  tomato 
industry  leads  to  tbe  conclusion  that  the  difficulties  which  hav«>  aroused 
the  growers  of  Florida  to  their  present  opposition  to  Imported  tomatoes 
do  not  arise  primarily  from  injuriouK  foreign  competition  in  tlie  Ameri- 
can markets  bat  that  they  are  difficulties  arising  from  tbe  natural 
climatic  limitations  and  disadvantages  of  the  American  districts  con- 
cerned and  also  from  their  geographic  location,  which  ankes  it  iB^>rac- 
ticable  for  the  entire  country  to  be  dqtendeat  upon  titem  as  a  soorce 
of  wanly  in  anf  naoath  ia  the  year. 
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rSOHMTB   AflAIMVT  A>T  nrCBIASB  tit  TABIFV  OIT  niMS  TOMATOBa 
At   tb«   bMrin«;  od   fresh   toowtoM  btton  tb«  United   States  Tariff 
Commiailon  In  Jnn«,  1928,  protests  against  any  lacrease  in  tbe  tariff 
wm  sabmltted  from  the  following: 

Nogales  Ctaajnber  of  Commerce :  Tarson  Chamber  of  Commerce :  Pboe- 
Biz  Chamber  of  Commerce ;  Tama  Chamber  of  Commerce ;  Los  Angeles 
Chamber  of  Connnerc*' :  San  Prandsco  HooaewlTes  League ;  Associated 
Prodoce  Dealers  and  Brokers  of  Los  Angeles ;  Foreign  Trade  Club  of 
Soothem  California  :  Prodoce  Dealers  of  San  Francisco ;  Crown  Willa- 
mette Paper  Co.,  San  Francisco;   National  Association  of  Wooden  Box 
Manafacturers,   Chicago;   Growers'   Mercantile  k  Supply  Co.,  Nogales; 
Joseph  A.  Camming  y  Cta,  Nogales ;  A.  A.  Bumand,  Nogales ;  Tomato 
Importers    of    New    York   City ;    J.    Hamborger    Co.,    New    York    City ; 
Thurston  Fruit  Co.,  New  York  City ;  Arlsona  Wholesale  Produce  Asso- 
ciation :  H.  P.  Henry  ft  Co.,  Detroit ;  Texas  Wholesale  Fruit  and  Vege- 
table   I>«alers'    Association ;    Philadelphia    Perishable   Carlot    Receirers' 
Association  ;  George  Hits  ft  Co.,  Indianapolis :  Fry  Brokerage  Co.,  Chi- 
cago :  ShaftOB  Co..  Chicago ;  Forest  City  Produce  Co.,  Clereland ;  Frank 
A.  Crosslry.  Proridence ;  Hannaford  Bros.  Co.,  Portland.  Me. ;  Scfawartx 
ft  I.«p<>ret8ky  Co.,  Springfield,  Mass.;  Independent  Brokerage  Co.   (Inc.), 
Seattle ;   Crenabaw   ft   Bosom.   Seattle ;    Henry   J.    Perkins   Co.,    Spring- 
fleld.  Mass. ;  S.  Landow  ft  Co.  (Inci.  New  Haren ;  South  Water  Traffic 
Association,   Chicago ;    C.    W.    Chamberlain   ft   Co.,    Seattle ;   Fruit   and 
Produce    Dealers'   Club,    Kansas   City,    Mo. ;   Ryan   Fruit    Co.,    Seattle ; 
Detroit    Tomato    Co.,    Detroit;    Detroit    Produce   Association,    Detroit; 
Bloom  Co.,  Detroit;  Frank  Deriso,  Buffalo;  Altman  ft  Swarts,  Buffalo; 
Joseph  Rotbaoberg,  Buffalo;  Harry  Altman,  BaCTalo;  A.  ft  O.  Produce 
Co..    Buffalo;   Pioneer    Fruit  Co.,    Seattle;    C.    L.    Dierks  Co.,   Toledo; 
Sawyer  ft  Day,  Boston ;  O.  Angelo  Onit  Co..  Boston  ;  Lowell  Bros,  ft 
Bailey  Co.,  Boston ;  M.  Murmes,  Boston  ;  A.  Scalia  Co.,  Boston ;  Ousttai 
ft  Saunders  Co..  Boston  ;  Harrey  Produce  Co.,  Boston ;  George  O.  Gustla, 
Boston ;  H.  S.  OostlB  Sons,  Boston ;  P.  D.  Cecca  ft  Co..  Boston, 
otactrssioif  or  cotrtmirtioiiM  uadm  at  onitcd  statbs  TAurw  commission 

At  the  hsartng  before  the  United  Ststes  Tariff  CommiwloB  in  June. 
1928,  on  the  subject  of  fresh  tomstoes,  the  investigations  of  the  Tariff 
Comralaslon  as  rsportsd  in  the  preliminary  statement  of  May  22.  1928, 
vsre  attacked  by  ttis  representatives  of  vegetable  interests  of  Florida  in 
'  a  aomber  of  particulars.  Several  claims  were  put  forth  which  will  be 
answered  st  this  time. 

The  appUcanta  before  the  Tariff  Commisaion  representing  Florida 
vegetable  interests  contended  the  cost  figures  arrived  at  by  the  inrestl- 
gators  of  the  Tariff  Coounlsslon  were  not  representative  ss  regards  the 
individual  growers  in  Florlds.  from  whom  records  were  obtained.  They 
contended  that  riM  recorda  were  obUined  from  the  most  progressive 
growers,  whose  production  would  be  more  economical  than  the  avenge, 
and.  tberctora.  that  the  coat  figures  for  the  Florida  areas  were,  in  fact, 
f  t  M^er  than  this  group  from  which  the  Tariff  Commission'a  figures  were 
secured.  The  lack  of  foundation  for  such  a  contention  is  clearly  shown 
In  Tables  18  and  19  of  the  preliminary  statement  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
mission. In  Table  18  it  appears  that  the  Florida  east  coast  group,  from 
whom  records  were  secured  for  two  seasons,  averaged  approximately  13 
per  cent  less  thsn  the  average  production  per  acre  for  the  entire  area. 
It  sbooid  be  noted  further  that  the  weighted  average  production  for  the 
■^  entire  group,  including  Florida  cast  coast,  Florida  west  coast,  and  south 
Texas,  is  about  17%  per  cent  lens  than  the  weighted  average  for  all 
growers  la  the  dUtricts  mentioned.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Mexican 
^  |roup  of  farmers  from  whom  records  were  obtained  by  the  Tariff  Com- 
-^misnion's  Investigators  were  only  5  per  cent  below  the  average  produc- 
tion for  all  farma  in  the  diatrict.  On  the  basis  of  available  information, 
therefore,  there  is  •  more  reasonable  basis  for  the  assumption  tliat  the 
actual  average  production  cost  for  the  American  area  is  less  than  esti- 
mated In  the  figures  of  the  Tariff  Commission  rather  than  more,  as 
contended  by  the  representatives  of  the  Florida  interests. 

An  extensive  argument  was  presented  on  behalf  of  the  Florida  inter- 
ests intending  to  prove  that  the  areas  selected  by  the  investigators  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  in  Mexico  were  not  representative  sreas  and  that 
other  areas  in  Mexico  should  have  been  considered.  As  a  matter  of 
ftict.  the  Induaion  of  these  other  areas  would  have  tended  to  Increase 
the  costs  of  production  as  ascertained  by  the  investlgatora  of  the  Tariff 
Commission. 

it  was  contended  by  representatives  of  Florida  tomato  growers  that 
the  cost  of  production  per  hundred  pounds  In  the  Mexican  west  coast 
region  was  unduly  high  because  of  the  fact  that  the  greater  part  of  the 
tomat<>es  grown  during  the  years  1925-26  and  1926-27  covered  by  the 
investigation,  were  of  the  Globe  variety  rather  than  of  the  Marglobe 
variety.  The  fruit  of  the  latter  variety  possesses  a  very  high  degree 
of  immunity  to  nailhead  dlseaae  which  is  sometimes  an  important  factor 
ta  the  production  per  acre  In  certain  districts  of  the  Mexican  west  coast. 
According  to  statements  made  by  representatives  of  the  three  American 
districts,  the  Marglobe  variety  has  been  substituted  for  the  Globe  almost 
entirely  oa  the  Florida  east  coast  while  on  the  Florida  west  coast  thoe 
is  etlll  a  large  perceatage  of  Globe  toasatoes.  In  the  south  Texas  ana, 
tke  percentage  of  Marglobe  tosMtoes  is  still  smaller  thaa  ia  the  Florida 
wcat  coast  district.     It  la  worthy  of  note  that  the  figures  by  the  investl- 
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gatots  of  the  Tariff  Commission  presented  in  Table  K  of  their  ptellml- 
nary  statemoit,  shows  a  total  gross  farm  cost  on  the  Florida  east  coast 
wheie  the  Marglobe  variety  has  been  so  generally  adopted  of  $3,542  per 
100  pounds,  whereas  on  the  west  coast  of  Florida,  the  cost  per  100 
pousOs  as  the  average  of  the  two  seasons,  was  only  $2.92,  and  In  the 
south  Texas  district  the  cost  per  100  pounds  was»$3.194.  In  other 
won!  9,  the  cost  figures  given  In  Table  K  show  that  the  highest  cost  was 
wherB  the  Marglobe  variety  predominated.  This  fact  is  not  pointed  out 
as  efidence  that  it  cost  more  per  100  pounds  to  produce  Marglobe  to- 
mato^ but  as  an  illustration  of  the  fact  that  the  variety  is  not  neces- 
saril] '  a  factor  which  governs  the  cost  of  production. 

It  was  pointed  out  by  representatives  of  Mexican  west  coast  interests 
that  while  the  Marglobe  variety  has  been  found  to  possess  a  high  degree 
of  inmunity  to  nailhead  disease,  it  Is  the  fruit  only  which  shows  this 
Immunity.  In  one  of  the  most  careful  experiments,  the  vines  of  the 
Marglobe  variety  were  more  severely  injured  by  the  nailhead  fungus 
than  were  the  vines  of  the  Globe  variety.  When  weather  conditions  are 
favor  tble  for  the  development  of  nailhead  fungus,  the  vine  itself  will 
soon  die,  and  immunity  on  the  part  of  the  fruit  Is  of  very  little  advan- 
Uge  under  such  condirions.  On  the  other  hsnd.  In  districts  where  the 
nailhead  fungus  Is  less  prevalent  or  In  districts  of  the  Mexican  west 
coast!  when  climatic  conditions  are  not  favorable  for  the  development 
of  fnhguj,  the  Globe  tomatijes  are  considered  as  more  satisfactory  tmth 
from  the  growers'  and  shippers'  standpoint.  The  shippers  of  Mexican 
west  coast  tomatoes  have  frequent  market  reports  of  the  Marglobe  va- 
riety "  ripening  soft,"  and  under  favorable  conditions  the  Globe  variety 
will  usually  bring  a  considerably  higher  price. 

A  1  bird  variety  of  tomato  known  as  the  Marvelosa  has  been  proved  by 
expel  imrntal  work  on  the  Mexican  west  coast  to  be  Immune  to  nailhead 
diseaiie  to  an  even  higher  degree  than  is  the  Marglobe  variety.  This  va- 
riety has  certain  obJecHonatrie  features,  however,  but  serves  to  illustrate 
the  lict  that  Immunity  to  the  nailhead  disease  is  not  necessarily  the 
facto  '  which  must  decide  the  question  of  the  variety  to  be  selected. 

Thi(  tomato  growers  on  the  Mexican  west  coast  are  as  progressive 
as  thf  tomato  growers  in  the  American  dlatrtcts  under  discussion,  and 
effort  I  are  being  made  to  reduce  the  cost  of  production.  It  must  be 
admiUed  that  every  winter-vegetal>le-growlng  section  is  subject  to 
haxarls  of  one  kind  or  another  which  tend  to  Increase  the  cost  of  pro- 
ductidn  as  compared  with  the  cost  for  the  later  districts.  It  has 
been  the  experience  on  the  Mexican  west  coast — and  It  ia  believed  that 
this  li  the  experience  common  to  fruit  and  vegetable  growing  districts 
•▼*iT  rhere — that  when  one  problem  is  solved  there  is  another  problem 
or  coiDbination  of  problem.'<  equally  serious  to  take  its  place.  A  good 
exami'le  of  this  Is  the  heavy  loss  experienced  this  present  season  by 
the  Florida  east  coast  growers  due  to  Pboma  rot.  This  fungus  disease 
devehps  In  transit  and,  according  to  receivers  In  eastern  markets,  has 
been  largely  responsible  for  the  low  prices  paid  for  Florida  tomatoes. 
Everj  thing  considered.  It  Is  unreasonable  to  believe  from  past  history 
of  conditions  on  the  Mexican  west  coast  that  the  reduction  In  the  nail- 
head  Idamage  by  the  use  of  the  Marglobe  variety  will  materially  affect 
produjction  costs. 

Th(  representatives  of  the  Florida  tomato  Interests  clsim  that  the 
two  3  ears  covered  by  the  investigations  of  the  Tariff  Commission  were 
not  I  epresentatlve  years  and  that  the  season  of  1927-28  should  be 
inclu<  ed.  It  was  pointed  out  that  the  cost  of  production  for  1927-28 
as  ths  result  of  a  frost  damage  in  Florida  was  unusually  high  for  the 
season  of  1927-28.  The  representatives  of  the  Mexican  west  coast 
Indus  ry  were  satisfied  with  the  fairness  of  the  commlsrion's  cost 
Inquliy  to  all  concerned,  but  they  also  pointed  out  that  the  losses  in 
Mexlo  were  much  hearier  than  usual  as  a  result  of  an  unseasonal 
ralnfi  II  and  floods.  From  this  It  would  appear  that  with  low  average 
yields  and  a  corresponding  high  cost  of  production  In  both  Florida  east 
coast  and  In  Mexican  west  coast  districts.  It  would  be  of  little  advantage 
to  CO  wider  the  season  of  1927-28,  in  addition  to  the  two  seasons 
studKd,  in  snch  deUU  by  the  Investigators  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 

It  I  aay  be  pointed  out  at  this  place  that  Florida  tomato  growers  have 
an  oiportunlty  to  reduce  their  packing  costs  by  adopting  the  lug  In 
the  p  ace  of  the  e-basket  crate  which  has  for  years  been  their  standard 
package  for  tomatoes.  The  absurdity  of  the  claims  emphasised  by 
representatives  of  the  Florida  cast  coast  interests  In  regard  to  their 
unllm  ted  opportunities  for  expansion  of  tomato  plantings  to  take  care 
cf  th<  market  requirements  under  a  prohibitive  tariff  is  clearly  shown 
by  Bjhlbit  23.  This  chart  shows  how  the  proposed  cure  for  the  ills 
of  th<  Florida  tomato  growers  would  be  much  worse  than  the  disease. 
In  thi  first  place,  the  individual  growers  on  the  Florida  east  coast  could 
not  ii  the  long  run  benefit  from  any  attempt  to  uHlixe  the  mllliojiB  of 
acres  of  land  mentioned  by  the  representatives  of  the  Florida  tomato 
growers  for  the  expansion  of  the  tomato  business,  and  If  such  un- 
warranted de^Iopment  were  to  be  attempted  under  the  climatic  limita- 
tions, it  is  evident  that  Florida  west  coast  and  south  Texas  would  be 
rnine4  as  tomato-growing  districts  by  the  overlapping  of  the  Fl-i^rlda 
east  (oast  shipping  season.  In  this  connection,  Mr.  H.  T.  Bennett, 
secret  ipy  and  business  manager  of  the  Manatee  County  Growers'  Asso^ 
datloii.  Bradentown,  Fla.,  as  reported  on  page  84  of  the  stenographic 
mlnnt  s  of  the  hearing  before  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  on 
June    15,  1928,  when  asked  whether  the  imposition  of  a  tariff  with  the 
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resulting  increaae  ef  arreag^  on  the  east  coast  of  Florida  would  DOt 
mean  far  greater  interference  with  the  Florida  west  coast  crop  than 
It  is  now  receiving  from  Cuba,  the  Bahamas,  and  Mexico,  answered  ia 
the  affirmative. 

One  of  the  subjects  Introduced  in  the  bearing  before  the  Tariff 
Commission  by  the  representatives  of  the  dome8tic  producers  was  that 
of  "AmericanlsB*.'*  Under  the  existing  conditlonp  the  suggested  pro- 
gram of  a  prohibitive  tariff  on  fresh  tomatoes  is  equivalent  to  demand- 
ing that  one  American  industry  be  benefited  at  the  ox|>ense  of  the 
destruction  of  soother  American  Industry.  Refer  to  Rxhibit  24,  being 
n  copy  of  a  petition  signed  by  27  American  rittaens,  residents  of 
FXierte  Valley,  State  of  Sinaloa,  Mexico,  aU  of  whom  are  groweis  of 
fresh  tomatoe.s,  a.«iking  for  a  reduction  in  the  existing  tariff  nite  on 
fre«h  tomatOMi,  soch  petition  liavlng  been  submitted  to  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission  at  its  hearing  on  June  27,  1928.  It  should 
niso  l»e  considered  In  this  connection  that  to  destroy  the  freah-tomato 
industry  on  the  west  coast  of  Mexico  would  also  result  in  depriving 
American  manufacturers  of  various  goods  of  a  lucrntiTe  market  for 
their  pro«luct.  In  addition  to  th*  American  mannfacturers  who  would 
l>e  injured  in  this  manner,  American  agric«ltural  Interests  would  like- 
wise also  l«  injured  to  a  correspondbig  degree. 

it  has  been  shown  In  this  brief  that  freeh  tomatoes  are  generally 
recognised  as  vital  to  the  health  of  our  population  and  that  there  is  no 
dependable  American  supply  for  the  Aroericen  markets  during  the 
months  frete  December  to  April,  inclusive ;  that  It  is  Imprartlcable  to 
supply  the  markets  of  the  entire  country  from  domestic  sources  during 
the  period  mentioned;  that  the  pioductlOB  coats  for  the  fresh-tomato 
industry  in  Mexico,  the  principal  competing  country,  have  been  proven 
to  be  much  higher  thaa  the  production  cosU  ia  the  areas  of  the  United 
States  producing  during  the  same  period  ;  that  even  with  the  elimination 
of  the  present  import  duty  of  one-half  cent  per  pound,  the  greater  cost 
of  prodnctioa  in  Mexico  affords  adequate  protectioa  to  American  tomato 
growers;  that  the  fresh-tomato  Industry  In  Mexico  is  virtually  an 
American  enterprise  involving  American  investments  and  trade  rela- 
tioas  which  under  present  conditions  Inure  to  the  great  advantage  of 
American  manufacturera  and  of  American  agricultural  interests;  that 
iajurioas  competition  in  the  American  markets  between  the  domestic 
product  and  the  imported  product  is  an  insignificant  factor  in  consider- 
ing the  frettb-toauto  tariff;  that  various  protests  representing  ooasum- 
Ing  interests  throughout  the  United  States  have  been  msde  of  record 
against  any  increase  in  the  existing  tariff  on  fresh  tomatoes ;  that  the 
main  contentions  made  on  behalf  of  the  domestic  producers  at  the  hear- 
ing before  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  in  June,  1928.  are 
unfounded  and  are  not  Justified  by  the  preliminary  statement  of  the 
Investigators  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  but  on  the  contrary  reflect  in  an 
unfair  manner  upon  the  work  of  the  Investigators  of  the  commission. 

Wherefore,  all  the  premises  considered,  It  is  respectfully  urged  that 
paragraph  770  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922  be  revised  by  amending  it  as 
herein  requested  so  that  fresh  tomatoes  shall  be  exempt  from  duty  for 
the  period  from  December  1  to  May  1. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

West   Coast  VaoxTABLi  Assoctatiov, 
By  \.  W.  MoBHii.L,  AgricuUural  Adviser. 

Washinoton,  D.  C,  Febraory  H,  UM. 
Hon.  Willis  C.  Hawlit, 

Ohatrman  Fease  Ways  and  Jfeans  Committee, 

HouM  omce  BtMdino,  Wmahimofn,  D.  O. 
Re  West  Coast  Vegetable  AssedatloB  : 

Dbab  Sm :  We  an  in  receipt  of  the  following  telegnm  under  date  of 
February  T,  1029,  tnm  the  West  Coast  Vegeuble  Aasoelatioa  of 
Nogales,  Aria. : 

"  We  have  received  adrloe  from  Cnllacan  that  Preaident  Portea  Oil  baa 
wired  stating  that  a  resolution  has  been  dictated  applying  the  special 
export  doty  on  tomatoes  that  are  of  inferior  qoallty.  This  means  that 
all  can  of  tomatoes  of  Inferior  quality  will  have  to  pay  the  i^Mial 
export  duty  befon  they  eaa  leave  Mexico.  In  oar  oplniea  this  will 
nake  problbttive  the  exportation  of  tomatoes  not  makii;^  certain  stand- 
ard aad  believe  will  reanlt  in  very  marked  advantage  to  conauming 
public,  and  should  be  of  valae  In  stahilisiBg  the  bualaeas  aad  redaclag 
Mexican  competition  with  B^orida." 

We  request  that  this  tetegram  be  included  in  the  record  of  tariff 
bearings. 

Very  truly  yours. 

OOLIAOAT,   CurvOBD   ft   PlTTOa, 
By  Bdwabo  Clwoko. 

Baiav  or  thb  AaaocuTBD   PaoimcB  DaAuaaa   aivd  Baosaaa   or   Lo« 

AnvKaa,  Caxjf. 

Jamitabt  16,  1929. 
Wats  avb  Mbaxb  OoMMiTTBa, 

Bemee  of  MeprceeiUaHoee.    • 
GBirrLBHBii:  The  Asaoclated  Prodoee   Dsaleca  and   Brokers  of   Loa 
Angries.  comprising  the  majority  of  the  wholaaale  reeelsera  at  tntta 


and  TecetaMes,  dealre  to  place  befon  you  Cor  dae  coaaideratioB  in  eaa* 
aecUon  with  the  qnestioB  of  tariff  on  fresh  wgetables  this  statement 
and  petition  in  behalf  of  the  produce  tnde  of  Loa  Angeles,  Calif. 

1.  We  believe  that  the  vegftable  trade  and  consumers  of  the  far 
Western  States  an  entitled  to  a  condnuooa  supply  of  freob  vogetablee 
throivhout  the  year  with  as  much  defMndabillty  and  at  prices  as  reason- 
able as  possible. 

2.  The  present  supply  of  tonuttoes  in  Los  Angeles  markets  during, 
the  months  from  November  to  May  is  such  that  the  retail  price  Is  fre- 
quently beyond  the  reach  of  the  average  consumer.  A  similar  situation 
exists  with  certain  other  fresh  vegetables,  but  for  different  periods. 
During  these  periods  Mexico  is  the  only  source  of  commercial  supplies 
for  the  territory  west  of  the  Rocky  Mountains. 

3.  Statistics  show  conclusively  that  no  district  of  Ibe  United  State* 
can  supply  the  American  markets  with  fresh  tomatoes  in  a  dependable 
way  during  the  months  of  December  to  April.  Inclusive,  with  peas  dur- 
ing the  period  from  December  1  to  March  30,  and  with  peppers  during 
the  period  from  December  15  to  March  30. 

4.  Those  producing  interests  demanding  an  increase  in  the  duty  on 
fresh  vegetables  propose  in  effect  that  the  needs  of  the  consumers 
throughout  the  United  States,  and  particularly  those  of  tbe  western 
portion,  be  Ignored  by  Congress  in  the  revision  of  the  tariff  law. 

5.  All  early  tomato  growing  districts  are  subject  to  baiards  of 
frost,  excessive  rains,  droughts,  and  unusual  insect  peat  and  plant 
disease  dsmage.  For  this  reason  It  is  hlgbly  desirable  that  several 
sources  of  supply  of  fnsh  tomatoes  aad  other  vegetables  t>e  available 
during  the  months  when  tbe  supply  is  short.  Tbe  west  coast  of 
Mexico  Is  a  much  more  reliable  source  of  supply  of  fnsh  tomatoes 
during  the  months  from  December  to  April,  laduslve,  than  la  sny 
American  district,  and  acts  as  a  stabiliser  of  the  tomato  tnde  in  the 
entire  United  States  during  these  months  ss  well  as  the  sole  source  of 
supply  for  the  Western  States. 

6.  We  an  Informed  that  the  results  of  tbe  Investigations  conducted 
by  the  Tariff  Commission  have  shown  conclusive  that  the  cost  ef 
tomatoes  on  tbe  farms  in  the  west  coast  of  Mexico,  ss  well  as  dellv- 
end  in  Chicago  and  New  York,  is  far  greater  thaa  the  same  costs 
for  Florida  tomatoes,  aad  it  is  believed  that  similar  eoodltiOBS  exist 
ia  regard  to  other  fresh  vegetablea,  automatically  and  oatunlly  acting 
to  protect  American  producers  when  they  can  supply  tbe  markets  In  a 
dependable  way. 

7.  In  consideration  of  the  commercial  nlations  built  up  and  main- 
tained between  freah  vegetable  producing  sections  of  Mexico  and  the 
United  States  almost  entirely  due  to  this  industry,  and  tbe  large  excess 
of  noncompetitive  agricultural  products  shipped  to  Mexico  from  tbe 
United  States  it  is  evident  that  American  agricultural  interests  as  a 
whole  are  benefited  esthcr  than  injured  by  the  Mexican  fresh  vegetable 
growing  and  shipping  business. 

8.  In  view  of  the  foregoing  conditioun  tbe  Associsted  Produce  Dealen 
and  Broken  of  Los  Angeles  hereby  respectfully  petition  the  Coagresa 
of  tbe  United  States  to  make  no  change  in  the  present  tariffh  oa 
periahable  fresh  vegetables,  particularly  tomstoes,  peppen,  and  peaat 
as  we  an  fully  convinced  that  the  Americaa  produccn  of  vegetablaa 
during  the  winter  months  are  fully  protected  by  present  tariff  schedules, 
and  that  the  best  interests  in  the  country  as  a  whole,  and  particu- 
larly of  tbe  Western  States,  will  be  served  by  leaving  such  schedules 
unchanged. 

AasociATBD  PBOpncB  Dbalbrs  and  Bbokbbb  or  Los  Ahoblxs, 
Per  Houbb  A.  Hakbib,  Secretery-yanager. 

QcoiATiONa  Fbom  turn  Pbodccb  Nbwb  or  Fbbbuabt  9,  1929,  Fbom  Cob- 

SBarUSOBNT    AV    UOMB8TBAJ>«  FUA.,    EXPLAINIMa    WHT   TOMATOBB    WbBB 
"  ROTTINO  IN  THB  FlBUtS  "  AS  RBPOBTBO  BZ  MB.  L.   L.   CKAKPUB 

"  Manager  J.  B.  Bortoa,  of  the  SnUedgcs  Packing  Co..  says  that  the 
market  will  be  laon  materially  sftected  by  the  better  grade  of  Florida 
tomatoea  now  coming  on  tbaa  by  tbe  Mexleaa  freeae.,  '  We  look  for  a 
healthy  mattet  as  our  aew  stock  eomea  la.  The  early  fmlt  has  mn 
more  to  choice  aad  second  grade  and  has  been  small  and  soft,  not  round 
and  hard  like  the  Marglobe  variety  that  is  coming  on  the  ouu-ket  now. 
The  demand  seems  to  be  a  little  better  and  when  we  get  good  qualities 
we  win  get  a  fair  price.* 

*  C.  W.  Little,  of  the  Royal  Palm  Trucken,  reports  that  growen  are 
optimistic  and  that  crops  are  showing  up  well.  So  long  as  the  extreme 
cold  weather  continues  in  the  North  they  do  not  expect  mucb  demand 
for  tomatoes,  bat  the  market  will  pick  up,  they  believe,  with  milder 
weather.  '  Our  fanaen  tried  to  hurry  their  crop  this  year  by  excep- 
tionally early  planting,'  he  said,  '  and  the  quality  seems  to  have  suffered. 
After  all,  our  tomato  season  in  former  yean  did  not  really  begin  until 
the  middle  of  February,  nor  did  it  get  going  well  antU  the  ndddle  ot 
March.  Orowing  conditions  evldcBtly  are  not  right  for  such  early  plaat- 
ing.    Tbe  wet  aad  cold  weather  does  not  develop  the  best  fruit.' 

"  Hardy  ft  GentDe  have  been  the  heaviest  shippen  recently,  having 
seat  o«t  Id  ears  during  the  past  week.  Better  fralt  Is  now  beglaalag  to 
arrive,  they  report.  The  Homestead  Growers'  Associadon  has  shipped 
two  can  aad  expects  to  increase  its  shlH^^B^'  this  week.    The  siore- 
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■lent  In  all  hoo»e«  hut  been  at  tb«  lowMt  «bb  since  the  flnt  of  tlie  year. 
Two  cnnneries  are  In  operation,  one  here  and  one  at  Florida  City ;  tbeae 
are  maktnf  om  of  tbe  fruit  not  worth  shipping." 


Wet   San   Antonio   Was    Saorr   on   Tomatois    Whbn    Fumidh   Had 
TiUM    "  Hom-NO   in   thi    Fislos  "   Dca   to   "  Compbtition  " 

Miami,  Pua.,  March  13,  tm. 
R.  E.  Wir.ao»  Co., 

Bim  Antonio,  Tern. 
GKXTLBiiKN  :  Conflrmlng  our  wire  of  the  12th  instant:  The  quality 
of  our  tumutoes  la  very  ordinary,  most  markets  reporting  the  stock 
airtrlng  with  the  "  ripea "  somewhat  soft.  It  Is  onr  opinion  that  the 
present  shipments  will  arrire  in  about  the  same  condition ;  conse- 
quently, we  did  not  feel  warranted  in  quoting  you  as  you  had  spedfled 
tliat  yuu  wanted  best  quality. 

For  your  Information  will  state  that  our  crops  here  are  extremely 
■bort.  due  probably  to  the  warm,  dry  weather  we  have  had  moat  of 
this  st«con.  From  preaent  tndicatloos  the  crop  in  this  section  will 
wind  up  rery  shortly,  probably  within  four  weeks.  The  peak  of  the 
movement  baa  already  been  reached :  consequently,  prices  are  certain 
to  sdvancp  even  on  this  ordinary  to  poor  quality. 

l^is  ba/-ely  poaaible  that  a  few  of  the  later  crops,  which  will  come  in 
dorta^tbe  next  two  weeks,  will  show  Improved  quality.  If  this  proves 
to  be  the  casA,  we  will  wire  you  promptly,  as  we  would  like  very  much 
to  tiandle  a  portion  of  your  business. 

Thanking  yoo  very  much  for  the  Inquiry,  and  regretting  our  luabillty 
to  quote  you  at  present,  I  beg  to  remain, 
Yours  very  truly, 

ROBIBT  O.   Applboatb,  Jr.^ 

Btatbhbnt  or  Bawtbb  k  Dat  (Inc),  op  Bobtow,  Datid  Mabch  8,  1029 

(NoTB. — Tbe  flm  of  Sawyer  *  Day  (Inc.)  is  the  largcat  tomato  re- 
esivtng  and  repacking  concern  In  New  England.) 

QOaUTT    or    PAtX     and    WINTBB    tomato    St'PPLIBS 

It  is  well  known  to  tbe  vegetable  trade  In  tbe  East  that  California 
■Bd  Texas  toBMtow  which  were  on  tbe  market  In  November  and 
iMrember  were  of  Inferior  quality,  and  that  they  were  in  such  voluma 
•s  to  d#t>rMM  tb«  market. 

Wh<>n  tbe  Cubans  and  Nasaaus  began  to  arrive  tbey  were  of  t>etter 
quality  and  broogbt  better  prices,  but  the  movement  of  Amerlcnn-grown 
Inferior  tomatoaa  «t  that  sMson  held  down  tb«  market  prteaa.  Mexican 
tomstoes  begaa  to  arrive  In  small  quantities  late  In  December  and  aver 
BfBd  much  better  quality  than  t1>e  Florida  tomatoes.  Government  mar- 
ket reports  show  that  Instead  of  Mexican  tomatoes  underselling  Florldas 
tbe  comparable  grade*  of  Mexican  tomatoes  have  baen  saUliig  for  more 
per  pound :  for  example,  in  Boaton  tbe  Oovemment  report  xbowi  for 
Fabraary  20,  $2.B0  paid  for  Florida  6's  choice,  which  is  9.25  eenta  per 
pound,  whereas  Mexican  tomatoes  in  original  lugs  were  quoted  at  f2.2S 
to  $2.50.  which  at  30  pounds  per  lug  repreaents  7.5  to  8.3  centa  per 
pooBd.  On  Febnutry  21  tbe  Government  reports  show  Florida  tomatoes 
aoUIng  at  from  5  to  0.2  ccntB  per  pound,  whereas  Mexicans  ware  selling 
at  from  0.6  cents  to  T.5  cents  per  pound. 

BXrtaNATION  or  INTXaiOB  qcalitt  plobida  tomatobb 

In  corroboration  of  the  atwve  flguree,  which  are  representative  and  in- 
dicate the  difference  in  quality  of  tbe  Florida  and  Mexican  tomatoes  in 
the  Massachusetts  market,  we  note  in  the  Produce  News  of  February  9 
qootationa  from  several  shippers  In  a  news  item  dated  at  Homestead, 
Fla.,  February  8.  We  are  inclosing  a  portion  of  this  article  quoting 
from  three  of  the  heaviest  shippera.  which  explains  why  Florida  tomatoes 
have  tieen  rotting  in  the  fields.  Please  note  partlcnlarly  the  statement 
of  C.  W    Little,  of  the  Royal  Palm  Truckers,  as  foUowa : 

"Our  farmers  tried  to  hnrry  their  crop  this  year  by  exeeptloaally 
early  planting  and  the  quality  seems  to  have  suffered.  After  all  our 
tomato  seanon  in  former  years  did  not  really  begin  until  tbe  middle  of 
February,  nor  did  it  get  going  well  until  tbe  middle  of  March.  Growing 
conditions  evidently  are  not  right  for  such  early  planting.  The  wet 
and  cold  weather  doe*  not  develop  the  best  fruit." 

HlOHXa  TABirV  PBOBABLT  INJUIIODB  TO  rLOBUU   TOMATO  INDUSTBT 

We  believe  that  if  by  reason  of  a  prohibitive  tariff  on  tomatoes,  for 
which,  we  understand,  tbe  Florida  tomato  growers  are  asking,  they  were 
to  grow  and  ship  a  larger  volume  of  Inferior  fruit  daring  December, 
January,  and  February  in  the  attempt  to  supply  the  normal  market 
demands  there  would  be  a  depreciation  in  tbe  pric«!  which  would  serioualy 
hurt  the  F'lorlda  growera  who  are  attempting  to  grow  tomatoes  during 
the  season  when  their  climatic  conditions  are  more  suitable.  In  other 
words,  a  higher  duty  encouraging  a  larger  production  of  Inferior  toma- 
toes in  Florida  daring  December,  January,  and  February  would  probably 
hurt  the  Florida  tomato  industry  as  much  aa  it  could  poeaibly  be  bene- 
fited by  tbe  elimination  of  tbe  imports  of  tomatoea  by  a  tariff  embargo. 

■OTHOoaa  TOMATO  ^momwut  avwwma.  coummov  wrm  ruKioa  rmaoncf 
•ATHia  TBAir  wmi   imfobts 

We  understand  that  a  representative  of  Mssasrhusults  botheuee  In- 
terests appeared  before  the  Ways  and  Meana  Comnlttce  <wM«ipuii.ii.j 


against  Injurious  competition  from  imported  tomatoes.  In  this  con- 
nec^on  we  wish  to  corroborate  the  testimony  of  the  representative  of 
the  I  Mexican  west  coast  vegetable  indootry  to  the  effect  that  hot- 
houie  tomatoes  can  not  be  grown  and  sold  pro6tably  at  a  price  which 
wiU  meet  tbe  requirements  of  the  average  consumer.  If  it  were  pos- 
slbli)  to  limit  the  supplies  of  hothouse  tomatoes,  the  demand  for  these 
tomitoes  would  not  Increase  very  much  simply  because  the  necessary 
pries  would  limit  the  consumption.  Furthi-rmore,  If  the  contentions 
of  1  he  Florida  growers  were  correct  and  the  production  of  Florida 
tomktoes  were  to  be  increased  to  take  care  of  the  demand  of  the  fleld. 
groiro  tomatoes  during  the  winter  and  spring  months  there  would  be 
Just  aa  many  of  these  tomatoes  on  tbe  marketa  for  the  average  con- 
snm'r  as  nnder  present  conditions. 

Aiother  phase  of  the  situation  is  this:  A  certain  percentage  of 
Flor  da  tomatoes  reach  the  Boston  markets  in  a  condition  which  per- 
mits them  to  be  repacked  in  fancy  packages  and  sold  in  direct  com- 
petl^on  with  the  hothouse-grown  tomatoes.  Tomatoes  picked  in  exactly 
tbe  isame  stage  of  maturity  in  Mexico  ami  ghipped  to  Bosto»  would 
be  orerripe  on  reaching  destination,  and  they  do  not  directly  compete 
Witt  tbe  home-grown  hothouse  tomatoes  even  when  the  average  quality 
of  tlie  Mexican  tomatoes  is  better  than  the  average  quality  of  tbe 
Flor  da  tomatoes.  Tbe  wide  variation  from  year  to  year  in  the  output 
of  Elorida  tomatoes  due  to  climatic  conditions  would  certainly  Injure 
Masiacbusetts  hothouse  interests  more  than  a  fairly  stabilized  market, 
whkh  exists  under  present  conditions  with  tomato  supplies  arriving 
from   different  sources. 

TqMATO    BCPACKIBS    DEPKNDBNT    ON     IMPORTS     POB     BTABILIZIMO    TBB 

8UPFLIB8 

T  le  repacking  of  tomatoes  shipped  from  long  distances — Florida. 
Texi  s,  California.  Mexico,  Cuba,  and  Nassau— is  an  Important  Industry 
in  c  mnection  with  the  trade.  The  rcpockers  hove  been  a  big  factor  In 
dere  loping  tbe  market  for  tomatoes,  since  the  retailers  can  depend  on 
the  repacked  sto.  k  when  they  henltate  to  take  a  chance  with  orlglnnl 
cont liners  whether  from  domestic  or  foreign  sources.  The  repackers 
can  work  most  effectively  when  they  have  n  fairly  dependable  supply 
of  timatoes,  and  If  they  were  depemlent  upon  Florida  most  of  them 
Wood  be  unable  to  operate  during  December,  January,  and  February, 
and  tbey  would  not  l»e  In  as  good  a  position  to  fnke  csre  of  the  larger 
iwpp  lies  from  Florida  during  April  and  May  as  they  are  under  preaent 
cond  Itlons. 


EXTIACT 


of 

an 

fui 

e: 

a 


tils 
anyc  ne 


extei  It 


ElTSACT 


Oie 


on 


••'■ha 
thre 

espe<  lilly 
supp  lied 
obta  ned 
rulli  g 
Hlgt  er 
of  tie 
kept 
are 

supplied 
prohibit! 
econ  >mlcs 


rtoM  Statxmbnt  »t  tmb  BnAPTOir  Co.,  WnotcNALK  Fblit  ako 

TMBTABLXa,     CHICAOO,     DaTKD     MaBCH     30,     1920 

InportatioD  of  commodities  from  Mexico  during  tbe  past  two  or 
weeks   has  been   somewhat  affected   by    the   revolution,    toOiatoe* 
It  has  resulted  in  a  demand  for  tomatoes  which  can  not  be 
Tbe  demand  has  been  so  great  that  tbe  price  that  could  be 
has  been  secondary  to  being  able  to  supply  them  at  all.     Tbe 
price  on  this  market  has  risen  to  around  14.25  to  $4.50  per  lug. 
prices  could  probably  be  maintained  wire  it  not  for  the  feeling 
large  dealers  that  it  is  best  for  all  concerned  that  the  price  be 
within  bounds,  if  possible.    All  public-spirited  merchants  and  others 
nterested  in  having  a  commodity  of  such  Importance  as  tomatoes 
to  the  public,  both  the  rich  and  the  poor,  at  a  price  that  is  not 
Ive.     Even   outside  of  public  spiritedness   it   would   be  unsound 
to  conduct  business  otherwise, 
t  is  our  opinion  that  any  measures  adversely  affecting  the  supply 
basic  commodity  to  such  an  extent  that  it  threatens  to  deprive 
from  being  supplied  at  a  reasonable  price  should  have  the  care- 
iittention  of  each  and  every  one  of  our  lawmakers;  not  only  to  the 
■  of  opposing  any  measures  that  may  be  proposed  for  the  benefit  of 
but  their  attention  should  also  be  directed  to  investigate  the  possi- 
of  reducing  any  cost  which  has  heretofore  tended  to  make  this 
^odity  expensive.     Being  large  handlers  of  this  commodity  for  many 
seems  to  place  us  in  a  position  to  Judge  the  situation  with  respect 
commodity  even  better  than  statistics  which  may  be  compiled 
reflect.     There  is  such  a  thing  as  having  one's  finger 'upon  the 
of  a  situation  which  in  a  great  many  instances  reflect  the  situation 
accurately  than  statistics.     Personally,  we  generally  favor  a  pro- 
tariff,  where  it  is  for  a  cosmopolitan  good  in  effecting  higher 
ds  of  living,  and  we  shall  always  support  the  Florldlana  and  any 
of  our  own  people  in  any  move  that  In  our  opinion,  has  a  chance 
ing   developed    unselfishly    and    along    lines    of    sound    economics; 
ve  are  of  the  opinion  that  this  move  for  an  increased  tariff  on  the 
of  Mexican  tomatoes  instigated  by  the  Florida  growers  is 
pxacUy   unselfish.     Tbe  remedy  for   their  difficulties  is   more  pro- 
of a  better  quality  and   not   legislation.      They   have   tried   the 
on   of  quality  tomatoes  for  years  and   have  failed,   the  reason 
that  climatic  conditions  would  not  permit." 
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Fbom  LarrEB  by  Fbt  Bbokbbaob  Co.,  Distkibutobs  or  Fbuit 

and  Vborablb  PBODcrrs,  Chicago,  Dato)  Mabch  18,  1028 

of  our  local  papers  published  an  editorial  stating  that  the  price 

^rlda  tomatoea  advanced  sharply,  due   to  the  fact  that  Mexican 

were  aoqiended,  and  drawing  the  conclusion  therefrom  that  a 
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high  tariff  on  tomatoes  would  entirely  take  care  of  the  Florida  vegetable 
situation.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  while  the  price  on  Mexican  tomatoes  has 
advanced  from  $2.50  to  $4.25.  tbe  price  of  Florida  tomatoea  during  tbe 
eame  period  changed  very  little  if  at  all.  Tbe  quality  is  bo  poor  the 
trade  Kimply  will  not  pay  much  for  them,  and  we  can  say  for  a  fact 
that  very  few  Floridas  sold  at  |4  here,  most  of  them  selling  at  $2 
or 


Los  Angkles  Chambeb  or  Commkbcb  and  tbb  Tomato  Tabipt 

There  has  been  so  much  misrepresentation  and  intentional  mlsunder- 
Btanding  of  the  attitude  of  the  Los  Angeles  Chamber  of  Commerce  on 
the  subject  of  the  tomato  tariff  that  a  statement  of  the  facts  is  called 
for. 

The  Los  Angeles  Chamber  of  Commerce  went  on  record  In  favor  of  a 
•easonal  tariff  on  tomatoes  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  tariff  act  of 
1922.  In  June,  1928,  after  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  had 
issued  its  preliminary  report  of  cost  inquiry  on  the  subject,  the  chamber 
filed  resolutions  at  the  hearing  before  tbe  commission  opposing  any  In- 
crease in  tbe  tariff  on  fresh  tomatoes,  with  full  explanation  of  the 
eeonomle  and  other  reasons  for  the  stand  taken  In  the  matter.  These 
resolutions  have  never  been  rescinded  and  are  a  matter  of  pablic  record. 
The  appearance  of  a  representative  of  the  chamber  l>efore  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  on  January  28,  1029,  in  opposition  to  an  Increase  in 
duty  on  fresh  tomatoes  was  in  line  with  the  position  held  for  several 
years,  birt  owing  to  mlsnnderatandlngs  and  mlsreprertbntatlons  this  ap- 
pearance was  withdrawn.  The  resolutions  on  file  with  the  United  States 
Tariff  Commission  read  as  follows  : 

"  Whereas  It  has  come  to  the  attention  of  this  chamber  that  a  pro- 
ceeding Is  pending  before  tbe  Federal  Tariff  Commlsalon  looking  to  an 
Increase  In  the  Import  duty  on  fresh  tomatoes ;  and 

"  Whereas  this  increase  will  affect  principally  the  Importations  of  that 
product  from  tbe  west  coast  of  Mexico;  and 

"  Whereas  this  chamber  considers  that  such  an  Increase  would  be 
very  detrimental  to  tbe  Interests  of  the  Southwest  portion  of  the 
United  States; 

"  Therefore  we  respectfully  dettre  to  protest  against  any  Increase  and 
any  connection  therewith,  and  wish  to  point  out  tbe  following  reasons 
aa  tbe  basis  for  our  protest : 

**  1.  Because  of  tbe  fact  that  the  Mexican  product  Is  on  the  nnrket  at 
a  time  when  our  local  tomatoes  are  not  available  In  commercial  qnan- 
titles.  Insuring  distribution  on  the  local  rosrket  of  fresh  tomatoes 
during  the  period  when  It  would  be  economically  Impossible  for  us  to 
obtain  fresb  tomatoes  from  any  other  source. 

*•  2.  The  crop  la  the  western  part  of  tbe  United  States  moves  to 
market  from  May  to  December  and  the  bulk  of  tbe  Mexican  crop  moves 
to  market  from  November  to  May,  so  that  there  Is  no  appreciable 
competition  between  tbe  west  coast  of  Mexico  and  producing  areas 
In  the  western  half  of  the  United  States. 

"  3.  Inasmuch  as  United  States  capital  finances  00  per  cent  of 
Mexican  tomato  production  and  tbe  majority  of  the  stores,  supplies,  and 
foodstuffs  imported  Into  the  west  coast  of  Mexico,  as  shown  by  the 
reports  of  the  Department  of  Commerce,  are  purchased  In  tbe  United 
States  lar^ly  from  tbe  returns  of  tbe  Mexican  tomato  crop,  M  Is  evi- 
dent that  should  an  additional  burden  be  placed  upon  this  Industry  it 
will  reflect  very  considerably  on  the  reciprocal  trade  of  the  two  nations. 

"  4.  If  as  brought  out  by  the  Tariff  Commission  report.  May  22,  1928, 
baaed  on  thorough  investigations  in  both  areas,  domestic  tomatoes  can 
be  laid  down  In  the  large  consuming  centers  of  tbe  United  States  at 
a  lower  cort  than  Mexican  tomatoes.  It  seems  Inadvisable  to  still  fur- 
ther handicap  the  Mexican  industry  in  order  to  give  additional  pro- 
tection to  domestic  production. 

"  6.  We  recognise  that  the  development  of  the  west  coast  tomato  In- 
dustry and  its  complete  organisation  during  recent  years  has  made 
possible  unified  action  of  Mexico  and  the  United  States  In  pest-control 
measure,  which  has  resulted  In  tremendous  benefit  to  the  United 
States."* 

Statement  and  Petition  or  Pbcwccb  Dbalbbs  and  Bbokxrs  or  Saji 
Fbancibco,  Calip.,  to  Sbnatobs  Johnson  and  Shobtbidob  and 
Rbpbbsbntativbs  Kahn  and  Ccbbt 

The  undersigned,  produce  dealers  and  brokers  of  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
hereby   voice  our  protest   against   any   increase   In    the  duty   on   fresh 
vegetables,    particularly    tomatoes,    peppers,    and    peas,    now    being    de- 
manded of  Congress  by  certain  vegetable  interests  of  Florida  and  south 
Texas,   and   respectfully   urge   that  you   oppose  on   behalf   of  the   con- 
1  Burners   of  California   any   increase   in   tariffs   which   would    reduce  the 
I  available  supply  of  such  essential  commodities  for  a  conslderaUe  por- 
tion of  eadi  year. 

We  indorse  the  brief  submitted  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 

of  tbe  House  of  Representatives  by  the  Los  Angeles  Produce  Dealers 

and  Brokers  Association   on   January   28,   copy  of   which   is  attached. 

I  The  brief  seta  forth  the  facts  with  special  reference  to  the  fresh  vegetable 

situation  In  the  West  and  clearly  points  out  the  gross  Iniustice  to  con- 

I  Burners  which  would  result  from  the  tariff  embargoes  aa  proposed  by 

l^certaln  Florida  Intereata. 


We  wish  particularly  to  direct  your  attention  to  the  condition  which 
has  existed  In  the  eastern  marketa  throughout  tbe  present  winter  nnd 
spring  season  when  the  producers  of  tomatoes  in  Florida,  on  account 
of  the  admitted  Inferiority  and  poor  shipping  quality  of  their  product, 
have  not  been  able  to  adequately  supply  the  eastern  cities  with  market- 
aMe  tomatoes,  while  the  tomatoes  from  the  west  coast  of  Mexico  during 
the  same  time  have  been  in  good  demand  and,  whenever  available,  have 
brought  large  premiums  over  the  domestic  product.  The  present  situa- 
tion with  reference  to  Florida  tomatoes  has  strongly  emphasised  the 
contention  made  in  the  brief  of  the  Associated  Produce  Dealers  and 
Brokers  of  Jx>8  Angeles,  and  we  sincerely  hope  that  the  interests  of 
consumers  and  the  economics  of  the  fresh  vegetable  tariff  situation 
will  not  be  Ignored  by  Congress  as  selfishly  demanded  by  Florida 
vegetable  growers  whose  dllBculties  obviously  can  not  be  remedied  by 
tariff  legislation. 

A.  J.  Levy  k  J.  ICentner  Co.,  Hunt  Hatch  k  Co.,  Hammer  Co., 
Ivancovlch  Trobock  k  Berge  Co.,  L.  J.  Hopkins  Co.,  Half 
Moon  Fmlt  k  Prodnce  Co.,  John  D«nartlni  Co.  (Inc.), 
De  Back  k  Co^  Lewis  Slmas  Jonea  Co.,  H.  P.  Oarin  Co., 
WlUiams.  Dimond  *  Co.,  Otis,  McAllister  k  Co..  Jacobs  Mal- 
oolm  k  Bnrtt.  Garcia  *  Magglnl  Co.,  Robert  T.  Cochran 
*  Co. 


THB   lyjMATO   RBPACKINQ   BOBINBaa 

■TATBmirr  or  tbb  bu>om  cc,  oigTBiBtnx>Bs  or  rariTa  and  tbgbtablbb, 

DCTBOIT,    MICH.,  DATXD   AFBIL  n,  1B2S 

We  have  been  following  with  a  great  deal  of  Interest  the  efforts  being 
made  by  growera,  shippers,  associations,  and  dealers  in  the  SUte  cf 
Florida  to  have  a  considerably  higher  tariff  placed  on  various  vege- 
tables, including  tomatoes,  beans,  peas,  celery,  Brussels  sprouts,  peppers, 
etc. 

In  the  case  of  tomatoes  especially,  we  bcllere  that  the  Florida  people 
are  asking  for  Increases  which  are  unreasonable,  unwarranted,  and 
unnecesnary.  The  real  need  of  both  Florida  and  California  is  not  a 
higher  tariff  wall  against  imported  tomatoea,  bat  to  produce  tomatoea 
of  better  quality  and  appearance. 

In  United  States  Department  of  Agrlcalture  Farmers'  Bulletin  No. 
1838  entitled  "Tomatoes  as  a  Truck  Crop,"  the  following  statement  Is 
made :  "  The  tomato,  a  horticultural  crop  of  American  origin,  now  ranks 
third  in  Importance  among  oar  truck  crops.  The  demand  for  higb- 
qaallty  table  or  slicing  tomatoea  is  increaslDg  and  there  la  need  for 
improvement  In  the  quality  of  tbe  tomatoes  grown  for  the  early 
market." 

Here  In  this  company  we  have  speclallxed  In  tbe  handling  of  toma- 
toes for  the  past  several  years,  and  will  handle  several  hundred  cars 
•nnnally.  We  are  repackers  of  tomatoes  and  here  In  our  plant  the  art 
or  science  of  ripening  and  reimcklng  has  been  advanced  to  as  high  or 
higher  degree  than  any  place  in  the  United  States.  Our  Ruby  brand 
occupies  the  unique  position  of  being  the  only  advertised  fresh  tomato 
In  America  so  far  as  we  know.  For  the  past  three  seasons  our  Ruby 
brand  tomatoes  have  been  regularly  marketed  In  an  area  In  the  Great 
Lakes  region  covered  by  a  radius  of  200  miles  around  Detroit. 

This  has  been  brought  about  through  setting  and  maintaining  a  very 
h1^  standard  of  quality  for  our  Ruby  brand,  and  also  through  sparing 
no  expense  or  effort  which  wonld  help  to  Improve  the  quality.  We 
have  developed  new  methods  for  handling  and  ripening.  Patents  have 
been  applied  for  three  different  phases  of  our  system.  '  Our  Investment 
In  equipment  and  machine^  for  handling  and  ripening,  not  including 
the  building.  Is  now  over  $16,000.  During  the  spring  months  of  March, 
April,  May,  June,  and  July  we  will  employ  as  high  as  100  people.  Due 
to  our  constant  efforts  to  maintain  a  very  high  standard  of  quality  for 
tbe  Rnby  brand  our  season  for  repacking  has  been  gradually  lengthen- 
ing until  now  we  are  repacking  all  year  ronnd  except  for  about  six  or 
eight  weeks  In  August  and  September,  when  the  Michigan  home-grown 
crop  is  on  the  market. 

At  the  present  time  the  consumption  of  fresh  tomatoes  the  year  ronnd 
Is  Increasing  faster  than  that  of  any  other  fndt  or  vegetable.  The  con- 
suming public  wants  better  qnaUty  In  tomatoes.  We  know  that.  The 
tremendous  Increase  in  the  yearly  production  and  consumption  of  green- 
house tomatoes  at  much  higher  prices  than  outdoor  tomatoea  Is  ample 
proof  of  this  assertion. 

Here  in  Detroit  last  fall,  when  only  California  tomatoea  were  avail- 
able, about  50  per  cent — as  near  as  we  could  ascertain — more  green- 
house than  outdoor  tomatoes  were  sold  in  the  city  of  Detroit  and  at 
considerably  higher  prices  for  tbe  greenhouse-grown  fruit.  This  was 
entirely  due  to  tbe  mediocre  or  poor  quality  of  the  California  product 
and  to  the  fine  quality  of  the  greenhoiwe  product.  There  were  plenty 
of  California  tomatoes  available,  but  the  quality  finally  got  so  poor  that 
many  cars  wonld  not  bring  freight  charges. 

We  have  made  and  are  still  making  a  scientific  study  of  the  require- 
menta  of  the  ultimate  consumers'  market  for  tomatoes.  This  includea  a 
Borvey  of  retail  stores  In  the  city  of  Detroit  and  an  observation  of  the 
habita  and  piefercBces  of  tbe  bonaewiTca  as  they  purchased  their  sup 
plies  of  freah  tOBMtoea  and  other  vevetables.  Oor  condnsion  was  that 
tte  altlBiata  coawier  vanta  t—atnea  of  bettar  qaaiatj  and  appeanonce. 
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A»  a  rc«alt.  oar  Raby  brtnd  la  the  only  brand  of  oatdoor  toOMtoM 
which  baa  at  all  aoccwfully  competMl  with  greenhoose-grown  fmlt  od 
the  Detroit  market. 

The  ronauminc  maas  of  the  people  io  Detroit  hare  gotten  nsed  to  fine 
qnality  la  tomatoea.  and  if  good  quality  ia  not  arailable  they  aimply 
will  not  bay  at  all.  A  flne  example  of  thia  w«a  laat  Norember  and  De- 
cember, wbfn  the  California  tomatoea  were  of  poor  quality,  but  in  ample 
aapply  Joat  before  the  liexlcan  crop  waa  arailable.  At  thia  time  the 
demand  from  tlie  conauming  public  fell  oCf  to  auch  a  point  that  nuny 
carloads  of  California  tomatoes  would  not  bring  freight  ciiargM.  We 
could  not  UM  them  at  all  for  repaciting  oar  Ruby  brand.  Oreenhoaae 
tomatoea  during  thin  period  Hold  well  and  at  quite  bigh  prloca  and  wera 
arallablp  in  practically  all  grocery  atorea  In  the  city.  Ftom  the  abora 
It  can  be  aeen  that  the  greenhouae  tomato  la  the  noat  aartooa  cols' 
petltor  of  doneatlc-grown  tomatofx. 

In  actaal  practice  we  Hod  w«  ara  onabla  noat  of  tb«  tlOM  to  oaa 
totnat'wa  froa  reitaln  aiM-ilona  Nraaae  ut  ihmlr  Inferior  quality.  Thia 
la  aafiectAlly  trae  of  U/flMU>ea  frofli  California,  riorlda,  aad  tb«  Rio 
Orand*  Vallay  »t  Teiaa.  aad  aoaMiiaMa  troa  of  um^om  ttom  otbar 
Mtataa, 

li  iraa  ataiMl  a*0fi>  thtt  Wf  to<w,  I*  mm^mtitHf  ilM  0f0ff4»f  pfM' 
llM  of  tmt  buol—aa,  f^l«fl  Into  th«  habit  of  rating  tka  f«tao  ut  irf^rf 
Mr  u0mrm4  Utt  aal*)  Ut  ta*  a«««/rtflo«  (•  Iha  poraantago  of  RmMo*  wiilall  It 
«H«iaiiM  fhla  yaar  w«  iMva  Im>|K  a  tl«  of  tmt  iwptKitUtn  rtipttrtt  aoV' 
oriMg  aMfly  all  imrt  offatad  tut  mia  Ut  na,  irh«tii«r  ir«  AMlIf  pvfCiMaad 
tb"  >«f  'tf  aoi- 

Wo  •#•  ffHIag  bvloar  •  llat  of  aoao  of  tlM  cara  irhUli  wora  Impact  ad 
hf  m.  qiMllty  iM#t  birtag  good  HM«gh  for  our  Roby  brsad,  TIm  ear 
mumtb^r,  data  of  taapertton,  percentage  of  ttut;l«a,  apocta,  aad  daeay  la 
alM>wn  for  each  ear,  eseapt  In  c«a««  whore  the  quality  or  eondltion  wga 
■0  bad  that  It  waa  apparoot  at  ooca  that  the  car  waa  unaeltgbU. 

We  do  got  contend  that  all  cara  from  the  dtatea  aeBtioaod  Wf  aa 
bad  aa  thoae  abown  In  ttie  (able.  However,  we  do  contend  that  the  cara 
atiown  In  the  table  r^preaent  (he  average  quality  which  waa  offered  to  ua 
f^om  the  Mtatea  named  during  the  period  ahowo.  During  thia  period 
alao  the  prtcea  which  growera  were  receirlng  in  the  prodaclag  aactlooa 
ahown  were  extremely  low ;  in  fact,  were  juat  about  ruinooa. 

The  second  table  ahows  clearly  that  this  was  due  to  tlie  poor  quality 
being  offered  from  the  aectiona  named,  tor  the  baying  public  aa  a  whole 
were  willing  at  all  timea  to  pay  handsome  prlcea  for  tomatooa  of  good 
quality,  aa  ahown  by  the  relatlrely  blgh  level  of  prtcea  realised  for  the 
Ruby  brand.  However,  it  can  also  be  seen  that  tomatoea  which  are  fit 
only  for  the  apeck  grade  are  not  worth  the  packing  and  transportation 
coata  la  actual  practice  on  a  typical  consuming  market  such  aa  Detroit. 

The  low  prieea  realised  by  Florida  and  California  growera  during  the 
period  shown  were  due,  then,  to  the  low  percentage  of  high-grade  fruit 
and  the  high  percentage  of  low-grade  fruit  In  this  connection  we  have 
obaerved  that  the  aame  climatic  conditions  which  cause  poor  quality 
also  cause  a  short  crop  or  even  an  entire  crop  failure. 

Mexican  tomatoea  began  to  be  available  on  ttiis  market  about  the 
middle  of  December.  While  not  as  good  aa  we  would  like  to  aee  them, 
they  were  far  better  than  the  tomatoes  from  Texas,  Plorlda,  or  Cali- 
fornia. Since  it  haa  been  our  experience  tl>at  the  conauming  public  will 
go  without  tomatoes  rather  than  buy  poor  quality  tomatoeii,  it  would 
have  been  necessary  for  us  to  close  down  our  plant  for  the  months  of 
December,  January,  rebmary,  March,  and  half  of  April,  had  Mexican 
not  been  available,  for  only  dnrlng  the  last  week  haa  the  quality  of 
Florida  tomatoea  been  good  enough  to  warrant  ua  oaing  them  for 
repacking  purpooea. 

Tlte  tomato  repacking  iaduatry  has  been  growing  by  leaps  and  bounds 
during  the  laat  five  yeara  It  ia  my  opinion  that  during  the  late  fall, 
winter,  and  early  spring  montha,  80  to  dO  per  cent  of  all  the  outdoor- 
grovn  tomatoes  conaumed  in  the  city  of  Detroit  are  repacked  tomatoes. 

Considering  the  Investment  in  plant  and  equipment,  in  advertising  and 
the  number  of  skilled  people  employed  It  is  absolutely  imperative  for  a 
tomato  repacking  plant  to  operate  continuoualy  practically  the  year 
round.  To  do  thia,  is  impossible  without  a  steady,  dependable  supply  of 
tomatoea  of  *sufllcieatly  good  quality  to  satisfy  the  demand  of  the  buy- 
ing public.  Neither  Florida,  California,  Texaa.  nor  any  combination  of 
domestic  producing  acetlons  haa  been  able  in  past  years  to  provide  such 
a  continuous  source  of  supply. 

To  place  a  prohibitive  tariff  on  imported  tomatoea  would  not  only 
place  a  very  desirable  and  healthful  product  out  of  reach  of  the  rank 
and  Ale  of  conaomer*  for  long  perioda  of  the  year  but  also  would  not 
help  the  domestic  sections,  for  the  reaaon  that  the  great  middle  daaa  of 
consumers  will  not  buy  tomatoes  of  inferior  quality,  even  though  no 
better  onea  are  available.  It  would  alao  make  it  practically  Impoaslble 
to  soceenfaUy  operate  huge  repacking  fadlltlea  such  aa  we  have  here 
In  Detroit.  Furthermore,  the  fact  that  theae  facUidea  were  not  avail- 
able would  of  itaelf  prove  a  great  detriment  to  Florida  and  other  do- 
mestic aectiona  when  they  come  on  the  market  with  tomatoea  of  good 
quality.  Theoe  repacking  fhclUtlea  are  not  only  dealrable  but  we  ven- 
tue  to  any,  neceaaary.  to  Florida  and  other  domaatle  producing  sec- 
Tbe  avaUablllty  of  good  quality  Imported  tomatoea  during  pe- 1 
:  tte  jmr  whoa  good  qoaUtj  doaettU  tomatooa  are  not  aTallaUa  | 
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at  a  ly  price,  la  Just  as  beneficial  to  domestic  sections  as  It  is  to  imported 
sect  ona. 

Fi>r  theae  reasons,  mainly  for  the  good  of  the  domestic  tomato-produc- 
ing lections  tbems«>Ivea,  we  sincerely  hope  that  no  higher  tariff  is  placed 
on  Imported  tomatoes. 

Tna  Bu>oM  Co., 
By  Fbank  a.  L.  Bloom. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  now  offer  bis 
amasdment? 

ib.  A8HCR8T.     I  do;  and  I  aak  to  have  it  read. 

Tbe  VICB  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  read  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona  to  the  amendment  of  the 
committee. 

Tlie  CHixr  Clbx.  On  page  148,  line  2,  In  the  commltte* 
ameidmeot,  after  the  word  "centu,"  ln>«ert  ttie  following:  "per 
potuid,  except  daring  tiie  monthn  (ft  D«-c'tMut>er,  JaniMr/,  Febro* 
%rY>  Riul  Marcb,  when  the  dtit|r  Khali  be  oiie-half  of  1  cent" 

M  r.  FLBTCHKU  ot^ialiied  th«>  floor, 

Ur.  HllOBTttlDOK,     Mr.  l'rral<l«'nt 

TW  vice  I'HICMfDKNT,  Drnm  tb*^  Menator  from  riorldd 
fMi  to  ttid  nmiMUtr  fron  C«ll/orDi«} 

mV  rhKTCUKH.    I  fMd. 

ItUOWrUtVQE.    The  BmfituitDtmt  U  not  now  Id  or6m, 


Mr 
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VLWCttKli.    I  Bu  tutt  utttklng  ad/  p(/int  Bbtmt  It 
nUOHTHllHilC.    I  MiM  liuittlrinff  of  iIm  i.'hatr, 

.—,  rLBTCIIKK,    I  do  not  care  to  mukt>  Muy  point  tbont  It. 
I  wwUl  joat  ait  noon  liave  it  etmMiU'rml  ht,w  aa  at  nay  titne, 
wbdther  it  U  in  order  or  not.    I  make  no  puiut  aboot  it.    I  make 
>iDt  a«  to  the  ctmatitutlondlitj  of  tlie  provUion  that  U  now 
-nI,  or  a«  to  the  coiiatitutionality  of  the  proviaiooji  of  the 
paragraph  aa  to  aeiutoual  duties. 

ly  may  be  conatitutiooai ;  i  aiMtiine  they  are  ctNiaUtational. 
not  care  to  diactUM  the  cooMtitutiotmllty  of  the  qaeatloo 
It  I  do  inidat,  howerer,  that  any  wuch  prorUioua  are 
ily  onjuat,  are  atMiolDtely  dlacrimiuatory,  and  oaght  not  to 
be  (ocmtenanced  for  a  moment  I  am  surprised  that  any  Sen- 
atot  should  rl.«e  here  and  say  that  he  U  In  favor  of  a  proposi- 
tion that  will  flx  duties  upon  any  commodities  applicable  to  all 
other  portions  of  the  United  States  except  one  State.  That  la 
all  this  means;  boiled  down  to  the  last  analysis,  that  is  pre- 
cisely what  it  meana;  that  as  to  all  the  Uuited  States  except 
Florida  the  duty  on  tomatoes  shall  be  2Vi  cents  a  pound,  and 
that  there  the  duty  shall  be  one-half  of  1  cent  a  pound.  Can 
any  >ody  justify  that?  There  is  no  escape  from  it.  There  is 
no  ether  State  in  the  Union  that  produces  tomatoes  during  the 
months  that  are  excepted  here — December,  January,  February, 
and  March,  and  especially  December,  January,  and  February. 

It  the  northern  pert  of  Florida  and  Texas  they  begin  to  pro- 
duce f  tomatoes  in  March.  Coming  on  up  north  from  there,  we 
find  other  States  producing  them  in  April  and  May,  and  so  on 
fartier  north.  Practically  every  State  in  the  Union  produces 
torn  itoes  at  some  time  of  the  year ;  but  there  ia  only  one  State 
thai  produces  them  in  December,  January,  Febnlary,  and 
Match— all  the  time — except,  as  I  say,  In  a  few  sections  along 
the  border  in  Texas  and  in  California  they  begin  to  produce 
tomitoes  durhig  February  and  March;  but  only  in  Florida  are 
tomttoes  produced  in  December  and  January. 

Su  it  Is  proposed  to  impose  a  duty  in  this  instance  that  is 
appicable  to  all  the  States,  except  Florida,  all  the  year,  but 
in  (hat  State  the  tariff  shall  be  one-half  of  1  cent  a  pound 
instsad  of  3  cents  a  pound,  as  la  provided  in  the  House  bill,  or 
2%  cents  a  pound  as  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee. 

It  does  not  seem  to  me  necessary  to  go  any  further  than  to 
point  out  that  fact.  The  injustice  of  the  proposition,  the  rank 
discrimination  that  is  offeretl  here,  is  enough  to  horrify  and 
almost  to  offend  the  sense  of  justice  of  Senators  within  this 
body. 

Mr.  HATDEN.     Mr.  President 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  yield. 
i.K^a  HAYDEN  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida  contend  that 
the  State  of  Florida  has  in  the  past  been  able  to  supply  the 
nee<s  of  the  United  States  for  winter  tomatoes  during  the 
win  er  months  and  has  actually  supplied  them  or  can  do  so 
durj  ng  all  those  months? 

a^.  FLETCHER.  I  contend  absolutely  that  the  State  of 
Floi  Ida  can  do  it  I  do  not  say  that  she  has  done  It.  because 
the  ndustry  la  only  being  developed  there ;  it  is  growing.  The 
peoile  are  putting  more  money  into  it  as  time  goes  on.  We 
havi!  the  soU,  we  have  the  climate,  we  have  all  the  conditions 
to  I  lake  it  possible  to  produce  an  absolute  total  supply  of 
tomiitoes  for  the  United  States;     The  area  Is  practically  un- 
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ed;  the  poeslbllitleg  of  production  are  practically  without 
^  in  tbat  State.    We  can  produce  those  tomatoes. 
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The  people  there  hare  been  discotiraged.  They  have  now  to 
compete  with  Mexico,  with  Cuba,  with  the  West  Indies,  and 
with  other  places,  but  particularly  with  Mexico,  during  these 
months.  The  people  of  Arisona,  and  perhaps  of  other  States  on 
the  border,  like  to  go  down  into  Mexico  and  Invest  their  capital 
In  Mexico,  where  they  can  get  labor  at  al>out  from  30  to  50 
cents  a  day  while  in  Florida  we  liave  to  pay  from  $2.50  to  $3  a 
day  for  labor. 

They  can  go  Into  Mexico  and  get  cheap  lands;  they  do  not 
have  to  use  fertilizer,  while  we  have  to  use  fertilizer  in  order 
to  hurry  forward  the  crop.  The  growers  can  produce  tomatoes 
In  Mexico  for  alwut  68  cents  a  crate,  while  it  costs  us  $1.12  a 
crate  to  produce  thi'm.  Therefore  they  are  tempted  to  go  Into 
Mexico  and  iuveit  their  money  in  a  foreigu  country  where  tbey 
can  set  cheap  labor.  Then  tbey  have  the  audacity  to  come 
to  CongrcM  and  ask  that  tbey  be  given  ttie  American  markot 
for  the  product  produ^wd  uniler  those  Hrcumatanoas.  I  hardly 
think  we  are  going  to  do  tbati  I  acarcely  tblnk  th«  Coograge 
will  b«  willing  to  do  that,  I  do  not  b«U«T«  Congraaa  will  loae 
90rf  mocb  aleep  of^r  lb«  cofwlitlon  of  AoMrrican  dtlaeoa  wltli 
capttttl  going  into  a  fmtiiga  country,  lnv«^lng  tbat  capital,  and 
then  a«dilng  tbat  tbay  b»  giv^'n  tbe  Aiuarkau  markai  aa  againat 
AflMrrlcatt  prodtKMrra  paying  Atm^rlcan  wagaa. 

Am  I  bava  atated,  tlia  arwtnaatlooad  aflort  bora  ia  to  bara  tlila 
duty  apply,  aa  It  will  apply,  Ut  •vmy  Mtata  In  tba  Union  exc«i^t 
Florida,  and  aa  to  Florida  tbat  tba  rata  aball  ba  ooabalf  of  1 
cent  per  pound  inatead  of  2^  oanta  a  pouiid.  Tbat  ia  wbat  all 
tblM  weuna  in  tbe  laat  aoalyala. 

The  aUHeoMffit  waa  made  here  tbat  Florida  doea  not  prodoee 
tomatoes  during  theae  muntba,  I  bara  a  report  from  tbe 
bureau  wbUb  shows  tbat  in  tbe  aea«on  of  1924-2&  Florida  pro- 
duced and  aent  to  market  In  December  32  carUwda,  in  January 
214  carloada,  in  February  80O  carloads.  I  have  not  followed 
the  figures  on  through  the  other  months,  but  tbe  sblpmenta 
increase  until  May. 

The  imports  hi  tbe  season  of  1024-25,  coming  mostly  from 
Mexico  were  337  cara  in  January  and  320  cars  in  February. 

The  Florida  production  in  the  season  of  1825-26  in  December 
was  13  cars,  and  the  Imports  were  431  cars;  in  January  the 
Florida  production  was  63  cars,  and  the  imports  were  707  cars; 
in  February,  season  of  192d-27,  Florida  produced  427  cars  and 
the  imiKirts  were  1,333  cars;  in  the  season  1927-28  Florida  pro- 
duced in  December  291  cars,  and  the  imports  were  636  cars;  in 
January  Florida  produced  491  cars,  and  the  Imports  were  671 
cars;  in  February  Florida  produced  300  cars,  and  the  imports 
were  636  cars. 

In  the  season  1928-29  Florida  produced  in  December  383  cars, 
and  the  imports  were  1.011  cars.  In  the  season  1928-29  in 
January  Florida  sent  to  market  586  cars.  There  are  no  records 
available,  at  least  I  have  not  been  able  to  get  them,  of  the 
Imports. 

In  February,  season  of  1928-29,  Florida  sent  to  market  1,233 
cars.  1  have  not  been  able  to  obtain  a  record  of  the  Imports,  but 
they  were  approximately  that  numl>er.  • 

So,  Mr.  President,  we  are  producing  tomatoes  in  December, 

January,  February,  March,  April,  and  May.     The  importations 

begin  in  Decemlier.     Mexico  wants  to  send  her  tomatoes  into 

the  market  here  at  the  very  time  Florida  tomatoes  are  ready 

for  market.     What  will  happen  will  be  that  American  capital 

will  go  into  Mexico  and  produce  enormous  supplies  of  tomatoes 

during  these  particular  months  when  the  rate  is  half  a  cent 

a  pound;  they  will  produce  more  than  the  market  will  take; 

they  will  bejjr  down  the  price  of  tomato«'8  at  the  time  when 

Florida's   crop   is  going   to   market;    they    will    pile   into   cold 

storage  In  the  United  States  supplies  that  will  last  all  through 

April,  May,  June,  and  July,  in  competition  with  other  tomatoes 

that  are  grown  in  the  United  States ;  and  they  will  distribute 

those   supplies  in   competition    with    American-grown    products 

long  after  the  period  when  the  tariff  duty  of  a  half  a  cent  a 

!  pound  shall  have  elapsed.     They   will   get   tbe  benefit  of  the 

tariff  of  a  half  a  cent  a  pound  on  ail  they  ship  in  during  that 

-  period,  and  they  will  ship  in  vast  supplies,  put  them  In  cold 

)  storage,  and  then  sell  them  in  competition  with  American-grown 

I  tomatoes  throughout  the  country  after  the  rate  of  2\^  cents  a 

i  pound  has  gone  into  effect 

Mr.  President  there  is  no  justification  for  this  proposition. 
,  I  can  not  conceive  of  the  Senate  for  a  moment  giving  it  serious 
j  consideration.  Not  only  this  seasonal  rate  is  a  clear  and  dis- 
,  tinct  discrimination  against  one  State,  but  all  seasonal  rates  are 
I  the  same  thing.  I  propase  to  make  the  same  objection  to  every 
I  one  of  the  proposed  seasonal  rates,  as  to  eggplant  cucumbers. 
I  and  other  vegetables.  It  Is  a  clear  and  distinct  discrimination 
\  against  cme  State,  and  only  one  State. 

I  make  no  appeal  on  t>ehalf  of  Florida  on  accotmt  of  any 
I  conditions  which  have  affected  Florida.    We  have  had  a  good 


many  disturbances  and  troubles  down  there.  We  have  had  a 
collapse  of  the  land  booms;  we  have  had  hurricanes  in  1926, 
1928,  and  1929;  we  have  had  bank  failures  this  year;  we 
have  had  the  Mediterranean  fly ;  and  we  have  had^  various  other 
disasters  and  catastrophes.  I  make  no  appeal  on  that  ground; 
but  I  do  say  that  Florida  has  just  the  same  right  here  that  any 
other  State  has,  and  that  the  Congress  has  no  business  to  dla- 
crimlnate  against  Florida  when  it  comes  to  legislation.  I  simply 
stand  on  our  rights  here  as  a  people. 

The  people  of  Florida  pay  an  income  tax  of  aomethlng  like 
$19,000,000  a  year ;  they  pay  taxes  many  timea  more  than  tbey 
get  in  return  from  the  Oovemment  in  money,  and  I  do  not  see 
why  they  abould  be  discriminated  agalnat  in  thia  way. 

It  can  be  nothing  leaa  than  that.  All  I  want  ia  aqoare,  fair, 
and  jtiat  treatmant  for  Florida,  atieb  aa  I  aak  for  avery  otbar 
■tata,  I  am  sarprlaad  tbat  any  proposition  Ilka  tbla  Mb<mld 
racalva  avrUms  conxlfleratlon  for  a  momant. 

Mr,  HMOOT.    Mr,  Pr*wldMit<  will  tba  Senator  yield? 

Tba  VK7K  FRlMIIiKNT,  I>oaa  tba  iaiuitor  from  Florida 
field  ta  fba  Hanator  from  Utab? 

Mr,  FLKTCHKR.    1  yU4d, 

Mr.  NMOOT.  Tba  ftanator  made  a  aUtamaot  a  wblla  ago 
to  tba  «4Eact  tbat  Maglcan  tomatoaa  can  ba  broogbt  Into  tba 
Volfad  nuum  and  kapt  to  aold  acoraga  tba  ramaiiidar  of  tbt 
yaar,  I  do  not  know  wbolbar  Iba  iBformatlon  tbat  wa»  fW' 
Diabad  tba  committaa  la  oorraet,  but  tbat  Infomwtion  l<»  ila 
relatkm  to  cold  atoraga  la  tbat  tomatoaa  can  be  kapt  for  abont 
ao  daya  to  cold  atorage  and  tbat  aflar  tbajr  bava  baan  ao  kapt 
for  80  days  tbey  begin  rapidly  to  deteriorate,  Doaa  tba  fenator 
know  wbatber  or  not  tbat  la  tba  fact? 

Mr,  FLBTGHER.  I  will  not  undertake  to  onaatlon  tbat  aut*- 
■lant  If  it  ia  made  by  reaponaible  aotbority.  I,  au^aalf,  aa  a 
man  of  some  sense  and  some  knowledge  of  bnnwn  nature  and  of 
conditions  in  this  country,  was  really  aasumlng  that  the  Mex'can 
producers  whould  take  advantage  of  conditions,  ship  their  toma- 
toes into  this  country  under  tbe  baif  cent  a  pound  rate  of  duty, 
store  them,  and  keep  tbem  aa  long  as  they  could.  I  did  not 
know  there  was  su«di  a  limit  on  the  time  tomatoea  could  be 
stored. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  statement  the  Senator  made  is  absolutely 
correct  if  the  tomatoes  could  be  stored  for  any  considerable 
length  of  time;  but,  from  the  information  given  to  us,  I  under- 
stand that  tomatoes  can  be  kept  in  cold  st<«age  tor  only  about 
30  days,  and  that  after  that  time  they  begin  rapidly  to 
deteriorate, 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  That  may  be  true.  In  that  case,  Mr. 
President,  those  engaged  in  growing  tomatoes  in  Mexico  could 
bring  them  in  in  March  under  a  duty  of  half  a  cent  a  pound 
and  then  take  all  of  April  in  which  to  distribute  the  tomatoes  in 
the  markets  of  the  Uuited  States  as  against  the  America u-gr own 
product  There  may  be  some  limit  as  to  the  time  tomatoes  can 
be  kept  in  cold  storage.  I  am  not  informed  as  to  that;  I  sup- 
posed, however,  that  they  could  be  stored  longer  than  30  days. 
I  supposed  that  almost  anything,  If  put  under  a  sufficient  degree 
of  refrigeration,  would  keep  for  several  months.  I  imagine  that 
to  be  the  case ;  I  am  not  an  expert  on  tbat  subject. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  When  tomatoes  are  placed  into  cold  storage 
they  ore  placed  their  unripe,  and  I  am  told  that  the  product  ia 
of  guch  a  character  that  after  it  becomes  ripe  It  deteriorates 
very  rapidly.  Tomatoes  could  he  kept  I  presume,  for  more  than 
30  days,  but  they  would  become  less  valuable  as  time  went  on. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  think  likely  that  would  be  true,  but  at 
the  same  time,  Mr.  President,  after  they  begin  to  deteriorate 
they  at  least  can  be  canned,  I  take  it ;  they  can  probably  be  used 
for  canning  purposes.  At  any  rate,  that  would  be  the  practice 
if  this  amendment  were  adopted.  They  would  ship  in  a  large 
amount  of  tomatoes  under  the  half-cent  rate  that  would  be 
stored  and  kept  as  long  as  possible,  and  then  afterwards  used 
in  competition  with  American-^rown  tomatoes. 

I  ask  to  have  inserted  in  the  Rbcord  a  statement  made  by  the 
committee  representing  growers  down  in  Florida,  with  tlie  sched- 
ule of  shipments  to  which  they  refer. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  tbe  statement 
and  schedule  will  be  printed  in  the  Rboord. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

Adoost  13,  1929. 
Hon.  jAMca  E.  Watson, 

Chairman  AffricuUural  SubcomwUttee  «(  the 

ComwUttee  on  Ftnanct.  United  Btatea  Senate. 
Hon.  RcBD  Smoot, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Finane«t  United  Btaie»  Benate. 
Hon.  Samdu.  M.  SHOBTanxut, 

Member  of  Comm%UUe  on  Fimanoe,  United  Btatea  Benate: 

Representing  tbe  fruit  sod  v««etAble  indostrles  of  Florida,  we  bsv« 
watched  very  closely  tlie  activities  and  ttie  reports  concerning  the  ae>< 
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tlOB  of  tbe  United  States  Senate  Finance  Committee  on  asrlenltore. 
•nd  eepecialjj  where  they  concerned  tboee  items  tluit  affect  Florida  and 
the  Galf  coast  States. 

It  caused  rreat  alarm  and  mnch  tnziety  on  the  part  of  the  rege- 
table  growers  in  Florida  wben  tbe  report  came  ont  that  the  Senate 
Finance  Committae  proposed  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  Hawley 
Mil.  clianrinc  the  rates  la  the  Hawley  bill  on  certain  commodities  to 
a  •-saoBth  period,  wherein  duty  would  be  Imposed  as  provided  In  the 
Hawlej  bill,  and  leaTing  the  months  of  December,  January,  and 
Febniary  as  thej  are  in  the  present  Fordnej-McComber  rates  during 
those  three  winter  Maaths. 

We,  tbe  undersigned  growers  and  growers'  organisations,  backed  by 
practically  every  business  concern  of  any  nsture  whatever  in  Florida, 
wish  to  flle  a  vigorous  protest  "gainst  this  proposed  amendment  on  tbe 
groo^Hls  that  It  shows  unfair  discrimination,  and  because  it  defeats 
entirely  the  purpose  of  protection  as  afforded  by  the  rates  in  tbe 
Ilswiey  measure.  It  does  this  to  s  far  greater  extent  than  a  person 
not  engaged  in  these  industries  can  Imagine.  In  tbe  first  place,  as 
proven  by  charts  and  figures  attached.  Florida  has  been,  and  can 
continue  to  be.  engaged  in  actually  producing  these  particular  com- 
modities dnrini;  tbe  months  of  December.  January,  and  F^ruary,  as 
dot>s  Mexico.  Further,  our  season  and  climatic  conditions  permit  us 
to  grow  tbese  products  successfully  and  always  in  sufficient  quantities 
to  supply  the  American  consuming  public  without  the  aid  of  Mexico, 
Cuba,  and  the  Bahama  Islands.  From  the  figures  attached  yon  will 
note  that  Florida  shipments  on  these  particular  commodities,  namely, 
tomatoes,  string  beans,  and  mixed  vegetables,  begin  just  as  early  as 
do  shipments  from  Mexico  and  other  foreign  places,  and  have  continued 
each  year  throughout  the  season. 

In  the  production  of  these  commodities,  both  at  home  and  abroad,  the 
acreage  for  these  winter  months  is  slways  lower  as  compared  with  tbe 
spring  asootfas,  because  the  consuming  public  will  not  take  the  quantity 
that  they  do  In  the  spring  OMntbs.  In  tbe  Northern  SUtss,  when  the 
weather  is  cold,  it  is  a  known  fact  that  the  public  does  not  consume 
nesr  the  quantity  of  these  products  as  they  do  in  the  spring  months. 
Also  due  to  the  usually  cold  aad  unseasonable  weather,  the  retail  trades- 
Bwn  can  not  effMt  the  distribution  that  is  possible  in  the  wanner  spring 
Months.  Nevertheless,  it  is  an  absolute  fact,  that  Florida  does  produce 
and  can  produce  any  quantity  necessary  during  those  months  to  supply 
th«  public.  The  lands  are  svailable  and  every  oth»  condition  is  satis- 
factory for  the  same. 

In  the  actual  production  work  by  the  producers,  these  crops  are  usually 
planted  la  tlie  early  fall  montha,  and  later  midsesson  and  late  crops  are 
planted.  Up  to  this  time  we  have  been  laboring  under  a  very  heavy 
dlsadvsntage  caused  by  foreign  competition.  Such  crops  as  we  have 
produced    have   not    been   successful   l>ecause    we   have   been   compelled 


to  leave  at  least  50  per  cent  of  our  yield  In  tbe  fields,  due  dlre«tly  to 
doforalised  markets,  caused  by  foreign  competition.  If  this  proposed 
amitndment  becomes  a  part  of  the  tariff  law,  it  spells  the  doom  of 
Florida,  because  we  can  not  operate  successfully  and  depend  upon  one 
cro )  alone  for  a  successful  livelihood.  It  has  always  been,  and  will  be 
tru  I  in  the  future,  that  the  markets  will  fluctuate  on  these  commodities, 
and  unless  we  have  the  entire  season,  from  December  through  April  at 
leai  t.  provided  for  us  by  nature,  in  which  to  operate,  we  can  not  hope 
to  l«  successful. 

1  he  proposed  amendment  will  force  us  to  grow  only  a  late  crop  of 
theiie  commodities  and  eliminates  us  from  more  than  three  months  of 
our  best  winter  markets  and  thereby  forces  us  Into  more  direct  com- 
petl  tlon  with  other  domestic  producers  whose  crops  start  sbipments  the 
latter  part  of  April  and  May.  Should  this  proposed  amendment  become 
effertlve,  it  means  that  the  foreign  producer  will  concentrate  his  acre- 
age into  these  winter  months,  and  during  February  will  naturally  ship 
evei7  possible  pound  of  these  commodities  from  his  fields,  with  the 
result  that  the  markets  of  this  country  will  be  loaded  with  foreign- 
produced  vegetables  and  it  will  take  tbe  entire  month  of  March  for  our 
maikets  to  recover  and  permit  the  domestic  producers  in  Florida  an 
opp>rtunity  to  use  those  markets  favorably. 

To  go  further  Into  detail,  the  foreign  producers  will  naturally  unload 
eveiything  they  can  into  storage  all  over  the  United  States,  and, 
although  the  duty  is  effective  March  1,  it  would  afford  no  real  protec- 
tion until  the  markets  have  had  time  to  recover  from  the  sbipments  of 
February.  With  our  heavier  shipments  from  Florida  coming  in  Febru- 
ary, March,  and  April,  this  means  that  we  would  actually  have  only 
one  to  two  months*  protection  in  Florida,  where  it  is  needed,  as  in  the 
lat1>r  part  of  April  and  the  first  part  of  May  crops  to  the  north  of  us 
beg  n  shipments  and  both  Florida  and  foreign  producers  are  then  elimi- 
nat^d.  Neither  Florida  nor  the  foreign  producers  can  compete  with 
donestic  producers  in  the  States  to  the  north  of  Florida,  who  begin 
Shi]  ments  in  very  late  spring  and  become  heavy  in  summer  months. 
Therefore  no  duty  is  actually  needed  to  protect  domestic  producers  in 
the  summer  and  early  fall  months.  It  is  needed  to  protect  domestic 
pro<  lucers  In  winter  and  spring  months  only.  Therefore  you  can  readily 
see  the  Justice  In  our  protest  to  this  proposed  amendment.  It  would 
giv<  the  foreign  producer  the  distinct  advantage  during  the  winter 
months  and  leave  us  only  a  part  of  the  spring  months. 

II 'presenting  by  delegated  authority  the  fruit  and  vegetable  industry 
of  riorida,  we  therefore  pray  you  to  reconsider  and  withdraw  the  pro- 
post  d  amendment  making  a  seasonal  duiy  on  winter  vegetables.     Florida 
will  ever  be  grateful. 
Respectfully, 

L.   L.   Cbandi.r. 
O.    8.    Flbtchib, 
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>  This  year  nal  estate  boom.  *  This  yssr  hmrkxns. 

Above  ftguns  from  Bur»sn  of  Economics.  U.  S.  Depsrtmsnt  o(  Agrioattars. 


Mr.  WALSH  of  IfasnactatMettii.  Mr.  Pmident  ••  I  most 
k«vr  tbe  Chamber,  I  will  not  hare  an  opportvnltj  to  apeak  upon 
thU  qtiefttion ;  bat  I  auk  permiMrion  to  iMir«  liM«ft«d  in  the 
RBTfiio  a  letter  similar  to  many  that  I  luve  received  protestlof 
againat  this  dotr,  and  a  brief  wblcb  la  a  rammarj  erf  tbe  c^ 
dence  pre«entMl  b«rfore  the  finance  Committee  opoD  thia  aobject. 

The  VICK  PRKIIIDCNT.    Wlthoot  o(>Jecti<>n.  it  la  M>  ordered. 

Tb«>  matU'r  referred  to  la  a«  follows; 


CeaMMttse 


Boeypii,  Um:,  Amgutt  it,  Mt. 
lf4Ni.  Dane  I,  Wataa, 

DntiMt  atai00  §tn0t0,  W—Mm0t9m,  D.  C. 
fHua  Sta :  Ws  aas  kf  tks  papsrs  that  tha  Ssaats  Plnaa 
tbs  BMT  tarttl  MO.  aad  tbat  la  tbat  bUl  tbs 
oawitsat  has  ban  dsersaasd  to  t%  esata.    TMs 
la  net  saaaffe  to  aMsr  tba  sltaatloa  la  aajr  war  and  Is  atlll  alto«eth«r 
It     I  kaow  that  yea  will  agrse  wttfe  hm  tkat  aa 
t»  S%  aaata  la  net  li 
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*  Import  flgoiss  not  available  for  these  months. 


II    the   Finance  Committee   had   hsndled    the   tomato   sitnatlon    the 

as  tbey  bandied   tta«  sggplsnt  and   encumber   Items   that   would 

bavu  be«a  of  some   help— namely,   keeping   the   duty   st   one-hsif  cent 

petuid  during  tbe  months  of  Janoary,   February,  and  through  to 

■Iddls  of  March. 

T  M  wrltrr  had  tbs  pleasure  of  aiertlag  yoti  penonatlf  la  fotir  oflcs 
wbts  la  tbs  eoaipaay  oi  Mr.  Olt,  of  the  Home  Msrk«t  aob  of  tbis 
eitf  lis  fsry  oiacb  appredstsd  the  fart  that  yoo  felt  tbs  proposed 
rat^  was  aafsasoaaMs  snd  would  do  what  you  evald  to  bars  It 
rbcB  U  caaM  eata  tbs  faer  of  tb«  SMiata. 
■Isply  wsntsd  to  let  700  kaow  that  a  great  nuny  btistoewi  men 
ban  In  Msssacbtisstto,  sorb  ss  myself,  are  vitally  interested  In  having 
fcm  do  rvsrytblag  fon  can  to  have  this  very  unjust  and  oncnll«d-for 
rats  eat  oot  and  that  tbs  eonstuning  poblie  are  really  vastly  mors 
Inte'cstsd  than  ws  are  la  tbs  matter.  I  feel  sure  that  when  tbs 
pobHe  realise  what  some  of  these  provisions  of  the  uriff  mean  to 
thaif  that  thiF  «tU  iiprsas  thslr  disapproval  in  no  uncertain  way. 
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Again    thanking   you    for   everything   that   you    can    do    for   us   and 
thanking  you  also  for  your  courtesies  in  connection  with  this  matter 
In  the  last  two  or  three  months,  we  are, 
Very  truly  yours, 

^  B.  C.  Frn  &  Co.  (Iifc.), 

Per  B.  C.  Fits,  Pretidcni. 

BMBV    OW    PAaAGRAPH    770    Pain>ARCD    BT     SBNATOB    WaLSH    <W 

Massacuosbtts 

TOUATOBS   Iir  THBtB  NATUBAL   8TATB 

Act  of  1909  :  25  per  cent. 

Act  of  1913 :  1.5  per  cent. 

Act  of  1922 :  One-half  cent  per  pound. 

House  bill :   Raises  It  to  3  cents  per  pound. 

In  the  hearings  before  the  House  most  of  the  witnesses,  including  the 
American  Farm  Bureau  Federation,  asked  for  the  S  cents  per  pound 
rate. 

The  American  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Cuba  asked  for  no  change  in 
the  existing  duty   (p.  4616  of  House  hearings). 

Congressnian  Lewis  W.  DotBLAS,  of  Arizona,  desired  that  It  he  trans- 
ferred to  the  free  list   (p.  5094). 

The  duty  imposed  by  the  Senate  subcommittee  was :  Decreased  House 
rate  from  3  to  2>;^  cents. 

Facta 

1.  llie  most  important  producers  of  fresh  tomatoes  are  Florida,  Mis- 
slsstppi,  California,  and  Texas.  These  four  States  produce  half  of  the 
fresh-tomato  crop,  practically  all  of  which  is  shipped  outside  of  the 
usual  season. 

The  most  Important  centers  in  the  North  are  New  Jersey,  Maryland. 
Indiana,  Missouri,  and  Illinois. 

2.  Domeatio  produotUm —  Pounds 

1923 973.  112,000 

1928 885,  920,  000 

5.  Importa. — Chief  countries  from  which  they  come  are  Mexico  (80 
per  cent).  Cuba  (12  per  cent),  and  the  Bahamas  (7  per  cent). 

Pounds 

1923 7,  157,  487 

1928   (largest  figure  in  recent  years) 23.932,200 

4.  Eteporta. — Qo  largely  to  Canada,  but  are  not  recorded. 

6.  Pricea. — Owing  to  the  perisbable  nature  of  the  fruit,  prices  of 
fresh  tomatoes  finctnate  widely,  depending  upon  the  condition  of  the 
fruit  and  the  market  supply. 

6.  Competitive  oonditiona. — Most  serious  overlapping  of  domestic  and 
Imported  shipments  usually  occurs  in  March  and  April.  Most  of  the 
Cuban  and  Bahanan  tomatoes  are  consumed  in  and  around  New  York 
City,  where  they  are  shipped  usually  by  water,  while  the  Mexican 
tomatoes,  which  are  shipped  by  rail  through  Nogales,  Arls.,  go  to  prac- 
tically all  of  tbe  markets  of  the  United  States  and  Canada.  The 
December  to  May  period  is  when  tomatoes  are  imported  and  it  can  be 
justly  said  there  is  no  real  competition  with  the  domestic  tomatoes.  It 
Is  admitted  that  there  is  some  competition  in  June  and  Noveml>er  with 
the  domestic  production. 

Pertinent  remarka 
The  Increase  in  the  rate  on  fresh  tomatoes  to  3  cents  per  pound,  an 
increase  of  some  600  per  cent,   seems   unwarranted   for  the   following 
reasons  : 

1.  Imports  according  to  tbe  1928  figures  represent  only  2Ji  per  cent 
of  the  total  consumption  of  tomatoes  In  their  natural  state  or  23,932,290 
pounds  as  contrasted  with  total  consumption  of  909,952,000  pounds. 
(Domestic  production  plus  Imports.) 

2.  No  section  of  the  United  States  has  been  able  to  provide  con- 
sistently an  adequate  and  reasonably  dependable  supply  of  good-quality, 
field-grown,  fresh  tomatoes  for  the  leading  American  markets  during 
the  period  from  December  1  to  April  30.  The  monopoly  on  tbe  fresh- 
tomato  supply  such  as  the  Florida  vegetable  interests  are  demanding 
would  deprive  tbe  population  of  a  large  section  of  this  eonntry  of  this 
Important  food  product  for  a  considerable  portion  of  each  year. 

8,  Even  under  present  conditions  with  fresh-tomato  supplies  available 
from  Florldii,  Mexico,  CMba,  and  Bahama  islands  from  Drcenber  to 
April,  Inclttslve,  tbers  ars  frsqoont  psriods  wbsa  prlass  to  tbo  consaaisr 
are  too  high.  To  rsstrlct  supply  further  by  Increasing  tbo  dotr  wotdd 
bs  to  plai!s  tbs  prodoct  In  the  luxury  claas  durloff  crrtala  periods  of 
tb«  yesr, 

4.  Florida  Is  aarellabls  aa  a  prodaeer  of  toBMtoao  datiag  tha  wlalar 
aad  spring  months — peata  and  plant  diseaaes.  ate. 

a.  Coot  of  prodnetton  is  bigber  in  Mtxico  tbaa  la  tha  United  f  tataa, 
according  to  tbs  investigations  of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commisiioa 
covering  two  seasons.  It  was  found  to  average  20  per  cant  aiors  than 
tlw  average  for  the  Anterlean  areas.  The  Tariff  Commission  r^ort 
dated  May  22,  192S,  indicates  tbs  coat  of  prododng  tomatoes  is  $4M 
per  100  pounds  of  tomatoes  marketed  (p.  77),  whereas  tbe  avsrage  ooat 
in  this  country  is  $2.90  (p.  99),  la  cassa,  faUiag  aa  lew  aa  $2.40.    It 
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is  reported  to  be  IS.60  for  Florida  and  soatb  Texas  (p.  6124  of  House 
bearings).      ^ 

6.  Records  show  that  wben  tffe  domestic  supply  is  adequate,  tbs 
shippers  from  the  Mexican  west  coast  can  not  compete  and  con- 
sequenUy  reUnqnish  the  markets  to  the  shippers  of  domestic  tomatoes. 

7.  Peak  movements  of  tomato  imports  and  of  tomatoes  of  domestic 
production  do  not  usually  occur  at  the  same  time. 

8.  The  forced  closing  of  a  large  proportion  of  the  establishments 
engaged  in  the  tomato-repacking  business  which  would  Inevitably  result 
from  a  tariff  which  would  restrict  or  prohibit  imports  from  Mexico, 
Cuba,  and  the  Bahama  IiAands  would  result  in  a  demoralised  market 
condition  during  periods  of  normal  peak  movements  of  American, 
grown  tomatoes.     Present  imports  stabilise  fresh  tomato  supplies. 

9.  Statement  by  vegetable  embargolsts  that  districts  in  United 
States  which  ship  tomatoes  between  November  IB  and  May  15  (when 
98  per  cent  of  imports  enter)  are  facinp  ruin  is  not  t>ome  out  when 
records  show  these  same  districts  are  increasing  their  acreage.  The 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Bconomics  shows  an  increase  from  25,950  acres 
in  1926  to  47.300  in  1929,  an  increase  of  82  per  cent. 

10.  The  Mexican  west  coast  tomato  industry  is  virtually  an  Ameri- 
can enterprise,  and  is  of  benefit  to  American  manufacturing  interests 
throu»;h  its  importation  of  its  products. 

11.  Wide  fluctuation  in  supplies,  which  would  inevitably  result  if 
Florida  were  given  a  monopoly  in  this  commodity  for  several  montba 
of  each  year,  would  demoralise  the  hothouse  tomato  business. 

12.  Fresh  tomatoes  can  not  be  said  to  decrease  consumption  of  other 
agricultural  products. 

13.  Florida  east  coast  and  south  Texas  have  acquired  a  very  bad 
repuUtion  in  regard  to  tbe  quality  of  their  tomatoes. 

14.  While  the  majority  of  American  agricultural  industries  are  re- 
questing tariff  protection  to  tbe  extent  of  an  amount  sufficient  to  equal- 
ise the  cost  of  domestic  and  foreign  production  the  Florida  and  Texas 
embargolsts  urge  the  adoption  of  a  prohibitive  rate  in  an  essential 
commodity,  the  demand  for  which  tbey  can  not  themselves  properly 
supply. 

15.  West  Coast  Vegetable  Association  is  not  averse  to  a  tariff,  June 
to  November,  but  desire  fresh  tomatoes  to  be  exempt  from  duty  for  the 
period  December  1  to  May  1. 
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Act  Of  1909 :  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Act  of  1913  :  26  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Act  of  1922 :  15  per  cent  ad  valorent 

House  bill :  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Senate  bill :  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Various  organisations  asked  before  the  House  for  a  60  per  cent  ad 
valorem.  The  Vegetable  Growers'  Association  of  America  requested 
60  per  cent  rate  (p.  4911  of  House  hearings).  The  American  Farm 
Bureau  asked  for  00  per  cent  also,  with  the  exception  that  tomato  pasts 
should  be  50  per  cent. 

In  general,  the  chief  opponents  were  tbe  importers  and  the  Italian 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  New  York  (p.  5167),  who  showed  how  the 
increase  would  fall  on  tbe  consumers,  especially  the  Italians  In  the 
large  cities  who  are  the  chief  consumers  of  this  commodity.  TIm  list  of 
letters  given  above  protesUng  to  Senator  Walsh  is  evidence  of  the 
source  of  complaints. 

The  duty  imposed  by  the  Senate  subcommittee  was  60  per  cent  ad 
valorem. 

Facta  on  canned  tomatoea 

1.  United  States  leads  in  the  production  of  canned  tomatoes,  with 
Italy  next  In  Importance. 

In  eases  of 

2.  United  Statea  production —  24  No.  3  cans 

19M"" ^**  *^^'  '^^ 

i927zr~rzrzmizzzz"zzrzzrir""'"mi'r 


19.  770.  000 
13.  160.  000 


Importa — 

1928 

1926 

1927 


ttporta 

lint — 


662. 670 

— — 1 ,  6?  0,  9.34 

1,  8?,8,  660 

178,  271 

102,  r,7o 

124,  l|l 
— 110.  770 

S^morka 

Tbe  locTfaat  la  daty  oa  thaas  toaMtosa  la  oawarraated  tor  tbs  lot' 
lewlag  reaaoaa; 

t.  Itallaa  toaiatowi  which  ars  caaaed  ars  of  mm  entirely  different 
rarletjr.  The  Saver,  eoler,  porceatags  «rf  solid,  and  sogar  ars  differsot 
from  doaMrtlc  toaMtose,  The  Tariff  Conunission  report  on  tomateta, 
pafe  14,  ■sntlooa  the  aoncomparabtiity. 

3.  Darfag  the  war  Itallaa  toaMtosa  were  not  obtainable,  snd  tbs 
oaly  deaisetlc  toaiateea  that  wers  eoaaemsd  in  their  place  were  the 
Callfomlan  eaaned  tomalosa  with  added  parie.  When  Importation  wae 
acain   penaisalbla^   althoogh   CallfocalaB    tomstosa   with   added    puree 


k ,  'i 


•  •-♦'; 
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w«ff«  M411nK  at  about  a»  per  cent  lew  thaa  Itallsn  tooutoc*.  yt*  lb* 

wmMMl    concnmen    returned    to    the    consumption    of    Itaiian    tomatoes 
(9.  5171  of  Ooose  liearlaga). 

5.  SeaxaneUi  4k  Co.,  a  N«w  Tork  Importer  ^and  one  of  th«  proteatabts 
acalnst  tlie  hlcbcr  rates,  claimed  that  tbey  have  ablpped  to  ttaete  repro- 
BeaUtiTe.  the  Cerro  Corporation,  of  Naples,  orer  $100,000  In  American 
canning  machlnerj  and  an  areragc  of  $1,000,000  per  year  Of  tin  plate 
koogbt  from  tbe  United  Statea  Steel  Con>oratlon.  Tbla  waa  done  to 
create  a  feeling  of  reeiproclty  with  the  Dnited  Btatea  Ooremment,  and 
la  recommended  by  American  importers. 

4.  Aa  a  general  rule  the  Italian  canned  UAnato  sella  at  a  aomewhat 
higher  retail  price  than  that  charged  for  the  domestic  canned  tomato. 
The  price  paid  in  retail  atorea  for  the  Imported  article  la  conaiderably 
higher  than  that  paid  for  the  ao-called  "  standard "  doBoestle  canned 
tomato.     (Tariff  Commlaslon  report  of  1927.  p.  59,  on  tomatoes.) 

Bence  It  can  be  readily  seen  that  the  Imposing  of  an  additional  dnty 
«■  imported  canned  tooutoes  will  not  benefit  the  domestic  manufac- 
tarer,  hot  will  work  a  farther  hardship  on  the  already  oTcrbordened 
laborers,  who  consCitate  tbe  great  mass  of  consumers  of  the  imported 
article. 

6.  This  new  dotjr  la  aa  attempt  to  substitute  a  domestic  product  for  a 
foreign  product  when  it  is  already  seen  that  the  consumers  o4  that 
eooioMdlty  prefer,  in  apite  of  higher  pricea,  the  foreign  commodity.  It 
la  merely  an  additional  tax  on  the  consumer  which  will  not  be  of  henellt 
to  the  domestle  producers,  whose  product  ia  not  bought  by  the  ahora 


6.  Coat  per  pound  of  California  canned  tomatoea  deliTered  to  the 
«atem  aeaboard  ia  0.0662,  aeeordiag  to  the  Tariff  Oommiasioa.  The 
cost  of  aimllar  Italiaa  tomatoea  ao  deUTered  Is  0.0062,  according  to  the 
iam«  source. 

009t  «•  thaeoMMOMr 

Vsmatoeo  in  their  natural  atate :  Pounds 

Domestic   production 8M,  000,  000 


Imports 


24,  000,  000 


Total 910.  000, 000 

IncTcaae  la  duty  2%  cents  per  pound  ;  cost  to  consumer, 
$22,7SO.OOO. 


Canned  tomatoes : 

Domestic  production.  No.  3  cans. 
Imports,  NO.  3  cans,  cases  of  24 


cases  of  24 


„     13, 160.  000 
1.  820,  000 


Minos  exports,  No.  3  cans,  cases  of  24 


14,  980,  WX) 

124, 131 

14, 866.  869 


Price  is  quoted  by  dosen  cans  (14,855,869X2),  dozen  No.  3  cans, 
929.711,738. 

PrK»  May.  1927.  $1.30.  $38,625,259. 

Forty  per  cent  ad  Talorem,  cost  to  consumer,  $15,450,103. 
Total  coat  of  natural  and  canned  tooMtoes,  $38,200,103. 
Per  capita  cost,  32  cents;  family  of  ave.  $1.60. 

TlMAQUAm  no — TOMATO  PAST! 

Act  of  1900 :  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Act  of  1913 :  25  per  cont  ad  ralorem. 

Act  of  1922 :  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

House  bill :  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Duty  thus  remains  unchanged. 

However,  the  following  suggested  change  baa  been  mentloBcd  very 
often  in  the  bearings  ttefore  the  House  : 

The  heading  "  Tomato  paste  "  Is  very  unsatisfactory,  for  it  does  not 
dsAae  the  meaaiag  of  paste.  The  United  Statea  appraisers  have  been 
eollectlBg  duties  on  all  tomato  products,  other  than  canned  tomatoea,  and 
have  Uated  strained  tomatoes,  purees,  sauce,  concentrate,  and  double 
esBcentnte  onder  the  heading  "  Paste." 

Remarha 

n>«re  are  praetlcaDy  no  Imports  of  fresh  tomatoes  except  from 
December  to  May.  The  tariff  question  with  respect  to  toasatocs  ceo- 
sems  sabatantlally  only  winter  tomatoes. 

Wlnttf  tomatoea  can  be  grown  to  a  certain  extent  In  Florida  and 
southern  Texas.  However,  in  December,  January,  and  February  the 
climate  in  Florida  and  southern  Texas  is  not  favorable  to  the  production 
of  tomatoes.  The  crop  ia  frequently  kUled  by  frosts,  and  even  when 
BMtarsd  the  tnAt  ia  aot  ao  perfect  as  it  is  where  the  dlaate  la  more 
fhvorahle.  Sxperts  In  the  Tariff  Commission  state  that  In  the  winter  the 
highest-priced  Cuban  and  Babaman  tomatoes  are  regularly  higher  than 
tho  highest-priced  VlorMa  tomatoea. 

The  following  testimony  of  dealers  In  vegetables  Is  to  the  effect  that 
VknUm  wlater  toaaatocs  arc  Inferior  to  the  Mexican  tomato. 

Alton  ■.  Bfiars,  Boston,  Maaa.,  representing  the  Boston  Fmtt  aad 
Prodoes  Bxehaace: 

**  We  in  Boston,  and  I  And  osr  experlencea  there  are  dnpMcated  hr 
sther  gcstleasea  to  whaaa  I  have  talkad  from  other  Ststea  of  the  United 
■tatea.  mm  aot  oMala  from  ff1or«d«  dsrtag  theae  months  (Deeeaaber  to 
May)  tbs  toauitoaa  timt  sur  coaawsers  will  buy."  (f 
».  M».) 

Y.  C  Taaart,  Nprcsastlat  th*  rrj  Brokcract  C«h  Cblcaffo,  IS.; 


**  It  has  been  my  experience  during  15  years  and  that  of  toy  partner, 
Mr.  Trj,  whose  experience  is  of  25  years'  duration,  that  E^orida  can  not 
produce  a  supply  of  good  fresh  tomatoes  from  December  16  to  April  15. 
Pur:her,  that  Texas  is  not  and  can  not  be  a  producer  of  tomatoes 
during  this  period."     (Senate  hearings,  p.  648.) 

"  The  green  tomatoes  from  Mexico  can  be  ripened  with  seldom  a  loss. 
Floiida  tomatoes  coming  in  during  the  winter  months  showed  disas- 
trous shrinkage  in  ripening."     (Senate  hearings,  p.  649.) 

F  rank  L.  Bloom,  of  the  Bloom  Co.,  Detroit,  Mich. : 

"  We  are  protesting  against  the  proposed  high  tariff  on  Mexican  toma- 
toes becau.se  it  will  practically  put  ua  out  of  business  duriug  the  winter 
months,  because  it  has  been  our  experience  that  during  these  mon'bs 
we  ran  not  get  a  dependable  supply  of  tomatoes  of  good  quality  from 
Floilda.      (Senate  hearings,  p.  651.) 

"  fflorlda  tomatoes,  when  we  take  them  In,  are  subject  to  Phoma  rot 
and  to  nailhead  and  to  a  condition  which  we  call  '  puff ' — that  Is.  the 
tomiito  feels  soft  when  we  handle  it.  It  will  not  ripen  into  a  hard  con- 
diti<  n  so  that  it  will  go  through  the  chaniteJa  of  trade.  But  our  expe- 
rieore  has  been  that  when  we  repack  a  car  of  Floridaa  that  moat  of 
that  car  has  to  go  into  our  lowest  grade,  which  we  call  specks,  and 
spec  Ks  can  be  sold  only  to  tbe  peddler  trade.  The  average  price  of 
specu  during  the  winter  months  Is  below  the  freight  charges."  (Sen- 
ate   tiearings,  p.  653.) 

Gordon  F.  Tyrrel,  representing  the  Shafton  Co.,  Chicago,  111. 

"  During  the  time  from  December  1  to  May  1  our  uMrket  is  dependent 
for  he  supplies  of  good  merchantable  tomatoes  upon  Mexico.  There  are 
som< '  shipped  from  Florida  at  that  season  of  the  year,  but  the  percentage 
of  lood  tomatoes  from  Florida  at  that  time  is  very  small  and  unde- 
pen<able."      (Senate  hearings,  p.  665.) 

•*  [  have  never  seen  a  car  of  Florida  tomatoes  In  the  winter  months 
that  was  equal  to  the  Mexican  tomato."     (Senate  hearings,  p.  666.) 

T  lomas  C.  Osborne,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

"  Our  market  uses  Mexican  almost  exclusively  between  the  period  of 
Deo  mber  to  May.  It  has  been  my  experience  that  we  can  not  depend 
upoi  I  the  quality  of  Florida  tomatoes  during  the  winter  months  due  to 
unfi  vorable  climatic  conditions  and  to  take  care  of  the  demand  at  that 
tlm«  we  must  look  to  Mexico  for  supplies."      (Senate  hearings,  p.  657.) 

Nathan  Savltx.  representing  the  Philadelphia  Perishable  Carlot 
Ass^lation. 

"  We  are  able  to  supply  the  trade  the  year  around  with  fresh  tomatoes 
only  because  we  are  able  to  Import  shipments  from  Mexico  during  the 
periiid  from  the  early  part  of  December  to  the  latter  part  of  April,  dur- 
ing which  tine  Florida,  which  State  is  the  only  domestic  production 
secti  an,  can  not  ship  a  dependable  supply  of  good  tomatoes." 

"  dy  experience  has  been  that  during  tbe  period  mentioned.  90  per 
cent  of  the  shipments  of  fresh  tomatoes  that  arrive  from  Mexico  will 
comu  in  fine,  whereas  with  Florida,  it  is  Just  the  reverse,  only  about 
10  ler  cent  of  their  shipments  being  good."      (Senate  bearingB.  p.  668.) 

F  ktrick  Henry,  representing  H.  P.  Henry  &  Co. 

"  In  the  past  10  years  my  experience  has  t)een  that  during  the  period 
from  December  1  to  May  1.  Mexico  preaenta  the  only  depencktble  source 
of  Kiipply  of  fresh  tomatoes;  Florida  shipping  only  about  1  car  in  20 
that  ia  satisfactory."     (Senate  hearings,  p.  669.) 

N  Uional  Kestaurant  Association  : 

"'  *  •  no  district  of  the  United  States  can  supply  the  American 
mar  set  with  fresh  tomatoes  adequately  and  reliably  during  the  mcnths 
of  Eecember  to  April     •     •     •."     (Senate  Hearings,  p.  661.) 

^hile  It  Is  possible  that  the  above  testimony  may  he  somewhat  over- 
draw m.  It  is  apparent  that  the  main  Interest  of  dealers  is  to  have  an 
ade<;uate  supply  of  tomatoes,  irrespective  of  their  source. 

Tie  proportion  of  fresh  tomatoes  supplied  by  domestic  production 
fron  December  to  March,  inclusive,  has  been  as  follows  :  1925-26,  7  88  • 
192(-27,  26.15;  1927-28,  19.24;  192^29,  28.34.  If  tbe  above  tes-' 
tluKuy  can  be  relied  on,  the  domestic  production  has  not  been  of  so 
high  a  grade  as  the  Mexican  tomatoes,  which  fact  would  make  the 
proiortion  of  high-grade  tomatoes  furnished  by  domestic  production 
less  than  the  above  figures  show.  Domestic  production  has  furnished 
less  than  25  per  cent  in  quantity  on  the  average,  and  much  of  that 
quantity  has  been  inferior.  Moreover,  the  quantity  fnrnlahed  by  domes- 
tic Producers  varies  from  5,000  to  13,000  carloads  in  the  course  of  a 
singe  year  (1925-28,  192^27).  This  emphasizes  the  fact  that  tbe 
wtaler  tomato  tn  Florida  is  an  extremely  variable  crop.  While  the 
snpily  might  be  sufficient  one  year,  the  crop  might  be  wiped  out  tbe 
folk  wing  year.  The  proposed  tariff  rate  of  94  per  cent,  therefore, 
attempts  to  make  the  American  consumer  dependent  for  this  vital  food 
upoi   an  inadequate  and  uncertain  supply. 

It  is  tree  that  greatly  increased  prices  of  fresh  tomatoes  will  increase 
the  domestic  supply,  but  this  will  probably  be  only  on  the  basis  of 
iBcrastng  cost.  Poorer  land  and  land  more  Uable  to  frost  will  be 
Irian  bed,  and  these  added  marginal  farmers  wiUbe  Just  as  badly  off 
as  tie  marginal  tomato  growers  are  now,  and  there  will  be  a  rpuewed 
cry  for  higher  protection. 

T^e  average  farm  price  of  imported  Mexican  tomatoes  for  the  two 
1926-192T  was  2.74  cents  per  pound.     (United  Statea  Tariff  Com- 
PreUmlaary  statement  on   fresh   tomntoea,    1928.)     Tbe   pio- 
poa^  doty  9l  8  ceota  per  pound  would  doable  the  siigljuU  cost  of  tbe 
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tomato.  Most  of  tbe  expenses  of  handling  the  tomato  are  based  upon 
the  original  cost.  Such  expenses  are  the  commissions,  the  interest  on 
the  capital  employed,  the  losses  and  shrinkage  of  the  stock  through 
spoUage,  etc.,  the  risk,  market  losses.  Mexican  winter  tomatoes  sell 
to  the  retail  buyer  at  from  15  to  25  cents  a  pound.  It  may  be  con- 
servatively estimated  that  the  3-cent  duty  would  add  about  8  cents  a 
pound  to  the  retail  price,  especially  since  the  higher  price  would  dimin- 
ish consumption  and  greatly  Increase  the  overhead  of  the  dealers. 

This  increase  in  price  would  make  winter  fresh  tomatoes  too  expensive 
for  the  average  family  and  would  cut  off  from  the  average  diet  this 
much  needed  fresh  vegetable  In  the  winter.  Is  this  the  way  to  uphold 
the  boasted  American  standard  of  living? 

The  purpose  of  the  Increased  tariff  rate  on  fresh  tomatoes  is  to  widen 
the  market  for  Florida  tomatoes,  forcing  the  sale  of  Florida  tomatoes  in 
western  as  well  as  eastern  points.  The  following  table  shows  the 
freight  rate  on  fresh  tomatoes  from  the  principal  shipping  points  in 
Florida  and  Mexico  to  important  markets.  (United  States  Tariff  Com- 
mission.    Statement  on  fresh  tomatoes,  1029.) 

(Per  100  pounds  gross  weight) 


To— 

From— 

Chicwo 

St.  Loata 

Kan.sas 
City 

1m 

Angeles 

New 
York 

Gould-s  Fla 

SLWS 
1.008 

$1,798 
1.610 

$L979 
1.540 

$3,447 
1.509 

$1.7W 

Los  Mocbis,  Mexico 

i021 

DiSerenoe .. 

.300 

.183 

.433 

.038 

-.223 

When  the  western  buyer  is  compelled  to  buy  from  Florida  Instead 
of  Mexico,  he  has  to  pay  a  freight  cbarge  from  2  to  9  cents  a  pound 
more  than  he  would  were  his  access  to  the  Mexican  supply  open.  This 
tax  does  not  go  to  the  Florida  producers.  It  Is  simply  money  wasted 
by  doing  a  thing  in  an  uneconomical  way.  Added  to  this  burden  the 
fact  that  the  spoilage  is  much  higher  on  fresh  tomatoes  shipped  «) 
great  a  distance  as  from  Florida  to  central  and  western  United  States. 
At  the  present  time,  because  of  the  high  cost  of  living  in  the  United 
States  and  the  ensuing  high  wages,  industries  are  moving  from  this 
country  In  large  numbers  and  shutting  down  their  American  factories. 
Under  these  circumstances,  is  it  vrise  to  increase  the  price  of  neces- 
sary food  products  in  the  country  to  compel  their  production  under 
uneconomic  conditions? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sure  the  very 
kindly  feeling  I  entertain  for  the  people  of  the  State  of  Florida, 
and  particularly  for  the  Senators  from  that  State,  is  shared 
very  generally  in  this  Chamber. 

I  indicated  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Asuubst]  a 
short  while  ago  that  I  will  support  bis  amendment.  I  am  in 
receipt  of  a  very  vigorous  protest  from  the  city  of  Butte,  Mont, 
against  the  imposition  of  this  very  high  duty  upon  tomatoes. 
It  is  represented,  with  undoubted  truth,  that  we  can  not  get 
tomatoes  into  Montana  from  Florida,  and  we  are  obliged  to 
rely  for  our  winter's  supply  upon   Mexico. 

I  say  we  can  not  get  them  in  Montana.  Of  course,  you  will 
bear  in  mind  that  the  border  of  the  State  of  Florida  is  dis- 
tant somewhere  between  1,500  and  2,000  miles  farther  from 
the  State  of  Montana  than  is  the  Mexico  line.  In  other  words, 
if  we  get  tomatoes  from  Florida  in  the  winter  at  all,  we  must 
pay  freight  upon  them  for  a  distance  of  at  least  1,500  miles 
more  than  if  we  got  our  tomatoes  from  Mexico.  So  I  under- 
take to  say  that  in  considering  these  questions  we  are  obliged 
to  take  into  consideration  all  sections  of  our  country.  We 
can  not  consider  the  interests  of  Florida  alone,  and  totally 
disregard  the  interests  of  the  Northwest,  which  supplies  itself 
in  the  wintertime  from  Mexico  and  not  from  Florida. 

Mention  is  made  of  California ;  but  California  produces  no 
tomatoes  during  the  winter  season  represented  by  the  months 
incorporated  in  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  President,  the  discrimination  against  which  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Fletcher]  declaims  so  eloquently  and  so 
forcefully  really  practically  passes  away  when  we  consider 
the  circumstances  under  which  transactions  in  this  very 
desirable  food  product  are  conducted. 

That  Is,  Mr.  President,  that  the  other  sections  of  the  country 
do  not  have  a  duty  in  effect  during  the  months  other  than  those 
mentioned  In  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zona, for  the  very  simple  reason  that  there  are  no  imports  at 
all  during  those  months,  and  a  3-cent  rate  or  a  2-cent  rate  or 
any  other  rate  is  entirely  ineffective,  so  that  the  apparent 
discrimination  merely  passes  away. 

I  have  before  me,  for  instance,  the  figures  showing  the  im- 
ports of  tomatoes  during  each  month  of  the  years  1928,  1927, 
and  1928.    We  start  with  the  month  of  November,  for  instance, 


when  the  total  domestic  production  of  toaaatoes — and  that  in- 
cludes California,  because  California  tomatoes  come  upon  the 
market  in  the  month  of  October — was  38  carloads. 

In  the  month  of  I>ecember,  when  Florida  begins  to  ship,  there 
were  458  carloads  shipped. 

What  are  the  imports  during  those  months? 

In  the  month  of  November  66  cars  is  the  total 

In  December,  1,011 ;  total,  5,811. 

But  let  us  take  January.  The  total  domestic  production  Ifl 
492  and  the  total  imports  are  871. 

In  February  the  total  domestic  production  is  300  and  the 
imports  are  636. 

In  March  the  total  domestic  production  is  632,  and  ttie 
Imports  are  1,375. 

In  April  the  total  domestic  production  is  2,109,  and  tbe 
imports  are  1,526. 

In  May — now,  Texas  comee  in,  Louisiana  c<mies  in,  and 
possibly  another  State  or  two  along  the  Gulf  coast.  In  May 
the  total  domestic  production  is  5,117  cars,  and  the  imports  are 
313  cars. 

Now  tbe  imports  cease.  The  total  i»-odnction  for  June  is 
8,049  cars,  and  the  imports  are  only  12  carloads. 

For  July,  the  total  domestic  production  is  4,366  carloads,  and 
the  imports  are  Just  1  carload. 

In  August,  the  total  domestic  production  is  1,987  carloads, 
und  there  are  no  imports  at  all. 

In  September,  the  total  domestic  production  is  3.745  car- 
loads, and  there  are  no  imports  at  alL 

In  October  the  total  domestic  production  is  2314  carloads, 
and  there  are  no  imports  at  all. 

So,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  President,  the  rest  of  tbe  country 
does  not  have  any -duty  whatever  during  the  months  outside 
of  those  included  in  the  amendment  offered  by  tbe  Senator  from 
Arizona.  There  is  a  nominal  duty,  but  in  effect  there  is  no 
duty,  because  there  is  nothing  at  all  against  which  it  operates. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  For  all  practical  purposes,  then,  I  take  it 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  would  be  just 
the  same  as  if  be  struck  out  one  rate  and  put  in  the  other? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Exactly.  It  would  be  tbe  same 
thing  as  if  it  said  that  the  rate  shall  be  one-half  cent  a  pound 
instead  of  1*4  cents.  The  effect  would  be  just  exactly  tbe 
same. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  S«mtor  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yirfd  to  tbe  Senator. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  reason  why  the 
importations  fall  off  beginning  with  the  month  the  Senator  men- 
tions, and  after  these  winter  months  have  gone  by,  is  because  the 
production  in  the  United  States  has  then  become  so  extensive 
that  they  can  not  compete  with  the  United  States  production? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Not  only  that  but  the  season  will 
not  pa-mit  the  production  of  tomatoes  In  the  tropical  countries. 

Mr.  FLETTCHER.     I  am  not  so  sure  about  that. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  let  us  take  the  SUte  of  Flor- 
ida. Does  the  State  of  Florida  ship  any  tomatoes  in  tbe  month 
of  July? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Tbe  State  of  Florida  produces  tomatoes  in 
the  month  of  Jnly  in  tbe  northern  part  of  the  State. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Does  she  ship  any? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Not  very  much,  because  they  are  begin- 
ning to  be  produced  north  of  us. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  No;  I  think  everybody  will  realise 
that  tomatoes  can  not  be  produced  in  a  tropical  country  in  the 
summer  months.  But,  even  if  that  were  the  case,  the  produc- 
tion is  so  large,  as  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Florida, 
throughout  tbe  United  States  beginning  with  the  month  of  July 
and  from  that  time  on  that  it  is  utterly  impossible,  even  if  the 
fruit  could  be  produced  elsewhere,  to  introduce  It  into  this  coun- 
try. So  the  complaint  that  the  Senator  makes  about  discrimina- 
tion really  fades  away. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  people  in  our  section 
of  the  country  are  entitled  to  a  little  consideration  in  this  con- 
nection. We  should  be  very  glad  to  buy  our  tomatoes  from 
Florida  if  we  could  get  them  there  at  anything  like  a  reasonable 
price.  If  it  were  not  for  the  tremendous  freight  rates  against 
which  we  have  to  contend,  carrying  these  tomatoes  from  1,500 
to  2,000  miles  farther  than  we  can  get  them  elsewhere,  we 
should  be  very  glad  to  have  the  tMnatoes  from  Florida  rather 
than  from  Mexico;  bnt,  Mr.  President,  if  this  rate  of  2^  or 
3  cents  a  pound  on  tomatoes  stands,  tomatoes  will  become  an 
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extreme  Itamrj  to  tb*  peopla  of  MontMom  duriag  tbo  wlater 

BWMltbS. 

Mr.  8HOBTRIDOB.    Mr.  Preirklent 

Tb«  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SUORTKIDGE.  AsBoming  that  Florida  coald  raise  these 
tomatues,  and  they  coald  not  be  raised  in  Montana  or  any  of 
the  other  States,  and  it  was  necessary  to  protect  Florida  by 
tariff  duties,  do  I  understand  the  Senator  to  contend  as  a  matter 
of  theory  in  leticislation  that  we  should  not  do  so? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  We  should  not  do  so  by  levying 
an  inordinate  burden  opoo  tlie  people  in  the  rest  of  the  country. 
Let  me  say  further,  we  can  conceive,  of  course,  that  bananas 
can  be  grown  in  Florida.  I  think  they  have  been  grown  there ; 
but  In  order  to  produce  them  there,  to  make  a  tariff  so  that  it 
would  promote  the  jirodnctlon  of  bananas  in  Florida,  we  would 
have  to  pot  it  so  high  that  it  would  protiibit  the  use  of  them 
throughout  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  My  question  assumes  that  the  climate 
tmd-Oie  soil  of  florida  are  such  as  can  prodnoe  an  ample 
-^quantity  of  this  commodity. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Yes. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Now,  my  question  is.  Should  we  not 
give  that  protection  in  the  way  of  a  tariff,  assuming  that  it  can 
be  given  by  tariff,  even  as  we  would  give  it  on  a  mining  article 
in  Idaho  or  in  the  Senator's  great  State,  even  though  that  ore 
is  not  found  in  any  other  State  of  the  Union? 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Montana.  It  is  utterly  impossible  to  compare 
tomatoes  with  ore. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will 
pardon  me  for  a  moment,  I  wish  to  ascertain  the  theory  upon 
which  he  is  proceeding.  If  there  is  an  ore  in  Montana  which, 
properly  protected,  can  be  mined,  giving  employment  to  men 
and  capital,  an  ore  not  found  in  any  other  State  in  the  Union, 
but  which  is  used  by  every  one  of  the  47  other  States,  my 
theory  la  that  we  should  give  adequate  protection  to  that  in- 
dustry in  the  State  of  Montana. 

Mr.  WALSF  of  Montana.  Of  course,  the  Senator  ought  not 
to  be  making  a  speech  in  my  time. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  If  he  will 
give  me  his  views  or  theory,  I  shall  be  under  many  obligations. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  give  the 
Senator  my  vier'S  in  regard  to  that  matter. 

Each  duty  must  stand  upon  its  own  bottom.  There  are  con- 
siderations applicable  to  the  one  that  are  not  applicable  to  the 
other.  This  article  is  tomatoes.  It  is  not  ore  of  any  kind. 
But,  Mr.  Presidmt,  I  say  this  much — that  from  our  location 
and  the  location  of  the  State  of  Wyoming,  for  instance,  and  the 
State  of  Utah,  and  the  State  of  Idaho,  the  one  thing  that  we 
are  obliged  to  contend  against  is  freight  rates. 

Why,  Mr.  President,  you  will  understand  that  my  home  at 
Helena.  Mont.,  is  1.100  miles  distant  from  St.  Paul,  and  still 
a  thousand  miles  from  the  seab<^rd ;  and  I  travel  2,500  miles  to 
come  from  my  home  to  the  city  of  Washington. 

Mr.  I^resident,  the  burdens  that  are  cast  upon  us  by  wiiat  we 
mui«t  pay  for  freight  up(Hi  what  we  eat  and  what  we  wear  are 
tn^mendous,  not  exceeded  by  those  of  any  other  State  in  the 
Union. 

The  proposal  is  now  to  put  a  duty  upon  tomatoes  so  that  in 
the  wintertime  we  shall  be  obliged  to  pay  the  equivalent  of 
flight  rates  for  1.500  miles  farther  than  from  the  point  where 
we  can  get  the  products  now. 

Mr.  GLASS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield T 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Getting  back  to  the  Inquiry  of  the  Senator  from 
California,  if  there  were  produced  in  Montana,  or  in  any  other 
State  which  might  be  named,  and  only  in  that  State,  a  certain 
ore  used  generally  in  the  manufacture  of  commodities  employed 
in  all  the  States,  and  if  In  order  to  encourage  its  production  in 
that  single  State  we  were  asked  to  pot  an  inordinate,  excessive 
burden  of  taxation  on  the  people  of  the  other  States,  would  the 
Senator  from  Montana  favor  any  such  policy  as  that? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MonUna.     I  hope  not 

Mr.  GLASS.  That  is  the  policy  advocated  by  the  Senator 
from  California. 

Mr.  SHOBTRIDGB.  Because  we  are  one  people,  one  Nation, 
brothers  ail,  and  I  carry  out  that  theory. 

Mr.  GLASS.  I  would  not  like  to  have  a  brother  of  mine  rob 
me  in  any  Mich  fashion  as  that.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  again  I  say  tliat 
while  I  hope  I  am  reasonably  considerate  toward  the  people  of 
norida,  I  have  to  loolrout  to  some  extent  at  least  tn  Ote  people 
of  my  own  State. 

Mr.  CAPPER.  Mr.  President,  I  have  received  a  letter  from 
!the  Amcrlcaa  Farm  Bureau  Federation  strongly  opposing  the 


ao^dment  of  tlie  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Asainurr].  The 
pr^poeitloo   ie   stated  dearly   and   convincingly.    I   send    the 

(r  to  the  desk  and  ask  that  it  be  read. 

le  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  clerk 
Will  read  the  letter. 

ie  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

WASHiNOTOif,  D.  C,  October  to,  J9U. 
Ho^.  Akthitb  CAPPn, 

Senate  Office  Bufldinff,  WaatHnffton,  D.  O. 

T  DSAR  SsKATOs  Cappxs  :  The  three  amendmefsta  by  8«nator 
As^CRST  on  tomato««  in  their  nataral  state,  peaa  and  chlck-peaa.  and 
vegetables  lo  their  natural  atate,  wherein  seaaonal  tariffs  on  tbes« 
prolncts  are  proTlded  for,  are  diametrically  oppowd  to  the  ponitlon 
of  all  farm  organliatlona.  We  sacceedcd  in  keeping  all  seasonal  tariffs 
oir  ram  prodacts  when  the  bill  was  in  the  Senate  Committed  on  Finance 
wlti  the  exception  of  airamt>er8  and  e^plants.  Amendments  have 
beei  introdnced  or  are  prepared  for  introduction  to  take  the  seasonal 
tarffs  off  tbose  two  vegetables. 

ir  the  American  prodoccr  of  periahabtes  is  required  to  let  foreign 
prolncts  come  in  duty  free  during  certain  months,  when  with  our 
braid  extent  of  climafea  we  can  produce  vegetables  practically  for  the 
year-round  trade,  It  means  that  the  cream  of  profit  to  our  American 
prolncers  will  be  taken  off. 

1  he  question  naturally  arises  lo  the  case  of  raw  tomatoes,  why,  If 
the  r  are  duty  free  from  Decemljer  1  to  May  1  as  provided  In  Senator 
Aai  [UBST's  amendment,  with  the  development  of  storage  and  refrigera- 
tloi  1  a8  we  have  it  now,  could  not  such  products  r-ome  in  during  this 
dutf-free  period  in  quantities  adequate  to  be  taken  from  storage  for 
weeks  after  the  expiration  of  such  duty-free  period? 

]  'arthermore,  the  period  designated  by  the  amendments  to  be  pro- 
poB?d  by  Senator  Abhurst — for  duty-free  *»ntrance  of  tomatoes  from 
December  1  to  May  1,  of  peas  and  chick-peas  from  December  15  to 
Maxh  15,  and  of  vegetables  in  their  natural  state  from  January  1  to 
.4pill  30 — transgresses  upon  active  periods  of  production  and  marketing 
of  bese  commodities  all  along  our  southern  border.  During  the  months 
spe  rifled  above  the  commodities  named  in  the  proposed  amendments 
conie  into  our  markets  in  rather  large  quantities  although  perliapa 
the  peak  of  our  marketing  period  is  not  in  the  periods  designated  In 
the  le  amendments. 

I  at  if  the  foreign  products  come  In  either  duty  free  or  at  materially 
reduced  rates  as  variously  provided  in  Senator  Asul'bst's  amendmeuta 
tbeie  will  be  such  a  flood  of  importations  that  the  price  will  be  at  a 
low  level  when  the  United  States  product  does  enter  the  markets  in  big 
quantities. 

The  entire  principle  of  seasonal  tariffs  on  farm  products  has  been 
pro  lounced  as  being  indefensible  by  all  tbose  farm  organisations  which 
sl^  ed  the  circular  letter  of  September  8,  copy  of  which  you  have.  On 
paSB  8  of  that  letter  you  will  find  a  specific  mention  of  eggplant  and 
cucimbera  upon  which  the  seasonal  tariff  is  to  be  eliminated,  and  in 
another  place  on  the  same  page  will  be  found  this  statement:  "We 
opr  Bse  the  adoption  of  a  seasonal  tariff  on  agricultural  products." 

T  Te  are  making  a  great  flght  now  to  get  adequate  rates  of  duty  on 
far  D  products.  If  we  allow  the  principle  of  seasonal  tariffs  to  be  made 
operative  on  farm  products,  this  principle  will  grow  in  subsrquent  years 
80  that  tho  year-round  market  will  not  be  protected  for  the  American 
farner  but  merely  that  portion  of  the  market  in  which  our  products 
moiit  generally  are  marketed  and  with  a  seasonal  tariff  under  a  market 
con  lition  which  has  been  broken  down  by  the  free  or  nearly  free  impor- 
tat  on  of  competitive  foreign  crops  introduced  Into  our  markets  Just 
abend  of  our  products. 

1  trust  you  vrlll  do  everything  possible  to  prohibit  seasonal  tariffs  oo 
an]  farm  commodity  and  to  remove  those  which  are  now  in  the  Senate 
bill  on  eggplants  and  cucuml>ers. 
Very  respectfully, 

AwKHiCAN  Farm  Bdbbad  Fsderation, 
Cbbstkr  H.  Gray, 

WashinfftOH  Repreeentative. 

]  It.  TRAMMELL.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  take  any  great 
length  of  time.  I  think  it  must  be  very  apparent  to  every  Mem- 
bei  of  the  Senate  that  the  amendment  which  is  proposed  is  dls- 
crininatory  against  Florida,  and  that  it  is  a  great  departure 
fro  m  the  policy  which  actuates  the  Senate  in  dealing  with  the 
tai  iff  question. 

'  'arifls  as  applied,  I  dare  say,  to  75  per  cent  of  the  commodi- 
ties which  are  embraced  in  the  bill  frour  various  particular 
coimiunities  are  not  to  the  particular  advantage  of  some  other 
loc  ility  which  will  be  required  to  pay  the  stimulated  cost  If  the 
stii  Qulated  cost  is  carried  into  the  commodity. 

'  "hat  is  true  in  the  matter  of  wheat.  I  thought  of  that  when 
th€  Senator  from  Montana  was  speaking.  Many  of  us  voted  for 
the  debenture  who  live  away  south  of  where  any  wheat  is  pro- 
du«  ed.  The  only  result  that  will  come  to  the  people  of  most  of 
the  Soutltem  States  If  the  debenture  Is  effective  will  be  to 
inc  'ease  the  price  of  wheat  products.  I  could  have  said,  "  We 
do  oot  propose  to  do  anything  that  will  help  Montana  and  those 
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other  Statev  out  west  to  produce  wheat.    We  do  not  propose  to 
do  anything." 

This  is  largely  a  flght  between  the  American  capital  that  has 
gone  down  into  Mexico  and  has  attempted  to  build  up  a  vege- 
talHe  industry  in  competition  with  American  capital  and  with 
American  labor,  and  the  industry  at  home.  That  is  the 
situation. 

As  I  see  it,  upon  one  side  are  tbose,  actuated  I  say,  by  honest 
motives,  who  would  break  down  American  industry  and  destroy 
American  labor  in  order  that  American  capital  in  Mexico  might 
succeed  and  that  the  cheap  labor  of  Mexico  might  be  provided 
with  a  livelihood.  If  we  withhold  from  the  agricultural  inter- 
ests engaged  in  this  enterprise  in  America,  more  particularly 
in  Florida,  as  far  as  the  early  vegetables  are  concerned,  a 
proper  tariff,  and  destroy  the  industry  in  my  State  and  in 
others  that  might  produce  early  vegetables,  then  the  entire 
country  must  pay  tribute  to  the  Mexican  farmer  and  American 
cai>ital  oiierating  in  Mexico.  If  we  are  to  be  actuated  only  by 
selfish  motives  toward  our  own  States,  then  we  would  have 
arrayed  against  turning  over  the  market  in  early  vegetables  to 
Mexico  the  great  central  part  of  our  country,  all  the  great  cen- 
tral pert  and  all  the  southern  part,  because  the  people  in  those 
sections  would  have  to  iJay  more  transportation  charges  to 
bring  those  products  from  Mexico  into  the  central  part  of  the 
United  States  and  to  the  eastern  and  southern  part  than  they 
would  to  carry  them  there  from  Florida  or  from  some  other 
Southern  State. 

That  is  the  only  conclusion  we  can  draw  and  the  only  logic 
that  is  set  forth,  in  the  last  reasoning,  in  tlie  argument  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

I  have  not  had  the  idea  about  dealing  with  the  problem  of 
levying  tariff  duties  the  Senator  seems  to  have.  If  I  had  had, 
every  time  a  question  came  up  as  to  protection  ui)on  some 
coumiodity  or  article  that  was  produced  in  the  western  part  of 
the  country,  perhaps  three  or  four  or  five  thousand  miles  from 
my  State,  which  would  possibly  increase  the  cost  to  the  iieople 
of  my  State,  I  would  have  said,  "  I  would  like  to  help  you.  I 
feel  very  friendly  toward  your  part  of  the  country,  but  this 
would  make  the  people  of  Florida  pay  a  little  more  for  that 
article." 

I  have  not  been  actuate<l  by  any  such  spirit  as  that  I  have 
often  voted  for  duties  which,  if  they  become  effective  in  the 
price  of  the  articles,  would  necessarily  make  those  commodities 
somewhat  higher  to  the  peoi>le  of  my  State.  Most  every  Sena- 
tor has  done  that.  If  we  did  not  do  that,  we  would  be  a  free- 
trade  Nation.    That  is  all  we  could  be. 

I  try  to  support  tariff  duties  on  the  principle  of  what  I  con- 
sider to  be  for  the  general  good  of  the  country.  I  have  sup- 
ported a  number  of  proposals  in  the  interest  of  agriculture 
which  could  not  be  of  any  possible  direct  benefit  to  the  people 
of  my  State.  I  hoped,  however,  that  indirectly  they  would 
be  benefited  through  promoting  and  fostering  the  general  agri- 
cultural interests  of  the  country,  because  I  am  a  great  believer 
in  the  idea  that  if  we  are  to  have  general  prosperity  and 
permanent  prosperity,  necessarily  agriculture  must  be  prosper- 
ous, and  if  we  do  not  have  prosperity  in  agriculture,  we  are  not 
going  to  have  any  prosperity. 

On  the  other  hand,  in  dealing  with  industries  of  a  manu- 
facturing character,  and  where  great  numbers  of  laborers  are 
eiigageil,  I  feel  that  if  I  do  not  treat  those  industries  fairly, 
and  give  them  a  reasonable  amount  of  duty,  the  agricultural 
interests  of  the  country,  if  the  other  industries  are  not  pros- 
perous, will  not  have  a  market  for  their  product. 

Therefore  I  feel  that  we  have,  I  would  not  say,  to  give  and 
take,  but  we  have  to  consider  all  the  industries  in  a  fair,  just 
way,  and  treat  all  as  nearly  alike  as  possible. 

On  the  question  of  Florida's  inability  to  furnish  the  market 
during  the  winter  months  with  this  particular  vegetHble,  to- 
matoes, there  have  been  more  or  less  statistics  produced  here. 
Some  of  the  most  recent  statistics  were  for  the  year  1927-28. 
That  was  the  season  before  the  past  one.  Let  us  take  the 
month  of  Deceml>er.  The  attempt  is  made  to  remove  the  duty 
during  the  montJi  of  December  because  it  is  said  that  Florida 
can  not  furnish  all  the  tomatoes  which  might  be  purchased  in 
this  country  at  that  time.  I  might  with  equal  reason  and  with 
an  equal  lack  of  Justice  say  to  my  good  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Arizona,  that  when  he  proposes  a  tariff  of  7  cents  on 
sea-island  cotton — and  I  am  going  to  support  it — I  will  not 
vote  for  it  because  America  does  not  produce,  and  Arizona  does 
not  produce,  enough  sea-island  cotton  to  supply  the  demand  in 
the  United  States;  and  it  does  not. 

Yet  the  Senator  is  asking  for  a  7-cent  duty  on  that  commodity, 
and  Arizona  and  one  or  two  other  States  in  the  Union  are  the 
<Mily  States  that  produce  it.  My  State  formerly  produced  it, 
and  may  again.  South  Carolina  produced  a  little,  but  under  the 


amendment  of  the  Senator  the  price  of  cotton  to  the  whol« 
American  people  would  t>e  stimulated  by  a  7-cent  tariff. 

If  we  are  actuated  by  selfish  motives,  and  do  not  ti^ieve  in 
preserving  the  Individual  units  of  agriculture  throughout  the 
country,  and  will  not  conserve  any  of  the  units  except  those 
that  permeate  the  Mitire  country,  and  reach  into  every  section 
and  reach  all  our  people  in  their  benefits — if  we  are  going  to 
follow  that  i>ollcy,  we  should  not  do  anything  for  sea-island 
cotton.  »r 

There  are  many  units  of  agriculture  which  are  in  the  same 
situation.  If  protection  is  going  to  be  withheld  from  them  be- 
cause some  few  pe<9le  might  have  to  pay  a  little  more  for  the 
product,  we  would  not  have  protection  for  many  of  tlie  agri- 
cultural products  of  the  ct>untry.  I  do  not  know  of  any  agri- 
cultural product  which  would  be  protected  if  that  were  the  case. 

Cotton  and  wheat  are  tl»e  largest  products  In  the  country. 
There  are*  more  people  who  are  consumers  of  thoee  products  than 
there  are  producers.  Therefwe  if  we  are  going  to  consider  the 
question  irom  an  absolutely  selfish  viewpoint  and  measure  it  only 
in  dollars  and  not  in  general  prosperity,  we  had  better  withhold 
protection  from  wheat  and  from  cotton,  because  standing  out 
yonder  on  the  other  side  is  the  great  army  of  consumers  of  the 
country  who  have  to  pay  whatever  stimulated  price  Is  added  by 
legislation  to  tbose  extensively  grown  products. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  May  I  suggest  that  the  same  argument 
apiriies  to  wool? 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  Certainly.  I  think  the  question  is  so  plain 
that  we  all  understand  it.  I  am  answering  an  ar«:ument  which 
I  think  is  illogical  and  really  has  no  place  in  dealing  with  the 
question  of  a  tariff.  If  it  has,  then  we  must  go  back  and  reor- 
ganize and  do  the  whole  thing  over  agaiu  because  no  such  policy 
has  ever  actuated  us  before  in  dealing  with  rates  of  duty  on  the 
different  commodities. 

Let  me  refer  now  to  the  statistics  on  tomatoes  from  Mexico 
and  Florida.  Some  would  have  us  believe  that  there  are  oo 
shipments  from  Florida  during  December.  The  statistics  show 
that  in  December  a  year  ago  there  were  286  carloads  shipped 
from  Florida  compared  with  273  carloads  from  Mexico.  That 
hhows  Florida's  ability  to  produce  during  December.  In 
January,  f^lorida  shipped  460  carloads  and  Mexico  397.  In 
February,  Florida  shipped  302  carloads  and  Mexico  287.  In 
March,  Florida  shipped  535  carloads  and  Mexico  800-odd. 

It  is  very  char  from  the  statistics  that  during  the  months 
when  it  is  intended  by  this  provision  to  suspend  the  duty, 
Florida  does  market  a  considerable  quantity  of  this  vegetable, 
Hnd  as  a  matter  of  fact  if  it  were  not  for  the  competition  from 
Mexico  the  crop  could  be  largely  liicreased.  There  are  millions 
of  acres  of  good  tomato  land  in  the  State  that  could  be 
utilized.  Mexican  and  Cuban  competition  have  very  lai^y 
hampered  the  expansion  and  enlarging  of  the  tomato-growing 
industry  in  Florida  during  the  last  three  or  four  or  five  years. 
Our  people  have  been  drawing  back  Instead  of  expanding. 

On  the  other  hand,  American  capital  is  going  into  Mexico  and 
is  being  expended  there  for  the  purpose  of  driving  people  in  the 
United  States  out  of  this  industi-y.  If  we  do  not  get  iM:t>per 
protection,  our  people  will  be  driven  out  of  tlie  Industry,  and 
while  it  would  be  very  convenient  for  our  friends  in  Montana, 
Wyoming,  and  the  Northwest  to  buy  tomatoes  from  Mexico,  it 
will  not  be  very  convenient  for  the  people  in  the  other  sections 
of  the  country,  and  particularly  the  eastern  section  of  the 
United  States,  to  buy  tomatoes  from  Mexico. 

Mr.  BARKLBY.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Florida  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BAREJJSY.  The  statement  has  been  made,  though  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is  accurate,  but  prabably  the  SenatM-  can 
tell  me,  that  during  certain  months  of  the  year  tomatoes  are 
imported  into  Florida  "from  other  States.  I  should  like  to 
inquire  if  that  is  true,  and,  if  so,  what  the  months  are  and  what 
effect  that  would  have  upon  the  application  of  a  seasonal  tariff? 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  There  might  be  a  few  tomatoes  imported 
along  in  the  latter  part  of  the  summer.  Florida's  production 
is  principally  in  December,  January,  February,  March,  April, 
May,  and  into  June.  If  Mexican  and  Cuban  competition  do 
not  drive  us  out  of  the  market,  our  heavy  shlp(Mng  season  la 
usually  along  about  March  and  April;  but  when  they  begin  to 
get  into  the  market  with  1,200  to  1,400  carloads  of  tomatoes  a 
month  along  about  March  and  April  the  Florida-grown  tomatoes 
rot  in  the  field  because  we  are  unable  to  ship  them  on  account 
ot  that  competition. 
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Tbere  is  a  Terj  snail  iwrt  of  the  Mexican  crop  that  is  sold 
in  the  W«t,  The  bjg8e^!«t  \*tiri  ot  the  crop  is  sold  in  the  central 
part  of  the  country  and  the  Middle  West  beKiAning  with  Chi- 
caco,  and  eastward  into  New  York  in  competition  with  the 
eastern  market.  If  it  is  desired  to  draw  a  Hue  and  say,  "We 
will  i«t  Florida  tomatoes  be  conllned  to  the  Ektst  and  the  South, 
and  Mexi<-o  will  be  confined  to  the  Wi«t  with  their  tomatoes," 
that  would  be  all  right.  It  would  be  contrary  to  the  principle 
whicii  run!»  all  tLrouKh  the  tariff  bill,  however.  But  if  they 
would  let  our  market  alone,  we  would  no  along  very  well  with 
the  eastern  market  and  the  central  market.  We  are  far  nearer 
to  Chicago  than  is  Mexico. 

Mr.  BARKI.ET.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Florida  yield  to  the  S<mator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  TKAMMELL.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLBY.  I  have  no  preconceived  notions  tfbout  the 
matter  and  I  am  seeking  information  merely.  How  does  the 
season  during  which  Florida  imports  tomatoes  comr>are  with  the 
aeason  during  which  Mexico  exports  them  into  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  TRAMMBLL.  The  months  of  January,  February,  and 
March  are  the  months  to  which  the  Senator  probably  refers. 
I  just  read  the  statistics.  These  are  actual  statistics  taken 
from  the  report  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  I  assumed  that  if  it  be  true  that-  there  are 
two  or  three  months  or  more  during  the  year  when  Florida 
does  not  produce  and  ship  out  tomatoes,  that  would  be  In  the 
Ijitter  part  of  the  sommer,  probably  July,  August,  and  Septem- 
ber. How  do  those  months  compare  with  the  season  of  the  peak 
shipment  of  tomatoes  from  Mexico  into  the  United  States?  In 
other  words,  when  Florida  is  not  producing  tomatoes,  is  Mexico 
producing  any? 

Mr.  TRAMMBLL.  No;  Mexico  is  not  producing  any  then, 
either.  Hie  season  expires  in  July  in  Mexico  and  a  little  later 
in  Florida.  According  to  the  statistics,  April  is  a  very  heavy 
month  in  Florida  and  in  Mexico,  too,  but  in  May  Mexico  begins 
to  decline,  while  Florida  holds  up.  Florida  shipments  increase 
all  during  the  month  of  May  and  are  pretty  heavy  up  until  the 
middle  of  June.  Growers  in  whom  I  have  confidence  tell  me 
that  Mexico  has  crowded  them  out  in  Boston,  Philadelphia,  and 
Chicago  along  during  March  and  April  very  Urgely,  and  then 
wlien  those  markets  get  through  with  the  Mexican  demorallsa- 
tian  of  prices  In  those  centers  they  begin  to  ship  more  from 
Florida.  They  are  bound  to  ship  more  all  the  time,  but  pro- 
ducers in  Florida  have  been  letting  their  tomatoes  rot  in  the 
field  because  tbey  have  been  crowded  out  of  the  maricet  by  the 
Mexican  product.  Mexico  gets  throtigh  with  the  bulk  of  her 
crop  about  a  month  earlier  than  we  do  In  Florida.  I  believe. 

We  aak  that  this  seasonal  discriminatory  propr>sttlon  be  not 
adopted.  If  it  is  going  to  be  adopted,  then  we  need  a  little 
study  over  the  tariff  bill  on  several  other  items  to  see  If  we 
aboald  not  apply  similar  seasonal  provisions  to  some  other 
items.  If  also  we  adopt  the  policy  of  considering  whether  or 
not  we  should  make  it  convenient  for  one  or  two  States  to 
have  in  cioae  proximity  some  foreign  market  and  not  give  any 
protection  to  products  that  happen  to  be  involved  there,  then 
the  whole  hill  aboald  be  revised  and  that  spirit  should  run 
throQgboat  the  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLKT.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  TRAMMBLL.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLBY.  Of  course,  we  all  realise  that  the  tomato  is 
a  pee«llarty  perishable  veceUtde.  I  understand  that  even  In 
cold  storage  It  wUl  not  keep  longer  than  80  days  od  the  average. 
Is  that  statement  conreet? 

Mr.  TRAMMBLL.     I  think  that  Is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLBT.  Of  course,  that  being  true,  is  It  quite  fair 
to  compare  this  situatloti  with  other  agrtcultural  products  that 
Bay  be  kept  ind^lnitely? 

Mr.  TBAMMBLL.  It  depends  a  good  deal.  If  I  can  get  some 
product  that  to  nenpertehaWe  into  my  business  establishment 
in  Florida  dieaper  from  some  foreign  country  than  I  can  ob- 
tain  the  wme  prodoct  for  from  Montana  or  Illinois  or  New 
York,  unless  the  particular  product  of  those  States  may  hare 
a  protecttoB  on  it.  then  I  ralf^t  say  that  I  am  not  going  to  f^vor 
any  tariff  on  tlMit  product,  because  if  we  keep  this  eotmtry  tne 
from  a  tariff  w  that  product  my  people  in  Florida  can  par- 
ehaae  It  at  a  lower  price.  I  might  say,  therefore,  I  win  not 
&vor  patting  a  tariff  on  wheat  or  wool  or  some  ottier  product 
because  the  peoirie  down  in  my  State,  so  far  as  my  people  are 
cooeened,  can  gK  that  commodity  cheaper  if  we  do  not  have 
that  duty  on  It  Bat  I  have  not  looked  at  the  tariff  bin  In 
tttLt  way. 

Mr.  BABKLET.  I  am  not  desiring  to  get  into  any  controreny 
over  the  fundamental  treatment  of  all  agricultural  products  in 
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tb4  same  way  in  so  far  as  their  condition  will  permit.  I  was. 
simply  inquiring  whether  the  fact  that  this  Ls  a  peculiarly  perish- 
able prodoct  ought  to  be  considered  in  determining  whether 
thiire  should  be  a  seasonal  tariff  placed  upon  it.  I  am  frank 
to  say  that  I  am  not  enamored  at  that  method  of  levying  taxes. 
Should  it  weigh  to  any  extent  in  determining  how  much  of  a 
tafiff  ought  to  be  placed  upon  It? 

£r.  TRAMMBLL.  I  do  not  think  that  it  ought  to  at  aU.  If 
withhold  the  tariff  you  will  destroy  a  great  agricultural 
rest  in  America.  It  is  located,  of  course,  in  a  limited  terri- 
toiy,  but  that  is  true  of  many  agricultural  interests  In  the 
United  SUtes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  tomato  is  produced  in  very  wide  areas 
thioughout  the  country  at  the  season  when  it  is  possible  to  pro- 
du(«  It.  We  raise  very  large  quantities  of  tomatoes  in  my  own 
Stiite  and  have  many  canners  in  Kentucky  who  can  them  and 
pncess  them  for  foodstuff  during  the  whole  year — ^that  is.  I 
mean  they  utilize  the  tomato  during  the  tomato  season  to  make 
it  possible  for  people  to  consume  them  during  the  whole  year. 
Herwever,  I  am  not  very  well  advb»ed  as  to  the  peculiar  situa- 
tion in  Florida.  I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  there  are 
millions  of  acres  of  land  there  that  could  be  used  for  the 
tlon  of  tomatoes, 
r.  TRAM.MKLL.  Oh.  yes. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Does  the  Senator  mean  that  by  the  reclama- 
tloi,  if  that  is  the  proper  iwocess,  of  those  millions  of  acres 
toi  latoes  could  be  produced  all  the  year  round  or  ^mply  produce 
mere  of  them  during  the  season  when  they  can  be  produced? 

Ir.  TRAMMELL.     We  ctrald  not  produce  them  all  the  year 

rotund.    No  kind  of  fruit  can  be  produced  all  the  year  round, 

we  do  not  withhold  a  tariff  from  them  for  that  reason. 

r.   BARKLEY.     I   think   probably   the  State  of  California 

d  have  to  be  excepted  from  any  ordinary  rule  as  to  limita- 

elthw  of  product  or  season. 

r.  TRAMMELL,  There  could  be  a  great  deal  more  pro- 
duced than  we  do  produce  now  in  Florida.  The  acreage  has 
be«n  contracted  somewhat  since  this  competition  has  become  so 
meoacing  and  so  threatening  to  the  tomato-growing  Indo-stry 
the  re.  All  during  tite  months  of  the  early  season  Florida  could 
eaaily  produce  as  many  tomatoes  as  are  now  being  produced  by 
Flmda,  Mexico,  and  Cuba  combined.  There  would  be  no  ques- 
tion about  that  There  are  great  quantities  of  Rultablc  land  In 
cul  Ivatlon  In  the  extreme  southern  part  of  the  State  and  the 
pec  pie  do  not  engage  In  the  industry  because  it  has  not  been 
prcfitable  during  the  last  few  years.  Our  people  trace  that 
condition  to  competition  from  Mexico.  Of  course,  they  would 
not  get  the  2\ii  or  3  cents  a  p<juud  duty. 

]  -think  that  on  perishable  commodities  we  can  not  always 
cairy  the  duty  of  the  tariff  into  the  price  as  effectively  as  It 
car  be  done  upon  staple  nonperli*able  products  or  upon  manu- 
factured products.  They  go  into  season  at  a  certain  time  and 
we  have  a  congestion  in  the  market.  We  have  constantly  to 
coitend  with  that  In  the  production  of  perishable  products. 
Bvk  it  would  be  of  assistance  to  have  this  industry  centralieed 
controlled  and  dominated  in  America,  instead  of  having  it 
tralized,  controlled,  dominated,  and  protected  in  Mexico  and 
rated  by  American  capital  there. 
e  brief  which  was  filed  here  by  my  good  friend  from  Ari- 
was  conii^ed  by  a  farmer  in  Mexico,  an  American  who 
his  money  down  there  to  engage  in  the  industry,  and  then, 
for]  a  pastime,  exports  his  own  products  and  all  the  other  prod- 
uct s  he  can  secure  and  talks  about  selling  them  in  Chicago  and 
in  New  York.  I  never  heard  him  talk  about  the  market  in 
Arl  lona  or  In  Montana ;  bnt  he  referred  to  what  the  Mexican 
pnduct  sells  for  in  New  York  and  In  Chicago.  If  we  are  going 
to  draw  the  line  as  to  whose  market  that  is,  I  say  it  is  an 
Anerican  market;  but  if  we  are  going  to  draw  the  line,  and 
coi  tract  It  in  that  way,  I  would  say  that  It  is  Florida's  market 
an4  Mexican  products  should  j^tay  away  from  there,  because  it 
ree  or  four  thousand  miles  from  Mexico  to  those  markets, 
trust  that  the  amendment  will  be  defeated.  We  feel  that 
should  be  treated  Just  as  all  other  States  are  treated, 
that  agricultural  products  In  that  State  should  be  treated 
same  as  are  all  other  agricultural  products, 
r.  HATDBN.  Mr.  President  there  has  been  no  showing 
to  the  Senate  that  a  duty  of  3%  cents  a  pound  Is  necessary 
oallze  the  difference  In  the  cost  of  production  of  tomatoes 
exlco  and  the  United  States.  As  a  matter  of  fact.  It  Is  of 
that  It  costs  more  to  produce  tomatoes  capable  of  being 
'  to  the  United  States  in  Mexico  than  It  costs  to  produce 
toes  In  the  United  States. 
The  tomato  Industry  existed  In  Florida  long  before  the  enter- 
prt  le  was  started  on  the  west  coast  of  Mexico.  If  Florida  could 
haie  supplied  the  American  market,  that  industry  never  would 
ha^  been  started  In  Mexico.    la  truth  and  In  fact,  Florida  has* 
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been  unable  to  and  can  not  supply  the  American  market  during 
the  winter  months.  If  Florida  could  do  that,  the  Mexican  in- 
dustry could  not  exist  for  a  single  season. 

Just  look  at  the  map  of  the  United  States.  Florida  is  nearty 
2,000  miles  nearer  the  great  American  consuming  mai^et  for 
tomatoes  than  is  the  west  coast  of  Mexico.  I  refer  to  New 
York.  New  England,  Chicago,  Cincinnati,  St  Louis,  and  other 
similar  cities  where  the  bulk  of  the  population  of  the  United 
States  lives  that  consumes  tomatoes.  If  Florida  could  supply 
that  market,  being  2,000  miles  nearer  to  it,  with  a  rail  haul  so 
much  shorter,  the  Mexican  competition  could  never  have 
existed. 

There  has  been  no  allegation  made  to  the  Senate  at  any  time 
that  the  competition  has  been  In  price,  because  it  has  not  been 
in  price.  The  Mexican  tomatoes  have  never  ■  undersold  the 
Florida  tomatoes  in  the  American  mariset  The  Mexican 
tomatoes  have  commanded  a  higher  price,  because  they  are  a 
better  winter  tomato.  Florida  In  some  years  can  grow  a  good 
crop  of  tomatoes,  while  In  other  years  that  State  can  not. 
What  the  Florida  growers  are  saying  to  the  Congress  is  that 
once  In  a  few  years  they  may  be  able  to  produce  a  suflicient 
crop  in  the  winter  to  supply  the  American  market,  and,  there- 
fore, for  the  other  years,  when  they  are  Incapable  of  supplying 
that  market  the  American  peo{^e  should  pay  an  extortionate 
price  for  their  tomatoes.  That  Is  the  exact  situation  so  far  as 
this  particular  tariff  rate  is  concerned. 

Mr.  HARRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Arixona  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  ask  the  Senator  why  It  is  that  It  costs  more 
to  raise  tomatoes  in  Mexico,  when  cheap  Mexican  labor  can  be 
had  there  for  from  one-sixth  to  one-third  of  what  it  costs  in 
the  United  States? 

Mr.  HAYDEN,  It  Is  because  the  tomato  is  very  perit*able, 
ami  although  a  bushel  of  tomatoes  can  be  grown  on  the  ground 
In  Mexico  cheaper  than  It  can  be  grown  in  the  United  States, 
that  btishel  of  tomatoes  must  be  culled,  and  only  the  very  best 
and  most  perfect  fruit  selected.  That  Is  the  only  kind  of  fruit 
that  Is  shiH)ed,  and  that  fruit  put  on  the  train  costs  more  per 
bu.shel  than  a  bushel  of  tomatoes  originally  produced  In 
Florida.  The  price  that  the  American  people  pay  for  Mexican 
tomatoes  Is  not  the  first  cost  but  in  addition  the  freight  rate. 

If  we -are  looking  out  for  the  interest  of  the  country,  as  a 
whole,  consider  this  factor:  This  Industry,  established  on  the 
west  coast  of  Mexico,  Is  producing  tomatoes  that  are  placed 
upon  trains  and  then  shipped  to  the  United  States.  More  money 
Is  paid  to  the  railroads  of  the  United  States  for  hauling  those 
tomatoes  than  is  paid  to  the  growers  of  the  tcnnatoes  In  Mexico. 
So  if  we  are  looking  out  for  the  Interests  of  the  country,  as  a 
whole,  we  are  taking  away  labor  from  the  railroad  men  who 
operate  the  trains  that  haul  this  fruit  In  order  to  maintain  a 
situation  as  It  Is  hoped  will  exist  in  (lorida. 

Let  me  make  this  perfectly  plain.  They  were  growing  toma- 
toes In  Florida  long  before  the  Mexican  enterpri.se  was  ever 
established,  and  if  Florida  could  have  supplied  the  American 
market  It  would  have  been  utterly  impossible  to  establish  the  Iif-~ 
dustry  in  Mexico,  because  Florida  has.  as  I  say,  nearly  2,000 
miles  the  better  of  it  in  the  rail  haul.  However,  Florida  was 
tmable  to  furnish  the  needed  quantity  of  fl rut-class  tomatoes. 
•■■  In  this  very  year  there  were  planted  In  Florida  for  the  winter 
market  4,000  acres  of  tomatoes.  I  have  hCTe  a  report  from  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  which  says  that  the  recent  storms 
and  floods  In  Florida  destroyed  that  planting,  and  that  there 
are  only  200  acres  that  will  be  available  for  production  In  the 
area  described  in  the  report,  I  read  from  Southeastern  Truck 
Crop  News  No.  2,  issued  by  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture  on  October  26,  1929,  which  says — 

ToaiatoM :  The  entire  fall  plantings  of  tomatoes  on  the  enst  coast 
were  drowned  out  with  the  exception  of  a  few  scattering  acres  (160-200 
acres),  which  are  reported  to  have  survived. 

It  is  shown  In  this  r^x>rt  that  4.000  acres  were  planted  but 
that  only  200  acres  will  be  able  to  produce  tomatoes  in  that 
area.  That  is  what  has  happened  in  Florida.  Every  few  years 
there  is  a  storm,  a  frost  or  something  else  happens  to  the 
tomatoes  In  Florida,  so  that  they  are  not  a  certain  crop.  If 
they  were  a  certain  crop.  If  Florida  could  supply  the  American 
market,  the  Mexican  industry,  as  I  have  said,  never  could  have 
even  been  started. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  merely  want  to  say  we  did  have  a 
disaster  there  this  year;  there  was  a  heavy  downfall  of  rain 
and  some  floods ;  but  tomatoes  are  grown  elsewhere  than  on 
the   east   coast   of   Florida,    The   statement   the   Senator   haa 


read  refers  particularly  to  that  section  arotmd  Miami,  an  area 
on  tbe  east  coast  Tomatoes  are  also  grown  on  the  Gulf  coast 
on  the  west  coast,  in  Manatee  County ;  and,  besides  all  that, 
they  have  been  replanted  since  that  happened,  and  tomatoes 
will  be  produced  on  that  very  land. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    But  not  to  supply  the  winter  market 

Mr,  FLETCHER.  They  will  come  along  In  January.  They 
can  produce  vegetables  there  in  60  days. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  point  I  want  to  impress  upon  the  Sea- 
ate  is  that  when  we  impose  this  duty  we  are  simply  going  to 
fix  it  so  that  the  American  people  wlU  pay  more  for  the 
Mexican  tomatoes  or  they  will  not  get  any  tomatoes.  The 
freight  rates  are  a  much  higher  protective  tariff,  so  far  as 
Florida  Is  concerned,  than  any  that  could  be  levied  by  Con- 
gress. The  geographical  situation  of  the  State  of  Florida,  its 
proximity  to  the  great  eastern  American  market  Is  such  that 
if  Florida  could  sup[dy  the  demand  for  winter  tomatoes  they 
would  do  It.  In  any  event  tariff  or  no  tariff,  they  have  been 
unable  to  do  it,  and  the  answer  Is  that  this  proposed  tariff 
will  not  benefit  the  grower  In  Florida.  It  is  wholly  unneces- 
sary to  impose  such  a  duty  and  we  believe  that  the  rate  should 
be  reduced  during  the  winter  season. 

Let  me  add,  Mr.  President  one  other  statement  I  recently 
wrote  the  Secretary  of  State  asking  him  to  make  inquiry  of 
the  American  consul  on  the  west  coast  of  Mexico  as  to  what  the 
effect  of  this  proposed  tariff  would  be  with  respect  to  our  trade 
with  that  country.  I  am  not  going  to  take  the  time  to  read  the 
consular  report  to  the  Senate,  but  I  do  want  to  include  in  the 
CoNQBEssioirAL  RsooBD  a  roport  made  by  the  United  States  consul 
at  Maxatlan,  In  which  he  points  out  if  the  area  now  idanted  to 
tomatoes. on  the  west  coast  of  Mexico  Is  diverted  to  other  crops 
that  probably  the  substitute  crop  will  be  cotton.  So  that  In- 
stead of  having  a  tomato  competition,  we  will  have  a  cotton 
competition,  which  will  adversely  affect  the  American  cotton 
farmers.  The  land  in  Mexico  will  be  farmed.  There  is  no 
tariff  on  cotton  and  no  likelihood  of  there  being  any,  so  far  as  I 
am  now  advised.  The  cotton  so  produced  can  be  shipped,  and 
probably  will  be  shipped,  to  England  and  to  Germany,  and  the 
trade  following  the  shipping  will  probably  be  such  that  America 
will  lose  the  business  on  the  west  coast  of  Mexico  that  we  now 
have  if  Congress  imposes  this  tariff.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  Include  in  the  Rbcobo  the  report  to  which  I  have  referred. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  00 
ordered. 

The  report  is  as  follows : 

Dbpabtmbnt  or  Statb, 
WotMn^toN,  November  8,  M$, 
The  Hon.  Caai.  Hatdbn. 

Vnited  Stateg  8enat«, 

SiB :  Referring  to  your  letter  of  September  24  and  to  my  reply  of 
October  3,  1920.  regarding  the  request  of  Mr.  A.  W.  Morrill  for  certain 
information  concerning  the  possible  economic  effect  of  the  elimination 
of  the  Mexican  west  coast  vegetable  Industry  by  a  tariff  embargo  or 
other  means,  I  bare  pleasure  In  quoting  the  following  statements  con- 
tained In  a  report  submitted  by  the  American  consul  at  Maiatlan, 
Mexico,  under  date  of  October  18 : 

"After  careful  study  during  the  past  six  years  that  I  bave  been 
Btatlened  at  the  consular  posts  of  Guaymas  and  Masatlan  I  feel  that 
the  west  coast  of  Mexico  Is  to-dsy  one  of  the  main  sections,  if  not  the 
most  important  section,  of  the  Republic  of  Mexico,  from  an  agricultural 
riewpoint  and  its  prospects  for  the  future  may  l>e  compared  with  those 
of  our  southern  California.  The  State  of  California  posscases  approxi- 
mately the  same  area  as  the  territory  called  '  west  coast  of  Mexico,' 
California  having  155,980  square  miles,  as  compared  with  154,000 
square  miles  in  Sonora,  Sinaloa,  Nayarit.  and  a  small  part  of  Durango, 
which  Is  under  the  sone  of  Influence  of  the  Southern  Pactflc  of  Mexico 
Railroad,  that  parallels  the  west  coast  of  Mexico.  I  do  not  believe 
that  there  is  any  better  authority  on  the  possibilities  of  the  west  coast 
of  Mexico  as  an  agricultural  section  than  Mr,  P,  L.  Bell,  former 
United  States  trade  commissioner,  and  author  of  Special  Agent  Series 
No.  220,  Mexican  West  Coast  and  Lower  California.  Mr.  Bell  In  1928 
made  a  thorough  survey  of  this  coast.  It  is  his  view  that  In  respect 
of  topography,  climate,  nattve  races,  history,  and  development,  the  west 
coast  la  comparable  with  aoutliern  California.  On  page  97  of  the  book 
the  similarity  Is  exirfalned  In  detail.  The  predictions  set  out  In  Mr, 
Bell's  book  are  beginning  to  materialise  from  an  agricultural  view- 
point, notwithstanding  the  fact  that  Mexico  has  been  ravished  by  revo- 
lution and  prohibitive  laws  under  which  pioneers  of  the  freBh->^egc table 
industry  have  had  to  labor. 

"  The  proposed  tariff  of  8  ceata  a  pound  upon  Imported  tomatoes 
passed  by  the  Lower  House  of  Congress  already  has  produced  unfavor- 
able trade  results  for  American  manafactarers  of  agrieultnral  machla- 
ery  and  Implements.  Several  large  firms  handling  United  States  manu- 
factured Implements  tuive  glrea  op  their  agencies.  One  former  large 
dealer  of  American  agricultural  Implemeota  has  even  placed  an  order 
with  a  German  manufacturer  for  Implements  of  the  kind  which  lie  pur- 
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cb«Md  froa  the  rutted  State*  prtor  to  the  pawns*  «t  the  pro|MMed 
tomato  Uiiir.  It  U  reported  that  European  machlnerr  and  implemeutfl 
are  already  BMTlDg  from  Bnslaad  and  Germany  to  the  Maiatlan  con- 
■ular  district  la  order  to  ahow  the  prominence  of  the  weat  coast  of 
Mexico  In  the  parcbatlng  of  Amcfican  manufactured  products  I  may 
Btate  that  In  1920  the  exports  from  the  weat  coaat  of  Mexico  were 
prmctlrally  nil.  while  In  1029  notwlthstandinc  the  deatractioa  of  rall- 
roacte  by  rerolutlon  the  production  of  winter  vegetablea  was  aometblng 
over  8.00«>  can.  Tbla  tiaa  come  about  th  rough  the  Introdnrtlon  of 
American  airrlcaltnral  machinery,  American  capital,  American  agri- 
cultural ezperta,  and  American  tranaportation  fadlitieai  If  one  will 
analyae  the  fresh  TCgetable  Industry  In  Mexico,  it  wHl  be  found  that 
the  wpd  Is  purchased  in  the  United  States.  Ukewiae  the  implements 
and  the  tractor,  the  laaectidde,  the  truck,  the  paper  for  wrapping  the 
tomatoea.  the  shook,  the  nails,  the  railroad,  and  the  financing  and 
■operrtsion  are  American.  Between  80  and  T5  per  cent  of  the  vegeUbles 
tn  the  west  coast  of  Mexico  are  produced  by  Americans.  One  hnadred 
per  cent  are  marketed  through  American  channels. 

"  Mexicans  engaged  in  working  the  fields  will  naturally  eonanme 
Bore  and  better  articles  of  food  than  If  there  wers  no  market  for  the 
products  raised  and  it  were  necessary  to  turn  to  a  more  stagnant  and 
alow-moThig  crop.  This  would  particularly  affect  packlnc-houae  prod- 
ucta.  for  It  is  widely  known  that  the  Mexican  la  a  great  consomer  of 
Isrd  and  meat  iwodscta  and  will  spend  a  great  part  of  hla  earnings  on 
food  deHcaciea.  Not  only  packlng-hooae  prodocta,  bat  also  agrlcoltatal 
ImpieaeBts,  oBaehtnery.  antomohUeat  tires,  boots  and  sbocs.  and.  In 
fact.  »  larte  nnmfeer  of  aanoflactnred  artldea  of  the  United  States  are 
■aterially  affected  when  the  agrleoltural  porsoits  of  the  weat  coast 
«f  Mexico  are  AeevMScd  tor  lack  of  a  market. 

"  iB  answer  to  qtMstton  2  of  Senator  Hatt>x9*8  letter,  I  refer  to  a 
report  prepared  by  this  oSce  on  Angoat  7,  1929,  on  the  probable  change 
of  plaBtlBga  on  the  weat  coast  of  Mexico  caused  by  the  tariff  dtscns- 
sioas  aad  passage  toy  the  lower  Houae  on  tomatoes.  The  consulate  has 
reliable  lafonsatlon  that  the  tomato  sop  thla  year  will  be  reduced  50 
per  cent  and  that  thers  are  now  sdentlflc  Inrestlgatlona  under  way  by 
spedallsta  Imported  from  the  United  States  to  ascertain  the  possibilities 
of  cotton.  There  are  at  present  about  20.000  acres  in  cultlTStion.  In 
Staalsa  plaaClngs  will  be  aaade  fai  NoTember  and  In  Soaora  In  Pebruary. 
March,  aad  AprU.  Growers  and  landowners  througfaoat  the  district 
aar  that  If  they  arc  prohlbfted  from  raising  fresh  vegetaMes  they  Intend 
to  tara  to  eottoa  and  that  there  are  ready  markets  in  England  and  Oer- 
BMBy.  troa  whkft  eoantrles  they  will  alao  buy  machinery. 

*  Several  traTellag  represeutatitea  of  United  States  manufacturers 
af  acrleuitaral  oaarbtaery  and  Implementa  and  tractora  who  cover  this 
territory  report  that  the  growers  of  fresh  vegetables  whose  market  wID 
be  destroyed  by  the  proposed  tariff  are  already  advocating  a  general 
boycott  *•  faraing  aaefatsery  and  implements  produced  In  the  United 
Stataa.  They  fsrthar  atate  tMat  some  of  the  dealers,  sensing  public 
opinion,  have  already  given  op  their  agencies  of  Amerfcaa  products  sod 
are  negotiating  for  European  representatloBs. 

**  In  coatiiBloa.  I  belters  It  is  safe  to  say  that  this  west  coast  of 
Mezlee.  with  Its  14  fertile  river  valleys,  the  majority  of  which  are  yet 
onAeveloped.  woahl  be  a  seriooa  competitor  to  the  cotton  growers  of  the 
United  Stata  If  its  lands  were  tamed  to  that  Industry.  It  would 
ftotheiaaiu  bo  eaapletely  Indepcadent  of  the  United  States,  afaice  there 
la  water  aad  rati  tranaportatkm  to  carry  Its  products  to  Eorope." 

A  copy  of  the  report  submitted  by  tbe  consulate  at  Maxatlan  under 
data  of  Aogiist  7.  IMt.  entitled  "  Immediate  effects  of  recent  tomato 
tariff."  referred  to  tn  the  eonsui's  stateowBts  quoted  above,  is  inclosed 
htiewtth  %•  of  poaalMe  interest 
Taffy  truly  yona, 

L.  P.  Corm,  Thtitneeretmry. 

TmnMATB  KVTBCTs  or  HacwiT  Tomato  Taaur 


lifroas  (ilgned)  Waldo  K.  Bailay,  Aasericaa  vtes  coaanl  la  charge, 
Maaatlan,  Mtexleo.  Date  of  preparatiOB,  Auguat  7,  1929.  Data  of 
aaiUiv.  Aasast  10,  1929.] 

■iaoca>  r^Jtm 

The  recent  tariff  of  S  cents  a  pound  upon  imported  tomatoes  passed 
by  the  Lower  Boase  of  Congreaa  already  has  produced  unfavorable  trade 
resatta  tat  Aaacrfcaa  aannfacttirers  of  agricultural  machinery  and 
trnpleaseats.  Several  large  firms  handling  United  States  implemmts 
have  given  op  thetr  agoaciea.  One  former  large  dealer  of  American 
agricultnral  Implements  has  placed  an  order  with  s  German  manufac- 
turer for  lapteaeats  of  wtilcb  kind  he  purchased  from  the  United 
States  prior  to  pasaaga  of  the  tomato  tariff.  European  machinery  and 
iaqilemeiits  are  already  moving  from  En^nd  and  Gcraaay  to  the 
Maaatlaa  eonolar  district 

Ifoaa  canon 


■UBOPBAV    UiaSBT 


•f  the  State  of  Stoaloa  have  decided  to  reduee  acre- 
ace>  M  ta  7i  par  osat  and  plant  that  laad  in  eottoa.  SeleaitlAe  tevaotl- 
gattaa*  of  the  eottan  pottatialltiaB  af  Staalaa  are  nadcr  way  by  qtedal- 
Ista  bayortad  traa  the  United  Statea.  The  present  crop  wUl  b«  gath- 
1  aai  aaother  plaattag  aada  la 


Qrow«rs  la  this  district  say  their  best  market  will  be  England,  from 
which  country  more  tractors  will  be  imported.  The  ^neral  belief 
appears  to  be  that  the  English  tractor  (Vowlcr)  Is  better  adapted  to 
cotton  enltnra  than  the  American  or  any  other  type  of  machine.  To 
sqiar*  the  trade  accooat  thf  fiber  will  be  exported  to  Europe. 

THRaATBKaD    BOTCOTT 

rravellng  representatives  of  United  States  manufacturers  of  agrt- 
cn  tural  machinery  and  Implements  who  cover  this  territory  minutely 
rej  tort  that  the  growers  of  fresh  vegetables  whose  market  will  be 
de  itroyed  by  the  proposed  tariff  are  already  advocating  a  general 
bo  r'cott  of  all  farm  machinery  and  Implements  produced  In  tbe  States. 
Tl  ey  further  state  that  some  of  tbe  dealers,  sensing  public  opinion, 
bore  already  given  op  tbeir  agencies  of  American  products  and  *  a  re 
ne  ^otlatlng  for  European  representations. 

It  Is  a  conservative  statement  to  say  the  feeling  In  agricultural  clr- 
cl(  8  is  bitter  toward  tbe  United  States  becsuse  of  the  recent  tariff  legls- 
la  ion,  which  they  feel  sure  will  pass  tbe  Senate  in  Washington. 

rhe  increased  cotton  acreage  will  alao  me^in,  in  the  opinion  of 
sc  neral  prominent  growers,  more  German  plows  and  disk  harrows, 
wl  Jch  they  claim  are  better  and  cheaper  than  American  ones. 

sooacsa  09  imvosmation 

J.  M.  Tarrlbe,  representative  to  local  Legislature  of  Sinoloa  and 
largo  tomato  grower. 

rravellng  repreaentatlves  of  American  manufacturers  of  agricultural 
ni  ichlnery. 

MaxatMa  hosineaa  men. 

Charles  Levin,  Division  TralBc  Manager,  Southern  Pacific  of 
Mexica 

Mr.  OONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  it  neems  to  me  that  to 
a(  lopt  the  aeaeonal  provUioii  proposed  by  tbe  Senator  from 
A  'izona  would  be  tantamount  to  adopting  no  tariff  at  all  on 
tc  matoes.  Tbe  case  of  tiic  Senators  from  Florida  appeals  to  me 
v<ry  keenlj.  It  has  been  arg:ued  by  Senators  tbat  if  we  put 
a  tariff  on  tomatoes  we  are  going  to  increase  tbe  price  of 
tc  matoes.  Of  course  we  are.  Wben  we  pat  a  tariff  on  any- 
tiing,  if  It  is  effective  it  is  going  to  increase  the  price.  How- 
ever, winter  tomatoes  are  a  luxury;  the  tariff  is  a  luxury;  all 
til  ?8e  rates  we  have  been  adopUng  are  laxuries.  We  biive  been 
a(  opting  rates  here  on  items  of  which  we  produce  less  than  1 
pc  r  cent  of  our  consumption.  Wby?  Becaase  somebody  wanted 
to  raise  the  price.  Tbat  is  wbat  the  tariff  is  for — to  rabw  the 
pi  ice.  If  we  are  going  to  tell  the  Senators  from  Florida  that 
w  i  are  going  to  permit  tomatoes  from  the  west  coast  of  Mexico 
to  be  imported  free  in  tbe  winter  months,  we  might  as  well  wipe 
01 1  the  tariff  on  tomatoes. 

Yet  in  tbe  next  line  of  tbe  bill  we  solemnly  proclaim  that  we 
ai  e  going  to  give  a  tariff  rate  of  60  per  cent  on  canned  tomatoes. 
It  is  all  right  to  charge  50  per  cent  the  year  aroond  on  earned 
tn  matoes,  which  the  conuiM>n  man  eats,  but  on  tbe  strictly 
seasonal  tomatoes  we  say,  "Well,  we  will  not  have  any  LariflC, 
b4  cause  Florida  can  not  fill  the  American  market." 

Let  us  see.  I  have  not  thoroughly  investigated  this  quertioii. 
biit  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  TrammixlJ  gave  me  the 
fcllowlng  data  which  be  has  collected  from  governmental 
wnrces.  In  Decesnber  Florida  sbi];^;)ed  280  cars  and  Mexico 
'IZ  ears.  In  other  words,  Florida  produced  more  tomatoes  in 
D  Bceoober  than  did  the  west  coast  of  Mexico.  That  presents  a 
striking  illustration  of  one  s<±edule  in  which  a  tariff  rate  can 
b<r  made  effective. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  To  complete  the  pietnre  the  Senator  should 
slate  to  the  Senate  that  the  price  paid  by  the  American  con- 
sumer was  mnch  higher  for  tbe  Mexican  tomato  than  it  was 
f(  r  the  Florida  tomato  in  thoee  same  months,  becanse  of  the 
superior  quality  of  the  Mexican  product 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  say  to  my  friend  tbe  Senator  from 
Arisona  that  If  the  Mexican  product  is  so  much  superior  to  the 
American  product  it  ought  to  pay  3  cents  a  pound  more.  That 
ifl  the  tariff  rate ;  that  is  the  rate  which  is  provided. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  tbe  Senator  from  Texas 
y  eld  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  OONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  I  think  the  Senator  is  eminently  correct 
I]  the  Mexican  tomato  is  superior,  it  ought  to  pay  more. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     Certainly. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  But  there  is  nothing  at  all  in  that ;  that 
is  Jns«t  a  concoction  gotten  up  by  American  capital  tbat  went 
d  >wn  there  to  raise  tomatoes  for  the  American  market ;  that  is 
aM  there  is  to  it 
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Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  knew  the  Senator  would  not  agree  to  that 
statement ;  I  knew,  of  course,  that  he  would  not  agree  that  the 
Mexican  tomatoes  are  better  than  the  Florida  tomatoes. 

Mr.  President,  I  was  on  the  subcommittee  that  held  hearings 
on  this  schedule.  We  went  into  this  matter  rather  thoroughly. 
While  the  Democratic  members  of  tbe  committee  were  excluded 
wben  the  question  went  to  a  vote,  the  Committee  *on  Finance 
has  left  the  rate  at  2Mi  cents  instead  of  3  cents  without  any 
seasonal  provision  in  it,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  at  least  the 
committee's  action  ought  to  be  allowed  to  stand. 

We  hear  about  the  selfishness  behind  it  There  is  selfishness 
in  all  these  tariff  rates.  If  we  are  to  look  after  the  consumer, 
as  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona,  if  it  is  our  business 
to  look  after  the  consumer,  this  session  of  Congress  ought  never 
to  have  been  called. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Borah]  looks  like  he  is  dis- 
pleased at  that  statement,  I  suppose  because  the  rfilef  respon- 
sibility of  this  session  of  Congress  rests  on  bis  shoulders. 
[Laughter.]  But,  Mr.  President,  if  we  were  here  to  represent 
tbe  interest  of  the  consumer  we  would  adjourn  without  passing 
this  tariff  bill,  because  everybody  knows 

Mr.  BORAH.  The  Senator  does  not  mean  that  exactly.  We 
ought  to  repeal  the  present  law. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have  not 
much  hope  of  this  tariff  bill  in  its  finality  improving  the  present 
law  mnch.  I  know  that  it  contains  tbe  debenture,  and  I  favor 
tbe  debenture.  I  know  tbat  it  contains  the  provision  eliminat- 
ing the  flexible  tariff  and  taking  it  out  of  tbe  bands  of  the 
President,  and  I  f ttvor  tbat  provision ;  bat  optimintic  indeed 
must  be  tbe  soul  who  believes  that  wc  shall  ever  be  able  suc- 
cessfully to  get  those  two  things  written  into  law. 

Why,  the  Old  Guard  over  tliere  has  already  surrendered,  left 
the  field,  and  said :  "  Take  tbe  bill.  Make  it  any  way  you  want 
to."  Wbat  is  its  purpose?  Its  purpose  is  to  let  this  bill  be 
I^epared  in  almost  any  fashion  that  the  Senate  deures  to  see 
It  prepared  and  then  send  it  to  conference,  and  there  is  a 
man  waiting  for  it  in  tbe  conference  with  a  blackjack. 

They  expect  to  assassinate  this  bill  in  conference  unless  they 
take  out  the  debenture  and  unless  they  take  out  tbe  flexible 
provision  which  the  Senate  sat>stituted  for  the  existing  law. 
The  House  will  not  agree.  They  plan  to  rewrite  the  bill  in  con- 
ference and  then  whip  it  through  the  Senate. 

I  am  not  on  tbe  inside  of  any  of  these  conferences,  but  tbat  is 
my  belief  as  to  tbe  plans  now  formed.  This  bill  has  a  long, 
rocky  road  to  travel.  It  has  a  lot  of  detours  and  bog  boles,  and 
over  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  White  House  there  is  a  bridge 
out.  I  am  afraid  the  bill  will  never  arrive  at  the  destination 
desired  by  stnne  Senators. 

Now  to  come  back  to  this  subject : 

Mr.  President,  here  is  an  agricultural  rate  upon  which  the 
tariff  can  be  made  effective,  because  Florida  alone  produces  more 
tomatoes  within  these  seasonal  months  than  tbe  west  coast  of 
Mexico  produces.  Why  should  they  not  be  protected?  Why 
should  we  fall  to  protect  tomatoes  l>ecau9e  they  are  raised  in 
tbe  wintertime,  and  protect  everything  else  in  the  summertime? 
It  costs  more,  I  dare  say.  to  raise  tomatoes  In  the  wintertime, 
even  in  Florida,  than  it  does  in  tbe  summertime. 

What  is  tbe  plea  here? 

We  have  two  interests.  We  have  some  American  citizens 
down  in  Florida 

Mr.  McKKLLAR.     In  Mexico? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  No;  in  Florida,  I  hope — some  American 
citizens  in  Florida  raising  tomatoes,  and  we  have  some  more 
American  citizens  whose  allegiance  is  in  the  State  of  Ariz<jna 
but  whose  bodies  and  pocketbooks  are  down  on  tbe  west  coast  of 
Mexico.  That  is  tbe  whole  issue  here.  The  men  raising  toma- 
toes on  tbe  west  coast  of  Mexico  want  to  get  them  In  free. 
Half  a  cent  a  jwuiid  is  practically  free.  Why?  It  is  not  be- 
cause they  are  concerned  about  the  stomachs  of  tbe  people  up  In 
Montana  or  in  some  other  place  that  can  only  be  satisfied  by 
winter  tomatoes.  It  is  becatise  they  want  to  make  more  money 
out  of  those  tomatoes.  Is  not  that  a  fact?  We  have  some  vacnte 
men  down  in  Florida  who  want  to  make  all  tbe  money  they  can 
out  of  their  tomatoes.  That  is  the  issue.  Now,  I  am  not  a  htg^ 
protectionist ;  I  do  not  believe  in  it ;  but  I  believe  tbat  If  we  are 
going  to  apply  the  protectionist  principle  we  ought  to  apply  !t 
all  the  way  around,  and  we  ought  not  to  say.  "  We  will  a];^Iy 
it  everywhere  except  right  here  on  this  partlcalar  point,  the 
west  coast  of  Mexico." 

I  do  not  see  any  reason  wby  Florida  should  be  punished  in 
the  wintertime.  Everybody  knows  that  tomatoes  are  w<Hlh 
more  In  the  wintertinae  than  they  are  in  the  summertime. 
You  would  rather  have  ice  cream  in  July,  would  you  not,  thsn 


in  January?  It  Is  worth  more;  and  I  submit  that  if  the 
Senate  is  going  to  adopt  an  agricultural  tariff,  here  is  one  place 
tbat  it  will  work.     Here  is  one  place  that  it  will  fit. 

I  want  to  tell  you  right  now  that  If  you  help  the  farmer  by 
raising  his  price,  the  man  who  eats  the  food  is  going  to  have 
to  pay  more ;  and  if  the  Senator  trota  Montana  gets  more  money 
from  his  cattle  out  in  Montana,  somebody  somewhere  that  eats 
a  beefsteak  is  going  to  have  to  pay  more  for  It.  But  if  we  are 
going  to  operate  the  tariff,  let  us  (^lerate  it  all  around.  Let  us 
make  it  apply  everywhere. 

I  beard  the  remark  of  the  Senator  over  here,  and  If  be  wants 
a  reply  to  it  I  will  reply  to  it.  Somebody  whispered  something 
about  shingles.     No ;  I  did  not  vote  for  a  duty  on  shingles. 

I  do  not  want  to  bum  up  and  consume  all  of  our  shingles  here 
at  home,  cut  doWn  all  the  trees,  and  encourage  tbe  foreigner  to 
keep  bis  trees  against  the  day  of  necessity  when  we  will  want 
them  and  will  need  them ;  but  I  do  believe  in  pirotecting  tbe  man 
whom  everybody  pretends  to  want  to  protect,  who  is  out  in  the 
tomato  field  or  in  the  cotton  patch  or  in  the  to()acco  field,  crawl- 
ing along  on  his  bands  and  knees,  reading  the  paper  about 
"  Congress  going  to  give  us  farm  relief,"  and  "  Congress  has  an 
agricultural  tariff,  and  we  are  going  to  get  something  for  noth- 
ing." I  do  believe  in  helping  that  fellow  when  we  can  really 
help  him  legitimately  by  the  forms  of  help  that  we  are  profess- 
ing we  are  going  to  use. 

Now.  of  course,  nearly  all  this  talk  about  helping  the  farmer 
with  the  tariff  is  buncombe,  becatise  most  farm  products  are  pro- 
duced in  surplus  amounts,  and  we  ship  them  abroad.  Everybody 
knows  that  we  can  not  help  the  farmer  on  wheat  when  we  raise 
more  wheat  than  we  consume.  Everybody  knows  that  we  can 
not  help  him  on  wheat  wben  wheat  is  selling  for  more  across  the 
Canadian  line  in  Canada  than  it  is  in  Minneapolis.  Everybody 
who  knows  anything  knows  that  we  can  not  hi^p  him  by  giving 
him  a  tariff  on  oats,  although  we  raised  tbe  tariff  last  night  1 
cent  on  oata  Nobody,  not  even  an  animal,  would  know  the  dif- 
ference between  oats  with  a  15-cent  tariff  and  oats  with  a  16- 
cent  tariff.    There  is  no  difference. 

Mr.  President  everybody  knows  tbat  we  can  not  help  the 
farmer  with  a  tariff  ob  com. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President — — 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  do. 

Mr.  WHEELER  The  Senator  qwke  about  animals  knowing 
tbe  difference  between  oats  and  something  else.  Of  course, 
according  to  the  present  occupant  of  the  chair,  we  have  some 
animals  in  this  body  that  know  the  difference  between  oats  and 
other  things. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  say  to  tbe  Senator  from  Montana, 
and  with  all  due  respect  to  the  occupant  of  the  chair,  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Mosss],  that  I  think  injustice 
has  been  done  tbe  occupant  of  the  chair  In  criticising  bta 
motives  in  the  use  of  that  term.  Tbe  present  occupant  of  the 
chair,  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  did  not  mean  any 
offense  when  he  described  the  insurgent  Republicans  as  "  wild 
Jackasses."  The  Jackass  is  a  great  aulmaL  The  Jackass  la  a 
beast  of  burden;  he  symbolizes  toil  and  useful,  productive 
labor ;  and  when  he  is  docile  and  tame  and  goes  along  and  per- 
forms the  tasks  that  his  master  imposes  upon  him,  when  he 
responds  to  the  lash  and  pulls  a  little  harder,  his  master  is 
pleased  and  has  a  kind  word  for  him. 

Mr.  NORBECK.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Just  a  moment ;  I  shall  yl^d  to  the  Sena- 
tor in  a  moment.  The  tame  Jackass  is  all  right  It  is  only 
when  the  Jackass  becomes  wild,  wben  he  gets  his  tail  over  the 
dashboard  and  his  leg  over  the  trace  chains  that  be  becomes  an 
object  of  derision  and  an  object  somewhat  of  contempt.  He  Is 
no  longer  useful.    He  becomes  a  care. 

What  I  think  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  meant  when 
he  said  "  wild  Jackasses  "  was  that  he  knew  some  of  our  friends, 
who,  by  their  faithful  toil  to  the  masters  of  the  Republican 
Party,  had  been  within  that  term  all  the  time,  exc^t  that  they 
have  not  been  wild  until  this  session.  They  have  been  bearing 
the  bard«is  of  the  Republican  Party  all  these  years.  As  long 
as  out  in  the  Northwest  they  voted  for  high  tariffs  and  thai 
paid  for  them,  as  long  as  they  went  along  docilely  and  kindly 
and  Eubeerviently,  they  did  not  offend  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire;  but  when  they  came  down  here  at  this  session  of 
the  Congress  and  kicked  loose  from  the  traces,  and  announced 
that  they  did  not  propose  to  march  in  the  procession  led  by  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  then  and  only  then,  did  they  in- 
ctir  his  ill  will,  and  receive  the  denomination  of  beiog  the  "  wona 
of  wild  Ji 
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Mr.  DILL.    Mr.  President ^    „       .      ^       „, 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Doea  the  aeoMwr  from  Texaa 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washlugtoo? 

Mr,  CONNALLT.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  DILL.  The  Senator  has  made  such  an  excellent  discoarse 
on  that  term  that  I  wonder  what  he  tlUnka  of  the  Yonng  Turk* 
that  have  recentlj  organiaed. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Yoong  Turka  led  by  the  Senator  from 
Mi(*hi{nin  (Mr.  VAiraasf SBftJ  7 

Mr.  DILL.     Yes. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Well,  I  do  not  want  to  get  off  the  anbject. 
I  reallj  de^lre  to  talk  aboat  winter  tomatoes  now;  but  I  did 
aee  a  notice  in  the  paper  thla  afternoon  that  announced  the  birth 
of  a  new  bloc,  the  young 

Mr.  DILL.    The  Young  Tnrka. 

Mr.  CONNALLT.    That  was  not  what  they  called  themaelTes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    The  Young  Guard. 

Mr.  CONNAIXY.  The  Young  Guard.  I  saw  that,  and  I  was 
amused  when  I  read  it,  becanae  it  was  the  first  notke  I  had  that 
there  was  any  aoch  organization  in  the  Chamber. 

I  noticed  that  It  was  captained  by  the  Senator  from  Mlchtgan 
[Mr.  VAifDcmcBO),  and  I  see  him  here  now  on  guard,  watdilng 
this  night  session.  I  hope  the  New  Guard  will  be  able  to  stiffen 
the  lines  of  the  (M  Guard,  because  I  can  see  in  my  mind's  eye 
now  that  famous  Old  Guard  of  history  as  it  camped  around 
Moscow,  and  then  turned  on  its  retreat  back  through  the  blasts 
and  the  sdowb,  disorganised  and  dismayed,  and  it  looks  to  me 
like  the  Old  Guard  in  Ito  present  plight  is  in  similar  root  and 
confusion.  Perhaps  the  New  Guard  can  pot  a  little  stiffening 
in  it  We  may  then  fight  it  out  face  to  face^  Bat  to  eome  back 
to  this  tariff  on  tomatoes : 

Here  is  one  voiuU  Mr.  President  where  we  can  help  the 
farmer  with  a  tariff,  because  this  tariff  will  be  efl«ctlTe ;  and  I 
want  to  know  if  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Nobbbcx] 
does  not  beHere  that  when  we  can  help  the  fanner  by  making 
the  tariff  effectlTe  it  ought  to  be  put  into  effect  so  that  he  can 
get  some  profit  out  of  the  tariff.  He  is  going  to  have  to  paj  (or 
most  of  the  tariff;  bat  here  is  the  place  where  he  can  get  a 
little  of  it  back,  and  I  belieye  we  ought  to  give  it  to  him. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  WAtas]  Invelgha  against 
this  duty  becaoee  he  says  they  can  get  tomatoes  from  Mexico 
because  it  is  closer  to  Montana.  I  wonder  if  be  wants  to  apply 
that  doctrine  along  the  Canadian  border,  and  bring  in  all 
Canadian  products  and  dump  them  cm  M<mtana.  I  do  not  think 
be  would  subscribe  to  that  Of  course,  these  winter  tomatoes, 
if  we  put  a  tariff  on  them,  are  going  to  cost  the  consumers  a 
little  more.  So  la  ateel,  and  so  is  woolen  clothing,  if  we  put  a 
tariff  on  them,  and  so  la  sugar,  and  so  ia  every  other  item  in 
thla  bill.  Wherever  it  ia  effective  it  is  going  to  cost  some- 
body more,  becauae  we  can  not  give  something  to  one  man 
without  taking  it  away  from  another  man. 

I  submit.  Mr.  President  that  the  two  Senators  from  Florida 
have  made  a  gallent  fight  In  behalf  of  the  winter  tomato,  and 
I  believe  they  ought  to  have  thia  rate.  The  Senator  from 
Dtah  [Mr.  Smoot)  knows  that  providing  the  rate  of  only  one- 
half  cent  for  a  aeasonal  period  amounts  to  a  destruction  of  the 
tariff  on  fresh  tomatoes,  because  that  is  the  only  season  of  the 
year,  I  understand,  when  they  come  In. 

Now.  let  us  see.  They  say  that  we  can  not  produce  them 
In  this  country  in  sofflcieBt  quantities.  Well,  Florida  produced 
286  cars  of  tomatoes  in  the  month  of  December.  If  Florida  can 
produce  286  curs,  what  is  the  reason  she  can  not  produce  486 
cars,  if  ahe  has  tiie  ground?  I  have  not  been  to  Florida  since 
more  than  30  years  ago,  but  they  did  not  have  much  else  but 
ground  whMk  I  was  there.  I  believe  you  have  the  room  there 
now  to  grow  more  winter  tooiatoes;  have  you  not? 

Mr.  FL8TCHER.     We  have. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  from  Florida  says  they  have. 
If  they  can  grow  that  many  in  December — they  grew  460  car- 
loads in  January.  That  shows  that  they  can  grow  more  in 
January  than  they  can  in  December.  Why  can  they  not  grow 
still  more  than  4<M)  carloads  in  January?  Why,  they  grew  more 
in  January  than  this  great  area  on  the  west  coast  of  Mexico, 
this  marvelowi  area  where  tomatoes  grow  bettea*  and  sweeter  and 
finer  than  any  other  place  on  God's  earth.  _^ 

If  they  can  grow  them  in  February  in  Florida  and  grow  9d!i 
carloads,  why  can  they  not  grow  602  carloads?  For  the  simple 
reason  that  those  who  buy  tcnnatoes  will  not  buy  the  Florida 
tomatoes  L  they  can  buy  them  cheaper  In  Mexico. 

Mr.  ASBURST.  Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  have  admiration  for  the  Senator's  able 
and  brilliant  address,  but  does  the  Senator  s^oosly  argue  here 
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thit  any  tomatoes  from  Florida  come  to  any  point  west  of  the 
M  ssisBippi  River  In  December,  January,  or  February? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     No. 

iir.  ASHURST.     Certainly  not 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Because  you  get  them  In  Mexico,  and  that 
is  what  we  want  to  stop  you  d<ring,  unless  you  pay  a  fair  rate  of 
Uiff. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  We  do  not  get  them  In  Mexico ;  we  do  not 
have  them  at  alL 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Of  course,  they  do  not  come  there  now. 
Just  as  I  was  saying,  the  Senator  Is  not  going  to  buy  a  tomato 
fr)m  Florida  when  he  can  walk  across  the  international  line 
inlo  Mexico  and  get  it  for  less.  But  I  dare  gay  that  the  Senator 
fr  >m  Arizona  would  not  want  to  open  up  the  copper  mines  and 
al  other  mines  in  Arizona,  and  all  the  other  Arizona  industries, 
to  the  products  of  Mexico. 

ifr.  ASHURST.  Copper  is  on  the  free  list  and  we  produce 
in  Arisona  one-sixth  of  all  the  copper  of  the  world.  It  is  on 
th?  free  list 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  only  used  that  as  one  Illustration.  I 
said  other  products  of  Arlaona  as  well.  How  about  beef  and 
wool?  The  Senator  would  not  want  to  have  people  go  across 
thf;  line  into  Mexico  to  get  those  and  bring  them  into  Arizona 
frw  of  duty. 

These  tomatoes  are  not  produced  In  Arizona.  I  dare  say, 
thit  if  the  Senator  produced  a  large  amount  of  tomatoes  In  Ari- 
ze na,  he  would  not  want  tomatoes  coming  over  from  Mexico, 
ell  her. 

I  submit  that  this  amendment  to  the  Senate  committee 
amendment  ought  to  be  voted  down,  and  for  unce  we  ought  to 
pt  y  the  chairman  of  the  Conmiittee  on  Finance  the  great  com- 
pl  m«)t  of  standing  by  the  work  his  committee  has  done. 

Mr  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  as  I  heard  the  eloquent 
sfieeches  of  the  Senators  from  Arizona  on  this  tomato  proposi- 
tion and  contra.^ed  those  speeches  and  their  position  with  the 
fervid  eloquence  employed  here  a  few  days  ago  for  manganese, 
I  v£n'd  not  believe  that  they  were  the  same  Senators. 

htie  junior  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hatden]  tells  us  that 
Florida  can  not  supply  the  demand  of  the  United  States,  and 
therefore  she  should  not  be  aided. 

The  manganese  industry  can  not  now  supply  the  manganese 
demand  of  the  United  States,  but  the  Senator  supported  the 
pr[)vislon  to  tax  manganese  coming  into  the  United  States,  and 

joined  him  in  that  Just  as  I  am  going  to  Join  the  Senators 
fr>m  Florida  to-night  in  aiding  an  American  industry  against 
a  jforeign  Industry. 

Tbat  mercy  I  to  others  show, 
That  mercy  show  to  me. 

iThese  Senators  talked  on  manganese  the  other  day,  and  now 
tliey  are  about  to  be  smitten  hip  and  thigh  on  winter  tomatoes. 
I  jwant  to  suggest  to  the  Senators  from  Montana  and  Arizona 
tl|at  if  they  will  quit  eating  those  Mexican  tomatoes  and  eat 

>re  of  these  Florida  tomatoes,  it  will  be  good  for  them, 
ughter.) 

|Mr.  President  as  I  listened  to  these  speeches  to-night  I 
trht  of  the  tomato  clubs  the  people  have  all  over  Florida. 

>ys  and  girls  are  Joining  them.  Women  and  men  are  going 
lUt  lecturing  to  them,  telling  them  how  to  grow  tomatoes. 

Iling  them  that  they  should  reach  the  time  when  they  could 
Biipply  the  entire  tomato  demand  of  the  United  States.  And  all 
gcod  Americans  applaud  the  doctrine.  But  we  are  told  by 
tie  junior  Senator  from  Arizona  that  a  storm  has  come  down 
in  Florida  and  has  devastated  a  good  deal  of  the  area  on  which 
these  tomatoes  are  grown,  and,  therefore,  t>ecause  misfortune 
hijs  come  we  should  abandon  these  tomato  producers  of  Florida 
aikd  torn  a  helping  hand  to  the  tomato  producers  of  a  foreign 
cc  untry. 

I  am  opposed  to  that  doctrine.  I  am  asked  if  they  can 
pioduce  tomatoes  cheaper  than  we  can  produce  them.  Per- 
haps tiiey  can.  The  soviet  can  send  its  school-teachers  here, 
txth  men  and  women,  who  will  teach  both  your  children  and 
nane  cheaper  than  our  American  men  and  women  can  afford 
ta  teach  them. 

The  Fascist  organization,  now  walking  impudently  through- 
w  it  the  United  States  without  a  hand  lifted  to  hinder  them. 
w  ill  teach  our  children  cheaper  than  our  American  men  and 
women  can  teach  them.  But  who  wants  them  to  Invade  the 
siyiools  of  America  with  their  devilish  doctrine? 

I  am  for  America  first,  and  the  day  is  coming  when  we  are 
gtiing  to  deport  forei;nkers  who  have  no  respect  for  our  flag, 
ai  td  who  are  intimidating  so  many  weak  public  men  in  America 
tqHiay. 

I  am  in  favor  of  shutting  out  the  cheap  products  of  the  peon 
aid   peasant  labor   of   foreign   countries   and   coming    to   the 
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rescue  of  the  industrious  men  and  women  of  the  United  States. 
I  want  to  build  up  an  industry  along  every  line,  and  I  want  to 
hold  the  home  market  for  the  home  people.  That  Is  my 
position  on  this  question. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  this  is  not  a  ques- 
tion at  all  as  to  whether  tomatoes  shall  have  protection ;  it  ia 
not  a  question  of  the  admission  of  tomatoea  free  ot  duty;  It 
is  a  question  of  how  much  protection  tomatoes  shall  have.  It  is 
a  question  as  to  whether  the  present  duty  upon  tomatoes  shall 
be  increased  500  per  cent 

The  present  duty  on  tomatoes  is  one-half  a  cent  a  pound.  The 
Senate  committee  proposes  to  increase  the  rate  to  2V^  cents  a 
pound,  five  times  what  the  present  duty  is. 

We  have  Itecn  twitted  about  manganese.  What  did  we  do 
about  manganese?  The  producers  of  manganese  came  ha^  and 
asked  for  a  duty  of  a  cent  and  a  half  per  pound.  Quite  a  few 
of  us  went  to  them  and  said.  "  Your  request  is  rather  high. 
You  had  better  content  yourselves  with  the  present  rate." 
What  we  did  was  to  give  manganese  exactly  the  rate  it  has 
under  the  present  law,  except  that  we  reduced  the  limit  from 
30  per  cent  to  10  per  cent  The  supporters  of  the  duty  on  man- 
ganese were  not  here  asking  that  the  duty  be  increased  500  per 
cent 

Mr.  President  I  want  to  be  fair  with  these  people.  I  pro- 
pose to  increase  the  duty  upon  tomatoes  100  per  cent,  and  I 
offer  as  a  substitute  for  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  the  foUowIng :  To  strike  out  "  2^  cents,"  in  line 
1,  page  143,  and  to  substitute  "  1  cent."  That  eliminates  the 
seasonal  clause — the  rest  of  the  country  does  not  amount  to 
anything  so  far  as  tomatoes  are  concerned — and  it  relieves  the 
amendment  from  the  charge  of  sectionalism  or  discrimination. 
It  gives  the  tomato  produc«^  a  duty  which,  so  far  as  any  evi- 
dence produced  here  is  concerned,  Is  more  than  the  difference 
between  the  cost  of  production  here  and  in  the  competing 
countries. 

Mr.  ASHURST.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yirfd? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  feel  that  I  am  indebted  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana  for  pointing,  as  lie  so  frequently  does,  the  true 
way  out  of  some  apparently  inextricable  diflSculty.  I  am  will- 
ing to  approach  this  subject  with  the  band  of  compromise. 

With  considerable  rt>gret  I  am  obliged,  I  presume,  to  yield  to 
the  overwhelming  arguments  respecting  the  opposition  to  the 
seasonal  tariff.  Surely  here  Is  now  an  opportunity  afforded 
where  we  may  reach  a  sensible,  a  sane,  a  fair  conclusion. 

All  preconceived  notions  I  have  had.  if  any,  I  surrender.  I 
think  it  is  my  duty  to  vote  for  this  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  .Moutuna.  It  proposes.  If  he  will  pard<Hi  me  further,  an 
Increase  of  100  per  cent  on  a  staple  food.  My  good  friend  the 
able  Senator  from  Texas  spoke  about  canned  tomatoes.  There 
is  no  home  so  humble  In  all  America  but  where  we  find  toma- 
toes. The  housewife  asks  for  them  among  the  first  foods  with 
which  to  subsist  her  family. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  understands  that 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  withdraws  his  amendment  in  order 
to  permit  the  Senator  from  Montana  to  offer  his  amendment 

Mr.  ASHURST.     I  wiU  do  that. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  upon  agree- 
ing to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Montana 
to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  TR^VMMELL.  Mr.  President  as  I  recall,  the  present  duty 
la  one-half  of  a  cent  a  pound.  This  proposes  to  Increase  It  to 
1  cent.  There  Is  talk  about  a  hundred  per  cent  Increase.  That 
sounds  big;  but  when  we  reflect  that  the  duty  was  only  half 
a  cent  a  pound  before,  It  does  not  sound  so  big  and  does  not 
amount  to  so  much. 

Our  producers  wanted  4  cents  a  pound ;  that  is  what  they 
asked  for ;  the  House  gave  them  3  cents  a  pound,  and  there  have 
been  introduced  here  by  my  colleague  statistics  showing  that 
the  cost  of  production  in  Mexico  is  only  45  or  50  cents  per  crate 
for  tomatoes,  while  It  is  $1.12  in  Florida.  That  rate  gives 
us  very  little  protection. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  What  Is  the  difference  in  the 
freight  rate  from  Mazatlan.  Mexico,  to  New  York,  and  from 
Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to  New  York? 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  There  is  very  little  difference.  Unfor- 
tunately, they  get  their  stuff  moved  almost  at  the  same  rate. 
They  certainly  move  them  Into  the  Middle  West,  to  points  like 
Chicago,  as  cheaply  as  we  can  take  them  there  from  Florida, 
although  Florida  Is  1.200  miles  nearer  to  the  market.  There 
Is  not  much  difference  in  that  regard.  Of  course,  away  out 
West  there  is  a  difference. 

As  I  t)efore  statetl.  und  I  am  not  going  to  reiterate  it,  all  the 
products  that  come  from  the  West  to  the  East  that  might  be 
obtained    from    some    foreign    country    nearer    by    necessarily 


carry  a  greater  freight  rate  than  If  they  came  from  the  foreign 
countries  nearer  by. 

Mr.  B.UtKLEY.  Mr.  President  are  these  tomatoes  shipped 
to  New  York  from  the  west  coast  of  Mexico  by  rail  or  water? 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  By  rail,  I  presume.  I  would  have  a  little 
more  sympathy,  prol>ably,  for  the  question  of  the  local  market 
out  there,  if  most  of  these  products  were  shipped  in  from  the 
East  They  do  not  suffer  much  out  there.  If  they  got  rid  of 
the  Mexican  situation  they  would  devel(q|>  a  real  tomato  Industry 
over  on  the  American  side  of  the  line,  and  they  would  have 
tomatoes  produced  out  there  dose-by;  but  they  would  be  pro* 
duced  over  on  the  American  side  of  the  line. 

I  do  not  think  the  proposed  rate  would  be  sufficient  at  alL 
I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  defeated. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  MonUna 
uses  the  term  "exorbitant  rate,"  and  talks  about  the  percentage 
of  Increase.  He  begins  with  the  assumption  that  the  present 
law  is  sacred  and  final  and  the  last  word  on  the  subject  and 
that  any  proposed  increase  above  the  present  law  is  something 
outrageous. 

The  present  law  provided  practically  no  appreciable  duty. 
A  half  a  cent  a  pound  is*  not  a  duty  worth  whllhe ;  yoa  might  aa 
well  take  the  whole  thing  out  The  specific  rate  at  a  half  a 
cent  H  iwund  would  amount  to  about  20  cents  a  box  or  crate  of 
tomatoes.  The  ad  valorem  rate  at  2^  cents  a  pound  would 
amount  to  about  70  cents  a  box.  A  little  over  70  cents  a  box 
Is  provided  as  the  duty  on  tomatoes  on  an  ad  valorem  basis  at 
the  rate  fixed  by  the  House. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Seventy  cents  per  box  of  tomatoes  deliv- 
ered in  New  York  is  what  percentage  of  the  srillng  price  per 
crate  there? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Of  course  that  depends  on  the  price.  At 
certain  times  it  is  one  thing  and  at  other  times  it  is  another 
thing. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Can  the  Senator  give  the  average  price  of 
tomatoes  in  the  New  York  market  during  the  season  when 
Florida  Is  shipping  them? 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.    They  sell  from  $2  to  |3.60  per  crate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  rate  per  pound? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  per  crate.  There  are  40  pounds  to  the 
crate,  I  understand. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  There  are  40  pounds  in  the  Mexican  crate 
and  60  pounds  in  the  Florida  crate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Whot  is  a  Florida  crate  weighing  60  pounds 
worth  when  it  la  delivered  to  the  market  in  New  York?  What 
is  the  average  price? 

Mr.  FLE1X:her.  From  $2  to  $3.60.  The  price  varies  and  is 
Infiuenced  very  largely  by  importations  and  competition. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  that  if  a  crate  of  tomatoes  that  sells  at 
$3.50  in  New  York  bears  a  tariff  of  70  cents  per  crate,  that 
would  represent  a  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  on  the  tomatoes. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Yes.  We  have  not  been  charging  that 
duties  on  agricultural  products  of  60  or  70  per  cent  would  be  '; 
exorbitant.  We  have  not  figured  that  as  an  exorbitant  rate  on  /^ 
any  other  agricultural  products.  In  this  bill  the  products  of 
Industry  have  received  high  rates.  For  instance,  steel  has  a 
rate  of  62.2  per  cent ;  worsted  goods.  09.4  per  cent ;  platinum, 
106.6  per  cent.  We  have  not  heard  anything  about  exorbitant 
rates  there.  But  when  we  ask  for  a  rate  of  70  per  cent  on 
tomatoes,  then  we  hear  talk  about  exorbitant  rates  on  agri- 
cultural products.  Millinery  and  lace  goods  bear  a  rate  of  79.7 
per  cent  fixed  in  this  bill ;  men's  clothing.  57  per  cent ;  women's 
clothing,  71.6  per  cent ;  glass,  69.5  per  cent ;  and  so  on.  The 
rates  before  us  with  reference  to  industry  exceed  in  a  great 
many  instances  the  rate  of  70  per  cent  that  we  ask  for  this 
agricultural  product. 

I  am  asking  that  the  proposed  amendment  be  disagreed  to; 
I  am  asking  that  the  Senate  committee  amendment  be  disagreed 
to;  and  that  we  stand  by  the  House  rate  of  3  cents  which,  as 
my  colleague  said,  is  1  cent  a  pound  less  than  the  growers  have 
asked  for  in  this  Industry. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President  may  I  suggest  that  in  speak- 
ing for  tomatoes  the  Senator  is  not  speaking  for  one  State  alone. 
Many  other  States  produce  tomatoes.  Texas  produces  them. 
Texas  alone  could  produce  enough  to  supply  the  American  mar- 
ket   I  trust  that  the  committee  amendment  will  be  rejected. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  make  a  single  observa- 
tion and  that  Is  that  the  significance  of  all  this  debate  is  that 
no  one  rises  in  the  Senate  to  speak  for  the  people  who  eat  to- 
matoes. No  one  rises  in  the  Senate  and  concedes  that  there  is 
such  a  thing  as  a  constuning  public  in  America.  It  is  always 
the  industry  that  is  to  be  protected.  We  are  actually  referred 
to  exorbitant  rates  on  steel  and  wool,  and  rates  in  the  Inda^trial 
schedules  as  fair  examples  for  the  rates  in  the  agricultural 
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mawt^am^  iMteftd  0*  rpdiiclnif  the  rates  so  that  tiM  ccmauming 
nablic  may  bave  some  show,  we  are  urged  to  ralw  the  rate  to 
this  paragraiih  because  the  rate  in  some  other  para«raph  or  some 
other  Khednle  la  cosaparably  hinh.  The  consBmer  does  not 
stand  one  chance  on  earth  here  In  this  body,  and  no  8ln<le  Sena- 
tor has  risen  In  his  pUoe  to  speak  in  the  name  d  the  jreat 

cansuminx  public  ^        ^  ^      i 

Mr  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  my  heart  has  been  deeply 
toQcbW  I  have  Just  been  told  something  that  touched  me 
deeply  I  had  no  idea  that  the  Senate  woold  do  It,  but  I  am 
told  that  they  hare  gl?en  a  higher  rate  to  mushrooms  than  they 
nronose  to  give  to  tomatoes.  Look  at  these  Senators  aU  about 
youT Mr  President.  Who  would  think  that  the  Senators  here 
would  vote  for  a  higher  rate  on  mushrooms  than  they  would  on 
tomatoes?  We  can  go  out  into  the  swampe  where  mushrooms 
spring  up  In  the  nighttime  on  decaying  logs  and  gather  them 
and  pour  a  Uttle  acid  over  them  and  bring  them  In  and  sen 
them  tor  fresh  mushrooms.  Senators  have  given  them  a  tariff 
higher  than  the  Uriff  that  is  now  proposed  by  the  Senaton 
from  Florida  upon  tomatoes  grown  by  fine  American  dtiaena. 
The  House,  after  canvassing  the  whole  situation  thoroughly, 
agreed  to  the  rate  which  these  8MMit«rB-are  asking.  The  House 
placed  it  at  3  cents  a  pound  and  the  Senatora  from  FlMlda 
insist  that  they  must  have  that  rate. 

Mr.  GLASS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  yield.  ^    „  *v 

-4|r.  GLASS.    Is  the  Senator  from  Alabama  in  favor  of  aU  the 
rates  that  the  House,  after  careful  consideration,  adopted? 

Mr  HEPLIN.  I  am  not  But,  Mr.  President,  I  am  in  favor 
of  standing  by  the  Uttle  army  of  tomato  dub  boys  and  girls  in 
America.  I  think  of  those  boys  and  girls  who  live  in  a  State 
that  has  had  storms  and  floods  like  California  has  had  at  times. 
I  want  to  go  to  the  rescue  of  these  young  men  who  are  to  be  the 
fathCTs  and  these  i^ls  who  are  to  be  the  mothers  of  oor  land 
after  a  while.  I  am  not  willing  to  turn  them  aside  and  tell  them 
to  cease  to  prwjoce  tomatoes,  that  we  are  going  to  encourage  the 
indu8tr>-  in  Mexico.     I  am  not  in  favor  of  doing  that 

Mr,  8HKPPARD.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  8HIPPARD.  What  would  become  of  our  consumers  If 
no  tomatoes  were  produced  ?  We  are  helping  the  consume  when 
we  make  It  iwsslble  to  produce  tomatoes  In  our  own  country  in 
sufllcient  quantities. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Absolutely.  Let  us  gather  here  around  an 
American  industry  for  a  mwneat  and  forget  the  Mexican  indus- 
try. I  am  reminded  of  a  sermon  preached  by  a  negro  bishop 
down  at  DanviUe,  Va.,  Just  before  Christmas,  He  told  the 
negroes  that  Christmas  was  coming.  He  said,  "Many  of  you 
negroes  will  pass  out  with  fermented  millet  juice,  crap  shootin' 
games,  and  the  like.  I  wish  there  wasn't  no  liquor  In  the 
world.  I  have  wrote  a  letter  to  the  President  to  give  me  the 
key  to  the  whisky  warehousee  and  all  the  drug  stores  and  to 
turn  all  the  liquor  over  to  me.  I  am  going  to  knock  those  kegs 
and  Jugs  and  barrels  in  the  head  and  pour  that  liquor  all  in  the 
river,  and  on  Christmas  morning  you  will  see  that  river  flowin' 
retl  with  liquor.  That's  all  I  got  to  say.  Let  the  choir  sing." 
The  choir  leader  said,  "Let  ua  sing  hjmn  No.  442;  Shall  We 
Gather  at  the  River?"     [LaughterJ 

Scviaiu.  ScNATOBS.    Vote!     Vote! 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President  I  notice  that  as  soon  as  the 
dlatlnguished  Senator  from  Alabama  concludes  his  speech  he 
aits  down  and  says.  "  Vote !  " 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  wUl  pardon  me, 
I  know  that  any  Senator  who  has  not  eaten  any  of  these  toma- 
toes from  Florida  would  not  say  anything  that  would  contribute 
very  generally  to  the  debate. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Of  course,  there  Is  no  one  in  the  Senate 
who  contributes  anything  to  any  debate  except  the  Senator 
from  Alabama.  We  all  concede  that.  He  has  contributed  prob- 
ably more  to  the  debate  In  the  Senate  than  any  other  man  on 
the  floor  <rf  the  Senate — at  least  in  words. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Alabama  painted  a  very 
vivid  picture  of  the  young  boys  and  girls  down  In  Florida  who 
want  a  tariff  on  tomatoes  to  protect  them.  I  agree  entirely 
with  what  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Giasb]  said  except 
In  ao  t»t  aa  he  said  that  no  one  had  risen  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  to  speak  in  the  interest  of  the  consumer.  He  vras 
probably  absent  from  the  Chamber  vrhen  my  coDeagne  spoke 
on  the  subject  I  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  my 
oolleagoe  row  and  voke  onlj  for  tlie  ctmsumen  of  the  wbide 
country. 


Mr.  Presldoit,  there  are  a  lot  of  boys  and  girls  in  the 
cquntiy  who  would  like  to  eat  tomatoes  provided  they  could  get 
tHem  at  reasonable  prices.  The  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr, 
FtarcHia]  said  when  these  tomatoes  are  shipped  Into  New 
Y  )rk  they  bring  from  $2  to  .$3.50  a  crate.  It  seems  to  me  that 
if  they  get  $2  to  $3.50  a  crate  for  these  tomatoes  in  New  Tork, 
tlat  is  a  pretty  fair  price  for  them.  It  seems  to  me  that  if 
tley  are  getting  that  price  for  them  they  ought  to  be  able  to 
m&ke  a  pretty  reasonable  profit  upon  the  crop. 

Of  course,  the  debate  this  evening  illustrates  Just  where  the 
tariff  takes  us.  We  have  had  here  all  evening  just  a  sordid 
d<  hate  as  to  whether  or  not  some  particular  section  should  have 
a  teriff  to  iwrotect  this  little  industry  or  that  little  Indtistry 
o4  some  other  Industry,  and  because  steel  or  some  other  Industry 
o<  that  sort  got  a  tariff,  then  we  ought  to  put  a  Uriff  on  some- 
thing else. 

|As  my  colleague  pointed  otit,  in  my  home  city  of  Butte  it  Is 
alieolutely  Impossible  for  us  to  get  tomatoes  from  Florida  In 
tie  wintertime.  The  proposal  now  pending,  if  adopted,  will 
n«>t  only  Ireep  our  grown  peojrfe  there  from  getting  green  veg^ 
tlibles  in  the  wintertime,  but  will  keep  the  children,  about 
whom  some  of  the  Senators  have  been  weeping,  from  getting 
aiy  green  vegetables  in  the  wintertime.  When  we  are  talking 
a  »ut  a  tariff  for  agriculture  we  ought  to  remember  that  the 
t  ro  groups  of  individuals  who  raise  the  two  principal  products 
h  the  country  are  the  wheat  growers  and  the  cotton  growers. 
I  very  time  we  raise  the  tariff  on  mushrooms  and  every  time  we 
r  ilse  the  tariff  on  tomatoes  and  every  time  we  raise  the  tariff 
i£on  anything  of  that  nature  we  are  injuring  the  great  mass 
ofthe  farmers  of  the  country  who  produce  wheat  and  who*  pro- 
dface  cotton  and  who  have  to  sell  their  products  on  the  ba.sls  of 
the  free  list  I  say  you  are  not  only  penalising  the  wheat 
growers  and  the  cotton  growers,  but  In  this  instance  you  are 
P'nallsing  the  consuming  public  of  the  whole  country. 

In  the  agricultural  schedule  it  set  ms  to  me  we  have  gone  to 
t  le  extreme  in  placing  tariffs  upon  agricultural  products.  Of 
c  »urse.  if  the  argument  were  carried  out  that  has  been  advanced 

0  1  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  we  ought  as  some  one  in  the  House 
suggested,  to  put  a  tariff  upon  bananas  so  that  the  people  would 
b  i  forced  to  eat  more  apples.  We  ought  to  put  a  tariff  on  every- 
t  ling  of  that  nature  so  high  that  we  could  go  out  and  build 
hbthouses  all  over  the  country  and  raise  fruit  and  vegetables 
such  as  are  grown  In  the  Latin-American  countries,  because 
tl  len  we  would  be  doing  something  for  the  farmers  of  the  coun- 
t  y  and  we  would  be  doing  something  for  the  laboring  men  of 
t  le  country.  If  we  went  out  and  built  hothouses  all  over  the 
c  )untry  in  which  we  could  grow  these  tropical  fruits  and  vege- 
tables, and  then  raised  the  tariff  so  high  on  tliem  that  they 
c  mid  not  come  into  the  United  States  from  those  countries.  It 
\  ould  make  It  possible  for  our  people  to  make  a  profit  out  of 

t  lem. 

To  me  It  Is  perfectly  absurd  to  put  a  high  tariff  upon  toma- 
t)e8,  and  it  is  just  as  absurd  to  put  high  tariffs  on  some  of  the 
other  products  upon  which  high  rates  of  duty  have  been  im- 
f  osed  and  which  the  great  consuming  public  have  to  pay. 

ScvxRAt  Sknatobs.     Vote! 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
tie  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Montana.  [Put- 
t  Ing  the  question.]     By  the  sound  the  noes  seem  to  have  it 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  ask  for  a  division. 

On  a  division  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  now  is  upon  the 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
In  paragraph  770  there  are  two  committee  amendments.  We 
have  been  considering  only  one,  have  we  not? 

1  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senate  has  been  considering 
t  be  amendment  in  line  1. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President  a  parliamentary  Inquiry, 
irhat  is  the  question  now  before  the  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
t^e  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  What  is  the  rate  proposed  by  the  committee 
^endment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  committee 
4mendment 

The  Chief  Cijxk.  In  paragraph  770,  on  page  143,  line  1,  it 
ik  proposed  to  strike  out  "  3  cents  "  and  Insert  "  2^  cents,"  so 
as  to  read: 

TomatOM  in  tbelr  natural  ■tate,  2H  cecta  per  pound. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  think  the  House  rate  ought  to  stand. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  la  on  agreeing  to  the 
Amendment 
Mr.  FLETCHER.    I  ask  fOr  a  dlviston. 
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On  a  division,  the  amendment  of  the  committee  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chiet  Ci^ebk.  In  paragraph  770,  on  page  143,  line  2, 
after  the  word  "  manner,"  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "  40  per 
cent "  and  insert  "  50  per  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

Prepared  or  preserved  in  any  manner,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Mr.  President,  I  listened  with  a  great  deal 
of  interest  to  the  splendid  presentation  by  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  Goldsbobough],  who  pleaded  for  the  people  of 
his  State  who  are  «igaged  in  the  tomato-canning  industry.  He 
told  us  that  the  industry  is  lagging ;  that  the  canning  establish- 
ments are  closing;  and  that  the  fanners  are  not  employed  in 
raising  tomatoes.  I  feel,  however,  that  we  should  have  further 
explanation  than  that  furnished  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
before  we  proceed  to  vote  on  the  pending  amendment  to  increase 
the  rate  on  canned  tomatoes  to  50  per  cent. 

I  am  thoroughly  convinced  that  everything  which  it  is  now 
desired  to  "  put  over  "  is  done  in  the  name  of  farm  relief,  just 
as  every  scheme  during  the  World  War  which  it  was  desired  to 
*'  put  over "  was  proposed  and  advocated  in  the  name  of 
patriotism. 

It  is  as  clear  as  can  be  that  we  can  not  have  farm  relief 
by  helping  one  group  and  giving  them  a  boost  and  then  having 
20  or  50  or  100  other  groups  carry  the  burden.  Every  time 
we  vote  for  many  of  these  increases  we  may  help  a  few  but 
we  tax  the  many.  The  people  in  many  sections  of  the  country 
will  find  themselves  with  additional  burdens  as  a  result  of 
this  bill,  assuming  that  it  shall  become  a  law. 

We  have  been  reminded  often  in  the  Northwest  that  we  com- 
pete  with  European  labor.  We  do  not  only  do  that,  but  we  pay 
the  freight  over  to  Europe.  We  have  complained  about  that, 
It  is  true,  but  what  are  we  told?  We  are  told  that  we  are  not 
raising  the  right  kind  of  products;  that  we  do  not  diversify; 
that  we  should  raise  something  else. 

We  are  also  told  that  we  ought  to  get  some  experts  in  Imsi 
ness  to  teach  us  efficiency.     Has  it  gotten  so  that  the  Atlantic 
coast  producers  are  not  efficient,  but  are  asking  the  farmers  of 
the  West  to  help  carry  their  burdens  for  them?     Let  us  have" 
an  explanation  of  the  situation. 

Perhaps  this  amendment  is  all  right.  I  am  not  saying  I  am 
going  to  vote  against  it  but  I  think  that  question  ought  to  be 
cleared  up.  If  the  tomato  canners  need  a  bonus,  why  should 
the  western  farmers  be  called  upon  to  pay  it?  Perhaps  the 
solution  lies  In  the  wonderful  Farm  Board  which  was  forced 
upon  us  to  teach  us  cooperative  marketing.  Maybe  it  will 
teach  them  cooperative  marketing,  and  that  is  all  that  will  be 
uee«led. 

The  record  is  clear  that  In  the  day  of  deflation  the  deflation 
did  not  hit  the  Eastern  States  as  it  hit  the  ui>per  Mississippi 
Valley.  There  was  no  comparison  as  to  the  conditions  between 
the  two.  I  think  these  matters  should  not  be  passed  over 
lightly.  If  the  Senate  shall  take  the  position  that  every  time  a 
farmer  is  Involved  we  ought  to  give  him  a  big  price  in  the 
name  of  benefit  to  agriculture  and  then  tax  the  othw-  farmers 
almost  out  of  existence,  It  will  put  a  tax  upon  the  producers 
of  the  country  for  which  we  will  have  to  answer. 

I  want  to  be  consistent  in  this  matter.  I  protested  against 
Increased  duties  on  some  of  the  products  of  the  Northwestern 
States.  I  hope  those  from  other  sections  of  the  country  will  be 
just  as  reasonable  as  we  are  and  wiU  not  load  down  the  bill  or 
will  at  least  give  us  a  good  reason  why  it  should  be  done. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Lhoislattvb  Clerk.  In  paragrai^  771,  page  143,  line  4, 
after  the  word  "  rutabagas,"  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "  25 
cents  "  and  insert  "  20  cents,"  so  as  to  read :  ^ 

Tnrnips  and  mtaba^a,  20  cents  per  100  pounds. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  143,  line  6,  after  the  word 
"  state,"  to  strike  out  "  Peppers,  3  cents  per  pound ;  eggi^ant,  3 
cents  per  pound ;  cucumbers,  3  cents  per  pound,"  and  insert : 

Eggplant,  3  cents  per  pound,  except  durini;  the  months  of  January, 
Febmary,  and  March,  when  the  duty  shall  be  one-half  of  1  cent  per 
pound ;  cucnmben,  3  cents  per  pound,  except  during  the  period  from 
January  1  to  March  lH,  both  dates  inclusive,  when  the  duty  shall  be 
one-half  at  1  cent  per  pound ;  peppers,  3  cents  per  pound. 

So  as  to  read : 

Paa.  772.  Vegetables  In  their  natural  state  :  Eggplant  8  cents  per 
pound,  except  during   the   months  of  January,   February,  and   Mardi, 


when  the  duty  shall  be  one-half  of  1  cent  per  pound ;  cucumbers,  S 
cents  per  pound,  except  during  the  period  from  January  1  to  March  15, 
both  dates  Inclusive,  when  the  duty  shall  be  one-half  of  1  cent  per 
pound ;  peppers,  3  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  committee  amend- 
ment will  be  disagreed  to.  That  involves  the  seasonal  propo- 
sition. 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President 

Mr,  SMOOT.     Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  have  the  floor. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  frwn  Florida  has  the 
floor, 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Let  us  be  patient  I  have  the  floor,  and  I 
want  to  finish  my  sentence.  If  the  Senator  wants  to  interrupt 
me,  I  will  yield ;  but  if  he  wants  the  floor  himself,  I  should  like 
for  him  to  wait  until  I  get  throu^. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wQl  ask  the  Senator  to  excuse  mef  I  th9ught 
the  Senator  had  concluded. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  This  involves  the  same  seasonal  proposition 
which  we  have  heretofore  considered  with  reference  to  tomatoes. 
I  think  it  is  inequitable,  unjust,  and  discriminatory,  and  I 
hope  the  Senate  will  not  approve  the  propo.sed  amendment 

That  Is  all  I  want  to  say.  I  trust  the  Hoiuic  provision  may 
be  restored. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  perhaps  Senators  will  think 
that  the  committee  acted  as  to  tomatoes  in  one  way  and  in  the 
case  of  eggi^ants  acted  in  another  way ;  but  let  me  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate  to  the  reason  why  the  committee  acted 
differently  in  the  two  cases.  I  shall  not  take  very  much  time. 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  eggplants  are  not  pro- 
duced in  the  United  States  during  the  mouths  of  November, 
Deoeraber,  January,  and  February,  witli  the  exception  of  one 
carload  which  is  produced  in  February.  The  amendment  pro- 
vides for  a  reduced  rate  only  for  tlie  months  of  January,  Feb- 
ruary, and'  March.  During  those  three  months  there  are  no 
eggplants  produced  In  the  United  States,  and  the  eggplants 
which  come  tn  during  those  months  come  mostly  from  Cuba. 
Beginning  with  Dec-eiul>er  5  there  is  1  carload;  on  the  12th 
there  are  2  carloads ;  on  the  19th  there  Is  1  carload ;  and  on  the 
26th  there  are  2  carioads. 

During  the  whole  month  of  January  there  are  36  carloads. 
Those  are  all  the  eggi^ants  that  are  imported  into  the  United 
States.  During  those  tliree  months  and  one  other  month,  with 
the  exception  of  one  carload,  there  are  none  produced  in  the 
United  States.  Therefore  we  thought  that  in  a  case  such  as 
that  interfering  with  the  production  of  no  State,  perhaps  it 
would  be  well  enough  for  us  to  allow  the  winter  products  to 
come  in  here  at  a  less  rate.  If  it  would  have  interfered  in  any 
way  with  tlie  domestic  production  in  any  of  those  months,  the 
committee  woold  have  acted  exactly  as  it  did  in  reference  to 
tomatoes  in  their  natural  state.    That  is  the  whole  story. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  Mr.  President  I  really  think  the  Senator 
from  Utah  is  mistaken  in  a  statement  he  has  made  with  refer- 
ence to  eggplants.  From  personal  observation,  I  am  acquainted 
with  this  situation.  The  domestic  eggplants  grow  and  mature 
and  are  harvested  contemporaneously  with  other  vegetables  in 
January,  February,  and  March.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has 
referred  only  to  carload  lota  I  will  state  that  eggplants  are 
frequently  shipped  by  express,  In  lots  of  10,  15,  or  25  crates. 
They  are  not  a  product  which  is  marketed  to  any  great  extent 
in  carload  lots. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  It  wiU  be  observed  that 
another  subject  is  comprehended  within  the  terms  of  the  pend- 
ing amendment  Not  only  does  the  amendment  cover  eggplants, 
but  in  line  13,  as  will  be  observed.  It  Imposes  a  duty  on  peppers. 
I  do  not  wish  to  have  any  parliamentary  tangle,  but  I  desire  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment.  After  the  word 
"  p»>und  "  at  the  end  of  line  13  In  the  committee  amendment  I 
desire  to  provide  for  a  seasonal  tariff  on  peppers.  I  ask  that 
the  amendment  to  the  amendment  may  be  read,  and  then  I 
shall  finish  in  two  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  am^idment  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Ariaona   to   the  committee  amendment  will   be 

The  Lboislativb  Clesk.  On  page  143,  at  the  end  of  line 
13,  after  the  word  "pound"  and  before  the  semicolon,  it  is 
proposed  to  insert  "  except  that  between  January  1  and  April  30 
the  rate  of  duty  on  peppers  shall  be  three-fourths  of  1  cent  per 
pound." 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  know  If  my 
amendment  to  tlie  committee  amendmmt  Is  in  ord»  at  this 
time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment,  being  to  a  com- 
mittee amendment  is  In  order. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  the  Smator  to 
put  the  duty  high  enough,  because  some  of  us  do  not  want  any 
competition  in  peppers? 


■  r .   ■■ 
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air.  ABBmST.    I  am  proposing  to  redaa  the  tariff. 

Mr.  GLASS.  I  hope  tJie  Senator  will  not  do  that.  We  do 
not  want  aay  competidon  here  in  peiHJera. 

Mr.  ASIIUBST.  Mr.  President,  I  will  take  onlj  a  moment 
In  my  Jadgmeot  the  same  argmnents  that  would  apply  to  a 
seasonal  tariff  on  tomatoes  would  apply  to  such  a  tariff  on 
peppers,  and  I  hare  no  disposition  to  rehearse  all  those  argo- 
mentfs.  I  do  ask.  however,  for  a  vote  on  my  amendment  to  the 
c-ommittee  amendment,  which  proposes  a  seasonal  tariff  on 
peppers  for  the  ><«me  reasona  which  woe  advanoed  with  respect 
to  inich  a  dnty  on  tomatoes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  reason  the  committee  did  not 
pat  a  seoaonal  rate  on  peppers  was  because  of  the  fact  that  dar- 
ing Norember  there  was  a  domestic  production  of  over  100  car- 
loads ;  In  December  there  was  a  production  of  28  carloads ;  and 
in  Januaiy  there  was  a  production  of  85  carloads.  Therefore 
the  c<munittee  did  not  feel  Justified  in  putting  the  seasonal  rate 
on  peppers  becau)*e  of  the  fact  tiuU  they  are  produced  in  the 
United  States  in  qoantities  during  the  months  that  are  specified 
In  the  proririon  as  to  eggplant 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  ask  for  a  rote  on  mj  amendment  to  the 
amendment 

Mr.  FLETCHEH.     Mr.  President 

Sbvblu.  Scnatobs.    Let  us  vote. 

Mr.  ASHUBST.    I  ask  for  a  division. 

The  qaestion  being  put,  on  a  division,  Mr.  AaHTTisT's  amend- 
ment to  the  committee  amendment  was  rejected. 

lacBss 

The  VICE  PRESIDEirr.  The  hour  of  half  past  10  o'clock 
baring  arrlred,  the  Senate  stands  In  recess  until  to-morrow 
morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Tbereapon,  under  the  order  previously  entered,  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Saturday,  November  16,  1929,  at 
10  o'clock  a.  m. 


SENATE 

Saturday,  Noveviher  16,  1929 
{Leffislaticc  day  of  Wednesday,  October  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
rereas. 

Mr.  FB88i    Mr.  President  I  auggest  the  almence  of  a  qnorum. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll 

The  lei^siatlTe  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
aavweicd  to  their  namee: 
AOra 

B«rUcy 

Binirluiia 
RUck 

Bk&ae 

BonUi 

Brattoa 

Brock 

Brookiutrt 

BroiiwanI 

Capper 

Caraway 

Cooaally 

Cooacjia 

Cnttlng 

Dale 

JJraeea 

DUl 


Flatcber 

Kendpfok 

Sbeppard 

rraxler 

LaVSuette 

abort  rtdce 

Gcorae 
QilMt 

Simmong 

McCalloeb 

Smith 

Olaaa 

MeKeUar 

ftaraot 

GlMB 

Mclfaster 

StMk 

Goff 

MrNarr 
Metcalf 

Steiwer 

OoMaboroDgti 

Orwae 

Muaw 

BwaawB 

Harris 

fit  II  -^  ■  1  h 

Thoaaa.  Idalio 

Harrlaoa 

Norrls 

Tboakas.OkU. 

Ra-^ttna 
Hatfleld 

oSdf« 

Townaend 
Traaaieil 

Hawea 

Ovennaa 

TydlDCi 

Itarden 
HefltB 

PatteraoB 

Tandenbcrg 

Ptilppa 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Howell 

Ransdell 

Walab,  If  oat. 

Jobaaoo 

BoMaaoB.  Ind. 

WaMrun 

Jraca 

Sackect 

Wheeler 

Keaa 

flrhan 

Mr.  8CHALL.    My  colleague  [Mr.  Shipstc^]  Is  absent.  IIL 
The  TICS  PRESIDENT.     Seventy-nine  Senators  hare  an- 
awered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present 


The  TICB  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  resohitiors  of 
the  Plttsbnrgli  (Pa.)  Central  Lal>or  Union,  favoring  the  passage 
,«f  legialation  allowing  classified  employees  of  the  dvil  service 
<«>tionaI  retirement  after  30  years'  service,  with  annaltle«  in- 
rrea«ed  to  $1,200  per  annum,  which  were  referred  to  the  Com- 
mUtee  on  arU  Servka 


Bllla  ifcf«  IntnMfneed,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  onanlmofM 
eooaent  the  aecond  time,  and  lefeiied  as  foDows: 

Br  Mr    McNART  * 

A  bin  (&  aSl)  fbr  the  reUef  of  Alrin  H.  Tinker;  to  the 
OoBorittw  OB  MOftarx  Attain. 

A  biU  (S.  2132)  for  the  relief  of  W.  O.  MllUfan ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  IftTal  Aflliin. 

A  bill  (9.  2183)  for  the  relief  of  Mward  K.  Browv;  to  tke 
OoBBtttev  OB  Clrll  0B^flce> 
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A  biU  (8.  2134)  for  the  determination  and  payment  of  certuin 
^ims  against  the  Choc-taw  Indians  «iroIled  as  Mississippi 
^^hoctaws ;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

A  bill  (S.  2135)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Charles  D.  Kicher ; 

A  bUl  (S.  2136)  for  the  relief  of  John  H.  Lindstrom ; 

A  bill  (S.  2137)  for  the  relief  of  Warren  Construction  Co.; 
4nd 

A  bill  (S.  2138)  granting  compensation  to  George  Walthers; 
(to  the  Committee  on  Claima 

▲MBfniCrNT  TO  THB  TABIFP  BIU, 

Mr.  CONNALLY  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  House  bill  2067,  the  tariff  revision  bill, 
^  rhleh  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

^TJTKEaUT     INDXTBiaiXS    AND     AOBICtTLTCBE — TKIBUTE    TO    SUNATDB 

aA:fsDBXx 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Mr.  President  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
Aare  printed  in  the  Racoso  an  editorial  from  the  Manufacturers 
Record  of  November  14,  1929,  entitled  "  Senator  Ranboii.l's 
llarterlj   Effort   for   Protection    of    Southern    Industries   and 

griculture." 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  (mlered. 

The  editorial  is  as  follows : 

nAVOB    BA1I8I»I.L'8    lfASTia£.y    ETrOBT    FOB    PSOTBCTIOlt    or    HOOTHUOr 
inDCaTRISS  AXD  laBICVLTOKB 

Senator  CoLB  Blbasb,  of  South  Carolina,  read  into  the  Corgbcssional 
Accord  rerently  a  letter  fron  a  South  Carolina  lumberman,  stating  that 
I  iumtan  tnmber  is  beloK  laid  down  In  New  York  for  $20.20,  as  compared 
1  ith  an  average  cost  of  |28  for  manufactaring  lumber  In  Sooth  Caro- 
lina, te  wbieh  fteight  rates  matt  be  added.  Thereupon  Senator  Rans- 
of  Loaislana,  obtained  the  floor  and  simke  rigoroasly  in  favor  of 

proteettve  tariff  polley  for  the  Democratic  Party.  Senator  Ransdell 
traced  the  historj  of  the  Democratic  Party  from  its  inception  in  Its 
a  ttltude  toward  a  protective  tariff,  saying  In  part : 

"  It  Is  not  hard  In  the  light  of  reeorded  history  to  recognlxe  the  fact 
tlut  the  doctrine  of  protection  for  American  farm  and  factory  products 
l(  not  a  new  one  to  the  Democratic  Party.  Its  great  founder,  Tbomaa 
J  effersoD,  his  illustrioas  contemporaries  and  foUowem,  Madison,  Monroe, 
Jaeksoa,  aad  a  boat  of  others,  emphatically  and  ane<|nlTOcaUy  indorsed 
tiat  doctrine  and  l>elieved  in  its  ultimate  workaliility  and  good  for  the 
/  merican  people.  Jefferson's  remedy,  in  Ita  slmpleflt  terms,  for  agrtcui- 
tpre  and  Industry  alike,  was  adequate  protection.  His  handiwork  is 
in  the  first  reveoDe  act,  passed  by  the  First  Congress,  and  placed 
tawn  onr  statute  books  on  July  4,  1789.  That  measure  came  from  the 
ii  Mplred  pen  of  James  Madlsoo,  who,  in  its  preparation,  coon^Ied  with 
bis  closest  friend  and  political  mentor,  the  Sage  of  Monticello." 

.\nd  "  James  Madison,  cioae  student  of  Thomas  Jefferson's  school  of 
[olitlcal  thought,  •  •  •  had  witnessed  the  decline  of  our  commer- 
«  M  star."  •  •  •  That  "  be  believed  In  protection  of  onr  products  as 
t^e  <ialcke«t  and  SBrcat  way  to  restore  prosperity  "  following  the  depres- 
,  Senator  Ransdkll  strowed  by  quoting  his  special  message  to  Con- 
In  1815,  In  which  Madison  said : 

"There  can  be  no  aabject  that  can  enter  with  greater  force  and 
lerlt  Into  the  deliberations  than  the  consideration  of  tbe  means  to 
raaerre  aad  promote  the  manafactures  which  hare  sprung  Into  eilst- 
^ca,  aad  attained  an  unparalleled  maturity  throngbout  the  United 
S  tates  daring  tbe  period  of  the  Skiropean  wars.  This  source  of  na- 
t  iMial  independence  and  wealth  I  anxioosly  coBuaend  to  the  prompt  and 
( BBStaat  goardlanslilp  of  Congress." 

Madlaoa,  tbe  Senator  ahowed,  fonght  for  protection  throughout  his 
1  Ife,  and  hia  sncceasor  In  tbe  White  House,  James  Monroe,  another 
]  >emocrat.  he  quoted  as  having  said  In  his  inangnral  address  in  1817, 
*  Onr  ■anafactures  will  requlxe  the  systematic  and  foatering  aid  of 
tie  GoTemment." 

Following  Monroe  came  Andrew  Jackson ;  and  la  fact  tn  the  cam- 
I  aim  a<  1S24  all  of  the  caadMates  for  the  offlce — Adama.  Jackson, 
<  lay,  aad  Crawford — "  baatd  their  candidacies  in  part  on  their  sup- 
I  ort  «<  Mr.  Monroe's  advocacy  of  additional  protection."  "  OH 
Hickory"  he  quoted  as  having  said  in  1824,  "  It  Is  time  we  should 
tecome  a  little  more  Americanhced,  and  tnatead  of  feeding  paupers  and 
1  iborers  of  England,  feed  our  own  ;  or  else.  In  a  short  time,  by  con- 
1 1nulng  oar  preauit  prtlcy,  we  shall  all  be  rendered  panpers  ourselves." 

This  la  the  flrat  of  those  early  utterances  quoted  by  Senator  Rattsobtx 
that  ahows  nnmlaUkably  a  clear  grasp  of  the  ftict  that  our  labor  de- 
ICBda  for  emptoyment  upon  the  activities  of  onr  indnstrtes,  and  that 
1  Bleaa  iBtfnstrlea  are  suflkiejitly  protected  to  be  dominant  In  tbe 
i  oaaatle  marfeet  labor  will  not  be  proaperona  and  the  whole  popnlation 
ilU  Hffar  tnm  th«  coa«H|aent  lack  of  purcbaslag  power.  Senator 
WLL  conunanta  that  "  this  is  coBTlncIng  teatlmuny  of  the  ad- 
1  larenca  wi  oat  ot  an  graatest  OeaMtcratic  sUtcsnen  to  a  policy  which 
ire  are  tald  to^lay  !•  a  fUpuUican  device." 

Why  did  ttat  DtBMcratle  Party  depart  for  a  while  fioa  tbia.  its 
raditlonal  policy?  Tbe  Seuator  explains  why  In  hia  account  of  the 
teavertlon  of  Calhoun  from    tbe   protectioa   to   the   free-trade   policy. 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECOBD— SENATE 


5667 


Calhoun  waa  Infloenced  by  the  fact  that,  following  the  Inrentlon  of 
tbe  cotton  gin,  tbe  interesta  of  the  South  changed  from  those  of  a 
manufacturing  to  thoee  of  a  purely  agricultural  section,  and  it  wai 
tbe  cotton  planters'  desire  to  sell  tbeir  staple  in  England  and  to  bay 
there,  duty  free,  the  manufactured  articles  they  needed  and  did  not 
make. 

Following  Senator  Raksdkll's  review  of  the  early  stand  of  his  party 
on  the  tariff  as  a  means  of  protection  for  American  standards  of  living, 
tbe  Senator  made  a  powerful  plea  for  a  return  to  that  policy  by  the 
party  of  to-day.     Said  he : 

".\8  applicable  to-day  as  they  were  when  panned  by  Thomas  Jeffer- 
son are  these  words : 

"  •  If  in  the  course  of  your  ol)8ervations  or  inquiries,  agriculture, 
manufactures,  commerce,  and  navigation  should  appear  to  need  any 
aid  within  tbe  limits  of  our  constitutional  powers,  your  sense  of  tbeir 
importance  is  a  sufflcient  assurance  they   will  occupy  your  attention.'  " 

The  speaker  then  reminded  bis  Democratic  colleagues  of  the  pledge 
of  their  party,  as  expressed  in  its  platform  of  1928,  and  be  quoted  the 
Democratic  candidate  for  the  Presidency  as  saying  that  the  party  Is 
cooHnitted  "  to  a  definite  stand  in  favor  of  such  tariff  schedules  as 
will  to  the  yery  limit  protect  legitimate  business  enterprise,  as  well  as 
American  lalwr,  from  ruinous  competition  of  foreign-made  goods.  •  •  • 
1  say  to  tbe  American  worklngman  that  tlw  Democratic  Party  will  not 
do  a  single  thing  that  will  take  from  bis  weekly  pay  envelope  a  &-cent 
piece.  To  the  American  farmer  I  say  that  the  Democratic  Party  will 
do  everything  in  its  power  to  put  beck  into  hia  pocket  ail  that  belongs 
there." 

And  finally  S«>nator  Ransdbu.  clinched  his  demand  upon  his  party 
for  support  of  tbe  pending  tariff  bill  by  reading  the  telegram  sent  by 
John  J.  Baskob  and  Senator  Millabo  E.  Ttdinqs,  chairman  of  the 
Democratic  senatorial  committee  during  the  presidential  campaign,  to 
tbe  l>emocratlc  Senators  and  Hepresenta lives  and  tbe  Democratic  can- 
didates for  ofllce.  In  that  telegram  it  was  stated :  "  We  are  asking 
every  Democratic  candidate  for  Senate  and  House  to  permit  us  to  sign 
his  name  to  the  following  declaration :  '  We  the  undersigned  Demo- 
cratic candidates  for  the  House  and  the  Senate  reafflrm  the  allegiance 
of  our  party  to  a  nonpartisan  tariff  commission  as  enunciated  in  the 
Democratic  platform  adopted  at  Houston  and  declare  our  approval  of 
the  constructive  Interpretation  placed  on  the  tariff  plank  by  our  stand- 
ard bearer.  Governor  Smith  '•••••  when  he  pledged  hlmaelf  as 
quoted  above.     The  speaker  added  that : 

"To  this  telegram  24  Democratic  Senators  and  115  Representatives 
now  holding  ofllce  In  *the  upper  and  lower  Halls  of  Congress  replied 
favorably,  granting  tbe  permission  requested.  The  Senators  sitting  on 
this  side  of  tbe  Chamber  who  wired  unqualified  approval  of  the  prin- 
ciples outlined  in  that  message  are : 

"  Hknbt  F.  Ashubst,  Arisona ;  Albim  W.  Babklbt,  Kentucky ; 
Edwin  S.  Bboosbakd,  Louisiana ;  T.  H.  Cabawat,  Arkanaaa ;  Rotal  8. 
CoPKLAiro,  New  York ;  C.  C.  Diix.  Washington  ;  I>oiicai(  U.  FLarcHBR, 
Florida ;  Waltbb  F.  GBOaaa.  Georgia ;  Cabl  Hatdbn,  Arisona ;  Pat 
Habbison,  Mississippi ;  Uarbt  B.  Hawks,  Missouri  ;  William  J.  Habrib, 
Georgia  ;  William  H.  King,  Utah  ;  Lek  S.  Ovbbman,  North  Carolina  : 
Kbt  Pittman,  Nevada :  Josbph  B.  Ransdbll,  Louhdana ;  Josbph  T. 
Robinson,  Arkansas ;  H.  D.  Stbtbkns,  Mississippi ;  Morbis  Shbppard, 
Texas;  Millard  B.  Txdino*.  Maryland ;  T.  J.  Walsh.  Montana;  Bvb- 
TON  K.  Whcblkb,  Montana  ;  David  I.  Walbh,  Massachusetts ;  Robkrt 
F.   WAGNEa,  New   York. 

**  I  would  aak  my  Democratic  colleagues  to  remember  the  contents  of 
that  telegram  and  their  approt>ation  thereof  when  the  time  comes  to 
vote  upon  many  of  the  schedules  of  this  bill." 

Following  bis  splendid  review  of  the  Democratic  Party's  early  stand 
and  recent  pledges  for  adequate  protection  to  American  Industry,  Sen- 
ator Ransdbll  began  bis  own  powerful  argument  for  protection,  open- 
ing It  with  tbe  statement :  "  The  experience  of  recent  years  has  taught 
the  South  tliat  its  industries  can  not  prosper — If,  indeed,  they  can  sui^ 
Tlve — without  a  reasonable  measure  of  protection."  And  coming  to 
agriculture,  he  said  :  "  It  is  generally  recognized  that  all  branches  of 
agriculture  have  at  last  reached  a  point  where  a  protective  policy  is 
becoming  more  definitely  and  directly  effective  than  was  thought  pos- 
sible 10  or  20  years  ago.  *  *  *  In  fine,  this  is  a  tariff  accruing  to 
tbe  indostries  that  are  suffering.  It  seems  to  me  that.  Instead  of  the 
opposition  which  is  being  exhibited  by  some  of  the  Southern  Senators, 
they  should  be  bending  every  effort  toward  securing  the  early  passage 
of  a  bill  which  carries  so  many  tx-neflts  to  tbe  Nation  and  to  every  State 
ia  the  South." 

AKMISnCC  OAT    AODBICBS   BT    SENATOB   UVTOALT 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Retobo  an  address  delivered  at  Providence,  R  I., 
on  the  occasion  of  the  dedication  of  memorial  to  war  veterans 
on  Armistice  Day  lust  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
IMr.  Metoalt]. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  ft  ia  so  ordered. 

The  address  is  as  follows : 

It  is  significant  that  we  are  to-day  celebrating  and  glorlfyinf  tbe  con- 
«ummstlon  of  peace,  and  that  It  has  never  entered  tbe  minds  of  the 


American  people  to  l«ak  with  anythioff  bat  sarrow  opoo  tbe  deelaratloB 
of  war.  Tbe  gloriflcation  of  tbe  eoDdosloB  of  war  and  the  condeBBa^ 
Hon  of  its  declaration  are  tbe  beat  crlterioaa  by  which  we  may  Jodc* 
tbe  political  sobriety  of  a  great  people. 

When  I  consider  how  tbe  world  ia  cast,  with  its  hlatory  of  wars  and 
interims  of  peace,  I  can  not  but  hope  that  oar  people  oat  of  many 
nations  of  the  paat  and  present  may  devolve  at  last  tbe  basic  eleoienta 
of  an  eternal  armistice. 

We  can  pralae  and  honor  the  veteraaa  who  braved  tbe  fury  of  macblaa 
gons,  the  creeping  death  of  poison  gas,  tbe  erratic  aiaogbter  of  baratinf 
shells,  and  tbe  banger  and  misery  of  mod-flUed  trenches  throagboat  this 
generation.  We  have  lived  and  wltneaaed  the  sacrifices  which  war 
exacts.  But  the  generation  which  foUowa  can  not  feel  tbe  beartacbas 
wMch  we  have  known,  and  tbe  herttace  we  must  leave  for  them  ia  a 
new  fratemlfy  among  nationa  wbicb  will  spare  tbem  tbe  horror  of  inter- 
national  conflict.  Let  us  then  upon  this  day,  which  marks  tbe  anni- 
versary of  the  condasion  of  the  world's  darkest  years,  dedicate  ouraelvas 
to  a  new  peace  Intended  to  endure  and  conceived  without  tbe  Intrigue  oC 
secret  diplomacy.  Let  us  say  openly  to  tbe  worid,  we  are  ready  to  join 
with  yoa  in  tbe  consummation  of  a  peace  eternal  We  seek  not  only  ttie 
guaranty  that  the  living  shall  not  go  to  war,  but  we  seek  aa  well  tlia 
heritage  which  we  may  band  down  to  those  who  follow.  We  want  t->  aay 
that  tbia  Nation  leaves  for  ita  dtlaens  the  greatest  of  all  inberitancoa — 
that  of  peace  and  good  will  among  nationa. 

There  are  here  to-day  men  who  have  fought  on  the  fields  of  Franea, 
There  may  be  in  this  audience  a  sparse  few  of  those  who  were  in  tba 
conflict  of  the  Civil  War.  There  are  here  veterans  of  the  Spaniab- 
American  War  and  of  other  coaflicta  of  leaner  note.  Thar*  are  motbaia 
who  gave  back  their  aons  to  the  Creator  en  the  flelda  of  France.  They, 
too,  most  share  the  honor  of  bringing  tbe  worid  to  a  new  reallsatioB 
that  real  peace  must  become  perpetual.  But  there  ia  something  more  la 
this  audience  to-day — ^It  la  the  spirit  of  tlMMe  men  and  ttioae  women  w1m> 
gave  tlieir  Uvea  on  the  Aekla  of  France,  and  va,  tlia  living,  take  tbia 
moment  to  dedicate  this  monument  as  an  expreaaioa  of  oar  respect  tor 
that  spirit. 

We  owe  reverence  to  the  motbers  and  tbe  fatliera  of  the  World  War. 
Next  year  oar  Government  will  make  a  auterial  recognition  of  Its  grcsC 
debt  to  tbe  gold-star  mothers.  It  is  a  fine  thing  materially  for  the 
Nation  to  do  when  it  makea  poaaibia  for  these  mothers  a  visit  to  tba 
graves  of  their  sons  in  France.  But  wtaen  they  emlMrk  for  Borope  next 
May  all  motbera  aad  all  fatbera  ahouid  pay  respect  to  tbooe  women  who 
suffered  most  from  tbe  great  conflict.  Let  us  help  to  make  this  sacred 
pilgrimage  aa  clieerfal  aa  poaslble  by  letting  these  mothers  know  that 
we  are  working  that  there  may  tie  no  repetition  of  tliis  aacriflce.  I  want 
all  gold-«tar  mothers  who  may  be  here  to-day  to  know  that  my  oOee  la 
ready  to  help  tbem  ia  every  pooaiUe  way  to  arrange  tbe  detaila  of  tbalr 
pilgrimage.  I  am  sure  all  Rhode  Islanders  join  with  me  In  saying  that 
we  owe  to  yoa  who  gave  your  sons  to  the  Nation  a  debt  which  we  caa 
never  hope  to  repay. 

When  tbe  war  ended  there  were  tbouaands  of  woanded  and  sick 
broaght  ba^  from  tbe  frontiers  in  FVanee.  It  Ui  oar  doty  to  aee  that 
they  have  every  care  and  comfort  It  Is  in  our  power  to  give  them.  Many 
of  them  suffered  from  poison  gas  or  the  effects  of  the  Insofferable  con- 
ditions existing  in  tbe  front  lines  and  may  never  fully  recover.  For 
those  who  are  temporarily  disabled  we  must  provide  additional  bospltala 
and  the  best  possible  medical  and  sorglcal  attention.  I  l>elieve  it  to  ba 
the  duty  of  all  to  help  in  a  movement  to  eatablisb  a  new  veterans' 
hospital  in  Rhode  Island.  The  number  of  reterans  who  are  in  need  of 
treatment  Is  increasing  day  by  day.  Let  us  pledge  oursdves  to  bdp 
tbem  when  we  can. 

For  those  veterans  who  are  permanently  disabled  we  must  make  ade- 
quate provision.  It  is  true  that  money  can  never  repay  for  tbe  loas  of 
health  or  life,  but  it  can  in  a  measure  alleviate  the  discomfort  and  tlie 
pain  which  they  must  endnre.  I  believe  that  tbere  is  no  debt  which 
devolves  more  upon  the  honor  of  the  American  people  than  that  we 
owe  to  tbe  soldiers  who  left  their  work  and  risked  their  lives  in  defense 
of  the  Nation. 

During  the  patriotic  stress  of  war  we  heard  much  of  liberty,  of  free- 
dom, and  of  democracy.  No  one  seemed  to  be  able  to  tell  exactly  what 
these  things  meant.  Now  we  know  that  liberty,  freedom,  and  democracy 
can  not  exlxt  alone  in  the  present.  They  must  not  only  be  in  evidence 
at  the  moment,  but  also  have  a  guaranty  of  tbeir  future.  There  can 
not  be  liberty  without  peace.  There  can  bt  no  real  democracy  in  war. 
There  can  be  no  freedom  as  long  as  the  nations  are  manacled  by  tiia 
chains  of  Intamational  conflict.  We  can  then  achieve  tbe  ideals  set 
forth  for  us  in  our  Declaration  of  Independence — the  guaranty  of  ttaa 
right  of  the  pursuit  of  happiness  and  liberty,  now  and  forever,  by  aeCtlBs 
up  and  maintaining  a  perpetual  peace  within  and  lietweea  the  aatloBs. 

THB  CHUBOH  AND  LABOR  COSOinORS  IH  THB  BOVTH 

Mr.  BLEASB.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  permission  to  hare  Ib- 
serted  in  the  Rboobb  an  editorial  appearing  In  tlie  BaptM 
Courier,  of  Oreenrllle,  S.  C.  of  date  Norember  7,  192».  Tbe 
Courier  is  the  official  organ  of  the  Baptist  Church  in  my  State. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  ohJectioB,  It  is  so  onlered. 
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Tlw  editorial  h  as  foHow*: 

irrmn  the  Baptist  Cornier,  Oir^nrUl*,  8.  C,  NoreBber  T,  1»2»1 

Id  recent  weeks  our  dally  papers  bare  carried  some  ratber  serere 
attack*  on  oor  mill  churches.  The  State  quoted  strlctores  from  Prof. 
BrtMdm  Miti-taell.  who  is  a  soothero  man  and  at  one  time  lived  in 
Booth  Camliua.  We  do  not  have  his  article  before  as,  hot  as  qnoted, 
be  xttr"  the  welitbt  of  his  antherltT  against  oor  mill  chorehefl.  But 
th«  chief  act«cks  have  come  from  other  sources.  On  Ot^ber  30  other 
•ttacim  ram*.  TUa  time  from  S«w  York.  An  Bptseopal  minister.  Rev. 
B.  Spofford,  **  told  a  conference  on  soathern  textile  industry  that  tba 
churches  in  the  textile  regions  of  North  Carolina  were  undoubtedly 
owned  and  controlled  by  the  mill  owners,  and  that  the  clergy  were  the 
moral  poUce  for  the  industrial  oTeriords."  At  the  same  confereuce,  Mr. 
Thomas  P.  MdUboa,  president  of  tbe  United  Textile  Workers  of 
America,  **  ■ttrihuted  his  organisation's  slow  progress  in  the  South  In 
tbe  last  24  years  to  prejudice  and  bigutry  fostered  by  tbe  churches." 
He  Is  also  quoted  as  making  this  ratber  amasing  statement,  "  The 
pastors  would  lose  their  JoIm  if  tbe  workers  got  a  10  per  cent  increase." 
Ittdesd  !  Are  pasters  opposed  to  what  would  Increase  their  own  salaries  T 
fhtry  pastor  in  erery  miU  Tillage  of  tbe  South  knows  that  tbe  church 
flnanees  exactly  foHow  tbe  wage  seale  of  the  workers.  Let  that  scale 
to  up  and  at  ones  money  for  tbe  church  increases.  Let  it  go  down 
and  there  are  no  other  churches  which  so  immediately  feel  tbe  effects 
of  the  depression.  There  Is  hardly  anything  that  could  beip  mill 
payors  so  aueh  ss  a  "  10  per  ceat  ineroaae,"  unless  it  be  a  20  per 
cent  tnereasc.    Was  tiie  maa  talktag  to  idloUT 

Mill  life  la  Mortb  Cnrolina  and  in  Sooth  Carolina  is  practlcaUy  the 
saase.  Tbe  two  largest  religioas  denominatlona  in  tbe  mills  are  tbe 
Baptists  and  Methodists,  aad  the  attacks  that  are  being  directed  against 
tbe  religious  condltiotts  in  tbem  aro  attacks  on  tbeae  deaomlaations. 
Arc  those  attacks  Just? 

Ws  most  ressember  that  tbsre  are  In  the  South  hoadreds  opoa  hva- 
drsds  of  mill  ehorchcs  and  pastors,  and  among  tbem  can  tw  found 
aaytMag  and  eTcrytbing  you  wish  to  look  for.  If  one  wants  to  find 
a  ^8tor  "  controlled "  by  an  overlord,  I  suppose  one  can  flad  blm. 
Bat  the  mill  rlllagsa  are  not  tbe  oaly  places  wbleb  taaTe  this  type. 
And  aoeh  a  nuu  no  moe«  rcpresi  nts  mill  pastora  than  he  docs  city 
pastora  or  country  pastors.  It  is  always  a  alander  to  bring  a  charge 
of  villainy  agalast  a  whole  daas :  and  this  swaepiag  charge  against 
oar  laill  pastors  la  oao  of  tbe  worst  slanders  we  have  aeea. 

It  goes  OB  tbe  geaeral  sapposition  that  mQl  managemcats  ratber 
tbaa  tbe  ebnrcbes  pay  tbe  pastors  aad  therefore  control  them.  If  the 
principle  la  troa  why  aot  apply  tt  also  to  ail  pastors,  and  all  others 
srbo  receire  sslMica  including  college  professors  and  union  beads)  Are 
all  these  eoatrolladf  But  what  are  tbe  facts!  Tbe  great  balk  of  all 
ebairb  ezpcasea,  iodadteg  pastor's  salaries,  is  paid  by  tbe  churches 
tbemsslres.  Maay  of  oor  mlU  managemeats  glre  to  these  cburcbes  and 
soae  of  tbsm  glf«  liberaUy.  Tbare  may  be  some  few  where  most  of 
tbe  monoy  for  tbe  churches  comes  from  the  managamant,  bat  we  do 
aot  kMw  9i  oas.  If  pastors  aia  **  eoatroUed  "  by  those  who  pay  their 
aalarioa  (which  is  Itself  a  alander)  then  tbe  employees  in  the  mills 
are  in  poaitloa  to  "  control." 

We  do  aot  assert  that  power  aad  awuey  in  our  mlU  management 
Bsrer  try  to  inaoeace  the  pulpits  of  their  churches.  Perhaps  they  some- 
times da  or.  ratbar,  some  of  tbem.  If  aad  wboi  It  Is  done,  it  is  an 
•rU.  But  ttais  sort  of  evil  Is  not  eaaflaed  to  mill  viUafSS  and  Is  no  more 
dmractaristlc  ot  tbem  than  of  oCbor  places.  Aad  It  can  be  said  with 
all  tiath  that  mill  paston  are  no  mioro  ameaaUa  to  sach  influences 
tbaa  othsr  pastors  ar  otbor  paople. 

The  people  who  pass  these  slanders  on  simply  do  aat  knaw  the  re- 
ligioas life  •(  oov  min  Tillages.  What  tbey  cbarga  is  ahsard  and  could 
aot  sslst  cxcsyt  aa  accaaloaal  crila.  Take  tbe  dcmoetacy  of  oar  Baptist 
It  4ass  ast  esass  to  fnactloa  In  a  mill  ehoreb.  These 
IsaHslTca  call  tbalr  pastors ;  snd  la  this  toportaat  matter  tbe 
It  has  a«  part  whatever.  Tbey  ooadoct  all  tbdr  own  boiiBcss 
sf  sTsry  klad ;  aad  dimscracy  is  Just  as  seasitlve  to  Its  own  authority 
in  a  mill  viilags  as  It  Is  anywhere  ••Ise.  Anyone  who  had  tbs  laast  Idea 
ot  all  that  tbia  aMaas  la  tba  working  of  a  cboreb  esold  aot  bs  so  obtnss 
aa  to  tmrpirrt  that  aa  aatbarity  ouiside  of  a  Baptist  eborcta  could 
habltoally  aa4  rirklsssly  satcr  Its  life.  Those  about  oar  eborebas  kaow 
tbs  diflealtjr  at  brlatlac  aay  sort  of  outsida  Inflosaes  t«  bsar  oa  tbem, 
aad  aoaa  kaov  this  any  bettar  than  mill  aiaaaffsawats.  Wbea  tbey 
wmmt  tbsa  to  llaa  ay  la  aay  good  moroment  tbey  most  9s  about  szprcss- 
lac  tbalr  dsalcoa  la  tbs  moat  delicate  wa>-s.  All  that  w«  are  miylng  Is 
that  maa  wbo  ebarga  bahltuai  and  general  outside  "  control "  of  our 
mill  charcbas  are  sbtas*.     Tbey  are  utterly  ignorant  of  tbsm. 

Tbay  eaase,  wa  sopposs,  to  this  fsollsb  coadaalaa  la  this  way :  Tb«y 
Tlslt  our  mills,  iad  tba  pastan  aad  ehurebes  la  sympathy  with  tba 
■MnageaMat  aad  generally  opposed  to  radical  cbaages.  How  can  tbey 
aecoant  far  tbiat  "Why,  amat  simply;  tbe  managemeats  pay  the 
psators  aad  aa  caatral  tbaai.  That  ia  the  way  it  Is  dsne."  That  la  an 
aa^  aoiutlaa.  Bat  la  tboie  not  a  omto  reoaoaabla  way  to  accoaat  for 
tbe  attUado  ot  tbase  aburcbsa  aad  pastorsl     Ws  tbtek  tban  is. 


Tbe  aoblest  and  best  service  that  baa  CTer  been  rendered  on  a  large 
scale  to  tbe  laboren  of  tbe  South  has  been  given  by  our  mills.  Not  to 
see  this  is  to  be  Mind.  There  may  be  many  things  yet  to  be  done.  But 
no  one  wbo  knows  anything  of  soathern  labor,  of  tbe  unusually  high 
ideals  for  human  betterment  that  great  numbers  of  our  mills,  at  great 
cost,  have  livpd  np  to  and  are  living  op  to,  and  of  the  Cbrletian  charac- 
ter of  the  vast  majority  of  oor  mill  managers,  can  fall  to  see  that  tho«<e 
sailla  are  worthy  of  our  gratitude,  sympathy,  and  support.  Our  mill 
pastors  and  mill  churches  know  this,  and,  knovring  it,  they  are  ia 
8>'mpathy  with  those  that  are  working  for  their  welfare  and  are  uot  in 
sympathy  with  aliens  who  are  seeking  to  exploit  them. 

EXBXanVE    MESSAGES 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  were  commuuicated  to  tbe  Senate 
from  the  President  of  tlie  United  States  by  Mr.  Hessi,  one  of  his 
secretaries. 

KEVISION   or  THE  TAKinr 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  tlic  Whole,  resumed  the  oon- 
fideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  reyenoe,  to  regn- 
late  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  ptirpoees. 

Mr.  NTB.  Mr.  President,  long  having  been  a  bHiever  in  the 
point  that  agriculture  is  not  sufTering  so  much  from  overpro- 
duction as  from  underconsumption,  last  June  I  directed  an  In- 
qaliy  to  tlie  Department  of  Commerce  concerning  the  actual 
requirements  of  the  w»irld  a.s  compared  with  production,  which 
has  brought  a  most  interesting  response  from  that  department. 
I  ask  to  have  it  printed  in  the  Rboobd  with  acconiijanylng 
papers. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  leave  is  granted. 

Tiie  naatt^  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

Depabtment  op  Couubscb, 

OmCB  or  THB  A.SSISTANT  Skcbbtaht, 

Washington,  June  29.  19S. 

Bon.  OaaAU>  P.  Ntb, 

I7a4l«d  /States  Senate,  WtukUtgton,  D.  C. 

Mt  DoAa  Skmatok  :  As  stated  lu  the  letter  of  Secretary  Lamont  to 
you  under  data  of  June  20,  be  has  turned  over  to  me  your  letter  of 
June  18  reqiiesting  an  estimate  of  tbe  world  requirements  for  food- 
stulTs  and  raw  amlerial  for  clothing. 

I  have  taken  this  subject  np  carefully  with  our  statistical  experts 
aad  find  that  It  la  qalte  Impoasible  to  present  an  estimate  of  the  kind 
you  suggMit,  though  It  la  possible  to  furnish  collateral  data  which 
make  it  clear  that  you  are  correct  in  your  aasomption  that  tbe  dlfll- 
culty  with  regard  to  markets  for  agricultural  products  is  not  so  much 
overproduction  ia  the  world  as  a  whole  as  underconsumption. 

I  Inclose  herewith  a  memorandum  on  this  subject,  together  with 
carbon  copies  of  two  tables  prepared  rect>ntly  fur  another  purpose;  one 
showing  the  United  States'  share  of  world  consumption  of  a  number 
of  iteau  (largely  tbe  aame  as  those  in  the  table  prepared  specially  for 
you),  and  the  other  showing  comparisons  of  various  indicatora  of  stand- 
arda  of  living  as  between  tbe  United  States  and  eight  other  countries. 

In  case  further  infomiation  along  thi^  line  is  desired,  please  do  not 
hesitate  to  call  upon  this  department. 
Cordially  yours, 

JtTLics  Kleix. 
woBLO  aaQinasMBirrs  or  tooPSTUFrs  and  razriLa  MimtALs 

JnxB  29,  1929. 

Tbe  dtflculty  In  arriving  at  an  estimate  of  actual  requirements  for 
foodstuffs  lies  chiefly  In  tbe  wide  differences  among  tbe  several  coun- 
tries as  ragards  food  haMts  and  food  desires,  as  well  as  in  the  absence 
of  adeqoate  ttatistlcs  of  tbe  actual  production  of  some  of  the  major 
foodstuffs.  In  some  countries,  for  example,  very  little  meat  Is  used, 
and  In  otbera  eTea  more  is  used  per  captu  than  la  tbe  United  Statas. 
Tba  diffarence  with  regard  to  dairy  products  is  equally  conspicuous. 
In  soae  coantrlcs  rice  Is  the  principal  cereal,  la  others  wheat.  In  others 
rye.  Ia  etrtala  European  countries  far  more  potatoes  are  eaten  tbaa 
la  tba  United  States,  and  potatoes  an  alao  used  as  a  major  basis  for 
fisedlaf  domestic  animals. 

Kttn  U  It  wers  posslbis  to  ascertain  tbe  consumption  of  CTery 
separate  kind  of  foodstuffs  in  tba  world,  and  to  calculate  the  caloric 
sqnlTalent,  we  should  still  have  no  adequate  measure  of  food  require- 
ments, since  calories  an  by  no  means  the  only  measure  of  food  value. 
It  would  hardly  be  proper  to  make  an  arbitrary  assumption  as  to  tbe 
catrsct  propartioa  of  different  classes  of  food  in  tba  diet  of  the  world 
aa  a  wbolsi 

Oaa  tblag  is  eartata :  The  quality  of  tbe  diet  Is  much  higher  in  the 
Ualted  Statea  than  in  most  other  countries,  and  if  the  world  were  oa 
the  same  diet  basis  as  the  United  SUtes  there  would  he  much  greater 
coaaampttaa  of  those  elisses  of  foodstuffs  which  aro  the  more  agree- 
able  t«  the  salate,   and  which    in   general  arc   tbe  more  wholesome. 
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fbcre  would  be  much  greater  consumptioB  of  bread  graias,  especially 
wheat  aad  rye,  of  meats  and  of  dairy  products.  Moreover,  Inde- 
pendently  of  the  quality  of  foodstuffs,  the  aggregate  ntunber  of  calories 
consumed  would  be  decidedly  greater  If  all  countries  bad  a  calorie 
standard  as  high  as  the  United  States. 

In  a  good  many  countries,  especially  in  eastern  Europe  and  Asia,  tbe 
total  food  Intake  Is  too  small  for  health  and  energy,  as  is  evidenced  by 
the  frequent  famines  or  partial  famines  and  the  continual  presence  of 
large  numbers  of  underfed  persons.  It  Is  no  doubt  fair  to  state  that  at 
least  two-thirds  of  the  population  of  the  world  llTe  la  countries  where 
a  considerable  proportion  of  the  people  are  underfed ;  this  does  not,  of 
course,  mean  that  two-thirds  of  ttte  individuals  of  the  world  are  actually 
underfed.  / 

Tbe  underconsumption  of  food  products,  especially  in  the  sense  of 
InsniBciency  of  the  higher  types  of  food  products  in  the  diet,  can  he 
demonstrated  better  from  statistics  relating  to  national  income  aad  gen- 
eral standards  of  living  than  from  statistics  of  food  products  themselves. 
While  the  accompanying  table  shows  how  tbe  consumption  of  the  two 
major  bread  grains  in  the  United  States  compares  with  world  produc- 
tion (excluding  China),  it  Is  not  considered  that  this  alone  is  a  satis- 
factory measurement  of  world  undercoawimptiOB  of  tbeae  partlcoiar 
grains.  Still  less  can  inferences  be  drawn  from  wheat  alone.  Tbera 
are  no  world  statistics  of  meat  or  dairy  products.  However,  the  flgores 
for  sugar  and  coffee,  which  in  most  countries  are  considered  aemilujcories, 
are  of  si(;nlflcanoo  in  themselves  aad  VtUl  more  as  indicatora  of  the 
ability  of  the  peoples  of  the  world  to  aupfUj  themselves  with  high- 
grade  food  products  in  general. 

The  evidence  as  to  world  requirements  for  textile  materials  is  deaser. 
United  States  consumption  per  capita  of  tbe  three  most  important  of 
these  materials— cotton,  wool,  and  silk — is  far  liigher  than  the  average 
for  the  world  as  a  whole,  or  than  iii  almost  any  other  iadividaal  coun- 
try. Tbe  accompanying  table  shows,  for  example,  that  tbe  United 
States,  which  has  about  6  per  cent  of  tbe  world  population,  coosames 
nearly  30  per  cent  of  tbe  world's  output  of  cotton,  and  that  if  tba  per 
capita  consumption  of  the  world  as  a  whole  were  equal  to  ttiat  of  the 
United  States,  the  demand  would  be  nearly  five  times  greater  than  the 
present  actual  production.  Figures  for  wool  aro  roughly  similar,  while 
in  the  case  of  silk,  tbe  most  expensive  textile  material,  per  capita  con- 
Bumptlon  outside  of  the  United  States  |s  almost  iasignlflcant  as  com- 
parrd  with  that  in  this  country. 

There  are  included  In  the  accompanying  table  figtires  for  a  number  of 
eoBimodlties  aad  servlees  which  are  neither  foodstuffs  oor  textiles,  but 
which  are  important  indicators  of  general  living  standards.  If  tbe 
Inquiry  regardlag  world  requirements  were  put  in  general  form,  relating 
to  goods  and  sprrices  of  all  kinds,  tbe  conclusion  would  be  entirely 
clear.  If  all  countries  oould  afford  to  consume  goods  and  serTiees  as 
Bberally  as  tbe  United  States,  present  world  prodtietlon  would  be  far 
below  world  demand.  For  tbe  Tarious  items  specified  United  States  con- 
sumption or  use  represents  from  about  one-third  to  two-thirds  or  more 
of  the  wortd  total,  and  if  United  States  standards  preTalled  eTcrywhere, 
world  total  demand  wouM  be  from,  say,  Ave  to  ten  or  twelTe  times 
greater  than  actual  world  productioa. 

These  figures  regarding  nonagricoltural  products  have,  as  already 
suggested,  an  indirect  l>earing  on  the  situation  regarding  agricultural 
products.  If,  In  most  countries  of  the  world,  people  can  not  afford 
anything  like  as  much  of  these  products  as  are  used  in  the  United 
States,  it  follows  that  they  must  also  restrict  their  consumption  of 
foodstuffH  and  tpxtHee  below  a  desirable  standard.  Of  course,  since 
foodstuffs  are  absolutely  necessary,  while  many  of  the  other  com- 
modities are  of  a  mora  luxury  character,  tbe  world  comes  much  nearer 
to  supplying  Itself  with  a  proper  amount  of  foodstnlts  than  it  does 
with  a  desirable  amount  of  the  more  advanced  commodities  and  services. 

In  case  it  is  desired  to  reduce  tbe  absolute  figures  given  in  tUs  table 
to  an  approximate  per  capita  basis,  there  Is  given  at  the  bottom  of 
tbe  table  In  round  flgurefl  tbe  population  of  the  I7n1ted  States  as  com- 
psred  with  that  of  tbe  world  aa  a  whole.  (Prepared  In  DiTislon  of 
Statistical  Research.) 
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habitants,  about  Jan.  1, 1938 

Mileage  of  telephons  win  per  19JBK 
inh^itants 

Output  of  electric  carrent  (kUowatt- 
houn  per  capita  par  year)  1938. 

Consumption  ot  augsr  per  c^>ita 
(poaads) 

Popaiatioe.  1108  (tbooasads) 


United 

States 


1885 


191 
308 

1.038 

4,830 

«39 

IM 
U7.138 


United 
Kii«- 

vlom 


1410-1430 

110 

47 

n« 

303 

1,236 

188 

99 
48,^8 


many 


8190-1210 
7« 

as 


182 

88 
83,0X1 


Fraaos 


tl8»-t22S 

87 

96 

648 

234 

fiSO 

347 

53 
4a  744 


Italy 


1108 


38 
175 
106 

30 

l«l«84 


iNo 


Comparative  ind4oator$  of  »tan4ard*  of  Uvim/g 


Estimated  anaoal  national  inoeme  psr  capita, 
about  19M  (estimated  by  experts  of  each  coun- 
try). 


C^oasumptioa  of  eoal  and  its  eanivBlent  ia  other 
fuel  and  water  power,  annual  1938^  in  terras  of 
millions  of  British  thermal  units 

Miles  of  railway  line  p«  10^000  taifaabitants,  1836. . 

Ton-miles  of  freight  carrtsd  by  rsilwsyK  P*  year 
pv  inhabitant,  1986. 

Number  of  satomobOes  per  10,000  inhabitants, 
lAout  Jos.  I  1988 

Milcags  of  tshvibans'wife  per  UJMO'iiMiitantiLl ' 

Output  of  electric  cuirent  (kilowatt-boaci  psr 
capita  per  year,  1938) 

OoasHmptloa  of  sagar  per  esptta  (poaadO 

PopalstioB.  1938  (1 


SwedSB 


t3«0 


<0 
M4 

866 

180 
1,038 

883 

83 
8.074 


Aostra- 
lia 


$856 


(0 
481 


%748 


6.111 


Japan 


145 


15 
18 

ISO 

7 

■m 

23 

88.007 


Canada 


8278 


160 
431 

1300 

996 
8.473 

1,193 

9,399 


V, 


•# 


>  No  data. 
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1  itHtUnct  of  iptrifU  foodt  <a  /M7  if  per  eopUo  eontampHon  tmuUd  tluto/tkt  VnUtd  9ttta 

Unltofqnaatity 

Uattsd  States 

or  nss 

World  produe- 
tiOBorass 

Wtvld'i  notsntial 

T>iffvsnrs 

1 

consumption  at 

UaitadStatas 

Btsadard 

(dsfldency  be- 
low Uaitsd 
Btatsi  standard) 

Certain  food*: 

Wheat  and  rye,  oombioad . .... 

Bn*h«iif 

815,144,000 

•  681,938,000 

6,568,000 

•1.42010001000 

•8,417,«0a080 

685,000.000 

86^000,000 

408,471 

■  6, 172;  000, 000 

14, 351, 00a  000 

38,286,000 

3,666,000,000 

ii,9no,08a«e 

3,462,0001000 

102,00^000 

612,864 

>  7, 877, 000, 008 

•7, 282, 000b  000 

108,00^000 

21  OOOt  000,000 

86,000,000,000 

9, 600.  OOa  000 

1.400, 00a  000 

6,627,000 

•l,88^otaooo 

Wheat,  akme 

Sugar - . .. 



do 

Short  tons............. 

>  1911. 000, 000 
79.714.000 

Colles 

Certain  othsr  agricultural  prudacts: 

Cotton 

Wool 



Pounds .^ 

11344,000,000 

44,100,060,000 
1131061000 

Silk , 

.       .do...  ..     u 

1.281001000 

Rubbsr 

......_........ ..4 

Loag  teas . 

101i436 

>  Entedini  China. 

•  Wtieat  flour  converted  at  4.7  bostiels  of  wheat  of  par  banal 


'  Net  Imparts  phn  shipments  hom  Hawatt. 
<€«KUBWtloa  Untted  Mates  milk. 
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Warir*  tfoklracf  tftp^fit  tmia  l«  /MT  <f  per  «tp«c  cmj  mifiMM  «fMM  tkti  of  the  XJnUei  aw««— Continued 


Itam 


MlMrals: 

Pic  iron  (production)- 


iia^: 


zinc. 

roaJ  and  Ugnita 

Patroleum 

TransporUtion  and  ooaunankatkm: 

Railway  milaase 

Tdephooe  milriacr 

Teiegrepb  miWaga. 

Automobile  ragiatntioii 

Piecw  of  mail .._.„... 

Zlectric  currant „... 


Unit  ol  quai  tity 


Long  too.. 
Sbort  toiM. 

do 

do 


do.. 

Baml»of43| 


giloos. 


Miles  of  track. 
Miles  of  wire.. 

do 

VehkdeL 

Number 

KiiOWAtt-hOUTB 


PopQlAtioo.  coatinental  United  States,  118,8».00l);  world.  l.(MS,52ft.0OO;  world,  ezcludi  ag  China,  1,480,436,000 


Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  I'resldent,  I  have  Just  received  from  the 
Oovemment  I*rlnting  Office  part  4  of  the  statement  of  the  Com- 
mlssioDer  of  loterual  Revenue  In  respon.se  to  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  108.  relative  to  the  furnishing  of  a  statement  of  the 
profits  and  losses  of  certain  taxpayers  affected  by  the  pending 
bill.  My  derks  are  delivering  a  copy  to  the  olBce  of  each 
Senator,  and  no  doubt  all  the  copies  will  be  delivered  within  a 
very  few  minutes.  As  soon  as  the  remainder  of  the  data  called 
for  under  Senate  Resolution  108  Is  received.  I  shall  see  that 
each  Senator  is  furnished  with  a  copy  immediately. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  wUl  report  the  pending 
amendment  of  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

The  Chut  Clebk.  The  next  amendment  is,  on  page  143,  line 
6.  after  the  word  "state,"  to  strike  out  "Peppers,  3  cents  per 
pound ;  eggplant,  3  cents  per  pound ;  cucumbers,  3  cents  per 
pound."  and  in-sert: 

Eggplant,  7L  wnta  per  pound,  except  during  the  moatht  of  Janoarx, 
February,  and  March,  when  the  duty  ehall  be  one-half  of  1  cent  per 
pound ;  cucumbers,  3  ceata  per  pound,  except  during  the  period  from 
January  1  to  March  15.  both  dates  inctuslTe.  when  the  duty  shall  be 
one-half  of  1  cent  per  poond ;  peppers,  8  cents  per  pound. 

So  as  to  read : 

PAa.  772.  Veffetablea  In  their  natural  state:  Eggplant,  S  cents  per 
pound,  except,^ during  the  months  of  January,  February,  and  March, 
when  the  dutj(  shall  be  ooe-half  of  1  cent  per  pound ;  encumben,  S 
cents  per  pound,  except  during  the  period  from  January  1  to  March  15, 
both  dates  inclusive,  when  the  duty  shall  be  one-half  of  1  cent  per 
pound ;  pepper*.  S  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  this  amendment  presents 
the  same  proposition  that  was  involved  in  the  amendment  to 
the  tomato  provision  last  night.  I  think  it  is  unnecessary  to 
argue  the  matter.  It  simply  means  that  the  tariff  of  3  cents  a 
pound  on  cucumbers  and  eggplant  shall  be  good  throughout  all 
the  United  States  except  Florida.  In  the  last  analysis  that  is 
all  it  means.  To  the  Senator  from  Utah  I  will  simply  say  that 
be  was  mistaken  when  he  stated  that  these  commodities  are 
not  produced  in  florida  during  the  winter  months. 

Mr.  SM(X)T.    I  said  they  are  not  imported. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  do  not  know  about  their  being  imported, 
Irat  certainly  they  are  produced  beginning  about  this  time.  Last 
week  a  shipment  of  cucumbers  moreil  out  of  the  southern  part 
of  the  State  consisting  of  two  carloads  in  one  day.  I  have  in  my 
hand  a  statement  by  the  Associated  Press  giving  the  market 
reports,  showing  that  there  are  in  the  market  now,  in  the  middle 
of  Novemtier,  Florida  beans,  Florida  cocumbers.  Florida  egg- 
plant. Florida  grapefruit,  Florida  okra,  Florida  oranges,  Florida 
onions,  Florida  peas.  Florida  peppers,  Florida  pineapples,  Flor- 
Xdk  potatoes.  Florida  spinacfci,  Florida  squash,  Florida  sweet 
putatoett.  All  these  are  on  the  market  now.  January.  February, 
and  March  are  the  important  months  with  us,  so  that  the  argn- 
ment  presented  last  ni^  with  reference  to  tomatoes,  it  seems  to 
■M.  applies  to  this  sttnation.  I  ask  to  have  this  article  inserted 
in  the  Bacoan. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  article  la  aa  follows : 

Plobioa  MAtnm 
JacKSOirTnAa,  November  13. — Jobbtag  quotation*,  representing  sales 
to  rotatlers  oa  ths  JaekaoBTiUe  siarket  as  reported  to  tbo  Bute  aur- 
feeUw  taraaa : 

Soppltea  of  vegetables  only  moderate,  demand  moderate,  market  firm. 

fstrrrs  amd  vasRAaiaSs 
rtoes  the  Mlowiag  fratt  aad  vegetable  prices,  ezpresa  and  commls- 
slsa  staonM  be  dednrted  from  consignment  to  arrive  at  peobahle  letorns. 


NO\^MBER    16 


United  States 

eonsumption 

or  use 


36,3Sa000 

711,000 

663,000 

616,000 

579.  000.  000 

604.578,000 

240,138 

57.960,000 

2.090,000 

23.262,000 

25, 4»4, 000, 000 

73,701,000^000 


World  produc- 
tion or  use 


84.79^000 

1, 674,  000 

1,856,000 

1.465,000 

1,  025, 993, 000 

1,261,073,000 

734.308 

94.140.000 

6.609.000 

29.  687.  UOO 

73. 864, 000, 000 

160,000,000,000 


World's  potential 

consumption  at 

United  SUtes 

standard 


597,O0a0OO 
11,700,000 

ia9oaooo 

8,500,000 

9,5ia000.000 

13,  215, 596,  000 

1144,000 

964.000.000 

33.600.000 

382,000,000 

424. 000.  OOa  000 

1,  227, 000,  OOa  000 


Difference 
(deficiency  be- 
low ir  oiled 
States  standard) 


612, 2ia  000 

10^026,000 

9,044,000 

7,085,000 

7,  884.  107,  000 

11.954.523,000 

3.400.602 

809.860.000 

2^  991. 000 

352. 313, 000 

350, 136. 000, 000 

1,067,000,000,000 
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Beans,  Florida  bushel  hampers,  strlDKlcss,  round,  green,  l)est,  mostly, 
|i25  to  12.75. 

Beans,  Florida  bushel  hampers,  refugees,  befit,  |1.75  to  $2.25. 

Cukes,  Florida  bushel  hampers,  choice  and  culls,  no  quotations. 

Eggpla  It,  Florida  bushel  hampers,  mostly,  $1.50. 

Grapefruit,  Florida  standard  crates,  463,  64s.  best,  $3  to  93.50. 

Okra,  Florida  bushel  hampers,  small  to  medium,  |2.50  to  $3. 

Oranges,  Florida  standard  crates,  1268  and  larger,  best,  |3  to  $3.50. 

Oranges,  Florida  standard  crates,  ISOs  and  smaller,  |3.25  to  |3.75. 

Onions,  green,  per  doaen  bunches,  80  cents. 

Peas,  Florida  bushel  hampers,  English  mostly,  |3. 

Peppers,  Florida  bushel  hampers,  larger.  $1.75  to  $2.25. 

Pineapples,  Florida  standard  crates,  medium  slses,  no  quotations. 

Potatoes,   Florida  bushel   hampers,   new,   $3. 

Spinach,  near-by  sections,  bushel  hampers,  $2  to  $2.25. 

Squash,  Florida  and  Georgia  bushel  hampers  and  baskets,  yellow  crook 
necks,  fancy,  $2.50  to  $3. 

Squash.  Florida  bushel  hampers.  Italian  green,  $1.75. 

Bweet  potatoes,  Florida  sacked  per  hundredweight,  best,  $1.75  to  $2. 

Tomatoes,  California  lugs,  larger  sixes,  best,  $2.50  to  $3. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  take  any  fur- 
ther time,  and  I  care  little  about  the  amendment.  I  did  not 
say  there  was  no  eggplant  raised  in  the  United  States  during 
tbe  months  of  November  and  December;  I  said  there  were  no 
in  iportations  in  carload  lots,  and  there  are  none. 

These  two  items  are  quite  different  from  tomatoes.  I  have 
n<t  any  objection  at  all  to  the  committee  amendment  being 
rejected.  I  am  the  last  person  In  the  world  who  would  ever 
wmt  to  Interfere  with  the  success  of  Florida  in  the  raising  of 
early  vegetables,  but  the  record  was  such  that  the  committee 
tt  ought  it  would  not  interfere  at  all  with  Florida's  productions 
during  the  months  involved.  Of  course,  it  would  interfere  If 
ti  e  facts  are  otherwise.  As  soon  as  the  importations  commenced 
tc  come  into  the  country  it  would  be  quite  a  different  propo- 
si  ion. 

If  the  Senators  from  Florida  feel  that  they  do  not  want  the 
rate  to  apply  during  the  months  when  these  products  are  not 
Imported,  and  if  the  Senate  agrees  with  them,  then  all  the  Senate 
hi  .8  to  do  is  to  disagree  to  the  amendment.  I  have  not  anything 
ft  rthtf  to  say  about  it 

Mr,  TRAMMELL.  Mr.  Pret^ident,  I  wish  to  thank  the  Senator 
from  Utah  for  his  very  generous  statement  in  regard  to  this 
m  itter.  I  think  unquestionably  during  the  six  months  during 
w  ilch  it  Is  sought  to  remove  the  tariff  there  is  considerable 
pioductlon  In  Florida  and  considerable  uiurketing  both  of 
cucumbers  and  eggplant. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that ;  I  have  already  so 
stited. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  During  that  time  there  is  considerable 
inoduction  and  marketing  of  those  vegetables,  and  It  wi>uUl  be 
larger  but  for  this  competition.  We  really  have  ratlier  a 
serious  situation  there.  The  acreage  in  vegetables  in  Mexico 
alMie  1ms  increased  since  1918  from  6.000  acres  to  63.000  acres. 
It  has  Increased  to  that  extent  in  eight  or  nine  years.  Florida 
is  bearing  the  greater  part  of  that  competition. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  the  competition  eomes  beginning  with  the 
m  >nth  of  December,  when  the  first  carload  is  imijorted,  and  then 
oiiy  one  carload  comes  in.  The  committee  had  In  mind  to 
Impose  the  lower  rate  during  the  months  when  there  was  no 
pirticQlar  competition. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  It  would  be  very  difflctdt  by  a  process  of 
gerrymandering  to  arrange  it  in  that  way.  In  some  years  the 
in  ports  may  be  lower  in  a  given  month  than  in  other  years,  and 
Tl»  versa.  I  appreciate  very  much  the  position  of  the  Senator 
fr)m  UtalL 


Mr.  SMOOT.     Let  «•  Tote  on  the  amendment,  Mr.  PreaMmt. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  tbe 
tmendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  befbre  we  consider  the  next  am«id- 
ment  I  shonld  like  to  have  tlie  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah. 

Paragraph  772  covers  "vegetables  in  their  natural  state." 
I  notice  that  it  Is  proposed  to  impose  a  50  per  cent  ad  valorem 
duty  on  stich  vegetables.  Then  paragrai*  773,  which  is  not  now 
open  to  am<«dment,  covers  "vegetaWes  if  cut,  sliced,  or  other- 
wise reduced  In  size,"  and  so  forth.  That  paragraph  would 
InHude  sauerkratrt. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  would  Include  sauerkraut. 

Mr.  FESS.  The  point  I  have  in  mind  is  that  the  biU  proposes 
a  duty  of  60  per  cent  on  cabbage  and  a  duty  of  only  86  per  cent 
on  sauerkraut,  which  would  be  a  higher  duty  on  the  raw  ma- 
terial than  on  the  finished  product.  I  have  had  rather  a  lai^ 
correspondence  from  a  sauerkraut  aspociation  asking  why  we 
could  nt»t  apply  the  same  rate  to  sauerkraut  that  is  applied  to 
♦•abbage,  and  I  think  that  is  a  very  legitimate  jwwpoBal.  Their 
idea  would  be  to  insert  a  separate  paragraph  covering  saner- 
kniut  and  making  the  duty  on  it  50  per  cent,  the  same  as  the 
mte  on  cabbage.  We  can  not  make  such  an  amendment  now,  but 
I  wish  to  call  the  attention  oi  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  It. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Ohio  can  bring  the  matter 
up  at  the  proper  time. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  ask  tinanimous  consent  to  submit  and  have 
printed  In  the  Rbcom  some  data  on  this  subject  at  this  stage 
of  the  proceedings,  so  that  when  we  come  to  consider  the  amend- 
ment we  may  hare  them  before  us. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

Sacbucbadt — Baisr  Summasi  or  Facts 

nUEHUiT   UOMPAKISON    OT   COST   OT   KKAITT   OBLnmSO    VBW    lOXX    CITT 

l>>eight  rate  on  kraut  carloads  from  New  York,  Indiana,  Ohio.  MMA- 
gHn,  and  WUKonsiu  to  New  York  C4ty  averages  45  cents  per  bondred- 
wdcfat.  From  Botterdam,  Holland,  to  New  York  City,  ocean  freight 
•TeracBS  $6  per  ton  at  2,304  poonda. 

Per  tleree 

Average  cont  American  kraot  dellTered  New  York  City $11.  57 

Average  cont  foreign  kraut  deUrered  New  York  City 7.  20 

Difference  In  favor  foreign  kraut 4.  87 

COMFABBD    LABOB    COST 

Male  farm  labor  la  United  States  of  America  la  $2.60  per  day. 

Male  farm  labor  In  Germany  and  other  European  countries  is  70  cents 
to  $1.24  per  day. 

Male  factory  labor  In  United  States  kraut  plants  averages  $3.6!> 
per  day. 

Male  factory  labor  in  foreign  kraut  plants  much  lower. 

Female  factory  labor  is  United  States  kraut  plants  averages  $2.90 
per  8-hoar  day. 

Female  factory  labor  in  foreign  countries  averages  $4.30  per  week. 
Imported  or  foreign  krant  often  rules  oastem  seaboard  markets.  Ameri- 
can kraut  manufacturers  can  not  pay  farmers  aa  mocb  for  cabbage  as 
farmers  reoelye  ia  foreign  countries  and  sell  in  oootera  seaboard 
markets. 

W«  oak  for  SMrs  protection  oa  kraut  (See  details  In  brief  attached.) 
SAUERiLBAnT.  PAXviOBAPn  773 — Briet  of  thb  Natiohal  Ksaot  Packbss 

ASSOCIATIOS   CM    BKIAI^  Or  AoaOOATC   PsOTBCnOX,    AS    AMSlfPSD 
rrSU    AVD   PASAOBAPH 

This  brief  relates  to  tlte  tartC  on  sauerkraut,  as  covered  in  paragraph 
778  of  the  tariff  act  of  1«22,  as  follows : 

**  Pae.  773.  Vegetables,  if  cut,  sUced,  or  otherwise  reduced  in  sise,  or 
tf  parcbod  or  roasted,  or  If  pickled  or  packed  In  salt,  brloe,  oil,  or 
preserved  in  any  otiier  way  and  not  specially  provided  for ;  sauces  of  all 
kinds  not  specially  provided  for;  soytieans,  prepared  or  preserved  In 
any  manner ;  bean  stick,  miso,  bean  cake,  and  similar  products,  not 
spt^cially  provided  for ;  aoupn.  pastes,  balls,  puddings,  hash,  and  aU 
similar  forms,  composed  of  vegetables  or  of  vegetables  and  meat  or  &sb, 
or  both,  not  specially  provided  for,  85  per  cent  ad  ralorem." 

BCCOM  MENDATIOMS 

It  is  recommended — 

That  a  separate  paragraph  be  inserted  making  provl:«ion  for  a  duty  of 
50  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  sauerkraut. 

BXTBKT    AMD    DKTBLOPMBKT   OP    SACKBKEAL'T    UWUSTBT 

In  1927  there  were  manufactured  in  the  United  States  the  equivalent 
of  four  hundred  and  seveuty-six  tbousoiid  three  hundred  4&-jpailou  casks 
of  sauerkraut  in  commercial  production,  beskies  the  indetermiaablo 
quantity  cut  t>y  the  many  small  operators  in  cities  and  towns  for  local 
distribution,  wblch  also  readies  many  tboasands  of  caaka.  The  average 
value  of  this  prorluct  as  distributed  In  cans  and  barrels  is  $9,400,000. 


A  «afeAU  ckeek  oa  prodsetioB  kss  revealed  that  the  prodscUos  of  sausi>- 
kraat  ia  the  Uaitod  States  la  the  four  years,  1922  to  103S.  iadosive^  was 
doable  Ckot  of  the  four  yearf  preceding  1922 ;  this  nurked  increase  ia 
prodnction  of  sauerkraut  has  increased  In  tbe  same  proportion  stacs 
1925.  l%e  admitted  remarkable  health  value  of  asuerkraat  becoming 
generally  known  bos  stimulated  consonter  demand.  Nevertheless  the 
unusual  increase  in  cabbage  production  and  consequent  increase  in  sauer- 
kraut manufsctiue  has  In  several  years  created  too  great  a  surplus,  with 
frequent  Importations  of  both  cabbage  and  sauerkraut  from  Europe. 

SAUBBKBAUT  PBOM  POBSIGN  COUKTBIBS   CAN  BE  IMPORTSD  AT  LOWBS  DKUV- 
KBBD  PBICSS   THAN    CAN   BE  QCOTBD  BY    DOUX8TIC  PBOOCCaaS 

Por  several  years  Boropeoa  countries — in  particular  Holland  and 
Gomany — have  been  able  freqaently  to  sblp  sauerkraut  in  barrels  and 
tierces  into  Atlantic  assports  and  New  Orleans  at  a  lower  delivrred 
price  to  tbese  seaports  than  oar  members  in  New  York  State  and  other 
produdoc  centers. 

TBAKBFOBTATIOS    BATBS    PAVOB    THB    POBBIGN    PBOIH7CSB 

Th<>  freight  rate  on  saaerkrant  ia  carload  lots,  minimam  86,000 
pounds,  from  the  four  principal  Baoerkraut-producing  States — New  York, 
Ohio,  Michigan,  sad  Wisconsla — ^to  New  York  averages  45  c«it»  per 
haedredwelgbt.  From  Rotterdam,  Holland,  to  New  York  the  ocean 
freight  averages  $6  per  ton  of  2,204  pooads.  Tbe  cost  of  foreign  kraut 
at  an  average  selliag  price  delivered  in  New  York,  aa  compared  with  tbe 
price  of  American  kraut  at  an  average  aeUiug  price  delivered  in  tbe 
some  city,  is  showu  In  the  following  statement : 

Average  selling  price  of  sauerkraut  in  past  years,  t.  o.  b.  Sure- 

pean  ports,  per  48-gallon  tierce $6.  00 

Pi^tat,  at  $6  per  1,000  kikM  (2.204  pounds),  Botterdam  to  New 

York 120 

Average  cost  delivered  in  New  York . 7.  20 

Average  selling  price  of  sauerkraut  in  post  years,  f .  a  b.  Amerf- 

coij  factory,  per  4S-gallon  tierce 9-60 

Freight,  at  46  cents  per  bundredw^^t,  factory  to  New  York 1.  97 

Average  cost  delivered  in  New  York 11.  57 

Difference  between  average  delivered  eost  of  forelga  and  of  Assni- 

can    sauerkraut 4.  S7 

Duty  on  foreign  sauerkraut  neoesoary  to  equalise  dlfterenoe  in  deliv- 
ered cost,  00.6  per  cent, 

COST  OP  PBODVCINQ  aAtraaKSAIJT  IS  MOCH  BISBaa  IM  DMHSD  STATES  THAX 

IH  POBXIGH  cocxiaiss 

Labor  is  by  tax  tbe  largest  single  item  la  the  eost  of  producing  sau«- 
kiant,  both  In  tbe  United  States  aad  abroad.  Wages  in  tbe  United 
Ststes,  both  la  the  agrlcnltnral  iadustry  and  in  indtietrial  occupations, 
mrt  BiBcta  higher  than  the  wages  paid  for  corresponding  oecnpatioui 
abroad.  Mate  form  labor  In  (iermany  aad  .other  Buropeao  couDtriOB 
aTKBges  from  70  cents  to  $1.24  per  lO-hour  day.  The  average  labor  rate 
paid  by  our  meBa>er8  for  male  help  is  $3.66  pet  day.  In  H<4]aBd.  girls 
from  1«  to  18,  worfciag  ia  the  saoerkrant  indnstry  and  otber  plcfcUng 
estabUatamoBts,  Nceire  $4.20  to  f4-40  per  week  of  six  12-lioor  days. 
Women  20  years  and  older  receive  $6.50  p»  week.  Ovr  aeoabers  pay 
an  average  of  $2JM>  per  day  of  elgfat  boars,  and  they  employ  women 
not  aadcr  18  years. 

An  sutliorttatiTe  report  on  sngor-beet  production  la  lyaaoe,  Belgium, 
Holland,  aad  Germany  gives  further  Inforaiatlon  on  agrlcnltnral  labor 
wages.  In  this  report  it  is  stated  tiut  regslsr  horsesMo  is  Germany 
sad  HoUand  receive  about  $6.57  per  00-boar  week.  Day  laborers  and 
easaal  or  tisserate  laborers  receive  froai  $6.47  to  $7.80  per  week. 

Owing  to  tbe  lower  prodaetton  costs  sbrosd  and  to  tbe  advantage 
foreign  producers  enjoy  in  transportation  costs,  the  prices  of  aaoerkrant 
delivered  la  Mew  York  show  a  differentiaj  Justifying  a  tartS  rate  of  over 
4M>  per  cent.  Tbe  domestic  saosrkrstit  producers  tberefore  feel  fully 
justlfled  In  veqaestlng  tbst  tbe  rate  of  doty  be  auids  at  least  SO  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

IMPOBTBD  SAraaaaAtrT  PBBQI7ainX>T  DOBS  NOT  CX>1CB  trP  TO  STANDAKDS   SST 
aV  D^ABTKniT  OP  AOBICCIAmn 

Tbe  Department  of  Agriculture  ia  F.  I.  D.  196  has  defined  that  sauer- 
kraut in  barrds,  among  otber  tbings,  should  contain  not  less  than  1.60 
per  cent  acidity  expressed  as  lactic  to  dlstinguiob  well-fermented  sauer- 
kraut from  partly  fermented  or  salted  shredded  cabbage.  Our  mom- 
bers,  that  is,  tbe  American  manufacturer,  is  compelled  to  manufacture 
and  sell  their  product  nnder  this  standard.  But  we  do  know  that  some 
of  tbe  product  Imported  from  Europe  does  not  come  up  to  this  standard. 
Last  winter  several  hundred  tierces  were  delivered  from  Holland  at  the 
New  York  dock,  wblch,  it  ia  believed,  did  not  eonUin  the  standard  of 
acidity  demanded  by  tbe  Depajtment  of  Agriculture.  Naturally  tbe 
imported  sauerkraut  can  be  sold  cheaper  under  such  conditions.  In  ♦he 
past  some  Bbipmeuts  of  kraut  have  been  rejected  by  tbe  Government  at 
tbe  port  of  entry.  However,  owUig  to  lack  of  men  and  means,  it  is  dllB- 
cult  for  tbe  AgricuUural  Department  to  give  detailed  infection  on 
each  lot. 

It  Is  ssegested  that  adequate  laeans  be  determined.  If  possible,  within 
the  tariff  law,  to  administer  in  effect  tbe  standards  set  forth  in  the 
above-mentioned  F.  L   D.   106  of  tbe  Department  of  Agtlcnlture,  oa 
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iBiportcd  kniiit  tad  tluit  tb«  Imported  knot  ftaUii«  oada*  tMs  ttaadArd 
•»t  bo  adnlttcd  tato  tbta  country.  Oar  meabert  ar«  rifiajr  adboring 
to  tb«M  ct«iMtard>  in  ord<>r  that  tb«  public  may  be  protected.  Bach  tbat 
wboo  tbey  porchaap  saa4>rknint  tb«>y  do  Dot  reeetTO  aalted  coleslaw, 
for  tb«  Utter  la  produced  at  much  K*im  coat  than  knot. 

CO!*CtX8IO!» 

The  National  Kraut  Packers'  AssociatioD  therefore  reapecttally  rec- 
ommenda  on  bebalf  of  tbe  aauerkraut  jiackers  and  the  farmers  growlD« 
cabbage  that  the  present  duty  on  sauerkraut  be  fixed  at  50  per  cent  ad 
Talorem. 

Bespectftalty  submitted. 

NAnoMAL  KaaTTT  Packbm'  AaaociATioif, 
B.  ■.  Babcdck,  Fre9i4*mt.  Phttpt,  M.  7. 
BoT  IBOHB,  89crt*mni,  Ot^de,  OMo. 
Maktin  MBsna. 

Secretary  Tariff  Committee,  La»ttm§,  711. 
JDNB  17.   1029. 

Tfat>  VICB  PRESIDENT.    The  next  amendineiit  wlU  be  stated. 

The  Chikf  Cudrk.  Tbe  next  aniendnieot  is,  in  paragraph  775, 
page  144,  in  sobsection  (b),  line  14«  tu  gtrike  out  tbe  words 
"  prepared  in  any  manner "  and  to  insert  tbe  words  "  in  any 
form,"  so  as  to  make  the  subsection  read : 

(b)  Cocoa  and  chocolate,  sweetened,  in  any  form,  40  per  cent  ad 
▼alorem. 

Mr.  OILLETT.  Mr.  President,  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tlte  amendment  to  the  amendment 
vttt  be  suted. 

The  CBinr  Cixkk.  In  paragraph  775,  page  144,  at  the  end  of 
line  14,  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inaerted  by  tbe 
committee  amendment,  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  following: 

In  bar*  or  blocka  weighing  10  poanda  or  more  each,  4  cents  per 
povod :  la  any  other  form,  whether  or  not  prepared. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massadrasetts  to  tlie 
amendment  ofthe  committee. 

Mr.  orLLETFT.  Mr.  President,  my  amendmeot  to  the  com- 
mittee amendment  is  a  slight  one.  I  think  if  I  can  get  the 
attention  of  Senators  for  a  few  moments  it  will  appear  both  to 
tbe  Senate  and  to  the  Committee  on  Finance  that  what  I  pro- 
pose is  Just  and  raaaonable  and  ought  to  be  adopted. 

This  subparagraph  deals  with  cocoa  and  choctdate,  sweetened, 
and  irapoaes  a  dnty  of  40  per  cent  ad  ralorem.  Aithoogb  it  Is 
in  tbe  agrkmltaral  schedale,  of  course,  the  commodity  baa  no 
reiatloB  to  Amarican  agrlctilture.    It  is  really  confectionery. 

Tba  words  "cocoa  and  chocolate,  sweetened,"  include  confec- 
tions whldi  are  imported,  and  conaeqoently  I  suppose  tbe  eon- 
■ulttae  aiH>U«<l  not  the  duty  which  tliey  appHed  to  chocolate  and 
cocoa  but  tha  aame  duty  that  la  appllad  to  all  coofactlooery ; 
that  la,  40  per  cent  ad  Talorem. 

There  la  importad  a  small  amount  of  awaeC  cocoa  wbkb  la 
really  not  confectionery.  It  comes  in  bk)cks  weeing  about  10 
ponada,  Msaaarlng  about  a  foot  aqnare.  It  la  not  aatea  in  that 
form:  It  la  not  Ituported  to  ba  aatan.  aa  are  tbe  other  artidea 
in  the  paragraph,  but  It  la  imparted  almply  to  be  naed  aa  coat- 
ing for  chocolate  candy.  It  doea  not  cone  into  compedtioo 
really  with  other  forma  ot  eoooa  and  cbocolalea,  becaaaa  it  aeila 
at  a  higher  price  to-day  than  tbe  Aaaerican  chocolate,  bi>t  which 
are  used  tor  the  Bame  porpoee. 

This  ia  not  the  ordinary  case  of  a  dlity  being  Impnsnrl  in  order 
to  make  the  foreign  article  cost  aa  much  aa  the  American  artl- 
cte.  becanae  to-day  without  its  duty  tbe  foreign  article  coats 
frtxn  6  to  10  ceqts  more  than  tbe  American  correepending 
article.  So  it  needa  no  duty  for  the  sake  of  protection.  The 
only  reason  It  needa  a  duty  at  all  is  for  revenue  purposes,  and 
for  that  purpose  I  suggest  that  instead  of  being  a  40  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  which  I  presume  is  necessary  to  protect  tbe  con- 
fections which  are  covered  tmder  this  clause,  that  it  be  given  a 
duty  of  4  cents  a  pound,  which  is  aboat  a  20  per  cent  duty. 

In  my  State  there  are  both  importers  and  manufacturers  of 
chocolate,  in  fkct  one  of  the  largest  manufacturers  of  chocolate 
Is  In  Massachusetts.  Both  the  Importers  and  the  mannfac- 
turers  are  content  with  the  amendment  which  I  have  submitted. 

Mr.  FE8S.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Doea  tbe  Senator  from  Massachu- 
aetta  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 

Mr.  GILLETT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  PBSS.  Aa  I  heard  the  8wiatui*s  amendment  read  it 
retalna  the  40  per  cent  rate  of  duty. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Yes :  it  retains  the  40  per  cent  rate  on  cocoa 
and  chocolate  In  every  form  except  In  the  bars  or  blocks  weigh- 
ing 10  pounda  or  more.  In  that  form  tbe  duty  would  be  only  4 
centa  a  pound. 
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I  Mr.  FESS.  The  40  per  cent  rate,  then,  would  not  apply  to 
Chocolate  in  that  form  at  all? 

Mr.  GILLETT.  No;  the  40  p&r  cent  rate  would  not  apply 
t|o  it  in  that  form. 

Mr.  McMASTER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  I  preMime  the  blocks  of  cocoa  or  choco- 
late to  which  tbe  Senator  refers  are  used  by  such  concerns  as 
me  Schraft  Candy  Co.  in  the  manufacture  of  candy. 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Yes. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Would  tbe  adoption  of  tbe  amendment 
dheapen  the  price  of  candy  or  would  it  merely  take  revenue 
Ifom  the  United  States  Treasury? 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Does  the  Senator  mean  by  reducing  tbe  duty? 

Mr.  McMASTER.  Ye«.  Would  rediK-ing  the  duty  cheapen 
<^ndy  or  would  it  simply  take  revenue  from  the  Treasury? 

Mr.  GILLETT.  It  would,  cheapen  the  particular  grade  of 
dandy.  There  is  a  certain  gra<le  of  candy,  as  tbe  Senator  is 
4loubtles8  aware,  which  is  of  a  little  higher  class  and  for  which 
leople  are  willing  to  pay  a  little  luore,  and  that  is  the  kind  of 
(audy  made  from  thiH  material. 

The  rate  of  duty  now  is  17%  per  cent,  and  if  a  rate  of  40 
ler  cent  shall  be  imposed  it  will,  of  course,  increase  the  price 
lost  that  much.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  not  the  purpose  of  this 
laragraph,  and  therefore  chiKolate  in  the  fomi  of  10-pound 
(akes  ought  to  be  excited.  The  importations  of  this  article 
4re  insignificant,  less  than  1  per  cent  of  tbe  total. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  have  no  objection  to  the  aniendnM^t  provided 

appltes  only  to  unsweetened  chocolates  in  10-pound  bars. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Oh,  no;  this  character  of  chocolate  is  sweet- 
Mr.  SMOOT.  Tbe  Senator  wants  it  to  Include  sweetened 
ate,  but  a  great  deal  of  it  is  unsweetened.    1  am  perfectly 

lllng  if  it  is  restricted  tu  onsweetened  chocolate  to  have  the 
fixed  at  4  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  GILIjETT.    The  rate  on  unsweetened  rtiocolate  la  only 

cents,  as  already  provided  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  And  the  Senator  wants  a  rate  of  duty  of  4 
cents  on  the  sweetened  chocolate? 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Of  course,  the  Importers  would  be  glad  to 
lave  a  rate  of  only  3  cents  on  the  sweetened  chocolate;  but 
toth  tbe  importers  and  the  mannfactnrers.  as  I  have  said,  have 
t  greed  to  the  4-cent  rate,  and  consequently  I  was  willing  in  my 
I  mendaaent  to  fix  the  rate  at  4  cents. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tbey  can  get  all  tbe  chocolate  they  want  nu- 
iweetened  at  a  rate  of  dnty  of  H  rents  a  pound,  but  not  In 

pound  bars  or  blocks.  I  understand  the  Senator  wants  to 
void  the  rate  of  duty  applying  to  chocolate  bars  of  small 


Mr.  GILLETT.    Tes.    This  i»  not  confectionery,  as  tbe  Sena- 

;  of  coorae,  knows. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  perfectly  aware  of  that;  but  all  confte- 
iooen  use  It 

Mr.  GILLETT.    Tes;   those  who  make  the  most  expensive 

ocolate  confections. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  see  that  there  will  be  any  Justice  in 
amendment  in  its  present  form. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Is  there  any  Justice  In  compelling  the  men 
^ho  import  cbo(*olHte  in  10-|K)imd  cakes,  which  is  not  used  as 
confectionery  and  which  is  not  eaten  in  the  form  in  which  it  is 
Imported,  but  which  is  simply  raw  material  for  confectioners, 
t[>  pay  the  same  rate  which  the  confections  pay? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  what  the  confectioners  thought  they 
uere  entitled  to.  This  amendment  applies  only  to  about  fonr 
i  mporters,  I  think,  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  I  do  not  think  there  are  many  importers, 
jnd  the  importations  are  not  large. 

iMr.  SMOOT.  The  candy  producers  in  the  United  States  are 
rtalnly  oppot^ed  to  the  proposition  of  allowing  importers  to 
iport  10  pounds  of  sweetened  chocolate  into  the  United  States 
^t  4  cents  a  pound  when  their  product  pays  a  higher  rate  of 
quty. 

Mr.  GILIjBTT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  the  Senator 
<^uite  understands  tbe  propr)siti(>n. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  understand  what  the  Senator  wants. 

Mr.  GILI-jriT.  As  I  told  the  Senator,  one  of  the  big  candy 
i^anufacturers — I  do  not  know  how  the  others  fed  about  It — 
uhe  comet*  from  my  State  is  contented  with  this  proposal,  for 
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the  reason  that  the  product  does  not  coo^iete  directly  with  htm ; 
it  is  simply  a  raw  material  for  further  manufacture. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  to 
the  Senators  that  we  pass  over  this  paragraph,  because  I  feel 
Tery  sure  that  after  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  had  a  (^ance  to 
confer  with  the  experts  of  the  Tariff  Commission  he  will  agree 
to  the  amendment,  for  I  think  those  who  have  investigated  the 
matter  feel  that  It  is  a  just  amendment.  May  I  suggest  to  the 
Senate^'  from  Utah  that  tbe  matter  be  passed  over  f»r  the 
present? 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  GILLETT.    That  depeud.s  on  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  I^resident,  I  want  to  know  what  the  Senate 
Is  going  to  do  in  relation  to  the  amendment  that  the  committee 
has  proposed,  to  strike  out  "  prepared  in  any  manner  "  and  insert 
*•  In  any  form."  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MsHsuchusetts.  I  assume  that  my  colleague 
has  no  objection  to  that,  provided  opportunities  is  given  to 
present  his  amendment. 

Mr.  GILLETT.    Why,  of  course  not 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  GILLETT.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  trouble  about  this  situation  Is,  as  I 
see  it,  that  there  are  chocolates  of  different  types.  I  notice  that 
the  foreign  price  of  some  of  it  Is  10  cents  a  pound ;  the  foreign 
price  of  another  type  is  31  cents  a  pound ;  and  at  40  per  cent 
ad  valorem  it  would  make  quite  a  difference.  In  one  Instance 
the  duty  would  be  much  smaller  than  In  the  other.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  desire  to  do  that?  As  I  under- 
stand his  amendment,  on  blocks  of  10  pounds  the  duty  would  be 
4  cents  a  pound.  Of  course,  under  this  40  per  cent  ad  valorem 
rate.  It  would  he  11  cents  a  pound  on  some  chocolate. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  I  do  not  think  tbe  Senator  from  Mississippi 
quite  grasps  tbe  importation.  It  is  true,  as  be  says,  that  in 
some  cases  It  is  less;  but  that  is  dtber  unsweetened  chocolate 
or  it  is  very  cheap  confectionery.  This  is  not  confectionery. 
This  is  a  very  high  grade  of  chocolate.  All  that  Is  Imported  is 
very  high-grade  sweetened  chocolate  which  can  not  be  used  as 
It  comes  In.  It  Is  in  these  great  cakes,  so  It  is  not  to  eat; 
it  Is  simply  to  be  used  by  our  candy  makers  to  coat  chocolates. 
It  is  a  very  high-grade  chocolate,  so  hi^  that  it  is  not  made 
in  this  country  at  all.  It  comes  from  Holland,  and  It  is  simply 
used  here  as  a  coating  for  chocolates.  It  Is  not  to  be  eaten  in 
tbe  form  In  which  it  Is  Imported,  like  the  articles  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  referred. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  under  this  paragraiAt  choctrfate 
or  cocoa  in  any  form  would  Include  tbe  kind  that  tbe  Senator 
has  In  mind. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  Tea,  it  wotild;  and  that  is  the  reason  why  I 
put  In  this  amendment  excepting  this  from  tbe  general  provi- 
sion ss  to  chocolste,  because  this  is  in  a  class  entirely  by  Itself. 
It  Is  chocolate  that  comes  in  In  these  10-pound  cakea,  not  to  be 
eaten  as  everything  else  is  that  comes  in  under  this  clsuse  bb 
confectionery ;  but  it  Is  to  be  used  by  our  candy  makers  as  the 
raw  material  for  coating  chocolates. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  does  not  Intend  to  change  the 
40  per  cent  ad  valorem  then? 

Mr.  GILLETT.     Not  at  alL 

Mr.  HARRISON.  On  this  particular  kind  of  chocolate  only 
be  puts  Q  duty  of  4  cents  a  pound  where  it  is  put  up  in  blocks 
of  10  pounds? 

Mr.  GILLETT.     That  is  exactly  my  puri)ose. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  rather  than  discuss  tbe  matter 
any  further,  I  will  agree  to  tbe  amendment  and  let  it  go  to 
conference,  and  then  we  can  work  it  out  there. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Tbe  question  is  cHi  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
OiLLrrr]  to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tbe  clerk  will  state  the  next 
smendment 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  144,  line  19,  before  the 
word  "  of,"  to  strike  out  "  $4  per  ton  "  and  insert  "  $5  per  ton," 
so  as  to  read: 

Par.  777.  Hay,  |6  per  ton  of  2,000  poonds. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  as  I  gather,  the  House 
raised  this  rate  to  $4,  and  it  was  formerly  based  on  long  tona 
If  I  am  mistaken,  I  want  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  correct  me. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  true. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  House  baa  imposed  this  duty  on 
Aort  tonab 


Mr.  SMOOT.    Tw;  tliat  Is  tnia 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Now  the  bill  comes  to  the  Senate ;  and  the 
Sttiate  committee  not  only  adopta  the  shmrt  ton  but  it  increaaea 
the  rate  from  $4  to  $5. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Tliat  is  correct 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  there  is  not  much  exportation 
of  thla  commodity,  and  not  much  importation  of  it  The  only 
exportation  and  the  only  importation  of  bay  is  rl^t  on  the 
Canadian  border. 

Mr.  NORBEOK.  Mr.  Presldetit  this  Is  tbe  kind  of  farm- 
relief  legislation  we  have  that  is  so  very  misleading.  Wh«i 
the  papers  get  through  telling  what  we  are  protected  on,  they 
will  refer  to  hay  and  straw.  There  is  no  commerce  in  either  of 
them  except  a  little  along  the  border;  and  tbe  prices  on  each 
side  are  so  near  alike  that  the  American  who  tetla  that  he  Is 
injured  may  be  suffering  more  from  Imagination  than  from 
anything  else.  The  excuse  is  that  tbe  Farm  Bureau  has  come 
here,  or  some  farm  organization;  but  I  submit.  Mr.  President 
that  wb^i  these  farm  organisations  asked  for  a  better  tariff  on 
flax  tbey  were  turned  down.  Tbey  could  not  even  get  the  rate 
of  the  House  bill.  That  was  rejected.  Here  Is  a  rate  that  does 
not  mean  anything  to  nine  hundred  and  ninety-nine  farmers  out 
of  a  thousand,  and  it  is  increased  30  per  cent. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  It  is  true  that  this  duty  does 
not  mean  much  to  a  great  many  farmers,  but  It  does  mean  a 
great  deal  to  farmers  living  up  along  the  Canadian  border. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  certainly  does. 

Mr.  BORAH.  There  are  354,000  long  tons  imported  Into  this 
country.  I  do  not  care  anything  about  straw,  but  I  do  ttilnk 
Uie  iiay  duty  is  Justified. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  68  per  cent  of  tbe  Imports  come 
through  the  Vermont  customs  district  24  per  cent  through  the 
St  Lawrence  customs  district,  and  5  per  cent  through  the 
Buffalo  customs  district  There  is  not  a  farmer  in  New  York 
State  but  that  desires  this  and  claims  that  tbe  farmers  are 
^Utled  to  it. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  Will  tbe  chairman  of  the  committee  also 
give  us  the  exports  of  It? 

Mr.  BORAH.    About  14.000  tons. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes ;  about  14,000  tona. 

Mr.  NORBECK.    And  the  Imports  are  what? 

Mr.  BORAH.    The  imports  in  1026  were  854,000  tons. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  agree  with  the  Senator  that  it  is  sec 
tional.  There  is  not  any  doubt  st  all  about  that;  but  tbe 
farmers  In  that  part  of  the  country,  particularly  in  New  Yoiic 
State  and  In  Mafane  and  along  the  border  there,  are  the  ones 
who  are  asking  for  this  increase. 

Mr.  NORBECK.  It  seems  that  the  farmers  along  the  inter- 
national  border  and  tbe  other  people  akmg  the  international 
border  want  to  put  themselves  In  s  different  class.  They  in- 
sist that  they  can  not  compete  with  f<weign  labor,  hot  they 
insist  that  the  interior  of  the  country  can  do  it  and  also  pay 
the  freight 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  do  not  think  tbe  farmers  do,  Mr.  President. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tbe  next  amendoMnt  waa,  oa  page  144,  line  20,  b^ore  th« 
word  "  of,"  to  strike  out  "  H  per  ton "  and  insert  **  |L50  per 
ton."  so  aa  to  read: 

Straw,  $1.60  per  too  of  2,000  pooads. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  Mr.  President,  I  slnydy  desire  to  express  tbe 
hope  that  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  noaAH]  appreciates  the 
full  import  of  his  remark  a  m<Mnent  ago  which  seemed  to  indi- 
cate on  his  part  an  Indifference  to  the  tariff  on  straw. 

This  Is  a  serious  measure  of  farm  relief  that  we  have  reached 
now.  Here  is  where  we  are  going  to  do  something  for  tbe 
farmo*.  Here  is  where  a  tariff  has  been  added  which  can,  in 
the  total,  in  framing  an  average,  give  reason  for  some  Members 
of  Congress  in  one  branch  or  another  to  go  back  to  their  people 
and  tdl  what  they  have  d<me  for  agricultnre. 

We  produce  only  85,000,000  tons  of  straw  In  the  United 
States;  and  against  that  85,000,000  tons  we  import  the  pro- 
digious amount  of  19,000  tons !  Surely  tbe  Senator  from  Idaho, 
who  is  the  farmer's  friend  does  not  mean  by  his  remark 
a  while  ago  to  indicate  that  In  view  of  these  figures  he  is  indiffer- 
ent to  this  increase  in  tbe  tariff  on  straw. 

Mr.  BORAH.    Mr.  President 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
yi^d  to  the  Senator  from  IdalM? 

Mr.  BARKLBTT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BORAH.  If  the  Senator  Intaids  to  be  hnmoroos,  I  wish 
he  would  iUnstratCL 
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Mr,  BARKLKY.  The  Senator  from  IdalK>  never  requires  a 
Mneitrint  In  order  to  illustrate  whether  a  gitoation  ia  hnmoroos. 
I  have  such  high  respect  for  the  Senator's  own  sense  of  humor 
that  I  do  not  regard  it  net-essary  to  give  a  detailed  explanation; 
but  thla  Is  an  illustration  of  some  of  the  things  that  are  being 
done  in  this  b4Il  in  order  to  raise  the  average  of  Increase  in 
8(M>alled  agricnltural  rates,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  no  ben- 
efit for  the  fanner  is  intended  to  be  the  retmlt  of  our  action 
here. 

Mr.   BORAH.     I  said,  Mr.  President,  that  I  cared  nothing 

about  this  duty. 

Mr.  BARKLET.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  tiiat,  while  it 
may  not  be  appreciated,  my  intention  really  is  to  be  humorous. 

Mr.  BORAH.    I  thought  so. 

Itie  VICE  PRBSIDBNT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  coounlttee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  am^idment  was,  on  page  144,  line  23,  before  the  fig- 
vres  "$10,"  to  strike  out  "broomcom,  rice  straw,  and  rice 
•ber "  and  insert  "  broomcom,  $25  per  ton  of  2,000  pounds ; 
rice  straw  and  rice  fiber,"  so  as  to  read : 

BrooBconi.  $25  per  ton  of  2.000  poasds;  rice  straw  and  ric«  fiber, 
f  10  per  ton  of  2,000  pounds. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  move  to  strike  out  "$25 
per  ton,"  in  line  22,  page  144,  and  make  the  duty  |10  per  ton. 
Of  course,  this  commodity  ought  to  be  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Why  does  not  the  Senator  ask  the  Senate  to 
disagree  to  the  ammdmoit  th^i?  That  is  the  House  rate— $10 
per  ton. 

I  desire  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  and  to  the 
Senate  that  the  workers  and  producers  of  broomcom  ap- 
peared before  the  committee  of  the  House  and  also  before  the 
committee  of  the  Senate.  I  think  they  asked  for  a  dnty  of  $60 
a  ton.  They  had  samples  there  that  I  did  not  think  would  ever 
be  cla.ssed  as  broom  straw,  and  yet  these  small  hand  brooms — 
I  always  called  them  brashes  rather  than  brooms — are  made 
from  that  particular  straw.  It  was  high  priced,  and  the  presi- 
dent of  the  organization  appeared  before  the  committee  and,  as 
I  say,  axked  for  a  duty  of  $60. 

I  know  that  the  imports  do  not  amount  to  very  mticfa.  We 
told  him  so  at  the  time.  We  called  attention  to  that  fact.  He 
said  that  the  Industry  had  just  begun  in  the  United  States. 
Ho  predicted  what  would  happen  in  the  United  States ;  and  the 
Senate  committee  Just  pot  this  in  because  of  the  fact  that  there 
may  be  something  in  what  he  says,  and,  if  so,  it  will  not  hurt, 
anyhow,  as  to  the  amount  that  comes  into  the  United  States, 
even  at  the  price  to-day. 

The  Senate  can  do  as  they  please.  That  is  the  story.  If 
they  want  to  agree  to  the  amendment,  well  and  good.  If  not, 
let  them  reject  it 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  provoke  a  long 
discussion  here,  I  shall  satisfy  myself  vrith  a  vote ;  but  I  want 
the  Senate  to  understand  that  broom  straw  was  on  the  free  list 
in  1913.  It  was  on  the  free  list  in  1922.  The  House  put  a  duty 
of  $10  a  ton  on  it  in  the  House  bill  and  the  Ckmimittee  on 
Finance  raised  it  to  $20.  The  facts  are  that  40,000  tons  of  it 
were  produced  in  the  United  States  last  year.  Only  155  tons 
were  imported,  and  4,513  tons  were  exported.  In  1927  there 
were  17  tons  of  broom  straw  imported. 

I  know  that  a  gentleman  came  befM«  us  and  told  us  that 
there  were  some  increased  importations,  and  showed  us  some 
kind  of  straw;  and  it  vexed  my  colleagues  on  the  other  side 
who  were  oa  the  subcommittee,  and  they  said  they  were  going 
to  pat  out  some  men  to  investigate  and  find  out  if  it  was  true. 
They  never  did  find  out  whether  it  was  true.  Tliey  do  not  show 
any  increased  importations.  It  is  merely  a  pretense  to  do  some- 
thing for  somebody  when  he  can  not  show  increased  importa- 
tions; and  It  acems  to  me  tl>at  we  ought  to  strike  out  this 
amendment  and  give  them  the  $10.  I  do  not  think  they  need 
it  and  I  do  not  think  it  will  do  any  good,  but  let  us  not  raise 
the  rate  here  to  $25  a  ton  when  there  are  only  156  tons  of  this 
material  imported  into  the  country. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wUl  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  value  of  the 
imported  straw  is  $190.44  a  ton.  The  rate  would  be  a  little 
less  than  26  per  cent  oo  the  imported  value. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  necessity  of  diacusatng  the  matt» 
any  Ifmger.  I  think  the  Senator  will  agree  that  I  have  stated 
the  situation  Just  as  it  was  presented  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Oh.  yes.  The  Senator  called  attmtion  to 
the  importations  of  so  many  dollars*  worth.  Laat  year  there 
were  imported  $2,466  worth.  We  exported  $479^,000  worth  of 
this  straw. 

Mr.  DBNKBN.  Mr.  President  I  desire  to  be  heard  very 
briefly  upon  this  matter.  In  the  hearings  before  the  Ways  and 
Means  Omimittee  a  brief  was  aobmitted  by  the  American  Farm 
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Bnrean.  and  I  have  culled  from  it  some  facts  which  rtioald  be 
coisidered  by  the  Senate. 

'irat,  in  1924  there  were  451,000  acres  devoted  to  the  culti- 
vation of  broomcom,  which  produced  78,200  tons  of  broomcom. 
In  [1925  there  were  223,000  acres  in  cultivation,  which  produced 
29isO0  tons.  In  1926  there  weare  308.000  acres  in  cultivation, 
wtiich  produced  53,400  tons.  In  1927  there  were  218,000  acrea 
in  cultivation,  which  produced  35,675  tons.  The  proposed  duty 
of  $25  would  be  the  equivalent  of  17^  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
It  Is  true  that  we  export  some  broomcom,  but  it  is  exported  to 
Canada  rather  than  to  Europe. 

ilecond,  the  com  borer  was  introduced  into  the  United  States 
thiongh  the  broomcom  importations,  and  the  Government  now 
is  I  pending,  it  Is  estimated,  1  cent  a  pound  on  inspection,  which 
wo  lid  be  $20  a  t<xi. 

J  igain  the  cost  of  the  labor  in  producing  broomcom  is  about 
a  laurth  on  Hungary,  France,  and  Italy,  the  principal  competing 
cofintries  where  it  ia  produced,  compared  with  oirr  labor  cost 
foi  production. 

J  i.  calculation  was  made  as  to  the  cost  of  producing  brooni' 
coin.  The  agricultural  department  of  the  University  of  lUi- 
no  s,  after  investigation,  reported  that  it  cost  $7  an  acre  to 
pu  the  crop  in  and  prepare  it  for  harvest,  and  that  it  cost 
$li  an  acre  to  harvest  the  crop;  that  it  requires  4  acres  to 
prt  duce  1  ton  of  broomcom.  The  aggregate  cost,  then,  is 
$8i  ;  and  if  we  subtract  that  from  the  $140  a  ton,  the  average 
laided  imported  cost  in  the  United  States,  the  farmer  would 
l>e  inaidng  about  $13  an  acre.  Therefore  when  we  consider 
th<  spread  betwe«i  him  and  the  owner  of  the  land,  if  he  is  a 
tei  ant,  he  makes  very  little  profit  in  growing  broomcom. 

n  this  case  the  manufacturers  of  the  broomcom  and  the 
pn  ducers  liave  agreed,  and  so  stated  when  they  appeared  before 
th<   cmumittee. 

'.  n  view  of  the  fact  that  we  are  on  an  export  basis  and  that 
th<  imports  are  from  Ehirope  rather  than  from  Canada,  there 
would  be  no  undue  price  put  upon  this  commodity,  because  the 
An  lerican  cost  will  be  settled  by  Americans  in  competition  among 
tht  mselvea. 

'  Tie  farmers  wish  this  increase.  We  have  1,800  farmers  In 
on4  congressional  district  in  IlUnoiii  who  grow  broomcom,  and 
it  s  grown  In  a  Large  numbw  of  other  States,  prindpaily  in 
Ok  ahoma,  Kansas,  Colorado,  and  Texas.  All  of  them  have 
agieed  in  asking  $60  a  ton,  or  3  cents  a  pound.  The  committee 
ga^  e  them  $25  a  ton. 

Hr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  dnties  in 
this  paragraph,  on  hay  and  straw  particularly,  illustrate  the 
ineffective  character  of  many  of  the  duties  fixed  in  the  bill  and 
ttK  hardship  at  times  they  impose  upon  the  farmers,  not  the 
kiid  (rf  farmers  who  come  from  the  great  Middle  West,  but  the 
sm  ill  farmers  in  the  eastern  section  of  the  country. 

'  liere  is  no  commercial  hay  or  straw  produced  in  the  north- 
eai  tern  part  of  the  country,  but  in  a  dry  feeason,  when  the 
faimer  can  not  produce  enough  hay  and  straw  to  feed  his  live- 
stcck  and  to  profierly  care  for  them — in  extremely  dry  seasons — 
oc<asionally  he  must  go  to  Canada,  the  nearest  point,  to  avoid 
tlM  expense  of  the  heavy  freight  charge  in  bringing  those  com- 
mt  dities  from  the  West. 

ii.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield. 
Ir.  BARKLEY.  I  think  the  Senator  ought  to  understand 
t  these  tariff  rates  are  intertwined  and  interlinked.  We  pro- 
as stated  a  while  ago,  only  85,000,000  tons  of  straw,  and 
import  19,000,  so  that  when  the  wheat  grower  out  in  the 
die  West  asks  his  representative  in  the  Senate  or  in  the 
Hduse  why  it  was  he  voted  for  an  increase  in  the  tariff  on  Iron 
and  steel  that  go  into  the  manufacture  of  agricultural  imple- 
ts  he  must  be  able  to  show  to  him  that  we  put  a  tariff  of  a 
dollar  and  a  half  a  ton  on  straw  which  he  has  piled  out  In  the 
fler 

f  course,  there  is  another  equation  which  enters  into  this 
tariff  on  straw.  A  little  later  on  we  find  that  the  committee  has 
in<  reased  the  tariff  on  the  cheaper  grades  of  straw  hats  100  per 
cei  it  Those  are  the  hats  the  farmers  have  to  buy  and  wear  out 
thiough  the  wheat-growing  section.  When  the  farmer  asks  his 
reyresentative  why  Congress,  has  added  a  hundred  per  cent  to 
th<  cost  ot  the  cheap  straw  hat  which  the  farmer  has  to  buy  he 
wants  to  be  able  to  point  him  to  the  increase  in  the  tariff  on  the 
stifiw  that  lies  out  on  the  hillside. 

WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I   appreciate  the  Senator's 
rvations  and  his  calling  attention  to  some  of  the  apparent 
sistendes  in  this  Mil.     I  think  many  similar  ones  could  be 
ted  out 

rose  for  the  porpose  of  pointing  out  that  here  is  a  pretended 

PC  to  help  the  farmers  to  produce  hay  and  straw  commer- 

y.    It  can  not  help  them,  and  never  will  help  them,  but  it 

,  in  times  ot  famine  in  the  straw  and  hay  market  will 
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nean  that  other  farmvs,  a  limited  numb^-,  must  pay  this  dnty 
and  thia  increased  profit. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  will  give  me  his  attention,  he  overlooked  another 
consideration.  If  we  increase  these  duUes  ou  hay  and  straw, 
tlie  fanner  can  be  shown  that  the  average  increase  in  agri- 
cultural products  is  very  considerable. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Absolutely,  and  although  the  Increase  In 
the  particular  commodity  he  may  have  rotting  out  on  his  hill- 
side is  ineffective,  it  is  hoped  that  that  will  offset  his  resent- 
ment at  the  increase  in  the  price  which  he  must  pay  on  the 
otiier  things  he  must  buy. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Exactly.  When  he  complains 
about  the  increase  in  the  average  rate  on  industrial  products, 
it  will  be  pointed  out  to  him  that  there  was  a  very  substantial 
Increase  in  the  rates  on  agricultural  products,  including  hay 
and  straw. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes ;  and  100  per  cent  added  to  the  straw ; 
and  any  politician  who  is  undertaking  to  appease  the  wrath  of 
the  farmer  by  multiplying  85.000,000  by  $L50  can  prove  how 
much  he  has  saved  to  the  American  farmer  in  the  possession 
of  that  straw  with  $1.50  tariff  on  it 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  inquire 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  or  any  other  member  of  the 
committee  who  is  responsible  for  this-  increase,  at  whose  in- 
stance the  duty  on  hay  was  increased  from  $4  a  ton  to  $5  a  ton- 
Mr.  BORAH-  Mr.  President  it  was  Increased  at  the  in- 
stance of  farm  organizations  all  along  the  Canadian  border. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  is  no  doubt  about  that 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Montana  bord^ns  on  Canada,  it 
will  be  recalled,  for  a  distance  of  700  miles,  and  I  have  not 
heard  of  any  stirring  aM)eal  from  Montana  for  protection  on 
hay  from  Canada  to  the  extent  of  $5  a  ton. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Montana  for- 
gets the  brief  speech  made  in  the  Senate  on  yesterday,  or  the 
day  before,  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  BtAiifK].  This 
will  enable  the  professional  farm  agitator  to  convince  the 
farmer  that  he  is  on  the  job  and  looking  out  for  his  interests. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana,  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  add 
a  further  remark,  in  view  of  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Idaho.  I  find  from  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information 
given  to  us  that  whatever  importations  there  are  go  into  the 
Northeastern  States— Maine  and  Vermont,  chiefly  Vermont.  I 
suppose  probably  If  the  farm  representatives  all  along  the  line 
of  the  Canadian  border  asked  for  this  increa.se,  they  are  not 
BO  well  advised  al)out  the  .situation  as  is  the  Tariff  Commission, 
because  the  commission  reports  to  us  that  the  States  of  Ver- 
mont and  Maine  are  the  only  ones  that  are  really  interested  in 
this  rate  of  duty. 

I  was  very  curious  to  know  whether  the  Senators  from  the 
States  of  Vermont  and  Maine  are  really  here  asking  for  this 
Increase  or  whether  it  is  really  only  to  enable  the  representa- 
tives of  the  farm  organizations  to  explain  to  their  constituents 
■who  8UK)ort  them  here  that  they  have  accomplished  great 
things  in  the  tariff  revision. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  Mr.  L.  J.  Taber,  of  the  National 
Grange,  asked  for  a  rate  of  $5.  Mr.  Gray,  of  the  American 
Farm  Bureau,  asked  for  a  rate  of  $6.  I  do  not  know  but  that 
Mr.  Taber,  representing  the  National  Grange — at  least  we 
thought  he  represented  the  Grange — asked  for  the  latter  rate. 
We  fixed  the  rate  at  $5. 

The  facts  are  Just  exactly  as  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Bobah]  has  .^stated  them  to  be  along  the  border.  The  committee 
decided  to  take  Mr.  Taber's  recommendation.  I  think  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  will  find  the  statement  from  Mr.  Taber  in 
the  hearings. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  one  consideration  which 
seems  to  have  been  overlooked  in  this  discussioD.  I  am  not 
defending  all  the  high  rates  on  farm  products,  but  it  should  be 
xememb^ed  that  the  National  Grange,  which  the  Senator  has 
quoted,  and  a  considerable  number  of  Senators  here,  are  advo- 
cates of  the  debenture  plan,  and  if  the  debenture  plan  goes  into 
effect  the  large  exportations  of  the  products  which  are  men- 
tioned will  receive  some  benefit  from  these  tariffs.  To  that 
extent  there  Is  something  to  be  said  for  some  of  the  tariff  rates 
which  would  not  otherwise  be  defensible. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  for  the  information 
of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  chiefly,  I  want  to  read  as  follows 
from  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information: 

With  the  exception  of  almost  negligible  imports  from  Mexico.  Canada 
U  the  exclusive  soarce  of  Imports  of  bay.  Most  of  the  liaports  from 
Canada  consist  of  ahipments  from  Qaebec  and  Ontario  into  the  North- 
eastern States.  In  1927.  68  per  cent  of  the  imports  came  through  the 
Vermont  castosus  district,  24  per  cent  ttirou^  tha  St.  Lawrence,  and 
6  per  cent  through  Buffalo. 


The  total  importations  in  1928  wer6  otaly  02,000  tons. 

If,  indeed,  the  s<M»lled  r^rcsentatives  of  the  farm  organisa- 
tioos  were,  with  respect  to  this  particular  item,  representing 
that  they  spoke  in  this  matter  tor  the  farmers  all  along  the 
3.000  miles  of  Canadian  border,  we  shall  hare  to  be  a  little 
cautions  hereafter  about  how  we  accept  their  statements. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  PresldMit,  I  did  not  take  the  statwnent  of 
Mr.  Taber  or  of  the  other  gentleman,  because  I  had  not  seen 
them  before  this  time,  but  some  gentlemen  from  the  northeni 
pfirt  of  New  York  v^ited  upon  me  in  regard  to  the  matter,  and 
I  told  them  that  I  would  give  it  my  attention  and  undertake  to 
see  that  this  rate  was  maintained. 

There  has  been  complaint  from  the  northern  part  of  my  Stat«, 
although  as  yet  we  Import  very  little  from  Canada.  In  1928, 
however,  we  imported  to  this  country  324.000  tons,  and  there 
are  times  when  it  is  a  very  important  factor  for  the  hay  raisers 
along  the  border. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  had  not  discovered  that  fact 
along  our  700  miles  of  border.  I  am  speaking  of  this  becau(»e  I 
am  appealing  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho,  my  neighbor,  to  help 
to  try  to  take  a  little  of  the  "  bunk  "  out  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  would  be  i^d  to  take  it  all  out  if  I  could. 
As  I  said  a  few  mom^its  ago  I  care  nothing  about  the  straw 
proposition  because  I  think  it  is  bunk,  but  I  believe  there  is  a 
possibility  of  real  advantage  to  the  farmer  along  the  border  in 
the  hay  duty.    For  that  reasoa  I  am  in  favor  ot  it 

Mr.  GLASS.  Mr.  Preaideat  may  I  ask  tJie  Senator  from 
Idaho  what  is  the  amount  of  straw  exported  from  this  country 
which  may  take  advantage  of  the  debenture  provided  the  deben- 
ture provision  remains  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  do  not  know.  I  am  not  interested  in  the 
straw  prc^position. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Perhaps  the  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Dnx]  can  tril  me. 

Mr.  DILL.  I  was  not  speaking  of  straw.  I  said  some  of 
these  rates  may  be  defended  only  on  that  basis. 

Mr.  GLASS.  But  we  an  discussing  the  rate  on  straw.  It 
would  be  interesting  to  know  what  advantage  straw  will  get 
from  the  debenture  If  the  debenture  provlMoo  ronains  in  the 
bill- 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President  In  answer  to  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  I  will  say  that  we  ooly  pirodooe  85,000,000  tons  of  straw 
and  we  import  19.000  toos;  so  there  is  not  very  much  left  I 
suppose  to  export. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  {Mr-  Shoot]  said  a  while  ago  that 
Mr.  Taber  asked  for  the  increase  In  the  tariff  on  hay  and  also 
that  Mr.  Chester  Gray  asked  for  an  Increase  In  the  tariff  on 
hay.  I  shotild  like  to  ask  the  Soiator,  who  asked  for  an  increase 
in  the  tariff  on  straw?  While  the  Senator  is  answering  that 
question  he  might  enlighten  us  as  to  the  persons  who  asked  for 
the  increase  of  100  per  cent  on  straw  hats  of  the  cheaper  quality 
which  the  farmers  have  to  boy. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  will  answer  that  last  question 
when  we  reach  the  item  of  straw  hats.  The  president  of  the 
Broom  Straw  Association  of  America  appeared  before  the  com- 
mittee and  asked  for  00  cents  a  pound,  and  tried  to  demonstrate 
beyond  a  question  of  doubt  under  the  conditions  existing,  or 
that  he  feared  will  exist,  that  they  are  entitled  to  that  rate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  speaking  about  bro(Hn  straw.  I 
am  talking  about  the  common  old  ordinary  straw  on  which  tlM 
Senator  has  increased  the  rate  from  75  cents  to  $1-50. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  Gray  and  Mr.  Taber  a^ed  for  $2  a  ton. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Two  dollars  a  ton  on  straw? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the  amendment  be  read  so 
Senators  may  know  what  is  the  pending  question. 

The  CHinr  Clesk.  The  pending  amendment  is  foimd  on  page 
144,  In  line  21,  where  the  committee  proposes  to  strike  out 
"  broomcom,  rice  straw,  and  rice  fiber "  and  insert  "  bro<mi- 
eom,  $25  per  ton  of  2,000  pounds;  rice  straw  and  rice  fiber," 
so  as  to  read: 

Broomcom.  $25  per  ton  of  2,000  pounds;  rice  straw  and  rice  fibcc, 
1 10  per  ton  of  2,000  pounds. 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President  tlie  debate  had  on  this  item 
relates  to  matters  we  passed  a  tew  moments  ago.  May  I  add, 
however,  that  the  Farm  Bureau  agents  did  not  request  this 
rate,  but  the  producers  and  manufacturers  did.  May  I  add 
further  that  the  farmers  of  the  Northeast  are  not  interested  tn 
importing  any  broomcom,  because  it  is  not  fed  to  cattle. 

Mr.  SHORTBIDGB.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
si  ssipfrt  [Mr.  Habsison]  in  a  rather  facetiom  but  kindly  way 
referred  to  the  action  of  tiie  suboooimlttee  of  the  Omimittee 
on  Finance  having  to  do  with  the  agricultural  sdiedule,  of 
which  subcommittee  he  was  an  indu^rions  m  -mber.  I  recall 
to  his  attention  the  bearings  before  that  committee.    I  also 
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Inrlte  the  attentton  of  the  Senate  to  those  beaiinci  foand  In 
TOtmne  2  of  the  bearings  before  the  Finance  Oommittee,  b«gln- 
ninc  at  page  767.  It  will  be  seen  that  we  did  not  dispose  (rf 
the  Item  then  onder  consideration  in  a  caTaller  way.  We  lis- 
tened to  reputable  gentlemen  who  appeared  and  earnestly  v^e- 
sented  the  matter  to  us.  Id  addition  to  the  oral  hearing  there 
was  a  detailed  brief  submitted.  I  shall  not  take  mnch  of  the 
time  of  the  Senate  in  discussing  the  proposed  amendment,  be- 
cause the  Senator  from  nilnoia  [Mr.  Dcrnif]  has  stated  the 
case  quite  clearly.  Those  appearing  in  person  and  by  way  of 
letter  and  brief  on  l>ebalf  of  this  rate  spoke  for  the  farmer 
or  the  grower  as  well  as  for  the  manufacturer.  They  seemed 
to  know  something  about  their  business.  It  seemed  to  them 
to  be  of  such  moment  aa  to  bring  them  here  to  Washington 
to  linger  about  until  they  could  be  heard.  As  citizens  they 
presented  their  ca£«  and  they  were  listened  to.  We  bare  heard 
a  great  deal  recently  about  lobbying.  They  were  not  lobbyists 
In  an  offensiye  or  improper  sense.  With  that  thought  in  mind 
I  wish  to  add  that  any  citixen  has  the  right  to  appear  before  a 
committee  and  present  a  given  matter.  The  right  of  petition 
is  still  one  of  the  sacred  rights  of  an  American  cltlaen. 

Mr.  President,  in  retqtect  to  these  two  items,  namdy,  broom- 
corn  and  rice  straw  and  rice  fiber,  there  was  detailed  infoima- 
tlon.  Mr.  Irwin  Richards  was  cahed  and  questioned  by  me  and 
other  members  <^  the  c<Hnmlttee. 

Mr.  Saomiooa.  How  mnch  ar«  joo  uklng  for? 
Mr.  RiCHARiM.  We  would  lik«  to  b«T«  at  leaat  3  cents  per  pound  tor 
broooBcorn  sad  4  cents  per  poaod  for  rice  stnw. 

•  •••••• 

Mr.  Watson.  Is  this  rice  straw  raised  in  the  SontbT 

Mr.  RiCHABOs.  Tcs. 

•  •••••• 

Mr.  HAaaisos.  Tbsr*  Is  •  gttmt  danger  of  this  Ug  industry  being  in- 

imnd  vtrj  much  bj  tbtm  laiportatloas  T 
Mr.  RiCHASOa.  Absolutely. 

If-this  Wl  erer  goes  to  conference,  I  wish  the  record  of  th«s 
day  to  appear  to  some  extent  before  the  conferees. 

Growers  and  manufacturers  asked  for  a  duty  of  |aO  on  broom- 
corn.  I  again  inrlte  attention  to  pages  767  to  765  of  the  hear- 
ings. In  a  letter  from  Mr.  Irwin  Richards,  addressed  to  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watsoh],  will  be  found  a  paragraph, 
on  page  782,  which,  with  your  indulgence,  I  will  read.  Mr. 
Richards  said : 

I  tberefors  ^ssd  with  yon  to  grant  •  doty  on  broomcom  of  $60 
per  ton. 

■to*  straw  or  rfcs  flber  Is  Imported  from  Japan  ready  process cd  aa 
p«r  sample.  Tbla  tber  la  a  doae  re— mblsnce  of  broomcom  when  made 
up  tato  brooms,  with  no  actual  ralne  whatsoever  as  to  what  it  ta 
tetcnded  for.  TMa  fiber  la  used  by  the  cheap  "  Junk  "  broom  manufac- 
torer  aa  a  aubstttute.  which  Is  misrepresented  by  the  manufacturer 
as  broomcom  Imported  from  Japan.  Tttls  flber  does  more  harm  to  the 
broomcom  faidnstry  than  any  other  thing  imported  In  thla  Hue.  It  !a 
sold  very  ehssp.  no  waste  and  no  labor  to  prepare  It,  and  It  la  used  a 
great  deal  all  the  tisM,  t»at  mora  so  during  high  prices  on  broomcom. 
which  helps  to  deoMrmllse  the  broomcom  market. 

1  want  to  aaake  a  special  plea  In  behalf  of  the  broomcom  farmer,  aa 
wtn  aa  for  the  honeat,  legitiaiata  broom  manufacturer,  to  glTC  us  a  duty 
OB  rice  straw  or  rlco  Mer  of  |75  per  ton,  which  will  help  the  faimer  to 
ralao  arare  broosMon  at  better  prices. 

We  listened  with  courtesy  and  patience  and  gare  considera- 
tion to  the  facta.  We  agreed  to  put  a  duty  of  $25  on  broomcom 
«nd  $10  on  rice  straw  and  rice  flber.  I  think  the  committee 
acted  d^lberately  and  that  we  should  agree  to  the  amendment 
as  proposed. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Mr.  President,  the  subject  of  bonk^— 

Mr.  SHORTRIDOB.    Junk. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Bonk— not  Junk,  but  bonk!  There  will  be  a 
good  deal  of  junk  when  we  get  through  with  the  bill,  but  it  la 
bunk  that  I  am  going  to  talk  about  now. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  very  properly  called 
attention  to  some  of  the  bunk  in  the  agrlcultxn^l  schedule. 
There  is  smnethlng  more  than  bunk  in  it,  something  worse  than 
bonk.  Soaaebody  is  being  bunkoed.  It  is  the  man  who  follows 
the  plow  and  tills  the  land  who  Is  bunkoed  by  some  of  these 
indefensible  and  absolutely  ineffective  tariff  rates  on  farm  prod- 
ucts. I  am  goiDt  to  call  attention  this  morning  to  one  particu- 
lar item  In  tha  bill  I  would  like  the  particular  attention  of  the 
Senators  from  the  Northwest  and  the  Senators  from  the  cctton- 
fTowlng  States  ^Hiose  constitunats  were  bunkoed  in  the  last  few 
days.  The  dairyaaan  is  being  bunkoed,  the  wheat  grower  is 
being  bonkoed,  the  flax  grower  is  being  bunkoed,  the  cotton  pro- 
ducer la  beteg  bunkoed,  acarcely  a  farmer  wtto  la  not  the  Tl^im 
of  the  bunk  that  ia  contained  in  this  scheduia. 
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Let  me  refer,  for  example,  to  the  item  which  I  was  about  to 
mention.    The  Senate  aj^roved  of  the  amendment  proposed  by 

le  committee  in  paragraph  730  placing  a  duty  of  three-tenths 
1  cent  per  pound  on  soybean  oil  cake  and  soybean  oil-cake 

leaL  Who  was  bunkoed  in  that?  Tlie  farmers  who  grow  the 
Jaxseed;  the  farmers  who  produce  the  cotton.  Who  will  profit 
<ut  of  that  game  of  bunkoing?  The  i^ocessor  of  soybean  oil, 
iind  be  alone. 

I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 

Mr.  Feazier]  to  the  fact  that  soybean  oil  ia  the  only  competitor 

<  f  linseed  oD  as  a  drying  oil  for  paint ;  that  the  larger  portion 

( f  the  production  of  linseed  oil  and  soybean  oil  is  for  that 

lurpose. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wiseoosin 
3ield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  do  not  want  to  yield  now.  I  wish  to  make  my 
s  tatement  connectedly,  as  brief  as  I  choose,  notwithstanding  the 
sab  roea  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.    I  am  much  obliged. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  All  oil  cake  and  all  oil  meal  is  on  the  free  list 
mder  the  present  law.  Tliey  are  important  dairy  feed  This 
c  itke  an'l  meal  are  by-products  of  the  oil-crushing  industry,  prin- 
cipally  from  flaxseed,  (Cottonseed,  and  soybeans.  The  bill  from 
tpe  House  came  over  with  those  items  on   the  free  llit ;  the 

Inance  Committee  reported  the  bill  with  those  same  Items  on 

le  free  list,  except  soybean  oil  meal  and  oil  cake.     The  flax 

•ower  of  North  Dakota  will  be  put  in  competition  with  the 
b^-products  of  a  processor  of  soyt)ean  oil  meal  and  oil  cake; 
be  cotton  grower  also  will  be  put  in  competition  with  a 
jrocessor  of  soyt)ean  oil  meal  and  oil  cake.  The  flax  growers' 
and  cotton  growers*  oil  meal  and  oil  cake  are  on  the  free  list. 

I  see  that  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  disputes 
t  lat.  I  had  consulted  with  the  chairman  of  the  committee  and 
t  \e  tariff  expert  who  sits  beside  him,  and  I  understood  that  to 
te  the  case. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Probably  I  misunderstood  the  statement  of  the 
£  oiator. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  understood  that  under  paragraph  1730  cake 
and  oil  meal  were  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  On  page  133.  in  paragraph  730,  soybean  oil  cake 
a  ad  soybean  oil-cake  meal  have  a  duty  of  three-tenths  of  a  cent 
a  pound.  I  may  have  misunderstood  what  the  Senator  from 
^risconsin  said. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  am  saying  that  soybean  oil-meal  cake  and 
s>ybean  oil  meal  are  now  dutiable  under  Senate  amendment 
and  all  other  oil  meal  and  oil  cake  are  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  misunderstood  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Yes;  I  am  correct;  and  the  chairman  of  the 
llnance  Committee  and  the  expert  of  the  department  had 
Eroperly  advised  me. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  did  not  understand  the  Senator.  It  is  true 
tliat  oil  cake  and  oil-cake  meal  are  left  on  the  free  list  under 
paragraph  1730. 

Mr.  BLAINE,    Yes ;  I  was  so  advised  by  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  will  excuse  me;  I  misunderstood 
faM  statement. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Certainly.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

The  producer  of  cotton  and  the  producer  of  flax,  with  the  by- 
p  roducts  of  the  oil-cru.shing  processors  of  cottonseed  oil  and  flax- 
S(  'ed  oil,  are  put  in  competition  with  the  by-product  of  soybean 
o  1,  which  carries  a  duty  of  three-tenths  of  1  cent  a  pound  under 
tte  amendment.  I  was  astonished— and  I  express  my  astonish- 
nlent  now — that  the  senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  could 
hfeve  approved  of  that  program.  Now,  who  Is  being  bunkoed  In 
t]  lis  game? 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
omsin  yield  to  me? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
y  eld  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  ? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield,  having  made  reference  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  I  can  not  yet  understand  the  argument  of 
t|e  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  He  says  the  meal  or  cake  which 
h  made  from  the  soybean  oil  is  in  competition  with  meal  made 
fiom  linseed  <^1  and  from  cottonseed  oil;  that  there  is  a  tariff 
o>  the  soybean  oil,  and  therefore  it  comes  In  competition.  If 
tlere  is  a  tariff  to  keep  out  soybean  oU,  it  will  give  us  that 
nuch  beneflt  in  the  case  of  linseed-oil  cake  and  on  cottonseed 
meal. 

Mr.  BLAINE     Oh,  no ;  imports  of  flaxseed  and  cottonseed  oil 

"  L5"^  "^^  ""^  °°  ^®  ^^^  ^^^'  "^^^^^  yo"  propose  to  put 
Kybean  oil  cake  and  meal  on  the  dutiable  list.  O  Mr. 
F  -esident,  the  economic  theory  of  the  Senator  from  North  Da- 
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kota  is  entirdy  contrary  to  the  acceprted  economic  theory.  If, 
as  advocated  by  the  high  protectionists,  protection  promotes  an 
Industry,  thai  it  follows  as  the  night  follows  the  day  that  soy- 
beau  prrNluc'tion  in  thla  country  will  be  increased,  and  out  of 
those  s«iyt)ean8  will  be  crushed  the  oil  that  comes  in  competi- 
tion with  the  linseed  oil  produc«'d  from  flaxseed  for  paint,  and 
likewise  the  by-product  of  sojbean  wl  will  be  in  competition 
with  the  by-products  of  linseed  and  cottonseed  oil  for  dairy 
fee<ls. 

But  the  fact  Is  that  you  are  building  up  a  situation  whereby 
you  will  not  protect  the  grower  of  soytx>aiuB  and  the  processor 
of  soybean  oil  w^Ill  receive  the  entire  benefit  from  the  by- 
products of  the  crushing  proces-s.  Moreover,  that  by-product  Is 
only  a  second  cfiusin  to  an  agricultural  product 

You  are  doing  more  than  that ;  you  are  setting  up  a  com- 
petitive struggle  in  agriculture,  you  are  striking  a  severe  blow 
at  the  dairy  industry,  and,  Mr.  President,  you  are  doing  these 
tilings  at  the  cost  of  the  farmer,  and  the  shame  of  it  all  is  that 
you  are  doing  it  in  the  name  of  farm  relief.  Not  one  single 
I)enny  of  that  protection  will  be  reflected  back  to  the  producer 
of  the  soybeans. 

So,  Mr.  President,  the  farmers  of  the  Northwest  and  the  cot- 
ton-growing farmers  were  bunkoed  for  the  sole  benefit,  aa  I 
understand,  of  one  single  processor  of  f^ybean  oil  in  the  State 
of  Illinois.  The  soybean-oil  crxisher  has  the  oil  meal  and  the 
oil  cake  as  the  by-products  of  his  crushing  process.  So,  this 
so-called  protection  for  the  farmer,  of  course,  is  nothing  more 
than  a  protection  for  the  processor.  Thus  an  attempt  Is  being 
made  to  lead  the  farmers  of  this  country,  the  producers  of  the 
raw  prod\ict  out  of  which  these  oils  are  made,  into  the  beUef 
tliat  they  are  receiving  protection  on  the  second  cou^dn  of  a 
farm  product. 

I  think  that  this  case  clearly  demonstrates  that  the  agricul- 
tural schedule  contains  bunk  and  those  who  are  being  bunkoed 
are  the  men  who,  It  is  claimed,  are  to  be  protected. 

Mr,  President,  there  are  other  Items  In  this  bill  which  are 
in  the  same  category ;  I  could  entmierate  many  of  tbeai.  Com- 
ing from  a  dairy  State,  I  am  conscious  of  the  fact  that  a  rate 
of  14  cents  a  pound  on  butter  does  not  mean  additional  protec- 
tion to  the  dairymen.  The  record  Is  and  the  fact  is  that  butttf 
went  tumbling  down  In  price  after  the  President  by  proclama- 
tion increased  the  rate  of  tariff  from  8  to  12  cents  a  pound. 
The  record  is  and  the  fact  U?  that  the  difference  In  the  price 
of  butter  between  the  world  market,  which  is  the  London 
market,  and  the  New  York  market  is  only  6  cents  a  pound,  the 
price  In  the  New  York  market  being,  of  course,  the  greater. 
The  butter  producer,  therefore,  receives  only  one-half  of  the  12 
cents  a  poimd  protection,  and  under  the  14  cents  a  pound  pro- 
posed tariff  on  butter  he  can  not  under  the  circumatances  re- 
ceive a  single  penny  more  than  he  is  receiving  to-day. 

It  has  been  6  cents  for  this  year  and  for  last  year,  and 
there  is  no  indication  whatever  in  the  trend  of  trade  that  It  is 
going  to  be  any  more.  Therefore  the  increa.se  of  2  cents  a 
pound  over  12  cents  a  pound  means  no  additional  protection 
to  the  farmer  whatever. 

Let  us  take  the  t>unk  out  of  tills  bill  if  we  can,  or,  at  least 
let  us  point  out  to  the  agricultural  interests  of  the  country  that 
we  understand  it  to  be  bunk,  and  they  should  understand  It  to 
be  bunk,  and  that  they  are  the  victims  of  this  bunk  and  are  the 
men  and  women  who  are  being  bunkoed. 

Who  will  pay  the  additional  2  cent-s  a  pound  under  the  14-<:ent 
protection?  The  ctHisumer,  those  who  purchase  butter.  The 
packers  and  those  who  store  the  butter  purchased  dtiring  the 
months  of  the  high  peak  of  production  of  butter,  as  I  pointed 
out  the  other  day,  will  buy  that  butter  from  the  farmer  at  a 
tremendously  depreciated  price,  and  they  will  sell  it  to  the 
consumer  when  there  is  only  about  oue-balf  of  the  production 
of  butter  as  compared  with  the  period  of  peak  production,  and 
up  goes  the  price  equal  to  the  London  price  plus  14  cents  a 
pound ;  and  the  eon.sumer  will  pay  that  price. 

Who  are  the  consumers;?  Those  off  the  farms?  No;  those 
uiM)n  the  farms  also.  I  think  to-day.  generally  speaking,  that 
there  is  scarci'ly  any  butter  made  upon  the  farms  for  the  farm- 
er's own  use.  Tlie  farmer  has  abandoned  the  equipment  for 
that  purpose.  He  buys  lils  butter.  He  ha.s  not  stored  away  hi.v 
butter  because  he  has  not  the  equipment  with  which  to  make  or 
store  it  for  the  winter  time,  when  the  prices  are  hij^;  and  so  he 
Ilkewi.se  becomes  a  consumer  of  his  own  product,  at  an  enhanced 
cost  of  8  centos  a  pound,  under  the  prop<Jsed  duty  of  14  cents  per 
pound.  He  buys  it  now  at  an  iiicrea.*;ed  cost  to  himself,  at  6 
cents  of  an  enhanced  price.  Adding  the  2  additional  cents 
placed  in  this  bill  as  a  pretended  protection  for  the  dairy  inter- 
est.s,  he  will  pay  likewise  the  increased  price,  the  same  as  all 
other  consumers.  He  sells  bi.<i  butter  at  a  low  price  in  the  sum- 
mer and  buys  it  back  in  the  winter  at  a  high  price  plus  the 
tariff. 


Mr.  NOKBECK.     Mr.  President 

The  YICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  BLAINBc    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota.     : 

Mr.  NORBECK.  I  share  the  views  of  the  Senator  f^m  Wis^ 
eonsln  that  the  mid^eman  and  the  processor  will  caU  attention' 
to  the  Increased  tariff,  and  use  that  as  a  basis  tor  fixing  his 
price.  It  has  been  done  invariably.  I  wi^,  howerer,  the  Sena- 
tor would  bring  out  this  fact  : 

It  is  generally  believed  throughout  the  land  that  the  da^ 
business  is  a  highly  protected  Industry.  We  are  talking  here 
about  rates  running  25  per  cent,  75  per  cent,  100  per  cent,  and 
two  or  three  hundred  per  cent.  Last  night  we  increased  tha 
tariff  rate  oa  canned  t<miatoee  sereral  hundred  per  cent;  and 
the  Senatur  aai^t  bring  out  the  fact  that  the  protection  on  but- 
ter is  only  about  10  i)er  cent  That  ia  all  the  protection  the 
dairy  interests  have  against  the  competition  of  all  the  cheap 
labor  of  the  world ;  and,  furthermore,  it  Is  all  tbey  ask  and  aU 
they  can  get 

Mr.  BLAINB.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  is  correct  It  is  a 
very  small  protectiou.  The  fariner  who  produces  butter  at  the 
peak  season,  during  the  six  months  when  the  production  runs  as 
high  as  180,000,000  pounds  a  month,  does  not  get  a  lingle  ddlwr 
of  protection  under  this  batter  schedule — not  one  penny.  Hio 
New  York  price  then  is  equal  to  or  below  the  London  price,  ss 
that  he  rec^res  no  protection  whatever.  It  is  true  that  the 
dairymen  who  produce  thrir  butter  In  the  winter  m<niths  rs- 
c^ve  a  larger  degree  of  protectl<Hi;  but  let  it  be  understood 
that  during  thoss  months  those  same  daiiymeu  pay  a  higher 
cost  for  tbe  fead  that  goes  into  a  dairy  farm. 

I  shall  not  make  an  attempt  here  to  bunko  the  dairymen  oi 
Wisconsia.  My  attempt  here  will  be  to  advise  theA  that  these 
increased  rates  are  nothing  more  than  banlE,  and  that  ^ey  are 
being  buakoed ;  and  i  shall  pursue  the  sasae  course  of  conduct 
with  respect  to  even^  other  agrienltaral  product  Ukewias 
situated. 

As  the  fact  is,  the  greater  partioa  of  the  protectioa  proposed 
in  the  agricultural  schedule  will  go  to  those  who  inwMes  the 
agricultural  products,  those  who  buy  and  store  those  products 
for  a  high  market — the  packoa,  the  storage  people,  the  storam 
interests,  and  tbe  processors  of  farm  products — and  wkM)  will 
pay  the  priosl  The  consuming  public,  including  the  farmer 
equally  vvith  aU  other  consumers.  ¥nio  will  get  the  benefit? 
The  farmer?  No.  Oh,  to  be  sure  he  will  get  some  beaefit  t^ 
will  get  a  few  crumbs ;  but  the  gentlemen  who  are  sitting  around 
the  table — the  padKrs,  the  inrocessors,  and  the  storage  inter- 
ests— are  lUvldlng  up  this  loaf  ot  bnaad — the  tariff.  They  are 
dividing  it  among  themselvea.  The  agricultural  interests — the 
men  atkd  women  who  toil  upon  our  farms — receive  nothing  but 
the  crumbB  that  fall  from  the  table  of  the  padter,  the  processor, 
and  the  storage  interests. 

Mr.  President  we  are  al)out  to  conclude  the  agricultural 
schedule.  At  least  we  are  well  along  in  the  consideration  of 
that  schedule,  and  there  haa  been  done  a  good  deal  ot  bunk 
businesa  You  have  beeji  shooting  bunk,  to  use  the  vernacular 
of  the  street  You  have  been  shooting  something  rise  that  I 
shall  not  utter  for  the  RjEouaa.  You  are  asking  the  farm^v 
to  swallow  it.  Now,  you  may  fool  all  the  farmers  part  ot  the 
time;  you  may  lool  part  of  the  farmers  all  the  time;  but  you 
can  not  fool  all  the  farmers  all  tbe  time,  no  matter  to  what 
degree  this  buncombe  may  be  applied  or  what  degree  of  100  per 
cent  fertilizer  you  may  use  in  applying  this  bunlc.  You  can  not 
fool  the  farmer  long. 

We  might  Just  as  well  speak  plainly  upon  these  prt^wsitionak 
Tbe  man  who  follows  the  plow,  who  tills  the  land,  thinks  In 
terms  of  frankness.  He  thinks  in  terms  of  honest>'.  So  let  us 
indulge  the  same  characteristics  in  discussing  this  bilL 

Mr.  President,  there  are  many  other  Items  of  bunk.  I  will 
not  undertake  to  go  through  this  entire  schedule  at  to-day's  ses- 
sion. When  the  Senate  shall  have  completed  this  bill,  when  It 
shall  have  gone  to  conference  or  returned  from  conference,  the 
time  will  then  be  appropriate  to  analyze  every  agricultural  Item, 
so  that  the  facts  may  be  made  of  record. 

Mr.  President,  we  who  come  from  the  agricultural  States 
owe  some  resiwiislhlllty  to  the  men  upon  the  ftirms.  There  may 
be  politics  in  writing  higher  rates  Into  a  farm  schedule.  If 
there  is,  my  opinion  Is  that  it  is  bad  politics,  and  the  farmer 
will  be  the  first  one  to  discover  it.  What  will  be  the  answer  of 
the  representatives  from  the  farm  States  one  year  after  thig 
tariff  hill  goes  Into  effect  if  the*«e  rates  are  i>rej«erved?  What 
will  be  the  an.swer  to  the  inquiry  from  the  itrodueer  of  butter 
when  he  says.  ''Mr.  Senator,  I  thought  we  got  an  additional 
protection  on  our  butter,  but  I  find  that  the  price  is  no  more, 
or  at  least  I  don't  see  very  much  of  that  14  cents  a  pound  tariff 
duty.  ^Vhe^e  is  that  tariff  beneflt?  Where  is  that  added  dntj 
of  2  cents?  "    What  will  be  your  answer? 
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When  it  comes  to  the  qaestlon  of  soybean  (Al  eftke  and  meal 
in  competitioa  with  flaxseed  and  cottonseed  oil  cake  and  meal, 
when  the  flax  growers  of  the  Northwest  and  the  cotton  growers 
of  the  South  find  that  the  prices  have  not  Increased  to  the 
extent  of  the  rates  of  duty  placed  upon  the  by-products  of  their 
crops  they  will  say.  "Mr.  Senator,  wha«  is  that  protection 
you  said  you  gave?  "    What  will  the  answer  be? 

Ah.  you  know  what  the  answer  will  be.  The  answer  will  be 
an  alibi.  The  answer  will  be,  "  Why,  we  placed  these  tariff 
rates  high  because  we  were  in  faror  of  a  debenture.  They  would 
not  give  us  a  debenture ;  therefore  you  are  not  getting  the  benefit 
of  the  protection,  of  course."  Well,  the  deljenture  proposed  is 
only  ooe-half  of  the  tariff  rates.  The  farmer  is  not  going  to  get 
the  benefit  of  thete  high  rates  with  the  debexxtore  at  only  50 
per  cmt  of  the  tariff  rates.  Moreoyer,  the  debenture  is  at  the 
option  of  the  Federal  Farm  Board. 

Mr.  President,  anyone  most  understand  now  that  no  tariff  bill 
is  going  to  be  passed  by  this  Congress  with  any  debenture 
amendment  attached  to  it  Those  who  are  opposed  to  the 
debenture  will  kill  tills  MIL  They  will  not  permit  it  to  go  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States  for  his  approval  or  disap- 
prorai.  No,  no;  they  will  protect  the  President  Bren  though 
tbey  fail  in  that,  certainly  the  Pre&ident  must  at  least  be  pre- 
sumed to  be  an  honest  man,  and  he  has  declared  that  be  dis- 
approves of  a  debenture  plan. 

Mr.  President  I  regard  it  as  my  duty  to  call  attention  to  this 
game  o<  bunk  and  to  place  tlie  responsibility  wliere  it  should 
r«st  The  reapoosibllity  for  this  bunk  will  not  be  on  the  shoul- 
ders of  the  oooserratiTes  and  the  industrial  Bast  No,  no ;  they 
will  not  hare  to  answer  for  this  bonk.  The  responsibility  will 
be  upon  tte  shoolders  of  those  who  represent  the  agri(;iiltural 
Statesi    Upbo  their  shoolders  will  rest  the  responsibility. 

Mr.  president  an  alibi  Is  not  sufficient.  An  excuse  is  not 
sofflcient  Wbeo  there  is  no  justification  for  an  excessive  or 
IneffectiTe  rate  upon  agrtaUtoral  iNrodncts,  it  Is  not  enough  to 
say  that  it  wili  do  no  harm,  because  in  the  rery  nature  of  things 
the  protebiUties  are  that  it  will  do  harm. 

In  my  opinion,  the  vegetaUe  growers  of  Florida  last  night 
wrote  the  death  warrant  of  a  prosperous  yegetaMe  production  in 
Florida.  Wbeo  70a  place  duties  upon  the  essential  food  prod- 
acts  00  high  that  only  the  rich  may  buy,  yoa  hare  lost  your 
market  There  are  not  snAdent  ridi  in  this  country  to  consume 
those  products.  The  poor,  tlie  ctunmon  man  will  not  buy.  He 
can  not  buy,  because  the  price  is  im>hibitlTe.  Either  that  will 
happen  or  your  tariff  rates  are  Ineffective. 

Using  again  the  illustration  of  butter,  when  the  consumers 
are  called  upon  to  pay  14  cents  a  pound  for  butter  over  and 
abore  the  world  market,  only  6  cents  of  which  is  received  by  the 
farmer,  then  the  time  comes  when  those  who  can  not  afford  to 
pay  that  price  will  cease  to  buy  the  butter.  What  happens? 
Then  come  the  substitutes.  Then  comes  the  roiorated  grease 
from  the  slau^terhouses.  Then  comes  the  renovated  grease 
from  the  hotels  and  restaurants.  Then  come  the  cheapest  oil 
fats,  animal  fats,  and  vegetable  fats.  They  become  the  substi- 
tutes for  butter.  Those  who  can  not  afford  to  buy  butter  turn 
their  attention  to  the  market  for  these  cheaper  substitutes,  and 
to  that  degree  you  have  destroyed  the  market  for  butter. 

And  then  it  is  said,  "Is  not  the  tariff  going  to  benefit  the 
farmer  at  all?"  I  do  not  dispute  that  It  Is  going  to  be  of  some 
benefit  to  him,  sometimes  directly,  sometimes  indirectly;  but 
everybody  knows  that  In  respect  of  all  those  cr(^)8,  where  there 
is  a  surplus  there  is  no  benefit  from  a  tariff  00  an  agricultural 
product.  Wherever  the  farm  product  \b  the  raw  material  more 
than  once  removed  that  goes  into  a  processed  product  through 
the  processes,  whether  it  be  the  packing  plants,  the  fiour  mills, 
the  lumber  mills,  or  any  other  processed  product,  a  tariff  on 
that  product  so  processed  is  of  little  and  in  many  cases  of  no 
benefit  to  agriculture. 

Too  are  building  up  a  great  wall  of  protection,  a  wall  o(  privi- 
lege, and  behind  that  what  have  you?  I  will  tell  yon  what  you 
are  creating  behind  that  wall.  Tou  are  creating  two  classes. 
Just  two — those  who  wring  gold  out  of  the  sweat  and  toll  of  the 
men  upon  the  farms,  out  of  the  sweat  and  the  toll  of  the  men 
in  the  shop  and  factory.  Behind  that  wall  wiU  be  the  toiler 
and  the  toil  taker.  The  two  ciassea-— those  who  sit  about  the 
table  and  divide  the  loaf  and  those  who  get  (mly  the  crumbs 
that  fall  from  the  table.  Before  all  may  share  equally  of  the 
loaf,  the  first  Job  is  to  debunk  the  tariff  bUL 

Mr.  DENXEN.  Mr.  Preeident,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 
^px>nim. 

The  PRliSIDINO  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fna  in  the  chair).  Tbt 
derk  wiU  caU  tlie  roU. 

■nie  kdalatlve  derk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fMlowlnf  Senators 
med  to  tkeir 
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AUen 

Fraaier 

Barkley 

George 

BiocluuB 

Oillett 

Buck 

Glass 

Blaiae 

Glenn 

Blease 

Ooff 

Borfth 

Goldaiwroagli 

Bimtton 

Greene 

Brock 

Harrfa 

Brookliart 

Harrison 

Broossard 

Hastlnga 
Hatfield 

Capper 

Caraway 

Hawes 

Connally 

Hayden 

Cooaens 

HefllQ 

Cutting 

Howell 

Deneen 

Johnson 

Dill 

Jonea 

Feas 

Kean 

Fletcher 

Kendrick 

Shortridga 

Blnunona 

Smitii 

Smoot 

Steck 

Stelwcr 

Stephens 

Swanaon 

Tbomaa,  Idaho 

Tbomaa,  Okla. 

Townaend 

Trammell 

Tydlniia 

Vandenberg 

Walsh.  Maaa. 

Walsh,  Mont 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Keyes 

La  FoUette 

McCulloch 

McKellar 

McMaater 

lIcNarr 

Metcalf 

Moses 

Norbeck 

Norrls 

Nye 

Oddie 

Orerman 

Patterson 

Phipps 

Ransdell 

RoMnson.  Ind. 

Backet  t 

Schall 

Sbeppard 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy-ei^it  Senators  have 
ans^'ered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present 

The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Hakbison]  to  the  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  I  offered  an  amendment  to 
reduce  the  rate  from  $25  to  $10,  but  we  will  reach  the  same 
result  by  voting  to  reject  the  committee  amendment.  Conse- 
quently I  withdraw  the  amendment  to  the  amendment 

The  PRESIDING- OFFICER.  The  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment being  withdrawn,  the  question  recurs  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  DENEEN.     I  aak  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  a  point  of  order.  The 
result  having  been  announced  after  a  division,  a  demand  for  the 
yeas  and  nays  is  not  in  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  point  of  order  is  well 
taken.    The  next  amendment  of  the  committee  will  be  stated. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  a  good  many  Senators  have 
been  inquiring  about  a  night  session  to-night  I  was  Just  won- 
dering If  we  could  come  to  any  definite  concloslon  about  it  now. 
What  is  the  pleasure  of  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  was  in  hopes  of  disposing  of 
Schedule  8,  the  schedule  covering  spirits,  wines,  and  other  bev- 
erages, and  the  tobacco  schedule  this  afternoon,  and  if  that 
could  be  done.  I  would  be  perfectly  willing  to  take  a  recess 
until  Monday  morning. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  As  to  the  tobacco  schedule,  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  is  not  ready  to  take  it  up. 
He  is  trying  to  get  some  information,  which  he  will  probably  get 
early  next  week,  in  regard  to  that  schedule,  and  we  prefer  that 
it  be  not  taken  up  now.  But  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  think 
it  would  be  agreeable  to  us.  when  we  flnish  with  the  agricul- 
tural scheduli  and  flnLsh  with  the  spirits  schelule,  if  we  can 
take  that  up  next,  should  we  then  make  an  exception  about  a 
night  session  to-night  and  recess  until  Monday,  if  that  would 
be  agreeable  to  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President  I  think  we  should  adhere  to 
the  program  we  have  mapped  out.  The  night  sessions  were 
agreed  upon  at  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Habxison].  I  voted  to  recess  for  a  week,  but  since  we 
have  agreed  to  remain  practically  continuously  in  session,  I 
think  we  should  adhere  to  the  order  for  meeting  at  night. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
that  that  is  thoroughly  acceptable  to  me,  but  there  are  a  good 
many  Senators  who  think  that,  having  worked  last  night  and 
night  before  last,  and  with  the  expectation  of  working  at  night 
next  week  on  the  tariff  bill,  an  exception  might  be  made 
to-night.  If  there  is  any  objection,  of  course  I  shall  not  press 
the  matter. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  have  some  views 
on  this  question  which  I  would  like  to  express  briefly.  There 
are  some  Members  of  the  Senate  who  are  not  quite  so  young  as 
they  used  to  be.  There  are  others  who  have  passed  the  scrip- 
tural three  score  and  ten,  and  some  others,  unfortunately,  who 
are  even  in  the  sere  and  yellow  leaf. 

The  Senate  was  warned  the  other  day  by  the  senior  Senator 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Copela.'td],  a  physician  of  vast  experience 
and  ability,  that  we  are  running  the  pace  that  kills.  When  an 
appeal  is  made  on  behalf  of  some  Senators  who  are  well 
advanced  in  years,  and  who  are  in  feeble  health,  to  arrest  this 
pace,  to  some  extent  at  least  it  occurs  to  me  to  be  rather 
ungracious  in  the  younger  Members  of  this  body  to  Insist  up<m 
coming  here  at  10  o'clock  in  the  morning  and  remaining  until 
10.30  at  night  and  continuing  that  order  even  on  Saturday 
night  I  rather  think,  if  a  request  is  made  that  the  order  in 
relatl<m  to  night  sessions  be  suspended  on  behalf  of  some  of 
the  older  Members  of  the  Senate,  the  younger  Members  would 
do  wm  to  reflect  on  whetha:  they  ought  not  to  accede  to  it 
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Mr.  NORRI8.  Mr.  FresideBt,  I  think  we  can  well  take  Into 
eonidderation  the  thoiw*t»  expressed  by  the  Senator  trem 
Montana.  Speaking  now  as  one  of  the  younger  Memboe  of  the 
_8«iate,  and  on  their  behalf,  I  feH  disposed  to  follow  the  ad- 
'Tlee  of  thoee  who  are  okler.  If  the  wear  and  tear,  the  rough- 
and-tumble  debate  and  fight  and  scrimmage  that  has  been  going 
on  for  10  or  12  hours  a  day  during  the  past  week  Is  too  mudi 
for  the  gray-liairwi.  buid-headed  Members  of  this  organlaation, 
then,  speaking  as  one  of  the  young  Members  who  are  still  fresti 
and  invigorated,  I  waat  to  aay  that  my  heart  is  touched  and 
that  I  am  willing  to  forego  the  pleaj»ure  of  working  14  hours 
a  day,  6  days  in  the  week,  in  order  to  save  the  feelings  and 
I>erliaps  the  lives  of  the  older  Members  of  this  body. 

If  we  were  used  to  labor  in  the  vineyard  of  life  we  wortd 
not  be  so  tend^.  Senatora  oould  stand  a  tittle  more  of  the 
rtiuph  and  tumble  that  does  not  affect  those  who  are  vigorous 
and  who  are  well  able  to  participate  in  the  turmoil  00  the  battle 
front  here  iti  the  Senate.  Those  of  you  who  have  not  had  such 
experience  In  life  have  not  become  so  accustomed  to  it  as  t>ome 
of  the  rest  of  us. 

So  far  as  I  am  personally  coacerned  it  has  been  deoion- 
strated  within  the  past  few  days  that  I  can  not  be  hurt  by 
having  an  automobile  run  over  me.  I  have  been  run  over  so 
often  in  the  past  by  political  machines  that  an  ordinary  auto- 
mobile running  over  me  has  no  effect  whatever,  ualeas  it  be  an 
invigorating  one.  The  crunching  and  eruslilng  of  the  whe^s 
as  the>'  pounce  over  my  prostrate  form  bring  only  a  feeling 
of  exhilaration  and  invigoration.  I  am  wiUiag,  however,  to  lay 
aside  my  personal  feelings  in  the  matter,  and  if  the  older 
Members  want'  to  take  a  recess  until  Monday  certainly  I  .shall 
( not  make  any  objection. 

Tl»e  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  Chair  wiU  state  to  the 
Senate  that  under  the  order  of  the  Senate,  after  finishing  the 
agricultural  schedule  we  will  return  to  Sehedale  C,  the  sugar 
.><<'he(lule. 

Mr.  WALfiH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from 
Utah  has  not  for  reason.^  satisfactory  to  himself,  made  the 
usual  request  this  morning  that  an  order  be  made  for  a  recess. 
I  si.«5k  unanimous  con.sent  that  when  tlie  Senate  concludes  its 
busines.s  this  afternoon  It  recess  until  Monday  morning  at 
10  o'clock. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  B-\RKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  appreciate  tiie  force  of 
what  the  Senator  from  Montana  said  a  moment  ego,  and  on 
account  of  my  great  respect  for  that  Senator  and  my  usual 
desire  to  acqwieace  in  any  position  that  he  takes  i  hesitate  to 
raise  an  objection.  But  we  iiave  made  more  pnJ^n'ess  in  the 
consideration  of  thhi  measure  ainoe  we  began  night  sessions 
than  we  made  in  twice  the  length  of  time  befoI^e,  and  it  seems 
to  uie  that  we  should  have  begun  uigfat  sessions  a  month  ago. 
To-morrow  is  Sunday.  We  all  will  get  a  day  of  rest.  It  seems 
to  me  tliat  in  the  interest  of  speed,  in  the  interest  of  attempting 
'  at  least  to  dispose  of  the  pending  measure  as  soon  as  possible, 
we  ou4,'ht  not  at  this  time  to  agree  not  to  hold  a  session  to-night 
and  therefore  I  shall  object. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  when 
the  Senate  concludes  its  business  this  afternoon,  it  recess  until 
Monday  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Mr.  COTTZENS.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquirj-. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  state  it 

Mr.  C<:)rZKNS.    Is  the  motion  debatable? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  motion  to  fix  a  time  to 
adjourn  or  re<^ees,  coming  when  there  Is  nothing  else  before  the 
Senate,  is  debatable. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  it  is  exceedingly  uni^easant 
for  me  to  have  the  impression  go  out  tliat  because  of  age  or 
anything  el.se  1  am  asking  or  have  at^ked  anything  in  my  be- 
half. What  I  have  asked  heretofore  has  l>een  based  upon  what 
I  thought  was  in  tlie  intei-est  of  wise  and  weil-<onsidered  legip- 
latiou  and  in  justice  to  that  section  of  the  Senate  which  has 
lieen  kept  here  during  the  whole  summer  engaged  in  nerve- 
racking  work  upon  the  bill.  Two  meml>erK  of  the  Finance 
(Committee  are  now  absent  from  tlie  iliamber  by  reason  of 
illneSK.  I  have  every  reason  to  believe  that  tlieir  trouble  had 
its  origin  in  overwork  and  lack  of  <^poftuuity  for  rest  and 
recreation. 

I  have  not  myself  been  able  to  attend  the  night  sessions. 
I  do  not  expect  to  attend  them.  But  that  is  not  necessary. 
The  Senate  can  get  along  very  well  and  has  gotten  along  very 
well  and  has  made  speed,  but  whether  what  has  lieen  done  has 
been  given  the  consideration  that  is  necessary  or  expedient  I 
am  not  able  to  say.  Sometimes  haste  makes  wa.ste;  sometimes 
we  can  go  too  fast.  I  do  not  desire  that  we  shall  go  too  fast  in 
dealing  with  matters  which  involve  such  great  Import  to  the 
pet^le,  to  tlie  taxpayers,  to  the  consumers,  and  to  the  indus- 
tries of  the  country. 


I  think  the  motion  of  tbe  BmmtOT  from  Montana,  If  It  la 
confined  to  this  day,  is  a  very  proper  one,  but  1  l)elieve  as  we 
have  started  upon  the  nlf^t  sessions  that,  ellmtnating  Saturday 
night  we  probably  ought  to  go  on  with  them.  Certainly  no 
appeal  is  going  to  come  from  me  agaia  to  adjourn  for  one 
hour  before  we  enter  the  regular  session.  I  have  said  all  I 
want  to  aay  about  that  matter.    I  make  no  appeal  for  myself. 

I  wisk  to  aay  to  the  Senator  from  Nebra^a  [Mr.  Noaaie] 
that  If  I  were  relieved  of  a  certain  rather  external  aflWctloo  I 
would  be  as  hearty  as  he  Is  and  as  able  to  do  work  as  any 
young  man  In  this  body.  I  am  able  to  do  it  with  certain  handi- 
caps and  embarrassments  even  with  the  little  affliction  under 
whi(jt  I  labM*.  But  I  would  not  make  that  a  basis  for  any 
request  for  an  adjournment  or  for  an  abandoameut  of  the  rule 
with  regard  to  night  sessions.  I  tliink  It  will  be  very  well  for 
that  plan  to  eontlnue,  but  I  do  think  tliat  it  is  very  well  to 
exclude  Saturday  night  from  the  operation  of  the  rule. 

We  ui-dinarlly  have  adjourned  or  taken  a  recess  earlier  than 
usual  on  Saturday.  It  is  a  practice  of  the  American  i^eople 
largely  to  cease  labor  at  noon  on  Saturday  la  order  that  they 
may  have  come  secular  recreation  wltboot  interfering  with 
their  duties  up(m  the  Sabbath. 

The  PRB8IDING  OFFICER.  T*e  Chair  has  been  laformed 
by  a  citation  of  the  rule  by  the  parliamentarian  that  the  mo- 
tion in  the  form  in  which  the  Soiator  from  Montana  put  It  la 
not  debatable. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  for  the 
yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER    The  Senator  will  state  It 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  WiU  the  adoptioB  of  this  motion  in 
any  nepect  affect  tiie  standlag  order  for  aext  week  in  relutlou 
to  night  sessions? 

The  PRStSIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  understands  that  it 
will  not 

Mr.  SHORTRLDGE.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

Tbe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  state  it 

Mr.  .*^HORTRIDGE.    Is  the  motion  subject  to  amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  It  is  not.  Will  tbe  Senator 
from  Montana  kindly  repeat  hi.s  motion  for  the  benefit  of  the 
clerks  at  the  desk? 

Mr.  WALSH  (^  Montana.  My  motion  is  that  when  the  Sen- 
ate ooBclttdes  its  boHiness  this  afternoon  it  shall  take  a  recess 
until  10  o'clock  Monday  moridng. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Ob  this  motion  the  Senator 
fr<mi  Masaachosetts  [Mr.  WixsH]  demands  the  yeas  and  tuna. 

Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  PresideBt,  will  not  tke  Senator  froai 
MoolBaa  modify  his  motion  ^o  as  to  provide  tor  the  taking  •( 
a  recess  right  now? 

Mr.  WAL.SH  of  Montana.    No ;  I  do  not  believe  that  udvLsablie. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Is  the  lequeat  for  tlie  yeas 
and  nays  seconded? 

The  yea«  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  tbe  legislative  clerk 
proeeeded  to  call  the  rolL 

Mr.  BRATTOiN  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Senator  from  P^insylvaaia  [Mr.  Ran>]. 
Owing  to  hia  absence  I  withhold  my  vote.  If  permitted  to 
vote.  I  should  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  OVERMAN  (wbea  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer 
the  twir  which  I  have  with  the  Senator  from  Wyoadng  [Msr. 
WABsan]  to  tbe  Junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kiifol  and 
rote  "  yea." 

Mr.  SMITH  (wlwu  his  name  was  called).  Etea  the  Senator 
from  New  .lersey  [Mr.  KiweI  voted? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     He  has  not. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  have  a  pair  with  that  S^iator,  which  I 
transfer  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  PfrrMAK],  and  rote 
•"yea." 

Mr.  SCHALL  (when  Mr.  Shipstbab's  name  was  called).  I 
)*(mld  like  the  Rcconn  to  show  that  my  colleague  [Mr.  Ship- 
stead]  Is  absent  from  the  Kenate  l^ecause  of  Illness. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

ilr.  SHEPPARD.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Ransuetx]  and  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
AsTTTTiBT]  are  absent  on  ofl^dal  hnslncsf 

Mr.  JONES.     I  wish  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs: 

The  5ienntor  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watsotv]  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Rora:<:soN] ; 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  GouiJ)]  with  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Btj:are]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Hebkbt]  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  [Mr.  Wagxer]  :  and 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Wai.cott]  with  the  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  [Mr.  Copeland]. 

The  result  was  announced — ^yeas  68,  nays  7,  as  foHovk-s: 
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Vfkf 


UrtOff 

Ummmuf 


Irmttoa 
OM»H«ad 


RH  tumu 

ttCtMT  TrMMMrtl 

HOT  voTiwo— ao 

aid  Flttouo 

1#  lUsadeU 

Hctort  Bie«l 

Klag  RotoliMoii.  Alt. 


w«n«r 
WaleoCt 
Wvna 
Wataoo 


So  the  modon  of  Mr.  Walsh  of  Montana  was  agreed  to. 

wXBCUu  nv  rrALT 

Mr.  HBFLIN.  Mr.  Prefltdent,  I  Ask  nnanimoos  conaent  to 
baTe  printed  in  the  Raroaa  an  article  from  the  Washington  Bre- 
Bing  SUr  of  Norember  12,  1929,  on  Fascism  in  Italy. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
IB  tlie  Raoon^  as  follows: 

(irroa  tto  WMhlngton  Bvcfnlnv  Star.  NoTember  12,  1»2&] 
owmumom  om  wscun  woamx  cools  cmtmMMBtr  tnmcowiom 
llie   hmmty   sMonuice   on    the   part   of   the   Italian   aabaaaador   that 
BIgaor  MaaaoHnrt  tbamlertnf  apeecb  on  the  CapttoOne  HiH  didn't  really 
■<an  tlMt  AflMrieaa  cltisena  of  Italian  birth  would  be  ImpreaMd  Into 
■lUtary  aerrtce  If  they  erer   flaked  a   trip   to  the  heaeland  deflated 
aoawwhat  diarnlon  of  II  Dace's  hiteat  "  nnfortonate  "  eutbarat.     But 
STtB  with  the  **  oaea  sa  Italian  atwaya  an  Itattan  "  faUaey  exploded, 
the  Amerleaa  prcaa  takea  the  speeeh  In  moch  the  aaae  rtin  am  the 
Ottawa  (Canada)  Joaraal  regarda  hla  "madneaa": 
^   "  Perhaps  It  la  not  wlae  to  take  him  as  •erionaly  aa  he  takea  hlm- 
mO."  It  obaerfeai     "A  man  who  adopU  aa  hla  Inkpot  a  akuU  and  eroaa- 
boaea,  whooe  paper  weight  la  a  da«ser,  and  whoaa  peta  are  lioa  caba, 
haa  obTioua  Ustrloaic  abUltleo.    When  Faadsm  falls  htia,  fflmland  ahoold 
afforJ  an  excelieBt  oKvortunity  for  hist." 

Of  eoaraa.  nor*  aerlooa  ooaaideratloa  of  the  Premler'B  worda  la  glTen 
by  aosM,  eapedalljr  to  Its  alarrlax  referencea  to  poace,  which  the 
Kalamsaas  Qaae«te  deaeribea  aa  not  eontribntlnf  aaythliic  "Tery  eon- 
atmetlTe  to  the  canae  of  International  barmony."  It  fcela,  howeyer, 
with  the  SC  Paal  Ptoaaer  Prcaa.  that  allowane*  moat  be  made  "for 
the  fhet  that  the  oceaaton  which  called  forth  theae  remarka  was  the 
analreraary  of  the  Italian  rlctory  over  the  Austrlaaa  at  Yeneto  in  the 
World  War.  MoreoTar,  MoaaoUal  waa  speaklns  for  home  eonaomptlon,'' 
thia  paper  contlnoea.  "  and  he  hsa  learned  what  many  other  potttlelani 
have  faund  o«t  bafnra  him,  that  there  are  few  thlnga  ao  eCwtlTe  aa  a 
lltUa  jDdleioaa  poaag  at  the  natlooal  aao." 

The  Sagtaaw  Daily  Newa  la  at  a  bma  to  anderotsad  "how  aoch  an 
alert-brained  man  as  Mussolini  coald  oTeriook.  If  he  really  doea,  the 
faet  that  natloaa  atraag  for  peace  and  leadlnt  the  talk  of  which  he 
are  alao  astlona  that  are  mighty  flghtera  It  forced  to  that 
ifaa."  Ite  Dallaa  Jounal  rejoicca  that  "  leadera  of  the  great  na- 
tions are  moTlng  aonatmctlTely  toward  the  accompllahment  of  peaee," 
sad  that  tbera  **  la  bat  one  Muaaolini  allre  to  soond  the  war  cry,"  while 
the  Memphis  ComsMrdal  Appeal  declsrea  that  "  for  th«  awaahbockler 
Maaaollnl,  with  hla  abrogation  of  clrU  ttbartlea,  with  hla  temtrbifaig  of 
Itsllsa  citlaena  at  hoaM  and  abroad,  and,  abore  all,  hla  rerlTal  of  the 
doatrlae  of  Mood  and  lt«i.  the  world  haa  a  growing  apprehenalon.'* 

Others  Tiew  him  merely  as  an  actor  striking  a  poae.  As  the  Omaha 
World-Herald  putt  It :  "Alongside  s  coalition  of  tbe  powers  raaolufee  on 
picaerriag  tha  atatoa  too.  lUly  would  be  a  pigmy.  It  is  becaoaa  the 
world  rccognlaaa  the  fact  that  Muasolini's  fulmlnatlons  hardly  disturb 
lU  serenity.  He  asay  Ulk  war  to  bis  heart's  content  But  except  as  a 
madman  Icsdiag  a  nation  of  tbe  mad  be  could  not  wage  It." 

On  this  qoeatloB  of  cltlaeaifihip  tbe  Sprlnglleld  Union  f«els  that  Ital- 
ians residing  la  the  United  Sutes.  whether  they  bava  beeonw  natunUaed 
dtlaena  of  thIa  country  or  not.  wlU  view  with  satlafactkm  the  aaanrance 
that  they  BMy  TWt  their  oatlre  land  without  fear  of  being  forced  into 
military  aerrtee;  stni  It  does  not  "indicate  that  Italy  ia  prepared  to 
aagotlate  a  trasty  with  this  country  whereby  Amarkaa  dtlaaiw  of 
Italian  Mrth  caa  aajoy  tbe  fall  protacton  of  our  dtlsenahlp  even  when 
tn  Italy." 

The  Hartford  Daily  Coarant  la  ^ad  to  see  **  a  polat  of  friction  between 
Italy  and  Amertea  "  taaw»ed.  bat  the  Chicago  Daily  Tilbone  thinks  the 
■tateaMit  "  doea  set  aaem  to  clear  up  the  qoeatloa  of  Amarkaa  dtlaen- 
■hip  ia  Italy."  sad  that  paper  eaetcsdt:  " Xba  polat  tha  Uaitad  8Ut« 
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■eat  Ififlft  opoo  la  that  American  dtlsanablp  la  sot  sf  deabtfol  daflol' 
tlsa  sr  prtrfl«gM.  As  ItsHao  who  has  baeoma  an  AsiafWMia  la  set  of 
deaMa  or  sf  daMew  sstloaslity.  His  all#glan«»  la  net  4S«s<l«flsht« 
ssd  IW  tt000tUfB  of  Ma  sMIgatsff  a«>rrlc«s  la  a«t  Is  doaht.  Is  pmf* 
99  Is  wsf  Im  has  lis  asNM  ImswsHy  f«  sII^m  dMMSd  as  Is  pifsnisiLiI 
kf  ssf  sthsf  AmtSmm  «liHMrff,  sad  Iw  hsi  iha  •■••  sMIgsMsas  is  Ifea 
VsNsd  Hum/' 

Ins  Imww  m§4f,  t^i^Mmt  M  gs  Mss  thm  tm  im**  ff»mn»i  '"Th*  rfrai 
«f  (imn  t0  Pm  4mit9»  sf  rh«  lf»mm  t$tt9»fnmfnt  tn  Ivsrs  liallsaa  wh« 
ls##  isss  §tfrtm4  mttfn  u.  fh«  m4h»f  tumtiff  A^  rMi  «r  rmMtma, 
tt  t%0f  m  4Mtf0,  ttm*  «N«MSf«st«s  tMr  h^*  W  fhs  asllra  mtmtrf, 
JkM  mmm4  »  »  •  10  thai  lutif  mum  and  t*»U  i%»  appw^rh  sf  s 
||M«  of  iatsMstlsssJ  paass,  Mi«rlsf  t%i^t  ^bss^M  ut  wat  »r»  4*<«r«as>^ 
lac  sad  thst  tha  dsoft^  ot  ftsUsss  balsg  pitt«ii  agaisat  m£H  vtliar  fa 
appaslsg  Sflslas  la  sIflMat  sM." 

Dfa^iuadsff  tha  ahatract  qsestion  iarolr*d.  tha  Worcester  JBTcnlsg 
Oaaetts  palats  set  that  "  aome  of  oar  most  loyal  and  deroted  Amertcana 
are  clChK>na  of  foreign  birth.  We  owe  it  to  them  and  to  what  they  are 
doing  for  the  land  of  their  adoption  to  insiatt  that  no  foreign  govern* 
ment  shall  presume  to  limit  their  citiieasbip  or  vhall  venture  to  Infringe 
their  rlghta  aa  Americans." 

To  this  the  New  York  Bveoing  Post  agre**^,  adding  that  "  '  Once  an 
Italian,  always  an  Italian,'  can  not  be  regarded  aa  sound.  We  must 
insist  on  the  right  of  a  man  to  change  his  allegiance.  On  this  principle 
dependa  the  validity  of  our  naturelisatlon  laws."  The  Indianapolis 
News  alao  earnestly  upholds  the  view  that  "  no  naturalised  foreigner 
within  our  borders  la  anything  else  than  an  American  dtlsen." 

OOTTOir  EZOHANODB  AITD  OOTTOIf  PKICEB 

Mr.  HBrLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  asic  unanimous  consent  to 
liave  printed  in  the  Rscord  a  statement  issued  yesterday  by  the 
Senator  from  Delaware,  Mr.  Townsknd,  chairman  of  the  sub- 
committee appointed  to  investigate  the  cotton  exchanges,  and 
also  a  statement  by  myself  on  the  same  subject 

Tl»ere  being  no  obJectloD,  the  statements  referred   to  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  In  the  R»tx)BD,  as  follows: 
[From  the  New  Tork  Herald  Tribune,  Saturday,   November  16,   I9»l 

TOWNSBND  HSAO  OT  COMMims   IS   COTTON    lifQaiSr — HSTLIN   CAIXS  OS 

Sooth  to  Aid  Sbnats  iNvnaTiOATioN  to  Halt  "  Manxpclations  " 

Maxkbt  to  bs  PaomcTSD — Chaibmam  Asauass  Nation  or  Thosoooh 

EZCHANOB    SrtTDI 

WAaHiNOTON,  November  16. — A  Senate  agricultural  subcommittee, 
ordered  to  investigate  the  New  York,  Chicago,  and  New  Orleana  Cotton 
Exchanges,  organlaed  to^iay  by  electing  Senator  Townbbwd,  Bepubtican, 
of  Delaware.^chalrman,  and  adjourned  until  Tuesday. 

At  tbe  next  meeting.  Towmbbnd  said,  definite  plans  would  bo  made 
and  wltneaaea  summoned.  It  was  probable,  be  added,  that  preAldenta 
of  the  three  exchanges  would  be  among  the  first  called. 

HBTLIX    ERQBS    ACTION 

Th«  Alabama  Senator,  J.  Thomas  Hbflin,  who  acted  as  spokesman 
for  the  three  Democratic  membt-ra  of  the  subcommittee,  said  he  would 
Issue  a  statement  calling  upon  all  persons  in  tbe  South  who  have  Infor- 
mation as  to  the  cause  of  depreaslon  in  the  price  of  cotton  and  "  m-tnlpu- 
latlona  "  on  tbe  exchanges  to  present  It  to  the  investigators. 

BesMee  HsruN,  the  other  minority  members  are  Senators  Bllibon  D. 
Smith,  South  Carolina,  and  Joseph  L.  Bamsdbll,  Louisiana.  The  Ala- 
baman added  that  the  subcommittee  was  looking  to  tbe  Democratic 
members  to  guide,  in  a  general  way,  tbe  course  the  investigation  will 
take. 

WILL  PROTBCT   MABKBTS 

Mr.  TOWNSBND  gave  assurances  that  nothing  would  be  done  to  "  dis- 
turb or  embarrasi  tbe  orderly  marketing  and  manufacture  of  cotton." 
In  a  statement  laaoed  after  an  organisation  meeting  of  the  subcom- 
mlttaa  TowNaaso  said : 

"It  cmn  be  stated  with  authority  and  with  full  realisation  of  the 
aenattlvanesB  of  the  market  and  general  business  that  nothing  will  be 
done  by  this  committee  to  disturb  or  embarrass  In  any  way  the  reguUr 
boalneaa  of  orderly  marketing  and  manufacturing. 

"  ITia  object  of  tbe  committee,"  hr  added.  "  U  to  determine.  If  pos- 
albte.  the  caoaea  that  enter  into  the  present  market  price  of  cotton,  which 
la  reported  in  many  places  to  be  below  the  cost  of  production,  In  face  of 
almost  anprecedented  buying  at  home  and  abroad.  This  heavy  baying 
has  continued  with  little  abatement  for  several  weeks. 

Senator  Hbtlin,  aatbor  of  the  reaolutlon  to  Investigate  cotton  ex- 
changes  and  elforta  to  manipulate  cotton  prices,  who  is  also  a  member 
of  tbe  committee  to  make  the  investigation,  issued  the  following  state- 
mant  to-day: 

"  Senator  TowsasNo,  chairman  of  the  Senate  committee  to  Inveatigata 
cotton  exchanges  and  efforts  to  control  the  price  of  cotton  In  the  spot 
markets  of  tha  country,  baa  to-day  issued  a  statement  calling  on  all 
paraooa  tatcreatsd   who  have  information   regarding   cotton-marketiog 
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sssdltlosa  t«  eonaaal«st«  with  tha  wmlttsa  st  ossa  1  wsat  to 
m§»  apaa  Ika  paspla  sf  tfca  iMiih  tha  Imparuncs  ot  oa  aHUag  tfcl« 
laiaff^tlaa  st  mtt.  Tkt  siatlatisil  fssit  sboat  aHtss  wsrrsat  s 
•a«h  hlfbav  pfUm.  Tha  wort4  mop  Isst  y^-ai  waa  %»fi90fi69  festaf  •M6 
tha  wsrM  srfMMptlsa  s<  miiion  laat  yasr,  »p  Is  Asfwt  1  Ifelt  fmt, 
WM  U/m/m  MM,  TW  sfcsipwpiisa  ot  AmortmM  «pM«t  ii  m  ttw 
iiHimm,  Vwkt§  tW  •sailM  ot  itftf,  Am«««(,  HopumlM,  §M0tUfim 
iMs  /«#  kmmU^n  mHon  mWa  mmmoi  til^m  lislaa  mm  IfeM  fWr 
mitmm4  49rkt§  ttt4  §»m  Umr  months  tm  fmr,  ^.^^^.^...^ 
-»«•  irsfM,  mHM4»  ot  m  Vm»4  HMm,  wW  asM  *«/^/**»J;^ 
$(  hm»9U»n  mitUtn,  Mt4  H  mn  nm  ^«9t  t»  ti4  mm  itMs  IMmm 
ftalaa,  Uom  AfiMfMss  unttm  i§  l*Hsg  «*mmmo4  Ut^r  tU»n  ooor  Mtow 
la  ths  km»n  •<  «*•  ••«*•  Mdaatry,  C4HUM  fhssM  ha  hriagisg  a 
Ntt^r  prt**,  sad,  la  mr  hfd^iMMit,  it  will  aooa  ha  hrtsflsf  a  botUf 


IM  avaryesa  'who  csn  giro  oar  eoaaHttaa  lafonastloa  eoacerolag 
SMtboda  employed  to  boy  eotton  and  efforts  to  control  tha  price  eom- 
manicate  with  oar  committee  at  onoe." 

aansioN  or  tbs  tamow 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  B.  2667)  to  provide  rerenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purpoaes. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President  I  hare  in  my  hand  a  pam- 
phlet entitled  "  Retail  Prices  of  Imported  Merrtiandise.  Letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  transmitting,  pursuant  to  a 
request  of  the  majority  memt)ers  of  the  Senate  Ck)mmittee  tm 
Finance,  a  report  by  the  Treasury  Department  on  foreign  and 
landed  valtiation  of  imported  merdiandise  and  the  retail  selling 
price  in  the  United  States  of  the  same  commodities.  Printed 
for  the  use  of  the  Committee  <m  rinance,  November  1,  1929. 
Indexed." 

Frequently  we  are  asked  alwnt  the  cost  of  pamphlets  and  pub- 
lications of  this  kind.  1  notice  in  what  wonderful  style  this 
pamiAlet  has  been  printed,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  the  chaii^ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  al>out  what  this  pamj^et 
cost?  ^_ 

Mr.  8MOOT.  I  have  not  the  figures  at  hand,  but  will  give 
them  to  the  Senator  on  next  Monday. 

Mr,  McKELLAB.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  do  so.  I  want  to 
call  the  Senator's  attention  to  something  else.  Inasmurfi  as  the 
articles  referred  to  in  the  pamphlet  have  been  on  dismay  in  the 
Senate  Chamber  for  some  time,  I  really  can  not  see  much  use 
of  having  such  a  document  printed.  However  that  may  be,  put- 
ting that  aside  for  the  moment,  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  there  is  an  elaborate  index  to  this 
pamphlet,  and  then  to  call  his  attention  to  the  further  fact  that 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  have  received  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  mxi<A  larger  pamphlets — I  think,  three  volumes  in 
all— relative  to  tax  returns  that  were  asked  for  by  the  Senate 
and  which  have  been  furnished  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury; and  as  to  those  three  volumes  there  is  not  the  sign  of  an 
index — not  any  suggestion  as  to  how  one  can  find  anything.  It 
is  quite  remarkable  that  this  pamphlet  is  so  beautifully  illus- 
trated and  so  splendidly  printed,  with  a  perfect  index,  while  the 
other  volumes,  which  are  so  vitally  necessary  to  the  considera- 
tion of  questions  that  arise  in  the  discoasion  of  the  pmding  tariff 
bill,  have  been  printed  in  such  shape  that  they  are  virtually  of 
no  use  to  the  Members  at  the  Senate. 

Those  volumes  ought  to  be  indexed ;  they  ought  to  have  been 
indexed  when  they  were  sent  here ;  and  they  ou^t  to  be  indexed 
now,  so  that  they  may  be  of  some  value  to  Members  of  the  Sen- 
ate in  passing  upon  the  questions  on  which  they  are  supposed  to 
give  li^t  They  are  thrown  together  in  pell-meU  condition ;  it 
requires  at  least  an  hour  to  find  any  particular  itou  in  them; 
in  ordtf  to  do  so  one  has  to  go  entirely  through  those  three  vol- 
umes,  which  are  several  times  as  large  as  Is  this  pamphlet.  It 
is  almost  impossible  to  get  Information  from  them.  It  is  not 
fair  to  the  Senate,  it  is  not  fair  to  the  country  to  prepare  such 
a  pamphlet  relative  to  the  few  articles  that  are  on  display  in 
the  corner  of  the  Senate  C3iaml)er,  to  print  it  oa  beautiful  paper, 
with  the  most  gm-geous  illustrations,  at  a  tremendous  cost — and 
I  dare  say  this  pamphlet  will  not  be  of  2  bits  IntM'est  to  the 
American  people — while  the  three  volumes  to  which  I  refer  are 
furnished  the  Senate  in  such  shape  that  tliey  are  absolutely 
worthless  in  connection  with  the  consideration  ot  tbe  pending 
legislation. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NORRI8.    Mr.  President 

Mr.  MoKELLAR.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  first,  snd 
then  I  will  jUAA  to  the  Senator  from  Nt^braska. 

Mr.  SMCXXr.  Mr.  President,  the  Toimnes  qxAen  of  t^  tbe 
Seaator  from  Tennesaea  have  been  printed  as  fast  as  thej  have 
been  saat  to  the  PrlatiDC  Ofloe  bj  tlM  Senota.    Threa  volmnoi 


tert  feMB  prtotwd,  and  tbtn  la  a  faortfe  tolMM  to  MUm. 

tattv  b&n  prtetod  jwA  m  tbar  bat*  baM  mpdI  d«wa    Wbas  tha 

adMT  rdWM  HmUI  tw  eoovlalad  Ottf  wUl  ^».la^»^*;[|^ 

Mr  umWtAA%  Wa  will  htf«  Um  tariff  mimamdhtfoM 
wa  avar  #»l  tlM  tM4mL  U  will  h§  Ukt  kwHlflg  fkt  fMM*  dMf 
§Hm  tk§  hvrm  hM  bumttMrnt,  ^  .^  ««^ 

Ur,  imoift,  Tl»#  rrmmtrf  immUmm  U§  fiypj  «*• 
mimm  al$kgy^mnf  !•  Mdli  talMM.  mi^.wIimMw  n^rm 
tet*  illlMwMwMM  ilNPr  w«l  few  ffiM  to  •  ^mmi  f^m» 

0am  ifUMkutUm,  7U0  nmiltf,  I  U^HSim,  wmM  mi  w»m  m 
UtOtm  vrt^f^  ^  v«inm4t  i,  m4  Omw  l»  ffMum§  «  »i»4  ¥t4tmf  $, 
ao4  mttrntamutiif  Uw  tim  vtiUtmtm  aU  btmnA  in  om.  wtoi*|» 
would  fmiif  tha  iuAn  Ut  meb  voIinm  ui«laiM,  An  i«d*'i  aHl 
tia  prsfNirsd  tur  ttia  comMoad  waUmm  urban  Otef  are  pHoted 
la  tha  toam  at  and. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Tliere  ought  to  ba  an  Index  to  aaeb  voinna, 
BO  that  we  will  bare  no  troobte  io  aaoartaining  what  wa  want  to 

know. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    The  returns  are  arranged  alphabetically  In  each 

volume.  ^       ^  ^  ^  ,  , 

Mr.  MoKELLAR.  I  notice  that  when  documents  containing 
information  peculiarly  interesting  and  desirable  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  sent  here  they  are 
prepared  in  splendid  form,  with  perfect  indexes,  but  for  docu- 
ments which  contain  matters  in  which  the  Senate  is  Interested 
and  in  which  the  country  is  interested  so  that  we  may  legislate 
la-operly  no  index  is  provided  of  any  Idnd,  nature,  or  description. 
It  is  not  right  I  am  not  blaming  the  Senator  frwn  Utah;  I 
am  sure  he  has  had  so  much  on  his  hands  that  probaWy  he  has 
never  noticed  the  omission,  but  I  ask  him  earnestly  to  have  the 
Ladexes  prepared  at  once  so  that  these  volumes  may  be  of  some 

value  to  us.  _^.        ,. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  thought  the  manner  in  which  they  were 
printed — and  it  was  done  htrrriedly — ^was  the  only  way  they 
could  be  printed  at  the  time,  unless  an  index  had  been  prepared 
for  each  volume,  whidi  would  have  subsequently  have  to  have 
been  discarded  when  the  fbur  volumes  were  completed  and  botmd 
in  one.  The  Senator  knows  that  the  reports  from  the  Treasury 
Department  did  not  come  here  all  at  once.  The  last  batch  of 
names  went  down  to  the  Printing  Oflice  Just  a  short  time  ago. 
The  Treasury  Department  has  done  everything  It  could  in  ttia 
matter. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Oh,  no,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Jnst  a  momeot. 

Mr.  McKELLAB.  Oh,  no,  Mr.  President;  from  an  examina- 
tion it  looks  as  if  these  volumes  have  been  so  prepared  that  they 
would  be  of  no  value  to  Senators  in  the  work  of  legislating. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Treasury  Department  did  put  the  reports 
in  alphabetical  order  Just  as  the  names  were  sent  to  the  depart- 
ment as  to  which  information  was  desired,  and  they  are  in  al- 
phabetical order  now.  When  the  next  report  comes  in,  then  all 
the  volumes  will  be  put  in  one,  and  there  vrill  be  an  index  to  die 
one  volume. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  vr&nt  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  to 
use  his  good  offices  vrith  the  Treasury  Department  to  have  these 
rq;K>rt8  indexed  as  they  are  sent  to  the  Senate.  I  do  not  want 
them  printed  on  the  very  fine  paper  on  which  the  document 
which  has  to  do  with  the  exhibits  in  tbe  comer  of  tbe  Senate 
Chamber  has  been  printed ;  I  do  not  care  anything  about  illus- 
trations, but  I  do  want  an  index  such  as  is  found  in  the  pamphlet 
to  whidi  I  have  referred. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  to  tbe  Senator 
that  in  the  case  ot  each  volume  I  have  had  my  clerks  index  it 
as  it  came  in,  and  I  will  now  have  my  clerks  make  96  copies 
of  the  index  which  I  myself  have  pr^iared  for  my  own  copy, 
and  I  will  see  that  a  copy  of  sndi  ind^  is  on  the  desk  of  each 
Senator  by  Monday  at  12  o'do(^ 

Mr.  McKELLAR    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wiU  see  that  that  is  done  even  if  my  clerks 
have  to  work  all  night  and  all  Sunday. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  Senator  Is  always  fair  and  just  I 
know  that  he  realises  that  what  I  have  suggested  ought  to  be 
done.    I  thank  him  tor  what  he  proposes  to  do. 

I  now  yield  the  fioor,  unless  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  wants 
to  ask  me  a  question. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  volumes  wbidi  are  on  our 
desk  come  more  or  less  in  a  confidential  way  and  contain  in- 
formation that  is  more  or  less  confidential  about  tbe  income  of 
corporations  and  indlvlduala  that  will  be  benefited  by  the  tariff 
bill  wiildi  we  are  considering.  It  is  very  appropriate  that  we 
should  have  such  information,  and  the  Senate  undoubtedly 
thought  it  was  getting  valuable  information  when  it  adopted  the 
resolution  which  provided  that  the  information  slMuld  be  sup- 
plied to  us.  But  Mr.  President  without  myself  trying  to  fix 
the  le^wnsibliltj  for  the  error,  If  one  has  been  oiHnmitted,  I 
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bare  no  heirttancy  In  saying  that  the  infOrmatloD  contained  In 
thoie  three  volumes  is  of  ver>  little  benefit  to  Senators  unless 
they  can  afford  to  8pend  h  great  deal  of  time  to  go  through  each 
one  of  the  volumes  in  order  to  ascertain  the  information  desired. 
The  information  we  could  u^e  on  pretty  nearly  everyone  of  the 
items  in  some  of  the  schedules  fn  this  bill ;  but  b^ore  we  could 
And  It  the  Senate  probably  would  liave  passed  over  that  Item 
and  be  considering  another.  With  due  respect  to  the  Senator 
from  Utalt,  they  are  not  even  In  alphat)etlcal  form. 

Let  us  talce  one  right  here  at  random.  Here  is  one  of  these 
ToluroeN.  It  is  the  third  volume,  pages  1512  and  1513.  What 
do  we  find  ?    At  the  top  of  the  page  we  find : 

Tear,  1922.     Kind  of  ba«ia«m,  lumber  aod  maaofaetiuias. 
On  the  top  of  tlie  other  page : 

Tear.  fla«al,  endinf  November  30,  1927.  Kind  of  bualneas,  ouuiiifac- 
tare  of  velvets. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    What  is  the  name  of  the  companyt 

Mr.  NORRIS.    There  is  not  any  name. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  company? 

Mr.  NORItlS.  There  is  not  any  company.  It  is  some  com- 
pany, but  the  name  is  not  there  at  the  top.  Tou  can  go  along 
and  you  will  find  the  company  after  a  while.  When  yon  find  it, 
it  may  be  that  they  are  in  alphabetical  order  in  this  volume; 
I  have  not  looked  to  see;  but  wbeu  you  open  the  volume  you 
probably  will  not  open  it  at  a  place  that  will  give  you  any  in- 
formation as  to  what  letter  of  the  alphabet  is  being  considered. 
It  will  be  nice  I  have  read  here  at  tlie  top — the  name  of  no  com- 
pany. There  are  a  lot  of  items  there.  Tou  turn  over  and  you  go 
along,  and  you  will  find  out  what  the  name  of  the  company  is ; 
and  It  is  an  all-day  Job  to  get  any  information  out  of  the  docu- 
ment, alttK)ugh  it  is  filled  with  meat  from  cover  to  cover.  It 
ought  to  be  indexed. 

For  instance,  here  is  this  other  little  catalogue.  This  is  a  sort 
of  a  Montgomery  Ward  A  Co.  or  a  Sean,  Boebock  k  Ck>.  busi- 
ness, cataloguing  this  department  store  of  Mr.  Grundy's  ttiat  la 
here  in  one  part  of  the  Chamber — hardly  a  department  store ;  it 
Is  rather  a  Plggly  Wiggly. 

Here  is  a  beaotifnl  catalogue  of  all  tbe  things  in  Omndy's 
store,  and  at  the  end  of  it  is  an  Index  of  everything  that  Ornndy 
has  on  the  c<ianter  of  his  Plggly  Wiggiy  establishment;  and  it 
is  printed  on  heavy  paper,  with  beautiful  illustrations  on  eveijr 
psge.  It  is  the  mofit  expulsive  catalogue  ever  gotten  out  by  any 
catalogue  house  in  America,  and  all  for  our  benefit  and  all 
done  without  any  request.  We  did  not  pass  any  resolution  to 
vet  OnuMty'a  store  moved  in  here  in  the  lint  place.  We  did 
not  pass  any  resolution,  after  it  came  in,  to  have  the  things 
catiUoffued  that  he  had  for  sale  tu  bis  Plggly  Wiggly  store. 
Tbej  bare  bera  catalogued  without  authority. 

This  catalofoe  bean  the  stamp  of  the  United  States  Govem- 
ment  Printing  Ofllce.  Ton  could  not  get  these  beautiful  illns- 
trationf  put  In  the  Conosnaioif  al  BacoBD,  Mr.  President.  It 
Is  contrary  to  our  law ;  but  Grundy  puts  them  In.  He  has  an 
liiustratiou  for  everything.  I  think. 

Here  is  a  toy  lUuatntion.  a  dancing  airair— a  dsndng  skele- 
ton. It  seeou  to  me — on  the  top  of  the  prlc«j  list  here,  telling 
where  it  came  from,  how  much  It  cost,  what  it  is,  what  the 
tariff  OB  It  is,  and  everything  else  about  it.  So  yon  go  on 
through.  Here  is  a  fountain  pen.  There  is  an  Illustration  on 
glased  paper.  Tou  look  at  the  outside  and  you  find  that  it  is  a 
retail  price  list.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  a  retail  inrlce  list  of 
Mr.  Grundy's  store,  printed  In  the  Government  Printing  OflBce. 
indexed  and  illustrated  dear  through.  When  we  come  to  get 
some  information  which  may  help  us  In  seeing  how  much  tariff 
we  should  put  on  the  products  of  Mr.  Grundy  and  his  asso- 
ciates, it  is  all  assembled  in  one  mass,  not  even  indexed,  and 
not  [vinted  on  this  beautiful  paper. 

Mr.  GLASS.    Mr.  President.  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  do. 

Mr.  GLASS.  It  might  be  a  pertinent  suggestion  to  send  this 
document  back  with  instructions  to  print  along  with  It  the 
speech  ci  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  dissecting  those  various 
items. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  have  an  idea  that  that  would  please  Mr. 
Grundy  Immensely  to  have  my  speech  printed  in  connection 
with  hb  catalogue. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.    Mr.  President 

The  VlCaC  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  do. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  I  should  like  to  Inquire  by  what  authority 
this  document  was  printed. 
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Mr.  NORRIS.    It  says  here: 

Printed  for  tbe  use  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  November  1,  1929. 
ndezed  United  States  Government  Printlag  OfBee.  Washington    D    C 
1929. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  Was  that  done  by  authority  of  the  com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  not  coniplalnlnp  that  they  have  been 
)rinted;  but  they  did  such  a  good  job  for  Mr.  Grundy  that  I 
lo  not  see  why  they  could  not  do  half  as  good  a  job,  at  least, 
•or  theSenate. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
:  ield  to  the  SMiator  from  Maryland  ? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  not  familiar,  but  I  think  the  Senator 
rom  Nebraska  is,  with  the  rule  that  permits  printing  of  this 

Jtlnd.  Will  the  Senator  explain  just  how  It  is  possible  to  get 
ocuments  like  that  printed — what  steps  have  to  be  taken? 
Mr.  NORRIS.  I  think  any  committee  could  have  it  done, 
robaUy.  I  have  not  looked  Into  the  mntter;  but  I  am  assnm- 
ig  that  the  committee  authorised  this  print,  and  that  they  had 
he  authority  to  do  it. 

Mr.  HAWES.     Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  recall  the  statement 
made  by  Mr.  Fred  I.  Kent,  director  of  the  Bankers'  Trust  Co.  of 
ew  York,  in  which  he  asserts  that  the  second  reason  why  we 
ad  a  great  crash  in  the  stock  market — two  of  the  greatest 
nancial  panics  this  country  has  ever  had — was  the  ^tnation 
the  United  States  Senate,  due  to  an  alleged  coalition  in  the 
te,  and  due  to  the  manner  in  which  we  have  been  discuss- 
the  tariff.     It  seems   to  me,   Mr.   President,   that   this   is 
ganda,   because   no   sensible   man    fm:   a    moment   would 
ume  the  truth  of  the  statement 

I  desire  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  lobby  Investigating  com- 
'ttee  whether  In  his  opinion  Mr.  Kent  could  not  be  brought 
^ore  his  committee  and  asked  to  explain  why  he  has  reached 

a  conclusion. 
Mr.  CARAWAY.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  doubt  but  that 
r.  Halt's  alleged  propaganda  falls  directly  within  the  purview 
the  committee;  but  I  do  think  that  before  we  stari  investl- 
I  atlng  Mr.  Kent  we  ought  at  least  to  wait  until  we  reach  the 
,  >ke  column,  because  anybody  who  would  put  forih  a  statement 
1  ke  that,  and  expect  anybody  to  believe  It,  of  course,  is  suffering 
I  rom  arrested  mental  development.  Since  there  is  a  demand 
1m-  it,  however,  I  think  we  can  let  bim  waste  an  hour  spinning 
I  tale  that  nobody  believes,  including  himself. 

Mr.  HAWES.    I  should  like  publicly  to  request  the  chairman 
<f  the  lobby  committee  to  summon  Mr.  Kent. 
Mr.  CARAWAY.    It  will  be  done,  sir. 
Mr.  HAWES.    I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.   President,   I   ask   imanlmous  consent   to  insert   in   the 
tscoBO  an  editorial  from  the  New  York  World  rating  to  this 
lubject 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  wiU  be  so 

<  rdered. 

The  editorial  is  as  follows: 

[From  tbe  New  York  World  of  Saturday,  November  16,  19291 

PITTT   FAKTISANSHIP 

Now  tbat  tbe  tension  In  the  stock  market  Is  relaxed,  ft  is  perhaps  an 
I  ppropriate  moment  to  say  a  word  about  the  various  persons  here  and 
( here  who  have  tried  or  may  intend  to  try  to  exploit  the  public  state  of 
1  ilnd  for  partisan  purposes.  It  is  only  human,  of  course,  in  a  crisis  of 
Ibis  sort  to  look  around  for  a  scapegoat  and  try  to  believe  that  some 
nalevolent  intelligence  planned  the  disaster.  Politicians  have  lived  for 
I  enerations  on  the  profits  to  be  derived  from  fastening  upon  their  oppo- 
I  enta  the  responsibility  for  any  untoward  event  that  may  have  occurred. 
•  "has  there  is  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  if  Governor  Smith  had  been 
4  Jectcd  a  year  ago  the  present  bear  market  would  have  been  laid  at  his 
i  oor  by  every  RepnbHcan  poHtician  in  the  land.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
i  here  are  irienty  of  Democratic  politicians  to-day  who  are  trying  to 
i  fure  out  ways  of  laying  the  responsibility  upon  Mr.  Hoover.  Such 
iroceedings  are,  of  course,  an  Insult  to  tbe  intelligence  of  the  American 
leople,  and  we  sincerely  hope  that  the  responsible  leaders  of  the  Demo- 

<  ratio  Party  will  not  go  in  for  the  nonsense  of  attempHng  to  describe 
(pis  as  tbe  Hoover  panic. 

Having  «ld  this  about  the  politicians,  it  is  perhaps  appropriate  to 
y  a  word  about  the  bankers.  At  tbe  beginning  of  this  week,  at  the 
(ieveath  annual  dinner  of  the  American  Acceptance  CouncU,  Mr.  Fred 
] .  Kent,  director  of  the  Bankers  Trust  Co.,  delivered  an  address.  Mr. 
i:ent,  we  Uke  it,  desires  to  be  known  in  this  community  as  the  very 
1  rpe  of  the  conaervative,  responsible,  sound  banker.  Yet  at  thla  dinner, 
1  hlch  took  pUce  on  tbe  eveniag  of  one  of  the  worst  days  on  the  stock 
eichsnge.  Mr.  Kent  stated  that  the  second  of  "tbe  direct  and  partlcu- 
Itf  forces  which  caused  tbe  tremendoua  crash  in  prices  '  was  tbe  "  fear 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5683 


engendered  In  the  mtnd  of  tbe  bostness  public  by  the  action  of  tiit  eosll- 
tlon  bloc  in  Congress  In  connection  with  the  tariff  bill."  If  that  remark 
had  been  made  by  a  ward  heeler  hi  a  district  political  dub,  it  could  be 
set  aside  as  perhaps  an  average  example  of  petty  partlsanahlp,  bat 
when  It  Is  said  by  a  banker  occupying  the  position  which  Mr.  Kent 
occupies,  and  when  It  goes  unchallenged  and  unrebnked  by  his  teDow 
bankers,  one  Is  Justified  In  becoming  a  little  alarmed  at  the  quattty  of 
mind  among  those  who  direct  great  affairs. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  that  we  need 
to  take  this  beautifully  printed  catalogue  or  report  of  the 
Secretary  ot  the  Treasury  very  seriously.  I  doubt  tlie  truth  of 
its  contents.  I  say  frankly  here  in  the  Senate  that,  in  my  <q;)in- 
ion,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  or  Mr.  Grundy,  or  whom- 
soever the  compiler  may  be,  has  been  engaged  in  a  deliberate 
attempt  to  misinform  the  Senate. 

I  know  that  Mr.  Grundy  would  not  pay  the  prices  alleged  to 

have  been  paid  for  the  several  articles  upon  the  table  In  the 

corner.     Why,  Mr.  Grundy  would  only  contribute  $10  to  the 

American  Taxpayers'  League,  and  surely  he  would  never  pay 

,  116.50  for  a  bird  cage. 

1  find  upcNi  an  investigation  of  the  very  first  article  on  page  1, 
i  a  bird  cage — price  list  in  the  United  States,  $16.50 — that  some- 
j  body  was  fooling  Mr.  Mellon  or  Mr.  Grundy.  They  paid  too 
1  much  for  it.  If  they  had  gone  to  an  establishment  in  Washlng- 
•  ton  carrying  a  high  grade  of  bmas  bird  cages,  they  could  have 
I  purchased  as  good  and,  in  my  opinion,  a  better  l>ird  cage 
i  for  $6J2S. 

If  I  had  tbe  time  I  would  go  through  the  entire  list,  but  I  have 
!  not  the  time.  The  very  first  article  In  this  list,  however,  carries 
)  with  it  a  falsehood,  or  else  somebody  has  Imposed  upon  the 
'  Treasury  Department, 

Mr.  PresldeBt,  it  la  nnfatr  to  the  Senate  of  tbe  United  States 
I  to  present  here  a  sdected  list  of  ctnnmodities  with  the  state- 
!  BMDt  contained  on  the  sehednle  attached  to  eadi  commodity, 
I  leading  Members  of  the  Senate  to  believe  that  certain  prices 
'  were  paid.    Perhaps  they  were  paid  by  the  perscm  who  pur- 
chased the  articles ;  but  I  want  to  say  that  If  such  person  paid 
those  prices,  he  was  paying  exorbitant  prices,  far  beyond  what 
he  could  have  purchased  the  articles  for  at  other  establishments. 
One  of  two  things  is  true :  Either  an  Imposition  is  being  per- 
petrated upon  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  or  somebody  has 
gone  out  and  purchased  these  articles  and  has  been  imposed 
upon ;  I  do  not  know  which.    I  am  not  concerned  as  to  which  Is 
true,  but  I  am  concerned  with  the  propositiMi  that  this  is  an 
imposltloo.    Whoever  presents  It  Is  an  impostor. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PBESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  WlseoDsln 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  BLAINE.    I  do. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  the  Finance  Committee  had  been  fair 
with  tbe  Senate,  they  wonld  not  only  have  asked  for  the  retail 
prices  of  these  products  which  are  imported  but  they  would 
have  purchased  similar  artlclee  made  in  the  United  States  and 
given  the  price  ot  the  thing  ptrrchased  in  the  United  States 
and  what  It  cost  at  wh(^esale,  showing  in  that  way  what  the 
retails  made  upon  the  things  manufactured  In  this  country. 

A  few  years  ago  in  Montana  the  legislature  undertook  an 
investigation  Info  retail  prices,  and  they  found  that  some  of 
the  retail  nierchants  of  that  State  were  charging  considerably 
over  a  hundred  per  c^it  on  many  things  they  were  selling. 
Tbe  information  given  us  in  this  pamphlet  means  nothing,  even 
if  it  Is  true,  as  far  as  enlightening  the  Senate  is  concerned. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Of  course,  Mr.  President  Further,  no  bona 
fide  purchaser  would  have  paid  the  price  indicated  upon  that 
bird  cage,  $16.00.  Certainly  nobody  can  cont^id  that  a  $16.50 
article  that  is  no  better  than  a  $6.25  article  could  be  gmerally 
sold  in  the  United  States.  There  are  a  f^w  suckers  who  would 
buy,  but  the  list  would  be  a  very  short  one. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next  amend- 
ment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  144,  line  25,  before  the 
words  *'  per  pound,"  to  strike  out  **  75  cents  "  and  Insert  "  $1 60," 
so  as  to  read : 

Pas.  778.  Hops,  24  cents  per  poond ;  bop  extneC.  $2.40  per  pound ; 
inpulln,  91.50  per  pound. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  that  is  simply  to  conform  to  the 
rate  on  hops.  It  takes  6  pounds  of  hops  to  produce  1  pound  of 
lupultn.    Therefore  the  change  was  suggested. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

Tbe  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tbis  completes  the  agricultural 
schedule. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  I  would  Uke  at  this  time  to  have  tbe  BeMste 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  next  schedule,  Bdiedvie  8, 
"  Spirits,  wines,  and  other  beverages." 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  that  course  If  It 
is  understood  that  when  it  Is  finished  we  will  go  back  and  start 
with  the  sugar  schedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  want  to  have  that  understanding,  too. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  nnderstands  very  well  why  I  am 
mJiiring  this  statem^it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  understand  exactly,  and  I  fully  agree  with 
what  the  Senator  asks. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  May  I  ask  what  is  the  under- 
standing? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  whra  we  get  through  with  the  spirits 
schedule  we  take  up  the  sugar  schedule.  I  want  to  say  frankly 
to  Senators  that,  having  agreed  to  a  motlaB  for  a  recess  until 
Monday  when  we  conclude  oor  boidneas  this  aftemotm,  if  we  get 
through  vrith  the  spirits  sdiedule  I  shall  ask  that  the  Senate 
take  a  recess. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President  of  course  the  motion  whidi 
was  adopted  by  the  S^uite  was  that  the  Senate  shovld  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  the  sngar  schedule  next  after  we  had 
gone  throng  tlie  agricultural  schedtile. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  asked  unanimous  consent  that  we  take 
up  the  spirits  sdtedule  at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  th«e  objection  to  the  request 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah?    Tbe  Chair  hears  none. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President  I  would  like  to  inquire 
if  it  is  understood  that  after  this  schedule  is  comi^eted  we 
will  take  up  the  sugar  schedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Tes;  that  will  be  the  next  I  also  gave  notice 
that  if  we  got  throoi^  with  tbe  q>irits  schedule  this  afternoon, 
as  soon  as  we  got  throogh  with  H  we  would  take  a  recess  mtil 
Monday. 

Mr.  BBOUSSABD.  And  the  aocar  schedole  wUl  bs  taken 
up  on  Monday?  t 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  sugar  sdiednle  will  eone  up  antomatleall/ 
Monday  morning.  -• 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  iknt 
amendment  in  Schedule  8. 

The  first  amendment  la  Schedale  8  was,  on  page  147,  after 
line  23,  to  Instft: 


(b)  CoBC«Btis«ad  jtHm  «f  Isibsbs,  srsagai^  ot  othtt  dtros  fniits.  fit 
for  beversce  porposes.  whether  la  UQsid,  powdered,  or  solid  fom.  70 
cents  per  gaUan  on  tbe  qnantlty  or  sqvivalent  of  aaoooeentrated 
natursl  froK  imSe»  Into  widcfc  sad  eMMentratcd  jales  caa  bs  eeo- 
verted  tts  ahewn  by  ebetafaal  sflalyals. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Mr.  President,  it  Is  not  my  inteadoa  to  be 

facetious,  but  I  would  really  like  to  inquire  why  the  entire 
Schedule  8  should  not  be  stricken  ont  Under  the  eighteenth 
amendment  and  under  tbe  Volstead  Act  the  importation  of 
liquor  for  beverage  purposes  Is  prohlUted.  Liquor  and  wine 
may  lawfully  be  purchased  for  medicinal,  religions,  sdentiflc,  or 
commercial  purposes.  I  can  not  understand  the  purpose  of  this 
schedule.  Is  it  to  protect  the  moonshiner  and  the  bootlegger? 
Certainly  that  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  Congress.  I  am  not 
joking  about  this;  it  seems  tu  me  that  if  we  are  consistent, 
this  whole  schedule  should  be  stricken  out  except  i)08Bibly  parts 
of  paragraphs  806,  808,  and  800.  Perhaps  those  ought  to  be  pot 
Into  tbe  agricultural  schedule. 

I  seriously  stiggest  that  the  only  Uquor  that  can  be  lavrfully 
imported  into  the  United  States  is  what  I  have  mentioned.  At 
least  the  llqnor  that  Is  imported  for  medicinal,  religious,  and 
scientiflfe  parposes  oogtat  to  be  on  the  free  list 

This  seems  to  me  so  iaoonslstent  that  I  think  it  is  just  a 
matter  of  some  more  "  bunk."  Why  Impose  a  revenue  tax  on 
something  that  is  prohibited  by  the  Constitution  and  the  laws 
of  our  country?  Why  sbotdd  not  the  entire  schedule  be  stricken 
out  with  two  or  three  exceptions,  which  I  am  not  going  to  dis- 
cuss at  this  time,  contained  In  the  paragraphs  to  which  1  have 
made  reference? 

Perhaps  a  motion  would  be  In  order  to  strike  out  tbe  whole 
schedule,  not  at  this  time;  when  we  come  to  the  free  Hst  that 
motion,  as  I  understand  it  woold  be  in  order.  I  hope  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  vrill  accept  an  amendm«it  striking 
out  Schedole  8,  and  permitting  liquors  and  wines  intended  for 
medicinal,  religious,  and  scientific  purposes  to  be  admitted  free 
of  duty. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  S&aztOT  can  propose  that  amendment  when 
individual  amoidments  are  in  ord^. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment 

The  amendment  was  agreed  ta 
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!%•  next  amendment  was,  oa  page  150,  line  18,  after  the  word 
"  laws,"  to  Inaert  the  following  proviso : 

Prwidtd,  That  bicb-proof  fruit  tplrita  made  in  dlatUlerlM  connected 
vltb  wineries  for  use  in  the  fortification  of  wlnea  maj  alao  be  wltlidrawn 
■Dd  naed  onder  Um  ume  laws  and  regolatloai  applicable  to  the  wltb- 
drawal  and  aw  of  alcobol  for  all  nonbeverage  parpoaea. 

8o  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

PAa.  814.  No  winea,  spirits,  or  otber  Uqaors  or  articles  provided  for 
In  tiiia  sebedale  containing  one-half  of  1  per  cent  or  more  of  alcobol 
shall  be  imported  or  permitted  entry  except  on  a  permit  issued  therefor 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Prohibition,  and  any  such  wines,  spirits,  or 
other  liqoors  or  articles  Imported  or  brought  into  the  United  States 
witltoat  a  permit  shall  be  seised  and  forfeited  in  the  same  manner  £s 
for  other  Tlolatlona  of  the  cnstoms  laws:  Provided,  That  high-proof 
fruit  spirits  Bade  la  distilleries  connected  with  wineries  for  use  in  the 
fortification  of  wloea  may  also  be  withdrawn  and  used  under  the  same 
laws  and  rei^ulations  applicable  to  the  withdrawal  and  use  of  alcohol 
for  all  nonbeverage  porposea 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    This  completes  Schedule  8. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  frMn 
Utah  whether  there  was  an  agreement  to  go  hack  to  the  begin- 
ning of  the  agricaltnral  schedule  for  the  offering  of  individtial 
amendments? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  I  asked  twice  that  that  be  done,  bat  unani- 
mous consent  was  refused.  On  Monday  morning  we  will  take  up 
the  sugar  schedule. 

KZBUUTIVS  MEBSAOIS   MMTSXaMB 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  sundry  execu- 
tive mcBiagou  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which 
were  referred  to  the  apprt^xlate  committees. 

aBCESS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  more  that  the  Senate  take  a 
recess  until  Monday  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

The  moCioo  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Senate  (at  12  o'clock  and 
56  minutes  p.  m. )  took  a  recefas  until  Monday,  November  18,  1929, 
at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

NOMINATIONS 

Bmocntive  nominatUms  receif?ed   by  the  Senate  November  16 
(legislative  day  of  October  SO),  I9t9 

EnVOT   EXTKA<MU)IRAaT   AITD   MxiTISTEB   PlXNtPOTEKTIAKT 

Nelson  T.  Johnson,  of  Oklahoma,  now  an  Assistant  Secretary 
of  State,  to  be  envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipotentiary 
of  the  United  States  of  America  to  China,  vice  John  Van  A. 
MacMurray,  resigned. 

AFPmifTMurrs  in  thx  AaicT 

MEDICAI.   COBP8 

To  be  ftrtt  UemtenanU  tcUh  rank  from  November  IB,  1929 

First  Lieut  Joaeph  Julius  Homisher,  Medical  Corps  Reserve. 

First  Lieut  RolanC  Keith  Charles,  jr.,  Medical  Corps  Re- 
■erre. 

First  Lieut  Harold  James  Collins,  Medical  Corps  Reserve. 

First  Lieut  Frederick  Cantwell  Kelly,  Medical  Corpd  Re- 
serve. 

First  Lieut  WllUam  Henry  PoweU,  Jr.,  Medical  Corps  Re- 
serve. 

DKirrAL  C0BP8 

To  be  Urti  heutewint  %DUh  rank  from  November  5,  id29 

First  Lieut  Grant  Arthur  Selby,  Dental  Corps  Reserva 

PaouonoRs  in  thb  Ajuct 

To  be  ookmel 

Lieut.  C<rf.  Gordon  Johnston,  Cavalry,  from  Novembw  9,  1929. 

To  be  Ueutenant  ooloneU 

Mai.  James  Josephus  Loving,  Corps  of  Engineers,  from 
November  9.  1929. 

MaJ.  Frederick  Blundoo  Downing,  Corps  of  Engineers,  from 
November  12,  1889. 

MaJ.  Edmund  Lao  Daley.  Corps  of  Engineers,  from  November 
i:t,  1929. 

MaJ.  Henry  Abercromble  Finch,  Corps  of  Engineers,  from 
November  IS.  19fi9i 

To  be  major*  -^ 

Oapt  BertboM  Vogel,  Coast  ArtlUery  Oorpa,  from  November  9, 
19S8l 
Oapt.  Harry  HoweU  Dunn.  Cavalry,  from  November  12,  1929 
Oapt  Bemn  Lawrence.  Cavalry,  from  November  13,  19S9. 
Capt  John  Bidutrd  Hermann.  Infantry,  from  November  13, 
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Pbomotions  in  thb  Navt 

Lieut.  C<H-  James  T.  Buttrick  to  be  a  colonel  in  the  Marino 
Corps  from  the  12th  day  of  November,  1929. 

Maj.  Frederick  A.  Gardener  to  be  a  lieutenant  colonel  In  the 
Marine  Corps  from  the  6th  day  of  November,  1929. 

MaJ.  Tom  D.  Barber  to  be  a  lieutenant  colonel  in  the  Marine 
Corps  from  the  12th  day  of  November,  1929. 

First  Lieut.  William  J.  Livingston  to  be  a  captain  in  the 
Marine  Corps  from  the  23d  day  of  July,  1929. 

First  Lieut.  Carl  F.  Merz  to  be  a  captain  in  the  Marine  Corps 
rrom  the  24th  day  of  August,  1929. 

Second  Lieut  William  W.  Conway  to  be  a  first  lieutenant  in 

le  Marine  Corps  from  the  16th  day  of  May,  1929. 

Second  Lieut.  Arthur  G.  BUesener  to  be  a  first  lieutenant  in 
he  Marine  Corps  from  the  28th  day  of  September,  1929. 

Second  Lieut.  Gerald  H.  Steenberg  to  be  u  first  lieutenant  in 
he  Marine  Corps  from  the  1st  day  of  October,  1929. 

Second  Lieut  George  H.  Bellinger,  Jr.,  to  be  a  first  lieutenant 
in  the  Marine  Corps  from  the  6th  day  of  November,  1929. 

Pay  Clerk  Gouveneur  H.  Parrish  to  be  a  chief  pay  clerk  in  the 
Marine  Corps,  to  rank  with  but  after  second  lieutenant,  from  the 
>th  day  of  October,  1929. 


SENATE 

Monday,  November  18,  19^9 

(Legislative  day  of  Wednesday,  October  SO,  1929) 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 

recess. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Oiief  Clerk  called  the  roU.  and  the  following  Senators 
uiswered  to  their  names : 
Allen  Bdge  Jones  Schall 


Kean 

Kendrick 

Keyes 

La  Kollette 

McCulioch 

McKellar 

McMaster 

MrNary 

Moses 

Nor  beck 

Norrls 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Pntterson 

Phippg 

Pittman 

Ranadell 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Sackett 


Sbeppard 

Sbortridge 

Simmons 

Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Stelwer 

Stepliens 

Swun8on 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydlnjjs 

Van den berg 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Lahnrst  Few 

»arkley  Fletcher 

.  tingham  Frasier 

i  (lack  George 

]  llalne  Giliett 

1  (lease  Glass 

I  torah  Glenn 

1  tratton  Qoff 

1  trock  Goldsborough 

1  trookhart  Greene 

I  Ireussard  Hale 

( lapper  Harris 

<  'araway  Barri!K)n 

<  'onnally  Hastings 
( 'opeiand  Hatfield 
I  'ouzens  Hawes 
I  ^tting  Hayden 

>ale  Heflin 

:  )eneeB  Howell 

:  )U1  Johnson 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.     I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Junior  Sena- 
or  from   UUh   [Mr.   Kino]   is  necessarily  detained   from   the 
Senate  by  illness.     I  will  let  this  announcement  stand  for  the 
fay- 
Mr.  SCHALL.     My  colleague  [Mr.  Shipstbad]  is  absent  IIL 
The    VICE    PRESIDENT.    Eighty-four    Senators    have   an- 
swered to  their  names.     A  quorum  is  present 

THE  JOtJBNAL 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
toe  Journal  for  the  calendar  days  of  Thursday,  November  14. 
I^day.  November  15,  and  Saturday,  November  16,  may  be 
I  ipproved. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

rASCISM    IN    THB    UNITBD    STATES 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     Mr.  President  I  send  to  tlie  desk  an  editorial 
rom  the  Chicago  Tribune,  which  I  ask  may  be  read  bv  the 
( lierk. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  clerk  wUl 
I  ead  the  editorial. 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

(Prom   the   Chicago  Tribune,   October   26,    1929] 

VASCISU    IN    THB    DNIT«D    STATXS 

Mr   Marcus  Duffleid.  a  .New   York   newspaper   man,   has   produced   In 
he  Noyember  issue  of  Harpers  Magazine  Ulustrations  of  bow  Musso- 
lini s    Ooremment    has   seriously    inraded    Amwican    sovereignty      The 
(dttor  sngsesta.  and  we  believe   readers  of  the  article  will  agree,   that 
( he  expomure  should  not  be  overlooked  by  the  State  Department. 

That  Ma8W>Iini  has  organised  Italian  residents  of  the  United  States 
iiatnraMsed  and  mmatnraltaed.  through  the  Fascist  League  of  Nortii 
-  ^rt«».  has  be«n  a  matter  of  general  knowledge.  The  operationa  of 
the  leagve.  however,   have  never  been   so  adequately   exposed 

Mr^DomeM  charges  that  the  Fascist  League  here  has  been  organised 
and  prepare   men   of   ItaUan   extraction   for   luiian   war 
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service,  to  stifle  nntl-PascIst  expression  which  might  tbreaten  American 
loans  to  Italy,  and  to  produce  revenue.  Italian  immigrants  are  dis- 
couraged from  taking  out  citizenship  papera  ItaUan  newspapers  teach 
that  an  Italian  who  becomes  an  American  dtisen  is  a  renegade.  Tlie 
penalty  is  expulsion  from  the  Fascist  League,  a  deprivation  which 
may  bring  embarrassment  to  tlie  Italo- American  traveling  in  Italy  or 
transacting  business  there. 

Italo-Amertoans  have  been  assessed  Mussolini's  bachelor  tax.  If  It 
Is  not  paid,  it  is  collected  from  relatives  in  Italy.  Fascist  schools 
have  l)een  organized  in  the  United  States,  many  of  them  conducted  In 
pobllc-srhooi  buildings  to  promote  Fascist  doctrines.  Anti-Fascist  or 
non-Fascist  Italo-Amertcan  newspapers  suffer  adveriislng  l>oycotts ;  one 
Journal  was  raided  and  its  linotype  machines  cooflscated.  Antl-nMdst 
grocers  are  boycotted  and  anti-Pasclst  employees  lose  their  Jobs. 

Mr.  Duffleid  tells  with  names  the  stories  of  Italians  living  In  the 
United  States  who  have  visited  Italy  never  to  return  here.  Their  fates 
are  not  certain,  but  Mr.  Duffleld's  information  indicates  that  they  are 
in  Italian  prisons  for  the  crime  of  critidaing  the  regime  while  In 
this  country. 

The  problem  of  assimilating  foreign  elements  In  our  population  is 
difflcult  pven  without  a  propaganda  directed  at  keeping  those  elements 
estranged.  The  business  of  the  Fascist  League  is  to  prevent  the  al>- 
sorption  of  Italians  by  American  life.  That  ia  a  program  of  defeatism 
Inimical  to  the  national  welfare  of  his  country.  It  is  not  a  friendly 
act. 

The  contempt  of  Fascism  for  American  citizenship  rights  is  more 
serious  because  It  is  more  overt  The  Italian  Government  must  be 
advised  that  American  citizens  are  responsible  to  this  government  and 
that  any  attempt  even  by  Indirection  of  the  Fascist  regime  to  assume 
Jurisdiction  over  our  nationals  wUI  not  be  tolerated. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President  I  desired  to  have  read  to  the 
Senate  this  editorial  from  the  Chicago  Tribune  relating  to 
Fascist  activities  in  the  United  States.  I  Introduced  a  resolu- 
tion some  weeks  ago  calling  upon  the  State  Department  to 
report  to  the  Senate  what  Information  it  has  upon  the  activities 
of  these  agents  of  Mussolini.  I  have  received  quite  a  number 
of  letters  from  patriotic  Americans  of  Italian  descent  support- 
ing my  resolution  and  calling  upon  our  Government  to  do  some- 
thing to  protect  them  and  their  children.  The  Fasdst  agoits 
of  Mussolini  are  organising  the  boys  of  patriotic  Americans  of 
Italian  M<wd  into  the  Junior  order  of  Fascists,  and  the  fathers 
and  mothers  are  protesting  against  It  It  does  seem  that  our 
Government  could  pause  long  enough  in  Its  other  duties  to  reach 
out  a  protecting  hand  to  these  loyal  citizens  of  the  United 
States. 

Nothing  has  been  done  with  my  resolution.  I  understand  the 
Fascists  are  protesting  against  its  adoption.  My  resolution  is 
sleeping  ha  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  while  Mussolini 
is  occupying  the  front  page  of  our  daily  papers  with  his  Fascist 
propaganda.  On  j'estwday  the  Washington  Star  had  his  picture 
on  the  frf)nt  page  and  carried  quite  a  lengthy  article  from 
Mussolini  himself  boosting  Fascism. 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Washington 

Mr.  DILL.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator  If  he  has  taken  this 
matter  up  with  the  Secretary  of  State,  aside  from  his  reso- 
lution ? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  have  not 

Mr.  DILL.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have  received 
some  letters  on  the  subject  from  my  own  State  and  that  I  have 
referred  those  letters  to  the  Secretary  of  State  and  asked  him 
what  If  any,  Investigation  he  was  making  and  what  he  knew 
as  to  the  truth  of  those  reports.  If  it  be  true  that  there  is  a 
large  body  of  Italians  in  this  country  paying  tribute,  as  Hariier's 
Monthly  for  November  asserta,  then  It  Is  high  time  that  some- 
thing .should  be  done,  and  It  is  high  time  that  this  Government 
should  take  action  upon  this  subject 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Washington  for  his 
statement 

Mr.  JONES.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  stmior  Senator  from  Washington? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  JONES.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  have 
done  substantially  the  same  thing  as  has  my  colleague.  I,  too, 
have  received  some  letters  In  reference  to  this  matter,  wad  I 
referred  them  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  But  ve  have  not  heard  anytWng  from  the 
Secretary  of  State.  We  certainly  ought  to  get  action  upon  this 
very  important  matter.  The  editorial  which  was  read  a  little 
while  ago  shows  that  bachelor  American  dtliens  of  Italian 
descent  In  the  United  States  are  assessed  the  bachdor's  tax 
In  Italy,  and  If  they  refuse  to  pay  It  the  Italian  Government 
makes  their  relatives  In  Italy  pay  It.  There  are  two  In.HtanceB 
now  where  American  citizens  visiting  their  relatives  in  Italjr 
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have  been  forced  Into  military  service  under  Mussolini  and  are 
not  permitted  to  return  to  their  homes  in  tlie  United  States. 
They  have  passports  from  the  United  States,  but  tboee  paae- 
ports  are  not  respected  and  those  peraooa  are  held  in  luiv.  I 
have  a  letter  from  an  American  citiaen  of  Italian  blood  who 
went  to  Italy  to  see  his  relatives,  and  the  Italian  Oovernment 
held  him,  but  by  payii^g  some  one  in  authority  a  thousand  dci- 
tars  he  got  over  into  France  and  through  France  back  to  the 
United  SUtea. 

I  ask  Senatx>rs  to  read  the  article  written  by  Mussolini, 
which  appeared  in  the  Washington  Star  of  yesterday,  and  then 
to  read  the  book  of  John  Bond,  The  Wild  Man  of  Europe,  and 
they  will  read  one  of  the  most  blood-curdling  stories  of  persecu- 
tion and  murder  that  they  ever  read. 

I  remember  a  little  while  ago  how  we  were  all  shocked  at 
the  killing  of  guards  In  a  prison  in  Colorado.  The  guards 
were  stabbed  to  death,  pitched  out  of  the  window,  and  fell  to 
the  ground  below.  Mussolini's  Fascist  agents  murdered  Masons 
by  tiie  hundreds  in  Italy.  They  stabbed  some  of  them  to  death 
In  their  lodge  n>oms,  up  on  the  fifth  and  sixth  floors,  thwi 
pitched  them  out  of  the  window,  and  they  fell  dead  on  the 
sidewalks  below  amongst  their  horrified  and  mourning  loved 
ones. 

Mussolini  Is  tlie  most  dangerous  man  in  the  world  to-day; 
and  here  we  are  Just  sitting  idly  by  while  American  dtliens. 
who  are  entitled  to  the  protection  of  our  flag,  who  have  sworn 
allegiance  to  it  in  the  United  States,  and  who  have  gone  away 
with  passports  from  this  Government  to  visit  loved  ones  in  a 
foreign  land,  to  be  seised  and  held  by  this  tyrant  He  says. 
"  Why.  you  have  Italian  blood  in  you  " ;  "  but"  the  American 
IHlsoner  replies,  "  I  am  a  dtix^  of  the  United  SUtes,  and  I 
have  been  a  citizen  of  that  country  for  a  long  time."  "  It  does 
not  make  any  difference,"  says  Mussolini,  "once  an  Italian 
citizen,  an  Italian  citizen  still  under  the  Fascist  Government  to 
the  seventh  generation."     Senators,  that  is  his  doctrine. 

Great  Britain  is  respected  the  world  over  because  of  one  out- 
standing fact:  No  subject  of  Great  Britain  can  be  oppressed 
anywhere  without  that  Government  going  to  his  rescue.  I  do 
not  care  how  humble  he  is,  if  anotlier  government  anywhere  on 
earth  imposes  upon  a  subject  of  Great  Britain,  Great  Britain, 
with  all  the  force  of  her  Government  goes  to  his  rescue.  The 
flag  of  Great  Britain  and  the  rights  of  subjects  of  Great  Britain 
must  be  respected ;  but  here  we  are  doing  nothing  whUe  a  band 
of  roving  Fascist  marauders  are  terrorizing  right  here  at  home 
American  citizens  of  Italian  descent  and  Mussolini  is  seizing 
American  citizens  visiting  Italy  and  compelling  them  to  do 
miltary  service  for  the  Fascist  Government 

The  Fascist  forces  have  now  become  so  strong  politically  that 
they  are  Influencing  some  of  our  leaders  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  country  on  earth 
that  is  so  afflicted  with  foreign  Intrigue  and  foreign  chicanery 
as  is  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  I  saw  the  Ck)ngre88 
of  the  United  States  fail  and  refuse  to  eliminate  from  enumera- 
tion of  the  population  of  the  United  States  when  we  were  consider- 
ing a  Mil  apportioning  Members  of  Ckmgress,  thousands  of  aliens 
who  have  come  in  here  not  by  the  permission  and  leave  of  this 
Government  but  by  fraud;  they  were  smuggled  in.  Tet  when 
we  wanted  to  eliminate  them  from  the  basis  of  population  for 
membership  in  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  ground  that 
they  were  not  entitled  to  be  here,  and  therefore  ought  not  to  be 
counted  In  with  the  population  of  American  citizens  for  the 
purpose  of  increasing  the  membership  of  Congress,  but  we  were 
unable  to  do  It 

Then,  when  we  asked  to  have  a  census  of  them,  so  that  we 
would  know  who  they  were  when  they  came  here,  and  how  they 
come,  that  proposition,  too,  was  voted  down  in  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States.  Allen  influence  in  various  forms — Fascism 
and  communism — now  constitute  a  dangerous  m«iace  to  the 
rights  and  Interests  at  loyal  American  dtisens.  The  day  is  not 
far  distant  when  there  must  be  sounded  in  this  Nation  a  clear, 
ringing  demond  for  undivided  and  whole-hearted  loyalty  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States. 

Now  we  have  Fascism  to  the  troot ;  Mr.  Duffidd  has  made  a 
powerful  arraignment  of  their  activities ;  the  newspapers  of  the 
country  are  commenting  favorably  up(Hi  his  artlde;  a  resolu- 
tion is  pending  in  a  committee  of  this  body  to  Investigate,  to  get 
Infoi-mation  regarding  their  activities,  In  an  effort  to  seek  to 
IMTotect  the  rights  of  American  dtlzens  under  the  flag ;  and  yet 
no  action  is  taken. 

Mr.  I*re8ldent,  I  shall  have  more  to  say  oa  this  subject  from 
time  to  time. 

nnrnoirs  Alt n  UMMoaukiM 

Mr.  VANDENBESO  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
oommon  council  of  the  dtj  of  Flint,  Midi.,  favoring  the  passage 
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of  lefWadoB  gnndBf  lncm«d  penekms  to  reteanum  at  Ihe 
8|Mud8h-AfliericaB  War,  which  wms  retired  to  tbe  Oommlttee  on 


Mr.  BROOKHART  preaeoted  petitions,  mnserooflly  signed  bjr 
idry  citiseos  ot  the  Ktat«  ot  Iowa,  praying  for  the  passage  of 
IsgiaJatiou  granting  increased  pensions  toCiril  War  veterans  and 
their  widows,  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  COPELAND  presented  petltioM  of  sundry  cttiaens  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legidatJon  grant* 
ing  increased  pensions  to  Ciril  War  veteraas  and  their  widows, 
wikich  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pen^doIUk 

Mr.  CAPPER  presented  petitions  of  ftl3  citiaens  of  Topeka, 
MMoliatUn,  Emporia,  and  Wilson,  ail  Id  the  State  of  KansBS, 
IH-aying  for  the  passage  ot  legislation  granting  increased  pen- 
sions to  ClTil  War  Teterans  and  their  widows,  which  were  re- 
fierred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  PE8S  presented  memorials  of  sondry  citiaens  oi  the  State 
of  Ohio,  remonstrating  against  IndosloD  in  tiie  rflw««»ff  tarHf 
bill  ot  any  increased  duty  on  wrapper  leaf  tobacco,  wtaicb  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  tablcL 

Mr.  NORRIS  presented  Benw>rials  of  snadry  dtlaens  oi  the 
SUte  of  Ohio,  remonstrating  againat  the  indualaa  oi  tiie  so- 
called  flexible  provision  in  the  tarifT  law,  and  also  remonstratiBir 
against  the  impoiidan  of  such  tariff  dotiea  as  may  imdiily  in- 
crease couts  1b  the  United  States  or  kcing  about  onfaTorable 
reaction*  in  foielga  cooutriea,  whidk  weare  ordered  to  lie  oa  the 
Uble. 

B»»r  or  rosTAL  voMniAnotie 

Mr.  PHIPP8,  JM  In  open  execwttre  semion,  from  the  Oom- 
mittee  on  Poet  CMfees  and  Post  Roads,  reported  siradry  poet- 
oAce  noml]i«tioaa»  whk*  were  ordered  to  be  placed  on  the 
Biecntive  Calwirttir. 

EnXJB  IRiBUUVCB^ 

Bins  were  Introdticed,  read  the  flrat  time,  and,  by  ii«tn|i»Mmff 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  r^erred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  MoNART: 

A  bni  (8.  21»)  to  amend  section  8  of  the  act  oititled  "Aa 
act  for  preventing  the  manafactare^  sale,  or  tnuuq;K>rtati<)n  ol 
adulterated  or  miabcanded  or  poisoooas  or  deleterions  foods, 
d^lg^  medicines,  and  Uqnors,  and  for  regvlating  traffic  therein, 
and  for  other  parpcees,'*  approved  Jime  30,  1900,  as  amended ; 
to  the  Connnlttee  on  Agricnltore  and  Forestry. 

A  bin  (S.  2140)  for  the  relief  of  Beed  Walworth;  to  the 
Committee  on  ClaiaM. 

A  btn  (S.  2141)  to  amend  the  World  War  veterans'  act,  lik24, 
as  amended ;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

A  bill  (S.  2142)  for  the  incorporation  ot  the  ESamath  Tribe 
of  Indians,  and  for  other  pnrposes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian 
AfflUrs. 

A  bill  (SL  2143)  fbr  the  relief  of  Reed  Walworth;  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

A  bill  (8.  2144)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  O.  Harris;  and 

A  bin  (8.  214S)  for  the  relief  of  Clay  D.  Barttyte;  to  the 
Conuoittee  on  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  NORRIS : 

A  Mil  (&  2146)  to  amend  aectioo  03»  of  the  Beviaed  Statotea; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Bv  Mr    SHKPPARD  * 

A  bill  (&  2147)  for  the  relief  of  Otto  Christian ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

A  bill  (S.  2148)  fur  the  relief  of  Tampico  Marine  Iron  Works; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

ohahgb  or  bcvobkcb — oAPTAni  sroona 
On  motion  of  Mr.  McNakt,  the  Comratttee  on  Military 
Affairs  was  discharged  from  the  further  consideratian  of  the 
bUl  (S.  2102)  for  the  relief  of  CapC  LJoyd  &  Spooner,  Service 
Company,  Fonrth  Infantry,  United  States  Army,  and  it  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

TKAmO  IK   RABCOnCS   AVD  LKGAL  SEMEOIKS 

Mr.  BLEASB.  Mr.  President,  a  few  days  ago  I  made  some 
remarks  with  reference  to  narcotics  and  dope.  I  have  bera 
informed  that  possibly  It  will  take  two  or  three  years  in  this 
District  to  get  some  criminal  cascH  tried  that  are  now  on  the 
docket 

I  hare  observed  something  b^re  that  in  a  good  kmg  experi- 
ence at  the  bar  I  have  never  seen  elsewhere.  The  prosecuting 
attorney  goes  into  the  grand  Jury  room  and  not  only  presents 
to  the  grand  jury  the  prosecuting  witnesses,  or  what  are  gen- 
erally called  the  Government  witnesses,  but  he  presents  the  de- 
fendant's witnesses;  and  instead  of  the  grand  Jtury  merdy 
making  a  casual  examination  to  see  whether  tl)ere  is  sufficient 
evidence  upon  which  to  base  the  finding  of  a  true  bUl,  they  try 
the  case,  imd  if  tlMy  find  a  true  hiU  it  ia  vLctoiilljr  a  v«r<ttct  «< 
guilty.  r 
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^  *e  Constitution  of  the  United  States  provides  that  "In  aH^ 
Inal  prosecutions  the  accused  shall  enjoy  the  right  to  a 
ly  and  public  trial " ;  and,  of  course,  it  la  necessary  to  have 
le  bin  before  a  man  can  be  tried  on  certain  charges, 
noticed  in  yesterday's  paper— and  I  call  that  to  the  atten- 
of  my  coHeagues  on  the  Di.strict  subcommittee — tliat 
.  lOOO  worth  of  dope  was  taken  here  in  a  midnight  raid,  the 
value  of  it  being  about  $4,000  at  wh<rfesale  price  and  about 
•"^,000  at  bootleg  prices.  I  ask  to  have  three  articles  on  the 
>Ject  printed  In  the  Record  along  with  my  remark.s,  and  also 
an]  artlde  from  the  Washington  Post  entitled  "The  Cost  of 
cHme." 

VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  the  articles  will 
be  printed  in  the  Rkcoko. 
"^he  matter  referred  to  Is  as  follows : 

[From  tbc  WasMnctoa  Hemld  of  Sunday,  November  17,  1»29] 
»6^,000  "  Don  "  Takes  Hsu  im  MrosioHT  Rafd— Br-BoorocARD  or 
Cafons  is  Ssizko  m  Fioht  in  Hotsi. — Narcotics  Podnd  ii»  Room 
<!mK!cntnted  here  from  an  orer  the  Atlantic  seaboard.  United  States 
DM  rode  igeDts  dellTered  a  Bmashinc  blow  at  the  powerful  dope  "  In- 
*■  tfT  "  late  last  night,  when  they  arrested  two  men  and  aelxed  |50,000 
wo^h  of  heroin,  one  of    the  most  powerful  and  vidoas  of  all  dru^v. 

■  igftt  f»  a  sordid  hotel  here,  agents  overpowered  W.  M.  Felton, 
allia  "Miami  Bllljr,'*  former  Capone  bodyguard,  and  found  In  hto  room 
11  jovneea  of  heroin— enough  for  84,960  "  doses." 

AJIOTHia  AUK>  HSLO 

ilcedlng  from  the  fact;   Veltos    was   brought   to  he»d«aartera  witk 
Jol  n  Basil  Tbeobar,  27,  Mid  to  be  an  mecam»Uee.  and  who  also  wUl  bs  . 
chi  rged  with  Harrison  Act  violations. 

pointed  oat  that  the  raid  quickly  followed  the  recent  dramatic 
ges  tore  of  Senator  Cols  Blkasx,  ot  South  Carolina,  when  be  held  aloft 
In  tile  Senate  Chamber  a  packet  of  opfum  which,  he  thundered,  was 
bo^ht  wlthta  a  few  blocfes  of  the  CapltoL 

Cirr  IS  BBLAT  POIST 

!^«  raid  rewaled  also.  It  waa  said,  that  Washingtoo  was  the  relay 
po<|it  fo»  shipBcsU  of  large  vwatities  at  drugs  between   New  York 
Kansas  CUy. 
th*  slnlstar  msrckaBta  of  the  -dope  Industry  reeeatly  have  built 
ttade  '  la  that  dty  sod  «nw  vrkts  there  an  towrtng  dally. 
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fFrofli  the  Sunday  Star  of  November  17,  1029] 

■nzJEU    WITH    NAaCOncS BIWO    OPCKATINO    OCT    OF    HBW 

BaLIEVSD   UNCOTKBKD    IS   AUC8TS    irg^g 

activities  of  an  alleged  drug  ring,  which  FederU  nareoUe  agents 

is  operating  out  of  New  York  were  dealt  a  Mow  last  night  when 

than  a  score  of  age&to  from  Baltlaore  and  this  city  arreat«d  two 

sad  seised  drugs  valued  at  »4.©00,  which  they  said  were  destined 

Kansas  aty,  Ifow 

arrested  men  gave  tholr  namca  as  W,  M.  Feiton.  33  yearn  oM, 

"Miami    Billy."    and   John    Theoharrfdes,   altas   John    Thaber,    27 

old.     They   were   taken  into  custody   la  a  pool   room   on   Nlath 

Strict  near  D  Street  shortly  before  midnight.     The  men  were  taken  to 

Orst  precinct  station  bouse  and  held  •■  a  charge  of  violating  the 

Harrison    Narcotic   Act 

pieven  ounces  of  heroin,   which  the  agents  claimed  had  a  "  bootleg " 

of  $4,000,  were  found  in  their  poeaeaslon,  agents  say. 

Bmct  Gresson,  agent  tn  charge,  operating  out  of  the  Baltimore  dis- 

said  last  night  that  Felton  told  him  he  had  been  in  Florida  with 

Siarfaoe  "  Al  Capone,  of  Chicago,  and  when  the  latter  waa  Jailed  in 

Philadelphia  several  months  ago  he  came  to  this  dty. 
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[Prom  the  Washington  Post  of  Sunday,  November  17,  1929] 

BBISKD    BT     SABCOnC     AOBITrS     Ilf     HOTEL     RAIDS     HERB DRDOS 

VAI.CEO  AT  $4,000  TAKBS  ;    LBAOEB  OrVRS   OSTICBRS    SLIP 

Ik  a  spectacular  series  of  raids  e»  downtown  hotels  last  night  seven 
special  narcotic  sgents,  acting  under  the  supervision  of  Q.  B.  Grecson 
W.  8.  Blanchard,  flrrt  assistant  to  Col.  L.  G.  Nutt  arrested  two 
selasd  a  larg^  qnantlty  of  beroln  and  barely  missed  capturing  a 
thi^  man  who  is  said  to  havo  had  Ik  hla  poBseslson  approximately  100 
oun:es  of  the  drug. 

Acting  through  uadercorer  agents,  the  narcotic  men  got  a  tip  on  the 
WatMngtoB  headquarters  seven  weeks  ago.  With  five  of  the  crack 
•pe^atlpea  of  the  hoveau  working  to  ferret  out  the  members  of  the  gang, 


TW<      ABB 


and 


Armed 


Information  was  gleaned  that  Washington  was  a  way  station  for  a 
operatlnff  In  Kansas  City  and  New  York  City. 

with  that  information  the  ag<>ntK.  In  cooperntlon  with  C.  W. 
and  Robert  Sanders,  detective  sergeants,  arranged  for  a  series 
^tveriem  last  night     The  first  two  are  said  to  have  gone  through 
a  hitch  and  W.  M.  Felton,  alias  "Miami  Billy,"  83  years  old. 
John  Tbeohanidcs,  ahas  John  Thobar,  27  years  old,  were  taken  Into 
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the  Sffeata  feand  11   oonves  of  heroin,   they  allege. 
did  not  take  kindly  t«  his  arrest,  and  when  he  appeared 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD-SENATE 


5687 


at  headquarters  be  had  a  bloody  nose  and  a  dtohevelcd  appearaaes. 
Theoharrides,  a  little  chap,  proved  more  amenable  to  the  suggestion  that 
he  "  come  along."     Five  ounces  were  taken  on  him,  police  say. 

The  third  trap  was  kept  waiting  mottt  of  the  night,  but  the  agents 
gave  up  when  their  man,  with  whom  an  appointment  bad  been  made,  had 
not  made  his  appearance  several  boors  later.  He  is  known  as  the 
leader,  though  "Miami  Billy"  U  credited  with  having  a  large  say  la 
the  gang's  operations. 

The  narcotics  gathered  last  night  are  valued  at  $4,000,  and  the  agents 
were  chagrined  when  they  failed  to  make  connections  with  the  100- 
ounce  shipment 

They  wore  loathe  to  tell  where  they  picked  up  the  two  men.  They 
said  both  lived  in  Washington  and  numerous  other  cities.  While  the 
agents  were  bringing  Tbeoharrlde«  tn  headquarters  following  his  selsure 
In  a  "  Pennsylvania  Avenue  hotel "  the  automobile  was  struck  by 
another  machine  at   Thirteenth   Street  and   Pennsylvania   Avenue   NW. 

In  the  ensuing  confusion  the  prisoner  made  an  sttempt  to  escape,  but 
a  firm  grip  on  bis  trousers  by  a  husky  agent  ctianged  bis  mind  for  him. 
No  one  was  hurt. 

Convinced  that  the  *'  master  mind "  had  double-eroased  them,  both 
Felton  and  Tbeoharridee  talked  freely  to  the  detectives.  They  laid  bare 
Intimate  details  of  the  gang's  operatloaa.  and  additional  seiaores  and 
arrests  are  expected  shortly. 

The  agents  who  fiartlcipated  in  the  rases  were  K.  K.  Rafobltt  S.  Lb 
RakuHin,  J.  W.  MacDonald,  George  Cunningham,  and  C.  K.  Fortner. 


IFrom  the  Washington  Post  November  17,  1929] 

THB   COST  or  CRIME 

What  is  the  cost  of  crime  T  This  is  one  of  the  questions  that  the 
Natloual  Commission  on  Law  Enforcement  purposes  to  answer.  A  sub- 
committee charged  with  this  phase  uf  the  general  investigation  into 
crime  met  last  week  with  Chairman  George  W.  Wickersham  and  out- 
lined its  plan.  This  will  be  snc  of  the  most  interesting  and  valuable 
surveys  to  be  made  by  the  commission. 

The  cost  of  crime  has  never  been  computed  accurately,  and  it  Is 
doubtful  If  it  can  be  done.  A  few  years  ago  it  was  estimated  that 
crime  costs  the  United  States  $3,000,000,000  annually,  but  the  figure 
Is  perhaps  far  too  Hmall  when  all  factors  are  taken  into  consideration. 
The  cost  of  maintaining  city  and  State  police  forces  amounts  to  a 
large  sum.  To  this  must  be  added  the  cost  of  employing  night  watch- 
men. Insurance  against  burglary,  etc.  The  value  of  money,  jewels,  and 
other  articles  stolen  mounts  op  to  a  huge  sum  in  a  year,  and  the 
damage  to  property  through  arson  or  malicious  mischief  is  consid- 
erable. Even  maintenance  of  criminal  courts  and  public  prosecutors  is 
a  big  item. 

One  of  the  principal  costs  Is  the  maintenance  of  thousands  of  convicts 
in  idleness.  Some  account  must  also  be  taken  of  the  lives  that  are  lost 
in  enforcement  of  the  law.  But  perhaps  the  greatest  economic  loss 
arlscH  from  the  fact  that  the  criminal  Is  engaged  in  destructive  enter- 
prises. If  all  the  persons  who  devote  their  lives  to  crime  were  engaged 
in  constructive  occupations  what  would  their  contribution  to  the  eco- 
nomic welfare  of  the  country  be  worth?  How  much  equipment,  such  as 
automobiles,  firearms,  etc.,  is  devoted  to  destructive  use? 

These  are  a  few  of  the  questions  the  subcommittee  can  not  Ignore  if 
It  is  to  make  an  accurate  estimate  of  the  cost  of  crime.  If  sll  con- 
tributing factors  are  included  in  the  estimate  it  will  no  doubt  be  enor- 
mous enough  to  Impress  the  public  with  the  need  for  rigorous  law 
enforcement. 

Mr.  BLEiASE.  I  offer  the  concurrent  resolution  which  I  send 
to  the  desk  and  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  immediate  con- 
sideration. My  idea  In  offering  this  resolution  is  to  try  to  ar- 
range this  District  so  that  not  only  can  a  man  who  is  innocent 
and  in  jail  get  a  prompt  trial,  but  that  we  can  bring  a  criminal 
to  trial  promptly. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  resolution  will  be  read. 

The  concurrent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  18)  was  read,  as 
follows : 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  (the  Houte  of  Bepretentativea  ooncurrtno). 
That  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  and  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary of  the  House  of  Representatives  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  requested 
and  directed  to  bold  )oint  meetings  and  bearings  to  consider  the  advi*. 
ability  and  feasibility  of  dividing  the  District  of  Columbia  Into  two  or 
more  Judicial  districts,  each  district  to  be  provided  with  its  own  and 
separate  grand  Jury,  in  order  to  thereby  expedite,  fncilitate,  and  promote 
the  speedy  and  effective  administration  of  Justice,  and  to  report  thereon 
to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  at  the  earliest  practicable  date. 

Resolved  further.  That  copies  of  this  resolution  be  forthwith  pre- 
sented by  the  clerk  of  the  Senate  to  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Judi- 
ciary Committee,  and  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  suggest  to  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Car<»lina  that  that  is  quite  an  important  resolu- 
tion ;  and  I  think  it  would  be  well  to  refer  it  to  the  Judiciary 


Committee,  whldi  is  the  committee  harfnc  joriadictioo  of  tba 
subject  matter. 

Mr.  BLBAiSE.  Mr.  President,  the  only  objection  to  that 
course  is  that  the  resolution  does  not  do  anything  except  to  aA 
these  two  committees  to  look  into  the  matter  and  see  if  it  Is  pos- 
sible to  divide  the  District  (tf  Columbia  into  what  are  called  two 
or  three  judicial  districts.  If  they  think  it  otn  be  done,  and 
should  be,  I  shall  ofTer  a  bin  to  tliat  ^ect  It  will  not  cost 
anything.  They  already  hare  the  judges.  The  district  attor> 
ney's  force  could  be  so  divided  as  not  to  create  any  new  posi- 
tions. The  only  thing  this  resolutloo  would  do  would  be  to 
create  additional  grand  juries,  in  order  tlmt  we  may  get  true 
bills  without  haying  to  wait  two  or  three  years  before  grand 
juries  have  an  opportunity  to  reach  a  matter,  and  would  sare 
expenses  in  the  criminal  courts  instead  of  increasing  them  by 
getting  rid  of  cases  earllw. 

I  do  not  think  it  would  cost  any  extra  money.  The  same 
courthouse  would  do,  and  the  same  six  judges.  A  division  of 
the  district  attorney's  oflice  would  give  them  all  the  assistants 
they  need  in  the  prosecution  of  business ;  but  this  proposal  would 
give  us  more  grand  juries,  so  that  accused  persons  could  be 
brought  to  trial  earlier,  and  either  convicted  or  acquitted.  The 
States  are  divided  into  Federal  judicial  districts,  some  with  less 
population  than  this  District,  so  why  not  the  District  of  Ck>lum- 
bia?  It  is  now  too  large  and  has  too  many  people  in  it  to  oonflne 
it  to  one  district.  Then,  remember  that  many  come  here  from 
other  places  who  conunit  crime,  thus  making  greater  the  criminal 
business  of  the  courts. 

I  know  one  instance  of  a  man  in  jail  down  here  from  South 
Oarolinu,  my  own  State.  He  has  been  in  jail  nearly  four 
months.  They  do  not  know  whether  he  is  lnuo<:'eat  or  wttether 
he  is  guilty,  and  I  do  not,  either ;  but  the  man  certainly  is  en- 
titled to  be  tried,  and  I  understand  that  it  will  be  about  two 
years  before  his  case  can  be  reached.  If  he  is  not  guilty,  he 
certainly  should  not  be  there.  If  he  is  guilty,  this  time  ought 
to  be  going  on  his  sentence. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  that 
it  will  hasten  action  upon  the  resolution  if  it  should  be  acted 
upon  by  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate,  which  really 
has  Jurisdiction  over  matters  of  that  kind.  I  suggest  that  to 
the  Senator.  Otherwise  I  should  liave  to  ask  that  it  go  over, 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  do  that 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  object  to  the  course 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Washington ;  but  I  certainly 
think  this  is  a  matter  that  should  receive  the  serious  considera- 
tion of  Congress. 

Mr.  JONES.    That  Is  what  I  want. 

I  ask  that  the  concurrent  resolution  go  to  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  concurrent  resoltttion  will  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

KXBCtmyB  MSBSAOE 

A  message  In  writing  was  communicated  to  the  Senate  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Hess,  one  of  his  sec- 
retaries, 

BBANCH   BAlfKIirO 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  In  the  Rbcoso  two  articles  by  Mr.  Charles  W.  Collins, 
former  Deputy  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  of  the  United  States, 
one  published  In  the  Washington  Herald  of  Novembw  17,  1929, 
and  the  other  in  the  Washington  Herald  of  November  10,  1929, 
on  the  subject  of  branch  banking. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  articles  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rucoao,  as  follows : 

[From  the  Washington  Herald,  November  17,  1929] 
"  McPaoden    Act   Amendmbnt  Woolo   Widen    Scopb   or   Beanch 

Bankimo  " — Collins 
(This  is  the  second  of  two  articles  by  Mr.  Collins  on  the  banking  situ- 
ation in  America  to-day.     In  the  first,  be  explained  the  origin  and  rapid 
growth  of  the  branch-banking  movement.     He  now  outlines  the  need  for 
powerfully  organised  flnancing  groups,  and  their  potential  scope.) 

By  Charles  Wallace  Collins,  former  Deputy  Comptroller  of  the  United 

States  Currency 

Branch  banking  is  already  here.  It  is  operated  under  three  forms, 
namely,  local  branches,  as  in  New  York  City,  Boston,  Philadelphia,  De- 
troit, Cleveland,  Los  Angeles,  and  other  large  cities ;  branches  extended 
from  large  city  banks  to  the  boundary  lines  of  the  State,  as  In  Califor- 
nia, Georgia,  South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  and  a  few  other  States; 
and  the  new  form  of  branch  banking  under  the  control  and  direction  of 
holding  companies  whereby  large  groups  of  banlcs  are  formed  into  a 
single  system  In  which  politlcsl  boundary  lines  of  all  kinds  are  ignored. 

It  Is  this  type  of  branch  banking  which  is  attracting  nation-wide  atten- 
tion.    In  less  than  one  year  the  hank-holding  company  movement  has 
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vrm  tkt  «rtti»  Uafttd  autM.    ^odsfaff  »y  the  tt&  ml  m 
wtthlB  tbc  last  six  Bontbs.  tt  win  tak«  only  aboat  two  note  r 
bnneli  H""wg  in  tb«  c«aBti7  dlstrlcta  ■•  w«ll  ••  tn  tbc  dUm  wB  be 
tk*  oaoAl  aad  ordbuir  form  of  hanttnc 

It  sboiild  be  reea«nla*d.  bowovcr.  that  this  aoTCaMBt  toward  tht  «>• 
teaakm  of  brasdMs  wooid  act  take  tta  RreoeM  ttam  of  groap  banlttag 
were  It  aoC  for  the  teet  that  the  Vaderal  laws  prohfltU  the  lUapler  ferm. 

It  la  ■  case  where  the  art*  ot  cooaoate  forces  has  rua  comter  to 
statntorr  enaetsMot  and  a  way  baa  been  found  to  accoapllsh  indlreedT 
what  the  law  prohibits  to  be  doae  directly.  The  law  prohlhlta  a  eertaia 
procedure  la  aettlac  ap  branehea  by  baska,  bat  bankers  hare  fooad  an* 
otber  procedure  which  the  law  doea  aot  prohibit. 

Let  oa  take  a  look  at  one  of  these  holdlag  company  branch  systeas. 
Through  the  ordinary  procedure  of  oootrmct  and  eale  the  holding  eon^ 
pany  aoqolrea  a  majority  of  the  stock  of  a  number  of  baaka,  Includiag 
that  of  a  Inrge  city  bank  which  becomes  the  central  or  parent  bank 
of  the  gro«p. 

aarABATB  BAmca — bach  mrsr  satb  rrs  owx  otsncniio  womca 

A  central  management  la  set  up  Hther  In  the  holding  company  or 
in  the  central  bank  which  andertakn  to  operate  the  entire  group  as 
a  single  system  of  baaka.  Banking  policle*  originate  with  the  central 
management  and  the  olBcers  and  employees  of  the  Tarions  banks  become. 
In  effect,  olBcers  and  employees  of  the  holding  company.  The  moral 
support  and  tbe  managemt«t  akill  of  tbc  central  group  la  behind  each 
unit  of  tbe  group.  So  far  the  group  system  may  be  said  to  differ  rery 
little  from  the  ordinary  branch  system. 

Ob  the  other  hand,  each  bank  In  the  group  Is  a  sQMrate  banking 
corporation  chartered  under  national  or  State  law.  It  must  hSTC  Its 
own  board  of  directots  properly  constitoted  and  who  must  sercnlly 
bear  the  reaponslbUlty  placed  by  law  upon  bank  directora. 

■■ch  bank  most  also  maintain  Its  separata  orerhead — Its  distinct  set 
of  books.  Its  prsstdent  cashier,  and  other  ofBcers,  and  most  operate 
under  OoTemmait  sapcrrislon,  NatloBal  or  State,  as  the  eaae  may  be, 
making  Itn  perledloal  rejwrta  of  condition  to  the  OoTenunent  and  sab- 
mittlat:  an  of  Mb  affairs  to  the  scrutiny  of  the  bank  eauunlners. 
^^The  holding  eoapaniea  are  aot  banks  and  are  net  sobject  to  the 
supeiflsloa  aad  eeatroi  of  the  goTemmental  banking  avthortties.  In 
caae  one  of  tbeas  group  systems  Is  composed  largely  of  State  banks  and 
eztmda  over  tbe  boundary  Unes  of  seTsral  States,  It  bscosiw  tanposBlbla 
for  any  State  gorenuBcat  to  know  the  condition  of  tha  group  as  a 
whale. 

If  all  of  tha  banks  in  the  group  were  natkmal  banks,  tha  CMaptroner 
ot  the  Cnncacy  eaald  em  mine  tbe  entire  group,  regardleas  «r  the  loea- 
ef  the  banks,  bat  even  ha  could  not  sapeffTlae  and  aismlne  the 


Krom  tha  standpoint,  therefore,  of  tha  public  intarsst  this  nsw  form 
of  branch  banking  needs  to  b«  brought  under  eioaer  Qoremment  eontroL 
Frssi  tha  staadlpotat  of  aumagesMBt  of  tha  system  tor  a  proAt  there 
Is  even  s  greater  arge  for  simpUllcation  both  as  to  the  BStbod  of  estab- 
UiMag  the  btmnehes  and  as  to  their  operation. 

Congress  already  has  permitted  national  banks  to  eatahliah  branehea 
within  certain  geographical  liaita ;  that  la  ts  say.  within  certain  dtlea 
aad  within  all  foreign  coontrlea, 

Suppoas  Ooograsa  now  went  further  and  permitted  natloaal  banka  to 
Mtabliah  branches  eat  In  tha  country  districts  In  a  territory  soch  as 
would  be  covered  by  one  of  theae  group  systems  of  baaka.  What  would 
be  the  result) 

Tha  aaawur  seana  to  ba  dear  that  tbe  country  bank  members  of  flie 
would  ha  Immediately  eouTerted  into  real  branehea  of  the  central 
Tha  seenemy  and  ^dency  of  operation  would  ba  ae  great  that 
ao  group  could  reaiat  the  opportunity  thus  offered. 


COT — PUTT  nuiKa  cofOA  rvNcrioa  diibub  om  woamo 

A  group  of  BO  baaka  could  thus  eliminate  49  beurds  of  directors, 
49  tndependeat  banking  cats  blish  meats  with  all  the  red  tape  to  wbldi 
an  Independent  bank  must  conform,  and  substitute  ther^or  a  single 
board  of  directors  at  the  parent  bank,  who  would  be  the  only  responaible 
body  la  the  whole  system. 

rurthermore,  the  holding  company  Itself  would  ceaae  to  have  any  r«u- 
aoB  to  exlat,  and  the  stockholders  of  the  holding  company  would  beeome 
stockhoMeia  of  the  bank. 

Inttsad  at  60  dtffhreat  banks  with  80  different  capital  structures  and 
60  diffweut  seta  of  ttaytatloaa  by  law  upon  loana  and  other  operations 
there  would  be  Juat  1  bank  doing  bualniaa  tn  60  different  loeaUtiea,  and 
at  each  loeaUty  the  entire  flnanrlal  strength,  prestige,  and  responsi- 
bllity  of  tbe  bank  would  be  manifest.  The  bank  could  loan  at  any 
branch  ofBce  an  amount  aa  great  as  it  could  loan  at  the  head  olBce. 

When  the  Aaerlean  publle  appredatea  the  simple  strength  and  safety 
(tf  branch  hanking  aa  a  meana  of  extending  banklDg  serrlces  from  the 
dtles  to  the  rural  districts,  group  banking  will  gire  away  to  branch 
haaklsg. 

A  few  daya  ago  I  happened  to  be  in  a  town  of  about  S,000  population 
la  one  of  the  cotton  States.  There  were  two  banka  there,  both  of  Tecy 
ipital.    A  local  bnslncea  man,  who  bandies  transactloaa  n^  to  a 
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doOars,  aald  that  he  was  doing  boslneas  with  22  different  banks, 
iafndliig  2  la  Mew  York  and  1  In  a  large  dty  about  200  miles  away, 
nunk  what  It  would  mean  to  business  enterprises  of  this  character 
have  tanmedlate  acceas  to  unlimited  resources  of  capital  through  a 
branch  of  a  large  dty  bank  established  In  that  town. 

hie  of  the  arguments   urged  against   branch   banking  was   that   ft 
wafild  stile  local  Industry  by  drawing  away  local  capital  for  tnyestment 
other  placea.     The  UlnstratlMi  I  have  given  above  shows  that  the 
ce^tmry  would  be  the  caae. 

'  "here  are  in  the  mited  SUtes  t»-day  many  local  commanlties  suf- 
fer ng  from  dry  rot  through  lack  of  local  capital  and  lack  of  busineaa 
iaiigbiatien  to  devtiop  local  reaoorcea.  Would  not  a  branch  of  a 
mopem  metropolitan  bank  in  such  a  community  be  a  missionary  of 
? 

There  la  another  aspect  of  branch  banking  which  must  not  be  lost 
Big  It  ot.  Commerce,  industry,  business,  and  trade  are  the  very  life 
of  the  AsBerican  people. 

]a  BOll,  climate,  aatnral  rt^sources,  and  In  budnem  genius  It  can  be 
aatl  without  boasting  that  we  are  the  mort  favored  nation  In  the  world. 
la  a  country  of  sucb  great  physical  magnitude  It  has  become  necessary 
to  engage  tn  large-scale  operations  and  to  develop  men  with  the  ca- 
pa<  Ity  to  BMnage  stupendous  eaterprlsea. 

1  ilrBt  we  deTelopf>d  our  local  markets,  ^r  years  our  interest  was 
ceitMed  U'^n  production   and   manufacture   for  domestic  consumption. 

We  have  now,  however,  by  reason  of  economic  movements  of  the  last 
fev  years,  entered  into  the  world  markets  upon  an  unprecedented  scale. 
Tb  s  flow  of  trade  to  the  enda  of  the  eartb  must  be  financed  in  a  large 
war  and  we  must  be  able  to  hold  our  own  against  tbe  competition  of 
gnat  foreign  banking  inatitntlons  with  their  far-flung  system  of 
bnncbca. 

IPhls  is  what  Congress  had  in  mind  when  It  permitted  national  banks 
to  cstabllah  hnncbes  In  foreign  countries.  National  banks,  bowever, 
ha'  re  not  been  in  a  position  to  avail  themselves  fuHy  of  this  opportunity 
oa  aioeonnt  of  restrictive  legislation  at  home. 

1  lefore  a  national  bank  can  enter  upon  a  foreign  branch  program 
It  nnat  have  atreugth  and  prestige  In  the  United  States.  This  can  not 
be  gaiaad  to  a  proper  extent  so  long  as  each  bank  Is  confined  in  its 
op^tlona  to  the  borders  of  a  single  dty. 

otrr  or  datu — UAWxina  laws  tLocxma  nubdud  bzpaiisiom 

1  n  other  words,  our  banking  lawa  are  out  of  date  when  they  main* 
tai  I  a  systam  of  28,000  unit  banks,  nearly  all  of  small  capital  atructur^ 
wh>n  our  whole  national  ambition  and  destiny  to  play  a  strong  if  not 
a  i  ominatiag  part  in  tha  markets  of  the  world  ealla  for  national  banka 
of  rre«t  capital  structure  with  branehea,  in  place  of  our  thouaanda  of 
country  banks. 

<k>lng  back,  thca.  to  the  town  of  8,000  population,  whoae  two  little 
bui  ks  can  not  accommodate  tha  baalneas  enterprises  which  have  grown 
up  there,  a  branch  of  a  large  national  bank  would  not  only  bring  ade- 
qui  t«  reaources  to  tiut  community  but  would  bring  that  community  Into 
dlr  Kt  contact  with  the  world  currents  of  flnanoe  aad  trade. 

(ranch  hanking  in  the  United  Statea  would  be  just  another  step 
toi  ard  bringing  tha  rural  couununitiaa  out  of  their  isolation.  It  would 
ad<  its  contribution  to  that  at  the  automobile  road,  the  telephone,  the 
nu  io.  the  electric  llghta,  the  aleetrle  refrigerator,  and  the  dty  newspaper. 

'  liexe  are  soma  who  seem  to  tear  that  branch  banking  on  a  large 
sa  ie  in  the  United  Sutes  would  result  In  a  concentration'  of  banking 
cai  Ital  of  such  large  proportloaa  aa  to  be  Inimical  to  the  public  interest. 
Thiy  spesk  of  one  man  or  one  group  of  men  controlling  two  or  three 
tdillons  of  banking  capital  and  directing  tbe  poUdea  of  the  investment 
of  xn  or  fifteen  billions  of  <**"^<"g  reaources. 

J  ince  we  will  hear  this  view  repeated  many  times  in  the  near  future, 
let  us  subject  It  to  an  analysis.  It  is  a  negative  point  of  view.  It 
off<  rs  no  aolution  to  the  banking  sittwtlon.  Ttie  old  system  of  complete 
de<  mtrallsatlon  of  banking  capital  has  certainly  been  a  failure,  espe- 
da  ly  in  the  rural  districts. 

'  'he  rank  and  file  of  tbe  American  people  have  been  at  the  mercy  of 
wet  Lkly  eapltaUsed  unit  banks,  as  has  been  the  small  business  man. 

J  ire  20,000  banks  capltaUzed  at  $25,000  each  better  for  the  agricul- 
tuikl  populatiOB  of  the  United  States  than  1,000  banks  with  an  average 
cai  Ital  of  $7,5U0,000  eacb  T 

<;an  we  justify  tbe  tying  op  of  11,600,000,000  in  depotdts  in  tbe  agri- 
caltnral  districts  through  the  failure  of  over  5,000  small  banks  within 
tin  last  few  years  f 

1 7nder  branch  banking  there  will  be  some  banks  with  capital  ftmds  of 
•v<r  a  bflUon  dollars.  But  we  must  distinguish  between  the  employ- 
me  It  In  bualness  of  concentration  of  capital  and  the  ownership  of  that 
cai  It^  Branch  banking  win  re«iuire  centraJixation  of  management  and 
th<  vast  flow  of  trade  of  this  great  country.  wlU  require  the  use  of  large 
eafttal  funds.  On  the  other  hand,  the  ownerehip  of  this  capital  will 
ha'  e  the  wldeat  poasible  dissemination. 

•  •here  win  be  several  hundred  thousand  stockholdera  of  every  branch 
haJ  k  syston.  In  every  local  community  where  there  Is  a  branch  there 
wil  I  be  a  number  at  stockheMers  doing  what  they  can  to  help  the  branch 
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Banking  capital  Is  the  most  sensitive  of  all  mechanisms  of  finance. 
What  danger  could  there  be  to  the  public  when  the  stock  of  tbe  bank,  no 
matter  how  large,  la  scattered  over  such  a  wide  territory  and 
ownership  ? 

Public  opinion  alone  would  be  a  sufllcient  check  on  the  management 
nnuaa    Movaa — ambndmbnt    wu^   pmMtT   bkanch    banking 

Furthermore,  public  optnion  is  not  powerless  to  assert  itself.  There 
Is  the  posaibllity  that  Congress  may  exercise  its  Inquisitorial  powere.  In 
addition,  assuming  that  all  soch  branch  systems  will  be  national  banks, 
the  Federal  Government,  through  tbe  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  would 
maintain  a  constant  supervision  over  all  of  the  affairs  of  the  bank 
through  tbe  national-bank  examiners. 

What  is  tbe  prospect  of  branch-banking  legislation  in  the  near  future? 
There  are  two  favorable  factora :  First,  the  opposltlou  which  confronted 
the  McFadden  bill  has  disappeared.  Its  leadere  being  to  a  considerable 
extent  now  engaged  in  branch  banking ;  second,  branch  banking  is 
already  here  on  a  most  cztensive  scale. 

The  McFadden  Bank  Act  was  enacted  into  law  for  tbe  purpose  of 
permitting  national  banks  to  establish  toauches  within  certain  limi- 
tations. 

Branch  banking  was  little  understood  at  that  time,  and  the  over- 
whelming opinion  of  the  small  bankera  was  against  It  In  almost  any 
form.  Such  does  not  appear  to  be  the  situation  to-day.  Branch  bank- 
ing as  now  practlcecl  In  tbe  United  Statea  has  not  proven  the  bugaboo  it 
was  pictured. 

Tbe  next  branch  banking  blU  will  not  be  a  new  bUl  but  simply  an 
amendment  of  the  McFadden  Act.  On  the  original  bill  five  yeara  ago 
the  discussion  was  largely  theoretical  on  both  sides,  and  In  many  cases 
reason  was  swayed  by  sentiment  and  tradition. 

We  are  now  confronted  with  a  practical  condition.  Before  tbe  new 
amendment  will  pass  Congress,  branch  banking  will  be  present  in  full 
force  in  every  SUte  In  the  United  States,  but  It  will  be  the  holding 
company  form  of  branch  banking. 

It  will  be  the  kind  of  branch  banking  that  nobody  wants  to  per- 
petuate indefinitely,  but  it  will  be  the  general  opinion  that  it  Is  better 
than  the  old  system  of  country  bsnking  which  U  displaced.  If  I  am 
correct  In  thia  surmise.  It  should  be  fairly  easy  for  Congress  within 
the  next  two  yean  to  permit  these  holding  companies  to  disappear  and 
let  the  group  of  banks  be  converted  Into  a  straight-out  branch  system 
of  the  largest  bank  In  tbe  group. 

[From  the  Washington  Herald  of  November  10,  1929] 
"  The  E.SOBIIOD8  RtsB  or  Bbanch  Banking  " — "  Onb-Fousth  or  Ora 

Bank   Rbnoukcbs  Now  Bnoaobd  in  This  Ttpb  or  Pinancb  "— "  No 

Less  Than  |1  8,000,000.000  Ai-bbadt  Emplotbd,  and  Thib  Vast  Som 

Likblt  to  Bb  Obbatlt   Incbbaseo  Within  Compabativblt  Shobt 

Timb,"  Sats  Notcd  Fiscal,  Expebt 
By  Charies  Wallace  Collina,  former  Deputy  Comptroller  of  the  United 

States  Currency 

When  the  investment  trust  movement  began  In  thia  country  a  few 
years  ago  there  were  many  skeptics  In  high  places  who  predicted  that  it 
was  a  fad  and  would  not  become  an  established  flnandal  institution  In 
the  United  States. 

It  was  not  long,  however,  before  it  was  generally  admitted  that  the 
investment  trust  was  here  to  stay,  l^e  leading  Investment  trusts  are 
now  in  strong  and  able  bands  and  manage  investments  of  many  hun- 
dredH  of  millions  of  dollars. 

Ofllclal  figures  were  presented  at  the  recent  meeting  of 'the  American 
Bankers'  Assodation  in  San  Frenciaco,  showing  that  20  per  cent  of  all 
banks  in  the  United  States  and  20  per  cent  of  all  tbe  banking  resources 
bad  come  under  tbe  control  of  this  branch-banking  movement.  These 
figures,  however,  were  compiled  from  information  obtained  several 
months  before  tbe  convention  met. 

TCDAT'S     TBEND MOVB     IS     TOWAKD     CENTBAL     0WNBI8HIP 

At  the  present  time  it  may  be  stated  safely  that  one-fourth  of  all 
of  the  banks  In  the  United  States— with  total  resources  about  |18,- 
000,000,000 — have  now  passed  over  into  branch  banking,  largely  through 
holding  company  operations. 

The  investment-trust  movement  grew  up  In  the  United  States  without 
special  laws  permitting  or  regulating  it,  and  the  movement  as  a  whole 
may  be  taken  as  an  example  of  how  the  common  sense  of  tbe  American 
business  man  Is  able  to  meet  changing  economic  conditions  without 
waiting  for  the  lawmaktrs  to  act. 

In  the  field  of  banking  a  movement  Is  now  going  on  in  the  direction 
of  central  ownership  and  management  which  is  spreading  with  tbe  same 
rapidity  and  in  th(  same  manner  as  tbe  investment-trust  movement. 

Our  system  of  rural  banking  has  proven  inadequate  to  meet  tbe  needs 
of  our  vast  population  outside  of  tbe  large  cities.  Tbe  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency,  in  his  address  before  the  convention,  said  betwet-n  5,000 
and  6,000  banks  in  the  rural  communities  had  closed  their  doora  since 
1921  and  they  tied  up  deposits  of  more  than  11,500,000,000. 

In  some  States  more  tbiin  one-half  of  the  country  banks  in  existence 
la  1»20  had  failed. 


He  also  gave  figuree  which  indicated  that  more  than  one-aUrd  of  al 
tbe  banks  In  tbe  United  Statea  are  earning  lees  than  5  per  cent  on  their 
Invested  capital. 

He  attributed  this  conditloB  to  a  single  fundamental  source — and  one 
that  can  not  he  remedied  by  the  local  bank— namely,  that  the  country 
bank,  as  a  rule,  can  not  have  a  divenlfled  busineaa. 

In  other  words,  that  it  is  subject  to  tbe  ups  and  downs  of  the  maiket 
for  the  prindpal  product  of  the  community — whether  It  be  wheat,  com, 
cotton,  rice,  cattle,  lumber,  or  tbe  like. 

These  utterances,  coming  from  the  highest  authority  to  the  hanktBf 
world,  are  full  of  deep  meaning  because  they  cleurly  portray  the  opinion 
of  one  who  has  acceas  to  inside  Information  and  who  would  not  make  a 
public  utterance  without  the  most  careful  deliberation. 

CrRKS   TRIKD MOST   EXMBOIES    HATB    MET   SHALL  SCCCB8S 

Various  remedies  have  been  proposed  and  some  tried — such  aa  State 
guaranty  of  bank  deposits — but  without  favorable  results.  It  is  only 
witiiin  t\ie  last  two  yeara  that  banking  opinion  has  begun  to  drift  defi- 
nitely in  the  direction  of  socse  form  of  branch  banking  for  the  rural 
communities  as  a  means  of  giving  an  adequate  banking  service  with 
safety  to  deposltora  and  sbareholdera. 

Since  the  national  law  prohibits  the  direct  establishment  of  branches 
by  national  banks  and  by  State  banks  In  the  Federal  reaerve  system 
(except  within  the  confines  of  the  city  of  the  bank),  some  other  form  of 
branch  banking  bad  to  be  deviaed  to  meet  (be  situation. 

Tbe  new  movement  toward  branch  banking  has  come  to  be  known 
as  group  banking.  Its  mechaniam  la  rather  simple.  It  Is  not  based 
upon  any  act  of  the  banks  tbeinselvee,  but  rather  upon  the  right  of  a 
shareholder  of  the  bank  to  sell  his  stock  and  tbe  right  of  a  corpora* 
tion  to  buy  it 

Not  all  groups  are  organised  in  exactly  the  same  manner,  but  the 
general  plan  Is  the  same.  A  financial  group  centering  in  a  large  dty 
bank  acquires  tbe  majority  of  tbe  stock  of  a  number  of  outiying  coun- 
try banks. 

WELCOME PUBLIC  COBOIAL  *0   NBW  QBOCP  aTSTBM 

The  banks  In  the  group  retain  their  Independent  local  status  aa  baak- 
tng  corporations,  but  as  a  matter  of  practical  administration  thcae 
country  banks  are  brought  into  direct  contact  with  the  management  of 
tbe  central  city  bank  and  thus  gain  an  Increaae  In  public  coulldence 
through  being  a  member  of  a  strong  flnandal  group. 

The  transition  Is  that  from  a  correapondent  bank  of  a  large  dty 
bank  to  that  of  a  subsidiary.  The  group  gains  tta  true  meaning  and 
its  real  beneflt  to  the  country  districts  when  each  country  bank  In  tbe 
group  is  managed  snd  supported  by  the  central  bank  In  so  far  aa  tbla 
can  be  done  with  tbe  group  mechanism.  Tbe  ctistomer  of  one  of  tbew 
outlying  banka  naturally  feels  that  he  la  doing  busineaa  with  a  branch 
system. 

Tbe  experience  of  these  groups  already  has  been  that  the  public  la 
glad  to  have  this  new  type  of  banking  service  with  its  assurance  of 
greater  strength  and  stability  than  the  old  isolated  country  unit  bank. 

The  eatablisbment  of  groups  has  been  followed  by  tncreaaea  In  depoalts 
and  by  a  general  rfjuvenatlon  of  tbe  local  bank. 

This  simply  shows  that  tbe  average  man  would  prefer  to  do  buaineai 
with  a  strong  bsnk  and  that  be  Is  not  Interested  to  perpetuating  the 
tradition  of  unit  banking  for  its  own  sake.  What  be  wants  la  an 
institution  with  flnandal  reaponslbiltty  to  protect  his  totereata  and  to 
give  to  him  the  best  type  of  banktog  service  that  can  be  had. 

This  movement  is  fundamentally  economic  and  not  political.  The 
simplidty  of  tbe  procedure  in  building  up  a  group  gives  wide  latitude 
to  the  slse  snd  the  complexion  of  the  group  as  a  whole. 

A  holding  company  Is  formed  with  a  large  authorised  capital  atoefc. 
This  company  deals  directly  wltb  the  shareholders  of  the  bank  whoae 
control  it  seeks.  It  may  offer  blm  cash  for  his  stock.  This  procedure, 
of  course,  leaves  uninvested  cash  funda  In  the  handa  of  tbe  seller. 

That  Is  one  woy  of  acquiring  control  of  a  bank.  Another  method, 
however,  has  come  into  vogue  which  offera  a  more  attractive  inveetment 
to  the  bank  shareholder.  Instead  of  taking  cash  for  bis  stock  he  ex- 
changes his  bank  stock  for  shares  of  the  holdiug  company  agreed  upon. 

Tbe  local  bank  shareholder  by  this  act  spreads  his  Investment  over 
the  entire  group  of  banks  Instead  of  an  Investment  In  a  single 
institution. 

Under  this  plan  it  docs  not  require  a  considerable  amount  of  cash 
funds  for  the  holding  company  to  bring  together  a  group  of  banks  under 
centralized  management  and  control. 

It  is  necessary  only  to  center  the  group  around  an  Institution  to  whose 
strength  and  management  tbe  public  baa  full  confidence. 

Entry  Into  the  group  of  other  banks  through  tbe  individual  action 
of  the  owners  of  a  majority  of  their  abares  in  exchanging  hank  stock 
for  holdtog  company  stock  becomes  In  the  nature  of  a  cooperative  move- 
ment. Through  the  group  it  is  possible  to  gain  that  which  no  atogle 
country  bank  member  of  the  group  can  acquire  alone ;  that  is,  s  general 
dlveralty  of  banking  business. 

It  is  a  tribute  to  the  creative  genius  of  the  American  people  that  they 
are  able  spontaneously  and  without  seeking  outside  leadership  to  avail 
themselves  of  an  economic  opportunity.     Tbe  movement  toward  group 
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tainkii«  to  Jmt  «a»tkcr  twVknet  «t  tkc  aWUty  ai  the  raak  «a4  lilt  of 
oar  Ifrimi  aca  to  awt  •  dUBoilt  ecoooalc  ittaattoB. 

Onr  tyttcm  of  conntr/  bankine  with  its  isolated  nalts  kad  csassd 
ta  fODCtioa  afferttTcljr.  BtandlBg  alone,  all  aoits  wei«  dooned  to 
•Mdiociity  or  fallare.  The  ecooomic  soliitlon  was  daarlj  In  the  direc- 
tion of  xreatrr  romblnatioas  at  baaUag  capital  ander  a  policy  of  e«n- 
traliaed  ataaageaseot. 

Wbea  we  ooniider  tJM  rast  geocraptalcal  expanse  of  the  United  States 
with  its  26.000  banl^s  holding  nearlj  $75,000,000,000  of  banking  r»- 
sourves  we  are  eonfroated  with  a  new  noTefaent  In  banking  of  tre- 
Meadoas  potential  strength.  Yet  this  aiOTement  did  not  bare  its 
origU  ia  Wall  Street. 

Tbe  first  deflnits  gioiip  of  banks,  fonaed  over  a  year  ago,  centered 
in  Ogden,  Utah. 

Th<»  oponsors  of  this  particular  gronp  were  not  conscious  of  tbe 
fcrt  that  they  were  pkmeering  In  what  now  sppears  to  be  a  great 
hranch  banking  noTement.  Tb«7  simply  took  liold  of  a  local  situation 
•Bd  through  tbe  use  of  local  capital  and  local  enterprise  established 
a  group  systt'SD  of  banks  extending  orer  the  boundary  lines  of  two 
other  Utates.  fHaBllarly.  the  two  pronlncnt  groups  now  operathtg  from 
Minueapoilis  were  formed. 

At  the  present  writing  nearly  erery  possible  eeoaomic  aoae  In  tbe 
Fnlted  States  has  a  local  groap  la  operation  or  in  process  of  fersMtion. 

It  is  natural  and  wholetooie  that  this  moremcnt  toward  branch  bank- 
lug  should  come  abovt  under  the  leadership  of  local  baalneas  men  In 
Tsrioos  parts  of  the  couatry. 

The  tlaoe  wUl  undaahtedly  come  whea  there  wltt  be  aa  aaalgamatioa 
•f  Tarlous  local  groups  into  larger  regional  groups,  bat  la  any  soch 
ease  the  ccatral  aiaaageaMnt  naturally  will  retain  local  leaden  who 
understand  local  conditions  and  local  needs.  This  is  simply  good  busl- 
BOBs  dectitao. 

How  far  has  groop  hankteg  already  dereloped  In  the  UaKod  States? 
Those  wha  wttoeaaed  the  rapid  rise  of  the  iBTeatment  trust  awvcmcnt 
during  tbe  last  three  years  will  not  be  surprised  to  know  that  already 
about  one-Caarth  of  tha  banks  ia  tho  United  Btatas  hart  passed  out  of 
the  HO  it  bank  class,  taklag  with  them  over  Into  group  or  branch  banking 
about  oac-foorta  of  the  banking  resources  of  tbe  country. 

The  group  banking  movement  is  hardly  a  year  old,  and  yet  at  tbe 
rticeot  bankers'  convention  it  was  almost  the  sole  topic  of  conversation. 

It  se^ma  to  me  a  safe  pi-edlction  that  within  the  next  12  months 
nait  banking  will  have  been  practically  displaced  by  group  banking. 

What  ar«  the  advantages  of  group  banking} 

Tho  depositor  has  the  assurance  that  tbe  strength  of  the  group  will 
piavent  a  loss  of  his  deposits  through  failure.  Tbe  investor  has  tbe 
aasuraaee  of  an  up-to-date  lavestment  service  supported  by  the  central 
hank.  For  tbe  borrower  the  group  is  strong  enough  to  meet  tbe  de- 
mands for  loans  of  any  slae. 

From  the  standpoint  of  the  community,  local  industry  is  not  Usalted 
to  the  small  resources  of  a  local  bank  for  the  promotion  of  enterprises, 
but  can  draw  upon  the  larger  resources  of  tbe  gronp  as  a  whole;  the 
local  group  member  Is.  in  eifect,  a  branch  of  the  central  bank  ttaroogb 
which  the  community  gains  a  direct  contact  with  Junds  available  for 
all  bualneas  purpooes. 

From  tho  standpoint  of  the  stockholder  of  the  holding  company,  tnere 
Is  tbe  advantage  of  having  not  merely  a  local  investment  but  a  shrae  in 
the  activities  of  the  entire  group. 

Whatever  efldendei^  whatever  economies,  whatever  ImproTemezis  in 
business  methods  and  the  development  of  new  lines  of  business  that 
may  be  accomplished  by  tbe  central  managenaent,  all  of  th«M  things 
will  inure  to  the  adrantagn  of  the  stockholder. 

As  has  been  pointed  out,  the  fundamental  weakness  of  local  or  unit 
banking  in  tbe  country  districts  lies  in  tbe  lack  of  diversity  of  the 
banking  boatnoss.  Group  banking  ss  a  remedy  for  this  situation  should 
spread  ever  a  safBdcat  geographical  territory  and  should  tap  a  sofli- 
dent  variety  of  boslneas  and  iadostrial  enterprises  to  give  the  proper 
diversity  to  the  group. 

It  is,  of  course,  imposalble  to  form  s  group  of  banks  situated  wholly 
In  th«  wheat  territory.  Such  a  group  is  not  economically  sound,  be- 
caoaa  it  la  lobjcet  la  a  larger  way  to  the  same  rcatletloBa  as  a  local 
haak  so  sttoatsd. 

There  ia.  however,  socb  a  great  diversity  of  business  operationi  ia 
the  United  Statea  that  it  is  possible  for  a  large  number  of  groups  to 
be  formed,  the  Individual  members  of  which  can  bring  to  the  group  as 
a  whole  loans  and  dlaconnts  on  many  different  types  of  commercial 
traasactlona. 

There  sre  sobm  who  look  with  eonsidersble  skeptldam  upon  this 
rapid  growth  of  groap  baakiag.  Their  natural  conserratism  leads  them 
to  speculate  upoa  the  possible  dangers  of  this  new  movement.  Bat  we 
mast  eoaslder  the  fundamental  common  seoss  of  the  American  people, 
and  cqtecially  the  force  of  tbe  best  banking  opinion  aa  a  strong  coa- 
troUlag  fiirce. 

Tho  flnsnciers  who  are  engaged  in  this  movement  are  predominantly 
scasoaed  business  m«a  who  seek  bosiness  success.  They  know  better 
thsn  anybody  elso  that  the  success  of  the  group  banking  movement  de- 
penda  upon  an  inqyroTement  in  banking  services  and  in  bank  earnings. 
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II  Ee  the  laveatment  trbst  movesseat.  groop  banking  ia  tbe  last  analysla 
aw  St  Justify  itself  as  a  buaiess  lastromeaUUty. 

tawa  TO  com — acrioa  bt  coaaasa  to  roLLow  t*ji!tsitioii 
The  prevailing  opinion,  however,  is  that  group  banking  is  a  temporary, 
complicated  form  of  branch  banking  which  will  give  way  In  tbe  near 
fu  urs  to  direct  aad  simpllfled  branch  banking.  It  will  be  much  easier 
to  make  the  traaaitioa  from  group  banking  to  branch  banking  proper 
thiJi  from  the  old  system  of  unit  banking  to  branch  banking  proper. 

After  the  country  almost  spoBtaneoosly  goes  in  for  group  banking 
wl  h  tbe  approval  of  the  various  local  conununities,  it  is  to  be  expected 
thjit  Congress  will  pass  the  necessary  laws  permitting  the  system  of 
bri  ncta  banking  thus  set  up  to  be  streagtbeaad  and  simpllfled  in  the 
puttie  interest.  In  my  next  artide  I  will  discuss  the  project  of  this 
naioaal  legislation. 

ir^TIOJfAL     PBES8    BtTTDTTtO ADDRCSR     BT     REPBESET^TATIVK     LOtTTS 

LtDLOW,  OF  IXDIAI^A 

Mr.  FESS.  Mr.  President,  on  tbe  14th  of  November  a  tablet 
WHS  unveiled  marking  the  National  Press  Building  In  Washlng- 
to ),  D.  C,  on  which  occasion  a  very  short  but  rather  literary 
address  was  delivered  by  a  Member  of  the  House,  Representa- 
tive Lotns  LtTDLOw,  of  Indiana.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
hii  I  address  may  be  printed  In  the  Recohd. 

rhere  being  no  objection,  the  addre<?s  was  ordered  to  be 
pr  nted  in  the  Recosd,  as  follows : 

THB  PaSSS  ASO  WHAT  IT  siMaouxxs 

am  very  grateful  for  the  laTitatioa  to  say  a  few  words  oa  this 
ooasioa.  I  waa  mothered  la  the  arms  of  the  press,  and  after  a  few 
yeiirs — perhaps  a  very  few  yesrs — of  wandering  on  Capitol  Hill  I 
ex  >ect  to  return  to  her  loving  embrace.  I  know  that  when  I  come  back 
sh  >  will  cactaew  tbe  paddle  and  wLU  kiss  me  on  the  erring  cheek,  and  I 
aa    happy  in  the  contemplation  of  aa  alfectionate  reunion. 

(Ve  are  assembled  to-day  to  errnrt  a  tablet  at  the  place  which  ia 
riihtfully  entitled  to  be  designated  as  the  houje  of  tbe  press,  located 
at  tbe  very  apex  of  the  traditional  Newspaper  Bow,  which  is  slmoat  as 
oh  and  honored  as  the  Nation  itself;  housed  in  a  building  that  is  s 
pel  feet  architectural  cameo,  with  a  setting  of  incomparable  blittorlcai 
rk  bneas ;  across  the  river  from  the  hone  of  Robert  U.  Lee,  tbe  hero 
of  the  Southland,  where  sleep  the  countless  heroic  dead  .*  only  four 
84]i  ares  from  the  place  where  Abraham  Liacola  left  the  portals  of  earth 
an  I  became,  next  to  Christ,  tbe  greatest  triumph  of  the  ages ;  aad  only 
geion  squares  from  the  spot  where  tbe  telegraph,  the  willing  hand- 
maiden of  the  press  and  tbe  greatest  bearer  of  Intelligence,  was  born  and 
wlitre  the  first  telegraph  message  in  tlw  history  of  the  world  was 
flatbed  across  tbe  wires. 

Time  will  not  now  permit  a  review  of  tbe  development  of  news- 
pa  >erB  from  the  Acta  Dlama  of  the  Romans  to  the  extensive  news  organi- 
sa' ion  and  multiple  pres^ses  that  are  to-day  among  the  marvels  of  human 
ae!  tleveaient,  but  it  is  meet  and  proper  that  for  tbe  time  being  we 
should  forget  the  mechanics  of  our  calling  and  for  a  brief  moJient 
ph  loaophise  on  those  things  timt  come  to  mind  by  virtue  of  our  present 
■uj  ronndii^gs  and  tbe  inspiration  of  this  occasion. 

This  home  of  the  press  is  the  largest  nongovernmental  building  la 
ouir  National  Capital,  and  so  what  it  symbolises — tbe  power  of  tiM 
pri'S»— is.  outside  of  the  Oovernmeat,  the  most  potent  institution  in 
Aaierlca  devoted  to  the  rights  of  man.  Without  the  press,  government 
its  Elf  ia  our  BepobUe  would  be  unstable  and  insecure. 

t  the  press  were  taken  away,  how  gloomy  would  be  this  world  of 
ou!  -s  !  Hov  dark  and  devious  wontd  be  the  deeds  committed  !  How  ia- 
sta ntaneously  would  oppression  begin  to  do  its  deadly  work!  Liberty 
would  l>e  murdered.  Respect  for  law  would  give  way  to  unbridled  license. 
Tta^  common  ana  woald  soon  find  himself  bound  by  the  thongs  of  tyranta 
to  the  chariot  wheda  of  oppression. 

tVhether  we  realiee  it  or  not.  a  free,  untrammeled,  and  courageons 
priiss  is  tbe  hope  of  tbe  world.  Before  its  white  light  tyrants  skulk 
an}  dodge  and  slink  away  into  innocuous  oblivion.  It  {wralyxes  the  arm 
tbiit  would  wrong  humanity.  It  makes  politicians  walk  in  the  straight 
an  I  lurrow  path. 

experience  of  37  years  as  a  newspaper  man  has  convinced  me  that 
tbi>  security  of  the  Nation  is  not  in  tbe  officeholders  who  make  its  laws 
and  administer  its  affairs,  but  in  tbe  press  which  k'>eps  watch  over  tbe 
ofl  cebolders.  Who  of  us  bss  not  witnessed,  times  without  number,  the 
beieflceot  Influence  of  tbe  press  in  tbe  local  affairs  of  our  States  and 
conmunltiesT  When  ofllC'^holders  soil  tbe  re(ord  with  black  blotches  of 
In  kmy,  It  is  usually  the  press  tluit  arouses  the  forces  of  reform  to  wipe 
out  the  blots.  When  excesses  «re  threatened  by  the  criminal  elements 
of  the  underworld  or  by  fslthless  public  servants.  It  is  usually  the  press 
thit  holds  them  in  leash.  And  so  it  is  In  the  broader  scope  of  national 
af  airs. 

When  special  privilege  stalks  in  Washington  and  reaches  out  to  grasp 
th>  fruits  of  honest  toil  through  privileged  enactments  and  executive 
farors  It  is  the  press  of  tbe  Nstion  that  stays  the  hand  of  cupidity  and 
presently,  unless  I  am  much  mistaken,  it  will  be  the  press  that  will  roll 
bark  the  swell  of  centralization  which   threatens  to  engulf  local  self- 
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government  and  subm^ge  completely  the  Tanlshing  rights  of  the  States. 
It  is  not  alone  to-day  or  to-morrow,  this  year  or  that  year,  this  decade 
or  that  decade,  the  press  is  on  duty ;  but  behind  the  shadows  it  atands 
forever,  like  a  mighty  sentinel  keeping  watch  above  its  own  and  aaylag 
to  tbe  forces  of  greed  and  oppression : 

"  Thus  far  sbalt  thou  go  and  no  farther." 

And  so  I  say — and  I  firmly  believe — that  if  it  were  poesible  for  os 
to  envision  the  far-distant  future,  we  would  see  that  in  the  broad  sweep 
of  years  the  greatest  security  for  the  rights  of  man  is  to  be  found,  not 
at  Sixteenth  Street  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  as  majestic  as  is  the 
Presidency  of  our  Republic,  nor  in  tbe  vaulted  chambers  at  tbe  other 
end  of  the  Avenue  where  our  legislators  sit,  nor  yet  in  the  Supreme 
Court  where  black-robed  justices  battle  to  preserve  the  Nation's  con- 
science ;  but  rather  it  will  be  found  in  the  great  influence  typified  by 
this  building  at  FV>urteenth  and  F  Streets,  the  home  of  the  press.  I^t 
us  hope  thst  throughout  the  ages  to  come  he  who  runs  may  read 
in  this  tablet  which  we  are  erecting  to-day  a  symbol  of  watchful  goard- 
ianship  over  the  liberties  of  the  people.  May  this  building  stand  here 
forever  to  symbolise  the  mighty  power  that  throughout  the  ages  to 
come  is  destined  to  protect  the  cherished  guaranties  for  which  our  fore- 
fathers pledged  their  lives,  their  fortunes,  and  their  sacred  honor. 

WnXLAlC    A   QILIXBPIE,    PKACnONCB  BETOBE  ISXAfiuaT   Dn>ASTlCiarT 

Mr.  TYDINOS.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the 
RaxxHtD  a  letter  from  Owen  F.  Mullen,  acting  secretary  of  tbe 
connnittee  on  enrollment  and  disbarment.  Treasury  Department, 
stating  that  William  A.  Gillespie  has  been  restored  to  good 
standing  as  a  inractitloner  before  the  Treasury  Department  and 
that  the  case  is  dosed,  and  also  the  opinion  of  Ctovemor  Ritchie 
in  declining  to  revoke  Mr.  Gillespie's  license  as  a  certifled  pcdi>Uc 
accountant. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  referred  to  was  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows : 

TaCAStrST  DXPAITMKNT. 

Wathington,  November  U,  19t$. 
Hon  M.  E.  TTDiMoa, 

United  Stute*  Senate. 

Mt  Dsab  Sbnatob  :  Receipt  is  acknowledged  of  your  letter  of  No- 
vember 12,  1929,  addressed  to  Mr.  W.  O.  Piatt  the  secretary  of  the 
committee  on  enrollment  and  disbarment  of  tbe  Treasury  Depsrtment, 
inquiring  as  to  whether  Mr.  William  A.  Gillespie,  of  Baltimore,  Md., 
has  been  reinstated  to  practice  before  the  Treasury  Department. 

In  reply  you  are  advised  that  on  September  8,  1923,  Mr.  William 
A.  Gillespie  was  temporarily  suspended  from  practice  before  the  Treas- 
ury Department ;  that  thereafter  the  committee  on  enrollment  and  dis- 
barment of  tbe  Treasury  Department  examined  and  considered  the 
charges  against  Mr.  Gillespie,  and  on  June  5,  1925,  recommended  to 
tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Treasury  that  Mr.  Gillespie  be  restored  to  good 
stsnding  as  a  practitioner  before  the  Treasury  Department  and  that  the 
case  be  closed ;  and  that  on  June  10,  192S,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  approved  tbe  recommendation  of  the  committee  and  ordered 
that  Mr.  Gillespie  be  restored  to  good  standing  as  a  practitioner  t>efore 
the  Treasury  Department  and  that  the  case  be  closed. 

You  are  further  advised  that  Mr.  Gillespie  is  now  in  good  standing 
as  a  practitioner  before  the  Treasury  Department. 
Very  truly  yours, 

OWSN    F.    MtTLLCW. 

Acting  Beeretory,  Committee  on  Enrollment  and  Di»borm«nt. 

GOVKRIfOH      BITCHia'S     OPlinON      tN      DCCLtNINQ      TO      RWOKB      WILLlAlf      A. 

qilucbpib's   licknsb   as   a  caaTiriiD   pubuc  accoonxant,  aful  bt. 


The  circumstances  of  this  case  are  very  unusual.  While  the  law 
authorises  me  to  revoke  Gillespie's  license  "  for  suflldent  cause,"  yet  I 
do  not  think  that  it  meana  that  I  am  to  pass  upon  the  question 
whether  be  is  or  is  not  a  good  accountant,  and  while  Mr.  Charles  O. 
Hall,  president  of  the  Maryland  Association  of  Certified  Public  Account* 
ants,  says  that  be  thinks  this  case  should  be  decided  without  regard 
to  tbe  criminal  case,  yet  it  is  not  possible  for  me  to  put  that  case  out 
of  consideration.  That  is  really  what  lead  to  this  application,  and 
all  I  can  do  ia  decide  what  seems  to  me  4%iat  and  fair  tuider  all  the 
circumstances. 

I  have  always  bad  some  doubt  about  Gillespie's  guilt,  aa  to  whether 
he  ought  to  have  been  convicted.  I  have  never  quite  been  able  to  see 
any  reason  or  incentive  for  his  making  a  false  and  fraodulent  andit. 
He  was  an  employee  only,  and  only  received  an  accountant's  compen- 
sation. Mr.  Hall  himself  does  not  think  that  there  was  any  under- 
standing between  Newton  and  Gillespie  as  to  what  OUlcaple'e  flndinga 
were  to  be,  or  that  he  should  rei>ort  tbe  company  as  solvent  whether 
It  was  or  Bot  Mr.  Hall  thlnka  that  Gillespie  was  simply  employed  to 
make  an  audit,  and  bis  motive  for  making  a  false  or  fraudulent  ooa 
has  never  t>een  clear  to  me. 

I  can  not  help  but  remember  the  public  clamor  that  was  going  on 
at  the  time,  and.  to  my  mind,  tbe  charges  agaiast  Qillespie  mostly 


Involved  accounting  methods  aboot  wlit^  peopF»  dlCer  aad  eoold 
honestly  differ,  an  interpretatioa  of  the  coatraet  aad  andittag  questions, 
which,  by  BO  means,  necessarily  involve  a  crlmiaal  latent. 

When  the  caae  came  up  before  me,  however,  I  did  aot  feri  that  X 
had  any  right  to  disregard  the  verdict  of  the  Jury  which  tried  it  I 
did  not  feel  that  I  oonld  pardmi  Ollleapie  before  ha  had  served  any  part 
of  hia  sentence.  In  acting  on  pardon  and  parole  eases,  the  governor 
is  aot  exactly  a  reviewing  court,  aad  because  I  nay  feel  that  had  I 
been  on  the  iury  myself  I  might  not  have  given  the  verdict  which  the 
Jury  gave,  la  not  necessarily  a  good  reaaon  fOr  me  to  set  aside  the 
verdict  and  the  sentence.  I  think  the  governor's  proper  course  la 
pardon  and  parole  cases  is  to  do  nothing  until  tbe  sentence  has  at  least 
began,  and  not  to  consider  executive  clemency  until  after  that  whea  the 
time  and  drctimstances  Justify  It. 

As  stated,  I  have  always  had  doubt  myself  as  to  whether  QUIespis 
should  have  been  convicted.  That  doabt  was  shared  by  a  great  many 
people  who  were  familiar  with  tbe  ease.  Many  of  them  keenly  inter* 
ested  in  patting  an  end  to  these  blind  poola  I  talked  with  a  great 
many  of  tbem  when  tbe  question  of  a  reprieve  came  up  and  later  whea 
the  question  of  a  pardon  came  up.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  talked  to  any 
body  who  did  not  feel  that  there  was  grave  doubt  as  to  whether 
Gillespie  ought  to  have  been  convicted.  Of  course,  their  knowledge  was 
not  the  knowledge  of  the  Jury  which  heard  the  testimony,  and  while  I 
did  not  feel  that  their  doubt  or  my  doubt  Justified  me  In  practically 
setting  aside  the  verdict,  yet  I  do  think  that  I  am  fully  entitled  to  take 
these  facts  into  consideration  in  passing  on  the  present  application. 

Ia  granting  Newton  a  new  trial,  and  in  refusing  to  grant  Gillespie 
one,  tile  court  of  appeala  commented  upon  Hte  onfortuaate  necessity 
for  doing  this,  and  BUggested  tiiat  the  sltoatlon  was  a  proper  one  for 
the  governor  to  reaiedy.  My  subsequeat  convorsatlon  on  tbe  subject 
with  Chief  Judge  Bond  was,  of  course.  Informal,  but  from  what  he  said 
it  was  clear  to  me  that  the  Judges  of  the  court  of  appeals  would  aot 
have  thought  It  at  all  improper  fOr  me  to  pardon  Gillespie  outright 
The  sltuatloa  waa  that  Newton,  the  real  offeader.  was  going  to  get  a 
new  trial  at  which  be  might  be  aequitted,  and  Qlllespte,  the  employee, 
was  not  going  to  get  another  chance  so  that  his  sentenee  had  to  stand. 
After  talking  with  Judge  Bond,  my  distinct  feellag  waa  that  because  of 
the  drcnmstance,  aad  Indeed  on  the  merits  of  the  case  Itself,  the 
Judges  would  not  have  thought  that  I  would  be  awkiag  a  mistake  bad 
I  granted  Gillespie  a  pardoa. 

As  I  have  said,  however,  I  did  not  feel  that  proper  regard  and  respect 
for  the  trial  court  and  the  Jury  Justlfled  me  In  doing  that  What  I 
did  was  reduce  OUlespie's  sentence  from  one  year  to  three  months  in 
order  to  conform  to  the  reduced  sentence  which  Newton  got  as  a 
result  of  his  second  trial.  Had  Gillespie  had  another  chance,  as 
Newton  had,  it  is  not  at  all  Inconceivable  that  he  might  have  gotten 
off  altogether  or  that  he  might  have  received  an  even  shorter  sentence 
than  my  conunntatlon.  Accordingly,  wbea  he  bad  served  all  but  aboat 
one  week  of  his  three  months,  I  felt  that  be  had  been  BaOcliAtly 
punished  and  that  be  was  entitled  to  a  pardon. 

I  am  taking  into  account  also  the  division  in  tbe  association  of 
certifled  public  accountants  on  tbe  subject  of  this  application.  Whea 
the  association  first  filed  its  charges  before  me  there  was  a  decided 
division  among  tbe  members,  and  later  they  requested  me  not  to  pro- 
ceed with  tbe  case  at  all  until  they  bad  had  tbe  opportunity  at  a  later 
meeting  to  reconsider.  At  that  later  meeting  a  majority  of  those  present 
decided  to  push  the  charges,  but  a  very  considerable  minority  voted  to 
have  tbem  dropped.  Oilleitpie  himself  did  nothing  to  prevent  the  matter 
coming  up  before  me. 

I  think  this  is  very  slgniflcant  Here  is  an  assodatioa  interested 
ia  the  ethics  of  its  profession,  and  when  one  of  Ita  members  had  been 
convicted  of  making  a  false  audit  yon  would  ordinarily  expect  that  tbe 
body  would  all  be  for  putting  him  out  of  the  profession.  Instead  of 
that  we  find  the  association  divided,  aod  so  mach  divided  that  they  ask 
for  further  time  to  reconsider. 

Under  all  the  drcumatances,  I  feel  that  Gillespie  has  been  sufficiently 
punished  for  a  matter  in  which  I  have  always  personally  felt  a  doubt  ss 
to  bis  criminal  intent  and  guilt,  and  that  I  would  not  be  Jostifled  in 
following  up  the  punishment  aad  disgrace  he  has  already  undergone  by 
now  taking  away  from  him  bis  only  means  of  livelihood  in  tbe  future. 
I  may  add  that  a  great  many  of  his  former  customers  still  hsve  suflIU 
dent  oonfldeoce  la  his  Integrity  as  to  keep  on  employing  him. 

I  will,  accordingly,  dismiss  tbe  petltloo  for  the  revocatioa  of  Oille^le's 
license  aod  de<.'ilne  to  revoke  same. 

KKvisioif  or  THX  Tkmar 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  tbe  Wbole,  resnnied  tbe  con- 
sideration  of  tbe  Mil  (H.  R.  2067)  to  provide  revenae,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  coontries,  to  encourage  tbe  indos- 
tries  of  tbe  United  States,  to  protect  Americao  labor,  and  for 
other  parposes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  ongBimoiM  conaent  that 
when  the  Senate  condndes  Its  bosteess  to-day  it  shall  take  a 
recess  until  10  o'dot^  to-morrow  morning. 

The  YICB  PRBSIDBNT.    Without  objection,  it  ia  so  ordered. 
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Mr.  8MOOT.    Mr.  PreMent 

The  VICB  PRBSIDENT.  Win  tike  Senator  from  Utah  IncU- 
cate  what  aiBendaient  be  desires  to  Imto  considered  now? 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  aak  tlie  cbainaan  of 
the  coBimittee  la  charge  of  tht  bill  if  he  will  not  permit  the 
■QSar  athedaic  to  go*  over  for  tlte  preaent  and  IK  oa  tafca  op 
■OBO  other  sdiednle  of  the  bill?  84>me  of  as  are  not  prepared 
to  go  ahead  with  the  aogar  gchedale  at  this  time;  I  aaa  aatis- 
lled  we  shall  make  progreaa  If  we  can  take  ap  some  other  aelied- 
Qie  and  recur  to  the  sagar  achedole  later. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Haa  the  Senator  any  idea  aa  to  when  ha  will 
ba  prepared  to  go  on  with  the  sugar  schedule? 

Mr.  BOBAH.  I  do  not  know,  hot  not  for  a  day  or  two.  any- 
way. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  at  tlie  request  ai  the  Senator 
from  Idaho,  I  am  williag  that  the  sugar  schedale  shall  go  over 
to-day. 

Mr.  DUX..  Mr.  President,  let  oa  have  some  nndcrstanding 
ahoat  when  we  are  g(^g  to  take  vp  the  ac^iedala  on  sugar. 
We  agreed  to  take  it  ap  this  morning.  Now  let  us  have  an 
noderxtaoding  with  regard  to  the  matter,  so  that  it  may  not  be 
put  off  again.  I  think  we  ought  to  know  deOnitely  when  it  is 
to  be  considered.  We  came  here  this  morning  expecdng  to 
take  it  up,  as  we  fully  agreed  on  Saturday  that  it  would  be 
taken  up  to-day.  If  it  ia  to  go  over  again,  let  us  bava  a  unanft- 
mous-ctmscnt  agreement  when  it  will  be  taken  up. 

Mr.  BOBAH.  Mr.  Presidoit,  I  can  not  eater  into  a  nnani- 
■MNW-cQosent  agreemcBt  at  thia  time  wtien  we  shall  be  ready  to 
take  It  upv  but  I  am  willing  to  take  it  up  luat  aa  soon  as  we  can 
poaribiy  be  prepared  to  taka  It  up.  I  think  wa  aball  make 
pcogrees  in  that  way. 

Mr.  BBOU8SARD.    Mr.  PresideDt 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  aw  ask  the  Senator  flrwn  Wa^ington  to 
allow  the  sagar  schedala  to  go  over  to-day.  I  make  tkat  request 
becaase  of  the  fact  that  I  have  heea  told  not  oaly  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Idaho  bat  by  other  Senators  that  by  doing  that  we 
Aall  hastea  the  conaidmition  at  the  bill,  because  they  are  not 
pivpaied  to  go  on  with  tha  schedale  at  this  particular  time.  I 
hope  the  Seaator  will  not  object,  and  I  also  hope  ttaa  Senator 
from  Louisiana  will  not  object  to  that  ooorae. 

Mr.  BBOU88ARD.  Mr.  Prealdent,  the  tobacco  sdMdala  I 
oonatdcr  aa  ooa  having  ralatian  to  an  agricultural  product.  We 
^^ean  taka  timt  up,  bat  I  am  very  much  opposed  to  going  into 
«thar4adiMtrlal  schedulca  and  dlaposiag  of  them  before  conald- 
erliig  tte  aogar  aehadale.  I  think  sugar  ia  an  agricultnral  prod- 
uct just  as  mtmeh  as  wheat  or  milk  or  any  other  commodity  of 
that  kind.  I  alwuld  like  to  have  an  early  date  fixed  when  the 
■Qgnr  aehedula  ahall  be  taken  up.  I  do  n<rt  wiah  to  interfere 
with  the  convanifiBce  of  any  Senator  In  the  aiattec,  but  I  have 
been  waiting  here  for  about  10  days  for  the  sugar  sdiedule  to 
be  considered ;  I  have  been  prepared  and  I  should  Uke  to  have 
it  disposed  of  as  early  aa  poasibla. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  us  agree  that  it  may  go  over  to-day  and 
taka  ap  tha  tobacco  sdiedule,  and  in  the  meantisae  we  can 
ascertain  when  we  may  go  ahead  with  the  angar  schedula. 

Mr.  BBOU8SARD.    That  course  ia  agreeable  to  me,  but  I 
should  Ilka  to  have  an  undMatanding  aa  to  whan  it  will  be 
eonsiderad. 
^^~    The  VICE  PRESIDE^*T.    Is  there  objection  to  temporarily 
paa^"g  over  the  sugar  schedule? 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  consent  unless 
there  Is  some  understanding.  If  it  is  desired  to  make  a  motion 
to  postpone  the  ooosideratloo  of  the  sugar  schedule,  very  well; 
hut  I  object  to  the  continual  passing  over  of  schedules.  We  are 
told  that  the  sugar  schedale  will  take  considerable  time :  that  It 
is  going  to  take  a  week.  I  know  certain  Senators  are  ready  to 
go  :ihead  and  afwak  to-day  and  to-morrow  oa  it  Other  Sen- 
ators can  get  ready  in  the  meantime  and  be  prepared  to  speak 
on  the  aobject. 

What  I  am  objecting  to  is  continually  putting  ovor  schedules. 
As  I  have  said,  it  was  understood  that  the  sugar  schedale  would 
be  taken  \xp  this  morning,  but  in  this,  as  in  other  cases,  some 
Senator  rises  snd  says  we  want  to  put  it  over.  Tike  tariff  bill 
will  never  be  settled  on  that  basis. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  asked  the  Senator  to  let  the 
sujnir  schedule  go  over  to-day,  and  I  will  see  if  we  can  not  agree 
upon  a  time  when  it  may  be  taken  up,  certain  Senators  being 
then  prepared  to  go  ahead  with  it.  I  do  nut  want  to  take 
advantage  of  anybody,  and  I  know  the  Senator  from  Idaho  does 
not 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President  I  am  p«tectly  willing,  as  soon 
as  we  eaa  have  a  conference  and  cooie  to  a  condusioB  as  to 
when  we  eaa  taka  it  up,  to  agree  to  a  spedflc  time,  but  I  say  to 
the  Seaator  from  Waahiagtoa  I  am  unable  to  do  so  at  tha 
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Mr.  DILL.  There  Is  only  one  more  schednle  before  the  re- 
niUniog  industrial  BChedales,  and  that  In  the  tobacco  schedule. 
It  is  not  going  to  take  very  long,  so  far  as  I  can  learn.  I  do  not 
tl  Ink  it  is  fair  that  all  the  other  schedules  shoald  be  acted  open 
and  the  sugar  schedule  should  be  postponed.  I  do  not  think 
tiat  Senators  ought  to  ask  that  that  be  done.  There  ought  to 
b4  some  fair  play  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  us  see  what  we  can  agree  upon  later  In  the 
d^y. 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
that  the  sugar  schedule  be  passed  over  temporarily?  The  Chair 
hi  ars  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered.  The  first  amendment  in  the 
tcpioco  schedule  will  be  reported  by  the  clerk. 

Mr.  OOPELAND.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  will  state  his  parUa- 
m|nitary  inquiry. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Does  the  rule  still  prevail  that  no  indi- 
amendments  may  be  presented  until  after  all  the  ached- 
s  shall  have  been  completed? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    That  Is  the  rule  under  the  unanl- 

us-consent  agreement.    Tte  first  amendment  in  the  tobacco 

eduie  wlU  be  stated. 

[The  Cmsmm  Cms.    On  page  123,  line  1,  after  the  numeral 

"  I,"  it  is  proposed  to  insert  the  words  "  Tobacco  and  manufac- 

tx  res  ot"  so  as  to  read : 

Behedale  6.  ToImicca  and  maBuftctures  of. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  do  I  understand  that  the 
anendmtfit  on  page  123  is  now  before  the  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  first  am«idnient  is  to  the  tide, 
without  objection,  the  amendment  to  the  title  will  be  agreed  to. 
Ine  derk  will  state  the  next  amendment 

The  Cmxr  Cixax.  On  pa^e  123,  line  3,  after  line  2,  the  coni- 
nittee  proposes  to  strike  out: 

Pab.  601.  Wrapper  tobacco,  and  filler  tobacco  when  adxed  or  packed 
w  th  more  than  35  per  cent  of  wrapper  tobacco,  and  all  leaf  tobacco 
tlie  product  of  two  or  Bore  eoootrlea  or  dependenelaa  when  mixed  or 
9*  eked  tacetbcr.  If  imstenuBed,  $2.60  per  pound :  tf  stemmed.  fS.lS  per 
P4  and ;  Alter  tobacco  not  apcdaUy  provided  for,  tf  saateaimed,  3S  cents 
p^  poaad;  If  ateaamsd,  50  cents  per  pound. 

And  to  Insert: 

Pas.  601.  (a)  Leaf  tobacco  eonsistlsc  of  wrapper  tobacco  not  mixed 
oil  packed  with  filler  tobacco  or  of  flUer  tobacco  mixed  or  packed  with 
m>re  than  85  per  cent  of  wrapper  tobacco,  sod  all  leaf  tobacco  the 
piDduct  of  two  or  more  coontries  when  mixed  or  packed  togetber,  if 
ui  stemmed.  |2.10  per  pound ;  if  stemmed,  $2.75  per  pound. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  WUl  the  Senator  from  Utah  give 
his  attention  for  a  moment?  Does  the  committee  intend  subdi- 
vision (a)  of  section  001  to  be  considerfHl  a.«  a  separate  amend- 
m  eut,  or  do  all  the  subdivisions  of  the  paragrairfi  constitute  one 
amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    It  Is  virtually  one  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    To  strike  out  and  insert? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     To  strike  out  and  insert. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  New  York  has 
tie  floor.    Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  fmm  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  desire  to  make  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  will  state  his  parlla- 
nentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President  it  may  be  expedient  to  sub- 

jvide  this  amendment ;  and  I  assume  that  the  Senator  from 

ih  would  have  no  objection  to  subdividing  it  so  as  to  enable 

to  vote  separately  upon  paragraphs  601  (a),  601  (b),  and 

forth. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  no  objection  to  separating  the  am^id- 
it    Thmt  could  be  done  by  an  amendment,  anyway. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  is  susceptiMe  of 

[vision,  and  that  wlU  be  done. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  this 
amendment  provides  for  an  increase  over  the  present  rate  on 
wrapper  tobacco.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  whether  I 
ain  correct  in  that?  I  am  speaking  now  porticularly  of  wrapper 
tdbacco,  which  has  to  do,  I  believe,  with  the  5-cent  cigar ;  and 
ai  one  time  there  was  in  the  Senate  an  illustrlons  man  who  said 
tilat  what  this  country  needed  wan  a  good  5-cent  cigar. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  so  far  as  wrap- 
p  ?r  tobacco  is  concerned,  the  Senate  committee  amendment  has 
n  turned  to  the  existing  law,  excepting  as  to  the  mixed  bale 
mentioned  hwe;  but  the  House  increased  that,  and  it  did  affect 
ti^  5-cent  dear,     it  was  for  that  purpose  that  the  wrapper- 
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tobacco  rate  of  the  existing  law  was  put  in  the  Senate  c(mi- 
mlttee  amendment. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  interrupt  the  Sena- 
tor? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  do. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  The  amendment  has  not  been  stated  yet. 
Why  interrupt  while  we  are  in  the  midst  of  stating  the  amend- 
ment? Why  not  go  on  and  finish  stating  what  the  amend- 
ment Is? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Cliair  will  state  that  the 
amendment  has  been  stated.  The  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina asked  that  it  be  divided,  and  that  separate  votes  be  taken 
on  each  siibdivision  of  the  paragraph. 

Mr.  FLFITCHER.  I  did  not  understand  that  If  the  amend- 
ment has  been  stated,  of  course  the  Senator  from  New  York  Is 
in  order. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  Presldeat  I  venture  to  say  that  if  we 
are  going  back  in  this  amendment  to  the  law  of  1922,  I  am  out 
of  c<uirt. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  let  me  call  the  Senator's  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  in  the  House  bill,  on  line  7,  the  Senator 
will  notice.  If  he  will  get  the  bill,  that  the  House  made  the  rate 
|2..'M)  a  pound  if  unstemmed,  and  $.3.15  a  pound  if  stemmed.  On 
line  15,  in  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  committee,  the  Senator 
will  find  that  the  rate  on  unstemmed  tobacco  is  $2.10  per  pound 
and  if  stemmed  $2.75  per  pound.  That  is  existing  law.  The 
Finance  Committee  decided  to  reduce  the  House  rates  for  the 
very  purpose  the  Senator  from  New  York  suggested  in  his 
remarks  as  to  the  5-cent  cigar. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  say  to  the 
Senator  that  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of  a  reduction  but  I  dis- 
agree with  the  increases  made  in  tlie  S^iate  amendments. 
These  increases  will  undoubtedly  put  off  the  market  the  5-cent 
cigar.  I  especially  disagree  with  the  provisions  embraced  in 
subparagraph  (b).  With  that  eliminated,  I  should  consent  to 
the  Senate  amendment ;  but  I  understand  that  the  Senator  frMU 
Florida  [Mr.  Funx^HEa]  would  not  con.sent,  because  he  wishes 
the  higher  rate  carried  in  the  House  bill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But,  if  I  may  judge  from  the  amendment  which 
the  Senator  from  Florida  has  had  printed,  and  of  which  I  now 
have  a  copy  in  my  hand,  he  desires,  on  page  123,  line  19,  dealing 
with  the  rate  on  certain  mixed  bales  of  tobacco,  in  the  matter 
proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  committee  amendment,  to  strike 
out  "  87%  "  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  "  40  "  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    That  is  in  subdivision  (b)  ? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  in  subdivision  (b).  The  equivalent 
rate  of  the  present  law  for  the  stemmed  tobacco  is  58  cents  and 
for  the  unstemmed  79  centa 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  think  that  is  wrong. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  present  rate  on  unstemmed  tobacco  is 
35  cents  per  pound  and  on  stemmed  tobacco  50  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  the  case  of  the  mixed  bale  the  Senator  is 
asking  a  reduction  from  existing  law. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No ;  If  the  S^ator  will  pardon  me,  the  rate 
on  the  present  mixed  bale.  If  it  is  more  than  35  per  cent  wrai^ier 
tobacco,  is  $2.10  if  unstemmed  and  $2.75  if  stemmed. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  in  subdivision  (a)  we  are  giving  the  exist- 
ing law. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  the  existing  law,  then,  has  a  special 
provision  as  follows: 

Filler  tobacco  not  specifically  provided  for,  If  unstemmed.  36  cents 
per  pound ;  if  stemmed,  50  cents  per  pound. 

It  says  nothing  about  mixed  bales. 

Mr.  FLETCHER  The  present  law  does  not  deal  with  mixed 
bales  at  all.    This  is  a  new  paragrapti. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Yes;  it  deals  with  mixed  bales,  provided 
there  is  more  than  35  per'cent  of  wrawjer;  but  if  there  Is  less 
than  35  per  cent  of  wrapper,  it  does  not  deal  with  mixed  bales 
at  all. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  true,  Mr.  President.  I  was  going  to 
make  a  statement  on  that  point.  I  had  reference  to  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Pletohik]. 
What  he  desires  to  do  is  to  strike  out  "  87%  "  and  insert  in  Heu 
thereof  "  40."    This  is  the  rate  per  pound. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  know  it  is  the  rate  per  pound  ;  and  that 
is  the  very  material  that  is  covered  by  the  House  bill  and  made 
dutiable  at  35  cents  per  pound.  I  am  entirely  content  with  the 
House  provision. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  will  look  on  line  19  he  will  see 
the  language  "  if  unstemmed,  87%  cents  per  pound." 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Exactly;  but  that  is  an  increase  over  the 
House  rate  of  150  per  cent 


Mr.  GEOROB.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  request  ttie 
Senator  from  Utah  to  speak  just  a  little  louder.  I  am  very 
much  interested  in  this  schedule,  and  I  want  to  know  what  is 
said  about  it 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Utah  has 
alluded  to  the  ammdniMit  I  propose  to  introduce,  and  in  order 
to  get  a  concrete  propositicm  before  us,  I  offer  it  now,  and  then 
we  can  discuss  it 

The  PRESIDING  OFnCER  (Mr.  Cuttinq  In  tlie  chair). 
The  clerk  will  report  the  amendment. 

The  LaaiBLATivx  Cuhk.  On  page  123,  line  19,  in  the  matter 
proposed  to  be  Inserted  by  the  Finance  Committee,  strike  out 
the  numerals  "  87%  "  and  insert  In  lieu  thereof  "  40." 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  think  if  we  change  the 
rate  to  40  cents  a  pound  we  will  put  the  Havana-wrapper  im- 
porters <m  practically  the  same  basis  they  occupy  to-day.  It  will 
mean  that  they  will  pay  the  same  duty  on  Havana  wrappers  they 
are  paying  to-day,  because  the  Havana  wrapper  comes  in  mixed 
bales.  The  Sumatra  wrapper,  with  which  our  friends  are  con- 
cerned particularly,  never  comes  in  mixed  bales  at  all.  llie  rate 
of  duty  paid  on  that  wrapper  is  one  thing,  the  rate  of  duty  paid 
on  the  Havana  wrapper — that  is,  the  one  with  which  we  are  par- 
ticularly concerned  as  far  as  manufacturers  in  Florida  and  else- 
where are  concerned — is  another  thing. 

All  manufacturers  of  clear  Havana  cigars  are  concerned  with 
the  Havana  wrapper.  There  is  no  way  of  separating  in  the  law 
the  wrapper  Imported  from  Cuba  and  the  wrapper  imported  from 
Sumatra,  but  in  describing  it,  as  the  bill  does  describe  it  the 
Havana  wrapper  comes  under  subdivision  (b),  relating  to  mixed 
bales,  and  the  Sumatra  wrapper  comes  under  another  sul>di- 
vision. 

Without  using  the  term  "  Havana  "  or  "  Sumatra,"  that  is  the 
effect  of  this  provlslMU  The  Havana  wrapper  comes  in  mixed 
bales,  and  if  we  make  the  rate  paid  on  the  mixed  bales  40  cents 
a  pound,  we  will  require  them  to  pay  just  about  what  they  are 
paying  under  the  present  law.  That  would  be  fair,  and  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  It.  If  we  make  it  more  than  that,  then 
we  increase  the  duty  to  be  paid  on  Havana  wrappers. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  I  think  the  Senator  is  mis- 
taken. The  Havana  wrapper  very  rarely  constitutes  over  5  per 
cent  of  the  package,  the  balance  being  dilefly  fillers  and  binders. 
That  i«  shown  by  our  purchases  from  Cuba.  Ninety-eight  per 
cent  of  our  Imports  of  cigar  fillers  come  from  Cuba.  We  buy 
only  about  5  per  cent  of  our  wrapper  tobacco  from  Cuba.  The 
balance  of  It  is  purchased  from  Java  and  Sumatra,  and  from 
some  other  small  countries.  So  that  as  we  get  only  6  per  cent 
of  our  wrappers  and  practically  all  of  our  cigar  flUers  frtmi 
Cuba,  the  Cuban  tobacco  will  average  per  package  about  in  that 
proportitm,  95  per  cent  filler  to  5  per  cent  of  arrapper. 

The  SenatcMT  is  simply  proposing  to  increase  the  rate  of  duty 
upon  the  filler  tobacco  that  comes  In  from  Cuba,  because  if  we 
add  5  per  cent  to  that  because  there  is  6  per  cent  of  Cuban  wrap- 
pers mixed  in,  that  addition  takes  effect  upon  the  other  96  per 
cent,  the  OUer,  and  the  Senator  is  jtist  raising  the  rate. 

The  filler  tobacco  that  C(Hnes  in  from  these  variotis  other 
countries  is  negligible  in  quantity  as  compared  with  the  ^er 
tobacco  domestically  produced,  and  instead  of  coming  in  com- 
petition with  tlie  filler  tobacco  domesticnlly  produced  it  is 
mer^  supplementary,  and  supfrfementary  in  the  most  ad- 
vantageous way.  It  adds  a  fiavor  and  aroma  that  we  can  not 
get  from  our  domestic  totmcco,  and  it  thereby  increases  the 
sales  of  the  American  cigar  and  cigarette  not  only  In  the  mar- 
kets of  this  country  but  In  the  marketii  of  the  woiid.  I  think 
the  Senator  is  mistaken  about  the  effect 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  I  find  that  the  cigar  manu- 
facturers of  the  State  of  New  Yoric  and  the  Tobacco  Board  of 
Trade  ot  New  York  are  in  bitter  opposition  to  the  bill  as  it 
came  from  the  House,  but  more  than  that  they  appear  to  be 
dissatisfied  with  the  rates  fixed  in  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Do  they  want  them  lower? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     They  want  them  lower. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senate  committee  rates  are  lower  than 
the  House  rates. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Even  so,  they  are  opposed  to  thnn.  Fcmt 
instance,  here  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  B.  Roeenwald,  and  a  number 
of  other  New  York  dealers  and  packers  of  large  quantities  of 
domestic  tobacco,  as  well  as  importers  of  tobacco,  and  they  say 
that  this  rate  on  wrapper  tobacco  should  be  reduced  to  $1.85 
per  pound. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  If  the  Senator  will  pardon 
me,  there  is  nothing  more  abstird  in  the  pending  bill  than  thia 
hi^  rate  upon  wrapper  tobacco. 

Mr.  OOPBLAND.    The  Senator  thinks  it  should  be  lower? 
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Mr.  SIlOfONS.  I  think  it  sboiOd  be  lower.  Oeatty  tt  ahovld 
be  lower,  and  I  will  give  the  Senator  yerj  briefly  ttie  rMMOs 
why  U  should  be  lower. 

The  bulk  of  our  wrapper  tobacco,  as  I  said  a  little  while  afo, 
Manes  from  Somatr*  and  Jara,  some  comes  from  Cuba.  The 
d«ty  apun  that  wrapper  tobacco  undo:  tiie  present  law  is  12.10. 
unstemmed.    The  duty  is  higher  if  the  tobacco  is  stemmed. 

The  price  of  that  tobacco  In  Java  and  In  Siuiatni  is  aboat 
tlM  a  poond.  When  we  add  tiie  doty  to  it  of  about  $2.10 
in  roand  flgnres,  we  have  about  H30  a  pound.  I  could  give  the 
exact  figures  by  reforinf  to  my  papers,  but  I  will  not  take  the 
time  to  do  that.  Tliat  is  the  price  we  have  to  pay  for  this  for- 
eign wrapper.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  where  we  buy  it, 
we  have  to  pay  that  In  Cuba  it  is  the  same.  The  duty  is 
less  in  tha  aue  of  Cuba,  for  there  is  a  20  per  cent  rednctioD  as  to 
imports  from  that  country.  But  speaking  generally,  the  duty 
added  to  the  price  of  this  wrapper  tobacco  raises  the  price  upon 
tlte  American  market  to  the  sum  of  from  around  $4  per  pound. 

The  average  farm  price  of  wrappers  of  the  highest  quality, 
shade  grown,  grown  in  the  State  of  norida,  is  only  66  cents  a 
pound.  The  price  of  that  grown  in  Georgia  Is  only  6S  cents  a 
pound,  a  little  lower  tiun  the  price  of  that  grows  in  Florida. 

While  some  of  tlie  fine  wrapper  tot>acoo  grown  in  Cooaecti- 
eut  sells  at  high  prices,  |2Ji0  to  $3,  it  averaipea  a  dollar  a 
pound,  as  the  statistics  of  the  department  will  show.  So  that 
we  are  imposing  dutlea  of  |2L10  or  |2.75  upon  a  foreign  to- 
bacco that  sdls  in  tlte  American  market  without  doty  for  over 
$2.  It  is  plain  that  this  foreign  tobacco  does  not  came  in  oom- 
petitioo  with  American  tobacco. 

What  Is  the  ^Bect  of  the  increase  In  tariflf  The  aOect  is 
that  it  is  a  burden  upon  the  manufacturer,  increasing  his  cost 
of  itfoduetJon  and  reducing  the  volume  ot  his  salea, 

In  the  next  place;  we  can  not  produce  in  this  country  this 
fine  wrapper  totecca  It  Is  smoother  and  has  a  better  burning 
quality,  and  wtien  It  is  mixed  with  our  domestic  product  it 
adds  enormously  to  the  salatHUty  of  the  domestic  product. 

L^  us  now  consider  the  5-cent  cigar.  When  we  reduced  the 
rcTPnue  tax  on  5-eent  dgara,  the  result  was  that  the  next  year 
there  were  s<oId  000,000,000  more  cigars  than  had  bem  sold  the 
prerlous  year,  and  as  a  result  the  40,000  farmers  in  this  country 
who  are  making  domestic  binders,  not  wrappers,  but  domestic 
binders  used  in  making  those  cigars  and  fillers,  recdved  for 
thefr  product  $3,000,000  more  tlian  they  did  tlie  year  before. 

Mr.  President,  why  lias  tliat  dgar,  as  a  result  of  this  |2 
reduction,  become  so  desiral)le?  They  now  use  upon  those 
cigam  generally  an  Imported  wrapper.  They  could  not  afTord 
to  do  that  before  that  reduction.  The  binders  and  fillers  are 
of  American  producticHi,  and  that  wrapper  gives  that  cigar  a 
glossy  appearance,  it  gives  it  a  better  burning  quality,  and  it 
has  popularised  the  &-ceot  dgar  in  the  United  States. 

When  we  Increase  the  sale  o<  the  5-cent  dgar,  because  of  this 
foreign  wrapper,  we  increase  the  sale  for  the  domestically  pro- 
duced flllera  and  Unders  In  them,  llie  same  thing  is  true  of 
the  cigarette.  By  mixing  Turkish  tobacco  with  the  American 
ti>bacco  the  cigarette  is  gives  a  different  flavor,  and  thereby  Its 
salabtllty  and  popularity  are  greatly  enhanced.  T^  farmers  of 
my  section  of  the  country  understand  that  perfectly.  They 
formerly  thought  there  should  be  a  prohibitive  tariff  upon 
Turkish  tobaceo  which  it  was  said  was  being  brought  over  here 
in  eonsiderabie  quantities  and  used  tar  dgarette  raakiug.  lliey 
have  learned  since  then,  however,  that  the  Turkish  tobaceo  dis- 
places only  a  negligible  part  of  the  American-produced  to- 
bacco, and  that  it  adds  a  flavor  to  the  whole  content  of  the 
cigarett*  that  it  would  not  have  if  made  wholly  from  domestic 
tobacco  and  that  this  has  increased  the  consumption  and  ex- 
panded the  market  finr  their  product 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRB8IDIKQ  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  No  statement  made  to  recent  years  in  this 
country  struck  a  more  respoBedve  chord  with  our  people  than 
the  ntteraoce  of  the  late  Vice  PresideBt  Marshall  when  be  said 
that  what  this  Nation  needed  was  a  good  5-cent  dgar.  Imme- 
diately afterwards,  although  Iiis  remark  was  made  in  jest  there 
began  to  be  agitated  the  idea  of  the  manufticture  of  a  good  (^ 
cent  cigar.  It  proceeded  with  such  rapidity  and  with  such  suc- 
cess that  I  think  to-day  one  establishment  numofactures  some- 
thing over  30,000^000  of  cigars  of  that  character.  They  do  it 
as  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  has  said, 
with  a  Sumatra  wrapper  in  great  degree,  and  they  can  do  it 
only  by  virfeae  of  the  fact  that  the  duty  shail  not  be  high  upon 
that  particular  wrapper  which  we  do  not  produce  In  this  coun- 
try at  all.  So  it  is,  because  of  tlie  neceasity  that  our  farmers 
should  have  a  good  &<ent  cigar,  that  I  quite  agree  with  what 
haa  been  aaid  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 


B«yoad  that  <lr,  and  speaking  more  seriously,  with  a  dgar 
t  lat  is  manufactured  with  such  a  wrapper  and  with  that  wrap- 
per  oon^ng  from  a  BpsciAc  and  particular  one  or  two  places,  a 
V  rapper  unable  to  be  duplicated  in  our  production  in  this  coun- 
1 7, 1  think  that  what  has  been  said  by  the  Senator  from  North 
C  arolina  is  entirely  apropos  and  that  the  duty  should  be  Just  as 
s  nail  as  it  is  possible  for  it  to  be  upon  that  kind  of  wrapper. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President  may  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
Eenator  from  California  to  the  fact  that  the  &-c«it  cigar  is 
tLken  care  of  in  subparagraph  (a)  where  tlie  House  proposed 
a  rate  on  unstemmed  tobacco  of  $2.50  per  pound  and  upon 
stemmed  tobacco  of  $3.16  per  pound.    In  subparagraph  (a)  the 

Ste  Finance  Committee  have  reduced  the  rate  on  unstemmed 
3CO  to  $2.10  and  on  stemmed  tobacco  to  $2.75  a  pound,  which 
>e  existing  law.  Subparagraph  <b)  does  not  affect  filler 
tbbaeeo  at  all,  not  In  the  least  That  relates  to  Sumatra  wrap- 
p  er.  It  afEects  only  the  Cuban  wrapper.  The  Sumatra  tobacco 
omcs  In  under  subparagrajrfi  (a). 

'nils  is  what  the  present  law  would  be.    The  bales  containing 
IJS  per  cent  wrapper  and  87  per  cent  filler  carry  the  rate  on 
e  average  bales  coming  in  from   Cuba.     The  mixture  only 
mes  from  Cuba  and  the  percentage  is  13  and  87.    If  we  want 
maintain  that  rate  under  subparagraph  (b),  then  instead  of 
H  cents  per  pound  on  unstemmed.  It  should  be  58  cents  a 
id,  and  on  stemmed  tobacco,  instead  of  $1.17 V^,  it  would  l)e 
cents  a  pound.    If  that  change  was  made  then  it  would  con- 
to  existing  law,  and  I  am  perfectly  willing  that  that  should 
1}  done. 
Mr.  GEORGE  and  Mr.  SIMMONS  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  New 
ork  yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom  ? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  I  think  I  had  better  go  on 
^  rith  what  I  have  to  say  and  then  I  will  yield  the  floor. 

I  had  already  spoken  about  the  suggestion  made  by  Vice 
J^reiMent  Marshall  that  what  the  country  needed  was  a  good 
dgar.  Ot  course,  I  do  not  know  at>out  any  kind  of  cigar, 
use  I  do  not  use  tobacco;  but  it  is  very  apparent  to  me, 
the  discussion  here  and  from  the  letters  I  have  bad,  that. 
far  as  the  wrapper  Is  concerned,  the  duty  should  be  mate- 
ly  less  than  the  Senate  committee  has  proposed. 
Cullman  Bros.,  of  New  York,  have  told  me  that  the  wrapper 
the  dgar  is  only  about  one  twenty-fifth  of  the  weight  content 
m  the  discussion  which  has  gone  on  here,  it  is  apparent 
t  it  is  only  4  per  cent  of  the  weight  of  the  cigar,  which,  under 
rcnmstances  in  this  type  of  dgar.  is  made  up  of  imported 
rapper.  Tlien  if  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Sim- 
ons] is  correct  that  the  Imported  wrapper  gives  to  the  5-cent 
a  flavor  and  a  taste  quite  seductive,  I  judge  from  what 
lie  stated  it  la  very  apparent  to  me  that  if  we  want  to  «icourage 
t  lat  smt  of  cigar  we  should  encourage  the  importation  of  a 
|[>reign  wraM)er. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  let  me  inter- 

inpt  him  to  say  that  we  are  now  using,  as  I  understand,  either 

tt>e  very  best  grade  of  wrapper  that  can   be  bought  in   this 

ontry   or  a   foreign   wrapper.     When   we   were  making   the 

nt  dgar  prior  to  this  time,  it  was  made  up  of  tobacco  that 

chiefly  manufactured  in  the  dty  of  New  York,  and  it  had 

ery   frequently   nothing   but   a   common   grade   of   American 

pper. 
Mr.  COPELAND.    It  is  true,  is  it  not  may  I  ask  my  friend 
North  Carolina,  that  the  flller  and  binder  (rf  these  dgars 
4re  made  from  American  tobacco? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     Yes. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    That  is  American  tobacco? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     Yes,  domestic  tobabcco  except  in  the  dear 
Mavana  type.    There  are  utade  in  Fl<M-ida  some  dgars  that  are 
called    the   clear    Havana    type;    that    have    both    the   Havana 
^  rrapper  and  tlie  Havana  flller  and  binder. 

Of  course,  as  I  said,  some  of  them  use  the  shade-grown 
tibacco  of  Connecticut  and  in  some  d)eaper  cigars  they  use  the 
eliade-grown  tobacco  of  Florida,  but  tiiere  is  really  no  competi- 
tlim  between  the  two.  The  average  price  for  the  Connecticut 
riroduct  is  $1,  while  the  Georgia  type  sells  for  55  cents.  The 
Florida  type  sells  for  about  66  cents. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  manufacturers  in  my  State  are  im- 
I  ressed  with  the  idea  that  the  House  amendment  was  aimed  at 
!  umatra  tobacco  because  that  has  lieen  used  so  extensively  as 
I  wrapper.  Of  course,  it  stands  to  reason  that  the  more  the 
manufacturer  must  pay  for  the  wrapper  which  he  imports  the 
1  jss  the  American  tobacco  farmer  is  g<»ing  to  get  tot  the  binder, 
'i'hat  stands  to  reason.  If  we  are  going  to  have  a  cigar  that 
(ells  for  5  cents  and  the  manufacturer  expends  a  very  consid- 
rrable  amount  of  mmey  for  the  wrapper,  he  is  not  goln?  to 
l«y  the  tobacco  farmer  a  high  price  for  the  binder.  The  wrap- 
jers  that  are  made  here,  as  I  understand  it  are  raised  in  the 
t  tiree  States  of  Connecticut  Florida,  and  Georgia.    Pretty  soon 
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the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Tkammsj.]  will  make  reply  to 
the  critidsm  which  is  expressed  in  a  letter  from  Van  Slyke  ft 
Horton,  cigar  manufacturers  of  Albany,  N.  Y.,  that  the  wrap- 
pers which  come  from  those  States  are  frmn  tobacco  raised 
almost  entirely  by  corporations  and  not  by  dirt  farmers,  and 
therefore  if  any  increase  in  the  protection  on  wrappers  inures 
to  the  benefit  of  anybody  it  would  be  to  two  corporations  whidi 
engage  in  the  raising  of  wrapper  tol)acco.  Anyhow,  there  are 
a  great  many  cigar  factories  in  my  State,  where  many  persons 
are  employed,  and  naturally  it  is  to  the  economic  advantage 
of  New  York  to  have  these  manufacturers  prosier.  It  gives 
employment,  it  gives  aid  to  labor,  and  apparently  It  insures  the 
making  of  a  high-grade  cigar. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL  In  ordw  to  get  a  full  understanding  of 
the  value  of  the  testimony  of  the  gentleman  referred  to,  may 
I  inquire  if  he  is  connected  with  a  corporation  group  or  if  he 
Is  an  individual  cigar  maker  himself,  or  is  he  Just  an  ordinary 
band-to-hand  laborer? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  No ;  he  is  hardly  that  because  he  tells  me 
that  he  met  me  in  the  Bankers  Club,  so  I  assume  he  belongs 
to  the  Bankers  Club. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  Then  he  probably  belongs  to  the  bank^^' 
group.  Of  course,  as  a  matter  of  fact  in  Florida  our  tobacco 
is  grown  entirely  by  the  individual  farmer. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    The  wrapper  tobaceo? 

Mr.  TRAMMI3LL.  Oh,  yea,  the  wrapper  tobacco.  I  know  of 
counties  where  individual  farmers  engage  exclusively  in  it  and 
it  is  the  principal  support  of  the  farmers  of  those  particular 
localities  in  the  State.  This  applies  particularly  to  the  northern 
part  of  Florida.  As  to  the  question  of  price  for  Florida  tobacco, 
one  reason  why  the  growers  are  seeking  an  increase  in  the  duty 
is  because  the  price  is  ridiculously  low  this  year  and  has  been 
fc^  a  numl)er  of  years.  Fifty  to  slxty-flve  cents  a  pound  for 
wrapper  tobacco  produced  in  the  northern  part  of  Florida  rep- 
resents a  bankruptcy  price  and  destruction  to  the  industry  in 
that  part  of  the  State.  They  used  to  get,  and  feel  that  they 
should  get  now,  about  $1.25  to  $1.50  a  pound  for  their  wrapper 
tobacco. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  pardon  me? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Just  a  moment,  if  the  Senator  please.  For 
the  relief  of  my  friend  the  junior  Senator  from  Florida  let  me 
say  that  while  the  writer  of  this  letter  may  belong  to  what  the 
Senator  calls  the  corporation  group,  nevertheless  he  says  that 
he  is  not  in  the  wraK)er  business.  His  business  is  the  flller. 
The  farmer-cooperative  leaf  growers  of  Wisconsin,  Ohio,  and 
Pennsylvania  represent  85  per  cent  of  the  tobacco  growers.  I 
suppose  they  are  real  dirt  farmers,  are  they  not?  Bankers 
rarely  go  into  cooperative  groups  except  where  they  are  cooper- 
ating to  take  charge  of  Wall  Stre<H.  The  cooperatives  of  Ohio 
and  Penn.sylvania,  as  I  understand,  where  leaf  tobacco  is  raised 
and  where  the  binder  is  produced,  are  in  opposition  to  the  tax 
upon  the  wrapper,  because  the  more  the  wrapper  costs  the  less 
the  tobacco  farmer  can  get  for  the  binder. 

I  yield  now  to  my  friend  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  What  the  Senator  from  Florida  said  Is 
probably  true.  The  price  of  shade-grown  tobacco  has  been  very 
low.  So  have  the  prices  of  all  kinds  of  domestic  tobacco  been 
very  low  during  the  past  two  or  three  years,  especially  this  year. 

I  wanted  to  interrupt  the  Senator  for  the  purpose  of  incor- 
porating in  his  remarks  the  exact  statistics  which  I  stated 
from  memory  a  little  while  ago.  While  I  stated  them  sub- 
stantially correctly,  I  would  like  to  have  them  absolutely  cor- 
rect The  statistics  show  that  the  average  farm  price  for  tlie 
Connecticut  Valley  shade-grown  tobacco  in  1928  vras  97.7  cents, 
in  1927  was  $1,059  a  pound,  and  in  1928  it  was  $1  a  pound. 
Georgia  and  Florida  shade,  65  cents  a  pound  in  1926;  in  1927, 
65  cents  a  pound ;  and  in  1928,  55  cents  a  pound.  I  think  those 
are  the  correct  figures. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina,  the  Senator  from  Utah,  the  Senator  from 
Florida,  or  some  other  Senator  informed  on  the  subject,  is  it 
true  that  a  manufacturer  of  cigars  in  Brooklyn  would  have  to 
pay  for  Connecticut  and  Florida  wrappers  as  high  as  $4  or 
$5  a  pound? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Certainly  not  They  only  have  to  pay  the 
price  at  which  the  product  sells  in  this  country — the  farm  price, 
which  I  Just  gave. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Will  the  Senator  please  tell  me  what  he 
thinks  would  be  a  fair  price  for  Florida  and  Connecticut  wrap- 
pers at  the  present  time  in  the  New  York  market? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  know  how  much  the  price  In- 
creases in  the  several  processes  of  distribution,  but,  let  us  say, 


it  is  doubled;  in  that  event  the  price  of  Florida  wrappers  ought' 
to  be  $1.30  POT  pound. 

Mr.  COPEILAND.  Has  the  Senator  from  Utah  any  Informa- 
tion about  that?  What  Is  the  maricet  price  in  New  York  of 
Florida  and  Connecticut  or  any  other  domestic  wrapptfs? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  wiU  say  to  the  Senator  there  is  a  wide  rang« 
in  prices  of  wrapper  tobacco  In  New  Yorlc 

Mr.  CC^ELAND.  I  am  talking  now  about  the  doroeatle 
wrai)per. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  price  of  domestic  wrapper  runs  all  the 
way  from  $1.26  to  $3  a  pound. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Some  of  the  very  fine  grades  of  Oonnecticnt 
tobacco  tliat  are  used  in  the  high-priced  cigars  might  run  up  to 
$3  a  pound,  but  the  average  is  about  a  dollar.  The  high-priced 
wrappers,  which  run  up  to  $3  a  pound,  are  very  limited  ia 
quantity,  and  I  believe  are  used  iMindpaliy  in  what  Is  called 
the  Corona  type  of  dgars. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  New  York  asked  me  what 
the  price  was  in  New  York,  and  I  said  it  was  all  the  way  from 
$1.25  a  pound  to  $3. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  told  the  Senator  from  New  York  that  for 
the  domestic  wrapper  I  thought  doubling  the  farmer's  price 
would  be  about  correcl.  At  the  same  time  the  price  of  tha 
Sumatra  wrapper  in  New  York  would  be  about  $2.20  a  pound, 
plus  about  the  same  amount  of  duty,  which  would  run  it  up  to 
about  $4.40. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President  am  I  right  in 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Let  me  give  the  figures  exactly  correct 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  the  figures.  A  great  deal  of  It  comes  in 
at  $1.25  a  pound  [dus  $2.10. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  was  giving  the  average. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     It  is  about  $3.35. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  about  $^.35. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  have  the  figures  exactly.  In  1925  the 
imports  of  stemmed  tobacco  were  6,868,000  pounds. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Has  the  Senator  the  figures  as  to  domestic 
production  ? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Yes;  the  domestic  production  In  this  coun- 
try is  about  one  billion  and  a  quarter. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  A  billion  and  a  quarter?  I  am  epeaking 
about  wrappers. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  speaking  about  all  tobacco.  I  have  not 
the  separate  figures  as  to  wrapper  tobacco,  but  I  can  give  them 
to  the  S^iator  In  a  little  while. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  wish  the  Senator  would  do  so,  as  I 
should  like  to  l>e  informed  as  to  that 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Let  me  finish  what  I  started  to  say  a  little 
while  ago.    The  Senator  wante<l  to  know  the  price  in  New  York. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  In  1925  the  average  foreign  price  was  $2.41. 
The  duty  added  to  that  would  make  It  $4.51. 

In  1927  the  average  foreign  price  was  $2.21  and  the  duty 
added  would  make  it  $4.31  a  pound. 

In  1928  the  average  fordgn  price  was  $2.13  a  poimd,  and  with 
the  duty  added  it  would  be  $4.23  a  pound.  In  that  case  ttie 
price  of  the  foreign  product  is  more  than  twice  the  price  of  the 
domestic  iMXHluct;  and  when  the  duty  is  added  to  the  foreign 
price  the  cost  of  the  foreign  article  is  more  than  four  times  the 
average  price  of  the  Connecticut  shade  grown  tobacco,  which  is 
the  best  groMnn  In  this  country. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Is  it  probable  if  this  tariff  duty  on  wrap- 
pers were  materially  reduced  that  it  would  affect  at  all  the 
demand  for  the  domestic  product? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  think  it  would  increase  the  d«nand  for 
the  domestic  product  The  foreign  wrappers  and  foreign  fillers 
do  not  amount  to  much  and  their  use  largely  Increases  the 
demand  for  the  American  product ;  it  increases  the  price,  and  it 
helps  the  farmer  and  helps  the  manufacturer  in  both  directions. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  If  the  Senator  from  New  York 
has  no  objection,  I  will  answer  the  question  as  to  the  ];Nroduc- 
tion  in  the  United  States  of  wrapper  tol>acco  at  this  time. 

Mr.  COPBa^AND.    I  should  like  to  have  that  information. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  think  it  Is  153,000,000  pounds,  but  I  am 
not  sure.    I  means  fillers  and  binders. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  vrish  to  go  back  to  the  production  for  102S. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Is  the  Senator  referring  to  wrapper  to- 
bacco? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  referring  to  American  wranter  tobacco. 
In  1925  there  were  6332,000  pounds  produced;  in  1926  there 
were  7,773,000  pounds ;  in  1927  there  were  9,768,000  pounds ;  and 
in  1928  there  were  11,166,000  pounds. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Of  the  domestic  wrapper? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Yes. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    What  about  the  importati<ms? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Importatlofis  are  8^«a  on  the  next  page, 
and  I  will  dte  them  for  the  Senator.   Taking  the  same  years,  in 
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UOi  the  iaporti  were  B^OM^S  poonds;  Im  M3S  tbey  were 
6,029>I7  poaods ;  In  19Z7  tiiey  were  ^06SZ14;  aad  la  1888  they 
were  6.879.104  poonde. 

Mr.  8ACKETT.  Mr.  Pmidnit,  will  the  Senator  from  New 
iTork  Tield  to  ■«  for  a  momeDt? 

Mr.  COFBLAND.    I  jield. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  am  Interested  in  tills  ouitter,  and  I  want 
to  ahow  what  tlie  Senate  committee  lias  done  in  regard  to  sec- 
tion 601. 

I  shall  nter  to  the  proyision  of  the  existing  law  first — it  la 
Tery  abort — and  if  Senators  will  compare  it  with  the  provisioDs 
of  the  Senate  committee  amendment  they  will  see  the  difference. 
The  paragraph  of  the  existing  law  reads  in  this  way: 

Pas.  001.  Wrapper  totecco,  and  filler  tobacco  when  mixed  or  packed 
*irlth  aore  tiuui  35  per  cwt  of  wrapper  tobacco,  and  all  leaf  totaoeo  the 
yrod««t  of  two  or  more  coantriea  or  dependendea  wbea  mixed  or  packed 
together.  If  aostemmed,  |2.10  per  pound;  if  atemmed,  $2.76  per  pound ; 
filler  tobacco  not  specially  proTlded  for,  If  unatemmed,  S6  centa  per 
pooad  ;  tf  ateaSMd,  50  cents  per  poand. 

Tliat  is  the  whole  of  paragraph  601  of  the  presmt  law.  The 
Hoose  only  changed  that  in  this  particular :  It  raised  the  rate  of 
doty  on  the  onstenuned  tobacco  to  |2.S0  per  ponnd  and  on  the 
stemmed  tobacco  to  $3.15  per  pound. 

The  Senate  oommittee  decided,  (hi  account  of  the  advisability 
of  having  a  5-cent  cigar  in  this  country,  that  the  increase  to  |2.50 
and  $3.15  would  pat  the  &<ent  cigar  out  of  imslness  under  the 
present  conditions  of  the  tobacco  trade;  so  the  Senate  com- 
mittee concluded  to  return  to  the  rate  of  the  present  law. 

There  was  quite  an  effort  made  in  the  interest  of  certain 
domestic  growers  of  this  wrapper  tobacco  to  retain  the  increases 
to  12.50  and  |3.15,  respectiyeiy,  but  the  history  ot  the  5<ent 
cigar  was  that  in  order  to  continue  its  mannCacture  in  this 
country  in  a  satisfactory  way  tliere  would  Iiave  to  be  help  giren 
by  the  Government  In  1S26,  in  order  to  insure  its  manufacture 
on  a  satisfactory  scale,  the  internal-revenue  tax  was  reduced 
from  $4  to  $2.  That  enabled  the  cigar  manufacturers  wiio  were 
trying  to  introduce  the  &-cent  dgar  to  meet  the  necessary  cost 
of  production  and  put  such  a  cigar  on  the  marlcet.  If  we  were 
to  raise  the  doty  on  the  Sumatra  wrapper,  which  is  the  ctiar* 
acter  of  wrapper  used  to-day  largely  in  the  better  dase  oi  5-cent 
cigars,  to  $2JS0  instead  <^  $2.10,  and  made  a  corresponding  in- 
crease in  the  stemmed  wrapper  from  $2.^  to  IS.16,  we  woold 
then  be  talcing  away  part  of  the  reduction  in  the  internal-rerenue 
tax,  so  to  speak,  and  would  probably  destroy  the  opportunity 
of  manufacturers  to  furnish  a  5-cent  dgar  ot  the  same  quality 
aate  now  being  furnished. 

a  we  should  co  further  than  the  old  law,  and  further  than 
the  committee  recommends,  and  reduce  the  rate  briow  $2.10  and 
I2J0  duty  on  the  imported  Sumatra  wrapper,  which  is  used  in 
the  &-cent  cigar,  I  take  it  that  any  rednctiou  which  would  be 
■ado  below  that  rate  would  go  only  into  the  liands  of  the  manu- 
facturer; It  would  not  affect  the  price  at  retaU  of  the  5-eent 
cfgar  at  all,  b^  whatever  gain  waa  made  by  the  manufacturer 
through  reduction  of  duty  would  go  into  his  pocket 

A»  a  result 

Mr.  CCNPSLAND.  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield  to 
me  there? 

Mr.  SACKBTT.  I  will  yield  in  a  moment  If  the  Senator  wiU 
allow  me  to  finish.  As  a  result  howerer,  of  the  reducdon  in 
the  iatemal-rercnue  tax  to  $2;  the  increase  in  tlie  prodnction  of 
the  5-oeut  cigar  has  been  phenomenal  in  the  last  three  years, 
showing  that  at  the  rates  of  duty  at  S2.10  and  $2.50,  and  with 
the  Interaal-reveDne  tax  at  $2,  the  manufacturers  in  this  country 
are  aide  to  famish  at  a  proiot  the  5-cent  cigar  wliich  is  so  much 
wanted  in  this  country. 

Tlie  Senator  from  New  York  suggested,  as  I  understood  bim, 
that  if  the  duty  on  the  wrapper  were  reduced  below  $2.10  and 
$2.50,  the  diffinvnce  would  inure  not  to  the  dgar  manufacturer 
but  to  the  producer  of  the  filler  or  ttind«^.  I  take  it  that  the 
amount  of  Under  that  is  produced  in  tliis  country  to  fill  those 
5<:ent  dears  is  so  great  and  from  such  varied  localities  that 
the  purchasa  bgr  the  manufacturer  is  a  matter  of  competition 
among  the  farmers  to-day,  aad  tliat  we  could  not  say  in  any  way 
that  tt  the  duty  on  the  wramier  were  reduced,  tlie  differrace 
would  go  to  the  producer  of  the  hinder  or  filler.  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  really  any  Justification  for  that  thought  At 
the  same  time,  there  Is  a  certain  amount  of  wrapper  produced 
in  this  country  in  riorlda,  in  Connecticut  and  in  Georgia. 

Thoae  tobacco  fanners  who  are  indtvidual  farmers  are  rather 
hard  pressed  to  meet  even  the  $2.10  rate  and  the  $2.50  rate; 
and  if  we  were  to  reduce  them  be&ow  $2.10  and  $2LS0,  it  would 
undoubtedly  have  a  very  serious  effect  upon  that  prodnction. 
If  the  rates  were  Increased  above  $2.10  and  $2:50,  we  would 
•ttminate  the  poesibiUty  or  prohability  of  ohtainlag  a  large  in- 
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in  the  number  of  S-cent  dgars  that  the  manufacturers 
4re  able  to  produce. 

]  It  seems  to  me,  from  the  result  of  the  business  in  the  last 
uiree  yean,  that  we  have  arrived  at  a  pretty  fair  adjtistment 
►f  the  duty  on  Sumatra  wrapper  at  $2.10  and  $2.50.  We  have 
ncreased  the  business,  we  have  provided  the  5-<."ent  dgar,  and 
re  have  not  put  the  producer  entirely  ont  ot  business  in  these 
States.  When  we  change  that  we  are  either  going  to  destroy 
he  5-cent  cigar,  if  the  duty  is  put  too  high,  or  we  are  simply 
olng  to  turn  over  the  difference  to  the  manufacturer  of  dgars 
t  we  put  it  much  lower. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.   President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 

<  uestion  ? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Certainly. 

Mr.  OOPELAND.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
na. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  the  Senator  mean  to  say  that  where 
n  article  is  selling  in  this  country  through  the  rejnilar  channels 
f  trade  for  from  65  cents  to  $1  a  pound,  it  is  necessary  for  the 
rotection  of  the  producer  to  impose  a  duty  of  $2.50  upon  the 
pe  of  tobacco  that  these  men  produce? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     I  think  that  is  a  very  fair  question,  and  I 
II  answer  It  In  this  way. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Would  not  that  lead  to  the  conclusion  that 

order  to  protect  the  product  it  is  necessary  to  fix  a  duty  of 

wloe  the  entire  cost,  or  around  the  entire  selling  price  of  that 

Itroduct?    When  we  add  to  that  that  the  foreign  article  in  our 

<iwn  market  sells  for  two  or  three  times  as  much  as  the  domestic 

I  irtide,  where  Is  the  Justification  for  imposing  a  duty  twice  the 

alue,  or  in  the  case  of  the  majority  of  the  product  nearly  three 

Imes  the  value,  of  the  domestic  product? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  My  answer  to  the  Senator  would  be  this, 
lased  on  business  prindples,  I  think: 

If  the  domestic  wrapper  can  be  used  in  the  production  of  the 
I '-cent  cigar — and  it  is  used  in  some  cases  aiwl  by  some  manu- 
1  acturers — it  becomes  a  question  In  the  manufacturer's  mind 
ubether  it  Is  better  to  pay  on  the  basis  that  he  can  get  the 
( omestic  wrapper,  or  to  pay  on  the  basis  that  he  has  to  pay  for 
t  lie  imported  wrapper ;  and  the  amounts  which  are  used  In  the 
I  reduction  of  these  cigars  indicate  that  a  great  proportion  of 
I  tiem  prefer  to  pay  on  the  basis  of  the  foreign  article.  There- 
1  ore,  if  we  reduce  that  we  just  cut  out  that  much  additional  of 
t  le  domestic  wrapper  which  is  to-day  produced. 

The  fordgn  wrapper  Is  worth  more  to  the  manufacturer  in 
linking  his  dgar,  because,  as  the  Senator  has  said,  it  gives 
t  n  aroma  and  a  flavor  which  he  can  not  get  from  the  dmnestic 
wrapper.  If  he  Is  willing  to  forego  that  aroma  and  flavor  in 
(Tder  to  make  more  money  by  bti>ing  the  wrapper  at  a  lees 
1  rice,  he  does  so ;  and  the  adjustment  to-day  seems  to  be  very 
'■  airly  remunerative  both  to  the  manufacturer  who  is  using  the 

<  omestic  wrapper  and  to  the  one  who  Is  using  the  foreign 
y  wrapper. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
urther  yidd  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 
Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  domes- 
Ic  production  of  wrappers  in  this  country  in  1928  was  ll.ltJ6,000 
ounds.  The  importations  in  tliat  year  were  5,879,000  pounds, 
n  other  words,  the  production  in  this  country  is  ai>out  twice 
e  importations. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    That  was  not  what  the  Senator  from  Utah 
4ead,  was  It? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes ;  that  was  it. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Does  the  Senator  wish  to  decrease  that  pro- 
duction of  domestic  wrappers? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  No;  I  wish  to  increase  the  production  as 
^uch  as  possible. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Does  the  Senator  feel  that  by  reducing  the 
duty  be  could  increase  that  production?  That  is  the  point  I 
^  ranted  to  make. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  thhik  redudng  the  duty  would  not  affect, 
he  production  at  all,  because  there  is  really  no  competition 
1 18  to  price  between  the  two  articles. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
ield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.   SACKETT.     I   want  to  go  along  Just  a   little  further 
>efore  I  get  through,  if  the  Senator  please. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  simply  wanted  to  say   to  the  Senator  that 
:    ponnd  of  Sumatra  wrapper  will  go  twice  as  far  as  a  pound 
<f  tlie  local  tobacco. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  think  that  is  probably  true. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  So,  when  we  take  into  consideration  the  im- 
ports or  the  exports  or  the  production,  we  must  take  that  fact 
Into  consideration,  too. 

Mr.  SACKBTT.  It  is  necessary  to  consider  it  as  two  to  one, 
according 'to  my  recollection.  ,».,,. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  say  that  I  think 
there  is  ample  demand  in  this  country  for  both  the  domestic 
and  the  fordgn  product.  Taking  them  both  together,  the  fig- 
ures are  not  large.  Tailing  them  both  together,  they  amount 
to  only  16,000,000  pounds  of  wrapper.    That  is  all  there  is. 

Mr.  SACKETTT.  Yes ;  I  think  that  is  true;  and  when  we  take 
it  on  the  basis  of  two  to  one,  we  get  junt  about  an  even  break. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    About  an  even  break. 

The  Senator  says  that  a  reduction  In  these  high  duties;  that 
is,  the  Senate  rate  of  $2.10,  and  the  House  rate  of  $2.50,  would 
go  altogether  to  the  manufacturer. 

Mr.  SACKBTT.     I  said  it  probably  would. 

Mr,  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  would  or  not; 
but  suppose  it  all  does  go  to  the  manufacturer :  Wtmld  we  not 
have  the  same  result  as  to  the  other  cigars  from  reducing  the 
duty  that  we  got  from  reducing  tax  duty  as  to  the  dements 
that  go  Into  a  5-cent  cigar?  When  we  reduced  the  internal- 
revenue  tax  on  that— and  a  tax  Is  the  same,  so  far  as  tobacco 
is  concerned,  whether  it  is  internal  or  customhouse 

Mr.  SACKBTT.     Yes ;  it  is  just  doubling  it  up. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  When  we  reduced  the  internal-revenue  tax 
$2  i>er  pound,  it  gave  a  tremendous  impetus  to  the  sale  of  that 
particular  dgar. 

Mr.  SACKBTT.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Therefore  the  producer  of  tobacco  got  a 
benefit,  because  more  of  his  tobacco  was  consumed.  Now,  If  the 
reduction  of  the  tax  upon  the  other  class  of  cigars  in  this  coun- 
try was  made  comparable  with  that  upon  the  5-cent  cigar,  why 
wouid  not  the  Senator  antidpate  the  same  result— an  Increased 
u.se  of  that  tobacco,  the  binder  tobacco  that  Is  produced  in  this 
country,  the  wrapper  that  is  produced  in  this  country? 

Mr    SACKETT      I  would. 

Mr!  SIMMONS.  By  increasing  that  the  farmer  would  have 
a  larger  demand  for  his  product;  and  the  price  of  the  farm- 
er's product  like  the  price  of  every  other  product  is  very 
largelv  dependent  upon  the  demand  for  it 

Mr.' SACKBTT.     It  is  stimulated  by  the  demand. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Yes;  It  Is  stimulated  by  the  demand. 

In  my  sertion  of  the  country  we  have  had  the  idea  all  these 
yeers,  until  recently,  that  all  of  these  tobacco  taxes,  enormous 
as  they  are,  were  passed  on  to  the  consumer,  and  that  the 
farmer  had  nothing  to  do  with  them,  because  he  was  not  affected 
at  all ;  but  the  farmers  of  my  country  have  suddenly  realised 
tliat  these  enormous  tobacco  Uxes.  amounting  to  somdhing 
over  $500,000,000  last  year,  adding  the  internal-revenue  tax  and 
the  ctistoms  duty  together,  are  within  $100,000,000  as  much  v, 
the  entire  customs  receipts  on  all  things,  excluding  tobacco,  iu 
this  country. 

Mr.  SACKBTT.     I  think  the  Senator  is  right 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  They  say  that  this  enormous  burden  of  over 
$500,IXK),000  imposed  upon  this  single  industry  is  too  much,  and 
the  effect  of  It  is  Injurious,  and  the  result  of  it  is  that  the  farm- 
ers of  this  country  are  not  able  to  find  a  sufficient  demand  tor 
their  tobacco.  The  demand  is  being  curtailed  by  these  high 
prices.  High  prices  generally  curtail  demand ;  low  prices  stimu- 
late it. 

Mr.  SACKBTT.  If  the  Senator  {riease,  I  was  direding  my 
remarks  t(»  the  5-oent-cigar  proWem. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Let  me  go  just  one  step  further.  They  also 
protest,  and  1  have  petitions  from  farmers  in  certain  counties 
and  certain  towns  in  my  State  iM-otesting,  that  the  low  price  of 
tobacco  this  year  is  due  to  the  fact  that  they  are  being  required, 
in  the  fixing  of  their  prices  by  the  buyer,  to  bear  a  part  of  this 
burden  of  taxation.  They  say  that  of  course  the  consumer  l>ears 
a  part  of  it,  but  that  the  farmer,  by  reason  of  the  lower  price 
paid  fur  his  tobacco,  also  bears  a  part  of  it.  Whether  that  c<mi- 
tentlon  Is  justified  or  not,  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  SACKBTT.  It  is  very  difficult  to  find  out 
Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  is  very  difficult  to  find  out;  but  I  know 
that  if  the  farmer  Is  bearing  a  part  of  this  burden  he  has  a  just 
right  to  complain  of  the  prices  he  is  receiving  as  a  result  of  that 
Mr.  SACKETT.  I  think  so ;  but  I  think  that  can  be  met  bet- 
ter by  a  reduction  of  the  internal-revenue  tax  than  it  can  by  a 
reduction  of  duties. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Why  can  it  not  be  done  by  both? 
Mr.  SACKBTT.     Because  a   reduction  of  duties  would  have 
the  effect  of  reducing  the  amount  of  home-grown  material  that  is 
w^ed.    That  is  the  difference. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Now,  let  me  be  frank  with  the  Saiator.  1 
make  no  quarrd  at  this  time  with  the  rates  of  the  Senate  com- 


mittee on  tobacco  the  content  of  which  Is  over  »  per  cent  of 
wniw)er.  That  is,  the  Senate  committee  rates  of  $2.10  and  $2.75, 
as  against  the  House  rates  of  $2.60  and  $S.15,  suit  me.  I  like 
the  Senate  rates  better.  That  is  all  that  I  am  contending  for 
about  that  What  I  should  Uke  to  do  Is  to  have  the  Senate  cmu- 
mittee  rates  in  that  partictilar ;  but  the  rest  of  the  Senate  com- 
mittee's  amendments  I  do  not  like. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  was  going  to  come  to  that.  If  the  Senator 
from  New  York  will  indulge  me  Just  a  few  moments  longer. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  further  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Is  the  Senator  going  now  beyond  the 
wrapper? 

Mr.  SACKBTT.    1  was  going  to  take  the  next  section,  para- 
graph (b),  which  was  brou^t  in  here,  to  this  extent  and  I  will 
ask  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  to  listen  to  It  a  moment 
I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  that  the  rates  of 
the  old  law  would  on  the  wrapper  be  satlsfactwy. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  be  quoted 
as  being  satisfied,  but  I  mean  we  woukl  accept  them. 

Mr.  SACKBTT.  I  will  agree  with  that.  The  Senate  com- 
mittee, when  It  was  discussing  the  mixed  Iwle,  whldi  comes 
under  subdivision  (b),  talking  with  its  experts,  felt  that  th^e 
was  a  difficulty  in  ddermining  whdher  the  amount  of  wrapper 
tobacco  in  the  mixed  bale  was  in  excess  of  or  below  86  per  cent 
It  was  more  difllcult  to  tell  when  the  amount  was  06  and  85, 
as  to  the  exact  amount  of  each  in  the  bale,  than  it  was  If  we 
would  reduce  the  mixed  bale  to  6  per  cent.  I  think  it  was 
rather  under  the  advice  of  experts  tliat  a  double  section  was 
added  to  the  bill,  making  a  5  per  cent  mixture  the  same  rate  as 
before,  but  when  we  came  to  the  85  per  cent  they  wanted  to  put 
it  higher  so  as  to  discourage  that  mixture,  it  being  more  diffi- 
cult to  administer. 

Personally  I  do  not  bdleve,  and  I  so  felt  In  the  committee^ 
that  there  was  sufficient  warrant  for  making  that  change.  I 
believed  tliat  if  we  would  go  back  to  the  old  law  complete,  aa 
I  read  it  In  the  beginning,  the  wrapper  tobacco  at  $2.10  and 
$2.50,  and  the  35  per  cent  mixture  in  the  bale  at  85  cents,  as 
it  is  iu  the  old  law,  we  would  have  a  rate  that  was  satisfactory 
in  the  main.  Nothing  is  entirety  satisfactory,  but  I  thought 
that  would  be  a  satisfactory  compromise  for  the  manufsctnrer 
and  the  grower.  If  we  attempt  to  change  the  rates  at  this 
time  we  are  going  to  upset  the  business  as  It  at  present  exists, 
and  I  think  the  Increase  In  the  production  of  6-cent  cigars 
during  the  last  three  years,  since  we  made  this  change,  war- 
rants the  conclusion  that  the  rate  was  adjtisted  to  a  certain 
fineness  which  permits  the  growth  of  the  busineM  and  permits 
the  tolMcco  trade  to  carry  on. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President  if  the  Senator  will  pardon  me 
just  a  moment  I  think  the  mistalte  the  Senate  committee  made 
was  in  failing  to  take  into  consideration  the  fad  Uiat  practi- 
cally all  the  tobacco  we  gd  from  other  foreign  countries  except 
Culm  is  wrapper  tobacco.  There  is  hardly  5  per  cent  of  filler 
in  it.  It  is  practically  all  wrapper  tobacco.  It  all  contains 
above  85  per  cent  of  wrapper,  at  least,  and  that  Is  caui^t  by 
the  duty  of  something  over  $2. 

Practically  all  the  tobacco  that  ccMues  to  us  from  Cuba  is 
filler  tobacco.  From  90  to  96  per  cent  of  it  is  filler  tobacco. 
Therefore  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that  in  these  packages 
there  will  not  be  much  over  6  or  7  or  8  pounds  of  wrapper 
tobacco. 

The  way  the  bill  is  written,  subdivision  (b)  would  apply 
only  to  the  Cuban  tobacco,  so  that  If  the  Cuban  packages  of 
tobacco  happened  to  contain,  as  they  usually  do,  about  6  pounds 
of  wrapper,  or  7%  pounds  of  wrapper— and  It  seklom  exceeds 
that— because  of  the  way  it  is  dassifled,  it  would  pay  a  double 
tax.  Not  only  the  wrapper  would  pay  double  tax  but  the  filler 
would  pay  double  tax.  That  Is  to  say,  if  It  is  under  5  pounds, 
the  tax  on  the  whole  would  be  only  36  cents,  under  the  amend- 
ment. If  it  happened  to  be  5%  potmds,  or  6  pounds,  then  they 
would  have  to  pay  87%  cents  instead  of  40  cents.  Just  because 
there  is  1  pound  In  excess.  The  average  excess  is  about  2% 
pounds,  but  if  there  happened  to  be  1  pound  in  excess,  there  is 
ad<led  150  per  cent  tax  upon  the  whole  of  the  package,  and 
nothing  could  be  more  absurd  than  that. 

Mr.  SACKBTT.  -  Mr.  President  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that 
that  is  an  unfortunate  am«3dment  that  is  proposed  to  the  law. 
I  also  want  to  rdterate  what  I  have  Just  confirmed,  that  split- 
ting up  the  provision  into  two  rates  and  classifications  was  the 
suggestion  of  the  experts  of  the  Treasury  Department  who  said 
that  it  would  be  easier  to  administer.  I  think  the  fact  that 
It  would  be  easier  to  administer  does  not  Justify  the  more  serious 
fact  that  a  large  part  of  the  fliller  tobacco  would  bear  an  ex- 
cessive tax.  ,  ,,, 
Mr.  FLBTOHEJR.  Mr.  President  wiU  the  Senator  yidd? 
Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yidd. 
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Mr.  FLBTCBKB.  1  wanted  to  a«k  wlwther  or  not.  In  adjust- 
ing tbig  rati*  on  the  mixed  bale  and  luaking  It  40  cents,  as  to 
propifMed.  iD««te«d  of  87^  cents,  we  would  not  be  patting  U  back 
uhoat  where  It  is  to-<lay. 

Mr.  8ACKETT  We  would  then  p«t  it  back  on  aboat  tHe 
prettent  basis  but  to  pot  it  baclt  to  the  exact  figure  of  the  old 
l|iw  Is  Jast  88  caiiy,  and  that  is  85  cents. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    I  hare  no  objection  to  that 

Mr.  8ACKETT.  I  see  no  reason  for  making  eren  a  5-cent 
adja^tiuent  when  the  facts  warrant  us  In  saying  we  have  a  very 
nic-e  a<Jjnstnient  <»n  the  35-cent  basis.  Therefore  I  would  sug- 
gest ttkat  instead  of  adopting  tiie  Senate  committee  amendment 
wf  return  in  some  way  to  the  present  law.  How  can  that  be 
done? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  That  can  be  done  by  simply  striking  out,  on 
line  19,  the  nun»eral.'87V^  "  and  inserting  "  58,"  and  on  the 
same  line,  striking  out  "  $1.17^4  "  and  inserUng  "  79  cents." 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Why  can  we  not  go  back  to  the  old  law  as 
it  ij*  written? 

The  VU'E  PRESIDENT.  The  pending  question  is  oa  agree- 
ing to  the  anteadment  in  subdivision  (a). 

Mr.  COPELAKD.  Mr.  President,  if  It  is  proper  at  this  time, 
I  want  to  offer  an  amendment  on  line  15,  reducing  the  "  $2.10  " 
to  '•  |l.eO,"  and  tl»e  "  12.75  "  to  "  $2.25."  Is  it  In  order  to  otter 
that  amendment  now? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  amendment  is  in  order. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  offer  that  amendment 

Mr.  HARRIS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yiekl  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  wanted  to  aak  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
a  ^oentioa.  I  would  like  to  say,  before  asking  the  question, 
that  DKwt  of  us  on  this  side  do  not  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Simmoms]  as  to  this  rate.  We  think 
tkat  tkc  $2.50  rate  of  the  House  shoukl  be  carried  by  the 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  who  understands  thla  question 
so  well,  madt>  a  statement  in  which  I  was  interested.  As  I 
understood  him.  be  said  that  if  the  rate  were  |2JM)»  the  prodacer 
of  the  commodity  would  get  more  ai  It  than  the  manufacturer 
would  get.    There  are  some  utatemest  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  difference  beween  12.10  and  92J»  In  the 
maoafacturv  at  a  kuudred  cigars  of  the  5<ent  variety  would 
oot  ke  soSclcatly  great  to  warrant  a  change  in  the  retail  price, 
and  I  feit  tkmt  if  we  made  that  cliange.  we  would  not  inereasa 
the  retwms  to  the  produoer  of  the  binder  or  filler  of  the  dgar 
at  all.  bacawe  that  la  a  matter  of  competition  in  the  open  mar' 
ket,  but  we  woold  decrease  by  just  that  much  the  coat  of  pro- 
duction to  the  manufacturer,  ami  it  being  too  small  to  pass 
OB  to  the  ooiHNimer.  tkat  the  manufacturer  wookl  be  the  aole 
beuefldary  of  that  change. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Let  me  aak  the  Senator  at  that  point  In 
that  event,  if  my  amendnsent  were  to  prevail,  what  would  be  a 
sttfllrient  reduction  to  make  It  poasible  for  the  manufacturer  to 
pass  on  the  benefit  to  the  consumer  of  the  cheaper  cigar? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  difference  between  $1.00  and  $2.10  ap- 
plied to  a  hundred  cignrs,  and  being  only  appUcnble  to  the 
wrapper  and  not  to  the  filler,  it  is  doubtful  In  my  mind  whether 
It  would  amount  to  more  than  a  few  cents  on  the  hundred,  and 
it  would  scarcely  be  practicable,  with  our  currency,  to  reduce 
the  price  to  as  low  as  4  cent&  It  would  be  hard  work  to  pass 
that  change  on  to  a  consumer. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  fr<»n  New 
York  yield? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  say  again  that  subdivision  (b),  be- 
4[lnnlng  on  line  16  and  mding  on  line  20,  has  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  tobacco  exc^>t  Cuban  tobacco.  The  Cuban  importa- 
tions of  tobacco  into  the  United  States  are  less  than  10  per  cent 
of  importations  of  tobacco  from  other  places.  The  department 
wanted  subdivialon  (b)  In  the  bill  for  administrative  purposes. 
If  we  are  going  to  dingree  to  the  committee  amendments  and 
go  back  to  the  present  law,  of  course  the  department  can  get 
along  the  same  as  it  has  gotten  along  in  the  past,  with  disputed 
always  arising  as  to  the  amount  of  wrapper  tobacco  contained 
In  a  btLle  of  tobacco  coming  from  Cuba.  All  this  does  is  to 
clarify  the  question  of  the  amount  of  shipments  from  Cuba. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  let  me  ask  the  Senator,  does 
he  see  any  reason  why  in  subdivision  (a)  those  figures  should 
not  be  reduced  60  cents  in  each  instance? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  believe  they  ought  to  be  decreased 
from  PLIO. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Why  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  that  the  cigars  would  be  a 
penny  cheaper  to  the  consumer  if  that  figure  were  decreased. 
The  money  we  collect  on  those  cigars  by  way  of  duty  is  consid- 
erable.    It  might  Jast  as  well  go  into  the  Treasury  of  the 
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Untied  States.  The  5-cent  cigar  will  not  be  any  cheaper.  The 
reasm  why  the  committee  decided  not  to  agree  to  the  $2.50  of 
the  louse  was  in  order  to  take  care  of  the  5-cent  cigar,  but  tho 
$2.11  >  will  take  care  of  the  5K?ent  cigar  in  the  present  law.  Why 
throp  that  money  away?  A  5-cent  cigar  will  not  be  any  cheaper 
*ver  if  we  cot  the  rate  to  ;^0  cents. 

Mk-.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  we  are  here  to  give  relief 
to  the  farmer,  and  the  testimony  from  my  State  is  that  all  these 
tobacco  farmers  are  in  bitter  opposition  to  an  increase  on  this 
imported  wrapper.  It  naturally  follows  that  if  the  price  of  that 
wrapper  can  be  made  less,  the  binder  will  get  a  larger  price.  If 
tixe  .  uanufacturer  is  striving  to  make  a  dgar  that  he  can  sell  at 
a  pc  >flt  at  5  cents,  and  he  finds  that  lie  can  buy  his  wrapper  at 
less  money,  then  he  is  in  a  position  to  pay  a  larger  price  for 
the  binder,  and  the  raiser  of  t4>bacco  has  an  argument  with  him, 
"  Yoii  can  afford  to  pay  more  fw  it." 

M'.  SMOOT.  All  I  have  to  say  is,  just  wait  until  we  hear 
from  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  and  .see  whether  he  would  like 
to  have  the  $2.10  in  the  bill,  and  he  repre.sents  tiie  tobncco 
fanner.  I  think  the  Senator  from  <^'orgia  will  di^a^ree  with 
the  j>ommittee  amendment  at  $2.10.     He  wanted  it  $2.50. 

Mk  FESS  and  iMr.  <;E<)RGE  addresseti  the  Gliair. 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

M  r.  C^<^)PELAND.     I  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  FESS.  In  my  State  there  are  both  the  growers  of 
tolMtx^o  and  the  manufacturers.  I  iiave  had  considerable  corre- 
spoidence,  voluntary  from  the  other  end,  on  the  matter,  and  all 
that  I  get  from  them  is  that  they  do  not  want  the  present  law 
dist  irbed.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  demand  to  go  below  the 
present  rate. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  They  certainly  do  not  want  to  liave  tho 
rate  raised. 

Mr.  FESS.  No;  they  do  itot  want  to  have  tho  present  rate 
Incr  >ased. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  letter  from  the  Miami 
Vallpy  Ajmoriation  protCKtlng  aunin^t  any  InrreaMe,  It  l»n»«  l>een 
broight  out  very  strongly  by  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
that  it  is  not  uecessury  to  havt;  $2.10  in  order  to  protect  tite 
dom  sttic  grower  of  wrapper  tolmcco. 

Mr.  SIMMONS,  The  totHtn.'o  nianufacturcrN  of  my  State  pay 
51  p?r  cent  of  all  of  the  tobuoo  tax  paid  in  this  country,  Tlie 
fam  ers  of  my  Slate  are  prote«ting  viguruuN.y  not  only  upon 
the  ligb  coNtoms  taxes,  but  the  high  internal-revenue  taxes. 

Mr.  Cf)PEI^ND.  Lt^t  me  a^k  tlte  Keuutor  If  he  beltevcMt  that 
$1.0)  and  $2.25,  being  u  reduction  of  oO  centM  each,  would  give 
the  prower  of  domestic  wrapper  tobaixo  ample  protection? 

II  r.  SIMMONS.  I  think  it  would  help  tlte  dum(>Mtic  grower 
of  t  >bacco.  I  think  It  would  not  hurt  any  domestii-  grower  of 
wra  iper  tobacco  in  thii«  country.  I  am  not  mynelf  hislMtiug 
npo  I  going  that  far.  For  the  present  I  am  saying  tltat  our 
Sta  e  would  be  content  with  the  Senate  committee  rate  of  $2.10 
on  tobacco  containing  more  tlian  25  per  cent  of  wrapper.  I 
wodi^  be  content  with  that  and  I  would  accept  that  for  the  time. 
Budi  do  not  know,  and  I  want  to  investigate  further.  I  would 
accept  that  with  the  understanding  that  when  we  come  to  indi- 
vld^I  amendments,  if  I  am  satisfied  that  it  ought  to  be  further 
reduced  In  the  interest  of  the  farmer,  I  shall  offer  an  amend- 
mcrit  to  that  end.    I  am  willing  to  let  It  stand  for  the  present 

~       SACKETT.     Mr.  President 

VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yiel^  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
r.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

SACKETT.  If  the  Senator's  amendment  were  agreed  to, 
dng  by  60  cents  the  rate  on  wraiiper  tobacco,  what  wonld 
effect?  I  have  asked  the  experts  what  It  wonld  amount 
r  cigar.  That  is  a  point  the  Senator  has  missed.  As 
neaHy  as  the  experts  can  figure  it  hastily  It  amounts  to  twelve 
onejhundredths  of  1  cent  per  cigar.  That  is  one-eighth  of  1 
ceni  It  is  not  pos5dble  to  transfer  that  one-eighth  of  1  cent  to 
the  retaU  price  of  the  dgar.  It  might  do  considerable  damage, 
thotigh  we  have  no  figures  to  show,  to  the  growth  of  the  Ameri- 
can wrapper. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     How  conld  that  be? 

li  r.  SACKETT.  Becau.«?e  if  it  woiild  not  have  such  n  result, 
the:  1  under  the  extremely  high  rate,  as  the  Senator  thinks  the 
dut; '  Is  to-day,  there  is  no  reason  why  manufacturers  should 
not  go  to  an  all-Amerlcan  wrapper.  One^half  of  the  5-cent 
dgirs  at  least  are  made  with  a  Sumatra  wrapper  at  the 
prei  ent  duty.  If  there  is  no  relationiihip  between  the  value 
of  t  le  product  with  the  high  duty  to-day  and  the  low  price  of 
tiie  Florida  and  Connecticut  wrapper,  it  seems  fair  to  assume 
tha  the  bulk  of  the  business  wonld  go  to  the  Florida  and  C>on- 
nec  lent  wrapper ;  but  it  does  not,  be<au.se  it  talies  2  pounds  of 
the  one  to  make  the  equivalent  of  1  pound  of  the  other  for 
wra;>per  purpoees,  and  on  that  basis  the  use  of  wrappers  on 
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B-cent  cigars  Is  equally  adjusted  between  the  twa  If  we  reduce 
the  rate  50  cents,  as  the  Senator  suggests,  it  can  not  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  retaU  price  of  the  dgar,  because  the  amount  per 
cigar  is  too  small.  It  is  one-eighth  of  1  cent  per  dgar.  The 
rwult  would  be  that  the  protecUon  now  afforded  to  such 
domestic   wrapper   as   is  grown   would   be  possibly   a   serious 

Question.  «    „  w  w, 

Mr  COPELAND.  Is  not  this  the  fact?  There  are  probably 
150  000  growere  of  tobacco  of  these  types  in  my  SUte  and  In 
Pen'nsyivanla,  OonnecUcut  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin.  Is  it  not  prolv 
able  that  they  go  time  and  time  again  to  the  manufacturers  and 
say  "  We  want  a  higher  price  for  the  binder  we  raise"? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Oh.  yes.  ™    ..w.» 

Mr  COPELAND.  And  the  manufadurer  always  says.  We 
can  not  give  you  any  more  because  we  can  not  go  beyond  a  5-cent 
Mice  •'  One«lglith  of  1  cent  per  cigar  with  the  blllioiis  of  them 
Sat  are  sold  would  mean  that  the  manufadurer  would  be  Justi- 
fied in  paying  more  f«>r  the  binder.  He  would  be  justified  in 
Daying  more  to  his  labor.  ...» 

Mr  SACKETT.  Theoretically  that  might  work  out,  but  prac- 
ticaliy  ct>n8ldering  the  way  in  which  tobacco  is  bought  at  the 
leaf-tobacco  sales  in  the  warehouses  to-day,  it  would  be  very 
difficult  to  differentiate. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Does  the  Senator  mean  that  we  are  so 
helpless  that  because  of  the  way  things  are  done  to-day  they  can 
never  be  done  any  other  way?  ^  .    *    n 

Mr  SACKETT.    Oh,  no ;  I  do  not  mean  that  at  aiL 

Mr  COPELAND.    We  are  trying  to  help  the  farmer. 

Mr'.  SACKETT.  I  mean  that  with  the  preaentday  b«fjnftm 
methods,  ou»«ighth  of  1  cent  per  dgar  is  very  difficult  to  trana- 
fer  from  one  pocket  to  another. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  Preaident 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 

*  "mV,  SIMMONS.    I  want  to  aak  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
I  Mr.  SAOKwrr]  a  question.  If  I  may. 
Mr.  COPBlJiND.    I  yield  for  that  jhirpoae. 
Mr   SIMMONS.    If  our  domestic  wrapper  tobacco  U  •»  ■««- 
Ing  for  a  dollar  a  pound  and  the  duty  we  now  haveon  foreign 
wrapper  tobacco  has  advanced  that  price  •»  l^«  <»«'««*^^"»";fi 
to  UW  a  pound,  how  much  duty  does  the  Senator  think  we 
would  have  to  put  on  a  pound  o€  foreign  tobacco  to  exdude  alto- 
gether the  B.000.000  pounds  of  foreign  wrapper  ♦?««  we  nowlm- 
Dort?    If  a  400  per  cent  higher  rate  will  not  enable  the  American 
farmer  to  make  this  wrapper  tobacco  and  find  a  »»«*<*  .^JT"; 
is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  only  way  we  can  help  him  Isto  »n»P<*e 
an  absolutely  prohibitive  duty  upon  the  '''^^K"  P«~"r\J: 
is  nearty  prohibitive  now,  and  If  we  Impose  an  «bsoIutely  pro- 
hibitive duty  upon  the  foreign  produrt,  we  give  the  American 
farmer  the  whole  martwt  but  if  we  destroy  that  sltuatloo  we 
destroy  the  ^cent  dgar  and  we  destroy  the  manufacture  and 
salability  of  ail  other  tobacco. 

Mr  SACKETT.    I  do  not  think  that  Increasing  the  amount  or 
the  duty  would  matertaUy  hdp  the  domestic  wrapper. 
Mr   SIMMONS.    It  would  not  unless  we  made  It  exclusive. 
Mr.  SACKETT.    Even  then  I  think  we  would  do  away  with 
the  5-cent  cigar. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Of  course  we  would. 

Mr  SACKETT.  There  is  a  certain  amount  of  the  wrapper 
that  is  used  is  grown  by  the  American  farmers,  and  as  long 
as  the  sale  of  the  5-cent  cigar  under  the  present  rate  of  duty  is 
rapidly  increasing  it  would  seem  to  me  to  be  unwise,  without  a 
go<Hl  deal  more  infonnatlon  than  we  have  as  to  the  effect  to  re- 
duce that  duty  in  a  way  that  would  only  turn  it  over  to  the  man- 
ufacturer of  dgars  and  not  give  It  to  the  consumer.  We  have  a 
very  nice  adjustment  to-day  In  which  both  lines,  the  manufac- 
ture of  5-cent  cigars  and  the  growing  of  wrapper  tobacco,  are 
Increaslc^,  and  when  we  change  It  we  bring  in  new  factors  that 
may  seriously  affect  one  side  of  the  iK-oblem  or  the  other.  If  we 
had  more  information  and  more  knowledge  on  the  subject,  I 
might  go  along  very  weU  with  the  proposed  reduction  of  duties 
that  would  give  us  more  use  and  more  sale  for  our  filler,  but 
under  the  circumstances  I  do  not  believe  we  know  quite  enough 
about  it  to  warrant  that  redudion. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  would  favor,  then,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  the  difference  impoeed  by  the  Senate  committee  upon 
tobacco  conUlning  more  than  35  per  cent  wrapper? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  No ;  I  would  not  I  said  I  thought  that  was 
put  in  purely  for  administrative  purposes.  I  think  the  Senator's 
argument  that  it  would  have  a  serious  effect  upon  the  foreign 
Imports  would  be  a  reason  for  not  putting  it  in.  I  was  opp.^sea 
to  it  in  the  committee. 

Mr  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  did  not  understand  me.  I  was 
not  referring  to  that  section.  What  I  was  asking  the  Senator 
was  if  he  would  be  in  favor  of  the  present  law  with  the  modi- 


fication proposed  by  the  Houae  changing  the  rate  from  $2.60 

°Mr.  SACKETT.  I  would  be  in  favor  of  the  present  rate  na 
written  in  the  1922  act  which  ts  $2.10. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Without  any  amendment? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Without  any  amendment  whatsoever,  i 
think,  with  the  present  knowledge  we  have  of  the  buainesa,  that 
that  Is  the  pr<^>er  adjustment  to  be  made. 

Mr.  President  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Chair  a  qoebtlon. 
There  has  been  an  amendment  pn^jiosed  by  the  Senator  from 

New  York 

The  president:  pro  tempore.  The  pending  am^dmcnt  Is 
that  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  in  line  15, 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Mr.  President  a  partiamentary  inquiry. 

The  president  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  from  Kentucky 

will  state  it 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  Senator  from  New  York,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  has  offered  an  amendment  to  reduce  the  rate  on  wrap- 
per tobacco  to  $1.60  If  unstenimed  and  $2,26  If  stemmed. 

Tho  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  It  has  been  the  purpose  of 
the  Chair  to  ask  unanimous  consent  to  submit  both  amendments 
at  once  inasmuch  as  they  deal  with  the  same  subject 

Mr  SACKETT.  The  amendment  I  want  to  offer,  and  I  wouW 
like  to  know  If  It  is  in  order.  Is  to  Inswrt  $2.10  in  place  of  $2J» 
and  to  Insert  the  present  rate,  which  hi  $2.75,  In  place  of  $315. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That  would  be  an  amend- 
ment In  the  third  degree  and  can  not  be  entertained  until  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  U  disposed  of. 

Mr  FB88.    Mr.  President,  a  parlUunenUry  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  will  sUts  It 

Mr.  FESS.  With  reference  to  the  parliaroenUry  toQ™'/ PJp* 
pounded  a  moment  ago  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  if  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  is  voted  down-— 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Then  the  amendment  pro- 
poMKl  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  would  be  in  order. 

Mr  FB8S.  Then  the  thing  to  do  would  be  to  reject  the  eom- 
mittee  amendment  In  order  to  retain  the  House  provlslooT 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Yes. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Mr.  President ^    «      *_  s w^ 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Doss  the  Senator  mm  Hsw 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wlsoonito? 

Mr.  COPBLAND.    I  yield.  ^^     ^ 

Mr.  BLAINB.  Undw  the  present  Uw  th*  torill  rats  on  wn^ 
pers  Is  $2.10  a  pound.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Seoatorlf  te 
luide  an  InvssdipiUon  of  the  fact  so  that  bs  might  l^orm  M 
of  the  amount  ths  farmer  or  grower  o'^  wrapper  tohjMOor^ 
ceivea  per  pound.  In  order  that  we  may  know  wh«t  portion  off 

the  $2.10  be  is  receiving?  .    «      ..       _*  *^ 

Mr.  COPBLAND.    The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  sUted 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Then  the  balance  of  the  $2.10  la  a  mere  rare- 

nue  producer,  as  I  understand  it? 

Mr.  COPBLAND.    Yes.  

Mr.  BLAINE.  So  that  the  $2.10  rate  is  not  a  protective  mesa- 
ure  for  the  grower  of  wrapper  uAmxo  except  to  the  extent  ot 
about  65  cents  a  pound? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    That  is  correct 
Mr.  BLAINB.    All  the  rest  is  a  revenue  proposition?    < 
Mr    COPELAND.    Yes;  and  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina stated  that  the  tobacco  revenue  is  one-half  of  our  total 

internal  revenue.  ^^,^,^ 

Mr.  SACKETT.     About  $500,000,000. 

Mr  BLAINE.  I  was  wondering  if  anyone  had  asked  for  an 
Increased  rate  on  wrapper  tobacco  as  an  aid  to  agriculture? 

Mr  COPELAND.     It  certainly  would  not  Improve  agriculture. 

Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackbft]  a  quesUon  because  he  K«m«  » 
be  very  weU  informed  on  this  queaUon.  As  I  understand  his 
argument  and  I  think  it  Is  a  very  fair  one,  I  want  to  8*7.  «»« 
rate  of  $2.10  on  the  unstemmed  tobacco.  In  W/  J'ldgment^  ta 
about  the  properly  adjusted  rate;  that  a  rate  of  |1;«>  or  $L(» 
could  not  briSg  about  a  redudion  in  the  price;  therrfore  It 
could  only  result  in  an  addiUonal  profit  to  the  manufacturer. 

Mr  SACKETT     That  is  the  argument  I  was  maaing. 

Mr'  GEORGE.*  I  think  the  Senator  Is  entirely  correct  May 
I  ask  him  another  question?  The  rate  prop<wed  by  the  House 
of  $2.50  would  not  bring  about  an  increase  of  1  cent  per  dgar. 

''t^  SACK^^'^ToTi'do  not  think  It  would  bring  about  .n 
inc^^  ofTcS't  i2r  dgar,  but  I  do  beUeve  it  would  make  tt 
practically  Impossible  for  the  manufacturer  to  Increase  the  out- 

%?'G^RGi"Yes;  I  understand  the  Senator's  argument 
and  I  think  the  Senator  has  very  jeU  rtatedtheca*.  I  wouM 
like  the  case  to  be  very  weU  understood  because  It  Is  a  ve^ 
clear  case  of  conflict  between  manufacturers  and  producers.    It 
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to  one  of  the  cteawxit  ITlwitMitloiiB  In  tht  entlw  twifl  bin.  The 
rate  of  $2.50  on  anstemmed  wrapper  tobacco  will  not  iBoreeee 
«ie  ctmt  ot  the  l^ceet  rtgnr.  The  Senator  la  qalte  rlgfct  about 
It,  I  am  wllUnn  to  make  tliat  statement  on  my  own  rwpon- 
idbllity  fto  far  as  it  may  go.  A  rate  of  $1.60,  ancli  as  the  Sena- 
tor troBt  Hew  York  propoKs,  will  not  reduce  that  price. 

go  what  h  the  ultnation  before  vaJ  We  hare  the  plain  cnae 
of  whether  we  desire  to  five  more  profit  to  the  aamtfarturer. 
We  bare  a  dear-cnt  «n«  of  whether  we  desire  to  glTe  certain 
manaflMtnTcra  of  dgara  aiore  profit,  or  whether  we  wlA  to 
fire  the  prodocer  a  better  chance  to  control  bia  maztet  If  we 
levw  the  doty  at  $2.10  the  manofartnrer  ia  rery  well  aatlafled. 
If  we  reduce  the  rate  to  fl.<»  be  will  make  more  proAt  If  we 
inrrcMe  tb*  dvty  to  |2J0.  aa  the  Hooae  did.  be  atm  win  be 
compelled  to  sell  hki  product  on  the  market  at  tba  prke  for 
which  be  aells  it  to-day.  The  only  effect  will  be  the  n&nctkn 
of  the  proflt  of  the  dgar  manoflictiirOT'. 

Mr.  Prasldrat  I  want  to  sute  what  f  beliere  ttf  be  tbe  tme 
doetrlae  of  iiroCaecloD.  I  bare  not  beard  anicb  aboot  It  from 
tlie  oCber  slda  of  the  aisle  dortof  this  debate.  Of  eooria,  we 
on  the  otb«  fide  of  the  feoca  have  denied  that  tHa  tbaorj  works 
oat.  b«t  ^  trot  tlMory  of  procsetlon  Is  not  that  tba  pxHacUrt 
tfaty  isersasai  tW  phm,  bat  tb«t  It  ftrar*  ttat  Aaariaia  wo- 
dwvr  tbt  aarkst  If  tka  protwtite  theory  does  not  sum  on 
that  bairta,  U  eaa  nsfvr  fee  justified;  and  tbe  foandars  of  the 
pmcsetlfv  tlMory  taMd  ft  opon  that  eootsDtloo  and  vpoo  that 
eententkNi  slaoat. 

It  Is  troa.  tbtf  statad,  tbat  In  tba  baflnolnff  tfeara  aajr  ba  aa 
increaaa  in  tba  prtca,  bvt  that  was  always  polstad  to  by  Mr. 
Hamlltoo  u  a  purely  temporary  condltloa.  Be  aaaartad  d»at 
oltloMtaly  tba  priea  ta  the  oonsnner  woold  be  no  blfbar.  Indeed, 
that  It  oocbt  to  ba  laaa  than  It  otbarwlaa  would  ba. 

Mr.  mora    Mr.  Prartdent 

The  PRESIDENT  jtro  teopova.  Doea  the  Saaator  firoan 
Oeorsla  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  QEORGB.  I  ahall  yield  in  just  a  moment,  though  I 
have  been  trying  for  some  time  to  get  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMITH.    Very  well. 

Mi;  GBOBQB.  The  theory  of  protection  Is  that  It  gi^ws  the 
American  prodocer  more  of  the  domestic  market.  Very  weU. 
240W  we  face  this  proposition:  There  is  a  duty  at  $2.10  in 
^yrJM^^ng  law  SO  wfappeTs  unsteauned — and  nearly  all  imports 
are  unstemmed — and  we  can  put  the  duty  up  to  $2.50  and  yet 
■Dt  increase  the  price  to  the  consumer ;  we  can  put  It  down  to 
^.50  and  not  lower  the  price  te  the  consTuoer,  hot  we  can 
affect  the  manafactarer'a  profit  Make  no  mi£take  about  that. 
I  do  not  want  to  argue  the  case;  I  wairt  to  state  the  facts. 
By  eur  vote  on  this  rate  we  will  affect  the  prodt  of  the  big 
manufacturers  of  tobacco.  Make  no  mistake  about  that.  The 
iadepcodent  manufaotnren  want  this  duty  increased,  or,  at 
least,  they  are  willing  to  have  it  increased;  but  there  is  not 
a  trig  manufacturer  of  tobacco  in  America  who  wants  it  in- 
creased, because  it  would  reduce  his  profits. 

Mr.  SACKBTT.  Mr.  Prestdent,  wiU  the  Senator  from  Oebrgia 
yield  to  me  for  a  moment? 

The  PRKSIDKNT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Somter  from 
Oorgla  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Tes;  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  From  the  correspondence  I  have  had  with 
manufacturers  of  cigars  generally — and  I  hare  had  quite  a 
good  deal  of  It — I  think  there  are  just  as  many  small  manu- 
fhcturers  as  there  are  large  ones  who  do  not  want  an  Increase 
of  duty.  I  think  the  fact  that  Ckmgreas  found  it  necessary  to 
reduce  the  Internal-revenue  tax  from  $4  to  |2  in  order  to 
Insure  the  production  of  a  5-cent  dgar  is  proof  that  It  would 
hardly  do  now  to  enhance  the  cost  of  production  by  increas- 
ing the  rate  on  the  wrapper  that  is  used,  because  both  small 
and  large  manufacturers  prefer  the  Sumatra  wrapper  to  Insure 
the  sale  of  their  products  rather  than  to  use  the  domestic 
wrapper  at  one-tMrd  the  cost  of  the  Sumatra  wrapper.  I  do 
not  believe  increasing  the  duty  will  Increase  the  amount  of  the 
domestic  wrapper  that  will  be  used,  because  the  mantrfacturerB 
found  it  Impossible  to  sell  their  cigars  In  large  quantities  with 
domestic  wrappers. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  know  that  has  always  been 
said,  but  let  me  discuss  one  thing  at  a  time.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  SenatM'  from  California  [Mr.  Joh^sokJ  was  ^leak- 
ing facetiously  when  he  spoke  about  the  flavor  that  the  wrap- 
per gives  to  the  cigar.  The  wrapper  is  supposed  to  have  a 
neutral  taste ;  the  taste  does  not  come  from  the  wrapper.  Tike 
higher  grade  the  wrapper  the  less  taste  of  any  kind  that  it 
has.  The  wrapper  does  have  something  to  do  with  the  appear- 
ance of  the  dgar;  but  the  flavor  comes  from  the  filler  and  the 
hinder.  It  certainly  doea  not  come  fnun  the  wrajHier.  The 
iwmnflp.  however,  doea  haw  a  very  great  dtect  vpoo  tba 
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apl  earance  of  the  dgar,  but  not  up<Hi  its  real  merits  or  intrinsic 
qw  lity. 

Mr.  President,  it  Is  perfectly  plain  If  the  duty  shall  be  placed 
big  1  enoQgb  on  Sumatra  wrapper,  vre  shall  give  to  the  American 
far  ner  a  chance  to  p«)duce  more  wrappers.  That  Is  perfectly 
detir.  Ho  one  is  asking  for  any  great  Increase  of  duty;  so 
farjas  I  know,  no  one  is  asking  for  anything  more  than  the 
placed  in  tiie  bill;  but  admittedly  that  Increase  is  not 
to  raise  the  price  of  a  S-cent  dgar  to  the  consumer,  nor 
d  a  decrease,  sodi  as  the  Senator  from  New  York  has  pro- 
be saflkient  to  lower  tlie  price  of  the  6-cent  dgar  to  the 
er. 
e  question  is,  Can  we  give  to  the  American  producer  of 
ppera  more  of  bla  marltet  That  is  the  question  we  must 
Ide  ta  this  case.  If  It  ba  tr«e,  as  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
y  seems  to  beliere,  that  we  can  not  use  the  domestic-grown 
pper,  aad  that  it  wonld  do  no  good,  therefore,  to  Increase  tba 
and  aapedally  It  woold  do  barm  If  we  Incraaae  It  too 
then,  of  cotine,  there  should  be  no  Increase  in  tha  doty 
pKidiiet    Now,  let  bm  read  a  iattar. 

JOHNSON.    Mr.  Prealdent 

PIUMIIDKNT  pro  Umpon.    Does   tha  Seaator   frooi 
yield  to  tha  Senator  from  California? 
OEOBOE.    I  ylald  to  tba  Senator  from  California, 
r.  JOHNSON.    I  aapily  want  to  oarrect.  If  I  may,  what  tha 
tor  said,  I  think,  la  rvferenaa  U>  myself  a  moment  aga 
oudoemlng  tha  wrapper.    I  eonfess  that  I  ua  not  an  expert 
5K!ant  dgara,  and  I  do  not  apeak  from  personal  knowladga 
ill  loaasrulng  what  tha  Sumatra  wrapper  doea;  bat  an  ec 
who  boppeoa  to  ba  a  frlaod  of  mine  aad  who  ia  in  tha 
,  sands  me  this,  which.  If  the  Senator  wlil  permit  me— 
bat  a  line— I  will  read,  which  will  account  for  the  atata* 
which  I  aiadci 
r.  GEORGE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 
JOHNSON.    I  read  as  folows: 

trs  wrapper  !•  a  neccMsry  compooent  part  of  a  nickel  dgar.     It 
makes  the  nickel  dgar  popular.  It  being  flrmly  contended  and  eetaMiabed 
tha^  to  make  a  nidml  dgar  which  will  appeal  to  the  taste  of  the  average 
it  mnat.  In  ctmjnnetlon  with  domeatic  llller  and  doraeetlc  binder, 
a  Bumatn  wrapper,  which  gives  it  appearance  and  aroma  and  taste. 

t  was  my  authority  for  the  statement  which  I  made. 
GEORGE.    Yes.    I  knew  the  Senator  had  some  authority 
on  Iwhlch  he  based  the  statement,  but  I  fear  there  is  not  any- 
thing in  the  Senator's  authority.     If  the  Senator  will  examine 
facts,  he  will  find  that  there  is  not  anything  in  the  claim 
taste.    If  he  were  blindfolded  or  put  into  a  dark  room  the 
t  highly  skilled  expert  in  Judging  tobacco  could  not  tell  the 
!erence  between  a  domestic  wrapper  perhaps  and  the  Sumatra 
ceo  wrapper ;  but  there  Is  a  difference  in  aK)earance. 
r.  JOHNSON.    What  I  have  read  is  exactly  what  the  manu- 
urer  of  the  5-cent  cigar  advises  us. 
r.  GEORGE.     I  am  certain  of  that 

T.  JOHNSON.  I  would  not  want  to  undergo  the  experiment 
wilh  the  Senator  to  determine  the  question,  I  confess;  and  so 
I  accept  what  is  said  in  the  letter  and  what  the  Senator  says 
as  well. 

lir.  GEORGE.  Any  number  of  letters  can  be  obtained  from 
us  rs  of  Sumatra  wrappers  to  that  effect.  Just  as  users  of  Eng- 
lls  1  day  who  vdll  say  that  they  can  not  use  the  domestic  clay, 
anl  Just  as  there  are  many  users  of  the  products  of  California 
wlo  will  assert  that  they  are  not  so  jjood  as  the  imported 
products.  We  have  to  allow  for  the  Interest  of  a  witness,  as 
thi   Senator  and  I  both  know. 

jet  me  read  a  letter  which  is  a  very  illuminating  one  and 
wl  ich,  by  the  way,  comes  from  St.  Panl,  Minn.,  which  is 
in  a  territory  removed  from  the  section  where  wrapper  tolwcco 
is  produced.  The  letter  Is  from  a  dgar  manufacturej:  who  evi- 
dently believes  in  a  very  high  protefctive  tariff ;  he  believes  In  an 
ibargo  tariff;  Imt,  nevertheless,  he  states  the  facts  very  well 
and  I  Invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  California  to 
th^  fads  which  he  sets  forth.    He  says : 

n  the  current  issue  of  the   tobacco   trade   papers   I   hare   read  aa 
abbreviated  report  of  the  proceedings  before  your  committee — 

This  letter  was  addressed  to  the  Finance  Committee — 

relative  to  the  dnty  on  wrapper  tobacco. 

in    reading  over  the   arguments    I    note   that    statements   have   been 
le    repeatedly    that    a    Georgia    and    Florida    shade-grown    wrapper 
not  be  saceessfully   osed   as  a  wrapper  on  a  6-eent   cigar.     The 
of  the  Worch  Cigar  Co. — 

nasae  of  the  writer  of  this  letter — 

in  my  opinion  proves  tliat  statement  to  be  entirely  incorrect. 

'  "he  brief  of  Ut*  domestic  wrapper  growers  stated  that  otct  600,000,000 
5-cnt  ctgsrs,  wrapped  with  Florida  and  Georgia  shade-grown  tobacco, 
ii  ■QCCcasfQUy  seia  anaoally  la   tbs  United   States. 
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I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  600,000,000  Is  a  considerable 
number — 

In  support  of  this  testimony  I  wish  to  state  that  my  company  has 
SQccessfuIly  marketed  RKient  cigars  wrapped  with  Florida  and  Georgia 
shade  grown  since  1921.  During  that  period  the  dgars  of  my  manufac- 
ture so  wrappe<l.  have  been  a  leading— if  not  the  largest-6-cent  seller  on 
the  market  where  It  is  sold,  and  that  is  the  Northwest.  It  has  had  to 
compete  successfully  with  every  5-ccnt  cigar  of  national  distribution 
whether  wrappe<l  with  Sumatra  or  otterwtae.  I  respectfully  submit 
that  this  proves  conclusively  that  OeorgU  and  Florida  shade-grown 
wrapped  6-cent  cigars  can  and  do  compare  favorably  with  the  same 
priced  dgars  wrapped  with  Sumstra, 

The  Northwest  is  not  a  market  all  Its  own ;  the  msnofaeturet  sdllng 
dgnrs  here  has  other  competition  besides  the  dgars  made  In  this  market, 
m  fart,  this  market  has  practically  aU  the  competlUon  that  any  market 
baa  in  the  United  SUtes.  How,  thso.  could  my  dgar.  wrapped  with 
FUirtds  and  OeorgU  shads  grown,  soccessfully  compete  with  Somatoa^ 
wrapped  dgsm.  and  not  only  saccessfnily  compete  but  lead  ths  aiarket 
tor  eight  yssr*  if  Florida  asd  OsorgU  wrappers  were  lof«irtor7 

I  ask  the  «tf«iti#»n  of  the  Senator  to  tbis  statement: 
Kasti^  BiaiioCsciar^fs  bsvs  repsat^lly  oosm  sp  bsre  with  «r«isii^v# 
•dvertlslns  eampslgn-  ssd  with  tbs  Idas  o<  «P<«^_«-  l^!^ 
tpMloMS     In  mssy  rum  tbslr  dgsrs  wsts  wrapped  with  INmstrs  to^ 

msnufa^sff .  wb.  testis  b^M*  rt-  ss-mltt^  U,  tl«  |;<^  *^  ^ 
woold  iMi  fls4  to  sss  ^isonls  wrspp-^s  U  ti^  ^^''*J^^ 
tMs  terHiory  with  a  b«svy  sdvsrtlrtsg  tssipsJaa.  Tk*«r  dcsn  w«e 
wmppsd  with  aomstr.  ssd  tbslr  IsUstlo.  ws.  to  tsb.  tbs  -rtet  .w.y 
rrofToor  ftcmt  elgan.  and  otbsrs.  Oar  dgsrs  w«e  wrapped  wttb 
STrgis  ;  t^lr.  werrwrappsd  with  Homatra :  bot  tbsy  laU^lt^  eapture 
tbs  market  becsu*"**  the  coosoaier  preferred  om  ei^^r. 

It  our  be  tbst  ths  sUostlos  of  the  manufacttirOTS  who  have  W*ared 
before  your  eos«ltt«  wKh  ststemsots  to  the  s«ect  that  Georgia  snd 
Fionas  wrappers  can  not  be  sucrcsrfully  used  on  5-cent  dgars  U  mu«b 
tie  lame  a.  Sine  was  about  10  yoar.  Mo  whe.  I  held  th^  very  s«ne 
belief  However,  economic  conditions  during  tbe  war  forced  »«  to  uw 
a  Georgia  and  Florida  wrapper,  and  to  my  surprl.!  I  found  it  entireiy 
satiafactory  and  have  been  using  K  generaUy  since. 

In  reading  the  briefs  contained  In  some  tobacco  papers  It  would  seem 
that  those  opposing  the  raise  In  duty  on  wrapper  toba ceo  have  Uken 
the  position  that  such  a  raise  would  force  mannfactur^-rs  of  5-«ent  dgars 
to  pay  les«  for  th.>lr  filler  and  binder  tobacco,  and  that  such  •  »»^ 
would  then-fore  injure  the  farmers  of  sun-grown  tobacco  in  Connecticiit, 
Pennsylvania,  and  Oblo.  We  believe  that  this  position  is  not  well 
Ukcn.  because,  as  our  experlenc-c  shows,  the  consuming  pnbbc  Is  QOlte 
as  willing  to  smoke  Georgia-wrapped  6  cent  dgara  as  they  sre  Sumstra- 
wrapped  cigars,  prsvidlnK  all  conditions  are  equal  otherwise. 

That  bd>g  tbe  ease,  it  would  be  entirely  practical  for  mannfactarers 
of  5-cent  dgars  to  use  Georjfia  and  Florida  wrappers  with  a  resnitant 
saving  of  approximately  $2  per  thousand  for  the  manofsetnrers  who 
had  ieriooaly  «ed  Sumatra.  This  saving  of  (2  P«r  tbo„»nd  w^W 
enable  the  manufacturers  of  5-cent  cigars  to  pay  more  for  a>elr  binder 
and  filler  tobacco  and  not  l«sa,  and  therefore,  would  be  of  great  benent 
not  only  to  tbe  shade^frown  raisers  of  dgar  leaf  bot  also  to  the  sun 
grown   raisers. 

It  la  possible,  however,  that  the  raising  of  tbe  duty  on  wrapper 
tobacco  to  so  high  a  point  as  to  prohibit  Its  Importation  for  5^t 
dgars  would,  perhaps,  work  some  Injnry  %o  the  mannfacturers  maMinn 
dgars  of  that  class,  on  account  of  the  suddenness  of  the  change,  and  lor 
no  other  reason. 

This  is  the  judgment  of  a  manufacturer  of  5<ent  dgars. 
We  would  thoreftoiw  respectfnlly  suggest  that  the  duty  on  imported 
wrapper  tobacco  be  raised  $1  P«  P<mn6  over  tbe  proent  rate. 

The  House  raised  the  rate  only  40  cents  a  pound  over  the 
present  rate,  yet  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  cut  it  down  to 
the  present  rate ;  and  our  good  friend  the  Senator  «r«»^New 
York  IMr.  Copkland],  who  does  Kreatly  Hympathlze  with  the 
farmer,  wants  to  retluce  it  still  below  that  rate. 

Mr  President,  I  am  not  going  to  read  the  remainder  of  the 
letter  The  last  paragraph  of  it  refers  to  the  reduction  in  the 
internal  revenue,  to  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has 
referred ;  and  that  is,  of  course,  pointed  out  as  having  a  ma- 
terial bearing  upon  this  problem. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICKB  <Mr.  VANnmmimo  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  tl»e  Senator  from  New 
York? 
Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield  to  tbe  Senator. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Here  we  have  a  product  the  price  of  wWcb 
is  fixed  at  5  cents.    That  seems  to  he  the  great  ambition  not 


only  of  the  late  Vice  President.  Mr.  Marshall,  bnt  also  of  the 
public.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  figured  out  that  the  de- 
crease  which  I  recommended  would  amount  to  about  one-eighth 
of  1  cent  per  dgar.    That  is  right,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  SACKETT.    That  is  what  I  get  from  the  experts. 

Mr  COPELAND.  If  that  is  going  Into  the  pocket  of  the 
manufacturer,  if  he  is  going  to  make  Just  that  ™»« J°»«*^ 
money,  I  have  not  a  word  to  say  in  favor  of  my  "nendmrnt , 
but  my  observation  of  an  article  which  is  fixed  in  Prjce  and  sale 
Is  that  If  the  producers  of  the  raw  materials  or  the  labOT  in- 
volved  in  manufacturing  the  article  approach  the  manttfacturer, 
he  says  at  once,  "  I  can  not  afford  to  pay  yon  more  for  your 
raw  Mterials  or  you  for  your  Inbor."  There  certainly  would 
be  tbe  chance,  with  an  eighth  of  a  cent  more  on  «ch  <^r,tor 
the  producer  of  the  binder  and  flUer  to  get  a  higher  prtee  than 
he  gets  now.  He  would  have  at  once  the  argument,  "You  are 
getting  more  for  your  product ;  you  are  making  more  on  your 
irroduct ;  yoo  mnat  pay  tia  mt^-"^^  . . 

Likewlae  the  labor  wo«M  bava  the  sane  demand. 

I  do  not  think  we  can  aiiMnma  that  the  maaofBrtnrer  can  ga 
away  wtth  this  extra  profit  I  think  ba  moat  •i^n^i  w  tb 
tbe  \nrm  numbara  of  tobacco  ni^  n  A«i«i*«  "  wrflaa  wtth 

tbe  labor  tmi^Uij^  In  tbeaa  f»^<^JJ^J  ***t.l!2?^SiJTj 
now  agaiast  a  Wghar  prica  for  binder  and  a  higher  prtce  Mt 
labor  IsTM^e  «an  not  atford  It,"  we  have  dem«istnu«d  bera  bf 
the  argwoeot  tbia  momtof  that  tba  ^;!^S!t^*'^^  ^^J^^  *h 
liecause  be  Is  going  to  make  mora  profit.    That  la  tha  way  It 

'^'wc'me  >tft«^y«f  at  aU  tba  domaatlc  grower  of  wrapper 
tobacco  by  decreasing  tble  rate,  I  would  not  atand  ««  J  at  att 
BM^  who  votes  in  tbe  Benate ;  but  ba  U  not  to  ba  harmed. 
He  Ugotogto  gat  Jnat  aa  much  for  bla  product,  and  tbe  ««njtor 
from  Jfortb  Catoltoa  [Mr  SiuMoaaJ  has  pointed  oat  thetat 
b-ast  half  tbe  5-oent  cigars  sold  in  tbis  country  are  wrapped 
with  Georgia  or  Florida  or  Connecticat  wrappers. 

There  is,  however,  aa  one  of  my  correspond^ta  P^ted  out,  a 
laste— I  do  not  know  whether  It  Is  a  taste  which  retates  to  the 
flav.>r  of  the  tobacco  or  because  It  appeals  to  the  «y^-ttere  Is 
a  demand  for  the  Sumatra-covered  5-cent  cigar.  If  the  Senator 
from  GeorgU  were  right  in  his  contention  that  the  manuf ao- 
mrer  would  make  Just  that  much  more  money,  I  should  be  with 
h"m;  bTit  seems  to  me  that  we  h^ve  offered  the  toteceo 
farmer  and  the  worker  In  the  tobacco  factory  an  opportunity  to 
ask  for  some  division  of  this  increased  profit  which  the  manu- 
factmwr  will  make  If  the  rate  Is  reduced. 

Mr   SACKETT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRE8IDBNT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Georgia 
has  the  floor.    Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  7 

Mr   GEOROEL    I  ytdd  to  the  Senator.  

Mr*  SACKETT.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Geor^ 
a  question.    The  letter  which  he  read  comes  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr  OBOEGE,  No;  from  MluneaoU.  I  wiU  say  tothe  Sena- 
tor that  this  is  only  a  copy.  It  <^ie  to  all  ^J^bwj  but  I 
understand  that  it  came  from  Minnesota.  It  Is  from  the  ^opch 
Cigar  Co.— Albert  Worch,  president— St.  Paul,  MhMi-  -^ 

Mr  SACKETT.  This  is  the  question  I  wanted  to  aA:  Ttoe 
letter  says  directly  that  the  manufacturer  of  S^cent  cl«^  tZ 
he  used  the  doaaestlc  wrapper,  would  save  $8  a  thousand  com- 
pered vHth  the  Sumatra  wrapper.  That  statement  is  made  in 
the  letter,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yea;  that  is  correct.     ^  ^      ^^  .  ,^ 

Mr  SACKETT.  That  is  a  protection  of  $8  a  thousand  tor 
wrappers  on  the  tobacco  grown  in  this  country  as  against  the 

imported  tobacco.  ^     w.     ..        ^  i* 

Mr  GEORGE.    Yes ;  It  Is  that  much  cheaper  for  him  to  use  It. 

Mr   SACKETT     May  I  ask  the  Senator  If  that  Is  not  enoo^ 

protection  to  insure  the  use  of  domestic  wrappers  by  all  cigar 

makers  who  want  to  use  domestic  wrappers  or  are  willing  to 

Mr  GEORGE.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  question.  If  there 
were  no  duty  at  all  on  Sumatra  wrappers.  In  his  opinion  would 
there  be  any  production  of  wrapper  tobacco  In  this  country . 

Mr  SACKETT.  I  doubt  verj'  much  if  there  would  be, 
because  I  believe  that  Sumatra  wrapper  makes  a  very  much 
better  appearing  cigar. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yes.  .  ..      ^. . 

Mr  SACKETT.  And  I  think  the  gentleman  who  writes  this 
letter  probably  would  prefer  the  Sumatra  wrapper  under  those 

conditions.  ^  ^  - 

Mr   GEORGE.    If  there  were  no  duty? 

Mr   SACKETT.    If  there  were  no  duty. 

Mr  GEORGE.  Yes.  So  that  whatever  part  of  the  pn^uc- 
tlon  we  have  gotten  in  tills  country  for  tiie  dom^c  producer 
would  disappear  If  the  duty  were  entir^  taken  off. 
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Mr.  SACKETT.  It  wmild  disappear;  yes.  Now,  howerer, 
we  h«Te  a  duty  which  amounts  to  |2  a  thoogand  on  cigars. 

Mr.  OBOROB.     Tea.  

Mr.  aACKBTT.  It  neema  to  me  we  are  going  pretty  far 
when  we  fonteroplate  raising  even  that  duty,  because  ap- 
parently there  aw  people  in  this  country  who  want  a  l^-cent 
cigar  and  want  it  in  Sumatra  wrappers,  because,  with  |2  a 
thousand  against  It,  unless  it  were  the  desire  of  the  purchaser, 
they  would  all  go  to  the  domestic  wrappera 

Mr.  OBOROB.    That  is  probably  true. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  think  the  testimony  we  had  Aomed  rather 
dearly  that  If  tlw  duty  ou  Sumatra  wrappers  were  increased  to 
the  amount  that  the  House  put  on  it,  all  the  manufacturers 
who  are  now  using  Sumatra  wrappers  would  not  be  a  We  to 
continue  to  use  them,  because  the  total  cost  of  production  per 
thousand  would  be  raised  sufficiently  to  wipe  out  what  margin 
of  profit  there  la. 

Mr.  GEORGB.     I  do  not  agree  with  that  concluaion. 

Mr  SACKETT.  That  is  what  seemed  to  me  to  be  a  pretty 
fair  inference  from  the  testimony  we  got.  With  a  |2  protection 
per  tbourand  cigara — and  that  is  very  little :  that  Is  20  cents  a 
huntlnxl :  that  i»  a  fifth  of  a  cent  apiece  protection  upon  those 
cigars— I  do  not  bellere  the  use  of  the  dmnestic  product  la  going 
to  be  increased  any  by  simply  increasing  that  protection.  I 
think  the  number  of  5-cent  cigars  that  this  country  Is  able  to 
produce  and  sell  is  going  to  be  decreased,  and  I  do  not  believe 
there  will  be  any  other  result. 

Mr.  HARRIS.     Mr.  President 

file  PEB8IDBNT  pro  tempore.  Doea  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  yield  to  his  colleague? 

Mr.  OBOIiGB.     I  do. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
toc^y  a  question  before  mflM»g  a  brief  statement  on  this  sub- 
)act:  How  much  wrapper  tobacco  Is  made  in  Kentucky? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  1  reaUy  do  not  know,  Mr.  President  I  do 
not  believe  we  raise  any  of  this  dmnestic  wrapper  totwcco  that 
competes  with  the  Sumatra  wrapper. 

Mr.  HARRIS.    None  of  the  kind  we  are  discussing? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Na  I  was  interested  simply  as  a  m«nber 
ot  the  committee,  and  because  of  a  great  desire  on  my  part  to 
do  everything  I  can  for  the  tobacco  grow«>  in  this  country, 
becauae  I  believe  he  has  been  suffering  from  a  very  active  com- 
petition, if  I  could  see  an  opportunity  to  increase  his  returns 
■wterlaily  by  changing  this  rate  I  should  be  very  glad  indeed 
to  do  it ;  but  I  am  afraid  that  if  we  change  it  we  will  upaet 
the  balance  which  has  been  so  nicely  adjusted  now,  whldi  allows 
a  7«-oductlon  such  as  we  have,  which  is  half  of  the  amount 
user:  on  dgara,  and  yet  maintains  the  manufacture  of  the  !H:ent 
efgar.  which  Is  a  great  boon  for  the  seUers  of  the  Mnder  and 
mier  in  this  country. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  should  think  the  statement  of 
aome  of  the  largest  manufacturers  of  5-cent  cigars  would  be 
convincing  to  the  Senator ;  and  I  desire  to  add,  if  my  colleague 
will  permit  me,  a  atatement  here  that  proves  conclnalvdy  what 
he  has  said  aboat  the  S-cent  cigar.  It  Is  a  statement  In  the 
tariff  hearings  before  the  House  Waya  and  Means  Committee 
In  reply  to  Congreasman  Caiar's  question,  and  it  is  made  by  Mr. 
Brooks,  of  York,  Pa.,  representing  the  York  County  Cigar  Manu- 
Itectorers'  Asaociatlon.  They  make  one-flfth  of  all  the  &-cent 
cigars  In  the  United  Statee,  bo  what  he  says  should  be  authority 
on  the  subject  and  convince  anyone  that  the  raise  In  this  rate 
would  not  prevent  5-cent  cigars  from  being  niannfactored. 

Mr.  Brooks  makes  this  statonent: 
aTAmMsitT  or  t.  a.  bbooks,  tobk,  pa..  sspsssaivTiNe  tub  Toaa  coontt 

Cra4B    MAin7PACT0BBBa'    AaSOCIATIOS 

Mr.  Baoosa.  Mr.  Chairman  and  otembcra  of  the  committee,  I  repre- 
sent tlte  York  County  Clnr  Manafactnrera'  Aaeoclatlon.  an  aasodatlon 
ecMBposed  of  about  90  dgar  manafactarers  and  allied  IndoBtrles. 

We  made  a  total  of  670.000,000  dean  la  1928,  of  which  Mnethlns 
aver  800.000,000  were  3-cent  cigar*- 

Our  a.Mociatloa  in  1928  made  one-tenth  of  all  the  clgan  macte  In  ttaa 
United  Sutca  and  ooe-Ofth  of  all  the  S-eent  tdgan  made  in  the  United 
Matca. 

We  employ  ahoat  9.000  people  with  an  aanoid  pay  roD  of  gT.OOO.OOO. 

At  Irast  from  T5  to  80  per  cent  of  tlteae  clgan  are  WTaj>p«d  with 
Florida  wrappers.  We  have  branda  tliat  have  been  oa  the  markat  for 
20  yean,  and  their  aai«  haa  been  Increasing  every  year.  From  S  to  10 
per  cent  of  these  dgara  are  wrapped  with  Connecticut  ahada  wrappers. 

Onr  internal  revenue  paid  to  the  United  States  Government  last  year 
amounttHl  to  approximately  $1,500,000,  and  onr  wboleaala  price  o£  our 
dgara  amounted  to  approximately  $22,000,000. 

We  favor  an  advance  in  the  tariff  duty  on  imported  tohawie  to 
f4  per  pound.     TUs  change  In  the  tariff  regulations  which  wa 
mend  we  beHave  to  be  la  kee^ng  with  the  American  principle  of  a  pro- 
tucttve  tariff,  ao  ofai  whelmlagly  ezpresaed  bg  popular  vote  la  recent 
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mootha  with  the  desire  of  the  American  people  to  extend  much-needed 
help  to  OUT  strangling  agricnltare,  to  encourage  indivldnal  Initiative 
and  private.  Independent  enterprise,  to  uphold  and  protect  the  Ameri- 
can standards  of  llTlng,  and  in  particular,  with  the  means  and  efforts 
of  the  jrowera  of  domestic  dgar  wrapper  leaf  tobacco  and  a  large  per- 
centage of  Independent  cigar  manufacturers,  to  save  their  respectlra 
private  industriea  from  gradual  ruin  and  extinction. 

The  rigar  industry  of  York  County  is  primarily  devoted  to  the  manu- 
facture of  5-cent  cigars  and  built  upon  tobaccos  grown  la  the  United 
States  >f  America.  By  far  the  greater  portion,  at  least  85  per  cent,  aa 
I  said,  of  the  cigar  wrappers  used  by  York  County  manufacturers  Is  of 
the  doiiestic   type. 

The  American  growers  of  this  toliacco  form  our  main  source  of  supply. 
Upon  t  lem  depends  largely  the  further  continuance  and  development  of 
our  ln<  ustry.  Hence,  anything  which  affects  the  well-being  and  the 
exlaten  «  of  the  growers  of  domestic  dgar  wrapper  tobacco  will  have 
Ita  coneapondlng  reaction  upon  the  York  County  cigar  Industry.  Tlieir 
interesis  are  mutual  Protection  for  the  one  spells  a  certain  degree  of 
safety   for  the  other. 

The  growing  importations  of  Sumatra  and  Java  tobaccos,  however, 
from  t  M  Sast  Indian  Inlands  are  steadily  endangering  the  very  exist* 
ence  o '  the  cigar-wrapper  tobacco-growing  industry  in  this  country. 
Indeed,  If  this  foreign  competition  is  permitted  to  continue  unchecked 
our  doiaestic  growers  will  eventually  Ik?  forced  out  of  a  business  which 
has  be<n  their  pride  and  mainstay  of  support  for  many  years,  and  for- 
eign s:  indicates  and  merchants  again  control  the  dgar-wrapper  leaf 
market  in  this  country  at  the  expense  of  the  American  farmer. 

Then  domestic-wrapper  tobacco  la  an  outstHuding  characteristic  of  tha 
York  County  5-cent  dgar,  a  gradual  decline  In  and  the  ultimate  extinc- 
tion of  this  industry  for  growing  such  tobacco  will  mean  a  serious  blow 
at  the  life  and  safety  of  the  York  County  dgar  Industry. 

The  present  rates  of  duty  on  Sumatra  and  Java  tobaccos  is  proving 
an  entirely  inadequate  protection  for  our  farmers  who  are  growing 
wrapper  tobacco.  Of  course,  a  further  reduction  in  the  rate  of  duty  is 
out  of  the  question,  as  it  would  be  even  more  disastrous  in  ita  results 
to  our  farmers. 

In  ctnsequence  thereof,  we  are  favoring  a  minimum  duty  of  M  per 
pound  >n  imported  dgar-wrapper  toliacco,  with  the  tlrm  conviction  that 
such  a  revlaion  would  afford  sufflcient  assurance  to  our  farmers  against 
foreign  competition  and  restore  tbla  particular  tobacco-growing  industry 
upon  a  sounder  economical  baais  of  higher  effidency  and  noore  aatiafae- 
tory,  alequate  profits. 

Of  ourse,  the  ethical  prindple  of  self-protection  Is  underlying  our 
argument.  In  protecting  the  farmers,  who  grow  the  tobacco  upon  which 
we  dgtr  manufacturers  so  much  depend,  we  keep  ourselves  in  business. 

Mr.    Sachasach.  You  do  not  raise  tobacco? 

Mr.    SaooKB.  No,  sir. 

Mr.    Sachabach.  You  are  just  a  dgar  manufacturer? 

Mr.   BaooKS.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  UcHABACH.  Bight  years  ago,  for  what  did  yon  sell  your  cheapest 
dgar? 

Mr.   Bbooks.  Eight  years  ago? 

Mr.  Bachabach.  Approximately  that.  Did  you  have  a  5-cent  cigar 
thea 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Yes,  sir.    That  is  the  only  thing  we  made. 

Mr.  Bachabach.  During  the  time  the  other  manufacturers  wore  not 
maklu];  tbem,  did  you  have  a  tMrent  dgar? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Individually,  that  is  the  only  dgar  I  make — a  5-cent 
dgar. 

Mr.  Bachabach.  Yon  people  do  make  a  lot  of  cigars  which  sell  for 
leas  thin  5  cents? 

Mr.  Brooks.  No,  air. 

Mr.   Bachabach.  At  one  time  you  did? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Not  In  the  last  eight  years. 

Mr.  Bachabach.  But  you  did.  When  the  other  people  could  not  sell 
tbdr  I-cent  dgara,  you  were  selling  yours? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Prior  to  the  war?    Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Bachabach.  I  was  wondering  whether  your  two-for«  were  raised 
to  a  Dlcfcel? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  No,  sir.    We  make  a  different  grade  dgar. 

MV.  Cbisp.  You  stated  that  you  represented  tha  producers  of  over 
600.00  ».000  dgars. 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Cbisp.  And  a  very  large  per  cent  of  thoae  were  5-cent  dgara. 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Yes,  sir.    Practically  all  of  them. 

Mr.  Cbisp.  And  that  you  manufactured  one-flfth  of  all  the  5-cent 
dgars  manufactured  In  the  United  Statea. 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Yea,  air. 

Mr.  CBI8P.  And  that  you  liave  used  extensively  the  Florida  and 
Qeorglk  grown  wrappers? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Cbisp.  Have  you  had  any  complaint  from  your  customers  aa  to 
the  qnUlty  of  the  cigars,  by  virtue  of  your  having  used  theae  wrappers 
instead  of  the  Imported  Sumatra  wrappers? 

Mr.  Baooaa.  We  have  not. 


Mr.  Caisp.  Has  your  businest  grown? 

Mr.  Brooks.  It  haik 

Mr.  Cbisp.  To  what  extent? 

Mr.  Bbuoks.   Well,  I  auppose  in  the  laat  10  years  it  has  trebled. 

Mr.  r_RisP.  And  during  that  period  you  have  used  these  wrappers? 

Mr.  KstM)KH.   Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Caisr.   It  baa  been  no  luindicap  tu  you? 

Mr.  Bruoks.  No.  air.  I  could  give  you  a  little  illustration,  if  you 
wanted  to  tutre  it. 

Mr.  Cbibf.  I  would  be  glad  to  have  it. 

Mr.  Rbooks.  About  four  years  ago,  la  order  to  teat  out  the  merita 
or  demerits  of  the  Florida-growa  wrappers  and  Suuiatra  wrappers,  1 
had  one  of  my  salesmen  make  a  trip  of  about  three  weeks,  and  I  gave 
blm  duplicate  samples  of  cigars,  one  with  a  Florida  wrapper  aad  the 
other  with  a  Sumatra  wrapper.  I  instructed  him  to  show  those  aample« 
to  nil  the  customers  that  he  possibl.v  could  during  that  trip,  but  he 
should  not  tell  tbem  whether  thera  was  any  difference ;  and  if  he  made 
a  sale  he  should  aak  the  customer  which  of  these  type  wrappera  he 
preferred. 

Af  I  recall  the  flgurea  at  this  time,  lie  showed  the  samplea  to  about 
70  ptHiple,  and  out  of  the  70  people  2  penple  pickiid  the  Sumatra  wrapper. 

Mr.  Cbisp.  About  how  many  dgara  of  your  manufacture  are  wrapped 
with  the  Florida  wrapper? 

Mr.   Brookh.   Ik)  you  mean  mlue  Individually? 

Mt.  Cbisp.  No;  the  interests  you  are  representing. 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Over  000,000.000. 

Mr.  Chibp.  They  are  wrapped  with  the  Klorfda  wrapper? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  No.  no.  I  beg  your  pardon.  There  were  ever  600,- 
OOO.MM  5-cent  cigarn  made  in  York  County  in  1928,  and  75  or  80  per 
ceat  of  titose  wen-  wrapped  with  the  Klorlda  wrapper. 

Mr.  CBiBp.  Then,  of  conrne,  you  do  not  agree  with  other  witnesses 
that  have  appeared  before  this  committee,  stating  that  the  domestic 
wrappers  wert>  inferior  to  the  imported  Sumatra  wmppern  and  that  it 
la  cneooBomical  for  tbem  to  use  the  domestic  wrappers  because  the 
inferior  quality  interfered  with  their  bnsinesti? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Tbbaowat.  Followiog  up  tbe  same  line  of  inquiry,  I  wontd  Hke 
to  havt'  your  experii'uce  with  the  Connecticut  Valley  wrapper. 

Mr.  Brooks.  I  bare  never  used  very  many  of  them.  I  have  not  owed 
over  a  tbouaaad  pounds  in  my  life. 

Mr.  TsK-iDWAV.  You  do  not  speak  as  an  expert  to  flir  aa  the  use  of 
the  Connecticut  Valley  wrapper  is  cone»TDed? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  No.  sir. 

Mr.  TSBADWAT.  Do  you  ever  hear  nainng  your  associates  in  the  to- 
bacco business  bow  they  regard  the  Coniu'ctlcut  Valley  wrapper? 

MY.  Bbookm.   I  yenterday  Imaght  SO  biilett  to  try  it  out. 

Mr.  Tbbaowat.  Of  the  Coanectlcut  wrapper  tobacco? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Ye*.  !dr. 

Mr.  Tbeadwav.  So  that  you  ore  willing  to  experiment,  at  least,  to 
see  what  the  quality  of  that  wrapp(>r  Is  as  roropnred  with  the  Snmatra 
wrapper? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Tbbadwat.  And,  of  eoorse.  If  tbe  doty.  Is  lowered,  as  we  have 
been  requested  to  lower  It.  it  will  make  the  Fumatra  wrapper  Just 
rhsl  much  cheaper,  would  It  not? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Tbbaowat.  And  it  wu«M  cone  directly  iato  competition  with  the 
Florida  wrapper  and  probably  with  the  (Connecticut  Valley  wrapper, 
if  you  are  going  to  use  some  of  them? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Yes.  sir :  there  Is  n«  doubt  about  that. 

Mr.  WAnoN.  It  has  been  testified  that  there  were  6,4O0.(K)0  cigars 
made  that  cost  20  cents  and  over.  What  percentage  of  domewtic  to- 
bacco la  aaed  in  thoaa  high-priced  cigars? 

Mr.  Bbookb.  I  do  not  know. 

MV.  Watsost.  Vou  do  not  kaow? 

Mr.    Bbookb.    No,  air. 

Mr.  Watson.  Do  yon  use  machinery  in  your  factaryt 

Mr.  Brooks.  No,  sir;  everything  Is  hsndmade. 

Mr.  WAT80.V.  They  are  all  haadmade  dgars? 

Mr.  BACHAKAcn.  I  want  to  iisk  you  whether  you  think  you  will  ever 
come  to  uaiog  machinery  inatead  of  auikiug  your  elgnrs  by  hand? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  I  wish  that  you  could  uuswer  the  questlou  for  me.  I 
have  been  considering  it  We  have  ail  Usen  couslderlitg  it.  I  mean  the 
larger  manufacturers  in  York  County  have  been  considering  it,  and  tbe 
machinery  men  have  been  there  and  hare  made  us  all  kinds  of  proposi- 
tions to  try  them  out ;  bnt  we  have  a  certain  unmber  of  people  there 
who  have  been  making  their  living  making  dgnrs,  and  we  realtie  if 
we  introduced  machinery  we  would  put  a  lot  of  those  people  out  of 
employment  and  poaelbly,  becauae  of  aome  civic  pride — -we  sort  of  pride 
ourxelvcs 

Mr.  Bachabacu.  Just  one  other  question.  The  Rtati-ment  waa  made 
here  this  morning  by,  I  think,  everyone  that  was  mamifactnring  5-ceut 
dgara  that  they  did  not  use  the  Connecticut  Valley  wrapper  tobacco 
becauae  U  was  t«o  expeaaive  for  that  puiyose.  I  want  to  And  out  what 
you  tbink  of  it.     You  say  that  you  bought  50  bales? 


lix.  BaooKs.  I  happened  to  hoy  fiO  hak«  at  a  pretty  deoont  prlca^ 
at  such  a  price  that  I  o.>uld  use  that  on  5-cent  cigars 

Mr.  Bachabach.  So  it  can  apparently  t>e  used  tor  5-cect  dgars? 

Mr.  BBOoaa.  At  the  price  that  I  bought  these  particular  lota;  yea, 
air. 

Mr.  QAaxBB.  If  the  internal-revenue  tax  on  the  cigar  is  not  increaM>l 
and  tbe  parcel-post  recipriKlty  arrangement  with  Cuba  is  not  made,  you 
ran  continue  in  your  business  under  present  oouditions  at  a  profit? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  A  reasonable  profit,  providing  we  can  continue  to  aecura 
the  same  grade  of  wrapper  tobacco  we  are  now  buying  at  about  the  sama 
price  we  are  now  paying. 

Mr.  tjABKaa.  And  you  are  wiUlag  to  live  under  present  huMlnesa 
conditions? 

Mr.  Bbookb.  Yea,  air. 

Mr.  CBiKt»au>iif.  Yob  said  that  yOu  sent  a  man  out  who  aaw  70  dealen 
or  70  purchasers,  and  you  Instructed  him  to  bring  back  a  report  wllk 
reference  to  those  who  gave  urdors? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  CHiNDBLOM.  And  two  of  then  took  the  SuBkatra  wrapped  cigar? 

Mr.  Brooks.  Yea.  sir. 

Mr.  Crinoblom.  How  nujiy  of  them  picked  th«'  other  wrapper? 

Mr.  Brooks.  I  ran  not  exactly  tell  you.     IVMisibly  SO. 

Mr.  CBiNitBtAU.  You  rather  left  the  laftreuce  that  the  otfa»r  OH  had 
picked  tbe  other  wrapper. 

Mr.  Bbookb.  No  ;  they  did  not  ail  buy.  About  80  of  them,  as  I  recall 
at  thia  time,  bought  Ttiat  Just  came  te  my  wind  when  the  quest  loa 
waa  asked  bm  a  little  while  ago. 

Mr.  Watson.  One  witness  said  that  he  thongitt  that  the  um  of  ma- 
chlaery  would  nat  decrease  tbe  numl>er  of  dgar  makers.  You  think, 
however,  that  the  employment  of  machinery  would  put  a  great  maay 
cigar  mukers  out  of  employmeat? 

Mr.  Bbooks.  Undoubtedly. 

Mr.  Watmon.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  get  for  the  record. 

Mr.  OILLBTT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  tnn  C^eonrla 
yield? 

Mr.  OKOKOIO.     I  yield. 

Mr.  (JnXBTT.  I  waa  attracted  by  the  remark  of  the  Senator 
from  California  that  he  would  not  like  to  be  th«  oite  to  make  the 
text  between  the  domestic  wrapper  and  the  Bamatra  wrai»per.  I 
think  the  Senator  exagKtrates  the  dtsajtreeable  experietice  that 
would  occasion. 

Mr.  President.  I  grew  np  in  a  region  where  the  Connect  Irtit 
Valley  wrapner  ffrows,  und  consequently  I  used  to  smoke  cljcsrs 
In  which  tJiat  wrapper  waa  used.  prol»ahiy  tndnctNl  partly  by 
local  prejudloe.  and  partly  by  economic  motives,  and  they  gave 
me  ifieat  satissfactloii.  I  think  the  taste  for  tobacco  Is  largely  a 
matter  of  habit,  for  1  kiM>w  for  years  I  was  quite  satlsfled  with 
the  domcKtlc  wrapper.  I  will  agree  that  later,  as  my  flnancea 
improved.  I  acquired  a  dUTerent  tainte,  but  it  waa  not  for  Bumatra 
tobacco. 

I  think  the  Senator  is  mistaken  in  believing  that  a  domestic 
wrapper  dui>a  not  make  a  palatable  and  an  agreeable  smoke. 

Mr.  OBOKUE.  Mr.  Preddent,  the  Tariff  Commlarion  ought 
to  be  very  good  authority  on  that  point.  For  the  benefit  of  th« 
Senator  from  California,  I  wiU  read  just  a  few  Unea  from  th« 
Tariff  Commission: 

After  the  rlgar  Is  put  together  and  shaped,  it  Is  flirfshed  off  with  a 
wrapper  cut  from  a  spedally  selected  wrapper  leaf.  Since  the  wrapper 
eonstlruteti  but  a  sbmD  portion  of  the  weight  of  the  whole  dgar,  some- 
times less  than  one-teath,  it  hat  hat  s  ffBafl  part  in  determining  the 
taste,  aroma,  or  smokhtg  quality. 

Then  it  is  ptrfnted  out  that  the  wrapper  does,  however,  ileter- 
mine  tbe  attractlvent^ss  of  tbe  cigar,  and  the  appearance  of  the 
wrapper  leaf,  therefore,  is  more  important  than  ita  flavor  or 
than  its  aroma. 

This,  I  think,  ought  to  be  aicepted  as  authority,  becaufM;  it  la 
neither  a  manufacturer  nor  u  producer  now  Hp<'uking: 

The  best  wrappera  an  acatral  in  taste,  hum  evcaly.  aad  aro  char* 
aderlKed  by  a  satiny  smoothacao,  nalforalty  of  color.  at>senee  of  large 
conspicuous  veins,  etc. 

So  it  is  not  a  question  oi  taste,  It  is  really  a  question  of 
appearance. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  Ray  this  before  I  git  down ;  th«  wrapper 
tobacooH  ure  grown  in  the  United  States  principally  In  the  C^- 
nectlcut  Valley,  in  Florida,  and  in  Georgia.  It  so  happens  that 
Georgia  produces  a  smaller  quantity  than  any  of  the  Statea 
interested.  We  do  produce  a  great  deal  of  tobacco  ht  Georgia, 
but  it  is  mostly  cigarette  tobacco.  Only  in  a  very  few  countlea; 
near  the  Florida  line,  is  the  -KTapper  tobacco  grown. 

I  want  to  reiterate  what  I  have  KaifL  that  it  i.s  tbe  aarae  old 
.story,  that  the  dMueatic  product  is  not  as  good  aa  the  tavpnrted 
product,  and  a.s  long  as  there  are  domestic  manofacturets  who 
are  using  the  imi>orted  product,  they  will  make  that  a-^sertioa. 
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And  a»  long  a»  they  retain  their  influence  npon  those  who  supply 
them  with  their  raw  material,  they  will  be  able  to  get  some  of 
their  cutrtomers  to  agree  to  It.  Eat  time  after  time  in  the  con- 
•tderatlon  of  the  a^cultural  schedule  I  Toted  for  increased 
rates  upon  western  farm  products  when  I  could  have  brought 
abundant  evidence  here  to  show  that  they  could  not  produce 
the  necessary  quantities  of  the  product,  and  that  tn  many 
Instances  the  product  was  not  as  good  as  the  impw^ed  product 
But  I  i>ut  those  arguments  aside,  and  I  have  taken  the  ease  as 
I  have  found  it,  and  if  I  believe  that  an  increase  in  the  duty 
can  give  to  the  farmer  more  of  his  marliet,  not  a  higher  price, 
necessarily.  l»ut  more  of  his  marlKet,  then  I  am  going  to  vote  for 
an  increased  duty. 

I  am  mit  insisting,  myself,  that  this  duty  should  be  placed  as 
high  a.s  the  producers  wanted  it,  because  obviously  it  could  be 
gotten  high  enough  to  destroy  the  industry,  just  as  any  other 
duty  may  be  made  high  enough  to  greatly  retard  the  sale  ad- 
vantaKes  of  the  merchandise,  but  if  the  producers  of  wrapper 
tobacco  can  be  given  more  of  the  American  market  by  a  rfight 
Increase  in  the  duty,  then  I  think  they  ought  to  have  more  of 
that  market,  and  it  would  not  eliminate  the  Sumatra  totmcco 
friwa  the  market. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  it  has  been  stated  that  If  It 
could  be  shown  that  the  Ameri^^^n  farmers  producing  the  wrap- 
per tobacco  frft  that  this  would  actually  help  tiieir  business,  and 
If  it  could  be  shown  that  farmers  producing  binder  tobacco 
were  not  opposed  to  the  increased  duty  on  wrapper  tobacco, 
there  would  be  iio  objection. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  has  clearly  brought  out  the  fact 
that  the  increase  granted  by  the  House,  from  J2.10  to  $2.50, 
would  only  increase  the  cost  to  the  manufacturers  of  a  5-cent 
cigar  oneeighth  of  a  cent,  and  would  not  increase  the  cost  of 
that  cigar  to  the  public  at  all. 

I  have  before  me  evidence  that  tobacco  farmers,  particularly 
In  the  Connecticut  Valley,  feel  the  same  way  as  do  those  who 
have  been  spoken  of  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  and  aLs)  by 
the  Senators  from  Florida,  that  they  need  a  greatly  increased 
duty  on  the  Sumatra  wrapper,  whicii  is  produced  by  coolie 
labpF-afid  which  seriously  affects  the  market 
^  1  have  before  me  a  letter  from  the  Governor  of  Connecticut 
referring  to  a  resolution  which  1  shall  ask  to  have  read  in  a 
moment.  The  governor,  under  date  of  August  8,  at  a  time  when 
a  special  session  of  the  Legislatura  of  Connecticut  was  called 
la  order  to  take  care  of  sundry  bills  which  had  been  signed  too 
late  to  meet  tiie  approval  of  the  State  supreme  court  wrote  me 
as  follows: 

Tb«  iBdowd  m«lnti«a  wa«  prepared  by  the  tobacco  Intereeta  of  the 
State,  and  tfcey  dcaired  very  much  to  have  it  Introduced  »t  the  eoeclal 
■eaaioo  of  tba  letlalatare  which  was  held  on  Tuesday  of  this  week. 
Bowever,  as  the  call  for  the  special  aesslon  confined  the  action  of  the 
teaeial  anaembly  to  one  ■pecific  art.  and  also  by  eonatltutloBal  limita- 
tion DO  other  boiincM  coald  be  introduced,  it  was  foxxnd  Impoasibie  to 
tntrodnce  th«  taieloaed  reaoiotlon.  I  believe,  however,  had  it  been 
poaalble  to  tatrodnce  the  rcmhiHoa  it  woaid  have  been  passed  a<!anl- 
■oaaly.  and  I  ttaiak  I  am  aafto  In  saying  that  had  the  session  not  been 
for  a  special  puriwse  and  had  been  open  to  other  business  there  would 
have  been  no  qacstioo  as  to  the  passase  of  this  particular  resolatlon. 
from  the  informatioa  that  I  gather. 

1  have  been  asked  to  forward  it  to  you  as  ezpreasing  the  sentunent 
of  the  tobacco  Intereats  her*  tn  Connecticut  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  tartC. 

I  ask  that  this  resolotioD  may  be  read  at  the  desk. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICEB.     Without  objection,  the  clerk 
Will  read. 
The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows: 

0TAIB  o»  CojiitacncfJT,  OaNaaAL  Assbmblt. 

Jmrnmary  Bettitm,  A.  D.  an. 

Bcaolutloo    reqneatlng    Cb^ress    to    Increase    the    protectee    tariff    on 

wrapper  tobacco 


Bemtlred  fty  fJMs  assestMy: 

Wbereas  tobacco  constitutes  the  most  important  money  crop  in  this 
section  of  the  Union,  and  at  least  1100,000,000  has  been  invested  In  this 
enterprise;  and 

Whereas  this  great  agrlcultwal  indnstrj  did  prosper,  floartoh,  and 
iDcrease  tot  a  period  of  35  years  prior  to  the  yaar  1920  ander  a  snf- 
Sdent  protecttr*  tariff;  and 

Whereas  sines  the  period  of  1920,  on  account  of  Insuffldent  protective 
tarts,  this  Industry  has  been  sustained  at  a  loss  so  that  a  great  nnmber 
•f  the  farmers  are  baakmpt ;  and 

Whereas  this  eoodltioB  has  been  brought  aboot  by  not  having  the 
eostoma  tariff  incrsaaad  la  proportion  to  tlM  Inersaaed  cost  of  produce 


Whereas  the  tobacco  farms,  wnn>bouso8,  and  equipment  throughout 
New  I  [ngland  are  of  great  value  for  the  production  of  tobacco,  but  for 
DO  ott  er  purpose ;  and 

Wh(  reas  the  New  England  tobacco  industry  gives  steady  employment 
to  fro  D  15,000  to  20,000  unskilled  laborers  throughout  the  year  on  the 
farms  and  in  the  warehouses  at  attractive  wages  ;  and 

Whereas  the  act  of  1922  provided  a  rate  of  $2.10  per  pound  on  nn- 
stemmed  wrapper  tobacco  and  |2.75  per  pound  on  stemmed  wrap- 
per tolMicco  (paragraph  601)  ;  under  the  House  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  the 
rate  oa  the  former  was  increased  to  |2.50  per  pound  and  on  the  latter 
to  %S.  5  per  pound  ;  and  the  rate  given  in  the  Hourn  bill  was  not  enough 
to  glvs  adequate  protection  to  domestic  wrapper  producers:  Therefore 
be  it 

Retitlved,  That  the  General  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Connecticut 
requests  our  Senators  and  Representatives  to  bend  their  every  effort  to 
secure  the  revision  of  Schedule  6,  paragraph  801,  of  the  existing  tariff 
law  s<i  that  the  duty  on  wrapper  tobacco  imported  from  foreign  coun- 
tries I  hall  give  us  the  same  protection  as  we  bad  prior  to  1914;  and  be 
It  fur  her 

Ret  lived.  That  a  copy  hereof  be  sent  to  our  Senators  at  Washington 
with  he  request  that  they  use  their  best  efforts  to  secure  the  desired 
Incresse  of  the  tariff  on  wrapper  tobacco,  so  that  our  industry  may  once 
more  >ecome  a  moans  of  livelihood  for  our  farmers. 

Mr  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  that  resolution  was  not 
passed  by  the  general  a.ssemt)ly.  because  the  e:;tra  session  of  the 
getieial  assembly  was  called  for  a  spec-ilic  puriKjse.  and  it  was 
held  >ost  not  to  permit  any  resolutions  or  any  other  business  to 
he  in  roduced.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Governor  of 
Conn  ?cticut  in  his  letter  states  that  had  the  resolution  been 
Intro  luced  It  would  have  been  passed.  It  was  the  general  opin- 
ion of  the  members  of  the  legislature  that  this  increase  which 
we  a*  asking  for  was  necessary. 

I  {hould  like  now  to  quote  from  a  telegram  received  from 
Mr.  Fred  B.  Griffin,  president  of  the  Connecticut  I^eaf  Tobacco 
As.s<)qiation,  as  evidence  of  the  fact  that  the  tobacco  farmers, 
who  tuostly  raise  binder  tobacco,  are  in  favor  of  this  increase 
on  tlie  wrapper  tobacco. 

This  argument  has  been  repeatedly  made  on  the  floor  this 
morn  ng  that  the  reason  why  certain  Senators  from  States 
whld.  do  not  raise  wrapper  tobacco,  but  which  raLse  filler  to- 
bacco or  binder  tobacco,  were  opposed  to  this  increase,  was  that 
it  was  feared  that  if  the  manufacturer  had  to  pay  more  for  his 
wrap  )er  he  would  pay  less  for  his  binder,  and  therefore  their 
busin  ?S8  would  suffer. 

It  la.s  also  been  stated  by  the  Senator  from  New  York  that 
it  wa  (  his  opinion  that  if  the  rate  on  wrapper  tobacco  were  low- 
ered the  manufacturers  would  be  willing  to  pay  more  for  the 
biude  •.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  think  everyone  who  is  familiar 
with  :he  blnder-tol>acco  Industry,  which  is  one  of  the  largest  in- 
dusti  es  in  the  Connecticut  Valley,  knows  that  the  reason  why 
binder  tol)acco  is  cheep  is  that  there  has  been  an  overiwoduc- 
tlon.  The  price  is  related  by  the  competition  t)etween  those 
who  "also  binders.  It  was  necessary  for  the  Connecticut  Valley 
Coop  rative  Tobacco  Growers  Association  two  or  three  years  ago 
to  ta  te  action  voluntarily  reducing  their  acreage  by  about  25 
per  ( ent  because  they  were  producing  more  binder  then  than 
coulc   be  sold. 

Mr   COPEI^AND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Ml ,  BINGHAM.  I  will  yield  in  just  a  moment  I  have  here 
a  let  er  showing  that  the  tobacco  acreage  in  the  last  four  years 
has  ( ropped  practically  1,000  acres  In  the  State  of  Connecticut 
alons.  I  would  like  to  quote  a  telegram  from  the  president  of 
the  Connecticut  Leaf  Tol>acco  Association  to  show  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  association  and  the  growers  of  stalk  tol>acco  in  the 
valle  '  are  in  favor  of  an  increased  duty  on  the  wrapper.  They 
appa  -ently  do  not  believe  that  it  would  hurt  their  business.  I 
woul  1  like  to  read  this  telegram,  and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  to  my  friend  from  New  York.  The  telegram  bears  date 
Septtmber  18,  and  reads: 

Th<  growers  of  stalk  tobacco  In  the  Connecticut  Valley  are  In  a  de- 
I^oral  >le  condition.  They  have  had  indifferent  crops  these  last  few 
years,  snu  this  season  the  broad-leaf  section  has  been  almost  mined  on 
arcou  It  of  severe  hailstorms. 

May  I  Interpolate  to  say  that  the  hailstorms  referred  to  did 
danuge  of  several  million  dollars,  and  it  is  with  the  greatest 
difflcilty  that  the  tobacco  farmers  are  getting  along  at  all? 

It  is  going  to  be  a  very  difflcnit  matter  for  the  great  majority  of 
farmers  In  this  State  to  be  able  to  grow  a  crop  of  tobacco  during  the 
season  of  1930.  They  must  have  some  financial  help  and  also  encourage- 
ment that  they  will  find  a  better  market  for  their  product.  We  be- 
lieve an  Increase  In  the  present  rate  of  duty  to  13  per  pound  would 
be  a  inat  baacAt  to  them.     We  urge  you  to  use  your  best  efforts  in 


this  direction.  A  5-cent  cigar  with  a  seed  wrapper  will  an<iaestk>nably 
make  a  finer  qnallty  of  cigar  than  with  a  Sumatra  wra^er.  This  la  a 
statement  that  no  tobacco  expert  can  sincerely  deny. 

Krco  B.  Gaimv, 
Pre^tdent  Commectieitt  Leaf  Tobacco  Auocietton. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  promised  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  which  I  must  first  do,  and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina. 

Mt>.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  am  quite  surprised  at  what 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  says  about  the  attitude  of  growers 
in  his  State  because  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  letter  from  the  to- 
bacco committee  of  the  cooperatives,  and  included  in  thoBe  are 
the  growers  of  Connecticut  The  letter  states  that  they  repre- 
sent 60,000  growers  of  the  Miami  Valley,  in  Wisconsin,  Con- 
necticut, and  New  York,  producing  150.000,000  tons  of  tobacco. 
Of  course,  the  growers  in  the  valley  of  Connecticut  spoken  of 
by  the  Senator  are  not  the  growers  of  the  wrappers  so  nrach 
as  they  are  growers  of  the  binders. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  That  is  true.  May  I  say  to  the  Senator  that 
there  is  a  differeni'e  of  opinion  in  Connecticut,  quite  a  small 
minority  of  the  growers  opposing  the  increase.  The  majority 
are  in  favor  of  the  Increase  on  wrapper  tobacco.  The  associa- 
tion to  which  he  has  just  referred  includes  growers  of  binders 
In  the  States  of  Wisconsin,  Ohio,  and  the  other  places  which  he 
has  mentioned.  Many  of  them  are  afraid  of  the  increase  on, 
\^Tapper  tobacco.  On  the  other  hand,  the  New  Eingland  Tobacco 
Growers'  Association,  through  Mr.  William  J.  Hayes,  president 
sent  me  this  telegram  as  representing  the  sentiment  in  New 
England : 

We  as  an  association  are  highly  in  need  of  more  tariff  on  New  Knv- 
land  tobacco,  and  at  our  meeting  with  more  than  &00  growers  present 
passed  a  resolution  asking  Congress  to  give  us  needed  protection,  while 
certain  manufactiurers  interested  In  Importing  Sumatra  tobacco  have  bad 
men  through  the  valley  telling  the  farmer  If  he  would  favor  a  lower 
tariff  tbey  could  and  would  pay  more  for  binders. 

Apparently  there  has  be^i  some  lobbying  going  on  up  there. 
There  has  been  some  propaganda  through  the  valley.  Propa- 
gandists have  been  sent  out  by  the  manufacturers  telling  the 
farmers  that  they  are  going  to  pay  more  for  the  binder.  The 
telegram  continues: 

They  have  sold  very  few  this  idea  if  we  could  have  the  wrapper  bu>d- 
nera  for  5  and  7  cent  cigars  for  our  sun-grown  tot>acco  we  then  could 
sell  binders  right  and  jiiake  a  profit  Our  farmers  are  in  a  bad  way  with 
the  very  bad  storm. 

May  I  say  it/did  damage  to  the  extent  of  $3,000,000  in  Hart- 
ford County  «4one? 

Tbey  are  very  much  discouraged  and  ail  looking  for  some  way  to  get 
Government  aid.  You  and  I  know  we  can  not  live  on  the  Government, 
and  farmers  as  a  rule  are  used  to  lots  of  bard  kuockn.  If  you  could 
secure  for  us  a  duty  of  not  less  than  |3  per  pound  on  imported  wrappers, 
there  is  no  doubt  but  what  It  would  put  our  tobaccos  on  a  profitable 
basis  again.  It  Is  Impomible  to  flnsnce  or  cnntinne  on  the  present 
basis  every  year  prices  at  cost  or  below.  It  means  not  only  prosperity 
to   farmers   but   our  merchants   and   towns   in   which    they   live. 

Nbw   Knoland  Tobacco   Growkbs'   Association, 
WlLUAM  J.   Haysh,  Pretident. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  bear  with 
me,  the  only  way  the  thing  could  be  accomplished  that  the 
writers  of  the  telegrams  wish  U>  have  accomplished  is  by  an 
embargo,  a  price  so  high  as  actually  to  place  an  embargo  upon 
the  foreign  wrapper. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  am  not  asking  for  an  embargo.  I  am 
merely  asking  for  a  raise  of  40  cents  a  pound  over  the  present 
rate  which  the  House  of  Representatives  granted  and  not  any- 
where near  what  the  farmers  believe  would  be  advantageous  to 
them. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  That  is,  the  Senator  is  a.sking  for  an  In- 
crease of  40  cents  above  tbe  present  duty  of  $2.10? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Yes. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Will  the  Senator  tell  me  what  ConnecUcut 
Valley  tobacco  has  been  selling  for  on  an  average  this  year? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  am  not  familiar  with  what  It  has  been 
selling  for  this  year.  I  know  on  account  of  the  hailstorm  re- 
ferred to  we  have  had  a  very  large  part  of  the  crop  damaged, 
and  I  know  since  the  Senator  aided  in  reducing  the  excise  tax 
on  the  cheaper  cigars  it  has  increased  the  use  of  the  5-cent  cigar 
very  materially.  That  and  the  very  high-priced  cigars,  I  am  in- 
formed, ar«  the  only  cigars  whose  use  is  materially  increasing. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  have  some  governmental  statistics  here,  at 
least  they  are  given  to  me  by  the  Actuary  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, the  highest  authority  in  the  country,  I  brfleve.  He 
informs  me  that  the  figures  show  that  Connecticut  tobacco  sold 
last  year  at  an  average  of  $1  a  poan<L    I  want  to  ask  the  Sena- 


tor as  a  high  protectionist,  bow  he  can  justify  raising  a  duty 
already  $2.10  a  pound  upon  a  foreign  [Mtxluct  that  sells  in  our 
own  market  at  twice  what  his  product  ^elis  for?  Upon  what 
principle  of  iMX>tection  can  that  be  justified?  With  the  present 
duty  on  foreign  tobacco  that  would  come  In  competition  with 
the  Senator's  tobacco,  that  for^gn  tobacco  sells  in  this  c<»uutry 
duty  paid  for  as  high  as  $4.00  a  pound,  while  Connecticut  to- 
bacco sells  at  $1  a  pound.  Does  it  not  seem  to  the  Senator  that 
half  of  that  rate  Ls  for  revenue  and  that  that  is  enough  protec- 
tion?  The  duty  Is  twice  the  selling  price  of  his  tobacco.  Tha 
price  of  the  foreign  tobacco  is  twice  as  high  and  the  duty  is 
twice  as  high  as  the  selling  price  of  the  Connecticut  tobacco. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  can  only  say  to  the  Senator  that  It  hap- 
pens that  in  his  State,  where  they  raise  more  than  half  of  the 
tobacco  raised  in  the  United  States,  they  are  very  fortunate  la 
their  climate  and  soil  which  have  combined  to  produce  a  kind  of 
tobacco  which  is  in  great  demand  for  cigarettes.  The  use  of 
cigarettes  is  Increasing  enormously  all  over  the  wfurld,  and  it 
has  brought  prosperity  to  his  State  and  I  am  extremely  glad  of 
it.  But  it  happens  that  in  Oonnectlcut  and  in  the  Conne(*ticut 
Valley  it  Is  impossible  to  raise  tobacco  which  is  used  In  cigar- 
ettes. We  raise  binder  and  wrapper  tobacco.  In  the  Senator*! 
State  they  do  not  raise  an  appreciable  amount  of  wrapper  and 
binder  tobacco.  It  so  happens  that  the  farmera  of  Oonnecticut 
Valley  brtieve  that  they  would  be  very  much  l)etter  off  If  they 
could  have  a  rate  of  $8  a  pound,  but  I  am  not  asking  for  that 
rate.  I  am  merely  asking  for  what  the  House  believer  waa 
right  to  grant 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  is  asking  for  a  rate  that  is  300 
per  cent  higher  than  the  total  price  at  which  his  product  sells. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Oh,  no.  Three  hundred  per  cent  added  to 
$1  would  be  $4,  and  I  am  not  asking  for  $4.  I  am  asking  for 
$2.50. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  may  be  that  I  miscalculated  the  rate  of 
percentage,  but  It  Is  an  enormous  increase  whetl»er  it  is  2U0  or 
300.  It  Is  more  than  200  and  less  than  30a  That  is  in  the  caaa 
of  an  article  on  which  the  foreign  price  in  this  market  is  twica 
what  the  Senator's  product  Is  selling  for. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICEB  Does  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEtJUGK.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  to  the  fact  that  the  wrapping  capacity  of 
Sumatra  tobacco  is  approximately  twice  per  (lound  that  of  th« 
domestic  wrai)per.  In  other  words,  about  2  {louuds  of  Suma- 
tra tobacco  will  wrap  a  thousand  cigars,  whereas  it  takes  twice 
the  number  of  pounds  of  domestic-grown  tobacco  to  do  It.  Of 
course  that  fixes  the  comparative  value  of  the  two  tobaccos. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  If  the  Connectic-ut  tobacco  were  selling  at 
$2  a  pound,  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  has  already  an  advan- 
tage more  than  equal  to  the  whole  selling  price  of  his  product 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Oh,  yes ;  that  is  true. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield  at 
this  time 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  The  maker  of  the  5-cent  cigar  could  use  the 
American  wrapper  if  it  were  $1  or  $2  a  pound,  certainly  cheaper 
than  they  are  now  paying,  but  he  does  nut  do  It  because  the 
denrand  is  for  the  other  wrapper.  But  in  spite  of  the  demand 
the  proix»rtlonat»'  consumption  of  the  6-cent  dgar  is  materially 
less  than  it  used  to  be. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  wish  to  offer  a  comment  In  reply  to  the 
suggestion  of  my  friend  from  New  York  that  the  domestic 
wrapper  is  not  tised.  I  have  a  letter  from  Congressman  iien^aa, 
of  the  twenty-second  Pennsylvania  district  dated  October  8, 
1929,  in  which  he  says  that  his  people  do  use  the  domestic 
wrapper  for  5-cent  cigars  and  they  ask  that  the  duty  on  the 
imported  wrapper  be  increased  from  $2.10  per  pound  to  $3 
per  pound  on  the  unstemmed  wrapper,  and  to  $3.75  per  pound 
on  the  stemmed  wrapper.    His  letter  continues : 

Why  do  the  osers  of  this  domestic-grown  wrapper  tobacco  ask  ttet 
the  prodneers  of  it  be  given  this  increase  of  protection?  Beeaoae  ttaey 
have  developed  a  blend  for  making  the  5-ceat  dgar  composed  of  do- 
mestic-grown filler  tobacco  which,  when  wrapped  with  domestic-grown 
wrai>i>er,  makes  a  cigar  which  has  sueeessfolly  competed  with  the  ciaaia 
wrapped  with  Imported  wrapi>er  and  will  eontinae  to  do  so  aa  laag  as 
the  domestic  wrapper  can  be  procured. 

If  the  farmers  who  are  now  raising  this  domestic  wrapper  are 
oat  of  the  business — and  there  is  danger  of  tills  being 
the  manufacturera  in  the  tlrat  rerenoe  district  af  PeaBS3rtTaBla  win  %• 
obliged  to  construct  a  new  blend  of  filler  adapted  ts  tke  lae  ef  fiU^a- 
grown  wrapper,  create  a  demand  for  the  cic*r  hy  arcamanaaatlng  st  a» 
the  exacting  taste  of  the  araoker.  and  ia  this  way  amkr  a  Isijpw 
ifffi-^  for  tht  foreigB-crawa 
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of  a   forp||oi-froiim.  eorponiHon-<?ontroned  article  ind  oat  win  go  th« 
ft-c«Dt  cistar,  acoompllahed  by  a  debanchery  of  tbe  protectlTe  Byatem. 

The  granting  of  this  Increaae  of  dnty  will  protect  th«  Amcrleui 
tobacco  growera,  guarantee  the  contlnnoua  manofactare  of  the  5-cent 
dgMt.  In  which  boaioeaa  20.000  people  la  my  dlatrtct  are  engaged  asd 
Ity  meana  of  which  they  maintain  an  American  atandard  of  Urlng. 

Inclosed  herewith  you  will  find  a  atatement  I  presented  to  the  Benata 
Finance  Committee  bat  which  waa  not  Incladed  In  tbe  printed  tobacco 
bearings. 

With  the  hope  that  yon  wUl  oae  your  Influence  toward  the  granting 
«f  thia  increaae,  I  am 

Very  cordially  yoars, 

FlANKLIV  Maifoss. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  permission  that  the  statement  accom- 
panying the  letter  which  I  have  just  read  may  be  printed  at 
this  point  Id  the  Rgcokd. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Wlthoot  objection.  It  is  so  ordered. 

The  statement  is  as  follows: 

I  appear  for  tbe  York  County  Cigar  Manufacturers'  Aasociatlon  of 
Red  Lion.  Pa.,  and  in  faTor  of  an  increaae  of  duty  on  imported  wrapper 
tobacco.  Thia  town  is  locHte<I  in  tbe  first  revenue  district  of  Penniyl- 
Tania  and  In  the  tweoty-aecond  congressional  district,  which  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent  in  the  House  of  RopresentatlTes.  The  cigar  manu- 
facturers in  my  district  produced  1.798.424.177  cigars  In  1927,  or  27.59 
per  cent  of  all  tbe  cigars  manufactured  in  tbe  United  States.  Of  this 
number  of  cigars  950.022,758  were  class  A,  or  tbe  5-cent  cigar,  which 
amounts  to  30.28  per  cent  of  all  the  class  A  cigars  manufactured  In 
this  country.  In  the  manufacture  of  these  cigurs  we  use  the  domestic- 
grown  wrapper  tobacco  produced  In  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  Oeorgla, 
and  Florida.  The  manufacturers  in  this  district  have  blended  this 
domestic  wrapper  tobacco  with  the  filler  tobacco  In  such  a  way  that 
It  makes  a  very  desirable  smoke,  and  because  of  tbla  the  industry  has 
lncreafl»Hl  from  a  total  production  in  1918  of  711,819.610  cigars  to  a 
production  in  1927  of  1,798,424.177  cigars.  Such  an  increase  would 
certainly  not  be  possible  If  the  cigars  were  made  of  an  Inferior  quality 
of  tobacco,  aa  waa  represented  by  those  who  appeared  In  opposition  to 
an  Increase  of  duty  on  the  Imported  Sumatra  and  Java  wrapper 
tobacco. 

It  is  asserted  by  those  who  appeared  in  opposition  to  this  Increase  of 
duty  that  If  granted  it  would  spell  disaster  to  the  nickel  cigar  business. 
We.  who  make  one-third  of  all  the  nickel  cigars  made  in  this  country, 
are  willing  to  pay  tbe  additional  price  which  would  surely  be  imposed 
on  thf  domestic  product  as  soon  as  the  law  is  pa.Hsed  and  to  continue 
to  use  the  same  good  grades  of  filler  tobacco  as  we  are  now  using,  and 
to  go  into  the  market  and  compete  with  those  who  are  endeavoring 
to  pot  na  oat  of  bostneaa.  So-called  "  farmers "  were  induced  to 
appear  before  tbe  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  snd  I  suppose 
also  before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  as  well,  asking  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  duty  on  Sumatra  wrapper  tobacco  In  order  that  the  nickel 
cigars  might  be  Improved  In  quality  and  the  sale  Increased — the  pur- 
ported result  of  this  reduction  would  be  a  greater  demand  for  domestic 
filler  and  consequeotly  a  bigher  price  would  be  paid  for  it.  During  the 
10  yearn  and  longt^r  for  which  I  quoted  statistics  (see  p.  1749,  Conqbbs- 
■lOMAL  RacoaD.  71st  Cong..  1st  sess. )  the  manufacturers  in  my  dis- 
trict have  used  the  'domestic  wrapper  and  have  Increased  their  sales 
enormously  in  competition  with  the  Sumatra  vrrapped  cigars.  Surely, 
If  tbe  Sumatra  wrapped  cigars  were  of  such  supi-rior  quality,  it  should 
have  had  tbe  effect  uf  increasing  sales  of  this  cl?nr  so  enormously  as 
to  reduce  tbe  sale  of  tbe  domestic  wrapped  cigar — this  according  to  the 
■tatlstlra  cited  above,  and  which  were  secured  from  the  Internal  Bev- 
eaue  Bureau,  has  not  been  the  case. 

Another  thing,  should  the  duty  on  wrapper  tobacco  be  reduced  at 
tile  Sumatra-wrapper  users  request  and  tbe  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 
Oeorgla,  and  Snorlda  producers  be  put  out  of  business  and  the  majority 
•f  the  cigar  naaufactnrers  of  the  first  revenue  district  of  Pennsylvania 
with  them,  what  would  become  of  the  37.007.659  pounds  of  filler 
tobacco  now  used  by  the  cigar  manufacturers  of  the  above-mentioned 
dtetrlet?  Woald  these  gentry  who  are  inducing  these  so  called  "  farm- 
era  "  to  appear  here  in  oppoaitlon  to  the  increase  of  duty  on  imported 
wrapper  tobacco  pay  these  farmers  a  higher  price  for  their  filler  when 
there  is  a  37.007,559-pound  surplus  on  hand?  .\11  of  this  class  of 
diajM  I  have  ever  come  In  contact  with  are  not  constructed  In  that 
wmj.  It  is  only  another  method  of  Inducing  the  farmer  to  .become  the 
agency  of  bis  own  undoing. 

Tbe  House  of  Repreeentatlvea  has  increaaed  the  duty  on  unatemmed 
wrapper  from  $2.10  per  pound  to  $2.50  per  pound  and  the  stemmed 
wrapper  from  $2.75  per  pound  to  $3.15  per  pound.  In  order  to  con- 
tinue to  Improve  the  production  of  domestic  wrapper  tobacco,  which  ia 
an  American  industry,  and  as  such  is  entitled  to  the  fostering  care  of 
the  protective  system  that  other  Indnstriea  enjoy,  we  therefore  urge  that 
an  additional  50  cents  per  pound  be  added  to  the  duty  Impoeed  by  tbe 
Hoose  of  Representatives.  With  this  additional  duty  the  "  handmade  " 
dgar  industry  in  my  congreaslonal  dlatrict,  which  glvt>s  employment 
to  over  20,000  people,  and  In  which,  by  virtue  uf  the  fact  that  the 
citfars  are  hindiaade,  a  saperior  cigar  ia  produced,  will  be  able  to  coa- 


tlnne  to  live  on  an  American  standard  of  Uving,  and  will  be  able  to 
competi  with  the  Inferior  macblnemade-cigar  Industry,  which  asks  for 
this  reluctlon. 

Mr.  BINGHA^I.  A  good  deal  has  been  said  about  the  fact 
that  the  manufacturers  are  opposed  to  this  rate.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  |i  sheaf  of  telegrams  from  small  manufacturers  of  cigars 
for  this  increaae.  I  shall  not  ask  that  any  of  them  be 
in  the  Record.  The  fact  seems  to  be  that  the  larger 
cturers  are  opposed  to  it.  I  am  not  opposed  to  anyone 
trosperons  or  in  a  prosperous  condition.  I  believe  that 
in  tariff  making  we  ought  to  take  care  of  those  who  are  suffer- 
ing aid  those  who  say  that  their  business  Is  in  a  poor  condi- 
tion, 1  hat  they  have  had  to  mortgage  their  farms,  and  that 
they  leed  protection.  I  believe  that  we  ought  to  encourage 
them  Uoth  morally  and  economically  by  giving  them  that. 

I  hi  ve  in  my  hand  a  rword  of  the  earnings  of  the  General 
Cigar  Co.  for  tl»e  current  year,  which  amount  to  about  $8  per 
share  of  the  common  stock  now  outstanding.  I  will  not  bother 
the  S?nate  by  reading  the  figures  showing  the  substantial 
increase  in  earnings  registered  by  the  Creneral  Cigar  Co.,  but 
I  should  like  to  compare  the  prosperity  of  the  Greneral  Cigar 
Co.  with  the  results  of  a  questionnaire  sent  out  to  nine  banks 
doing  business  in  the  tobacco  section  of  the  Connecticut  Valley. 
The  q  lestionnaire  reads : 

In  V  ew  of  the  highly  important  and  vital  conferences  now  being  held 
In  Wai  hington.  no  subject  could  be  more  interesting  or  more  timely  at 
this  mitnient  than  the  tariff  revision  for  wrapper  tobacco. 

Howfver.  in  the  reiwrt  by  the  subcommittee  on  tariff  readjustment 
where  It  states  "  It  is  a  fact  that  the  farmer  at  tbe  present  time  Is 
enjoyirg  pronperity  in  connection  with  raiuing  tobacco,"  the  leading 
bnsinefs  men  of  Connecticut  feel  that  a  great  injustice  has  been  done 
to  the  Connecticut  tobacco  grower. 

In  o -der  that  the  true  financial  condition  of  the  Connecticut  tobacco 
grower  I  may  be  shown,  the  following  questions  have  been  prepared  to 
be  ans  vered  by  our  bank  olBcials  from  tbe  entire  tobacco  section  of 
ConntH-tlcut : 

The  first  question  is : 

In  y  >ur  opinion,  have  tobacco  farms  In  your  locality  increased  or 
decreasMl  their  farm  mortgage  obligations  in  the  last  six  years? 

The/  all  have  answered  that  there  has  been  an  lncrea.*«e,  some 
statini :  a  large  increase  and  others  an  increase  of  about  50  per 
cent. 

The  second  question  is: 

Are    rour  appraisers  appraising  tobacco  farms  as  high  now  as  in  1921? 

The  answers  to  that  are  uniformly  **no." 
The  third  question  is : 

Do  your  tobacco-growing  customers  borrow  any  more  money  at  the 
present   than  in  the  past  six  years?    If  answer  Is  "no,"  give  reasons. 

The  anj^wer  is  generally  "  yes,"  and  the  answer  for  "  no  "  is 
they  V  ould  borrow  more  if  it  were  available.  All  the  banks  say 
that  t  ley  are  not  increasing  their  loans  because  they  do  not  feel 
it  safe  to  do  .so  and  they  have  reduced  the  amount  which  they 
feel  safe  in  loaning. 

The  fourth  question  is; 

Are  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  tobacco  deposited  by  your  customers 
as  lar{  e  to-day  as  in  1921  ?     If  answer  is  "  no,"  give  reasons^ 

The  answer  in  every  case  is  "no." 

The  fifth  qaestion  is :  ^ 

How  does  the  flnaucial  condition  of  the  tobacco  growers  In  your 
territo-y  compare  with  10  years  ago? 

The  answer  Is  "  very  much  worse  "  or  "  muc-fa  worse." 
To    he  second  branch  of  the  fifth  question,  "  Do  you  have  as 
many  applications  for  credit?"  the  answer  is  "yes." 
Tht  sixth  question  is: 

Do  rour  customers  among  the  farming  community  show  their  ability 
to  red  ice  their  loans  as  well  to-day  as  formerly? 

Th€  answer  is  uniformly  "  no." 
Th«  seventh  question  is : 

Do    rou  consider  the  average  farmer  a  good  credit  risk? 

Thi  t  refers,  of  course,  to-  the  average  tobacco  farmer.  The 
answ<  rs  vary  frwn  "  not  to-day  "  to  "  no,"  or  "  not  without 
coUat  »ral  security."  "  morally  yes,  but  financially  no." 

Th(   final  question  is : 

Havp  you  any  data  showing  the  percentage  of  tobacco  growers  whose 
farms  are  mortgaged? 

Son  le  answers  are  that  they  have  no  data,  but  a  statement 
from  tlie  Suffleld  savings  banks  is  that  about  85  to  90  per  cent 
of  tht  tobacco  growers  have  their  farms  mortgaged,  and  another 
aUtei  leut  i^  to  the  effect  that  some  of  the  farmers  have  had  to 


get  a  second  and  a  third  mortgage,  and  a  niiml>er  of  mortgages 
have  been  forecloeed. 

There  is  no  question,  Mr.  President,  about  the  suffering  of 
the  tobacco  farmers;  there  is  no  question  about  their  need  for 
aid.  and,  although  a  few  of  th«aa  are  opposed  to  an  Increase  in 
the  duty  on  wrapper  tobacco,  the  great  majority  of  them  believe 
that  it  woald  help  them. 

Mr.  President^  it  appears  to  be  true  that  a  large  i>art  ot  the 
foreign  market  is  contrcriled  by  the  Dutch  growers  and  that 
Dutch  Investors  control  a  certain  number  of  the  cigar-manu- 
facturing companies  of  this  country  or  have  large  interest  In 
them. 

The  principal  contention  of  the  opponents  of  adequate  relief 
fbr  tobacco  growers — and  this  argument  is  advanced  by  certain 
large  cigar  manufacturers  controlied  for  the  most  part  by  the 
Dutch  company — ^is  that  if  the  tariff  wi  wrapper  tobacco  is 
raised,  the  5-cent  cigar  will  no  longer  be  on  the  market.  They 
point  out  that  as  a  consequence  the  domestic  grower  will  be 
left  high  and  dry  without  a  market  for  tobacco.  They  insist 
in  the  face  of  the  most  convincing  facts  developed  by  experts 
that  the  American  wrapper  Is  not  satisfactory  for  the  5-cent 
cigar.  It  is  easy  to  understand  the  rt«son  for  their  argument. 
It  boils  Itself  down  merely  to  a  most  unique  method  of  stifling 
competition.  Lee  R.  Munrop,  of  Florida.  In  his  testimony  l)efore 
the  Senate  Finance  subcommittee  brought  out  this  point  most 
clearly  when  be  said : 

What  Is,  In  my  opinion,  the  reason  for  the  agitation  fbr  the  reduction 
of  tariff  on  imported  leaf  tobacco  is  that,  since  such  a  procedure  would 
break  everfone  In  the  tobacco  business  of  Florida  and  Georgia,  ai  well 
as  many  in  Connecticut,  the  result  would  be  that  this  particular  typo 
of  tobacco  would  be  controlled  absolutely  by  the  Dutch  syndicate  and 
their  agents  in  the  United  States,  a  majority  of  whom  are  listed  to 
appear  before  your  honorable  committee,  and  have  appeared  before  the 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House,  thereby  practically  giving 
them  control  of  the  entire  cigar-manufacturing  business  of  this  country. 

A  further  effect  would  be  to  at  once  eliminate  the  numbers  of  manu- 
facturers of  cigars  using  Florida  and  Gwrgla  tobacco  for  wrappers  as 
competitors  to  the  users  of  their  tobacco  by  either  actually  putting 
them  out  of  business  or  by  forcing  them  to  pay  any  price  demanded  for 
Sumatra  wrappt'rs,  it  being  a  well-known  fact  that  Sumatra  tobacco 
can  be  produced  by  the  coolie  labor  for  a  great  deal  less  than  It  can  be 
produced  in  the  United  States,  and  to  compote  with  this  type  of  labor 
It  would  be  necessary  to  reduce  our  standard  of  living  to  the  level  of 
the  Far  East. 

I  have  received  hundreds  of  letters  from  domestic  manufac- 
turers of  5-cent  cigars  who  use  both  domestic  and  foreign  wrap- 
pers and  they  state  unqualifiedly  that  the  domestic  wrapper 
la  quite  as  satisfactory  as  the  foreign  wrapper. 

In  current  issues  of  tolwcco  trade  papers  there  have  been  pre- 
sented various  types  of  arguments  inspired  by  certain  cigar 
manufacturing  companies,  mostly  under  the  control  of  the 
Dutch  syndicate,  contending  that  tlie  Georgia  and  Florida  shade- 
grown  wrapper  can  not  be  successfully  used  as  wrappers  on 
the  5-cent  cigar.  The  brief  of  the  domestic  growers  state<l 
that  over  600,000,000  5-cent  cigars  wrapt>ed  with  Florida  and 
Georgia  shade-grown  tobacco  are  successfully  8t>ld  annually  In 
the  United  Stales.  I  have  the  sworn  ftiitement  of  Mr.  Albert 
Worch,  president  of  the  Worch  Co.,  of  St.  Paul,  Mlmi.,  a  letter 
from  whom  was  read  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr,  GioaQB] 
in  which  he  states  that  his  company  *'  has  successfully  marketed 
the  5-cent  cigar  wrapped  with  Florida  and  Georgia  shade-grown 
tobacco  since  1921."  It  is  quite  significant,  Mr.  I'resldent,  that 
Mr.  Worch  is  one  of  those  who  are  asking  for  an  Increase  of  the 
duty  on  wrapper  tobacco. 

Mr.  Worch  further  states  that  during  that  period  cigars  of 
his  manufacture,  so  wrapped,  have  been  the  leading.  If  not  the 
largest  5-cent  seller  in  the  markets  of  the  Northwest  It  has 
competed  successfully  with  every  5-cent  cigar  of  national  distri- 
bution, whetlier  wrapped  with  Sumatra  or  otlierwiae.  The  ex- 
perience of  the  Worch  Co.  is  but  a  duiriicate  of  the  experi- 
ence of  a  large  number  of  manufacturers  with  wh«)in  I  have 
communicated.  Does  it  not  prove  that  Georgia,  Florida,  and 
Connecticut  wrappi'rs  can  and  are  being  used  successfully  on 
the  5-cent  cijrar? 

The  Northwest  market,  of  which  I  have  spoken.  Is  not  a  mar- 
ket all  its  own,  for  there  It  Is  that  practically  every  known  cigar 
is  in  direct  competiticHi  with  the  others. 

Certain  of  the  eastern  manufacturers  have  repeatedly  gMie 
into  the  Northwest  market  with  the  idea  of  capturing  the  5-cent 
cigar  business.  In  the  majority  of  cases  their  brands  were 
wrappe<l  with  Sumatra  tobacco  and  In  most  ca-ses  they  have 
failed  to  displace  cigars  wrapped  with  American  tobacco. 

Some  of  the  witnesses  who  appeared  before  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  contended  that  any  Increase  in  the  duty  on  wrapper 
tobacco  would  force  the  manufacturers  of  6-cent  cigars  to  pay 


less  fbr  their  filler  and  binder  wrapi^er  with  the  rwwlt  that 
growers  of  sun-grown  tobacco  in  Pennsylvania.  Connecticut,  and 
Ohio  would  suffer.  That  Is  an  argument  that  has  considerable 
force  in  the  minds  of  Senators  who  come  from  States  where 
wrui»pers  are  m>t  grown  but  filler  and  binder  tobacco  is  grown ; 
but  it  fails  Immediately  when  we  recall  that  It  is  the  universal 
experience  that  the  consuming  public  is  Just  as  willing  to 
smoke  Georgian  5-cent  cigars  as  they  are  to  emoke  Sumatra 
wrapper  cigars.  However,  the  testimony  of  J.  B.  Stewaid,  of 
the  New  England  Tobacco  Association,  a  successful  farmer  and 
a  former  tobacco  expert  in  the  United  States  Dei»artnient  of 
Agriculture,  disapproves  this  contention.  Upon  questioning  he 
stated: 

I  do  not  believe  that  tbe  purchawr  knows,  and  I  know  that  the  man 
who  sells  the  cigars  dors  not  know.  Ton  can  go  to  a  cigar  stand  and 
ask  him  for  a  cigar  wrapped  with  Florida  tobacco,  Connecticut  tobacco, 
or  Sumatra  tobacco.  He  may  know  the  Sumatra  tobacco  because  It 
is  advertised  so  extonsively  that  he  knows  there  are  certain  brands 
that  are  wrapped  with  Somatra  tobacco. 

Mr.  Crisp  then  asked : 

But  in  your  opinion,  then,  if  a  parcbaaer  went  into  a  store  and  aaked 
for  either  one,  either  Connecticut  or  Florida  or  Sumatra  wrappers, 
the  man  behind  the  counter  would  be  very  likely  to  band  him  the 
same  box  for  either  one  of  the  three  ? 

Mr.  Steward  replied : 

The  same  box.     I  have  tried  It. 

It  la  very  significant  that  tt  is  the  domestic  manufacturer 
who  makes  both  the  5-ceut  and  the  higher-priced  clear  who 
opposes  adequate  protection  for  the  American  farmer,  and  the 
answer  lies  in  this  fact,  that  they  fear  the  increased  cost  of  the 
manufacture  of  tiie  rich  man's  dgar,  for  they  use  their  by- 
products from  those  cigars  in  the  making  of  the  6-cent  cigars. 
I  maintain  that  to  afford  protection  to  the  small  importers,  many 
of  whom  are  controlled  by  the  Dutch  syndicate,  at  the  cxpeni«e 
of  a  large  numb(»r  of  domestic  manufacturers  of  5-cent  cigars,  at 
the  expense  of  the  large  number  of  tobacco  raisers  and  workers, 
Is  contrary  to  the  purpose  for  which  this  session  is  called,  and 
is  in  violation  of  the  principles  of  protection. 

I  submit  tJiat  an  industry  which  is  the  most  Important  money 
crop  in  at  least  two  States  In  Uie  Union  is  entitled  to  consid- 
eration, for  I  would  point  out  to  yon  that  $100,000,000  has  been 
invested  In  the  enterprise. 

I  sliould  also  like  to  submit  tlie  fact  that  in  the  State  of  Con- 
necticut alone  this  branch  of  agriculture  onpioys  164200  people. 
Over  5,000  farmers  are  engaged  in  the  growing  of  sun-grown 
tobacco  alone,  employing  for  the  most  part  unskilled  workers 
who  can  not  find  employment  elsewhere,  paying  to  these  work- 
ers during  the  growing  season  over  $4,500,000.  The  cost  of  fer- 
tilizer and  sundry  materials  adds  another  sum  of  at  least. 
$4,000,000,  which  goes  into  producing  the  Connecticut  Valley 
crop  of  tolmoco.  Thus  we  have  the  sum  of  from  $8,000,000  to 
$9,000,000  that  is  distributed  annually  among  the  various  busi- 
ueanes,  such  as  general  stores,  fertilizer  companies,  and  others, 
in  this  fertile  valley.  For  permanent  equipment,  such  as  horses, 
plows,  tools,  and  so  forth,  at  least  $20,000,000  Is  Invested.  Thus 
In  tlie  farm  operations  of  the  tobacco  industry  the  Connecticut 
Valley  employs  from  $20,000.(KK)  to  $30,000,000.  In  addition  to 
these  farm  costa  the  tobacco  crop  must  be  warehoused  in  order 
to  put  it  in  condition  for  the  use  of  tbe  cigar  manufacturer,  and 
this  calls  for  an  additional  $15,000,000  to  $20,000,000  for  labor 
and  material. 

I  am  speaking  now  of  the  Connecticut  Valley  alone.  Add  to 
this  the  investment,  the  wages,  and  the  cost  of  growing  Incurred 
by  the  other  States  engaged  in  the  raising  of  this  crop  and  yon 
do  not  have  a  small,  Insignificant  Industry. 

The  growers  of  tobacco  do  not  ask  for  subsidy ;  they  do  not 
ask  to  be  taken  care  of.  Give  them  a  reasonable  tariff  dut.v, 
help  them  in  a  measure  to  recover  from  the  losses  incurred  by 
the  acts  of  God,  and  they  will  take  care  of  themselves,  as  they 
did  prior  to  1922.  Relieve  tliem  through  tariff  protection  from 
the  niinous  competition  which  arises  to  a  material  degree  from 
the  fact  that  the  labor  used  in  Java  and  Sumatra  saves  costs 
of  from  16  to  20  cents  per  hour  per  worker.  All  the  planta- 
tions in  the  East  Indies  are  owned  and  operated  by  Dutch  syndi- 
cates, who  have  guarded  their  costs  stt  completrfy  that  it  is 
impossible  to  secure  accurate  data  except  as  to  the  wage  scale. 

Again  I  r^er  to  Connecticut  to  say  that  In  addition  to  the 
27,000  acres  of  seed  tobacco  we  grow  8,000  acres  under  cloth. 
In  producing  this  tobacco,  I  would  have  you  know,  that  besides 
giving  employment  to  thousands  of  m«i,  women,  and  boys  in 
our  own  section  of  the  country,  we  give  employment  to  the  labor- 
ers in  the  cotton  fields  of  the  South.  For  every  acre  of  shade^ 
grown  tobacco  that  we  grow  we  use  the  cotton  from  1  acre  f>f 
land  and  350  pounds  of  wire  from  the  steel  mills,.    Tbe  success 
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of  the  tobacco  Indnatry  of  the  ConnecUcut  Valley,  of  Oeoiisia, 
of  Florida,  aud  of  Alabama  Is  reflected  In  the  success  or  failure 
of  many  other  Industries,  both  agricultural  and  manufacturing. 
The  balance  of  imports  and  domestic  production  has  been  a 
material  factor  in  the  detennlnatiou  of  the  need  for  protection 
in  the  cose  of  other  agricultural  commodities  or  livestock,  and 
it  has  been  used  as  a  measuring  stick  for  the  equitabillty  of 
rates  for  industrial  commodities.  In  the  case  of  wrapper  to- 
bacco, if  you  will  use  this  yardstick,  you  will  find  we  have  a 
most  convincing  case.  In  1927  there  was  Imported  192,580 
pounds  of  unstemmed  tobacco  from  Cube,  and  6,068,314  pounds 
fn»m  other  sources;  a  total  of  6,250.904  pounds.  During  the 
same  ye«r  there  wa.i  produced  of  Conne<ticut  Valley  shade-grown 
tobacco  5^1,000  pounds,  of  Georgia-Florida  shade-grown  2,567,- 
000  pounds,  and  of  Connecticut  Valley  prime  Huvaoa  seed, 
1.538.000:  a  total  of  8,326,000  pounds.  A  comparison  of  these 
figures  discloaes  that  the  imports  are  almost  as  large  as  the 
domestic  production. 

There  has  been  misrepresentation  and  misstatement  of  fact  in 
connection  with  Schedule  6.  I  say  misrepresentation  becatise  it 
l»  ImNiiji^ivable  that  anyone  engaged  in  the  manufacturing  ol 
cigars  would  not  have  had  full  knowledge  of  all  of  the  perti- 
nent facta  Profits  has  been  the  point  of  attack  in  many  cases. 
Wltnessea  testified  that  the  Florida  farmers  had  made  enormous 
sums  of  money  in  the  last  two  years.  In  answer  to  that  I  call 
your  attention  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Lee  R.  Munroe,  on  page 
85  of  the  hearings  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  in  which  he 
refers  to  the  statement  of  a  certain  witness  that  he — the  wit- 
ness— believed  the  Florida  growers  had  made  money  in  the 
last  two  years,  be  said: 

I  m«j  aut*  tluit  I  *m  perhaps  th«  largeat  IndiTidoal  grower — I  mean 
direct  grower  and  not  a  contractor — of  Florida  and  OeorgU  tobacco 
outside  of  the  Aaierlean  Snmatzm  Tobacco  Co.  Accordiag  to  mj  best 
rvcoIlectioB  I  have  not  paid  Income  taxes  la  aboot  six  years ;  for  the  past 
four  years  I  wUl  state  positlTelj  that  mj  lacome-Uz  reporU  show  a  loss 
every  year.  A  few  of  the  packers  wbo  bare  been  contracting  with  the 
smaller  fanners — and  tbey  grow  some  tobacco  themselves,  too — have 
aade  a  tittle  money,  bat  the  small  farmer  Is  broke. 

I  am  familiar  with  the  condition  of  the  tobacco  farmer  ir.  the 
Connecticut  Valley,  and  I  have  in  my  files  copies  of  a  ques- 
tionnaire submitted  to  the  banks  which  extend  credit  to  the 
farmers  In  the  valley,  and  answered  by  them.  In  answer  to 
the  question,  "Have  you  any  data  showing  the  percentage  of 
tobacco  growers  whone  farms  are  mortgaged?"  it  was  eta  ted 
that  the  average  was  from  85  to  90  per  cent.  Another  ques- 
tion was.  **  Do  yon  consider  the  average  tobacco  farmer  a 
go<»d  risk?"  The  answers  to  this  varied,  but  one  particularly 
struck  my  fancy.  It  was.  "Ha!  ha!"  Also.  "How  does  the 
financial  condition  of  the  tobacco  growers  in  your  territory 
compare  with  10  years  ago?"  To  which  the  answwrs  varied 
from  "  worse "  to  "  very  much  worse."  And  so  I  misht  go 
through  the  list  of  questions,  and  I  might  present  to  you  the 
financial  statements  of  a  number  of  the  tobacco  growers  in  the 
Connecticut  Valley  whom  I  have  known  for  years.  Good  farm- 
ers, indutitrious.  good  business  men.  but  who  have  been  tinable 
to  realize  on  their  Investment  and  labor. 

Connecticut  and  Florida,  particularly,  have  been  very  hard 
hit.  As  many  of  you  know,  the  Connecticut  tobacco  crop  this 
year  was  ruined  to  the  extent  of  $3,000,000  by  a  aevta*  hail 
storm.  What  was  one  day  the  finest  of  wrapper  tobacco  was 
the  itext  day  stalks  and  shreds,  fit  only  for  cfaewlnc.  The 
Fluritla  farmerM.  tiMi,  have  had  their  difltcultles  with  the  Medi- 
terranean fly,  which  has  made  their  tobacco  of  even  more  Impor- 
taficv  to  them  than  usoaL 

The  tobaii-o  famier  aaka  not  for  tynpathy.  He  wttl,  as  I 
bavtf  suted.  uke  care  of  himself  If  yoa  will  give  him  adequate 
protet'tloo. 

ntt  mnrb  tur  fhe  prfflts  of  the  grower.  Now  let  m  look  at 
(h**  prv'flrff  of  tbose  manttfa<rturer»  aod  their  afMte  Who  are 

Tfelng  a4leq«ale  prot«vflofl, 
mm]  tuH  tell  ytm,  Mr,  VrmMtmi,  ol  the  pftrnptrMf  -d  die 
Dnfilt  wfmWvimt.  Mo  Uf  a«  ifee  fUttUUk  OMiNi/tHVfrra  wbo 
keve  iMwn  fffifMfelfM  j»f«<l<«'tl«rti  fkf*  t>*mvmrtnf<\,  1  NNif  refer  ftm 
to  a  Mtif  rwfwlvMrfrr«i  one  ttl  tho  tarffer  gn/were  and  gartew 
tti  iam40-gruwn  Uml  Mtmtvo,  In  anwwer  to  tlie  eofiteiHloii  ttet 
ik0  if9ti»t  m  9iMn  wrapfwd  wltli  ffaeaiM  le  tnAf%Omm»  or 
m  per  fHoMandTfe*  itataa  ttwt  mm»*  mi/tm  in  ¥»J»iO  fiiwm6§ 
tit  Mlmt^  ftmim  Mo  thkt  mtmtn  ae  trfaMwr  Uifut^,  ^ftof 
tl»«'  §t/in  Untf,  MNtm  tm  ^Uutf»  aetHna  at  W  m$U^  §9i4  wf,  am 
die  ufum  tm  mrtt  efgara  nma  froM  |i  to  M9  pvr  tktmmM, 
nt,  fm^mBUtf  la^eaee  tm  tlte  4mf  would  aiart  eaefi  tiaefa  o/ 
H»*»tm  itiAmtvn.  TIm  Hava  (Hmr  no.,  of  TaaiM.  ria.,  elowe 
re  0mM  att  Htko  ^m»  waiwfMtifitf  n  tiMVft  «M 
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of  imported  Havana  wrappers,  paying  the  duty  of  $1.85,  and 
John  H.  Swisher  &  Sons,  of  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  use  twice  as 
mucl  Florida  tobacco  as  is  Imported  into  Florida. 

I  liave  numbers  of  letters,  which  I  shall  not  put  into  the 
Rbcxjid.  as  well  as  other  evidences,  concerning  the  profits  of 
thos«  who  are  howling  for  a  decrease. 

Th  »e  are  in  the  State  of  Connecticut  a  large  number  of  manu- 
factiirers  of  cigars,  and  there  are  a  number  of  tobacco  growers 
who  ire  opposed  to  any  increase.  I  know  not  to  what  political 
part3  they  belong,  nor  do  I  know  the  ptrfitlcal  affiliations  of  the 
grow  jrs  who  are  asking  for  protection,  but  I  do  believe  that  the 
tobafco  growers  of  the  Connecticut  Valley,  of  Florida,  and  of 
Cieorria  are  entitled  to  this  protection.  I  am  thoroughly  con- 
vinced that  unless  the  tobacco  grower  is  given  protection  he 
must  pass  out  of  the  picture,  and  that  instead  of  saving  the  5- 
eent  cigar,  we  shall  increase  its  price  and  place  ourselves  at  the 
merryr  of  foreign  syndicates  and  their  agents  in  this  country. 

So  Mr.  President,  I  hope  very  much  that  the  Senate  commit- 
tee amendment  may  be  disagreed  to  and  that  the  rates  granted 
by  tlie  House,  providing  slight  increases,  may  be  agreed  to  be- 
caus«(  such  action  will  bring  a  certain  measure  of  relief  to  the 
farm  ere  in  at  least  three  States  who  are  suffering  at  the  present 
time,  and  it  will  not  bring  that  disaster  to  other  farmers  in 
other  States  that  is  feared.  I  hope  very  much  that  this  slight 
incn  ase  of  40  cents  a  pound  may  be  allowed,  and  that  the  House 
bill  xirill  be  passed  In  the  form  in  which  it  came  over. 

Ml.  BLELASE.  Mr.  President,  1  desire  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  a  question.  rk)es  he  think  it  is  right  to  put  a 
tarll '  on  the  consumers  of  tobacco  all  over  this  country? 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  do  not  use  it  at  all.  I  do  not  chew 
tobai  !CO,  and  I  do  not  smt^e ;  I  take  mine  in  another  form ;  but 
does  the  Senator  think  it  is  right  to  help  the  tobacco  fanners 
of  Uio  or  three  States  by  putting  a  tariff  on  all  the  consumers 
of  tie  United  States? 

Mr.  BINGHAM-  Mr.  President,  testimony  has  been  given 
here  this  morning  to  the  effect  that  this  increase  would  increase 
the  (lost  of  a  5-cent  cigar  by  one-eighth  of  a  cent.  It  is  quite 
obvi<>us  that  the  consumer  will  not  pay  any  more;  that  this  one^ 
eight  h  of  a  cent  will  have  to  come  out  of  the  manufacturer ;  aud 
it  is  in  large  part  the  manufacturers  who  are  objecting  to  the 
inert  ase. 

Ml .  BLEASE.  What  I  can  not  get  out  of  my  mind  is,  how  it 
is  rij  :ht,  and  why  it  is  not  class  legislation,  to  tax  the  consumers 
of  the  whole  Nati(Mi  to  benefit  the  few — possibly  the  man  who 
growH  the  article,  or  the  man  who  manufactures  it.  I  should 
like  lo  have  8<<me  Senator  at  some  time  or  other  explain  that  to 
me,  K  he  can. 

Ml'.  SACKBTT.  Mr.  President,  we  have  now  been  discussing 
the  obacco  schedule  for  the  best  part  of  3%  hours ;  and  we 
have  before  us  a  proposition  to  decrease  the  duty  40  cents,  and 
we  1  av**  before  us  a  proposition  to  increase  the  duty  40  cents. 

Tie  tobacco  business  is  (me  of  very  delicate  adjustment  as 
betw  een  the  consumer  and  the  grower  and  the  manufacturer. 
We  lave  been  getting  along  beautifully.  Under  the  present  law 
we  lave  increased  the  output  of  that  very  necessary  article,  the 
5-cent  cigar.  It  has  been  done  at  a  minimum  of  expense,  and 
It  hits  been  done  with  a  very  small  profit.  It  seems  to  me  we 
can  ^  along  better  if  we  do  not  change  the  present  conditions. 

I  desire  to  appeal  to  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
CoPiLAifvl,  who  has  made  this  eloquent  address  to  the  Senate 
and  asked  for  a  reduction,  if  he  would  not  t>e  willing  under  tlie 
drc^  imstances  to  allow  the  present  law,  which  has  worked  out 
so  ^  ell,  to  remain  upon  the  statute  books.  In  order  to  do  that, 
If  hr  will  withdraw  this  motion  to  reduce  the  duty  40  rents,  I 
•hot  Id  like  very  much  to  ask  the  Senate  to  reject  the  Senate 
com  Dlttfie  amendments,  and  to  adopt  the  House  ifrovlsUm  with 
an  imefidment  redtjclng  the  rates  therHn  stntrvl  Uy  the  rates 
canled  In  the  present  Isw, 

e  VKfg  rttKflllitSNT.     May  tho  Chair  slflfe  that  ns  this  In 

an  dmetwlmenf  to  strlki*  out  afid  Insert,  ttir  \hm<H>  xmkX  Is  amend- 

',  aod  ttie  amendment  alioaM  If**  pr<n'"*w<d  to  the  il<ti<ie  teat 

%hCfkWPt.    That  ie  what  I  WNn(«*d  t'/  (\n 
l^/KTV^IKR.    Mr,  KfMldeni,  I  dkl  n*A  eatrfi  (He  Mate* 
of  tlie  <fbalf , 
ritnB  KUmtlimmr    The  riiair  sfatMl  f^at  a«  title  t« 
t/*  otftke  tm  ami  IfHwft,  Iwfh  \)w  S\tf\m>  \t^i  and  IIn< 
left  %m  mUUirt  lo  amendment     Tt»e  nuniHitttHitt  tttyntUi 
'opnmi  to  tho  Homo  loii  Href, 
UACKWn,    TlNm  I  will  tflltf  sn  numt4Mfut   Ut  the 
tett«  H  die  Menator  from  Ifew  V</rk  will  tmrmU  mn, 
tttUHfr,    Yes;  diet  la  die  wy  UnUt  H 
lU  trm,AMlf,    Ur,  Kr«ide«tr  wlU  tho  UmfUtr  field  to  moi 


Mr.  COPBLAND.  Do  I  understand  that  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair  is  that  the  amendment  which  I  offered  to  line  15  is  not 
in  order  at  the  present  moment? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  is  in  order ;  but  an 
amendment  proponed  to  the  House  text  has  precedence,  and  must 
be  put  first.  The  rule  provides  that  the  House  text  shall  first 
be  perfected. 

Mr.  COPKLAND.  Then,  In  that  event,  it  would  be  in  order, 
I  take  it,  for  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  to  move  an  amendment 
to  the  House  text 

The  VK^E  PRESIDENT.     It  is  in  order. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Therefore,  in  line  7,  page  123,  I  move  to 
change  "$2.50"  to  "$2.10,"  and  change  the  numerals  "$3.15" 
to  "  $2.75."    I  offer  that  as  an  amendment  to  the  House  text. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the  Chair  state  that  those  are 
two  separate  amendments.  They  can  be  put  together  by  unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  think  they  ought  to  be  put  together,  be- 
cause they  are  the  same  thing.  Therefore,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  two  amendments  be  considered  together. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Now  may  I  ask  the  Senator,  if  this  amend- 
ment were  to  prevail,  whether  the  language  would  then  be  the 
same  as  the  language  of  the  present  law? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  It  would  then  be  exactly  the  same  as  the 
language  of  the  present  law. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  take  the  time  of 
the  Senate  in  di.scussing  that  proposal.  I  should  oppose  very 
strenuously  the  proposal  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  to 
reduce  those  duties. 

I  think,  generally  speaking,  that  the  large  cigar  manufac- 
turers— and  we  are  very  much  concerned  about  that  indu.«try 
in  Florida ;  we  are  producing  a  million  dear  Havana  cigars  a 
day  in  Tampa  alone — are  not  opposed  to  the  present  law.  I 
refer  now  to  the  larger  manufacturers.  The  growers  down 
there  of  shade  tobacco — that  Is,  of  wrapper  tobacco — in  Gads- 
den, Le<m,  and  Madison  Counties,  in  the  northern  part  of  the 
State,  desire  an  increa.se  in  this  duty.  As  I  say,  I  am  not 
gohig  to  delay  with  that.  The  Senator  from  KentiK-ky  [Mr. 
SACKETT)  has  alluded  to  that,  as  well  as  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Bikqham].  They  are  in  accord  with  the  New 
Eughiud  producers  of  Connecticut  shade  grown  and  wraM)er 
tobacco. 

I  have  in  my  hand  a  letter  and  a  number  of  telegrams  <m  that 
subject  which  I  ask  to  have  inserted  in  the  Rbcobd;  and.  with- 
out attempting  to  discuss  the  matter  any  further,  I  am  ready 
to  take  a  vote  on  the  Senator's  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  letter  and 
telegrams  will  be  printed  in  the  Rucoao. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

PMMtlDA   A!»D  OlOWJIA  TOBACCO   0«OWK«S    ASSOCIATIOlf, 

QmiHcy,  Fla.,  Janumry  M,  ISn. 
To  the  boBorabJe  Senators  from  Florlds,  MesRm.  Dcncan  U.  Flktchbr 

and  Park  Tramuhll.  and  Confn^ssman  Thomas  A.  Yon, 

WaaMnfftom,  D.  C. 

Dmab  OSHTtSMKH  :  Twas  a  hard  blow  to  have  the  growers  of  filler 
and  binder  tobaccos  of  Wtoeonsln,  Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania  and  Con- 
n»'ctlcut  (some  of  Connecticut  only)  go  back  on  the  cigar-wrapper  pr*- 
dncera  for  the  flrst  tlsae  In  the  history  of  the  tobacco  boslness  and 
tarlir  bearings.  It  shows  unmistakably  that  tke  large  isterests — Im- 
porters and  nriltlon-^llar  dass  of  factories,  of  which  tbers  are  only  a 
rery  few — have  beeo  working  tacnMsntly  for  the  past  serersl  aiontbs 
lining  these  int«r«sts  ap  agslnat  tb*  tarHT  Increasr  thst  ws  are  askfaig 
for,  and  with  tbHr  nnlimited  neans  snd  thHr  rsprewqitatlvct  In  Wasll< 
Ingtsn  wbo  draw  salaries  of  irnm  f  10,000  to  125,000  p«>r  year,  and  tiMir 
travsllng,  pvrrbaelng.  and  ssIm  agents  all  worklec  sgilnst  tb«  grswers 
uf  wrappw  t^becon  In  this  rmintry,  ws  ippr^^te  that  we  hanr  a  rsal 
agbl  in  sake  tlHs  tIflM'  on  the  tariff  oa  laipoffxl  tolNircmi, 

To  mm  pMted  m  fhe  lBei§  lfe«  UmiSmnmf  ol  tlM  sWM  airtitng  tm  a 
r«idtM'tl/»*  «'N«  Iw  iOuti  til  0aMH,  It  MfNT  alartnffr  fakw  sea  iMftVa' 
Isriy  nui^m^  Ui  mr  VUftHto  »n4  Uaorgla  gr/fwn  pr<MlttH,  wkMi  tlMy 
•Offilf  rtisf  (iNt  Of  willing  in  m0kf  mllfr  ft*t  iiwir  imn  pwller  Miaofe 
InltffMHa,  ra«  best  o^  ¥Uir\6»  H^tnmo  Is  iBt  bHl«f  tbsn  Mf  ol  tae 
tW'MillMf  "ekftel"  aeMMtra,  Of  muf^mi,  we  hers  omt  lew  gnOm  el 
mnp^f  it4mff*t,  Nff  KWI4«  iMlniMVf  bss  Unon  nm^finu  IHf  i»  a§  fOt 
t-m.  W  tlMT  el#b4«f  ^sfs  eetll  lb«  UmotfmVfm^ftmti  tee  wss  reaeM^a  aad 
%\m  larairf  i%Kiif9\m  |ra(  In  aNwiaia««  wM«li  eaeldwf  flMrgi  \»t  mmfitto 
wUU  tht  l«al<l«ai«  eMkrf  tiittf  tmoutiuntfpim.  Om  U^mtmo  to  ael 
asea  le  flM  warataa  (rtieiW/  net  ba#eaM  H  won't  weri  la  ilMm  MH  fte* 

U*f*tgtt  wfpfof  i»i»foM»,  sMf  iWy  era  ■•  fr*tntlim4  tket  <lMf  weaM 
aei  «v«a  fry  e  FMrlda  wraf^r,  yet  iktf  umtUf  tfeat  M  If  aail  Ut 


nicfed  dears ;  and  la  the  fees  of  this  testimony  we  can  prove  that  there 
are  any  namber  of  factories  to-day  using  it  ahnost  excloslvdy  wboaa 
business  has  doubled  and  tr^Ied  In  the  past  three  to  four  years.  One 
Ohio  man  testified  that  their  20,000,000  pounds  of  tobacco  waa  of  sach 
nature  that  it  could  only  be  used  with  Sumatra  wrapper.  In  tlw  next 
breath  he  admits  that  a  large  part  of  it  is  sold  In  York  County,  Pa. 

The  York  County  Clear  Manofaetarers  Assodation  told  the  coos* 
mittee  that  they  used  80  to  85  per  cent  Florida  tobacco  on  their  produc- 
tion of  over  600.000,000  cigars,  and  we  can  tell  yoa  that  a  large  part 
of  the  fliler  was  Ohio  flUer  on  Florida  wrappers  and  Peonsylvanla  aod 
Connecticut  binders. 

Our  situatkm  is  Indeed  precarlons.  Oar  buslneas  has  shroak  from 
7,000  acres  to  around  4,000  acres,  and  in  1925  to  less  than  2,000  acres. 
due  to  Imports  of  Sumatra  costing  the  importer  only  40  to  80  cents  and 
|1  per  pound  in  bond,  and  our  costs  of  production  have  more  than 
doubled  since  the  passage  of  the  Underwood  Tariff  Act,  which  confirmed 
the  need  at  that  time  for  a  tariff  duty  of  |1.86  per  pound.  Isn't  It 
logical  that  we  now  require  additional  protection  or  make  up  our  minds 
to  give  up  the  "  ghost,"  one  or  the  other. 

We  can  furnish  as  good  wrappers  for  6-cent  cigars  as  can  be  im- 
ported. We  do  not  have  the  means  to  subsidise  the  tobacco  press  and 
the  manufacturer  and  the  filler  and  grower  producers,  so  we  must  de- 
pend on  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  give  us  the  relief  required 
to  protect  our  business  from  failure,  and  In  fact  to  make  It  productive 
and  profitable  to  the  grower. 

Our  growers  are  mostly  farmers  raising  2  to  10  acres  of  tobacco,  and 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  their  plight  is  bad.  Numtwrs  of  their  farms  ar« 
mortgaged  to  the  Federal  land  bank.  Others  to  other  money-leaning 
agencies.  Tbelr  places  are  running  down  and  their  own  houses  that 
they  live  In  are  in  bad  repair.  We  appeal  to  you  genilemen  to  carry  on 
the  fight  for  us,  and  even  put  the  matter  on  a  humanitarian  iMisls  la 
addition  to  the  flnandal  side  of  the  matter. 

If  yon  gentlemen  would  be  so  good  as  to  speak  to  the  members  of  the 
subcommittee  who  are  drafting  the  section  of  the  new  act  having  to  do 
with  the  Import  duty  oo  wrapper  tobaccos — Messrs.  Rstsp,  Ebabtvs,  and 
Cbowthbr. 

Thanking  you  most  kindly  for  your  favors,  we  remain. 
Your  eoBStltuenta  in  faith, 

E.  M.  Ooix<iNa,  00cret«ry-7ye«««f«r. 

Madisos,  Fla.,  Auguat  IS,  190. 
Hon.  I>nNCAi«  TJ.  Fi-btchm, 

ViriUd  Stutet  Senate: 
The  shade  tobacco  Interests  of  North  Florida  give  employment  to 
thousands  of  people  and  its  life  is  threatened  by  the  Imirartatlon  of 
cheaper  grades  Sumatra-wrapper  tobacco.  There  Is  already  an  over- 
production of  domestic  wrappers  for  5-cent  cigars  and  It  Is  Imperative 
that  the  duty  on  Imported  wrapper  tobacco  be  Increased  to  $3.90  per 
pound.  We  refer  you  to  brief  submitted  by  farmers  of  this  section  and 
urge  yon  to  support  the  tariff  bill  if  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
incorporetes  this  Increase  therein. 

A.  E.  FsALSioH,  C.  A.  SFOOxn, 
J.  O.  AsHLBT.  L.  B.  ANoaewa, 

B.  Hakbisox,  C.  RoBBars,  * 
I.  W.   EUBANKS,                                           T.   H.   WiLtni, 

T.   C.   CODDT,  R.   A.    Wadswobth, 

Pobooeo  Growers. 

MoirncBLLO,  Fla.,  Augntt  is,  tm. 
Beaator  D.  TT.  Flbtchbb, 

Benate  Office  Buttdina: 
Would  appredate  If  yoa  will  use  best  eflorta  aeemlnt  fl.SO  Import 
daty  wrapper  tobacco  appears  coachMlvely;  present  rate  InsefldcDt. 
This  eertloB  badly  la  need  of  same. 

a.  D.  Claikb. 

Bivaa  JcMCTUiM,  Fix,  Auffutt  it,  imp< 
tloB.  ThrwcAB  17.  tvwrmwM, 

MtmaU  Oflico  BnOitnn,  WMhingion,  D.  O.t 
Oar  eBtIre  eeeilea  woald  be  freeHy  bnMflt«d  hf  an  leer«wes  la  6«if 
ea  \mforU>^  wnpptt  tebaeee,    Weald  appfMrlate  fot$  wtfrilea  t*f  • 
If  JO  tariff, 

Oiiaeeae  Oovnn  Ufttfn  %Mti%, 
M,  U.  UofmiM,  Pftttiont, 

rmwHtw,  wu„  Antma  is,  urn, 
Mea,  WnfAn  V.  9tm«n»B, 

aeeeler  ehsmbsr,  Wt0h4n0t4m,  t),  (hi 
tffwailf  aMwev'lale  itmt  knH  effefie  Ht  feerlaf  mfnov  i4hnNm  tariff 
laiMi.    Caaa»Heai  la  wrafpar  wmkam  la  aeflera>l»  sial»/    fear  m- 

te»trartea  N  aNMti  ap»airi>>te<> 
Faawaaa  k—  UwMmmm  Bsnn, 


% 
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UABiaom,  FLA.,  1«#M#  «,  Mm. 

■■Mtor  DoacAV  U.  Vtmicmwm, 

V»Ut4  tlMc*  B*mt;  Wtaktmgt—.  D.  O.: 
W*  arv  (MiBc  put  oat  •f  biurli»««  npldly  by  h««Ty  iaaportstloiM  ol 
Somatni  toUcco  by  Htb*  and  wealthy  importera.  who  bay  It  from  rich 
Dutch  ayadlcatea  who  um  ch«p  coolie  labor.  We  can  mppty  aU  the 
wr>pp»r»  MCCMary  for  the  nickel  dears  of  thl«  country,  and  by  rights, 
oar  American  soil  should  produce  them  and  would  were  It  not  for  the 
freat  power  of  money  spent  in  adrertlslag  against  us.  As  true  Ameri- 
can cltli«>n!«,  and  In  behalf  of  a  bunch  of  shade  tobacco  growers,  we 
appesl  to  yoa  to  work  for  a  raise  to  $8.50  per  pound.  I  represent  the 
todependent  growers  of  Madison  Coonty,  who  have  their  life  saTings 

Is  this  busioeM. 

J.  B.  Habdu. 

MlLTOM.  FLI.,  Alt^M*  U,  tftf. 

Hon.   DuxcAH  V.  FuRcnna, 

Bemate  BttilMng: 
We  deem  It  highly  desirable  that  the  new  tariff  bill  places  tax  of  $8.50 
p«  pound  on  wrapper  tobacco.     Will  be  of  ontold  benefit  to  growers 
this  section.    Your  support  is  requested  by  all  Interested  parties. 

D.  Faibcloth. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment  which 
the  Senator  from  Kentncky  [Mr.  Sackitit]  has  offered  will  be 
adopted.  I  do  not  think  the  rate  is  as  low  as  it  ought  to  be, 
but  probably  we  will  get  along  with  it. 

Before  a  vote  is  taken,  however,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  have 
prepared  a  uxt  of  study  of  this  whole  tobacco  question,  basing 
It  up<m  sutistics  furnished  me  by  the  highest  Treasury  expert 
authority  in  this  country.  I  desire  to  have  this  go  in  the  Rbcobo 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  because  the  tobacco  growers  of  my  State 
are  profoundly  Interested  in  the  taxes  upon  tobacco  and  its  prod- 
ucts, and  they  are  de^ly  interested  in  all  information  and  data 
with  reqwct  to  these  taxes  and  their  effect  I  put  these  facts 
In  the  RaooKD  for  their  benefit 

Mr.  President,  there  is  no  industry  in  this  country  that  now 
is  so  oppressed  by  taxation  as  the  tobacco  industry.  Heary 
reductions  have  been  made  In  every  war-revenue  tax  since 
the  war.  The  only  reduction  made  in  the  tobacco  taxes  im- 
posed during  the  year  1918,  when  we  had  to  raise  $8,000,000,000 
for  the  Government,  has  been  the  reduction  from  $4  to  $2  a 
thousand  on  5-cent  cigars.  Other  tobacco  products  are  now 
taxed  at  exactly  the  same  rate  that  they  were  taxed  during 
the  peak  of  the  war. 

The  internal  revenue  and  the  customs  tax  raises  the  total 
taxes  imposed  upon  tobacco  to  an  enormous  sum.  The  exact 
flfures  are  set  forth  in  these  taUes.  I  do  not  have  the  exact 
flgvres  in  mind  Just  now :  but  the  total  taxes  collected  through 
the  customhouse  on  all  products,  not  including  tobacco  are 
about  ieOO.000.000.  The  total  Uxes  imposed  and  collected  upon 
tobacco,  both  internal  and  ctistoms  taxes,  are  about  $634,000,000, 
as  I  now  recall.  In  other  wordM,  the  tobacco  taxes  amounted  to 
very  nearly  as  much  as  all  the  other  ctistoms  taxes  collected 
by  the  Ctovemmeot  upon  all  other  products,  raw  and  manufac- 
tured. 

North  Carolina  pays  Bl  per  cent  of  the  tobacco  taxes  paid  into 

the  Federal  Treasury.    There  are  six  other  States  in  which 

-tobacco  is  produced,  but  all  six  of  them  together  do  not  pay  as 

Bocta  tax  upon  the  output  of  this  product  in  their  fttates  as  the 

State  of  North  Carolina  pays. 

I  know  it  to  cwtoiMiry  to  say  that  these  taxes  are  passed  on 
to  tb«  coosumMrs  of  the  coontry.  each  State  paying  about  in 
proportion  of  Its  popolatloo  to  the  whole  that  Is,  If  it  waa  paid 
ftltogetta«r  by  tba  comwiBer  of  tobacco. 

The  proposition  that  ail  of  these  taxes  are  nassad  on  to  the 
conramrr  to  dtopafed.  and  very  strenuoosly  dtopoted  by  many 
nrrsoas.  It  to  espetiany  rontroverted  at  tbto  tlflM  by  the  tO' 
nMTo  growers, 

Tke  mior  part  of  tbnt  horde*  to  midoob«<dly  paid  by  the 
eeneuMisr.  Bvt  It  to  eonteadsd  tlwt  a  tnetUmmX  part  •%  leaet  to 
•alKrartf^  from  tlie  prUw  whidl  woold  otherwise  be  pal4  the 
farmer  for  t]M>  raw  Material  out  of  wbteb  these  gMnttfiktsrwl 
Mskvo  pnBdarfs  are  prodnged. 

If  that  eowteatton  be  soond.  the  people  of  !l<»rtli  CaroHaa  who 
pay  At  per  emA  at  the  tiibaoro  tm%m  rollei'ted  by  the  United 
HcatM  wo«ld  hare  to  pay  a  nocb  larger  proportion  of  thto  cost 
than  they  woold  pay  If  all  tbto  Ux  were  paiwed  on  to  the  coo- 


Mr.  President.  It  to  said  that  the  tobacco  flanners  of  Coo- 
nectieot  are  not  pwaperone :  It  to  said  that  the  prodoeers  of  the 
shade-grown  tobacco  In  Oeorgia  and  in  Florida  are  not  pros- 
peeoas.  I  woold  like  to  have  some  one  teU  me  wliat  kind  of 
tobacco  grown  In  thto  coontry  to  to-day  grown  at  a  profit,  or,  if 
at  a  profit  at  all.  at  anything  more  than  a  meager  profit. 

The  tobacco  sitiution  In  the  South  is  a  very  serious  one. 
Tobacco  profits  have  been  going  down  for  years.    I  can  not  say 


wtait 


to 
but  I 

any 


l(>t 


.  extent  these  high  taxes  are  responsible  for  this  situation, 
do  know  that  whenever  yon  overload  an  industry  with 
n  of  taxation,  whether  it  be  internal-revenue  or  tariff 
taxation,  yoo  necessarily  restrict  the  market  for  the  products  of 
ii  duatry  by  unduly  raising  the  price  of  the  finished  product 
t  lereby   reducing   consumption    and   demand.      In   conclu- 
me  say,  Mr.  President,  that  never  before  was  such  a 
imposed  upon  an  industry   in   this  country  as  is  now 
upon  tobacco  and  its  products  in  the  United  States. 
VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request 
Senator  from  North  Carolina? 
Thete  being  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
Record,  as  follows: 

Ciaut  Wbappeb  Tobacco 

PBODDCTIOIf    (UNITED    STATES) 

Location  of  Industry  :  Connecticut  Valley,  shade  grown   Oeorgia  and 
Florida!  shade  grown. 
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Stemn  id 

19a  I., 
war.. 


November  18 


Taw 


Acreage 


S,480 

7.510 

9,000 

U,WO 


Production 


Crop  in 
pounds 


8,832,000 

7,778,000 

St  708, 000 

11.160,000 


Value 


16,127,000 
8,774.000 
8,905,000 
9,282,000 


IMPOBTS 

five  per  cent  and  over  of  our  imports  of  wrapper  tobacco  are 
the  Netherlands  and  is  the  growth  of  Sumatra  and  Java-Dutch 


Year 


Unstemmed 


Pounds 


3,808.385 
«,  039. 947 
6.068.314 
5,879,104 


Dollars 


14, 16^  320 
13,646,855 
13,  387,  768 
12.  515. 302 


Stemmed 


Pounds 


190 


Dollars 


354 


exia  lence 


mide 


;>roposed  Increase  of  the  duty  on  wrapper  tobacco  will  drive  out 

the  present  long-filler  5-cent  cigar.     Only  the  scrap  5-cent 

then  be  made.     This  will  materially  reduce  the  number  of  cigars 

.,  and  consequently  the  pounds  of  wrapper  used,  thus  nullifying 

advantage  obtained  by  increased  duty  on  such  wrapper.     The  reduc- 

In  the  Intemal-rerenue  duty  on  the  5-cent  cigar  from  $4  to 

thousand  resulted  in  an  increased  output.  1925  to  1928,  of  over 

,000  cigars.     This  reduction  was  $2  per  thousand,  and  resulted 

In   prices  paid   for  tobacco   to   the  40,000   farmers   producing 

and  binders ;  and  In  a  superior  5-cent  dgar.     The  increase   In 

the  production  In  wrapper,  1925  to  1928,  was  some  $3,000,000, 

50  per  cent. 

tax  on  Sumatra  wrapper  now  la  sbout  $4.20  per  thousand  cigars. 

be  loereaacd  sbout  anutlicr  dollar,  the  nuu'gia  of  profit,  now  so 

will  ttanU  in  driving  the  present  long-filler  5-cent  cigar  oat  of 


mirfcet. 
PrMtlcally 


all  tlie  shade-grown  tobacco  raised  in  1927  was  upon  8.000 

Coaoectlcot   aad   S,800  acres   In  Florida  and   Oeorgia.     Tbe 

producftloB  was  11,1M,U00  pounds.    From  60  per  cent  t«  00  per  eeat  of 

used  ss  wrapper,  th<>  rrmalndrr  being  u«>e<l  as  binder  or  filler. 

A  the  lowest  grade  was  sold   to   the   mminfactarer*  of  chewing 

The  best  Conn«>«tle«t  wrapper  sold  for  $i.2ft  a  poond,  smI  Is 

the  UglMst  grsds  etgars,    TIm  cost  of  growing  the  Florida  shade 

wss  stalsd  hf  Mr.  Masros  la  tbe  Seosu  besrings  ss  bHsg 

90  €tmU  per  pooad.     Tb«  pr«eeat  tariff  rale  Is  $2,10  p«r  pound, 

f^lorlda  wrapper,  aKboagh  largHy  grown  l/y  the  s«m«'  e^njumtUm 

grows  SMWb  at  itie  ht^t  OntiutnUrtu  wrspp<^.  sells  tvr  osly  $1.60 

0  ptr  pvitmd,  sot  Is  gM/^itm  of  th«'  prew^t  4«ty, 


Wflippw 


rMisrtf 


Pooads 


Vstas 


1029,947 
aC  OSS,  314 
i.S7g.l04 


114. 7W.  973 

i4.i«aao 

U.««0,855 
13.397,708 
\X  515,  302 


196 


Dotypeid 


$12.  WI,  323 

12,197,608 
1X602,881^ 
12.722.459 
12.340.118 


FmaCub* 


Pounds 


364 


599 


m.is 

198.518 
180,306 
192,500 
196,980 

827 
152 


VsIlM 


$313,446 
432,233 

448,977 
479,578 
633,279 

3,314 
214 


Dot 


Poty 
paid 


1303,486 
333,512 

312,901 
325,560 
329. 2S0 

1,819 
334 


% 


1929 
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This  imported  wrapper  leaf,  practically  all  aastemsMd,  Is 
principally  to  cover  cigars  manufactured  of  doaicstie  filler  and  binder 
leaf  grown  chiefly  la  WtBconsin,  the  Connecticut  Valley,  Penaaylvaaia, 
Ohio,  and  New  York.  Over  W  per  cent  of  this  wrapper  tobacco  is  of 
Sumatra  and  Java  origin,  coming  through  the  Netherlands.  The  re- 
mainder la  mostly  Havana  leaf  for  the  use  of  domestic  clear  Havana 
rigar  manufacturers. 

The  average  farm  prices  for  the  domeatlc  wrapper  tobacco  for  the 
luHt  three  years  have  been  as  foUowa,  in  cents  per  pound : 


1926 

1927 

1«2S 

Conneotlcut  VaDey  shade         ........ ..... 

•7.7 
O&O 

105.5 
66.0 

100.9 

Ueorsia-florkla  shade                   .......... 

66.4 

Prom  this  it  is  aeen  that  the  average  price  of  our  wrapper  tobacco 
is  not  even  one-half  as  much  as  the  duty  now  Imposed  upon  the  Im- 
ported wrapper,  and  that  tbe  Florida  and  Georgia,  even  that  grown  by 
the  saaoe  concern,  is  priced  much  lower  than  is  the  Connecticnt  tobacco. 

nLLSK   AND  BIin)CS  TOBACCO 


Tbe  great  bulk  sf  isqiorts  of  dgaretts  tabacco  eoaslsts  of  Turkish 
types  from  Macedonia,  European  and  Asiatic  Turkey,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly from  Italy.  The  following  shews  our  imports  of  this  tobacco, 
unstemmed,  the  form  in  which  practically  all  is  imported : 


Tear 


1924 

1928 

1926 

1927 

1928 


Rate  of  duty 


39cents  per  pound. 

do 

do 

do 

do 


Foondi 


35,381,700 
40,000,900 
44,215,905 
45,047,017 


VahM 


28,816,361   $ZI,OaB.<» 


38,46^411 
30,290.130 
29, 065, 815 
ai  319,  MS 


Duty  col- 
Isctad 


00^085,378 
12,383,010 
14, 021, 315 
15, 475,  588 
15,700,450 


raoM  CUBA 


Production 


Fin* 

Binder 


1926 


Pounds 


07,210.000 
09,487,000 


Fsrm 
value 


$0,410,000 
13,709,000 


1927 


Pounds 


63,860,000 
00.168,000 


Farm 

value 


18,838,000 
12.630,000 


1928 


Poonds 


fl9,28%000 
84.361.000 


Farm 
value 


$10,3&5,000 
18.782.000 


From  1923  to  1925  It  to  estimated  that  the  average  production  of 
cigar  filler  tobacco  in  Cuba  was  about  66,000,000  pounds. 

Cuba  supplies  about  98  per  cent  of  our  total  imports  of  cigar  filler 
tobacco.     About  two-thirds  of  the(*e  Imports  are  of  stemmed  tobacco. 

Under  general  tariff 


Year 


Unstemmed: 

1994 

1926 

1010 

lor 

1938..... 
Btemmed: 
1924 


1096 

1927 

1028 


Rate  of  duty 


35cents  per  pound. 

do 

...do 

do 

....do 


80 cents  per  pound. 

do . 

.....do 

do 

.....do 


Quantity 


Value 


3,868.110 

$2,780,030 

962,798 

768.359 

192,173 

169,843 

271,737 

133,879 

41,118 

20,500 

220,701 

248,419 

34,088 

31,780 

04,990 

81.011 

01.895 

64,421 

30,096 

»,001 

Duty  col- 
lected 


$1, 300. 8S8 

336.979 

67,261 

96.108 

14,801 

110,  3S0 
U044 
33,405 
30,948 
15,049 


1931 

1925 

1930 

1927 

1928 


Scents  per  pound. 

do-- 

de 

do 

do 


31,464 
12,8.« 

H^oa 


$30^510 
n,066 
17,329 


$6,007 
8,458 
*800 


Esportt  of  Iff  tobacco   ( 

9thtr  tJi*H. 

c4por  leaf) 

Year 

Qnantity 

Vatae 

Unit  value 

1924.. 
1925.. 
1926 

PmmW* 
678,034.047 
407,588,335 
486,438,900 
505.720.432 
574. 745,  520 

$103,667,508 
I&2,73a9a0 
136,476^753 
138,  9.54, 134 
153,  666,  715 

CenUper 

&5 
32.7 
28.1 

1927 

27.5 

1998     

36.7 

ALL  OTITSH  TOBACCO,   MAJTrTFACTTRED  OK  TTKlf  AKCTACmaD,  S.   S.  P.  V. 

Small  quaotities  of  scrap,  ping,  and  other  forme  of  smoking  and  chew- 
ing tobacco  and  snuff  are  Imported — Jess  than  1  per  cent  of  our  con- 
sumption— and  sold  to  a  special  class  of  trade  desiring  the  same.  There 
iti  no  call  for  changing  the  duties  on  these  imports. 

Cigars,  cheroot;  and  ctffOrettea,  United  Btatta  production 


mOU  Ct'BA 


Unstemmed: 

1«H 

1036 

1998 

1017 

10» 

Btenned: 

lOM 

193S 

109$ 

MS7..... 

MB$ 


••*«oo««o« 


SB  cents  per  pound. 

do 

do 

dc 

do 


40  seats  par  pooad. 

.....do 

■  «  a  «  •  W  w  mmrmmmmmm  •> 

Mmm  m  s09mmm  m  m  »»mm»m  m 


8,184,037 
7,813.793 
7.97^908 
1309.241 
7,083,879 

11, 301.  on 

11.8»,M7 

14. 004.  Mas 

14.98103 
14.  MO,  MO 


$8,074,402 
7. 401. 738 
7,308,606 
7,001656 
0,009,444 

14,771,4tt 
1%UA,1«4 
18,104,790 
18,008,177 
13,714,600 


$2,291,830 
%  187. 863 
a,2»,370 

3;348,3e7 
3;  151, 460 

4,W4,«48 

i  730. 019 
001,041 
6,074,m 
1131200 


Cigars 

Cigarettes 

Year 

Weighing 

more  than  3 

pounds  per 

1,000 

Wejjthing 

not  more 

tbanS 

1,060 

Weighing 

more  than 

3  pounds 

1,000 

Weighing 

not  more  than 

3pound8per 

1,000 

1024 

1925 

1928 - 

1597,071536 
1 463. 193, 106 
1 401  041,  233 
1519,004,900 

631714,382 

447,  089.  170 
412,314,796 
439,  419,  300 

11 064,  286 
17, 428.  807 
13.  239,  706 
11, 433;  300 

72,701909,025 
82,  247. 100, 347 
92,001073,926 

\VXI 

00,000,001,610 

United  Btmtet  import* 


This  Cuban  I'-sf  Is  Isrgoly  blended  with  domestic  filler  and  tOador 
tabmeeti,  wUh  resulting  isiproveoent  la  iavor  aai  srMBa«  aa4  tacreased 
salaMUty.  craatlaf  ss  sddttloaal  mmrUt  Un  the  doMetlc  ts^occo.  | 

omsa  ijur  romjunn,  istxrviss  nassviTs  nit,ou 

fa  l<r7T.  $1  p^  eesf  of  this  tf^mrro  going  tsto  SMsafsctore  In  this 
coaatry  wss  OMd  tar  rigatgium,  the  resMlslBg  for  «rtBoklii«  tnUi€4m. 
ptoff,  saaf,  twfsf,  sad  6a#  nti. 

Fhwcitrcd  tolisero  to  osad  f«'r  dtfirrtt^o.  t^lac  wrsppers.  saisfclwg  U- 
\mre9,  sad  to  s  loss  ettest  ss  tllors  sad  wrappers  In  pl«d  chrwiaf 

tolMM90« 

BmUf  aad  MarjrUad  Is  uaad  la  the  suMo<sHay«  of  dcarcttss, 
MMoklof  totis£co,  sad  rhsirlaff  tobacco. 

Fire-cared  and  Teaaeosss  leaf  Is  primarttr  aa  export  tehaceo,  osed  la 
Earope  for  all  parpoaeN.  In  the  United  autes  It  Is  osed  in  the  OMBtt- 
fScture  of  sooff  and  swofcing  totracee  and  furdgn-tjrps  cigara. 

Greea  River.  On«  Backer,  and  Virginia  san  cored  arc  used  In  tho 
Bunnfacture  of  long-cut  smoking  and  twist  and  fine-cat  chewing 
tobacco. 

PBOoccnoa 

la  1926  the  United  Statee  produced  1.208,000,000  pounds  of  tobacco 
oat  of  an  estimated  world's  production — excluaive  of  India  and  China — 
of  3.415,000.000. 


Cigsrs  and  cheroou 

Cigarettes  and  paper  dgars 

Year 

Full  doty 

Qnao- 
ttty 

VahM 

Duty 

Qnan- 
Uty 

Value 

lOM... 

193»„. 
10$$... 
1037... 
109... 

$4JiO  per  pound 
sad  »  per  otot. 

V.V.jia.'.V.V.V.'.'.'.'. 
....M. 

,,...de...... ...... 

11043 

11424 

11,422 

11.  $00 

7.101 

$«1M0 

01192 
$1130 

H3$> 

$4.M   mr   poond 
snd  2S  per  cent. 
do 

de. 

.....do.^ 

Ids. 

1149$ 

11817 
W,0$7 
13;  080 
11 2» 

$01178 
01 07$ 

m$M 

fBOM  CVSA 


lOM. 
M9f. 


W  Otr   fMNM 

Id  9far«sak 

^tm  m  0»^^  0  m  «  »  »  m  » 

m0»w »m  »00sm 
m  '»  »^  m  0  000» 


41172$  In  $07.  M 
.001494 


|$J0   wr   pMMd 

>  t .       ^t9*  ' * S0fwmmmm0t 


.m" 


•0mm  »00»00> 


§» 


am 


vnmo  av*rnm 

Tbe  np^rta  of  domestk-  rtgsrs  are  v-ry  sawHL  The  elssrrttSM  to 
chiefly  to  Cblaa,  British  Malsy,  ttssi,  tbe  Pbfltpptacs.  FananM.  snd 
rraoce.    The  following  shows  tbe  experts  of  cigarettes 


Yasr 

T»— . 

Vabto 

1034 

1088 

IIMI                                          ..__....--.———  —  "-..— 

ii40ia$$ 

1141830 

9,sae.83s 

7.003, 0$0 
11.7D1110 

$t$;«lM8 
15. 043;  704 
17,$»r,731 

igf7                     ....,.„—•——.- — — ,....•.——- 

1$,  831831 

1<MR                         ......-.,-.....-«———•.•-———-—-- 

21 00$,  140 

■A 
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vmrcB  STATcs  taxation  on  tobacco 


Intemat-reveHue  dutiea 
(Nwr«. — ^Th«  lntern*l-reT«n«  duties  are  Impooed  on  both  domestic  and 
Imported  mercbandlae.     In  the  case  of  domestic,  it  la  the  only  Federal 
tax,  while  with  Imported  it  U  in  addition  to  the  customs  duties.) 

Clear*  (tax  per  thousand)  :  .  •«  /ww 

Welshing  not  more  than  3  pounds  per  thousand fSlOO 

Weichlng  more  than  S  pounds  per  thousand — 

It  maaufsctured  or  Imported  to  retail  at  not  more  than 

5  cents  each 2.00 

If  manufactured  or  Imported  to  retail  at  more  than 

5  cents  each  and  not  more  than  8  cents  each 3.  00 

If  Banofaetured  or  Im^Mrted   to   retail  at   more   than 

8  canta  each  and  not  more  than  15  cents  each 6.  00 

If  manatacturcd  or  Imported  to  retail  at  more  than  15 

centa  each  and  not  more  than  20  cents  each 10.  50 

If  maantactored  or  Imported  to  retail  at  more  than  20 

cents    each 13.  50 

Clsarettes  (tax  per  thouaand)  :  «  zwv 

Weiichinc  not  more  than  3  pounds  per  tboosand .     S.  00 

WeUhInc  aaore  than  8  pounds  per  thouaand .^-     7.  20 

All  tolmcco  and  snuif,  per  pound •  18 

Cljarette  paper  and  tubes  : 

On  each   parkage.   book,   or  set,  containing  more  than   25 

and  not  more  than  r.0  papers 

Ob  each   package    book,  or  set,   containing  more  than   60 

and  not  more  tnsn  100  papers 

On  each   package,   book,  or  set.  containing  more   than   100 
papers,    one-half    cent    for   each    50    paperu    or    fraction 
thereof. 
Upon  tubes,  1  cent  for  each  50  or  fraction  thereof. 

ONstoms  dutie$  Per  pound 

Wrapper  tobacco,  end  flller  tobacco  when  mixed  or  packed  with 
more  than  35  per  cent  of  wrapper  tobacco,  and  all  leaf  tobacco 
the  prtKluct  of  two  or  more  countrlea  or  dependencies,  when 
aalxed  or  packed  together  :  „_  < » 

Unstemmed |2.  10 

Stemmed 2.  75 

ItUer  tobacco,  n.  s.  p.  f . : 

Unstemmed ...._- ._^..._ .- 

Stemmed 

All  other  tobacco,  Banofactored  or  unoanafactured,  n.  a.  p.  t — 

Scrap   tobacco  

Banff,  and  snuff  flour 

Cigars,  cigarettes,  cheroots,  paper  cigars,  and  cigarettes :    $4-50  per 
pound  plus  20  ptt  cent  ad  ralorem. 

OOUUCTIUNS  or  tax   OS  TOBACCO 

Fiscal  years 


005 
,01 


85 
80 
65 
35 
55 


Intsmal  revenue: 

Cigars 

Cigsrettss 

Snuff 

Chawing  and  smoking. 

Papers  and  tubes. 

MtseaUansooi. 


Tstal 
TMal 


duties. 


1928 


S23,180,»9 

301,  H2S.  345 

7,4«1,3U 

62,774,643 

1, 123, 810 

81. 131 


396.460,043 
568. 96^189 


1929 


$22,871,826 

342,034.060 

7,136.909 

61, 159, 178 

1.179,526 

73,044 


434, 444,643 

eoa;362;7M 


CWatasM 

Ttie  nistoms  duties  collected  upon  tobacco  imports  were  as  follo'ws : 

192S $36,  428.  000 

ItM-^ , 88,  076.  000 

1W8- 40,  018, 000 

The  like  duty  collected  npon  cigarette  paper  for  1928  was  about 
$2,401,000. 

This  soalns  the  total  rerenue  from  tobacco  for  1928  of  $470,800,000, 
as  conqwred  with  a  total  customs  revenue,  excluding  tobacco,  of  about 
$658,845,000. 

A  reductioo  of  the  dntj  apon  wrapper  tobacco  would  aid  all  the 
growers  of  flller  and  binder  tobacco  at  no  coat  to  the  few  corporations, 
the  great  producers  of  wrapper  tobacco,  as  the  latter  now  sell  their 
product  at  a  price  much  lesa  than  the  present  duty.  The  great  smoking 
public  would  also  be  helped,  as  they  could  then  get  a  much  better  dgar 
for  the  same  monej. 

rata«co  tag  coUection.  fltoal  y«ar  tsts 

North  Carolina  (61.0  per  cent  of  total  collected) $204,  473,  504.  55 

Virginia 01.  482,  109.  10 

New  York 32,  910,  253.  29 

PennsflTania 10. 184,  581.  79 

New  Jersey 10.  021,  290.  10 

Ohio 12.  309.  107.  62 

California 12,  046,  890.  80 

TAX  PAID  OH   CIQAXBTTBS   ANB  CTOABB 
Cigaretti,  X9I8 
Cigarette  paper: 

ejatoms  duties $2.  401,  100 

Internal-r«Tenae  duties 1,  123,  810 

Total $3,  524, 910 

*  Turkish  "  tobacco : 

Customs  duties 16,  700,  466 

Cigarettes : 

Internal  revcBtw.  at  $8  per  1.000 $01,828,846 

Mlaeallaneoos  tans   (estimated) 75,000 

Total  tax.  19S8 S21. 194.  711 


•  November  18 


I 


In  :  929  these  flgnres  materially  increased,  the  tax  on  cigarettes  eoI< 
lected  amounting  to  $342,034,000,  based  upon  the  actual  sales,  or  an 
increaie  for  the  year  of  over  13  per  cent.  This  would  make  the  total 
taxes  for  1929  on  cigarettes  total  about  $304,000,000,  or  the  equivalent 
of  ov<r  00  per  cent  of  all  the  customs  duties  collected  in  1929. 

The  Intemal-reTenue  duty  upon  cigarettes  is  still  at  the  highest  war 
level,  QOTpr  having  been  reduced,  and  is  0.3  of  1  cent  on  every  single 
cigarei  te.  The  customs  duty  on  the  paper  wrapper,  and  on  the  Turkish 
tobacc)  used,  averages  about  one-flftleth  of  a  cent  on  each  cigarette, 
totaling  almost  a  third  of  a  cent  each. 

ciQAxa 

The  intemal-revenne  duty  upon  a  5-cent  cigar  is  0.2  of  a  cent, 
or  onl  r  two-thirds  of  the  duty  on  a  cigaretti?.  This  duty  on  a  cigarette 
retail!  ig  for  about  four-flftba  of  1  cent  is  the  same  as  it  is  on  a  cigar 
retailing  for  8  centa  each.  A  cigar  selling  for  ten  times  as  much  as 
does  4  be  cigarette,  pays  the  same  tax  as  does  the  cigarette — 0.3  of  1 
cent  each. 

The  cigar  industry  is  languishing  despite  the  reductions  made  on  the 
cheaper  cigars  In  1920.  The  tax  collected  In  1928  was  $23,180,859, 
while  for  1929  it  was  only  $22,871,820.  The  reason  is  the  cost  of  mann- 
factur  ing  the  ordinary  cigar  is  so  great  that  it  can  not  sell  in  competi- 
tion rlth  cigarettes.  The  internal-revenue  tax  on  a  6-cent  cigar  is 
0.2  of  1  cent.  The  customs  tax  on  the  Sumatra  wrapper  for  this  cigar  is 
0.42  or  a  cent  each.  Miscellaneous  taxes  will  increase  this  to  a  total  of 
alwut  two-thirds  of  1  cent  on  each  cigar.  By  the  time  this  reaches  the 
consul  ner,  it  equals  fully  a  cent.  Allow  another  cent  as  profit  for  the 
retaiUr,  and  one-half  cent  to  the  manufacturer  and  wholesaler,  and  we 
have  <  nly  2^  cents  left  to  pay  for  the  labor  of  manufacturing,  overhead, 
local  I  axes,  insurance,  advertising,  packing,  transportation,  flller,  binder, 
and  wrapper  tobacco.  Under  these  conditions  tlie  3-cent  cigar  can  not 
be  made  very  attractive.  This  reacts  on  the  growers  of  the  binder  and 
flller  obacco.  In  order  to  protect  a  few  corporations  engaged  in  grow- 
ing  wi  apper  tobacco,  who  sell  their  product  for  much  less  than  tbc  duty 
now  ii  aposed  upon  imported  wrapper,  the  thousands  of  producers  of  filler 
and  bnder  tobacco  are  deprived  of  a  market  for  tbeir  products. 

Mr  TRAMMELL.  Mr.  President,  coming  from  a  State  where 
we  hiive  both  growers  of  wrapper  tobacco  and  large  and  ex- 
tensive manufacturing  interests,  it  seems  to  me  that  If  pos- 
sible a  plan  should  be  adopted  that  would  be  fair  and  protect 
both.  I  think  to  do  this  we  should  adopt  the  amendment  of 
my  colleague,  Senator  Fixtcher,  to  the  proposed  committee 
amen  Iment,  so  as  to  make  the  duty  on  mixed  l)ale8  of  tobacco 
40  C€  ats  per  pound.  With  such  duty  on  mixed  bales,  which 
woul(  in  a  large  measure  take  care  of  the  Cuban  wrappers,  us 
this  1  rrapper  Is  imported  mostly  in  mixed  bales,  then  we  could 
consider  what  duty  should  be  fixed  on  whole-wrapper  bales, 
whicli  applies  principally  to  Sumatra  tobacco. 

Wlat  I  would  like  to  see  done  would  be  to  cut  In  half  the 
dutie  I  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  committee  on  mixed  bales, 
whicl  come  from  Cuba,  and,  after  that  is  done,  then  we  could 
go  b4ck  to  the  question  of  whether  we  could  fix  the  duty  on 
exclubively  wrapper  bales  at  $2.10  or  $2.50  a  pound. 

If  we  adopted  at  this  time  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackbtt],  then  we  are  barred  from  con- 
sidering the  two  propositions.  For  that  reason  I  would  be  glad 
if  w4  could  put  oft  the  question  of  voting  on  his  amendment 
until  I  we  dispone  of  the  other  question.  Should  such  parlia- 
mentary procedure  be  followed,  all  features  of  the  situation 
wouli  I  be  considered  on  its  merits.  If  we  could  have  a  vote 
on  tie  mixed  bale  amendment  and  the  duty  was  not  reduced 
to  n<t  exceeding  45  cents  a  pound,  it  would  then  be  time  to 
redu<e  the  House  rate  from  $2.50  to  $2.10  a  pound  on  wrapper 
tobac  n>. 

Mr  WALCOTT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  a  very 
brief  statement  in  support  of  my  colleague  and  the  argument 
made  by  the  able  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Geobgb]  in  favor 
of  restoring  the  House  rate  of  $2.50  on  unstemmed  and  $3.15 
on  stemmed  tobacco. 

It  Is  a  fact,  I  believe,  that  this  is  the  only  country  in  the 
worU  that  will  allow  foreign  tobacco  to  come  In  in  competition 
vrith  native-grown  tobacco.  While  there  are  no  binders  ex- 
portel  from  foreign  countries  into  this  country,  naturally  the 
State  B  of  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  Wisconsin,  which  are  binder- 
producing  States,  are  not  interested  in  any  form  of  duty,  while 
C3onn  »cticut,  Massachusetts,  Georgia,  and  Florida,  which  are 
wrap  )er-producing  States,  are  vitally  interested  in  a  protective 
tariff 

Th>re  is  at  i^esent  about  8,000  acres  of  shade  grown  pro- 
dnce<  in  Connecticut  and  Massachusetts,  in  Georgia  and  Florida 
abou    4,000  acres. 

On  this  particular  type  of  tobacco  thirty  to  thirty-flve  thou- 
sand people  are  employed  during  the  growing  and  packing  sea- 
sons. Further,  there  are  used  annually  about  60,000,000  yards 
of  ch  th  for  the  covering  of  the  tobacco  in  the  fields.  This  will 
take  n  the  product  in  the  neighborhood  of  25,000  acres  of  cotton 
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I  pown  in  our  Southern  States,  besides  the  employrowit  that  it 
gives  to  the  cotton  mills  mailing  the  clotli.  In  addition  to  this, 
thousands  of  tona  of  wire  cotton  string  and  other  commodities 
are  used  every  year,  which  benefits  some  other  industrlea  In 

I  our  country. 

Production  of  shade  grown  was  started  in  1900,   and  tnis 

I  toba<%o  is  declared  by  manufacturers  of  the  highest-grade  cigars 

!  to  be  the  fluest  wrapper  tobacco  produced  in  tlie  world.  The 
highest  grades  of  this  tobacco,  selling  at  from  $3  to  $5  a  poond. 
are  in  great  demand,  but  unfortunately  the  crop  produces  but  a 
rery  small  percentage  of  the  grades  which  bring  these  prices. 
However,  with  the  protective  tariff  the  manufacturers  who  IHW- 
duce  the  class  A  cigar,  selling  at  5  cents,  and  which  represents 
aboat  60  per  cent  of  the  cigar  industry,  could  be  induced  to  use 
the  grades  of  tobacco  that  seil  at  from  $1  to  $2  per  pound  in 
place  of  the  cheaper  grades  of  Sumatra  with  wtiicfa  it  comes 

in  competition  to-day.  

We  pay  our  anployees  a  living  wage,  whereas  the  Sumatra 
tobacco  is  raised  by  enforced  and  coolie  labor  known  as  "  con- 
tract labor,"  and,  therefore,  we  are  naturally  under  a  great 
disadvantage  here  competing  against  a  country  growing  tobacco 
under  such  labor  conditions. 

In  the  past  five  years  there  has  been  litUe  11  any  money 
made  by  the  domestic  wrapper  growers.  This  can  be  posi- 
tively borne  out  by  the  financial  statements  of  any  leading  oper- 
ating concerns  in  this  particular  field.  This  is  also  equally 
true  of  the  small  and  independent  farmers.  On  the  other  band, 
the  large  dgar  manufacturers  have  made  amaaing  strides  and 
are  showing  big  profits,  wliich  can  also  be  b<Hme  out  by  analys- 
ing the  financial  statements  of  any  of  the  large  dgar  mamrfae- 
turers.  Consequently,  the  manufacturers  who  insist  upon  using 
Sumatra  tobacco  can  do  so  with  the  increased  duty  of  not  less 
than  $3  and  still  show  good  profits  on  their  manufacturing 
operations. 

This  condition  is  equally  true  of  the  growers  of  sun-grown 
tobncco  in  the  Connecticut  and  Housatonic  Valleys.  There  were 
raised  at  one  time  approximate!/  35,000  acres  of  the  tobacco, 
the  varieties  known  as  Broadleaf  and  Havana  seed. 

At  the  present  time  there  are  approximately  22,000  acres 
grown,  which  leaves  in  the  ndghborhood  of  13.000  acres  of  land 
and  buildings  idle,  which  can  not  be  used  for  any  other  purpose 
than  for  growing  and  curing  tobacco. 

This  snn-grown  tobacco  is  raised  by  the  small,  independent 
fanners  whose  average  acreage  is  about  6  acres,  and  who  in  the 
last  few  years  have  fared  most  disastrously  in  a  financial  way. 
which  could  be  evidenced  by  the  local  banks  throughout  this 

yalley. 

Of  the  sun-grown  tobacco  at  least  26  per  cent  oould  be  used 
for  wrawer  purposes ;  but  under  the  prevailing  conditions  <mly 
2  per  cent,  or  perhaps  less,  is  being  used  as  cigar  wrappers. 

If  this  greater  percentage  of  vrrappers  should  be  used,  it 
would  immediately  place  a  higher  market  value  upon  the  sun- 
grown  tobacco  raised,  and  as  fine  a  tasting  cigar  can  be  made 
fn»m  this  tobacco  as  from  any  foreign  wrapper  tobacco  imported 
into  this  country.  

At  the  present  time  there  are  about  35,000  bales  of  wrapper 
tobacco  imported  into  this  conntr>-,  and  we  feel  confident  that 
from  all  the  abandoned  land  it  would  be  a  very  easy  matter  to 
supplant  any  of  the  falling  off  which  may  possibly  occur  from 
an  increased  duty,  thereby  giving  our  farmers  a  better  oppor- 
tunity of  getting  a  return  from  their  investments  and  giving 
added  employment  to  thousands  of  laborers  in  these  tobacco- 
growing  districts. 

Practically  every  medium-sized  and  smaller  dgar  manufac- 
turer of  the  United  States  is  in  favor  of  an  increased  duty  on 
Sumatra  tobacco.  Those  who  are  opposed  are  the  very  large 
interests,  which  can  go  to  Holland  and  purchase  thdr  supply 
direct,  thus  causing  a  great  hardship  to  the  smaller  manufac- 
turer, who,  consequently,  has  to  purchase  his  tobacco  in  this 
country  at  advanced  prices. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  frcnn  Kentucky  [Mr. 
SackwtI  to  the  House  text 

Mr.  GEOROB.  Mr.  Presidwit,  I  think  we  ought  to  have  a 
quorum.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Caiief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  foDowing  Sniators 
answered  to  their  names 


Hovtil 

Moses 

Saekett 

Jobosoa 

Norbeck 

Schall 

Jones 

Norrls 

Sbeppard 

Keaa 

Nye 
OCdle 

flhoTtrldsa 

Kendrick 

Simmons 

Keyes 

l>a  Follette 

Overman 

Smith 

Patterson 

Smoot 

McCuUoch 

Phlpps 

8teck 

McKeUar 

Pittman 

Steiwer 

HcMaster 

Ransdell 

Stephens 

McNary 

Robinson,  lad. 

Swanson 

Allen 

Ashurst 

Kurkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blalae 

Bloase 

Borah 

Brntton 

Brock 


Brookliart 

Broussard 

Capper 

Oiraway 

Connallj 

CopelaiKl 

Cousens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Deneen 


DOl 

Edge 

Fess 

Fletcher 

Fraaler 

Oeorge 

Gillett 

Glass 

Glenn 

OoS 


Ooldsborongh 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrfaon 

Hastings 

Batfleld 

Hawes 

Hayden 

nimn 


Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Tramaell 

Tydinga 

Vandenberg 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont 

Waterman 

Wheeler 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Btghty-four  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  thdr  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  question  is 
on  the  amendmwit  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  Preeid«it,  may  we  have  the  Senator's  amend- 
ment stated. 

Mr.  GEOROB.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  submit  a  parliamen- 
tary inquiry.    I  ask  to  have  the  Chair  state  the  amendment 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  derk  will  report  the  amend-* 
ment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

The  Chuf  Cuebk.  On  page  123,  paragrai^  flOl,  line  7,  tha 
Senator  from  Kentucky  prt^wses  to  strike  out  "  $2.50  "  and  in- 
sert ••  $2.10,"  and  in  the  same  Mne  to  strike  out  **  |8.15  "  and 
insert  "  $2.75." 

Mr,  EDGE.  Mr.  President  as  I  tinderstand  the  result  of  the 
amendment  If  adopted,  it  would  bring  the  duty  back  to  the 
existing  law.    Is  that  correct  T 

Mr.  8ACKBTT.    That  is  correct 

Mr.  QiX>RGE.  That  is  my  understanding.  What  I  rose  to 
inquire  was  this:  By  unanimous  oonsoit,  amendments  to  the 
House  text  and  the  Senate  committee  text  were  to  be  considered 
together,  were  they  not? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No ;  the  two  amendments  submitted 
by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  to  the  House  text  are  to  l>e  con- 
sidered together.    Under  the  rule  the  House  text  must  be  per- 

Mr.  G£X)RGE.  I  tmderstand  that  but  I  understood  the  unanir 
mous-consent  agreement  was  that  we  were  to  vote  upon  both. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No;  the  unanimous-ccmsent  agree- 
ment was  to  take  the  vote  on  the  two  am«idments  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  in  line  7.  He  offered  two  separate 
amendments. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  So  that  a  vote  In  favor  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentuc^  is  a  vote  for  the  present 
rate  of  $2.10  on  unstemmed  and  $2.75  on  stemmed  wrapper 
tobacco? 
Mr.  SACKBTT.  That  is  correct- 
Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  before  the  vote  is  taken  I  want 
to  repeat  what  I  said  this  morning,  though  I  am  not  going  to 
detain  the  Senate  very  long. 

We  produce  In  the  United  States  11,000,000  pounds  of  wrapper 
tobacca  We  import  into  the  United  States  6,000,000  pounds  of 
wraroo*  tobacco,  but  the  capadty  of  the  imported  tobacco  in 
practically  twice  as  great  as  that  of  the  domestic  tobacco,  so 
that  about  50  per  cent  of  the  wrapper  tobacco  of  the  quality 
under  discussion  is  produced  in  the  United  States  and  about  50 
per  cent  is  imported.  It  Is  therefore  obvious  that  5-cent  cigars 
are  made  in  the  United  States  and  are  wrapped  with  the  domes- 
tic-grown wrapi)er.  In  other  words,  50  per  cent  of  them  are 
wrapped  with  the  domestic-grown  wrapper. 

It  has  be^i  admitted  in  the  debate  that  If  the  rate  is  fixed  at 
$2.10,  as  in  the  existing  law,  or  If  it  is  increased  to  $2.50,  as 
recommended  and  adopted  by  the  House,  the  diflereoce  in  the 
cost  to  the  manufacturer  will  be  too  small  tot  him  to  pass  on 
to  the  consumer.  Therefore  the  only  question  here,  and  I  want 
to  state  it  again,  is  whether  we  want  to  give  the  manufacturer 
more  profit  or  whether  we  are  willing  to  give  the  producer  a 
chance  to  control  more  of  the  market — not  to  increase  his  price 
but  to  control  more  ot  the  market 

Mr.  President  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from  North 
Canrfina  [Mr.  Simmons]  called  attention  to  the  great  burd«i 
borne  by  the  tobacco  industry.  I  agree  with  him  in  that  >-tate- 
ment  but  the  growers  of  wrappor  tobacco  bear  the  same  burden 
and  in  the  same  degree.  It  is  true  that  wrappers  are  grown  only 
in  the  Connecticut  Valley  in  the  New  England  States,  and  then 
in  the  far  South  in  a  little  area  in  Florida,  Georgia,  and  perhaps 
in  Alabama.  That  Is  quite  true,  but  these  producers  bear  all  the 
burdens  of  taxation  that  are  borne  by  other  tobacco  growwrs. 

I  ask  the  Senate  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  producers  of  the 
wraK)er  tobacco  from  Connecticut  to  Florida  made  an  earnest 
fight  for  a  duty  of  $4  upon  this  tobacco.  VThen  they  failed  to  get 
$4  they  made  an  earnest  fight  for  $3.10.  The  House  compro- 
mised with  them  and  gave  them  only  $2.50,  and  now  it  is  pro- 
posed, in  a  session  of  Congress  called  for  the  relief  of  the  Ameri- 
can f&nner,  to  take  that  little  mite  away  finom  the  producers 
of  wrapper  tobaoeo  and  leave  then  just  as  they  now  stand  tuder 
tke  exlstlag  law.    I  api^eal  to  the  Senate  not  to  do  it    If 
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mU^  the  duty  to  $2.50.  we  will  still  have  the  6-cent  dgar  and 
we  win  8tUl  have  the  Sumatra  wrappers  coming  In  and  we  will 
•till  use  the  domestic  wrapper.  The  additional  cost  to  the  mann^ 
facturer  is  too  small  per  hundred  to  paaa  on  to  the  ooosnmer. 
If  we  reduce  the  rate  below  $2.10,  we  would  still  hare  the  5-cent 
dgar  with  both  types  of  wrapper  tobacco.  The  only  thing  in- 
TolTed  Is  whether  the  American  producer  is  to  be  jjlven  more  ot 
bis  home  market.  It  is  one  of  the  clearest  illustratl(Mis  in  the 
biJl  of  the  basic  principle  upon  which  any  man  can  Justify  the 
protectire  theory :  that  is,  the  oft-asg^ted  theory,  at  least,  that 
a  protective  duty  does  not  necessarily  increase  the  price  but  it 
(ires  the  producer  more  of  his  own  market 

Mr.  President,  I  have  not  the  slightest  fear  that  the  farmers 
will  be  aWe  to  take  full  advantage  of  any  duty  imposed.  I 
personally  doobt  whether  he  will  be  able  in  many  instances  to 
take  any  advantage  of  duties  upon  foreign  products.  What- 
ever view  we  may  have  about  tariffs  on  manufactured  products 
where  It  is  possible  for  monopoly  to  exist  either  in  the  manu- 
factnre  or  the  sale  of  the  product,  there  never  can  be  monopoly 
among  the  American  farmers,  either  in  the  production  or  in 
the  distribution  of  their  products;  and  since  there  can  be  no 
monopoly  contrcd  of  the  market,  I  am  willing  to  give  the  Ameri- 
can producer  a  chance  to  control  his  market,  a  chance  to  take 
all  of  his  market.  The  farmer  can  not  take  advantage  of  the 
consumer ;  it  simply  is  not  possiUe  for  him  to  do  that  under  any 
known  principle  of  economy;  and  all  we  ask  here  is  that  he 
may  be  afforded  a  greater  diance  in  the  American  market. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simicohb]  earnestly 
Irieads  for  the  great  body  of  producers  of  tobacco;  I  plead  for 
them  likewise ;  and  I  say  to  the  Senate  that  my  State  ixtMlaces 
70.000.000  pounds  of  cigarette  tobacco,  and  lees  than  a  million 
pounds  of  the  wrapper  tobacco,  but  the  burden  upon  the  one 
la  as  great  as  la  the  burden  upon  the  other.  The  wrapper  grow- 
ers came  to  CXmgreas  and  earnestly  asked  first  for  $4,  and 
finally  for  $3.10.  The  House  gave  them  |2JS0,  which  is  only 
40  cents  a  pound  more  than  the  existing  law.  So,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  plead  with  the  Senate  to  vote  down  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  Such  action  will  mean 
that  we  have  accepted  the  rates  fixed  by  the  House  after  a  very 
exhaustive  bearing  before  its  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  sympathise  with  much 
that  the  Senator  from  Georgia  haa  said.  I  trust,  however,  that 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Sacxbtt]  wHl  prevail  I  sympathize  with  the  desire  of  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  to  get  a  higher  price  for  his  wrapper 
tobacco,  but  the  statistics  all  show — and  I  presume  the  Senator 
will  not  dispute  them — that  wrapper  tolxacco  is  selling  to-day 
upon  the  open  market  for  56  cents  a  pound.  Assuming  that  it 
costs  that  much  to  produce  it — and  I  suppose  it  does  coet  very 
nearly  that  much  to  produce  it — the  duty  under  the  present  law, 
which  in  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  it  is 
proposed  to  continue.  Is  already  three  times  greater  than  the 
total  coet  of  the  production  of  the  Georgia  product 

It  seems  to  me  that  no  one  ought  to  want  greater  protection 
than  that  I  can  not  understand  how  the  argument  can  be  made 
upon  the  theory  that  protection  will  increase  the  price  of  the 
domestic  wrapper  tobacco,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  price  of 
the  tobacco  Is  only  about  one-half  the  price  of  foreign  tobacco 
when  sold  in  this  country,  without  any  tax  at  all  paid  and 
less  than  one-fifth  of  the  price  of  the  foreign  article  with  the 
duty  added. 

Mr.  GBOROB.     Mr.  President 

The  YIGB  PRBSIDBNT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  yield  the  fioor.  I  merely  wanted  to  say  a 
word  in  justification  of  my  position. 

^-Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  prolong  the 
controversy  with  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina,  but  I  want 
to  call  attenti<m  to  the  other  tobacco  duties  which  are  carried 
In  this  same  schedule.  If  the  Senator  will  scmtiniae  them,  he 
will  .«we  that  relatively  higher  rates  of  duty  exist  on  other 
tobacco  producta  For  instance,  on  dgars,  cigarettes,  and  che- 
roots of  all  kinds  there  is  a  duty  of  $4.50  a  pound  and  25  per 
cent  u(l  valorem. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  duty  Is  entirely  too  high  all  the  way 
through. 

Mr.  GKORGB.    It  may  be  too  high. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  And  the  duties  carried  in  the  preset  law 
are  also  too  high.    They  ought  to  be  reduced. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  Preeident,  I  intend  to  vote  for  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
SACKn-r],  reserving  the  right  in  the  Senate  to  submit  another 
amendment  If  it  ahall  be  deemed  wise  to  do  so. 

I  am  surprised  at  the  great  earnestness  with  which  the  Sena- 
tor ftom  Georgia  [Mr.  Gbobqk]  has  made  his  plea  for  tills  hl^ 
rate  of  duty.    In  th«  States  of  Georgia,  Fiorida.  and  Qonnecticot 
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there  are  raised  only  about  10,000,000  pounds  of  shaded  tobacco, 
while  in  my  State  and  other  States  adjoining  it  we  are  de- 
velop ng  an  industry  which  produces  about  150,000,000  pounds 
of  bti  der  tobacco. 

I  d>  not  think  it  possible,  by  any  use  of  the  imagination,  to 
figure  out  that  an  increase  of  tariff  on  the  wrapper  tobacco 
wonlq  make  farther  use  for  the  domestic  pro<luct  There  la 
not  say  question  but  that  much  of  the  domestic  wrapper  is 
used;  the  figures  show  that  The  quantity  consumed  is  about 
the  aime  as  that  which  is  brought  in  from  Sumatra  and  elae- 
when !,  but  there  is  a  demand  for  the  flavor  and  the  appearance 
of  tbi  WTaH>er  which  is  supplied  by  the  importations  from 
abroa  i. 

Th<  appeal  comes  from  my  State  not  alone  from  the  manu- 
factui  ers  but  from  those  who  raise  tobacco  and  those  who  work 
In  th(!  factories.  If  there  shall  be  an  Increase,  as  I  previously 
point  d  out,  limited  to  one-eighth  of  a  cent,  as  suggested  by 
the  aenator  from  Kentucky,  that  Increase,  small  as  it  is.  will 
justiw  the  producers  of  the  binder  tobacco  to  ask  for  a  better 
priced  and  it  will  justify  those  who  labor  in  the  fartories  being 
better  paid.  So,  even  though  the  amount  which  the  mannfac- 
turen  might  receive  would  be  increased  slightly,  in  my  opinion, 
it  win  be  passed  on  to  those  who  raise  the  binder,  and  to  those 
who  ivork  in  the  factories.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  should 
like  tj  see  the  rate  reduced  below  that  suggested  by  the  Senator 
fTOTn  Kentucky,  In  order  that  there  might  be  a  suflSclent  saving 
actually  to  aid  the  consumer.  That  perhaps  is  Impossible;  but 
so  fa '  as  the  grower  at  the  binder  is  concerned,  and  so  far  as 
the  nan  who  works  in  the  factory  Is  concerned,  a  reduction  in 
the  rite  would  undoubtedly  mean  an  Improvement  of  the  eco- 
nomli^  condition  of  the  raiser  of  the  common  tobacco  and  to 
thosejwho  labor  in  the  factories.  For  that  reason,  I  shall  vote 
for  tie  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  but  all  the 
time   'eeling  that  the  rate  oa^^ht  to  be  lower  than  he  suggesta 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  President  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
some  Senators  who  were  not  present  a  few  moments  ago  to  the 
stateiient  which  I  read  from  the  tolmcco  manufacturers,  repre- 
sentiig  those  who  manufacture  three-fonrths  of  all  the  5-cent 
dgan  iHtxluced  in  the  United  Statea  These  cigar  manufac- 
torert  are  asking  for  a  higher  rate  of  duty  than  it  is  proposed 
to  give.  They  want  $4  instead  of  $2.  My  colleague  has  shown 
that  it  would  be  a  discrimination  against  tlie  tobacco  growers 
of  our  section  not  to  Impose  a  higher  rate,  and  that  statement 
applies  equally  to  the  manufacturers. 

TlM  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackbtt]  to  the 
portitn  of  the  House  text  proposed  to  be  stxlcken  out.  [Putting 
the  q  lestion.]    By  the  sound  the  "  ayes  "  seem  to  have  it 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Thi  yeaa  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr,  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  there  seems  to  be  some  mis- 
take ibout  the  form  of  the  que«?tlon  upon  which  we  are  voting. 
As  I  understand,  a  vote  "  yea  "  is  to  retain  the  rate  of  the 
preseit  law? 

Tho  VICE  PRESIDENT,  That  is  correct  The  clerk  wiU  call 
the  r>lL 

Th<(  CThief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr  BLEASE  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Gould].  Not  knowing  how 
he  w^ld  vote,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).     Transferring 
ral  pair  which  I  have  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
ng  [Mr.  WAsacif]  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
I  vote  "  yea." 

Th4  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr  BRATTON.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from 
Penni lylvania  [Mr.  Rked],  which  I  transfer  to  the  Senator  from 
Kenticky  [Mr.  Barkuey],  and  vote  "yea." 

Mr  BINGHAM  (after  having  voted  in  the  negative).  I  in- 
quire if  the  junior  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass]  has 
voted 

Th(  (  VICE  PRESIDENT.    That'  Senator  has  not  voted. 

Mr  BINGHAM.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  junior  Sena- 
tor fiom  Virginia.  Being  unable  to  obtain  a  transfer,  I  with- 
draw my  vote. 

Mr  SCHALL.  I  should  like  the  Record  to  show  that  my 
colleague  [Mr.  Shipstead]  is  absent  from  the  Senate  on  ac- 
coimt  of  illnees. 

Mr  FESS.  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  announce  the  following 
general  pairs: 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  ; 

Th(s  junior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Hebert]  with 
the  Slanator  from  New  York  [Mr.  W.\gner]  ;  and 

Th4  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  MrrcAi.r]  with 
the  Hjenator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Ttoinos]. 
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Mr.  SW ANSON.  I  desire  to  announce  that  my  colleagae  [Mr. 
Olabs]  la  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate  on  ofllcial 
business. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Arizona  [Mr,  Ashurst],  the  junior  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Cabawat],  the  junior  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Dill],  and  the  junior  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Babkixt]  are  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate  on  official 
business,  and  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kirq]  ia  necea- 
sarily  detained  by  reason  of  illness. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  49,  nays  26,  as  follows: 

TEAS — 49 
Allen  Hale  McNary  Slmmom 

Blaine  Harrison  Mo«e«  Smith 

Bratton  Hatfield  Norbeck  Smoot 

Brock  Hawea  Norria  BtfcM 

Capper  Iluyden  Oddie  Stephens 

Copeland  Howell  Oyerman  Swanson 

Couaena  Jobnaon  Patterson  ThomaR.  OUa. 

Dale  Jonee  Fbippa  VamJenberg 

Keyes  Plttman  Walah,  Mass. 


Deneen 

Edge 

Feaa 

Ooff 

Greeae 


Black 

Brooktaart 

Brou88ard 

Connally 

Cutting 

FVtrher 

Fraxler 


La'Pollette  Robinson,  Ind. 

MrCniloch  Sadcett 

McKellar  ScbaU 

McMaster  Sbortrldge 

NATS— 26 
George  Kean 

Glllett  Kendrick 

Glt'nn  Nye 

Ouldaborouch  Ranadell 

Harris  Bheppard 

Hastings  Stefwer 

Heflln  Thomaa,  Idaha 

NOT  VOTING— 30 

King 

Metcalf 

Pine 


Walsh,  Mont. 


Townaaid 

Traramell 

Walcott 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Caraway 

Dill 
Glass 


Shtostead 

Trdings 

Wagner 

Warren 

Watson 


Aataurst 

Barkley 

Blngbam 

Blease  Oonid  Reed 

Borah  Hebert  Robinson,  Ark. 

So  Mr.  Sacmtt's  amendment  to  the  House  text  was  agreed  ta 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  Pre^dent,  I  now  move  that  the  Senate 
committee  amendments  be  rejected. 

Tht'  PRBSIDHNT  pro  tempore.  That  can  not  be  done  at  the 
minute.  The  question  now  recurs  upon  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Coitcland]. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  hare  no  disposition  to 
press  ray  amendment  at  this  time,  as  I  said.  I  reserve  the  right 
to  do  so  in  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That  may  be  d&ae  without 
reserving  the  right. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  If  I  may  have  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons],  he  said  in  his  debate  that 
he  would  look  into  this  matter  and  see  whether  he  felt  that 
any  further  reduction  might  be  needed.  What  I  shall  do  in  the 
future  will  depend  largely  upon  the  concluKion  reached  by  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  sUted  that  I  should  reserve  the  right, 
when  individaul  amendments  are  tiered,  if,  after  further  inves- 
tigation. I  thought  the  rate  was  too  high,  to  offer  an  amendment 

Mr.  COPELAND.     So  I  understood. 

Now,  Mr.  Presidwit,  if  it  is  iwoper,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  withdraw  my  amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  temptn-e.  The  Chair  understands  the 
Senator  from  New  York  to  have  withdrawn  his  amendment  for 
tlie  present,  reserving  the  right — which  does  not  have  to  be  re- 
served— to  offer  it  as  an  amendment  when  the  bill  comes  into 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  now  ask  that  the  committee  amendmoits 
to  paragraph  601  be  rejected. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
Does  that  mean  the  whole  committee  amendment? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     No. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tonpore.  It  means  subdivision  (m)  as 
it  now  stands. 

Mr.  SACKEXTT.  Subdivisions  (a),  (b),  and  (c) — the  whole 
amendment. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  No,  Mr.  President ;  I  understand  that  the 
whole  amendment  is  to  strike  out  lines  3  to  9,  on  page  123,  and 
insert  lines  10  to  25,  inclusive.    That  is  the  wh(4e  amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  committee  amendment 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Is  that  involved  in  the  question  whether 
or  not  the  Senate  shall  agree  to  the  committee  amendment? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That  has  been  substantially 
disposed  of  by  the  vote  just  taken.  The  Senator  from  Florida 
has  an  amendment  pending  on  line  19,  which  comes  under  the 
next  subdivision,  namely,  (b). 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  I  have  that  amendment  pending,  provided 
we  get  to  it.  The  effort  now,  as  I  understand,  is  to  reject  the 
whole  committee  amendment  In  that  case  there  will  be  no 
paragraph  (b)  or  paragraph  (c>. 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Ctoair  intends  to  put  the 
question  with  reference  to  snbdlvlslons  (a),  (b),  and  (c). 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  right. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  SenatcM*  frwn  Kentucky 
has  made  no  motion,  as  the  Chair  understands,  because  no  mo- 
tion Is  necessary. 

Mr   FLETCHER,    Yes;  I  understand. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  upon  agree* 
Ing  or  disagreeing  to  iiaragraph  (a),  which  has  been  under 
discussion.    That  is  the  questicm  now  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Paragraphs  (a),  (b),  and  (e). 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Why  can  we  not  vote  upon  all  thr«e  of  thoaa 
paragraphs  at  once? 

The  PRESIDENT  i»x>  tempore.  The  Senatw  from  North 
Oarvlina  will  recall  that  he  himself  a^ked  nnanimoos  consent 
to  divide  the  question. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  did  ask  it;  but  I  do  not  wish  now.  in 
view  of  the  action  of  the  Senate,  to  hare  that  done. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  can  now  aak 
unanimous  consent  otherwise. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  There  has  been  action  by  the  Senate  whldi 
Is  satisfactory  to  me  for  the  present,  and  therefore  I  do  not 
ask  for  a  division. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  now  aA  that  the  Senate  re- 
ject  the  committee  amendment  designated  aa  paragraphs  (a), 
(b),  and  (c). 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  T%e  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr,  FucrcHot]  has  pending  an  amendment  which  is  on  the 
desk  and  will  have  to  be  submitted  with  reference  to  par»* 
graph  (b). 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Has  the  Senator  submitted  that  amendment? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Then  all  we  hare  to  do  is  to  vote  It  down. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Inasmuch  as  the  general 
proposal  is  to  strike  out  and  insert,  the  request  of  the  Soiatov 
from  Utah  is  in  order. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President  a  parUamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  Senator  vrlU  state  It 

Mr.  FESS.  A  negative  vote  on  striking  out  and  inaertinc 
will  leave  the  House  provision  as  amended  by  the  Senate;  will 
it  not?    Is  not  that  what  we  want  to  do? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  state  that 
that  is  what  will  be  the  result.  Whether  or  not  that  Is  what 
the  Senate  wants  to  do,  the  Chair  can  not  state. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objection  to 
voting  Ml  the  whole  committee  amendment  at  one  time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Florida,  then,  withdraw  the  pending  amendment  which  he  has 
offered? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  For  the  present,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  this  question,  I  withdraw  it;  but  I  ask  to  have 
inserted  in  the  Rkoord,  in  connection  with  my  proposed  amend- 
ment the  briefs  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  Is  so 
ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

Briif  on  Bbhalt  or  Clkab  Havana  Ciqab  MANDrAcrosaBS  or  Tampa, 
Fla.,  in  Opposition  to  the  Etjactmbnt  into  Law  or  Sobpaeaqeaph 

B,    PABAOBAFH   601.   SCHKDUUB  6,   Aa   TSNTATIVCLT   AOBBID  TO   BT   THB 
BBNATB   COMMITTBl  ON   PiNANCB   IN   CoNNBCTlON    WrTH   THB   PbOFOBEB 

TABirr  Act 

Tbis  brief  is  presented  mAelj  oa  behalf  of  tbe  mannfactorera  of  clear 
Havana  dgara;  that  ia,  dgara  tliat  are  made  entirely  from  tobacco 
imported  from  Cuba,  inaaraacb  aa  maaofacttirerg  of  otber  grades  ot 
dgara  would  not  be  affected  to  any  appredabte  extent  by  the  proposed 
legislation. 

Prior  to  the  year  186S  the  mannfactnre  In  tlie  United  States  of  dgara 
from  imported  Coban  tobacco  was  practically  anknown.  anbatantially  all 
of  tbe  factories  engaged  in  this  daas  of  industry  being  located  In  Cuba. 
About  that  time  a  few  manufacturers  of  thla  class  of  dgars  brought  their 
factories  with  their  skUled  workmen  to  the  United  SUtes.  These  tae- 
torles  were  prindpally  located  in  Key  West.  Fla.,  and  New  York 
City.  The  industry  progressed  somewhat  until  about  the  year  1880, 
when,  because  of  conatantly  recnrring  labor  troubles  at  Key  West,  cer- 
tain manufacturers  determined  to  move  their  factories  elsewhere. 
Tampa  was  llnally  selected  as  a  desirable  location  by  two  of  the  lead- 
ing  factories  engaged  in  the  business,  via,  Sancbea  y  Haya  and  V.  Mar- 
tiues  Ybor  A  Co.  These  two  factorlea  were  the  pioneera  in  th*  develop- 
meet  of  the  cigar  industry  of  Tampa,  but  thdr  example  was  very  sooa 
followed  by  others  until  tbe  industry  became  a  very  sabstantial  factor 
in  buiidiDg  what  had  prerioudy  been  a  small  village  to  an  important 
city  and  seaport  Fat  many  years  substantially  all  of  the  dgars  mana- 
factured  tn  the  factories  at  Tampa  were  of  the  dear  Havana  variety, 
tat  dBS  to  tacrenainc  coat  at  raw  oiatertal,  labor,  and  otber  dements 
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InddeDt  to  the  prod«rtl«a  of  the  finished  package  of  dsan,  u  wefl  u 
to  the  trvBteodoiw  Incrmae  In  dotj  and  internal-revenoe  tazea.  aoany 
of  the  oianafactaren  atmndoned  the  maDafaetare  of  clear  Harana 
Mgmrm  and  coMBeDced  the  prodnctloa  of  dgan  made  of  flilen  grown 
In  Cste.  bat  of  domestic  Unden  and  wrapped  with  wrapper  tobacco 
grown  tn  Connertlcnt,  Florida,  or  Imported  Sumatra.  This  latter  dass 
ot  dgars.  partJcnlarly  thone  wrapped  with  Connectlcat-grown  wrappers. 
Is  commercUlly  referred  to  as  "  shade  grown."  which  distinguishes  it 
UM  s  elssa  from  the  other  Havana  or  cigars  made  entirely  from  Cuban- 
grown  tobacco.  There  art  many  other  types  of  cigars  manafactnred 
in  the  United  States,  some  entirely  from  domestic-grown  tobacco,  some 
from  Havana  filler,  domestic-grown  bin<ler«  and  wrappers,  some  wrspped 
with  Imported  Samatra  or  Florida  wrappers,  and  Tarious  other  types 
made  fr«si  blends  of  tobaccos  grown  in  different  districts  of  the  world 
prododng  dgar  tahMco.  bat  there  Is  only  one  type  of  dgar  that  can  be 
properly  dasslfled  as  clear  Havana  and  that  la  a  cigar  made  wholly  as 
to  filler,  binder,  and  wrapper  from  tobacco  grown  in  Cuba. 

Cuban-grown  tobacco  la  a  distinctive  product.  Due  to  aoil.  elimatie, 
and  other  conditions  attending  the  growing  of  tobacco  in  Cuba  that 
product  baa  peculiar  properties  of  texture,  color,  bum.  and  aroma  that 
can  not  b«  found  In  tobacco  grown  anywhere  elae  In  the  world.  Be- 
peated  experiments  have  been  made  of  bringing  Cuban  tobacco  seed  and 
even  bringing  Cuban  soil  to  other  parts  of  the  world  In  an  effort  to 
reprodaee  the  Cuban  product,  but  these  experiments  have  not  proren 
sacresafQl,  and  it  most  be  conceded  by  anyone  who  has  made  a  study 
of  the  subject  and  can  be  classified  in  any  way  as  an  expert  that  the 
Cuban  prodvet  stands  hy  Itself  as  distinctive  and  dllferent  in  many 
eaaentlal  rei«p«rts  froa  tobacco  grown  In  any  other  tobaceo-prodadng 
■ectloo  of  the  world.  This  brief  Is  not  intended  as  an  argussent  that 
Cuban  tobacco  is  better  than  any  other  tobaoco.  It  Is  conceded  that  the 
tactc  of  the  ladlvidaal  eonaaoBer  must  determine  In  each  Indlvldaal  ease 
the  (foestlott  of  superiority.  It  Is  adaritted  that  many  haMtuaJ  users 
•f  doaaeatle  grown  and  other  grades  of  tobacco  other  than  Cnban 
tobacco  do  not  care  tor  the  Cabaa  prodnet,  but  it  must  also  be  adaaltted 
that  the  haMtval  naoker  of  dear  Havana  dgar*  rarely  finds  the  desired 
aatisfsctlon  In  any  other  class  of  dgars.  Therefore,  the  dgar  made 
wholly  of  Cohan  tobacco  is  bat  to  s  very  slight  extent  In  competition 
with  dgars  made  wholly  or  in  part  from  domestic-grown  tobacco,  except 
te  the  sense  that  all  merebandlse  of  a  similar  kind  Is  In  competition. 

The  total  anaoal  prodnctloa  of  dgars  in  the  United  States,  as  shown 
by  the  records  of  the  Internal  Bevenue  Department,  is  approximately 
7,000.000.000.  Of  these  the  dgar  factories  located  in  the  dty  of  Tampa 
yrodoced  during  the  year  1928,  506.331,219.  Of  this  latter  quantity 
•ot  over  100,000,000,  or  leas  than  20  per  cent,  were  of  the  clear  Havana 
type  or  made  entirely  from  tobacco  Imported  from  Cuba.  It  has  been 
TarkMialy  estimated  that  ele«r  Havana  dgari  mannfaetared  in  the 
United  States  daring  1928.  ootatde  of  the  dty  of  Tampa,  amounted  to 
froa  fiO.000,000  to  100,000,000.  It  is  probable  that  the  first  eetlmate 
Is  more  nearly  correct.  The  production  for  1928  was.  If  anything, 
■lightly  above  the  average.  It  will  therefore  be  seen  that  oat  of  an 
annual  average  production  of  approximately  7,000.000.000  dgan  la  the 
United  States  the  clasn  of  dgars  known  as  clear  Havana  prodoeed 
amounts  to  not  exceeding  200,000.000,  or  not  exceeding  2f  per  cent  of 
the  whole.  The  reason  for  this  greatly  reduced  prodoetlon  of  this 
daaa  of  merchandise  as  compared  with  the  quantity  formerly  produced 
In  this  country  will  be  aaads  apparent  later  on  in  this  brief.  These 
figures  St  this  time  are  presented  primarily  to  emphasise  the  fact  that 
the  quantity  of  clear  Havana  dgacs  pradaead  In  the  United  States  Is  so 
ncgliglUe  ■•  wyartd  to  the  total  of  dgars  produced  that  oo  good  pnr- 
pose  could  be  served  to  the  Industry  as  a  whole,  or  to  the  growers  of 
domestic  tobacco,  by  Imposing  further  burdens  upon  that  daaa  of  Indus- 
try that  will  serve  to  further  reduce  It  in  volume.  It  is  not  a  factor 
to  be  sertoasly  reckoned  with  by  the  producers  of  dgars  In  the  manafae- 
tare  of  which  doasestic-grown  tobaceo  is  used,  and  bdng  a  distinctive 
part  of  the  Industry,  legislation  tending  to  make  It  unprofitable  will 
merely  d<?stroy  It  and  rcaalt  in  no  benefit  to  any  other  branch  of  the 
tobacco  Indastry. 

Clear  Havana  dgars  are  not  In  competition  with  other  dgars  pro- 
duced la  the  United  Statca,  for  the  further  reaaon  that,  due  to  high 
cost  of  materiala  and  high  duties  paid  thereon,  the  manufacturer  of  that 
elaas  of  merdiaadise  Is  compelled  to  either  advance  the  price  of  hla 
dgars  or  reduce  the  slae  of  the  dgars  to  a  point  where  they  can  appeal 
<mly  to  the  consumer  who  desires  nothing  except  a  clear  Havaaa  dgar. 
Prom  a  merchandising  standpoint  they  do  not  appeal  to  the  nondis- 
criminating saoker  who  merely  wishes  a  dgar  to  smoke. 

The  clear  Havana  dgar  fadorla  In  the  United  States  can  not  operate 
with  a  reasonable  profit  U  the  proposed  legialatlon  la  enacted. 

As  above  pointed  out.  the  consumption  of  the  dear  Havana  dgars  In 
the  Tnited  States  baa  greatly  declined  la  recent  years.  This  Is  largdy 
due  to  the  fhct  that  becaase  of  increaatag  costs  In  the  prortarttoB  of  the 
artlde  the  ■— nafacturers  have  been  compelled  to  advance  the  prieea 
at  which  tbdr  prodaet  Is  sold  to  a  polat  at  which  the  average  tmokvr 
either  can  not  or  will  not  buy.  Ilka  maanihetnrars  have  advanead  the 
prices  on  their  goods  to  the  extreaa  limit  and  any  fovther  adraaes 
would  aarily  roMlt  In  dwtroyiag  tka  aartot.    ▲  Um  yaani  •«»  all 


cigar  I  produced  in  this  country  were  subject  to  an  internal-revenue  tax 
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revenue  tax  was  Imposed  upon  cigars,  as  follows: 


Claa 
Class 


Class 
15 

Class 
20 

Class 
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per  thousand.     Under  the  act  of  February  26.  1926,  an  Intemal- 


Per  1.000 

A  cigars  retailing  at  not  more  than  5  cents  each |2.  00 

B  cigars  retalii.ig  at  more  than  6  c»>nts  and  not  more  than 


8  cents  each 8.00 


C  cigars  retailing  at  more  than  8  cents  and  not  more  than 

cents  each 6.00 

D  cigars  retailing  at  more  than  15  cents  and  not  more  than 

cfnts  each 10.  50 

E  cigars  retailing  at  more  than  20  cents  each 13.  60 


If  the  manufticturer  finds  it  necessary  to  advance  the  price  of  his 
goodt  to  the  Jobber,  the  Jobber  is  compelled  to  advance  the  price  to  the 
retailer,  and  the  retailer  is  compelled  to  advance  the  price  to  the  con- 
sumei',  which,  on  account  of  the  narrow  margin  between  cost  of  pro- 
duct! >n  and  ultimate  retail  selling  price,  will  In  most  Instances  force 
the  goods  into  a  higher  classification,  thereby  imposing  an  Increase  of 
the  Ittemal-revenue  tax  amounting  to  more  than  any  possible  advance 
in  pi  ice  the  manufacturer  can  Impose.  It  is.  therefore,  obvious  that 
any  Increase  In  the  tariff  or  other  cost  of  production  must  come  out  of 
the  i^anufacturers,  and  If  It  Is  true,  as  will  hereinafter  be  shown,  that 
the  present  profit  of  the  manufacturer  of  this  class  of  Koods  is  so  small 
that  be  is  unable  to  absorb  any  additional  cost  without  operating  at  a 
loss,  then  legislation  Imposing  such  additional  cost  is  neither  protective 
nor  ]  roductive  of  additional  revenue,  but  Is  merely  destructive  of  the 
Indui  try. 

It  bas  been  contended  that  although  the  production  ot  clear  Havana 
dgan  in  the  factories  operating  in  the  United  States  at  present  runs 
annuLlly  from  one  hundred  fifty  to  two  hundred  million,  yet  by  taking 
as  aji  estimate  4  pounds  of  wrapper  to  each  thousand  of  cigars  pro- 
ducet — which  It  Is  admitted  is  a  fair  average — the  importers  have  not 
been  paying  to  the  Government  duty  on  sufllcient  wrapper  tobacco  to 
provlle  the  wrappers  for  the  quantity  of  cigars  produced.  This  Is  sd- 
mltte  I  to  be  true.  It  is  admitted  that  the  duty  paid  on  wrapper  tobacco 
Unpoited  from  Cuba  annually  is  only  sufllcient  to  cover  less  than  one- 
third  of  the  number  of  pounds  of  tobacco  required  to  wrap  the  number  of 
clear  Havana  dgars  numufactured  in  this  country.  These  bigh-grsde 
wrap|»ers  are  used  to  cover  the  largest  and  highest  grades  of  cigars 
made,  It  is  not  sdmltted,  however,  that  the  excess  of  cigars  produced 
is  wrapped  with  what  is  commerdally  known  aa  wrapper  tobacco,  and 
in  on  er  to  support  this  statement  it  is  necessary  to  explain  the  method 
of  grtiwing.  curing,  and  packing  tobacco  employed  In  Cuba,  and  to  fur- 
nish Information  as  to  the  grades  of  Cuban-grown  tobacco  that  are 
Impoited  and  oaed  in  clear  Havana  dgar  factories  operating  in  thia 
country. 

To4  aeco  is  principally  grown  In  Cuba  in  three  Provlnca :  (a)  PInar 
del  Bio.  (b)  Havana,  and  <c)  Santa  Clara. 

Th>  PInar  dd  Bio  Province  produces  s  grsde  of  tobacco  that  Is 
know  1  to  the  trade  as  "  Vuelta  Abajo."  This  Is  s  very  heavy,  dark  to- 
bacco It  la  prindpally  soltable  for  filler,  although  some  of  It  is  used 
for  a  rappers. 

Th!  Habana  Province  produces  tobacco  that  Is  known  to  the  trade  as 
"Paitldoa."  This  tobacco  Is  of  a  lighter  wdght.  texture,  and  color,  and 
from  It  Is  selected  the  choicest  wrapper  tobacco,  although  a  large  part  of 
it  Is  commerdally  daaified  as  binders  and  fillers. 

Th»  Santa  Clara  Province  produces  what  Is  known  as  "  Semedloa " 
tobacro,  which  is  usually  suitable  only  for  fillers  and  bindera.  Is  of  light 
color,  snd  Is  used  largely  by  the  manufacturen  of  shade-grown-w rapper 
dgam,  or  dgars  wrapped  with  tobacco  grown  in  Connecticut  and  other 
parti  of  the  United  States  or  Sumatra  wrappera. 

Tb»  dealers  or  packers  of  tobacco  In  Cuba  usually  buy  the  growing 
cropa  in  the  fields,  and  when  the  crops  come  to  maturity  direct  the 
cuttiig  of  the  stalks  on  which  the  leaves  are  growing.  These  stalks 
are  hong  op  in  bams  so  that  the  leaves  may  dry  and  change  from  the 
nataial  green  color  to  the  darker  color  that  is  a  step  In  the  process  of 
curitiB  the  leaf.  After  the  leaf  has  dried  and  the  color  has  snflldently 
cbaniped.  the  stalks  are  taken  down,  the  leaves  stripped  from  them,  snd 
pactod  In  piles  under  conditions  of  moisture  that  produce  a  sweating 
procfH  designed  to  eliminate  the  undesirable  vegetable  matter  and  to 
give  the  leaf  a  pliable  condition  in  order  to  suit  it  for  working  Into 
dgari.  This  process  also  further  changes  the  color  of  the  leaf.  After 
the  sweating  process  is  completed  the  leaves  are  taken  out  of  the  piles 
and  (ire  then  graded  l^  experts,  who  select  from  them  the  highest  grades 
that  are  commerdally  recognised  as  wrappera.  These  leaves,  according 
to  tie  Cuban  standard  of  classification,  are  required  to  be  free  from 
stain  I  and  spots  and  veins,  of  suitable  color  and  sise  and  texture,  as 
well  IB  free  from  all  conditions  that  will  interfere  with  a  uniform  burn- 
ing t|  oallty.  These  leaves  are  usually  graded  Into  12  classes,  according 
to  the  qualities  sbove  indicated. 

Al  other  tobacco  found  In  the  processes  of  curing  and  packing  Is 
clasitted  as  "  resagos  "  or  rejects.  Iljese  resagoe  are  ordinarily  classi- 
fied nto  12  gradeo.  The  first  dght  grades  of  resagos  are  made  up  of 
large  leaves  posseming  most  of  the  qualities  of  one  of  the  classes  of 
wrapiier  tobacco  but  defective  in  some  respects.  The  remaining  four 
fnd4%  in  order,  art  ceaaldered  tea  dwdrahla.    There  are  also  other 
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grades  of  tobacco  developed  In  the  curing  and  packing  process,  such  as 
small  leaves  suitable  for  wrapping  small  dgara,  but  not  possessing  the 
commercial  qualities  of  wrapper  tobacco,  bindera,  and  flllera,  but  In 
the  method  employed  In  curing  and  packing  Cuban  tobacco  everything 
except  the  first  12  grades  of  "  capa "  or  wrappera  is  classified  as 
binders  or  fillers.  The  care  with  which  the  grading  and  selection  of 
resago  leaves  Is  made  is  not  equal  to  that  employed  In  selecting  and 
clnssiryinK  the  wrapper  grades,  because  the  wrappera  are  the  most 
valuable  part  of  the  crop,  and  the  packere  realise  that  the  manu- 
facturers will,  in  utilliing  the  resago  grades,  have  them  asrain  care- 
fully selected  by  experts  at  the  time  the  same  are  made  Into  cigars, 
and  It  has  been  found  that  the  cost  of  carefully  grading  the  resago 
leaves  is  out  of  keeping  with  any  advance  in  price  the  packer  could 
hope  to  receive  from  more  carefully  classifying  the  same. 

After  the  tobacco  Is  so  claesifled  It  Is  packed  Into  bales  of  about  100 
pounds  each,  the  bales  being  as  nearly  as  practicable,  under  the  system 
employed,  made  up  of  a  uniform  class  of  tobacco,  but  after  these  bales 
are  put  up  and  inrlosed  with  wrapping  and  stored  in  warehouses,  the 
tobacco  undergoes  further  chanffs.  with  the  result  that  when  the  bales 
are  opened  leaves  that  appeared  at  the  time  of  puttins  up  the  original 
pack  to  be  resagos  may  possess  practically  all  of  the  qualities  of  one 
of  the  grades  of  "  wrappers."  Thii.  Is  not  a  uniform  condition  but 
applies  only  to  varying  percentages  of  leaves  In  the  different  bales, 
depending  entirely  u|K)n  the  quality  and  condition  of  the  tobacco  at 
the  time  It  is  put  In  the  pack  and  the  conditions  surrounding  It  during 
the  period  of  storage. 

Bxcept  In  rare  instances,  the  manufacturer  has  nothing  to  do  with 
packing  the  bales  of  tobacco.  He  goes  to  the  warehouses  where  the 
tobacco  is  stored,  and  after  it  bas  been  seasoned,  and  buys  different 
bales  of  tobacco  according  to  his  requirements.  Sometimes  he  buys 
bales  that  have  been  In  storage  for  several  yeara  during  which  time 
the  changes  above  mentioned  have  been  going  on  in  the  contents  of 
the  bales.  In  making  his  purchases  the  manufacturer  does  not  examine 
the  entire  bale  but  usually  buys  according  to  samples  taken  from  one 
or  more  bales  out  of  an  entire  lot  that  he  buys.  The  dealer,  after  the 
tobacco  is  packed,  classifies  it  according  to  the  crop — that  is,  the 
name  of  the  farm  on  which  it  is  grown  and  the  year  of  its  production — 
and  a  manufacturer  after  taking  samples  from  one  or  more  bales  from 
a  particular  crop  will  buy  all  or  a  part  of  that  crop,  according  to  his 
rquireraents.  The  tobacco  is  then  imported  into  the  United  States. 
The  manufacturer  does  not  see  the  contents  of  the  bales  until  the 
same  have  been  examined  by  the  expert  Government  examiner  and 
classified,  appraised,  and  the  duty  assessed  upon  it  st  the  port  of 
entry.  He  does  not  know  how  much  duty  he  will  have  to  pay  upon 
a  particular  bale  until  after  he  receives  the  report  of  the  examiner. 

The  foregoing  statement  will  serve  as  an  explanation  of  the  large 
percentage  of  mixed  bales  of  tobacco  Imported  from  <'nba,  because  under 
the  system  employed  In  curing  and  packing  the  tobacco  it  is  manifestly 
Impracticable  to  avoid  packing  with  bales  classified  by  the  packera  as 
resagos  or  filler  a  certain  percentage  of  b-aves  that,  becauw  of  difference 
of  opinion  between  the  packera  and  the  examiner  at  the  port  of  entry 
of  the  United  States,  or  becsuse  of  changes  In  the  condition  of  some 
of  the  lesves  after  packing,  are  classlfled  by  the  examiner  as  wrappera. 
Under  paragraph  602  of  the  Fordney-McCumber  Act,  as  well  as  sub- 
paragraph eo2  of  the  pending  act,  wrapp<-r  tobacco  is  defined  as 
"  that  quality  of  leaf  tobacco  which  has  the  requisite  color,  texture,  and 
bum  and  is  of  suflldcnt  sise  for  dgar  wrappers."  and  the  only  fair 
method  of  determining  whether  or  not  tobacco  soogfat  to  be  imported 
Into  this  country  comes  within  that  definition  is  to  apply  the  standard 
of  grading  employed  by  the  Cuban  packers  in  claHsifylng  the  firat  12 
grades  of  tobacco  as  wrappers,  and  It  is  only  that  percentage  of  tobacco] 
that  the  examiner  finds  in  the  mixed  hales  that  should  have  been  classl-' 
fied  within  one  of  the  12  firat  grades  that  he  is  Justified  in  clasKlfying 
as  wrapper  and  assessing  wrapper  duty  upon. 

Owing  to  the  prohibitive  tariff  upon  wrapper  tobacco,  there  are  very 
few  bales  of  wrapper  tobacco,  according  to  the  Cuban  classification,  im- 
ported Into  this  country.  Due  to  the  extensive  use  of  Vuelta  AbaJo  and 
Remedies  tobaccos  for  fillers,  the  importation  of  bales  of  filler  is  substan- 
tial, but  due  to  the  system  employed  by  the  packers  of  classifying  the 
Partidos  cn)p  of  Habana  Province  a  large  percentage  of  the  bales  of  that 
product  Imported  is  found  to  be  of  the  mixed  variety.  That  is.  a  certain 
percentage  of  tobacco  classified  by  the  examiner  as  wrapper  in  each  bale. 
Under  the  existing  law  if  this  proportion  amounts  to  more  than  35  per 
cent,  the  entire  bale  is  classified  as  wrapper,  and  the  importer  is  re- 
quired to  pay  wrapper  duty  on  the  whole.  Information  furnished  by 
the  local  cu.stomhouse  Is  to  the  effect  that  the  average  quantity  of  wrap- 
per found  in  mixed  bales  brought  Into  this  port  is  approximately  15  per 
cent,  and  this  brings  us  to  a  discussion  of  the  effect  upon  the  Importers 
of  these  mixed  boles  of  proposed  subparagraph  (b)  of  section  601  above 
referred  to. 

Under  the  present  tariff  a  duty  of  $2.10  per  pound  is  assessable  on 
wrapper  tobacco  imported,  and  a  duty  of  35  cents  per  pound  Is  asseeaable 
on  filler,  provided  that  if  a  bale  contains  more  than  36  per  cent  of  wrap- 
per the  entire  bale  is  assessable  as  wrapper.  These  duties  are  subject  to 
a  20  per  cent  reduction  under  the  existing  treaty  with  Cuba,  """tf^f  a 
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net  duty  of  11.68  per  pound  on  wrapper  and  28  cents  per  pound  on  filler. 
Under  the  proposed  subparagraph  (b)  of  sedlon  601.  a  fiat  duty  of  87% 
cents  per  pound  is  assessable  on  wrapper  bales  containing  more  than  5 
and  not  more  than  35  per  cent  of  wrapper ;  or,  allowing  for  the  20 
per  cent  deduction,  a  flat  duty  of  f70  per  bale  on  mixed  bales  contain- 
ing more  than  5  per  cent  and  not  more  than  35  i)er  cent  of  wrapper. 
The  following  table  will  illustrate  how  this  proposed  change  in  the  law 
will  operate  on  SO  mixed  bales  of  100  pounds  each,  starting  with  a  bale 
containing  5  per  cent  of  wrapper  and  ending  with  a  bale  containing  35 
per  cent  of  wrapper  : 


Per  cent 

Duty   under    present    tariff 
act  based  on  miied  bales 
weighing  100  pounds  net 

Dutya 

proposed 

by  Senate 

Finance 

Com- 

miltss 

Wnpptir 
doty 

FiUer 
duty 

Totsl 

6 

e.40 

10.08 
11.76 
13.44 
15.12 
Ifl  80 
18.48 
20.16 
21.84 
23.52 
25.20 
20.88 
28.  S« 
30.34 
31.93 

S3.ao 

25.28 
3A.96 
38.64 
40.32 
42.00 
43.08 
4S.» 
4704 
4a  72 
50.40 
52.06 
53  76 
65.44 
67.12 
SS.S0 

t36.60 
30  32 
26.04 
25.76 
25.48 
25.20 
34.92 
24.  64 
24.36 
24.08 
23.80 
23.52 
3124 
22.96 
22.68 
22.40 
22.12 

$35.00 
36.40 
37  80 
39.00 
40.00 
42  00 
43.40 
44.80 
46.23 
47.60 
49.00 
90.40 
51.80 
63.30 
M  60 
96.00 
57  40 

«2S.OO 

« 

70.00 

7 

70.00 

8 

70.00 

9                    

70.00 

10                               

70.00 

U                          

70.00 

12 

TOlOO 

13 - 

7a  00 

14                        

70.00 

16 

7a  00 

18 

70.00 

18l""""™Zin"I"I""I"II"""'"I 

70.00 
70.00 

ig 

70.00 

20 1 

70.00 

21 

70.00 

22 

23 

21.84  1        68.80 
21.  56  ;        «a  20 
21.  28          61.  60 
21.00          62  00 
3a73          64.40 
30.44           65.80 
20. 16          67.  30 
19.«B  '        68.00 
19.60  1        70.00 
19.  32          71. 40 
19.04           71 » 

70.00 
70.00 

24               

7a  00 

25 

7a  00 

20 

70.00 

27 

70.00 

28 

TB.OO 

29      ..z 

70.00 

30 

31 

70.00 
70.00 

32.          .  - 

70.00 

33 

18.76 
1&48 
18.30 

74.30 

7&60 
77.00 

70.00 

34 

35 

7a  00 

70.  CO 

Total _ _ 

1.041.60 

eM.4« 

1.736.00 

3,138.00 

However,  the  records  of  the  local  customhouse  show  that  the  wrapper 
content  of  the  average  mixed  bale  examined  at  this  port  Is  15  per  cent, 
which  wotild  give  the  following  result  on  30  bales : 


30  mixed  boles  of  100  pounds  each  containing  15  per 
cent  wrapper 
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ao  bales  at  170  each 

Addsd  duty 


Wrapper 
doty 


1786.00 


Filler 
duty 


1714.00 


Total 


$1,470.00 


X  100. 09 


630.00 


or  an  increase  of  0.428  plus  per  cent  over  existing  tariff  rates. 

To  further  Illustrate  the  effect  of  proposed  subiiaragraph  (b),  the  fol- 
lowing table  of  actual  Importations  of  mixed  bales  of  tobacco  by  the  firm 
of  Coml-Wodiska  y  Ca.  of  Tampa,  the  largest  dear  Havaaa  cigar  fac- 
tory in  the  world,  for  the  period  from  January  1,  1029,  to  June  30,  1920, 
Is  presented : 
Jf toed  boles  of  tobmaoo  imported  from  Cuba  from  Januarif  1  to  June  90, 19» 


Number  of  bales 


8.. 
64.. 

8.. 
60.. 
78., 
71.. 
40.. 
16.. 
34.. 
29.. 
81.. 
!».. 
21.. 

4.. 

7.. 
13.. 
36.. 
U.. 

7.. 
23.. 


860. 


Per 
cent 


8 
6 
7 
8 

10 
12 
14 
16 
16 
18 
30 
22 
24 
25 

as 

38 
30 
S2 
M 
35 


Duty        Weight 


9363.38 

1.785.78 

9&6e 

Z  441. 96 

2,963.31 

2, 84a  61 

2,076.08 

609.10 

1,051.34 

1.393.58 

2.S2a95 

1,001.96 

1,165.48 

245.70 

43a  61 

829.68 

1.567.30 

764.57 

647.73 

1.47a7» 


30^142  86 


82.831 


i^l 
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t,  90S.  906  pooBdi.  M  f  l.W— 
44. 112.  006  poandc  at  $0.28 — 


flI.TM.M 
12,861.S9 


Wt.  321.  000 ^  ^*^-  *• 

Tb*  daty  MetnMlly  paid  upon  82.821  poondi  of  tota«co  laiported  in 
■lz«d  b«l«  by  thU  rompaoy  dorlnj;  the  period  nnder  tb*  dlstlBff  torUT 
•nnutitfd  to  I26.142.S5.  Uod^r  propoMd  tobparacnipb  (b)  all  eicept 
•Isht  b«lM  of  tbii  t«b«wo,  weighing  752%  poonda.  wooM  bara  baan 
mBM-maVle  at  tb«  net  rate  of  70  rents  per  poond.  making  a  total  daty  of 
$36  271.28,  or  an  lncrea«e  in  dollar*  and  centa  of  $10,128.93. 

During  the  ftacal  year  end«i  Jnne  30.  1929,  the  toUl  Importation  of 
Bix«d  halee  of  tobacco  tt  the  port  of  Tami*  waa  5.035  balea,  weighing 
466.337  pouDda.  Of  thia  tobacco  68.716  pounds  waa  aaaeaeed  a«  wrapper 
at  $2.10  per  pound  leM  20  per  cent,  amounting  to  $115,442.88.  and 
399,621  pounda  was  asaeaanl  aa  filler  at  35  centa  leas  20  per  cent,  or 
$111.8J>3.88.  making  a  total  of  $227,336.76  duty  aaaeaaed  and  coUected. 
Under  the  propoafd  aubparagraph  (b)  this  entire  468,337  pounda  would 
hare  been  aaaeaard  at  70  centa  per  pound,  making  a  toUl  of  $327,835.90 
4aty.  or  an  Increase  of  $100,490.14,  or  44  phia  per  cent. 

The  firm  of  Corral- Wodiska  y  Ca.  during  the  calendar  year  1928, 
manufactured  27,826.284  clear  Harana  cigars,  the  grosa  selUng  price 
of  which  amoanted  to  spproximately  $2,950,000.  On  this  production  It 
paid  to  tha  Qoremment  the  foUowlng  tribute : 

Duty  on  laaf  tobacco ♦ST'SSS  ST 

Intamal-rcrenne  stamps  and  Income  tax zsi,  oa^.  »x 

Total 489,  528.  08 

Or  approxiiaately  one-stxtb  of  its  gross  revenue  was  paid  to  the  Treaa- 
ory  of  tbc  United  States. 

During  Om  year  1928  the  Irm  of  Cueata.  Key  k  Co.,  one  of  the 
largest  dear  Harana  manufacturing  companiea  in  Tampa,  produced 
13,059.500  dgars  at  the  foUowing  costs  per  1,000  for  tobaccos  and 
Antics: 

»276,  265.  92 

"  _  ._     104.886.40 

—     ^^^^ 
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Tobacco—. 

Per   1,000 

Dstlas 

Per    1,000 — 


Adding  to  tbeae  costs  the  proper  chargea  for  iBteraal-raveoae  tax, 
labor,  adrcrtlalng.  selling  costs,  etc..  the  sTerage  profit  per  1,000  realised 
bf  the  factory  waa  $1.84. 

Duriag  tba  year  1928  the  firm  of  Arxuelloa  Lopes  ft  Broa.,  a  large, 
flaar  Havana  cigar  factory  In  Tampa,  paid  on  Its  production  an  average 
0l  $18.80  ptv  1,000  cigars  for  tobacco,  and  $4.28  per  1.000  for  duties, 
•ad  after  paying  all  otbar  proper  coats  realiacd  a  profit  of  $1.11  per 
IJtOO  on  Ita  prodoctton. 

The  tbras  flsctorics  wuBad  are  tbre*  of  the  largost  dear  Havana  dgar 
factories  In  the  world  and  have  been  engaged  in  buaincas  for  many  years. 
Tbsy  are  sdentlAeally  coodocted,  and  yet  either  one  of  them  would  have 
protttad  more  if  the  eapttal  actually  employed  in  their  respective  busi- 
nesses bad  been  Invested  in  Liberty  bonds  instead  of  in  the  clear 
Havana  cigar  buataesa 

Tbls  brines  oa  to  a  discoasion  aa  to  bow,  under  the  difllcult  marketing; 
conditions,  high  tazea.  high  coat  of  labor  and  materiala,  these  factories 
have  beea  abl«  to  survive  to  the  present  time. 

It  is  no  secret  In  the  trade  that  a  very  large  percentage  of  the  clear 
Havana  cigars  msde  In  the  Tnlted  States  are  not  wrapped  with  tobacco 
tbnt  Is  cosamer dally  known  and  clasaiOed  by  the  Cuban  packers  of  the 
Cuban-grown  tobacco  as  wrapper,  and  it  la  only  by  tha  ezerdae  of  the 
ntmoot  of  akW  and  economy  in  regrading  and  in  utiUaing  for  wrappera 
leaves  of  tobacco  that  under  the  Cuban  classification  are  resagos  or 
tilers  that  the  dear  Havana  dgar  manofarturers  operating  their  fsc- 
terfca  la  the  United  States  are  able  to  produce  a  dgar  made  entirely 
from  Cuban-grown  tobacco  and  aell  it  to  the  consuming  public  at  a  price 
the  pnbUc  will  pay.  Tbeae  manufacturers  could  not  pay  the  market 
price  of  wrapper  tobacco  according  to  the  Cuban  dasslflcatlon  and  pay 
dnty  on  the  same  at  $1.68  per  pound  and  aaake  a  dgar  which  they 
eoald  sell  at  a  price  the  public  would  pay  for  it,  or  at  leaat  the  demand 
ter  so  expensive  an  article  of  luxury  would  be  so  limited  that  the  fac- 
tofica  could  not  do  a  snlBdent  volume  of  bosiness  to  Justify  overhead 
•xpensea.  Tbe  situation  Is  well  summarised  in  an  editorial  appearing 
In  tbe  Tohaeeo  Leaf,  the  leading  tobacco  trade  journal  in  the  United 
Btatea,  under  date  of  Aognst  24,  1929,  in  wbidi  the  editor  comments 
the  effect  of  proposed  subparagraph  (b)  upon  the  clear  HsTsna 
kr  indnatry  of  tMs  country.  Tba  following  la  «aotad  from  that 
editorial : 

**  But  It  may  be  urged  by  some  who  are  not  familiar  vltb  the  prae- 
tteal  aspects  of  the  ease,  why  do  tbe  dear  Havana  mamifactwors  not 
kava  tbelr  tobacco  padced  In  bales  eontamtag  between  SO  aad  88  per 
•at  wrapper  and  tbna  pay  about  tba  same  tbey  pay  onder  tb«  pRatnt 
Method,  or  a  little  IcasT 

"  Simply  bseauas  baman  iodgaaeat  la  a  very  nadependabln  tfalag.  Wtet 
«••  awn  ealla  a  wmpper  anotbac  algbt  aot.  T%a  tivo  ablsat  SBparta  In 
Iks  tobacco  bn^mcBs  ml^t  aaaily  aad  In  an  boneaty  dlaacrc*  by  10  par 
•a  to  the  peresatata  df  wtacpwa  ta  a  glyca  b^ 


an  boneaty  dlaacrc*  by  10  par    Ici 
>  df  wt«BP«»  ta  aatlycB  b^  I 


eat  fektant  th^t  It  •hoold  meet  tbe  reqaircmeata  of  tbla  situation,  and 
Btm  la  appralaer  might  appraise  tbe  bale  as  having  more  than  35  per 
cent  wrappeg,  which  woold  throw  upon  it  the  burden  of  the  wrapper 
rata  a  Ita  entirety.  Tbla  woald  make  it  absolutely  unusable  by  tlM  fse- 
tory  itbat  Imported  it. 

*'Vcvy  few  Havana  wrappers  ars  imported  into  this  country.  Tbe 
balk  sf  tbo  donasstic  dear  Havana  dgars  are  wrapped  with  leaves  that 
in  Ci  ba  are  elaased  sa  resagos,  or  rejects,  corresponding  in  grade  with 
tbe  t  Inder  gradea  of  domestic  tobaccos.  The  real  wrappers  are  bought 
and  1  laed  almoat  eatiraly  by  tba  Cuban  factories.  Bat.  it  may  be  m^d. 
200.0  00.000  d^ar  Havana  dgars  are  made  in  this  country  every  year. 
What  ai«  they  wrapped  with?  Tbe  actual  facts  are  that  98  per  cent 
of  tb  em  are  wrapped  with  binders.  The  fact  that  they  are  large  enough 
to  g<   around  a  dgar  doca  not  make  them  wrappers. 

*":iie  Government  itseU  defines  wrapper  as  being  'that  quality  of 
leaf  :obacco  which  has  tbe  requisite  color,  texture,  and  burn,  and  wblcb 
is  ol  sulBdent  slse  for  dgar  wrappers.'  But  about  the  only  quality 
that  tbe  appraisers  take  into  consideration  is  sixe.  Instead  of  being 
mulcted  and  defrauded,  aa  many  people  seem  to  believe,  by  the  impor- 
tatka  of  wnppera  which  pay  the  flUer  rate,  the  Oovernment,  by  im- 
posli  g  tha  wrapper  rate  upon  Cuban  tobacco  that  is  not  wrapper  receives 
from  tbe  manufacturers  of  clear  Havana  clgara  a  substantial  sum  to 
whic  li  it  la  not  actually  entitled,  upon  the  basis  of  28  cents  for  filler 
and  kl.68  for  wrapper. 

"  ¥ell-posted  membera  of  the  clear  Havana  industry  calculate  that 
the  lew  method  of  taxation  (proposed  subparagraph  (b))  will  mean  $5 
addlional  (per  thousand)  in  the  cost  of  making  clear  Havana  cigars 
in  t  lis  country.  The  industry  is  in  no  iwsltlon  to  stand  this  addi- 
tion J  burden." 

T  kere  is  no  clear  Havana  dgar  factory  In  tbe  United  Statea  that 
for  tbc  past  10  years  has  averaged  $5  per  thousand  net  profit  on 
its  1  troductlon.  It  is  doubtful  If  any  of  them  have  averaged  one-half 
that  much.  However,  we  estimate  that  the  added  coat  of  production 
und4  r  thia  proposed  chsnge  In  the  tariff  will  amount  to  an  average 
of  I  hoot  $2  per  tbooaand  dgara  manufactured.  If  thia  additional 
burden  is  imposed  apon  the  industry,  with  the  result  that  it  can  not 
be  conducted  profitably,  it  is  inevitable  that  the  industry  must  cease 
to  0  ;>erate,  because  the  increase  will  absorb  such  a  large  percentaga 
of  t  le  avenge  profits  these  factories  have  been  accuatomed  to  make 
that  they  can  not  afford  to  remain  in  business,  subject  to  tbe  usual 
baxarda  of  trade,  with  no  project  of  a  fair  return  on  thdr  Invested 
oapl  al  and  personal  cffbrts.  There  will  be  nothing  to  take  its  place, 
because  there  is  nothing  else  like  it  in  tbe  tobacco  bosineaa.  Tboae 
wIm  ore  engaged  in  tbe  clear  Havana  iadostry  at  present  msy  ba 
driv  >n  into  tbe  "  sliadc-grown  "  business,  but  that  will  be  merely  the 
esia  )lisbment  of  new  boaincss  enterprises.  Tbe  clear  Havana  Indus- 
try will  nevertheless  be  destroyed,  with  tbe  result  that  tbe  Oovem- 
ment  will  receive  no  more  revenue  on  imporiations  of  wrapper  tobacco, 
bed  use  tbe  shade-grown  industry  Imports  nottiing  but  filler  tobacco. 
In  itddition  tl>e  internal-revenne  tax  paid  tiy  tbe  clear  Havana  manu. 
fad  iirers  on  the  highest  grades  of  dgara  will  become  negligible,  becana* 
tbe  largest  proportion  of  cigars  upon  which  internal-revenue  tax  la 
pau  under  "  D  "  and  "  E  "  dassiflcatlons  are  the  product  of  the  clear 
Havana  dgar  factories. 

Ibe  effect  of  subparagraph  (b)  obviously,  therefore,  will  be  to  destroy 
the  clear  Havana  cigar  Industry  in  this  country  and  to  substantially 
reduce  tbe  revenue  the  Government  is  now  receiving  from  the  tobacco 
ind  istry  as  a  whole,  without  in  any  way  benefiting  any  other  branch 
of  I  he  tobacco  industry. 

1  he  proposal  to  include  subparagraiA  (b)  of  section  601  in  the  pending 
tar  ff  act  was  evidently  inspired  by  a  mlsundentanding  on  the  part  of 
the  membera  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  resulting  from  certain 
tesi  imony  that  was  given  at  tbe  hearings  before  tbe  committee  on  June 
14  ind  June  15,  1929,  particularly  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Manuel  Perex 
and  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Lee  R.  Munroe.  Mr.  Perez  gave  as  an  esti- 
ma  e  that  the  total  production  of  clear  Havana  dgars  in  the  United 
States  per  annum  Is  approximately  250.(X)0,000.  !□  this  we  believe  he 
wai  In  error,  as  while  there  Is  no  definite  source  of  Information,  we  ara 
conSdent  from  our  knowledge  of  conditions  existing  in  the  trade  that 
the  total  production  of  this  class  of  dgars  in  the  United  States  for  tb« 
year  1928  did  not  exceed  150,000,000. 

llr.  Manroe  stated  that  the  records  of  the  Treasury  Department 
show  that  wrapper  duty  was  paid  during  the  year  1928  on  only  about 
IOC  ,000  pounds  of  wrapper  tobacco  imported  from  Cuba,  and  that  in 
accjrdance  with  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Peres  4  pounds  of  wrapper  are 
reqilred  fbr  each  thousand  dgars  manufactured,  and,  therefore,  there 
wai  I  a  resulting  discrepancy  between  wrapper  tobacco  used  in  the  manu- 
fac  aire  of  dear  Havana  cigars  in  this  country  and  wrapper  duty  paid 
on  wrappera  Imported  from  Cuba  to  the  extent  of  approximately  900.000 
poiinda,  and  apparently  the  memben  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
reached  tba  conclusion  that  through  some  improper  practices  a  large 
•Bwnt  of  wiap|)er  tobacco,  upon  which  filler  duty  only  is  being  paid. 
Is   Ninff  Imported  into  tbla  country  from  Cuba  under  the  existing  tariff 


'  %e  tmt  of  the  vtatemeat  of  Mr.  Munroe  Is  shown  on  page  1013, 
«C  CbnC  iBtesHitlos,  1929,  com^led  I9  the  United  States 


Tariff  CommissioD.   which   asdoses   that   wrapper   duty   was   p^ld   •• 
106,986  pounds  of  tobacco  imported  from  Cuba  during  1928. 

If  our  estimate  of  150.000.000  total  production  la  correct.  It,  tbara- 
fore,  appears  that  suffldent  wrspper  tobacco  was  imported  during  1928 
to  wrap  approximately  one-third  of  the  clear  Havana  dgan  produced. 

Previously  in  this  brief  sn  expUnatlon  has  been  given  of  tbe  metliods 
prevailing  in  curing,  selecting,  and  packing  tobacco  in  Cuba  and  of  the 
ntillsatlon  by  cl<>ar  Havana  dgar  manufacturew  in  the  United  States 
of  tobacco  commercially  known  as  filler  for  the  purpose  of  wrapping 
dgars.  It  U  highly  Improbable  that  if  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
had  been  fully  informed  as  to  tbe  facts  the  proposal  compUlned  of 
would  have  been  submitted,  because  indisputable  proof  could  have  been 
produced  that  by  far  the  greater  percentage  of  clear  Havana  dgan  pro- 
duced In  the  factories  in  the  United  States,  particularly  tbe  smaller 
sizes,  are  covered  with  leaves  that  could  in  no  way  be  cUssified  as 
"wrsppera."  The  mere  fact  that  filler  leaves  are  used  on  some  dgan 
as  wrappera  does  not  make  them  wrappera,  dutiable  as  such,  if  accord- 
ing to  the  accepted  standard  in  the  trade  the  tobacco  so  used  can  be 
classifle*!  only  as  filler.  Moreover,  it  can  be  proven  that  the  estimate 
given  by  Mr.  Perez  as  to  the  quantity  of  clear  Havana  dgara  manu- 
factured in  the  United  States  was  erroneous,  as  we  are  confidently  of 
the  opinion  that  the  total  average  annual  production  of  the  fartories  in 
the  United  States  making  this  class  of  clgara  does  not  exceed 
150,000,000. 

Adveriing  to  the  question  as  to  what  is  and  what  Is  not  a  wrapper, 
we  have  but  to  resort  to  the  records  of  the  United  States  Court  of 
Customs  Appeals  to  disclose  that  rarely  do  experts  agree  upon  this  difiH- 
cult  question.  We  have  in  mind  one  case  originating  in  Tampa  in  which 
a  protest  was  filed  by  the  importer  against  the  appraisal  made  by  the 
examiner  of  tbe  port  on  certain  bales  of  tobacco.  Twelve  expert  wit- 
nesses were  produced  by  the  Government  and  six  expert  witnesses  were 
produced  by  the  importer,  and  no  two  of  these  witnesses,  all  of  whom 
were  men  of  experience  and  established  reputation  for  integrity,  agreed 
upon  the  percentage  of  wragper  tobacco  contained  in  several  bales  under 
Investigation.  The  divergence  of  opinion  was  so  great  in  some  instances 
that  tbe  court  commented  upon  it 

The  difficulty  confronting  the  expert  examiner  in  arriving  at  definite 
results  in  determining  the  quant  i^  of  wrapper  tobacco  in  any  given 
bale  was  recognized  by  the  United  States  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  Second  Circuit  in  tbe  case  of  United  States  v.  'i5  Bales  of  Tobacco, 
reported  in  147  Federal  Reporter,  page  127,  la  tbe  opinion  in  which  caae 
tbc  court  used  the  following  language: 

"Tbe  testimony  shows  conclusively  that  there  is  a  wide  diversity  of 
opinion  smong  expert  tobacconlsta  as  to  tbe  proper  classiflcation  of 
tobacco  into  tbe  two  groupa  of  wrappen  and  flilen.  a  carrot  wblcb  la 
accepted  as  wrapper  by  one  may  be  rejected  by  another.  It  is  largely  a 
matter  of  opinion,  and,  within  certain  limits,  it  is  so  recognized  both  by 
the  trade  and  tbe  olBcera  of  tbe  Government.  No  two  of  tbe  wltaesaes 
in  the  present  controversy  sre  in  perfect  accord." 

Again.  In  the  case  of  St.  Elmo  Cigar  Co.  r.  Tbe  United  SUtes  (T.  D. 
86047-O.  A.  7838),  a  contest  was  made  by  the  importer  on  the  appraisal 
of  12  bales  of  tobacco.  In  that  case  eight  Government  expert  witnesses 
testified  as  to  tbelr  opinions  on  the  wrapper  content  of  the  various 
bales,  with  the  result  that  there  was  practically  no  agreement  between 
the  various  witnesses,  some  of  them  varying  in  opinion  as  much  as  80 
per  cent.  The  following  table  showing  the  testimony  given  by  tbeae 
various  witnesses  from  the  record  of  that  case  is  submitted : 
Oovernment  ettpert  toitnettet  and  percentage  of  wrappera  found  by  eoeb 
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Under  the  prevailing  system  the  Government  examiner,  who  is  the  sole 
Judge,  Is  naturally  inclined  to  resolve  all  doubts  in  favor  of  tbe  Govern- 
ment, and  it  is  generally  accepted  In  the  Havana  dgar  Industry  aa  a 
fact  that  importers  are  required  to  pay  wrapper  duty  on  a  large  percent- 
age of  tobacco  imported  in  mixed  bales  that  should  be  assessed  as  filler. 

It  has  been  contended  with  some  plausibility  and,  no  doubt,  in  a 
manner  that  has  impressed  tlie  Senate  Finance  Committee,  that  regard- 
less of  how  the  tobacco  is  classified  by  the  Cuban  packers,  yet  if  a  leaf 
of  tobacco  is  susceptible  of  being  used  to  cover  a  cigar  it  is  nevertheless 
a  wrapper.  The  fallacy  of  this  argument,  however.  Is  eaaily  demon- 
strated. The  higher  rate  of  duty  imposed  on  wrapper  tobacco  necea- 
sarily  is  predicated  upon  tbe  idea  that  wrapper  tobacco  lus  a  higher 
commerdal  value  than  filler  tobacco,  otherwise  there  would  be  no  putk- 


flcatfon  tor  iaipoaliic  the  Usher  dvty.  The  fact  that  eertaln  leavea  of 
tobacco  that  are  ooaunerdally  daaalfled  as  filler  are  oaed  for  wrapping 
cigars  doea  not  alter  tba  character  of  tbe  ■erchandlae  or  ita  commerdal 
value  »M  tobacco.  A  silk  stocking  aa  wsU  aa  a  cotton  stocking  suy 
be  used  aa  a  covartng  for  tbe  feet,  bnt  tbe  fact  that  cotton  stoddnss 
are  used  to  cover  tbe  feet  doea  not  make  them  sUk  stockings,  and  if 
there  is  a  difference  In  commercial  vaine  between  silk  stockings  and 
cotton  stockings,  that  dement  aboold  be  the  controUlag  factor  la  flstng 
tbe  tariff  on  tbe  two  classes  of  merchandise,  not  tbe  fact  that  both 
daases  may  be  used  for  the  same  porpoae,  although  one  of  them  la  leas 
desirable  from  the  standpoint  of  comfort  and  attractiveness,  even  though 
both  may  be  equally  serviceable.  Liver  and  beefsteak  are  both  articles 
of  food,  but  the  fact  tluit  liver  may  be  used  ss  an  artlde  of  food  does 
not  make  it  beefsteak. 

As  we  have  shown  In  this  brief,  the  firm  of  Corral,  Wodiaka  y  Ca. 
paid  to  the  United  States  Government  during  1928  nvenoe  to  the 
amount  $489,528.08  on  the  production  of  27,826,284  dgan.  Assuming 
that  the  production  of  this  factory  represented  approximately  one-sixth 
of  the  total  production  of  clear  Havana  cigan  in  the  United  States, 
which  we  contend  is  approximately  correct,  it  is  natural  to  assume  that 
the  entire  clear  Havana  Industry  paid  to  the  Government  six  times  that 
amount  of  revenue,  of  $2,937,168.48.  The  prindpal  agitation  for  the 
enactment  of  subparagraph  (b)  comes  from  the  tobacco  growera  of  north 
Florida.  According  to  data  published  in  the  Coouuerce  Tear  Book,  1928, 
volume  1,  page  226,  tbe  average  amount  of  tobacco  produced  in  Florida 
per  annum  during  the  years  1926  and  1927  was  2.195,000  pounds,  the 
average  annual  farm  value  being  $2,880,000.  In  other  words,  tlie  gross 
farm  value  of  Florida  tobacco  crop  annually  amounts  to  less  than  the 
aggregate  revenue  paid  by  the  dear  Havana  cigar  industry  to  the  Gov- 
ernment. This,  is  not  said  with  any  intent  to  disparage  the  Importance 
of  the  tol>acco-growing  industry  in  Florida  or  with  any  desire  to  in  any 
way  interfere  with  or  injure  the  tobacco  growera  in  their  aspiration  to 
lietter  their  condition,  but  in  justice  to  the  clear  Havana  dgar  industry 
the  relative  importance  of  the  two  industries  to  the  Government  from  a 
revenue-producing  standpoint  should  be  pointed  out,  because  we  can  not 
believe  that  Congress  will  destroy  an  industry  that  is  yielding  to  the 
Government  an  annual  revenue  of  approximatdy  $8,000,000  ta  order  to 
confer  a  very  questionable  benefit  upon  another  Industry  that  baa  an 
annual  gross  production  of  commerdal  values  of  less  than  that  amount. 

As  has  been  pointed  out  in  this  brief,  tbe  dear  Havana  dgar  industry 
in  the  United  States  is  now  subjected  to  Federal  taxation  at  a  higher 
rate  than  any  other  industry  operating  In  the  eoontry.  Thtae  taxea, 
with  other  costa  of  production,  have  reached  tbe  point  to  wtateb  tbe 
industry  can  not  stand  a  further  increaae.  In  fact,  the  manufacturer 
annually  is  confronted  with  tbe  probability  of  a  loas  on  bis  operations. 
Conditions  in  tbe  Industry  have  been  adjiuted  to  meet  tbe  provisions 
of  tlie  present  tariff.  Any  change  will  require  a  readjustment  to  meet 
new  production  problems,  which  woold  be  extremely  disturbing  and 
burdensome  to  any  industry  that  is  already  overburdened  with  Govem- 
ment  regulations  and  taxation,  and  would  be  bound  to  result  in  a 
reduction  of  revenue  produced  to  the  Government  instead  of  an  increase. 

We  therefoK  contend  that  subparagraph  (b)  of  section  601  of  the 
amendment  proposed  by  tbe  Senate  Finance  Committee  woold  be  pro- 
ductive of  no  good  resulta  to  any  department  of  the  tobacco  Industry,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  would  be  destructive  of  the  clear  Havana  cigar  in- 
dustry, and  that  it  should  therefore  be  eliminated  from  tbe  act  and  the 
tariff  on  mixed  bales  of  tobacco  allowed  to  stand  as  it  is  under  existing 
law. 

It  has  been  suggested,  however,  that  for  administrative  purposes  the 
process  of  examining  and  appraising  and  assessing  the  dnty  upon  mixed 
bales  of  tobacco  imported  into  thia  country  would  be  simplified  if  a  flat 
rate  of  duty  on  bales  of  that  type  could  be  assessed,  instead  of  requiring 
the  examiner  to  minutely  examine  the  contents  of  such  boles  in  order 
to  determine  as  nearly  as  practicable  the  exact  wrapper  content  of  bales 
containing  more  than  5  per  cent  and  not  more  than  35  per  cent  of 
wrapper.  We  are  prepared  to  admit  that  a  more  accurate  result, 
fairer  both  to  the  Government  and  the  importer,  might  be  achieved  by 
fixing  a  flat  rate  on  bales  of  this  kind,  provided  the  rate  is  fixed  at  an 
amount  approximately  equivalent  to  tbe  rate  of  duty  that  is  proi>erly 
assessable  under  the  present  law. 

From  our  knowledge  of  the  average  wrapper  content  of  l>alea  of 
tobacco  of  this  type  Imported  from  Cuba  at  the  port  of  Tampa  over  a 
period  of  yean,  it  is  our  opinion  that  •  flat  rate  of  not  exceeding  40 
centa  per  pound  on  such  bales  would  yield  to  tbe  Government  approxi- 
mately the  correct  amount  of  revenue  it  should  receive  on  such  bales 
under  the  present  law.  This  rate  would  fairly  approximate  the  wrapper 
duty  that  should  be  assessed  on  the  actual  amount  of  wrapper  tobacco 
customarily  contained  in  these  balea. 

We  would,  therefore,  suggest  that  if  sut^^ragrapb  (b)  of  aectlon  601 
of  the  committee's  amendment  Is  to  be  retained  in  the  act,  the  figurea 
87%  centa  per  pound  ahould  be  stricken  and  there  should  be  aabatltuted 
therefor  not  exceeding  40  centa  per  pound. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

CLBAB  HATAlf  a  CIQAB  ttAXWACTUMMU  VT  TaMTA. 

By  S.  I.  McKat,  CotwsflL 
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LCGISLATION 
ADOITIOMAL    IJfFOBMlTXOH    Am   SCVMAST    IK    SB   lABITr  OK    MIZBD  BAI.BB 

or  CUBAK   TOBACCO 

The  following  are  tbe  Mllent  pointi  in  the  mixed-bale  HaTana  wrapper 
matter : 

First.  Total  of  5.035  mixed  bales  Imported  tbrouch  Tampa  eastom- 
hou'K'.  fl-wi]  year  ended  June  30,  1929,  aaaessed  by  examiner  ae  con- 
taining— 

68.718  poanda  vraMec.  at  |l.«8  <Bet  duty) 'JJ?*2So-  S 

S99.621  pound!  filler,  at  28  centa  (net  doty) 111.  893- B» 

Total  doty  collected 227,336.76 

tinder  proposed  aabpanigraph  (b)  aU  of  this  tobacco  would  bare  been 
aaaesgied  at  70  cents  (net  duty)  per  ponnd.  amonntlng  to  $327,835.90,  or 
as  lBcre«ae  of  fl  00,499. 14,  or  44  ploa  per  cent. 

Second.  Tbe  records  of  tbe  Tampa  castombonse  oTer  a  period  of 
fire  years  stiow  the  sTerag*  wrapper  content  found  by  the  examiner 
la  B.'.xed  bafw  is  dl«btly  leas  than  14  per  cent.  The  rate  of  87%  cents 
per  poand  prorWed  by  subparagraph  (b)  is  baaed  upon  the  ratio  of  SO 
per  •■ent  wrapper  and  70  per  cent  filler ;  the  Tartif  CommlssloB  expert 
aasombif  th«t  Importers  would  repack  bales  before  taportatlon  by  In- 
ercMtnt  wrapper  content  to  30  per  cent.  This  is  Impracticable  for  tbe 
following  reaaoiis : 

(a)  The  tobacco  Is  originally  packed  by  tbe  Cuban  packers  fm  the 
world  market,  and  as  only  a  part  of  the  Cuban  crop  Is  imported  into  the 
United  SUtes  the  Cuban  packers  wtll  not  change  tbelr  system  of  packing 
to  aceoBRBodate  the  United  States  manafacturers,  especially  as  It  Is 
not  known  which  of  the  bales  will  be  bought  by  tbe  United  States 
BUinafBctnrers  until  long  after  they  are  packed. 

(b)  The  curing  and  seasoning  process  of  the  tobacco  (through  fer- 
■leBtatlon)  continues  while  tbe  tobacco  is  in  bales  until  the  bales  ere 
opened  for  ose.  To  open  and  repack  a  bale  would  do  more  damage  to 
the  tobacco  than  any  possible  saying  in  duty  could  amount  to. 

(c)  Under  tbe  tariff  act  If  a  bale  contains  more  than  35  per  cent 
wrapper  the  whole  bale  is  assessable  at  the  wrapper  rate  of  duty.  The 
examiner  at  the  United  States  port  of  entry  appraises  the  tobacco  and 
fixes  the  percentage.  No  manufacturer  could  afford'  to  pack  so  close 
to  the  maxtmum  of  tolerance  as  to  risk,  through  difference  of  opinion 
with  the  examiner,  baring  the  entire  bale  assessed  as  wrapper. 

(d)  ^be  manufBctorers  are  now  paying  all  they  can  afford  for  raw 
mat^al.  In  order  to  Increase  the  wrapper  content  of  the  bales  by  r^ 
packing  (even  If  practicable)  tbey  would  be  compelled  to  buy  a  larpe 
quantity  of  higher  grades  of  tobacco  than  tbey  are  now  using.  Tbe 
cost  would  be  prohibitive.  Besult :  The  manufacturers  would  be  penal- 
ised by  an  excessive  dnty  because  of  market  condition  not  permitting 
them  to  use  a  higher  grade  of  merchandise. 

Third.  Many  small  manufacturers  import  mostly  bales  containing  0 
per  cent  and  less  of  wrapper.  This  is  true  as  to  at  least  three-fourths 
of  the  Tampa  factories,  manufacturing  over  half  of  the  clear  Havana 
cigars  made  there.  To  establish  a  flat  rate  baaed  on  the  actual  average 
of  14  per  cent  wrapper  and  86  per  cent  filler  would  work  a  great  hard- 
ship on  tbeae  factories,  and  the  only  fair  flat  rate  would  be  one  based 
on  the  average  Importations  by  tbe  smaller  factorlea,  or  about  9  per 
cent  wrapper  and  91  per  cent  filler.  Any  other  rate  would  be  very 
unjuat  to  the  smaller  manufacturer,  who.  by  reason  of  small  volume  of 
business,  is  compelled  to  hold  down  coKts  of  raw  material  in  order  to 
take  care  of  orerhead  expenses.  The  reduction  in  dtity  paid  on  mixed 
bales  entered  at  the  port  of  Tampa  under  the  rate  asked  by  us  would  be 
not  mere  than  3  per  cent  of  tbe  total  dnty  paid  at  the  port  of  Tampa 
on  importations  of  <?nban  tobacco.  The  clear  Havana  cigar  Industry  Is 
BOW  paying  to  the  (Government  in  duties  and  internal  revenue  more  than 
five  times  the  net  proflta  realised  by  the  manufacturers  from  their  buai- 
neas,  the  average  net  profit  of  the  manufacturers  being  leas  than  4  per 
cent  OB  the  capital  employed.     The  Industry  is  entitled  to  this  relief. 

Foarth.  The  clear  Havana  cigar  Industry  competes  only  with  imported 
CHibaa  cigars.  It  ia  handicapped  in  thia  competition  by  being  forced  to 
use  much  filler  tobacco  for  wrapping  cigars,  as  well  as  using  tbe  low<»r 
grades  of  (?«baB  tobacco  generaUy  ea  account  of  high  costs  of  raw  siate- 
rial.  high  duties  and  iBtemaJ-reveaoe  tax,  and  high  wages  paid  workmen 
ia  this  eaoBtry.  It  doe*  not  eonpete  with  any  other  branch  of  the 
tohaeeo  IndtnCry  in  this  coontry,  and  the  only  ladnstry  that  could  be  In 
any  way  aifected  by  the  rate  of  daty  on  Havana  wrapper  tobacco  ia  the 
dear  Havana  dgar  tudastry. 

nfth.  Tbe  dear  Havana  factories  of  Tampa  are  now  giving  proflUble 
employment  to  not  less  than  4.000  workers.  Their  preaeBt  margin  of 
proAt  la  their  baalacaB  la  ao  bbbII  that  aa^  lacrcaae  la  east  af  raw 
asatertal  will  fares  than  ta  go  out  of  baidaeaa  or  redaca  wa«aa. 

mxth.  ▲  fiat  tato  of  40  osnta  per  pooad  ob  aslaad  balaa  woaM  glva 
approximately  the  rate  that  weald  be  aasraf  a  ander  erlBttag  lav  aa  a 
bale  coatalnlag  9  pe^  cant  wrapper  and  91  per  eeat  fillar. 

Saitsth.  Thte  rata  aaotd  he  appOed  only  to  CBhan  tobacco,  aa  nixed 
only  troaa  that  ■bbibb. 
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^Ig^th.  The  total  production  of  clear  Havana  cigars  in  this  country 
over  150,000.<M)0  per  annum,  out  of  a  total  prodnetion  of  approxl- 
lely   7,000,000,000    cigars   of  all   classes   annually    produced    in    tb« 
Unl  (ed  States,  or  approximately  2f  per  cent, 
qespectfolly   submitted. 

Clbab  Havaka  Cioab  Makctactitubs  or  Taicpa. 
By  K.   I.  McKat,  Counsel. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  I  do  not  have 
to  lo  so;  bat  I  give  notice  that  when  this  matter  has  reached 
the  Senate  I  shall  again  argue  the  matter  and  ask  fur  a  i^eparate 
Tote,  because  here  is  a  dear  Issue  us  to  whether  we  wish  to  aid 
thej  fanners  or  whether  we  do  not. 

e  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  la 
t;  he  does  not  have  to  give  notice  to  that  effect  He  is 
within  his  rights  in  offering  the  amendment  when  tlie  bill 
Into  the  Senate.  Therefore,  the  que^^tiuu  now  is  upon 
ing  to  the  Senate  committee  amendment — that  Is  to  say, 
banning  on  line  10  and  running  through  line  25,  inclusive. 
'  'he  amendment  was  rejected. 

'  lie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  state  tlie  next 
amjendment. 

FLETCHER.     The  question  would  now  be  on  agreeing 
e  section  as  amended. 

SMOOT.    That  haa  been  agreed  to. 
e  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     That  was  done  when  the 
ate  rejected  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee. 
.  FLETCHER.    Very  welL 

r.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  that  is  the  only  amendment  in 
schedule, 
e  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    That  is  the  only  amendment 

edulee. 
r.  SMOOT.  I  ask  now  to  turn  to  page  151,  Schedule  9, 
ton  manufactures." 
he  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  "Senator  from  Utah  asks 
nimous  consent  to  pass  over  Schedules  7  and  8  and  proceed 
e  consideratioD  of  Schedule  9,  on  page  151.  The  Chair  an- 
dei^tauds,  however,  that  Schedules  7  and  8  have  already  been 
a^  eed  to.     Schedule  9  is  the  next  schedule. 

]  tr.  BROUSSARD.     Mr.  President,  may  I  Inquire  of  the  chair- 
ma  a  of  the  committee  what  effect  that  will  have  on  the  agree- 
meit  we  have  with  reference  to  sugar? 
:  tr.  SMOOT.    None  whatever. 

]  £r.  BROUSSARD.  That  means  that  Schedule  5  is  still  tem- 
poijarily  laid  a^^ide,  does  it  not? 

r.  S.VIOOT.    It  is  still  temporarily  laid  a.side. 

BROUSSARD.     And  may  be  called  up  at  any  time? 
SMOOT.     As  I  stated  this  moniiug. 
he  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  Chair  will  state  that  It 
1  require  unanimous  consent  to  agree  to  what  the  Senator 

m  Utah  a.sks 

r.  WHEELER.     I  object. 

he   PRESIDEa»rr   pro   tempore.    Let   the   Chair   finish   his 

tement,  please — because  a  portion  of  the  ununimous-consent 

eement  had  upon  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Mississipi^ 

r.  HAiiusox]  was  that  the  Senate  should  proceed  with  the 

eilule  on  sugar.    Objection  is  made,  however. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  unanimous  consent  was  granted 

th  s  morning  that  the  sugrar  sche<lule  should  go  over  for  the 

pri  'Sent.    Therefore,  it  is  not  neces.sary  to  ask  unanimous  consent 

notr. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  understands  that 
th<>  unanlmoas-c<^nseut  agreement  was  tliat  the  sugar  schedule 
sh>uld  be  taken  up  to-day;  that  is  to  say,  at  the  opening  of  the 
sciision  this  morning.  It  was  temporarily  agreed  that  it  should 
go  over  pending  an  arrangement  to  be  entered  into  among  cer- 
ta  n  Senators  whom  the  Chair  need  not  name. 

VIr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  Pi?esident,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  Senator  from  Mississippi 
1  state  it. 
r.   HARRISON.     I   think  the 
|ving  been  done  by  unanimous 

t  was  made, 
riie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore. 
Bk  »tioo.     At  any  rate,  it  was  the  action  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  It  was  the  action  of  the  Senate  by  a 
mjijority  but  not  by  unanimous  cousrat. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Very  well ;  it  was  done  on  a 
BB  >tlon  by  a  majority  vote.  Therefore  the  Chair  rules  that  it 
w  U  require  aoauimous  consent  to  do  what  the  Senator  is  now 
rcine^^ting;  and  the  Senatw  from  Montana  [Mr.  Whxbux]  has 
oil  jected. 

Mr.  FES&     It  coaW  be  done  by  motion,  could  it  not? 
Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  Preeideat.  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 
nie  PRESIDENT  itro  tempore.    Tbe  Senator  from  Missis- 
fli  ifl  will  state  it. 
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Very  well ;  it  was  done  on  « 


Mr.  HARRISON.    The  Chair  does  not  hold   that  it   would 
require  unanimous  consent  to  do  away  with  that  order ;  does  he? 
It  having  been  adopted  by  a  majority  vote,  it  can  be  done  away 
with  by  a  majority  vote. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  No ;  the  Chair  holds  that  In 
the  form  in  which  the  Senator  from  Utah  proposed  It.  It  re- 
quires unanimous  consent  That  does  not  prec.lude  the  making 
of  a  motion. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  may  I  say  to  the  Chair 
that  since  that  vote  was  taken  there  was  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  to  take  up  the  schedule  dealing  with  wines  on 
Saturday,  after  whldi  we  were  to  retnrn  to  Schedule  6;  and 
that  was  agreed  to  unanimously. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  In  order  to  carry  out  the  agree- 
ment that  was  made  this  morning.  I  move,  then,  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Schedule  9,  the  cotton  schedule, 
beginning  on  page  151. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Utah 
moves  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Schedule 
9,  beginning  on  page  161.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  I'RBSIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  clerk  will  state  the  first 
amendment  in  Schedule  9. 

The  first  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "  Schedule  9. 
Cotton  manufactures,"  on  page  161,  line  20,  before  the  words 
"  a<l  valorem,"  to  strike  out  "  25  per  cent "  and  Insert  "  30  per 
cent,"  so  as  to  read  : 

Pa*.  002.  Cotton  sewing  thread,  30  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  161,  line  22,  before  the 
words  "ad  valorem,"  to  strike  out  "25  per  cent"  and  insert 
•*  35  per  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

Crochet,  embroidery,  darning,  and  knitting  cottons,  put  up  for  hand- 
work, in  lengths  not  exceeding  840  yards,  35  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Presidwit  this  amendment  In  section  902 
relates  entirely  to  thread. 

The  present  rate  on  cotton  sewing  thread  Is  one-half  of  1  cent 
per  hundred  yards.  The  House  amended  that  by  changing  the 
rate  to  25  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee 
proposes  to  increase  the  rate  over  the  rate  fixed  Ln  the  House 
bill  to  30  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  cotton  sewing  thread  and 
from  25  to  35  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  knitting  cotton  put  up  for 
handwork.  In  lengths  not  exceeding  840  yards. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  this  Increase  In  the  rate  Is 
Juxtifled. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana,  Does  the  Senator  address  himself 
to  both  the  amendments  In  paragraph  902? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Both  the  amendments. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  first  amendment  has 
already  been  agreed  to.  ^  ^        ^ 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  did  not  understand  that  the  first  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     It  has  been. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  Is  as  I  understood  It  Per- 
haps the  Senator  intended  to  move  to  reconsld«. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yes ;  I  ask  that  the  vote  be  reconsidered. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Georgia 
asks  unanimous  consent  that  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment 
on  page  151,  lines  19  and  20,  was  agreed  to  may  be  reconsidered. 
Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears  none;  and  the  vote  Is 
reconsidered.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  think  these  increases 
ought  to  be  made  without  some  showing.  I  want  to  say  that 
If  there  Is  any  industry  In  the  South  that  can  rec^ve  the 
slightest  benefit  from  the  tariff,  it  Is  the  industry  we  are  now 
considering.  I  therefore  am  not  speaking  as  a  partisan  for  my 
section.  I  would  not  give  more  than  a  dime  for  all  of  the  rates 
that  can  be  given  any  southern  Industry  In  this  bill,  except  in 
textiles  and  one  or  two  other  Industrial  lines. 

There  is  in  Georgia  a  very  large  plant  of  the  American  Thread 
Co.,  producers  of  cotton  sewing  thread.  Cotton  threads  are  pro- 
duced In  other  southern  mills.  I  therefore  beg  the  Senate  to 
Indulge  the  belief  that  if  I  were  moved  or  actuated  by  any  selfibsh 
impulse,  I  would  be  glad  to  have  any  rate  that  might  be  of 
benefit  to  my  State. 

Not  a  solitary  agricultural  rate  thus  far  voted  can  have  any 
more  than  a  very  remote  effect  upon  the  producw^  In  Georgia 
and  In  the  Southeast  with  the  exception  of  the  rates  given  the 
fruit  and  vegetable  producers  in  Florida. 


The  Finance  Committee  has  evidenced  a  disposition  to  reduce 
every  rate  upon  Southern  products  where  those  rates  could 
have  been  of  anj  material  benefit  to  the  producers. 

When  It  comes  to  agriculture,  we.  In  practically  all  of  the 
Southeast,  are  jwoducers  of  staple  products,  and  the  tariff  iM 
wholly  ineffective  upon  those  stajde  products.  Indeed,  there  is 
hardly  anybody  so  visionary  as  to  Imagine  that  the  duties  upou 
staple  agricultural  products  can  be  of  any  b^ieflt  to  the  pro- 
ducers of  the  Southeast 

We  have  some  minerals  and  some  clays  protected  by  present 
law,  and  we  have  had  to  make  a  hard  fight  to  retain  existing 
duties,  not  to  obtain  Increases,  but  to  retain  existing  duties.  In 
no  Instance  were  we  able  to  retain  an  existing  duty  upon  a 
matolal  production  of  the  South  without  very  great  effort 

There  is  not  in  the  agricultural  schedule  anything  worth  while 
to  the  farmers  of  my  State,  of  South  Carolina,  even  of  North 
Carolina,  of  Alabama,  and  of  otlier  Soatheastem  States,  with  the 
possible  excepti(m  of  Florida. 

If  I  were  to  view  this  matter  from  the  viewpoint  of  State 
Interest,  therefore,  I  wotild  vote  for  the  Increases  upon  cotton 
sewing  thread  and  handwork  thread.  But  I  must  call  the  Sen- 
ate's attention  to  facts  which  I  think  are  pertinent,  since  th© 
committee  has  not  done  more  than  iwopose  the  amendment 

Mr.  President,  taking  up  the  first  amendment  under  the  act 
of  1922,  cotton  sewing  thread  was  dutiable  at  one-half  of  1  cent 
per  hundred  yards.  The  House,  as  I  have  already  stated,  flexed 
the  duty  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The  Senate  committee 
recommends  a  30  per  cent  ad  valoran  In  the  amendment  upon 
which  we  are  now  called  to  vote. 

Referring  to  the  next  Item  In  the  same  paragraph,  cottcm 
handwork  thread  is  dutiable  under  the  act  of  1922  at  one-half  of 
1  cent  per  hundred  yards,  the  same  as  cottcm  sewing  thread. 
The  House  fixed  a  duty  of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The  Senate 
committee  has  proposed  an  increase  of  10  per  cent  over  the 
House  rate ;  that  Is  to  say,  to  35  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts,  Mr,  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Referring  to  the  amendment 
now  pending,  namely,  the  first  clause  in  paragraph  902,  am  I 
correctly  informed  that  the  equivalent  ad  valorem  rate,  based 
upon  the  Imports  of  1928  of  cotton  sewing  thread,  were  as  fol- 
lows: Under  the  pree«it  law,  21.98  per  cent;  undw  the  pro- 
visions of  the  House  bill,  26  per  cent;  and  under  the  Senate 
committee  amendment,  30  per  cent?  Therefore,  on  cotton  sewing 
thread  the  Senate  committee  amendment  seeks  to  fix  a  rate 
which  is  an  equivalent  ad  valorem  increase  over  the  present  law 
of  about  8.2  per  cent    Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  think  the  Senator's  figures  are  correct 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  If  it 
is  not  a  fact  with  regard  to  this  same  comtoodity,  that  the  Tariff 
Commission  Information  Summary  gives  the  value  of  the  total 
production  In  1925  of  $59,000,000,  and  Imports  of  only  $461,000? 
I  inquire  further  of  the  Senator,  In  view  of  these  facts,  how  can 
such  an  Increase  as  that  proposed  in  this  amendm^it  be  Justified? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  1  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I 
do  not  see  how  it  can  be  Justified,  and  for  that  reason  I  felt 
Impelled  to  resist  it  although  I  frankly  said  to  the  Senate  that 
substantially  this  Is  the  greatest  benefit  that  could  come  to  my 
State  from  the  entire  tariff  bill. 

I  ask  that  the  Senate,  without  further  argument  disagree  to 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  even  if  we  dis- 
agree to  the  Senate  committee  amendment  I  understand  we  will 
then  have  Incorporated  the  House  provision,  which  gives  an  In- 
crease of  about  4  per  cent  In  the  protective  duty  over  the  present 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes.  I  do  not  ask  to  go  back  to  existing  law, 
but  I  do  think  that  the  House  rate  should  be  accepted,  and  I 
think  that  the  Increase  given  by  the  House  Is  adequate  and  is 
all  that  can  be  Justified  by  the  facts.  Let  me  say  this  before 
the  vote  is  taken,  that  a  comparison  of  the  domestic  production 
and  the  Imports  and  exports  is  contained  in  this  short  table 
which  I  hold  In  my  hand,  and  to  which  I  will  refer. 

The  domestic  production  In  1927  of  cotton  sewing  thread  was 
$46,409,250.  The  Imports  for  1928  amounted  to  $124,651,  or 
0.27  of  1  per  cent  The  exports  for  1928  amounted  to  $1,023,2.36. 
The  total  domestic  consumption  was  $45,510,665.  So  our  exiwrta 
greatly  exceeded  our  Imports.  The  imports  amounted  to  only 
0.27  of  1  per  cent  The  increase  given  In  the  House  bill  seems  to 
me  to  be  ample  to  take  care  of  any  threatened  increased  com- 
petition to  which  this  Industry  can  be  subjected. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  con- 
firm the  statemoot  made  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  and  to 
reiterate  that  I  understand  that  the  imports  are  much  less  than 
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I  per  ceat  of  the  total  production,  and  that  tba  ezporta  ire 
actually  eiaht  times  tb«  importa.  ^   ^^      „       ^ 

S?  HARBISON.  Mr.  Prudent,  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
whether  It  Is  not  troa  that  there  are  three  rer,  »^«f«»««^ 
which  control  and  dominate  the  market  In  sewtof  thread? 

Mr  OEOBGE.  1  think  tliat  la  true.  I  think  there  are  three 
foaeerna.  and  I  thUik  that  the  tax  returna  of  those  three  con- 
cvraa  will  ehow  their  buaineaBes  to  he  Inunensriy  pr<^table. 

I  aak  for  a  vote,  and  ask  that  the  Senate  diaasree  to  the 
amendment  now  pndins.  _**._ 

Mr  WHEKLBR.  Mr.  President,  while  we  are  on  the  cott«« 
scbednte  I  think  it  wooW  b«  weil  for  the  Members  at  the  Senate 
to  bear  in  mind  that  at  ttie  present  tiase  la  many  of  the  cotton 
mills  of  thia  conntry  a  grent  many  men  and  women  •rem 
strike  becnnae  of  the  fact  that  they  are  not  fettlng  a  Urtng 
wage,  and  that  noChwithstandlng  the  fut  that  we  already  have 
in  thia  schcdnh  some  tarlffii  hicher  than  any  that  hare  been 
placed  upon  otlier  prodncts  mannfactnred  in  the  United  States. 

I  want  to  call  attention  to  a  few  facta  whidi  were  brongftt  oot 
Jnrtaif  the  pratlmlnary  tanreatication  by  tlie  Conunlttee  on  Mani»> 
factarea.  Mr.  Stewart,  the  United  Statea  CJonunisslonCT  o€ 
Labor  Stntlatica,  speaktng  before  the  Labor  Oollefe  «f  Phila- 
delphia. AprU  ST,  1929.  said: 

nsce  19».  howerer.  the  tngm  IWTe  be«a  r>te«  rteaaily  «ow«.  Tbey 
w*re  M  per  «iit  lew  te  lUawekoetts  ttaaa  they  were  la  19ae:  tb«T 
wen  W  p«  c««t  IcM  ia  Oeorila.  41  per  cent  leae  In  Boath  CaroUaa, 
•Bd  96  per  cent  lew  in  North  CaroHaa. 

Between  iei»  and  IMO  U»e  hour*  of  labor  deereaspd  to  erery  State, 
decraajdns  aa  Much  la  Alabaaaa  aa  they  dW  In  Maasachowtts— 11  per 
•eot.  But  fr»«  19J0  to  1928  foU-time  boors  of  labor  p«T  week  bare 
larraaaed  la  all  Statea  except  Alabama,  where  there  waa  a  decrease,  and 
la  Maaaaebaaetta.  where  there  waa  no  change.  The  great.-at  increase 
waa  la  New  Uampafair*.  where  It  amounted  to  12  per  cent. 

The  preliminary  hearlnaa  held  by  the  committee  show  that  ftnr  women 
workers  jLlTifra— •  has  ao  limit  on  the  hoora  of  labor,  North  Carolina  and 
Georgia  hare  the  W-hour  week,  Tennessee  the  57-hour  week,  and  South 
Carolina  the  W-hour  week.  In  aU  the  leading  Sonthem  Statea  la  eotton 
maaufactnrlng  women  are  allowed  to  work  all  night — In  some  ease*  11 
hours,  and  In  some  cases  12  hours.  Georgia,  fol-  example,  perarits  wosaen 
to  work  a  12-beur  Bight  8  nights  a  week.  Most  Horfhera  SUtea  hare 
the  48  and  54  hour  week  and  prohibit  night  work  for  women. 

All  the  cotton-maaotfteturlng  Statea  hare  prohibited  the  labor  of 
children  under  14,  but  aereral  States  permit  very  long  hours  for  ctaOdren 
from  14  to  16.  Ia  Georgia  children  of  14  work  «0  hours  a  week,  which 
maaaa  an  11-hoor  day  ft»r  five  days  and  a  S-honr  day  on  Saturday.  North 
CaroUaa  which  bow  employs  more  eotton-mlll  workers  than  any  other 
SUte  in  the  Union,  permtta  chfldren  14  yeara  of  age  and  over  to  work 

II  boors  a  day  and  80  hours  a  week  if  they  have  completed  the  fourth 
grade  in  school— and,  of  course,  any  normal  child  can  complete  the 
fourth  grade  In  school  by  the  age  of  14.  South  Osrollna  haa  the  10-hour 
<aiy  and  the  BS-hoar  we*  fbr  14-year-old  children,  while  Alahwna  haa 
limited  0»e  work  of  such  children  to  48  hours  a  week. 

Mr  Preeidait,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  ia  nothing  short  of 
scnndalons  for  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  increaije  the 
tariff  on  cotton  texUlea  when  these  conditions  exUt  as  they  do 
to-day  In  the  factoriea.  Daring  the  early  part  of  this  session 
of  the  CongTMa  we  attempted  to  get  a  resolution  passed  to  in- 
voaUgate  condltiooa  in  the  southern  textile  mills,  where  they 
have  been  so  much  distressed  and  disturbed.  One  of  the  rea- 
,pp,  ^tty  we  wanted  to  get  it  passed  was  becauM  of  the  fact 
that  we  desired  to  aacerUin  whether  or  not  these  people  were 
being  paid  a  reasonable  wage,  whether  or  not  the  men  who 
emnloy  them  and  who  were  recelrlng  the  benefits  of  the  tariff 
were  able  to  pay  them  a  U^lng  wage.  That  investigation  haa 
b«w  blocked  in  Uie  Senate  from  time  to  time. 

Now,  In  the  face  ot  conditions  which  exist  In  these  mills 
throogiioiit  the  country  the  Finance  Committee  cwne  before  the 
Senate  and  go  before  the  country  again  addng  «or  an  increase 
In  the  tarlft,  and  they  aak  it  on  the  theory,  If  yon  please,  that 
they  want  to  do  something  for  the  Interests  of  labor.  They  ask 
It,  Mr  President,  in  view  of  Uie  fact  that  ever  since  1922,  when 
the  rordney-McCnmber  bill  was  passed,  wages  have  decreased, 
hoars  of  labor  have  increased,  and  ttie  employees  are  tnrnlnff 
out  per  unit  sometlnMs  as  hl^  as  five  or  six  or  seven  times  as 
much  as  they  tamed  out  prior  to  the  passage  of  that  tariff. 

Candidly,  under  the  clrcomstances  that  have  been  stated 
bert>  it  seona  to  na  that  they  are  not  only  not  entitled  to  any 
increase,  but  th^  Aotrtd  be  actuaHy  decreased  In  the  tariff 
ratt^  f^r  Oie  benefit  of  the  consomlag  public  of  the  United 
States,  partlcolarty  when  the  tarMT,  aa  It  has  been  ahown  by 
statistics  of  the  Department  of  Oonuneree  and  Department 
of  Labor,  haa  not  added  onn  cent  for  the  benefit  of  labor,  bat, 
on  the  contrary,  their  wages  have  been  decicaaed.  thefar  hoars 
of  labor  lengthened,  and  tliey  have  been  compelled  to  do  many 
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times  as  much  work  as  they  did  before  the  jjafwsge  of  the 
Foi  dney-McCumber  Tariff  Act. 

.  Mr,  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  several  years  ago,  I  believe  dur- 
ing the  discussion  of  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  this  samo  question 
wai  belore  the  Senate.  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Ssiate  to  the  fact  that  we  are  exporting  to-day  the  cotton  out  of 
wh  ch  foreign  coontries  have  got  to  manufacture  the  goods  that 
cor  le  In  competition  with  the  American  good.s.  In  other  words, 
the  r  mnst  buy  in  America  the  raw  material,  pay  whatever  ex- 
pel  sea  are  incident  to  tiie  transportation  of  it  across  tlie  conti- 
neit,  or  to  the  ports,  then  the  marine  insurance  aiKl  freight, 
steredoring,  unloading,  damage  on  the  other  side,  and  th&i  cun- 
vett  it  into  the  finished  product  and  ship  it  bade  to  the  United 
Sti  ten  and  they  are  stlli  able  to  ouderseli  tbe  American  producer. 
It  roold  seeoi  that  imder  a  rightly  adjusted  economic  t^ystem  the 
fw  ght  and  the  expense  incident  to  carrying  the  cotton  frtan  the 
fleia  of  production  to  the  European  place  of  manufacture  would 
belenoogfa  protectiMi. 

have  never  been  able  to  understand  how  the  European  maim* 
urera,  espedaily  in  the  United  Kingdom,  could  buy  our  cot- 
ship  It  ahroad,  manufacture  it,  reship  It  to  the  United  States, 
undersell  the  American  producer.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
depression  in  the  oottoo-goods  market  comes  from  a 
of  protection.  Some  other  cau.se  must  be  stated.  I  have  a 
wd  sosi^oa  that  the  price  of  the  finished  material  has  got- 
beyond  the  power  at  the  ordinary  consumer  to  purchase  in 
t  volome  to  create  tl»e  proper  market.  When  one  con- 
rs  the  cost  of  the  ordinary  cotton  fabric  to-day  as  compared 
h  Its  coat  In  1913  and  1914,  I  think  we  begin  to  understand 
wljat  are  the  causes  that  have  led  perhaps  to  a  diminution  In  the 
consumption  of  cotton  good«  and  the  substitution  of  other  fab- 
rics. Ch»  pays  enough  to-day  for  a  u«nufactare<l  article  of 
coi  Dsaon  use,  the  ordinary  cotton  shirt,  to  have  purchased  a  silk 
sh  rt  in  1913  and  1914.  We  can  get  a  silk  substitute,  or  one 
thi  it  Is  called  practieally  as  good,  for  about  the  same  price  that 
we  woald  th^i  have  had  to  pay  for  what  is  called  the  broad- 
do  th  cotton  shirt. 

'  'he  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gbosok]  called  attention  to  the 
fa<t  that  cotton  is  perhaps  the  only  article  the  South  could 
bei  i^t  from  by  virtue  of  a  tariff.  I  can  not  see  where  the  cotton 
mils  of  the  South  could  l)eneflt  except  to  be  Jn.stiflt>d  by  an  act 
of  Ccmgress  in  stin  increasing  the  price.  They  could  do  that 
wl  hout  any  act  on  the  part  of  Congress  in  the  form  of  a  tariff 
la^  r.  I  think  there  is  such  an  understanding  amongst  the  manu- 
fa<turer3  of  the  country  that  there  shall  be  a  fixed  price, 

think  ui)on  investigation  one  would  find  that  all  of  the 
stj  pie  manufactares,  not  only  In  cotton  but  In  other  textiles, 
ar>  universal  in  price.  Just  where  the  competition  comes  In 
I  mve  not  been  able  to  ascertain.  It  wIU  be  found  that  any 
stJ  ndard  artide  has  a  standard  fixed  price.  I  think  the  Tex- 
tll>  Institute  in  the  few  years  of  Its  life  has  brought  about 
at  least  a  general  understanding  amongst  the  manufacturers 
of  the  United  States,  both  eastern  and  southern, 

.Protected  as  they  are,  advantageously  situated  as  they  are, 
I  lo  not  see  why,  even  with  everything  el.se  being  equal,  they 
would  not  have  the  advantage  of  any  European  C(Hupetltor. 
In  conjunctly)  with  that,  I  do  not  think  anyone  will  gainsay 
th  i  fact  tluit  America  has  the  most  Improved  machinery  of  any 
nation  on  earth  for  the  conversion  of  the  raw  material.  I  had 
occasion  a  few  years  ago  to  discuss  this  question  with  a  great 
fh  igllsh  mantifacturer.  To  my  surprise  he  said,  *'  We  have  not 
in  (tailed  the  modem  labor-saving  devices,  the  modern  inven- 
tions for  the  naantifacture  of  cotton  textiles."  He  gave  as  his 
pcramonnt  reason  that  the  English  cotton-mill  worker  was 
pi  Id  by  the  piece  and  whenever  a  machine  was  installed  which 
in  Tensed  the  outpnt  of  the  Individual  the  indlvidoal  demanded 
in::rea8ed  pay  by  the  piece,  and  therefore  there  was  no  eronoiny 
in  the  installation  of  the  lahor-eavlng  devices  because  though 
thEj  reduced  the  human  labor  necessary  to  produce  a  given 
aiMmnt  of  textiles  product  it  coat  them  as  much  because  the 
oierater  demanded  the  increased  price  per  piece  or  the  in- 
creased wage  Incident  to  tlie  nombcr  of  pieces  that  he  was 
e«  abled  to  pat  oat  through  the  use  of  a  machine. 

Bfr.  Presldait,  I  took  occasion  ha«  on  the  1st  day  of  Noveni- 
b«  r  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  are  supplanting  human 
la  >or  by  machinery.  Of  coarse,  I  went  somewhat  into  detail. 
I  lave  foond  that  my  correspondents  all  over  the  cotmtry  have 
iB  listed  that  I  go  still  further  Into  the  question  as  to  wliat 
diare  the  consuming  public  has  In  labor-saving  devices.  The 
ginafnr  from  Montana  [Mr.  WbkklbkI  indicated  a  moment  ago 
ai  id  Indleatad  rightly  that  the  labor-saving  devices  are  lucreas- 
In  g  the  capacity  of  the  Individual  to  mannfacture  an  Increased 
(j^mttty,  nnd  yet  according  to  his  statement  wages  have  been 
1.  Are  we  going  to  stand  here  and  in  every  item  In 
OLe  bHl  faMist  vftQu  an  increased  protection  which   everyone 
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knows  Is  for  the  purpose  of  Increasing  the  price,  while  the 
genius  of  mankind  has  Increased  the  output  per  man  until  to- 
day unemployment  is  growing  by  leaps  tnd  bounds  as  a  direct 
result  of  the  substitution  of  a  machine  for  a  number  of  human 
beings? 

Have  the  public  no  equity  In  the  discoveries  of  genius? 
Have  the  puWlc  no  right  to  demand,  as  they  uphold  the  laws 
of  the  country,  as  they  work  to  support  the  geniuses  who  dis- 
cover these  methods  of  Increasing  and  cheapening  production, 
that  the  products  shall  come  no  cheaper  to  them?  I  dare  say 
that  the  mill  workers  of  my  State  and  the  mill  workers  In  the 
States  where  these  factors  are  employed  would  be  less  restless 
If  the  products  of  their  hands  plus  the  machine  were  cheapened 
to  where  the  wage  which  they  now  receive  would  pardiase  more 
than  It  does  purchase. 

But  here  we  are  Increasing  the  tariff,  raising  the  price  arti- 
ficially by  Federal  legislation,  and  at  the  same  time  by  the 
genius  of  mankind  we  are  cheapening  the  process  and  both 
postlvely  and  negatively  pouring  Into  the  pockets  of  those  wL> 
own  the  process  cumulative  and  accelerated  prints.  It  goes 
without  saying  that  no  man  In  his  seu.>*es  is  going  to  Introduce 
a  labor-saving  device  If  that  labor-saving  device  does  not 
cheapen  the  process  of  manufacture,  and  there  is  not  a  Manber 
of  this  body  who  dares  to  say  that  within  the  last  20  years  the 
Improved  machinery  in  textile  production  has  not  Increased  the 
capacity  of  the  Individual  100  per  cent,  and  yet  the  prices  of 
textiles  have  soared  and  wages  have  not  Increased. 

The  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  represents 
In  ijart  a  State  that,  In  conjunction  with  my  State,  has  a  greater 
production  of  cotton  textiles  than  all  the  remainder  of  the 
country  put  togeth»,  and  the  cheapening  process  of  manufacture 
is  8tlll  going  on  by  leaps  and  bounds.  It  Is  like  going  Into  a 
world  of  magic  to  go  Into  a  modern  cotton-manufacturing  plant 
One  finds  there  a  minimum  of  employees  and  a  maximimi  of 
production.  I  siiali  not  take  tioae  this  afternoon  to  go  into 
details,  but  I  will  state  here  and  now  that  the  cottmi  manu- 
facturers, with  their  improved  machinery  and  the  location  of 
the  cotton  field  at  the  mill  door,  stand  without  fear  of  compe- 
tition from  the  world. 

Instead  of  Imposing  this  increased  duty  we  certainly  ought 
to  have  some  regard  for  the  millions  of  Americans  who  are 
dependent  upon  cotton  as  the  material  for  their  clothing.  Fif- 
teen years  ago  the  best  cottcxi  shirt  that  could  be  produced  was 
manufactured  and  ready  for  human  use  at  a  price  of  75  cents 
to  a  dollar,  but  to-day  the  prlc^e  Is  from  $2.5(>  to  $5,  according 
to  quality,  and  that,  too,  in  face  of  a  decline  In  the  price  of  the 
raw  material,  a  decline  In  the  wage  of  those  who  are  employed 
in  the  manufacture  of  cotton  and  tbe  installation  of  Improved 
machinery. 

Have  the  public  no  right  to  demand  some  rect^nitlon  of  this 
body?  Are  they  In  no  sense  ever  to  be  the  beneficiaries  of  our 
patent  laws  which  protect  the  patentee  for  17  years,  and  if  he 
devises  a  basic  improvement  of  his  patent  during  that  time  pro- 
tect hbn  for  another  17  years?  Here  we  are  attempting  still 
further  to  increase  the  burden  of  the  ccmsumers.  Why  the 
necessity  for  increased  duties  to  enable  manufacturers  to  In- 
crease their  prices?  As  I  previously  stated,  It  Is  In  their  hands 
to  increase  their  prices  at  their  will.  Why  should  we,  by  a 
Federal  enactment,  give  them  a  justification  for  doing  so? 

I  would  not  say  one  word  against  the  manufacturers  of  cotton 
textiles :  but  I  think  the  natural  logic  of  events  has  already  begun 
to  manifest  itself.  The  South,  with  its  water  power  rapidly 
being  developed,  and  with  Its  abundance  of  raw  material  at  the 
mill  door,  must  Inevitably  soon  be  the  home  of  all  the  cotton- 
textile  production  in  our  country. 

New  England  started  the  cotton-manufacturing  Industry;  she 
was  advantageously  located,  with  the  exception  of  not  being 
near  the  source  of  production  of  the  raw  material ;  but  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  freight  rates,  both  on  the  fluLshed  article  and  on 
the  raw  material,  offer  us  of  the  South  a  protection  against  the 
competition  of  New  England  mills  or  of  mills  in  any  other  far 
remote  section,  we  are  led  to  the  inevitable  conclusion  that 
sooner  or  later  all  such  mills  will  be  located  in  the  Soutli. 
There  is  no  reason  on  earth  why  all  the  cotton  manufactured  out 
of  American  cotton  should  not  be  manufactured  in  America.  We 
do  not  require  a  high  protective  tariff  to  bring  that  about.  We 
have  no  competitor  In  the  production  of  splnable  cotton.  We 
also  have  a  protection  by  virtue  of  freight  rates  and  the  dis- 
tance from  the  raw  material  of  tliose  who  can  manufacture  and 
compete  against  us.  So  I  say  that  the  consuming  public  is 
entitle<1  to  a  share  in  the  splendid  possibilities  of  furnishing 
this  material  in  Its  manufactured  .shape  to  the  masses  of  the 
earth,  without  the  imposition  of  tlxls  extraordinary  burden  upon 
them. 


COTTOHBBSD  PBICH 

Mr.  HKFTilN.  Mr.  President,  several  days  ago  the  Senate 
adopted  a  resolution  introduced  by  me  calling  upon  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  to  Investigate  the  Cottonseed  Trnst.  The 
commission  has  done  some  work  along  that  line,  and  I  want  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  since  the  investi- 
gation began  cottonseed  has  advanced  in  price  in  the  State  of 
Texas  to  $43  a  ton.  It  is  selling  in  my  State  for  from  (29 
to  $30  a  ton,  and  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smtth] 
Informs  me  that  It  Is  selling  for  $27  a  ton  In  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  President,  that  shows  just  what  sort  of  a  combination 
is  now  operating  and  how  the  producers  are  stiffering.  I  hope 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  will  take  note  of  what  I  am 
saying  here  to-day.  This  investigation  must  be  pushed  and 
rapidly  ptished  in  every  State  where  this  combination  exists. 
The  commission  certainly  has  agents  enoui^  to  put  into  the 
various  States  throughout  the  Cotton  Belt,  and  the  Senate 
wants  them  to  do  that.  We  must  not  wait  on  one  or  two  agents 
to  make  this  investigation  in  all  the  cotton-growing  States, 
but  It  must  be  made  at  once.  If  it  shall  take  more  agents  than 
they  have,  and  the  commission  needs  any  more  money.  Congress 
will  supply  both.  Sorely  we  ought  not  to  sit  here  idle,  and  the 
Government  ought  not  to  be  inactive  when  the  farmers  are 
being  forced  to  sell  their  cottonseed  every  day  at  the  low  and 
unprofitable  prices  that  now  obtain. 

I  have  heretofore  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  the 
fact  that  up  to  this  year,  I  b^eve,  many  ginners  who  had  a 
large  amount  of  space  would  tell  the  farmers,  "  Bring  your 
cotton  to  our  gin ;  we  will  gin  it  for  you  and  you  can  leave 
the  seed  and  sell  them  when  you  get  ready."  Now,  many  gin- 
ners have  gone  Into  a  combination — and  I  understand  the  mill- 
men  induced  them  to  go  into  it — not  to  store  cottonseed  for  the 
farmer  any  more.  What  is  the  effect  of  that?  The  farmer 
brings  his  cotton  to  the  gin ;  the  cotton  is  soon  ginned ;  and  he 
wants  to  leave  his  seed  there  until  the  price  is  a  profitable  one ; 
but  the  ginner  tells  him  that  he  can  not  store  his  seed,  aLd  so 
he  is  compelled  to  sell  it  He  goes  into  the  market  &s  every 
other  farmer  Is  doing,  and  is  forced  to  put  his  seed  upon  the 
market  regardless  of  whether  the  price  is  good  or  bad.  That  la 
another  practice  of  the  combination  tliat  is  working  great  hurt 
and  injury  to  the  cotton  producers  of  the  United  Statea. 

Mr.  President,  I  bring  this  matter  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to-day — and  I  hope  the  press  will  make  note  of  It  and 
give  It  to  the  country — In  order  to  make  It  known  that  we 
are  going  to  break  up  this  trust  even  if  It  bec<Hnes  necessary 
to  put  in  the  penitentiary  some  of  the  men  who  are  carrying 
it  on.  I  am  in  favor  of  prosecuting  them  and  putting  them  in 
the  penitentiary,  if  that  course  is  necessary,  in  order  to  put  an 
end  to  this  method  of  robbing  the  farmer. 

Think  of  the  combination  being  broken  In  Texas  and  the  price 
advancing  to  $43  a  ton,  while  the  same  product  is  selling  for  $27 
a  ton  in  South  Carolina  and  for  $29  a  ton  in  my  State.  No 
doubt  a  similar  situation  exists  In  other  States.  If  It  requires 
prosecution  by  the  Department  of  Justice  to  put  an  end  to  that 
ccmdltlon,  then  let  the  Department  of  Justice  get  busy.  Surely 
the  Government  Is  not  going  to  be  an  agent  standing  on  the  side 
looking  on  at  the  activities  of  these  robber  bands  as  they  go 
about  In  certain  States  comi)elllng  the  farmer  to  put  his  produce 
on  the  market,  buying  It  up  at  ibices  below  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion, and  then  holding  it  until  the  price  goes  high  so  that  they 
may  get  the  benefit  of  a  profit  which  is  denied  the  farmer.  The 
fanner  is  the  loser.  He  goes  back  to  his  farm  empty  handed ; 
he  has  not  made  a  dime  out  of  his  year's  work.  Mr.  President, 
no  wonder  he  is  blue  and  despond^it  and  is  a  very  unhappy 
man.  The  Government  owes  it  at  least  to  the  producer  to  see 
to  it  that  he  has  a  fair  deal.  That  is  all  he  asks;  that  there 
be  taken  off  his  back  these  parasites;  that  this  band  of  wolves 
that  lie  in  wait  to  catch  him  in  the  market  place  and  strip  him 
of  his  substance  be  drivMi  from  his  trail.     It  has  got  to  stop. 

L^timate  business  ought  to  be  carried  cm.  If  everjrthing  ^se 
stops,  if  action  in  this  matter  involves  the  destruction  of  gam- 
bling in  fictitious  values,  let  the  ax  fall,  and  the  sooner  the 
better.  Legitimate  business  ought  to  be  supported  and  sus- 
tained ;  legitimate  business  ought  not  to  be  made  to  suffer  while 
questionable  institutions  are  on  the  rampage  dealing  in  watered 
stock  and  in  fictitious  values. 

Mr.  President,  if  this  business  Is  not  cleaned  up  In  the  cotton 
States  in  the  very  next  few  days,  I  shall  ask  that  a  resolution 
be  adopted  instructing  the  Attorney  General  to  prosecute  in 
specific  cases,  and  I  will  furnish  him  the  names. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President  I  desire  very 
briefly  to  discuss  the  amendment  pending  before  the  Senate  and 
to  make  some  brief  observations  of  a  general  character  relating 
to  the  cottoo-textile  schedule. 
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The  cotton-textne  bnsh»e«  hmg  b««i  passing  throogb  a  long 
period  of  deprwsion.  It  ia  depcwfcjd  at  the  present  ttne  and 
there  to  extensire  onemploynient  in  the  IndnstxT-  A  gtnOj  of 
the  financial  retnnia  of  the  manufacmrera  of  cotton  textiles 
wUl  clearly  demonatrate  that  the  Industry  la  geoeral  has  ceaaed 
to  be  profitable— of  course,  there  are  exc^ptiooa  In  certain 
branches  ot  the  Industry. 

Mr.  Preddent,  there  are  a  good  many  caa;ses  for  this  coodiuon. 
I  wHnt  to  suggest  to  my  fellow  Senators  that  we  try  to  keep  in 
mind  to  what  extent  the  want  of  sixfBdently  high  protectlTe 
doUes  is  a  factor  in  this  depressed  condition  and  to  what  extent 
can  increased  protective  duties  help  to  remedy  it  I  think  If  we 
do  tlwt  we  will  find  that  the  occasion  for  a  general  and  ex- 
tensire Increase  In  the  protective  tarilT  duties  ivon  the  product 
covered  by  the  cott(Hi  schedule  is  limited  to  spedal  cases  where 
the  increase  in  imports  has  reduced  employment  by  displacing 
domestic  iwodocts.  I  purpose  to  limit  nrginc  increaaed  duties 
to  these  cases.  One  of  the  causes— «nd  I  refer  to  and  am 
keeping  In  mind  the  protectlve-tariir  question  involved  here,  be- 
cause some  of  the  causes  of  the  depression  are  far  removed 
from  any  tariff  question — one  of  the  catises,  and  a  very  sub- 
stantial cause,  la  the  change  in  drees  styles  and  the  dis- 
placement id  petticoats  and  underwear.  The  shortening  of  the 
skirt  and  the  total  abandonment  of  ootxon  stockings  of  the 
women  has  been  a  very  serious  factor.  The  substitution  of  silk 
and  rayon  for  cotton  has  been  another  contributing  factor. 
Senators  will  be  Interested  to  know  that  the  extent  to  which 
citange  of  style  has  been  a  factor  in  injuring  our  textile  busi- 
ness Is  world-wide. 

It  exists  in  Bnfdand  and  in  France,  and  the  Senator  from 
Utah,  If  he  has  not  heard  this,  will  be  very  much  Interested  to 
know  that  I  am  reliably  Informed  that  it  was  upon  the  solicita- 
tion of  the  officials  of  the  French  Government  that  the  fashion 
makers  of  Paris  have  recently  changed  the  models  of  women's 
wearing  apparel,  and  have  urged  successfully,  in  enter  to  resus- 
citate the  cotton-cloth  and  the  siik-cloth  and  the  woolen-cloth 
industry  in  France,  that  provision  be  made  to  have  garments  so 
shaped  and  lengthened  as  to  Indude  more  cloth. 
Mr.  8MOOT.  Four  Inches  longer  skirts. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senator  suggests  that 
the  program  is  to  have  4  indkes  longer  skirts.  I  think  it  is 
more  than  that.  I  ttiink  it  is  rather  impressive  to  know  that  It 
is  possible  for  a  government  like  the  French  Government  to 
extend  Ita  influence  to  such  an  extent  as  to  revolutionize  style ; 
and  that  is  Just  what  tliey  are  doing.  It  is  very  creditable  to 
the  I>Yeoch  Government  that,  se^ng  its  depressed  industries 
and  unemployment,  it  says,  "  One  of  the  ways  to  solve  the  prob- 
lem is  to  change  the  existing  dress  styles  radically,"  and  it  pro- 
ceeds to  bring  its  influence  to  bear  upon  that ;  and  if  oar  cotton- 
textile  and  woolen- textile  industries  are  to  be  resuscitated  and 
imt»rovtid  by  these  style  changes  we  shall  have  to  thank,  I 
believe,  the  French  Government  and  the  French  fashion  makers 
Mr.  President,  I  make  this  preliminary  statement  in  order  to 
let  it  be  understood  that,  though  I  come  fmn  a  textile  State. 
and  naturally  keenly  interested  in  the  prosiwrity  ot  the  textile 
industry,  I  am,  I  hope,  capable  of  eliminatiag  the  many  factors 
in  the  present  situation  that  can  not  be  remedied  by  tariff  duties 
"^Md  are  not  in  any  way  related  to  the  tariff  question. 

1  shall  not  take  the  time  either  to  discuss  at  this  stage- 
perhaps  1  shall  later,  or  I  may  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  to 
later  give  us  some  flgores  as  to  waces  and  difference  In  employ- 
aMBt  hours  that  he  has  in  his  possession — the  haadteap  the  in- 
dustry of  New  Eingland  has  in  comparison  with  the  cotton-tex- 
tile Industry  in  the  South  because  ot  Imucs  of  labor  and  becanae 
of  difference  in  wages.    That  la  immsferiai  to  the  iasue  that  we 

Mr.  Preeideot,  I  suggest  that  in  the  discussion  «f  this  subject 
we  aak  ouraelves  two  questions  as  we  come  to  these  textile 
iudustrlea.  and  cooalder  their  producta,  and  consider  whether  or 
not  a  tariff-protecdoa  queatlOD  is  involved : 

First  Are  the  inchistries  manufacturing  a  particular  eom- 
niodity  of  a  textile  cliaract«  actually  financially  deprcaocdt 

Second.  Is  that  depreasioa  in  part  due  to  oompetltioa  from 
imports;  and  can  an  increased  protective  duty  remedy  the 
situation  without  adding  materially  to  the  burdens  of  the  coa- 
suaaer?  In  other  words,  can  we  help  the  industry  by  inneasing 
duties  and  thereby  shut  out  imports?  In  some  Instances  there 
is  depresaion  where  there  are  no  imports.  Therefore  there  is 
no  tariff  question  involved.  In  other  Instances  a  slight  increase 
in  the  duty  wUl  be  helpfuL 

Wlien  I  pot  to  mys^  these  tests  in  determining  what  action  to 
take  upon  Uds  very  paragraph,  sewing  thread.  I  And  that  it  is 
an  important  industry  in  my  State ;  that  it  has  a  large  numb» 
of  mills  In  New  Bni^and.  Naturally,  tlierefore,  I  would  inquire 
most  carefully  If  there  was  a  ease  here  for  reiier  ttrooi^  in- 
creased protection.    In  view  of  the  venotU  teceptance  of  the 


piotectlTe  theory,  where  needed,  I  should  be  glad  to  ghe  tills 
inlnstry  inereaued  protection  if  Justified;  but  I  must  frankly 
ssjr  upon  the  facts,  upon  the  record  submitted  before  tbe  ci>m- 
m  ttee  and  by  the  Government  experts,  that  in  my  judgunnt  it 
hi  s  not  presented  a  case  for  the  Increased  tariff  duties  such  as 
is  proposed  in  the  Senate  committee  amendment. 

Mr  EUGEL     Mr    President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  in  the  chair).  Does 
tb  B  Senator  from  Mastsachuaetts  yldd  to  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  do. 

Mr.  EDGE.    The  Soiator  is  now  discussing  paragraph  9(K2? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MassachiLsetts.  I  am  now  discussing  para- 
giapb  902,  cotton  sewing  thread. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  Senator  is  much  more  familiar  with  this 
81  bject  tbnn  I  auL  In  looking  over  some  correspondence  on  tbe 
sibject  of  paragraph  902,  I  find  that  my  correspondent — the 
C  ark  Thread  Co. — raises  this  point  : 

I  am  inclosing  two  copi«  of  the  brief  •ubmitted  by  Mr.  Robert  C. 
Ktrr,  r«iireMntiii«  the  CUrk  Thread  Co.  and  oth<ir  thread  naanufacturera, 
btCore  the  subcoaimittee  of  tbe  Committee  on  Fiojuice,  Schedule  9,  on 
Ji  ine  14.     In  thla  brief  it  wa  pointed  oot — 

I  have  the  brief  attached — 

tl  at  tbe  biiJ  as  pawed  by  the  House  with  a  flat  duty  of  25  per  cent  ad 
viilorem  actually  reduces  tbe  Uriff  in  a  great  many  cases.  The  rate, 
nider  the  prcaent  hill,  is  a  minimum  of  20  per  cent  with  a  maximum 
o;  3o  per  cent  and  a  specilk  rate  of  one-half  cent  per  100  yards,  so  it 
Clin  be  seen  that  the  proposed  flat  duty  of  25  per  cent  on  all  cotton 
tl  ireada,  chrodiets,  etc.,  imported  would  be  a  very  much  lower  rate  cf 
p  vtectton  than  tbe  present  law  provides. 

Win  the  Senator  comn)«it  on  that  statement? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Massa- 

usetts  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,     Doen  the  Senator  from  Massa- 

usetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Massachu-setts.    I  do. 

Mr.  GEORGE,    The  same  facts  to  which  the  Senator  from 

w  Jersey  has  adverted  were  called  to  my  attention.     Let  me 
to  the  Senator  that  this  is  the  iufonuation  I  have  obtained 

m  the  experts  of  the  Tariff  Ooinmissimi  in  direct  resptmse  to 

s  particular  suggestion. 
I  am  advised  that  under  the  act  of  1922  the  mininanni  and  max- 
U  lum  ad  valorem  rates  and  the  spedtic  rate  are  effective  on  tlie 
f<>llowing  values: 

The  minimtim,  20  per  cent,  on  values  over  2}  cents  per  100 
yirda 

The  specific,  one-half  cent  per  100  yards,  (m  values  trom  li 
c  snts  to  2J  cents  per  100  yards. 

The  maximum,  35  per  cent,  on  values  less  than  1^  cents  per 
1 K)  yards. 

The  maximum  rate  ai^ed  to  very  few  imports  in  1928;  the 
lainimum  and  speiific  rates  ai)plied  abuut  equally  to  imports  of 
sowing  thread;  and  the  minimum  applied  to  practically  all  the 
ifiports  of  cotton  for  handwurk. 

This  is  what  I  ask  the  Senator  to  consider: 

Imports  for  consumption  of  cotton  sewing  thread  and  cotton 

r  handwork  in  1928. 

Sewing  thread  first 

The  minimum  rate  applied  on  $62,903  and  produced  a  duty 

$12,580.    That  was  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  20 

r  cent  flat. 

The  specific  rate  affiled  on  $60,869  of  imports,  producing  a 
of  $14,500.     That  was  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem  of 

.84  per  cent. 

The  maximum  rate  of  35  per  cent  aiq;>lled  only  on  $879  of 
inports. 

Mr.  EDGE.  In  other  words,  then,  even  though  in  appear- 
ince  the  rates  provided  In  existing  law  would  seem  to  be 
I  reater,  in  actual  application  they  were  not? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  They  were  not  In  other  words,  taking  the 
irhole  and  averaging  it,  the  average  ad  valorem  rate  under  the 
I  resent  law  is  21.98  per  cent  on  sewing  thread ;  and  on  knitting 
t  Iread — that  is,  cotton  for  handwork— the  average  ad  valorem 
I  ate  is  only  20.3  per  cent  So  that  we  actually  have  a  combined 
increase  in  the  House  bill  of  3.79  per  cent  over  existing  rates. 

Mr.  BDGBL  In  other  words,  the  25  per  cent,  as  the  Senator 
liaa  cwnputed  it  with  the  Tariff  Comnilj<sion,  based  on  a  study 
<  f  tbe  classifications  heretofore  existing  would  actually  give  the 
1  aanufftcturer  of  that  type  of  thread  something  less  than  4  per 
(jent  aMltional  ad  valorem  duty.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  QEORQB.    Yes ;  nearly  4  per  cent 

Mr.  SMITH.     Mr.  President 

llie  PRESIDING  OFVICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
dhosetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  ? 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SMITH.  May  I  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  this  lower  rati?  of  duty  almost  acted  as  an  embargo,  accord- 
ing to  those  flsuros.  because  there  has  bt'en  very  little  importa- 
tion of  that  character  of  goods  under  the  existing  duty. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  importations  were  considerably  less  than 
1  per  cent  of  the  cioraestic  consumption,  I  should  say,  and  were 
only  about  one-eig  ith,  or  as  it  is  otherwise  fljjured,  based  upon 
a  certain  other  state  of  facts,  only  about  one-twelfth  of  our 
exiKjrts. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Exactly.  We  are  exporting  twelve  times  as 
much  of  the  same  thing  as  we  are  importing,  and  only  import- 
ing a  mere  handful — in  fact  not  a  handful.  Just  a  negligible 
fraction — as  compared  with  the  domestic  consumption  of  the 
domestic  production.  I  can  not  see  wherein  we  need  any  further 
protection. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the 
Senators  for  their  contribution  to  the  discussion. 

I  am  trying  to  emphasize  that  the  facts  in  this  case  do  not 
warrant  the  incr«>ased  protection  that  is  proposed.  There  are 
in.stances.  however,  in  this  schedule  where  increased  protection 
will  be  of  t)eneflt  to  some  branches  of  the  textile  industry.  I 
think  the  Senator  from  Georgia  and  I  are  in  accord;  and  by 
opposing  increased  rates  in  industries  in  my  own  State  where 
the  facts  do  not  warrant  it  I  hope  to  be  able  to  convince  some 
of  my  colleagues  of  the  meritorious  claim  that  I  shall  try  to 
make  later  in  a  few  instances  in  this  schedule  where  an  increase 
of  duty  will  be  of  positive  benefit  to  certain  depressed  branches 
of  the  cotton-cloth  industry. 

N(»w,  what  are  the  facts?  They  have  been  stated  again  and 
again  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  and  Ju!*t  now  by  the  Senator 
from  S<»uth  Carolina.  There  are  practically  no  imports — 
$100,000.  or,  to  be  accurate,  $124,000— and  the  imports  are  of 
a  thread  that  has  a  world-wide  reputation,  a  special  Idnd  that  in 
all  probability  wili  come  into  the  country  no  matter  how  much 
protective  duty  is  levied.  An  increaj*ed  duty  here  will  only 
serve  to  add  to  the  cost  of  thread  to  such  consumers  even  if 
there  Is  no  Increas*;  in  the  priee  of  the  domestic  thread. 

The  domestic  production  in  1925.  the  last  year  of  which  we 
have  a  record,  was  nearly  $60,000,000  worth ;  there  is  a  grow- 
ing, increased  domestic  production;  there  was  an  actual  de- 
crease, the  tariff  expert  informs  me,  in  imports;  and  there  wwe 
exports,  as  has  been  said  by  both  the  Senators  who  have  Just 
addressed  the  Chair,  or  at  least  ei^it  times  the  imports. 

If  this  industry  is  not  actually  prosperous,  and  if  there  is 
some  unemploymor  t,  it  is  due  to  some  other  cause  than  imports ; 
and  even  if  $124,000  worth  of  imports  were  shut  out  the  advan- 
tage to  the  industry  &»  a  whole  would  be  negligible.  The  indus- 
try ought  to  be  satisfied,  it  seems  to  me,  if  It  can  get  the  increase 
the  House  gave,  ^vithout  the  increase  proposed  in  the  Senate 
committee  amendment. 

Under  the  bill  a^»  it  passed  the  House  it  will  get  protection  of 
25  per  cent  and  under  the  Senate  committee  amendment  the 
protection  would  be  30  per  cent,  all  these  ad  valorem  rates  being 
based  on  the  imp^^rts  of  1928.  \Miere  is  a  case  made  out  for 
an  increase  of  over  8  per  cent  ad  valorem?  It  can  not  be  Justi- 
fied. Therefore,  I  hope  the  Senate  committee  amendment  will 
be  rejected,  and  :he  House  rate  remain;  that  will  give  the 
Indu.stry  an  Increase  of  4  per  cent 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mt.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senates  from 
Georgia,  as  well  as  the  Senator  from  Ma.ssachusetts,  who  I  pte- 
sume  are  on  the  Finance  Committee  and  have  made  the  in- 
vestigation, whether  it  is  or  is  not  a  fact  (hat  the  manufacturers 
of  c<itton  sewing  thread  have  a  monopoly  of  the  world  produc- 
tion. Are  there  not  two  or  three  concerns  which  operate  both 
abroad  and  at  home,  which  own  the  process  by  which  it  is  made? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  think  that  there  are  some 
thive  big  producers,  and  there  is  ccmnection  betweoi  the  pro- 
ducers In  this  country  and  in  England. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  Jisk  that  question  because  I  made  an  investiga- 
tion when  the  last  tariff  l)ill  was  under  discussion,  and  I  think 
It  was  pretty  generally  understood  that  there  was  a  monopoly 
of  this  business  by  a  concern  or  by  a  combination  of  concerns, 
and  that  would  bring  about  rather  an  anomalous  condition  here 
that  we  were  trying  to  protect  in  the  United  States  the  manu- 
facturer of  thread  against  himself  In  a  foreign  country,  when  he 
had  a  monopoly  of  it,  and  was  enabled  to  fix  his  price.  I  think 
the  old  company  of  .T.  &  P.  Goats  and  the  Willlmantic  peo- 
ple— I  do  riot  know  under  Just  what  name  they  operate  now — 
have  the  process  i>retty  well  in  hand,  and  are  operating  both 
ata*oad  and  at  home.  If  we  grant  this  protectiwi,  it  will  be 
tantamount  to  granting  fliem  the  American  market  at  an  arbi- 
trary price,  or  an  Indorsement  of  a  higher  price,  when "  they 
could  very  easily  dictate  the  price  regardless  of  whether  there 
was  any  protection  here  or  in  any  odier  country. 


Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  along  the  lines  on  which  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  was  speaking  a  moment  ago,  I 
want  to  call  attention  to  what  has  taken  place  in  some  of  these 
factories  since  1922,  as  to  texUles  generally,  in  reference  to  the 
increase  in  the  amount  of  work  that  has  been  required  of  the 
workers. 

The  weavers  of  South  Carolina  were  stretched  from  24  to  48 
looms ;  that  is,  instead  of  working  24  Iwms,  as  they  did  prior  to 
1922,  they  were  required  to  look  after  48  looms,  thereby  doing 
away  with  the  number  of  men  who  would  lo<*  after  those  24 
looms.  Then  they  were  required  to  stretch  again  from  48  looms 
to  96  looms,  so  that  one  crew  of  men  were  doing  the  amount  of 
work  that  the  four  groups  of  men  had  formerly  dtme. 

What  has  taken  place  in  South  Carolina  in  that  r^ard  baa 
taken  place  in  most  of  the  other  textile  mills  throughout  the 
South.  If  wae  goes  to  Europe,  as  the  Senator  says,  and  goes 
through  the  mills  over  there,  he  will  find  that,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  we  are  producing  per  unit  per  man  a  hundred  times  more 
than  they  are  producing  in  the  mills  in  Great  Britain,  and  in 
the  mills  in  Germany,  in  some  instancea  Yet  here  is  a  case 
where  they  claim  they  are  giving  a  tariff  to  the  manufacturer 
in  the  interest  of  the  laboring  people  of  this  country,  when,  aa 
a  matter  of  fact  all  they  are  protecting  is  the  machine,  and  the 
manufacturer  who  owns  the  machine.  The  people  who  are  hav- 
ing to  pay  for  it  are  the  great  consuming  masses  of  this  country. 

The  suggestion  has  been  made  upon  the  lloor  of  the  Senate 
that  the  reason  for  this  depression  Is  to  a  large  extent  the  fact 
that  women  are  wearing  shorter  skirts  and  less  clothes.  There 
may  be  some  truth  in  that  but  that  has  very  little  to  do  with 
It.  The  truth  about  the  matter  is  that  one  of  the  things  that 
has  caused  the  d^resslon  in  this  industry,  as  an  investigation, 
in  my  Judgment,  will  disclose,  is,  first  the  overcapitalization 
of  the  industry.  You  can  take  the  story  of  the  ManvlUe  Co. 
and  the  Jenckes  Co.,  and  if  you  will  follow  the  history  of  those 
two  companies  and  their  capitalization,  and  the  pumping  of 
water  into  the  stock  of  those  companies,  and  take  practically 
the  rest  of  the  textile  companies  of  this  country,  you  will  find 
that  when  they  started  out  with  a  small  capital,  th^  made 
money,  but  gradually  they  have  Increased  their  capital  stock 
by  pouring  water  into  it  with  the  result  that  they  have  wanted 
to  earn  dividends  upon  a  huge  amount  of  watered  stock  that 
has  been  carried  into  their  capitaL 

Another  of  the  causes  for  the  depression  in  the  textile  indus- 
try has  been  the  method  of  selling.  That  Is  one  of  the  princi- 
pal reasons  why  many  of  the  factories  are  not  making  money. 

Mr.  Stewart  of  the  Department  of  Commerce,  in  a  speech  in 
Philadelphia,  said  on  April  27  of  this  year: 

Another  aituatlon  in  the  textile  Industry  which  simply  dases  Intelli- 
gent men  la  tbe  method  of  aeUln*.  It  has  been  dragged  down  through 
the  generations.  In  fact  was  imported  with  the  Industry  by  the  colonies, 
and  that  la  the  agent  or  commission  system.  Qoods  are  manuCactnred 
and  turned  over  to  a  commission  man  for  sale  and  he  geta  a  commis- 
sion on  that  sale  whether  he  sells  it  at  a  price  below  cost  of  production 
or  not 

I  have  been  told  of  a  manufacturing  plant  In  New  England 
which,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  is  nmning  practically  every  day 
eight  hours  a  day,  and  sometimes  more,  and  has  been  employing 
a  large  number  of  men,  but  has  paid  no  dividends  to  the  stock- 
holdere  for  many  years.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  people  who 
are  making  money  out  of  that  plant  are  not  the  stockholders, 
but  the  commission  men  and  the  agents  who  are  selling  their 
goods.    I  quote  further  from  Mr.  Stewart : 

Very  few  manufacturers  know  what  their  cost  of  prodnctloo  is,  and 
the  commission  man  does  not  care.  He  gets  his  money  from  the  sale. 
In  other  words,  his  object  Is  sales,  not  profits  to  the  manufacturer ;  and 
when  he  sells  below  the  cost  of  manufacture,  of  course,  the  difference 
between  the  cost  of  manufacture  and  the  price  secured  flows  from  the 
capital  Invested  in  the  factory  Into  tbe  pockets  of  the  commission  man. 
Thus  we  find  scores  of  mills  throughout  the  South,  and  probably  Just 
as  true  In  the  North,  owned  by  the  commlsBion  men.  They  place  their 
orders  for  certain  products.  The  mill  produces  these  products  at  a  cost 
absolutely  unknown  to  the  manufacturer  and  they  are  turned  over  to 
the  commission  man,  who  sells  them  at  a  price  which  is  not  particularly 
important  to  him,  since  all  he  is  working  for  is  his  commission — and 
some  more  of  the  capital  of  the  plant  passes  into  his  bank  account. 

Price  changes  since  1920  have  been  absolutely  regardless  of  change* 
in  cost  of  production.  Cotton  yam,  carded  40/18.  in  1920  sold  for  11.371 
per  pound.  In  1928  It  sold  for  $0,499.  Print  cloths.  38%  Inches.  64  by 
60  per  yard,  sold  in  1920  for  fO.181  and  In  1928  for  $0,077.  Percale, 
38  Ml  inches,  64  by  60,  gray,  per  yard,  sold  in  1920  for  f0.198  and  in 
1928  for  I0.1S6.  Drillings,  brown,  29  Inches,  per  yard,  acid  in  1920  for 
$0,291  and  In  1928  for  $0,126.  Sheeting,  brown,  4/4,  per  yard,  sold  in 
1920  for  $0,218  and  in  1928  for  $0,122.  MusUn,  bleached,  4/4,  per  yard, 
■Old  (or  $0.S44  hi  1920  and  $0,166  in  1928.    Sbeetinga.  Ueacfaed,  10/4, 
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■•Id  h»p  lO.TM  pet  yard  In  1»20  and  10.410  ia  1©28.    TIcklBff,  82  tochM, 
■D!d  for  10.836  vn  yard  In  1920  and  $0,233  In  1928. 

Mr.  Stewart  points  out  that  those  things  sold  regardlees  of  the 
cost  of  production,  and  that  there  was  no  reason  for  the  goods 
selUng  for  those  prices.  .^       .^        ** 

Th«  Senator  from  Alabama  has  pointed  out  that  the  cotton 
manofactarers  hare  constantly  kept  the  price  of  cotton  down  on 
the  one  hand  and  haTe  refu.sed  to  pay  the  laboring  man  a  decent 
living  wage  on  the  other  hand.  Tet,  notwithstanding  that  fact, 
they  are  coming  to  the  Congress  and  asking  the  Ckmgress  of  the 
United  States  to  give  them  a  higher  tariff  upon  cotton  textiles. 
Mr.  President,  I  did  not  know  that  this  particular  schedule 
was  coming  up  this  afternoon,  but  I  want  to  say  that  before 
Oils  bin  Anally  passes  the  Senate,  I  expect  and  iwopose  to  offer 
amendments  calltng  for  decreases  in  some  of  the  1922  rates,  and 
shall  undertake  to  show  to  the  Senate  that,  instead  of  glTlng 
increenes  In  these  tariff  rates,  we  should  make  decreases,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  consuming  public  of  this  country. 

I  want  to  see  some  Republican  stand  up  on  the  other  side  of 
this  Chamber  who  is  espousing  this  particular  bill  in  the  interest 
of  labor,  and  point  out,  if  he  can,  just  what  benefit  labor  has 
racelTed  from  the  tariff  on  textiles  since  1922.  I  want  to  have 
htm  point  out.  If  he  will,  where  any  person  in  the  United  States, 
whether  It  is  consumer,  producer  of  cotton,  or  laboring  man. 
has  recelTed  one  single  solitary  d<4lar  of  benefit  out  of  any  tariff 
that  was  given  tai  the  1822  act  to  the  cotton  manufiacturers  of 
this  country. 

I  snimdt  that  the  stockholderB  of  the  companies  coticemed 
have  not  received  anything.  I  submit  that  the  consuming  public 
hfs  leeelred  no  benefit  whatever,  and  I  submit  that  there  is  not 
a  RepoMlcan  Senator,  there  Is  not  a  Senator  on  the  other  side  of 
the  aisle,  who  will  stand  in  his  frface  and  point  out  where  labor 
has  received  a  5-ceat  piece  of  Increase  in  wages.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  wages  have  been  decreased,  as  I  pointed  out  a  moment 
ago,  according  to  the  figures  of  the  Department  of  Connnerce. 

I  serve  notice  now  that  during  the  next  regular  session  of 
Congress  I  shall  reintroduce  and  press  the  resolution  which  I 
0Bwe6  in  the  early  part  of  this  session  for  a  general  tnrestlga- 
tion  Into  the  textile  situation  In  this  country. 

I  thluk  It  Is  a  shame  that  the  committees  of  Congress,  the 
Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  and  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  should  have  agreed  to  any  Increase  in  the 
rate  on  cotton  textiles  and  rayon  when  dei^orable  conditions 
exist  as  they  do  in  many  of  the  Southern  States  to-day  and 
when  those  Industries  are  paying  such  miserable  wages  to  the 
workers  throughout  the  Southern  States  and  In  m<tst  of  the 
northern  textile  factories  of  the  country.  I  am  utterly  amaaed 
that  the  Flnaaoe  Committee,  in  the  face  of  the  facts  as  they 
bare  been  preacuted  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  and  as 
tfaey  have  been  presented  to  the  country  ljy  the  Department  of 
Commerce  and  by  the  Department  of  Labor,  should  have  had  the 
temerity  to  come  In  here  and  ask  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
to  vote  an  increase  in  these  tariff  rates  for  the  benefit  of  labor 
when  since  1922  the  hours  of  labor  have  been  increased,  wages 
have  been  lowered,  and  the  stretch-out  system  has  been  doubled 
and  doubled  again. 

Mr.  TTDINOS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  an 
Intermptlon? 
Mr.  WHBEUBIt    I  yield. 

Mr.  TTDINOS.  To  show  how  the  tariff  is  helping  the  sale 
of  agricultural  products  In  the  United  States,  may  I  say  that 
I  have  Just  received  a  letter  from  the  Lord-Mott  Co.,  who  have 
been  in  Baltimore  since  1830  canning  vegetables.    They  say : 

We  inclose  bemrltb  copy  of  a  lettnr  rpcetred  from  our  represent«tiT« 
Ib  Coba.  Ton  wfn  note  that  the  Caban  Ck>vemin«nt  ha«  raised  tbe 
flustoBis  tmz  on  eutned  com  rery  btgb.  In  fact,  as  tbey  now  rate  tbe 
corn  they  will  bare  to  pay  $3.15  per  case,  as  against  47  cents  per  case 
nnder  tbe  old  rating.  We  are  afraid  that  this  new  mlinc  will  be 
agalast  an  canned  goods  In  the  n^ar  fatnre,  and  if  sucb  be 


tike  case.   It   win   atop  tbe  sblpment   of  all   canned    fooda  Into   Cnt>a 
entirely. 

They  ask  to  have  the  matter  takra  up  with  the  Department 
of  Commerce.  That  proves  that  we  have  made  the  tariff  so 
hlf^  on  a  great  many  articles  that  other  governments  are 
bc^nning  to  retaliate,  so  that  the  farmer  who  must  export  a 
lot  of  his  crops  in  order  to  realize  any  considerable  return 
from  them  is  only  having  his  market  cut  off  and  most  depend 
more  upon  the  home  market  than  previously,  so  that  instead 
of  helping  the  farmer  the  net  result  will  be  a  cortallaMnt  and 
diminishing  of  his  market. 

Mr.  WHEELKR.  I  might  also  call  attention  to  an  Associated 
Press  divatch  this  morning  from  Argentina  disdosing  the  fact 
that  they  have  cut  in  half  the  tariff  on  British  silk  manofae- 
tnred  goods  because  of  the  fact  that  we  were  raising  tlie  tariff 
1b  tbe  XJaited  States. 
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*r.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  Preddent,  will  the  Senator  yield  fur- 
the  ? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon« 
tan  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

1  r.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

1  X.  TYDINGS.  I  can  not  help  but  feel  that  had  we  enacted 
the  original  bill  into  law  as  presented  here  we  would  have  had 
retJLllatory  tariffs  all  over  the  world,  and  the  net  result  would 
have  been  to  put  the  farmer  in  a  worse  bole  than  be  is  in  at 
the  present  time. 

1  r.  WHEELER.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  there  has 
bee  1  a  lot  of  "  bunk  " — we  can  not  describe  It  by  any  other 
name — here  in  the  Senate  about  the  benefit  of  the  tariff  to  the 
farner,  the  benefit  of  the  tariff  to  the  workingman,  and  yet 
no  >ne  dares  to  stand  up  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  say  that 
the  tariff  has  done  or  ever  will  do  one  particle  of  good  to  the 
whiiat  growers  of  the  country,  who  consdtute  the  largest  number 
of  the  farmers  In  the  country.  Never  has  it  done  one  single 
thl4g  for  the  cotton  growers  of  the  country  except  to  pauperize 
them.  Never  has  it  done  one  single  thing  for  the  largest  part 
of  the  laboring  mim  in  the  country,  composed  of  the  railroad 
wo  "kers,  the  miners  in  the  copper  and  coal  mines,  and  the 
Iab>rers  in  the  building  trades.  All  of  those  laborers,  and  all 
of  hose  farmers  engaged  in  the  production  of  wheat  and  cotton, 
haie  to  pay  tribute  to  a  few  manufacturers,  and  now  we  find 
wh»n  we  come  to  the  cotton-textile  schedule  In  the  tariff  bill 
that  every  argument  advanced  by  those  who  8to<id  on  the  floor 
of  he  Senate  in  1922  that  they  wanted  a  tariff  on  cotton  textiles 
for  the  benefit  of  labor  Is  disputed  by  the  facts  shown  by  the 
De  wrtment  of  Commerce  and  the  Department  of  Labor.  Every- 
thlig  that  It  was  claimed  In  1922  the  tariff  would  do  for  the 
laliorbig  people  has  been  disputed  by  subsequent  events  and 
facts  because,  as  I  omtended  a  moment  ago,  tbe  wages  of  labor 
have  constantly  gone  down  ever  since  the  Fordney-McCumber 
Act  of  1922. 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr.  President,  very  briefly  I  should  like  to  pur- 
sue! a  little  further  the  Inquiry  that  I  made  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Geobob]  a  few  moments  ago  in  relation  to  the 
paiagraph  under  discussion,  paraernph  902.  R«^ading  further 
fron  the  brief  of  the  representatives  of  tbe  thread  manufac- 
tur  »rB  who  came  before  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
an(  the  Committee  on  Finance,  they  pointed  out  what  seems  to 
be  K  decided  discrepancy  in  the  duty,  irrespective  of  Its  total, 
bet  veen  paragraph  001  and  paragraph  902.  I  should  like  to  read 
a  8  wTt  paragraph  from  this  brief,  as  follows : 

laragrapb  901  slightly  Increases  tbe  rate  of  daty  on  cotton  yams. 
We  wonld  point  oat  thnt  when  single  strands  of  cotton  yam  hare  once 
bee  1  combined  with  other  strands  and  twisted  Into  what  Is  technically 
km  wn  as  2-ply,  3-ply,  4-ply,  8-oord,  and  so  forth.  It  becomes  to  all  Intents 
an^  purposes  **  srwlnK  cotton  **  and  It  Is  Impossible  to  define  exactly 
wbi're  cotton  yarn  ceaves  to  be  yarn  and  becnmos  c-otton  thread. 

In  slses  finer  than  50,  tbe  dnty  on  yarn  is  bigber  than  that  on 
thr  ead  wound  on  spools,  tnbes,  or  cones,  ready  for  ase  on  tbe  sowing 
marblne.  For  example,  a  fine  yam.  In  slse  90  or  100,  would  b« 
Kul)ect  as  such  In  its  single  condition  to  a  duty  undor  paragraph  001 
of  37  per  cent.  Immediately  this  yarn  Is  advanci-d  beyond  tbe  coadl- 
tlo)  of  a  single  yarn  and  Is  twisted  Into  2,  8,  or  4  ply.  It  would  be 
claised  and  Imported  as  thread,  and  if  the  tariff  bill  In  its  present  form 
be<  nme  law  would  be  brought  In  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  or  12  per 
rei  t  less  than  It  would  be  subject  to  In  tbe  single  form. 

t  would  seem  to  me  that  that  does  furnish  somewhat  of  an 
ln4  onsistency,  in  that  after  the  procr>s8  of  manufacturing  it  into 
a  1  iner  condition  the  duty  is  reduced  to  25  per  cent,  whereas  tbe 
duj  on  the  yam  as  covered  by  paragraph  901  is  37  per  cent. 
Hi  s  the  Senator  from  Georgia  an  explanation  of  thnt? 

At.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  see  the  chairman  of  the 
Fl  lance  Committee  on  his  feet  and  I  believe  that  he  is  prepared 
to  make  an  explanation  of  the  apparent  inconsistency. 

i4r.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  there  is  no  lncon.sistency  in  it, 
anl  for  the  reason  I  shall  state.  The  House  rates  of  duty  on 
thi  i  2-ply  yam  and  on  the  &cord  sewing  thread  made  therefr«>m 
coi  apare  as  follows : 

Cotton  yarn.  No.  120,  2-ply.  is  a  cotton  yam  that  Is  twisted 
in  o  the  sewing  thread.  On  the  cotton  yarn  No.  120,  2-ply,  the 
In  oice  price  is  $1.48  per  pound ;  the  House  rate  Is  37  per  cent 
aq  valorem.  That  equals  a  duty  per  pound  of  $0.5476.  Cotton 
Ing  thread  No.  70,  frcord,  having  an  invoice  price  of  $2.65 
pound,  carries  a  House  rate  of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
ich  is  equivalent  to  a  duty  of  $0,662.1  per  pound.  The  excess 
2S  per  cent  ad  valorem  thread  duty  over  37  per  cent  ad 
yam  duty  is  $0.1149  per  pound. 
BiDGEJ.  In  other  words,  because  of  the  higher  value  of 
th|»  continued  process  of  manufacture  the  25  per  cent  actually 
is  a  greater  protection  on  that  commodity  than  the  37  per  cent 
Oil  the  single  thread. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  Absolutely,  and  the  Senator  will  notice  that 
we  took  off  the  one-half  of  1  cent  specific.  Oue-half  of  1  cent 
specific  on  a  value  of  $2.66  per  pound  we  did  not  think  worth 
while. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  request  of  those  who  represent  the  manu- 
facturer is  that  the  specific  be  retained  and  that  that  would 
equalize  the  difference. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  Is  a  difference  of  11  cents  per  pound 
now. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Is  that  on  the  25  per  cent  House  rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  on  the  25  per  cent  House  rate. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Does  the  S«iator  know  what  it  would  be  on 
the  30  per  cent  Senate  rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  would  be  24.74  cents. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  That  Is  equal  to  50  per  cent  of  the  cotton- 
yarn  rate  additional  for  twisting  It,  is  It  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Practically  so. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  It  would  look  as  if  It  ought  to  go  back  to  25 
per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  Is  no  doubt  In  the  world  but  that  25  per 
cent  Is  ample  protection. 

Mr.  SACKETTT.  Can  the  Senator  state  why  the  Senate  com- 
mittee made  the  rate  on  embroidery  yarn  35  Instead  of  25  per 
cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Those  come  In  short  hanks. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  But  the  House  gave  25  per  cent  and  the 
Senate  committee  raised  It  to  35  per  cent,  an  increase  of  10 
per  cent,  whereas  they  only  raised  sewing  thread  5  per  cent. 
Is  there  any  justification  for  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  only  thing  that  would  equalize  it  would  be 
the  price  at  which  the  thread  is  sold. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  My  recollection  is  that  in  the  Senate  com- 
mittee we  did  not  have  any  real  reason  for  doing  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  only  telling  the  Senator  that  the  only 
poj^sible  justification  would  be  that  fact,  and  I  am  not  very  much 
impressed  with  it. 

Mr.  EDGE.  The  position  taken  by  the  manufacturers  Is  not 
an  unusual  one,  but  the  more  extensive  the  process  the  greater 
the  duty  should  be  In  proportion  than  for  what  they  term,  I 
think,  the  single  process  of  twisting.  I  follow  the  Senator  and 
concofle  considerable  logic  in  his  contention  thnt  because  of  the 
increased  value  of  the  two  or  three  additional  proc-es-ses  the  ad 
valorem  applied  to  that  fact  would  give  them  what  he  considers 
a  protection  comparable  to  that  given  In  paragraph  901. 

»Ir.  SMOOT.  There  is  no  doubt  about  It,  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  HARRISON  obtained  the  floor.     ' 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Montana 
suggests  the  absence  of  a  quorum.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legi-slatlve  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

Asburst 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Bfirab 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookhart 

Broussard 

Capper 

Connally 

Copeland 

Dale 

Deneen 

DIM 

E<lge 

Peas 


Fletcher 

Kendrick 

George 

Keyes 

Gillett 

La  Follette 

Glenn 

Mc<"ulloch 

Goff 

McKellar 

Goldsboroogb 

McMnster 

Greene 

McNary 
Norbeck 

Hale 

Harris 

Norrls 

Harrison 

Overman 

Hastings 
Hatfield 

Patterson 

I'bippH 

Hawes 

Plttman 

Ueflln 

Ransdell 

Howell 

Robinson,  Ind 

Johnson 

Sackett 

Jones 

Scball 

Kean 

Sb(>ppard 

Shortridge 

Simmons 

Kmitb 

Bmoot 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Swan  Ron 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammel] 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy-two  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  presume  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Wuizua]  called  for  a  quorum  because  some  of 
the  distinguished  Senators,  who  have  been  signing  round  robins 
of  late,  have  not  been  in  the  Senate  Chamber  for  the  last  hour 
or  more  and  have  left  the  Senator  from  Utah,  deserted  and 
alone,  in  charge  of  the  bill,  and  it  is  concerning  the  new 
"  Turkish  "  uprising  that  I  desire  to  address  myself  briefly. 

Of  course  we  know  that  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  has 
given  birth  to  many  blocs  and  groups,  and  those  various  blf)cs 
and  aggregations  have  from  time  to  time  been  designated  by 
different  appellations;  they  have  been  called  everything  from 


"  pseudo-Republicans  "  to  **  wild  Jackasses."  However,  the  new 
commotion  on  the  other  side,  created  by  this  new  group,  has 
contributed  much  to  the  amusement  of  the  country  and  of  the 
press.  We  are  not  told  of  the  cause  of  the  uprising  and  it  Is 
difficult  to  diagnose  the  case.  We  read  in  one  newspaper  that 
this  newest  group  was  formed  in  order  to  defeat  adjournment ; 
that  it  was  formed  at  a  dinner  party  given  by  one  of  the  dis- 
tinguished members  of  the  group,  whose  chest  has  expanded 
about  4  feet  since  his  name  was  m«itioned  as  the  leader.  I  am 
not  speaking  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  VAinwWBnw] 
in  this  instance.  [Laughter.]  It  was  on  another  occasion  that 
his  chest  expanded.  When  we  see  in  the  corner  of  the  Senate 
Chamber  Grundy's  Pi^ly  Wiggly  store,  as  it  has  been  desig- 
nated by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nobris],  we  find  there 
is  one  article  missing,  and  that  is  a  tape  mea.*«ure  so  that  we 
might  measure  the  enlarging  chest  expansions  of  certain  Sena- 
tors of  the  new  group  as  they  come  into  the  Senate  Chamber, 
aft^r  reading  of  their  designation  as  "  leader." 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not 
misrepresent  this  store  in  any  respect.  Here  [exhlMting]  is  a 
tape  measure  which  can  be  used  for  the  purpose  the  Senator  has 
in  mind.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  SW ANSON.  Mr.  President,  wlU  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
for  a  moment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SWAN  SON.  Since  we  have  had  opportunity  to  Inspect 
the  display  on  the  table  in  the  corner  of  the  Senate  Chamber  and 
find  that  raaors,  and  perhaps  other  dangerous  weapons  may  be 
found  in  the  collection,  in  view  of  the  disputes  on  the  other 
side,  does  not  the  Senator  think  it  might  be  conducive  to  the 
physical  safety  of  Senators  on  that  side  If  the  razors  were 
removed  ?    [  Ijsugbter.  ] 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Yes;  no  one  is  safe  over  thwre. 

The  newspapers  of  to-day  print  fine  cartoons  with  the  new 
fjroup  as  the  subject.  The  newspaper  articles  also  give  us  vari- 
ous accounts  of  what  they  are  going  to  do.  Of  course,  the  Sena- 
tors composing  the  new  group  are  vying  with  one  another  in 
getting  their  names  and  pictures  in  the  public  ihvss.  It  would 
seem  that  only  through  such  a  policy  can  some  of  them  pet  men- 
tioned by  the  press.  I  hope  the  publications  in  the  newspapers 
will  cause  no  hard  feelings  among  the  membership. 

The  morning  Post  of  Washington  carried  very  striking  llke- 
ne«»es  of  two  of  the  distinguished  gentlemen,  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Vanoenbeso]  and  the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Allen  J.  and  I  have  here  a  newspaper  from  Philadelphia  con- 
taininfr  a  picture  of  the  Senator  from  Kansas.  Evidently  the 
Philadelphia  newspaper  thought  his  head  had  gotten  pretty  big, 
for  they  could  not  even  print  his  lecture  In  one  column  and  had 
to  take  off  part  of  the  head  in  order  to  get  It  In  the  usual  column. 
At  any  rate,  they  printed  it,  and  there  it  is  so  prominent,  yet  so 
unusual.  The  new  group  evidently  are  moving  along  very  well. 
Here  is  what  one  of  the  newspapers  of  this  morning  had  to  say 
in  starting  its  very  interesting  article  carried  by  the  Aasociatel 
Press: 

Tbe  nprising  In  tbe  ranks  of  tbe  newer  Republican  regulars  In  tb« 
Senate  began  to  assume  organised  form  yesterday,  as  a  meeting  of  28 
Members  counted  In  tbe  group  was  called  for  to-nlgbt 

I  hope  that  nothing  will  be  done  to  disarrange  their  plans  for 
the  evening.  I  understand  that  they  are  to  meet  together  dur- 
ing tbe  short  interim  between  the  time  when  the  Senate  shall 
take  a  recess  at  5.30  and  shall  convene  again  at  7.30.  I  under- 
stand they  are  merely  going  to  take  a  sandwich  on  the  run,  and 
then  are  going  to  discuss  various  matters  of  importance  to  the 
Reimblican  Party.  One  newspaper  said  that  they  are  not  to 
discuss  the  question  of  leadership.  So  the  Senator  from  Utah 
can  sit  unworried  for  the  present  at  least,  knowing  that  his  head 
will  not  be  chopped  off  this  evening.  The  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington [Mr.  Jones]  may  also  indulge  his  usual  complacency, 
c<»nfident  for  the  time  that  he  will  go  unbebeaded.  Of  course, 
the  distinguished  present  Presiding  Officer  [Mr.  McNaby  In  the 
chair]  may  not  be  elevated  to-night,  but  his  elevation  may  come 
at  any  time  as  these  gentlem«i  design  and  will  it 

One  article  said  that  they  were  to  meet  and  organize  for  the 
purpose  of  voting  against  final  adjournment  of  the  session. 
Another  article  that  they  had  signed  a  round  robin  in  order 
to  force  night  sessions  and  to  idedge  att^idance  at  th^n.  Some- 
thing is  peculiar  about  that.  When  they  met  and  considered  the 
question  of  adjournment  they  had  already  voted  against  ad- 
journment; and  wh«i  they  were  considering  staying  here  at 
night  sessions  the  Senate  already  by  a  unanimous  rot^  every 
Senator  acquiescing,  had  decided  to  hold  night  sessions;  but  in 
order  to  get  Into  the  headlines  of  the  press  these  24  warriors, 
bent  upon  beheading  somebody  or  something,  styling  themselves 


J  J 


1   .-/'l 


5728 


CONGRESSIONAL  El  ICORD— SENATE 


"  THrks,*'  net  and  pledged  that  they  were  eoing  to  stay  here 
eyery  night  and  were  not  going  to  give  up  the  program  ol  hold- 
ing night  aeeelons. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  where  they  got  the  deofgnation 
of  "Yoong  Tark&"  I  do  not  know  whether  tiiey  aanmed  it 
themselres  or  otherwise  acquired  it.  I  looked  at  the  dictionary 
to  aee  Just  what  the  word  *' Turks"  means.  Of  conrse,  the 
Toung  Turks  have  played  an  Important  part  in  the  history 
of  the  worlds  They  have  heen  nprisers ;  they  hare  heen  reroln- 
tionlsts,  they  hare  beUered  to  a  new  order  of  things,  and  in  order 
to  get  it  they  destroyed  dbarcfaes,  b^ieaded  rulers,  murdered 
Christians,  and  drendted  their  conntry  with  the  blood  of  Inno- 
cent peopie,  in  such  a  manner,  for  atrocity  and  unspeakable 
cruelty,  the  like  of  whidi  has  no  counterpart  in  history.  80, 
the  Senator  fron  Utah  may  know  that  the  group  who  call  them- 
selTes  by  the  name  **  Turks  "  mean  to  go  out  and  get  somebody's 
bead  and  haTe  a  alanghter  here  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

Others  did  not  like  the  designation  "Young  Turka."  I  pre- 
sume that,  perhaps,  the  new  leader  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Aluoi] 
objected  to  it,  and  so  tiiey  have  been  caUed  the  "Junior  League." 
Then  another  designation  which  has  been  applied  to  them  la  the 
**Onmdy  Groap." 

Mr.  ALLEN.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  McNabt  in  tbe  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  froas  Misslsatppi  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Kansas? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  The  designation  of  "  Young  Turks  "  I  first  heard 
from  the  cnsinent  Senator  from  Mississippi  who  now  entotains 
«i.  The  real  designation  as  I  understand  is  "Boy  Scouta" 
[laughter.] 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  think  that  Is  a  yery  api»t>priate  desig- 
nation. "Boy  Scouts."  I  have  thought  all  along  that  instead 
of  being  called  "Juniw  Leaguers"  they  ought  to  be  caUed 
"Ba<*h  Leaguers." 

Here  is  what  the  dictionary  says  about  Turks.  All  the  papers 
this  morning  speak  of  Young  Turks;  and,  if  I  am  not  mis- 
taken, one  of  the  distinguished  Senators,  in  speaking  of  tbe 
subject,  said  something  about  the  Turks  of  this  body;  but  the 
dictionary  defines  a  Turk  as  follows: 

A  person  exhibiting  cruelty,  •  •  •  duplicity,  radenesa,  or  tbe 
like,  >uch  M  la  attributed  to  Turks. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  S«iator  from  Missis- 
sippi yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oorgia? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  do. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  want  to  say  that  If  the  Young  Turks  are 
responsible  for  these  night  sessions,  I  think  they  can  not  be 
altogether  exonerated  from  the  charge  that  they  are  disposed 
to  be  very  cruel  to  some  of  us  here  in  tbe  Senate ;  and  if  we  can 
make  certain  that  there  are  Christians  in  tbe  Senate,  it  may  be 
that  they  will  turn  out  actually  to  be  the  killers  of  Christians 
before  the  night  sessions  have  ended. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Bat  their  first  meat  is  to  get  the  Senator 
from  Utah  [Mr.  SmootJ,  and  then  the  Senator  who  is  now  sick 
In  Florida  [Mr.  Watsoi*],  and  then  the  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton [Mr.  JoNBs]. 

Another  paper  that  carries  the  picture  of  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  AxuBf]  says  that  they  call  this  the  "baby  bloc." 
Another  calls  them  the  "  New  Guard."  And  yet,  Mr.  President, 
what  is  the  difference  between  the  Old  Guard  and  the  New 
Guard? 

Every  OMmber  of  this  so-called  "baby  bloc,"  this  group  of 
Turks,  thia  group  of  Hoover  Regulars,  this  New  Guard,  voted 
for  the  increased  rates  in  the  industrial  schedules  recommended 
by  the  Senate  Finance  Oomniittee.  Time  after  time,  with  a  few 
exceptions,  this  new  group  voted  to  put  upon  the  country  these 
additiooal  rates ;  and  it  was  only  after  we  drove  back  into  their 
Beats  this  new  and  young  group  of  warriors  who  style  them- 
selves "Turks,"  so  that  they  had  a  minority  here,  that  they 
deserted  the  Senator  from  Uuh  and  the  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton, and  said,  "  Let  us  get  out  from  under." 

You  thought  yon  cookl  see  in  the  country  the  disfavor  with 
which  this  bill  has  been  received,  and  the  recommendations 
that  have  been  proposed;  you  knew  you  would  receive  the 
castigation  of  tbe  constituoits  who  had  so  recently  sent  you 
here ;  and  then  you  created  this  smoke  screen  and  expostulated : 
"Oh,  we  are  against  the  Old  duard.  We  will  form  a  new 
group,  and  we  will  run  this  body."  How?  By  trying  to  force 
a  vote  before  this  aeaslon  of  Gtmgress  shaQ  have  ended;  and 
one  of  the  dtaHngulahed  speakers  said  yon  are  carrying  out  Mr. 
Booth's  ideas! 

lliat  is  the  trouble  about  it  Ton  go  up  and  dine  with  the 
Praaidinl.  and  then  yon  coma  ont  and  say  in— thing  as  to 
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w^  tbe  Preaideat  believes.    This  group  quotes  him  one  wny 

that  group  another;  and  you  Itave  left  the  i)eople  of  the 

le  country  in  doubt  as  to  the  position  of  the  President  of 

United  States.    There  is  not  one  of  the  group  that  believes 

t  it  is  possible  to  pass  this  bill  during  this  session  of  Con- 
and  you  who  signed  your  round  robin  to  stay  here  at 
nl^ht  and  to  have  your  little  peacock  dinner  meeting  to-night 
at  5.30  o'clock,  know  that  it  is  impossible  to  pa.ss  this  bill  during 
thi>  present  session. 

Whj,  you  do  not  even  sit  here  and  give  any  assistance  in 
EC  Ing  on  it  You  do  not  even  stay  in  here  to  vote  on  it.  Of 
CO  irse,  if  the  bells  ring  you  come  from  your  hiding  places,  and 
thia  you  vote  on  the  question  that  is  pending;, but  your  seats 
ar  i  vacant  all  during  the  day.  They  have  been  that  way.  Now, 
it  may  be  that  you  want  to  show  yourselves  to-night  when  the 
galleries  will  be  crowded  and  filled,  and  you  will  be  here  ex- 
pl>iting  yourselves  as  the  new  group  of  the  Senate.  Ah,  Mr. 
Piertdent,  thne  are  some  peculiar  things  in  connection  with 
th&t! 

I  see  that  the  dlstingnished  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
McrcALT]  has  Joined  the  baby  group,  this  Turkish  crowd— the 
same  gentleman  who  reaffirmed  the  " pseudo- Republican  "  ex- 
piession  recently,  and,  in  a  statement  which  he  gave  out  from 
P  ovldence,  R.  I.,  said  that  this  bUl  was  dead,  and  that  it  would 
U  much  better  that  It  was  dead  than  if  it  had  been  passed 
tli  rough  the  Senate  by  the  coalition  of  progressive  Republicans 
m  d  Democrats.  Yet  this  very  gentleman,  who  was  chairman 
od  the  Republican  senatorial  campaign  c<Hnmittee,  has  now 
jo  med  this  group  and  says  that  they  are  fighting  to  pass  thia 
bi  1  during  this  session  of  Congress ! 

[The  truth  about  the  matter  is  that  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Ifiland  lias  a  sore  toe.  He  is  vexed;  he  is  a  little  angry  be- 
cause his  Republican  colleagues  set  him  aside  as  chairman  of 
the  RepuUican  senatorial  campaign  committee  and  elevated  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses]  to 
that  place;  and  he  now  forms  a  group  to  put  out  the  Senator 
fr>m  New  Hampshire.  Has  he  asi^rations  himself  to  be  chair- 
mm  of  the  Republican  senatorial  campaign  committee?  Was 
it  in  good  taste  for  this  distiuguLsbed  Senator,  who  formerly 
occupied  this  place,  to  write  the  letter  last  week  to  the  present 
cb  airman  of  the  Republican  senatorial  campaign  committee  and 
th  ?n  send  it  to  this  group  with  a  resolution  written  out  in  form 
aid  in  words  saying  that  the  chairman  of  the  Republican  sena- 
te -lal  campaign  committee  should  not  come  into  his  State  or 
in  o  the  State  of  any  Senator  who  is  up  for  reelection  without 
hi  i  approval  or  that  of  the  particular  Senator  running  for  re- 
el H.tion?    So  that  is  what  the  Young  Turks  are  out  to  do. 

They  are  out  to  knife  the  Senator  from  New  Ilampe^hire ;  and 
y«t  most  of  the  new  group  were  steered  Into  their  seats  under 
tte  leadership  of  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire.  He  was 
el  airman  of  the  Republican  senatorial  campaign  c<tmraittee 
w  len  most  of  you  were  running  for  office ;  but  as  soon  as  you 
g«t  here  you  try  to  throw  him  out.  Is  it  because  he  referred  to 
tie  dlstingnished  gentlemen  who  have  stood  with  us  on  this  side 
in  taking  off  these  high  industrial  rates  as  "wild  Jackasses"? 
li  that  the  reason?     Do  you  think  his  influence  is  gone? 

These  gentlemen  who  have  been  styled  "  wild  jackasses  "  ought 
tc  get  some  comfort  out  of  the  fact  that  It  Is  better  to  be  called 
a  wild  Jackass  than  a  domestic  jackass.  If  you  look  up  the 
definition  of  those  two  terms,  you  will  find  that  the  latter  is 
si  >thfnl ;  he  is  lazy ;  he  is  difficult  to  stir  and  hard  to  move. 
But  a  wild  Jackass  is  cunning,  sure  footed,  swift  moving,  on 
tl  e  alert  all  the  time,  up  and  doing.  So  yon  are  going  to  have 
your  dinner  to-night  to  talk  over  the  question  of  refusing  to  ad- 
jcurn,  of  h(rfdlng  night  sessions,  and  you  are  going  to  delay 
t<  another  day  the  decision  of  the  question  of  who  shall  be 
c]  lainnan  of  the  senatorial  Republican  campaign  committee,  and 
o    leadership  in  this  body. 

The  papers  state  that  the  Senator  from  New  Hamrishire  is 
not  Invited  to  this  love  chat  to-night  He  will  not  be  numbered 
a:  I  one  of  the  Turks  up  there.  Well,  I  will  say  this  to  you— 
tliat  if  he  were  there,  there  would  be  a  little  life  and  a  little 
P|  >p  and  a  little  inspiration  in  tbe  gathering,  instead  of  being 
cfouded  over  by  the  "  Hoover  Blues,"  as  it  will  be. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  quesUon  is  upon  the 
ataendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  ask  to  have  the  clerk  state  the  committee 
amendment  upon  which  we  are  now  about  to  vote 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  wlU  be  stated. 

The  Lbsislativb  Cixbk.  On  page  151,  line  19,  the  committee 
pi-oposes  to  strike  out  '*  25  per  cent "  and  insert  "  30  per  cent" 
s4  as  to  read : 

Cotton  eewlDs  thread,  30  per  cent  ad  ralorem. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  I  do  not  wish  to  discuss  this 
a^MDdaent  at  any  great  length.    I  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
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with  reference  to  the  subject  matter  brought  Into  the  discussion 
by  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Whkei-ebI.  He  has  directed 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  scale  of  wages  in  the  textile  in- 
dustry in  the  South  and  in  the  country  generally  is  low  compared 
with  the  scale  of  wages  In  general  Industry. 

Mr.  President.  I  think  the  Senator  is  quite  right  and  I  take 
no  Issue  whatever  with  him.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  concede 
that  In  the  matter  of  dollars  and  cents  the  wage  paid  In  the 
southern  textile  mills  Is  not  quite  equal  to  the  wage  paid  in 
textile  mills  elsewhere  in  the  country;  but  I  believe  it  will  be 
found,  on  a  comp«iri8on  of  all  of  the  Ijeneflts  going  to  those  who 
operate  the  mills,  that  the  wages  in  one  section  of  the  country 
are  not  out  of  line  with  the  wages  paid  in  other  sections  of  the 
country. 

In  one  matter,  howt-ver,  I  thoroughly  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  Montana ;  and  that  is  that  labor  does  not  gain  anything 
through  the  protective  tariff  per  se.  I  know  very  well  that  it 
has  ht-cn  said  that  this  t»lll  Is  for  the  benefit  of  American  labOT. 
I  know  very  well  that  that  has  been  asserted  time  after  time. 
Theoretically.  I  can,  of  course,  see  how  it  may  be  so ;  but  Ameri- 
can Ijibor  undoubtedly  has  made  headway,  where  it  has  made 
headway  at  all,  through  its  own  independent  exertions,  through 
its  power  and  Its  capacity  to  organize,  and  through  its  power 
and  its  capacity  to  compel  a  Ju?.  recognition  of  the  rights  of 
labor.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  concede  that  the  textile  indus- 
try Is  an  illustration  of  just  how  American  labor  profits  from 
the  protective  system.  It  does  not  get  Its  profits  out  of  that 
system  per  se. 

I  can  very  well  understand  how  the  laborers  In  all  industry 
are  urged  to  come  down  to  Washington  when  a  tariff  bill  is  under 
consideration  and  urge  the  Congress  to  give  higher  duties  upon 
the  theory  that  labor  Is  entitled  to  higher  wages ;  but  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact  those  In  orgjinized  labor  should  thon>ughly  under- 
stand that  those  of  us  who  Insist  upon  reasonable  duties  are  in 
the  long  run  bettrt"  friends  to  organized  labor  and  to  American 
labor  generally  than  those  who  Insist  on  giving  them  benefits 
through  exct'cdlngly  high  rates  of  duty. 

The  truth  is,  Mr.  President,  that  in  every  tariff  issue  that  is 
raised  in  this  body  it  is  easy  enough  to  see  how  industry  Im- 
poses upon  those  who  are  employed  by  Industry  or  those  from 
whom  Industry  buys  Its  raw  material. 

I  do  not  want  to  go  back  Into  the  controversy  we  have  just 
passed;  but  I  am  going  to  say  this,  because  I  shall  not  bring 
up  the  subject  again  : 

Theodore  Roosevelt  shattered  one  of  the  biggest  trusts  that 
was  ever  organized  in  America  when  he  struck  the  blow  at  the 
American  Tobacco  Co.  The  shattered  fragments  of  the  fame 
old  Tobacco  Trust  have  not  hesitated  to  go  to  every  producer 
of  tobacco  In  America  and  say,  "  If  you  vote  to  give  to  one 
class  of  producers  a  higher  rate  of  duty  upon  their  wrapper 
tobacco,  we  can  not  give  you  as  jnnch  for  your  filler  and  for 
your  binder  as  we  are  now  giving  to  you."  The  Senator  is 
quite  right;  American  Industry  has  not  hesitated  to  say  to 
the  laborers,  "  If  you  do  not  stand  against  every  effort  to 
bring  about  a  reduction  of  tariff  duties,  your  wages  must  neces- 
sarily go  down." 

Does  anybody  blame  American  labor  when  It  comes  here  and 
says  to  us,  "  We  Insist  upon  higher  duties ;  we  must  have  higher 
duties "  ?  I  do  not.  I  can  well  appreciate  the  attitude  of 
labor.  I  can  well  appreciate  the  attitude  of  some  of  the  lead- 
ers of  organized  labor.  Yet  the  story  Is  the  same.  When  the 
manufacturer  wants  what  he  wants  he  brings  pressure  to  bear 
upon  the  group  that  has  influence  In  the  Congress  and  he 
makes  himself  felt  through  that  group. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator ;  labor  is  not  paid  what  labor  ought 
to  be  paid  in  the  textile  industry,  North  or  South.  We  can 
raise  tariff  duties  until  we  get  them  fairly  within  the  sky, 
but  If  labor  does  not  do  what  labor  has  done  elsewhere,  does 
not  take  its  case  in  Its  own  hands,  in  a  proper  and  just  way,  it 
will  not  receive  the  benefit  of  these  tariff  duties. 

I  liave  not  opposeil  the  Senator's  Investigation  to  Investigate 
labor  In  the  textile  industry,  and  I  shall  not  I  think  that 
investigation  should  be  made.  I  very  frankly  say  that  I  think 
that  labor  has  a  just  cause  of  complaint  But  while  all  that  is 
true,  I  hope  that  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Montana,  my 
friend,  and  other  Senators  will  not  overlook  the  fact  that  there 
has  been  some  distress  In  the  textile  Industry. 

The  cotton  textiles  and  the  woolen  and  worsted  textiles  have 
presented  more  nearly  the  picture  forecast  by  the  President  In 
his  message  calling  for  a  limited  revision  of  the  tariff  than 
other  general  Industry.  That  does  not  justify  all  the  lncre€used 
rates  that  have  been  proposed  by  the  House  or  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  In  the  cottwi  schedule  or  the  woolen  sched- 
ule or  other  textile  schedules  by  any  means,  but  I  do  think  that 
there  are  some  increases  proposed  by  tbe  House,  perhaps  soma 


of  the  recommendaUons  made  by  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee, In  some  of  the  textile  schedules  which  ought  to  have  our 
fair,  just  and  impartial  consideration. 

I  believe  we  should  not  permit  the  conditions  which  exist  in 
the  textile  industry,  we  should  not  permit  the  fact  that  labor 
has  not  shared  in  these  duties,  to  Influence  us  against  the  giving 
of  fair  treatment  if  any  industry  has  made  a  case  under  the 
rule  laid  down  by  the  President  which  I  admit  to  be  a  reason- 
able and  fair  rule. 

Mr.  President,  ju.st  one  word  more  with  reference  to  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Sooth  Carolina 
[Mr.  Smith].  It  is  quite  true  that  this  Nation  is  the  greatest 
prt.Klueer,  it  is  the  greatest  consumer,  it  is  the  greatest  exi>orter 
of  cotton,  raw  and  manufactured,  in  all  forms.  That  is  quite 
true.  It  is  also  true  that  mass  production  has  been  realized  in 
our  textile  industry  to  such  an  extent  that  the  textUe  industry 
in  the  United  States  does  not  in  my  opini(m,  require  very  high 
tariffs  to  sustain  it 

While  that  Is  true,  In  the  finer  yams  and  the  finished  goods 
there  Is  a  higher  degree  of  competition,  on  account  of  the  ele- 
ment of  labor  in  the  production,  than  in  some  of  our  industries. 
While  I  generally  agree  with  what  my  friend  from  South  Caro- 
lina says,  and  take  no  issue  whatever  with  the  position  taken 
by  the  Senator  from  Montana,  I  think  that  if  there  is  presented 
in  this  schedule  any  case  that  justifies  congresslcHial  considera- 
tion, we  ought  not,  for  the  reasons  stated,  allow  other  causes  of 
complaint  to  infiuence  us  in  casting  our  votes. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President  before  we  vote  on  this  com- 
mittee amendment  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  sworn  testimony  of  Mr.  Kerr,  which  may  be  found 
on  pagi'  19  of  the  Senate  committee  hearings  on  cotton  manu- 
factures. 

Mr.  Kerr  came  before  us  reju'esenting  his  company,  the  Ameri- 
can Thread  Co.,  and  also  the  thread  Industry,  and  he  pointed 
out  that  the  House  rate  was  lower  than  the  present  rate.  He 
stated : 

The  tariff  law  of  1922  In  force  to-day  provides  a  specific  duty  of  one- 
half  of  1  cent  for  eadi  100  yards.  It  contains  a  rider  providing  that  in 
no  cuse  shall  a  less  duty  be  charged  than  20  per  cent  ad  valorem,  nor 
shall  a  higher  rate  be  collected  than  85  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

They  appeared  before  the  House  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
asking  for  an  increase  In  tlie  ad  valorem  bracket,  and  that  the 
specific  rates  remain  as  they  are  at  present.  The  House  struck 
out  the  specific  rate  and  merely  increased  the  minimum  rate 
from  20  per  cent  to  25  per  cent,  and  gave  them  no  opportunity 
for  the  higher  rate. 

Mr.  Kerr  stated  under  oath  that  the  bill,  if  enacted  into  law 
In  the  form  in  whidi  it  came  ovm-  from  the  House,  would  work 
a  serious  injury  to  the  thread  industry  In  this  country,  and 
would  open  the  American  market  to  foreign  competition  to  a 
very  much  greater  extrat  than  in  the  case  under  the  present 
tariff  of  one-half  of  a  cent  per  hundred  yards.  He  asked  us  to 
reinsert  the  specific  duty  in  the  present  law,  but  the  committee 
did  not  do  that  The  committee,  instead,  gave  a  slight  increase 
in  the  minimum  ad  valorem  rate. 

Mr.  Kerr  went  on  to  point  out  another  injustice  which  would 
result  If  the  House  hill  were  enacted  as  it  came  from  the  House. 
He  said : 

We  would  point  out  that  when  single  strands  of  cotton  yam  have  once 
been  combined  with  other  strands  and  twisted  Into  what  Is  technically 
known  as  2-pIy,  3-ply,  4-ply.  6-cord,  and  so  forth,  it  becomes  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  "  sewing  cotton."  and  it  is  Impossible  to  define 
exactly  where  cotton  yarn  ceases  to  be  yarn  and  becomes  cotton  thread ; 
so  that  there  is  a  great  conflict  between  paragraphs  901  and  902,  as  I 
have  Just  explained. 

In  sixes  finer  than  508  the  doty  on  yam  (par.  901)  is  higher  than 
that  on  thread  wound  on  spools,  tabes,  or  cones  ready  for  nae  on  the 
sewing  machine.  For  example,  a  fine  yam,  in  slie  90  or  100,  would 
be  subject  as  such  In  its  single  condition  to  a  duty  under  paragraph 
901  of  37  per  cent.  Immediately  this  yam  is  advanced  beyond  the 
condition  of  a  single  yarn  and  Is  twisted  Into  2,  B.  or  4  ply,  it  would 
be  classed  and  imported  as  thread. 

The  bill  as  it  came  over  from  the  House  would  then  enable 
this  thread  to  come  in  at  25  per  cent,  or  12  per  cent  less  than 
it  would  be  subject  to  in  the  single  form. 

These  two  arguments  appealed  to  us  In  the  committee  as 
justifying  the  increase,  the  first  argument  being  that  instead 
of  helling  the  thread  Industry,  which  had  been  in  difficulty, 
actually  the  rate  in  the  House  bill  is  less  than  the  rate  in  the 
present  law;  in  the  second  place,  that  the  yam  rate  was  snch 
that,  by  changing  the  yams  into  thread,  a  foreign  manufacturer 
could  Import  them  at  12  per  cent  lees. 

Mr  GILLBTT.    Mr.  President  will  the  Soiator  yield? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  OILLKPT.  How  does  the  Saoate  committee  amendiDent 
comiMre  with  tbe  present  Uw? 

Mr.  BINGFLiM.  The  present  law  provides  a  apeeiflc  duty  of 
one-half  of  1  ceiit  a  hundred  yards.  The  Houae  provision  gare 
a  rate  of  25  per  cent  straight  aod  no  specific  duty.  The  Senate 
committee  increased  it  by  5  per  cent. 

Mr.  GILLETT.  How  does  that  compare  with  the  prestfit 
lawT 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  Senate  committee  thought  It  was  about 
the  HtkToe  as  the  present  law. 

Mr.  8MOOT.    It  la  not. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.    Mr.  Pr^sidoit,  win  the  Senator  yidd? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Certainly. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  UNe  furnished  by  the  Tariff 
Cooimlsalon  shows  the  equiralent  ad  yalorem  under  the  existing 
law  to  be  23.M  per  cent 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  That  average,  I  take  It,  is  on  aU  classes; 
Imt  there  are  certain  ciaswes  where  the  rate  is  less  than  it  Is 
at  present. 

In  response  to  a  quetition  by  the  senior  Senator  from  N<wth 
Carolina  (Mr,  Simmons],  Mr.  Kerr  wrote  a  letter,  wM^  will 
he  found  on  page  207  of  the  Senate  committee  bearings,  which 
]te  put  in  the  form  of  an  afBdarlt,  in  regard  to  the  import  of 
the  particular  cottons,  known  as  crochet,  embroidery,  and  darn- 
ing cotton,  compared  with  the  entire  business  of  this  country. 
The  best  estimate  he  can  reach  is  that  the  $1,500,000  worth  of 
imports  of  hand  cottons  Is  22  per  cent  of  the  total  sales  of  these 
partlcalar  cottons.  Estimates  made  by  his  f  rl^ids  in  the  busi- 
ness ran  somewliat  liigher,  from  25  to  26  per  cent,  but  he  states 
that  the  imports  are  equal  to  between  20  and  25  per  cent  of  the 
entire  bosineas  done. 

He  states  further: 

Qnotatiou  of  lOOi  aln<1e  combed  on  MAncbester  cotton  e»ctange 
i)rouod  May  IS,  1929: 

Prlc«  per  pound,  ranging  from  SS^i^d.  to  86^0. 

Tatted  States  equivalent.  $0.6784  to  10.7391. 

Duty  uaOer  existing  tariff  rmtea.  10.28  to  10.38. 

Doty  under  H.  H.  2667,  $0,261  to  $0.2786. 

•nie  pieoent  duty  ($0.10  per  pound,  ploa  $0,003  per  suaiber  In  ezceas 
of  40«)  is  $0.28  per  pound.  where««  the  propooed  rate  of  87  per  cent  ad 
valorem  r«aolta  te  a  duty  of  $0,251  and  $0.2736  per  pound.  raa»e«Uvely, 
on  tb«  above  4|uotatWas. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  understood 
the  letter  which  Mr.  Kerr  wrote,  which  the  Senator  has  just 
read,  gave  information  with  regard  to  imports  of  articles  pro- 
vided for  under  the  next  amendment  and  not  to  those  covered 
by  the  pending  am^idment 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  the  letter  referred 
to  the  amendment  which  will  follow  the  one  under  consider- 
ation. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    Tbe  Senator  is  quite  correct     It  was  my 

™Mr  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yleWt 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     I  yield, 

Mr  NORRIS.  I  undwstood  the  Senator  to  say,  in  answer  to 
a  question  propounded  to  him  by  one  of  the  8eDatx>rB,  that  the 
House  rate  was  a  decrease. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  did  not  state  tliat  on  my  own  authority. 
I  gaVe  it  as  the  testimony,  under  oath,  of  the  representative  of 
the  thread  industry,  and  quoted  from  him  that  it  was  their  belief 
that  it  was  a  decrease.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  stated  It,  but 
I  might  hate  repeated  his  statement  that  they  would  rather  go 
hack  to  the  present  law  than  accept  the  Houae  rate. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me, 
there  may  be  a  eimnce  for  honest  dlsagreesMnt  as  to  whether  it 
is  an  locreaae  or  a  decrease,  bat,  in  the  first  inatanoe.  I  would 
Hke  to  call  the  attentioa  of  the  Senator  to  the  fact  that  the 
teatlmooy  fiem  whieh  he  deduces  the  conclusion  that  the  House 
rate  is  a  iteiieaiw  la  the  testimony  of  an  interested  paaoo.  That 
•ught  to  be  cowldeied.  It  does  not  necessarily  mean  that  a 
man  is  wrong  in  his  testimony  because  he  is  interested. 

In  ctwxpariflon  with  that  I  would  like  to  hare  the  Senator 
examine  Uie  offldal  infbrmatiou  furnished  us  as  to  Sdiedule  0, 
"Cotton  manufactures."  a  comparison  of  ratea  of  duty  in  the 
tariff  act  of  1913,  the  tariff  act  of  1922,  the  pending  House  bin 
as  passed  through  the  House,  and  as  reported  to  the  Senate  by 
the  Finance  Committee. 

Taking  that  information,  which  I  assume  is  correctr-of  course, 
I  bare  no  information  of  a  personal  nature  as  to  that 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    Neither  have  I. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  appears  from  thia  compilatkn  ttat  the  rate 
under  the  act  of  1»U  was  an  ad  vakwem  rate  in  the  act  of  1913, 


it  tlie  preseat  law  provides  a  specific  duty,  and,  of  course,  has 
t6  be  reduced  to  an  ad  valorem  equivalent  in  order  to  make  the 
c  >mparison. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  There  was  a  combination  of  ad  valorem 
^  1th  specific. 

Mr.  NOBRIS.  Yes.  This  gives  the  rate  of  duty  under  the 
apt  of  1913  as  15  per  cent  and  the  rate  of  duty  under  the  act 

1922,  which  is  the  present  law,  as  23.84  per  cent    The  House 

1  as  it  passed  the  House  provided  for  a  rate  of  duty  of  25 
cent,  an  increase  of  a  little  more  than  1  per  cent    The  Sen- 

e  committee  reported  30  per  cent,  which  is  a  5  per  cent  iu- 
c^^ase  over  the  House  rate  and  a  little  more  than  ti  per  cent 

0  rer  existing  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  in  relation  to  the  37  per  cent 
al  valorem  fotmd  on  cotton  yarns  in  subsection  (b)  referred  to 
b^  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Bixgham],  it  was  stated 
t  lat  there  was  no  equivalent  ad  valorem  duty  because  there  was 
a  less  rate  than  the  30  per  cent  in  one  case  and  the  37  per  cent 
ii  the  oth&r  case  as  applied  to  the  same  thread.     I  want  to 

rt  what  I  said  when  I  was  asked  the  question  a  little  while 
These  are  the  facts  in  the  case : 

Cotton  yam  No.  120,  2-ply,  is  that  yam  which  is  twisted 
and  made  into  thread.  The  value  of  that  is  $1.48  per  pound 
ii  ivoice  price,  and  30  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  $1.48  is  equivalent 
t  >  54.76  cents  per  pound. 

When  that  yam  is  twisted  into  the  thread  that  we  are  speak- 
lag  of  now,  No.  70,  O-cord,  it  Is  worth  $2.65  per  pound,  as 
against  $1.48  per  pound  for  the  single  thread  spoken  of  by  the 
Senator.  Twenty-five  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  $2,05  per  pound 
i »  66.25  cents,  or  25  per  cent  more  per  pound  on  the  yarn  itself 

1  lan  upon  the  single-thread  yam  at  37  per  cent.  That  Is  the 
1  eason  why  the  committee  did  Just  as  It  has  done,  making  the 
late  on  the  thread  itself  the  ad  valorem  equivalent  of  11  cents 
«  pound  more  than  upon  the  single  thread  out  of  which  it  is 
I  Jade.  That  is  the  situation.  It  is  true  that  we  took  oflf  the 
cne-half  cent  specific,  but  what  is  one-half  cent  specific  on 
tiread  valued  at  $2.65  per  pound?  It  does  not  amount  to 
cnything. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  said  nothing 
turth^  than  that  it  was  a  1-cent  specific  rata  He  said  a 
fl  leclflc  rate  of  one-half  of  1  cent  would  not  amoimt  to  much. 
I  ut  whether  it  amounts  to  anything  or  not  depends  upon  the 
I  oint  at  which  that  percentage  is  applied.  If  it  was  one-half  of 
1  cent  on  each  100  yards  that  would  not  amount  to  much.  If  it 
^ras  one-half  of  1  cent  on  each  inch  it  would  be  a  very  high 
tuUL 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge] 
called  attention  of  the  Senate  to  that  point  and  I  explained  it, 
lut  there  were  very  few  Senators  here  at  the  time.  The  Sen- 
t  tor  from  Nebraska  was  out  of  the  Chamber  at  that  time.  I 
( ssure  the  Senator  that  there  is  not  any  advantage  being  taken 
( f  the  thread  manufacturer  using  cotton  yam  No.  120,  2-i^. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  It  is  perfectly  clear  to  me  that  the  Senator 
is  rig^t  on  tlmt  point 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  last  week  we  raised  the 
(rice  on  practically  every  kind  of  food  that  goes  to  the  dining 
table — rice,  fish,  and  other  things.  We  brought  about  an  in- 
case in  price  by  raising  the  tariff  rates.  We  invaded  the  hos- 
lital  and  the  nursery  by  increasing  the  tax  on  lemons.  Now 
is  proposed  to  tax  the  housewife  by  an  Increased  tariff  on 
read  and  knitting  cotton.  The  home  dressmaker  must  pay 
ore  for  the  cotton  tliread  that  she  uses.  Every  time  the  mother 
the  family  sits  down  at  night  to  dam  the  family  socks  I 
ope  she  will  stick  a  sharp  needle  into  the  Congress  which 
uould  propose  to  increase  the  tax  on  darning  cotton. 

There  is  no  use  at  all  of  protestiug.    I  supiwse  that  the  vari- 

<  us  blooB  wliich  have  been  oi^anized  and  the  members  of  which 

lire  here  when  we  vote,  but  are  not  here  at  other  times,  will 

1  ote  to  uphold   this  increased   rate.     Even   the   distinguished 

eader  of  the  farm  Woe,  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  BoaxH],  I 

kotice  is  absent  from  the  Chamber  most  of  the  time,  and  most 

tf  the  Young  Turks  are  away  a  good  deal  of  the  time;  but 

kere  we  are  going  forward,  putting  tax  after  tax  upon   the 

boulders  c^  tlie  pe<^e  of  our  country.    Others  may  go  Just  as 

:  til  as  they  like,  but  I  am  going  to  raise  my  voice  every  time 

LUd  call  the  attention  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  what 

s  going  on  in  the  Senate.     We  are  seeking  to  break  down  a 

teople  already  overburdened  by  taxation.    I  am  in  bitter  opposi- 

ion  to  the  amendment  ot  the  committer 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
I  amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  I  tmderstood  the  Senator  from 
Seorgla  [Mr.  Gbobue]  to  say  that  wages  in  the  North  and  South 
I  ire  practically  the  same  in  the  cotton  industry. 


Mr.  GEORGE.  Oh,  no;  I  said  that  in  cash  equivalent  the 
value  of  labor  in  the  southern  textile  mills  and  in  the  mills 
elsewhere  on  examination  would  be  found  to  be  not  far  apart. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  going  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  hourly  rate  of  wages  of  men  in  the  North  in  1926  was  44.8 
cents  and  in  the  South  28.7  centa  Women's  wages  in  the  North 
were  37.1  cents  and  in  the  South  23.1  cents.  Taking  the  full 
hourly  time  in  1928  again,  in  the  North  it  was  50  hours  and  in 
the  South  it  was  55.7  hours.  ^     „       ^ 

Mr.  OVERMAN.    Mr.  President  where  does  the  Senator  get 

those  figures?  .         ^^  ^    s  *i.^ 

Mr  SMOOT.  The  figures  are  taken  from  the  report  of  tne 
United  States  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  on  hourly  wages  of 
men  and  women  in  the  North  and  the  South. 

Mr.  OVERMAN.  I  think  I  can  show  from  a  bulletin  Just 
isBtied  that  we  have  a  very  different  state  of  affairs. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  have  umde  no  Investigation  of  it  myself. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  want  to  go  into  this 
matter  this  afternoon,  but  what  I  said  was  simply  this:  The 
National  Conference  Board  some  years  ago  c(Mnpared  the  wages 
paid  in  the  southern  textile  Industry  with  the  wages  paid  In  the 
textile  industry  of  New  England  and  other  parts  of  the  country. 
The  difference  in  house  rent  the  difference  in  the  supplies  that 
were  furnished  labor  at  the  actual  cash  market  value,  and  the 
things  which  have  to  be  purchased  by  labor  were  considered, 
and  there  was  found  to  be  very  lltUe  difference  in  actual  wage 
scale  in  the  industry.  That  was  altogether  true  when  they 
comimred  the  wages  paid  to  a  worker  doing  the  same  work  in 
tlie  southern  mills  and  in  the  mills  elsewhere.  It  is  troe  that 
for  the  most  part  the  highly  sliilled  lalior  in  the  textile  Industry 
is  at  worlc  in  New  England  and  in  other  parts  of  the  country 
than  the  South. 

It  is  not  universally  tme,  but  it  is  true  that  when  wo  com- 
pare  the  skllletl  labor  in  the  two  sections  it  will  be  found  that 
the  greater  portion  of  the  skilled  labor  is  at  work  outside  of  the 
South.  So  when  we  compere  the  wages  paid  the  worker  doing 
the  same  work  in  the  southem  mills  with  the  wages  paid  to  the 
worker  doing  the  same  grade  of  work  in  the  mills  in  other  sec- 
tions of  the  country,  and  when  we  take  into  consideration  the 
vast  advantage  whi(±  the  southern  mill  owners  give  to  the 
laborer  in  the  way  of  housing.  In  the  way  of  furaiahing  supjrfies 
at  coKt,  in  the  way  of  much  cheaper  fuel,  water,  electric  current, 
and  so  forth,  it  will  bt»  found.  Just  as  the  National  Conference 
Board  did  find  upon  a  fair  compjirison  of  wages,  that  there  was 
really  not  very  much  discrepancy.  I  agree  with  the  Senator 
from*  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeuoi]  that  the  wages  paid  in  the  South 
and  in  the  North  in  the  textile  industry  are  entirely  inadequate. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  do  anything 
that  will  hurt  the  cotton  mills  of  the  United  States.  I  want  to 
see  them  prosper  in  every  seetlon  of  the  country.  I  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gbobob]  and  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Wheei.ebI  that  our  laborers  in  this  industry  are 
not  nt>w  receiving  as  much  as  they  ought  to  receive.  I  am  in 
favor  of  their  having  increased  wages.  I  can  well  understand 
why  a  spinner  could  not  afford  to  pay  a  workman  who  is  mail- 
ing cloth  at  5  cents  a  yard  as  much  as  he  would  pay  a  man 
who  is  making  fine  cloth  wortli  75  cents  a  yard.  We  can  all  see 
the  difference  in  the  wage  scale  that  should  obtain  there. 

But.  Mr.  President,  the  cotton  producer  is  the  person  who  is 
sufT«'ring  now  as  well  as  those  who  labor  in  the  cotton  mills. 
Both  of  them  are  entitled  to  receive  more,  the  one  for  the  cotton 
and  the  other  for  the  work  of  making  the  cotton  into  cloth  or 
thread.  But  in  order  to  enable  the  manufacturer  of  cotton 
cloth  to  pay  the  wage  that  he  ought  to  pay,  we  must  not  criw>le 
and  injure  him  now  when  we  are  passing  upon  this  schedule  and 
other  schedules  that  affect  vitally  his  bu.siness.  If  I  know  it  I 
am  not  going  to  vote  to  injure  the  cotton-manufacturing  Indus- 
try of  the  United  States.  I  can  Justify  my  demand  for  higher 
wages  for  those  who  work  in  the  cotton  mills  when  I  vote  a  rate 
of  protection  that  is  Just  and  fair  to  the  manufacturer  of  cotton 

firoods. 

Mr  WHEELER.  Mr.  President  according  to  the  census  of 
manufactures  for  1927  the  weekly  earnings  of  the  workers  in 
the  cotton-goods  nranufat-turing  plants  of  Alabama  were  $12.34 ; 
In  the  State  of  Georgia.  $12.53 ;  Mississippi,  $10.61 ;  North  Caro- 
lina $13.28 ;  South  Carolina,  $12.65 ;  Tennessee,  $12.75. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  I  was  unable  to  hear  the  Sena- 
tor from  Montana  when  he  begtm  his  statement  and  I  desire  to 
a«»k  what  are  the  figures  he  is  quoting?  I  understood  they  re- 
lated to  wages,  but  did  they  give  the  wages  in  c-ents  per  hour? 

Mr  WHEELER.  No;  the  figures,  which  are  Uken  from  the 
census  of  manufactures  for  1927.  relate  to  the  weekly  eamings 

Mr.  NORRIS.    They  are  given  in  dollars? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Yes;  they  are  given  in  dollars  and  cents. 
In  Alabama  the  wage  was  $12.34  a  week. 


Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Doe*  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  the  S«iator  stating  the 
average  wage  for  women  and  men  or  for  both? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  This  report  does  not  state ;  it  merrty  says 
*'  wage  earners." 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ifassachusetts.  The  average  mill  wages  m 
Alabama  for  textile  workers  was  $1234? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  It  was  $12.34.  That  was  according  to  the 
census  of  manufactures.  For  ^e  State  of  Oeori^  the  wage 
was  $12.53 ;  in  Mississippi  it  was  $10.61 ;  in  North  Carolina  it 
was  $13.28 ;  in  South  Carolina  it  was  $12.65 ;  and  In  Tennessee 
it  was  $12.75. 

The  aveiage  weekly  eamings  of  workers  in  cotton  mills  in 
1928,  as  compiled  by  the  United  States  Bureau  of  Labor  Sta- 
tistics, were  as  follows :  In  Alabama  it  was  $10.19. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     When  was  that? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  was  in  1928,  and  the  figures  are  fur- 
nished by  the  United  SUtes  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistlca.  In 
Georgia  the  weekly  wage  was  $1L78;  in  Maine,  $18.81;  in 
Massachusetts,  $16.47;  in  New  Hampshire,  $18.14;  in  New 
York,  $16.44 ;  In  North  CaroUna,  $12.23 ;  in  Rhode  Island,  $18.93; 
in  South  Carolina,  $9.56 ;  and  in  Virginia,  $U.23. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  pointed  out  this  afternoon,  In  1922  we 
raised  the  tariff  on  all  cotton  textiles,  and  we  said  we  were 
doing  it  for  the  benefit  <rf  labor;  but  since  1922  the  wages  in 
the  cotton-textile  Industry  have  been  decreased.  Now,  Senators 
are  favoring  increases  In  the  tariff,  and  even  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  says,  "I  am  willing  to  vote  for  tariffs  in  some  in- 
stances." I  say,  Mr.  President  that  what  we  oug^t  to  do  in 
the  case  of  the  cotton-textUe  Industry  is  to  reduce  the  tariff 
duties.  The  idea  of  a  manufacturer  of  cotton  textiles  in  the 
United  States  to-day  paying  a  Uborer  $9  or  $10  a  week,  that 
laborer  working  tor  60  hours  a  week  under  a  stretch-out  system 
by  which  the  manufacturers  have  doubled  and  redouUed  the 
work  of  the  optative  since  1922,  when  the  present  tariff  law 
was  passed,  It  was  said,  for  the  benefit  of  the  laboring  men 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  PresidNit  It  is  said  that  many  agitators  are  busy  in  the 
southern  textile  field.  Is  it  any  wonder  there  are  agitators  in 
the  s«>utl»ern  cotton-textile  mills  when  the  owners  of  those  mills 
ate  paying  their  employees  such  wages  as  I  have  indicated  and 
reqnire  them  to  double  and  treble  and  quadruple  their  work  on 
the  stretch-out  system? 

Mr.  McMASTER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McMASTER.  As  the  Senator  has  pointed  out,  after  im- 
posing higher  duties  in  the  act  of  1922  it  would  be  natural  to 
suppose  that  wages  would  have  been  increased  in  many  of 
those  States  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  have  been  de- 
creased. Has  the  Senator  the  financial  statements  of  some  of 
those  companies  who  have  been  operating  there?  If  so,  I  wish 
he  would  put  them  in  the  Rbcxao. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  have  not  the  figures  in  regard  to  the 
financial  condition  of  the  mill  companies.  I  did  not  know  the 
cotton  schedule  was  coming  up  to-day. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr,  Fws  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Montana  yield  to  the  Senatxnr  from  N^)raska? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Has  the  S«iator  from  Montana  the  figures 
on  his  desk?  

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  have  th«n  on  my  desk,  but  I  have  not 
made  the  calculations  from  them. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  another  question. 
Has  he  advhsed  the  Senate  as  to  imports  and  exports  of  cotton 
textiles? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Of  the  articles  embraced  In  this  particular 
schedule  It  has  been  stated  this  afternoon  that  the  exports  are 
about  eight  times  the  amount  of  the  imports ;  that  the  Imports 
are  about  1  per  cent  of  the  domestic  production. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  They  are  less  than  1  per  cent 
of  the  exports. 
Mr.  WHEELER.  They  are  less  than  1  per  cent  of  the  exports 
Mr.  NORRIS.  The  fact  that  the  Imports  are  less  than  1  per 
cent  of  production,  of  course  in  itself,  shows  two  things:  First 
that  the  tariff  is  too  high,  and,  second,  that  the  beneficiaries  of 
these  high-tariff  duties  do  not  give  the  wage  worker,  the  work- 
ingmen  and  the  working  women,  any  percentage  of  the  profit 
derived  by  reason  of  the  high-tariff  rates. 
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Mr.  WALSH  <rf  Montana.    Mr.  PrrtldeDt— -  

The  PBBSIDINO  OFFICER-    Does  tbe  Junior  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  his  colleagoeT 
Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  my  coUeagne  has 
evidently  given  aome  attention,  and  I  think  a  good  deal  of 
attention,  to  the  labor  feature  of  the  tariff  dntlea  on  cotton 
goods.  Can  he  tell  us  what  percentage  of  the  wholesale  pnce 
of  theae  cotton  prodncts  actnaUy  goes  to  labor?  ,^  ,   »_ 

Mr  WHEELER.  No;  I  can  not  tell  my  collea«ne  that,  b^ 
cause  of  the  fact  that  the  Bureau  of  Statlsacs  apparenUy  had 
no  ftgnres  at  all  on  that  subject;  at  least,  when  we  asked  for 
them  they  did  aot  ftrmlsh  them  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  ask  that  question,  because  I 
am  under  the  Impression  that  the  total  fabor  cost  la  tWs  par- 
ticular industry  Is  less  than  the  tariff;  In  oth«  ^<^vj^ 
tariff  does  not  represent  the  dlfTerence  in  the  cost  of  production 
at  home  and  abroad,  but  is  more  than  the  total  amount  paid 
to  labor.  ^    _      ,   .■. 

Mr  WHEEIJrR.  There  Is  no  doubt  about  that  As  I  pointed 
owt  this  afternoon,  when  there  were  fewer  Senators  present  In 
some  of  the  southern  mUls  a  wearer  formerly  tended  24  looms ; 
then  the  number  was  doubled  to  48  looms;  then  It  was  doubled 
again  from  48  to  96  looms;  and  In  some  casea  a  ™*®'  •* 
requlreil  to  take  care  of  over  a  hundred  looms.  As  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Smtth]  pointed  out  this  aftor- 
noon.  In  Orwit  Britain  that  sort  of  thing  is  not  permitted; 
a  wearer  thfwe  is  not  permitted  to  take  care  of  M  or  48  or  s» 
looms. 

Yet,  Mr.  President,  we  hare  here,  as  I  said  a  ■OBient  >go.  « 
Mil  purporting  to  be  for  the  beneftt  of  labor,  and  It  is  proposed 
to  increase  all  the  rates  in  the  cotton  textile  schedule.  In  con- 
sidering the  bfll  the  House  raised  those  rates,  and  In  many 
instances  they  were  again  raised  by  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee. To  my  notion.  It  Is  scandalous  to  think  that  under  the 
dTcumirtances  we  would  do  a  thing  of  this  kind  in  this  body. 

When  I  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  some  time  ago 
a  resolution  providing  for  an  inrestlgatlon  of  stich  conditions. 
I  pointed  out  that  we  ought  to  hare  an  examination  of  this 
industry  brfore  the  tariff  bill  should  be  considered,  so  that 
Senators  would  be  able  to  hare  some  intenigent  Idea  of  what 
they  were  doing.  Now,  what  do  we  find?  Senators  get  up  in 
their  places  and  say.  "  I  want  to  rote  for  sw*  a  tariff  MU  as 
will  enable  me  to  Justify  my  position  In  adrocating  increased 
wages  for  the  workmen  and  working  women  later  <m."  We 
ought  to  know  how  much  money  has  actually  been  inreeted  in 
the  textile  companies ;  how  much  watered  stock  has  been  Issued 
by  thoae  coaspaniea;  we  ought  to  know  something  with  reference 
to  how  much  is  going  to  the  commission  men  and  the  selling 
agencies,  and  how  much  is  actually  going  to  tlie  stockholders. 
However  we  hare  not  before  the  Senate  any  Information  of 
that  character  which  Is  so  vital  to  a  proper  consideration  of 
this  schedule.  We  are  acting  upwj  the  cotton  schedule  blindly, 
and  will  prolMbly  act  upon  the  other  textile  schedules  blindly, 
wtthout  any  Information  upon  the  snbject  at  ail. 
Mr.  BLBA8E.    Mr.  President  I  do  not  want  to  say  anything 

on  the  subject  of  the  tariff  bill 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Then,  Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  aDow  us 
to  rote  vyoB  the  pending  amendment?    He  can  then  proceed. 

Mr  BLEASE.  I  m»ely  wish  to  correct  SMae  of  the  figures 
which  have  been  state<l ;  but,  of  course,  if  the  Senator  wants  to 
go  ahead,  I  cam  do  that  at  another  time. 

Mr.  tmOOT.  I  thought  we  might  rote  on  the  pending  amend 
ment  and  then  the  Senator  could  proceed. 

Mr.  BLBAfOS.     Very  well.  , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amcadmeat  reported  by  the  committee. 
The  amendment  wa.s  rejected. 
The  PRiffllDlNQ  ornOBR.    The  derk  will  state  the  next 


The  LreisLATira  Clekx.  On  page  151,  paragraph  902.  lire  22, 
after  the  word  -yards,"  It  is  proposed  to  strike  oat  "2o  peij 
cent  -  and  hasert  -  35  per  cent"  »o  as  to  read : 

Croebet  embroidery,  aanrtng.  snd  knittlns  cottooB,  ptrt  op  for  hand- 
work, in  lencttas  not  exceeding  840  yanto,  35  per  cent  sd  T«l<*eni. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  lu  riew  of  the  action  taken  on 
the  aBwdmaat  Immediately  preceding  the  one  Just  stated,  li 
the  same  paragraph,  I  think  perbapM  similar  action  aboiUd  b« 
takok  with  regard  to  the  pending  amendment 

Mr   OIIUBIT.    Mr.  President  I  wish  the  investigation  re 
ferred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wnnua]  couU 
hare  been  conducted.    I  do  not  know  much  about  the  condition* 
in  other  parts  of  the  country,  but  I  know,  as  probably  we  all 
know,  that  the  cotton  mannfactarera  of  New  Engfuhg  are  in  \ 


meat  distresaed  condition,  and  that  it  is  not  because  of  any 
profit  derived  by  them  that  labor  is  so  depreaaed. 

I  agree  thoroughly  with  the  Senator  from  Montana  and  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  that  it  is  sad  such  inadequate  wages 
should  be  paid ;  we  all  wish  that  higher  wages  could  be  paid ; 
but  after  all,  we  want  to  remember  that  even  under  present 
conditlon.s  the  operatives  In  American  textile  mills  are  paid 
vastly  more  here  than  are  similar  workmen  In  other  couutriea. 
I  think  that  ought  to  be  taken  into  account 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  frwn  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  OILLBTT.    Certainly. 

Mr.  WHEEI..ER.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  textile 
operators  In  thds  country  are  not  paying  more  wages  to  their 
employees  per  unit  than  are  being  paid  in  Great  Britain,  accord- 
ing to  the  figures  which  hare  been  furnished  to  me. 

Mr.  GILLETT.    What  does  the  Senator  mean  by  "  per  unit "? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     According  to  the  amount  of  work  turned  out 

per  man. 
Mr.  GILLETT.    In  that  respect  I  think,  the  Senator  is  quite 

mistaken. 

Mr.  '«»'HEELSR.  The  Senator  will  find,  I  am  sure,  that  the 
figures  vyhich  I  hare  given  are  correct 

Mr.  GILLETT.  I  shall  be  glad  if  the  Senator  will  put  in  the 
Rao  -ar^  and  I  hope  he  will  do  so,  the  figures  as  to  the  compara- 
tire  wages  that  are  paid  there  and  here,  as  well  as  the  compara- 
tire  profits.  ^    ^^  ^ 

Mr.  HHPLIN.    Mr.  President  if  I  understand  the  rote  that 
was  taken  a  moment  ago.  it  leaves  the  rate  us  tlie  House  fixed  it. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  correct 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Montana  what  has  become  of  the  resolution  vxo- 
riding  tar  the  investigation  to  which  he  referred? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator,  as  he  well  re- 
members, that  the  resolution  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures,  and  that  a  majority  of  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee In  reporting  the  resolution  suggested  that  the  iuvestiga- 
tioo  be  made  by  the  Tariff  Commission  or  the  Fetleral  Trade 
Commission.  Ttoe  minority  members  of  the  committee  reported 
that  the  questions  involved  ought  to  be  investigated  by  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  of  the  Senate.  By  reason  of  the 
tariff  bill  being  before  the  Senate,  and  by  reason  of  the  fact 
that  we  could  not  get  the  resolution  to  a  vote,  I  asked  unanl- 
mooB  consent  to  hare  It  adopted  as  reported  providing  for  the 
investigation  to  be  made  as  the  majority  wanted  It;  but  there 
was  objection  to  that  While  I  felt  that  I  would  rather  have 
that  done  than  to  see  no  investigation  at  all,  I  thought  that  It 
would  be  much  better  if  the  investigation  should  be  made  by 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Pre«Udent,  i^actically  the 
same  facts  and  argumenU  which  were  presented  to  the  Senate 
with  reference  to  the  previous  amendment  apply  to  the  pending 
am^dment  There  is  a  differwice  in  that  there  are  much 
larger  importations;  but  I  am  reliably  Informed  by  the  experts 
of  the  Tariff  Commission  that  the  importations  are  of  a  very 
special  and  superior  quality  of  yams  that  women  use  In  cro- 
cheting and  iu  making  embroideries  and  in  knitting.  I  am  also 
informed  that  the  imported  yams,  though  they  come  in  in  con- 
siderable quantities.  seU  at  a  higher  price  than  do  the  domestic 
varas.  That  the  consumes  will  not  substitute  the  Imported 
crochet  and  other  threads  herdm  named  for  the  domestic,  and 
will  pay  the  higher  duty  if  necessary.  Therefore,  it  seems  to  me 
there  has  been  no  case  made  oot  here  In  favor  of  the  large 
increased  duty  in  the  amecrfment  proposed  by  the  Senate  com- 
mittee. ^  ,       ,. 

I  shonM  like  the  Raooaa  to  show  that  under  the  present  law 
the  ad  valorem  equiralent  based  on  Imports  of  1928  of  the  rate 
provided  in  the  present  law  is  20.03  p**r  cent ;  that  the  House 
nite  Is  26  per  cent;  and  the  propoee<l  rate  under  the  Swiate 
committee  amendment  Is  35  per  cMit— t)eing  an  Increase  of  75 
per  cent  orer  the  rate  carried  by  the  present  law.  It  does  not 
<^eem  to  me  that  the  record  warrants  any  such  increase  in  the 
rate  of  duty ;  and.  therefore,  I  believe  we  would  give  the  indu.stry 
all  that  It  can  properly  demand  if  we  voted  down  the  Senate 
committee  amendment  and  restored  the  House  provision. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  commltteei 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  next  amendment  was,  <m  page  152,  line  21,  after  the  word 
•*  dyed  "  to  strike  out  **  or  colored "  and  insert  "  colore<l,  or 
woren-fignred,"  and  at  the  end  of  line  25,  after  the  word  "  ad," 
to  strike  out  "  valorem  **  and  Inaert  "  valorem :  Pmt?Ml«d.  That 
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none  of  the  foregoing  ahafl  be  subject  to  a  less  duty  than  0.55  of 
1  cent  iJer  average  number  per  pound,"  so  as  t«  read : 

Pak.  904.  (a)  Cotton  cloth,  not  bleached,  printed,  dyed,  colored,  or 
woven-flgured,  containing  yarns  the  average  number  of  which  does  not 
exceed  No.  90,  10  per  cent  ad  valorem  and,  In  addition  thereto,  for  each 
number.  0.35  of  1  per  cent  ad  valorem  ;  exceeding  No.  90,  41%  per  cent 
ad  Talorem  :  Providei,  That  none  of  the  foregoing  shall  be  subject  to  a 
less  duty  than  0..55  of  1  cent  per  average  number  per  pound. 

EXEcrrm'K  hessaqb  rktbuucd 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  before  the  Senate  an  execu- 
tive message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

BKCESS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  hour  of  5.30  o'clock  having 
arrived,  the  Senate  will  stand  in  recess  until  7.30  o'clock  this 
evening. 

EVENING  SESSION 

The  Senate  reassembled  at  7  o'clock  and  30  minutes  p.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senate  renmes  the  con- 
sideration of  the  unfinished  business. 

KEVISION   or  THK  TABIW 

The  Senate,  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bUl  (H.  R.  2867)  to  provide  rerenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  Ubor,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  found  on  page  152,  line  21. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  see  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  here.     I  think  we  can  take  a  vote,  however. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendmwit     [Putting  tile  question.!    The  Chair  is  in 

doubt  ^       ,,     ^ 

Mr.  NORRIS.     There  is  no  doubt  about  that  Mr.  Pre.'^ident 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Tlie  Chair  Is  in  doubt  never- 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maeeachuaetts.    Mr.  President  which  amend- 
ment is  this? 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  amendment  on  page  152, 

line  21.  .      ^ 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu-setts.  Mr.  President,  that  Is  the 
most  Important  matter  In  this  whole  schedule.  I  should  expect 
that  there  would  be  some  eipianatiou  of  the  amendment  I 
should  like  to  have  an  explanation  of  It. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  will  not  Uke  long,  Mr.  President 

The  amendment  found  on  page  152,  line  21,  is,  after  the  words 
"Cotton  cloth,  not  bleached,  printed,  dyed,"  to  strike  out  "or 
colored"  and  insert  "colored,  or  woven-flgured,"  and  to  add 
the  pro\iso  at  the  top  of  page  153. 

This  bracket  has  been  adopted  with  two  modifications:  First 
the  exception  of  woven  figures,  as  in  the  act  of  1922,  has  been 
restored.  Second,  there  has  been  provided  a  minimum  progres- 
sive specific  rate  of  0.55  of  1  cent  per  average  number  per  pound. 
The  act  of  1022  provides,  for  unbleached  cotton  cloth,  a  specific 
rate  of  duty  which  would  progress  from  0.40  of  1  cent  per  num- 
ber per  pound  on  up  to  No.  4l» ;  Uiereafter,  0.55  of  1  cent  per 
number  per  pound. 

There  are  Imports  of  unbleached  cloth  made  of  low-iwriced 
stock  on  which  the  present  specific  rates  are  higher  than  the 
present  ad  valorem  rates;  and  on  some  of  these  the  increased 
ad  valorem  rates  of  the  present  bill  result  In  a  decrease  In  the 
effective  rates  of  duty.  It  has  therefore  been  deemed  advisable 
to  provide,  for  unbleadied  cloths,  minimum  progressive  specific 
rates  of  0..'»5  of  a  cent  per  number  per  ix)und  in  addition  to  the 
progressive  ad  valorem  rates. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President  on  certain  low-priced  stock 
carrying  a  rate  of  0.40  of  a  cent  per  number  per  pound  the  duty 
has  l)een  increa.sed  to  0.55  of  a  cent  per  number  per  pound ;  and 
on  the  higher  gi-ades — that  is,  the  finer  yarns — tliere  is  a  slight 
decrease. 

That  Is  the  explanation  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts  obtained  the  fioor. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Idaho. 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
a  question :  The  Senator  said  this  was  the  most  important  item 
in  the  whole  schedule.  I  wish  he  would  explain  why  he  says 
that. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  was  about  to  do  so. 


Aa  I  underatand,  this  paragraph  deals  with  most  of  the 
cotton  doth  that  is  produced  in  Ajnerica  or  that  Is  imported 
into  America.  The  amendment  in  paragraph  (a)  deals  with 
unbleached  co«<m  cloth ;  that  is,  the  cloth  as  It  Is  In  first  stage 
as  it  comes  frmn  the  loom. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Cloth  from  the  lo<mi. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Yes.  Paragraphs  (b),  (c), 
(d),  (e),  (f),  and  (g)  contain  increased  duties  leried  upon 
cottMi  cloth  after  It  has  passed  beyond  the  nnbleatdied  stage 
Into  various  other  stages. 

In  my  opinion,  some  reduction  can  be  made  In  the  cotton 
cloths  refferred  to  in  some  of  the  other  sections  of  this  para- 
graph. I  think  the  rates  proposed  to  be  levied  as  recommended 
by  the  Finance  C<Mnmlttee  in  paragraiA  (a)  are  Justifiable. 
Now  I  shall  try  to  explain  the  reas<m  why. 
The  plain  gray  cloths  covered  by  this  section  are  subject  under 
present  law  to  a  progressive  specific  duty  in  combination  with 
progressive  minimum  ad  valorem  rates.  The  House  blU  sub- 
stitutes a  single  standard  of  progresslre  ad  ralorem  rates.  The 
progressive  ad  valorem  duty  which  the  House  levied  worked  out 
when  tested  in  certain  yarn  counts  at  doth  to  be  a  lessening  of 
the  rate  in  important  instances.  This  is  espedally  true  in 
the  case  of  certain  cloths,  where  the  Importations  are  already 
excessive. 

1  do  not  know  whether  I  make  myself  clear  or  not  The  mat- 
ter is  a  very  complicatetl  one;  but  under  present  law,  the  ctBS- 
toms  appraiser  must  choose  the  higher  rate  between  the  spedflc 
duty  and  the  minimum  ad  ralorem.  A  substantial  amount  of 
the  doths  come  In  onder  the  specific  rates. 

When  the  House  changed  the  basis  of  lerying  duty  and 
abandoned  the  specific-duty  idea  and  applied  the  progres8l\e  ad 
ralorem  rate,  It  was  found  that  certain  goods  that  heretofore  had 
a  specific  duty  got  actually  less  protection  under  the  House  rate 
than  they  receive  under  the  present  law.  That  was  a  varying 
class  of  goods.    Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    This  was  the  provision  that  die  appraiser  was 
to  take  whatever  was  the  higher  value. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Exactly. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    If  the  ad  valorem  was  the  higher  rate,  they 
took  the  ad  ralor^n.    if  the  specific  was  the  higher,  they  took 
the  spedflc.    That  Is  the  prorision  to  which  the  Senator  refers. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Now  let  me  illustrate. 
I  have  before  me  a  taWe  which  gives  the  list  of  importations 
for  the  year  1927  of  unbleached  cloth. 

One  of  these  grades  is  what  is  called  No.  54,  which  means 
that  the  arerage  yam  count  in  that  class  of  doth  Is  54.  Mark 
you,  these  doths  rary  widely  In  value,  so  that  under  count  54 
there  would  be  doths  that  could  have  levied  upon  them  a  spedflc 
duty  which  would  be  effective,  and  other  cloths  of  very  much 
hi^er  value  where  the  customs  officer  would  choose  the  ad 
valorem  duty. 
Mr.  SMOOT.  That  Is  on  accomit  of  styles. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Exactly.  There  is  a  wide 
range  of  values  in  cloths  of  the  same  arerage  count,  so  that  in 
certain  instances  the  specific  duty  was  effective  and  higher  than 
the  ad  valorem  duty,  and  in  other  Instances  the  ad  ralorem 
was  the  higher;  and  therefcn^  the  customs  oflScials  took  the 
higher  duty. 

In  the  case  of  doths  of  the  arerage  cotmt  of  No.  64,  the  num- 
bw:  of  yards  imported  under  the  law  of  1922  in  the  year  1927 
was  1,198,796  yards.  The  ad  ralorem  rate,  based  upon  the 
value  of  imports  of  1927,  was  31.50  per  cent  under  present  law. 
Under  the  House  bill  the  rate  would  be  28.90  per  cent. 

This  demonstrates  that  the  Hon%  rate  works  out  to  be 
actually  a  reduction  of  2.60  per  cent.  This  would  mean  a  posi- 
tive reduction  in  the  protectt<m  to  that  class  of  cloths  which 
had  to  meet  heavy  competitive  Importations.  If  I  am  not  cor- 
rect, I  hope  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  correct  me. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDEINT  pro  tempore.     Does    the    Senator    from 
Massachusetts  yidd  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield. 
Mr.  WHEELER    Will  the  Senator  tell  us  how  much  of  this 
kind  of  doth  we  exported? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  can  not  tdl  the  Senator 
in  the  case  of  that  spedfic  kind  of  doth. 

Mr.  WHEELER  Can  the  Senator  tell  us  what  companies 
manufacture  this  class  of  goods  In  the  United  States? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Most  companies  that  .iiake 
cloths  between  these  ranges.  As  I  understand,  the  change  from 
the  specific  duty  to  the  ad  ralorem  duty  by  the  House  affected 
particularly  the  class  of  cloths  that  are  between  the  average 
count  30  and  70.  In  othw  words,  a  certain  class  of  gcoda — 
and  it  happens  to  be  the  class  that  is  meeting  with  competi- 
tion from  imports — actually  in  the  House  rate  are  threatened 
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with  lower  protection  than  now.  Aa  I  understand  the  Senate 
committee  amendment.  It  la  prc^K«ed  to  correct  that  deficiency 
or  ttkat  leesoiinK  of  protection  In  such  cases  by  providinc  a 
progrweiye  speiillc  dnty  which  wUl  be  appUcaMe  in  these 
cases  and  raise  the  protection  to  at  least  the  protection  which 
these  clothn  at  present  enjoy. 

Mr.  WnEBLBB.     Mr.  President 

The  PKE8IDBNT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Maa- 
sachosetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maiisachnsetts.     Just  a  moment 

In  the  case  of  the  number  which  I  cited.  No.  54,  the  importa- 
tions were  1,183,796  yards.  Tlie  rate  under  the  law  of  1922 
hi  30.90  per  cent.  The  rate  under  the  House  bill  is  28.90  per 
cent.  Now.  nobody  in  this  Chamber  wants  to  reduce  protection 
upon  thlH  Industry,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  learn.  It 
is  an  industry  that  is  admlttetlly  distressed;  and  at  least  we 
want  the  industry  to  enjoy  protection  that  it  bas  at  present 

Mr,  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Montana. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  was  going  to  ask  whether  the  Senator 
can  tell  us  how  the  present  rate  works  out,  how  the  Finance 
Committee's  amendment  would  work  out,  and  how  much  tliat 
would  Tulspr  it  over  the  rute  of  the  law  of  1922. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  state  to  the  S^iator 
bow  much  it  raises  it  in  general;  not  on  tliat  one  particular 
count. 

Mr.  WHBGLEB.    No ;  I  mean  generally. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  In  general,  the  raise  is  from 
35.73  per  cent  to  39.67  per  cent  It  is  an  increase  of  about  4 
per  cent  on  the  average. 

Now,  let  us  go  to  another  class  of  cloth,  cloth  of  the  average 
count  of  66.  The  imports  are  1.05li,636  yards.  The  present  rate 
in  ad  valorem  terms  is  33.86  per  cent 

The  Hou.se  rate  Is  33.10  per  cent  a  reduction  of  a  little  less 
than  1  per  cent  and  this  with  respect  to  cotton  clotha  that  are 
being  imported  in  comparatiyely  large  volume. 

To  show  to  what  extent  cloth  importations  vary,  let  me  recite 
the  amounts  of  imports  from  the  table  which  I  bold  in  my 
hand.  In  cloths  of  an  average  count  of  16  there  were  only 
2;456  yarda  imported.  In  No.  26  there  were  144  yards  Imported. 
In  No.  29  there  were  13.000  yards  imported.  In  No.  37  there 
were  85,000  yards  imported.  In  No.  49  there  were  only  60.000 
yards  imported.  In  No.  53  there  were  61.000  yards  imported. 
But  in  No.  54  there  were  1,193,796  yard.*«  Imported. 

It  so  happens  that  the  aubstitution  of  the  House  ad  valorem 
rates  intended  to  give  some  slight  increased  i»^tection  to  all 
cotton  cloths,  and  it  does  give  increases  to  many  of  the  numbers, 
actually  works  out  in  certain  nnmtters  tmsed  upon  the  imports 
and  the  valuation  of  the  imports  to  be  a  reduction.  As  I  un- 
derstand the  amendment  of  the  Senate  committee,  it  la  to  supple- 
ment tJie  House  progressive  ad  valorem  rate  by  a  minimum 
speciflc  rate  which  will  prevent  certain  kinds  of  cloth  receiving 
a  rate  less  tiian  the  present  rate  of  protection.  Who  can  oppose 
that? 

When  vre  come  to  some  of  the  other  sections  in  this  paragraph 
the  rates  the  Senate  committee  has  proposed  can  be  reduced, 
because  In  my  opinion  there  Is  not  the  need  of  the  increased 
ad  valorem  rates  upon  these  classes  of  textiles. 

I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  if  I  am  not  eorrect  in  stating 
that  this  is  the  most  important  amendment  in  the  whole  sched- 
ule if  tfate  cotton  textile  industry  is  to  get  any  redresa. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is,  because  of  the  fact  that  it  is  the  basis  of 
all  the  following  paragraphs  and  sections  In  the  bllL 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Exactly.  For  a  clearer  under- 
standing of  the  problem,  it  should  be  recalled  that  dotton  cloth 
in  general  is  dutiable  under  tlie  provisions  of  paragraph  904. 
Section  (a)  covers  it  in  its  simpleet  form,  as  it  comes  from  the 
looms;  sections  (b)  and  (c)  as  it  may  be  further  procecsed 
before  importation  by  bleaching,  coloring,  printing,  or  dyeing; 
and  section  (d)  covers  certain  cases  where  special  mechanical 
requirements  in  its  manufacture  exist. 

The  basic  rates  are  eetabiished  in  section  (a)  for  plain  grey 
cloths,  and  additional  uniform  differentials  are  provided  in  the 
other  sections  ( (b)  and  (c) )  for  the  more  advanced  states  of 
the  cloth,  or  for  the  nrore  complicated  ixt>ce8se8  ( (d)  and  (e) ) 
required  in  the  manufacture. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  the  Senator  desires  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee increase? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasadiusetts.  I  desire  to  have  the  Finance 
Committee  aiaendment  in  subdivision  (a)  approved. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  la,  S&12  per  cent? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MassachnseCta  Tes.  Of  coona^  If  that  la 
Bot  appKovsii,  evwythtnt  enis  ttan*. 


Then  take  No.  60,  of  which  the  Senator  nexti 
The  first  number   was  54,1 


Mr.  SMOOT. 
8ik>ke. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts, 
tl  en  No.  66.  and  then  69. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  took  No.  60  because  I  was  going  to  skip  just , 
si^  numbers  at  a  time.     The  rate  on  the  do's  in  the  act  of 
was  29.66  per  cent    The  House  increased  that  to  31  per 
it,  and  the  Senate  c<Hnmittee  increased  it  to  36.25  per  cent. 
14  that  where  the  Senator  wants  to  b^n  to  decrease? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     No. 

Mr.   SMOOT.     He  wants  that  increase  agreed  to.    What  is 
the  first  number  the  Senator  wants  to  have  decrea.sed? 

jMr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  talking  about  subdi- 
vfeions  (c),  (d),  (e),  and  (f).  I  am  satisfied  with  the  Senate 
c(mmlttee  amendment  In  subdivision  (a).  I  thought  I  made 
tlat  clear. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  wanted  to  know  Just  what  the  Senator  had 
ii  mind. 

Mr.    WALSH   of    Massachusetts.     The   Junior    Senator   from 
jontaiia  asked  me  a  moment  ago — and  I  find  a  table  in  my 
(ssesslou  that  enables  me  to   answer  the  question — to   what 
eitent  the  imports  competed  with  the  cloth  numbers  to  which  ^ 
hive  referred  heretofore.    I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  In  the 
ths  numbered  from  61  to  80  the  table  which  I  have  in  mf 
lion  shows  that  the  imports  were  about  20.16  per  cent 
o<  the  American  production. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  What  were  the  exports? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasaehusetts  There  are  no  htatlst'cs  of 
eiport  of  cloths  base<l  on  average  counts  of  cloths.  I  Imagine 
m  ost  of  the  Imports  are  in  the  print  cloths  named,  which  are  in 
tl  le  lower  count  The  reason  why  the  particular  class  of  cloth 
to  which  I  have  referred  needs  protection  can  be  illustrated  by 
tlie  table  to  which  I  am  referring. 

Of  doths  with  a  number  count  between  1  and  20  there  are 
iiiported  only  0.02  per  cent. 

Imports  of  cloths  with  a  number  count  between  21  and  40 
a'e  only  0.27  per  cent;  of  clotlis  with  a  number  count  between 
41  and  60,  1.91  per  cent ;  of  cloths  with  u  yarn  number  count 
tween  81  and  80,  the  imports  represent  20.16  per  cent;  and 
cloths  from  91  to  100  the  Imports  represent  30.39  per  cent ;  and 
m  101  to  120  represent  46.4  per  cent. 

The  whole  method  of  imposing  rates  here  is  complicated  and 
volved,  and  difBcult  to  understand.  The  kinds  of  cloth  woven 
many  and  the  varieties  of  each  kind  numerous.  In  many 
stances  they  differ  so  essentially  in  character  as  to  constitute 
porate  and  distinctive  Industries,  the  necessary  machinery  for 
tlieir  production  not  being  interchangeable,  the  lal>or  employed 
rKiuirlng  special  training,  and  the  markets  for  which  they  are 
made  differing  greatly.  What  I  am  favoring  is  protection  to 
tlio««e  industries  which  are  meeting  with  serious  competition  In 
certain  grades  of  cloth. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  Presidrat  will  the  Senator 
yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  In  Just  a  moment  If  the 
rite  is  In  any  way  excessive,  if  in  any  way  there  is  more  pro- 
tiction  granted  than  was  needed — and  I  do  not  grant  that  that 
ill  so — the  consumer  is  protected,  because  there  Is  scarcely  any 
Industry  in  the  United  States  where  competition  is  so  keen  as  in 
tne  cotton-cloth  textile  Industry.  I  know  the  Senator  from  Utah 
vlll  confirm  that  statement 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes,  Mr.  President  but  I  want  to  ask  the  Sena- 
t)r  one  more  question  so  that  I  will  get  the  trend  of  his  thought 
and  can  follow  Just  what  changes  he  wants  made. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  On  this  amendment  now 
Ii»ding  I  want  no  changes.  I  am  in  full  accord.  But  to  show 
mat  I  was  not  for  sweeping  increases  all  along  the  line,  I 
prefaced  my  statement  by  saying  that  there  were  amendmpnts 
1 1  certain  sections  of  this  paragraph  as  to  which  I  proposed  to 
SDtggest  rednctiona 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  first  amendment  striking  out  the  words 
"  or  colwed,"  and  then  adding  "  colored,  or  woven-figured,"  the 
S  enator  desires  to  have  agreed  to? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  not  discussing  that 
tmendment  to  this  paragraph. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Unless  that  Is  done,  then  it  would  fall  in  sub- 
divislMi    (c). 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Yes.  My  purpose  In  refer- 
I  Ing  to  other  amendments  in  this  schedule  was  to  eliminate  the 
ingestion  that  I  approved  of  all  the  increases  in  this  para- 
graph. I  emiAaslze  this  particular  amendment  because  it  is 
ttie  basis  of  all  and  is  clearly  Justified. 

If  the  committee  has  gone  higher  in  the  other  rates  than  is 
I  roper,  in  connectlmi  with  advanced  cotton  cloth,  wp  can  change 
t  lem  as  we  approach  them,  bat  if  the  textile  industry  is  to  get 
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any  reiirf  it  has  to  get  U  by  keeping  out  the  dass  of  eott<m  ctoth 
that  comes  into  the  country  between  the  cotton  doth  numbers 
that  vary  from  40  to  70  based  upon  the  yam  count 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana.  I  beg  his  pardon ; 
I  had  intended  to  yield  before. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President  my  information  on 
this  particular  subject  is  exoeedingiy  limited,  but  I  dare  say  the 
answer  to  tlie  question  addressed  to  tlie  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts by  my  colleague  may  pos£iibiy  be  found  at  page  1548  of 
the  Summary  at  Tariff  Information  furnished  us  by  the  Tariff 
Commission,  and  I  would  like  to  have  an  explanation  of  this 
matter  by  the  Seoator  from  Massachusetts.  I  read  there  as 
follows : 

Av^race  aanoml  Inports  for  consamptlon  ot  countable  oatton  dotlis, 
TOch  me  are  naw  dutiable  under  parasrapha  903  and  906  «f  the  tariff 
act  «C  1»22,  amounted  to  5©,7O4,0»3  aqoare  yanU,  valued  at  $8,201,796, 
nnder  the  act  at  1900;  to  76,618,376  aquare  yards,  valued  at  |20,995.2«7, 
.inrler  the  act  of  1913;  aad  to  123,844.254  Bqoare  yarda,  Tiilued  at 
$28,40e.a82.  onder  the  act  of  1922  to  the  end  of  the  calendar  year  1927. 
Imports  for  conaaraptloo  durinc  the  laat  decade  have  been  a»  follows. 

Then  follows  the  schedule  at  page  1549,  from  which  It 
apiiears  that  In  1923  there  were  Imports  of  200.000,000  yards, 
m  1924  there  were  183,000,000  yards.  In  1925  there  were 
1UH,000,000,  in  1926  there  were  61,0t»0.000  yards,  in  1927  there 
wiM-e  63,000,000  yard.s,  and  to  1928  there  were  58,000,000.  which  ] 
shows  there  has  been  a  constant  and  very  important  decline 
in  the  amount  of  Imports.  Although  58,00t>,000  yards,  valued 
at  $15,000,000,  seems  to  be  an  Important  amount  jet  as  com- 
pared with  fl»e  production  in  this  country  it  is  rather  In- 
significant ^  ^_._ 

The  figures  in  regard  to  production  are  found  at  page  1M7, 
.showing  that  In  1925  the  domestic  production  was  6,688,129,462 
yard.s,  yalued  at  |883,000.000.  so  that  the  imports  in  value 
amounted  to  about  one  half  of  1  p*»r  cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  takes  in  subiHiragmphs  (a),  (b),  (c), 
(d),  and  (e). 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    Tliat  may  be. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    And  al*»  section  906  as  well. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator's  figures  are  absolutely  correct  as 
to  the  quantity  of  square  yards,  but  the  statistics  just  given 
take  In  subparagraphs  (a),  (b),  (c),  (d),  and  (e)  and  para- 
graph 906. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  That  may  be,  but  the  figures  from 
1923  to  192>;  allow  $058,000,000. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  figures  the  Senator  named  are  correct. 

Mr!  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  would  appear  as  though  under 
the  existing  law  the  Importations  have  been  constantly  dimin- 
ishing until  now  tliey  are  a  little  more  than  one-fourth  of  what 
tliey  were  In  1923. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  Pre«id«it  it  is  un- 
doubtedly true  that  there  is  a  small  perventagie  of  Imports  com- 
twred  with  the  large  production  in  the  country,  but  we  are  not 
ilcaling  with  a  commodity  of  one  price  or  of  one  variety  but  of 
many  kinds,  which  are  practically  separate  industries.  For  In- 
stance, under  woven  cotton  goods  over  12  inches  in  width  there 
an^  75  different  varieties,  each  one  <rf  whldt  is  substantially  an 
industry  In  Itself.  There  are  no  Imports  at  all  at  doth  of  cer- 
tain of  the  varieties  and  therefore  no  cause  for  increased  protec- 
tion, but  there  are  imports  of  other  varieties  which  seriously 
aflfect  some  brandies  of  the  industry  which  is  producing  cotton 
cloth  of  particular  kinds. 

Mr.  WAL.SH  of  Montana.  I  so  understood  the  Senator.  I 
dare  say  that  the  diminution  in  ImptH-tatlons  of  these  goods  is 
attributable  in  no  small  degree  to  the  substitution  of  other 
fabrics  for  cotton  fabrics.  But  if  it  Is  the  case— and  I  have  no 
doubt  tiiat  it  is — that  there  are  certain  ciaases  of  these  goods 
which  are  imported  in  some  ct)n!'lderable  quantities  and  others 
of  which  there  are  no  importations  at  all,  yet  in  that  situation 
of  aflTairs  how  would  we  be  Justified  in  patting  a  blanket  rate 
over  all  elaaseii  of  goods?  Is  It  not  possible  for  the  Senator  to 
amend  the  paragraj*  *>  as  to  reach  all  classes  of  goods  with 
respect  to  which  it  can  be  shown  that  there  are  imputations 
of  consequence? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas^adiusetts.  It  is  impossible  to  do  It 
The  tariff  experts  have  given  the  nnitter  most  careful  ecmsld- 
eration,  and  tliis  amendment  is  the  only  solution.  Is  not  that 
correct,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  8MOOT.  That  is  correct.  1  called  attention  to  the 
eqiMvalent  ad  valorem  rates  showing  the  decrease  beginning 
at  54. 

Mr!  SMITH.    Mr.  Presid^Jt  will  the  Senatwr  yield? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me 
once  more  to  stat«  the  proposition  and  then  I  will  yield  to  him? 
Some  Senators  have  Just  oome  in  and  I  have  be&k  asked  to  state 
the  matter  again. 


The  pr«sefkl:  law  lefvies  a  progreaetve'  spedfle  duty  bo  cotton 
cloth,  depending  upon  the  yam  count  of  the  cotton  cloth.  This 
duty  was  protected  by  a  ptt>greasiv«  ad  valorem  duty  so  that  as 
the  dodi  of  average  counts  increases  the  specific  duty  and  tlie 
ad  valorem  duty  increase.  As  the  doth  increases  in  value  it  re- 
quir«a  more  labor  and  higher  costs  of  production,  and  a  higher 
protection  was  therefore  granted.  Tlie  House  sought  to  remove 
the  progressive  specific  duty  because,  as  I  am  Informed — and  if 
I  am  not  stating  the  fact  I  wish  any  member  of  the  Finance 
Committee  would  inform  me — the  customs  ofiBclals  found  it 
dlfilciilt  when  tliey  got  a  piece  of  cotton  cloth,  to  determine  what 
dnty  to  apfriy.  They  had  first  to  find  the  specific  duty  and  thai 
they  had  to  ascertain  what  the  ad  valorem  rate  would  he,  as  the 
law  required  them  to  apply  the  hitter  of  the  two  rates.  I  am 
stating  that  correctly,  am  I  not  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky? 

Mr.  SAC5KBTT.  Tes;  but  I  think  the  specific  duty  was 
largely  superseded  by  the  value  of  the  cloth. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  was  found  that  the  ad 
valorem  was  n.sually  used.  The  House  committee  struck  out 
tlie  present  rate  with  the  Idea  of  not  putting  our  customs  ofli- 
dals  to  the  trouble  of  finding  a  specific  duty,  and  based  nil  the 
duties  upon  au  ad  valorem  rate.  After  the  House  had  fixed 
that  baais  an  investigation  was  made  at  imports  of  cotton 
cloth  under  the  various  yam  counts,  in  order  to  compare  the 
present  law  with  the  House  ad  valorem  basis.  A  comparison 
was  made  and  it  was  found,  and  I  have  given  the  figures  here 
and  I  ask  anybody  to  dispute  them  who  can,  that  the  House  by 
its  changed  metliod  of  levying  the  duties  had  actually  reduced 
the  protection  In  a  few  Instances  on  some  of  these  cloths. 

The  Senate  committee  therefore  said,  "  We  will  levy  a  mini- 
mum rate,  and  the  minimum  we  will  make  a  progressive  specific 
rate,  the  basic  rate  being  an  ad  valomn  rate  and  the  minimum 
being  a  specific  rate."  Tliat  spectfc  rate  works  out  to  give  ef- 
fective protection  to  the  doths  in  the  group  between  30  and  70, 
the  cloths  alone  meeting  with  competition  from  imports.  Tbnt 
is  why  the  proviso  is  of  extreme  importance.  Otherwise,  we  go 
back  to  the  House  provision  and  we  find  a  duty  upon  a  dis- 
tressed industry  which  actually  lowera  the  protection  in  a  clas«? 
of  good.s  which  Is  meeting  the  competition  from  imports. 

Does  anyone  here  challenge  those  facts?  Is  there  any  chal- 
lenging of  the  fact  that  the  House  rate  reduces  protection  upon 
a  certain  class  of  these  cotton  doths — unlntwitlonaily,  for  the 
House  increased  it  on  cloths  where  it  is  not  effective.  The 
proviso  is  to  bring  the  protection  level  up  to  what  It  Is  now  In 
those  counts  of  cloth  which  need  It  and  which  require  protec- 
tion. 

Mr.  SMITH  and  Mr.  WHEELER  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mas- 
sachusett!"!  yield ;  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  will  yield  first  to  my  good 
friend  from  South  Carolina,  who  asked  me  some  time  ago  to 
yield  to  him. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  was  interested  in  the  question  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  WamhJ  asked,  if  it  is  not  possible  to 
differentiate  the  different  kinds  of  cloth — tiiose  which  meet  the 
competition  and  those  which  do  not. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  was  first  iHDposed  to  the 
committee  that  they  increase  the  ad  valorem,  but  the  result  of 
that  would  be  to  increase  the  rates  all  along  the  line,  from  the 
cheapiest  kinds  of  doth  where  no  increased  protection  was  needed 
to  all  other  cloths.  The  committee  accepted  the  specific  iwoviso 
fixing  a  minimum  duty  as  the  best  way  and  the  only  way  to 
give  sufBdent  protection  to  those  doths  that  made  out  a  case 
and  not  giving  it  to  the  cloths  that  do  not  need  protection.  Is 
tliat  a  eorrect  statement? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  a  correct  statement  I  want  the  Sena- 
tor to  read  the  proviso  to  see  Just  how  it  applies.    It  reads : 

ProvUed,  That  none  of  the  foregoluf  ahall  be  snbject  to  a  less  duty 
than  0.55  of  1  cent  per  average  number  per  pound. 

If  we  put  an  ad  val<Nrem  duty  upon  it  the  very  goods  which 
the  Senator  spealES  of  here  would  not  get  the  protection,  but 
the  highei^]^ced  goods  would  have  gottm  the  protection  on 
account  of  tlie  ad  valorem,  and  th«efore  the  class  of  goods  he 
sjieaks  of  is  the  very  class  of  goods  which  under  the  House  biU 

Mr.  SMITH.  I^t  me  ask  the  Senator  a  question.  The  com- 
mittee put  a  minimum  specific  duty  on  certain  counts  or  cer- 
tain cloths  in  order  to  avoid  a  cUminatioa  or  a  loss  of  protae- 
tion,  because  below  the  spedfic  minimum  the  ad  valorem  ratft 
would  not  apply.  Then  they  have  differentiated,  and  they  must 
differentiate  unless  they  put  on  that  proKressive  minimum  spe- 
dfic on  all  counts  in  order  to  check  any  diminution  of  the  pro- 
tecti<m  by  viriae  of  the  ad  valorem,  because  ttiey  say  that 
I  etftain  classes  s^t  an  increase  by  the  ad  valoi^m  rate  and 
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eertaia  classes  get  a  decrease  If  they  apply  simply  t^»J 
Talarem.  and  therefore  on  certain  counts  they  pot  a  spedflc 
minimom  brtow  which  the  ad  raiorem  will  not  affect  the  duty. 
They  hare  done  the  very  thing  that  the  Senator  from  Montana 
asked  If  it  was  not  possible  to  do;  that  is,  to  difrerentiate 
between  the  kinds  and  fix  the  dnty  according  to  the  cost  of 
production  at  home  and  abroad. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  What  I  understood  the  Senator  from  Montana 
to  ask  was  If  there  was  not  some  way  to  make  a  division  as 
to  the  value  per  yard.  That  can  not  be  done  In  the  cotton 
Bcbedulf.  The  Senator  knows  enough  about  the  cotton  sdiedule 
to  know  it  can  not  be  done.  I  can  take  cotton  yam  if  the  style 
is  in  vogue  with  a  54  count,  and  have  another  piece  of  cloth 
with  number  90,  and  the  number  54  in  the  United  States  will 
bring  mon?  than  the  number  90. 

Mr.  SMITH.  That  will  depend  largely  upon  whether  it  is 
flgurc<l  and  to  what  extent  it  comes  in,  because  the  Senator 
knowH  that  it  stands  to  reason  that  if  we  have  90  and  54,  that 
the  90  will  have,  if  It  is  woven  at  all.  more  counts  of  thread  to 
the  given  unit  of  measurement  than  the  54. 

Mr   89»IOOT.    The  Senator  is  right 

Mr.  SMITH.  Therefore  it  would  be  of  more  value  if  the 
quality  of  goods  is  at  all  approximately  the  same. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  speaking  now  of  style  only  and  not  of 
the  question  of  value.  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to 
the  reading  of  this  paragrai^.    It  provides — 

That  none  of  the  forpgolnff  ahall  be  aabject  to  a  lew  doty  than  0.55 
of  1  cent  per  averace  nnmber  per  poond. 

That  Ik  the  only  way  we  can  take  care  of  it. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  agree  to  that  thoroughly.  That  is,  the  average 
number  per  unit  tliat  is  taken  for  the  measurement 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  right 

Mr.  SMITH.  Then  every  piece  of  cloth  that  has  that  num- 
ber of  covnts  to  the  square,  whatever  square  may  be  taken, 
comes  in  that  class. 

Take  a  90  count;  according  to  the  number  of  threads  that 
would  be  of  90«ount  yam  th««  would  be  another  character  of 
cloth.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  duty  could  be  r^ulated  accord- 
ing to  the  count,  because  it  does  uj^roximate  the  value  of  the 
goods. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  does ;  there  is  no  doubt  about  that  and  that 
Is  wliat  we  have  done  in  the  section.  Let  me  read  the  section 
80  that  the  Senator  will  tmderstand  exactly  what  I  mean.  I 
know  1^  took  a  great  interest  in  this  schedule  during  the  con- 
sideration of  the  act  of  1922  and  also  during  the  consideration 
of  th0  act  ot  1913.  as  I  remember.  I  will  read  it  if  the  Senator 
Maasachosetts  will  excuse  me. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  certainly  wilL  I  will  be 
glad  to  Itave  the  Senator  from  Utah  call  attention  to  it. 

"Mr.  SMOOT.    Paragraph  904  reads  as  follows: 

Cotton  cloth,  not  bleached,  prlated.  dyed,  colored,  or  woven-flaured, 
cootalnlng  yama  the  average  number  of  which  does  not  exceed  nomber 
•0,  10  per  cent  sd  Taloren  and.  in  addition  thereto,  for  each  nnaaber, 
0.S5  of  1  per  cent  ad  Talorem ;  exceeding  number  90 — 

And  doth  exceeding  that  number  is  of  fine  quality— 

41H  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

But— 

Provide*,  That  none  of  the  fbregohig  ahall  be  subject  to  a  Icfla  dnty 
than  0.55  d  1  cent  per  arerage  number  per  pound. 

Mr.  SMITH.    That  is  the  specific  duty. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes ;  that  is  the  specific  duty.  This  amendment 
will  virtually  bring  the  rate  to  what  it  Ls  to-day.  The  House 
bill  without  this  amendment  provides  a  decrease  in  the  duty 
on  the  class  of  goods  that  need  the  greatest  proteetton. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  have  not  read  It  doaely.  but  I  see  that  the 
specific  is  graduated  and  the  ad  valorem  is  graduated  accord- 
ing to  the  ascending  scale  of  the  count 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  right 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MasMchuaetts.  Mr.  Prealdent,  there  are  two 
■other  facta  I  ahould  like  to  present  to  the  Senate  in  this  con- 
nection. Ptrst  of  all.  we  are  not  dealing  with  10  per  cent 
or  15  per  cent  or  29  per  cent  increases;  we  are  talldiiff  at  the 
Boat  about  a  2  per  cent  increase.    Am  I  not  correct  Id  that? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  la  a  little  less  than  3  per  cent,  heing  about 
2.0  per  cent 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MaasachuseCta.  In  other  parts  o<  this  bill 
w  have  lefvlsd  10  per  cent,  15  per  emt,  and  25  per  cent  In- 
creases without  heeitancy,  but  now  we  are  taDdng  about  a^ 
increase  of  only  3  or  8  per  cent 

Again,  00  per  cent  of  all  the  doth  made  in  America  la  under 
the  40  range.  So  we  are  dealing  with  the  limited  quantity  of 
cotton  doth  domestically  prndiieed  that  ia  orer  the  40  count 
range,  and  we  are  tisetlng  to  give  that  range  of  dotha  adequate 


protection  against  imports ;  90  per  cent  by  weight  of  the  product 
of  the  cotton  textile  industry  has  practically  no  competiti(w  from 
iiiports. 

There  are  cotton  mills  In  the  North  and  in  the  South  manu- 
fiicturlng  cloth  over  40  counts  which  are  meeting  with  consider- 
able competition  from  the  imports,  limited  when  we  consider 
tie  whole  volume  of  production,  because  most  of  the  imports 
a  re  all  within  this  10  per  cent  In  this  range  where  there  have 
b  *n  found  to  be  substantial  imports  it  happens  that  the  change 
fi  om  progressive  speflflc  rates  and  progressive  ad  valorem  rates 
to  a  straight  ad  valorem  rate  has  resulted  In  reducing  the  pro- 
tection below  that  afforded  by  the  present  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  trne. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    The  Senator  from  Utah  says 

at  Is  true.     Who  disimtes  that  fact?     Ls  there  any  evidence 

re  to  di-spute  it?  Does  any  Senator  in  this  Chamber  want  to 
uce  the  present  protection  to  this  distressed  industry?    The 

ovlso  is  the  mean.s  which  the  Senate  committee  emi»loyed  to 
rfemedy  what  was  apparent  to  it.  from  the  figures  of  the  Tariff 
C  ommission  and  from  the  evidence  presented  to  it  namely,  that 
t  je  House  change  resulted  in  lowering  the  protective  duty. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  it 
li  the  only  way  by  which  we  can  reach  this  matter  without 

I  icreasing  the  rates  where  they  should  not  be  Increased. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Absolutely,  without  increas- 
iig  the  rates  on  the  90  per  c-ent  that  do  not  need  any  increases 
over  the  House  bill.    Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Absolutely. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts,  Without  increasing  the  rates 
on  90  per  cent  of  the  production  of  cotton  cloth  that  does  not 
leed  increased  protection  and  as  to  which  nobody  wants  to 
fl  ccord  increased  protection  over  the  House  rates. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  what  otherwise  would  be  done. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very 
earnest  about  this  matter,  because  1  do  not  think  anyone  who 

II  nderstands  the  situation  would  vote  for  an  actual  reduction  in 
t  le  protective  duty  on  that  class  of  cotton  cloth  which  Is  In  com- 
{etition  with  Imports  of  a  volume  that  Is  Injurious  to  certain 
I  ranches  of  the  industry. 

I  am  not  going  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to  discuss  the 
distressed  condition  of  the  textile  industry.  That  condition  ia 
I  ot  due  by  any  means  to  the  want  of  suflQclent  tariff  protection. 
The  cotton-cloth  industry  Is  tremendously  depressed.  It  has 
teen  rminlng  for  years  on  a  basis  of  from  40  to  50  and  rardy 
1  Igher  than  00  per  c«)t  of  its  normal  production.  Men  and 
iromen  have  been  out  of  employment  for  months  and  cm  bhort 
time  at  frequent  periods.  I  repeat  that  this  condition  is  not 
<  ue  mainly  to  the  want  of  tariff  protection  ;  I  do  not  mean  to 
1  ave  that  inference  drawn  from  my  statement,  and  yet  there 
ijre.  of  courae,  substantial  Impcwtations,  iwotection  against 
1  rhich,  will  help  some  manufacturers  of  cotton  cloth.  I  am  try- 
Bg  to  close  the  leaks,  so  as  to  give  more  of  the  domestic  market 
o  doth  manufacturers. 

Mr.  8ACKETT.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Mas- 

liachusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachtisetts.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  rates 

n  the  cotton  schedule  of  this  bill  are  based  partly  on  the  fact 

hat  there  is  great  unemployment  in  the  textile  industry  at  the 

>reseut  time    The  rates  reported  by  the  committee  apply  largely 

»  the  higher  counts,  on  the  theory  that  one  of  the  measures  of 

■ellef  that  can  be  offered  to  the  textile  industry  will  come  from 

he  nmklng  of  higher  coimt  doths  In  this  country  which  hereto- 

'ore  have  come  almost  or  very  largely  from  Europe.     If.  through 

itimnlation  of  the  manufacture  of  the  cloths  of  higher  counts  by 

riff  protection,  we  could  cause  our  mills,  or  a  good  many  of 

lem,  to  produce  a  better  grade  of  cloth  it  would  help  materially 

relieve  the  depreeaion. 

They  have  developed  processes  by  which  they  can  make  such 
des  of  cloth  both  in  the  North  and  in  the  South ;  the  tendency 
oward  manufacturing  the  higher  counts  Is  growing  in  both  sec- 
ons,  but  they  can  not  make  them  unless  protection  is  afforded. 
eretofore  they  could  not  make  them  at  all  or  to  but  a  very 
gilt  extent.  So  they  did  not  have  that  protection  which  to-day 
view  of  the  new  development  Ls  necessary  to  enable  them  to 
crease  the  production  of  such  grades  of  goods. 
The  average  of  the  product  in  the  South  may  have  been  20 
Dounta,  bat  it  ia  now  going  up  to  40  counts.  The  average  in  the 
Korth  may  have  been  30  counts,  but  it  is  now  going  to  60  and 
70  and  80  counts  and  if  the  production  of  the  higher  counts 
could  be  added  to  what  the  mills  are  doing  to-day  by  increasing 
the  duties  on  the  better  grades  of  cloth  we  would  measurably 
rdleve  the  unemployment  in  that  industry.  That  is  one  of  the 
[mrpoaes  of  making  this  diange  in  the  schedule. 
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Mr.  WALSH  Of  MMsachuKtta.  Tb^  Sesator  has  genred 
faithfully  and  ably  on  the  Finance  Gommittea,  and  given  moA 
study  to  the  question  of  tariff  iHt>tectimi  to  textUes.  May  I 
Inquire  of  him  if  he  did  not  find  from  hia  investigatkn  that  tbs 
present  protective-tariff  duties  are  sofiOcient  on  the  cbeaper  or 
coarser  cotton  doths,  but  on  the  finer,  wkidi  require  higher 
labor  cost  there  is  a  deficiency  in  the  protective  dntlea? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  TLe  tariff  protection  was  suflJcient  in  tbs 
case  of  the  doths  of  lowef  count  Heretofore  higber  duties 
have  not  been  needed  primarily  on  the  upper  counts,  because  we 
could  not  make  the  upper  counts,  but  we  have  learned  htm  t^ 
do  that  and  we  could  make  them  In  greater  volume  if  they  were 
protected. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Exactly.  I  should  like  to 
ask  tlie  Senator  from  Kentucky  a  further  question,  and  I  will 
si)eak  in  terms  that  every  Senator  can  understand.  We  have 
all  heard  of  English  broadcloth  shirtings ;  all  know  what  Eng- 
lish broadcloth  shirtings  are.  They  have  been  Imported  in 
large  volume.  Now,  I  ask  the  Senator  if  that  Is  not  cotton 
cloth  within  the  count  above  30  but  Ijelow  70? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     I  think  so ;  that  Is  my  understanding. 
Mr.  SMOOT.    There  is  no  question  about  It. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Is  It  not  true  that  If  the 
House  provision  should  be  adopted,  the  American  cotton  manu- 
facturer competing   with    English   broadcloth   shirtings   would 
have  less  protection  than  he  now  has,  so  that  he  would  not  even 
have  whatever  advantage  he  may  have  at  the  jjresent  time? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     There  Is  no  question  about  that. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Tliat  is  a  situation  aU  can 
understand. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  proviso  is  designed  to  take  care  of  that 
situation. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Exactly.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  already  spoken  mud)  longer  than  1  Intended,  but  I  want 
to  repeat  that  we  are  not  dealing  with  ordinary  cotton  cloth. 
No  Senator  who  votes  for  this  amendment  will  have  to  go  back 
home  and  say  he  voted  to  increase  the  duty  upon  cotton  dresses 
or  cotton  aprons  or  cotton  rags  or  ordinary  cotton  cloth ;  we  are 
only  dealing  with  10  per  cent  of  the  cotton  doth  manufactured, 
and  that  is  cloth  of  the  finer  grades ;  90  per  cent  Is  beyond  and 
outside  the  pale  of  this  proviso.  The  proviso  seeks  to  supply 
the  defidency  In  the  House  rate  so  as  to  make  it  possible  for 
those  industries  that  are  competing  with  the  finer  high-grade 
cotton  doths  to  Improve  their  business  by  lifting  the  production, 
I  think  the  Senator  from  Utah  {Mr.  Smoot]  said,  an  average 
of  about  8  per  cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.    A  little  less  than  3  per  cent 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massadiusetts.    A  little  less  than  3  per  cent. 
I  yield  the  floor,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  WHEELER  Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts says  that  Senators  will  not  have  to  go  home  and  tell 
their  people  that  they  voted  to  raise  the  duty  on  cheap  cotton 
cloth  and  cotton  aprons.  That  Is  true,  but  they  will  have  to 
go  home  and  tell  their  people  that  heretofore  on  cotton  cloth  they 
practically  put  an  embargo  and  that,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  they  placed  an  embargo  upon  such  cotton  doth  by  the 
tariff  act  of  1922,  and  when  they  did  it  they  toW  the  people 
of  this  country  It  was  done  In  order  to  protect  American  labor ; 
instead  of  increasing  the  wages  of  the  worklngmen  they  have 
actually  been  reduced,  and  those  men  have  been  made  to  work 
longer  and  longer  hours.  After  putting  an  embargo  on  cotton 
cloth  In  the  act  of  1022,  on  the  pretext  that  German-manufac- 
tured goods  were  going  to  come  over  here  and  flood  this  coun- 
try, they  will  have  to  go  back  and  tell  their  people,  "  We  have 
now  put  an  embargo  upon  the  higher  grades  of  cotton  cloth, 
upon  shirtings,  and  that  sort  of  material." 

Mr.  President  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  points  to  the 
fact  that  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts  there  has  been  much 
unemployment  in  the  textile  industry.  That  is  true;  and  no- 
body feels  more  keenly  about  it  than  I  do,  because  of  the  fact 
that  Massachusetts  was  my  native  State;  but  the  truth  about 
the  matter  is  that  it  has  not  been  because  of  the  fact  that 
the  manufacturers  did  not  liave  suflBclent  protection.  They 
came  down  here  In  1022,  and  the  Republican  Party,  then  in  con- 
trol of  Congress,  gave  them  the  kind  of  tariff  they  wanted; 
they  let  them  write  thetr  own  tariff  bill  in  1922.  That  is  what 
was  done.  They  gave  them  just  exactly  the  kind  of  tariff  they 
wanted,  and  then  they  went  before  the  American  people  and 
said  they  did  it  in  the  name  of  labor ;  and  then,  Mr.  President 
as  I  pointed  out  a  while  ago.  what  happened  to  labor  in  this 
country  under  the  tariff  act  oif  1922? 

Now  the  manufadurers  come  back  here  and  say,  "We  have 
all  we  wanted.  We  have  an  embargo  uptm  the  cheaper  grades 
now.  We  want  an  embargo,  practically,  upon  the  higher 
grades."  But  they  say,  "  We  are  only  asking  that  the  tariff  be 
raised,  not  80  per  cent,  not  10  per  cent  but  only  about  4  per 


esBt*  Tss,  Mr.  Pnstdeiit,  that  Is  all  tbey  are  asklBg,  but  they 
mi«  ssilin  tbmt  la  wldttlon  to  the  tarW  they  already  have  in  the 
act  of  1922,  wilted  was  solBdeBt,  as  is  shown  by  the  records,  be- 
causa  it  has  boen  shswn  that  the  Imports  have  very  materially 
dscreassd.  I  have  not  heard  anybody  ciiallenge  the  statement 
that  upon  these  particular  grades  the  lmi>ort8  have  not  increased 
since  1022. 

Nobody  has  stood  sb  tke  floor  of  the  Senate  and  pointed  out 
the  difference  between  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and 
abroad,  becaose  it  can  not  be  done.  You  know  perfectly  well, 
and  everybody  else  who  has  made  a  study  of  the  matter  at  aU« 
knows  what?  He  knows  that  the  New  England  manufacturers, 
the  cotton  manufadurers  of  this  country,  can  not  tell  us  what 
their  coats  ara  They  have  not  been  able  to  do  it ;  they  can  not 
come  here  and  tell  us  what  their  costs  are,  and  they  can  not  tell 
the  difference  between  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and 
abroad. 

I  make  that  statement  because  of  the  f»ct  that  it  Is  a  state- 
m«it  that  was  made  by  Mr.  Stewart  I  think,  of  the  Department 
of  Labor,  as  a  result  of  one  of  the  researdies  he  had  made;  and 
now  the  manufacturers  are  coming  here  and  asking  that  Con- 
gress Increase  the  tariff  on  cotton  goods! 

I  repeat  what  I  said  this  afternoon,  and  if  necessary  I  am 
going  to  repeat  it  upon  every  schedule  that  comes  here.  It  can 
not  be  justified  on  the  difference  between  the  cost  o<  producticm 
at  home  and  abroad. 

It  can  not  be  justified  on  the  ground  that  labor  needs  it,  for 
the  reason  that  with  the  advanced  machinery  that  we  have  in 
this  country  to-day  we  can  produce  cotton  goods  per  unit  Just 
as  cheaply  if  not  cheaper  than  they  are  being  produced  In 
England  or  In  any  other  country  in  the  world. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  B£r.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  frwn  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas«achusett8.  I  hope  the  Senator  is  not 
unmindful  of  the  fact  that  while  we  have  been  prodndng  cotton 
and  woolen  textiles  in  America  for  two  generations,  the  Bngliah 
pe<^e  and  the  German  people  have  been  produdng  cotton  and 
woolen  doths  for  five  or  six  generations;  and  I  remind  the 
S«iator  that  in  my  own  State  now— and  I  have  had  occasion  to 
be  informed  as  to  this  because  of  investigations  made  by  the 
Immigration  Committee — the  industries  of  my  State  have  turned 
to  En^and  and  to  Germany  to  bring  over  superintendents  and 
managers  who  could  Incorporate  In  the  developmwit  of  the 
textile  industry  the  latest  and  mo6t  modem  and  most  advanced 
methods  in  use  in  those  countries. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Why,  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  knows 
perfectly  well  that  Draper  ft  Co.  and  Whiting  ft  Co.  manufac- 
ture the  most  up-to-date  looms  in  the  world,  and  that  after 
establishing  their  factories  here  and  manufacturing  looms  In 
this  country  they  went  over  to  England  and  started  in  under 
their  jMitents  manufacturing  looms  in  Great  Britain,  and  they 
have  to-day  the  most  up-to-date  machinery  in  the  worid. 

A  few  years  ago,  when  I  visited  Rufflla,  what  did  the  people 
at  that  country  want?  They  did  not  want  to  go  to  Germany  to 
get  German-made  machines  for  the  manufacture  of  cotton  goods. 
They  did  not  want  to  go  to  Great  Britain.  Th^  wanted  to  come 
to  tlje  United  States  of  America,  because  of  the  fact  that  we 
had  the  most  up-to-date  machinery  in  the  worid. 

If  we  go  to  China,  what  do  we  find  in  China?  We  do  not  find 
them  going  to  Great  Britain,  we  do  not  find  them  going  to  Ger- 
many, for  the  madilnery  for  their  cotton-manufacturing  mills. 
We  find  them  coming  to  the  United  States  and  taking  United 
States  maddnery  to  every  part  of  the  world  for  the  manufac- 
ture of  cotton  goods.  The  Senator  further  knows  that  by  reason 
of  labor  conditions  over  in  Great  Britain,  as  pointed  out  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Sifrra]  to-day,  we  are  pro- 
dudng a  mudi  greater  quantity  of  mantifactured  goods  per  unit 
per  man  than  they  are  in  Great  Britain.  There  is  not  any 
question  about  it ;  and  nobody  will  stand  up  <m  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  and  dispute  that  statement,  because  of  the  fact  that  It 
can  not  be  done. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 
Mr.  WHEELER.    Tes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasadiusetts.  I  did  not  bear  the  statement 
of  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WHEELBR.  I  made  the  statement  that  we  are  turning 
out  more  goods  per  unit  per  man  Hum  are  being  tomed  out  in 
Great  Britain. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasadia8ett&  Mr.  President,  I  Uilnk  that  to 
a  pretty  broad  statement. 
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Mr.  WHEELEB.    No,  Ifr.  Preaideat;  It  if  i»^^V^^l^tr^imd 

Btatement  It  la  a  fact  tbat  can  not  be  cootroTerted,  oacftOM 
of  the  fuct.  as  the  Senator  from  Sooth  Carolina  pointed  oot  tbe 
other  day.  that  the  labor  organisations  over  in  tliat  coontry  will 
not  iwmilt  the  machinery  that  we  hare  In  this  country  to  be 
nsed. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasadiafletts.  They  are  not  only  using  oor 
machimrj.  bat  they  are  duplicating  our  machinery. 

Mr.  SMITH.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fibs  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  frmn  South 
Carolina? 

Mr.  WHBELEB.     I  do. 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  must  remem- 
ber that  the  weavers  are  still  maintaining  that  they  sliaU  be 
Iiaid  by  the  piece,  so  that  while  the  installation  of  labor-saving 
devices  Increases  the  number  of  pieces  that  an  Indiyidual  can 
make,  he  demands  his  per  unit  increase ;  so  that  if  it  Increases 
It  ten  times,  he  demands  ten  times  the  pay.  The  manufac- 
turers in  England  declare  that  it  is  not  economical  for  them  to 
Install  labor-saving  devices,  such  as  characterise  the  American 
mill-H.  for  the  reason  that  their  operatives  demand  payment  by 
the  piece. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  MassachusettH.  The  Senator  is  not  claiming, 
of  course,  that  the  cotton  industries  of  his  State  without  any 
protection  could  compete  with  the  cotton-cloth  Industries  of  Eng- 
land, is  he?  If  he  does,  he  ought  to  move  to  remove  all  this 
protection.  If  there  is  any  person  in  this  body  who  thinks 
there  is  1  cent  of  protection  here  beyond  what  is  neces^ry, 
he  ought  to  move  to  remove  it.  If  we  can  produce  cotton  cloth 
In  this  country  as  cheaply  as  it  can  be  produced  in  Germany  and 
in  Switzerland  and  in  England,  we  ought  to  put  cotton  cloth 
on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  do  not  know  but  that  we  ought  to. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  say  right  now  that  In  my  judgment  we 
can  manufacture  cotton  dotli  in  the  United  States  just  as 
cheaply  as  it  cah  be  manufactured  in  England. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 
ator tell  me  why  it  is  that  millions  of  yards  of  cotton  cloth 
are  Imported  in  these  various  numbers,  if  we  can  produce  it 
in  this  count'^  just  as  cheaply  a-s  it  can  be  produced  abroad? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  may  take  everything  on  the 
protected  schedule,  and  he  will  find  that  we  are  importing  at 
the  same  time  that  we  are  exporting  in  the  case  of  almost 
every  single  article  that  we  manufacture  in  this  country.  We 
export  and  we  import  at  the  same  time. 

We  export  one  grade,  and  we  import  another  grade,  perhaps. 
NeverOielees,  as  the  Senator  himself  pointed  out,  on  most  of 
the  cotton  goods  that  we  manufacture  we  have  practically  an 
embargo  at  the  present  time.  The  manufacturers  have  prac- 
tically an  embargo,  according  to  Jie  Senator's  own  words,  ex- 
cepting In  a  few  of  these  high-grade  schedules;  and  now  he 
wants  to  raise  the  tariff  upon  those  so  that  we  will  practically 
have  an  embargo  upon  them. 

I  heard  the  Senator  and  oth«8  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
pleading  for  the  consumer.  I  am  pleading  for  the  consumers 
this  evening.  Mr.  President ;  and  I  say  that  there  is  no  justifi- 
cation for  raising  the  tariff  in  this  schedule.  My  colleague  [Mr. 
Walsh  of  Montana]  (minted  out  a  while  ago  that  in  1923  we 
Imported  something  over  206,000,000  yards.  In  1928,  all  together, 
we  imported  about  58,000,000  yards,  a  decrease  of  150,000,000 
yards.  In  the  face  of  those  figures,  Mr.  President,  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  Increased  the  duties.  No  figures  are  given ; 
nothing  is  given  as  to  difference  in  cost  of  production  at  home 
and  abroad.  No  showing  at  all  is  made  that  It  is  necessary  for 
the  protection  of  labor,  because  of  the  fact  that  since  the  tariff 
of  19S2  was  pat  on  the  hours  of  labor  have  been  increased,  wages 
have  been  reduced,  and  the  amotmt  of  work  that  each  of  the 
weavers  in  these  mills  does  has  been  quadrupled ;  and  yet  the 
manufacturers  come  hack  here  and  say,  in  tbe  face  of  all  those 
facts,  "  We  most  have  an  Increase  in  the  duty  on  cotton  manu- 
factured goods." 

Why,  Mr.  President,  It  Is  inconceivable  to  me  that  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  In  the  face  of  these  facts,  with  no  showing 
whatsoever  excepting  that  there  Is  a  small  amount  of  imports 
coming  into  this  country,  should  be  asked  to  increase  the  duty 
and  iriace  a  farther  burden  upon  the  consiunlng  public  of  this 
country.  As  I  stated  this  afternoon,  the  Senator  points  to  the 
fact  that  New  England  cotton  mills  have  been  dosed  down,  and 
there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  nnemploymoit  What  Massachu- 
setts needs  Is  a  tariff  against  Sooth  Carolina  and  North  Carolina 
and  some  at  these  other  States  that  are  paying  lower  wages  than 
are  paid  in  the  SUte  of  MassadioseCts.  That  Is  what  she  needa. 
That  is  what  the  Massachosetts  manufacturers  ought  to  come 
down  here  and  mA  for— a  tazlff  against  South  Carolina  and 


Oarolina  and  Georgia  and  Mississippi  and  these  other! 

ites.    ^niat  ia  the  prindpal  reason  why  the  New  Ekigland  cot- 

n|ia"uf»''tur«»rg  hare  suffered.    It  is  because  of  the  fact  that 

mills  have  moved  from  New  England  down  into  the  South, 

^here  the^  are  getting  cheaper  labor,  and  also  because  of  the 

let  that  so  many  people  are  using  rayon  instead  of  cotton  goods. 

Mr.  HARRIS.    Mr.  President.   I   suggest  the  absence  of  a 

»rum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  derk  wUl  call  the  roll 
The  legislative  derk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
ahswered  to  their  names: 


^Btaarst 
finghain 
flack 
Ilaine 
i lease 
lorab 
1  ratton 
]  :rock 
f  rookbart 
E  roussard 
Capper 
C  araway 
C  onnally 
C  Dpeland 
Cutting 
Iieneen 
I)iU 
less 


Fletcher 

Frazier 

George 

Olaaa 

Glenn 

Ooff 

Goldstx)  roach 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Haydea 

Heflln 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 


Kendrlck 

Keyes 

La  Follette 

McCnlloch 

McKellar 

McNary 

If OSes 

Norbedi 

Norrte 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

Patterson 

Phipps 

Plttman 

Ranadell 

Bobinson,  Ind. 

Sackett 

Sbeppard 


Bbortrtdge 

Simmons 

Smith 

Smoot 

Steck 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Bwanaon 

Tliomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  OkU. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydlngs 

Vandenberg 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy-alx  Senators  have  an- 
i^ered  to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  pres«at. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  this  is  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tsmt  paragraphs  with  which  we  have  to  deal  during  the  present 
session.  It  touches  more  closely  and  more  intimately  than  any 
ether  the  home  and  the  cost  of  living.  I  want  merely  to  men- 
t  on  some  of  the  items  covered  by  the  paragraph. 

The  paragraph  covers  the  following  items  of  cotton:  Sheet- 
l  ig,  print  cloths,  twills,  sateens,  cheesecloth  constructions,  shlrt- 
iigs  other  than  those  containing  silk  or  rayon  stripes,  ging- 
tams,  lawns,  nainsook.s,  cambrics,  drills,  denims,  poplins,  voiles, 
ordpes,  dotted  Swisses,  all  decorated  woven  cloths  other  than 
Lippets  or  swivels,  ducking,  suitings,  tickings,  checks,  plaids, 
c  Uico,  percale,  and  also  all  fancy  fabrics  and  specialties. 

These  are  many  of  the  item.s  in  which  Mr.  Eyanson  was  Inter- 
e  sted,  and  Mr.  Eyanson  was  here  as  an  employee  of  the  Connectl- 
c  at  Manufacturers'  Association.  He  got  appointed  to  a  position 
\  Thereby  he  had  the  privilege  of  going  before  the  Committee 
en  Finance  and  sitting  with  the  committee,  even  to  the  extent 
(f  sitting  in  the  executive  or  secret  meeriugs  of  the  committee. 
'  "hese  are  some  of  the  items  in  which  Mr.  Grundy  is  primarily 
interested. 

I  mention  that  because  there  have  been  powerful  and  tremen- 
( ous  forces  exercising  their  control  in  Washington,  and  as  a 
lesult  of  those  influences  we  have  here  a  tremendous  increase 
ia  the  costs  of  those  things  which  go  Into  every  home,  rich  and 

>or  alike. 

These  fabrics  constitute  to  a  large  extent  the  household 
lecessities  of  every  family  In  America.     I  want  to  point  out 

ime  of  the  facts  In  connection  with  these  increases.     I  take 

le  comparison  made  by  the  Tariff  Commission  giving  the  rate 

the  act  of  1913,  the  rate  in  the  act  of  1922,  the  rate  In  the 

iding  bill  as  it  passed  the  House,  and  the  rate  proposed  by  the 

-^ance  Committee.     It  is  rather  a  long  list,  and  I  have  gone 

hrough  It  hastily,  but  I  think  I  have  been  able  to  count  the 

items  accuratdy,  and  If  I  should  be  mistaken  as  to  any  item 

:   would  be  very  glad  to  have  my  attention  called  to  it. 

Mr.  DBNEEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
hat  I  may  announce  the  death  of  the  Secretary  of  W^ar? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield  the  floor. 

DBATH  OF  SBCaiTABY  OF  WAK  JA1CE8  W.  GOOD 

Mr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President,  it  Is  my  painful  duty  to  an- 
lounce  to  the  Senate  the  death  of  Hon.  James  W.  Good,  Secre- 
ary  of  War.    He  pas.«»ed  away  at  8.37  o'clock  to-night. 

I  s«id  to  the  desk  resolutions  for  adoption,  which  I  ask  to 
lave  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  read  the  reso- 
otions. 

The  resolutions  (S.  Res.  150)  were  read,  considered  by  tinani- 
nous  ct>nsent,  and  unanimously  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Reaolved,  Tbat  tbe  Senate  bas  heard  with  profound  sorrow  of  the 
leatb  of  Hon.  James  W.  Good,  Secretary  of  War. 

Reaolved,  Tbat  a  committee  of  seven  Senators  be  appointed  by  tbe 
[Resident  of  tbe  Senate  to  join  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Sepresenta- 
ives  In  attending  tbe  funeral  of  the  late  Secretary  of  War  on  behalf 
>f  Congress  and  to  take  snch  other  action  as  may  be  proper  in  honor 
>f  the  memory  of  the  deceased  and  to  manifest  tbe  respect  aad  appre- 
ciation of  Congrets  for  his  public  aervlcs. 
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Mr.  DENEEN.  Mr.  President,  as  a  further  ma*  of  rei^ect 
to  the  memory  <rf  the  late  Secretary  of  War,  I  move  th^  the 
Senate  now  take  a  recess  until  10  o'dock  to-morrow  morning. 

The  motion  was  unanimourfy  agreed  to;  and  the  Senate  (at 
8  o'clock  and  55  minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  recess  until  to-monow, 
Tuesday,  November  19,  1929,  at  10  o'dock  a.  m. 

NOMINATIONS 
gteoutive  nominatitm  received    by   the   Senate   November   18 
(leffi»lative  day  of  October  SO),  1929 
Ewrqr  ExTaAORDiNAKY  aito  Minister  PixinpoTKNTiAKT 
Arthur  H.  Geissler,  of  Oklahoma,  now  envoy  extraordinary 
and  minister  plenipotentiary  to  Guatemala,  to  be  envoy  extraor- 
dinary and  minister  plenipotentiary  of  the  United   States  of 
America  to  Slam. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday,  Noven^her  18,  1929 
The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon,  and  was  called  to  order 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

O  Lord,  teach  us  to  pray ;  bless  us  with  Its  true  spirit  While 
our  breath  is  in  our  nostrils  it  behooves  us  to  remember  that 
Thou  art  infinite  In  wisdom  and  holiness.  Back  of  all  is  the 
tremendous  truth  that  Thou  art  a  sovereign  God.  A  long  time 
ago,  out  of  the  flaming  mountains  came  the  voice,  "I  am  the 
Lord  thy  God ! "  O  make  us  more  susceptible  to  Thy  presence, 
our  conscience  more  tender  and  our  spiritual  discriminations 
clearer.  Keep  us  in  vital  relationship  with  Thee  as  our  Father, 
wherein  there  is  perfect  accord  with  Thy  purposes.  O  do  Thou 
impress  us  that  the  fear  of  God  Ls  wisdom  and  to  keep  His  com- 
mandments is  undersUndlng.  We  pray  in  the  name  of  Jesus. 
Amoi. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Thursday,  November  14, 
1929,  was  reed  and  approved. 

AOJOU&NMENT 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Tiusoic  (at  12  o'clock  and  4  minutes  p.  m.), 
the  House  adjourned  tmtil  Thursday,  November  21,  1929,  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
79.  Under  clause  2  of  Rule  XXIV,  a  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  transmitting  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  amend 
section  6  of  the  act  approved  February  28,  1925,  entitled  "An 
act  to  provide  for  the  creation,  organization,  adminl-stratlon,  and 
maintenance  of  a  naval  reserve  and  a  Marine  Corps  reserve," 
was  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs. 

PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII.  public  bills  and  resolutions  were 
Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr  GRAHAM:  A  bill  (H.  R  6258)  to  repeal  secUon  144, 
Title  II,  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1899,  chapter  429  (sec.  2253  of 
the   Compiled    Laws  of   Alaska) ;    to   the   Committee  on   the 

Judiciary. 

Also,  a  Wll  (H.  R.  6259)  to  amend  section  939  of  the  Revised 
Statutes ;  to  tl»e  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5260)  to  amend  section  866  of  the  Revised 
Statutes ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  a  Wll  (H.  R.  5261)  to  authorise  the  destruction  of  dupli- 
cate accounts  and  other  papers  filed  in  the  offices  of  clerks  of 
the  United  States  district  courts;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5262)  to  amend  section  829  of  the  Beviaed 
Statutes  of  the  United  States ;  to  the  Committee  wi  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5283)  providing  for  punishment  of  assaults 
upon  letter  or  mail  carriers ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  .'i284)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to 
make  persons  charged  with  crimes  and  offenses  competent  wit- 
nesses in  United  States  and  Territorial  courts,"  approved  March 
16,  1878,  with  respect  to  the  competency  of  husband  and  wife 
to  testify  for  or  against  each  other;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5266)  to  amend  section  284  of  tbe  Judicial 
Code  of  the  United  States;  to  the  Ckanmittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also  a  bill  (H.  B.  5266)  to  amend  section  649  of  the  He- 
vised  Statutes  (sec.  773,  title  28,  U.  S.  C)  ;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 


▲Ise.  a  bill  (H.  R.  6267)  to  aaaend  sectkM  1625  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  United  Stotes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 

Also.'  a  bni  (H.  R.  5268)  to  amend  section  1112  of  the  Code 
of  Law  for  the  District  of  OoHimbla ;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

JudiciAlTV 

Also,  a' bill  (H.  R.  5269)  providing  against  misuse  of  official 
badges ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SELVIG:  A  blU  (H.  R.  5270)  providing  for  a  per 
capita  payment  of  $60  to  each  enroUed  member  of  the  Chipi^ewa 
Tribe  of  MinnesoU  from  tbe  funds  standing  to  their  credit  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United   States;   to  the  CommUtee  on  Indian 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5271)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior  to  acquire  land  and  erect  a  monument  at  the  site  near 
Crookston,  In  Polk  Couaty,  Minn.,  to  commemorate  the  signing 
of  a  treaty  on  October  2,  1863,  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Chippewa  Indians;  to  the  Conumttee  <m  the 
Library. 

By  Mr.  ARENTZ:  A  Wll  (H.  R.  6272)  authoriainj  additional 
«nployees  for  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  and  for  othw: 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Fordgn  Com- 
merce. .      , 

By  Mr  AUF  DBR  HEIDB:  A  biU  (H.  R.  6278)  to  authoriae 
and  direct  the  United  States  ShippUig  Board  to  seU  certain 
property  of  the  United  States  situated  in  the  dty  of  HobokMi, 
N  J  ;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
By  Mr.  BOWMAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  6274)  to  pcovide  for  the 
appointment  of  an  additional  district  judge  for  the  northern 
district  of  West  Viiginia ;  to  flie  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  GRAIL:  A  bill  (H.  B.  6276)  providing  for  the  pur- 
chase of  a  suitaMe  site  and  the  erection  of  a  public  building  at 
Hollywood,  Calif.;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and 
Oroonds. 

By  Mr.  FITZGERALD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5278)  to  repeal  obso- 
lete statutes,  and  to  Improve  the  United  States  Code;  to  the 

Committee  on  Revision  of  the  Laws. 

By  Mr.  GRAHAM :  A  Mil  (H.  R  5277)  to  elimlBate  the  re- 
newal of  oath  of  oflice  of  Government  employees  under  certain 
conditions ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HAUGEN:  A  bfll  (H.  R.  6278)  to  amend  the  migra- 
tory bird  treaty  act  with  respect  to  bag  limits  and  more  effec- 
tlvrfy  to  meet  the  obligations  of  the  United  States  under  the 
mlgratory-blrd  treaty ;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  JCmNSTON  of  Missouri :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5279)  to  amend 
the  World  War  veterans'  act  of  1924,  as  amended ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  World  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Washington:  A  bill  (H.  R.  6280)  to 
amend  the  World  War  veterans'  act  of  1934;  to  the  Committee 
on  World  War  Veterans'  Legislation. 

By  Mr.  LaGUARDIA:  A  biU  (H.  R.  6281)  exempting  news- 
paper men  from  testifying  with  respect  to  the  sources  of  cer- 
tain confidential  information;  to  tbe  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  LEAVITT:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  5282)  authorising  the  defer- 
ring of  collection  of  construction  costs  against  Indian  lands 
within  Irrigation  projects,  and  for  other  purposes ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Indian  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAMSON:  A  Wll  (H.  R  5283)  to  declare  valid 
the  title  to  certain  Indian  lands ;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  TINKH.\M :  A  blU  (H.  R  5284)  to  confer  c-ertaln 
additional  powers  upon  the  Federal  Trade  Commission,  anu 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For- 
eign Commerce. 

By  Mr.  GRAHAM:  A  bill  (H.  R  5285)  to  amend  a  part 
of  section  1  of  the  act  of  May  27,  1908,  chapter  200,  as  auitj:ded 
(sec.  592,  title  28,  U.  S.  C.)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judi?iary. 
By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Washington:  Joint  resolution  (H.  J. 
Res.  128)  granting  permission  to  Richard  E.  Elvlns,  captain. 
Medical  Corps,  United  States  Army,  to  accept  a  decoration  be- 
stowed upon  him  by  the  Spanish  Government;  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  AflTalrs. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  private  bills  and  resolutiona 
were  introduced  and  severally  refored,  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  BRAND  of  Ohio:  A  blU  (H.  R  6286)  granting  an 
increase  of  pension  to  Ella  Qu  Swishar;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr  GANFIELD :  A  bill  (H.  R.  6287)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  John  A.  C.  Hazd ;  to  the  Committee  ©n  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5288)  granthig  an  inca^ase  of  pension  to, 
Abbie  D.  Humphrey ;  to  Uie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
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By  Mr.  CHALMERS:  A  Wll  (H.  R.  5289)  grantlnc  a  pension 
to  Aurnst  Oramer ;  to  tJ»e  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CRADDOCK:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5290)  granting  a  pension 
to  Louis  ThompsoD ;  to  the  Committee  on  Fensiwis. 

By  Mr.  CURRY:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5291)  granting  a  pension  to 
Roy  Raymond  Keeley ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5292)  to  anthoriie  the  dty  of  Napa,  Calif., 
to  purchase  certain  public  lands  for  the  protection  of  its  water 
gupiily ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Pul)lic  Lands. 

By  Mr.  EATON  of  New  Jersey:  A  bUl  (H.  B.  5298)  granting 
an  increase  of  pension  to  Elizabeth  Tunison ;  to  the  C<Mnmittee 
on  Invalid  Pensions.  ^  .       * 

Alao.  a  bill  (H.  R.  5294)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
EllEabeth  Fenton :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  PITZGERALD :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5295)  for  the  reUef  of 
Charles  J.  Naudaschw:  to  the  Committee  on  MiUtary  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R.  5296)  granting  a  pension  to  Charles  E. 
Mann ;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5297)  granting  a  pension  to  William  A. 
Slenkbiel ;  to  tJ»e  Committee  on  Pensions.  * 

By  Mr.  GAMBRILL:  A  biU  (H.  R.  6298)  for  the  relief  of 
Morris  Blnswauger;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HAWLET:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5299)  for  the  relief  of  Clat- 
sop County,  Oreg. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  6300)  granting  a  pension  to  Burton  O. 
Carson :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HOOPER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5301)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Blmira  K.  Chapman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 

Pensiontt.  .        _,       ^ 

Also,  a  WU  (H.  R.  6902)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Josephine  A.  Wimpy ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Also,  a  biU  (H.  R.  6308)  granting  a  pension  to  Bmma  J. 
Weinberg ;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HUDSPETH:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5304)  granting  a  poision 
to  Charles  R.  Vaughn ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JENKINS:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  6305)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Henry  Pancake ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Washington:  A  bUl  (H-  R.  6306)  for 
the  relief  of  Sylveater  8.  Thompson ;  to  the  Committee  on  MiU- 
tary Affairs. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R.  S807)  for  the  relief  of  Grant  R.  Kelsey. 
alias  Vlnceot  J.  Moran ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Alao.  a  bill  (H.  B.  6806)  for  the  relief  of  Augustus  Sipple;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Alao,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6309)  granting  a  pension  to  Prank  Patter- 
■on :  to  the  Gommittee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  B.  6310)  granting  a  pension  to  Llaiie  A. 
Nellis:  to  the  Gommittee  on  Pensions. 

Alao,  a  UU  (H.  R  5311)  granting  a  pension  to  Minnie  A. 
Squires ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6312)  granting  a  pension  to  James  Healy. 
alias  John  Kilbride;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  biU  (H.  R.  6313)  gatnting  an  increase  <rf  pension  to 
Jane  Elisabeth  Carr ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6314)  for  the  relief  of  W.  A.  Biankenship; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5315)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Charles  W.  Paul ;  to  the  Oonamittee  on  Pensions. 

Alao,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6316)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mabel  F.  Coen :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pulsions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5317)  granting  a  pension  to  Hllaire  Nal- 
lette ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
^^-4l8o,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5318)  authorizing  the  President  to  reappoint 
John  ~P.  Pence,  formerly  an  otBcer  in  the  Signal  Corps,  United 
States  Army,  an  officer  in  the  Signal  Corps,  United  States  Army ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  6319)  granting  a  pension  to  Susie  H. 
Wright;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Alao,  a  bUl  ( EL  R.  6320)  for  the  relief  of  Carroll  C.  Humber ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5321)  for  the  relief  oi  Mrs.  Frank  0.  San- 
fortl ;  to  the  Cixnmittee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6322)  granting  a  pension  to  Eva  M.  Baker; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensicms. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5323)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  F. 
Belles;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5324)  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  Jeannette 
Potter :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6S25)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  H.  Fuller- 
ton :  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  Mil  (H.  R.  6828)  for  the  reUef  of  Rose  Jones  Glfford; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Alao,  a  MU  (H.  R.  0837)  granting  an  inereaae  of  pensloo  to 
Martha  A.  Bunhan ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Penaiona. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6828)  granttng  a  pensloa  to  SOok  X.  Pol- 
aon ;  to  ttm  Committee  on  IxiTaUd  Penaioiia. 
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Also,  a  bill  (H.  B.  6329)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
William  B.  Fuller;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5330)  for  the  relief  of  William  Fenwick 
B  [>wey ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  biU  (H.  R.  5381)  for  the  relief  of  Lewis  Frederick 
B  >ysen ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5332)  granting  a  pension  to  Grant  Rodgers; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R.  5333)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
E  ra  R.  Hunt;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5334)  granting  a  peD.siou  to  Emma  A. 
SJfley;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5335)  granting  a  pension  to  Anna  Luch; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5336)  granting  a  pension  to  Nesbet  W. 
H  >llingsworth ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5337)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  A.  Fris- 
iK  e ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5338)  for  the  relief  of  PhiUp  Lemieux;  to 
tie  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5339)  granting  a  pension  to  Harry  E.  Apple- 
gite;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5340)  for  the  relief  of  Ralph  Marion  Viles; 

the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5341)  granting  a  pension  to  Minnie  Bow- 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  KEARNS:  A  bill   (H.  R.  5342)   granting  an  increase 

0  pension  to  Sarah  A.  Belford;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
P  snsioos. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5343)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Sirah  Barnett;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LEECH:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5344)  for  the  relief  of  Anna 
H  .  Bowman ;  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5345)  granting  a  pension  to  Ella  Nora 
Eegg;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  53^)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
]k  alinda  Hite ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  McKEOWN:  A  bUi  (H.  R  6847)  granting  an  increase 
o'  pension  to  Eliza  Towell;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
si  ons. 

By  Mr.  MANLOVE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5348)  granting  a  pension  to 

1  ary  C.  Bacon ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5349)  granting  a  pension  to  Annie  Davey; 
t<  >  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6360)  granting  a  pension  to  Neoma  Duff; 
ti  ►  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5351)  granting  a  pension  to  Asa  McVay; 
t  ►  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

[Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5352)  granting  a  pension  to  Cordelia  B. 
ipurphy ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill    (H.   R.   5353)    granting  a   pension  to   Henry  L. 
^runty ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bin   (H.  R  5354)   granting  a  pension  to  Leona  May 
bertson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  5355)   granting  a  pension  to  Amanda  E. 
>mith ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,   a  bill    (H.   R.   5356)    granting  a   pension   to  John   P. 
tum ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5357)   granting  an  increa.se  of  pension  to 

h  Busby ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5358)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 

ilia  N.  Butler ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  5350)    granting  a  pension  to  Nancy  E. 

ahoon ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill   (H.  R.  5360)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 

latherine  Elizabeth  Cox ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5361)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 

A.  Davis ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5362)   granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 

J.  Dodd ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  MU  (H.  R  5363)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
ce  Gardner ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5364)   granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 

beth  Gatts ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5365)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
innie  H.  King ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  Mil  (H.  R  5366)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
larollne  Mills ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  6367)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
tilda  Pensdnger;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Alao,  a  bill  (H.  R  6368).  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 

Porter;  to  the  C<»nmlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Alao,  a  bill  (H.  R  6369)  granting  an  increase  of  pmsion  to 
imanda  Thomaa;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  PenslMis. 
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By  Mr.  MURPHY:  A  bill  (IL  R.  5370)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Sarah  A.  Burkhtaid ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions.  ,  i       * 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  5371)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Laura  E  Temple :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HARCOURT  J.  PRATT:  A  biU  (H.  R.  5372)  granting 
an  increase  of  pension  to  Amy  D.  Taylor ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions.  .  .       ^ 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5373)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Althea  B.  Teitter ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  biU  (H.  R  5374)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Martlia  Hunt ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5375)  granting  an  increa.se  of  pension  to 
Sarah  L.  Hill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5376)  granUng  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  J   Van  Keuren ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl  (U.  R  5377)  granting  an  increu.se  of  pension  to 
Mary  Van  der  Mark ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SEL^IG :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5378)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Carrie  Bonret ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SHORT  of  Mi.s.souri :  A  bill  (H.  R  5379)  granting  an 
increase  of  pension  to  Thomas  F.  Coyne ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SIMMONS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5380)  granting  a  pension  to 
Thomas  II.  Ljmeh ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SXELL:  A  bill  (H.  R  5381)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Eliaa  Darrah ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Also,  a  bin   (H.  R.  5382)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Nettie  M    Howe;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr."  STRONG  of  Kansas:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5383)  granting  an 
Increase  of  per»sion  to  Mary  A.  Fom)-;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions.  „  ^    ^  „ 

By  Mr.  SWING:  A  bin  (H.  R  5384)  for  the  relief  of  Same 
Olacnlone  and  Same  Ingrande ;  to  the  C«Mnmittee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr  TILSON :  A  bin  (H.  R  5385)  giantlng  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Beatrice  H.  Gallup;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr  TREADWAY :  A  bin  (H.  R  5386)  granting  a  increase 
of  pension  to  Mary  A.  Hamilton ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  Wn  (H.  R  6887)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  E  Blauey ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5388)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  McCann;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5889)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  J    Shultis ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5390)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  P.  Kean; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.  ,.  .    . 

By  Mr.  UNDERWOOD:  A  blU  (H.  R  5391)  for  the  relief  of 
Irene  Lungo ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5302)  granting  a  pension  to  Stella  LltUe- 
John ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAMSON:  A  blH  (H.  R  53<)3)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Fillle  Oarnett ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WOODRUFF:  A  biU  (H.  R  5394)  for  the  relief  of 
MaJ   H  C.  Sweeney ;  to  the  Committee  on  MUltary  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ZIHLMAN :  A  bUl  (H.  R.  5395)  to  renew  and  extend 
certain  letters  patent ;  to  the  Committee  on  Patents. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5396)  for  the  relief  of  William  E.  Friend; 
to  the 'committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  ri397)  granting  a  pension  to  Jemima  White; 
to  the  CcHnmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6398)  granting  a  pension  to  Eliza  A. 
Dutrow ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5399)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Theresa  Sullivan ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R  5400)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
James  L.  McChan ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

1064.  By  Mr.  BOHN :  Petition  of  voters  of  Stephenson  Town- 
ship. Menominee  Countj',  State  of  Michigan,  urging  that  imme- 
diate steps  be  taken  at  this  special  session  to  bring  to  a  vote  a 
Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  the  rates  pr(^)06ed  by  the 
National  Tribune  in  order  that  relief  may  be  accorded  to  needy 
and  suffering  veterans  and  the  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1065.  Also,  petition  of  voters  of  Boyne  City,  State  of  Midilgan, 
urging  that  immediate  steps  be  taken  at  this  special  session  to 
bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  the  rates  pro- 
posed by  the  National  Tribune  In  order  that  relief  may  be 
accorded  to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  the  widows  of 
veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1068  Also,  petition  of  voters  of  Petoskey,  State  of  Michigan, 
urging  that  immediate  steps  be  taken  at  this  special  session  to 


bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pensloa  UlU  carrying  the  rates  pro- 
posed  by  the  Nadonal  Tribuae  in  order  that  relief  may  be 
accorded  to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  the  widows  of 
veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  ^  _. ,., 

1067  Also,  peUUon  of  voters  of  Boyne  Fails  and  ^anderbllt, 
in  the  State  of  Michigan,  urging  that  immediate  steps  be  taken 
at  this  special  session  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill 
carrjing  the  rates  propr>sed  by  the  National  Tnbune  in  oi^r 
that' relief  may  be  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and 
the  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1068.  By  Mr.  BUCKBEE :  PeUtion  of  Mae  Si»a«h  and  15  other 
citirens  of  Sandwich,  lU.,  asking  that  Congress  pass  legislation 
carrying  pension  rates  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans  indorsed  by  the  National  Tribune ;  to  the  C<Mnmlttee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

1069.  Also,  petition  of  Minnie  Miiwr  and  71  other  citlsens  of 
Streator.  111.,  asking  that  Congress  pass  a  bill  carrj-lng  rates 
for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans  Indorsed  by  the 
National  Tribune ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

lOTO.  Also,  petition  of  Loretta  G,  Welch  and  five  crther  citl- 
sens of  Rockford,  111.,  asking  that  C•»ngre^«  pass  a  bill  granting 
pension  rates  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  nidows  of  veterans 
indorsed  by  the  National  Tribune;  to  the  Committee  on  InvalM 
Pensions.  „  . 

1071.  By  Mr.  CANFIELD :  PetiUon  of  Rebecca  A.  Hehns  and 
116  other  citii«ns  of  DilUjboro,  Ind.,  asking  that  legiidation  be 
enacted  that  will  be  helpful  to  the  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Peusi<ms. 

1072.  By  Mr.  CANNON:  Petition  of  W.  S.  Clan^nbach  and 
other  citizens  of  Warren  County,  Mo.,  favoring  an  increase  of 
pensloo  for  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans  of  the  Civil  War ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1073.  Also,  petition  of  W.  J.  Brown  and  other  citls^is  of  I-in- 
coln  County,  Mo.,  favoring  an  increase  in  pension  for  veterans 
and  widows  of  veterans  of  the  Civil  War ;  to  the  Committee  oq 
Invalid  Pensions. 

1074.  By  Mr.  CHALMERS :  Petitions  urging  legislation  grant- 
ing veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans  an  in- 
crease In  theiT  pension ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1075.  By  Mr.  DOWEUL:  Petition  of  citiaens  of  Madison 
County,  Iowa,  concerning  the  increase  of  pensions  for  veterans 
of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

1076.  Also,  petition  of  dtizejis  from  Ames,  Iowa,  urging  the 
increase  in  the  amount  of  pension  for  veterans  of  the  Civil  War 
and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1077.  By  Mr.  EATON  of  New  Jersey :  Petition  of  Mabelle  R. 
Slack  and  140  other  residents  of  Lambertvllle,  N.  J.,  advocating 
bill  granting  increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1078.  By  Mr.  ESLICK :  Petition  of  Maury  County.  Tenn.,  citi- 
zens, urgiug  Congress  of  the  passage  of  a  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1079.  Also,  petition  of  Nancy  Briant  and  other  sundry  dtisens 
of  Taineasee.  urging  Congress  for  the  passage  of  a  Civil  War 
pension  bill  for  the  relief  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1080.  By  Mr.  FIT5JGERALD  :  Petitions  signed  by  15  residents 
of  Dayton,  Ohio;  Mary  Kinney,  of  Hamilton,  Ohio,  urging  the 
passage  of  a  blU  increasing  the  pwislons  of  Civil  War  veterans, 
widows  of  veterans,  and  dependents ;  to  the  Committee  on  Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

1081.  By  Mr,  GOLDSBOROUGH :  Petition  of  Harmony  Sab- 
bath  School,  of  Salisbury.  Md..  R.  D.  3,  favoring  enactment  of 
Senate  bill  1468,  introduced  by  Senator  Smoot.  to  amend  the 
food  and  drugs  act  of  Jime  30,  1906.  by  extending  its  provisions 
to  tobacco  and  tobacco  products;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. 

1082.  By  Mr.  GRIEST :  Resolution  of  Garden  Spot  Post,  No. 
1690,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  Lancaster.  Pa.,  indorsing  pro- 
TMised  legislation  granting  pensions  and  increase  of  pensions  to 
veterans  of  the  Spanish-American  War;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

1083.  Also,  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Lancaster  County, 
Pa-  urging  the  enactment  of  legislation  increasing  the  pensions 
of  Civil  War  veterans  and  their  dependents ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1084.  By  Mr.  HADLEY:  Petition  of  citlzeos  of  Everett, 
Wash.,  urging  pension  increases  for  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen.«ions. 

1085.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Sedro  WooUey,  Wash.. 
urging  further  p«ision  increases  for  veterans  of  the  Civil  War 
and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  tJie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pension*. 

1086.  By  Mr  HALL  of  Illinois:  Petition  of  227  citizens  <rf  the 
seventeenth  congressional   district  of  Illinois,  asking  for  im- 
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mediate  leslslation  Incrwising  pensions  of  CJItII  War  yeterans 
and  widows  of  reterans ;  to  the  Oommittee  on  InvaUd  Pension*. 

1087.  By  Mr.  HALL  of  Indiana :  Petition  of  H.  D.  Bembardt, 
S.  W.  Simpson,  and  others,  of  Caas  County,  Ind.,  asking  for 
liberalised  pensions  for  reterans  of  Civil  War  and  widows  of 
Teterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1088.  By  Mr.  HAWX.ET:  Petition  of  voters  of  the  flrst  con- 
greaslonal  district  of  Oregon,  urging  action  on  a  Civil  War 
pmsion  bill  for  the  relief  of  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and 
widows  of  vetemns ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  PenslMis. 

1080.  By  Mr.  HOOPER:  Petition  of  Joseph  Pask,  asking  for 
increase  of  pension  for  Chrll  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

HW).  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  E.  A.  To  war  and  47  other  residents 
of  Eaton  County,  Mich.,  for  increase  of  pension  for  Civil  War 
Teterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

1091.  Also,  petition  of  Prisctlla  Beedon,  of  Homer,  Mich.,  and 
66  other  residents  of  Calhoun  County,  Mich.,  for  increase  of 
pension  for  Cirll  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the 
C4>mmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1002.  Also,  petition  of  Terissa  Conklin,  of  Bellevue,  Mich.,  and 
28  other  residents  of  Bellevue,  Baton  County,  Mich.,  for  Increase 
of  pension  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1088.  Also,  petition  of  Harry  A.  Newcomb  and  68  other  resi- 
dents of  Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  for  increase  of  pensions  for  Civil 
War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

1094.  Also,  petition  of  Clyde  R.  Schoonmaker  and  111  other 
residents  of  Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  for  increase  of  pulsions  of  CivH 
War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Oommittee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

1005.  Also,  petition  of  Norman  A.  Pyke  and  54  other  residents 
of  Battle  Creek,  Mich.,  against  proposed  calendar  changes  of 
weekly  cycle;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Albdrs. 

1006.  Also,  petition  of  Lydia  Balrd  and  64  residents  of  Cal- 
houn County,  against  proposed  calendar  change  of  weekly  cycle ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

lOOT.  By  Mr.  JENKINS :  Petition  by  voters  of  Athens  County, 
Ohio,  urging  members  of  the  delegation  in  Congress  from  Ohio 
to  use  every  possible  effort  in  support  of  pension  legislation  for 
relief  of  needy  Uxdon  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  aged 
widows  of  veterans  who,  because  of  their  years,  are  unable  to 
provide  for  the  inflrmlties  of  age ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

1008.  By  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  Missouri:  Petition  of  sundry 
citizens  of  Lebanon,  Mo.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation 
irranting  increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows 
of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1009.  By  Mr.  KENDALL  of  Kentucky:  PeHtion  of  Maggie 
Fitters,  Concord,  Ky.,  and  others,  urging  that  immediate  steps  be 
taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  in  order  that 
relief  may  be  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1100.  Also,  petition  of  A.  C.  Buchanan  and  others,  of  Leather- 
wood,  Ky..  relative  to  the  Civil  War  pension  bill;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1101.  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  A.  L.  Dean.  Augusta,  Ky.,  and 
others,  of  Bracken  County,  relative  to  the  Ci^  War  pension 
bill :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pulsions. 

1102.  By  Mr.  KIESS  :  Petition  fr<Mn  citizens  of  Tioga  County, 
Pa.,  favoring  legislation  to  Increase  the  pension  of  Civil  War 
soldiers  and  Civil  War  widows;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

1108,  By  Mr.  KOPP :  Petition  of  WlUiam  H.  Wardan  and 
other  citlaens  of  Burlington,  Iowa,  asking  that  the  pensions  of 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans  be  increased ;  to  the 
Committee  oo  Invalid  Pensions. 

1104.  Aim,  petition  of  Peari  R.  Clapp  and  many  other  dtl- 
■ens  of  F^Edrlleld,  Iowa,  urging  increased  pensions  for  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

1105.  By  Mr.  LfBAVITT:  Petition  of  numerous  citizens  of 
Livingston,  Great  Falls,  and  Butte,  Mont.,  favorable  to  in- 
creased pulsions  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veter- 
ans; to  the  Oommittee  on  Invalid  Pensl<ms. 

1106.  By  Mr.  MICHENER:  PeUUon  of  sundry  dtizec?  of 
Plymouth  and  Ja^son.  Midi.,  requesting  increased  p^uriona  for 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1107.  By  Mr.  NEWHAIiL:  Petition  of  John  Fanner  and  106 
other  dtlaena  of  Grant  Ooonty,  Ky.,  urging  legislation  to  in- 
cnease  penaloBs  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  ot  T»tttrans ; 
to  tike  Committee  oa  iBTalld  PeDSion& 
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1106.  Also,  petition  of  Alice  Johnson  and  66  other  dtlzens  of 
doTlngton,  Ky.,  urging  legislation  to  increase  pensions  of  Civil 
"^  'at  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ilivalld  Pensions. 
1100.  Also,  petlticm  of  J.  L.  Moreheed  and  110  other  dtlzens 
'  Brlanger,  Ky.,  urging  legislation  to  Increase  j^ensions  of  Civil 
\  'ar  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

1110.  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  Russell  Craddock  and  83  other 
citizens  of  Ihlaoger,  Ky.,  urging  legislation  to  increase  pulsions 

0  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Cc«nmlttee 
o|i  Invalid  Pensions. 

1111.  Also,  petition  of  John  J.  Craig  and  107  other  citizens  of 
Obvlngton,  Ky.,  urging  legislation  to  increase  pensions  of  Civil 

V  ar  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

1112.  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  H.  C.  Mathews  and  49  other  dtl- 
»m3  of  Petersburg,  Ky.,  urging  legislation  to  lncrea.se  pensions 
o '  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee 
oil  Invalid  Pensions. 

1113.  Also,  petition  of  Eva  C.  Carver  and  108  other  citizens 
o'  Petersburg,  Ky.,  urging  legislation  to  Increase  pensions  of 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Conunlttee 
oi  Invalid  Pensions. 

1114.  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  B.  F.  Downard  and  137  other  dti- 
^fns  of  Newport,  Ky.,  urging  legislation  to  Increase  pensions  of 

vll  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee 
Invalid  Pensions. 

1115.  By  Mrs.  OWEN :  Petition  of  citizens  of  Orlando,  State 
Florida,  urging  passage  of  a  bill  lncrea.sing  the  pensions  of 

divil  War  veterans,  widows  of  veterans,  and  dependents ;  to  the 
C  ommittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1116.  Also,  petition  of  dtlzens  of  Vero  Beach,  State  of  Flor- 
ida, urging  passage  of  a  bill  increasing  the  pensions  of  Civil 

V  'ar  veterans,  widows  of  veterans,  and  their  dependents ;   to 
tie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1117.  Also,  petition  of  dtlzens  of  St  Cloud,  State  of  Florida, 
U'glng  passage  of  a  bill  Increasing  the  pensions  of  Civil  War 
v(>terans,  widows  of  veterans,  and  their  dependents;  to  the 
C>mmittee  on  Invalid  Pulsions. 

1118.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Volusia  County,  Fla.,  urg- 
lig  passage  of  a  bill  Increasing  the  pensions  of  Civil  War 
vi'terana,  widows  of  veterans,  and  dependents;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1119.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  St.  Augustine,  Fla.,  urging 
t]  le  passage  of  a  bill  increasing  the  pensions  of  Civil  War 

V  iterans,   widows  of  veterans,   and  dependents;   to  the  Com- 
ttittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1120.  By  Mr.  PALMER :  Petition  of  E.  W.  Oswald  and  sun- 
d  7  dtlzens  of  Sedalia,  Mo.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legls- 
U  tion  granting  increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and 
M  idows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1121.  Also,  petition  of  Rebecca  J.  Broolis  and  sundry  citizens 
0 '  Springfield,  Mo.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation 
g  -anting  increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows 
o'  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1122.  Also,  petition  of  Sophia  C.  Schlusinj;  and  sundry  citizens 
o '  Sedalia,  Mo.,  praying  for  tlie  passage  of  legislation  granting 
ii  creased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans; to  the  Committfe  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1123.  By  Mr.  FRANK  M.  RAMEY :  Petition  of  WIU  G. 
Sackett  and  other  residents  of  Litchfield,  111.,  urging  tlie  pas- 
sige  of  the  Civil  War  pension  bill  proposed  by  the  National 
Iribune;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1124.  By  Mr.  REID  of  IlUnols :  Petition  of  John  P.  F.  Conrad 
a  [id  135  other  dtlzens  of  Peotone.  111.,  a.sklng  that  Congress  pass 
a  bill  carrying  the  rates  suggested  by  the  National  Tribune  for 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee 

01  Invalid  Pensions. 

1126.  By  Mr.  SCHNEIDER :  Petition  urging  the  enactment  of 
Diore  liberal  pension  legislation   for  Civil   War  veterans  and 

V  Idows  of  veterans,  signed  by  voters  of  Stephenson,  Wis. ;  to 
t  le  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1126.  Also,  petition  urging  certain  pension  Increases  for  Civil 
\Ttur  survivors  and  widows  of  survivors,  signed  by  voters  in 
C  neida.  Wis. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1127.  By  Mr.  SHORT  of  Missouri:  Petition  of  citizens  of 
I  ssex.  Mo.,  favoring  Increased  pensions  for  soldiers  of  the  Civil 
'Sr&T  and  widows  of  scridiers;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
I  enslons. 

1128 :  By  Mr.  SHOTT  of  West  Virginia :  Petition  of  citizens 
o!  Williamson,  Mingo  County.  W.  Va.,  asking  that  Congress 
u^iprove  pension  rates  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans,  as  suggested  by  the  National  Tribune;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  InvaUd  PeosiQiia. 
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1129.  Abo,  petition  of  Thomas  Dillon  and  50  other  dtiaens  of 
Ada,  Mercer  County,  W.  Va.,  asking  that  Congress  approve  pen- 
sion rates  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans,  as 
sugirested  by  the  National  Tribune;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

1130.  Also.  ptHltion  of  George  W.  Domron  and  68  other  dtlzens 
of  Dingees,  Mingo  County,  W.  Va.,  asking  that  Congress  approve 
pension  rates  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veteransi 
as  suggested  by  the  National  Tribune;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

1181.  By  Mr.  SIMMONS:  Petition  of  dtlzens  of  Sargent 
Nebr.,  advocating  increase  of  pensions  for  veterans  and  widows 
of  veterans  of  the  Civil  War;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
pfnsions. 

1132.  By  Mr.  STALKER:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Peruville, 
N.  Y.,  urging  Congress  for  tlie  early  pes.sage  of  a  pension  bill 
Increasing  the  pension  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1ia3.  By  Mr.  THATCHER:  Petition  signed  by  Carl  F.  Ehmop 
and  others.  Almond  Jones  and  others,  Eugene  Hubbard  and 
others,  and  Lee  P.  Brown  and  others,  urging  Congress  for  the 
passage  of  a  pension  bill  increasing  the  pension  of  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

1134.  By  Mr.  THOMPSON:  Petition  of  residents  of  Fulton 
County,  Ohio,  asking  for  legislation  to  increase  pensions  to  Civil 
War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  In- 
valid Pensions. 

1135.  By  Mr.  THITRSTON:  Petition  of  Rhoda  Kester,  widow 
of  a  Civil  War  veteran,  petitioning  the  Congress  to  enad  legisla- 
tion Increasing  pensions  in  behalf  of  Civil  War  veterans  and 
their  dependents;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensdons. 

1136.  By  Mr.  WILLIAMSON:  Petition  of  Edward  Hitchcox 
and  numerous  other  citiwns  of  IVtuth  Dakota,  petitioning  the 
Congress  to  pass  certain  legiKlatlon  on  l)ehalf  of  Civil  War 
veterans  and  the  widows  of  Civil  War  veterans;  to  tlie  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1137.  By  Mr.  WOODRUFF :  Petition  from  citizens  of  Midland 
Couuty,  Mich.,  favoring  increased  pensions  for  Civil  War  veter- 
ans and  their  dependents;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1138.  By  Mr.  YATES :  Petition  of  Belden  Manufacturing  Co., 
Chicago,  111.,  urging  c^ipositiuu  to  increase  in  duty  on  China 
wood  oil;  to  the  Ommittee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

1139.  Also,  petition  of  Charles  F.  Smith,  urging  support  of 
House  bill  15573;  to  the  Committee  on  World  War  Veterans* 
Legislation. 

1140.  Also,  |»etltion  of  A.  A.  Steven.son,  620  North  Laramie 
Avenue,  Chicago,  III.,  urging  support  of  House  bill  14676 ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Pen.sions. 

1141.  Also,  petition  of  N(Mthwefltem  Yeast  Co.,  Chicago,  111., 
urging  Kup|K>rt  of  drainage  tax  relief  bill  (8.  4689);  to  the 
Committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation. 

1142.  Also,  petition  of  V.  G.  Milum,  secretary  Illinois  State 
Beekeepers'  Association,  Woodhull,  111.,  urging  imssage  of  Sen- 
ate bill  15386 ;  to  the  Conmilttee  oo  Appropriations. 

1143.  Also,  petition  of  post-office  clerks  of  Eleventh  Street 
station.  Cliieago,  UL,  urging  ivassage  of  La  Follette-Meade  bill 
(S.  3281)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

1144.  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  William  B.  Hinchllff  and  Norma 
C.  Thompson,  urging  passage  of  Norl)e<*  game  refuge  bill  (S. 
1271) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

1145.  Also,  petition  of  derks,  United  States  Post  Office,  Ma- 
comb, IlL,  urging  support  of  Saturday  half  holiday  bill  (S. 
3116)  and  Dale-Lehlbach  retirement  bill  (S.  1727);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 

1146.  Also,  petition  of  Oostdlo  &  Packwood.  attorneys  at  law, 
Chicago,  111.,  urging  passage  of  Senate  bill  3281  and  Senate  bill 
1727 ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

1147.  Also,  petition  of  employees  of  Greenville  jjost  office, 
Greenville,  III.,  urging  passage  of  Dale-Lehlbach  bill  (S.  3116) 
and  La  FoUette-O'Connell  longevity  bill  (S.  3282)  ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

1148.  Also,  itetition  of  Reba  B.  Smith,  general  superintendent 
of  the  National  Crittenton  Mission,  Alexandria,  Va.,  urging 
support  of  Senate  bill  5492  and  Hou.se  bill  16529 ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judldary. 

1149.  Also,  petition  of  Samuel  Hazen  Bond,  attorney  and 
counsellor  at  law,  Washington,  D.  C,  urging  defeat  of  House 
bill  12203  (amended) ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

1150.  Also,  petition  of  William  R.  Vallance,  president  the 
Fe<leral  Bar  Association,  Washington,  D.  C  opposing  House 
bill  lt>643 :  to  the  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 

1151.  Alsa  petition  of  H.  W.  de  Jarriette.  Chicago,  III.,  urging 
pa^isuge  of  Uoutfe  bill  14676 ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions^ 


1152.  Also,  petWon  of  Norwegian  National  League,  Chicago, 
ni„  migiug  retention  of  the  present  mode  of  quota  distrlbutl(m 
based  on  the  United  States  census  of  1890;  to  the  Committee  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 


SENATE 

Tuesday,  November  19,  19^9 
(Ltfffitlative  iay  of  Weincaday,  October  SO,  1929} 

The  Senate  met  at  10  o'dock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 
recess. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  ab6»ce  of  a  quonun. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  derk  will  call  the  rolL 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

Ajihurat 

Bark  ley 

BlriKfaam 

Black 

BUiDe 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookbart 

BronKsard 

Capper 

Conoally 

Copeland 

POUS^DS 

Cattin* 

Dale 

Dene#n 

Dill 


FletvhM 

Prazier 

Georgr 

GiUett 

QUac 

Glenn 

Gotr 

Ooldaboroagii 

Qraefl* 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrtoon 

HastloKa 

Batfleld 

HawM 

Harden 

Heoert 

Heflin 

Uowell 


Johnson 
Joues 
Kean 
Kcndrick 

La  Kollette 

UcCuUucb 

MrKellar 

McMaflter 

McNar}- 

Moaea 

Norbeck 

Norrta 

Nye 

Oddie 

Overman 

Pattenoa 

Pbippa 

Ranmlell 

Sarkett 


Sbeppard 

Bbortrldse 

Simmona 

(<modt 

Bteck 

Stciwcr 

Stepbena 

Swanaon 

Thomaa,  Idaho 

Tkoauta.  Okla. 

Townaend 

Trammell 

Tydlnisa 

VaadenberK 

Waipier 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Haas. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Mr.  SHEPPARD,  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  Caraway]  and  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Walsh]  are  necessarily  detained  on  business  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  JONES.  The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robtnsow]  is 
also  necessarily  detained  on  business  of  the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Seventy-nine  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present 

THB  ratST  DBCADS  OF  NA.TIOKAI.  PBOHIBlTIOIf 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Presideut,  I  ask  unanimous  coiKMit 
to  incorporate  in  the  Rbtobd  A  Study  of  the  Sodal  Effert  of 
National  Prohibition  During  its  First  Decade,  by  Dr.  Ernest  H. 
Cherrington,  genaral  secretary  of  the  World  League  Against 
Alcoholism. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 

ordered. 

The  artlde  is  as  follows : 

ProbthttloB  Is  DO  longer  an  experiment  In  th«  United  States  of 
America.  Frwn  whatever  angle  we  view  this  qinestion  !t  has  {wnsed 
beyond  the  testing  point  and  has  demonstrated  Ita  valae.  This  is 
attested  cqnally  in  the  fields  of  economics,  at  health,  and  of  aodology. 
Ansalled  as  no  other  paMlc  policy  erer  has  l)een  assailed,  it  has 
weathei«d  storms  which  would  haTe  solDeed  to  overthrow  a  measure 
ttiat  was  l«8«  strongly  eetabllcfted  or  that  did  not  have  behind  it  a 
treBKadoas  volume  of  poblie  senthnent. 

Prohlbitioa  has  done  more  than  meet  the  expectations  of  tJioae  who 
fbr  long  years  prior  to  the  snbrnfaston  of  the  eighteenth  amendment 
labored  in  Its  behalf.     It  has  exceeded  those  expectations. 

Because  we  are  so  close  to  the  question  many  of  na  do  not  fully 
realise  the  twrnendous  acMevements  which  are  to  the  credit  of  national 
prohibition.  Then,  too,  that  easy  forgetfulness  which  is  so  characteristic 
of  boiMiBlty  makes  It  difleslt  for  as  to  compare  the  occasional  Tiola- 
tlon  of  tlie  law  to-day  with  the  chronic  violations  of  the  preprohfUtion 
era.  We  know  that  the  pKAfbftion  law  Is  violated.  We  forget  too 
readily  tiiat  the  license  or  regulatory  laws  were  violated  so  continuously 
that  the  popular  assumption  was  that  such  violations  were  normaL 
The  occasional  sigbt  of  a  pobllc  dmnkard  to-day  rallies  a  crowd.  Be- 
for*  the  adoption  at  the  elgbtppBth  amendment  drunken  nuisances  In- 
fested the  streets  and  pobllc  places.  There  is  significance  in  the  fact 
that  the  hip  flask,  wHh  its  limited  qiiantity  of  liquor,  has  taken  the 
place  of  the  Jiuart  and  the  decanter.  We  are  dealing  in  fractions  now 
when  once  we  dealt  in  wtiole  numbers  with  three  figures.  If  it  be  true 
of  t*e  bererage-alcohol  problem  that  "needs  must  that  offenses  come," 
It  is  none  tl>«  less  a  great  achlevenK'nt  to  hare  made  those  offenses  so 
closely  approach  tbe  mininram. 

Over  Ave  years  ago  Charles  Edward  Russell  wrote  of  prohibition : 

"The  only  test  of  prohibition  that  counts  te  economic,  and  Europe 
is  getting  ready  to  own,  hi  ways  to  cause  some  astonishment,  that 
under  such  provlag  American  prohibition  stands  up  well." 

Russell  was  then  discussing  the  <niestlon  "Is  the  world  going  dry?" 
Many  of  th«  economic  phases  of  this  question  have  an  even  heightened 
emphasis  wl«i  the  development  of  the  prohibition  observance  in  the 
years  since  Mr.  Russell  wrote. 
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A  wDfcinl  commlttw  from  Great  Britain,  ander  the  cl»*lnn*nrtilp  of 
glr  WlllUiB  M«cken»l*.  Tinted  America  to  study  oar  boaineaa  condition*. 
la  the  oSclal  repwt  rendered  they  declared  :  ^     _  ,  .. 

"  Prohibition  U  among  the  caoaeg  of  America  s  Industrial  roccew.  It« 
economic  effect  ha*  been  Tcry  great  by  the  dlreralon  of  large  soma  Into 
aaTlnga  and  the  parchaae  of  commodltlea  and  by  Increasing  the  regaUr 
Ity  of  atrendaace  at  work.  This  folfllte  Lloyd  George's  prediction  that 
•  tf  Aowrica  hoMa  onto  prohibition  10  year«  Great  Britain  will  be  forced 
to  go  dry  for  economic  reasons,  as  England  half  drank  and  half  sober 
can  not  sacceaafully  compete  with  aober  and  efficient  Amertc*.* " 


■LX>NOMIC8   or    PaOHIBITIOK 

In  estimating  the  raloe  of  prohibition  as  an  economic  asset  one  ma«t 
•ot  Ignore  the  fact  that  this  national  policy  has  its  earlier  yearn  In  a 
period  when  economic  disaster  would  have  been  the  normftl  expectatton. 
It  has  become  alOMMt  axlomutic  that  a  great  war  waa  InerltaMy  fol- 
lowed by  a  long  period  of  Industrial  depression.  If  no*  by  a  financial 
panic.  We  had  not  forgotten  the  disastrous  effect  of  the  CItU  War,  nor 
Ignored  the  long  delay  In  rpHumptlon  of  gold  payments  until  1878.  The 
natural  expectation  was  that  the  greatest  war  In  history  would  be  fol- 
lowed by  the  greatest  financial  disaster.  Here  the  staWllaliig  Inflnence 
of  prohibition  entered.  There  was  a  sag  In  employment  and  In  produc- 
tion and  In  distribution.  IxMtng  foreign  markets  and  passing  through 
the  difficult  period  of  adju«tment  of  exchanges  our  whole  factory  system 
naturally  was  forced  to  slow  up  the  ratio  of  production.  This  naturally 
was  rHle«ted  In  domestic  trade.  In  the  employment  of  workers,  and  the 
rates  of  wages  as  well  as  the  boors  of  labor.  There  was  no  panic,  how- 
ever. There  were  no  bread  lines,  no  soup  kitchens.  Charity  orgaalaa- 
ttoas  did  not  find  sny  long  list  of  appllcantfi  for  doles.  Instead  of  all 
these  expected  dlaasters  we  merely  noted  a  slowing  up  In  the  business 
mcchanlam  of  the  Nation,  to  be  followed  by  a  slow,  healthy,  steady 
deTelopment. 

In  some  States  where  careful  business  statistics  are  kept,  such  as  In 
Pennsylranla,  for  Instance.  It  was  noted  that  while  the  amounts  paid 
In  wages  had  greatly  decreased,  the  amounts  laid  aside  In  saTlngs  banks 
did  not  appreciably  decrease,  but  even.  In  some  places.  Increased.  This 
was  unprecedented.  There  was  only  one  fiactor  entering  the  business 
Bitnatlon  that  could  account  for  It.  All  the  other  factors  would  ac- 
count fbr  a  threatened.  If  not  actual,  panic.  The  new  beneficent  factor 
was  prohibition.  Stuns  formerly  expended  wastefully  were  now  being 
eooaerred  In  savings  or  being  expended  constructively.  This  is  not 
the  opinion  only  of  prohibition  propagandists  but  Is  generally  realised 
hf  our  greatest  business  experts. 

Soger  W.  Babson,  of  the  Publishers'  Financial  Bureau,  of  Babsoa 
Park.  Mmm.,  Is  fenerally  recognised  throughout  the  Nation  as  an  au- 
tliority  on  the  trend  of  business.  As  are  most  other  business  men  of 
tke  country,  be  is  a  friend  of  the  prohibition  law.  In  a  lemarkaMe 
statement  Issued  some  time  ago,  Mr.  Babson  says : 

"  Both  friends  and  enemies  of  prohibition  must  agree  that  the  in- 
creased purehsslng  power  of  the  masses,  which  has  been  so  general  since 
th«  war.  Is  hirgely  due  to  prohibition.  Increased  wages  are  not  re- 
sponsible for  this  increased  purchasing  power,  because  higher  wages 
mean  higher  prices  and  do  not  materially  affect  the  volume  of  goods 
purchased.  When,  however,  a  man  takes  mosiey  formerly  thrown  away 
on  harmful  driak  and  uses  it  for  buying  a  home,  an  automobile,  or  any 
other  merchandise,  he  is  greaUy  aiding  all  legitimate  Industry.  This 
means  tbst  a  great  soa  formerly  spent  in  saloons  each  year,  and  from 
which  only  the  btewer*  benefited,  has  gone  into  new  buildings,  aatsmo- 
bUes,  and  the  huntkvds  of  other  lines  which  have  expanded  so  readily 
since  prohlbltloo  went  Into  effect." 

WhUe  Secretary  of  Commerce,  Herbert  Hoover  made  a  study  of  our 
factory  production.  He  summed  up  his  results  of  this  survey  in  these 
words: 

**  There  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  economic  benefits  of  prohibition. 
Viewing  the  temperance  question  only  from  this  angle,  prohibltloa  has 
proved  lu  case.  I  think  Increased  temperance  over  the  land  is  ra- 
q^onsible  for  a  good  share  of  the  enormously  Increased  efficiency  in 
production,  which  statistics  gathered  by  the  Department  of  Commerce 
show  to  have  followed  passage  of  th«  prohibition  law.  Exhaustive 
study  from  many  angles  of  production  over  average  periods,  10  years 
apart  before  and  since  the  war,  would  Indicate  that  while  our  pro- 
ductivity should  have  Increased  about  15  per  cent,  due  to  the  Increase 
in  population,  yet  the  actual  increase  baa  been  from  2S  to  30  per  cent, 
indicating  an  Increase  of  efficiency  of  somewhere  from  1  to  15  per  cent. 
"There  Is  no  question.  In  my  opinion,  that  prohibition  Is  making 
America  more  productive.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  prohibition  is 
putting  money  in  the  American  family  pocketbook.  The  dry  law  baa 
proved  its  worth  in  dollars  and  cents." 

Henry  Ford  haa  emphasised  this  relation  between  our  present  pros- 
perity and  prohibition.     In  a  recent  article  be  asserts : 

"  Without  prohibition  Industry  would  of  necessity  decline  to  the 
position  it  occupied  at  the  beginning  of  the  century.  Without  prohi- 
bition a  abort  working  week  and  day  would  be  no  longer  poaslMa. 
Without  prohlbltioB  accurate  workmanship  would  be  impossible. 

"  The  reason  why  AsMriea  Is  so  far  ahead  of  other  coontrtas  indus- 
trially to-day,   the   reason   America  is  so  rich  to-day.   la   prohibition.  I 


foreign  countries  want  America  for  their  market  because  America, 
under  prohibition,  has  the  money.  Their  own  countries,  where  liquor 
still  runs  free,  are  too  Impoverished  to  be  profitable.  That  is  the 
dK>m  of  the  drink  business — it   ruins  its  own  customers." 

In  order  properly  to  evaluate  Mr.  Ford's  utterances  on  the  subject,  it 
li  necessary  to  consider  the  standpoint  from  which  he  views  this  entire 
q  lesUon.  While  we  are  all  aware  of  Mr.  Fords  preeminent  position  as 
ai  Industrialist  there  are  other  factors  entering  into  his  decision  be- 
y)nd  those  arising  from  his  position  as  a  manufacturer.  Some  time  ago 
Sunuel  StreuHB.  In  the  Atlantic  Monthly,  discussing  this  question, 
a  lalysed  the  situation  so  clearly  that  I  can  not  do  better  than  to  present 
t(e  results  of  that  azuilysls  here. 

When  Mr,  Henry  Ford,  who  is  a  man  bom  Into  his  time,  says  we 
4Qst  give  up  either  drink  or  Industrialism,  he  Is  not  moved  to  say  so 
merely  because  drink  would  make  people  buy  fewer  automobiles.  In- 
stinctively he  understands  that  drink  makes  people  buy  less  of  every- 
tilng,  and  so  less  of  automobiles.  When  Mr.  Gary  says  that  drink  and 
prosperity  are  Incompatible,  he  is  not  moved  to  his  conclusion  by  mere 
q  uestlons  of  efficiency  in  the  steel  mills.  •  •  •  Under  the  old  order, 
tie  products  of  brewery  and  distillery  added  up  in  the  prosperity  col- 
t  mns  Just  as  steel  did,  and  plows  and  corn ;  beer  and  liquor  were  equal 
lith  ail  the  others.  Under  the  new  order,  drink  subtracts  from  the 
t»tal.  Drink  cuts  down  general  consumptive  power.  Drink  takes  from 
t  tie  Nation's  ability  to  use  up  goods ;  drink  takes  from  a  man's  efficiency 
Is  consume:  drink  lessens   the  desire  for  things.     Drink,   to  be  sore, 

I  imits  Its  own  consumption ;  when  it  has  its  men  under  the  table,  that 

I I  the  end ;  there  is  a  limit  to  the  amount  a  man  can  drink.  But  what 
ii  Intolo^ble  Is  that  drink  makes  Inroads  Into  the  consumption  of  all 
( Ise.  Consumption  can  not  suffer  drink  because  In  drink  men  find  a 
lobstitute  for  that  satisfaction  which  Is  In  the  acquiring  of  luxuries; 
( Ite  pleasure  In  drink  takes  the  place  of  the  pleasure  in  things.  The 
1  lore  things  men  have,  the  more  they  need — this  is  the  working  phlloso- 
I  ihy  of  consumptionism.  The  more  drink  men  have  the  less  things  they 
1  leed.     Consequently,  we  have  the  eighteenth  amendment." 

■AVtMeS   ACCOrRTS 

Prsbably  there  is  no  better  Index  to  prosperity  than  the  savings 
4«cottnU  of  the  Nation.  While  these  are  only  a  part  of  the  total  sav>- 
whlch  indode  life  Insurance,  permanent  Investments,  home  buy- 
etc,  they  probably  mirror  more  accurately  than  any  other  sln^ 
factor  the  better  condition  of  the  wsge  earners  of  the  country.  Before 
I  rohibition  the  savings  deposits  of  the  Nation  were  not  any  very  great 
]  actor  in  our  financial  life.  Many  banks  then  did  not  care  to  handle 
I  Dch  deposits,  since  they  were  small  and  required  costly  attention. 

In  1918,  according  to  the  figures  In  the  report  of  tbe  Comptroller  of 
1  h*  Currency,  the  amounts  of  these  savings  were :  Private  banks  sav- 
Ings,  128,469.823:   postal  savings  banks,   $148,471,499:   loan   and  trust 
XHupanies.  $1,286,050,369;  BUte  bunks  savings,  11,071,636.806:  mutual 
lavings    banks.    84.442.096,398;    stock    savings    banks,    $1,001,573,414; 
national  banks  saving  departmenta,  $1,398,358,000 ;  total,  $9,372,246,304. 
The  Itocal  year  1928  registered  a  record  gain  in  savings-banks  deposits, 
ilthough  the  various  years  since  the  adoption  of  the  eighteenth  amend- 
ment had  marked  the  addition  of  large  sums  to  this  stored-up  capital  of 
the  people  of  the  country.     In  an  analysts  of  the  report  of  the  United 
States  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  W.  Bspy  Alblg.  deputy  msnager  of 
tbe  American  Bankers'  Association's  savings  bank  division,  says : 

Tbe  year  ended  June  30,  1928,  registered  over  the  previous  year 
the  largest  gain  in  savings  deposits  in  banks  and  trust  companies  of 
continental  United  States  ever  recorded  in  tbe  history  of  this  country. 
On  June  30,  1928,  the  volume  of  savings  stood  at  $28,412,961,000.  a 
gain  of  $2,327,069,000  over  the  previous  year.  •  •  •  since  1912, 
when  adequate  records  first  became  available,  the  gain  per  inhabitant 
Is  169.3  per  cent  •  •  •  The  number  of  depositors,  which,  for  1917, 
was  reported  at  48.864.784.  reaches  a  high  mark  this  year  with 
58,188,348.'^ 

The  American  banker  recognisi>s  the  part  played  by  the  eighteenth 
ameadment  in  developing  our  gains  In  savings  deposits  and  finds  that 
although  It  would  be  impossible  to  determine  exactly  "  the  Influence  of 
prohibition  in  building  the  savings-bank  totals  of  the  country;  tbat  It 
has  had  some  bearing  will  be  admitted  even  by  those  wbo  do  not  par- 
ticularly favor  the  prohibition  amendment" 

ura  iNSDKANca 
The  life  insurance  data  of  the  country  is  another  index  of  the  eco* 
nomtc  gains  made  under  prohll>jtion.  Since  tbe  adoption  of  tl>e 
eighteenth  amendment  our  annual  purchase  of  new  life  Insurance  has 
been  multiplied  three  and  one-half  times.  Over  65,000,000  people  now 
carry  life  Insurance  amounting  to  $100,000,000,000.  It  was  recently 
stated  by  the  Association  of  Life  Insurance  Presidonts  that  we  had 
attained  during  tbe  first  half  of  1929  the  one  hundrod  billion  dollar  goal. 
It  took  80  years,  from  1843  to  1922,  to  accumulate  the  first  $50,000,< 
000,000  of  life  insurance  In  force,  while  the  second  fifty  billion  was 
attained  in  less  than  7  years.  Mr.  George  T.  Wight,  manager  of  the 
Association  of  Life  Insurance  Presidents  i>olnts  out : 

"The  economic  and  social  ramifications  of  this  $100,000,000,000  of 
life  insurance  in  force  are  >f  great  Importance  In  the  dally  lives  of  our 
dtlaena.     Guaranteeing  economic  Independence  to  millions  of  Individuals, 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5745 


and  temporary  financial  relief  to  many  more  millions,  eontraets  binding 
the  aggregate  payment  of  this  amount  are  now  in  the  hands  of  more 
than  65,000,000  policyholders,  who  are  representative  of  every  walk  of 
life.' 

The  Insurance  Field  in  September,  1929,  commented  at  great  length 
upon  the  economic  gains  from  prohibition.  In  the  course  of  its  article 
It  said: 

"  What  we  particularly  want  to  see  discussed  fairly  is  the  relation  of 
prohibition  to  the  economic  system  of  Insurance  as  importantly  inci- 
dental to  and  with  the  general  welfare.  How  much  of  the  evident 
savings  from  the  annual  alcoholic  drink  bill  has  gone  into  life  insur- 
ance, building  and  loan  associations,  savings  hanks,  and  the  many 
comforts  of  living?     •     •     • 

"  How  is  the  life  insurance  aspect  afTected  by  the  diversions  of  the 
drink  bill?  Industrial  issues  have  more  than  doubled  since  1920. 
More  of  the  industrial  classes  have  stepped  up  to  the  higher  figures  of 
ordinary.  These  Jumped  from  $35,000,000,000  in  1920  to  more  than 
$100,000,000,000  this  year.  Where  did  it  all  come  from?  Say  the 
ageucy  forces  did  it  by  bard  work.  Very  well;  but  where  did  the 
money  come  from  to  pay  for  it?  That  is  the  economic  vein  that  can 
be  opened  by  every  company  and  by  all  experienced  agencies  for  their 
own  guidance.  Has  prohibition  advanced  the  general  welfare,  or  has  it 
merely  dried  out  cocktail  glasses?  It  Is  a  business  and  not  a  moral, 
perconal-liberty  matter  with  insurance." 

HOMB   BCILDINO 

Prohibition  gave  a  new  emphasis  to  the  home-building  impulse.  Many 
who  during  the  saloon  epoch  were  forced  to  live  In  slums  or  in  unspeak- 
abk  tenements  because  the  major  portion  of  their  Income  went  across 
the  bar  are  to-day  knowing  a  new  comfort  and  a  new  ambition.  The 
best  authorities  in  realty  and  building  circles  recognise  the  part  played 
by  prohibition  In  developing  the  new  market  for  homes.  The  Bureau 
of  Labor  SUtistlcs,  In  Its  recent  review  of  building  operations  in  the 
first  half  of  1929,  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  85  cities  in  the 
United  States  baring  a  population  of  100,000  or  over,  building  permits 
Issued  In  the  first  half  of  1929  call  for  an  expenditure  of  $1,425,106,888 
of  which  64.1  per  cent  was  for  residential  building. 

There  Is  a  double  significance  In  this  stimulation  of  home  building. 
Not  only  does  It  register  the  Improvement  In  home  conditions  and  the 
higher  standards  of  llring  which  have  developed  since  prohibition  but 
this  Increased  volume  of  construction  means  labor  and  employment  for 
a  host  of  men  engaged  In  the  building  trade. 

The  following  comparative  figures  on  building  and  loan  associations, 
taken  from  the  annual  reports  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  show 
the  remarkable  development  of  the  hom^buUdlng  impulse  under 
prohibition  : 
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3,103,935 
3,334,899 
3,586,433 
3,838,613 
4,011,401 
4,280,336 
4,962,919 
6,809,888 
6,864,144 
7,302,880 
8,654,352 
9,886,097 
10,  665, 706 
11,336,361 
11.99^905 
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$1,357,707,900 
1.484,305,875 
1,596,538,136 
1.789,14:1175 

Xy  cnIO|  944,  j4o 

2,136,630,390 
^619,914,971 
%890,7A4,«21 
3,342,630,953 
3, 942,  939, 880 
4,765,937,197 
6,509,176,154 
6, 334, 103, 807 
7, 178,  562, 461 
8.016,094.327 


TH«   AtJTO  MOBILE'S    SSI-ATION  TO   PROHIBITION 

The  automobile  Industry  has  a  very  intimate  relation  to  prohibition. 
Even  before  Henry  Ford  made  his  famous  statement,  "  If  boose  ever 
comes  back  to  the  United  Stotes,  I  am  through  with  manufacturing,"  and 
"  gasoline  and  boose  don't  mix ;  that's  aU,"  thinking  people  realised  that 
intoxicating  beverages  could  not  be  safely  permitted  if  we  were  to  con- 
tinue to  use  high-speed  automobiles  on  our  public  highways.  The  auto 
death  list  is  already  too  high.  If  the  saloon  should  return  or  if  under 
any  system  drink  should  be  legalUed  once  more,  few  of  us  would  care 
to  run  the  risks  Incident  to  traveling  on  a  road  infested  with  drinking 

drlvera 

Aside  from  all  other  considerations,  anything  which  ml^t  seriously 
affect  the  automobile  Industry  la  America  would  be  a  calamity.  We 
DOW  lead  tbe  world  in  the  production  of  automobiles.  9  out  of  every 
10  machines  being  made  in  thia  country,  according  to  the  Department 
«{  Commerce  survey. 

Since,  according  to  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  in  its  August  1929, 
study  of  Trend  of  Employment  and  Labor  Turnover,  tbe  number  on  the 


August  pay  toll  In  217  cstabUshments,  producing  airtomcblles,  w» 
437,202,  while  the  amount  of  the  weekly  pay  roU  was  $15,098,523,  ons 
Is  forced  to  realise  tbst  any  national  policy  which  threatens  an  indus- 
try of  this  caliber  would  be  a  positive  disaster  to  tbe  business  structure 
of  tbe  country.  If  we  add,  however,  to  these  figures  the  68,240  engaged 
in  production  of  sntomobUe  tires  with  tbe  weekly  pay  roU  of  $1.688^0^ 
and  then  add  to  th«e  those  employed  In  filling  stations,  garages,  aece»> 
sory  manufacturers,  and  reUilers,  It  is  quite  evident  that  anything 
which  seriously  disturbs  tbe  sutomobile  industry  would  at  tbe  same 
time  shake  the  very  foundations  of  our  industrial  life.  If  prohlbltioa 
hsd  done  nothing  more  than  make  possible  tbe  amaxing  development  of 
tbe  auto  trade  In  the  past  10  years.  It  would  have  made  an  incalculaWe 
contribution  to  tbe  economic  life  of  the  Nation. 

Dr.  Thomas  Nixon  Carver,  professor  of  economics  in  Hsrvard  Uni- 
versity, in  an  article  entitled  "Some  Economic  Aspects  of  Prohibi- 
tion," published  in  October  of  this  year,  incisively  portrays  phases  of 
prohibition  in  which  tbe  ethical  is  Involved  with  the  economic.  He 
writes : 

'•  The  good  which  President  Lowrtl  and  other  observers  agree  that 
prohibition  has  done  is  economic  as  well  as  moral.  It  has  been  of 
special  advantage  to  the  wageworkers  and  their  families.  Not  hsv^ 
ing  to  run  tbe  gantlet  of  a  row  of  saloons  on  the  way  home  from 
work,  not  being  subject  to  the  treating  habit  which  the  liquor  in- 
terests assiduously  cultivated,  they  have  been  able  to  take  more  of 
their  wages  home  to  their  families.  Tbe  families  are,  therefore, 
better  fed,  housed,  clothed,  and  they  have  more  opportunities  for 
amusement  as  well  as  for  self-development.  The  industries  which 
provide  necessaries,  amusements,  and  means  of  cuKtvstion  are  now 
getting  most  of  the  money  that  waa  formerly  spent  on  drink.  Auto- 
mobile manufacturers,  tbe  manufacturers  of  radio  sets,  the  whole 
BMving-pteture  industry,  would,  tbrrefore.  better  think  several  times 
before  they  lend  any  influence  in  fsvor  of  tbe  repeal  or  nulllflcatlon  of 
the  prohibitory  law.  If  the  subversive  movements  ever  succeed,  much 
of  the  money  now  spent  for  these  things  will  sgain  be  turned  over 
to  the  liquor  interests  in  tbe  purchase  of  drink." 

CKIMI  AND  PBOHtBITIOIf 

Prohibition  has  played  an  important  part  in  reducing  tbe  criminality 
In  tbe  United  States.  Long  before  the  sdoption  of  this  national 
policy,  bar  associations  and  other  organisstions  concerned  about  tbe 
future  of  our  Nation  pointed  with  dismay  to  the  rising  tide  of  crime 
and  warned  us  that  it  threatened  to  engulf  our  civillaatlon.  Crime 
commissions  and  vice  commissions  were  formed  in  various  parts  of 
the  country  to  study  tbe  question  and  suggest  remedies.  Prisoners' 
aid  societies,  probation  and  parole  systems,  prison  reforms,  and  other 
panaceas  failed  to  check  the  mounting  list  of  crimes  perpetrated  all 
over  the  Nation.  Those  interested  In  the  sbolltion  In  tbe  licensed 
liquor  traffic  urged  that  the  closing  of  tbe  saloons  and  tbe  prohibi- 
tion of  beverage  intoxicants  would  probably  reduce  tbe  amount  of 
crime.  Their  views  were  scouted  as  the  pleas  of  too-entbasiastic 
partisans. 

National  prohibition  did  come,  however,  and  the  crime  wave  which 
bad  been  mounting  so  steadily  for  decades  was  checked  and  begsn  to 
decrease.  This  is  the  verdict  not  only  of  ardent  prohibitionists  but  of 
the  best-Informed  experts  in  this  highly  specialised  field  of  soHoiogy. 
Dr.  George  W.  KIrcbwey,  formerly  dean  of  Columbia  Law  School  and 
one  of  the  leading  authorities  on  criminology  in  the  United  States, 
denying  that  crime  is  increasing  In  this  country,  declares  tbst : 

"As  between  1910  and  1923,  tbe  latter  date  being  the  hig.n-water 
mark  of  tvactlon  against  national  prohibition,  there  was  a  decrease  of 
87.7  per  cent  in  general  criminality  in  tbe  United  SUtes  in  proportion 
to  population.  Tbe  chief  reductions  were  in  public  intoxlcatiun,  66.8 
per  cent ;  disorderly  conduct,  61.6  per  cent ;  vagrancy,  62.8  per  cent ; 
fornication  and  prostitution,  56.7  per  cent;  malicious  michie?.  etc., 
68  per  cent;  larceny,  68.1  per  cent;  and  burglary,  11.4  per  cent." 

Judge  Herbert  O.  Cochran,  of  Norfolk,  Va.,  acting  president  of  the 
Nstional  Probation  Association,  addreaslBg  tbat  organisation  at  its 
convention  in  San  Francisco  last  June,  pointed  out  tbat  **  Despite  the 
increase  in  population  in  the  Nation,  actual  commitments  dropped  one- 
third  from  1913  to  1923.  and  the  ratio  has  not  Incressed  msterially 
since." 

To  this  be  added:  "A  lot  of  new  crimes  have  been  created  by  new 
laws,  and  there  has  been  an  increase  in  some  types  of  crime  sad  a 
decrease  In  others.  BurgUry  has  decreased  snd  hold-ups  and  other  bold 
youthful  crimes  have  increased." 

It  is  highly  difficult  to  obtain  exact  data  concerning  the  amour f  of 
crime  In  tbe  United  SUtes.  When  the  National  Crime  Commissioa  was 
formed  the  Hon.  Charles  E.  Hughes,  one  of  its  membors.  decided  tbat 
the  first  question  to  be  answered  in  surveying  the  situation  was.  Is 
there  a  crime  wave?  The  Associatton  for  Municipal  Research  when 
asked  by  tbe  commission  to  furnish  some  figures  oa  crime,  found  ihere 
were  no  statistics  available  and  estimated  that  the  cost  of  a  sarvty  in 
aU  the  SUtes  would  be  about  $1,000,000  and  would  require  six  months. 
This,   however,  would  only  cover   the  sUtistlcs  of  the  previous  year. 
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TW«  aagsnts  the  diacnlHw  In  the  way  o#  ieeuring  «ny  adeqtute  infor- 
matloa  on  the  crtme  sltoation  throuithout  the  country. 

Powlbiy  the  best  data  we  have  is  that  contalued  In  the  cenaua  of 
priaonen.  taken  by  the  Censua  Buivan,  and  comparing  the  ye«w  of  192S 
and  1910.  Thia  cenaoa  ahowa  a  decrease  of  17  per  c«'nt  In  the  prison 
popalatlon  of  the  tatter  year  compared  with  th*  former.  It  alao  ahowa 
•  decrease  of  377  per  cent  in  the  total  nnml>er  of  commltmenta  during 
the  7**r.  Some  of  the  decreaaea  are  extremely  Intereating.  Among 
them  we  note  the  followlu, . :  Drunkennras  commltmenta,  55 J  per  cent ; 
diaorderty  conduct  commltmenta,  51.5  per  cent ;  ragrancy,  62.8  per 
cent :  tarceny,  .'J2.8  per  cent :  aanolt,  5S.1  per  cent ;  proatltutlon,  28.8 
per  cent. 

Theae  flgurea,  of  courae.  do  not  glre  the  exact  altoattoa.  Before 
prohibition  peraona  convicted  of  drinking  and  related  offenaea  were 
naoally  ponlahed  by  a  fine.  In  many  commnnlMea  the  coorta  have  been 
moi»  aererc  aince  the  adoption  of  national  prohlbJtloB,  thna  iBcreasing 
the  perrentage  of  priaon  or  Jail  aen fences  Impoaed  open  the  amaller 
number  of  prlaouTs  arralgn«»d.  Had  It  not  been  for  thla  increaaed 
aererlty  the  decreaae  In  roch  commltmenta  would  have  been  eren  greater 
than  It  la.  It  la  eapedaliy  noteworthy  that  commitmeBta  of  prinoner* 
nnder  18  years  of  age  showed  a  decreaae  of  43  per  cent  for  1923  aa 
compared  to  1»10.  Of  course,  the  establishment  of  new  Jurenlle  In- 
stitutions and  reformatories  took  care  of  many  youthful  lawbreakera 
la  thla  period.  The  Increase,  howerer,  reported  by  JUTcnlle  reforma- 
tories In  thla  period  is  estimated  by  the  Census  Bureau  at  about  5.085. 
These  would  In  former  years  hare  l>een  aent  to  JaU  or  aome  other  penal 
institution. 

The  Federal  Children's  Bureau  in  Ita  atudy  of  Jurenlle  delinquency 
tnda  that  in  1880  offenders  between  the  agea  of  18  to  20  furnished 
11.8  per  cent  of  all  commltmenta:  in  1890.  12.1  per  cent;  in  1923.  9.4 
per  cent.  Prof.  Irrlng  Flaher,  of  Yale,  in  his  recent  book.  Prohibition 
Still  at  Its  Worst,  analjaea  the  erlm«>  figures  for  New  York  and  finds: 
"  In  the  alcohoUc  record  of  New  York  City  there  la  nothing  to  war- 
rant the  widely  heralded  belief  that  prohlblHon  has  debauched  American 
youth.  On  the  contrary,  first  convictions  for  drunkenneas  in  that  city, 
in  which  youth  have  a  principal  share,  have  diminished  more  rapidly, 
even,  than  the  total  yearly  convictions  for  drunkenness." 

If  we  try  to  find  Just  who  is  committing  the  crime  which  to-day  dla* 
tnrbe  the  Nation  and  which  has  caused  appointment  of  the  apedsl 
commission  of  Uw  enforcement,  many  would  read  with  profit  from  the 
eenaus  of  prisoners : 

"The  ratio  of  commitments  per  100.000  population  during  the  year 
1923  was  highest  for  negroes,  70T.1  per  100.000.  The  Indian.  Chinese, 
Japanese,  and  other  colored  races  ranked  next,  with  a  combined  ratio  of 
666.9  per  100,000.  The  ratio  for  foreign-bom  whites  was  488.5  per 
100.000.  The  native  whites  had  the  lowest  ratio,  2.'i9.4  per  100.000. 
Thus  the  foreign-born  whites  had  a  ratio  more  than  twice  as  targe  as 
the  ratio  for  the  native  whites.  This  difference  is  due  in  targe  part  to 
the  fact  that  the  foreign-born  popuUtlon  Includes  a  mudi  higher  propor- 
tion of  adult  males  than  the  native-white  poputatlon.  If  the  comparison 
ia  restricted  to  adult  males  15  years  of  age  and  over,  the  ratio  is  878  per 
100,000  for  the  foreign  bom  as  compared  with  703.2  per  100,000  for  the 
native." 

Lone  ago  Theodore  Rooaevelt  said :  "  The  liquor  tralBc  tends  to  pro- 
duce criminality  in  the  poputatlon  at  targe  and  tawhieaUag  among  the 
aaluon  keepers  themaelves." 

Possibly  no  other  aingle  public  policy  ever  played  ao  large  a  part  In 
atrlklag  at  the  eauaea  of  crime  as  did  the  adoption  of  national  prohibi- 
tion. It  made  intoxicating  beverages  difllcult  to  obtain  Instead  of  easily 
accessible ;  it  made  them  costly  instead  of  cheap ;  it  eliminated  the 
saloons  and  their  back  rooms,  which  were  the  rendesvons  for  eriminata 
and  the  school  of  crime.  Its  effect  may  be  measured  not  by  the  too 
fervid  tttteranoes  of  Its  friends  or  its  foes  but  by  the  criminal  data  of 
almost  any  town  or  city  in  the  country.  Lawlessness  ta  of  course  far 
too  prevalent.  Judge  Marcus  Kavanagh,  of  Chicago,  in  hto  recent  book 
The  Criminal  and  Hta  AUiea,  clearly  preaenta  the  isaue  which  confronta 
the  Nation  when  he  aays : 

"  The  aext  five  years  will  dedde  whether  the  American  people  in  this 
regard  are  capable  of  self-govemment.** 

Judge  Kavanagh  does  not  find  that  prohibition  ta  responsible  for  the 
ci««tl<m  of  crtOM  hot  rather,  dtoeussing  the  altering  conception  of  crime 
and  of  personal  liberty,  he  reminds  us : 

"  It  la  true  that  certain  agea  and  certain  elimatea  have  regarded 
Crimea  such  aa  adultery,  polygamy,  and  drunkenneas  as  bad  in  them- 
aelves. while  tn  other  times  or  In  different  climates  they  were  conaldere<I 
not  even  nta'^t'n  prohibitum,  or  bad  only  because  the  taw  forbade.  In 
these  latter  coontrtea  and  times  such  acts  wore  not  considered  atrocious 
and  Interferencea  with  the  Just  rights  of  others,  while  in  other  countries 
such  coBdoct  waa  eateeaaed  an  atrodooa  offense  agalnat  decency  and 
public  morata.  It  ta  the  Just  right  of  every  citisen  that  the  surround- 
ings of  the  coaunnnlty  in  which  he  and  his  family  must  live,  which  he 
helps  to  aapport  and  must  defend  with  hta  life  when  called  upon,  shall 
be  what  hta  country  and  hta  ace  deem  sober,  decent,  and  ouiral.     Who- 
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«rer  iafringea  upon  the  concept  in  a  way  forbidden  hy  tow  commits  a 
^me." 

PBOHIBITION   AND  THI   PUBLIC   HBALTH 

The  effect  of  prohibition  upon  the  public  health  haa  been  as  marked 
Its  effect  upon  the  economic  life  of  the  country.  This  can  likewtae 
l|e  measured  by  statistics  whose  authenticity  is  beyond  question.  WhUe 
there  had  been  a  slight  yearly  decrease  in  the  national  death  rate  In  the 
I  reprohibitlon  years,  that  decrease  was  ao  small  that  it  waa  barely 
lerceptible  upon  the  ordinary  chart.  With  the  coming  of  prohibition, 
liowever,  the  death  rate  for  the  country  dropped  abruptly.  It  haa  not 
(ven  remotely  approached  the  ratio  for  the  llcenae  period.  According 
1 0  the  figures  issued  by  the  department  of  vital  statistics  in  the  United 
lltates  Census  Bureau,  thta  decrease  In  the  death  rate  haa  been  equtva- 
1  ent  to  the  saving  of  100.000  to  200.000  lives  per  year.  In  other  words, 
nearly  200,000  persons  would  have  died  annually  during  the  past  10 
Ittn  had  the  conditions  prevailing  during  the  license  period  been 
( ontinoed. 

When  we  closed  the  doors  of  177,000  licensed  saloons  and  uncounted 
numbers  of  speak-easles  which  had  been  operating  practically  unchecked 

^r  decades,  we  also  cloaed  centers  of  infection  and  contagion.  Of  course. 
oee  hundreds  of  thousands  whose  lives  were  saved  by  prohibition 
rould  not  all  have  died  drankards'  deaths  even  if  prohibition  had  not 
lieen  introduced,  but  they  would  have  died  Just  the  same.  They  would 
lave  died  of  other  diseases  than  alcoholism.  Their  power  of  reaistance 
vould  have  been  weakened.  The  poa»ibility  of  contagion  would  have 
teen  multiplied.  Lower  standarda  of  living,  less  nourishment,  and 
^ater  expoaure  would  all  have  contributed,  through  Indulgence  in  alco- 
jolic  beverages,  to  hasten  their  end. 

Dr.  Haven  Emerson,  profesaor  of  public  health  at  the  Columbia  Unl- 
rersity.  New  York,  some  time  ago  summed  up  the  relation  of  national 
;>roblbition  to  the  public  health  in  words  which  are  worth  repeating.  He 
laid: 

"  While  It  ta  not  possible  to  prove  that  all  the  reductions  of  sickness 
ind  death  rates,  and  all  the  benefits  to  the  home  and  the  family  which 
jave  been  widely  observed  throughout  the  United  States  In  recent  years 
jave  resulted  from  the  outtawing  of  the  commercial  traffic  in  alcoholic 
>everages,  it  ta  both  evident  and  wholly  reasonable  to  believe  that  the 
greatest  aingle  Influence,  not  previously  brought  to  bear  upon  the  condl- 
:ion8  of  life  in  our  country,  which  has  caused  in  whole  or  in  part  the 
mproved  security  of  life,  the  greater  material  wealth  and  better  stand- 
irds  of  the  family  and  the  home,  especUUy  among  the  mass  of  wa^e 
tamers  and  particularly  as  affecting  women  and  young  people,  has  been 
:he  redaction  in  the  use  of  alcohol  for  beverage  purposes." 

Doctor  Emerson  also  lists  as  the  more  important  items  offered  ss  evi- 
lence  of  benefits  due  chiefly,  if  not  wholly,  to  the  direct  and  indirect 
results  of  prohibition  : 

"  The  death  rate  from  alcoholism  fell  to  19  per  cent  of  the  preprohi- 
bltion  rate,  and  In  spite  of  subsequent  rises  the  rate  is  now  less  than 
75  per  cent  of  the  preprohibltion  rate.  Only  in  the  States  of  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  and  Maryland,  where  the  violations 
of  the  law  have  been  most  flagrant  and  public  opinion  strongly  alco- 
holic, has  the  death  rate  from  alcoholism  In  any  single  year  since  pre- 
prohibltion equaled  the  average  rate  of  the  last  seven  preprohibltion 
years. 

"  The  death  rate  from  cirrhosis  of  the  liver  fell  to  54.3  per  cent  and 
has  never  been  nearer  than  57.4  per  cent  to  the  preprohibltion  rate. 

"The  general  death  rate  (all  ages,  all  causes)  has  for  the  entire 
postprohlbltion  period  been  at  a  lower  level  than  in  any  single  year 
before  prohibition. 

"Admissions  to  mental-disease  hospitals  for  alcoholic  psychoses  have 
been  at  a  lower  rate  in  proportion  to  all  admissions  since  prohibition 
than  for  any  previous  similar  period  of  time. 

"  There  has  been  apparently  a  reduction  in  the  Incidence  of  cases  of 
drug  addiction  coming  under  hospital  care  at  the  same  time  that  there 
haa  been  a  reduction  in  hospital  admissions  for  acute  alcoholism." 

Thta  corroborates  what  Dr.  Eugene  L.  Fiske,  of  the  Life  Extension 
Institute,  once  said  when  discussing  the  abnormally  high  death  rate  of 
employees  in  breweries  : 

"  The  general  trend  of  this  mortality  Is  the  same  in  all  companies, 
and  shows  that  '  Old  Mortality '  and  '  John  Barleycorn  *  are  exceedingly 
good  cronies.  Wherever  you  find  alcohol  you  find  the  following  formuta 
at  work  :  '  More  alcohol — higher  death  rate.'  " 

More  recently  still  Louis  I.  Dublin,  Ph.  D.,  statistician  of  the  Metro- 
politan Life  Insurance  Co.,  in  his  book  "Health  and  Wealth,"  relatea 
the  improvement  in  public  health  to  the  improvement  In  economic  condi- 
rions  in  the  great  mass  of  American  homes  since  prohibition,  afllrming 
thta  with  an  earnestness  which  is  more  significant  l>ecau8e  of  his  char- 
acteristic restraint. 

Horatio  M.  Pollock,  of  the  New  York  State  Department  of  Mental 
Hygiene,  and  Frederick  W.  Brown,  of  the  National  Committee  for  Men- 
tal Hygiene,  have  in  the  past  few  weeks  published  some  unusual  sta- 
tistics on  recent  alcohoUc  mental  diseases.  The  following  quotations 
from  their  survey  are  so  slgniflcant  that  it  ia  hardly  necessary  for  one 
to  point  the  moral  which  they  contain  : 
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"  The  nine  States  that  were  '  wet  *  before  prohibition  contrihoted  more 
than  90  per  cent  of  all  caaes  of  alcoholic  insanity  in  li)22,  1925,  and 
1026.  The  percentage  of  alcoholic  cases  among  all  new  admissions  to 
these  boapiUls  for  the  years  1922,  1925,  and  192G  shows  a  steady  In- 
crease. The  percentage  of  alcoholic  cases  among  all  new  admissions  and 
readmlsslons  to  these  hospitals  in  1966  was  less  than  one-half  of  that  of 
1910,  but  sttghtly  greater  than  that  of  1922  or  of  1925.     •     •     • 

Miss  Cora  Frances  Stoddard,  of  the  Scientific  Temperance  FWeratlon, 
has  carefully  analysed  the  aloobolism  mortality  statistics  of  the  various 
States  as  furnisJu'd  by  the  United  States  Census  Bureau.     She  finds : 

"  From  1901  to  1917  tl»e  alcoholism  desth  rate  averaged  56  per  mil- 
lion population,  or  about  the  rate  of  1916  (58  per  million).  Under  na- 
tional prohibition  the  highest  rate  in  any  year  (1926)  has  been  39  per 
mtlllon.  The  smaller  proportion  of  people  of  the  United  States  who  now 
die  of  alcoholism  are  no  *  deader '  than  those  who  succumbed  between 
1901  and  1917,  so  that  honest  consideration  of  this  health  aspect  of 
the  alcohol  problem  by  health  olBclals  anxious  to  prevent  loss  of  life  is 
to  be  welcomed  as  an  evidence  of  keener  apprectation  of  the  Importance 
of  this  Ions  of  life  than  they  formeriy  showed." 

As  background  facis  to  any  consideration  of  the  alcohol  death  rate 
Miss  Stoddard  sets  forth  the  following: 

"  There  were  about  16,000  fewer  alcoholism  deaths  in  the  first  seven 
prohibition  years  than  there  would  have  been  had  there  prevailed  the 
average  preprohlMtion  rate  of  the  years  1912-1917.  In  1926,  the  tatest 
year  for  which  United  States  statltitlcs  are  avaitable,  there  were  fewer 
actual  deaths  from  alcoholism  in  a  regtat  ration  area  of  105,000,000 
people  than  there  were  ha  1916  from  71,000.000  people. 

"  Where  is  alcoholtam  worst  T  If  there  if.  to  be  a  campaign  for  re- 
ducing alcoholism,  it  Is  important  to  know  the  strategic  points  where 
it  is  most  menacing  and  increasing  fastest.  What,  to  use  a  familtar 
phraae,  are  the  serious  '  centers  of  infection  '  ?  They  are  the  former 
wet  States  and  the  great  cities.     CerUin  facts  indicate  thta : 

••  The  Joint  alcoholism  death  rate  in  1926  of  16  former  nonptohihitlon 
States  was  4.8,  in  27  former  prohibition  States  It  was  2.5,  per  100,000 
population.  These  former  nonprohiblticm  States  contained  nearly  64 
of  each  100  people  of  the  regtatratlon  area ;  they  furalahed  67  of  each 
100  alcoholic  deaths.  There  were  23  States  In  1926  which  had  less 
than  50  alcoholic  deaths  each.  Their  total  population  was  about  two 
and  one-haif  times  that  of  New  York  State,  but  they  furnished  a  toul 
of  only  645  deaths  to  New  York's  788.  Twenty  of  theae  SUtes  had 
adopted  State  prohibition  before  the  eighteenth  amendment  came  Into 
effect. 

•'  Fourteen  of  the  twenty -three  States  had  fewer  than  25  alcoholic 
deaths  each.  Their  combined  population  was  about  equal  to  that  of 
New  York.  They  reported  233  deaths;  New  York,  788.  All  of  the  14 
were  prohibition  States  except  two  (Vermont  and  Delaware,  together 
furnished   only    25    alcoholic   deaths). 

"  New  York  and  Marytand.  These  two  States  contain  about  12  per 
cent  of  the  population  of  the  registration  area,  but  furnished  22  per 
cent  of  tlie  alcoholic  dead  in  1926.  New  York  is  especially  responsible ; 
containing  10  per  ci  nt  of  the  regtatration  area  poputatlon.  it  contributed 
over  19  per  cent  of  the  alcoholic  dead.  New  York  City  with  about  6  per 
cent  of  the  aforesaid  population,  contributed  over  18  per  cent  of  the 
alcoholism  deaths  in  the  United  States  in  1926.  Wyoming  and  Rhode 
Island  also  have  an  excessive  disproportion  between  population  and  al- 
coholism, but  furnished  only  70  actual  deaths  in  1926.  It  ta  no  wonder 
that  Doctor  Nicoll  found  New  York  State  '  wet.'  politicians  chary  about 
taking  up  the  question  of  checking  alcoholism  mortality  for  fear  it 
would  Increase  the  demand  for  a  State  prohibition  enforcement  taw. 

•*  There  were  14  States  in  1926  whose  alcoholism  death  rate  was  above 
the  national  average.  Ten  of  them  are  former  nonprohibition  States. 
There  were  28  States  at  or  IkjIow  the  average  rate ;  23  of  them  former 
prohibition  States.  There  were  27  former  prohibition  States  In  the 
rcglstmtlon  area  In  1920;  11  of  them  had  less  than  half  the  national 
alcoholism  death  rate.  Of  the  4  prohibition  States  exceeding  the  average 
rate,  3  (Washington,  Michigan,  and  Florida)  are  at  points  espectallj- 
accessible  to  smuggled  liquor,  while  the  first  2  contain  2  of  the  20  lacgest 
cities  In  the  United  SUtes   (Seattle  and  Detroit). 

*'  It  ta  evident  that  in  general  the  alcoholism  mortality  problem  Is 
most  serious  in  the  former  wet  States;  Is  below  the  average  in  the 
former  prohibition  States. 

"The  great  cities.  In  1926,  20  of  the  largest  cities  in  the  registra- 
tion area  contained  about  20  of  each  100  people  in  the  United  States. 
But  they  furnished  about  45  of  each  100  alcoholism  deaths.  It  ta  evi- 
dent that  the  largest  part  of  the  alcoholism  problem  centers  In  the 
former  wet  States  and  in  the  large  cities,  some  of  which  are  In  former 
dry  States.  Michigan  and  Washington,  for  instance,  mentioned  above 
among  the  States  baring  an  alcoholic  death  rate,  are  undoubtely  af- 
fected by  their  large  cities,  Detroit  and  Seattle,  to  both  of  which 
Canadian  liquor  is  easy  of  access." 

The  following  table  gives  the  actual  number  of  deaths  and  death 
ratea  in  the  United  States  registration  area  from  1014  to  1919,  Inclu- 
sive: 


lau 

1915 

191« 

1917 

1918 

1919 


Actual 
deaths 


«,867 
2,945 
4,101 
1,907 
2.193 
1,3(57 


Rates  per 

100,000 
popula- 
tion 


A.-9 
4.4 

5.8 
6.2 
2.7 
L6 


The  following  table  of  the  death  rate  from  alcoholtam  aa  it  ta  and  aa 
it  night  have  been  In  the  United  States  registration  area  ta  blgtalsr 
BuggestlTe :  ' 
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Whatthcea 
would  have 
been  at  the 
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S,fl04 
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4.  MS 

. 

4,834 
4,W2 
4,067 
6,140 
6.  Ml 
6,M6 

M,084 

8.5.080 
191084 

Oahi. 
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BJrvDxcracKT  vr  rmommnoti 
Prohibition  is  neither  perfectly  enforced  nor  ta  It  oaiveraally  observed 
by  the  American  people^  Of  course,  no  taw  ta  perfectly  enforced  or 
unanimously  obeyed.  The  viotations  of  the  prohibition  taw,  however, 
while  more  numerous  than  we  might  wish  are  not  anSciently  so  to 
seriously  affect  any  of  the  gains  made  possible  by  this  national  policy. 
These  violations  are  exceptloiu  to  the  rule.  They  are  couunltted  by  « 
^mflii  minority  of  the  American  people.  Their  effect  ta  imperceptible 
80  far  as  any  of  the  business  Indicators  of  the  Nation  are  concerned. 
Illegal  conaomption  of  Intoxicating  beverages  ta  not  aflectlBg  oar  out- 
put, our  aavlngs,  or  our  retail  trade;  neither  doea  it  register  any  re- 
markable figure  In  the  accident  toll  taken  by  the  automobile  traffic.  If 
the  Nation  to-day  was  consuming  any  important  fraction  of  the  amount 
once  used,  the  results  would  be  immediately  discernible  In  these  statia- 
tlcs.  Before  prohibition  we  were  drinking  quantities  which  aeem  almost 
incredible  now.  Then  the  national  drink  consumption  was  mounting 
yearly.  In  1917.  the  tast  year  of  comparatively  unrestricted  sale  under 
license,  according  to  the  United  States  Stattatlcal  Abstract,  1922.  page 
697,  we  consumed  42,723.376  gallons  of  wine ;  1,885.071,304  gaUons  of 
malt  Uquoca;  and  167,740.325  gallons  of  dtatiUed  spirits.  These  winea 
contained  over  6,600,000  gallons  of  pure  alcohol  (the  dry  wines  rang- 
ing from  12  to  14  per  cent  and  the  port  and  sherry  from  18  to  24  per 
cent  alcohol).  The  distUled  spirita  contained  83,870,000  gallons  of  pure 
alcohol.  The  malt  liquors  contained  75,402,862  gallons  of  pure  alcohol. 
This  makes  a  total  beverage  consumption  of  pure  alcohol  In  1917  of 
166,772,000  gallons.  Those  who  maintain  that  the  Nation  ta  drinking 
as  much  aa  ever  must  show  where  such  a  quantity  of  alcohol  is  obtata- 
able,  illicitly,  to-day.  Probably  the  highest  estimate  of  diverted  alcohol 
claimed  that  90.000,000  gallons  of  hard  liquor  or  55.000,000  gallons  of 
pure  alcohol  was  entering  bootleg  channels  and  thia  eatlmate  was  baaed 
on  a  miaconatmction  of  alcohol  withdrawals. 

If  the  per  capita  ratio  of  1018  continued  to-day.  we  would  be  consum- 
ing over  2,400,000,000  gallons  of  intoxicants.  That  would  mean  an 
average  of  20  gy""*"*  per  year  for  every  man,  woman,  and  child  in  the 
United  States.  Those  who  claim  that  we  are  drinking  aa  much  as  before 
prohlMtion  do  not  realise  the  aerioos  traffic  problem  that  would  be 
involved  in  moring  this  amount  of  liquor  clandeattaely  from  the  manu- 
facturer to  the  retailer  and  to  the  consomer. 

If  each  and  every  antomoUle  in  the  United  States  were  to  transport 
100  gallons  of  thta  liquor,  there  would  still  be  100.000,000  gallons  un- 
Uansported.  Allowing  8  feet  between  cars,  this  would  mean  186^63 
miles  of  cars,  or  over  45  strings  of  automobiles  stretching  across  the 
United  States  to  carry  the  liquor  that  would  be  consumed  in  tlie  United 
States  in  1928  were  it  not  for  national  prohibition. 

nOLATTONS   OF   THB  LAW 

The  enemies  of  prohibition  attonpt  to  establish  the  popular  impreaslon 
that  liquor  law  violations  are  so  general  and  so  wideapread  that  they 
"  make  a  farce  of  prohibition  enforoemcBt."  In  order  to  give  "  an  air 
of  Terisimilitude   to  a   bald   and  unconvinctag  Barrative,"   the   propa^ 
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fftndtetf  for  th*  tn^wprs.  aiatillert.  aad  Tlntneni  aaote  the  arrrats  for 
violatioM  of  the  prohiWHon  l«*r«  and  eyen  cite  the  aeisure  of  diatilUns 
uppuratua  aa  thoogh  this  were  evideiice  of  the  failure  of  the  law.  Rather 
art  tbeae  fMcta  erldence  of  the  Increaaiiig  enforcement  of  the  law.     B»- 


>orts  of  arrest*,  aeizrirea,  etc.,  by  Federal  prohibition  offlcers  alone,  since 
;he  e«fectiTe  date  of  the  national  prohibition  act  do  not  Buggeat  any 
ibatement  of  their  efforts.  The  following  are  the  official  figures  compiled 
inder  the  direction  of  the  Commissioner  of  Prohibition  for  this  period  : 


Rtfmi  tftntiU,  ttitura,  etc..  made  ftf  Ftitrtl  prokibUion  t  ffieen  mmx  Ou  tfedw*  daU  of  the  mttionai  prokibitUm  act 


nUdt  dlstUteriii  Mtiad 

Illicit  stiiii  saiiad 

Illidt  still  worms  ssUad 

Illicit  fN-menMn  seiMd 

OidloiM  of  dMOM  spirito  seized 
Gallons  of  malt  liquor  seized . . . 
Gallons  of  wine^  cider,  mash, 

and  pomaoe  seized 

Number  of  automobiles  seized  . 
Number  of  boats  aad  launches 

ToUl  appraised  value  ot  prop- 
erty seized 

Number  of  agents  injnrad 

Number  of  agents  killed 

Number  of  persons  arrested 


Period  from 

Jan.  17  to 

JuoeSO, 

1«» 


4.6*5 
4,8» 

Z218 

21.111 

187,772.38 

1,  G37, 483.  00 

96.87X90 
300 


n.  an,  iM.  «7 

0 

0 

10,  M8 


1921 


laaot 

5,183 

70.014 

413. 087. 32 

4, 983,005.  27 

428,308.88 
708 

23 

$8,181,800.70 

13 

14 

S4,17S 


1023 


8,313 

ia«M 

10.208 

81.040 

382,390.44 

4. 187, 025.  07 

4,062.213.88 
i,88e 

74 

«S.  872. 002. 00 

as 

0 
42,223 


19:3 


45 
4.903, 


1X219 
14,000 
7.612 
401 
585.25 
J7X92 


1J4. 


9,085.111.34 

134 

$11.478.1277.53 
45 
11 
Ml,  930 


Behind  these  flgnres  there  He  many  Interesting  facts  not  always 
reallitHl  by  tb«  maaa  of  people.  The  Illicit  dlsttlleries  may  be  anything 
froB  a  little  hovel  or  a  shack  In  the  woods  to  a  large  bam  or  other 
balMing  converted  Into  a  factory  for  the  production  of  illicit  liquor. 
Many  of  them  have  very  limited  capacity.  None  of  them,  of  course, 
were  comparable  to  any  distillery  in  the  prcprohibltlon  days.  In  fact, 
it  would  take  hundreds  of  these  so-called  disitilleries  to  equal  one  of  the 
dlstiUerlea  which  operated  legally  before  the  adoption  of  national 
prohibition. 

So  with  the  Illicit  stills,  worms,  and  fermenters.  which  have  been 
■elaed.  Some  of  these  stills  had  a  capacity  of  only  a  few  gallons. 
Othera  had  a  large  capacity.  The  larger  the  still,  however,  the  greater 
the  chance  of  Its  being  detected  and  wrecked  by  officials  before  It  had 
gotten  fairly  into  operation.  The  distinctive  odor  of  the  mash  can  not 
!>•  concealed.  The  problem  of  dl$>po8al  of  the  maah  after  distilling 
tntroducea  another  element  which  Increases  the  chances  of  detection. 
Many  of  these  stills  never  produced  a  gallon  of  spirits  to  enter  the 
market.  The  ferraenters  dted  In  the  report  may  be  anything  from  a 
pan  to  a  rat.  A  score  or  more  may  belong  to  a  single  still.  The  fact 
that  tbeee  were  aetsed  and  wrecked  and  that  the  liquor  produced  was 
roni»tcated  and  destroyed  Indicates  some  degree  of  efficiency  on  the  part 
of  Fyderal  prohibition  officers. 

If  other  erideBce  were  required  In  regard  to  the  enforcement  of 
prohibition,  the  price  of  bootleg  liquor,  which  la  frequently  quoted  in 
the  press,  should  be  persuarive. 

That  there  are  weaknesses  In  enforcement  no  person  will  deny.  It 
la  Inevitable  that  there  will  be  such  weaknesses.  It  is  possibly  equally 
nndenlaMe  that  the  qaallty  of  enforcement  is  continuously  increasing. 
When  on**  coasidera  the  limited  number  of  agents  actnaUy  at  work  on 
the  enforcement  of  this  law,  one  may  be  surprised  at  their  achlevemoita. 
Bspecially  Is  this  true  when  we  remember  that  some  States  like  New 
York  State  and  Maryland  give  no  aid  In  the  enforcement  of  the  eighteenth 
amendment,  although  the  legislatures  of  those  States  ratified  it. 

IVohtbttion  has  proven  Its  worth.  That  It  is  no  longer  an  rxperi- 
■ent  does  not  need  citation  of  authorities  or  the  presentation  of  elab- 
orate statlatics.  Even  the  most  casual  observer  can  see  for  himself 
the  change  which  has  been  wrought  In  America  by  this  national  policy. 
It  haa  so  transformed  conditions  In  our  social  life  that  It  la  difficult 
to-day  for  us  to  think  ourselves  hack  Into  the  setting  of  the  preprohlbl- 
tlon  era.  We  have  In  this  brief  apace  of  leas  than  a  decade  become 
accustomed  to  streets  and  public  places  free  from  dmnkarda.  We  take 
for  granted  now  prosperity  which  Is  merely  one  of  the  by-products  of 
prohibition.  We  assume  as  a  normal  condition  the  better  health  and 
the  Improved  linng  conditions  which  have  become  general.  We  may 
Dot  always  recognise  that  behind  these  things  and  underlying  them  as 
well  there  Is  the  eighteenth  amendment.     It  Is  there  none  the  less. 

Prohibition  came  aa  the  only  possible  solution  to  the  liquor  ques- 
tion. There  was  an  alternative,  but  only  one  alternative  and  that 
alternative  meant  a  surrender  to  the  most  antlaocial  custom  humanity 
has  known.  It  meant  reversing  the  trend  of  American  dvilliation. 
.  It  meant  substituting  for  tlila  hl^h-powered,  hU^b-Telocity  culture 
which  has  set  this  Nation  in  the  forefront  of  the  world,  a  more  or  less 
alcohollsed  condition  of  national  life  with  its  inevitable  accompaniments 
of  crime,  pauperL^m.  and  unhapplness.  America  had  to  choose  between 
procrcsB  with  prohibition  or  retreat  and  defeat  under  a  liquor  llcenae 
prograai.  It  cboae  prohibition  and  progreaa.  There  is  to-day  no  inti- 
mation that  tke  majority  of  the  Amorlean  people  are  serloosly  contem- 
plating reverslas  this  position. 

The  liquor  trsffic  had  thousands  of  years  in  which  to  dononatrate  its 
possibilities   for   evil.      The   national  prohibition   policy   haa   had   leas 
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Tiscal  year  ended  June  30— 


1934 


10.303 

15.853 

8.211 

124.730 

1.  C7X  743.  81 

5,  379.  528.  03 

8,  774. 916.  80 
5.214 

230 

$10,S43.88L83 
2S 
2 
08,161 


192S 


12,023 

17,854 

7,850 

134,810 

I,  lOX  787.  05 

7.040,5.T:.30 

10, 57X  933.  90 
0,089 

182 


1936 


1X227 

12,248 

0,974 

13U,  530 

1.  247.  520.  08 

14,  220,  hh\.  93 

13, 273,  738.  10 
5,035 

187 


$11, 199,  004.  46   $13, 835.  524.  85 
30  I  SO 


7 
62,747 


6 
58,391 


1937 


14,513 

11,881 

8,024 

173,650 

1. 4fi2,  53X  70 

5,971,903.35 

21.  736, 396.  24 
7.137 

353 

$24,  540, 338.  (B 

58 

6 

64,988 


1928 


16,220 

18.980 

0.133 

217.278 

1. 048.  636.  84 

4.  254,  029.  58 

27, 171,  567. 08 
6,934 

81 

$23.  204. 345.  20 

89 

10 

75,307 


than  a  decade  to  show  Its  possibilities  for  good.  Those  10  years  were 
Bufflclent  however.  Prohibition  is  the  established  American  cuatom  of 
dealing  with  an  ancient  but  Inexcusable  social  menace. 

The  opposition  to  the  eighteenth  amendment  to-day  Is  largely 
financed  -by  a  few  wealthy  men.  Besides  the  personal  gratlflcatlon  from 
their  own  consumption  of  legalized  intoxicating  beverages  should  their 
efforts  succeed,  there  is  also  a  tremendous  money  priio  as  the  reward 
for  a  wet  victory.  The  normal  expenditure  on  intoxicating  beverages, 
now  divert*^  to  legitimate  business.  Is  not  less  than  $5,000,000  000  a 
year,  according  to  Dr.  Paul  H.  Nystrom,  professor  of  marketing,  School 
of  Business,  Columbia  University.  The  investments  of  the  millionaire 
s'et  group  in  antiprohlbltion  propaganda  are  very  small  compered  to 
the  enormous  amounts  at  stake.  The  diversion  of  this  tremendous 
total  from  the  usual  avenues  of  retail  trade  would  affect  not  alone  our 
pntire  distribution  machinery,  including  department  stores,  groceries, 
etc.,  but  would  seriously  disturb  our  production  rate.  The  dollar 
spent  for  liquor  could  not  be  spent  for  automobiles,  radios,  furniture, 
Dr  other  Items  In  the  long  list  of  American  products  now  consumiil  in 
record-breaking  totals  by  the  American  people.  The  whole  structure  of 
our  prosperity  would  be  imperiled. 

Industry  Is  being  mechanised  so  rapidly  that  any  considerable  dis- 
turbance of  our  consumption  ratio  would  most  seriously  affect  our 
employment  problem.  As  President  William  Green,  of  the  Am^nican 
Federation  of  Labor,  pointed  out  last  December  at  the  New  Orleans 
convention  of  that  body,  "  One  of  the  most  Important  problems  afferting 
labor  to-day  Is  the  displacement  of  workmen  by  machines  and  by 
devices  which  automatically  do  the  work  once  done  by  trained  men." 
A  decrease  In  the  consumption  ratio  in  this  ma.ss-production  age  would 
probably  throw  out  of  employment  more  workers  than  have  eve-  been 
Jobless  at  any  previous  period  of  our  industrial  history.  If  even  one- 
half  of  the  drink  bill  as  estimated  by  Doctor  Nystrom  were  dlv<»rted 
from  the  purchase  of  our  factory  products  to  the  purchase  of  intoxi- 
cating beverages,  the  results  would  be  disastrous  to  the  workers  of  the 
country.  The  balance  to-day  between  production  and  distribution  is  so 
delicate  that  one  can  not  face  with  equanimity  the  possibility  of  its 
being  BO  violently  disturbed. 

There  is  no  likelihood  of  prohibition  legislation  being  repealed  or 
seriously  weakened  so  long  as  the  temperance  forces  of  the  country  are 
organised.  Because  of  this  the  enemies  of  this  social  policy  are  making 
their  strongest  efforts  to  discredit  or  to  destroy  the  organized  activities 
of  the  strongest  prohibition  groups. 

The  propaganda  agaih.st  prohibition  has  been  terrific.  If  the  same 
assault  had  been  made  on  other  laws  it  is  highly  probable  that  these 
laws  would  have  become  dead  letters  long  since.  It  Is  noteworthy  that 
rarely  has  this  propaganda  touched  the  fundamental  questions  Involved 
In  prohibition.  It  has  rather  been  confined  to  such  unsupported  asser- 
tions as  that  prohibition  can  not  be  enforced.  This  argument  is  not 
BO  much  against  prohibition  as  against  the  form  and  the  efficiency  of 
our  system  of  government.  Another  argument  of  the  anliprohlbition 
propagandists  asserts  that  the  people  are  not  In  favor  of  prohibition. 
That  plea  haa  not  been  heard  so  frequently  since  the  last  general  elec- 
tion, although  previous  elections,  each  of  which  returned  to  Congress  a 
larger  number  of  friends  of  prohibition  than  Its  predecessor,  had  auffl- 
cicatly  evidenced  the  popular  strength  of  this  cause. 

The  adoption  of  some  other  plan  as  an  alternative  to  prohibition  Is 
repeatedly  suggested  by  those  who  are  more  concerned  with  gittlng  the 
eighteenth  amendment  out  of  the  Constitution  than  they  are  with  the 
quality  or  the  effectiveness  of  a  substitute  for  it.  It  Is  Interesting  to 
note  that  the  Uquor  interests  always  have  been  for  something  else 
rathar  than  the  actual  poUcy  toward  liquor  which  is  either  under  con- 
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■Ideration  or  on  the  statute  hooks  at  the  time.  Usually  they  are  for 
the  last  thing  which  had  been  secured  by  the  dry  forces.  When  first  the 
Colonies  adopted  systems  to  regulate  and  restrict  the  liquor  traffic,  the 
liquor  Interests  opposed  this  In  favor  of  free  and  open  privilege.  Then 
the  license  system  was  first  discussed ;  they  fought  this  and  advocated 
regain  tion. 

When  government  control  of  liquor  through  the  dl^wnsary  system 
was  tried  In  some  of  our  States  the  liquor  traffic  was  against  the  new 
proposal  and  In  favor  of  Us  predecessor,  the  license  system.  When  local 
option  began  to  win  contests  In  the  villages  and  townships  the  liquor 
interests  were  against  this  and  advocated  in  its  stead  either  the  dis- 
pensary or  license  or  regulation.  When  county  prohibition  was  pro- 
posed the  liquor  Interests  urged  the  advantages  of  home  rule  in  village 
and  town  local  option.  When  State  prohibition  was  adopted  the  liquor 
forces  urged  that  county  and  local  option  were  the  ideal  methods.  When 
finally  national  prohibition  was  adopted  the  liquor  interests,  which  had 
fought  losing  fights  all  through  these  various  stages  of  the  conflict,  united 
and  opposed  national  prohibition  and  Invoked  In  Its  stead  State  rights. 
Now  that  national  prohibition  la  a  fact  and  world  prohibition  looms  In 
the  offing,  one  may  confidently  expect  that  the  liquor  Interests  of  the 
world,  running  true  to  form,  will  oppose  world  prohibition  and  urge  in  its 
stead  the  advisability  of  purely  national  prohibition. 

The  only  alternative  to  prohibition  is  permission.  All  the  various 
systema  of  ao-caUed  control  or  regulation  of  the  beverage-liquor  traffic 
depend  upon  prohibitions.  The  only  question  seems  to  be  what  degree 
of  restrlcUon  or  prohibition  shall  we  have.  In  all  the  liquor-control 
systems  which  have  evA>^been  advocated  by  the  opponents  of  prohibition 
It  has  been  the  prohibitory  rather  than  the  permissive  features  which 
have  mitigated  the  evils  of  beverage  alcohol. 

I  challenge  any  spokesman  for  those  opposed  to  prohibition  to  cite 
one  Instance  in  300  years  of  American  history  where  the  permissive 
features  of  any  license  or  regulatory  liquor  law  haa  been  responsible  for 
any  mitlgatitm  of  the  eviU  of  the  alcoholic  traffic !  I  challenge  him  to 
ahow  a  single  case  where  whatever  mitigation  was  secured  did  not 
arrive  from  the  prohibitory  features  of  the  law,  purely !  Since  this  is 
true,  where  is  there  any  reason  for  substituting  any  degree  of  permis- 
sion for  any  degree  of  prohibition? 

From  whatever  angle  one  views  our  American  life  one  can  see  that 
prohibition  fits  exactly  into  the  picture  pusale  compleUng  the  pattern 
of  our  civillaatlon.  EquaUy  can  one  aee  that  the  Introduction  of  bev- 
erace  alcohol  would  not  only  disturb  but  utterly  ruin  that  pattern. 
There  is  no  place  for  it.  No  place  can  be  made  for  it  without  peril. 
Whether  we  like  it  or  not.  we  must  recognize  the  cold  truth  that  legalized 
beverage  alcohol  is  as  dead  as  the  last  century,  to  which  it  belonged. 

rREXDOM   OF  THE   SEAS 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  permission  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  several  artides  dealing  with  the  freedom 
of  the  seas  and  the  forthwming  naval  conference  in  London. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 
The  articles  are  as  follows: 

(Prom  the  New  York  Times,  November  9,  1929] 
pABLrr  WonT  TorcH  on  FasrooM  or  Sbas — MacDonald,  at  thb  Lobd 
Mator'8  Banqukt  in  Lowdon,  Dbclarks  Isspa  Will  Not  Bb  Raised — 
Sees  It  Based  on  Wab  Feab— He  Holds   Pkoblem   Will  Be  Non- 
existent When  Men's  Minds  Abe  Fbeed  of  This  Menace — Hails 
Established  Peace — Sats  It  Is  in  Prospect  and  LBAOna's  Fbowm 
Will  Soon  Be  Mobb  Dbeaded  Than  Nation's  Arms 
London,  November  9. —  l*rlnie  Minister  MacDonald  to-night  gave  firm 
and  emphatic  assurance  that  the  question  of  the  freedom  of  the  seas 
would  not  come  before  the  5-power  naval  conference. 

Speaking  in  London's  historic  Guildhall  at  the  annual  lord  mayor's 
dinner,  he  declared : 

"  It  might  be  convenient  and  pacifying  If  I  assure  you  that  a  certain 
statement  that  appeared  to-day  that  this  Important  question  was  to  be 
raised  at  the  coming  5-power  conference  has  no  basis  or  Justification 
whatever.  No  such  question  has  been  raised  by  any  government  eo  far 
as  I  know,  and  I  think  that  I  happen  to  know  what  has  been  done. 
No  such  question  has  been  raised  In  connection  with  the  5-power  confer- 
ence, and  I  venture  to  say  that  it  will  not  be  raised  at  all." 

It  was  the  first  time  that  such  a  definite  pronouncement  on  the 
siibjwt  had  come  from  a  high  authority  either  in  Washington  or 
London.  The  Premier  took  advantage  of  the  brilliant  audience  and 
the  state  occasion  to  settle  the  matter  beyond  all  doubt.  Hla  state- 
ment was  received  with  deep  Interest  by  the  leaders  of  London's 
official  and  diplomatic  life,  and  especially  by  the  Japanese  and  French 
ambassadors,  who  sat  near  him  at  table. 

based  on  outwobm  rEABs  or  was 
The  problem  of  the  freedom  of  the  seas  wonid  vanish,  continued  the 
Premier,  as  soon  as  outworn  fears  of  war  vanished  from  the  mindf  of 
men. 
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"Everyone  working  In  the  front  trenches  of  the  peace  army  has 
always  been  impressed  by  how  the  great  public  outelde.  Instead  of 
fearing  war.  fears  peace,"  he  said. 

"  Such  questions  as  the  freedom  of  the  seas  arouse  at  once  old  feel- 
ing, old  cares,  old  points  of  view,  and  once  again  pnMlc  opinion  takes 
up  the  old  position.  The  thing  we  have  got  to  do — the  work  that  HU 
Majesty's  present  Government  wlU  strive  with  might  and  main  to  do — 
Is  to  get  people  to  see  in  the  proper  proportion  and  reUtiona  the 
meanings  of  these  questions. 

"  Put  the  problem  before  the  lawyers  to  define  clauaes  that  are 
water-tight  and  you  are  putting  before  them  a  problem  that  Is  abso- 
lutely impossible.  Put  it  before  those  admirable  men  who  can  nae 
their  skill  and  knowledge — the  expert,  responsible  leaders  of  our  mili- 
tary departments — and  they  can  not  solve  it  for  you. 

"  But  when  you  remember  that  the  problem  of  the  freedom  of  the 
seas,  either  naval  or  military,  can  only  arise  if  bugles  have  been  blown, 
surely  every  man  and  woman  of  common  sense  sees  that  the  swiftest 
and  surest  method  of  solving  these  problems  Is  to  see  that  the  bugles 
of  war  never  blow  again." 

TESTIFIES   to  GOOD   WILL    HERE 

Ambassador  Dawes,  now  on  the  high  seas,  was  unable  to  represent  the 
United  States  at  the  lord  mayor's  dinner  and  the  Premier,  therefore 
merely  testified  to  the  spirit  of  good  will  he  had  found  In  America,  and 
expressed  bis  hopefulness  as  to  the  approaching  conference. 

"  The  American  ambassador  and  I  have  been  trying  to  remove  difflcnl- 
ties  which  prevent  not  only  agreement  between  America  and  ourselves 
but  agreement  with  other  nations,"  he  declared.  "  Until  America  and 
ourselves  have  removed  our  difficulties  it  is  no  use  trying  to  get  other 
nations  to  remove  theirs. 

"  I  cro«se<l  to  see  President  Hoover  because  I  believe  in  personal  con- 
tact. By  dispatches  you  can  deliver  the  letter,  but  only  by  personal 
contact  can  you  deliver  the  spirit.  If  negotiations  on  delicate  subjects 
are  to  be  successfully  conducted,  both  the  letter  and  the  spirit  must  be 
apparent  to  those  conducting  the  negotiations 

"America  Is  more  enthusiastic  about  the  future  than  about  the  past. 
Its  objective  is  good  will  and  cooperation  In  promoting  good  objects. 
There  is  no  cooperator  who  can  do  more  than  thia  country  in  pursuing 
the  common  objectives  which  we  have.  Now,  as  a  result  of  It  all,  we  are 
to  meet  In  London  at  the  naval  conference.  That,  I  believe,  will  mark 
very  substantial  progress  In  the  stage  of  universal  disarmament." 

REVIEWS   LABORITS   POLICY 

Mr.  MacDonald's  qwech,  the  first  ever  delivered  in  such  surroundings 
by  a  Labor  Prime  Minister,  was  a  sweeping  review  of  the  Government's 
IK>llcy  abroad  and  at  home.  Beneath  the  Guildhall's  lofty  ceiling,  under 
which  Woodrow  Wilson  was  made  a  freeman  of  London  11  years  ago.  the 
Premier  pointed  to  the  advancing  fortunes  of  world  peace  in  a  field 
ranging  from  Russia  to  South  America  and  from  the  dominions  to  the 
Balkans.  The  League  of  Nations,  he  aaserted.  was  steadily  growing  in 
moral  authority  and  becoming  the  world's  surest  bulwark  for  security 
and  peace. 

"  Its  frown  wUl  soon  be  more  dreaded  than  a  nation's  arms,"  he  ex- 
claimed and  the  audience  applauded  him  to  the  echo. 

"  The  prospect  in  front  of  us  is  the  prospect  of  established  peace," 
he  declared  in  ringing  voice.  British  troops,  he  told  hla  hearers,  wer« 
already  marching  home  from  the  Bhlneland  and  the  French  were  follow- 
ing. The  reparations  problem,  he  declared,  had  been  settled  by  The 
Hague  agreements,  which,  he  said,  "  will  restore  to  a  very  considerable 
measure  at  any  rate,  fair  play  to  certain  sectiona  of  British  trade  that 
had  been  hardly  dealt  with  by  the  working  of  reparations." 

PRAISE  rOR  BBIAND 

If  Mr.  MacDonald  had  any  fears  over  the  possible  policy  of  the  new 
Tardleu  ministry  in  France,  he  did  not  betray  them  to-night.  Instead 
he  told  of  his  satisfaction  that  M.  Briand  was  still  in  charge  at  the 
Qual  lyOrsay. 

"  Those  of  OB  who  carry  on  the  foreign  affairs  of  this  country  ought 
to  congratulate  ourselves  most  heartily  that  in  the  coming  negotiations, 
which  we  are  now  preparing  for  and  looking  forward  to  with  hope,  M. 
Briand  la  to  be  the  custodian  of  the  French  Interests  and  a  colleague 
of  ours  In  pursuing  the  policy  of  international  peace,"  be  asserted. 


[From  the  Washington  Post,  November  10,  1929] 

A  CBBTAIM   BXCLDStVBNESS 

•*  The  very  coming  together  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  countries,"  gays  the 
London  Times,  "  has  provoked  doubta  and  even  resentment.  Sinister 
motives  have  been  attributed,  malevolent  comment  haa  been  made.  ▲ 
certain  necessary  exclusiveness  has  no  doubt  contributed  to  these  mis- 
representations of  the  nature  of  the  work  achieved.  Now  is  the  time, 
in  the  interval  that  remains  before  January,  to  amplify  and  to  explain 

it" 

It  may  be  added  that  Prime  Minister  MacDonald's  oblique  references 
to  the  understanding  reached  at  Washington  have  helped  to  confuse, 
rather  than  clarity,  the  public  mind  abroad  as  to  tb«  nattire  of  the 
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udemmdlns.  Th«t  a  torte  portfo.  ot  the  Brftlah  pohUc  htHewm  tlmt 
«■  eBtratc  has  heen  formed  between  tb«  "AiikIo-Bmou  coontrtes."  eon- 
stltuting  a  Tlrtual  naval  alliance,  1«  nndenlable.  Another  MCtion  of 
British  opinion  acoepts  Mr.  MacDonald'a  aaggertlona  wtth  a  grain  of 
aalt.  and  •usp«><rt«i  tbat  he  made  no  rval  projreas  in  the  diieetlon  <rf  an 
ABflo-Amerlcan  e»t«nte.  notwlthatanding  the  air  of  BBTSteiy  thrown 
aboat  the  "  neceaaary  excloalTeneaa  '  of  the  conTersatlona  at  Washington. 

From  the  Amertraa  point  of  Tiew  It  is  necessary  to  the  success  of  a 
general  naval  ronference  that  the  reUtlons  between  Great  Britain  and 
tie  rnited  States  should  be  made  perfectly  clear.  If  France  and  Italy 
sboold  become  convinced  that  Great  BriUtn  and  the  United  SUtes  have 
agreed  upon  a  program  to  be  made  effectlTS  at  the  naval  conference,  the 
nature  and  scope  of  which  are  to  be  kept  secret,  the  conference  wifl 
inevitably  fall.  No  one  could  blame  either  France  or  Italy  for  refusing 
to  prtwnote  an  Aiwlo-Saxon  und.ri.tanding  whotw  ramifications  are  un- 
known to  the«.  Between  the  lines  of  the  courteous  repUes  from  France 
end  Italy  are  seen  the  reservations  which  stand  in  the  way  of  an  ae- 
flord.  M.  Leygoea.  French  Minister  of  Marine,  stated  the  other  day 
that  France's  acceptance  of  the  Invitation  to  the  London  conference 
"  In  no  way  tied  the  hands  of  the  Qovemment  as  to  the  range  of  the 
problems  to  be  discussed  at  the  London  conference,  and  the  Government, 
in  fact,  reserved  Its  entire  liberty  of  action.  We  shaU  have  reserva- 
tions to  formulate,  hot  they  will  be  made  at  the  proper  time." 

What  Is  the  Mmlt  of  the  understanding  that  Is  to  determine  British 
and  American  policy  at  the  naval  conference?  To  what  extent  la  the 
United  States  committed?  The  British  and  American  people  do  not 
know.  The  Joint  statement  hints  that  the  **  practical  poUcy  "  of  both 
Governments  is  to  be  directed  according  to  the  understanding  reached. 
In  America  this  "practical  policy"  is  easily  assumed  to  be  aimed  at 
the  establishment  of  naval  parity  with  Great  Britain,  and  nothing 
■ore.  In  England  the  people  are  led  to  believe  that  thla  "practical 
policy"  la  aimed  at  mach  more  than  naval  parity.  To  them  ft  means 
that  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  have  agreed  to  force  the 
European  naval  powers  to  abolish  submarines,  the  deadly  menace  to 
British  naval  supremacy.  With  sobmaiinea  abolished  the  British  Vary 
dotohkates  the  Mediterranean,  whether  France  and  Italy  agree  to  naval 
parity  or  not.  With  France  and  Italy  free  to  buDd  submarines,  th« 
Mediterranean  could  be  closed  to  the  British  fleet 

In  London  It  is  sUted  that  the  Invitation  to  the  conference  is  sub- 
stantially a  Joint  InvlUtlon,  In  which  the  United  States  Joins;  and 
the  invitation  declares  that  both  the  British  and  Ainerlcan  Governments 
have  publicly  taken  a  stand  in  behalf  at  the  abolition  of  submarines. 
TUa  is  nat  true  as  to  the  United  States  Qovemment.  On  the  contrary, 
tha  law  provides  for  sobmarlnea,  and  the  Waahlngton  treaty  leenfoircea 
tte  taw. 

What  is  the  Intention  at  the  poUtleal  deJegatlon  that  la  to  deal  wtth 
American  naval  affaira  at  the  propoacd  conference?  Has  an  under- 
standing been  reached  whereby  that  delegation  will  )oln  the  Brlttah 
deisgatloa  in  dPOMadlag  that  suhmarinea  be  scrapped?  The  pubUc  has 
a  rlKht  to  know  whether  or  not  an  attempt  ia  to  be  made  to  change  the 
nature  of  the  defenses  of  the  Panama  Canal,  Hawaii,  and  all  other 
American  teniiory.  Are  Senators  Bbo  and  Robiksoh  to  he  boond  as 
dalcgatas  to  a  policy  which  they  would  not  approve  aa  Senators? 
They  may  Had  themaelvea  In  a  very  uneomfortahle  position  when  they 
are  made  aenaainted  with  tha  laatmctlons  which  bind  thfcm  to  an 
Anglo-American  undetatanding. 


BTATB     DKPAaTMKrr     POUCT     CM     MAVAI.     ABMS     DlSCCSSIOIia 

The  state  Department  defiantly  continues  to  conceal  fteoi  the  pnbHe 
the  exact  nature  of  the  agreementa  airlTSd  at  during  the  recent  Hoorer- 
MacDonald  eonveraatlons,  disregarding  the  obvious  propriety  of  deter- 
mining the  sentiment  of  the  country  concerning  private  eettlements  vital 
to  the  public  welfare  previous  to  an  attempt  to  translate  them  into 
treaties.  Public  sentiment,  and  certainly  not  the  private  opinions  of 
Hoover  nor  those  of  the  State  Department,  ahonld  ahi^e  Anally  the 
attitude  of  the  American  delegates  to  the  coming  London  naval  parley. 

Although  hemmod  In  by  a  purposeful  tiilence,  Hoover's  Intentions  may 
fairly  be  suraiised  by  his  failure  to  nam«  Senator  Hals  and  other  recog- 
nised Senate  advocates  of  an  adeqoate  Navy  to  membership  la  the  naval 
delegation.  Obvloualy,  his  purpose  Is  to  name  only  those  who  will 
accept  for  the  United  States,  in  furtherance  of  private  agreements,  some- 
thing less  than  the  naval  parity  expressed  by  the  clear  tonnage  equiva- 
lents recognized  by  the  Washington  treaty,  a  course  which  would  bind 
th(«  eoantry  forever  to  naval,  and  therefore  polltieal,  isferlarlty  to 
Britain  and  handicap  Ita  normal  development. 

It  is  beyond  refutation  that  if  England  were  seeking  a  gennlne  peace 
agreement,  with  peace  only  in  mind  and  not  merely  paraning  the  primnt 
Begotiatk>Ba  to  aecure  a  aeUlsh  advantage,  there  would  be  no  healtancy 
an  MacDonald's  part  la  acknowledging  the  falmeaa  of  applying  the 
S-5-3  tonnage  ratio  to  all  classes  of  warships,  including  cruisers ;  nor 
would  the  British  tail  to  abandon  voluntarily  their  prepoaterooa  preten- 
tions to  the  pctvilege  of  searching  and  seiBlng  neutral  Amcrlean  ships 
and  goods  oo  the  hli^  acaa  dnrtag  British  vara.  Englail.  hswerar,  ae- 
foses  to  consider  an  eiiual   naval   strength,   and  not   only    refuses   to 


dlscootinne    the   molestation    of    neutral    commerce   In   irar    time    bat 
actually  proposes  to  legalise  that  policy  by  securing  International  con-^ 
to  a  perversion  of  the  purposes  of  the  Kellogg  pact. 
TJtM.  American  delegation  to  the  London   naval  conference  should   be 
emihatically  iostmcted  to  break  otf  negotiations  should  England  con- 
tinue to  deny  the  fairness  of  actual  tonnage  parity  between  the  Ametl- 
and    KngHah    fleet*».     CoolldRe    wisely    Instructed    the    delegates    to 
a  to  safeguard  the  American  interest  on  the  same  point,  and  then 
lecarii^  the  passage  of  the  cruiser  law,  which  Hoover  now  seeka 
nullify,  forced  England  to  modify  ker  demands. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Stephsn  DncATva  Gsacb. 


can 
Gei^v 
by 
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[From  the  Washington  Post,  November  8.  192©] 

MOT  PBSPASBD 

I^  It  be  true,  as  the  London  Times  asserts,  that  the  invitation  to  the 
Loi  don  naval  conference  is.  In  everything  but  form,  an  "An^o-Saxon  •* 
Invtation.  it  may  be  presumed  that  the  Washington  administration  will 
feel  bound  to  do  all  in  its  power  to  have  the  ground  properly  prepared 
bef  >rehand  in  order  that  the  conference  will  be  a  success. 

Iliat  tliere  Is  no  adequate  preparation  for  the  conference  Is  apparent 
in  (ach  of  the  nations  concerned,  except  Japan.  The  Japanese  program 
Is  definite  and  agreed  upon,  and  the  delegates  have  been  chosen.  They 
km  w  what  maxima  they  will  demand  and  what  minima  they  will  accept. 
Th(ir  main  object  is  to  obtain  from  the  United  States  a  concession 
wh  eh  will  enable  Japan  to  build  a  larger  proportion  of  cruisers.  This 
realjustment  of  naval  strength  would  still  furth^  reduce  relatively  the 
nai  al  strength  of  the  United  States,  upon  which  the  security  of  the 
Pai  jama  Canal,  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  the  Philippines  depends.  Who  know* 
wh  >ther  or  not  the  United  States  Is  prepared  to  make  this  concessiAn  ? 
No  American  naval  expert  has  been  selected  as  a  delegate  to  London, 
am  It  seems  to  have  been  determined  that  no  one  competent  to  pasa  ■ 
■p<  B  technical  naval  questions  will  be  one  of  the  plenipotentiaries. 

1  .ondon  has  not  named  its  delegates.  Does  anyone  suppose  that  the 
BtI  Msh  delegntioB  wHl  be  destitute  of  naval  experts,  when  the  fate  of 
British  naval  supremacy  hangs  In  the  balance?  No  doobt  the  British 
del  >gation  will  have  a  very  clear  idea  of  what  it  wants  and  what  its 
Irrdnelhle  minimum  wlB  be.  But  the  British  public  is  not  prepared 
for  the  diaappotetmeats  that  may  arise  when  it  is  revealed  that  the 
Dated  StatsB  has  not  agreed  to  operate  iU  fleet  in  accordance  with 
Br^sh  policy,  either  in  peace  or  war.  Sooner  or  later  the  British  pub- 
lic will  become  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  American  President  is  not 
vm  towered  to  make  such  an  agreement,  even  tf  he  should  wish  to  do  so. 
An  ides  appearing  in  the  British  press  csmvey  the  unmistakable  Im- 
pr«s8ion  that  the  British  public  is  convinced  tbat  an  undeiHtandiiiK  has 
be«n  reached  which  constitutes  a  guaranty  that  the  United  States  Navy 
wn  not  clash  with  the  British  Navy  in  case  Great  Britain,  as  a  bellig- 
ennt,  should  assert  the  right  to  capture  neutral  commerce.  This  is  a: 
false  Impression  which  may  make  no  end  of  mischief.  Public  opinion 
In  Great  Britain  should  he  clarified  before  the  conference  Is  held. 

''oreign  Minister  Brland  has  achieved  a  great  triumph  in  the  French 
Chimber  of  Deputies,  and  it  is  now  a  certainty  that  he  will  take  a 
mich  stronger  position  In  developing  France's  policy.  France  is  not 
compelled  to  make  concessions  of  any  sort  to  Italy.  Premier  MuKHolini, 
on  the  other  band,  has  already  made  demands  upon  France  which  the 
laf  ter  regards  as  excessive  and  unallowable.  Obviously,  a  disagreement 
be  ween  these  Governments  on  naval  policy  would  disrupt  the  naval  con- 
feience.  They  must  not  only  agree  beforebaod,  but  their  agreement 
must  be  acceptable  to  Great  Britain,  the  United  States,  and  Japan  if 
th(  conference  is  to  succeed. 

k  postponement  of  the  conference,  In  the  interest  of  a  successful 
Issue  of  its  htbors,  now  seems  probable.  Since  the  Washington  admin- 
istration has  become  in  part  responsible  for  calling  the  conference, 
thi(  American  people  will  be  doubly  anxlons  to  avoid  the  deplorable 
CO  isequences  of  failure.  One  fiasco  like  tbat  of  Geneva  is  enough.  It 
has  taken  two  years  to  bring  about  a  better  feeling  In  which  the  na- 
tlcns  are  willing  to  confer.  Another  failure  would  set  back  the  cause 
of  naval  limitation  for  an  Indefinite  period,  during  which  untoward 
ev  snts  might  work  hrvoc  with  all  peace  plans. 

rhe  frantic  desire  of  the  present  British  Government  to  rush  through 
a  javal  program  on  the  strength  of  vague  nnflerstandlngs  reached  with 
tb;  United  States  is  intensified  by  the  fact  thr«t  Prime  Mlnl.<tter  Mac- 
Dfoald  la  in  a  precarious  position,  depending  upon  bis  political  op- 
pa  oenta  for  the  votes  that  would  keep  him  In  office.  But  this  fact 
shHild  not  Influence  other  governments  In  hastily  entering  a  confer- 
eflue  so  momentous  as  that  which  affects  their  security  and  peace. 
EJich  should  take  ample  time  to  prepare  Its  case,  consult  other  govem- 
,  and  lay  the  faundatlons  of  an  agreement. 

[From  the  Washington  Post,  November  19,  1920] 

NAVAI.     EXPEtT     NBKDKD 

The  Idea  of  excloding  naval   rxperts  from   the   American   delegation 
the    naval   limitation    conference    Is    inexplicable    to    the    American 
p^pla.     It  would  be  bad  enough  if  all  the  interested  powers  were  to 
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foUow  this  suggestion,  but  when  some  of  the  nations  refuse  to  be 
guided  by  this  rule  it  is  manifestly  unfair  to  ask  other  nations  to 
adopt  a  poUcy  of  self-imposed  ignorance  of  the  subject  matter  to  be 

discussed. 

According  to  London  dispatches,  the  British  Government  has  urged 
the  Governments  of  France,  Italy,  and  Japan  not  to  appoint  admiralty 
delegates  and  It  Is  an  open  secret  that  Great  Britain  In  this  instance 
U  acting  as  agent  for  the  United  States.  But  Japan  has  already  ap- 
pointed Admiral  Takarabe  as  one  of  her  delegates,  and  It  Is  blandly 
suggested  here  that  this  one  exception  should  not  affect  the  proposed 
rule.  The  fact  that  Japan  has  a  naval  expert  on  her  delegation  Is 
not  regarded  as  Justifying  the  inclusion  of  an  American  naval  expert 
on  the  delegation  which  is  to  represent  the  United  States,  according 
to  the  view  taken  by  the  State  Department. 

When  the  Japanese  delegation  visits  Washington  next  month  to  confer 
with  the  American  delegations  on  highly  controversial  and  extremely 
technical  matters  pertaining  to  the  Japanese  demand  for  an  increased 
cruiser  ratio,  the  American  Navy  will  be  represented  by  Secretary 
Stlmson  and  the  Japanese  Navy  will  be  represented  by  Admiral  Takarabe. 
The  Japanese  admiral-delegate  is  one  of  the  ablest  naval  experts  In 
the  world  He  combines  broad  knowledge  of  international  affairs  with 
an  Intimate  knowledge  of  every  technical  detail  pertaining  to  naval 
problems.  He  has  served  as  minister  of  the  Japanese  Navy  In  Ave 
cabinets  He  has  seen  actual  service  in  the  lower  naval  ranks  and 
distinguished  himself  in  naval  battles  during  the  Russo-Japanese  War. 
He  Is  sn  unexcelled  negotiator  and  has  the  reputation  of  being  able 
to  outmaneuver  and  outwit  the  most  skillful  statesmen  when  naval 
matters  are  Involved. 

Mr  Stlmson,  who  wUl  represent  the  United  States  Navy  In  the  con- 
ferences with  Admiral  Takarabe  and  who  will  later  formulate  America  s 
naval  poHcv  nt  the  London  conference,  has  been  taking  lessons  from 
members  of  the  General  Board  during  the  past  three  weeks  or  more 
He  has  frankly  admitted  that  the  lessons  were  sorely  needed,  and  It 
may  be  assumed  that  he  Is  proving  an  apt  pupil  and  now  knows  more 
about  the  N^vy  than  a  former  American  Secretary  of  State  who  was 
amazed  and  horrified  to  discover  that  a  battleship  was  hollow. 

But  with  all  the  diligence  and  aptitude  in  the  world,  Mr.  Stlmson  wlil 
necessarily  remain  In  the  primer  class  for  many  months  in  so  far  as 
technical  naval  knowledge  Is  concerned.  It  is  not  fair  to  require  him  to 
pit  his  naval  knowledge  against  that  of  Admiral  Takarabe  or  naval  ex- 
peris  on  other  del.gations.  It  would  be  unfair  to  select  a  person  who 
had  never  played  golf  and  ask  him  to  take  lessons  for  three  weeks  and 
play  a  match  with  Bobby  Jones  or  Tommy  Armour. 

The  suggestion  of  a  naval  conference  with  the  exclusion  of  naval  ex- 
perts from  the  delegations  appears  as  Impractical  as  it  is  unnecessary. 
It  is  something  like  playing  the  next  Davis  cup  match  with  all  persons 
who  know  anything  about  tennis  excluded  from  the  match.  If  all  teams 
agreed  to  this  It  would  be  at  least  fair,  but  If  France  named  Henri 
Cochet  by  way  of  exception  the  novices  would  be  handicapped  Just  as 
civilian  delegates,  with  no  knowledge  of  naval  problems,  will  be  handi- 
capped by  the  inrlusion  of  a  past  master  like  Admiral  Takarabe  on  the 
Japanese  delegation. 

President  Hoover  wants  the  London  conference  to  be  limited  strictly 
to  consideration  of  naval  problems.  These  problems,  as  affecting  the 
United  States  Navy,  are  understood  b^'st  by  the  Americans  who  have  de- 
voted their  lives  to  the  study.  If  any  nation  sends  a  naval  expert  as 
delegate  to  the  London  conference,  all  other  nations  should  be  given  the 
same  advantage.  It  Is  a  dangerous  thing  to  subject  the  fate  of  the 
United  States  Navy  to  amateurs  who  will  go  up  against  foreign  experts. 


CHEMISTBY  AND  THE  AIRPLANE  IN   PEACE  AND   WAB 

Mr  RANSDELL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Rbcxwd  a  very  interesting  letter  from  Maj. 
Gen  H  L.  Gilchrist,  Chief  of  the  Cliemical  Warfare  Service, 
witli  reference  to  questions  relating  to  war  and  peace  and  the 

"*¥he  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Witliout  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  letter  is  as  follows: 

Was  Dkpabtuknt, 
Orrici!  CHiBK  Chemical  WAarAR*  Sxavica, 

WMhington,  D.  C,  Octuder  IS,  latSt. 

Senator  Jobbph  E.  Ranbdkll, 

United  States  (Senate,  Washinffton.  D.  C. 

MT  Dkab  Sknator  Ransdhll:  Due  to  my  absence  from  Washington, 
I  have  delayed  somewhat  In  answering  your  letter  of  October  8  Inclosing 
a  copy  of  Mr.  Garvans  message  to  the  American  Chemical  Society  aa 
reprinted  In  the  Congressional  Record.  This  message  had,  of  course, 
come  to  my  attention  through  the  newspapers,  and  I  had  already  written 
Mr.  Garvan. 

A  careful  reading  of  Mr.  Garvans  statement,  however,  convinces  me 
that  his  thought  should  be  summed  up  somewhat  differently  than  in 
your  letter.  Mr.  Garvan  does  not  Infer  that  chemUtry,  In  conjuctlon 
with  the  airplane,  will  Insure  the  peace  of  the  world  by  making  war  so 
horrible  that  nations  can  not  engage  In  it;  but  rather  that  the  posaessor 


of  weapons  based  on  these  great  adentlflc  developmenta  can  make  war 
so  effectively  as  to  make  It  Impossible  for  weaker  nations  along  theaa 

lines  to  engage  In  it.  ^  ..  . 

ThU  Is  a  proposition  to  which  I  have  given  mnch  thought :  and  I  am 
inclined  to  believe  that  the  way  to  peace  Is  not  through  making  war 
horrible.  In  fact,  I  am  Inclined  to  think  that  any  war  of  to  morrow 
wlU  not  be  more  horrible  than  those  of  the  past.  Wars  of  ancient  daya 
were  Infinitely  more  terrible  than  those  of  recent  tlmea.  and  yet  war* 
have  continued  as  Instruments  of  national  policy.  Improrementa  In 
weapons  have  tended  to  reduce  the  percentage  of  deaths  on  the  field 
of  battle,  and  the  Uws  of  war  have  given  Increasing  protection  to  non- 
combatants. 

History  proves  beyond  a  doubt  that  with  the  Improvements  la  methods 
of  warfare  mortality  and  suffering  have  been  lessened.  In  the  World 
War  we  had  poison  gas,  airplanes,  nuichlne  guns,  and  various  forms  of 
high  explosives  which  theoretically  ml^t  exterminate  any  army,  but  a 
careful  survey  of  the  casualties  shows  that  the  loss  of  life  proportionate 
to  the  number  engaged  was  not  nearly  as  large  as  In  our  own  Civil  War. 
When  man  was  less  civilised  war  meant  extermination  or  stavery  tor 
the  vanquished,  civilian  as  well  as  soldier.  The  wounded  were  ruthlessly 
slain,  cities  sacked  and  burned,  crops  destroyed,  and  women  and  children 
killed  or  enslaved.  War  could  never  be  more  horrible  than  In  the  early 
days  of  history,  yet  It  persisted  throughout  the  ages.  Happily  there  ia 
no  reason  to  believe  that  If  we  ever  again  are  forced  into  a  national 
struggle  we  will  ever  return  to  the  frightfol  carnage  which  resulted  from 
hand-to-hand  combat  with  battle-ax,  spear,  and  dagger. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  chemical  weapons  developed  In  the  last  wsr 
and  since  can  be  shown  conclusively  to  be  the  least  Inhumane.  Some  80 
per  cent  of  the  American  casualties  were  due  to  gas,  but  of  thla  number 
less  than  2  per  cent  died.  Of  the  70  per  cent  of  casualties  which 
resulted  from  the  use  of  the  older  weapons  of  war  some  24  per  cent 
died,  showing  that  the  ratio  in  the  American  Army  of  deaths  from  gas 
and  deaths  from  weapons  other  than  gas  Is  about  1  to  11.  The  Brttista 
sUtlstics  bear  out  this  comparison.  For  fuU  explanation  of  thla 
subject  and  of  the  foolish  statements  that  gas  causes  tuberculosis, 
blindness,  etc..  I  am  Inclosing  a  study  of  the  subject  made  by  me  enUUed 
"  World  War  Casualties  From  Gas  and  Other  Weapons." 

From  a  mUitary  viewpoint  there  Is  nothing  to  be  gaine.1  and  much  to 
be  lost  by  seeking  horrible  weapons.  War  is  a  method  of  imposing 
the  national  will  on  an  enemy.  Wars  are  tremendously  expensive ;  and 
if  as  a  result  of  them,  the  enemy  is  so  weakened  as  to  be  unable  to  pay 
the  bill,  the  winner  loses  along  with  the  vanquished.  Therefore  the 
least  destruction  of  material  or  personnel  resources  possible  is  the  most 
desirable  from  all  viewpoints. 

Ia  modern  chemistry  and  aeronautics  He  effective  means  tor  such 
warfare,  although  I  do  not  believe  that  the  airplane  will  drive  armies 
from  the  field  or  navies  from  the  ocean.  That  «>«"°°  J'^^'f'^  ^  X^ 
Bci^vci&c  developments,  however,  can  make  war  so  ^^'1^^.^^^^^ 
means  as  to  make  It  Impossible  to  any  nation  leas  industrially  and 
adentifically  prepared.  That,  I  think,  is  what  Mr^Garvan  ^»°  "^^ 
when  he  prepared  bis  letter  for  the  American  Chemical  Society.  Ia 
chemistrv  and  the  chemical  Industries  we  find  a  plowshare  most  easily, 
simply,  and  economlcalU    practicable  for  conversion  Into  a  »wo''^ 

I  am  convinced  that  America  recognise,  this  fact  and  should  ponder 
over  it  and  strengthen  her  hand  in  this  respect.  The  greedy.  «;««'"?«• 
lous  nation  will  not  faU  to  Uke  advantage  of  modem  science.  America^ 
with  unbounded  resources  in  raw  material.  In  brain  power,  and  in  manu- 
facturing ability,  must  malnUln  the  lead.  ^ 

I  wish  to  stress  a  particular  point,  however;  the  e»l«rtence  of  a 
powerful  chemical  industry  alone  is  not  sufficient.  There  must  be  some 
nucleus  around  which  to  build  In  an  emerfrncy.  There  must  be  some 
agency  to  coordinate  the  industrial  effort  and  to  mobilise  It  in  the 
defense  of  the  Nation.  Although  it  is  much  simpler  to  change  to  a  war- 
time basis  in  the  chemical  Industry  than  It  Is  to  turn  an  Industry  manu- 
facturing steel  implements  into  one  that  manufactures  cannon  or  shell, 
it  is  nevertheless  a  proposition  that  requires  time  and  organised  effort. 
There  must  be,  moreover,  some  one  agency  charged  with  continuous 
research  in  chemical  warfare  and  with  the  duty  of  organising  the 
chemical  industries  for  military  effort. 

All  nations  to-day  are  strengthening  their  chemical  arms  and  are  con- 
ducting research  continually,  looking  toward  supremacy  In  chemical 
warfare.  Our  Army  and  Navy  would  be  Inr-ffectlve  if  they  lacked  protec- 
tion against  chemicahi  of  an  enemy.  Research  to  maintain  chemical 
defense  ia  an  obvious  requirement. 

Fortunately  a  very  farslghted  Congress  in  1920  provided  a  Chemical 
Warfare  Service  as  a  separate  branch  of  our  Army,  charged  with  Juat 
these  things.  It  is  partlculariy  Important  that  this  small  service  should 
be  kept  strong,  ro  that  In  time  of  war  it  can  coordinate  the  industrial 
chemical  effort.  This  spearhead  to  a  powerful  and  well-organised  chemi- 
cal industry  wUi  insure  the  Nation  of  real  chemical  supremacy  in  war. 
With  both  of  these  we  need  have  no  fear  in  times  of  national  emergency, 
for  we  can  be  quite  certain  that  no  one  will  seek  to  make  war  against 
us.     Since  we  ourselves  seek  war  with  no  one,  we  have  in  our  bands  the 

real  key  to  peace. 

The  cheapness  and  economic  simplicity  of  such  s  meana  of  warfare 
could  be  made  the  subject  of  an  entire  paper. 
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I  aa  wprlaHl  Oat  asy  Sraator  tktnld  feel  tlMt  chflatry  kaA  aot 
placed  a  trcmradooalj  importaat  part  in  tbe  World  War.  Tka  tects  are 
partfcnlarly  slgniflcant  Chemistry,  of  coarBC,  played  an  eBomooa  part 
ta  tbe  prodoctloB  9t  all  war  weapooa.  In  tbe  chemlatry  of  ateel.  tb« 
cheaiatry  of  powden,  and  other  similar  wayi.  Howerer,  aa  chcaalcal 
warfar*  alone  It  was  tremendoasly  effective. 

Aa  I  baTe  sUted  alwve,  chemical  warfare  canaed  almoat  a  tblrd  of  all 
Aaericaa  casualtlea.  Tbia  is  partlcnlarly  aUcaifleant,  for  at  the  tiate 
America  came  into  tbe  World  War  Ocrmany'a  prodactloD  of  war  gaaea 
was  (Iroppiag  rapidly. 

Gas  casoalties  in  the  French  Army  are  ectimated  aa  190,000 ;  those 
in  the  British  Army,  180.000 ;  the  Rassian  records  are  Incomplete  and 
many  of  them  have  been  lost,  bat  it  has  been  recorded  that  tbree  gas 
attiicks  alone  on  them  resulted  in  oTer  20,000  casualties.  The  Ocraans 
admit  75.000  gas  casualties,  and  the  number  was  prol>ably  considerably 
greater  than  this.  While  the  total  number  of  casualties  caused  by  gas 
Is  not  accurately  known,  it  is  conserTstively  estimated  at  600,000. 

It  wUl  be  Interesting  to  see  just  what  agencies  caused  thla  tremen- 
dous number.  The  maximum  number  of  gas  troops  engaged  in  actual 
service  at  aay  one  time  by  the  principal  nations  engaged  In  tbe  last 
war  was  approximately  17,000.  In  addition  to  the  special  gaa  troopa, 
tbe  artillery  waa  the  only  other  agency  using  gas,  except  for  some  few 
gas  grenades  used  by  tbe  infantry,  which  can  be  disregarded. 

Tbe  toul  number  of  gas  shell  manufactured  and  used  by  tbe  prin- 
cipal natlona  waa  approximately  58,000,000.  This  figure  seems  to  be 
somewhere  betweem  S  and  10  per  cent  of  the  total  artillery  shell  used 
by  these  nations.  It  la,  therefore,  essentially  correct  to  state  that  all 
gaa  casualties  were  caused  by  17,000  gas  troops  and  tbe  artillery  gas 
sbell  mentlooed  above.  Thua  17,000  gas  troops  and  between  5  and  10 
per  cent  of  tbe  total  arttUery  shell  oaed  caused  well  ever  one-half  mil- 
lion of  the  casualties  in  tbe  armies  engaged.  Certainly  this  llluatrates 
very  powerfnllj  tbe  tfectlveacas  of  cbcoilcal  warfare.  The  figures  given 
are  most  conservative,  for  soaM  writers  have  estimated  that  the  Bna- 
slans  alone  suffered  in  tbe  neighborhood  of  one-dalf  million  gas 
casualties. 

In  Interpreting  this  dsta  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  tbe  17,000 
gas  troops  did  not  serve  for  tbe  duration  of  the  war,  the  number  being 
increased  to  tlie  maximum  mentioned  as  tbe  war  progresses.  Further- 
more, the  power  of  the  real  ebemical  offense  is  slK>wn  when  It  is  real- 
ised that  certain  of  tbe  chemical  ageat  used  wwe  very  ineffective.  For 
example,  the  German  blue-croaa  shell,  of  which  14,000,000  were  manu- 
factured, were  almost  a  total  failure  as  regards  their  gas  content,  at- 
theogb  they  did  have  a  heavy  charge  of  high  exploalve  which  bad  effect. 

Tbe  tear-gas  type  of  shell,  of  which  many  were  used,  produced  prac- 
tically no  casualties,  although  it  nerved  a  purpose  in  disorganising,  and 
tbe  PVencb  Vlncennite  sli^,  amounting  to  a  very  large  percentage  of 
the  Preach  gas  sbeO,  were  only  sHghtly  effective.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
tile  muatard-gas  shcD  waa  the  only  highly  effective  gas  shell  used.  Ten 
million  were  ssannfactured  and  these  produced  about  SSO,000  casualties. 
During  the  auijer  battles  at  the  end  of  tbe  war  the  Oerman  supply  of 
jigstaMf  gas  gave  out  or  the  easnaltlca  produced  would  have  been  much 
mater. 

No  one  can  understand  theae  faeti  without  adnlttlng  the  efllcieDCT 
of  gas  as  a  weapon  of  warfare,  and  these  figures  represent  only  what 
actually  happened  during  tbe  World  War.  With  the  improved  methods 
that  have  been  developed  since  1918  among  the  armies  of  tbe  worM, 
wfth  the  Increased  knowledge  which  baa  eliminated  some  of  the  leas 
effective  agr^nts,  with  improved  means  for  disseminating  gaaea,  Mr. 
Oarvan  Is  correct  when  he  believes  that  the  Nation  supreme  la  chemi- 
cal warfare  can  make  it  Impossible  for  a  weaker  nation  to  engage  with  it. 

In  addition  to  the  use  of  tasualty-prodoclng  agents,  ^emleal  warfare 
has  introduced  into  the  art  of  war  an  entirely  new  factor  with  tbe  use 
of  smoke.  The  development  of  anoke  promises  to  influenee  tactics  to 
a  very  great  degree.  Already  meana  have  been  devised  whereby  a 
fast-flying  airplane  can  lay  a  curtain  of  smoke  over  wide  areas  entirely 
blotting  out  vtsibility  of  those  within  tbe  cloud.  Smoke  laid  down  on 
rfllemen  cuts  down  tbelr  firing  efflcieocy  to  one-twdfth  of  what  it  is 
when  they  have  dear  vision. 

Various  mesns  have  been  devised  by  ebemical  warfare  experts  to 
employ  smoke  for  the  purpose  of  blinding  tbe  enemy  or  ctmoeaUag 
operations  of  friendly  troops.  BlmUarly  at  sea  smoke  screens  are  of 
value  to  tbe  Navy. 

Tbe  entire  question  of  ebemical  warfare  must  be  faced.  It  can  not 
be  ignored.  Itfectlveness,  the  real  criterion  by  which  a  weapon  is 
Judged,  makes  it  certain  that  Its  use  will  never  be  abandoned  oatii  some- 
thing aiore  effective  is  developed  by  science. 

A  reeding  of  the  statistics  of  the  last  war  demonstrates  conduslv^ 
the  eheapoeaa  and  eeoaomte  simplicity  of  tbe  use  of  chemicals.  Al- 
though less  than  1  per  cent  of  tbe  $14,000,000,000  spent  by  the  various 
branches  of  tbe  national  defense  for  making  war  weapons  was  spent 
oa  chemical  warfare,  about  SO  per  cent  of  tbe  casualtlea  were  produced 
by  that  cheap  weapon.  On  tbe  other  band,  28  per  cent  of  tbe  funds 
wens  spent  oa  the  elder  type  of  weapons,  which  were  responsible  for 
tbe  remaining  70  per  cent  of  casualtlea.  This  is  asaoming  that  the 
Oeraaaa  raanaltt<«  were  proportionate  to  ours,  which  is  about  the  OBk. 
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Aaarlea  has  it  in  her  power  to  lead  the  wwtld  in  chemical  prepared- 
nem.  Neglect  to  take  advantage  of  this  opportunity  will  result  in  a 
trcareadeua  handicap  when  tlte  next  eoaergency  arises — a  handicap 
wblih  may  prove  fatal  to  national  security. 

NtthlBg  in  the  above  dlscuasioa  indicates  that  chemical  warfare  and 

aenpantlcs  can  replace  any  or  all  of  the  other  usual  means  of  making 

Theae  two  arms  are  simply  a  part  of  the  general  machine  which 

be  allocated  in  proper  proportions  In   any   scheme  of   national 


Sincerely  your% 

H.  L.  Gn.CH«T8T, 
Jls/or  O€n0ral,  CMef  of  Chemical  Wtirfare  Service. 

rtriTBCAL  OP  THE  lATE  SSCBXTABT  OF  WAR,  HOPT.  JAMES  W.  600D 

t!  VICE  PRESIDENT,  uiMler  the  prorlsions  of  Senate  Reso- 
159.  appointed  as  the  committee  of  the  Senate  to  join  a 
ittee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  attend  the  funeral 
t  late  Secretary  of  War,  Hon.  James  W.  Good,  on  behalf  of 
Coiigi'ess,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dknitn],  the  Senator 
froia  Vermont  [Mr.  Dale],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
MciixLAB],  the  Senator  from  Massachu.setts  [Mr.  Gillett),  the 
Seu&tor  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass],  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Stick],  and  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  .3bookhabt]. 

ENFOBCEMENT  OF  PBOHIBITION    (8.  DOC.  WO.  38) 

Ihe  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  commnnlca- 
tior  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  transmitting,  in  re- 
spo  ise  to  Senate  Resolution  153,  a  memorandum  of  November  15, 
192 ),  from  the  Commissioner  of  Prohibition  furnishing  informa- 
tiu2  called  for  by  the  resolution  in  connection  with  the  addi- 
tioi  al  amount  for  tbe  enforcement  of  the  prohibition  act  appro- 
prii  ted  by  the  first  deficiency  appropriation  act  approved  March 
4,  1929;  also  a  memorandum  of  November  15.  1929,  from  the 
Coi^tmissioner  of  Customs  with  attached  statements  showing  the 
made  of  the  appropriation  of  $707,860  contained  in  tbe  sec- 
ond deflcieocy  appropriation  act  approved  March  4,  1929,  the 
of  tbe  appropriation  being  for  the  prevention  of  smog- 
glidg,  including  intoxicating  beverages,  etc.,  which,  with  the  ac- 
companying papers,  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
prii  ted. 

PCriTIONS 

«  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution 
of  tlbe  National  Patriotic  Association  at  Chicago,  IlL,  favoring  a 
prompt  and  thorough  investigation  of  the  activities  and  source 
of  rands  of  the  National  Council  for  the  Prevention  of  War, 
why:h  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

e  also  laid  before  the  Senate  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Patent-Teacher  Associatitm  of  the  Willie  P.  Mangun  Hi^h 
Sctool,  of  Bahama,  N.  C,  favoring  the  adhesion  of  the  United 
Sta  tes  to  the  World  Court,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on JForeign  RelatiCHis. 

He  also  laid  before  the  Senate  the  petition  of  the  French 
Chi  jnber  of  Commerce  of  New  York,  N.  Y.,  praying  for  a  recon- 
sideration of  the  language  of  the  proposetl  section  526  of  the 
pending  tariff  bill,  H.  R.  2667,  affecting  imported  articles  bear- 
ing United  States  trade-marks,  to  the  end  that  it  may  be  so 
am  mded  as  to  avoid  the  "  impairment  of  the  trade  between 
Fnnce  and  the  United  States  and  result  in  great  injury  to 
American  interests  which  have  acquired  distribution  and  trade- 
ma -k  rights  to  French  products  and  devoted  years  to  building 
up  an  international  trade  in  such  commodities,"  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

EXPEITuri  UKB  FOR  THE  SENATE  OFFICE  BUILDnTO 

lEr.  DENEEN,  from  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the 
Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate,  to  which  was  referred  Sen- 
ate Resolution  157,  submitted  by  Mr.  Moses  on  the  12th  instant, 
reported  it  without  amen<Iment,  and  it  was  considered  by 
uni  nimous  consent  and  agreed  to,  as  follows : 

Jlc«olved,  That  the  Committee  on  Rules  hereby  is  antborixed  to  expend 
fron  the  appropriation  for  miscellaneous  items,  continKent  fund  of  the 
Senite,  fiscal  year  1928,  $15,000  for  maintenance,  miscellaneous  items, 
8up>lles,  equipment,  and  labor  for  the  care  and  operation  of  the  Senate 
Oa-e  Building. 

COMPENSATION  OF  UESSENQER  TO  SENATOR  SCHAli 

Mr.  DENEEN,  from  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the 
Contingent  Elxpenses  of  the  Senate,  to  which  was  referred  Sen- 
ate Resolution  158,  submitted  by  Mr.  Robinson  of  Indiana  on 
the]  14th  Instant,  reported  it  without  amendment,  and  it  was 
considered  by  unanimous  consent  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

i  aselsed.  That  the  compensation  of  tbe  messenger  acting  as  personal 
attendant  to  Hon.  Tbomas  D.  Schall,  appointed  under  authority  of 
Senite  Resolution  243,  Seventieth  Congress,  first  session,  ^  hereafter 
pall  1  at  the  rate  of  $150  per  month. 
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bills   INTRODtTCED 

Bills  were  Introduced,  read  the  first  time,  and,  by  unanimous 
consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  FESS  :  ,    .^^ 

A  bill  (S.  2149)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  A.  Evans  (with 
accomiianving  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HALE: 

A  bill  (S.  2150)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary  J.  D. 
Buzzell  (with  aoconipanying  paiters)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  2151)  grunting  a  pension  to  Cora  L.  Dunn  (with 
ac*x»nii»anylng  paper?)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana  : 

A  bill  (S.  2152)  granting  a  i>ension  to  Evelyn  M.  Beaumont 
(with  acfompanyine  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Bv  Mr.  FRAZIER: 

A  bill  (S.  2153)  grsnting  a  pension  to  Frank  Gates  (with 
acconipjinying  {Wjiers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Bv  Mr.  NOIIRIS: 

A  bill  (S.  2154)  to  amend  section  366  of  the  Revised  Statutes: 
to  the  C-ommittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MrNARY : 

A  bill  (S.  2155)  for  the  relief  of  Clara  Brunelle ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  2156)  for  the  relief  of  Clarence  J.  Burrls;  tJ  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

A  bill  (S.  2157)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Cora  U 
Buckley; 

A   bill    (S.  2158)    granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Ellen   Clark; 

and 

A  bill  (8.  2159)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Horace 
M.  Patton ;  to  the  (>mmlttee  on  Pensions. 

A  bin  (S.  2100)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  I>.  B.  Burton; 

A  bill  (S.  2161)  for  the  relief  of  Homer  Harrington; 

A  bill  (S.  2162  >  for  the  relief  of  Walter  Haeper ; 

A  bill  (S.  2163)  for  the  relief  of  J.  C.  Glover;  and 

A  bill  (S.  2164)  for  the  relief  of  La  Roy  Young;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  SWANSON: 

A  bill  (S.  2165)  for  the  relief  of  James  T.  Moore;  to  tbe 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  TYDINOS : 

A  bill  (S.  2166)  for  the  relief  of  Richard  Biggies;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  SHEPPARD:  .... 

A  bin  (S.  2167)  to  authorize  United  States  district  judges  to 
provide  for  the  trial  by  United  States  commissioners  of  certain 
classes  of  cases;  to  the  Committee  on  tbe  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  DALE:  ^  .       .    ™,  .       » 

A  bill  (S.  2168)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Elvira  A. 
Dodge  (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  2189)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Fara  A. 
Chase  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  and 

A  bill  (S.  2170)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Mary  L. 
Cobum  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to^  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  TARIFF  BIIX 

Mr.  COUZBNS.  Mr.  RANSDELL,  and  Mr.  WALSH  of  Massa- 
chusetts each  submitteii  an  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed 
by  them,  respectively,  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill, 
which  were  severally  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

PAT   OF   SENATE   PAGES 

Mr  JONES  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res.  160), 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the 
Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  hereby  is  authorised  and 
directed  to  pay  out  of  the  appropriation  for  miscellaneous  items,  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate,  fiscal  year  1930,  to  the  pages  for  the  Senate 
Chamber  at  the  rate  of  M  per  diem,  from  the  day  following  the  date 
of  adjournment  of  the  present  session  of  Congress  until  the  30th  day 
of  November,  1929.  both  dates  inclusive. 

INVESTIGATION   OF  THE  NEW  YOEK  STOCK  EXCHANGE 

Mr.  UEFLIN  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res. 
161),  which  was  ordered  to  He  on  the  table: 

Wl  ereas  on  yesterday  the  papers  carried  a  statement  by  Ralph  B. 
Wilson,  president  of  the  Babson  Statistical  Organization,  in  which  he 
said.  "At  the  peali  of  the  bull  market  the  yield  on  many  issues  had  been 
cut  to  as  little  as  1  per  cent,  while  the  prices  of  the  stocks  soared  to 
thirty  or  forty  times  their  earning  power."  In  addition  to  this  flouting 
the  multiplication  table,  Mr.  Wilson  said,  "a  disregard  of  the  com- 
mandment against  lying  had  much  to  do  with  the  stock  market  boom 
and  subsequent  collapse  "  ;  and 

Whereas  on  yesterday,  at  Rochester,  N.  T.,  Boger  W.  Babson  de- 
cried investments  through  declaring  that  they  "  operated  aa  bltod  pools 
and  are  especially  dangerous.     This  situation  will  not  be  finally  closed 


untU  tavestment  trusts  and  finance  companlea  are  compelled  to  make 
public  statementa  of  their  holdings,  and  have  their  accounts  examined 
as  are  the  accounts  of  national  banks."  Mr.  Babson  ^^rther  said, 
"  during  the  last  two  years  the  stock  market  has  been  enjoying  a  boom 
the  same  as  tbe  Florida  boom.  The  Mme  crowd  ran  both  parties."  It 
appears  that  tbe  banks  and  the  inve«tment  trusts  and  especially  the 
Government  hanks  have  Joined  these  booming  parties  and  have  been 
aiding  and  al)etting  in  the  crime  of  1929,  and,  no  doubt,  they  have  their 
paid  agents  and  loi.bylBts  boldlng  like  a  "  setter  pup  "  with  their  eagle 
eye  on  Congress ;  and 

Wherens  in  order  to  meet  the  issue  and  to  meet  face  to  face  in  their 
own  den  the  bulls  nnd  bears  who  devour  an  innocent  and  trusting 
public  :  Therefore  be  It 

Rfsolved,  That  the  Ix)bby  Investigating  Committee  be  instructed  and 
empowered  to  malte  an  examination  of  the  boolts  and  accounts,  and  of 
the  methods  of  procedure  of  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  and  report 
the  sales,  by  whom  made  or  sold,  nnd  especially  llie  purchases  and  sales 
made  since  the  bull  market  was  brolien.  giving  kind.  date,  and  amount 
of  Bali's,  as  well  as  tbe  names  of  aU  dummies  that  have  been  used  in 
settling  the  transactions;  and  also  to  report  all  investment  trusts  and 
their  operations  who  have  been  dealing  directly  or  Indirectly  with  or 
through  said  stock  exchange ;  and  to  report  such  remedial  legislation  as. 
in  their  Judgment,  is  necessary  to  correct  evils  herein  spolcen  of.  to 
forever  prevent  the  recurrence  of  same  and  put  under  governmental  ob- 
servance or  control  tbia  group  of  stock-exchange  houses. 
COTTON-MILL  WAGES   IN   THE   SOVTH 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  leave  to  have  printed  In 
the  Rexx)BD  an  editorial  from  the  Anniston  SUr,  of  Anniston, 
Ala^  entitled  "Cotton-Mill  Wages  in  the  South  Are  Presented 
in  a  New  Aspect." 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rfxxwu,  as  follows: 

[From  Anniston    (Ala.)    Star,  November  17,   1929] 

COTTON-MIL.L   WAOCS   IN  THB  »OUTH  AaB  PaaBENTSD   IK   A    N»W  AaPSCT 

There  Is  reproduced  on  this  page  to-day  an  Interesting  editorial  from 
the  Talladega  Dally  Home  that  presents  the  question  of  cotton-mill 
wages,  which  are  so  prominently  In  the  limelif^t  to-day,  as  a  result 
of  the  North  Carolina  strikes.  In  a  relative  aspect.  The  Home  makes 
the  point  that  before  mill  pay  is  raiaed  something  should  be  done 
about  the  wages  of  farm  workers ;  for,  it  says,  the  average  wage  paid 
the  tiller  of  the  soil  in  the  South  is  11.45  per  day  In  contrast  with 
|3.57  In  the  North. 

The  Daily  Home  does  well  to  justify  smaller  wages  in  the  South  for 
mill  workers  and  industrial  employees  generally  in  a  light  of  our  more 
beneficent  climate.  Attention  was  called  to  thla  Southern  advantage 
some  time  ago  by  tbe  publisher  of  the  Anniston  Star  in  a  radio  ad- 
dress over  WAPI,  in  which  he  quoted  Guy  Morrison  Walker,  an  eminent 
Northern  economist,  who  said  : 

"  The  dilference  in  tbe  cost  of  living  between  what  the  Northern 
worker  must  spend  for  food,  warm  clothes,  and  heating  his  houae  and 
what  the  same  worker  would  have  to  spend  keeping  warm  In  the  South 
la  not  leas  than  f  200  or  |250  a  year.  If  a  Southern  worker  accepts 
a  wage  of  26  per  cent  less  than  a  worker  In  the  same  class  gets  in  the 
North,  he  is  still  about  15  per  cent  better  paid  in  proportion  to  hla 
cost  of  living.  This  low  cost  of  labor  is  a  most  important  item  to 
consider  when  one  comes  to  develop  the  resources  of  the  South." 

Tbe  Anniston  Star  Is  not  an  advocate  of  low  wages.  On  the  other 
hand,  we  believe  with  Henry  Ford  that  industry  aa  a  whole  la  the  better 
off  by  reason  of  the  high  wage  acale  that  prevails  In  this  country. 
We  believe  furthermore  that  labor  should  share  In  the  savings  effected 
by  modem  machinery.  But  the  facts  cited  by  our  Talladega  contem- 
porary and  by  Mr.  Walker  are  Incontrovertible  and  must  be  taken  into 
consideration  by  representatives  of  the  mill  employees  before  they  un- 
dertake to  disturb  the  amicable  relations  now  existing  between  em- 
ployee and  employer  In  the  textile  Industry  in  the  South  as  a  whole. 
Certainly  the  present  is  no  time  to  force  men  out  of  worlc 

MUSCLE   SHOALS 

Mr-  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
Inserted  in  the  Record  an  article  appearing  In  the  Florence 
(Ala.)  Times-News  of  November  14.  1929,  entitled  "Nitrate 
Plant  Idleness  Costs  Farmers  $50,461,530."  It  also  contains  an 
Itemized  statement,  month  by  month,  of  the  power  possibilities 
at  Muscle  Shoals,  together  with  a  statement  of  the  waste  of  the 
power  because  it  was  not  bought  by  tlie  power  company  under 
the  contract 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  Id  the  chair).    Is 

there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows: 

NITSATa  PtAMT  lOLKXBSS   COSTS  FABMEKS  $50,4«1.SSO 

In  tbe  12  months  ending  October  30,  the  Alabama  Power  Co.  pur- 
chased   173,152,000    kilowatt-hoars    of    electricity    from    the    Govern- 
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meat  at  Wn«wi  D«b,  or  10*  pw  cent  «t  tbe  1.628,197,600  kn«watt- 
ho«n  aTailable.  ittr^g  a  waste  of  approximately  90  per  cent  or 
l,480,049J(SO  kil««ratt-bour». 

On  the  power  waated.  a  Tatm  of  approximately  13,000.000  moat  1>e 
Idaeed,  on  tbe  taaala  of  the  average  rate  per  kilowatt-boar  paM  for 
power  (2.119  BiOs  per  kilowatt-boar)  at  tbe  beginning  of  tbe  period 

fOTeted. 

Bnt  tbe  amonnt  loat  to  tbe  fannera  of  tbe  Nation  waa  macb  greater 
tban  tbe  f.t.OOO.OOO  loot  to  tbe  National  Treasnry,  for  conrerted  into 
aitnitea,  tbe  total  power  arallable  woald  bare  manufactared  300,439,500 
pounds  of  nitrate. 

Chilean  nitrate  Cwta  tbe  famer  20  centa  per  pomd,  bat  Moscle 
Shoals  nitrates  can  be  profitably  sold  at  6  centa.  Thna  for  cTery 
pound  of  fertiliapr  that  can  be,  bat  ia  not,  made  at  Mawde  Sboala,  tbe 
farmer  loses  14  centa. 

Daring  tbe  year  ending  with  October,  tbe  manafactare  of  altratee 
at  lloacle  Sboala  woald  baTe  saved  tb«  farmer  14  centa  per  pound  on 
3«0.439,5f>0  pounds  or  |9<>,4«1,4.10. 

Pigoree  on  power  sold  and  power  available  were  fnrnlabed  by  tbe 
OoTernment. 

WUaom  Dum  poic€r  ttatUtict  from  Tinctmbtr  1,  a»,  to  October  90,  ai», 
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ADDRESS  or  SJCXATOK  KOYAI.  8.  OOPKLAND 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimoas  consent  to 
have  inserted  In  the  RBctmn  an  address  delivered  by  my  col- 
league [Mr.  CopiXA.ND]  before  tbe  Society  of  Naval  Architects 
and  Marine  Engrineers,  In  New  York  City,  November  15,  1929. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  tteing  no  objection,  the  matter  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rrtobd,  as  follows  : 

What  oar  country  is  to  be  in  the  family  of  nationa  depeada  on  ita 
merchant  fleet.  We  may  have  treaaure*  of  gold  in  the  banfca,  bat  onleaa 
we  can  diapoae  of  our  aurplua  gooda  and  cropa  to  advantage  oor 
rlcbea  wUl  diaappear. 

Tbe  great  powers,  the  world  powera,  are  the  nations  that  control  tbe 
export  trade.  In  tbe  last  analysla  It  is  tbe  merchant  Cect  ajad  not  the 
vessels  of  war  that  Ax  national  •npn'macy. 

If  Britain  were  to  destroy  half  her  warsblpa  to-morrow,  ahe  would 
atill  be  "  miatresa  of  the  aeaa."  Her  merchant  ships,  with  all  their 
potentlalitiea,  woald  guarantee  her  ocean  aupremacy. 

It  ia  not  onuaaal  for  tbe  Coiwreas  of  the  United  Statea  to  enact  into 
law  a  scdemn  dec)'aratlon  of  intention.  Having  wltnesoed  the  steady 
decline  in  the  percentage  of  American  foreign  trade  carried  in  American 
abips,  there  waa  a  revival  of  interest  in  the  importance  of  an  adequate 
n<>rchant  marine.  In  reapoase  t«  a  popular  demand  Coagreaa  enacted 
tbe  merchant  marine  act  of  1920. 

The  opening  aectkw  of  this  law  preacrlbea  tbe  porpoae  and  policy  of 
the  United  SUtea.     Let  me  qooCe : 

"It  is  neceaaary  for  th«>  aational  defease  and  for  the  proper  growth 
of  its  foreign  and  domestic  commerce  that  the  United  States  shall  have  a 
merchant  marine  of  the  best  equipped  and  moot  suitable  typee  of  vessels 
auAdcnt  to  carry  the  greater  portion  of  Its  commerce  and  serve  as  a  naval 
or  BsiUtary  aaxiltary  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency,  ultimately 
to  be  owned  and  operated  privately  by  dtlaena  of  the  United  Statea." 

Section  1  contlnaea: 

"And  it  is  declared  to  be  tbe  policy  of  tbe  United  States  to  do  what- 
ever may  be  arffsaary  to  develop  and  encourage  the  maintenance  of  aueh 
a  merchant  marlae.  and.  In  so  far  aa  may  not  be  inconsistent  with  the 
express  provisions  of  this  cbapter,  the  United  States  Shipping  Board 
shall.  In  the  dlapoaitktn  of  vessela  and  shipping  property  aa  boreiimfter 
provtdf^.  in  the  making  of  rules  and  regulations,  and  in  the  adialnlatra- 
tlon  of  the  ahippiag  lawa  keep  alwaya  in  view  this  porpoae  and  object  as 
tbe  primary  end  to  be  attained." 

These  are  brave  wordia.  But  we  appear  to  bold  to  thte  conviction 
because  the  Congreaa  reviewed  the  wbok  problem  In  1328  and  realBrmed 
tbe  declaration  of  policy  I  have  Joat  quoted.    The  latest  law  declared 
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tha  :.   "  the   policy   and   primary   purpose  declared   In   section   1   of  tbe 
mei  chant  marine  act  of  1920  is  hereby  confirmtKl.*' 

Go  far  as  the  lawa  on  the  statute  books  are  concerned,  our  country 
la  lolemnly  committed  to  a  merchant  marine  of  the  best  equipped  and 
m«t  suitable  types  of  vessels,  suffldent  to  carry  the  greater  portion  of 
its  coaamerce. 

I :  would  seem  to  me  that  no  thinking  person  who  reads  tbe  language 
I  bi  ive  quoted  coald  have  any  possible  doubt  of  tbe  intention  of  Coagreaa 
to  1  emove  every  possible  barrier  from  the  progress  of  American  nhipplng. 
Uoiil  there  la  some  further  declai-ation  by  tbe  Congress,  every  official 
of  I  lovenment.  as  I  view  it,  is  committed  to  the  encouragement  of  tbe 
Am  >rican  merchant  marine.  What  must  happen  if  we  are  to  have  a 
suceaaful  privately  owned  American  merchant  marine? 

I :  is  not  poaeible  for  the  United  States  to  compete  with  foreign  bot> 
tonoB  unleas  some  sort  of  deflnite  financial  aid  is  provided  for  onr  ships. 
Or«it  Britain  la  wiae  In  her  day  and  generation.  She  pays  about  \ 
mil  ion  dollara  a  year  to  merchant  seamen  enlisted  in  her  naval  re- 
ser  e.  Site  pays  bundrtMls  of  thousands  of  dollars  in  tbe  form  of  annual 
reti  liners  to  aeamen  arbo  drill  one  week  every  year  with  tbe  navy.  Great 
Bri  :ain  pays  about  a  hundred  thousand  dollars  a  year  to  seamen  who 
are  known  a»  Royal  Naval  Volunteers. 

I  ut  this  isn't  all.  She  pays  naval  subventions  to  something  like  20 
taa  steamers  so  built  as  to  be  r«>adily  converted  into  auxiliary  raval 
cm  sors.  These  subventions,  as  I  understand  it,  amount  to  about  half 
a  iillllon  dollara  every  year.  Likewise  the  Cunard  Line  receives  an 
ani  ual  subvention  of  three-quarters  of  a  million  dollars  in  return  fosff 
the  obligation  to  sell  or  lease  any  of  its  ships  to  the  Governmrnt  in 
can!  of  need. 

Hore  than  this,  the  British  Government  pays  liberally  for  tbe  carriage 
of  tbe  malli*.  The  requirementa  as  to  quarters  and  food  for  the  crew 
are  much  less  tban  we  require  of  American  sbipowm-rs. 

.Ml  these  facts  were  developed  during  the  dtbate  last  year  in  tbe 
Coi  gress.  We  thought  we  passed  an  act  that  would  stimulate  American 
Shi  tpiiig.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  has  stimulated  .Vraerlcan  shipping;, 
but  not  to  the  extent  to  which  the  law  is  capable  of  doing. 

J. Iter   extended   debate   in    the    Senate    my    ann  iidment    providliig   for  t: 
liberal  mall  contracts  was  defeated.     But  when  the  Ijill  came  ba«.'k  from 
the  House  with  this  prevision   included,  after   further  debate,   It   was 
ace  ipted  by  the  Senate. 

'J  he  law  of  1928  provides  for  a  classification  of  vessels  and  /^rro- 
sponding  rates  of  compensation.  It  la  unfortunate  that  the  bill  beiug 
modeled  on  the  law  of  March  3,  1891,  retained  this  Linguage :  "Said 
con:ract8  shall  be  made  with  the  lowest  responsible  bidder." 

1  say  it  ia  unfurtuoate  because  there  is  no  doubt  that  those  of  us 
wbi)  were  urging  tlie  passage  of  tbe  merchant  marine  act  of  1928  l>etieved 
we  were  providing  for  the  award  of  mall  contracts  to  established  Ameri- 
can services.  We  believed,  and  still  believe,  that  the  sarcat  way  and 
the  safest  way  to  secure  an  American  merchant  marine  Is  by  buildint; 
up  the  establi.'ibed  lines.  In  my  opinion,  tbe  granting  of  mail  contracts 
to  American  steamsbipe  should  be  on  the  basis  of  the  1928  act,  and  not 
on  tbe  foreign  mail  service  act  of  March,  18i)l. 

]  recognise  tbe  embarraasment  of  the  Postmaster  General  in  attempt- 
ini  to  reconcile  the  two  statutea.  But  U  the  intent  of  tbe  Congress 
hai  any  virtue  whatever  In  making  tinal  determination  in  a  matter  of 
thii  aort.  It  is  clear  to  me  that  these  ocean  mail  contracts  must  be 
giv  >n  to  lines  which  tbe  Government  has  instituted  and  made  possible 
by  tbe  sale  to  It  of  Its  merchant  shiiie. 

'  Ve  have  a  number  of  atiipa  and  lines  still  unttold.  How  can  we  hope 
to  Ind  purchasers  for  these  vesselii  unless  we  carry  out  in  good  faitb  the 
lnt>nt  of  tbe  merchant  marine  act  of  1928? 

:  was  opposed  to  the  sale  of  tbe  United  States  Line  and  the  Amerl- 
cai  Merchant  Line  to  one  bidder.  I  felt  it  was  a  mistake  to  put  all 
of  our  eggs  in  one  basket,  so  to  speak.  However,  my  view  did  not 
pnvail.  The  ships  were  sold  to  the  Chapman  Co.,  and  as  I  view  it,  it  ia 
son  the  duty  of  our  Government  to  assist  these  ovfueis  hi  tbe  snccesfful 
opi  ration  of  tbe  great  ships  tbey  purchased  from  tbe  United  States. 

]  'rankly,  I  do  not  believe  we  are  keeping  faltli  with  tbe  purchasers 
aoMs  the  mail  coatracts  vrhich  naturally  belong  to  these  sbip«  shall  be 
aw  irded  to  tbe  United  States  Lines.  There  are  other  lines,  too,  which 
weie  parchased  from  the  Oovemnient  which  should  be  given  the  moMt 
generous  possible  mail  aid. 

One  of  the  arguments  used  in  the  debate  in  1028  was  based  on  a 
letier  I  received  from  the  Postmaster  General.  In  this  be  pointed  out 
thst  Id  the  preceding  year  the  co*rt  of  spa  transportation  for  the  trans- 
Atl  antic  mails  from  American  to  European  ports  was  three  and  a  half 
mlBioa   dollars,  of  which   nearly   one  and   a   half   million    was   paid   to 


^la  of  foreign  registry,  mostly  Brltiab. 

^  V«  oMke  a  flght  for  liberal  mail  contracts  and  liberal  mail  rates  in 
ort  er  that  American  citizens  might  be  euooura^^ed  to  purchase  Goveru- 
mcit  ah^a,  and  in  replacements  and  additioas,  to  invent  their  money  in 
the  building  of  the  very  best  ships  that  float. 

^  ITe  provided  for  much  more  liberal  loans  tban  ever  before.  A  large 
•ui  I  of  money  was  devoted  to  this  purpoae  to  be  given  to  American 
dtjaens  at  a  low  rate  of  interest  to  encourage  the  building  of  ships. 

am  i^ad  to  aay  that  this  feature  of  the  law  has  brought   results. 
Th^  Shipping  Board  has  actually  loaned  f  19,000.000.    Ia  addition,  loaoa 
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have  been  authorised  to  the  extent  of  more  than  $45,000,000,  making  a 
grand  total  of  $64,000,000. 

But  alas!  While  the  plans  and  spedflcations  for  the  proposed  ships 
have  been  approved,  in  several  Instances  final  consideration  has  t)een 
postponed  at  the  requeat  of  the  companies  because  of  tbe  unexpected 
uncertainty  of  mail  contracts. 

If  the  Congress  meant  what  it  said  in  the  preamble  to  tbe  act  of 
1920,  and  which  it  reaffirmed  in  the  merchant  marine  act  of  1928,  and 
If  It  meant  that  ocean  mail  contracts  were  to  be  impartially  awarded  to 
ships  on  essential  routes  to  tbe  end  that  an  American  owned  and 
operated  merchant  naarine  might  be  established  and  maintained,  it  is 
high  time  that  OoT«mment  officials  charged  with  the  administration  of 
this  law  take  action  and  carry  out  the  purpose  of  Congress.  Congress 
Indicated  clearly  where  this  duty  lay  and  never  Intended  its  execution 
to  be  undertaken  by  a  body  such  as  tbe  Interdepartmental  committee 
appointed  by   the  President. 

The  duty  rests  with  the  Postmaster  General  to  certify  tbe  mall  routea 
and  with  tbe  Shipping  Board  to  designate  the  size,  type,  and  speed  of 
tbe  vessels  to  ply  thereon. 

As  I  see  it,  our  Government  has  not  lived  up  to  its  implied  promise  to 
award  ocean  mail  contracts  and  the  request  of  tbe  United  States  Lines 
and  others  has  met  with  uncalled-for  delay. 

While  we  are  delaying  tbe  help  that  will  make  our  merchant  marine  a 
factor  in  world  trade,  our  foreign  competitors  are  building  faster  and 
better  ships.  We  shall  drop  behind  in  tbe  race  if  the  Government  doea 
not  keep  faith  with  our  shipping  Interests. 

We  must  not  be  discouraged  if  we  do  not  get  at  once  all  tbe  aid  a 
worthy  cause  should  command.  I  am  confident  that  tbe  organisation 
represented  here  to-night  is  capable  of  assisting  materially  In  the  educa- 
tion of  the  Amercian  public  to  tbe  importance  of  an  adequate  merdiant 
marine.  With  widened  knowledge  will  come  more  enthusiastic  support 
of  the  efforts  we  are  making  in  Congress  to  provide  our  country  with 
ships  and  shipping  of  which  we  need  not  be  ashamed. 

KEVISIO:*  OF  THK  TARliT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration Of  the  bin  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  pending  question  being  on  the  amendment 
of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  on  page  152,  line  21,  after  the 
word  "  dyed."  to  strike  out  "  or  colored  "  and  insert  "  colored, 

or  woven-figured."  ,      ^      .^     ^    ..»,         ,., 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  raid  on 
the  pocketbooks  of  the  Amerioan  housewife  which  is  now  being 
perpetrated  here  In  the  guise  of  tariff  protection  for  agricul- 
ture may  have  results,  as  has  been  pointed  out  in  the  debate, 
little  foreseen  by  the  advocates  of  these  extortionate  rates  on 
food.stuflfs.  In  some  cases  the  greed  which  dictates  these  fur- 
ther boosts  may  operate  to  kill  the  goose  which  lays  the  golden 

p0cro 

One  striking  illustration  is  the  case  of  butter.  I  have  on  my 
desk  an  editorial  published  in  the  Boston  Post  last  Saturday, 
November  16.  which  pretlicts  that  New  England  housewives 
will  turn  from  butter  to  oleomargarine,  that  highly  valuable 
and  much  abused  food  product,  rather  than  to  pay  still  higher 
prices  for  butter  which  will  come  if  this  bill  in  its  present  form 
becomes  law. 

"  High-priced  butter  means  that  most  housewives  must  get 
along  without  it  Oleomargarine  will  gradually  supplant  it," 
says  the  editorial  writer.  ,    .      .     .- 

The  editorial  contains  much  food  for  thought.  It  is  signifi- 
cant of  the  state  of  mind  of  the  great  body  of  consumers  in  the 
Eastern   States.     I  ask   that  the  editorial  be  printed   in   the 

CONGRIKSIOWAL   RECOBn. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  it  is  so 
ordered. 

The  editorial  is  as  follows : 

[Prom  Boston   Post,   November  16,   1929] 

DOING    WrrHOCT    BUTTER 

If  the  tariff  bill  is  finally  passed  with  tbe  rates  for  agricultural 
products  as  fixed  by  tbe  Senate,  the  housewives  of  New  Ehigland 
might  as  well  prepare  for  the  greatest  raid  on  their  pocketbooka  In 
all  the  history  of  tariff  making. 

It  was  calculated  that  each  family  of  five  in  New  England  will  pay 
about  $.1.50  a  week  more  under  the  new  tariff  rates  on  foodstuffs  as 
fixed  by  tbe  Hou-ne.  In  many  cases  tbe  Senate  has  raised  the  Houae 
rates,  so  that  $3.50  a  week  extra  will  hardly  suffice  to  meet  the  In- 
creased costs  In  the  Senate  bilL 

One  striking  illustration  is  tbe  duty  on  butter.  This  waa  fixed  at 
tbe  enormous  rate  of  14  cents  a  pound  In  the  House  bill.  An  attenopt 
wUl  be  made  in  the  Senate  to  Increaae  thia  to  20  centa.  A  14-«ent 
rate  is  sheer  robbery,  but  a  20-cent  rate  will  send  the  price  of  btitter 
to  such  heights  that  the  average  family  can  not  afford  the  loxory. 


Houaewlvea  will  be  compelled  to  torn  to  oleomargarine,  that  highly, 
valoaMe  but  macb-abaaed  food  prodact  It  la  only  shrewd  propa- 
ganda by  the  butter  makera  that  prevents  the  real  merit  of  oleomar-' 
garine  from  being  recognhnd.  No  food  prodact  la  made  under  mora 
strictly  sanlUry  conditions.  It  is  every  bit  aa  natritloaa  aa  butter. 
No  one  but  an  expert  can  detect  the  difference  between  batter  and 
oleomargarine. 

Not  one  family  in  a  hundred  In  Sngland  uaea  butter.  They  nae 
oleomargarine  and  like  it  Most  English  resUoranti  and  botela  aerva 
oleomargarine  aa  butter. 

Tbe  western  butter  makera  realise  the  danger  that  oleomargarine 
may  supplant  batter.  They  are  now  seeking  to  bar,  aa  far  as  pos- 
sible, tbe  importation  of  vegetable  olU  from  the  Pbllippinea  which  are 
essential  ingredients  of  oleomargarine.  But  at  tbe  present  time  the 
price  of  oleomargarine  is  reasonable. 

The  food  value  of  this  perfect  butter  sabatitute  baa  never  been 
recognised  in  New  England.  But,  for  that  matter.  It  la  only  within 
recent  years  that  bouaewivea  have  been  willing  to  buy  western  butter 
which  was  long  looked  upon  as  an  inferior  product  and  la  atill  Inferior 
to  our  New  England  butter. 

High-priced  butter  means  that  roost  bouaewivea  must  get  along 
without  it.  Oleomargarine  will  gradually  aupplant  it.  Thua  tbe 
western  butters  makers  will  kiU  the  gooae  that  baa  laid  tbe  golden 
eggs  for  them  for  years,  for  tbe  western  dairy  farmers  are  by  far 
the  most  prosperous  of  all  persona  engaged  in  agriculture  in  the 
United  SUtea.  Butter  ia  certainly  not  a  neceaalty  when  oleomargarine 
answers  all  purpoaea. 

Tue$day,  November  19,  1929 
Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President  at  the  close  of  the  session  last 
evening  I  was  about  to  enter  upon  an  analysis  of  the  increases 
in  the  rates  on  cotton  cloth.  Before  proceeding  to  that  analysis 
this  morning  I  want  again  to  call  attention  to  and  emphasise 
the  proposition  that  those  who  are  advocating  an  increase  In 
the  rates  on  cotton  cloth  utterly  fail  in  making  out  a  case 
either  from  the  standpoint  of  labor  or  from  the  standpoint  of 
industry. 

It  is  said  that  the  textile  indastry  ia  greatly  depressed.  That 
probably  is  true.  I  do  not  know,  however,  about  the  accuracy  of 
.such  probability.  The  chances  are  that  if  the  textile  Industry 
would  introduce  into  their  operations  efflciendea,  economies, 
decency,  and  humanity,  the  Industry  would  not  be  In  distress. 
Because  of  their  failure  to  undertake  the  Introduction  of  such 
elMnents  into  their  industry  they  come  to  the  Congress  asking 
for  tremendous,  excessive,  and  exorbitant  rates  upon  their 
products.  They  are  asking  Congress  to  build  the  tariff  wall 
higher  and  higher  and  higher,  and  what  they  expect  to  erect 
behind  that  tariff  wall  Is  a  combination  of  mon(^)olies  and 
merger  of  various  Industrial  organisations. 

As  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Whbelib]  said  on  yester- 
day, the  competition  that  exists  Is  between  the  North  and  the 
South.  That,  to  a  large  extent  la  due  to  labor  conditions.  How- 
ever, there  has  been  no  earnest  effort,  there  has  been  no  Intelli- 
gent effort  on  the  part  of  those  who  control  the  textile  Industry 
to  improve  either  the  conditi<ms  of  the  workingman  or  them- 
selves. They  have  been  and  they  are  a  crowd  of  grasping  cor- 
porations and  Individuals.  I  have  some  knowledge  of  the  textile 
Indu.stry  In  my  own  SUte.  It  Is  very  limited  in  extent  If  In- 
deed, the  hosiery  business  Is  a  part  of  the  textile  Industry ;  but, 
Mr.  I'retddent,  I  know  from  personal  observation  and  official 
Investigation  that  the  men  who  own  the  Industry  are  waxing 
rich;  they  are  not  in  distress.  They  still  o>ini  their  palatial 
homes;  they  still  have  their  retinue  of  servants  and  attendants; 
they  still  have  their  limousines,  their  trained  fox  hounds,  and 
riding  horses.  They  enjoy  all  the  ordinary  advantages  of  life 
and  they  enjoy  all  the  extravagancies  and  luxuries  of  life ;  but 
the  men  and  women  working  In  those  Industries  are  In  distress. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  olvtain  from  the  report  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Department  information  respecting  the  Income-tax  re- 
turns of  Individuals  and  corporations  engaged  in  the  textile 
industry.  There  may  be  a  few  as  to  which  the  Internal  Revenue 
Department  has  reported.  I  am  having  an  investigation  made 
in  the  rffort  to  find  out  If  a  repMt  has  been  made  aa  to  any 
branches  of  the  textile  Industry. 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

■nie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wto- 
consin  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  BLAINTB.    I  yield.  ,     , 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  not  the  particular 
information  concerning  which  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  Is 
Inquiring,  but  I  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  In  volume  9, 
Schedule  9,  In  the  hearings  upon  cotton  manufactures,  he  will 
find  on  page  5386  a  table  prepared  by  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue  for  the  year  1928,  In  whlc*  there  is  rqjorted  tbe  total 
income  of  corporatioos  throagboot  tbe  ooontry  for  that  period 
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•t  Wltom  Du,  dr  10^  per  etot  of  tb«  1.628,197,560  kn«watt- 
licvn  aTailcble.  imT^t  a  va>te  of  approximateir  00  p«r  cent  or 
1,480,045.560  kilwatt-boara. 

On  tb«  power  wasted,  a  ralm  of  approzfmately  $3,000,000  niMt  ht 
placed,  OB  tbe  baals  of  the  averase  rate  per  kilowatt-boar  paid  for 
power  (2.119  BiOa  per  kilowatt-boor)  at  the  beffinnlog  of  the  period 
corered. 

Bnt  tbe  amonnt  io*t  to  tb«  fannen  of  tb«  Nation  wag  mncb  greater 
tbaa  tb«  $^,000,000  lest  to  tb«  National  Treasary,  for  conrerted  Into 
altratea,  the  total  power  available  woold  have  manufactvred  300,439,600 
poanda  of  nitrate. 

Chilean  nitrata  Casts  the  farmer  20  ceota  per  pound,  hut  kfoaele 
Shoals  nitrates  can  be  profitably  sold  at  6  cents.  Thna  for  erery 
poond  of  fertiliser  that  can  be,  but  ia  not,  made  at  Mosde  Shoala,  the 
farmer  loses  14  cents. 

Daring  the  year  endloc  witb  October,  tbe  manufacture  of  nitrates 
at  Muscle  Shoals  would  bare  sared  the  farmer  14  cents  per  pound  on 
300.439.500  poinds  or  130,401,430. 

Figures  on  power  sold  and  power  STailable  were  furnished  by  the 
CtoTemmeat. 

VilBon  Dam  pou-er  statUtic*  from  yucember  1,  1SS8,  to  October  SO,  BSf, 


Month 


1928 

KoTunbsr ....... 
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July 
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Total 
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144,198, 
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152,34.% 
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145.28^900 
e%  153, 900 
00.  188,850 
MM.  100, 900 


173.152,000     1.628,197,550  |  1,455.045,550 
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AOORKSS  or   SKXATOB  BOYAL  8.   OOPKLAND 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimoas  consent  to 
have  inserted  In  the  Rbcobd  an  address  delivered  by  my  col- 
league [Mr.  C<»'ELA.ND]  before  the  Society  of  Naval  Architects 
and  Marine  Engineers,  in  New  York  City,  November  15,  1929. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  matter  vras  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows : 

What  our  country  is  to  be  In  the  family  of  nations  depends  on  its 
merchant  fleet  We  may  have  treaanres  of  gold  in  the  banks,  but  nnleaa 
we  can  dispose  of  our  surplus  fooda  and  crops  to  advantage  oar 
riches  wHl  disappear. 

Tlie  (Teat  powers,  the  world  powers,  are  tbe  nations  that  control  the 
export  trade.  In  the  lest  analysis  it  is  the  merchant  fleet  and  not  the 
vestals  of  war  that  flz  national  anpremacy. 

If  Britain  were  to  destroy  half  her  warships  to-morrow,  she  would 
still  be  "  mistress  of  tbe  seaa."  Her  merchant  ships,  with  all  their 
potentlalitlea,  would  giurantee  her  ocean  supremacy. 

It  ia  not  unusual  for  the  Concresa  of  the  United  Stataa  to  enact  Into 
law  a  solemn  declaration  of  intention.  Having  witnessed  the  steady 
decline  in  the  percentage  of  American  foreign  trade  carried  in  American 
ships,  tlttre  was  a  rerival  of  interest  in  the  Importance  of  aa  adequate 
Baerchant  marine.  In  response  to  a  popular  demand  Congress  enacted 
the  merchant  marine  act  of  1920. 
^.^The  opening  section  of  thiH  law  prescribes  tbe  purpose  and  policy  of 
the  Raited  SUtes.     Let  me  quote: 

**  It  is  necesaary  fot  thr  national  defenae  and  tor  the  pnpex  growth 
of  Its  foreign  and  domestic  commerce  that  the  United  States  shall  have  a 
Berrbant  marine  of  the  best  oqnipped  and  most  suitable  types  of  vessels 
suAdcnt  to  carry  the  greater  poition  of  Its  commerce  and  serve  as  a  naval 
or  military  auxiliary  la  time  of  war  or  national  emergency,  ultimately 
to  be  owned  and  operated  prirately  by  citlsens  of  tbe  United  States." 

Sertlea  1  contlnaes: 

"And  it  is  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  tbe  United  SUtes  to  do  what- 
ever may  be  necessary  to  dewlop  and  encourage  the  maintenance  of  sueb 
a  saerehant  martae.  aad.  in  so  far  aa  may  not  be  inconsistent  witb  the 
express  provisions  of  this  chapter,  tbe  United  States  Shipping  Board 
shall,  la  tbe  dlapaaltlan  of  vessels  and  ahipping  property  aa  hereinafter 
provided,  in  the  making  of  rules  snd  regulations,  and  in  tbe  admlnlstra- 
tloa  of  the  ahipping  laws  keep  alwaya  in  view  this  purpose  and  object  as 
tbe  primary  end  to  be  attained." 

These  are  brave  worda.  But  w«  appear  to  bald  ta  tMa  conviction 
because  the  Congress  reviewed  tb«  whole  problem  in  19tt8  and  realBnned 
the  declaration  of  policy  I  have  Jast  quoted.     The  latest  law  declared 
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tt  at.  "  the  policy  and  primary  purpose  declared   la   section   1  of  tha 
merchant  marine  act  of  1920  is  hereby  conflrmed." 

So  far  as  the  lawa  on  the  statute  books  are  concerned,  our  country 
solemnly  committed  to  a  merchant  marine  of  the  best  equipped  and 
suitablo  types  of  Teasels,  sufllclent  to  carry  the  greater  portion  of 
coaunerce. 
It  would  seem  to  me  that  no  thinking  person  who  reads  the  language 
lave  quoted  could  have  any  possible  doubt  of  tbe  Intention  of  Congress 
remove  every  possible  barrier  from  tbe  progress  of  Americsn  shipping, 
there  is  some  further  declaration  by  the  Congress,  every  ofllcial 
Govenment,  as  I  view  it,  is  committed  to  the  encouragement  of  tbe 
American  merchant  marine.  What  must  happen  if  we  are  tu  have  a 
1  privately  owned  American  merchant  marine? 
It  is  not  possible  for  the  United  States  to  compete  with  foreign  hot- 
unless  some  sort  of  definite  financial  aid  is  prorided  for  our  ships. 
Britain  is  wise  in  her  day  and  generation.  She  pays  about  \ 
million  dollars  a  year  to  merchant  soamea  enlisted  In  her  uaval  re- 
Sbe  pays  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  in  the  form  of  annual 
to  seamen  who  drill  one  week  every  year  witb  the  nary.  Great 
Britain  pays  about  a  hundred  thousand  dollars  a  year  to  seamen  who 
known  as  Royal  Naval  Volunteers. 
But  this  isn't  all.  Sbe  pays  naval  subventions  to  something  like  30 
steamers  ho  built  as  to  be  readily  converted  into  auxiliary  paval 
These  fiobTentioDS,  as  I  understand  it,  amount  to  about  half 
million  doUara  every  year.  Likewise  the  (.'unard  Line  receives  an 
annual  subvention  of  tbrcc-quarters  of  a  million  dollars  in  return  for 
obligation  to  aell  or  lease  any  of  its  ships  to  the  Governiarnt  In 
of  need. 
More  than  this,  the  Brititub  Government  payH  liberally  for  the  carriage 
the  niallii.  The  requirements  as  to  quarters  and  food  for  the  crew 
much  less  than  we  require  of  .American  ahlpowners. 
All  these  facts  were  developed  during  the  d<bate  last  year  in  tbe 
C^DgieHs.  We  thought  we  passed  an  act  that  would  stimulate  American 
slipping.  As  a  matttf  of  fact,  it  has  stimulated  .Vmerican  shipping, 
not  to  the  extent  to  which  tbe  law  is  capable  of  doing. 
After  extended  debate  in  tbe  Senate  my  amendment  providlug  for 
lilieral  null  contracts  was  defeated.  But  when  the  bill  came  ba<:k  from 
House  with  this  provision  included,  after  further  debate,  it  was 
adceptcd  by  the  Senate. 

Tbe  law   of   1028   provid>'8  for   a   clasRification   of  Tessets  and  '■orro- 
spending  rates  of  compensation.     It  is  unfortunate  that  tbe  bill    being 
m^eled  on   the  law  of  March  3,   1891,  retained  this  Luoguage :   "Said 
tracts  shall  be  made  with  the  lowest  responsible  bidder." 
I  say  U  Is  unfortunate  because  there  ia  no  doubt  that   thotte  of  lu 
were  urging  tbe  passage  of  tbe  merchant  marine  act  of  1928  l>elicved 
were  providing  for  the  award  of  mall  contracts  to  eHtablished  Ameri- 
services.     We  believed,  and  still  believe,   that   tbe  sarcst  way   and 
safest  way  to  secure  aa  American  merchant  marine  Is  by  bnildiat; 
tbe  established  lines.     In  my  opiaion,  tl>e  granting  of  mail  contracts 
American  steamabips  should  be  on  the  banlM  of  the  1928  act,  and  not 
the  foreign  mail  service  act  of  March,  IS'.tl. 

I  recognise  the  embarrassment  of  the  Postmaster  General  in  attempt- 
to  rccoadle  the  two  statutes.     But  if  the  intent  of  tbe  Congress 
any  virtue  whatever  in  making  final  determination   in  a  matter  of 
sort,   it  is  clear  to  me   that  these  ocean   mail   contrartx    must    be 
to  lines  which  tbe  Governm^Mit  has  instituted  and  made  possible 
tbe  sale  to  It  of  Ita  merchant  ships. 

We  have  a  number  of  abips  aad  lines  still  unsold.     How  can  we  hope 
find  purchasers  for  these  vesselii  unless  we  carry  out  iu  good  faith  the 
latent  of  the  merchant  marine  act  of  1928? 

I  was  opposed  to  the  sale  of  the  United  States  Line  and  the  Ameri- 

n   Merchant  Line  to  one  bidder.     I  felt  it  was  a  misUke  to  pot  all 

our  eggs   in   one  basket,   so   to   speak.     However,    my   view   did   not 

The  ships  were  sold  to  tbe  Chapman  Co.,  and  as  I  view  it,  it  Is 

the  duty  of  our  Government  to  awist  these  owners  in  the  tmccewful 

operation  of  tbe  great  ships  they  purchased  from  the  United  States. 

Frankly,  I  do  not  believe  we  are  keeping  faltii  with  the  purchasers 

the  mall  coatracU  which  naturally  belong  to  these  ships  siiali  be 

awarded  to  the  United  States  Lines.     There  are  other  lines,  too,  which 

purchased  from  the  Government  which  should  be  given  tbe  mo«t 

g^erous  possible  mail  aid. 

One  of  the  arguments  used  In  the  debate  in   1028  was  based  on   a 

I  recelve<l  from  the  Postmaster  General.     In  this  he  pointed  out 

In  the  preceding  year  the  cost  of  sea  transporUtion  for  tbe  trans- 

Ajtlantic  malls  from  American  to  European  ports  was  three  and  a  half 

doUan,  of  which   nearly   one  and   a    half   million    was   paid    to 

la  of  foreign  registry,  mostly  British. 

We  make  a  fight  for  liberal  mail  contracts  and  liberal  mail  rates  in 

o^der  that  American  eitisens  might  be  encouraged  to  purchase  Goveru- 

ahipa,  and  in  replacements  aad  additions,  to  invest  tlielr  money  in 

building  of  the  very  best  ships  that  float. 

We  provided  for  much  more  liberal  loans  than  ever  before.     A  large 

of  money  was  devoted   to  this   purpose  to   be   given   to   American 

at  a  low  rale  of  Interest  to  encourage  tbe  building  of  ships. 

I  am  ^ad  to  say  that  thia  feature  of  the  law  has  brought   results. 

Shipping  Board  ha«  actually  loaned  119,000,000.     Ia  addition,  loans 
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have  been  authorised  to  the  extent  of  more  than  f45,000,000,  making  a 
grand  total  of  164,000,000. 

But  alas!  While  the  plans  and  spedficationa  for  the  proposed  ships 
have  been  approved,  in  several  instances  final  consideration  baa  been 
postponed  at  the  requeat  of  the  companies  because  of  tbe  unexpected 
uncertainty  of  mall  contracts. 

If  the  Congress  meant  what  it  said  in  the  preamble  to  the  act  of 
1920,  and  which  it  reafllrmed  in  the  merchant  marine  act  of  1928,  and 
if  it  meant  that  ocean  mail  contracts  were  to  be  Impartially  awarded  to 
ships  on  essential  routes  to  the  end  that  an  American  owned  and 
operated  merchant  marine  might  be  established  and  maintained,  it  is 
liigb  time  that  Government  ofliclals  charged  with  the  administration  of 
this  law  take  action  and  carry  out  the  purpose  of  Congress.  Congress 
indicated  clairly  where  this  duty  lay  and  never  intended  its  execution 
to  be  undertaken  by  a  body  such  as  the  Interdepartmental  committee 
appointed  by  tbe  President. 

Tbe  duty  rests  with  the  Postmaster  General  to  certify  the  mail  routes 
and  with  the  Shipping  Board  to  designate  tbe  site,  type,  and  speed  of 
the  vessels  to  ply  thereon. 

As  1  see  It,  our  Government  has  not  lived  up  to  its  implied  promise  to 
award  ocean  mail  contracts  and  tbe  request  of  tbe  United  States  Lines 
and  others  has  met  with  uncalled-for  delay. 

While  we  are  delaying  the  help  that  will  make  our  merchant  marine  a 
factor  in  world  trade,  our  foreign  competitors  are  building  faster  and 
better  ships.  We  shall  drop  behind  in  the  race  if  the  Government  does 
not  keep  faith  with  our  shipping  interests. 

We  must  not  be  discouraged  if  we  do  not  get  at  once  all  the  aid  a 
worthy  cause  should  command.  I  am  confident  that  the  organisation 
represented  here  to-night  is  capable  of  aHsisting  materially  in  the  educa- 
tion of  the  AmercUn  public  to  tbe  invportance  of  an  adequate  merchant 
marine.  With  widened  knowledge  will  come  more  enthusiastic  supp^t 
of  the  efforts  we  are  making  in  Congress  to  provide  our  country  with 
ships  and  shipping  of  which  we  need  not  be  ashamed. 

KEVISIOW  OF  THK  TARIFF 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  witli  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  purposes,  the  pending  question  being  on  the  amendment 
of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  on  page  152,  line  21,  after  the 
word  "  dyed,"  to  strike  out  "  or  colored  "  and  Insert  "  colored, 
or  woven-figured." 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  raid  on 
the  pocketlvwks  of  the  American  housewife  which  is  now  being 
perpetratecl  here  in  the  guise  of  tariff  protection  for  agricul- 
ture may  have  results,  as  has  been  pointed  out  in  the  debate, 
little  foreseen  by  the  advocates  of  these  extortionate  rates  on 
foodstuffs.  In  some  cases  the  greed  which  dictates  these  fur- 
ther boosts  may  operate  to  kill  the  goose  which  lays  the  golden 

per  erg 

One  striking  illustration  Is  the  case  of  butter.  I  have  on  my 
desk  an  editorial  published  in  the  Boston  Post  last  Saturday, 
November  16,  which  predicts  that  New  England  housewives 
will  turn  from  butter  to  oleomargarine,  that  highly  valuable 
and  much  abused  food  product,  rather  than  to  pay  still  higher 
prices  for  butter  which  will  come  if  this  bill  in  its  present  form 
l)ecomes  law. 

"  High-priced  butter  means  that  most  housewives  must  get 
along  without  it  Oleomargarine  will  gradually  supplant  it," 
says  the  editorial  writer. 

The  editorial  contains  much  food  for  thought.  It  is  signifi- 
cant of  the  state  of  mind  of  the  great  body  of  consumers  in  the 
Ea.stern  States.  I  a.sk  that  the  editorial  be  printed  in  the 
Congressional  Rkcobd. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Without  objection,  it  is  so 

ordered. 

The  editorial  is  as  follows : 

(Prom  Boston   Post,   November  16,   1929] 

DOINO    WITHOCT    BCTTIB 

If  the  tariff  bill  ia  finally  passed  with  tbe  rates  for  agricultural 
products  as  fixed  by  the  Senate,  the  housewives  of  New  EngUnd 
might  as  well  prepare  for  tbe  greatest  raid  on  their  pocketbooka  in 
all  the  history  of  tariff  making. 

It  was  calculated  that  each  family  of  five  in  New  England  will  pay 
about  $3.50  a  week  more  under  tbe  new  tarilT  rates  on  foodstuffs  as 
fixed  by  tbe  House.  In  many  cases  the  Senate  has  raised  the  Houae 
rates,  so  that  |3.50  a  week  extra  will  hardly  sufllce  to  meet  the  in- 
creased costs  in  tbe  Senate  bilL 

One  striking  illustration  is  the  duty  on  butter.  This  waa  fixed  at 
the  enormoua  rate  of  14  cents  a  pound  in  tbe  Houae  bill.  An  atteaopt 
will  be  made  in  the  Senate  to  increase  this  to  20  cents.  A  14-«ent 
rate  Is  sheer  robbery,  but  a  20-cent  rate  will  send  the  price  of  batter 
to  such  heights  that  the  averace  family  can  not  afford  the  loxory. 


Hooaewlvea  will  be  compelled  to  tarii  to  oleomargarine,  that  highly 
valoaMe  but  mneh-abaaed  food  product  It  la  only  shrewd  propa*. 
ganda  by  the  butter  maken  that  prevent*  tha  real  merit  of  oleomar-' 
garine  from  being  recognised.  No  food  product  ia  made  under  mora 
strictly  aaniUry  condltiona.  It  is  every  bit  aa  natritioos  aa  butter. 
No  one  but  an  expert  can  detect  tbe  difference  between  hotter  and 
oleomargarine. 

Not  one  family  in  a  hundred  in  Bngland  uaea  butter.  They  uae 
oleomargarine  and  like  it  Most  English  restaoranta  and  hotels  aerva 
oleomargarine  aa  butter. 

The  we.stem  butter  makera  realise  the  danger  that  oleomargarine 
may  supplant  butter.  They  are  now  seeking  to  bar.  as  far  as  poe- 
slble,  the  importation  of  vegetable  oils  from  the  Philippines  which  are 
essential  ingredients  of  oleomargarine.  But  at  the  present  time  tha 
price  of  oleomargarine  is  reasonable. 

Tbe  food  value  of  this  perfect  butter  substitute  baa  never  been 
recognised  in  New  England.  Bnt,  for  that  matter.  It  is  only  withia 
recent  years  that  housewives  have  been  willing  to  buy  western  butter 
which  was  long  looked  upon  as  an  Inferior  product  and  Is  still  inferior 
to  our  New  England  butter. 

nigb-priced  butter  means  that  most  housewives  must  get  along 
without  it.  Oleomargarine  will  gradually  supplant  it.  Thus  the 
western  butters  makers  will  kill  the  gooae  that  has  laid  the  golden 
eggs  for  them  for  yeare,  for  the  western  dairy  farmera  are  by  far 
the  most  prosi>crous  of  all  persons  engaged  in  agriculture  In  the 
United  States.  Butter  is  certainly  not  a  necessity  when  oleomargarine 
answers  all  purposea. 

Tuesday,  November  19,  I9t9 
Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  at  the  close  of  tbe  session  last 
evening  I  was  about  to  enter  upon  an  analysis  of  the  Increaaea 
in  the  rates  on  cotton  cloth.  Before  proceediug  to  that  analysia 
this  morning  I  want  again  to  call  attention  to  and  empbasixe 
the  prcqposition  that  those  who  are  advocating  an  increase  in 
the  rates  on  cotton  cloth  utterly  fall  In  making  out  a  case 
either  from  the  standpoint  of  labor  or  from  the  standpoint  of 
Industry. 

It  is  said  that  the  textile  industry  la  greatly  depressed.  That 
probably  is  true.  I  do  not  know,  however,  about  the  accuracy  of 
such  probability.  The  chances  are  that  If  the  textile  industry 
would  Introduce  into  their  operations  efBclenclea,  economies, 
decency,  and  humanity,  the  Industry  would  not  be  in  distress. 
Because  of  their  failure  to  undertake  the  introduction  of  such 
elements  into  their  Industry  they  come  to  the  Congress  asking 
for  tremendous,  excessive,  and  exorbitant  rates  upon  their 
products.  They  are  asking  Congress  to  build  the  tariff  wall 
higher  and  higher  and  higher,  and  what  they  expect  to  erect 
behind  that  tariff  wall  Is  a  combination  of  monop<rfIefl  and 
merger  of  various  industrial  organixutions. 

As  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  WnncuB]  said  on  yester- 
day, the  competition  that  exists  is  between  the  North  and  the 
South.  That,  to  a  large  extent,  is  due  to  labor  conditions.  How- 
ever, there  has  been  no  earnest  effort,  there  has  been  no  intelli- 
gent effort  on  the  part  of  those  who  ctmtrol  the  textile  industry 
to  improve  elttier  the  coiiditi<ms  of  the  workingman  or  them- 
selves. They  have  been  and  they  are  a  crowd  of  grasping  cor- 
porations and  individuals.  I  have  some  knowledge  of  the  textile 
indu.'^try  in  my  own  State.  It  Is  very  limited  in  extent,  if  in- 
deed, the  hosiery  business  is  a  part  of  the  textile  Industry ;  but, 
Mr.  President,  I  know  from  personal  observation  and  official 
investigation  that  the  men  wh  i  own  the  industry  are  waxing 
rich;  they  are  not  in  distress.  They  still  own  their  palatial 
homes;  they  still  have  their  retinue  of  servants  and  attendants: 
they  still  have  their  limousines,  their  trained  fox  hounds,  and 
riding  horses.  They  enjoy  all  the  ordinary  advantages  of  life 
and  they  enjoy  all  the  extravagancies  and  luxuries  of  Ufe ;  but 
the  men  and  w<mien  working  in  those  industries  are  in  distress. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  obtain  from  the  report  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Department  Information  re«i)ectlng  the  income-tax  re- 
turns of  individuals  and  corporations  engaged  in  the  textile 
industry.  There  may  be  a  few  as  to  whidi  tbe  Internal  Revenue 
Department  has  reported.  I  am  having  an  Investigation  made 
in  the  effort  to  find  out  if  a  repwt  has  been  made  aa  to  any 
branches  of  the  textile  industry. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from  Wta- 
consin  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maasachuaetts? 
Mr.  BLAINE.    I  yield. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  not  the  particular 
information  concerning  which  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is 
inqolring.  but  I  call  his  attention  to  tbe  fact  that  In  yolome  9, 
Schedule  9,  in  the  hearings  upon  cotton  mannfacturea,  he  will 
find  on  page  5388  a  table  prepared  by  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Revenue  for  the  year  1928,  in  wfaic^  there  is  reported  the  total 
income  of  corporatloos  throoghoiit  tihe  country  tot  ttiat  period 


5756 


CONQEBSSIONAL  BECOM>-SENATB 


that 


of  time.    ThAt  teMe  shows  ttet  ©f  tbe  yUam  tmOmMm,  tfce 
perceotace  of  nK  profit*  to  aalea  wa»  tlie  UimiM  for 
textile  Indastry.     I  call  the  Beaatoifs  attamtkm  to 
which  wlU  be  fuvod  on  jmgt  S88&  of  this  docuMBt. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  thank  the  Senator.  

Mr.  WALSH  of  Maasachoaettai  Of  covne  tt  deos  mot  dlaooe* 
anything  in  rpjrard  to  Individual  proAts. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Bat  that  does  aot  ncaa  aaythiag;  It  gtrea  no 
iafomatloB  whaterer.  The  ftat  that  the  textile  todaatoy  h>d 
the  lowest  return  does  not  mean  that  they  are  in  tha  throes  «< 
bankmptcy^-not  at  alL  The  fact  is  that  tlwy  are  maUmg 
pro*t8 ;  tliere  Is  not  any  qtiestion  abovt  that.  Anyone  who  has 
obserred  the  owners  at  cotton-textile  iadnstrles  kaows  foB  well 
that  no  bread  Is  taken  from  the  months  of  their  ddldren;  bo 
luxury  is  denied  them ;  no  extraTagance  is  dnisd  them.  That 
is  the  eridenee.  I  care  not  what  the  fl^nres  may  show  as  to 
that  IndiHtry  being  the  lowest  of  the  tneoH»>pfodiictns  indai- 
trles.  That  ivofes  aottdnff;  it  means  nothing.  One  can  ascer- 
tain  the  conditiOB  of  the  owners  of  the  indastry  hy  obseiflng 
the  position  they  occupy  in  American  life,  wrreqnded,  as  they 
are,  by  all  the  hixnry  and  all  the  gilt  and  gold  of  extravagance. 
Does  that  mean  deprwsioo? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachnsetts.  I  want  to  say  frankly  to  the 
Senator  that  there  are  certain  branches  of  tlie  textile  industry 
which,  in  my  ^gment,  are  very  proaperoag  and  ha^e  net  suf- 
fered greatly  from  the  general  depreseion  in  that  indastry.  I 
frankly  concede  that  we  could  find  in  various  parts  of  the  eova- 
try  textile  industries,  producing  particoiar  textile  {nvducts, 
that  would  prove  to  be  most  prosperous;  but  there  are  other 
branches  of  the  industry  where  the  contrary  situation  exists. 

Mr.  BLArNB.  As  the  Senator  firom  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Noa- 
bitkI  would  say.  those  industries  ought  to  introduce  better 
methods;  let  them  find  efllclent  means  of  operating;  but  I  eon- 
tend  that  those  who  are  donanding  excessive  and  exorbitant 
tarifF  increases  ought  to  make  out  a  case,  and  mere  generalities 
are  not  nifllclent  to  sui>port  the  increased  tariff  duties  which 
are  sought  There  is  not  a  single  word  of  specification,  there 
is  not  any  evidence  that  would  be  accepted  by  a  Jury  or  a  Judge, 
that  a  single  one  of  the  conrponent  parts  of  this  industry  is 
d^)res8ed.  The  fact  is  quite  the  contrary,  and  whm  I  say  "  the 
fact  is  <[ulte  the  contrary,"  If  one  will  go  to  the  homes  of  the 
owners  of  the  Indwtry  there  he  will  find  the  evidence  of  their 
prosperity. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  can  take  the  Senator  to 
various  parts  of  the  coontiry  and  show  hint  (dosed  cotton  milla; 
I  can  show  him  cotton  mills  that  have  been  numing  on  half 
time  for  years ;  I  can  show  him  the  evidence  of  the  bankruptcy 
of  various  branches  of  the  cotton-textile  industry.  Let  me  say 
to  the  Senator  that  when  the  eottoO'textile  schedule  was  befMre 
the  Senate  ia  1922,  because  of  the  prosperous  coadition  of  tbe 
industry  I  voted  against  practically  every  attempt  to  raise  the 
rates ;  I  intexid  to  vote  against  the  attempt  to  increase  rates  as 
to  several  branches  of  the  industry  which  are  to  be  considered 
when  we  take  up  other  paragraphs  of  tlie  acbedaie;  but  I  am 
convinced  that  there  has  been  a  very  s^ioas  defNreBsion  in  cer- 
tain brandies  of  the  industry.  I  do  not  admit  that  tbe  tariff 
protection  is  going  to  bring  tliose  brancheB  of  the  industry  back 
to  life  and  telng  prosperity  ba(^  to  them,  but  in  some  particu- 
lars increased  tariff  protection  will  be  a  cootribaClng  aid  to  the 
restoration  of  some  prosperity  in  eertaln  branches  of  the 
industry. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  for  every  textile  Industry  that 
Is  dosed,  for  every  textUe  industry  that  has  gone  into  bank- 
ruptcy, the  cause  will  be  fOoad  in  overproduction.  There  is  ao 
tariff  duty  that  ia  going  to  relieve  that  condition  in  an  industry. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  frankly  concede  that  that 
has  been  a  large  eontrlhating  factor  to  the  condition. 

Mr.  WHEELIOL    Mr.  PrcdUent 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore;  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana f 

Mr.  BLAINE.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  merely  wish  to  call  the  Senator's  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that,  of  course,  there  are  cleaed  factories  in  New 
England — nobody  disputes  that ;  but  the  fict  of  the  matter  Is 
that  in  tlie  South  the  mill  owners  tere  been  woridag  their  mills 
on  day  shifts  and  night  shttts^  and  that  In  nsaqr  of  tbe  Ike- 
tories  they  have  been  working  women  at  night,  airt  thej  bare 
been  woildng  cMMren  at  night. 

Mr.  8IMMON&    Mr.  PrcBtdent 

The  PRB8IOTNT  pro  tstnpora.    Does  tlio 
cooiteylsld  toltaa  Psastn- 

Mr.  BLAINB.    I  yield. 
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Me.  BIMMONa  I^idouhtedly  the  cotton  industry  ia  the 
douth,  speaking  broadly,  has  been  exceedingly  [^oeperoos ;  there 
i  I  no  (Hiration  about  that.  Tke  statcmeBt,  howevo'.  that  the  cot- 
t  MB  BlUi  of  the  South  are  rwaouhig  day  and  night  shifts  is  true 
^ly  aa  to  a  limited  niniiiwr  of  mills.  The  great  majority  of 
em,  I  think,  do  not  do  that.  The  great  majority  of  them.  I 
cenform  strlctiy  to  the  laws  of  the  State  regulating  child 
;  aad  the  absaes  in  ttat  respect  are  not  as  represented. 
Mr.  Preotdsat,  with  reference  to  the  wages  paid  in  tbe  South, 
are  net  as  high  as  titose  paid  in  New  England,  la  dollars 
csKts;  but  Bving  condltloBS  in  the  South  are  so  much 
thas  they  are  in  New  Snp^and — and  necessarily  so,  be- 
ef the  grealer  devetopaoeBt  of  the  New  Engtand  States  than 
the  Sonthem  States,  and  the  higher  prices  of  comnKxlities 
in  that  section  of  the  country — that,  taking  these 
gs  into  consideration,  the  wages  paid  in  the  South  are  sub- 
AantisPy  as  tcmancrative  as  are  tiwse  paid  in  the  North. 

The  southern  mills  are  conftoed  ia  their  operaticms,  very 
1  irgely,  to  the  manufacture  of  what  is  known  as  the  coarser  or 
( heaper  cotton  goods.  Tbej  are  beginning  to  make  a  few  of  the 
i  ner  gDod%  and  that  branch  of  the  industry  is  incrpa.sing  to 
tame  extent  in  the  South.  Up  to  this  time,  however,  their 
( peratioBs  have  been  chiefly  conjfined  to  the  manafaotDre  of  the 
( oaiser  goods,  and  there  Is  no  particular  competltloa  in  those 
^rtth  foielgn  producers.  The  ImpOTts  are  negligible  as  to  that 
(lass  of  goods. 

In  the  New  England  section  of  the  country,  however,  where 
(key  make  the  finer  class  of  cotton  fabrics  the  cotton  mills  are. 
1  >nnight  la  pretty  sharp  competition  with  the  mills  of  Europe,  < 
<  specially  those  of  Great  Britain,  and  probably  of  Germany,  1 
ind  the  imports  are  very  large,  there  being,  I  think,  abooti 
t  ixty-odd  Billion  doilan'  worth  of  imports  a  year,  or  something' 
I  ke  that 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     In  certain  grades  of  cloth; 
jroduced  by  ceitain  branches  of  the  industry  the  importations 
M«  very  large. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Tes;  my  information  is,  Mr.  President,  and 
:  think  it  is  general  hiformatioa,  that,  whQe  there  are  certain 
1 41)8  in  New  England  that  are  very  prosperous.  Just  as  in  the 
itoutk,  there  are  certain  mills,  making  certain  lines  of  goods  as 
to  which  tbe  couqpeCltion  is  more  acute  dkan  in  other  lines, 
xrhi(4)  are  not  prosperous — I  think  the  g^pneral  understanding  in 
the  trade  Is  that  those  lines  are  very  uni)rosperous  in  New  Bng- 
i  and.  There  is  a  differentia tiett  between  the  conditions  exist- 
i  og  in  the  South  and  those  existing  in  Now  Inland.  I  do  not 
jhink  the  cotton  miD  peo{^  of  the  South  are  asking  f(fe  any 
particular  increase  in  duties.  It  has  not  come  to  my  attention 
Ijt  they  are. 

I  wished  to  make  this  statement  merely  in  explnnation  of 
conditions  that  are  known  generally  in  my  State  by  the  cotton 
mill  people. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  a  volume  containing  a 
eries  of  industrial  studies  which  are  being  made  by  the  Labor 
tesearrh  Association,  which  Is  an  organizatioB  devoted  to  the 
^thering  and  InterpretatioB  of  economic  material  for  the  labor 
iwrenient.  In  that  volume  the  southern  textile  situation  is  dis- 
nssed,  sad  I  shall  resd  a  few  poragrai^s  front  it : 

Moat  of  tbe  300,000  nDorgaAed  textile  workers  in  tbe  South  are  in 

i>otton  miUs.     Bat  %b  the  soutArn  mills  graduaUy  increase  tbe  output 

i»f  tbetr  fine  i^oods  with  frilk  mliturf>s  thpy  are  «>mlng  Into  competition 

vith  a  section  of  the  northern  silk  industry.     Some  26.000  soatbem 

extlle  workers  are  in  the  huge  new  rayon  plants,  feudal  in  their  man- 

Lgement  and  remote  from  other  Induatries. 

And  to  a  large  extent  the  owners  of  those  textile  mills  are 
tosresidents  of  that  community.  They  are  the  landlords  of 
'oreign  parts,  foreign  to  that  community. 

Some  40,000  are  In  the  knittlnR  mlite.  Including  plants  turning  wit 
'ull-fashloned  silk  and  rajron  boalery.  A  few  tbonsand  workers — 
•xact  figures  were  not  given  la  the  1025  census  of  manufactures — are 
mattered  through  mills  classified  as  sUk  mills  In  Virginia  and  other 
Sontbem  States.  Only  In  tlie  Piedmont  district  has  unionism  begun 
to  take  bold  among  southern  textile  workers. 

Unorgantxed  southern  mill  workers  have  Iwen  in  the  past  opposed  to 
inloniam.     Families  of  old  American  stock — 

These  100  per  cent  porebred  Anglo-SaxoM  who  have  never 
>eeB  touched  by  the  iaHuMice  at  these  so-called  "  damne<l  for- 
Kicnara" — an  expression  which  we  often  hear  from  those  who 
would  bar  from  this  country  an  essential  stock,  necessary  for 
Lhe  perpetuity  «f  a  streog,  virile,  and  \igorous  American  citi- 


VSarfMcO  ot  oM  AsKrIeaa  stoA,  coning  down  from  rrmgb  cabins  In 
tAs  MOs,  Uieagit  mt  irst  that  the  min  vinage  was  a  psradise.     A  little 
■h  te  *■■*  from  wsrktof  hi  tb»  siflls  seemed  like  wealth  In  eompttrl- 
>  boa  with  bare  eglsttsct  in  the  mountains.    They  found  the  whole  com- 
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manlty  around  tbem  opposed  to  a  labor  onion  and  its  principles  as  a 
"  foreign  institution." 

But  tbe  second  generation  of  textile  workers  is  beginning  to  wake 
np.  They  are  reallxing  that  the  whole  family  has  to  work  in  the  mills 
in  order  to  live  in  the  company  houses  and  make  a  meager  living. 
They  hear  now  about  better  conditions  in  other  States  and  in  other 
southern  industries.  •  •  •  Th«  mill  village  will  lose  its  hold  on 
the  children  aa  they  grow  up. 

This  is  what  unionism,  or  the  hope  for  unionism,  saj's: 
Unless  unions  begin  at  once  on  a  far-reaching,  large-scale  campaign 
to  organise  southern   textile  workers  we  shall  find   tbe  new  industrial 
South   more   and   more  powerfully   antiunion.     The  textile  industry   In 
the  South  is  for  the  most  part  large-scale  industry. 

Mr.  President,  that  means  mass  production.  That  means 
that  the  machine  is  doing  the  work.  The  labor  is  a  mere  autom- 
aton attending  a  machine. 

The  textile  industry  in  the  South  Is  for  the  most  part  large-scale 
Industry.  Big  northern  companies  with  southern  branches  compete 
with  big  southern  companies. 

The  textile  industry  in  competition  with  itself  as  between  the 
northern  industries  and  the  southern  industries. 

Mergers  are  as  much  the  tendency  in  the  South  as  In  the  North. 

To  forestall  the  antiunion  policy  of  big  cotton  and  rayon  comiNUiies — 

This  is  the  advice  of  organlxed  workers — 
a  union  should  go  for  tbe  "big  fellows." 
That  means  organize  those  large  Industries. 

The  only  force  that  can  oppose  the  financial  power  of  large-scale 
industry  and  of  the  great  banks  behind  It  is  working-class  solidarity. 
In  this  rapidly  expanding  southern  industry  new  conditions  are  bring- 
ing In  new  Ideas.     There  la  far  leas  unemployment — 


Sptaking  of  the  South — 
than  In  the  northern  textile  centers. 


All  is  on  the  upgrade. 


They  proclaim  that — 

Now  is  the  time  to  organlae  southern  textile  workers. 

That  outlines  in  a  way  the  cause  for  the  difference  in  the 
wage  scale  in  the  southern  mills  and  the  northern  mills ;  but  I 
am  contending  here  that  there  is  no  evidence  before  the  S«i- 
ate — no  evidence  that  would  be  accepted  by  a  court  or  jury  if 
they  were  to  pass  upon  the  questions  of  fact  before  us — to  sup- 
port a  single  Increase  In  the  duty  on  these  textiles.  The  diffi- 
culty with  the  textile  Industries  comes  from  another  source. 
Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  am  opposed  to  building  tins  tariff 
wall  higher  and  higher  under  the  pretense  that  the  Increased 
rates  are  going  to  help  labor.  I  am  opposed  to  building  this 
wall  hlRher  and  higher  on  the  pretense  that  these  textile  indus- 
tries are  depres.sed  because  of  lack  of  tariff.  In  neither  case  is 
there  justification  for  increassed  tariff;  but  If  you  build  this 
wall  higher  you  are  simply  providing  for  the  future  an  indus- 
trial system.  b«>th  in  the  North  and  the  South,  that  will  not 
only  weigh  heavily  upon  the  working  men  and  women  in  those 
mills  but  as  well  uix»n  the  consumers  In  the  United  States. 

Now,  let  me  examine  this  question  a  little  further. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

The  P^IESIDENT  pro  temporp.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wis- 
consin yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  am  not  going  to  enter  Into  any  discussion 
about  the  rates.  I  do  not  mean  to  refer  to  those  at  all;  but 
the  Senator  said  a  little  while  ago  that  the  tendency  In  the 
South  Is  toward  mergers.  If  that  is  true,  I  have  not  observed 
it  nor  heard  of  it.  There  are  some  very  wealthy  families  in 
the  South  that  have  a  number  of  mills  rather  closely  owned, 
I  think.  In  their  families ;  but  I  am  not  aware  of  any  movement 
In  the  South  in  the  direction  of  merging  the  cotton  mills.  I 
have  not  heard  of  It.  It  may  be  that  It  Is  going  on  and  I  know 
nothing  about  It.    Personally,  I  do  not  think  it  is  going  on. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  The  Ijibor  Research  Association  have  so  re- 
ported. I  was  reading  from  their  report,  and  not  from  any  in- 
formation that  I  have. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  It  has  not  come  to  my  knowledge.  I  do 
know,  however,  that  there  are  certain  wealthy  families  that  have 
erected  a  great  many  mills.  For  Instance,  take  the  Cannon 
family  In  ray  State.  They  are  a  very  wealthy  family.  They  have 
probably  half  a  dozen  or  perhaps  six  or  eight  mills  located  at 
different  points  In  the  State,  possibly  some  outside  of  the  State ; 
but  what  I  understand  the  Senator  to  mean  by  "mergers"  Is 
independently  owned  mills  coming  together  and  operating  under 
a  general  corporation,  one  corporation,  a  controlling  company. 
I  do  not  think  that  has  happened  to  any  considerable  extent  in 
the  South,  especially  in  North  Carolina. 


We  are  introducing  in  North  Carolina  all  kinds  of  improved 
machinery,  and,  of  course,  we  are  doing  a  great  deal  of  the 
work  through  machinery  in  the  cotton-mill  industry ;  but  is  not 
that  true  in  every  industry?  Is  not  improved  ma<*ineTy  being 
introduced  throughout  this  country  and  throughout  the  world. 
and  Is  not  a  larger  part  of  the  work  done  by  machinery  every- 
where than  was  formerly  done? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  see  no  difference  between  a 
merger  through  independent  (rompHules  consolidating  and  a 
merger  through  the  common  ownership  of  stock  of  various  in- 
dustries in  the  same  family.  The  effect  is  identically  the  same. 
There  Is  common  ownership,  there  is  common  direction,  there  is 
common  administration ;  and,  in  my  opinion,  that  is  a  more  dan- 
gerous system  than  the  actual  open  merger  of  companies,  be- 
cause when  families  or  groups  of  families  become  the  owners  of 
individual  mills  or  the  owners  of  the  stock  of  those  individual 
mills,  which  In  effect  produces  a  merger.  It  is  like  setting  up  a 
feudal  system— Identically  the  same.  Those  families  become  the 
lords  of  the  c(mimunity.  They  exercise  a  paternalism,  a  benev- 
olent systwn  which  is  no  different  than  feudalism ;  and  the 
worker  thereby  is  reduced  to  the  very  dregs  of  desperation  and 
misery. 

That  is  the  result  That  may  be  what  is  going  on  in  this 
country  and  these  great  Industries.  I  do  not  know.  I  am  not 
going  to  attempt  to  be  a  prophet  In  this  matter.  But,  turning  to 
the  question  of  the  foreign-textile  induf^tries  Just  for  a  moment, 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh]  said  that  there 
were  only  a  few  articles  upon  which  there  should  be  an  increased 
tariff.  Those  articles  that  are  manufactured  abroad,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, are  not  manufactured  under  the  mass-production  system 
at  all.  Those  particular  items  are  manufactured  by  skilled 
workmen  in  the  English  mills  and  In  the  French  mills.  Those 
workmen  have  followed  that  trade  thn)Ugh  years  and  years, 
generation  after  generation,  and  they  have  become  artisans — 
not  mere  machines  to  pull  a  lever,  to  throw  on  a  switch,  to  sit 
and  hold  a  ribbon  or  to  receive  a  ribbon  as  it  comes  from  the 
machines.  They  are  artisans,  skilled  artisans.  Intelligent  ar- 
tisans. They  have  a  skill  and  an  art  quite  analogous  to  that 
of  the  painter  and  the  sculptor,  though  In  a  different  line. 

Those  are  the  men  In  Great  Britain  and  In  France  who  are 
making  primarily— not  altogether,  but  principally— the  very 
articles  to  which  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  referred 
as  coming  into  competition  with  American  Industry. 

So,  Mr.  Pre*»ident.  I  think  those  who  are  claiming  an  Increase 
In  the  tariff  on  these  cotton  fabrics  ought  to  make  a  clear  case, 
and  not  rest  upon  mere  generalities.  There  was  a  propaganda 
started  a  few  months  ago,  prior  to  the  presidential  election, 
that  certain  industries  were  depressed,  certain  industries  were 
lagging,  general  statements ;  and  those  who  were  seeking  these 
special  tariff  privileges  at  once  seized  upon  that  propaganda. 
There  Is  no  Justification  whatever  for  such  claim,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  there  is  a  single  Member  who  can  show  any  evidence 
that  would  be  admitted  as  material  evidence  before  a  court  if 
the  case  were  one  under  the  jurisdiction  of  such  a  tribunal. 

Now,  let  us  analyze  this  particular  schedule,  paragraphs  908 
and  904.  They  go  together.  They  are  practically  companions. 
We  can  not  dlscass  one  without  discussing  both  of  them. 

I  have  the  Tariff  Commission's  document.  Senate  Document 
No.  30;  and  turning  to  page  80,  there  will  be  found  figures  as 
to  paragraph  904,  countable  cotton  cloth,  unbleached,  ranging 
fwm  average  yam  No.  2  to  No.  28,  inclusive.  The  House  made 
reductions  in  four  items  on  that  page,  and  increases  in  29 
items.  There  are  just  33  Items  on  the  page.  When  I  speak  of 
decreases  or  increases  I  refer  to  changes  In  the  rates  In  the  act 
of  1922.  There  were  4  decreases  and  29  increases.  The  Senate 
Finance  Committee,  in  reference  to  the  same  33  Items,  stig- 
gested  Increases  In  every  one  of  the  33  Items. 

On  page  81,  continuing  the  same  countable  cotton  cloth,  aver- 
age yarn  Nos.  29  to  78,  inclusive,  the  House  decreased  the  tariff 
on  13  Items.  It  increased  the  rates  on  81  items.  That  Is,  out  of 
94  items  on  that  page,  there  was  a  decrease  by  the  House  in  only 
13  items,  and  an  increase  in  81  Items.  The  Senate  Finance 
Committee  reported  a  bill  which  Increases  the  tariff  rates  on 
every  one  of  those  items — 94  increases. 

On  page  82,  continuing  the  same  cotmtaWe  cotton  cloth,  tm- 
bleached,  average  yarn  Nos.  79  to  156,  both  Inclusive,  there  are 
80  items.  The  House  did  not  make  a 'single  decrease.  It  in- 
crea«>d  the  tariff  on  every  one  of  the  80  items.  The  Senate 
Finance  Committee  did  likewise. 

On  the  same  page  there  are  10  items  under  "  bleached  cotton 
cloth,"  from  average  yam  No.  1  to  No.  10,  both  inclusive.  Tbe 
Hou.se  increased  the  rate  on  every  one  of  those  items,  and  the 
Finance  Committee  did  likewise. 

On  page  88  there  are  93  items,  the  same  <ioth,  cotton  cloth, 
bleached,  average  yam  Nos.  11  to  89.  both  inclusive.  The  House 
increased  the  rate  on  81  of  those  items,  and  reduced  the  rate 
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ou  only  12.    The  Finance  CoBtmittee  did  esaetly  tke  same.    It 
accepted  the  House  rates  proposed. 

On  page  84,  tlie  same  doth,  average  yam  nnmben  90  to  IM, 
both  InclosiTe,  there  are  66  Items.  The  House  lacreaaed  the 
rates  on  58  oX  those  items,  and  decreased  the  rates  on  &  !nie 
finance  Committee  accepted  the  House  rates. 

On  the  same  page,  under  another  classiflcatioii,  "Printed, 
dyed,  colored,  or  woren-flgured  "  cotton  doth,  with  tiie  average 
yam  numbers  1  to  20,  both  inclusive,  there  are  23  items.  The 
House  increased  the  rates  cm  20  of  those  items,  and  reduced  the 
rates  on  only  3.  The  Finance  Committee  increased  the  rate 
on  every  one  of  those  items,  on  aU  the  23  items. 

On  page  85  there  are  92  items  of  the  countable  cotton  doth, 
•*  Printed,  dyed,  colored,  or  woven-flgured,"  average  yam  num- 
bers 21  to  79,  both  indusive.  The  House  incTeaaed  tlie  rates  on 
67  items,  and  decreased  tlie  rates  on  25  of  those  items.  The 
Senate  I'lnance  Oommittee  increased  the  rates  on  77  of  the  92 
items,  and  decreased  the  rates  on  15  of  those  items. 

On  page  86,  under  the  same  classification,  average  yam  num- 
bers 80  to  310,  bod!  indusive,  tliere  are  59  itema.  The  Houae 
increased  the  rates  on  58  of  those  items,  and  reduced  the  rate  on 
only  1.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  went  the  House  ^ust 
one  better ;  it  increased  the  rates  on  all  <tf  the  5B  itena 

On  the  same  page,  under  a  new  classification,  "  Cotton  dotbs 
colored  with  vat  dyes,"  there  are  29  item&  The  House  made 
reductions  in  all  of  the  29  items.  The  Senate  Finance  Commit- 
tee increased  the  rates  on  28  of  those  items»  and  reduced  the 
rate  on  cmly  L 

On  page  87,  the  same  dassiflcation  continued,  with  average 
yarn  numbers  37  to  240.  both  indusive,  there  are  71  items. 
The  House  increased  the  rates  on  29  of  those  items,  and  re- 
duced the  rates  on  42  of  the  items.  The  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee increased  the  rates  on  all  of  the  71  items. 

On  the  same  page,  "  Cotton  cloth  woven  with  d^t  or  more 
harnesses,  or  with  the  Jaoquard,  lappet,  or  swivd  attachments,'' 
there  are  17  items.  The  House  Increased  the  rate  on  ev»'y 
one  of  those  items,  and  reduced  it  on  none.  The  Senate  Finance 
Commitlee  lUtewise  functioned;  it  increased  the  rate  on  every 
one  of  the  17  items. 

On  page  88  there  are  89  items.  The  House  Increased  the 
rate  on  all  of  those  89  Items,  reduced  the  rate  on  none,  and  the 
Finance  Committee  did  likewise. 

On  page  89,  "  Cotton  doth  woven  with  eight  or  more  harnesses, 
or  with  Jacquu'd,  lappet,  or  swivel  attachments,"  yam  uum- 
bers  114  to  170,  th^e  are  7  items.  The  House  and  the  Flr..«»nce 
Committee  increased  the  rate  on  each  of  those  7  itemK.  On  the 
same  page;  under  "Jacquard  woven  colored  with  vat  dyes," 
there  are  06  itema.  The  House  increased  the  rates  on  24  of 
those  Items  and  decreased  the  rates  on  4.  The  Senate  Fin<»nce 
Conunittee  increased  the  rate  on  every  one  of  the  66  items. 

On  the  same  page,  the  same  doth,  "  woven  with  drop  biixes," 
average  yam  niuubers  3  to  16,  both  indusive,  there  are  10  items. 
The  Hou.se  increased  the  rates  on  all  of  those  items,  and  the 
Senate  FUance  Committee  did  lltcevdse. 

On  page  90,  the  same  dassiflcation,  "  woven  with  drop  boxes," 
average  yam  numbers  17  to  120,  Iwth  inclusive,  tl^re  arc  77 
items.  The  House  increased  the  rates  on  all  of  those  items 
except  one.  There  were  76  Increases  and  1  decrease.  The 
Finance  Committee  increased  the  rate  on  every  one  of  the  77 
items. 

On  the  same  page,  another  classification,  "woven  with  drop 
boxes,  40  per  cent  vat  d^es,"  there  are  13  items.  The  House 
made  no  increases.  It  decreased  the  rates  on  the  13  items. 
The  Senate  Finance  C^immittee  reversed  the  House  action  and 
increased  the  rates  on  13  items. 

On  page  91,  following  the  same  clas.sification,  average  yam 
numbers  27  to  120,  there  are  24  items.  The  House  increaseil  the 
rates  on  7  and  decreased  the  rates  on  17.  The  Senate  Finance 
Oommittee  Increased  the  rates  on  the  24  items  and  decreased 
the  rate  on  none. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  now  given  a  detailed  dassiflcation  and 
statement  of  the  increases  and  decreases  in  this  sdiedule. 

I  now  want  to  call  attention  to  the  summary  found  on  page 
tS.  Under  the  first  classification,  "countable  cotton  doth  un- 
bleached," the  actual  or  ounputed  ad  valorem  rate  in  the  pres- 
ent law  is  ^.90  per  cent  The  House  increased  that  to  34.35 
per  cent,  and  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  increased  that  rate 
to  35.58  per  cent. 

On  the  bleached  cotton  cloth  the  ad  valorem  rate  in  the  pres- 
ent law  is  31J2  per  cent.  The  House  increased  that  to  39.73 
per  cent,  and  the  fiance  Committee  made  the  same  iacrtraae; 
leaving  the  Finance  Committee's  recommoidation  88l73  per 
cent,  or  an  increase  of  8.61  per  cent,  and  there  was  about  ttie 
same  increase  in  die  other  item  to  which  I  fliat  referred. 

Tben,  on  Meacbed,  dyed,  colored,  or  woven-flgared,  la  th* 
presmt  law  the  computed  ad  vatoren  rate  is  aSJO  per  eokt,  tht 
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E  oose  Mn  provides  for  29.82  per  cent,  and  the  Senate  Finance 
Cpnunittee  33.82  per  cent.  There  is  an  increase  of  about  7 
r  cent. 

The  next  Item  is  "  colored  with  vat  dye«."  The  1022  rate  is 
per  cent,  the  House  rate  3593  per  cent.  There  is  a  slight 
decrease  made  by  the  House.  The  decrease,  however,  is  only 
oiw  per  cent,  ©r  about  one  quarter  of  1  per  cent.  The  Senate 
Committee,  however,  increased  that  rate  to  39.93  per  cent,  an 
rease  of  about  3.78  points  over  the  present  rate. 
The  next  item  Is  "  woven  with  eight  or  more  hame.*'.se8  or 
,th  Jacquard,  lappet,  or  swivel  attachments."  The  present  law 
4ri28  per  cent,  the  House  rate  is  46.28  per  cent,  and  the 
nance  Committee  rate  Is  50.25  per  cent,  an  tncrea.«*e  of  almost 
per  eeiit 

The  next  item  is  "  Jacquard-woven,  colored  with  vat  dyes." 
e  present  rate  is  43.57  per  cent,  the  House  rate  Is  44.60  per 
c^nt,  and  the  Finance  Committee  rate  is  48.60  per  cent. 

The  next  item  is  '*  woven  with  drop  boxes."  The  pretjent  rate 
is  36.83  per  cent,  the  House  rate  40.23  per  cent,  and  the  Finance 
Cjmmittee  rate  is  44.23  per  cent,  an  increase  of  almost  eight 
pi  dnts. 

The  next  item  Is  **  woven  with  drop  boxes  and  colored  with 
vat  dyes."  The  present  rate  is  34.97  per  cent.  The  House 
It  duced  that  slightly  to  34.46  per  cent,  or  0.51  of  1  per  cent. 
T  le  Senate  Finaace  Committee,  however,  increased  the  rate  to 
3^  .46  per  cent,  an  increase  of  about  3%  per  cent. 

Mr.  President,  the  Increases  are  trpmendous.  They  run  all 
tie  way  from  3  to  10  per  cent.  I  want  to  give  a  summary  ot 
tie  details  which  I  have  taken  from  the  Tariff  Commission's 
r((port.  The  House  bill  increased  the  tariff  on  630  items  of 
ciitton  doth — 630  items!  It  decreased  the  rate  on  only  117 
ItPm.^.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  increased  the  rates  over 
tie  1922  law  on  715  items  and  decreased  the  rate  on  only  45 
it  ?ms. 

Mr.  President,  the  documentary  evidence  is  here  that  these 
li  creases  have  been  made  on  practically  every  piece  of  cotton 
cl  oth  ttiat  is  manufactured.  T^at  means  the  cloth  that  is  used 
ii .  the  household  for  any  and  every  purpose  and,  to  a  very  large 
e  ctent,  ased  for  commercial  purposes.  The  increases  will  enter 
n  aterially  Into  the  cost  of  living  and  will  mean  an  increase 
ill  the  cost  of  living.  If  the  textile  industries  succeed  In  doing 
esactly  as  they  apparently  will  do  and  are  doing — building  their 
n  fTgers,  building  their  monopolies  back  of  this  high  tariff  wall, 
t  ds  wall  of  privilege — the  burdens  will  be  placed  upon  every 
c  meumer  and  primarily  upon  the  backs  of  those  who  must  use 
cjtton  cloth. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  we  can  at  least  defeat  the  Increases 
proposed  by  the  Finance  Committee  upon  the  merits.  I  am 
vUling,  if  those  who  are  especially  interested  in  the  textile 
1  idustry  are  willing  to  do  so,  to  accept  an  increased  rate  on 
t  lose  items  where  It  can  be  shown  that  the  particular  Indu-stry 
ii  \  suffering  because  of  importations.  There  Is  no  pretense  made 
here  that  labor  Is  going  to  receive  any  of  the  benefits  whatever 
cat  of  these  increases.  There  is  no  pretense  made  to  that 
effect  and,  of  cx)ur8e,  labor  will  not  recdve  any  of  the  benefits 
unless  labor  can  organize  so  that  labor  will  have  a  bargaining 
[ower.  But  so  long  as  labor  has  not  the  bargaining  power  it 
can  not  expect  to  receive  a  ^ngle  dollar  of  benefit  behind  this 
\-all  of  privilege. 

All  that  the  labornr  can  exited  to  receive  behind  this,  wall  of 
I  rivilege,  sometimes  erected  In  his  name,  will  be  the*  burd«» 
t  tiat  will  be  heaped  upon  him  in  the  increased  cost  of  Living  for 
t  imself  and  his  family. 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  frwn  Wis- 
((XMin  yield  to  tlte  Senator  from  Ohio? 
Mr.  BLAINE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  think  the  Senator  has  stated  exactly  my  view 
<f  the  matter,  that  where  tlie  industry  is  Injured  l>y  importa- 
tions, OT,  in  other  words,  foreign  competition  which  would  lead 
to  throwing  out  of  employment  American  labor,  it  calls  for 
(reetment.  I  do  not  know  of  any  other  situation  that  would 
<jall  for  treatment  in  tariff  legislation. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    There  is  no  ptoof  here  that  importations  are 

1^  element  in  the  matter  at  alL    If  the  Senator  will  go  through 

te  Docummt  Na  30,  he  will  find  some  Interesting  figures. 

he    document    is    so   inconveniently    prepared,    however — the 

arlff  Commission  is  not  to  blame  because  we  wanted  it  on  a 

sheet — that  it  is  impossible  to  run  one's  eye  along  the 

les  the  width  of  the  sheet  and  be  absolutely  certain  as  to 

ccnracy  <rf  statement ;  at  least  it  can  not  be  done  expeditiously. 

I  find  in  the  very  first  Increase  made  by  the  Hou.se  that  the 

mports  in  value  amount  to  only  $4,507.    That  is  no  competi- 

iOBL    That  importation  does  not  Justify  any  increase  in  the  rate. 

a  the  next  Iton  showing  a  decrease  by  the  House,  the  total 

'   mportatlons  are  only  $81.    II  the  experts  were  here  they  could 
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T«rifv  or  correct  my  statement  of  the  figures,  because  it  is  with 
dSculty  that  one  inay  go  through  the  figures  in  Senate  Docu- 
ment No.  30  because  of  Its  very  large  size  and  'f'^P^l^f^'^..^ 

I  am  convinced  from  the  study  I  have  made  of  the  matter 
that  the  importations  are  quite  inconsequential ;  in  fad,  they 
SJ  of  such  minor  importance  that  they  <^n  not  be  taken  Into 
conslderaUon  as  an  dement  reUting  to  labor  cost  or  the  differ- 
S!?e  In  the  cost  of  production  or  as  a  competitive  dement 
n^necting  our  domestic  Industries. 

mT  President,  it  has  been  suggested  by  the  Senator  from 
Malsachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh],  and  1  think  he  has  b^nj»^.«^^°<Jy 
fair  about  It,  that  all  he  asks  is  an  increase  on  a  J^^^^te^s 
but  It  has  been  suggested  by  the  Senator  ft-om  Utah  [Mr. 
SMoor],  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  that  it  is  q^te 
imDractical  to  write  a  bill  so  that  those  Items  might  be  ear- 
iSJKd  I  disagree  with  the  chairman  of  the  committee  about 
Tat  I  am  so^y  that  I  disagree  with  him  because  he  has  had 
r large  experience  In  tariff  matters;  he  has  gone  ti^rough  the 
hearings  aSd  Is  quite  familiar  with  the  situation ;  but  I  want 

^^^^^rJet/veStTh^edrpreS^red  by  the  Tariff  Commi. 

^'arirr^Sfl-eSri-;  "ss^^^^i!:^  sfe^^s^fmr 

^on  say  that  it  is  an  easy  matter,  that  It  Is  a  mere  mathematl- 
^U>^Ption.  They  so  W>rt  when  they  ^P^'-t^n  Paragraph 
904.  It  will  take  a  lot  of  time,  a  lot  of  study,  and  a  lot  of  in 
Snttrv  but  the  tariff  experts  could  no  doubt  prepare  the  sched- 
SuffOT  us  very  quickly  However,  if  Members  of  the  Senate 
siouW  undertake  U,  it*  would  take  a  lot  of  time.  The  various 
So?  cloth  are  Itemized  showing  the  average  yam  count 
and  they  could  be  classified  and  bear  a  specific  rate 

Mr   WALSH  of  Mas.s;ichusett8.     Mr.  President 

SJe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  ?«PP««*/^  "1*^^  i°*£^S 
now  if  It  would  be  possible  to  limit  this  proviso  to  that  class  of 
r^itton  cloth  where  the  average  count  is  between  40  and  70? 

Mr  BLAiSe.  Has  the  Senator  any  Information  as  to  Im- 
portaHons  of  doth  with  a  count  between  40  and  70? 

Mr   WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Yes.  „„„ih 

Mr  BLAINE  I  have  not  analyzed  that  because  it  wou  d 
tail  a^  tomense  amou«t  of  time  and  with  my  time  so  ful^ 
oSuphi  bj  my  service  upon  the  lobby  investigaUng  committee 
«ml  the  Senate  remaining  in  session  from  10  o'dock  in  the 
momlSg  untif  10.Jo  at  night.  It  is  utterly  impossible  for  me  or 
Sdeed.  for  any  Member  of  the  Senate  te  make  this  khid  of  an 

^°slf^Mr.  President,  I  want  now  to  make  this  observation      I 
think  It  Is  a  just  critidsm.    Here  we  have  pending  an  important 
JSufe  of'tirtarilT  bill  that  Is  sojng  to  affect  the  P^i^etb^^^^^ 
and  haiwiuess  of  millions  of  people  In  this  country     We  are  now 
wrlting^he  most  important  bill  that  will  be  written  during  the 
tem»  of  any  present  Member  of  the  Senate.     I  can  not  nnder- 
Sd  why  there  should  be  such  haste:  I  can  not  understand 
whrtlTe  "  Young  Turks "   have  suggested   that   they  want  to 
write  any  bill  "in  a  reasonable  time."    My  opinion  is  that  we 
ought  to  write  a  reasomible  bill,  no  matter  what  time  it  may 
teke     The  project  is  so  great,  the  happiness  and  welfare  of  our 
^ple  are  so  important,  that  the  subject  Is  worthy  «' the  utm^ 
Sideration.     Those  who  contend  that  increased  duties  will 
aWlabo?  ought  to  have  an  opportunity  and  the  time  to  presen 
?heir  views  .those  who  claim  that  they  will  aid  industry  ought 
to  have  tiie  time  and  the  opportunity  to  present  thdr  vlewa    I 
do  not  m«in  te  make  si^eeches.    Speeches  would  be  curtailed  If 
fSe  Members  of  the  Senate  had  time  in  whidi  te  make  proper 
SialvUs     The  entire  analysis  which  I  have  presented  here  this 
m  S'  I  prepared  between  adjournment  last  night  and    he 
S^n iug  of  the  session  this  morning.     That  Is  unfair  to  the 
Members  of  the  Senate,  but  I  am  not  concerned  about  our  indi- 
vidual welfare  or  happiness  or  comfort.     What  I  am  concerned 
about  is  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  the  country. 

It  does  not  concern  us  Individually,  but  it  does  concern  our 
n«K)Dle  It  concerns  the  working  man;  It  concerns  industry; 
It  concerns  the  farmer;  It  concerns  the  c-onsumer;  and  every 
man    woman,  and  child  is  a  consumer. 

Hereafter  I  shall  undertake  to  Insist  that  we  shall  have  a 
"  reasonable  time  "  within  which  to  make  proper  analyses.  Mr. 
President  I  think  if  we  had  had  the  opportunity  to  analyze 
the  bill  with  the  aid  and  assistance  and  ability  and  patriotism 
and  loyalty  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  to  the  best 
Interests  of  the  country,  we  could  have  saved  much  tline  in 
debate.  More  than  that,  we  could  have  written  a  schedule,  or 
certain  paragraph,  at  least,  that  under  the  protective  tiieoir 
might  afford  protection  to  the  working  man  and  might  afford 
protection  to  industry,  without  creating  a  great  wall  of  privi- 


lege behind  whicli  industries  may  organtoe  their  monopolies 
and  their  feudallsuL 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

Mr  BLAINE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Blaasachusetta. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  want  to  join  with  the  S^^ 
ator  frtMu  Wisconsin  in  his  criticism  of  the  manner  in  whi<A 
the  bill  Is  now  bdng  treated  and  considered  in  the  Senate,  r 
think  It  is  deplorable  that  we  have  reached  the  stage  by  reascnc 
of  day  and  night  sessions  where  we  have  not  now  intelligent; 
discussion  because  of  the  Inability  of  Senators  to  And  time 
outside  of  the  hours  devoted  to  the  sessions  of  the  Senate  to 
review  and  study  the  evld«ice  and  the  Information  that  la  at" 
hand,  with  respect  to  the  numerous  protection  questi<MUi  in. 
these  various  schedules.  At  best  the  subject  of  the  tariff  iM 
involved  and  highly  technical. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Under  these  drciunstances.  Senators  are  noC 
responsible  for  Inaccuracies  of  stateanent  which  they  may  make. 
Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  We  may  have  previously, 
made  mistakes  in  prolonged  debate  and  unsound  concluslooa, 
but  now  we  are  not  In  a  position  to  give  thought  or  study  or 
intelligent  consideration  to  these  Important  schedules.  For  the 
life  of  me  I  can  not  see  why  it  Is  of  supreme  importance  to 
get  this  bill  passed  next  week  or  the  week  after.  The  im- 
portant thing  is  that  when  the  bill  shall  be  passed  to  have  It 
pass  after  the  most  favorable,  ablest,  and  best  discussion  that 
can  be  had  upon  all  phases  and  all  questions  involved  in  the 
measure.  The  pubUc  interest  will  be  best  served  not  by  haste 
in  the  enactment  of  an  undigested  blU  but  by  the  enactonent 
finally  of  a  biU  that  shall  have  been  thoroughly  threshed  out 
and  thoroughly  considered.  „       .      ^        «,* 

I  can  not  exaggerate,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Wis* 
cousin,  how  strongly  I  feel  against  the  Insistence  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  night  sessions.  I  have  not  had  time  to  confer  with  thei 
leader  upon  this  side  of  the  Chamber,  tiie  Senator  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons],  whose  condition  of  health  prevent* 
him  from  being  here  at  night.  I  liave  not  had  time  to  confer 
with  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gboboe],  who  is  in  charge 
of  the  pending  schedule.  I  have  not  had  time  to  confer  with 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  or  other  Senators,  not  even  with 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot].  If  we  had  even  our 
nights  to  ourselves,  we  could  sit  down  together  and  talk  over 
some  of  these  matters ;  we  could  exchange  views  and  come  to 
an  intdllgwit  determination  and  at  least  an  agreement  upoa 
the  facts.  ^         .  „  .  ^  . 

The  present  procedure  is  an  outrage,  and  the  public  ought  to 
know  that,  whoever  may  be  responsIWe  for  lashing  us  into  the 
holding  of  continuous  sessions  from  10  o'clock  in  the  morning 
until  10.30  at  night.  It  is  to  result  in  a  poorly  drafted,  ill-con- 
sidered measure.  ^  „     _^^^      .    ^  ». 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  agree  fully  with  what  he 
has  said  in  reference  to  the  manner  in  which  we  are  being  driven 
to  consider  the  bill,  with  undue  and  Improper  haste,  at  the  ex- 
pense  of  the  health  of  the  Members  of  this  body.    I  am  amazed 
at  the  vitality  that  has  been  shown  and  the  patience  and  the 
courage  that  have  been  displayed  by  certain  Senators  who  have 
been  here  day  after  day  and  week  after  week  during  this  long 
session.    I  tell  you,  Mr.  President,  that  while  they  may  be  able 
to  stand  it  now,  a  crack  and  a  crash  will  come.    I  am  not  go- 
ing to  be  respon!«Ible  for  It.    No  one  can  convince  me  that  men 
of  the  age  of  those  who  are  in  this  body,  men  who  have  been 
through  the  long  summer  months,  day  and  night,  giving  thdr 
whole  mind  and  strength  to  these  problems,  without  opportunity 
of  recreation,  are  not  shortening  their  lives,  are  not  hastening 
the  end  of  their  honorable  careers  by  being  obliged  to  remain 
in  this  Chamber  during  these  days  from  10  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing until  10.30  at  night.     It  is  the  height  of  foolishness  and 
folly ;  it  is  more  than  that,  it  is  bordering  on  criminallt.v.    How- 
ever, enough  of  that,  because  it  is  all  in  vain ;  the  temper  of 
this  body  is  such — and  it  can  not  help  but  be  such  with  theee 
long  hours— that  they  can  not  look  at  these  questions  fairly  and 
consider  them  cautiously  and  carefully.     We  are  being  driven 
like  a  herd  of  cattle  to  tiike  up  this  question  and  that  question 
and  adopt  it  or  reject  It  without  knowing  what  the  real  issue  is. 
Now  I  wish  to  speak  to  the  matter  which  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  has  been  di.«>cu8sing.     I  hope  he  will  panl<m  me  for 
taking  so  much  of  his  time  in  referring  to  the  matter  of  unduly 
long  sessions,  which  I  have  just  discussed.    I  should  now  like 
to  say  to  the  Senator  that,  from  his  point  of  view,  he  has  made 
a  very  forcible  presentation  of  the  condition  as  he  sees  it  In  the 
textile  Industry  as  a  whole.    As  to  some  of  tlie  things  he  has 
said  regarding  the  prosperity  of  some  branches  of  the  industry, 
I  would  not  differ  from  him  at  all ;  but  it  is  unfortunate  that  he 
makes  the  speech  he  is  making  on  this  particular  paragraph  of 
the  blU.    On  swne  of  the  paragraphs  in  this  sdiedule  he  could 
make  the  speech  he  is  now  ddivertng  most  effectively,  and  the 
Senator  is  fair  woogh  to  say  eo.    If  he  is  convinced  that  than 
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li  a  cue  far  protectkn  Mid  JMtke  tbown  is  any  pmttkufOtar  para- 
graph, be  will  be  fair  enough,  I  beUeve,  to  admit  it  I  know  that 
to  be  so  becaoae  be  bas  abown  daring  bis  canjer  bare  an  cq^ec- 
mlndedneM  and  fairness  tbat  is  eommendaMe.' 

Bot  now,  to  come  rigbt  to  tbe  point  what  I  am  aeddng  to 
.obtain  for  this  onb leached  cotton-cloth  Indivtry  is  not  increased 
!prote«tioa.  What  I  am  seeking  is  to  prerent  a  redaction  in  tbe 
premtmt  protection  by  reason  of  a  change  of  tlte  system  of  levy- 
ing rates  which  the  House  provided  as  compared  with  the 
present  law.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  ii  tbat  is  not  a 
fair  statement  In  saimtance. 

Mr.  8MOOT.     Mr.  President 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsta 
yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  first  want  to  make  an  obaeryu- 
tftoo,  and  then  I  will  yield. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massacbnsetts.  I  will  not  ask  tbe  Senator 
froan  Utah  to  answer  the  question  now,  because  it  is  not  fair  to 
tbe  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  If  I  could  get  a  3-foot  ruler ;  if  Omndy  had 
anly  furnisbed  ns  with  a  3-foot  ruler,  I  cooid  add  some  very 
Interesting  information  to  this  dlscnasion. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  is  a  tape  line  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  A  tape  line  will  not  do;  it  worms  around  too 
much.    I  want  to  go  on  a  straight  line. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massadiasetts.  Mr.  Presidei^  it  is  not  fair 
to  the  Senator  to  be  contlonally  interrupting  him,  bnt  I  stHmkl 
Hke  to  make  Jost  one  other  otwerration.  What  this  profriso  does 
is  to  correct  tbe  faiiare  of  the  rates  as  provided  by  the  Hoose 
to  give  protection  to  all  classes  of  the  cottoo-eioth  indoatry.  In 
«(tber  words,  this  proviso  is  tbe  one  amendment  in  this  S(^ed«lo 
wbieb  will  enaltle  the  cotton-dotb  industry ,  diat  pert  of  the  in- 
dustry which  is  faced  with  serioos  cimipetitioii  from  imports,  to 
Jiave  not  less  than  but  at  least  as  mnch  and  a  littie  more  by 
t  per  cent.  I  believe,  than  tlie  present  protection. 

Tbe  grades  of  cotton  dotb  tbat  are  imported  ai«  t>etween  the 
cooats  of  M  and  7a  Tbat  class  of  doth,  between  these  yam 
counts,  by  reason  of  tbe  diange  in  the  Hoose  rates,  will  not 
receive  tbe  same  protection  whlck  It  is  receiving  under  tbe  pres- 
cat  law.    Tbat  was  all  gone  into,  however,  at  length  last  ni^t 

Mr.  BULINE.  Let  me  say  to  tlie  Senator  Utrnt  as  to  some 
gradea  of  dotb  there  have  been  material  importatioaa,  but  as  to 
a  great  aMny  others  tbere  have  tHm  practieally  no  Importa- 
tions. I  want  to  point  out  that  average  yam  No.  58  at  un- 
bleadied  cooutabla  ooctoa  doth  bore  an  ad  valorem  rate  under 
tbe  1982  act  of  46  per  cent  Tbe  finance  Cknnmlttee  has  tn- 
ereased  tbat  to  101^  per  cent— an  increaae  of  over  100  per 
oeBt— and  yot  in  11128  only  |80  worth  was  Inqpocted. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  But  that  has  no  retacnoe 
40  any  item  in  this  paragraph. 

Mr.  BLAINS.  We  are  discosainc  parsgnpb  901  and  wben 
puragiapb  908  is  discussed  it  also  covers  paragraph  9M,  becanae 
one  is  the  basis  of  tbe  other,  as  I  uaderstand  it 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachasetts.  I  have  do  inftirmatioa  that 
leads  me  to  the  eondusion  tbe  Senator  bas  rcacbcd  about  this 
paragraph.  What  be  saya  may  be  true  as  to  some  other  pan- 
graphs. 

Mr.  BJLAINB.  Paragraph  903  is  not  aoalyied  by  the  Tariff 
OommisslMi ;  paragraph  901  is  analysed,  becanae  paragraph  904 
gives  the  basis  of  tbe  progresaive  rates  tbat  are  levied  under  tbe 
two  sections.  So  wben  we  are  discussing  paragraph  904  we  are 
discussing  also  paragraph  003,  and  we  can  not  diacnss  paragraph 
908  without  diacussing  paragraiA  904.  They  go  together.  We 
mi^it  just  as  well  put  paragraphs  003  and  904  in  one  paragraph 
Instead  of  in  two  paragraphs. 

I  want  to  add  that  thae  are  many  more  tncreaaea,  not  ao  ex- 
osBsive,  bnt  very  excessive  where  there  are  practically  no  invor* 
tatioos  whatever.  Senators  if  they  had  time  would  very  reaidily 
observe  such  to  be  tbe  case. 

Mr.  WALSH  ot  Massacbnsetts.  May  I  present  Just  a  thought 
there  and  then  I  will  subside?  Tbe  Senator  has  been  very  kind 
in  yielding. 

Mr.  BLAINB.  I  was  going  to  say  that  I  am  having  a  taMe 
SMde  up  covering  the  points  I  have  beoi  discussing,  but  it  is 
such  a  tremeodoQS  task  that  I  doubt  if  it  can  be  furnished  to  me 
to-day. 

Mr.  WAL8H  of  Maasacbusetta.  As  the  8en*tor  well  knows, 
unbleached  cotton  cloths  are  of  many  kinds.  Thore  are  some 
mills  tbat  make  a  spedal  grade,  others  another  grade,  and  others 
still  another  grade.  Very  few  of  them  make  all  the  different 
grades  because  they  regnire  different  Iombs  and  skill  of  a  dif- 
ferent kind,  and  some  of  the  doths  produced  vary  greatly  in 
value.  So  that  thou^  tbe  Imports  may  be  small  as  to  a  num- 
ber of  grades.  If  they  are  large  as  affecting  one  partieular  grade 
of  oacton  dotb,  tl^y  sMy  put  out  of  busineas  this  mill  or  that 
'■iiU  or  another  whlck  la  angaged  in  tbe  manu/artare  of  tte 
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1  uticniar  type  ctf  eottna  doth.  In  other  words,  we  can  not 
t  rink  at  one  mill  as  making  all  grades  of  cotton  cloth  We 
I  ave  got  to  think  of  a  mill  here  and  a  miU  there,  and  a  mill 
B  jme  place  else  that  make  different  grades,  different  Hnes.  One 
g  rade  of  doth  is  not  affected  at  all  by  imports,  and  yet  another 
^e  may  be  very  aeriously  affected  by  imports. 

Mr.   BLAINE.    Can  the   Senator  Justify  an  excessive  tariff 

te  on  a  cotton  doth  of  which  there  are  only  $80  worth  ot 

porta  tlons? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  certainly  can  not  justify 

at 

Mr.  BLAINE.    Such  an  Industry  ought  to  go  out  of  businesa 

e  consumers  ought  not  to  be  burdened  with  such  an  ineffec- 
tive organization.  I  refer  to  an  industry  that  can  not  comp^« 
Inst  $80  Importation.  The  American  people  ought  not  to  be 
bbrdened  by  some  of  these  Industries  that  clearly  can  not  suc- 
0  «d  unless  they  are  paid  a  trem^idous  subsidy.  Such  factories 
t  lat  are  dosed  ou^ht  to  be  closed. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator 
vill  recall  that  yesterday  I  opposed  an  increased  duty  on 
tlireads  that  are  manufactured  in  my  own  State  because  the 
L  sports  were  only  $124,000,  and  there  was  no  need  of  an  in- 
c  leased  duty.    I  opposed  it 

I  thank  the  Senator  for  his  great  generosity  in  yielding  to  me. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  I  call  attention  now  to  another  item,  just 
t;  iken  at  random.  On  every  page  you  can  find  aU  the  way  from 
tm  to  a  score  of  these  items.  The  average  yam  No.  45  of  the 
tinbleached  cotton  cloth  bore  a  rate  of  duty  under  the  1922  act 
ot  21.25  per  cent     The  ad  valorem  equivalent  was  30.21  per 

0  ent  and  the  Senate  conunittee  increased  that  to  39.64  per  cent ; 
and  as  I  get  the  figures,  using  Mr.  Grundy's  yardstick  here — 
and  it  Is  a  poor  one — the  importations  are  less  than  $4,000. 
<hwe  is  no  justification  for  imposing  a  tremendous  increase 
oc  tariff  where  the  importation  Is  of  such  a  small  character. 

I  Moreover,  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  make  an  observation 
a  boot  the  men  who  are  in  the  silk  industry.  I  am  not  referring 
t>  the  Cheneys,  who  would  like  to  build  up  here  a  monopoly, 
and  create  a  sort  of  a  kingdom  with  a  feudal  system  where 
Mr.  Cheney  might  be  the  king  and  his  sons  and  daughters  tbe 
{rinces  and  princesses.  I  am  speaking  of  the  rank  and  file  of 
tie  silk  manufacturers  of  the  United  States.  They  come  in 
4«e  and  say,  "  We  do  not  want  any  increases  In  the  tariff 
tes."  Why?  They  will  tell  you  why.  They  will  tell  you 
t  Japan  and  France  have  certain  silk;  that  the  French. 
ially,  are  great  designers  of  color,  of  shade  and  mode, 
t  silk  comes  into  America.  It  is  made  by  artisans  of 
ce,  workmen  who  have  engaged  In  the  business  for  years, 
Antil  they  arc  highly  skilled ;  and  to  a  large  extent  it  Is  hand- 

1  aade,  or,  at  least,  the  hand  performs  a  large  function  in  making 
1  be  silk.  That  silk  in  America  creates  interest  It  creates  a 
demand.     It   establishes   designs,   figures.     It   advertises   silk. 


he  American  manufacturer,  to  a  certain  extent,  can  imitate 

t  silk,  and  thereby  receive  the  benefits  of  the  creations  of 

other  nation,  and  thereby  increase  the  demand  for  silk  Idaitl- 

tbe  same  as  that  Japanese  silk ;  and  so  with  cotton  fabrics. 

e  English  fabric,  the  French  fabric,  create  designs  in  cotton 

ric,  and  their  importations  are  negligible,  but  they  are  of 

■  tance  to  the  American  textile  industry  in  that  they  blaze 

e  way  in  patterns,  in  colors,  in  designs.    The  American  manu- 

cturer  Is  the  b^ieflciary  of  the  creations  of  a  foreign  country. 

be  artisans  do  not  get  tlie  benefit.     Their  importation  is  but 

ttle;  bnt  it  Is  their  brain  and  their  skill  and  their  workman- 

p  that  has  made  a  fine  design,  created  and  beatitifully  ap- 

led.    That  appeals  to  the  American  people,  and  popularizes 

le  use  of  such  material;  and  the  American  textile  manufac- 

ra,  through  mass  jwoduction,  accept  those  designs,  and  they 

iecelve  the  benefit     So  instead  of  these  importations  bdng  a 

^urse  to  the  textile  industry  they  are  beneficial. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
idd  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  BLAINE.     I  do. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Does  not  the  Senator  differentiate  be- 
een  a  high  tariff  on  a  luxury  like  silk,  and  a  tariff  on  a 
nuDodity  within  the  reach  of  the  mass  of  the  people  like 
ottnn?  I  follow  the  Senator  in  his  discus.sion  about  cotton; 
ut  when  he  discusses  silk  I  have  an  entirely  different  view- 
hat. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Tbe  only  trouble  with  the  Senator's  question 
that  his  premises  are  incorrect.  Silk  is  no  longer  a  luxury. 
Vhy,  silk  is  in  common  use.  The  wholesalers  to  day  will  sell  a 
^ery  fair  grade  of  sOk  dress  for  about  $6.75  that  can  retail 
ill  the  way — depending  upon  who  the  retailer  Is — from  $10  to 
12.  The  wholesaler  can  sell  a  very  fine  silk  dress  at  whole- 
ale  for  from  $10  to  $14  that  retails  in  the  market  for  all  the 
vay  from  $15  up  to  $24.     Those  dresses,  those  silk  fabrics. 
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have  ceased  to  be  a  luxury.  The  silk  fabrics  of  to-day  are 
going  into  the  home  of  everyone,  l)ecause  they  are  economical. 
The  silk  fabrics  make  beautiful  garments.  They  are  light  they 
are  agreeable,  they  will  yidd  to  a  cleansing  process  that  Is  not 
expensive.  Their  durability  is  great.  Talk  to  the  women  of 
America  and  they  will  inform  you  that  silk  such  as  I  have 
been  discussing  Is  no  longer  a  luxury.  It  is  the  common  posses- 
sion of  every  family. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  fnnn  Wisconsin 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  BLAINB.    I  yield.                                             ^              ^ 
Mr   GOPEIiAND.    Do  the  constituents  of  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  wear  $6  neckties?    That  is  the  kind  of  silk  I  am  talk- 
ing about.    We  have  that  sUk,  made  on  the  Jacquard  loom 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Mr.  President,  that  is  begging  the  question. 
Mr.  COPELAND.    I  do  not  think  it  is. 

Mr  BLAINB.  Oh,  yes.  The  farmers  of  Wisconsin  wear  just 
as  good  oeckUes  as  does  the  Senator  from  New  York,  but  they 
do  not  cost  $6.    I  mean  no  offense,  of  course.  ^    .      „ 

Mr  COPELAND.  If  they  are  like  the  neckties  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  they  do  not  cost  $6,  because  he  does  not 
buy  that  kind ;  but  there  are  high-grade  silks  which  could  be 
made  in  this  country  and  give  employment  to  people  l»ere  wltn- 
out  lm™»«lng  any  burden  upon  the  common  people  of  the  <»«ntiy. 
Mr  BI^INB.  It  is  not  the  high-grade  silks  that  I  am  talk- 
ing about.  I  am  talking  about  tbe  silks  that  are  worn  generally 
in  every  family  of  the  country. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  Join  the  Senator  in  that. 
Mr  BLAINE.  The  Senator's  mind  is  going  exactly  in  tne 
same"  line  that  this  bill  is  going.  In  order  to  P'J>|*^t  certein 
high-grade  materials  tHis  bill  proposes  to  put  an  addiUonal  bur- 
dOT  up(m  oUier  qualities  of  cotton  fabrics:  and  exactly  the 
same  thing  is  being  attempte<l  In  the  silk  scliedule. 

Mr  COPELAND.    The  Senator  need  not  worry  as  far  as  my 
vote  is  concerned,  because  I  dare  say  I  shall  vote  on  the  cotton 

schedule  exactly  as  he  does.  .      ^       .  ^  t 

Mr   BLAINB     I  am  not  worrying  about  the  Senator,  and  I 

%rcOPELAND^^°But  the  argument  the  Senator  uses  alwut 
silk  about  these  producUons  that  come  from  abroad,  if  he  wiR 
Jiermit  me  to  say  so,  I  do  not  think  is  a  good  argument  be- 
Su^  if  we  «in  build  up  In  the  United  States  of  America  great 
^S^rodZclS  estabU-shments  where  Uiese  high-grade  and  ex- 
Jens?^8irs  are  developed  we  are  going  to  give  employment 
K^  to  ma^s  of  peoplTand  we  are  not  going  ^  Imp^  any 
burden  upon  persons  in  this  country  who  are  not  able  to  bear 

^mJ'  BLAINB.  The  Senator  fails  to  appreciate  the  full  force 
of  my  argument.  I  think  l  ought  to  clear  up  the  record.  My 
contention  is  that  the  foreign  creations,  the  French  and  Japa- 
S^  ^W.  are  of  a  high  grade.  Tliey  are  made  by  arUsans. 
T^y  hi^  the  most  heautiful  designs  and  coloring  in  the  world, 
and  th?y  are  imported  into  America.  The  silk  manufacturers 
who  mike  t^e  ^^d  $8  and  $10  and  $15  and  $20  dress  fabrics 
ratify  ufatthSe  beautiful  creations,  these  foreign  creat  om^ 
L?re  in  iSnerica  stimulate  the  use  of  silk.  It  is  an  indirect 
nSod  of  advertising  silk.  So  Uie  American  manufacturers  of 
Surfabrlcs  of  the  cheaper  grades  enjoy  the  benefits  that  come 
?roL,^putarizing  the  use  of  silk;  and  if  we  place  an  exce^ve 
S?Ji  u^n  that  silk,  it  is  not  going  to  come  In.  We  shall  be 
legislating  against  the  silk  manufacturers  who  produce  the 
heater  quality  of  silk  simply  for  the  sake  of  taking  care  of 
lome  silk  manufacturer  who  wants  to  monopolize  the  entire 
^oductlon  of  tl.e  higher-grade  silks.  I  am  for  the  silk  industry 
Sat  waSte  to  wntinue  popularizing  the  use  of  silks,  l>ecau.se 
they  do  form  a  very  important  item  in  tl.e  wearing  appare  of 
^7  women  and  children,  not  only  because  of  the.r  beaut.ful 
creations  but  as  well  from  the  standpoint  of  the  health  and 
the  comfort  of  the  women  and  children  who  wear  those  silks. 

Mr    COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  BLAINB.    I  yield. 

Mr  COPELAND.  I  do  not  think  Uie  Senator  and  I  are  far 
apart  but  I  want  to  go  this  far:  I  think  the  bill  should  be  so 
written  that  those  articles  which  can  be  commonly  used  In  our 
country  should  te  sold  to  our  people  as  cheaply  as  possible:  but 
when  it  comes  to  an  article  which  Is  In  the  luxury  clas^  if  by 
a  high  tariff  we  can  create  here  In  this  country— even  though 
it  may  Increase  the  cost  of  that  article  to  the  consumer— an 
industry  which  will  give  emplo.vment  to  thousands  of  people, 
I  am  in  favor  of  such  a  tariff,  and  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  would  be.    Am  I  not  right  in  that? 

Mr  BLAINE.  But  I  think  the  Senators  premises  are  not 
correct.    There  is  no  creative  genius  in  America  in  matters  of 


this  kind.  American  production  la  not  creatlje.  It  in  not 
idealistic.  It  is  mass  production.  Therein  les  the  mistake  IntQ 
which  the  Senator  has  fallen,  in  my  opinion.     Have  I  mada 

myself  clear  now?  ^i^.   k„* 

Mr.  COPELAND.    The  Senator  bas  made  himself  dear,  but 

of  course,  I  do  not  agree  with  blm. 

Mr,  BLAINB.     No.  ^     «       ^ 

Mr  COPELAND.  It  would  seem  from  what  the  Senator  saya 
that  the  American  manufacturer,  even  if  he  were  so  stupid  aa 
not  to  have  this  ability  himself— and  I  deny  that— could  at 
least  send  across  the  ocean  and  get  a  ffew  samples  of  this  fine 
product  and  cimld  imitate  It  Even  tbe  Senator  admits  that, 
but  I  do  not  beUeve  for  a  minute  that  our  manufacturera  can 
not  compete  in  artistic  design  or  in  flnUhed  product  witii  any 
concern  abroad,  particularly  in  Uie  field  tiiat  I  have  in  mind. 
Uie  high-grade,  expensive  product  If  we  are  going  to  tax  any- 
body, if  we  are  going  to  get  any  benefit  whatever  in  the  United 
States  from  a  protective-tariff  system,  how  can  we  dodge  Uie 
fact  that  we  can  best  do  that  by  going  into  the  manufacture  of 
those  expensive  products  where  those  who  buy  them  are  not 
c<-)ncemed  with  price?  ._       ^     ^        j*v  ♦vo. 

I  will  join  the  Senator  in  everything  that  bas  to  do  with  the 
cheaper  products  for  Uie  common  man,  for  the  great  mass  of 
our  people,  because  my  people  are  just  Uke  his  people;  Indeed, 
my  people  are  more  poverty  stricken  than  hU  people  are,  ana 
It  is  more  important  that  they  should  have  these  cheap  80«»- 
But  when  it  comes  to  the  expensive  goods,  the  JacQ^a™  «"*« 
and  the  high-priced  sUks,  I  say,  let  us  give  them  all  the  tariff 
tiiey  need.  practicaUy  an  embargo,  if  need  be.  in  order  to  develop 
the  industry  in  the  United  States.  ^  .«,     ^  *.k»  -iiv 

Mr  BLAINB.  Mr.  President,  tbe  rank  and  file  of  the  sUk 
manufacturers  very  heartily  disagree  with  the  Senators  view- 
point I  disagree  with  him.  It  is  not  that  ^™«^«»»  *°J^»^ 
te  stupid;  not  at  all.  American  Industry  is  not  stupid;  A^- 
can  industry  has  brains.  But  American  industry  ««>*«»■  K'^' 
It  does  not  care  for  creations.  What  it  wants  Is  dividends^  and 
that  promotes  mass  production,  and  there  is  no  art  In  mass  pro- 
duction. In  mass  production  is  Uie  substitution  of  the  machine 
for  the  brain.  . 

Mr.  President  we  have  Just  as  able  men  and  ^omen  In  tte 
United  States  who  might  go  into  industir.  They  could  P^^ce 
as  fine  creations  as  any  foreign  creation,  but  Uiey  */«  n^fPtf* 
mitted  to  do  it.  All  they  are  permitted  to  do  is  to  stand  by  l^e 
machine  and  throw  in  the  clutch  or  turn  the  button  or  tiiread 
the  spinner  or  do  some  other  physical  act  They  have  no  oppor- 
tunity to  devdop  the  art  that  U  wiUiin  them.  That  is  due  to 
mass  production.  ,  .  ,im.i„  i_ 

Mr.  President  these  hlgher-grade  fabrics,  with  very  little  im- 
portations, as  I  said,  and  I  repeat  are  ^'^ ^^^^"^^J"^^, 
have  come  down  through  many  years.  8»«|™"f °  ""^J  ^^®J1 
tlon  and  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  they  advertise  rflks  because 
S  ^ntrlbute  to  the  beauty  and  Uie  joy  of  life,  ?«  "^J^^  *^ 
file  of  Uie  silk  manufacturera  of  this  country  say  Let  «» Jake 
advantS^  of  Uiat  advertising,  let  us  continue  to  let  thoee^s 
come  in,  and  we,  on  the  other  hand,  will  abide  by  thepresent 
Lw,  bemuse  w?  are  able  to  compete  with  ford^  fl^S"^^ 
resiiectlng  the  mass  production  which  goes  Into  the  great  mass 
S^SSSiption  in  lL  united  States/;^  7^'^'^«^*t?e';i? 
are  levying  a  high  tax  on  these  so-called  luxuries,  T^J^^^'^' 
stroylng  the  goose  that  lays  the  golden  e^g.  you  are  destroying 
the  veil  thing  that  mak«  it  possible  for  the  rilk  industries  to 
have  wide  opportunities  for  Uie  distribution  of  their  output 

Now  I  waXto  get  back  to  the  bill.  I  do  not  tiiink  Uie  Sen- 
ator from  New  York  and  I  are  very  much  In  disagreement 

Mr  COPELAND.  Mr.  President  I  whjh  the  Senator  would 
let  me  say  a  word.  The  Senator  spoke  about  the  greed  of  the 
American  manufacturer. 

Mr.  BLAINE.    The  greed;  yes.  *k.*  «««iof  iwi. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Is  there  any  difference  In  that  respect  be- 
tween the  manufacturers  In  France  and  Germany  or  some  oUier 
country  and  our  manufacturers?  Are  they  not  all  the  same  as 
regards  greed?  ^    .,_ 

Mr.   BLAINE.    Mr.   President,   there   is   a   great  difference 

between  greed  and  art.  ^,  , 

Mr  COPELANT>.  When  they  are  combined  there  Is  certainly 
n  combination  which  is  Irresistible.  But  talking  about  greed, 
go  into  some  of  Uie  manufactories  of  Europe,  I  do  not  <»re 
where,  and  see  how  Uiey  work  people  how  their  labor  Is  worked 
from  ^riy  morning  to  late  at  night  12  or  14  hours.  Greed  I 
The  center  of  greed  Is  In  the  European  and  Asiatic  manufac 
tories  We  are  much  more  generous  in  our  treatment  of  our 
neopie,  and.  so  far  as  the  art  and  the  high  quaUty  of  the  product 
iTconcemed,  I  contend  that  the  American  manufacturer  1«  J«st 
fui  capable  as  any  foreign  manufacturer  in  devdoping  a  high- 
grade  product  and  with  Just  as  fine  treatment  of  the  employees. 
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thoufch  perhapfl  not  because  b*  wants  to  fliw  it  to  them,  I  do 
not  want  to  defend  the  silk  manofarturera.  I  bave  no  reai»n  to. 
I  tras  nearly  mobbed  by  them  three  or  foar  yev»  "go.  when  1 
rooke  at  their  national  convention  in  New  Yori  and  proposed  a 
bonus  to  the  (^oMIers.  They  did  all  but  throw  me  out  of  the 
building.  But  when  It  come*  to  an  enterprise  which  has  to  do 
with  the  employment  of  labor  in  the  United  States,  I  propose  to 
stand  for  a  tariff  which  will  make  pomible  the  development  of 
those  enterprises  in  the  United  States.  When  it  comes  to  a 
prodmt  of  cotton  or  of  cheap  silk,  I  am  with  the  Senator  100  per 
cent.  Both  Senators  from  New  York  are  with  him.  But  when 
It  Climes  to  luxuries,  I  am  willing  to  jflve  just  as  high  tariffs  as 
necessary  In  order  to  bring  abovt  the  making  of  those  particu- 
lar articles  to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  PrcsideDt.  ttiere  would  be  no  special  pur- 
pose to  my  eBtering  toto  a  controversy  about  the  greed  of  toeeign 
industries,  Asiatic  or  otherwise.  I  have  been  discussing  pera- 
graiih  904,  and  I  used  the  silk  industry  by  way  of  iUnatration, 
hecave  it  is  probaMy  the  most  outstanding  in  the  leld  about 
which  I  have  been  talking. 

Ail  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  asks  is  an  increased  tariff 
en  some  specific  Item.  He  can  not,  nor  can  I.  nor  can  anyone 
rise  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  at  thlH  time  potot  out  the  items 
wliere  there  Is  material  eompetttloo.  or  detrinental  ctwpetltioiL 
But  I  say  it  is  unfair  to  place  upon  the  backs  of  the  American 
people  this  treaaendons  additional  burden  as  to  all  cotton  fabrics, 
or  nearly  all  of  them,  just  for  the  purpose  of  reaching  these  few. 

Tor  the  reasons  I  have  stated  I  hope  the  chalnnan  of  the 
Pfnance  romrolttee  win  let  this  matter  go  over,  so  that  the  tariff 
expert.«(  may  turn  their  uttentloo  to  working  out  specMlcntlons 
rwrperting  the  items  to  which  the  Senator  from  Massachnaetts 
has  referred.  Otherwise,  it  Is  not  justlflaMe  to  adopt  the  iur 
creases  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  and  I  trast  the  in- 
creases may  be  defeated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  am^idment,  which  the  Secretary  will  state. 

Ttie  LmsLA-nra  Clrbk.  On  page  1!^  line  21,  strike  out  the 
words  •*  or  colored  "  and  Insert  the  words  "  colored  or  woven- 
figured." 

Mr.  SMOOT  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  Presidaat,  will  the  Senatw  yield? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  from  Gte<Mrgla  desires  to  speak 
open  the  amendment,  I  will  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  do  not  desire  to  speak  on  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  suggest  an  amendment,  if  the  Senator 
ftfoffl  Georgia  Is  not  going  to  do  so. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  suggest  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah  that  the  Senate  committee  xmyndniffnt,  iu  line  21, 
page  152,  the  aoamdment  now  under  consideration,  be  stricken 
out,  and  that  we  go  back  to  the  House  language. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  would  then  fall  in  subdivision  (c).  I  am 
perfectly  willljig  to  accept  that  suggesdon. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  think  that  should  be  done. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  effect  of  it  would  be  to  increase  th^rate 
on  these  woven  fabrios  10  per  cent 

Mr.  GEORGE.    It  carries  th«co  into  subdivision  (c),  and  adds 
gx«atiy  to  the  duty.    I  think  wliat  I  have  suggested  ought  to 
ihe  dene. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  ask  that  that  be  done. 

Mr.  WHBKLER.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  know  what  the 
I  effect  is  to  be.  I  did  not  quite  catch  what  tl^  amendment  of  the 
'■  Senator  from  Georgia  was. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  will  tell  the  Senator  what  the  effect  would  be. 

If  we  disagree  to  the  conuuittee  amendment,  then  woven- 
%t«Ted  fabrics  will  be  taken  front  paragraph  904  (a)  and  will 
fall  to  aubdlvifc-ion  (c)  on  page  163,  and  it  will  be  a  reduction  of 
10  per  cent  on  that  cla.ss  of  goods. 

Mr.  WHEELEK.  Is  the  effect  of  it  to  disagree  with  the  Sen- 
ate ooBUBlttee  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  to  disagree  with  the  Senate  committee 
amendmeBt  Then,  that  article  falls  back  to  where  it  has  been 
before,  and  there  is  a  reduction  in  the  rate  of  duty. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Aod  that  disagreement  results  in  a  decrea.se 
In  duty  upon  the  woven-flgured  goods.  If  that  language  remains 
to  paragrapli  904,  it  would  have  the  effect  of  giving  a  10  per 
cent  increase  under  subdivision  (c),  and  an  additional  10  per 
cent  under  paragraph  (d).  The  House  language  .'^houkl  be  re- 
stored both  to  Une  21  to  section  904  (a),  and  also  in  line  9,  sub- 
divisiou  (c),  in  the  same  paragraph. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  ^tossachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  thtok  it  is 
the  next  amendment  tluit  is  of  the  greater  importance.  I  have 
no  ohJectioD  to  that  change  being  made. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  la  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amfOidmait  was  rejected. 
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Mr.  HARRISON.     That  means  that  Che  words 
figured  "  are  stricken  oat? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     They  are  stricken  out. 

Mr.  QBORGBl  Now,  may  we  disagree  to  the  same  language 
in  line  9,  subdivlsi<m  (c)  ?    That  ought  to  come  oat  also. 

Mr  SMOOT.     Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDE!NT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  in  subdivision  (c).  lines  9  and  10. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  wiU  report  the 
amendntent  at  the  tc^  of  page  153. 

The  next  amendment  was  at  the  top  of  page  163  to  add  to 
paragraph  904  (a)  the  following  proviso: 

Provided,  Tbat  none  of  tbe  foregoing  thall  tie  aabjcrt  to  a  lesii  amy 
than  0.55  of  I  cent  per  average  namtxr  per  pound. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  this  amendment  will- 
be  disagreed  to  llkewi.<te.  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah  if  the 
effect  of  this  amendnneDt  is  not  to  raise  the  tariff  duties  upon 
some  of  the  textile  goods. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  means  that  it  will  raise  the  rate  of  duty 
ou  a  class  of  goodw  that  woukl  draw  a  lowvr  rate  under  the 
prorisioBH  of  the  bill  than  under  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  understand. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  he  perfectly  frank.  It  brings  the  rate 
up  to  that  in  exlsttog  law.  and  there  is  Ju.«it  a  slight  raise  in  that 
whole  paragraph.  That  is  what  It  dfte.s.  In  other  words,  it  ki 
virtually  existing  law,  with  the  amendment  we  have  stricken  out 
in  that  paragra]>h. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr  President,  I  hope  thi.s  amendment  will 
be  rejected. 

As  I  said  last  eventog  I  expect  before  the  final  passage  of  the 
bill  to  offer  some  amendnoentK  reducing  many  of  the  rates  that 
were  already  in  it  even  as  it  came  from  the  Hou.se.     The  rates; 
to  the  Underwood  hill  were,  of  course,  lower  than  those  in  the 
old  law,  cutting  them  practically  in  half  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  President,  there  has  bet>u  a  goo<l  deal  said  with  reference 
to  the  cotton  industry.  I  regret  ex('ee<l»ngiy  that  the  schedule 
came  up  at  this  particular  time,  beta  us*'  I  had  mideratood  that 
the  sugar  schedule  and  other  srheduUs  were  coming  up  before 
this  particular  schednle  was  taken  up,  and  consequently  there 
was  some  detailed  information  that  I  expected  to  hnvo  which 
I  do  not  have  at  this  time.  B\it  for  the  beuetit  of  the  Senate 
and  those  Members  who  are  not  on  the  Finance  Committee  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  before  us  the  testimony  that  was  given 
before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  by  Mr.  Sidney,  who  rep- 
resented the  National  Council  of  American  Importers  and 
Traders.  We  ought  to  have  it  bocan.<«e  of  the  fatt  that  the 
things  which  he  testified  before  the  committee  were  imcontro- 
verted  and  uncontrorerrible.  He  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  cotton  manufacturers  of  the  cfxintry  have  a  virtual 
monopoly  upon  all  the  trade  in  this  country  and  are  exporting 
to  Canada  in  large  quantities — that  they  are  competing  in 
Canada  with  Great  Britain  while  they  are  having  to  iiay  about 
12  per  cent  more  to  get  their  goods  into  Canada  than  the  British 
Government  is  having  to  pay. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  cotton  sribedule  Is  one  of  the  be:<t 
examples  of  what  the  tariff  policy  of  the  Government  has  done 
to  the  people  of  the  country,  and  what  benefits  the  worktog 
people  of  the  country  have  received  as  a  resxdt  of  the  high-pro- 
tective tariff.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Grundy,  testi^ng  before  the 
lobby  committee,  who  pointed  out  the  great  benefits  and  the 
great  blessings  which  have  come  to  this  country  by  reason  of 
the  high-protective  policy  which  has  been  adopted  by  the  Re- 
publican Party.  He  stated,  as  I  recall  from  reading  the  news- 
paper accounts  of  his  testimony,  that  if  It  had  not  been  for  the 
high-|M^ective  policy  of  the  Republican  Party  this  country 
never  would  have  made  the  great  progress  it  has.  And  every 
time  an  increase  in  a  schethde  is  proposed  in  this  body  we 
immediately  hear  the  cry  go  out,  "  We  must  do  it  for  the  benefit 
of  labor;  we  must  do  it  because  of  the  fact  that  we  want  to 
keep  up  the  high  standartis  of  living  of  the  American  work- 
ingman." 

Yet,  Mr.  President,  here  we  have  an  exjjmple  in  the  cotton 
manufacturers  of  the  w>untry  who  have  greater  benefits  under 
the  protective-tariff  system  than  almost  any  industry  in  the 
United  States.  They  have  not  only  ret-eiveil'  the  greater  bene- 
fits than  almost  any  industry  in  the  United  States  bat  they  have 
absolutriy  had  in  almost  every  Hue  a  monopoly  upon  the 
American  trade.  What  has  happened  and  Is  hapiWnlug?  To- 
day they  are  paying  the  lowest  wages  of  almost  any  industry 
in  the  United  States.  They  are  p«»ying  wages  that  will  not 
permit,  If  you  please,  a  man  with  a  family  to  live  decently 
according  to  the  srtandards  laid  down  by  the  D^Miriment  of 
Labor. 
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And  now  they  are  asking  what?  They  are  asking  for  an 
increase  in  the  textile  schedule.  There  is  an  old  rule  of  equity 
known  to  every  lawyer  that  he  who  seeks  equity  must  do  equity, 
and  that  when  one  comes  into  a  court  of  equity  he  must  come 
to  with  clean  hands.  They  are  here  to-day  and  I  say,  Mr. 
President,  that  the  hands  of  those  who  ate  seeking  this  increase 
in  the  tariff  upon  cotton  are  crimson  l>ecause  of  the  fact  that 
they  are  seeking  to  enrich  themselves  by  taking  the  lifeblood 
of  the  boys  and  girls  of  the  country  and  by  working  women 
long  hours  and  at  nighttime  in  their  industry.  They  are  asking 
us  to  give  them  an  increase  to  duties  so  that  they  can  work 
more  boys  and  more  girls  and  so  that  they  can  work  more 
women  at  night  in  their  industry  in  order  that  they  may  make 
a  few  more  dollars  for  themselves. 

It  has  been  said  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  some  of 
the  cotton  industries  in  New  England  are  not  prosperous,  and 
that  is  true;  but  it  is  not  because  of  the  fact  that  they  have 
not  had  a  sufficient  tariff.  It  Is  not  because  of  the  fact,  I  re- 
peat, that  they  have  not  had  a  sufficient  tariff.  It  is  because  of 
the  fact  that  some  of  the  New  England  manufacturers  have 
taken  their  money  out  of  New  Er,gland  and  gone  into  the  States 
where  they  could*  employ  the  cheapeHt  kind  of  labor,  where  they 
could  employ  children  in  their  factories,  and  where  they  cc/uld 
employ  women  to  work  at  night.  Recently  at  one  of  the  con- 
ferences held,  I  think  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  eome  of  the 
cotton  manufacturers  of  the  country  openly  declared  that  what 
was  wrong  with  the  industry  was  overproduction.  Nothtog  was 
said  about  their  needing  further  tariff.  It  was  overproduction, 
they  stated :  and  the  retison  why  they  had  overproduction  was 
beiaune  some  of  the  manufacturers  of  the  country  were  work- 
ing nights  in  their  mills,  were  working  children  in  their  mills, 
and  were  working  women  at  nighttime. 

Think  of  an  industry  coming  before  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  asking  to  be  granted  an  increase  in  duty  when  they  do 
not  pay  the  head  of  a  family  enough  so  that  he  can  make  a  liv- 
ing, when  they  compel  him,  if  he  wants  to  stay  to  the  industry, 
to  have  his  wife  work  at  night  and  to  have  his  children  work 
long  hours.  Do  the  American  iieople  want  to  keep  going  an  to- 
durttry  that  pays  such  miserable  wages?  Do  the  housewives 
of  the  country  and  the  laboring  people  of  the  country  want  to 
pay  further  duties  and  have  further  duties  placed  upon  them  in 
order  that  the  manufacturers  can  go  and  employ  child  labor  and 
work  the  women  of  the  country  at  all  times  of  the  day  and 
night,  10  and  12  hours  at  a  stretch?  Yet  that  is  what  they  are 
seeking  to  have  done  in  this  bill.  The  House  of  Representativt-s 
tocreased  most  of  the  duties  and  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
proposes  to  increase  them  still  further. 

Mr.  Pre#»ident,  I  want  to  read  from  the  testimony  givwi  by 
Mr.  Shipley.    He  said : 

Although  the  existing  duties  upon  cotton  manufactures  Imposed  by 
the  act  of  1922  are  the  highest  in  our  history,  they  would  be  enb- 
■tantially  Increased  by  the  tariff  bill  recently  passed  by  the  House  of 
Hepresentativea  and  now  under  your  consideration. 

The  1922  bill  gave  to  the  cotton  manufacturers  of  the  coun- 
try the  highest  duty  to  the  history  of  the  country,  and  notwith- 
standing that  fact 

Mr.  ASHURST.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Montana  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arizona '/ 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ASIIURST.  I  have  been  listening  to  the  Senator's  able 
speech.  The  Senator's  last  sentence  was,  and  I  believe  I  heard 
him  aright,  that  the  duties  given  to  the  cotton  manufacturers 
in  the  1922  act  were  the  highest  ever  known. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    Yes. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  I  think  the  Senator  is  correct;  and  to  that 
connection  I  wish  to  say  tliat  whilst  the  cotton  manufacturers 
and  spinners  In  1922  were  here  around  the  Capitol  urging  Sena- 
tors and  Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  vote  for 
those  high  duties  they  were  at  Uie  same  time  urging  free  trade 
on  the  staple  of  cotton. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  think  that  Is  correct. 

Speaking  further.  Mr.  Shipley  said: 

Our  committee  believes  that  the  existing  rates  have  proven  amply 
protective  and  are  substantially  prohibitive ;  and  that  any  further  In- 
creast*  would  aerve  no  useful  purpose  but,  on  the  contrary,  l>e  hanuful 
to  American  commerce  and  industry  as  a  whole  and  tend  to  increase 
the  burden  of  the  American  conaoming  public  by  increasing  the  costs 
of  a  prime  necessity  of  life.  Our  committee  b^evea  that  this  can  be 
conclusively  shown. 

Then  he  goes  on  to  potot  out  the  reasons  why  that  is  so. 

It  Is  our  belief  that,  whatever  njay  have  been  the  requirements  of  the 
past,  these  facta  will  show  that,  broadly  speaking,  tbe  American  cotton- 


textile  Induatry  to-day  needs  little  or  no  protection  by  castoma  duties 
from  foreign  competition. 

Raw  material  cheaper  to  American  mills  than  to  their  foreign  com- 
petitors:  Most  of  the  world's  supply  of  raw  cotton  is  grown  at  home. 
It  is  therefore  cheaper  to  the  American  manufacturer  than  to  his 
competitor.  Special  grades  of  cotton  are  grown  in  other  parts  of  the 
world,  but  are  equally  available,  since  we  have  no  duty  upon  raw  cot- 
ton. Besides,  there  is  convincing  evidence  In  the  recent  testimony 
before  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  that  American-grown  cotton 
suffices. 

Baalc  manufacturing  costs  lower  la  the  United  States  than  Abroad: 
There  is  ample  evidence  to  show  that  all  of  the  ordinary  processes  of 
manufacture  of  the  great  majority  of  cotton  cloths  are  now  cheaper  in 
America  than  in  the  principal  competing  countries. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  SACKrrr]  asked  him — 
will  yon  make  that  statement  over  again,  tbe  one  that  you  made 
there? 

Mr.  8HIPLKT.  Basic  manufacturing  costs  lower  in  the  United  States 
than  abroad  :  There  Is  ample  evidence  to  show  that  of  all  the  ordinary 
processes  of  manufacture  of  the  great  majority  of  cotton  cloths  are  now 
cheaper  in  America  than  in  the  principal  competlnf  coantrtes. 

That  corroborates  a  statement  which  I  made  last  night  and 
which  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Qor 
URT]  said  was  a  very  broad  statement 

In  their  efforts  before  the  Coaunlttee  on  Ways  and  Means  to  obtain 
higher  duties,  the  American  cotton  manufacturers  relied  almost  wholly 
upon  the  assertion  that  they  eoold  not  maintain  an  American  standard 
of  wages  unless  they  were  accorded  Increased  protection. 

Think  of  it,  Mr.  President!  The  plea  before  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  was  that  they  must  have  high  tariff  duties  in 
order  to  malntato  American  standards  of  living.  What  were 
those  American  standards  of  living?  Were  tliey  the  $8  and  |0 
a  week  which  were  being  paid  women  to  some  of  the  textile 
mills  in  the  South?  Were  they  the  $10  a  week  which  were  being 
paid  to  some  of  the  textile  workers  of  the  country?  Were  they 
the  lll-a-week  wages?  Were  they  the  |l»-a-week  wages? 
Were  the  American  standard  wages  of  which  they  spoke  the 
wages  which  they  were  paying  the  children  who  were  working 
to  the  mills  at  night  or  in  the  daytime?  Was  the  American 
standard  of  Uring  of  which  they  spoke  the  60-hour  week?  If 
those  were  the  standards  of  living  of  which  they  were  qieaklng, 
and  it  is  necessary,  Mr.  President,  that  an  industry  in  this 
country  must  tax  the  consuming  public  in  order  that  it  may  pay 
those  wages  and  degrade  American  womanhood  and  degrade 
the  children  of  the  United  States,  then  I  say,  Mr.  President, 
that  that  kind  of  an  industry  is  not  worthy  of  iM\>tection  to 
this  country. 

It  Is  true — 

Mr.  Shipley  says — 

It  la  true  that  American  textile  wages,  althoogta  lower  than  la  any 
other, great  industry,  are  higher  here  than  abroad,  but  thla  Is  now  less 
true  than  twfore  the  World  War.  Comprehensive  offlcial  evidence  is 
lacking.  There  is  great  variation  as  between  localities  and  Individual 
plants.  But  It  is  believed  to  be  broadly  correct  that  American  textile 
workers  receive  between  one-third  and  one-half  more  than  the  corre- 
sponding workers  in  the  principal  competing  country.  But  this  differ- 
ence is  more  than  offset  by  the  greater  production  of  the  American 
operative.  Cotton  manufacturing  is  now  primarily  a  matter  of  machin- 
ery, in  which  America  vastly  excels.  Automatic  looms  are  tbe  exception 
in  those  countries  whose  competition  Is  feared;  and  will  remain  so  as 
long  as  the  foreign  trade-onions  maintain  their  traditional  attltade 
toward  labor-saving  machinery. 

Last  evening  I  said,  not  from  having  read  the  statement  of 
Mr.  Shipley  but  from  evidence  which  came  to  my  notice  while 
we  were  holding  the  preliminary  hearings  on  the  resolution 
which  I  presented  provldtog  for  an  investigation  of  the  textile 
industry — and  it  is  corroborated  by  Mr.  Shipley — that  by  reason 
of  mass  production  and  automatic  machinery  in  this  country 
we  iwoduce  more  per  unit,  per  man,  than  Is  produced  to  foreign 
countries. 

Even  if  this  attltade  changes,  which  is  extremely  unlikely,  many 
years  and  enormous  capital  would  be  required  to  alter  the  relative  situa- 
tion. On  the  other  hand,  automatic  looms  are  the  rule  in  America.  We 
have  no  recent  offlcial  statistics  at  hand,  but  in  1911  the  Tariff  Board 
reported  to  Congress  that  there  were  less  than  3.000  automatic  looms 
in  all  of  Great  Britain,  while  there  w«*e  then  about  a  quarter  of  a 
milliOB  in  America.     Probably  this  ratio  has  not  materially  changed. 

I  think  It  was  one  of  the  members  of  one  of  the  trade-unlooa — 
Mr.  Mahan,  if  I  am  not  mistaken — who  testified  that  conditions 
had  not  very  materially  changed  to  Great  Britato  stoce  that 
time. 
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Tbe  BOBber  of  looaia  that  may  be  operated  by  one  wearer  rarlei, 
of  counie,  with  conditions  «nd  tlie  ikill  of  tbe  weaver.  la  goMral,  the 
foreksn  weaTer  operates  1  or  2  looma,  with  s  Duudmom  of  4,  while 
the  American  weavfr  operates  froai  6  to  20,  with  a  majdmom  of  36. 

"With  a  maximum  of  36."  this  gentleman  states;  but  I  like- 
wise think  that  the  te«itlin«>ny  taken  before  the  Committee  on 
Mnnnfat-rurcs  shows  that  not  only  were  they  required  to  operate 
36  but  In  some  Insrtances  they  are  required  at  the  present  time 
to  operate  as  many  as  ninety^xld  looms. 

Mr.  WALCOIT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr.  WALCCm.    May  I  explain  that  situation  very  briefly? 

Mr.  WHEELER.    I  will  be  glad  to  have  the  Senator  do  so. 

Mr.  WALCOTT.  When  the  Senator  says  from  the  record 
that  weavers  are  operating  .'i6  l<x)ms  apiece,  it  means  that  they 
are  u.xiug  the  Draper  automatic  loom  which  makes  the  coarser 
grades  of  cloth.  The  number  of  looms  that  a  weaver  can  run 
depends  entirely  on  the  construction  of  the  cloth.  Weavers 
abroad  may  be  more  skillful  operators  than  weavers  in  this 
country,  and  might,  under  the  same  circumstances  and  given  the 
same  machinery,  operate  more  looms  than  weavers  operate  here. 
But  the  foreign  weaver  running  fine  yarns  and  operating  looms 
which  weave  very  high-grade  and  fancy  cloth  may  run  only 
one  loom ;  at  the  outside  he  may  run  two  or  three.  However, 
when  it  comes  to  the  coarse  <Aoth  with  a  small  number  of  picks 
per  Loch,  oaiug  a  coarse  yam,  they  can,  if  they  are  operating 
automatic  looms,  run,  with  no  more  exertioo,  as  high  as  36 
looms. 

I  thought  I  ought  to  amplify  this  point  so  that  tbe  Senate  may 
understand  that  the  individual  is  certainly  not  giving  out  any 
morv  man  power  in  operating  .30  or  36  coarse  looms  than  the 
wearer  abroad  who  is  operating  one  or  two  fancy  looms,  and  not 
nearly  so  much  skill  is  required. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  will  have  to  challenge  the 
statement  made  by  the  Senator  to  the  efFec't  that  the  weaver 
does  not  expend  any  more  energy  when  he  is  operating  36 
looms  than  when  he  is  operating  one.  But,  nevertheless,  the  fact 
1^  that  when  one  man  operates  1  luom  and  another  30  automatic 
looms  the  latter  turns  out  more  units  per  man  that  the  weaver 
who  operates  1  loom.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  stated  that  in 
this  country  we  can  compete  with  the  foreign  product  notwith- 
standing the  slight  difference  in  the  cost  of  the  wages  of  the 
employees  in  this  country. 

Mr.  Shipley  goes  on  to  say: 

In  addHtlca,  tbe  antoauitlc  loom  may  be  mn  at  a  higher  speed.  A 
conaervattTe  estimate  Is  that  tbe  American  weaver  with  automatic  looma 
average*  six  time*  the  production  of  a  foreign  weaver  with  ordinary 
looms.  Obviously,  an  advantage  of  33  per  cent,  or  even  50  per  cent  in 
wages  Is  Dullifled  by  a  difference  of  «00  per  cent  In  productive  rapacity. 
To  Illustrate  the  bearing  at  this  particular  element  of  wage  cost  to  tariff 
protection,  it  may  be  noted  that  aa  automatic  loom  ma  at  a  speed  of 
180  plcha  will  produce  a  fairly  line  doth  at  the  rate  of  2  inches  per 
■lante.  Thtia,  with  80  iooms  a  siagle  weavei  can  produce  4300  yards 
of  cloth  per  week  of  48  hours,  of  a  dutiable  value  of  15  etnts  per  yard, 
•r  1720  fer  the  week's  preduettoo.  The  duty  under  the  proposed  law 
for  such  a  doth  would  be  about  25  per  ceat.  or  actually  $180.  The 
w«-aver's  wages  would  be  about  $18;  so  that  tbe  proieetlon,  so  far  as 
this  olefltent  Is  euaceraed,  would  be  ten  tlme»— 

I  repeat — ten  times — 

the  total  wages,  or  1.000  per  cent,  even  If  tbe  foreign  weaver  receiyed 
nothing  at  all. 

Yet,  Mr.  Pre«>ident,  the  Republicans  stand  here  on  tlie  floor  of 
the  Senate  and  say  we  need  higher  tariff  duties,  if  you  please, 
for  the  pn»tection  of  American  labor  and  to  maintain  the  stand- 
ards of  living  of  the  American  workingman.  Notwithstanding 
these  uncontroverted  facts  the  mill  owners  are  not  only  working 
their  employees  48  hours  a  week,  as  Mr.  Shipley  says,  but  they 
are  working  them  60  hours  a  week,  and  the  workers  are  not 
only  operating  36  looms  In  some  mills,  but  they  are  operating  as 
high  as  90  looms  In  some  of  the  mills.  When  we  compute  those 
flfTures  what  do  we  find?  We  find  that  the  figures  which  he  gives 
here  would  be  more  than  doubled. 

If  the  foreign  weaver  were  paid  two-thirds  of  tbe  American  weaver's 
wages,  the  protection  upon  this  differential  would  be  3,333  per  cent. 

He  is  basing  it  upon  the  operation  of  36  looms,  and  he  is 
busing  it  upon  a  48-hour  week.  Compute,  If  yon  will,  what  it 
would  mean  if  they  were  operating  72  looms  or  90  looms,  and 
working  60  hours  a  week. 

Nor  eaa  this  be  braahcd  aside  aa  a  redoctio  ad  absurdum.  for  the 
actual   differences    make    the    comparison    even    more    remarkable.     Kor 
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although  the  pretection  is  to  the  American  cloth,  the  daty  to  upon  the 
foreign  doth,  and  tbe  furdga  weaver  has  nothing  like  the  output  upon 
which  this  calculation  is  based,  and  must  work  nearly  nine  weeks  to 
produce  tbe  same  amount  of  dotb.  Tbe  foreign  loom  will  not  run  se 
fast,  Dor  can  the  weaver  run  so  mauy.  Rut  for  the  sake  of  falrnoss 
assume  a  maximum  speed  of  150  picks  per  minute,  and  allow  the  weaver 
tbe  BiaximuB  of  four  looms.  This  shows  a  maximum  production  of  533 
yards  of  cloth  for  a  wage  of  $12  for  tbe  same  week  ia  which  the 
American  wearer  produces  4,800  yards  for  a  wage  of  $18.  We  leave 
it  to  our  friends  on  the  other  side  to  find  a  way  to  equalise  this  differ- 
ence in  terras  of  tariff  percentages;  but  will  point  out  that  the  net 
result  upon  such  a  tiasis  is  that  the  weaving  cost  in  America  is  about 
one-quarter  of  1  cent  per  yard,  while  the  cost  abroad  Is  nbout  2^ 
cents. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  see  the  Senator  from  Kansas, 
for  instance,  go  back  to  the  farmers  of  his  State  and  tell  them 
that  he  wants  to  rai.se  the  duty  upon  cotton  textiles  In  order  to 
maintain  American  standards  of  Uviiig  for  the  working  men  of 
the  Elast. 

Admittedly,  there  are  other  dements  which  must  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration, but  this  simple  illustration,  the  substantial  accuracy  of 
which  may  be  verified  by  anyone  in  n  few  minutes'  study  of  loom  opera- 
tions, and  a  knowledge  of  simple  arithmetic,  should  carry  an  important 
lesson  to  those  who  still  believe  that  American  labor  can  not  compete 
with  foreign  because  it  la  more  highly  paid.  A  similar  relative  state  of. 
facts  will  be  found  to  obtain  in  many  of  the  other  procestM:s  incidental 
to  cotton  manufacturing. 

An  illustration  of  efflcieucy  and  high  duty :  To  emphasiie  the  effl- 
dency  of  American  flne-cotton  mills  tbe  representative  of  tbe  National 
Coundl  of  American  Cotton  liaiiufacturcrB,  representing  85  p«'r  cent 
of  the  American  spindles,  before  the  Committee  on  Ways  aud  Means, 
said  (p.  4473)  : 

"  •  •  •  our  fine-goods  mills  can  produce  a  yard  of  cloth  containing 
4%  miles  of  yarn,  and  do  all  the  operations  necj^ssary  to  mnnufacture 
It  for  approximately  9  cents,  conversion  cost,  above  the  matertaL 

"  That  would  aeon  to  compare  favorably  with  any  other  industry 
for  efficiency. " 

Mr.  Shipley  goes  on  to  say : 

This  statpment  was  moilerate  and  well  within  the  facts.  Its  spe- 
cial importance  Is  that  it  illu.strates  two  vital  points  at  issue  :  First, 
that  American  mills  are  the  most  efDcient  in  the  world  ao  far  as 
manufacturing  costs  are  concerned,  for  it  ia  doubtful  If  that  achieve- 
ment Is  equaled  anywhere;  and  second,  that  tlie  protection  accorded 
in  tbe  proposed  bill  to  this  very  yard  of  cloth  exceeds  tbe  total  con- 
version cost.  In  the  absence  of  those  minute  specifications  necessary 
to  ascertain  the  exact  rate  of  duty,  it  may  for  purposes  of  Illustration 
l)e  assumed  that  a  cloth  meeting  this  general  description  would  be 
dutiable  at  40  per  cent  and  have  a  dutiable  value  of  30  cents  per  yard. 

Notwithstanding  that  fact,  Mr.  I'resideut,  in  the  prewnt  biU 
they  have  Increased  that  duty. 

Imports  are  u  negligible  proportion  of  the  domestic  production. 
There  is  ample  evidence,  and  it  is  generally  admitted,  that  the  total 
imports  of  cotton  doth  are  less  than  0.8  of  1  per  cent  of  the  <1omeHit« 
production. 

J.^m  than  0,8  of  1  pcir  cent  of  the  domestic  production  aiv  the 
imports! 

This  fact  of  Itself  would  seem  to  dispose  of  any  quostion  of  a  need 
for  Increased  protection.  But  the  a.lvocateg  of  higher  duties  argu.- 
that  the  industry  is  endangered  by  the  IniporUtlons  of  flic  finer 
cloths.  Whatever  this  danger  may  be,  It  can  not  have  muih  effect 
upon  tbe  Industry  as  a  whole. 

That  Is  the  plea  that  is  made  here  to-day  for  this  very  Item — 
that  upon  the  finer  cloths  we  must  have  a  higher  duty  We 
niu.st  stop  up  the  gap.  The  manufnrtuiers  of  this  c«inntry 
already  have  a  practic:il  embargo  mion  all  of  the  cheaper 
gravies  of  cloth ;  and  now.  to  use  the  language  of  one  of  the 
proitouents  of  this  increase,  we  must  stop  up  the  gap  by  In- 
creasing tlie  duty  on  the  finer  grades  of  doth.  Not  satisfied 
with  redncing  the  imports  of  the  lower  grades  of  eloth  to 
0.8  of  1  per  cent,  they  now  profMise,  if  yon  please,  to  stop  up  the 
further  gap,  .^^o  that  the  whole  industry  will  have  an  embargo 
upon  every  class  of  cloth  produced  in  the  United  States  of 
America ! 

The  statistics  submitted  by  the  manufacturers  tbems.lvee  to  the 
House  committee  (p.  4487,  House  prints  show  that  out  of  a  total 
production  of  about  one  and  three-quarters  billion  pounds,  onlv  about 
twenty-two  and  one  half  millions  wore  cloths  finer  than  number  60*. 
So  that^at  most  this  danger,  real  or  imaginary,  could  affect  only 
about  IH  per  cent  of  the  dome.sfic  produrtlon. 

^  Jlf  •""!  ^  P*""  **°^  *»'  ""*  domestic  dotb  the  importations  are  only 
0.004  of  1  per  cent. 
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Think  of  it,  Mr.  President !  Only  O.lX^  of  1  per  cent !  Aud 
they  are  asking  for  uii  increa.se  of  the  duty  so  that  they  can  shut 
out  that  0.004  of  1  per  cent ! 

The  figures  above  quoted  show  that  of  all  cotton  doth  produced  in 
the  I  nlted  States,  l,7O0,,.{60,232  pounds,  or  98.3  per  cent,  were  number 
m»  or  lower,  and  that  tbe  imports  in  the  same  ctasses  were  only 
6,893,133  pounds,  or  0.00404  per  cent.  A  further  analysis  shows  that 
over  94  per  ce"nt  of  the  dtrmestic  production  was  of  cloths  not  flner 
than  408;  and  that  the  Importations  In  this  class  amounted  to  but 
0.O027S*  per  cent.  Yet  the  proposed  bill  provides  substantial  increases 
in  duties  upon  all  of  these,  and  taxes  them  as  high  as  37  per  cent  if 
of  ordinary  construction,  and  as  high  as  47  per  cent  in  some  cases. 
Our  exports  vastly  exceed  our  imports. 

Mr.  President,  he  quotes  now  from  the  Tariff  Commis.sion : 

Speaking  of  cotton  cloth,  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  says : 
"  Our  exports  have  exceeded  our  Imports  in  every  year  since  1876." 

Since  1875!  Why,  one  Senator  last  night  stood  on  the  floor 
and  said  that  thev  were  only  asking  for  a  smiill  amount  of 
increase.  Of  course,  Mr.  President,  Uiey  are  asking  for  a  com- 
paratively small  amount.  They  are  asking  for  only  10  per  cent 
in  «*ome  cases,  In  some  instances  only  3  per  cent,  but  In  sonae  in- 
stnnces  it  has  been  doubled;  but  they  are  asking  it  because  at 
the  present  time,  under  the  act  of  1922,  they  have  the  highest 
tariff  that  they  have  ever  had  in  the  history  of  this  country. 

This  ratio  of  excess  has  on  the  average  steadily  increased  until  in 
1928  the  exports  were  eight  and  one-lialf  times  the  imports  in  quantity 
and  five  times  in  value.  These  exports  in  the  main  were  in  open  com- 
petition with  the  world. 

Mr  President,  as  he  states,  these  exports  were  in  open  com- 
petition with  the  woild.  They  were  competing  with  Japan ;  they 
were  competing  with  England ;  and,  as  Is  pointed  out  a  little 
further  on,  they  were  not  only  competing  with  Eug  and  in 
countries  that  were  not  controlle^l  by  the  British  Isles,  l)ut 
thev  were  likewise  competing  with  Canada,  and  they  had  to 
pav-  a  difTerential  of  12  per  cent,  and  still  the  American  mani^ 
fartnrer  was  able  to  compete  with  Great  Britain  in  Canada 
after  having  paid  a  difrerential  of  12  per  cent. 

The  representative  of  the  National  Council  of  American  Cotton  Manu- 
facturers— 

He  says — 
In  his  argument  fo.-  higher  protection  before  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means,  sought  to  explain  away  th«=e  exports  by  attributing  thrm 
in  large  measure  to  the  proximity  of  our  markets,  especially  empha- 
sising the  Canadian  market.  But,  on  tbe  contrary,  the  fine  trade  we  do 
with  our  neiRhbor  to  the  north  is  done  under  adverse  not  favorable 
(onditio.is.  For  our  comi^titor  there  Is  Great  Britain,  who  enjoys  a 
preferential  aluiten.ent  of  tbe  Canadian  tariff.  So  in  that  market  we 
are  not  only  able  to  compete  upon  an  even  basis,  but  actually  «Wln«  ■ 
handicap  nmountln«  to  obout  12  per  cent.  There  is  ^-^'^  ""^  f '^ 
ferpnce  between  the  coi.ts  of  rail  transportation  from  our  mill  centers 
and  the  ocean  transportation  from  Lancashire. 

Senator  8a«  kktt  Have  you  the  amount  of  Imports  from  Canada 
nsdcr  those  conditions? 

Mr    Bhipi.iy,  1  have  not  tbem  at  hand.  Senator, 

This  presents  the  anomalous  sitaatlon  of  our  mlll«  being  aWe  to  com- 
netc  with  our  raost  formidable  rival  against  a  handl.ap  of  12  per  cent 
In  the  Canadian  market,  hut  unable  to  coroi.ete  In  our  home  market 
unleM  protected  by  a  tariff  of  20  or  30  or  40  per  cent 

And  I  mi'ht  add,  under  this  bill,  as  high  as  60  per  cent ;  and 
I  might  add  that  we  are  d<dng  It  in  order  that  we  can  "keep  up 
the  standard  of  the  American  laboring  man"  when  we  are 
paving  in  tlR.se  mills  and  in  these  factories  $9  a  week,  $10  a 
week  $11  a  week,  $13  a  week,  tmd  when  we  are  working  their 
children  14  years  of  age  and  16  years  of  age,  and  when  It  is 
necessary  for  the  mother  of  these  children  to  work  in  the  fac- 
tory beside  her  husband  in  order  to  buy  sufficient  food  to  keep 
their  bodies  and  .souls  together!  ^  _,-  ,     .i,i. 

That  Mr  President,  is  what  the  high  protective  tariff  In  this 
country 'has  done  for  the  American  people.  Oh,  yes;  Mr 
Grmidy  .'.ays  that  we  have  prosi^ered  because  of  our  tariff! 
We  have  I'rospered.  Mr.  President,  in  spite  of  our  blgh  pro- 
t^-tlve  svstem  l)ecause  no  country  with  the  vast  natural  re- 
sources we  have  had  could  do  otherwise  than  prosper  as  we 

have. 

Tlien  Mr.  Shipley  says : 

Let  us  again  quote  from  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission: 

"Our  exports  are  widely  distributed.  •  •  '^^"J^^  ^^^  Znlll 
purchasers  may  be  noted  the  United  Kingdom  which  In  1925  bought 
over  0.500,000  yards  valued  at  over  |1,600,000. 

Not  only  is  this  an  illustration  of  our  ability  to  -carry  coals  to 
Newcastle,"  but  It  should  be   noted   that  the  average  value  of  tbew 
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goods  wa*  about  22  cenU  per  yard,  putting  them  well  Into  the  cl;\^^ 
of  line  doths  upon  which  our  mills  espetiaily  f<*ar  competition  fnm 
that  same  customer. 

The  Tariff  Commission  savg  further : 

"  The  United  State's  is  the  largest  producer  of  cotton  rlotb.  and  In 
export  trade  Is  exceeded  only  by  Great  Britain  and  .lapan.  •  •  * 
Imports  are  due  primarily  to  the  quality  of  certain  grades  rather 
than  to  g«aieral  price  comi»tltlon.  The  relative  Importance  of  the 
price  factor  varies  and  at  times  it  is  tbe  deciding  factor  on  a  limited 
number  of  fabrics,  but  normally  the  more  important  factors  appear 
to  t)e  quality,  reputatlou.  Uck  of  domestic  production,  and  specialty 
demand.  •  •  •  On  the  staple  ro<k18  made  of  yarns  not  flmr  than 
408.  there  Is  practically  no  competition  from  abroad:  the  domestic 
mills,  aided  particularly  by  their  greater  use  of  automatic  looms,  can 
produce  and  export  most  of  such  goods  In  competition  with  the  world.' 
That  is  Uie  finding.  If  yon  please,  of  the  United  States  Tariff 
Commission  Thev  can  make  them  and  compete  with  the  world ; 
and  yet  we  place  a  tariff  uiK>n  the  consimiing  public,  upon  the 
housewife,  upon  the  farmer,  and  uiwn  the  laboring  peopie  of 
this  country,  in  order  to  protect  this  industry  so  that  they 
may  employ  children  and  women  long  hours! 
He  sajrs: 

Please  note  that  this  Is  the  language  of  the  United  States  Tariff 
Commission  In  an  offldal  communication  to  Congress. 

The  foregoing  are  some  of  the  more  general  reasons  upon  which  our 
committee  opposes  the  Increases  In  the  proposed  bill. 

Then  he  takes  up  a  large  number  of  the  duties  which  1  shall 
not  take  the  time  c*  the  Senate  to  read. 

Mr.  Presld(>nt,  In  the  debate  In  the  Senate  with  reference  to 
cotton  textiles  In  1922.  the  late  Senator  La  Follette  talketl  upon 
this  snf»ject  for  practically  two  days.  I  think.  He  sp«ike  in 
opposition  to  the  tariff  duties  in  the  bill  of  1922,  which  were 
and  are  the  highest  this  country  has  ever  seen  up  until  the  time 
when  the  House  had  the  Hawley  bill,  and  that  was  the  highest 
until  the  Senate  committee  increased  some  of  those  duties. 

Senator  Ln  FoMette  took  up  the  earnings  of  some  of  the  cot- 
ton manufacturing  companies.  He  took  up  imrticularly  one  of 
the  largest  manufacturing  concerns  In  the  worid.  the  Amoskeag 
Manufacturing  Co..  which  Is  located  In  New  Hampshire  and  in 
many  places  In  New  England,  but  largely,  I  think,  in  >ew 
Hampshire.  ^    .     ,^,,  ^. 

He  points  out  that  in  1910  tliey  made  $760,000.  In  1911  they 
made  $721.0<K).  in  1912  they  made  $1,104,000.  Then  the  ^ndei- 
wood-Simmons  law  went  into  effect  on  the  3d  day  of  October, 
19i:i.  and  it  will  he  recalled  that  In  that  law  the  Uriff  on  cotton 
schetlnlrs  was  cut  practically  in  two.  .   ^.  .^  „., 

In  19L3  the  Amoskeag  Co.  carried  to  surplus  and  dividend 

account  $1,100,427,  as  shoNvn  by  their  '^^P^'^VnllllrlSJ^n  i'^?S 
$1022 (MX).  In  round  figures;  in  lOlo  It  was  $1,079,000,  In  1010 
it  was  $1,079,000:  in  1917  it  was  $1,333,000;  in  1918.  under  the 
SInimons-rnderwood  law.  It  was  $.-,,062,000.  That  Is  one  of  the 
compatdes  which  has  largely  in<rease<l  Its  stock  In  the  last  few 

years,  ,,        *    ^     . 

The  next  cmpany  he  t«M>k  up  was  the  Beacon  Manufacturing 
Co  This  Is  what  Sanford  ft  Kelley  had  to  say  tibotit  tbe  Beawn 
ManuftKturing  Co.,  "one  of  the  largest  cotKm-manufncturlng 
companies  in  the  country,  with  mills  at  New  Bedford,  Maaa.   . 

Tills  company  has  over  $22.".  a  share  In  surplus  of  net  quick  assets 
behind  each  preferred  share  of  $100  par  value  and  net  Unglble  aasels 
at  the  book  value  are  over  *373  a  share. 

These  figures  ere  obtained  after  inventories  are  marked  down  'o 
pre«.nt  market  levels  or  to  the  lowest  price  of  raw  materials,  ftnlsbed 
eoods.  and  supplies  have  reached  In  many  years.  After  these  write-offs 
m  Inventories  have  been  made  the  company  earned  for  the  calendsr 
year  19"©  over  100  per  cent  on  the  amount  of  outstanding  preferrt«d 
stock  In  the  six  previous  years  it  also  earned  an  amount  equal  to 
100  per  cent  of  its  outstanding  preferred  stock.  •  •  •  The  Beacon 
Manufacturing  Co.  makes  cotton  blankets.  The  superior  quality  and 
low  retail  price  of  the  blankets  have  caused  It  to  be  necessary  for  the 
Beacon  Co.  te  constantly  year  after  year  tremendously  Increase  the  sis^ 
of  their  plant.  This  has  been  done  almost  entirely  from  profits  of 
operation,  as  their  capital  to-day  is  «1.200  000  which  ^^P-^^  -^'J 
$SoO.OOO  in  1914.  In  that  year  th«r  total  side,  were  ^h^^  ^J 
IQ-'O  the  plant  bad  been  so  Increased  that  they  sold  $7,627,000  of 
nr«luct  This  gain  In  sales  Is  not  entirely  due  to  increased  output, 
because' the  seUlng  price  of  their  blankets  was  doubled  In  the  last  few 
years. 

The  next  company  taken  up  wa.s  the  Dartmouth  Mill,  about 
which  he  said: 

At  the  annual  meeting  of  tbe  Dartmouth  MUl,  held  In  Novemlicr,  the 
corporation  reported  net  earnings  of  1567.264.  Their  balance  sheet 
Z^TfZ  a  wductlon  In  Inventor,  account  ef  nearly  $45,000.    They 
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paid  Jn  diTldends  during  the  year  on  the  common  atock  82  per  cent. 
In  1920  they  paid  04  per  cent;  In  1919,  14  per  cent;  In  1918,  12 
per  cent. 

The  next  was  the  Ilolines  Co.,  and  the  Senator  said : 

Thin  stock  l«  uow  selling,  according  to  Sanford  ft  Kdley,  at  $300. 
I  quote  from  their  report : 

•The  mill  was  started  in  ahoat  1910,  and  the  common  stock  sold  at 
par.  Therefore,  in  12  years  the  investor  baa  seen  the  market  value 
of  his  stock  troblod  and  has  been  receiving  dividends  since  1916  of 
20  per  cent  or  more;  In  1920  he  received  38  per  cent." 

air.  President,  that  was  under  the  Simmons-Underwood  tariff 
bill,  ill  which  thf  tariffs  were  just  about  one-half  what  they 
were  in  the  1922  law,  and  I  venture  to  say  they  were  about 
one-third  what  they  will  be  in  the  pending  bill,  with  the  in- 
creases that   have  l>eeu  made  by  the  House  and  the  Senate 

committee.  „  _.       ^. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  give  the 
dividends  of  the  last  company  he  mentioned  from  1924  to  the 
present  time? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  do  not  have  the  dividends  for  1924. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     I  would  like  to  read  them  into  the  Rbcx>sd. 

Mr.  WHEELEK.     I  am  glad  to  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  In  1924  they  i)ald  9V2  per  cent ;  in  1925  they 
piild  6  per  cent :  in  1926  they  pJild  4  per  cent ;  in  1927  they  paid 
nothing;  In  1928  they  ijaid  nothing. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  they  were  making  those 
profits  In  1922.  prior  to  the  time  the  tartff  dntiea  were  raised. 
Turlffi!  were  raised  In  1922,  almost  doubled.  Then  the  Senator 
alumn  these  flgurei^,  to  p</int  out,  notwUh»tandlng  the  tariff 
raise  at  1922.  tbcy  have  not  been  paying  m  much  lo  dlrldenda 

Mr.  NORRIM.     Mr.  President 

Mr,  WHKKLKR.  Tlint  shown  to  me  conc1fl«lf«lr  that  the 
tariff  Uwrpum-  In  UrJ2  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  condition, 
liwiiHs**  If  thpy  mad»»  these  profits  under  the  1M8  Uw,  why 
rottld  liit'y  not  ntnkf  mnr«  tinder  the  1983  l«w,  which  IncreMMd 
thf  tariff  rates? 

I  fU'Ui  to  tiM*  HthMittr  trim  Netrraski,  _   ^ 

Mr,  NoUUlM,  TIm*  Henator  im*  rewlly  Mfuwerert  the  f|tt#«(fon 
1  had  In  my  mind.  In  other  w</rdi»,  wn  Iwrease  in  tlM»  tariff  \n 
asked  wlien  llwre  Is  a  demiMiMratlmi  that  nnder  any  fair  cott' 
siderailiMi  an  liK'rt'ast*  In  turlff  did  not  help  tltese  conipMniee, 
TUelr  iruuhltt—snd  ih»7  ai'e  having  ti-oulila  now,  evprylHsly  ron- 
i'ed4««~-4|oei»  not  coine  from  the  tariff,  In  fart,  uttder  tti4 
rnd4*rwo<M|  law,  wIimi  the  tariff  ruw*  were  way  Iwlow  wlial 
tbey  are  In  the  present  law,  tlieee  companies  made  the  large 
profits  referrM  to,  l'n<l*?r  lb<»  pre*»nt  law  the  profits  went  dowr 
until  tliey  made  nothing,  Tlie  women  of  the  country  cominenred 
to  wear  Kllk,  elUc  stockings  were  fashionable,  silk  underclottief 
were  fashl«»nal>le,  everything  was  silk.  Putting  a  tariff  on  tbi 
cottMO  pro<lu(is  will  not  help  that  situation.  It  la  no  remedy 
unless  we  are  going  to  prohibit  our  people  from  wearing  silk. 

The  women  of  the  country  do  not  wear  as  many  clothes  ai 
tln»y  used  to.  The  consumption,  even  if  they  were  wearing  cot 
ton.  would  not  be  as  great  as  It  was  l)efore.    I  said  in  the  Senate 

fe  that  the  present-<lay  w<»man  goes  out  dressed  in  the  verj 
height  of  style.  In  fashionable  attire,  and  has  on  fewer  clothei 
than  her  grtinduiother  wore  when  Mh»«  went  to  bed.  [Ijiughter 
All  that,  of  course,  has  an  effect.  The  demaud  Is  not  as  great 
and.  In  addition  to  that,  meu  and  women  both  are  using  siU 
instead  of  cotton. 

If  It  could  l»e  .«<hown  that  when  tlu'se  companies'  profits  wer< 
low.  as  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  Just  read  the  figures 
when  they  made  les.s  and  less,  until  they  declared  no  dlvidendi 
whatever,  assuming  they  had  been  efficient,  and  had  l>eei 
doing  business  pro|)erly  and  honestly,  they  were  driven  out  o: 
business  l»e<*ause  of  comijetition  fnnu  abroad,  then  there  wouk 
be  some  .sense  in  asking  tor  an  increase  In  tariff. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  of  course  that  Is  true,  bu 
there  is  not  in  the  Record  any  evidence,  and  they  can  not  pro 
diice  any  evidence,  that  it  was  competition  from  abroad  tha 
caused  the  trouble,  because  of  the  fact  that  in  most  instance; 
the  imports  into  this  country  are  from  four-tentlis  of  1  per  cen 
to  two-tenths  of  1  per  cent  of  the  exports.  So.  surely,  it  was  no 
that. 

On  the  other  baud,  one  of  tlie  reasons,  let  me  say  to  the  Sen 
ator  fn>m  Nebraska,  why  some  of  these  northern  mills  could  no 
compete,  was  the  matter  of  low  wages  In  the  South,  the  lonj 
hours,  tbe  speed-ui)  system,  and  the  overproduction  from  nigh 
work.    What  the  Senators  from  New  England  ought  to  advocate 
If  a  tariff  is  .so  beneficial,  is  a  tariff  against  the  importation  o 
goods  from  the  Southern  States  into  New  England.     That  Li 
what  they  ought  to  advocate  if  tbey  are  really  high  protection' 
ists.  l>eoause  if  It  Ls  a  good  thing  to  keep  the  goods  out  of  tbi ' 
country  generally,  it  ought  to  be  a  good  thing  for  Mew  EngUuu 
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if  they  would  keep  out  the  goods  from  South  Carolina,  North 
Carolina,  and  some  of  the  other  States. 
Mr.  SACKETT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Air.  SACKETT.  I  did  not  quote  those  figures  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  any  deduction  as  to  the  need  of  a  tariff,  but 
simply  because  I  felt  that  it  was  only  fair  to  give  the  full  list 
of  dividends,  which  the  Senator  did  not  have.  He  read  the 
war-time  and  the  subsequent  to  the  war-time  dividends,  and 
then  it  was  apparent  that  the  business  fell  off,  because  they 
were  not  able  to  pay  dividends  later  on.  I  do  not  believe  there 
la  any  real  feeling  here,  but  that  the  textile  industry  Is  in  some 
difficulties. 

Mr.  WHEELER.    In  certain  parts  of  the  country. 
Mr.  SACKETT.    Whether  It  Is  because  of  the  lack  of  tariff 
duties,  or  whether  It  be  from  Internal  competition,  or  what  the 
reason  of  it  Is,  there  is  great  unemployment  to-day  in  many 
parts  of  the  textile  industry. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  In  certain  parts  of  the  country ;  but  let  me 
call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact,  as  I  did  a  moment  ago, 
that  at  one  of  the  conferences  held  not  so  long  ago  in  the  city 
of  Philadelphia,  several  of  tlie  northern  manufacturers  pointed 
out  that  tbe  trouble  with  the  Industy  was  that  there  was  over- 
production and  too  much  night  work  in  some  of  the  factories. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  That  was  pointed  out  by  some  of  the  wit- 
nesses and  other  witnesses  gave  other  reasons.  As  a  raeml)er 
sitting  on  the  Finance  Committee,  I  found  It  very  difficult  to 
analyze  the  evidence  and  determine  exactly  the  trouble  with 
the  Industry,  EvMently  the  use  of  substitutes,  as  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  has  suggested,  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the 
falling  off  of  the  business.  Evidently  there  are  some  particular 
counts  of  yarns  In  the  making  of  the  cloth  that  does  cmne  in 
from  abroad  that  might  just  as  well  \hb  made  In  this  ffmntrf. 
There  ttrp  other  reawrtis  that  have  l>eefi  develofied  In  the  testi- 
mony, and  I  do  not  believe  we  can  lay  down  any  one  rule  to 
n>ver  tlie  witole  thing.  The  bnslneeM  is  slrk  niui  It  Im  nnforttl' 
nate  for  the  pet/ple  wlut  live  by  It,  wliether  they  own  or  whetlMrr 
ttiey  work  lo  It,  that  we  are  tun  able  to  fiinl  mnw  way  to  help 
It,  1  think  It  would  tm  n  k'mhI  thing  if  we  I'onid,  I  ran  not  oaf 
that  1  agret«  trnilri'ly  with  tin'  M<llon  of  the  Klnanre  Committee, 
1  was  o|>fswed  to  It  In  nmuy  purttcularM  as  to  the  kind  of  pro> 
tectloii  that  should  Im«  afforded,  imt  I  do  feel  we  have  a  real 
trouble  In  the  IndUNiry,  and  we  ought  to  work  coriNtructlvely 
and  not  deetrut'tivtdy  and  try  to  build  it  up, 

Mr.  WHKKLKU,  Mr,  Pre«l(lent.  I  agree  entirely  with  ttie 
Menator,  bnt  I  could  not  understand  how.  In  tlie  face  of  the 
facte,  the  Ways  and  Sleans  Committee  of  tha  House  could  ralae 
these  duties,  and  then  the  Kliiaiuw  Committee  of  the  Heimte 
could  go  ahead  an<l  raise  the  duth'M  further. 

I  appreciate  tliat  51r.  (iriindy'M  views  are  the  views  of  a 
majority  ot  tbe  Republican  Party,  to  the  effect  that  tlie  higher 
we  get  the  tariffs  the  l>etter  It  Is  f<»r  this  country,  and  the 
better  It  i»  tor  the  workingman,  and  the  l>etter  It  is  for  Indus- 
try. Ho  iK«rslstent  has  Mr.  (jrundy  been,  s«»  i>erslstent  have 
the  manufacturers'  aswK'iatlons  of  New  England  and  of  Penn- 
sylvania and  of  other  States  been  with  reference  to  this  theory 
of  government,  that  they  have  convinced  the  farmers  of  the 
country  thjit  the  thing  tliey  must  have  now  Is  a  high  tariff  on 
everything  they  raise,  regardless  of  whether  It  is  going  to  be 
of  any  l)enefit  to  tliem  at  ail  or  not. 

Tbe  farmers  say,  "  We  want  a  tariff  upon  tomatoes,  we  want 
a  tariff  upon  peanuts,  we  want  a  tariff  uikju  every  single  thing 
we  raise  " ;  and  over  In  the  Ilou-se,  I  understand,  they  even  went 
so  far  as  to  advocate  a  tariff  on  banauiis,  so  that  people  would 
eat  more  apples  In  this  country. 

If  we  follow  Mr.  Grundy's  theory  further,  the  people  will 
come  to  say  we  have  started  a  hothimse  up  here,  and  want  a 
protective  tariff  against  everything  wo  can  raise  In  the  hot- 
houses of  this  coimtry.  This  is  one  illustration  of  where  we 
have  had  a  protective  tariff  from  the  very  beginning  of  this 
(Jovernment,  where  we  have  had  the  highest  prottctlou,  and  are 
paying  the  lowest  wages,  yet  the  indu.«jtry  is  still  sick. 
He  next  takes  up  the  Neild  Mill. 

This  mill  has  been  paying  quarterly  dividends  ot  $5  a  share,  or  at 
the  rate  of  20  per  cent  in  cash  dividends.  01  this  concern  Santoid  ft 
Kelley  report : 

"  If  the  Neild  can  earn  20  per  cent  on  its  capital  in  one  ot  the  worst 
years  ever  known  in  the  cotton  Industry,  what  will  it  earn  in  normal 
times?  It  should  be  remembered  in  consiclerlng  the  dividends  being  paid 
by  the  Neild  that  they  have  not  had  many  yrars  to  accumulate  surplus 
earnings  to  pay  off  their  debts  as  have  many  of  the  older  conn)anie3. 
*  It  ia  therefore  worthy  of  remark,"  says  Sanford  ft  Kelley,  *  that  in  the 
last  Ave  years  tbey  have  paid  successively  18,  19,  20,  32,  and  again  20 
per  cent.'  In  spite  of  these  disbursements  in  five  years,  am.-untiug  to 
considerably  more  than  their,  capital  itock.  they  can  yet  show  a  surplus 
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of  more  tlian  100  per  cent  in  their  surplus  of  net  quick  assets.  This, 
too.  In  spite  of  the  tremendous  taxes  which  the  corporation  has  had  to 
imy  because  of  its  largo  earnlngbi,  because  of  excess-profits  taxes." 

The  next  one  he  takes  up  Is  the  Pierce  Mill. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  As  to  the  Neild  Manufacturing  Co.,  of  course, 
in  the  first  place  they  make  specialty  goods.  They  do  not  make 
tbe  ordinary,  common  goo<ls  used  by  the  mass  of  the  people. 
Their  dividends  in  1924  were  12  per  cent ;  in  1925,  12  per  cent ; 
in  1926.  12  per  cent ;  in  1927,  12  per  cent ;  and  in  1928,  9  per  cent. 
Those  were  tbe  dividends  paid.  I  have  here  the  reports  on  all 
of  the  cotton  mills  in  the  Fail  River  district  and  also  the  Bed- 
ford cotton  ndlls. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Beginnhig  with  what  year? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Beginning  with  1891. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  1  would  be  glad  indeed  if  the  Senator  would 
put  them  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  When  I  address  the  Senate  I  sliall  do  so.  The 
Senator  refers  to  tbe  years  1913  and  1914.  All  cotton  mills,  it 
did  not  make  a  particle  of  difference  where  they  were  or  what 
they  were  then,  made  money  l>ec!nise  of  the  war.  Just  as  soon 
as  the  war  was  over,  most  of  the  cotton  mills  began  to  lose 
money  and  most  of  tliem  have  not  paid  a  dividend  since.  Later 
I  shall  put  the  figures  in  the  RiccoRO. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  he  next  takes  up  the  Whit- 
man Mills,    Has  the  Senator  the  Whitman  Mills  figures  tl»ere? 

Mr,  SMOOT.     Yes;  I  am  (pilte  sure  I  have.    I  have  them  all. 

Mr.  WHEELER,  With  reference  to  tbe  Whitman  Mills  he 
said : 

This  la  Mil.  nt  »h«  Uruimt  and  «»1d«M  mill*  In  the  country,  atUt  was 
rporjiiifdwd  In  IWtfi,  ,\«nltt,  tef^^flna  t«»  tlti"  •••"♦•k  nt  thl»i  rompfiny, 
♦ti»»  tmwp  f«iKTf»  nnfui 

"A  tnun  who  owned  a<»  •tUnrt-n  at  fhut  ttwi-  l«sift  itnd  »««>!»  ttfw  nlm-k 
n*  It  WM  iiHttfa  to  til«  aft^'fwardd  aow  htm  40  nhar-*.  wUU'h  iinU  Mm 
9H,tfHf  Mtid  «r«>  wartt)  nimut  4<>al/l«  ttosi  itmimut  In  tb*  mnrkitt  Hp^Uir. 
Vrom  lt»r  i\t»i rthuttmn  «»f  nil  hiMd*  ttf  Uhm  r^'lH'^v^K|  in  dlvld^itd*  iHww 
tkvn  iiu  mUnt  ftnt  Mm  §(tJ*(Ht  iha  ■ion  */(  $tt,ottiait" 

Ml'.  HMOOT.  Mr,  PreMldml,  did  tb<«  Henaior  tny  Itie  Wcttther- 
more  nilM"? 

Mr,  \^IIKKI,l':n,     No;  the  Wliirmnn  Mills. 

Mr  HMr»OT.  That  In  u  New  Hcdfoid  conr-ern,  I  have  the 
Whittniin  figures  here.  The  WIdinmn  Cfuponitlon  dividend  In 
1924  was  UUj  ift'T  cent ;  in  iWii,  fS%  imt  cent :  in  1926,  3  \h>v  cent ; 
In  11t27  no  dividi'iid  nt  all;  and  in  192N  no  dividend  at  all. 

.Mr.  WHKELKU.  Was  not  that  due  to  the  fact  that  during 
that  iHfrlod  of  time  they  had  some  xirikes  In  the  Fall  lilver  dis- 
trict  and  tbe  factories  were  cIomkI  down  (wrt  of  the  time  be- 
cause of  the  strikes? 

Mr,  HM^)OT.  Tfiat  was  ba<'k  In  1»20,  Then  the  dividends 
drf»ppe«l  from  \>\/-i  to  ,3  jier  cent,  and  since  that  year  they  have 
not  paid  any  dividend  at  all. 

Mr.  WHKKLKR.  It  has  l)een  imrtially  due  to  overi>roductlon 
and  partially  due  to  the  fact  of  the  lalsir  trouble  they  had  there 
in  New  England  at  that  time. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  Is  hardly  a  mill  In  the  Fall  River  dis- 
trict that  has  paid  a  dividend  since  outside  of  those  that  make 
specialty  goods.  I  was  dumbfounded  when  I  received  these  re- 
turns to  find  that  to  be  the  fact. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  does  not  contend  that  that  is 
because  of  the  fact  they  have  not  had  enough  tariff,  does  he? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  More  than  likely  It  would  have  assisted  them. 
I  could  not  «»ay  to  what  extent. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  How  can  the  Senator  contend  that  it  is 
be«^au.se  of  the  fact  that  we  h.ave  not  had  sufficient  tariff  when 
in  1922  tlie  Congress  raise<l  the  tariff,  and  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  most  of  the  mills  in  the  country  have  been  producing  much 
more  than  we  con.suine,  and  our  lmi>oit8  have  been  about  0.4  of 
1  per  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  recognize  that  during  war  times  they  did 
make  awful  profits.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that.  But  fol- 
lowing that  time  there  have  been  two  main  cau.«5es  for  their 
cofMlltion,  as  I  see  it.  One  is  the  change  In  styles.  There  is  no 
doubt  in  the  world  that  that  has  affected  the  cotton  mills  most 
seriously.  The  other  reason  Is  that  the  Imiwrtations,  thotigh 
small  compared  to  the  amount  of  pro<luctlon  here,  have  set 
the  price,  and  that  price  had  to  be  met  cr  else  they  would  have 
had  to  dose  down.  Those  are  the  two  reasons  by  which  I 
account  for  their  couditi^in.  with  the  exception  of  the  difference 
in  wages.  Wages  in  tbe  districts  I  have  metitioned  are  nearly 
twice  what  th»'y  are  In  other  districts  making  the  same  good? 
in  the  United  States. 


Mr,  WHEELER.  I  am  perfectly  astornided  to  hear  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  say  that  l>ecause  of  imp<»rts  amounting  only  to 
0.4  of  1  p<'r  cent  wo  ought  to  have  a  tariff  to  shut  them  .>ut 
altogether. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh,  no;  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Of  coui-se.  that  is  the  theory.  The  Re- 
publican Party  has  gotten  away  from  the  protective  tariff  and 
from  the  competitive  theory,  from  tbe  tlieory  of  the  difference 
in  the  cost  of  labor  at  home  and  abroad,  and  tbe  theory  now  is 
an  embargo  upon  everything  protlu<ed  In  any  other  country. 
That  is  tbe  theory  as  the  Senator  stated  a  moment  ago. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  the  Senator  misunderstood  what  I  had  in 
mind.  I  would  never  conoeile  any  such  thing  as  that.  He 
asked  what  the  reasons  were,  and  one  was,  as  I  stated 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  Senator  does  not  contend,  because  of 
the  fact  that  we  import  only  0.4  of  1  per  cent  of  the  amount 
pr<xluce<l  In  this  country,  that  the  imixnlations  fix  the  price 
of  the  articles  made  in  this  country,  and  that  because  of  that 
fact  we  must  increase  the  tariff  and  shut  out  those  importaiions 
of  0.4  of  1  lier  cent? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  the  Senator  had  waited  I  would  have  con- 
cluded my  statement,  which  I  was  not  able  to  do.  I  want  the 
Senator  to  understand  that  I  do  not  think  for  a  moment  that 
importations  of  1  per  cent  of  goods  into  the  United  States,  as 
compared  with  tbe  amount  prf)duced  In  the  United  States, 
.should  justify  an  additional  rate.  The  Senator  will  find  that 
out  when  we  tMUslder  the  following  paragraph  In  the  schedule, 
whiih  will  disclose  my  attitude  on  th»*  (lucsth)n. 

What  I  want  to  say  U  that  It  Is  l»etause  of  the  changes  in 
styles  and  tlie  competition  here  to  maintain  the  U»oal  trade 
among  the  ndlls  of  tbe  Unit«Hl  States  wherever  overpnsluctlon 
Is  taking  phwe— aiMl  It  haf  taken  place,  and  there  Is  no  do»d>t 
alsnit  it.  I  think  that  Is  the  reason  why  the  prices  of  cotton 
g(»o<lK  have  iMrn  nit  so  low  and  that  llwre  ttas  iK»t  Uh'W  any 
pr<»Ht  to  nuytHH\y  outside  ibe  four  or  Hve  mills  In  the  two  dla- 
trlctw  1  have  referriHl  to  in  Mn««»«cliu«eits  which  loeke  epe- 
clalty  Ko<»d(»,  TlM're  are  oidy  nl>onl  four  or  Are  of  ibeni  that 
have  tnade  a  dollar  dnrlng  tbi*  ll«»e, 

Mr,  U'llKKLKK,  I  Ibink  Ibe  Xenalor  \tt  eorre*!  wiMti  be  «ay« 
fhiit  Ibe  M«(*»M<'biiM*ff»<  ndllx  have  not  mad*'  any  mnwy ;  m^ltlier 
hav««  the  northern  inllU  KejMrally,  I  Hdnk  there  U  im>  «ju*^tloii 
of  dmibi  that  one  of  tbe  reasoni*  I*  ts'<'MM<M«  of  the  fact  of  night 
work  In  the  mllU  In  tbe  Houlh  and  Um  nune  of  ibeati  labor  In 
Ibit  Hmiib  and  long  liours  arwl  ihit  clreicb  <mt  system,  lu^itead 
of  ralsliig  the  tariff  In  tbe  bill  now  Is'fore  ih,  why  down  iM-t  tbe 
Fliiaiue  Coiinnitu^'  reiognl/^-  tbcM*  fadu  and  why  d«s's  not  tlio 
industcy  ItMf  n-cognl/e  tbes<»  farts  und  iry  to  < image  them 
within  lt«4'lf  liiMead  of  coming  to  the  Congress  of  the  Uiilted 
Ktates  aiul  asking  for  an  Increase  or  an  emiMirgo  U|Min  every 
<'lasH  of  c!<»th  that  In  pnHlU'  ed  In  the  country? 

Mr.  nEBRRT,    Mr.  President 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT,     Does  Ibe  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Rhode  IsUind? 

Mr.  WHEELER,     I  yield.  ....... 

Mr  IIEI'.ERT.  Is  the  S<Miator  aware  of  the  fact  that  tliere 
Is  practically  no  coujitetltlou  I^etWH-en  the  northern  mills  and  tbe 
southern  mills  on  tbe  finest  grades  of  g<NKls,  and  tlmt  really  that 
has  not  l»een  tlie  cause  of  the  lack  of  hucw'ss  of  the  northern 

milb4? 

Mr.  WIIF3ELER.  I  am  aware  of  tlie  fact  that  a  great  many 
northern  mills  Iwve  taken  their  money  and  Invested  It  in  the 
South  because  of  the  fact  that  tbey  couW  get  cheaper  labor  In 
the  South.  1  am  aware  of  the  fact  that  a  great  many  of  the 
mills  from  tlie  Senator's  State,  or  at  least  some  ot  the  mills  from 
his  State  and  some  of  the  capitalists  from  the  State  of  Massa- 
chusetts, because  of  the  fact  that  they  could  go  South  and 
exploit  labor  and  get  cheaper  labor  down  there,  because  they 
could  work  children  in  tlie  mills  when  tliey  could  not  do  it  in 
Mas-sachusetts  and  in  Rhode  I.sland,  and  because  of  tlie  fact 
that  they  could  work  women  at  night  in  the  mills  down  tliere, 
have  taken  their  money  and  gone  Into  the  South  and  invested 
it  in  the  South.  Nobody  knows  that  any  better  tlian  I  do  be- 
cause I  was  born  in  New  England  and  I  know  that  is  the  kind 
of  patriotism  there  is  In  Massachusetts  and  In  Rhode  Inland 
among  some  of  the  cotton  manufacturers  tliere  who  have  made 
their  money  in  New  England,  who  made  their  wealth  there,  who 
piled  up  their  fortunes  there,  and  the  minute  they  could  see 
where  they  could  make  a  few  more  dollars  by  going  into  the 
South  where  they  could  work  children  In  the  factt»ries,  tbey 
Immediately  left  New  England  and  went  Into  the  Sooth  to  do 

that. 

Mr.  HEBERT.  The  Senator  is  aware  that  there  are  as  many 
mills  in  Rhode  Island  as  there  have  been  at  any  time  and  that 
tliose  which  have  stopped  have  done  feo  Ixicause  tbey  could  not 
find  a  market  for  tlielr  products ;  b*  he  not? 
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Mr.  WHEELER  They  conld  not  find  It  beoaiwe  of  the  facta 
I  have  stated.  The  southern  mills  have  been  working.  They 
have  t>een  working  night  and  day. 

Mr.  HKBEUT.  I  have  already  stated  to  the  Senator,  and  he 
has  agreed  with  me.  that  there  is  no  competition  on  the  grades 
of  goo<ls  that  art-  iiianufactnred  in  the  North  with  those  inanu- 
factared  in  the  South. 

Mr.  WHEELKR.  I  have  not  agreed  with  it  at  all,  beoanse  I 
Cfiuld  not  an.swer  the  Senator,  and  I  do  not  know.  But  I  do 
know,  as  I  Raid  a  moment  ago,  that  the  Senator's  New  England 
manufacturers  who  boast  of  their  patriotism  and  who  have 
wai)te<l  >t  liigli  tariff  t)e<'ause  of  the  fact  it  is  u^-cespary  to  keep 
np  the  wagefi  of  their  workingmen  in  New  England,  the  minute 
they  found  they  i-ould  get  lal)or  cheaper  some  other  i)lace,  the 
minute  they  found  they  could  work  their  laborers  longer  hours 
and  could  run  their  factories  at  ni^ht  with  children  and  women, 
forgot  their  patriuti.'^m  toward  New  England,  where  they  made 
their  money,  and  moved  out  of  there  and  went  wherever  they 
could  grind  down  labor,  wherever  there  were  no  labor  oiganl- 
sations  to  keep  up  wages  and  conditions  of  labor,  and  where 
there  were  no  laws  to  keep  them  from  p»iying  a  miserable  wane. 
That  Is  a  thing.  Mr.  President,  that  I  am  glad  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Ii^land  has  brought  up  in  the  discussion. 

Every  manufacturer  conjes  here  and  says,  "  I  am  doin;  this 
becau»ie  I  want  to  be  patriotic.  I  want  a  high  tariff  so  I  can 
keep  up  tlie  American  stamlanls  for  the  American  laboring 
man."  But  let  him  find  for  one  moment  where  he  t-au  get  away 
from  labor  organizations,  where  he  can  get  away  from  laws 
making  him  k«H;p  decent  hours  and  pay  decent  wages,  and  he 
immediately  takes  liis  capital  and  goes  there  in  an.swer  to  the 
adrerti.xenieuts  of  some  chamber  of  commerce  telling  h'm  to 
come  <lown  there  liecause  he  can  exploit  their  people  and  i^ay 
them  'low  wage».  and  work  their  pec>ple  long  hours  and  work  the 
children  in  their  factories. 

BIr.  TTDINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  WHKELEK.     I  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  rather  snrprLse<l  at  the  Senator  from 
Montana,  an  intelligent  man,  looking  around  and  seeing  the 
conditions  that  exist  in  America,  that  he  should  get  up  In  the 
Senate  of  the  Tnited  States  and  make  a  plea  based  on  jmtice 
and  hope,  and  thinking  that  is  going  to  offset  the  material 
arguments  that  can  be  brought  against  it.  Does  he  not  know 
that  in  America,  if  one  can  make  money  out  of  a  proposition, 
any  amount  of  injustice  and  unfairness  does  not  count  at  all? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  It  would  .seem  so  when  wo  have  a  tariff 
bill  before  us.  As  I  have  said  reiieatedly  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  It  does  make  oue  lose  his  idealism  when  he  sees  the 
w>rtlid  way  in  which  a  tariff  bill  is  written  in  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States.  There  is  no  thought  of  tlie  consuming  public 
In  the  country,  no  thought  of  the  workers  of  the  country  at  all, 
no  thought  of  the  man  upon  the  farm  excepting  in  the  speeches 
that  are  made  here  xiitou  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  Every  ppeech 
that  has  been  made  in  favor  of  an  Increase  in  the  tariff  rates 
has  been  made  in  the  name  of  the  farmer  and  in  the  name  of 
the  workingman. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  am  really  very  fond  of  the  Senator  from 
Montana,  and  I  Jest  want  to  caution  him  that  if  he  continues 
to  go  on  In  the  manner  he  has  adopted  this  morning  that  soon 
he  may  be  deported  to  Russia  as  a  communist. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  There  are  many  who  would  have  liked  to 
deport  me  a  long  time  ago,  and  probably  would  now ;  In  fact,  I 
understaml  In  the  city  of  Chicago  there  Is  a  man  by  the  name 
of  Jung,  or  some  such  name  as  that,  who  Is  already  starting 
In  with  propaganda  trying  to  raise  money  from  the  Power  Trust 
and  from  the  nmnufacturers  of  the  country  to  do  that  very 
sort  of  thing  with  a  number  of  Senators  and  Members  of  the 
House  who  do  not  agree  with  the  Power  Trust  and  the  mill 
owners  and  the  coal  barons  and  a  few  others.  He  is  going  to 
start  out  with  a  lot  of  propaganda  to  brand  us  all  as  Bolsheviks 
and  say  we  ought  to  be  deiK)rted.  I  know  that  it  will  not  be 
very  pleasing  to  Massachusetts,  for  when  I  am  deported  from 
Montana  they  will  have  to  deport  roe  to  Massachusetts,  because 
that  is  where  I  was  bom. 

Mr.  8MOOT.     Mr.  I^resldent.  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Maryland  ^nsgests,  as  I 
understood  him — what  was  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland? 


r.  TYDINGS.     I  thought  the  Senator  said  he  understood 
I  should  like  to  hear  what  he  understood, 
r.  SMOOT.     I  thought  I  understood  it,  but  really  I  did  nst, 
r.  TYDINGS.     Well,  what  did  the  Senator  understond? 
r.    SMOOT.     What    was    the    last    statement    the    Senator 
ma0e? 

r.  TYDINGS.     The  Senator  got  up  to  criticize  something, 

I  want  to  see  if  he  has  the  statement  correct. 

r.  SMOOT.    I  am  not  going  to  criticize  anyone;  I  want  to 

if  I  understood  what  the  Senator  said, 
r.  TYDINGS.     The  Senator  from  Utah  said  that  he  under- 
sto^  what  I  said  and  I  am  asking  him  to  state  what  he  under- 
sto<  d. 

3i  r.  SMOOT.  I  said  I  did  not  understand,  and  that  is  the 
rea  mu  I  ask  the  Senator  to  repeat  it. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  I  said  if  the  Senator  from  Montana  con- 
tlnaed  to  orate  in  the  manner  of  his  utterances  here  this  morn- 
ing! that  .s<)<m  he  might  be  deported  to  Russia  as  a  communist. 

»[r.  SMOOT.  I  did  not  understand  the  Senator.  I  might 
ad(  ,  thougli,  that  if  the  Senator  from  Montana  is  going  to 
continue  as  he  has.  after  a  while  I  .should  think  he  would  have 
to  establish  in  Montana  a  horse-racing  track  and  make  money 
in  that  way  instead  of  from  Industries  protectetl  by  tariff 
duties. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  am  very  fond  of  horse  racing,  I  will  say 
to  the  Senator  frran  Utah,  and  I  have  not  come  to  the  point 
wh^re  I  am  afraid  to  confess  that  I  am. 

B[r.  WAI.SH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  Mr.  President.  I  think  the 
Si>i  ator  from  Montana  .should  be  w>mmeii(led.  for  he  has  been 
very  consi.stent.  He  dept>rted  hiuTself  from  Massachusetts  as  a 
.Vfii  th  when  he  discovered  the  intolerable  conditions  there  which 
he  las  described  and,  unless  I  an)  mistaken,  he  has  kept  away 
frou  Ma.ssachusetts.  I  think  he  is  to  be  commended  for  his 
con  iistency. 

B  r.  WHEELER.  I  have  not  any  doubt  but  that  many  peoi^e 
in  iassachu.selts  would  not  only  like  to  see  me  keep  away  but 
st»n  e  of  them  would  like  to  see  others  leave  there,  as  I  did. 

\  r.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  On  the  contrary,  we  have  a 
greit  deal  of  affection  for  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

a  r.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  coming  back  to  this  bill,  I 
wai  t  to  repeat  what  I  said  a  moment  ago,  that,  speaking  seri- 
oii'-  y.  I  can  not,  for  the  life  of  me.  understand  how  the  Ways 
!Ui(  Means  Connuittee  of  the  House  and  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee of  the  Senate,  in  the  face  of  the  uncontradicted  facts,  could 
possibly  recommend  higher  rates  of  duty  on  cotton  manufac- 
tur  'd  gooils.     I  say  it  is  indefensible. 

(  f  course  I  appreciate  what  the  Senator  from  Maryland  says, 
tha :  when  one  stands  here  on  this  floor  and  jwints  out  the  bunk 
tha :  is  given  out  to  the  workingmen  with  reference  to  the 
benefits  of  the  tariff  to  them;  when  he  attempts  to  expose  the 
selfl.shness.  the  crookedness,  and  the  sham,  and  the  hypocrisy 
of  hose  who  are  coming  here  seeking  special  privileges  at  the 
bar  ds  of  this  body,  of  course  he  must  expect  to  be  condemned 
anc  criticized  by  that  class  of  individual.  But  I  wish  to  say 
to  he  Senator  from  Utah,  and  to  the  other  Senators  who  are 
seel  ting  hish  rates  of  duties,  that  that  has  never  yet  deterred 
me  from  doing  what  I  felt  was  my  duty,  and  It  Is  not  going  to 
det?r  me  now.  Neither  ridicule  nor  all  of  the  condemnation 
that  may  be  heaped  upon  n)e  Is  going  to  prevent  me  from  stand- 
ing here  on  this  floor  and  pointing  out  the  Iniquities  In  the 
coti  on-textile  schedule  and  the  other  schedules  of  this  bill. 

The  rates  proposed  are  a  crime  against  the  American  pe<^>ple; 
the:  are  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  workingmen;  they  are  not 
for  the  benefit  of  the  farmers  of  the  country.  Anyone  who 
thinks  this  bill  is  being  passed  for  any  HU<h  reason  Is  badly 
mistaken.  Anybody  who  thinks  the  bill  is  being  passed  for  that 
reason  or  who  tells  the  American  fanners  that  the  bill  Is  a  bill 
for  his  good,  in  my  Judgment  Is  misrepresenting  the  truth  and 
the  facts  of  the  case  to  him  ;  and  anybody  who  tells  the  great 
bulk  of  the  -American  workingmen  that  the  bill  is  Ijelng  passed 
In  heir  Interest  Ls  telling  them  something  that,  in  my  judg- 
ment, is  not  In  accordance  with  the  facts. 

I  want  to  see.  If  you  please,  Mr.  President,  the  Senators  on 
the  other  side  go  back  to  their  constituents  and  tell  the  wheat 
farners  how  much  benefit  they  are  going  to  derive  from  this 
bill;  tell  the  cotton  growers  of  the  South  how  much  benefit 
the  •  are  going  to  obtain  from  this  bill ;  tell  the  railroad  work- 
ers of  the  country  how  much  tliey  are  going  to  be  benefited 
by  this  bill ;  tell  the  coal  miners  and  the  copper  miners  and  the 
mai  who  works  in  the  street  and  the  man  who  labors  on 
the  construction  of  factories  and  houses,  the  carpenter;  tell 
tho«  men  how  much  they  are  going  to  get  out  of  this  bill; 
let  them  tell  the  housewives  of  the  country  how  much  they  are 
get  log  out  of  this  bin.  Go  back.  If  you  will,  and  show  the 
pro  its  that  have  be«i  made  and  how,  since  the  1922  tariff  act 
wan  passed,  the  textae  mill  owners  have  lowered  the  wages  of 
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the  workingman  in  that  Industry;  how  they  increased  his 
hours  of  work ;  and  tell  them  also  how  they  not  only  doubled 
and  trebled  but  quadrupled  the  amount  of  work  that  he  had 

No,  Mr.  President,  when  the  Republicans  go  ba(±  to  the  farm- 
ers In  Kansas  and  Iowa  and  Illinois  they  will  not  tell  the 
workingman  or  the  farmer  that ;  not  at  all ;  they  will  tell 
him  that  they  voted  for  a  tariff  upon  cotton  textiles  In  order, 
if  you  please,  to  keep  up  the  American  standard  of  living  for 
the  working  men ;  but  tliey  will  not  tell  him  what  those  stand- 
ards were  which  it  was  desired  to  keep  up;  they  will  not  tell 
him  that  it  was  done  because  of  the  fact  that  those  who  are 
asking  for  these  higher  rates  of  duty  wanted  to  keep  more 
children  and  more  women  working  In  the  mills  at  night.  Mr. 
President,  they  will  not  tell  him,  if  you  please,  that  the  mill 
operators  are  only  paying  in  these  factories  wages  of  $9,  $10, 
$11,  $12,  and  $13  a  week.  That  will  be  kept  in  the  back- 
ground. ,  ....         ,jt 

The  Senator  from  Utah  referred  to  some  data  which  he  said 
he  was  going  to  Insert  In  the  Reookd.  I  will  ask  the  Senator 
with  what  year  do  the  figures  begin?  .    ^     „       . 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  have  the  figures  from  1891,  if  the  Senator 

wants  them. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  If  the  Senator  will  Insert  the  data  in  the 
Rbcobd  showing  the  incomes  of  these  concerns  and  the  divi- 
dends which  they  have  been  paying  from  1891  to  the  present 


time,  I  will  not  take  up  the  time  of  the  Senate  by  reading  more 
of  the  figures  which  I  have  before  me. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  table  to  which  I  have  referred  may  be  printed 
in  the  RE3COBD.  I  will  ask  that  It  be  printed  at  the  couclusioa 
of  the  speech  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  and  not  In  the  midst 

of  his  speech.  .       .^  .  j      j 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  Exhibit  A.)  .    .     ^    .  .^  .  *w 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Senator  has  inserted  the  figures  in  the  Rbcobd  so  that  we  may 
have  some  of  the  facts,  I  wiU  conclude  by  reijeating  what  I 
said  at  the  beginning,  that  I  hope  the  Senate  will  not  increase 
the  duty  on  one  single  item  of  this  schedule  which  has  been 
reported  by  the  Senate  Finance  CommiUee.  I  hope,  before 
this  session  is  over,  that  we  will  reduce  some  of  the  Uriff  ratee 
in  the  cotton-textile  schedule,  and  I  propose,  before  the  bill 
goes  to  conference,  to  offer  some  amendments  re<luclng  some  of 
the  high  tariff  rates.  I  hope  also  that  the  amendment  which  la 
now  before  us  will  be  defeated  and  that  each  and  every  other 
amendment  which  has  been  proposed  by  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  will  be  defeated,  beam.se  I  say,  in  all  fairness,  I  do 
not  think  that  one  of  the  rates  whidi  have  been  recommended 
can  be  justified,  in  view  of  the  showing  which  has  been  made, 
and  the  facta  whldi  have  been  placed  before  the  Senate  of  th« 
United  States. 


ExHnnr  a 

F\iU  River  cotton  milU—RaU  of  dividend*  paid  during  feari  ISOI-IM 

fBouroM:  18«1-1«1,  G.  M.  Haflarda  it  Co.,  Fall  River;  1922-1925.  Sanford  A  Ktltoy,  New  Bedford,  Maas.} 
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Arkwright  Mills -- 

Bamaby  Manufacturing  Co. 

Barnard  Manufacturing  Co.. 

Border  City  Manufacturing 
Co 

Bourne  Mills 

Chace  Milte..- ■ 

Conanicut  Mills • 

Cornell  Mills 

Davis  Mills 

Davol  Mills — 

Fall  River  Manufactory 

rUnt  Mills 

Granite  Mills 

Hargraves  Mills 

King  Philip  Mills 

Laurel  Lake  Mills ..... 

Lincoln  Manufacturing  Co.. 

Luther  Manufac-turing  Co.'*.. 

Mechanics  Mill.s 
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Parker  Mills ----- 
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Stevens  Manufacturing  Co— 

Tecumaeh  Mills 
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ufacturing Co.»« --.- 

Union  Cotton  Manufacturing 
Co 

Wampanoag  Mills 

Weetamoe  Mills 
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ft 

2Hj 
0 


ft 
ft 

8 

<')    . 

6H^ 
18 

ft 

ft 

ft 

8 
10 


1912 


2K 


ft 
0 
0 

IHI 

6 
6 

6^ 
0 

♦HI 

8 
ft 
ft 

6H 
7 


ft 
0 
0 
0 

4 
ft 
4 
0 

♦m 

8 

ft 

ft 

3 

3 

0 


1913 


1914 


ft 
0 
0 
0 

4 

6 
6 
0 
ft 
8 
ft 
ft 
6 

♦HI 

0 


6 
0 
0 
0 

4 

ft 
ft 
0 
4 
8 
ft 
ft 
ft 
1 
0 


1915       191ft 


4H^ 
0 
0 
0 

4 
0 
ft 
2 

2H| 

8 

ft 

ft 

ft 

1 

0 


4H 


a 


««0 
0 


1917 


9 
10 


3H 


6^  *sH 


ft 

6H1 

6 

5HI 
8 
8 
ft 

iiHl 
ft 
0 


7H^ 
16 

U 

36 


1018 


1919 


15 


ft 
30 


Ift 

15H 
12 
20 
10 
8 

40 
•  flO^I      30 
12  12^ 

30  34 

"4^  m 


1020 


lOH 


ft 

25 


10 

14 
14 
13 
14 
10 
23 
30 

14HI 
10 
13 
0 


24H 


ft 
'•155H 


40 


82 
30 
30 
30 

(') 
ft6 
•63Vi| 
36 
48 
27 
UllCHl 


1021 


"161 


0 
12 

7 
8 

(') 
12 

ft 

sm 

10 

6H| 

(*) 


1022 


ft 
0 


8 

•58 

12 

0 

•58 

/■> 
•71 

0 

0 

•58 

0 


1023 


4H 


ft 
0 


1034 


6 
0 


4H 

12 

11 

IH 

8 

(') 

0) 

ft 

ft 

1ft 

3 

10 

8 

0 

1025 


0 
0 


0 
7 
0 
8 

O 
5 

ft 
0 
6 
0 


1036 


0 


0 

4HI 
0 
8 
(') 
4 
0 
0 
6 
0 


1027 


0 

4 
0 
8 

(«) 
4 
4 
0 
6 
0 


1038 


0 
3 

0 

8 

(•) 
0 

4 
0 

»HI 
0    { 


r 


:ii 


• 

5770                       ' 

CONGRESSIONAL  RI 

CORD— SENATE 

November 

19 

FaUKIrertcltonmm»-IUUtfiiMend$pMt 

KHsff  yesr*  /Wf-fMS— Continued 
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1911 
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• 
8 
0 
7 
0 
6 
8 
« 
10 

(«) 

O 

6 

10 

8 

6H 

6 

« 

« 

6 

4H 

2« 

«M 

A 

7 

0 
0 

4 

7 
7 
0 

3 

0 

0 
0 

4H 

6 

64 

1 

« 
6 

44 
'744 
4 
4 

i 

0 

0 
6 
6 

6 

104 
4 

6 

34 

0 

6 

4 

4 

4 

6 

0 

0 
6 
24 

84 
ID 
3 

8 

k 

4 
5 
3 

4 
0 

0 

44 

•4 

7 
6 
16 
6 
7 

54 
64 
0 

4 
14 

19 

114 

•404 

22 

134 
•41 

124 

134 

54 

10 

8 

16 
17 
14 
18 

17 
20 

30 
164 

74 

14 

8 
15 

20 

13 
14 

164 
1« 
14 
14 
15 
15 
9 

21 

8 

12 

12 

'»123 

28 

30 

33 

28 

31 

35 

31 
•1164 

551 

84 
8 
8 
9 
'60 
74 
0 

8 
8 

31 
0 
«48 
8 
8 
8 
1 

6 
0 

4 
6 
6 

8 

»«8fi4 
2 

31 
0 
8 

18 
8 
8 
6 
6 
0 

8 
8 
6 

8 

14 

0 

6 
0 

1^ 
24 
64 

14 

0 
U 

"79?^ 
....... 

64 
20 
0 

36 
0 

0 

4 
0 
0 
0 

10 

8 
0 

44 

11 

0 

16 
0 
0 
8 

m 

4 
0 
0 
0 

} » 

0 

2 
8 
0 

16 
0 
0 
8 

18 

LaunJ  l«k^  MilU 

0 

Lincoln  Manufacturing  Co... 
Luther  Manufacturing  Co."*- 

0 
8 

Merrfaants  Mff.  Co 
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Pjfferrfld 
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Pocasaet  Manafacturing  Co.. 
Richard    Borden    Manafac- 
turing Co 

1             54'        741 

i 

74        11     ;      35 

35             14 
3l4i        9 

0 
0 

Sagamore  Manufacturing  Co. 
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StaJTord  Mills    
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Stevens  Manufacturing  Co... 
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40 

13 
26 
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14 
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6 

Troy     Cotton     A     Woolen 
Manufacturing  Co." 

Union  Cotton  Manufkctui- 
iD({  Co  

0 
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6 
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0 
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0 
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Wampanoag  Mills........... 

0 

Weetamoe  .Mills .......... 

0 

' 

>  Dividends  not  made  public. 
•iDooriJorated. 

*  30  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 

*  20  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 

» 33Hi  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 

*  25  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 

» In  1904  sold  to  Pocassett  Manufactorini 
'  50  per  cent  .itock  dividend  included.     • 

*  60  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 

•*  Prior  to  reorganization  in  IMS,  this  piai 
"  Reorganized. 

M  75  per  cent  stock  dividend  inclnded. 
"  Par  value  $.^00  per  share.    (In  case  of 
$100  per  share.) 
M  Forerioeed. 

[Co. 

It  was  known  as  the  Robeson. 

all  other  mills  shown  the  par  value 

New  Bedford  Cotton  MUU,  raU 
(Source:  Banford  A  S 

is 

cor 

'» 122H  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 

'•  Sold.     Ai  Shawmut  .Manufacturing  Co. 

''  150  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 

»  100  per  cent  .stock  dividend  included. 

'»  ^lold  to  Parker  Mills. 

"  50  per  cent  Liberty  bond  dividend. 

»i  40  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 

*>  Sold  to  Weetamoo. 

•»  71*^  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 

**  MW  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 

"  Sold  at  auction. 

••  "m  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 

•^  75  per  cent  liquidating  dividend  included 

lolidated  with  the  Davol  MUls. 

dt  paid  dunng  feart  189l-l9tS 
ew  B^ford,  Mass.) 

now  makes  yarns  only. 

• 
.    In  1924  the  Tecumseh  Mi] 

Is  were 

0/  div1de^ 
:elley,  N 
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>  113 
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Dartmouth     Manafacturing 
Co.: 

Common 

Preferred 

Fairhaven  Mills: 

Common . 

Preferred 

Orinncll  Manofactoring  Co., 

common 

Ooenold  Mills: 

Common 

Preferred 

Hathaway      Manufacturing 

Co .' 

Holmes  Manufacturing  Co.: 

(^ommon 

Preferred ..^.... 

Kilburn  Mills 

Manomet  Mills 

Nashawena  Mills 

N.  B.  Cotton  Mills: 

Common 

Preferred 

Neild  Manufacturing  Co 

Noncjuitt  Spinning  Co 

Page  Manufacturing  Co 

Pierce  Manufacturing  Co 

Potomaska  Mills 

Quisset  Mills: 

Common 

Preferred 

Sharp  Manufbctaring  Co.: 

Common 

Preferred 

Boule  Mill 

Taber  MiU 

Warasutta  Mills 

Whitman  Mills  Corporation . 
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>  Organited. 

>  100  per  cent  Bto<±  dividend  included. 
•Issued.  ^  ,     ,   _.  ^ 
*33^i  per  cent  stock  dividend  mcludeo. 
'50  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 

•  200  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 
'Retired. 

Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  Tresident,  I  should  be  glad  to  have  the 
Senate  take  a  vote  on  this  amendment,  but  before  the  vote  shaU 
be  taken  I  want  to  call  attention  to  a  few  facts. 

This  amendment  provides  a  minimum  specific  on  unbleached 
cotton  cloth  made  dutiable  under  paragraph  904  (a).  With 
much  of  the  argument  which  the  Senator  from  Montana  has 
made,  I  am  in  the  completest  sympathy ;  but  I  want  my  posi- 
tion to  be  understood.  I  realize  that  this  amendment  does 
increase  the  average  protection  given  to  unbU-ached  cotton 
cloth  •  indeed,  the  average  protection  is  increased  about  one  and 
a  quarter  points  over  the  protection  given  by  the  House  DiU 
to  the  goods  coming  under  paragraph  904  (a). 

The  Senator  from  Montana  has  quite  forcefully  pointed  out 
that  the  total  Importations  of  cotton  cloth  in  1928,  for  instance, 
amounted  only  to  $15,363,796.  The  importations  of  unbleached 
cotton  cloth  amounted  to  $4,742,536,  or  30.77  per  cent  of  tlie 
total  lmp<»rtati(.ns.  The  importations  of  bleached  cotton  cloth 
amounted  to  $2,174,010,  or  14.15  per  cent  of  the  total  importa- 
tions The  importations  of  colored  cotton  cloth  amounted  to 
$5  630  341  or  36.65  per  cent  of  the  importations.  The  importa- 
tions of  "cotton  cloth  woven  with  eight  or  more  harnesses"  and 
with  two  or  more  kinds  of  filling :  that  is,  cloth  coming  under 
subjection  (d)  of  paragraph  904,  amounted,  respectively,  to 
$'>695  244  and  $121,665,  and  the  percentages  of  the  whole  im- 
portations for  1928  were,  respectively,  17.64  and  0.79. 

Mr.  President,  while  the  Imp<irtations  of  all  cotton  cloths  are 
less  than  1  per  cent  of  the  total  domestic  consumption.  It  is  to 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Importations  may  press  especially 
against  particular  production.  That  is  to  say,  the  Importations 
may  be  largely  of  a  particular  kind  of  cloth,  produced  by  a  few 
manufacturers  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montanaf 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  do. 

Mr  WHEELER  That  may  be  true;  but,  taken  as  a  whole, 
as  Mr.  Shipley  pointed  out,  that  does  not  amount  to  anything 
at  all.  It  may  be  that  there  are  one  or  two  Instances  where 
they  are  impnrting  some  goods :  but  when  they  have  an  embargo 
on  everything  else,  why  should  we  go  to  work  and  try  to  stop 
up  every  little  loophole  for  these  manufacturers,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances that  have  been  portrayed? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  and  I  are  not  In  disagreement ; 
but  let  me  proceed.  The  Senator  will  find  If  he  will  go  Into 
the  woolen  schedule,  for  instance,  that  we  are  supplying  96  per 


•  36  per  cent  stock  dividend  indaded. 

•  60  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 
»•  Liquidated. 

"  Dividends  not  made  public 

"  Not  published. 

"  Sold  to  Oosnold  Mills  Co. 

M  76  per  cent  stock  dividend  included. 

cent— perhaps  more,  but  96  per  cent  certainly— of  domestic  con- 
sumption. That  is.  our  mills  are  making  96  per  cent  of  all  the 
woolen  goods  consumed  in  America,  so  that  only  4  per  cent  is 
getting  away  from  us;  and,  of  course,  the  trouble  with  the 
woolen  industry  is  not  lack  of  tariffs.  That  is  obvious ;  nor 
is  the  trouble  with  the  cotton  industry  lack  of  tariffs.  That  is 
obvious,  and  I  do  not  dispute  it.  As  long  as  the  tariff  is  main- 
tained, however,  the  justification  for  this  particular  amendment, 
in  my  opinion,  is  to  give  to  the  producers  of  all  classes  of  cotton 
goods  something  like  equality  in  protection. 

The  Senator  is  quite  right  in  saying  that  when  we  look  at  the 
industry  as  a  whole  there  is  no  excuse  for  any  Increase  in  duty, 
and  I  do  not  advocate  that    I  do  not  advocate  it  now.    I  want 
to  say  to  the  Senator  that  the  House  Increased  the  dutj    on 
yarns.     In  other  words,  they  went  back  to  the  first  paragraph 
in  the  cotton  schedule  and  increased  yams,  and,  of  course,  then 
they  came  down  in  the  next  paragraph  and  increased  the  duty 
on  sewing  threads,  and  the  Senate  committee  did  not  hiterfere 
with  the  increases  made  in  the  yarn  schedule.    They  did  recom- 
mend an  increase  in  the  duties  given  to  the  thread  manutactur- 
ers,  and  last  night  we  rejected  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ment.    The  House  rearranged  paragraph  904.    That  Is  to  say, 
the  House  took  cloths  under  paragraphs  903.  905,  and  906  of  the 
act  of  1922  and  reclassified  them  under  paragraph  904  as  the 
several  subparagraphs  of  that  paragraph.    The  House  increased 
the  duty  over  the  act  of  1922  on  these  cloths.    That  I  believe  to 
be  wholly  unjustified,  and  I  agree  with  the  Senator  that  there 
should  not  be  any  Increase,  and  I  do  not  assert  that  there  should 
not  be  a  decrease;  but  for  the  time  being  paragraph  904  (a)  has 
been  amended  by  tlie  Senate  Finance  Committee  only  by  adding 
this  proviso.     There  was  another  amendment  which  we  have 
already  rejected,  and  the  effect  of  tliat  amendment  was  to  carry 
over  a  certain  class  of  merchandi.se  into  two  other  paragraphs 
of  this  same  paragraph  at  a  higher  rate ;  but  we  luive  rejected 
that,  80  this  provision  Is  the  only  Senate  committee  amendment 
tliat  remains  In  paragraph  904. 

Now  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  and  of 
the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  starting  with  unbleached  cotton  cloth 
No.  16  and  running  up  to  No.  90 — having  reference,  of  course,  to 
the  yams— it  will  be  found  that  a  lower  rate  of  duty  is  imposed 
under  the  House  bill  than  under  the  act  of  1922.  In  other 
words,  starting  at  16s,  but  not  mnnlng  regularly,  because  178, 
for  instance,  are  not  affected — that  is  on  the  basis  of  the  im- 
portations of  a  particular  year,  and  I  am  using  1927 — taking 
the  1927  importations  of  unbleached  doth,  it  will  be  found  that 
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dotlu  of  No.  18e  was  dutiable  under  the  present  law  at  1813  per 
cent,  while  under  the  House  bill  without  this  proviso  the  same 
cloth  was  dutiable  at  IfjOO  per  cent;  and  then  taking  166.  22s. 
2f»s,  268,  27s.  28s.  298,  and  so  forth,  up  to  90s,  it  will  be  found 
that  the  total  protection  given  to  cloths  made  of  these  numbers 
amounted  to  32.55  per  cent  under  the  present  law,  but  the  total 
protection  given  to  these  same  cloths,  based  on  the  importations 
of  1927,  under  the  House  bill  amounts  to  only  30.58  per  cent; 
In  other  words,  nearly  2  per  cent  less  protection  upon  cloths  of 
these  jwrticular  numbers. 

This  proviso  stands  upon  this  basis  of  justification:  If  pro- 
tection is  to  be  given  to  cotton  cloths  at  all,  it  ought  to  be  as 
nearly  equitable  and  uniform  among  the  several  classes  of  cot- 
ton cloths  as  itossible;  that  is,  the  cloths  based  upon  these  sev- 
eral numbers.  This  proviso  would  bring  that  about.  I  am  frank 
to  say  to  the  Senator  that  it  would  a  little  more  than  bring  that 
about.  It  would  have  the  effect  in  some  instances  of  giving  these 
low-value  cloths  of  a  higher  ad  valorem  than  other  related 
cloths,  and  a  higher  ad  valorem  than  they  have  under  the 
present  law. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PUKSIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  do. 

Mr.  WHEELER  That  being  so,  then  the  others  would  come 
in  and  ."^ay,  "  We  want  an  increase  equal  to  that,"  and  they 
would  be  entitled  to  it.  If  the  Senator's  argument  is  correct, 
they  would  be  entitled  to  have  their  increa.><e  up  to  the  one  fixed 
in  this  proviso. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  Senator  is  correct.  I  am  pointing  that 
out,  however,  in  order  to  present  what  I  believe  to  be  the  true 
picture  here;  but  that  would  be  true,  perhaps,  only  in  a  few 
Instances  of  a  very  low  price. 

My  opinion  is  that  to  this  proviso  there  should  be  added  a 
provision  that  this  rate  shall  not  apply  when  the  duty  is  greater 
than  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  say,  or  50  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
say,  so  as  really  to  make  this  section  uniform. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  this  provision  ought  to  be  adopted; 
but,  inasmuch  as  it  will  go  to  conference.  I  very  much  hope  that 
if  it  Ls  adopted,  the  difliculty  that  I  have  pointetl  out.  and  which 
the  Senator  from  Montana  has  indicated,  will  be  ironed  out  in 
conference. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  there  has  been  an  increase 
in  the  protection  given  to  yarn.  There  has  been  an  increase  in 
the  protection  given  to  cloth,  not  only  unbleached  but  bleached, 
dye<l,  and  so  forth.  I  think  the  duties  ought  not  to  be  increased 
as  the  House  increa.sed  them.  I  think  there  should  be  a  re<luc- 
tion  in  the  rates.  I  believe,  however,  that  this  provision  should 
be  adopted,  particularly  if  the  incongruous  results  are  to  be 
ironed  out  in  conference,  because  of  the  fact  that  there  is  con- 
siderable pressure  of  imports  upon  the  particular  cloths  that 
get  relatively  less  protection  under  the  Hcu."<e  bill  than  they  do 
under  the  act  of  1922.  In  other  words,  we  must  always  bear 
in  raind  that  while  the  importations  are  small,  nevertheless 
those  importations  may  press  almost  entirely  upon  the  produc- 
tion of  a  particular  grade  of  cloth  in  the  United  States. 

I  have  no  dbjagreement  with  the  Senator  from  Montana  in 
his  main  ptradtion.  and  that  is  that  the  increases  given  in  yams 
and  In  cloths  by  the  House,  in  my  opinion,  are  not  justified. 
Certain  Senate  committee  intToases  here  are  not  justified ;  but, 
for  the  njost  part,  if  these  duties  are  to  l>e  dealt  with  in  a  proper 
way,  we  shall  have  to  do  so  when  the  bill  is  ripe  for  individual 
amendments,  because,  with  respect  to  unbleached  cloth,  the  Sen- 
ate Finance  Committee  has  not  touched  the  rate  fixed  by  the 
House.  It  has  simply  contented  itself  with  adding  this  proviso, 
which,  while,  perhaps,  not  i^erfect  and  not  jjerfectly  adjusted, 
does  remedy  a  situation  that  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  exist; 
but  the  rate  itself,  when  fixed,  in  my  judgment,  ought  to  be  less 
than  the  rate  carried  in  this  paragraph. 

Mr.  President.  I  do  not  wish  to  consume  the  time  of  the 
Senate.  That  is  the  basia  upon  which  I  think  thLi  amendment 
can  be  adofited,  and,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  the  only  justiflaMe 
basis  on  which  this  amendment  ought  to  be  allowed  to  stay  in 
the  bill. 

I  de<ilre  to  take  this  occasion  to  say  that  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  other  im'reai4e»  made  by  the  Senate  committee  In  the  sub- 
I«ragniph»  of  this  particular  paragrapli  »thonld  be  rejected. 
There  may  be  mime  exception  to  that  general  statement ;  Imt,  so 
far  an  I  turn  recall,  all  of  the  otiier  changes  made  in  the  snb- 
IMiragrarihs  of  panifrapb  904  ooglit  to  be  rejected. 

Mr.  WIIKBLKR.     I  trnggeut  the  absence  of  a  qoomm. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Tlie  Chief  Oerk  called  tbe  roll,  and  the  folkmiiif  Soiaton 
answered  to  their  name*: 


Allen 

A^nrst 
Urtikley 

IWkck 

Bltine 

BI  "nso 

Bflrah 

Bratton 

Brook 

Brookhart 

BrDussard 

C^  t>per 

C'nraway 

Co  anally 

Co  polUDd 

Co  mens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Dcaeen 

Di  1 


NovEivrBER  19 


FesB 

Fletcher 

Frazicr 

George 

Gillett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Goff 

(Joldaborough 

Greene 

Hale 

HnrriR 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Hawes 

Haydi'n 

Hibprt 

lleflin 

Howell 

Johnson 


Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 

Koyt-s 

La  Follettc 

MtCulloch 

McKellar 

AfcMaster 

McNary 

Moses 

Norbetk 

Norrls 

Nye 

Oddi« 

Oyerman 

Patterson 

Pblpps 

Ransdell 

Itobinson.  lud. 

Sarkett 

Schall 

Eij-'hty-three 


Bheppard 

Shortridge 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Townsend 

Tramniell 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

W.Tlcott 

Walsh,  Ma.ss. 

Walsl).  Mont. 

Waterman 

Whe<^ler 


Senators    have    an- 
The  question  is 


line  11,  where  the 
printed,  dyed,  or 
and  insert  in  lieu 


The    VICE    PRESIDENT, 
s^ercd  to  their  names.    A  (luorum  is  present, 
on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment. 
The  amendment  was  ajfreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secretary  will  state  the  next 
ao  leiidment. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  153. 
CO  nmittee,   in    the   clause    for   cotton    cloth. 
CO  ored,  proposed  to  strike  out  "  16  per  cent ' 
thi  freof  "  20  per  cent." 

dr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  chairman  of  the 
Ccainiittee  on  Finance  will  not  insist  uiK»n  this  amendment.  Ob- 
vl<iu.sly,  the  Senate  committee  amendment  here  projiosed,  increas- 
ini ;  16  per  cent  to  20  pev  cent  ad  valorem,  was  for  the  purpose 
of  restoring  the  protection  of  4  per  cent  ad  valorem  given  in  the 
ac  of  1922  to  vat-dyed  cloth.  In  1922  there  was  some  reason 
fo!  giving  an  additional  duty  to  vat-dye<l  cloth,  perhaps,  but  in 
vi(  w  of  the  cheapness  of  dyes  in  this  c<mntry  now,  in  view  of 
the  changed  conditions  brought  about  in  the  dyeing  industry,  it 
dt>'s  not  look  reasonable  that  this  protection  should  be  contin- 
ue!, even  if  it  were  ctmtinued  for  vat-dyed  goods,  the  form  In 
wt  ich  the  committee  has  proposed  the  amendment  gives  an  addi- 
tic  nal  4  per  cent  protection  on  all  printed  or  dyed  or  otherwise 
CO  ored  goods ;  in  other  words,  the  4  per  cent  now  covers  a 
hundred  per  cent  of  colored  cloth,  whereas  it  covered  under  the 
19  2  act  onfy  abont  10  per  cent ;  that  is,  the  vat-dyed  cloth  con- 
st! tuted  about  10  per  cent.  I  think  this  amendment  ought  to  be 
re  ected. 

dr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  is  virtually  correct  as  to  the  rate.  It  is  true  that  in 
th  •  act  of  1922  there  was  provision  made  imposing  a  4  per  cent 
duty  on  all  vat-d.ved  goods.  It  is  al.so  true,  as  the  Senator  has 
sa  d,  that  that  api)lies  to  the  committee  amendment  on  line  14, 
ra  sing  the  duty  from  47i/^  to  51>/j  per  cent.  I  think  the  Senator 
ha  3  made  a  fair  statement. 

kir.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  do  I  understand  that  the 
Se  lator  from  Utah  is  going  to  insist  upon  this  amendment  of  the 
Finance  Committee? 

ilr.  SMOOT.     I  am  not  going  to  insist  on  a  vote. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  think  the  amendment  should  l)e  rejected. 

VIr.  WHEELER.  If  there  is  going  to  be  any  question  about 
it.  I  shall  ask  for  a  roll  call  on  it. 

VIr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  If  the  Senator  from  Montana 
ha  a  heard  the  Senator  from  Utah  distinctly,  he  would  have  real- 
ize d  that,  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  he  could  not 
aEy  more  plainly  have  said,  "I  hope  the  amendment  will  be 
re  ected." 

kir.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  if  there  is  going  to  be  any 
do  abt  about  any  more  of  these  increases  in  the  textile  .schedule, 
I  i?hall  ask  for  a  roll  call  on  every  amendment.  I  waJit  the 
coilition,  so  to  speak,  to  go  on  record,  as  long  as  they  are  re- 
sp  )nslble  for  the  bill,  because  I  want  to  say  right  now  that  I  am 
nc  t  a  part  of  the  coalition  when  it  comes  to  voting  for  the  rals- 
Ini ;  of  the  rates  in  this  cotton  schedule,  because  they  are  the  most 
ur  ct>nt)cionable  raises  in  the  whole  bill. 

[f  the  socalled  coalitionists  are  going  to  approve  these 
ra  se«.  are  going  to  vote  for  them,  then  they  <an  count  me  out 
of  it.  becauMe  the  cotton  schedule  has  reeked  with  corruption  at 
pr  ictltally  every  session  of  Congre»«s  when  we  have  had  a  tariff 

I  under  consideration,  and  it  wa»  not  without  iu  scandal  in 

inectlon  with  the  landing  bill. 

Hr,  President,  if  there  in  going  to  be  any  doubt  about  any 

i  *!fJ^^l??i.^T"^.?*^?  *  '^^"^  ^''**  ""  **"^'''  amendment. 
r  ll'S^^^^  ^  '^"^  a«k  for  a  record  vote  in  any  case  where 
I    hink  It  la  necesttary. 

rhe  VICTJ  PRESIDENT.  The  queatlon  U  on  agreeina  to  tha 
an  kendment. 

rhe  amendment  was  rejected. 
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Tlie  next  amendment  was,  on  line  14,  to  strike  out  "4<Vj  per 
cent  "  and  to  in.sert  in  lieu  thereof  "  51Vi  per  <^nt." 
Mr.  GEORGE.    The  same  situation  exists  as  to  that  amena- 

*"  llie  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page   153,  after  line  ^,   w 

Insert : 

(e)  In  ^^rther  addition  to  the  forejrolng  <liity  o»  aatles  provided  In 
this  pannn-aph  for  cotton  cloth,  there  shall  be  paid  the  following  duties, 
namely  :  On  cotton  cloth  flnlshed  with  a  permanent  orispneiw,  resiliency, 
and  translucency,  smh  a»  and  including  cloth  commerciaUy  •'"O'"  «f 
permanent  finished  organdie,  10  per  cent  ad  yalorem  ;  on  cotton  clota 
woven  with  printed  or  stamped  warp  yarn  or  threads.  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem;  on  cotton  cloth  printed  by  the  surface  or  relief  method,  afl 
distinguished   from   the   engraved  rr  intaglio   method.  10   per  cent  ad 

'"TfT'ln  no  case  shall  the  foregoing  duty  or  dutlea  Imposed  upon  cotton 
(loth  ia  this  paragraph  be  less  than  5  cents  per  pound. 

(g)  Tire  fabric  or  fabric  for  use  in  pneumatic  Ures.  Including  cora 
fabric,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  undonbte<lly  other  Senators 
have  i-eceived  a  copv  of  the  commnnication  I  have  in  »?  ^^nd, 
from  the  National  Council  of  American  Importers  and  Traders, 
of  New  York  City,  dated  October  11.    The  letter  reads: 

We  beUeve  that  the  Republican  majority  of  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee fall  to  appreciate  the  groat  duty  Increase  in  prlnted-cotton  goods 
particularly  wurp  prints  under  paragraph  904  (O.  an,  ''^  «^  ""^'^^ 
the  opportunity  of  sending  you  herewith  a  card  ahowlng  six  lllnsti^- 
tiona  of  warp  print*,  and  how  enormous  the  Increases  are,  compared 
to  the  present  tariff— wholly  unjustifiable. 

These  cotton  goods  are  common,  ordinary,  everyday  materials,  cost- 
ing from  30  cents  per  yard  on  the  other  side,  used  by^l'e  American 
housewife  of  moderate  means.  They  seem  to  have  been  singled  out  for 
an  advance  greater  than  the  advances  granted  on  silk,  wool,  or  on  rayon 

^"  African  manufacturers  are  amply  protected  already  under  the  pres- 
ent law  and  we  are  convinced  that  after  you  have  examined  these  ex- 
hibits you  will  reallxe  that  there  is  surely  no  necessity  for  such  an 
extraordinary  advance.  On  one  fabric  there  can  be  as  many  as  six 
different  calculations  required  In  assessing  rates  of  duty. 

May  we  ask  your  study  of  this  matter. 

The  eard  attached  refers  to  different  exhibits.  Exhibit  No.  A, 
for  instance  is  a  sample  of  yarn  No.  9.  The  foreign  cost  is  57 
fjnt^^  one  (iluum  shows  the  compound  rates  in  the  pending 
Mil  to  be  33.1  per  cent;  the  increase  over  present  duty,  90  per 

cent.  .  .. 

The  next  is  warp  print  B.  yam  No.  9.    The  increase  over  the 

^?h\"n?xf'is  wfrprrlufcyarn  No.  16.  The  increase  over  the 

""^TTe'utTiXZ  S^ut^!  yarn  No.  20.  The  increase  over  the 

""''^^rui^'iXZ  ^nli:  yam  No.  ^.  The  increase  over  the 

^ThTnext^'Vw^  ^[nrr.*  yam  No.  24.  The  Increase  over  the 

''Th?'ln;i^«s-To'Shi?h"'i  have  referred  are  increases  over 
rt^iZt  es  in  the  present  law  which  would  result  from  the  adop- 
j!;,noJu.eratls  proposed  in  the  pending  bill.     The  notaUon 

states : 

Rate  of  duties  for  printed,  dyed,  or  colored  cotton  doth,  20  per  cent 
ad  valorem  and,  In  addition  thereto  for  each  yarn  number.  C.'JS  of  1 
ner  cent  ad  valorem.  In  addition,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  for  printed 
warps  Also  an  additional  10  per  cent  for  surface  print)..  Again  an- 
other 5  per  cent  ad  valorem  when  two  or  more  colors  or  kinds  of  finiug. 
Also  in  addition  wb.n  woven  with  cl^t  or  more  bamesses.  or  with 
JaciuarU.  lappet,  or  •'wlvel,  10  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

I  can  not  put  In  the  Record  these  sami>le«,  but  giving  the 
nunilHTH  and  the  IntTeoses  propo^-d  would  seem  to  Indicate  a 
very  conxlderable  Increaue  over  pre>«eiit  rates. 

Mr  SM<Myr  Mr.  Pnnildent.  I  want  to  make  a  brief  «tate- 
mmt  *ThIs  Is  virtually  a  new  Industr>  In  the  Unlte-l  State*. 
1  think  the  letter  read  by  the  Senator  hardly  give*  tlie  fucU 
In  the  case  I  had  not  Intended  to  say  anything,  bot  I  do  feel 
that  1  should  call  thW  fa*!  to  the  attentl^m  of  the  Senate. 

The  domestic  tini*hing  Industry  experieueea  keen  competi- 
tion from  abroad  In  the  fKriuanent  finishing  of  or»imUes.  the 
prep«ratl«m  of  yarn  for  the  weaving  of  wan>-prtnt  fabrlcH,  and 
the  niii>»hiug  of  clothing  by  surface  printing. 

The  pera)anent  flnl»he<l  organdies  which  bulk  large  in  our 
import*  are  generally  gray  dotlii  from  Koglaod  wMefc  am 


finished  in  Switzerland.  The  finish  Is  P*™^f9'  ^°  ''*^'"«* 
It  requires  special  apparatus,  with  tlM>  use  of  highly  concen- 
trated acid,  and  the  cost  is  much  greater  th^"  <  '*^,/°[^^*'\^ 
common  starched  finishes,  not  permanent,  apj.i  ed  to  J^w^  /" 
general.  Several  domestic  plants  are  successfuUy  appl>Iug  the 
permnnent  finish  in  the  bleach,  pi.e«-dyed,  or  printed,  and  of  a 
quality  equal  to  that  of  the  imported  cloths.  Two  domestic 
plants  are  employing,  under  license  from  the  Snias  owners,  the 
identical  formulae  and  processes  used  abroad.  .^..ns^ 

That  fact  is  demonstrated  beyond  question  of  ao"t>*  ^,f"7 
England  herself  had  to  ship  tlie  cloth  in  the  gray  to  »>*"zer- 
land  and  have  It  finl.>*hed  in  Switzerland.  It  la  under  a  pat- 
ented pro«^.  All  of  these  organdies  are  finished  under  that 
pnx^ss  in  Switzerland.  There  Is  an  ample  <^^V(ici^y^ J^ 
(l.uue.'^tic  industry  to  supply  the  domeauc  demand  and  In  view 
of  the  relaUvely  large  imports  in  tHIb  Une  the  committee  ad- 
vised the  additional  protection.  , 
-T  other  words,  there  are  over  10.000,000  square  yards  of  this 
one  class  of  organdie  cloth  coming  into  the  United  States  at  prej^ 
ent  That  is  the  condition  existing.  That  is  why  he  Senate 
committee  made  the  change.     That  is  all  I  am  going  to  say 

^^  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the 
Senator  why  the  Senate  committee  found  it  necessary  or  advis- 
able, after  specifying  in  the  P^e^i^f  ,f  ^"^'IL  it^  *ere 
graph  the  ad  valorem  and  specific  duties  that  the  ^J^JJ*  ^^^ 
To  mrry,  to  add  u  new  paragraph  P^^^dhig  that  in  addition  to 
all  thos4  rates  the  following  duties  shall  be  applied,  c^^Xine 
10  per  cent  on  organdie.  25  per  cent  on  cotton  cloth  woven  with 
printed  or  stamped  warp  yum  or  threads,  and  so  forth,  in 
ffer  words,  aft^  fixing  the  rate  in  the  P'^-'°S^n?7h*L?SS 
the  committee  comes  along  with  an  omnibus  i^wision  tjiat  In 
addition  to  all  the  other  duties,  10  per  cent  and  25  per  cent  more 

^  Mr.  SMOOT.    I  have  Just  explained  why  It  was  done.    It  ap- 
plies to  organdies.    It  is  virtuaUy  a  new  Industry  in  the  United, 
States.    The  competition,  of  courae.  Is  very  keen  upon  tHat  one 

'Sr" BARKLEY.    Of  course,  organdie  had  been  coming  in  long, 
before  the  new  industry  was  established.    Org^<*it/j*y.  «^^S^; 
tlous  has  been  a  well-recognized  element  in  the  making  of  ladles 

Mr  SMOOT     There  is  no  doubt  about  it. 

Mr'  BARKLEY.  Now,  the  question  Is  whether  we  are  going 
to  increase  the  tariff  more  than  it  has  been  8'»"P!yJ^;°;;f,f,;^ 
body  here  thinks  It  necessary  in  order  to  manufacture  this  new 
product  of  American  cotton.  , 

Mr  SM(X>T  The  only  justification  no  doubt  that  they  harci 
is  thkt  there  Is  a  Swiss  patent  which  is  now  being  used  on; 
the^e  organSes.  I  called  attenUon  to  the  fact  that  even  Eng- 
laud  herself  does  not  try  to  do  the  finishing  of  the  organdies; 
now  bm  siips  ttem  iu  tie  gray  direct  to  Switzerland  and  pay»^ 
Switzerland  for  finishing  the  organdies  under  the  process  which 
h^s  h^n  P^itented  by  Sxvitzerland.  That  Is  the  whole  story, 
and  iitL  Se^te  do4  not  want  to  protect  the  industry,  all  we 
have  to  do  is  disagree  to  the  committee  amendment 

Mr  BARKLEY.    There  is  no  doubt  that  this  will  Increase  the 
urice'  of  organdies  to  women  all  over  the  United  States^     As  . 
Sgandie  is  used  veiT  largely  by  women  in  aU  classes  of  life  in 
dresses,  particularly  for  summer  wear,  I  personally;  do  not  think 
the  increase  is  justified  and  I  shall  vote  against  It. 

Mr  FLETCHEIL  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  suggest  that  the 
present  duties  are  high  ou  all  the^  commodities,  and  what  I 
Snlot  understand  is  why  we  should  increase  some  of  theiu 

'vr  SIMMONS  Mr.  President,  if  I  understood  the  Senator 
fr^'utiih,  chairman  of  the  Finance*  Committee,  he  Is  Justifying, 
this  increase  s*ilely  upon  the  fact  that  we  are  using  a  S^ls.^ 
mtent  and  thnt  we  have  to  pay  for  the  use  of  that  Patent;^/ 
suwose  we  have  the  same  machinery  Uiat  is  used  In  Switaer- 
land,  but  we  have  to  poy  for  the  u^^e  of  the  patent, 

Mr   HMOOT.    That  la  correct. 

Mr'  KIMMONS  I  would  like  to  a?k  the  Senator  if  be  has 
any  Infoi^tion  which  would  indicate  that  the  cmt  at  the  uae 
of  the  patent  amounts  to  the  increa*^  he  in  asking? 

Mr    SMOOT     The  only  Infonnalloi.  the  co.nmittee  had  waa 

th.^t;X^;^  the  partie.  -»»"  Jij^^'^rL'Tnl^'' »U.ii''"l 
0<ted  in  prodocing  these  orgamll*^  in  the  Lnlted  »«  e».  i 
j3Sl  "e  Tariff  CkmimisHlon  if  they  had  made  an  InTe»t igatlo  i 
^fkand  they  said  no;  that  tUey  did  not  kmm  what  it  c«t. 
?Wow  I  «iD  not  teU  the  Senator  what  it  co«t.  The  on ly 
2?SSc4  U.e  committee  had  tended  to  show  that  they  should 

nfr.%m^ONS'  T^mTto  me  the  mHl  pe^yle  as«ng  the  ^ 
Inrrekse  might  have  fumiabed  the  committee  ^t»»  w^'^./'^^'^f  j 
«id«nce  to  show  tHe  coi*  of  the  permit*    That  is  aU  It  i%« 
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a  permit  to  n«e  the  patent.  Certainly,  the  cost  of  that  permit 
would  not  seem  to  justify  the  Increaae  in  the  absence  of  TOme 
testimony  to  that  effect.  That  Is  the  sole  ground  upon  which 
the  Senator  seems  to  base  tht-  request  for  the  increase.  The 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackbtt]  probably  was  present 
at  the  time  this  matter  was  discussed  in  the  subcommittee  and 
may  have  some  information  upon  the  subject.  I  do  not  remem- 
ber having  been  there  myself. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  North  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  On  this  matter  I  wish  to  make  this  very 
brief  statement :  These  organdies  are  Imiwrted  primarily,  if  not 
exclusively,  from  Switzerlaad. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Those  from  England,  of-  course,  come  through 
Switzerland.  Most  of  them  come  from  Switzerland,  but  the 
English  good.s  are  sent  to  Switzerland  for  finishing. 

Mr.  f;EORGE.  Yes.  The  finishing  is  suRweed  to  result 
from  some  chemical  process.  Whether  that  suppodtion  Is  cor- 
rect or  not  I  <lo  not  know.  If  that  be  true,  of  course  there  is 
not  much  additional  labor  Involved  and  can  not  be.  Of  course, 
Swij«8  manufacturers  have  control- of  the  process  through  con- 
trol of  their  patent,  but  it  is  claimed  that  there  has  been  a 
rather  large  volume  of  importations.  On  the  contrary,  there 
is  information  to  the  effect  that  the  importations  are  not  in- 
creasing. It  is  ahso  claimed  that  the  importations  are  due  to  the 
superior  quality  of  the  Swls.s  organdies. 

At  any  rate,  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  under  the  act  of 
1922  bleached  cloth  was  dutiable  at  33  per  cent  and  bleached 
organdie  fell  under  the  .'same  paragraph  and  was  dutiable  at 
33  per  cent.  Under  the  House  provision  organdie  is  datiaUe  at 
44.5  per  cent  and  under  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  amend- 
ment It  is  increased  to  54.5  per  cent.  Printed  organdie  was 
dutiable  under  the  act  of  1922  at  40  per  cent  and  under  the 
Hou.se  provision  Jt  is  made  dutiable  at  47.5  per  cent  Under 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  amendment  It  is  made  dutiable 
at  61.5  per  cent.  I  do  not  see  how  these  enormous  increases  in 
duty  can  be  jtistifled. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest, 
in  order  to  save  time  and  as  a  compromise,  that  the  Finance 
Committee  amendment  be  reduced  one-half?  On  the  evidence 
here  presented  there  is  undoubtedly  a  great  volume  of  these 
goods  imported.  It  Is  a  question  whether  they  are  not  of 
superior  quality.  I  am  willing  to  give  the  benefit  of  the  doubt 
and  to  agree  to  the  compromise  by  a  reduction  of  the  rate 
one-half. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  could  not  be  of  a  better  quality.  The 
same  yarn  Is  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the  cloth  in  Switzerland 
or  England  or  the  United  States.  There  may  be  a  differenct*  in 
design.  In  this  process  the  warp  is  printed  and  the  weaving  of 
it  then  forms  the  pattern  In  the  cloth  as  it  is  woven. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  think  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  am  perfectly  satisfied  to  cut  it  in  two. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Let  us  have  that  done. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  before  we  go  to  a  vote  on 
this  question  I  would  like  to  .**ay  that  before  the  Finance  Ccm- 
•mittee  there  was  a  graph  presented  showing  the  imports  of  the 
different  counts  of  yam  and  on  that  graph  there  was  this  or- 
gandie number,  which  Is  a  particular  numl)er,  from  which  the 
organdies  are  made.  That  one  line  on  the  graph  stretchetl  prac- 
•tlcally  across  the  page  and  none  of  the  others  showed  up  ma- 
terially. Then  the  Association  of  Finishers  filed  a  brief  before 
the  committee  which  has  a  very  short  paragraph  In  relation  to 
organdies.    The  brief  wag  filed  under  oath,  and  it  says: 

It  la  estinuited  ttuit  at  least  16.000,000  square  yards  of  ttaia  fabric 
were  Imported  into  America  in  1928.  while  the  total  prodactioD  by 
American  flniaben  would  hardly  be  8.000.000  yards. 

About  ooe-half  is  produced  in  this  country  of  the  amount  that 
is  imported. 

The  imported  cloth  soema  to  be  coming  in  In  still  greater  volume  than 
eT<»r  before. 

A  comparlimn  of  the  wholesale  prices  on  the  imported  organdies  in 
the  permantnt  finish  and  on  domestic  gray  goods  in  the  same  finiab  is 
as  follows : 

Impwted  .SiriM  oroandie* 


Width 

COOBt 

Tms 

Pries 

per  yard 

45inchss.  

WbyM 

Myiao 

MV130 
80^1» 

9on» 

OtnU 

38H 

4ft  im<>h4a              

mby74 

V\i 

45inebss.  .^ „ 

SSby  M 

37H 

i&  incfaas 

87  by  12- 

r 

4  I  inches. 

4 1  inches. 
4 1  inches. 
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Dtmatie  organdiu 


Width 


Count 


84  by  80 
M  by  SO 
84  by  80. 


Yams 


WVUO 

90/ no 
00/ no 


Prioa 

per  yard 


CtnU 
30 
27 
27H 


The  above  prices  were  obtained  from  three  different  sources.  The 
llnported  fabric  ia  45  inches  wide  and  the  domestic  is  40  Inches  wide, 
aad  this  is  true  of  nearly  all  of  the  imported  organdies.  Thorefore, 
t  le  aetoal  difference  between  the  45-inch  and  the  40-lncb  cloth  is  12)4 
jjjpr  cent. 

That  is  the  difference  in  the  wholesale  selling  price  of  im- 
riorted  organdies  compared  with  the  domestic  production,  the 
ijnported  being,  according  to  the  statement,  12Mi  per  cent  less. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Does  the  Senator  understand  that  is  the 
fijelling  price  of  the  Swiss  product  in  this  country? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  It  is  a  comparison  of  the  wholesale  prices 
<if  the  imported  organdies  of  permanent  finish  and  of  the  do- 
ipestic  organdies  of  the  some  finish. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  The  Senator  does  not  have  any  information 
4s  to  what  is  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  have  nothing  except  what  appears  here. 
!^wo  or  three  witnesses  appeared  before  the  committee  and  dls- 
ctissed  the  question  of  organdies.  The  most  enlightening  one 
\7Sis  the  gentleman  who  exhibited  the  graph,  as  the  Senator 
lemembers,  in  which  the  imports  were  .shown — and  the  figures 
trere  rather  startling — compared  with  the  imports  of  other  cot- 
t  an  goods.  Then  they  filed  the  list  of  wholesale  selling  prices. 
'  "here  must  be  some  reason  why  the  imports  of  Swiss  organdies 
I  re  so  much  heavier  than  the  domestic  production.  The  only 
ira.son  I  can  assign  at  all  Is  that  the  Swiss  are  able  to  sell 
tiiem  cheaper,  and  if  they  are  able  to  sell  them  cheaper,  as  we 
tan  make  8.000.000  yards,  it  seems  to  me  that  there  was  a 
I  robabllity  of  building  up  the  organdie  industry  in  this  country, 
1  ut  that  it  could  not  be  done  unless  some  degree  of  protection 
were  afforded  to  it,  because  the  Swiss  product  sells  cheaper 
tban  does  the  domestic. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    The  Senator  knows  that  we  can  not  draw 
j.ny  Inferences  that  are  satisfactory  from  the  domestic  selling 
price  or  the  foreign  selling  price  in  the  American  market,  be- 
cause very  frequently  those  selling  prices  bear  but  very  little 
relation  to  the  cost  of  production.     I  understood  the  Senator 
from  Utah,  however — and  it  was  his  contention  that  I  wanted 
•nlightenment  on  from  the  Senator  from  Kentucky — agreed  to 
his  proposed  increase  purely  and  simply  upon  the  ground  that 
ve  had  to  lease  the  patent  right  from  the  Swiss.     What  I  was 
iinxions  to  find  out  was  whether  the  price  which  we  have  to 
)Qy  for  the  use  of  that  patent  is  as  great  as  the  proposed 
ncrease  in  the  tariff  rate. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     I  think  we  have  no  testimony  whatever  on 
hat  subject 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The   VICE    PRESIDENT.      Does    the    Senator    from    North 
IJarolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.     I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    I  should  like  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  whether  it  is  true  that  the  habits  and  tastes  of  tbo_ 
ople  nray  not  have  as  much  to  do  with  the  purcliase  of  the 
mported  article  as  the  question  of  price? 
Mr.  SACKETT.     I  U^g  the  Senator's  pardon.     Will  he  repeat 
is  question. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  was  asking  whether  it  is  not  true  that  the 
abits  and  tastes  of  the  women  in  the  purchase  and  use  of  the 
rgandies  may  have  as  much  to  do  with  the  large  importation 
the  question  of  price?  For  a  long  time  they  have  been  In  the 
bit  of  purchasing  the  imported  article,  and  I  am  informed 
that  the  foreign  article  probably  is  a  little  more  smooth  and 
more  pleasant  and  is  regarded  as  of  better  quality.  May  not 
that  have  as  much  to  do  with  the  large  importations  as  the 
price  itself? 

Mr.   SACKETT.     If  that  is  the  case  and  if  what  the  brief 
which  was  filed  says  is  true  as  to  the. price  of  the  foreign  article 
being  12^  per  cent  less  than  the  price  of  the  donrestlc  article.' 
I  should  think  the  purchasers  In  this  country  would  still  prefer 
the  Imported. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  that  difference  in  price  Is  simply  due  to 
the  fact  that  one  is  45  inches  in  width  and  the  other  is  40.  the 
price  Is  practically  the  same. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Considering  that  fact,  the  price  is  practi- 
cally the  same. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Becauee  the  domestic  product  is  wider  by 
6  Inches  than  the  imported  that  ia  regarded 
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Mr.  SACKETT.  That  affects  the  relative  value. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  affects  the  rehitire  value  to  the  extent 
of  \2%  per  cent;  but,  even  so,  Is  it  not  true  that  the  present 
dntv.  which  is  in  the  neighborhood  of  iiS%  per  cent,  is  sufficient? 
Certainly  the  House  duty,  which  carries  the  rate  to  47^^  per 
cent,  ought  to  be  high  enough  to  cover  that  difference,  without 
the  eiV.  per  cent  proposed  by  the  Senate  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  It  may  be  that  is  the  case.  There  are  only 
two  concerns,  It  is  8tate<l,  in  this  country  that  are  now  licensed 
by  the  owners  of  the  Swiss  patent  for  that  finish  in  this  ct>untry. 
I  grant  that  may  have  something  to  do  with  the  exces.sive 
imports.  No  other  concerns  being  licensed,  the  production  here 
can  not  be  as  iirach  as  it  could  otherwise  be. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  understand  that  there  has  been  any 
increase  in  the  nnportations,  because  if  this  is  a  new  industry 
which  has  been  licensed  by  the  owners  of  the  Swiss  patent. 
prl«>r  to  that  arrangement,  of  course,  all  of  this  organdie  came 
in  from  abroad. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  do  not  really  know,  and  I  think  the  testi- 
mony that  was  given  before  the  committee  is  hardly  sufficient 
for  us  to  l)e  able  to  tell  about  that;  but  it  does  seem  on  the 
face  of  the  statement  made  that  there  may  be  a  chance  to  build 
up  another  industry  here  that  will  b«'  valuable  to  the  people 
who  may  work  in  It.  I  think,  if  this  proposal  Is  turned  down, 
some  of  us  ought  at  least  to  make  an  investigation  to  see  what 
the  real  facts  are  before  the  bill  goes  Into  the  Senate.  It  is 
not  anything  I  am  seeking  at  all ;  I  am  simply  trying  to  explain 
what  little  we  ascertained  In  the  committee  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     It  seems  rather  speculative  even  at  best. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Yes.  „ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  think  it  Is  quite  evident  to  all 
Senators  that  there  is  a  real  reason  for  a  slight  increase  of 
duty.  There  are  about  12.000,000  square  yards  Imported. 
There  are  three  concerns  making  this  organdie  In  the  United 
States.  Two  of  them  are  making  it  under  the  Swiss  patent,  and 
one  of  them  is  trying  to  make  it  without  the  Swiss  patent. 

Mr  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    How  long  has  the  Swiss  patent  been  In  use 

in  this  country? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Not  very  long. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Well,  how  long?  ,    »,,  , 

Mr  SM(K)T.     Between  eight  and  nine  years,  I  think. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  For  what  year  does  the  Senator  say  the 
imiK>rtatlons  were  12.000,000  square  yards? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     In  1928. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  How  does  that  compare  with  the  importa- 
tions for  previous  years? 

Mr  SMOOT  I  wUl  tell  the  Senator.  In  1927  the  importa- 
tions" were  12,800.000  square  yards  of  the  same  axticl^  and  in 
192«  the  importations  of  these  two  items  were  1,302,000  square 
yards.     So  the  Senator  can  see  exactly  what  is  going  on  as  to 

the  Importations.  .,_  ^  ..».    «    .         v.^ 

Mr   BARKLEY     It  seems  rather  strange  that  the  Swiss  who 

manufacture  this  product  should  wait  unUl  after  they  get  two 

or  three  agents  located  in  the  United  States  before  they  increase 

their  Importations  here. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    This  is  a  new  proiluct  .,.,.,.», 

Mr.  SACKETT.     The  importations,  perhaps,  depended  on  the 

style  to  some  extent.  ».    ,     „_ 

Mr  SMOOT  Yes;  the  style  may  very  well  have  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  It.  Last  year  organdies  were  u.sed  widely,  as 
the  Senator  must  know,  and  that  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with 

the  Importations.  .....,_».  *    ^  t 

Mr  BARKLEY.  In  other  words,  due  to  the  change  of  style, 
the  American  manufacturers  were  not  able  to  supply  the 
demand  and  there  was  a  sudden  call  from  abroad  for  this  dress 

'"Mr  SMOOT  No;  I  do  not  think  that  Is  true.  I  was  going 
to  ask  why  not  cut  the  propo.sed  rate  In  two,  making  the  10 
uer  cent  5  per  cent  and  the  25  per  cent  12%  per  cent,  giving  the 
industry  a  chance,  at  any  rate?  Let  those  rates  go  to  con- 
ference and  see  If  it  can  not  be  worked  out  satisfactorily  there. 
Mr  BERKLEY.  I  do  not  know  as  much  about  this  item,  of 
course  as  some  other  Senators  do;  but,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned' individually,  I  am  not  going  to  agree  to  any  Increase 

over  the  House  rate.  _      . .     .  ,  x, 

Mr  W\LSn  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  am  I  correctly 
Informed*  when  I  state  that  this  industry  is  chiefly  located  in 
the  South,  there  being  a  mill  In  South  Carolina  and  a  miU  in 
North  Carolina  and  one  In  Connecticut?         ,    ^  ,,^ 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  .should  like  to  inquire  what  difference  does 
that  make. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  I  understootl  there  was  one  mill  In  Counecllcut 
and  one  in  Massachusetts.  .     *».  * 

Mr  BINGHAM.  The  informiirlon  which  we  have  Is  that 
there  is  one  In  North  Carolina,  «me  In  South  Carolina,  and  one 

in  Connecticut  ^    ..  ^v. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Wliat  difference  would  it  make  if  they  were 

all  in  California?  ,„  ,     „^^^., 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  mistaken.  There  is  one  mill  in  souin 
Carolina,  one  in  North  Carolina,  and  one  In  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  about  the  most  definite  infonration 
we  have  obtained  on  the  subject  since  the  debate  started. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  if  he  will  not  agree  to  cut  the  proposed  10  per 
cent  rate  to  5  per  cent  and  the  proposed  25  per  cent  riite  to 
12 Va  per  cent  and  let  it  go  to  conference  and  see  if  we  can  not 

work  it  out  there.  ,       ,    ^  ..u«*  v 

Mr  GEORGE  Mr.  President.  I  am  very  frank  to  say  thPt  I 
do  not  see  any  real  reason  for  a  duty  on  organdies,  but  inas- 
much as  the  House  has  not  actwl  on  the  subject  and  we  have 
before  us  simplv  a  Senate  committee  amendment  I  will  make 
no  objection  to  a  5  per  cent  rate  on  organdies.  The  amendment 
can  go  to  conference,  and  if  there  Is  any  Industry  that  might  be 
developed  such  action  can  be  taken  there  as  may  be  wise 

1  want  to  state  that  5  per  cent  is  a  very  small  duty.  Ihe 
foreign  value  of  this  organdie  would  dot  be  more  than  from  1.. 
to  18  cents  a  yard,  so  that  a  5  per  cent  duty  would  be  not  mu<h 
more  than  half  a  cent  a  yard  on  it. 

Mr.   SMOOT.     I   hope  that   what    I   have   suggested  will  be 

°^M?^BARKL?)Y.  Mr.  President,  I  think  in  <-onsldering  what 
the  fate  of  this  bill  is  going  to  he  in  conference,  we  ©"K^'tjo 
keep  in  mind  the  fact  that  any  agreement  entered  Into  between 
the  Hou.se  and  the  Senate  conferees  must  l>e  at  «>™ejf  iP*?*'*'^ 
the  lowest  rate  fixed  by  the  Senate  and  below  the  highest  rate 
fixed  by  the  House,  and.  assuming  that  there  is  an  average  level 
of  rates  in  the  House  bill  and  in  the  Senate  bill,  the  compromise 
which  usually  transpires  In  a  oonferem-e  «>ni>ulttee  will  be 
somewhere  between  the  two.  In  other  words,  this  bill  will  ha>e 
no  lower  rates  In  it  by  any  stretch  of  the  imagination  than  will 
be  carried  by  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate,  and  the^  chances 
are  that  the  rates  will  be  raised  in   wMiference  rather  than 

low©rod  * 

Mr  SMOOT.  No;  the  rate  now  proiK)sed  can  not  be  rali^. 
This  "is  a  new  provision  entirely,  a  1  all  that  would  go  to  confer- 
ence is  the  amendment  uiwn  whUh  we  agree,  and  the  rate  would 
have  to  be  determinetl  between  that  which  we  fix  and  nothing. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Not  quite.  These  organdies  are  taxed  in  the 
body  of  this  section  and  the  tax  was  raised  by  the  House  upon 

iSIr  SMOOT.  This  is  additional  to  the  Hotise  provision,  and 
If  the  House  should  not  agree  to  the  additional  tax  of  5  per  cent, 
as  suggested  by  the  Senator,  it  would  liave  to  go  out  ^    ^       ^^ 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Yes ;  it  would  have  to  go  out  and  then  the 
rate  would  be  left  where  the  House  fixed  It,  at  about  47 H  ]>er 
cent  which  Is  an  increase  of  14  per  cent  above  the  present  dutA-. 
Of  course,  we  have  got  to  go  Uirough  this  bill  again  when  we 
reach  the  consideration  of  Individual  amemlments.  It  may  then 
be  desirable  to  offer  an  amendment  to  this  section  reducing  the 
rate  fixed  by  the  House,  and  the  Senat.e  ought  not  to  forego  the 
right  to  do  tliat  by  adopting  the  amendment  the  Senate  com- 
mittee has  suggeste<l.  . .     ^     .    .  .,        i.  .* 

Mr  SMOOT.  If  the  Senate  should  adopt  tlie  amendment  It 
could"  be  stricken  out  in  conference,  and  the  House  rate  could 

also  be  reduced.  ^  ^      ,.      ^, 

Mr    GEORGE.    We  will  still  have  another  opportunity,  of 

course,  to  amend  this  particular  paragraph.  ^  ^  ,, 

Mr    BARKLEY.     We  might  as  well  at  least  do  a  thorough 

job  while  we  are  at  it  so  far  as  the  Senate  is  concerned. 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    We  are  not  doing  that  as  to  any  part  of  the 

Mr  President,  I  am  disposed  to  a.gree  to  this  suggestion,  be- 
cause I  think  we  need  some  further  information  with  respect  to 
this  particular  Item.  That,  of  course,  we  can  get  before  the 
matter  Is  taken  up  in  conference.  My  undersUnding  now  Is  that 
there  are  only  three  mills  In  this  country  that  produce  this  ma- 
terial, and  only  two  of  those  mills  have  the  advantage  of  the 
Swiss  patent.  The  third  one  does  not ;  and  I  understand  that 
Uie  thlSi  one  is  in  trouble,  and  probably  wUl  have  to  discontinue 
business.  It  Is  said  that  one  of  them  is  located  in  North  Caro- 
lina.   I  do  not  know  anything  about  that.    It  may  be  the  one 

***Mr*'VMOOT*'^No;  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  It  is  not. 

Mr*  SIMMONS.  But  at  least  it  is  of  sufBcient  importance 
not  to  foreclose  It  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  we  have  not  saUs- 
toctory  information  either  to  justify  It  or  to  r^use  to  approve  it. 
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For  that  reason  I  shall  con^»ent  to  the  sngf^eotion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  qucHtion  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
ameodment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  is  this  vote  on  the  entire 
amendment  or  .simply  on  organdie?  I  made  that  suggestion 
only  wltli  referem'e  to  organdie. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  let  ns  agree,  on  line  3,  page  154,  to 
strike  out  "  10  per  cent,"  and  in  line  7  to  strike  oat  "  10  per 
cent,"  and  insert  "  5  per  cent "  in  each  case. 

3Ir.  GEORGE.  I  did  not  understand  the  Senator's  su^es- 
tiou. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  On  line  3  strike  out  "  10 "  and  insert  "  5,"  so 
that  it  will  read  "5  per  wnt  ad  raloi-em."  and  on  line  7  strike 
out  "10"  and  insert  "5,"  so  that  it  will  read  "S  per  cent  ad 
valorem  "  in  both  cases. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  last  amendment  would  relate  to  what — 
cretonne? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  ALissachusett.s.  I  suggest  that  we  take  the 
first  one  first — to  .strike  out  "  10  "  and  insert  "  5,"  on  line  3. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Ls  on  the  amendment 
proponed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  Senate  committee 
amendment  on  line  3,  page  154. 

Mr.  BARKIiEY.  Mr.  President,  a  porliamentary  inquiry. 
The  a<lt»ption  of  the  amendment  oflfered  by  the  Senator  from 
Utah  wiJl  not  preclude  any  Memt>er  from  voting  against  the 
whole  amendment  If  it  should  be  carried,  will  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh,  no ;  it  certainly  will  not 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Certainly  not. 

Mr.  BAKKLEY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeleb],  who  has  been  tem- 
ponirily  called  from  the  Chamber,  dehireil  a  roll  call  on  any  of 
these  increases  in  the  cotton  schedule.  The  Senator  is  now  in  his 
place.     I  did  not  want  to  forego  hLs  right  to  have  a  roil  call. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  desire  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Montana, 
now  that  he  is  in  the  Chamber,  what  I  have  already  said  to 
the  Senate. 

The  question  is  on  the  rate  on  organdie,  the  very  finest  kind 
of  cloth  made.  There  are  three  mills  in  the  United  States 
making  it.  The  importations  have  increased  until  now  they  are 
over  10,000,000  square  yards.  One  mill  is  In  North  Carolina, 
one  mill  is  in  South  Carolina,  and  the  other  mill  is  In  Connec- 
ticut. Two  mills,  and  two  mills  only,  in  the  United  States  have 
the  right  to  use  the  Swiss  patent,  nud  the  other  mill  in  America 
is  trying  to  make  organdies  here  without  the  Swiss  patent.  If 
reports  are  true,  I  want  to  say  that  they  are  having  very  poor 
success  with  it. 

I  do  not  know  that  I  want  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  to 
go  into  the  details  of  what  that  i»atent  is;  but  the  two  mills 
that  are  making  the«e  fabrics  in  this  country  successfully  at  the 
present  time  are  the  two  mills  that  are  using  the  Swiss  patent. 

The  importations  have  increase*!  from  1.000.000  square  yards 
In  1925  or  1926  up  to  10,000,000  .square  yards  now.  These 
organdies  are  the  finest  goo<ls  made.  The  committee  reported  10 
per  cent  in  addition  for  organdies ;  and,  as  found  on  page  154, 
I  hare  asked  that  the  10  per  cent  oa  line  3  be  reduced  to  5 
per  cent,  and  also  the  10  per  cent  on  line  7.  That  is  the  propo- 
sition Iwfore  the  Senate  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  WUEELER.  That  is  in  addition  to  the  rates  carried  in 
the  body  of  the  !^««tlon? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Oh,  yes ;  that  is  in  addition  to  the  rates  carried 
In  the  l>ody  of  it. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  If  there  is  going  to  be  a  vote 
on  this  matter,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  before  the  vote  is  takra 
that  a  number  of  Menil)ers  on  this  Ade  of  the  Chamber  are  out ; 
and  they  have  suggested  to  me  that  they  desire  to  be  present 
when  a  vote  is  taken,  and  want  a  roil  call  upon  the  matter. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  interrupt  the  Senator? 
The  vote  can  be  taken  on  this  pro^iosed  amendment  and  the  next 
.propo.sed  amendment,  and  then  the  question  will  come  on  agree- 
ing to  the  committee  amendment  as  amended.  Is  not  that 
correct? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  FI..ETCHER.  As  I  understand,  the  Senator  from  Utah 
wants  to  reduce  the  rate  from  10  to  5  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  to  re<luce  it,  and  then  a  vote  can  be 
taken  npon  the  committee  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T  The  quesHon  Lh  upon  the  amend- 
ment pro|toeed  by  the  Senator  from  I'tah  to  the  amendment  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  GFX>RGE.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senator  will  confine 
his  amendment  to  the  nnmeral  "  10"  in  line  3. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  the  pending  amendment 
[Putting  the  question.]  Tlie  ayes  have  it  and  the  amend- 
ment to  the  anMndment  Is  agreed  to.  The  clerk  will  state  the 
next  amendment. 


November  19 


The  Cnar  Clebk.  On  page  154,  line  7,  strike  out  "  10  "  and 
in  jert  "  5,"  so  that  it  will  read : 

[ntagiio  method,  S  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  did  not  understand  that  that  was  the  next 
ai  lendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  whole  amendment,  when  it  is  perfected, 
w  11  be  voted  upon. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  stated  the  amendment 
on  line  3,  reducing  "  10 "  to  "  5,"  which  was  agreed  to.  The 
ch  rk  will  state  the  next  amendment  which  is  "25,"  in  line  4. 
Tie  Senator  from  Utah  said  he  intended  to  propo.se  an  amend- 
m(  nt  to  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  move  to  strike  out  "  25  "  and  Insert  "  12»4." 

tfr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  Senate  lo  reject  that 
an  endment  entirely.  That  is  on  cotton  cloth  woven  with 
pr  nted  or  stamped  warp  yam  or  threads,  25  i)er  cent  ad 
vu  orem,  to  which  the  Senator  now  proposes  an  amendment  re- 
dii  c'ing  the  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  other  words,  the  Senator  wants  that  stricken 
out? 

Wr.  GEORGE.  Yas;  I  move  to  strike  that  out  entirely,  as 
w<  11  as  the  remainder  of  tlmt  section,  "  on  cotton  cloth  printetl 
by  the  surface  or  relief  method." 

kir.  SMOOT.  Then,  Mr.  President,  I  withdraw  my  aniend- 
niint;  and  will  have  a  vote  upon  tlie  amendment  suggested 
by  the  Senator,  striking  out  all  after  the  words  '•  ad  valorem," 
on  line  3,  down  to  and  Including  the  words  '*  ad  valorem,"  on 
lir  e  7. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
pr  )po8e  that  amendment? 

Hr.  GEORGE.     Yes ;  I  offer  that  amendment. 

dr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  last  night  I  Inter- 
ro:ated  my  colleague  [Mr.  Wheeleb],  inquiring  of  him  whether 
he  had  information  as  to  the  iiercentage  of  the  wholesale  price 
of  cotton  goods  that  goes  to  the  payment  of  labor;  and  he  ad- 
vli  ed  us  at  that  time  that  he  had  not  the  exact  figures. 

have  asked  that  the  figures  be  procured  for  me ;  and  I  have 
he  e  a  table  giving  the  percentage  of  the  wholesale  price  of 
CO  ton  goods  that  goes  to  labor,  as  well  as  to  a  large  nunii)er  of 
ot  ker  commodities. 

The  table  shows  that  in  the  case  of  cotton  goods  24.3  per  cent 
of  the  wholesale  price  is  allocated  to  labor.  I  introduce  this 
ta  >le  for  the  purpose  of  showing  how  in-rfef  tly  absurd  Is  the 
coitention  that  these  duties  are  levied  in  the  interest  of  labor, 
an  tl  to  cover  the  difference  in  the  labor  cost  in  this  country  and 
ab  i-oad. 

Vlr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  remark,  if  the  Senator  will 
pardon  nie  just  a  mfiment,  that  this  is  not  a  matter  of  specula- 
tic  n  at  all.  It  is  a  matter  of  absolute  ci>mputation,  as  I  shall 
sh  )w  directly. 

\lT.  BARKLEY.  I  was  wondering  if  the  Senator  would  ex- 
pliin  how  that  compares  with  the  proportion  allocated  to  labor 
in  other  industries. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  find  that  in  the  case  of  silk  goods 
th  ?  prop<irtion  allocated  to  labor  is  18.7  per  cent  of  the  whole.sale 
pr  ce.  In  the  <ase  of  wool  manufactures  it  is  21  per  cent.  In 
th?  ease  of  liosiery  and  knit  goods  it  is  23  per  cent.  In  the  case 
of  glassware  it  is  28.3  per  cent.  In  the  case  of  men's  shirts  it  is 
17  S  per  cent,  and  so  on. 

Vlr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  Mr.  President  has  the  Sena- 
te ■  the  figures  for  boots  and  shoes? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  do  not  find  boots  and  shoes  in 
th '  .schedule  that  I  have. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  proportion  is  much 
hi  ;her  there,  I  believe. 

dr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  let  me  remark  that  the  propor- 
ti(  u  runs  from  38  per  cent  in  the  case  of  earthenware  and  china- 
Wi  ire.  and  37  per  cent  in  the  ca.se  of  clocks  and  watches  down  to 
Si  per  c-ent  in  the  case  of  linseed  oil;  but  in  practically  every 
case  the  total  percentage  going  to  labor  is  less  than  the  tariff 
ra  ;e. 

Let  me  remark,  Mr.  President,  that  these  figui-es  are  arrived 
at  in  a  very  simple  way.  The  cen.^us  returns  give  us  the  total 
ariotmt  for  which  a  particular  line  of  produce  is  sold  in  the 
market,  and  from  the  returns  of  the  companies  we  are  likewise 
gi  en  the  amount  that  they  actually  pay  in  wages;  and  it  Is  a 
siiDple  matter  of  dividing  the  amount  paid  for  labor  by  the 
to  al  sale  price,  and  that  gives  us  the  percentage  which  goes  to 

^^  l?I92S'    ,H^;  P^^^^^Jent,  who  prepared  the  figures? 
fh     Hi«.H^^^  ,.?''*'i^n"*-    T^^**  ^^^  ^^'•e  prepared  under 
T^X,£i'*^"^°  ^^  ^^^    -^'"*^'  ^'  t^e  *'«•«•  Tariff  League,  by  Mr 
Li  dwlg,  an  experienced  stotistician  of  the  Department  of  Com- 
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Mr  SMOOT.  I  hope  these  figures  are  more  correct  than  those 
that  he  may  have  provided  upon  the  cost  to  the  consumer  of 
the  duties  imposed  in  the  different  paragraphs  of  the  bUl. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  cost  to  the  consumer  is  a 
mere  matter  of  speculation,  gathered  from  many  inquiries  of  the 
retSlers  of  these  commodities.  The  increase  to  the  manufac- 
t^rer^suming  that  the  duties  are  effective-and  they  would 
noVbe  asked  if  they  were  not  to  be  effective-is  a  matter  of 
absolute  computation:  but  in  the  matter  of  the  cost  to  the  con- 
sumer as  compared  with  the  advantage  to  the  manufacturer,  of 
course,  there  is  an  opportunity  for  a  wide  margin 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  of  a  better  time 
than  now  to  call  attention  to  the  report;  which  has  gone  int«  the 
RucORD  professing  to  show  that  the  rates  in  the  present  tariff 
bill  will  cost  the  American  people  certain  amounts.  I  desire  to 
call  attention  to  how  the  amounts  have  been  figured  out,  ana 
how  Mr.  Miles  and  his  associates  arrive  at  those  figures.  1  have 
taken  the  pains  to  go  through  all  of  them,  and  I  want  the  benate 
now  to  understand  how  they  were  arrived  at 

BUPP08CD  "PHOFITS"  TO  PRODLCKBS  AND  "COSTS  TO  CON8UMIB8"  "' 

cICsE  OP  rai  DCTua  cpo.>  indi  strial  and  agkiclltural  peoducts 
The  senior  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nowus]  has  recenUy 
presented  figures,  prepared  by  the  Fair  Tariff  League,  purporting 
to  show  the  cost  to  the  American  people  of  the  protective  duties 
on  manufactured  products  from  Pennsylvania,  Ma^chusetts, 
New  Jersey.  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  and  New  York.  The 
figures  in  round  numbers  run  Into  the  billions.  The  cost  for 
^nVylvania  products  is  supposed  to  be  $1,400,000,000;  for  New 
York,  $1,800,000,000;  and  for  the  six  States  named,  over  $o,wu,- 
(KW.OOO.  On  iron  and  steel  alone,  for  the  single  State  of  Penn; 
sylvania  the  tariff  act  of  1922  is  supposed  to  have  Pr«flted 
the  steel  manufacturers  $237,000,000  and  ^^^S^^r^^l 
bill  is  supposed  to  yield  a  profit  to  them  of  $268,000,000  ihe 
cost  to  the  consumer,  for  some  unknown  reason.  miUUpUes  these 
huge  figures  by  two,  and  has  the  tunff  act  of  1^  cosUng  he 
consumers  of  Pennsylvania  iron  and  steel  $474,000,000,  and  tne 
Senate  bill  costing  $536,000,000. 

Such  absurd  figures  carry  their  own  condemnaUon.  The  rea- 
son for  the  absurdity  of  the  figures  is  found  in  an  examinat  ^n 
of  the  method  of  their  compilation.  The  fallacious  assumption 
Underlying  the  whole  tabulation  is  that  the  duties  ^ritten  in 
Z  tariff  act  increase  the  wholesale  prices,  not  only  «or  the  im- 
n;)rted  product  but  also  of  all  the  domestic  products,  by  the  full 
Smt  unt'^of  the  duty,  and,  worse  still,  that  the  eost  Jo  the  con- 
sumer is  two  times  the  full  duty.  If  the  duty  on  pig  iron  is  $1 
^rton  t  Is  assumed  that  every  ton  of  iron  imported,  and 
??eryTon  of  the  millions  produced  in  the  United  States  for  the 
manufacture  of  steel,  will  be  increased  in  price  at  who  esale  by 
The  full  amount  of  the  duty,  and  at  retail  by  two  times  the  duty 
Such  arassumpti..n  is  exactly  contrary  to  the  principles  of 
a  nrotecJive  tariff     On  the  average  and  in  the  long  run  protec- 

Sv^niriffl  do  not,  nor  are  they  meant  J^'  ^J^ff  ^^^^Ve^ome 
♦K«.  <ir^.T.owtin  urticle  bv  the  amount  of  the  duty,  on  tne  ouier 
land  X  usua*?esult  is  an  ultimate  reducth.n  in  the  price  of  the 
nJ^uc^tSected  A  protective  tariff  Is  imposed  for  the  pur- 
w^  of  reserX  an  important  portion  of  the  domestic  market 
tTthedom^tic  producer's,  in  order  that  they  may  expand  their 
»^,i?nrtion  and  then>by  sell  at  continually  lower  prices  as  the 
iJ^omios  o?  lai^eiafe  pn>duction  are  realiz.Hl.  That  prices 
aS  Cer  under  protection  as  a  result  of  expansion  of  the 
SomS  lndS.stry  will  be  indicated  later  on  in  the  discussion 

S^nvone  desires  to  believe  that  the  figures  quoted  respecting 
thi  buEof  Sars  that  the  protective  tariff  has  cost  the 
American  ^Ple  because  of  the  protection  offered  to  the  mdus^ 
Tr^i^  of  the7rincipal  industrial  States,  he  may  be  interested  in 
what  from  the  sSme  fallacious  ix,int  of  view,  the  protective 
^rfff  has  cost  the  American  consumers  of  farm  products^  The 
States  o?  Wisconsin,  Minnesota.  Iowa,  Nebmska  and  Kan^s 
have  about  the  same  population  as  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 
aSd  they  are  in  Se  heVrt  of  the  agricultural  region  in  the  same 
Lnse  that  Pennsylvania  is  in  the  heart  of  the  industrial 
-erion  To  those  who  are  fond  of  faUaclous  arithmetic  a  little 
calculation  respecting  the  agricultural  products  in  these  States 

"^  Ap^ylni^t'hrrates  of  duty  in  the  tariff  act  of  1922  and  In 
the  Senate  bill  to  30  of  the  important  agricultural  products  of 
th^  States  named,  it  is  found  that  these  States  have 
•^profltcS  "-iS  tSe  skme  sense  that  Pennsylvania  has  -  profit^ 
brSe  Uriff-nnder  the  rates  of  duty  in  the  tariff  act  of  1922 
to  the  extent  of  $701,423,000,  based  on  the  census  of  production 
for  19M  and  thit  under  the  proposed  Senate  bill  the  supposed 
"profit "  will  be  $1,073327,000.  Using  the  Mime  arithiMt  c 
resoecting  the  cost  to  the  consumer  aa  was  used  by  the  Fair 
TarS  League,  the  "  cost  to  the  consumer  "  for  the  protection  «£ 


5777 


^Hnl 


tlie  agricultural  products  in  the  States  named  has  been  SMOSr 
&I6.0S)  and  under  the  proposed  law  the  supposed  cost  will  be 
!^2^^tein^l46,6M,00r%bviously  no  one  believes  any 
such  talk  when  applied  either  to  industry  or  agriculture.  It  is 
no  le.5  absurd,  however,  to  assume  that  the  duties  on  agricul- 
tural products  increase  the  price  of  the  domestic  production  by 
the  full  amount  of  the  duty  than  it  is  to  assume  that  the  prlcw 
of  iron  and  steel  are  Increased  by  the  full  ^"'^""t  ^^^^^f,  ^"^'^^ 
No  one  familiar  with  tariff  problems  would  make  such  a  cal- 
culation for  eitlier  industry.  K^^^fi.oHnAi  and 
Going  somewhat  more  into  detail  in  the  hypothetical  and 
fallacious  calculations  respecting  agriculture  In  the  States 
named,  it  is  found  tiiat  by  Uiis  method  of  arithmet  c  a  2H'ent 
per  pound  duty  on  cattle  will  "  profit "  the  fanners  in  ^e  five 
SitS  approximately  $149.000.0tJ^nd  wlU  c^st  the  ultimate 
consumer  of  beef  approximately  $299,000,000. 

By  the  same  method  of  reasoning  Uie  wheat  crop  in  the  me 
States  named  will  show  a  profit  to  the  farmers  under  the  pro- 
^^Ste  biU  of  ahout%>8,000.000.^d  will  ««t  the  ^^^^ 
^er  of  flour  two  times  that,  or  about  *216.0(K).000.  The  corn 
crop  will  yield  a  supposed  profit  of  more  ^•^  ^^^^0000^ 
an  additional  cost  to  the  consumer  of  2^®^  ^^^^^^^wSiS? 
the  hay  crop  U  supposed  to  show  a  Pro/t  of  about  $120,000,000, 
and  an  additional  cost  to  the  feeders  of  $238,000,000. 

It  is  obvious  from  the  absurd  figures  as  to  the  supposed  profits 
to  producers  and  costs  to  consumers  of  industrial  products  prcK 
duced  in  the  East,  and  agricultural  products  produced  in  the 
Middle  West  that  they  are  all  mere  idle  arithmetic  and  give  no 
indication  whatever  of  the  effects  of  the  present  or  prop<«ed 
duties  upon  the  prices  of  the  products  considered. 

Reference  was  made  a  few  moments  ago  to  the  expansion  of 
domestic  industries,  with  a  consequent  reduction  in  prices,  under 
a  protective  tariff  system.  That  this  price  reduction  actually 
occurs  is  indicated  by  the  following  facts:      ,    ,     ^ 

The  price  index  of  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  for  aU  com- 
modities declined  from  150.5— upon  the  1926  basis  of  lOO-i" 
December.  1919,  to  97.6  in  June,  1928.  Apparently  the  protective 
tariff  of  1922  did  not  succeed  in  raising  prices  as  compared 
with  1919  under  the  Underwood  Act,  as  the  Fair  Tariff  L^gue 
would  have  us  believe.  Going  more  into  the  Particulars  of  the 
decline  in  price  under  the  protective  system  it  is  found  that  the 
orice  Index  for  all  metals  and  metal  products  declined  from  137 
in  December,  1919,  to  98.7  in  June,  If®-  The  iron  and  ste.' 
price  index  declined  from  approximately  134  in  1919  to  VjU  in 
the  middle  of  1928.  Pennsylvania  does  not  set- m  to  have  taken 
advantage  of  the  increased  tariff  on  metal  products,  as  she  is 

supposed  to  have  done.  ,    ,     .  .  ,    .^^ 

The  same  stor>'  Is  told  for  all  other  Important  industrial  prod- 
nets  The  Index  for  all  textiles  declined  from  164.5  in  Decem- 
l)er  '  1919,  to  96.3  in  June,  1928.  Wool  textiles  dropped  from 
135*8  in  1919  to  101.2  hi  1928 :  silk  textiles  from  191  to  8J.b,  and 
c-otton  textiles  from  187  to  101.  Chemicals  and  drugs  shovred  a 
price  decUne  frc.m  164.4  in  1919  to  95  In  1928,  and  mixed  ferti- 
lizers fell  from  approximately  222  in  1919  to  98  in  1928.  If  more 
specific  information  is  needed  respecting  the  expansion  of  pro- 
duction and  decline  in  prices  of  industrial  products  under  the 
protective  tariff,  it  may  be  had  in  the  form  of  statistics  for  par- 
ticular  products.  Steel  plates,  for  example,  an  important  protl- 
uct  in  Pennsylvania,  showed  a  production  of  992,000  tons  in 
1910  and  1,244,000  tons  in  1927.  ^   .   .  „ 

Meanwhile  the  prices  of  these  plates  had  fallen  from  ap- 
proximately $61  per  ton  in  Pittsburgh  in  1919,  to  $40.77  per  ton 
in  1927  an  increase  of  25  per  cent  in  production,  and  a  de- 
cline of  almost  exactiy  one-third  in  price.  The  production  of 
galvanizetl  sheets  increased  from  1,500.000.000  pounds  in  1919 
to  2,767,000,000  pounds  In  1927.  Prices  <lecllned  from  $108 
per  ton  in  Pittsburgh  in  1923  to  less  than  $81  in  1928. 

Turning  to  the  chemical  schedule  it  is  found  tiiat  the  produc- 
tion of  citric  acid  has  increased  from  3,163,000  pounds  in  1919 
to  more  than  7,000,000  pounds  in  1927,  and  that  the  price  per 
pound  has  declined  from  about  95  cents  in  1919  to  45  cents  in 
1928  The  production  of  methanol  increased  from  the  low 
figure  of  2,800,000  gallons  in  1921.  to  7,400,000  gallons  in  1926. 
The  production  declined  somewhat  in  1927  because  of  heavy 
imports  of  the  synthetic  product.  Meanwhile  the  price  had 
declined  from  $2.10  per  gallon  in  January.  1921.  to  the  low 
figure  of  40  cents  per  gallon  in  1928.  .       ^       ^      •     • 

One  of  the  most  outstanding  developments  in  the  chemical 
industry  under  the  protective-tariff  system  is  the  development 
of  coal-tar  dyes  and  related  products.  The  quantity  of  coal-tar 
dves  produced  in  the  United  States  In  1919  was  approximately 
fia  4W0  000  pounds.  In  1927  it  was  more  than  95.000,000  pounds. 
A  more  Important  story  ia  indicated  by  the  decline  in  prices, 
f^  a  wSghted  ETerage  sales  price  of  IL26  per  pound  in 
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1917  and  $1.08  In  1920  there  has  been  a  contlnaoiis  decline 
intil  the  average  price  in  1927  was  39  cents  per  pound.  Bvi- 
■dently  tlie  great  dye  producers  of  Pennsylvania  and  New  Jer- 
sey have  not  realize<l  how  much  "  profit "  they  could  have 
made  out  of  the  protective  tariff  if  they  had  been  able  to  use 
the  arithmetic  of  the  Fair  Tariff  League. 

The*'  Illustrations  of  reductions  In  prices  under  protection 
could  be  multiplied  in<leflnltely,  but  a  sufficient  number  of  them 
have  been  given  to  illuMtrate  the  fundamental  principle  under- 
lying the  protective  theory,  namely,  that  protective  rates  are 
not  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  prices,  but  to  reserve  a  large 
portion  of  the  domestic  market  to  the  domestic  producers,  in 
order  that  by  expanding  production,  prices  to  the  consumer 
under  comitetition  may  be  reduced. 

Another  serious  fallacy  underlying  the  tabulation  of  the  Fair 
Tariff  League  in  regartl  to  the  <-<»st  to  the  agricultural  States  of 
protective-tariff  rates  on  industrial  products  is  the  fact  that  it 
negletts  the  importance  of  the  markets  in  prosperous  industrial 
centers  for  agricultural  products.  Much  is  heard  at>out  the  Im- 
portance of  foreign  markets  for  domestic  agricultural  products. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  these  markets  are  almost  negligible  as  com- 
I»ared  with  the  great  couMumlng  indu.<«trial  centers  of  the  United 
States.  If  these  industrial  centers  are  prosperous,  and  If  the 
workers  have  money  to  buy  with,  the  agricultural  States  have 
the  highest  market  in  the  world  for  their  products.  If  the  in- 
dustrial centers  are  in  the  throes  of  depression  their  markets 
for  agricultural  products  are  bad.  A  10  per  cent  decline  in  do- 
mestic purchases  in  industrial  centers  is  worse  than  a  50  per 
cent  decline  in  foreign  purchases.  The  whole  question  reduces 
Itaelf  to  the  simple  statement  that  if  the  industrial  areas  have 
money  to  spend,  they  w^ill  spend  it;  and  if  they  do  not,  the 
farmer  must  seek  markets  el.'^ewhere,  or  let  his  produce  rot  in 
the  fields. 

Another  Important  effect  of  prosperous  manufacturing  indus- 
tries is  the  far*  that  they  withdraw  surplus  agricultural  labor 
from  the  farms  to  the  factories,  and  thereby  reduce  the  burden- 
some agricultural  surplus  for  some  commodities.  The  farm 
surplus  is  one  of  the  most  important  questions  confronting  the 
country  to-day,  and  this  surplus  would  unquestionably  be  much 
larger  if  the  industrial  centers  were  not  drawing  off  the  labor 


rplT  s 


suppl 
su 

In 
agriciiltural 


power  I 
runniqg 
would 
becau!^ 
IH-iced 
It  is 
dustriil 
as  ca 
fact 
tural 


5iippo*ed  "prwU€ti»n  to  produeert"  and  "eotlto  eontumert"  becmue  aftkt  duties  in  tkt  tariff  act  of 
intke  9itU*«f  Witdnmn.  Minnesota,  Iwa,  Nebraska,  and  Kansas,  calculated  upon  the  same 
ftr  tnduttrial  pnduets  produced  in  Pennsileanin  and  published  in  the  Congressional  Record  Sokember 

(Prodaction  data  obtaiiMd  from  the  Censqa  of  Agriculture,  1925] 


'lew  of  the  obvious  close  relation  between  industrial  and 
prosperity,  with  each  group  of  industries  furnish- 
ing a  market  for  the  other's  products,  it  Is  diflScult  to  under- 
stand the  current  opposition  to  industrial  protection.  The  be- 
lief i^pms  to  be  current  that  the  relatively  small  foreign  markets 
for  ajTlcultural  products  in  which  the  consumers  have  50  or 
75  cei  ts  per  day  to  spend  upon  all  commodities,  and  probably 
half  t  lat  amount  upon  food,  can  be  of  more  importance  from 
the  pofnt  of  view  of  agricultural  relief  than  the  larger  spending 
of  domestic  industrial  tenters,  with  our  wage  scales 
up  to  $10  per  day.  To  cripple  domestic  industries 
seem  to  be  the  shortest  route  to  agricultural  disaster, 
of  the  destruction  of  the  farmers'  best  and  highest- 
markets. 

hard  to  understand  how  anyone  can  believe  that  the  In- 
East  is  costing  western  consumers  billions  of  dollars, 
l^ulate<l  by  the  Fair  Tariff  League,  when  as  a  matter  of 
areas  are  the  best  markets  in  the  world  for  agricul- 
broducts,  and  at  the  same  time  the  prices  of  Industrial 
products  are  continually  declining  becau.se  of  the  expansion  of 
the  in<  ustries  under  the  protective  system,  and  lower  unit  costs 
due  to  mass  production  and  to  increased  eflBclency  of  labor. 

For  the  use  of  those  who  are  interested  in  absurd  arithmetic 
consen :  is  requested  to  insert  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  a  table 
showirg  the  production  of  the  important  agricultural  products 
in  the  States  of  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  aod 
Kansaii,  to  which  have  been  applied  the  rates  of  duty  in  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1922  and  in  the  Senate  bill,  together  with  the  fal- 
lacious calculations  as  to  how  much  such  rates  will  *'  profit " 
the  American  farmer,  and  how  much  they  will  "cost"  the  ulti- 
mate <onsumers,  up<m  the  same  erroneous  {tremlses  as  those 
used  ii  the  tables  prepared  by  the  Fair  Tariff  League  and  pub- 
lished n  the  Congressional  Recobd  of  November  7  and  Novem- 
ber 11.  1929. 

The  V'ICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 
Thers  being  no  objection,  the  table  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the   iECORD,  as  follows : 


ufii 


Product 


Uvastock: 

Horses 

Males 

CattJe 


Sbeep 

Goats 

Swine 

Chickens. 


Uvestock  prodncts: 
Dairy  products- 
Butter  made  on  farms 

Butterfat  sold  (in  eream). 


Unit  of 
quantity 


Number. 

—do 

.do 


.do. 
-do. 


.do. 
-do. 


Cream  sold. 


Whole  milk  lold. 


Wool  produced  (1V2S  on  basis  of  dean 
content). 

Eggs  produced 

Parm  crops: 
Orain— 

Corn 

Wheal 

Oats  (threshed) 

Barley.... 

^         Rye 

Flaxseed 

Sorghum —...... 

Hay,  taiiRi  and  wild ...... 

Mtsc«Uaneous— 

Sugar  beets 

Tobacoo..- 

Potatoes  (white) 


Potatoes  (sweet  and  yams) 

Orchard  IruitsJ  apples  (harvested). 


Total. 


Pound, 
.-do-.. 


Gallon... 

...do 

Pound... 
Doien 


Bushel . 
..do.... 
..do.... 


...do 

.-do 

..do 

Pound... 
Short  ton 


Production 

in  Wisconsin. 

Minnesota, 

Iowa, 

Nebraska, 

and  Kansas 


..do 

Pound... 
Bushel... 


Value.. 
Bushel - 


441,300 

49.eoo 

>^474.000 

078,000 

7.300 

*  20, 874. 000 

'K81S.00O 


79.055,000 
•525,006,000 

13.055,000 

482.  272;  000 

8.486,000 

418.  780, 000 


021,  685,  000 

256,483,000 

590,  S.SS.  000 

53.218.000 

10,354.000 

7.073,000 

18.701,000 

23,8r,000 

1,210,000 
33,196^000 
831038,000 

682,000 


Rate  of  d  ity 


Act  of  1923 


130  each 

do 

l>r-2    cents    per 
pound. 

$2  each 

do 


H  cent  per  pound 
3  cents  per  pound 


Scents  per  pound 
aOoents  per  pound. 

20  cents  per  gallon 

3M  cents  per  gal- 
lon. 
31  cents  per  pound. 

8oeotsper  doten.. 

I5oents  per  bushel. 
30  cen  ts  per  bushel . 
15cents  per  bushel. 
20oeQts  per  bushel. 
15  cents  POT  bushel. 
40  cents  per  bushel. 
2  cents  per  pound . . 
M(longtoa).. 


80 cents  (long  ton). 
35  cents  per  pound . 
50  cents  per   100 

pounds. 
25  per  cent. 
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7,267,000    25  cents  per  bushel.   2S  cents  per  bushel. 


'  The  number  of  cattle  have  been  oonvertad  to  pounds  fbr  purpoees  of  r»i«ii*tiin  duty  by  using 
I  Tt...  -^r-j_  ^  .—i —  w.-.  I 1   im  1  tn  rnimilii  fnr  piirpnns  nf  naleiiiMting  inty  hji 


'The 

<Tha nuartMT  aleMckaaa  tavre  been  oeMertad  for  parpaaa'af  rriimlating  duty  by  asiiw4 

•  The  pounds  of  butter&t  sold  in  cream  have  been  converted  to  gallons  for  purpose  of 


usinc  4  po«  Dds 


November  19 


which  would  otherwise  be   adding  to  the  agricultural 


and  the  pending  Senate  bill  on  important  agricultural  commodities  produced 
f(  lUttcious  basis  as  that  used  bf  the  Fair  Tariff  League  in  computing  similar  dot* 

'  7.  19i9 


Senate  bill 


«0 


each 

.-do 

cents 
pound. 

each 

..do 


2  2H 


per 


Dents  per  pound 
cents  per  pound 


1^  cents  per  pound 

54 .5     cents     per 
pound. 

Si  .6  cents  per  gal- 
lon. 

6J  i  cants  per  gal- 
lon, 
cents  per  pound. 


cents  per  dozen. 


29  cents  per  bushel. 
43  cents  per  bushel, 
l^cents  per  bushel, 
per  bushel, 
per  bushel. 
_  per  bushel, 
per  pound., 
■'ton) 


20  cents  I 
\S  cents  1 
3flcents| 
2ientsp. 
it  Cihort  t 


80  cents  (short  ton) 
35jcents  per  pound . 
cents   per    100 

[munds. 

per  cent 


Protection  to  producers 


Act  of  1022 


)13, 236, 000 

1.488,000 

148.902,000 

1. 957. 000 
15.000 


Senate  bUI 


$13.  236, 000 

1, 4S8,  000 
186,  128.  000 

2,935,000 
22,000 


35,849,000  I     143,  .395,000 
11,378,000         3a  341, 000 


6,372.000 
12,652,000 

2,611,000 
12, 057, 000 

2,631,000 
33,501,000 


03.253,000 
76, 045, 000 
88,629,000 
10,644,000 
2,903.000 
3,189,000 
18,  791. 000 
85,096.000 

871,000 
11,619,000 
24,881.000 

136.000 
1,817,000 


11,152,000 
35,806,000 

7,388,000 
31.348,000 

2,631,000 
41,  876, 000 


15.'>.  421, 000 

107.  723, 000 

94,  537,  000 

la  644,  000 

2,903,000 

4.465.000 

18,  791, 000 

119. 135. 000 

975,000 
11,619.000 
37,322,000 

228,000 
1, 817, 000 


Cost  to  consumers 


Act  of  1922 


$26, 472, 000 

2, 976, 000 

207,804.000 

3,014,000 

30.000 

71, 698,  000 

22,756,000 


12, 744, 000 
25.304,000 

5,222,000 
24,114,000 

5,262,000 
67.002.000 


186.506.000 

153.  S90, 000 

177.  258,  000 

21,2<8,  000 

5,806,000 

6, 378. 000 

37,  582. 000 

170.  192, 000 

1.742,000 
23,238,000 
49,  762,  000 

272,000 
3.634,000 


Senate  bill 


S36, 472, 000 

2, 976,  000 

372.  256.  000 

5, 870. 000 

44,000 

286,790,000 

60,662,000 


701,423,000    1,073,327,000  11,402,846,000 


22,304,000 
71,612,000 

M,  778,  000 

62,696,000 

5,262,000 

83,  75%  000 


310,842,000 

215,446,000 

1S9,  074,000 

21,2S»,  000 

.S.  806,000 

8,930,000 

37,  582, 000 

238.270,000 

1,950,000 
23.238,000 
74. 644, 000 

456,000 
3,634.000 


2, 146, 654, 000 


1,150  pocmds  per  bead. 
240  pounds  each. 
Is  each. 
wUcnla^ng  duty  at  8.3  pounds  to  gallon. 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from 
Utah  has  resorted  to  a  style  of  argument  which  is  not  alto- 
gether novel.  Having  presented  certain  figures  to  demonstrate 
that  labor  as  a  rule  does  not  get  any  more  than  20  to  25  per 
cent  of  the  sale  price  of  commodities  upon  which  the  tariff  is 
levied,  and  being  entirely  unable  to  refute  these  figures  or  avert 
the  deductions  to  be  drawn  therefrom,  he  proceeds  to  demon- 
strate that  some  figures  in  relation  to  the  actual  ultimate  results 
to  the  consumers  given  in  some  other  tables  at  some  other  time 
are  not  accurate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  hare  not  even  seen  the  tables  to  which  the 
Senator  has  referred.  When  they  are  put  in  the  Rkcobd  I  shall 
look  at  them.  These  are  more  likely  to  be  true  than  the  others 
were.  I  wiU  say  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  But  the  figures  are  the  figures  of 
the  Census  Bureau.  The  figures  the  Senator  is  talking  about 
were  not  the  figures  of  the  census  returns  at  all,  as  I  tried  to 
explain.  These  are  figures  drawn  from  the  official  census 
returns. 

The  Senator  resorts  to  another  line  of  argument  not  alto- 
gether novel  in  connection  with  a  discussion  of  tariff  problems. 
He  lists  a  large  number  of  commodities  upon  which  tariffs 
are  levied,  the  prices  of  which  through  a  long  period  of  years 


have  declined.  We  have  «  tariff  upon  these  products,  and  the 
prices  have  declined ;  therefore  the  tariff  occasioned  the  decline 
in  the  prices.  The  Senator  omitted  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  a  multitude  of  things  produced  in  this  country  upon  which 
there  is  no  tariff  at  all  at  the  same  time  have  declined  in  price. 
I  endeavored  to  direct  his  attention  to  a  ccmsplcuous  example 
in  the  case  of  automobiles,  which  have  declined  In  price  con- 
tinuously. , 

The  same  thing  might  be  said  wiUi  re8|)ect  to  sewing  ma- 
chines. The  same  thing  might  be  said  with  respect  to  radio 
sets  and  a  number  of  other  things.  One  could  prove  anything 
by  that  method  of  reasoning.  We  have  epidemics  in  this  coun- 
try every  once  In  a  while  and  we  have  the  high  tariff,  and  tlw 
conclusion  would  be  from  that  sort  of  reasoning  that  the  high 
tariff  occasioned  the  epidemics.  We  have  business  panics,  hor- 
rible business  depressions  in  the  country  every  once  in  a  while, 
and  at  the  same  time  we  have  the  high  tariff,  and  the  argu- 
ment would  be  that  the  high  tariff  caused  the  business  depres- 
sions.   That  form  of  reasoning  does  not  trouble  anybody. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  schedule 
to  which  I  have  referred  may  be  incorporated  in  the  Rboobd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  schedule  is  as  follows: 


The  tariff— DistrilmHon  cf  beneflU 


Oi 


Product 


Cotton  goods — 

Cotton  laoes,  embroideries,  etc.'. 


Silk  goods 

Wool  manufactures 

Hosiery  and  knit  goods. 

Bhirta.  men's 

CorseU,  brassieres,  etc.. 
Clothing. 


Carpets  and  rugs. 
Gloves,  leather... 
Furs. 


Vmbrellas,  parasols,  canes,  etc 

Trunks,  valiws,  suitcases,  etc 

Rubber  goods 

r.arthern,  stone,  and  china  ware 

Glassware — 

Toys  and  games . — ....... — 

Chocolate  and  cocoa 

Confectionery 

Starch. 


(5t 


Domestic 

production, 
census  1027 


Paints  and  varnishes 

Linseed  oil 

Oilcloth  and  linoleum 

Medicinal  preparations — 
Perfumery,  cosmetics,  etc. 
Explosives- 


Mu.>^ieai  instruments. 
Hardwore. 


Cntlery  and  edge  tools 

Aluminum  manufactures 

Brass,  bronze,  and  copper  manufactures. 

Clocks  and  watches 

Stamped  and  enamel  ware ~ 

Tinware 


DoUart 
1,655,084.702 

23, 764,  215 

750.291,702 
859, 873, 143 
816, 620. 404 
241,640,030 

77, 218, 302 

2, 574,  789. 719 

164,  709,  290 

36,662,053 
426,271,955 

23,156,400 

59, 958, 681 

1,224.941,390 

437.  246,  629 

366,  217,  797 

91, 96.1, 619 
122.  723,  229 
301,927,343 

33. 679.  369 
619. 009, 842 

73.  367,  776 

09, 185,  468 
388,552,068 
161.245,659 

72,489,668 
225,  881.  856 
208.253,586 

76, 688, 444 
123,5.')7. 112 
619.  892, 352 

85, 391, 842 
290. 672. 154 
263.478,601 


(3) 


Domestie 

wages,  census 

1027 


DoUmts 
402,845,762 

6,602,887 

140, 100, 291 

180, 475, 052 

188, 163, 458 

42,907.827 

12, 402, 288 

426, 337,  581 

41, 484,  975 

8,  813,  912 

70, 667,  2«3 

3,411,261 

13, 084,  687 

19«,  052,  473 

168,  (>43,  893 

103,466,441 

23,  227.  274 

7,  33y,  405 

56, 980,  548 

2.612.407 

40, 184,  732 

2,«49,  310 

13,017.027 

28,609,894 

10,  OCS,  085 

8.131.234 

flO.  570,  367 

60.  827,  474 

30,  270,  326 

20.891,843 

92, 894.  430 

31,574,587 

75,  367, 044 

35,00a822 


(4) 


Percent 
wages 
to  pro- 
duction 


Per  etfd 
24.3 

27.8 

18.7 

21.0 

23.0 

17.8 

16.1 

16.6 

25.  2 

24.0 

16.6 

14.7 

21.8 

16.0 

38.6 

28.3 

25.3 

6.0 

14.5 

7.8 

7.7 

3.0 

13.7 

7.4 

6.8 

11.2 

26.8 

20.2 

26.4 

16.0 

17.0 

87.0 

25.0 

13.8 


(B) 

Act  of 
1922,  tar- 
ill  rate, 
average 
ad  valo- 
rem im- 
p(irta,1927 


Per  cent 
46.6 

68.0 
55.8 
64.4 

30.4 
40.6 
6X3 
62.8 
SO.  2 
26.7 

4ao 

33.0 
28.3 
68.2 
S2.5 
70.0 
17.0 
40.0 
43.7 
33.8 
48.6 
34.0 
211 
46.0 
36.8 
40.7 
60.4 
104.2 
88.7 
S8.5 
40.3 
41.7 
40.0 


{«) 

Act  of 
1022,  tar- 
iff pro- 
tection 
to  manu- 
factures, 
1927 


Mmion 
Mtart 
263 

11 

275 
308 

320 
68 
26 

884 

67 

12 

00 

7 

16 

270 

161 

136 

38 

10 

112 

10 

131 

24 

26 

75 

61 

20 

66 

78 

36 

34 

145 

20 

86 

72 


(7) 


Revenue  to 
Oovemment 
imports,  1037 


DoHart 
22,333,947 

iaM8,863 

18,983.545 

2%113,&M 

9,250,633 

8,636 

7,107 

18.384, 446 

11,441,384 

6,346,683 

8,846,034 

171, 217 

1,314,803 

632,003 

18,016,042 

0.823,543 

3,226.968 

270,744 

854,367 

605.028 

1, 269,  420 

209.  8»> 

405.  3K3 

1, 369. 106 

3,  355, 478 

354,129 

1,978.092 

45,103 

1,502,846 

373  M6 

050,064 

7, 444, 1« 

14,462 

3,532 


'  Included  with  cotton  goods. 

Remember,  in  reading  the  above  table,  that  tariff  rates  (column  5)  should  not  equal  American  wages  (column  4)  but  only  the  difference,  often  nil,  between  our  wage 
costs  per  unit  of  product  and  foreign  wage  costs. 


Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  was  not  in  the  Chamber  when 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  commenced  his  remarks.  I 
came  in  during  the  delivery  of  his  eloquent  oration.  He  showed 
a  feeling  that  I  have  never  seen  exhibited  before  by  the  Senator 
from  Utah,  and  when,  in  his  graceful  way,  he  turned  lils  fiery 
eyes  upon  me  I  felt  like  getting  out  of  the  Chamber.  I  was 
afraid  he  was  angry.     I  hope  he  did  not  feel  that  way. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh,  no;  I  certainly  did  not. 

Mr.  NORHIS.  He  made  a  wonderful  argument  He  has 
answered  to  his  own  satisfaction  some  of  the  tables  and  figures 
which  have  been  put  into  the  Record  by  different  Senators, 
myself  among  the  number,  prepared  by  Mr.  Miles.  It  may  be 
that  later  on  when  I  come  to  examine  his  figures  I  shall  want 
to  reply  further,  but  for  the  present  I  want  to  say  that  he 
assumes  to  begin  with,  in  the  argument  where  be  makes  the 
comparison  with  the  farmer,  that  the  farmers'  rates  or  the  rates 
in  the  tariff  schedule  on  the  main  farm  products  are  Just  as 


effective  as  the  rates  in  the  tariff  schedules  on  manufactured 
products,  an  assumption  which  everybody  who  knows  anything 
about  the  tariff  knows  is  absolutely  erroneous. 

It  is  common  knowledge,  it  was  admitted  in  the  Republican 
platform,  it  was  admitted  in  the  campaign  by  the  Republican 
candidate  for  President,  that  the  farmer  was  not  getting  the 
benefit  of  the  protective  tariff,  and  yet  the  Senator  can  take 
the  law  and  show  where  the  rates  on  some  of  the  principal  farm 
products  were  away  up  nearly  to  the  sky,  42  cents  on  a  bushel  of 
wheat,  and  so  forth.  But  everyl)ody  knows  that  It  did  not  do 
the  farmer  any  good.  Everybody  said  so.  The  Senator  from 
Utah  himself  said  so.  It  was  a  matter  of  common  knowledge. 
And  yet  the  Senator  in  Ids  argument  assumes  that  the  same 
thing  apiiies  to  the  manufactures  schedules.  Likewise  every- 
body knows  that  the  tariff  is  not  fully  effective  in  every  instance, 
though  in  many  instances  it  is  effective  100  per  cent  When  we 
,  take  these  facts  into  consideration  it  seems  to  me  that  all  of 
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the  arjmniCTitg  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  made  against  these 
rates,  tm^^ed  on  the  theory  that  the  mannfacturer  adds  the  tariff 
to  hJs  product,  fall  to  the  p-ound. 

The  Senator  then  goes  on  to  show  what  would  be  iwobaNe  If 
the  nites  on  farm  pmducts  which  are  not  effective  were  effec- 
tWe.  If  42  cents  a  bushel  was  effective  on  wheat,  if  all  of  the 
rates  on  the  other  agricultural  products,  such  as  com,  oats, 
and  so  forth,  upon  which  there  is  a  tariff,  but  on  which  the 
farmer  gets  practically  no  benefit  whatever,  were  effective,  then 
the  same  conclusion  would  follow  thist  the  Senator  had  In  his 
table — he  had  It  in  his  speech,  anyway — that  these  great  things 
w(»uld  be  added  particularly  to  the  cost  of  the  consumers  In  the 
Western  States,  and  they  w(»uld  have  to  p«iy  on  acctmnt  of  the 
tariffs  that  had  been  levied  on  the  farmers'  products,  which, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  many  instances  were  put  there  for  the 
expres's  and  only  purpose  of  deceiving  the  farmer  who  pro- 
dui-eil  that  product.  That  was  common  knowledge  for  many 
years,  and  it  was  a  common  practice  to  point  to  the  fact  that 
In  recent  .vears  we  have  had  a  high  tariff  on  farm  products. 

What  we  have  been  trying  to  do  in  this  country  ever  since 
the  war,  and  in  good  faith,  is  to  give  to  the  American  fanner 
the  beuellt  of  the  protective-tariff  system,  not  to  tear  down  the 
system,  but  to  extend  its  benefits  to  all  of  our  people,  and  give 
to  the  American  farmer  the  same  tariff  benefits  that  the  manu- 
facturers get.  There  was  no  attempt  to  tear  down  what  the 
manufacturers  are  getting.  I  have  said  before,  and  I  repeat 
now.  that  if  we  c-outinue  to  prevent  legislation  that  will  give 
to  the  farmer  the  benefit  of  a  protective-tariff  system  under 
which  he  must  live,  if  we  c«nitinue  to.  take  tho.so  l)enefits  away 
from  him,  and  still  cfHnpel  him  to  bear  his  hardships,  the  time 
will  come  when  be  will  help  to  tear  down  the  citadel  of  protec- 
tion, even  though  some  of  its  destruction  comes  upon  his  own 
head,  because  it  is  Impossible  for  any  educated  men.  any  civ- 
ilised people,  to  live  without  limit  as  to  time  under  a  system 
that  is  so  unfair  and  so  unjust. 

When  these  tariff  plans  were  submitted,  commencing  soon 
after  the  war  when  this  great  dlscrei)ancy  began  to  be  felt, 
there  were  a  few  of  us  who  were  denounced  in  all  kinds  of 
ways.  In  some  Instances  we  were  absolutely  ostracised. 
Everything  we  propi>8ed  was  cast  aside  as  being  uneconomical 
and  something  that  would  not  work.  When  we  failed  with  one 
and  brought  in  something  else,  the  same  thing  happened  again. 
Assuming  that  those  who  held  the  power  in  their  hands  in  the 
White  House  and  in  the  Senate  were  perfectly  honest  in  the 
position  which  they  took,  that  they  were  perfectly  conscientious, 
then  it  was  up  to  them  to  do  one  of  two  things,  either  to  say, 
"  Here  is  something  the  farmer  suffers  from  that  can  not  be 
remedied  and  he  will  have  to  continue  to  suffer,"  or  themselves 
to  bring  in  something  that  would  give  him  relief. 

That  was  a  fair  proposition.  Those  of  us  who  have  been 
working  along  those  lines  since  the  World  War  have  trie<l  on 
many  «K-caslons  to  bring  relief.  We  have  submittefl  remedies; 
they  have  not  done  so.  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  SMocyr] 
has  not.  If  what  we  have  been  trying  to  do  is  not  good,  if 
with  the  enormous  power  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
with  the  patronage  extending  all  over  the  United  States  and  the 
machinery  of  the  i>oliticai  party  in  power,  those  in  control  nave 
been  able  to  prevent  us  putting  on  the  statute  book  what  we 
believe  would  bring  relief,  why  do  they  not  put  something 
there?  Why  has  not  the  Senator  from  Utah  brought  In  a  bill, 
why  did  not  President  Coolidge  suggest  one,  why  has  not 
president  Hoover  suggesteil  one  that  will  take  care  of  the  agri- 
cultural surpla-^.  The  Republican  Party  pledged  itself  in  Its 
platform  to  give  relief  to  agriculture,  to  put  it  on  an  equal  basis 
with  industry,  but  it  has  not  been  done;  and,  Mr.  President, 
you  know  it  has  not  been  done.  In  many  instances  those  who 
have  tried  to  do  it  have  been  condemned  and  ostracized.  If 
they  are  mistaken,  if  they  are  wrong,  then,  in  the  namo  of 
honesty  and  the  pledges  made  to  the  American  farmer,  do  some- 
thing yourselves.  Do  not  sit  Idly  by  and  continue  to  rais:e.  as 
the  committee  proposes  to  do,  the  tariff  higher  and  hiyher. 
When  we  have  been  called  together  to  give  the  farmer  relief 
under  the  tariff,  the  answer  is  to  raise  the  tariff  wall  still 
higher  and  to  condemn  those  who  dare  to  ei^mplain  of  what  it 
is  sought  to  do. 

Let  us  have  a  show-down.  We  have  tried,  but  we  have  failed 
Let  us  see  what  you  can  do.  We  tried  to  relieve  the  fanner, 
and  you.  through  your  power  and  influence,  have  prevented  it! 
Now,  you  give  him  relief.  You  will  find  no  opposition  from 
those  who  have  been  fighting  for  him,  lo,  these  many  years. 
They  will  gladly  welcome  anithlng  that  wiU  give  reUef  to 
atrickeu  agriculture.  Common  honesty  demands  that  yoa  try 
to  do  that  with  some  plan  of  your  own  or  stop  condemning 
those  who  have  been  trying  to  do  It.  Either  bring  in  a  remedy, 
that  you  think  will  bring  relief  or  admit  that  you  do  not  kuow 
how  to  do  it :  that  you  do  not  know  anything  about  It. 
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Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Ttaa  In  the  chair).  The 
question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Geoigia  [Mr.  Oedboe]  to  the  committee  amendment. 

M-.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  made  a  statement  last 
night  to  the  effect  that  the  United  States  could  compete  with  any 
other  country  in  the  manufacture  of  cotton  goods,  regardless  of 
the  ariff.  That  statement  was  challenged,  I  think,  by  the  Sen- 
ator from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh].  He  said  that  he  thought 
I  hod  made  a  very  broad  statement.  I  put  into  the  Record 
to-di  y  some  figures  showing  that  we  were  producing  cotton  goods 
in  this  country  cheaper  than  they  were  being  protlnced  in  Great 
Briti  In.  I  now  wish  to  call  attention  of  the  Senate  to  an 
artic  e  which  appeared  in  the  Political  Science  Quarterly,  edited 
for  t  he  Academy  of  Political  Science  by  the  faculty  of  political 
science  of  Columbia  University,  for  June,  1929.  with  reference 
to  tie  cost  of  production  in  Japan,  and  pointing  out  that  the 
Unit>d  States  can  compete  in  foreign  countries  with  Japan  and 
can  mdersell  Japan.  Of  course,  I  will  say  at  the  out.set  that 
I  kn  )\v  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  not  agree  with  any  statis- 
tics vhich  I  furnish  or  that  are  furnished  by  the  author  of  th«» 
artic  e  in  this  magazine.    I  quote  from  the  article,  as  follows: 

Thif  output  per  American  worker  In  pounds  of  cloth  per  lO-hour  day 
Is  frcm  four  to  ten  times  the  Japanese  worker's  output.  Seven  and  a 
half  limes  the  Japanese  output  is  the  average.  Seven  and  n  half  tlmea 
the  o  itput  and  five  and  one-third  times  the  wage  leaves  the  Americaa 
manuraiturer  with  a  wage  cost  p«^r  pound  of  cloth  that  is  less  than  the 
Japai  ese.  In  spite  of  the  Incredibly  cheap  Japanese  labor,  Americia 
maiiaracturers  produce  at  a  wage  cost  per  pound  of  cloth  that  la  from 

18  to  57  per  cent  less  than  the  Japanese. 

Then,  after  citing  the  tables,  the  article  continues: 
It    8  almost  unbelievable  until  the  differences  in  individual  ontpnt  on 
sirail^r  Krades  of  cloth  are  examined.     The  Japanese  worker  is  producing 
8  and  10  pounds  of  cloth  to  the  American  88  and  97  ;  11  and  12  to  185; 

19  to  108;  35  to  148.  Even  a  wage  of  60  cents  a  day  can  not  make  np 
that  lifference.  The  fault  Is  not  the  worker's.  The  machinery,  the 
methcds  of  production,  and  the  cheap  wage  system  are  the  chief  causes. 

Sin  re  the  wage  c-osts  on  American  yarns  average  39  per  cent  more 
per  pound  of  yarn  than  the  Japanese,  and  the  wage  costs  on  American 
cloth  (not  including  the  labor  costs  in  the  yarn)  average  33  per  cent 
less  jer  pound  of  cloth,  the  one  nearly  balances  the  other.  Thla  ex- 
plains why  American  textile  manufacturers  can  sell  In  the  same  inter- 
natloial  markets  with  the  Japanese.  The  superior  efficiency  'of  the 
American  worker  offsets  to  a  very  tx>n;iiderable  extent  any  advantage  the 
Japan  rae  manufacturer  may  have  in  lower  wages.  And  when  the  extra 
labor  costs  that  grow  out  of  the  cheap  labor  system  are  added  to  the 
wage,  the  Japanese  manufacturer  is  found  to  benefit  very  little.  If  any, 
by  hill  so-called  cheap  iatwr. 

It  8  the  general  piosumptlon  that  Japanese  manufacturers  have  a 
great  advantage  ovt-r  western  industrialists  in  their  supply  of  cheap 
labor  with  long  working  hours.  That  Japans  labor  is  her  major  in- 
dusti-lil  asset  is  quite  true,  but  its  cheapness  is  altogether  another 
matte-.  The  resources  of  labor  are  abundant,  but  labor  for  indastrial 
purpoies  is  scarce  and  unskiiled.  and  above  all  it  is  not  cheap,  because 
it  is  Inefficient.  The  extra  payments  that  subsidixe  the  cheap  wage,  the 
inulti|ile  cost  of  inefficient  lalx>r,  the  effect  of  poor  and  uneven  quality 
from  unskilled  hands,  are  as  real  costs  as  the  cheap  wage.  The  wide 
margin  of  difference  in  individual  output  between  .\merican  and  Japan- 
ese lal)or  suggests  a  fertile  field  of  rcsearcJi  for  Japanese  induatrlaliata. 

Mr  President,  as  I  said  a  while  ago,  when  we  get  the  facts 
with  reference  to  the  cost  per  unit  in  Japan  and  when  we  get  the 
facts  as  to  Great  Britain,  we  find  that  in  both  those  countries 
the  cost  per  unit  per  man  is  higher  than  it  Is  in  the  United 
States.  Yet  we  here  see  Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Cham- 
ber fi»nstantly  g'tting  up  and  .saying,  "Why,  we  must  protect 
American  labor  from  the  Japane.se,  from  the  English,  and  from 
the  (  ermans."  The  facts  stated  in  the  article  plainly  demon- 
strati*  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  cotton  manufacturers  of 
this  country  do  not  need  any  tnriff  at  all,  though  since  1922  they 
have  been  having  the  highest  tariff  in  the  history  of  the  United 
States  Notwithstanding  that  fact,  we  are  proposing  to  raise  the 
tariff  rates  in  this  Congress  which  was  called  into  special  ses- 
sion   or  the  benefit  of  agriculture. 

Th .  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  1  mcndnient  proposed  by  tlie  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
GB0W^E]  to  the  committee  amendment.  [Putting  the  question.! 
By  tl  e  sound  the  noes  seem  to  have  it. 

Mr  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sure  I  did  not  under- 
stanc  the  purport  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Geori  la  to  the  committee  amendment,  and  I  do  not  think  other 
Sena  ors  understood  it. 

Mr  GEORGE.    I  think  there  was  a  misapprehension 

Th^  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  proposed  by 
the  £  tnator  from  Georgia  to  the  committee  amendment  will  be 
state  L 


Allen 

Ilarkley 

Bingham 

Black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Bniokhart 

H^(lU^>l^urd 

Capper 

Connally 

Cop<<laiid 

C0U7,ell8 

Cutting 

Dale 

Deneen 

Dill 

Fees 


Fletch'T 

Frazier 

George 

Gillett 

Glass 

Glenn 

Goff 

Cioldsborough 

Greene 

Hale 

Harris 

Ilarrison 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Havden 

Uebert 

Heflln 

Howell 

Jones 

Kean 


Short  ridge 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Sti'ck 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Swan«on 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Towusend 

Trammt'll 

Tydlngs 

Vandpnt)erg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


The  Lbcislative  Clebk.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  proposes 
to  amend  the  committee  amendment  en  page  154,  line  3,  by 
striking  out  after  the  words  "  ad  valorem  "  down  to  the  period 
In  line  7,  as  follows:  "on  cotton  cloth  woven  with  printed  or 
stamped  warp  yarn  or  threads.  25  per  cent  ad  valorem;  on 
cotton  cloth  printed  by  the  surface  or  relief  method,  as  distin- 
guished from  the  engraved  or  intaglio  method,  10  per  cent  ad 
valorem."  , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  to  the  amendment.  [Putting  the  question.] 
By  the  sound  the  noes  seem  to  have  it. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  call  for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  now  is  on  agree- 
ing to  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  hope  the  entire  committee  amendment  will 
be  disagreed  to,  because  the  domestic  product  which  is  known 
as  "cotton  cloth  woven  with  printetl  or  stami>ed  warp  yarn  or 
threads"  is  selling  below  the  foreign  product  in  the  domestic 
market  The  same  is  true  of  cretonne  covered  by  a  subsequent 
portion  of  the  amendment.  I  thought  that  it  might  be  proper 
to  allow  the  organdie  rate  to  be  re<luced  by  one-half  and  go  to 
conference,  on  the  theory  that  the  manufacture  of  organdie  was 
probably  a  new  business  in  the  United  States,  and  inasmuch  as 
oi)erators  had  to  oiwrate  under  a  Swiss  patent  that  there  was 
some  real  ju.stiflcation  for  allowing  the  amendtnent  to  go  to 
conference  with  a  small  rate  of  duty,  but.  Mr.  President,  the 
domestic  tapestries  and  upholstery  products  and  cretonne  de- 
8<ribed  in  other  portions  of  the  paragraph  are  to-day  selling  well 
below  the  cost  of  the  foreign  products  in  this  market,  and  there 
is  not  a  particle  of  excuse  for  the  additional  duties  which  are 
sought  to  be  Imiwsetl.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
comnrittee  amendment. 

Mr.    NORRIS.      Let    us    have    the    yeas    and    nays    on    the 

amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.   SIMMONS.     Mr.   President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a 

^"The"pRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  names: 

Kcndrick 

Keyes 

I^  Follette 

McCuIloch 

McKellar 

McMaster 

McNary 

Mo.ses 

Norbeck 

Norrla 

Nye 

()<ldle 

Overman 

I'atterson 

rittman 

Ransdell 

UobluHon,  Ind 

Sackett 

Schall 

Sheppard 

Mr    SCHALL.     My  colleague  [Mr.  SniPSTEAn]  Is  III. 

Th«*  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy-nine  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present.  The  question  is 
on  the  committee  amendment,  as  amended. 

Mr  WHEELER.     I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
What  is  the  form  of  the  question  on  which  we  are  voting? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  negative  vote  will  give  as- 
sent to  the  proposal  made  by  the  Senator  a  while  ago. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  And  the  amendment  Is  to'agree  to  the  com- 
mitte.' amendment,  subparagraph  (e)? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  committee  amendment, 
subparagraph  (e).  as  amended. 

Mr.  KEAN.     Mr.  President,  we  could  not  hear  what  was  said 

"  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  clerk  will  state  the  amend- 

"^The  Chief  Ci-ebk.    The  committee  amendment,  beginning  on 
page  153,  at  line  22,  reads: 

In  further  addition  to  the  foregoing  duty  or  duties  provided  in  this 
paragraph  for  cotton  cloth  there  shall  be  paid  the  following  duties, 
namely  '  On  cotton  cloth  finished  with  a  permanent  crlspness.  resiliency, 
and  translucency,  such  as  and  including  cloth  commercially  known  as 
permanent  finished  organdie — 

The  committee  amendment  read  "  10  per  cent."  That  is  now 
changed  to— 

5  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  on  cotton  cloth  woven  with  printed  or  stamped 
wan>  ynfn  or  threads,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  on  cotton  cloth  printed 
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by  the  surface  or  relief  method,  as  distlngalahed  from  the  engraved  or 
intaglio  method,  10  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

(f)  In  no  case  shall  the  foregoing  duty  or  duties  imposed  ujwn  cotton 
cloth  in  this  paragraph  be  leas  than  5  cents  per  pound. 

(g)  Tire  fabric  or  fabric  for  use  in  pneumatic  tlrea,  including  cord 
fabric,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  understood  the  question  to  be  on  the  adop- 
tion of  subparagraph   (e)  only. 
The  PKKSiniNC,  OFFICER.     That  is  correct,  as  amended. 

Mr,  GEORGE.    The  clerk  read  the  other  stibi»aragiuphs. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  subpara- 
graph (e),  as  amended. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  JIassachusetts.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  call 
the  attention  of  tJie  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  fact  that  it  is 
quite  apparent  that  the  Senate  does  not  Intend  to  vote  for  this 
amendment  so  long  as  it  includes  the  provisions  from  line  3  to 
line  7.  If  the  Senator  could  withdraw  that  part  of  the  com- 
mittee amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  has  l>een  rejected.  The  provision  on  line 
3,  beginning  with  the  woids  "  on  cotton  cloth,"  down  to  line  7, 
has  already  been  rejected. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  committee  amendment 
has  been  rejected? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  and  !he  10  per  cent  on  line  6  has  been 
reduced  to  5  per  cent. 

The  PRESII>ING  OFFICER.  The  amendment  has  been  re- 
jected, but  that  remains  in  the  paragraph. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  Then  I  understand  that  the 
only  provision  that  is  i>ending  for  approval  upon  the  part  of  tb.e 
Senate  is  the  amendment  commencing  at  (e)  on  page  158,  and 
going  to  the  words  *'  ad  valorem  "  on  line  3  of  page  154. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  told  that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  on  lines  3  to  7  was  rejected. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then,  of  course,  the  pending  question  will  be 
upon  agreeing  to  the  committee  amendment,  with  an  amend- 
ment strikInK  out  "10"  and  inserting  "5." 

Mr.  GEOKtJE.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Do  I  understand  that  the 
provisions  of  the  original  committee  amendment  from  lines 
3  to  7,  Inclnsive,  have  Ijeen  rejected? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No;  they  were  expres-sly  approved  by  the 
Senate,  and,  therefore,  I  movetl  to  reject  the  entire  committee 
amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Swiator  a  ques- 
tion? If  the  amendment  beginning  with  the  word  "on"  on 
line  3.  down  to  and  including  the  words  "  ad  valorem  "  on  line 
7,  were  rejecte<l  by  another  vote,  would  tlie  rest  of  it  be  satis- 
factory to  the  Senator? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  If  that  were  stricken  out,  I  stated  to  the 
Senator 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  was  to  strike  out  that  language,  and  his  motion  was 
defeated ;  so  that  language  Is  still  in  the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  Is  correct. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  yeas  and  na.vs  have  been  ordered;  and 
I  wish  the  clerk  would  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  a  reconsidera- 
tion of  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  object  to  that.  We  h.id  a  full  debate  on 
it  and  voted  on  it,  and  it  was  defeated. 

Mr.    SHORTRIDGE.     Mr.    President,    a    parliamentary    In- 

'^Vhe  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  from  California 

will  state  it.  .  -    ^     c,       . 

Mr  SHORTRIDGE.  What  was  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  as  applied  to  the  part  of  the  amendment  l>egln- 
nlng  on  line  3,  continuing  on  down  to  and  including  line  7? 
What  was  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  and  what 
was  the  de<'ision? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     To  strike  out  those  words. 

Mr    SHORTRIDGE.     Was  the  motion  carried? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     It  was  rejected. 

Mr  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  whether  sub- 
divisions (f)  and  (g)  are  involved  In  the  question  now  before 
the  Senate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No;  they  will  come  later. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.    They  are  not  now  involved? 

Mr    SMOOT.     They  are  not  pending  at  all. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  ccMnmlttee,  as  amended.  ^  .  ^ 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  what  I  was 
trving  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  was  that  he  agree 
to*  the  rejection  of  that  part  of  the  committee  amendment  which 
embraces  the  language  between  Une  3  and  line  7  on  page  154. 
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If  be  does  not  do  that,  his  whole  ameDdmeot  will  be  defeated, 

tof;ether  with  the  change  made  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  SHOOT.  I  hare  ju8t  agked  aoaDimoiig  coosent  that  that 
he  reconsidered  and  that  the  Senate  reject  the  amendment.  The 
Senator  from  Nebrai^ka  [Mr.  Nobkis]  objects  to  that. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Unanimous  consent  is  not  required  for  a 
reconsideration. 

Mr.  NOIiKIS.  Mr.  President,  we  had  quite  an  extended  de- 
bate opt'n  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  to  strike  out 
something.  The  Senator  from  Utah  was  opposed  to  strildng 
It  out,  and  after  debate  we  had  a  Tote ;  and  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Georgia,  although  I  was  one  of  those  who  voted 
for  it,  was  defeated.  Now,  the  Senator  from  Utah,  haying 
successful iy  led  an  assault  upon  that  amendment  and  having 
defeated  it,  realizes  that  by  defeating  it  he  probably  has  left 
something  in  the  committee  amendment  that  will  add  to  the 
likelihood  of  defeating  the  committee  amendment ;  and  he  de- 
sires to  reconsider  it  and  ci>mpromi5<e  by  agreeing  to  what  he 
would  not  agree  to  a  while  ago  in  order  to  save  the  Cfmunittee 
amendment. 

That  is  the  reason  why  I  have  objected.  We  are  about  to 
vote.  We  have  had  a  roll  call  ordered  upon  the  committee 
amradment ;  and  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  continue  to  talk 
about  something  that  we  voted  on  a  while  ago. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  yeas  and  nays  have  been 
demanded  by  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Whedjcs].  Is 
there  a  second?  

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  u  point  of  order.  The 
yeas  and  nays  have  already  been  ordered. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes;  they  have  been  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  informs  the  Chair 
that  they  have  not  been  ordered.    Is  there  a  second? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  They  have  been  ordered  once,  but  we  am 
order  them  again. 

The  yea.s  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  questi<Hi  is  on  the  com- 
mittee amendment  as  amended.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  GEORGE  (when  hia  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Phipps],  which 
I  transfer  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Cabawat], 
and  vote  *'  nay." 

Mr.  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  the 
pair  which  I  have  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Wabbc*]  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  and  vote 
"nay." 

Mr.  SACKETT  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Uawes].  Not 
knowing  how  he  would  vote,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  TOWNSEND  (when  his  name  was  caUed).  On  this 
▼ote  I  have  a  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  McKellab).  Not  knowing  how  that  Senator  would  vote, 
I  refrain  from  voting. 

Mr.  TYDINGS  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
MnvALr].  I  transfer  that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Min- 
nesota [Mr.  Shipstead]  and  vote  "nay." 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  FESS.    I  desire  to  announce  the  following  general  pairs : 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edob]  with  the  Senator 
from  Sooth  Carolina  [Mr.  Smith]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Watsow]  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  have  a  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Maine 
[Mr.  Gouij)].  In  his  absence  I  withhold  my  vote.  If  permitted 
to  vote,  I  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr.  BRATTON.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rni>].  which  I  transfer  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  Arixona  [Mr.  Abhubst],  and  vote  "  nay." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  26,  nays  51,  as  follows : 

TEAS— 26 


Bingham 

Ooff 

KPDdrtck 

Smoot 

Broa^Mrd 

OoMaboroagh 

Keyes 

Tbomaa,  Idaho 

iMle 

Greene 

McColloch 

Towuseod 

Deneea 

Hale 

Moaes 

Walcott 

r«w 

Hastings 

Oddie 

Waterman 

Glllett 

Hebert 

Tattemon 

Oleon 

Kean 

Sbortrldgs 

MATS— 51 

Allen 

Connallj 

Harris 

M<lfa«ter 

Barkl«y 

Copdaad 

McNarr 

Norbcek 

Black 

Coairaa 

Hatfield 

Blatne 
Borah 

Catting 
DIU 

Harden 
Heflln 

Norria 
Njre 

Bratton 

PVteher 

Howell 

OveroMn 

Broefc 

rraaler 

Jones 

Ptttman 

Bfookkart 

Oeert* 

iM  PoUetta 

iUn«leU 

Olaas 

McKellmr 

BoblnaoB,  Ind. 

Aflhurat 
Bleaae 
Carawr  ■ 
Edge 

(iOUid 

So 
The 

next 
The 

a  new 


Walffb.  Mfu. 
Walsh.  MoBt. 
Wheeler 


Smith 

Warrea 

Watson 


Schall    I  Steiwer  Traramell 

Sheppar 1  Stephens  Tjdlnga 

Simmon  i  Swanaon  Vandenberg 

Stack     I  Thomas,  Okla.  Wagner 

NOT  VOTING— 18 
Hawea  Pine 

Johnson  Reed 

King  Robinflon,  Ark. 

Met  calf  Backet  t 

Phipps  SbipHtead 

amendment  of  the  committee  as  amended  was  rejected. 

PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Secretary  will  state  the 

amendment. 

lext  amendment  was,  on  page  154,  after  line  7,  to  insert 
leragraph,  as  follows: 


tie 
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(f)  Ii  no  case  shall  the  foregoing  duty  or  duties  imposed  upon  cotton 
cloth  in  tbls  paragraph  be  less  than  5  cents  per  poand. 

Mr.  A'ORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  would  Uke  to  inquire  what 
the  eff(  ct  of  this  amendment  would  be. 

Mr.  3E0RGE.  I  do  not  think  any  imports  of  this  article 
come  1  I. 

Mr.  MORRIS.  Then,  if  there  are  no  imports,  why  should  we 
Insist  t  !iat  the  tariff  be  either  in(-rease<l  or  kept  at  any  specific 
point? 

Mr.  llEORGE.  I  do  not  know  that  it  would  serve  any  good 
purpose.  If  there  la  any  useful  purpose  that  It  could  serve,  I 
would   lave  no  opposition  to  it. 

Mr.  ;mOOT.  Mr.  President,  may  I  make  a  statement  as  to 
why  th  s  amendment  was  inserted  in  the  bill?  ^ 

Mr.  pEORGE.  I  would  like  to  have  the  Senator's  explana- 
tion. 

Mr.  ^MOOT.  This  provision  is  put  into  the  bill  to  take  care 
<rf  clot*  made  of  yarns  under  No.  9,  very  coarse  yarns.  It  is 
true  that  last  year  the  imports  amounted  to  only  $344  worth, 
but  there  may  be  and  have  in  the  past  been  certain  goods  coming 
into  style  made  out  of  very  coarse  yarn.  The  thread  itself  is 
as  larg?  as  the  woolen  thread  used  in  a  blanket.  It  is  a  very 
large  t  iread,  used  in  goods  that  may  be  stylish  one  year  and  a 
great  c,  uantity  of  which  may  be  used,  and  another  year  there 
may  b(  very  little  used.  This  is  simply  to  take  care  of  that 
situaticn,  and  nothing  else. 

Mr.  ]«'ORRIS.  Having  heard  the  explanation  of  the  Senator 
from  I  tab,  I  am  convinced  that  there  is  no  use  in  this  pro- 
vision, ind  that  the  amendment  ought  to  be  rejected. 

Mr.  i  MOOT.    Let  us  have  a  vote. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  ii  the  figures  are  correct  that  last  year  only  $344  worth 
of  the&!  goods  came  in? 

Mr.  iMOOT.  Yes;  and  I  stated  the  reason  why.  Perhaps 
next  year  there  will  not  be  any  importations,  or  any  made  in 
the  Un  ted  States. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Will  there  not  be  less  next  year  if  the  duty 
is  increased  and  if  the  House  rate  is  retained? 

Mr.    JMOOT.     No. 

Mr.  IJORRIS.  If  we  want  to  make  the  importations  smaller, 
let  us  I'alse  the  taHff.  We  can  fix  them.  If  these  fellows  are 
going  t>  Insist  (»i  bringing  something  in,  we  will  rai.se  the  wall 
a  little  higher.  Instead  of  making  the  duty  10  per  cent,  let  us 
make  1  90  per  cent.  If  5  per  cent  is  not  enough,  we  can  soon 
make  i   high  enough  so  that  it  will  be  impossible  to  bring  any  in. 

Mr.  lARRISON.  It  seems  to  me  this  would  be  absolutely 
Ineffective. 

Mr.  SIMOOT.  As  I  said  to  the  Senator  before,  there  may  not 
be  any  of  these  goods  imported  next  year,  and  the  following 
year  tliere  may  be  great  quantities  imported.  It  is  a  minor 
matter,  and  I  care  not  what  the  Senate  does  with  it 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  if  I  under- 
stand ihe  Senator,  subdivision  (a)  in  this  paragraph  levies  a 
protect  ve  duty  upon  all  cloth  of  yam  number  above  10. 

Mr.  IIMOOT.    Yes;  and  this  would  take  care  of  that  cloth. 

Mr.  VALSH  of  Massachusetts.  There  Is  no  duty  upon  un- 
bleached cotton  cloth  of  a  yam  count  below  10.  The  com- 
mittee inserted  this  amendment  as  an  extraordinary  precau- 
tion to  give  a  little  duty  on  cloth  under  the  10-yarn  count. 
There  ire  no  imports — probably  the  duty  will  never  be  effec- 
tive— a  id  I  do  not  see  any  good  that  the  amendment  would  do. 

Mr.  !  MOOT.    I  do  not  care  anything  about  it. 

The  'RESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  in  the  chair).  The 
questio  i  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 

The   unendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  '  V'HEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  have  gotten  together  a  few 
headlii  es  from  some  of  the  morning  pai>er>«,  to  which  I  want  to 
call  tb»  attention  of  the  Senate,  with  reference  to  the  newly 
organised  group  on  the  other  side,  aometimea  called  ttie  "  Young 
Turks.' 
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I  do  not  agree  with  some  of  my  colleagues  with  reference  to 
the  reprimands  which  the  members  of  that  group  have  recently 
received.  1  know  they  were  organized,  as  everybody  else  in  the 
Senate  knows,  to  get  rid  of  some  of  the  obnoxious  leaders  on  the 
other  side.  Including  Senator  Watson  as  loader.  Senator  Jones 
as  assistant  leader,  and  Senator  Moses  as  chairman  of  the  sena- 
torial committee.  I  am  in  hearty  accord  with  their  views,  and 
I  am  not  at  all  in  sympathy  with  some  of  the  things  that  have 
been  said  about  them. 

I  would  like  to  see  them  pet  rid  of  these  leaders,  probably  for 
the  good  of  the  country,  although  from  the  standpoint  of  a 
Democrat  I  would  like  to  see  those  men  remain  In  power. 

The  newspapei-s,  however,  have  been  rather  cruel  to  them,  I 
think.     For  instance,  the  Washington  Herald  has  this  headline: 

Ridicule  routs  Young  Turks  In  Senate  tariff  fight.  Bobah  rejects 
rate  proposal  on  industrials.  Refusal  to  leave  present  levy  fixed  is  blow 
to  bloc.     Allen  dinner  Is  called  off. 


The  New  York  Times  has  a  rather  disparaging  headline,  In 
which  it  says: 

Young  Guard's  plan  on  tariff  spurned.  Senate  coalition  under  Borah 
rejects  compromise  to  keep  the  present  indu.«<trial  rates.  Fight  on 
textiles  opens.  Cotton  rises  approved  after  sugar  is  pasfied  by.  New 
bloc's  tactics  under  fire  in  debate. 

Then  the  Baltimore  Sun  si>eaks  of  them  rather  slurringly.  It 
says: 

Young  Guards  tariff  turned  down.  Coalition  refuses  to  accept  exist- 
ing Industrial  rates.  Dinner  of  revolt  off  at  Inst  moment.  Hakbiso.n 
chaffs  Members,  suggesting  "Bush  League"  ns  fitting  title. 

The  Washington  Post,  tliat  conservative  paper  owned  by  Ned 
McLean,  says: 

Young  Guard  gets  series  of  rebuffs,  .\llkn  cancels  dinner  and  progres- 
sives reject  tariff  compromise.     Watson  n'gime  upheld. 

Of  course,  we  could  not  expect  that  the  New  York  World 
would  siieak  particularly  friendly  of  them,  but  its  headlines 
read : 

New  Senate  guard  meets  three  rebuffs.  Allen  cancels  war  council 
after  breakfast  with  Hoover.  Bobah  bars  compromise.  McNaby  re- 
jects offer  to  put  him  in  Watso.n's  post. 

The  Philadelphia  Inquirer  says  in  its  headlines: 

Borah  reji>cts  compromise  of  Young  Guards.     Coalition   refuses  bid 

to  boost  farm  duties  and  restore  Industrial  levies.     Senator  Ali^n  calls 

off  dinner  meeting  after  rejection.     Hakbison  assails  "  Junior  League." 

The  New  York  Herald-Tribune,  a   Republican  paper,   in  its 

hoadlines,  sa.vs: 

New  Senate  bloc  assures  Watson  of  leadership.     "  We  are  for  you," 
Hastings  wires  Republican  chief;  1922  rates  are  rejected. 
The  Philadelphia  Public  ledger  says  in  its  headlines : 
I>oom  of  tariff  bill  feared  as  new  Senators  hit  snag.     Coalition  refuses 
new  blocs  plea  to  back  present  industrial  rates ;  adjournment  this  week 
likely. 

Mr    President,   I   am  sorry   the  distinguished    Senator   from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Allen]  saw  fit  to  call  off  his  dinner  just  because 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Habbison]  poked  a  little  fun 
at  him      I  think  that  really  for  the  good  of  the  country  the 
Young    Guard    ought    to   go   through    with    their    plan.     I    am 
sure  he  will  have  all  of  Ktinsas  back  of  him  in  rebuking  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Moses]  for  calling  some  of 
his  colleagues  "  jackasses  "  or  rather  "  sons  of  wild  jackasses. 
I  am  also  sure  he  would  have  the  backing  of  a  great  many  of 
the  farmers  out   In  his  section  of  the  country   if  he  and   his 
Young  Guard  would  just  take  the  Old  Guard  and  throw  them 
out  of  their  offices.    One  thing  I   am  afraid  of  Is  that  they 
are  going  to  lose  their  nerve  and  that  they  are  not  going  to 
stand  up  and  do  what  they  started  out  to  do.    We  all  know  what 
thev  started  out  to  do.  but  now  it  seems  that  because  of  the 
fact  that  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  got  up  and  chided  them 
a  little  bit  yesterday  they  immediately  turned  around  and  called 
off  the  dinner  and  then  sent  a  telegram  down  to  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  [Mr,  Watson]  In  Florida  saying  "We  are  all  for 
vou  "    The  next  thing  we  know  they  will  be  putting  their  arms 
around   the  distinguished    Senator   from   New    Hampshire   and 
saying   "  We  agree  with  you.    These  western  progressives  are, 
after  all.  the  scms  of  wild  jackasses." 

Mr  ALLEN,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  whether  this  is 
the  Drooer  place  in  which  to  express  n  courteous  imrixise  or  not. 
The  dinner  to  which  I  Invited  some  of  the  new  Senators  was 
largely  a  social  matter.  We  have  been  meeting  occasionally, 
callecl  together  by  a  common  puniow  to  see  if  we  might  do  any- 
thing to  hurry  the  work  of  the  Senate.  It  was  probably  the 
"mischief  that  Satan  find*  for  Idle  hands  to  do."    We  have  spent 


two  or  three  mouths  listening  to  oratory  until  we  know  the 
oratorical  attainments  of  every  Senator,  and  we  decided  there 
was  nothing  new  to  learn,  so  we  determined  that  if  there  were 
anything  we  could  do  to  push  forward  the  serious  purpose  for 
which  the  special  session  was  called  we  would  be  glad  to  do  It 

However,  the  dinner  was  not  impt>rtant.  Its  purpose  was 
overemphasized.  But  in  view  of  the  very  serious  emjAasis 
with  which  It  has  been  stated  by  the  Senator  from  MouUna 
and  others  that  I  called  it  off  because  of  the  speech  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Haekison].  I  wish  that  I  may  be 
allowetl  to  offer  a  correction.  We  had  just  received  at  3  o'clock 
the  Information  that  the  Secretary  of  War,  who  was  a  dose 
personal  friend  of  mine,  was  at  the  very  point  of  dissolution. 
I  di«l  not  feel  like  having  the  dinner  under  the  circumstances. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment. 

The  Chief  Clebk,  On  page  154,  after  line  10,  Insert  the  fol- 
lowing new  subparagraph : 

(g)  Tire  fabric  or  fabric  for  use  in  pneumatic  tires.  Including  cord 
fabric,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  154,  line  14,  before  the 
word  "shall,"  to  strike  out  "silk  or  rayon"  and  insert  "silk, 
or  rnyon  or  other  synthetic  textile,"  so  as  to  make  the  para- 
graph retul : 

Pab.  905.  Cloth,  In  chief  value  of  cotton,  containing  silk,  or  rayon  or 
other  synllietic  textile,  shall  be  classified  for  duty  as  cotton  cloth  under 
paragraphs  903  and  004  and  shall  be  subject  to  an  additional  duty  of 
5  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  HAltRISON.  As  I  understand  It  the  amendment  in  lines 
11  and  12,  page  154,  was  agreed  to? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  It  was.  The  clerk  will  state 
the  next  amendment. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  before  we  go  to  that  Item,  while 
It  h.i?  been  disposed  of,  yet  I  would  like  to  ask  some  one,  par- 
ticularly the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gbouce],  to  explain 
the  effe<  t  of  the  amendment  In  lines  11  and  12  relating  to  tire 
fabric, 

Mr.   WALSH   of  Massachusetts.     Has   not    that   amendment 

been  disposetl  of?  

The    PRESIDING    OFFICER.    The    committee    amendment 

was  agreed  to.  ,        .       .         ,  . 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President  the  amendment  referred  to  on 
page  154,  lines  11  and  12.  relating  to  tire  fabric.  Is  Inquired 
about  by'  the  Senator  from  Idaho.  The  rate  given  on  fabric 
usetl  In  pne""»atic  tires  is  25  i>er  cent  ad  valorem  and  the  com- 
mittee merely  inseAed  it  here  because  It  is  the  existing  law. 

Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  presume  the  Senator  from 
Utah  furnished  the  explanation  with  reference  to  paragraph 
(g)  that  we  just  agreed  to? 

Mr   BORAH.     Yes;  the  Senator  said  it  was  the  present  law. 

Mr  GEORGE.     I  think  it  Is  the  present  rate. 

Mr.  HARRISON,  And  It  is  a  reduction  from  the  rate 
adopted  in  the  House,  as  I  understand  it,  on  tire  fabric. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  state  the  next 

amendment.  ,,,,-   ,,      «     **      ^w  j 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  155,  line  6,  after  the  word 
"  vegetable,"  to  strike  out  "  fiber,  55  per  cent  ad  valorem,"  and 
Insert : 

Fil>er :  . 

(1)  Containing   not  more   than   50   picks  per  Inch.   50   per   cent   ad 

(2)  Containing  more  than  50  picks  and  not  more  than  72  picks 
per  Inch    18  cents  per  square  yard  and  50  pir  cent  ad  valorem. 

(3)  Containing  more  than  72  picks  and  not  more  than  96  picks 
per  inch    36  cents  per  square  yard  and  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

(4)  Containing  more  than  96  picks  per  Inch,  54  cents  per  square 
yard  and  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

So  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read: 

Pab  908  Tapestries  and  other  Jacquard  figured  upholstery  clotlia 
(not  Including  pile  fabrics  or  bed  ticking).  In  the  piece  or  otherwise, 
wholly  or  In  chlej  value  of  cotton  or  other  vegetable  fiber 

(1)  Containing  not   more   than   60  picks  per   Inch,  50  per   cent   ad 

valorem.  -«_.,. 

(2)  Containing  more  than  50  picks  and  not  more  than  72  picks  per 
Inch    18  cents  per  square  yard  and  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

(3)  Containing  more  than  72  picks  and  not  more  than  96  picks  per 
Inch   36  cents  per  square  yard  and  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

(4)  Containing  more  than  »«  picks  per  hich.  54  cents  per  avnar* 
yard  and  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
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Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  Prenident,  I  do  not  profeM  to  know 
as  much  aboat  this  matter  as  the  members  of  the  committee,  bat 
I  have  had  quite  a  few  commuuioatlons  on  the  subject.  It  seems 
from  thetue  conimunlcatIon<4  that  tiie  auieudoient  ought  not  to  be 
agreed  to.    One  letter  wiiicb  I  liave  received  reads  as  follows : 

Oblanoo,  Ful,  Beptemlter  7,  tUt. 
UOB.  DcjrcAN  V.  Flbtchr. 

United  Stmtes  Senate,  Wa»Mngtom,  D.  C. 
IIoxoRABLS  Sic  :  It  bas  b«en  called  to  oar  attration  that  under  para- 
graph OOH,   reladTe  to  tapo«trle«  and  other  Jacquard-flgured  upholstery 
clotha,  the  proposed  duty  based  oa  the  ingeDioos  pick  coant  can  by  a 
differeuce  of  one  pick  make  a  difference  In  duty  of  25  centa  a  yard. 
We  beliere  that  thla  la  unfair  and  claaa  legialatlon. 
We  alM  fed  the  aame  toward  paragraph  No.  904,  Bubaectton  (e),  rela- 
tive to  warp  printed  goods. 

We  trust  that  you  will  do  everything  to  defeat  this  proposed  measure. 
Renpectfully  yoora, 

DiCKSON-IVKS  Co., 

M.  B.  IvKS.  Viae  President. 

Another  oommnnlcation  is  from  the  National  Council  of  Amer- 
ican Importers  and  Traders  (Inc.).  I  may  say  that  the  im- 
porters do  not  always  impress  me  very  strongly,  but  facts  are 
facts,  and  if  these  statements  are  true,  they  would  seem  to  be 
rather  impressive.    Their  letter  reads  as  follows : 

National  Cocncil  or 
Amekican  iMroBTuia  amo  TaAoass   (Inc.), 

UPHOLsTxaT  ai;d  DaAPBKT  Fabrics  OiotiP, 

y9o  York,  N.  Y.,  September  S,  lft». 

Don.    DCNCAN   U.    FLBTCHia, 

Senate  Office  BuUdinff,  Wathington,  D.  C. 

Mt  Dbab  Scmatob  :  Believing  that  the  Repablican  majority  of  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee  falls  to  appreciate  the  tremendous  increases 
In  duty  on  cotton  tapestries  and  upholstery  fabrics,  under  paragraph  908, 
your  attention  is  invited  to  the  incloaures  in  the  hope  that  when  the 
real  facts  are  brought  out  clearly  yon  win  not  permit  the  adoption  of 
paragraph  908  as  proposed. 

These  increases  are  among  the  highest  in  the  tariff  bill.  No  such  in- 
creases are  proposed  as  to  tapestries  and  upholsteries  of  silk,  wool, 
rayon,  or  any  other  materiaL 

The  Increased  cost  to  the  American  housewife  of  tapestries  or  furni- 
ture covering  must  necessarily  be  tremendous.  Also  it  is  the  middle 
classes  who  use  these  now  popular-priced  goods.  I 

Our  claim  Is  that  American  manufacturers  are  amply  protected  under 
the  present  law.  That  they  have  already  In  a  few  years  built  up  a  sub- 
stantial business  is  proven  by  the  Inclosed  reprint  of  an  article  in  the 
Journal  of  Commerce  under  date  of  September  3,   192t). 

We  ask  your  study  of  the  matter,  believing  that  we  may  then  count 
upon  your  support  In  the  interest  of  the  consumer. 
Respectfully  yours, 

GKoaet;  McGeachin. 
Chairman  Upholstery  Oroup. 

They  submit  sample  cards  of  materials  of  various  kinds,  but 
esptH-ially  they  point  out  different  illustrations  of  pick-s.  On 
picks  50  per  inch,  they  give  the  present  rate  as  45  per  cent,  the 
percentage  of  increase  over  the  present  rate  of  duty  being  11  per 
cent.  On  picks  per  Inch  51,  the  present  rate  is  45  pet*  cent, 
and  the  percentage  of  increase  over  the  present  rate  of  duty  is 
86  per  cent,  as  proposed  by  the  committee  amendment.  On  plck.s 
per  inch  72,  the  present  rate  is  45  per  cent  and  the  percentage 
of  increase  over  the  present  rate  is  85  per  cent  In  that  item.  On 
pick.s  per  inch  73.  the  present  rate  in  45  per  cent,  and  the  per- 
centage of  increase  159.  On  piclcs  per  inch  96.  the  present  rate 
is  45  per  cent,  and  the  percentage  of  increase  over  the  present 
rate  of  duty  is  150  per  cent.  On  picks  per  inch  97,  the  present 
rate  is  45  per  cent,  and  the  percentage  of  increa.se  over  the  pres- 
eut  rate  of  duty  is  232  per  cent. 

Mr.  WAGNER.     Mr.  President 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
yield   o  the  St^nator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Does  the  communication  also  indicate, 
which  I  think  is  the  fact,  that  the  tapestries  upon  which  the 
duties  here  are  so  abnormally  increased,  are  not  made  in  this 
count fy  at  ail?  I  think  the  purpose  is  to  exclude  the  type  of 
r'  so  that  the  consumer  will  be  compelled  to  use  another 
(entirely. 
FLETCHER.  That  may  be  true;  but  I  am  not  clear 
it.  They  have  sent  me  some  actual  illustrations  of 
and  upholstery  cloths  under  paragraph  908,  showing 
injcrease  in  duties  under  the  pick  system  suggested  by  the 
Finance  Committee.  I  can  not  have  the  samples  in- 
in  the  Rbcobd,  of  course,  but  Exhibit  A  is  a  sample  upon 
the  present  duty  is  45  per  cent  and  the  actual  rate  pro- 
in  the  bill  is  81  per  cent ;  Exhibit  B,  present  duty  45  per 
^nd  actual  rate  fixed  in  the  pending  bill  69  per  cent; 
C,  present  duty  45  per  cent  and  actual  rate  fixed  In  the 
per  cent ;  Exhibit  D,  present  rate  45  per  cent,  actual 
in  the  bill  102  per  cent;  Exhibit  E,  present  duty  45 
actual  rate  fixed  in  the  bill  80  per  cent ;  Exhibit  F, 
duty  45  per  cent,  actual  rate  fixed  in  the  bill  100  per 
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afk   to   have  their   statement   relating   to  the   subject   In- 

in  the  Rbcord,  together  with  an  article  reprinted  from 

J<}umai  of  Commerce  of  September  4,  1929,  sent  to  me  by 
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AH%*1  iUu^ation*  of  teptrtriu  and  other  Jacquerd-figured  uphol$tert  doth*  under  paragra 

tuftfUd  (f  Senate  Finance 
(Rate  and  amount  of  duty  itr  yard) 


Foreign  value,  75  cents  per 
yard. 

Foreign  value,  $1  par  yard.. 


Present  rate,  45  par  cent 


Duty,  33^  eenU. 
Duty,  46  cents... 


50  per  cent  tor  50  picks 
per  inch  and  under 


Duty.  TTM  cents,  being  11 

per  cent   increase  over 

present  rate. 
Duty,  SO  cents,  being  U 

per  cent  increase  over 

present  rata. 


Over  50 
cents 
cents 
inches 
cent  ad 


Duty,  S2 
per 
present!  rate 


Duty,  75 
per 
present 


NOVEMBEE    19 


PRESIDING   OFFICER.     W/thout   objection.   It   is   so 
1. 
matter  referred  to  is  as  follows : 


BILL    RATES     ON     TAPKSTBIES    A.ND     OTHER    JACQUARD-nOURED    UP- 

CLOTH8     ODER    PABAOKAFH    008,     A    CLOTH     WITH    A    FOBEIQN 

or  7S  CENTS  PER  YARD  50  INCHES   WIDE,   SIIOWINO  THB  TREME.NDOU8 

■    (iHANTED    ON    INEXPENSIVE    GOOD.S,    HOW    UNEQDALLT    IT    WORKS 

DN    VARIorS    PICK    COUNTS,    THAT    A    DIFFEP.ENCE    Of    ONE    PICK    CAN 

A   DIFKERENCE   IX   DUTY  OF  28   CENTS    PER   YARD 

and    other    Jacquard-figured    upholstery    cloths   are   made 
to    54    inches    wide :    the    Senate    bill    grants    the    following 
rates,  in  addition  to  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  : 
ining  not  more  than  50  picks  per  inch,  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
50   to  72  picks,  add   18  cents  per  square  yard,   which   is  equal 
nts  per  linear  .vard.  50  inches. 
72  to  !)6  picks,  add  36  cents  per  square  yard,  which  is  equal  to 

per  linear  yard. 
96  picks,  add  34  cents  per  square  yard,  which   Is  equal   to  75 
linear  yard, 
e  baa  been  figured   on  a   foreign   fabric   costing   75  cents   per 


Is 


5) 


Rate  and  amount  of  duty 


Rate,  50  per  cent;  duty.  37  centi  per  yard 
Rate.  W  per  cent  plus  25  cents  per  yard 

50  inciies  wi'le;  tliity,  62Ji  cents  per 

yard,  only  1  pick  more... 

Duty,  824  cents  per  yard 

Rate,  50  per  cent  plus  50  rents  per  yard 
50  inches  wide;  duty,  »7.4  cents  per 

yard,  only  1  pick  more 

Duty,  87^2  cents  per  yard. 

Rate,  "iO  i«r  cent  plus  75  cen  ts  per  yard 

50  inches  wide:  auty,  $1.12^i  per  yard. 

only  1  piclk  more 


Actual 
percent- 
age of 
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foreifm 
cost 
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150 


Present 
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Per  cent 

45 


45 
45 


45 
45 
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85 
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90S  ikowirv  gigantie  increase   in  duties  under  ike  ingenxou*  pick  ntUm 
mmittee 


72  picks,  add  18 

sfiuare  jrard  (»25 

linear  yard    50 

ide).  plus  30  per 

valorem 


ceiit 


i  cents,  being  S5 
increase    over 


cent 


cents,  being  86^ 
increase    over 
rat*. 


Over  72  to  98  piclts,  add  38 
cents  square  yard  (=50 
cents  a  linear  yard  50 
inches  wide),  plus  30  per 
cent  ad  valorem 


Duty,  87^4  cents,  being  1.59 
per  cent  increase  over 
present  rate. 

Duty.  $1.  being  122  per  cent 
increase  over  present  rate. 


Over  96  picks,  add  54  cents 
s<iuare  yard  (  =  75  cents 
linear  yard  50  inches 
wide),  plus  SO  per  cent 
ad  valorem 


Duty.    $1,124.    being   232 

per    cent    increase    over 

present  rate. 
Duty,  $1.25.  being  177  per 

cent  increase  over  present 

rate. 
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Present 


45  per  cent 


Foreign    value,    ri.25    per 
yard 

Foreign    value,    UJO   per 
yard. 

Foreign    value,    $175   per 
yard. 

Foreign  value,  $2 per  yard.. 


Duty,  SS^i  cents. 
Duty,  87?-^  cents. 
Duty,  nH  cents. 


50  per  cent  for  SO  picks 
per  inch  and  under 


Duty  90  cents. 


Duty,  62H  cents,  being  11 

per  cent  increase  over 

present  rate. 
Duty,  75  cents,  being  U 

per  cent  increase  over 

present  rate. 
Duty,  874  cents,  being  11 

per  cent   increase  over 

present  rate. 
Duty,  $1,  being  1 1  per  cent 

increase    over    present 

rate. 


Over  5C  to  72  picks,  add  18 
cents  square  yard  (-25 
cents  a  linear  yard  50 
inches  wide),  plus  50  per 
cent  ad  valorem 


Duty,  87H  cents,  being  55H 
per  cent  increase  over 
present  rate. 

Duty,  $1 .  being  48  per  cent 
increase  over  present  rate. 

Duty,  $1,124.  being  424 
per  cent  increase  over 
present  rate. 

Duty,  $1  25,  being  38*4  per 
cent  increase  over  pres- 
ent rate. 


Over  72  to  96  picks,  add  36 
cents  square  yard  (^SO 
cents  a  linear  >-ard  50 
inches  wide),  plus  50  per 
cent  ad  valorem 


Over  96  picks,  add  M  cents 
.<uiu.-ire  >-ard  (-75  cents 
linear  vard  50  inches 
wide),  plus  ^  P**  <*'>' 
ad  valorem 


Duty,  $1,124.  being  100 
per  cent  increase  over 
present  rate. 

Duty.  $1.25.  being  85  per 
cent  increase  over  present 
rate 

Dutv.  $1,374.  being  744 
per  cent  increase  over 
present  rate. 

Duty.  $1.50,  being  MH  per 
cent  increase  over  pres- 
ent rate. 


Duty.  $I.57Vi  being  144 
per  cent  increase  over 
present  rate. 

Dutv.  $1.60.  being  122  per 
cent  increase  over  present 
rate.  ^ 

Duty,  $1024,  being  109 
per  cent  increase  over 
present  rate. 

Duty.  $1.75.  being  944  P«" 
cent  increase  over  pres- 
ent rate. 


Foreign  value 


75  cents  per  yard 

$1  per  yard 

$1.?.5  i)€r  yard 

$1.50  per  yard 

$1.75  i)er  yard 

$2  [)er  yard 


Present  rate 


Percent 


45 
45 
46 
46 
46 
45 


House  rate 


Percent 


55 
55 
66 
66 
66 
65 


Senate  compound  rates  actuaUy  work  out  as  foUows 
(duty  figured  by  percentage) 


Percent 


50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 


Percent 

834 
75 
"70 
66?» 
64 
624 


Percent 

116 

100 

90 

M4 

7» 

76 


Ptreewt 

1.50 
125 

no 

100 
93 

874 


As  nearly  all  tapestries  and  Jacquard-figured  upholstery  fabrics  are  made  50  to  54  inches  wide,  the  figures  above  are  based  on  this  width. 


[From  the  Journal  of  Commerce.  New  York.  Wednesday.  September  4, 

1929] 

nilLADKLPHIA  UPIIOLSTKRY  MiLLS  UCNNINQ  FULL  TIME,  SURVBT  SHOWS— 
SMMI.ER  PLANTS  OPEUATING  ON  DOCBLE  SHIFTS  COVERING  FORWARD 
ORDERS— DRAPERY  LOOMS  AL.SO  ENGAGED  ON  QUTPIT— WHOLESALERS 
AND    LARGE    DEPARTMENT    STORES    ENTER    I'RIMAEY     MARKET    l,X)R    1- ALL 

Needs 

I'HiLADELPHiA.  September  2.-Dropery  and  upholstery  manufacturers 
as  a  whole  are  actively  engaged  on  production,  with  many  of  the 
Bmaller  plants  running  on  double  or  overtime  shifts,   a   survey  of  this 

center  reveals. 

Those  mills  which  depend  largely  upon  furniture  makers  as  an  outlet 
for  their  goods  arc  finding  volume  steadily  increasing.  From  reports  of 
the  early  summer  furniture  show  in  Chicago  further  Improvement  can 
be  expected  a.s  saU>s  at  the  exposition  are  said  to  have  been  the  heaviest 
in  a  number  of  vears.  This  activity  will  not  be  reflected  iu  primary 
circles  fully  until  November  or  December,  but  it  will  carry  along  into 
the  8priu«  months,  according  to  millmen. 

WHOLESALE  ORDERS    INCREASE 

Orders  are  now  cf»miug  through  more  freely  from  Jobbers  and  depart- 
ment-store buyers,  but  the  disadvantage  of  this  business  Is  that  It  has 
been  delayed  On  some  drapery  lines  delivery  demands  by  the  repre- 
Bcntatlves  of  larger  stores  can  not  be  met.  This  applies  particularly 
to  accounts  which  amplify  drapery  and  upholstery  advertising  in  Sep- 
temb«'r  and  October  and  increase  their  usual  inventories  for  that  period. 

In  pluHh  goods  a  lieavy  volume  is  being  sold  on  low-end  cotton  velours, 
but  profit  margins  have  been  small.  A  striking  division  in  color  demand 
Is  noted  on  these  fabrics,  light  pastel  shades  being  eagerly  taken  by  the 
I'aciflc  coast,  while  the  Middle  West  and  East  hold  to  standard  colors, 
principally  reds. 

ANTICIPATE    SEPTEMBER    MEBTISO 

In  conuectlon  with  the  coming  meeting  of  mohair  plush  manufac- 
turers in  New  York,  September  10,  to  act  on  standardizing  the  construc- 
tions of  that  fabric,  mill  ofllclalB  here  said  that  cotton  velours  would 
be  benefited  by  a  similar  study.  Competition  on  these  lines  has  been 
especially  severe  and  the  price  on  a  number  of  cloths  has  been  pushed 
below  |1.  Producers  frankly  admit  that  in  meeting  these  ranges 
quality  has  been  sacrificed.  It  is  also  feared  that  there  may  be  a  con- 
sumer reaction  on  account  of  the  questionable  wear  on  the  extreme  low- 
priced  materials. 

Such  standardization  of  velours  would  be  more  difBcult  to  effect  than 
of  mohair  plushes,  in  the  opinion  of  producers.  Constructions  are  more 
numerous  and  there  is  greater  variety  in  methods  of  weaving  and  dyeing. 
The  establishment  of  a  minimum  fiber  content  and  the  fixing  of  wearing 
tests  would  nevertheless  serve  as  a  check  to  the  present  downward  trend 
In  making  these  fabrics,  it  is  believed. 

DISCDS8    BATON    JACQDAED    WEAVES 

The  growing  interest  in  the  National  Textile  Upholstery  Association 
and  its  program  for  trade  Improvements  has  given  rise  to  discussion 
with  regard  to  rayon  Jacquard  weaves.     MUls  making  the  fabric  believe 


it  has  assumed  an  Importance  which  will  warrant  cooperatlTe  action  in 
the  future. 

Technicians  have  overcome  the  major  faults  of  the  first  rayon  Jnc- 
quards.  but  at  the  present  rate  of  expansion  and  the  Increasing  pressure 
on  price  manufacturers  contend  that  the  fabric's  iwpularity  must  be 
guanled.  It  is  pointed  out  that  with  an  association  it  will  be  possible 
for  the  mills  to  develop  and  protect  vogues  in  certain  cloths  and  In  this 
way  reach  a  sale  volume  not  possible  in  the  previously  disorganized 
competition. 

Demand  for  rayon  Jacquards  embraces  a  wide  variety  of  patterns, 
ranging  from  large  all-over  florals  to  small  diamond  and  geomcUlc 
figures. 

Mr.  COPELAND  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  HEBERT.  Mr.  President,  will  tlie  Senator  yield  to  me 
iu  order  that  1  may  present  a  communication  for  Insertion 
in  the  Retord  in  connection  witli  the  discussion  of  the  textile 
scliedule? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island? 
Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  IlEBEllT.  I  liold  iu  my  hand  a  letter  addressed  to  me 
bv  the  officials  of  the  American  Federation  of  Textile  Operatives 
of  Fall  River.  Mass.,  indorsing  the  proposed  increased  rates  in 
the  textile  schedule.     I  asli  that  the  letter  may  be  read. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection?    The  CJialr 
hears  none,  and  the  clerk  will  read. 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

American  Federation  of  Te.xtile  Operatives, 

Fall  River,  Mass.,  Auffuet  Si,  1i>ti. 
Hon.  Felix   Hebert, 

Vnitcd  States  Senate.  Washington,  D.   C. 
Dear  Senator:  Please  allow  us  to  bring  to  your  attention  copy  of 
resolutiou  adopted  by  above-named  organization  at  our  recent  conven- 
tion dealing  with  matters  relative  to  tarlft  on  textile  goods. 

"  Resolution 
"  Whereas  there  is  now   pending  before  Congress  a  report  of  a  fom- 
mitteo  to  increase  tariff  on  imported  textile  goods;  and 

"  Whereas  we  believe  that  it  is  necessary  and  for  the  best  interest  of 
the  industry  that  such  legislation  be  enacted:  Be  it 

"  Resolved,  That  we,  the  delegates  to  the  convention  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Textile  Operatives  iu  convention  assembled,  unanimrualy 
indorse  the  proposed  increase  in  the  tariff  on  these  goods  and  u;-gf-ntly 
petition  Congress  for  early  and  favorable  consideration  of  the  proposed 
increase ;  and  be  it  further 

"  Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded  to  our  Sena- 
tors and   Kepresentatives  In    Congress." 

While  our  national  organiEation  is  Interested  In  the  whole  t-ubject 
matter  relative  to  increased  tariff  in  textiles,  our  prior  interest  is  cen- 
tered in  and  precedence  is  given  to  Schedule  9  of  the  proposed  tariff 
bill,  dealing  with  cotton  manufactures,  particularly  with  paragraph  904. 
dealing   with   cotton    cloths.      We    therefore    respectfuUj    and    eamestlj' 
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THfo^t  yoor  ftrorable  coBBidcnition  and  fapport  when  this  important 
natter  comeg  before  your  lionorable  body. 
We  remain,  jours  respectfully. 

Jambs  Tansct,  Preaident. 
WiLLiAU    UAawooo,   Btoretary. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  Khode  Island  if  the  communiCJUon 
from  the  textile  workers  of  Fall  River  does  not  refer  chiefly  to 
paragraph  904  (a),  opou  which  the  Senate  ha«  taken  farorable 
action  ? 

Mr.  HEKERT.    It  does,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  COPEI.uA.ND.  The  Seuate  has  not  yet  acted  upon  para- 
fc'raith  908. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  refer  to  parajrraph  904. 

Mr.  CUPELAND.  Very  well.  It  is  paragiaph  908  to  which 
I  wLsh  to  address  myself. 

Mr.  Preshlent,  we  are  deallns  here  with  the  home  decorations 
of  the  i>oorer  aud  middle  classes.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  if  It  Is  not  a  fact,  as  stated  by  the  eloquent  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  FletchzbL  that  there  has  been  a  very  mate- 
rial increase  in  the  rates  of  duty  proposed  by  the  amendment 
reported  by  the  committt'e  over  the  rates  of  exi.sting  law? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  tell  the  Senator  in  a  very  few  minutes 
what  the  increases  are. 

Mr.  COPELAXD.  I  think  it  will  be  interesting  to  know  ex- 
actly. 

Mr.  SMtK)T.  There  are  increases,  and  I  want  to  tell  the 
Senator  just  what  they  are. 

Mr.  COPElJkND.     Very  well. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  the  first  place  the  rate  under  existinc:  law 
la  45  per  cent  ad  valorem  covering  all  tapestry,  no  matter  how 
many  picks  to  the  inch  there  may  be.  The  House  increased 
that  rate  to  55  per  cent  ad  valorem.  When  the  bill  came  to  the 
Seuate  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  struck  out  56  per  cent 
ad  valorem  and  made  four  Kubdivisions  of  the  paragraph.  In 
those  subdivisions  the  ad  valorem  rate  is  50  p»  cent,  but  a  spe- 
cific duty  outside  of  the  ad  valorem  rate  is  added  in  the  second, 
third,  and  fourth  suNiections  of  paragraph  908,  and  those  spe- 
cific rates  represent  increases. 

In  the  case  of  subparagraph  (2),  which  reads: 

CoDtalBlnir  more  than  5U  pirks  and  not  more  than  72  picks  per  ineb, 
18  cents  per  aqoare  yard  and  50  per  cent  ad  valorem— 

the  duty  of  18  cents  per  square  yard,  taken  vrlth  the  duty  of 
50  per  cent  ad  valorem  provided  by  the  Senate  Committee,  is 
more  than  the  50  ptf  cent  rate  provided  in  the  House  bill  The 
same  statement  applies  to  cnbitaragrapb  (3)  and  subparsKrai^ 
(4).  That  Is  a  picture  of  the  action  taken  in  its  relation  to  the 
rates  of  the  House  bill  and  tbone  of  existing  law. 

Mr,  COPELAXD.  Now  let  us  translate  the  rates  proposed 
Into  spociflc  terms.  The  rate  under  existing  law  is  45  per  cent. 
The  K'wpst  rate  und»»r  the  pr«>posed  duty,  translated  into  a  spe- 
ciflc  rate,  would  be  what? 

Mr.  SMOCVr.    The  rate  in  subparagraph   (1)  is  a  reduction 
from  the  rate  pr<Tvided  by  the  House.    That  is  the  only  reduc- 
tion in  tlie  paragraph. 

Mr.  COPEI^ND.  The  actual  rates  under  the  bill  as  recom- 
mended by  the  Finance  Conuniitee  would  be.  as  I  understand, 
81  per  cent,  t»  per  cent,  84  per  cent,  102  per  cent,  80  per  cent, 
and  100  per  cent. 

Mr.  WAGNER.    Those  are  the  equivalent  ad  valorem  rates? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    They  are  the  equivalent  ad  valorem  rates. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  suppose  the  Senator  has  some  particular  sam- 
ples which  show  increases  to  that  extent? 

Mr.   COPELAND.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMixrr.  The  samples,  perhaps,  may  have  been  selected 
by  the  Senator,  and  more  than  likely,  based  on  the  samples  he 
htk»,  the  figures  he  has  stated  would  be  correct,  but,  taking  the 
paragraph  as  a  whole,  his  figures  are  not  eorrect.  I  say  that  the 
House  bill  increased  the  duty  on  all  chisses  of  mat^al  of  this 
kind,  the  cheap  as  well  as  the  hi)|^er  priced,  5  per  cent  ad  va- 
lorem. The  Senate  committee  reduced  the  ad  valor^n  rate  on 
^  the  goods  containing  not  more  than  50  picks  per  Inch  from  55 
per  cent,  the  Hoase  rate,  to  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  then 
in  subsecUons  (2).  (8),  and  (4),  added  a  specific  rate  which 
when  taken  with  the  ad  valorem  rate  is  an  increase  over  the 
Hon.se  rate. 

.Mr.  CX)PELAND.    Then  the  fact  is,  Mr.  President 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  should  like  to  say  a  word  further. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Very  well. 

Mr-  SMOOT.  The  Mily  Justiflcotlon  for  the  increases  that  I 
can  sfee  is  that  the  imporutions  are  very  large.  In  1923  the 
importations  were  $1,158,696.  while  in  1027  they  had  increaaed 
to  $5.483,04a 

Mr.  WAGNER.  Mr.  President,  may  I  a.sk  the  Senator  a  ques- 
ti(m  there? 


Mr 


SMOOT.     Certainly. 

PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the   Senator  from  New 
yield  to  his  colleague? 
COPELAND.     I  yield. 

WAGNER.     The  class  of  tapestry  which  has  been  Im- 
porteH  fs  different,  is  it  not,  from  the  tapestry  which  is  manu- 
factured in   this  country,  principally  In  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
,  and  the  doniestic  tapestry  sells  at  a  lower  price  in  the 
than  does  the  imported  tapestry? 
SMOOT.    That  is  only  one  style,  but  all  styles  are  im- 
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WAGNER.     The  information  I  have  is  that  as  to  all  of 
HJtyles  which  are  affected  the  imported  article  sells  at  a 
price  than  the  domestic  article. 

SMOOT.     That  is  so  in  certain  cases.     It  is  true  of  th«» 
-priced  article,  but  as  to  the  lower-priced  tapestry  that 
is  nol  the  case. 

Mr   COPELA.ND.     Mr.  President 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  will  be  glad  if  the  Senator  will  allow  me  to 
comp  ete  my  statement.  Then  I  will  be  happy  to  answer  any 
quest  oiis  the  Senator  may  desire  to  ask  me. 

.Mr  COPELAND.     Very  well. 

Mr  SMOOT.  As  I  was  saying,  the  importations  in  1927 
had  i  acreased  to  $5.48.*i,040  from  $1,158,696  in  1923. 

Mr  COPELAND.     From  what  is  the  Senator  quoting? 

Mr,  SMOOT.    I  am  giving  the  importations. 

Mr    COPELANT).     From  what? 

Mr  SMOOT.  From  the  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission.  The 
Impoitatlons  declined  slightly  in  1928  to  $5,008,147.  In  1927 
the  i  nports,  including  duty,  totaled  $7,950,387,  or  about  one- 
half  (»f  the  domestic  production  of  tapestries  for  the  same  year, 
whicl  are  ofljclally  valued  at  $16,612,012.  Rased  upon  Ameri- 
can valuation,  the  figures  as  to  the  imiwrts  show  that  the  Im- 
ports are  almost  half  of  the  total  production  in  the  United 
State  r. 

Thiit  was  the  only  basis  on  which  the  increa.se  was  granted 
by  tbf»  House,  I  think;  in  fart,  I  know  it  was;  and,  as  I  have 
already  stated,  in  subsections  (2),  (3),  and  (4)  the  Finance 
Committee  has  recommended  Increases.  I  do  not  care  whether 
the  amendments  shall  remain  in  the  bill  or  not. 

Mr,  COPELAND.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  what  he  has  said, 
btit  I  want  to  call  hi.s  attention  to  a  telegram  I  have  Just  re- 
ceive* ;  and,  in  order  that  the  record  may  be  accurate,  I  wish 
it  to  be  noted  that  the  telegram  comes  from  the  upholstery 
grouF,  national  coimcll,  by  George  McGeachin.  I  will  read  the 
telegiam  in  a  moment,  but  I  first  de.sire  to  quote  a  sentence 
from  it,  which  reads: 


Tariff  C«>mmisslon  and  Census  Barean  concede  flf^ures  domestic  pro- 
not  complotp.     Accurately  ipitbered  would  abuw  domestic  produc* 
Dg  full  pace  with  Imports. 


k>epit 
take 


I  ot 

ttlBt 


siim 


Pai  igraph 

band  lae 


it  from  this  tel«*gram  that  an  investigation  is  going  on 
that  even  the  figures  in  h4>  accurate  hands  as  those  of  the 
Henalor  from  Utah  can  not  be  complete. 

SMOOT.     I  took  the  figure  showing  the  amount  of  duty 

Bi)on  the  value  of  the  article  according  to  the  invoice;  so 

there  can  be  no  mistake  as  to  them.     As  to  whether  tlie 

lome^tlc  production  is  keeping  pace  with  the  importations,  I 

say  offhand,  because  I  have  not  the  figures  before  me 

point. 

(X>PELAND.     I  want  to  be  perfectly  fair  in  this  dls- 

and  to  give  the  telegram  exactly  as  it  comes  to  me. 

I  am  going  to  read  the  tel^pram,  and  I  will  be  glad  if 

Senator  from  Utah  will  give  his  attention  to  it. 

909,    Fordney-McCumber    law,    adequately    protects    mer- 

covered   by   proposed   law,   paragraphs   908   and    909.    uncon- 

rates  under  vicious  pick  system,  paragraph  008  raises  duties 

cotton  upholstery  fabrics  over  100  per  cent  solely  in  the  interest 

presume  he  means  paragraph  909. 

SMOOT.     What  he  means  is  paragraph  908.     The  pick 
provision  is  found  in  subparagraphs  (1),  (2),  (3),  and  (4),  to 
I  have  referred. 

COPELAND.    Of  course  that  is  what  he  is  referring  to. 
elegram  continties : 

Sol<ly  in  Interest  few  manufacturers  In  Philadelphia  district  mann- 
factui^ng  under  antiquated  methods.  Tariff  Commis-sion  and  Census 
concede  figures  domestic  production  not  complete.  AccuratPly 
gathe^  would  show  domestic  production  keeping  full  pace  with 
impor^.  Tbls  is  the  home  demratlon  of  the  poorer  ajid  middle 
Paragraph  904  by  ingenious  system  of  building  up  com- 
poQnd|  daties — 

Th  It  we  have  already  gone  over. 

Th;  letters  I  have  received  relating  to  this  paragraph  are 
numerous.    Senators  will  see  hei-e  scores  of  letters.    Anyhow, 
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Each  of  them  is  from 


from  these  letters  I  have  selected  two 

a  woman.  .    ^«-    t»    %. 

Here  is   a   letter   from    Isabel   Chilton    Scott,    of   427    Park 

Avenue,  New  York.     She  says: 

Senator  Royal  8.  Copeland, 

Nev  York,  N.  T. 
Dkau  R«nator  Copsland:  I  am  writing  to  Join  my  voice  In  protest 
against  this  pernicious  tariff  bill.  As  you  see  from  my  letterhead  I  am 
a  decorator,  and  the  placing  of  additional  tax  on  textiles  and  furniture 
does  concern  me,  not  so  much  for  my  own  personal  Interests  as  for  the 
Interests  of  the  women  whose  homes  I  decorate.  When  our  American 
manufacturers  can  so  Improve  their  fabrics  in  quality  and  color  and 
design  they  can  by  these  honest  and  legitimate  factors  shut  out  European 
competition.  The  competition  is  in  the  higher  class  fabrics  which  they 
can  not  produce.  To  give  them  the  protection  of  the  tariff  is  to  put  a 
premium  on  Inferior  output.  It  is  as  if  I  said  to  the  public,  "  I  know 
there  are  b«tter  decorators,  who  can  give  you  better  goods,  but  I  need 
the  money  and  you  must  all  come  and  patronise  me  or  1  will  get  some 
law  passe<l  to  make  you  pay  more  for  what  you  are  now  getting." 

Americ-ans  are  such  glol)e-trottcrs  that  It  is  getting  to  be  that  our 
home  aud  country  Is  where  our  hat  Is.  which  makes  for  an  International 
mind,  that  In  a  few  years  will  consider  thes.'  high  tariff^i  between  coun- 
tries as  absurd  as  we  would  now  consider  them  between  New  York  and 
Virginia. 

The  average  American  home  Is  emerging  from  its  Victorian  ugliness 
and  later  dralmess  to  some  sense  of  beauty  and  art.  and  let  us  help  It 
along  by  giving  It  the  best  curtains  and  chairs  and  sofas  we  can,  even 
If  they  do  come  from  England  or  France. 

Yours  for  the  protection  of  the  American  home, 

Isabel  Chilton  Scott. 

Here  is  a  letter  from  Julia  Galusha  Whltcomb,  of  115  East 

Forty-eighth  Street.     Slie  says: 

^     ^  Septsmbbk  17,  1929. 

Senator  rorsLAND,  of  New  York, 

United  Statett  l<enatr,  WaBhinyton,  D.  C. 
D«AB  Sir  •  The  proposal  duty   rates  of   House  bill  20G7.  which  have 
»>een    greatly   Increased   by    the   Senate   Finance  Committee,   are   unfair, 
unjust,  and  unreaw>nable. 

Those  who  know  the  full  import  of  this  bill  renllze  that  under  cover 
of  farm  protection  it  places  an  embargo  on  Imported  fabrics,  le*v)°K  "«• 
who  use  them  without  substitutes.  For  nothing  manufactured  in  thU 
country  approaches.  In  quality  or  artistic  merit,  these  Importations. 
Our  quantity-production  methods  prohibit  the  manufacture  of  what  only 
■  rtlsilc  D.-oples  with  Inherited  craftsmanship  and  standards  can  produce. 
Making  enemies  of  the  very  people  with  whom  we  wish  to  extend  our 
export  tnide.  is  our  «;overnment  unaware  that  it  is  starting  an  economic 
waV-  does  It  not  discern  the  tide  of  resentment  rising  on  all  sides? 

Averaging  about  six  months  yearly  In  Canada  and  Europe.  I  see  a 
determlue.1.  widespread  growth,  fostered  by  every  press.  Inexorably 
„alm.t  lmp<.rtatlons  from  the  United  States.  As  a  decorator  engaged 
iarg.  ly  In  Canadian  work.  I  do  not  dare.  now.  suggest  an  American 
^  pr.l:iuct  until  every  other  mean,  is  exhauste<I:  and  then  1  do  ho  with 
,  xtreme  care  and  tact.  I  can  assure  you  from  Intimate  knowledge  that 
this  spirit  Is  growing  in  Cana.la  by  leaps  and  bounds  And  everywhere 
,t  home  and  abroad.  I  And  Increasing  distrust  of  our  Senate,  with  honest 
minds  questioning  whether  the  majority  of  Its  Member.  «"•*"«**"»;« 
uninformed  of  the  world  about  them,  asleep  with  heads  under  tightly 
folded  wings,  or  sold  to  the  highest  bidder. 

I  iKg  you  win  not  consider  this  In  anyway  a  personal  reproach.  I 
am  merely  telling  you  of  what  I  find  about  me  everywhere  Assuring 
Tou  of  appreciation  of  your  every  effort  to  discourage  this  point  of  view 
and  to  encourage  us  who  watch  your  endeavors  to  disapprove  It. 

Very  truly  yours, 

'  Julia  G.  Whitcomb. 


Mr.  WAONER.     Mr.  President ^     „       »       x  v'««. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  to  his  colleague? 

Mr  'S^GNm  i  understwd  the  attitude  of  the  Senator  from 
Ut"  i'  to  be  that  it  was  a  matter  of  entire  indifference  to  him 
wliether  this  amendment  is  agreed  to  or  not. 

Mr   SMOOT.     All  I  ask  is  a  vote  on  it.  ,      .  ,. 

Mr  CX)PELAND.  If  the  Senator  feels  that  way  alwut  it, 
I  am  Wfectly  willing  to  have  a  vote.  To  me  it  is  an  outrageous 
thing  to  think  that  we  would  propose  to  increase  i)racticaly 
to  double,  the  rate  upon  a  form  of  decoration  which  is  used  in 
the  mod^t  home.  If  it  were  a  luxury,  such  as  I  discussed  th  s 
luorning  with  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Blaine],  if  it 
related  to  $6  neckties  or  some  luxury  of  great  price,  I  should 
be  glad  to  vote  for  it,  but  not  for  this,  because  it  goes  into  the 
simple  homes  of  our  country.  ^   .  ...     ,         , 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Not  only  the  simple  homes  but  the  luxurious 

hMnes,  too. 


Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  fact  that  tapestries  and  other  Jacquard-flgnred  uP^olf^^ 
cloths,  not  including  pile  fabrics  or  bed  ticking,  are  dutiable 
under  the  existing  law  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The  House 
changed  that  rate  to  55  per  cent  ad  valorem;  and  then  the 
Senate  committee  came  along  with  this  ratlier  unique^aud  un- 
usual method  of  flxUig  duty,  based  ui>on  picks  per  inch 

I  can  not  forego  the  opiwrtunity  of  speaking  about  that  system 
of  fixing  tariff  duties  just  for  a  second.  I  am  not  going  to  taite 
any  of  the  time  of  the  Senate.  A  reading  of  this  paragraph  wUl 
furnish  amusement,  it  seems  to  me,  to  anybotly  who  will  con- 

It  will  be  noted  that  tlie  Senate  committee  established  a 
base  rate  of  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  for  cloth  c<mtalnlng  not 
more  than  50  picks  i)cr  inch,  and  then  provided  for  three  addi- 
tional step-ups  in  the  duty.  For  instance,  cloth  «-ontaiuing  <i 
picks  and  not  more  than  iW  picks  per  inch  was  made  dutiable 
at  36  cents  per  square  yard  plus  50  per  cent. 

Now,  let  me  Illustrate.  A  piece  of  cloth  falling  tinder  this 
paragraph,  containing  95  picks  per  Inch,  would  lie  subject  to  a 
duty  of  36  cents  per  square  yard  plus  50  i)er  cent  ad  valorem. 
Run  the  shuttle  back  across  the  short  space  of  an  inch  twice. 
and  you  have  increased  that  duty  to  54  cents  per  square  yard 
plus  50  per  cent  ad  valorem.  „,_.,«. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  saying  anything  about 
the  amendment,  but  the  Senator's  explanation  does  not  cover 
quite  all  the  difference  in  the  cost.  Wherever  you  have  a  thread 
sufficient  to  have  only  50  rdcks  per  indi,  of  course,  that  must  iw 
a  very  coarse  thread.  When  you  have  a  piece  of  cloth  contain- 
ing more  than  96  picks  per  inch  the  yarn  must  l^  a  very  line 
yarn  and  must  l>e  nearly  twice  as  tine,  or  just  ab<.ut  one-half,  as 
50  Is  to  f»6  and  al)ove.  When  you  are  manufacturing  a  line 
thread  you  have  to  draw  the  thread  out  twice  as  flue  as  the  50 
thread.  There  Is  more  waste.  You  have  to  have  a  finer  wool. 
If  tflkcs  f wic?6  fls  loner. 

As  far  as  the  difference  in  the  brackets  is  c(»ncemed,  there  ia 
not  very  much  to  be  complained  of;  but  what  the  Senator  is 
complaining  of  is  putting  the.se  specific  rates  upon  picks  per  inch 
in  this  particular  paragrai^. 
Mr.  CJKOUGE.     Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    All  I  am  asking  is  a  vote  upon  it. 
Mr    GE0R(;E.    Mr.   President,  a  vote  to  reject  the  Senate 
Committee  amendment  would  fix  this  duty  at  55  per  cent? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr  GE0R<JE.  I  am  going  to  ask  the  Senator  to  accept  a 
substitute,  for  thU  rea.son :  The  statistics  show  that  the  imports 
are  declining.  That  is,  the  imports  in  1927  amwuutetl  to  ^.48.5,- 
040     In  1928  they  amounted  to  $5,008,147, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  Is  quite  a  percentage  of  the  amount  pro- 
duced In  this  count rj-.  ^  ,  .,,  ,  ,«««  ♦»,  - 
Mr  GEORGE.  Yes;  but  for  the  first  six  months  of  1929  they 
amounted  to  only  $2,102,088,  which  Is  a  considerable  decline  in 
fabric  of  this  kind.  Tlic  only  rpas<»n  I  am  suggesting,  it,  I  want 
t(»  say  to  the  Senator,  is  that  when  the  bill  g<w«  to  conference,  If 
we  liave  adopted  the  rate  In  the  existing  law.  there  will  be  an 
effort  of  course,  to  accept  the  House  rate  If  the  facts  uiwn  care- 
ful examination  justify  It ;  but  if  we  take  the  House  rate  we  will 
Increase  the  duty  on  these  cloths  10  per  cent  when  It  does  not 
seem  to  me  tlwt  it  is  justified.  In  other  words,  the  conferees 
would  be  bound  if  we  accept  the  House  rate,  which  bj  an  Increase 
from  45  per  c-ent  to  65  per  cent,  and  yet  the  Imports  are  going 

I  think  the  Senate  ought  to  take  the  existing  rate.  The 
matter  will  go  to  conference;  and  If,  upon  a  closer  examina- 
tion of  the  facts,  the  House  rate  of  55  i>er  cent  seems  justified, 
it  win  be  a  mere  matter  of  the  conferees  agreeing  upon  it. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  call  the  Senator's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  tapestries  are  imported  into  the 
United  States  in  greater  quantity  during  the  last  six  months  of 
every  year  than  thev  are  during  the  first  six  months. 

Mr  V.EORGE.  That  may  be  true;  but  I  was  comparing  the 
imports  for  the  first  six  months  of  this  year  and  for  the  first 
six  months  of  1928.  ,      ^^       ^  ^  ^   .  ^ 

Mr  SMOOT.  The  Senator  is  correct  in  the  statement  he 
made  as  to  the  first  six  months  of  1928.  He  will  find,  however, 
that  from  July  1  to  December  1  there  will  be  more  Imports,  and 
always  have  been  more  imports,  than  from  January  1  t(»  June 
30  That  comes  about  because  of  the  fact  that  people  are  mean- 
ing house  in  the  faU  and  they  buy  more  then,  and  Chrltrtmas 
time  is  coming  on,  and  .so  forth. 

Mr  GEORGE.  I  was  making  the  suggestion  because  It  would 
appear  In  the  debates  that  this  matter  was  sent  to  conference 
iar  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  conferees  to  ascertain  defi- 
nitely the  facts  about  these  imports  and  the  domesttc  pro- 
duction. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  In  perfectly  correct  on  the 
flrst  proi)osition.  ami  I  do  not  know  but  that  the  same  thing 
appliei^  to  the  other. 

Mr.  GEOR(tE.  I  move  that  the  rate  of  45  per  cent  in  the 
pretsent  law  be  substituted  for  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ment ;  but  I  wish  to  repeat  what  I  said,  that  I  want  the  matter 
to  go  to  c*onferen<e  primarily. 

Mr.  SMO(»T.    Let  us  vote  on  that. 

The  TRESIPINO  OFFICER.  The  Chair  understands  that 
the  Semi  tor  from  Georgia  moves  to  strike  out  "55"  and 
insert  "45." 

.Mr.  GKORGE.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  whole  Senate  com- 
mittee amendment  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof 

The  PRP:sidinO  OFFICER  No;  the  Senate  committee 
amendment  i.H  a  motion  to  strike  out  and  insert. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yes :  to  strike  out  "  55  "  and  Insert  "  45." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  question  would  be.  in  lieu  of  the  Senate 
committee  amendment,  to  strike  out  "55"  and  Insert  "46.'* 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Thnt  Is  correct.  Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICI^R.  The  question  is  on  the  amtrnd- 
inent  of  the  Senator  from  (Jeorgi*  [Mr,  Gboboe]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIOI.VG  OFFICER.  Now  the  question  is  on  the 
eommittee  amendment  an  amended. 

The  amendment  of  the  committee  us  amended  was  rejected. 

Mr.  R.ARKLKY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanious  consent  that 
the  clerk  may  read  a  telegram  with  reference  to  this  and  other 
Items  of  the  cotton  sc*hednle. 

The  I'RESiniNO  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  tde- 
irrara  will  be  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  the  telegram. 

Mr.  SM<M>T.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  nay  to  the  Senator 
that  a  similar  telegram  has  already  been  put  in  the  Rbcokd. 

Mr.  B.\RKLEY.    I  did  not  know  that. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  withdraw 
the  telegram? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  It  is  the  same  telegram  which  I  read  a 
moment  ago. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon :  I  was  out  of 
the  Chaml>er  when  he  read  the  telegram.    I  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  it  is  perhaps  gen- 
erally kno^^TB  that  the  Fe<leral  Power  Commission  has  for  the 
last  two  or  three  weeks  been  engaged  in  hearings  on  applica- 
tions for  permits  to  develop  the  power  site  on  the  Flathead 
River  in  the  State  of  Jlontnna,  which  has  received  the  consid- 
eration of  the  Congress  on  a  number  of  occasions.  As  is  well 
known,  that  is  one  of  the  great  water  powers  of  the  country, 
ranking  with  Muscle  Shoals. 

The  taking  of  testimony  was  completed  on  last  Saturday.  I 
have  on  my  desk  a  copy  of  the  report  of  the  testimony,  with  a 
list  of  the  voluminous  exhibits  introduced.  I  am  going  to  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  testimony  be  published  as  a  public 
document. 

^  Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  whether  the  investi- 
gation was  conducted  as  the  result  of  a  resolution  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    No;  it  was  not. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  fearful  that  the  request  of  the  Senator 
can  not  be  complied  with,  unless  the  Investigation  was  pursuant 
to  a  resolution  of  the  Senate.  If  tlie  Senate  authorized  the 
investigation,  then  there  would  not  be  any  question  about  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    The  Senate  did  not  authorize  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  commission  it.self  began  the  investigation 
of  It.s  own  accord? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  commission  it.self  condticted 
the  Investigation.  The  applications  for  i)ermits  are  filed  ^nd 
the  commission  takes  the  testimony. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Then  the  commission  ought  to  print  the  testi- 
mony Itself  and  not  the  Senate.  That  is  why  we  appropriate 
mi>ney  for  the  commission.  I  am  not  objecting  In  this  case 
liarticularly,  but  If  such  requests  were  complieii  with  all  of  the 
printing  for  such  commissions  would  be  done  by  the  Senate 
rather  than  by  the  commissions  themselves.  We  stopped  doing 
that  in  the  i>a.st ;  it  has  not  been  done  for  several  years.  If 
the  investigation  had  been  in  conformity  with  a  resolution  of 
the  Senate  there  wotild  not  be  any  question  about  It. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  .Montana.  Let  me  remark  to  the  Senator  that 
when  hearings  are  conducted  by  order  of  the  Senate,  or  in- 
vestigations of  that  kind  are  held,  the  testimony  is  printed  and 
Is  made  available  to  the  public  without  any  specific  resolution 
upon  the  subject  at  all, 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Did  the  Senate  instruct  the  commission  to 
make  this  Investigation? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.    No;  not  at  all. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Then  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  do  It. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  quite  in  error  if  it  has  not 
been  repeatedly  done  in  the  past 


Mr.  SMOOT.     It  has  not  been  done  in  any  case  I  know  of 
for  a    ong  time. 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Mas.sachn.setts.  Mr.  President  I  will  say  to 
the  S<  nator  that  I  am  unable  to  get  reports  of  the  Tariff  Com- 
missicn  printed  by  the  Senate,  and  the  Tariff  Commission  them- 
selves could  not  print  them  because  they  did  not  have  any 
for  that  purjwse. 

SMOOT.    If  the  commission  has  lacked  money  for  the 

,  and  has  asked  for  an  appropriation  for  the  printing 

imony,  and  so  on,  we  have  never  refused  them.     If  the 

will  ask  for  an  appropriation  in  the  first  defliiency 

iation  bill,  if  It  has  not  the  money  for  printing,  I  am 

ly  willing  that  it  shall  be  made  available  to  the  com- 

imuiediately. 
WALSH  of  M(mtana.    I  will  act  on  the  suggestion  of  the 
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SMOOT.     I  want  the  Senator  from  Montana  to  under- 
that  I  do  not  object  to  the  printing  of  this  particular 

I  would  like  to  see  it  printed,  but  If  we  do  it  in  this 

shall  have  every  department  of  the  Government  making 

requests  of  us. 
WALSH  of  Montana.    I  realize  the  force  of  what  the 

says,  and  I  withdraw  the  application. 
PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  next  amendment  will  be 


next  amendment  was.  on  page  156,  line  6.  after  the  words 
i|alorem."  to  Insert  "but  not  less  than  16 Va   cents  per 
so  as  to  read : 
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Par.    911.  (a)  Qullta    or    liedapreads,    25    per    cent    ad    valurem ;    if 

-floured.    40    per    cent    ad    valurem ;    blanketa,    35    per    cent    ad 

but  not  less  than   16Vi  cents  per  pound  ;  If  Jacquard-figiired. 

cent  ad  ralorem ;  Jaeqnanf-li^ired  napped  cloth,  45  per  cent  ad 

towels,   other  than   pile  fabrics.   25   per  cent  ad   valorem  ;   If 

-ll)5ared,   40   per   cent   ad    valorem.     The   forejcolng   rates   shall 

any  of  the  foregoing  wholly  or  In  chief  value  of  cotton,  whether 

piece  or  otherwise. 

GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  hardly  think  the  chairman 
committee  will  insist  upon  this  amendment. 
SMOOT.  Let  us  have  a  vote. 
GEORGE.  That  is  satisfactory  to  me. 
PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
amendment. 

WALSH  of  Montana.     I   a.sk   that  the  amendment   be 


clerk  again  read  the  amendment, 

GEORGE.     I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Montana  that 

valorem  rate  is  fixed  here  at  35  per  cent.    The  average 

■-    of  imports  in  1928  was  54.6  per  cent  on  each  blanket, 

there  are  2  pounds  of  cotton  in  each  blanket,  it  will 

to  27.3  cents  per  pound.     Sixteen  and  one-half  cents,  the 

fixed,  would  be  equivalent  to  fixing  a  rate  of  60.44 


ceit 


PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
ai|iendment. 

amendment  was  rejected. 

next  amendment  was,  on  page  157,  line  4.  after  the  word 
to  strike  out   "lamp,   stove,   and   candle"   and   insert 
and  stove,"  so  as  to  read : 

912.  Fabrics,    with    fast    edges,    not    exceeding    12    inches    in 

and    articles    made    therefrom :     tubings,    garters,     suspendt-rs, 

cords,  tassels,  and   cords  tiud   tas.«el ;   all   the   foregoing,   wholly 

•hlef  value   of    cotton    or   of   cotton    and    India    rubber,    and    not 

provided   for,   35   per  cent   ad   valorem ;   ^spiDdlp   bandinj:,   and 

abd  stove  wlcklug.  wholly  or  In   chief  value  of  cotton   or  other 

vegetal^ e  fiber,  30  per  cent  ad  valorem. 


WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President  I  notice  that 
e  wicking"  is  stricken  out.    Is  it  in.serted  later? 
3MOOT.     It  is  luovtHl  to  another  i>art  of  the  jwragraph. 
WALSH  of  Massachusett.s.     At  a  higher  rate'/ 
GEORGE.    I  think  I  may  explain  that  it  is  a  rearrange- 
and  there  is  no  increase.    It  goes  back  to  the  1922  rate, 
decrease  from  the  Hou.«e  rate. 

3MOOT.  Yes.  it  is  a  great  decrease  froiu  the  House  rate. 
WALSH  of  Ma.s.sachusetts.  The  purpo.<;e  of  taking  out 
wicking  was  to  give  that  commodity  a  lower  rate  in  an- 
)lace? 

amendment  was  agreed  to. 
next   amendment   was,  on   page  157.   line  6,   after   the 

ad  valorem,"  to  insert  "candle  wicking,  wholly  or  in 
mlue  of  cotton  or  other  vegetable  flbtT,  10  cents  per 
and  12^^  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

BARK  LEV.    I  believe  the  Senator  from  Georgia  stated 
"  ntte  in  the  amendment  Just  acted  ui»on  was  a  reduc- 

>  the  rate  provided  in  the  present  law.     Would  that 

tlii:>  amendment  Alao't 
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Mr  GEORGE.  It  would  be  a  reduction  below  the  rate  in 
the  bill  as  it  passed  the  Hoa-^e,  and  the  restoration  of  the  rate 
in  the  present  law  on  candle  wicking.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
that   the  imports  of  randle  wicking  are  very  small.    It  is  a 

negligible  item.  , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 

the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to,  ^ .    .   ^        ♦>,,» 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  157,  line  14,  before  the 
words  "ad  valorem,"  to  strike  out  "50  per  cent"  and  insert 
"  70  i>er  cent"  so  as  to  read : 

Labels,  for  garments  or  other  articles,  wholly  or  In  chief  value  of 
cotton  or  other  vegetable  fiber,  TO  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  would  like  to  have  some  explanarton  of  that 

^"  Mr"*SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  can  state  just  exactly  why  the 
majority  of  the  committee  increased  this  rate. 

The  articles  covered  iu  this  amendment  are  sent  into  tht 
United  States  by  parcel  post.  The  importations  have  never  been 
checked  up.  Entering  the  country  in  that  way,  in  many  In- 
stince<<  they  escaiM'  any  duty  whatever.  ..  ^  o,.  * 

i  do  not  think  have  to  tell  the  Senate  of  the  United  S  ates 
the  value  of  those  labels.  The  committee  thought  that  at  least 
on  the  imiK>rtations  which  were  known  to  come  in  there  should 
te  Ws  ratt  It  was  claimed  that  was  about  the  ^-nly  wa>-  to 
h^indle  the  matter,  with  tl»e  hope  that  something  could  be  done 
r"  prevent  the  lal>els  being  .ent  In  by  parcel  post  as  has  been 

^''mV  BARKLEY.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  a  rather  unusual  pro- 
cedure to  adn  it  that  under  the  present  rate  quantities  of  these 
Sb"ls  aiT  being  in.ported  without  paying  any  dutj'  whatever 

Mr   SMOOT     That  is  the  claim. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  And  In  order  to  correct  that  situation,  the 
rate  i«  inclosed  from  50  per  cent  to  70  per  cent  which  wil 
Za  out  sti^further  Inducement  for  <Jher8  to  do  likewise.  It 
dops  not  se"m  to  me  that  those  who  do  pay  duty  ought  to  be 
^milS^'V?easlng  the  rates  on  them  in  order  to  make  up 
for  those  who  do  not  pay  the  duty. 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  was  thinking  of  another  Item  which  will  come 
un  later  When  the  lal)els  do  come  in  by  parcel  post  the  duty 
"s  iwid  •  but  thev  are  not  included  in  the  estimate  of  the  amount 
of  ^mixirtations.^  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  ihe 

""Vr  bIrklEY.'  E>^n"he  corrected  statement  of  the  Senator 
does  not  offer  suflicient  explanation  to  me  to  cause  me  to  vote 

for  this  increase,  .^       ^  k„ 

Mr  SMOOT  I  suppose  there  was  not  an  item  considered  by 
the  committee  which  presented  a  better  case  than  this  one. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  What  is  the  caseV  What  is  the  domestic 
nrodnction,  and  what  are  the  imports?  .... 

Mr  SMOOT  We  can  not  tell  the  amount  of  the  imports, 
becaus^  so  many  of  them  come  in  by  parcel  post,  Thete  are 
about  $4,000,000  of  imports,  as  I  rememl)er  It, 

Mr  T^RGE  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  com- 
mitted went  beyond  all  requests  made  of  it,  I  very  well  remem- 
ber the  witnes.ses  appearing  before  the  committee  and  stating 
thit  they  wished  an  increase  in  the  duty,  and  what  they  mainly 
wanted  was  an  ameiulment  in  the  marking  law.  There  was 
some  dispute  as  to  the  amount  of  importations  because  it  was  | 
claimed  that  this  label  being  very  small  could  be  imported  in  | 
100  ind  200  lots  through  the  mails  and  that  there  was  no  real 
way  of  asc-ertaining  the  amount  of  the  Imix-rtations. 

The  pun^ose  of  this  duty  was  very  largely  regulatory  of  the 
business  In  other  words,  the  real  puriwse  back  of  the  appear- 
niice  of"  the  witnesses  l)efore  the  Finance  Committee  was  to 
obtain  some  regulation  that  would  \ye  helpful  to  them,  rather 
«mn  mSv  to  cut  out  this  import,  although  they  thought  that 
the  imports  were  very  much  greater  than  the  figures  indicated. 
If  the  Senator  will  recall,  we  provided  a  very  drastic  marking 
law  In  section  304,  which  reads: 

Every  article  imported  Into  the  United  States,  and  its  Immediate  con- 
tainer and  the  package  in  which  such  article  is  imported,  shall  be 
marked  stamped,  branded,  or  laWled,  in  legible  English  words.  In  a 
conspicuous  place,  in  such  manner  as  to  Indicate  the  country  of  origm 
of  such  article.  In  accordance  with  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  may  prescribe.  Such  marking,  stamping,  branding,  or 
labeling  shall  be  as  nearly  Indelible  and  permanent  as  the  nature  of  the 
article  will  permit. 

The  Senator  will  bear  in  mind  that  not  only  must  the  article 
be  marked,  if  it  be  a  shirt,  for  instance,  but  the  little  label 
itself  if  made  in  Germany,  must  also  be  marked  Made  in  Ger- 
many" and  it  must  be  marked  in  a  conspicuous  place^  as  we 
have  required  in  this  section,  and.  as  I  understood  the  witnesses 
who  appeared  before  us,  the  manufacturers  of  domeetically  made 


labels,  they  were  more  Interested  In  a  proper  marking  provision 
than  in  the  duty.  l»eoause  they  thought  that  that  would  afford 
them  the  protection  which  they  really  desired. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  does  not  think,  thougb.  as  i 
understand  it,  that  the  way  to  reach  that  situation  is  by  increas- 
ing this  tariff  rate?  ,  ^.   ^  „.,.„m 

Mr.  GEORGE.  No;  I  do  not  think  so,  l>ecause  there  would 
be  another  inducement  to  smuggle  in,  of  course,  as  the  senator 
says.  The  inducement  to  smuggle  is  Increased  Just  as  we  in- 
crease the  duty.  I  do  not  think  the  duty  ought  to  be  increased 
from  50  per  cent  to  70  per  cmt,  particularly  since  we  have 
strengthened  the  marking  law.  It  seems  to  me  that  mcrease 
should  be  disagreed   to.  

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment. 

Tile  amendment  was  rejected.  ,4  *„  vf,.tu„ 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  157,  after  line  14.  to  strike 

out: 

PAR  913.  Belts,  belting,  and  ropes,  for  the  transmission  of  power, 
whollv  or  in  chief  value  of  cotton  or  other  vegetable  m>er.  or  of  cotton 
or  other  vegetable  fiber  and  India  rubber,  40  per  cent  ad  valOFem. 

And  in  lieu  thereof  to  iiiart : 

Pak  913.  (a)  Belts  and  bolting  for  machinery,  wholly  or  In  chief 
value  of  cotton  or  other  vegetable  fiber,  or  of  cotton  or  other  vegetable 
fiber  and  India  rubber.  30  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

(b)  Hope  used  as  belting  for  texlUe  machinery,  wholly  or  in  chief 
value  of  cotton,  40  |>er  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  the  next  8<!iedule,  8<?hed- 
ule  lb.  paragraph  1015.  might  cover  the  matter  I  have  In  mind. 
I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  even  if  it  takes  some 
time  to  the  plea  of  the  endless  belt  |)eople  to  have  protection  in 
the  bill  and  to  have  It  made  clear  that  they  a^f  I'^J^;*^-  ,,    . 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  will  be  found  on  page  166  of  the  bill,  in 

^Jff^GEORGE  It  does  not  come  under  the  i>aragraph  now 
before  us.  This  paragraph  does  not  raise  the  rate,  but  the  ef- 
fect is  to  reduce  the  pending  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  reduces  it  from  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  to 

30  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     That  is  the  present  law,         ^         ,  ^    . 

Mr.  COPELAND.     But   here  is  one  item  where  I  want  to 

"^Mr.^'sMOOTl^^Tlie  Senator  had  l)etter  wait  until  we  get  to 

*   Mr.  COPELAND.     Just  a  moment.  If  the  Senator  please.     I 


want  to  be  clear  about  this  matter  before  I  agree   to  wait 
Will  the  Senator  i>oint  out  where  this  item  should  go  ^ 

Mr  SMOOT  If  the  Senator  will  turn  to  page  166  of  the 
bill,  i^ragraph  1015.  he  will  find  that  it  provides  as  follows : 

Fabitcs  with  fast  edges,  not  exceeding  12  inches  In  width,  ami 
articles  made  therefrom:  tubings,  garters,  suspenders,  braces,  cords, 
tassels  and  cords  and  tassels,  all  the  foregoing,  wholly  or  In  chief  value 
of  vegetable  fiber,  except  cotton,  or  of  vegetable  fiber,  except  cotton, 
and  India  rubber,  35  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

That  is  what  the  parties  who  have  written  to  the  Senator 
are  interestetl  in  as  they  appeared  before  the  committee  There 
may  be  some  who  are  interested  in  rope  belting  and  cotton 
belting,  but  most  of  this  is  used  for  machinery. 

Mr  COPELAND  The  Senator  will  notice  in  paragraph  1015 
that  it  relates  to  materials  made  of  something  "  except  cotton." 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes.  ,         .    ,   ,  j       # 

Mr.  COPELAND.    The  article  I  have  iu  mind  is  made  of 

cotton.  ,         ,    ,^,     . 

Mr   SMOOT.    Is  it  a  belt  or  belting .'  , ,         ,     ■ 

Mr.  COPELAND.     An  endless  belt  for  the  making  of  ciga- 

Mr   SACKETT     That  comes  under  a  different  schedule. 

Mr  COPELAND.    Let  it  be  pointed  out  to  me  where  it  comes. 

Mr!  SACKETT.  We  had  it  in  the  committee  and  we  will  have 
to  find  out  now  where  it  comes.  ,    .^,    *  *i. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Then,  to  save  time,  let  me  ask  that  the 
item  may  go  over  until  I  find  out  where  it  is. 

Mr  SMOOT  Why  not  agree  to  the  pending  amendment  and 
then  if  the  Senator  wants  to  have  it  reconsidered  and  opened  up 

*^Mr.  ^WELANd!  Does  the  Senator  mean  that  he  will  not 
oppose  my  calling  it  up  again? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  will  not. 

Mr  COPELAND.  At  this  moment  J  am  clear  that  this  Is 
the  ix>lnt  where  It  should  come.  We  are  seeking  to  have  a 
sneciflc  provision  for  endless  woven  cigarette  machine  belts  coiu- 
nosi^  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  cotton  or  other  vegetable  fiber, 
icent  per  belt  for  each  millimeter  of  width.  It  does  properly 
come  here. 
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Mr.  SlfOOT.  That  Is  another  matter.  The  Senator  wants  a 
higher  rate  than  is  prorided  for  here.  I  did  not  understand  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  COPEajAND.    Then  It  does  come  here? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Ob.  yes.  It  comes  in  paraj^raph  913,  and  what 
the  Senator's  correspondents  want  is  a  specific  rate  in  addition 
to  the  ad  valorem  rate. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Then  I  shall  make  my  argtunent  and  the 
Senate  moi^t  decide  what  it  will  do. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
York  propose  an  amendment  to  the  committee  amendment? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  am  going  to  propose  an  amendment  to  the 
oomniittee  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Did  the  Senators  correspondent  tell  him  that 
there  are  no  imports  of  cigarette  belting? 

Mr.  COPELAND.  On  the  contrary,  I  am  told  that  there  are 
many  imports  of  cigarette  belting. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  statistics  do  not  show  it. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  That  is  what  my  correspondent  says.  Let 
me  give  this  Information  to  the  Senate.  I  am  sorry  to  take  the 
time,  bat  I  feel  under  obligation  to  my  constltaents  to  advise 
the  Senate. 

The  signer  of  this  petition  is  the  Endless  Belt  Corporation  of 
346  Wept  ForUeth  Street,  New  York  City.  The  letter  or  brief 
is  addressed  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  and  reads 
as  follows : 

We  are  maanfietarcn  of  a  partieoktr  form  of  belting  known  as  •*  end- 
leaa  woven  cigarette  machine  belts."  These  belts  are  used  In  cigarette 
manafactiulng  machUM*  for  eonvejrlng  tobacco  to  be  formed  Into  dga- 
rettea.     A  aample  of  the  belt  accomfianiea  this  brief. 

Imported  belta  of  this  character  arc  now  aasesaed  with  duty  under 
paragraph  913,  or  paragraph  372,  tarlfT  act  of  1922. 

Paragraph  913,  act  of  1922,  provides  speciflcally  for  "belting  for 
machinery,  composed  wholly  or  in  chief  Taloe  of  cotton  or  other  vege- 
table fiber,  or  cotton,  or  other  vegetable  fiber  and  India  rubber,  30  per 
cent  ad  valorem." 

Paragraph  372  of  the  same  act  provides  for  "  aU  other  machines  or 
parts  thereof,  finished  or  unBnisbed,  not  specially  provided  for,  30  per 
cent  ad  valorem." 

As  these  belta  are  in  chief  value  of  a  vegetable  fiber,  namely,  flax, 
they  are  now  within  paiagraph  913.  and  as  they  are  alao  parts  of 
■Mchlnea,  they  are  also  within  paragraph  372.  As  the  ratea  of  duty  In 
the  competing  paragraphs  are  the  same,  30  per  cent,  whether  they 
ar«  classified  under  one  or  the  other,  has  been  Immaterial. 

In  H.  R.  2667,  however,  paragraph  913  has  been  changed  to  provide 
tor  "  belts,  belting,  and  ropes,  for  the  tran-smission  of  power,  wholly  or 
In  chief  value  of  cotton  and  other  vegeuble  fiber  and  india  rubber,  40 
per  cent  ad  valorem." 

The  endless  belts  which  we  manufacture  are  conveyor  belts — 

I  wish  I  might  have  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tncky,  too,  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  did  not  see  how  that  was  transmission  of 
power. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  continue  reading  from  the  brief: 

The  endless  belts  whtcb  we  manufacture  are  conveyor  belts,  and 
therefore  could  not  be  classified  In  the  proposed  paragraph  913,  which 
Is  limited  to  power-tranamittlng  belts. 

Paragraph  372,  aa  proposed  in  H.  R.  2667.  provides  for  parta  of 
machines,  but  Umlta  such  parts  to  such  as  are  wholly  or  in  chief  value 
of  metaL  These  belta  could  not.  therefore,  be  claaslfled  In  this  new 
paragraph  372  as  parts  of  machines. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Hou^^e  provision  provides  for  belts,  beltin?. 
and  ropes,  **  for  the  transmission  of  power."  The  Senate  com- 
mittee struck  that  out  entirely  and  put  in  *'  belts  and  belting  for 
machinery,  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  cotton."  Therefore  the 
conveyor  belt  to  which  the  Senator  refers  falls  in  paragraph  913, 
and  that  paragraph  does  not  iwrovide  for  transmission  of  power. 
The  House  proviifion  did. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  will  continue  my  presentation  and  then 
we  will  have  the  argument 

Being  in  chief  value  of  linen  thread  they  would,  therefore,  probably 
be  classified  under  the  "  catch-all  "  paragraph,  paragraph  1023,  Schedule 
10,  H.  R.  2667.  which  provides  for— 

"All  manufrtctures,  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  vegetable  fiber,  except 
cotton,  not  specially  provided  for.  40  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Or  they  perhaps  might  be  within  the  proviaioa  in  paragraph  1015, 
H.  R.  2667.  for— 

"  •  •  •  tubings  •  •  •  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  vegetable 
tber,  except  cotton,  or  of  vesetable  fiber,  except  cotton,  and  India 
ralther  85  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

In  order  to  prevent  naeertalnty  In  tiie  elaaalfleatloa  of  Importad  end- 
belts  of  this  character  we  belleva  there  should  be  a  veciOe  sarovlaloa 
therefor,  and  that  for  th«  rcasona  hereiBafter  stated  the  rate  of  duty 
■h«ald  ba  Increased,  te  vkw  of  the  laereases  ia  tlie  ratea  ef  doty  •• 


Ilneii 
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thread.  In  H.  R.  2667,  paragraph  1004,  Schedule  10,  from  which 

belts  are  manufactured. 

Tlie  manufacture  of  these  endless   cigarette   machine  tube  belts   rc- 

qulns  highly  speciaUzed  machinery  and  skilled  workers.     Prior  to  1922. 

:o  war  conditions  and  readjustments  of  the  industry,  there  were  for 

possjbly  eight  years  or  more  no  belts  of  this  character  imported.     The 

Belt  Corporation  was  formed  during  the  war  for  the   reason 

there  was  no  source  of  supply,  and  this  belt  being  essential  for  the 

ictlon  of  cigarettes  we  were  practically  drafted   by   the  American 

Jtte-manufacturlng  industry  to  develop  the  machinery  necessary  for 

manufacture  of  these  endless  belts,  because  of  our  familiarity  with 

-'  Industry,  and  also  with  the  belts. 

accordingly  invested  a  very  large  sum  of  money  in  the  development 

1  machinery  and  in  establishing  the  manufacture  in   the  United 

of  these  belts.     Since  then  we  have  been  supplying  the  American 

manufacturers  with  a  good  portion  of  their  requirements  in 

particular  belting. 
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Tliis  I  call  io  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Utah,  be- 
cause it  shows  that  there  are  serious  importations  of  a  for- 
eign made  belt' 

Htwever,  our  business  Is  being  seriously  affected  by  offers  made 
by  Qerman  manufacturers  of  endless  cigarette  belting,  who  are  de- 
termined to  regain  the  dominant  position  they  enjoyed  before  the 
war. 

It  la  common  knowledge  that  since  1922  there  has  been  a  very  large 
lucre  lae  in  the  consumption  of  cigarettes,  and  this  has  been  reflected 
in  ai  Increased  demand  for  our  belts.  We  do  not  represent  that  the 
induttry  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  these  belts  is  a  large  one, 
but  it  does  give  employment  to  an  average  of  50  to  75  workers,  male 
and  1  emale.  The  average  male  wage  is  from  |30  to  |85  a  week,  and  the 
average  female  wage  $20  per  week. 

Ou-  average  selling  price  for  the  year  1928  was  |0.5219  per  belt, 
-•  >ur  average  net  cost  was  $0.5107.  It  will,  therefore,  be  seen 
this  company  has  been  selling  its  belts  at  practically  cost  and 
the  leason  for  this  has  been,  as  stated,  the  continued  attempts  of 
Germ  in  manufacturers  to  again  obtain  control  of  this  market.  Un- 
fortunately  we  are  unable  to  ascertain  the  number  of  belts  of  Ger- 
man manufacture  Imported  since  1922.  as  this  informatton  is  not 
avail)  ble.  because  of  the  fact,  as  stated,  that  such  belts  may  be  in- 
clude I  with  the  statistics  covering  parts  of  machines. 

is  very  clear  that  they  had  no  statistics  and  so  we  must 


depend  upon  what  they  say  about  it. 

We  do  know,  however,  that  these  German-made  belts  are  selling  at 
a  prlie  averaging  |2.50  to  $3  per  dozen,  f.  o.  b.  Germany,  which  with 
the  r  resent  duty  of  30  per  cent  ad  valorem  added  and  the  freight, 
whlcl  is  very  insignificant,  will  land  the  belt  in  this  country  much 
below  our  cost  of  manufacture,  as  Illustrated  by  the  following  example. 

Tben  they  give  the  foreign  selling  price  and  landed  cost  of 

e  <Jerman  endless  cigarette  machine  belt  as  follows:  Selling 
pric-e  f.  o.  b.  Germany,  $3  per  dozen,  or  25  cents  per  belt; 
Amei  ican  import  duty  90  cents  per  dozen,  or  7V^  cents  per  l)elt* 
freigit  and  insuranc-e,  and  so  forth,  18  cents  per  dozen  or  1^4 
cent.s  per  belt ;  lauded  cost  $4.08  per  dozen,  or  34  cents  per  belt. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  But  there  are  no  importations.  There  is  one 
concern  and  one  only  that  makes  all  of  these  belts  in  the 
Unitd  States.  They  have  a  complete  monopoly.  I  have  asked 
the  c  epartnient  if  there  is  any  record  of  these  belts  coming  Into 
the  country  and  they  say  no. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    My  correspondent  states: 

We  are  unable  to  ascertain  the  number  of  belts  of  German  manu- 
facture Imported  since  1922,  as  this  information  is  not  available  be- 
cause of  the  fact,  as  stated,  that  such  belts  may  be  Included  with:  the 
stalls  ;lcs  covering  parts  of  machines. 

Tb?y  are  not  classified  separately.  Their  plea  Is  that  the 
Gernan  belts  can  be  landed  in  New  York  duty  paid  at  a  price 
substantially  below  their  cost  and  they  feel  that  they  are  en- 
titled to  an  increase  in  the  rates.  The  example  which  fhey  give 
and  ^hich  I  just  read  to  the  Senate  demonstrates  that  the  Ger- 
man t)elt  can  be  landed  in  New  York,  duty  paid,  at  a  price  sub- 
stant  ally  below  their  cost ;  that  is,  34  cents  for  the  German  belt 
as  a^  alnst  their  cost  of  51  cents,  or  aroroximately  17  cents  ner 
belt  <  heaper  than  their  belt. 

Mr  SACKETT.    Let  us  have  a  vote  on  It 

Thf  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Does  the  Senator  from  New 
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offer  an  amendment? 
M  ,,  ,  COPEI^\ND.  I  move  to  amend  by  the  addition  of  the 
folloi  ring  specific  provision :  In  line  22  strike  out  the  period  and 
inser   a  semicolon  and  the  following : 

Endless  woven  cigarette  machine  belts,  composed  wholly  or  in  chief 
'"-  of  cotton  or  other  vegetable  fiber,  1  cent  per  belt  for  each  mllll- 
of  width. 


SMOOT.    What  the  Senator  wante  to  do  is  to  make  pro- 
ror  endless  belts,  becaoM  the  paragraph  itself  provided 


"  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  cotton  or  other  vegetable  fiber, 
whicli  would  apply  to  all  within  the  paragraph.     If  the  Senator 
wants  to  have  the  wording  just  as  submitted  to  him  by  his  cor- 
respondent, he  should  add  another  subparagraph  and  cover  the 
whole  thing  by  itself. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  wliere  endless  belt- 
ing appears  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  SMO(yr.  On  page  157.  parafrraph  913.  It  comes  under 
that  paragraph  as  l)elting  for-machinery. 

Mr  GEORGE.  There  is  an  endless-belt  i>anigraph  in  tbe 
bill,  as  I  understand  it.  The  Senator  is  getting  it  out  of  another 
schedule  into  this  one? 

Mr.  COl'EI^ND.  The  Senator  probably  has  in  mind  para- 
graph 1015.  ^       ^  „        •«.„_i. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  for  a  moment  while  the  Chair  has  read  a  communication 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Certainly. 

THE  LATE    SECRETARY    OF    WAR.    HON.    JAMES    W.    GOOD 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  a 
pr(Krlanmtion  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  will 

be  rend. 
The  Chief  Clerk  rea«l  the  proclamation,  as  follows : 

7'o  the  people  of  the  United  States: 

James  W.  Goo<l.  Secretary  of  War.  died  in  the  city  of  Washington  on 
the  evening  of  Monday,  November  the  18th,  at  37  minutes  after  8 
o'clock.  His  death,  u  crushing  sorrow  to  his  friends,  is  to  the  people 
of  the  country  a  national  bereavement.  Attaining  to  a  position  of  high 
trust  in  private  life,  energetic  and  conscientious  in  hit.  relations  with 
his  fellowmen,  of  a  gentle,  lovable,  and  loyal  nature,  inspired  by  a  large 
sense  of  the  duties  of  a  true  citiren  and  winning  the  respect  and  esteem 
of  all  with  whom  ho  associated,  he  was  called,  In  the  fullness  of  his 
powers,  to  discharge  the  duties  of  the  peculiarly  onerous  and  respons.ble 
office  of  Secretary  of  War,  iu  which  he  servetl  with  such  foresight  and 
such  loyal  and  lofty  ideals  as  to  confer  lastlnR  benefits  to  his  country. 
His  career  is  an  example  for  goo<l  citizens  to  follow. 

In  respect  to  the  memory  of  James  W.  Good,  the  President  directs 
that  on  the  day  of  the  funeral  servLvs.  Wednesday.  November  the 
20th  the  executive  departments  and  their  dependencies  in  the  city  of 
Washington  be  cIomhI  until  1  o'clock,  and  that  the  national  flag  be  dls- 
playwl  at  halfstaff  on  all  public  buildings  throughout  the  United  States 
from  now  until  the  Interment  shall  have  taken  place  at  Cedar  Rayids, 
Iowa,  on  Friday  noon. 

By  direction  of  the  Tresldent : 

IlKMBT   L.    STIUSON, 

Secretary  of  State. 

Depabtmbnt  of  State, 

Washington,  Sorember  19,  1929. 

REVISION  OF  THE  T.^RIFF 

Tlie  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  industries 
of  the  United  States,  to  protect  Ameritan  labor,  and  for  other 

purix)ses.  ,        .  .    v, 

Mr  COPEL.\ND.  Mr.  President.  I  move  an  amendment  to  f>e 
inserted  as  subparagraph  (c)  in  paragraph  913.  I  send  the 
amendment  to  the  desk.  ^   ^     ^^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  New  York  will  be  stated.  „,    .     . 

The  LE30I8LATIVE  Clerk.  On  page  157,  after  line  24,  It  is  pro- 
posed to  Insert  a  new  subsection  (c),  as  follows: 

(c)  Endless  woven  cigarette  machine  belts,  composed  wholly  or  in 
chief  value  of  cotton  or  other  vegetable  fiber.  1  cent  per  belt  for  each 
millimeter  of  width. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  amendment  is  not  in  order 
at  this  lime,  but  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  may  now  be 
considered.  I  h«)i)e  and  trust,  however,  that  the  Senate  wiU  not 
•idont  the  amendment.  There  is  no  iK^ltiug  of  the  kind  referred 
to  imiwrted  into  the  United  States,  and  there  is  no  necessity  for 

the  amendment.  ,  ^    .,      ^  u    i      *.v 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  tliere  objection  to  considering  the 
amendment  propose«l  by  the  Senator  from  New  York?  The 
Chair  hears  none.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend- 

The  amendment  >«as  rejected. 

Mr.   COPELAND.     Mr.   President,   was   my   amendment   just 

voted  down? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     It  was. 

Mr  COPELAND.  I  am  wondering  If  the  amendment  was 
thoroughly  understood.  If  it  was,  of  course,  I  have  not  a  word 
to  say  but  the  only  concern  making  this  material  concedes  that 
even  with  the  proposed  tariff  they  would  stiU  be  in  competition 
with  the  German  product.    Nobody  is  going  to  be  harmed  by  the 


importation  of  the  foreign  article  except  this  concern,  and  I 
appeal  to  Senators  to  vote  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New  York 

yield  to  me?  *         «.t       v.  w 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  New  lorlc 

yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  Senators  did  not  understand  the  question 
which  was  being  voted  on,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  ♦•lat  ^® 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  wag  now  rejected. 
and  that  the  Senate  then  again  vote  Immediately  upon  the 
amendment,  so  that  every  Senator  will  know  what  the  question 
is.  The  Senator  from  New  York  can  not  ask  any  more  than 
that.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York  desire  a  reconsideration 
of  the  vote  wherebv  the  nmendnieut  was  rejected? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu.setts.  Was  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Copkland]  rejected? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes.  ^    ,  ^^     , 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Does  not  that  end  the  matter . 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  reconsid- 
eration of  the  vote  whereby  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York  was  rejected?    The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is  so 

ordered.  .      .^     i     . 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President.  I  want  to  make  it  clear 
that  this  beltiiig  which  we  are  talking  about  is  made  chiefly  of 
cotton.  The  amendment  comes  proi)erly  here,  and  If  we  are 
going  to  give  relief  to  anybody,  it  would  seem,  to  me  that  we 
should  do  so  in  this  case.  ,i  *  * 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think,  if  we  are  going  to  give  rellet  to  any- 
bodv.  It  should  not  be  to  some  one  manufacturing  a  product  of 
which  not  a  single  solitary  dollar's  worth  is  imported  into  the 

United  States.  ,    ,  *    i  ♦„ 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     How  much  increase  "f  «>ut.v 

is  proposed  by  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New  York. 
Mr  SMOOT.     It  is  a  si^eciflc  duty  of  1  cent  on  each  millimeter 

of  width  of  each  belt,  so  I  can  not  tell  what  the  increasi'  would 

l)e 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     What  would  the  duty  repre- 

.seiit  in  ad  valorem  terms? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  Is  no  way  of  knowing  that;  I  can  not 

tell 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Are  there  no  Imports  of  any 

kind? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  are  none  at  all. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  now  is  upon  agreeing 
to  the  ct)nimittee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  «    ,,       «    w  *         *^u 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  158,  line  3.  before  tne 
words  "ad  valorem,"  to  strike  out  "45  per  cent"  and  insert 
*'  55  per  cent,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Pah.  914.  Knit  fabric,  in  the  piece.  whoUy  or  in  chief  value  of  cotton 
or  other  vegetable  fiber,  made  on  a  warp-knitting  machine.  55  per  cent 
ad  valorem  ;  made  on  other  than  a  warp-knitting  machine,  36  per  <^nt 
ad  valorem. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  158,  line  6.  after  the  word 
"  mittens,"  to  insert  "  finished  or  unfinished,"  so  as  to  read : 

Pak.  915.  Gloves  and  mittens,  finished  or  unfinished,  wholly  or  in 
chief  value  of  cotton  or  other  vegetable  fiber : 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment.  .  ,_    ..    ^    ,_ 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  call  the  Senate's  attention  to  the  fact  there 
is  a  great  decrease  proposed  in  this  paragraph. 
"  Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Is  this  the  cotton-glove  para- 

^llr!  SMOOT.    It  is ;  and  the  duty  is  reduced  from  60  per  cent 

to  30  per  cent.  .  ^  , 

Mr   GEORGE.     It  is  a  very  great  decrease? 

Mr   SACKETT.    It  is  a  very  great  decrease. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Of  course.  I  assume  that  it  is  inevitable 
that  any  amendment  that  proposes  an  Increase  of  duty  must  be 
defeated,  but  I  would  not  be  true  to  my  own  people  if  I  did  not 
call  attention  to  the  plea  they  make.  I  notice  in  the  hearings 
that  It  is  pointed  out  that  this  industry  is  on  its  last  lega,  but 
certain  firms  in  my  State,  the  Grewen  l^bric  Co.,  of  Johnstown, 
N  Y  •  the  E.  B.  Sudbury  Co.,  of  New  York  City;  the  Quality 
silk  Mills,  of  New  York  City;  the  Blood  Knitting  Co..  of 
Amsterdam,  N.  Y. ;  the  chamber  of  commerce  of  Oneonta,  N.  Y. ; 
and  other  correspondents  are  asking  that  for  the  preservation 
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of  the  cottOD-glore  Industry  that  the  rate  be  contlsned  as  In  the 
present  law.  I  present  the  case  to  the  Senate  for  Bach  action  as 
the  Senate  may  deem  wise. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  qnestlon  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amen<Iment  proposed  by  the  committee. 

The  amend  men  t  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  paragraph  914,  page  158,  line 
8,  after  the  word  '*  machine,"  to  strike  out  "  60  per  cent "  and 
Insert  "  30  per  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

(ilores  and  mittpns,  flntabed  or  anfinisbed,  wholly  or  In  chief  raloe 
of  cotton  or  other  T«^table  fiber :  Made  of  fabric  knit  on  a  wari>- 
knlttinjf  machine,  30  per  cent  ad  ralorem. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  aiueudment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was  in  the  same  paragraph  on  page 
158.  line  10,  after  the  word  "machine,"  to  strilte  oat  "50  per 
cent "  and  insert  "  25  per  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

Made  of  fabric  knit  on  other  than  a  warp-knlttlng  machlae,  25  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  158.  line  17,  after  the 
words  •*  ad  valorem,**  to  insert : 

Any  of  the  fore^ing  not  exceeding  No.  8  in  alM  (United  States 
measurement)  valued  at  $1.50  or  more  per  doien  pairs,  shall  be  subject 
to  an  additional  duty  of  2  cents  per  pair. 

So  as  to  read : 

Pa«.  91«.  (a)  Hose  and  half-hose,  selvedged,  fashioned.  searaleM,  or 
mock-Meamod,  flnisbed  or  anfinisbed,  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  cotton 
or  other  vegetable  fiber,  made  wholly  or  in  part  on  knitting  mar^ilnes. 
or  knit  by  hand.  50  per  ct-nt  ad  valorem.  Any  of  the  foregoln;:  not 
exceeding  No.  8  In  sixe  (United  States  measurement)  valued  at  11.50 
or  more  per  dosen  pairs,  shall  be  subject  to  an  additional  duty  of  2 
cents  per  pair. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  please 
explain  that  amendment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  explain  the  amendment,  and  then  let 
the  Senate  vote  on  it.  In  1922  an  effort  was  made  to  put  a  duty 
upon  baby  hose  which  would  have  been,  I  will  say.  a  little  more 
than  protective.  That  duty  was  not  put  in  the  law  by  the  Con- 
gress, as  Senators  know.  This  amendment  proposes  to  add  2 
wnts  a  pair  upon  baby  hose.  They  are  very  exiteusive;  they 
are  made  of  very  fine  cotton,  and  there  is,  I  will  add,  very 
severe  competition  from  (Sermany  in  this  line  of  good.s.  Tliis 
I.s  like  the  effort  which  was  made  In  1922  to  increase  the  duty. 
Since  that  time  the  importations  of  baby  hose  have  really  In- 
creased. It  is  not  the  ordinary  ho.se.  It  is  the  very  small  short 
hose  made  of  the  very  finest  kind  of  cotton  yam. 

Mr.  LA  I«X)LLETTE.  Mr.  President,  in  view  of  the  Senator's 
statement,  it  seems  rather  evident  that  the  manufacture  of  this 
particular  article  can  not  be  built  up  In  this  country.  The 
Senator  states  tliat  an  exceedingly  high  duty  was  levied  in 
1922. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  I  said  the  manufacturers  wanted  an  ex- 
ceedingly high  duty,  but  it  was  not  granted. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that 
the  duty  then  levied  was  more  than  protective? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  What  they  aske<l  for  at  that  tinae  would  have 
been,  but  the  duty  was  not  granttxl.  I  only  brought  that  matter 
up  In  order  to  let  the  Senate  know  something  of  the  history  of 
this  Item. 

The  Importations  of  this  particular  kind  of  boae  conpared  to 
the  production  In  the  United  States  are  large.  The  only  thing 
for  the  Senate  to  do  is  to  decide  now  whether  they  want  to  levy 
this  duty  of  2  cents  a  pair  on  fine  baby  hose. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  aak  the 
Senator  from  Utah  if  we  should  reject  the  committee  amend- 
ment, will  the  law  then  cover  children's  half  hoae  as  well  as 
all  other  half  boee? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  this  amendment  should  be  rejected,  of  course 
the  item  would  fail  under  paragraph  916  as  being  hose  **  wholly 
or  in  chief  value  of  cottMi  or  other  vegetable  fiber  aude  wh<^y 
or  in  part  on  knitting  machines,"  and  the  rate  of  duty  would 
be  50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Prerident,  I  ihoQld  like  to  aak  the 
Senator  how  <dd  would  the  infant  bare  to  be  to  haw  a  foot 
8  inches  in  length.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  amendment  reads: 

Aay  mt  tta*  iarcgalBg  m«  «KeccdlBc  Nc  8  la  ihe 
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'liat  la  not  the  size  of  the  foot;  that  is  the  siae  of  the 
sto  ?klng. 

llr.  HARRISON.  I  Imagine  hose  of  this  character  would  be 
for  a  pretty  lusty  infant. 

Mt.  SMOOT.  The  hose  would  have  about  a  4-inch  foot  and  a 
4-ii  ich  top.    That  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

1  he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
am  ?ndment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  rejected.    • 

1  he  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top  of  page  159,  to  insert : 

(  ')  Hose  and  half  hose,  In  part  of  rayon  or  other  synthetic  textile,' 
shall  be  classified  under  paragraph  1309. 

>  r.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  there  are  more  Senators  in  the 
Chi  mber  at  this  time  than  there  were  a  few  minutes  ago,  and 
I  ai  k  that  there  be  read  at  the  desk  the  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  Jtate  announcing  the  death  of  Hon.  James  W.  Good,  Secre- 
tai^  of  War. 

me  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  will  state  to  the  Senator 
froto  Utah  that  the  letter  has  already  been  read. 

.\!r.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  as  it  is  half  iwst  5,  I  ask,  under 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess 
at  1  his  time. 


The 


RZCESS 

VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  hour  of  6.30  o'clock  p.  m. 
having  arrived,  under  the  unanimous-consent  agreement  the 
Senate  will  stand  in  recess  until  this  evening  at  7.30  o'clock 
p.  1 1. 


EVENING  SESSION 

itie  Senate  reassembled  at  7  o'clock  and  30  minutes  p.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senate  resumes  the  cousidera- 
tionj  of  the  unfinished  business. 

REVISION  OF  THE  TARIPT 

Tbe  Senate,  ns  In  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
trieii  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
otht  p  purxtoses. 

T  je  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  pending 
amendment. 

T  10  Chief  Clerk.  At  the  top  of  page  159  the  Committee  on 
Fiui  nee  proposed  to  insert : 

(ci  Hose  and  half  hose,  in  part  of  rajon  or  other  synthetic  textile, 
shall   be  classified  under  paragraph  1309. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  I  suppose  we  shall  have  to  hare 

a  qi  ornm.    I  .suggest  the  ab.»;ence  of  a  quorum 

T  >e  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll 

T  le  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

nnsi.ered  to  their  names: 


Allei  Fes3  Howell 

Aslii  ret  Fraxier  Johnson 

Bar!  ley  (Jcorse  Jones 

BinHiiam  Gillett  Kean 

Blai;  le  Glass  Kendrick 

Blea  K  Qlenn  Keyes 

Borah  Goir  La  KoIIette 

I>ratton  Goldsborough  MK'ulloch 

Broflkhart  Hale  McKellar 

Broil  Bsard  Harris  McMaster 

C'aprer  Harrison  McNary 

f'arairay  Hastings  Moscis 

tonnally  Hatfleld  Norbeck 

Cope  and  Hawes  Norris 

Cutt  ng  Hayden  Nye 

Dene  en  Hebert  Oddie 

Dill  Heflin 

Tie    VICE    PRESIDENT. 


Baokett 

Sbeppard 

Short  ridge 

Smith 

Snioot 

Stpck 

Stelwer 

Stophrns 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Vandenberg 

Walcott 

Walsh,  .Vfaxs. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Robinson,  Ind. 

_,  ^  Sixty-seven    Senators    have    an- 

Rweied  to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  pendine 
ameidment  will  be  stated. 

Tlie  CHDBr  CUCBK. 

insert: 
(c 


Hose  and  half  hoee,  In  part  of  rayon  or  other  syntheUc  textile 
be  classifled  under  paragraph  1309. 

M  •  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  under  section  1309  hose  and 
half  ho^  are  dutiable  at  65  per  cent  ad  valorem.  plu.s  a  specific 
duty  of  45  cents  per  pound.  It  Is  obvious,  therefore  thTt  If 
subF^ragraph    {c)    is  adopted,  the  rate  of  duty  on   hose  and 


rale 
It 


At  the  top  of  page  159  It  is  proposed  to 


T*   T^l^^  °'  "^*?P  ^*  ^  ^«^  ^^"y  increased. 

Tie  tariff  act  generally  provides  for  a  duty  upon  the  chief 

SS^i^SSgrtlTe  J^\l^  '^^^  ^omThe'^n^Jijf 
of  rayon,  ttwy  are  daaalfied  under  paragraph  1309  of  the 


rayon  scl»edule.  Of  course,  if  hose  and  half  hose  in  chief 
value  of  rayon  were  carried  to  the  rayon  schedule,  there  would 
be  no  objection.  Inasmuch  as  that  result  can  be  achieved  by 
n  simple  amendment  when  we  reach  paragraph  1309,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  reject  the  amendment  contained  in  subpara- 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the  question  be  put  the  other 
way—whether  or  not  the  amendment  of  the  committee  shall 

be  agreed  to. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendmept  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
amendment.  . 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  159,  nine  14,  after  tne 
words  "  nd  valorem,"  to  insert  "  Shirts  of  cotton,  50  per  cent 
ad  valorem,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Par.  919.  Clothing  and  articles  of  wearing  apparel  of  every  descrip- 
tion, manufactured  wholly  or  in  part,  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  cotton, 
and  not  sixvlally  provided  for,  37Mi  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Shirts  of 
cotton.  50  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Shirt  collars  and  cufT.s.  of  cotton,  not 
specially  provided  for,  30  cents  per  doien  pieces  and  10  per  cent  ad 
valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  suggest  an  amend- 
ment to  this  amendment.  After  the  word  "  cotton,"  on  line  14, 
1  move  to  Insert  "  not  knit  or  crocheted." 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Dc*^  the  Senator  propose  that  amendment.' 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  that  language  ouglit  to  be  here.  Unless 
it  is  here  the  .shirt  will  fall  under  paragraph  917. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  think  the  Senator  is  quite  right  about  that. 

Skveral  Senators.     Let  the  amendment  he  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Utah  to  the  amendment  of  the  committee  will  be 

The" Chief  Clerk..  On  page  159,  line  14.  in  the  matter  pro- 
iwsed  by  the  couimitiee  amendment,  after  the  word  "cotton,  it 
Is  proposed  to  insert  "  not  knit  or  crocheted." 

Tiie  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment  as  anien.led.  .,     .    ,     .      1 1  i;i,„ 

Mr    WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  I'resident,  I  should  like 

to  hear  some  explanation  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  In  regard 

to  this  increase  from  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  the  present  law,  to 

^  I^Tnderstand  the  ilaim  is  made  by  the  shirt  manufacturers 
that  the  dutv  upon  the  tine  cotton  cloth  from  whi^h  shirts  are 
made  amounts  to  about  35  ix-r  cent  ad  valorem,  and  that  there- 
fore there  Is  no  compen.satory  or  protective  duty  uiK>n  the  labor 
involved  in  the  nmnufacture  of  shirts  from  the  tine  yarn. 

Mr    SMOOT.     That  is  virtually  the  story. 

Mr"  WALSH  of  Massaohu.setts.  1  also  understand  that  there 
Is  a  good  deal  of  difference  about  the  imports.  The  Tariff  Com- 
mission reiwrt  the  Imports  as  negligiJ)le,  hut  the  Dei>arimeiit  of 
Commerce  reiK)rt  th(  m  as  very  substantial.  Whatever  imports 
there  arc  seem  to  be  of  the  higher  class  shirts  that  would 
retail  for  about  $5.  I  certainly  think  the  present  rate  is  enough 
for  the  lower  cla.ss  shirts. 

I  would  like  to  hear  the  Senator  as  to  whether  there  should 
be  a  division  of  this  duty  K)  as  to  give  some  increase  over  the 
rate  In  the  present  law  to  the  higher  class,  the  more  exiK'nsIve 

Mhirts 

I  certainly  think  the  rate  in  the  present  law  is  ample  for  the 
cheaper  and  lower  grade  shirts,  indeed,  if  It  should  not  be 
reduced  I  suggest  to  tlie  Senator  that  he  con.sider  the  possibil- 
Itv  of  retlucing  the  duty  upon  shirts  of  the  cheaper  grade,  of 
whidi  there  are  no  imports ;  or.  if  the  number  of  imports  alleged 
is  true   po.ssibiy  a  slight  increase  might  l)e  justifiable. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Unless  we  put  in  the  language  "  sldrts  of  cot- 
ton," the  article  covered  in  this  provision  would  fall  back  In 
the' 37%  t)er  cent  bracket. 

Mr   WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    The  rate  in  the  present  law? 

Mr*  SMOOT  The  rate  fixed  by  the  House.  That  would  take 
In  nightshirts  and  numerous  other  Items.  Therefore  we  thought 
this  one  class  of  .shirts,  shirts  of  cotton— and  they  are  the  same 
style  of  shirt  of  which  the  Senator  si)eaks— should  bear  the 
hiclier  rate  and  leave  the  others  just  as  the  House  provided. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  Wliy  is  it  that  there  is  such 
a  difference  in  the  record  of  imports?  The  record  of  imports  as 
submitted  to  us  by  the  Tariff  Commission  for  1927  is  10,728 
shirt.s,  but  some  of  the  shirt  manufacturers  alleged  that  the 
Department  of  fX)mmerte  records  .show  an  importation  of  shirts 
to  tlie  value  of  $500,000.    What  is  the  fact?    Which  Is  true? 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Department  of  Commerce  is  right, 
although  I  am  not  sure.    The  two  sources  of  information  have 


kept  the  figures  in  different  classifications.  One  has  taken  In 
shirts  of  all  kinds,  dyed  shirts,  fine  shirts,  and  every  kind  of 
shirt,  and  the  other  has  taken  in  cotton  shirts,  just  the  shirt 
commonly  worn  by  men.  That  is  the  only  way  in  which  I  can 
account  for  the  difference,  .      ,    .  . 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  It  true  that  whatever  im- 
iwrts  tliere  are  consist  of  the  fine-grade  cotton-cloth  shirts,  such 
as  the  English  embroidered  shirts? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes.  ^  ,     ^. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  Is  it  true  that  the  rate  In  the 
present  law  of  35  per  cent  ad  valorem  and  the  rate  fixed  by 
the  House  of  37 Ms  per  cent  is  only  abt)ut  the  rate  of  protective 
duty  uiHui  that  class  of  cloth,  with  no  allowance  for  the  work- 
manship In  the  making  of  the  shirt?  ,    *      t 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  what  is  claimed  to  l>e  the  fact.  1 
really  do  not  know  whether  that  would  cover  tlie  whole  differ- 
ence or  not,  but  1  say  to  the  Senator  that  it  is  fine  shirts  that 
are  provided  for  here. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  May  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
a  lower  rate  uiion  the  cheaper  shirts  than  the  rate  in  the  present 
law.  and,  perliaps,  a  higher  rate  uikhi  tlie  higher-class  shirts, 
if  it  is  a  fact  that  there  are  $500,000  worth  of  the  finer-grade 
shirts  Imported  into  the  country? 

Mr.  DILL.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.   SMOOT.     I  yield.  .^  ^  ,*  , 

Mr.  DILL.  Did  I  understand  the  Senator  to  say  that  it  is 
proiK)sed  to  increase  the  duty  upon  p.vjamas  and  nightshirts,  and 
shirts  of  that  kind,  and  leave  the  tariff  lower  on  the  better <'lass 

shirts?  ,       .„    , 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  just  the  opix>site.  They  are  not  cla.ssifled 
in  that  wav,  and  If  we  did  not  put  in  here  the  language  "  shirts 
of  cotton,*'  si)ecifically  mentioning  them,  they  would  all  fall 
under  the  same  rate.  Hl^  per  cent. 

Mr.  DILL.     Why  raise  the  tariff? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  a  question  for  the  Senate  to  decide. 

Mr!  DILL.     It  is  a  very  high  rate.  It  seems  to  me. 

Mr.  COl'ELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sorry  I  could  not  hear 
the  debate  at  the  other  end  of  the  Cliamber.  and  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  from  I'tah  if  this  appUes  only  to  coUon 
shirts. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Just  to  cotton  shirts. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Not  to  the  fine  grade  of  shirts? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  does  relate  to  fine  cotton  shirts :  and  unless 
we  put  in  this  language  here,  the  fine  cotton  shirts  would  fall  in 
witli  those  manufactured  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  cotton  not 
si)eclfically  provided  for ;  in  other  words,  they  would  fall  back 
into  the  basket  clause  at  a  lower  rate  of  duty. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  can  the  Senator  tell  us  what 
Is  th  *  present  rate  on  shirts? 

Mr    SMOOT.     Thirty -five  \)er  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  The  present  rate  Is  35  per  cent,  and  the 
committee  has  raised  the  rate  on  low-grade  shirts  to  37%  per 

cent 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  rate  on  all  shirts,  low 
grade  and  high  grade.  Is  50  per  cent  The  low-grade  shirts  are 
largely  made  in  prisons.  There  are  no  imi»orts.  It  is  alleged 
that  there  is  an  excessive  amount  of  imports  of  the  higher,  flner- 
grado  shirts,  and  the  manufacturers  allege  that  the  duty  upon 
these  finer,  higher-grade  shirtings,  if  they  buy  them  and  make 
them  Into  shirts,  is  35  per  cent  ad  valor.'ni,  and  they  get  no  pro- 
tection for  the  labor.  That  is  the  daim,  as  I  understand  It. 
Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  the  claim.  ,  .       ^ 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  There  being  no  Imports  of 
the  cheaper  grades,  they  being  largely  i>rison  made,  it  seems 
to  me  tliat  the  rate  might  well  be  lowered,  and  if  It  is  a  fact, 
as  the  Department  of  Commerce  says,  that  the  Imrwrts  of  the 
higher-grade  shirts  have  reached  the  volume  of  $500.0tM).  jier- 
haps  a  rate  between  35  and  50  per  cent  might  be  arrived  at 
on  the  finer-grade  shirts.  .      .      .,       i 

Mr  BAUKLKY.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  whether  this  does  not  Illustrate  the  vice 
of  pyramiding  the  tariff  rates.  It  is  claimed  tliat  because  the 
shirtings,  in  the  bolt,  I  presume,  come  over  at  a  rate  of  35 
iH^r  cent  therefore  when  made  into  a  slilrt.  It  ought  to  bear  a 
rate  of  '50  per  cent.  1  do  not  understand  that  it  costs  any 
more  to  make  a  shirt  out  of  a  higher-grade  material  than  it 
does  to  make  one  out  of  a  lower-grade  material. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  the  Senator  is  mis- 
taken about  that.    I  think  the  labor  in  the  making  of  the  finer 

shirt  costs  more.  .   .^      ...- 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Not  in  the  proportion  of  the  difference 
between  35  per  cent  and  50  per  cent.  There  certainly  is  not 
that  difference  in  the  cost  of  making  them.    At  thU  rate.  If  a 
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shirt  mlglit  be  ppjrurtled  as  a  higher-grade  thlrt,  aeillng  at  $6, 
i»f  oour>«e,  the  tariff  would  be  $2.50,  making  the  cost  $7,50. 

Of  conrse,  the  Importer  and  the  wholeisaler  and  the  merchant 
get  their  share  of  a  percentage  based  upon  the  total  cost  of  the 
imported  article,  so  that  by  the  time  the  tariff  is  paid  and 
all  these  pprcentages  are  i>ai(J,  no  <me  except  an  extremely 
wealthy  person  would  be  able  to  afford  very  many  of  these  high- 
class  shirts. 

3Ir.  W.VLSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  shirts  which  are  coming 
in  are  luxury  !«hirt.s.  They  retail  for  at  least  $o  ai^ece,  1  am 
told,  and  the  domestic  manofacturers  say  they  have  to  abandon 
ail  that  busint'ss  because  they  are  nnable  to  compete  with  the 
l)igh-grade  ^dlirt.s  from  abroad. 

I  think  it  is  iiiuxTtant  tu  determine  here  the  fact  as  to  what 
are  che  correct  statistics.  If  tliey  are  as  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion alleges,  then  there  Ls  no  ca.se  for  protection  at  all;  but  if 
they  are  as  the  Department  of  Commerce  alleges,  the  nnusnally 
high  sum  of  $500,000,  then  it  might  be  a  matter  we  ought  to 
consider,  whether  there  should  be  some  slight  increase  ou  that 
claxM  of  shirt.  But  certainly  there  Is  no  case  at  ail  even  for  the 
33  per  cent  rate  on  the  cheaper  shirts. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  may  I  suggest  to  the  Senator 
that  the  difference  between  the  amount  of  the  importations  in 
one  case  and  the  other  is  ttiat  in  one  case  the  shirts  have  been 
tlassified  as  wearing  api>arel,  and  In  the  other  case  they  have 
been  separated.  That  is  where  the  difference  comes.  If  there  is 
any  difference  at  all  in  the  amount  of  Importations. 

Mr.  OEXDRGE.  Mr.  I»re8ident.  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  If  It  Is  not  true  that  the  duty  on  the  finished  garment  is 
the  duty  not  only  on  the  material  but  on  the  cost  of  putting 
the  material  into  the  garment? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Speaking  now  of  the  shirt? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes, 

Mr.  GiiK)RGE.  That  is  the  only  thing  in  controversy,  as 
I  understand  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  So  that  if  the  material  in  the  shirt  is  one- 
half  the  value  of  the  garment  the  labor  In  the  shirt  really 
represents  75  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    At  the  rate  of  37H  per  cent. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  would  be  on  the  cloth  alone,  but  of  course 
the  difference  between  making  the  stdrt  here  and  abroad  is  at 
least  50  per  cent. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  But  take  a  case  where  the  material  in  a 
foreign-made  shirt  represents  one-half  of  the  foreign  value  of 
the  shirt  as  a  flnislied  garment.  Then  my  statement  would  be 
accurate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is,  provided  we  did  not  give  any  protec- 
tion against  the  foreign  maker.  The  foreign  maker  can  make  a 
shirt  for  at  least  one-half  of  what  it  can  be  made  for  in  the 
FnitiMl  States,  so  it  would  be  protecting  the  labor  iu  the  shirt 
and  the  cloth  that  is  in  the  shirt  l»ecHuse  of  the  fact  that  it  is  a  ■ 
comixleted  article.  It  Is  not  «ily  on  the  cloth  iu  the  shirt.  This 
refers  to  .shirts  of  cotton. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  und«^and  this  duty  is  levied  on  the  .shirt 
as  a  finLshed  garment.    That  is  the  point  I  am  making. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  Is  right. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  is  not  87^  per  cent  upon  the  material  in 
the  shirt. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Oh,  no;  this  relates  to  a  completed  article. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     It  is  on  the  finished  garment 

Mr.  SMOOT.     On  the  finished  garment. 

Mr.  (lEORGE.    Under  the  present  hiw  the  rate  is  35  per  cent 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     Tlie  House  increased  it  to  37 >^  per  c«it 

Mr.  SMO<yr.     That  is  true. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  manufacturers  of  fine  j^hirts  came  before 
the  committee  and  said,  in  effect,  that  the  duty  on  shirts  Is  less 
than  the  duty  on  the  material,  whereas  the  duty  on  the  shirt 
as  a  finished  garment  Is  the  duty  on  the  material  i4us  the 
workmanship  in  the  material,  and  it  did  not  occur  to  me  that 
there  should  be  any  increase  of  the  duty. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  whether  this  $500,00t>  represents  the  Imports  In- 
clnding  the  high-priced,  the  medium,  and  the  low-priced  shirts? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  not  able  to  answer  that.  I  may  be  able 
to  as<<ertain. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  There  are  no  Imports  <rf  Uk« 
cheap,  low-grade  shirts.  The  great  volume  of  thoee  are  pro- 
duced la  prisons  and  sold  at  prison-labor  prices.  The  Imports 
are  entirely  of  the  high-grade  shirts. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Assmtng  that  $5  be  deslgnUed  as  ^e  priee 
of  a  high-grade  shirt,  and  from  that  on 
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Mr.    WALSH    of    Mas-sachusetts. 
Uni  ed  States  Is  about  $5. 

M-.  BARKLEY.  The  figure  given  would  represent  in  the 
neig  iborhood  of  100.000  shirts  imported  into  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  retail  price  in  the  United 
States  is  about  $5.  These  shirts  come  in  all  the  way  from  less 
than  $1  to  $2.50,  foreign  valuation. 

M  -.  BARKLEY.  A  shirt  that  costs  less  than  a  dollar  could 
not   yp  described  as  a  verj-  high-priced  shirt. 

M-.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  They  retail  for  a  very  high 
pric(  ^ ;  two  or  three  times  their  import  price. 

M-.  BARKLEY.  What  I  am  trying  to  arrive  at  is  the  num- 
ber >f  shirts  that  come  in,  in  competition  with  the  number  of 
shir  s  we  make  in  the  T'nited  States.  With  120,000,000  people  iu 
the  Jnlted  States  and  considering  all  the  shirts  that  are  worn 
by  ihe  American  people  and  manufactured  by  the  American 
peoile,  $500,000  worth  of  shirts,  especially  of  the  high-grade 
shir  8,  it  occurs  to  me  is  an  enormous  amount  of  importations. 

M:.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  the  fact  is  that  it  is  so  small  that 
it  la  negligible.  Every  man  wears  out  three  or  four  shirts  a 
yeai ,  and  there  are  40,000.000  or  50,000,000  men  In  the  country, 
so  i;  we  put  the  shirts  at  a  value  of  $1  there  Is  $1,500,000  at 
leasi ,  and  a  great  outcry  Ls  made  because  there  are  so  few  im- 
port 3  of  that  kind  of  .shirts. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President  we  ought  to  keep  In  mind  the 
object  that  we  want  to  attain.  We  have  gone  over  the  facts 
half  a  dozen  times  and  everybody  knows  them  by  heart.  There 
are  1  lot  of  cheap  shirts  that  are  worn  by  laboring  men  or  poor 
men  We  want  to  let  the  monopoly  on  this  side  of  the  tariff 
wall  handle  that  business.  We  want  to  give  It  to  them.  We 
do  not  want  to  say  so  iu  so  many  words,  because  that  would  be 
devi  iting  from  the  usual  path  that  we  take  where  we  are  gtdng 
to  1<  vy  a  tariff  for  the  benefit  of  labor.  Here  we  are  going  to 
stlcl:  labor  in  the  back  with  a  knife.  So  we  say  let  us  levy 
this  tariff  becau.se  there  are  some  rich  men  who  Import  shirts. 
and  everybody  wants  to  stick  the  rich  man,  so  we  will  levy  a 
tariJ  r  of  50  per  cent  on  shirts  and  the  poor  man  "  gets  It  in  the 
shir  "  In  that  way. 

Tliere  Is  now  a  rate  in  effect  which  is  almost  an  embargo  to 
keep  the  cheap  shirts  ont,  but  we  want  to  raise  It  a  little  higher, 
so  we  can  niiso  the  price  a  little  higher.  Is  not  that  plain V  It 
is  i)€rfectly  plain  that  we  are  u.sing  the  rich  man  in  this  case  as 
a  du  fe  to  get  the  knife  into  the  poor  man's  shirt. 

Ml .  HARRISON.  Mr.  I^resident,  I  want  to  call  the  Senator's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  importations  as  revealed  ai-e 
$28,<()0  worth  and  the  exportations  arc  only  $1,500,000. 

M  ■.  SMOOT.     They  are  not  the  same  kinds  of  shirts  at  all. 

M  ■.  WHEELER.  Mr.  I'resident,  as  has  been  iwinted  out  here 
to-<li  y,  we  do  not  need  any  tariff  on  shirts  at  all.  We  can  com- 
pete with  England  in  the  i)rodiictiou  of  shirts  aud  we  can  turn 
then  out  cheaper  than  they  can  be  turned  out  any  place  el.se  in 
the  vorld.  They  are  not  stopped  by  any  rate  we  may  have  ou 
shins,  but  Senators  on  the  other  side  .seem  to  be  afraid  that 
som(body  will  ship  in  a  few  shirts,  so  they  want  to  put  an 
erabiirgo  on  the  hiiiher-priced  shirts.  What  ought  to  be  done 
insttad  of  raising  this  rate,  is  to  strike  out  the  whole  paragraph 
and  Jot  shirts  on  the  free  list. 

Tl  e  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

Tie  amendment  was  rejectetl. 

Til  p  VICE  PItESIDENT.    The  next  amendment  will  be  stated 

Til  e  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  160,  pjiragraph  921,  In  line  2  the 
comjiittee  proiwses  to  strike  out  "55  per  cent"  aud  insert' "75 
per  (ent,"  so  as  to  read: 

Ra,[  ruga,  whoUy  or  In  chief  value  of  cotton,  of  the  type  commonly 
know  1  a«  bit-aud-miss,  75  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Ml.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  on  this  particular  paragraph 
let  ne  say  that  the  Tariff  Commis.<iion  made  an  investigation  of 
hlt-a  id-ml*s  rag  rugs ;  that  Is,  rugs  made  of  rags  and  described 
as  h  t-and-mlss  rugs.  After  the  investigation  was  made  as  to 
the  <o8t  of  production  in  the  United  States  and  abroad  in  tlie 
chief  importing  country,  the  President  approved  of  the  finding  of 
the  tommisslon.  but  inasmuch  as  the  50  per  cent  leeway  under 
the  tariff  act  did  not  permit  him  to  take  care  of  the  difference 
in  th?  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad,  he  transferred  the 
hit-a  id-miss  rugs  to  tlie  American  valuation 

Ml .  SMO<yr.    At  the  same  rate. 

Ml.  GEORGE.  Yes;  at  the  same  rate.  I  believe  that  rate 
was  35  per  cent.  If  I  recollect  correctly.  Thirty-five  per-  cent 
basetl  on  the  American  selling  price  Is  equivalent  to  about  117 
per  <eDt  on  the  foreign  value,  so  that  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mits e  in  this  paragraph  simply  followed  the  recommendations 
of  tlie  Tariff  Commission  in  part;  that  is  to  say,  they  agreed 
upon  a  rate  of  75  per  cent  ad  valorem  upon  the  hit-and-miss 
rxxg,  but  an  ad  valorem  rate  as  proclaimed  by  the  President 


would  really  have  been  n  rate  in  excess  of  100  per  cent  or 
about  117  per  cent,  as  I  recoUect  It.  In  this  particular  case 
the  commission  made  a  study  as  to  the  cost,  and  the  different 
in  the  cost  of  production  at  home  and  abroad  was  ascerta  ued. 
I  see  no  reason  whv  the  Senate  committee  amendment  might 
not  be  agreed  to  because  it  seems  to  be  based  on  the  actual 
difference  in  the  cost  of  production. 

Mr    McKELLAR.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr  McKELLAR.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  whether  there  are 
any  exports  of  these  cari>ets?    Evidently  they  are  a  poor  man  s 

Mr  V;E0RGE.  They  are  not  carpets,  I  will  say  to  the  Sen- 
ator." They  are  rugs.  I  do  not  think  there  are  any  exports. 
Tliere  are  prettv  heavy  imports  perhaps  from  Japan. 

Mr  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  committee  will  be  granted  In  this  particular  case 
because  this  kind  of  rug  had  Its  origin  and  early  manufacture  in 
the  Apimlachian  Mountains.  Small  factories  were  established  In 
a  few  towns,  one  or  two  In  western  Pennsylvania,  one  or  two  in 
Keiituckv,  and.  1  think,  one  farther  south,  to  make  the  warp, 
which  was  then  sold  out  to  the  people  in  the  mountain  cabins  in 
the  Appalachian  Mountains,  and  the  rags  were  poked  through 
tht  warp  and  made  into  the  rag  rugs.  It  became  quite  an 
industry.  In  those  mountain  cabins  there  were  established  the 
little  machines  to  pull  the  rags  through  the  wai-p- 

Suddenly  the  importations  began  from  Japan.  I  was  inter- 
esttxl  in  It  because  of  the  factories  In  my  State  where  the  sale 
of  the  warp  fell  off.  They  began  to  look  Into  It  and  fpund  the 
Japanese  rugs  coming  in  and  selling  for  very  much  Jess  than 
they  could  afford  to  sell  for.  It  practicaUy  destroyed  the  labor 
which  was  carried  on  in  those  mountain  districts.  I  do  not 
think  it  could  be  built  up  again  because  the  length  of  time  the 
Tariff  Commission  had  to  take  to  find  the  difference  In  the  cost 
of  production  In  America  and  in  Japan  was  so  great  that  tne 
Importations  coming  from  Japan  practically  drove  the  business 
away  from  that  territory.  I  think  that  indicates  rather  clearlj 
that  a  tariff  of  considerable  size  Is  necessary  If  we  are  going  to 
consider  production  in  this  country. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  President ,r     *  ^i,^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  KentucKy 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     I  yield.  . 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Where  are  the  factories  now  that  made 

these  rugs? 

Mr  SACKETT.  I  know  of  one  at  Maysville,  Ky.,  that  has 
gone  into  making  other  things.  It  did  not  make  the  rugs.  It 
made  the  warp  and  sold  the  warp  to  the  i>eople  who  hved  in 
the  mountains. 

Mr  McKELLAR.  But  where  are  the  rugs  made  now?  ^Tio 
was  before  the  committee  asking  to  have  the  tariff  increased? 

Mr  SACKETT.  There  was  one  man  named  Lovejoy.  but  he 
did  not  give  very  much  information.  The  way  that  I  happened 
to  know  about  it  is  that  they  appt^aled  to  me  to  a.s-sist  them 
through  the  Tariff  Commission  at  the  time,  and  that  was  several 

vcflrs  u£ro 

Mr  McMASTER.  Mr.  President  It  Is  very  apparent  that 
this  is  a  poor  man's  rug.  Evidently  the  case  that  was  made  out 
before  the  Finance  Committee  for  the  increase  of  duty  was  poor, 
l>etause  there  was  not  a  particle  of  testimony  or  evidence,  fig- 
ures, or  facts  given  to  tlie  committee  which  would  seem  to 
iustifv  an  increase  of  any  kind.  ,      ,.  .     1, 

Mr  SACKETT.  No;  there  was  not.  The  reason  for  it  is,  if 
the  Senator  will  listen  a  moment,  that  the  whole  matter  was 
gone  Into  by  the  Tariff  Commisidon  and  a  study  made,  but  the 
peoi>le  who  made  these  rugs  were  not  people  who  could  afford 
to  come  here  to  Washington  at  all.  They  were  poor  people  who 
lived  in  the  mountains.  They  pulled  the  rags  through  the  warp. 
That  is  all  they  did  for  their  living.  They  are  out  of  it  now. 
I  do  not  think  it  makes  much  difference  to  them  whetlier  we 
put  a  duty  on  or  not,  but  the  entire  business  will  go  by  the 
board  if  we  do  not  have  a  duty. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  there  is  another  paragraph 
later  on  in  the  bill  that  I  think  ai)plle8  to  the  rugs  the  Senator 
from  Kentuckv  is  talking  about  and  that  this  paragraph  has 
no  application  at  all.  Paragraph  1021,  on  page  168,  reads  as 
follows : 

Par  1021.  Common  China.  Japan,  and  India  straw  matting  and  floor 
covorlnRs  mado  therefrom,  3  centa  per  square  yard ;  canx-ta,  carpeting, 
m.it8  m.-»ttlng.  and  rugs,  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  flax,  hemp,  or 
jute  '  or  a  mixture  thereof,  35  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  aU  other  Ooor 
coverings  not  specially  provided  for,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 


Mr.  SMOOT.  That  does  not  apply  to  cotton  cloth.  It  comes 
under  flax  and  bemp.  ,  ,        . 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Are  the  rugs  that  have  been  coming  from 
Japan  cotton  rag  rugs? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     They  are  cotton  warp. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Hit-and-miss  rugs  of  any  kind. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    But  they  are  cotton  warp. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    There  Is  nothing  about  warp  here. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Oh,  yes;  It  provides  "where  the  chief  value 
is  of  hemp,"  and  not  only  that,  but  in  the  hit-and-miss  nig 
paragraph  the  filling  must  be  cotton  as  well.  They  are  hit- 
and-miss  cotton  rugs. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Here  is  the  way  it  reads : 

Bag  rugs,  wholly  or  In  chief  value  of  cotton,  of  the  type  commonly 
known  as  hit-and-miss,  55  per  cent. 

The  committee  proposes  to  strike  out  55  per  cent  and  insert 
75  per  cent.    There  is  nothing  there  about  warp. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Of  course,  they  must  have  the  warp. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  know  that  but  the  Senator  was  speaking  of 
the  kind  of  warp  they  must  have.  There  Is  nothing  In  this  para- 
graph that  designates  the  kind  of  warp. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  the  cotton  paragraph. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  But  it  does  not  say  that  the  warp  would  have 
to  be  cotton.    It  might  be  silk. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  says  "wholly  or  In  chief  value  of  cotton, 
of  the  type  commonly  known  as  hit-and-miss." 

Mr.  NORRIS.  They  could  have  some  other  kind  of  warp  In 
that  kind  of  a  rug,  and  it  would  bear  this  tariff,  as  I  read  it 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  it  would  not. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Of  course  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  a  pretty 
good  law.ver  and  knows  how  to  construe  language.  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  It 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  know  what  the  Intention  is. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  When  It  says  "rag  rugs,  wholly  or  In  chief 
value  of  cotton,"  it  does  not  follow,  it  seems  to  me,  that  the 
warp  would  have  to  be  a  rag  or  the  warp  would  have  to  be  a 
cotton  rag.  It  could  not  be  a  rag.  They  could  not  make  a  warp 
of  rags  That  would  not  work.  They  could  not  make  any  rug 
out  of  It  While  the  warp  might  be  cotton,  there  Is  nothing 
here  that  says  it  shall  be  «»tton. 

Mr   SMOOT.    It  says  the  dilef  value  shall  be  cotton. 

Mr!  NORRIS.     That  Is  the  chief  value  of  the  rug  and  not  the 

^  Mr  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  Interrupt  the  Sena- 
t(»r  from  Nebraska  merely  to  suggest  that  under  the  present 
law  which  is  paragraph  1022  of  the  act  of  1922,  these  cott<»n 
rugs  are  In  the  same  category  with  hemp,  jute,  and  fiax.  so  they 
are  all  taxetl  alike.  In  the  present  bill  an  effort  has  been 
made  to  sti>iirate  cotton  rugs  from  hemp,  jute,  and  flax  rugs,  so 
probably  that  contributes  to  the  confusion  which  the  Senator 
finds  in*  the  present  bill. 

The   VICE   PRESIDENT.    The  question   is  on   agreeing   to 
the  amendment  of  the  committee. 
On  a  division,  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amen<lment  was,  on  page  160,  line  4,  before  the 
words  "ad  valorem,"  to  strike  out  "45  per  cent"  aud  insert 
"  35  per  cent"  so  as  to  read : 

Chenille  rugs,  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  cotton,  35  per  cent  ad 
valorem. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President  there  seems  to  be  a  little  con- 
fusion about  rag  rugs.  "  Hit-and-miss  "  rag  rugs  was  a  subject 
of  very  careful  aud  exhaustive  study  by  the  Tariff  Commlssl»m. 
It  was  found  that  the  actual  difference  in  the  cost  of  producing 
that  type  of  rug  in  the  United  States  and  Japan  was  ai>proxI- 
mately  117  per  cent.  Of  course,  the  President  could  not  In- 
crease the  rate  to  117  per  cent  so  he  adopted  the  American  sell- 
ing price. 

When  the  Finance  Committee  reached  paragraph  921  they 
recommended  a  rate  of  75  per  cent,  although  a  rate  that  would 
have  fully  equalized  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  production 
would  have  been  In  excess  of  100  per  cent 

The  making  of  this  character  of  rugs  is  quite  an  industry. 
It  is  strictly  and  peculiarly  a  mountain  Industry.  Some  faetories, 
however,  have  made  this  type  of  rug  or  they  have  made  materials 
for  the  rug.  The  next  type  of  rug  In  this  paragraph  which  is 
now  before  the  Senate  is  the  chenille  rug.  I  direct  the  Senate's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  House  recommended  a  45  per  cent 
ad  valorem  duty  on  chenille  rugs ;  the  duty  In  the  cotton  sched- 
ule on  all  chenilles  Is  50  per  cent  so  that  we  have  the  peculiar 
situation  that  In  the  case  of  a  rug  which  carried  a  duty  of  4o 
pw  cent  under  the  House  bill  the  Senate  Committee  on  Finance 
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liAM  fiirth«T  rrAtU'vA  thp  Anty  f»  'V»  ptr  Cfnt  al  vn]ortm.  ■Itkongh 
tlw  flufy  on  <  iM'iillNii^'  itiMi  In,  oil  thf  tlotb— U  flO  ptr  cvnt. 

Tti#  i»ro<ltK'»^"»  of  tbl«  iirilrl#  very  wrtMwitljr  lnMlMfi>d  that  the 
duty  (III  rli<'nlll<'  riiKH  ouutii  lo  Im*  l«'ft  «t  49  for  <¥*nl.  bnt  th« 
l««'iiMi«  fiuMiu*  Couiiulittf*  rMoifinMfmled  ■  mixxciUm  to  30  twr 

CMlt. 

Mr,  HM^>^>T,  Ttxt  **rHif4»  flnnne^  rAmmlttM  wont  bt<1i  to 
thm  rait'  ut  M  pt-r  nttt,  wbl<'h  l«  tb#  rati*  prorldMl  in  tbo  <'«iMt- 
irnt  liiw,  Thi*  nnaricr  CoinDiKte**  trl«Ml  to  (Wid  mtt  tbv  amoont 
iif  iniprFrtatloni*,  but  riM'orUK  tmre  uot  b^^i  k«^  In  uttcb  a  way 
aN  tn  diiehme  tbt*  Hguriii  a«  to  tb«  lnirK>rtatl(Fn«  of  tb«  partltiilar 
toiixiKNllty,  Tbi*  cifmiitlittH*  wait  Infornif^l,  bowt^er,  that  Im- 
|x>rfa(loiiN  are  vt»ry  ullfbt.  That  la  tltf  nintou  why  the  eoni' 
initte*  went  Ink  k  to  thte  rate  of  tbe  exiMting  law. 

The  VICE  I'UEMIUENT.  Tbu  qtUKtlon  la  oo  axraeing  to  tb« 
aui«udDi«ot. 

Th<>  umendmeut  wan  aireed  to. 

Tbi'  nt'xt  amendoient  wan,  ou  page  160,  after  line  7,  to  Insert : 

Pab.  022.  Baga  wboUjr  or  In  chief  raloe  of  cotton,  except  tbOM  cblcflj 
UMd  la  paper  making,  8  coota  per  pound. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  the  purpose  of  this  amend- 
ment, aM  I  understand,  l«  to  drive  the  public  to  the  use  of  cotton 
thread  wa»te  instead  of  cotton  wipers  which  are  more  com- 
monly used  and  which  are  more  suitable  for  the  purposes  of 
cieansini;  machinery.  If  this  amendment  shall  he  adopted,  it 
will  put  a  tax  on  erery  automobile  owner  and  erery  gara;;e,  on 
erery  mill,  and  every  factory  In  the  United  States.  I  do  not 
know  how  preatiy  Inclined  Senators  may  he  to  permit  such  a 
thing  to  be  done. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  New  York 
wfJl  permit  me,  I  desire  to  say  that  we  have  just  voted  to  tax 
every  poor  borne  whose  occupjiiits  want  the  ctwofort  of  having 
on  tbe  floor  a  rug  made  of  rags.  We  have  no  manufacturers 
in  this  country  who  produce  them.  Other  countries  produce 
tbem  and  ^end  them  over  In  snch  quantities  that  the  ordinary 
home  can  have  them ;  yet,  in  order  to  encourage  s4»mH)ody  to 
ntalEe  such  rugs  we  vote  to  impoee  a  high  rate  of  duty  on  tbem, 
and  thus  make  those  who  are  not  really  able  to  afford  it  pay 
the  extra  co«t  or  do  without  them. 

Now,  we  come  to  a  point  where  we  are  going  to  lay  a  tax  on 
every  man  who  has  a  machine  and  wants  to  use  the  ordinary 
rags  or  waste  for  the  purpose  of  cleansing  it.  We  have  not 
fulled  in  this  bill  to  put  a  duty  on  everything  that  anybody 
uses.  We  have  put  a  duty  on  toothpicks  and  the  little  skewers 
that  are  stuck  through  meat  and  al.so  on  clothespins.  I  repeat, 
we  have  not  left  a  thing  out  of  the  bill  which  the  American 
consuming  public  ases.  Not  only  is  there  the  same  old  dragnet 
provision  us  in  the  act  of  1922  but  an  additional  tax  in  the 
face  of  the  most  demoralizing  conditions  that  the  ordinary  con- 
.sumlng  public  have  seen  in  the  history  of  this  country.  Yet  we 
fit  here  on  this  side  and  vote  for  these  monstrous  propositions. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  regret  that  the  St-nator 
from  Massachusetts  fMr.  Walsh]  is  not  present  at  the  moment. 
I  sh«»nld  say  that  we  have  an  addition  to  the  consumers'  bloc. 
The  Senator  from  Mas.sachuseits  and  I  have  been  quite  alone 
in  representing  the  consnmer.  but  now  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  has  joine<l  uk,  and  I  am  very  happy,  indeed,  that  we 
liave  a  convert. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  let  the  last  remark  of 
tbe  Senator  go  without  an  answer.  He  must  not  call  me  a 
"  convert."  I  have  sat  here  quietly  and  acquiesced  in  the  action 
of  the  representatives  of  this  side  of  tlie  Chaml)er  managing  the 
tariff  bill,  but  I  have  had  to  pinch  m.vself  to  discover  whether 
I  was  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  or  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle. 
I  want  tbe  Senator  from  New  York  to  understand  that  for  21 
.vears  I  have  been  a  Democrat,  actively  in  this  body.  I,  per- 
haps, have  not  done  my  duty  as  I  should  have  done  it:  but  I 
have  been  lo.val  to  the  principles  of  my  party,  among  which  is 
that  we  should  have  a  tariff  for  revenue,  with  incidental  pro- 
tection, it  is  true,  but  not  for  the  purpose  of  putting  an  embargo 
on  everything  and  a  burden  on  the  American  people  from  tooth- 
picks to  steam  engines. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President.  I  apologize  to  the  Senator 
and  am  delighted  to  know  that  he  is  one  of  the  original  apoatles. 
I  am  going  to  Join  him,  but  it  is  time,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  that  *miel)ody  on  this  sl«ie.  in  fact,  many 
of  ra  on  this  sble,  nn  well  as  on  the  other  side,  should  stand  up 
here  and  npeak  for  the  people. 

Mr.  HMOf)T.     Mr.  I'rwddent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Dow  the  Senator  from  New  York 
jrleld  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  COPELAND.    I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  do  not  know  of  anybody  In  the  Chamber  who 
baa  asked  for  higlier  rntea  of  &uty  than  baa  tbe  Memtor  froM 
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inatancea  I  will 
York   la   a 


court 't. 

Mr  BlUKLET.  Mr.  PrMld(>fit,  I  u^  that  the  clerk  reail  a 
hHter  from  tbe  LoaUrllle  Manltary  WlfN'ra  Co.,  which  explalna 
thla  I  menduM'iit  in  langu/iuo  which  1  think  wiU  amyUivu  the 
Menat  •  that  it  oiiidit  not  to  be  adoptrd, 

Mr.  COPKfiAND,    1  yield  for  that  purptwe. 

Mr,  RAKKLEY,    I  tlioutfbt  tbe  Hetmtur  hud  yielded  tlio  floor. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     No. 

Tb4  VICE  PttCMIDENT.  WitboiJt  ot^jection,  tbe  derk  will 
read,  aa  requested. 

Tb«  Chief  Clerk  read  aa  followa: 

Lot'iaviLLa,  Kr.,  geptemher  W.  /AW. 
Hod.  jlLBSn  W.  Barklbt, 

Wathinoton,  D.  C. 

DCAi  8ta  :  We  are  writing  to  jon  proteatlng  agatnut  the  enactment 
of  parigrapti  922  in  the  proponed  tariff  bill  ai  amended  by  the  Finance 
Comm  ttee  of  tbe  Senate.  Under  tbe  language  of  this  pnraRraph  a  duty 
of  3  C(  nta  per  pound  is  Impoaed  on  tblpments  of  old  cotton  rai^s  entpring 
tbe  U  itted  States,  which  Inclades  all  grades  of  wiping  raga,  whether 
theae  t)c  the  washed  sterilized  wipers  or  raw  material  which  coaHlsts 
of  am  'ashed  and  nnrrlmmed  wiping  rags. 

A  onservatlve  estimate  of  the  percentage  of  this  coontry's  require- 
ments of  wiping  rugs  which  are  imported  is  50  per  cent.  Therefore,  If 
this  piragraph  is  passed  as  proposed,  foreign  wiping  rags  will  l>e  kept 
out  ol  this  country  entirely,  causing  a  considerable  rise  in  price  and 
undoubtedly  a  serious  shortage.  E^rentually  wiping  rags  would  l>e  too 
high  li  competition  with  other  commodities  and  the  consumer  would  be 
forced  to  turn  to  some  other  prodncta  for  their  wiping  needs. 

The  duty  as  proposed  would  assist  only  a  smaU  group  of  manufac- 
turers of  new  towels  or  cloths,  whereas  it  would  harm  and  Injure 
thousands  upon  thousands  of  consumers  of  wipers  In  various  lines  of 
Indust  X  as  well  as  dealers  and  laund^rers  of  wiping  rags. 

It  ^  ould  cause  thousands  of  poor  men  and  women  l)etween  the  ages 
of  50  and  70,  who  are  engaged  In  this  industry,  to  be  thrown  out  of 
emplo]  ment.  Thousands  of  elderly  women  are  employed  by  wlplng-rag 
faetorip?,  these  women  being  unable  to  do  any  other  kind  of  work.  These 
elderly  people  would  become  a  charge  upon  the  public  and  depend  on 
cbarltj   for  assistance. 

We  ire  in  favor  of  a  reasonable  duty,  and  suggest  your  recommending 
1  cent  per  pound  for  all  wiping  raps  unwashed  and  2  centg  for  the 
finisbeil  product,  or  washed  and  sterilised,  trimmed  wiping  rags.  Such 
a  duty  would  not  interfere  with  tbe  many  wiping-rag  factories  In  this 
countr  r  who,  aside  from  employing  many  thousands  of  people,  also  have 
large  t  mounts  Invested  in  equipment. 

Hlgler  duty  will  undoubtedly  force  the  market  in  this  country  up- 
ward, IS  supply  of  wiping  rags  of  domestic  origin  are  below  the  demand, 
with  1  be  result  that  ultimately  various  industrial  concerns  will  be 
charge  1  much  bibber  prices.  This  industry  objects  to,  as  already,  the 
price  isr  old  washed  wiping  rags  is  high  enough,  and  further  advances 
will  t<nd  to  discourage  the  use.  with  the  result  that  manufacturing 
plants  sut-h  as  ours,  which  are  situated  In  most  industrial  cities  through- 
out tbi>  United  States,  will  suffer  materially. 

Your  vote  against  this  paragraph  aH  proposed  will  prvvent  the  chaotic 
situatim  which  will  result  if  it  la  enacted. 
Very  truly  yours, 

LonaviLLK   Sanitary   Wipbrs   Co., 
D.   U.   SiLVgRSTEiN,   Vice  PtxMdent. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President.  I  am  sorry  the  Senator  from 
Utah  iid  not  read  the  list  of  articles  ni)on  which  I  am  in  f;ivor 
of  pniting  a  tariff  duty.  I  am  willing  to  have  a  tariff  put  on 
$0  wei  kties,  but  not  on  wiping  rags  and  other  things  that  are 
used,  as  these  bumble  articles  are  used,  in  every  factory,  in 
every  mill,  in  every  garage,  and  by  everybody  having  occa>'ion 
to  cl«  n  a  machine.  It  is  ontrajreous  to  think  that  they  appear 
in  thf  bill  at  all,  and  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  be  foun^l  in 
opiKJsl  Hon  to  this  particular  amendment,  even  though  I  do  tcca- 
sionnl  y  vote  for  a  tariff  on  $6  necktlesi. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  the  impreseion  to 
go  out  that  the  Senator  from  New  York  only  votes  for  incresses 
in  tariff  duties  on  f6  neckties.  I  would  prefer  to  wait  nntil 
we  get  to  Home  of  the  other  schedules  before  giving  tbe  list.^ 
I  mint,  however,  oflThand,  mention  brick:  I  might  mention 
gypsun  and  a  number  of  other  things  without  going  tbr<  npli 
the  RtcoBD.  If,  however,  the  S«nijitor  wants  me  to  do  so.  1  will 
go  thtongh  tbe  Rrcoro  and  put  the  list  in  the  Rrx-oan  to-morrow. 

Mr.  C(>PELAND.  I  will  be  delighted  to  have  the  Senator 
p«t  tlem  In  the  RBrniD,  becan«e  the  things  that  he  baa  spe«iiled 
I  am  (tad  to  atand  for. 

Mr.  «M001\    (^rtainly. 

Mr.  COPBI-.AND.  And  I  can  give  abundant  reaaons  for  my 
positlm.  bttt  1  am  not  one  to  Mtand  on  this  floor  and  vote  to 


InrreAse  tbe  coat  of  Hvfng  in  every  home  in  Amerl^.  while 
the  Ketiator  from  Vlali  is  a  irmaplitiotw  ♦•xatnple  of  tboac  who 
■re  willing  to  do  tliat  very  thing,  k^w—  ♦»»- 

Mr    HKKLIN.    Mr.  I'rw«l.lent.  I  dealra  to  know  wbethrt-  tbe 
tmx  ImiNMea  in  tbia  Item   wUl  Increaao  tbe  coiiaaroptloo   of 

**Mr.'HMOOT,  No.  Mr.  I»reaU!ent;  I  do  not  tblnk  »t  will. 
Thi-ae  are  tlie  ragn.  I  may  aay  that  the  rale  umler  exlatlnf 
law  la  20  \wr  cent.  If  tbiN  umcnduient  U  re^eiU-d.  t»>««c  «»*- 
ton  rng»»  will  go  back  Into  tbe  i»ai»kct  claune,  from  which  they 
liave  been  taken,  at  2H  per  cent ;  and  that  will  be  equlralent 
to  pra«'ti<ttlly  1  <'ex\i  or  IVi  eenU  per  ijound. 

Mr,  MtKELLAIl,     Mr.  Prealdent ^  *,  i..    . 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    I>oe«  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tenneaaee? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  yield  to  tl»e  Seimtor.      „       ^       ,  _,^  . 

Mr    McKELLAR.    I  desire  to  usk  the  Senator  from  Utah 
the  equivalent  ad  valorem  of  3  cents  per  pound  ou  these  raga. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  is  between  .50  and  60  per  cent  ,     ,-  ^ 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     In  other  words,  it  will  raise  the  tariff  on 
these  ragj^  from  20  per  cent  to  50  or  60  per  cent?  

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  were  imported  into  this  country  from 
Japan  last  year  30,927,000  iwunds. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President .i.k.™« 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Aiaoama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  do.  ^  ^     .  ^   c^„«tnr 

Mr.   BlNfJHAM.    May  I  have  the  attentton  of  the  Senator 

from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gb»boe1?  .   ^    ^  iw.e«,«.  tho 

I  thought  I  had  on  my  desk  a  copy  of  the  hearings  ^ff^  t^f 
.subconnnittee  of  which  the  Senator  from  Georgia  and  I  were 
both  members,  but  I  do  not  find  it  here.  I  desire  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  whether  he  recollects  who  it  ^a»  "»«f  *^ 
peared  before  the  subcommittee  and  said  that  he  had  a  large 
l^ant  engaged  in  manufacturing  wipers,  particularly  for  use  on 
autouK^biles,  and  that  hi«  business  was  being  seriously  in  er- 
frred  with  by  the  importation  of  rags  from  Japan.  My  recollec- 
tion is  that  it  was  in  accordance  with  the  representations  made 
by  that  wiUiess  that  the  committee  voted  to  put  on  this  duty. 
Does  tbe  Senator  remember? 

Mr  GEORGE  Mr.  President,  my  recoUection  is  that  Mr. 
Lovejoy,  representing  the  VaUvay  Rug  Mills,  of  Lagrange,  Ga., 

"°Th?  sStS'r^llection  1.  correct.  The  waste-rag  industry 
hat  grown  into  a  considerable  industry.  This  indastry.  of 
cJursfmakes  use  of  the  wastage  about  cotton  mills-the  waste 
SucCso  to  speak.  It  does  not  necessarily  mean  a  useless 
Sr  wotthless  product,  but  It  Is  waste  so  far  as  general  manu- 
facturing  is  concerned.  .  ,  _,,  „ 

These  mills  are  now  making  the  cotton  wiping  rags     The 
showing  made  before  the  committee  was  to  tbe  effect  that  rags 
of  aU  kinds  and  characters  were  brought  in  largely  from  Japan 
I  believe,  and  that  the  domestic  industry  was  unable  to  meet 

'''wit^'JeTeren^"  to  this  si^-lflc  rate,  I  should  say  that  of  course 
there  ougl.t  not  to  be  any  disiK.sitlon  to  exclude  or  to  make 
dutiable  rags  used  for  paper-making  purposes. 

Mr    SMOOT.     They  are  on  the  free  list. 

Mr  GEORGE.  I  was  much  Impressed  with  the  suggestion 
made  in  the  letter  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  sent  to  the 
desk  and  which  was  retid  by  the  clerk,  suggesting  a  change  In 
the  rate  on  these  rags.  It  was  a  material  re<luction.  as  I  recol- 
^t  fromXSnate  committee's  recommendation.  At  the  same 
tii^  it  was,  perhaps,  some  Increase  over  the  rate  in  the  present 

law.  , ,     ^ 

Mr    SMOOT      Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr  SM(h'>T  '  Can**we  not  agree,  then,  upon  the  iwiragraph 
as  it  i««  written,  in  order  that  we  may  know  for  the  future  Just 
what  thrimportatio,.s  are,  and  the  value  of  them  with  what- 
^er  de^easrthe  Senator  wishes  from  the  3  cents,  bu  leave 
the  paragraph  in  for  that  purpose,  if  for  n  •  other,  so  as  to  take 
It  om  "  the  basket  clause?  Tl.en  hereafter  we  will  know  Just 
what  tbe  valuations  of  the  Importation*  were. 

\\r    TtlNGHAM.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
further  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut? 

Mr   HEFLIN,     I  yield  to  the  Scmator.  ,    ,.     ,., 

Mr  lilN(JHAM  I  have  found  the  hearings  now.  I  t^hould 
like  to  say  to  the  Senaf.r  from  Georgia  that  Mr  Lorejoy,  repre- 
lentlng  the  Valway  Rug  Mills,  of  luigrange.  Ga.,  asked  for  a 
ml!.imum  ol  5  cenu  per  pound,  and  stated  that  U.ey  had  loat 
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abotit  $1004)00  In  their  effort  to  make  theae  raw.  Tbe  comult- 
tee  did  not  fraot  tbe  5  centa  a  pound  f«I»«<<*P'    ^        ,  , ,, 

Mr  MoKKLLAB.    Mr.  FreaUkwit,  will  tbe  »<i»ati>r  yield? 

Tl»e  VICE  PHKHIPENT,  I)o<-a  tbe  Senator  from  Alabanui 
yUthI  to  tbe  Ilenut4»r  from  Tenne«aee7 

Mr.  mScELLAK. ''wtay  I  a*  the  Senator  what  la  <be  pri^e 
of  the  ram?  Doe«  be  give  the  iirl^-e  of  the  raga  per  pound?  It 
did  not  amount  to  6  centa.  did  It?    Waa  It  not  leea  tlwn  5  eenta? 

Mr.  BINOIl^M.  Tbe  teallmouy  waa  tbat  tbe  clotb  •«•»  »t 
30  ceut»  a  pound.  Tbe  raga  Imported,  wblcb  are  iibout  30^- 
000,000  iKiundM,  appaTently.  aell  for  from  6  to  10  oenta  a  pound. 
The  testlm'wy  given  by  Mr.  Lovejoy,  of  Georgia,  was,  in  an- 
swer to  a  que*tlon,  that  the  wiping  raga  which  tbelr  cfmipanf 
made  were  durable,  and  therefore,  If  tbey  could  get  tbia  protec 
tlon,  they  could  aell  them  even  at  a  much  higher  price  than  the 
Japanese  raga  that  come  In,  because  they  \\ould  last  that  much 

longer 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  venture  to  aay  that  the 
rags  do  not  cost  5  cents  a  pound  In  this  country.  1  am  quite 
aure  that  thoae  who  fumidi  the  rags,  the  variooa  ragpickers  of 
the  country,  do  not  pay  as  much  as  that  for  them, 

Mr.  SACKETT,  Mr.  BINGHAM,  and  Mr.  QOW  addreased  the 

Chair.  „  ^        ^,  , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 

further  yield;  and  to  whom? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr  SACKETT.  I  simply  desire  to  say  that  on  page  48  of  the 
hearings  the  same  witness  testified  that  they  sell  for  from  «  to 
10  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Yea ;  that  is  what  I  said— that  the  raga  sell 
for  from  6  to  10  cents  a  pound. 

Mr    BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Setiator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  do.  ,     .      „       .       ^ 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  desire  to  inquire  of  the  Senator  from 
Cr.nnecticut  if  the  concerns  that  make  these  rags  as  a  sort  of 
by-product  of  waste  have  not  received  increased  ratea  on  the 
main  product  that  goes  from  their  factories,  and  are  now  seeking 
to  tax  in  the  same  proportion  the  rags  that  are  a  part  of  the 
waste  of  their  factories?  ^         ^ 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  should  Uke  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia [Mr  Gbiobqe]  to  answer  that  question.  I  am  not  familiar 
with  the  matter,  because  the  only  factory  whose  repreaentative 
api>eared  before  us  was  the  Ge«-gia  factory. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  speaking  of  Mr.  rx>vejoy.  I  think 
It  would  be  inconceivable  to  levy  a  tax  here  for  the  benefit  of  one 
man  located  anywhere. 

Mr  BINGHAM.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  to  me 
whether  one  man  is  making  these  rags  or  1,000  people  are  mak- 
ing them,  or  whether  the  Industry  Ig  situated  in  1  State  or  in 
10  states 

If  an  industrv  has  been  set  up,  and  mllliona  of  dollars  have 
been  put  in  It.  and  it  was  doing  fairly  well,  and  imports  began 
to  come  in  and  destroy  tbe  business,  so  that  the  Industry  has 
lost  1100,000,  I  think  it  ought  to  be  protected,  whether  one  per- 
son or  a  thousand  persons  are  concerned  In  the  Industry. 

Mr  BARKLEY.  I  thoroughly  understand  the  Senator  s  atti- 
tude :  but  mv  information  is  that  the  domestic  product  of  wiping 
rags,  which  is  a  waste  product,  Is  able  to  supply  only  one-half 
the  demand  of  the  American  people;  and  the  question  i:»  whether 
we  are  going  to  increase  the  cost  of  this  article,  which  Is  neces- 
sary In  order  to  cleanse  machinery  of  all  kinds,  by  an  Increase 
of  almost  .^00  per  cent  in  the  tariff. 

Mr.  GOFF.     Mr.  President 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Alabama 
has  the  floor.    Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia? 

Mr  HEFLIN,     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr*  GOFF.  I  desire  at  this  time  very  briefly  to  submt  n 
very  concis^e  analysis  of  this  situation  made  ^^y  L.  A.  I  o  lock 
&  Co  of  Huntington,  W.  Va.  It  occurs  to  me,  after  listening  to 
the  siiggestions  that  have  been  made  and  the  arguments  ad- 
vanced  that  this  analysis  is  very  apiieallng.  ,^        ^  ^ 

Sir  Pollock  states  that  there  la  no  definite  line  of  demarcation 
between  old  cotton  rags  and  linen  rags  for  paper  making,  which 
«re  five  and  always  have  been  free  in  the  Importations  into  this 
wuntry.  He  aaya  that  they  atill  come  from  the  same  sourcres, 
and  that  they  are  handled  in  tbe  same  manner;  and  tliat  at- 
tempting to  make  old  raga  for  paper  making  frw^now.  tbe^e 
are  the  old  rags  for  paper  making— aud  old  cotton  rags  not 
chlefli'  used  for  paper  making  dutiable.  Is  opening  the  d«K>r  to 
endl.*s  confualon,  lnJu»tloe,  and  great  expenae  to  the  AmerU-an 
consumer. 
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If  we  take  panisraiA  922,  and  read  It  in  the  light  of  that 
analysis,  we  hare — 

Rasa  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  eottoo,  except  those  chiefly  uaed  in 
paper  makiac  3  ceata  per  pound. 

It  has  occurred  to  me,  and  I  am  therefore  going  to  offer  this 
amendment,  tiiat  paragraph  922  should  be  amended  so  as  to 
read: 

Bass  wbollj  or  In  chief  Talae  of  cotton,  free. 

That,  of  coarse,  would  close  the  door  to  any  confusion,  or 
to  tlie  necessity  of  paseing  npoii  and  determining  the  difference 
between  old  rags  and  old  cotton  rags  not  chiefly  uaed  for  paper 
making :  and  it  seems  to  me  that  ttie  amendment  of  the  commit- 
tee as  it  Is  now  presented  is  open  to  that  confasion. 

I  therefore  offer,  as  an  amendment  to  the  committee  amend- 
ment, paragraph  022: 

Ragu  wholly  or  In  chief  value  of  cotton,  free. 


Mr.  UEFLIN.    Mr.  President,  it  has  been  suggested  hero 

Mr.  HMl)OT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  HEFUN.    I  do. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  While  we  are  on  this  subject,  I  desire  to  make 
a  suggestion  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Gorr]. 
If  the  Senator  desires  to  accomplish  just  what  he  has  stated, 
this  material  should  be  left  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  OOFF.    ExacUy. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  When  we  reach  the  free  list,  his  suggestion 
could  t»e  acted  upon  in  the  re8:ular  order. 

Mr.  QOFF.  If  that  Is  more  agreeable  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah,  and  with  the  understanding  that  we  shall  let  it  go  until 
we  reach  the  free  list,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  adopt  that 
coarse. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     Mr.  I»rerident 

The  PRESIDENT  i>ro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Alabama 
has  the  floor.    Does  he  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  HEFUN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  If  that  is  the  case,  then  let  us  reject  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  we  are  told  that  this  Is  a  new 
industry  in  the  United  States,  and  that  these  rags  are  not 
sapplied  in  sufficient  abundance  to  meet  the  demand.  That  Is 
the  first  time  I  have  heard  that  suggestion  made.  I  think  if 
we  encourage  this  industry  we  can  supply  it  very  easily. 

A  great  many  people  do  not  know  that  there  is  a  market  for 
the  rags  that  are  now  thrown  away.  I  submit  that  Congress 
ought  to  encourage  industry  of  every  kind.  If  these  rags  are 
coming  in  here  in  abundance,  and  are  affecting  very  materially 
and  injuriously  the  market  in  the  United  States,  why  should  we 
not  come  to  the  resctie  of  these  producers  of  cotton  rags?  It 
aids  the  cotton  producer.  If  his  cotton  is  made  into  cloth,  and 
when  it  becomes  worn  somewhat,  the  person  owning  the  cloth 
knows  that  there  is  a  market  for  the  rags  and  for  this  waste 
material,  he  will  bundle  It  up  and  send  it  to  that  market;  but 
if  we  permit  rags  to  come  in  here  in  abundance  from  foreign 
countties^  and  take  the  home  market  away  from  these  people, 
we  di-scourage  them  from  going  to  the  market  place  at  all  with 
their  substance,  and  they  throw  it  away.  It  does  indeed  then 
become  waste  material  to  them. 

Germany  won  fame  the  world  over  by  utilizing  everything 
produced  in  the  German  Empire,  and  if  she  had  not  made  the 
mistake  of  going  into  the  World  War,  she  would  still  be  leading 
all  the  nations  of  the  earth.  We  are  comparatively  a  young 
republic.  Surely  we  are  not  ready  to  throw  away  the.se  markets 
to  which  our  people  are  entitled.  Let  us  give  them  a  little  aid 
in  this  case.     I  am  going  to  vote  for  an  increase  in  this  rate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President.  I  desire  to  offer  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Senate  coounittee  amendment.  In  line  9,  I  move  to 
strike  out  "  3  cents  per  pound  "  and  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert 
"  if  unwashed.  1  cent  per  pound,  if  washed,  sterilized,  and 
trimmed.  2  cents  per  pound." 

It  strikes  me  tliat  probably  there  is  some  reason  for  a  dif- 
ference between  the  tariff  on  unwashed  rags  that  come  in  and 
the  tariff  on  those  where  the  necessary  labor  has  been  api^led 
to  them  to  wash  and  sterilize  them  and  trim  them.  In  accord- 
ance with  that  theory,  I  offer  the  amendment  to  put  a  1-cent 
duty  on  the  unwashed  and  2  cents  on  the  washed,  sterilized,  and 
trimmed. 

Mr.  COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARK  LET.    I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  beUeve  that  is  a  distinction  which  should 
be  made.  According  to  the  information  I  have,  it  coats  a  cent 
to  do  the  washins  and  trimming  mentioned  by  the  Senator. 
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BARKLET.    I  tliink  that  is  a  fair  difference  between  the 


cost  i>f  preparing  and  sterilizing  these  rags  and  sending  them 
over  unwashed.  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Georgia  sug- 
gestea  that  that  amendment  would  be  agreeable  to  him. 

Mr  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Georgia,  who  ha.s  this  schedule  in  charge,  the  reason  for 
the  CKception  in  paragraph  922,  relating  to  rags  chiefly  u^ed 
in  pa  ler  making,  3  cents  per  pound.  Are  rags  used  chiefly  for 
paper  making  on  the  free  list? 

Mr  GEORGE.     Yes ;  they  are  on  the  free  list. 

Mr  SMITH.  Why  are  they  on  the  free  list?  Are  they  not 
rag.s   )f  practically  the  same  nature  as  the  others? 

Mr,  GEORGE.  No;  they  are  not  of  the  same  nature,  although 
some  rags  might  be  used  interchangeably.  The  rags  u.sed  for 
paper  making  are  not.  as  a  rule,  of  that  kind. 

Mr    SMITH.     But  they  are  imported? 

Mr,  GEORGE.  Yes.  It  Is  very  well,  I  think,  for  us  to  in- 
sist tliat  some  protection  should  be  given  to  southern  cotton 
mills  which  are  making  these  wiping  towels,  which  buy  their 
mach  nery,  build  their  houses,  carry  on  their  bu.siness,  in  a 
tariff  protected  country.  They  have  .^^everal  million  dollars 
Inves  ed  in  these  plants  to  u.^e  waste  pportucts.  If  we  were  on 
a  fre< '-trade  basis,  of  course,  nobody  would  insist  that  thene  be 
any  i  rotection  given,  but  If  our  mills  are  to  utilize  their  waste 
mateiial,  it  is  esaential  for  them  to  have  a  reasonable  degree 
of  protection. 

Mr,  SMITH.     Is  not  that  true  of  cotton  mills? 

Mr    GEORGE.     Yes. 

Mr,  SMITH.  Not  of  the  southern  cotton  mills  alone,  but  of 
all  cotton  mills? 
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GEORGE.     I  think  so. 

SMITH.     It    is    the    .same     principle     which     has     dis- 
tingtil^hed  the  Democratic  Party   from   the  Republican   Party 
throu  rh  all  these  years.    Some  one  has  said  that  the  tariff  is  a 
ssue. 
NORRIS.    That  is  not  true  of  all   rags.     There  is  a 


differ 'nee  In  rags. 


GEORGE,     Yes ;  there  is  a  difference  In  rags. 
NORRIS.     What   the  Senator  has  said  is  true,  but  It 


does  not  apply  to  all  rags. 

Mr.  SMITH.     No. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  There  is  a  difference  in  rags,  of  course. 
But  t  le  rags  used  for  paper  making  are  on  the  free  list,  and 
they  remain  on  the  free  list  under  this  amendment.  That 
mlitht  result  in  a  diflSculty  in  the  administration  of  the  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No,  it  would  make  no  difference  at  all. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  do  not  know ;  I  say  it  might  result  in  an  ad- 
minis  rative  difficulty.     I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Paper  rags  are  always  in  small  pieces,  which 
can  u  >t  be  used  for  anything  else.  They  are  never  larger  than 
half  t  le  size  of  one'si  hand.  These  whitening  rags  about  which 
we  ar;  talking  are  pieces  out  of  which  wiping  rags  can  be  made. 
There]  is  no  trouble  whatever  in  the  cia.ssitication.  Paper-making 
rags  liave  been  on  the  free  list,  and  they  are  on  the  free  list 
under  the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  SMITH.  So  far  as  the  principle  Involved  in  this  matter 
is  coic-erned,  I  can  not  understand  why  rags  used  for  paper 
making  are  put  on  the  free  list,  whether  they  are  imported  or 
whether  they  are  not,  and  rags  that  are  used  by  all  those  who 
use  nachinery,  and  who  must  keep  it  in  good  condition  are 
taxed  The  railroads  use  millions  of  pounds  in  their  journals, 
and  t  lere  are  millions  of  pounds  used  on  machines  of  various 
kinds.  Why  should  we  tax  the  character  of  rags  used  in  indus- 
try, such  as  I  have  indicate<l,  these  wiping  rags,  and  yet  place 
those  used  for  paper  making  on  the  free  list? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  misin- 
forniel.  It  happens  that  these  paper  rags  very  frequently  have 
large  pieces  of  cloth  in  them,  and  they  are  picked  over.  Those 
pieces  are  often  taken  out  from  the  paper  stock,  and,  as  the 
Senat  >r  from  Georgia  has  hinted,  it  would  make  it  extremely 
difflcn  It  to  administer  the  law  if  there  were  in  it  any  distinction 
such  us  is  proposed  here. 

Mr.  SMITH.    I  see  that. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  want  to  a.sk  the  Senator  from  I^tah  why 
these  rags  are  put  on  the  free  list  if  paper  is  made  out  of  them? 
At  wl  ose  instance  were  they  put  upon  the  free  list? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    They  have  always  been  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.     I  know  that,  but  why  have  they  always 


I  been  on  the  free  list? 
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Mr  SMOOT.  They  are  not  used  for  any  other  purpose  They 
are  perfectly   useless  unless  they   are   used  for   pai^r-makmg 

^Mr  SMITH  Is  there  not  some  domestic  production  of  rags, 
so  that  some  one  in  this  country  could  be  found  wlio  «>«W  make 
some  money  if  we  would  raise  the  duty  high  enough  so  that  they 
could  be  sold  for  paper-making  purposes? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Not  that  I  know  of.  ...  »„«v. 

Mr  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  can  not  understand  any  such 
ujsition.  There  is  a  production  of  rags  in  the  United  Btatw. 
Some  are  used  for  paper  making,  some  are  ^^J'^l.^^^^^^ 
purpose.    A  tariff  is  put  on  one,  and  is  not  put  on  the  othei. 

Mr  \mOOT.  For  the  simple  reason  that  the  paper  making 
rags  can  not  be  used  for  any  other  purpose.  a  *.,  tv^^ 

Mr.  SMITH.  The  paper-making  rags  could  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  making  the  wipei-s. 

Mr   SMOOT.     No,  Senator. 

Mr!  SMITH.  They  are  shredded.  I  know  how  they  are 
made  They  are  made  down  in  my  section  of  the  ^ountry^  No 
onVan  come  and  tell  me  all  sorts  of  rags  can  not  be  used  in 
this  Sweating  process  to  make  the  material  used  '-r  ^^.tag 
purposes,  and  the  Uttle  towels  that  are  used— the  little  crash 
towels  with  which  all  of  us  are  familhir.  Parha.v,  one 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  wiper  is  made  from  «  "8- „^f j'*^^.?"^ 
oould  take  a  soft  cotton  and  uie  that  over  by  «Pl"n*f«  «J«*J^^ 
thread  the  same  as  is  done  with  wool,  but  even  that  is  not  done 
tn  the  Unft^^tates.  The  labor  forms  too  large  a  part  of  the 
cost.    It  is  done  in  the  case  of  wool. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  a  man  appeared  ^ rom  the  State 
of  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  who  has  a  factory  which,  as  a  by- 

^'5?r^^RGE"'o\'To."MrPrSnt ;  it  is  not  a  by-product 
T^l  isT^pTrate  and  'distinct  industry    for  "^e  Purp^  of 
utilizing  what  otherwise  is  a  waste  product.    I  do  not  want  tne 
Senator  to  get  the  impression  that  it  Is  a  by-pioduct. 

Mr  SMITH  May  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  this  ques- 
tion :H^w  many  factories  of  that  character  are  there  in  this 

'"''Mr'GEORGE  I  can  not  answer  that.  The  witness  who  np- 
pefml  Se  the  committee  said  that  he  appeared  for  himself 
J^d  others  interested  in  the  manufacture  of  so-called  wiping 
rags. 


5799 


'Sr   SMITH.    Mr.  President,  I  want  to  conclude  what  I  have 

'""^Z  OFORGE  ^iST^e  bring  this  to  the  attention  of  the 
^.nator  ??e  valt^of  rigs  fof  paper-making  purposes,  I  am 
^"•f^  on  inquiry  is  about  1.9  cJnts  a  pound,  while  the  other 
?ags  which  can  be^ised  for  wiping  rags  have  an  in^I«rt  value  of 
k  fents  a  Dound  Therefore  it  follows  that  the  man  who  has 
ra^  to  Liroirthe  other  side  of  the  worid  will  sort  them  and 
Su  iot  send  an>  thing  over  for  paper-making  P^I^^  «*,^f  | 
rlnts  for  Which  he  could  get  5  cents  a  pound.  If  that  Is  true, 
U  S.1  to  me  that  the  classification  is  a  practical  ono  and  one 
whl^^U  S)t  result  in  very  much  administrative  difficulty. 

Mr  ^KELlS     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  South 
Ca^ima  >ield  to  me  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  a  ques- 

TrifcKFILll%'irn?t??arUiat  the  r.a.son  why  the 
sm^U  o";  infcriot^rags  ar;  put  on  the  free  list  is  «<>  that  tlje 
CTeat  iwper  makers  of  the  country  can  get  a  large  part  of  tteir 
Sw  material  as  cheaply  as  possible?    Is  not  that  the  plain  truth 

"^Mr*"  GEORGE.  I  suppose  that  has  much  to  do  with  It.  They 
wait"  thei  rags,  of  cou^T^  They  are  a  very  cheap  product,  and 
They  areon  the  free  list.  They  are  on  the  free  list  under  the 
nresent  act,  and  under  the  amendment. 

^  Mr  SMITH  Mr.  President,  all  of  us  are  aware  of  the  fact 
that  at  this  time  the  use  of  this  peculiar  product  is  nnlver^l. 
iSeerybody  must  have  It.  We  are  not  proposing  to  put  a  rea- 
S^leduty  on  It.  but  something  over  100  per  cent.  In  order 
jSat  p^rhaiKs  somebody  in  the  United  States,  at  «ome  time,  may 
se^  aropportunlty  to  make  a  tremendous  profit  out  of  the  neces- 
Ses  of  the  mlUions  of  people  who  use  these  rags,  we  are  going 
?o  im^se  a  tax  on  this  necessary  article,  not  because  there  are 
a  g?JS?  number  of  men  engaged  In  the  Product  on  of  it  whose 
business  life  and  whose  Investments  are  jeopardized,  but  simply 
h^ul?  one  concern  appears  and  says  It  might  Interfere  with 
^prfltH  million.  twTmiUlon.  three  mmion,  four  m.Ulon^  or 
five  million  Americans  are  to  be  mulcted  with  a  duty  of  IJO  or 
150  ^r  cent  on  a  necessary  article.     That  is  the  proposition 

**Mr BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  how  does  the  Senator  get  the 
id^  of  a  tariff  of  100  or  150  per  cent  when  the  duty  asked  for 
La  cents  a  pound,  and  It  has  been  stated  several  times  on  the 


floor  that  the  rags  cost  from  6  to  10  «^t«  •  P^"f '    '^'^^ 
the  evidence.    Where  does  the  Senator  get  the  idea  of  15U  per 

""^fd  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  the  original  cotton  does  not  co6t 
much  m^e  San  10  cents  a  pound.  The  ^^r.VJ'ttlXZVo 
are  swept  and  the  waste  incident  to  ««,^rt^"«,  ^„f  il^'^l^f 
goi.ds  Is  taken,  and  it  probably  does  not  «wt  1  cent  i^t^^^i 
Anions  and  millions  of  ix,unds  of  this  vmste  over  a^ri^^' 
years  are  swept  up  from  the  floor,  of  the  j^ereat  ^"ou  »c 
tories   and    saved    as   waste   and    converted    into    this    waste 

™  S^Wng  about  it  costing  5  or  10  cents  a  pound,  the  original 
goods  out  at  which  you  get  the  rags  and  waste  does  not  wst  that 
In^unt  It  is  a  waste  material.  Where  does  anyone  ge^  the 
idea  of  10  cents  a  pound?  It  was  an  arbitrary  estimate  of 
some  Individual  in  order  to  get  a  tariff  that  would  speU  an 
inordinate  profit  to  the  Individual  who  makes  the  article 

It  does  seem  to  me  that  the  time  has  come  whMi  »ome  "ne  on 
this  side,  at  least,  should  have  some  regard  for  the  mmi;^^«  «^ 
people  Who  use  the  ordinary  products  that  we  so  abundantly 

^"^MrNORRIS.  Mr.  President,  as  I  understand  it  a  protective 
tariff' is  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  production  In  our  country, 
so  we  are  going  to  levy  a  protective  tariff  on  rags  to  ^^^^ 
the  production  of  rags  In  this  country.  The  best  "«  «a<f «f \«J 
I  know  of  in  the  country  a;-e  son»e  very  poor  famiUes  with  10 
or  12  or  14  children.  In  the  course  of  a  year  there  are  more 
rags  produced  there  than  any  place  else  I  ktiow  of.  When  >^e 
say  we  are  going  to  increase  the  pr<>ducUon^  ^J^^  TZ»!L 
effect  that  we  want  our  people  to  be  ragged.  I»  Jhe  f«^«te 
spending,  its  time— is  this  great  group  of  statesmen  spendUig  its 
time  levying  a  tariff  on  rags? 

According  to  the  pending  amendment  we  are  Rolng  to  levy 
a  different  tariff  upon  clean  rags  than  we  levy  upon  dirty  rags. 
If  the  rags  are  dirty,  we  wiU  not  charge  as  much  as  when  they 
are  clean.    If  they  are  dirty  and  liable  to  bring  In  disease  m  as 
to  give  business  to  the  doctors  and  druggists,  we  let  them  in 
cheap,  but  if  they  are  clean  and  sterilized  and  there  is  nothhig 
in.sanltary  about  them,  so  there  is  no  opiwrtunlty  for  us  to  oo 
anything  with  them  on  that  account,  we  charge  a  higher  rate. 
We  are  levying  a  tariff  on  rags,  Mr.  President     The  idea  is 
to  produce  more  rags.    Rags  and  poverty  usually  go  togrther. 
We  ought  not  to  levy  a  tariff  on  rags  so  as  to  pay  our  people 
something  for  living  in  a  condition  of  poverty     The  more  abject 
the  poverty  is  the  more  rags  we  will  have.    What  are  we  going 
to  do  with  the  poor  devU  who  comes  over  here  as  f"^^"?'""' 
and  when  he  comes  into  this  country  wears  old  clothes?    That 
is  where  we  usuaUy  get  our  rags,  from  old  clothes.    I  suppose 
our  immigration  inspectors,  If  we  pass  the  kind  of  a  law  that 
levies  a  teavy  tariff  upon  rags.  wiU  be  watching  the  Incoming 
fitemners  and  every  poor  fellow  who  has  not  a  spick  and  span 
eSn  leaking  %u^ oT^lotheB  will  ^  grabbed  and  his  clothes 
WiU  be  taken  off  of  him.    [Laughteri]    He  will  be  compelled  to 
nav  a  tariff  on  liis  old  clothes  becaisc  they  are  rags.    \N  e  are 
going  to  encourage  rags  in  this  country  by  levying  a  protecUve 

The  reason  why  we  levy  a  tariff  on  steel  products  is  in  order 
that  we  may  have  more  steel  products  manufactured.  If  we 
want  to  have  more  rags  let  us  put  a  high  tariff  on  rags  that  are 
coming  in  and  thus  develop  the  rag  Industry  in   the  United 

^*Mr*President,  does  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  want  to 
do  that?  Is  it  necessary  that  we  should  by  law  organize  a  lot 
of  ragamuflins  in  the  country  and  give  them  an  Inducement  to 
bP  raeaed  to  go  into  the  rag  business,  to  tear  their  clothes  as 
well  afthelr  hair?  In  other  words,  do  we  want  to  develop  the 
lae  industry?  If  we  do,  I  do  not  beUeve  we  can  do  it  by  putting 
a  tariff  on  rags,  because  we  usually  put  on  the  M^  tariff s  in 
the  name  of  labor,  and  where  wUl  there  be  naore  labor  benefited 
S  l^ng  a  S^«  on  ra^'  Where  wiU  there  be  more  men. 
women,  and  diUdren  beneffted? 

Of  coise.  this  is  something  at  whidi  the  children  are  ex- 
pertMagmaklng.  A  good,  healthy  American  boy  ca^produce 
moVHags  than  Tman  who  is  60  years  old  and  has  been  in  the 
Tusin  ™s  for  50  years.  If  we  put  a  tariff  on  rags,  do  we  expect 
thJt  we  are  going  to  increase  the  rag  business?  Are  we  going 
torn  Jke  the  Jeople  more  regged  If  we  give  them  enough  money 
s^  they  can  a^rd  to  be  ragged?  Are  we  not  carrying  the  pro. 
?2ctl^^t«lff>lnclple  a  UtUe  bit  to  extremes?  Would  it  not 
bTwrii  to  try  to  have  prosperity  and  good  business;  and,  if  we 
nle^l  rags,  let  us  look  to  the  fellows  who  are  not  prosperous  to 
supply  them  and  let  them  come  In  cheap  from  abroad?     _ 

If  raSTre  used  for  making  paper,  they  are  admitted  free. 
If  a  num  takes  his  old  coat,  which  becomes  a  rag  after  awhile. 
and  Slkes^per  of  It  and  If  he  brings  it  In  for  that  purpose  he 
5^^%ay^  tariff :  but  if  he  uses  that  same  old  coat  to 
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wipe  the  dnst  or  the  mad  or  the  grease  off  of  his  Ford  car  he 
has  to  pry  a  tariff  of  60  per  cent  in  order  to  bring  it  in  to  do 
that  worlt.  It  would  seem  that  the  object  of  the  law  is  to  pre- 
vent the  people  from  destroyinp;  their  old  clothes  in  that  way 
and  to  educate  them  along  the  lines  that  they  shonid  not  wear 
their  old  clothes  for  such  dirty  purposes  but  should  wear  them 
a  little  lonii^r  and  not  call  them  rags  but  call  them  coats  or 
something  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  McKELLAA.  Mr.  President  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  what  tariff  is  placed  upon  woolen  rags,  if  any? 

Mr.  S.M(H)T.     I  think  it  is  24  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  in  regard  to  woolen  waste  and 
woolen  rags,  it  will  be  found  that  they  are  taxed  nearly  as  high 
as  raw  wool.  Virgin  wool  takes  a  tax  of  31  cents  a  pound.  I 
«lo  not  care  whether  this  duty  on  cotton  rags  is  continued  or  not, 
but  the  object  of  the  tariff  is  not  to  make  people  wear  rags. 
The  Senator  from  Nebraska  may  use  his  shirt  to  wipe  his  auto- 
mobile as  much  as  he  pleases  and  no  one  will  object.  There  is 
a  duty  now  on  rags.  I  found  it  here  when  I  came  into  the 
Senate. 

The  object  of  this  tariff  is  to  enable  the  cotton  mills  to  utilize 
what  otherwise  is  a  waste  product  that  goes  to  waste.  That 
b*  (he  only  purixxse.  If  the  duty  should  not  be  imposed,  ic  would 
make  no  difference  to  me ;  and,  if  the  duty  is  too  high,  it  should 
be  reduced ;  bat  when  we  get  into  the  textiles  and  begin  to  take 
all  the  duties  off  of  waste  we  are  going  to  run  into  trouble 
before  we  get  through  the  woolen  schedule,  because  it  wilt  be 
found  that  woolen  waste  is  taxed  at  about  24  cents  a  pound.  It 
seems  that  the  tariff  on  rags  might  remain  in  the  bill  so  as  to 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  are  providing  a  classification 
for  these  rags  ao  that  we  may  know  what  we  are  doing  in  the 
making  of  tariff  rates. 

Mr.  McKBLXiAR.  Mr.  President,  did  I  understand  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  to  say  that  there  is  a  tariff  on  woolen  rags? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  there  is  a  tariff  on  woolen  rags  and  I 
can  explain  it  to  the  Senator,  If  he  wants  an  explanation, 
when  the  schedule  is  reached,  or  briefly  I  could  state  it  now. 

Mr.  McKELLAK.  Just  in  a  word  now.  are  they  on  the  free 
list  or  are  they  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  are  certain  rags  on  the  free  list  and 
certuin  rags  that  are  dutiable.  Let  me  tell  the  Senator  the 
situatimi  and  he  can  see  what  it  is.  Where  we  take  a  piece  of 
woolen  cloth  and  make  a  suit  or  a  dress  or  a  sweater,  in  mak- 
ing those  articles  there  are  always  clippings  sometimes  of  10 
inches,  sometimes  4  inches,  sometimes  more  or  less.  Europe 
takes  nil  of  our  old  waste;  I  mean  the  dirty  waste;  but  these 
clippliigs  are  gathered  all  over  the  world  and  come  in  here. 
They  are  then  gametted  and  made  into  wool  that  is  almost 
equal  to  the  scoured  wool  itself. 

Mr.  McKEUxAR.  Does  that  come  in  free  or  is  there  a  tariff 
on  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  Is  a  tariff  on  it. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.    That  is  all  I  want  to  know. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  can  not  be  done  with  cotton  waste.  We 
can  take  these  rags  and  run  them  through  a  gametted  machine, 
and  the  machine  will  pick  out  the  fibers  in  many  cases,  particu- 
larly with  the  soft  rags,  soch  as  knit  stockings,  sweaters,  and 
so  forth,  that  are  made  here,  and  from  those  clippings  produce 
a  product  Just  as  good  for  use  in  the  making  of  woolen  rags  up 
to  44's  as  if  we  had  the  clean,  scoured  wool. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  The  reason  why  I  asked  about  woolen  rags 
or  the  clippings  the  Senator  just  spoke  of  is  that  during  the  war 
there  was  an  investigation  of  the  uniforms  proridec".  for  our 
soldiers,  and  it  was  found  that  a  great  many  of  the  uniforms 
were  being  made  out  of  cloth  coming  from  rag  clippings — 
shoddy,  in  other  words.  It  will  be  remembered  that  the  Coa- 
gress  directed  that  that  should  not  be  done.  I  was  wondering  if 
they  are  now  coming  in  free  and  the  manufacturers  are  reaping 
the  profits,  as  they  will  do  in  case  these  rags  come  in  free. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  state  the  way  the  Government  does  now. 
It  does  not  buy  a  piece  of  cloth  for  a  uniform  of  any  kind 
unles-s  it  specifically  provides  that  the  tensile  strength  of  the 
cloth  shall  be  so  much.  It  is  the  duty  of  those  who  examine 
the  cloth  as  it  is  purchased  by  the  Goremment  to  see  that  the 
tensile  strength  of  every  piece  of  cloth  is  determined  by  a  test. 
I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  with  the  instruments  we  now 
have,  they  can  test  the  cloth  to  a  fraction  of  a  degree.  If 
waste  is  pot  into  the  cloth,  it  is  impossible  to  maintain  that  re- 
quired strength,  and  therefore  under  the  examination  by  the 
Government  to-day  it  is  impossible  for  them  to  use  anything 
but  standard  material. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  That  was  brought  about  by  a  law  enacted 
during  the  war. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  coarse,  during  the  war  there  were  a  lot  of 
things  that  passei  a\moet  without  in£q;>ectioQ  here,  not  only  of 
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woolen  goods,  but  cotton  goods  and  every  other  kind  of  goods 
that  were  not  up  to  standard.  The  whole  cry  was  to  "  Make, 
make,  get  them  here,"  and,  of  course,  the  Government  of  the 
Uniied  States  took  things  that  they  would  not  take  under 
ordi^iary  circumstances. 

Mr.  BROU."=!SARD.  Mr.  Piesident,  I  have  always  had  the 
higtiest  respect  for  the  jud.«nnent  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Can  Una  [Mr.  Smith],  and  I  have  followed  him  in  cotton  legis- 
latit  n  ordinarily,  but  I  think  he  is  entirely  wrong  in  this  matter. 
Wofien  clippings  sent  here  5  or  6  inches  long  are  much  longer 
than  any  one  fiber  in  the  wool.  We  can  make  as  good  a  sweater 
or  a^  good  clothes  from  those  clipping.s  as  from  the  whole  cloth. 

There  is  a  small  duty  proposed  here  for  cotton  waste.  Much 
of  li  i.s  wasted,  as  we  know,  in  the  machine  shop  and  in  the 
different  upases  in  indii.<«trial  activities  of  the  South.  There  Is 
no  I  eason  why  we  should  turn  down  3  cents  a  iK)und  on  that 
was  e.  It  seems  to  uie  we  ought  to  ask  for  an  increase.  I 
favor  a  protection  for  the  wool  people,  and  I  certainly  would 
protest  ugnlnst  putting  the  waste  of  the  cotton  people  on  the 
free  list. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  who  is  usually 
righ  on  cotton  questions  of  any  kind,  is  entirely  wrong  here. 
I  wduld  like  to  see  the  3-cent  rate  su.stained  by  the  Senate,  if 
not    ncreased. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr  NoBBis]  i.s  entirely  right  in  one  aspect  of  his  argument, 
and  that  is  that  the  United  States  should  not  become  a  dump- 
ing prronnd  for  the  rags  of  the  world.  We  certainly  ought  to 
keei  those  rags  out.  We  do  not  want  to  have  the  waste  mate- 
rial and  refu.s«»  of  other  countries  dumped  in  here  for  our  i)eople 
to  w  ear  and  use.  We  have  waste  material  of  our  own.  Let  us 
use    t  to  advantage. 

Tlie  Senator  from  Georgia  has  pointed  out  that  there  is  a 
va.stjamount  of  waste  cotton  material  around  the  various  cotton 
facte  rie.s  of  the  country,  both  North  and  South.  Why  not  utilize 
it,  S?nators?  Why  not  create  a  demand  for  it  In  this  country? 
Whj  not  permit  the  cotton  mills  to  sell  this  waste  material  to 
the  people  of  the  United  States?  We  are  demanding  better 
wag(  s  for  those  who  work  in  the  cotton  mills,  and  I  am  one  of 
thos(  (  who  make  that  demand.  Let  us  give  the  spinners,  the 
mill  owners,  an  opportunity  to  dispose  of  this  waste  material 
to  at  vantage.  We  are  going  to  ask  of  them  and  demand  of  them 
a  better  wage  scale  for  the  men  and  women  who  weave  cotton 
into  cloth  in  the  United  States.  Why  not  give  them  thi.s  little 
protiiction;  let  the  foreigners  use  their  waste  material  in  their 
own  land  and  let  us  use  ours  here. 

W>uld  you  strike  down  this  new  industry?  We  are  told  that 
there  are  but  few  engaged  in  this  industry  In  the  United  States. 
Well  let  us  induce  more  to  engage  in  it,  let  us  encourage  them 
to  UJe  this  wa.ste  substance  to  advantage,  to  turn  it  into  moniey 
and  enable  the  cotton  mills  to  pay  a  better  wage  to  those  who 
are  making  the  cotton  Into  cloth. 

k».  I  .said  a  moment  ago,  there  is  a  protection  on  the  waste 
maU  rial  of  wool.  Why  discrlmiuate  against  cotton?  Why  not 
put  >oth  articles  upon  a  common  level  and  treat  them  alike, 
Nortji  and  South,  and  East  and  West?  I  am  In  favor  of  utiliz- 
»th  those  waste  materials  in  the  United  States.  I  would 
■rmit  foreigners  to  send  their  waste  material  here  and  take 
orae  market  in  the  United  States  away  from  our  people, 
'd  not  favor  au  unreasonable  rate,  but  I  favor  a  rate  that 
r. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President 

Tl  e  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts'' 

Ml.  HEFLIN.     I  yield. 

Ml .  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Under  the  present  law  waste 
material  that  goes  into  the  making  of  paper  is  free.  Waste 
nmtfrial  of  wool  that  goes  into  the  making  of  clothes  and 
blan  [ets  and  articles  that  the  people  need  to  protect  and  shelter 
then  bears  a  duty  of  8  cents,  and  it  is  proposed  to  increase  it  to 
24  c<nts. 

Ml.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  use  this  waste  mate- 
rial Jfor  other  purposes,  and  that  is  what  we  are  seeking  to  do. 
I  want  to  stop  the  palming  off  upon  the  people  of  the  United 
Stat*s  of  this  waste  stuff  In  the  form  of  blankets.  If  a  good 
marl:et  can  be  provided  for  this  material.  It  will  be  used  and 
consumed  and  all  the  people  wlU  be  given  an  opportunity  to  buy 
fresl  cotton  goods  and  woolen  goods  from  the  woolen  mills  and 
cotten  mills  of  the  United  States. 

As  I  understand,  a  24-cent  duty  is  proposed  on  wool  rags,  and 
we  o  n  this  side  of  the  Chamber  are  quibbling  over  a  3-cent  duty 
upon  cotton  rags.  I  can  not  undersUnd  it.  I  am  utterly  unable 
to  understand  it 

Mt  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  yield.  ^      ^^  ^      _, 

Mr  BARKLEY.  As  to  the  raw  products  of  cotton  and  wool, 
if  a  comparison  is  in  order,  we  have  a  31-cent-per-pouud  tariff 
on  wool,  while  cotton  is  on  the  free  list. 

Mr  HEFLIN,  And  I  have  an  amendment  pending  to  put  a 
duty  of  4  cents  a  pound  on  cotton  coming  into  the  Umted 
States;  and  we  have  a  debenture  plan  included  in  the  penduig 
bill,  which  I  supported  and  helped  to  put  into  the  bill,  under 
which  2  cents  a  iK)und  would  be  paid  on  cotton,  or  $10  a  bale ; 
and  It  is  but  fair  and  just  that  the  cotton  producers  should 

have  it 

Mr.  McKELTAR.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee. 

Mr  McKELLAR.  I  merely  want  to  call  the  Senator  s  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  if  cotton  rags  shall  be  used  instead  of 
the  raw  product  the  demand  for  the  raw  cotton  of  the  country 
will  thereby  be  reduced.  , 

Mr  HEFLIN.  Not  at  all.  This  waste  material  is  something 
that  is  now  absolutely  lost.  We  are  going  to  have  a  demand 
for  it.  It  is  used  to  rub  off  automobiles ;  it  is  used  on  railroad 
trains  and  for  various  other  similar  pun>ose8. 

My  contention  is  that  if  a  demand  shall  be  created  for  these 
rags  more  people  will  throw  away  the  old  clothes  before  they 
are  entirely  worn  out  and  will  buy  new  cotton  clothes  and  thus 
increase  the  demand  for  American  cotton.  That  is  a  considera- 
tion which  is  involved  in  this  matter.  If  the  contention  of 
some  of  my  friends  shall  obtain,  all  of  this  material  will  come 
in  free,  and,  together  with  what  we  have  of  waste  naaterlal, 
will  cause  a  glutted  market.    I  do  not  want  to  see  that  situation 

arise. 

Mr  President,  I  am  for  any  amount  of  duty  that  is  reason- 
able in  order  to  increase  the  consumption  of  American  cotton. 
I  should  like  to  see  every  bale  of  American  cotton  consumea 
in  the  United  States  and  I  hope  some  day  to  see  m^t  ^\" 
consumed  here.  We  are  now  consuming  in  the  United  btaies 
half  of  the  domestic  cotton  crop,  and  we  produce  a  ktnd  ot 
cotton  that  is  produced  nowhere  else  in  all  the  world.  I  want 
to  get  this  waste  stuff  out  of  the  United  States;  I  want  to  have 
it  manufactured  into  various  things,  so  that  it  can  not  be  packed 
UP  in  bales  and  counted  In  the  carry-over  of  the  American 
cotton  8ui)ply.  I  am  working  on  that  as  I  go  along  In  connecUon 
with  this  matter. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama yield  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  do.  „  »,  „^^ 

Mr  BROUSSARD.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee  has  made 
the  point  that  if  we  put  a  tariff  (m  this  material  it  will  tend 
to  destroy  the  market  for  cotton.  The  opposite  position  is 
that  if  a  tariff  be  not  put  on  it  our  market  will  be  open  to 
aU  the  world,  which  may  send  this  waste  product  over  here, 
and  that  will  certainly  not  Increase  the  consumption  of  cotton 
in  the  United  States.  ,     ^^     ,     .    .  ^^^ 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    That  is  very  true;  that  is  the  logical  con- 

^  Mr*"pre8ident,  I  am  not  going  to  detain  the  Senate  any  longer 
on  this  question.    I  think  we  ought  to  be  fair  to  both  cotton 

^"Th^^PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  proposed 
bv  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Goff]  can  not  be 
entertained  in  the  form  In  which  it  is  offered,  because  the  same 
result  can  be  procured  by  disagreeing  to  the  amendment. 
Therefore  the  question  is  upon  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senator   from   Kentucky   to  the   amendment   proposed   by   the 

^Mr"wALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  ask  that  the  amendment 
to  the  amendment  may  be  stated. 

Mr.  SMITH.     I^t  it  be  reported.  «.    ^n    »^ 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  amendment  will  be 
stated  for  the  information  of  the  Senate.     ^  ,     ^  ^        ^ 

The  Chief  C^ixbk.  On  page  160,  in  line  9,  in  the  amendment 
of  the  committee,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "3  cents  per 
pound  "  and  insert  "  if  unwashed  1  cent  per  pound ;  if  washed, 
steriliiecl,  and  trimmed,  2  cents  per  pound." 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  recurs  upon 
aereeing  to  the  amendment  propo.sed  by  the  committee.  (Put- 
ting th7question  : )    By  the  sound  the  "  ayes  "  appear  to  have  it. 

Mr   McKELLAR.     A  division,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 


The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Qerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll.  , 

Mr  BLEASE  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  "▼e  a  pair 
with  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Gould].    In  his  abeence,  I 

withhold  my  vote.  t  k-«  ..  »on 

Mr  BRATTON  (when  his  name  was  called).  !!»«▼«  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  K"»J.  1 
transfer  that  pair  to  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  PwtmanJ 
and  vote  "yea."  „  ^^      ^  .  _  „... 

Mr  GEORGE  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Phifps].  I  transfer 
that  pair  to  the  senior  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  FurcHiaj 

Mr  SACKETT  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  f*'nej*J 
pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Ha  was]  Not 
knowing  how  he  would  vote,  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr  SMITH  (when  his  name  was  calle<l).  I  have  a  jenerai 
pair  with  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Edge]  and  there- 
fore withhold  my  vote.  ^,,^.      m- 

Mr  COPELAND  (when  Mr.  Waonkb's  name  was  called).  My 
coUeague  [Mr.  Waonek]  is  detained  from  the  Senate.^  If  he 
were  present  and  permitted  to  vote,  he  would  vote  "  nay. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded.  ^  .   ..      a  .  .*«. 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  SeMutor 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Secate 

by  Illness.  _     #„ii^,^in« 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  announce  the  following 

general  pairs:  .      4„„ia- 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  WakbtwI  with  the  junior 
Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Ovehman]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr.  Watson  1  with  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinson]  ; 

The  Senator  from  Rho<le  Island  [Mr.  MrrcALF]  with  the 
Senator  from  Maryland   [Mr.  Ttdinos]  ; 

The  junior  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Dals]  with  the  »tna- 
tor  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Swanson]  ;  ^  ,       i^i.   ♦!,. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Grkknk]  wun  tne 
senior  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Simmons]  ;  and 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Pattdson]  with  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh].  #  u  ™,. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  35,  nays  5",  as  loiiows. 

YEA»— 35 

r^neei^  Hastings  Oddle  ,         if*^**^}*^ 

F^M  Hebort  Robinson.  Ind.        Walcott 

GiUett  Kean  Shorhrida* 

NAYS— 27 

Alien  Copeland  Hayden  S°!*f** 

iihSrst  Cu?«ng  HoweU  Norrl. 

Barkley  DUl  i^SST**"  Bt^k 

iss         Sv-"        ^Ir-      IS'!;,--* 

^^  NOT  VOTING— 38 

„,    .  RawAa  R««d  Thomas,  Okla, 


Conzens  ^Itten.on  Shlprtead  Warren 

SS»  Phipps  Simmons  MVatson 

Fle^her  Pine  gmlth 

Gould  Pittman  Stephens 

Grwne  RansdeU  Swanson 

So  the  amendment  of  the  committee  was  agreed  to. 

Mr   COPELAND.    Mr.  President,  I  reserve  the  right  to  offer 
an  amendment  in  the  Senate  on  this  subject. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    That  may  be  done  without  a 
formal  reservation. 

T'nder  the  unanimous-consent  agreement  previously  entered 
into    the  Senate  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  now  recurs  to 

^  Mr  BORAS.^'r.'l^'resldent.  did  I  understand  the  Chair  to 

RHV  "unanimous  consent"?  ,      ^     .  . 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  understood  unani- 
moi^  consent  to  have  been  given  to  take  up  the  consideration 
of  ^hedule  5  at  the  beginning  of  the  session  onyffterday. 
That  was  temporarily  abrogated  by  a  moUon  to  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  cotton  schedule,  as  the  Chair  understands 
the  narliamentary  situation. 

Mr  BORAH.    When  was  the  unanimous-consent  agreement 

^"ISTpRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     It  was  entered  into  on  Salur- 
day   as  the  present  occupant  of  the  chair  understands,  prior  t« 
1  taking  the  recess  Saturday  afternoon. 
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Mr.  8M00T.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Idalio  if  be 
is  ready  to  proceed  with  Schedule  5  at  this  time? 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  am  not. 

Mr,  8MOOT.  Then  I  move  that  we  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion of 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  a  point  of  order.  If  nnanimons 
consent  was  i^ven,  the  agreement  can  not  be  broken  by  a  ma- 
jority rote. 

ilr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  i'regldent.  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  Senator  will  state  It. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  think  the  Chair  In  in  error  as  to  nnani- 
nxoras  consent.  A  motion  was  made  to  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion «>f  the  spirits  scbedale,  I  believe,  and,  following  that,  the 
mm  schednle. 

Mr.  DILL.  Bat  on  Saturday  an  agreement  was  made  that 
we  should  retnni  to  nuKar.  It  was  a  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment at  that  t'.me. 

Mr.  BORAH.  No:  there  never  has  been  any  nnanimous-Cf>n- 
sent  aKTeenient  to  that  effwt. 

Mr.  SMCXVr.     I  was  compelled  to  make  a  motion. 

Mr.  DII.X1.  If  the  Senator  from  Idaho  will  bear  with  me,  I 
should  like  to  finish  my  statement.  It  was  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  at  that  time.  Another  unanimous-consent  agreement 
was  asked  for  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  abrogate  the  unani- 
mous-consent agreement  that  had  been  made,  and  that  was 
granted. 

Mr.  8MOOT.     No:  that  was  objected  to. 

Mr.  DILL.  No;  I  did  not  object.  I  was  the  one  who  was 
raLsiiig  the  objection.  I  did  not  object  to  taking  up  tl»e  other 
scht'dule  fln»t. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No,  Mr.  President;  I  think  the  Rkcoed  will 
show 

Mr.  DILL.  No  motion  was  made  until  yesterday.  The  mo- 
tion was  made  yesterday ;  but  when  the  matter  came  up  here, 
mianimous  consent  wa.s  given,  because  I  did  not  object. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  think  if  the  Chair  will  look 
at  the  Rxcoko  he  will  find  that  no  unanimous  consent  was  given. 
What  hrft>pened  was  that  the  Senator  from  Mi8si.<«ipi)l  made  a 
motion  that  a  certain  order  be  entered. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  will  consult  the 
Journal  rather  than  the  Rxroso.  If  he  may. 

Mr.  BORAH.     Do  as  you  like. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Journal  clerk  Informs 
the  Chair  that  it  was  done  on  motion,  as  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
suggests;  but  may  the  Chair,  In  his  own  capacity  as  a  Senator, 
propound  a  parliamentary  inquiry  and  ask  what  becomes  of 
the  orphan  sugar  scht^dulo  under  the  arrangement  which  the 
Senate  Is  at  present  carrying  out? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  That  ought  to  be  easy  for  the  Chair,  because 
the  Chair  has  It  to  answer. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  submits  the  ques- 
tion to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  the  result  of  it  is  that  the  purpose, 
as  I  understand,  I»  t<»  dispose  of  every  <»ther  schedule  bi*fore  we 
go  to  sugar.  That  is  the  plan  here.  We  might  just  as  well  be 
frank  about  It. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  On  yesterday  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  called  the  attention  of  the  Chair  to  th  •  action 
taken  on  Saturday,  following  which  a  motion  was  made  yester- 
day to  take  up  Schedule  10.  Under  those  circumstances  the 
Chair  rules  that  Schedule  10  Is  now  in  order;  and  the  Clerk 
will  state  the  first  amendment  in  that  sche<lule. 

The  first  amendment  was.  under  the  heading  "  Schedule  10. — 
Flax,  hemp.  Jute,  and  manufactures  of,"  on  page  160,  line  19, 
before  the  wordit  "per  pound."  to  strike  out  "1%  cents"  and 
Insert  "  2  cents."  so  as  to  read  : 

Pa*.  1001.  FUx  atraw,  $3  p«r  ton:  flax,  not  hackled,  1%  cents  per 
pound ;  JIax.  tiackled,  IncIudinK  "  dressed  line."  3  centa  per  pound  ;  fljix 
tow.  flax  nolla.  and  crln  regetal.  twiated  or  not  twisted.  1  cent  per 
pound ;  hemp  and  hemp  tow,  2  cent*  per  pound. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  should  like  to  have  the 
chairmun  of  the  committee  give  us  a  word  of  explanation  about 
this  propose<l  increase.  I  believe  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Sackett]  was  on  this  subcommittee.  I  .should  like  to  have 
some  explanation  made. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ma.ssachusetts? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  will  after  a  moment.  Mr.  I^resident. 
^"-^Aa  I  understand.  If  the  amendment  increasing  the  rate  on 
bwnp  und  hemp  tow  from  I'Afto  2  cents  a  pound  is  agreed  to, 
the  second  amendment  would  logically  follow. 
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«r.  SACKETT.    Yes ;  It  would  logically  follow. 
Mr.  GEORGE.    That  is  my  understanding;  but  I  should  like 
tnjhfive  an  explanatory  statement  with  reference  to  the  first 
aniendment. 

r.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  the  committee  had  its  hear- 
ing, and  the  representative  of  the  American  Farm  Bureau  ap- 
peared and  made  the  statement  that  the  acreage  devoted  toherap 
inlthis  country  had  fallen  materially.  He  gave  the  figures  in 
18^8  as  25.000  acres,  and  In  1919  as  7,000  acres,  and  asked  that 
thare  be  an  increased  duty  on  hemp  In  order  that  as  an  agri- 
cuirnral  product  it  might  be  encouraged  and  grown  in  this 
country. 

hat  is  the  basis  on  which  the  increase  was  granted  by  the 
committee.  Hemp  is  a  very  necessary  thing.  It  is  under 
intense  competition  from  Manila  hemp,  and  it  is  under  compe- 
tition in  its  manufactured  product  from  sisal,  which  is  on  the 
fr«^  list ;  but  the  representative  of  the  Farm  Bureau  seemed  to 
tbipk  that  it  could  be  encouraged. 

"r.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator,  In 
ret  »rrlng  to  Manila  hemp,  refer  to  hemp  which  comes  from  the 
Pli  lippine  Islands? 

llr.  SACKETT.     Yes;  as  I  understand. 

]  Ir.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Of  course  the  duty  will  not  be  of  any 
eff(>ct  so  far  as  the  importation  from  the  Philippine  Islands  are 
corcerned. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  No;  not  at  all.  But  the  representative  of 
thf  Farm  Bureau  seemed  to  think  that  If  the  present  duty  on 
it  p^ere  Increased  half  a  cent  it  would  materially  affect  the 
gr<^wlng  of  hemp  In  this  country. 

t.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  rates  of  duty  on  hemp  are 
a.sed  In  order  further  to  encourage  the  production  of  this 
le  in  this  country, 
p  domestic  prwluctlon  amounted  to  about  6,000  tons  per 
yea  r  before  the  war.  It  Increased  to  over  20,000  tons  in  1917, 
aiH  then  declined  to  an  average  of  less  than  1,000  tons  in  iwst- 
wa  ■  years. 

The  average  quantity  of  hemp  imported  each  year,  and  the 
equivalent  ad  valorem  rates  of  duty  under  the  tariff  acts  of 
190),  1913,  and  1922,  are  as  follows: 

I  nder  the  act  of  1909  the  average  annual  import  in  tons 
wai  5,713.  The  equivalent  ad  valorem  duty  was  12.49  per 
cen ;. 

Ii  1913  there  were  imported  6,347  tons  under  the  free  pro- 
visi[>n  of  the  T'nderwood-Simmons  bill. 

From  1922  to  December  31,  1928,  there  were  2.506  tons  Im- 
por  ed,  with  an  average  equivalent  ad  valorem  of  8.61  per  cent. 

Tfhat  Is  the  historj-  of  the  matter, 
fter  hearing   the  testimony   the  committee  decided   to  In- 
crease the  duty  on  hemp  and  hemp  tow  from  IVi  to  2  cents  per 
pot^d,  and  on  hackled  hemp  from  3  to  3i/A  cents  per  pound, 
r.  NORBECK.     Mr.  President,  may  I  inquire  what  States 
kK'alities  produce  this  product? 

r.  SMOOT.  Wbdconsln,  prlnclpfllly.  In  the  United  States, 
r.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  for  the  Information  of  the 
tor  from  South  Dakota  I  will  state  that  there  are  9  hemp 
mills  In  the  United  State.**.  7  of  whl<h  are  Unated  within. a 
radius  of  30  mile*  of  the  city  of  Juneau,  in  Dcxlge  County,  in 
my  State:  1  Is  located  at  Robeits,  Wis.,  near  the  Minnesota 
lln<  :  and  there  Is  1  other  at  Wayne,  111. 

i  entucky  formerly  raised  about  40,000  acres  of  hemp  for  fiber, 
wh  ch  wa.s  mille<l.  In  Wisconsin  we  raise<l  from  6,000  to 
12.(  00  acres  a  year ;  but  the  indu.stry  has  de^^reasi-d  to  a  point 
wh(  n  last  year  Kentucky  raLsed  only  450  acres  of  fiber  hemp, 
am   Wiiicomdn  raised  1,700  acres. 

I  is  very  evident  that  there  are  other  8ul»stitutes  for  the 
by-i  »roducts  of  hemp.  In  Wiscon.sin  it  is  primarily  a  ca.sh  crop, 
and  is  also  used  for  the  purpose  of  cleaning  out  fields  that  are 
inf(  sted  with  Canadian  thistles,  crahgntss,  and  other  weeds  that 
can  not  be  destroyed  in  any  other  way  than  by  raising  a  crop 
tha    has  a  very  heavy  foliage  and  a  very  tliick  growth. 

The  hemp  raisers  of  this  locality,  whldi,  of  course,  constitutes 
practically  the  entire  hemp  production,  indicate  very  clearly 
the  r  desire  for  an  increase  in  the  tariff.  I  am  not  so  certain 
tha  It  is  going  to  be  of  any  special  benefit  to  them.  However, 
Ian  persuade<l  beyond  any  doubt  that  it  will  not  In  any  way 
injure  any  other  Industry,  and  will  not  add  materially  to  the 
cos   of  that  which  is  made  out  of  hemp. 

&  r.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  BLAINE.     I  do. 

&  r.  BARKLEY.  As  a  matter  of  Information,  I  wish  to  in- 
qulie  of  the  Senator  upon  what  basis  the  same  rate  of  duty  Is 
pla(ed  on  the  hemp,  both  hackled  and  unhackled,  and  on  the 
henp  tow.  which  represents  at  least  a  partial  status  of  manu- 


facture.   I  see  that  the  present  duty  on  hemp  Is  l^<>ent.    The 
Snate  committee  amendment  makes  it  2  cents;  and  the  same 

thing  is  true  of  hemp  tow.  ,    .    * +>,,«. 

Nearly  1,400  tons  of  hemp,  unhackled,  came  in  last  year,  tnree 

or  four  hundred  tons  of  hackled,  and  18  tons  of  hemp  tow.     i 

should  like  to  know  on  just  what  basis  the  same  rate  of  teriir 

,Ss  phic«i^"  the  raw  product  and  on  the  partially  manufactured 

"*'^m"*^BLAINE.    Mr.  President,  I  have  not  the  information.    I 

I  have  not  had  the  time  to  go  into  the  matter.    Frankly.  I  can  not 

advise  the  Senator.  w„x„^„ 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Ordinarily  there  Is  a  differential  between 
the  raw  and  the  manufactured  or  partially  manufactured,  li 
may  be  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  could  give  us  the  in- 
formation. .         J   K^ 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  I  asked  the  expert,  and  ne 
said  that  hemp  tow  was  Just  a  by-product.  „u„in»\ 

Mr  BARKLEY.  Ordinarily  the  word  "  tow  "  has  a  technical 
meaning.  It  is  something  like  a  tow  sack,  a  sort  <>*  VJfJJ®  ?; 
the  fiber.  If  It  does  not  mean  that  In  this  case,  probably  my 
inquiries  have  no  application. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  expert  Indicates  that  it  is  simply  a  ny- 
product.    It  has  always  been  under  the  same  rate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Only  18  tons  of  it  came  in.  .  „„,^ 

Mr    BROUSSARD.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  wiU  state  it. 

Mr  BROUSSARD.  I  hav*  an  amendment  to  this  para- 
graph, which  I  do  not  care  to  press  now,  but  I  ^a"*  ^f^^.^"^ 
whether  I  may  urge  it  later.    It  is  an  Individual  a^^e^dme^^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  it  apply  to  the  entire  sec- 

*Mr.  BROUSSARD.  No;  it  applies  to  one  of  the  items  In 
this  paragraph.  . 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  it  applies  to  the  House  text, 
it  Is  not  In  order  at  this  time.    The  Senator  may  offer  It  later. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.     I  have  a  further  ParJiamentaiT  inquiry 
My  colleague  [Mr.  Ransoixl]  has  an  amendment  to  Paragraph 
S3    relating  to  Jute.     There  Is  no  committee  amendment  in 
that'  pTragra^ph      In  order  that  I  may  notify  him  so  that  he 
may  be  here,  would  his  amendment  be  in  order  now? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  There  is  no  committee  amendment 
m  that  paragraph,  so  the  amendment  would  be  in  order  later 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like 
to  make  an  inquiry  of  the  Senator  from  Utah  before  the  vote 
S  SkeS.Has^he  domestic  production  of  this  grade  of  hemp 
Increased  In  recent  years,  or  decreased? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  has  decreased  greatly.  „^h^ki«'» 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     It  is  practically  negligible? 

Mr   SMOOT      It  is  very  small. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  And  the  manufacturing  In- 
dustries which  purchase  this  hemp  must  have  the  same  im- 

^Mr    SMOOT     They  are  compelled  to  import  what  they  use. 

Mr  WA?SS'  of  MaUchusett^  On  what  tariff  Prlncll^e  dW 
thf  able  chairman  and  his  assistants  on  the  Finance  Committee 
recommend  an  increased  duty  here? 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Because  it  is  an  agricultural  product,  ana 
we  are  trying  to  give  agriculture  a  little  help. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     And  all  yardsticks  of  pro- 

tecUon  were  removed.  T>hin.^ 

Mr  SACKETT.  The  bulk  of  hemp  comes  in  from  the  1  mnp- 
plnes,'  so  It  would  not  affect  them  at  all,  anyway  

Mr.  SMOOT.     No;  Italy  is  the  place  from  which  »t  com^. 

Mr  BLAINE.  Mr.  President  my  informaUon  is  that  97  per 
cent  of  the  imports  come  from  Italy,  and  not  from  the  Philip- 
pine Islands.  ^     ..    ,      _«*w 

Answering  the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  with 
respect  to  the  reason  for  the  differential  between  2  and  3% 
cents,  my  Information  from  the  tariff  experts  Is  that  there  is  a 
Seat  loM  in  the  hackling  of  the  hemp,  and  they  have  estimated 
It  at  IV2  cents.    That  is  the  processing  of  the  hemp. 

Mr  SMOOT.  It  Is  true,  Mr.  President,  that  there  is  that 
.ilffprence  and  always  has  been  the  difference  of  a  cent,  but 
SeflSt  amendment  increased  the  rate  from  IM.  to  2  cents.  The 
Suo  as  provided  by  the  Finance  Committee  is  correct.  The  ^ly 
thing  we  are  to  decide  Is  whether  we  want  to  increase  the  rate 
from  m  to  2  cents  on  hemp  and  hemp  tow. 

Mr  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  before  we  vote  I  merely  de- 
sire to  s^wlth  reference  to  this  item,  which  the  Senator  from 
Sl^tnckv  savs  is  a  case  where  we  could  help  the  farmer  some- 
w£St  th^at  we  producf  a  thousand  tons  annually  The  statis- 
Sc?  I  have  show  that  the  domestic  pr<.duction  and  the  Importa- 
li^ns  ha ve^n  about  the  same  through  a  long  period  of  years. 
We  import  1374  tons. 


It  does  seem  to  me  that  since  this  Item  was  on  the  free  list 
in  tariff  bill  after  tariff  biU  we  could  forego  this  great  increase 
for  the  benefit  of  the  farmers  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  u-ant  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  raising  of  hemp  is  a  farming  industry 
and  is  very  valuable  to  the  people  who  are  ^^^«fZJ^^^^  . 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  is  misinformed  as  to 
the  total  production  in  the  United  States.  Kentudcy  at  one 
time  had  40,000  acres  in  hemp.  My  o\\'n  State  had  f rt.m  «,ow 
to  12,000  acres  a  year,  depending  upon  the  year  Presently  re 
has  1.700  acres  in  hemp,  which  of  course  produces  a  much 
larger  tonnage  than  that  to  which  the  Senator  has  referred. 

Mr  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  permit, 
the  statistics  I  cited  were  from  the  Tariff  Commission  and  are 
quite  up  to  date,  showing  that  a  thousand  tons  are  produced 
annually  and  that  that  has  been  the  production  for  a  number 

^  Mr^BLAINB.  The  information  I  have  Is  from  the  growers 
themselves,  an  inventory  taken  from  the  growers.  Of  course, 
it  is  a  farm  product— it  is  a  valuable  Industry.  I  do  not  know 
that  til-  tariff  is  going  to  benefit  It  to  any  great  «tent,  because 
I  know  that  there  are  certain  substitutes  which  have  displaced 
hemp  in  commercial  use;  but,  though  that  may  be,  it  is  a 
farm  croi>-It  is  a  valuable  farm  croi>-for  those  who  grow  it. 

It  can  only  be  grown  on  a  certain  type  of  soU  and  there  Is 
much  of  that  8<iil  in  the  United  States.  It  m?an8  that  plants 
must  be  erected  where  the  hemp  is  grown  and  oif^ated  locally. 
The  hemp  is  a  very  bulky  material.  It  pUes  high.  1  ke  corn- 
stalks, or  corn  fodder,  and  the  Industry  that  processes  the  hemp 
must  be  located  where  the  hemp  Is  ^ro^"-         .     ._    -  ^  „  .__ 

It  was  only  the  other  day  that  we  placed  a  tariff  of  ?6  a  ton 
on  certain  soybean  oil  cake  and  meal,  to  the  detriment  of  the 
dairy  farmers  on  the  Pacific  coast  and  the  Atlantic  coast,  merely 
for  the  benefit  of  one  single  processer,  as  I  l^^f^^l,^„^; 
State  of  Illinois,  and  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  da  ry  P/<>J»^'; 

I  feel  about  this  tariff  exactly  as  I  do  abo"^  many  of  the 
farm  tariffs.  I  doubt  if  It  will  l>e  of  any  benefit  whatever  to 
the  hemp  grower,  but  in  the  zeal  to  impose  high  tariff  jatej 
upon  farm  products,  this  one  product  alone  should  not  be  picked 
out  as  the  victim  for  a  low  tariff.    That  is  the  only  proposition 

I  have  to  make  to  the  Senate.  e^,,«f«r 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Mr.  President,  may  I  say  to  the  ^"ator 

that  he  is  so  enthusiastic,  and  his  argument  is  «;?d  with  so 

much  logic,  and  he  has  spoken  with  such  eloquence,  that  I  with- 

draw  my  objection.  ,^  ,     _^   „^n-i„» 

Mr.   COPELAND.     Mr.   President,   to   me   it     s  an   amasing 
thing  that  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  having  this  matter 
in  hind  has  confessed  that  there  was  no  principle  involved,  that 
Sere  was  nothing  at  stake,  that  there  was  no  reason  for  the 
amlSdment  except  that  hemp  has  the  nameof  being  an  a«rl^^^ 
tural  nroduct     The  industry  is  practically  dead,  very  UtUe  hemp 
s  ralSbere ;  it  is  brought  In  from  abroad  to  make  the  warp  of 
clJJe?^   tl^  nk  is  of  tbe%hlps.  haU  rugs.  a»«le  runners    uphol^ 
afirv    and  belt  webbing     It  is  perfectly  absurd  to  think  that 
Stise  R  h^i  the  namf  of  an  a^c^Uural  product  the  commit^ 
^S Xuld  live  receded  from  a  principle  involved    n  writing  m 
Uriff  WIU  Md  proposed  to  give  this  article  protection    Increas- 
Sg  the  cost  of  all  thSTcoramon  things  simply  be.-au«e  hemp  has 
Z  namTof  an  article  supposed  to  be  raised  on  the  farm,  but 
in  this  ea^e  hardly  raised  at  all  . 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment. 
The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

PBOHIBITION    ENTOaCEMEKT    (B.   OOC.    NO.    88) 

Mr    HARRIS      Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the 
RBcoan  the  repiy  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  Senate 

Resolution  153.  ^  %^,  ^i      ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 
There  being  no  objection,  the  reply  was  ordered  to  be  printed 

in  the  Rkokd. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows. 

(8.  Doc.  No.  88,  71«t  Cong.,  Ist  aesa.] 
FCNDB  Expended  fob  the  EKroacKMSNT  or  the  Psomsmos  Act 

I.rPrKK    FBOM    THE    8ECBETABI    OF    THE    imMAMCmY    TKAKSIflTTIllO,    tN    ■»• 

^PONSK  TO  SENAT.  BSSOLUTION   SO.   IM.  CEKTAIM   I«roB»IATION    BELATIV. 

TOTHS   SXPKND.TUBK   OF    MOSET   AFPEOPWATED   Mt   THE   FIEST   AND   OC- 

^D    UEFICKNCT    APPEOPBIATIOH    ACT   OF  IM.    FOE   THE    .H FO.C.M.1IT  09 

THE    PBOH.B.T.OS    ACT  T.EAStBT    DEPABTM.KT, 

Wa*hino1om,  Xorember  a.  t9t». 

The  PBE8IDEXT  OF  THS   UsrrW)   STATES    Sesatb  ^      „        ,    ^,  ,^_     _ 

8,r  In  accordance  with  the  provUion.  of  Senate  Reaolutlon  153.  I 
am  ^anlltnng  ben^witb  a  memorandum  of  Novomber  15,  l^^^-  '-» 
X  Commissioner  of  Prohibition,  fumlahlng  the  Information  caled  for 
lytbe  reaoluUon  la  cono«cUon  with  the  addiUonal  amount  for  the  en- 
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forrraient  of  the   prohlbttlon   act  appropriated   by   the  flnt   deficiency 
appropriiitioii  act  approved  March  4,  1029. 

~-~  I  bare  also  had  prepared  and  am  Inclosing  to  yon  a  memorandnm 
of  November  15,  191*9.  from  the  Commiaaioner  of  Cuatoms,  wltb  at- 
tached statementa  abuwing  the  use  made  of  the  apropriation  of  $707,860 
contained  in  the  aecond  deficiency  appropriation  act  approved  March  4, 
1929.  The  piirpoMe  of  this  appropriation  waa  the  prevention  of  amug- 
gllng.  including  intoxicating  beverageti.  Tbia  latter  statement  is  not 
called  for  by  tbe  reaolotion,  bat  1«  being  forwarded  for  tbe  information 
of  tbe  Senate  in  that  connection. 
Rettpectfally, 

A.    W.    MILLON. 

Secretary  of  the  Trtatury. 


TSKASnaT   DaPABTMBNT, 

BCREAU   or  COSTOM8, 

^  Waahington,  November  IS,  I9t9. 

MiiKHuxDrif  roa  DuonsccBrrAKT  mills  from  the  commissioner  or 

CrSTOMS 

In  accordance  with  yoar  reqneat,  there  is  8ubmitt<>d  herewith  sta- 
tlatlaal  data  pertaining  to  tbe  Customs  Service  in  connection  with  the 
reaolution  introdtici.>d  In  tbe  Senate  by  Senator  Habbis.  Tbe  resolution 
aaks  only  for  information  In  connection  with  tbe  deficiency  appropria- 
tion for  tbe  enforcement  of  the  national  prohibition  act,  and  does  not 
call  for  any  data  as  far  as  the  Customs  Service  la  concerned. 

Tbe  sum  of  $707,860  appropriated  for  tbe  Cuatoms  Service  in  tbe  aec- 
ond deficiency  appropriation  act  has  been  allocated  to  13  of  tbe  land 
border  districts  and  to  the  customs  agency  service.  Tbe  attached  state- 
iQent  shows  tbe  districts  to  which  the  funds  have  been  allocated,  the 
number  of  additional  employees  assigned  in  each  district,  and  tbe  total 
sum  allocated. 

There  are  also  attaebed  statements  showing  seisures  for  violations  of 
the  customs  laws  In  tbe  customs  districts  in  question  for  tbe  various 
periods  mentioned  In  tbe  Harris  resolution. 

There  is  also  attached  a  statement  ba.<«ed  on  Canadian  customs  records 
showing  the  amount  of  alcoholic  beverages  cleared  from  Canadian  ports 
to  tbe  United  States. 

F.  X.  A.  Eble. 

Cusea  of  alcoholie  beveraget  cleared  for  the  United  State*  from  Canadian 
euatomhoiuea  opposite  the  Detroit  area 


May 

Jana 
July. 


1«» 


Cuft 
125.399 
147,209 
108,533 


1929 


Com* 
08.991 
48,830 
53,892 


Angost 

September 
October... 


1921 


Case* 
14^748 
154.439 
103^773 


19» 


Cat* 
5^520 
48.S26 
43,400 


Mmforts  of  aleohoUe  htveragea  from  all  Canada  to  the  United  Btatea 


May 

Jane 
July. 


1928 


1929 


Oa/toiu  i  OaUom 

487,  3«5  I  282,  239 

473,301  I  253,203 

504,9(5  239.206 


August 

8ept«mb«r. 


1928 


GaUvua 
551,  749 
519,800 


1929 


Gallon* 
322,785 
362^978 


Statement  of  the  additional  amount  appropriated  by  the  aecond  deftciency 
approftriatitm  act  approved  March  4,  1929,  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
natit/iial  prohibition  act 


Administrative  district 

.  Number 
1  ofaddi- 
Headquartars  ports    '    tional 
employees 
1  assigned 

Total  sums 
allocated 

No.  2,  Vermont 

No.  7,  St.  Lawranoa 

No.  9,  BufTslo... 

St.  Albans.  Vt 

Ofdensburg.  N.  Y.... 
Buffalo,  N.  Y 

15 
18 
27 
30 

9 
10 
10 
U 
15 
IS 
10 

4 
04 
15 
.... 

144.700 
52,050 
01. 150 
79,700 
21.900 
23.300 
21.700 
43..S80 
40,700 
47.900 
28,!«0 
11.250 

160,730 

63,000 

8,900 

No.  18.  Florida 

No.  23,  San  Antonio 

No.  24,  EI  Paso 

No.  26,  Arisona 

Tampa.  Fla 

San  Antonio,  Tax 

El  Paso,  Tex 

Nogales,  Arii 

Los  Angeles,  CaliL.... 
Seattle.  Wash. 

No.  27.  I,o8  Angeles 

No.  30,  Washington 

No.  33.  Montana  and  Idaho 

Oreat  Falls.  Mont 

Pembina.  N.  Dak 

Duluth.  Minn 

Detroit.  Mich 

No.  34,  Dakou 

No.  36,  Duluth  and  Soperior 

No    .W,   \fi<.hipn 

Costoms  acancy  aarvlca 

Balance 

Total  amoont  appropriatad  lor 
the  Customs  SvvioaL 

707,860 

1 

All  of  tbe  sams  arc  available  for  expenditure  daring  the  fiscal  year 
•Ddlnc  Jane  SO.  1930. 


Btafement  of  teimtree  made  under   the   cuttomt   (atoa   for   the  periods 

indicated 

DuraiCT  NO.  3;  RKADquARraas,  pobt  st.  albans,  vt. 


Apri  1 

Maj 

JUM 

July 

August 

Septimber.. 
Oct(<)er 

Total. 


Apri 
Ma> 
Ja!M . 
July 
Auictst 

Sept  irnber .... 

Octf+)er  '. 

Total. 


Septi  imber. 

Odoser 

Novi  raber. 
December.. 


Januiry.. 
Fehriary. 
Mar<h.... 


April. 

MayT. 

June 

July. 

Aurat 

SepU  mber. 

Octoier 


Apri! 
Mayl 


Jsnuiiry.. 
Febri  lary 


Mank 


November  19 


Period 


1« 


Liquors, 

wines, 
beers, 
alcohol 


Oallont 
348 
2,598 
1,224 
9,371 
3,781 
3,045 
^283 


Auto- 
mobiles 


Number 
7 
21 
21 
22 
33 
27 
28 


1929 


1928 


1929 


22.650 


Boats 


Num- 
ber 


159 


98 

7,788 

3^157 

3,938 

19,278 

1^408 


49,660 


3 
8 
17 
19 
33 
17 


97 


3,045 
2,283 
3,309 
1.306 


2,498 
7,319 
8,809 


Total 23,443 


27 
28 
21 
IS 


113 


DISTRICT   MO.  7;    HEADQUARTERS.  BORT  OGDEMSBURO.  K.  T. 


1928 


Total. 


1939 


June 
July 
Augdst 

Septi  mber 

Octo)er  '. 


Total. 


SepUmber. 

Ocfo  )er 

November. 
Decetnber.. 


1928 


1939 


Total. 


4  776 
1.810 
6.654 
6,683 
.\967 
M22 
2;788 


31.800 


3,234 
4.39$ 

7,604 
7,518 
7,088 
31884 


20 

26 
50 
84 
82 
40 
£0 


300 


24 
37 
44 
98 

72 
36 


33,716 


272 


^122 
2,788 

5,bl4 
7,870 


3,100 
i273 
l.tt0 


301206 


40 

SO 
38 
27 


28 
15 
18 


22 


33 


225 


19 


DISTRICT  NO.  »;   HEADQUARTERS,    PORT   BUVTALO,    N.   T. 


1938 


AprU 
May. 
June  J. 
July. 
Augufct. 

Septe  nber 

Octoier 


Total. 


Af*il 

May. 

June. 

July- 

.\ugi*t. 

SepU  [nber. 

Octoier'. 

Total. 


1929 


3.068 
18,498 
12,623 
7.799 
7,788 
3,653 
7,299 


60,726 


10 
15 
10 
21 
19 
13 
18 


Ri  iport  not  received. 


1,015 
1,423 
a;  855 
2,456 

4,761 
:^681 


15,191 


106 


6 
7 
8 
5 
18 
18 


62 


3 

5 

6 

8 

27 

12 

25 


86 


5 
15 
25 
15 
20 
23 


103 


Appraised 
value,  all 

other 
seisarsi 


$1 


143  43 

602  20 

12.00 

1,548.39 

362.00 

36.60 

133.45 


,817.97 


h4.00 

3.90 

64.74 

180.00 

&25 

17193 


002  82 


36.50 

133.  4S 

34.16 

80.67 


930.85 

3,383.97 

18.87 


4.574.47 


1327.00 
555.30 
534.25 

711.80 

740.70 

1.285lOO 

1.509.85 


5^723.80 


147.29 
62.80 
1,126.00 
84&H5 
436.25 
301.55 


S;  812  70 


1,285.00 

1,  569.  85 

892.00 

16a  48 


37.26 

1,051.80 

609.92 


5,606.31 


$426.00 
1,  212  28 


53Z37 
597.00 
425.00 
092.50 


3,885.12 


71.38 
48.00 

295.28 
44.09 
44.76 

723.41 


1,226.90 
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Kattm.e>tt    at   aeizurea   maJe    under    tke   cuntonu    laws    for    the   pcriode 
***'**^        '  ««dir«t.d— Continu.d 

DISTBKT  NO.  »;  HKADQl  ARTERS,  PORT  BrFTALO,  N.  Y.— Continued ^ 


Period 


Liquors,  i 
wines,    '     Auto- 


1928 


September 

October  

November 

December 


1939 


beers, 
alootud 


mobiii 


Boats 


Appraised 
value,  all 

other 
seiiun* 


January... 
February. 
March... 


Total. 


GaHen* 

3.653 

7,290 

8,  OK 

13,899 

2,284  I 
4.904 


Numbtr  LNumber 


13 
18 
30 

n 

19 
7 
8 


12 
25 
13 
19 

S 

M 

3 


$425.00 
092.50 
230.00 
701  00 

483.00 

aaaoo 

324.45 


Statement   of  aeizure,    made   under   the   customs    lava    for   the   perioda 

indicated — Continued 

nSTRKT  NO.  14;  HEADQl  ARTERS.  PORT  EL  PASO,  TBI.-COnlinued 


Period 


1939 


38,179 


113 


3,075.95 


DIsnRlTT  NO.  18;  HEAI>Qr  ARTER.1,  POBT  TAMPA,  PLA. 


1928 


April 

May — 

June 

July 

August 

September 

October 


Total. 


It3» 


April _ 

May -. 

Jtme 

July 

August — 

September -- 

October  ' ....— 


33,595 
9.174 

15,677 
5,243 
1.002 
1,523 
3,415 


9 

6 

7 
8 

21 


43 
17 
17 
19 
14 
3 
10 


09,  029 


41 


123 


$10,23142 
380.08 
26199 

19110 

1,683.87 

40.74 

360.12 


ApriL 

May 

June 

July 

AUffOSt 

September 

October' 


Liqirars. 
wines, 
beers, 
alcohol 


Total. 


1928 


September... 

October 

November... 
December 


1939 


13,048.32 


Total. 


mB 


fi«»ptemher- 

October 

^ovem^er. 
December.. 


lfl«9 

U 

3.624 

24 

3,867 

8 

1752 

11 

1185 

2S 

1,093 

18 

14 

28 
19 
22 
13 
10 


1939 


January... 
February. 
March... 


Tota^- 


22.509 


1,523 

3,415 

3.451 

13,117 


8,136 

10,027 

6,955 


46,624 


91 


1 

8 

9 

14 


11 

14 
24 


I0« 


3 
10 

7 
94 


18 
37 

22 


134.33 
131.70 
99.80 
60.57 
33.05 
71.40 


January 

Febrnary. .. 
March 


OaUena 
3B3 

Ml 
731 
404 
530 

540 


Auto- 
mobiles 


Boats 


'  Appraised 
value,  all 

other 
aeituree 


Number 

5 

7 

5 

10 

11 

10 


\Number 


3,700 


(13a  00 

1.309. 

1131. 
232.90 
8fiO.  50 
543.50 


... 


6.507  00 


577 
830 
7G0 

g» 


773 
810 
46» 


13  k 

10 

38 


9 
19 


Total. 


5.138 


98 


DISTRICt  NO.   aa;   HEADQUARTiraS.   PORT  HOQAHS.    ARIZ. 


81 


121 


S30.85 


40.74 
260.12 
140.50 
162.60 


1,090.00 
680.27 
218.16 


Mas 

April 

May 

Jime — - 

July 

.August. 

Septemhar 

October 


Total. 


toso 


3,192.39 


MhTBirr  MO.   23;   HEADOUARTEBS,   POBT  SAM  ANTONIO,   TEX. 


1938 

AprU 

May 

June — 

July 

.\iifrust — 

September 

October 


Total. 


AkU. 


1939 


June 

July 

August 

l^ptember 

October' 


948 
632 
044 
164 
637  i 
066  [ 
900  : 


7 
15 
14 
10 
12 
7 
8 


6,281 


502 
963 
576 
2,028 
5M 


73 


Total. 


1938 


14 
7 
10 
14 
IS 
19 


$1.680  41 

565.73 
9,006.75 

:««.  96 
1,941.59 

207.84 

94a  ZO 


April 

May 

June 

July 

.\ugust 

September. 
October  '— 


40 
Si3 
» 
«3 

Si 

18 

45 


5   

3   

3  

3  

8   

2  

I  I.... 


280 


19 


29 
36 
IS 

44 

M 


Total. 


1928 


September. 

October 

November. 
December.. 


1999 


January 

February 

March 


440 


21    . 


18 
46 

as 

88 


46 
13 
27 


3< 

ll 

1  ! 

8 


11735.48 


55a  00 

2oaoo 

136.40 

38a  91 

637.33 

1,473.81 


5,182 


79 


3,38145 


Sep  tern  ber. 

October 

November. 
December.. 


1939 


January 

February 

March 


Total - 


1,056 
900 
357 

3,347 


698 
820 
728 


7 

8 

7 

23 


21 

7 

17 


207.84 

94a  20 

333.M 

43,292.37 


1,341  10 
1,812  48 
6, 272.  82 


Total - 


270 


14 


DISTRICT  NO.  27;  HEADQUARTERS,  PORT  LOS  ANGELE8,  CaLIT. 


Aprfl 

May 

June 

July 

August 

September — 
Ociol>er 


1928 


Total- 


180 

3 

638 

.77 

118 

IS 

4BX 

S9D 

162 

12 

7.906 


90 


53,  202.  95 


MSTRirr  BO 


1928 


April 

May 

Jime 

July 

August 

September.. ..... 

October 


Total 

I  Report  not  received. 


.  J4;  HEADQUARTERS,  PORT  EL  PASO, 

TEI. 

S18 

1 
10   

$519.  25 

790 

13   

97.00 

»»»•••••—•——•»—• 

463 

7   

5.32100 

844 

10 



1,417.25 

650 

13 

«96.25 

577 

13 

341.00 

""■"■"■'"*■'■■■■       "* 

820 

13 

206.00 

16t>2 

^  1 

8, 700.  75 

1929 

April - 

May 

June — 

July. 

August - 

September 

October » 


Total - 


1938 


September 

October 

November 

Deoeuiber .. 

JaDuar>- 

Febniary 

March 


1929 


341.00 

20b.  00 

9.50 

300.00 


31.00 

153.00 

94.00 


1.023  50 


$17.50 
93  40 

118.00 
407.00 

92.50 
13a  SO 

25.00 


883.90 


3  \'".'"... 

991.00 
00.00 

1 1:::::::: 

31  90 

101.  OC 

25.00 

1,198.90 


130.50 
35.00 
09.50 

133.00 


11100 

2.50 

2,030.25 


2,48175 


299.50 
72.64 
19Z25 
160.00 
10,lia56 
137.00 


la  976.  30 


121.00 
327.00 
279.50 
266.40 
106.75 
43.50 


Tnlal. 


'  Report  not  received. 
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gtatememt   of  teixmret   made  under   the  euatom*   lav»   for   the  periodt 

indicated — Continued 


Dnnurr  no.  ao:  headquabtkiu,  pobt  sbattlc. 

WASH. 

Period 

Liqaar^ 
wtnes, 
beers, 
alcohol 

Auto- 
mobiles 

Boats 

Appra>sad 
value,  all 

other 
seisuies 

1938 

JC-:::::::;::::::;:;:::::::;::;:::;: 

hXB» .^ 

July ~ 

Aucost 

8ept«mb«r 

October 

Goifon* 

153 
733 
244 
130 
3S5 
185 
271 

A'i.»*er 
8 
5 
4 
4 
7 
5 
5 

^MiMter 

1 

i" 

$2m  00 
101.83 

uMk  do 

4,  247.  75 

782  50 

7,038.30 

ToUi 

2,080 

38 

3 

1%  094.  80 

1939 
AprU 

fl(0 

02 

430 

176 

80 

337 

* 

%S9L33 

45.25 

£uy;;.;::::  :::.::  :::::..: 

jiS  :::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::: 

78,185.40 
1,435.20 
1.370.15 
4,985.85 

Jnly         

August 

S«ptenihar 

October' 

Total 

1,006 

24 

88,509.  18 

1938 

6«pteraber 

OctoN»r 

November 

Dwember 

185 
V\ 
533 
213 

HI 
198 
101 

5 
6 
9 
2 

3 
3 

1 

1 

782.50 
7,Q8&a0 

733.50 
1,004.36 

SO  80 

1999 
'anuary 

February 

March 

18,7Q&4S 
5,334.20 

Total 

1.010 

2S 

2 

33,  Sn.  30 

DurnucT  NO.  as;  BBADorASTxaa,  port  grkat  rAixs,  Mom 

NOB 

fSt:::n::;:;::::::;::;:~:::::::::: 

557 
648 
31618 
1.043 
594 
738 
2S» 

6 
18 

10 
8 

11 
0 

8 

828a  00 
380i00 

A««09it""r"I""™III"IIIIIIIIII"IIl 

974.00 
875.00 

Beptambar 

October 

Total 

0.453 

65 

2,470.00 

IflOB 
April 

9 

1 

509 

584 

1,081 
490 

1 
3 

7 
10 
11 

5 

htv .-.:.::::: 

Jm 

25  00 

JvXy. 

730.00 

Aaieiist 

1,824.00 

September 

October! 

Total 

Z7M 

37 

2,579.00 

MM 
Saptamher 

738 
2S9 
504 
339 

404 
3;  948 

347 

6 
8 
9 

7 

8 

1 
1 

October 

November 

137.00 

December 

1939 

January 

February •. 

March 

64a  00 

TotaL 

5,617- 

38 

777.00 



DUTlUn  MO.  34;  HBADQI-AITXBS,  PORT  PEMBINA,  N.  DAK. 

1928 
April 

8 
47 
07 
187 
31 
29 
24 

4 

3 

137.08 

tKy.....:::...: ::::::::::::::::::::: 

June. 

July 

3 



Aagujt .... 

September 

1 

72&10 

October 

Total 

3B3 

10 



75118 

1939 

Apr*. 

5 
10 
34 
77 
230 
43 

3 

122.34 

Way :.:.;;;;::;:::: 

Jane 

i 

3 
6 
3 



01.02 

ZTaoo 

401.93 
415.54 

July 

AuTBt 

Saptwnber 

October! 

Total. 

306 

14 

1.30a73 

!•» 

September.. 

39 
34 
33 
30 

7%.  10 

October 

1 
1 

NoTamhar. . 
Daoambar... 

03X80 
40.10 

Stat^fnent  of  $eiruret   made   under   the  cuttomt    latoa   for   the  perioda 

indicated — Continued 

DISTRICT  MO.  34;  HCADQUARTRRS,  POBT  PEMBINA,  N.  DAK.— COntinOad 


Januay.. 
Februiry 


Mard 


Total. 


April 

Nfay. 

June. 

July. 

Augii^ 

Septeiiber 

Octob-r 


Total. 


April 

May 

Jane. 

July. 

Augu^ 

Septal  iber. 

Octobi '. 


Total. 


Septeiiber 

OcUtbiT... 

Novel  iber. 
Decen  bw. 


Januaiy.. 
Februiry 


March. 


April 

May. 

June 

July. 

August 

Septen  ber 

October'. 

n  otal. 


Septen  ber . 

Octobe' 

Novem  ber. 
Decern  >cr.. 


Januar  -.. 
Februa  y 


March 


of  the 

amoun^t 

a 

inclo8« 

this 

/i»ei^«Mr0 
flcU 
work 


November  19 


Period 


1939 


Liquors, 

wines, 

beers, 

alcohol 


Oallon* 
7 
8 
6 


136 


Auto- 
mobiles 


Kumber 

r 

3 


Boats 


Number 


Appraised 

value,  all 

other 

seitures 


$15.00 
33.15 


1, 467.  15 


DISTRICT  NO.   3«;  HSADQCARTERS,   POBT  DULUTH,    MINN. 


1028 


1020 


10 
18 
U 
S7 
130 
356 
36 


518 


3 
13 
19 

38 
SI 
37 


1938 


1929 


otal. 


115 


355 

35 

886 

4 


1.197 


80.00 
35.06 


34.00 


43.79 


43.75 


36lOO 


25.00 


DISTRICT  NO.  38;  REACQUARTERS,  PORT  DETROIT.  MICH. 


April. 

May. 

June. 

July. 

Aogusl 

Septen  ber 

Octob<r 


1928 


"otal. 


1020 


1998 


1939 


lotal. 


30,031 
24.597 
26.521 
21.479 
30.070 
2a  %4 
55.723 


51 
50 
85 
04 
54 
44 
71 


100.504 


9.972 
12,800 

8,805 
21,811 

8,500 
14,518 


440 


70,155 


20t304 
55.723 

18,275 
10,404 


10,180 
15.742 
10,994 


123,338 


32 
37 
22 
17 
18 
20 


18 
18 
20 


10 

1 

10 


80 


$13,  273.  77 

1,227.00 

.VK.  .S8 

547.  20 

630.  4.S 

1, 502.  14 

2,522.55 


2a  217. 00 


146 


44 

71 
61 
37 


33 

47 
47 


330 


34 
35 
33 
47 
60 
43 


252 


1 

10 

2 

3 


23 


323.00 

406.50 
25i87 
125.13 
47a  34 
1,460.61 


3,107.45 


1,502L14 
2,52Z55 
1,023.78 
1,563.04 


2,360.78 
.503.62 
738.28 


la  780. 19 


Repjort  not  received. 

TrEASUKT    DEPABT.MBXT, 

BuREAD  or  Prohibition. 
"Waahington,  :Sovemher  /•>,  /.<»». 

UEMORANDl'M    FOR  GOVXRNOR    LOWM.VN 

I  hi*ve  to  refer  to  Senate  Resolution  No.  153,  directing  the  Secretary  , 
Treasury  to  furnl.sh  information  In  connection  with  the  additional ' 
for  the  enforcement  of  the  national  prohibition  act,  as  amended, 
pproi^iated   by  the  first  deficiency  act,  approved   March  4,   1929.   and 
the  following  for  transmission  to  the  Senate  in  compliance  with 
resolution  : 

^- — Chart   showing  the  total  sum  allocated  from   the  first 
deflcleucy  appropriation  to  each  adminlstratiTe  district  for  enforcement 
1  hercio,  available  for  oae  from  March  4.  1929.  to  June  30,  19.10. 


INIM 


1929 
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This  chart  also  shows  the  number  of  additional  employees  assigned 
to  or  employed  in  enforcement  work  in  each  adminlstratiTe  district 
since  March  4,  1920,  under  such  additional  awoprlation. 

Incloaure  i.—A  statement  of  enforcement  work  performed  In  each 
administrative  district  for  each  calendar  month  from  April  1,  1929.  to 
November  1,  1929. 

InrUtaure   S. — Enforcement    work    performed    from    April    1.    19-».    to 

November  1.  1928. 

Inelosure  4.— Kiiforcemcnt  work  performed  from  OctolMT  1,   19-8,  to 

March  31.  1U29.  ^         s         ^    u„ 

iHcloaure  S.—\  »«ppl<'mentary  report  showmj?  work  performed  by 
special  agents  from  July  1.  1928.  to  8«»ptember  30.  1929. 

The  volume  of  work  from  April  1.  lO.'S,  to  October  31.  1928.  was 
greater  than  the  volume  of  work  for  the  same  period  In  1929.  The  qual- 
ity of  the  work  during  the  1929  period,  however,  showed  marked  Im- 
provement over  thi>  102«  p.riod.  due  to  the  Governments  policy  of 
concentrating  on  Investigative  work.  j    jj    Doua-n.  Commiaaioner. 

ItitUibution  of  the  first  deficiency  opproprwtion,  ibt»-SO ,  $l,719fiSi 


Dittrlbutto*  o/tt«  fira  itfltienct  apprapriithn,  f^»9-V),  $l,7l9,m-Cont\nn»i 


District  number  and  name 


12.  Columbus.  Ohio 

13.  Chicago,  lU 

14.  St.  Paul.  Minn 


District  number  and  name 


1.  Boston.  Ma.<!S - 

2.  New  York,  \.  Y 

3.  Buffalo.  N.  Y 

4.  Newark,  N.J — 

5.  Philadelphia,  Pa ■ 

0.  Pittsburgh.  Pa 

7.  Haltiniore,  .Md — - • 

li.  Kichmoud.  Va. -~. 

0.  Savannah.  Oa 

10.  New  Orleans.  La 

11.  Louisville,  Ky - 

1  De<Tea.ses  shown  wnwed  by  transferring  agents  to  new  disUKit. 


Increa.<«  to 

budgets 

available  for 

e-t[ienditure. 

Mar.  4,  1929, 

to  June  30, 

1030 

JO0.7S0 
.19.  7.VI 
Xi,ti6!i 
34.520 
36.304 
19,  (»« 
41.424 
41,424 
63,920 
43,208 
7X  492 


.Additional  enfaroe- 
menl  employees 
since  Mar.  4, 1920 


IncTease    Decrease' 


2 

21 

5 

15 
1 
3 

17 
8 

11 
5 

17 


Topeka,  Kaiis. 

St.  Ix)uis.  Mo .... 

Fort  Worth.  Tei 

Denver,  Colo 

Helena,  Mont 

Seattle,  AVash 

21.  San  Francisco,  Calif 

22.  Los  Angeles,  Calif 

2S.  lionolulu,  Hawaii 

24.  San  Joan,  P.  R 

25.  Detroit,  Mich 

36.  Albany.  N.  Y 

27.  Salt  Lake  City. 


Increase  to 

budgets 

available  for 

expenditure. 

Mar.  4. 1929, 

to  June  30, 

1930 


Additional  enforce- 
ment einpkjyees 
since  Mar.  4.  1929 


Increaas 


«aai712 
51,780 
39,796 
46,060 
321852 
81,068 
27,610 
45,530 
34,530 
34.530 
41.424 
.32.  852 
24.  164 
44.876 
27.616 


Subtotal,  districts. 
52.  Sjiecial  agents'  force 


989,038 
401,900 


Subtotal - 


Adjustments  of  salaries  in  accordance  with  the 

estiTTiates 

liissemination  of  information — 

Reserve  for  emergencieH  in  lieu  of  reserve  from 
regular  appropriation  for  fiscal  years  1929  and 
1030 


1, 391,  HM 


178,  IM 
5a  000 


99,904 


17 
30 
» 
14 

4 
10 

8 


5 
2 
12 
4 
0 


284 


294 
-19 


Total. 


1,  719. 054 


275 


Decrease 


9 

7 


IB 


Statement  of  number  of  arreatt,  etc.,  by 

fOB.  THE  eKRIOD   APRIL   1, 


prakibitietn  adminiatrators.  by  4iMrid* 

l»2e.   TO  OCTOPER  81,    \9T9 


District 


District  No.  1: 

.\pril 

May 

Jime 

July 

.Vugust  -- 
September. 
October!. . 


Total. 


District  No.  2: 

April 

.May 

June 

July- 

.\ugust 

September — 
October' 


Distil- 
leries 
seized 


Stills 
seited 


22 
25 

12 
29 
37 
22 


Total. 


DisUict  No.  8: 

April 

.May 

June 

July  

Aupust 

September. 
October... 


Total. 


District  No.  4: 

.\pril 

.May 

June 

July 

.\ugu.st 

September. 
October 


28 


2 
12 
5 
10 
0 
8 
8 


40 


147 


22 
8 
3 
3 


Spiirits 

seired 

(wine 

g:illons} 


4, 162.  87 
1,557.62 
1.530.00 
3,684.00 
2,846.50 
2, 045.  31 


Malt  liquor 

seized  (wine 

pallons) 


.S985.00 
5,47Z50 
.%738.50 
12, 777. 00 
26.893.62 
4. 671.  25 


41 


3 
19 

8 
15 
12 
10 

9 


76 


ia716,30 


3,647.00 
4,087.00 

12. 917.  00 
917.00 

15,  163. 00 
4.096.00 


61,  537.  87 


21,628.00 

5.70a00 

5,096.00 

5,816.00 

11.251.00 

12,70a00 


.\utos 
seiMd 


25 
24 
28 
24 
51 
10 


Value  of 
aiitos  seized 


171 


41,427.00  62,197.00 


L602.00 

1,827.00 
926.00 
018.00 

1,315.00 
OOZOO 

7,897.00 


5,402.00 
77, 17:1. 00 
73,500.00 

.12,  oir..  no 

.S3,  7B5.  00 
66,187.00 
3a  287. 00 


15,  967. 00 


Total. 


5: 


District  No 

April 

May 

June 

July 

.\ugust 

September 
October  '.. 


Total. 


12 


36 

:w 

14 
20 
20 
34 
27 


171 


10 
21 
20 
22 

28 

7 


11 


106 


350,290.00 


9, 641. 75 
19, 121. 12 
34,064.08 
la  112.  18 
17,368.50 
15,04Z00 
12, 189.  75 


40 

at 

33 
10 
11 
14 


87,415.00 
10,083.00 
14, 735. 00 

izueo.oo 

28,974.00 
9,035.00 


Boats  or 

launches 

setaed 


Value  of 

boats  or 

launches 

seized 


Person.-; 
arrested 
by  Fed- 
eral ()ro- 
hibition 
ofBcers 


1 


Persons 
arresteil 
b>  state 
onir'ers  as- 
sist eri  by 
Federal 
ofiioerc 


Persons 
arrested 
bv  Slate 
unicers  on 
Informa- 
tion fur- 
nished by 
Federal 
officers 


Proaeeti- 
tions  ill 
Federal 
court 
recom- 
mende-l 


77,302.00 


132 


6 
8 
12 
13 
9 
6 
6 


38,150.00 

14, 750. 00 

15,  250. 00 

3.300.00 

8. 97.V  00 

7,6saoo 


8, 928.  87 
13,  527.  26 
34,182.62 

9,  .M9.  75 
43, 320.  50 
2a  573. 00 
la  161.  50 


118,430.38  1       14a  243.  40 


998.37 
8,317.37 

601.87 
1, 80.V  62 
1,548.50 
3,736.87 


12, 0.58.  60 


12,771.00 
64.  57a  26 
2,936.37 
.%701.62 
n,  653.  00 
18,  778. 12 


60 


6 
14 

0 
11 

20 

5 

10 


78,075.00 


Z  925.  00 
3, 925. 00 
0.  322. 00 
5.  «H5. 00 
3.  750.  00 
3.G5O.0O 
3.000.00 


72 


8 
20 

6 
21 
15 
16 


122.40a36 


86 


29, 817.  00 


4. 8ii.  00 
15, 425.  00 

5,300.00 
18,400.00 
10,  900.  00 
12,  25a  00 

0,050.00 


82,150.00 


7, 100.  00 
18, 075. 00 

4,550.00 
21,150.00 
11,750.00 
12,175lOO 


74,  800.  00 


1  Report  not  received. 
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District 


Persons 
arrested 
by  1-ed- 
eral  pro- 
hibition 
officers 


District  No.  15: 
April 

May 

June 

JiUy 

August — 

September 

October 

Total 

District  No.  16 
April 
Klay 
June 
July--. 
August 
Feptember 
October 

Total 

Dist.ict  No.  17: 
April 
>I»y 

JUM. 

July 
Aufcust 

Bepte  tuber 
October 

Total 

District  No  18: 
April. 
May 
June 
July 

August 

September — 

October' 

Total 


Persons 
arrested 
by  SUte 
oidoers  as- 
sisted by 
Federal 
officers 


Persons 
arrested 
bv  SUte 
olArerson 
informa- 
tion fur- 
nished by 
Federal 
officers 


Proseru- 
tioQs  in 
Feileral 
court 
recom- 
mended 


District  No.  19: 
April 
May 

June 

July 

August 

September. 
October 

Total 

District  No 
April 
May 
June 
July 
Aujcast 
September 
October ' 

TotaL 


District  No 

April 

May 

Iwo* 

July 

August 

September 
October '-. 

Total 

District  No. 

.\pril 

Alay 

June 

July 

Augtist — 
September 
October... 


District  No.  23: 
April 
May 
Jom. 
July 
August 

September 

October ' 

TotaL 

»  Report  not  rect-ived. 
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SttUmni  of  numhtr  9farrut$,  He.,  6f  prok 
roB  rni  pbwod  apkil  i,  lan. 

iOMoil 

TO  ( 

adminiMrttori,  fry  <«j<r<d«— Continued 
noBKR  31.  19»— continued 

* 

District 

Distn- 
lerlsB 
seiMd 

!     Stltls 
;    <«ize(l 

1 

Spirits 
seired 
fwlne 

gAlIoos) 

Malt  liquor 

seitetl  (wine 

galioDS) 

Autoa 
:    seized 

V 
aut 

lueof 
eseised 

Boats  or 

launches 

.seized 

Value  of 
,      boats  or 
,      launches 
,       seized 

1 

•     Perwns 
Pnranna         Persons        arrested 
^^^5         arrested        by  State 
bvFirf         by  State      officers  on 
aroi  r»...      oflt  cers  as-      inforina- 
h?hition       '^*»t*<l'»-        tionfiu-- 
amri^         Feder.ll        nished  by 
°®"^     :     officers          Federal 
officers 

,               1                                       1 

Prosecu- 
tions in 
Federa. 
court 
recom- 
mended 

District  So.  M: 

April 

18 
30 
32 
M 

S 
15 

83.75 
01.75 
101.60 
0a75 
ia25 

3 
1 
2 
3 

i 

1.000.00 

3 

4 
23 

6 
10 

2 

< 

May 

4.37 

500.00 

8 

June ( 

450.00 
93a  00 

4 

July 

10 

1 

August 

1 

September 

10.75 

8 

1 

October  ' - 

1 

i 

1- 

Total 

187 

357.75 

4.37 

9 

1,880.00  1 

33 

1 

58 

District  No.  25: 

April 

13 

36 
21 

18 
30 
34 

4.405.87 

5.217.25 

5.887.00 

14. 857.  45 

13.010.50 

85.381.18 
81,572.00 
08.534.50 
64,  168. 05 

30 
55 
38 
45 

1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

1. 800.00 

179 
204 
230 
259 

287 
266 
187 

170 

May 

1,130.00 
1,815.00 
1.  585.  00 
l  47.S.  00 
1,306.50 
1.52a  00 

302 

June 

13 
2 

333 
354 
387 

July 

15  1              21 
18  1              22 

Aufwit 

123, 600. 80  i              45 

September 

18                20         2. 057. 70 
22                 21         5.000.07 

4.1.  5»t.  20 
56.028.84 

50 
50 

307 

October 

1 

105 

Total 

133 

108 

52,253.84 

522. 820.  17 

319 

10 

1.  781.  50 

1  602 

i«  !                  1 

1.614 

.,           '          . 

District  No.  20 

A|*il 

4 

6 
8 
3 

5 

4 
3 

11 
14 
10 

1,  liiO.  00 
1.537.  87 
8. 370.  75 

2.954.00 

15 

1 

i.  .550.  00 
,375.00 
.800.00 
^779  00 

93 
143 
172 
10« 
343 
158 
131 

2i 
29 
40 
26 
17 
15 
14 

125 

May 

7.831.25  1                6 
14.  284.  12                  8 

6,872.37                23 
35,  405.  75                 14 
14.055.37                 22 
12. 050  25                 15 

100 

June 

101 
173 
231 

July 

5             225.75 

August 

11 
8 

4 

0.788.37 
l,3Ua37 
1,005.37 

1.050.00 

1,  825.  00 
,75a  00 

September 

163 

October 

166 

Total 

32 

83 

2a  407. 48           04.449.11  1             103  1        4. 

.129.00 

I.IOOJ 1               165 

1.218 

1 1 : 

,        ...   .      I 

District  No.  27: 

AprU 

• 

17             753.^0 
94            561.00 
38            758.75 
17  i          38&  00  1 
30:         821.00  j 
17         1.089.75 
M            740.02  1 

755.50 
1.031.00 
Z  127.  75 
1,074.75  j 
1,090.90  1 
180.50  1 
419.87 

10 
11 
14 
9 
9 
10 
13 

1 

,  37.'>.  00 
.925.00 
,000.00 
..■iOO.OO 
.1^5.00 
.1)10.00 
.  47.S.  00 

.580.00 

«2 
134 
7* 
S» 
lOS 
M 
72 

30 
38 
43 

sa 

44 

24 
15 
14 
16 

3 

33 
3» 

09 
170 
101 

80 
178 

74 

too 

yUy 

Jane 

July 

AugUitt 

September^ 

Octotxr 

..«•.••... 

..    1 

Totirf 

» 

1«1 

&,(Ma«2            0v«Z4.87  1             711  1 

3 

•28  ,               277 

119 

na 

Uraarf  tool 

•.m 

l^4«l| 

WO^TMLM 

1.701, 004. 71  j        4.400  j  l.0» 

.MfeOi 

as 

1014.301)00 

37.1WI        7.M0 1          an 

KlIW 

ro*  thk  rcMoo  Ami  i.  i«» 

TO  OCTOagK  81.  itn 

Dtotrirt  SO.U 

April 

( 

tl  \      t.M7.m            4,  Til*. 00 
31         4.87125            4.474.00 
20       IZ0I4  M           11.120  00 
17         •.2iy.  4»           11.7«M.fl2 
2«  1      4.M«  38             4.877.00 
»'      6,01H.«3            8w240.UO 

»,        I 

30 

20'        1 

42           1 

22 

30         a 

.910  00 
t.314  00 
.919.00 
.  7V>  00 

I.  ra  00 

.  3W  00 
1,725.00 

1 

IM|                 59 
144                   04 
140                  71 
m                44 

109            n 
106             n 

113  1                07 

7 
1 
7 
7 

78 
«« 

m 

M 

140 
100 

1A4 

May 

........ .^.. ......... 

JmM. .......... ,..,.«. 

July  

AuglMt 

8ept«iDUr 

Oetubtt , J 



4 

^-- 

4±  SB,7  OR 

Total 

13 

IM)  ' 

4a  Oil   Ii7 

«w          u 

236  00 

909|               4» 

21  1             679 

District  Na  2: 

Apdl 

7» 
«7 
17 
11 
U 
« 
50 

1              ! 

5i      8.820.00  1           7.2K3.00 
10       U  200. 00:     •     7.-i«fl  00 

1 

30 :     1 

56           1 
08          3 
37            1 

35  1 
97           4 

36  3 

i.6oaoo 

.  7S5. 00 

1 

083 
975 
260 
150 
120 

983 
975 
269 
150 
129 
24.S 
255 

Mfty 

Jona ? 

4 

5.094.00             8.8K2.00 

3.  aai  00        13. 7«H.  00 

0,  IGO.  00             0.  OM.  00 

1, 703.  00          29,  eai  00 

11,501.00           13.454.00 

1.  SW5. 00 
),  6U5.  00 

:,  a)s.  00 

,  S65. 00 
V  650. 00 

July 

AUKUSt 

September 

October 

4 
4 

1 ■ 

115    

2», -- 

Total 

2S0 

27  i     48,  701. 00  1         87.  2fl6.  CO 

390         18 

s68.S.OO 

Z876  1 

3,000 

District  Na  3: 

April 

ao 
11 
a 

• 

14 
13 
M 

1                       ' 
32  1      0.204.00           55.8A4.00 

17  2, 77a  00           70, 830.  00 
25         1. 105. 00           43. 448.  00 
15         1.065.00;         04,023.00 
28        3,40a00{        71,516.00 

18  1.810.00'        44.M6  00 

19  1.  730  00  ;       104. 600. 00 

781         4 
52  1         3 
43;         1 
46  1         1 
51            1 
26  1        1 
41           2 

.,  97.1. 00 

1 

:oi              M) 

073                     2 
545    

1 

403 

576 

May 

1,950.00 
^  375. 00 
,160  00 
1,  37.5.  00 
i.  700.  00 
,275.00 

1 

June 

July 

449 

August 

501  1 
553  ' 

643j 

447 
4S6 
439 
543 

SeptMnber 

October 



Total 

M 

151       20, 943. 00  i      485,087.00 

337  '       IS 

,  8ia  00 

! 

4.012  !                83 

3.M3 

District  Na  4: 

April 

20 
10 
10 
24 
11 
22 
35 

107. 02  ;      aa  MR  CO 

1, 317.  50           53,  672.  00 
1.730.50             5,414.00 
30a  00  1         18, 512.  00 
342.  50           13, 189.  00 
i  220. 00          40, 691. 00 
4,  727. 00            4, 241.  00 

6 

:,  57,V  00 

,3oaoo 

54    

113   

117    

102   

101    

74 :; 

#in 

May 

4 
13 
17 
10 

1 

1 

64 

Joaa 

July 

August ... 

Seiitonber 

October. 

r 

1 
1 

^925.00 
.75a  00 
.325.00 
.025.00 

v3oaoo 



81 
09 
78 
01 
60 

TotaL 

1 

3  i            138 

12. 817.  12  ;       171 257. 00 

M! 

4 

.2oaoo 

1 

021  1 

1 

479 

»  Report  not  r«celT« 

fd. 

1 

1 

— 1 

1929 
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rOP.  THK  PERIOD   APRIL   1,    1B28,   TO  OCTOBEE  81,    1938— Continued 


5811 


Persona 
arrested 
by  State 
ofiicers  as- 
sisted by 
Federal 
officers 


Persons 
ameted 
by  ,<late 

offlcijrs  on 
nfnrma- 
fion  fur 

nished  by 
Federal 
officers 


Prosecu- 
tions in 
Federal 
court 
recom- 
mended 


District  No 
Ai)ril 
Aiay. 
Juno 
July 
August 
September 
October 

Total 

District  No.  13: 

.\pril 

May 

June 

July 

August 

Beptember 

October 

ToUl 


5812 

CONGRESSIONAL  R 

Stalemeitl  of  number  of  trreMtt,  tU.,  6f  pttkWtU 

tO%   THE  rEUOD  ArXIL   1,    103S,   TO   ( 

ECORD— SENATE 

a  adtMnUtTttw$,  bf  tfi«^M<— Continued 
•CTOBBB  31.  i»3»— continued 

November  19 

District 

Distil- 
leries 
seized 

St  (lis 
seized 

Spirits 

seized 

(wine 

gallons) 

Malt  liquor 

seized  (wine 

gallons) 

Antes 
seized 

1  au 

ataeof 
08  seized 

Boats  or 

launches 

seized 

Value  of 

boats  or 

launches 

seized 

Persons 

arrested 
by  Fed- 
eral pro- 
hibition 
officers 

Persons 
arrested 
by  State 
officers  as- 
sisted by 
Federal 
officers 

Persons 
arrested 

by  State 
officers  on 
informa- 
tion fur- 
nished by 
Federal 
officers 

Prtieecti" 

tioa'!  in 
Federal 
court 
rec-om- 
mended 

District  No.  14: 

April 

38 
U 
19 
17 
23 

ao 

13 

» 
39 
25 
22 
23 
15 
31 

4.05182 
3, 04a  55 
2.230.64 
2,240.65 
3.256.00 
2.  197.  37 
4.392.43 

848.00 
2.433.70 

3.  210.  76 
1. 678.  51 
3.328.13 

4.  750. 01 
2,  145.  52 

18 

W.  940. 00 
3.050.00 

5.  545.  00 

6,  510.  00 
8, 155.  00 
5,  210.  00 
0.  300.  00 

236 
243 
2ri9 
229 
355 

2n» 

272 

84 
84 
62 
106 
55 
32 
67 

25 

4 
11 

54' 

M 

Nfiy 

10 
13 
16 
10 

17  t 

200 

June 

'    July 

Aomist 

Septumber 

October 

Toud 

130 

173 

23,028.45 

18,393.66 

HO 

15,710.00 

1,683 

480 

206 

209 

District  So.  15: 

'     April 

45 
46 

9 
10 
32 
30 
30 

21 
IS 
36 
S 
22 
19 
13 

1. 405. 00 
1, 776.  56 

777.50 
1,393.80 
1. 6.W.  18 
1.  529.  24 

8S0.56 

1,  375.  87 
1,106.00 
1,  792.  m 
1.  507.  74 
1306.24 
1.336.25 
224.  2S 

10 

7.2SO.0O 
3,000.00 
2.725.00 
5.  445.  00 
1.300.00 
1,025.00 

243 
220 
191 
106 
3SS 
141 
85 

W 
62 
W 
64 

39 
80 
36 

a 

270 

May... 

7 
7 

12 
h 

231 

June 

109 
182 
313 
165 
100 

JulT 

146 
74 
34 
36 

Aurast 

ScptMnher 

2! 

October 

Total 

202  1            143 

9.502.84 

9.  94S.  85 

52 

1 

0.  775.  00 

'           1.334 

330 

316 

1.400 

District  No.  10: 

AprU 

30 
80 
24 

18 
19 

« 
91 

28 
45 

16 
18 
22 
21 
49 

1,076.90 
2. 7S0.  13 
1.251.01 

I. on. 06 

3,  849.  28 
2. 270  58 
2.801.58 

2.323.25 
1.  352. 95 
1,054.31 
1.  804.  37 
1,  221.  75 
-     1577.50 
3,411.37 

9 
7 
16 
12 
16 
0 
14 

1075.00 

825.00 

4,400.00 

3,  775  00 
5.  24a  00 
1  740.  00 

4,  170.  00 

290 
274 
292 
255 
205 
419 
302 

1 

297 
292 
293 
269 
209 
439 
320 

May 

2 
3 

June 

July 

Aufnist 

1 

$500.00 

3 
1 

September 

2 
2 

October 

Total 

206 

1QQ 

18,010.59 

13,  745.  50 

83 

• 

J.  225.  00 

1 

500.00 

1037 

0 

4 

1119 

District  No.  17: 

AM 

Mov 

51 
42 
57 
30 
47 
101 
M 

7 

1,023.25 
1. 177.  32 
1,064.05 

i,or.25 

1.800.25 

2,454.56 

503.18 

1,  865.  71 
3,250.00 
3,642.80 
3, 378. 87 
3,886.87 
4, 218.  76 
3,028.13 

0 
12 

6 

7 
17 

6 
10 

1.200.00 
3.  425.  00 
1.800.00 
I  T25.  00 
r,  475.  00 
2. 450.  00 
1,900.00 

343 
374 
323 
347 
433 

mt 

246 

4 
8 
8 

4 

7 

10 

24 

251 

June 

Iiilv 

377 

3a 

Auicnst 

i' 

3 
3 

348 

4a 

390 

September 

October 

270 

Total 

362 

23 

8,920.46 

22,860.12 

03 

5 

»,  475.  00 

1340 

a 

1402 

DMriet  No.  18: 

April 

May 

JOIM 

V 

11 

44 

13 

11 

5 

8 

1 

12 

1,085.50 
453.50 
3K.2S 
1,073.75 
1,917.25 
867.75 
330.50 

139.35 
349.87 
53175 
1, 569.  76 
479.00 
203.12 
667.76 

14 
6 
7 
8 
7 
» 
S 

I.S'.O.OO 
I.SZVOO 
1585.00 
1900.00 
1.600.00 
11450.00 
450.00 



80 

in 
a 

78 

a 

M 
180 

48 
50 

a 

59 
49 
M 
61 

a 

61 

July 

Aa«iut.  

geptember 

16 
19 
12 

• 

--..••.•.. 

a 
'  II 

a 

88 

October .... 

a 

TotaL 

70 

94 

6,330.30 

4.011.  SO 

64 

1 

6.030.00 

6M 

322 

4a 

ViBtnct  No.  1*: 

AprU 

M*y •- 

JOM 

24 

30 

30 

11 

» 

9 

7 

35 
30 
32 

8 
IS 
IS 
17 

X  673. 00 
913.62 
983.12 
680.91 

1,978.25 
817.25 

1.135.37 

1,  578. 75 
3, 573. 02 
1O0O.2S 
3,005.13 
1040.75 
1083.23 
1.&S6.7S 

11  1 
10 

1490  00 
4.825.00 
Z,  ro.  00 
2,675.00 
6,855.00 
1974.66 
1, 320.  00 

3a 

219 

la 
la 

297 

la 

236 

8 
• 
6 

a 

9 

6 

12 

205 
224 

Jaly 

Aofoat 

September 

October 

10 
14 

6 
16' 

146 
1« 
282 
190 
246 

To€^ 

99 

152 

9,083.52 

17, 167. 49 

76 

i 

2,400.66 

1.617 

78 

16 

1,4M 

District  No.  30: 

US 

19 
17 
13 

a 
a 
u 

21 

21 

1.386.02 

214. 2S 
1,024.50 

561.25 
1418.24 
1.495.50 

83a  SO 

880.25 

23 
» 
24 
22 

5.533.45 

la 
lis 

206 
167 
137 

la 

la 

54 

20 
53 

a 

43 

51 
75 

62 
78 
86 
66 
15 
52 
31 

81 

jS2:i::::::::::::::: 

18         I,  <ao.  vt 
15  >       1.350.91 
21             M01.2S 
23         1.445.87 
11  i      2,215.66 
8|      1.377.50 

7,865.36 
5.913.10 

• 

65 

183 

141 

107 

04 

July .... 

7. 153.  75 
»,  742.  35 
»,  734. 60 
B.  340.  50 

Angnal 

October 

28  ' 

221 

18| 

1 

1 
1 

450.66 

250.00 

119 

Totrf 

1» 

131       101334.45 

7.454.49 

167  1        i 

2,283.10 

3 

700.00 

973 

370 

Ml 

7M 

District  No.  21: 

JC?.;;;:;;:;:::::::; 

June 

July 

Aagnal 

September 

October 

T««^ 

9 
U 

a 
u 

8 

M 
$ 

m 

12         3, 900.  87 
18         5,434.50 
30         ^  401. 87 
30         1,550  75 
12       24.3W.7S 
22        2.302.37 
9  1      2.48&75 

IS       46^532.86 

1,973.00 
19,035.62 

a,861S 

5.546.50 
13,251.00 

7,545.28 
16.000.12 

66^280174 

1 

9 
18 

a 

16 
14 
13 
U 

108  1 

1 

< 

1 
^  805.  W  1 
»,  27a  00 

i.oiaoo  1 

5,  H..5. 00 
•,605.00 
'.OM.OO 
1,550.00 

),i56.m 



........w^.... 

367 
313 
281 
176 
317 
137 
164 

1   .SAX 

16 

a 
a 
a 

37 
6 

244 

2S 

la 

167 

210 

91 

76 

District  No.  tt 

iC-:::::::::::::: 

Jane 

July 

Ai^mt .......^ 

September.     .. 
October 

TotaU 

17         X49H.O0 
25         2.721.00 
16         1,M7.00 

38;    ^aoaia 

8         1.42La 
M            710.00 
14         1.536100 

133  '     IS.  769. 00  1 

93a  00 
743,9 

7ia« 

3. 807.  a 
1.830.  a 

i.iflf7.a 
•aaa 

8,671  a 

m;    1 

S  1 
16  1 

i»l 

17 

a 

1*7  1        « 

i.siaa 
i.38aa 
^7oaa 
i^soaa 

r.7S0.M 

1.175.  a 

i.iOO.00 
L885.IMI 

179 
U9 
1*7 
167 

W 
110 

44 

71 

87 

40 

164 

140 

56 
91 

7 

6 

16 

a 

7 
7 

16 

1,168 
146 

la 

102 
90 
flO 

56 
51 

1 

•^    -■•■ — ■-. 

846 

6(1 

81 

022 

1929 
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aaUment  ofnumbtr  of  arruU,  etc.,  bf  prohibition  adminiitrator$,  fry  dtitrWt— Contit 

FOB  THE  PERIOD  APRIL   I,   19JS,   TO   OCTOBEB  31,    IWS— COntinUOd 

loed 

District 

Distil- 
leries 
seized 

stais 
seized 

Spirits 

seized 

(wine 

gallons) 

Malt  liQUor 

seized  (wine 

gallons) 

Autoe 
seized 

Value  of 

autos  seized 

Boats  or 
launches 

seized 

\'alue  or 

boats  or 

launches 

seized 

Persons 
arrested 
by  Fed- 
eral pro- 
hibition 
officers 

Persons 
arrested 
by  State 
officers  as- 
sisted by 
Federal 
officers 

Persons 
arrested 
by  SUte 
officers  on 
infonna- 
f  ion  fur- 
nished by 
Federal 
officers 

Prosecu- 
tions in 
Federal 
court 

mended 

• 

District  No.  23: 

AprU 

51 

1,714.50 
818.  a 
897.90 
303.25 
4.18.87 
6.'fl.W 
654.00 

14175 
498.  CO 
311.25 
219.75 
435.37 
743.00 
034.00 

3 

4 
5 
5 
6 

1 
5 

8400.00 
1.  4.'J0.  00 

587.50 
3,050.00 
3, 100.  UO 

GOO.  00 
3,150.00 

67 

a 

M 

a 
a 

40 
64 

6 
1 
3 

16' 

7 
16 

1 

a 

46 
SI 

May 

18 
20 
18 

June 

July 

August 

September 

14' 

8 

55 
32 

48 

a 

Total 

56 

73 

5, 476.  52            1 984. 12 

» 

11337.50 

871 

43 

1 

360 

District  No.  24: 

April     

489 

106 
477 

77 

ai 

48 

49aw 

157.50 
287.25 
487.50 
309.00 
129.25 

2 
3 
1 
3 

800.00 

300.00 

3(X).00 

1  550  00 

10 
5 
5 
5 

24 
6 

Q 

10 
6 
8 

May 

June 

1 


85oaa 

6 

July 

Audust 

September 

3 

2 

October 

Total 

208 
1,668 

157.25 
101175 

4 

12 

5,  ISO.  a 

1 

500.00 

70 



a 

District  No.  25: 

13 
24 

9 
14 
12 

8 
12 

14 
» 
15 
18 
10 
0 
14 

1,963.73 
1.98181 
1. 775.  76 
3,958.72 
8,164.77 
a7.24 
2,  405.  30 

15,935,71 
33. 125. 02 
85. 916. 09 
T3.315.98 
40.  335.  22 
49, 686. 94 
38,925.82 

25          11  550. 00 
a             9,  600.  00 
51            IS.O.W.OO 
40           16, 400. 00 
33             8.  545.  00 
27             7,370.00 
a           13,965.00 

1 

3.500.00 

167 
2S 
2W 
205 
197 

ai 
ai 

167 

April 

223 

May 

June 

Tiilv 

2 

5, 10a  00 

6 

1 

17 

7f» 

202 

August 

197 
204 

September 

October 



3 

ai 

92 

109 

16,238.35 

337. 240.  78 

230 

84,380.00 

3 

8,600.00 

1  4na 

a 

1,4a 

ToUl 

rirand  total  . 

9,021 

7,498 

600,587.82  i  1094,441.60 

4.211 

1.675,306.51 

51 

77.000.00 

43.218 

7,066              1,324 

40,296 

1 

FOR  THE   fBRIOD 

OCTOBER 

1,    1»2H,   TO  llAI:tH  81,    levO 

District  No.  1: 

3 

2' 

2 

1 

a'       5,048.03 
19         1174.25 
13         1801.25 
52         9,30a36 
»  1      1 1«.  03 
18         3,567.27 

8,  240.  a 
5,27i.  .W 
1010.75 
3,111.25 
4, 917.  a 
183S.a 

a 

25 
19 

a 

17 
17 

»22,  725.  a 

v.9iaou 
10. 150.  a 

8.  270  a 
6,  775.  a 
6, 200.  a 

113 

la 
a 

146 
104 

la 

1 

1 
671                  4 
71  I                  9 
67  1                  3 

104 

October 

84 

November 

118 

December 

January 

a  i 

631 

67  1 

3 

163 
131 

February 

March 

4 

141 

Total 

T'            ISO       25.175.38;        », 400.50  | 

la        a,  030  a 

677  1 

373  ,                 21  1 

7a 

District  No.  3: 

^- 

1                   1 

11, 801. a 

6,07.5.00 

16, 823.  a 

4, 313.  a 

13. 454.  a 

ii.ai  a 

5, 897.  a 

57, 333.  a 

17,ttW.W 

8,a7.a 

a 
a 
21 

32 

137 

46 

a,6M.m 

6, 925. 00 
7,  AM.  M 

14,6a.  a 

56, 875.  a 

a,  4a.  a 

2M 
813 
307 

M7 
W 
3W 



266 

Octol>er 

Noveni>«r 

December 

January 

a 

2* 

a 
11 

7 

a 

8 

6  1 

313 

3a 
s» 
an 

February 

March 

13        tt.080.a 

178 

Total 

W  '             76  :     70, 051  a  1 

113, 668.  a 

3a 

144,8a.  a 

1,782 

1 

1,636 

District  No.  3 

14 

16 

11 

0 

C 
8 

10 

a 
a 

15 

10 
12 

1,7a.  a 
1,191.  a 

1, 765.  a 

t»,iii.a 
5, 611  a 

10,  752.  a 

104,6a  a 

47,  596.  W 
36. 923.  a 

14,  as.  a 
2i,4iaa 

:i4,296.a 

41 
44 

1 

7 

21, 275.  a 
14,  500.  a 

a,  50U  a 
1,300.  a 

4. 025.  a 

3,  :m.  a 

oa 

Ol 

407 

301 
298 

3n 

sa 

October 

November 

December 

344 

102 

za 

February 

March 

,-.,.—-.—  - 

Total 

ta          iM 

M,  151.  a 

M9,ia.a 

143 

65,  la.  a 

X205 

1,787 

District  No.  4: 

1 

1      t                             4C 

4, 727.  a 

1214  a 

6,  514.  no 

11409.  a 

1, 767.  .■» 

4,228.12 

4. 241. a 

7,360.* 

1674.50 

73,  581 37 

19,834.25 

16. 051  a 

7            3. 3W.  a 

to             0-  A«n  nrt 

a 

October  — 

1 

6* 

1 

17 
42 
35 
37 
25 

3 

4a,oaa 

U6 

M 

November ... 

Decemljer 

January 

11 
10 

2 
5 

.s.  9.10.  a 

11 900.  a 

1,200.  a 

3, 7a.  a 

la 

301 
146 
107 



16 
US 

71 

February 

March 

113 

7 

191 

31.853.62 

123.  733.  02 

67:      64,ia.a 

2 

m  nn^  nn 

844 

367 

Total 

'           : 

District  No.  5: 

October   

Novemlier 

De<ember 

,          January 

FeUuary 

March 

7 
3 

I 

1 
1 

a 

44 

a 

4 

18 
19 

11 4.12.  a 

3, 7a.  a 
1,911.  a 

ia608.00 

li*ta 

6.751.31 

a.  566. 25 
16. 807,  75 
ia3.^7S 
18, 648.  a 
16. 2a.  25 
18. 440.  25 

16 
24 
7 
7 
12 
10 

8, 4a.  a 

13.  .VA  a 

4.4a  a 

l^ffl.a 

6, 42V.  a 
9,  .'a.  a 

132 
123 
134 
182 

87 
121 

8 

87' 

m 

*«•*«»»«•*• 
*«**••«-****• 

M 
7t 
IS 
87 
SS 
Ml 

Total 

U 

144 

38,887.81 

176,984.75 

76 

44,47&a 

7» 

i« 



1             IM 

District  No.  6: 

October   ....... 

a 
37 

67 
65 

a 

48 

6 

4 
6 
4 
6 
6 

i,oea.oo 
lia.w 

3. 942.  a 

I97«i.a 
4.a<3.a 

3,80K.a 

ll,43ta 

!       5,»7.a 

1          3. 919.  a 

a,ai.a 
7, 3a.  a 

4, 922.  a 

32 
37 
34 
46 
» 

a 

23.6M.a 
16,  735.  a 

11 115.  a 

23,083  a 

lo.oa.a 

16,56S.a 

c::::::::::::. 

8a 

335 
4«>4 

378 
349 
3U 

la 

14 

10 
a 
a 

147 

1 

x» 

as 

a« 

178 

848 

3« 

November — 

December 

January 

February -^ 

March 

329 

2a 

101  a7.  a 

t 

lOSO 

4a 

1099 

:, :a 

Total 

a  1     19,944.00  j         /*,ifM.«« 

( 

+- 

■ 

LXXI- 


-366 


11 
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KOVEMBEB    19 


Dktrfct 


District  No.  7: 
October... 
November. 
Dfoember. 
January... 
Febnuiiy.. 
March 


ToUL. 


Dtotrict  No.  S: 
October... 
November. 
Dfoember.. 

January 

Febroary.- 
Mareb 


TotaL. 


District  No.  f: 
October... 
November. 
December. 
January... 
FebTOMry.. 
March. 


ToUL. 


District  No.  10: 

October 

November.. 
December.. 

January 

February... 
March. 


TotaL. 


District  No.  U: 

October 

November 

December.... 

January 

February... .. 

March. 


TotaJ.. 


District  No.  13: 

October 

November.. 
Decern  bar.. 

January 

February... 
March 


ToUL. 


Distnct  No.  13: 

October 

November.. 
December.. 
January 

Febcuwy.-. 
March 


ToUL. 


District  No.  14: 

October 

November . 

December......^.... 

January 

FebiTiary. .  ..^__„ 
March 


TotaL. 


District  No.  13: 

October 

November 

I^ecember 

Janavy ... 

February 

March 


Total. 


District  No.  1ft: 

October. 

Novembor 

December . 

January 

February .. 

March... 


TotaL. 


Distfl- 
leriss 
se'Md 


110 
73 
90 

112 
80 
75 


Stills 


540 


347 

ao7 

344 

3S2 
813 
418 


XOU 


290 
327 
344 

300 
319 

27« 


1,910 


74 
122 
78 
7« 
75 
106 


628 


145 
80 
188 
141 
173 
191 


918 


1ft 
7 
4 


41 


SB 
39 
25 
42 
63 
57 


285 


13 
27 
32 
IS 
14 
15 


119 


30 

28 
57 
26 
21 
20 


IS2 


91 
34 
14 
40 
60 
34 

272 


114 

09 

103 

124 

81 

77 


508 


39 
43 
68 
95 
65 
63 


343 


193 
245 
238 
283 
365 
238 


1.442 


ft 
9 
26 
17 
12 
14 


83 


49 
94 
40 
87 
90 


423 


4« 
33 
31 
IS 
12 
31 


100 


98 
81 
97 
70 
98 
80 


522 


31 
33 
29 
20 
7 
14 


134 


Spirits 

seized 

(wine 

gaUoas) 


IL  177.04 
4, 81&  50 
4,350.  12 

8,171.00 
6,  37a  04 
0,238.02 


Malt  liquor 

seized  (wine 

Kallons) 


1,837.00 
788.25 
3,933  00 
5,854.50 
8,  214.  75 
1,009.76 


Aotoe 
seized 


4a  1291  32 


1ft,  087. 26 


4.614.00 
<  211.  50 
4.  715.  75 
4.616.50 
9,  757.  50 
7.082.00 


saoo 

77.00 
18  SO 

at.  00 


LOO 


36,617.26 


5,540.00 
6,126.25 
6,04&62 
6,982  00 
8,000.60 
0,97ZS8 


38,708  96 


11818.20 
L084.87 
1,711.83 
1,430.68 
L  73a  11 
3.444.81 


13,529.59 


3,  SSL  25 
2,380  25 
6,006.00 
1,152.00. 
4,014.50 
3, 9ia  75 


33,222.75 


5,185.00 
2;S82.0O 
2,604.00 
1,422.25 

L28aoo 

L  702.  37 


li785.22 


11,048.00 
3,  917.  00 

IQt  818  50 
6,054.50 
6.120  50 
5,544.00 


42,50X50 


4.39Z43 

4.006.38 
2,803.85 
L  073.  80 
L  074.  63 
2,225.85 


10,775.98 


13 
13 
20 
22 
26 
42 


880  50 
1.125.30 
4. 907.  24 
1,  481.  08 
L6SO.02 
L  992. 12 


130 


49 
43 
34 

40 
53 

35 

254 


12.046.58 


2.  SOL  58 
5,950.57 
1,304.26 
t  879.  76 
4, 612. 08 
2,  18L  01 

19,096.36 


246.90 


L857.00 
2,82X02 
L  320. 13 

740.00 
L86XS7 

OOLOO 


0^106.61 


X64L80 

817.  76 
L068  87 
401.37 
52X24 
484.75 


6,920.84 


X  175.  75 
126.37 

4,100.60 
727.87 
84&00 

X328.00 


10, 310  49 


3,780  00 

4.21X30 

938.50 

863.26 

7aa7s 

X410L» 


12,970  06 


8,089.00 
1^01X00 
1^06X50 
10,3501  00 

7.000.26 
6.71X36 


50,023.00 


X  145.  S3 
85X38 
83L01 
039.13 
90X01 
965.75 


0,330.80 


224.25 
444.50 
006.00 
139.87 
429.75 
L  835.  25 


3,739.62 


3.411.37 
X  300.  50 
L  740.  37 
1,  IIX  50 
X  214. 81 
L014.il 

IL80e.6« 


00 
44 
40 
44 

42 
60 


VaJi  e  of 
iHsed 


aotos 


286 


34 
26 
87 
33 
31 
49 


300 


34 

70 

88 
72 


878 


38 
17 
20 
34 
15 
29 


133 


44 

32 
43 
36 
39 
46 


218 


19 
16 
12 
8 
14 
24 


93 


12 
10 
32 
18 
17 
34 


109 


17 
1« 
17 
11 
9 
9 


79 


2 
9 

8 

e 

14 


39 


14 
18 
14 
18 
20 

a 

107 


tis, 

9, 
IX 
IL 

9. 

n, 


26.00 
75.00 
146.00 
140  00 

isaoo 

00  00 


7H   26.00 


10. 
8. 

10, 
8, 
7, 


125.00 
175.00 
01.  00 
75.00 
00  00 
36.00 


64.  11 1.00 


8, 

6, 

33, 

», 

19, 

2L 


125.00 
00  00 
120  00 
50  00 
1168.00 
(38.00 


97, 1  81.  00 


IL 
Ml 

7. 

ft. 

4. 
13. 


;is.oo 

50  00 

;4aoo 

!76.00 

:4a  00 

115.00 


5X^35.00 


14. 
IX 
13. 

^ 

IX 
16, 


9, 

s. 

6, 

3. 

7. 

IL 


4, 

la 

9, 
9, 

7, 
18, 


10, 
7. 
9, 
S. 
2, 
2. 


150.00 
:75.00 
OOOO 
185.00 
lOOOO 
I  OOOO 


75, 1 170  00 


90  00 
OOOO 
OOOO 
OOOO 

oaoo 
iiaoo 


4X90  00 


i25.00 
75.00 
OOOO 
MX  00 
50  00 
45.00 


59,  ■  195.  00 


Boats  or 
launches 

seized 


Value  of 

boats  or 

launches 

seiied 


10 


OOOO 
125.00 
OOOO 

isaoo 
laoo 

'25.00 


36.  (laoo 


00.00 
00.00 
90.00 
40  00 
80.00 


15,1  16.00 


70.00 

75.00 

175.00 

(75.00 

86.00 

(00.00 


39, :  80. 00 


ssoaoo 


500  00 


Persons 
arrested 

by  Fed- 
eral pro- 
bibition 
officers 


Persona 
arrested 
by  Stete 
officers  as- 
sisted by 
Fe<Jeral 
officers 


207 
221 
289 
320 
281 
198 


L510 


aaoo 


15.00 
15.00 


50  00 


133 

157 
223 
188 
208 
265 


1,174 


500  00 


10,150  00 
LIOOOO 
L  025.  00 
6,025.00 


17,800  00 


47^00 

moo 


680  00 


300  00 


300  00 


75a  00 


750.00 


361 
378 
373 
473 
418 
290 


X299 


196 
184 
180 
243 
192 
310 


L307 


483 
343 
055 
410 
500 
702 


3,162 


240 
207 
190 
122 
176 
210 


L157 


374 
260 
254 
422 
335 
337 


L988 


272 
267 
276 
238 
166 
187 


L406 


85 
134 
138 
109 
119 
112 


697 


1,771  i 


148 

76 

131 

104 

36 

00 


651 


Persons 
arrested 
by  State 
officers  on 
informa- 
tion fur- 
nished by 
Federal 
officers 


102 
33 
46 
34 
34 
61 


309 


10 
11 
11 
19 
7 
68 


122 


17 
27 
41 
4 
20 
10 


119 


08 
44 

96 
106 
131 
134 


580 


72 
94 
20 
152 
49 
10 


397 


128 
90 
33 

60 

75 
7 


389 


67 
38 
47 
45 

49 
42 


278 


30 
24 
28 
30 
54 
91 


269 


302 

273 

3 

279 

1 

270 

1 

287 

7 

380 

5 

17 


Prosecu- 
tions in 
Federal 
court 
recom- 
mended 


17 


17 


I 

t 

1 

U 


33 


333 

384 
410 
40S 
298 
253 


L980 


213 
270 

ass 

37« 
364 


L07O 


367 
386 

850 
413 

823 

348 


X065 


SM 

sw 

317 
318 
366 
330 


L538 


563 

308 
741 
Sl34 

739 

817 


29 
21 
20 
22 


100 


36 
44 

21 

5 

20 

26 


152 


3,773 


204 
164 

in 

338 

US 

175 


L070 


387 
347 
303 
487 
374 
430 


X227 


204 


204 


100 
135 
154 
124 
126 
123 


703 


320 
294 
201 
398 
311 
443 

1,955 


1929 
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District 

Distil- 
leries 
seized 

StlUs 
seized 

Spfaits 
seized 

(wine 
gallons) 

Malt  liquor 

seized  (wine 

gallons) 

.\utos 
seized 

Value  of 
autos  seized 

Boats  or 

launches 

seized 

\'ahie  of 

boats  or 

launches 

seized 

Persons 
arrested 
by  Fed- 
eral pro- 
hibition 
officers 

Persons 
arretted 
by  SUte 
olQcers  as- 
sisted by 
Federal 
officers 

Persons 
arrested 
by  SUte 
officers  on 
informa- 
tion fur- 
nished by 
Federal 
officers 

Prosecu- 
tions in 
Federal 
court 
recom- 
mended 

District  No.  17: 

34 
60 
07 
07 
51 
67 

8 

6 

9 

18 

7 
8 

693.18 
L  480. 03 
L  TW.  60 
L  834.  58 
L  183.  28 
1, 900.  78 

X  628. 12 
1.161.87 
1, 164. 00 
1,073.37 
44X75 
1,067.60 

10 
19 
9 
0 
10 
30 

$1,900.00   . 

a.7.sxoo 
3, 075.  no 

8,  42,-..  00 
3,  27.V  00 
7,  bM.  00 

245 
19« 
27S 
330 
210 
366 

34   . 
3   . 

14   . 
12   . 

9  . 

8   . 

270 

October 

1 

$100  00 

198 

November 



2»4 

December 

■ 

340 

January -.- 

336 

Febrtiary 

March 

375 

Total 

336 

50 

8,845.35 

7,  527. 61 

74 

36,977.00 

1 

100. 00  1            1. 499 

70  t 

1.002 

District  No.  18: 

0 
ft 
3 
12 
9 
4 

12 
3 
7 
9 
8 

11 

330.50 
224.00 
227.24 

1, 187.  25 
490.81 

L  845.  31 

657.75 
737.50 
271.37 
283.37 
359.00 
39X12 

3 
6 
10 
8 
6 
8 

450.00 
1, 475. 00 
4.300.00 
4.  750. 00 
X  600. 00 
8.540.00 

ia  fAfk  no 

150 
63 

104 
04 
94 

131 

606 

51 

16   . 
14    . 
87 
60 
43 

271 

90 

October   

M 

November 

n 

December 

70 

January 

•S 

February 

101 

March 

430 

Total 

District  No.  19: 

40 

7 
14 
31 

SI 

15 
8 

60 

17 
28 
24 
36 
23 

:2 

4,311.  11 

1, 135.  37 
3,333.00 
1. 703.  26 
XO30.3O 
510.00 
784.74 

X  701.  11 

1.  556.  75 

4,127.50 

504.75 

535.12 

40S.fi2 

1.430.87 

5 
10 

6 
18 

4 

4 

1. 320. 00 
4.  29.'i.  00 
X  050.  00 
7,350.00 
1,  275.  00 
X  340.  00 

235 
130 
146 
302 
164 
128 

12 
11 
30 
17 
10 
4 

240 

October 

fi 

113 

No\enih)er 

118 

Deoeinl)er 

14 

ISO 

January 

131 

February 

6 

130 

Martsh 

96 

138 

9.  SOX  86 

8. 653.  61 

40 

18,  6.T0.  00 

1,003 

74 

25 

878 

Total 

District  No.  20: 

October. 

31 
15 
20 
1ft 
7 
13 

22 
17 
32 

18 

7 

13 

1,  377.  50 

675.75 

4,  191.  31 

1, 34«.  74 

610.50 

57X37 

800.25 
251.75 
357.60 
L  348.  12 
73.62 
302.87 

18 
15 
28 
30 
14 
32 

8,340.50 
3,  216.  50 
6,  554.  25 
9,696.00 
3,944.00 
9,  986.  75 

1 

2fl0.00 

123 

68 
175 
126 

48 
120 

75 
54 
77 
63 
53 
83 

31 
25 
40 
10 
29 
38 

119 

38 

November 

176 

December — 

127 

January 

40 

February — - 

March               

103 

Total 

101 

109 

8,774.17 

3,224.11 

137 

41,738.00 

1 

250.00 

600 

406 

189 

006 

DisUict  No.  21: 

8 
11 

8 
10 

7 
14 

9 
14 
16 
19 
15 
22 

X  486.  75 
1, 134.  97 
4,094.25 
5,791.63 
1, 967.  75 
1,80X99 

15.039.12 
1,.")61.00 

24,»47  62 
4,930.60 

13, 126.  37 
6,720.26 

13 

9 

9 

0 

23 

24 

6,550.00 
5,  400.  00 
5,  515. 00 
3,  100. 00 
10,  475.  00 
9,  415. 00 

164 
180 
381 
264 
203 
163 

1,344 

78 

October. 

2 



1» 

November 

243 

December 

m 

January 

US 

February 

March 

2 

— — 

106 

833 

Total 

District  No.  22: 

58 

95 

14 
21 
18 
14 
15 
7 

17, 338.  34 

1,  M6. 00 
X  595. 00 
3, 735.  00 
3,399.00 
954.00 
631.00 

66, 324.  80 

438.00 
264.00 
322.00 
87.00 
211.00 
172.00 

84 

22 
22 
26 
16 
11 
7 

40,  455.  00 

6,300.00 
4,  140. 00 
8,885.00 
7. 160, 00 
4. 700. 00 
X  650. 00 

■■ '■ 

44 

21 
62 
31 

38 
18 

91 
18 
127 
106 
81 
41 

15 

110 

0 

19 

10 

51 

October 

81 

November 

47 

December 

86 

January 

45 

February 

U 

ToUl 

89 

1X850.00 

1,404.00 

104 

33,835.00 

214 

404 

100 

223 

District  No.  23: 

October          .  .  . 

8 
12 
14 
18 
15 
15 

r 

654.00 
801.00 
434.00 
310.00 
363.00 
398.00 

634.00 
521.00 
403.00 
414.00 
83.00 
219.00 

5 

10 

7 

8 

7 

11 

3.150.00 
3,  275. 00 
X  250. 00 
4.350.00 
X  900. 00 
4,050.00 

54 
70 
48 
58 
52 
41 

323 

16 
6 
9 

10 

7 
8 

56 

00 

<6 

November 

8 

ftl 

December 

•3 

January 

SO 

FeVjruary 

March 



43 

341 

Total 

District  No.  24: 

8 

82 

.!            208 

.1              61 

6 

09 

49 

21 

X  960. 00 

157.25 
160.  75 
214.00 
455.  25 
25.02 
1162 

X  274. 00 

48 
4 

; i 

1        20, 035. 00 

_i 

1,200.00 

856.'66 

=  ==== 

9 
13 

I i 

10 
33 

3 

October 

November 

December 

January 

......... 

_ ..-- 

"    ----------- 



3 

: 17 

1 

33 

February 

March 

1 

75.00 
9  ia.>>  m 





Total 

District  No.  25: 

12 
10 
7 
13 
10 
13 

404 

14 
12 
8 
14 
17 
15 

1,038.49 

i 

38 
27 
24 
29 
43 
40 

13,965.0C 

10, 4.S0.  OC 

8.830.0C 

n.841.W 

j         18,  459.  a 

1         16, 380. « 

=                      = 

301 
196 
183 
1« 
19« 
187 

3 
6 

301 

October 

2,  40S.  30  1         3»,via.oi 

.  ........... 

US 

November 

4,922.70  '                ~"  "' 

X  001.  58 

1,999.62 

X  775.  43 

3,179.55 

5;},  WM.  VI 

38,761.46 
1X504.94 
23,  456. 66 
47,  974. 92 

-  ---- -....• 

3 
1 



3 

181 

December 

January 

February 

March 



u> 

IM 

18S 

1 

Total 

65 

80 

17, 284. 18 

315, 017. 74 

197 

1        79, 925.  Ot 

1   



L  154  !              a 

9  !          1, 153 

-                       ■-               -» 

='         

— ■— "~~ 
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CONGRESSIONAL  KE( 

m^emetU  cf  nmmier  oftrretU,  He.,  bf  prtUNtlm  m 

rOB  THS  PKUUD  OCTOBBa  1.   1928,  TO   h 

)ORD— SENATE              Novembee  19 

ninMrotors,  bt  dittrki»—C oatiaatd 
AKc-H  SI,  i92» — continued 

1 
Dktrlol 

Distil- 
ler iee 

Stills 
seised 

Spirits* 
seized 

rwine 
gaUom) 

Malt  liquor 

seized  (wine 

galloos} 

Autos 
seized 

VaJu 
autoss 

of 
ised 

BoAtaor 

lauocbee 
seized 

Value  of 

boats  or 

iauncties 

seized 

Persons 
arrested 
by  Fed- 
eral pro- 
hibition 
olQcerj 

Persons 
arrested 
by  State 
officers  as- 
sisted by 
KHeral 
officers 

1    Persons 
arrested 
by  State 
ofiir«rs  on 
informa- 
tion fur- 
nished by 
Federal 
officers 

Prosecu- 
tions in 
Federal 
court 
recom- 
mended 

DkUiet  No.  X: 

•  -»»•••••■ 

. 

:::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

r>tfv-«m  hiir  i 

1                        1 

Jftniijiry 

7 

7 
0 

13 

1« 
7 

9,^2  66 
2.3m  00 
3.553.00 

15,042.00 
8,213.00 
7,  713.  00 

13 
13 

16,4 

4..1 

5.00 
5.00 

1 

322 
380 

226 

4 

318 

February 

March „ 

269 

12             4,6 

5.00 

1 

211 

\ 

Total 

30  I              35  1      «,751.0O 

30.968.00 

37           14,4 

5.00  ! 1 !               828 

4! 

798 

1  District  So.  Z7: 
October ' 

1 

' 

V/)v^mhAr  1 

•"**•*""•" 

1 

December  • 

Janu,»ry  ' 

Febrriary » 

March 

. 

( 

....:.:...:....! ^ 

11 

47          1.  303.  80 

78.00 

7 

2,2 

a  00 

1 

M 

43 

18 

68 

*'  1              ..   ,       -,           -  1 

1 

TotaL 

11  '              47  '       1,302.80                  78.00 

7 

2,2 

a  00 

1 

5« 

43 

18 

58 

Grand  total.- 

8. 131  ;        5. 919  ;  569.  538.  51      1,  237. 987.  73 

1                    1 

3,377 

1, 325. 1 

5. 00  1              32         ra  330. 00 

32,490 

5,419 

730 

31,271 

>  Included  in  second  and  third  districts. 

t Included  in  ninMeenlb,  twenty-first,  and  twenty-second  districts. 

Report  of  votk  performed  bf  tpeeial  ageiU*  from 

'ulf  1,  l9tS,  to  SepUmber  90,  1999 

Seixures 

Case;*  closed 

Casee  pending 

Persons  arrested 

DiTiaioas 

IlUdt 
distU- 
ieriea 

Stills 

Oallons 
of  spirits 

Oailons 
of  mait 
liquor 

Auto- 
mo- 
biles 

Value  of 
automo- 
biles 

LaoDcbee 

Value  ( 
launchc 

Rail- 
road 
'1  cars 

Jack- 
eted 

Un- 
jack- 
eted 

I 

Total 

Jack- 
eted 

Un- 

jack- 
eted 

Total 

By 
spe- 
cial 
agents 

By  in- 
forma- 
tion 
fur- 
nished 

by 
special 
agents 

Number 
of  pros- 
ecutions 
in  Fed- 
eral 
courts 
recom- 
mended 

Alhant,  N.  Y. 
Jvir.  1W8' 

July  19W          

_:  . 

2 

1 
2 

1 
2 
3 

3 
3 
6 

30 
33 
30 

I 
6 

38 
38 

15 
4 

a 

Anciist  mv 

12.00 
3,347.00 

2oaoo 

217.00 

1 
1 

taoaoo 
Luoaoo 

'4 
3 

n 

a 

9  1      39 

Total 

3,289.00           417.00  |        3 

Lsoaoo 

5 

« 

11 

92 

33 

115  j          7 

88 

32 

1 

" I 

' 

C%kmf,m. 

July.  1W8 

Atigusl,  1«8 

4 

13 

S 

0 

19 

3 

1,850.00 

1.592.00 

125.00 

4. 37a  00 

9W.00 

4,820.00 

52,ooaoo 

2 
2 

i.ooaoo 
uooaoo 

11 

12 

3 

ft 

12 

11 

12 

2 

ft 

12 

40 
42 

13 
32 

53 

64 

9 
SI 

7 

1« 
61 

Be^'lembw,  IflSS 

•ctobw,  IMS 

40           28         86             3 

31 

8 

4 
5 

1 

2saoo 

45 

37 
37 
45 
39 
25 
19 
19 
37 
37 
36 
35 

25         70 
20  ;      57 
24  1      61 

3 

2 

5 

23 

12 

14 

4 

4 

5 

6 

5 

I 

Novsnber   ltc28 

1 
1 
4 
2 

1 
1 
4 
2 

9a  no 

aamin  nn 

3 

Deonnbflr,  IWS 

loa  00    12. 000. 00 

5 

1,800  00 
500  00 

ooaoo 

........ 

Jwinary,  19» 

February   1939 

39a  00 
1.750.00 

3.8iaOD 

1 
2 

8 

« 

11 

6 

8 

4 

i" 

1 

4' 

8 
ft 
11 
0 
8 
7 
1 
3 
ft 

12 
14 

14 

61 
44 
37 

i 

1 

IS 

14 

4 

March    1929 

.......•• 

April,  1929 

2 

2 

1.015.00 
35.00 
85.00 

6,950.00 

2a  00 

3.00 



2 

i,ooaoo 

May    1929 

2 

J 

June,  1929 ...... 

S 

2 

4 

3 

1 

aoaoo 



16'      53 

18  '      55 
12  i      48 
16  I      51 

July.  1929 

3 

Aneust,  1939 

3 
2 

ic 

Baptember,  1939.. 

100.00 



1 

Total 

37 

44 

13,744.00 

10(7.880.00 

1« 

a.05aao 

1 

91 

s 

99 

533 

243  ;    776         147 

16 

ISA 

Dttroit,  Miek. 
July.  1938 

27.00 
405.00 

570.00 

Qsaoo 

1 
2 

loaoo 

400.00 

1 
3 

$800.0 
1. 100. 0 



30 
33 
33 
33 
31 
34 
47 

I 

1 

J0>      80 
36  '      68 
35         68 
35  t      68 
34  ;      65 
34        6,1 
34  '      81 

3 
12 

24 

Autnist,  1938    

• 

13 

September,  IflW 



1 
1 
5 

I 



1 
1 
ft 

40 

October,  1928 

83.00 
135.00 
171.00  j 
3.964.00  1 

73.00 

I 

8oaoo 
i.3oaoo 







3 

8 

16 

10 

1 

....*••.• 

November,  1938 

Det-einber,  1938 

i 

1 

1 

1 

i.2saoo 

15a  00 

H4100 

8 

i« 

January.  1929 

3 
1 

2,325.00 

800.00 

2 

5 
2 

4 
4 
8 
11 
1 
2 

r 

2 

5 
3 

4 
4 
8 
11 
1 
2 

10 

February,  1929 

9.00  1 

42  '        34         78 

3 

4 
15 

March,  1929 

981.00 
18.00 
323.00  : 

831.00 

1 

40  1        33 

41  .        34 

7:}          i. 

00 

April.  1929. 

1 

3 
5 
2 
9 

1,500  00 
500.00 
1,500.00 
2.500.00 
1.000.00 
4,501X00 

75 
41 
43 

8 
25 
32 

Ma>.  1929 

328.00 

1 
1 

41 
43 
42 

7  , 

June,  1939 

1 
2 
1 
2 

i.  _  . 

1 
2 
1 
3 

1,800.00       5.000  00 

4.S85.00       3.800.00 

500.00       1.980.00 

4S».  00  •    2.  157. 00 

a 

Julv.  1929 

70 

62           31 
73           18 
80  ;        67 

3 

as 

21 

Auruirt.  1929 

11 
2 

(•) 

laooao 

53           20 
00          20 

September.  1929 



17S 

Total 

8 

1         * 

12,018.00     17,302.00 

37 

17.225.00 

le  |ii,7oao^ 

1          3 

48 

2 

48 

603  1      398 

1.001  ;      237  1           89 

■tan 

Deiufr.  O«o. 
Aupist.  1929'...... 

2 

....... 

i" 

3 

3|          5 

3  ;       4 

8 
7 

.....•••• 

September.  1939 

..... 

328.  SO 



.— . 

TotaL 

1 

1        328.50 



;        3 

1  !       3 

« :     » 

15 t 

^^ 

>  Diitrict  not  formed  uatU  July  18. 1939. 

»Un 

kiMwn. 

2 

1929 
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Seizures 


Dlvision.s 


Jack$onpilU,  Fla. 


July.  1928 

Aue\i"it,  1928..  .. 
September.  1938. 

Oclolw.  1928 

November.  1928. 
December.  lfl2S.. 
January.  1929  .. 
February.  1929.. 

March.  1929 

April.  1929 

.May.  1929 

June.  1929 

Julv.  192«» 

Aujrttst.  1929 

September,  1929. 


Total. 


KavmrCUt,  Mo. 


July.  1928    

.\u(nist,  1928 

Pei>tembcr.  1928. 
October.  1928  ... 
November.  1928(.. 
December,  192S.. 

January.  1929 

February.  1929... 

March.  1929 

April.  1929....... 

May.  1929 

June  1929 

July,  1939 

AuKUSt,  1929 

September.  1929. 


Illicit 
distil-    Stills 
leries 


10 


Total. 


Loi  .4ngele»,  Calif. 


July.  1928 

August.  1928 

September.  1928. 

October.  1928 

November.  1928. 
December,  193S.. 

January.  1929 

February,  1929... 

March.  1929 

AprU.  1929 

Mav,  1929 

June.  1929 

July.  1929 

Aupist,  1929 

September.  1929. 


Total. 


14 


Gallons 


Gallons 


,  Auto-|  Value  of 
'  mo-  i  automo- 
biles !     biles 


24.50 


41.50 

51.50 

318.25 

4avoo 

3,196.00 


6lOO 


8.50 
1,950.00 


15 
"2 


28 


5. 998.  25 


1.150.00 


431.00 

2,  ."iei.  00 
64.00 


500.00 

2,589.00 

13.5.50 


7, 420.  50 


Nttc  York,  N.  Y. 


July,  1928 

August.  1928 

September.  1928... 

October.  1938 

November,  1928... 

December.  1928 

Januar>-,  1929 

February,  1980 

March,  1939 

April,  1929 

Mnv.  1929 

June,  1929 

July.  1929. 

August,  1929 

September,  1929  ♦.. 

Total 


San  Franeineo,  Calif. 


July,  1928.. 

Auifust,  192S 

September,  1928... 

October.  192*« 

Noveml>er.  IWW 

DeceiTiher,  1928.... 

January.  192!» 

February.  1920 

March.  1929 

April,  1929 


2 
88 


60.00 
111.25 

1.390.00 
604.75 

1,063.00 
420.00 
200.00 
726.00 
115.00 
200.00 
295.00 
235.00 

4. 97a  00 

2,007.00 


6.00 


t790.00 
2,650.00 


3,400.00 


812.00 


4,850.00 


5, 663. 00         14 


125.00 


750.00 


15a  00 


800.00 


3,000.00 


2,400.00 
1,35a  00 


7, 700. 00 


Launches 


Value  of 
launches 


3  l$4.0M.00 

"iT5,'6o6.66 


4  !  9.  OOO.  00 


Rail- 
road 
cars 


Cases  closed 


Jack- 
eted 


Un- 
]ack- 
eted 


8 
6 
7 
6 
7 
3 
2 
6 
7 
4 
5 
5 
3 
3 
2 

74 


Totol 


81 


15 

10 

15 

8 

9 

8 

14 

10 

12 

14 

7 

6 

11 


155 


Cases  pending 


Jack- 
eted 


27 
27 
2? 
22 
23 
21 
2S 
23 
21 
23 
20 
30 
32 
32 
30 


Un- 

jack- 
eted 


10 
13 
14 
12 
12 
15 
16 
20 
14 
19 
21 
20 
16 
20 
22 


Total 


387 


250 


3,000.00 
3,350.00 
3, 475. 00 
1.600.00 
25.00 
800.00 


Ma  00 


1,250.00 


13,087.00 


-t- 


2,824. 

145. 

226. 

949. 
1,1 1.V 

687. 

67. 

1,444. 

901. 

287. 

115. 
2,431 

2,4m! 


43 


875. 00 


27 


12,400.00 


3,268.00 

2,rjaoo 


202.00 


3 
2 
2 
2 

13 
1 
1 


1,099.00 


13, 6(6. 87 


300.00 


011.00 


'• 


7,389.00 


47.50a00 


3,500.00 
1,  750. 00 
1,200.00 
1,800.00 
15, 000. 00 
5,000.00 
300.00 


25,000.00 


35,000.00 
86,000.00 


146,000.001. 


35 


16 


29 


i.soaoo 

800.00 


2.  ooaoo 


29  132, 8.%.  00 


3,500.00 

35.00 

500.00 


15.00 


15.00 


O 


1 

22 

10 

12 

2 

12 

3 

13 

1 

15 

2 

19 

3 

19 

3 

23 

3 

29 

3 

31 

1 

33 

4 

33 

1 

35 

9 

26 

5 

24 

51 

346 

10 
5 
6 
9 
6 
5 

11 
8 
6 
6 
8 
5 
8 

12 

17 


13 


2 
15 
27 
U 
28 

6 


7 

2 

10 

2 


(') 
(») 


122 


6 

31 

16 

25 

18 

14 

8 

8 

6 

18 

21 

15 


42 


186 


2 
10 
8 
3 
5 
1 


3 
1 
8 
46 
43 
36 
46 
30 
12 
13 
13 
30 
31 
17 


6 

12 

10 

10 

13 

12 

9 

9 

9 

11 

12 

9 

10 


122 


8 

7 

8 

7 

13 

13 

13 

13 

12 

13 

16 

14 

14 

14 

15 


37 
40 
36 
34 
36 
38 
41 
43 
35 
42 
SO 
.W 
48 
58 
52 


Persons  arrested 


By 
spe- 
etal    : 
agentsi 


By  in- 
forma- 
tion 
fur- 
nished 

by 
special 
agents 


I 
1 


637 


Number 
of  pros- 
ecutions 
in  Fed- 
eral 
courts 
recom- 
mended 


(lii« 


13 


34 


17 
23 
32 
42 
83 
.W 
18 
10 

as 
21 

6 
8 

9 


42 
334 


32 
17 
18 
22 
21 
24 
30 
31 
35 
37 
41 
38 
43 
38 
41 


143 


180 


57 


(») 


300 


4 

14 
13 
4 
6 
1 
1 
2 
3 
1 


71 
66 
62 
58 
30 
41 
40 
44 
42 
41 
33 
37 


« 


32 
25 

27 
24 
28 
20 
25 

27 
26 
27 
27 


468 


12 
14 
14 
19 
23 
23 
26 
25 
21 
22 
25 
25 
36 
23 
25 


323 


4 

8 
14 
20 
34 
13 


13 


1 
00 

8 
15 


116 


3 

3 

3 

14 

15 

17 

2 

5 

1 


US 


10 

6 

6 

18 


102 


10" 
8 
2 


9 

S 

... 

14 

7 


64 


10 

II 


32 
40 

14 


34 

9 
8 
38 
17 
U 
44 
14 


283 


3 

3 

39 
« 
4 


U 
4 

13 


19 


02 


631 


320 


5 
8 
4 
8 
12 
2 
.  8 
7 
4 
3 


64 
71 
108 
91 
89 
82 
67 
61 
G5 
09 
09 
67 
60 
64 


8 
16 

6 

8 
22 
11 

6 
21 


1,022 


13 
13 

8 
11 
13 

4 
10 
10 

6 

7 


8 

10 

tl 

3 

8 


166 


12 
10 
17 


35 
8 

28 
1 


9 
16 

2 
28 
22 
10 

5 
21 
16 

8 
10 
41 

3 

8 


109 


19 
21 
19 


4 
4 

16 

6 

13 


•Unknown. 


»No  record. 


•  Report  not  in. 


Ifliil 
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COXGEESSIONAL 

.    Beport  at  tfork  perftrmti  bf  tpteimt  aftiUt  /toi 

m 

mJui 

5C0RD— SENATE 

'  /,  Itta,  te  SepUmUr  90, 1»»—Caatiaaed 

November  19 

Seizures 

Cases  closed 

Cases  pending 

Persons  arrested 

DiTistons 

IlHrtt 
diftil- 
lehes 

Stillit 

Oadona 

of  spirits 

Qallons 
of  malt 

liquor 

:.\uto-  Value  of 
mo-     automo- 
biles      biles 

Launches 

Vah 

iaun 

•"*    carit 

Jack- 
eted 

Un- 

Jack- 

i  eted 

Total 

Jack- 
eted 

Un- 
Jack- 
eted 

Tota 

By 
agenu 

By  in- 
forma- 
tion 
fur- 
nished 
1        by 
special 
agents 

Number 
of  pros- 
•ctnions 
in  Fed- 
eral 

COttftS 

recom- 
mended 

San    Frtnciteo, 
Calif.— Coa. 

May.  1W» 

1 

1 

164.00 

66.00 

4 

3 

7 

1 
4 
2 
2 
2 

3 
4 

4 

? 

4 
8 
6 
5 
6 

33 

Imie.  1«28 

1 

Jolv.  1929 

( 

30 

1 
3 

1 
3 
4 

31 
4 

"■"" 

Atuniiit.  I92D 

3 



m 

3 

2 

23 

1 

- ..«-...« 

September,  19» 

— ... 

.... 

Total 

3 

8 

975.00 

47.M6.00           6   SL035.00 

4(1 

42 

88 

4S 

7» 

124 

42 

las 

104 

K 1 

* 

SnUle.  HaM. 
July.  lOW 

2K.Q0 
41.00 

Mace 

1 
1 

19&00 ;      4 

L  600.00 

1 

2 
3 

I 
2 

1 
2 

1 
3 

1 
2 
7 

4' 

7' 

.s 
5 
4 
6 

5 
2 
5 
1 
3 
8 
3 

! 

1 

10 
6 
« 

14 

13 

12 

11 

12 

10 

13 

10 

8 

8 

0 

9 

a 

j" 

14 
13 
13 
12 
14 

lA 

8 

1 
2 
5 

s" 

9 

11 
5 

8 
4 

2 

19 
13 
16 

.\Ufust.  laas 

saoo 

1... 

September,  1938 

October,  1938  

November,  1928 

Dacember,  1«» 

I 

1 

4iaoo 

1 

4oaoo 

1 
1 
3 
2 
1 
1 
3 
5 
2 

4 
18 

January,  1929 



.... 

s      ii 
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Mr.  ODDIE. 
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>rnkaowa.                                     'This  district  wa."* 
BOULDKB  DAM 

Mr.  President,  the  Coloiarlo  River  Basir 
informed  regarding  the  position  of  Npi 
power  allocation  under  the  Boulder  Canyi 
Ml  I  submit  for  publication  in  the  Rec 
omenta  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
ions  under  said  act,  the  official  ofTer  of  ti 
le  power,  and  correspondence  with  the  St 
n  connection  therewith. 
ESI  DENT.    Is  there  objection  to  the  re< 
n  Nevada? 

no   objection,    the   matter   was   ortlered 
[ccOHD.  as  follows : 

Interior  Defabtubx 
W^tihington,  D.  C,  October  I. 

(Memorandum  for  the  S«<:retar]r) 
ted  aUtein«nt  ehowa  applications  for  Boulder 

reepunae  to  notic<>  requiriug  Kubmlsaion  of 
lefore  October  1.     While  some  of  the  appUcat 
lact  amount,  tbfy  aggrvgate  far  more  than 
arailable. 

to  make  a  aatisfactory  allocation  of  power  ai 
applicants,  or  to  formulate  a  contract  with 
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928,  and  was  absorbed  by  the  Albany  district  July  18, 1929. 

licanta    for   the    Installation   and   operation   of   machinery,    the   de- 
ment is  confronted  with  the  fact  that  the  States  have  six  months 
i-hich  to  determine  whether  or  not  they  wish  to  become  purchasers 
power,   and   may   require   a   considerably   longer   period   In  which   to 
ire  needed  legislation  to  contract  for  power.     It  would  seem  to  be 
rable   that    the  agent   or   agents   contracting  with    the   Government 
lid  be  limited  In  number  and  that  the  contract  should  be  of  such  a 
racter  that   the   applicants   for  small   quantities   of  power,   or  the 
Ucanta  who  do  not  know  now  the  amount  of  power  required,  should 
this  under  arrangements  with  the  operators  of  the  power  plant,  in 
trdance    with    allocations    and    conditions    fixed    by    the    Secretary, 
h   an   arrangement   will   avoid   delay   and   secure   action    which   will 
e  poaelble  appropriations  by  the  present  Congress, 
wo  of  the  applicants— the  metropolitan  water  district,   in   conjunc- 
with  the  city  of  Los  Angeles,  and  the  Southern  California  Kdiaon 
-have  Indicated  their  wllliugness  to  execute  contracts  to  pnrcliase 
power  available.     The  Metropolitan  Water  District  and  muukipal- 
1  under  the  act  are  given  a  preference  riifht  of  purchase,  which  must 
slven   conoideratioD. 

he    metropolitan    water    district    requires    for    pumping    water    for 
lestlc    purposes    power    equivalent    to    more    than    one  half    of    the 
il  output.     Revenues   sufficient   to  return   the  cost   of  the  dam   and 
or  plant  exclusive  of  the  125.000.000  allocated  to  flood  control,  the 
irn  of  which  the  act  provides  may  be  deferred  until  after  the  and  of 
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the  amortization  period,  can  be  secured  by  contracts  for  68  per  cent  of 
the  power,  thus  leaving  for  future  allocation  and  disposition  35  per 
cent.     This  seems  to  be  a  desirable  arrangement. 

It  appears  that  Nevada  and  possibly  the  other  States  enjoying  pref- 
erence right  can  not  make  valid  contracts  without  amendment  of  their 
constitutions  and  the  enactment  of  special  legislation,  which  may  re- 
quire aome  two  years,  or  possibly  longer. 

If  an  appropriation  for  construction  Is  made  by  the  next  Congres*,  It 
will  require  at  least  five  years  before  a  beginning  can  be  made  lu  the 
delivery  of  power.  That  Interval  would  enable  States  to  secure  needed 
legislation  and  give  a  better  understanding  of  the  power  requirements 
than  Is  now  possible.  Allocations  of  the  surplus  power  can  therefore 
be  much  better  made  five  years  from  now  than  at  present. 

In  order,  therefore,  to  avoid  long  and  Injurious  delay  in  construc- 
tion and  the  necessity  of  making  allocation  at  this  time  of  all  power 
available,  three  alternative  plans  are  suggested : 

(1)  That  contract  be  executed  with  the  metropolitan  district  and  the 
city  of  Lo«  Angeles  for  the  entire  power  available,  with  provision  In  the 
contract  for  release  of  35  per  cent  of  the  power  for  the  use  of  the  States 
and  other  applicants,  like  the  Southern  California  Edison  Co.,  to  whom 
it  may  be  later  allocated  by  the  Secretary,  such  allocation  to  be  made 
with  due  regard  to  preference  rights  and  the  public  interest,  as  the  act 
requires. 

<2)  That  contract  be  executed  with  the  metropolitan  water  district 
and  the  city  of  Los  Angeles  for  05  per  cent  of  the  power  available  for 
use  by  that  district,  the  city  of  Los  Angeles,  and  other  munlctpaHtics  In 
southern  California,  with  provisiou  for  later  allocation  of  the  remain- 
ing 35  per  cent  to  the  States  and  other  applicants,  such  allocation  to 
be  made  by  the  Secretary,  with  due  regard  to  preference  rights  and  the 
public  interest,  as  the  act  requires. 

(3)  That  contract  be  executed  with  the  metropolitan  water  district, 
the  city  of  Los  Angel<;s,  and  the  Southern  California  Kdison  Co.  for 
the  entire  power  available,  the  metropolitan  water  district  to  be  en- 
titled to  such  amount  of  power  as  may  be  necessary  to  pump  water 
for  domestic  purposes,  with  provision  In  the  contract  for  release  of 
the  remaining  available  power  for  use  of  the  States  and  other  applicants 
to  whom  It  may  be  allocated  by  the  Secretary,  such  allocation  to  be 
made  with  due  regard  to  preference  rights  and  the  public  Interest,  as 
the  act  requires. 

This  partial  allocation  would  take  care  of  the  preference  rights  of  the 
metropolitan  water  district  and  other  municipalities  of  southern  Cali- 
fornia, and  would  insure  sufBcient  revenue  to  meet  the  minimum  re- 
qulretnents  of  the  act.  Congress  could  then  make  the  necessary  appro- 
priations for  the  beginning  of  construction  without  farther  delay. 

Elwood  Mead, 
Commtsvioner  of  Reclamation. 

Annual  revenue  nc€e»»<irv  to  meet  minimum  requirement  of  act  at  rate 

of  1.63  mills  per  kilouatt 

Total  annual  revenue  required  to  repay  cost  of  Boulder  Can- 
yon Dam  and  power-plant  building.  Including  $25,000,000 
allocated  to  flood  control  and  proportionate  payments  to 
Arizona  and  Nevada,  assuming  machinery  «nd  equipment 
installed  by  lessees  and  power  plant  operated  by  lessees—  $5,  66.),  000 

Annual   revenue  to  provide  for  repayment  of  flood  control 

and  proportionate  payments  to  Arizona  and   Nevada 1,80-',  000 

Minimum    annual    revenue    required    under    act    before   con- 

structlon  can  be  undertaken • d,  80.J.  000 

Revenue  which  would  be  derived  from  uartlal  allocation  of 
65  i>er  cent  of  available  energy  (2,340,000.000  kilowatt 
hours),  at  proposed  rate  of  $0.60163 3,  814.000 

Intbriob  Depabtmbnt, 
Wa$hington,  D.  C,  October  IS,  1929. 
(Power  machinery  Installed   and  power  plant  operated  by  lessees) 

(A)   QINBBAL   KEOULATI0N3    FOB    SALE    OF    POWER  AND    WATER,   BOULDEB 

CANTON    PROJECT 

1.  The  United  States  will  construct  the  dam.  including  outlet  works, 
power  tunnels,  and  the  power-plant  building. 

2.  The  lessees  of  power  shall  purchase  and  install  the  penstocks, 
machinery,  and  equipment  in  the  power  plant  and  shall  provide  the 
necessary  switching,  transforming,  and  transmission  facilities. 

3.  The  United  States  will  operate  and  maintain  the  dam.  reservoir, 
power  tunnels,  and  outlet  works,  and  will  regulate  the  flow  of  water. 
The  dam  and  reservoir  will  be  operated  and  used  for :  First,  river  regu- 
lation. Improvement  of  navigation,  and  flood  control ;  second,  for  irriga- 
tion and  domestic  uses  and  satisfaction  ot  present  perfected  rights  in 
pursuance  of  Article  VIII  of  the  Colorado  River  compact ;  and,  third,  for 

power. 

4.  The  lessees  of  power  shall  operate  and  maintain  the  power  plant 

and  Its  accessories. 

5.  The  lessees  of  power  will  be  required  to  form  an  organization 
satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  for  the  purpose  of  purchas- 
ing, InsUUlng,  operating,  and  maintaining  the  machinery  and  equipment 
in  the  power  plant. 

6.  Energy  will  be  measured  at  generator  voltage. 

7.  The  rate  for  sale  of  energy  will  be  1.63  mills  per  kllowatt-hotir, 
with   provision  for  readjustment  of  the  rate  at  the  end  o£  16  year* 


from  the  date  of  eiecutlon  of  contract  and  every  10  years  thereafter, 
as  provided  in  section  5  (a)  of  the  Boolder  Canyon  project  act. 

8.  The  contractor  shall  pay  monthly  for  energy  in  accordance  with 
the  above  rate.  Payments  shall  be  due  on  the  15th  of  the  month 
immediately  succeeding  the  month  in  which  energy  Is  used.  If  such 
charges  are  not  paid  when  due,  a  penalty  of  1  per  cent  of  the  amount 
unpaid  shall  be  added  thereto,  and  thereafter  an  additional  penalty  of 
1  per  cent  of  the  amount  unpaid  shall  be  added  on  the  Ist  day  of 
each  calendar  month  during  such  delinquency. 

9.  Each  contractor  shall  guarantee  a  minimum  annual  payment 
equivalent  to  the  amount  of  energy  contracted  for  times  1.68  mills  per 
kilowatt-hour.  Minimum  payments  shall  be  due  on  June  1  of  each 
year,  commencing  on  June  1  ncjtt  following  the  date  water  Is  first 
available  for  the  generation  of  power.  For  fractional  years,  at  the 
beginning  or  end  of  the  contract  period,  the  minimum  annual  pay- 
ment shall  be  proportionately  adjusted  In  the  ratio  that  the  number  of 
days  water  Is  available  for  power  bears  to  365  days. 

10.  Each  applicant.  If  so  required  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
shall  furnish  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  United  States  a  bid  bond  or 
certified  check  in  the  amount  of  $2,500  to  insure  execution  of  required 
contract.  Each  contractor.  If  so  required  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  shall  furnish  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  United  States  a 
performance  bond  In  the  penal  sum  equal  to  the  minimum  annual  pay- 
ment provided  by  the  contract  conditioned  on  the  faithful  performance 
thereof. 

11.  No  charge  will  be  made  for  water  used  in  Imperial  and  Coachella 
Valleys.     The  rate  for  sale  of  water  elsewhere  shall  be  as  follows : 

(a)  Fifty  cents  per  acre- foot  for  water  diverted  by  Metropolitan 
Water  District  below  power  outlets  of  Boulder  Canyon  Dam ; 

(b)  Ten  cents  per  acre-foot  for  water  diverted  for  irrigation  pur- 
poses below  power  outlets  of  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  ;  and 

(c)  Fifty  cents  per  acre-foot  for  water  diverted  for  domestic  pur- 
poses below  water  outlets  of  Boulder  Canyon  Dam. 

A   charge  In   addition   to  the  rates  stated   In    (a),   (b),   and   (c)    will 
be  made  for  water  diverted  above  the  power  outlets  of  Boulder  Canyon 
Dam  to  compensate  for  reduction  in  energy  output  at  the  dam  due  t« ' 
such  diversion. 

12.  All  machinery  and  equipment  In  Boulder  Canyon  power  plant, 
and  plans  for  the  installation  thereof,  shall  receive  advance  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  such  machinery  and  equipment 
shall  be  installed  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  said  Secretary. 

13.  All  machinery  and  apparatus  at  Boulder  Canyon  power  plant 
shall  be  maintained  In  such  condition  that  each  unit  can  at  all  times 
develop  not  less  than  95  per  cent  of  its  capacity  when  first  Installed 
and  tested  for  acceptance. 

14.  In  addition  to  these  general  regulations  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  shall  prescribe  and  enforce  rules  and  regulations  conforming 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Federal  water  power  act  so  far  as  ap- 
plicable, respecting  maintenance  of  works  in  condition  of  repair  ade- 
quate for  their  efllclent  operation,  maintenance  of  a  system  of  account- 
ing, control  of  rates  and  service  in  the  absence  of  State  regulation  or 
Interstate  agreement,  valuation  for  rate-making  purposes,  transfers  of 
contracts,  contracts  extending  beyond  the  lease  period,  expropriation  of 
excessive  profits,  recapture  and/or  emergency  use  by  the  United  States 
of  property  of  lessees,  and  penalties  for  enforcing  regulations  made 
under  the  Boulder  Canyon  project  act  or  penalizing  failure  to  comply 
with  such  regulations  or  with  the  provisions  of  the  Boulder  Canyon 
project  act.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  also  conform  with 
other  provisions  of  the  Federal  water  power  act  and  of  rules  and  regu- 
lations of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  which  have  been  or  may  be 
devised,  for  the  protection  of  the  investor  and  consumer. 

15.  No  contract  for  electrical  energy  or  for  generation  of  electrical 
energy  shall  be  of  longer  duration  than  50  years  from  the  date  at 
which  such  energy  is  ready  for  delivery. 

16.  Contracts  respecting  water  for  Irrigation  and  domestic  uses  shall 
be  for  permanent  service. 

17.  The  holder  of  any  contract  for  electrical  energy  not  In  default 
thereunder  shall  be  entitled  to  a  renewal  thereof  upon  such  terms  and 
conditions  as  may  be  authorized  or  required  under  the  then  existing  laws 
and  regulations,  unless  the  property  of  such  holder  dependent  for  Its 
usefulness  on  a  continuation  of  the  contract  be  purchased  or  acquired 
and  such  holder  be  compensated  for  damages  to  Its  property,  used  and 
useful  In  the  transmission  and  distribution  of  such  electrical  energy 
and  not  taken,  resulting  from  the  termination  of  the  supply. 

18.  In  case  of  conflicting  applications.  If  any.  such  conflicts  shall  be 
resolved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  after  hearing,  with  due  regard 
to  the  public  Interest,  and  In  conformity  with  the  policy  expressed  In  the 
Federal  water  power  act  as  to  conflicting  applications  for  permits  and 
licenses,  except  that  preference  to  applicants  for  the  use  of  water  and 
appurtenant  works  and  privileges  necessary  for  the  generation  and  dis- 
tribution of  hydroelectric  energy  shall  be  given  to  a  State  for  the  genera- 
tion of  electric  energy  for  use  In  the  States,  and  the  States  of  Ariaona, 
California,  and  Nevada  shall  be  given  equal  opportunity  as  such  appli- 
cants. The  rights  covered  by  such  preference  shall  be  contracted  for 
within  six  months  after  notice  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  shall 
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be  paid  for  on   thft  muoc  tfTU»  and  coodltiona  as  provided  In   «tb«r 
•imilar  contracts 

19.  Any  aceocy  recelTlng  a  contract  for  electrical  energy  eqnlTalent 
to  100,000  Arm  borBepower.  or  more,  may,  when  deemed  feasible  by  the 
Secretary  of  tbe  Interior,  from  engineering  and  economic  considerations 
and  under  general  regulattons  prescribed  by  him.  be  required  to  permit 
•ay  other  agency  baring  contracts  for  less  than  tbe  equivalent  of  25,000 
firm  horsepower,  upon  application  to  the  Secretary  of  tbe  Interior  made 
within  ao  days  from  the  execution  of  tbe  contract  of  tbe  agency  tbe  use 
of  whose  transmiwsion  line  is  applied  for,  to  participate  in  tbe  benefits 
and  use  of  any  main  transmission  line  constructed  or  to  be  constructed 
by  tlie  former  for  carrying;  such  energy  (not  exceeding,  however,  one- 
foartb  the  capacity  of  anch  line),  upon  payment  by  such  ottier  agenciea 
of  a  rea»onabl«  share  of  tbe  cost  of  construction,  operation,  and  main- 
tenance thereof 

20.  Tbe  use  is  aatborized  of  such  pablic  and  reserved  lands  of  the 
United  States  as  may  be  necessary  or  convenient  for  the  construction, 
opemti<»i,  and  maintenance  of  main  transmission  lines  to  transmit  tbe 
electrical  energy  generated. 

21.  Disputes  or  disagreements  aa  to  the  interpretation  or  perform- 
ance of  contracts  relative  to  tbe  sale  or  generation  of  electrical  energy 
shall  be  determined  either  by  arbitration  or  court  proceedings,  tbe 
Secretary  of  tbe  Interior  being  authorised  to  act  for  the  United  States 
in  such  proceedings. 

22.  Tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Interior,  or  bis  representatives  sball  at  all 
tlMes  have  tite  right  of  ingress  to  and  egress  from  all  works  of  tbe 
contractors  for  power  or  power  privileges,  for  tbe  purpose  of  Inspection, 
repairs,  and  maintenance  of  works  of  tbe  United  States,  and  for  all 
other  proper  purposes.  The  Secretary  of  tbe  Interior  or  bis  representa- 
tives sball  also  have  free  access  at  all  reasonable  times  to  tbe  books 
and  records  of  contractors  for  power  or  power  privileges,  relating  to  tbe 
generation,  transmission,  distribution,  or  sale  of  el>'ctrlcal  energy  with 
tbe  right  at  any  time  during  office  bourn  to  make  copies  of  or  from  tbe 


23.  AU  patents,  grants,  contracts,  concessions,  leases,  permits  licenses, 
rights  of  way,  or  other  privileges  from  tbe  United  States  or  under  its 
aotbority.  necessary  or  convenient  for  the  ui'e  of  waters  of  the  Colorado 
River  or  its  tribataries,  or  for  the  geaermtioa  or  transmission  of  elec- 
trical energy  generated  by  means  of  the  waters  of  said  river  or  its 
tributaries,  whether  under  the  Boulder  Dam  project  act,  the  Federal 
water  power  act,  or  otherwise,  shall  be  upon  tbe  express  condition 
sad  with  the  express  eovcnaot  that  the  rights  of  the  reciptenta  or 
holders  tltereof  to  waters  of  tbe  river  or  its  tributaries,  for  tbe  use  of 
which  tbe  same  are  necessary,  convenient,  or  incidental,  and  tbe  use 
of  the  same  sball  likewise  be  subject  to  and  controlled  by  said  Colorado 
Blver  compact. 

24.  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  reserves  tbe  right  to  aakend  these 
regulatioas  in  any  manner  not  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Boalder  Canyon  project  act,  or  acts  amendatory  thereof  or  suiiple- 
raentary  thereto. 

Dbpaktvcnt  or  ths  l!«TB>ioa. 

Wcuhinffton^  D.  C,  Octoher  It,  tm. 
(Memorandum   for  tbe  press) 

The  Secretary  of  tbe  Interior  announced  to-day  his  decision  In  re- 
gard to  tbe  allocation  of  Boulder  Dam  power.  He  appointed  Novem- 
ber 12  as  the  date  for  a  formal  bearing  in  case  of  any  protest. 

Tbe  power  to  be  developed  at  tbe  Boulder  Dam,  sabject  to  certain 
deductions,  is  to  be  contracted  for  as  follows : 

To  the  Metropolitan  Water  District  of  Southern  California,  50  per 
cent,  or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  needed  and  used  for  the  pumping 
of  Colorado  River  water. 

To  tbe  city  of  Los  Angeles,  25  per  cent ;  and 

To  tbe  Southern  California  Edison  and  associated  companies,  25 
per  cent. 

These  allotments  are  to  be  subject  to  certain  deductions  which  may 
•rise  through  the  exercise  of  preference  rights,  1.  e., 

(s)  Not  exceeding  18  per  cent  of  the  total  power  developed  for  the 
State  of  Nevada  for  use  in  Nevada : 

(b)  Not  exceeding  18  per  cent  of  the  total  power  for  tbe  State  of 
Arizona,  for  Ti5te  in  Arisona,  as  above  ;  and  should  either  of  tbe  States 
not  exercise  Its  preference  rights  tbe  other  may  absorb  them  up  to 
4  per  cent ;  ^  ' 

(c)  Not  exceeding  4  per  cent  for  munldpalitlea  which  have  hereto- 
fore filed  applications. 

All  such  preference  rights  in  whole  or  in  part  are  to  be  exercised 
by  tbe  executlou  of  valid  contracts  with  the  respective  States  and 
municipalities  satLsfaetory  to  tbe  Secretary,  and  tbe  exercise  of  such 
prrfenni-e  rights  is  to  reduce  proportionately  tbe  above  allotments  to 
tbe  district,  the  dty,  and  tbe  company. 

Any  State  desiring  to  withdraw  power  within  the  limitations  above 
stated  must  serve  on  tbe  Secretary  of  tbe  Interior  writen  notice  wlthlo 
«ot   less  than   12  months  of  the   anuioat  of  power  desired,   uid   for 
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the  purchase   of  which   valid   contracts   satisfactory   to   the   Secretary 
mu«p  be  executed. 

contracted  for  but  not  required  within  a  State  idiall  be  allocated 
city  and  the  company  on  a  50-50  basis,  with  the  reservation  that 
again  be  called  for  within  a  reasonable  time  for  use  within  the 
All  power  provided  a  State  shall  be  at  actual  cost. 
Sliould  the  50  per  cent  allocated  to  tbe  metropolitan  water  district 
qot  required  for  pumping,  this  sball  become  available  to  the  city  of 
Angeles,  66%  per  cent ;  to  tbe  Southern  California  Edison  and 
companies  33^  per  cent, 
municipalities  desiring  power  within  tbe  lindtation  prescribed 
execute  the  necessary  contract  therefor  within  12  months  from 
late  tbe  contracts  are  made  with  tbe  district,  and  tbe  city. 
A^y  Arm  power  available  at  the  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  for  the  pay- 
of  which  other  contractors  do  not  become  and  remain  liable,  aside 
that  allocated  to  the  metropolitan  district,  sball  be  taken  and  paid 
>y  the  city  of  Los  Angeles  and  the  Edison  Co.,  on  a  50-50  basis, 
contract  for  the  available  power  is  to  be  made  with  tbe  city  of 
Los  Angeles,  and  tbe  metropolitan  water  district,  with  various  subcon- 
tracts assuring  tbe  above,  and  providing  for  a  board  of  control  made  up 
of  2  members  nominated  by  the  dty  of  Los  Angeles  and  tbe  metropolitan 
wat>r  district,  2  by  tbe  Sonthem  California  Edison  and  associated  corn- 
pan  es,  and  1  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  to  act  with  tbe  city  of 
Los  Angeles  in  tbe  operation  of  the  plant. 

Tie  Federal  Government  will  install  the  dam,  tunnels,  power  bouse, 
and  penstocks.  The  machinery  for  the  generation  and  distribution  of 
power  is  to  be  provided  and  installed  by  the  lessee.  Tbe  costs  of  in- 
stai  ation  and  operation  are  to  be  borne  by  those  contracting  fur  the 
pow  pr  In  proportion  to  the  amounts  received.  When  tbe  dam  and  power 
bouiie  are  actually  in  operation  the  lessees  msy  have  the  right  to  ask 
for  a  review  of  tbe  actual  cost  of  units  of  power  and  be  entitled  to 
deductions  which  will  still  permit  the  charge  made  to  return  to  tbe 
Oov>mment  all  advances  and  Interest  In  accordance  with  the  Boalder 
Dan  I  act,  and  provided  further  that  if  such  review  indicates  that  a 
blgter  rate  should  be  paid  for  power  to  meet  tbe  obligation  to  the 
Fed'ral  Government  such  an  advance  in  rate  will  be  put  into  effect. 

Tiere  is  a  clause  inserted  in  all  of  tbe  contracts  which  will  insure  the 
dist  ibntlon  of  all  power  developed  at  tbe  Boulder  Dam  at  such  a  price 
as  ti  tbe  opinion  of  tbe  Federal  Power  Commission  is  fair  to  all  con- 
BWB'rs.  Should  certain  mnniclpalittes  operating  their  own  power  plants 
desii-e  to  make  separate  agreements  with  tbe  city  of  I>i8  Angeles  and  the 
metropolitan  water  district  they  shall  be  supplied  witb  power  at  cost 
pricK 

T  te  charge  for  storing  water  for  tbe  metropolitan  water  district  will 
be  45  cents  per  acre-foot. 

WiauiNGTO.N,  D.  C,  October  i9,  lSi3. 
Hoii  Rat  Ltman  WiLnra, 

aecrttary  of  the  Interior,  Woahington,  D.  O. 

IIt  Dear  Mb.  SccBrrAiT  :  I*  have  received  a  telegram  from  a  prominent 
man  In  Nevada,  whose  opinion  I  respect,  to  tbe  effect  that  certain  people 
In  tile  State  construe  your  memorandum  on  power  allocation  as  requir- 
ing Nevada  to  give  notice  of  all  power  desired  within  12  months  of  date 
of  p  )wer  contracts  and  that  Nevada's  right  to  apply  for  power  terminates 
12  laontbs  after  said  date.  Ue  states  that  this  point  seems  uncertain  in 
you  >  memorandum  and  asks  if  you  will  kindly  clarify  this  and  give  us 
an   assurance  that   Nevada  may   exerdse  her  right  to  withdraw  power 

itliin  the  life  of  power  contracts  upon  giving  12  months'  notice. 

Ad  early  reply  will  be  very  much  appreciated  by  me. 

^ith  my  kind  regards,  I  am 
Sincerely  yours, 

Taskik  L.  Oddii. 

Tns  Skchetart  of  the  Interior, 

Washington,  H  or  ember  1,  1929. 
Taskke  L.  Oddie, 

rnifed  States  Senate. 
Dear  Se.natob  Oddie  :  In  your  letter  of  October  29  you  make 
iry  concerning  the  interpretation  to  be  given  the  12  months'  notice 
required  by  the  States  of  Nevada  and  Arizona  of  their  desire  to  with- 
draw and  use  Boulder  Dam  power  under  the  allocation  made  October  21. 
providing  for  such  notice  consideration  must  be  given  to  the 
s  of  the  primary  contractors  who  assume  liability  for  payment  of 
the  power.  If  the  primary  contractors  are  agreeable  to  tbe  plan 
proposed  by  certain  Nevada  citizens  of  permitting  withdrawal  of 
povi|er  at  any  time  during  the  life  of  the  primary  contract  upon  12 
notice,  I  should  be  glad  to  provide  accordingly. 
I^fore  any  more  definite  statement  can  be  made  eoncrming  the 
now  suggested,  it  seems  advisable  to  ascertain  tbe  views  of  the 
pro^sed  primary  contractors  and  to  consider  whether  the  plan  sug- 
gesied  is  workable.  These  matters  will  be  taken  up  at  the  hearing 
for  November  12. 
Very  tmlj  y oora, 

Bat  Ltmam  Wilsvs. 
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NOVCMBEH  12,  1029. 

Hon.  Bat  Ltman  Wilbcb, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior.  Washington,  D.  C. 
My  Dkab  Mr.  Secbbtary  :  The  allocations  of  power  announced  by  you 
on  October  21.  1929.  and  tbe  general  procedure  for  tbe  disposition  of 
power  under  the  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  act  are  so  obviously  designed  in 
the  Interests  of  California  and  at  the  expense  of  the  Interests  and 
sovereign  rights  of  the  State  of  Nevada,  that  I  desire,  on  behalf  of  that 
State,  to  enter  a  protest. 

Tbe  act  contains  certain  fundamental  principles  and  mandatory  pro- 
Tlslons  which  limit  the  Secretary's  discretion  in  making  power  alloca- 
tions Quoting  from  section  5  (c)  of  tbe  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  act,  "  In 
case  of  conflicrtng  applications,  if  any.  such  conflicts  shaU  be  resolved 
by  tbe  said  Secretary  after  hearing,  with  due  regard  to  the  public  inter- 
est and  in  conformity  with  tbe  poUcy  expressed  in  the  Federal  water 
power  act  as  to  conflicting  applications  for  permits  and  licenses,  except 
that  preference  to  applicants  for  the  use  of  water  and  appurtenant  works 
and  privileges  neces.sary  for  the  generation  and  distribution  of  hydro- 
electric energy,  or  for  delivery  at  tbe  switchboard  of  n  hydroelectric 
plant  shall  be  given,  first,  to  a  State  for  tbe  generation  or  purchase  of 
electric  energy  for  use  in  the  State,  and  the  States  of  Arizona.  California, 
and  Nevada  shall  be  given  equal  opportunity  as  such  applicants. ' 

As  the  law  provides  that  equal  opportunity  be  given  the  States  of 
Arizona  California,  and  Nevcda,  there  can  be  no  question  but  that  Con- 
gress intended  that  the  primary  allocation  of  power  should  be  tendered 
one-third  of  the  total  to  each  of  tbe  States  of  Arizona,  California,  and 
Nevada,  and  that  the  sovereignty  of  these  States  should  be  recognized 
before  a  municipality  or  private  power  interest. 

Under  the  proposal  which  you  have  made,  the  Interests  of  tbe  State  of 
Nevada  has  been  subordinated  and  made  subservient  to  the  interests  of 
southern  California. 

On  October  29.  1929,  I  requested  you  to  give  me  an  interpretation  of 
the  12-month  notice  required  of  the  States  of  Nevada  and  Arizona,  and 
specified  In  your  allocation  of  October  21.  1929,  stating  their  desire  to 
withdraw  and  use  Boulder  Dam  power  under  the  aUocatlon  of  October 
21    1929      To  this  you  replied  on  November  1,  1929,  as  follows  : 

"  In  providing  for  such  notice  consiileration  must  be  given  to  the 
rights  of  the  primary  contractors  who  assume  liability  for  payment  of 
all  the  power.  If  the  primary  contractors  are  agreeable  to  the  plan 
now  proposed  by  certain  Nevada  citizens  of  permitting  withdrawal  of 
power  at  any  time  during  the  life  of  the  primary  contract  upon  12 
months'  notice.  I  should  be  glad  to  provide  accordingly. 

"Before  any  more  definite  statement  can  be  made  concerning  tbe 
plan  now  suggested,  it  seems  advisable  to  ascertain  the  views  of  the 
proposed  primary  contractors  and  to  consider  whether  the  plan  sug- 
gested Is  workable,  l-hese  matters  will  be  taken  up  at  the  bearing  set 
for  November  12."  ^  ,  , 

Tbe  subserviency  of  Nevada's  interests  is  demonstrated  in  your  reply 
to  my  request,  which  states  that  it  will  be  necessary  for  Nevada  to 
obtain  permission  from  the  primary  contractors  of  southern  California 
to  modify  the  provisions  of  recapture.  The  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  act 
does  not  contemplate,  and  Congress  never  intended  to  place  Nevada  in 
such  a  position  of  humiliation  and  subserviency  to  municipalities  and 
private  power  interests  in  another  State. 

The  State  of  Nevada,  in  the  formulation  of  the  provUlons  of  the 
7 -State  compact  and  in  the  formulation  of  the  Boulder  Canyon  Dam 
act  has  as  Is  well  known,  been  exceedingly  generous  in  the  allocation 
of  water  in  reserving  to  herself  only  300.000  acre-feet  of  water  and 
allowing  7  200,000  acre-feet  of  water  to  be  divided  between  Arizona  and 
California  and  the  provisions  of  your  power  allocation,  therefore,  are 
received  In  Nevada  with  surprise  and  regret.  The  physical  conditions 
in  Nevada  preclude  bcr  using  at  this  time  more  than  a  comparatively 
small  amount  of  Colorado  River  water,  but  tbe  physical  conditions  in 
southern  California,  on  the  other  hand,  make  it  vitally  necessary  that 
she  have  a  large  amount  of  this  water  for  her  very  life  and  growth. 
On  the  other  hand,  Nevada  will  ultimately  need  a  large  amount  of  the 
power  to  be  developed  at  the  dam.  California  does  not  need  aU  of  this 
power  because  of  a  surplus  amount  of  power  at  present  developed  within 

the  State. 

If  tbe  allocations  of  power  which  you  have  suggested  were  put  into 
effect  and  under  the  provisions  which  you  have  stlpulatetl,  it  would 
inevitably  lead  substantially  to  a  transfer  of  the  ownership  of  the  power 
to  California  interests.  In  time  this  would  mean  that  the  California 
Interests  would  be  able  to  resell  this  power  to  Nevada  at  a  profit  and 
Nevada's  development  would  be  dependent  upon  the  repurchase  of  that 
power  at  a  greater  cost. 

In  the  proposed  allocation  of  power  tbe  Government  has  failed  to 
consider  Its  obligation  to  administer  its  trust  as  custodian  of  tbe  enor- 
mous area  of  unappropriated  public  domain  In  Nevada  belonging  to  the 
Government,  which  amounts  to  over  53,000.000  acres,  or  about  75  per 
cent  of  the  area  of  the  State,  exclusive  of  tbe  large  areas  embraced 
within  the  Indian  reservations  and  forest  reserves.  The  great  unde- 
veloped mineral  and  agricultural  resources  In  Nevada  on  the  public 
domain,  which  are  largely  dependent  up<jn  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  power 
for  development,  are  owned  by  tbe  Federal  Ooremment.  and  shoald 
be  fully  considered  and  protected  lo  tbe  aUocatfon  of  this  power,  which 


under  your  proposal  Is  Inadequate.  In  case  of  conflicting  applications, 
such  as  here  exist  between  Nevada  and  California,  section  5  (c>  slates 
that  such  conflicts  sball  be  resolved  by  the  Secretary  after  public  hear- 
ings, with  due  regard  to  the  public  Interest.  This  is  unquestionable 
proof  that  Congress  left  no  room  for  discretion  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  In  considering  the  public  Interest  in  tbe  allocation  of  the 
power  to  be  developed  at  Boulder  Canyon  Dam.  and  the  public  Interest 
demands  that  each  of  these  three  sovereign  States  receive  equal  skares 
of  the  total  power  to  be  developed. 

Unless  Nevada's  full  quota  of  one-third  of  the  power  Is  conserved 
for  the  use  of  tbe  development  of  the  natural  resources  of  |he  State 
many  of  these  valuable  resources  will  lie  dormant  Indefinitely,  which 
would  be  a  national  as  well  as  a  State  liability  and  loss.  If.  on  the 
other  band,  the  Secretary  were  to  conserve  for  Nevada  her  full  quota 
of  one-third  of  the  power,  which  would  permit  the  fullest  develoiinent 
of  the  natural  resources  on  the  public  domain  In  that  State.  It  would 
constitute  a  national  asset  and  would  enable  the  State  of  Nevada  to 
reach  her  highest  economic  development. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  adequately  to  safeguard  tbe  national 
Interests,  should  submit  the  proposal  to  sell  power  developed  at  Boulder 
Canyon  Dam  to  national  competition  and  on  terms  which  are  agreeable 
to  tbe  States  Involved.  Instead  of  predicating  his  decision,  as  the  Sec- 
retary has  done,  largely  on  the  alleged  demands  of  the  municipalities 
and  power  Interests  of  southern  CaHfomia  only,  he  should  have  predi- 
cated his  decision  on  tbe  broad  national  Interests  Involved  and  have 
given  consideration  first,  after  the  Federal  Interests,  to  the  primary  in- 
terests of  the  sovereign  States  Involved. 

In  effect  it  would  seem  that  under  tbe  aUocatlons  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  on  October  21.  1929.  In  which  an  allocation  of 
100  per  cent  of  the  power  to  be  developed  at  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  Is  to 
be  allocated  to  the  State  of  California,  that  those  interests  are  receiv- 
ing the  almost  exclusive  power  benefits  of  tbe  Government's  investment 
of  capital  at  the  lowest  rates  of  interest  for  the  construction  of  tbe 
dam  and  tbe  power  plant.  As  a  matter  of  public  policy,  this  mrthod 
of  procedure  is  indefensible.  Since  tbe  Government  is  advancing  the 
capital,  it  should  consider  first  its  own  obligations  to  de\-elop  tbe  natural 
re.sources  on  its  public  domain  tributary  to  this  power  development, 
and  Congress,  in  providing  that  the  power  requirements  of  the  Statea 
of  Nevada.  Arizona,  and  California  should  first  be  considered,  and  on 
the  basis  of  equality  of  allocation,  so  intended. 

In  I'mlting  Nevada's  power  quota  to  18  per  cent  of  tbe  tota'  i-owcr 
to  be  developed  at  Boulder  Canyon  the  reason  stated  is  that  it  will  be 
many  years  before  Nevada  can  use  her  full  quota  of  one-third  of  the 
power  specified  under  the  act.  The  metropolitan  water  district  at  tbe 
present  time  has  no  Immediate  demand  for  tbe  power.  Presumably  tbe 
Secretary's  allocation  of  one-half  of  the  power  to  the  metropil'.tan 
water  district  is  predicated  wholly  upon  tbe  anticipated  need  o?  tjower 
for  pumping  water  for  the  district's  water  supply.  It  would  be  many 
years  before  tbe  major  portion  of  the  50  per  cent  allocation  of  Bcu!der 
Canyon  Dam  power  would  be  consumed  In  pumping  In  connection  with 
the  water  supply. 

There  does  not  appear  to  be  as  great  an  Immediate  need  for  the  power 
to  be  developed  at  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  In  the  metropolitan  water  dis- 
trict and  In  the  city  of  Los  Angeles  as  there  Is  In  Nevada,  and  the  future 
prospects  for  consumption  of  power  for  pumping  purposes  are  tven 
more  remote  than  those  of  using  the  power  in  Nevada  for  the  develop- 
ment of  her  natural  resources  and  future  manufacturing  industries. 
The  metropolitan  water  district  is  not  now  in  the  power  business.  Fur- 
thermore,  if  there  is  no  immediate  demand  for  Boulder  Canyon  Dam 
power  in  the  metropolitan  water  district  and  in  the  city  of  Los  Ai.geles 
it  would  seem  that  the  allocation  of  76  per  cent  of  tbe  power  to  Item, 
suggested  by  the  Secretary,  would,  in  effect,  create  a  poUtlopower 
organlJtation  largely  at  the  expense  of  the  development  of  tbe  Federal 
and  State  natural  resources  In  Nevada.  Any  other  course  would  not  be 
consistent  witb  sound  public  policy. 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  conference  on  November  12  will  adept  a 
course  of  procedure  which  wUl  make  primary  allocations  of  one-third 
of  tbe  power  to  each  of  the  States  of  Nevada.  Arizona,  and  California 
and  provide  for  competitive  bidding  for  the  power  on  terms  and  under 
provisions  In  the  formulation  of  which  tbe  SUtes  Involved  will  be 
allowed  fully  to  participate. 

If  an  agreement  to  make  equitable  power  allocations  as  indicated 
and  under  a  method  which  will  fully  protect  the  public  Interest  aud  the 
Inherent  sovereign  rights  of  the  State  of  Nevada  can  not  be  adoptea,  it 
may  become  necessary  to  amend  tbe  act. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  tbe  conference  will  be  able  to  settle  al'  differ- 
ences on  an  equitable  basis,  so  that  no  delays  will  occur  In  commencing 
the  construction  of  the  dam.  If  It  becomes  necessary.  I  will  be  read)  at 
any  time  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the  act  to  fully  protect  N-.vada'a 
Interests  In  the  allocation  of  this  power. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

Tasrcb  L.   OOtsiB. 


Mr  ODDIE.  The  following  letter  w««  addrewed  to  the  8ee- 
retary  of  the  Interior  bjr  Dr.  Colin  O.  Vink,  head  of  the  depart- 
ment of  electrochemistry  at  Columbia  Unirerrfty  and  secretary 
of  the  American  Electrochemical  Society : 
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NorsMMB  13.  1929. 
Hob.  Rat  Ltwasi  Wtlbxtu, 

amrttmr^  f  Interim,  Waihinffton,  D.  C. 

DBAS  Mb.  SacMTABT  :  \t  ywterday'i  conference  I  tried  to  emphaslie 
the  three  foIlowlDS  points : 

Pint.  That  It  !■  for  the  be«t  Interewts  of  our  country  ■«  a  whole 
to  have  the  power  utUlscd  at  the  dam  site  rather  than  traaamlttins 
the  power  handreds  of  miles  to  other  localities. 

Transmission  costs  for  electric  power  are  higher  tlian  transporta- 
tion coata  for  raw  material  or  flniahed  product.  Nameroas  illustrations 
might  be  cited.  The  large  electrochemical  plants  producing  carbide, 
abrastves,  ferro-allojra,  alkali  and  chlorine,  and  nameroas  other  prod- 
ucts which  are  at  the  very  fonndation  of  our  entire  industrial  struc- 
ture are  being  produced  to-day  at  tbe  dam  sites,  such  as  Niagara  Falls. 
N.  T. ;  Alcoa,  Tenn. ;  South  Charleston,  W.  Va. ;  etc.,  and  not  at  the 
Boarce  of  raw  material  or  at  the  market  center. 

Second.  That  the  mim^ral  reaoarces  of  Nerada  and  nei^twrlag 
States  within  permissible  freight  haulage  distance  of  the  dam  site  are 
more  than  sufficient  to  insure  the  establishment  of  factories  on  a 
paying  ba.<iia,  prodadng  ferro-anoya,  earMde,  and  other  products  of 
the  electric  furnace  and  electr<rfytle  cell. 

Third.  That  the  demand  for  large  Mocks  of  power  by  the  electro- 
ct>eraical  industrlea  has  been  Increasing  erery  year.  Many  of  our  own 
electrochemical  manufactarlng  corporations  hare  t>een  obliged  to  go 
outside  of  the  United  States  in  order  to  obtain  such  large  blocks  of 
power.  Thoa,  for  example,  the  AlnuHnnm  Co.  of  America,  the  Ameri- 
can Cyanamid  Co.,  and  tbe  Union  Carbide  Corporation  have  gone  be- 
yond the  border  to  locate  planta  at  new  hydroelectric  power  sites.  It 
la  my  opinion  and  conTictlon  that  the  American  electrochemical  indoa- 
try  will  be  ready  to  absorb  all  of  the  power  dcTcloped  by  the  Boulder 
Canyon  project  aa  soon  as  it  la  aTailable. 
Bespectfally  yonra^ 

Couif  G.  FntK. 

NoTsicBXB  14,  1929. 
Hon.  Rat  LTUA^f  Wiutr«, 

Secrttary  of  the  Interior.  Waahtnpton,  D.  C. 
Mt  Dbax  Mb.  Sbcbstabt:  B'nrtber  confirming  the  Tiewa  expressed  In 
my  letter  to  yon  of  November  12,  1929,  concerning  the  desirability  of 
considering  the  development  of  the  mineral  resources  in  the  Immediate 
territory  of  tbe  Boalder  Canyon  Dom  in  making  allocations  of  the  power 
to  be  developed.  I  herewith  submit  a  telegram  just  received  from  Dr. 
E.  B.  Free,  lecturer  la  acience  at  New  York  Unireralty. 

Doctor  Free  Is  one  of  the  foremost  physicists  in  the  country  and  is 
engaged  in  electrochemical  and  electrometallurgical  research.  I  have  a 
very  high  regard  for  hla  ability  in  this  field  and  shall  greatly  appreciate 
yoar  giving  carefnl  coaalderation  to  the  views  which  he  has  expressed. 

Should  you  desire  at  any  time  to  obtain  more  detailed  information,  I 
feel  sure  that  arrangementa  could  b«  made  for  Doctor  Free  to  come  to 
Washington. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

Tabkkb  li.  Odoib. 

Nkw  York,  N,  T.,  Ifovember  IS,  ms. 
Hon.  Tasbbb  L.  Oddtb, 

United  Btmtea  Senate.  Wathinffton,  D.'  C: 

Replying  to  your  request,  it  is  my  opinion  that  allocation  of  the  major 
portion  of  power  expected  to  be  developed  at  Boulder  Canyon  Dam  to 
sites  or  oaea  at  a  distance  therefrom  Is  not  In  the  interest  of  American 
industry.  With  the  protiable  exception  of  power  necessary  to  pomp 
badly  needed  water  over  the  mountain  for  use  in  lower  California,  the 
moat  ospful  enployment  of  this  power,  lu  my  Judgment,  would  be  for 
electrochemical  and  electrometallarglcal  Indnstries  close  to  the  site  of 
th«  dam.  American  indnstry  is  already  seeking  supplies  of  cheap  power 
outside  the  limits  of  the  United  States  for  electrochemical  and  electro- 
metallurgical  purposes.  Need  of  such  power  sources  continually  In- 
creaslnf.  Indastrles  of  these  clasaes  have  not  been  so  actively  de- 
veloped In  tbe  West  aa  would  be  Justified  by  supplies  of  raw  material  and 
other  factora.  Not  only  would  tbe  Boalder  Canyon  power  aerve,  In  my 
opinion,  to  create  a  unit  In  Industries  of  these  classes  which  unit  would 
be  profitable  in  itself,  but  also  this  development  probably  would  serve 
aa  a  starting  point  for  similar  electrochemical  and  electrometallarglcal 
developments  elsewhere.  No  adequately  complete  survey  of  available  raw 
materiala  for  such  Industries  In  the  neighborhood  of  the  proposed  dam 
bsK  been  made  so  far  as  I  know.  However,  information  which  has  come 
to  me  plus  my  own  experience  in  the  region  convinces  me  that  con- 
siderable supplies  of  such  raw  materials  could  be  developed.  Among 
these  are  slue  ores,  borate  ores,  manganese  ores,  alkaline  minerals,  and 
other  solubla  salts.  Including  magnesium  compounds. 

Complex  metallurgical  ores  known  to  be  available  in  the  region 
might  be  otiliaed.  I  believe,  were  ample  cheap  power  available.  It 
la  even  possible  that  Iron  ores  which  exist  in  southern  California 
might  come  ultimately  to  ntllixatlon  with  ample  cheap  power.  An 
aluminum  industry  baaed  on  Boulder  Canyon  power  is  also  a  proba- 
btlity,  eltber  by  sblpaent  of  pnrlfled  aluminum  oxide  from  planta 
already  existing  or  by  tbe  developBeBt  ot  nppUcs  oX  tbla  matarlal 
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from  local  minerals  snch  as  feldspar  and  alunite.  A  field  in  which  I 
have  personally  had  some  experience  is  the  production  in  electric  or 
othei  furnaces  of  fused  quarts  and  other  varieties  of  special  glass- 
like materials  useful  in  tiie  handling  of  ultra-violet  raya.  Raw  ma- 
teria s  for  such  purposes  are  available  and  probably  would  be  utilized 
by  heal  availability  of  cheap  power.  The  above  opinions  are  freely 
at  y(  ur  disposal  for  any  Interest  which  they  may  have  to  the  Nevada 
authorities  or  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  With  my  best 
regards  personally. 

BespectfuUy  yours, 

E.  E.  FxBB. 

BaiB^  ON  Allocation  and  Pbicb  of  Boclobb  Dam  Powcb,  Novbmbxb 

12,  1029 

By  (^.  W.  Malone,  secretary  Colorado  River  Development  Commissioa 
and  State  engineer,  Carson  City,  Nev. 

Carson  Citt,  Nbv.,  yovember  7,  iSW. 
HonJ  Rat  Ltm an  Wilbcb, 

Secretary  of  Interior,  WasfUnffton.  D.  O. 

Mr.  Sbckbtast  :  We  have  carefully  reviewed  your  memorandum 

to    the    bidders    for    Boulder    Dam    power    on    October    21, 

In  resiKtnse  to  your  suggestion,  are  submitting  herewith  in  some 

an  outline  of  tbe  two  ways  suggested  iu   our  original  proposal 

5,  of  this  year, 
believe  that  in  either  one  of  the  two  ways  our  "  preference 
I "  mentioned  In  your  memorandum  can  be  recognised,  and  we 
you  will  give  our  proposal  your  serious  consideration, 
are  also  submitting,  in  connection  with  this  "  brief  "  a  copy  of  a 
report  on  Mineral  Resources  of  Southern  Nevada  and  a  copy  of  our 
origi  lal  application  for  Boulder  Item  power,  dated  July  5,  1929,  for 
reference. 

Tours  respectfuDy, 

Thx  Nevada  Coi^baoo  Ritxb  DBTKLoriiBNT  Comuis8Jom« 
By  OiOBOB  W.  Malonb^  Secretary. 

FOBSWOKD 

On  t  of  tbe  flnt  conference  on  the  matter  of  allocation  and  price  to  be 
paid  for  Boalder  Dam  power,  beld  in  Washington.  October  14,  1929,  by 
tbe  i  ecretary  of  the  Interior,  seems  to  have  come  a  general  confusion 
and  miaanderstandlng  as  to  the  actual  Intention  and  status  of  the 
sever  U  bidden  for  that  power. 

This  brief  is  prepared  In  the  hope  that  at  least  six  definite  points 
will    te  cleared  up,  vis: 

1.  Nevada's  aetaal  need  for  a  large  amount  of  tbe  power  to  be 
geaeiated,  for  her  development,  and  that  this  power  must  be  made  avail- 
able ttefore  sucb  Investment  can  come,  and  that  she  is  only  interested 
in  b<!ing  allocated  the  amoant  she  considers  necessary  for  her  future 
devel  Dpment. 


2. 
that 
generated. 

amocnt. 


Nevada's  ability  to  finance  any  substantial  amount  of  such   power 
may  be  allocated  to  her,  from  one-third  to  the  total  amount  to  l>e 
She  only   expects   to    be    allocated   one-third   of    the    total 
as  a  matter  of  equity,  although  she  can  use  more. 
Nevada's  bid  la  made  under  the   proviaions  of  the  Federal   water 
act  in  determining  between  conflicting  bidden,  which  was  made 
of  the  act  itself,  and  as  such  would  have  the  same  standing  aa 
)ther  Udder,  plua  the  preference  given  a  State  to  provide  for  her 
needs,  with  no  restrictions ;  and  has  no  reference  to  the  special 
preference   for   use   within   the   State,   also   made   a   part   of 
net 

That  Nevada  has  only  two  dam  sites  within  the  entire  State  where 
can  be  produced  at  a  price  so  that  it  can  be  used  for  the  develop- 
of  her  natural   rr^ources.   and   they  are   located  on   the   Colorado 
,  which  forms  tbe  boundary  between  our  State  and  Arlsona. 
That  It  la  not  necessary  to  make  any  concessions  to  any  certain 
or  organisation  to  make  possible  the  financing  of  the  project. 
That  we  do  believe  that  when  it  is  necessary  for  tbe  Government 
Into  tbe  development  of  a  project  on  account  of  navigation, 
control,  or  any  other  good  reason,  and  that  power  is  develped, 
the  States  wherein  the  project  is  located  and  whose  natural   re- 
is   being   utilised    should    be   allowed    to   retain    an    amount    of 
power  that  in  her  Judgment  may   be  needed  for   her  future  de- 
If  she  Is  willing  to  pay  the  fair  value  of  such  power.     The 
set  at  this  time  will  probably  govern  the  procedure  in  any 
development  entered  into  by  the  Oovernment  where  Federal  and 
rights  are  involved, 
is  the  hope  of  our  people  that  at  least  one-third  of  the  power  to  be 
-"-'  can  be  made  available  for  the  development  of  our  State,  and 
are  ready  to  take  the  responsibility. 

Is  only  one  place  that  electric  furnace  development  in  the  elec- 
'  and  the  electrometallarglcal  Industry  can  be  made  a  part  of 
project,  and  that  is  at  the  dam.     The  reason  for  this  is  that  the 
materials  that  go  into  the  products  of  the  electric  furnace  can  be 
cheaper  and  at  greater  distances  than  can  power.     For  ex- 
to-day    tungsten    from    Nevada    is    shipped    to    Niagara    Falls, 
.  and  profitably  made  Into  ferrotungsten  with  Niagara  Falls  power, 
the  electric  fumacos  at  tbe  dam,  without  transmission  costs,  tbe 
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raw  materials  from  this  whole  western  area  could  be  brought  together 
at  the  dam  and  made  into  the  hundreds  of  newly  developed  chemicals 
and  alloys  which  are  produced  by  this  Industry. 

It  is  not  the  intention  of  the  State  of  Nevada  to  go  into  the  power 
business,  we  do  not  advocate  public  ownership,  but  our  intention  is  to 
make  Boulder  Dam  power  available  to  consumers  at  "  cost  at  the  switch- 
board," the  same  as  any  other  purchasers.  If.  as.  and  when  required. 

Jfcvada's  eatimated  povcer  needg 

Horsepower 

Pumping  that  part  of  Nevada's  allocation  of  300.000  acre-feet 
of  Colorado  Ulvcr  water  for  irrigation  from  the  reservoir, 
that  will  become  feasible  within  a  reasonable  time,  estlmatcrt- 

PumninK  underjironnd  water  for  Irrigation  and  domestic  use,  as 


50.  000 


outlined  in  detail  by  Cecil  W.  Creel,  director  agricultural  ex- 
tension, Univeralty  of  Nevada,  on  paji!.;  3l2,  Nevada  s  Orig- 
inal Application  for  Power,  July  5.  1920.  and  i«  conservatiye. 


25.000 


Mlnini:  development,  not  Including  the  nonmetallic  mining 
industry,  as  outlined  in  detail  by  Henry  Ulves.  secretary 
Mine  Operators'  Association,  in  Nevada,  page  30,  Nevada  a 
Application  for  Power,  July  5.  1929.  and  appears  conserva-   ^^^  ^^ 

Enectric-furiiacedevefo'pnient  In  tlie  vic'lnfty  of  the  dam,  as 
definitely  outlined  by  the  Union  Carbide  Co.,  New  \oTk.  and 
the  Nevada  Masnaehusetts  Co.  (Inc.t,  in  Nevada,  which  now 
produce.'*  «4  per  eent  of  the  tungsten  In  the  United  States  and 
ships  it  to  hfiagara  Falls  for  reduction -_- »«•  """ 

Estimated  needs  for  further  power  for  electric-furnace  worfcs 
In  the  clectrometallurgical  field,  according  to  Lolln  G.  nnK 

and  other  authorities ^^"-  ^" 

483. 000 

The  fixation  of  atmospheric  nitrogen  through  oxidation  of  ammonia 
Obtained  by  direct  union  of  nitrogen  and  hydrogen,  which  ran  be 
utilized  for  the  manufacture  of  fertilizer  and  munitions,  nccordiug  to 
Colin  G.  Fink  and  others. 

You  are  respectfully  referred  to  our  original  application  for  power, 
dated  July  5,  1929.  for  supporting  letters  from  Creorge  Winpfleld, 
mining  man  and  banker :  Henry  Rive«.  Becretary  Mine  Opcraton'  Asso- 
ciation •  C.  B.  Lakenon,  conRUlting  mining  engineer;  John  A.  Fulton, 
director  State  bureau  of  mines:  and  Cecil  W.  Cre<>l,  director  agricul- 
tural extension  work  in  Nevada,  and  to  brief  dated  Octob'.-r  9  ani  sub- 
mitted to  you  in  engineering  report  on  "price  and  utilization  of 
Boulder  Dam  power."  submitted  October  16,  for  further  supporting 
letters. 

allocation   and  prick  OK  bocldbr   ham   powkh 

It  is  not  Intended  In  this  brief  to  review  in  any  way  the  legal  rights 
of  the  States,  municipalities,  or  private  corporations;  this  matter  will 
be  covered  by  Senators  Pittman  and  OnoiE,  and  a  brief  will  be  filed 
with  your  department  covering  this  subject.  It  Is  presumed,  however, 
that  the  rHjvernment  has  no  greater  interest  In  any  one  area  than 
another,  and  that  their  only  Interest  is  In  carrying  out  the  terms  of  the 
act.  Including  providing  the  Government  with  proper  financial  safe- 
guards. 

keason    fob   devbixjpmbnt 

The   original    and    only    reason    for    the    development    of   the  Boulder 
Dam  project  In  the  first  Instance  by  the  Government  is  "  navigation  and 
flood    control"    for    the    Imperial    irrigation    district    in    California   and 
the    Yuma    Irrigation    district    In    Arizona.     This    has    been    testified    to 
any    number   of   times    by    all    parties    interested,     the    higher    dam    to 
develop   power   to   assist    in    paying    for   the    project   is   secondary,   and 
on    that   account   alone  it   was  deemed   proper  for   the   Government   to 
enter    Into    power    development    as    on    other    projects    financed    by    the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  for  Irrigation  development. 
POWEB    TO    CONSUMERS    AT    COST 
We  are  still  Interested  In  Just  one  thing,  and  that  Is  to  make  Boulder 
Dam  power  available  at  cost  at  the  switchboard  to  our  consumere,  the 
same   as   to   other   purchasers,   for   the   development   of   our   natural   re- 
sources.    It    is    not     practicable,    however,     to    place    one    area    In    a 
position   where  it   may   be   subject   to   the   "good   graces"   of  another; 
neither  is  it  practicable  to  expect  the  development  to  come  before  the 
power  Is  made  available,  but  If  power  Is  made  available  at  a  reasonable 
cost  development  will  follow. 

TWO   DAM    SITBS   IN    NEVADA 

Iu  addition  to  the  manufacture  of  cheap  fertilizer  for  the  farms.  It  is 
also  probable  that  the  manufacture  of  munitions  can  be  carried  on  In 
connection  with  the  Hawthorne  munition  storage  depot  In  Nevada  now 
under  constnictlon  by  the  Government,  so  it  will  be  seen  from  present 
known  uses  that  it  appears  that  Nevada  can  make  use  of  much  more 
than  her  share  of  the  power  that  can  be  developed  at  both  Boulder  Dam 
and  at  the  Bullshead  Dam  site,  and  since  these  are  the  only  points 
within  her  borders  that  power  can  ever  be  developed  at  a  price  that  can 
be  used  In  the  development  of  her  natural  resources,  she  can  not  neg- 
lect the  opportunity.  It  Is  far-fetched  to  say  that  she  will  ever  be  al- 
lowed to  benefit  from  any  construction  not  located  within  her  borders. 

POTBNTIAL  POWER  IN   WESTERN   STATES 

Nevada  is  probably  the  only  Western  State  that  does  not  have  numer- 
ous power  sites,  where  from  25,000  to  150,000  horsepower  can  be  de- 
veloped, so  that  any  one  site  is  not  so  important,  but  we  have  only  tbe 
two  mentioned  above  for  our  entire  future  development. 


STATB  DBVBtOMfXJtr 

We  were  admitted  to  the  Union  86  yean  agt>  and  at  tbfs  time  have 
less  than  80,000  population,  due  largely  to  tbe  fact  that  our  natural 
resources  have  never  in  the  main  been  utilised  within  the  State.  Our 
corporations  are  even  at  this  time  largely  in  nonresident  ownerahlp. 
Nevada  is  the  fifth  largest  State  in  the  Union  and  is  one  of  tbe  most 
highly  mineralised,  and  contains  over  70,000.000  acres  of  land,  yet  in- 
eludes  the  least  taxable  property  of  any  State,  due  to  the  reasons  Just 
outlined.  , 

rUBL     HCPPLT 

We  have  absolutely  no  fuel  of  any  kind  within  our  State,  iuffldent 
for  commercial  use.  and  while  prospecting  by  drilling  has  been  carried 
on  almost  continuously  for  the  past  15  years,  no  oil,  gas,  or  coal  baa 
been  discovered,  and  It  is  well  known  that  we  have  no  timber  of  a  com- 
mercial value  within  our  forest  reserves,  and  none  can  be  developed  on 
account  of  the  limited  rilnfall.  Our  limited  possibilities  for  hydroelec- 
tric development,  then,  constitutes  our  only  fuel  supply  and  hope  for 
future  development. 

MUST    DTILIEX    STATE'S    BBSOL'BCES 

If  we  are  ever  to  develop  our  SUte  and  get  out  of  the  class  of  "  Fed- 
eral-aid "  States,  if  we  are  ever  to  get  in  a  position  to  pay  our  own 
way  BO  that  when  any  major  improvement  is  made  within  our  State, 
the  Federal  Government  will  not  of  necessity  have  to  furnish  tbe 
greater  part  of  the  capiUl,  we  must  be  allowed  to  utilise  our  own 
resources. 

It  would  be  extremely  unfortunate  not  only  for  Nevada  but  for  the 
United  States  as  a  whole,  in  view  of  our  enormous  potentUl  mineral 
resources  and  our  opportunity  to  attract  electric  reduction  pUnts  and 
manufacturing  works  to  increase  our  taxable  wealth,  and  our  extensive 
underground  water  resources,  if  we  were  deprived  of  our  only  source  of 
fuel  development  at  a  reasonable  cost,  while  the  Government  .-ontinued 
to  finance  our  projects,  to  say  nothing  of  establishing  the  precedent  of 
allowing  private  interests  to  take  the  resources  of  one  State  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  of  another,  wlien  that  State  stood  ready  to  finance 
tbe  development. 

STATE   or   MAINE   BBTAINS    POWXB 

The  State  of  Maine  has  for  20  yeara  had  a  provision  in  her  statutea 
prohibiting  the  export  of  power  developed  within  her  borders  to  out- 
side points,  and  only  recently  a  referendum  was  had  on  this  particalar 
law  and  It  was  retained.  In  the  discussion  of  the  controversy  by  the 
various  magazines  some  have  agreed  that  Maine  has  perhaps  gone  too 
far  in  absolutely  prohibiting  the  use  of  power,  developed  within  her 
borders,  outside  her  State,  but  all  have  agreed  that  she  is  probably 
within  her  rights  In  Insisting  that  she  control  such  power  so  that  It 
could  be  recovered  for  use  within  the  State  in  case  such  use  should 
become  necessary. 

The  State  of  Nevada  has  not  taken  any  such  action  and  does  not 
contemplate  treating  her  natural  resources  in  any  such  manner, 
neither  is  she  asking  any  favore,  but  is  only  requesting  that  she  be 
allowed  to  pay  the  full  price  for  such  amount  of  power  developed 
within  her  borders  aa  she  may  consider  necessary  for  ber  future 
development. 

Nevada  people  have  now  determined  to  sponsor  the  development  of 
their  State  and  it  is  not  a  question  of  whether  the  immediate  develop- 
ment should  go  to  Nevada  or  to  California;  it  is  rather  a  question 
of  whether  or  not  Nevada  is  ever  to  be  allowed  to  develop  at  all,  since 
they  have  no  other  source  of  fuel  supply. 

BLBCTBlC-rCRNACB    COMPANlB« 

Dr.  Colin  G.  Fink,  of  Columbia  University  and  secretary  of  the  Elee- 
tro-Chemical  Engineers  of  America,  points  out  that  Lirge  electric-fur- 
nace companies  have  been  forced  to  go  to  Norway  and  Sweden  and  to 
Canada  to  find  power  at  a  cost  that  can  be  used  for  their  purpose  and 
further  if  transmission  costs  are  added  to  Boulder  Dam  power  It  can 
not  be  used  by  these  companies,  so  that  it  again  becomes  not  a  ques- 
tion as  to  which  State,  Nevada  or  California,  will  e*'t  the  power  but 
rather  a  question  aa  to  whether  or  not  these  companies  can  operate 
within  the  United  States  at  all. 

PBOVISIONS   or    ACT    SHOULD   CONTROL    POWER    PBICB 

If  the  provisions  of  the  Boulder  Dam  proJ«-ct  act  are  adhered  to  in 
fixing  the  price  of  power  to  conform  to  the  cost  of  power  in  the  "  com- 
petitive centera"  and  kept  at  that  figure  by  the  readjustment  periods 
every  10  years,  as  provided  by  the  act.  then  there  would  be  no  ap- 
parent advantage  to  California  in  securing  Boulder  Dam  power  for 
that  market,  and  it  is  well  known  tbat  California  has  almost  unlimited 
fuel  supply  with  which  to  develop  her  resources  and  her  development 
would  not  be  retarded  in  tbe  least  by  the  lack  of  Boulder  Dom  power, 
whereas  Nevada's  development  is  absolutely  dependent  upon  securing 
her  share  of  this  power. 

BEPORT  ON  NEVADA  MINEBAL8 

A  report  has  Just  been  published  on  Mineral  Resources  of  Southern 
Nevada  by  the  Nevada  State  Bureau  of  Mines  In  conjunction  with  the 
Mackay  School  of  Mines,  Univeralty  of  Nevada,  a  copy  of  which  U  sub- 
mitted with  this  report. 
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CONGRESSIOKAL  RE 


nctada's  AixocATtox  OF  »owra 
Nermda  will  rcUnqateb  ber  preference  rights  laeladed  In  th«  Bonlder 
IMa  p«ol«ct  act  u  defliwd  bj  the  Federal  wmter  power  act  and  the 
HMcial  preference  to  purcliaae  prorisioo  included  in  tbe  act  itself, 
and  accept  in  lieu  tbereof  a  witbdrawal  privilege,  upon  the  following 
eoodltlons : 

1.  That  cbe  b«  allowed  to  withdraw  power  ap  to  one-third  of  the 
total  aoioont  generated,  at  any  time  during  the  life  of  the  contract  upon 
girlng  reasonable  notice  to  the  Guvernmcnt ;  12  months  baa  been 
luggestcd,  ami  by  specifying  the  amount  to  be  withdrawn,  and  making 
propt't  contract*  with  tbe  Uovemment  therefor. 

2.  That  she  shall  pay  for  the  cost  of  the  power  delivered  at  the 
■witcbboard  on  amounts  so  withdrawn  the  same  price  as  that  paid  by 
•ther  contractees  of  the  Government. 

3.  That  the  amount  so  withdrawn  can  be  returned  without  notice  and 
can  be  withdrawn  again,  together  with  any  part  of  tbe  total  one-tbird 
allocation  except  that  all  over  5  per  cent  of  the  total  amount  withdrawn 
that  shall  have  been  returned  will  require  tbe  12  months'  notice,  aa  in 
tbe  first  instance,  and  this  procedure  obtains  during  the  life  of  the  con- 
tract :  the  5  per  cent  will  help  take  up  the  slack  for  small  users  so 
they  would  not  be  forced  to  wait  tbe  12  months. 

4.  That  the  ptwer  so  withdrawn  by  tbe  State  of  Nevada  shall  be 
taken  upon  the  same  terms  as  any  other  purchaser,  with  no  special 
Umittttlon  upon  the  pluct  or  manner  of  u.se,  not  imposed  upon  all  other 
parchuaers.  Nevada  la  probably  the  only  State  in  the  Union  that  could 
not  be  sure  of  utilising  tbe  entire  one-third  of  the  power  developed 
within  tb.»  State  when  ready  for  delivery,  but  she  should  not  be  fur- 
ther handicapped  on  that  account ;  rather  should  be  encouraged  to 
develop  in  tbe  public  interest. 

6.  That  a  proper  price  per  kilowatt  hour  be  paid  by  all  porchaaers 
for  tbe  •*  falling  water  ~  along  the  Ilnea  proposed  by  your  department, 
aa  laid  down  by  tbe  Boulder  Dam  project  act.  We  consider  the 
ptwper  competitive  price  in  the  competitive  centers  computed  back 
to  ••  falling  water "  at  Boulder  Dam  to  be  at  least  1.78  mills  per 
kilowstt-boar.  This  would  increase  the  income  approximately  $432,000 
annually,  62H  per  cent  of  which,  or  $-'69.It60,  would  accrue  to  what 
Is  designated  in  tbe  act  aa  the  "  Boulder  Dam  fund." 

ft.  That  a  proper  price  be  paid  for  water  taken  out  of  the  Colorado 
River  watershed  for  domestic  use.  A  price  of  $2  per  acre-foot  haa 
been  suggested :  this  cost  computed  upon  the  prevailing  per  capita 
allowance  of  120  gallona  in  the  area  to  be  served  would  amount  to 
approximately  10  centa  per  consumer  per  month. 

7.  That  the  proposed  board  of  control  be  made  up  of  one  member 
each  from  the  States  of  Arisona.  Nevada,  and  California ;  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Interior  act  aa  the  fourth  member ;  and  that  tbe  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  appoint  the  fifth  member  of  the  board  at 
large. 

nuvBWNCB  HOT  twrmcrtTB  with  rifrAVOKABta  coinmrioivs 
It  la  of  no  practfcal  valae  to  recognlw  that  our  State  has  a  prefer- 
ence to  purehaae  mat  then  to  snrronnd  that  preference  with  conditions 
that  make  the  ntillaation  of  that  right  imposKible. 
^f  we  are  allowed  to  withdraw  a  certain  amonnt  of  power  but  are 
required  to  take  all  of  It  within  12  months,  and  confined  to  our  State 
boundaries  for  its  use,  then  we  most  prepare  to  pot  It  all  In  use  at 
OBS  time,  and  then  stop  devHopment  or.  In  Men  of  such  development, 
prepare  to  pay  for  unused  power,  either  of  which  Is  obrlonsly  unfair. 
We  must  of  aeresstty  Include  the  provisions  outlined  above  to  provide 
for  contingencies. 

!»OT  OOOD  POLICT  TO   aCmiCT  SALES 

If  it  should  be  within  the  province  of  your  department  to  specify 
place  of  use.  it  would  not  be  sound  policy  to  confine  the  sale  of  power 
of  any  particular  purchaser  within  any  particular  State,  county,  or 
municipal  lines  for  at  least  three  reasons,  namely  : 

1.  In  the  western  area  mounUln  ranges  and  not  State  lines  define  the 
limits  of  economic  areas. 

2.  By  a  system  of  exchange  and  use  of  transmission  lines  slready 
largely  In  existence,  power  can  be  secured  for  use  In  northern  California 
and  Nevada,  in  lieu  of  Boulder  Dam  power  delivered  to  the  power 
market  in  southern  California  for  a  slightly  increased  cost. 

3.  Some  of  the  Boulder  Dam  power  sold  to  California  Interests  will 
without  doubt,  find  Us  way  back  into  Nevada  over  existing  lines,  thereby 
serving  Nevada  territory  at  an  Increased  cost. 

SALS   PUCE   OF   POWEB    AND   COST    0»   PBOJBCT    MOT   CONNECTBO 

It  was  Intended  that  the  price  paid  for  tbe  power  developed  at 
Boulder  Dam  would  be  determined  by  the  estimated  cost  of  other 
p»w«r  to  supply  tbe  competitive  centers,  and  readjustment  pwiods  were 
fixed  to  conform  to  thst  price.  No  connection  Is  msde  with  the  cost  of 
the  project  snd  the  price  of  power  except  If  it  can  not  be  sold  for 
enough  to  cover  tbe  estimated  cost,  tbe  project  can  not  be  constructed. 
The  best  evidence  of  what  Is  mesnt  by  Congress  is  found  In  tbe  Senate 
committee  report  on  the  bUl  as  outlined  on  psge  24  of  Senate  Document 
No.  18«,  as  follows : 

"  The  theory  of  this  asMndment  is  to  keep  tbe  rates  as  high  as  eeo- 
nomic  coadltloas  wUl  jostlfy  la  order,  first,  tliat  the  Government  will 
rceelve  lu  money  at  u  sarly  a  data  as  possible ;  secondly,  tbat  there 
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win  be  excess  proftts  for  the  States  of  Arfsona  and  Nevada :  and,  also, 
that  the  eontractee  will  not  unnecessarily  suffer  in  the  event  economic 
conditions  would  require  a  lowering  of  the  rates." 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  committee  was  very  clear  In  that  the  power 
is  tc  be  sold  for  what  it  was  worth  in  tbe  "  competitive  centers  " ;  and 
tbe  let  further  provides  that  62%  per  cent  of  all  moneys  above  the 
payoienta  due  tbe  Government  above  what  is  necessary  to  repay  tbe 
1 00,000  allocated  to  flood  control  shall  be  placed  in  a  special  fund 
n  as  the  Bonlder  Dam  fund,  to  be  expended  within  the  Colorado 
Basin  as  Congress  may  later  direct.  We  agree  with  yonr  depart- 
in  that  there  should  be  a  uniform  price  established  for  all  of  the 
"  power,  but  it  should  be  arrived  at  as  contemplated  by  tbe  act 
.  and  a  fund  should  be  built  up  if  possible  so  that  either  the  period 
amortization  can  be  shortened  or  further  investigations  can  be 
undertaken,  "  as  Congress  may  later  direct." 

WATEB    SHOULD    BKING    KEA.SONABLE    PRICE 

It    follows    that    the   act    intends    that    tbe    water    taken    out   of   the 
tershetl  shall  bring  a  reasonable  price,  and  it  is  pointed  out  that  con- 
tracts  made   now  are   not   subject    to   reviiiion,   but   are   for   permanent 
service,  and  no  one  contends  that  water  will  later  become  more  plentiful. 

BOARD  OF  CONTROL 

proposed  board  of  control  would  have  charge  of  tbe  operation 

$122,000,000  Government  investment,  and  It  naturally  follows  that 

not  be  given  entirely  into  the  bands  of  private  interests.      Into 

lands  of  this  board  mi^ht  naturally  pass  most  of  tbe  responsibility 

Iping  rates  during  readjustment  periods  in  tbe  sale  price  of  power. 

will  no  doubt  be  a  large  amount  of  secondary,  or  "  dump  power," 

disposed  of,  in  addition  to  tbe  primary,  or  "  firm  "  power,  and  the 

ment  should  benefit  materially   from   this  product,  and   the   pnr- 

alone  should   not   be  allowed   to  determine  its  worth.     Also   If 

of  unprecedented  water  sbort.nge  should  occur,  they  would  proh- 

determlne   In   a   large   measure   the    proportion   of   the  power   that 

be  delivered  to  each  purchaser  and  could  work  terrific  hardship 

area  not  properly  represented. 

NEVADA'S    OFPEB    TO    CONTRACT    WITH    THE    GOVEXNMXNT 

in  tbe  Judgment  of  your  department.  It  is  not  practicable  to  meet 
iibove  suggestlon.s.   we   are  prepared,  and  do  offer  at   this   time   to 
contracts  satisfactory  to  your  department  for  all  of  the  "  firm  " 
to  be  generated  at  Boulder  Dam. 

are  prepared  to  install  and  operate  the  power  plants,  furnishing 
departmoit  sstisfactory  guaranties  for  proper  finsncing. 

offer  can  l>e  applied  In  either  of  two  ways ; 

The  allocation  can  be  made  to  our  State  and  we  will  immediately 

special  session  of  our  legislature,  then  follow  whatever  procedure 

fee  necessary  to  make  the  proper  changes  in  our  constitution.  If  re- 

;  and  in  this  event,  must  necessarily  take  advantage  of  the  six 

'   prorislon,  and   the  reasonable   time  allowed  in  paragraph    (e), 

6,  of  the  act.  for  a  State  or  political  subdivision  thereof  to  ao- 

and  market  the  necessary  bonds ;  this  may  occasion  delay  com- 

to  the  time  required  for  such  changes,  in  the  natural  course  of 

In  this  connection  it  may  be  pointed  out  that  any  State  bid 

be  subject   to  a   State  election,   and    that    any   municipal   bid   is 

to   a   municipal  elecUon   in   any    State,    whether   in    Nevada   or 
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The  aUocation  can  be  made  to  a  Nevada  organisation  as  proposed 
previous  memorandum   to  your  department.     This  would  have  the 
standing  as  any  private  organization  and  in  addition  tbe  further 
pref*ence  that  the  State's  application  would  be  withdrawn  in  its  favor, 
organization   will   forthwith  enter   into  a   contract  satisfactory   to 
department  as  provided  in  tbe  art,  for  "  falling  water,"  as  proposed 
ur  recent  memorandum,  so  that  no  delay   may  bo  occasioned  and 
(Congress  In  Its  coming  regular  session  may  make  the  necessary  ap- 
propriation, and  construction  of  the  project  may  procee<l  without  delay. 
»rganisation  Is  ready  to  put  up  a  bid  bond  or  certified  check  men- 
in  your  memornndum  to  secure  execution  of  the  required  contract, 
■e^ulred  by  your  department. 

price  to  be  paid  for  "  falling  water  "  to  be  1.75  mills  per  kilo- 
tt->iour. 

believe  that  the  State  of  Nevada  can  eventually   use  more   than 
«Be-thlrd  of  the  total  amonnt  of  power  to  be  generated,  mentioned  In 
I  revious  bid ;  we  do  not,   however,  want  to  appear  to  be  tryluR  to 
acquire  more  than  our  rightful  share,  which,  since  there  are  three  States 
involVed,  we  believe  to  be  one-third  of  the  amount  generated.     We  have, 
■.  made  a  firm  bid  on  the  total  amount  to  be  generated  in  order 
e  the  theory  once  and  for  all,  that  it  Is  necessary  to  make  any 
8  to  certain  organizations  or  areas  to  make  the  construction 
Therefore,  the  "  bid  '•  outlined  above  applies  to  any  amount 
one-third  np  to  the  total  amount  of  power  generated. 

bid  is  made  under  the  provisions  of  tbe   Federal   water  power 

us    naade    s    part    of    the    Boulder    Dam    project    act    In    paragraph 

section  5.  of  the  act.  and  has  no  reference  to  the  special  prefer- 

of    one-third    mentioned    later    in    the    same    paragraph    of    the 

-T  Dam  project  act,  and  It  is  our  conclusion  that  If  each  State 

use  more  than  on^third  of  the  total  amount,  neither  in  equity 

be  entiUed  to  more  than  that  amount 
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It  U  not  the  Intention  of  the  State  of  Nevada  to  go  Into  the  power 
business :  we  do  not  advocate  public  ownership ;  but  our  intention  Is  to 
make  Boulder  Dam  power  available  to  consumers  at  "cost,  at  the 
switchboard"  the  same  as  to  other  bidders  for  this  power.  If,  as.  and 
when   required. 

KespectfuUy  submitted. 

The  Nevada  Colorado  River 

Dkvelopmbnt  Commission, 
By  Gbokob  W.  Malonk,  Secretary. 


November  16,  :9:'9. 


Hon.  RAY  Lyman  Wilbdr, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.  C 
My   dear  Mr.   Sbcbktaby  :   The  Nevada  Colorado   River  Deve.opment 
Commission  on  November   12  submitted  a   proposal   to  contract   for   the 
♦power  to  be  developed  at  Boulder  Canjon  I>am  under  the  provisions  of 
tbe  Boulder  Dam  project  act.  from  which  1  quote  the  following : 

NEVADA'S    OKFEB    TO    CONTRACT    WITH    THE    OOVERNMENT 

••  If.  in   the  Judgment  of  your  department,   it   is   not    practicable   to 
meet  the  above  sugg«-8tlon8,  we  are  prepared  and  do  offer  at  this  time 
to  make  contracts  satisfactory  to  your  department  for  all  of  tbe  '  ttrm 
power  to  be  generated  at  Boulder  Dam. 

"  We  are  prepared  to  Install  and  operate  the  power  plants,  furniehing 
your  department  satisfactory  guaranties  for  proper  financing. 

•'  ThU  offir  can  be  applied  in  either  of  two  ways  : 

-1  Tbe  allo<atlon  can  be  made  to  our  State,  and  we  will  Imm^liately 
call  a  special  session  of  our  legislature,  then  follow  whatever  pro- 
cedure may  be  necessary  to  make  the  proper  changes  in  our  constitu- 
tion if  required  :  and  In  this  event  must  necessarily  take  advantage  of 
tbe  six  mouths'  provision  and  the  reasonable  time  allowed  in  parcgraph 
(c).  section  5,  of  tbe  act.  for  a  State  or  political  subdivision  thereof 
to  authorize  and  market  the  necessary  bonds.  This  may  occasion  delay 
comparable  to  the  time  required  for  such  changes  in  the  natural  coarse 
of  procedure.  In  tlila  connection  It  may  be  pointed  out  that  any  State 
bid  would  be  subject  to  a  State  election,  and  that  any  municipal  bid  is 
subject    to   a    municipal   election   in    any    State,    whether   in    Nevada   or 

""  2°'The  allocation  can  be  made  to  a  Nevada  organization  as  proposed 
In  a  previous  memorandum  to  your  department.  Thl«  would  have  the 
«.me  standing  as  any  private  organization  and.  'Y.T"^"'^  iX^^r 
preference  that  the  State's  application  would  be  withdrawn  in  its  favor 
This  organisation  will  forthwith  enter  Into  a  contract  satisfactory  to 
your  department  as  provided  in  the  act,  for  '  falling  water  as  proposed 
In  your  recent  memorandum,  so  that  no  delay  may  be  occasioned  and 
that  Congress  in  Its  coming  regular  session  may  make  i^^^.;«^J 
appropriation,  and  construction  of  the  project  may  proceed  without 
Selay  The  organl«.tlon  Is  rendy  to  put  up  a  bid  bond  or  certifi^ 
check  mentioned  in  your  memorandum  to  secure  execution  of  the  re- 
quired contract,  if  required  by  your  department.  «,„«,,* 
••  The  price  to  be  paid  for  •  falling  water  '  to  be  1.75  mills  per  kilowatt- 

''*"  We  believe  that  the  State  of  Nevada  can  eventually  use  more  than 
the  onethlrd  of  the  total  amount  of  power  to  be  generated  inentioned 
n  our  previous  bid:  we  do  not.  however,  want  to  appear  to  be  trying 
to  a^uL  more  than  our  rightful  share,  which,  since  there  are  thre^ 
Stat^  rvolved.  we  believe  to  he  one-third  of  tbe  amount  generated^ 
We  hive  however,  made  a  firm  bid  on  the  total  amount  to  be  generated 
Sorter  to  dissipate  tbe  theory  once  and  for  all  that  It  is  necessary 
to  make  any  concessions  to  certain  organizations  or  areas  to  make  the 
construction  possible.  Therefore  the  '  bid  '  outlined  above  applies  to  any 
amount  from  one-third  up  to  the  total  amount  of  power  generated. 

•^?^ls  bid  is  made  under  tbe  provision-  of  the  Federal  water  power 
act  as  made  a  part  of  the  Boulder  Dam  project  act  in  paragraph 
(c  section  5.  of  the  act.  and  has  no  reference  to  tbe  special  preference 
of' one-third  mentioned  later  In  the  same  paragraph  of  the  Boulder 
Dam  project  act.  and  It  Is  our  concluKlon  that  If  each  State  could  use 
more  than  one-third  of  tbe  total  amount,  neither  in  equity  would  be 
entitled  to  more  than  that  nnourl. 

"  It  la  not  the  intention  of  the  State  of  Nevada  to  go  into  the  power 
bu'.lness  We  do  not  advocate  public  ownership  but  our  intention  is  to 
make  Boulder  Dam  power  available  to  consumers  at  *  cost  at  the  switch- 
board.' the  same  as  to  other  bidders  for  this  power,  if,  as.  and  when 

"^"w*lJh  partlculariy  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  bid 
of  the  Nevada-Colorado  River  Development  Commission  provides  for  the 
installation  of  the  iK>wer  equipment  and  ..ffers  to  guarantee  tbe  payment 
for  100  per  cent  of  the  power  to  be  developed  at  Boulder  Canyon  Dam. 

Because  of  the  superior  credit  position  ..f  a  State  In  being  ab  e  to 
obtain  funds  at  lower  rates  of  Interest  than  municipalities  or  private 
power  c-ompanies,  tbe  bid  of  tbe  State  of  Nevada  f'^^^Jl^'^^^^l'. 
clal  security  to  the  Ooverament  In  letting  the  contract  to  the  State  of 
Nevada  than  to  any  of  the  prinwry  contractors  in  California  which 
have  been  under  consideration.  Furthermore,  to  accept  Nevada  s  offer 
would  concentrate  not  only  the  financial  but  also  the  administrative 
responsibility  in  operating  the  power  house  as  a  sUigle  unit. 

I  wish  also  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  Nevada  s  bid  for 
"  falling  water  "  Is  1.75  mills  per  kilowatt-hour,  as  compared  with  tbe 


flgnre  which  you  have  tentatively  determined  of  1.68  per  kilowatt-boar. 
Tbe  acceptance  of  the  Nevada  bid  will  increase  tbe  revenue  from  the 
sale  of  tbe  power  approximately  $500,000  per  year,  which  is  ■»  »<"*- 
tlonal  safeguard  to  the  Government's  investment  and  its  return  within 
the  period  of  amortization.  This  increase  in  revenue  under  the  Nevsda 
bid  would  atoo  constitute  a  reserve  fund  to  meet  unforeseen  contin- 
gencies which  might  arise  in  the  construction  of  the  dam. 

Furthermore,  it  was  the  intention  of  Congress  that  the  ratea  for  tna 
sale  of  power  at  Boulder  Dam  should  be  kept  as  high  as  economic  con- 
ditions would  Justify,  as  is  evidenced  by  the  report  on  tbe  bill  by  *•»• 
Senate  committee  and  published  In  Senate  Document  186,  from  wbicn 
I  quote  on  page  24  the  following : 

••  Tbe  theory  of  this  amendment  is  to  keep  the  rates  as  high  as  eco- 
nomic conditions  will  Justify,  in  order,  first.  Uiat  tbe  Govertimient  wll 
receive  its  money  at  as  eariy  date  as  possible ;  secondly,  that  there  will 
be  excess  profits  for  the  States  of  .Yrlsona  and  Nevada  ;  and  also,  that 
the  eontractee  will  not  unnwessarily  suffer  in  tbe  event  economic  con- 
ditions would  require  a  lowering  of  the  rates." 

There  Is  no  question  but  that  Nevada's  rate  of  l.«5  per  kilowatt- 
hour  for  "  falling  water  "  is  Justified  by  economic  conditions,  and  the 
acceptance  of  a  contract  for  all  of  the  power  at  the  dam  at  this  rate 
would  provide  a  more  adequate  safeguard  to  tbe  public  interest  and 
tbe  Government  Investment  than  the  acceptance  of  a  contract  baaed  on 
tbe  tentative  rate  which  you  have  determined. 

Until  tbe  status  of  the  proposal  to  contract  Boulder  Canyon  Dam 
power  made  bv  tbe  Nevada  Colorado  River  Development  Commission  is 
determined,  it'  seems  advisable  that  the  oflicials  of  that  commission  re- 
main In  Washington,  where  they  can  be  available  to  discuss  detaiU  if 
the  occasion  should  arise.  Under  these  circumstances,  1  should  gresty 
appreciate  an  eariy  decision  concerning  the  acceptance  of  Nevada  s  bid 
and  the  power  to  be  aUocated  to  her  under  the  proposal  made  herein  by 
the  Nevada  Colorado  River  Development  Commission,  subject  to  the 
gunrautles  specified  In  your  Initial  memorandum  of  October  14.  1D28,  or 
any  other  reasonable  guaranties  which  you  may  demand. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

Tasreb  L.  (Mwia. 


Mr  ODDIE  The  members  of  the  Nevada  Ck)lorfldo  River  De- 
velopment Commission  are:  Hon.  Frederick  B.  Bajrar,  Governor 
of  Nevada,  chairman ;  Hon.  George  W.  Malone.  State  engineer, 
secretary;  Hon.  E.  W.  Clark. 

Mr  DILL  Mr  President,  do  I  understand  that  the  l>ower 
alU)catlons  are  closed  and  that  there  will  not  be  any  changes 

from  those  already  made?  ^     ,«.      -      v      k--« 

Mr  ODDIE.  No:  they  are  not  closed.  The  offer  has  been 
suceested,  and  the  matter  Is  still  In  abeyance. 

Mr  DILL.  I  saw  in  the  press  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  had  accepted  certain  bids  from  the  Edison  Co.  In  the 
city  of  Los  Angeles.  .  „^..     .^ 

Mr  ODDIE  Thev  have  not  been  formally  and  flnally  ac- 
cented yet.    The  matter  is  being  discussed  at  the  present  time. 

Mr  DILL  It  seems  to  me  important  that  the  small  mnnicl- 
nalitles  be  given  the  same  right  that  Los  Angeles  has  been 
given,  and  not  have  to  buy  their  power  from  the  Edison  Oo. 

8AUE   OF   AKEKICAN    SHIPS   TO   »U88IA 

Mr  BORAH  Mr.  President,  I  have  here  a  very  startling 
nlw-e'of  news  which  I  think  ought  to  be  incorporated  in  the 
UKTORD  The  American  Shipping  Board  has  sold  28  ships  to 
R^^sla■and  on  a  credit  of  one  year's  time.  I  suppose  that  Is 
an  implied  statement  to  the  effect  that  the  Russian  Govenv 
ment  will  last  one  year  more.  I  ask  that  the  article  may  be 
nrintwl  In  the  Record.  .    .  ,       . 

TheVICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  article  is  as  follows : 

[From  the  New  York  Times.  November  14.   1929] 

TWENTY-FIVE    AMERICAN    SHIPS    SOLD    TO    BD88IAS8— 8HIPPIKO    BOARD    Dl»- 
POSES     OF     CABOO     VESSELS,     LAID     OP     SEVEN     YEA.8.     FOB     $1,156,000-    . 
8TIMSON    APrBOVES    gALB— PrSCHASE   BT   AMTOBG    COBPOEATIOH    CHIEP   I> 
SEEN    AS    STEP   TOWABD    SOVIET    MEBCHAXT    UABINE 

WASHINGTON,  November  13.— With  the  approval  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment the  Shipping  Board  to-day  sold  25  lald-up  cargo  vessels  to  Johann 
C  Ohsol  of  New  York,  an  .\merican  citlten,  who  is  vice  president  of 
the  Amto'rg  Trading  Corporation,  for  operation  under  Ruasian  registry  la 
the  coastwise  trade  of  that  country. 

The  price  was  f  1.155.000.  payable  at  25  per  cent  in  cash  and  the  rest 
lu  one  year,  the  figure  being  about  »900.000  more  than  the  board 
estimated  It  would  have  received  had  it  sold  the  ships  for  scrap. 

Before  making  the  sale  the  board  ascertained  that  the  State  Depart- 
ment had  no  objection,  holding  that  It  was  purely  a  business  transaction 
without  any  otber  implications.  About  four  yt^rs  ago  the  board  sold  a 
rmall  numir  of  vessels  for  similar  use  to  the  Amtorg  Co  By jlljo-lnt 
of  them  to  Russia  the  American  Government  Mieves  that  It  will  be 
stimulating  trade  conditions  In  that  country,  something  it  has  always 
Sught  to  encourage  quite  ap«t  from  Its  policy  of  not  recognlUng  tha 
Soviet  Government  under  present  conditions 
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PortteM  of  the  ymaeU  te  looked  upon  here  u  the  flrtt  rtep  by  Kmata 
la  iBuachinx  ■  HH-rrbant-iiuiriDe  program,  nmora  of  whtcti  ncentij 
b«Te  bp«i  current,  with  Intlmatloni^  that  Mo-wow  \r«8  pi-«»pAr«l  to  tpAed 
930.000.000  within  tbe  D«xt  f*w  rooDtbs  in  putting  It   Into  effect. 

The  atilpa  are  to  be  operated  heiween  Vladivoatok,  SiberU.  and  Petro- 
paTlorak.  Kamcliatka.  SiberU.  and  between  Black  8ea  port*  and  Lanln- 
frart.  Vladlrostok.  and  Pemlan  Gal/  porta.  None  of  them  has  been  In 
aetive  operation  for  approrlmateir  aeven  jrears. 

The  Tetwela  were  aold  on  an  "  a«  Is,  where  in "  basis,  and  It  was 
provided  that  after  one  outward  canto  of  tin  plate,  agricnimral  ma- 
cklnery,  uteel  and  OMefafaie  tools  tmeh  cargoes  t^bonld  be  dlRCbsrged 
only  St  VlsdlTostok  snd  PetropavlovHk.  The  nnwHer-type  vessels  of 
the  rroup  are  not  again  to  trade  to  or  from  ports  of  the  United  8tat«^8 
for  live  years,  and  the  larger-type  vessels  are  similarly  restricted  for 
10  yoars.  Bonds  in  the  sam  of  $5,000  each  for  the  mailer  vessels 
and  »35.000  each  for  the  larger  vesMls  will  be  furnished  by  the  par- 
ihaser  as  assurance  for  performance  of  the  contract 

The  vessels  lnclud«>d  In  the  gmop  sre  as  follows : 

I^ke-type  vessels  of  approilmately  4,200  deadweight  tons,  equipped 
with  reciprocating  engines  and  Scotch  oil-burring  bcrflera — Lake  El- 
tmont,  t^Ute  Forney,  tAtkr  f'srakc.  Lake  O^p^er,  T^ake  Otrt,  Lake  Fahlut, 
i/rCreary  Ctmntg,  Lake  Oasefie,  lAike  Fatu4ole,  iMtke  Fandom,  Lake 
Faronia.  Lake  FtgkUmif,  Iiake  Fagumdtu,  Lake  Oin,  FrankUn  Cotrntp, 
and  Lake  Fmtina. 

Mrge-type  steel  cargo  v<»8»el«  ranging  from  7.323  deadweight  tons  to 
7..n«2  dendwelgbt  tons,  equipped  with  reciprocating  engines  and  Scotch 
coal-baratng  boilers — Glen  Ridge.  Beilingham.  Matuda,  DalMt,  Paget 
Boumd.  ftalethMrg.  Aledo,  PaJiaadea.  and  rhebaulip. 

NOnCB  or   CXXCCTIVE   SESSION 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  give  notice  that  on 
the  conrenin;?  of  the  Senate  to-morrow  I  shall  ask  the  Senate 
to  procf*^  to  the  consideration  of  nnobjected  nominations  on 
the  Kxecutire  Caletidar. 

ADDITIONAL    BILLS    INTRODrCH) 

Additional  bills  were  iutroduce<l.  read  the  first  time,  and.  by 
nimnimuus  consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred  as  follows: 

Bj  Mr.  ASHVRST : 

A  bill  (S.  2171)  to  amend  section  200  of  the  World  War 
vetera«)s"  act  of  1924,  eh  amended ;  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana: 

A  bill  (S.  21721  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Salyers  (with 
a>-compMuying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pension.s. 

By  Mr.  HAYDEN : 

A  bill  (8.  2173)  to  abolish  the  Papago  Sagnaro  National 
Monument.  Arixona.  to  provide  for  the  disposition  of  certain 
lands  therein  for  park  and  recreational  uses,  ami  for  ether 
purpoiws;  t<^  the  Committee  oo  Public  Lauds  and  Surveys. 

By  Mr.  ODDIE : 

A  bill  (S.  2174)  relating  to  Uie  promotion  of  captains  on  the 
active  ILst  of  the  Navy  wounded  in  the  line  of  duty ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee ou  Naval  AfCuirs. 

IXTEKMENT    IN     Kt'BOPEAN    CKMrmUKS    OF    WORLD    WAR    SOLDIERS, 
SAILORS,  AND  MARINES  FROM   WEST  ^1RGrNIA 

Mr.  60FF.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  at  this 
time  to  have  published  in  the  Record  a  list  ,of  301  names, 
enumerated  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  of  soldiers,  sailors,  and 
marines  fn>n»  the  State  of  West  Virginia  who  died  on  European 
battle  fields  in  the  late  war  and  whose  bodies  are  interred  in 
European  cemeteries. 

I  desire  in  this  connection  to  make  this  explanatory  state- 
ment. Under  the  date  of  Saturday,  November  9,  I  made  sub- 
stantially a  similar  ofl^er  of  what  I  am  now  asking  unanimous 
ron.<«eiit  to  have  inserted  in  the  Record  to  the  senior  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fess],  who  was  In  the  chair,  and  permission 
was  given.  No  objection  was  interposed,  and  it  was  ordered 
that  the  list  be  printed. 

The  list  was  returned  by  the  Public  Printer  with  the  state- 
ment attached  tliat  under  the  date  of  June  18,  1929.  this  list 
had  been  printed  hi  the  Record.  The  list  as  then  printed  in 
the  Rboord  was  incorrect,  and  It  was  incorrect  in  this  particu- 
lar :  That  it  Included  names  beginning  with  the  letter  '•  C,"  the 
letter  •*  F."  the  letter  "  L,"  the  letter  "  Y,"  and  others,  of  men 
who  (*ame  from  other  States — Ohio,  New  Jersey,  Virginia,  and 
Pennsylvania. 

I  have  had  the  a.ssistance  in  gathering  these  data  together  of 
the  Hon.  J.  Stanley  Stephen.s,  a  member  of  the  House  of  Dele- 
gateei  uf  the  State  of  West  Virginia. 

I  ask  now  that  this,  a  correct  record  of  the  soldiers,  sailors, 
and  marines  from  West  Virginia,  who  lost  their  lives  in  the 
World  War,  and  who  are  interred  in  Euroi)ean  cemeteries,  may 
uppear  in  the  Co-noressional  Rgcord. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objecUon?  There  beins 
no  objection,  the  list  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Rbcord, 
as  follows: 


WfST  ViRQiMA  Soldier  Dead  BrarcD  in  Ettropkan  Cemcteribs  Dcbi.'O 

THB  World  War 

rhe  followlug  Is  a  list  wttlng  forth  the  names,  counties,  organizations 
an  1  places  of  Interment  of  members  of  the  American  Expeditionary 
Fo-ces  enlisted  from  the  State  of  West  Virginia  whose  remains  are 
intprred  In  E^uropean  cemeteries : 

ERT    TO   PBSliANENT   AMERICAN    CBMSTBBIKS    IN    BCKOPR 

FVamea 
s'o.   1232.  Meuae-Argonne  American  Cemetery,   Romagne-sous-Montau- 
coi  I,   Mense. 

:Co.  17G4.  .\lane-Mame  American  Cemetery,  Belleaa,  .41sne. 
]io.  34.  SureMnes  American  Cemetery.  Suresnes,  Seine  (near  Pafls). 
1o.  636.   Somme  American  Cemetery,  Bon}-,  Alsne. 
«'o.  608.  Olsne-.'Visne  American  Cemetery,  Seringes-et-NesIes.  Aisne. 
^'o.     1233.  St.    Mlhiel     American     Cemetery,     Tblacourt,     Meurtbe-et- 
Mo^cUe. 

Beli;ium 

io.  1252.  Flanders  Field  American  Cemetery,  Waeregbcm,  Belgium. 

EnffUmd 

io.    107-E.  Brookwood   American   Cemetery,    Brookwood    (near    Lon- 

do  I). 

Debated  aoldiera  from  Went  Yirginia  interred  in  permanent  American 

cemeteri^n  in  Europe 


lARBOUR  COUKTT 

De  in,  Wm.  Franklin... 

I IIRKXLET  COVNTT 

Holey,  Lewis  A 

Tb  >mp6on,  Jas.  E 


BOONR  COUVTT 

Mihkifl,  Oscar 

W^h,  Ross  W 


IRAXTON  COUHTT 


Br 

C 

(■: 


Fi 


Etm 


NO^'EMBEE    19 


Ni 


Rank  and  organisation 


No. 


n  Solomon  H.. 
erj.  H 

(iny  H 

Orien,  Luther  H 

ifttric.  Arch 

John  E 

WAite,  Luke 

Yomg,  Ja.«.  M 


Pvt.   18th   Co.,   5th   Kcgt. 
U.  S.  M.  C. 


Pvt.  Co.  B,  540th  Engrs 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  B,  Pos.  Ei.  ' 
8«rv. 


Pvt.  Co.  B,  mthlnf. 
Cpl.  Co.  B,  60th  Inf... 


BROOKE  cotnrrr 

CaitaU,  EsrsB 

Leiger,  Jos.  C 

Leinon,  Qilbert  W.. 


Stilitano,  Salvatore. 
W^tkins.  Bmrys  M. 


CABKIX  COrSTT 


'"e  fuson,  Leroy... 

I<  iTey,  Chester  A. 
Chsriey  C 
M4fford,  Oscar  E.. 
Sli  ipson,  Hjury  T. 


CALBOCN  COUNTT 


DtflBeid.  Addis. 

np.n,  Bernie. 

s,  Jas.  F.. 


CLAT  COUHTT 

Fnlott,  Oeo.  W 

Kiotts,  Wm 

I  Oflf>um,  Lswrenos— 


Pvt. 
Cpl. 
Pvt. 
Cpl. 
Pvt. 
Cpl. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 


Co.  M,  128th  Inf.... 

Co.  A,  flOth  Inf 

Id.  B.  H.flO 

Bty.  F,  3I3thF.  A.. 

lllthlnl. 

Bty.  C,  S13th  r.  A.. 

Co.  0,32»th  Inf 

Co.  C.  32>tth  Inl 


I 


Grave 


Pvt.  Co.  B,  4th  Engrs 

Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  A.  12th  M.  a 

Bn. 
Cpl.   Ust   Co.,    5th    Rsgt. 

U.S.  .M.C. 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  l«7thlnf 

Cpl.  Co.  F,  IflMh  Inf 


Cpl.  Co.  K,  128(h!nf 

Pvt.  Co.  B.  7th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  23d  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  319lh  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  M  ("prs.  Sch. 
Det. 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  aothinf 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  39th  Inf 

Pvt.  1  a.  Co.  L,  30th  Inf... 


Pvt.  Co.  K.  12Rth  Inf. 
Mech.  Co.  C.  S0tb  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  O,  28th  Inf... 


HODDSmnR  COUNTY 


RcMl,  Walter  D Pvt.  Ca.  L,  llStb  Inf. 


FATRTTR  COrUTT 


.M(«i, 


Cnrvsr, 
fVre 


Joe 

Jas.  R 

Jas.  B 

I  Uii«r.  London  F 

H*inah,  Willie  H... 
Jas.  W... 

ton,  Jas.  L 

rien.  Earl  C 

P\titt.  Pink  E 

Henry  L 

•y,  Urover  D I  Pvt. 

ik>ie,Jas Pvt. 


Hqnaker, 
O 


R«  Ses. 

se|\ 

W 


Pvt. 
Pvt. 

Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 


Co.  K,  317th  Inf 

Co.  E,  7th  Inf 

1  cl.  (o.  .\.  2  .VIU.  Poi 

Co.  M,  16th  Inf 

Co.  B,  19th  Inf 

Co.  A.  .119th  Inf 

M.  D.,318Jii  Inl 

Co.  E.  :th  Inf 

Co.  «,  1 12th  Inf 

Co.  K,  315ihlnf 

Co.  M,3l»thlnf 

Co.  C,  36th  Inf.. 


12S2 


608 
1232 


1232 
1233 


1232 
1293 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 

eoH 

608 


606 
608 

17M 

OW 
808 


1232 
1232 
606 
1232 
1233 


1232 

1764 
1764 


1232 
608 

out 


107-E 


1231  ' 
008  ; 

606 
1232 
1232 

lZi2 
1761  I 


17 

36 


27 

2 


8 
31 
21 
U 
10 
3S 


Row 


27 


20 
18 


33 

2 


31 

17 

» 

32 

9 

4 


Block 


16 

28 

" 

19 

33 

29 

2.S 

12 

79 

5 

16 

4 

8 

2 

28 

21 

S4 

15 

31 

23 

10 

32 

18 

19 

31 

40 

30 

13 

22 

■> 

28 

28 

35 

5 

35 

39  i 

GUJIKR  COIXTT 

.Vjfcrs,  Chas.  L 

Carson,  Tom 

(k  rflon,  Bertie  R 

(ti  Mnlief,  Deward  J. 
.Shiver,  Wariler  O... 
Wfjfter,  Oeo.  E 

GRANT  COINTT 

ShtUiagbury,  Oiin  L. 


Pvt.  Co.  L,  109th  Inl_ 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  16th  Inf.... 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  2  Cos  Sch.  Det 
Pvt.  A.  R.  C.,  Hosp.  5.     . 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  dOthlnf 

Pvt.  Co.  D.  leist  Inf 


1233 
1232 

12>2 


I 


12 
II 

5 
38 
36 
17 

7 

«  I 
.*' 
17 


23 
12 
14 
36 
44 
M 
22 
2 

12 


D 


D 
A 


c 


n 
c 
c 

H 
B 
R 
I) 
D 


BL 
D 

A 

A 
B 


D 
B 
C 
B 
D 


C 
B 
B 


C 
A 

t: 


B 


O 
A 

B 
D 
B 
B 
B 
A 
Q 


Pvt,  Btry  A,  313th  F.  A. 


608 

1232 

1233 

34 

606 

606 


1232 


11 

18 

28 

37 

31 

29 

3« 

9 

S 

12 

I 

3P 

8 

41 

35  I  F 
13  C 
35       D 


D 
II 
A 
B 

A 
D 


B 


1929 

nMMosed  aoldiere  from  Wegt  Virginia  interred  in  permanent  Am«ri<50ii 
i/evaii«r<i  cemeteriea  in  Europe— Continued 

Blodc 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5827 


Name 


GREKNBRIKR  COUNTT 


Rank  and  orgaiiitati<» 


Abbaugh,  Asa-...-.-. 
Crookshonks,  Okley  P.. 

K»'rn.-!.  Perry 

McMillon,  .\sa  L 

iUigland,  Asa  L 

Kagland,  John 

Whanger,  Harrison  O.. 
Zimnierman,  Emory  L. 

HAMPSHIRE  COUNTY 

Horn,  Wih.  L 


HANCOCK  COUNTY 


Beldycki,  Ronuin.. 
Howard,  Raymond. 
Marcelle,  John  H... 
Moutafes.  John  K.. 
Pol,  Ralph 


Pvt.  Co.  A,  30l!5t  Sn.  Tn„- 
Pvt.  M.O.  Co.,  306th  Inf.. 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  125th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  167th  Inf 

Pvt.  Class  Cp.  3  l>ep.  Div. 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  166lh  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  363(1  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  11th  Inf 


No. 


Grave 


Pvt.  Co.  H,  125th  Inf. 


Pvt.  Co.  I,  36th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  16th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  O,  16«thlnf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  311th  M.O.  Bn. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  28th  Inf 


HARDY  COUNTY 

McNeill,  Jas.  O 

HARRISON  COUNTY 

Adams,  Earl  L.. 

Burroughs,  Roy  E 

Oarner.  Herbert  F 

Hildreth,  Dewey  8 

Jones,  Earl 

Kelley,  Andrew  Jos 

Maido,  Nicolo 

Mash,  Ru-ssellF 

Mason,  Lumraey  M... 

McCann,  Mark 

Parrish,  Roy 

Ra vends.  Antonto 

Robinson.  Clyde 

Squhvs,  Freeman  O... 

J.\CK90N  COUNTY 


Pvt.  Co.  F,  S88th  Inf. 


Davis,  Kenna 

Logston,  Thos.  D. 


JErrRRSON  COUNTY 

Grove,  Clarence  C 

Snyder,  Martin 

KANAWHA  COUNTY 

Anderson,  Lane  S 


Allen,  Orant.. 

Baier,  Ernest  Hubert- 


Barber,  Timothy  L- 
Cavender.  Jas.  W.. 
Clair,  Bernard 


Cpl.  Hq.  Co  .  »2d  Pion.  Inf- 
Pvt.  Btry.  B,  314th  F.  A-.-- 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  30th  Inf 

Pvt.  M.O.  Co.,  26th  Inf.--. 
Pvt.  Icl.  Co.  F,  7th  Inf-:--. 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  7th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  G,47th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co  B,  135th  M.  O.  Bn 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  30th  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  C,  313th  M.O.  Bn 

ad  It,  6th  F.  A 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  30th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  laod  Inf .- 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  3I0th  Rep.  8h. 
Unit. 


Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  4th  Inf 

Pvt.  62d  Pr.  Co.,  J.  R.  D. 


Pvt.  Co.  I,  125th  Inf- 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  543d  Engrs.... 


Davis,  Walter 

Donoghue,  Francis 

Doss,  Jas.  L 

Dreiliolbls, Harry  O.-- 

Fisher.  Milford  0 

Oillispie,  Wm.  H 

Huffman,  Noah  F 

Kern,  Thomas  Dabney 

Lavender,  Roy 

Lawaon.  Wm 

Leech,  John  U 

lyorinski,  John 

Philippe,  Albwt 


5tb 


636 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1213 
12S2 
1232 
1233 


1232 


flOS 
630 
1764 
1232 
1764 


1233 


107-E 
1232 
1282 
1232 

608 

608 
1232 
1233 
1282 
1232 

008 
1232 

006 
0) 


1232 
107-E 


1232 
34 


Riheldofter.  Wm.  A... 

Kizic,  Saelme 

Foe,  Charles  8 

Robson.  Jas.  P 

8an.son,  Hershel 

Thompson,  Fred  R 

Wiliiains,  Forest  (Jrey. 


Wines,  lAwrence. 
Young.  Jolm  W-. 
Young,  Waymon. 


2d  It.  Co.  G.  106th  Inf.  27th 

Div.  ,  . 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  I6«th  Inf-. 
Pn.  Co.  B,  47th  Co., 

flegt.,  U.  8.  M.  C 

Cftpt.,  M.  D.,  313th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  28th  Inf  ..---- 
Pn.  1  d.  Co.  K,  802d  Pion. 

Inf. 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  A,  7th  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  O,  47th  Inf..  ..--. 
Pvt  Co.  E,2dBr.  M.G.Bn. 

Pvt.  M.  D.,  7th  F.  A 

Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  L,  26th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  131st  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  C,  2d  Engrs— 
isi  it.  M.  O.Co.,  26thlnf. ... 
P>t.  1  cl.  Btry  D,  315th  F.  A. 
Pa  t.  1  d.  Hq.  Co..  39th  Inf.. 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  23d  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  K.  18th  Inf 

P\t    1  Cl.  313th  Amb.  Co., 

:»4th  8n.  Tn. 
ist  It.  Hq.  Co.,  l.S5th  Inf.  Bn. 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  319th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  167th  Inf 

Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  D.  7th  Inf 

Co.  L27th  Inf 

Btry  D,  315th  FA 

80th   Co.,   6lh   Regt., 
8.  M.  C. 
Pvt.  Btry.  D, 315th  F.  A.... 

P%t.  Co.  K,  301st  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  606th  Engrs 


LEWIS  COUNTY 

Emerson,  Lewis  D... 

Forinash,  Albert  C.-- 

Lewis,  Harvey  E 

Riffle,  Clell  V. 

Riley,  Thos.  8 

Rohrbaugh,  Frank.-. 
Wheeler,  Geo  H 

UNCOLN  COUNTY 


Pvt. 
Cpl. 


Neace,  Wm.  A. 


Pvt.  Co.  B,  2  Cps.  Bob.  Det. 

A.  P.  O.  730.  ^  ,  , 

Pvt  1  d.  Co.  D,  320th  Inf.. 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  168th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D.  7th  Inf 

Pvt.  Btry.  B.  313th  F.  A... 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  168th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H.  125th  Inf 


636 

608 
1764 

1232 

1232 

34 

008 
608 
1233 
1232 
1764 
1232 
1233 
1764 
1233 
608 
1764 
1764 
1232 

1232 
1233 
1232 
1764 

606 
1232 

608 

1232 

1233 

34 


1233 


Pvt.  Co.  C,  111th  Inf. 


Ram5!ey,  fra  F.'.V."::::'  Pvt.  Co.  M.  23d  Inf 

'  Kerlautras  Cemetery.  Brest,  France. 


4 

18 
18 
38 
34 
27 
32 
16 


Row 


16 

14 

4 

38 
13 


16 


3 
25 
34 

17 
29 
10 
38 

9 
19 
24 

8 
12 
20 


1 

18 
40 
46 

7 

39 
23 


30 


34 

33 
11 
20 

7 


11 


11 

43 

21 

18 

28 

12 

26 

21 

12 

8 

3 

2 

1 


A 

B 
A 
D 
A 

G 
D 
B 


A 
A 
A 
H 
B 


24 

16 


6 
12 


10 

37 
43 

4 

8 
19 


22 
36 
17 
21 
30 

6 
22 

9 
23 
16 
71 

1 

16 
2 

20 
64 


18 
6 
7 


32 


2S 
1 


30 

15 


33 

I 
12 

32 
26 

6 

17 

11 

23 

21 
7 

16 
8 
6 

20 
7 
I 
8 

20 

31 

12 
15 

7 

27 
16 

5 

45 

24 

6 


O 
G 
H 
C 
A 
A 
H 
A 
D 
A 
C 
B 
A 


H 
B 


D 
A 


1232 

27 

11 

£ 

1232 

9 

19 

0 

12:12 

18 

43 

C 

1232 

10 

38 

K 

1232 

16 

30 

a 

1232 

10 

24 

u 

1232 

13 

24 

F 

1232 

19 

27 

'  A 
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B 
B 

F 
O 
C 

B 
D 
C 
B 
A 
B 
C 
B 
B 
D 
B 
A 
C 

Q 
A 
A 
B 
D 
B 
D 

B 
A 
C 


Nam* 


LOOAN  COUNTY 


Alasky,  Tony 

Cook,  Newton 

Curia.  Tony 

Hahne,  FredE.... 
Ounther,  Edward. 
Hensley,  David... 

Jeffrey,  Clyde 

Martin,  John 

Phillips.  UaskeU.- 
Kobinson.  Jas.  L.. 
Vance,  Ulysses  B.. 


MARION  COUNTY 


Rank  and  organisation 


No. 


Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  M. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Id 
Pvt.  M. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  Co. 
Pvt.  1  d 
Pvt.  M. 
Wag.  Co 


I,  58th  Inf 

O.  Co..  16th  Inf.--. 

M.  U2thlnf 

Btry.  F,  315th  F.  A 
G.  Co.,  16th  Inf.--. 

D,  112th  Inf 

C,  305th  F.  8.  Bn- 

K,  28th  Inf 

.  Co.  F.  a6th  Inf... 

G.  Co..  39th  Inf... 

G,  7tfalnf 


Bennett,  Thos 

Burke,  Abie  L 

Cook,  Herman 

DapruMO,  Gerardo 

Elder.  Wm.  W 

Hawkins,  Carley  R 

Kemper,  Clark 

Mllian.      Chas.      Van 
Buren. 

Moore.  John  F 

Workman,  Jas... 

Wright,  Raymond 


MARSHALL  COUNTY 

Barovic,  Peter. 

Crow,  Lester 

Dattko,  Mike 

Stewart,  Geo.  C 

MASON  COUNTT 

Ball,  John  H 

Mason,  Clarence  A.-- 

Mulford,  Wade  E 

O'Nail,  Homer 

Rainey,  Geo.  8 

Rousb,  Warner  E 

MERCER  COUNTY 


Cpl.  Co.  L,  320th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M.  128th  Inf.- 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  57th  Engrs 

Pvt.  Co.  L,  320th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M.  12Sth  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  H.  9th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  G.  11th  Inf 

Sea.  2  d..  U.  8.  N.  R.  F 


Pvt.  Co.  D,  111th  Inf 

Cpl.  Co.  L  320th  Inf— ^--- 
Cpl.  Co.  B.  5th  M.  G.  Bn_ 


Pvt.  Co.  C.  lUth  InL 

Pvt.  Co.  H.  llllh  Inf—;-  - 
Pvt  4  d.  Co.  E,  60th  Inf.... 
Pvt.  Co.  A.  111th  Inf 


Pvt.  Co.  A,  imh  Inf.. 

Pvt.  Hq.  Tp.,  2  Xnaj  Corps. 

Sgt.  Co.  C,  69th  inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C.  166U1  Inf...--. 
Pvt.  Co.  A.  135th M.G.Bn. 
Cpl.  Co.  L,  118th  Inf 


Dillon,  Mack 

Galiano,  Antonio 

Norton,  Walter  G 

Peory,  Ouss 

Robertson,  Luther  J  — - 

Robertson.  Okie  E 

Shedd,  Clyde  E 

Stewart,  Geo.  L...... -. 

Robinson,  Wm 

Repoli,  Alphonso 

White,  Harry  L 

White,  Birchard  H 

Williams,  Sherman  H  - 

MINERAL  COUNTY 

Baldwin,  Lewis  R 

Baldwin,  Raymond  H 
Gregory.  Clarence  W.. 

Kelly,  Jas.  A 

Runkelo,  John 

MTNOO  COUNTY 

Eldei,  Pete 

Maynard.  .Vlei 

Sloan,  Lee 

Wilson,  Homer  A 

MONONOAUA  COUNTT 


Manfroi,  Faustino 

Mercer,  Henry  G 

Riggs,  Lawrence  C 

Saunders,  Ralph  H 


Pvt.  1  d.,  Co.  D,  7th  Inf.... 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  7th  Inf 

C^.  Co.  H.  314th  Inl 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  30th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  O,  aSSth  Inf....... 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  3«0lh  Inf 

1st  It.  M.  D.,  327th  Inf 

Sgt.  Co.  L,  4th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  16th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  16th  Inf 

Sgt.  Co.  H.  30th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  315th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D.  135th  M.  G.  Bn 


Pvt.  65  Pr.  Co.  Cp.  Mso- 
ArthurS.  R.D. 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  7th  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  E.  59th  InL 

2d  It.  Co.  G.  39th  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  D,  7th  InL 


MONROE  COUNTY 


Boggs,  Edward  L 

Ramsey,  Humphrey  B 
Talt,  Lee  Campbell... 

MORGAN  COUNTY 

Alderton,  Marion  L... 

M' DO  WELL  COUNTT 


Con- 


Baldwin,  Wm.. 
Barbageanakin, 

Stanton. 
Blankenship.  Charbe  P 

Boyd,  Spencer  L 

Bradshaw,  Geo 

Calloway,  Homer 

Carter,  Aaron 

Colfatto,  Fillippo 

Cole,  Emmett 

Davidovich,  Andri 


Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  19ad  Inf... 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  E.  7th  InL 
1st  It.  Co.  F,  354th  Inf  .- 


Pvt.  Id.  Co.  C,»6thF.8. 
Bn. 


Grave 


1232 
1232 
1233 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1233 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 


1232 
1232 

34 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 

COS 

1233 
1232 
1232 


1333 
1S3 
1332 
1233 


636 

636 

1764 

1232 

1232 

636 


1233 
1332 

1332 

608 

13S2 

1233 

1232 

1784 

60S 

008 

008 

1232 

1252 


1233 

1704 

1232 

606 

1764 


Pvt.  Co.  I.  28th  InL 

P\t.  Co.  A,  16th  InL 

Pvt.  I  cl.  Co.  E,  nth  Inf.- - 
Pvt.  M.  Q.  Co..  38th  InL.- 


Pvt.  San  Det.,  F.  8.  Bn.... 

Pvt.  Co.  L.  320th  InL 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  2l8t  F.  A 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  166th  Inf- 


Pvt.  Co.  C.  7th  Inf - 

Pvt.  1  d.  Bty.  A,  815th  F.  A 


Pvt. 
Sgt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt. 
Pvt 
Pvt 


Co.  1, 118th  Inf 

Co.  D,  3d  M.  G.  Bn.... 

Vet.  Hosp.  19,  A.  E.  F. 

Co.  B.  808th  Ensrs 

Co.  M,  319th  InL 

Co.  B,  7th  Inf  - 

Id.  Co.  B,  318th  InL. 
,  Co.  A,  18«i  Inf. 


1332 
1232 
1232 
1232 


1233 
1232 
1333 

608 


1232 

1332 

608 


636 


1232 
34 

636 

1332 

12^ 

34 

1232 

60H 
1332 
13X1 


Row 


3 

36 
7 
32 
14 
35 
22 
28 
22 
34 
10 


30 
28 
36 
15 
2 
16 
28 
13 

II 

39 


31 

19 

9 

21 


7 
16 
18 
12 
18 

7 


13 
13 
10 
35 

6 
31 
30 
12 
28 
14 
29 
30 
15 


11 
66 
24 
90 


35 

5 

36 

37 


4 

28 
37 
37 


16 

3» 
29 


10 


12 
33 

11 

80 

19 

5 

6 

85 

7 

6 


13 
37 
39 
16 
43 
31 
9 
2 
38 
36 
23 


12 
17 
5 
41 
43 
23 
35 
11 

36 
34 

6 


Blodc 


5 
36 

23 

37 


38 
6 
4 

37 
17 
10 


39 
13 

6 
17 
19 
39 
32 

6 
37 
23 

1 
83 

4 


30 

13 

1 

38 

13 


10 
28 

27 
7 


F 
A 

r 

B 
G 
K 
D 
O 
D 
O 
C 


D 
C 
B 
O 
D 
G 
A 
C 

D 
C 

F 


C 
H 

A 
C 


B 
B 
A 
H 
O 
D 


D 
H 
B 
B 
H 
F 
A 
A 
C 
B 
B 
O 
A 


A 
A 
C 

A 


F 
A 
A 

G 


7 

37 
44 
14 


5 
31 


45 

6 

5 
35 

7 
30 
21 

6 
36 
43 


D 
H 
A 
A 


K 
K 

B 


D 
A 

C 

a 

B 
A 
B 
A 
H 
B 


li 


I 

'I 

1  »    ! 
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Nanw 


m'dowxu.  covntt— oon. 


TIaapton.  Elwood. 

Harris.  Ctws.  

Ifarvey,  Robert... 


HiD.  BenJ 

Jotmsoo.  Xftl 

l^apinskl.  Mik«. 

Miinus,  Nick 

Pitlumbio,  BroBO 

Parsoas.  Rdji;ar 

Saw  inckr.  Gratsuui 

i^mianeiky,    ConsUui- 
tinoa  G 

Tramel,  Tom 

Amur*,  Anecteto  C 

KICROLA8  OOUXTT 


Brown,  .^ndy  8  — 
Martin,  Ben}.  H... 
Peningcr,  Andy  L. 

bpencer,  Jas 

Stutler.  Ray  M 


ODO  conmr 

Boycr,  Francis 

Browainc  Pt»ak  R.. 
Cooawsy,  Wm.  F.... 

fox,  Albert 

Ftmm,  Charttrll.... 
Bttctocook.  Jm.  W... 
MoMUkn.  Tbw.  M.. 

Ndte,  Friend  J 

Rom.  Mlcbdo 

SchmtU,  EaU  J 

8«<U.  Fndffiek  Wm. 

SUotoo,  Joa.  ■ 

W«t4n,  Corariliit  K. 
Wfltaoo,  Wm.  A 


rLBAAArrt  oonrrr 
Hlghley,  Pet»r  W 


KICABONTAS  OOCMTT 

Aearl,Cbas.  H 

Edwwda,  Satb  W. 


Rank  and  organltalloii 


No. 


Cpl.  Co.  A,  i»th  Inf 

Pvl.  Co.  B.  aoeth  En«rs  ... 
Pvt.  1  Pr.  Co..  Cp.  L««.  A.  I 

R.  D. 
Pvt.  I  Cl.  Co.  F.  318th  Inf... I 

Pvt.  C«.  C,  M2d  Kijgrs   , 

Wag.  Bty.  B,  31Mh  F.  A....; 

Pvt.  Co.  B.  7th  Inf I 

Pvt.  Co.  M,  liath  En(zrs....| 
Pvl.  icl.  Co.  C.  l.«hlnf....| 

Mecti.  Co.  A.  2*th  lo/ I 

Prt.  Co.  C,  l«th  Inf. j 

Pvt.  Co.  H.  18th  Inf 

Bglr.  Co.  B.  23d  Inf. 


Pvt.  Co.  F,  eth  Inf.- 
Pvt  Vo.  K,  7th  Inf.- 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  16th  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  D,  7th  Inf. . 
Pvt.  Id.  B.  H.  U4.. 


Pvt.  Hq.  Co.,  31«h  Inf 

CpL  Bty.  D,  urth  FA. 
Pvt.  Co.  .K,  107th  M.  G.  Bn 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  l«6th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  B,  nth  lnf._ 

Pvt.  Co.  I3Kh  Inf ...■: 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  47th  Inf.- 

Pvt.  Co.  F,  81»t  Inf 

Prt.  Co.  M.  4th  Inf. 

Set-  ^0    F,  I«7th  Inf 

Cpl.   <7th    Co..  6th   Rest., 
U.S.  M.  C. 

Cpl.  Co.  K,  314th  Inf 

Pvt.ld.  Bty.  .\.  ITthF.A-. 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  nth  InL 


Grave 


Prt.  Co.  A,  nth  Inf. 


Pvt.  1  cL  Hq.  Co..  7th  Inf 
Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  L.  4th  Inf.  - . 


L«nbert.  Wm.  O Pvt.  Co.  E.  iMth  Inf_ 


rEXSTOM  OOCTTTT 

Channal,  Ovw  Creed. 

Lwew.  Wm.  G 

MakzaraUa,  Anceio 

PVTNAM  COCNTT 

Craiic.  AdraT 

Saunders,  ieaae 

Smith,  Isaac  C 

Vance,  Niiol  8 

Witt,  .imo* 

Zltxelsienter,  .\ndrew.. 

RALXIGH  COr><TT 

.\aen,  Nathan  O 

Baifs.  Tbos.  .4 

Uretr,  Kobt.  E 

Horton.  Sherman 

Plumley.  ones  E 

Richardaon,  Chas.  E... 
Starr,  .\nTK)o  V.  _ 


RANDOLPH  COl°:«TT 

Louk.  Wm.  F 

Stewart.  Wm.  H 

Triplett,  Jacob  B 

Weese.  WUbur  W 

KltCaiX  rOVJTTT 

Hrannua.  Doy  L 

Uusob.  R«j?iroe  E , 

Davis,  PhUhp 

(luinn,  Ellis 

Rush,  (ienv  W 

Siicons.  Ritchie 

BKANE  COISTT 


Coffee.  Kobt.  L.... 
Curfman.  Wm.  B. 
Boloomb.  Fred  Ct. 
Rhodes,  Wm.R... 
Rogers,  Wm.  P.... 


Pvt.  Co.  E,  58th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  A,  111th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I.  3flM  Inf ,- 

Pvt.  Co.  A.  4th  Engn...:. 


Pvt.  Co.  K.  Jnwh  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  I,  6th  Inf 

P\t.  Co.  B,  3e0th  Inf. 

Pvt.  M.  O.  Co.,  laWh  inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  B.  ai^th  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  M.  l«7th  Inf.... 


Pvt.  Co.  G,  l«th  Inf. 

Pvt.  Co.  K.  l»th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  E,  112ih  InL 

Pvt.  Co.  H,  l«th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  F.  61st  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  M,3<MhInf..... 
Mach.  Bty.  B.  Sloth  F.  .i... 


Pvt.  1  d.  Co.  K.  l«8lh  InL. 
Pvt.  Co.  B,  7th  M.  O.  Bn. 

Pvt.  Co.  C.  leeth  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  Q,  125th  Inf. 


Prt.  Co  G.  athinf 

Pvt  2d  Co..  «h  Pr  Ord.  Del 

Pvt.  Co.  C,  imh  InL 

Pvt.  Co.  D.  &4ad  Engrs 

Pvt.  M.O  Co  .  Il8th  InL.. 
Pvt.  Co.  C.  IKIh  InL 


I2S2 
M 

608 

12S2 
1232 

60S 
1764 

008 
1233 
1232 

608 

60S 
608 


1232 
608 
COS 

1764 
34 


1233 

\za 

123 
1232 
1232 
1232 
1232 
132 
1232 
1232 
1232 

1333 
123-; 

1232 


1232 


1233 
1232 
1233 


17M 

008 

1252 

1233 


1332 
1332 
1232 
1233 
1333 
1232 


1232 
1233 
1332 

608  ; 
1232 

1332  ' 


1764 

008 


Pvt.  Co.  M,  12Sth  Inf.. 
P\t.  Co  O,30ih  Inf ... 
Pvt.  Co.  B.  Ififlth  Inf... 
Pvt.  Co.  B.  133d  Inf.... 
Pvt.  Co.  M,  lajth  InL. 


SCMMESS  0OC!(TT 


RntKK.  Joshua  P 

Aleadows.  Cam  B.. 


Pvt.  Co.  D,  7lh  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  B.  6th  Inf. 


31 

7 

3D 

22 
6 

29 
12 

6 
31 

9 
28 

32 
8 


30 
33 
30 
10 

35 


37 

4 

16 

30 

39 

1 

27 

1 

U 

26 

16 

10 
40 


Row  Block 


r 

16 
16 


30 

9 

21 

ft 


29 

19 

6 

8 

39 

15 


35 

8 

9 

1 

29 

36 

33 


83 

36 


60t« 
1332 

32 

38 

1333 

34 

1333 

31 

636 

1 

608 

4 

636 

16 

1233 

23 

1X32 

9 

1Z33 

23 

608 

31 

1232 

38 

1332 

» 

1»3 

ft 

1333 

17 

39 
18 
M 

43 
39 
26 

6 
35 

5 

4S 
10 

30 

10 


41 

33 

15 

11 

5 


14 

37  > 

27 
18  ' 
33 
31  i 

6| 
8 


E 
A 
B 

H 
C 
D 
B 
D 
B 
D 
C 

B 
C 


B 
A 
D 
A 
A 


A 
U 
C 
C 

u 
o 

c 

F 


10  I  fi 
43  B 
12  I     B 


34 
39 
30 


17 
31 
J6 


4 

4 

4 

27 


31 

41 

3 

45 

4 
34 


3 
3 

19 
36 

15 
37 

7 


4 

29 
14 

11 


A 
O 
D 


22       O 


E 
A 
A 


A 

C 
C 
H 


B 
C 
C 
B 
A 
A 


C 
B 

n 
c 

F 
H 
A 


A 

B 
A 
B 


ZieoeoMtf  ««M(er«  from  TTert  TWoMia  ytterrrd  in  permantni  Amteriemm  I 
cemeteries  in  Europe- 


8  7MMI1t8  COUNTT— con. 


C  'Brien,  Wm.  H 

Porter,  Erra 

V'iUiama,  David  Lee... 
^f  illiama,  Martin  F.... 

TtXXKR  COCNTT 

Conti,  Artebono 

Vfaleniise,  Fortunate.. 

TTLRE  COUKTT 

I  ickmon,  Floyd  A 

ifravis,  Wm.  L 

upsHVR  coxTjrrr 

drady,  Arthur  D 

lerry,  Chas.  M 
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.Continued 


Name 


WATNI  COU.VTT 

I>amron,  Wm.  H 

Davis,  Roy 

liamra,  Scott 

J:)hn9on,  Chas 

I  iapiar,  Wm.  B 

,  Claude  C 


Rank  and  onaBitatioB 


adit.,  37M  Inf... _ 

Pvt.  1  cL  Co.  B,  7th  Inf- 
Pvt.  Co.  A,  16th  lnf._.- 


Meeh.  Co.  L  lOOtb  Inf. 
Pvt.  Co.  G,  147th  Inf.. 


Pvt.  Co.  C,  317th  Inf... 
8gt.  Co.  D,  5  M.  O.  Bn. 


Cpl.  Btry.  F,  313th  F.  A. 
Pvt.  Co.  E,  118th  Lnf 


WKBaTRR  ooi;mtt 

fUher,  Jesse 

Knijtht,  Wm.  H 

3  Ic<ijtchpon,  Thos. 
MiUe.,  RoacoeU... 


L. 


WI1XEL  COTNTY 

I  «ncaater.  Francis  W. 
Moore.  Eliy  Van 


Pvt.  Co.  E.  6th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  L.  16»th  Inf 

Sgt.  Btry.  C,  315th  F.  A..... 
Cpl.  Btry.  C,  315th  F.  A.... 
Pvt.  1  cl.  Co.  C,  65th  Pniprs. 
Pvt.  Id.  Co.  I.  SOthlnf 


Pvt.  Co.  I.  819th  Inf 

Pvt.  Co.  D.  7th  lnf 

Pvt.  M.  O.  Co.,  »l«h  InL. 
Pvt.  Co.  F.  3Sth  Inf 


No. 


1232 

1764 

608 

34 


1233 
1232 


1283 
1764 


1233 
636 


1333 
1333 
1232 
1233 
34 
608 


1233 

1233 

1232 

608 


WOOD  coujrrr 

tfalhoon.  Jeaae  B 

(  ooii.  Bura  8 

Davis,  Wa.''ner 

Dye,  Leon  L 

I  isher,  EarlO 

Johason,  Roy 

1  ;eraniida<,  Ons  D... 

1  les.*er,  Ja>.  C 

I  Linney,  Swithen 

McCiuinoe^,  John  P. 

!  leyer.  Carle  .VI. 

1  Ioorehea<l,  John 

abler,  Kramer  C 

l.ieber,  Frank  E 

WTOMINO  COUNTT 

j.ttlce.  Ed 

fosort,  Okey  E 

oler,  Robt.  L 


Pvl.  Co.  D,  829th  Inf 

Pvt.  Id.  Co.  K.  lOlat  Inf.. 


Pvt.  Co.  A,  4th  Inf 

Pvt.  467lh  Engn.  Pont  To.. 

Pvt  Co.  .M.  128th  luf 

Pvt  Ilq.  Co.,  Tr.  Cps 

Pvt.  Co.  M.  128th  Inf 

Pvt  Co.  n,  813th  Pion.  Inf. 

Pvt  Co.  E,  317th  InL 

Pvt.  Co.  K,  138th  Inf 

Pvt  29th  Co.,  Med.  R.  D.. 

Pvt  I'as.  Det 

Pvt  Co.  M,  IMth  Inf 

Pvt  Co.  F,  18th  Inf 

1st  It.  Air  Serv - 

Pvt  2d  Cav.,  1st  Dep.  Div.. 


Pvt.  Bty.  C,  315th  F.  A. 

Pvt  Co.  E,  18th  Inf 

Pvt.  Btry.  B,  10th  F.  A. 


Grave 


27 

35 

4 

36 


15 
23 


37 
40 


8 

13 


39 
5 
1 

10 
30 
30 


15 
21 
33 
34 


Row 


Block 


60S 

39 

1:33 

M 

13B3 

7 

008 

14 

1233 

25 

008 

21 

1233 

19  1 

008 

10  ' 

1332 

aol 

1333 

34  i 

008 

33 

1232 

13  1 

1333 

12' 

008 

27  1 

1333 

5 

60t> 

38 

1332 

« 

1333 

17 

1332 

10 

43i 

4 

15 

15 


6 

14 


9 
11 


35 
6 


39 
19 
10 
21 

n 
2 


31 

13 
35 


10 

19 


17 

as 
33 

38  I 
38 
26  I 
30  I 
37 

28  ' 
23  I 

29  ! 
19  i 

6 ; 

17 


9 
39 


D 

B 
D 

B 


B 

E 


Q 


C 

c 


G 
D 
B 

A 
A 

▲ 


H 
A 

F 

B 


D 
H 


r 
c 

E 
A 

K 
C 

s 

G 
C 
F 
A 
A 
C 
C 


B 
H 
D 


33 

e 

A  ; 

A 

16 

A 

43 

D 

26 

A 

26 

£ 

38 

F 

19 

C 

8 

B 

1 

C 

1 

E 

39 

F 

34 

A 

BE^'ISION    OF  THE   TAKIFF 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  tlie  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
I  ideration  of  the  bill   (H.  R.  2667)  to  piovide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commeree  with  foreign  countries,  to  eiicournge  the  indu.«- 
ries  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
1  >ther  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  next 
I  imendment. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  160,  Hue  1J>.  to  strike  out 
"3  cents"  and  Insert  "3%  cents,"  so  as  to  read,  '*  hackled  hemp, 
;  A/i  cents  per  pound." 

The  umcndment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  wiis,  on  page  161,  line  14.  after  the 
vord  "(a),"  to  strike  out: 

Single  yarns.  In  the  gray,  of  flax,  hemp,  or  ramie,  or  a  mixture  of  any 
of  them,  not  liner  than  12  lea,  13  cents  per  ponnd  ;  flner  thnn  12  len 
md  nut  finer  than  60  lea,  1^  cents  per  |)o>ind,  and  one-half  of  1  cent 
ler  pound  additional  for  each  lea  or  part  of  a  lea  In  exces.s  of  12;  finer 
ban  60  lea,  25  \rcT  cent  ad  valorem  ;  and  in  addition  thereto,  on  any 
if  the  foregoinK  yams,  when  boiled,  2  cents  per  pound  ;  when  bleached, 
lyed,  or  otherwise  treated,  whether  or  not  liolled,  '»  cents  per  pound  : 
Provided,  That  the  duty  on  any  of  the  foregoliijf  yarns  not  finer  than 
SO  lea  .shall  not  be  less  than  21^  nor  more  than  37^  per  cent  ad 
ralorem. 

And  insert : 

8lnstle  yarns,  of  flax,  hemp,  or  ramie,  or  a  mixture  of  any  of  them,  not 
Iner  than  60  lea,  S5  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  finer  than  60  lea,  25  per 
rent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr,  President,  it  may  look  rather  strange  that 
he  ad  valorem  rate  on  the  finer  lea  is  lower.     It  is  unusual. 
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The  only  reason  wh.v  the  Senate  committee  acted  as  it  did  is 
iKoiusr  there  are  in  lie  made  in  the  Unitid  States.  There  is  no 
TOch  thing  as  a  lea  finer  than  m  made  in  tlie  United  Statt^. 
Therefore  we  made  it  a  lower  rate  than  in  the  other  provisions 
iu  w^hlch  there  Is  ac  American  pnxluction. 

Mr.  fOPELAND.  Mr.  President,  does  this  mean  the  Senate 
cuniniittee  rate  is  loAer  than  the  House  rate? 

Mr.  SMODT.  Yes:  and  it  is  lower  than  we  have  had  on  the 
finer  lea.     The  reas-in  for  that  is  that  there  is  none  of  it  made 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Is  the  Senator  feeling  well  this  evening? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Ve  y  well. 

Mr.  <  'OPKLAND.     He  has  recommended  a  lower  tariff. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  have  often  done  it. 

Mr.  COl'ELAND.  I  congratulate  the  Senator,  Perhaps  we 
had  better  let  it  aUme. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  do  so.  I  am  very  glad 
the  Senator  is  pleased. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  my  informa- 
tion is  that  the  rate  recommended  by  the  Financ*^  Committee  is 
the  sam.'  as  the  rate  in  the  House  text,  so  far  as  the  finer  yarns 

are  concerned. 

Mr.  SMOOT,     No;  I  think  as  far  as  the  finer  yarns  are  con- 

cerne<l  It  is  less.  .     *i.   *  *k« 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  My  Information  is  that  the 
rate  on  the  finer  yarns  is  25  to  35  per  cent  in  the  present  law.  in 
the  Hou.se  provision  is  25  per  cent,  and  the  Senate  committee 
amendment  25  per  -.-ent.  *  v.  *  „^ 

Mr  SMOOT.  Tlat  Is.  on  the  finer  it  was  35  per  cent,  but  we 
make  it  25  per  ctut.  an.l  I  have  stattNl  the  roas<»n  ^hy  the 
cJiange  was  ma<le.  We  cut  out  the  specific  rates  on  this  item 
entirely  and  we  give  the  ad  valorem  straight  rate  on  the  coarser 
lea  and  cut  the  fiiu  r  leas  to  35  \n'T  cent. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massochu.-*<tts.  Was  there  not  a  maximum 
proviso  in  the  pres.»nt  law  of  35  per  cent?  «-,,  _      „„♦ 

Mr  SMOOT  Tliat  00  It^  shall  not  be  less  than  2<V^  per  cent 
nor  moi^e  than  37/,  per  cut.  That  was  the  provision  hi  the 
House  text,  but  we  strike  that  out  and  put  in  a  straight  25  per 
c«'nt  ad  valorem  rate.  ..  ^^     a  „ 

Mr  OEORGE.  Mr.  President.  I  want  to  Inquire  of  the  Sen- 
ator iiow  these  ad  valorem  rates  compare  to  the  rates  in  exist- 
ing law?  ,         ..  . 

Mr  SMOOT  I  think  on  very  few  of  the  numbers  the  rate 
in  existing  hiw  i^  lower,  but  taking  the  whole  schedule,  taking 
the  tine  and  the  coarse  together,  there  is  a  decrease,  l^ere 
are  some  nuiul>ers  under  existing  law  as  to  which  falling 
under  35  per  cent,  there  would  be  an  increase,  and  that  is  on 
the  numlHTs  made  in  the  Unlte<l  States,  but  on  the  finer  num- 
l>ers  It  is  a  decrease. 

Mr  C'Ol'ELANl).  Mr.  President,  I  knew  there  was  a  hitch 
about  it  I  knew  it  was  not  iK.ssible  that  the  Senator  from 
Utah  hail  actuallv  recommended  something  lower  than  existing 
law  He  has  conles.sed  that  on  certain  items  this  Is  an  Ui- 
.reaMi  I  think  we  ought  to  know  about  it.  Certainly  on 
nothing  does  he  go  beyond  the  present  law.  Can  the  Senator 
suggest  a  rewordhig  which  will  piotect  us  on  those  items 
which  under  this  arrangement  will  go  higher  than  existing  law? 
Mr  SMOOT  Not  unless  we  go  back  to  the  H«vuse  provision 
•md  put  in  tlu;  brackets  there  with  a  specific  duty.  It  would 
hardiv  be  fair  to  make  that  change  as  to  administration  and 
as  to'  the  protective  tariff  ilself.  I  can  assure  the  Senator 
that  on  the  whole  it  is  a  decrease  from  the  existing  law.  We 
have  taken  out  the  specific  rate  and  put  the  ad  valorem  rate 
and  the  gi)e<iflc  rate  together  In  one  ad  valorem  rate. 

Mr  (JFOHGK.  Mr.  President,  1  quite  agree  that  it  is  an  im- 
provement to  ci>nsolidate  the  rates  in  this  way ;  but  1  want  to 
kn«;w  if  then-  has  been  any  material  increase  dt  any  increase 
at  all  over  existing  law. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No  material  increase,  I  will  say  to  the  Sena- 
tor •  and  as  a  wh(  le  there  has  l)een  a  decrease. 

Mr  GEORGE.  As  a  whole  ii  merely  equals  exi.sting  law  i 
Mr  SMOOT  No;  It  is  a  little  less  than  existing  law. 
Mr'  WALSH  of  MussachusetLs.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want 
to  dispute  the  tig.ires  preseuti  d  by  the  Senator  from  Utah,  but 
1  can  not  alh)W  U>e  Ukcord  to  dose  without  stating  that  my  infor- 
mation is  that  the  equivalent  ad  valorem  rate  under  the  present 
law  so  far  as  thi*se  yarns  are  concerned,  is  27.77  per  cent,  the 
House  rate  32.15  per  cent,  and  the  Finance  Committee  pn>p<^l 
is  34  6«»  per  cent  It  mav  be  true,  as  the  Senator  has  said,  that 
the  net  of  the  rates  recommended  by  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
luitt.H'  in  the  finer  yarns  is  a  reduction,  because  it  has  removed 
the  maximum  pVoviso  and  taken  the  minimum  ad  valorem  pro- 
viso; but  so  far  ns  I  get  the  information  as  to  the  coarser  grade 
of  yarns,  there  has  bt>en  an  increiise  because  the  House  provision 


had  ft  minimum  proviso  of  27  «/^   to  37V..   iwr  cent,  while   the 
Senate  committee  proiioses  a  flat  ad  valorem  trf  35  per  cent. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Let  me  call  the  Senators  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  Senate  just  votetl  an  Increase  on  hemp  and  hemp  tow 
from  1%  to  2  cents.  The  comiiensatory  duty  for  that  oiu-balf 
cent  there  is  not  taken  care  of  in  the  provision  here  for  35  per 
cent      I  will  assure  the  Senator  that  that  is  true. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  not  dispute  the  sin- 
ceritv  and  honestv  (.f  iHiri>ose  of  the  Senator,  but  tlie  compara- 
tive raten  do  not  .seem  to  bear  oat  quite  exactly  what  the  St-na- 
tor  said.  Perhaiw  in  the  main  they  do  indicate  a  reductitm, 
but  there  are  certain  grades  of  yarn  where  there  is  an  Increase. 

Mr  SMOOT.  If  the  Senate  had  voted  against  the  2-cent 
rate  and  had  granted  IVj  cents  instead,  then  in  reply  to  the 
(luestion  asktnl  me  bv  the  Senator  from  New  York  as  to  cer- 
tain of  the  lower  rates  I  would  have  said  there  would  not 
have  been  an  increase,  but  with  this  increase  from  Wj.  eents 
to  2  cents  a  pound  I  say  iu-w  that  all  the  rates  are  lower  than 
existing  law  if  we  are  going  to  comiKMisate  the  manufactured 
goods  for  the  increase  upon  the  hemp  and  ht-mp  tow. 

Mr  COPELAND.  Mr.  I»resident,  I  beg  my  friend  from 
Mas.sachusetts  let  us  not  go  further.  If  the  Senator  had  seen 
the  beaming  face  of  the  Senator  from  TTtah.  he  would  not 
try  to  go  further.  Almost  f'»r  the  first  time  he  has  proposed 
lowering  a  rate.  Let  us  not  disapiioint  him.  I^t  us  vote  this 
rate  in  and  give  him  the  satisfaction  of  feeling  that  he  has 
lowered  the  tariff  on  S4>mething. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  c»»mmitteo. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to.  ,.       .„    , 

The    VICE    PRESIDENT.    Tb<»    next    amendment    vf\\\    be 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  162,  line  6,  after  the  word 
"  together,"  to  strike  <»ut — 

The  Hlze  of  the  alngle  yarn  of  which  1k  not  flner  than  11  lea.  21  »4 
cent*  per  pound;  finer  than  11  lea  and  not  finer  than  60  lea,  21% 
centB  per  pound  and  three-foorth*  of  1  cent  per  pound  additional 
for  each  lea  or  part  of  a  lea  In  execHB  of  11  :  finer  than  60  lea.  50 
centB  per  pound;  and  in  addition  thereto,  on  any  of  the  foregoing 
threads,  twines,  and  corde,  when  boiled.  2  cents  per  ponnd:  when 
bleached,  dyed,  or  otherwise  treated,  whether  or  not  boiled.  5  cent* 
per  pound  :  Provided,  That  the  duty  on  the  foregoing  threada,  twlnea, 
and  cords  shall  not  be  leas  than  32%  per  cent  ad  valorem— 

And  insert  "40  per  cent  ad  valorem."  so  as  to  read: 

(b)  Threadp,  twines,  an<I  conls.  composed  of  two  or  more  yarui  of 
flax,  hemp,  or  ramie,  or  a  mixture  of  any  of  them,  twisted  together, 
40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 


Mr.  COPKL.\ND.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  what  is  the  sipnificjince  of  this  change?  Does  this 
lower  the  existing  rate? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  This  is  a  compensatory  increase  given  for 
the  rate  voted  on  hemp  and  hemp  tow. 

Mr.  COPEI..ANr».  The  Senator  had  no  doubt  that  we  would 
vote  that  increase  and  so  he  provided  for  it  here? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  committee  voted  it,  and  after  it  voted  the 
increa!^e  on  hemp  and  hemp  tow  it  cowld  not  do  anything  else 
than  give  the  conijienTOtory  duty  upon  the  manufacture<l 
article. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Tlien,  that  means  that  there  will  be  an 
Increase  In  cost  of  threads  and  twines  and  cords  and  all  those 
things  made  of  flax  and  hemp  or  any  of  these  mixtures.  We 
will  have  to  pay  more  for  everything  with  which  we  tie  up 
these  bundles  of  rags  that  were  spoken  of  by  the  Senator  from 
Nebra.ska  [Mr.  N<«ws].    Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     It  has  nothing  to  do  with  rags. 
Mr.  COPELAND.     I  am  not  sure.     I  think  it  will  promote 
the    rags    of    the    American    people.     They    will    have    to    pay 
more  for  everything  they  buy  and  we  will  have  more  rags. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  does  not  want  the  American 
manufacturer  to  pay  more  for  his  hemp  and  hemp  tow  and 
then  have  a  less  rate  upon  the  manufactured  goods? 

Mr.  C0PELA:\D.  No.  I  voted  against  the  other  jwovision 
in  the  minority,  of  course,  and  now  I  shall  have  to  vote  against 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  all  right. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  But  I  want  the  American  people  to  know 
that  because  of  what  we  are  doing  here  to-night,  every  time 
they  buv  some  twine  or  cord  to  tie  up  their  packages  th<^y  are 
going  to  pjiy  more  l>ecanse  the  sulxK>mmittee  did  not  have 
stamina  enough  to  stand  out  against  an  increased  rate  on  hemp. 
They  gave  in  because  they  thought  that  It  was  som»'thing 
raised  on  tlie  farm.  I  stand  here  as  a  frieml  of  the  farmer, 
but  it  is  ridiculous,  it  is  outrageous  to  think  that  we  are  hav- 
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ing  these  increa««s  In  the  prices  to  be  paid  for  such  things  as 
are  made  from  the»«e  products.  Of  course,  the  Senate  is  going 
to  adopt  the  ameodutent  and  it  is  utterly  useless  for  me  to  try  to 
stop  It. 

Tht-  VU'E  I'UKSIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
committee  amcmliueut. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  report  the  next 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  1(13,  line  5.  liefore  the 
words  "per  pound."  to  strike  out  "2»/a  cents"  and  insert  "2 
cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

r.iB.  1005.  (a)  CordaitP.  Including  cnblts,  tarrod  or  untarred,  c<»ni- 
p«>iwd  of  three  or  oore  strnnds.  eacb  strund  composed  of  two  or  more 
yarns  : 

il)  Wholly  or  In  chl<-f  value  of  mnnllu  (abncn),  sisal,  heni>qaen,  or 
otbor  liard  fiber.  2  <-ents  pr  pound  :  and  in  addition  thereto,  on  any  of 
the  foreicolnx  Kmnlh-r  than  thr)>e-fourtb«  of  1  inch  In  diameter,  15  per 
cent  ad  vHlon-m. 

The  amendment  whs  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  163.  line  22,  after  the 
word  "  duty,"  to  strikt>  out  "  i)er  pound  as  the  highest  rate  "  and 
insert  "  as  Is,"  so  as  to  make  tlie  paraigraph  read : 

Tab.  lOOfl.  Olll  nettings,  notii,  webs,  and  seines,  and  other  nfts  for 
ItohinK.  wholly  ot  in  i-hlef  vahie  of  flax,  hemp,  or  ramie,  and  not 
■pt-oiaHy  provided  fur,  Mhall  be  subj«^?t  to  the  same  duty  as  Is  Imposed 
ia  tbi.4  act  upon  any  of  the  thread,  twine«i,  or  cord  of  which  the-  mesh 
la  made.  an<l  In  addition  theroto  10  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  CUPELAND.  Mr.  President,  what  ia  the  significance  of 
this  amendment? 

Mr.  8M(>OT.  The  Senator  will  notice  that  we  change-!  the 
apecitic  in  subparagraph  (b)  on  page  1(>2.  We  cut  out  all  of  the 
specific  ratet}  and  made  them  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  t'OPELANO.  I>oes  that  mean  for  all  of  these  gill  net- 
tings, net.**,  webs,  and  seines,  and  other  nets  for  fishing,  we  will 
have  to  pay  a  higher  price? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No ;  the  provision  is  that  they  shsiU  be  subject 
to  the  same  duty  as  is  imiiosed  in  this  act  upon  any  of  the 
thread,  twines,  or  cord  of  which  the  mesh  is  made.  There  is 
only  one  rate  impocieil  in  the  bill  and  it  is  simply  a  clerical 
amendment. 

The  VK'E  PRESIDENT.  The  questltm  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agrec<l  to. 

The  next  amendment  wss.  on  pJtge  165.  line  10,  before  the 
words  "  ad  vakirem,"  to  strike  out  "  Sd  per  cent  "  and  insert  "  45 
per  cent,"  so  as  to  read : 

(c»  W«*en  fabrics.  In  the  piece  or  otherwise,  wholly  or  in  chief 
Talue  of  Ttfcetabk*  fiber,  except  cotton,  filled,  coated,  or  otberwiae  pre- 
pared for  use  as  artiatM*  canvas,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  amendment  was  agree<I  to. 

The  next  amendmi^iit  was,  on  page  166,  line  8.  after  the  word 
"  ami,"  to  strike  out  '*  20  "  and  Insert  •*  60,"  so  as  to  read : 

Par.  1014.  Towela  and  napkina.  flnisbed  or  unfiniabed,  wholly  or  in 
chief  value  of  flax.  bemp.  or  ramie,  or  of  which  these  sulistances  or  any 
of  thi-m  is  the  component  material  of  chief  valuf,  not  exceeding  160 
tbreiuls  to  th«>  squarv  loch,  counting  the  warp  and  filling,  (>&  per  cent 
ad  valorem. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  what  does  this  mean,  may 
I  ask  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  simply  incretises  the  thread  count.  It  was 
120  and  we  put  it  up  to  160  per  stiuaro  inch.  In  other  words, 
the  160  count  tt>  the  square  inch  is  a  finer  thread  than  the 
Hou.'^'  provided  for  in  the  i>aragraph. 

The  finer  the  thread,  of  course,  the  higher  the  co«t  will  be. 
We  have  provided  for  the  higher-priced  prinlucts  in  a  different 
way  at  the  same  rate.    For  instance,  the  clause  which  reads: 

Tuwfls.  nnpklra,  finished  and  onfinLshed,  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of 
flax,  hemp,  ramie,  or  of  which  thi's«,>  .substances  or  any  of  thorn  is  the 
component  material  of  chief  value,  not  exceeding  160  thread^<  to  the 
Bi)uar>-  inch,  counting  the  warp  and  Oiling,  5o  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Without  the  amendmrvit  that  provision  only  included  towels 
and  napkins  that  had  120  pi(4cs  or  threads  to  the  sqtmre  inch. 
I  call  them  "  picks,"  because  that  is  the  usual  term  in  manu- 
facturing. We  have  increased  the  threads  so  that  the  finer 
towels  up  to  160  threads  can  come  In  at  55  per  cent. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  take  it  from  the  happy  manner  of  the 
Senator  that  somehow  or  other  this  most  mean  that  it  ia  good 


November  19 


1929 


C0XGRE8SI0XAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5831 


for     he  peojrfe.     I   will   inquire  of  him   If  It   is  good    for   the 
peop  e. 

Mr  SMOOT.  In  the  past  the  American  manufacturer  in 
making  towels  and  napkins  has  made  them  of  yarn  not  to 
exc;(  d  12f»  thread.s  to  the  s<iuare  inch.  Lately,  in  order  to  com- 
I»ete  with  the  foreign  pnxlucts.  they  have  lieen  making  towels 
IGO  t  breafls  to  the  inch,  u.>4ing  a  finer  thread  and  making  a  finer 
towe  .  We  met  the  situation  by  having  the  rate  ju.st  as  it  is 
on   t  le  ordinary  towel  and   putting  In   provision   covering   the 


finer 

In 

law. 


tow^el  jit  the  same  rate. 

other  words,   120  picks  was  the  limit  under  the  existing 

ivherea.'i  under  the  i)endlng  bill  we  say  to  American  manu- 


facturers, "You  can  use  160  threads  to  the  s<iuare  Inch,  and 
makH  a  finer  towel,  and  the  rate  of  duty  will  be  55  per  cent 


ad  v«  lorem." 


W.VLSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.     Mr.  President- 


Mr 

Thi>  VICE  PRESIDENT.  I^oes  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr    COPELANI>.     I  yield. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  What  is  liappenin;:  now  Illus- 
trate) i  the  folly  or  the  mistake  of  unduly  long  sessions  and  of 
night  sessions.  We  are  galloping  through  a  schedule  that  is  full 
of  increases.  On  the  item  of  yams  which  we  considered  a  few 
momrnts  ago,  the  Increase  amounts  to  8  cents  per  i)ound  for 
every  pound  of  yarn  imported  into  this  country. 

Let  us  .see  what  the  pending  amendment  does ;  let  us  see  what 
its  ef  ect  is.     It  is  merely  a  change  of  i>hraNeology  uiM»n  its  face, 


hut  it 


sion. 


Mr 
Mr 

th< 


so  .Hhifts  the  duty  uisin  the  imports  tlwt  the  result,  accord- 


ing to  the  infonnation   furnished   me   by   the   Tariff   Commis- 


Is: 


Altlioagh  the  acttial  rates  of  duty  have  not  been  changed  in  tbta 
paragiapb,  a  change  in  phraseologj'  adecting  the  specifications  operates 
to  increase  the  amount  of  duty  collectible  from  11,449.642  und<>r  the 
provisions  of  the  act  of  1922  to  $1,749,642  under  the  provisions  of 
2667   (both  House  and  Senate). 


other  words,   what   we  are  doing   here  in   two  or   three 


)ut  of  the  American  consumers  who  buy  ImporttHl  napkins 


II.  R. 

In 
minuses'  time  is  to  increase  a  duty  that  will  take  $300,000  a 
year 
and  towels. 

Mr 

Th( 
yield 

Mr 

MrJ 


NORRIS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 
COPELAND.     I  yield. 

NORRIS.  I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Sena4)r  from  Mtlssachus^  tts  to  what  I  l>ellcve  is  a  mistake  on 
his  iMirt.  I  think  this  does  not  Increase  the  duty;  it  leaves  the 
lust  where  It  is  on  towels  and  napkins  not  exceeding  120 
threals  to  the  s<iuare  Inch,  but  adds  another  class  not  excelling 
160  ttrejids  to  the  s<iuare  Inch.  It  does  not  raise  the  duty,  but 
It  wll  I  brhtg  In  under  this  duty  mon-  value  because  the  limit  as 
to  thfeads  is  increased. 

WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Exactly. 
NORRIS.     If  It  Increases  the  rate,  I  would  agree  wltb 
dilator,    but    the   value   of   the    Imjxtrtatlons    under   this 


Mr 
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Mr 


rate 
vided 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr 


them 


bracfcet.  If  it  rany  be  called  a  bracket,  will  b«»  greater  with 
this  amendment  than  without  It.  However,  the  rate  is  not 
increiised. 

Mr    WALSH  of  Massachnsett.-*.     It   rearranges  the  bracket, 
and  it  does  Increase  the  amount  of  duty  that  the  pe<^le  have 
to  pay  and  therefore  increases  the  rate. 
NORRIS.     No. 
SMOOT.     No. 

NORRIS.  The  Senator  Is  mistaken,  as  I  look  at  it. 
thou^i  I  know  the  Senator  is  acting  In  the  best  of  faith,  and 
so  an  I.  It  will  Increase  the  duty  collected  under  this  bracket, 
but  I  will  lower  the  duty  under  some  other  bracket.  The  limit 
is  inoreasetl  from  120  threads  to  160  threads,  or  40  threads. 
Thiy  now  come  In  as  the  law  Is  written  under  some  other 
and,  as  I  understand,  at  a  higher  rate  than  the  duty  pro- 
for  In  this  amendment.  So,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  rate 
of  duty  on  all  the  items  will  be  decreased,  but  the  amount  of 
r'vtiiiic  collected  under  this  bntcket  will  be  increased,  because 
the  b-acket  Is  broadenefl  out  without  increasing  the  rate. 

*•-    WALSH  4|f  Ma8.sachusetts.     Is  It  not  true  that   a*»  the 

of  broadening  out  the  bracket  the  consumers  who  Import 

napkins  and  towMs  will  have  to  pay  mon^  duty? 


NORRIS.     No:  I  do  not  so  understand:  I  think  not 
SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  let  me  explain  the  anietidment 
WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Why  should  the  Tariff  Com- 
missi >n  give  me  this  Information,  if  it  is  not  correct? 

Mr    SMOOT.     Tlint  is  only  one-half  of  it.     We  can  not  in- 
crease the  threads  covered  by  the  first  bracket  unless  we  take 


out  of  the  other  bracket. 


Mr  WALSH  of  Massachu-xetts.  Nearly  all  of  the  napkins  Bud 
towels  could  cttme  in  under  the  one  bracket  and  not  under  the 
other  at  all. 

Mr.   HARRISON.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  frcan  Mississippi? 
Mr.  COPEI^ND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  want  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Ltah  a 
question.  Under  the  present  law,  do  not  towels  and  nai*ins 
under  120  threads  to  the  stjuare  Inch  pay  a  duty  of  55  per  cent? 
That  is  true,  is  it  not? 

Mr.   SMOOT.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.    HARRISON.     Under   this   amendment,    if   the   material 
does  not  exceed  160  threads  It  pays  a  duty  of  55  per  cent? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  right. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     And  under  the  present  law  if  the  material 
exc-eeds  120  threads  it  pays  a  duty  of  40  i)er  cent? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  that  is  true. 

Mr  HARRISON.  So  all  towebs  and  napkins  betw«>en  120 
threads  and  160  threads  under  the  pr(>sent  law  pay  a  duty  of 
40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  whereas  under  this  aiuetidment  they 
will  pay  a  duty  of  55  \>vt  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     D<h*s  tlie  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  S»'nator  from  Nebraska? 
Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr  NORRIS.  If  the  Senator  fr<»m  Mississippi  is  right,  then 
the  Senator  from  Mas.sachusett8  was  right,  and  I  was  wrong  in 
the  concIU'*ion  which  I  drew. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  thank  tlie  Senator. 
Mr'  NORRIS  I  assumed  from  what  the  Senator  from  Ltah 
ha*d  said  that  the  present  duty  viiere  the  numl>er  of  threads  ex- 
ceede«l  120  an<l  was  le.ss  than  160  was  moi-e  than  5o  per  cent 
ad  vah.rem.  Now  he  says  it  is  less ;  that  It  is  40  i)er  cent.  That 
iH-ing  true,  of  course,  the  reverse  of  what  I  said  is  true.  I  drew 
the  wrong  conclusion  because  I  started  with  an  assumption  that 
was  errone<»us. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  Presidetit,  will  the  Senator  from  New 
York  yield  further  to  me?  ,         ^-       ^    w 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  tlie  Senator  from  Misslssii>pl? 

Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield.  .  ^  »,  „ 

Mr  HXRRISON  The  8tati.sti<-s  show  that  the  unportatlons 
of' these  lairilcular  artlcb-s  are  alm<»st  twice  the  production  In 
fhls  country.  I  presume  those  intereste<l  wanted  this  Increase 
I.f  duty  on  threads  between  120  and  160  and  demanded  this  In- 
crease in  order  to  keep  Uie  f<.relgu  go(Kls  out.  ..  ^  ^ 

Mr  COPELAND.  Mr,  President,  I  am  very  much  inclined  to 
HUfigest  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  because  Iwre  we  are  with  less 
than  a  majority  of  the  Senate  present,  with  even  tl«e  leader  of 
he  farm  bloe  ab.^ent  when  farm  rates  are  being  considered  and 
w-ith  everybody  .so  confused  that  we  do  not  know  whether  a 
given  atuendment  proposes  an  Increase  or  a  decrease  ^  be  aitua- 
tlon  which  we  n.»w  have  proves  what  I  have  said  t law  and 
time  again,  that  the  Senate  Is  not  under  present  wnditions 
Dhvsically  and  mentally  comi)etent  to  legislate.  Even  the 
Young  Turks,  with  all  their  Wgor.  arc  absent;  furthermom 
a  majority  of  the  meml)erH  of  the  i'ii  n.i-e  Committee,  even  those 
wh.»  framed  this  schedule,  are  conspicuous  by  their  absence;  half 
of  the  Senators  are  absent,  and  yet  we  are  proposing  to  go  for- 
ward and  pass  a  bill  revising  the  tariff,  although  we  are  so  c-on- 
fu.sed  that  we  do  not  know  whether  this  particular  amendment 
involves  an  increase  or  a  decrease. 

Mr   SMOOl'     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  New  York 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  COPELAND.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  I  should  Uke  very  much  now  to 
bring  the  session  to  a  close. 

Mr.  COPEL.VND,    I  yIeUl  for  that  puiiwse. 
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Wednesday,  November  20,  1029 
{LegiMatire  day  of  Wcdneftday,  Oi-tolnT  30,  1929) 
The  Senate  met  at  1  o'clock  p.  m.,  on  the  expirad.m  of  the 

recess.  ,      _ 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana  obtained  the  floor.  „„^^,„ 

Mr  FESS.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  qnomm. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roU,  and  the  foUowing  Senators 

answered  to  their  names: 

Allen  Fletcher  Keiidrlck  Short  ridce 

AshurBt  Fraxler  Keyes 

Bnrkley  George 


HinRhiim 

niack 

Hltilue 

BU-ase 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Brookbart 

Broussard 

Capper 

faraway 

ronnnlly 

('epeland 

(^OUZCiUI 

Cutting 

Dale 

Dill 


Ij»  Follette 

Glllett  McOnlloch 

(jlass  McKellar 

Goff  McMHhter 
Goldsboroiigh  MoNary 

Greene  MoseH 

Hale  Norbeck 

Harris  Norrls 

llarritson  N.ve 

IlaftlnjjB  Oildle 

Hatflold  Overman 

Hawes  I'atterson 

llavden  Thlpps 

Hebert  }''"™.*V. 

Ueflin  Uansdell 

Howell  Koblnson,  Inu. 

JohnMun  Sackett 

Jones  Schall 

Kean  Sheppard 


Simmons 

Smith 

8  moot 

Steck 

Steiwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Town!«end 

Trnmmell 

Tydlugs 

Vnndcnberg 

Wagn<*r 

Walcott 

Wal^h.  Maw. 

Wiilsh.  Mont, 

Waterman 


rUNKRAL  OF  THE  LATE  SBCRCTARY  OT  WAK— HBCES8 

Mr  SMOOT  Mr.  President,  as  a  further  mark  of  resjtect  to 
the  memory  of  the  late  Hon.  James  W.  Good,  Secretary  of  War, 
and  also  for  the  purpose  of  aUowlng  Senators  to  attend  his 
funeral  to-morrow,  I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  to-morrow  at  1  o'clock  p.  m. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  an<l  it  is  so  ordered.  »   ..^     o       * 

™hereu,K;n  (at  10  o'clock  and  28  minutes  p.  ^  U^l^^}"^ 
took  a  reeess  until  to-morrow.  Wednesday,  NOTember  20,  1029, 
at  1  o'clock  p.  m. 


Fess 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eighty-two  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present.  The  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  is  enUtled  to  tlie  floor. 

riNAL  ADJOURNMENT 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  l»resldent,  it  must  be  obvlons 
to  «11  that  it  is  quite  impossible  f(»r  the  Senate  to  comirtete  tlie 
consideratiou  of  the  unfinished  business,  the  tariff  bill.  l)efore 
the  assembling  of  the  regular  session.  Accordingly,  there  is  no 
reason,  in  my  judgment,  why  we  should  not  have  a  l»"ef  "eceas 
nrepar^tor^  to  the  work  of  the  coming  session.  It  ought  to  be 
had  for  rea.sons  which  have  heref.fore  l)een  a«lverted  to  and 
which  need  not  now  be  repeated.  It  might  also  be  said  that 
il  is  the  custom  of  practically  all  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
to  come  here  at  least  a  week  before  the  general  session  to  pre- 

I VI re  for  that  work. 

Acconlingly,  Mr.  President,  I  offer  this  morning  a  concurrent 
re;Xt"rprovidlng  that  the  present  session  shaU  be  brought 
to  a  close  on  Friday  next.  I  send  the  concurrent  resolution  to 
the  desk  and  ask  that  it  be  read.    ,    ,      ,„         , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  read. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  concurrent  resolution  (8.  Con.  Res. 
No.  19),  as  folhrws: 

KeMlred  by  the  Benatr  {the  H<m»e  of  RvprenmiattrtM  eonrurrinv). 
That  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  the  SD.-aker  of  'he  House  of 
IU.present«tIve.  be  authorUed  to  close  the  present  swwloa  of  the  Con- 
gress by  adjoaming  their  respective  Houses  on  Filday.  November  .% 
19"9  at  the  following  hours,  namely  :  The  Senate  at  the  hoar  of  10 
o'clock  p.  m.,  and  the  Houh*  at  such  hour  a>  it  may  by  order  provide. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  concurrent  resolution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
concurrent  resolution. 

Mr  ALLEN.    I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays.  _.  _,    . 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  Chief  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  call  the  roll. 

Mr  BR\TTON  (when  his  name  was  called),  I  have  a  gen- 
eral Dair  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rked],  but 
I  am  luformed  that  If  he  were  present  he  would  Tote  as  I 
intend  to  rote.     I  therefore  am  at  liberty  to  cast  my  Tote.    I 

'^Mr  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  transfer  the 
general  pair  which  I  have  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyo- 
ming  [Mr.  WakbenI    to  the  jtinior  Senator  from   Utah    [Mr. 

^Mr^  SMITH  ^  I  hTve  a  pair  on  this  question  with  the  senior 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  a«.].  ^  ^f  *^^ /J^  ^^,1'  *° 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed]  and  vote     yea. 

Mr  TYDINGS.  I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Sena- 
tor  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Mettcau-].  I  transfer  the  Palr.to 
the  junior  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Gocu>]  and  vote     yea. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded.       ,,     „  .  .      ....  ,„ 

Mr    8CHALL.     My  colleague  [Mr.  ShipsteadI  is  still  ill. 

Mr  8HEPPARD.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  Junio'  ^^' 
tor  from  Utah  [Mr,  Kino]  is  unavoidably  detained  by  Ulnest 
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I  also  desire  to  annonnce  that  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  WiifZLix]  Is  net-essarily  detained  from  the  Senate  on  offi- 
cial Imsiness. 

Mr.  FESS.  I  wish  to  annonnce  that  the  senior  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  has  a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Robinsojc]. 

I  also  wish  to  announce  that  the  senior  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  Dcvranv]  and  the  junior  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Glex:^!  are  absent  in  attendance  at  the  funeral  of  the  late 
Secretary  of  War. 

I  wish  further  to  annonnce  that  on  this  qiiestion  the  Junior 
Senator  fn-ni  Illinois  [Mr.  Glenn  I  is  pain*d  with  the  junior 
Senator  fmra  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeleb].  If  present  and  voting, 
the  junior  Senator  from  Illinois  would  vote  '*  nay,"  and  the 
junior  Senator  from  Montana  would  vote  "  yea." 

The  result  was  annonnctHl — yeas  4S>,  nay.H  33,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 40 

Ashnrst  Dale  Keyes  Steck 

Harkley  Flotoher  McKellar  Stelwer 

KinKtaain  (ieorgf  McNiiry  Stepliena 

Klack  (ila9<«  Moses  8wnnt*on 

BlniiM-  r.rerne  Norl)Ock  Thom;u.  Okla. 

IJI»>H.M»»  Hale  Ovprnian  TrammoU 

BratiDD  HurrlR  Phlpps  Tydlngs 

Bro«k  Harrison  Plttmaii  \NaKiier 

Bro,.khart  Haw^s  Unn»«lpll  Walsh,  Mass. 

DniiiMiMrd  Hayden  Hchall  Walsb,  Munt. 

Caraway  Ilpflln  .Sh»-pp:ir«l 

fonnally  Jone«  Kimmona 

CopelaiHl  Keiuirick  Sraltb 

NAYS— 33 

Allen  Ooff  Mci'ultocti  Smoot 

Borah  (inidHborough  McMuater  ThomaH.  Idaho 

Capper  HantlnRs  Norria  Townwend 

Coiixcos  Hatfi«'ld  Nye  Vandenbcru 

Cutting  Hobert  Oddie  Wa.'cott 

I>iil  IIowcU  I'atterson  Waterman 

Kt^aa  Johnaon  Kobinaon,  Ind. 

Kraxier  Kean  Saokitt 

OllUtt  La  Follette  Short  ridge 

NOT  VOTING— 13 

rvneeo  King  Robinson,  Ark.        Wheeler 

RdKe  ,  Metcalf  Shipatpad 

Glenn  line  Warren 

Oould  Reed  Wataon 

So  the  reHolution  of  Mr.  Walsh  of  Montana  was  agreed  to. 

DISPOSITION  C^  V8EXB88  PAPERS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communica- 
tion from  the  Postmaster  General,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law,  a  schedule  of  papers  and  documents  on  the  flies  of  the 
Pt'St  OflBce  Department,  which  are  not  needed  in  the  transaction 
of  public  business  and  have  no  pennanent  value  or  historic 
interest,  and  asking  for  action  looking  to  their  disposition, 
which  was  referred  to  a  Joint  Sriect  Committee  on  the  Disposi- 
tion of  T'seless  Papers  in  the  Executive  Departments.  The  Vice 
President  apiK»inted  Mr.  Phipps  and  Mr.  McKcllab  members 
of  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

prrmoNS 

Mr.  ALLEN  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citizens  of  Fort 
8ct»tt,  Wichita,  Pittsburg.  Arkan.sas  City,  Baxter  Springs,  RIv- 
erton.  (ialena.  and  Par9f)ns.  all  in  the  State  of  Kansas,  praying 
for  the  po.'s.srtge  of  legislation  granting  increased  pensions  to 
Civil  War  veterans  and  their  widows,  which  w«^  referred  to 
the  ConunItte«  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  presented  petitions  nupaerously  signed  by 
.««undry  citieens  of  tlie  State  of  California,  praying  for  the 
pasHage  of  legi.slation  granting  increaseil  peiuiions  to  Civil  War 
veterans  and  their  widows,  which  were  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Pensions. 

Ue  also  presented  petitions  of  sundry  citiaens  of  the  State 
of  California,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legislation  granting 
increas^l  pensions  to  SiiauLsh-American  War  veterans*  which 
were  referred  to  the  C<wjmittee  on  I'ensions. 

Mr.  CAPPER  preseote*!  a  petition  of  sundry  commercial,  fra- 
ternal, and  patriotic  organizations  of  the  city  of  Wichita, 
Kans.,  praying  for  the  {lassage  of  legislation  providing  for  **  a 
unihed  air  service,  under  a  competent  head,  who  shall  be 
minister  of  aviation,  to  be  ai>poiiited  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  with  a  portfolio  in  the  Presidents  Cabinet,  with 
thrw  assistants,  one  in  charge  of  military  aviation,  one  com- 
mercial and  another  experimental."  etc.,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  COPELAND  presented  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
CliamlJer  of  Commerce  of  Mechanicville,  N.  Y.,  favoring  the 
selection  of  a  .ship  canal  roate  fn>m  the  Great  Lakes  to  the 
Atlantic  seaboard  solely  through  United  States  territory,  and 
suggesting  the  examination  of  a  feasible  route  from  Troy, 
N.  Y.,  to  the  Great  Lakes,  etc^  whkli  was  referred  to  the 
ComiBlttee  on  Commerce. 
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FESS  (for  Mr.  DEN»acN)   prest-ntwl  petitions  and  papers 

in  the  nature  of  petitions  from  the  Chicago  Monthly  Meeting  of 

Fri^ds,  the  University  of  Chicago  Settlement,  and  siuidry  clti- 

of  Chicago  and  vicinity   in  the  State  of  Illinoi.s.  praying 

he  p«.ssage  of  legislation  •'  to  amend  the  naturaliaition  law 

to  make  it  clear  that  persons  otherwise  eligible  shall  not 

rinrretl  from  citizenship  Ixcause  of  conscientious  objection  to 

>eai  ing    arms,"    which    were    referre<I    to    the    Committee    on 

Imi^igi'iition. 

WAKEFIELD,    BIRTHPLACE    OF    GEORGE    WASHINGTON 

r.  FESS,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Library,  submitted  a 

rt  (No.  45)   to  acconipjiny  the  bill   (S.  17H4)   appropriating 

inonl*y  ifor  improvements  njKin  the  Government-owned  land  at 

ijefield,  Westmoreland  C<mnty.  Va..  the  birthplace  of  ileorge 

ington,  heretofore  reportetl  by  him  from  that  CMnmittee 

without  amendment. 

PAT  OF  SENATE  PAOICS 

.  FESS.  fnsm  the  Committee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Con- 
ig^nt  Expenses  of  the  Senate,  to  which  was  referreil  Si^nate 
(Jlution  160.  submitted  by  Mr.  Jonks  on  the  19tli  in.stant,  re- 
it  without  amendment,  and  it  was  considered  by  unani- 
consent  and  agreed  to,  as  follows : 
Uiholved,  'lliat  the  Setretary  of  the  S«'nate  hereby  is  atithortzed  and 
dint  red  to  pay  out  of  the  appropriation  for  ml^^c♦'IIaneouf^  Itema,  cun- 
tinge  Qt  fund  of  the  84>natc,  fl/icul  year  1930,  to  the  pa^ea  for  the  S«nate 
Cbaifbi'r  at  the  rate  of  $4  p<>r  dbm.  from  the  day  following  the  date 
utirnnient  of  the  preaent  scxtilon  of  Congress  until  the  3Uth  day 
jTemb<  r.    10^,  both  datea  incluaive. 


t  '<1 


EXPANSES    OF    COMMITTEE    ATTENDING    tTNERAL    OF    THE    LATE    8BC- 

RTTARY  or  WAR 

MK  FESS.  Mr.  President,  from  the  (Vuiimittet?  t<»  Audit  and 
Com  rol  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  tlie  S»'natc,  I  n'i>ort  a  reso- 
luti(  n  in  reference  to  exi)en.ses  incurred  by  the  special  committee 
of  tlie  Senate  In  attending  the  funeral  of  the  late  Se<'retaTy  of 
War,  Hon.  James  W.  Good,  and  I  ask  for  its  inimLtllate  con- 
sidei-ation. 

ITie  resolution  (S.  Res.  102)  was  read,  conslderetl  by  unanl- 
mouj  consent,  and  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

Rffolted,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  So.oate  hereby  l«  aiitborized  and 
directed  to  pay  from  the  t-ontlngtnt  fund  of  th.>  Sen.ite  the  necessary 
and  Incidental  expeuaca  Incurred  by  the  committee  appointed  by  the 
Vice  Preaident  in  attending  the  funeral  of  Hon.  Jamea  W.  Good,  late 
the  I  lecretary  of  War. 

REPORT  ON  SAVANNAH   HARBOR,  OA.    (8.  DOT.   NO.   39) 

Mr.  .TONES  presentetl  a  communication  addressed  to  him  as 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Commone  by  the  Chief  of  Engi- 
neeis  of  the  Arnty,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  a  retiuest  of  the 
comnlrtee,  a  report  of  the  Board  of  Etigineers  for  Rivers  and 
Har  X)rs  reviewing  the  reix>rt  on  Savanuali  llnrlmr.  Gii..  whifh, 
witi  the  accompanying  rej^ort,  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Coinmerce,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  with  an  illustration. 

BfSH>RT    or    POSTAL    NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  PHIPPS,  as  in  oi)en  ext'cutive  session,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  OtHces  and  Post  R<,ads.  reiK>rted  sundry  post- 
offic?  nominations,  which  wen*  ordered  to  be  placetl  on  the 
Eiet'utive  Calendar. 

BILLS    AND    JOINT    RESOLLTION     IJSTB(M)UCI'3) 

B  Us  and  a  joint  resolution  were  introduced,  read  the  flrst 
tim<,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  refemd 
as  fallows: 

Br  Mr.  CAPPER: 

A  bin  (S.  2175)  exempting  newsi>aper  men  from  testifying 
witl  respect  to  the  sources  of  certain  contldential  information ; 
to  t  le  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

B-  Mr.  COPELAND: 

A  bill  (S.  2176)  granting  a  pension  to  John  T.  Kieman ;  to  the 
Conmittee  on  Pensiou.s. 

A  bill  (S.  2177)  providing  for  the  appointment  of  a  diplomatic 
repi esentatlve  to  the  Ukrainian  Democratic  Republic;  to  the 
Conmittee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

B     Mr.  FLETCHER: 

A  bill  (S.  2178)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Vianna  R. 
Hua  ton ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

B  r  Mr.  HAYDEN  : 

A  bill  (S.  2179)  to  allow  crefllt  to  homestead  settlers  ami 
entrymen  for  military  service  in  certain  Indian  wars;  to  the 
Conmittee  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 

Br  Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts: 

A  bill  (S.  2180)  for  the  relief  of  M.  Grace  Murphy:  to  the 
Conmittee  on  Claims. 
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Bv  Mr.  JOHNSON :  ,.,  ., 

A'bili  (S  2181)  for  the  relief  of  James  T.  Reynolds;  and 
A  bill  (S.  2182)  for  the  relief  of  John  OGorman ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs.  i      *„ . 
A  bill   (S.  2183)  granting  a  pension  to  Mai-y  A.  Daugneny , 

A  bill  (S.  21S4)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Frank  H.  Gree- 
nough ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

A  bill  (S.  2185)  for  the  relief  of  Robert  Berry  ;  and 
A  bill   (S.  2186)   for  the  relief  of  Douglas  B.  Espy;  to  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  KENDRICK:  .  ^.  „     *   /  ^*>,  „« 

\  bill  (S   '^187)  for  the  relief  of  S.  Dwlght  Hunt  (with  ac- 
companying papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  ^^^lH^^^p'^Unn^hy 
A  bill   (S.  2188)   granting  a  pension  to  V.  illiam  F.  Murpny, 
alias   James   J.  Wilson    (with   accompanying  papers)  ;   to  the 
C!ommittee  on  Pensions.  ,       ,  ,       .    _^ 

A  bill  (S  2189)  for  the  relief  of  certain  stock-raising  home- 
stead entrymen  in  the  State  of  Wyoming;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  and  Surveys. 

By  Mr.  ROBINSON  of  Indiana :  ^        .^  a 

A  bill    (S    2190)    granting  compensation  to  the  widow  and 

minor   children   of  Francis   C.    Oxley ;    to    the   Committee   on 

A  bill  (S  2191)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to  Don  I. 
Llttell  (with  accumpanylut;  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  HA  WES :  ,   -r       •     /    i*v,  -« 

A  bill  (S.  2192)  for  the  relief  of  Harvey  J.  Lewis  (with  an 

accompanying  paper)  ;  _  .„  -^     ,       ii„»  rrar^ir 

A  bill  (S.  2193    for  the  relief  of  Harry  H.  Davis,  alias  Harry 

H.  Kellar  (with  an  accompanying  paper)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 

^ 'rSm  t^"il94)  granting  a  pension  to  Harry  F.  Ebbs  (with 

accompanying  papers)  ;  „  ,    ,  ^     ^       /^i<-k 

A  bill    (S.  2195)   granting  a  pension  to  Ethel  Cooter   (with 

accompanying  papers)  ;  m,^,,..„„  r>Mtri^vr  rwith 

A  bill  (S.  219t))  granting  a  pension  to  Melvlna  Grtffey  (witn 

"7  bird"  2mr^aiiting  a  pension  to  Ella  H.  Litton  (with 

"T3' (f 'l98)Tanting  a  pension  to  Catherine  Martin  (with 

accompanying  papers)  ;  wnu^™  woTiiomin 

A  bill    (S.  2199)    granting  a  pension  to  William  Benjamin 

Messer  (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  2200)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Miller  (with 

*T biu7s" 22mr^aiitlng  a  pension  to  Alexander  C.  Monroe 

(with  accompan.ving  papers)  ;  .     r,    r.    r»^«,^ii    /«Hfh 

A  bill   (S.  2202)   granting  a  pension  to  H.  C.  Powell   (with 

"T bin  "(S."220?r"inting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Elizabeth 
J    Nettie  Legg  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  o       v   * 

A  bin  (S.  2204)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  barab  A. 
Mitchell    (with  accompanying  papers)  ; 

A  bill  (S.  2205)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary 
Storrs  (with  accompanying  papers)  :  r-^o-i^**^^ 

A  bill  (S.  2206)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Charlotte 
A   Thomas  (with  accomj^anying  papers)  ;  and  ,    „     , 

'a  bill  (S  2207)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Euphema 
Washburn  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

Bv  Mr.  SMITH:  ,.  .    ^ ,  ., 

a' joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  81)  for  the  relief  of  farmers  and 
fruit  growers  in  the  storm  and  flood  stricken  areas  of  Alabama, 
Georgia.  North  Carolina,  and  South  Carolina ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 

PAY  OF  EMPLOTEB8 

Mr.  JONES.    I  Introduce  a  Joint  resolution,  which  I  ask  may 

be  read  at  length.  .  .       ^. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res  82)  authorizing  the  payment 
of  salaries  of  the  oflJcers  and  employees  of  Congress  for  Novem- 
ber 1929,  on  the  27th  day  of  that  month,  was  read  the  flrst  time 
by  its  title  and  the  second  time  at  length,  as  follows: 

Rctolved,  etc..  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Reprfsentativea  are  authorlied  and  directed  to  pay  to  the 
officers  and  employees  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representativea,  in- 
cluding the  Capitol  police,  the  office  of  legislative  counsel,  and  employees 
paid  on  vouchers  under  authority  of  reaolutlona,  their  respective  salaries 
for  the  month  of  November,  1929,  on  the  27th  day  of  that  month, 

Mr.  JONES.    I  ask  for  the  Immediate  consideration  of  the 

Joint  resolution.  .     ,  ,j      j 

There  being  no  objection,  the  joint  resolution  was  considered 
as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole. 


The  Joint  resoluUon  was  reported  to  the  Senate  withotit 
amendment,  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read 
the  third  time,  and  pas.sed. 

AMENDMENT  TO  THE  TABUT  BIIX 

Mr  FLETCHER  submitted  an  amendment  intended  to  be  pro- 
iwsed  by  him  to  House  bUl  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bill,  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

EEFERENCE   OF   CERTAIN    SKNATB  BllXa    TO  OOUKT   OF   CLAIMS 

Mr  COPELAND  submitted  the  following  resolution  (S.  Res. 
163),  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims: 

Retolved.  That  the  hills  making  an  appropriation  to  pay  the  Acme 
Die-Casting  Corporation,  of  New  York  City,  N.  Y.,  its  low  and  damage 
incurred  and  Buffered  by  It  in  complying  with  United  SUtes  Navy 
commandeer  order  No.  N-3255,  dated  Jane  18,  rtl9  (8.  2096)  .th« 
Fairbanks,  Morse  ft  Co.,  of  New  York  City.  N.  Y.  (8.  2097)  '.tbe  Ther- 
mal syndicate  (Ltd.),  of  New  York  City.  N.  Y.  (8.  2094)  -.Charles  B_ 
Chrystal  (8.  2095)  ;  the  William  Wrigley.  Jr.,  Co.  (Inc.).  of  New  York 
City  N  Y  (8  2098).  now  pending  In  the  Senate,  together  with  au 
accompanying  papers,  be.  and  the  same  "^_, ''^^^y-  '^'*"7*  '°  '^ 
Court  of  Claims  In  punniance  of  the  provlaiona  of  t»>e  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  codify,  revise,  and  amend  the  lawe  reUtlng  to  the  JudicUry, 
approved  March  3.  1911 ;  and  the  said  court  shall  proceed  ^^^  the  aame 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Buch  act  and  report  to  the  Senate 
in  accordance  therewith. 


PLACE  or  BUMAL  OF  WORLD  WA»  eAlLOBS  AND  MA«IH«  rBOM  NOWH 

CABOUIVA 

Mr  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  have  here  a  list  of  member* 
of  the  Navy  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina  who  served  dur- 
ing the  World  War  and  were  killed,  and  showing  where 
they  were  burled.  I  have  a  similar  list  of  members  of  the 
Marine  Corps  from  North  Carolina  who  served  in  the  World 
War  who  were  killed,  and  showing  where  they  were  buried.  I 
ask  that  these  Usts  may  be  printed  In  the  Rbcobd. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  lists  were  ordered  to  be  printed 

In  the  Recobd,  as  follows: 

Depabtmbst  or  th«  Navt, 

BCKBAD   OF  MkOICINE   AND   SUBOBRT, 

MtuhingtoH,  D.  C,  Votcmber  9,  taa. 

Hon.  F.  McL.  Simmons, 

United  Btatet  Senate,  Washington.  DO.  .^„„„, 

Mt  Dbab  Senatob  :  Your  letter  of  October  80,  addressed  to  Admiral 
Richard  H.  Leigh,  United  States  Navy.  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Navli^- 
tion,  has  been  referred  to  this  office  for  reply,  in  connection  with  your 
request  for  a  lint  of  the  Htirens  of  North  Carolina  who  served  In  th» 
Navy  during  the  period 'of  the  World  War,  and  who  died  during  that 
service,  specifying  burial  places.  ...      o^  *       «   w«^i. 

From  the  list  of  members  of  the  Navy  from  the  State  of  North 
Carolina  who  died  during  the  World  War.  supplied  by  the  Bureau  of 
Navigation,  this  bureau  has  compiled  the  Inclosed  list  showing  the 
various  places  of  burial.  ^._     .,  „      , 

In  addition,  the  Bureau  of  Navigation  has  furnlahed  the  following 
data  respecting  the  number  of  persons  from  North  Carolina  who  aerved 
In  the  Navy  during  the  World  War : 

Enlisted  United  Stotea  Navy :  g  ^^q 

Male '      g 

Female •--- 

Enlisted  United  States  Naval  Reaerve :  ^  j^^ 

Male III~I"IIZII     '  190 

Total ^'  ^og 

Number  who  lost  their  lives , 

Otflcers  United  Statea  Navy  _- *°1 

Officers  United  States  Naval  Reserve "^ 

„  ,  ,  704 

Total 7 

Number  who  lost  their  lives 

The  department  has  not  compiled  data,  segregated  by  States,  as  to 
those  wounded  during  the  Worid  War  who  recovered. 

Trusting  the  Information   supplied   herewith  wlU   be   satisfactory  to 
your  purpose,  I  am. 

Sincerely  yoora.  c.  E-  R'oos. 

8urge4)H  Otneral.  United  8tate»  Jiavy. 
Citizenn  of  the  State  o/  ^yrth^Carojinajirho  died  v^hile  terving  in  the 


favv  durino  U^e  World  War 


Name 


Rank 


Andrews,  Jnnloa 
Franlclin. 

Gray,  William  Theo- 
dore. 

Neal,  John 

Parrott.  George  Foun- 
tain, jr. 


Ensign,    U.    8.    Naval 

Reserve  Force. 
Pay    inspector,    TJ.    8. 

Navy. 

Ensign.  U.  8.  Navy 

Lieutenant  commaDdv 


Place  of  burial 


Durham,  N.  C. 

Wlnston-Salttm.  N.  O. 

LoolabaiK,  N.  C. 

Lost  Ufe  In  collision  of  U.  8.  8. 

Bhaw  and  Aquttania.    Body 

not  recovered. 


iiii 
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Name 


Poo,  Edwin  Smith 

BUndin.  John  Robert. 
Williamaon,  Thomas. . 

Addor.  Felix  RaRBoe.- 
AIl»»r.  Harvy  Nicholas 
Allre«l.  cieortre  Henry . 
Arrowood,    Frank 

Oreen. 
Aa<ttin.  John  Ashcraft. 
Baker,  Jtese  Johnson.. 
Barber,   Charles   Mel- 

Tin. 
Battle,  Joaef^ 


Rank 


Ensiim.  V.  S.  Naval  Re- 
serve Forc«. 
...do 


Beam.    Joshaa     Law- 
rence 
Boyd,  Richard    


BrigKS,  Rotha  Brown.. 

Brooks,  Joseph  Bryau . 

Brown,    John    Cleve- 
land. 
Brown,  Loyd  .\bsoluin. 

Bashall.  William  Han- 

.sell. 
Callaway,        Clarence 

Tuttle. 
Carraway.  RufuiBell.. 

Carter.  Sam  Dallas 

Cherry,  Clarence 

Washington. 
Clark,  Tablot 


Chief  EnKinaer.   U. 
Navy  (retired). 

Sea.  2d 

Fire.  2cl 

.do 

Water  t«nder_ 


S. 


C  01  swain. . 

Sea.  2cl 

....do 


.Ship's  cook  3  d..  U.  S. 

Naval  Reserve  Force. 

Fire.  Id.. 


Mess  att.   3  H..   V.   S. 

Naval  Reserve  Force. 
.\pp.  sea.,  r.  .S.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 
Fire.  3  d..  U.  S.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 
Fire.  3d 


Sea  2  d.,  V.  S.  Naval 
Reserve  Force. 

Sea  .  U.  S.  Naval  Re- 
serve Force. 

Sea.  2d 


Cook,  Ellis  Gordon 

Cottle,  Walter  Raleigh.' 

DaltOR,  Carl  Lewis 

Dancy.  Isaac 

Davenport,  Everett 

Watson.  ! 

I>avis,  Edward  Lee. 


Water  tender,  V.  S.  Na- 
val Reserve  Force. 

Fire.  3  d.,  U.  S.  Naval 
Reserve  Force. 

Sea.  2  d.,  U.  S.  Naval 
Reserve  Force. 

Water  tender.  C.  S.  Na- 
val Reserve  Force. 

Chief  elec 

Sea.  2  d.,  U.  8.  Naval 
Reserve  Force. 

Pbar.  mate  2d 


I 


Day,  Leonanl  Calvert. 
Dellinger,    Junius 

Logan. 
Dakes,  Oeoncr  Harper, 
fbom,  William  Robert 

Edwards,     .*llen 

Thomas. 
Ed  wants.  Coy ,. 

Feeney.  John 


Boatswain 's  mate  2d.. 
Sea.  2  d.,  C.  S.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 
do , 

Fire.  Id 

.~^ea.  2d 


Fire  3d 

Fire.  2  d.,  V.  S.  Naval 

Reserve  Fcarce. 
Sea  2d 


Flenimp.  George  Pat- 
rick. 

Flow,  .\rthur  .\lexan- 
der. 

Forest,  Samuel 
.Adolphus. 

Franklin,  .McDonald  .. 

Gallup.  Raymond 
.Mancha. 

Grannis,  James  Kid- 
well. 

Hampton,  Loyd  John.. 

Handley.  Herbert  Lee.. 

Har  lesty,  Percy  Ray- 
mond. 

Harrington.  William 
Kuw;;^. 

Harris,  John  Dauiel 

Hensley.  Re\    

Hester.  Robert  Lacy  .. 

Highsraith,  Dwight... 

Hill.  Luther 


Sea..     National 
Volunteers. 

Fire   3  d.,  IT.  s. 
Reserve  Foree. 

Eletv  3  d..  r.  S. 
Reserve  Force. 

Sea.  2cl 


Naval 
Naval 
Naval 


Plare  or  burial 


-do. 


.\pp.  sea. 

Macfa.  mate  2  d..  U.  S. 

Naval  Reserve  Force.  I 
Fire.  2  d,.  1.8.  Naval 

Reserve  Force.  I 

Water  fender 

Sea.  2  d  ,  C.  S.   Naval  ! 

Reserve  Force.  | 

Elec.  3  d..  V.  S.  Naval  , 

Reserve  Force.  ! 

Sea.   V.  s.   Naval   Re-  t 

serve  Force. 
-Mach.  mate  1  d.  (A)....j 
Boa'.^wai1's  mate  1  d...| 
Lanls.  for  M.  M.  (Avi«.).l 

Sea.  2d 

Fire.  Id ! 


Hingerty,     Robert 

Heckle 
HinToD.  Sherwood 


Blacksmith.  U.  S.  Navai 

Reserve  Force. 
Moss.  att.  3cL 


Holland,  Marion  But- 
ler. 
Hollear,  Georg)  Wash- 

iDgtOO. 

Rolli.iay.OroverCleve-l  Eng.  Id 
"^4aad.  i 

HikhJ.  ilarvey  D 

Hudson.  'Eugene  Hol- 

ton 
Hunsueker,  James  Carl 


Sea.  2  d.,  U.  8.  Naval 

Reserve  Foroe. 
.\pp.  sea 


Jnhnson.  Elbreth  Pope. 

Johnson,  fieorge  Joe 

Jones.  Karl  Edgar 

Kincaid,  Glen 


intiiiii.  OisTer 


Sea.  2d 

App.  sea.,  V.  9.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 
Sm.  2  cl..  r.  S.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 

Elec  3d 

Fire.  3d 

.Vpp.  sea 

MM.  Id..  U.S.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 
Se&9d 


Smithfleld,  N.  C. 

Arlington  National  Cemetery 
Do 

Keyser.  N.  C. 

Shdby.  N.  C. 

On  missing  Cyclops. 

Lost   when    U.    8.    S.    Herman 

Fritsch  sank  in  collision. 
Charlotte,  .N.  C. 
Goldsboro,  N.  C. 
Greenville,  N.  C. 

Lost  when  V.  3.  S.  Lakemoor 

was  .«unk  in  collision. 
Ellenboro,  N.  C. 

Manning.  N.  C. 

Fletcher.  N.  C. 

Bath.  N.  O. 

Lost  in  sinking  of  U.  S.  3.  Ticon- 

deroga. 
Jacksonville,  N.  C. 

Beaufort,  N.  O. 

Davidson,  N.  C. 

Merriman,  N.  C. 

Waxhaw,  N.  C. 

Gastonia,  N.  C. 

Calvary  Cemetery,  Portsmouth, 

Va. 
Connellys  Springs,  N.  C. 
Chinquapin,  N.  C. 

Lost    in    sinking    of    U.    8.    S. 

Tampa. 
On  missing  Cydope. 
Charlotte,  N.  C. 

Lost    in    sinking   of    U.    S.    S. 

Ticon<>eroga. 
On  missing  Cyclops. 
Do. 

Summerton,  S.  C. 
Bunyon.  N.  C. 

Lost    in    sinking    of    V.    S.    S 

Alcedo. 
Whiteville.  N.  C. 

Hampton.  .V.  C. 

Manson.  N.  C. 

Matthews,  N.  C. 

Pilot  Mountain.  N.  C. 

Newland,  N.  C. 
Fayettevilie,  N.  C. 

Do. 

Riverside,  N.  C. 
Goldsboro.  N.  C. 

Newport,  N.  C. 

North  Wilkesboro  N.  C. 

Warrenton,  N.  C. 

Naval  Cemeterv,  Norfolk,  V'a. 

Johns.  N.  C. 

Drowned;  body  not  recovered. 

Lost  in  sinking  of  U.  S.  S.  Jacob 

Jones. 
Berkeley,  Va. 

Cemetery  808,  Seringas  et  Nesles. 

France. 
Warsaw.  N.  C. 

Mortimer,  N.  C. 

Fayettevilie.  N.  C. 

Goldsboro.  N.  C. 
Galai,  Va. 

Conover.  N.  C. 

Bamesville,  N.  C. 
Oaston,  N.  C. 
Farmvllle.N.  C. 
Fairmont.  W.  V«. 

Kdenton.  N.  C. 


CHitena  of  the  State  of  North  CoroHna  vho  died  tehite  terving  in  the 
.Vary  dtiring  the  World  War — Continued 


Ki  rett.  Billy  Simmons. 
La  1,  George 

La  nm,  Thomas  Busby.' 

Ivftigdon,  William  ('  .. 
Lankford,    Wallace 

llollens. 
Lennon,     Graydon 

>  aughn. 
Lil  ey.  Robert  Green- 

l(af. 
Lil  eberger,  James  Jen- 

kins. 
Mirshburn,  Djalma ; 

Ml  Iter,  Wayne  Jackson. 
M(  rphy,  John  Ray 

Murray,  William 

N^ughtin,  Thomas 

nn,  jr. 
No|Tis,  Timothy  Dell . 

Or^by,    Edgar    Par- 

e. 
Phillips.  George  Olad- 


s 
Ph 


Pi(|cell,  Alexander  Uol- 
:,  Charles  Henry.. 


1(  iday. 


Hen 


ber 

o 

in 


fflr 


Dl<d 


Did 


Ret 
I 


November  20 


Name 


Rank 


Sea  ad 

M..M.2d..  U.S.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 
App  sei.,  V .  S.  Naval 

Reserve  Toroe. 

Ch.  yeoman 

Shipfltter   2  d.,    V.    S. 

Naval  Reserve  Force. 
MM  2d.,  US.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 
Fire.  3cl 


Ch.  water  tender. 


Quartermaster    2    cl., 

(Avia.). 

Hosp.  app.,  3  cl 

Sea.  2  cl.,  U.  8.  Naval 

Reservp  Force. 
Mess  att.  3   d.,   U.  S. 

Naval  Reserve  Force. 
Sea.  2cl 


one. 

Hips,  William  Millet. 


Sea.  2  cl.,  I'.  S.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 
Water  tender 


Naval 
Naval 
Naval 


Pi|  ott, 


Pofc-ers,  Robert  Hardy,  i 
Pnffitt,  John  Milton...! 

Ra  hbone,  Jeter  Will...' 

Rii^mes,  Johnny I 

Ri<  die,  Robert  Earl... 
Ro  re.  Joseph  Walter. . 
Sea  les,    Alfred   Moore,  ' 

Jl 
Sm  th.  Edward  Hanson. 
Sm  th,  Herbert  William.! 
Southern,  Ruphus  Ed-  ' 

<1. 
Stagings.  Washington  ; 

Vyatt. 
Taikcnton,  Eric  Lee.... 

Taylor,  Ishmeal ' 

Tai'lor,  William  Paul.. 

Trivett.  Smith  Donley.' 

To  ker,  Lewis  Franklin. 
W4rd,  Ferman  Briscoe. 

Wlson,  George  Felton.j 


Elec.  3  d.,  U.  S. 

Reserve  Force. 
Sea.  2  d..   U.  3. 

Reserve  Force. 
Ch.  Q.  M..  U.  S. 

Reserve  Force. 
Mess  att.  3  d.. 

Naval  Reserve 

Painter  2d. 

Sea.  2  d.,  V .  S.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 

Fire.  3cl 

Mess  att.  3  d 

Sea.  2d 

do 


Place  of  burial 


U.   8. 
Force. 


Sea.  2  cl.,  U.  8.  Naval 
Reserve  Force. 

App.  sea 

do 

Sea.  2d 

Plumber  and  fitter 


Sea.  2  d.,  U.  S.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 

App.  sea 

Fire.  3  d..  U.  S.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 
Sea.  2  cl..  U.  S.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 

Q.  .VI.2cl.  (A) 

Sea.  2  cl.   V .  S.  Naval 

Reserve  Force. 
Fire.  2cl 


Carthage,  N.  C. 
Conover.  N.  C. 

Selma.  N.  C. 

.\rlington  National  Cemetery. 
Tryon,  N.  C. 

Elizabeth  City,  N.  C. 

Naval  Cemetery,  Chelsea,  Mass. 

Lost  in  sinking  of  U.  S.  8.  Ticon- 

deroga. 
Drowned;  body  not  recovered. 

Ashehoro,  N.  C. 
Beaufort,  N.  C. 

National    Cemetery,    Brooklyn, 

N.  V. 
Lost  in  sinking  of  U.  S.  S.  Tioon- 

deroga. 
Shulls  Mills,  N.  C. 

Drowned;  body  not  recovered. 

Rockingham.  N.  C. 

Winston-Salem,  N.  C. 

Raleigh.  N.  C. 

Morehead  City.  N.  O. 

On  missing  Cyclops. 
BurnsviUe.  N.  C. 

Bakersville.  N.  C. 
Ayden.  N.  C. 
On  mis.sing  Cyclops. 
Greensboro,  N.  C. 
Do. 

FayettesviUe.  N.  C. 

.\sheville.  N.  C. 

.\rUngton  National  Cemetery. 

Newbem,  N.  C. 

Windsor.  N.  C. 

Newport,  N.  C. 
Jacksonville,  N.  C. 

Butler.  Tenn. 

Charlotte,  N.  C. 
Marion.  N.  C. 

Vanceboro,  N.  C. 


HfcAOQDABTEBS    U.MTED   STATES    M.tRI.VK    C0BP8. 

Wathington,  November  IS.  1929. 
F.  McL.  Simmons. 
United  Statee  Senate.  Wa«hinoton,  D.  C. 
dr  Deab  Senator  :   Having  further  reference  to  your  letter  of  Ooto- 
30,  tht>ie  is  8ubmltte<l  herewith  (ertaln  information  concerning  the 
er«  and  enlisted  men  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina  who  f»erved 
the  Marine  Corps  during  the  World  War. 

The  Marine  Corps   personnel  during   the   World   War  now   accredited 
the  State  of  North  Carolina  consisted  of  1'2  ofliceis  and  591  enlisted 
Of  these,  7  officers  and  2'2^  enlisted  nn-n  served  overseas  ;   2  offl- 
and   13  enlisted   men   were  gassed   in  action   and  63  enlisted   men 
wounded. 
There  Is  Inclosed  a  list  of  the  dead,  showing  the  date  and  cnuse  of 
.  together  with  disposition  of  the  bodies ;  aLso  a  list  of  those  wlio 
decorated  or  cited  for  bravery. 
TrustinK   that   the  Information    furnished   will    fully    meet   with    your 
rements.  I  am.  with  b«>st  wishes. 
Sincerely  yours.  w.  C.  Nevill*:. 

Major  Oeniral  Commandant. 

CA$DAI.TIR8     SUrrUKO     BT     MARINE     rOHPS     lERSONXEL     FROM     THK     ST\TK 
or  NORTH  CAROLI.NA  DCBI.VU  THE  WOBLP   WAR— ALL   ENLI.STKI)    ME.S 

Cagnaltieit   {oversea*) 
Kitled  in  action 

Di4«l   of   wounds "J  ~  """ 

of  disease ~SSS~ 

of  other  causes ~_"_ 


to 
me^ 
ce 
wei* 


del  th 
were 


rec  ul 


18 

12 

1 

1 


Total  casualties. 


Dt(  d  of  disease. 


Death  in  the  United  Statet 


32 
1 


IHepotition  of  overteaa  dead 

urned  to  United  States -lo 

e^anently  buried  in  France '        "         ^  to 

Bepaains  never  recovered I         ~"  o 


1929 
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U8T  or  INLISTH)  ireN  FROM  THl  8TAT«  0»  NORTH  CABOLINA  WHO  LOST 
THIIB  UV«S  OTUESKAa  WHIL*  8KBVINQ  IM  THB  CXITI©  STATES  UAklNK 
CORPS  DUBlNiJ  THB  WORLD   WAR,   INCLfDINO   DISPOSITION    OF   BBMAlKS 


Newton  Lewis  Beach,  privnte,  Ninety-sixth  Company.  Sixth  Reglaent, 
klUed  In  action  October  9,  1918.  in  the  Champagne  ofTenslve.  Reroains 
returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  John  C.  Williams, 
brother,  203  North  Green  Street.  Morgantown.  N.  C.  Former  residence  : 
Wlnston-Salrni.  N.  C. 

William  Allen  Benton,  private,  Flfty-flrst  Company,  Fifth  Replment. 
killed  Ul  action  June  11.  1918,  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Mrs.  Ada  Mabe.  Mayodan. 
N.  C.  N>xt  of  kin  :  Mrs.  Elita  Benton,  mother,  Mayodan,  N.  C.  Former 
residence:  Mayodan.  N.  C. 

William  Prenn  Blackburn,  corporal.  Eighteenth  Company,  Fifth  Begi- 
ment,  died  June  12,  1918,  of  wounds  received  in  the  Chateau-Thierry 
sector  Remains  permanently  interred  in  grave  11,  block  A.  row  3. 
Alsne-Marne  Cemetery,  No.  1764,  Belleau  Wood,  France.  Next  of  kin: 
Charles  Blackburn,  father,  18  Winfred  i'lace.  Charlotte.  N.  C.  For- 
mer residence  :   Charlotte    N.  C. 

John  Franklin  Blalock.  private.  Forty-ninth  Company,  Fifth  Regi- 
ment, killed  In  action  June  6,  1918,  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector. 
Remains  permanently  Interred  in  grave  41,  block  A,  row  11,  Alsne- 
Marne  Cemetery.  No.  1764.  BeUean  Wood,  France.  Next  of  kin  :  Julius 
Henry  Blalock,  Hamlet.  N.  C.     Former  residence :  Hamlet,  N.  C. 

Isaac  Neal  Boone,  private.  Fifty-first  Company,  Fifth  Regiment.  klUed 
in  action  June  4.  1918,  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains  re- 
turned to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Mrs.  DeU  A.  Boone, 
mother,  R.  F.  D.  No.  2,  Stok?»dale,  N.  C.     Former  residence:  ^Mnston- 

DudleV  Boyd  Brantiy.  private.  Seventy-fifth  Company.  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  June  10.  1918,  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
returneil  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Mrs.  Cassie  A.  Brantiy, 
mother,  Middlesex.  N.  C.     Former  residence  :   Middlesex,  N.  C. 

James  Asbury  Cook,  private.  Seventy  sixth  Company,  Sixth  Beciment, 
died  Julv  19,  1918,  of  wounds  received  in  the  Aisne-Marne  offenclve. 
Remains"  returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  John  A. 
Cook,  father.  191  Pennsylvania  Avenue.  West  Asbevllle,  N.  C.  Former 
residence.  Wlnston-Ralem.  N.  C.  ^  „  ^ 

Held  Davis  Cranford,  private.  Eighty-third  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
died  July  19.  1918,  of  wounds  received  in  the  Alsne-Marne  offensive. 
Remains  returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Manley  W.  Cran- 
ford. father.  Davidson,  N.  C.     Former  re.sidence  :  Charlotte.  N.  C. 

Chuck  Bert  Davis,  sergeant.  Seventy  third  Company,  Sixth  Regiment, 
died  July  19.  1918  of  wounds  received  in  the  Alsne-Marne  offensive. 
Remains  returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Mrs.  Nola  Stepp, 
aunt,  92  JeflTcrson  Drive,  Asheville.  N.  C.     Former  residence  :  Asheville, 

N    C 

"  James  B<'njamin  Deans,  private.  Forty-ninth  Company,  Fifth  Regi- 
ment killed  in  action,  October  4,  1918,  in  the  Champagne  offensive. 
Remains  permanently  interred  in  grave  7,  block  F,  row  43.  Meuse- 
Argonne  Cemetery.  No.  1232,  Bomagne,  France.  Next  of  kin:  Miss 
Ella  Deans,  sister.  Mld.llesex,  N.  C.  Former  residence :  Middlesex,  N.  C. 
Ralph  Felmet  private.  Eighty-fourth  Company.  Sixth  Regiment,  died 
Octob.>r  9  1918.  of  wounds  received  In  the  Chan^pagne  offensive.  Re- 
mains retunied  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  William  V.  Felmet. 
father,  158  Penn  Avenue.  Asheville,  N.  C.     Former  residence :  Asnevllle. 

N    C 

Claude  Fuqun.  corporal.  Sixty-sixth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment,  killed 
In  action  June  6,  1918.  in  the  Chateau  Thierry  sector.  Remains  per- 
manently interred  in  grave  84.  block  A,  row  9,  Alsne-Marne  Cemetery, 
No.  1704,  Belleau  Wood,  France.  Next  of  kin:  John  Smith,  grand- 
father   Burlington.  N.  C.     Former  residence :  Durham.  N.  C. 

John  Martin  Gardner,  corporal.  Seventy-fourth  Company.  Sixth  Regi- 
ment died  April  30.  1918,  of  wounds  received  in  the  Toulon  sector. 
Remains  permanently  Interred  in  grave  15.  block  A,  row  43,  Meuse- 
Argonne  Cemetery,  No.  1232,  Romagne.  France.  Next  of  kin:  Rufus 
Gardner    father,  Dunn,  N.  C.     Former  residence,  Scotland  Neck.  N.  C. 

David"  Sloan  Graham,  private.  Eighth  Company.  Fifth  Regiment,  killed 
in  action  June  6,  1918,  In  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains  per- 
manently interred  in  grave  69,  block  A,  row  2,  Alsne-Marne  Cemetery, 
No.  1764.  Belleau  Wood.  France.  Next  of  kin:  Dr.  A.  W.  Graham, 
brother.  Chrisholm.  Minn.     Former  residence:  Chariotte,  N.   C. 

George  Pease  Gray,  private.  Fifty-first  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  September  16,  1918.  in  the  St.  Mihiel  offensive.  Re- 
mains returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Harrison  F.  Gray, 
father    Elkin,  N.  C.     Former  residence  :  Elkin,  N.  C. 

George  Oren  Hamlet,  private.  Forty  ninth  Company,  Fifth  B<»giment, 
killed  in  action  June  6.  1918,  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  J.  0.  Hamlet,  Pittaboro. 
N.  C.  Next  of  kin  :  Robert  L.  Hamlet,  father,  care  of  police  depart- 
ment   Birmingham,  Ala.     Former  residence :  West  Durham,  N.  C. 

Frank  Bryan  Hayes,  corporal.  Seventy-flfth  Company.  Sixth  Regi- 
ment, died  October  5.  1918.  of  wounds  received  in  the  Champagne 
offensive.     Remains  permanenUy  Interred  in  grave  39,  block  C,  row  41. 


Meuse-Argonn*.  No.  1282,  Romagne.  Fr«nee.  Next  of  Wn:  Mrs.  MolUt 
Hayes,  mother,  Shelby.  N.  C.     Former  residence:  Shelby    N.  C. 

Cecil  Ewert  Gladstone  Henry,  private.  Ninety-sixth  Company  Sixth 
Regiment,  killed  in  action  October  8.  1918,  in  the  Ciiampagne  offensive. 
Remains  permanently  interred  in  grave  34,  block  F  row  XI,  Meuse- 
Argonne  Cemetery.  No.  1232,  Romagne.  France.  Next  of  kin  :  Tboinas  H. 
Henry,    father.   12   Peart   Street.   AshevUle.    N.   C.      Former   residence. 

^"irthir  Holder,  sergeant.  Fifty-first  Company,  Fifth  Regiment,  died 
November  29,  1918,  of  wounds  received  in  the  Meuse-Argonne  *'ff««^*- 
Remains  returned  to  tbi  United  States  and  shipped  to  William  Holder, 
father.  North  Wilkesboro,  N.  C     Former  residence:  North  Wilkesboro, 

N    C 

Walter  Hutchlns,  private.  Forty-ninth  Company,  Fifth  HeKlment, 
killed  m  action  October  4.  1918,  in  the  Chami«gne  offensive.  Remains 
shipped  to  the  chairman  Winston-Salem  Chapter.  American  R*^  Cross. 
Winston-Salem,  N.  C.  Next  of  kin  :  Mrs.  J.  Hutchlns.  mother.  Yadkin- 
vllle    N    C.     Former  residence:  Yadklnvllle.  N.  C. 

Roland  Fred  McArthur.  private.  Supply  Company.  Sixth  BegJ^nen^ 
died  of  disease  January  19.  1918.  Remains  returned  to  the  United 
States  and  shipped  to  Mrs.  Irene  Jessie  McArthar.  mother.  Carthage, 
N    C      Former  residence :  Carthage,  N.  C.  .        » 

Augburn  Dean  Martin,  private,  Flfty-flfth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  June  12.  1918,  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains 
returned  to  the  United  States  anf  shipped  to  Mrs.  Fannie  Martin, 
mother,  East  Bend,  N.  C.     Former  residence :   Bast  Bend.  N.  C. 

Joseph  Lee  Orr,  private.  Forty  fifth  Company,  Fifth  Regiment,  killed 
In  action  June  9.  1918.  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains  re- 
turned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Thomas  J.  Orr.  father, 
Matthews,  N.  C.     Former  residence:  Charlotte,  N.  C. 

Allison  Martin  Page,  corporal.  Forty-seventh  Company,  Fifth  Regi- 
ment, died  June  26.  1918.  of  wounds  received  in  the  Chateau-Thierry 
sector.  Remains  permanently  interred  in  grave  45.  block  A.  row  3, 
Aisne^Mame  Cemetery,  No.  1764.  Belleau  Wood.  France.  Next  of  kin  : 
Mrs.    Ella    Martin    Page,    mother,    Aberdeen.    N.    C.      Former    residence: 

Durtiam,  N.  C.  „  _.        ^    j.  j 

Samuel  Parrott,  private.  Forty-ninth  Company.  Fifth  Regiment,  died 
November  18.  1917.  as  result  of  fall.  Remains  returned  to  the  United 
States  and  permanently  interred  in  grave  3432.  section  15,  National 
Cemetery,  New  Bern.  N.  C.  Next  of  kin :  Mrs.  L.  B.  Byrum  mother,  202 
PoUick  Street,  New  Bom,  N.  C.     Former  residence:  New  Bern.  «.  C 

William  Francis  Peloubet,  private.  Seventy-fourth  Company.  Slxtn 
Regiment,  killed  in  ac«on  June  5,  1918,  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector. 
Remains  permanently  Interred  in  grave  84.  block  A.  row  4.  Alsne-Marne 
Cemetery  No.  1764.  Belleau  Wood.  France.  Next  of  kin:  Francis  W. 
Peloubet,' father,   R.   F.   D.   No.   1,  Asheville,  N.  C.     Former  residence: 

Asheville,  N.  C.  ^   ^  _,  ..     .,„  . 

James  Floyd  Staton.  private.  Ninety-seventh  Company,  Sixth  Regi- 
ment died  July  19.  1918,  of  wounds  received  In  the  Aisne-Marne  ofTen- 
Bive  Remains  permanently  Interred  in  grave  15.  block  A,  row  39, 
Seringes  et  Nesles  Cemetery.  No.  608,  Aisne,  France.  Next  of  kin: 
Mrs.   Cornelius   Staton.   mother,    MarshvUle.   N.   C.      Former   residence: 

Marshvllle.  N.  C.  „  „.  ..v    o  _i 

Foster  Bytlian  Stevens,  private.  Eighty-third  Company.  Sixth  Regi- 
ment killed'  m  action  November  2.  1918,  in  the  Meuse-Argonne  offensive. 
Remains  permanently  interred  In  grave  39.  block  H.  row  36.  Meuse- 
Argonne  Cemetery,  No.  1232.  Romagne.  France.  Next  of  kin  :  Henry  W. 
Stevens,  father.  R.  F.   D.   No.   4.   Goldsboro.   N.   C.      Former   residence: 

Goldsboro.   N.   C. 

Samual  Marls  Wilkinson,  private.  Seventeenth  Company.  Fifth  Regi- 
ment died  June  15.  1918.  of  wounds  received  in  the  Chateau-Thierry 
sector  Remiiins  returned  to  the  United  States  and  permanently  In- 
terred m  grave  1227,  section  — .  North  Carolina  National  Cemetery, 
Raleigh,  N.  C.  Next  of  kin  :  Mrs.  Delia  M.  Wilkinson,  mother,  R.  F.  D. 
No    2    ilillBboro,  N.  C.     Former  residence :  Hillsboro.  N.  C. 

John  Wadsworth  Thompson,  private.  Seventy-sixth  Company.  Sixth 
Regiment  died  October  16.  1918.  of  wounds  r«-elved  In  the  Champagne 
sector  Remains  returned  to  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  Mrs. 
Cora  L  Thomppon,  care  of  Z.  A.  Hovls  k  Son.  undertakers,  Charlotte, 
N.  C.  Next  of  Wn  :  Robert  L.  Thompson,  father.  R.  F.  D.  No.  6,  box 
No    118    Charlotte.  N.  C     Former  residence:  Charlotte,  N.  C. 

Cari  Williams,  private.  Eighty-third  Company,  Sixth  Regiment,  killed 
m  action  June  6,  1918,  in  the  Chateau-Thierry  sector.  Remains  never 
recovered.  Next  of  kin  :  James  L.  Williams,  father,  WaynesviUe,  N.  C. 
Former  residence:  WaynesviUe,  N.  C. 

Charles  Wood,  corporal,  Seventy-eighth  Company.  Sixth  Regiment, 
killed  in  action  September  15.  1918,  in  the  St.  Mihiel  offensive.  Re- 
mains never  recovered.  Next  of  kin  :  Mrs.  A.  O.  Breedlove,  sister.  108 
Walker  Street,  Durham.  N.  C.     Fonner  residence  :  Raleigh.  N.  C. 

BJNUSTKD  MA.\  FROM  TH«  STATE  OF  NORTH  CAROLLNA  WHO  DIED  l»  THB 
CNITBD  8TATR8  WHILR  8KRVINO  IN  THE  DNITBD  STATES  MARINC  CORPS 
DCRINO  THX   WORLD   WAR.    INCLCDING    DISPOSITION    OF    REMAINS 

William  Henry  McClure.  corporaL  Supply  Detachment.  Marine  Bar- 
racks. Parris  Island.  S.  C.  died  of  disease  November  9,  1918,  at  Parris 
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Island,  8.  C.  Rf^mafnn  uhlpp^  to  W.  H.  MK'lnre,  IlaxHwood.  N.  C. 
Next  of  kin  :  Mr*.  W.  R.  Mrrinre.  mother.  R.  F.  D.  No.  1.  Waynesrtllc. 
N.  C.     P'ornier  reaidencf :  WayD<»»Tll!e,  N.  C. 

■XLISTRD  MEN  OF  THE  JJABIN«  COKJ'S  FKOU  THE  STATE  OF  MO»TH  CARO- 
LINA WHO  WBBE  DK4.'UKATED  Ol  CITED  FOE  SKBVtCC  IS  THB  WOEU) 
WAS 

Nfwfon  L.  Beach,  sergeant  major,  wa»  cltod  In  Swond  IMvlsJon  Oen- 
eral  Urder  No.  64  for  gallantry  in  action  in  the  Blanc  Mont  sector, 
Fnacv. 

Oliver  L.  BoTd.  private,  was  cited  in  Second  Division  General  Order 
N<>.  H.H  for  hlK  ezr'eptional  coolness  in  operating  his  machine  gun  while 
nnrter  heavy  artillery  and  machine-gun  Are.  His  example  was  an  in- 
spiration  to  his   comrades. 

AiD04  M.  Boyette,  private,  was  cited  in  American  Expeditionary  Forces 
Citation  Nu.  1  for  KalUntry  in  action  in  Bois  de  Belleau,  France,  on 
June   la.    1918. 

Junes  11.  t'lark.  seryennt.  was  cited  in  Second  Division  General  Order 
No.  88  for  diircbarcing  the  duty  devolving  apon  him  in  a  highly  satisfac- 
tory manner.  I>ue  to  his  untiring  efforts  the  men  of  his  company  were 
provl<l«d  with  hot  meals  at  all  times,  even  under  the  most  adverse  cir- 
cum^ttances  and  on  all  fronts. 

Alfred  B.  Collins,  sergeant,  awarded  croix  de  guerre  with  silver  star. 
He  displ;'.yed  remarkable  courage  and  fine  qualitieM  of  leadership  during 
an  enemy  raid,  and  by  his  initiative  the  latter  was  broken  up.  This 
on  Ot-tuber  4,  1918,  near  St.  Etienne-a-Arnes.  France.  This  man  was 
also  cited  in  Second  Dlviaion  General  Order  No.  64  for  the  above  action. 

Chuck  B.  Davis,  sergeant,  awarded  croix  de  guerre  with  silver  star 
and  cited  in  Second  Division  General  Order  No.  44  for  volunteering  to 
deliver  Hotchklsa  ammunition  to  guns  on  the  line,  accomplishing  his 
taxk  with  Drummer  Allgor  in  the  face  of  heavy  bombardment  when 
ammunition  resupply  was  vital.     This  near  Chateau-Thierry  Jane,  1918. 

Walter  E.  l-'urr,  private,  awarded  the  distinguished-service  cross,  the 
Navy  cross,  the  medaille  militalre  (French),  croix  de  guerre  with  palm, 
and  cited  in  Second  Division  General  Order  No.  53,  for  extraordinary 
heroism  in  action  near  Vieniy,  France,  on  July  19.  1918.  Unaided  he 
crept  forward  in  advance  of  his  line,  searched  an  underground  tunnel, 
captured  five  Gennaus,  and  brought  them  back  through  heavy  machine- 
gun  and  shell  Mre. 

Sidney  Harris,  private,  was  cited  in  Second  Division  General  Order 
No.  64  for  gallantry  in  action  against  the  enemy  in  the  Meuse-Argonne 
offensive,  France. 

Hal  L.  Ilartsog,  private,  awarded  croix  de  gnerre  with  silver  star  and 
cited  in  Second  Division  General  Order  No.  44  for  the  following  action : 
He  encountered  a  machine  gun  while  on  patrol,  and  at  the  risk  of  his 
life  placed  his  automatic  rifle  In  position  and  covered  the  retreat  of  his 
comrades.  Also  cited  in  American  Expeditionary  Force  Citation  Order 
No.  2  for  above  gallantry. 

l>unk  Hill,  private,  awarded  croix  dc  guerre  with  bronse  star  for  the 
foU^'Wing  action :  While  fulfilling  his  duties  as  litter  bearer  in  the  Bel- 
leau Wood  on  June  6.  1918.  be  displayed  the  greatest  bravery  in  going 
to  the  aid  of  the  wounded  under  a  bombardment  of  extreme  violence. 
V  Ray  T.  Moore,  private,  was  cited  in  Second  Division  General  Order 
No.  64  for  gallantry  in  action  against  the  enemy  at  Blanc  Mont,  France. 

AlII>on  M.  Page,  sergeant,  was  awarded  a  croix  de  guerre  with  bronze 
star  and  cited  in  Second  Division  General  Orders  No.  44  and  No.  88  and 
Amercan  Expeditionary  Force  Citation  Order  No.  4  for  gallantry  in 
action  near  Chateau-Thierry,  France.  He  displayed  extraordinary 
heroism  In  lending  his  group  through  excee<lingly  heavy  shell  and 
machine-gun  Ore.  His  excellent  work  on  the  field,  extreme  self-sacrifice, 
and  absolute  devotion  to  duty,  for  which  he  gave  his  life,  were  a  con- 
tinual .xource  of  Inspiration  and  confidence  to  his  men. 
^  Julien  M.  Smyly.  private,  was  cited  in  Second  Divi.sion  General  Order 
No.  64  for  gallantry  in  action  against  the  enemy  at  Blanc  Mont,  France. 

Thomas  B.  Wilkinson,  private,  was  awarded  a  croix  de  guerre  with 
bronxe  star  and  cited  In  Second  Division  General  Order  No.  40  for  the 
following  braverj-:  On  June  11,  1918,  during  the  attack  of  Belleau 
Wood,  he  displayed  the  greatest  bravery  during  a  violent  bombardment 
by  quitting  bis  shelter  to  dress  the  wounds  of  his  comrades. 

PBWOSD)  CXBCrnVE   SB88ION 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business  iu  c^xjn  executive 
session. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Wash- 
ington withhold  that  motion  so  that  I  may  malce  a  statement? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Washing- 
ton witlUiold  his  motion? 

Mr.  JONES.     I  withhold  it. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  hope  that  the  Senator  from  Washington  will 
not  make  the  motion  to  pnH?eed  to  the  consideration  of  exeru- 
tlve  business  until  later  In  the  day.  and  I  should  like  to  state 
the  reason  for  my  request. 

I  am  not  oppt>:?ed  to  taking  that  step ;  I  think  we  ought  to  do 
it :  bnt  it  has  t)een  impoesible  for  me  to  obtain  a  quorum  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee  the  last  time  or  two  that  I  have  tried,  on 
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account  of  the  Senate  meeting  so  early  in  the  day  and  being  in 
continuous  s'es.sion.  We  have  before  that  committee  at  least 
oat  nomination  for  an  important  office.  I  received  the  last  re- 
IKjrt  relative  to  it  this  morning,  and  I  think  the  report  of  the 
committee  will  be  unanimous,  J)Ut  I  should  like  to  have  that 
noiiinatiou  also  disposed  of. 

■Ihe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Washington 
wit  idraw  hi.«  motion? 

1  T.  JONES.  I  withdraw-  the  motion,  exi>ecting  to  make  it 
lat<  r  in  the  afternoon. 

A  r.  NORRIS.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  liave  calieti  a 
me«  ting  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  at  3  o'clock  this  aftemoon. 

VIBMS   0>'   FIN' .VI.    .MWOt'RNMJCNT 

Jr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  the  motion  jui«t  sub- 
mit etl  by  the  distinpuishe<l  senior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
W.^^.sH|  was  not  subjp<'t  to  debate,  and  therefore  no  statement 
cou  (I  be  made  preceding  the  roil  rail.  1  feel,  liowever.  in  justice 
to  he  general  situation,  and  particularly  in  view  of  develop- 
mei  Its  during  tlie  last  few  days,  that  the  Senate  will  indulge 
me  in  a  very  brief  personal  statement.  I  am  sure  the  Senate 
wil  understand  that  as  I  make  it  I  do  not  impugn  the  motives 
tha :  have  actuated  any  Senator  at  any  time  in  any  connection 
wit  1  the  issue  which  has  been  l>efore  us,  directly  and  indirectly, 
for  tlie  last  few  days.  Epitliets  never  can  successfully  substi- 
tut(^  for  arguments.  Most  certainly  I  have  no  intention  to 
inv  ide  the  realm  of  personalities,  and  most  (."ertalnly  I  shall 
refuse  to  reply  to  personalities  in  kind. 

I  have  been  impresse<l,  Mr.  President,  in  my  own  liumble 
wa;  ,  with  the  feelitig  that  a  situation  imi)cnde<l  in  connection 
wit  1  the  tariff  in  this  forum  of  almost  incjjlculable  consequence 
to  he  people  and  the  welfare  of  the  Unittnl  States,  particularly 
in  riew  of  the  present  uncertain  business  psychology.  I  have 
bee  1  impressed  with  the  view  that  the  Senate  could  contribute 
pro  'onndly  to  contemporary  stabilities  by  completing  its  pres- 
ent labors  with  least  possible  delay.  In  this  respect  I  have 
simred  the  views  recently  expressed  l>y  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  While  I  siieak  only  for  myself,  and  have  no 
rig]  It  to  speak  otherwise,  it  is  probable  tliat  these  sentiments 
exp  "ess  the  attitudes  of  others  who  have  been  similarly  moved 
dur  ng  the  last  few  days.  Hoping  to  contribute  in  some  small 
degree  what  miglit  be  helpful  in  these  connections,  we  have 
done  what  we  have  done,  and  I  believe  many  Senators  will 
car  y  on  in  this  .same  spirit,  regardless  of  temporary  setbacks, 
imt  1  the  job  is  done. 

i  r.  President,  I  regret  that  the  Senate  now  has  voted  to  ad- 
jou  -n.  The  progress  made  since  last  Thursday  night,  when  the 
oth^r  adjournment  motum  was  defeated,  is  complete  vindication 
for  those  who  insisted  that  the  Senate  should  carry  on.  Prior  to 
Thursday  night  the  Senate  had  completed  but  four  rate  schetl- 
uleii.  Since  Thursday  night  we  have  completed  five  schedules 
as  I  result,  at  least  partially,  of  the  new  impetu.s.  If  the  other 
adjournment  motion  had  been  carried,  it  is  common  knowledge 
that  quorums  rapidly  would  have  disintegrated  and  little  or  no 
sulis(Kiuent  progress  made.  Instead,  we  have  gone  through 
moe  than  50  pages  of  rates  in  four  days  and  nights,  where 
previously  we  used  21  days  for  100  pages. 

Sie  same  reasons  whicli  vindicated  the  former  defeat  of  ad- 
nment  cimtinue  to  sustain  those  who  opposed  the  present 
uriiment.  It  begs  the  question  to  say  that  we  could  not 
finish  the  bill  by  December  1.  Whatever  progress  could  have 
been  made  in  this  direction  wmld  have  brought  the  bill  just 
so  nuch  nearer  completion  in  the  regular  .s*'ssion.  In  my  judg- 
meit.  the  country  is  best  served  by  speediest  possible  rational 
act  on  in  this  direction.  It  is  unfortunate-  that  these  long  ses- 
.sloiis  should  be  physically  burden.some.  But  I  am  told  that  no 
geteral  tariff  bill  ever  was  pusscd  except  under  similar  pressure 
of   light  sessions. 

I  c(»ntinue  to  believe  that  the  welfare  of  agriculture  .should 
doiiinate  this  limiteil  tariff  revision  as  defined  by  President 
Ho)ver.  I  continue  to  believe,  however,  that  it  wotild  l>e  griev- 
ow  di.sservi<e  to  the  country  if  any  organizeil  raid  should  at- 
tempt to  re<luce  industrial  tariffs  below  19t22  levels  and  fail 
in  wme  few  instances  to  accord  obviously  necessary  increased 
prelection  to  sick  industries.  Nothing  has  happened  to  foreclose 
the  expectation  that  both  of  these  results  can  l)e  brought  about. 
I  finly  regret  that  a  majority  of  the  Senate  has  voted  to  post- 
pore  this  culmination. 

I  submit  these  views,  Mr.  President,  solely  for  myself  and  I 
am  sure  the  Senate  will  receive  them  in  the  spirit  of  great 
earnestness  in  which  these  observations  have  been  uttered.  The 
battle  is  far  from  lost.  It  merely  is  postponed ;  and,  meanwhile, 
mt  ph  ground  has  been  gained. 

]Ir.  HEFLIN.    Mr.  President,  I  voted  for  the  adjournment 

res.lution^     Some  weeks  ago  I  was  one  of  the  first  to  suggest 

I  that  the  Senate  meet  at  10  o'clock  in  the  morning  instead  of  12 


o'clock ;  I  wns  also  one  of  the  first  to  suggest  that  the  Senate 
hold  night  sessions,  and  but  for  the  vote  on  this  side  of  the 
Chamber  we  would  not  have  had  night  S4.ssions.  So,  the  progress 
which  has  been  made  has  been  due  mainly  to  the  efforts  of  the 
Democratic  side  in  conjunction  with  the  progressive  RepuDii- 
cans  who  have  voteil  with  the  Democratic  side. 

We  all  know.  Mr.  President,  that  it  is  a  physical  impossibility 
to  complete  this  bill  by  December  2.    We  know  that  we  are  ab-ut 
to  enter  a  long  session  which  will  run  perhaps  into  next  July 
or  August     The  Members  of  the  Senate  have  been  working  on 
the  tariff  bill  and  some  other  in:itters  for  months  and  months. 
A  little  rest  will  be  good  for  us  all.     There  are  some  Members 
of  the  Senate  who  have  had  to  be  constantly  on  cuord     In  that 
category  are  both   majority  and   minority  mendnrs  of  the  Fi- 
nance Conimitee.  especially  the  Senator  from  rt:ih  (Mr.  SmootJ 
and  tho  Senat«»r  from  North  Cai'olina  [Mr.  SiMMojfsl   who  have 
led    respectivelv.  the  two  sides  in  the  Senate:  also  the  Senator 
from  Georgia   [Mr.  Gboeok]   and  the  Senator  from  Mi^^^'^'/W^  , 
fMr.  Harbison!  and  other  Senators  on  this  side  and  the  other 
^ide  who  have  been  constantly  in  the  debate  morning,  noon,  and  1 
night      Senators.   I   submit  that  a   rest  of  a  week  or  10  days 
will  be  good  for  them  and  good  for  us  ail.     We  will  come  back 
refroshe<l  to  take  up  tlio  work  early  in  Deccmlx-r. 

A«!  I  said  once  before,  we  can  not  do  so  very  much  in  the  way 
of  general  legislation  in  a  regular  se.s.sion  before  the  Christmas 
holldav.  Bills  are  introduciHl.  committees  get  <lo^'»\  ^2,  ^'?^ 
during  that  time,  and  then,  after  the  holidays,  we  begin  the 
serious  consideration  of  matters  of  legislation  pending.  1  have 
submitted  heretofore,  and  I  submit  again,  that  when  we  meet 
in  December  we  can  -ao  right  to  wo.  k  on  the  tariff  bill  and 
c<implete  it  and  tuni  it  over  to  the  c-onference  committee  by 
the  holidays.  That,  Mr.  President,  can  be  done,  and  I  think 
should  bi'  done.  ^        ,  *, 

1  have  i>bserved  the  activities  of  the  Young  Guard,  or  the 
Yt>ung  Turks,  whatever  they  may  l>e  pleased  to  call  them- 
selves They  did.  indeed,  make  ti  brave  start.  The  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler]  accu.sed  them  of  chargiug  at  the 
Old  Guard,  but  just  l)efore  they  n-ached  the  Old  Guard  they 
stoppe<l  suddenly,  smiled,  and  beat  a  retreat.  He  suggested 
that  in  a  little  while  they  would  all  be  together  again— the 
Old  Guard  and  the  Young  Guard.  They  will  then,  perhaps, 
if  his  pre<lictiou  comes  true,  carry  out  the  idea  in  the  story 
that  Bob  Tavlor  used  to  tell  of  old  Cncle  Rufus  and  Aunt 
Mandv.  who  sat  by  the  fireside  eating  r^.asted  iiotatoes.  Old 
i'ncle' Rufus  said  to  Aunt  Mandy.  J  Who's  sweet?  And  f=he 
leantKl  her  head  over  against  his  shoulder  and  said,  Both  of 
us."     ll.anghter.1 

It  does  not  s«Mm  that  you  are  very  angry  with  each  other. 
I  do  not  Itelieve  the  Young  Guard  intends  to  do  any  great 
amount  of  violence  to  the  person  of  the  Old  Guard.     Now.  that 
Tou  have  made  vour  charge  and  that  you  are  graduall.v  beating  a 
'retreat    I  am  reminde«l  of  a  story  that  Ro<xsevelt  u<ed  to  tell  of 
a  man 'who  was  i  basing  a  wolf  out  in  the  Northwest,  j^nd  he 
was  riding  behind  his  h.unds.     They  soon  ran  our  of  h^aung 
He  saw  a  farmer  in  his  field  on  the  roadside  and  asked  lura  If 
he  had  seen  the  wolf  and  the  dogs  pass  that  way.    The  farmer 
said    "Yes;   1  have  seen   them   pass  here   three  times.       "Ihe 
hunter  said.   'How   were  they   going?"     The   farmer   rt.r>.ieil 
"  Well   the  first  two  times  the  wolf  was  in  the  had.  but  the  last 
time  they  passed  the  dogs  were  in  the  lead."     [Laughter.] 

So  it  looks  as  though  the  Y(.ung  Guard  had  the  Old  Guard 
in  the  lead  at  first;  but  now  the  Young  Guard  is  Ideating  a 
retreat  and  the  Old  Guard  is  driving  them  hard. 

Mr  President,  lest  this  man  Roger  Babs/.n  feel  that  his  i"pre- 
hensi'ble  and  slan<lerous  attack  upon  the  Senate  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  the  adjournment  of  Congress  to-day,  I  want 
to  .say  that  what  he  said  in  the  press  this  morning  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  action  of  the  Senate.  No  hired  agent  of 
the  monev  bunds  can  affect  me  and  my  course  in  the  Sei:ate. 
I  want  to  pay  my  respects  to  this  man  Babson  for  a  moment. 
The  trouble  with  stmie  men  in  public  life  and  i^onie  men  in 
positions  like  that  occupied  by  Babson  is  that  they  go  along 
for  years,  some  of  them,  gaining  influence  and  prestige,  until 
they  occupy  a  high  i)lace  in  the  estimation  of  the  people;  and 
then  in  .«oiue  crucial  moment  they  betray  their  trust,  turn  their 
backs  upon  the  principles  of  right,  honor,  and  justice,  and 
become  the  tools  and  instruments  of  predatory  interests. 

This  man  Babson  has  done  that.  Senators  will  re<-aU  that  for 
the  last  three  or  four  weeks  this  man  has  Ijeen  predicting  a  orasli 
on  the  st(Kk  exchange.  For  four  weeks  this  man  has  advised 
buyers  to  l>eware.  For  four  weeks  some  mighty  bear  organiza- 
tion has  c(.ntrolled  this  man  Bahson's  i)en  and  brain,  and  through 
the  columns  in  which  he  expresses  himself  he  has  been  directing 
and  preaclung  a  crusade  against  the  bull  movement  on  the  sto^-k 
exchange.    He  has  given  warning  to  people.    He  has  repeatedly 


said  a  crash  would  come.  Go  and  read  his  statements  for  the 
last  tliree  or  four  weeks.  Weil,  the  crash  has  ct»m.\  Tliey 
have  had  tremendous  breaks  up  there  and  tremendous  l«>s.ses. 
And  that  is  not  all:  he  said  that  the  "boom  on  the  >tock  ex- 
change was  the  same  kind  ».f  boom  tliat  was  carried  onin  real 
estate  in  Florida,  and  intimateti  that  it  was  due  to  watered  stock 
and  wind  in  the  case  of  both  of  them. 
Mr.  BARKLEY,     Mr.  President 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jones  m  the  c"«|r>-     ^^^ 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  do.  „       *     ■       **     fi ...   t« 

Mr  BARKU:Y  I  desire  to  call  the  Senators  attention  to 
the  fact  that  in  the  statement  issued  this  morning  Mr.  Babson 
charges  the  crash  In  the  stock  market  to  tlie  action  of  the  Senate 
in  itf  consideration  of  the  tariff  bill.  The  Senator  will  n>ca 
that  before  the  Senate  began  the  consideration  of  tlie  tariff  bill 
Mr  Babson  gave  out  a  statement  in  which  he  predicted  a  stoc-k- 
market  crash  to  such  an  extent  that  Mr.  Irving  *''^^^^^  another 
economist,  felt  it  his  duty  to  reply  by  predicting  that  there 
v^uld  not  be  any  stock-market  crash.  But  vvhat  I  wanted  to 
emphasize  was  that  whereas  Mr.  Babson  now  lays  tbis  crash  on 
Congress,  he  was  predicting  that  it  would  happen  before  Con- 
CTess  even  took  up  the  consideration  of  the  tariff  bUl. 

Tr  HEFLIN  Yes;  and.  Mr.  President,  he  did  not  is^ue  the 
stiltement  which  appeared  this  morning  unUl  1  introiluced  a 
resolution  on  yestefday  quoting  him,  giving  one  of  the  iva^ms 
for  introducing  the  resolution  calling  for  an  "'^^^l^;  ';*"  ^^.^.^^ 
^tock  exchange.  No  doubt  those  who  have  Mr.  Jlabson  hired 
anTwho  absolutely  control  him  made  hiin  issue  this  statement 
JHay-backing  away  from  what  he  has  been  sa.ving  about  the 
stock  exchange  for  weeks  and  then  jump  on  the  Senate. 

What  has  the  Senate  to  do  with  it?  Is  the  Senate  to  wait 
and  cease  to  perform  its  duty  until  some  »l>^"i\tive  group  on 
the  stock  exchange  finishes  its  gambling  spree?  Must  the  Sen- 
ate wait  for  suggestion  regarding  legislation  from  the  stock 
exchange?  Or  are  we  to  represent  our  constituents  and  do 
what  we  beUeve  as  Senators  is  best  for  this  Governme^and 
best  f..r  the  people  of  the  United  States?  Have  we  reached  the 
toe  when  the  Senate  must  net  or  fail  to  act  according  to  what 
Is  registered  by  the  "  ticker  "  on  the  stock  exchange .' 

If  t.rices  are  going  well  and  the  skin-game  process  is  success- 
ful the  ^mblers'  attitude  is,  "Go  ahead  with  your  l^'ffisl«tlon j 
we  have  nothing  to  say."  But  if  somebody  rises  in  be  Senate 
and  suggests  that  this  gambling  den  in  New  York  is  draw  ng 
monev  oiU  of  every  nook  and  corner  of  the  country.  r<»bblng 
ZZle  in  eiery  State  in  the  Union,  driving  men  engaged  in 
Stimate  bushiess  into  bankruptcy,  and  causing  hundreds  of 
men  and  women  to  kill  themselves-if  somebody  n  the  Senate 
raises  an  objection  to  that  sort  of  busines.s  he  Is  Imerfering 
^th  the  act  vities  of  these  speculators  and  is  therefore,  con- 
Sbuting  to  a  crash  on  the  exchange.  Well,  such  busme**  needs 
to  b?  in  interfered  with.  I'nfortunately  for  Mr.  Bab.son,  he  cites 
ns  to  an  instance  where  the  stock  exchange  was  on  a  rampage 
once  before,  and  the  exchange  was  clo«i>d  for  practical  y  a  year ; 
bSt  after  he  suggested  that  point,  over  on  the  next  page  he 
savs  "But  there  is  no  reason  for  closing  it  now."  So  Babson  is 
changing  Ids  tune  and  singing  a  different  song. 

I  intHKluced  a  resolution  yesterday  calling  upon  the  1ol>by 
committee  of  the  Senate  to  bring  these  gentlemen  dc,wn  here'  and 
qSon^hem  regarding  certain  phases  of  the  activities  of  those 
who  were  selUng  and  buying  stocks  on  the  stock  exchange.  This 
mornTng  a  very  fine  man  in  this  city,  a  good  business  man. 
t'eSloneS  me^ud  a'ked  me  if  I  had  kept  up  with  Mj.  Babson  «  . 
articles  I  told  him  that  I  had ;  and  he  reiuinded  me  that  Bab- 
son had  been  preaching  a  panic  ^nd  pmlicting  a  ^^-^^^^^^^ 
stock  exchange  for  four  or  five  weeks,  and  that  now  h*'  surt- 
Sy  turns  Ind  says  that  Congn'ss  is  to  blame  for  the  rum 
w^mght  in  the  financial  status  ..f  hundreds  of  thousands  of 

^r^  President.  I  think  I  know  what  is  the  matter  up  there 
and  i  think  the  investigation  called  for  by  my  rcsolu  ion  wi! 
diilose  just  what  the  trouble  is.     1  will  say  that  this  thing  can 
noT  continue  to  go  on  in  the  wild  and  n.kless  way  that  i^  is 
coing   on   to-day.     Something  has   got   to   be   done.     They   will 
Shir  have  to  change  the  whole  character  of  the  speculation  now 
carrl^  on  up  there  or  the  exchange,  in  the  interest  of  legitimate 
b^iness.    will    have   to   be   cIosckI.     The    question    is.    Are    the 
Members  of  Congress  willing  to  call  the  gluttonous  and  unscrupu^ 
Jons  operators  of  this  New  York  gambling  machine  to  judgment? 
Shall  these  pompous,  arrogant,  and   nvaiiciou.s  men   continue 
their  dangerous  and   destructive  operations  while  the  cotton 
farmers  of  the  United  States  haul  their  cotton  to  the  market 
Dlace  every  day  and  sell  it  at  low  and  unprofitable  prices?     Is 
this  '-gambling  spree"  to  continue  when  merchants  all  over  the 
country  are  saying  that  the  wild  speculation  in  fictitious  or 
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watered  stocks  on  the  exchange  la  injuring  legitimate  business 
In  every  State  in  the  Union?  Is  this  thing  to  go  on  uninter- 
rapte<l  wlien  hunciretis  of  our  bankers  and  other  men  engaged 
in  legitimate  business  throughout  the  Nation  are  saying  that 
the  character  of  speculation  n<>w  going  on  in  tBe  New  York  Stock 
Kxchange  Ls  harmful  to  legitimate  business  of  every  kind?  Will 
we  sanction  a  "game  of  fraud  and  deception"  that  Is  enticing 
clerks  in  stores,  cashiers  in  banks,  and  Government  clerks  to 
invest  their  earnings  and  risk  their  all  on  the  fling  of  "  loaded 

dice"? 

I  went  Into  the  store  of  a  mercliant  in  this  town  the  other  day 
awl  asked  h:m  how  he  was.  He  said,  "  I  am  pretty  blue."  I 
sjild.  "  What  is  the  matter  with  you?  You  have  not  been  play- 
ing the  sto<'k  exchange,  have  you?"  He  said.  "Yes,  I  have; 
but  I  am  not  goinjj  to  play  it  any  more."  I  said,  "  I  guess  not. 
They  cleanetl  you  up.  didn't  they?  '  He  said.  "They  did." 
Then  1  said.  "  Weil,  no  donbt  yours  is  the  same  kind  of  a  sad 
story  that  is  being  told  in  thl.s  countrj-  to-day  by  millions  of  peo- 
ple." Mr.  President,  the  Bible  admonishes  us  that,  "  If  thine  eye 
oflfend  thet-  pluck  it  out. '  All  right-thinking  Americans  will 
agree  that  no  "  spe<ulative  exchange"  has  the  right  to  exist 
unless  its  operations  can  be  clearly  shown  to  be  helpful  and  not 
hurtful  to  the  legitimate  transactions  of  the  American  people. 

Mr.  President,  it  Is  our  duty  to  see  that  the  everj-day  busi- 
ness of  the  average  man  is  protecte<l  against  the  evils  bom  of 
sr»eculation  in  fictitious  values.  The  business  of  millions  of 
patriotic  Americans  is  being  disturbetl  and  injured  by  "  wild 
speculation "  on  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange.  Legitimate 
business  of  every  kind  is  complaining  that  "gambling"  on  the 
stock  exchange  Is  hampering  and  retanling  business  in  every 
community  in  the  country.  Millions  of  money  that  should  be 
kept  In  the  States  to  meet  the  business  needs  of  farmers,  mer- 
chants, and  others  engaged  in  legitinaate  business  is  now  being 
taken  out  of  many  local  communities  and  sent  to  New  York  to 
be  u.sed  in  gambling  transactions. 

It  looks  to  me  as  though  we  are  going  to  have  to  pass  a  law 
regulating  and  limiting  the  activities  of  the  stock  exchange. 
It  may  be  that  we  will  have  to  reach  this  "New  York  State 
authorized  and  operated  stock  exchange"  on  the  ground  that  it 
is  doing  an  interstate  business  and  .say,  "  You  can  sell  shares  or 
stocks  outright,  and  you  can  purchase  them  right  on  the  stock 
exchange  and  then  go  back  and  sell  them  again;  but  stop 
speculation  on  margins."  There  is  where  the  evil  Is.  There  is 
where  the  deadly  danger  lies.  There  is  where  all  this  trouble 
comes  from. 

I  would  not  prevent  American  citizens  from  going  there  and 
bu.vlng  real  shares  or  stocks.  I  would  not  i)revent  them  then, 
if  they  wanted  to  get  rid  of  them,  from  goins  back  later  and 
selling  them.  Legitimate  shares  and  stfKrks  arc  real  property 
and  In  many  in.stances  are  very  valuable.  And  I  am  not  attack- 
ing that  character  of  transaction.  But  something  must  be  done 
to  stop  the  kind  of  speculation  that  strikes  down  legitimate 
business  in  onler  to  make  certain  gamblers  rich. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFirKR.  I>oes  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama yield  to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  HEFUN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  The  very  thing  that  has  happened  on  the 
stock  exchanges  in  New  York  gives  the  He,  does  it  not,  to  their 
contentl«>n  that  the  stock  market  reflects  the  world  value  of  the 
commodity  in  which  they  deal? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Sure!  The  transactions  on  the  stock  ex- 
change for  the  last  few  weeks  have  shown  that  to  be  true. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  There  can  no  longer  l)e  any  justification, 
then,  for  their  gambling  under  the  pretense  that  they  represent 
world  markets. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  It  appears  to  me  that  they  have  forced  us  all 
to  that  conclusion. 

ilr.  CARAWAY.  I  reached  that  conclusion  a  long  time  ago 
myself. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  would  not  hesitate  now,  I  will  tell  the  Sen- 
ator from  Arkansas,  to  vote  immediately  to  put  a  stop  to  this 
fictitioas  .sviecidatinu  or  gambling  in  stocks  that  Is  going  on  up 
there;  and  I  think  he  will  agree  with  me. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.     I  would  do  it. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  If  they  want  to  sell  shares  or  stocks  as  they 
sell  cotton  or  any  other  actual  thing  that  Is  all  right. 

Mr.  CARAWAY.  Anybody  has  a  right  to  sell  anything  he 
owns,  and  to  buy  what  another  man  wants  to  sell,  but  he  has  no 
right  to  sell  what  he  does  not  own,  and  thereby  try  to  influence 
conditions. 

The  Senator  spoke  of  Babson.  Have  not  his  opinions  been 
listed  on  the  stock  exchanges  for  years  as  of  doubtful  value? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  do  not  know ;  but  in  the  light  of  his  recent 
reprehensible  actlvitieB  his  oi^ions  are  entirely  discredited  by 
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Ml'.  CARAWAY.  I  mean  to  say.  tliere  have  always  been 
comiiodities  to  be  had  in  the  market  if  anybody  thought  they 
had  iny  value  and  was  willing  to  pay  for  them. 

Ml .  DILL.  Mr.  President,  the  fact  of  the  matter  Is  that  he 
sells  his  opinions;  he  has  a  regular  agency  through  which  he 
sells  his  opinions. 

Ml.  CARAWAY.  They  are  on  the  market  for  whoever  wants 
to  btiy.  Therefore  I  say  they  have  been  listeil  among  stocks  of 
doubtful  value  for  a  long  while.  There  is  no  moral  integrity 
behind  them,  and  there  has  not  been  in  the  lifetime  of  anybody 
now  living. 

Ml.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  who  ever  heard  of  Babson 
boosing  cotton  prices  or  grain  prices  for  the  farmer?  The 
revelatioDs  of  to-day  disclose  the  fact  that  this  man  Babson  has 
for  a" long  time  been  the  agent  of  certain  speculative  interests, 
and^  rejoice  that  the  time  has'cume  when  he  has  to  come  out 
in  tb  e  open,  and  I  am  glad  to  be  the  first  to  take  his  mask  and 
manle  off  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  The  man  who 
talk(  d  to  me  over  the  phone  this  morning  said,  "  I  have  reason 
to  bolieve  that  this  fellow  Babson  has  either  been  speculating 
on  tie  stock  exchange  or  he  represents  a  group  of  speculative 
shar  ts  who  have  been  manipulating  and  controlling  the  stock 
exch  mge." 

As  I  was  saying  a  little  while  ago  It  sometimes  happens  that 
when  some  men  reach  great  prominence  and  stand  at  the  peak, 
wheie  they  are  in  position  to  do  the  most  goinl,  the  enemy  goes 
aftei  them  to  use  them  in  one  big  fell  swoop  to  carry  out  their 
corrupt  and  criminal  purpose,  and  too  often,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
they  have  succeeded  as  they  seem  to  have  done  in  the  case  of  this 
man  Babson. 

It  !<eems  that  the  Wall  Street  speculators  who  own  and  operate 
Babson  have  had  him  to  make  an  insulting  and  slanderous  attack 
upon  the  Senate.  I  resent  it.  and  I  am  ready  to  act  in  the  name 
of  the  American  people.  I  know  that  certain  stock  and  cotton 
ganiMers  do  not  think  that  the  United  States  Government,  acting 
in  b<half  of  the  people,  have  any  right  to  interfere  with  them. 
Thej  demand  that  the  Government  remain  silent  and  inactive 
whlli!  they  carry  on  their  gambling  schemes  and  make  their 
millions  and  clip  their  coupons.  They  do  not  want  to  be  dis- 
turb <1.  They  demand  the  right  to  pillage  and  plunder  the 
Amei'ic*an  masses.  But  I  submit  that  the  people  back  home  in 
the  '8  States  who  sent  us  here  are  entitled  to  have  us  act  for 
them  and  for  their  best  interests. 

W?  ought  to  take  steps  at  once  to  save  legitimate  business 
from  further  disturbance  and  injury. 

Mr.  President.  I  condemn  and  repudiate  this  villainous  and 
slan(  lerous  attack  upon  the  Senate  by  Babson,  this  hired  agent 
of  V  all  Street. 

In  conclusion  I  want  to  say  I  voted  to  adjourn  for  another 
reas)u.  Under  my  resolution  a  Senate  c<immittee  has  been 
apiK  inted  to  investigate  the  cotton  exchanges.  1  am  a  member 
of  t  lat  committee.  The  recess  will  give  us  time  to  make  that 
inve  ligation  immetliately. 

I  3ave  no  apoiog>-  to  offer  for  the  vote  I  cast.  It  was  the 
righ  course  to  pursue.  Everybody  will  feel  better  when  the 
new  session  begins,  and  we  will  come  back  here  and  get  through 
witli  tlie  tariff  bill,  and  then  carry  on  with  other  legLslation. 

Mr.  I»resident,  I  suggest  to  the  stmk  exchange  and  the  other 
exclanges  that  they  had  better  have  their  hou.ses  In  order 
whe  1  we  meet  in  Deceml>er. 

ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Rex'obd  a 
statement  from  the  Wall  Street  Journal  of  yesterday  on  the 
cottdn  situation.  It  shows  that  the  price  advanced  a  dollar 
and  a  half  a  l»ale.  Tlmt  amount  on  a  15.000,000-bale  crop 
won  tl  amount  to  |21.0(K).0<». 

T  le  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

T  lere  being  no  objection,  the  article  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  tl  le  Recobd,  as  follows : 


ket 


was 


COTTON    MARKET 

After  a  somewhat  quiet  openhig  on  Tuesday  morning  the  cotton  mar- 
I  tar  ted  upward  on  buying  In  good  volume  from  the  trade.  This 
indoi'ed  extensive  short  covering,  and  at  the  highs  of  ths  day  the  markot 
up  more  than  $1.50  a  Imle  from  the  previous  close.  The  advance 
"-■d  some  profit  taking  and  some  selling  from  the  South,  but  the 
closed  steady  at  net  gains  of  $1.25  a  bale.  Ix)w  private  estimates 
nings  were  partly  respousible  for  the  advance, 
moderate  trading  prices  wore  unchanged  to  up  4  points  at  the 
call,  when  Liverpool  was  2  points  lower  to  1  higher  as  compared 
due  prices.  Liquidation  of  December  and  expectations  of  further 
liquljlation  in  December,  in  advance  of  first  notice  day  of  Monday, 
Nov(mber  25,  to  deliver  on  that  mouth,  acted  as  a  check  on  the  market. 
During  the  first  half  hour  the  market  held  steady,  slightly  above  the 
opening  level. 

the  opening  there  was  scattered  buying  from  the  trade.  Liverpool, 
the  Continent.     Outside  d<mand   was  light,   but   there   WM  some 
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demand  from   Wall   Street,   espoclally  in   distant  months.     CommiRslou 
houses  liquidated   in   Decemlwr.     Local  traders  sold.      Iledcre  siiles  wore 

in  only  pmall  volume.  ..,..» 

New  York  Cotton  Exchange  service  estimated  that  on  the  hnsts  or 
the  last  Governmont  estimate,  the  total  stock  of  all  cotton  in  the 
United  Staes  on  Ocober  ni  was  13.401  OOO  l>ales.  nsrainst  12.929.000  a 
y.-ar  ago  and  a  4-year  average  on  October  m  of  14.087,000  bales ;  move- 
ment from  plantations  this  season  represents  76  per  cent  of  the  esti- 
mated crop.  This  was  taken  as  an  Indication  of  decid(Klly  less  hedge 
pressure  fn.m  now  on. 

There  was  a  turn  to  better  weather  conditions  in  the  belt.  inc 
map  showed  fair  weather  over  the  entire  South,  but  killing  frost  in 
Oklahoma  and  heavy  frw^t  in  Texas  and  Louisiana.  Forecast  for  the 
belt  was  fair,  except  increasing  cloudiness  and  unsettled  In  east  Texas. 
Southern  spot  markets  Monday  were  14  to  .SO  |K.ints  lower;  sales 
3S0O()  bales,  against  28.0O0  the  pn-vlons  day.  and  .S9.000  a  year  ago. 

Liverpool  cai.le<l  :  Bombay,  selling,  covering,  loial  li.iuldatlon,  and 
h.«dglng;  scattered  cloth  sales  to  India;  low  rate  of  exehange  restrict- 
ing business  with  China. 

Worth  Stre.t  advl.es  were  th.Jt  trading  in  dry  goo<Li  and  clotn 
markets  Monday  was  very  slow,  with  prices  irregular. 

A  buoyant  tone  developed  during  the  late  morning.  Active  baying, 
.redited  as  b«>ing  for  account  of  KuropeHD  spinners,  disclosed  a  scarcity 
of  contracts  in  the  ring,  and  as  the  market  started  upward,  short  Inter- 
Psfs  rushed  to  cover.  At  the  hl;;hs.  the  list  showed  advances  of  $1.^ 
a  bale  over  the  previous  close,  i'.oing  into  the  noon  hour  gains  ol 
nlK)ut  $1.25  a  bale  were  rocorde<l. 

Fossick  Bureau,  of  Memphis,  estimated  glnnlngs  to  November  14  at 
1190O.(K)0  bales.  American  Cotton  Crop  Service  estimate<l  them  at 
ll'w2  00<»  bales  Theso  .-stlmates  compare  with  the  census  figures  of 
llnZ'Zot,y.u,Wr  14  in  1928  of  ll.:t21.oOO  and  in  1927  of  10.295,000 

'^"Trading  turned  quiet  during  the  early  afternoon,  but  the  market  had  a 
'  firm  undertone.  Karly  In  the  final  hour  the  list  was  up  more  than  $  ..o 
a  bale  Wires  from  the  IwMt  reported  a  scarcity  of  offerings  of  actual 
cotton  and  a  stronger  basis.  Closing  gains  In  the  stock  market  and  an 
advance  of  between  :i  and  4  cents  a  bushel  in  wheat  had  a  favorable 
.•ffert  on  sentiment  in  the  cotton  market. 

Exports   for   th.-   dav    were   69.S74    bales,    against   44.36.    a   year   ago, 
bringing  the  total  for  the  season  to  2.917.581.  against  8.224..^58. ^ 
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New  York  spot  cotton   market  closed  steady.  25  points  higher  :  mid 
dllng  uplands,   17-75. 

CBIME  IN   THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Mr  15LEASE.  Mr.  President,  on  October  26  I  made  some  re- 
ma.  ks  in  rtlrence  to  law  enforcement  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
Sa  wl  i"l.  will  be  found  in  the  ('onorb8S1o:^al  Record  of  that 
date  a  age  4938.  On  November  18  I  made  some  further 
emarks  ilong  the  same  llue.  whK-h  will  be  f«"nd  on  page  5686 
.r  he  R^oBi..  In  my  remarks  on  the  26th  of  October  I  made 
the  statement  that  this  town  wa.>  honeycoml^d  with  gamblers, 
lllnd    tUrers     and    the   very    worst    tyi^    of    thieves   and    like 

'  ''shortlv  after  that  .some  comments  were  made  by  parties  whose 
names  I  dfiot  "ue  to  honor  by  having  them  ptaced  in  the  Co>r- 
GRtssioNAL  R«xoRD  that  thcj  might  be  remembered,  pos.sibly,  by 
^elOJy  whrhappen«i  to  look  at  one  of  my  speeches  in  years 
^Tome      I  do  not  think  those  parties  are  worth  that  mucn 

""""on  October  29  I  received  the  letter  which  I  hold  in  my  hand 
I  wUl  no?  call  the  name  of  the  writer  at  this  time,  because  I 
want  to  present  the  letter  at  the  proi>er  time  to  the  subcommittee 

^''JbL'^ttJIs^d^relJ^Tto  me,  is  dated  October  29.  1929.  and 

reads: 

DEAR  SIR  •  m  view  of  your  recent  criticisms  of  the  Metropolitan  police 

ofTa^hi'gton    1   wouid'llke  to  call  your  »*-«-  ^^^^^Vtuka^r. 
made  last  Rundny  morning  by  Motor-cycle  Policeman  Walter  SaUka  as 


a  fair  example  of  the  difficulties  and  discouragements  thrown  in  the  way 
of  an  oflicer  honestly  trying  to  enforce  the  law. 

I  refer  to  th.-  case  of  Patrick  .Toseph  Kitteilck.  white.  22,  who  was 
arrested  at  7.45  a.  m.  October  22.  1929,  for  driving  at  a  greater  rate 
of  speed  tl.an  30  miles  an  hour  and  transporting  and  possessing  |.40 
quarts  of  corn  whisky.  All  three  of  these  cases  were  dlsmls.sed  iu  pollco 
court  Monday  by  Judges  Civen  and  McMahon.  In  my  opinion,  an  in- 
vestigation of  this  case  would  serve  to  throw  light  on  some  of  the  rottea 
conditions  in  Washington  to-day. 

That  letter  is  signed  by  a  man  who  is  vesi>ousIble,  and  whi>se 
name  I  would  give  except  for  the  reason  1  have  just  stated. 

Mr  I'resident,  I  hold  in  my  hand  clippings  covering  a  week, 
showing  the  crime  committed  in  tlie  city  of  Washington,  begm^ 
ning  «>ctober  27  and  running  up  to  the  end  of  that  week.  Of 
course.  I  sliall  not  ask  to  htive  all  this  material  printed  in  the 
Record,  bnt  I  shall  call  attention  to  just  a  few  of  the  larger 

'"l*^nd  these  lieadlines  in  the  issue  of  the  paper  of  Oitober  27 : 

Police  take  20  in  a  rum  raid. 

Vice  squad  arrests  15*  in  K  Street  gaming  raid. 

Cop  BU8p«'uded  as  intoxicated. 

Six  are  arraigned  for  manslaughter. 

The  next  day  the  following  apix«are<l : 

Police  drive  results  in  16  ntw  rum  cases. 

"Langdon,    ouste<l    cop,    suggesie<l    flight"    to    a    man    who 

est'ai^ed  from  the  jail.  .  , 

On  Mondav  the  paix'vs  proceeded  to  give  an  account  of  several 
cases,  one  man  was  caught  with  88  quarts  of  liquor.  A  laige 
numl>er  were  arrested  for  gambling.  ^   .  ,  ^ 

I  could  go  on  and  read  these  differeut  articles,  but  I  do  not 
care  to  take  the  time  of  the  Senate  iu  that  way. 

In  the  papers  of  Tuesday,  October  29,  I  find  the  following 
lieadlines : 

Rover  [the  district  attorney]  seeks  aid  of  landlorda  in  .nforclng  red 
light  law;  padlock  injnnctions  threatened. 

In  tills  article  numbers  are  given  of  certain  houses  which  Mr. 
Rover  susptcted. 

Five  indicted  in  rum  cases. 

The  following  api>earetl  in  the  papers  of  October  30: 

Detectives  seeking  two  $10,00«J  bills. 

Cop  held  on  $3,000  bond  for  assaultlu;:  womMn. 

Policeman  suspended  for  letting  boy  take  gun. 

Five  indicted  here  on  •'  tapped  "  evidence. 

A  hundred  and  fifty  nuisances  operating  in  city. 

This  is  from  the  Post  of  We«lnesday,  CVtober  30 : 

In  an  effort  to  break  up  disorderly  houses  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
inltcl  States  Attorney  I^o  A.   Rover  announced  yesterday  that  unices 
i  all    such    alleged    nuisances    are   Immediately    ahated    he    will    institute 
padlock  proceedings. 

It  goes  on  and  refers  to  l.-iO  of  those.     I  find  the  following  In 
the  Post  of  WtHlne.stiay,  OcIoIrt  30 : 
Letters  warn  owners  to  oust  und<'8lrables. 


Other  crimes  were  mentioned  on  the  same  date. 

Citizens  urge  broad  Inquiry  In  government  of  Washington. 

Another  article  was  headed: 

A  resolution  was  passed  by  another  cltl«-n8  group  asking  a  thorough 
police  Inquiry. 

It  speaks  here  of  the  two  $10,000  bills  that  were  stolen,  and 
other  olTenses  which  I  could  mention.  

In  another  issue  there  are  set  out  bui-glarles,  the  number  of 
watches  stolen,  and  other  crimes  committed. 

On  October  30  I  find  this : 

Bum  car  wrecked  after  escaping  in  smoke. 

One  thousand  seven  hundred  dollar  hotel  theft  reported  by  goeat. 

And  other  crimes  are  mentioned. 
I  find  this  in  the  Post  of  the  Slst : 
Police  seite  liquor  cache  with  Ubels  and  stamps. 
I  find  this  In  the  paper  of  November  1 : 
"  Green  hat  man  '  with  liqoor  arrested  at  Senate  office  door. 
T  have  here  the  pictures  of  those  concerned  in  that  arrest, 
which,  of  courae,  can  not  be  printed  in  the  Record. 
Swindler  who  cheats  blind  is  sought 
Teller  denies  embezzUns. 
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Other  crlnM?s  are  mentl«>n<Hl  In  the  paper  of  November  1. 

United  Statfs  agents  work  on  choking  report 

Capital  obiM>rv»'8  Halloween. 

Scorea  of  drunks  wvre  arrested  by  the  police  of  the  Tarlona  precincta, 
and  a  number  of  arrtsts  were  uiade  for  disorderly  conduct  in  different 
parts  of  the  city,  but  the  total  of  serious  charge*  entered  on  the  police 
blotters  wa^  unusually  small. 

That  is  in  tlie  Post  of  November  1. 

Polii-enian  fijied  in  drinking  case. 
Keeps  job  but  losea  f  75. 

P'rom  the  Washington  Post  of  Saturday,  November  2: 

Rover  war«  on  rum  as  grand  Jury  calls  Senator  Bbookbabt. 

Officers  capture  bit-run  autoist.  held  rum  runner. 

Man  bonded  at  11.500  on  narcotics  charge. 

Trap  laid  in  Roorievelt  nets  two  on  vaiied  liquor  chargra. 

And  so  it  continues  along. 

The  Washington  Times  of  Sattirday.  November  2: 

I{«>otleKgers  will  cbeer.  Judges  and  prosecuting  officials  in  the  police 
court  Bud  that  Jury  trials  of  bootleggera  in  the  future  will  be  delayed 
at  leaxt  a  year,  probably  much  longer.  •  •  •  Bootleggers  unable  to 
give  t>ond  and  forced  to  g  >  to  Jail  get  the  worst  of  present  conditions. 
Tliat  the  Jail  may  not  overflow  the  courts  try  Jail  inmates  first.  Convic- 
tloni  lire  more  likely.  Congress  knows  this  situation  in  Wai^blngton. 
It  knows  that  Justice  Is  frequently  defeated  by  delays  through  deplorable 
condition  in  court  calendars. 

The  headlines  ct)ntlnue : 

Bootleggers  hunted  by  wire  tappers. 

From  the  Evening  Star  of  November  2: 

Witness  captures  hit-and-run  driver. 
Fifteen-yrar  sentence  for  colored  men. 

, If  they  had  been  white  men.  I  suppose  they  would  have  been 

given  30  years,  but  they  hive  the  negro  so  much  up  liere  that  I 
8uppt>se  tiiey  let  him  off  a  little  easier. 

Bkookhart  plans  to  describe  wet  dinner  party  here. 
Four  plead   guilty  to  rum-plot  charges. 

Washington  Post,  Sunday,  November  3:  i 

Seven  seised  in  warfare  by  Rover  on  rum. 
Alleged  race  t>ook  in  K  Street  raided. 

Four  men  were  arrested  and  20  seised  as  witnesst'S  in  a  raid  yester- 
day afternoon. 

Pair  given   lo  years  for  rum-chase  killing. 

From  the  W^ashington  Times,  November  4: 

United  States  raiders  mass  to  dry  up  Capital.  Agents  gather  data  to 
nake  sudden  strike  at  violators. 

Washington  Star  of  November  2: 

Policeman  blamed  in  death  of  man.  Injuries  snCered  In  alleged 
beating  in  raid  declared  cause. 

Victim  shields  trio  who  took  him  for  a  ride. 
Store  robbed  of  |3,000  furs. 
Police  caIl«Hl  to  shield  wife. 

From  the  Washington  Post  of  Monday,  November  4 : 

~- Unruly   prisoner  fights  policeman. 

Bold  robl)ery  nets  furs  worth  $5,000. 

From  the  Washington  Time**  of  November  4 : 

Food,  dancing,  drinks  cost  but  35  ct*nt8.  The  millennium  has  arrived 
if  what  Katie  Ford  and  Corinue  Robinson,  both  colored,  told  about  a 
dance  they  were  running  at  a  hail  in  the  iKK)  block  Fourth  Street  NW. 
is  true. 

Cop  is  accused  in  traffic  arrest. 

Senators  get  new  facts. 

Listen  to  this  one.  Senators,  from  the  Washington  Post  of 
Tuesday.  NuvenibtT  5: 

Twenty-eight  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-five  arrested  by 
Capital  police  in  three  months. 

I  think  that  rather  bears  out  what  I  have  .oaid. 

FiRure  is  exclusive  of  fugitives  apprehended  on  outside  charges. 
Liquor  and  traffic  violations  in  lead.  Volstead  Act  seisnres  for  quarter 
put  at  total  of  1.227.     Drunkenness  arrests  normal. 

From  the  Washington  Post  of  November  6: 

Two  thousand  quarts  of  alcohol  seised  by  detective  squad. 
Police  make  huge  liquor  haul  here.     Two  thousand  quarta  of  alcohol 
are  taken  from  truck.     Stills  are  seised. 

Twelve  trapped  by  police  in  gambling  seisare. 
Josea  Act  conviction  follows  abetting  conat. 


F  rom  the  Washington  Herald  of  Thursday,  November  7 : 

F  )rty-two  seized  by  police  in  three  gaming  raids.  Two  men  held  for 
tria  ,  others  are  witnesses. 

Tku  chain  stores  robbed  by  liandits. 

Pirsued  rum  car  boars  tags  of  RepresentatlTe. 

From  the  Washington  Post  of  Thursday,  November  7: 

P)licc   car  wrecks   In   smoke   barrage.      Liquor   chase    nearly   fatal   to 
offic»r  as  rum  rnnnT  lays  blinding  screen. 
T«ro  lone  robbers  raid  chain  stores. 
F)rty-four  men  are  seized  in  two  raids  made  by  Letterman  unit. 

Ihat  unit  is  composed  cf  Government  nren. 

From  the  Washington  Star  of  Thursday.  November  7: 

Dftectlves  posing  as  patrons  nab  49  men  in  gaming  raid. 
Mash  and  still  taken  in  raid. 

F  rom  the  Washington  Star  of  Friday.  November  8 : 

F-iendly  tussle  results  fatally.  Switchman  who  fell  from  tower  while 
boxiDg  friend  dies  in  iiospital. 

E  even  are  tak»'ji  in  custody  on  gaming  charges  after  raid. 

F  ve  are  arrested  in  three  gaming  raids  in  24  hours. 

D  amond  ring  theft  is  reported  to  police. 

R  tbert  Swan,  colored,  takes  knife  to  bed,  threatens  wife,  gets  30  days 
in  Juil. 

From  the  Washington  Herald  of  FYlday,  November  8: 

Pdlce  seize  United  States  spy  at  dope  trial  after  enemies  attack  him. 
Undfrcover  agent  arrested  on  complaint  of  suspect  afier  beating  attempt. 
Will  complain  to  Pratt. 
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t  was  a  ca.«<e  where  a  man  was  worliing  for  the  United 

es  Gitvemmerit.   and   becau.se  he  went  down   to  court  and 

•tlfied,  the  policemen  Jumped  on  him  outside  of  the  courtroom 

,  beat  him  up,  locked  him  up  in  jail,  and  the  United  States 

offi<ier8  had  to  go  and  try  to  get  him  released. 

om  the  Washington  Post  of  Saturday,  November  9: 

fty-four  men  are  taken  here  in  series  of  raids  for  gaming. 

lice  near  death  in  rum-car  chase. 
Hbtel  man  to  face  Jury  in  liquor  quix. 

Dliceman  fined  as  drunken  driver. 
Federal  agent  complains  police  failed  to  notify  Narcotic  Bureau. 

From  the  Sunday  Washington  Star  of  November  10: 

T  vcnty-sevcn  are  arrested  in  gambling  drive. 

iVom  the  Evening  Star  of  Friday,  November  15: 

rs  missing  from  court  files.     Police  court  clerk's  office  investlga- 

fails   to   reveal   documents.     "  In   view    of    the    fact    that    approxi- 

70.000  liquor  cases  were  handled  in  the  clerk's  office  last  year." 

Uitt  said,  "  it  is  not  surprising  that  some  mistakes  should  crop 
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From  the  Evening  Star  of  November  13: 

P>lice  accused  of  taking  l>ribe8. 

F  rom  the  Wa.shington  Post  of  November  17 : 

Tifo  held  as  police  nip  pay-roll  holdup. 
Seventy-five  gallon  still  taken  In  southwest  house. 

rom  the  Sunday  Star  of  Noveml)er  17 : 
rt)urteen   persons  seized  as   police   renew   drive  on   liquor.     Fifty-one 
quai'ts  of  whisky  and  Ave  gallons  of  wine  are  confiscated  in  raid. 

Prom  Washington  Herald  November  17: 

F  fty  thousand  dollar  dope  taken  here  In   midnight  raid.      (See  COM- 
UREiisiONAi.  Rbcord,  November  18,  p.  568ti.) 

lihen.  I  have  an  article  which  I  ask  to  have  printed  In  tlie 

appearing  in  the  Washington  Times  on  November  11, 

.  and  headed  "District  of  Columbia  Rum  Ridden  and  Mr. 

>r  Is  to  Blame— He  Has  Snoozed  on  Job.  Shown  No  Zeal. 

Has  Acted  Only  When  Pnxlded  Hard."     I  ask  that  that  be 

printed  In  tlie  Rbcobo. 

PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  or- 
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article  is  as  follows: 

the  Washington  Times,   Washington,  D.  C,  November  11,   1929] 

STJBICT  OF   COLl'MBU   HUM    KIDDKN    A.ND    MB     ROVEH   IS  TO  BLAME— HE   HAB 
ON   JOB,  SHOWS    .NO  ZEAL.  A.\D  HAS   AeTEI>  ONLY    WHEN   PBODDED 


Ihe 

[Frim 

DI 


s;  roozKD 

-BiMD 


P-esident  Hoover,  earnestly  desirous  of  bringing  about  rigid  observance 
**  prohibition  law.  declared  in  his  inaugural  address  that  "Justice 
not  fail  becati.^  the  agencies  of  enforcement  are  either  delinquent 
1  lefficiently  organized." 

further  declared  that  "of  the  undoubted  abuses  which  have  grown 
under  the  eighteenth  amendment,  part  are  due       •       •       •       to  the 
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failure  of  many  State  and  local  officials  to  accept  the  obUgatlon  under 
their  oath  of  office  zealously  to  enforce  the  laws."  _^    ..    .      ♦». 

How    applicable    these   sentwices    to    conditions    now    existent    In    toe 

Justice  is  failing  most  woefully  in  Washington  when,  as  the  Wash- 
ington  Times  pointed  out,  speakeasies  and  bootleggers  continue  to  flour- 
ish—and apparently  without  much  fear  of  police  interference. 

And  Justice  is  failing  because  the  chief  enforcement  agency,  the  dis- 
trict attorney's  office,  is  both  delinquent  and  Inefficient. 

And  the  undoubted  abuses  that  have  grown  up  in  the  District  under 
the  eighteenth  amendment  are  partly  due  to  the  failure  of  District  At- 
torney Leo  A.  Rover  to  accept  the  obligation  under  his  oath  of  office 
leaiously  to  enforce  the  pnihlbltlon  law. 

Why  should  It  have  been  necessary  for  the  Times  to  prod  Mr.  Rover 
the  sleeping  watchdog,  the  snoozing  guardian  of  the  people's  safety  and 
security,  into  activity  In  the  matter  of  prohibition  law  enforcement? 

And  why  should  It  have  been  necessary  for  the  Times  to  demand  action 
on  his  part  before  he  summoned  Senator  Bbookhart  before  the  grand 
Jury  to  testify  regarding  that  wild  congressional  rum  party? 

And  why  did  Mr.  Rover  fail  for  two  whole  days  even  to  accept  the 
detailed  evidence  of  lawbreaklng  gladly  offered  by  the  city  editor  of  the 

Times?  „      „ 

There  has  been  no  evidence  of  speed  or  seal  on  the  part  of  Mr.  uover 

to  enforce  the  prohibition  law? 

On  the  other  hand.  Mr.  Rover  has  resorted  to  legal  quibbling  and 
halr-«pllttln«.  harassing  reporters  who  furnish  him  tips  on  speak- 
easies and  bootleggers,  and  flnaUy  getting  them  JaUed  for  4o  days. 

Our  entire  Judicial  system  is  wrong  when  public-spirited  newspaper 
men  rendering  a  distinct  service  by  pointing  to  violations  of  law.  are 
thrown  into  Jail  while  the  lawbreakers  themselves  are  permitted  to  go 

It  is  Just  such  wrongs  as  this  that  President  Hoover  ProbaWy  had 
in  mind  when  in  his  Inaugural  nd.lres«  he  said :  "  To  reestablish  the 
vigor  and  effectiveness  of  law  enforcement  we  must  critically  consider 
thp  entire  Federal  machinery  of  Justice.  •  •  '  There  is  a  belief 
abroad  that  by  Invoking  technicalities,  subterfuge,  and  delay  the  ends 
of  Justice  may  be  thwarted  by  those  who  can  pay  the  cost." 

And  how  absurd  that  existing  law  should  permit  a  grand  jury  auto- 
cratically to  bring  about  the  Jailing  of  three  reporters  who  refused  to 
testify  quite  to  Its  liking,  despite  the  fact  that  virtually  all  the  essential 
testimony  they  were  possibly  able  to  give  was  already  before  the  Jury 

^p!^^\de*nt  Hoover  in  his  inaugural  address  mentioned  the  necessity  of 
selecting  a  higher  type  of  Juries.     How  urg.  ut  is  this  need. 

Would  23  persons  of  real  intelUKence.  average  common  sense  keen 
feeling  of  civic  duty,  and  deep  moral  flbor  permit  the  Jailing  of  those 
engaged  in  helping  ferret  out  crime?  , ,        ,„ 

President  Hoover's  national   commission   now   making  a  searching  in- 
vestigation  of   the  whole   structure  of  our   Federal   system   of  Jurispru- 
dence would  do  well  to  devise  methods  for  obtaining  a  higher  caliber 
of   grand    Jurors,   to    restrict    their    autocratic    po^^er.    and   to   curb    the 
•      trraniiicai  power  of  Judges  in  contempt  proceedings. 

Senator  Ahthce  H.  Vandenberg,  of  Michigan,  is  author  of  a  bill  now 
oending  which  would  curtail  the  power  of  Judges  in  contempt  cases.  It 
S^  much-needed  legislation  and  should  have  wide  support. 

The  bill  would  make  it  lmpos.sible  for  the  same  Judge  both  to  chal- 
lenge and  adjudicate  an  alleged  contempt  «ben  it  was  not  in  bl«  in>"^- 
dia?e  presence  and  when  It  involved  a  personal  issue  touching  his  owu 
character  or  reputation  or  exercise  of  power.  It  would  permit  the 
defendant  to  be  tried  by  another  Judge. 

Such  a  law  would  have  applied  in  the  case  of  the  Times  reporters. 
Kor  Justice  Peyton  Gordon,  who  sentenced  them  to  4o  days  in  JaU. 
was  dUtr'^t  attorney  two  years  ago- at  the  time  that  a  survey  was 
made    by    a    high    State    official    revealing    that    Washington    was    rum 

''*'^I?  was  this  report  that  was  being  printed  by  the  Times  when  Mr. 
Rover  who  two  years  ago  was  assistant  to  Gordon,  called  upon  the 
Times'  to  submit  Its  evidence  to  the  grand  Jury.  ,     ^       „        , 

?^cts  brought  out  by  the  Times  not  only  indicated  that  Rover's 
office  was  lax  but  that  Gordon's  had  been  Just  as  lax  two  years  ago;  or. 
Loth"  words,  that  there  have  been  at  least  two  years  of  continuous 
laxness  and  lawlessness. 

Mr  RT  fase  In  Uie  Washington  Star  of  Tuesday,  Novem- 
ber 19  1929  Uu-re  ap|.eared.an  article  headed  "  Twc^Year  Delay 
FaoeJ'  in  Police  CoSrt  Jury  Trials."     1  ask  that  this  may  bo 

""'^ThT'pRESm^^OFFICER.    Is  there  objection?    The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  article  is  as  follows : 

[From  the  Star.  Washington.  D.  C.  Tuesday,  November  19,  1929] 

TWO-YEAB     DELAT     FACED     I-V     POLICE     COCET    JCRT     TEIALS— INADEQCAT. 
F^CILtJiES^OAIN     POECEFtTLLT    ILLUSTRATED    BT    UNITED    STATES    AT^ 

XO^TE^PROHIB.TtO^    CASES    JAM    ^^^^-^^^^^l^^^^J^^^Zl 
ABBE8TEO  AND  UNABLE  TO  MAKE   BAIL  8«E  PEHIOD  0»  LONO  JAIL  WAIT 

Inadequate   facilities   for   handling  Jury   7«^"  "^^   P«"5*L^;"*.^" 
brought  to  the  fore  again  to-day  when  Assistant  United  States  Attoiv 


ney  Charles  Murray,  la  charge  of  the  prosecution  of  aU  ca^  other 
°hln  prohibition,  announced  that  his  office  Us.  approximately  400  ca«« 
pending  for  trials  by  Jury.  He  »«>•»  that  this  represenU  a  deUy  of 
about  two  years  in  the  trials  of  those  who  demand  them  now. 

As^Mstant  United  States  Attorney  David  A.  Hart,  chief  prosecutor  of 
prohibition  cases,  in  announcing  a  change  of  policy  about  a  "o"*^  *«?; 
said  that  the  trials  of  violators  of  the  prohibition  law  faced  a  year  a 
delay  Although  Hart  has  combined  many  of  the  old  ^af ««•  ^"^f \°j 
them' dating  back  three  years,  he  is  ..teadlly  losing  ground  and  It  now 
appears  that  these  cases  face  more  delay  than  was  first  announced. 

POINT   IS    ILLUSTRATED 

Murray  used  a  schedule  for  a  Jury  day  Ust  week  to  Illustrate  his 
point.  Fifteen  cases  wore  due  to  be  tried  on  this  particular  day.  "The 
Government  announced  that  eight  were  ready  to  be  brought  before  the 
Jury.  Only  three  cases  were  handled  on  this  day,  which  was  an  aver- 
age one.  and  the  others  were  continued. 

Persons  who  might  be  innocent  of  the  charges  on  which  they  were 
arrested  are  forced  to  remain  In  Jail  for  l<.ng  periods  awaiting  trial 
because  there  are  too  many  cases  ahead  of  them  ""<*  ^'^''^  «"■*  °""''j* 
to  make  ball.  James  Wise  was  arested  by  police  October  19  and 
charged  with  carrying  a  deadly  weapon.  He  was  locked  up  and  has 
remained  In  Jail  ever  since.  Murray  says  that  many  defendanu  un- 
doubtedly seek  trtals  by  the  court  rather  than  face  a  wait  in  JaU. 

CARBB    ABB    KOlXE-PBOSSKD 

The  assistant  United  States  attorneys  are  forced  to  nol-pros  many 
of  the  old  cases  because'  the  arresting  police  have  long  since  ^o^Sottn 
the  Incidents  of  the  arrest.  There  are  several  cases  In  which  the  de- 
fendants have  died  before  they  are  brought  to  trial. 

A  man  was  sentenced  to  serve  eight  years  in  Jail  when  he  pleaded 
guilty  on  several  charges  of  simple  assault  when  tried  by  a  police  Judge 
three  weeks  ago.  If  he  had  pleaded  not  guilty  and  ha.1  demanded  a 
Jury  trial  he  might  not  have  been  tried  for  two  years.  Murray  p^.nted 
out  The  chances  are  that  there  would  not  have  been  sufflcleni  avail- 
able evidence  to  try  the  man  at  the  end  of  this  time,  and  undoubtedly 
the  penalty  would  have  been   lighter. 

Although  there  are  the  same  number  of  Judges  in  police  court  this 
year  as  there  were  in  192.5.  figures  show  that  these  Judges  at  the  end 
of  the  year  will  have  handled  almost  twice  as  ™>fy  ««^,  "  '"  'f* 
former  year.  Sixty-three  thousand  cases  were  handled  »°  .l®;^;  ^^^l* 
William  A.  Norgen.  acting  chief  clerk,  said  that  this  year  s  totM  wm 
exceed  the  hundred-thousand  mark.  The  number  of  cases  have  ^^^^ 
500  per  cent  since  1902.  when  20.000  were  handled^  r'T^rf^Illh" 
increased  greatly  since  191i0,  when  42,000  were  recorded^  The  faviUties 
for  trying  cases  have  been  Increased  very  little  during  this  time. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  In  the  Washington  Herald  of  No^^.m^J,  ^J' 
19^  is  an  article  entitled  "  Police  Docket  Jam  Is  Blamed  on 
SjudgL  Six  Hundred  Cases  Await  Trial,  S«»e  «'  Uqmjr 
Violations  Will  Not  Be  Heard  for  Two  Years."  I  ask  that  this 
mav  be  printed  in  the  Record  witliout  reading. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  article  is  as  follows : 

[From  the  Washington  Herald.  November  20.  1929] 

POLICE    DOCKET    JAM    IS    BLAMED   ON    NEW    JCDOKS— SiX    HCNDBED    CaSBB 

Aw!iT  TrTId-Som.  or  LiQCOB  Violations  Will  Not  Be  Heard  roa 

Two  Years 

With  600  cases,  including  those  of  the  liquor  variety,  now  awaiting 
trial,  the  prosecution  of  actions  In  the  police  court  is  lagging  hopelesnly 
behind,  it  was  revealed  yesterday. 

Violators  who  have  demanded  Jury  trtals  can  not  be  brought  to  trial 
for  at  east  two  more  years  save  in  cases  Involving  violations  of  the 
Volstead  Act.  In  which  case  It  Is  probable  that  the  wait  wlU  not  be 
longer  ttiau  a  year. 

WITNESSES    gone 

Such  conditions,  due  to  lack  of  courts  and  Judges  to  P'^'^*;^^""" 
to  defeating  the  ends  of  Justice  in  many  instances.     There  are  casen.  not 
tofr:^"nt.*in  which  the  arresting  officer  has  left  the  force  or  di«i.  o 
the  defendant  or  witnesses  have  died  before  the  accused  can  be  brought 

'"someHmes.  through  no  fault  of  the  prosecuting  ««°™;j  .f '^^f^^^ 
are  kept  In  Jail  for  long  periods  before  they  can  be  »';"°'^»'*  ° J'^;  j 
James  Wise,  charged  with  carrying  a  deadly  weapon,  has  been  in  Jail 
since  October  19  pending  a  Jury  trial. 

Prosecuting  attorneys  find  It  dlfflcnlt  to  secure  «'«'^'*^^««°'  °"  !*^ 
wh^h  tre  many  months  old  because  of  the  doubt  that  can  be  thrown 
on  the  credlbUlty  of  the  evidence.  ^    ,  ^  ,         _„     »„» 

The  number  of  cases  has  Increased  greatly  In  the  last  few  years.  But 
the^umrr^f  judges  to  hear  the  trials  has  not  increased  proportionately. 

INCREASE  TOO  ORE.iT 

From  1902    when  there  were  approximately  20.000  ca.es  cleared,  to 
iQ^^hen  iJorfs  show  63.000  entries,  there  was  an  increa«^  of  over 
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there  has  been  no  addlHon  In  spltp  of  the  fact  that  a  aharp  rise  of 
almoat  40,000  cases  hna  taken  place. 

There  were  82.000  Tlolaflons  heard  at  police  court  during  1928.  but 
this  year  there  will  be  over  100,000.  according  to  Indications.  Until 
Congress  appropriates  nion»»y  for  a  new  poJice  courthouse  nnd  for  addi- 
tional judges,  there  is  no  hope  of  clearing  things  up.  In  fact,  the 
docket  Is  becoming  more  crowded  «'ach  week. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  An  editorial  .ippearetl  in  the  Washington  Post 
ou  Wednesday.  Noveiuber  liO.  ll)2i>.  entitled  "  Local  Court  Con- 
gtestion,"  reading  a.s  foUoWH: 

The  police  court  In  Incapable  of  handling  the  casen  brought  before  it. 
A  statement  from  Charles  Murray,  assl.stant  United  States  attorney. 
shows  that  400  t-Hses  are  pending  for  Jury  trialii  and  that  the  court  Is 
two  years  behind  Its  schedule.  The  situation  l)ecorae8  more  hopiless 
every  day.  for  the  court  Is  constantly  getting  farther  behlml.  The  num- 
ber of  Judges  has  not  been  Increased  since  1925.  while  the  number  of 
cases  has  almoat  doubled. 

I  thank  the  Post  for  this.  I  referred  to  the  condition  the 
other  day  In  my  remarks  asking  that  the  District  be  subdivided. 
The  editorial  continues: 

The  Federal  Constitution  provides  that  "  In  all  criminal  prosecutions 
the  accused  shall  enjoy  the  right  to  a  speedy  and  public  trhil,"  yet  In  the 
Nation's  Capital  a  man  must  wait  two  years  or  more  before  he  can 
have  a  Jury  trial  for  a  petty  olTcnse.  Persons  who  are  unable  to  furnish 
ball  must  stay  in  jail  for  month.<<,  even  though  tlicy  nuiy  be  innocent  of 
the  charge.  When  the  courts  do  get  around  to  try  such  cases,  the 
witnesses  have  often  disappeared  nnd  the  arresting  officers  may  iutro 
forgotten  the  facts  on  which  prosecution  Is  based.  There  can  be  no 
Justice  either  to  the  accused  or  to  society  ander  thi-se  conditions. 

Such  a  flagt'ant  case  of  injustice  through  g<ivemmont:iI  neglect  should 
not  escape  the  attention  of  the  National  Commisiiiion  on  Law  Enforce 
ment.  There  is  no  occasion,  however,  for  depending  upon  the  commis- 
sion for  relief.  Congre.-^s  should  give  the  courts  prompt  relief  so  that 
they  can  bring  their  dockets  up  to  date  without  deluy. 

Mr.  President,  I  said  the  other  morning  that  what  we  need  are 
.more  grand  juries.  Somebody  came  out  in  the  paper  and  said 
that  it  W2IS  not  a  question  of  move  grand  jurie.s ;  that  there  is  a 
law  here  {xa^sed  many  years  ago  which  gives  the  right  to  have 
two  grand  juries.  If  so.  why  have  not  the  authorities  used  thait 
law  and  had  more  bills  acted  ui)on?  1  have  made  the  charge 
here  that  there  is  incompetency  in  the  district  attorney's  office. 

By  the  way,  just  in  passing,  they  had  an  assistant  district 
attorney  here  by  the  name  uf  E.  J.  Davis.  I  received  a  letter 
from  a  woman  giving  some  facts  about  one  "'  E.  J.  Davis."  I 
sent  that  letter  to  Mr.  Rover.  I  received  a  very  nice  reply  from 
Mr.  Rover  on  November  1.  The  Washington  Times  on  Friday, 
November  15,  carried  an  article  reading  ns  follows: 

1.    J.    DAVIS    QUITS    ROVEK'3    STAFF 

After  serving  less  than  five  months,  Ernest  J.  Davis,  colored  assistant 
to  Leo  .V.  Rover.  United  States  district  attorney,  yesterday  resigned, 
effective  December  1. 

Davis,  who  hss  been  In  charge  of  the  prosecution  of  numt>er8  ^ames 
and  other  forms  of  gambling,  was  appointed  to  succeed  Thomas  H.  Jones, 
who  died  early  this  summer.  Jones  was  the  first  colored  attorney  to 
serve  as  an  assistant  in  the  distrirt  attorney's  office. 

Davis  will  enter  private  practice.  He  is  a  graduate  of  Howard  Uni- 
versity Law  School  and  a  native  of  Texas. 

I  want  to  congratulate  Mr.  Rover  for  getting  that  negro  out 
of  his  office.  I  am  .satisfied  that  this  woman'.*  letter  and  the 
charges  therein  containetl  were  the  cause  for  them  x^utting  him 
out. 

As  I  said.  I  wanted  to  make  the.se  few  remarks  l)ecau8e  the 
people  who  read  the  Conc.ei'^sion.kl  Krcobd  do  not  alwas's  read 
the  newsi)apers  and  I  did  not  want  the  impression  to  go  out  that 
.some  of  the  newspapers  are  trying  to  create.  I  did  not  want  it 
to  be  believed  by  the  people  of  the  country  that  I  was  making 
charges  again!<t  these  d^iartments  without  justification  and  that 
I  was  rharging  that  crime  was  tieing  committed  in  the  city  of 
Washington,  that  gambling  dens  and  liquor  joints  and  similar 
places  exist,  simply  for  the  puriiose  of  trying  to  do  harm  to  the 
city  of  Washington.  I  want  those  who  read  the  Congbessional 
Rei«>»i>  to  see  from  this  horrible  list  of  crimes  in  just  one  week 
following  the  introductitm  of  my  resolution  and  my  discussion 
of  the  situation  just  what  crime  is  going  on  in  this  city  to-day. 

1  could  Iiave  kept  one  of  my  clerks  busy  up  to  this  time  dip- 
ping accounts  ot  crimes  and  clipping  descriptions  of  the  way  in 
which  justice  Is  being  maladmiiiistere<l  in  the  District  of  Cohmi- 
bia,  but  I  simply  clip  a  sufficient  numl)er  to  prove  that  these 
things  are  going  on  here  and  tiiat  there  is  being  no  effort  made 
to  stop  them. 

Recently  arrangements  were  nmtle  for  a  raid  on  certain 
placua,  one  of  them  a  very  notorious  place.  An  agent  was  sent 
into  that  place  where  the  raiding  squad  was  to  go,  which  it  was 
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reach  at  a  certain  hour.    About  40  minutes  before  that  par- 

tic^ilar  place  was  to  be  raided  the  telephone  rang.     A  United 

tes  official  was  in  that  place:  he  heard  the  telephone  ring;  a 

conversation  was  held,  and  immeiliately  those  in  charge 

the  place  removed  the  narcotics,  or  **  d(H^."  as  it  is  called, 

they  also  removed  the  liquor.     So  when  the  raiding  squad 

reached  that  place  30  minutes  later  they  merely  found  two  or 

thfee  persons  sitting  around  laughing  and  talking,  and  it  seemed 

be   as   nice   a   place   as   could    be   found    anywhere.      Who 

tir^ied  that  place  off?     It  was  some  man  connected  with  that 

ing  squad  or  some  man  who  was  connocte<l  with  the  police 

de^vartraent  or  a  department  of  the  Government  who  knew  that 

raid  was  to  be  made.     It  could  not  have  been  done  other- 

f^.    That  Is  what  is  going  on  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

presume  Senators  know  how  a  raid  is  conductetl.     Those 

anging  it  will  assign  a  sqtiad  to  the  work,  and  will  say,  "  We 

1  raid  A.  B,  and  (',  and  we  \\'ill  start  this  raid  at  a  certain 

r."    Any  man  with  good  sense  who  has  ever  participated  in 

id  and  Knows  how  long  It  takes  can  calculate  almost  to  the 

mihute  when  the  raiding  s<niad  will  reach  any  certain  place.     It 

apparent  that  somelxnly  who  is  connected  with  the  Govern - 

nif  nt  in  Washington  somewhere  is  tipping  off  th(»se  {daces.    The 

fT  cers  suppt>sed  and  had  a  right  to  believe  that  the  places  to  be 

detl   were  operating   illegally.     They   i»la«-ed    a    man    in   this 

pa  'ticularly  notorious  place  and  told   him  to  go  in  there  and 

his  eye5>  open   until   the  raiding  squad  arrlveil.     I   have, 

stated  what  hapi)ened.     That  man  is  going  to  testify  to  It,  too, 

ore  the  pulwomraittee  when  they  get  ready  to  go  to  work. 

say,  Mr.  I'residcnt.  that  something  should  be  done.     We  all 

Washington.     I  wont  to  school  here  for  one  year,  though, 

cour.se,   that   was  a   long  time  ago.     I   graduated   at   a   law 

school  here.     I  love  that  college,  and  I  do  not  even  like  to  hear 

one  say  anything  against  it.     At   the  time  I   went   to  that 

lege  it  had  on  its  staff  as  fine  and  able  professors  as  ever 

d  chairs  in  any  college. 

can  call  the  names  of  the  judges  and  distinguished  lawyers 

0  were  teaching  in  it  at  that  time.     The  present  dean  of  that 
school  was  then  one  of  its  profes.sors.  and  the  late  Joseph 

Darlington,  of  the  District  of  Columbia  bar.  was  then  at  the 

of   the   departments.     I    have   visited    Washington    many 

es  since.     I  love  the  city;  I  love  it  because  it  is  the  Capital 

the  United   States,  and  every  man.  whether  he  lives   in   the 

ds  of  Africa  or  in  Chicago  or  in  Due  West,  S    C. — which  I 

think  is  the  Uiost  moral  and  best  town  in  the  world — has  an 

spiration  to  come  to  Washington.     He  ought   to  f«'el   fi-ee  to 

the  streets  of  the  city  nijrht  or  day;  he  should  feel  free  to 

out  when  he  pleases  and  come  back  whc:i  l:e  pleases,  and  not 

ve  to  walk  in  the  middle  of  the  street  for  fear  some  fellow 

1  step  froin«l)ehlnd  a  post  and  knock  him  in  the  head  and  rob 

Ladies,  Wso,  ought  to  be  free  to  walk  out  on  the  streets 

1  feel  that  they  are  protected  and  not  Ih'  in  fear  of  having 
jewelry  jerked  off  them  or  of  Unrig  ktuK-ked  down  or  other- 
injured.     We  ought  to  have  a  clean  city  here,  but  we  shall 

have  it  with  Pratt  at  the  hoad  of  if. 

riearsay,  of  course,  is  not  testimony  in  any  case,  but  I  have 

mvch  iiiformation  from  reliable  persons,  and  if  some  of  those 

o  have  talked  to  mo  would  give  nie  the  liberty  to  call  their 

ntimes,  and  to  reveal  what  they  tell  me.  I  do  not  believe  either 

of  the  present  conimis.si()ners  or  Pratt  would  be  in  office  24 

I  do  not  believe  even  Hoover,  with  his  Mussolini  ideas 

thick  hide,  c<jukl  stand  what   is  going  on   in  the  city  <»f 

ashington  to-day — briljery  of  officei-s,  perjury  of  officers.     I  tell 

Senators,  .something  should  be  done,  and  it  should  be  done 

Congress.     Nolvxly  else  is  going  to  <lo  it. 

A.S  I  said  yesterday  or  day  l)efore.  the  man  wh«i  is  suppo.sed 
represent  the  Goveniment  of  the  United  States,  is  .sitting  in 
jury  room  and  calling  before  the  grand  jury  all  the  witnesses 
the  defense,  even  the  alibi  witnesses,  acting  not  in  the  per- 
formance of  his  duty  to  the  Government  but  actually  acting  as 
defendant's  attorney.     Heis  being  imiU\  by  the  tJnvernment, 
he  is  presenting  witnes.ses  to  prove  the  alibi  of  a  man  who 
chaige<l  with  a  crime,  presenting  witnes.ses  there  to  prove  the 
iniocence  of  the  man  chargetl.    I  never  heard  of  such  an  out- 
rage. • 

[  have  .said  on  this  fl«H)r.  and  I  stand  by  it.  that  I  condemn 
man;  I  do  not  condemn  the  defendant  in  this  case;  I  say  he 
s  a  right  to  be  considered  innocent  until  he  is  proven  guilty ; 
lope  he  is  not  guilty:  I  hope  he  can  prove  himself  clear:  but 
lo^body  killed  that  girl ;  somebody  murdered  her.     Yet  here  is 
Goverimient  attorney  in  the  grand  jury  rwm  presenting  wit- 
^,  endeavoring  to  prove  that  it  is  a  case  of  suicide.     For 
t  reason?     In  order  to  discredit  I{ol»ert  J.  Allen.     It  is  an 
lit  rage. 

Mr.  President,  do  not  think  the  people  of  the  Uuited  States 

»  not  watching;  do  not  think  that  such  conditions  are  not 

&fni:  to  hurt  busiuesi  in  this  city.    People  are  not  coming  here 
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to  trade,  they  are  not  coming  here  to  spend  lioUdays  if  they 
Sn  be  murdered  like  dogs,  if  their  jewelry  can  be  taken  from 
ftem  and  If  gambling  Joints  and  hell  holes  can  be  run  and 
?r^Tby  the  head  of  the  police  department  and  then  when 
nUdTare  organized  the  criminals  can  be  tipped  off  when  the 
ra  ds  are  started.  People  know  of  the  conditions  They  do 
™ot  taow  all,  but  they  wiU  know  all.  This  is  our  city,  and  it  is 
rotten — rotten  to  the  core. 

Mr    SIMMONS.     Mr.  President ^  c,     *u 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  BLEASE.    With  pleasure.  r«roiinfl 

Mr     SIMMONS.     Does    the    Senator    from    South    Carolina 

mean"  to  say  that  a  grand  jury  sitting  to  Inquire  Into  an  alleg^ 

"rime  hea?d  the  witnesses  In  defense  of  the  man  who  was  sus- 

^M?  bLeaSR  "yes,  sir;  and  those  witnesses  were  presented 
by  the  man  whom  the  Government  Is  paying  to  represent  it 

^^Srsfm/ONS^  Tao  not  know,  Mr.  President,  what  may  be 
thflaw  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  that  sort  of  procedure 
ts  uotluowed'in  the  grand-jury  room  of  any  State  In  the  Union. 

"^mV.  5LLTE.*7t't  allowed  nowhere  In  the  world  except  in 

^'j??'sfMMONS.     It  is  a  very  remarkable  proceeding. 

Ut  BLEASE.  Furthermore,  those  witnesses  are  not  aUowed 
to  te^l"-haf  they  know  in  the  grand-jury  room.  The  man  who 
Is  repr^iUlng  the  Government  asks  them  Questions  and  they 
muS^wer  either  "yes"  or  "no."  They  are  not  told  to  go 
fhead  and  tell  what  they  know  about  this  case;  they  are  no 
:S  foneUal  iufor-atio^;  but  O^elr  a-wer  mus   be^^^y^ 

Z  fhUcirwenTb^f  o'r^e  thT  gran^  jury^'anS  was^not  allov^ 
tS  tell  whkt  he  knew  ;  he  was  not  allowed  to  give  circumstances , 
I  oo^tJ  ..Mowed  to  elve  facts ;  he  was  only  allowed  to  answer 
^""IriL."^^^'  or  "no^'S  propounded  to  him  by  the  man 
Ih?  is  suDiJ>?ed  To  be  represent?^  the  Government.  I  know 
:£at  1  am  ml^ng  aJut;  it  is  not  a  case  of  hearsay ;  I  got  be 
wuui  X  aui  .  .  .=•  J.  „*  *i,p  erand-jury  room  and  if  no  true 
hi  iTrerrn^' b'  the  McpSlrLti  case  it  will  be  because  of  the 
^2  f  !f  Mr  T^skev  in  presenting  to  the  grand  jury  every 
;'ltn^s1hi^he'"S  'SnS   to   pro've   that   McPherson   is  not 

^""Ttiflt  man  who  would  corrupt  the  ballot  box  or  the  juij  box  is 
thJ  worS  cn^dnaT  known  to  justice  or  civilization,  and  should 

^SSS^  JSa?!/ tL*^ra\l^V  wV  hive  In  Washington.    It 
^nators,  tnai  is  i  individual.     I  go  where  I  please, 

'''^."^l  i«v  ?  Zwbere  I  please,  to  suit  myself,  and  come 
llifj  when  l"  get  reaJv^  So  conditions  do  not  worry  me  per- 
back  when  i  get  ^*^""-^       .,  ^^  .  nnvbody  will  hurt  me  at  all; 

r?»'i?'  rmiLTb.7s:,S?oVII,'eLe°fe!rot'.  ought  ,„  k,.ow  ,h.t 
in  fact,  I  think  ;"«/J*^^  .  j  ij^yg  pard<Hied  more  cnmi- 

'  r"nrcZb  fthan  any  man  who  has  eve?  lived,  to  give  them 
nals  probably  than  any  ma  responsibility  above  our 

another  chance  in  life     But^e^ha^  .^l^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^ 

^tTZd  't^tTi^SeoftL^  Nation,  to  give  to  ^^;ashington  a 
city  and  to  \»f  P?^||'*'  );  .  .^  j^  dgan  poUce  officers,  clean 
'^'^l  n^dZ  tment;  and^not  men  who  themselves  sell  Uquor, 
m^  me"  wh"^ irSmTnals  charged  with  serious  offenses  the 
V  TthwiS  to  escape  from  their  cells,  not  men  who  accept 
brilis  m.t  men  who^at  up  a  witness  because  he  goes  into 
I^Ju^'and   teUs  on   one  of  their  pets,  as  was  done  here  the 

''Tirfo'?Slel's:nrMrr"Sesident,  that  I  asked  the 
Judic  ^ry  CoStee  by  a  resolution  to  see  «  the  Distnct  of 
Coiimbla  could  not  be  divided  into  more  than  one  d  |rtict  Aj 
T  have  said  the  various  States  are  so  divided.  My  State  whicn 
L  a  compara  ively  small  State,  has  thn>e  judges.  I  do  not  know 
px^<.t?v  but  I  doubt  If  there  are  as  many  people  n  South  Caro- 
exattiy,  Dui  *  "o""^  District  of  Columbia ;  certainly  there  are 
ioTsS'm^^y  as  Uve  hi  \?a'sh^^^^^^     and  In  tire  adjoining  ^U 

SHr-lin^e^^^  "  ~ 

SSK.0^^^^^^^^^^  ^  Te 

^?«>uld  not  draw  the  bill  now,  because  we  would  have  to  take 
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we  eonld  have  the  courts  going  on  at  the  same  time,  we  could 
J^ve'TusticSJ'to  look  after'each  district,  -^  -"J^*  »^-J«;^^^ 
to  look  after  each  district ;  and  I  believe  ^f^/Jf^^^j^  ^'IVJ^ 
we  wUl  ever  get  these  dockets  cleared.  I  believe  «  will  i>e 
round  to  te  the  only  way  in  which  both  guilty  men  and  innocent 
men  can  te  brought  promptly  to  trial,  as  provided  for  In  the 

''Thal^JcaUed  the  attention  of  the  Senate  «°d  U.e  att^^^^^  ,«| 

the  country  this  time— and  I  am  through  now— to  what  la  going 

on  in Xs  town.    I  could  have  presented  you  this  corning  with 

a  little  substance  that  shines  and  looks  somewhat  l^J^e  P^a°": 

fated  sugar     They  tell  me  that  It  Is  the  most  dangerous  of  all 

d'iu^!i:S^aine^    /saw  a  package  of  It  tl^i«  mornli^and  was^old 

it  was  boueht  on  Pennsylvania  Avenue  this  week.     1  saw  it; 

my^Tf     The  maS  had  It  in  his  hand.    I  was  told  that  anyone 

couM  get  more  In  20  minutes  if  the  man  Is  In  his  office;  yet    hey 

f.  11  us  thS  we  have  a  clean  city.     Some  of  the  papers  hold  up 

^^sh  nSoUs  iJs,  that,  and  the  other     Well  what  I  have  read 

here  looks  like  a  clean  city.    It  lo«.ks  like  efficient  officials.     It 

looks  like  men  who  are  doing  their  duty.  „rorw>se  to 

ThPrP  is  a  little  personal  matter  that  I  do  not  propose  to 

r  JeX  at  aSy  ength  now.  but  I  mention  it  In  order  that  If  any- 

thng  comes  up  you  will  remember  that  I  did  mention  It     There 

are  niThan&ng  around  police  headquarters  here  who  have 

^l^ul^^.^  out  of  the  police  service  ^}^-^'^l^%tyio^ 
having  Influence  doing  dirty  work ;  and  some  of  that  <l/rty  worK 
is  be^ng  done  aTgainst  Members  of  this  body.  I  merely  call  at- 
teiitionSo  ?hat  now  so  that  if  anything  comes  up  later  I  can 

how  you  that  I  knew  what  was  going  «"•  I  ^^t  they  are 
there  I  know  they  are  there  every  day.  I  know  what  they  are 
doing  On?  o^  them  Is  so  kind  as  to  take  his  dinner  some  days 
f^^L  coffee  shop  where  I  dine.  I  suppose  he  does  not  think 
tSdt  5  Sow  Mm  oT  know  that  he  is  taking  his  dinner  there ; 
K  .  t\i^  HLv  u  T  know  the  table  at  which  he  sits.  I  always 
?a"ke'^Cs"r:^  thlrhe'slV'faclng  me,  and  not  behind  my 

^''kow    Senators   those  are  the  facts  that  I  have  told  you,  and 
I  c'ln  prove'evTr^  one  of  them  to  the  entire  Senate  in^n^^^^. 

I  am  ^ing  to  prove  them  to  your  «"»><^'>™™'"^.-^  ^.tT^Jl^d 
think  will  deny  them.    The  newspapers  say  they  are  true,  ana, 
nfron^   they  never  have  told  a  lie.    What  are  yon  going  to 
So  abouTit   Mr.  Chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee?    Shelve 

Irrc^hok^d^^o  d^^i^ifoth^r  Ser^i^rr  u£S 

iE^r  ^ia?^^onrS?e^?e{S  To  ^^^ 
Smon  and  tS  horrible  condition  of  crime  that  Is  going  on  la 
the  Capital  City  of  our  Nation? 

BOOra   W.    BABSON'S    CRITICISM    OF   THE   SBNATU 

be  mid  to  a  f  Jw  paragraphs  preceding  the  particular  matter 
to  which  I  address  myself,  as  follows; 

Certainly,  the  business  men  of  Rome  had  no  more  on  «"«  ;'»';;°  J* 
wa?  fiddling  daring  tbat  great  panlc  of  2,000  years  «»  t^^^^J 
buslnese  men  of  America  have  on  our  Congres.  which  1.  fld«llmg  so 
hrtoelesslv  to-day.     This  especially  applies  to  the  Senate. 

Sr  while  the  stock  market  has  crashed  and  boalnew  la  decUnlug. 
tbermen^o^tCregard  for  the  Nation  or  their  constituents  a^ 
SC  only  of  themselves  and  their  own  political  fortunes.  More- 
over Xsdi.  not  apply  to  any  one  part  of  one  group.  IteP«»;^''^'^"f 
and  D^mocrr^'  Old  Guard  and  "  froahmen,"  conaervatlTe.  and  radicals 
"un^'ad  old:  are  just  playing  politics  with  the  idea  of  putting  their 
opponents  in  a  hole. 

CBQK8    CONGBMS    TO   AD.IOCBN 

In  behalf  of"  the  business  men  of  America  I  appeal  to  Congress  to 
adjour^n  the  tariff  and  stay  adjourned  until  business  confidence  i. 
revived.  .  .  «  ». 

The  naragraphs  I  have  read  are  foUowed  by  some  In  which 
incense'^s  buS  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
r^^tion  is  given  to  the  heroic  efforts  he  Is  making  to  save 
tSrfftuat?on  Then,  toward  the  close  of  the  article,  we  have 
the  following :  .     „     .^    ♦ 

Let  Cong«*«  pans  one  bill  giving  necessary  power,  to  President 
Hoover  as^  thV^mocratlc  Congress  of  1014,  and  then  adjourn 

A    iimcal    EK^ratoriom    with    a    united    Congress    behind    Prealdent 
Hc^veT  woSd  do  more  good  to  burtne«.  than  anything  else.     Moreover 
w^erth^se  Represenutlves  and  Senators  got  Jjck  *»  f/'°^«\'-^^''2 
would    see    a    rtde    of   American    bariness    which    they    don  t    .ee    la 
WashlngtoB. 


584^1 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECIORD— SENATE 


George 

Kendrick 

Simmons 

Giliett 

Keyes 

Smith 

Glass 

La  Foilette 

Smoot 

Goff 

McKellar 

Stelwer 

GoldBborougb 

McMaHter 

Swanson 

Greene 

MiNary 

Tbomas.  Idaho 

Hale 

Moses 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Harris 

Norbeck 

Townsend 

Harrison 

Norrts 

Trammell 

HastlnKs 

Nye 

Tydings 

Uataeid 

Overman 

Vandt^  nt>erg 

Hawes 

I'attprson 

Wagner 

Hayden 

Phipps 

Wnlrott 

Hebert 

Uansdell 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Hcflin 

Robinson,  Ind. 

Walab.  Mont. 

Howell 

Sack.tt 

Waterman 

Johnson 

Scball 

Wheeler 

Jones 

Sheppard 

Kean 

Sbort  ridge 

There  are  times  when  oar  Representatlres  and  Senators  are  needed 
at  Washington,  but  to-day  they  are  most  needed  at  home. 

Mr.  PT«ldent,  thl-s  cwnreys  an  idea  which  has  been  the  sub- 
ject of  .some  animaiiversion  heretofore  in  this  Chamber,  namely, 
that  what  we  really  need  in  this  country  is  a  Mussolini ;  that 
we  want  a  dictator,  a  President  of  the  United  States  who  \vlll 
do  the  whole  job  of  enacting  our  laws,  legislating  for  us  as 
well  as  executing  and  administering  the  laws;  and  support  is 
clairaetl  for  that  idea  because  it  is  said  that  it  was  put  In  force 
during  the  Democratic  administration  of  President  Wilson. 

Mr.  COXNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  in 
or«ier  that  I  may  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum?  I  think  the 
other  side  of  the  Chamber  ought  to  get  the  benefit  of  this. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALIA'.     I  make  the  point  of  no  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fehs  in  the  chair)  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Tht'  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

answered  to  their  names: 

Alton 

Barkloy 

BitigbHrn 

black 

Blaine 

Blease 

Bomb 

Bratton 

Broussard 

Capp«r 

C'onnally 

Cojielund 

CoiiA^ris 

Cutting 

Dale 

Dill 

FV>as 

Fletcher 

Frazier 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy-four  Senators  have 
answered  to  their  names.     There  is  a  quorum  present. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mtmtana.  Mr.  President,  when  the  proceed- 
ings wer«  interrupted  by  a  call  for  a  quorum,  I  was  asking  at- 
tention to  the  Babson  article  appearing  in  the  press  this  morn- 
ing, and  referring  particularly  to  that  part  of  it  which  charges 
the  Senate  with  aggravating  the  present  situation  caused  by 
the  cra.sh  In  Wall  Street  while  the  President  of  the  United 
States  was  engaged  in  a  commendable  effort  to  relieve  the 
tension. 

I  was  inviting  particular  attention  to  the  concluding  para- 
graph of  the  article,  as  follows: 

Let  Congress  pass  one  bill  giring  necessary  powers  to  President 
Hoover,  as  did  the  Democratic  Congress  of  1914.  and  then  adjourn. 

A  political  moratorium  with  a  united  Congress  behind  President 
Hoover  would  do  more  good  to  business  than  anything  else.  More- 
over, when  these  Representatives  and  Senators  got  back  to  Main  Street 
they  would  se^  a  side  of  American  business  which  tbey  don't  see  in 
Washington. 

There  are  times  when  our  Representatives  and  Senators  are  needed 
at  Washington,  but  to-day  tbey  are  most  needed  at  home. 

The  idea  conreyeil  by  the  article  is  one  which  has  heretofore 
been  the  subject  of  some  discussion  In  the  Senate,  the  idea  that 
what  we  really  need  in  this  country  is  a  dictator,  a  President 
of  the  United  States  who  would  play  the  part  of  Mussolini  in 
Italy,  Riviera  In  Spain,  and  Pilsudskl  in  Poland,  and  not  be 
bothered  at  all  with  a  Congress  that  exhibits  little  good  s^ise 
and  no  business  capacity  of  any  kind  whatever. 

To  buttress  up  the  contention  that  that  is  the  kind  of  a  Gov 
emment   we  ought   to  have,   it   will   be  remembered   that   Mr. 
Grundy  a  few  weeks  ago  suggested  what  he  thought  ought  to  t>e 
a  remodeling  of  our  system  of  government     This  Idea  is  but- 
tressetl  up  by  the  following : 

Let  Congress  pass  one  bill,  giving  necessary  powers  to  President 
Hcover.  as  did  the  Democratic  Congress  of  1914.  and  then  adjourn. 

I  believed  that  I  had  a  rather  accurate  idea  and  recollection 
of  the  legislation  of  1914.  Of  course,  the  crisis  of  that  time  was 
precipitated  by  the  outbreak  of  the  war  in  Europe.  It  was  a 
grave  situation.  The  world  exchanges  had  gone  to  smash,  and 
the  conditions  called  for  statesmanship  of  the  very  highest 
character.  That  the  situation  was  met  In  a  manner  that  mer- 
lt»*d  unstinted  praise  I  think  everyone  will  now  at  least  admit 

It  was  not  met.  however,  as  here  suggested,  by  the  Congress 
giving  swet^ping  powers  to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
and  then  adjourning.  I  have  this  morning  made  a  hurried 
examination  of  the  statutes  enacted  between  the  31st  day  of 
August.  1914.  when  the  war  broke  out  in  Europe,  and  the  time 
when  the  Congress  adjourned,  on  the  24th  day  of  October,  and 
I  find  no  statute  whatever — and  that  is  entirely  in  accord  with 
my  recollection — granting  to  tiie  President  of  the  United  States 
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any  extraordinary  powers,  or.  Indeed,  any  powers  at  all.  On 
the  ( ontrary,  during  that  perio<l.  In  addition  to  a  very  consid- 
erable grist  of  legislation,  general  in  character,  there  was 
enac  ed  some  of  the  most  important  legislation  that  gave  dis- 
tinct on  to  the  first  adimuistration  of  President  Wilson. 

I  may  remark  in  passing  that  the  Congress  having  been 
assembled  in  special  ses.sion  upon  the  call  of  the  President  of 
the  iiited  States  on  the  7th  day  of  April.  1913,  it  remained  In 
cont  uuous  session,  without  break,  until  the  24th  day  of  October, 
1914  the  special  session  thus  called  merging  into  the  general 
sessi  )n  beginning  the  first  Monday  in  December,  1913. 

Af  :er  war  was  declared  in  Europe,  far  from  then  adjourning 
aftei  granting  general  iiowers  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  deal  with  the  situation,  important  legislation  was 
enuc  ed. 

Ml.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  in  the  interest  of  accuracy,  may 
I  cal  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  I  think  he  stated 
that  the  special  session  adjourned  in  (k-tober. 

Ml.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  special  session  convened  the 
7th  I  lay  of  April  and  ended  with  the  t)egiuning  of  the  general 
session  on  the  1st  day  of  December. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Vice  President  Marsliail  announced 
that  the  hour  of  12  o'clock  on  December  1  having  arrived,  the 
spec  ai  .session  stood  adjourned,  an<l  the  hour  of  12  o'chx^k  on 
Dec<mber  1,  1913.  having  arrived,  the  general  session  started. 

Tliat  general  session  continued  until  the  24th  day  of  the  fol- 
low! ig  October. 

Ml'.  NORRIS.  That  was  my  recollection  of  the  matter,  and 
I  ro»e  only  becan.se  I  thought  the  Senator  said,  and  Senators 
around  me  had  the  same  impression,  that  the  si)ecial  session 
adjo  arned  in  October.  I  wanted  to  call  his  attention  to  the  fact 
that  it  did  not. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  I  made  any  such  stateanent,  it 
refeired,  of  course,  to  the  general  session  which  convened  in 
December,  1913. 

The  conditions  arising  consequent  upon  the  declaration  of  war 
made  It  next  to  impt>s!5iiile  to  secure  marine  insurance  for 
Ame  "lean  ships,  and  (»n  September  2,  1914,  there  was  approved 
by  tl  e  President  of  the  United  States  the  war  risk  insurance  act. 

Or  September  26,  1914.  there  was  approved  the  act  creating 
the    ''ederal  Trade  Commission. 

Oi  October  15.  1914.  there  was  approved  the  Clayton  Act, 
dealing  with  the  trust  problem. 

Or  October  20,  1914.  there  was  approved  the  act  authorizing 
the  leasing  of  coal  lands  In  Alaska. 

Or  October  22,  1914.  there  was  approved  an  act  revising  and 
reemcting  the  Internal  revenue  law. 

Or  Septeml)er  11.  1914,  an  act  was  pa.s.sed  appropriating 
$1,(K  0,000  to  repatriate  American  citizens  marooned  In  Europe, 
or  t>  reimburse  the  governments  of  the  European  countries 
whir  li  had  made  advances  to  those  so  situateil.  and  the  pro- 
gran  under  which  the  Democratic  Party  came  into  pow-er  In 
1913  having  been  completed,  the  Congress  adjourned  on  the 
24th  day  of  October.  1914.  there  having  been  enacted  mean- 
while, first,  the  tariff  revision  of  1013,  the  Underwoo<l-Simmons 
Act ;  the  Federal  reserve  law  had  been  enacted ;  the  trust 
prob  em  had  been  dealt  with  through  the  two  acts  referred  to, 
the  '  ?rade  Commission  act  and  the  Clayton  Act. 

Tins,  the  program  having  t)een  completed,  the  Congress,  after 
having  been  in  session  continuously  for  something  more  than  a 
year  and  a  lialf,  adjourned. 

M  •.  President,  Mr.  Babson  represents  liiniself  as  a  statis- 
tician, an  assembler  of  facts  and  figures,  which  he  furnishes  to 
bu.sl  less  hou.ses  in  the  United  States,  data  supposed  to  l)e  en- 
tirely* reliable.  Yet  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  i>olnt,  joining 
In  a  hue  and  cry  against  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
and  particularly  against  tlie  Senate  of  the  Uniteil  States,  he  is 
perf  ?ctly  willing  to  put  out  such  perfectly  obviously  false  state- 
men  8  concerning  historical  matter. 

I   lo  not  care  to  comment  upon  the  article  generally. 

M'.  GLASS.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

M  r.  WALSH  of  Montana.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GLASS.  Does  not  the  Senator  realize  that  that  is  simply 
a  part  of  a  concerted  effort  to  direct  attention  away  from  those 
responsible  for  this  disaster  and  to  give  it  a  different  color? 

M-.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Quite  likely.  I  do  not  read  Mr. 
Babi  ion's  article  as  being  in  effect  a  repetition  of  tlie  charge 
mads  by  Mr.  Kent,  of  New  York,  a  few  days  ago,  that  the 
crasxi  was  due  to  the  attitude  and  conduct  of  what  he  his 
termed  "  the  coalition."  Mr.  Babsou's  comment  is  a  general 
tiraie  against  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  particu- 
lar!; against  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  witliout  uuder- 
takl  Ig  to  say  that  It  is  responsible  for  the  crash,  but  that,  the 
eras  1  having  occurred,  it  is  the  business  of  the  Congress  t» 
qalt;  in  other  words,  that  this  body  ought  to  be  deterred  from 


proceeding  with  what  it  conceives  to  be  Its  duty  to  the  country 
whenever  Wall  Street  gets  Into  trouble  of  any  kind  or  a  panic 
in  the  stock  exchange  ensues.  m     x.     a       * 

Mr  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  the  remarks  of  the  Senatoi 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Walsh]  illustrate  what  has  been  recognuBetl 
for  a  long  time  with  reference  to  Babson— that  is,  he  is  utterly 
unreliable  as  to  facts  and  utterly  unsound  as  to  opiuums. 

It  has  been  some  time  since  the  business  world  found  it  safe 
to  rely  upon  the  statements  of  Mr.  Babson.  Whatever  prestige 
he  once  had  and  whatever  position  he  once  occupied,  he  has  for- 
feited by  reason  of  his  willingnes.s  to  serve  certain  interests,  and 
to  prostitute  his  intellect  for  ciTtaiu  purposes. 

What  is  it  that  so  disturbs  Mr.  Babson?  What  has  the  Con 
gress  done  or  propo.sed  to  do?  What  has  been  its  attitude  that 
business  should  be  shJiken  by  the  presence  here  of  the  Congress. 
and  e.si)ecially  of  the  Senate?  There  has  been  no  threat,  no  man- 
ifest intenth.n  to  disturb  the  protective  system.  There  has  been 
no  purpo.^e  expressed,  either  impliedly  or  directly,  that  the 
vast  interests  which  are  now  overprotected  were  to  be  as.sailed. 
We  have  not  assailed  these  interests  in  the  enjoyment  of  more 
than  ample  protection.  ,.   ,  .     ^,  j     k^ 

The  protective  system  has  never  loeen  attacked  In  this  ooay 
since  the  Congress  convened.  The  coalition,  so  CJilleU.  has  never 
manifested  a  puiptwe  to  tear  down  or  destroy  the  prot«'tive 
system  but  only  to  enable  the  entire  country  and  all  industries 
to  .share  the  i)rotectlve  system.  We  have  not  sought  to  demolish 
the  fabric.  We  have  a«k«.>d.  according  to  our  pledges  in  the 
campaign,  to  come  in  ami  enjoy  it,  and  that  is  all  that  has 
been  done  When  Mr.  Babson  attacks  the  situation,  while  un- 
willing directly  to  admit  it,  he  is  speaking  for  those  in  Uiis 
country  who  desire  that  the  protective  system  shall  apply  to 
manufacturing  interesta  alone.  He  wants  a  s.vstem  which 
amounts  to  a  special  privilege— «n  unjust  and  partial  system. 

Does  any(tne  suppose  if  we  were  here  engaged  In  the  task 
of  Increasiiig,  regardless  of  the  con.seience  behind  the  increase, 
those  manufacturing  duties  that  Mr.  Babson  would  want  us  to 
adjourn?  Would  his  ma.sters  who  have  sixiken  to  him  .spejik  to 
him  In  different  language  and  say,  "  Send  out  a  call  to  business 
that  Congress  should  adjourn"?  Certainly  not.  But  when  we 
come  here  and  in  accordance  with  our  pledges  say  that  we  wish 
to  equalize,  if  it  may  be  done,  the  protective  system  as  to 
manufactures  and  agricultural  interests,  those  who  have  always 
been  opposed  to  it  being  done  speak  through  the  selfish  and 
venal  voice  of  Babson. 

Let  rae  call  attention  to  ju.st  one  sot  of  figures.  Since  1919 
the  American  industrial  income  has  increased  from  ^.^iO.OOO.OOO,- 
000  to  $7t>000.»NiO.(KX),  52  per  cent.  Is  anyb<Jdy  attacking  it?  Is 
anyone  assailuig  It?  Is  Mr.  Babson  satisfied  with  an  increase 
of  52  per  cent?  Is  busine-«  going  to  be  shaken  to  tlie  earth  so 
Kmg  as  that  Is  continuing?  And  It  is  continuing.  Those  for 
whom  Balwon  speaks  are  enjoying  to-day  97  per  cent  of  the 
whole  market.  What  do  they  want?  Have  the  people  of  the 
country,  the  consumers,  no  rights? 

But  on  the  other  hand,  since  1917  agriculture  has  decreased 
In  income  from  $15,000,000,000  to  $12,000,000,000,  a  decrease  of 
20  per  cent  It  Is  for  the  purpose  of  rectifying  as  nearly  as  we 
may  that  manifest  injustice,  an  injustice  which  is  striking  at 
the  economic  life  of  the  United  States,  that  Senators  have  come 
here  and  in  go<Hl  faith,  through  the  heateti  season  and  un- 
brokenly  have  been  at  work,  while  this  man  who  has  no  re- 
sixmsibiVity.  who  could  not  carry  a  precinct  in  the  IJnited  States, 
whom  no  wie  longer  trusts,  presume**  to  say  to  Senators  of  the 
United  States  under  their  oaths  that  they  shall  abandon  that 

task. 

This  i«  not  alone  the  western  agricultural  interest.  It  is  the 
entire  agricultural  interest  of  the  United  States.  1  have  on  my 
desk  which  I  will  not  take  the  time  to  road,  an  advertisement 
from  the  columns  of  a  newspaper  in  the  great  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania where  In  one  county  35  farm-s  a  few  days  ago  were  ad- 
vertised for  sale  at  auction— those  old  farms  which  the  families 
now  residing  there  have  occupied  through  their  ancestors  from 
the  Uevohuiou,  where  they  have  nurtured  and  maintained  the 
brain  and  brawn  which  were  the  backbone  of  American  strength. 
Tliey  have  now  reached  the  time  that  they  are  offering  their 
homes  with  their  sacred  traditions,  all  the  .sacretlness  which 
enrich' them,  and  all  that  they  have,  upon  the  knockdown  of  the 
sheriff's  hammer.  What  happened?  When  the  auction  day 
came  those  farms  wore  bid  in  not  by  other  farmers,  not  by  thoi^e 
who  were  willing  to  risk  their  efforts  and  their  energy  in  the 
agritultural  field.  They  were  bid  in  by  the  banks  for  whom  this 
iiitelltH.tual  slave  speaks. 

That  is  the  fight,  Mr.  President,  which  Senators  under  their 
oaths  are  undertaking  to  the  best  of  their  ability.  But  we  .serve 
notice  uoon  Babson  and  all  his  kind  that  until  we  have  done 


all  that  we  can  do  in  order  to  remedy  that  Injustice  we  will  not 
cease  in  our  efforts. 

Let  me  read  a  paragraph  or  two  from  the  utteriy  false  and 
fallacious  statements  of  a  man  who  has  profes-sed  to  be  an  ad- 
viser to  the  sane  and  honest  people  of  the  United  States. 

Certainly  the  business  men  of  Rome  had  no  more  on  Nero  when  he 
was  fiddling  durioR  the  great  panic  of  2,0(H>  years  ago  than  the  business 
men  of  America  have  on  our  Congress  which  is  Addling  so  hopelessly 
to-day. 

In  other  words,  havin?  met  for  the  purpose  of  readjusting  the 
tariff,  having  met  under  the  command  of  the  American  people, 
under  tlie  pledge  of  both  great  i>artie>^  to  carry  out  the  command 
of  120.000.000  people  expressed  through  their  representatives, 
we  are  deemed  to  be  in  the  position  of  the  drunken  Emperor 
who  has  been  snpi>o.«e«l,  although  It  now  seems  improperly  sup- 
posed, to  have  been  fiddling  while  Rome  was  burning. 

Hero,  whilo  the  stoclt  market  h.-is  crashed  and  business  Is  declining, 
these  men  witliout  any  rogard  for  the  Nation — 

"While  the  stock  market  has  crashed!"  Notice  his  subtle 
dishonesty,  his  studied  tleception.  in  saying  not  openly  that  the 
.stock  market  has  crashed  because  of  our  being  here,  but  convey- 
ing indirectly  nevertheless  to  the  pe  >ple  Of  the  United  States 
that  those  who  get  ready  to  tear  at  one  another's  i>ocket8  in 
Wall  Street  were  doing  s(.  because  the  I'ongress  of  the  United 
States  perchance  proposeti  to  do  justice  to  agriculture. 

Moreover,  this  does  not  apply  to  anyone  part  of  one  group.  Republl- 
cnns  and  Democrats,  Old  Guard  and  "  freshmen."  conservatives  and 
radicals,  youns  and  old,  are  just  playing  politics  with  the  idea  of  putting 
their  opponents  in  a  hole. 

Where  is  the  politics  of  the  matter?  The  poUtics  took  place 
in  the  campaign  of  1928.  Notwithstanding  Mr.  Babson's  evident 
displeasure  with  our  form  of  government,  nothwithstanding  he 
seems  to  desire  that  the  voice  of  the  people  shall  never  be  heard, 
yet  so  long  as  our  Government  exists  as  it  does  exist  and  so 
long  as  no  Mussolini  has  yei  been  called  in,  there  is  only  one 
safe  rule  to  guide  us.  and  that  is  the  composite  opinion  of  the 
men  and  women  of  the  United  States  expressed  at  the  polls.  I 
Hsk  Mr.  Babson  or  anyone  else  to  state  to  the  public  in  specific 
terms  wherein  this  Congress  has  digressed  from  the  pledges 
made  and  the  Indorsement  given  to  those  pledges  by  the  people 
of  the  United  States. 

Now  doubtless  he  thinks  it  all  wrong.  It  may  be,  if  a  man 
like  Mussolini  were  in  control  of  this  matter  or  In  control  of 
the  Unitetl  States  Government  that  a  man  like  Babson  could 
be  better  cared  for  and  better  taken  in  custody  in  every  exigency. 
But  it  might  also  happen,  on  the  other  hand,  that  he  would  be 
beheaded  or  sent  to  the  i-sland  prison,  because  if  lie  should  ever 
make  the  fatal  mistake  of  stating  a  fact  falsely  and  contrary  to 
the  views  of  the  Government  that  would  be  the  result  which 
would  come  to  him.  That  would  he  the  most  persuasive  argu- 
ment in  favor  of  Fascism  yet  advanced. 

In  behalf  of  the  business  men  of  America.  I  appeal  to  Congress  to 
adjourn  on  the  tariff  and  stay  adjourned  until  business  confidence  U 
revived.  •  •  •  The  restoration  of  confidence  depends  on  Congress 
adjourning  and  giving  President  Hoover  a  free  hand  to  develop  ths 
work  which  he  has  in  mind.  •  •  •  The  conflict  over  the  tariH, 
international  affairs — 

Observe  again  the  cowardly  misrepresentations.  Wherein  is 
the  Congress  interfering  with  the  Prc^sident's  foreign  affairs? 
In  what  respect  are  we  bickering,  as  he  says,  over  International 
affairs?  Has  Congress  manifested  any  disapproval  of  any  for- 
eign movement  which  the  President  has  made,  or  Jiny  movement 
with  reference  to  foreign  affairs?  But  Mr.  Babson  would  draw 
in  in  the  subtle  manner  in  which  he  builds  up  6  perfectly  false 
statement,  the  Indication  to  the  country  that  the  Congress  is 
here  seeking  to  embarras.s  the  President  in  foreign  matters. 
Another  studied  misrepresentation. 

Mr  President,  this  Is  perfectly  characteristic  of  the  class 
of  men  whom  Babson  so  faithfuUy  represents.  It  will  be  re- 
membered that  we  had  a  stock-market  crash  in  1907,  when 
Ro<»sevelt  was  President  of  the  United  States.  At  that  time 
there  was  published  to  the  world— whether  through  Mr.  Baboon 
or  not  I  do  not  know ;  that  was  perhaps  before  he  became  sub- 
servient spokesman,  but  through  others,  the  statement  that  the 
Ira.sh  in  Wall  Street,  the  break  in  the  exchange,  was  due  to  the 
policies  and  the  conduct  of  the  administration.  Colonel  Roose- 
velt took  occasion  at  Nashville.  Tenn.,  on  October  22,  1907.  to 
say: 

If  a  section  of  the  busines.s  world  goes  a  little  craiy.  it  will  have  to 
pay  for  It;  and,  being  excessively  human,  when  It  does  pay  for  It,  It 
will  want  to  blame  some  one  else  Instead  of  Itself. 
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That  is  precisely  what  Is  happening  here.  They  are  seeking 
to  blame  8ome  one  besides  tliemselves,  some  one  besides  those 
who  are  reKponsible  for  what  is  ffoing  on.  They  are  seeking  in 
some  way  to  rest  the  blame  where  in  no  sense  it  belongs.  They 
will  not  succeeil.  The  American  i>eopie  have  passed  beyond 
being  misled  by  an^'  such  mendacious  statements  as  come  from 
Babson. 

•  •  •  If  at  any  tlm'?  a  portion  of  tbe  bualnesa  world  toMfl  Its 
bwid.  It  ban  loat  what  no  outside  aid  can  supply.  If  there  is  reokless 
•Tfr«peculatlon  or  diihonest  bailness  management,  Juat  an  sure  m  late 
tbere  will  follow  a  partial  collapse. 

There  has  been  trouble  In  the  stock  market.  In  the  high  Snaudal 
world,  during  the  past  few  months.  The  statement  has  frt<iu«»ntly 
been  made  that  the  pollciea  for  which  I  stand,  legislative  and  execu- 
tive, are  responsible  for  that  trouble.  Now.  gentlemen,  those  policies 
of  mine  can  be  summed  up  In  one  brief  sentence.  They  repre«etit  the 
effort  to  punish  successful  dishonesty.  I  doubt  If  those  policies  have 
had  any  material  effect  In  bringing  about  the  present  trouble,  l^t  If 
they  have  it  will  not  alter  In  the  slightest  degree  my  determination 
that  for  the  remaining- 16  months  of  my  term  those  polidea  shall  be 
persevered  In  unswervingly. 

•  *  *  I  do  not  for  a  moment  admit  that  putting  theae  poli- 
cies into  effect  baa  bad  any  real  consequence  in  bringing  about  rach 
conditions  as  we  have  from  time  to  time  seen  In  the  stock  market. 
All  we  have  done  baa  been  to  unearth  tbe  wrongdoing.  It  was  not  the 
fact  that  It  was  oaearthed  that  did  the  damage.  It  was  tbe  fact  that 
It  existed  to  be  unearthed — that  is  what  did  tbe  damage.  All  1  did 
waa  to  turn  on  the  light.  I  am  responsible  for  turning  on  the  light, 
bat  I  am  not  responsible  for  what  the  light  showed.  It  la  impusfdble 
to  cut  out  a  cancer  without  making  the  patient  feel  for  a  few  days 
rather  sicker  than  he  felt  before;  but  If  It  were  not  cut  out  the  patient 
would  die.  No  material  well-being  can  save  this  Nation  If  it  loaca  the 
lift  toward  higher  things. 

Tbe  man  who  boUda  a  railroad — 

Said  President  Rooserelt — 
where  it  la-seeded  and  runa  It  honestly  is  a  benefactor  who  la  entitled  to 
an  ample  reward  for  what  he  baa  done.  We  should  back  blm  up.  pro- 
tect him  against  unjust  attacks.  But  the  man  who  manipulates  the 
■ecurltles  of  that  road  so  as  to  swindle  the  outside  public,  or  the  stock- 
holdera  or  Investors  of  any  kind,  or  the  shippers,  or  to  oppress  the  wage 
workers,  or  to  swindle  the  people  at  large — that  man  is  doing  all  that 
he  can  to  bring  down  In  ruin  the  fabric  of  our  Institutions,  and  it  is  our 
koalness  to  set  our  faces  like  flint  against  bis  wrongdoing,  to  endeavor 
to  undo  that  wrongdoing  in  the  Interest  of  the  people  as  a  whole,  and 
primarily  in  the  interest  of  the  honest  man  of  means. 

Mr.  President,  If  Mr.  Babson  has  any  facts  or  figures  to  dis- 
close or  any  reason  to  disclose  to  the  effect  that  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  Is  attacking  a  sound  business  prlncli^e  of  any 
kind  or  nature,  if  Mr.  Babson  has  any  facts  or  flgnres  to  di.sclose 
that  the  Congress  is  seeking  to  work  an  injustice  to  anybody.  If 
he  has  any  facts  or  figures  to  disclose  that  Congress  is  seeking 
to  favor  anyone  to  the  disadvantage  of  another,  let  him  present 
them  to  tbe  public  and  the  public  will  be  glad  to  know  of  than. 
But  when  a  man  engages  In  mere  tirades,  unconscionable  abuse, 
and  venal  generalities  in  an  attack  which  has  no  justification 
MTe  that  of  the  dictation  of  his  masters,  it  is  not  probable  that 
the  public  of  the  United  States  will  give  it  consideration,  and 
certainly  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  will  not  do  so. 

Mr.  GEORGE  obUined  the  floor. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  before  we  start  on  the  tariff  bill 
I  thought  we  mlg^t  hold  an  executive  session. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  am  going  to  detain  the  Senate  but  a  very 
few  minutes. 

Mr.  JONES.     Very  weU. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  tldnk  quite  too  much  consid- 
eration Is  given  to  Mr.  Babson.  I  doubt  if  many  thoughtful  men 
in  the  United  States  believe  that  he  is  very  loyal  to  anything 
except  mendacity  as  a  principle,  anyway.  He  is  simply  repeat- 
ing and  reechoing  what  banker  Kent  had  to  say  in  New  York, 
to  wit.  that  Congress  is  responsible  for  the  destruction  of  public 
confidence  in  bu.slness  In  the  United  States ;  or,  as  he  puts  it,  if 
JBot  responsible  for  the  destruction  of  confidence,  the  continuance 
of  Congress  in  session  is  the  chief  impediment  In  the  way  of  the 
speedy  restoration  of  public  confidence.  1  want  to  read  Jtist  a 
paragraph  from  Mr.  Babson's  article  which  was  not  read  by  the 
Senators  who  have  discussed  the  matter.     It  is  this : 

When,  however,  we  put  all  of  these  reasons  In  a  statistician's  test 
tube,  the  one  which  frankly  stands  out  to  l>e  the  most  Important  la  the 
action  of  Congress  during  these  critical  times. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho  stopped  just  short  of 
reading  a  very  pertinent  observation  of  Mr.  Babson.    Be  says: 

Manufacturers  arc  being  upset  by  tariff  legislation-— 
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1  he  Senator  quoted — 
trade  Is  being  held  up  by  international  bickering- 
was  also  quoted  by  the  Senator — 

while  Ather  events  are  going  on  In  Wa.shiDgton  which  are  very  detri- 
mental  to  general  business. 

President,  It  is  pertinent  to  Inquire,  what  "  other  events  " 
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ng  on?    The  only  other  event  of  note  or  moment  Is  the 
gation  of  the  tariff  lobbyists.    That  is  the  event  to  which 


ref >rs — 

Other  events  which  are  now  going  on  in  Washington! 

He  ( •ould  have  made  no  more  direct  reference  to  the  real  cause 
of  his  complaint  against  the  C<wgress  and  especially  against  the 
Senat4 . 

But,  Mr.  President,  the  remarkable  thing  is  that  Mr.  Babson 
wishef  to  turn  the  whole  matter  over  to  Mr.  Hoover,  the  Presi- 
dent cif  the  United  States.  He  wishes  Congress  to  take  an  ad- 
joumiient  sine  die  and  give  unto  the  President  something  like 
arbitnry  power,  if  I  correctly  read  his  article,  and  let  the  Con- 
gress eo  home  and  stay  at  home. 

Now,  I  am  going  to  assume  that  he  and  Kent  are  right,  to  wit, 
that  tpe  session  of  the  Senate  has  contributed  something  to  the 
disaster  on  the  stock  exchange — I  am  assuming  it,  however, 
merely  for  the  sake  of  the  argument — and  that  the  failure  of 
the  S«  nate  to  adjourn  or  its  continuance  in  session  transacting 
the  people's  businefts  is  chiefly  responsible  for  the  lack  of  confi- 
dence that  exists  to-day.  Now,  let  us  analyze  that  statement. 
If  It  te  true,  who  is  responsible  for  the  Senate  being  in  session, 
Mr.  President?  I  do  not  want  to  inject  a  partisan  note  into  the 
di.scu!4»ion,  but  Mr.  Babson  reminds  us,  as  we  have  bepn  re- 
y  reminded  In  various  quarters,  that  when  government 

over  to  the  President  all  will  be  well. 
Hoover,  the  President  of  the  United  States,  is  a  great 
ve ;  he  has  had  wide  and  extensive  experience  in  business. 
w  or  should  have  known  that  tariff  legislation  ungulded 
nite  Instruction  would  have  what  Mr.  Babson  believes  it 
has  hid  and  what  Mr.  Kent  charges  it  has  had,  a  disastrotis 
effect  upon  baslnes.s.  We  are  not  left  to  surmise  about  It,  be- 
cause Mr.  Hoover  in  the  one  utterance  that  he  has  made  about 
the  ta  iff  said  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  could  not 
be  trusted  to  re>"lse  tariffs  or  make  tariff  acts;  that  what  was 
needet  was  an  '*  Executive  tariff."  He  reminded  us  and  re- 
mlndel  the  country  of  the  length  of  time  consumed  in  the  con- 
sidera  ion  of  every  tariff  measure  heretofore  considered  by  the 
Congr>ss.  He  even  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  Congress 
tinker  ng  with  the  tariff  was  the  most  di.sturbing  influence  on 
busine  ^s  that  could  weil  be  imagined.  So  if  Babson  is  right — 
and  h^  speaks  like  a  paid  propagandist,  not  of  the  President,  I 
will  say,  as  I  want  to  be  fair,  but  of  the  big  business  interests 
of  the  country  that  he  is  now  trying  to  serve — if  Babson  Is  right, 
if  Kei  t  is  right,  in  view  of  the  great  experience  of  the  present 
Chief  Executive  and  the  statement  which  he  gave  to  us  when  we 
were  ibout  to  come  to  a  vote  on  the  flexible  provision  of  the 
tariff,  then  the  President  was  wrong  in  calling  the  Congress 
together;  and,  Mr.  I»resident,  he  was  much  more  culpable  in 
sendiig  to  the  Senate  a  vague  and  indefinite  mes.sage  which 
invite  I  limited  revision  of  the  Industrial  sc-hedules  at  a  time 
when  industry  In  this  country  was,  according  to  his  own  view, 
at  the  very  pejik  of  its  prosperity  and  security. 

Mr.  Hoover  in  the  campaign  congratulatetl  the  country  upon 
the  fact  that  we  were  approaching  the  hour  when  it  could  be 
declared  that  we  had  abolished  poverty  in  the  United  States. 
Surel]  industry  was  enjoying  and  is  enjoying  on  the  whole  a 
prosperity  that  has  scarcely  been  equaled,  if  at  aU,  in  the  whole 
liistor  r  of  the  Republic. 

Nofcody  has  complained  because  Industry  was  not  prasperous. 
Those  of  us  who  thought  that  opportunities  were  unequally  di.s- 
tributKi  have  merely  pointed  out  that  industry  was  enjoying  far 
too  gi  eat  a  portion  of  prosperity  of  this  Nation ;  that  it  was  a 
one-si  led  prosperity;  that  the  farmers  were  losing  their  homes 
on  th(?  auction  block;  but  no  one  has  said  that  indu.«try  as  a 
whole  has  not  l>een  prosperous.  Yet  with  industry  prosperous, 
an  er  lerienced  business  man  In  the  White  House  calls  Congress 
in  ses  lion  and  invites  a  revision  of  the  industrial  schedules,  but 
does  r  ot  guide  the  hand  of  his  party  when  his  party  undertakes 
to  rip  asunder  every  industrial  schedule  in  the  tariff  act. 

The  bill  went  Into  the  Hou.se  of  Representatives ;  the  House 
passed  It,  and  It  came  to  the  Senate.  What  the  Hou.se  had  done 
was  perfectly  plain  to  the  President,  as  it  was  to  everybody  else 
in  the  cotmtry,  and  yet  there  was  no  flrm  declaration,  no  mani- 
festat  on  of  willingness  and  determination  to  take  any  hand  in 
tariff  oaaking  so  far  as  it  affected  the  Industries  of  the  country. 


So  If  Babson  Is  right,  if  Kent  is  right,  if  the  newspapers  that 
reecho  the  same  thought  are  right,  the  Congress  ought  not  to 
have  been  called  in  session. 

Let  me  remind  the  Senate  that  Congress  did  not  come  here 
of  its  own  accord ;  it  did  not  take  charge  of  the  revision  of  the 
tariff  of  its  own  accord ;  it  did  not  put  its  hand  upon  the  indus- 
trial schedules  of  its  own  accord.  Faced  as  we  were  by  the 
monstrosity,  as  it  has  often  been  callwl,  that  emerged  from  the 
House,  the  Senator  from  Idaho  moved  in  this  body— and  the 
motion  failed  but  by  one  vote— to  confine  the  revision  of  the 
tariff  to  the  farm  schedules,   leaving  the  industrial  schedules 

alone. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  not  say  anything  that  would  add  one 
hair's  weight  to  the  diflSculty  that  now  besets  business  in  the 
United  States:  but  the  end  of  the  wild  siK-culation  in  the  stock 
market  was  visible  from  the  l>eginning.  There  never  has  been 
any  mystery  about  the  final  conclusion  of  the  story  that  has 
gone  on  on  the  stock  exchange  in  New  York,  absorbing  as  it 
has  capital  that  ought  to  have  been  continued  in  private  enter- 
prise in  the  little  towns  and  the  little  cities,  even  in  the  country- 
side. In  every  part  of  the  United  States.  There  never  has  been 
any  doubt  al>out  that ;  and,  without  discussing  it,  the  Federal 
Reserve  Board  has  done  all  that  it  could,  by  its  inaction,  to  bring 
discredit  upon  the  Federal  reserve  banking  system. 

Has  anything  been  done  to  stop  the  catastrophe  that  was  as 
certain  to  follow  as  day  the  night  V  Nothing  except  that  we  were 
constantly  reminded  that  business  was  good  and  sound  and  that 
those  who  would  disturb  it  ought  to  be  silenc-ed  in  one  way  or 
another. 

Let  the  Babsons  continue  to  talk,  and  let  the  Rents  continue 
to  talk,  and  let  whatever  applau.se  there  may  be  in  any  quarter 
arise  in  approval  of  that  talk.  If  the  Senate,  in  all  of  the  cir- 
cumstances i)erfectly  well  known  to  this  country,  is  in  any 
manner  or  in  any  degree  responsible  for  the  collapse  upon  the 
highly  speculative  gambling  market  that  has  been  built  up  in 
this  country,  which  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  has  done  but 
little  to  control,  the  Senate  is  not  resptJiisible  for  being  here, 
and  it  is  not  respon.sible  for  considering  the  tariff,  and  it  is  not 
responsible  for  considering  the  industrial  rates.  It  did  all  that 
it  could,  when  the  bill  came  from  the  House,  to  U^nve  the  indus- 
trial rates  undisturbed,  and  to  approach  the  discharge  of  what 
we  believed  to  be  our  fluty  in  tlie  upward  revision  of  farm 
schedules  wherever  a  revision  upward  pronli^ed  to  move  the 
farmer  nearer  a  condition  of  ec<momic  equality  with  industry 
in  this  amntry. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr    JONES.     I  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consid- 
eration of  exe<'Utive  business  in  open  executive  session. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

O.  AA30N  YOUNOQUI8T 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Reports  of  committees  are  in  order. 

Mr  Nt)RRIS.  From  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  I  re- 
port the  nomination  of  Mr.  Youngquist,  of  Minnesota,  to  be 
Assistant  Attorney  General;  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
its  present  consideration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Let  the  clerk  report  it  first. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination  of  G.  Aaron  Youngquist, 
of  Minnesota,  to  be  Assistant  Attorney  General,  vice  Mabel 
Walker  Willebrandt.  resigned. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
conshleration  of  the  nomination?  The  Chair  hears  none.  With- 
out objection,  the  nomination  will  be  confirmed,  and  the  Presi- 
dent notified. 

REPOKTS  OF  COMMITTEXS 

Mr  Jones,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  and  Mr. 
Phipps  from  the  Committee  on  Post  Oflices  and  Post  Roads,  re- 
p<)rte<l  from  their  respective  committees  sundry  nondnations  for 
the  Executive  <'alendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  are  no  further  reports  of 
'  committees  the  Executive  Calendar  Ls  in  order.  The  first  name 
on  the  calendar  will  be  announced. 

JUDICIAL  AND  OTHER  .NOMINATIONS 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Richard  J.  Hopkins, 


of  Kansas,  to  be  United   States  district  judge  for  the  district 

of  Kansas.  t  v,  u         *».  -^ 

Mr  BLAINE.  Mr.  President,  a  few  days  ago,  I  believe  there 
wav  a  sort  of  understanding  that  where  objections  were  made, 
unanimous  con.sent  would  be  entered  into  for  the  consideration 
of  a  nomination  at  the  regular  session.  There  are  a  few  mem- 
l)er8  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  who  are  opposed  to  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Hopkins.  Therefore,  I  desire  to  enter  an 
objection  to  the  <-on8ideration  of  the  noniinatiou  at  this  time. 


Mr  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  T  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  nominations  of  Mr.  Hopkins  and  of  Mr.  Watson  be  con- 
sidered at  the  regtilar  session  notwithstanding  the  provisions 
of  Rule  XXXVIII. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr  DILL.  Mr.  President,  do  I  understand  that  that  will  pre- 
clude the  taking  of  any  further  evidence  by  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee? .^«.,rTTT 

Mr  BORAH.     No ;  it  Is  solely  to  get  rid  of  Rule  XXXV  III. 

The  VICE  PRESIDEN'T.  Tbe  Chair  may  state  that  It  will 
prevent  the  returning  of  the  nominations  to  the  President,  and 
requiring  him  to  send  in  the  names  again,  as  the  Chair  under- 
stands. ,    .         ..  * 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  have  no  objection  to  that ;  I  do  not  want 
anything  done  that  vdW  make  it  impos!«ible  to  re«)pen  the  case 
before  the  Judiciary  Committee,  if  so  desired. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Neither  do  I.  If  it  had  that  effect,  I  would 
not  make  the  request. 

Mr.  CAPPER.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  should  like  to  submit  a  unanimous-consent 
request  that  will  cover  all  similar  cases.  Will  the  Senator 
vleld  to  me  to  submit  a  general  request? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield 
for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  BORAH.     I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  paragrapn  6 
of  Rule  XXXVIII  be  susi^ended,  and  that  all  nominations  now 
on  the  Executive  Calendar  of  the  Senate  shall  remain  in  statu 
quo  until  the  convening  of  the  regular  session  of  CA>ngre88 
December  2,  1929.  and  that  said  nominations  shall  not  be  af- 
fected by  the  adjournment  of  the  present  session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  modify  his 
amendment  so  as  to  include  all  nominations  which  have  not 
been  acte<l  upon  by  the  Senate?  The  same  thing  applic-s  to 
some  nominations  coming  from  the  Finance  Committee  this 
morning;  and  if  the  agreement  is  not  niodifietl,  those  nomina- 
tions will  have  to  be  sent  to  the  Senate  again  by  the  President. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Does  the  Senator  mean  judicial  nomina- 
tions? .    ^        w 

Mr   SMOOT.     The  same  thing  applies  to  all  the  others. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Will  it  cover  all  nominations  on  the  calen- 
dar— iwstmasters  and  all? 

Mr.  BORAH.  I  suppose  the  Senator  means  those  tliat  are 
not  disposed  of  at  this  session. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Yes. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  when  I  prepared  this  unani- 
mous-consent agreement  I  <-ontemplate<l  offering  it  at  the  close 
of  the  last  executive  session.  The  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr  Jones]  has  just  told  me  that  he  expects  to  a.sk  for  another 
executive  session  ti>-moiTOW.  I  supposed  that  this  would  be  the 
last  one.  and  I  was  going  to  offer  the  agreement  after  every- 
thing had  been  dl.«posed  of  that  we  could  dispose,  of ;  and  then 
it  would  apply  onlv  to  the  others.  Perhaps  at  this  time  it  ought 
to  be  modified  if  there  is  going  to  be  another  executive  session. 
Mr  JONES.  If  we  complete  to-day  all  the  nominations  on 
the  calendar  that  can  l>e  disp«^»sed  of  by  unanim«ms  consent,  and 
no  other  nominations  are  reiwrted,  I  shall  see  no  necessity  for 
another  executive  session. 

Mr    NORRIS.     The  Senator  himself  has  just  reported  nom- 
inations that  he  asked  to  have  go  to  the  calendar.     They  will 

not  come  up  to-day.  .     ^       ,  ,„„ 

Mr    JONES.     At  the  conclusion  of  the  calendar  I  am  going 

to  ask  unanimous  consent  that  they  be  considered  to-day. 

Mr    WAGNER  and  Mr.  BROUSSARD  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  Idaho  yield ; 

and  to  whom?  ».«.!. 

Mr   BORAH.     I  vield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

Mr  WAGNER.  I  desire  to  inquire  just  what  the  effect  of 
the  tinanimous-consent  request  is.  New  York  is  interested  in 
one  of  the  nominations  for  the  eastern  district,  to  which  there 
is  no  objection,  I  know ;  and  I  wondered  whether  this  request 
would  sidetrack  the  possible  consideration  of  that  nomination 
to-day.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  as  to  that?  I  refer  to  the  nom- 
ination of  Mortimer  W.  Byers. 

Mr   NORRIS.     That  is  on  the  calendar? 

Mr.  WAGNER.     That  is  on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     As  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  objection  to  the 

nomination.*  ,  ...      x.-  ».  **. 

Mr  WAGNER.  Then,  Mr.  President,  the  request  which  the 
Senator  makes  has  reference  to  the  business  which  is  left  at 

end  of  the  day?  ^^  ..     .       _ 

Mr  NORRIS.  It  does;  and  probablj  at  this  particular  mo- 
ment' It  ought  to  be  modified.  I  think  I  will  >*ithdraw  the 
request  and  offer  it  later. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
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'Hie  VICE  PRESIDE>'T,  The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  rises 
to  a  t>arliamt'ntary  inquiry.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Wliat  uuaaimous-consent  request  is 
pending  before  the  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska  had 
offered  a  unanimous-consent  request,  but  it  has  Just  been  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  withdraw  my  unanimous- 
consent  request  also;  but  I  desire  to  say,  for  fear  I  should  be 
ab««nt,  that  I  understand  that  an  appointment  of  an  ambassa- 
dor is  eomini;  in  to-day  or  to-morrow.  If  any  unanimous-consent 
aKre<'mout  i.s  entered  into,  I  think  it  ought  to  cover  those  nomi- 
nations which  are  not  disposed  of  at  this  se.ssion. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  think  we  mi,!,'ht  as  well  ex- 
plain now  that  at  the  last  session,  perhaps  in  executive  session, 
a  question  arose  as  to  the  suspension  of  this  particular  rule,  and 
I  bad  an  examination  made  of  the  statutes.  I  expressed  the 
(pinion  then,  and  so  did  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
SwANsoN],  that  there  was  a  statute  that  would  prohibit  us 
from  suspending  this  rule.  I  should  like  to  read  the  statute — 
the  only  one,  I  think,  that  applies  to  the  matter.  It  is  para- 
graph 14,  title  5,  of  the  United  States  Code : 

Notification  of  nominations  or  r*J«ction« :  The  Secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate shall,  at  the  close  of  each  session  thereof,  deliver  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  and  to  each  of  the  Assistant  Secretaries  of  the  Treas- 
ury, and  to  the  General  Acconntlng  OiBce,  and  to  the  Treasorer,  and  to 
the  Register  of  the  Treasury,  a  full  and  complete  list,  duly  certified,  of 
an  the  persons  who  have  been  nominated  to  and  rejected  by  the  Senate 
during  such  session,  and  a  like  list  of  all  the  offices  to  which  nomina- 
tions hare  been  made  and  not  confirmed  and  filled  at  snch  session. 
(R.  S.  sec,  1775.) 

I  take  It  that  there  perhaps  will  be  no  dispute  that  that 
statute  is  not  in  conflict  with  the  unanimous-consent  agree- 
ment ;  that  we  can  suspend  this  rule  if  there  is  no  oUier  statute 
on  the  subject 

Mr.  SWANSON.     Mr.  President 

The  MCE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  frwn  Vlrsrinla? 

Mr.  NORKIS.  In  a  moment  I  will.  If  there  is  no  other 
statute  that  applies  to  this  rule,  or  makes  this  rule  mandatory  | 
as  a  matter  of  law,  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  we  can  not  ' 
mispend  that  the  same  as  we  can  suspend  any  other  rule,  which  j 
the  rules  provide  can  be  done  by  a  two-thirds  vote  after  the  | 
motion  has  lain  over  one  day.  I 

Mr.   SWANSON.     I   am  satisfied  that  unless  there  Is  some  | 
other  statute  prohibiting  this  rule  from  being  suspended,  it  can  i 
be  done.    I  have  not  looked  up  the  statutes  to  asn.'ertain  whether 
that  Is  the  only  statute  in  exlstem-e  dealing  with  the  subject. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  have  not  been  able  to  find  any  other. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  If  the  Senator  is  satisfied  that  there  is  no 
law  which  prohibits  waiving  that  rule,  I  have  no  objection  to 
waiving  it. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  while  a  unanimous-consent  re- 
quest Ls  not  pending  Just  at  this  moment,  I  should  like  to  say 
that  when  this  matter  came  up  before  I  was  of  the  opinion,  as 
was  the  Senator  from  Virginia,  that  this  rule  w^as  made  in  com* 
pliance  with  a  statute.  I  think  I  was  mistaken.  As  far  as  I 
am  able  to  find,  this  is  tbe  only  statute  that  applies  to  the  t<ub- 
JecL  I  liad  some  liesitancy  in  asking  for  a  nnanimou8H?onsent 
agreement  of  this  kind  t>e<-auHe  it  is  rather  exceptional.  Under 
uniinary  circumstances  I  sliould  not  ask  it. 

Under  ordinary  circumstances  I  would  not  ask  it ;  hot,  speak- 
isf  of  tbe  Jtidlciary  Committee — and  I  think  this  applies  to 
all  tbe  other  committees  with  equal  force — It  has  been  for  some 
time  a  practical  Impossibility  to  get  that  committee  together 
and  to  keep  it  togetlier  to  consider  anything.  I  think  that 
is  perfectly  apparent  to  all  Members  of  the  Senate.  Tbe  way 
we  have  been  going  in  the  Senate,  from  10  o'clock  in  tbe  morn- 
ing until  10  o'clock  at  night,  we  get  a  quorum  once  in  a  while 
but  it  disapitears  immediately  because  of  something  going  on  in 
the  Senate.  1  never  could  tell  in  advance  of  calling  a  m<:eting 
what  was  going  to  be  happening  in  tbe  Senate  at  the  particular 
time  of  tbe  meeting,  with  the  result  that  the  committee  has  not 
been  able  to  do  anything.  We  act  on  something  like  the  nomi- 
nation that  was  acted  on  to-day,  and  the  quorum  disaniears 
in  less  than  five  minutes.  We  can  act  on  something  that  is  only 
a  matter  of  form.  Wherever  there  was  a  controversy,  wherever 
there  was  a  difference  of  opinion,  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
Just  to  let  it  go  over ;  we  could  not  consider  it.  I  am  not  find- 
ing fault  with  anybody.  It  is  Just  a  condition  which  exists  and 
about  which  everybody  knows. 

We  have  quite  a  number  of  nominations  on  tbe  calendar,  and 
8on)e  of  them  are  important  nominations.  I  thought  we  ought 
to  take  them  apt  It  seems  to  me  we  could  take  them  vp  now 
and  di£Q>ose  of  them,  because  it  is  quite  evident  that  we  are 


not  g(»iQg  to  consider  the  tariff  to  any  great  extent,  even  If  we 
can  kei  p  a  quorum  here. 

I  dlj^  ike  even  to  have  it  appear  on  the  face  of  things  that 
this  de  ay  in  acting  on  these  nominations,  which  is  part  of  our 
constitutional  duty,  comes  about  on  account  of  the  action  of 
the  Senate.  If  the  President  sent  in  a  nomination  Just  a  day 
before  we  adjourn,  I  would  not  care,  it  ought  to  go  ovei  ;  but 
some  of  these  nominations  the  President  sent  in  early  In  the 
special  session,  and  I  think  they  ought  to  be  acted  on. 

In  tie  first  place,  It  is  the  businesslike  way  of  transacting 
business;  and  in  the  next  place,  it  seeuis  to  me  we  ouj;bt  to 
try  to  work  with  the  Executive,  if  we  can,  to  expedite  these 
nominations.  But  on  account  of  the  condition  that  has  existed 
here  in  connection  with  the  tariff  bill,  and  the  anxiety  of  every- 
body t(  push  it  along  and  get  as  far  as  we  could  with  it,  it  has 
just  b€  ?n  impossible  to  do  anything. 

Mr.  ]  (LAINE.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.    fORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  BIJLINK  I  wanted  to  suggest,  supplementary  to  what 
the  Senator  has  said,  that  five  members  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee are  also  members  of  the  committee  investigating  the  sub- 
ject of  lobbying,  and,  of  course,  that  has.  in  the  very  nature  of 
things,  consumed  the  time  of  quite  a  considerable  part  of  the 
membership  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and  made  it 
quite  inpossible  for  those  members  to  attend  the  regular  meet- 
ings of  the  committee. 

Mr.  iROUSSARD.  Mr.  President,  I  would  like  to  Inquire  of 
the  Sei  ator  whether  the  unanimous  consent  would  interfere  with 
any  co  aflrmations,  such  as  those  of  postma.sters. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  We  would  deal  with  all  of  them  that  are 
left  on  the  calendar. 

Mr.  BROUSSARD.  It  would  not  interfere  with  action  upon 
confirmations  at  this  timeV 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Oh,  no.  It  Is  my  Intention  to  offer  it.  if  I 
offer  it  at  all.  after  we  get  throush  with  everything  that  can  be 
disposed  of.  It  Is  quite  evident  now,  at  this  stage,  that,  except 
by  una  limous  consent,  no  nomination  can  be  confirmed.  If  there 
Is  delilerate  opposition  to  some  of  these  nomination.s — and  there 
is  to  s<me  of  them — probably  no  confirmations  ci»uld  l)e  secured. 
To  one  of  tbe  nominations  I  am  bitterly  op|X)sed  myself,  and  it 
will  ta  ce  some  time  to  consider  It,  and  while  I  would  be  willing 
to  go  iito  it  right  now,  I  realize  It  Is  perhaps  asking  too  much 
of  the  Senate  to  spend  the  time  in  taking  it  up  now.  So  that  we 
really  >  wme  down  to  this  proposition,  that  any  nonnnation  which 
can  no  he  confirmed  by  unanimous  con.sent  can  not  l>e  confirmed 
at  this  sessio!!  of  tlie  Senate. 

Mr.  L^APPER.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will  yield,  with 
refererce  to  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Hopkins  to  be  Kvderal  judge 
in  Kar  sas,  I  will  .say  that  I  have  no  desire  to  deprive  the  Sena- 
tor from  Wisconsin  of  full  opportunity  to  discuss  it.  but  I  again 
want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  fact  that  there 
baa  be  >n  a  vacancy  In  that  Judgeship  for  six  months,  that  I  am 
receiving  telegrams  and  letters  from  public  officials,  from  State 
official  J,  local  officials,  lawyers,  and  others  who  have  important 
interefjts  In  that  court,  and  it  is  only  fair  to  the  State  and  many 
people  concerned  that  we  should  have  prompt  action  on  this 
noinlnation.  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  we  will  \)e  able  to  show 
the  Seiiate  that  the  appointment  wa.<4  a  worthy  one.  which  ought 
to  be  <onflrmed,  but  we  want  early  action. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  agree  with  what  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  has  said ;  but  I  will  have  to  admit,  frankly,  of 
course  as  he  will,  that  we  must  give  free  opportunity  to  every- 
body Hbo  wants  to  oppose  any  of  these  nomlnati<ms  to  do  so 
In  an]'  reasonable  way,  or  to  take  any  n-asouabie  length  of 
time. 

Tbe-e  are  more  communications  coming  to  me,  I  have  no 
doubt,  than  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas,  or  to  any  other  Senator, 
in  regird  to  these  nominations.  I  am  getting  comnmnicatlon.s 
almos|^  daily,  not  only  in  the  matter  of  the  Kansas  judge.shlp 


but  in 


tbe  matter  of  tbe  Pennsylvania  Judgeship,  and  while  I 


am  op  posing  the  confirmation  of  the  Pennsylvania  judge,  uever- 
theles  I  frankly  concede  that  it  has  been  delayed  too  long 
alreac  y  and  ought  to  be  disposed  of.  It  is  only  fair  to  say 
that  t  lis  delay  has  not  come  about  in  any  degree  through  the 
action  of  those  who  have  oppo.se«l  the  nomination.  Every  mem- 
ber oi  tbe  conunittee  will  bear  me  out  in  that  statement.  It 
has  c<>me  about  tbe  same  as  the  delay  in  the  Kansas  case  has 
come  ibont,  from  the  simple  fact  that  tbe  Senate,  In  consider- 
ing the  tariff,  has  taken  up  all  the  time  of  its  Members  in  that 
ntattef,  and  there  has  not  been  opportunity  to  do  committee 
work- 
Mr.  SHORTRIDGE.  Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.   SHORTRIDGE.     The  Senator   having  devoted   thought 
to  the!  law  and  to  the  rule,  may  I  ask  him  this  question?    What 
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becomes  of  a  nomination  pending  before  a  given  committee  of 
the  Senate  when  an  adjournuK'nt  takes*  place? 

Mr  NORRIS.  It  dies  when  the  session  ends,  even  though  we 
should  not  adjourn  until  the  day  before  or  an  hour  before  the 
reguUir  session  began.  I  make  that  statement  on  the  strength 
of  the  rule  which  savs  clearly  that  every  nomination  not  finally 
disi>osed  of  during  a  session  is  dead,  and  .«hall  not  be  considered 
afterwards  unless  the  President  a^aiu  sends  the  nomination  in. 
The  proiK)sed  unanimous-consent  agreement  will  be  offered,  if 
offered  at  all,  with  the  idea  of  making  it  uunecessaiT  for  the 
Ifesident  to  have  to  transmit  the  name^j  again ;  in  other  words, 

to  susi)end  this  rule.  ^.   ^  ,     ^x. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  what  is  the 
reason.  If  any,  why  these  nomiiuitious  c-ou  not  be  disiK)sed  of 
l>efore  we  adjourn? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  tried  to  get  them  up  the  other  day,  and  if 
the  Senator  will  remember,  the  Senate  was  practically  unani- 
mous against  laying  aside  the  tariff  bill  to  Uike  them  up. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  quite  appaient  now  that 
the  tarifT  l»ill  will  not  be  passed  before  we  adjourn. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  would  L>e  ^'lad  to  take  them  up.  and,  as  I  said 
a  while  ago,  I  thought  we  mi^ht  Uike  them  up.  but  when  I  take 
sei'ond  thought.  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  fair  to  do  that.  For 
instance,  take  the  case  of  Judge  Watson,  of  Pennsylvania.  The 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  ReedI  is  m>t  here;  1  under- 
stand he  Is  not  in  the  city.  I  do  not  think  it  would  Ije  fair  to 
take  that  ca.se  up  in  his  absence,  without  having  given  some 
notice  of  the  fact  tliat  we  were  about  to  take  it  up. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  agree  with  that. 

Mr  NORRIS.  Another  S»'nator  to-ilay  came  to  me  about  the 
nomination  of  Judjie  Hopkins,  of  Kansas.  That  Senator  is  not 
in  the  Senate  at  this  moment.  He  said  he  had  to  go  away,  ana 
I  think  he  has  left  the  city.  He  is  opiK)sed  to  that  nomination. 
I  said  to  him,  "  My  own  idea  is  that  we  can  not  take  up  any- 
thing except  by  unanimous  consent,"  because  the  Senate  has 
already  shown 'its  disix)slti(in  not  to  be  diverted  from  the  con- 
sideration of  the  tariff  bill  to  take  these  nominations  up. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  convenience  of  some  Sen- 
at<irs  necessitates  postixmement  of  action. 

Mr  NORRIS  I  would  not  say  that  exactly;  I  wou!d  not 
postpone  on  that  account.  Rut  we  are  considering  this  matter 
in  the  absence  of  interested  Senators.  Take  the  case  of  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed],  for  instance.  He  has 
gone  away,  and  after  the  debate  the  other  day,  when  I  tried 
to  get  the  nomination  up,  and  the  Senate  was  almost  unan  - 
mouslv  opi>osed  to  taking  it  up,  he  would  be  justified,  I  wdl 
"ay  to  the  Senator,  in  as.suming  that  the  Senate  was  not  going 
to  take  it  up  during  this  session.     So  he  went  away. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  not  think  action  ought 
to  betaken  In  the  absence  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr  NORRIS.     I  do  not  think  so.  .  „    . 

Mr  BRATTON  Mr.  President,  the  thought  occurs  to  me  that 
the  Senator  might  couch  bis  unanimous-consent  request  in  lan- 
g!iage  to  the  effect  that  all  nominations  on  the  Kxecutlve  Calen- 
dar at  tbe  time  this  session  adjourns  shall  not  fall,  but  sbaU 

''Sr!VoRRts'"'Tf1rwere  offemi  now.  it  ought  to  be  In  that 

'"Mr^BRATTON.  It  would  then  b«Home  oiierallve  at  tbe  tline 
we  adji.uni.  and  would  apply  only  to  those  nominations  on  the 

*'"Mr*^NORRrs.'  iTi  not  going  to  offer  this  unanimous-consent 
request  until  all  that  luis  been  attended  to,  unless  I  do  make 
the  modification  suggested.  ...    ,.    «       *      „i^^'> 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President,  wUl  the  Senator  yield.' 

Mr'  COPELAND.  When  we  come  to  the  third  name  under 
the  judiciary  nominatii.ns,  that  of  Judge  Byers,  I  may  say  that 
lK>th  the  senators  from  New  York,  although  Byf «  d;^*  ^ 
l)eloug  to  our  party— and  I  am  sure  I  speak  for  my  colleague- 
have  heard  only  fine  ..pinions  of  Mr.  Byers  from  members  of  the 
bar  in  New  York.     I  think  he  ought  to  be  confirmed. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     As  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  objection  to 

^^TheTicE' PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  advising  and 
c«.usenting  to  the  nomination  of  Richard  J.  Hopkins  to  be 
United  States  district  Judge,  district  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  BLAINE.     Let  that  go  over.  

The   VICE    PRESIDENT.    The   nomination    wUl   be   passea 

**^Tiie  leeislatlve  clerk  read  tbe  nomination  of  Albert  L.  Wat- 
son to  ^  tXd  States  district  judge,  middle  district  of  Penn- 
sylvania. 

Se  VICE^SlESIDENT.^''wUhou^  objection,  the  nomination 
will  be  passed  over. 


I      The  legislative  clerk   read   the   nominaHon   of  Mortlnner   W. 
Byers  to  be  I'nited   States  district  judge,   eastern   district  of 

New  York.  .       .  - , 

Mr   WAGNER.     I  move  that  the  nomination  l>e  ctmflrmed. 
TUe  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  nomination 

is  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 


BOARD    OF    TAX    APPKALS 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomination  of  Herbert  P.  Sea- 
well  to  be  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Tax  Api)eals. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nominauon 
is  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

PUBLIC    HEALTH    SEBnCE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  tbe  nomination  of  William  O. 
Billings  to  be  senior  surget>n.  Public  Health  Service. 

The  Vli'E  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nomination 
is  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

PO«JlTM  ASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read  the  nominations  of 
sundry  postmasters.  ,  ■     ^t         ^* 

Mr  PHirPS  Mr.  President.  I  ask  that  the  nominations  of 
iK)stmasters  be  coufirme*!  en  bloc,  with  the  exception  of  the 
nomination  of  Ail)ert  C.  Gruwell,  to  be  po.stmaster  at   Dillon, 

Mont.  ^  ,      ,. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  nominations, 
with  the  exception  lueutioned,  are  confirmed,  and  the  President 
will  be  notified. 

Mr.  BLEASE.     Mr.  President n„.^in,. 

Mr.  rniPPS.    I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  South  Carolina 

Is  not  on  this  list.  . .  ^,       * 

Mr  WHEELER.  Mr.  President.  I  have  not  any  objection  to 
the  apiKuntment  of  the  postmaster  at  Butte,  Mont,  bei-ause  of 
tlie  fact  that  the  man  appointed,  although  he  is  of  the  opposite 
uartv  is  a  personal  friend  of  mine,  but  I  do  want  to  call  atten- 
tion* to  the  fact  that  the  man  who  is  the  present  postiuaster. 
Richard  BrimacomlK\  has  served  one  term  as  postmaster  m  the 
city  of  Butte.  I  think  probably  he  has  made  one  of  the  best 
p<«tmasters  the  city  of  Butte  has  ever  had,  and,  in  iny  judg- 
ment he  was  entitleil  to  reappointment.  But  some  of  the  local 
politicians  and  the  national  committeemen  from  Montana  saw 
fit  to  call  for  an  examinatl<»n. 

After  the  examination  was  held  Mr.  Brimacombe,  the  present 
postmaster,  was  <-lassified  as  No.  1  P»«*^lug  the  highest  In  the 
examination,  but  notwith.standing  that,  because  of  the  fact  that 
certain  UK^al  politicians  wanted  him  ousted  from  his  position 
without  rhymror  reason,  the  name  of  John  M.  Evans  was  sent 
in  in  his  place,  and  Briimicombe  was  ousted. 

I  slmDly  call  attention  to  this  fact  because  postmasters  are 
supposed  to  be  under  civil  service.  The  man  who  has  been 
appointed,  however,  Is  a  high-chiss  man,  and  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  his  appointment.  1  merely  want  to  caU  attention  to  the 
highhanded  method  in  which  the  politicians  are  running  over 
the  clvll-service  rules  which  are  suijposed  to  govern  in  these 

""Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  wiU  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr   WHEELER.    I  yield. 

Mr'  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Can  the  Senator  furnish  the 
Senate  with  tbe  relative  standings  in  the  civil-service  examina- 
tion of  the  three  appUcants  who  were  certified? 

Mr  W^HEELER.  Mr.  Brimacombe  was  first,  Mr.  Evans  was 
second,  and  some  other  gentleman  was  third. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  What  was  the  percentage  of 
each  of  them  in  the  clvll-servlce  examination?  ^  .w. 

Mr.  WHEELER.     I  could  not  say,  because  I  have  not  the 

^^mTVaLSH  of  Montana.  I  will  be  able  to  give  the  Senator 
some* definite  information  with  respect  to  the  next  nomination, 
that  for  postmaster  at  Dillon.  ,     ^.     j 

Mr  WALSH  of  Mas&ichusetts.  If  the  variation  in  the  grad- 
ing fixed  bv  the  civil  service  Is  small,  I  can  well  understand 
whv  ^he  S^dida'e  chosen  was  not  first  on  the  list  and  why 
^>me  o  her  candidate  than  the  one  who  stood  first  was  chosen ; 
but  If  there  was  a  wide  variation,  which  I  know  has  happened 
?n  some  SLs  to  the  extent  of  as  much  as  20  per  cent,  it  gives 
an  entirely  different  coloring  to  the  situation. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  do  not  think  there  was  a  wide  variation 
between  these  two  men. 

Mr    BARKLEY.    The  rule  has  been  in  existence  for  some 

time  requiring  at  least  the  form  of  an  examination  for  post- 

mBSerships     I  assume  under  that  rule  that  the  postmaster  who 

is  Sing  o^ted  stood  an  examlnaUon  upon  a  former  occasion. 

I  Is  that  true? 
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Mr.  WHEELER.  He  «t(KMl  an  examlnatim  on  a  former  occa- 
sion and  was  appoiiite«l  i)Ostma»ter  after  taking  the  exam- 
jnHtion. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  those  circumstances  is  It  not  cus- 
tomary not  to  require  the  incnmhent  to  .stand  another  exami- 
nation after  the  eriilration  of  tlie  term  and  that  no  examination 
Is  lield  unless  there  is  a  vacancy? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  That  is  <ustomarT,  I  understand,  but  in 
thH  instance  they  did  require  another  examination. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President.  I  want  to  say  that  a.s  I  nnder- 
«itjinfl  the  civil  service  law  it  dws  not  require  the  highest  name 
«»n  the  list  to  be  f»electeil.  but  the  selection  is  made  out  of  the 
highest  three.     As  I  under>*tand  it.  that  i.s  the  law. 

Mr.  NORRLS.  Mr.  President.  I  do  not  want  to  take  up  the 
lime  of  the  Senate  now  in  discussing  this  matter.  If  the 
Senate  were  not  in  a  hurry,  as  It  has  not  l)een  for  the  past  two 
or  three  weeks.  I  wouhl  like  to  take  two  or  three  hours  to 
talk  about  the  i»rticular  matter  that  Is  now  before  the  Satiate. 
At  the  iiresent  time  I  only  want  to  say.  lather  in  answer  to 
what  tl»e  Senator  from  Washington  has  stated,  that  while  the 
rule  provi<les  that  the  selection  can  be  made  from  any  one  of 
the  three  highest,  as  a  matter  of  fact  in  postmasterships 
ninety-nine  thnes  out  of  one  hundred  the  selection  Is  made  for 
partisan  political  purposes  and  i^  not  civil  service  at  aU. 

POKTM  ASTER    AT   DIIXON.    MONT. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President,  I  understood  the 
matter  of  the  Dillon  potrtmastership  was  to  c«m»e  up  at  this 
time? 

The  VirE  PRESn>ENT.     It  was  passed  over. 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  ask  that  it  be  laid  In'fore  the 
Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  state  the  appoint- 
ment. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  name  of  Albert  C.  Oruwell, 
nominated  to  the  office  of  p<jstniaster  at  DiUon,  Mont.,  vice  J.  C. 
Faller,  coainiissiun  expired. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mofitana.  Mr.  President.  I  feel  imiielled  to 
take  a  brief  period  of  the  time  of  the  St-nate  In  the  conshlera- 
tlon  of  this  particular  nomination.  I  t)elieve  I  can  lay  the  situa- 
tion before  the  Senate  in  such  a  way  as  that  it  will  promptly 
re^Mt  this  noudnatloa. 

IHIIon  Is  one  of  th»»  more  Important  cities  of  Montana,  with 
a  iKJftulatlon  of  (lerhaiw  5,00(>.  It  is  the  seat  of  the  normal 
school  of  our  State  and  a  very  enterprising  city.  The  term  of 
«ffl<t'  of  the  pres«'nt  postmaster  was  ext»lrlng.  He  was  a  candi- 
date for  reapfiolntment  along  with  other  applh-unts  for  the  pimi- 
tlon.  The  nomination,  howe^-er,  went  to  a  Mr.  (rruwHl,  who  is 
the  person  whose  nomination  Is  now  under  consideration.  His 
ap|M>lntuient  uus  protested  by  the  American  legion  of  Beaver- 
head Ciinnty.  whose  seat  Is  at  Dillon.  An  examination  was  had, 
as  is  u-sual,  and  the  reindt  of  that  examination  .showed  that  the 
present  postmaster  attained  a  standing  of  86.60.  Another  candi- 
date, a  Mr.  Stevenson,  attalne<l  a  staniling  of  78.  The  ap- 
liointee,  Albert  C  (iruwell,  attained  a  standing  of  70.60,  just 
barely  past  the  line. 

Hoth  these  gentlemen,  of  course,  are  Republicans  and  there 
is  no  politics  In  it  at  all.  The  prvMent  postmaster,  by  common 
coii.sent  of  the  people  of  that  city,  has  made  an  admirable 
reci>rd.  No  criticism  of  any  kind  whatever  is  lodged  against 
bini.  Moreover,  he  is  an  ex-service  man,  having  enlisted  im- 
mediately upon  the  declaration  of  war.  In  the  third  place,  as 
was  pointeil  out,  the  civil-service  rule  is  violated  In  two  respects. 
In  ihe  tirst  place,  the  man  having  served  well  as  postmaster 
uniler  the  api)licatlon  of  the  civil-service  principle  was  entitled 
to  reappointment.  Not  only  that,  but  an  examination  was  had 
under  the  rule  and  he  stood  highest  on  the  list,  and  the  ap- 
pointee stood  lowest  on  the  list,  as  I  have  indicnte<l,  having  just 
barely  passed. 

I  did  not  suppose  there  was  any  misunderstanding  about  the 
rule  or  law.  Tiie  law  makes  no  provision,  except  it  authorizes 
the  President  to  turn  Into  the  classified  .service  postmasters  at 
his  will.  lYesident  Cleveland  issued  au  ordiH*  putting  all  of 
these  postmasters  under  the  operatiim  of  the  civil  service  law, 
which  means  that  the  one  who  stood  highest  upon  the  list  is 
entitled  to  the  appointment.  That  was  modified  when  Presid^it 
Harding  came  into  offlce,  and  it  was  provided  that  selection 
could  be  made  from  the  tJiree  standing  highest  on  the  list,  and 
this  is  the  rule  at  present. 

As  inilicated  by  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nonas]  lit- 
tle attention  is  paid  to  the  relative  standing,  but  the  Congress- 
man from  the  district,  if  the  Congressman  happens  to  be  a  Be- 
pablican,  make»  the  recommendation  and  whatever  the  stand- 
ing may  be  the  man  whom  he  recommends  is  appointed.  If 
there  is  no  B^nblicnn  Congressman  from  the  district,  as  in  this 
caae,  the  Republican  national  committeeman  makes  the  recom- 
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dfctlon,  which  wa.s  done  in  this  case,  I  a.ssnme,  although  I  do 
icpow  about  tliat.     The  Republican  national  committeeman 

n  the  remote  northeastern  part  of  the  State  while  Dillon 

the  remote  s<luthwe^^tem  part  of  the  State,  his  residence 

something  like  760  miles  from  Dillon. 

WAGNER.     Mr.  President 

VICE  PRESIDENT.     Docs  the   Senator  from   Montana 


th? 

follow  ?8 


to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

WALSH  of  Mtmtana.     I  yield. 

W.\GNER.     May  I  ask  the  Senator  whether  the  examina- 
art*  strictly  suiiervised? 

WALSH  of  Montana.     They  are  conducted  by  the  Civil 
1^^  Commissicm. 

WAiJNER.     In  order  to  avoid,  for  Instance*,  a  situation 
as  the  Senator  is  presenting  here.  Is  it  within  the  iK)wer 

Senate  to  enforce  a  rule  which  has  t>een  adopted  by  many 
i^ilialltles  and  Stat«»  governments  in  their  .-ipixuntments.  in 

which  are  a  little  advanced  in  the  matter  of  competitive 

nations,  that  the  «me  highest  on  the  list  shall  l»e  apiK»inted? 

not  the  Senate  adopt  a  rule  that  the  apiwintments  in  order 

ive  favorable  action  of  the  Senate  mu.st  l»e  made  In  the 

In  which  the  applicants  stand  uixm  the  ll.st? 

WALSH  of  Montana.     The  Senate,  of  c«iurse,  by  its  prac- 
(i>uld  practically  compel  the  ol>servance  of  that  policy. 
rf»ad  first  a  telegram  which  I  received  from  the  chairman 

siieclal  resolutions  committee  c»f  the  American  Legion,  as 
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DiLLON,  MoxT.,  JMHe  n,  1919. 
3.  Walsh,  ' 

Wn»hingto»,  D.  C: 
iiervlf'e  men  vlRorxusly  prcitMt  th*  appolntniont  of  fJmwell. 
•eqno««t  app«>intm«nt  of  Faller  as  poAtmaxtpr  at  Dillon. 

Gm>n<ir.  M.  Qouhj^h, 
diairman  Hp^Hal  Rinolutiotut  Committee, 

Braverhead  Pott.  20,  Ameru-nn  Leffion. 

was  followed  by  this  letter : 

D1LL0.V,  MoKi.,  Jmlif  tf,  I'JtS. 

J.  Wai,i«ii, 

Wanhinuton,  D.  O. 
Dbak  His:  Anmia  calllnc  yoar  attention  to  tbe  rpappoiiitment  of 
C.  Faller  aa  pontmaatn'  at  IHIIon,  Mont..  I  wtaii  Xu  rflate  a  few 
;o  iiul>«tantiut«  tbe  t^rnest  d'-mundi*  in  re/«ulutk>na  and  teK'graias 
tofore  forwnrtW'd  your  offlc-c  by  tbia  committee. 

tx-balf  of  thia  «-ommltl«*  In  furrh*  r  protintlng  appointin«:-nt  of  Mr. 
GruweU.  and  having  known  bim  fur  th*'   laxt  20  years,   will  auy 

la   unqualified    to   fill   nucb   a    ponition    r-quiring   diligence   and 

ve  ability.     In  ftict.   aeveral   yeara  ago,   my   fntber  being  elected 

of   Beaverhead   County.   app<»lnted   Mr.   Gniwell   as   un«lernherlff, 

very  aame  forceji  who  are  now  so  strongly  recummciidlug  blm 
nstmmentiil  In  forcing  his  removal  after  a  few  month)*'  service, 
not  a  property  owner  and  to  my  knowledge  has  never  paid  any 


t  >e 


Faller  came  from  his  native  State  of  Ohio  to  Montana  In  1909 
lutown  bim  in  school.   In  play,  in   war,  and  In  bartintos.     H<>   is 
^tly     fitted     for    tbe    position,     having     had    previous    post-olBce 
t<nce  In  the  local  office,  being  assistant  postmaster  from  1910  to 
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Dui  ing  hla  present  r^ime  of  four  years  he  baa  prov«'n  bis  ability  to 
handl>  tbe  office.  It  has  been  brought  up  to  a  higher  standard  than 
ever  liefore,  in  that  such  Incompetent  and  unworthy  ennsloyees  as  boiit- 
leggeiR.  gamblers,  and  thieves  have  been  removed,  ever  practicing 
econony,  but  always  maintaining  very  efficient  and  courteous  service 
to  tb(    public. 

He  baa  a  family  of  five  young  children,  puyini;  for  a  borne  on  the 
installment  plan,  a  taxpayer,  and  is  active  In  affairs  that  are  for  the 
upbai  ding  of  the  f<ommunlty.  State,  and  Nation. 

ThI  B  case  should  be  settled  entirely  upon  its  merits,  regardless  of  any 
polltl  -al  affiliations,  implying  that  no  more  thought  should  be  given  to 
parthanshlp  than  was  given  It  In  the  draft  law,  but  bearing  In  mind 
the  preference  law  covering  executive  appointments  where  qualified  ex- 
servK  i  men  are  concerned. 

Mr  Palter  Is  capable,  conadentloua,  indastrlous.  and  tm<itwortby, 
and  il  be  were  reappointed  we  are  sure  he  will  continue  to  diligently 
discharge  his  duties  in  an  efficient  and  creditable  manner.  It  appears 
ttuit  after  careful  consideration  of  this  case  Faller  t^bould  be  reap- 
pointed witboat  any  beaitatiou,  which  we  earnestly  request. 
Very  respectfully, 

Gbobgs  M.  Gosmax, 
Chairman  Sp<ci<il  Rfsolutiont  Committer, 
Beaverhead  Pout,  yo.  »),  the  American  Legion. 

MA  BLACK.     Mr.  President- 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the   Senator  from  Montana 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 
Ui  WALSH  of  Montana.     I  yield. 


Mr.  BLACK.  Are  we  to  understand  that  this  man  was  In 
the  World  War? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  present  postmaster  who  is  to 
be  superseded  by  this  nominee  was  in  the  war.  The  nominee 
is  not  an  ex-service  man.  This  is  a  contest  between  a  post- 
master who  has  served  faithfully,  a  man  who  Is  an  ex-service 
man,  and  on  the  other  hand  a  non-ex-service  man.  The  con- 
test is  that  of  the  applicant  who  s^toctd  blithest  in  the  test 
against  the  applicant  standing  lowest  in  the  test. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  I'resident,  will  the  Sen- 
ator state  what  the  rating  was  of  the  appointee? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     It  was  70.60. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  Is  the  Senator  familiar  with 
the  regulations  which  require  three  names  to  l)e  certified,  and 
that  on  that  account  the  examiners  oftc^n  mark  candidates  70 
and  a  fraction  in  order  to  have  three  names  to  certify,  and  that 
it  is  cjuite  possible  the  appointee  was  given  the  mark  of  70.60  In 
order  to  have  three  names  to  certify?  That  Is  the  practice 
under  the  regulations. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  not  familiar  with  that  prac- 
tice. 

I  want  to  read  n(»w,  and  that  will  conclude  my  presentation 
of  the  matter,  a  letter  from  the  present  postmaster  himself. 
Mr.  Faller,  as  follows: 

NEW  York  City,  N.  T.,  Jnfie  tJ,  t9t9. 
Hon.  T.  J.  Wai^sh, 

WaBhinpton.  D.  C. 
Mt  I>eab  Ssnator  WALsn  :  When  leiivlnp  Dillon.  Mont..  Mr.  A.  L. 
Stone  thought  it  would  be  a  good  Idea  for  me  (J.  C.  Fnller)  to  call 
upon  you  In  case  1  found  time  to  run  down  from  New  York,  but  owing 
to  train  connections  coming  East  all  possible  time  to  spare  has  been 
consumed  here  In  the  transaction  of  special  business.  My  vacation 
ends  June  30  and  I  must  report  for  duty  July  1. 

Kelativc  to  appointment  of  postmaster  at  Dillon.  1  do  not  like  to 
toot  my  own  bom  and  no  doubt  you  have  enough  recommendations  for 
my  reappointment ;  neither  do  I  like  to  belittle  an  opponent. 

Iloweyer.  I  must  say  that  Mr.  Gruwoll  bas  never  done  anything 
for  the  community  of  Dillon,  barely  making  a  living  for  bis  family 
of  one  boy  and  one  girl,  who  are  now  making  their  own  way.  He 
bas  been  a  cigar  maker,  bartender,  hotel  clerk,  one  year  a  deputy 
sheriff,  and  the  past  year  working  In  a  soft -drink  parlor;  also  a»- 
sUtod  at  the  lai.t  eh'ctlon  In  county  Republican  headquarters  as  clerk. 
He  Is  DOW  60  or  past. 

I  believe  the  present  administration  is  for  enforcing  the  prohibition 
laws.     Does  the  department  want  nn  ex-bartender  for  a  postmaster? 

On  the  other  hand.  p«»lltely  speaking  for  myself.  In  December,  1917, 
along  with  many  others,  I  placed  my  life  at  the  disposal  of  our  Gov- 
ernment by  enlisting  In  the  Army  and  being  lucky  came  back  alive 
from  the  World  War.  I  was  married  In  lOW  and  now  have  n  wife 
and  five  children  to  keep,  the  oldest  being  7  years.  I  have  always 
taken  an  active  part  In  affairs  benefiting  the  community.  State,  and 
Nation.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  person  th.tt  knows  me  can  attack 
my  honesty  or  charact«'r  without  prevaricating. 

In  tbe  four  years  as  pc'^tmaster  at  Dillon  I  have  practiced  economy 
as  requested  by  the  department  and  decreased  tbe  expense  of  that 
office  around  $1,800  a  year.  While  there  was  some  difficulty  with 
the  employees  I  made  up  my  mind  tbat  they  should  cither  work  and 
live  up  to  the  requirements  or  get  off  the  Job.  I  was  determined  to 
do  what  was  right  reganlless  of  whether  I  received  a  reappointment. 

Does  the  preference  law  for  ex-service  men  mean  anything  or  is  it 
just   a    political    football,    merely    a    promise    cast    about    by    the    four 

winds? 

Dear   Senator,   I   know  tbat  your  time  is  valuable  and   do  not   wish 
to  take  up  any  more  of  it  than  is  possible  and  will  close  trusting  tbat 
you  may  be  able  to  secure  my  reappointment  as  pogtmaster  at   Dillon, 
Mont.     It  will  most  assuredly  be  appreciated. 
Very  resiwctfuUy  yourg, 

JOKKPH   C.    Faller. 

Mr.  President,  these  three  papers  were  submitted  to  the  Post 
Oflice  Department,  together  with  a  letter  from  myself  explain- 
fug  them,  but  without  avail.  I  went  before  the  subcommittee 
of  the  Committee  ou  Post  Ortic*es  and  Post  Uoads  and  again 
submitted  them,  again  without  any  favorable  action.  I  now 
submit  them  for  the  c-onsideration  of  the  Senate,  merely  adding 
that  there  Is  no  law  which  requires  a  preference  to  be  given  to 
ex-service  men  in  apiwintments  to  postinastershiits.  But  by  all 
that  Is  right  and  holy  and  just,  the  Senate  ought  to  give  that 
preference  without  regard  to  the  law,  as  well  as  should  the 
api>ointing  officers  of  the  Government. 

I  merely  desire  to  say  that  if  Republican  Senators  vie  to 
coniirni  this  nominaticm.  the  Republican  Party  may  as  well 
abandon  any  claim  of  its  interest  In  the  ex-service  men  or 
concern  for  their  future,  and  may  llicewlse  abandon  all  pre- 
tense of  a  desire  to  see  enforced  the  civU-service  principle. 

Mr.  PHIPPS  obtained  the  floor. 


Mr.  BLACK.    Mr.  President • 

Mr.  PHIPPS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama. 

Mr]  BLACK.  I  wish  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  this  case. 
If  the  Senator  from  Colorado  desires  to  speak,  I  will  net  ask 
him  to  yield  now. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  Mr.  President,  I  assume  that  Senator*  are 
aware  of  the  preshlential  order  relating  to  the  appointment  of 
postmasters,  which  Is  practically  the  same  as  the  one  which 
has  been  in  force  siuce  1921.  It  requires  that  appUcants  must 
quaiifv  above  a  certain  percentage;  it  gives  the  appointing 
power*  the  right  to  select  from  among  the  three  highest  who 
quaiifv.  and  in  giving  the  rating  of  i)ercentages  ex-service  men 
are  accorded  an  additional  5  per  cent  to  the  mark  they  acinally 
attain  in  the  examination.    That  is  the  preference  accorded  to 

them.  .  , 

It  is  undoubtedly  true— I  have  seen  it  occur  time  and  time 
again— that  a  postmaster  who  has  been  In  charge  for  four  or 
eight  vears  will  have  a  much  higher  mark  on  the  exanalnatlon 
than  will  his  competitors.  The  competitors  have  not  hao  the 
experience  which  would  enable  them  to  answer  the  que-tJons 
which  are  properly  asked  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Post  OfHces  and  Post  Roads  Is  not 
clothed  with  authority  to  select  postmasters.  It  can  only  i^M 
upon  the  qualifications  of  a  nominee  whose  name  Is  sent  In  by 
the  President.  In  order  to  handle  such  nominations  to  the 
best  advantage  it  has  been  customary  to  appoint  subcommittees. 
In  this  case  three  Members  of  the  Senate  were  apiwmted  as  a 
subcommittee.  They  reported  that  they  found  the  nominee 
qualified  for  the  position.  The  Senators  from  the  State  are  not 
objecting  to  him  on  i)ersonal  grounds ;  be  Is  not  personally  ob- 
noxious to  them ;  but  they  laid  the  case  before  the  »''b*^- 
mlttee  and  the  subcommittee  reported  as  I  have  stated.  The 
subcommittee  called  upon  the  Post  OJlc-e  Department  to  ascw- 
taln  why  thh*  parUcular  name  had  been  sent  In.  In  respc^use  to 
that  inqulrv  a  formal  letter  was  received  to  the  effect  ihat  It 
was  believed  that  Mr.  Oruwdl  would  give  greater  satisfaction 
as  pcjstmaster  than  would  either  of  the  other  two  comi)et.iors 
who  had  qualified. 

Mr.  NORRI8.     Mr.  President ^  ,  _.  1^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Neljraska? 

Mr   PHIPPS     I  yield. 
1      Mr  NORRIS.    Before  the  Senator  from  Colorado  concltides,  I 
should  like  to  a»dt  him  a  question,  if  he  will  permit  me. 

Mr  PHIPPS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr  NORRIS,  Did  the  investigation  made  by  the  subcommit- 
tee disclose  how  It  happened  that  the  man  who  was  third  c>n  the 
list  was  appointed  In  preference  to  the  man  who  sKkkI  highest 
on  the  list,  especially  when  the  highest  was  an  ex-8er>'lce  man? 
Was  any  reason  given  for  that  action?  ^^      ^      _        *. 

Mr  PHIPPS  The  statement  of  the  Post  OflBce  Department 
was  that  it  was  believed  Mr.  GruweU  wouhl  give  more  general 
satisfaction  than  the  former  ix>stmaster  or  either  of  the  com- 

^Mr^'^NORRIS.  Did  the  Post  Office  Department  give  any  rea- 
son why  they  felt  that  way?  Let  me  ask  the  Senat«»r  another 
question,  and  then  he  can  answer  them  both  at  once,  If  he  so 
desires.  Can  the  Senator  tell  the  Senate  ui)on  whose  recommen- 
dation this  appointment  was  made? 

Mr  PHIPPS.  If  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  will  pennit  me, 
I  will'  read  the  response  from  Hon.  Walter  F.  Brown,  Postmaster 
General.     I  have  it  here.  , .  _„  ^ 

Mr  NORRIS.  If  the  Senator  has  it,  I  wish  he  would  read 
the  letter  that  the  committee  seut  to  the  Postmaster  General 

as  well.  ^  .  I      J 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  Tlie  letter  from  the  Postmaster  General  Is  ad- 
dressed to  me  under  date  of  October  12,  and  reads : 

The  Postmastkb  Gknebal, 

Waahinyton,  October  IZ,  19S9. 

Hon.  r>AwnESCE  C.  Phipps, 

United  Btatex  Senate,  Wanhington,  D.  C. 
My  Dear  Senator  Phiits  :  The  department  Is  in  receipt  of  an  Inquiry 
from   ytr.  C.   Brooks   Fry,   clerk  of  the  Committee  on    Post   Offices  and 
Post   Roads,    relative    to   the   reasons    for    recommending   Mr.    Albert   C. 
GruweU  as  postmaster  at  Dillon,  Mont. 

This  recommendation  was  made  because  the  consensus  of  opinion 
which  the  department  received  was  to  the  effect  that  Mr.  GruweU  was 
well  qualified  for  the  post,  and  tbat  his  appointment  would  be  more  satis- 
factory to  the  i)eople  of  Dillon  than  would  the  appointment  of  either  of 
the  other  applicants  on  the  eligible  register. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Walter  F.  Browx. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Did  the  committee  have  any  information  as  to 
what  investigation  the  department  had  made,  or  anything  of 
that  kind? 
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Mr.  PHIPPS. 

Jetrer. 

Mr.  NORRIS. 
Mr.  PIJlPFa 
Mr.  NORRIS 


Nothing  other  than  what  is  disclosed  in  the 


Nothing  bnt  that? 
Tliat  l«  all. 

Can  the  Senator  toll  the  Senate  upon  whose 
rec«immendatl<>n  this  app"intment  was  niadp? 

Mr.  PIIIPPS.  No;  I  ran  not  say  positively;  but  I  assume  the 
Senator  from  Montana  was  well  informed  when  he  said  that 
the  recommeudiUions  cu.xtomarily  are  made  by  the  national  com- 
mitteemen of  the  State. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  am  anxious  to  know  whether  that  wn.'*  done 
In  thi.s  instance,  or  who  the  man  was  who  made  the  i-ecommeu- 
dation. 
Mr.  BLACK  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    I>oe8  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 
Mr.  BLACK.     I  yi«'ld. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Deducting  the  5  per  r-ent  allowed  in  faror 
of  the  ex-t*erTlce  men,  the  present  p^wtmaster,  he  would  luive  a 
mark  of  81.  and  the  one  appointed  had  a  mark  of  70. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.     He  had  a  rating  of  70.6  |»er  cent.     That  la 
about  correct. 
Mr.  BI.^CK.    Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Senator 

from  Montana 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  will  state  hid  parlia- 
mentary iiMiniry. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  Was  there  not  a  unanlmou.H-«>ni«ent  agree- 
ment that  only  those  nominations  should  be  considered  at  this 
exe<-utiTe  HeKwion  as  to  which  tht're  was  no  content? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  did  not  underntand  that 
that  agreement  applied  to  postmasters ;  he  understood  it  would 
apply  only  to  Judges.  The  present  o<'cupant  was  not  in  the  chair 
when  the  understanding  w^as  entered  into  a  few  days  ago. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  might  be 
a  good  idea  if  th^*  new  organisation  on  the  other  side  of  the 
tTianiber  could  prevent  such  cas««9  ad  th's  from  being  presented 
to  the  Senate  in  public.  It  further  seems  to  me  that  the  Senator 
from  Montana  has  performed  a  real  genuine  service  In  pre- 
senting this  matter  to  the  Senate.  It  is  another  illustration  of 
the  fact  that  open  sessions  for  the  consideration  of  executive 
noniinatiuus  will  redound  to  the  advantage  of  the  peoi4e  of  this 
Nation. 

There  Is  nothing  strange  about  this  case,  but  it  so  happens 
tbat  it  is  the  first  time  we  have  had  the  opportunity  to  present 
such  a  (*ase  to  the  public  in  an  open  session.  It  is  my  Judgmt'nt 
that  if  other  Senator*  will  follow  the  example  set  by  the  Senator 
from  Montana  and  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  and  of 
the  Nation  api>ointments  such  as  this,  a  system  which  is  perni- 
cious in  its  operation,  which  is  unjust  in  its  workings,  and  which 
is  so  partiMii  that  it  can  not  stand  the  test  of  public  scrutiny, 
will  soon  be  abandoned. 

I  know  nothing  of  these  two  men  :  I  never  heard  of  the  ca«e 
until  it  was  presented  a  few  moments  ago;  but  I  am  familiar 
with  the  system.  The  idea  of  conformity  to  civil-service  require- 
ments in  the  appointment  of  postmasters  sueli  as  this  is  a  mere 
whim,  a  fancy ;  it  does  not  exist. 

I  was  interested  in  the  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska,  and  I  venture  to  assert  that  in  one  hundred  out  of  one 
hundred  ca.ses  the  appointments  are  made  soleb'  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  Repiihlican  Representatives  or  of  the  Republican 
n«tiiii.al  committeemen.  It  makes  no  difference  that  one  man 
has  servetl  well  in  the  office;  no  consideration  is  given  to  the 
fact  that  one  man  served  his  country  when  it  neeiled  him  in  time 
of  war  in  conflict ;  it  makes  no  difference  that  one  may  have  a 
character  as  gfiod  as  the  other ;  tl»e  only  question  that  counts  is. 
Is  he  loyal  to  the  Republican  retiime?  If  both  eandidates  hapi)en 
to  be  Republicans,  then  the  only  question  that  is  involvetl  is. 
Which  one  Is  closer  to  the  Republican  r^inie? 

I  have  nothing  to  say  again.st  tlie  Republican  national  com- 
mitteeman in  Alabama ;  he  is  a  gentleman,  in  my  Judgment ;  but 
it  is  impos.sib!e  in  Alabama  for  a  Democratic  ex-service  man, 
even  though  be  stands  hi;:hest  in  the  examination  that  is  held, 
to  receive  an  appointment  If  there  can  possibly  be  discovered 
anywhere  within  the  imuio<liate  neighborhood  anyone  who  claims 
to  be  a  Republican. 

We  have  a  function  to  iierform  which  we  can  begin  to  perform 
here  if  we  believe  in  the  civil  servli-e.  Of  course,  if  the  duty  of 
the  Senate  Is  merely  to  confirm  all  apix)intments,  irrespective 
of  justice  t>r  merit,  then  we  should  go  ahead  and  follow  the  sug- 
ge^ti«in  of  the  Post  Office  Department ;  but  I  venture  the  as-ser- 
tion  that  if  the  committee  will  make  an  investigation  of  this 
case  they  will  find  that  the  one.  only,  and  single  reason  that 
thit!  man  is  said  to  be  the  most  popular  in  tlie  city  of  Dillon  is 
ou  account  of  the  faet  that  he  ha^  been  approved  by  the  Repub- 
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licaii  national  committeeman  or  by  the  Rciiublican  Represwita- 
tive  in  Con«re.-s,  if  there  is  a  Republican  Representative  In  Con- 
gress from  that  district. 

I  do  not  know  how  that  may  be;  but  shall  we  sit  silently 
by  \'hen  men  who  served  when  they  were  neetle<l  in  time  of  war 
are  thus  discriminate*!  against  under  a  system  which  is  snpposetl 
to  le  nonj>arti.san.  and  i>eruiit  such  men  to  be  shunted  aside 
mer»ly  for  political  purprjses  and  to  advance  the  cau.se  of  any 
parly  or  the  head  of  any  party? 

T  lere  will  be  many  more  cases  such  as  this  come  up  in  the 
full  re,  and  since  we  have  open  executive  sessions,  it  is  my  in- 
tent on  to  call  to  tile  attention  of  the  Senate  and  show  to 
Sen  I  tors  in  each  particular  instance  that  not  only  does  the 
ar>pointing  ix)wer  fre«iuently  do  exactly  what  has  btn^n  done  In 
this  instance  but  time  after  time  the  reiords  wili  show  that 
when  the  favorite  of  the  committeeuiiin  fails  to  make  a  suffi- 
cient mark,  a  reexamination  is  ordeie<l.  in  order  that  there 
ma.i  be  given  an  opi)Ortunlty  to  some  other  person  to  come  In 
and  lake  that  which  has  be«'n  earned  by  another  apitllcant  under 
a  fi  ir  and  Just  examination. 

Ii  may  be  true  that,  theoretically  speaking,  it  is  a  good  plan 
to  1  ave  a  system  under  which  ot)e  of  the  three  high  men  can  ba 
selerted.  Theoretically,  that  may  be  true:  but  it  is  worked  t»»- 
day  for  one  puriK)se,  and  one  puriwse  only,  and  liiat  is  to 
exc  ude  from  the  appointment  any  man  who  does  not  meet  with 
the]  favor  of  the  Republican  Congn-ssman  or  the  Republican 
national  i-omniitttH'man. 

S.)  far  as  I  am  coucerne<l,  I  exix'ct  to  vote  with  the  Senator 
from  Montana  and  with  any  other  Senator  who  raises  an  obje*-- 
tioi  to  an  appointment  made  under  cii>umstance8  like  these. 
Ldo  not  intend  to  vote  to  disjilace  a  man  who  served  his  eonntry 
wh(  n  It  needed  him.  a  man  wlio  was  willing  to  risk  the  danirers 
ami  perils  of  war,  in  order  to  give  a  position  to  s<mie  other  n>an 
simply  liecause  he  stands  a  little  closer  to  a  committeeman  of 
any]  party,  whether  it  be  my  party  or  another.  It  Is  not  ma- 
terikl  to  me  whether  the  Democratic  Party  worked  a  plan  of  this 
kinfl  or  did  not.  I  do  not  <-are.  in  so  far  as  this  Instance  U 
contemed.     I  do  not  believe  they  did. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  Pn-sideut 

llie  VK'E  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  .Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  BIJkCK.     I  yield  to  the  Senator, 


the 


the 


yie 


r.   SIMMONS.     I  desire  to  call  the  Senators  attention  to 

fact  that  President  Wilson  isauefl  an  Executive  order  with 

reference  to  postmasters  and  other  upi>oint»H»s;  and,  aeconling 

to  4>y  recollection,  in  that  Executive  order  It  was  provided  that 

highest  np«m  the  list  should  be  apiwinted. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE   PRESIDENT.     I>oes   the   Senator  from   Alabama 
d  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

JLr.  BLACK.     I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  desire  to  supplement  what  has 
been  said  by  remarking  that  so  rigidly  was  the  rule  adhered  to 
that  when  our  esteemed  friend  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Walsh]  first  came  here  he  was  nmf routed  with  the  n|>- 
I)oiiitment  of  a  Republican  to  the  prisition  of  jHistmaster  of  the 
cit/  of  Boston,  a  Democratic  city;  and,  desjiite  everything  he 
c«n  Id  do,  the  President  of  the  Ignited  States  adliered  to  his 
policy  of  appointing  the  man  who  stood  fii*st  on  the  list  for  the 
I)oat  office,  notwithstanding  his  opposite  iK>litics. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     Mr.  President 

"he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
fuither  vield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina? 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  do. 

1 1r.  SIMMONS.  That  was  real  civil  service.  That  made  the 
lav  effe<tive;  but  in  1?»21  that  ortler  was  revokefl.  iind  an  order 
wa<  made  i)emiitting  the  apiKiinting  authorities  to  select  from 
tht  three  highest :  and  .since  that  time  I  think  the  Senator  is 
rig  It  in  the  statement  that  civil  serv-ice  has  disappeared  and 
pai  tisanship  has  taken  its  place. 

;  do  not  know  whether  or  not  it  has  come  to  the  Senator's 
att  sntion,  but  cases  have  been  brought  to  my  attention  from  my 
own  State  in  which  all  of  those  who  hap|)ened  to  pass  the  ex- 
amination and  get  upon  the  eligible  list  hai)i)ened  to  1k»  Demo- 
crsts;  and  in  .some  in.stances  they  ordered  another  examination 
in  >rder  that  a  Republican  might  get  on  the  list. 

:  Ir.  BLACK.     I  stated  that  a  moment  ago. 

:  Ir.  SWANSON.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a 
mi  lute? 

"he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yi«  Id  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

:  Ir.  BLACK.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Jr.  SWAN  SON.  As  I  understand,  an  ex-soldier  was  an  ai>- 
pli  ant  for  this  position  and  was  on  the  «'ligible  list.  I  under- 
stand, and  I  should  like  to  ask  the  chiurmau  of  the  Post  Office 


Committee  If  it  Is  not  true,  that  there  Is  a  statute  which  pro- 
vides that  preference  shall  be  given  to  ex-soldiers. 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  Yes,  there  is;  but  that  does  not  extend  to  the 
point  of  providing  that  where  an  appli -ant  is  an  ex-service  man 
he  must  be  appointed,  regardless  of  w!io  the  other  applicants 

Mr   SW ANSON.    So  there  is  a  statute  to  that  eirect. 

Mr   PHIPPS.    No;  I  do  not  think  it  goes  to  that  extent. 

Mr.  SWANSON.  But  it  provides  that  he  shall  be  given  prefer- 
ence; not  that  he  must  be  appointed. 

Mr  PHIPPS.  That  he  shall  be  given  preference  to  the  ex- 
tent of  5  per  cent  under  the  post-office  rules ;  and  that  has  been 

enforced  ,     ,      ,..*„„ 

Mr.  SWANSON.  As  I  understand.  Congress  in  Its  kindness 
to  the  ex-soldiers  has  said  that  a  preference  should  be  given 
the  ex-service  men,  which  meant,  if  I  am  correct,  that  where 
an  ex  service  nnin  passed  a  proper  examination  and  was  on  the 
eligible  list  he  ought  to  be  appointed.  They  have  qualified  that 
to  the  extent  that  they  give  him  an  advantage  of  5  per  ctuit  in 
his  examination,  5  points  in  his  examination,  and  that  is  the 
only  preference  given  him.  ^        .  i« 

It  seems  to  me  that  If  there  were  going  to  be  an  honest  in- 
terpretation of  the  lntenti(m  of  Congress  they  would  hold 
a  clvll-aervice  examination,  and  if  the  ex-service  man  qualified 
as  one  of  the  three  ellglbies  under  the  ci\il-8ervice  rules.  If  he 
was  qualified  and  ( ompetent,  the  preference  ought  to  go  to  him 
for  the  appointment.  I  have  always  contended  that  that  was 
the  real  intention  of  Congress;  and  simply  giving  him  5  per 
cent  advantage  on  an  examination,  and  getting  him  on  the 
eligible  list,  and  then  having  the  right  to  appoint  pwple  who 
ranked  under  hiu),  is  giving  him  no  preference,  it  Is  simply 
exercising  political  i>ower  without  any  preference  whatever 
accruing  to  the  ex-servic-e  man.  .      , .  .  _ 

Mr.  BLACK.  Mr.  President,  I  think  we  should  have  a  yea- 
and-nay  vote  on  this  appolntm^'nt.  .  .^  . 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
for  the  purpose  «»f  calling  a  quorum?  ..,  ,  «  t  k 

Mr.  BLACK.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  to  wait  until  I  finish. 
I  do  not  vield  ifor  that  pun'ose  at  thb*  juncture. 

Mr  PHIPPS  I  do  not  desire  to  take  the  Sennt^nr  from  the 
floor;  but  It  is  my  intention  to  call  for  a  quorum  at  the  proi>er 

Mr  BIJ^CK.  I  think  there  should  be  a  yea-and-nay  vote  In 
order  that  the  Se:iators  who  vote  on  the  matter  may  let  the 
Issue  be  squarely  presented  when  the  vote  can  be  taken  in  open 

exe<utlve  session.  ^  ,  ..» 

Let  it  be  understood  that  here  Is  a  man  who  served  as  post- 
master of  a  town  without  complaint.  Let  it  l)e  understood  that 
the  committee  sends  down  to  the  Post  Office  Department,  and 
not  one  single  charge  is  placed  agtiinst  the  man  who  served  in 
that  communitv  as  postmaster.  Let  it  be  further  understood 
that  that  man  makes  a  percentage  of  more  than  80  per  cent,  and 
a  new  man  just  gets  over  the  fence  with  70.6  per  cent,  I  believe; 
and  then  iot  it  be  under8too<l  that  one  of  those  two  men— the 
man  who  received  the  high  percentage,  the  man  who  has  served 
without  complaint,  the  man  agiiinst  whom  no  charges  have  been 
preferred— served  his  cotuitry  in  time  of  war.  Then  let  it  be 
understood  that  the  executive  ilepartment  of  this  Government, 
supposedly  in  the  fair  and  honest  discharge  of  a  civil  service  act, 
has  deliberatelv  set  aside  the  examination  i«pers,  has  deliber- 
ately ignored  the  fact  that  no  charges  have  been  preferred 
against  this  postmaster,  has  considered  for  naught  his  services 
to  his  ccmntry  in  time  of  war  and  has  selected  another  man  to 

serve  In  his  stead 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Sena- 
tor yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  BLACK.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  One  of  the  worst  abuses  m 
this  system  Is  that  when  an  examination  is  to  be  held  the  law 
requires  tliree  names  to  be  certified  as  receiving  a  rank  of  over 
70  i)or  cent ;  otherwise  the  examination  is  null  and  void.  With 
the  desire  to  save  exi>ense  to  the  Government,  the  inspectors 
strain  every  effort  to  rank  men  whom  they  know  and  find  to  be 
unfit  to  70  and  71  per  cent,  .so  as  to  have  three  names  certified, 
and  not  have  a  reexanrination ;  and  undoubtedly  in  this  case 
the  very  fact  that  the  ranking  is  70  and  a  slight  per  cent  more 
means  that  the  inspectors,  in  order  to  save  a  second  examina- 
tl(»n  certified  to  a  man  being  over  70  per  cent  whom  they  in  their 
own'  heart  of  hearts  thought  and  believed  was  unsuited  and 
unfit  and  unsatisfactory. 

Something  ought  to  be  done  to  prevent  that  pressure  upon 
those  who  conduct  the  examinations  to  find  three  candidates 
ranking  over  70  per  cent.     I  will  say,  from  the  experience  1 


have  had  with  the  department  in  a  somewhat  similar  case,  that 
I  found  the  Postmaster  General  very  sympathetic  with  the  idea 
of  trying  to  carry  out  the  intent  and  spirit  of  the  civil  service 
law  by  appointing  the  highest  applicant ;  but  I  assume  that  in 
these  cases  and  other  cases  the  political  pressure  is  terrific  and 
the  remedy  is  what  the  Senator  has  pointed  out — an  Executive 
order  requiring  the  applicant  having  the  highest  standing  to  be 
appointed.  , 

Mr.  BLACK.  The  remedy  also  is  here.  We  have  it  within 
our  power,  in  voting  upon  this  appointment  and  In  voting  upon 
others,  to  let  the  ex-service  men  of  this  Nation  know  whether 
we  are  their  friends  simply  with  lip  service  or  with  heart  senr- 
Ice.  We  can  send  a  message  to  them  that  the  service  of  men 
in  the  war  meant  nothing  so  far  as  we  are  concerned,  and  that 
our  loyalty  to  partisan  appointments  means  more  than  our  de- 
votion to  those  men  who  served  this  country  in  time  of  war. 

Oh,  of  course.  It  is  easy  enough  to  say,  "  The  committee  has 
recommended  him."  That  is  all  right ;  the  committee  has  rec<nn- 
mended  him ;  but  each  Senator  here  has  a  responsibility  of  hU 
own  to  determine,  and  will  have  It  hereafter.  Fnna  all  oyer 
Alabama  I  have  had  complaints  about  the  evasion  of  this  rjile 
with  respect  to  ex-service  men.  It  hag  not  only  come  to  me  but 
It  has  come  to  other  Senators  on  this  floor.  Now  and  here  and 
hereafter,  every  time  the  question  Is  raised,  we  expect  to  let 
the  people  of  the  United  States  know  where  the  United  States 
Senate  stands  on  giving  ex-service  men  the  preference. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  preliminarily  I  desire  to  say 
that  I  am  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post 
Roads.  I  never  heard  of  this  nomination  nor  this  controversy 
until  now.  I  do  not  know  how  it  was  handled  through  the  com- 
mittee :  but  I  make  no  complaint  against  that.  I  content  myself 
with  saying  that  I  have  never  voted  favorably  cm  th's  nomina- 
tion in  committee  or  elsewhere,  and  I  certainly  shall  vote  to 
reject  the  nominee  when  the  Senate  acts. 

I  do  not  gee  how  any  Member  of  the  Senate  can  vote  to  confirm 
this  appointment  and  conform  that  vote  to  the  purposes  of  the 
civil  service  law.  ,  ,.^ 

Mr.  I'HIPPS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  ylrtd? 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  do.  .      .     ^.        .     *k-» 

Mr.  PHIPPS.  I  think  there  Is  a  misunderstanding.  In  that 
the  Senator  Is  of  opinion  that  postmasters  of  this  class  are 
under  the  civil  service  laws.  I  do  not  understand  that  they  are. 
First  second,  and  third  class  postmasterships  have  never  been 
put  definitely  under  the  civil  service  laws.  The  avll  Service 
Commission  "is  called  upon  as  the  proper  channel  through  which 
examinations  may  be  conducted ;  but  the  civil-service  examiners 
are  alwavs  accompanied  by  a  representative  of  the  Post  Office 
Department  in  making  their  investigations.  Fourth-clasg  post- 
masters are  In  a  different  situation. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.Siichu.setts.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Sen- 

ator  virtd'' 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 

yield  to  the  Senqjtor  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  BRATTON.     I  yield.  ,  *»,  i 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  purpose  of  the  exami- 
nation which  is  conducted  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission  is 
to  inform  the  President— or  the  First  Assistant  Postmaster 
Creneral.  an  aide  to  the  President— as  to  the  quallflcatlons  of 

the  candidates. 

Mr  PHIPPS  Those  qualifications,  in  the  case  of  an  office 
of  this  size,  are  practically  limited  to  the  mentality  and  ability 
of  the  postmaster,  and  d«»  not  go  into  the  question  «»f  his 
relative  standing  in  the  community.  That  part  Is  taken  care 
of  by  the  Post  Office  Department  representative  himself. 

Mr  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee has  said  that  the  examination  in  a  case  of  this  kino  is 
advisorv  If  it  Is  merely  advisory,  and  is  cast  to  the  four 
winds  when  It  does  not  harmonize  with  the  desires  of  those 
who  pass  upon  the  matter  finally,  It  should  be  dispensed  with. 
We  should  stop  deceiving  applicants.        ^  ^  ^^  »,    .»  ♦     „« 

Why  call  them  forward  and  require  that  they  submit  to  an 
examination,  and  then  the  one  who  makes  a  grade  of  86  per 
cent  as  was  made  here,  be  turned  aside  for  one  who  makes  a 
gratie  of  70  per  cent  plus?  That  does  gross  violence  to  the 
purposes  of  the  law. 

I  want  to  address  myself  to  what  the  Senator  fn^m  Massa- 
chusetts said  a  while  ago,  if  I  may  have  l^\s  attention.  He 
said  that  in  order  to  bring  three  applicants  within  the  eligible 
'class  the  Civil  Service  Commission  sometimes  boost  or  give  a 
fictitious  rating  to  applicants.  I  am  told  that  in  doing  so 
they  have  one  factor  called  "  executive  abdity.'  or  executive 
camcity"  or  "business  ability,"  some  such  denomination  as 
that   and  that  being  a  very  elastic  phrase,  they  frequently  re- 
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Tl3e  the  srmde  «nd  give  one  or  more  apjrficants  a  much  higher 
rating  on  executive  abUity  in  order  to  bring  their  average  above 
70.     Is  that  the  experience  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  Is  mj  experience.  As  I 
uiHlerstand  It.  the  examinatiou  Is  ba.se<l  upon  experience  and 
e^lucatlon.  in  part,  and  then  upon  the  character  as  found  from 
investigations  that  are  made  in  the  field  where  the  peoi^  Uve. 
My  experience  has  been  absolutely  in  accord  with  what  the 
Beoator  has  just  said. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  That  8yt»tem  is  pernicious.  But  I  want  to 
call  attention  to  a  case  that  can  not  be  dealt  with  as  one  may 
deal  with  this  one.  and  I  do  not  know  what  the  remedy  Is.  I 
would  like  to  get  the  views  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 
It  Is  a  case  which  comes  from  my  own  State.  An  applicant 
took  the  clvll-servlce  examination  for  a  position  In  the  prohi- 
bition enforcement  forces.  He  was  certified  on  the  eligible 
list.  Later  his  name  was  suspended  from  that  list,  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  holding  the  information  upon  which  Its 
action  was  based  confidential,  although  coming  from  unofficial 
■oorces.  The  man  has  been  stricken  from  the  eligible  list,  and 
the  commlfMlon  declines  to  disclose  the  Information  on  which 
that  action  was  taken. 

ObviouAly  he  is  utterly  unable  and  wholly  Incapacitated  to 
present  his  case,  because  be  does  not  know  the  sub-stance  of  the 
alleged  evidence  against  him.  Can  the  Senator  from  Ifasaa- 
chu<«tts  tell  how  that  kind  of  situation  should  be  met? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Masaacbosetts.  I  am  surirrlsed  at  the  rere- 
latkm  the  Senator  has  made.  In  my  experience  with  the  com- 
mlwion  they  hare  shown  a  wlUlngseM  at  all  times  to  five  me 
confidential  InformatUm  in  snrh  cases.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
have  had  any  case  just  exactly  like  that  the  Senator  has 
related.  I  confeas  I  do  not  know  what  action  to  take,  except  to 
ask  for  a  ^caring  before  tb«  fnU  commtssion,  and  insist  that 
aome  reason  be  flven  for  the  action.  I  aianime,  however,  that 
the  commiasion  takes  a  somewhat  different  attitude  toward 
apTointeiMi  in  the  I^rohibition  Bureau  from  its  position  aa  to  any 
other  department  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Probably  so.  I  likewise  am  amazed  at  the 
■itnutlon.  One  of  two  thing)*  is  true,  either  the  ctmimisslon  has 
been  Imposed  upon,  or  It  Is  lending  Itself  to  a  systenr  which 
shoulil  be  condemned.  Nothing  short  of  a  full  disclosure  will 
do.  But  there  Is  no  way  to  deal  with  that  In  the  Senate  unless 
It  Is  a  resolution  calling  for  the  record.  We  can  reject  a  name 
if  the  appointment  Is  the  result  of  a  system  which  we  dL<«p- 
prove,  but  where  a  name  Is  stricken  from  the  eligible  list  upon 
charges  based  niton  Information  unofllcial  In  character  and  held 
confl'lentlal,  the  person  affected  Is  helpless.  Those  Interested 
In  him  likewise  are  helpless.  Perhaps  a  resolution  of  the  Senate 
is  the  only  remedy. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  appreciate  that  difficulty. 
I  should  think  the  Senator  should  at  least  insist  upon  a  hearing 
before  the  commission. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  detain  the  Senate 
further  except  to  say  that  In  thli  Instance  I  shall  vote  against 
this  nomination.  If  this  nominee  is  confirnred,  the  spirit  of  the 
civil  service  law  will  be  cast  aside  and  all  professions  of 
gratitude  for  the  ex-serrlce  men  will  go  for  naught. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  was  appointed  on  a  sub- 
committee to  consider  this  case,  tc^ether  with  the  Senator  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Hescxt]  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Tbammell]. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  wanted  to  present  some  facts  to 
the  subcommittee,  and  the  subcommittee  met  and  heard  those 
facts.  They  consisted  of  statements  to  the  effect  that  the  pres- 
ent postmaster  was  a  thoroughly  competent  man,  that  he  was 
an  ex-soldier,  and  that  there  was  much  sympathy  In  his  com- 
munity for  him. 

I  remember  very  distinctly,  In  one  of  the  letters  urging  the 
retention  of  the  present  postmaster,  the  writer  of  the  letter 
stated  that  the  appoiutee  was  a  thoroughly  competent  man, 
and  from  all  the  evidence  we  were  able  to  gather,  there  was 
nothing  brought  before  the  subcoirnulttee  that  led  us  to  believe 
that  the  appointment  was  not  a  perfectly  proi>er  one. 

I  think  it  Is  safe  for  me  to  say  that  each  member  of  the  sub- 
committee regretted  that  the  old  postmaster  had  not  been  re- 
nauie«l.  but  we  looked  ui)on  It  as  our  duty  to  determine  whether 
a  proper  selection  had  been  made,  and  It  never  occurred  to  us 
that  we  had  any  power  to  make  a  selection  ourselves.  As  we 
understand  it,  and  I  think  the  Senate  generally  will  agree,  the 
appointing  power  is  in  the  President,  and  if  this  ai^pointment 
is  rejected,  there  is  nothing  to  compel  the  President  to  name  the 
man  who  is  at  present  acting  as  postmaster  at  this  particular 
pUice. 

We  told  the  Senator  from  Montana  our  position,  that  we 
aympathlzed  with  the  present  postmaster,  and  that  we  could 


not  we  any  particular  reason  why  he  should  not  have  been 
name< ,  beyond  the  information  we  had,  being  the  letter  ad- 
dressc  d  to  the  committee  by  the  Postnaaster  General.  But  with- 
out ai  y  personal  objection  on  the  part  of  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana, which  he  admitted  did  not  exist,  there  was  nothing  to 
show  that  the  man  who  was  appointed  was  not  n  fit  person, 
and  i;  seemed  to  us  that  there  was  nothing  for  tia  to  do  but 
to  reommend  that  the  appointee  be  conflrme<l. 

As  o  whether  the  present  method  of  selecting  the  three  high- 
est fr  )ni  the  eligible  list  of  those  who  have  taECn  an  examina- 
tion I J  a  proper  rule  or  not,  I  personally  have  no  doubt  that 
it  is,  ind  that  it  can  be  defended,  because  the  mere  marks  are 
not  always  the  l)e8t  evidence  of  the  qualifications  of  a  man  for 
a  pla<e. 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  Dda- 
ware  ^ield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio? 
Mr.  HASTINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr,  FESS.  In  addition  to  what  the  Senator  has  just  said, 
that  tlie  examination  might,  in  the  matter  of  the  record,  not  be 
the  Ixst  determinant,  there  is  another  consideration  in  reference 
to  th€  certiftring  of  the  three  highe*tt,  which  was  gone  Into  when 
that  mle  was  put  into  force,  and  that  was  that  the  appointive 
p<iwei  of  the  President  can  not  be  limited  to  any  one  iierson. 
The  President  has  the  appointive  power,  and  when  the  question 
came  up  as  to  the  ojjeration  of  the  dvil  service  law.  I  thought— 
and  I  was  In  a  conference  when  the  matter  was  discussed — that 
if  we  limited  It  to  three  people,  it  probably  would  be  l)etter  to 
take  the  first  name,  otherwise  the  appointing  power  would  be 
open  CO  the  charge  of  acting  on  purely  political  grounds.  But 
we  cduld  not,  under  the  Constitution,  say  to  the  Pre^-ldent  that 
he  wks  limited  in  his  appointment.  That  was  generally  con- 
ceded  The  President  having  the  np|H>lntive  power,  Congress  can 
not  limit  him  to  a  particular  perMon. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  Mr.  President.  I  thank  the  Senator  for  hla 
obaer  ration,  but  while  he  was  speaking  I  was  wondering  how, 
if  it  vere  true  that  during  the  Wilson  administration  they  se> 
lected  the  highest  man,  it  could  be  that  at  the  end  of  the  Wil- 
son administration  one  could  hardly  find  one  Republican  post- 
master anywhere  in  the  country. 

Mr,  BLACK.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr,  HASTINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr,  BLACK.  Conceding,  which  I  somewhat  question — though 
I  am  not  questioning  the  Senator'.'*  beli«'f — conceding  that  it  is 
true  that  Democrats  when  in  power  did  abuse  their  power, 
woul(  the  Senator  think  that  was  any  excuse  why  an  ex-.service 
man  should  be  turned  down  in  favor  of  a  man  who  did  not 
serve  in  the  World  War? 

Mr  HASTINGS.  I  am  complaining  about  Democrats  who 
undeitake  to  defend  Democratic  administrations,  who  are  find- 
ing ffiult  now  with  a  system  which  the  Republicans  think  is  an 
imprfvement  over  what  the  Democrats  did.  In  this  connection 
let  ne  ask  that  the  Senator  to-day  or  to-morrow,  whenever  he 
gets  m  opportunity,  put  into  the  Rccoso  the  names  of  all  the 
Repuslioin  postmasters  In  Alabama  at  the  end  of  the  Wilson 
admi  listratiou.  I  would  like  to  see  .such  a  list  as  to  Alabama 
or  ai  y  other  of  the  States  of  the  Union. 

Mr,  BLACK.     Will  the  Senator  yield  again? 
Mi.  HASTINGS.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mi.  BLACK.  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  was  not 
here  during  the  Wilson  administration.  If  I  Lad  l)een  here  dur- 
ing tnat  administration,  and  the  officials  of  the  Government  had 
after  ipted  to  use  thLs  appointive  power  as  the  Senator's  party 
is  d(jlng  now,  I  would  have  been  ja'st  as  much  a^ain.st  it  and 
have  been  as  out.spoken  against  it  as  I  am  now.  But  conceding 
that  It  was  abused  at  that  time,  which  I  deny  and  do  n<»t  believe, 
can  he  Senator  now  explain  to  the  ex-service  men  of  the  Na- 
tion low  that  is  any  excuse  for  him  taking  the  position  that  the 
RepDblicans  have  a  right  to  mistreat  them  because  the  Demo- 
crats mistreated  Republicans? 

Mi.  HASTINGS.  I  will  answer  the  Senator's  qui^tiou  by 
askii  g  him  another  one. 

Mi.  black.  I  will  be  delighted  to  answer  it. 
Ml.  HASTINGS.  I  will  ask  him  whether  or  not  he  would 
approve  of  a  system  that  would  force  the  President  of  the 
Uidt^  States  to  name  as  postmaster  in  the  town  In  which  he 
lives  a  colored  man  who  happened  to  be  the  highest  on  the  list 
in  ar  examination. 

Ml.  black.  That  has  absolutely  nothing  to  do  with  this 
ques  ion,  and  that  would  be  up  to  the  President.  If  the  Senator 
desiiea  to  raise  the  old  question  that  arose  when  his  party 
went  down  into  the  South  and  attempted  to  put  the  iron  heel 
of  d(  spotism  upon  the  throats  of  the  people,  and  wants  to  bring 
up  fi  debate  on  that  subject,  I  am  willing  to  meet  him,  but  I 
a.Hk  he  Senator  now  to  answer  my  question. 
M  .  HASTINGS.    I  wiU  be  glad  to  do  so. 


Mr.  BLACK.  Can  the  Senator  look  an  ex-service  man  in  the 
face  and  say  to  him.  "  I  voted  against  the  ai>polntment  of  an 
ex-service  man  who  made  the  highest  grade.  I  did  it  because 
the  Democrats  10  years  ago  had  abus?d  the  civil  service"? 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     I  will  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  BL.\('K.     Can  the  Senator  answer  that'/ 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  Yes.  This  is  my  answer.  I  never  expect 
to  admit  to  him  that  1  voted  against  him. 

Mr   BLACK.     I  thought  the  Senator  woruld  not 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  What  I  shall  .say,  and  what  the  Senator 
mu.st  admit,  is  that  his  name  has  not  been  brought  before  tlte 
Senate  for  me  to  vote  upon,  and  until  It  Is  I  will  be  able  to 
defend  myself  with  the  ex-service  man.  I  stated  in  the  begin- 
ning that*  s(»  far  as  I  was  concemeii,  I  was  In  sympathy  with 
him  and  could  see  no  good  reason  why  be  should  not  have  been 
appolntetl.  but  he  was  not  appointed,  and  as  a  Senator  I  can  not 
turn  down  and  vote  against  the  man  who  was  appointed  because 
the  particular  man  of  my  choice  was  not  named.  That  Is  the 
poslthm  I  take.  .      „     „^ 

Mr.  BLACK.  Will  the  Senator  answer  this  question?  ITie 
Senator  has  not  yet  told  me  whether  he  thought  he  could  justify 
an  abiise  by  the  Republicans  by  saying  that  the  Democrats  hrtd 
abused  a  jMiwer.  The  Senator  has  not  answered  that  yet.  I 
assume,  therefore,  that  he  takes  the  i>ositlon  that  the  Rei)Ub- 
llcans  have  a  right  to  do  wrong  if  the  Democrats  have  done 

wrong. 

Mr.  HASTINGS,  Of  course  that  queMtion  needs  no  annwer. 
Nol>o<ly  can  defeml  a  thing  that  Is  impn»i)er  or  c<)rrupt,  whether 
it  is  done  bv  lHMno<'rats  or  Republicans. 

Mr.  BLACK.  Then  what  bus  it  to  do  with  this  appointment 
to  say  tlittt  President  Wlltw>n  abused  u  p<mer? 

Mr.  HA.STING8.     The  Senator  raised  that  question. 

Mr  BL.\CK.     I  did  not  raiKe  It, 

Mr,  HA8T1N<JH.  I  l»eg  the  Senator'*  pardon.  Was  It  not  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  who  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
during  the  Wilson  administration  only  the  high  man  was  named 
as  iNwtmaster? 

Mr,  BLACK,     I  did  not, 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     I  beg  the  Senator's  pardon. 

Mr,  BL.VCK,  The  whole  Issue  Is,  as  the  Senator  stated,  tlmt 
he  can  not  vote  against  this  man  b4»<ause  of  the  fact  that  he 
has  l)een  appointed.  If  the  Senator  believes  that  the  api>olnteo 
has  beeti  designated  as  a  result  of  favoritism  does  the  Senator 
still  take  the  position  tliat  he  can  not  vote  not  to  confirm  the 
nomination? 

Mr.  HASTINGS  I  can  not  vote  against  any  person  named 
here  by  the  President  if  that  man  be  a  fit  person  for  the  job  for 
which 'he  has  bpen  named.  ..  ^      .^.      .w 

Mr  BLACK.  Even  though  the  Senator  believes  that  the  other 
man  has  been  left  out  on  the  ground  of  favoritism? 

Mr  HASTINGS.  1  make  that  statement  without  qualifica- 
tions of  any  kind.  If  the  name  be  sent  here  of  a  man  who  is  a 
fit  man,  it  Is  n<;ne  of  my  business  to  inquire  whether  somebody 
el.se  could  do  the  job  better  than  that  particular  man. 

Mr    BRATTON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fbss  in  the  chair).  Does 
the    Senator    from    Delaware  yield   to   the    Senator  from    New 

Mexico? 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     I  yield. 

Mr  BRATTON.  The  Senator  stated  a  while  ago  In  answer 
to  a  question  propounded  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama  that  in 
justifying  his  vote  he  would  say  that  It  was  imi)ossible  for  him 
to  vote  for  the  ex-service  man  or  favor  the  ex-service  man  be- 
cause his  name  was  not  here. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.     That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  But  by  voting  to  conflnn  this  nominee  as 
against  an  ex-senice  man  the  Senator  from  Delaware  lends 
him.self  to  a  system  which  does  discriminate  against  the  ex- 
service  man. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  I  would  thereby  lend  myself  to  a  system 
whlcli  undertakes  to  transfer  the  appointment  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  the  Senate  of  tlie  United  States, 
and  that  I  am  not  going  to  try  to  do.  That  is  the  system  which 
the  Senatt>r  from  New  Mexico  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
are  endeavoring  to  set  up  here. 

Mr.  BRATTON.  And  by  the  vote  of  the  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware he  makes  It  Impossible  for  the  ex-service  man  ever  to  be 
considered  l)V  the  Senate  for  the  position. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.    That  may  be  true. 

Mr    CONNALLY  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carodua? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  was  desirous  of  getting  the  floor  in  my  own 
right     There  is  a  matter  of  importance  which  1  want  to  bnng 


to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  before  we  recess  this  evening. 
I  shall  not  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas  to  yield  for  that  pur- 
pose, however. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Texas 
vield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.     I  yield.  ,  ,       _        , 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  In  view  of  the  position  taken  by 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Hastings]  that  If  the  Presi- 
dent .sends  In  a  nomination  to  the  Senate,  the  only  question  Is 
as  to  whether  the  man  is  fit  for  tlie  place  or  not  and  that  the 
requirements  of  the  law  in  relation  to  it  are  to  be  utterly  disre- 
garded and  are  a  matter  of  no  consequence  whatever 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  Of  course,  I  never  made  any  such  sugges- 
tion as  that 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  will  not  enter  Into  n  controversy 
with  the  Senator  on  that  point  at  this  time.  I  call  attention 
to  section  35.  Title  V,  of  the  Code  of  Laws,  as  follows : 

Persons  honorably  dlncharned  from  the  military  or  naval  «»rvlce  by 
ronson  of  dlBabllity  reuniting  from  wounds  or  Blckne«n  incurred  in  fb« 
line  of  doty,  shall  be  preferred  for  appolntmentu  to  civil  offlcea,  pro- 
vided they  are  found  to  po»»*etw  the  bunlnero  capacity  necesaary  for  tbe 
proper  dlacharRe  of  the  dutl««  of  Hucb  offlcea.  In  making  appolntmenta 
to  clerical  and  other  poHltlona  In  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment In  tbe  Diatrict  of  Columbia  or  elaewhere  preference  ahall  U-  glvea 
to  honorably  dliwharged  aoldlerH,  aallora,  and  marine*,  and  widow*  of 
Mich,  and  to  the  wlvi^a  of  Injured  aoldlera.  aiillor*.,  and  marlnea  who 
themaelvea  are  not  qualified,  but  whoi.e  wlvea  are  au»Ufled  to  hold  auch 
poaltlona. 

This  I  might  say  is  an  old  ntatnte  cm»cte<l  back  Ir  1919,  but 
it  is /also  a  pr(»vlsion  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  section  1754.  en- 
acted in  rwognltioii  of  the  (.bllgatlons  due  from  the  Nation  to 
thoxe  who  wrved  In  the  Civil  War. 
Mr.  SWANSON.    Mr.  President.  If  tlie  Senator  from  Texaa 

will  tK-rmlt  me ^         ,.._.. 

Mr   CONNALLY.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mrglnla. 

Mr  SWANSON.  That  is  a  statute,  as  I  stated  in  my  previ- 
ous remarks,  with  which  the  Civil  Servhe  Comml«sl<m  and  the 
President  say  they  will  comply.  It  simply  gives  ex-servke  men 
a  5  i)er  cent  preference  in  the  matter  of  examinations  taken.  It 
is  rfearly  a  violation  of  the  purpose  of  the  Congress  when  an 
honorably  dischnrged  Poldier  Is  not  appointed  if  he  proves  hla 
eligibility  by  a  competitive  examination  and  is  put  on  the  eligible 
list  and  is  then  not  apiwinted.  I  have  had  similar  cases  in 
Virginia  a  d««en  times.  I  have  called  attention  to  that  statute 
and  tried  to  get  the  department  to  recognlw?  it.  Every  time  they 
,lo  not  rec<»gnlze  it.  it  is  a  plain,  palpable  effort  to  A-iolate  the 
law  of  tbe  land,  and  the  time  has  come  for  the  Congress  to  teach 
the  executive  officers  that  they  can  not  violate  the  law  any  fur- 
ther so  far  as  h««orably  dtscharged  soldiers  and  sailors  are  con- 

Mr  SIMMONS.  The  Senate  can  at  least  say  to  the  President 
or  to  the  aiipointing  power  that  we  wUl  n(»t  assist  them  in 
violating  the  law  by  confirming  such  nominations. 

Mr  SWANSON.  The  impression  has  been  that  by  Kxe<utlve 
order  the  President  could  avoid  compliance  with  this  law. 
This  is  not  an  Executive  order.  It  is  a  statute  enacted  by  the 
Congress  which  they  have  attempted  to  supersede  by  a  little 

Executive  order.  .   .     ^  .         ^    li. 

Mr  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  did  not  intend  to  submit 
anv  remarks  to  the  Senate  at  this  time,  but  I  was  i)rovokr<l  into 
doing  so  by  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Hastinob]  I  happen  to  have  been  a  Member  of  the  House 
(luring  the  last  half  of  the  Wilson  administration  and  happen 
to  know  something  about  the  matter  of  ai»i)ointment8  to  lost- 
masterships  during  that  time.  I  want  to  accept  the  challenge 
which  the  Senator  from  Delaware  has  laid  down. 

I  have  observed  in  my  congressional  experience  that  a  Reimb- 
llcan  always  takes  great  pride  if  lie  can  submit  as  a  jusUfica- 
tion  for  his  conduct  the  argument  that  the  Democrats  once 
did  the  same  thing.  The  Senator  .seems  to  justify  the  palpable 
evasion  of  tbe  statute  and  of  the  Executive  order  by  saying 
that  the  Democrats  also  abused  the  matter  of  appointments  to 
postmasterships.     I  deny  that  statement. 

In  191H  when  the  Democrats  came  into  power  there  was  no 
civil-servitre  requirement  as  to  appointments  for  iwstmusters. 
We  appointed  I>emocrats  in  mo.st  cjises  to  the  i)ost  offices  through- 
out the  United  States.  We  made  no  pretense  otherwise.  Hut  In 
the  campaign  of  1916  President  Wib^n  let  it  be  known  that  he 
prop<«ed  to  adopt  the  civil-r*rvic-e  rule  with  reference  ^to  post- 
office  appointments,  and  on  the  31st  day  of  March.  191..  Presi- 
dent Wilson,  under  Ui»  constUutioual  power,  issued  au  Execu- 
tive order  providing  that  thereafter  vacancies  in  the  po»«t  offices 
of  the  country  siiould  be  filled  by  eivil-nerviee  examinaiion. 
I  hapi>en  to  know  that  it  was  the  policy  of  the  admlntetrarion 
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to  «pp«»iut  the  applicant  with  the  highest  standing,  jHrovlded 
he  qualified  as  to  character,  r^ardless  of  his  political  affilia- 
tions. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  I  observe  that  that  Executive  order  was 
not  made  until  he  had  s<upplante<l  the  Republicans  with  Dtano- 
CTat.s.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  CUSS  ALLY.    No;  it  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  HASTINGS.  Was  it  not  the  Senator's  statement  *hat 
It  was  pretty  generally  the  situation?  I  think  that  wus  the 
expresHion  he  u«ed — that  In  1913  President  Wihjon  reappointed 
all  postmasters,  and  "pretty  generally"  appointed  Democrats; 
and  that  in  1916.  after  he  got  all  the  offices  filled  with  Demo- 
crar:«,  he  mo<lified  the  order  and  put  the  offices  under  the  dyll 

service. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  his  remarks 
•  re  In  no  way  at  variance  with  what  I  have  said.  In  1913 
when  the  t)ein<Krats  came  into  power  they  appolntetl  Demo- 
crats to  the  post  otnoe*.  They  did  not  pretend  to  do  otherwise. 
They  did  not  adopt  the  hypocritical  attitude  which  was  adopted 
by  the  Kepubilcans  in  1921,  which  pretended  to  select  under  the 
Hvll  service  and  which  in  fact  selects  purely  according  to  the 
re*-omniendatlon  of  the  Republican  national  committeemen  or 
the  local  Republican  chairman  In  each  State.  But  after  1917, 
when  President  Wilaon  Issued  his  Executive  order  providing 
that  all  vacancies  in  post  offices  should  be  filled  through  com- 
petitive examinations,  those  regulatloas  were  religiously  lived 
up  to  by  the  Democratic  Party. 

1  had  a  ca.**  In  my  own  district.  In  the  second  largest  city  in 
the  district.  An  examination  was  held.  A  Republican  received 
the  highest  grade  and  was  appointed  by  President  Wilson  and 
hiK  appointment  was  sent  in  by  Mr.  Burleson,  the  then  Post- 
nmster  General.  I  went  to  the  Postmaster  General  and  told 
him  about  the  matter.  He  said  that  the  President  had  made 
the  statement  that  he  proposetl  to  put  the  clvil-servke  principle 
Into  effect  In  good  faith  and  that  he,  as  Postmaster  General, 
was  going  to  see  that  the  President's  wishes  were  observed,  and 
that  the  Republican  in  this  case  would  be  appointed.  He  was 
apitointed.  an<l  he  is  still  serving  in  the  office  umler  presiden- 
tial appointment  of  Mr.  Wilson. 

Congress  lntende<l,  when  it  enacted  the  statute  of  1919,  that 
ex-service  men  who  had  foutrht  for  their  country  In  time  of  war 
should  receive  a  preference  in  the  matter  of  appointments. 
Un«ler  the  Execntive  or<ler  of  the  present  administration  and 
t*H^  prior  two  administrations  that  practice  hsis  l)een  changed 
until  preference  is  given  to  service  men  who  serve  in  time  of 
petkce  the  Republican  local  machine.  That  Is  absolutely  the 
fact.  Officials  in  the  Post  Office  Department  will  tell  a  Sena- 
tor, If  he  asks  them  and  promises  not  to  put  the  facts  in  the 
record,  that  whenever  the  Civil  Service  Commission  sends  over 
three  names  after  a  civil-service  examination,  a  certain  thing 
happens.  What  happens  to  it?  Does  it  go  to  the  Postmaster 
General?  Does  it  go  to  the  President  for  him  to  make  tlie 
selection?  No.  That  list  is  sent  by  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment directly  to  the  Republican  national  committeeman  In 
the  State  in  which  the  post  office  is  located  ;  that  Republican 
national  committeeman  sends  that  list  down  to  the  l«>cal  county 
chalnnan  of  the  Republican  committee;  and  so  the  standard  is 
not  as  to  whether  a  man  was  a  service  man  or  not,  but  the 
standard  Is  as  to  how  close  he  Is  to  the  local  Republican  ma- 
chine. 

In  this  case,  where  both  parties  are  Republicans,  I  suppose 
the  man  who  was  appointed  was  a  little  closer  to  the  petty 
despot  who  happened  to  tie  the  diairman  of  the  Republican  or- 
ganiuitlon  in  that  county. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  prompted  to  make  tht^se  remarks  by  the 
statement  of  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Hasti.ngs].  He 
wanted  an  Instance.  I  have  giveti  him  at  least  one  instance,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  there  are  hundreds  of  instances  of  post- 
masters now  ser\"ing  who  are  Republicans  who  were  appointed 
during  the  Wilson  administration  un<Ier  the  civil  service  Execu- 
tive order  of  March  31,  1917. 

Mr.  SWAN80N.  Mr.  President,  cases  of  this  character  have 
cr»me  up  repeatedly  In  Virginia.  Ex-soldiers  who  stood  on  the 
eligible  list  were  ruthlessly  brushed  aside  and  some  politician 
who  served  a  local  or  county  poHtI<*al  bo«B  was  app*»lnted  In- 
stead of  the  gallant  soldier.  Of  course,  I  knew  of  the  statute  to 
which  reference  has  been  made,  and  have  had  occasion  rcfieat- 
edly  to  call  It  to  the  attention  of  th«'  depcrtment  and  to  appeal 
to  Cbem  to  fire  force  and  effect  to  it  as  desired  by  Coagress. 

What  Is  the  iNsae  here?  The  country  Is  gratefal  to  the  brare 
and  gallant  soklters  who  went  through  the  dangers  and  priva- 
tions of  the  war.  and  It  mju  to  them.  "  We  will  give  a  preference 
to  joo  la  dril  ■ppolDtmentA.'*    That  la  rfgiit ;  it  !•  just    Tb« 


NOVEMBEB    20 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5857 


ginlfi 


fact 


and 
that 
that 


flag  iisgraces  the  very  sunshine  In  which  it  floats  if  the  country 
for  V'hich  it  stands  will  not  do  justice  and  act  generously  with 
its  b  "ave  defenders, 

Coigress  has  enacted  a  statute  providing  that  a  preference 
shall  be  given  to  honorably  discharged  soldiers ;  and  yet  the  ex- 
ecuti  re  deipartment  has  for  a  number  of  years  past  nullified  the 
will  >f  Congress,  and  has  only  allowed  5  per  cent  additional  to 
be  gi  I'en  to  the  examination  rating  in  the  case  of  a  soldier.  The 
statute  is  addressed  to  the  appointing  power,  it  is  addressed  to 
the  Postmaster  General,  it  is  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Intel  lor  and  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  and  to  the  heads  of 
ail  tlie  other  departments.  Its  intent  is  that  where  a  soldier  la 
wort  ly  and  capable  of  discharging  the  duties  of  the  office  he 
shall  have  i^eference  when  the  appointment  is  made. 

W]iat  is  this  case?  It  Is  a  ease  similar,  as  I  have  said,  to  ones 
whici  have  come  up  repeatedly  in  Virginia.  Tlie  qualifications 
of  it  e  ex-service  man  have  been  certified  to ;  his  efficiency  has 
been  certified  to ;  it  has  been  certified  that  he  would  make  a  good 
postiiaster.  Under  the  law  he  Is  entitled  to  preference  over  the 
two  others  who  passed  the  examination ;  but  tlie  statute  Is 
nnlllied  and  the  honorably  discharged  soldier  is  brushed  aside 
and  II  petty  politician  put  in  his  iilace. 

.Mi.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President 

Tlje  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Vlr- 

yleld  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Mi.  SWANSON.     I  yield. 

Mi  BARKLEY.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  the 
tliat  the  same  policy  is  being  pursued  with  reference  to 
the  ippointment  of  enumerators  and  others  whose  services  are 
requ  red  in  the  taking  of  the  census. 

Ml .  SWANSON.  That  policy  runs  through  the  entire  Gor- 
ernnent  service  so  far  as  tlie  app<jinting  ix>wer  is  concerned, 
he  will  of  Congress  is  nullified.  There  is  no  dispute  about 
It  Is  acknowledged ;  it  is  conceded.  Everybody  knows 
honorably  discharged  soldiers  are  practically  given  no 
preference,  or  that,  in  any  event,  the  preference  does  not  amount 
to  aiiythiug. 

Mi.  BLUASE.     Mr.  Pn>sident 

Tie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the   Senator  from   Vir- 
ginia yield  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina? 
Mi.  SWANSON.     I  yield. 

Mi,  BLEASE.  Will  the  Senator  permit  me  to  read  a  short 
lettei'  In  connection  with  this  matter? 

Ml.  SWANSON.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  for  that  purpose. 
Mi.  BLEASE.    The  letter  reads  as  follows: 

Omca  or  thk  I'ostmastib  Okneral., 

Washington,  D.  C,  September  IS,  1929. 
COLK  L.  Blkasi, 

United  State*  Senate. 
Deab  Scsatob  Rljc.\sb  :  In  the  abiwnce  of  the  Poatmnstcr  Gener;il 
re  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  letter  of  September  16  concern- 

postmastersbip  at  I^urens.  S.  C. 
accordance  with  the  regulations  governing  the  appointment  of 
presijlentlal  postmasters,  any  one  of  the  highest  three  eligiblee  certified 
may  l>e  appointed  as  postmaster.  The  law  requiring  that  preference  be 
given  to  ex-aervloe  men  in  making  appnintments  docs  not  apply  to  the 
appointment  of  postmasterB  at  presidential  offices  who  are  not  in  the 
clasa  lied  civil  service. 

However,  In  accordance  with  the  Executive  order  of  October  14,  1921. 
the  <  rivll  Service  Commission  is  authorized  to  add  Ave  points  to  the 
eanud  ratings  of  ex-service  men  and  women  In  examinations  for  post- 
ma.st  >rs  at  presidential  offices  and  give  them  their  relative  places  on  the 
eligitle  registers. 

Very  truly  your», 

Abch   Cor.BMlN, 
Acting  Postmasttr  General. 

M  -.  SWANSON.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  only 
way  the  Senate  can  make  effective  the  will  of  Congress  in  giving 
preference  to  honorably  dis^'harged  soldiers  is  to  reject  ai)point- 
men  s  where  glaring  injustice  is  done  as  in  such  cases  as  this. 
Thci'efore  I  shall  vote  to  reject  this  nomination. 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  Presl<lent,  I  was  requested  by  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  [Mr.  Hastings]  to  advise  the  Senate  that  he 
was  compelled  to  leave  the  Chamber  because  of  a  previous  ap< 
poln  tment. 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  questi.m  Is.  Will  the  Sen- 
ate advise  and  consent  to  the  noininntlon  of  postmaster  at 
Dillon,  Mont.?    By  the  s<itind  the  mies  seem  to  have  it. 

Mr.  HALE.     I  ask  for  a  division. 

Oil  a  dirlslon.  the  nomination  was  rejected. 

Ur.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  is  it  not  In  wder  when  a 
Donination  Is  rejected  that  the  President  be  notified? 

Tie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is  the  rule.  The  Presl- 
d«n    will  be  notified  of  the  rejection  of  the  nomination. 


Hon. 
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ABMY    NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     I  move  that  the  nominations  in  the  Army 

be  ctmflrnied  en  t»loc.  ^i,„:- 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  .'  The  Chair 
hears  none.  The  nominations  are  confirmed,  and  the  President 
will  be  notified. 

NAVAL    NOMINATIONS 

Mr.  HALE.  I  move  that  all  nominations  in  the  Navy  be 
couflrmtHl  en  bloc  and  that  the  President  be  notified. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  nomina- 
tions for  the  Navy  are  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be 
notified. 

POSTAL    NOMINATIONS 

Mr  PHIPPS.  Mr.  President,  there  ate  a  few  nominations  of 
postmasters  which  have  lieen  passed  on  by  Inith  Senators  of 
each  State  and  have  been  reported  to-day.  I  do  not  know  that 
any  Senator  cares  to  make  any  remarks  about  any  of  them,  ex- 
cept, iierhaps.  as  to  one.  1  think  those  nomlnathms  should  be 
confirme<l  to-<lav,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  thiw  which 
are  not  objected  to  may  l)e  confirmed.  If  any  Senator  desires 
t<»  have  anv  one  of  them  held  over,  he  may  say  m;  and,  «i 
course,  if  we  sh<'uld  pass  on  any  of  them  in  the  absence  of  a 
Senator  who  Is  Interested,  and  who  might  object,  he  will  have 
a  right  to  ask  for  the  ri-consideratlon  to  morrow. 

Mr  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Colorado,  except  as  to  the  nomina- 
tions for  po.st  offices  in  the  State  of  South  Carolina.  I  ask  that 
they  be  not  coniitnie*!.  ,         ^  ^. 

Mr  PHIPPS.  Then  I  ask  that,  with  the  exception  of  those 
in  South  Carolina,  the  post-office  nominations  reported  to-day 
mav  l>e  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Colorado?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  nominations  are  confirmed,  and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

COAST  OVARU  AND  COAST  AND  GEODETIC  SURVEY   NOMINATIONS 

Mr  JONES  Mr.  President,  a  short  time  ago  I  reported 
nominations  in  the  Coast  Guard  and  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  they  may  now  be  considereil  en 

bloc  and  contlrmed.  ,      „    ^.      ^.    , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objt>ction?  The  Chair 
hears  none.    The  nominations  are  conlirmed,  and  the  President 

will  be  notified.  .        ,    ,     ^.    ,       1.1.1. 

Mr   N(^RRIS      Mr.  President,  I  inquire  of  the  Chair  whethei 

all    mmiinutions    ou    the    Executive    Calendar    have    been    dis- 

^The^PRESIDING  OFFICER.     That  is  the  understanding  of 

Mr  NORRIS.  Then  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  paragraph 
6  of  Rule  XXXVIII  Ix?  suspeml<Kl  and  that  all  nominations  now 
on  the  Executive  Calendar  of  the  Senate  or  pending  before  any 
of  the  standing  committees  of  the  Senate  shall  remain  in  statu 
QUO  until  the  convening  of  the  regular  session  of  Congress  on 
][)ecember  2,  19-'9,  and  that  said  nominations  shall  not  be  affecteil 
by  the  adjournment  of  the  present  session  of  Congress. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  tlie  Senator  from  Nebraska?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

BEVIHION   OF  THE  TARIFF 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senate  resumes  its  legis- 

l&tivB  sossioD 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  26G7)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 

other  purposes.  ,       .  .  *  *v.«* 

Mr    BLEASE.     Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con.sent  that 

the  order  providing  for  a  night  session  to-night  may  be  rescinded. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  I'resident 


Mr  HEFLIN.  1  want  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that 
there  is  an  order  that  at  5.30  o'clock  we  shall  recess  until  7.30 
o'clock  to-night,  and  nothing  has  been  done  al»out  doing  away 
with  a  session  to-night.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  concludes  Its  session  this  afternoon  it  take  a  recess  uniu 
10  o'ckK'k  to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  KEAN.     I  object.  ,    ,_  ,.^ 

Mr   COUZENS.    I  move  that  when  the  Senate  concludes  its 

business  at  5.30  o'clcKk  this  afternoon  it  take  a  recess  until  10 

o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  KEAN.     I  object.  .  „^H«n 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  question  is  on  the  motion 

of  the  Senator  from  Michigan. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  »,^.*i««  «f 

Mr  S.MO(»T  Mr.  President,  I  wisli  to  have  the  attention  ol 
the  Senate  for  just  a  moment.  There  are  two. or  three  amend- 
ments remaining  In  the  flax  and  hemp  schedule  which  I  am  quite 
sure  will  require  no  further  discussion.  ,».♦,„  .««i,  ♦„ 

I  desire  to  make  a  brief  expianat^n.  iJist  n|Kht.  in  wplJ  to 
the  Si>nator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh].  I  stated  that 
tl-e  amendment  found  on  line  8.  page  ItW.  involved  a  dec-rease  .11 
lie  rate.  1  wish  to  correct  that  statement.  Except  his  one. 
there  Is  no  other  paragraph,  whether  affecting  cotton.  «»k  raymi 
or  other  textiles.  In  which  the  lower-priced  K^^^^V"*"  "^f^/^h^ 
In  a  bracket  at  a  lower  rate.  I  had  not  noticed  that  when  he 
Senator  asked  me  the  question  and  therefore  1  *wld  that  the 
rate  proposed  was  a  decrease.  I  also  stated  to  the  Sena  or  from 
Nebraska  that  it  was  a  decrease.  However,  it  is  an  increase, 
and  1  want  to  make  that  correction.  ^       ■,     „ 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  not  to  be  wondered  at. 
in  view  of  the  tremendous  amount  of  work  the  Senator  from 
Utah  has  done  and  the  enormous  a'n^^unt  of  information  the 
Senator  has  had  to  carry  in  his  mind,  that  he  should  make  that 

'" ThlfpRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment  on  imge  168,  line  8. 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  next  amendment  was,  in  Pa»'aP^«P^  1^"'  ^;^^„^.^®^•Ji?f. 
10.  after  the  word  "  and,"  to  strike  out  "  20     and  insert     60, 

so  as  to  read : 

mceedinp  160  threads  to  the  square  inch,  counting  the  warp  and 
filling,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  rejected.  „«„„^ 

Mr  SMOOT  Mr.  President,  by  action  on  one  more  amend- 
ment'we  will  finish  this  .schedule.    The  amendment  is  found  on 

^^The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  amendment  will  be  sUted. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  167,  line  5,  after  the  word 
"fld"  to  strike  out  "valorem"  and  Insert  "  valorem :  Prorided, 
That  anv  of  the  foregoing  made  with  hand  rolled  or  hand  made 
lems  sliu  be  subject  to  an  additional  duty  of  1  cent  each,"  so 
as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Par  1016  Handkerchiefs,  wholly  or  In  chief  value  of  vegetable  fiber, 
except'  cotton,  finished  or  unfinished,  not  hemmed. .%  per  cent  ad  valorem : 
hemmed  or  hemstitched,  or  unfinished  having  drawn  threads,  50  per  cent 
ad  valorem  :  Provided,  That  any  of  the  foregoing  made  with  hand  roUed 
or  hand  made  hems  shall  be  subject  to  an  additional  duty  of  1  cent  each. 

Mr  SMOOT  That  amendment  is  entirely  for  the  benefit  of 
Porto  Rico.  It  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  industry^ 
the  United  States.  The  Porto  Rlcans  have  appealed  for  it  he- 
cause  of  the  fact  that  they  can  not  meet  the  competition  from 
abroa<l.  Tlie  duty  proposed  is  only  1  cent  on  a  handkerchief, 
and  of  cimrse,  that  amounts  to  very  little. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  question  Is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  BLEASE.     Yes.  sir. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  Presltlent,  I  desire  to  make  a  request  for 
unanimous  consent.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  at  the  con- 
clusion (.f  the  buslnesh  of  the  Senate  to-day  it  take  a  recess  until 
10  o'cUsk  to-morrow  morning. 

Mr.  BLEASE.     That  Is  proper.  ^     „       »       ,.        q  „*u 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  withdraw  his  motion?  .    .^    „       *      s 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Yes.  sir.  As  I  understand,  the  Senator  from 
Utah  has  done  what  I  wanted  to  do.  . .    ^.       .     .^^  ,^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICEU.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest for  unanimous  consent  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
Utah?    The  Chair  hears  none,  and  It  is  so  ordered. 


RECESS 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  The  hour  of  B.30  o'clock  having 
arrived,  under  the  unanimous-consent  order  the  Senate  wlU 
stand  in  recess  until  to-morrow  at  10  o'clock.  ,    ^    , 

niereuism  (at  5  o'clock  and  30  minutes  p.  mj  the  Sj^Jte  took 
a  recess  until  to-morrow.  Thursday,  >ovember  21,  1929,  at  10 
o'clock  a.  m. 

CONFIBMATION8 

Executive  nomlnatiom  confirmed  hy  the  Senate  November  tO 
(Ugitlatite  day  of  October  SO),  1929 

AMI«rA!fT  ArrOKHKT  OKMEftAX. 

O,  Aaron  Youagqniit 


5858 


CONGRESSIONAL  EECORD— SENATE 


NO\'EMBEB  20 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5859 


rNiTED  States  District  JuwJe 
Mortimer  W.  Byers,  eastern  district  of  New  York. 

Mevbeb  of  Board  or  Tax  Appeaui 
Herbert  F.  Sea  well. 

Public  Hi:.\lth  Sebviob 
William  C.  Billings  to  be  senior  surgeon. 

Coast  Guard  or  the  1'nith>  States 
To  he  capinins 

Will f am  H.  Shea. 
CecU  M.  Gal»bett. 

To  6c  comtnanderg 

Warner  K.  Thompson.  Wilfrid  N.  Derby. 

John  H.  Cornell.  Leo  C.  Mueller. 

Gordon  T.  FiiUay.  Clarence  H.  Dench. 

Louis  L.  Bennett.  Wllliain  K.  Seammell. 

William  J.  Keester.  Russell  L.  Lucas. 

Eugene  A.  Coffin.  Stephen  S.  Teandle. 

John  S.  Baylis.  J'rederick  A.  Zeusler. 
Charles  G.  Boemer. 

To  "be  lieutenant n  {Junior  grade) 

George  M.  I'hannemiUer. 
John  J.  Purcell. 

Coast  and  Gbodbtic  Survey 

To  be  aide  with  relative  rank  of  etuiffn  in  the  \avy 

Ira  Richard  Rnbottom. 

To  be  junior  hifdrographic  and  geodetic  engineer  tcith  relative 

rank  of  lieutent  nt  {junior  grade)  in  the  Nai^ 

Vawter  Morton  Gibbeus. 
To  be  hifdrographic  and  geodetic  engineer  tcith  relative  rank  of 

lieutenant  in  the  Nacy 

William  McCaslan  Scaife. 

Appointmettts  is  the  Akmy 

Andrew  Th^»mas  Francis  N'owak  to  be  chaplain  with  the  rank 
of  first  lieutenant,  Chaplains  Resenre. 

GEMKAL   OmCEB 

James  Joseph  Quill  tu  be  brigadier  giMieral,  reserve,  Wisconsin 
National  Guard. 

Appoixtmknts,  by  TR.\!vsnaR,  in  the  Akht 

Claud  Thomas  Ounn  to  be  first  lieutenant  to  Finance  Depart- 
ment. 

Francb  Henry  Lanahan,  Jr.,  to  be  first  lieutenant  to  Signal 
Corps. 

Edwin  Lynds  Johnson  to  be  second  lieutenant  tu  Field  Ar* 
Ullery. 

To  be  $eeond  lieutenants  to  Air  C'orpt 

Albert  Lea  Alexander.  Jr.  Arthur  William  Meehan. 

Forrest  Gordon  Allen.  John  Htewurt  Mills. 

AlvordVanPutten  Anderson, Jr.  John  Jordan  Morrow. 

Frederick  I/Twis  Anderson,  jr.  George  Warren  Mundy. 

flanrael  Egtiert  Anderson.  John  ThomaJi  Martha.  Jr. 

Oeorxe  Baymimd  Blenfanf.  Thayer  flterens  Olds. 

Bryant  I^eMalre  IV«tner.  James  KranHs  Otlre.  jr. 

KanraH  Robert  Brefitnall.  R^tcer  Maxwell  IUnw*y. 

Harf>ld  Brown.  Allen  Wlbwni  Reed. 

James  Wilson  Brown,  jr.  John  Alexander  Kamford. 

Joaepti  Arthur  Bulger.  La  Verne  George  Kaaiiders. 

Howard  (iraham  Bunker.  Kdgar  Alexander  HI rmyer,  Jr. 

Frank  Jerdotie  Coleman.  Frank  I>eroy  Kkeldon. 

Robert  James  Dwyer.  Ge«*rge  Ferrow  Hmith. 

Frank  F«»rt  Evere»*t,  Jr.  Thomas  Webster  Steed, 

Nathan  Bedfonl  Forrest,  jr.  Robert  Frederick  Tate. 

Charles  Grunt  GiMslrlch.  Robert  Kiudler  Taylor. 

Norris  Brown  HarlH»l(l.  Robert  Fnlligant  Travis. 

Robert  S<-ott  Israel.  Jr.  William  Henry  Tunner. 

Paul  Harold  John.ston.  Robert  Williams  Warren. 

August  Walter  Kissner.  Harry  Eilgar  Wilson. 

Ralph  Edward  Koon.  Roacoe  Charles  Wilsoo. 

Stuart  Glover  McLennan.  Kmmett  Felix  Yost. 
Alfred  Rnekwood  Maxwell. 

PaoMono^s  i.'f  the  Abkt 

Frank  Thomas  McNaruey  to  be  colonel.  Cavalry- 
Thomas  MacAllistcr  Knox  to  be  colonel,  Quarterma.ster  Corps. 
Frederick  Julius  Ostermann  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Infantry. 
William  James  Connolly  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Infantry. 
Jay  Kenneth  Colwell  to  be  major,  Cavalry. 
Lawrence  Wellhom  Fagg  to  be  major.  Infantry. 
All>ert  Russell  Ives  to  be  major.  Field  Artill^y. 
William  Swann  Shuttleworth  to  be  major,  Dental  Corps. 


Harvey  Israel  Rice  to  be  captain,  Medical  Administrative 
C<  rps. 

William  Carleton  Hanna  to  be  major.  Coast  Artillery  Corps. 

Leon  Gregory  Harer  to  be  major.  Infantry. 

William  Remsen  Taylor  to  be  colonel.  Cavalry. 

John  Patrick  Hasson  to  be  colonel.  Quartermaster  Cori>8. 

Everett  Darius  Barlow  to  be  lieutenant  colonel,  Quartermash 
te-  Corps. 

Felix  Einnianuelli  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Infantry. 

Pas<nal  Lopez  to  be  lieutenant  colonel.  Infantry. 

William  Albert  Johnson  to  be  lieutenant  colonel,  Corps  of 
El  i?rineers. 

E<lwin  Mack  Scott  to  be  major,  Quartenna.ster  Corps. 

Paul  James  Dowling  to  be  major,  Infantry. 

Dtis  Porter  to  be  major,  Cavalry. 

[leriuann  Charles  Deinpewolf  to  be  major,  Infantry. 

Promotions  in  the  Navy 

Herbert  E.  Kays  to  be  captain. 

James  B.  Will  to  be  commander. 

Francis  A.  Smith  to  be  lieutenant  commander. 

Douglas  A.  Spencer  to  W  lieutenant  coniniander. 

Harold  F.  Ely  to  be  lieutenant  cximniaiMJer. 

Whitaker  F.  Biggs,  jr.,  to  be  lieutenant. 

William  S.  Campbell  to  be  lieutenant. 

George  W.  Snyder,  3d.  to  be  lieutenant. 

Vernon  Huber  to  be  lieutenant. 

Peter  J.  N«mo  to  be  lieutenant. 

Howard  B.  Hutchinson  to  be  lieutenant. 

Horace  B.  Buttertield  to  be  lieutenant. 

John  F.  Cady  to  be  lieutenant. 

Samuel  M.  Tucker  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 

John  H.  Simpson  to  be  lieutenant  (junior  grade). 

John  D.  Sweeney  to  be  lieutenant  (juiii»)r  grade). 

Norman  J.  Blackwood  to  be  medical  director. 

Joseph  A.  liiello  to  be  me<li«"al  director. 

Daniel  W.  Ht'agy  to  be  chief  pharmacist. 

Ijco  a.  Duncan  to  be  chief  pharmacist. 

Robert  N.  Cheetham  to  be  rhlt*f  pharmacist. 

E<lmond  D.  Harrison  to  be  chief  pharmacist. 

Fre<lerick  O.  Ball  to  be  chief  pharmacist. 

John  P.  T.  Bennett  to  be  chief  frfiarmadst. 

Jefferson  O.  Forte  to  be  chief  i>harraacist. 

Martin  Huff  to  l)e  chief  pharmacist. 

Ge^irge  H.   Rock  to  be  Chief  Constructor 
B  ireau   of  Construction   and   Repair,   with 
aqmiral. 

POBTMASTIOIS 
ARIZONA 

Anrclio  B.  Sanchez,  Sonora. 

CAUrOKNIA 

Harold  V.  Tallon,  Jackson. 
Verbenia  M.  Hall.  Quincy. 
Jimeph  G.  Petar.  Bolinas. 

ooKNixmcvT 
Charles  K.  Gray.  North  Htonington. 

rtOKlOA 

Jesse  D.  L^mis.  Davenport. 
Ralph  F.  Blatchley,  Duuedin. 
Allan  Van  Wonner,  Inverness. 
Robert  V,  Hedges.  La  lM]e. 
James  E.  Parrish,  South  Miami. 

GEORGIA 

Olene  Watson.  Menlo. 

iLuifoia 
Gordon  McClusky,  Rofelclare. 

nVDIANA 

James  C.  Taylor,  Mooreland. 

IOWA 

Maude  M.  Peters.  Alexander. 
William  F.  Kucera.  Elberon. 
George  D.  Sailor,  Lisbon. 

KENTl't'KT 

Parle  Early,  Bagdad. 

Robert  L.  Mouton,  Lafayette. 
Mildred  M.  fJloason,  Belch*'r. 
William  C.  Reynolds,  Ida. 
Bernard  B.  Franques,  i^s'loasaa. 


and   Chief  of  the 
the   rank  of   rear 


MAINE 

Joseph  Otto  Fisher,  Lewiston. 

MINNESOTA 

Louis  M.  I^rson,  Alberta. 
Arthur  J.  Schunk,  Minneapolis. 
Tollef  P.  Anderson,  Thief  lUver  Fails. 

MONTANA 

Helen  P.  Gibb,  Belton. 
John  M.  Evans,  jr.,  Butte. 

NEW   MEXICO 

John  P.  Mllner,  Anthony. 

NEW  YORK 

Fred  C.  Conrad,  Saranac  Lake. 

north  CAROLINA 

Byron  J.  Luther,  Enka. 

NORTH    DAKOTA 

Ellis  R.  Dennison,  Neche. 

UTAH 

George  A.  Murphy,  Spring  Canyon. 

VERMONT 

Burton  N.  Sisco,  Brandon. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Mary  L.  Lilly,  East  Beckley. 

WISCONSIN 

Aimer  E.  Adams,  Minong. 

John  F.  Coulter.  National  Home. 


RI-:jECTION 
Exeeutive  nomination  rejected  by  the  Senate  Novetnber  20  {legis- 
lative day  of  October  30),  1929 

POSTMASTEK 
MONTANA 

Albert  C.  Gruwell,  Dillon. 


SENATE 
Thursday,  Novertiher  21,  1929 
{Legi$Ui4irc  day  of  Wednesday,  October  30,  1929) 
The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 

Mr  FE8S.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,     The  clerk  will  call  the  rolU 

Tlie  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 

anwwerwl  to  their  names : 

Allrn  <J«or»e  Krnn  Hhortrldita 


.\iiliuntt 
Itnrkify 
Uliiictiaia 

Itornb 
Itrnl'on 
ltr.»'k 
itroiixMird 

4  llpp«T 

i'nitnnlljr 

(VllM-lilOil 

i'lutzeiiit 
Cuttlnic 
Dill 

l''lft<h«'r 
Knizler 


Olllctt 
lilatm 
«>l<>nn 
OolfUboroUKb 

UhU- 

ifnriis 

Harrison 

llai'tintM 

ilHtrtfld 

llawf* 

llavd<>a  • 

Mi'bcrt 

Hrflin 

|{ow«ll 

Johntva 

Jonet 


Kenn 

KcndrWk 

KrrK 

l4i  Kollftte 

M<-Callocb 

Mr.Nsry 

Muse* 

MortM'trk 

Kurrl* 

Nri- 

0<)<!t«> 

(»v»-nnHn 

I'atttTK'ja 

IMttniati 

Kaii«<i<'Il 

Hnckctt 

Kttpppard 

Mblp«t<>.id 


Mmmttna 
Kmitb 
Hmoot 
»trtwer 

MwanM>D 

Tb<itiuia,  Idaho 

ThMinaii.  Oklfl. 

Town»i«id 

Tranmell 

TydiDgii 

Vandetiberg 

Wasii«r 

Wal«>tt 

WalHh.  Maas. 

Wotfrman 

Whwior 


Mr  NOIIBECK.  My  colleague  the  Junior  Senator  from 
8«>uih  Dakota  I  Mr.  McMasterI  is  absent  on  account  of  illness 
hi  his  family.     I  would  like  to  have  this  announcement  stand 

Mr  SHEPPART>.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  I  Mr.  CarawayI,  tie  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Wai^h).  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson],  and  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  |Mr.  Blaine]  are  necessarily  detained 
on  business  of  the  Senate. 

Mr  BROCK.  I  wish  to  announce  that  my  colleague  the 
senior  Senator  from  Teimessee  [Mr.  McKeixar]  is  detained 
from  the  Senate  as  a  meml>er  of  the  speiial  committee  of  the 
Senate  attending  the  funeral  of  the  late  Secretary  of  War 

Mr  SHEPPARD  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Iowa  [Mr.  Stftk  1  Is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate  on 
otflelal  business. 

I  also  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr 
KiNol  Is  nect-ssarlly  detained  from  the  Senate  by  Ulness.    I  will 
let  this  announcement  stand  for  the  day. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-two  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.    A  quorum  is  present. 

THE  JOURNAL 

Mr  JONES.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
the  approval  of  the  Journal  of  Monday,  November  18,  Tuesday 
Noveml)er  19,  and  Wednesday,  N(.vwnl)er  20.  1929. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

ORDER   FOR   RETESS 

Mr  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
at  the  conclusion  i.f  to-day's  business  the  Senate  take  a  recess 
until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

HON.    WALTER  E.   EDGE,    AMBASSADOR  TO   FBANOB 

A  message  was  communicated  to  the  Senate  from  the  Presl. 
dent  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Hess,  one  of  ^^^^^^^F**?;^ 

Mr  BORAH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  there  l>e  laid  before 
the  Senate  the  nomination  of  Hon.  Waltxk  E.  Edge,  to  be  am- 
bas<«ador  to  France.  .„  _  ..  ^  „__ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  announce  the  nom- 
ination. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  as  follows : 

To  be  ambassador  extraordinary  and  plenipotentiary  to  Francs. 
Walter  E.  Edob,  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr  BORAH.  Mr.  President.  foUowlng  the  usual  custom  In 
such  matters,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nomination  be 
confirmed  without  being  referred  to  a  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none.  The  nomination  is  confirmed,  and  the  President 
will  be  notified. 

CLAIMS  AGAINST  UNITTO  STATES  GRAIN  CORPORATION 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communi- 
cation from  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  transinittlng.  In  fur- 
ther response  to  Senate  Resolution  98  (submitted  »>y  Mr  Nyb 
and  agrSd  to  June  18.  1929).  informaUon  ^^J***^^.  *«  ^»^ ™* 

again^  the  United  States  Grain  t^o'-POJ^V.^^^n^.H.  ^.Me 
the  accompanying  papers,  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

PETITIONS 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communl- 
caSon  from  the  executive  secretary  of  the  National  Council  for 
the  rtevention  of  War,  embodying  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
executive  board  of  that  council,  relative  to  a  ^^  "«o".  ^^^^JL^ 
National  Patriotic  Association  at  <^hlcapo  111.,  sta  Ing  In  part. 
that  the  National  Council  for  the  Prevention  of  War  welcomes 
an  inv^itfgation  of  any  and  all  of  its  activities  and  Bounces  of 
lnc«  me   which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  JudMary. 

Mr'BlNGHAM    presented    resolutions    adopt«l    by    Sidney 

Beach  Auxiliary.  No.  11.  U.  8.  W.  V.  of  "''""'"''^•i^^^rwSrto 
lug  the  passage  of  legislation  granting  l"creas«l  V^^^j^J^  *• 
veterans  of  the  Sirtmlsh-Ameri^-au  War,  which  were  referred  to 

the  (>)mraittee  on  I'ensiims,  

He  also  pn-aented  a  letter  in  the  nature  of  n  P^'t'**"  ''^^ 
the  Nathan  Hale  Parent-Teacher  Assw-iatbrn.  V'/^T*  ?^^' 
(V»nii  which  waa  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  <.oni- 
roerce'  and  ordered  to  be  printed  In  tlie  Rkcobd.  as  followu: 

Naw  Have*.  Cojix..  Novrmb^  U,  m». 

llw*  Boo.  Hiram  Bixoham,  . 

VniUA  fftatet  Henate,  Wa^hinoton.  D.  C 
MB'  Tb*  Nathan  Hale  Parent -Teacher  AaaocUttoo  of  New  Haven. 
locrS  unit  ot  the  ConnecrKrot  Congrew  of  Parenta  and  Teacbera,  ■ 
branch  of  the  National  Congreaa  of  Parent*  and  Teacher^  ante,  the 
paMing  of  the  Brookhart  bUl,  No.  1103.  to  do  away  with  th«  block  sys- 
tem of  motion-picture  dlirtrlbutlon ;  1.  e..  the  n-ceaalty  of  the  exhibitor 
having  to  buy  bU  pkrturea  In  blocks  of  17  or  24  or  Z\,  aa  the  ca^e  may 
be  thua  arci-pMng  the  poor  picture*  in  order  to  get  the  good  one.,  or 
"  buying  blind."  Our  interest  In  thl«  bill  la  but  a  part  of  our  campaign 
for  better  motion  pictures. 
Yours  very  truly, 

Thk  Nathan  Hale  FAttaxT-TnACHaa  Associatiom, 

Alma  MacTammany,  Secretary. 
Mr  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma  presented  r>etitions  of  sundry  citl- 
xens  of  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legis- 
lation granting  increased  pen-sions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and 
their  aged  widows,  wluch  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

T.VBirr  ON   NAPKINS  AND  TABLE  LINEW 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  late  last  eve- 
ning Just  before  the  recess,  we  had  under  consideration  para- 
graph 1014  which  related  to  a  duty  upon  napkins  and  table 
finen  I  have  here  a  letter  from  a  leading  merchant  dejiling  in 
napkins  and  table  linens,  which  I  ask  to  have  inserted  in  the 
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R»r<)KD  ami  Ue  on  the  table.  The  letter  tends  to  shcrvr  that  the 
S»'nate  eomniittee  aui»'nilinei>t.  which  was  liappily  rejected, 
would  have  placet!  a  very  heavy  burdtn  upon  what  the  nier- 
rliant  characterizes  as  the  working  and  middle  clasi>es  b^nause 
of  the  heavy  duty  that  it  sought  ta  iuii>ose. 

There  \>elng  no  i>l>jection.  the  letter  was  orderetl  to  lie  on  the 
table  auil  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

Nbw  YoaK,  N.  Y.,  Socember  i«,  1929. 

Han.  Davip  I.  WaLSH, 

I'nitfd  State*  Senate,  WaghingtoH,  D.  C. 

Dkab  Sib  :  Some  two  months  aRo  we  wrote  you  a  letter  In  regard  to 
the  proi"Jst'd  rhange«  In  tariff  on  certain  numbers  of  linena.  I  Inclose 
you  a  copy  of  th.-se  psirajrrnphs  to  reiresh  your  memory,  and  wish  to 
call  your  attention  ag-aln  to  the  fact  that  these  changes  will  not  be 
of  any  use  to  any  manufactnrer  In  this  country,  as  there  are  prac- 
tically none  of  the«e  articles  manufactured  here  and  no  mills  that  are 
flTtH]  ap  to  make  them. 

In  paragraph  10«»9  the  prenent  tariff  reads,  "  Weighing  not  less  than 
4^  ounces,*'  wblck  gives  us  a  cloth  on  a  35  r<er  cent  duty  that  is  of 
some  intrinsic  value.  A  cloth  of  U'ss  than  4  ounces  is  of  no  intrinsic 
Talae,  and  if  put  on  the  market  would  be  simply  a  waste  for  anyone 
who  purchased  it. 

Paragraph  1011  carries  pmctlcally  the  same  cloths,  and  deals  with 
the  same  articles. 

I'aragruph  1013  advances  table  dama.Hk  5  per  rent.  Linen  table 
dama.'<k8  are  not  made  In  this  country  nor  any  thins  that  takes  their 
plate,  therefore  this  is  penallxlng  the  people  and  not  protoi-tlng  any 
manufacturer. 

I'aragraph  1014  reada  the  same  as  the  duty  now.  but  since  this  was 
written  we  understand  that  the  Senate  has  changed  this  to  read  that 
the  duty  on  towels  and  napkins  of  flax,  hemp,  or  r.-imie.  containing  more 
than  I'M  thread-s  and  not  more  than  160  threads  to  the  square  inch.  Is 
Increased  to  5.5  per  cent. 

Here  again  this  class  of  merchandli»e  Is  not  manufactured  in  this 
country.  Napkins  are  made  of  the  same  material  aa  taWc  ditmask. 
which  In  paragraph  1013  Is  only  to  be  adranret!  H  per  rent.  In  a  great 
many  cases  these  napkins  match  the  tableelotlis  and  table  d.nmasks  in 
pattern. 

The  napkins  and  cloths  between  120  and  160  threads  are  the  geoda 
that  are  used  by  the  great  majority  of  the  people — goods  counting  over 
mo  threads  eome  into  the  luxury  clan:*.  Why  you  should  i^eBaliKe  the 
workiniUBHn  and  the  middle  clasjies  and  leave  the  doty  on  luxuries  as 
It  is,  ia  cot  quite  undetbtandable. 

Wp  hope  you  will  use  your  be.,t  Influence  to  see  that  these  para- 
graphs are  left  as  they  are  now,  ai«  the  duty  now  Is  more  than  it  should 
be.  as  it  doea  nor  protect  any  American  manufacturers. 

I'ours  very  truly, 

Fablxt  Hjibtky  Co., 

Chablbs  E.  Hois, 

Vict  President 

tBiVCmO'X   or  taxes    AlfO   BtTt.VI.   SCHOOI,   DKVHXJPliCST 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  I*resident,  a  recent  Asjjociated  Pres»  di-spatch, 
nader  «l*te  of  NoTember  15,  convey*  the  following  information : 

UB-tNOa  0FPO8K8   MKLIiOX'S  TAX  CUT — IKTBOOUCB8  BKSOLCTIO.V  ADVOCATING 

csb  of  HfBpLra  fob  arRAL  school  raevBLOPMENT 
(By  the  Associated  Press) 

SnATTix.  Wash.,  Novemb«r  l.).— Criticizing  the  action  of  Secretary 
of  the  TreasotT  Andrew  Mellon  In  recommending  a  $160,000,000  income- 
tax  lUt.  :i  reBolution  introducetl  on  the  convention  floor  of  the  National 
(irauge  here  to-day  advocated  the  use  of  such  a  surplus  for  rural  school 
development. 

8uch  muaey.  It  was  argued,  should  be  apportioned  according  to  popu- 
lation throughout  the  rural  districts  of  the  Union  for  school  purposea. 
This  plan  not  only  would  relieve  the  farmer  of  a  considerable  portion  of 
his  taxation  but  would  bring  the  Federal  Government  into  educational 
work  in  a  manner  similar  to  its  activities  in  road  construction. 

I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  thi^re  have  been 
iutrodu<-ed  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  companion  bills — 
House  bin  2570.  by  Representative  Charixs  Rrasd,  of  Ohio, 
and  s>Vnate  bill  1491,  by  myself:  and  I  ask  unanimous*  consent  to 
have  printetl  in  the  CoNtiBEKSioNAL  Recosd  the  bill  (S.  14JH)  to 
aid  in  the  reduction  of  taxes  on  farm  lands  and  to  promote  ele- 
mentary education  in  rural  areas  of  the  rnite<l  States,  and  to 
«-ooperate  with  the  States  in  the  pnimotion  &t  these  objectives, 
which  was  IntnHluced  by  me  in  June,  and  also  a  radio  address 
delivere«l  by  lieprest-ntativc  i'haiu>:»  Bkand,  of  Ohio,  in  i'hicago 
some  days  ago. 

There  being  no  objectiou.  the  matter  refwreU  to  waa  ordered 
to  be  iirinted  in  the  Kccobd,  as  follows: 
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S.  14ft  1 
troduced  l>.v  Senator  Nye  .Tune  4   (calimlar  day,  June  12),  1029,  and 

referred  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor) 
bill  to  aid  in  the  reduction  of  taxes  on  farm  lands,  and  to  promote 
lementury  education  in  rural  areas  of  the  I'nlted  Stales,  and  to 
cooperate  with  the  States  iu  the  promotion  of  these  objectives 
Be  it  enactid,  etc..  That  there  is  hen'hy  annually  appropriated  for  a 
iod  of  two  years,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwl.se 
^.opriatvd.  the  sum  of  $1(>0,(X)0,U00.  to  be  paid  to  the  State*  for  the 
rpose  of  cooperating  with  the  States  in  paying  the  salaries  of  teachers, 
rv-isors,  and  principals,  and  other  current  ex|H'Uses  of  elementary 
„(>ol.s  In  rural  areas,  as  hereinafter  defined. 
Sec.  2.  That  in  order  to  secure  the  benefits  provided  for  In  this  act 
State  shall,  through  the  legislative  authority  thereof,  accept  tl>e 
.isions  of  this  act  and  designate  the  State  director  of  eductitlon  or 
.te  superintendent  of  public  instruction,  or  the  person  in  a  capacity 
irresponding  to  this  position,  as  the  State  inatrumentality  to  cooperate 
the  execution  of  the  provisions  of  this  act.  In  any  State  in  which 
legislature  dies  not  meet  in  the  year  lO-iO  the  K"v<rnor  of  that 
te,  so  far  as  authorised  to  do  so.  shall  accept  the  provisions  of  this 
and  designate  the  State  director  of  education  or  State  superinteud- 
.  of  public  instruction,  or  the  person  in  a  capacity  conesponding  to 
is  position,  to  act  in  cooperation  with  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
ird  the  Department  of  the  Interior  shall  recognize  ,su(l»  local  authority 
r  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  act. 
Sec.  3.  That  the  said  appropriation  shall  be  allotted  to  each  State 
the  proportion  which  the  rural-school  population  of  that  Slate  bears 
the  total  rural-school  population  of  the  Inifed  States,  not  including 
tlying  possessions,  ai-cording  to  The  census  of  lO.U)  or  li>  fiuures  pro- 
Jed  by  the  United  States  Census  Bureau  for  the  current  year.  The 
Iijppartment  of  the  Interior  is  directed  to  prepare  and  establish  a  baais 
distribution  according   to  this   principle. 

Sec.    4.  That    for   the   purposes   of   this   act    "elementary   education" 

defined  as  eonsisting  of  grades  1,  2,  .3,  4,  5,  G.  7.  S,  and  !»,  however 

jganixed  ;   and   "  rural  "   Is  defined  on   the  basis  of  the  UnitfHl   States 

definition  of  "  rural."  as  u.^ed  in  the  census  of  19.30 ;  and  "  rural- 

.   pupils  ••    shall   l)e   dcflm'd   as   inchiding   all   children    between   the 

of  7  and   14.  Inclusive,  as  shown   by   the  United   St:;te.«;  censtis  of 

^,  for  the  rural  area  as  defined  by  this  census. 

Sec.  5.  Any  appropriation  of  such  Federal  aid  to  the  State  shall  J)c 
ntingent  upon  the  State  providing  an  equal  sura  out  of  the  State 
i'asury  for  the  purpos*.'  of  this  act.  Each  State  may  have  a  plan  for 
le  administration  of  the  Federal  aid  provided  in  this  act,  subject  to 
le  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  as  to  whether  such  plan 
deemed  to  he  economical  and  efficient. 

Sec.  6.  This  act  is  to  be  administered  by  the  United  States  Dcpart- 
i4*Dt  of  the  Interior. 
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4tDIO    ADDBBSS    BT    CHABI.BS    BEANO    OF    OHIO    OVEB    TUB    XATIOXAL    BUOAD- 
CASTINO   STSTEM    IX    CHICWJO 

Representative  Bra.vd  spoke  as  follows  : 

•The  Federal  aid  rural  school  lull  (H.  R.  2.'»70)  was  introduced  in 
(Jongress  on  May  6.  lt»>0.  appropriating  $10(X000.000  per  year  for  the 
Lt'neflt  of  rural  elementary  schools,  earh  St;ile  providing  an  amount 
epial  to  its  proportion  of  the  total  and  distributed  in  proportion  to  the 
I  umber  of  farm  school  children  in  each  State  compared  with  the  total 
qirm  8ch<»ol  children  in  the  United  States. 

'  The  wealth  of  the  United  States  has  increased,  uecumuJnttHl.  and 
Jlled  up  beyond  the  dreams,  fancies,  and  descriptions  of  R»)bert  I.ouis 
3tevenson  and  Alexander  Dumas. 

'•  The  Count  of  Monte  Cristo  and  even  Soloipon  In  all  his  glory  are  as 

tallow  candle  compared  with  the  power  and  wealth  of  the  mcalern 
giants  of  big  business  to  be  found  in  hundreds  of  offices  In  our  large 
(itles.  holding  the  reins  of  modem  business  and  driving  at  a  mad  pace. 

•The  Income  of  all  of  our  people  in  lOl'J  was  la.S.oOO.OOO.OOO.  In 
1  920  it  was  $70,000,000,000,  and  in  1928  I'residcnt  Hoover  refervi-d  to 
1    pt'ople  with  $90,000,000,000  per  year  Income. 

'■  These  figure's  mean  very  little  because  they  are  beyond  comprehen- 
sion, but  when  we  say  there  are  about  six  times  as  many  automobiles  In 
I  be  United  States  as  there  are  In  the  rest  of  the  world,  we  get  a  com- 
I  arison.  We  are  buying  all  kinds  of  merchandise  «n  a  ImsiH  and  in 
(  uan titles  similar  to  our  automobile  purchases,  so  that  our  couimeree 
1  rithin  our  ow^n  States  exceeds  the  rest  of  the  commerce  of  the  wt»rld. 

"All  of  this  Is  very  wonderful  for  those  who  are  in  the  current  of 
(his  stream  of  riches  but  it  is  extremely  ditScult  for  those  of  our  own 
(itixens  who  are  not  so  fortunate  and  I  want  to  talk  about  one-third 
<  f  our  population  who  have  not  enjoyed  their  fair  share  of  this  wealth. 

••  Our  agricultural  lands  are  worth  to-day,  in  a  State  ll^o  Ohio,  less 

Ihan  they  were  50  years  ago.     This  Is  because  the  income   from   that 

land   win   not   buy    what   It   would   50  years  ago.     During   the    Inst    10 

;  ears  it   hns   taken   al>out   twice  as   much   corn   and  oats   and   wheat   to 

lujr  a  binder  or  lumUr,  farm  machinery,  fencing,  labor,  or  taxes  than 
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It  took  before  the  World  War;  this  cuts  the  Income  from  land  Ito  two 
and  reduces  its  value  In  proportion. 

"  The  result  of  this  sltnatton  Is  that  the  chlWreB  grown  in  the  amn- 
try  leave  the  farms  and  go  to  the  cities  where  this  wealth  flows  in 
sparkling  attractiveness,  and  the  parents  of  these  children  are  ambitions 
for  them  and  want  them  to  have  the  best  opi)ortunity  In  the  world,  but 
before  the  children  can  grasp  these  modern-day  city  opportunities  they 
must  be  educated,  and  echicatlon  to-day  la  verj-  expensive.  1  can  not 
give  jou  all  of  the  data  for  the  various  States,  but  in  Ohio  11  times 
aa  much  Is  spent  for  education  as  It  was  30  years  ago. 

"  In  a  small  portion  of  the  farming  sections  of  the  country,  educa- 
tional facilities  have  advanced  on  a  par  with  the  fucllities  of  the  cities. 
The  "  little  red  schoolhounc "  has  bect)me  a  thing  of  the  past  and 
the  modern  consolidated  school  covers  an  acre  of  ground  and  boasts  a 
corps  of  teachers  from  the  elementary  to  the  high-school  grades  un- 
surpassed In  any  city,  and  enjoying  gymnasiums,  auditoriums,  and  un- 
excelled vocational  departments,  and  In  addition  wo  find  motor  trucks 
hauling  the  children  long  dlstaiices  with  as  many  motor  drivers  as 
there  are  teachers  in  the  school. 

"All  of  this  summed  up  in  the  year's  account  shows  that  such  rural 
schools  cost  per  pupil  is  about  twice  the  cost  of  similar  facilities  in  the 
cities,  but  Industry  In  tlie  cities  is  demanding  educated  children. 

"  Parents  in  the  country  have  voteil  bond  issue  after  bond  issue  in 
order  to  provide  those  facilities,  and  to-day  the  declining  value  of  land 
and  the  comparative  Income  of  land  is  challenging  the  power  of  the 
countrv  people  to  continue  such  a  program.  Yet  industry  Is  reaching 
out  its' hand  more  and  more  for  this  raw  human  material  and  demanding 
more  and  more  the  educated  type. 

"  I  am  Informed  by  the  Agricultural  Department  in  Washington  that 
alx>ut  200  children  leave  each  county  in  Iowa  for  the  city  annaall.v^ 
Educators  have  estlmat.sl  for  me  the  cost  of  educating  each  one  of 
these  children  up  to  18  years  of  age,  and  I  And  that  it  costs  $2,000  for 
each  child.  In  addition,  that  child  Is  reared  by  its  parents  at  a  cost 
of  not  leas  than  $2,000  more  for  Its  upkei-p  during  the  18  years,  or  a 
total  cost  of  $4,000  per  child,  and  this  moans  that  $800,000  worth  of 
boys  and  girls  arc  leaving  each  of  the  counties  in  Iowa  each  year  for 
the  cities  and  the  doors  close  behind  and  the  country  sees  them  no  more^ 
If  this  Is  occurring  In  Iowa,  it  Is  likewise  occurring  throughout  most  of 
the  rural  counties  In  the  United  States. 

"Agriculture  has  complained  about  the  price  of  grain  and  livestock, 
but  here  the  greatest  prodnct  of  the  farm  is  contributed  for  nothing 
to  the  cities.     Is  this  an   abiding  condition   that   we  mnst   meet   and 

contend  with?  ^   .         ,,  . . 

"  I  venture  to  say  the  Fnlted  States  has  Jnst  started  on  its  conquest 
of  the  worid  from  a  commercial  standpoint  and  that  Industry  will 
demand  these  children  from  the  country  In  ever-Increasing  numbers  each 
year. 
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•^  This  Is  only  one  of  the  sources  of  exhaustion  of  the  wealth  of  tht 
country  Chain  stores  are  sending  profits  out  of  the  rural  communl- 
tlTs  every  night  to  a  limited  number  of  centers.  The  exchange  of 
high-priced  city  products  for  low-priced  country  products  pile,  up  the 
profits  of  the  exchange  In  the  Industrial  centers.  Our  factories  In  th« 
smaller  cities  In  the  Nation  have,  for  the  moat  part,  whenever  they  are 
worth  while  been  purchased  and  merged  and  are  now  owned  In  a  few 
of  the  Industrial  centers  of  the  country  and  the  profits  are  taken  there 
and  are  no  longer  subject  to  Uxatlon  In  the  rural  secaona  of  the  country. 

"As  proof  of  these  conditions  I  have  investigated  the  income-tax 
returns  from  the  various  Spates. 

"  One  State  pays  one-third  of  all  the  Income  taxes. 

"  Four  States  pay  one^holf  of  all  the  Income  taxes. 

"  Eight  States  pay  three  fourths  of  all  the  Income  Uxes. 

"  Forty  States  pay  one  quarter  of  all  the  income  taxes. 

"How  is  education  to  be  maintained  In  the  rural  sections  whers.tht 
children  are  If  the  wealth  Is  to  be  piled  up  elsewhere? 

"How    are   you    to   tax  property    that    has   escaped    from    the    rural 

districts?  ,         .        _^,.^ 

"  •  Home  rule  *  is  a  fine  phrase  that  became  very  popular  when  w«ltn 

was   about   equally    distributed.      'State    rights'    still   has   the   rtng   of 

bygone  days  but  how  are  40  States  to  collect  taxes  from  wealth   that 

has  escaped  into  8  States?  ^     ,       *,         * 

•The  children  are  located  In  ab<iut  reverse  ratio  to  the  location  oT 
the  income-bearing  wealth  of  the  country.  That  is.  about  three-fourths 
of  the  children  are  in  the  40  States  that  have  only  one-fourth  the 
income-bearing  wealth.  ^,    »   ,     ,„ 

"The  United  States  Government  can  tax  this  wealth  that  is  ac- 
cumulating and  coagulating  In  a  few  of  the  centers  of  thia  Nation  and 
Bend  it  back  to  the  rural  districts  from  which  it  came  for  the  purpcwe 
of  clucating  children.  Imperatively  needed  to-day  by  industry  and  there 
is  no  other  pow»  r  that  can  reach  this  situation. 

•  Who  will  be  benefited  by  accumulating  this  wealth  In  a  few 
centers  and  not  permitting  it  to  be  used  for  t^^*  «^°f  """/f  "" 
chihlnn   where   the  wealth  is  not  sufficient  to  provide  adequate  fadll- 

tips  ? 

"  What  will  be  the  measure  of  our  future  success  as  a  nation » 


"  Our  natnral  iwwurres  nre  baric  la  importanre  but  if  we  h«vc  not 
the  kind  of  people  produced  in  the  United  States  to  make  the  most  ot 
tbMc  Mtofal   «a»ww»  we  will  taU  to   ■eeting  oar  opportnnitlea. 

"After  ail.  the  real  wraith  of  a  nation  te  represented  In  the  greatest 
degree  bv  the  kind  of  individuals  we  are  producing.  .„       , 

-  If  tedartry  la  to  capture  the  markets  of  the  world,  she  will  only 
do  It  with  trained,  Intelligent.  e<lucated  help  and  that  help,  to  a  veiT 
large  degree.  wiU  come  from  Ure  rural  districts,  and  the  rural  schools 
to  accomplish  their  purpose  nnist  have  Federal  aid. 

"After  the  introduction  of  this  Federal-aid  rural  wrhool  JIU  bj 
CHABLK8  Bband  of  Ohio  in  the  House  and  by  Senator  Gbrald  P.  Vri 
in  the  Senate  the  reaction  from  the  country  showed  positive  strength 
for  the  measure. 

"  gome  of  the  outstanding  Indorsements  are  as  follows : 
"  The  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  passed  the  following  resoln- 
tiou  at  a  meeting  of  their  directors  held  In  Chicago :  ,  ^  .^ 

"  •  Motion,  Mr.  O'Neal :  RecognlEing  the  fact  that  costs  of  rural  educa- 
tion are  new  excessive  and  are  constantly  Increasing,  and,  furthermore^ 
r^allxlng  that  many  of  the  young  people  educated  In  ™y*\^'>"°^';"'^;;' 
are  going  Into  urban  centers.  thert>  to  contribute  substantially  to  the 
welfare  of  the  community  at  large,  we  feel  that  the  time  has  «>»;j';'«° 
the  Federal  Government  should  actively  participate  In  financing  adequate 
educational  opportunities  In  rural  districts.  To  that  end  y*  "^  «" 
Javor  of  leglsLrion  of  the  type  represented  by  WU  recently  tntroduced 
in  Congress  by  Congressman  Brand  of  Ohio. 
"  •  Seconded  by  Mr.  Palmer.     Carried.' 

"  The  National  Grange  Issued  a  bulletin,  from  which  we  quote : 
"  •  The  Brand  hUl  Incorporates  into  wortcable  enactment  the  grange 
demand  In  behalf  of  rural  education,  and  the  proposal  will  undoubtedly 
^^ish  Tne  of  the  most  interesting  questions  with  which  the  present 
session  of  Congress  will  have  to  deal.  Meanwhile  granges  in  all  the 
S^t;.»  are  taking  up  the  quesHon  for  further  <«— «-  -f  -"'^^j'^*^ 
the  full  force  of  the  organization  toward  some  enactment  of  similar 
character  to  the  Brand  bill.' 

"The  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Arthur  M  Hyde  in  a  speech  at 
Svracuse  N  Y.,  had  this  to  say  on  the  principle  of  the  bill: 
^'»^.^  ;  .  And  does  not  the  welfare  of  the  cities  as  well  a.  the 
future  of  America  demand  that  those  farm  boys  and  girls  l«/>7"  »" 
So  farm  an  education  comparable  to  that  offered  by  the  cities  to  tl^ 
other  boys  and  girls  with  whom  they  must  compete?  By  every  Inten^ 
ment  of  the  American  boast  of  equality  of  opp<.rtuulty  and  by  the  force 
^f  every  «.nnd  reason  for  the  need  for  universal  public  education  In  « 
?ree  county.  I  maintain  that  the  dties.  with  their  wealth  and  popnla^ 
tlon  owe  a  duty  to  help  carry  the  burden  of  supporting  the  coontry 
schools  which  wUl  equalise  educational  opportunity.' 

"The    secretary    of    the    National    Educarional    Association    of    the 
United  States.  Dr.  J.  W.  Crabtree.  wrote  a»  follows  : 

"  •  Your  idea  is  sound  whether  you  can  ever  force  its  accepUnce  on 
the  part  of  Congreaa  or  noC 

"John   Callahiui.   Bute  superintendent   of   instmction  of   Wiaconsin, 


» •  I  am  ready  to  do  everything  I  can  to  help  U  along,  and  would  b.| 
nleased  to  come  to  Washington  at  any  time  If  I  can  be  of  service  there, 
'^^^bl^er  H     Pearce.   8Ute   «,pertntendent   of  pnbHc   inatruction   of 
Michigan,  may  be  footed  as  foUows : 

"  *  I  feel  that  you  have  Introduced  a  bill  which  will  do  more  than 
any  other  measure  that  Congress  could  possibly  pnee  to  bring  real  farm 
relief  to  the  farmers  of  this  country.' 

"  M.  D.  Lincoln,  secretary  of  the  Ohio  Farm  »««««  ^^^f" "I;*'*"  '5 
Columbas.  stated  that  he  was  In  entire  sympathy  with  the  thought  back 
of  this  piece  of  leg»slatio»«. 

"  Fannie  W.  Dunn,  who  has  charge  of  the  department  of  rnral  «hica- 
tlon  of  the  Teachers'  College.  Columbia  University,  said : 

"  '  I  believe  the  aid  is  absolutely  sound  and  necessary  If  rural  children 
are  to  have  equitable  educational  provision  with  urtmn  chUdren/ 

"  R.  E.  Jaggers,  supervisor  of  rural  elementary  schools  of  Kentucky, 
said  : 

"  '  This  bill  Is  a  step  In  the  right  direction.'  ^     ,       ,  „.  . 

"  Chariea  A.  Lee,  SUte  superintendent  of  public  achools  of  Missouri. 

" ''l  certainly  agree  with  you  that  wealth  Is  leaving  the  rural  section, 
and  that  some  plan  such  as  you  have  In  mhid  muat  be  adopted  in  order 
to  equalize  the  financing  of  public  education.  This  measure  ia  a  far- 
reaching  one  and  I  want  to  assure  you  I  am  vitally  Interested  In  such 
a  program.  If  there  is  any  way  in  which  I  could  bo  of  service  t»  yon 
in  connection  with  this  measure,  do  not  hesitate  to  let  me  know.' 

"M.  L.  Dnggan,  State  superintendent  of  education  of  Georgia,  may 
be  quoted  as  follows : 

"This  bill  appeals  to  me  as  betag  about  the  first  and  only  thing 
offered  that  looks  like  relief  to  farmers.' 

•'  Dr.  John  L.  Clifton,  director  <A  edueatiwi  in  the  SUte  of  Ohio, 
writes  as  fcdlowa: 
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"  '  The  btl!  Jnst  InfrtxliiCPd  by  roujrrwsman  Chaklm  BmAxo,  of  Ohio. 
proTidinK  Federml  aiJ  for  the  rural  school«  of  the  Nation  to  the  extent 
of  $100,000,000  p«r  year,  meetg  with  my  b«arty  approval.' 

'•  E.  E.  Lewis,  director  of  the  department  of  achool  adminlstratton  of 
Ohio  State  University,  wrltea  as  follows : 

"  *  In  particular  we  should  build  up  enthusiasm  among  the  educators 

for  this  biU.' 

••  Hel'-n  Heffeman.  chief,  division  rural  education  in  Catifomia,  says : 

■' '  The  bsslc  principle  of  school  finance  as  first  expressed  by  Horace 
Mann  !.•»  taxing  property  where  the  property  exists  and  expending  money 
where  the  children  are  to  be  educated." 

"  Carrie  Chapman  Catt,  honorary  president  of  the  National  League 
of  Women  Voters,  may  be  quoted  as  follows : 

"  •  I  nuite  sympathise  with  your  idea  of  increasing  the  grant  for  these 
schools  in  the  VHrlou<t  States.' 

"  Hon.  Frank  O.  Lowden,  of  Illinois,  says: 

"  •  I  have  read  your  proposed  bill  with  interest.  I  think  you  are  on 
the  right  track.' 

'*  H.  I).  Sbowalter,  State  superintendent  of  education  in  the  State  of 
Washlnrton.  writes  as  follows : 

** '  1  wish  yon  the  greatest  success  in  this  fundamental  and  very  im- 
portant plan  of  correcting  this  neglected  portion  of  our  educational 
aysf^m  -  the  rural  schools  of  America.' 

"Arthur  L.  Marsh,  executive  secretary  of  the  Washington  Education 
Association,  writes  as  follows : 

"  '  I  think  ultimately  it  is  bound  to  come  and  am  glad  to  see  the 
movemenr  for  a  new  plan  of  public-school  support  launched.' 

"  The  Minneapolia  Tribane  may  be  quoted  as  follows : 

"  '  It  la  the  opinion  of  the  Tribune  that  a  very  large  proportion  of 
"  Federal  farm  aid "  must  sooner  or  later  come  in  the  form  of  edu- 
cation.' 

"James  F.  Hoslc.  professor  of  edncation,  Teachers  College,  Columbia 
University.  New  York,  said: 

" '  I  hope  the  bill  that  you  have  prepared,  known  as  -H.  B.  2570, 
will  pass.' 

"  We  might  say  that  hundreds  of  letters  have  been  received  from 
educators  over  the  country.  Including  two-thirds  of  the  directors  of  edu- 
cation in  each  of  the  States,  approving  the  measure. 

"  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior  has  been  evidently  mindful  of  the 
favorable  attitude  of  educators  over  the  country  toward  this  bill,  for  be 
has  seen  lit  to  institute  a  council  of  education  compos(-d  of  some  70 
cdQcators  of  the  country  selected  by  him,  and  at  the  meeting  in  Wash- 
ington the  argument  for  this  bill  was  submitted  to  them  and  a  second 
meeting  of  this  advisory  committee  has  been  called,  and  I  nm  advised 
by  the  chairman,  C.  R.  Mann,  that  this  meeting  will  be  devoted  largely 
to  determining  what  kinda  of  information  must  l>e  collected  in  order  to 
reach  a  sound  conclusion,  and  that  after  the  meeting  they  will  know 
what  further  information  will  be  useful  concerning  the  ruml-school 
program. 

•*  This  bill  evidently  has  sufltciont  support  to  warrant  the  serioun 
consideration  of  the  Committee  on  EUlucatlon  in  both  the  House  and  the 
Senata." 

RILLS  AM)  JOINT  BESOLUno:?8   IXTKODUCn) 

Bills  and  Joint  resolutions  were  intro^lueetl,  read  the  first 
time,  and.  by  anauimoiui  cousent,  the  8ec«>DU  time,  nnU  referred 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BRATTON: 

A  bill  (S.  2208)  grunting  a  pension  to  Ascencion  V.  de  Mar- 
tines;  and 

A  bill  (S.  2200)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Nancy  B. 
Nicholson;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  FRAZIER: 

A  bill  (8.  2210)  granting  a  pension  to  Loyd  B.  Burley  (with 
accompanying  popers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pension.s. 

By  Mr.  RALE: 

A  bill  (S.  2211)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Anna  E. 
Hayes  (viith  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  COPELAND: 

A  bill  (S.  2212)  to  provide  for  the  closing  of  barber  shops 
in  the  District  of  Colombia  on  Sunday ;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Colombia. 

By  Mr.  THOMAS  of  Oklahmna : 

A  bill  (S.  2213)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Karl 
L<»wry  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
l*enslons. 

By  Mr.  SCHAIX: 

A  bill  (3.  2214)  to  amend  the  air  commerce  act  of  1926  so  as 
to  provide  farther  encouragement  for  civilian  flying;  to  the 
Committee  on  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  McNARY: 

A  Joint  resdotion  (8.  J.  Res.  83)  aotborising  appropriations 
for  the  eatablishmoit  and  maintenance  of  an  agrtcoltural  ex- 
periment station  in  American  Samoa; 
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A  Joint  resolntlon  (S.  J.  Re«.  84)  to  amend  sections  1  and  2 
of  tbe  act  of  March  3.  1891 ;  and 

A  loint  resolotion  (S.  J.  Res.  85)  to  amend  section  10  of  the 
act  Entitled  "An  act  to  establish  the  Upper  Mississippi  River 
Wild  Life  and  Fish  Refuge,"  approved  Jone  7,  1924;  to  the  Com- 
mitt4e  on  Agricultore  and  Forestry. 


Ml 


have 


HEFLIN.     Mr.   President.    I   ask  onanimous  consent  to 
printed  in  the  Ukcobo  a  nnniher  of  brief  interviews  with 
Senajtors  from  the  Soothern  States  on  the  result  of  the  recent 
on  in  Virginia. 

being   no   objection,    the   matter    was   ordered    to   be 
I  ed  in  the  Record,  as  follows  : 
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aXaXTLT    OF   THE   ELECTION    IN    VIBOINIA 


M.  Stanley,  editor  the  Alabama  .lournal  and  the  Times  :  asso- 
c  editor  the  Mobile  Register,  the  Mobile  News-Item,  the  Florence 
es-News,  and  the  ShefBeld  Tri-Cltles  Daily) 

iTuoMEBY,  Ala.,  November  16.- — It  becomes  daily  more  apparent 
he  Influences  which  seik  to  punish  anti-Smith  Democrats  by  barring 
from  next  year's  primary  are  moved  more  by  fear  of  individunls 
by  solicitude  for  future  party  welfare.  They  are  exhibiting  an  In- 
ferioi  ity  complex  which  trembles  at  the  thought  of  Hetlin  and  Locke, 
are  unwilling  to  meet  an  issue  squarely  and  let  the  Democrats  of 
Alabama  decide  the  fate  of  Messrs.  Hetlin  and  Locke  as  It  ought  to 
ide<l.  They  do  not  give  the  Democrats  of  Alabama  credit  for 
genre  enough  to  meet  the  issues  raised  by  the  candidacy  of  these 
aspirints  for  senator  and  governor. 

Im|)ortant  factors  in  the  pro-Smith,  pro-Tammany,  and  antiprohibition 
like    the    Birmingham    News.    Selma    Time's  Journal,    and    Mont- 
gomery Advertiser,  discuss  not  what  is  best  to  do  for  the  welfare  of 
I  democratic    Tarty,    but   instead   what    is   the   best    way    to    prevent 
Democrats  from  expressing  themselves  on  the  Heflin-Locke  candidacies. 
Th4re  are   thousands  of  Democrats  both   in   the   ranks  of   those  who 
against   Smith   last  year  and   of   those   who   voted    for   Smith   for 
ke  of  party  regularity  who  will  be  opposed  to  both  Heflin  and 
when    next   year's    campaign   opens.      They    are  willing    to    meet 
H»ue   presented.     They   are    not    afraid.      They   are   not   willing   to 
injury  on   the  party   by   helping  to  make   martyrs  out  of   a   few 
individuals  through  driving  them  and  their  friends  out  of  the  party. 

HOLD    NO    BRIEF 

Th4i<e  Democrats  hold  no  brief  for  Heflin  or  Locke.     They  regard  the 
tous  future  of  the  Democratic  Party  In  .Alabama  and  continuing 
of  State  affair.s  by  that  party  as  a  much  bigger  subject  than  the 
lb  tlons  of  any  individual  or  group  of  Individuals. 

lengths  to  which  the  specter  of  Heflin  and  Locke  drives  some  of 
-Smith  sponsors  is  shown  by  this  comment  from  the  Selma  Times- 
:    "  No  act   of   perfidy,    not   oven    murder,   should   be    invoked   to 
impugn  a  man's  right  to  seek  Democratic  honors  if  these  two  marplots 
be  patted  on   the  back  and  given   the  best  seats  at   the  table." 
ontgomery  Advertiser,  forgetful  of  1896  when  Itself  and  so  many 
Demot-rafs  bolted  William  Jennings  P>ryan.  say.s  :  "  The  Democratic  Party 
has  the  right  but  owes  itself  the  duty  to  take  whatever  steps 
leem  necessary  to  protect  itself  against  those  who  take  their  party 
obligt  tlons  as  lightly  as  a  sailor  in  a  foreign  port  is  said  to  take  bis 
;)ledges."     The   Birmingham    News   asserts    that    no   bolters   sought 
under  the  Democratic  banner  in  the  recent   Virginia  election  and, 
lacking   courage    to    call    names    openly,    asks    thes*^    questions :    '*  Is    it 
giition  of  this  point  that  encourages  a  certain  United  States  Sena- 
Alabama  to  rejoice  over  what  has  come  to  pass  in   Virginia? 
the  former  chairman  of  the  bolters'   committee  in  Alabama,   who 
leeks  the  Democratic  nomination  for  governor  here,  appreciate  the 
that    Democrats,    and    not    Hoovercrats,    were    nominated    in    the 
Virgiliia  State  Democratic  primary  ?     I>o  both   these  gentlemen  approve 
action  taken  by  Virginia  I>emocrats?     If  not,  wliy   not?" 

Bix>w   at   party 

.s  the  same  story  all  along  the  liquor  line.     The  effort  is  to  arouse 
the  ahti-Heflin  and  anti-Locke  sentiment  of  the  Stale — admittedly  very 
widee|)read — and   formidable  among  both   wets  and  drys — to  deal  a  se- 
blow  to  party   unity  and  solidarity   in   the  State.     Shortsightedly 
refuse  to  recogniie  what  many  competent  political  observers  have 
declared    is   the   surest   way   to   guarantee   the  election   of    Heflin   and 
namely,  driving  them  out  of  the  Democratic  Party  and  into  the 
election  where  thou.sands  of  Republicans  can  and  will  vote  for 
If  for  no  other  reason  than  to  embarrass  the  Democratic  tlc.Vet. 

the  great  mass  of  Democrats  in  the   State  have   higher 

for  their  party  than  that,  and  if  the  State  committee  conforms 

c  opinion  throughout  the  State  it  will  invite  Democrats  in,  not 

them  out,  pursuing  the  barmouioua  policy  which  was  so  succea*- 
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ftUly  pursued  by  party  leader,  in  Virginia,  and  let  ^'^'*''^'^'l 
•wn   affair,   and   not   take  fright   and   run    to   cover  when   they   Ke   • 

bogy  man. 


8.NATOES     FROM     SOCTHEBN     STATES     UNAMMOCS     IN     OP.ilON     THATJO 
PL-MSH   OPPONENTS  OF  NOMINEE   WOLLD   BS   GRA>-«   M.STAM  Bt   PAKT 

By  Uul*rt  Baughn,  chl.-f  Waalungton  bureau.  Register  and  aa*)cUtea 

newspapers 
WASHINGTON,  November  16.-United  State.  S..naton,  from  tbf  ^o"^ 
.re  unanlmoas  in  the  assertion  that  the  Democratic  Paxty  would  be  the 
Je^l  sufferer  if  the  party  leader,  of  any  Southern  State  Biade  the  mi.- 
like  of  tiding  to  punish  those  Democrst.  who  declined  last  y^r  to  sup- 
^r^  the^n^ional  ticket  headed  by  Gov.  Alfred  E.  Smith    of  New  lork. 
'fn   statements  to   the   Washington   bureau   of  the   Register  and   asso- 
ciated  n-wspaperK   the   men   who  represent    the   land   of   cotton   in   the 
gn.at..s.  deliberative  body  on  earth  make  ringing  appeals  for  the  restor^ 
tion    of    Democratic   harmony    in    every    Southern    State      They   declare 
\L  the  anti  smith   l>em.K-mts  and   their  lenders   should   Im-  »nvl  ed  to 
return  to  the  party  fold,  with  no  condl.ions  of  any  kind  attached  to  the 

''"In  the  lf>28  presidential  campsign,  they  assert,  there  were  honest  dlf- 
ferene-es  of  opinion  among  Democrats,  but  now  those  differences  should 
b.>  for;:otten  nnd  the  necessary  steps  taken  to  '^^'^'^V'^'v^il^ TtSZT 
trat3  under  the  Sag  of  Democracy.  Pointing  out  that  Virginia  Democ- 
racy won  an  imprewlve  victory  on  November  5,  «ue  to  the  wiadom  of 
S?party  h^d.T.  iu  opening  the  door  to  all  I>^"-"^«'  '^^TrMd,^! 
Tow  they  voted  la.t  year,  the  southern  Senators  •^'^f-/'^* V  win.  vTr 
of  all   the  other  States  would  rierve  their  party  weU  by  foUowing  Vlr- 

*"' T?ie  aTtl^mUh  Democrats  have  demonstrated  that  they  were  sincere 
last  yeai  in  saying  they  were  only  leavii«  the  i«rty  temporarily,  and 
wise  leadership  now  will  bring  them  back  into  the  fold  in  every  South- 
ern Stat.',  the  Senators  assert  in  their  statements. 

These-  southern  Senators,  practically  every  one  of  whom  •shelled  the 
woods"  for  the  regular  Democratic  ticket  last  y^*-^'  "f  "«*  '"'^f^!^ 
in  the  political  amMth.ns  of  any  Individuals  in  any  Southern  State  In 
urging  harmony  they  are  making  an  ai>peui  for  the  future  welfare  of  the 
Democratic  Party.  They  feel  that  the  partys  prospects  were  never 
brighter  than  at  present  With  an  acute  split  existing  In  Republican 
raifks  thoy  see  a  n-al  chance  to  gain  control  In  the  1930  elections  and 
Xn  sweep  a  Democrat  into  the  White  House  in  1932.  In  their  rt*te- 
nients  they  appeal  to  the  DemocraU  of  the  Southern  States  t^  har- 
monise their  differences  of  last  year  in  order  that  a  reupited  an<i  mlU- 
tant  Democracy  may  face  the  enemy  in  the  campaign,  that  lie  ahead. 

WOLIJ)    BE    FATAL    BLLNDKB 

If  differences  among  Democrats  in  any  of  the  Southern  State,  need 
to  be  w'ttled  let  them  be  settled  within  the  Democratic  primaries,  to 
that  nothing  will  happen  to  mar  the  «'"^*;:;"';  ""^^'^^f'  P5;?"JS„;' 
the  party,  they  urge.  Punitive  steps  againrt  the  anti-Sm  th  Demo_ 
crats  would  be  a  fatal  blunder,  bnt  the  extension  of  the  olive  branch 
would  bring  about  the  burying  of  past  difference,  and  reunite  the 
Democratic  Party  In  the  South,  they  declare. 

Every  southern  Senator  who  was  asked  for  a  statement  of  h.s  views 
responded  immediately.  There  was  no  side  rtepping,  no  equlvoeat  on, 
no  straddling.  The  unanimity  with  which  the  South',  representative* 
in  the  upper  branch  of  Congress  view  the  situation  I.  .hown  by  their 
statements,  some  of  which  are  published  herewith  : 

inator  Walter  Oeowje,  of  Georgia :  -  It  would  be  a  very  great  mli^ 
take  in  my  opinion,  for  any  Southern  State,  through  its  party  authority 
fat  empt  to  punish  in  any  way.  shape,  or  form  thoae  Democnaf  who 
dinned  to  support  the  national  ticket  last  ^-^  "  »7^^  J^° 
made  clear  that  those  Democrats  were  sincere  when  they  said  they 
were  only  having  the  party  temporarily,  because  '^^T^  ~"'«  *»«* J^* 
eetly  accept  the  views  of  the  presidential  nominee.  They  showed  in 
Virginia  that  they  were  still  good  Democrats  ^^f^^f^  »»^f  '»  "«* 
helping  to  elect  the  gabernatorial  nominee  of  the  Democratic  Party^ 
It  is  greatly  to  be  hoped  that  the  Virginia  harmony  program  will  be 
followed  in  every  Southern  State." 

SOUTH    BEALI.T    DEMOCRATIC 

senator  Kenneth  McKellab.  of  Tennessee :  "  There  "^^^^  was  anjy 
doubt  m  mv  mind  that  the  Southern  State,  which  left  the  Democratic 
Party  In  1928  would  return  to  the  fold.  The  South  Is  Democratic,  and 
he  result  In  19'J8  was  due  to  a  condition  that  everyone  uuderstan^ 
Whnt  hanoened  In  Virginia  the  other  day  wiD  happen  In  every  other 
^utherJTtrte'  H  vigTmas  example  I.  followed.  K^gu^'  f^XTeJ't 
\n  all  these  States  should  hold  out  the  olive  branch,  and  all  who  lelt 
Z  'emporarlly  in  1928  should  be  welcomed  back  as  voters  or  candidates^ 

..  "m^a tc  prospects  everywhere  are  brighter  than  they  have  b«^ 
for  years.  We  must  not  make  the  mistake  of  proscribing  any  Demo- 
crat, or  anyone  who  claim,  to  be  a  Democrat  _,  .     .       ^  „    ^,_ 

senator  Lncan  U.  Fun^K.  of  Horida  :  "J^'f^^'^y''^'^ 
didly.  and  her  example  should  be  followed  by  the  other  Southern  State.. 


She  has  relegated  to  the  past  and  -«-f  »:;f  ^'.-^  *j!  'X*  LVr^S"n" 

rS.  "S:  ^i  ^nd^os  have  modified  J^-m-d-f  le^dexa 
since  the  days  of  Thad  Stevens,  but  our  hope  rests  with  the  I>«m«cratte 
Par^  Lef^e^ocrata  In  the  South  settle  their  difference,  among  them- 
felvS'  at  ie^toarles.  and  stand  united  in  the  face  of  a  common  foe 
"  irg7nla  h«  pLued  the  wise  course.  If  the  other  Southern  State.  wiU 
follow,  the  result.  wlU  be  equaHy  gratifylng." 


VnOINIA  POINTS    WAT 

Senator  Mobmb  SHErpA«D,  of  Tex..:  "The  lewlf  of  the  """tVlf. 

for  the  welfare  of  every  man,  woman,  and  child  bene«th  "'«/"^'?^; 
fl^g  It.  opposition  to  the  force,  of  monopolist  ion  and  <f  tr.li«tion 
whl:h  are   "a^dly  cloalng  the  avenues  of  individual  development  and 

^^^t::^^  '^T..r^xVr:^r:^^iir.t  ^  made .  f.. 

that  the;  a.e  not TnlJ  weS>me,  but  needed,  in  the  ^J-^^^^^'^J^H^ 
lowing  the  primaries  showed  the  wisdom  of  thl.  eaant. 

STRIFE  MAKERS  CRrSHBD 

senator  Park  Trammell.  of  Florida:  "The  chief  rtgnlflcance  of  the 

:Bj;s''^^^^  "- --  r;irsx-:;ih: 

;;:rr;n  :ry"stIr:urrrjo.ning    wholeheartedly    in    the 
""SrI;port  from  Alabama  that  some  of  the  party  l^jf^  *^!  ^  "J 

-rr ;  f^m-\r-:  p^r- .  -  Vr-irt^rTj 

rS'e  that  -^a;^J-o--  -,-^^^^^^^^^ 
will  permit  tJus  to  be  done.     I  do^^»      ;      ^  repudiated  by  75  per 
rroTSe'^pte  whS  vted  ?or  ^:emo;  Smith  last  year.     I  «.y  thl. 
SSu«L?be??^'   that  the  people  of  Alabama  are  not  unlike  the  P^ple 
,  Bt«te      In  Florida  the  Democrats  are  moving  along  nicely  In  a 

of  my  St*t^-  J"  ^!,';^  '  \he  trend  everywhere.     It  wa.  emphaslred 

[he^LSl^atfc  Par^  right  at  a  time  when  it.  prospect,  are  exceed- 

'"ICtofpAT  HABBISON,  Of  MiS.i«.PP.  :   "  J^^  P:^^^^,}  ^^   "^" 

get  their  difference,  of  la.t  year  .nd  face  the  future  reunited. 

VIBGINIAN    COMMENTS 

senator  CLAtTDE  Swanbon,  of  ▼Irginla :  ••  The  election  we  held  «v 
cenTS  Vlr^ni*  indicate,  that  the  «°tl«  South  wmretuni  to  t^. 
TtTm^nrBtlc  Party  by  large  majorities.  eapedaUy  if  the  wtae  and  Mber.1 
^rt  TdoutS  in  vLglnTa  I.  pursued  by  the  other  Southern  States,  and 
Jn  SmocTaS^invlTS'^o  return  and  again  .fflliate  with  the  party.  Irre- 

^eilto^'l^  TS::.7.:'/otVrZ''c*ro^^ru.:  "The  whole  country  ,. 
to  LTnii'"ulat^  "l^n  'the  notable  Virginia  victory.  It  indicate. 
cLriyTharD^mocrat.  who  left  the  party  rank,  la.t  ye^r  ^re  w.iung  to 
clearly  tnatju^  bv-gone.  be  bygones,  and  come  back  home  to 

w,JS.   taw  .IWM.  TOted  tte  DemocraUc-  Ucket,  ai  .Iww.  w«ct  t>. 

,».  ,o  b.  P'"""^ '"»  TtL'T-"t1..  Tlrjim.  .l.«..D  l»fflct« 

Senator  SIMMONS  !,m  nnt  actively  support  Governor  Smith  last 
Te^)  '"^^TeTntrsLtrD^^'oc^trsfood^  h'.  their  State  Demc^ratlc 
Set  last  year,  thu.  .bowing  that  they  had  no  kJe.  of  learlng  the 
I^mocnmc  Pariy  Jurt  because  they  could  not  honestly  .upport  the 
^TdcntVal  nomtaee.  In  North  Carolina  la.t  year  we  elected  our  State 
Ko<^tlc  t^c"et  by  as  h^rge  a  majority  ..  Virglni.  •lert^b^'  State 
S^ketS  month.  I  am  glad  to  see  the  decided  trend  toward  barmon, 
in  the  party  rank.."  (Senator  Simmons  is  now  leadtag  the  Senate 
S^m^crau^  tkeir  «.oc.«rfnl  onslsugbt  ai^m-t  the  I^p-blican  tari. 
bilL) 
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S4>nator  CAVm  Olass.  of  Virginia  :  "  Tbe  election  In  Virginia  tells 
Iti*  own  story.  The  returns  demonstrate  that  the  large  bo<ly  of  Demo- 
crats who  dluaentcd  in  the  prewidential  campaign  last  year  told  the  troth 
when  thry  said  their  defection  was  momentary  and  in  no  sense  perma- 
nent.    We  .-ire  glad  they  came  back.     The  door  wag  left  wide  open." 

Senator  WiixuM  J.  Harris,  of  Georgia :  "  I  was  naturally  very 
much  jcratlflod  oTer  the  election  of  Judge  Pollard  In  Virginia.  The 
Keotiick.v  and  other  nx-^nt  •'lections  also  show  that,  though  the  southern 
people  may  differ  once  in  a  while,  they  will  remain  true  to  the  Demo- 
cratic Party,  which  Im  a  friend  to  the  South.  The  Republican  I'arty 
when  in  power  has  always  In  the  past,  and  I  am  afraid  always  will  in 
the  future,  treat  the  South  as  a  ainquered  province.  England  treats 
her  provinces  far  better. 

**  Whilr  I  differed  with  many  of  my  friends  who  did  not  support  the 
Democratic  nominee  in  the  last  preeldential  election,  I  never  criticixeU 
them  for  differing  with  me,  and  since  the  election  I  have  urged  that 
our  people  hnrrooniae  their  differences  so  as  to  present  a  solid  front 
•t  the  next  election.  A  great  mistake  would  be  made  If  we  tried  to 
punish  those  who  honestly  differed  with  us  in  the  last  election." 

SKPLT  TO  ROOEB  W.  BABSON 

Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President,  I  a.sk  unanimous  (-oD.sent  to 
have  printed  in  the  R«c<>bi>  a  letter  which  I  have  rec'eive<l  from 
Carroll  L.  Riker  in  regard  to  the  article  by  Babson  in  yester- 
day momins's  Washiniirton  Post. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  letter  is  as  follows: 

Wasuingtox,  D.  C,  November  iO,  OH. 
Hon.  Ltsin  J.  FsAziKR, 

ViUted  8tat9g  Senate. 

Dbab  Skvatos  :  To-day  increased  exportation  without  Imjwrtatlon  Is 
a  fallacy.  • 

In  to-day's  Washington   Post  Bubeun  states : 

"  In  developing  export  trade  It  does  not  mean  necessarily  the  in- 
creasing of  our  Imports.  This  is  simply  the  swapping  of  Jackknives. 
President  Hoover  visualizes  the  hundretls  of  millions  of  able-bodied 
people  in  Europe,  China,  and  Latin  America,  which  could  consume  double 
our  prixluctlon  without  the  necessity  of  any  harmful  imports.  This 
oould  be  acoompUahed  by  raising  the  standard  of  living  of  these  millions 
of  people." 

He  attempts  to  furnish  presidential  indorsement  for  his  fallacious 
statements. 

The  Pre.'tident  has  too  much  common  sense  not  to  realize  the  impos- 
sibility of  greatly  Increaising  our  exports  with  such  countries  as  Babson 
mentions  without  providing  means  for  payment,  and  as  these  countries 
have  little  gold  or  sliver  with  which  to  pay  for  our  good^  we  must  in 
■oroe  way  provide  them  with  It  or  accept'  some  other  medium  of 
exchange. 

For  eiarople,  If  we  Increase  the  importation  of  Turkish  rags  having 
a  sale  value  of  (500  each,  it  would  not  materially  affect  the  manufac- 
turer of  carpets  or  rugs  In  this  country.  Tracing  the  greater  part  of 
this  fr>00  back  to  Turkey  we  find  that  it  would  provide  them  with  a 
medium  of  exchange  with  which  to  purchase  our  wheat  and  our  manu- 
factun^  products.  The  gold  paid  for  the  rug  would  thus  permit  them 
to  buy  our  exports  and  so  increase  their  standard  of  living. 

Compare  any  such  import  Injury  to  this  country  with  the  export 
benefits  which  would  accrue. 

I  predict  there  will  soon  be  a  Babson  total  eclipse  unless  his  future 
ipredictions  are  upon  a  better  basis. 
Very  truly  youra, 

Cabsou,  L.  Bikxr. 

CBIMK   IN    THE    DISTRICT    OT    COLUMBIA 

Mr.  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  on  yesterday  in  the  course  of 
the  remarks  I  made  in  reference  to  certain  matters  In  Wa.sh- 
ington  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Siitmojis)  asked 
me  about  witnesses  appearing  before  the  grand  jury.  In  what 
is  called  the  early  etiition  of  the  Wa,«hington  Post  which 
appeared  late  last  night  I  find  this  statement: 

Attention  of  the  grand  jury  which  is  conducting  the  second  investi- 
gation of  the  mysterious  death  during  the  night  of  September  12  of 
Virginia  Hurley  McPherson  was  focused  yesterday  upon  the  allM  of 
her  estranged  husband.  Robert  A.  Mcl'herson.  Jr.,  who  is  now  in  jail 
under  an  •'  illegal  "  indictment  for  her  murder. 

•  •••••• 

Ail  day  yesterday  a  steady  stream  of  alibi  witnesses — friends  and  fel- 
low chib  members  of  the  accused  husband — passeil  through  the  grand- 
jury  room,  but  few  remained  in  the  inquisitorial  chamber  for  more  than 
a  very  few  miaatea,  as  the  body  disposed  of  almost  50  witnesses  during 
the  day. 

In  the  regular  edition  of  the  Washington  Poet  appeuriug  this 
morning  there  Ls  carried  the  following  statement: 


by 
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A  J  unexpected  witness  appeared  yesterday  In  the  peraon  of  Charles 
Will  on,  a  friend  of  McPherson.  who  Is  understood  to  hnve  testified 
that  be  met  the  young  widower  near  bis  home  at  12.25  o'clock  on  the 
moriing  of  September   13. 

The  young  widower."     Notice  that  language.     How  did  lie 
knofv  he  was  "a  widower"? 

T  lis  would  substAnrlate  the  stories  told  by  other  alibi  witnesses  who 
bav(  stated  that  McPherson  left  the  borne  of  his  aunt,  Mrs.  Donald 
Mclherson,  on  Varnum -Street,  at  12.21  o'clock  and  walked  to  the  home 
of  bs  parents  on  I'psbur  Street,  where  he  arrived  at  1J.30. 

AL*K)  there  appeared  an  article  in  the  Wnshiiigton  Herald  of 
No\ ember  21,  1929,  as  follows: 

McPLerson's  alibi  witnesses  claim  the  young  bank  clurk  was  In  Pet- 
won  h,  far  from  the  Park  Lane  Apartments,  the  night  bis  wife  was 
stra  igled  to  death  with  a  pajama  cord. 

Wilmer   Ruff,   manager   of   the    Park    Lane   Apartments,    was    recalled 

tjhe  Krand  jurors  yesterday.     He  is  believed  to  have  been  questioned 

about  his  conversation  witb  McPherson  when  he  found  his  wife's 

,  and  nbo  about  conditions  in  the  apartment. 

Tlie  defense  prfKlwced  another  alibi  wltn«*SH  in   the  person  of  Charles 

Wilson,    a    friend    of    Mcl'herson,    who   is   believed    to    have    testified    he 

McPherson  walking  near  bis  home  at  the  time  Lewark  claimed  be 

down  town. 


simply  call  attention  to  this,  and  I  e.specially  call  to  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  fnim   North  Carolina   the  fact   that 
witnesses  are  being  furnished  by  Mr.  Laskey  to  the  gnmd 
in  this  so-called  murder  case. 


LI 


WASHINGTON   POST  EDITORIAL  REl^ATIVE  TO  THB  SE:f  ATK 


Mr.  SMITH  obtained  the  floor. 

Ir.  SACKETT.     Mr.  President 

le  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 
Ir.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

T.    SACKETT.     Without   commenting    thereon,    but    asking 

It  may  receive  the  thoughtful  consideration  of  the  peoj^e 

le  country,  I  send  to  the  desk  and  ask  that  the  clerk  may 

an  editorial   appearing  in   the   Washington   Post   of  this 

ling. 

le  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 
ilr.  HARRISON.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 
Mr.   SMITH.     Mr.   President,   if  tlie  request  of  the   Senator 
from  Kentucky  is  going  to  bring  about  diwussion,  I  shall  not 
yield  to  it. 

Ir.   SACKETT.    Without  comment.  I  have  asked  that  the 
editorial  may  be  read. 

>  r.  HARRISON.  Is  the  Senator  asklncr  to  have  Inserted  in 
the  Rixx)BD  the  eilitorial  apjiearing  in  the  Wushingtoit  Post  this 
morning? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     I  am. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  desire  to  say  that  while  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  having  it  put  into  the  litxxmn,  I  shall  wish  to  have 
something  to  say  about  it  if  that  sluill  be  done. 

A  r.  JOHNSON.     Mr.  President 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  Uie  S+'nator  from  Kentucky 
viel  1  to  the  Senator  from  I'jjlifornia? 

>  r.  SACKETT,     Certainly. 

^  r.  JOHNSON.  I  glanced  very  hurriedly  at  the  editorial  in 
question.  May  I  inquire  whether  the  editorial  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Kentucky  has  asked  to  have  read  is  the  one  that  is 
bitt  »rly  and  abusively  critical  of  the  Senate? 

y  r.  S.VCKETT.     It  is. 

\  r.  JOHNSON.     Very  well. 

*  r.  SACKETT.  That  Is  the  rea>wi  I  have  asked  to  have  it 
read. 

»  r.  JOHNSON.    I  see. 

Mr.  SMITH.  May  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
that  when  I  get  through — I  do  not  think  it  will  take  very  lon« 
for  [me  to  do  so — he  can  then  ask  that  tlie  editorial  may  be 
ins^rtetl  in  the  Rkcobd. 

Tkxe  VKTE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
declines  to  yield  further. 

^  r.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Ihe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
Um  yield  to  the  Senator  from  I'tah? 

\  r.  SMITH.     I  yield. 

i  r.  SMOOT.  In  order  to  save  any  further  discu.ssion  of  the 
ma  ter,  I  object  to  the  re<iuest  which  has  been  made  by  the 
Seifitor  from  Kentucky. 

BKI.IKF  OK  BOKBOWEB.S  KROM    KtUiERAL  LAND  UA.NKS 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  none  save  those  of  us  who  are 
froia  those  stricken  sections  realize  the  condition  that  exists  iu 
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several  of  the  Southeastern  and  Gulf  States.    In  some  of  those 
States  cerUiin  sections  have  had  three  successive  crop  failures, 
a  condition  which,  perhaps,  has  never  occurred  in  that  section 
since  it  has  been  settled.     The  land  banks  which  have  mort- 
gages on  lands  in  that  region  by  the  very  nature  of  the  case  are 
compelled  to  collect  the  interest  thereon.    The  bomls  secured  by 
those  mortgages  are  sold  on  the  market  to  private  individuals, 
and  the  pro<-ee<ls  are  used  for  the  pun>ose  of  furnishing  money 
to  borrowers  from  the  banks.     Therefore,  any  default  In  the 
payment  of  interest  on  those  bonds  adversely  affects  their  price 
in   tlie  market.     I   have  prepared  another   resolution   which   1 
shall  offer  at  the  coming  regular  ses-sion  of  Congress  providing 
in  effect  for  the  appropriation  of  a  sufficient  amount  of  money 
to  take  care  of  accruing  Interest  on  bonds  of  Federal  land  banks 
nendlng  such  time  as  the  borrowers  may  have  a  chance  either 
to  pay  such  Interest,  or.  finding  that  they  have  no  prospect  of 
doin^  so,  allow  the  profjerty  to  go  under  Uie  hammer. 
Mr.  NYE.     Mr.  President 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Does  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota? 

Mr  NYE.  Does  the"  resolution  to  which  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  refers  confine  its  operations  to  a  limited  number 

of  States?  ,  ,  •        „^,. 

.Mr  SMITH  The  resolution  for  which  I  am  asking  con- 
sideration this  morning  refers  to  certain  sections  of  the  South- 
wist,  but  it  does  not  proi>o8e  to  make  any  appropriation  but  is 
hi  the  nature  of  an  emergency  resolution,  h.  view  <>/  the  con- 
dition which  I  have  just  sketched.  The  people  in  the  region 
referred  to,  through  no  fault  of  their  own.  some  of  them  living 
right  near  my  own  home,  men  whose  forebears  were  In  posses- 
sion of  land  grants  before  we  became  a  nation  are  losing  their 
lands  as  a  result  of  the  unprecedented  conditions  that  exist. 

As  I  have  stated,  the  resolution  which  I  have  Prepared  and 
shall  offer  as  s^K.n  as  Congress  convenes  in  December,  v^hen 
both  branches  may  act  upon  it,  covers  the  ground  and  provides 
tor  an  amiropriatlon  In  order  that  the  Government  may  take 
care  of  the  interest,  so  as  not  to  aUow  the  bonds  of  those  banks 
?"Se  depilated  ^  the  market,  during  such  time  as  may  be 
r^tdred  to  alleviate  the  existing  condition.  The  resolut  on 
wWch  I  now  offer  and  on  which  I  should  like  immediate  action 
is  to  this  effect : 

Whereas  three  successive  crop  failures  having  visited  certain  sections 
of  the  southeast  make  It  practically  impossible  for  certain  borrowers 
from  the  Federal  land  banks  to  met  the  Interest  on   ^helr  loans;   and 

Whereas   under    the    law    the    land    banks   are   closing   out    these    de- 

linnnents'  Therefore  be  It  ^   .  » 

Resolved  That  the  officers  of  the  Federal  land  banks  are  requested  to 
withhold  these  foreclosures  for  not  more  than  60  days,  pending  action 
Tf  Congress  on  legislation  making  appropriation  for  the  Government 
to  meef  the  maturing  interest  and  carry  them  for  such  time  M  in  the 
judgment  of  the  local  Federal  land-bank  officers  would  be  Justifiable. 

\fr  Pre«^ident,  I  submit  that  resolution  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  its  immediate  consideration.  It  is  a  matter  of  such 
^tal  niDortance.  being  almost  a  matter  of  life  and  death  to 
jiS  ^leT  iat  I  hope  the  Senate  wiU  consider  it  at  this 

time.  , ,     ^ 

Mr   McNABY.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr"  m"nARY.^  ^m!!^"  President,  I  just  entere<l  the  Senate 
Chamber     I  should  like  to  have  the  resoluUon  read  at  the  ilesk. 

tS  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  read  the  resolution. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  resolution  (S.  Res.  164),  as 
follows : 

Whereas  three  sncceaslve  crop  failures  having  visited  certain  sections 
of  the  Southeast  make  It  practically  Impossible  for  certain  borrowers 
from  the  Fe<leral  land  banks  to  meet  the  interest  on  their  loans;  and 

Whereas  under  the  law  the  land  banks  are  closing  out  these  delin- 
quents :  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved  That  the  officers  of  the  Federal  land  banks  are  requested  to 
withhold  these  foreclosures  for  not  more  than  60  days,  pending  action 
of  Congress  on  legislation  making  appropriation  for  the  Kovcrnment 
to  meet  the  maturing  Interest  and  carry  them  for  such  time  as  in  the 
judgment  of  the  local  Federal  land-bank  olBcers  would  be  Justifiable. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection  to  the  immediate 

consideraUon  of  the  resolution?  ^       ^      ^     .  ^.  .     .     „   o-natP 

Mr.  JONES.     Mr.  President,  I  understand  this  is  a  Senate 

"^mI"  SMITH     It  is  a  Senate  resolution  In  effect,  expressing  the 
sympathy  of  the  Senate  for  these  stricken  people  and  notitying 


the  Federal  land  bank  authorities  that  G>ey  can  temporarily 
withhold  foreclosure  proceedings.  I  have  made  Investigation, 
aud  they  can  do  that*  without  detriment  to     the  interest  on 

^  Mr*^  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  from  the  language  it  appears 
that  the  resolution  is  only  in  the  nature  of  a  request  that  the 
offic-ers  of  the  Federal  land  banks  defer  action.  I  should  like 
to  ask  a  (juestion  of  the  Senator  who  proposes  the  resolotlou. 
Has  this  matter  been  presented  to  the  Feiieral  Fanu  Board? 

Mr  SAIITH.  It  has  not  been  presented  to  the  Federal  tarm 
Board  but  I  have  discusse<l  It  with  certain  olfic-ers  of  the  land 
banks  As  I  have  said— I  do  not  think  the  Senator  was  here 
at  the  time— I  have  prepared  another  resolution  asking  for  an 
appropriation  with  which  to  pay  interest  on  the  bonds  for  a 
certain  length  of  time  In  order  not  to  discredit  the  bonds  In  tlie 
open  market,  because  the  Interest  must  be  paid  if  the  honds  are 
to  be  sold  to  the  public.  But  the  persons  who  are  indebtetl  to 
the  land  banks  can  not  pay  the  interest,  not  on  account  of  any 
dereliction  on  their  part  but  on  account  of  unprece-lented 
weather  conditions.  I  think  the  tiU)vemmeut  will  be  justified 
In  extending  relief  at  this  time  to  these  deUnquents  without 
compounding  the  interest,  because  conditions  can  not  go  on  in 

this  way  forever.  ».   *  t  »»,-ii 

By  subiuitting  this  resolution  I  am  anticipating  what  I  snail 
ask  Congress  to.  do  when  it  i-econvenes  in  December.  If  we  can, 
in  order  to  meet  an  emergency,  reduce  taxation  to  the  income- 
tax  payers,  surely  we  can  ask  for  some  aid  to  be  extended  to 
those  who  have  no  Income  and  can  not  even  pay  the  interest  on 
their  mortgages  to  protect  the  homes  in  which  they  live. 

Mr  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  has  given  the  sub- 
ject very  thorough  study  over  a  period  of  years  and  I  should 
like  to  have  him  express  his  opinion  whether,  in  the  event  the 
resoluUon  should  be  adopted  by  the  Senate,  it  wiU  have  any 
effect  upon  the  .salability  or  the  rate  of  interest  on  the  deben- 
tiures  sold  by  different  banks?  ^     ^     ,      ,  *x.    ,      w 

Mr  SMITH  Not  one  parUde,  because  the  funds  of  the  bank 
are  ample  to  meet  for  60  or  90  days  the  interest  that  is  due  on 
the  bonds,  but  the  land  banks  are  endeavoring  to  collect  the 
interest  on  the  loans  which  Is  falling  due  In  order  to  meet  the 
Interest  on  the  bonds  which  wiU  be  due  within  a  certain  time 
hereafter.  They  are  endeavoring  to  collect  it  now,  aud  it  is  a 
matter  of  impossibUity  for  those  who  owe  the  debt  to  pay,  and 
some  of  them  have  no  recourse  except  to  give  up  their  homes. 
Mr.  McNARY.    I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  object  to  having 

the  resolution  go  over  for  the  day.  ^ 

Mr  SMITH  Mr.  President,  we  may  adjourn  then  before 
action  can  be  taken  on  the  resoluUon.  The  public  knows  the 
condition ;  the  land  is  being  sold ;  the  people  are  being  dispos- 
sessed •  and  the  money  is  not  available  until  the  land  is  sold. 
As  I  have  said,  I  propose  to  offer  a  resolution  asking  for  an 
appropriation  to  pay  Uie  Interest-  In  Uie  meanUme  I  shall  ask 
the  bank  officers  to  estimate  how  much  will  be  required  for  Uiat 
purpose  and  how  long,  in  their  judgment,  they  think  Uie  appro- 
priation ought  to  run.  in  order  to  give  these  unfortunate  people 
an  opportunity  to  save  their  homes.  I  shaU  not  do  that  wiUi- 
out  consulting  those  upon  whom  the  responslbUity  of  carrying 
on  the  land  banks  rests ;  but  to  ask  for  a  stay  of  GO  days  would 
in  no  wise  embarrass  the  land  banks;  it  can  not  euibarrasa 
them  because  the  act  itself  requires  foreclosures  In  the  event  of 
certain  contingencies,  and  this  resolution  is  simply  an  expres- 
sion on  Uie  part  of  the  Senate  that  we  recognize  Uie  condition 
in  which  these  unfortunate  people  find  themselves  and  are  wiU- 
Ing  for  a  llmite*!  time  to  remove  the  responsibility  which  rests 
on  the  shoulders  of  the  land  banks. 

Mr  McNAKY.  I  am  sure  the  Senator  will  be  willing  to  defer 
action  until  12  o'clock.  I  desire  in  the  meantime  to  confer  with 
the  Federal  Farm  Board.  I  make  that  request  of  the  Senator. 
Then  probably  I  shall  not  object,  but  I  should  like  to  have  that 

^The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Does  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
Una  withdraw  his  resolution  for  the  present? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.    Let  it  Ue  on  the  table.  *w  *   k  ♦    ^ 

Mr  SMITH  Of  course  I  will  have  to  yield  to  that,  but,  on 
account  of  conditions  over  which  I  have  very  lltUe  control,  I 
had  hoped  to  get  away  from  tiie  city  before  12  o-clock. 

Mr  McNARY  I  do  not  want  to  discommo*le  the  Senator  or 
to  disarra*nge  his  plans.  If  I  could  have  opportunity  to  go  to 
the  telephone  and  speak  to  the  Chairman  of  Uie  Federal  Farm 
Board,  I  should  be  glad  to  have  that  (»pportunlty,  and  probably 
it  would  not  take  30  minutes. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President „     .^  .r^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     I>oes  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 


lina yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida? 
Mr.  SMITH.    I  yield. 


\. 
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Mr.  FLETTHETR.  Does  the  resolution  refer  to  the  emergency 
loans  made  for  storm  relief? 

Mr.  SMITH.  No;  the  resolution  refer*  to  loans  made  in  the 
retnilur  course  of  the  o|»eration  of  the  land  Imnks. 

Mr.  FLETCHEK.  I  sJiould  regret  very  much  if  what  it  pro- 
poses should  be  done.  If  we  shall  do  this  in  the  case  of  one 
land  bank,  there  being  12  of  them,  we  will  be  met  by  similar 
requests  f  nnn  all  over  the  country.  If  we  undertake  to  interfere 
with  the  discretion  vested  in  the  Farm  Loan  Board  by  resolu- 
tions, we  will  soon  have  the  whole  system  demoralized  and  the 
bonds  C3in  not  be  sold  at  all. 

Mr.  SMITH.  All  I  have  got  to  say  is  this :  Have  w^e  created 
sucli  an  inflexible  system  that  in  an  emerg«icy  over  which  no 
one  has  control  no  relief  can  l)e  affonled? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     They  have  a  certain  discretion. 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  know  they  have ;  but  in  this  case  that  discre- 
tion has  been  exhausted  by  a  combination  of  conditions  over 
which  they  have  no  control.  Surely  we  who  made  the  law  for 
the  purpose  of  aiding  the  agricultural  Interests  and  to  enable 
the  farmers  of  the  country  to  maintain  their  homes  by  taking 
them  out  of  the  hands  of  private  lenders  of  money  on  mort- 
gages are  the  best  judges  whether,  now  that  an  emergency  has 
arisen,  such  as  has  not  occurred  before,  i)erhnps,  in  the  history 
of  that  section  of  the  country,  relief  should  be  afforded.  It  is 
imiN^ssib'e  for  them  to  meet  this  interest.  I  am  simply  asking 
that  there  shall  be  a  stay  of  these  c  xecutions  until  such  time  as 
the  Federal  Farm  Board  can  advise  as  to  how  much,  in  tlieir 
judgment,  would  take  care  of  worthy  cases.  I  am  not  asking  to 
takt'  «i»re  of  ca-*»e*i  where  It  is  known  to  the  land-bank  oflScers 
that  these  parties  have  squandered  the  money  or  have  not  been 
using  it  In  the  proper  way:  but  there  are  hundreds  of  them  who, 
in  spite  of  every  effort  they  could  make,  for  three  years  have 
HUffen'd  a  complete  failure.  Therefore,  under  the  very  terms  of 
the  law^,  these  pt"opIe  have  to  lose  their  homes,  whereas,  knowing 
the  fa<'t.«.  as  the  land  bank  knows  them.  I  shall  introduce  a  reso- 
lution and  have  it  referred  to  them,  and  it  will  be  for  them  to 
decide  whether  or  not  it  would  be  good  bu.siness — and  certainly 
it  would  he  an  act  of  kindnes.s :  not  klndnesH  alone,  but  carrying 
out  the  very  purpose  for  which  the  law  was  im.ssed — to  enable 
tha*e  people  to  hold  on  to  their  homes,  which  under  other  condi- 
tions they  might  lose. 

Therefore  I  say  that  I  propose  to  introduce  a  resolution — let 
it  meet  what  fate  it  will — for  the  Government  temiwrarily  to 
appropriate  enough  money  to  take  care  of  the  interest  due  in 
certain  cases  where  the  individuals,  in  the  opinion  of  the  bank 
officials,  are  not  responsible  for  the  condition  in  which  they  And 
themselves. 

Mr.  8MOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  merely  wish  to  make  a  short 
statement. 

I  know  of  no  better  way  to  destroy  the  marketability  of  these 
bonds  than  to  pass  a  resolution  of  that  kind  and  have  it 
carrle<i  out. 

Those  bonds  are  sold  to  the  general  public  all  over  the  United 
States.  They  have  a  splendid  standing  to-<lay  in  the  financial 
circle-  of  America.  For  Congress  now  to  undertake  to  say  that 
the  interest  shall  not  be  paid  or  shall  be  extended,  in  my  (pin- 
ion, would  be  a  most  unfortunate  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

I  have  just  as  much  sympathy  with  the  farmers  who  are  in  a 
pUght  as  has  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina ;  but  this  is  not 
the  "vray  to  deal  with  the  matter.  We  do  not  want  to  make  im- 
pt>sslbie  the  sale  of  bonds  that  gives  them  the  money  to  carry 
i>n :  and  that  is  Just  what  this  would  do. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Oh.  no,  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  will 
allow  me.  These  men  have  gone  the  limit.  The  legal  limit  has 
been  reached. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Then  let  us  make  a  direct  appropriation. 

Mr.  SMITH.  That  Is  what  can  n<it  be  done  until  Congress 
m»>ets  in  regular  .session.  I  am  asking  to  stay  proceedings  until 
Congress  can  meet.  If  the  Senator  from  Utah  will  allow  me 
further,  does  any  Senator  want  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
saying  to  these  people,  "  Congress  Is  impotent,  under  a  law  that 
It  has  passe<l.  to  save  you  when  Providence  has  laid  Its  hand 
on  yt>u  and  crushed  you  to  the  ground.  We  are  not  going  to 
interfere.  You  can  not  help  yourselves,  and  we  certainly  will 
not." 

Why,  even  a  privately  owned  bank  would  not  do  such  a  thing. 
Are  we  so  inflexible,  so  bound  up,  that  the  public  that  buys  our 
bonds,  knowing  that  not  one  of  them  will  be  defaulted  cm,  or 
the  interest  fail  to  be  met,  will  be  alarmeil  because  I  ask  merely 
that  these  bank  oHicials  may  stay  these  exiH:utions  until  Con- 
gress «.-an  meet?  Then  I  propose  to  try  to  get  Immediate  actiMi ; 
and,  if  not.  I  shall  abandon  the  matter.  I  waut  immediate 
action  ou  the  resolution   when  both   Houses  of  Coogress  are 
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hewv  when  Congress  Is  in  session,  so  that  we  may  take  «mch 
actl  m  as  the  ca.se  justifies  or  as  the  Senate  thinks  is  justified. 

it.  8M(X)T.  I  can  not  see  any  good  coming  from  pas.sing  the 
rt^sclution.  If  it  were  pas.sod  and  put  into  force,  Its  effect  would 
be  a  dverse  to  the  sale  of  these  bonds  that  have  been  held  in  such 
higl   regard  by  the  public  in  the  past. 

T  lerefore,  Mr.  President,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  knowing 
the  facts,  and  feeling  as  I  do  about  the  matter,  I  should  not 
want  to  have  the  resolution  pa.s.sed  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  not  attempt  to  read  these 
letttrs.  I  dare  say  there  is  not  a  man  from  a  State  affected  but 
that  has  received  letters  .similar  to  those  I  have  received.  If 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  (Mr.  McNart]  desires  to  make  in- 
quiries of  the  Farm  Board,  I  will  ask  that  this  resolution  lie  on 
the  ;able  until  such  time  as  he  has  communicated  with  them,  as 
soon  as  may  be,  because  I  hope  the  Senator  will  allow  me  to  have 
sucl  action  on  this  resolution  as  the  Senate  sees  fit  to  take. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  be  very  happy,  after  I 
conler  with  the  board,  to  have  the  matter  pre.sentetl.  Whether 
or  not  there  shall  be  objection,  I  do  not  know,  though  I  antici- 
pate there  will  be. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  it  is  a  very  ea.sy  matter  to  do  it. 
I  hiive  discharged  my  duty.  If  any  Senator  here  thinks  that 
he  ill  justified  in  precipitating  turning  a  man  out  of  his  home,  let 
him  take  that  responsibility. 

I  am  just  as  keenly  appreciative  of  what  might  be  the  effect 
of  vnwise  tampering  with  the  sale  of  these  bonds  as  any  man 
hen  :  but  I  do  not  believe  that  it  will  affect  them  in  the  least, 
beca  use  I  think  there  are  ample  funds  now  to  meet  them.  The 
obli  nations  on  the«'e  lands,  however,  will  be  foreclosed  before 
we  I  ;et  back  here.  I  lx»lieve.  The  land  bank  may  not  have  to  fore- 
clo^  them,  but  they  are  iU»ing  it.  Here  are  the  very  best  citi- 
zen4  from  my  State  writing  in  here  that  they  are  foreclosed. 

SMOOT.     Mr.  President,  does  the  Senator  know  how  long 
ntenst  has  been  in  default? 

SMITH.     Some  of  them  have  failed   to  pay   it  for  two 
yeais. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  is  exactly  what  I  thought.  Does  the  Sen- 
ator feel — I  am  asking  him  the  question  in  all  good  faith — 
that  default  in  a  bond  for  over  two  years,  and  then  having 
act i  HI  taken  here  by  the  Senate  excusing  it,  is  going  to  help 
the  'uture  .sale  of  bonds? 

M  :.  SMITH.  There  has  been  no  default  in  the  interest  on  the 
Ikuk  s.  These  individuals  have  not  paid  the  interest  on  their 
loans;  but  the  point  I  am  making  is  that  these  pe«.ple  have  made 
no  ( rop  at  all  for  three  years.  I  say  "'none  at  all";  I  mean, 
pra<  tically  none.  Take  the  condition  right  near  my  home:  One 
of  tie  most  prosperous  farmers  there  has  3.2(K)  acres  of  cotton 
laut ,  on  which  he  has  generally  made  from  2.o<X)  to  2,700  bales. 
Thiii  year  he  made  12.')  bales.  Another  one  has  700  acres,  and 
he  made  48  bales.  That  has  been  the  story  in  that  section  for 
two  years,  and  in  some  parts  of  it  for  three  years. 

Ni»w,  the  only  questi<»n  is,  to  be  ijerfectly  frank.  Is  this  to  be 
a  C(  utinuous,  permanent  thing?  If  so,  then,  of  course,  the  land 
will  be  gone;  but  these  i>arties  are  a.sking.  and  in  my  resolution 
I  aia  asking,  to  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  land-bank  offi- 
cers as  to  what  individuals  in  their  discretion  are  worthy  of 
this  extension,  after  the  statute  of  limitations  has  run  against 
theia.  and  under  the  law  they  are  required  to  foreclose  these 
l>ap  ?rs.      -^ 

I  is  only  asking  a  stay  of  60  days,  in  the  hope  that  within 
tha  time  the  Congress  will  .see  fit  to  make  an  appropriation  that 
will  meet  promptly  the  interest,  on  the  bonds  as  it  comes  due, 
and  extend  this  interest,  just  charge  it  to  the  original  account 
witMout  compounding  it,  and  give  these  peojrfe  another  year  or 
two  years.  At  the  end  of  that  time,  if  the  mortgage  has  been 
takdu  discreetly,  the  value  of  the  property  is  likely  to  bring  the 
full  amount  of  the  loan,  with  the  defaulted  interest.  If  tliat  is 
don?,  \  can  not  s<'e  what  harm  will  be  done  anyone. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  understand  that  the 
Seuiitor  from  South  Carolina  is  merely  asking  that  this  matter 
be  deferred  for  60  days  until  the  subject  can  be  considered  by 
Coiigres.s,  and  that  in  the  meantime,  if  some  such  action  Is  not 
tak  'n.  there  will  be  foreclosures. 

V'hy  should  we  not  do  this?  Here  we  have  been  talking  for 
several  years  in  the  Senate  about  the  distress  of  the  farmer. 
We  have  passed  legislation  .seeking  to  put  him  on  a  firmer  foun- 
dat  on.  1  have  no  great  faith  in  it,  but  nevertheless  we  hr.ve 
att(mpted  to  do  that.  I  can  see  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
wa  t  60  days,  defer  the  matter  until  then,  in  order  that  there 
ma: '  he  a  consideration  of  the  matter  more  fully. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  .see  fit  to  adopt  the  re8f>lutlon  of  the 
Ser  ator  from  South  Carolina. 

^  r.  HEFLIX.  Mr.  President,  a  few  years  ago — In  1920.  I  be- 
lieve, when  we  had  the  deflation  panic,  the  farmers  of  Texas 
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were  unable  to  pay  their  taxes.  Cotton  prices  went  down  from 
thirty-odd  cenU  a  pound  to  10  cents.  The  farmers  lost  $150  a 
bale.  The  Legislature  of  Texas  pas.sed  a  resolution  staying  the 
taxes,  and  excused  the  farmers  from  paying  their  taxes  for  a 

year.  .      , 

Why  can  not  Congress  extend  some  time  to  farmers  who  have 
obtained  money  on  their  farms  through  an  Institution  created 
bv  Congress,  when  they  have  been  afflicted  by  floods  and  storms 
and  have  been  deprived  of  the  pr.xluctive  agencies  that  they 
heretofore  have  had  in  order  to  meet  the  demands  of  the  Uov- 
enmient  and  to  pay  the  interest  on  these  loans?  ^  ^  ,.  ,„  . 

Mr  Pre.sident,  this  is  not  only  a  serious  situation  but  it  is  a 
rttiful  one.  Here  are  farmers  who  have  been  going  along  pay- 
ing the  Interest  on  these  loans.  It  is  neccessary  that  the  in- 
terest be  paid  in  order  to  hold  their  property.  Now  an  act  of 
Providence  comes,  and  they  are  deprived  of  the  power  to  pr«> 
duce  the  money  to  meet  the  interest  demands.  Is  Congress 
going  to  permit  these  farmers  to  lose  their  homes  because  we 
are  about  to  do  an  unprecedented  thing? 

Precedent!  Why,  we  are  making  precedents  aU  the  Uine. 
We  are  living  in  a  progressive  age,  when  we  are  not  Jound  by 
the  old,  musty  theories  of  the  past.  As  one  writer  has  saia, 
precedents  are  errors  grown  old.  If  it  takes  an  unprecedented 
thing  to  meet  an  emergency,  why  not  meet  it? 

Why  I  was  a  Member  of  the  House,  I  believe,  at  the  tiine 
when  Congress,  in  order  to  aid  people  in  distress  in  a  foreign 
country,  voted  $20,000,000  to  Russia;  and  I  remeinber,  when  we 
w"re  having  debt  settlements  with  J«r-i«° J'^^i^'t^^LTst 
gave  them  a  small  interest  rate  that  I  opp(Jsed.  I  >oted  agaj^ft 
I?!  of  them,  and  our  Government  got  the  wor^t  of  the  deal  in 
e  Uy  single  Instance,  and  the  best  deal  we  got  out  of  them  aU 
was  with  England;  but  none  of  them  was  entirely  fair  to  this 
To^tTy  I  was  siid  that  you  took  into  consideration  the  con- 
mt^n^f  the  pe.?ple  over  there.  That  was  urged-that  we  were 
asWng  enoi^rui   view  of  the  condition  in  which  we  found 

^^Now  we  have  people  in  our  own  country,  the  very  bone  and 
«inew  of  the  Natl^  the  producers,  the  farmers,  who  own  their 
hom^  o^ng  moneV  to  a  loaning  insUtution  of  the  Govern- 
menr'thTlaird  bank,  and  now,  when  farmers  who  have  tned  to 
S' the  interest  are  unable  to  do  it.  the  Senate,  on  the  theory 
S^  we  are  asled  to  do  a  thing  that  we  have  not  done  before, 
refuses  to  extend  a  helping  hand  to  these  farmers. 

Stors  recently,  during  the  gambling  spree  that  is  now 
go^g  on  S  Wall  Street,  the  Government  Federal  Reserve  Board 
SSt  I  hundred  and  odd  million  dollars  up  there  to  relieve  the 
S^ Ltion  caSd  by  gambling  in  stock.  But  we  halt  and  hesi- 
fateib^mttSTSag  aside  $2,000,000,  or  staying  the  inter«,t  co Uec- 
tfons  for  «)  days,  in  order  that  quite  a  number  of  American 

'Te'doTot  hesTtaJ^t  doTL  big  things  for  the  big  fellows, 
bul  fr^u«i  ly  when  the  litUe  fellow  has  been  in  the  lurch. 
It  is  S  to  make  some  Senators  enthuse  over  him,  or  to  exer- 
cise themselves  at  all  to  extend  to  him  a  helping  hand. 

Mr  pSe^t,  I  hope  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  South 

"^  Mn^TR^MMELU^Mr^residen^^  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 

^"vr  HEFLIN.     I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr  TltAMMELL  Does  not  the  Senator  from  Alabama  recall 
that  in  dealing  with  the  advances  for  the  reclamation  of  arid 
Snds  out  in  the  West,  the  Government  has  often  extended  the 
tfme  in  which  the  Interest  was  to  be  paid,  and  not  only  that  but 
Hfl«  remitted  It  entirely  at  times? 

Mr  HEFLIN  I  thank  the  Senator  from  Florida  for  calling 
my  aitention  to  that.  Yes ;  and  I  voted  to  give  thosepeople  out 
Sere  an  extension  of  time,  and  the  Senator  in  correct,  in  some 
instances  Congress  gave  them  the  interest. 

Mr  TrAMMELL  I  voted  for  that  myself.  I  remember  a 
few  years  ago  we  just  charged  off  $14,000,000  In  one  y^r 

Mr.  SMITH.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  Alabama 

yield  to  me? 

Mr  HEFLIN      I  yield 

Mr'  SMITH  I  Just  want  to  call  attention  to  this  fact.  The 
resolution  doek  not  ask  the  land  banks  to  stay  the  paying  of 
STinterest  As  I  understand,  they  have  the  wherewithal  to 
m^  the  interest  on  the  bonds  coming  due  from  time  to  tinae 
no^  I  am  asking  that  the  Federal  land  banks  be  asked  not  to 
foreclose  the  mortgages.  

If  the  Senator  will  allow  me  to  read  one  letter 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  yield. 

Mr  SMITH.    It  is  a  short  letter.    My  correspondent  said . 


I  Me  from  the  paper,  tlmt  you  are  going  to  lntr«!uee  •  resolution 
callliig  upon  the  Federal  Und  benka  to  atop  wiliiig  farmer.'  land,  for 
nonpayment  of  Interest     I  wish  to  congi-atulate  you— 

And  so  forth. 

I  haye  a  friend  here  who  owes  this  bank  money  on  hhi  farm  and  1. 
not  able  to  pay  hi.  interost.  and  consequently  they  are  going  to  aeU 
his  farm  on  December  2.  This  man  belongs  to  one  of  the  oldest  and 
most  highly  respected  families  In  thia  socUon  of  the  State.  He  IB- 
herltrd  his  farm  from  his  father,  who  In  torn  Inherited  It  from  hi. 
father  This  man  is  a  good  farmer,  and  until  three  years  ago  always 
made  around  a  bale  of  cotton  to  the  acre.  Tor  the  past  two  years  we 
have  been  simply  rained  to  death  here  and  our  cotton  crop  has  been  • 
total  failure.  This  man  on  about  l.W  acres  made  3  bales  of  cotton 
last  year  •  •  •  ;  but  It  took  everything  that  he  made  to  pay  the 
local  bank  for  this  years  and  last  year's  advances. 

This  man's  farm  is  worth  two  or  three  times  the  amount  the  lana 
bank  has  loaned  on  It.  but  if  it  Is  sold  now  It  will  not  bring  a  cent 
more  than  the  mortgage  for  the  reason  that  nobody  here  want,  farm 
land,  and  If  they  did,  they  haven't  the  money  with  which  to  buy. 

This  man  has  six  children,  the  oldest  about  12  years  of  age.  and  he 
Is  nearlng  60  years  of  age  and  has  never  d.)ne  anything  except  farm 
all  of  his  life.  If  this  mans  land  and  home  are  sold  and  he  put  out. 
I  candidly  don't  see  how  he  can  make  a  living  for  his  family. 

I  have  a  letter  here  from  the  best  friend,  both  personal  and 
political.  I  ever  had  in  my  life.  He  was  considered  one  of  the 
wealthy  men  of  Lee  County.  He  wrote  me  on  Noveml)er  14 
right  along  the  lines  of  the  letter  I  have  just  read.  On  Mon- 
day morning  my  colleague  [Mr.  BleaseJ  and  I  received  a  tele- 
gram that  W.  A.  Stuckey  had  dropped  dead  on  the  piazxa  of 
one  of  his  tenants  homes.  He  said  to  '"e^^^^^'y'.  "i  "™ 
literally  ruined  by  virtue  of  the  disaster  that  ha«  visited  this 
section  of  the  State  for  three  successive  years.  I  am  in  the 
midst  of  it."  ,         ^^  ^„  _ 

No  man  knows  the  condition  unless  he  has  been  there.  All  1 
have  asked  is  that  the  Federal  land  bank  be  requested  by  the 
Senate  to  stay  these  foreck^ures.  If  they  find  that  under  Uie 
law  where  the  rule  and  regulation  is  put  above  the  interest  of 
the  whole  community,  despite  what  Providence  may  do,  we  have 
to  drive  ahead;  they  need  not  regard  the  resolution.  I  am 
simply  asking  the  Senate  to  express  its  opinion  as  to  whether 
thev  will  ask  or  not  to  foreclose  these  mortgiiges  for  a  period 
of  not  to  exceed  60  days,  and  let  us  see  If  we  can  not  get  an 
appropriation  that  will  meet  the  Interest  In  deserving  cases  at 
the  iliscretion  of  the  bank  officiate,  and  then,  at  the  expiration 
of  the  Ufe  of  the  appropriation,  if  it  shouM  be  granted.  If 
conditions  do  not  warrant  us  extending  it  further,  of  course, 
the  homes  will  be  lost  and  ererjthlng  will  be  gone. 

Mr  HEFI.IN  Mr.  President.  I  wish  merely  to  say.  in  line 
with  what  the  Senator  from  84iuth  Carolina  has  just  sal«l.  that 
it  has  been  suggested  to  me  that  in  New  York,  where  this  wild 
speculation  is  going  on  day  after  day  on  the  stock  exHiange. 
the  notes  of  the  r»eople  speculating  who  are  broke,  who  are 
right  up  against  it.  have  N^n  extended  for  30  and  60  days  in 
order  to  keep  that  thing  from  crashing  comi>letely  to  the  ground. 
If  they  will  do  that  In  order  to  keep  a  gambling  machine  going, 
surely  the  Congress  can  do  something  to  keep  the  American 
iKjme  going,  and  prevent  the  farmer  who  owns  a  farm  which 
has  been  in  the  family  for  generations  from  going  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  famUy.  We  would  be  violating  the  Scripture, 
which  says: 

Biemove  not  the  ancient  landmark,  of  the  fathers. 
In  the  case  cited  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina. 'that 
farm  has  become  a  landmark  in  the  family,  und  here  we  are 
about  to  permit  this  old  landmark  to  be  removed  and  to  pass 
into  the  hands  of  strangers  when  the  mortgage  is  foreclosed. 


OOMMCNTB  ON   CRITIC1BM8  Or  TUE  SEWATB 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate  sometimes  does 
unusual  and  exceptional  things.         ^       ^^  ,     ^,         .  ... 

This  morning  I  was  deUghted.  when  the  nomination  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  EdqeJ  came  to  the  Senate, 
naming  him  as  ambassador  to  France,  to  hear  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Idaho  [Mr.  BoaAHl  ask  that  It  be  received  by  the 
Senate  in  open  executive  session  immediately,  and  unanlnaously 
confirmed  It  was  a  fine  compUment  iwid  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey,  and.  Indirectly,  a  compliment  to  the  Senate  of  the 

^T^  s^e*^  that  all  of  us,  without  respect  to  party  affiliations, 
believe  that  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  will  make  a  great 
diplomat,  will  perform  his  functions  well,  and  reflect  cre<llt 
uiSn  this  country.  I  am  sure  the  Senate  will  join  with  me 
when  1  say  that  personally  I  wish  him  well  and  Godspeed  in 
his  new  work. 
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Immediately  following  that  fine  service  the  senior  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Sackett],  a  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, a  uifmber  of  the  subcommittee  which  drafted  many  of 
the  rates  iu  the  bill  on  cotton  and  tlax  and  wool,  got  recognition 
from  the  Chair  and  asked  unanimous  couseut  to  have  inserte<l 
in  the  Congressionai.  RECoao,  for  dLstribution  throughout  the 
cimntry.  with  governmental  sanction  and  approval,  an  editorial, 
the  most  nialici(.us.  the  most  unwarranted,  the  most  menda- 
cious toward  the  Senate  that  I  have  read  in  a  long  time. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  thf  Senator  fmm  Kentuclty? 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HAltRISON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  When  I  r«^se  to  offer  that  editorial  I  rose 
because  the  matter  had  been  exploited  upon  the  floor  on  yes- 
terday in  connection  with  an  article  from  Mr.  Babstm.  I  of- 
fered to  put  the  editorial  into  the  Record  in  order  that  the 
country  should  see  the  abuse  that  was  being  heaped  on  the  Sen- 
ate. I  had  to  asli  the  privilege  of  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina,  which  he  offered  to  me  if  there  was  to  be  no  comment. 
I  wanted  that  editorial  as  a  text,  in  order  that  I  might  say 
later  w  hat  my  thought  is  upon  the  methods  by  which  the  Senate 
is  exc<»riatetl  by  n^putable  Journals  in  this  country. 

Mr.   HARRISON.     Well.   I 

Mr.  SACKETT,    One  moment  more. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  If  the  Senator  wants  to  make  a  speech 
in  my  time 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Before  the  Senator  jwoceeds,  I  want  to 
place  my.self  before  the  country  in  the  proper  light.  Every 
gtoup  in  the  Senate  is  excoriated  in  that  wlitorial. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  I  refuse  to  yield  for  a 
ip*«ch. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  refuse  to  yield  for  a  speech,  because  I 
want  to  make  a  speech  myself. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  will  return  to  the  speech;  I  think  the 
S«)ator  misunderstands  my  purpose. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  will  have  ample  opportunity, 
and  I  hope  he  can  get  recognition  to  reply  to  me. 

When  the  Senator  offered  that  editorial  the  only  fair  con- 
struction to  put  on  his  action  was  that  he  indorsed  the  edi- 
torial, that  the  many  accusations  and  charges  that  are  made 
in  that  editorial,  untrue  and  unwarranted,  received  the  appro- 
bation of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  That  the  slush  and  dirt 
prepared  by  the  editorial  writer  of  that  paper  was  to  l>c  ap- 
plied by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Mr,  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  First  let  the  Chair  suggest  that 
there  has  been  a  good  deal  of  debate  which  he  thinks  is  tend- 
ing toward  a  violation  of  Rule  XIX,  and  he  would  like  to  have 
section  2  of  that  rule  read,  so  that  Senators  may  keep  them- 
selves within  the  rule. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

No  senator  in  debate  shall,  directly  or  indiroctly,  by  any  form  of 
words  impute  to  another  Senator  or  to  other  Senators  any  condoct  or 
motive  QDWorthy  or  unbecoming  a  Senator. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President.  I  am  thoroughly  familiar 
with  that  rule,  and  I  do  not  think  I  have  said  anything  to 
Impute  any  motive  to  anyone. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  did  not  intend  to  indi- 
cate that  the  Senator  had,  but  the  Senator  must  admit  thai 
lately  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  this  rule  has  been  iu  fact 
violated  .several  times,  and  the  present  occupant  of  the  Chair 
does  not  want  to  have  It  violated.  He  has  simply  had  it  read 
as  a  warning. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  am  not  going  to  violate  it  myself.  I 
never  violate  the  rules  of  the  Senate  if  I  can  help  it. 

Mr.  GLENN.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
has  Ju.«Jt  stated  that  he  l>elieve<l,  from  what  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  did  in  reference  to  this  editorial,  that  the  etlitorial 
met  with  his  approval.  I  presume  the  speech  of  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  is  proceetiing  upon  that  theory. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  explained,  or  endeavored  to 
explain,  that  it  did  not  meet  with  his  approval,  but  met  with 
his  tUsapproval. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  did  not  understand  the  Senator  from 
Kontiicky  to  say  that  it  met  with  his  disapproval.  I  can  not 
understand  how  anyone  in  the  wildest  flight  of  imagination  who 
disapproves  of  it  should  want  it  placed  in  the  Conokes.sional 
Rbcoko. 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 
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Mr.  SACKETT.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  endcavorpd  to 
Stat'  that  he  disjipprovetl  of  the  editorial.  He  offered  to  put  it 
in  t  le  Recokd  in  order  that  he  might  comment  on  it  later  and 
slurr  the'  rea.son  for  it. 

Mr.  HARRmON.  I  will  accept  the  Senator's  statement  and 
I  w  11  ;>a.«js  up  the  Senator.  I  apologize  to  him  if,  as  he  says, 
he  ( isapproves  of  the  Hlitorial.  I  am  glad  indeed  to  hear  that 
I  m  sinterpreted  the  Senator's  position. 

Mr  NORRIS.     Mr.  President 

T  le  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yiel     to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No.  Mr,  President :  I  thought  the  Senator  from 
Mis  is.>-ippi  had  finished. 

Mr.  HARRISON.     No;  I   have  not   flnisheil.     I   want  to  .say 
I  something  about  the  editorial,  and  1   hope  when   I   shall  have 
finished  that  tlie  Senator  from  Kentucky  can  say  that  he  in- 
j  dorses  my  remarks. 

;       Mr.  JOHNSON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  permit  me 
i  to  interrupt  him? 

T  le  VI<  'E  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  California? 

nA-.  HARRISON.     I  yield. 

w.  JOHNSON.  If  I  have  acted  under  a  misapprehension  as 
to  the  attitude  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  I  want  to  make 
thafl  plain.     But  here  is  the  record.     May  I  read  it? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield  for  that  purpose. 

N.T.  JOHNSON.     The  re<ord  is  as  foUows: 

Mr.  Smitb  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  Sact:ett.   Mr.  Prealdeut 

Tl  le  ViCK  I'KCsiDB.NT.  Does  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  yield  to 
the    Senator  from  Kentuclty? 

M".  Smith.   I  yield. 

Mr.  Sackktt.  Without  commenting  thereon,  but  aslcing  that  it  may 
receive  the  thoughtful  consideration  of  the  people  of  the  country.  I 
send  to  the  desk  and  ask  that  the  cleric  may  read  an  editorial  appear- 
ing   n   the  Washington   Post  thiu  morning. 

Tie  Vice  Pecsidbnt.   Is  there  objection? 

M '.  Uabbisun.   Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

M  >.  Smith.  Mr.  President,  if  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tacli  r  Is  going  to  bring  about  a  discussion  I  shali  not  yield  to  It. 

M  '.  Sackbtt.  Without  comment,  I  hare  asked  that  the  editorial  may 
be  nad. 

M  '.  Harbiso.v.  Is  the  Senator  asking  to  have  Inserted  in  the  Kbcoro 
the    Klitorial  appearing  in  the  Washington  Post  this  morning? 

M  -.  Sackett.  I  am. 

Mr.  HABKiaON.  I  desire  to  say  that  while  I  have  no  objection  to 
havtig  It  put  Into  the  Recobd,  I  wish  to  have  something  to  say  about 
It  If  ttmt  sbaU  be  done. 

M  r.  Johnson.   Mr.  President 

Tl  le  VicB  PuBsiDKNT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Kt-ntuclcy  yield  to  the 
Sens  tor  from  California? 

Mr.  Sackett.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  glanced  very  hurriedly  at  the  editorial  In  qnestlon. 
May  I  inquire  whether  the  iditorial  which  the  S«>n:itor  from  Kentuclty 
has  Bsked  to  have  read  Is  the  one  that  is  bitterly  and  abusively  critical 
of  the  Senate? 

Mr.    SACKETT.    It   is. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Very  welL 

Mr.  Sackett.  That  is  the  reason  I  have  asked  to  have  It  read. 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  see. 

Mr.  Smith.  May  I  suggeHt  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  when 
I  gel  through — I  do  not  thinic  it  will  take  very  long  for  mo  to  do  so — 
be  on  then  ask  that  the  editorial  may  be  inserted  in  the  KscobdV 

Tie  Vice  Pbesioent.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  declines  to 
yiek    further. 

M  r.   Shoot.  Mr.   President 

T  le  Vice  President.  Does  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  yield 
to  t  le  Senator  from  Utah  ? 

Mr.  Smith.  I  yield. 

Mr.  Smoot.  In  order  to  save  any  further  discussion  of  the  matter,  I 
obje-t  to  the  request  which  has  been  muile  by  the  Senator  from 
Ken  ncky. 

T  lere  is  the  incident  in  full,  fresh  from  the  o£Bciai  reporters' 
noti  s. 

i  r.  HARRISON.  Mr.  President,  1  do  not  believe  that  the 
Senile  has  ever  in  all  its  history  held  the  confidence  of  the 
peo  >le  in  higher  esteem  Ihan  to-day.  There  was  a  time  when 
thi.«  body  reacted  Immediately  and  favorably  by  a  very  large 
majority  to  the  wishes  and  desires  of  certain  siWial  interest.s. 
Thtre  was  a  time  when  the  Senate  was  called  the  "  Plutocrats' 
Clu  >."  There  was  a  time  when  it  miuht  have  been  In  disfavor 
am<  ng  the  great  masses  of  the  American  iK*ople.  There  was  r 
time  when  special  privilege  entered  this  Chamber,  a.'^sun'd  thai 
it  would  be  protected.  But  to-day  the  Senate  is  more  re.sponsive 
to  the  will  of  the  American  people  than  ever  before.     It  is  i:e- 
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spousive  at  this  particular  time  l>fccause  a  group  of  forward- 
lookiug  and  progressive  men  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber, 
Inspired  by  a  purpose  to  sene  the  whole  couutr>-  uud  to  give 
equality  of  treatment  to  every  class  and  industry  iu  the  country, 
are  willing  to  join  with  us  over  here  and  force  the  legislation 
tlirougli.     Of  course,  there  are  stiU  some  on  the  other  side  ot 
the  aisle  who  have  been  repudiated  day  after  day  in  this  body. 
who  would  still  liiiteu  to  the  voice  of  those  who  sit  iu  the  big 
oflices  and  try  to  exact  greater  privUegea  from  the  Government. 
That  is  what  is  the  matter  with  the  Washington  Post,  Mr. 
Presiilcat.     It  Ls  not  often  that  its  editorial  columns  contain 
favorable  expressions  about  the  Senate  of  the   United  States. 
and  especially  has  it  been  true  during  this  extraordinary  session 
of  the  Sfcuate  that  it  has  condemned  our  action.     It  was  "8«*»ii^ 
us  in  our  funn-rellcf  poUcy.     It  lias  been  against  us  in  our  flgtit 
to  equalize  the  duties  so  that  every  iuduijtry  aud  every  class  or 
our  people  miglit   bt>  trtaUHl  fairly  by  the  Government.     The 
Post  has  said  that  this  group  of  progressive  Republicans  and  the 
Democrats  have  betrayed  the  farmers ;  thiit  they  have  not  met 
their  promises  to  the  agricultural  elements  of  the  country. 

Mr  President,  the  Washington  I'ost  will  never  make  the 
farmers  of  the  country  believe  that.  Higher  rates  are  carried 
in  the  bill  for  the  agricultural  interests  of  the  country  than  in 
any  prior  biU,  aud  to  clinch  that  proposition  we  have  given 
them  the  debenture  plan  in  order  to  make  the  rates  at  least  in 
part  effective.  If  the  fight  we  have  waged  for  fann  relief  in 
connection  with  the  farm  relief  bill  had  been  suc-cessful,  and  it 
we  had  been  a  We  to  force  the  adoption  of  the  debenture  plan 
at  that  time,  the  wheat  farmers  and  the  cotton  farmers  and 
other  agricultural  interests  of  the  country  would  to-day  be  get- 
ting greater  consideration  with  better  results  than  they  are  now 
at  the  hands  of  the  board  which  is  now  operating. 

There  Is  to-day  a  subtle  plau  chartered,  upon  the  part  or  cer- 
tain i^ple  who  dislike  what  has  been  done  during  this  extraor- 
dinary session  of  Congress,  to  belitUe  the  Senate  of  the  Lulled 
States,  to  make  light  of  its  achievements,  to  put  It  in  unfavor- 
able light  before  the  country.    It  is  a  plan  to  throw  up  a  smoke 
scrLn  in  ordeT  to  cover  up  what  others  In  high  places  have 
done  or  have  failed  to  do  iu  this  f«at  crisis.    That  is  a  part 
of  the  plan  of  this  newspaper  in  the  city  of  Washington.    We 
know  propaganda  when  we  see  it.    Tho.se  of  us  who  have  been 
In  politics  for  more  than  a  year  can  see  i    when  it  is  written  by 
the  special  newspaper  correspondents  who  dine  at  the  White 
House  and  who  t^e  flshiug  trips  down  into  Virginia  with  the 
Kdenl   and   then  with   their   subtle  pens  write  this  propa- 
ganda hoping  that  they  might  create  an  impression  in  the  coun- 
ty unfavorable  to  the  Senate  and  favorable  to  some  one  else  in 
hlih   Dlaccs      I   could   mention  by   name  some  of  the   special 
writers  and  the  time  may  come  In  the  Senate  when  we  wiU  men- 
tion them  by  name,  who  are  creaUng  such  pr«iMiganda      They 
axe  aTwell  organized  as  were  the  propagandists  under  the  lead- 
ershlD  of  Grundy  in  his  fight  against  the  tariff  bill.   ^  ^^    ^      . 
S  tutorial  is  a  part  of  that  plan  to  try;  to  put  the  Pred- 
dent  of  the  United  States  in  a  favorable  light  before  the  farmers 
of  the  country  and  the  business  interests  of  the  country,  and 
in  order  to  do  so  they  tliink  they   must  tear  down  the  work 
of  SiS  body.    The  Senate  of  the  United  States  has  a  ways  been 
a  ereat  bmly.    It  Is  the  forum  that  guarantees  at  this  time  the 
rights  of  the  great  masses  of  Uie  American  Pf>P»e. 

In  the  oast  vear  the  agricultural  interests  have  tried  out  the 
oti«  parity  m  the  botly^t  the  other  end  of  the  Capito  for 
reu5,  but  they  did  not  get  it  They  are  getting  it  now  at  the 
J^nds  of  the  Senate,  and  they  are  getting  it  over  the  protests 
^dth'^leterSd 'opposition  of  the  President  of  the  United 
Stati  The  Washington  Post  and  the  so^alled  correspondents 
who  write  their  special  articles-not  all  of  them  but  some  of 
them  aud  the  boys  in  the  press  gallery  know  who  they  are- 
can  not  fool  anybody,  but  they  are  trying  to  put  us  in  a  false 
light 
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Mr.  Babson !    It  was  a  part  of  the  scheme  of  ^c«tor  Bat«on 
who  bought  lands  In  Florida  and  prophesied  in  his  radio  talk> 

Tud  Si  his  newspaper  articles  that  «}e  Jgr^*  ^^He"hS'^^- 
was  going  to  last  five  years  longer  than  it  did.  He  has  per 
to^  made  more  mlst;ikes  in  his  prophecies  thaii  any  man  who 
e?^  prophesied.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  Is  trying  to  get 
fjo.n  under  the  blame  for  the  failure  of  bis  prophec-ies  He 
has  advised  investors  to  invest  in  certain  stocks.  He  gets  paid 
?^  thaV^vice  He  runs  an  investment  service.  Many  of  the 
Zple  who  have  lost  money  because  they  followed  bis  adTice 
^  blading  him,  so  he  comes  out  with  this  broadcasted  state^ 
meiaXt  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  is  the  cau.se  of  the 
Seat  flimndal  catastrophe  in  New  York  City  If  he  can  make 
r^r,.n.,titrv  believe  it  he  may  continue  to  hold  his  cl  entele 
^onri?^  i^esto's  of  the  cJ-untry  who  have  if  ^^  b^^^  an 
Siual  fe^  and  as  a  result  of  which  he  has  reaped  a  financial 
harvest. 


Then,  too.  in  order  to  blacken  the  Senate  aud  briu';  it  into 
disrepute,  U  he  can,  with  the  business  people  of  the  country 
tSor  Babson  holds  the  President  of  the  United  Stales  up  and 
sais  "  tiive  him  carte  blanche  authority  to  do  what  he  wants 
to^do  in  this  crisis  and  let  tl.e  Senate  adjoui-n."  He  pays  the 
President  a  high  tribute,  aud  yet  Mr.  Babson  knows,  and  every 
business  man  in  New  York  and  everyone  eb^e  who  was  caught 
in  the  slwk  exchange  debacle  knows,  that  the  President  sat 
ouietly  by  when  stocks  were  cra.shing  down  and  down  daily  ana 
did  not  lift  his  hand  or  raise  his  v<.ice  to  stop  the  devastating 
result,  or  offer  assistance  to  those  who  were  working  night  aud 
day  to  restore  confidence.  ,,:„*«. 

1  do  not  want  to  condemn  the  President  in  this  delicate 
situation,  but  his  sateUites  must  not  go  out  and  try  to  put  him 
upon  a  pinmicie  by  lowering  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
Babson  can  not  fool  anyone  with  such  writings  as  that.  Anyone 
who  in  the  future  would  pay  Doctor  Babson  anything  for  his 
senices  Is  either  a  knave  or  a  fool.  He  has  gone  wrong  in  prac- 
tiailly  all  of  the  prophesies  he  has  made.  It  is  said  that  he 
predicted  the  crash.  If  I  predict,  Mr.  President,  that  you  are 
goiug  to  die  some  day,  it  will  happen,  aud  that  is  about  how  it 
was  with  Doctor  Babson's  prophecy.  »»,<..« 

The  Washington  Post  editorial  says  that  the  Democrat*  hare 
played  politics.  We  have  not  played  politics.  The  Democratic 
Party  in  the  consideration  of  the  tariff  bill  has  been  more  con- 
servative than  ever  before  in  the  history  of  the  party.  The 
Post  is  trying  to  create  unrest  and  dissatisfaction  among  the 
business  pe»jple  of  the  country  over  our  action. 

Senators  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  know  that  up  until 
this  good  hour  we  have  not  reached  individual  amendments  to 
the  bUl  We  have  only  voted  on  Finance  Committee  amei»d- 
ments.  and  in  9  out  of  10  cases  they  have  proposed  iucrwises  in 
rates  over  the  present  law.  We  have  only  considered  those 
proiK>se<l  increa.ses.  In  the  rarest  instances  have  there  been 
decreases.  The  fight  has  been  wage<l  against  the  int  reases  above 
the  present  law.  Based  upon  what  we  have  heard,  the  business 
people  of  the  country,  with  some  few  exceptions  among  those  . 
who  are  getting  special  privileges  from  the  Government  through 
the  higher  rates  carried  in  the  present  bill,  are  pretty  well  saUs- 
fied  with  the  iK^sent  tariff  law  now  on  the  statute  bot^.  So 
if  we  have  voted  only  on  those  increases,  aud  if  many  increases 
have  been  made  and  practically  no  decreases  under  the  present 
law  have  been  made,  how  can  anyone  with  justice  say  tlmt  the 
actiou  of  the  Democratic  Party  and  the  progressive  element  over 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  has  been  to  attack  bmiiuess, 
to  create  industrial  confusion  and  economic  unre«t  in  the  cowi- 
tjy->  They  can  not  say  it  truthfully, -Mr.  President  and  they 
can  not  threaten  us  and  frighten  us  and  cause  us  to  change  our 
future  p<rticy  from  that  of  the  past. 

Playing  politics!  Taking  too  much  time!  Of  course  the 
confusion  on  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  has  caused  some 
uncertainty  in  the  minds  of  some  people  as  to  what  la  going 
to  happen,  Irat  do  not  blame  us  for  the  confusion  that  exists 
Ml  the  Republican  side  of  the  Chamber. 

We  are  not  the  cause  of  the  birth  of  the  new  group.  Do  not 
lay  at  our  door  the  division  that  has  arisen  in  the  Bepublicau 
ranks.    We  are  not  to  be  blamed  for  that 

Ah  Mr.  President,  the  country  ought  to  know  that  when  the 
Fordney  McCumber  bill  was  bef«>re  the  Senate  the  consideration 
of  that  bill  by  this  body  required  four  months;  that  when  the 
Payue-Aldrich  bill  was  l)efore  the  Senate  its  consideration  in 
this  body  required  mare  than  three  months.  The  only  tariff 
bill  whose  consideration  in  recent  times  required  only  around 
two  months  was  the  measure  which  waa  known  as  the  Under- 
wood-Simmons bill.  The  expedition  in  the  consideration  of 
that  biU  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the  Democrats  were  united 
on  it ;  they  had  a  fixed  plan ;  they  stood  together ;  they  were 
joined  by  some  progressive  Republicans ;  they  overpowered  the 
opposition  on  the  other  side,  and  quickly  passed  the  measure. 
The  sentiment  of  the  country  at  that  time  was  so  ripe  for  a 
revision  of  the  tariff  that  the  opposition  sat  quiescent  and  i>er- 
miUe<i  the  bill  to  pass  in  a  very  short  time. 

The  pending  tariff  bill  up  to  this  hour  has  been  before  the 
Senate  for  only  two  months.  We  have  l*en  working  upon  it 
from  10  o'clock  iu  the  morning  until  10.30  o'clock  at  night  at 
times.  We  on  this  side  of  the  Clmmber  have  placed  no  obstruc- 
tiSi  in  the  way  of  its  hasty  conslderadou.  There  is  not  a 
Senator  on  the  other  side  of  the  Senate,  I  ciire  not  even  if  be 
5^  a  member  of  the  Old  Guard,  but  knows  that  we  have  tried 
to  cooperate  In  order  to  expedite  the  speedy  consideratlou  of 
the  WUi  and  yet  some  persons  would  create  the  impr.-ssion  in 
the  n  mis  of  the  i^eople  of  the  country  that  the  Senate  of  the 
Unl^  States  Is  adding  to  the  condition  of  unre«t  and  dL-^uut 
in  [^country;  that  it  is  playing  politics  in  this  great  crisis. 

Mr  iSdent   only  a  few  nights  ago,  at  the  invitation  of  the 
1  S^retary  of  toe  T/ea.sury,  the  Senator  from  Noith  Carolina 
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(Mr.  SiMMONSl.  the  ranking  Democrat  on  the  Finance  Com- 
mltteo,  and  myself,  comiiiR  next  to  that  Senator  on  the  com- 
mittee. HH  well  as  Mr.  Oaencb,  of  the  House,  together  with  cer-  - 
tain  It<'publi<'an  lenders  of  Uie  committee  from  this  body  and 
memlkers*  from  the  other  House,  were  invited  to  sit  in  a  con- 
ference with  the  Republican  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  That 
WHM  at  a  time  when  stocks  had  declined  In  New  York  and  the 
crash  was  on ;  when  anxiety  was  in  almost  every  heart ;  when 
It  w&s  feared  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other  that 
an  industrial  pjinic  would  result.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury said,  "  We  want  to  do  something  to  restore  confidence ;  we 
would  like  to  send  out  from  this  meeting  a  statement  that  a 
tax  rtHluction  law  Is  going  to  be  passed,  and  we  would  like  to 
have  the  approval  of  the  Demwrrats  of  .«uch  a  course." 

We  save  it  unhesitatingly  and  unreservedly.  Did  we  pJay 
politics  then?  No.  We  thought  our  cooperation  with  the  Re- 
publicans wouhl  help  the  administration  to  maintain  economic 
stability  In  this  country ;  that  it  might  relieve  some  of  the 
chaos,  confusion,  and  unrest  existing  in  the  minds  of  our  peo- 
ple. We  have  not  played  politics.  We  have  tried  to  help  write  a 
tariff  bill  that  would  equalize  duties  to  all  the  industries  and  all 
the  iKople  of  the  country.  We  have  done  mighty  well,  and  all 
the  projKiganda  that  may  be  started  through  editorials,  and  from 
8o-calle«l  Republican  speakers  who  do  not  know  the  situation, 
and  .statements  emanating  from  special  correspondents  who  are 
close  to  the  White  House,  which  may  try  to  create  an  imfavor- 
able  impresidon  against  the  Senate,  will  not  be  able  to  do  it,  be- 
cause such  propaganda  will  not  be  snt)etantiated  by  the  facts. 

Mr.  NORRI8.  Mr.  President,  I  think  in  considering  the  edi- 
torial in  question  we  ought  to  consider  its  source.  We  ought 
to  realiise  that  the  Washington  Post  is  owned,  controlled,  and 
published  by  Mr.  McLean,  a  man  who  from  the  time  of  his  child- 
hOTKl.  when  he  left  the  cradle,  has  led  a  life  of  dishonor  and  dis- 
repute, who,  everybody  knowg,  is  a  real  pra-vert. 

When  one  of  the  greatest  crimes  of  modern  days  was  being 
perpetrated,  when  the  Government  of  the  United  States  was 
being  robbed  ot  practically  a  billion  dollars'  worth  of  the  public 
domain,  when,  through  the  treachery  of  a  high  public  official, 
the  Government  of  our  country  was  l>elng  robbed  of  those  re- 
sources that  we  thought  we  were  preserving  for  a  day  when 
danger  or  war  might  come — when  that  crime  was  being  perpe- 
trated it  was  Ned  McLean  who  came  to  the  relief  of  a  man  in 
high  place  in  governmental  affairs  who  was  selling  out  his  conn- 
try.  It  was  Ned  McLean,  the  owner  and  the  publisher  of  this 
sheet,  who  lied  to  the  committee  of  the  Senate,  who  made  state- 
ments which  afterwards  were  proven  and  admitted  to  be  false  in 
oTfler  to  mislead  the  investigating  committee  and  to  shield  the 
man  who  was  robbing  his  country.  And  so  when  the  truth  Is 
known  by  the  people  every  condemnation  of  this  body  that  comes 
from  the  lips  of  that  man  will  add  to  its  good  reputation  for 
honesty  and  will  add  to  the  honor  of  the  men  of  the  body  he 
assails. 

Mr.  President,  the  amount  of  money  involved  in  the  trans- 
action in  which  McLean  trl*^!  to  shield  the  thief  and  deprive 
his  country  of  a  vast  property  was  greater  than  the  value  in- 
volved when  Benedict  Arnold  betrayed  his  country;  more  than 
twice  the  value  was  involved  In  the  McLean  false  testimony 
than  was  Involved  when  a  fort  in  New  York  was  about  to  be 
turned  ov«r  to  our  enemies  by  a  traitor  In  our  midst. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.    Mr.  President 

The  VICB  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  ? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  will  yield  in  a  moment 

Mr.  President,  It  might  have  well  occurred  that  if  the  oil  pre- 
served in  the  ground  in  the  naval  oil  reserves  had  been  taken 
away  and  stolen,  as  Sinclair,  Doheny,  Fall,  and  McLean  were 
trying  to  have  it  taken  away  and  stolen.  It  would  have  brought 
in  future  years  defeat  to  cur  arms  gi  eater  In  magnitude  than 
would  have  come  had  West  Point  been  turned  over  by  Benedict 
Arnold  to  the  British.  I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North 
Carolina. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  I  merely  wish  to  suggest  to  the  Senator  in 
connection  with  what  he  has  said  about  McLean  that  I  think 
the  Senator  would  do  w^l  to  develop  that  he  did  not  retract  his 
statement  intraded  to  help  out  the  participants  in  this  crime 
until  he  found  out  that  he  was  going  to  be  put  under  oath  and 
that  if  he  swore  to  wliat  he  had  stated  as  a  fact  he  would  be 
guilty  ot  perjury. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HBFLIN.  Mr.  President,  not  only  that.  If  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  wlU  permit  me 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  yield. 

Mr.  HBFLIN.  But  it  was  stated  that  he  was  not  only  told 
that  he  would  be  put  under  oath  but  that  he  would  be  sent  to 
the  penitentiary  for  perjury. 


Mr.  NORRIS.  The  point  suggested  is  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. While  it  may  not  add  to  the  magnitude  of  this 
man 's  degrading  moral  crime,  It  shows  that  his  heart  is  corrupt 


and 


that  the  only  thing  that  makes  him  good  and  made  him  good 


thei  was  fear  of  imprisonment  in  jail. 

Y»,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  that 
Mclean  had  lied  to  the  committee,  believing  that  that  lie  would 
mislead  them  and  let  the  culprits  escape,  but  when  the  com- 
mitKe  refused  to  follow  his  lying  tale  and  issued  a  subpoena 
for  JMr.  McLean  to  come  before  the  subcommittee  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys  and  be  sworn,  what  did  he 
do?j  He  wired  to  Washington  for  his  attorney,  and  his  attorney 
went  all  the  way  from  Washington  to  Florida  to  be  present  when 
he  testified  before  the  subcommittee.  When  the  hour  came  when 
McLean  was  to  appear  to  be  sworn,  his  attorney  appeared  and 
said^that  the  witness  waa  not  quite  ready  to  testify ;  he  wanted 
further  time  to  consult  with  his  lawyer.  So  the  time  was  ex- 
tended, I  think,  until  the  afternoon,  or  perhaps  the  next  day. 
The  1.  after  McLean  had  had  ample  opiwrtunity  to  consult  with 
his  awyer,  when  he  knew  from  what  his  lawyer  had  evidently 
told  him  that  if  he  lied  he  would  commit  perjury  and  if  he  tried 
to  tubstantiate  the  lie  he  had  already  told  when  he  was  not 
undjr  oath — and  now  he  would  be  under  oath — then,  and  only 
theii,  with  the  fear  of  prison  bars  before  him,  did  McLean  tell 
the  truth.  The  fact  of  telling  a  lie  did  not  mean  anything  to 
him  He  has  been  doing  that  all  his  life;  but  prison  punlsh- 
meqt  for  perjury  Induced  him  on  that  occa^on  to  tell  the  truth. 

t.  President,  that  is  the  man  who  owns  the  Washington 
:  that  is  the  man  who  confTols  the  Washington  Post.  All 
ant  to  do  Is  to  let  the  people  of  the  country  know  that  the 
who  has  assailed  the  Senate,  as  he  has  done  In  that  dls- 
ful,  lying  editorial,  is  the  same  man  who  tried  to  rob  his 
country  of  a  billion  dollars'  worth  of  property,  or,  at  least.  If  he 
did  not  try  to  rob  it  himself,  he  tried  his  best  to  have  the  guilty 
ones  escape  proper  punishment.  All  the  country  ought  to  know 
is  t  lat  it  is  McLean  who  assails  us ;  and  when  he  praises  the 
Chi  f  Executive,  I  pity  the  Chief  Executive.  I  believe  that  the 
pra  se  or  commendation  of  any  put^lic  official  or  private  citizen 
c(Hn  ng  from  the  editorial  columns  of  the  Washington  Post  is 
som  >thing  that  honest  men  would  shun  as  they  would  shun  a 
serpent.  I  have  nothing  but  pity  for  those  he  praises,  and  when 
the  country  understands  the  facts  they  will  have  nothing  but 
for  those  he  condemns. 
Xft.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President.  I  asked  to  have  printed  this 
editorial  from  the  Washington  Post  for  a  definite  purpose  of 
my  bwu.  I  feel  that  the  country  to-day  is  looking  at  the  Senate 
witn  perverted  eyes, 

e  heard  yesterday  the  excoriation  of  an  individual  who 
sought  to  condemn  the  Senate  and  a.«ked  that  it  he  sent  home. 
That  was  Mr.  Babson.  This  morning  there  comes  an  editorial 
froi  I  a  reputable  newspaper  published  at  the  home  of  the  seat 
of  (  overnmenL  That  e«lltorial  derides  and  abuses  every  group 
in  jihe  United  States  Senate,  without  exception.  It  seeks  to 
place  before  the  people  tlie  blame  for  the  business  failure  in 
this  cotintry  which  has  just  taken  place  upon  the  discussion  of 
the  tariff  in  the  Senate. 

I  am  sorry  that  my  purpose  was  misunderstood,  as  was  ap- 
par-nt  from  the  first  speech  made.  I  felt  that  I  wanted  to  say 
iu  legard  to  the  Senate  a  few  things  that  my  own  experience 
her< '  has  brought  poignantly  to  my  attention. 

Ye  were  calliMl  into  »ipe<*ial  session  for  a  definite  purpose. 
The  Finance  Committee,  of  which  I  happen  to  be  a  memt)er, 
immediately  took  charge  of  the  tariff  bill  when  it  came  over 
froii  the  House;  and  all  summer  long,  day  and  night,  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Finance  Committee  worked  earnestly  and  faithfully 
to  try  to  give  to  the  country  sucii  a  revi.«»lon  of  the  tariff  as,  in 
the  Judgment  of  the  Senate,  business  conditions  warranted. 

¥Tienever  a  great  bill  like  a  tariff  bill  is  before  a  House  of 
Con  jress  tliere  Is  a  certain  unsettling  of  business  conditions 
whi 'h  makes  for  uncertainty  in  trade.  People  are  afraid  to 
comoait  themsebves  to  the  future  in  the  manner  that  they  are 
iinairaid  to  do  when  there  is  no  great  measure  like  the  tariff 
|)en(ling.  It  brings  about  a  hesitancy.  The  Members  of  the 
Senite  in  their  conversations  recognize  that  difflcnlty.  They 
hav?  recognized  in  speaking  to  me,  almost  everyone  with  whom 
I  hiive  talked,  that  it  Is  a  necessary  concomitant  of  every  great 
men  sure  which  has  to  do  with  financial  affairs  when  It  is  pend- 
ing in  the  Congress. 

T  le  e<litorial  which  was  published  this  morning  in  a  reputable 
pap  'r  does  not.  In  my  judgment,  seek  out  an  individual  group. 
As  [  read  it  It  excoriates  every  single  group  that  has  been  de- 
nominated in  this  body.  I  think  the  country  ought  to  know 
that  it  has  been  the  experience  of  those  of  us  who  have  had  to 
wor  k  doeriy  upon  this  bill  that  the  attention  of  every  man  has 
beei  I  given  without  stint  to  try  to  bring  through  a  measure  and 
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retteve  the  country  from  any  uncertainty  that  is  bound  to  hmng 
over  It  as  long  as  It  remains  pending. 

Tdo  notteUeve  that  an  exaiuination  of  the  R«;««'^S.  .'^SS^ 
a  filibuster  against  this  biU.  When  we  have  a  bill  ^^ch  trea^ 
inore  than  7,0U0  questions  in  the  matter  °f  "^^  ^^^^„^^ 
have  a  bill  that  It  took  the  majority  members  of  the  Finance 
O.mmittee  more  than  seven  weeks  to  go  thorough  hurriedly  in 
the  quiet  of  a  committee  room,  I  believe  that  it  is  unfair  for 
anybody  in  this  country  to  critiiize  the  Senate  in  the  .manner 
"?tSs  editorial  because  they  have  not  been  able  to  finish  that 

^^'l  think  the  Members  of  the  Senate  feel  that  " /s  necea^ 
fbr  them  to  relieve  the  o^try  of  the  pendency  J'' ^hls  °ieai^ 
at  the  (Artiest  possible  moment;  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair 
?o  excoriate  m^rwho  have  worked  night  and  day,  fud  latterly, 
under  the  double  pressure  of  night  sessions,   to  try  to  Dnng 

**^  my  bu^^fe  I  have  always  noted  that  when  a  m^ure 
of  this  kind  was  pending  it  had  a  serious  effect  "!*•«  the 
^Lmercial  life  of  The  country;  but  I  think  we  l»«J«^>f  J^ 
S,  as  to  this  measure,  where  there  ^'^\^^ ^^Jf^^J^^ 
attempt  among  the  membership  on  either  side  of  thfe  ^bamber 
foTluy  that  measure  unnecessarily.  The  res.ults  of  the  work 
of  the  Finance  Committee  may  mean  the  making  «  ^J**^^ 
ing  of  industries  and  agricultural  hfe  iu  thi.n  ^;<«f^>  Jje 
can  not  aflonl  to  take  snap  judgment  upon  any  «£.t^*^J«;^ 
iTrequlres  ch)se  application.  1  think  the  men  ^^o  compr^ 
the  SenatT  when  it  is  considered  that  they  represent  the  Inter- 
^^^the^t^e  c^»ui.try,  that  ea.  h  of  them  has  his  own  local 
Ser«ts  to  consKlcr,  and  the  prosperity  of  the  ««;»<^/">"; 
which  they  <ome.  have  borne  with  each  other  r«nf  >^»»^y  ,^^" 
^^r  the'stress  and  pressure  of  this  biU ;  "^^^^  .^J^  "•^^^^^'^S 
it  is  fair  that  any  of  u»  should  be  held  up  to  ridicnle.  or  t^t 
polities  should  be  playe<l  in  trying  to  bring  about  the  passage 

"'F^'%f!rrh"ad  hope<l  that  the  Senate  would  stay  in  special 
^?:^n  until  the  last  moment  in  ..rder  to  add  to  the  IK^^^bUlty 
of  a  quick  enact  incut  of  the  measure.  1  thought  it  m^nt 
nM»rP  to  the  business  of  the  country  to  »et  it  off  our  hands  and 
L»  «f  tie  way^l  h^t  business  affairs  be  settled  than  any 
mhe?  thing  before  us.  I  submit  to  the  judgment  of  the  Senate, 
u'lill  suSmit  to  it  without  playing  l'>;'t><^«'  l-^^J^f  .P^''*;"^ 
I  know  little  of  iwlitics.  I  have  not  l.eeu  brought  up  m  that 
i^hi^  I  have  not  seeu-and  1  want  to  say  it  to  the  counuy- 
Tny   effort,   from   any  source,   to  delay   the   tariff   bill   nnnec- 

*T'thfnk  it  is  only  fair  Uiat  the  ci>untry  should  J^now-audl 
do  i^t  know  anybody  who  is  In  a  better  position  to  tell  them 
iLTl  am  mv^t  because  I  have  sat  on  the  Finance  Com^ 
mU  ee^hat  here  has  been  a  genuine  effort  to  ffjve  to  the 
"mn^as  goo,l  a  bUl  as  the  comp-nute  J"dgX/ 
r*.nreaent  every  secUon  has  been  a  We  to  formulate. 

pXimUy  I  could  not  agree  with  some  of  the  rates  that 
werelncoHK  rated  in  Uie  House  measure.  I  have  made  my 
TiSJinems  and  tried  to  bring  about  a  reduction  In  some  of 
^^TtL  I  tl.ink  we  are  justified,  under  the  special  call  ^ 
th^^^  in  examining  the  conditions  of  each  Industry  pre- 
SfTt^rfo  uW  we  were^asked  to  make  «  "-^^^J^^Sfl 
i»an<friHi  rates.  That  is  an  indefinite  term.  For  myseii  i 
Sid  tl  find  a  formula  which  I  tlK>ught  indicted  a  limited  revl- 
JTcm  In  se^k  u«  that  formula  it  seemed  to  me  that  this  coun- 
Jr^had  11^^  long  under  a  protective  taiifl  that  the  Indus- 
ries  Xmselves  had  been  properly  protected  as  a  whole;  Oiat  if 
L  l!Li  e.1  revision  were  needed  it  was  not  primarUy  in  relation 
fo  the  capital  invested  in  the  business,  but  it  went  furtiier 
and  affected  th<'  entire  population. 

ThS  formula  which  I  was  able  to  deduce  from  the  special 
call  took  this  f.)rm— that  in  eiamlrdng  an  industry  for  tariff 
revision  we  should  first  determine  whether  In  any  branch  there 
had  come  definite  unemployment ;  that  «^^normal  unemployment 
was  the  criterion  from  which  the  general  Interest  of  the  coun- 
try was  to  be  s-)ught.     If  unemploymeut  appears  In  any  Indus^ 
S    then  in  my  Jmlgmeut   the  next  question  is  whether  that 
unemDloyment  was  brought  about  by  internal  competition  among 
CTi^uSoa  s  engaged  in  that  Industry,  or  whether  tMt  un- 
Xloyment  was  broS^t  about  by  reason  of  increasUig  imports 
IflSg  that  InduHt^.    If  It  was  brought  about  by  intenwjl 
ciWetition   I  felt  that  no  tariff  readjustment  could  be  of  value 
to  thS  1^17    tmt  If  it  was  brought  about  by  increa^ug  hn^ 
«.rtltin^it   became   the  duty  of   the   Senate   to   determine 
whShei  a  rilse  of  duty  would  bring  about  such  a  change  in 
rhattTdu'str^lLt  empfoyment  would  ^--^-^ri^^S 
tunity  to  earn  a  living  would  be  given  to  more  people  in  tJiis 

^ThJfia  the  formula  I  have  tried  to  foUow  in  seeking  either 
to^lL  or  to  l^S^tie  duties  In  this  tariff  bill.    I  do  not 
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know  that  mat  is  subject  to  criticism.  ^\^^J^  ,^J^^^''^ 
to  take  that  criticism.  I  do  say,  however,  ,^»^^*  ^^^  ~ 
the  Senate  have  been  working  industriously  af^j'T^ «f?J2l 
ously  of  their  time  to  bring  about,  as  nearly  as  possible,  an  Ideal 

situation.  .   ..  ^  fir^.io* 

I  do  not  think  the  actions  of  the  ^n»'te  warrant  ^eH^de« 

that  are  l>eli«  offere<l  up.m  It  by  those  P«»»Pl«7^^^,J^ILX  this 
in  the  d^-bacle  which  has  lately  taken  place  in  business  ^n  this 
country.  They  have  tried  to  do  a  genuine  job:  ami  it  ih  up  w 
the  pSple  of  the  country  to  support  their  duly  ^ected  repre^ 
sentatives  in  an  effort  to  bring  about  a  satisfactory,  a  qult^ 
prompt  solution  of  this  great  Industrial  and  agricultural  ques 

^  Idr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President  when  t^^t^*"^*^^"*  *"1,';;;;'!^ 
to  which  we  have  adverted  this  morning.  />*^«X  .h«t^e  de^ 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  SACKrrrl  stated  Hubstantlany  t^at  he^de^ 
sired  to  present  the  editorial  In  question  to  be  7««1  «f^^^\^„*^fi 
without  Comment,  and  in  order  that  the  country  might  knc^ 
what  was  l>eing  said  concerning  the  Senate,  If^^^^^J^^^^ 
sponsored  that  editorial.  Fn>m  the  speech  he  h«»  n«v.  "ua^^ 
aSd  from  his  utterances,  that  assumption  is  shown  J«  have  b*^n 
api>arently  erroneous,  and  the  Incident,  so  far  as  t»»e  edlioria 
is  concerned  In  its  original  presentation,  may  be,  I  think,  dis 

Mr.  President,  I  am  the  keeper  "t,«^V^*'iJirPT,f f  bfoc^of 
the  honor  of  the  United  States  Senate.  I  represent  a  »>»oc  £ 
^e  jSt  one  Sonn times  I  have  f.U  impelled  to  TOte  with  one 
WndTbloc  in  the  Senate,  and  sometimes  >.-^  «"«^er  But 
thpre  is  one  thing  that  has  impresscil  itself  upon  me  in  the  t&m 
ew  m^tSs  one'thTng.  sir.  that  I  am  sick  and  t^ij^  ;;fj>«-^jf^ 

Iu  the  economy  of  nature  the  most  ^^-^f^cd  and  con  tern  pUWe' 
creation  L.  the  bird  that  fouH  its  own  ne«t,  ,f  f-.f^^^  *^7^ 
not  ascribed  such  a  thing  to  any  indlvHlual  in  this  body.  I  am 
sick  a^d^  of  innuendoes.  Implications,  and  even  statements 
frl  men  X  break  thdr  heads  and  their  hearts  and  their 
niir^P«5  to  eet  into  this  body  and  then  denounce  it.  .^     ,    t 

'^en  I  get  tired  of  sitting  in  the  Senate,  Mr.  Pr-^'dent  I 
..Hiin^tJt  If  there  is  any  man  N>-ho  sits  here  who  belu-ves  the 
l"na?ris^suci  a  h^^rible  pTac-e  as  has  been  described  by  certain 
i^HKMimls  who  write  from  the  White  House  door,  let  him  get 
,ut  o^S^'^e^  J  no  taw  .H>mpelling  him  to  remain  here,  and 
none  comDelling  any  of  us  to  stay  here  under  circumstances  that 
TmyaT^^UierU  indignation  or  our  ijostmty  or  our  con^ 
/  Jl:«r*^  nii«  iwiv  As  long  as  a  man  sits  In  ttus  tway,  as 
iZzJZ  sS^nr^f  his^bs?lnce  to  get  here,  as  long  as  he  pej^ 
ve"  ts  his  i^^rtcs  hi  onlcr  that  he  may  return  here  at  east  he 
LmiUd  noreither  by  impUcatlon,  insinuation,  or  otherwise,  con- 
^^-Yinfhix  fellows  by  a  blanket  indictment,  assuming  to 
hfS^lf''il^V»oiT;,^^an  of  all  the  virtue  that  then-  is 

^°  wmiW  like  to  say  to  the  gentlemen  who  are  standing  in  Une 
•n  .iTo  pndeavor  to  get  into  this  body-for  they  are  standing  in 
Uue  in  ??eTy  State^'i^  Sd^  hoping  to  fill  the  positions 

which  we  fin  ^re-I  would  say  to  those  who  have  caughtthe 
p^vailSg  ^Uon^rhaps.  from  -on^J^^i^^au^inonr  U>^y^ 
of  abusing  the  United  States  Senate,  ''Why  do  you  wantto  get 
?nto  a^  fifstitutlon  of  this  sort  that  possesses  so  nmny  vices  and 

"Tr.^'cOUZENS.^Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  COGENS.'  AoJ^^e  Senator  wiU  not  overtook  the  fact 
thll  all  those  men  wanfto  reform  us.    The  Senator  seemed  to 

''^Mr^TOHNSON  AU  want  to  reform  us!  All  want  to  reform 
n^^'llSf  w^t  to  get  into  thU  body  with  the  idea  that  they 
wiL^i^«e«Ll  of  a  superior  egotism  and  vanity  and 
wis  a  virtu?  that  armors  them  that  can  be  pierced  in  no 
r«s?ion  SX>eTer.  are  coming  Into  this  body  for  the  purpose 
of  reSrS^  ni\>n.   and  demonstraUug.  at  the  same  time, 

''■  Thais' no  law  tSf  requires  us  to  be  hei^,  sir.  We  are  here 
beSu^  we  Uke  R.  and  because  we  fight  to  get  here,  and  because 
S^ j^  ll  attracUve  and  ministers  to  the  egotism  and  the 
vanity  that  God  put  in  every  one  of  us. 

We  are  here  In  the  endeavor  to  do  some  litUe  service,  it  U 
txue^S  to  do  that  service  as  best  we  can  in  our  own  smaU 
true,  «H«  *"  ~,_^  »-„>p  „:-  orlniarlly  because  we  fought  with 
^  S:u  to%rh^r^d  evS!?le  of  us  U  fightmg  With  bod. 
iS.  to  re^n  here.  So  let  us  have  an  end  of  any  mf  ^  1"  ^ 
Sdv  In^efuture  condemning  the  body,  arrogating  to  himself 
^.L^fl^  virtue,  and  arrogating  to  hlmselt  t«>,  *  P^tilUr 
JuSr  egotism  and  vanity.  Let  us  have  an  endof  that  sort 
of Th^  fS^ven-8  sake.  Let  any  man  In  this  l«dy  who  does 
?it  iSfit:  orWho  sabscribes  to  such  an  editorial  as  appeared 
lS^'th%'ashTn^^  ?SrSis  morning,  get  out  of  it.  and  go  and 
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bivathe  a  freer  ttmosphere,  and  leave  us  to  breathe  a  better 
atniDfiphere  by  reason  of  his  absence. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  next  March  I  will  have  been 
a  Meint>er  of  this  body  29  years.  There  has  been  a  great  revo- 
lution In  the  body  since  I  came  here,  not  only  in  its  personnel 
but  in  many  of  its  essential  attributes. 
_  When  I  came  here  the  House  of  Representatives  was  regarded 
•8  the  ff>rum  where  the  people  expected  and  looked  for  the  pro- 
tection of  their  rights,  and  the  Senate  was  regarded  as  the 
tribunal  where  what  were  called  "  tlie  interest*} "  expected  pro- 
tlon  uiid  support  That  situation  has  changed.  The  House 
now  is  the  place  to  wlilch  the  special  interests  go  for  help.  The 
Senate  is  the  place  to  which  the  r)eople  come  for  relief. 

The  intellectual  standard  of  the  Senate  to-day  is  as  high  as  It 
was  when  I  first  cauie  here.  The  moral  standard  of  the  Senate 
to-day  is  in  my  opinion  higher  than  when  I  first  came  here. 

The  spirit  of  patriotism  which  f>btain8  in  this  body,  of  fidelity 
to  the  rights  of  all  the  people  of  the  country,  without  regard  to 
occupation  or  to  class,  was  never  higher  in  this  hodj,  in  my 
opinion,  than  to-day.  In  all  the  essentials  for  successful  and 
wise  legislation  the  Senate  of  to-day  will  measure  up  to  the 
standards  of  the  body  in  any  period  in  our  hLstory. 

Mr.  President,  the  situation  in  which  we  are  to-day  with 
r«*fer(>nce  to  the  expeditious  passage  of  the  pending  legislation 
la  largely  the  result  of  the  abdication  on  the  jmrt  of  the  body 
In  which  this  legislation  under  the  Ccmstitutlon  must  origlnnte 
of  its  obligations  and  duties  to  the  people.  I  do  not  mean  that 
observation  In  any  spirit  of  criticisin  of  the  House,  but  it  is  a 
fact  very  well  known. 

This  tariff  bill  was  in  committee  in  the  House  from  the  7th 
day  of  January  to  the  9th  day  of  May,  if  I  am  correctly  ad- 
vised, a  little  more  than  four  mc«ths.  During  that  period  of 
time,  although  Congress  was  expected  to  be  called  Into  special 
session  for  the  purpose  of  hoping  agriculture,  and  its  chief 
business  was  to  be  the  passage  of  a  bill  which  was  then  under 
preparation  in  anticipation  of  an  extra  session,  the  representa- 
tives of  agriculture  consumed  very  little  time  In  the  com- 
mittee. The  Interests,  which  were  not  supposed,  either  by  the 
President  or  the  Oongress,  to  figure  to  any  consideratfle  extent 
in  tile  proposed  revision,  took  possession  of  the  committee,  and 
for  nearly  four  months  they  were  very  Insistent  In  their  de- 
mands that  every  duty  In  the  law  which  was  not  as  high  as 
they  desired  to  twve  it  should  be  raised  The  greed  which  they 
demonstrated  in  those  hearings  became  a  matter  of  common 
knowledge  and  dally  comment  and  criticism  not  only  in  the  Con- 
grcas  but  in  the  press  and  among  the  j)eople  of  the  country  who 
were  familiar  with  what  was  going  on. 

In  that  way  four  months  were  consumed  In  considering 
mmeodments  to  the  tariff  bill,  resulting  in  a  bin  which  dealt 
directly,  by  amendment,  with  about  2.000  items.  It  took  four 
months  to  draw  those  amendments  to  the  present  law.  The 
great  forum  of  the  people,  the  House  of  Representatives,  In- 
trusted by  the  Constitution  with  the  duty  of  originating  such 
legislation,  when  that  bill  reached  it  In  the  regular  course,  de- 
voted just  about  one  week  to  its  discussion  and  consideration, 
I  am  advised.    A  travesty ! 

Think  of  a  bill  containing  4,000  items,  involving  taxes  upon 
the  people.  Imposing  burdens  upon  the  masses,  granting  favors 
to  special  Interests,  many  of  them  dictated  by  special  interests, 
received  in  that  body,  traditionally  regarded  as  the  forum  of 
the  people,  considered  and  passed  after  one  week's  discussion 
and  consl deration.    Then  it  came  to  us. 

Upon  what  theory  does  the  other  branch  of  Congress  Justify 
its  abdication  of  its  obligation  to  the  people?  There  is  but  one, 
Mr.  President,  and  that  is  the  theory  that  when  the  bill  gets  to 
the  Senate  it  will  be  given  that  consideration  which  It  is  en- 
titled to  and  failed  to  receive  in  the  other  body.  It  is  this 
burden  which  has  been  thrown  upon  us — the  burden  of  re- 
writing a  bill  that  deals  with  thousands  of  items  and  thousands 
of  commodities.  We  have  largely  rewritten  it,  discussing  the 
Items  as  they  should  be  discussed  for  the  enlightenment  not 
only  of  Members  of  the  Senate  wlfo  have  not  the  time  to  look 
as  carefully  into  them  as  the  Finance  Committee  have  done, 
but  for  the  enlightenment  of  the  people  of  the  coimtry  as  well. 

We  have  up  to  this  time  taken  two  months  in  the  discharge 
of  that  duty.  I  undertake  to  say  that  no  two  months  have 
ever  been  spent  by  this  body  more  usefully  so  far  as  the  coun- 
try and  the  people  are  ct>ncemed  than  these  past  two  months. 
Nearly  one-half  of  that  time  was  spent  upon  the  administrative 
provisions  of  the  blU.  There  were  involved  in  these  provisions 
two  great  fundamental  principles  in  which  the  people  of  the 
country  are  deeply  Interested.  One  of  them  was  a  constitu- 
tional question  of  tremendous  Import  that  called  forth  the 
greatest  debate  I  have  ever  heard  In  the  Senate  during  my 
service     The  question  was  whether  the  people  of  the  country, 
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through  their  Senators  and  Representatives  In  Congress,  were 
to  continue  to  control  the  purse  strings  of  the  Nation,  to  deter- 
mine and  fix  the  taxes  the  people  should  be  required  to  pay,  by 
open  discussion  and  vote  after  due  deliberation  of  the  rights 
and  the  Interests  of  the  people,  or  whether  those  taxes  should 
l>e  imposed  by  a  single  individual  with  the  help  of  a  body  ap- 
pointed by  him  and  subject  to  removal  by  him.  It  was  not  a 
qwstion  personal  to  the  man  who  now  happens  to  hold  the 
great  office  of  President  of  the  United  States.  The  controversy 
waj  one  as  to  investing  the  executive  department  with  a  power 
so  vital  to  the  whole  body  of  the  people  of  the  country,  and 
chsnging  the  practices  and  precedents  of  nearly  150  years,  If, 
iutleed,  what  was  proposed  to  be  done  was  not  in  violation  of 
the  Constitution  itself.  Of  course,  that  question  needed  discus- 
sio  1.  We  would  liave  been  derelict  in  our  duty  if  we  had  not 
giv  ?n  it  the  fullest  and  freest  discussion. 

'['he  other  great  question  was  one  that  fundamentally  affects 
the  Interests  of  the  one  class  of  our  people  who  are  .><uffering 
most  at  this  time  and  whose  condition  is  admitted  to  be  one  of 
grtat  distress.  What  we  did  with  reference  to  the  debenture 
was  chiefly  for  the  puriKise  of  making  effective  the  legislation 
which  we  were  called  here  to  enact  with  reference  to  the  rates 
of  jduty  imposed  upon  the  products  of  agriculture.  That  ques- 
tion, ther^cM^  assumed  proportions  of  great  magnitude  and  Im- 
portance and  hence  required  time  for  Its  consideration-  Not  one 
minute  was  wasted  in  tiie  discussion  of  that  question.  That 
brought  us  on  to  the  c(Hislderation  of  the  more  than  2,000  items 
wl  Ich  had  been  affected  by  the  House  revision  of  the  tariff  law. 

'.  4r.  President,  true  to  the  purpose  for  which  this  session  of 
th<i  Congress  was  called,  we  souj^t  early  in  the  session  to  con- 
fln?  the  legislation  chi^y  to  the  revision  of  the  agricultural 
sdedule.  We  were  not  succes-sful  In  accomplishing  that  result. 
That  is  the  reason  and  the  only  reason  why  we  arc  held  here 
so  long.  If  we  could  have  carried  out  the  purpose  declared  by 
th<  President,  If  we  could  have  carried  out  the  purpose  desired 
to  be  carried  out  by  a  large  element  in  this  body,  constituting 
at  that  time  not  quite  a  majority,  we  would  probably  have  been 
ad,  oomed  by  this  time  and  at  our  homes.  But  we  were  not 
per  mitted  to  do  that  Who  prevented  us  from  doing  It?  It  was 
no^  the  President  of  the  United  States.  It  was  not  the  farmers 
of  jthe  country.  It  was  the  special  interests,  those  seekers  after 
ial  privilege,  tliose  Indtistrles  which  desired  higher  taxes 
n  the  people  In  order  that  their  profits  and  their  prices 
mikbt  be  maintained  at  the  present  or  even  a  higher  level.  We 
hare  finished  the  agricultural  schedule.  We  have  adopted  the 
debenture  i^an.  We  have  done  what  was  needed  to  be  done  for 
ag  iculture  so  far  as  rates  upon  its  own  commodities  are  con- 
cei  ned  and  so  far  as  making  those  rates  effective  is  concerned. 

Are  the  fanners  of  the  country  dissatisfied  with  what  we 
hare  done?  We  came  here  for  the  purpose  of  heli^ng  them. 
W(>  have  not  altogether  finished  our  legislation  in  their  behalf. 
W4  will  not  finish  that  work  until  we  shall  have  cut  down  the 
exorbitant  rates  upon  things  they  buy  whic^  are  carried  In  the 
H(iuse  text  and  the  Senate  committee  amendments.  But  is 
th^re  any  farm  organisation  In  the  country  to-day  that  is  com- 
plaining about  what  the  Senate  has  done  with  respect  to  the 
bll?  Are  they  claiming  that  we  are  Incompetent,  that  we  are 
no4  to  be  trusted  with  discharging  the  functions  and  duties  of 
thB  great  body?  I  have  heard  of  no  such  comi^aint.  The 
farmers  are  satisfied.  They  are  sati.sfied  that  we  in  the  Senate 
at  least  have  up  to  this  time  discharged  our  ftill  duty  toward 
thW.  Where  does  this  propaganda  come  from — for  It  is  noth- 
ing but  propaganda  against  the  Senate,  charging  It  with  general 
InMBciency  and  incompetence — and  what  is  the  motive  and  In- 
spiration for  It? 

hen  we  had  fixed  the  ratejt  In  behalf  of  the  farmer  we 
th4n  realized  that  the  farmer  and  consumer  Ixith  were  deeply 
interested  in  the  reduction  of  the  high  industrial  rates  carried 
in  the  House  Wil  and  that  no  rrfief  could  come  to  the  farmer 
by  raising  the  rates  we  had  placed  upon  his  products  unless 
at  the  same  time  we  could  prev«it  outrageous  Increases  In  the 
ra  es  upon  the  things  which  he  buys.  The  consumer,  on  the 
otler  hand,  felt  and  knew  that  no  relief  would  come  to  him 
frt  m  the  passage  of  the  bill  unless  the  exofrbltant  industrial 
ra  es  were  reduced  So  we  began,  in  response  to  a  demand  on 
th(?  part  of  the  farmers  and  the  consumers,  to  discharge  our 
fu  ther  obligation  and  duty  to  them  and  to  that  end  to  slash 
those  rates. 

'  rhe  big  favor-seeking  Interests  represented  by  their  lobbyists 
here,  Mr.  Grundy  and  others  who  are  now  under  investi>?ation 
by  the  Lobby  Investigating  Committee.  dLsci»vered  that  the  CK>n- 
grifss,  so  far  as  the  S«iate  is  concerned,  was  not  going  to  give 
th<m  the  increases  which  they  demanded.  They  were  satisfied 
to  permit  the  farmer  to  have  his  increases  if  they  c-ouid  have 
th(  JrH,  which  would  render  his  of  no  value  to  establish  parity ; 


but  the  mom«it  they  dbcovered  that  there  was  no  chance  for 
them  to  control  this  body  as  they  had  probably  controlled  an- 
other discovered  that  a  majority  of  this  body  was  standing  Uke 
a  stone  wall  against  the  demands  which  they  had  been  so  suc- 
cessfully making  before  the  committees  of  both  bodies  of  the 
Congress,  they  lost  all  hope  of  securing  what  they  wanted,  and 
then  for  the  first  time  they  became  dissatisfied  with  what  we 
had  done  for  the  farmer,  and  then  for  the  first  time  they  turned 
their  guns  upon  the  Senate  and  began  their  vituperation,  their 
denunciation,  and  their  infamous  slanders. 

Mr  President,  their  attacks  have  now  assumed  a  form  of 
proijaganda.  I  do  not  think  we  need  pay  so  much  attention 
to  what  c-ertain  newspai)ers  are  saying  about  this  matter;  1 
do  not  think  they  are  succeeding  in  misleading  the  people;  but 
it  is  perfecUy  evident  that  there  is  an  organized  propaganda. 
I  do  not  say  it  is  being  resorted  to  for  political  purposes,  but 
I  think  big  business,  disgusteil  and  dissatiafied  with  the  Jjenate 
because  we  would  not  respond  to  its  wishes,  bwause  the  benate 
was  a  lion  In  its  path  in  securing  what  is  desired,  has  begun 
this  propaganda.  It  is  trying  to  discredit  this  body.  It  can 
no  longercontrol  the  Senate  as  it  did  in  past  years.  The  Senate 
Is  no  longer  the  citadel  of  privilege  as  it  was  in  other  t  mes. 
It  has  become  the  forum  and  the  refuge  of  the  l>eople  Tliere- 
fore  big  business  has  turned  its  guns  upon  this  body  as  it 
turned  its  guns  upon  the  House  of  Representatives  I?  the  old 
tin  es  when  that  body  was  truly  representative  of  the  rights 
of  the  masses  of  the  people.  «  ^  „ 

Mr.  President,  those  favoring  excessive  tariff  rates  have  even 
goi  e  to  the  extreme  of  trying  to  convince  the  country  of  the 
impropriety  of  the  action  of  the  Senate  In  reasonably  debat- 
ini  ouesdons  that  the  House  has  refused  to  discuss,  but  that 
needTiSon  rnvolvliig  the  imposition  of  2,000  new  addUk,nal 
Suties  upon  an  already  overburdened  and  tax-ridden  people 
lierwould  like  to  see  the  Senate  \mss  practically  without  dis- 
Son  ^Ss  bUl  which  had  only  about  a  week's  discussion  in 

%'hat^wS'the  people  of  the  United  States  gay,  and  what 
wo^ld  thlj  have  thr?ight  to  say  about  thi«  body  whenjt  wa^ 
souKht  to  Impose  these  burdens,  carrying  with  them  taxes  u^n 
?hpr«>Dle  estimated  to  be  more  than  a  billion  dollars  a  year. 
Stlie^DaS  had  Slowed  In  the  footsteps  of  the  other  House, 
f  w^  h^d  abdicated  our  duties  and  obligations  to  the  peopte, 
onJ  h«rt  oassed  the  pending  bill  hurriedly,  without  even  an 
^tempt  a^'riuSlon^or  rial  analysis  and  -rutiiiy  of^e 
mtLs  that  would  impose  those  burdens?  If  we  had  done  that, 
S^  Pr^id^t  the  Uple  would  have  had  the  right  to  have 
^mtLd^e  toger  of Wn  against  us,  to  have  called  us  traitors, 
h?^tS  Ssei^ers,  and  the  tools  of  the  special  Interests 
wK  hS  prol>o8ed  and  procured  these  rates  that  we  are  now 

^""m"*  PrilS'  we  are  seeking  to  give  to  agriculture  what 

both  oarU^s  premised  it  should  have  with  reference  to  rates 

^   a£-tculturSrproducts,  and  so  when   we  r^ched  the  con- 

rfdpSon  of  Oie  rates  on  the  Industrial  conunodlUes  we  decided 

we  wo^W  take  an  the  time  that  might  be  neoe^ry  to  show 

S.n^  fhJ^  rates  are  too  high,  and  we  intend,  if  the  rates  upon 

?r?l^^thTt%ie  Lnner  buys  are  too  high,  to  see  that  they 

J^  brmight  down   to  the  proper  level,  in  order  that  the  in- 

crea^  wVhaVe  given  to  the  farmer  may  be  effective,  in  order 

Slt^o^  increases  may  not  be  offset  and  rendered  useless  by 

S?reJs^luS?   already  excessive   industrial    rates,    as   con- 

t^hiS'^  the  existing  law.     We  did  not  in  the  campaign  say 

to  ?h^  ft^er  ^^We  will  raise  your  rates,  but  at  the  same  time 

we  wiU^li  the  rates   which   are  imposed   upon   the   things 

whi^  yo"buy."    We  did  not  say  that.    We  said-and  when  I 
which  you  Duy^^^^^   ^^^  ^^^    ^^^   ^  ,    ^^ 

^try-we  said.  "  WhUe  at  this  time  the  P'-otection  tiiat  you 
enloy  is  not  equal  to  that  which  has  been  accorded  to  the 
industries,  while  tiie  rates  on  farm  products  are  not  equal  to 
he  rat^^imposed  on  commodities  which  you  have  to  buy  we 
wUl  so  far  aVpracticable  through  the  tariff,  so  revise  the  rates 
as  to  put  you  upon  a  parity  wiUi  industry  with  respect  to  tariff 
duties  as  far  as  that  is  possible  and  practicable. 

That  Is  what  we  on  this  side  in  cooperation  with  progres- 
shes  on  the  other  side  are  trying  to  do,  Mr.  President;  and,  as 
Jhe^enator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Norbis]  so  eloquently  said  here 
1  w  d«v8  aeo  we  can  not  possibly  accomplish  that  purpose 
Lis  we  shfu  r^uS  Uie  rSes  of  the  House  bill  upon  the 
commodities  which  the  farmer  buys.  ,    ,.    , 

Mr  President  It  may  be  said  Uiat  when  we  Passed  the  farm 
relief  blH  w^had  done  all  that  we  ought  to  do.  all  ttiat  we 
were  called  L  session  to  do,  and  aU  that  tiie  P*rty  pUtforms 
SoinS^  S  t^  do  for  Uie  farmer.    If  that  be  true,  why  did  tiie 


President  of  tiie  United  States  insist  that.  In  addition  to  farm 
relief  legislation,  we  should  also  pass  farm  relief  tariff  legls- 

"Ire'we  responsible,  Mr.  President,  for  what  has  happened 
in  Wall  Street  because  we  have  pursued  the  course  which  nas 
been  pursued  here?    When  did  Wall  Street  and  those  who  are 
engaged  in  Oils  propaganda  discover  that  we  were  responsible 
for   what   has  h^pened   there?    When   did   tiiey   discover   It? 
Th€y  did  not  discover  it  until.  In  the  speculation  in  Wall  »tr«^^ 
the  peak  of  high  prices  had  been  reached  and  tiie  mf/^l^et  had 
begun  to  fall.    When  did  the  administration  discover  it?    Here, 
after  weeks  and  months,  when  everybody  knew  tiiat  WaU  Street 
siK?culation   was  draining  every  neighborhood  and  community 
throughout  the  country  of  its  funds  in  order  to  support  this 
orgy  of  speculation  tiiat  was  going  on— what  was  the  admin- 
istration  doing?    What   was    tiie   Secretary   of   the   Trea«"^y 
doing?    Was  he  or  the  administration  doing  anything  to  stop 
it?    No.  Mr.  President ;  on  the  contrary,  day  after  day.  as  stock 
prices  went  higher  and  higher,  day  after  day  they  Pave_  out 
statements  assuring  the  people  of  tiie  country  that  everything 
was  on  a  sound,  safe,  and  sane  basis,  and  there  was  no  reason 
for  apprehension.     Did   that   tend  to  check  that   speculation^ 
On  the  contrary,  did  it  not  tend  to  stimulate  and  encourage  it? 
I  do  not  say  it  was  so  Intended,  but  it  fortified  it,  it  stabUlaed 
It,  It  encouraged  It,  It  even  stimulated  It;  and  that  went  on 
until  tiie  tumble  started.     What  happened  then?    The  victims, 
the  men  who  supplied  the  money  for  this  speculative  orgy,  from 
every  quarter  of  the  country,  men  of  small  means  of  si>ecula- 
rtve  turn  of  mind  were  rendered  lu  many  instances,  penniless, 
sheared  like  sheep  by  tiie  speculators  in  New  York,  and  when 
the   shearing   was   complete,    when    the   stockbrokers   of    New 
York  had  finally  to  go  down  in  their  own  pockets  and  cover 
108.se8  by  giving  up  a  part  of  tiie  profits  derived  from  the  high 
prices  to  which  they  had  advanced  th^  market,  then.  Mr.  I  resi- 
dent, tiiey  began  to  cry  out,  "  Stop  It !     Stop  It!     It  has  gone 
so  far  the  other  way  it  la  out  of  our  control.    Help  us !     Help 
us ! "    Then  it  was,  and  not  until  then,  that  the  administration 
came  to  the  relief  of  the  situation,  after  the  shearing  was  com- 
iriete-  and  it  was  not  until  after  this  scheme  of  robbery  and 
plunder  had  come  to  an  end— and  that  is  what  the  process  of 
raising  stock  prices  to  such  high  peaks  and  then  dropping  them 
down  and  making  the  little  men  of  the  country  pay  the  cost 
was— It  was  not  untn  then,  when  the  sheep  were  all  "beared 
and  the  big  speculators  themselves  began  to  feel  the  pinch  of 
the  faUing  market,  that  any  activities  such  as  we  now  have  on 
the  part  of  the  administration  were  begun. 

In  this  situation.  Mr.  President,  no  one  can  say  that  the  Ben- 
ate  has  had  anything  to  do  with  that  orgy  of  speculation  In 
New  York  or  anything  to  do  with  the  collapse  of  that  orgy  of 
specuUtion.  resulting  In  fortunes  of  mUIlons  of  dollars  to  some 
of  the  big  promoters  and  operators  and  in  losses  of  billions  on 
the  part  of  the  people  of  this  country  who  were  of  a  speculative 
turn  of  mind  or  who  were  duped  and  intrigued  by  the  psychology 
of  the  situation  to  enter  into  spectUatlve  ventures. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  allow  an 

°ThePRE8IDINQ  OFFICEB  (Mr.  Joifia  In  tlie  chair).    Does 
the   Senator  from  North  Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Florida? 
Mr.  SIMMONS.    Yes.  w      ..     ._ 

Mr  FLETCHER.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  member  banks 
of  the  Federal  reserve  system  in  New  York  which  were  making 
large  profits  on  the  high  rates  of  Interest  refused  to  abide  by 
the  suggestion  and  advice  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board.  They 
went  outside,  and  said.  "  We  will  not  admit  that  you  have  any 
authority  or  any  power  in  the  premises;  we  are  going  to  run 

this  thing  ourselves."  .  »x.     v^ 

Mr  SIMMONS.  I  do  not  desire  to  comment  upon  the  Fed- 
eral reserve  system.  I  was  speaking,  Mr.  President,  about  the 
Dolltical  and  business  agencies  of  this  country,  wltii  which, 
however,  it  is  not  at  aU  Improbable  that  certain  New   York 

bankers  were  connected 

Mr.  GLASS.     Mr.  President ^^  ^^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  North 
OaroUna  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr   SIMMONS.    I  yield.  .     .,  .». 

Mr  GLASS  I  want  to  suggest  that  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Florida  was  ratiier  broad  when  he  Mid  the  mem- 
ber banks  of  tiie  Federal  reserve  system  in  New  York  dijl  that, 
Mv  trustworthy  information  Is  tiiat  the  member  banks  did  not 
S^  it.  but  that  Mr.  Charles  B  Mitchell,  of  the  National  City 
Bank  was  the  chief  offender,  and  he  is  the  man  more  respon- 
sible than  all  otiiers  togetiier  for  Oie  excesses  that  have  resulted 
in  this  disaster. 
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Mr.  SIMlfONS.  Mr.  President,  those  who  are  most  respon- 
sible for  this  catastrophe  are  the  people  who,  after  they  found 
what  wa8  going  on,  ent-ouraged  it  by  trying  to  lull  the  fears 
and  apprebeusionjs  of  the  people  and  pat  them  to  sleep  with  the 
idea  that  there  was  nothing  wrong  and  that  everything  would 
be  settled  satisfactorily  In  the  end.  They  are  the  ones  who 
are  most  to  t>e  condemned. 

I  do  think  the  banks  had  their  share  of  respwisibility  for 
It  as  well  as  the  politi(*al  authorities.  Certain  representntives  of 
big  business  were  interested  in  Iwosting  their  stocks  listed  on 
the  market:  but,  Mr.  President,  the  banks  bore  thrfr  part  of 
the  re«p<«i8ibillty.  The  banks  encouraged  it  by  sending  their 
own  money  up  there,  by  setting  an  example  to  the  pec^le  in 
their  communities.  The  little  banks  and  the  big  banks  and  the 
Fk^eral  reserve  banks  and  all  the  banking  system  encouraged 
It;  and  they  did  not  discontinue  that  encouragement  until  the 
thing  reached  the  peak  of  the  pyramiding,  and  then  they  began 
to  cry  out.  Then  they  began  to  gather  in  their  profits,  and  to  fix 
the  blame.  It  had  to  be  fixed  upon  somebody,  and  they  have 
decide*!  upon  the  absurdity  of  trying  to  make  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  the  scapegoat. 

There  never  was  a  more  outrageous  attempt  of  men  guilty  of 
great  wrong  and  outrage  upon  the  people  to  shift  the  burden 
upon  those  who,  instead  of  hurting  the  situation,  have  been  in- 
dustriously and  intelligently  working  in  order  to  help,  not  a 
{q;>ec-nlative  situation,  but  an  industrial  condition  which  has  been 
fraught  with  more  mi.>:ery,  which  has  brought  more  poverty, 
which  has  caused  more  millions  to  mourn,  than  any  panic  we 
have  ever  had  in  this  country,  the  direful  re.sults  of  which,  com- 
pared with  what  has  resulted  from  the  collapse  of  the  stock 
market  in  New  York,  are  like  comparing  a  mountain  to  a  mole 
hill. 

We  were  engaged,  Mr.  President,  not  in  bolstering  up  specu 
lation  In  Wall  Street.  Others  were  doing  that.  Others  who 
are  now  pointing  their  finger  at  us  were  doing  that  Others  who 
are  now  encouraging  this  propaganda  ot  slander  against  us  were 
doing  that.  What  we  were  doing  was  trying  to  relieve  the 
people  of  the  United  States  of  a  burden  that  lias  borne  them 
down  for  many,  many  years,  kept  the  masses  in  poverty,  and 
enriched  the  classes — a  condition  that  the  bill  we  were  con- 
sidering, as  written  by  the  Hou«e  and  amended  by  the  Senate 
Flnani-e  Committee,  was  caUuiate<i  to  aggravate  rather  than 
to  improve  an  outrageous  condition  of  discrimination  in  favor 
of  the  fnvor-seeklng  Interests  which  the  Smoot-Hawley  bill 
would  supplement  and  make  more  effective  in  the  further  en- 
richment of  the  classes,  and  the  further  Impoverishment  of  the 
masses. 

Mr.  HEFUN.  Mr.  President,  in  reply  to  the  infamous  attack 
made  upon  the  Senate  by  one  Roger  Babson,  followed  by  the 
slimy,  .slanderous,  and  infamous  attack  by  Ned  McLean's  paper, 
the  Washington  Post,  I  wish  to  read  a  statement  from  a  former 
President  of  the  United  States,  Mr.  Cooiidge. 

In  his  autobiography,  he  says  of  the  Senate : 

I'residlng  over  tb«  Seaate  waa  fascinating  to  me.  Tlut  branch  of 
the  CoDgivM  has  its  own  methods  and  traditions  which  may  strike  the 
outiiider  as  peculiar,  but  more  familiarity  with  them  would  dtsclooe 
that  they  are  only  wluit  king  experience  has  demonstrated  to  be  the 
baat  methods  of  conducting  its  business. 

It  may  seem  that  debate  Is  endless,  but  tl»ere  Is  scarcely  a  time  when 
It  Is  not  Informing ;  and,  after  all,  the  power  to  compel  due  consider- 
ation iM  the  dlfltingalsbing  mark  of  a  dellt>eratlve  body.  Lf  the  Senate 
Is  iiu.Ttbing.  it  is  a  great  deliberative  body,  and  if  it  is  to  remain  a 
safeguard  of  liberty  it  must  remain  a  deliberative  body. 

I  was  entertained  and  instructed  by  the  debates.  However  it  may 
•ppenr  Id  the  country,  no  one  can  become  familiar  with  the  Inside 
workings  of  the  Senate  without  haying  a  great  respect  for  it.  The 
country  is  saft-  in  its  hands. 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  who  did  the  Senator  say  is 
the  author  of  that  article? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Culvin  Cooiidge,  former  President  of  the 
United  States. 

HON.    W.VLTEK   E.    FDGE,    AMBA8SADOB  TO  FBANCK 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  President,  a  great  honor  has  been  bestowed 
upon  my  t-oUeague  the  senior  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  as  well 
as  a  great  responsibility. 

I  wish  to  congratulate  Senator  Edge  on  his  appointment  to 
represent  this  great  country  as  Its  ambassador  to  the  Republic 
of  France. 

Senator  Edge's  career  has  been  most  noteworthy,  and  it 
should  be  an  Inspiration  to  every  young  man  starting  on  life's 
journey. 

As  a  boy  he  was  attracted  to  the  Arid  of  the  newspaper, 
and.  as  a  natural  step,  to  that  of  advertising,  which  he  has  made 
his  life  work,  and  in  which  he  has  been  eminently  soccessfuL 


November  21 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5875 


Early  in  life  he  became  interested  in  affairs  of  the  State. 
Hi?  served  as  journal  clerk  and  as  secretary  of  the  New  Jersey 
S«  nate. 

When  the  War  with  Spain  was  declared  in  1898  Senator  Edge 
vciunteered  for  service  and  was  commissioneii  as  a  second 
lieutenant  in  the  Fourth  New  Jersey  Volunteer  Infantry.  He 
served  throughout  that  war,  and  after  peace  had  been  declared 
li€  still  retaineil  his  interest  in  military  affairs,  becoming  a 
ca:>taln  in  the  Third  Regiment  of  the  New  Jersey  National 
Gi  lard. 

Senator  Edge  has  served  his  State  and  party  with  distinction. 
H(?  has  been  a  presidential  elector,  an  alternate  delegate  at 
la 'ge,  and  as  delegate  at  large  to  several  Republican  National 
Ccnventions. 

Sleeted  to  the  House  of  Assembly  of  New  Jersey  in  1909, 
S<  nator  Edge  serve<l  In  that  body  as  Its  leader,  a  most  unusual 
honor  to  be  conferred  upon  a  new  member.  The  following  year 
Senator  Edge  was  elected  to  the  State  .senate,  sert'ing  in  that 
b<idy  as  majority  leader  and  as  president.  In  1916  Senator 
BiOE  was  elected  governor,  and  served  the  State  as  its  war 
gcvemor  during  the  World  War. 

Senator  Edge's  record  as  governor  of  the  State  is  one  that 
aiy  man  might  envy.  It  was  his  thought  and  conception  that 
caused  the  bridge  across  the  Delaware  River  l>etween  Camden 
aid  Philadelphia  to  be  constmcte<l,  that  caused  the  tunnel 
between  New  York  an«l  New  Jersey  to  be  constructe<l,  and 
caused  the  agreement  between  the  States  of  New  York  and 
N'w  Jersey  for  the  organization  of  what  is  knovin  as  the 
Port  of  New  York  Authority.  These  great  enterprises  for  the 
convenience  of  millions  of  people  who  are  using  them  every  day 
will  always  be  remembered  to  his  cre<lit  by  this  and  future 
gc  nerations. 

The  record  of  Senator  Edge  in  the  House  of  A.^sembly  of  New 
Jersey,  In  the  Senate  of  New  Jersey,  as  Governor  of  New  Jersey, 
ard  in  the  Senate  of  tlte  United  States  Is  one  of  Intelligent  and 
coastructive  statesmanship,  ami  it  is  with  deep  regret  that  the 
State  of  New  Jersey  releases  him  to  his  duties  as  ambassador 
to  France. 

1  venture  the  opinion  that  Senator  Edge  leaves  this  body  with 
a  rreat  deal  of  regret.  I  know  that  the  Senator  has  made  numj 
flmi  friends  while  here,  and  I  am  sure  It  must  be  wltli  reluc- 
tance that  be  Is  severing  his  relations  here. 

iliti  work  as  a  Member  of  the  TTniieil  States  Senate  has 
al  vays  been  for  the  gootl  and  l)enofit  of  his  State  as  well  as 
thf  country  at  large. 

Senator  Edge  has  been  an  able  statesman.  With  a  continua- 
tion of  this  admirable  quality  then,  indeed,  will  his  name  go 
dcwn  in  history  as  a  great  ambassador. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  Senator  Edge 
ei  tered  the  Senate  when  I  first  became  a  Member  In  April  of 
1*19.  He  lias  been  an  Industrious,  an  able,  and  an  honorable 
M?mber  of  this  body.  His  departure  to  another  post  of  public 
duty  is  a  distinct  loss  to  the  Senate.  However,  by  his  accept- 
ance of  the  ambassadorship  to  France  the  foreign  Diplomatic 
S<  rvlce  has  received  a  well-trained,  experienced  public  servant 
w  lo  will  add  to  the  prestige  and  influence  of  our  Government  in 
E  irope. 

In  the  absence  of  the  acting  leader  of  the  Democratic  Party 
li  the  Senate,  I  take  the  liberty  in  my  own  name  and  in  the 
ni  me  of  those  Senators  who  entered  the  Senate  at  the  time  when 
Senator  Edge  and  myself  came  here,  and  I  am  sure  al.so  in  the 
nrme  of  the  minority  Members  generally,  to  extend  our  con- 
giatulations  and  to  wish  him  a  notable  career  in  his  new  and 
important  post  of  duty. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  add  a  word  to 
w  lat  has  been  .said  alK)ut  Senator  Edge. 

In  New  York  we  regard  New  Jersey  as  our  very  closest  neigh- 
b<  r.  Sometimes  we  facetiously  refer  to  New  Jersey  as  the 
'*  >edroom  of  New  York,"  because  so  many  of  the  citizens  of 
N?w  Jersey  go  to  New  York  every  day  for  business  purposes. 

Senator  Edge  has  been  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  Senate  from 
me.  Perhaps  I  am  likely  to  be  in  many  things  In  bitter  oppo- 
sl  :lon  to  him.  But  I  have  always  found  him  to  be  so  mo*'h  of 
a  gentleman,  so  genial,  so  tactful,  so  kind  that  my  relations 
have  been  tho.se  which  might  be  called  brotherly  rather  than 
political  or  antagonistic  simply  from  a  political  standpoint. 

I  feel  It  Is  particularly  fortunate  that  Senator  Edge  is  sent  to 
France.  We  need  to  have  in  that  country  an  ambassador  who 
h^  the  many   fine  qualities,   peculiar  (]ualities,   posses.sed    by 

r.  Edob.  He  has  a  mind  and  a  personality  which  will  appeal 
the  French  people. 

I  want  to  say,  too,  if  I  may  in  all  propriety,  that  I  think 

rs.  Edge  will  honor  and  grace  the  embassy  in  France.  I  feel 
t  the  appointment  Is  a  peculiarly  fortunate  one,  not  alone 


because  of  the  abilities  possessed  by  the  new  ambassador  but 
on  account  of  those  possessed  by  his  charming  wife. 

For  my  part,  and  I  am  sure  I  spoak  for  many  acquaintances 
Mr  Edge  has  In  my  State,  we  congratulate  him  upon  his  ap- 
pointmeiit  We  congratulate  the  President  on  the  fact  that  he 
has  appointed  so  able  a  man.  We  wish  for  Ambassador  and 
Mrs.  Edge  long  life  and  every  success  In  maintaining  the  glory 
of  the  United  States  and  their  own  happiness  In  the  great 
capital  of  France. 

Mr.  SW ANSON.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  add  a  shorty  triD- 
ute  to  what  has  been  said  with  reference  to  Senator  Edges 
appointment  as  ambassador  to  Fram'C. 

All  Members  of  the  Senate  know  of  Senator  Edge's  geniality, 
his  pleasing  personality,  his  ability,  and  his  industry.  I  have 
had  occasion  to  serve  with  him  on  the  Foreign  Relations  Com- 
mittee for  many  years,  and  I  desire  to  bear  testimony  to  his 
fitness  for  his  new  position,  to  his  knowledge  of  foreign  affairs, 
to  his  breadth  of  thought,  and  his  disposition,  in  dealing  with 
foreign  affairs,  to  leave  politics  out  of  consideration.  Since  he 
has  served  upon  the  O^mmittee  on  Fi^eign  Relations  he  has 
disi)layed  no  partisanship. 

From  my  knowledge  of  Senator  Edge,  his  conduct,  his  indus- 
try,  his   ability,   as   displayed   in    the   Committee   on   Foreign 
Relations  and  in  all  his  activities  In  the  Senate,  I  am  satisfied 
,  that  a  wise,  suitable,  and  splendid  selection  has  been  made. 


RELIXr   OF   BOBKOWKKS    FBOH    FEDERAL   LAND   BANKS 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  did  I  understand  that  the  Sen- 
ator from  South  Carolina  desires  to  have  a  vote  upon  his  reso- 
lution? 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  would  like  to  have  a  vote. 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  shall  have  to  object. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Before  the  Senator  objects  let  me  state  the 
situation.  Matters  over  which  I  have  no  control  make  It  im- 
perative for  me  to  be  absent  to-morrow.  Of  course,  I  am  thor- 
oughly cognizant  of  the  rule  under  which  this  resolution  would 
have  to  go  over,  but  I  felt  that  my  colleagues  wouUl  extend  me 
the  courtesy  of  allowing  It  to  come  to  a  vote,  when  they  could 
take  whatever  action  they  thought  was  proper  In  their  judg- 
ment and  wisdom.  I  should  like  to  have  my  colleagues  extend 
to  me  the  right  to  have  the  matter  voted  on  to-day. 

The  matter  Is  more  than  simple.  I  want  to  reiterate,  I  am 
perfectly  aware  of  the  fact  that  this  bank  Is  a  private  Institu- 
tion, hut  It  was  created  by  Congress  for  a  specific,  definite  pur- 
pose, to  aid  home  owners  to  retain  their  homes,  and  to  aid  those 
who  did  not  own  Ijomes  to  acquire  homes.  It  provides  oppor- 
tunity for  a  long  period  of  amortization  in  the  case  of  a  loan, 
even  In  a  case  of  a  purchase,  or  In  the  redeeming  of  a  mortgage. 
This  resolution  simply  expres-ses  that  it  Is  the  feeling  of  the 
Senate  that,  In  the  discretion  of  the  authorities,  they  should 
extend  for  not  exceeding  60  days  proceedings  where  foreclosures 
are  now  about  to  be  executed. 

I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  are  numbers  of 
farmers  who,  through  no  lack  of  energy  or  effort  on  their  part, 
have  utterly  failed  to  make  enough  to  meet  their  interest 
payments. 

This  calamity  Is  so  disastrous,  so  far-reaching,  that  I  have 
drafted  a  resolution  which  will  provide  for  an  appropriation, 
authorizing  the  land  bank  to  use  its  discretion  In  those  cases 
where  delinquency  has  occurred,  not  on  account  of  any  fault  on 
account  of  the  borrowers,  but  on  account  of  weather  conditions, 
or  similar  causes,  over  which  the  borrower  has  no  control,  to 
give  a  deliuquout  at  their  discretion  a  reasonable  time  in  which 
to  pay  the  Interest- 
Last  year  I  appeared  before  the  Senate  and  asked  for  an 
appropriation  of  $15,000,000  to  enable  farmers  to  meet  their 
obligations  and  to  make  another  crop.  I  have  the  report  of  the 
oflkrers  who  had  that  matter  In  charge,  and,  despite  the  suc- 
ceeding disaster,  those  who  borrt*wed  have  paid  within  20  or  25 
per  cent  of  the  loans. 

Mr.   SMOOT      Mr.   President,   that   Is  an   entirely  different 
question  from  the  one  Involved  In  this  resolution. 

Mr.  SMITH.    No,  Mr.  President    Will  the  Senator  from  Utah 
allow  me  to  explain? 

Mr.   SMOOT.     Never  mind;  consider  that  I  have  not  said 

anything.  „       .  _i         ,  .. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Just  let  me  give  the  Senator  my  viewpoint. 
This  mimey  is  due,  just  as  money  wa.s  due  to  private  banks  in 
my  State  in  the  case  of  the  other  appropriation  I  got  All  I  am 
asking  Is  that  aid  be  extended  where  the  parties  are  worthy, 
where  they  are  good  moral  risks,  but  where,  slmi^y  on  account 
of  disasters  over  which  they  have  had  no  control,  they  can  not 
pay— that  the  Government,  as  it  has  created  this  Instrumen- 
tality to  help  In  emergencies  where  It  is  justifiable,  would  extend 
to  the  banks  the  amount  of  the  Interest,  and  have  the  delin- 
quent interest  cimrged  against  any  estate  that  was  mortgaged 


for  a  period  that  would  give  the  delinquent  a  chance  to  redeem 
his  property  If  the  season  were  sufficiently  favorable  to  enable 

him  to  make  any  money.  ,     ■,   j.       v  *  -,^ 

It  Is  exactly  analogous.  In  the  principle  Involved,  to  what  we 
did  last  vear,  because  we  extended  credit  to  enable  1*^^^*"?*^ 
to  meet  their  obligations  to  private  Institutions  that  sold  their 
fertiliser,  that  sold  feed,  that  sold  the  necessary  farm  equip- 
ment The  Institutions  were  not  able  to  advance  the  £redlt 
themselves,  the  farmer  was  not  able  to  buy  the  things  ^»e*<J®P» 
the  Government  stepped  In  and  made  credit  possible,  and  the 
borrowers  have  repaid  a  great  amount  of  the  loans. 

All  I  was  seeking  was  a  chance  to  ask  for  an  appropriation 
of  funds  which,  at  the  discretion  of  the  land-bank  authorities, 
they  could  use  to  meet  the  Interest  payments  In  worthy  cases, 
so  as  not  to  vitiate  in  any  way  at  all  the  sale  of  the  bonds  in 
the  open  market,  so  that  the  man  who  ovrued  the  land  where 
execution  was  pending  would  have  the  Government  extend  for 
a  reasonable  period  the  payment  of  the  interest,  and  then  ^^ J"^ 
comlitious  were  such  as  not  to  warrant  any  further  extension, 
to  foreclose  on  the  property. 

It  is  a  condition  which  I  sincerely  hope  will  never  be  repeated 
In  that  section  of  the  country  or  eLsewhere.  The  Members  of 
the  Swiate  can  not  understand  the  distressed  condition  over  a 
section  of  country  that  Is  entirely  too  large  and  the  conditions 
too  disastrous  for  the  local  community  to  absorb. 

I  realize  that  from  the  standpoint  of  ruthless  and  strict  busi- 
ness this  would  not  be  considered,  but  this  Is  an  emergency  case, 
in  which  the  United  States  Senate  is  asked  to  express  Itself  to 
the  officials  of  an  institution  which  It  created  for  a  specific  and 

definite  purpose.  ,..  ,  « 

I  was  hoping  that  we  might  have  a  vote  tm  this  resolution, 
expre8.«»iug  to  these  autlioritles  the  attitude  of  the  Senate,  rec- 
ommending a  reasonable  extension ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
if  the  Senate  determines  to  observe  the  rule,  anyone  can  objec^ 
and  this  matter  must  go  over,  in  which  event,  of  course,  I  would 
not  have  an  opportunity  to  press  It  at  this  session.  But  I  had 
hop<*d  that  a  vote  would  be  allowed  on  It. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Chair  understanda  objec- 
tion has  been  made. 

Mr,  SMITH.    Has  objection  been  made? 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    The  Chair  understands  that 
the  Senator  from  Utah  has  objected. 

Mr.  SMOOT,  Mr.  President,  as  a  firm  believer  in  and  as  a 
friend  to  the  Federal  Farm  Board  and  the  Federal  farm-loan 
system,  I  would  be  utterly  falling  In  my  duty  as  a  Senator  of 
the  United  States  if  I  did  not  object  to  this  resolution.  I  there- 
fore object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Objection  is  made,  and  the 
resolution  will  go  over.  .      .,. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  the  objection  carries  the  resolu- 
tion over.  Just  what  fate  It  would  have  had  had  it  been  al- 
lowed to  come  to  a  vote  I  do  not  know.  I  believe  that  a 
majority  of  the  Senate  would  have  passed  the  resolution.  I 
believe  that  there  are  enough  here  who  really  have  the  Interest 
of  the  individual  farmer  at  heart  to  have  voted  for  the  reso- 
lution. 

I  shall,  upon  the  reconvening  of  the  Congress,  press  a  reso- 
lution for  an  appropriation  from  the  Federal  Government  to 
take  care  of  delinquencies  that  have  occurred,  where  the  de- 
linquent is  thoroughly  worthy  of  an  extension,  and  unable  to 
save  his  homa 

Mr.  President,  certain  things  are  legally  right  and  morally 
wrMig.  I  suppose  It  was  perfectly  legal  for  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  notify  the  pii)lic  that  he  would  reduce  the  rate  on 
incomes  totaling  a  loss  to  the  Treasury  of  $160,000,000.  and  It 
was  proclaimed  throughout  thg  country  as  being  a  masterful 
stroke  In  relieving  the  distressed  situation — God  save  the  mark — 
amongst  those  who  pay  an  Income  tax.  Here  Is  an  effort  that 
may  be  mistaken  In  Its  purpose  to  try  to  relieve  those  who  have 
no  Income,  but  who  produce  that  out  of  which  incomes  are  at 
all  possible,  and  I  am  met  with  objection,  not  with  sympathetic 
objection!  no,  but  with  an  objection  that  we  must  not  inter- 
fere with  the  holy  of  holies  which  has  money  in  the  banking 
institutions  of  the  country. 

I  realize,  as  well  as  the  Swoator  from  Utah  and  others, 
that  under  our  form  of  organized  society  we  must  hold  in  full 
faith  and  honor  the  repositories  of  accumulated  wealth  of  the 
country.  But  when  we  get  to  that  point  where  the  Institu- 
tions are  to  be  considered  sacred,  while  hundreds  and  thou- 
sands of  Americans,  touched  by  the  hand  of  Providence  and 
rendered  Impotent  while  they  are  struggling  day  and  night  In 
the  lowly  vocation  of  agriculture,  must  be  brushed  aside  with- 
out a  word  because  we  might  break  the  sacred  theory  of  the 
preservation  of  a  certain  statute,  then  I  must  protest  most 
vlgoroudy. 
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I  have  In  my  heart  to  say  things  that  I  ought  not  perhaps 
here  to  aay,  but  the  attitude  vt  certain  Members  liere  almost 
t)etray8  me  Into  saying  them.  No  suggestion  has  been  made 
from  any  quarter,  while  the  cry  has  come  from  the  distressed 
peoples  ftf  the  country,  that  their  own  Governnient,  or  the  in- 
strumentality which  their  own  Governmeut  set  up.  is  a  Frank- 
enstein or  Juggernaut  that  is  more  heartless  in  its  exactions,  Its 
ultimate  exactions,  than  were  the  private  institutions. 

I  have  intrt»duced  this  resolution  thinlciug  perhaps  that  I 
would  have  at  least  the  sympathetic  attitude  of  my  colleagues. 
The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoui]  said  he  would  be  derelict 
in  his  duty  as  a  Senator  if  he  said  only  one  word  along  the  line 
of  extending  aid  to  those  who,  aside  from  providential  forces, 
by  the  very  nature  of  the  condition  into  which  he  and  others 
of  lilte  mind  hav^  forced  the  producers  of  this  country.  The 
iniquitous  high-protective  tariff,  added  to  the  unfortunate  sea- 
mni,  have  reduced  the  agriculturists  of  this  country  to  peasan- 
try. When  I,  standing  here  In  my  place,  ask  for  a  little  stay 
«jf  proceedings  that  would  save  a  humble  citizen  perhaps  bis 
<lirlMtmas  in  his  own  home.  I  am  met  with  the  objtvtUtu  that 
perhapM  it  is  jeopurdlzinc  the  bond  sale  of  this  institutioo.  I 
tried  to  safefuard  that  ami  tried  to  make  it  appereot,  as  1 
am  ctmvinccd  in  my  own  mind  after  having  studied  the  situa- 
tion, that  only  those  who  are  (tvinmul  to  this  matter  could  see 
In  it  any  danger  to  the  credit  of  tb«  institntlon  In  the  bond 
marketa  of  the  world  or  to  the  pobllc.  Here  we  have  a  condi- 
tion,  a  cry  coming  up  from  all  over  the  country,  not  alooe  as 
the  result  of  the  unfavorable  condition  of  the  season,  but  a  cry 
that  Is  so  universal  that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
bad  to  call  an  extraordinary  session  of  the  Conffreas  to  enact 
legislation  to  give  agriculture  a  chance. 

That  condition  did  not  arise  alone  from  a  disastrous  season. 
The  fact  of  the  business  is  tiiat  the  cry  went  up  that  we  had 
a  surplus,  that  we  had  more  than  we  could  sell,  and  yet.  like 
Tantalus,  the  poor  farmer  stood  in  the  stream  of  prosperity 
with  the  power  denied  him  to  get  his  lips  low  enough  to  drink 
the  golden  tide.  No;  he  stood  knee-deep  In  the  so-called  pros- 
perity, naked  and  pauperized,  and  it  became  so  scandalous,  such 
a  universal  scandal,  such  a  reflection  upon  our  form  of  govern- 
ment, that  the  President  saw  flt  to  call  an  extraordinary  session 
of  Congress  to  relieve  the  situation. 

In  general  terms  we  have  talked :  we  have  talked  general 
things  and  have  not  done  a  specific  thing.  Now,  when  a  specific 
case  is  called  to  our  attention  and  a  specific  remedy  can  be 
aH>lted  to  a  specific  individual,  then,  "  No ;  oh,  no !  Let  us  talk 
generalities ! "  Let  us  stand  here  and  talk  in  glittering  terms 
of  the  poor  distressed  individual  and  then  let  us  pass  him  a 
Icvion ;  let  us  hypnotize  him  and  make  him  think  that  quinine 
Is  sugar.  That  has  been  done  here,  and  yet  we  refuse  our  aid 
when  a  specific  case  of  mercy,  simple  mercy,  is  asked  by  some 
lonely  home,  some  distressed  home,  pleading  that  there  may  be 
something  done  for  an  American  citizen.  Perhaps  that  lowly 
home  may  shelter  a  gold-star  mother.  What  does  she  think 
of  a  Qovemmeot  which,  under  the  exaction  of  a  law  that  has 
been  passed,  is  going  to  turn  her  and  her  boys  out  and  no  Santa 
Claus  to  come?  We  raise  our  brows  to  express  the  majesty 
of  the  law  while  the  innocent  victims  of  both  legislation  and 
season  are  losing  their  homes. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  a  pessimist,  and  I  hope  I  am  not  a 
fool.  We  are  creating  bolshevists  just  as  fast  as  the  wheels 
of  time  can  move.  Think  of  a  condition  in  a  boasted  democratic 
ctKmtry,  where  $60,000,000,000  were  wiped  out  from  the  so- 
called  value  of  stock,  and  when  the  $80,000,000,000  was  gone 
the  Ibices  of  the  stock  were  not  yet  as  low  as  reasonable  divi- 
dends would  justify.  With  farmers  depressed  and  starving, 
with  the  laborer  getting  an  Inadequate  pay.  there  was  such  a 
vast  accumulation  of  wealth  in  America  that  there  could  be 
poured  into  one  corner  of  the  country  an  aggregaticm  of  wealth 
that  could  lose  $60,000,000,000  from  that  pyramided  value  and 
still  nor  have  the  stocks  down  to  where  the  price  current  after 
the  break  justified  a  reasonable  dividend. 

Wliat  happened?  The  moment  the  crash  came  the  adminis- 
tration and  the  financial  forces  of  America  were  joining  together 
to  create  confidence — where?  To  create  confidence  in  the  stock 
and  bond  issues  of  the  country.  Mr.  President,  we  all  remem- 
ber that  in  1920,  on  May  21,  the  advisory  council  and  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  met  and  decreed  deflation, 
but  do  we  remember  that  the  prices  of  the  unprotected  com- 
modities of  the  country  toppled  to  where  it  spelled  the  ruin  and 
the  disaster  of  the  lab<»er  and  the  producer?  Cotton  fen  frtxn 
40  cents  a  pound  to  where  it  scarcely  could  be  marketed.  Wheat 
fell  to  where  it  did  not  pay  to  take  it  from  the  field.  Cattle 
were  a  drug  on  the  market.  I  was  a  member  of  the  subcMn- 
mlttee  that  went  to  see  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  along 
with  two  weatem  Senators  to  see  if  there  could  be  negotiated 
a  loan  of  160.000,000  to  save  the  breeding  catUe  of  the  West 
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Till  It  loan  was  promised  on  the  condition  that  Mr.  J.  P.  Morgan, 
wh^  was  present  in  the  conference  with  certain  other  bankers, 
would  underwrite  the  loan. 

lid  anyone  hear  at  that  time  a  cry  from  the  administration 
ant  from  the  powers  that  be  that  we  must  come  to  the  rescue 
of  the  basic  industry  of  America?  Not  a  word  !  Not  one  word  t 
Th«  farmers  were  left  to  become  haukrupL  Eighty-seven  per 
cen  of  the  farms  of  America  are  under  mortgage  as  the  result 
of  that  contemplated,  studied  crime  against  the  American  people. 
We  heard  no  one  in  the  high  places  of  tinunce  suggest  that  they 
shoiild  go  and  stabilize  wheat,  stabilize  cotton,  stabilize  cattle. 
No  the  farmer  Is  the  plaything  of  American  politics.  The  dis- 
organized farmers,  representing  in  our  political  division  what 
la  does  among  the  nations  of  the  earth,  being  unorganized 
unable  to  help  themMelves,  are  the  football  of  the  political 
ies  ot  the  country, 

r.  President.  I  have  done  my  duty.  I  shall  continue  to  try 
vring  relief  to  theme  who  do  not  anderstand  and  do  not  care 
indmtarid  the  Mltuation.  All  they  <lo  understand  Is  that  cer* 
inatltntlons  must  not  even  seemingly  tx'  jpofiardized. 
len  the  new  scsKioii  of  Congress  assetuUeM  in  iJfcemlter.  I 
II  Introduce  my  proiNMitimt,  I  am.  however,  disappiHnted 
amazed  that  even  this  word  of  cheer  Mhould  lie  detile<i  and  a 
ipathetic  attitude  Mhould  not  be  assumcil  in  this  em4>rK(>ncy 
by  [the  Heuite  of  the  United  States.  1  believe.  Mr.  President, 
the  objection  to  my  reitolution  not  been  luteriHMed,  It  would 
haie  been  adopted.  For  fear  that  I  might  say  too  much  under 
the  circumMtances.  I  shall  content  myself  with  what  I  have  al- 
refljdy  said,  and  shall  leave  the  reMponslbllity  of  this  action  where 
ow  rents.  Doing  so,  however,  does  not  discharge  ray  whole 
nsibility,  and  at  the  proper  time  I  shall  give  the  Senate 
her  opportunity  to  act  on  the  resolution, 
r,  McNARY,  Mr.  President,  I  have  only  a  word  to  say  in 
rence  to  thi.s  matter.  I  would  not  delay  the  debate  on  the 
tariff  bill  for  one  moment  were  It  not  for  the  fact  that  I  prom- 
another  Senator  that  I  would  confer  with  the  chairman  of 
thd  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board  relative  to  the  reHolution  which 
ha^  been  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  I  did 
so.  I  not  only  by  telei:^one  but  that  official  paid  me  a  personal 
vist  a  few  moments  ago,  and  stated  that  he  is  very  much  op- 
posed to  the  favorable  consideration  of  the  Senator's  resolution, 
t>e<  Buse  it  would  probably  have  an  unfavorable  effect  upon  the 
deqenture  market. 

veryone  knows  the  delicate  situation  which  now  exists  in 
rd  to  the  sale  of  Government  del)enture8,  and  out  of  respect 
forf  the  judgment  of  the  Federal  Farm  Board  I  make  this  very 
brief  statement  Under  the  rule,  and  subject  to  the  objection 
of  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  the  resolution  goes  over 
foij  the  day,  as  I  understand? 

e  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  resolution  will  go  over  under 
rule. 

RADIO   BROADCASTINO 

r.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  have  waited  almost  all  of  yester- 
and  a  considerable  part  of  to-day  and  should  refrain  now 
frAm  taking  the  time  I  am  about  to  take,  hut  It  seems  as 
thi>ugh  the  Senate  will  not  do  anything  except  talk  about  other 
quisticNis  than  the  tariff  bill,  and  so  I  might  just  as  w(41  take 
a  ittle  time  also.  I  do  not  mean  by  that  that  I  agree  with  all 
of  the  paid-for  opinions  of  Mr.  Baboon  or  of  newspaper  edi- 
torials, but  I  do  think  that  the  people  of  this  country  are  getting 
til  em!  of  the  Senate  talking  on  everything  besides  the  tariff  bill, 
aod  I  do  not  want  to  add  very  much  to  such  talk. 

iiy  purpose  in  rising  is  to  ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
thj  report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Radio  Broadcasting  of 
Ciinada,  together  with  the  recommeudaJons  that  are  made. 
Tils  document  has  been  referred  to  by  the  newspapers  and  some 
ex;erpts  have  been  made  from  it.  It  is  a  very  important  docu- 
m(  nt  and  I  should  like  to  have  it  printed  in  the  Rbcord  at  this 
pc  nt. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  report  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

Rbpost  o»  thr  Rotal  Commission  on    Radio   RaoADCAarfNo 

TH»    BOTAL    COMHISSIO.N    ON    BAOIO    BBOADCASTIXO 

}ir  Jolin  Aird,  president  Canadian  Bank  of  Commerce  (chairman), 
Toronto,  Ontario. 

niarles  A.  Bowman,  Esq..  editor  Citizen,  Ottawa,  Ontario. 
Aasastln    Frlgon.    D.    Sc,    director    Ecole    Polytechnigue.    Montreal. 
QvBtiec:  director  general  technical  education.  Province  of  Quebec.  Mont- 
rej  1,  Quebec 

>oii«ld  Hanson.  Esq.,  secreUry,  chief  Inspector  of  radio.  Department 
of  Marine,  Ottawa.  Ontario. 

TBBMS   OF   BSmiNCS 

•To  examine  Into  the  broadcasting  sltuaUon  In  the  Dominion  of 
Caoada  and  to  make  recommeadationa  to  the  Goremment  as  to  Ue 
fa  UP*  sdmlnlst ration,  management,  control,  and  flnancln*  theraoL" 
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BXFOBT 

•me  Hon.  P.  J.  A.  Cabdin, 

Uininter  of  Marine  and  Fiaheriet,  Ottatca,  Ontario. 
Sib  :  We  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following  report  on  the  subject 
of  radio  broadcasting,  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  Order  In 
Council  P.  C.  2108  : 

OBJECT   or    COMMISSION 

The  Royal  Commission  on  Radio  Broadcasting  was  appointed  by  the 
Oovernment  to  Inquire  into  the  existing  situation  in  Canada  and  to 
oxajpine  the  dlfferpnt   methods  adopted  in  other  countries. 

The  purpose  of  the  inquiry  was  to  determine  how  radio  broadcasting 
In  Canada  could  be  most  effectively  carried  on  in  the  Interesta  of 
Canadian  listeners  and  In  the  national  interests  of  Canada. 

According  to  the  terms  of  referencr  of  the  order  in  council  appoint- 
ing the  comml>mion,  It  was  required:  "To  examine  into  the  broad- 
casting situation  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and  to  ronke  recommenda- 
tions to  the  aorernm«nt  as  to  the  futnrr  sdmlnistratMn,  management, 
control,  and  financing  thereof." 

MCTHmOS    in    OTBKB    COCMTSiBM 

Bvfore  setting  out  to  hold  meetings  In  Canada  we  considered  It  wise 

to  vUlt  some  of  thi>  countries  abroad  where  broadrainlng  U  well  organ- 

Iwrd  or  In  in  process  ot  orgunlz<ittoo,  so  that  we  would  be  In  a  pu»ltloD, 

if  ne<e«iMiry,  to  discuss  with  the  provlDclal  nutborltles  of  Canada  and 

ot»»«rii  the  rolsUve  miflts  «f  th'  different  methods  eropl<iyed.     We  found 

broadttistlng    especially    well    organlwd    In    Great    Britain    under    the 

BilUah  Broadcasting  Corporation,  and  In  Germany,  wber.-  the  radio  scrv- 

let  In  aUo  uiidiT  a  form  of  pobllc  ownership,  control,  and  operation.     In 

Franc*-  the  Mltuation   han   been   studied  by   a  OovernnM'Ot  commission. 

No  definite  statement,  however,  rnn  be  made  at  the  pnscnt  time  as  to 

the    recommeniiatlona   of    the    commlKsion.      Everywhere    In    Europe    we 

found    Inquiries    being    conducted    under    gorernmrnt    susplceu    for    the 

pnrpo>«e  of  organizing  brosdcaiitlng  on  a  nation-wide  basis  In  the  public 

InteriHf.      In   addition   to   London,   Berlin.    PaHs,   and   Ulle,  we  visited 

The   llsgue,   Brussels,   Geneva,    iJublln.   and   Belfast.      A   visit   was  also 

made  to  New  York,  where  methods  followed  by  the  Natlonsl  Brosdcast- 

Ing  Co.  were  observed.     We  have  also  received  Information  from  Union 

Int«rnailonfll«»  de  Radlophonle  at  Geneva  and  other  sources  concerning 

broadcasting  In  countries  which  were  not  visited. 

A  ststemrnt  of  methods  followed  In  other  countries  Is  shown  In 
Appendix  I. 

SITUATION    IK    CANADA 

We  have  held  public  sessions  In  25  Canadian  cities.  Including  the 
cspltals  of  the  nine  Provinces.  One  hundred  and  sixty-four  persons  sub- 
mitted verbal  statements  at  these  sessions;  In  addition,  we  have  received 
124  written  statements      (See  Appendix  II.) 

Conferences  were  held  with  the  authorities  of  nine  Provinces,  who 
gave  every  assistance  to  the  commission  and  promised  their  cooperation 
in  the  organization  of  broadcasting.  Written  statements  giving  this 
assurance  have  been  received  from  tbem  (see  Appendix  III).  Resolu- 
tions have  also  been  received  from  numerous  representative  bodies,  the 
large  majority  favoring  the  placing  of  broadcasting  on  a  basis  of  public 
service. 

In  our  Bur\-ey  of  conditions  in  Canada  we  have  ht-ard  the  present 
radio  situation  discussed  from  many  angles,  with  considerable  diversity 
of  opinion.  There  has,  however,  been  unanimity  on  one  fundamental 
question— Canadian  radio  listeners  want  Canadian  broadcasting.  This 
■ervice  is  at  preset  providetK  by  stations  owned  by  private  enterprise 
and  with  the  exception  of  two.  owned  by  the  Government  of  the  Prov- 
ince of  Manltobji.  are  operated  by  the  licensees  for  purposes  of  gain 
or  for  publicity  in  connection  with  the  licensees'  business.  We  believe 
that  private  entcn'rise  is  to  be  commended  for  its  effort  to  provide 
entertainment  for  the  benefit  of  the  public  with  no  direct  return  of 
revenue.  This  lack  of  revenue  has,  however,  tended  more  and  more  to 
force  too  much  advertising  upon  the  listener.  It  also  would  api^ar 
to  result  In  the  crowding  of  stations  Into  urbjin  centers  and  the  conse- 
quent duplication  of  services  in  such  places,  leaving  other  large  popu 
Lited  areas  ineffectively  served. 

The  potentialities  of  broadcasting  as  au  instrument  of  education  have 
been  impressed  upon  us ;  educatlou  in  the  broad  sense,  not  only  as  It  Is 
conducted  in  the  schools  and  colleges,  but  In  providing  entertainment 
and  of  informing  the  public  on  questions  of  national  interest.  Many 
persons  appearing  before  us  liave  expressed  the  view  that  they  would 
like  to  have  an  exchange  of  programs  with   the  different  parts  of  the 

country. 

At  present  the  majority  of  programs  heard  are  from  sources  outside 
of  Canada.  It  Ims  been  emphasised  to  us  that  the  continued  reception 
of  these  has  a  tendency  to  mold  the  minds  of  the  young  people  In  the 
home  to  Ideals  and  opinions  that  are  not  Canadian.  In  a  country  of 
the  vast  geographical  dimensions  of  Canada,  broadcasting  will  undoubt- 
edly become  a  great  force  In  fostering  a  national  spirit  and  interpreting 
national  citizenship. 

At  the  conclusion  of  our  inquiries  It  Is  our  task,  the  Importance  of 
which  we  are  deeply  conscious,  to  suggest  the  means  ss  to  how  broad 
casting  can  be  carried  on  in  the  interests  of  Canadian  listeners  and  In 


the  naUonal  interests  of  Canada.  The  order  In  council  appointing  us 
to  undertake  this  work  contains  the  suggestion  that  the  desired  end 
might  be  achieved  In  several  ways  provided  funds  are  available,  via : 

(a)  The  establi!?hment  of  one  or  more  groups  of  stations  operated  by 
private  enterprise  in  receipt  of  a  sulwldy  from  the  Government. 

(b)  The  establishment  and  operation  of  stations  by  a  Government- 
owned  and  financed  company. 

(c)  The  establishment  and  operation  of  stations  by  provincial  gov- 
ernments. 

We  have  examined  and  considered  the  farts  and  circumstances  as  they 
have  come  before  us.  As  our  foremost  duty  we  have  concentrated  our 
attention  on  the  broader  consideration  of  the  Interests  of  the  listening 
public  and  of  the  nation.  From  what  we  have  learned  In  our  tovestl- 
gntlons  and  studies  we  are  Impelled  to  the  conclusion  that  these  IntereKts 
can  be  adequately  served  only  by  aorne  form  of  public  ownership,  opera- 
tion, and  cjntrol  behind  which  Is  the  national  power  and  prestige  of  the 
whole  inibllc  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

PROrOSEO   OMfJANIXATION 

The  system  which  we  propose  does  not  fall  wllbln  the  exact  category 
of  any  of  tho«e  wugg<-st»<l  In  tb<'  order  la  council,  Isit  l«  one  which 
might  tie  regarded  as  a  modlflcstlon  of  (b).  i.  e„  "  the  .•stabllabment  and 
operation  of  stations  by  a  (kMremment-owned  and  flnaoced  cflmpany." 
As  a  fundamental  principle,  we  believe  that  any  broadcasting  organisa- 
tion mu»t  Ije  opirated  on  a  has.*  of  isjbllc  uervlce.  Tb«-  stations  pro- 
viding a  uerrltx  ot  this  kind  »liould  be  owned  and  operated  by  one 
uatioaal  company.  Kucli  a  comiwuy  should  be  vested  with  tl»e  full 
powero  and  authority  of  any  private  enterprtae,  Its  status  and  duties 
corrcMpondinK  to  tboae  of  a  public  utility.  It  la  deslrat»W>.  Iiowever,  that 
provincial  authorities  ithould  be  in  a  powltloo  to  exercise  full  control  over 
the  programx  of  the  »tatlon  or  stations  In  their  respective  area*.  Any 
recommendation  which  we  offer  la  primarily  made  with  this  object  In 
view.  As  to  what  extent  the  Provinces  should  participate  in  effecting 
this  control,  of  course,  is  a  matter  which  could  be  decided  between  them- 
selves and  the  Dominion  Government  authorities. 

In  order  satisfactorily  to  meet  these  requirements  which  we  have 
outlined,  we  recommend  the  following  organization : 

(DA  national  company  which  will  own  and  operate  all  radio  broad- 
casting stations  located  In  the  l»minion  of  Canada,  the  company  to  l>e 
called  the  Canadian  Radio  Broadcasting  Co.   (C.  B.  B.  C). 

(2)  A  provincial  mdio  brondcastlng  director  for  each  Province,  who 
win  have  full  control  of  the  programs  broadcast  by  the  station  or 
stations  located  within  the  boundaries  of  the  Province  for  which  he  Is 
responsible.  Some  Provinces  might  consider  it  desirable  to  place  the 
control  of  broadcnstlng  under  a  provincial  commission.  This  is  a  matter 
to  be  determined  by  the  Provinces  concerned.  .,,-. , 

(3)  A  provincial  advisory  council  on  radio  brondcastlng  for  each 
Province  to  act  in  an  advisory  capacity  through  the  provincial  authority. 

PKBSONNSL 

The  company:  It  Is  Important  that  the  board  or  governing  body  of 
the  company  should  be  fuUy  representative  of  the  Dominion  and  provin- 
cial interests  so  that  the  closest  cooperation  among  different  parts  of 
the  country  may  be  maintained.  In  order  that  this  may  be  accom- 
plished we  would  recommend  that  the  governing  l)ody  or  board  of  the 
company  should  be  composed  of  12  members,  3  more  particularly  repre- 
senting the  Dominion  and  1  representing  each  of  tlie  Provinces;  the 
mode  of  appointment  of  the  provincial  directors  to  be  decided  upon  by 
agreement  between  the  Dominion  and  provincial  authorities. 

Provincial  control :  The  representative  of  the  Province  on  the  board  of 
the  national  company  would  be  the  provincial  director.  In  the  event  of 
any  Province  apijolntlng  a  provincial  commission,  the  provincial  di- 
rector should  be  the  chairman  of  such  commission. 

Provincial  advisory  councils:  We  would  suggest  that  eadi  council 
should  be  et»mposed  of  members  representative  of  the  responsible  bodies 
Interested  in  radio  broadcasting. 

buoaix:a.stinq  stations 

Stations  under  proposed  organization :  It  Is  to  be  hoped  that  the 
system  will  eventually  cover  effectively  and  consistently  that  vast  north- 
ern territory  of  Canada  which  at  present  has  comparatively  few  in- 
habitants at  remote  nnd  scattered  points  but  which  may  come  to  be  as 
densely  populated  as  some  European  countries  in  the  same  latitude. 
The  company's  immediate  objective  should  be,  however,  to  provide  good 
reception  over  the  entire  settled  region  of  the  country  during  daylight 
or  dark  under  normal  conditions  on  a  5-tube  receiving  set.  (Bec»>lvlng 
sets  employing  less  than  five  tubes  nre.  In  general,  tending  to  go  out  of 
use.)  How  this  requirement  can  best  be  met  will  be  a  question  with 
which  the  experts  Intrusted  with  the  responsibility  will  have  to  deaL 
However,  irom  our  own  observations  and  from  Information  we  have 
received,  we  believe  it  has  been  fairly  well  established  In  practice  that 
high-power  stations  are  needed  to  reach  consistently  with  good  results 
the  maximum  nnml>er  of  people.  We  would  like,  therefore,  to  recom- 
mend ns  a  matter  for  consideration  the  establishment  of  seven  stations, 
each  having  an  aerial  Input  of,  say,  50,u00  watt*  ;  one  statk-n  to  be 
suitably   located   In   each    I'rovince.   except    In   New    Brunswick,    Nova 
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Scotia,  aod  Prince  Edward  Island,  where  one  station  coold  be  centrally 
located  to  Mrre  these  three  Provinces.  The  proposed  hJgb-power  sta- 
tions could  form  the  nacleos  of  tbe  system  and  as  each  anlt  were 
bronght  Into  operation  it  could  be  ascertained  what  local  areas,  If  any, 
were  Ineffectlrely  served  and  stations  of  smaller  power  coold  accord- 
ingly be  established  to  serre  these  places. 

We  woold  also  suggest  that  the  high-power  stations  might  be  so  de- 
signed as  to  permit,  in  time,  an  lncrea.se  of  power  to  an  economic  maxi- 
mum And  of  being  so  modeled  as  ultimately  to  provide  for  two  programs 
being  broadcast  simultaneously  on  different  wave  lengths. 

It  is  well,  perhaps,  to  point  ont  here  the  necessity  of  locating  broad- 
casting stationa  at  suitable  distances  from  centers  of  population  to  ob- 
viat*  blanketing  of  reo'ption  from  outside  points.  The  need  for  this 
has  been  amply  demonstrated  to  us. 

We  think  it  Is  Important  tbat.  to  provide  the  fullest  scope  for  the 
proposed  system  and  in  tbe  interests  of  the  whole  country,  all  facilities 
necessary  for  chain  broadcasting  be  made  available  in  order  to  permit 
simultaneous  brondcnsting  by  the  entire  group  of  stations  from  coast 
to  coast  or  by  such  grouping  in  different  regions  aa  may  be  considered 
desirable  from  time  to  time. 

We  are  of  opinion  that  the  question  of  the  development  of  broadcast- 
ing far  bejond  its  present  state,  which  may  Include  television,  is  one  of 
great  inTportance  and  should  be  closely  kept  pace  with  so  that  the  service 
in  Canada  would  continue  equal  to  that  In  any  other  coontry. 

Provisional  broadcasting  service :  While  we  believe  that  the  proposed 
organisation  should  be  adopted  and  establishment  of  the  high-power 
stations  proceeded  with  aa  soon  as  possible,  it  seems  necessary  that 
provisional  service  be  famished.  To  do  this,  we  recommend  that  one 
existing  station  in  each  area  be  taken  over  from  private  enterprise  and 
continued  in  operation  by  the  Canadian  Radio  Broadcasting  Co.  until 
such  time  as  the  larger  stations  in  the  proposed  scheme  are  placed  in 
operation.  The  existing  stations  carrying  on  the  provisional  service 
could  then  t>e  closed. 

The  stations  selected  for  the  provisional  service  should  be  so  chosen 
from  those  at  present  In  existence  as  to  provide  maximum  possible 
coverage.  All  remaining  stations  located  or  giving  a  doplication  of  serv- 
ice In  the  same  area  should  be  closed  down.  We  understand  that  under 
the  provisions  of  the  radiotelegraph  a.t,  the  licenses  now  In  effect  may 
be  allowed  to  expire  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  or  they  may  be  termi- 
nated at  any  time  at  the  pleasure  of  the  licensing  authority  without 
legal  obligation  to  pay  compensation.  We  would  recommend,  neverthe- 
less, that  reasonable  compensation  be  allowed  such  of  the  broadca8tlng> 
stations  at  present  In  active  operation  for  apparatus  as  may  be  decided 
by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  the  licensing  authority. 

The  apparatus  for  which  compensation  is  paid  should,  we  think,  be- 
come the  property  of  the  Canadian  Radio  Broadcasting  Co.  The  more 
modern  and  efficient  sets  of  such  apparatus  could  then  become  available 
for  reerection  as  might  be  deeme<l  necessary  by  the  company. 

nxANca 
Cost  of  e8tabH;<hing  stations  in  proposed  organization :  The  stations 
forming  the  system  In  the  proposed  organization  should  be  well  and 
fully  equipped.  The  cost  of  Installing  the  seven  high-power  units  would 
probably  approximate  13.000,000.  There  would,  however,  be  consid- 
erable salvage  value  in  the  plants  taken  over.  Assuming  that  four 
smaller  stations,  three  5,000-watt  and  one  600-watt,  would  be  needed 
to  furnish  a  supplementary  service  in  local  areas  not  effectively  reached 
by  the  high-power  units,  an  additional  amount  of  possibly  $225,000 
would  have  to  be  spent  in  reerectlng  apparatus  taken  over  from  present 
station  owners.  These  expenses  would  represent  a  capiUl  expenditure 
of  13,225.000. 

In  addition  to  this,  compensation  would  have  to  be  paid  to  owners 
of  existing  stations  which  we  think  should  be  met  out  of  an  appro- 
priation made  by  Parliament. 

Cost  of  operation  :  The  service  provided  would  necessarily  have  to 
be  of  h  high  order.  A  toUl  annual  expenditure  for  operation  of  the 
entire  organisation  proposed,  including  supplementary  stations,  would 
seem  to  require  a  minimum  of  approximately  12,500,000.  In  addi- 
tion. th«  qaesUon  of  Interest  on  capital  and  sinking  fund  would  have 
to  be  considered. 

Revenue :  Varloos  methods  have  been  suggested  to  us  as  to  how 
revenue  might  be  raised  fully  to  meet  the  cost  of  a  broadcasting  sys- 
tem. If  the  general  public  as  a  whole  were  listeners,  there  might  be 
no  Just  reason  why  the  full  cost  of  carrying  on  a  broadcasting  service 
could  not  be  met  out  of  an  appropriation  made  by  Parliament  from 
public  funds.  It  la  conceivable  that  that  time  will  come,  but  under 
existing  conditions,  we  would  not  feel  Justified  In  suggesting  that  the 
general  public  should  be  required  to  pay  for  the  whole  of  the  service 
which  only  those  possessing  radio  receiving  sets  can  enjoy.  On  the 
other  hand,  however,  radio  broadcasting  is  becoming  more  and  more  a 
public  service  and  In  view  of  Ita  educative  value  on  broad  lines,  and 
Its  importance  as  a  medium  for  promoting  national  unity,  it  appears 
to  us  reasonable  that  a  proportion  of  the  expenses  of  the  system  should 
be  met  ont  of  public  funds. 

Three  sources  from  which  revenue  could  be  derived  are  suggetited. 
▼Is: 

(1)  License  feesj 
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)   Rental  of  time  on  broadcasting  stations  for  programs  employing 
indirect  advertising ; 

)   Subsidy  from  the  Dominion  Qovernment. 
Incense  fees:  A  fee  of  $1  is  at  present  charged  for  a  receiving  license. 
per  cent  of  all  license  fees  collected  in  Manitoba  is  paid  over  to 
government    of    that    Province    toward    the    maintenance    of    th« 
proflncial-owned  broadcasting  stations  at  Winnipeg  and  Brandon.     With 
exception,   no   contribution   to   the   cost  of  broadcast   programs  in 
is  made  from  fees  collected,  which  revert  to   the  revenue  fund 
Dominion  Ciovernment. 
should    be    pointed    out,    however,    tbat    the    marine    department, 
thn  ugh  its  radio  branch,  maintains  a  service  to  broadcast  listeners  in 
8up)res8lng  extraneous  noises  interfering  with  radio   reception,  at  an 
p'nditure    in    proportion    to    the    amount    of    revenue    received    from 
license  fees. 

information  we  have  received   seems  to  Indicate  that   listeners 

not  be  averse   to  an  increase  in   the  license  fee  If  an    improved 

broadcasting    service    could    be    provided.     In    Great    Britain 

fee  is  10  shillings  i>er  annum.     In  Germany  and  Japan  an  amount 

app^xlmating  |6  a  year  Is  collected.     In  Australia  the  annual  fee  Is  24 

We  are  of  opinion,  however,  that  while  the  present  fee  should 

Increased,  the  amount  should  not  be  so  high  as  to  prove  burdensome 

those  of  limited  means.     A  fee  of  |3  per  year  would  seem  reasonable 

would  at  the  same  time  yield  a  fair  amount  of  revenue.     We  recom- 

that  the  fee  be  fixed  at  this  amount. 

the  basis  of  the  number  of  licenses  now  In  effect — approximately 

000 — a  gross  revenue  of  $900,000  per  annum  would  be  available  from 

source.     The  number  of  licenses  may  be  expected  to  increase  from 

to  year.     We  think  that  radio  dealers  should  be  required  to  collect 

license  fee  whenever  a  receiving  set  is  sold. 

ROTAL   COMMISSION 

I    of    time    for    programs    employing    indirect    advertising :  Tha 
program  should  probably   have  advertising,   both  direct   and  indi- 
entirely   eliminated.      Direct   advertising   is   used    to   considerable 
by  broadcasting  stations  at  the  present  time  as  a  means  of  rais- 
revenue  to  meet  the  expense  of  operation.      In  our  survey  of  the 
situation  in  Canada  we  have  heard  much  criticism  of  this  class  of  ad« 
ng-      We   think  it   should   be  entirely   eliminated   in   any   natonal 
Direct  advertising  is  defined  as  extolling  the  merits  of  soma 
particular  article  of  merchandise  or  commercial  service.     Manufacturers 
others  interested   in   advertising   have   expressed   the   opinion    that 
should  be  allowed  to  continue  advertising  through  the  medium  of 
broaklcastlng  to  meet  the  competition   coming  from   the   United   States. 
:hlnk  that  this  can  be  satisfactorily  met  by  allowing  indirect  adver- 
tising which  properly  handled  has  no  very  objectionable  features,  at  the 
time  resulting  in  the  collection  of  much  revenue.     An  example  of 
■ect  advertising  would  be  an  announcement  before  and  after  a  pro- 
that  it  was  being  given  by  a  specified  firm.     Programs  of  this  kind 
)ften  referred  to  as  sponsored  programs.     Until  such  time  as  broad- 
cast ng  can  be  put  on  a  self-supporting  basis  we  would  recommend  that 
stations'  time  be  made  available  for  programs  employing  a  limited 

of  indirect  advertising  at  so  much  per  hour  per  station. 

is  rather  difficult  to  estimate  what  revenue  would  be  collected  for 

of  time,  but  we  think  that  an  amount  of  approximately  $700,000 

ally  could  be  expected  at  the  beginning. 

Subsidy  from  the  Dominion  Government :  As  compared  with  many  of 

European    countries   where    the   responsibility    of   broadcasting   has 

assumed   by   the  government.    Canada    has  a   comparatively   small 

*"on,  scattered  over  a  vast  tract  of  country.     The  large  territory 

a  greater  number  of  stations,  while  the  relatively  small  popu- 

makes  it  obviously  Impossible  to  finance  the  entire  scheme  from 

fees  if  the  same  are  to  be  kept  at  a  moderate  figure.     Revenue 

programs  employing  indirect  advertising  will,  we  believe,   supple- 

the  deficiency  in  license  fees  to  a  considerable  extent.     The  most 

means  of  meeUng  the  additional   expenditure  required   would 

to  be   by  a  subsidy  from  the   Dominion  Government.      We   would 

that  the  proposed  company  be  subsidized  to  the  amount  of 

.000  a  year  for  a  period  of  say  five  years,  renewable,  subject  to 

,  for  a  further  period  of  five  years  after  expiry  of  the  first. 

believe  that  broadcasting  should  be  considered  of  such  Importance 

p|^motlng  the  unity  of  the  nation   that  a   subsidy  by  the   Dominion 

^  should  be  regarded  as  an  essential  aid  to  tbe  general  ad- 

of  Canada  rather  than  as  an  expedient  to  meet  any  deficit  in 

cost  of  maintenance  of  the  service. 

P800RAMS 

The  question  of  programs,   we  have  no  doubt,   wUl  be   in 

e  hands  if  and  when  they  come  within  the  control  of  the  renre- 

tlve  bodies  which  we  have  suggested.     The  general  composiUon  of 

ms  will  need  careful  study. 

ain  broadcasting :  Chain  broadcasting  has  been  stressed  as  an  im- 

'—  ?.     We   think    that   an    interchange   of  programs    among 

of  the  country  should  be  provided  as  often  as  may  seem 

with    coast    to    coast    broadcasts    of    events    or    features    of 

l^nal  interest  frt.m  time  to  time. 

I^grams   from   other  countries:  The   possibility   of  taking   programs 

Great  Britoln  has  already  been  demonatratoU.     While  the  primarj 
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purpose  of  the  service  would  be  to  give  Canadian  programs  through 
Canadian  stations,  we  think  that  every  avenue  should  be  vigorously 
explored  to  give  Canadian  listeners  the  best  programs  available  from 
sources  at  home  and  abroad. 

Programs  employing  indirect  advertising  :  Time  should  be  made  avail- 
able on  the  various  stations  singly  or  for  chain  broadcasting  for  firms 
desiring  to  put  on  programs  employing  indirect  advertising.  We  think 
that  it  is  important  tbat  all  such  programs  should  be  carefully  checked 
to  see  that  no  direct  advertising  or  any  objectionable  feature  would  be 
put  on  the  air.  We  are  strongly  against  any  form  of  broadcasting 
employing  direct  advertising. 

Bducatlou  :  Certain  specified  hours  should  be  made  available  for  edu- 
cational work  both  in  connection  with  the  schools  and  the  general  public, 
as  well  as  the  so-called  adult  education,  under  provincial  auspices. 

Religion  :  The  representative  bodies  which  we  have  suggested  to  advise 
upon  the  question  of  programs  would  be  called  upon  to  deal  with  the 
matter  of  religious  services,  and  It  would  be  for  them  to  decide  whatever 
course  might  be  deemed  exi)edient  in  this  respect.  We  would  emphasize, 
however,  the  importance  of  applying  some  regulation  which  would  pro- 
hibit statements  of  a  controversial  nature  and  debar  a  speaker  making 
an  attack  upon  the  leaders  or  doctrine  of  another  religrion. 

Politics  :  While  we  arc  of  opinion  that  broadcasting  of  political  mat- 
ters should  not  be  altogether  banned,  nevertheless  we  consider  that  It 
sboiild  be  very  carefully  restricted  under  arrangements  mutually  agreed 
upon  by  all  politic.il  parties  concerned. 

Wave  length  :  We  are  aware  that  the  question  of  wave  lengths  is 
not  one  with  which  we  are  called  upon  to  deal.  But  in  our  survey  of 
the  situation  in  Canada,  the  inadequacy  of  wave  lengths  at  present 
available  for  broadcasting  In  this  country,  namely,  6  "  exclusive  "  and 
11  "shared"  channels,  has  been  persistently  pointed  out  to  us.  This 
has  be«n  emphasized  as  one  reason  for  the  pi-esent  unsatisfactory  condi- 
tions of  broadcasting  In  Canada.  Many  have  expressed  the  feeling,  with 
which  we  fully  concur,  that  Canada's  insistence  upon  a  more  equi- 
table division  of  the  broadcast  band  with  the  United  States  should  not 
be  relinquished. 

Announcers  :  It  has  been  stressed  to  us,  and  we  strongly  recommend 
the  Importance  of  having  competent  and  cultured  announcers  (French 
and  English)  and  the  desirability  of  having  special  training  and  tests  of 
capability  for  such  persona. 

INTEBFIuRE.VCa 

Complaints  of  Interference  with  radio  reception,  from  electrical  dis- 
tribution lines,  machinery  and  apparatus,  have  been  brought  to  our  at- 
tention In  different  parts  of  the  country.  It  has  been  gratifying  at 
public  sessions  to  li.ar  spontaneous  tribute  paid  by  disinterested  persons 
to  the  efficient  woik  of  the  marine  department  radio  inspectors  in  re- 
moving much  of  the  trouble  caused  in  this  way.  Their  work  appears 
to  be  made  more  difficult,  however,  in  that  there  is  no  law  in  effect 
comp<,'lliug  the  users  of  interfering  apparatus  to  correct  faults  which 
Interfere  with  radio  reception  once  such  are  pointed  out  by  the  inspector. 
The  desirability  of  having  legislation  to  meet  such  cases  has  been  sug- 
gested to  us.     We  recommend  the  earnest  consideration  of  this  suggestion. 

COIfTBOI. 

The  minister  of  marine  and  fisheries,  under  the  radiotelegraph  act,  is 
the  licensing  authority  for  all  clas.-jes  of  radio  stations,  which  includes 
radiobroadcasting  stations  and  receiving  sets.  Direct  control  over  such 
technical  questions  as  wave  lengths,  power  of  stations,  and  the  collec- 
tion of  license  fees  should,  we  consider,  remain  with  this  authority.  In 
order  to  promote  pood  reception  conditions,  it  Is  most  desirable  that  the 
radio  activities  of  other  departments  of  the  Government  should  conform 
to  tbe  regulations  and  be  subject  to  the  authority  of  the  radiotelegraph 
act.  We  are  also  of  the  opinion  that  the  radio  branch  of  the  marine  de- 
partment should  continue  to  carry  on  the  service  to  broadcast  listeners, 
which  includes  the  suppression  of  inductive  interference. 

BUM  MAST    or    BBCOMMXNDATIONS 

The  following  is  a   summary  of  our  principal   recommendations,  vis : 

(a)  That  broadcasting  should  be  placed  on  a  basis  of  public  service 
and  that  the  stations  providing  a  service  of  this  kind  should  be  owned 
and  operated  by  one  national  company ;  that  provincial  authorities 
should  have  full  control  over  the  programs  of  the  station  or  stations  in 
their  respective  areas; 

(b)  That  the  company  should  be  known  as  the  Canadian  Radio  Broad- 
casting Co.  ;  that  it  should  be  vested  with  all  the  powers  of  private  en- 
terprise and  that  its  status  and  duties  should  correspond  to  those  of  a 
public    utility; 

(c)  That  a  provincial  radiobroadcasting  director  should  be  appointed 
to  each  I'rovlnce  to  have  full  control  of  the  programs  broadcast  by  the 
station  or  stations  located  within  tbe  boundaries  of  the  Province  for 
which   he   Is   responsible ; 

(d)  That  a  provincial  advisory  council  on  radiobroadcasting  should 
be  appointed  for  each  Province,  to  act  in  an  advisory  capacity  through 
the  provincial  authority; 


(e)  That  the  board  of  the  company  should  be  composed  of  12  mem- 
bers, 3  more  particularly  representing  the  Dominion  and  1  representing 
each  of  the  I'rovinces ; 

(f)  That  high-power  station  should  be  erected  across  Canada  to  give 
good  reception  over  the  entire  settled  area  of  tbe  country  during  day- 
light ;  that  the  nucleus  of  the  system  should  possibly  be  seven  50,000- 
watt  stations ;  that  supplementary  stations  of  lower  power  should  be 
erected  in  local  areas,  not  effectively  covered  by  the  main  stations,  if 
found  necessary  and  as  experience  indicates ; 

(g)  That  pending  the  inauguration  and  completion  of  the  proposed 
system  a  provisional  service  should  be  provided  through  certain  of  the 
existing  stations  which  should  be  continued  in  operation  by  the  Cana- 
dian Radio  Broadcastinf  Co. ;  that  the  stations  chosen  for  this  provi- 
sional service  should  be  those  which  will  give  the  maximum  coverage 
without  duplication:  that  all  remaining  stations  not  so  needed  should 
be  closed  down  ; 

(h)  That  compensation  should  l>e  allowed  owners  of  existing  stations 
for  apparatus  in  use  as  may  be  decided  by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries ;  that  such  apparatus  should  become  tbe  property  of  the 
Canadian  Radio  Broadcasting  Co.  ;  that  the  more  modem  and  efficient 
of  these  sets  of  apparatus  should  be  held  available  for  reerection  in 
local  areas  not  effectively  served  by  the  high-power  stations ;  that  the 
cost  of  compensation  should  be  met  out  of  an  appropriation  made  by 
Parliament ; 

(i)  Tbat  expenditure  necessary  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
the  proposed  broadcasting  service  should  be  met  out  of  revenue  pro- 
duced by  license  fees,  rental  of  time  on  stations  for  programs  employing 
Indirect  advertising,  and  a  subsidy  from  the  Dominion  Government. 

(J)  That  all  facilities  should  be  made  to  permit  of  chain  broadcasting 
by  all  the  stations  or  In  groups ;  that  while  the  primary  purpose  should 
be  to  produce  programs  of  high  standard  from  Canadian  sources,  pro- 
grams of  similar  order  should  also  be  sought  from  other  sources. 

(k)  That  time  should  be  made  available  for  firms  or  others  desiring 
to  put  on  programs  employing  Indirect  advertising ;  that  no  direct 
advertising  should  be  allowed ;  that  specified  time  should  be  made 
available  for  educational  work;  that  where  religious  broadcasting  is 
allowed  there  should  be  regulations  prohibiting  statements  of  a  contro- 
versial nature  or  one  religion  making  an  attack  upon  the  leaders  or 
doctrine  of  another ;  that  the  broadcasting  of  political  matters  should 
be  carefully  restricted  under  arrangements  mutually  agreed  upon  by  all 
political  parties  concerned ;  tbat  competent  and  cultured  announcers 
only  should  be  employed. 

(1)  Tbat  consideration  should  be  given  to  the  question  of  introducing 
legislation  which  would  compel  users  of  electrical  apparatus  causing 
interference  with  broadcast  reception  to  suppress  or  eliminate  the  same 
at  their  own  expense. 

(m)  That  the  licensing  of  stations  and  such  other  matters  prescribed 
In  the  radiotelegraph  act  and  regulations  issued  thereunder  for  the 
control  of  radio  stations  in  general  should  remain  within  the  Juris- 
diction of  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries;  that  that  authority 
should  continue  to  bo  responsible  for  the  collection  of  license  fees  and 
the  suppression  of  Inductive  Interference  causing  difflcaltles  with  radio 
reception. 

This  report  would  be  Incomplete  without  an  expression  of  appreciation 
of  the  many  courtesies  extended  to  the  commission  In  Canada  and 
abroad.  In  Great  Britain  all  the  authorities  concerned,  and  especially 
the  executive  officers  of  the  British  Broadcasting  Corporation,  were 
unremitting  in  responding  to  the  requests  of  the  commission  for  Infor- 
mation and  enlightenment.  The  national  radio  authorises  in  France. 
Germany,  Belgium,  Holland,  the  Irish  Free  State,  and  the  National 
Broadcasting  Co.  of  the  United  States  similarly  received  the  commission 
most  cordially  and  helpfully.  At  Geneva  the  commission  met  the  officers 
of  the  Union  Internationale  de  Radiophonie. 

It  has  been  greatly  to  the  advantage  of  the  commission  thst  the 
Department  of  Marine  has  extended  all  available  facilities  for  tbe 
gathering  of  Information  regarding  the  present  radio  situation  In 
Canada. 

The  department  most  considerately  acceded  to  the  request  of  the 
commission  to  be  allowed  to  have  the  service  of  tbe  chief  Inspector  of 
radio,  Mr.  Donald  Manson,  as  secretary ;  his  Intimate  knowledge  of 
radio  activities  in  Canada  and  abroad,  combined  with  unremitting  in- 
dustry and  foresight,  has  contributed  much  toward  the  satisfactory 
organization  of  the  commission's  tour. 

John  Airo,  Ohairman. 
Charlks  a.  Bowmajc. 
AnonsTiN  Frigow. 
Donald  Manson,  Rccretarf. 

SlFTBKBEB   11.    1929. 

Appendix  I 

BHOADCA8TIWO    IN    OTHn    COCNTIIXS 

AuatraUa 
Australia  has  24  broadcasting  stations.     They  are  divided  Into  two 
categories:  Class  A — those  of  high   power  and  class  B  of  low  power. 
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Arnuc^m«iiti  have  be«n  made  for  cJbm  A  stations  to  be  tmken  OTer  ky 
the  Cmnmoowealth  CtOTernment.  The  poet-offlce  department  will  con- 
trol and  operate  the  stations  and  ntudio  equipment,  a  contract  being 
mad*  with  a  private  company  for  the  rendering  of  programs  tbroagbout 
the  Commonwealth.  The  cost  of  maintaining  these  servlcea  will  be 
borne  from  the  revenue  derived  from  the  liftenera'  llcenae  fee.  which  haa 
been  fixed  at  24  shillings  per  annam. 

Class  B  stations  will  be  operated  by  private  companies  and  will  b« 
maintained  from  revenue  to  be  derivetl  from  pabllcity  programs. 

Licensed  receivers  numbered  301199  in  June,  1929. 

Austria 
A    license    has    been    granted    to    a    private    organisation    known    as 
Oesterreichische  Radio- Verkehrs  A.  O.,  which  has  six  stations. 

The  revenue  l.s  derived   from  licenses  issued  by   the   post   oflBce.      The 

annual  fee  is  from  24  to  72  Aii.strian  shillings,  according  to  the  type  of 

apparatUA.  of  which  the  broadcasting  organisation  receives  90  per  cent. 

The  number  of  licejised  listeners  at  the  end  of  December,  1928    was 

325,200. 

Belgium 
I'rovisional  broadcasting  licenses  have  been  granted  to  two  organisa- 
tions In  Belgium.  The  Government  has  been  considering  the  question 
of  broadcasting  and  has  practically  decided  upon  corporation  owner- 
ship with  control  by  the  State.  It  i.s  proposed  to  have  10  members  form 
a  permanent  commission  with  the  minister  of  the  responsible  department 
as  chairman  of  the  body. 

The  stations  will  be  operated  by  a  company  to  be  subsidized  by  the 
Government.  Subsidies  will  be  paid  out  of  license  fees  collected  from 
listeners  and  a  tax  placed  on  valves  sold  for  receiving  sets. 

The  collection  of  license  fees  from  listeners  la  not  at  present  enforced. 
If  and  when  the  new  arrangement  goes  into  effect,  the  fees  Imposed  will 
be  60  Belgian  francs,  80  per  cent  or  90  per  cent  of  which  will  be  paid 
to  the  compaay. 

The  n.w  scheme  will  provide  for  the  use  of  two  stations — one  for  the 
French  language  and  one  for  the  Flemish.  Later  a  small  station  using 
the  German  language  may  be  erected. 

On  December  31,  1928,  the  pumber  of  registered  listeners  waa  36,000. 
'  Om«(  hotlovakia 

The  broadcasting  is  conducted  by  an  organization  known  as  Radio- 
Jonraal.  in  which  the  State  holds  a  considerable  financial  Interest. 
There  are  five  transmitting  stations,  but  a  considerable  program  of 
development  is  Just  being  commenced  which  indades  a  central  high- 
power  station.  All  the  stations  but  that  of  Prague  are  operated 
technically  by  the  State.  The  revenue  is  obtained  from  license  fees,  this 
being  one  of  10  Csechoslovakian  crowns  per  month. 

The  number  of  licensed  listeners  on  December  31,  1928,  waa  236.861. 

Denmark 
The  broadcasting  here  is  almost  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  State, 
being  conducted  by  one  organisation  termed  '"  Kadioraadet,"  which  is 
under  the  Joint  control  of  the  ministers  of  education  and  public  works. 
There  is.  however,  aa  advisory  council  conUining  represenUtives  of  all 
the  principal  groups  of  Danish  social  life.  There  are  two  stations 
only— a  longwave  station  at  Kalundborg  of  7.5  kilowatt  antenna  input, 
and  a  tibort-wave  In  Copenhagen  of  0.75  kilowatt  antenna  input.  Reve- 
nue is  obtained  exclusively  from  license  fees  ranging  between  10  and  16 
Danish  crowns  per  annum. 

The  number  of  listeners  on  January  8,  1929,  waa  252,200. 

Estonia 
A  tranamitttng  licenfie  has  been  granted  to  one  organintion  known 
as  ••  Radio-RinfcUling  "  which  is  in  close  contact  with  the  Government. 
There  la  at  preaent  only  one  station  at  Tallinn— 1.5  kilowatt  antenna  in- 
put. Revenue  Is  obtained  through  receiving  licenses,  which  range  in 
coat  from  600  to  6.000  Katonlan  marks  according  to  the  nature  of  tha 
apparatus.     No  figures  are  yet  available  as  to  number  of  listeners. 

Fintand 
The  serious  broadcasting  has  been  intrusted  by  the  Groverament  to 
an  organixation  knuwn  as  '*  OsakeyhtlSSuomen  Ylals-radlo,"  the  stations 
beln»:  built  and  operated  by  the  Government.  The  principal  station  Is 
a  long-wave  station  of  40  kilowatts  antenna  Input  at  Lnhti.  The 
revenue  is  derived  from  licenses  costing  100  Finnish  marks  per  year. 
On  January  1.  1928.  there  wore  36.900  licensed  listeners,  but  this 
number  increased  to  73,800  licenses  at  December  31,   1928. 

France 
The  broadcasting  stations  in  France  are  owned  and  operated  partly 
by  the  Government  and  partly  by  private  enterprise.  The  French  Gov- 
ernment ha.-»  Just  completed  a  survey  of  the  metho<ld  followed  In  other 
countries.  They  ar»>  «>f  opinion  that  the  German  system  is  more  suited 
for  France,  1.  e..  regional  control  with  regard  to  the  arrangement  of 
programs  and  final  control  and  distribution  of  funds  by  the  state. 
There  exists  a  small  license  fee  for  receiving  sets,  but  only  a  negligible 
percentage  of  listeners  are  believed  to  pay  the  fee.  It  is  prupo.^ed  to 
charge  20  francs  per  year  for  crystal  receiving  sets  and  40  francs  per 
year  for  valve  sets  with  a  tax  on  ail  valves  applied  at  point  of  mann- 
facture.  The  new  acheme  would  provide  for  ei^t  stationa  each  of  GO 
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Otrwany 

German  Government,  through  the  post-office  department,  operate 
technical  equipment  of  the  broadcasting  stations  in  (Jermany.     Each 
in   Germany,   however,   has  a   broadcasting  company  which   Is   re- 
fer  arranging   the    programs   bmadca.st    through    the    stations 
in   its  own   territory.     There   is  a   program   committee  of  three 
for   the    State,    two   appointed    by    the   State   and   one   by    the 
Federal  Government. 

state  companies  pay  to  the  post-office  department  a  license  fee 

the   broadcasting   in.ofallation.      Under   this    license   the   com^ 

must    fulfill    cirtaiu    refjulrements    laid    down    by    the    German 

m.nt  with  regard  to  the  matter  broadcast.     In  addition  to  paying 

of  providing  the  programs  the  companies  must  al.>»o  meet  the 

)f   the   operation    of   the   stations,    Inrlnding    staflT   salaries,    maln- 

of   equipment,    etc.,    as   well    as    interest   on    and   amounts    for 

ng  capital  expenditure. 

State  broadcasting  companies  are  controlled   by   a   holding  corn- 
called    the    Relchs  Rundfnnk  Gfsellsrhaft.      The    German    Oovern- 
hold   51    per   cent  of  the   Reichs-Rundfunk-G^'sellscbaft   shares   by 
of  which  the  Government  may  exercise  final  control  of  the  man- 
nt  of  the  different  state  companies,  through  the  holding  company, 
(least    listeners    In    Germany   are    requlre<l    to    pay    2    reichmarks 
(approximntely  .'50   cents)    for   a    license.      Fifty    per   cent   or 
per   cent  of  these   fees  are  distributed   to  the   broadcasting   com- 
If   after   m-eting   expensrs   there   la   a    profit    n    company    may 
shareholders  dividends,  but  not  in  excess  of  10  per  cent.     The 
profit   exceeding   this   percentage   must    be  paid   to   the   holding 
tlK'   Reichs-IJundfunk-Gesellschaft.     The  latter   In    turn   is  re- 
to  apply  35  per  cent  of  these  surplus  profits  to  the  enlargement 
technicnl  installations  and  for  the  gen.  ral  development  of  t>road- 
and  10  per  cent  fo  the  formation  of  a  reserve  fund. 
December  31,   1928.  there  were  2,635,567  licensed  listeners. 

Great  Britain 
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ca.sting  is  carried  on  by  the  Government.   throu«h  an  orgaqiza- 
own  as  the  British  BroadcasUng  Corporation  wliich  has  a  board 
■mors  appointed  by  the  state.     This  corporation  h;ia  t>een  granted 
oijopoly  for  10  years.     It  owns  21  stations  of  which  one  is  a  long- 
station   of   2u-kliowatt   antenna    input.      The    revenue    is   derived 
p*'rcentage  of  the  license  fees  and  from  profits  on  publications, 
afanual   license  fee  is   10  shillings  and   the  number  of  listeners  on 
;  0,  1929.  was  2,791,717. 


Holland 


Broiidcasting 


in   Holland  is  carried  on  by  five  political  and  religious 

through  two  privately  owned   stations.     The   Government   has 

abpolnted  a  commission  with  a  view  to  putting  broafUnstiiig  on  a 

satisfactory    basis,    possibly    through    some    sort    of    Government 

No  license  fee  is  collected  from  listeners  In  Holland. 

Hunuary 

Government  has  granted  a  license  to  an  organization  known  as 

ar  Telefon  Hirmondo  es  Radio  R.  T."     The  transmitting  station. 

-'O-kilowatt  antenna  input  is,  however,  the  property  of  the  state 

o^rated  by  the  department  of  posts  and  telegraphs.     The  revenue 

exclusively  from   license  fees,   there   being  a    monthly  tax  of 
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number  of  licensed  listeners  on  June  1,  1928,  was  102,760,  and 
30,  1928.  148,780. 


India 


The^  are  six  broadcasting  stations  in   India  operate<l  by  various  In- 

A  company   which   is   to  have  a   monopoly  on   broadcasting  is, 

wev^r,  being  organized.     The  receiving  license  fee  is  10  rupees  ($3.65) 


Irish  Frtt  State 
Bro4dcastlnE    In    the    Irish    Free    State    is    a    state    service    operated 
the  department  of  posts  and   telegraphs.     There  are  two  .«ta- 
one  at  Dublin  and  the  other  at  .Cork.      Revenue   is  derived   from 
fees   and   customs    tax    on    all    radio   apparatus   imported.      The 
fee  is  10  shillings  per  annum, 
l^ecember.  1928.  there  were  26.406  licensed  listeutrs. 

Italy 

sole  right  to  broadcast  in  Italy  has  been  granted  to  an  organlta- 
kjjown   as   ••  Ent?   Itallano   per   le   AudizionI    Rn.liofoniche  '    (B.    I. 
but   over  this  there   has  been  created  a  comml,=8lon  of  control 
isttng   of   leaders    in    Italian    politics,   arts,    literature,   and   science, 
transmitters  are  erected  and  operate*!  by  the  broadcasting  organira- 
"  the  program  of  development  provides  eventually  seven  stations, 
is   obtained    from    tase»    on    apparatus   sold    and    license    fees 
nual   license   fee   is    12   lire.      A    recent   Italian   decree   places   at 
re    of    the    Italian    broadcasting    organization    (at    fees    to    bo 
tna|ly   agreed    upon)    ail    stage   and    other    performances   of   musical 
rary  works  after  they  have  been  performed  three  times  in  pub- 
November  30,  192S.  there  were  G.i.OOO  licensed  listeners   (which 
a  but  a  small  percentage  of  the  actual  number). 
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Latvia 

The  State  has  retained  charge  until  now  of  the  broadcasting  activities 
In  this  country.  Some  revenue  is  obtained  from  license  fees.  At  the 
end  of  May,  1928,  there  were  19,685  licensed  listeners. 

Tiortcay 

Two  main  groups  have  been  licenstnl  to  broadcast  in  Norway.  A 
fusion  is  anticipated  shortly.  The  technical  work,  however,  is  under 
the  control  of  the  State  which  will  shortly  supplement  the  existing  sta- 
tions with  one  of  60-kilowatt  antenna  input  in  the  neighborhood  of 
Oslo.  The  broadcasting  organizations  receive  80  per  cent  of  the  license 
fees  which  are  Individually  20  Norwegian  crowns  per  annum.  The 
total  number  of  licensed  listeners  on  D(H:ember  31,  1928,  was  59,996. 

Poland 

The  monopoly  in  broadcasting  has  been  granted  to  an  organization 
known  as  I'olskie  Radjo  S.  A.  The  transmitters  are  built  and  operated 
by  the  engineers  of  this  organization.  A  considerable  program  of  de- 
velopmeJit  is  contemplated,  including  the  construction  at  Warsaw  of  a 
high-power  station  of  150-kilowatt  antenna  input.  The  number  of 
licensed  listeners  grew  from  117,236  in  June  to  189,481  listeners  at 
December  31,  1928. 

Ruwuinla 

A  monopoly  has  recently  been  granted  for  a  limited  number  of  years 
to  a  private  organization  known  as  Societatea  de  Dlfuxiune  Badio- 
telephonica  din  Romania.  This  organization  is  building  a  station  of 
12-kilowatt  antenna  input  at  Bucharest.  Revenue  will  come  exclusively 
from  license  fees. 

Spain 

There  exist  in  Spain  two  main  groups  possessing  licenses  from  the 
Government  and  a  few  individual  stations  also  privately  owned  which 
arc  gradually  di-'^appearlng.  The  whole  tendency  Is  to  centi-alize  activi- 
ties in  a  single  group.  There  is  a  system  of  license  fees  (5  pesetas  per 
annum)  not  .strictly  enforced.  The  revenue  Is  obtained  partly  by  volun- 
tary contributions  and  partly  from  the  broadcasting  of  advertisements. 

Bureden 
Broadcasting  is  in  the  hands  of  an  organization  known  as  .\kticbolaget 
Radlotjiinst  in  which  the  press  of  the  country  is  largely  interested.  The 
transmitters  are  owned  and  operated  by  the  State.  They  are  about  30 
in  number,  including  one  of  40  kilowatt  antenna  input  at  Motala 
working  on  a  long  wave.  Radiotjanst  has  about  4,000  miles  of  tele- 
phonic circuits  connecting  its  Stockholm  studio  with  the  various  stations, 
dhhe  revenue  comes  exclusively  from  license  fees,  50  per  cent  being 
available  for  the  programs'  organization.  The  number  of  licensed  lis- 
teners on  December  31.  1928,  was  380,863.  or  one  receiver  for  each  16 
persons. 

Switzerland 

Five  separate  organization  have  been  granted  licenses  to  transmit, 
the  State  holding  a  place  on  each  board  of  directors.  The  stations  are 
the  property  of  the  companies.  A  fusion  of  Interests  is  taking  place 
which  will  probably  result  in  the  establishment  of  two  high-power  sta- 
tions— one  for  French-speaking  Switzerland  and  the  other  for  German- 
spcaklng  Switzerland.  The  only  source  of  revenue  is  the  license  fees 
(14  Swiss  francs  per  annum). 

The  number  of  licensed  listeners  at  the  end  of  December.  1928,  was 
70,183. 

Turkey 

One  company  has  been  given  a  monopoly  for  both  Turkey  in  Europe 
and  Turkey  in  Asia.  Two  high-power  stations  have  been  built,  one  at 
Augora,  the  other  at  Stamboul.  The  source  of  revenue  is  not  known  to 
us.  nor  the  number  of  listeners.  The  growth  of  interests  is  believed, 
however,  to  be  but  smalL 

Union  of  South  Africa 

Broadcasting  in  the  I.'niou  of  South  Africa  is  a  regional  monopoly, 
each  station  being  licenSM  to  operate  exclusively  within  a  certain  ter- 
ritory for  a  period  of  five  years.  There  are  four  stations.  Receiving- 
set  owners  are  required  to  pay  both  license  fees  and  broadcast  sub- 
scriptions. The  licenses  cost  5  shillings  per  year,  while  the  subscriptions 
vary  from  6  shillings  6  pence  to  35  shillings,  depending  upon  the  dis- 
tance from  the  brodacasting  stations.  Higher  scales  are  in  effect  for 
sets  to  be  used  for  commercial  purposes. 

United  States  of  America 

Broadcasting  in  the  United  States  is  carried  on  by  private  enterprise 
under  license  of  the  Federal  Radio  Commission.  There  are  004  stations 
so  licensed.     There  is  no  license  fee  for  listeners, 

Yugoslavia 

Two  organizations  have  definitely  received  permission  to  broadcast ; 
a  third  Is  expected  shortly.  Some  revenue  is  obtained  from  listeners, 
but  the  greater  part  from  subsidies.  The  number  of  listeners  is  not 
definitely  known.  There  are  understood  to  be  about  10,000  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Liubjiana. 


Appbndix  it 
lAst  of  pertons  making  statements  at  puhUe  hearings 


Date  and  place  of 
hearing 


April  17.  Victoria,  Brit- 
ish Columbia. 

Do - 

Do 


Do. 


Do 

Apr.    18,    Vancouver, 
British  Columbia. 
Do 


Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do- 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


Do 

Do 


Do 

Do. , 

Do 

Do 


Do. 


Do. 

April    23,    Edmonton. 
Alberta. 

Do 

Do 


Do. 
Do. 


April  25,  Calgary.  Al- 
berta. 

Do 

Do 

Do 


Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


Apr.  29,  Saskatoon, 
Saskatchewan. 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 


Name  of  person 


Harold  Grant 

W.  T.  McGibbon 
II.  M.  Diggon 

Mrs.   Dr.   11.   E. 
Young. 

B.  F.  Gould  

W.      C.      Wood- 
ward. M.  P.  P. 

J.  E.  Sears 

W.Clarke 

J.  Stanfteid 

M.  Lister 

O.  W.  Hubbard- 

W.  Workman 

Norir.an  Hill 

R.  Burgess 

H.  A.  Hooper 

r.  O.  T.  Lucas, 

K.  C. 
W .  H .  Thomburg 

R.  J.Sprott - 

Geo.  Chandler — 
Rev.  E.  McGou- 

gan. 
W.  Tlnney 

C.  M.  Defieui... 
P.J.  Oillen 

John  Blue... 

J.  a.  Pearson 

Peter  B.  Biggins.. 

Dr.   H.   J.    Mac- 
Leod. 
M.  V.  Chesnut... 

H.  Ross 

B.  A.  Choppen... 
Cecil  Lamont 


Do. 
Do. 


Do 

Do. 

Do 

Do 

Do. 

Do 

Do 

Apr.  30.  Prince  Alb«t, 
Saskatchewan. 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

May  2.    Kegina,   Sas- 
katchewan. 

Do 

Do 

Do 


De 

May    3,    Moose   Jaw, 
Saskatchewan. 

Do 

Do 

Do 


Do 


Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


Norman  Smith 

O.  L.  Spencer 

Geo.  Hunter 

Fred   White,   M. 
LA. 

E.  H.  Williams... 

J.  F.  Garrett 

A.  R.  MscKenzie. 
Canon  .Vrmitage.. 
Reverend    Alder- 
wood. 
Reverend  Reid  ... 
Bev.W.L.Chrihty. 

W.  D.  Siooombe.- 

D.  F.  Streb 

A.  A.  Murphy 

Rev.  C.  B.  Smith. 

F.  B.  MacMillan. 

H.  R.  Worden 

Harry  L.  Turner.. 
Mayor   8.   J.    A. 

Branion. 

J.  Smart 

J.  A.  Foerster 

E.  C.  Osborne 

J.  A.  Klein 

W.  A.  Johnston... 

H.  W.  Davy 

W.  Hart 

P.  W.  Mahon 

Q.  R.  Dolan 


Organization  represented 


Victoria  Radio  Club 

Do. 

Kiwani.x  Club.  International  Commit- 
tee on  Public  .\  Hairs  for  Canada. 


Vancouver  Board  of  Trade. 

Private  broadcasting  stations  and  ad- 
vertisers. 
Vancouver  Radio  Trades  Association. 

Do. 
New  Westminster  and  District  Radio 

Association. 
Vancouver   Radio  Listeners'   Associa- 
tion. 
Do. 
Do. 
British    Columbia    Broadcasting    Bu- 
reau. 
Electrical  Communication  Workers  of 

Canada. 
SUtions  CKMO    (Sprott-Shaw)   and 

CJOR  (Chandler). 
Witness  (or  Mr.  Lucas. 
Do 
Do. 
SUtion    CKFC    (United    Church    oC 

Canada). 
Intemational    Bible    Studrats'    Asso- 
ciation of  V^ancouver. 

Staticm  CJCA  (Edmonton  Journal). 

Edmonton  Chaml^r  of  Commerce. 

Edmonton  Broadcast  Listeners'  Asso- 
ciation. 

Christian  Science  Committee  on  Pub- 
lications. 

SUtion  CKUA  (University  of  AlberU). 

Calgary  Radio  Dealers'  Association. 

Do. 

Calgary  Radio  Club. 

Station  CKLC  (Alberta  Pacific  Grain 
Co.);  Station  CJCl  (Albertan  Pub- 
Ushing  Co.);  Station  CFCN  (West- 
ern Broadcasting  Co..  Ltd.);  Station 
CJOC  (Lethbridge  BroHdcasting 
StaUon). 

United  Farmers  of  Alberta. 

Calgary  Herald.  Station  CFAC. 

Red  Deer  Board  of  Trade. 

Labor  (unofficially). 

United  Farmers  of  Canada  (Saskatcb*- 

wan  section). 
Western  Producer. 
Station  CJH8  (J.  H.  Speers  Co.). 
Ministerial  Association  of  Saskatoon. 
Do. 

Do. 
Reorganized  Church  of  Jesus  Christ 

of  I.iatter  Day  Saints. 
Saskatoon  Radio  Service  Club. 
Station  CFQC  (Electric  Shop.  I/td). 

Do. 
EUm  Pentecostal  Tabemade. 
Saskatoon  Board  of  Trade. 
Saskatoon  Star- Phoenix. 
Old  Knox  Church. 


I.  H.  Bowman 

W.J.  WUson 

Rev.  R.  McEh-oy 

Thomjison. 
Dr.  W.  Waddell-. 
E.  Swain 


Wm.  Ward 

F.  J.  Workman. 
A.J.  Wickens... 


Dr.S.A.Merkley. 


Rev.  W.  Ward. 
A.  P.  Atkins... 
R.  U.  Eitdien. 


Central  Collegiate  Instituta. 

Begina  Board  of  Trade 

Regina  Ministerial  Associatioa. 

Native  Sons  of  Canada. 
Moose  Jaw  Radio  .\8sociation 

J.  Richardson  &  Sons. 

Amateiu-  Radio  Association.  Board  of 

Trade,  Junior  Hoard  of  Trade,  Lions 

Club,  anfl  Rotary  Club. 
Elks,  Knights  of  Pythias.  Loyal  Order 

of    Moose,    and    Looai    Council    o( 

Women. 
Ministerial  Associatioa 

Saskatchewan  Teachers'  ADianoa 


! 


1 
i  : 
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LM  of  pernont  maiUm  $tatement9  mt  pubUc  hearings — Continaed 


Date  and  place  of 
hearing 


May  4.  Brandon,  Man- 
itoba 
Do 


Name  of  person 


Do. 


D©. 

Da 

D* 

May  7.   Wianlpefr, 
.Manitoba. 
Do 


Mayor  Cater. 


Dr  P  r  HuKbes 

(aldennan). 
S.    G.    Backing 

ham. 

J.  A.  Keddy 

C.  R.  Hetse 

John  E.  I.owTy 

Robert  Dnnrard.. 


Organization  represented 


Do.. 
Do.. 
Do.. 
Do.. 
Dol. 


Do 

Do     

May  S.  Port  Arthur. 
Ontario. 
Do 


Do 

T>o 

Do 

Do 

Do .. 

May  Mt  Wiodaor,  On- 
tflrio. 

l>o 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do. 

Kf3y  14,  Loadoo.  On- 
tario. 

Do.  

Do... 
Msy     15, 
onurio. 

Do. ... 

Do 


C.  8.  Booth... 

Mi»  L.  Staples 
W.  D.  Bayiev 
W.  T.  Alliaon. 
V.  W.Jack-son... 
A.  Murray  Roes 


i 


D  R.  P.  Coats.... 
Maurice  Ooulet  .. 
H.  J.  IlanweU 

C.  S.  Taylor 

A.  K.  Anderson... 

B.  Q.  Smalley 

I.N.  Geary 

F.  A.  Richens 

Alderman  Teskey. 
Mayor  Jackson 


City  of  Brandon. 


Brandon  Board  of  Trade. 


Manitoba  Telephone  System. 
Independent  Labor   Party   of   Mant 

toba. 
Winnipeg    Board    of    Trade.    Young 

Men's  Section. 
.Manitoba  Teachers'  Federation. 
Manitoba  Department  of  Education. 
University  of  Manitoba. 
Do. 

AmalKHinated  Radio  Dealers'  .\sBocia- 

tion. 
J.  Richardson  &.  Sons. 

Do. 
Port  Arthur  Radio  Club  and  Chamber 

of  Comraerce. 
Fort  William  Radio  Club,  City  Conn- 

<il,  and  Boanl  of  Trade. 
Bond  of  England. 

Port  William  City  Councfl. 
Fort  William  Board  of  Trade. 

City  of  Windsor 


Hamilloo. 


Do. 

Do. 
May  17, 
taho. 
Do. 


Toroato,  On- 


Do. 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

^^ 

May-   28,    Sherbrooke, 
Quebec^ 

Dol 

Do- 

May     29,     Montrea], 
Quebt-c 
Dol 


Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

May    31,  ChicMUimi, 
QlMtWC. 

Do 

Do    _ 

Do. iiii"ii:: 

Do 

Do. 


Do- 


June  5.  Quebec,  Qiwbee. 

Do 

1^0 

Do. 

Do 

June  13,  Frederieton, 
New  BruusHick. 

Do 

.    no 

Junel4,  Mt.Johne.Nr- 
Bcunswtck. 

Do.      

June  17.  Halifai.  Vovm 
tkolia. 

Do. 

Do 

^ 

Do 


E.  B.  Winter I         Do. 

J.  Y.  W-esley I  Radio  Dealers'  Association. 

C.  W.  Kirby \  Border  Cities  BroadcastinK  Co. 

Justus  Miller ;  Chamber  of  Cnmmerm. 

H.  .\.  Oraybiel Borler  Cities  Star. 

H.  Link London  Free  Press. 


C.  H.  Lan«iford.. 

E.  S.  Crawitord 

F.  L  Kerr 


Wm.  Mulliss. 
O.  H.  hma... 


H.  Slack. 


L.  Lloyd ^ 

W.  H.  Cross 

H.  S.  Mooro 


A.  H.  K.  Russell. 

O.  Clark... 

W.  S.  Campbell 
AJex.  Marshall... 
A.  MacKenzie... 


Do 

June  18,  Sydooy,  Novft 
BootlA. 

Do. 

Do 


C.  Jenkins 

Mayor  Tetreault.. 

J.  W.  McKee 

C.     B.    Howard, 
M.  P. 

A.  T.  Dumford... 

Mia.  H.  V.  Dog- 

A.  Oagoon 

J.  H«y« 

r.  E.  Germain  _. 

O.  E.  DuHMllt.... 

L  Cooper 

W.  H.  Qiroux  .... 

A.  Visa 

J.  E.  R.  Tremblay. 
R.  E.  Joron.  . 
L.  .Mrtdier. 
J.  E.  A.  McCon- 

vllle. 
Eug.  L'Henreuz.. 

A.  Lariviere 

J.  N.  Thivierge... 

G.  A.  Vandry 

R.  Fontaino 

CM.  Decheoo... 
D*.  W.  C.  Kiiar. 

stead. 

O.  W.  Browa 

J.  Stowart  Nelll... 

F.  P.  Vaughan, 
M.8e. 

C.  A.  Munro 

Mayor  Casdnguay. 

Dr.  8.  O.  Ritchie. 

O.  E   Ritchie 

John  T.Joy 

Dr.  F.  W.  Pattw- 

loa. 
F.W.  Johnson.... 
Hon.  Fiolay  Mao- 

Dooald.  M.  P. 
E.  F.  Young. 

G.  H.  Whe3W..".: 


I-aneford  Radio  Co. 
Crawford  Piano  (7o. 
Haiaiitoa  Spectator. 

Do. 
Stattan 

Co.). 
Station 

Co.). 
Radio  Club 


CHML   (.Mapie  I^eaf  Radio 
CROC    (Wentworth    Radio 


Station  CFRB  (Standard  Radio  Man- 

ulacturing  Corporation). 
•American  Radio  Relay  League 
Station  CFCA  (Toronto  Star). 
Canadian  Manufai:turers  .\sscci8tion 

Do. 
Station    CKNC    (Canadian    National 

Carbon  Co.);  Radio  Manufacturers. 

City  of  Sherbrooke. 
Board  of  trade. 


Canadian  Handicrafts  Guild. 
Do. 


MonlreRl  and  District  Radio  Oob 
I>o. 
Da 


Quebec  Radio  Club. 
I^  SoJeil. 

Sution  VViCX  (owner). 
Station  CHRC  (owner). 

Frederieton  Rotary  Club. 


St.  John  Radio  LUtenen. 

Sution  CFBO  (owner). 
City  of  Halitax. 

Halifax  County  Radio  .lawciatioa. 

Do. 

Do. 
Aeadia  Uairenlty. 


City  of  ^ydaay. 

Sydnay  Radio  Club. 
Do. 


.'ji*t  of  persona  making  atatemrmtg  at  publtc  hearings — ConttniiPtl 


If  ate  and  place  of 
hearing 


June  18.  Sydney  Nora 
icotia. 

J>o. 


June 


Prnce 


I>o. 
Do. 
Ik). 
Ik). 
Do. 


July  1,  Ottawa,  Ontario 

Do 

Ho .. 


Do. 


U 
list, 
orpai 


Ban 

Balm 

mini  t 

Kel«|wna 

gon. 

Col. 

S. 

Stort- 


Oiftarlf] 
tute 
Confer 
(Ltd 
castihg 
Toro  ito 
Strict 
Ham  It 
•' Belter 
Toro  ito 
Trad  •» 
Astioilati 
R.    II. 
Lord 
Torn 
Toronto 
Ham 
mrr 
Toroii 
ham. 
Asan^ 

Qt4'bef ; 
Jf!in 
Cannjliti 
Radii  I 
tute 
Ra\l4a 


in)«i 


Jay, 


Jfl 
.Ma 

VlIleAeu 

Caosi  la 
Nofa 
port 
Stewlicke 


:OKD— SENATE 


November  21 


20.  Charlottetown, 
Edward    Is- 


Name  of  person 


N.  Nathanson 

R.  Ingrabam 

Frank  Nolan 

Mayor  Ira  Yeo 


K.  S.  Rogers 

J.  A.  Gesner 

R.  L.  MoDison... 

W.  P.  Doull 

B.     W.     Lepage, 

M.  P.  P 
W.  T.  Burford.... 

J.  McInt>Te. 

J.  A.  Mclsaac 

G.  Herwig 


Organization  represented 


Station  CJCB  (owner). 
City  of  Charlottetowa 


Station  CFCY  (Island  Radio  Co.). 
Station  CHCK  (W.  E.  Burke). 
Station  CHGS  (R.  T.  Holman,  Ltd.)* 


AU-Canadian  Congress  of  Labor. 
Canadian  Legion  of  the  B.  E.  S.  L. 


.V  tKTta 
Deej 
bell.'r 
Bdm  snton 
F.  C 
son, 
EdiDbn 

Sh  skatf 
Mi<l<Qe 
toon 
man. 
Cum 
Mar 

gain 

old 
M4 

Bon 

Ki 

trpll 


■(.  h&i 


I'nc 
rlr  '11a 


addition  to  spoken  Htntements  made  by  persona  named  in  the  aboT« 

written  views  hare  been  received   from  the  following  pertiunat  uud 

lizations  : 

BHtisb   Columbia:    Svend   A.    Blans«tcd.   Vancouver;   the   Vancottrer 

and  Orchestral  Institute,  Vancouver;   Spark.s  Co.,  Vancouver;  the 

ion    .\rm    Radio    Hub.    Salmon    .\rm ;    Frank    DeGrey,    New    West- 

"er;  the  Pentlcton  Herald.  Pentlcton  ;  Kolownn  Radio  .\ii8oclatioa, 

rna  :   B.  W.  Crowther.  Nelson  ;  C.  J.  Cherry.  Victoria :  H.  M.   Dlg- 

Klwanis  committee  on  public  affairs  for  Canada.  Victoria  ;   Lieut. 

J.  DeB.  Cowan,  Cniwford  Bay:  George  II.  Keyes,  Nakusp  :  Mrs.  R. 

ti  oodwin.  Vanconver ;  George  II.  Bird,  Port  Alboml ;  Pitman's  Music 

Prince  Oorge ;  E.  II.  Sweeney.  Bambertou.  Tod  Inlet. 

T.  \.  Crowe.  Calgary:  the  R-d  Deer  Advocate  (Ltd  >.  Red 
Mrs.  Bland.  Calgary;  8.  E.  Andrews.  Calurary ;  G.  F.  Stooke,  Dnim- 
;  II.  S.  Craig,  Edmonton  ;  French-Canadian  Association  of  Alberta, 
Dr.  C.  C.  Tatham.  Edmonton ;  C.  Hunt,  Bdmonton ;  Mrs. 
Watts,  Carstalrn;  Western  Grocers  (Ltd.),  Edmonton;  J.  K.  Ilod- 
llobbema ;  F.  Banson,  New  Hill ;  J.  A.  Mitch«>U.  I*akan  ;  A.  Rudford, 
ton. 

chrwan:   W.    A.    JohuiiUm.    Gap    View;    Mrs.    D.    A.    K.nlgers, 

Ljike;  Rev.  W.  J.   Wilson.  Brora;  Kiwanls  International.  8«iska- 

David  T.  Dick.  Kidgedale ;  J.   E.  Wiiks.  ForcHt  Gate;  J.   W.  Tru- 

Biggar ;    W.     W.    Lindley.     .Semans ;     Caiiora    Radio    AsKoclation, 

n  ;   U.   Turner,    Wili^on   Lake ;   (jte.irge  Lumlcy,   Alida ;   Charles   H. 

uiiit.    Saskatoon;    Charles    Peterson,    Wadena;    John    W.    ]4\)wler. 

Hill ;  G.  W.  8.  Bowlby.  Loverna ;  Wilbor  Ennis,  Tisdale ;  W.  Har- 

(|hlld.  St.  l>onls  post  office  ;  P.  Wllhelm.  Saskatoon. 

■  nitoba  :   .Vssoclation     dKducation     des    Canndiens-Francals.     Salnt- 

■  ce;   the   Film  &  Slide  Co.   of  Canada.  Winnipeg:   A.   R.   Wlllson, 

la;  A.  Grtmshaw^,  Winnipeg;  K.  D.   Fwart.  Winnipeg;  F.  F.  Cot- 

Wlnnlpeg;  J.  E.  Lowry,  Winnipeg 

lo:  The   Royal   S»oclety  of  Canada,   Ottawa;   rrofcsalonal   Instl- 
a1  the  Civil  SerA-lce.  Ottawa  :  Harry  Belcher.  Waterloo ;  Universities 
>r(nce,  Ottawa;  L.  C.   Servos.  Toronto ;   the  Dominion  Battery  Co. 
),   Toronto ;    Ralph    W.    Ashcroft,    Toronto ;    Trans-Canada    Broad- 
Co..  Toronto;  Norman  Cole,  Ottawa;  Goodorham  &  Worts  (Ltd.), 
;  Samuel  Redmonds,  Meaford  ;  J.  O.  Thorn.  Toronto ;  Mrs.  Frank 
land.  Hamilton  ;  Rev.  Canon  A.  J.  Fidler,  Toronto ;  A.  O.  Ewens, 
"on;    l-ulversity   of   Western    Ontario.    I^ondon ;    Western    Ontario 
Radio"    Club,    Chatham;    the    Canadian    Re«l    Cross    Society. 
;  James  McHardy.  Toronto:  Board  of  Education.  Windsor;  the 
and  Labor  Congress  of  Canada,  Ottawa  ;  Canadian  Fostmaster*' 
Ion.    Aurora:    Telephone    City    Radio    Association.    Brantford ; 
Combs,  Toronto  ;  Canadian   Legion   of  the   B.    E.   S.  L..   Ottawa ; 
s  Day  Alliance  of  Canada.   Toronto;   the  (Jirl  Guides  Association' 
to;  William  Watt.  Orang,>villo ;  Canadian  Automobile  Assoclatloik,' 
to ;  Classic  City  Radio  Club,  Stratford ;  Aviation  League  of  Canada, 
Iton;  Bowmanvllle  Radio  Club,  Bowmanvllle  :  Ernest  Barlen    Kltch- 
Walter    Peters.    Peterhoro ;    E.    Westhook,    Gait;    D.    R.    Thomas,   J 
to;  John  Harris,  Preston;  George  0.  Hubert,  Gnit ;  F.  A.  Burling! 
Wellington;  A.  H.  Allen,  Toronto;  W.  H.  Cross.  Bolton;  Canadian 
'atlon  of  Broadcasters.  Toronto. 

:  The  Prorlnco  of  Qneb..c  Radio  Trades  Association,  Montreal' 

Rlddei.  Montreal;  D.  H,  Barday.  Quebec;  "La  I»re«se,"  Montreal' 

Man  National  Railways.  Montreal ;  Beverldg.'  Supply  Co.    Montreal ' 

CTub  of  Quebec.  Quebec  ;  A.  Leger.  Montreal ;  the  Englnwring  Inatl' 

»f  Canada,  Montreal;  Cardinal  lioiileau,  Quebec;  Canadian  Pacific 

-yM,  Montreal;  Grand  Lmlge.  Kniglits  of  Pythias,  Montreal-  the 

Buckley  Co.,  Montreal;   Leo.   »,    Kir«ht)en,   Montreal;   Austin   R 

-,  Grand  Cascapedia  :   A.   J.   K.  Catto.   Dorval ;   Prof,   J    Arthur 

re,  Montreal;  E.  J.  L'Esperance.  Montreal. 

Bninswlck :  II.  RoN  rts,  WestHold ;  the  Telephone  Awoclntlon  of 
i,   St.   John. 

t.?^*'*L^'°''*  ®    Hoganson.  Halifax;  W.  S.  Abbott.  Clements- 
F.Klorated  Women's  Institute  <,f  Canada,  Wolfvllle  •  C    8    Taylor 
-»'-;  HaUfax  Countjr  Radio  Association,  Halifax.  "       ' 
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Prince  Edward  Island  :  United  Baptist  Convention  of  the  Maritime 
Province,  Charlottetown. 

Appk.ndix  III 

STATBMINTS  BICEIVED  FROM   PROVINCIAL  GOVKENMEVTS 

Victoria,   British   Columbia,   April   17,    1929: 

"  •  •  •  The  government  of  Britlah  Columbia  Is  ready  and  willing 
to  enter  into  negotiations  with  the  Government  of  Canada  and  the 
governments  of  the  various  Canadian  l^rovinces  with  a  view  to  the 
organization  of  radiobroadcasting  on  a  basis  of  public  service  by  some 
method  that  may  bo  mutually  agreed  upon  by  the  said  govern- 
ments    •     •     •." 

Edmonton.  Alberta.  April  23,  1920  : 

'•  •  •  •  The  government  of  Alberta  Is  ready  and  willing  to  enter 
Into  negotiations  with  the  Government  of  Canada  and  the  govern- 
ments of  the  various  Provinces  of  Canada  with  a  view  to  the  organi- 
sation of  radiobroadcasting  on  a  basis  of  public  service  by  some  method 
that  may  be  mutually  agreed  upon  by  the  said  governments  •  •  •." 
Reglna,  Saskatchewan.  May  1,   1929  : 

•'  •  •  •  The  government  of  the  Province  of  Saskatchewan  is  ready 
and  willing  to  enter  Into  n(gotlations  with  the  Government  of  Canada 
and  the  governments  of  the  various  Provinces  of  Canada  with  a  view 
to  the  organization  of  radiobroadcasUng  on  a  basis  of  public  service 
by  such  method  as  may  be  mutually  agrerd  upon  by  the  said  govern- 
ments    *     •      ••" 

St.  John.   New  Brunswick.  June   15,   1929: 

"  •  •  •  The  government  of  New  Bruiiswick,  while  insisting  that 
constitutionally  the  Provinces  are  not  subject  to  any  legislative  or  execu- 
tive interference  in  dealing  with  the  subject  of  broadcasting,  except  In 
time  of  war,  is  of  opinion  that  cooperation  between  the  Provinces  and 
the  Dominion  would  be  beneficial  in  promoting  national  mutual  under- 
standing and  education,  and  the  government  is  willing  to  enter  into 
conference  to  ascertain  the  b«'8t  method  by  which  these  objects  may  bo 
attained     •     •     •." 

Toronto,  Ontario,   June  28.   1929: 

"  •  •  •  The  government  of  Ontario  is  ready  and  willing  to  enter 
Into  negotiations  with  the  Government  of  Canada  and  the  governments 
of  the  various  Canadian  Provinces  with  a  view  to  the  organization  of 
radiobroadcasting  on  a  basis  of  public  service  by  some  method  that  may 
be  mutually  agreed  upon  by  the  said  governments  •  •  *." 
Winnipeg.  Manitoba.  July  2.  1929: 

"  •  •  •  The  government  of  Manitoba  Is  ready  and  willing  to  enter 
Into  negotiations  with  the  Government  of  Canada  and  the  governments 
of  the  various  Canadian  Provinces  with  a  view  to  organization  of  radio- 
broadcasting on  a  basis  of  public  service  by  some  method  that  may  be 
mutually  agreed  upon     •     •     ••" 

Halifax,   Nova    Scotia.   July   6,    1929 : 

"  •  •  •  The  government  of  Nova  Scotia  is  ready  and  wllllug  to 
enter  Into  negotiations  with  the  Government  of  Canada  and  the  gov- 
ernments of  the  various  Provinces  of  Canada  with  a  view  to  the  organl- 
aation  of  radiobroadcasting  on  a  basis  of  public  service,  by  such  method 
ns  may  be  mutually  agreed  upon  by  the  said  governments  •  •  •." 
Charlottetown,  I'rince  Edward  Island.  July  18.  1929: 
"  •  *  •  The  government  of  I'rince  Edward  Island  is  ready  and 
willing  to  enter  into  negotiations  with  the  Government  of  Canada  and 
the  governments  of  the  various  Canadian  l^ovinces,  with  a  view  to  the 
organization  of  radiobroadcasting  on  a  basis  of  public  service,  by  some 
method  that  may  be  mutually  agreed  upon  by  the  said  govern- 
ments    •     •     ••" 

Quebec,   Quebec    (translation),    August    28.    1929: 

.<  •  •  •  The  government  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  will  be  glad 
to  collaborate  as  fully  as  possible  and  to  give  to  the  Government  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  Its  support  In  order  to  solve  the  difficulties  which 
exist  at  present  in  relation  to  broadcasting  In  Canada,  as  well  as  abroad. 
•'  However,  while  collaborating  with  the  Government  of  Canada,  as 
mentioned  above,  the  government  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  does  not 
Intend  to  waive  Its  rights  of  jurisdiction  which  have  been  granted  to  it 
by  the  BritUh  North  America  act,  and  this  In  so  far  as  radiobroadcast- 
ing la  concerned.  Although  making  this  reservation,  I  am  convinced 
that  a  definite  policy  could  be  established  under  common  agreement 
between  the  Government  of  Canada  and  the  various  provincial  govern- 
monta  in  the  general  lutereat  of  the  country     •     •     •.' 

Appcwdix  IV 

BROADCASTtNO   IM   CANADA 

Broadcaitlng  In  Canada  is  at  present  carried  on  by  private  enterprise 
except  In  the  Province  of  Bdanltoba.  where  the  itatlons  are  owned  and 
operated  by  the  provincial  government. 

Full  jurisdiction  over  the  administration  of  all  radio  matters  In  the 
Dominion,  including  the  licensing  and  control  of  broadcasting  stations, 
is  veated  In  the  Minister  of  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
and  la  exerclaed  in  accordance  with  the  radiotelegraph  act  (Canada) 
and  regulations  iwroed  thereunder  (E.  8.  Canada,  1927,  ch.  196). 

Two  claaies  of  broadcasting  license  are  granted  by  the  department— 
namely,  prlrate  commercial  and  amateur,  the  fee»  for  same  being  $50 
and  |10,  respectively,  per  fiscal  year. 


Licenses  for  broadcasting  stations  are  issued  only  to  British  subjects 
or  to  companies  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
or  any  of  the  Provinces  thereof.  In  addition,  the  Issue  of  amateur  broad- 
casting licenses  is  restricted  to  recognized  radio  associations:  they  are 
not  granted  to  indlviduala.  An  association  licensed  to  operate  an  ama- 
teur broadcasting  station  may.  however,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
minister,  authorize  a  station  belonging  to  one  of  its  members  to  broad- 
cast on  its  behalf. 

Receiving  licenses  are  granted  by  the  department  to  any  person  In  the 
Dominion  irrespective  of  nationality,  the  fee  for  this  class  of  ilcenae 
being  |1   per  annum. 

For  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  preventable  Interference  in  its  various 
forms  the  department  maintains  throughout  the  Dominion  a  free  in- 
spection service.  Including  a  number  of  specially  e«iulpp4^  cars  for  the 
purpose  of  tracing  and  dealing  with  interference  caused  by  faulty  power 
systems  and  associated  electrical  apparatus  of  various  kinds. 

The  amount  of  revenue  collected  from  recelvlog  license  fees  is  taken 
into  con.slderation  by  the  department  each  year  when  preparing  its  esti- 
mates to  provide  for  this  free  service  accorded  the  listening  public. 

While  the  sub.sidizing  by  the  department  of  private  commercial  broad- 
casting stations  deemed  wtirthy  of  financial  assistance  is  provided  for 
in  the  legislation  out  of  the  receiving  license  fees  collected,  this  pro- 
vision has  l)eeu  given  effect  only  In  the  case  of  the  I'rovlnc*^  of  Manitoba. 
In  that  Province,  where  the  broadcasting  stations  at  Winnipeg  and 
Brandon  are  operated  by  the  provlnchil  government  telephone  system,  50 
per  cent  of  all  radio-receiving  license  fees  collected  reverts  to  the  pro- 
vincial authorities. 

A  statement  showing  the  number  of  broadcasting  and  receiving  licensea 
issued  by  the  department  at  various  dates  appears  below,  together  with 
a  list  of  broadcasting  stations  at  present  licensed. 


/.  Broatiianting  lUfnuea 

Fi.soal  year 

P»rivate 
commer- 
cial 

.\mat«ur 

Total 

1922-23                                 .- - 

82 

4« 
63 

55 
73 

84 
79 

>78 

8 
22 

17 
16 
2S 
15 
12 
t 

70 

1923-24                                     - 

08 

1924-25. 
1925-28. 
102S-27 

80 

71 
96 

1927-28                          

90 

1928-29                            

91 

l))29-30                                       

>87 

I  This  includes  16  licenses  for  "  phantom  "  stations. 

//.  Receiving  licenses 

RADIO    BaOAOCASTIXO 


1922-23 

1923-24 

1924-25 

1925-26 

1926-27 

1 
1927-28  j  1928-29 

Vnrfhw<>«t  Territories 

4 

"2,'709" 
1,994 
Z655 
1,722 

3 

12 
6.049 
5,843 
9.303 
6.553 

17 

23 

9,494 

7,1.52 

15,944 

14,503 

60,110 

21.  141 

2,612 

3,288 

202 

46 

31 

14,776 

10,588 

22,238 

18,005 

102.504 

39,207 

2,968 

4,996 

289 

18,561  1     23,407 
14,996  '     14,957 
26, 635       27,  358 
19,288       20,450 

Yukon 

British  Columbia 

Alberta 

.Saskatchewan... 

Manitoba              .... 

Ontario 

11,B77  j  41,347 

9,250  1-  18,211 

430        1,240 

970  1     2,772 

138  ;         163 

125,012      145,283 
51, 347       49,  751 

Kaw  Rninswick        • 

4,475         6.285 

Nova  Scotia 

Prinfv  Edward  Island 

7, 106  ;      8. 587 

587  1          767 

Total 

9,954 

31,600     91.996 

134,486 

215,650   268,055     296,920 

1 

1 

1               1 

Note.— The  periods  shown  above  are  from  April  1  to  March  31  th«  ioUowing  year 

(the  Dominion  Government  fiscal  year). 

///.  Broad<-asting  Stations 

PRIVATE  COUMKRCIAL 

Alberta : 

Calgary— 434.8  M   (C90  K/C)  — 
CFAC,  Calgary  Herald.  500  W. 
CFCN,  Western  Broadcasting  Co.,  600  W. 
•CNBC,  Canadian   National   Railways,   .'MK)  W. 
CJCJ,  The  Albertan   Publishing  Co.,  500  W. 
•CHCA.  The  Western  Farmer  (Ltd.),  600  W. 
Bpd  Deer— 367.1  M   (840  K/C)— 

CKLC,  All^erta   Pacific  Grain  Co.,  1,000  W. 
•CHCT.  G.  F.  Tull  A  Arden  (Ltd.).  1,000  W. 
Edmontou— 517.2  M    (580  K/Ci  — 

CJCA.  Edmonton  Journal.  600  W. 
CIIMA,  Christian  »c  MlHslonary  Alliance,  280  W. 
(Kl'A,  University  of  All)erta,  600  W. 
•CNRE,  Canadian  National  Railways,  600  W. 
Lcthbridge— 2G7.9  M   (1,120  K/C)— 
CJOC,  Harold  K.  Carson,  60  W. 

British  Columbia  : 

ChllUwack— 247.9  M   (1,210  K/C)— 

CHWK,  ChiUlwack  Broadcasting  Co.,  5  W. 
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Biitlah  Columbia—  Crmtlnnp*1. 

KAmK.op«— 267.'J   M    a. 120  K/C)— 

CFJC,  N.  S.  Dalgleish  A  Sons  and  Wellor  &  Weller,  15  W. 
Vancouver — til  M  (7;;0  K/C) — 

CKCD.  Vnucoov»T  Daily  Prorlnce,  50  W. 
'  •CHLS.  W.  G.  Ha.^M'll.  50  W. 

CKWX.  A.  flolstead  &  Wm.  Hanlon.  100  W. 
CKMo.  Sprott-Shaw  Railio  Co.,  50  W. 
CKFC,  United  Church  of  Canada.  50  W. 
Vaiic«nT*r  District-  21»1. 3   M    (1,030  K/O  — 
CJOK.  G.  C.  Cbanillcr   (Sea  Island),  50  W. 
CNRV.  Canadian  National  Railways  (Lulu  Island),  500  W. 
Tlctoria — 476.2  M    (630  K/C)— 

CPCT,  Victoria  Broadca.stlng  Association,  500  W. 
Manitoba  : 

Winnip««K— r?84.(J  M   (780  K/C)— 

CKY.  Manitoba  TeJephon*?  System,  5,000  W. 
•CNRW,  Canadian  National  Railways,  500  W. 
CJRX.  J.  Richardson  ft  Sons  (short  wave  25.6  M — 11,720  K/C), 
2.000  W. 
Brandon— 555.6  M   (540  K/C) — 

CKX.  Manitoba  Telephone  System,  600  W. 
New  Bnmswlck  : 

Frederlctin— 247.9  M    (1.210  K/)— 

CFNU,  Jamea  S.  Neill  ft  Sons,  50  W. 
St.  John— 337.1  M   (890  K  C)— 

CFBO,  ('.  A.  Munro  (Ltd.),  50  W. 
Moncton— 476.2  M    (630  K/C>— 

CNRA,  Canadian  National  Railways,  500  W. 
Nora  Scotia  : 

Uallfax— 322.6  M   (930  K/C)— 

CUNa  Halifax  Uerald   (Ltd.),  500  W. 
Wolfvllle— 322.6   M    (930   K/C)— 

CKIC,  Acadia  University.  50  W. 
Sydney— .340.9  M   (SHO  K/C)—  • 

CJCB,  N.  Nathan«»n,  50  W. 
Ontario : 

Brantford— 297  M   (1,010  K/C)— 
CKCR,  John   Patterson,  50  W. 
Chatham— 247.9  M   (1,210  K/C)  — 

CFCO.  Western  Ontario   '  Better  Radio  '  Club,  25  W. 
CobHlt— 247.9  if    (1,210   K/C)— 

CKMC,  R.  L.  MacAdam.  15  W. 
namllton  — 340.9  M   (880  K/C)  — 

cues.  Hamilton  Spectator,  10  W. 

CKOC,  Wentworth  Radio  ft  Auto  Supply  Co.  (Ltd.),  50  W. 
CHML.  Maple  I.«af  Radio  Co.,  50  W. 
Iroquois  Fa»h»— 500  M  (600  K/C)  — 

CFCH.  AWttW  I'ower  ft  Paper  Co.,  250  W. 
Kingston — 267.9  M   (1.120  K/C)  — 

CFRC.  Queens  University,  500  W. 
London— 329.7  M   (910  K/C)  — 

CJGC,  London  Fre*"  Press  and  l>rlnting  Co.    (Ltd.),  600  W. 
•CNSL.  4'auadlan  National  Railways,  5U0  W. 
Midland— 267.9  M  (1.120  K/O— 

CKPR.  Midland  Broadcajitlng  Corporation,  50  W. 
OtUwa     434.8  M    t6»0  K/C)— 

CNRO.  Canadian  National  Railways,  500  W. 
CKCO.  Dr.  <i.  M.  Owldert,  100  W. 
Prwcott-297  M   (1,010  K/C  — 

CVIjC.  Radio  Association  of  PwHicott,  30  W. 
Prpston— 247.9  U  (1.210  K/C)— 
CKPC,  Wallace  Rnm.  50  W. 
Toronto     517.2  M    (5m»  K/C)— 

i'KN(\  Canadtaa  National  Carbon  Co..  500  W. 
•CJW.  Kv..iiln»(  Telegram.  500  W. 
CKCL.  Dominion  Battery  Co..  500  W. 
Toronto— 357.1    M    (840  K/C)— 

CFCA.  Star  I*nbll»blnR  Co..  500  W. 
•CKOW.  .NeatJe's  Food  Co.    500  W. 
*CN(IT.  Canadian  National   Railways,  500  W. 
Toronto  District — 312.5  M   (i>«0  K/C)  — 
CFRB.  Standard  Radio  Corpurati4}n  (Ltd.).  4.000  W. 
CKGW.  Uooderham  ft  Wort»  (Ltd.).   (BowmanvUle),  5,000  W. 
Toronto  and  district  wwves — 

•CJBC.  Janrla  Street  Baptist  Church. 
Prince  Edward  I«land  : 

Chariot tetoWD— 312.5  M   (960  K,  O— 
CFCY.  latand  Badio  Co..  250  W. 
CHCK.  W.  K.  Burke.  30  W. 
8ummersjd«>— 287.9  M   (1120  K/C) — 
CliUS,  R.  T.  Holman   (Ltd.).  25  W. 
QnebM: 

Montreal — 111   M    (730   K/C) — 

CHYC,  Northern  Electric  Co.,  500  W. 
CKAC.  La  Presae  PubUshlng  Co..  5.000  W. 
•CMBM,  Canadian  National  Railways,  1,650-6,000  W. 
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(Ltd.), 


icbec — Conti  nued. 

Montreal— 291.3  M   (1.030  K  C)  — 

CFCF,  Canadian  Marconi  Co.,  1,650  W. 
Quebec— 340.9  M   (880  K/C)  — 

CKCI,  Le  -Solell'    (Ltd.),  22Vi  W. 
CHItC,  E.  Fontaine,  25  W. 
CKCV,  G.  A.  Vandry,  50  W. 
•CNRQ,  Canadian  National  Railways,  50  W. 
St.  Hyaclnthe— 297  M  (l,t»10  K  C)— 
CKSH,  city  of  St.  Hyaclnthe.  50  W, 
Sf  bkatchewan  : 

FleminK— 500  M    (600  K/O  — 

CJRW,  J.  Richardson  ft  Sons,  500  W. 
Moose  Jaw— 500  M   (600  K/C)  — 

CJRM,  J.  Richardson  ft  Sons,  500  W. 
Ref?lna— 312.5  M    (960  K/C)  — 

CHWC,  R.  H.  Williams  ft  Son.s,  500  W. 
CKCK,  Leader  Publishing  Co.,  500  W. 
•CJBR,    Saslcatchewan    Co-Operatlve    Wheat    Producers 

500  W. 
•CNRR,  Canadian  National  Railways,  500  W. 
Saskatoon — 329.7  M   (910  K/C)  — 

CFGC,   EHectric  Shop   (Ltd.),  500  W. 
•CNRS,  Canadian   National  Railways,  500  W. 
CJHS,  Radio  Service   (Ltd.),  250  W. 
Yorkton — 476.2  M  (630  K/C)  — 

CJGX,   Winnipeg  Grain  Exchange,  500  W. 

Amateur 

(250  M— 1,200  K/C) 

II  AB,  Moose  Jaw  Radio  Association,  Moose  Jaw,  Saskatchewan. 
It  AE.  Bowmanville  Radio  CTub,  Bowmanvillr,  Ontario. 

M  AK,  Cla.ssic  Radio  CTub,   Stratford,  Ontario. 

1 1  AY,  Kelowna  Radio  Association,  Kelowna,  British  Columbia. 
V  •  BI,  Prince  Albert  Radio  Club,  Prince  Albert,  Saskatchewan. 
'M  BP,  Wingham  Radio  Club,  WIngham,  Ontario. 

1 1  BQ,  Telephone  (^ity  Radio  .Yssoclation,  Brantford,  Ontario. 

(    BU,  Canora  Radio  Association,  Canora,  Saskatchewan. 
1('  CB,  Liverpool  Broadcasting  Society,  LiveriKwl,  Nova  Scotia. 

NoTB. — •  "  Phantom  "  stations  :  A  "  phantom  "  station  is  defined  as 
01  e  which  owns  no  physical  equipment  but  is  allotted  a  distinctive  call 
slfnai  and  is  licenaed  to  operate  over  a  station  having  physical  equip- 
ment. 

M  =  Meters.     K/C- Kilocycles.     W=.  Watts. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  1  have  in  my  hand  also  an  As.so- 
j:  iited  Pref<.s  di.*<patch  explaininjc  that  the  preliminai-y  injunction 
g^  "anted  by  Judge  Morris  in  the  di.strict  court  of  Delaware  .some 
mouths  ago  against  the  Radio  Corporation  has  l>een  made  per- 
n  anent.  The  preliminary  injunction  was  granted  in  February, 
1 128.  It  wa.s  api>ealed  to  the  circuit  court  and  affirmed  there, 
aid  the  Supreme  Ccurt  of  the  United  States  refuswHl  to  review 
tlie  case.  It  then  went  back  to  .Judge  Morris  for  trial  on  the 
irerlts  as  to  the  issuance  of  a  i^erraanent  injunction.  He  took 
t<8tlmony;  he  has  had  the  case  under  con.«lderatlon  for  neveral 
nonths.  and  his  decision  now  is  that  the  injunction  shall  be 
nade  iiermanent.  It  means  that  the  Radio  Corporation  has  vlo- 
U  ted  the  Clayton  Act  and  is  now  In  danger  of  losing  Its  license 
Older  the  radio  act.  The  case  will  be  appealed  to  (he  Hrcnlt 
cdurt,  no  doubt,  bat  If  it  is  affirmed  there  that  will  l»e  the  end 

-•nt. 

I  am  extremely  glad  that  we  are  ^ting  narmf  action  on  theMe 
nonopfdlstlc  practices  of  the  Radio  CoriH>rarlon.  It  only  con- 
fl  rms  what  has  long  b<en  my  In'Mef.  nam**ly.  that  If  the  statnten 
n  »w  written  are  really  enfortwl  the  pe«»i>le  can  be  pretty  well 
p  "otected  under  the  existing  laws  against  monopoly.  It  raises 
the  question,  however,  as  to  the  advlsabUlty  of  Congress  enact- 
irjg  a  law  that  will  prohibit  those  engaged  in  the  maniifnctnre 
of  radio  eqtiipment  fn»m  engaging  in  broadcasting  or  In  com- 
mercial radio  business.  In  other  words,  a  tem[>tatlon  exists 
When  the  manufacturers  of  radio  equipment  are  In  the  field  com- 
p«lng  In  the  broadcasting  art  with  those  to  whom  they  fnmlsh 
the  equipment.  I  am  not  i>rep«red  at  this  time  to  dis^-uss  tliat 
question.  n<ir  do  I  think  it  desirable  to  do  so.  but  I  think  it  is  a 
q  lestlon  that  must  be  considered  by  Congress.  I  ask  that  the 
.Associated  Press  dlsi>utch  to  which  I  have  referred  may  be 
pinted  In  the  Rkcord  at  this  point. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Without  objecUon,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  dispatch  la  as  follows : 

[From  the  Washington  Star,  November  20,  1929] 

I^Jt'WCnOX    OBANTCD    IN    SADIO-TUBE    SCIT COPrr   ORDEBS    ItADIO   COBPoai- 

TIOX  or  AMEBICA  TO  BKrHAIX   FROM    CSINQ   CO.VTUACT   CLAUSI 

WiLMixoTON,  Del.,  November  20.— A  permanent  Injunction  against  the 
Bidio  Corporation  of  America  was  Issued  in  the  Unite<I  States  district 
«urt  yesterday  in  an  opinion  by  Judge  Hugh  M.  Morris,  In  which  the 
ciiurt  held  the  Radio  Corporation  had  violated  the  Clayton  Monopoly 


Act  by  the  Insertion  of  a  clause  In  Its  contracts  with  dealers  which  pro- 
vided that  purchases  of  all  radio  tubes  for  initial  installation  should  be 
made  from  them. 

The  suit  was  lnstitute<l  by  Arthur  D.  Lord,  receiver  in  equity  for  the 
De  Forest  Radio  Co..  Northern  Manufacturing  Co.,  United  Radio  k 
Electric  Corporation,  Tclevocal  Corporation,  and  Harry  Chirelsteln,  doing 
business  under  the  name  of  the  Sonatron  Tube  Corporation. 

The  piaintiflr's  motion  for  a  preliminary  injunction  was  granted  Feb- 
ruary 9.  1928. 

The  liadio  Corporation  asserted  that  the  evidence  adduced  at  the  final 
hearing  disclosed  that  the  licenses  of  the  defendant  were  indispensable 
parties  to  the  cause,  and  that  the  clause  at  issue  was  not  a  contract  or 
agreement.  In  his  opinion  Judge  Morris  said  effect  of  the  clause  "  may 
be  to  substantially  lessen  competition  or  tend  to  create  a  monopoly  in 
any  line  of  commerce." 

The  Radio  Corporation  la  expected  to  enter  an  appeal. 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  take'  any  more 
time  on  this  subject,  much  as  I  should  like  to  discuss  it :  but 
I  do  think  that  the  Senate  is  meriting  some  of  the  abuse  that 
is  being  lieape^l  upon  it  by  everlastingly  talking  politics  here 
when  we  ought  to  work  on  the  tariflf  bill. 

EXKCUTI\TB  MESSAGES 

Sundry  messages  in  writing  were  coiumunic«ted  to  the  Sen- 
ate from  the  Piesident  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Hess,  one 
of  Ills  secretaries. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives  by  Mr.  Chaffee, 
one  of  its  clerks,  auuouiici'd  that  the  House  had  passed  without 
amendment  the  following  concurrent  resolution  and  joint  reso- 
lution of  the  Senate:  • 

S.  Con.  lies.  19.  Concurrent  resolution  providing  for  sine  die 
adjournment  of  the  present  session  of  Congress  on  November 

22    192U  ■  and 

S  j"  lies.  S2.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  payment  of 
salaries  of  the  officers  and  employees  of  Congress  for  November, 
1929,  on  the  27th  day  of  that  month. 

The  me.ssage  al.so  announcetl   that  the  House  had  passed  a 
joint  resolution  (U.  J.  Res.  130)  to  provide  for  the  compensa- 
'  tion  of  page  boys  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
during   the  entire   month   of  Noveml)er,   1929.   in   which   it   re- 
quested the  comurreuce  of  the  Senate.  ^.    ,      ,     *  ^ 

Tlie  message  further  announced  that  the  House  had  adopted 
a  resolution  (H.  Ri's.  67)  providing  for  the  appointment  of  a 
committee  of  two  Members  of  the  House  to  join  a  similar  com- 
mittee on  the  part  of  the  Senate  to  wait  uix)n  the  President 
of  the  United  States  and  inform  him  that  the  two  Houses  have 
coninleted  the  business  of  the  present  session  and  are  ready 
to  adjtmrn  unless  the  President  has  some  other  comiuumcation 
to  make  to  them.  „  ^  ... 

Th.'  message  also  communicated  to  the  Senate  the  resolutions 
of  the  House  adopted  as  a  tribute  to  the  memory  of  Hon.  James 
William  Good,  late  the  Secretary  of  War  and  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  from  the  State  of  Iowa  from  the 
Sixty-ilrsl  to  the  Sixty-seventh  Congress. 

E:«BOf>LED  JOINT   BESOLVTIOH    SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  had  Jifflxed  his  signature  to  the  enrolled  joint  resolution 
i»  J  Res  82)  anthorlzlng  the  pa.rment  of  salaries  of  the 
officers  and  enq.loyees  of  (3«ingress  f<.r  November.  l»a».  on  the 
27th  day  of  that  month,  and  it  was  signed  by  the  Vice  President. 

THE  PTTBOLEVM  INOrSTBY 

Mr  THOMAS  of  Oklahoma.  Mr.  President.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printe<l  in  the  Becobd  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent 
George  Horace  I>»rlmer,  editor  of  the  Saturday  Evening  Post, 
by  W  H  Gray,  president  of  the  National  Aswx-latlon  of  Inde- 
i4ndent  OH  Producers,  relating  to  the  oil  Industry. 

There  being  no  objectltm,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Recobd,  as  follows : 

NOVEMBEB     14,     1029. 

Mr.  Gbokos  IIobace  Loeimbb, 

Editor  Saturday  Evening  Pott,  Philadelphia.  Pa. 
Dkab  Sib  :  The  National  Association  of  Independent  Oil  Producers  Is 
affiliated  with  most  every  Independent  association  in  the  United  States. 
Among  these  associations  may  be  catalogued  the  Mid-Continent  Royalty 
Owneri  Association,  which  particularly  represents  the  landowner,  and 
the  owners  of  mineral  rights  in  Oklahoma,  Texas,   Kansas,   I»ulslana, 

and  Arkansas.  .     .^,.     t,^  ,.      v 

It  \»  the  firm  belief  of  these  associations  that  only  the  States  have 
any  power  In  the  matter  of  the  regulation  of  the  petroleum  industry 
and  m  addition  to  that  we  believe  the  constitutions  of  these  States 
guarantee  to  them  their  title  without  any  interference  by  the  Federal 
Government  However,  we  welcome  any  assistance  the  Federal  Govern 
ment  Is  able  to  give  us  in  the  matter  of  conservation  of  the  petroleum 
resources  of  this  country. 


It  goes  without  saying  that  owners  of  the  land  from  which  oil  Is 
being  produced  are  as  heartily  in  accord  with  the  matter  of  prevention 
of  waste  as  would  be  thc'Federal  (k<vernment  or  the  States.  They  want 
their  properties  developed,  but  they  do  not  want  any  waste  and  they 
have  shown  themselves  always  willing  to  cooperate  with  the  operator 
of  the  oil  properties  and  with  the  Government. 

Mr.  Wilbur  seems  to  have  gathered  the  Idea  that  iu  some  way  the 
public  has  a  particular  interest  In  the  oil  Industry  which  they  do  not 
have  in  the  conservation  of  other  natural  resources  such  as  the  sulphur 
dopofiils  In  Texa.s,  the  timber  business,  or  the  coal  deposits.  These  are 
as  importjint  to  life  as  are  the  petroleum  deposits  of  the  country. 

The  petroleum  industry  stands  willing  to  comply  at  all  times  with 
any  rule  in  the  matter  of  conservation  that  is  fair  and  reasonable,  bat 
it  does  request  that  every  other  natural  resource  be  brought  under  the 
same  rule  that  might  be  applied  to  the  petroleum  resources. 

Mr.  Wilbur,  in  his  statement  in  your  valuable  magaxln-,  charges  the 
oil  Industry  with  a  ruthless  waste  of  a  great  natural  resource.  Thia 
statement  we  deny,  and  in  answer  to  him  we  sny  that  there  Is  no  indus- 
try in  the  I'nlted  States  to-day  that  is  cooperating  as  eflHrlently  as  the 
oil  induntry  In  the  matter  of  conserving  Its  resources.  There  Is  not  an 
association  within  the  industry  that  is  not  doing  Its  part.  There  is  not 
an  industry  that  employs  more  engineers  and  scientific  men  for  the  pur- 
pose of  conserving  every  operation  within  the  industry,  and  there  la  no 
waste. 

On  behalf  of  the  independent  producers  and  landowners  in  the  United 
States  we  invite  an  investigation  by  any  governmental  body  that  may 
be  selected  to  Investigate  and  det<'rniine  whether  or  not  the  petroleum 
industry  is  condurtlng  Itself  In  such  a  manner  that  it  should  be  sub- 
jected to  the  criticism  of  high  governmental  officials. 
Yours   very    truly, 

W.  H.  Ghat, 
President  \ational  .AsMciation  of  Independent  Oil  Producer*. 

THE    MANGANESE    RESERVES 

Mr.  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  leave  to  have  printed 
in  the  Record  an  editorial  from  the  Manufacturers  Record,  of 
Baltimore.  Md..  under  date  of  September  26,  1929.  relating  to 
manganese  deposits. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcohd.  as  foHows : 
[From  the  Manufacturers  Record,  Baltimore,  Md.,  September  26,  19291 

DIHKCTOK    or    GEOIXKJICAL     SCBVKY     EKPOBT8     HE     MADE     NO     K8TIMATB     0» 

MANGANESE  KKSEB^'ES 

Dr.  George  Otis  Smith,  Director  of  the  United  States  Geological  Sur- 
vey of  the  United  States  l>epartroent  of  the  Interior,  in  reply  to  a  letter 
from  the  Manufacturers  Record  asking  him  as  to  the  report  that  he  had 
made  some  estimate  in  regard  to  the  amount  of  manganese  deposits  in 
this  country,  writes  as  follows : 

"  So  far  as  I  can  recall  or  discover  through  a  search  of  printed  or  writ- 
ten statements  that  I  have  made.  I  do  not  find  that  I  have  aald  that 
there  is  '  about  two  years'  supply  of  manganese  ore  In  America.'  Fur- 
thermore, 1  have  made  no  estimate  of  the  manganese  reserves,  and  such 
a  total  is  so  far  below  any  estimate  with  which  1  am  acquainted  that 
it  seems  not  at  all  consistent  with  any  statement  that  I  would  make  on 
the  subject  were  I  unwise  enough  to  express  a  quant Itntlve  opinion  on  a 
question  into  which  so  many  varUbles  enter. 

•'  Not  having  made  the  estimate  referred  to,  I  need  not  answer  your 
questions  bawd  thereon." 

The  letter  of  inquiry  to  Doctor  Smith,  and  to  which  the  foregoing  is 
a  reply.  Is  as  follows: 

••  You  have  been  rather  widely  quoU-d  as  aaylDg  that  there  waa  about 
two  years'  supply  of  manganese  ore  In  America.  1  do  not  know  whether 
you  were  correctly  quoted  or  not.  At  any  rate,  I  think  thla  report 
credited  to  you  baa  been  accepted  by  a  good  many  people  who  do  not 
know  the  whole  situation.  Will  you,  therefore,  kindly  favor  me  with 
nplies  to  the  following  questions? 

"  1.  How  many  separate  deposits  were  included  In  that  estimate?  In 
what  States  are  they  located?  Has  each  owner  be«n  advised  of  the  ton- 
nage which  you  estimated  was  on  bis  property,  and  was  the  work  done 
with  the  cw>peration  of  the  owner  or  bte  representative? 

"  2.  By  what  method  of  calculation  did  you  arrive  at  yoor  toUl  of 
approximately  2.000.000  tons?  Was  tbl^  high-grade  ore  only  or  did  you 
take  into  consideration  the  lower-grade  ores  which  might  be  so  concen- 
trated as  to  become  high  grade? 

"3  In  the  instence  of  the  properties  examined  was  the  toonags 
blocked  out  as  positive  ore.  and  how?  What  was  the  grade  of  the  ore 
to  which  you  referred?  Are  there  operating  mines  on  these  properties; 
and  If  not,  how  long  would  It  take  to  mine  the  ore  in  the  case  of  an 
emergency,  and  how  quickly? 

"  4  How  long  did  It  take  to  develop  or  show  up  the  tonnage  to  which 
you  referred  in  your  quoted  estimate?  Can  you  say  positively  that  the 
limits  of  the  ore  have  been  reached  In  each  case;  and  why,  or  why  not? 
Are  there  any  prospicts  which  have  not  yet  been  explored  and  where 
large  tonnage  might  yet  be  shown  to  exist?  ConkJ  you  answer  this 
question  in  the  negative  without  actual  exploration? 
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"S.  DoM  the  United  States  0«olo«(lcal  Sarrey  make  It  •  practlee  to 
estimate  tonnait?  of  ore  on  iB<llTlduaJ  properties?  How  many  of  tbese 
were  embrace  in  your  estimate  T  ' 

"  6.  Does  it  take  a  good  deal  of  time  and  money  to  open  op  and  prore 
definite  or  positive  ore  in  tbe  case  of  a  mangranese  deposit,  and  why? 

"  7.  Will  jou  not  answer  tbe  abore  questions  fully,  rather  than  re- 
ferring me  to  a  great  many  builctlns,  although  I  should  be  glad  to  have 
yua  spud  the  bulletins,  too?  Huwever,  if  it  be  true  that  yon  have  stated 
that  there  were  only  about  two  years'  supply  of  manganese  ore  In  this 
country,  kindly  answer  the  above  questions  and  oblige. 

"  I  am  writing  you  In  this  way  becanae  tbe  information  which  I  have 
reeHved  from  many  sonrces  Is  that  there  la  a  very  large  supply  of  man- 
gane«i*>  aTailuble  in  America  which  should  be  developed,  and  the  lower 
grades  by  beneflciatlon  be  made  available." 

Bearing  on  tbe  same  snbj<^t  Is  a  later  letter  from  Jallan  D.  Bears, 
Acting  IHreotor  of  the  Geological  Survey,  in  reply  to  a  question  as  to 
reported  discoveries  of  manganiferous  ore  In  South  Dakota,  estimated  at 
SO.OOO.IKK)  tons.     Mr.  Sears  writes: 

"  The  Qeological  Survey  was  not  the  discoverer  of  the  deposits  of 
manganlfprnas  ore  in  South  Dakota  to  which  you  refer. 

**  An  ezamimition  of  these  deposits  has  recently  been  made  by  one  of 
the  survey  geologists,  but  he  wiU  not  be  able  to  make  any  report  on  his 
studies  until  after  he  returns  to  Washington  late  this  fall.  Your  name 
Is  being  listed  to  receive  a  copy  of  this  report  If  and  when  It  Is  Issued." 
At  the  recent  annoal  meeting  of  the  American  Manganese  Producers 
Association  it  was  dlsckwed  that  there  are  manganese  reserves  solBcient 
to  supply  the  Nation  for  100  years.  We  are  now  naing  aboot  700,000 
to  600,000  tona  annoally.  Incidentally,  three  of  the  larger  deposits, 
excluding  more  than  200  others  listed  in  34  Sutea  of  the  Union,  are 
reported  to  give  a  total  of  from  150.000,000  to  200,000,000  tons,  or 
enough  manganese,  when  beneticiated,  to  supply  this  country  from  60 
to  75  yean.  Several  prooeaaea  are  now  turning  out  70  per  cent 
manganese. 

In  view  of  theee  facts,  known  to  the  leaders  of  the  manganese  in- 
dustry, it  Is  hard  to  anderstand  why  the  United  States  Geological 
Survey,  in  ita  mineral  investigations,  has  apparently  failed  to  keep  pace 
with  the  developments  of  a  resource  of  such  extreme  importance  to  the 
Nation. 

NOTIFICATION    TO   THB   PRESIDENT 

Mr.  JONES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  nnanlmons  consent  for 
the  Immediate  consideration  of  tbe  resolution,  which  I  send 
to  the  de>;k. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  166)  was  read,  considered,  and  agreed 
to,  as  follows: 

Retolved,  Tbat  a  committee  of  two  Senators  be  appointed  by  the 
Presiding  Offlcer  of  the  Senate,  to  Join  a  similar  committee  appointed 
by  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  wait  upon  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  inform  him  that  the  two  Houses,  having  completed 
the  baldness  of  the  present  session,  are  ready  to  adjourn,  nnleas  the 
President  has  some  other  communication  to  make  to  them. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  appointed  Mr.  Jones  and  Mr.  Walsh 
of  Montana  as  members  of  the  conunittee  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

PAT  or  aKNATS  AND  HOt;SK  PAOBS 

The  J<rfnt  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  130)  to  provide  for  the 
compensation  of  page  boys  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives during  the  entire  month  of  November,  1929,  was 
read,  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
AppraiTriations. 

Mr.  JONES  subsequently  said:  From  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  I  report  bjick  favorably  without  amendment  the 
Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  130)  to  provide  for  the  compen^>a- 
tion  of  page  boys  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
during  the  entire  month  of  November,  1929,  and  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  for  its  present  consideration. 

There  being  no  objection,  tlie  Joint  resolution  was  considered 
as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  it  was  read,  as  follows : 

Retolved.  etc..  That  the  indefinite  appropriations  for  the  pay  of  pages 
for  the  St-nate  and  House  of  Repri<aentative9,  respectively,  contained  in 
the  act  entitled  "Ab  act  making  appropriations  for  certain  expenses  of 
the  legislative  branch  Incident  to  the  first  session  of  the  Seventy-first 
Conjrress,"  approved  April  26,  1929,  are  hereby  extended  to  cover  the 
compensation  of  snrh  pagea  at  the  numbers  and  rates  of  pay  provided 
therein  for  the  entire  nMntb  of  November,  1929. 

The  Joint  resolution  was  reported  to  tl»e  Senate  without 
amendment,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

SENATOft   CASAWAT   AND  THE   LOBBYISTS 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  from  the  Atlanta  Journal  entitled  "  Tearing 
Off  the  Mask  o*  Thoee  '  Patriotic '  Lobbyists." 


CONGRESSIONAL  KBCOBD— SENATE 


NOVEMBEE   21 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5887 


ing 


moiit 

Grt  ndy. 

pol 

"I 

verfr 

necrl 

em  onent 

Plnai 

then 

agrat 

pre  isnre 

Pa^ty 

a 

10 

not 


nf 


lere  being  no  objection,  the  editorial  was  ordered  to  be 
prated  in  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows : 

[From   the   Atlanta    (Go.)    Journal] 

TBAailfQ  OFT  TH«  MASK  OF  THOSC  "  PAmiOTIC  *  LOBBYISTS 

^  Senator  Caraway's  excoriation  of  lobbyists  seem  rather  too  sweep- 
it  should  be  remembered  that  as  chairman  of  the  committee  in- 
vestigating those  servants  of  special  interest  he  has  had  to  do  with  the 
insolent  and  the  least   scrupulous  of   them   all.      He  has  h«^ard  a 
bo  collected  millions  of  dollars  for  the  benefit  of  Republican 
ticians  and  millions  more  for  influencing  tariff  legislation,  d<'clare, 
am  a  lobbyist  and  proud  of  It."     He  has  heard  from  the  lips  of  the 
actors  In   the  dishonorable  drama  how  an  employee  of  the  Con- 
necticut  Manufacturers'    Association   was    covertly   placed   on    the  Gov- 
pay    roll    and    admitted    into    secret    sessions    of    the    Senate 
Plnjance  Committee  when  it  was  framing  the  tariff  bill;  and  has  heard 
blatantly    pretend    to    justify    such    conduct.      He    has    heard    an 
of    the    so-called     Southern     Tariff     Association     admit,     under 
of  repeated  questioning,  a  project  to  "  blacken  "  the  Democratic 
by  putting  negroes  on  Its  ticket  in  Northern  and  Eastern  States — 
(^lever    scheme    indeed    to    relieve    the    Republican    organisation    of   a 
standing  odium  in   southern  eyee,  and  one  worthy  of  Bishop  Can- 
hlmself.     Fresh  from  such  disclosures,  Senatur  Cakaway  naturally 
e  with  keen  feeling  of  the  whole  lobbying  tribe. 

In  the   last  analysis,"  said  he  in   a   radio   address  at    Washington, 
v\n  is  an  attempt  to  control  government  and  direct  it  Into  the  chan- 
into  which  they  wish  it  to  flow.     And  ail  those  who  contribute  to 
lobbying  enterprises,  whether  the  lobbying  be  carried  on  by  maintaining 
elaborate  ofllces  here  and  seeking  by  personal  contact  to  infltience  legis- 
and    executive    action    or    by    publicity    and    propaganda    waged 
the   Cnited   States,   by   whatever   method  pursued,   the  ends 
are  tbe  same,  to  Induce  the  Government  to  act,  or  not  to  act,  as 
shall  direct.     Do  not  both  "nfringe  the  constitutional  rights  of  the 
gre^t  mass  of  unorganized  American  citizens  callt>d  the  public.     •     •      • 
who  contributes  to  a  lobbyist,  whatever  be  his  method,  seeks 
and  In  his  heart  must  realise  that  he  Is  engaging  and  Join- 
with  others  who  are  acting  with  him   and   contributing  to  a    like 
to    influence    government.      I    say    that    If    he    shall    succeed    in 
den^onstrating    that    government    can    be    thus    controlled    does    he    not 
those  who  desire  to  use  government   for  selfish   ends,   to  employ 
same  methods,   if  not  the  same  instrumentality?     •     •     •     I   am 
unmindful  that   those  who  believe  that  their  efforts  have  or  will 
re84lt  In  public  good  may  be  offended  if  they  are  bracketed  with  such 
as  Burgess.  Grundy,  ArnoM,  and  the  like ;  and  I  am  glad  to  declare 
as  far  as  their  motives  are  concerned  there  is  no  kinship ;  but  each 
himself  engaged  in  the  same  effort— that  Is,  to  influence  the  action 
lovemment  and  have  It  accept  his  view  and  travel  the  course  which 
narks  out.     Each  is  accomplishing  the  same  result— the  destruction 
confidence  of  the  public  in  the  Integrity  of  government.     •     •     • 
who  contributed  could  but  see  the  instrumentalities  employed  and 
men  and  women  who  manipulate  them,  the  millions  of  dollars  that 
really  flow  Into  Washington  to  the  lobb>ists  congregated  here  would 
The  Government  would  be  permitted,  as  it  slionid,  to  wield  Its 
po^er  only  for  the  common  good,  because  if  those  whose  motives  are 
■oachable  should  withdraw  their  support  from  the  lobbyists  and  the 
propagandists  the  white  light  of  publicity  would  beat  so  strong  on   the 
ones    that    they    sliuk    back    into    the    darkness    from    which    they 
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The  great  majority  of  lobbyists — and  there  are  four  and  a  half  pages 

"e  telephone  directory  of  Washington  taken  up  with  their  listings— 

paraaitea.     They  represent  only  organized  grei'd.     They  gather  in  the 

's  mite  and  the  children's  pennies  and  appropriate  them  to  their 

use.     Lobbyists  of  this  kind,  and   they   are   the  moat   numerous, 

represent  any   cause  or  betray   any   interest   as  personal   profit 

mlgfit  direct." 

was  the  cunning  father  of  tbe  devl<-e  to  "  blacken  "  the  Democratic 
Par^y  as  a  means  of  helping  the  Republican  opposition,  who  boasted 
he   ••  .sought   money  from   all   sources   and   refused   it   from   none." 
Just  that  is  the  policy  of  the  lobbyi.sts  whom  Senator  Cakaway  de- 
ices.     The  Senator  has  done  the  country  an  inestimable  service  In 
tearing  away  the  mask  of  hypocrisy  and  Pharisaism  behind  which 
adventurers  operate.     Some  of  them  affect  a  profound  concern  for 
prosperity  of  the  worklngman,  some  a  pious  devotion  to  the  Interests 
(he  church,  and  of  moral  causes.     But  behind  such   pretenses  they 
really  serving  the  profiteer,  promoting  tyranny,  betraying  American 
priDJcipies,   breaking  down   public   confidence   In   governmnnt,   and   above 
ining  their  own  spacious  pockets.     The  time  haa  come  to  scourge 
from  the  Capital,  as  of  old  the  sordid  money  changers  were  flogg«>d 
of  the  temple. 


TARUT  AXD  its   RO^TION   to  AGWCtrLTTBE — ADHIE8S   BT    SEJT- 
ATOB   NYH,   OiF  NOBTH   DAKOTA 

r.  NORBECK.     Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
printed  in  the  Recoko  an  address  by  the  Junior  Senator 


from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Nte]  delivered  on  last  Saturday  over 
the  radio  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff  and  its  relation  to  agri- 
culture. ^       J    ^      ,, 
There   being   no   objection,    the   address    was    ordered    to    be 

printt'd  in  the  Rbcobo. 
Senator  Nye  spoke  as  follows: 

This  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  inauguration  of  tbe  Fanners' 
Union  broadcasting  program  is  one  I  do  not  discount  and  one  I  appre- 
ciate greatl.v.  Tbe  union  is  to  be  congratulated  for  the  initiative  In 
Uking  this  means  of  affording  a  forum  for  its  members  and  In  acquaint- 
ing its  nonmembers  with  its  purposes.  It  must,  in  the  end,  afford  such 
contact  as  will  give  greater  strength  in  the  cause  of  American  agri- 
culture, which  has  been  so  long  n.glected  by  a  nation  and  government 
of  money  mad  people  that  It  has  fallen  into  so  serious  a  sUte  of  decay 
that  its  trouble  is  rocking  our  very  economic  foundation. 

If  these  radio  programs  do  serve  to  more  closely  cement  the  forces 
of  agriculture  and  Invite  the  understanding  and  cooperation  of  other 
people,  then  the  Farmers'  Union  is  performing  one  more  great  service 
to  not  alone  the  cause  of  agriculture,  but  the  cause  of  mankind  and 
our  country. 

Agriculture  Is  to-day  on  Its  way  to  greater  successes  only  because 
of  a  new  degree  of  solidity  which  has  come  to  make  its  home  among 
the  farm  people,  rrogress  toward  economic  equality  for  agriculture  is 
being  reallied  because  the  farm  people  are  working  more  closely  as  a 
unit.  Greater  organisation  and  greater  cooperative  effort  among  the 
farm  people  can  not  help  but  win  results  so  greatly  desired. 

Late  years  have  found  organisation  and  cooperation  a  first  essen- 
tial In  all  undertakings.  Without  these,  there  is  to  my  mind  no  legis- 
lation that  can  aid  agriculture.  The  farm  bill  passed  a  few  months 
ago  can  be  made  to  accomplish  results  only  through  friendly  adminis- 
tration and  the  organized  effort  of  farmers  through  cooperative  socie- 
ties, and  I  am  therefore  keenly  interested  In  the  progress  and  growth 
of  the  Farmers'  Union,  an  organieation  of  farm  people  which  I  have 
watched  grow  by  leaps  and  bounds  In  more  recent  years.  It  has  grown 
because  of  a  greater  appreciation  of  the  common  Ills  under  which 
agriculture  lalwrs.  because  of  necessity,  and  because  of  energentic.  able  \ 
leadership.  The  Farmers'  Union  is  not  new  but  until  very  late  years,  j 
It  has  not  been  that  force  which  It  is  to-day.  Now,  it  is  winning  j 
thousands  of  new  members  annually.  Its  progress  has  been  notable. 
In  its  progress.  It  perhaps  has  erred  here  and  there.  Just  as  a  fast- 
growing  boy  may  sometimes  experience  difficulty  in  finding  himself  and 
consequently  Invite  criticism,  but  when  an  organization  properly  treats 
criticism  and  inventories  the  occasion  for  such  criticism.  It  profits  and 
grows  the  stronger  Just  as  the  union  must  grow. 

Legislative  victories  are  a  measuring  stick  of  organized  agricultural 
success.  These  victories  have  been  many.  The  mere  winning,  finally,  of 
recognition  of  the  true  exbJtence  of  a  farm  problem  Is  alone  an  all  but 
decisive  victory.  In  the  winning  of  these  the  Farmers'  Union  and  Its 
leaders  have  played  no  small  part.  Indeed,  they  have  played  leadhig 
parts,  and  the  organization  has  demonstrated  Its  merit. 

But  I  am  not  getting  to  the  duty  assigned  me  by  President  Huff,  of 
the  Farmers'  Union,  and  the  request  to  talk  on  "  The  tariff  and  its  rela- 
tion to  agriculture."  I  can  but  hit  upon  a  few  high  spots  in  the  limited 
time  allotted  me. 

Last  fall  organised  agriculture  won  from  both  national  parties  pledges 
of  farm  reUet  and  tariff  revision  in  the  interests  of  agriculture.  Fol- 
lowing the  election,  Congress  was  called  in  special  session  to  fulfill  party 
pledges.  The  House  tariff  committee  sat  down  and  wrote  an  agricul- 
tural tariff  schedule  which  gave  new  advantage  to  agriculture.  This 
con.stltutcd  an  effort  to  give  agriculture  as  full  a  measure  of  economic 
equality  and  balance  with  Industry  as  could  be  afforded  through  a 
tariff.  Then  that  same  committee  proceeded  to  destroy  whatever  balance 
It  had  thus  restored  by  writing  Increased  tariff  schedules  for  Industries. 
The  House  passed  the  bill  and  sent  It  to  the  Senate,  whereupon  tbe 
Senate  uriff  committee  went  to  work  nmcndin.?  it.  It  failed  to  undo, 
in  whole,  what  the  House  had  done  in  maliing  still  greater  the  tariff 
odds  against  the  farmer  The  bill  reported  to  the  Senate  in  September 
did  not  appeal  to  agriculture  and  to  its  friends  in  the  Senate  as  a  ful- 
fillment of  the  tariff  pledge  which  had  been  given.  The  committee  bill 
was  not  surprising,  however,  in  face  of  the  fact  that  both  the  House 
and  Senate  tariff  committees  were  dominated  by  representaUves  of  purely 
industrial  States.  It  Is  Interesting  to  note  that  the  great  area  of  our 
country  Including  Washington,  Oregon.  Idaho,  Montana,  Wyoming,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  and 
Wisconsin  were  without  a  single  representative  on  the  Senate  com- 
mittee of  19  members,  whereas  such  New  England  and  Eastern  States 
as  V<rmont,  New  Hampshire,  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  Pennsylvania, 
and  New  Jersey  were  each  represented  by  membership.  Is  It  any  wonder 
that  such  a  committee  would  lie  blind  to  the  interests  of  the  great 
agricultural  States  of  the  Central  West  and  Northwest? 

However,  the  Senate  Itself  was  not  so  constituted  as  to  be  ready  to 
swallow  this  mess  of  pottage.  A  coalition  formed  In  opposition  to  the 
committee  blU.  The  majority  of  the  Democrats  combined  forces  with 
the  &-nators  from  the  northwestern  agricultural  States.  It  was  at  once 
dubbed  an  unholy  alUance,  one  that  could  not  last.     But  the  facts  are 


tbat  the  coalition  is  getting  results  for  agriculture.  That  this  is  true 
is  attested  not  alone  by  the  daily  record  of  accomplishment  In  connection 
with  amendments  to  the  tariff  bill  but  as  well  by  the  expressions  of 
those  easterners  who,  for  the  first  time,  find  themselves  deprived  of  tbe 
favor  of  writing  a  tariff  bill  in  their  own  language.  They  sat  here  all 
summer  writing  the  Hawley-Smoot  bill.  They  spent  the  summer  deco- 
rating the  Christmas  tree,  expecting  Santa  Claus  to  come ;  but  when  tbe 
Senate  convened  Santa  failed  to  put  in  an  appearance,  and,  of  course, 
bitterness  has  followed.  These  easterners,  wltb  spirits  mortally 
wounded,  have  resorted  to  calling  western  Senators  factlonallsts.  dema- 
gogues, undesirables  more  dangerous  than  communists,  and  even  Jack- 
asses. 

Tariff  bills  have  always  bad  first  in  mind  the  Interests  of  tbe  great 
manufacturing  industries  of  the  country.  Each  tariff  bill  has  been  In 
the  naturi*  of  a  banquet  for  tbese  Indiistries.  It  has  been  something  in 
the  nature  of  a  program  of  *'  slopping  the  bogs,"  and  now  when  tbe  in- 
dustrial hogs  are  not  permitted  all  that  they  have  asked  and  all  tbat 
they  wanted,  how  they  do  squeal !  Grundy,  of  the  Pennsylvania  Manu- 
facturei-s'  Association,  complains  bitterly  that  It  Is  unfortunate  that  tbe 
Constitution  grants  to  all  the  States  equal  representation  In  the  Senate, 
and  that  these  western  Senators  from  what  he  calls  backward  SMtcs 
ought  to  sit  back  and  be  quiet  when  a  tariff  bill  la  being  framed.  la 
his  selfish,  l)ent  mind,  what  is  the  Constitution  when  It  stands  between 
him  and   his  objectives? 

We   were  calle<l   In   session   to  lend   tariff   aid   to  agriculture   and    to    ' 
such  limited  manufacturers  as  were  in  need  of  emergency  tariff  legisla- 
tion.    Did   industry   need   any   material   added   protection?     In   limited 
cases  it  did,   but.  In  a  general  way.  It  makes  no  showing  of  need  for 
anything  further  than  it  alr*-ady   has. 

Statistics  disclose  that  very  nearly  97  percent  of  the  American  market 
for    manufactured    products    Is    supplied    by    An»erican    manufacturers. 
The  tariff  has  served  as  a  wall,  virtually  prohibiting  the  importation  of 
any   manufactured   product.     In   six  years,    American   manufactured   ex- 
ports have  iitcrea'ied  32  ijer  cent,  while  agricultural  exports  were  holding 
their  own.     In  191.3  our  exports  were  about  $2,500,000,000  while  Great 
Britain's    were   about    the   i^me.     In    1927,   however,  we   find   that  our 
exjwrts  had  gone  well  over  the  $4,r»o0.000.000  mark  while  Great  Britain's 
were  only   a    bit   in   excess  of   three   billion.     Would   this  Indicate   that 
1  American   manufacturers  were   in   desperate   need   of   more    tariff   help? 
But  here  they  are.  asking  for  still  more.     Thoy  are  not  going  to  get  It. 
i       In   1912   the   natlon.al   Income  was  $80.0«»0,000,000.     In    1928   It   was 
I  190,000,000,000.     EJvery  bit  of  this  gain  was  enjoyed  by  manufacturers 
j  and  not  by  agriculture.     Prom  1926  to  1928  American   imports  fell  off 
9  per  cent  and  our  exports  Increased  16  per  cent.     This  trend  Is  con- 
stant, and  to  my   mind  constitutes  a   fair  test  of  the  need  for  added 
protection  to  industry. 

Some  of  the  appeals  for  further  protection  to  manufacturefl  products 
have  been  humorous.  I  can  take  the  time  now  to  recite  but  one  itefb ; 
namely,  that  of  escalators.  Escalators  are  moving  stairways.  Manufac- 
turers wanted  a  duty  on  them.  It  struck  me  as  rather  strange  that  an 
argument  was  not  made  In  support  of  such  a  duty  on  the  ground  of  the 
degree  In  which  such  a  duty  would  afford  agricultural  rilief.  They 
might  have  suggested  that  with  a  duty  on  escalators,  escalators  could 
be  produced  in  greater  quantities  and  sold  for  less  money  thus  enabling 
the  farmer  to  buy  them  and  have  convenience  in  getting  on  top  of  bis 
haystack,  convenience  lu  getting  up  into  the  hayloft,  and  convenience, 
with  the  day's  work  over,  in  getting  from  his  supper  table  to  his  bed 
without  having  to  climb  the  stairs.  There  have  been  literally  hundreds 
of  items  lucludtHl  In  tbe  tariff  bill  in  behalf  of  manufacturers  which  had 
not  the  remotest  relation  to  agriculture  and  not  tbe  slightest  Justification 
or  foundation  for  increased  tariff  protection. 

There  are  many  opinions  regarding  the  extent  to  which  agriculture 
can  be  helped  through  tariff  revision.  It  Is  pointed  out  that,  whereas 
manufacturers  are  supplying  97  per  cent  of  our  domestic  consumption 
of  manufactured  pnducts.  American  agriculture  is  supplying  only  about 
85  per  cent  of  our  agricultural  requirements,  and  that  we  can  therefore 
do  much  through  tbe  tariff  to  win  for  agriculture  a  better  deal.  How 
readily  can  this  be  accomplished?     Let  us  see. 

Agricultural  imports  into  this  country  in  1928  toUled  something  more 
than  12,000.000,000.  Here  is  a  potential  market,  the  argument  goes, 
for  over  $2,000,000,000  more  of  agricultural  products  of  the  American 
farmer.  Wipe-out  this  competition  from  abroad.  That  sounds  fine,  but 
at  the  best  not  as  much  can  be  accomplished  through  the  tariff  as  this 
argument  would  Indicate.  While  it  is  true  that  we  have  over  $2,000,- 
000,000  worth  of  agricultural  Imports,  considerably  more  than  half  of 
this  two  billion  total  is  made  up  by  imports  of  silk,  chocolate  and 
cocoa,  coffee,  bananas,  nuts,  tea,  tobacco,  rubber,  etc.,  products  which 
can  not  be  produced  in  our  country.  Consequently  that  market  Is  not 
available  to  the  American  farmer. 

Taken  from  another  standpoint,  of  the  total  value  of  approximately 
$12,000,000,000  of  agricultural  products  produced  In  tbe  United  States 
about  $7,0«M).000,000  of  the  total  is  represented  by  some  items  like 
wheat,  upon  which  the  effectiveness  of  a  tariff  Is  questionable  because 
of  our  production  of  exportable  surpluses.  The  successful  administra- 
tion of  the  farm  bill  passed  by  Congress  last  summer  may  In  a  degree 
alter  this  situation  and  enable  the  farmers  through  their  cooperative 
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niterpriflM  to  make  tarlA  rltrctlTe,     Bat  at  thli  tt»ge  one  mast  admit 
the  fntility  of  tariff  protection  upon  sacb  itema. 

At  ttie  best  there  Is  far  less  help  poanible  in  tbe  tariff  fop  afrricultore 
tkan  many  people  leem  to  xee.  But  there  ia  chance,  throoffb  tbe  making 
of  tbe  prt^sent  tariff  bill  aa  it  l8  beln;;  made  la  tbe  Senate,  to  legislate 
po«wibljr  a  billion  dollara  into  tlie  po<kets  of  the  American  farmers,  and 
of  that  opportunity  we  are  making  the  most  in  the  Senate. 

But  DO  Duitter  bow  8acc«>»<.sfal  we  may  be  in  writing  sach  tariffs  as 
will  be  efffctire  for  agriculture,  every  bit  of  advantage  thus  gained  will 
be  destroyed  lo  a  moment  if  we  permit  industry,  through  ad^Ieil  tariff 
protection,  to  place  increa8<>d  tolls  upon  tbe  consumers  of  tbe  United 
States,  including  the  faruifis.  Tlierein  lies  the  n>al  bone  of  contention 
In    the    present    tariff   controversy. 

It  is  (jultc  apparent  now  that  in  tbe  Senate  nnlimited  rates  can  be 
written  in  tbe  bill  for  /igrlculture,  but  we  must  move  and  are  moving 
rautionsly  lest  we  be  aiiking  for  agricultural  rates  that  can  not  be 
JQStitied  and  rates  that  can  not  be  effective.  In  other  words,  we  must 
^  he  careful  that  we  ask  for  nothing  more  than  we  are  ready  to  afford 
industry,  fair  and  reasonable  protection. 

If  industry  can  be  held  to  its  prei^ent  level,  then  It  is  possible, 
through  the  pen<linK  tariff  bill,  to  give  perhaps  as  much  as  a  billion 
dollars  added  revenue  to  American  agriculture,  or  about  |200  per  farm. 
If  this  Increase  can  be  added  to  through  the  making  effective  of  rates 
upon  such  agricultural  itpms  as  corn,  wheat,  cotton  products,  etc.,  then 
the  pain  through  tbe  tariff  for  agriculturo  will  be  material.  But  suc- 
cess in  winning  this  aild^  revenue  depends  quite  exclusively  upon  the 
will  of  the  American  farmer  to  cooperate  and  work  aa  a  great  unit. 
Only  through  such  an  intense  program  can  agriculture  make  Itself  ef- 
fectively felt,  win  the  profits  of  tariff  prot«tion,  and  enjoy  the  growing 
Interest  and  cooperation  of  those  who  are  making  the  laws  which  have 
so  much  to  do  with  our  economic  life  in  America. 

I  congratulate  those  of  you  who  havp  afflliated  yourselves  with  co- 
operative Enterprise.  I  congratulate  the  Farmers'  Union  for  the  splendid 
part  It  has  taken  In  this  farm  flght  of  more  rec  nt  years,  and  I  would 
express  It  as  my  greatest  hope  that  if  there  be  those  listening  in  who 
■re  not  now  afflliated  with  any  cooperative  undertaking  that  they  lose  no 
time  in  acquainting  themselves  with  the  purposes  and  the  principles  of 
the  Farmers  Union  and  in  tK^romlng  members  thereof. 

KEVISION  OF  THE  TARIFF 

The  Senate,  as  iu  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  26«7)  to  provide  revenue,  to 
reguiate  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  In- 
dustries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  In  order  that  there  may  be  some- 
thing pending  before  the  Senate,  the  Secretary  will  state  the 
first  amendment  in  order. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the  heading  "  Schedule  11 
Wo*>i   and   manufactures  of,"  on   page   169,   line   7,   after  the 
words  "  Black  Spanish."  to  Insert    *  Kerrj,  Haslock,"  so  as  to 
read: 

Pa«.  1101.  (a)  Wools:  Donskol,  Smyrna,  Cordova,  Valparaiso.  EJcua- 
dorean,  Syrian,  Aleppo,  Georgian,  Turkestan,  Arabian,  Bagdad,  Persian, 
Slstan,  Bast  Indian,  ThiJ)etan,  Chinese.  Manchurian,  Mongolian,  Egyp- 
tian. Sudan,  Cyprus,  Sardinian,  Pyrenean,  Oporto,  Iceland,  Scotch 
Blackface,  Black  Spanish.  Kerry,  Haslock,  and  Welsh  Mountain  ;  similar 
wooU  without  merino  or  English  blood;  all  other  wools  of  whatever 
blood  or  origin  not  finer  than  40s ;  and  hair  of  the  camel ;  all  the  fore- 
going, in  the  grease  or  washed,  24  cents  per  pound  of  clean  content. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll 

The  Chief  aerk  called  the  roU,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 

^".fn  Frailer  Kendrick  Smith 

Ashurst  George  K»*ye8  Smoot 

Barkley  GlUett  La  Follette  Steiwer 

Bngbam  O  ass  Mc<'ulloch  St.-ph.ns 

Blaine  Glenn  McNary  Swanson 

Bleaw  Ooldsborough  .Moses  Thomas,  Maho 

Borah  S"r°*  .Norheck  Thomas,  OUa 

S^!lil°"  H*'t.  ^•"•'•*"  Townseid 

Brock  !!«""'1«  Nye  Trammell 

Broussard  Harrison  Oddle  TydiiLM 

Capper  Hastings  Overmai)  Vandenber« 

Caraway  Hatfield  Patterson  Wanier 

Connally  Hawes  Pittman  Wakott 

Cop^land  Havden  Ransdell  Walsh.  .Mass 

Couxens  !!<*2frt  Robinson.  Ind.  WnUh.  Mont. 

Cutting  Heflin  Sackett  Waterman 

l>ale  Howell  Schall  Wheeler 

IJH'  Johnson  Sheppard 

Fess  Jones  Short  ridge 

•Tetcher  Kean  Simmons 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Seventy-seven  Senators  having  an- 
swered to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present.  The  question  is 
on  the  amendment  of  the  committee,  which  will  be  stated. 
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The  Chio-  Clulk.    On  page  169,  paragraph  1101,  line  7,  after 
th?  words  "Black  Spanish,"  it  is  nroiMnsed  to  insert  "Kerry 
H  islock." 

Hr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  before  we  actually  b«'gln  the 
CO  j.sideration  of  the  wool  schedule,  permit  me  to  say  that 
S(  ledule  10,  "  Flax,  hemp,  jute,  and  manufactures  of,"  passed 
Tiesday  evening  and  yesterday,  I  believe,  is  a  schedule  that 
sh)uld  have  more  consideration  than  wa.<i  given  to  it  in  the 
Se  [late. 

kVhen  the  schedule  was  reached,  personally  I  felt  unable  to 
go  into  a  consideration  of  it ;  and  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
m<uts  to  paragraphs  1001  and  1002,  tlie  raw  materials,  were 
veT  limited.  In  fact,  tliere  was  only  one  Seuate  committee 
amendment.  The  amendments  made  by  the  Hou.se,  of  course, 
juiitified,  on  the  theory  of  compensatory  duties,  certain  other 
cbinges  made  in  this  schedule;  and  with  the  exception  of  two 
an  en(Imont.s,  I  believe,  the  amendments  propose<l  by  the  Senate 
Fi  laiH-e  Committee  were  accepted. 

do  not  wish  to  go  Into  the  matter  at  this  time;  but  I  do 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  it.  be<.ause  wlien 
thif  bill  is  open  to  individual  amendmeiitii  I  shall  take  occasion 
to  propose  what  is  virtually  a  substitute  for  this  entire  .schedule, 
for  the  rea.soa  that  we  proiluce  iu  this  country  very  little  flax, 
he  up,  jute,  and  the  other  hard  flbers  included  in  this  schetlule. 
Tlat  is  to  say,  of  cour.-..-.  we  produce  a  little  flax;  we  do  not 
pr>duce  any  jute;  we  do  not  produce  ramie;  we  do  not  pro- 
dtre  the  other  commodities.  Therefore,  the  increases  in  this 
sc  ledule  are  wholly  unjustified.  Tlioy  niu.st  constitute  a  direct 
chirge  sind  tax  upon  the  consumers  of  the  country,  because  we 
have  to  bring  them  in.  They  are  not  produced,  and  never  will 
be  produced,  in  this  country,  with  the  w)88ible  exception  of  a 
lit  le  flax. 

kir.  President,  with  reference  to  the  amendments  now  before 
th<  i  Senate  in  the  wool  schedule,  let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Ltih,  in  charge  of  tlte  bill,  that  so  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no 
controversy  in  regard  to  any  of  the  amendments  offere<l  to 
pa  -agraph  1101  by  the  Senate  committee,  unless  there  is  some- 
tit  ng  to  which  the  Senator  wi.shes  to  direct  attention  specifl- 
ca  ly. 

Ir.  SMtXXr.  There  are  a  number  of  amendments  to  which  I 
wih  to  call  attention  and  ask  that  one  be  rejected  with  an 
amendment,  and  that  the  other  be  rejected  entirely.  I  will 
cal  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  it  at  tliis  time,  or  when  it 
is    eached,  if  the  Senator  has  no  objection. 

'  'here  is  no  objection  to  the  amendment  on  line  7,  "  Kerry, 
Hn slock."  Those  are  simply  the  ScoUh  wools  that  have  al- 
ways come  in  here  and  have  been  used  in  carjjets;  and  there- 
foie  they  should  be  classified  in  this  schedule. 

ir.  GEORGE.     I  think  the  Senator  is  quite  right  about  it 

'  Mie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

Tlie  amendment  was  a^ree^l  to. 

"he  next  amendment  was,  on  page  169.  line  11,  after  the 
word  "  scoured,"  to  strike  out  "  24  cents  "  and  in.«!ert  "27  cents," 
and  in  line  12,  after  the  word  "pound,"  to  insert  "  of  clean  cou- 
tei  t, '  so  as  to  read  : 

Scoured.  27  cents  per  pound  of  clean  content. 

'  'he  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

"he  next  amendment  was,  on  page  160,  line  12,  after  the 
wo  d  "  skin,"  to  strike  out  "  23  cents "  and  insert  "  22  cents," 
so  IS  to  read  : 

(  n  the  skin,  22  cents  per  pound  of  clean  contenL 

'  'he  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

'  'he  next  amendment  was,  on  the  same  pacre.  in  line  13,  after 
thf   word  "content,"  to  insert  "of  all  the  wool." 

llr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  that  amendment  be 
rej -cte!!.  That  affects  the  skin.s,  and  Imposes  a  <Iuty  not  only 
up<in  the  wool  in  the  ?kln,  but  also  uimn  the  skin  itself;  and 
thf  t  is  not  fair. 

'  "he  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

'  "he  amendment  was  rejecte<l. 

"he  next  amendment  was,  on  page  169,  line  14,  after  the 
wo-d  "matchings,"  to  strike  out  "28"  and  insert  "if  not 
SCO  ared,  25,"  so  as  to  read : 

fi»rted,  or  matchings.  If  not  scoured,  25  cents  per  pound  of  cleaa 
con  ent. 

1  he  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  169,  line  15,  after  the 
word  •  That."  to  strike  out  "a  toleranc-e  of  not  more  than  10 
per  cent  of  wools  not  finer  than  44s  mny  l>e  allowed  in  each 
bal  i  or  package  of  wools  impi»rted  as  not  finer  than  408  •  ITo- 


tyided  further.  That":  In  line  21,  after  the  word  "within,"  to 
strike  out  "  four  years  "  and  insert  "  three  years " ;  in  line  24, 
after  the  word  "  yarns,"  to  strike  out  "  to  be  used  "  and  insert 
"  suitable  only  for  use  " ;  and  on  page  170,  line  1,  to  strike  out 
"or  In  the  manufacture  of  knit  or  felt  boots  or  heavy  fulled 
lumbermen's  socks,"  so  as  to  make  the  proviso  read : 

Provided,  That  all  the  foregoing  may  be  imported  under  bond  In  an 
amount  to  toe  fixed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  under  sach 
repulatlons  as  he  shaU  prescribe;  and  if  within  three  years  from  the 
date  of  importation  or  withdrawal  from  bonded  warehouse  satisfac- 
tory proof  Is  furnished  that  the  wools  or  hair  have  been  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  yams  suitable  only  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of 
rugs,  carpets,  or  any  other  floor  covering,  the  duties  shall  be  remitted 
or  refunded. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  wording  In  line  24  can  be 
construed  in  two  ways.  In  order  that  it  may  reach  just  exactly 
what  it  ought  to  reach,  I  move  to  strike  out,  on  lino  24,  the 
wonls  "suitable  only  for  use"  and  insert  "which  have  been 
used,"  so  that  there  will  not  be  any  question  about  it.  Then  it 
will  read.  "  The  manufacture  of  yarus  which  have  been  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  rugs,"  and  there  will  not  be  any  question 
about  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
proiwsed  by  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  the  amendment  of  the 
committee. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 
The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 
The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  170,  line  6,  after  the  word 
"coverings,"   to   strike  out   "or   knit  or  felt   boots   or  heavy 
fuHed  lumbermen's  socks,'  so  as  to  make  the  further  proviso 
read: 

And  provided  further.  That  If  any  such  wools  or  hair  Imported  under 
bond  as  above  prescribed  are  used  in  the  manufacture  of  articles  other 
than  rugs,  carpets,  or  any  other  floor  coverings,  there  shall  be  levied, 
collected,  and  paid  on  any  such  wools  or  hair  so  used  in  violation  of 
the  bond,  in  addition  to  the  rej^Jhir  duties  provided  by  this  paragraph, 
50  cents  per  pound,  which  shall  not  be  remitted  or  refunded  on  exporta- 
tion of  the  articles  or  for  any  other  reason. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  170,  line  19,  after  the  word 
"  the,"  to  strike  out  "  skin  "  and  insert  "  skin,  and  all  wool  and 
hair  with  a  higher  clean  yield  than  77  per  cent  shall  be  con- 
sidered as  washed,"  so  as  to  read : 

(2)  Washed  wools  and  hair  shall  be  considered  such  as  have  been 
washed,  with  water  only,  on  the  animal's  back  or  on  the  skin,  and  all 
wool  and  hair  with  a  higher  clean  yield  than  77  per  cent  shall  be 
considered  as  washed. 

Mr.  SlilOOT.  I  offer  an  amendment  to  that  amendment,  after 
the  word  "  hair,"  to  insert  "  not  scoured,"  so  that  it  will  read : 

Skin,  and  all  wool  and  hair  not  scoured  with  a  higher  clean  yield  than 
77  per  cent  shall  l>e  considered  as  washed. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  ain'eed  to. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  170,  line  23,  after  the 
word  "cleansed."  to  insert  "(not  including  shaking,  wlilowing, 
bur  picking,  or  carbonizing),"  so  as  to  read: 

(3)  Scoured  wools  and  hair  shall  be  considered  such  as  have  been 
otherwise  cleansed  (not  including  shaking,  wlUowlng,  bur  picking,  or 
carbonising). 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  171,  line  2,  after  the  word 
"hair,"  to  insert  "(other  tlian  skirtings)."  and  In  line  4,  after 
the  word  "  that,"  to  strike  out  "  fleeces  classed  or  skirted,  or 
both,"  and  insert  "  sklrtetl  fleeces,"  so  as  to  read : 

(4)  Sorted  wools  or  hair,  or  matchings,  shall  be  wools  and  hair 
(other  than  skirtings)  wherein  the  Identity  of  individual  fleeces  has  been 
destroyed,  except  that  skirted  fleeces  shall  not  be  considered  sorted 
wools  or  hair,  or  matchings,  unless  the  backs  have  been  removed  ;  and 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  if  the  amendment  on  line  2  has  any  effect  upon 
the  rates? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  skirtings  are  the  inferior 
parts  of  the  fleece,  many  times  in  the  shape  of  taglocks,  par- 
ticularly where  the  sheep  are  corralled,  and  sometimes  burrs. 
Tho.se  are  the  skirtings  that  mtist  be  taken  off  every  fleece. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes;  I  understand.  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  first  amendment.  I  presume  the  amendment  in  line  4  is 
a  mere  change  in  phraseology? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Yes;  that  is  the  same  thing.  It  is  merely  a 
Bimpiiflcntion  of  the  language. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 


The  next  amendment  was.  on  page  171,  after  line  10,  to  strike 
out: 

Pab.  1102.  (a)  Wools,  not  specially  provided  for,  not  finer  than  44«. 
In  the  grease  or  washed,  24  cents  per  pound  of  clean  content ;  scoured. 
24  cents  per  pound  ;  on  the  skin,  23  cents  per  pound  of  clean  content ; 
sorted,  or  matchings,  26  cents  per  pound  of  clean  content:  Provided, 
That  .'i  tolerance  of  not  more  than  10  per  cent  of  wools  not  finer  than 
46s  may  be  allowed  in  each  bale  or  package  of  wools  Imported  as  not 
finer  than  448. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  171.  line  19,  before  the 
word  "Wools,"  to  strike  out  "(b)"  and  insert  "  Par.  1102,"  and 
in  line  21,  after  the  word  " washed,'  to  strike  out  " 34  cents 
and  insert  "  31  cents,"  so  as  to  read : 

Par.  1102.  Wools,  not  specially  provided  for,  and  hair  of  the  Angora 
goat.  Cashmere  goat,  alpaca,  and  other  like  animals.  In  the  greaae  or 
washed,  *1  cents  per  pound  of  clean  content. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Now,  Mr.  President,  we  have  reached,  of 
course,  the  contrc»versial  stage  in  this  schedule. 

Mr,  SMOOT.     Yes ;  this  Js  the  first  controverted  matter. 

Mr   GEORGE.    This  is  the  first  material  change  proijosed. 

The  House  increased  the  duty  from  31  cents  per  pound  to 
34  cents.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  proposes  to  restore 
the  present  rate  of  31  cents  per  pound.  The  amendment  pro- 
posed in  paragraph  1102  and  the  amendment  proposeil  In  para- 
graph 1105  on  top  waste,  and  so  forth.  Including  rags,  raise 
the  two  material  questions  In  this  schedule  which  probably  we 
wUl  be  able  to  dispose  of  before  adjournment  on  Friday  evening. 
The  position  I  shall  take  is  that  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ment should  be  adhered  to  in  paragraph  1102— that  is,  that  a 
duty  of  31  cents  per  pound,  rather  than  the  House  proposal  of 
34  cents  per  pound,  should  be  adopted  by  the  Senate. 

Mr  STEIWER.  Mr.  President,  I  have  no  desire  to  detain 
the  Senate  for  a  long  discussion  of  this  matter,  but  it  is  so  im- 
portant to  a  great  Industry  that  I  want  to  say  just  a  word. 

The  amendment  proposed,  aud  Indeed  the  House  rate.  Is  upon 
the  clean  content  of  wool.  Normally  and  for  approximate  pur- 
poses It  may  be  said  that  3  pounds  of  grease  wool  make  1 
pound  of  clean  content.  The  old  rate  applicable  to  the  basic 
wool  produced  in  this  country  In  the  bills  wiacted  in  1880,  1897, 
and  I  believe  In  1909,  was  11  cents,  as  I  think  all  Senators 
know. 

When  changing  the  system  from  a  tariff  upon  grease  wool  on 
a  basis  of  11  cents  to  a  tariff  on  clean  content  iu  1922  the  rate 
of  31  cents  on  clean  content  was  established. 

It  will  be  readily  seen  that  if  the  ratio  betwe«i  grease  wool 
and  clean  content  is  correctly  assumed  as  3  to  1,  the  1922  rate 
represented  about  a  6  per  cent  decrease  in  the  protection  wliich 
this  commodity  had  receiveti  for  over  a  quarter  of  a  century. 
The  rate  equivalent  to  the  old  rate  would  have  been  33  cents. 

In  the  cimsideration  of  the  pending  tariff  bill  the  House 
raised  the  1922  rate  of  31  cents  to  34  cents,  which  is  but  a  slight 
increase  over  the  old,  historic,  and  established  rate. 

As  I  regard  the  matter,  the  difference  between  31  cents  and  84 
cents  might  not  be  so  great  so  far  as  the  woolgrowers  of  this 
country  are  concerned  if  the  question  ¥»ere  not  intertwined  with 
the  parliamentary  situation.  If  we  should  go  back,  as  the  cmh- 
mlttee  has  suggested,  to  the  31-cent  rate,  the  whole  question 
would  be  thrown  Into  conference.  I  am  not  enough  of  a  prophet 
to  suggest  to  the  Senate  when  the  Item  might  finally  be  ad- 
justed. I  know  that  if  we  take  the  House  rate,  34  cents,  we 
take  this  item  out  of  conference,  and  that  we  thus  settle  the 
matter  so  far  as  this  bill  is  concerned. 

I  am  not  going  to  outline  to  the  Senate  the  condition  of  the 
wool  producers  of  this  country.  Those  Senators  who  have  read 
the  hearings  know  something  about  it.  I  will  say  in  just  a 
sentence  that  their  condition  now  is  a  verj'  serious  one.  They 
received  last  year  something  like  10  cents  per  pound  less  for  the 
fine  wools  than  they  had  received  for  such  wools  during  the 
years  immediately  precetling.  The  price  of  sheep  is  depressed 
from  $'2  to  $3  per  head,  and  the  prospect  is  for  a  further  lower- 
ing in  price. 

If  we  throw  this  Item  Into  conference.  Heaven  only  can  fore- 
tell what  the  wool  price  for  the  1930  clip  may  be.  Within  30  or 
GO  days  the  first  efforts  will  be  made  by  contract  to  buy  up  the 
1930  clip,  and  the  greatest  service  we  can  render  to  the  wool- 
growers,  the  farmers  wlio  produce  sheep,  those  who  grow  wool 
upon  the  western  ranges,  the  woolgrowers  everywhere,  is  to 
restore  the  House  rate,  and  thus  take  this  item  out  of  confer- 
ence. 

The  increase  is  not  a  substantial  one;  it  is  not  a  material 
departure  from  long-established  precedent.    It  is  thoroughly  in  , 

keeping  with  the  e\'idence  adduced  both  before  the  House  and : 

the  Senate  committees.    I  understand  it  has  the  sui^tort  of  the 
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experta  of  tlie  Tariff  Conimiflsiou,  and  I  sincerelj  hope  the  SPen- 
ate  will  reject  the  aruemliiK'nt  proposed  by  the  committee  and 
restore  the  House  rate  of  34  cents. 

Some  reference  wa.s  made  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  to 
other  controverted  questions,  and  I  may  want  to  be  heard  later 
upon  tli«>se  questions,  but  I  prefer — and  I  think  it  is  better  for 
all  of  us — to  take  the  questions  up  one  at  a  time. 

Adjlre>*.sing  myself,  therefore,  merely  to  the  precise  question 
Itefore  the  Senate  at  thi.s  moment,  I  want  to  conclude.  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas]  has  a  telegram  from  the 
Wool  Growers*  A.ssociatlon.  I  will  a^^k  the  Senator  whether  he 
Intends  to  read  that  wire. 
Mr.  THOMAS  f>f  Idaho.  I  will  read  It  later. 
Mr.  STEIWER.  If  the  Senator  from  Idaho  will  hare  that 
read,  that  will  suffice.    That  Is  all  I  have  to  say  at  this  time. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  Mr.  President,  it  is  not  my  purpose 
to  enter  into  a  prolonged  discussion  of  this  wool  tariff,  but  I  do 
wnnt  to  call  attention  to  the  seriousness  of  the  situation. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  at  the  close  of  the  war  there  was 
enacted  an  emergency  tariff  upon  wool.  Since  that  time,  after 
the  situation  was  cleaned  up,  the  foreign  markets  hare  been 
fairly  strong  until  the  last  couple  of  years,  and  now,  this  year, 
Australia  comes  Into  production  with  a  crop  never  before  ex- 
ce«>ded,  nearly  900,000,000  pounds.  I  am  told  by  the  wool  trade 
that  they  have  taken  25  per  cent  of  their  clip  off  of  the  market ; 
yet  the  wool  market  Is  in  a  demoralized  condition. 

The  price  of  wool  now  compared  witli  the  price  a  year  ago  Is 
abont  15  cents  a  pound  less  in  the  grease.  Just  a  few  days  ago 
some  citizens  of  Wyoming  who  had  wool  stored  In  Boston  sold 
a  mil  Hon  pounds  of  the  wool  at  a  fraction  over  27  cents  a  pound. 
They  would  have  gotten  something  like  40  cents  a  pound  for  the 
same  wool  a  year  ago. 

T^nless  we  cau  stabilize  this  mnrket,  the  woolgrowing  industry 
of  this  country  Is  goiug  to  be  In  a  very  serious  condition.  That 
l<s  the  object  of  trying  to  get  the  Senate  to  agree  at  this  time  to 
the  34  cents  a  pound. 

I   have  a    telegram    here   from    the   National    Woolgrowers' 
.\.ssocIatlon,  who  met  In  session  at  San  Anselo,  Tex.,  to-day,  and 
I  ask  that  the  telegram  be  read  from  the  desk. 
The  \^CE  PRESII)P:NT.     Is  there  objection? 
There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram  was  read,  as  follows: 

Sas  AMOsu),  Tkx.,  Aovember  B,  i«9, 
Hon.  JoHX  Thomas, 

tSoMte  O/flce  Builditm,  Washington,  D.  C: 
The    following    rfsolutiun    pussed    to-d«jr    by    executive    committee    of 
N.ntional  WiwljrrowerH"  Aasociatloii,  aod  also  will  be  presented  to  coa- 
ventiOB  which  opens  to-morrow : 

"THB    WOOL    TASIFT 

••  On  the  sbowbig  made  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  the 
(lowem  were  given  84  cents,  or  a  Ori  per  cent  increase  in  the  prenent 
basic  wool  rate.  The  Senate  Finance  Committee  did  not  concur  In  this 
increase. 

"  Baaed  on  the  poinical  platforms  of  both  parries,  which  reflect  the 
policy  of  this  country,  the  action  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  came 
u  a  sreaC  surprise  to  the  producer  for  the  following  reasons: 

••  rint.  The  S4-<«nt  per  pooad  clean  content  rate  written  by  the 
Ilooite  committee  was  itot  a  proper  measure  of  protection  to  the  wool- 
vrower.  A  rate  of  40  cents  per  clean  ronnd  was  indicated  tiy  the  grow- 
ers' tratlmony  and  the  fiiets  snhmitt*>d  to  the  committee.  In  the  face 
of  sworn  testimony  before  the  Finance  Committee,  to  which  there  was 
DO  rebuttal.  th»^  Houae  rate  of  34  cents  was  reduced  to  31  cents. 

"  Second.  The  1922  rate  of  31  cents  allowed  by  the  Plnance  Committee 
ia  In  fact,  as  Car  as  the  consumer  is  concerned,  a  6  per  cent  low^r  rate 
on  wool  than  he  paid  in  1S90  to  191.3.  The  Douse  rate  of  34  cents  per 
poand  of  clean  wool  content  wonid  be  only  3^  per  cent  Increase  ovor 
every  protective  rate  during  '23  yetirs  of  protection.  From  1890  to  1013 
the  consumer  paid  33  cents  per  scnared  pound,  via  the  compensatory 
tariff  allow<e<J  the  mannfactorer.  because  of  the  greaae  duty  allowed  the 
grower  therefor. 

"Third.  Measured  by  the  test  of  anditrd  accounts  the  grower  has 
not  averaged  prosperity  since  1922,  active  iwopaganda  and  belief  to  the 
.•ontrary  notwithstanding. 

"  Since  1913  the  grower  has  had  an  increase  In  opernting  costs  of  over 
too  per  cent,  much  more  In  comparative  percentage  cost  than  was  the 
1922  tariff  percentage  increase  through  the  change  to  the  clean  content 
duty  ef  81  cents. 

**  Whatever  the  tariff  may  br  the  grower  suffers  an  adverse  differential 
of  from  6  to  12  cents  per  clean  pound,  owing  to  the  superior  packing 
and  quality  of  foreign  imports  prepared  to  the  American  markets.  Yet 
the  cost  of  production  of  home  ;;rown  competing  wools  ia  baaed  on  their 
quality  as  is  and  neceasjirily  the  protection  derived  from  tariff  is  higher 
or  lower  accordtog  to  the  grade  and  quality  of  wool  under  review. 

"  T^kas  been  only  by  the  exerciae  of  the  utmost  sacrifice,  economy,  and 
ettciency  that  the  grower  baa  paid  his  Interest  oa  war  debts  and  made 
cwla  meet  since  1922. 
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"At  the  present  time,  owing  to  both  natural  and  arUflcial  causes, 
ireolgrowing  hi  the  United  States  is  in  actual  need  of  increased 
>rotectlon. 

"  Fourth.  Although  imports  of  wool  itself  have  not  increased,  the 
grower  has  suffered  from  increasingly  large  imports  of  rags,  shoddy,  and 
vSRtes.  Over  36.000,000  pounds  of  these  materials  were  imported  in 
1928.  thus  displacing  the  use  of  over  100.000,000  pounds  of  domestic 
rlrgiu  wools.  The  short  wools  of  Texas  and  California  and  the  clothing 
wools  of  all  other  States  have  been  hurt  by  this  competition.  These  rug 
ind  waste  Imports  of  less  than  400,000  pounds  anuual  average  from 
L890  to  1013. 

•'  These  imported  rompetillve  .soft  rags  and  wastes  pay  ou  an  average 
ibout  13  cents  duty  per  pound  and  are  used  wherever  possible  to  sub- 
ititute  for  virgin  wool.  The  consumer  derives  but  small  benefit  because 
it  the  com|)»-niiatory  duties  allowed  on  resultant  manufactured  goods. 

"Therefore  the  rates  on  shoddy,  rags,  and  other  competitive  wastes 
nanlfestly  abould  be  on  the  same  comparative  protective  basis  as  the 
luty  on  wool  itself. 

"  In  view  of  the  foregoing  fact.s  and  the  platfbrm  pledges  of  both 
Hilltlcal  parties  we,  the  woolgroweri  of  the  T'nlted  Stat.'s.  in  offlHnl 
innual  national  convention  asMenibled  at  San  Angelo.  Tex.,  on  the  20th 
:o  22d  of  November,  1}»29,  do  most  earn«'stly  urge  that  Congress  place 
I  tariff  of  .S7  cents  on  all  Imports  of  wool  and  mobalr  together  with 
rnch  adequate  tariffs  on  wastes  and  rags  aa  will  not  nullify  such  bu«lc 
-ates  on  wool  and  mohair  as  Congrew  may  enact." 

NATIO.NAt.    \V0UL<:B0WEfiS'     AsBOCIATIO^f , 

F.  H.  Marsu.ill,  Secretary. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.     Mr.  President,  I  might  say  further 

iiat  the  wool  market,   fioin   the  average  price  paid   the  wo<»l- 

frower  in  Boston  In  11128  «m  October  4,  was  25.6  cents  a  pound, 

( leaned,  less  than  the  192S  price  for  fine  staple  wool.     Half-blood 

'  v«H)l  was  21   cents  a  i)oun(l  less,  and  %-blootl  14  cents  a  pound  les.s. 

It  can  be  reiKlily  .seen  that  if  the  woolgrower  must  continue 
o  take  that  price  he  is  going  to  be  In  a  serious  condition  and 
mt  out  of  business  In  this  c<iuntry. 

There  has  been  some  incr^-n.se  during  the  time  the  Fordney- 
rlcCuml)er  Act  has  Ix'en  on  the  statute  books  in  the  number  of 
I  heep  in  the  country,  but  the  Increase  has  been  on  the  fsirin. 
'  Vool  is  purely  an  agricultnral  product,  nnd  It  Is  about  the  only 
I  giicnltural  product  I  know  of  the  tariff  on  which  was  cut  by 
he  iSenate  Finance  Committee  in  the  pending  bill.  They 
u-duced  It  from  34  to  31  cents. 

These  prices  we  are  talking  about  are  on  the  cJean  content. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  .Mr.  I'rpsident.  let  me  remind  the  Senator  that 
I  tie  rate  on  a  purely  agricultural  product  waw  cut  from  the  in- 
(rease  suggeste<l  by  the  House,  and  I  think  the  Senator  voted  to 
s  u.stain  the  cut.     I  refer  to  wrapper  tobacco. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  I  l»eg  the  Senator's  pardon,  if  that 
item  is  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes:  it  Is  in  the  bill,  and  I  think  the  Sena- 
tor voted  for  the  Senate  committee  amendment  cutting  the  rate. 

However,  l)e  ttiat  as  it  may,  the  woolgrowing  industry  is  in 
( istress.  It  is  a  matter  that  cau  be  relieved  by  tlie  tariff.  A 
tariff  really  is  effective  on  this  agricultural  product.  Inasmuch 
IS  the  Congress  was  called  in  extraordinary  session  for  tlie 
lurpose  of  giving  relief  to  agriculture,  It  seems  to  me  that  we 
uould  be  doing  but  a  small  thing  if  we  should  grant  the  request 
ff  the  Senators  from  the  woolgrowing  States  for  a  3-cent  in- 
crease in  the  tariff  on  wool,  restoring  the  House  rate  to  34  cents 
{   ponnd. 

Mr.  FKJSS.  Mr.  President,  I  have  not  occupied  very  much 
t  me  in  the  discu.'<si<.n  of  any  of  the  Items  in  the  tariff  bill, 
lut  this  is  one  item  tliat  appeals  to  me  as  a  basis  for  a  sound 
I  rotectlve  argument,  in  the  first  place,  we  ought  to  be  able  to 
tMue  somewheixj  near  producing  the  wool  that  we  need.  We 
1  ave  not  done  it  and  probably  we  will  not  do  it.  However,  there 
i  I  no  reason  why  it  cau  not  be  done.  Under  proper  Btimulation 
1  would  seem  not  only  desirable  but  clearly  iwssible  for  the 
T  nited  States  to  produce  this  protluct  In  some  quantity  some- 
\  here  near  the  needs  of  our  consumption.  It  would  Increase 
t  le  meat  value  of  the  country.  That  is  bound  to  be  an  increas- 
i  tgly  important  item  of  food  product.  It  would  also  Increase 
t»e  clothing  value  or  the  raw  material  out  of  which  clothing 
ii  >  to  be  made,  and  for  that  rea.sou  it  is  of  importance.  Here  is 
n  dotible  element  of  importance,  including  both  food  and  clotlilng. 

Then,  ou  the  other  hand,  every  farm  in  the  country  would  be 
bettered  if  it  had  a  small  flock  of  sheep  upon  it  It  is  not  an 
article  that  would  have  to  be  confined  simply  to  grazing  land, 
because  a  flock  of  sheep  on  the  best  or  highest  price  farm  lii 
the  country  would  be  a  benefit  to  the  land  rather  than  a  detrl- 
lieut,  and  not  diflicult  either  to  handle.  It  seems  to  me  of  all 
Ae  items  in  the  bill,  from  the  standpoint  of  encouraging  a  pro- 
Aictiou  that  is  necessary,  we  should  increase  this  rate.  It  is 
cue  of  the  most  obvIou.s  and  for  that  reason  it  seems  to  me 
>  e  ought  not  to  hesitate  to  graut  auy  reasonable  increase  of 


Mr.  CONNALLT.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senate  will  not 
agree  to  the  committee  amendment.  I  do  not  want  to  ccmsmne 
much  of  the  time  of  the  Senate,  but  I  want  to  read  a  few  lines 
from  the  Summary  of  Tariff  Information,  compiled  by  the  Tariff 
CominLssion,  relating  to  competitive  conditions: 

Australia  and  New  Zealand,  Argentina,  Chile,  Uruguay,  and  South 
Africa  are  the  regions  which  prt)duce  nearly  all  the  competitive  wools. 
In  these  countries  there  is  a  smaller  Investment  in  land  per  head  of 
Bheep,  smaller  investment  In  equipment  per  head  of  sheep,  lower  labor 
charges,  and  virtually  no  expense  for  feedstuffs  except  in  times  of 
drought.  These  countries,  therefore,  have  a  strong  competitive  advan- 
tage. This  is  enhanced  by  a  higher  clean  yield  of  the  fleeces  produced 
in  these  countries. 

As  iH)inted  out  by  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas],  the 
foreign  producer  of  wool  has  a  large  advantage  over  the  Ameri- 
can producer  because  his  wool  yields  a  larger  clean  content, 
and  the  clean  content  is  the  basis  of  this  particular  rate.  There 
is  no  doubt  that  just  at  present  the  wool  Industry  Ls  not  nearly 
so  prosperous  as  it  has  been  in  the  recent  past. 

As  was  pointed  out  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Fkss],  if 
every  farm  in  the  country  had  on  It  some  sheep  It  would  ap- 
pre<Iably  solve  tlie  farm-relief  question.  There  are  a  great 
many  marginal  lands  throughout  the  United  States  upon  which 
people  are  trying  to  farm  that  would  be  more  productive  if 
they  were  converted  Into  sheep  ranches.  It  is  an  industry  that 
can  he  encouraged  by  the  particular  rate  which  the  House  has 
fixed.  As  I  understand  It.  the  other  rates  iu  the  schedule  were 
fixed  by  the  House  on  the  basis  of  34  cents,  and  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  has  not  changed  the  other  rates.  I  hope  the 
Senate  will  disagree  to  the  Senate  committee  amendment  and 
leave  the  House  rate  of  34  cents. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  in  the  telegram  from  the 
National  Woolgrowers'  Association,  which  was  read  at  the 
desk  at  the  request  of  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas]. 
the  statement  was  made  that  the  foreign  producers  of  wool  gain 
an  additional  advantage  by  so  trimming  the  fleeces  of  wool 
imported  into  this  country  that  the  American  tariff  is  not  fully 
effective.  One  of  my  colleagues  has  asked  me  what  was  meant 
by  that  statement ;  but  I  am  not  In  the  woolgrowing  business 
and  I  do  not  know  just  how  to  exi^aln  it.  I  shall  be  obliged  if 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas]  or  the  Swiator  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  who  are  more  familiar  with  the  subject, 
will  explain  to  the  Senate  just  how  the  foreign  wool  producers 
take  advantage  of  the  American  wool  producer  in  that  manner. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Tlie   VICE   PRESIDENT.     Does   the  Senator  from   Arizona 
ylehl  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 
Mr.  HAYDEN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Before  Australian  wool  Is  shipped  into  the 
United  States  It  Is  skirted.  In  other  words,  when  sheep  range 
upon  the  mountain  or  elsewhere  they  gather  dirt  of  various 
kinds  that  sometimes  adds  as  much  as  2  pounds  to  the  weight 
of  the  fleece.  When  our  wool  here  is  sold  those  skirtings  are 
sold  as  a  part  of  the  complete  fleece.  When  wool  is  shipped  in 
from  Australia,  before  It  Is  baled  all  of  those  skirtings  are 
taken  off.  That  makes  a  great  difference  between  the  wool  in 
its  natural  form  as  It  Is  sheared  from  the  slieep  and  the  wool 
that  has  been  skirted.  All  of  the  imported  wools  have  the 
skirtings  removed,  while  the  local  wools  go  to  the  market  as 
they  come  from  the  shearing  pens  In  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Is  that  an  explanation  for  the  fact  that  the 
American  price  for  wool  is  usually  not  so  very  much  higher 
than  the  foreign  price  for  wool?  In  other  words,  bo  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  look  Into  the  wool  schedule,  the  American 
woolgrower  has  never  obtained  the  full  benefit  of  the  protecti  ro 

duty.  ,.     c       ^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Perhaps  I  can  explain  It  better  to  the  Senator 
In  this  way.  In  the  fine  wool  grown  on  our  mountains  and  in 
our  valleys  In  the  West  the  shrinkage  will  run  all  the  way  from 
m  per  cent  up  to  sometimes  as  high  as  77 Vj  per  cent,  depending 
on  the  class  of  the  wool.  When  that  same  identical  class  of 
wool  is  shipped  here  from  Australia,  instead  of  shrinking  66% 
to  77V.  per  cent,  more  than  likely  It  will  shlnk  only  47  to  50 
per  cei'it.  In  other  words,  after  skirting  the  wool  and  leaviiig 
just  the  better  part  of  the  wool  that  they  want  to  sell  here,  all 
of  the  waste  matter  and  grease  that  is  in  it  and  the  taglocks 
arc  taken  off,  and.  of  course,  the  remaining  wool  wiU  bring  a 
higher  price.  It  is  not  because  the  fiber  of  the  wool  is  any 
better.     It  is  because  the  shrinkage  is  actually  less. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    I  yield. 


Mr.  TTDINOS.  I  did  not  understand  the  question  thoroughly, 
but  I  am  wondering  why  our  woolgrowers  do  not  skirt  their 
wool  as  the  Australian  woolgrowers  do. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Our  wool  is  shipped  right  from  the  corral, 
where  it  is  sheared.  They  have  no  skirting  tables.  They  would 
not  be  justified  in  having  them  on  account  of  the  price.  That 
would  not  make  any  difference  to  us.  If  the  foreigners  do  not 
take  the  taglocks  off,  they  would  have  to  pay  this  duty  on  the 
taglocks.  Every  piece  of  dirt  that  can  be  taken  off  and  every 
taglock  on  the  fleece  that  can  be  taken  off  is  removed,  because 
if  they  did  not  take  it  oft  in  Australia,  then  the  duty  would 
apply  upon  the  dirt  and  taglocks. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  I  may  explain  to  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land, the  way  I  understand  the  situation  is  that  there  is  no 
Import  duty  on  wool  produced  in  Australia  when  the  same  is 
taken  to  England.  The  Australians,  therefore,  skirt  the  fleece 
and  remove  the  low-grade  dirty  W(X>1  from  It.  The  cleaner  and 
t)etter  grade  part  of  the  wool  is  exported  to  the  United  States, 
where  an  import  duty  has  to  be  paid.  They  then  take  the 
skirtings  and  send  them  to  England  to  be  manufactured,  where 
there  is  no  tariff  to  be  paid.  The  American  woolgrower  pro- 
duces the  complete  .fleete  and.  he  could  not  afford  to  throw 
away  the  skirtings.    All  the  fleece  has  to  go  to  market. 

I  have  taken  occasion  at  various  times  to  check  the  price  of 
wool  in  Boston  and  in  London,  and  almost  Invariably  it  will  be 
found  that  while  the  American  price  is  higher  than  the  English 
IMTice,  it  is  not  as  much  higher  as  the  tariff  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  happens  in  many  cases  with  many  ar- 
ticles. It  happens  sometimes  on  account  of  the  demand  for 
wool.  Sometimes  there  is  a  demand  in  England  greater  than 
In  America.  Sometimes  the  American  price  is  higher.  Al- 
though London  is  the  market  headquarters  of  the  world,  the 
difference  in  value  is  often  noticeable  because  some  particular 
grade  of  wool  meets  the  demand  of  the  class  of  gooda  that  Is 
being  made  iu  some  particular  country,  and  another  country 
not  making  that  same  class  of  goods,  the  price  in  one  place 
will  be  higher  than  the  price  in  the  other.  These  irregularities 
in  price  depend  upon  the  demand  that  is  created  in  the  dasa 
of  goods  that  may  be  manufactured. 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Dees  the   Senator  from  Arizona 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 
Mr.  HAYDEN.    I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  wish  to  get  very  dearly  in  mind  the  differ- 
ence in  price  involved  in  the  question  asked  by  the  Senator 
from  Maryland.  Is  it  true  that  the  American  manufacturer  of 
wool  does  not  have  to  pay  any  higher  price  for  the  raw  ma- 
terial than  the  foreign  manufacturer? 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  There  have  been  instances  when  the  Ameri- 
can price  for  wool  and  the  English  price  for  wool  were  very 
close  together,  notwithstanding  there  was  a  protective  tariff 
in  effect  in  this  country.  I  am  sure  that  on  the  average  the 
American  producer  of  wool  does  not  actually  secure  the  full 
benefit  of  the  tariff  year  in  and  year  out. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  tliiuk  it  is  estimated  that  he  gets  about 

nVi  or  18  per  cent ;  that  that  is  the  effectiveness  of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.    That  is  the  point  I  wanted  to  make.    If  the 

tariff  is  only  effective  to  the  extent  of  17  or  18  per  cent 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  that  is  the  way  it  is  figured. 
Mr.  HAYDEN.  If  tliat  Is  the  case,  it  seems  to  me  we  should 
not  quarrel  about  whether  the  rate  should  be  31  cents  or  34 
cents,  because  it  does  not  mean  that  the  market  price  of  wool 
Is  necessarily  going  to  be  3  cents  higher  because  the  import 
duty  is  raised  3  cents. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  What  I  wish  to  get  from  the  Senator  is  that 
if  the  foreign  manufacturer  did  not  have  to  pay  any  more  for 
his  raw  material,  any  increase  here  would  not  necessitate  a 
compensatory  duty. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Speaking  of  compensatory  duties,  my  under- 
stantling  is  that  all  of  the  compensatory  duties  now  contained 
in  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House  are  based  upon  n  .S4^:ent  rate 
on  raw  wool;  and  that  while  the  Finance  Committee  has  cut 
the  rate  to  31  cents,  there  has  not  been  a  corresponding  reduc- 
tion in  each  and  every  one  of  the  inqjort  duties  on  manufac- 
tures of  wool  throughout  the  schedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Of  course,  the  Senator  should  qualify  his  state- 
ment by  saying  that  the  woolgrower  sends  the  wool  to  the  wool 
merchant — not  to  the  manufacturer  but  to  the  wool  merchant — 
or  the  woolgrower  consigns  his  wool  to  a  wool  commission 
merchant,  and  taking  into  account  all  of  the  comnrissions  and 
the  interest  paid  while  holding  the  wool  and  the  difference  l)e- 
tween  the  market  price  in  London  and  here,  the  Senator  is  about 
right    But  there  are  those  different  conditions,  aod  I  think 
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the  Tariff  rommlivfnii  flprires  that  they  represent  aboat  I714 
per  cent. 

The  Items  I  have  sjx'ken  of,  of  conrste.  ninst  be  deduct e*  from 
tliat  nmonnt  of  'H  cents  because  when  the  wool  purchased  at 
Limiioti  conies  Into  the  market  ue  have  got  to  pay  the  freifsht 
and  all  other  cx{)en.srs  attached  tliereto.  That  makes  the  dif- 
ferewe  as  to  the  actual  duty  which  the  woolgrower  receives. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

Mr.  HAYDFLN.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

.Mr.  WALHU  of  Montiina.  I  think,  perhaps,  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  mi>«i«iioke  himself  in  quoting  the  li^enator  from  Georgia 
as  sayiiiK  tliat  the  wool  duty  is  effective  to  the  extent  of  about 
17  per  cent.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  must  have  meant  that 
the  31 -cent  duty  is  effective  only  to  about  the  <  xtent  of  17  cents. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     From  ITVa  cents  to  18  cents. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  So  that  although  there  is  a  nomi- 
nal duly  of  31  cents  on  the  clean  content,  it  is  effective  only  to 
the  eiteut  of  alxjut  ITVi  cents :  iu  other  word*;,  the  duty  is  only 
about  50  per  cent  effei-tive.  That  situation  is  very  clearly  dis- 
cii»a;eiJ  to  the  Montana  producer,  because  the  difference  between 
tile  MoutauA  price  and  the  Alberta  or  SaskatcheiiN'an  price  is 
usually  Ml>out  6  or  7  cents  a  pound.  In  other  words,  to  the  Mon- 
tana producer,  notwithstanding  the  31  <-en\  tariff  on  the  clean 
e«>ntettt,  the  duty  reprenjnts  only  about  11  cents  on  the  ordinary 
clip,  which,  as  the  Senator  from  Utah  says,  produces  of  clean 
content  only  about  one-third  of  what  the  clip  itself  weighs,  two- 
thirds  of  it  being  dirt,  which  is  removed  by  the  scouring  process. 
So  the  31-cent  rate  is  a  rate  of  al>out  11  cents  upon  the  grea.se- 
wool  pound.  The  woolgrowers  of  Montana  get  about  6  cents  a 
pound  more  for  their  clip  than  is  obtained  by  the  woolgrowers 
of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan,  demonstrating  by  actual  facts 
what  has  been  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  that  the 
31  cent  rate  is  effective  only  to  the  extent  <»f  about  50  per  cent. 

Mr.  UAYVKS.  That  is,  if  the  rate  is  raised  by  adopting  the 
Hou.se  provision  to  make  the  import  duty  on  wool  34  crats 
Instead  of  31  cents,  the  effective  increase  would  l>e  about  1% 
cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  No;  the  effective  rate  would  be 
less  than  one-half  of  1  cent  a  pound.  A  rate  of  31  cents  on  the 
clean  content  means  a  rate  of  about  11  cents  per  grease  pocmd. 
A  rate  of  34  cents  would  increase  it  only  3  c-ents  on  the  clean 
content,  which  would  be  an  increase  of  1  cent  per  grease  pound ; 
and.  inasmuch  as  the  tariff  is  effe<-tive  only  to  the  extent  of  50 
per  (xnt,  it  would  mean  an  Increase  in  the  price  of  a  pound  of 
wool  of  Just  one-half  a  cent  a  pound.  That  is  what  this  quar- 
rel is  about — a  question  of  half  a  cent  a  pound  to  the  grower 
of  wool. 

Mr.  HATDEN.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  willing  to 
give  the  American  woolgrower  the  advantage  of  that  one-half 
cent  per  pound  net  benefit  on  the  price  of  his  wool  clip  under 
this  bill. 

Mr.  CONN.\LLT.     Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  HAYDKN.     I  yield. 

Mr.  ('ONN.\.LLT.  Bearing  out  what  the  Senator  from  Mon- 
tana has  said,  as  well  as  what  the  Senator  from  Arizona  has 
said.  I  qtwte  from  the  Tariff  Commission  report,  which  shows 
that  for  the  year  1926  wool  sold  in  Boston  for  $1.15,  whereas 
the  same  character  of  English  wool  .sold  for  $1.02,  a  difference 
aT  13  cents;  in  1927  wool  sold  in  Boston  for  $1.10  and  the 
British  w»x)l  sold  for  $1,  there  being  a  variation  of  10  cents; 
and  In  1928,  for  the  nine  months  reported,  American  wool  in 
Boston  sold  for  $1.17,  while  British  wool  sold  for  ^.04.  So  the 
price  varied  from  10  to  13  cents,  acc«jrding  to  actual  figures  as 
to  .\merfcan  and  Brlth»h  wool. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  win  the  Senator  yield  for  just 
a  moment? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  If  the  Senator  from  Arizona  understood  me 
to  say  or  if  I  said,  17*4  per  cent,  I  meant  17%  cents.  That  is 
the  effectiveness  of  the  duty,  accordin;;  to  the  Tariff  Commis- 
sion. I  believe  that  the  woolgrowers,  or  some  of  them,  estimate 
it  as  being  a  little  higher. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  Intend  to 
discuss  this  questl4>n  from  various  angles,  but  before  I  begin 
the  discussion  I  wish  to  clear  up  the  matter  whit^i  is  now  in 
controversy.  I  should  like  to  have  any  Senator  on  this  floor 
dispute,  if  he  can.  the  fact  that  at  times  the  duties  levied  upon 
wo«>I.  as  on  any  other  article  in  the  tariff  bill,  are  not  fully 
effi-ctive.  When  we  talk  ab*>ut  the  effectiveness  of  this  «?uty 
being  17H  cents  we  mean  its  effectiveness  over  a  long  period 
of  time,  for  WMnetimes  it  is  effective  at  25  e«nts,  senietimes 
for  the  full  duty  levied,  and  sometimes  lower  than  17  <-ents. 


November  21 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  EECORB-SENATE 


5893 


la  there  any  doubt  about  that?  We  are  concerned  here  with 
Increasing  the  duty  upon  wool  because  of  which  at  some 
periods — at  tines  when  it  ought  not  to  be  effective,  partimlarly 
in  times  of  shortage  and  high  prices — the  last  dollar  is  extorted. 

Mr,  President,  I  intend  to  <liscU9s  the  tariff  duties  on  w(wl, 
first,  from  the  political  standpoint:  second,  from  the  economic 
standpoint ;  and  I  intend  also  to  discuss  it  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  three  interests  involvetl  In  tiie  levying  of  tariff  duties 
upon  wool;  first,  the  wcxjljjrower ;  next  the  manufacturers  of 
wool;  and,  third,  and  most  important  of  all.  the  120.000.000 
consumers  of  wool  in  the  United  States  when  avooI  is  converted 
into  wearing  appareL  I  intend  also  to  discuss  the  pending 
amendment,  reportetl  by  the  Senate  F^inance  Committee  re<luc- 
ing  the  rate  upon  the  clean  content  of  wool,  proposed  by  the 
House  from  34  cents  to  31  cents,  and  I  intend  at  the  Vauie 
time,  because  we  can  not  separate  them,  to  di.scuss  an  amend- 
ment that  will  be  before  us  shortly,  iu  para^'raph  1105,  pro- 
posing to  increase  the  duty  upon  wool  rugs  and  by-products 
of  wix)l  200  per  cent — namely,  from  8  cents  a  pound  to  24 
cents  a  pound.  I  Intend  before  I  conclude  to  make  plain  to  the 
Senate  the  effect  that  these  increased  duties  will  have  upon 
the  purse  of  the  consumers,  and  particularly  do  I  pntpose  to 
point  out  their  discriminatory,  unfair,  and  unjust  character. 

Mr.  President,  this  questioii  has  important  political  aspects. 
It  was  the  wool  .scfitniu.e  in  tlie  Paym^Aldrich  bill  wliich 
„  was  so  obnoxious  that  it  caused  the  defeat  of  the  Repub- 
I  lican  Party  in  two  elections.  It  was  in  large  part  tlie  wool 
schedule  in  the  Fordney  McCumber  bill  of  Septeml)er.  1022, 
when  wool  was  taken  from  the  free  list  and  a  duty  of  31  cents 
per  pound  of  clean  content  levied  upon  it.  that  in  the  follow- 
ing election  almost  made  the  House  of  Representatives  Demo- 
cratic and  caused  the  Senate  to  come  within  only  1  vote  of 
becoming  I>emocratic.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  tlie  Itepub- 
lican  majority  in  the  Senate,  if  they  vote  to  incorporate  these 
increa.sed  rates,  will  do  more  to  bring  about  their  political 
Waterloo  tlmn  anything  else  they  can  do  in  connection  with 
the  pending  tariff  Wll.  No  human  being  with  a  spark  of 
decency  in  his  make-up  will  permit  the  poor  to  1*  robbed.  We 
are  dealing  here  with  a  dire<t  purpose  and  Intent  to  levy  duties 
that  will  bear  lightly  upon  the  prosperous  and  the  rich,  but 
will  amount  to  200  pt'r  cent  increase  In  the  duty  upon  the 
raw  material  from  which  are  made  the  clothes,  the  blankets,  the 
underwear,  the  sweaters,  and  the  socks  of  the  iK)or  of  America. 

At  the  outset  I  wish  to  review  the  liistory  of  the  le^Mlation 
upon  tills  subject.  Under  the  UnderwoofI  bill  wool  was  free. 
In  the  Fordney-Mci'nmlier  tariff  bill  a  duty  wj»s  levied  upon 
raw  wool  of  31  cents  |>er  p<»und.  Both  the  then  Senator  I.^iinx)t," 
of  Wisconsin,  who  o|»posed  that  duty,  and  the  then  Senator 
from  New  York,  Mr  Wadsworth.  upon  this  floor  pointed  out 
that  that  would  do  more  to  injure  the  Republican  Party  than 
anything  else  in  the  tariff  bill  of  that  year.  The  results  of  the 
en«uiu«  election  proved  that  to  be  true.  Senator  Leuroot  pointed 
out  that  that  duty  was  an  iiKTease  of  58  per  cent  over  the  ob- 
noxious wool  duty  in  the  Payne-Aldrich  law  of  1909.  and  the 
Tariff  Commission  admits  that  tliat  duty  was  an  increase  of 
50  per  cent  over  the  wool  duty  provided  by  the  Payne-Aldrich 
law. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mtnitana.     Mr.  President 

Mr,  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr.  WAL.SH  of  Montana.  Woolen  gootls  are  manufactured 
extensively  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  Was  not  the  attack  on  the  Payne- 
Aldrich  bill  directed  rather  against  the  duties  ujKjn  manufactures 
of  wool  than  upon  the  raw  material? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssaciiusetts.  I  do  not  dispute  that  fact.  I 
am  not  discuKsing  now  tiie  manufacrnres  of  wool — 1  sliall  come 
to  discuss  that  later — I  am  di^>cu.s8iug  raw  wool  and  the  ln(  rease 
of  duty  on  raw  w«k)1  in  the  law  of  1922  comjiared  with  the  duty 
on  raw  wool  in  the  Payne-Aldrich  bill. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  was  moved  to  direct  the  question 
to  the  Senator  because  he  referred  to  the  heavy  duty  upon  wool 
blanket.^*.  There  is  a  very  heavy  duty  on  wool  bluiikets  iu  this 
bill,  which  may  lie  considerwl  perhaps  later,  but  just  now  I 
wanted  to  confine  attention,  if  I  could,  to  the  duty  on  raw  wooL 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  a 
question  ? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  How  many  pounds  of  wool  would  there  ho 
in  a  hiirh  priced  woolen  suit  such  as  the  Senator  has  on? 

Mr.  W.\LaiI  of  Massachusetts  About  4Ms  pounds  of  clean 
wool,  I  am  informed. 

Mr.  PITTMAN.  How  much  would  there  be  in  a  cheap  wooiea 
suit? 


Mr  WALSH  of  Massachu.'^etts.     The  same  weight,  at  least. 
Mr.  PITTMAN.     Would  there  be  the  same  amount  where  it 
was  half  wool  and  half  cotton?  .         ,.  ».  ,*  _,^i 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Not  where  it  was  half  wool 

and  half  cotton.  , ,  ^x         v^  t^ 

Mr.  I'lTTMAN.     About  how  nuiny  pounds  would  there  be  in 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  assume,  of  course,  that 
there  would  be  about  2^2  pounds  ot  clean  wool. 

Mr  PITTMAN.  Then,  I  should  like  to  Inquire  in  the  case  ot 
a  suit  of  clothes  costing  from  $30  to  $150.  how  much  of  the  total 
cost  does  the  wool  in  the  suit  represent?  »..»,*,*. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Now,  I  will  ask  that  I  be 
p'^rmitted  to  develop  my  argument,  because  both  Senators'  in- 
terruptions have  been  In  reference  to  the  reflected  cost  of  this 
duty,  which  I  propose  to  discuss  at  length  later.  I  am  now  try- 
ing'to  review  the  history  of  the  legislation  with  respect  to  the 
duties  that  were  levied  upon  raw  wool ;  and  I  have  pointed  out 
the  fact  that  the  duty  levied  in  1922,  according  to  Senator 
Lenroot  was  58  per  cent  in  advance  of  the  duty  of  the  Payne- 
Aldrich  bill  on  wool,  and,  according  to  the  Tariff  Commission, 
50  per  cent.  I  also  desire  to  point  out  the  fact  that  in  the  law 
of  1922  there  was  approximately  no  Increase  in  the  protective 
duties  up<in  wool  manufactures  over  the  Payne-Aldrich  law. 

The  purpose  of  this  review  is  to  lay  the  foundation  for  what 
has  happened  .since.  With  a  proposition  here  to  further  increase 
the  duty  uiwn  raw  wool  ami  to  increase  the  duty  upon  wooi 
rags  and  wool  bv-products,  I  shall  now  discuss  what  was  the 
effect  on  the  w«K)lgTOwers,  (.n  the  manufacturers,  and  on  the 
consuming  public  of  the  heavy  duties  levied  in  -l^- 

Let  me  .'^ay,  in  case  any  Senator  is  not  familiar  with  the 
different  branches  of  Uie  wool  industry,  that  there  are  two  chief 
branches :  The  worsted  industry  which  makes  high-priced  cloths 
from  virgin  wool;  the  woolen  industry,  which  makes  cloths 
from  wool  and  wool  by-products  which  are  revamped  and  con- 
verted into  cheaper  clothing.  Of  all  wool  manufacturers  ap- 
proxlmatelv  40  per  cent  are  engaged  In  the  woolen  Industry, 
and  about' 60  per  cent  are  engau'ed  in  the  worsted  industry. 
The  dutv  upon  raw  wool  particularly  affects  the  worsted  indus- 
try ;  the'  duty  upon  wool  rags  and  wool  by-products  particularly 
affects  the  woolen  Industry.  **♦»,* 

For  the  further  information  of  Senators  let  me  state  that 
wool  rags  are  di.scnrded  old  woolen  garments  or  clippings  from 
the  manufactured  wool  cloth.  Wool  by-products  are  the  noils 
combed  from  the  new  wool  and  wastes  from  the  proces.ses  of 

wool  manufacture.  ,.,...    ^  ,^  «  „ii„ 

The  present  duty  upon  raw  wool  is  so  high  that  it  practically 
works  out  to  prohibit  the  use  of  all-wool  clothing  by  the  jieople 
of  this  country,  except  the  rich.  The  woolen  industry  has  grown 
up  as  a  result  of  a  public  demand  for  cheaper  woolen  clothing — 
clothing  that  is  comfortable,  that  is  warm,  that  is  neat  in  ap- 
pearance, and  that  does  not  cost  the  excessive  price  that  all- 
wool  cloth  and  clothing  c«mimand. 

One  of  the  popular-priced  woolen  suits  made  from  woolen 
rags  imrM>rt«Hl  into  this  country  costs  about  $20.  I  think,  to 
be  accurate,  the  suit  co.«^lng  $22.50  is  the  most  popular  suit  all 
over  the  country.  A  comparable  suit  made  from  all  wool  would 
cost  approximately  $35  and  up.  It  is  the  practice  of  the  cloth- 
ing makers  who  buy  their  worsted  and  woolen  goods  from  the 
manufacturers  to  set  a  price  at  which  they  will  pay  for  cloth  In 
order  to  make  a  suit  to  sell  at  a  given  popular  price.  This 
lower  price  has  been  kept  down  by  the  use  of  wool  by-products 
that  are  largelv  imported  Into  this  country,  and  that  are 
found  in  large  quantities  in  the  cold  climates  of  Eui-ope.  where 
the  people  have  been  accustomed  to  wearing  woolen  clothing 
for  a  long  period  of  time.  . ,      ,   .        * 

Now,  Mr.  President.  I  inquire,  what  effect  has  this  duty  of 
81  cents  levied  In  1922  on  raw  wool  had  upon  the  woolgrowlng 

Industry?  „^     .   ^     ^       ». 

It  has  been  a  distinct  benefit  to  them.  The  industry  has 
expanded.  It  has  tended  to  Increast-  the  prosperity  of  the  wool- 
growers.  The  woolgrowers  are  the  most  i>rosperous  of  tlie 
so-called  farming  gnnips.  I  do  not  think  anybody  disputes 
that  •  and  I  do  not  begrudge  them  the  blessings  and  benefits  that 
have  come  to  them  as  a  result  of  this  increased  duty  that  was 
levied  In  the  act  of  1922;  but  before  we  take  the  step  to  In- 
crease further  the  wool  duty  I  suggest  that  we  inquire  how 
this  increased  duty  on  wool  has  affected  the  manufacturers  of 
wool  and  the  consumers  of  wooL 

Now  we  turn  to  a  very  gloomy  picture.  ^ 

Mr   COPELAND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Jonb»  in  the  chair).  Does 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York? 
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Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  would  rather  not  be  inter- 
rupted until  I  finish  this  part  of  the  argument.  If  the  interrup- 
tion is  in  point,  however,  1  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr  COPELAND.  I  simply  wanted  to  ask,  in  connection  with 
the  debate  that  is  going  on,  whether  the  woolgrowers  here 
could  begin  to  supply  the  amount  of  wool  needed  if  there  were 
an  exclusion  of  these  rags  and  other  thhigs  that  we  bring  in 

from  the  other  side?  ^  „«  .^. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  They  never  have  done  so, 
but  It  is  only  fair  to  say  that  the  tariff  of  1922  did  help  to 
bring  about  a  larger  production  than  before.  It  is  only  fair  to 
say  that ;  but  they  are  not  able,  and  probably  will  not  be  for  a 
generation  or  two,  to  supply  the  entire  demand  for  the  wool 
that  our  country  newls.     Some  grades  of  Imported  wool  are  not 

produced  here.  ,^   ,   .      ^i      ».     _«...„ 

Mr  COPELAND.  I  think  It  was  testified  In  the  hearings 
that  at  the  present  rate  of  increase  In  the  production  of  Amerl- 
can  wof>l  it  will  take  10  years  to  supply  the  domestic  demand. 
Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  think  that  Is  one  opinion. 
Mr  President,  I  submit  a  table,  the  data  of  which  are  taken 
from  the  Bureau  of  the  Census,  comi»aring  the  «'n<i'»/o"'*  9l 
the  five  divisions  of  the  wool-manufacturing  Industry  in  19Z7 
with  1923.  These  figures  show  that  there  has  been  a  decrease 
in  the  number  of  establishments,  in  the  number  of  wage  earners, 
in  the  amount  of  wages  paid,  and  In  the  value  of  tlie  products 
nianufacture<1.  What  has  happened  In  five  years  illustrates  the 
fact  that  it  is  possible  to  go  so  high  in  levying  tariff  duHes  as 
to  bring  about  a  buyers'  strike— a  strike  which  means  that  the 
public  refuses  to  pay  the  high  prices,  and  turns  to  substitutes, 
and  a  strike  which  means  that  the  manufacturers  have  to  resort 
to  inferior  substitutes  when  the  raw  material,  such  as  wool, 
reaches  a  price  that  lessens  the  public  demand. 

For  the  Industry  as  a  whole,  the  numl>er  of  wage  earners  in 
five  years  has  decreased  18  i>er  cent.     I  will  give  the  figures. 

The  number  of  wage  earners,  most  of  whom  have  been  em- 
ployed part  time,  has  been  reduced  from  237,454  to  194.827. 
The  amount  of  wages  paid  has  decrease<l  20  per  cent.  The  de- 
crease In  wages  is  aiiproximately  $56.000,(KX)  in  five  years. 
The  value  of  the  products  made  from  wool  has  decreased  In 
this  period  21perc-ent.  or  from  $1,312,719,242  to  $1,036,000,000— 
a  re<luctioii  of  about  $300,000,000. 

Mr.  President,  it  would  be  unfair  for  me  to  allege  that  the 
great  depression  in  this  business  was  due  solely  and  alone  to 
the  increased  duty  upon  raw  wool.  I  do  not  present  the  figures 
for  that  puri>ose ;  but  I  do  present  them  to  the  Senate  for  the 
purp«ise  of  trying  to  have  Senators  reflect  upon  whether  or  not 
the  present  duties  have  reached  the  peak ;  to  consider  seriously 
if,  having  in  mind  the  consumers,  the  manufacturers  of  wool 
pnxlucts,  and  the  wocrfgrowers,  and  based  upon  an  earnest 
effort  to  do  justice  by  all,  the  facts  do  not  show  that  the  wool- 
growers  have  been  the  sole  beneficiaries  of  the  present  high 
duty,  and,  therefore,  we  ought  to  stop  at  the  present  rate, 
rather  than  go  higher. 

Now  let  us  consider  what  effect  these  proposed  increased 
duties  will  have  upon  the  consumers.  I  am  going  to  discuss 
first  the  result  of  the  levying  of  this  increased  duty  upon  the 
public  in  the  aggregate.  I  am  going  to  assume  that  this  increase 
of  3  cents  per  pound  in  the  duty  b«»comes  effective.  It  cer- 
tainly will  be  effective  upon  the  imported ^  wool ;  and  some  of 
these  wools  that  are  imported  are  not  and  can  not  be  producinl 
in  this  country,  and.  regardless  of  the  duty  Ipvied.  we  will  have 
to  import  a  substantial  percentage  of  certain  grades  of  wool. 
I  am  going  to  take  the  number  of  pounds  imported,  the  number 
of  i>ounds  produced  in  this  country,  and,  adding  this  increase 
duty  of  3  cents,  get  an  estimate  as  to  what  extent  this  duty, 
if  it  does  become  effec-tive,  will  reduce  the  Income  of  the 
American  people  who  must  purchase  the  products  of  wool. 

The  number  of  pounds  of  wool  consumetl  in  this  country  and 
used  by  the  wool  Industry  is  estimated  at  240,000,000  rnjunds. 
The  increase  in  duty  of  3  cents  per  pound  upon  this  anaoont 
of  wool  means  a  total  increased  cost  of  $7,200,000. 
Let  me  exi^ain  this  more  in  detail. 

The  average  annual  Imports  of  the  clean  content  of  wool  In 
the  past  three  years  equal  80,000,000  ixiundB.  The  dean  con- 
tent of  the  domestic  production  of  similar  wool  equals 
160,000,000  pounds.  Assuming  that  the  duty  is  fully  effective, 
the  increase  of  3  cents  per  pound  would  increase  the  cost  of 
wool  to  the  manufacturers  $7,200,000. 

Who  is  going  to  pay  this?  The  manufacturers?  Certainly  not. 
In  fact,  you  yourselves  in  this  bill  propose  to  pass  it  on  to  the 
consumers  by  giving  the  manufacturei-s  c<mipensatory  duties  for 
this  Increase.  You  propose  to  pass  it  on.  That  Is  your  intent 
and  your  purpose,  and  of  course  It  Is  the  puWic  that  finally 
will  have  to  pay  this  duty.    But  the  puWic  wUl  pay  thl.'*  duty 
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after  it  has  passed  throni^h  the  channels  of  distribation.  This  U 
estimnted  to  increase  the  orijdnal  amount  paid  by  the  manu- 
facturer three  times.  The  public  therefore  will  pay  $21,600,000. 
Now  let  us  turn  to  wool  rags  and  find  out  the  cost  to  the 
pablic  of  the  proposed  increasied  duty  In  the  aggregate.  We 
know  the  domestic  production.  We  know  the  amount  of  im- 
ports. We  kn<»w  that  the  duty  i.s  now  7'/^  cents.  It  Is  pro- 
posed by  the  House  to  make  it  8  cents.  We  know  the  Senate 
seeks  to  make  it  24  cents.  Let  us  see  if  we  can  find  out,  in  the 
event  that  this  duty  becomes  effective,  what  will  be  the  aggre- 
gate cost  to  the  public. 

In  1927  the  domestic  woolen  mills  used  aiH>i'OximateIy 
80.fNJO.000  pounds  of  wool  rags,  of  which  approximately 
19,000.000  pounds  were  Imported.  An  Increase  in  the  duty  from 
7H  to  24  cents  per  pound  will  increase  the  cost  to  the  woolen 
manufacturers  of  imported  rags  $.S.13o.0<X).  When  this  is  pyra- 
mided the  public  will  pay  $9,406,000.  This  does  not  presuppose 
any  price  increase  in  domestic  wool  rags.  If  this  Is  Inclnded 
It  will  reach  about  $37,000,000  when  paid  by  the  public. 

Therefore  these  duties,  if  they  are  levied  and  become  effec- 
tive— and  nob<xly  seriously  thinks  that  they  will  not  become 
effective  in  large  part— mean  that  we  are  dealing  with  two 
duties  here;  that  if  the  increases  In  the  duties  on  raw  wool 
and  on  wool  rags  are  adopted,  we  will  have  taken  the  first  step 
on  the  way  to  enabling  the  retail  stores  to  take  $58,000,000  from 
the  consumers  of  wool  in  this  country. 

I  now  submit  some  estimates  upon  the  effect  of  these  duties 
upon  clothing.  I  had  some  figures  prepared  for  me  about  the 
effect  this  dut.v  upon  wool  rags  particularly  would  have  upon 
clothing.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  increase  in  the  duty 
from  31  to  34  cents  upo»  virgin  wool  will  not  materially  increase 
the  price  of  all-wool  stilts,  which  the  rich  wear,  which  is  the 
clothing  of  the  prosperous.  But  let  us  see  what  effect  this 
duty  upon  rags  will  have  on  the  prices  of  clothing  of  the  great 
middle  and  wage-earning  classes. 

It  Is  estimated  by  manufacturers  of  men's  clothing  that  the 
pr»»po8ed  duty  on  wool  rags  will  result  in  increasing  the  price 
of  a  $20  suit  of  clothes,  if  virgin  wool  is  substituted,  to  $30. 
Some  go  even  higher.  I  am  not  accepting  those  figures,  but  If 
all  virgin  wool  Is  substituted  for  wool  by-products.  It  will  be  a 
tremendous  Increase. 

Mr.  SMOf)T.  It  could  not  be  so  much  of  an  Increase. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  In  determining  the  cost  to 
the  individual,  we  can  well  appreciate  the  hardship  these  duties 
will  bring  to  the  people  ottliged  to  wear  cheap  clothes.  The 
co8t  If  the  duty  on  rags  becomes  effective  works  out  as  follows : 
Three  pounds  of  rags  are  required  f(»r  1  pound  of  cloth.  Three 
times  16  cents,  which  represents  the  Increased  duty  from  the 
8-cent  rate,  makes  48  cents  for  1  pound  of  cloth.  Three  and 
a  half  yards  of  Ift-onnce  cloth  are  required  to  make  a  suit. 
That  means  $1.68  for  the  woven  cloth. 

The  profit  estimated  for  weaving  is  10  per  cent,  and  10  per 
cent  of  $1.68  is  17  cents.  The  estimated  profit  to  the  garment 
maker  Is  10  per  cent.  That  makes  it  $2.04.  Then  It  is  esti- 
mated that  the  retailer  makes  50  per  cent  profit,  making  the 
advance  per  suit  because  of  the  change  in  the  duty  on  rags 
from  8  cents  to  24  cents,  about  $3.06.  In  an  overcoat  It  would 
be  even  more,  the  weight  of  the  overcoating  being  twic<;  that  of 
the  suiting. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  yield. 
Mr.  aMO<:)T.  If  they  used  rags,  they  would  have  Jnst  ex- 
actly the  same  expen.se  as  if  It  were  all  wool.  The  difference 
in  cost  would  not  be  a  single  penny,  and  all  you  can  figure  Is 
the  difference  between  the  wool  and  the  rags  plus  running  it 
through  a  gametted  machine  to  make  It  Into  wool :  that  Is  all. 
It  would  be  about  35  cents  a  suit. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  So  the  Senator  states  here 
.'»erlonsIy.  does  be.  that  the  increase  In  the  duty  on  wool  rags 
from  8  cents  a  potind  to  24  cents  a  pound,  namely.  200  per  cent, 
would  mean  an  Increase  of  only  35  cents  In  the  cost  of  a  suit  of 
clothes? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  Is  what  I  said.  The  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts starts  out  with  a  cost  of  $3.  That  can  not  be  the  cost. 
It  can  not  possibly  be  the  cost.  The  suit  of  clothes  the  Senator 
has  on  weighs.  I  sapiK)se,  about  4 Mi  pounds.  Most  of  the  cloth 
we  wear  here  is  16-oance  cloth. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  I  am  not  considering  the  cost 
of  manufacture.  Of  course,  there  would  be  slight  difference  in 
the  cost  of  manufacturing  wool  rags  or  virgin  wool  into  cloth. 
I  am  discussing  the  cost  to  the  consumer  of  wool  rags,  which 
now  averages  28  cents  per  pound  to  buy.  when  the  duty  Is  in- 
creased 200  per  cent  and  converted  into  cloth. 

I  am  sure  the  Senator  has  not  re<*ommended  these  Increased 
duties  on  wool  rags  without  having  requested  some  figures.    Has 
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1  e  any  figures,  and  will  he  tell  who  gave  them  to  him  or  where 
le  got  them? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  could  tell  the  story  right  now  as  to  why  the 
change  was  made,  in  a  very  few  words,  but  I  do  not  want  to 
take  the  time  of  the  Senate  unless  the  Senator  wants  me  to. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachu.setts.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  two 
r  uestion.s.  Will  the  increase  in  the  duty  from  31  cents  a  pound 
t  >  34  cents  a  pound  on  raw  wool  increase  the  cost  of  wool  to  the 
manufacturer,  or  will  It  not? 

Mr.  SMO<3T.     Yes;  to  that  extent. 

Mr.   W.\LSH   of   Massachusetts.      Will   the   increase  in   the 
t  uty  on  wool  rags  from  8  cents  a  pound  to  24  cents  increase  the 
price  of  woolen  goods,  so  called,  made  in  the  woolen  mills? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    Wherever  the  rags  are  used. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    It  will  increase  the  price 

Mr.  SilOOT.  Taking  the  whole  industry  in  the  United  States, 
of  course  It  would ;  there  Is  no  doubt  about  that. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mnssacliusett.s.  So  the  Senator  says,  if  I 
understand  him  correctly,  that  the  increase  in  the  duty  from  31 
c  ?nts  to  34  cents  will  increase  the  price  of  all-wool  clothing  and 
t  le  increase  of  the  duty  from  8  cents  to  24  cents  on  woolen  rags 
vrill  increase  the  price  of  clothing  from  which  woolen  rags  are 
made.  The  wool  rags  now  costing  28  cents  will  cost  44  cents 
Vir  ix)und  when  the  proposed  duty  is  added. 

Mr.   SMOOT.     The  figures  the   S«'nator  has  presented  about 

$  LO  on  a  suit  of  clothes 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.s.sachusetts.  I  said  frankly  I  thought  that 
vras  exapgenited.  but  I  gave  the  figures  that  have  been  given 
t>  me.  prepared  by  clothing  manufacturers  Bjit  these  figures 
are  based  upon  substituting  a  virgin-woo'  suit  for  a  suit  made 
f  "om  wool  by-prodncts. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Let  me  say  one  thing.  I  think  50  per  cent  of 
t  le  suits  sold  by  the  manufacturer  who  furnished  that  informa- 
t  on  sell  wholesale  for  Jes.s  than  $10.  I  am  speaking  about  the 
wholesale  price. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusett.s.  I  am  not  going  into  any  de- 
n  inciation  of  woolgrowers  or  wool  manufacturers  or  clothing 
manufacturers.  I  am  trying  to  translate  into  plain,  everyday 
t<rms  the  effect  of  these  duties  upon  the  pocketbooks  of  thtf 
American  people. 

Mr.  SM(K>T.     I  sincerely  hope  the  Senator  will  not  claim 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas-siichusetts.     I  give  my  figures.     Will  the 
S?nator  give  his? 
Mr.-  SMOOT.     I  can  give  the  figures. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  .Ma.ssachusotts.  I  have  state«l  that  on  the 
a  erage  the  increased  cost  in  a  $20  suit  would  be  $3.06  because 
o\  the  increased  duty  on  wool  rags.  Will  the  Senator  give  us 
.s<  me  figures?  Is  it  50  cents ;  is  it  25  cents :  is  it  5  cents?  It  la 
only  fair  to  the  country  to  have  an  estimate  made. 

Mr.  SMOf)T.  The  cloth  in  a  suit  of  clot  lies  made  of  14-ounce 
clDth.  made  of  three  and  a  half  to  four  yards  of  cloth,  would  cost 
al)out  a  dollar  and  a  half. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachnsetts.  I  do  not  think  that  is  help- 
fi  1.  I  would  rather  not  have  interjected  into  the  course  of  my 
n  marks  a  general  discassion.  It  would  help  if  the  Senator 
c<iuld  give  us  an  estimate  made  by  some  of  his  experts.  Differ- 
ent persons  reach  varied  estimates  and  different  conclusions.  I 
am  giving  the  estimates  I  have  received  from  clothiers. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     All  I  was  going  to  say  was  this,  that  you  can 

take 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Pardon  me.  The  Senator  has 
no  figures  to  give  us?    That  is  the  fact? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  give  them  in  ray  own  time. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  not  want  to  be  Insistent, 
but  I  have  aske<l  the  Senator  repeatedly  if  he  can  give  us  any 
ci^tlmate  of  how  much  this  duty  would  increase  the  price  of  a 
$iO  suit  of  clothes  or  a  $20  overcoat.  If  he  can  give  the  figures, 
I  will  gladly  yield  to  him  to  have  them  put  in  side  by  side  with 
m  ne.  hut  I  do  not  want  to  have  a  general  discussion  about  the 
clanging  processes  in  the  making  of  the  cloth  going  into  a  suit 
ol  clothes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  will  give  the  Senator  the  figures  later 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma-ssachusetts.  I  will  give  the  Senator  an- 
ot  ler  chance  to  dispute  some  more  estimates. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  want  the  Senator  to  understand  that  I  do 
dispute  his  figures,  and  I  say  that  they  are  not  correct. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusett.s.  The  Senator  presents  no 
al  ;ernative  figures. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  will  do  so  later. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Let  us  rome  to  woolen  socks 
I  aret  the  information  I  am  about  to  give  from  one  who  makes 
wijolen  socks  from  woolen  rags. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  know  that  the  man  who  gave  thot^e  figures 
IcrS***"*?^"',*"^  '^  ^^^  Senator  will  look  in  the  hearings  of 
MW  and  refer  to  the  discussion  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  he 


will  ascertain  how  absurd  his  figures  were  at  that  time,  and 
these  statements  are  Just  a  repeUtion  of  what  Goldman  sam 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Unfortunately  I  have  not 
been  able  to  get  figures  from  Mr.  Goldman.  I  regret  it  very 
much.  He  is  Mie  of  the  most  prominent  clothing  manufacturers 
in  the  United  States.  I  think.  The  Senator  may  not  think  him 
a  good  expert,  but  he  has  very  high  standing  among  the  clothing 
manufacturers  of  the  country.  I  asked  him  to  get  me  some 
detailed  figures ;  I  sent  him  a  telegram  a  few  days  ago. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Do  not  class  him  as  the  largest  clothing  manu- 
facturer in  the  United  States.  He  is  among  some  of  the 
smallest.    Take  Knppenheinier. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachus«^ts.  Let  us  leave  out  our  preju- 
dice. Is  he  not  a  man  known  by  every  wool  manufacturer  and 
clothier  by  name? 

Mr  SMOOT.  All  I  have  ever  heard  of  him  has  been  when 
there  has  Ikhh  a  tariff  bill  before  us.  and  he  wants  free  wool  and 
everything  else  free.    Tliat  Is  all  I  know  of  him. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  know  he  gave  us  a  good 
deal  of  infornration  in  1922.  and  I  know  that  when  1  have 
inquired  from  what  source  I  could  get  information  from  cloth- 
iers, his  name  has  l>een  given  to  me."  I  sent  him  a  telegram 
and  he  wrote  n)e  a  long  letter  in  reply,  which  it  is  not  necessary 
to  consider  ut  this  time.    But  he  said  this ; 

How  much  It  will  Increase  thr  cost  of  clottilnp  can  not  be  deter- 
mined in  advance.  Actually  this  higher  tariff.  Juut  like  any  other  tarilT 
has  got  to  be  paid  for  by  the  consumer,  and  as  we  all  know  the  tariff 
is  pyramided  approximately  three  times  by  the  time  it  reaches  the  con- 
sumer, as  It  passes,  first,  from  the  woolgrowor  to  the  dealer,  then  to 
the  (Mrder  or  spinner,  then  to  the  weaver,  the  clothing  manufacturer. 
.Tnd  retailer  successively. 

There  is  no  JustiHcatlon  whatever  for  any  change  In  the  woolen 
schedule.  Over  a  p«'riod  of  years  up  to  the  present  year  there  has  been 
:i  fine  profit  in  domestic  woolgrowing.  and  even  tbU  year  the  Imslneas 
is  not  unprofitable,  but  leaa  profitable. 

I  think  he  is  pretty  fair  for  a  man  who  Is  opposing  these 
duties  in  what  he  says  about  the  woolgrowers.  It  was  not 
ntvessary  for  him  to  say  that  even  now  the  production  of  wool 
is  less  profitable  than  it  has  been.     He  said  further: 

It  was  due  entirely  to  the  fact  that  we  had  bumper  cllpa  last  year. 
Normally  there  Is  a  very  fine  balance,  indeed,  between  the  production 
of  raw  wool  and  the  consumption,  and  I  haven't  a  doubt  in  the  world 
that  the  already  firm  wool  market  forecasts  a  generally  rising  price 
on  raw  wool,  which  will  in  the  not  dbjtant  future  restore  this  Industry 
to   its   profitable   footing  that   has  obtained   ever  since   the  tariff  was 

enacted   in   1922. 

There  should  be  no  changes  whatever  in  the  duties  cither  on  wool, 
wastes,  noils,  woolen  rags,  or  woolen  clothing. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.   President,  will  the  Senator 

yield'' 

Mr   WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  wUl  be  pleased  to. 

Mr"  WALSH  of  Montana.  Now  that  the  Senator  is  comput- 
ing the  effect  of  this  additional  tariff  in  the  cost  to  the  con- 
sumer I  would  like  to  foUow  the  figures  by  which  he  finds  that 
the  additional  cost  of  a  suit  of  clothes  would  be  $10  or  $3  or  $2, 
or  any  other  con.siderablc  sum.    The  increase  proposed  on  the 

wool  Is  3  cents  a  pound.  ,».,  ^     ^  , 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  talking  about  wool 
rags  •  I  am  not  talking  about  raw  wool. 

Mr   WALSH  of  Montana.     Oh,  well,  of  c^)urse 

Mr'  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  That  is  the  trouble ;  the  Sena- 
tor has  been  absent  while  I  was  discussing  a  different  propo- 

^  M?  WALSH  of  Montana.  Wool  rags  fall  in  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent section  Wo  have  not  come  to  that  yet.  We  are  talkUig 
now  about  the  effect  on  the  cost  to  the  cojisumer  by  reason  of 
this  increase  In  the  paragraph  we  are  considering,  the  increase 
of  3  cents  a  pound  on  raw  wool.  ...,.,* 

Mr  WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.  I  am  talking  about  that  duty 
and  the  duty  on  wool  rags  together,  because  they  are  inter- 
locked and  can  not  be  separated. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  If  there  are  3Va  pounds  in  a  suit, 
the  increase  of  3  cents  a  pound  in  the  original  cost  of  the  wool 
will  mean  lOVj  cents  on  a  suit  of  clothes.  I^t  us  suppose  that 
there  is  an  increase  of  100  per  cent.  That  would  mean  21  cents 
added  to  the  cost  of  a  suit  of  clothes  by  the  raising  of  this 
duty     It  is  not  worth  talking  about.  .^      ^    '    ♦v^ 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  Senator  wanted  me  to  figure  it  out  on  tne 

basis  "^^^^"°3j'^^^-^aj,sapi,^setts.  j  asked  the  Senator  to  give 
me  Oie  figures,  if  he  bad  any.  upon  a  $20  suit  of  clothes  made 
of  wool  rags.    I  am  not  talking  about  raw  wool.    I  have  not 


made  any  estumates  upon  raw  wool.    I  hare  admitted  it  would 

not  be  very  great.  ,      ^         ,      _„     »  „.4ii  ♦^n  .Ka 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  am  talking  about  wool  rags.    I  will  tell  the 

Senator  what  It  would  be  in  a  $20  suit. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Those  are  the  Senators  o\^n 

figures' 

Mr  SMOOT.  I  will  leave  it  to  anyone  that  knows  anything 
about  the  woolen  business.  First,  I  will  take  the  most  ridicu- 
lous position  that  could  be  taken,  that  a  suit  of  clothes  is  made 
out  of  all  rags.  Let  us  say,  for  example,  that  everything  In 
the  suit  the  Senator  now  has  on  Is  made  out  of  wool  rags,  uei 
us  see  what  the  additional  cost  will  be.  There  is  an  8^nt 
Increase  in  the  rate.  It  would  take  4.3  pounds  of  wool  rags  to 
make  the  suit  of  clothes ;  that  is  what  the  manufacturer  would 
add  to  that  suit  In  the  way  of  cloth,  so  it  would  take  4.3  P*>uiids 
of  clean  rags.  An  8-cent  per  pound  Increase  would  mean  34.5 
cents  on  the  rags  out  of  which  the  Senator's  suit  is  made  if  it 
were  made  of  all  rags.  That  would  be  the  increase  under  the 
proposed  duty.    Those  are  the  figures.  «  .,  ♦.. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    How  much  does  the  Seiwtor 

Mr  SMOOT.  Thirty-four  and  one-half  cents  is  the  increase 
If  the  suit  was  made  out  of  all  rags,  but  of  course  It  Is  not. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  How  absurd  and  ridiculous 
those  figures  are  can  be  best  appreciated  when  we  learn  that  the 
raw  material  in  the  cloth  that  goes  into  a  suit  of  clothes  varies 
from  40  to  00  per  cent  of  the  cost,  depending  upon  the  character 
of  the  suit  of  clothes.  How  can  It  be  said  that  we  can  Increase 
the  duty  on  the  raw  product  200  per  cent  and  get  an  increased 
cost  of  only  30  cents? 

Mr  SMOOT.  We  are  talking  about  wool  rags,  Tiiey  are 
clean!  I  can  show  the  Senator  the  rags,  samples  of  which  we 
have  here  in  the  Chambw  right  now. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  It  a  fact  that  the  raw 
product  of  wool  rags  In  a  suit  of  clothes  varies  from  40  per  cent 
to  60  per  cent  In  the  cost? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     No ;  it  Is  not  true. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     How  much  is  It? 

Mr    SMOOT.     I  have  told  the  Senator  how  much  It  is, 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.  Is  it  a  fact  that  the  cost  of 
the  raw  material  varies  materially  In  different  suits? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Of  course. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Ma.ssachusetts.     How  much  is  it  in  a  suit? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  telling  the  Senator.  We  ar-  talking  about 
rags  and  the  Senator  wanted  to  confine  me  to  nlg^.  The  duty 
upon  rags  is  what  I  am  trying  to  tell  him.  There  are  4.3 
pounds  of  rags  In  enough  cloth  to  make  a  suit.  If  the  maker  used 
all  rags.  ,     ,     ^. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts,     What  percentage  Is  In  the 

goods?  -    ,  *,. 

Mr  SMOOT.  The  cost  of  the  material  in  a  suit  of  clothes 
depends  upon  the  product  that  goes  into  It.  Generally  speak- 
ing throughout  all- the  manufacture  of  woolen  gootls.  the  cost 
of  the  material  In  a  suit  of  (Clothes  Is  not  to  exceed  30  per  cent. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  here  a  table  which  I 
shall  find  directly  which  gives  the  proportionate  cwts  of  the 
various  processes  or  steps  which  the  wool  goes  through  until 
it  bet^^omes  the  finished  product.  ,     ^.^  -      ,  . 

I  can  well  conceive  of  a  great  and  wide  differences  of  opinion 
about  the  estimates  of  the  cost  of  clothing  because  of  the  duty 
uDon  wool,  but  I  do  know  and  every  person  who  hag  talked  with 
the  manufacturers  of  the  hO-called  shoddy  goods  believes  that 
this  duty  is  going  to  increase  their  costs  tremendously  and  they 
really  fei'l  that  there  Is  ruin  ahead  for  their  industry. 

Mr   SMOOT.     And  I  can  tell  the  Senator  why. 

Mr!  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    The  Senator  in  his  own  time 

can  do  that. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Very  well. 

Mr    WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  want  to  speak  about  an- 
other thing.     I  want  to  object  to  the  levying  of  a  specific  duty 
upon   raw  wool  or  upon   wool  rags.     Let   me  show   how  out- 
Sreous  It  is.     I  will  show  this  when  I  give  some  figures  which 
I  do  not  think  can  be  disi>uted,  however  much  we  may  dispute 
about  the  cost  to  the  public  when  we  convert  wool  Into  doth 
There  is  no  more  Justification  for  a  specific  duty  on  raw  wool 
or  wool  rags  than  there  is  Justification  for  levying  the  san^ 
tax  upon  a  $5,000  piece  of  land  as  upon  a  *«>^  I»'^;\«^ J?''^- 
If  the  same  tax  were  levied  upon  a  home  valued  at  $5,000  as 
upon  a  home  valued  at  $1,000,000,   we  would  cry  "Outrage! 
Tyranny'     Favoritism !  "     And  yet  this  specific  tax  worked  out. 
does  actually  levy  a  tremendous  ad  valorem  duty  upon  the  wooU' 
of^be^r  and  a  comparatively  insignificant  duty  upon  th^ 

^Thlye^he^' tables   furnished    me    by    the   carded    wool^ 
manufacturers  which  give  the  import  of  wool  rags  that  passed- 
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throQfcb  the  customhouse  at  Boston  for  the  week  ending  Octo- 
lier  27,  1923.  I  ornrht  to  say  in  all  fairness  that  the  present 
pri«»  of  wool  detTeased  a  good  deal  since  that  time,  but  the 
point  1  am  trying  to  develop  here,  namely,  the  wide  spread  in 
ad  valorem  rates,  can  easily  be  understood  by  a  study  of  this 
ttiblp. 

This  tabic  shows  that  wool  that  came  from  Australia,  102 
bales,  valued  at  $17,234,  paid  an  equivalent  ad  valorem  duty 
of  31.1  i>er  cent  upon  the  wool.  Tliat  wool  from  Australia  Is 
the  highest-priced  and  the  best  wool  produced  in  the  world. 
Wool  frf>m  C'amula,  cheap  wool,  bore  an  equivalent  ad  valorem 
duty  of  187.9  per  cent.  This  table  shows  that  the  effect  of  the 
duty  of  31  cents  per  pound  on  raw  wool  means  that  the  high- 
pri<-ed  wool,  which  sells  sometimes  for  $1.20  a  pound,  has  a 
duty  of  31  cents,  but  the  wool  of  the  poor,  that  goes  into  the 
maltiiig  of  the  clothing  of  the  poor,  selling  for  25  and  30  cents 
a  pf)uitd  and  even  less,  as  low  as  7  cents  a  pmuid.  Indeed,  bears 
a  specific  duty  of  31  cents,  representing  an  equivalent  ad 
valorem,  as  the  table  shows,  of  187.9  per  cent. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  How  does  the  Senator  distinguish 
between  the  wool  that  goes  into  the  clothing  of  the  rich  and  the 
w<M»l  that  goes  into  the  clothiug  of  the  poor? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  am  sure  that  I  did  not 
think  anybody  was  unconscious  of  the  fact  that  the  people  who 
have  to  pay  the  cheapest  price  for  suits  of  clothes  do  not  get 
as  fine  and  as  high-class  and  as  excellent  wi>ol  in  their  clothes 
as  those  who  pay  triple  and  quadruirte  for  their  suits  of  clothes 
when  they  are  nmde  **t  all  fine  wool. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  astonished  to  learn  that  thev 
raise  an  Inferior  quality  of  wool  in  Canada.  I  supposeil  we 
raised  the  best  wool  in  the  world  in  the  Northwest  Provinces 
and  in  Montana. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  not  referred  to  the 
kind  of  wool  they  raise  in  Canada.  I  have  referred  to  a  ship- 
ment of  wool  from  Canada  in  a  given  week  and  have  had  the 
rate  computed  Into  ad  valorem"  terms.  Does  the  Senator  dispute 
the  accuracy  of  the  table? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Not  at  all. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  not  said  that  Canada 
wool  is  a  cheap  wool.  I  have  stated  the  fact  that  the  ad 
valorem  works  out  to  be  187.8  per  cent,  and  that  shows  that 
its  priw  must  be  a  good  deal  less  than  31  cents  a  pound.  If 
the  wool  was  value<l  at  31  cents  a  pound  and  the  duty  was  31 
cents  a  pound,  the  ad  valorem  equivalent  would  be  100  per 
cent. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  The  Senator  draws  the  deduction 
from  those  figures  that  the  rich  get  a  wool  that  bears  a  duty 
of  31  cents  an<l  the  poor  get  a  wool  that  bears  a  higher  rate 
of  duty. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  learned  Senator  from 
Montana  is  trying  to  advance  the  proposition  that  high-cla.ss 
wool  goes  into  the  clothing  of  the  poor  as  well  as  the  rich, 
when  any  ordinary  person  knows  that  the  woolen  Industry  has 
resorteil  to  the  use  of  wcxjlen  rags  to  provide  cheap  clothing  for 
the  poor  as  against  the  worsted  industry  using  all  new  wool 
that  produces  clothing  for  the  rich. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Moutana.  I  did  not  understand  the  Senator 
to  b^  talking  about  w<k>1  rags  now. 

Mr.  SM<H)T.     Mr.  President 

Tlie  PRESIDING  OFFICER  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa. 
chusetts  yieW  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr    WALSH  of  Mas.sachusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SM(X)T.  Let  me  call  the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  Harris  tweeds  are  known  all  over  the  world.  Harris 
twei^ds  are  made  of  the  very  coarsest  wool  grown  and  sell 
for  ?10  a  yard,  as  the  Senator  must  know  if  he  has  studieil  the 
question.  When  the  fashions  call  for  twee<ls  we  have  U»  scour 
the  whole  country  to  find  enough  coarse  wool  to  supply  the  de- 
mand. In  fact.  many,  many  times  when  I  have  produced  over- 
coating I  liave  had  to  use  carpet  wool  tor  l>acking.  Many  times 
when  tweeds  were  In  vogue  the  only  way  the  demand  could  be 
supplit^l  was  to  use  cari)et  wool  for  bat-kins.  That  is  another 
situation.  Some  years  the  very  finest  of  wool  is  in  demand,  the 
next  year  we  will  have  ai  fashion  that  calls  for  ordinary  fine 
w«H»l.  the  next  year  we  may  have  twee<ls,  and  the  next  year  we 
may  have  another  class  of  goods  entirely.  That  Is  the  situation 
as  to  wool. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massaoha^tts.  The  specific  duty  on  wool 
is  31  cents,  anti  tlie  average  ad  valorem,  luised  upon  value  of 
Imixirts.  Is  about  50  per  cent.  The  prices  of  the  wo*>l  vary 
fn.iu  less  than  10  cents  a  pound  to  over  $1  a  iionud.  If  there 
Is  any  more  unfair  proposition  than  to  levy  a  specific  duty  of 
31  cents  on  wool  that  costs  10  cents  and  20  cents  and  the  same 
specific  duty  on  wool  that  costs  $1,  I  would  like  to  have  some 
Senator  try  to  defend  that  meth«jd  of  levying  impoet  duties 
upon  our  people.     It  c^u  not  be  defended.     It  Is  not  defended. 
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Mr.  SMOOT.     Is  there  such  a  thing  as  10-ceut  wool? 


I   am   informed  that  wool 


Yes;  a  very  coarse,  cheap 


That  may  be  extreme.     Is 


Mr.    WALSH  of  Massachusetts, 
sometimes  is  as  cheap  as  7  cents. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Wool? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts, 
vool. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  never  heard  of  it. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts. 

not  less  than  20  cents  sometimes? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Does  the  Senator  mean  in  the  grease? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Yes. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  If  we  take  the  tags  and  the  skirtings  and 
Mash  them,  it  may  Ik-  less  than  20  cents,  but  only  then. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  cited  a  record  of 
liaportations  to  Boston  of  Canadian  wwl  which  bore  an  ad 
vUorem  duty  of  187  per  cent.  The  specific  dutv  is  31  cents. 
Ihe  ad  valorem  here  is  187  per  cent,  thert>fore  that  wool  must 
h  ive  been  about  15  cents  a  pound. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  is  no  15-cent  wool  raist>d  iu  Canada. 
J  one  is  raised  there.  There  is  no  15<-eut  wool  rai.sed  iu  the 
tnited  States  tiuless  it  is  skirtiug.s. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Then  I  will  ask  the  Senator 
a  question.     What  variations  are  there  in  the  prices  of  wool? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  all  depends  upon  the  grade  and  the  char- 
ajter  of  the  wool. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massacliusetts.  Does  the  price  vary  from  20 
cents  to  $1? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Under  the  present  market  there  may  be  some 
viools  that  are  as  low  as  20  cents,  hut  take  the  clip  in  th«'  West, 
a  id  take  the  clip  in  Montana.  What  have  they  sold  for  on  the 
a  rprage  this  year?    Over  30  cents! 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Scarcely  30  cents. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  am  referring  to  this  year.  Last  year  con- 
tiiicts  were  made  for  37  cents. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  think  ab<mt  29  cents  would  be 
the  rate  this  year. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mii.s.sachu!«etts.  Mr.  President,  the  answer  is 
that  the  Tariff  Commission  concedes  that  the  average  ad  valorem 
rflte  upon  imports  of  wool  was  about  47  per  cent.  The  specific 
lit  ty  is  31  cents  a  jtonnd.  and  if  the  average  ad  valorem  Is  47 
I>€r  cent,  that  means  there  have  been  some  cheap  wools  and 
fh?re  have  been  .some  high-priced  wools.  Of  cours<e,  that  must  lie 
re::ognized  us  a  fact.  One  thing  Me  ought  to  l>e  able  to  agree 
uion  is  that  there  is  a  wide  spread  In  the  price  of  wods.  Look 
at  this  table  here  [exhibiting].  There  are  cheap  wools,  there 
ar  e  medium-priced  wools,  and  there  are  high-priced  wools :  there 
are  fine  wools  and  coarse  wools;  but  I  am  protesting  against  a 
s[]?cific  duty  that  is  the  same  on  20-cent  wool  as  on  dollar  wool. 
1 1  epeat,  it  Is  like  putting  the  same  tax  upon  a  plot  of  laud  worth 
a  iundre<l  dollars  and  on  a  plot  of  land  worth  a  thou.sand  dol- 
la  s.     If  one  can  be  justified  the  other  can  be  justified. 

kir.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESiniN(;  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fehs  in  the  chair).  Does 
th ;  Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Montana? 

VIr.  W.\LSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  gladly  yield. 

Vlr  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  am  going  to  Vote  with  tlie  Sena- 
to  on  the  duty  on  raw  wool;  I  am  against  the  increase  in  the 
ra  :e;  but  I  ri.se  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  the  di.scussion  witliin 
rei.sonahle  limits.  The  Senator  is  talking  about  different 
qwalities  of  wool.  It  may  be  that  my  attitude  with  respect  to 
thi;  matter  is  due  to  the  fact  that  I  have  some  inoi)».y  invested 
in  the  business,  but  I  do  not  know  of  any  place  in  America 
wlere  there  is  any  10-cent  wool  rai.sed.  There  is  nuich  varia- 
tifn  between  wools  as  one  goes  north.  The  sea.son  of  clipping 
be  Tins  in  Texas,  and  the  farther  one  goes  north  the  higher  tlie 
pr  ce  is. 

Ve  get  a  littl«'  more  In  Montana  than  is  obtained  in  Wyoming  • 
I>e  haps  the  growers  In  Wyoming  get  a  little  more  than  do  the 
gri.wers  in  Colorado;  and  I  suppose  the  growers  in  Colorado 
ge  a  little  more  than  the  growers  iu  Texas;  but  when  W(m)I 
sHIs  for  30  cents  a  pound  in  Montana,  It  sells  at  about  25  cents 
in  Texas.  That  is  about  the  range  of  the  price.  I  would  not 
sa/  that  there  was  a  difference  of  5  cents  a  pound  from  the 
M<  xican  line  to  the  Canadian  line. 

<  )f  course.  If  any  wool  has  been  Introduced  Into  this  country 
frcm  Canada  at  10  cents  a  pound  or  within  the  current  year  at 
even  20  cents  a  pound,  it  was  the  skirtings,  beyond  uuestiou 
Exactly  the  same  thing  is  true  of  the  wool  tljat  comes  from 
Australia.  The  wot)l  that  comes  from  Australia  is  all  skirted: 
It  s  high-priced  wool ;  and  the  more  complete  the  skirting  Ls, 
of  course  the  higher  Is  the  price,  because  the  wools  that  cvme 
l^Ti^^J^^^  *"''  ^^^  **"  ^'  ^^^  ""'°'a'  «>^  inferior  in  quality; 
!?;  .  L  5^  T;^^'L^.  ''^  ''■*^'-  '^"^^  «"^'^  explanation  as  that 
mu  H  be  found  for  this  extraordinary  low-cost  importation  from 
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Canada.     That  Is  an  extroordiuary  thlug  and  not  the  usual 

thing  at  alL  _      , ,     *    t  _in   -^^ 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  I  will  read 
from  the  table,  which  shows  the  imports  of  wool  in  bales  and 
the  ad  valorem  rate  of  duty  levied  upon  those  imports  during 
tlie  week  ending  October  27,  1923,  based  upon  the  specific  duty 
of  31  cents  per  pound.  The  various  ad  valorem  equivalents  are 
given  on  13  different  grades  of  wool. 

The  first  ad  valorem  equivalent  is  31.1  per  cent ;  the  second, 
187.9  ver  cent ;  the  third,  48.9  per  cent ;  the  next,  23.8  per  cent ; 
the  next,  87.6  per  cent ;  the  next,  84.5  per  cent ;  the  next,  90.3 
per  cent ;  the  next,  49.8  per  cent ;  the  next,  56.5  per  cent ;  the 
next,  50.2  per  cent ;  the  next,  80.3  per  cent ;  and  the  next,  87.3 
per  cent ;  the  last,  87.1  per  cent. 

Mr.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.     Mr.  President 


Mr  W^ALSH  of  Massachasetts.    I  do  not  yield  at  this  moment. 

Now  I  will  read  a  paragraph  from  the  circular  showing  the 
conclusions  of  the  Carded  Wool  Manufacturers'  Association, 
which  has  for  a  generation  carried  on  a  campaign  against  spe- 
cific duties  and  is  demanding  ad  valorem  duties  upon  wool,  i 
quote : 

We  c»n  attention  to  the  irregularity  of  the  tax  on  the  different 
wools  in  this  report,  and  particularly  to  the  first  two  Items;  one  show- 
ing a  tax  of  31  per  cent  ad  valorem,  or  |310  on  $1,000  worth  of  wool, 
while  the  other  shows  a  tax  of  188  per  cent  ad  valorem,  or  $1,880  on 
$1,000  worth  of  wool. 

In  other  words,  as  It  works  out,  a  tax  of  $1,880  Is  P"t  »"  « 
thousand  dollars  worth  of  wool  In  one  case,  and  a  tax  of  $rfiu 
on  another  thousand  doUars  worth  of  a  different  kind  of  wool. 
The  tax  of  $310  is  upon  the  high-priced,  exceedingly  Ane,  and 
valuable  w(5l,  while  the  tax  of  $1,880  on  a  thousand  dollars 
worth  of  wool  is  on  the  poorer,  coarser,  inferior  wools  which 
are  worn  by  the  poor  people  of  America.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Montana  dispute  these  facts? 

I  will  read  another  paragraph.  „       ^ 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Let  me  ask  the  Senator  a  ques- 

tion  there 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  should  like  to  finl.sh  one 
iiu.re' sentence  I  am  glad  that  I  have  succeeded  In  stirring  up 
a  mtl^  opp^sitlin  hefe.  any  way.  This  Increased  rate  was 
going  to  go  through  without  any  discussion  at  aU.  Let  me  read 
another  sentence. 

The  tax  on  wool  Imports  for  that  week  alone  varied  from  23.8  p«r 
cent  ad  valorem  to  187.9  per  cent. 

Let  me  repeat  that  statement: 

The  tax  on  wool  imports  for  that  week  alone  varied  from  23.8  per 
cent  ad  valorem  to  187.9  per  cent 

And  vet  when  an  ad  valorem  of  187.9  per  cent  is  levied  on  wool 
I  atu  questioned  here  as  to  the  assertion  I  make  that  some  wool 
has  come  In  here  as  cheap  as  15  cents  a  pound. 

Now  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Will  the  Senator  now  tell  us  what 
proportion  of  the  total  importation  came  in  bearing  a  duty  of 

^*^\ir  W^LSH  of  Massachusetts.  All  I  can  say  is  that  the 
Tariff  Commission— and  their  statement  is  uot  disputed— say 
that  the  average  ad  valorem  is  about  47  per  cent.  If  the  aver- 
i^  ad  vToX  is  47  per  c^t  and  the  specific  duty  is  31 
cl^ts  there  must  have  been  a  good  deal  of  high-priced  wool 
^me' in?  especially  if  what  the  Senator  from  Montana  and  the 
Senator  from  Utah  say  is  true,  that  there  is  no  wool  under  20 

**Mr  "wIlSH  of  Montana.  I  have  not  obtained  the  informa- 
tion for  which  I  usked  as  to  what  proportion  of  the  total  im- 
porution  bore  a  duty  of  187  per  cent  ad  valorem.  .    „. . 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachasetts.  I  tliink,  speaking  frankly, 
the  proportion  was  rather  small  because  the  woolen  mills 
which  make  the  cloth  for  the  poor  have  had  to  abandon  using 
wool  a^  have  turned  to  wool  rags.  Therefore,  practically  all 
(he  wm.l  that  comes  in  is  of  a  finer  quaUty,  out  of  which  the 
finer  clothes  are  made. 

Mr    SMOOT      Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr   WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Speaking  of  the  Canadian  wool,  there  were  a 
few  bags  of  Canadian  wool  that  came  in.  but  not  a  pound  of  it 
w^nt  into  a  suit  of  clothes.  It  was  long  wool,  and  the  Invoice 
nri^  wa^  17  centa  a  pound.  I  do  not  think  that  justifies  the 
sm^mTS?  tilt  the  average  duty  on  a  few  pounds  of  wool  was 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  hope  the  Senator  does  not 
thl^k  tl!ir  away  back  in  1923  the  carded  wooh^nmanuf^ur^ 
Uiinkiug  a  tariff  blU  was  going  to  be  considered  in  1«»,  im- 


ported a  shipload  of  wool  from  Canada  so  as  to  show  the  high 
ad  valorem  rate  I  have  indicated.  ,  ^  ^  .  *     ,   i   „..^ 

Mr.  President,  I  have  spoken  longer  than  I  had  Intended,  and, 
perhaps,  with  a  good  deal  of  earnestness.  I  repeat,  this  duty  Is 
discriminatory  and  indefensible.  It  is  wrong  to  impose  a  spe- 
cific duty  where  the  variation  in  the  value  of  tlie  product  Is  so 
wide.  We  might  just  as  well  have  a  specific  dufy /f  a  dol  ar 
on  a  thousand-dollar  diamond  when  imported  and  a  specific 
duty  of  a  dollar  on  a  hundred-thousand-dollar  diamond.  Iher© 
is  no  difference  In  principle. 

Certainly  the  increasing  of  the  duty  upon  raw  wool  and  the 
increasing  of  the  duty  upou  wool  rags  is  a  hardship  n»at  the 
American  consuming  public  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to  bear 
at  a  period  when  we  are  facing  what  may  be— God  forbid-^ 
very  serious  business  depressicm.  ^       ^  ^  _^ 

The  people  of  the  country  vigorously  protested  and  denounced 
the  attempt  to  increase  the  duty  on  sugar  by  20  per  cent  over 
the  present  duty.  What  will  the  American  pubUc  say  when  they 
realize  that  actually  an  increased  duty  of  200  per  cent  is  being 
levied  upon  wool  by-products  that  are  the  raw  material  for 

their  clothing?  ,-  ..  ».  ,_  .„„ 

This  duty  wiU  not  benefit  the  woolgrowers.  If  it  helps  any 
industry,  it  will  help  the  rag  pickers  who  do  not  ask  it.  It 
means  tliat  the  woolen  industry  will  be  forced,  as  it  was  forced 
by  the  heavy  duty  on  raw  wool,  to  use  cheaper  rags  or  cottoii 
or  otlier  arUficial  substitutes.  The  woolgn>wers  are  <|feciy'Df 
themselves  if  they  assume  that  the  woolen  Industry  will  substi- 
tute virgin  wool,  in  view  of  Its  cost  plus  the  duty  levied  uiK.n  it, 
when  thev  have  been  able  to  purchase  these  rags  at  an  average 
price  of  27  cents  a  pound.  Wool  rags  at  27  cents  a  i>ound  and 
virgin  wool  with  a  duty  of  31  c-ents  a  pound  and  varying  in  price, 
as  is  reluctantly  admitted  here,  from  20  cents  a  i)ound  to  a 
dollar  a  pound !  Just  now  perhaps  that  Is  not  the  correct  range, 
because  wool  Is  not  as  high  as  it  has  been,  but  the  range  has  at 
times  been  even  greater  than  that  for  wool  has  gone  up  to 
$1 20  and  even  $1.40  a  pound  in  periods  of  extreme  prt>spenty. 

i  do  not  wonder  that  some  Senators  are  uncomfortable  over 
the  prospect  of  voting  for  an  increase  of  200  per  cent  in  the 
duty  upon  wool  rags.  I  do  not  wonder  that  they  are  planning 
and  figuring  to  show  how  little  it  will  amount  to  the  purchasers 
of  clothing  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  whoever  votes  for 
such  a  duty  will  have  some  explaining  to  do  to  the  consumers 
of  America  when  Uiey  have  destroyed  an  Industry  that  produces 
cheap  clothiug,  that  affords  protection  against  the  inclement 
weather  of  the  winter.  The  poor-not  the  poor  of  the  crowd^-d 
cities  alone,  but  the  poor  on  every  farm  in  America  where  a 
blanket  Is  used  to  keep  out  the  cold  of  the  winter  and  where 
underwear  is  worn  and  where  heavy  clothing  is  n.-cessary— 
will  feel  the  effect  of  these  increased  duties.  It  is  indefensible; 
it  is  the  worst  rate  In  this  bllL  We  can  injure  the  people  by 
taking  from  them  the  comforts  of  life  In  the  way  of  suiUble 
dothine  as  well  as  by  limiting  their  supply  of  food. 

Sto?farion  is  not  the  only  way  of  destroying  Ufe.  Exposure 
kills  as  effectivelv.  I  hope  Uiat,  at  leai.t,  I  have  prevented  this 
amendmSrto  Increase  these  duUes  from  rcjling  through  h^ 
without  the  public  being  made  aware  of  the  result  of  these 
extreme  duties,  and  the  effect  of  the  duties  upon  wo«>l  in  injur- 
S'    t^e    woSen    business    and    increasing    prices    to    woolen 

consumers.  ^  i     «  *^» 

I  repeat,  as  I  began,  there  are  three  groups  of  people  inter- 
ested here.  Woolgrowers?  Yes ;  but  they  are  to-day  the  most 
prosi>erous  of  the  three  groups.  Manufacturers  of  wool?  Ye*- 
a  story  of  business  depression,  a  story  of  ruin,  a  story  of  unem- 
ployment, a  story  of  curtailed  production  Corisumers  who 
must  pay  the  price  and  upon  whom  these  duties  will  be  ^^^^^  • 
and  from  the  beginning  of  this  debate  to  the  end  one  of  the 
things  upon  which  it  was  agreed  duties  would  be  effective  was 

I  wool 

At  a  period  of  time.  I  repeat,  when  there  is  anything  but  a 
bright  oTuook  for  business  conditions  in  this  country,  I  do  not 
want  by  any  word  of  mine  to  appear  to  be  pessimistic  or  to 
mntribute  in  anv  way  to  the  doubt  and  skepticism  of  the  pub- 
JTcal^ut  business  ccJiditions;  but  1  do  say  It  is  no  time  to 
put  imposls-for  that  is  what  they  are-upon  the  poor.  You 
Tn  notTet  away  from  it,  dodge  and  explain  as  -jo?^  j;" ;/>^^ese 
duties  affect  the  poor.  It  is  the  poor  man's  clothing  that  will 
be  increased  substantially  in  price.  ,  .,   „ 

I  know  it  is  easy  for  Senators  to  say,  "I  do  not  mind  a 
3-cent  increase  in  raw  wool."  That  wUl  uot  amount  to  very 
S ;  but  I  am  empha.^zing  more  a  200  per  cent  duty  on  wwl 
rags.     I  am  asserting  also  that  the  duty  on  raw  wool  Is  already 

Mr  President,  if  the  consumers  have  any  rights  here,  if  there 
Is  anV  time  when  their  interests  ought  to  be  regarded,  If  there 
te  any  dS?y  that  Is  effective  and  Is  going  to  be  translated 
Uit^  tLS  pocketbooka,  it  is  these  duties.    I  protest  them,  and  I 
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a8k  that  the  duty  of  31  cents  a  pound  on  wool  which  the  Finance 
Cduimittee  recommended  be  retained  in  the  law.  Let  us  jyo  on 
as  we  have,  without  putting  any  more  burdens  upon  the  woolen 
industry  or  upon  the  consumer.  I  ask  that  we  pause  and  hesi- 
tate b«'fore  we  tlyust  a  stiletto  in  the  back  of  a  depressed  in- 
dustry employinir  thousands  and  thousands  of  people. 

Let  me  add  that  this  Industry  is  a  highly  competitive  one. 
The  mills  that  make  these  woolens  In  the  main  are  small  con- 
cerns, (lotted  throughout  the  land. 

In  some  of  the  mills  that  buy  these  rags  there  are  but  a  mere 
handful  of  employees  engaged  in  converting  them  into  warm 
and  comfortable,  and  even  at  times  most  attractive,  suitings 
for  clothing.  Yes;  of  all  the  industries  In  this  country  with 
which  I  am  familiar,  there  is  no  branch  of  industrj-  where  the 
units  of  operation  and  the  number  of  employees  are  so  small. 
It  is  an  industry  of  individuals  rather  than  the  larger  units  of 
lndu-<try  which  have  gone  into  the  worsted  business  more  par- 
ticularly and  have  left  the  wooh^n  business  to  the  small  mills, 
scattered  from  Maine  to  California.  It  is  one  of  the  types 
of  Industry  that  is  independent,  small,  and  free  from  trust 
control. 

I  rejieat  this  duty  threatens  ruin  to  this  industry.  It  will 
throw  thousands  out  of  employment,  and  will  rob'the  poor; 
and  I  emphasize  the  poor.  I  am  not  accustomed,  as  Senators 
on  this  floor  know,  to  make  appeals  to  class  or  refer  verj-  often 
to  cla.ss.  but  I  do  it  here  because  I  want  those  who  vote  for 
these  increases  to  know  from  whose  pockets  the  millions  of 
dollars  wlU  come  to  pay  these  duties.  It  is  not  the  people- 
not  those  who  can  afford  it,  not  the  prosperou.s— but  the  plain 
everyday,  average  working  men  and  women  of  America. 

Let  us  pause,  I  pray,  before  we  levy  such  an  outrageous,  in- 
defensible tax  upon  tbls  class  of  our  constituents. 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion,  the  effect  of  the  proposed  duty 
on  wool  and  the  by-products  of  wool  would  l^e  as  follows : 

First.  Increa.se  the  use  of  wool  substitutes,  such  as  cotton, 
rayon,  and  so  forth. 

Second.  Decrease  employment  in  the  woolen  industry. 

Third.  Benefit  the  worsted  at  the  expense  of  the  woolen  in- 
dustry. 

Fourth.  Decrease  exports  of  inferior  wool  rags. 

Fifth.  Increa.se  the  price  and  decrease  the  quality  of  low  and 
.faedium  price«l  woolen  clothing. 

Sixth.  The  levying  of  a  specific  <luty  on  wool  is  a  rank  dis- 
crlmtnatioB,  in  that  it  is  only  mildly  effective  in  increasing  prices 
of  expensive  dothing,  yet  raises  the  prii-es  of  cheaper  clothing 
extortionately. 

Seventh.  The  method  of  levying  this  duty  is  as  indefensible  as 
it  would  be  to  collect  the  same  tax  upon  real  estate  of  widely 
varying  prices. 

Mr.  BRATTON  and  Mr.  SMOOT  addressed  the  Chair 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fess  in  the  chair).  The 
Senator  from  NVw  Mexico. 

Mr.  BU.VTTON.  Mr.  President.  I  shall  not  undertake  to  de- 
bate the  question  at  length.  Rather  shall  I  content  myself 
with  stating  my  |K)sition. 

I  favor  the  .'t4-cent  rate.  I  hope  the  committee  amendment 
will  be  rejected.  I  do  not  share  the  forecasts  of  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Walsh].  I  think  the  rate  can  be 
justified  in  sound  e<-onomic8. 

Th«'re  is  no  business  in  this  country  that  has  more  elements 
of  hazard  involved  in  its  conduct  than  does  the  wool-producing 
husineNS.  There  is  the  question  of  weather  c(»nditions,  par*^ 
ticularly  In  the  West  and  the  Northwest.  Extreme  winter 
«ieau.s  large  feeil  bills,  heavy  death  rate,  increased  expense 
all  cutting  into  the  profltjj  of  the  industry.  Droughts  in  the 
summer  likewise  make  their  inroads.  Shortage  in  the  lamb 
cr<^p.  a  frequent  occurrence,  decreases  or  destroys  the  possi- 
WHties  of  gain.  Furthermore,  as  stated  by  the  Senator  from 
Montana,  the  rate  is  effective  only  to  the  extent  of  about  50 
per  cent,  and  the  ratio  of  3  pounds  of  wool  in  the  grea.se  to 
1  of  the  clean  contwit  by  mathematical  calculation- demonstrates 
that  the  propo8ed  increase  from  31  to  34  cents  per  pound  will 
nu^an  ojie-lialf  cent  per  iwuud ;  that,  carried  into  an  ordinary 
suit  of  clothes,  will  mean  at>out  15  cents  difference  in  the  cost 
of  the  garujent. 

Mr,  President,  this  is  es.sentially  a  eoiumodity  agricultural  in 
1  ature.  It  is  a  part  of  the  farm.  It  is  produc-ed  on  the  ranch. 
It  IS  agricultural  in  character.  I  am  unable  to  understand  why 
wme  Senators  aiivocate  raising  the  duties  on  agricultural 
pro^lucts  except  when  we  come  to  wool,  and  tlien  they  strenu- 
ously argue  that  no  increase  is  justifiable. 

The  Senator  fmm  Massachusetts  [Mr.  W.vi.8H],  in  the  course 
of  his  very  able  address,  asked  about  the  price  of  raw  wool  I 
know  that  in  my  section  of  the  country  wool  as  recent  as 
dornig  the  summer  and  early  fhll  of  this  vear,  1929,  sold  as 
low  as  2U,  22,  23,  and  25  cents  i)er  pound— a'  distinct  lo8&    Mr 
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President  If  the  theory  of  tariff  legislation  is  to  extend  pro- 
tection where  protection  is  needed,  and  Justified  in  .sound  eco- 
nomics, I  assert  without  apology  and  without  fear  of  contradic- 
ti  >n  that  the  Industry  here  in  question  deserves  and  merits  the 
increase  of  3  cents  per  pound  over  the  act  of  1922. 

The  woolgrowers  have  not  become  millionaires  under  the  act 
o1  1922.  They  have  gained  no  great  profits  under  the  rate  of 
3:  cents  per  pound  prescribed  in  that  act.  On  the  contrary, 
tlroughout  the  West  during  the  depression  which  occurred  from 
It  21  to  1924,  literally  thousands  of  woolgrowers,  sheep  growers, 
ttose  engage<i  in  that  industry,  were  driven  out  of  it.  Many 
ol  them  went  into  bankruptcy.  They  swrrendered  their  assets 
to  their  creditors  and  abandoned  the  field. 

So,  Mr.  President,  without  taking  further  time,  and  content- 
in?  myself  with  merely  stating  the  facts  upon  which  I  reach 
the  conclusion,  I  am  content  to  .say  that  I  favor  the  ;i4-cent  rate, 
aid  hope  the  committee  amendment  will  be  rejected  by  the 
S(  nate. 

Mr.  SMOOT  rose. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  questiim  Is  on  agreeing  to  the 
aiiendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  is  the  Senator  from  Utah  going 
to  make  a  speech  on  this  .subject? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  can  do  so.  but  I  am  not  particular  about  it. 
I  can  do  it  now  or  at  any  other  time.  What  I  was  going  to 
say  was  that  as  far  as  rags  are  cfuicerned,  I  would  rather  si)eak 
oil  the  rag  question  when  it  comes  up,  I  intend  to  do  that. 
I   im  i)erfectly  willing  now  to  vote  on  this  amendment. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  wish  to  make  a  very  brief  statement.  Mr. 
Piesidcnt.  I  thought  perhaps  the  Senator  from  Utah  preferred 
to  go  on  at  this  time. 

Mr.  S-MOOT.  No ;  I  am  ready  to  vote  on  this  amendment,  be- 
cause  whatever  action  is  taken  upon  this  amendment,  of  course, 
wll  carry  through  all  the  other  paragraphs  of  this  schedule 
in  which  wool  is  involved.  There  are  only  two  real  amendments 
in  the  bill— the  change  of  the  duty  on  clean-content  wool  from 
34  to  31  cents,  and  the  increase  of  the  duty  on  rags  from  8  to 
24  cents.  Those  are  the  two  points.  If  we  reject  the  Senate 
conmittee  amendment  as  to  the  34  cents,  then  all  the  other 
paragraphs  of  this  schedule,  of  course,  will  be  changed  acconl- 
ini  ly. 

►Ir.  GEORGE.    I  did  not  understand  the  Senator's  statement. 

Jr.  SMOOT.  I  say,  in  the  case  of  the  Senate  committee 
anendment  found  on  page  171.  lino  21,  the  House  providetl  M 
c-eiits,  and  the  St  nate  committee  proposed  to  decrease  that  to 
31  cents. 

Jr.  GEORGE.  That  Is.  the  committee  proposed  to  return  to 
thi    rate  of  the  existing  law? 

rlr.  SMOOT.  Yes.  Tn  other  word.s,  the  question  now  before 
th<  Senate  is.  Shall  it  agree  to  the  Senate  committee  amend- 
ment? 

Ir.  GEORGE.  Yes;  but  what  I  did  not  understand  was 
wlat  the  Senator  had  to  say  with  reference  to  all  the  other 
ra(  es. 

;ir.  SMOOT.    What  I  said  was  that  if  we  reject  the  Senate 
conmittee   amendment,  and   the  rate  on   the  clean   content  of 
wo  .1  is  34  cents,  then  that  will  be  carrie<l  through  the  bill. 
Jir.  GEORGE.     The  whole  bill? 

]lr.  S.MOOT.  The  whole  bill.  I  have  all  the  places  marked, 
and  it  will  not  take  very  long  to  have  those  changes  made. 
If  we  agree  to  the  committee  amendment,  then,  of  course,  the 
otiier  amendments  will  naturally  follow  where  there  is  a  duty 
pri  vided  for. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  exactly  what  I  wanted  to  address 
myself  to,  Mr.  President. 

3Ir.  SIMMONS.     As  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Utah.  If 
we  adopt  the  Senate  committee  rate  on  wool,  then  we  will  adopt 
the  balance  of  the  Senate  committee  amendments. 
Mr.  SMOiyr.     The  comp*'nsatory  dutiew. 

Mr.  SIMMONS.     If  we  disagree  and  restore  the  House  rate, 
theh  we  will  adopt  the  House  nites  all  through? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Practically  so. 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  in  order  to  cet  definitely 
stated  the  paragraphs  the  Senator  had  in  mind,  did  he  refer  to 
pai|igraph  1102? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  FI^TCHER.  The  next  paragraph  about  which  there 
will  be  a  contest  will  be  paragraph  11U6,  will  it  not? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     The  next  amendment  will  be  on  line  23.     The 
amendments  go  clear  through  aU  the  paragraphs  of  the  schedule. 
Mr.  FLETCHER.     But  the  Senator  mentioned  tw(»  particular 
poii  its  of  controversy. 

i  r.  S-MOOT.     The  other  controverted  question  now  is  found 
)aragraph   1105,  in  which   the  duty  on  rags  was  changed. 
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Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  regret  that  I  am  not  able 
to  vote  to  reject  the  committee  amendment,  v^Wch  would  mean 
restoring  the  Hou.se  rate  of  34  cents  on  wool.  I  shall  therefore 
vote  for  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 

""'iTealize  that  wool  is  an  agricultural  product  in  a  broad 
sense  I  realize  al.so  that  all  woolgrowers  are  not  Perhaps 
millionaires,  though  I  have  no  hesitancy  in  saying  tliat  the 
woolgrowers  could  very  well  do  the  banking  business  ^or  the 
cotton  growers,  and  I  dare  say  for  the  wheat  growers  They 
are  not  suffering  to  the  same  extent  that  other  farmers  in  the 
United  States  are  suffering.  Not  only  that,  but  ^"^1^^  the  tariff 
of  1022-that  is,  under  the  31  cent  duty  on  ^oo— the  number 
of  sheen  have  increased,  the  wool  clip  has  increased,  4he 
domestic  woolgrowers  are  supplying  more  of  the  domestic  con- 
sumption, and  imports  are  falling  off.  „       ,         .  ,j, 

Mr.  KKNDRICK.    Mr.  President,  wUI  the  Senator  y.eld? 

Mr    GEORGE.     I  yield.  ^  ^  , 

Mr  KENDRICK.  I  wasted  to  ask  the  Senator  if  he  was  also 
mindful  of  the  fact  that  the  price  of  wool  has  steadily  de^ 
creased  for  the  past  two  or  three  years? 

Mr  GEORGE.  That  is  quite  true;  the  Senator  is  correct  l 
know  of  no  other  test  by  which  we  can  correctly  measure  the 
effectiveness  of  a  tariff;  Imports  are  declining  and  domestic 
nroiiuction  is  Increasing.  ^i^i^o 

Mr   STEIWER.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  y«eld? 

Mr!  GEORGE.  I  yield.  If  I  am  wrong  in  any  of  my  state- 
nii^nts.  I  hope  Senators  will  correct  me.  ,_     o.       * 

Mr  STEIWER.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  the  Senator 
is  wrong ;  indeed,  the  statistical  information  ^^^'^^^^^'^^^^ 
Vu  the  number  of  sheep,  not  on  the  range  »^"„d;;'  ^"^^JI^t^S' 
increas*-  is  almost  wholly  upon  the  farms,  and  in  Uie  Texas 
ar^    where  the  cattle  business  has  yielded  up  the  ground  to 

^^What  I  rose  to  say  was  not  in  relation  to  that.  What  I 
waitS  to  I^  to  tiie  Senate  and  to  the  Semitor  who  is  speak- 
ZTltti^t  in  spite  of  statistical  information  showing  an  in^ 
crLi  in  the  number  of  sheep,  it  is  the  widely  accepted  belief 
ofTl^  in  the  industry  that  at  this  time  the  number  of  sheep 
?8  radLly  declining.  There  is  a  slaughtering  movement  of 
parent  ^uik  on.  which  has  been  to  progress  since  lK>sslb^ 
AuLMist  of  this  year,  and  it  will  continue,  with  a  rapid  decrebse 
to  Vhe  number 'of  sheep  in  tids  country,  unless  tiie  condition 
of  the  industry  mav  be  made  more  pro^)erous.  

Mr  G EOIIGE  Mr.  President,  in  order  tiiat  my  remarks  may 
be  cins^-utive,  there  Is  an  increase  in  the  number  of  sheep 
iSe^/ra^  increase  in  the  wool  clip,  there  if  J°  ^^^'i^i  in 
domestic  production,  there  is  a  constant,  marked  decrease  m 
imlS.?t8.  We  do  not  produce  all  the  wool  we  use  In  the  United 
stiites  •  we  must  import  a  portion  of  it. 

WhaMs  tL  situation?  There  has  been  a  decline  in  price  of 
wool  during  the  last  several  months.  But  tiie  pr  ce  has  de- 
)^i^«l  all  over  tiie  world.  The  tariff  upon  wool  is  partially 
eSvl  W^l  is  not  strictiy  a  farm  product,  but  let  us  ns- 
Bume  Yt  to  beTfarm  product ;  it  is  one  of  the  few  farm  produc  s 
or  related  products  upon  which  the  tariff  is  effective. 

Mr     KENimiCK.     Mr.    President,    will    the    Senator    yield 

**^M?"gEORGE.  In  just  a  moment.  Unfortunately  the  tariff 
is  not  effective  upon  all  farm  products;  producers  of  certain 
cro^  may  be  aidS^by  a  tariff  duty,  but  the  advantage  to  the 
fei  is  an  adilitional  burden  on  tiie  wheat  grower,  on  the  cotton 
S^werron  tiie  corn  grower,  on  tiie  great  bulk  of  the  farmers  in 

this  country.  ^       ^xr 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming. 

Mr  KENDRICK.  Mr.  President,  in  connection  with  the 
^enator^  admission  that  this  is  an  agricultural  product,  I 
wantJi  ?o  alS  him  If  he  knew  of  any  agricultural  product  in 
Z  Nation  that  is  produced  over  a  ^ider  area  or  territory,  and 
S  whkh  more  famers  of  the  country  are  Interested,  tiian  is 
the  case  with  the  production  of  wool?  ^       ^  ^  »^  ^y,^ 

lli  GEORGE.  Yes.  Mr.  President;  I  am  bound  to  say  to  the 
Senator  that  the  cotton  producers  far  outnumber  tiie  wool 
Si^rs  There  are  a  large  number  of  farmers  who  produce 
rZa^  amount  of  wool,  but,  after  all,  the  JH^t  bulk  of  tiie 
tcS5^  is  produced  by  a  relatively  few  growers.  I  beUeve. 

Mr  KENDRICK  That  is  possibly  true,  but  tiie  Senator  will 
al^  ad^n^Mha  the  cotton  prSucvr  and  tiie  wool  Profu^r  are 
?n  u3u.y  cases  one  and  the  same  person ;  one  man  will  be 
Interested  In  the  production  of  the  two  commodities 

Mr  GEORGE.  That  is  true.  I  want  to  be  understood.  I 
do^not  ^Tt?at  the  woolgrower  i«  making  a  <iime  too  much,  a^ 
I  would  not  tiike  a  penny  away  fn.m  him  I  .^™P^yj^^°°J 
that  when  we  compare  the  woolgrower  wiUi  the  producers  or 
^rS^at  stople  farm  products,  on  whom  we  necessarily  put 


some  additional  burdens  by  a  tariff  on  wool,  Uiere  ought  to  be  a 
very  good  and  a  very  substantial  reason  for  it. 

Mr  BRATl'ON.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield.  «      »   ,  «*  ^Ma 

Mr  BRATTON.  The  Senator  knows  that  no  Meml»er  of  tills 
body  has  greater  respect  for  his  opinion  than  I  have^  The 
question  I  ask  is  purely  to  eUdt  an  expression  of  his  vie^s. 

We  set  out  to  reduce  the  disparity  between  industry  and  agri- 
cultiire  by  raising  tiie  duties  on  agricultural  <»™°\9*^'^|f  „,/**t 
Senator  and  I  are  in  harmony  on  practically  all  the  items.  I 
should  like  to  know  how  he  can  single  out  wool  and  say  that  tne 
producers  of  that  commodity  should  be  denied  increased  pro- 
tection, while  the  producers  of  cotton,  wheat,  corn  Peanuts, 
pecans,  and  commfidities  of  that  character  should  rec-eive  higher 
rates  We  have  even  gone  to  the  limit  of  putting  the  debenture 
provision  in  the  bill  in  order  that  producers  might  get  oO  per 
cent  of  the  rate  of  the  duty  upon  certain  products  of  the  farm. 

Mr  GEORGE.    Yes,  Mr.  President ;  and  I  hope  It  will  stay  in. 

Mr!  BRATTON.     So  do  I.  ^  ^  ,^^    .    ^  ,^      ... 

Mr  GEORGE.    But  I  have  not  veny  much  faith  that  it  wui. 

Mr'  BRATTON.  I  shall  join  the  Senator  In  putting  for- 
ward'our  strenuous  efforts  to  retain  that  provision  In  the  bllL 
The  point  In  which  I  am  interested  is  this.  The  producers  of 
wool  are  not  becoming  millionaires  overnight  tbey  have  their 
difficulties  in  the  economic  and  business  worid.  The  wages 
they  pay  have  Increased,  their  prices  for  range  have  gone 
upward^  everything  they  buy  has  increaf»<l  in  Prl^e  *  ,oom^ 
bining  to  put  them  in  the  same  class  wltii  other  agriculturists 
so  far  as  being  in  distress  is  concerned 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Mr.  President,  I  will  cover  that  point.  It  tne 

Senator  will  pardon  me.  ^        ..    ».         ,  „„^  ^^h^t 

1  ask  anv  Senator  from  a  State  where  both  wool  and  wheat 
are  product  to  rise  and  state  whether  the  wheat  grower  is  as 
JrSs^rous  as  the  woolgrower.  Let  us  take  the  ft^tes  where 
both  wheat  and  wool  are  produced.  Unfortunately,  without 
the  debenture,  we  can  not  do  much  for  tiie  ?reat  mass  of  our 
farmers,  the  men  who  till  the  soil.  All  of  us  admit  that, 
Mr.  FRAZIER.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield.  ,         ^  ^.      o^„.*«» 

Mr  FRAZIER.  I  want  to  caU  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
fromGeorgia  to  the  fact  that  a  large  percentage  of  the  wool  is 
produced  by  the  smaU  farmer,  who  carries  on  mixed  farming. 
iTin  my  part  of  the  country  the  farmers  raise  wheat,  flax, 
barley  a  few  cattle,  a  few  sheep,  some  poultry,  and  a  few  hogs. 
It  is  thI  firmer  engaged  in  mixed  farming  who  produces  over 
half  of  the  wool  tiilt  is  pro<luced  in  the  J^^^^ted  States  So  a 
littie  better  price  for  the  wool  will  help  out  on  wheat  and  other 

"^^Mr^^GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  at  the  beginning  of  this  ses. 
slon  i  put  into  the  Record  a  table,  which  I  may  My,  I  did  not 
nrSiare  showing  the  number  of  wheat  growers,  the  number  of 
?;^n  growers,  the  number  of  woolgrowers^and  the  number  of 
fanners  engaged  In  other  branches  of  agriculture,  and  I  re- 
KoectfuUy  refer  Senators  to  that  table. 

Even  if  I  could.  I  would  not  take  a  penny  away  from  the 
w(SIgrower.  but  I  assert  again  that  he  is  the  most  Prosperous 
1^  the  agri^ltiiral  group,  v^itii  p^.s8lbly  the  exception  of  those 
engaged  in^air>lng  When  we  look  into  the  condition  of  any 
of  the  large  producers,  we  find  that  the  wool  ^roducer  is  the 


""  Mr.^^NT'  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr  GLENN!^'The'''^ktor  from  Georgia  wUl  not  deny  that 
sheep  can  be  grown  in  a  very  large  portion  of  tiie  farming  terri- 
torv  of  the  United  States,  will  he?  ,.    ,     ,  ^m  not  ri^^ 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Oh,  no;  I  wiU  not  deny  that.    I  did  not  rise 

''^MV^GLENN^Does  not  ttie  Senator,  then,  tiiink  it  would  be 
well  to  see  if  we  can— tiiat  at  least  one  item  that  can  be  pro- 
JuJedal^t  throughout  tiie  United  States  is  a  profitable  article 

%rJSS.''l-Tbut  I  do  not  .upp<^  the  Senator  con- 
tempiat^that  we  can   make  all   tiie  farmers  In  the  Unlt«l 

^UTG^NrTo;  but  I  do  tiilnk  tiiat  sheep  can  be  grown 
In  a  very  large  part  of  the  United  States  by  the  farmers. 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  beg  Senators  to  let  me  proceed  now  witii 

""^^Tram  pointing  out  Is  tiiat  the  tariff  *«  "o^^  '^^;«»«*^^ 
tiie^  number  of  wool  producers,  is  now  increasing  the  numter 
S  shS,  is  now  decreasing  the  importations.  In  other  words, 
the  t^iff  Js  working;  it  is  effective,  and  it  Is  working. 

SiSi,Se  we  add  this  duty;  what  benefit  are  tiie  wool  pro- 
du^STgJt  out  of  it?  How  much  benefit  will  tiiey  get  out 
of  it  as  woolgrowers? 
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Awonling  to  all  of  the  flfrures,  according  to  all  of  the  sta- 
tistics, the  gain  to  the  woolgrowers  of  the  United  States  from 
the  pri)pi>^ed  iucrejise,  and  the  increast*  that  is  proposed  in 
thv  waste  paragraph,  paragraph  1105,  will  bo  very  slight,  be- 
cause the  industry  is  subject  to  many  of  the  influences  and 
ditfii'ulties  tliat  affect  the  cotton  industry,  although  wool  is 
nt»t  on  an  export  basis. 

Did  not  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  advise  us  that 
if  this  increased  (hity  was  voted,  especially  if  the  high  duties 
in  paragrai>h  llOn  were  accei>te<l,  that  then  all  the  high  rates 
in  the  further  paragraphs  in  the  woolen  schedule  would  follow? 
of  course,  the  Senati»rs  would  not  neces.^arily  vote  for  the  high 
rates  to  the  manufacturers,  and  I  do  not  know  that  they  will 
do  so ;  but  probably  they  will  be  persuaded  to  do  so  if  the 
manufacturers  are  allowed  the  chance  to  live  that  they  now 
eujt;y. 

I^et  me  .^ay  to  the  Senate  that  according  to  the  evidence 
before  the  Finance  Committee,  whether  true  or^  untrue,  whether 
c«)lore<l  or  not,  the  wo«»len  and  worstetl  industries  In  the  United 
States  are  in  greater  distress  than  any  of  our  major  industries. 
I»erhaps  without  exception.  If  that  evidence  be  true,  what  are 
we  going  to  do  about  it?  Are  we  going  to  give  the  grower 
3  cents  a  jMjund  more  on  the  clean  content  of  his  wool  and  then, 
IHThaps,  a  greater  increase  of  duty  on  the  waste  and  the  rags? 
What  Is  all  that  going  to  mean  to  the  woolgrower?  If  the 
w<M»lgrowers  were  in  distress  proportionate  to  the  great  bulk  of 
our  fanners,  or  even  if  this  increase  would  greatly  benefit 
them.  I  would  go  with  them  and  I  would  vote  with  them.  But 
I  am  calleil  upon  to  vote  tor  this  increase  when  I  know  that 
under  the  facts  they  are  not  going  to  be  greatly  benefited.  They 
can  not  ht-  greatly  benefited  by  this  increase  in  the  duty,  because 
the  price  of  their  wool  is  still  going  to  be  affected  by  other 
c«»n8lderation8  that  can  not  be  remedied  in  the  tariff.  As  w»on 
as  that  increase  is  given  to  them,  then  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  is  going  to  give  to  all  the  makers  of  every  kind  of  wool 
products  an  increase  in  rates  of  duty  that  far  exceed  the  rates 
In  the  old  I'ayne-Aldrich  law  or  in  any  prior  or  sul^sequent 
tariff  act.  Senators  think  they  are  going  to  help  the  wool- 
growers,  I  hope  they  will,  and  I  do  not  say  that  there  will  not 
be  Slime  slight  benefit  to  the  woolgrowers. 

Mr.  GI^SS.     Mr.  Presirlent 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr.  GLASS.  How  could  the  not  benefit  to  the  woolgrower 
possibly  occur  If  we  are  going  on  further  in  the  schedule  and 
levy  a  200  per  cent  increase  in  the  rate  in  section  1105?  I  call 
the  Senator's  attention  to  the  fact  that  90  per  cent  of  the 
farmers  themselves,  if  they  are  able  to  buy  any  woolen  clothes 
at  all,  buy  the  clothes  made  of  the  stuff  on  which  the  rate  is 
going  to  be  increased  200  per  cent,  or  from  8  cents  per  pound 
to  24  cents  per  pound. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  quite  agree  with  the  Senator's  view,  but  I 
am  irfving  to  the  woolgrower  every  possible  advantage  that  1 
can. 

Mr.  GLASS.  But  the  advantage  is  not  net.  If  he  has  to 
pay  that  much  more  for  his  clothes,  what  does  it  profit  him  to 
get  a  little  more  for  his  wool? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  think  the  Senator  is  quite  right.  But  the 
wo«»lgrowers  .seem  to  have  a  different  view  of  it  and  conceding 
everything  claimed,  the  advantage  that  the  grower  will  get 
will  be  very  slight.  He  will  have  to  Increase  the  burden  upon 
his  fellow  fanners  and  uf)on  the  genenil  consumers  in  order  to 
get  it.  The  chalnnan  of  the  Mnance  Committee,  who  has  In 
this  instance  and  for  the  hrst  time  deserted  the  flag  and  left 
the  committee  high  and  dry  in  his  argument  at  least,  has  told 
us  that  he  has  already  fliiured  out  the  increa.ses  that  must  be 
added  in  each  and  every  paragraph  of  the  sche<lnle. 

Senators,  make  no  mistake  about  it;  this  is  Schedule  11  in 
the  landing  bill,  but  It  is  the  old  Schetlule  K.  the  same  oM 
obnoxious,  offensive  Sche<hile  K  which  the  American  i>eopie 
very  well  know.  It  is  the  same  old  schedule  through  which  we 
were  intnHluced  to  the  compensatory  duty  of  the  manufacturer 
which  is  an  antidote  and  a  complete  antidote  for  everything  we 
give  to  the  farmer  or  the  producer  of  the  raw  material. 

Not  only  is  that  true,  Mr.  President,  but  there  is  another  fact 
worthy  of  notice  here  and  it  ought  to  give  to  my  friends  who 
are  prepared  to  vote  for  tills  duty  the  vain  hope  that  they  will 
Improve  the  condition  of  the  sheep  grower  a  little.  When  the 
subc-ommlttee  was  In  session  on  which  I  had  the  honor  of 
serving  until  the  committee  went  into  executive  session  to 
write  the  bill,  I  was  much  Impressed  by  the  fact  that  our  delight- 
ful old  Tory  friend,  Joseph  R.  Gnmdy.  ap|>eare«l.  I  do  not 
want  to  criticize  him.  I  think  he  is  a  channing  old  Tory.  He 
was  bom  about  75  years  after  his  age  passed  away  and  his 
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prjpo.sals  and  suggestions  are  so  absurd  and  so  ridiculous  as 

to  be  really  amusing.     But  our  good  friend  Grundy  came  into 

th;  room  with  the  woolgrowers  and  there  he  was,  the  worsted 

mimnfacturer,    arm   in    arm    with    the   representatives    of   the 

w<oIinrowers. 

;    klr.  GLASS.     Why  should  he  not  be? 

Jr.  GP>OR(JE.  The  Senator's  question  is  quite  pertinent  new, 
bu:  I  did  not  understand  it  then.  I  said,  "How  did  this  hap- 
pe  r?  How  did  it  happen  that  Mr.  Grundy  should  be  coming 
in  o  the  committee  room,  arm  in  arm  with  the  sheep  growers, 
thf  protlucers  of  wool?"  When  I  observeii  how  keenly  inter- 
es  ed  Mr.  Grundy  was  in  the  tremendous  increase  In  tlie  duty 
on  rags  and  wo«^»l  waste  from  7V*j  cents,  in  the  existing  law,  and 
8  (^ils,  in  the  House  provision,  to  24  cents  a  pound,  I  was  still 
UK  re  confused.  I  could  not  understand  his  keen  interest  in 
giving  to  the  woolgrower  a  higher  rate  of  duty,  not  only  on 
w(ol,  but  especially  on  rags  and  on  the  waste. 

began  to  make  a  little  investigatlim.  and  I  found  that  Mr. 
Glumly  is  a  worsted  manufacturer.  Then  I  began  to  look  at 
th  ?  condition  of  the  woolen  manufacturers  and  I  found  that 
wj  ste  and  rags  constitutetl  21.94  per  cent  of  all  the  material 
uslkI  by  the  woolen  manufacturers;  that  is  to  say,  that  of  all 
th ;  material.s  used  by  them  in  the  United  States,  above  21  p<T 
cent  in  1927  consisted  of  the  wool  waste  and  wool  rags,  while 
th(»  rags  and  waste  constituted  only  O.lG  per  cent,  or  about 
on?-sixth  of  1  per  cent  of  the  worsted  manufacturers'  materials. 
Tl  en  I  conld  understand  why  he  was  not  very  much  concerned 
as  a  worsted  manufacturer  by  the  proposeil  increase  on  the 
ra  ;s  and  the  wool  waste,  the  woolen  manufacturers'  material. 

tfr.  President,  in  1928  we  imp<irte«l  into  the  country  50.102,1«3 
pcinils  of  Wool.  Let  us  assume  that  the  Increase  in  duty 
wduld  be  fully  effective.  It  would  amount  to  an  additional 
di]  ty  paid  of  ?]  .5a'».7G5,  on  the  basis  of  the  19'_'8  imports.  In  1  J)28 
w«  importer!  21,637.826  pounds  of  rags.  Tlie  additional  duty- 
mi:  the  full  duty,  but  the  additional  duty  paid  u|X)n  the  impor- 
ta  icms  of  rags  in  1928.  would  have  cost  the  general  consumer 
at  once  and  without  pyramiding  $3,570,241.29. 

dr.  President,  let  us  assume  that  the  imposition  of  3  cents 
pe-  pound  additional  on  the  clean  content  of  wool  will  l)e  re- 
He  "ted  in  the  price  of  the  wool  grown  in  the  United  States,  and 
i=o  also  the  lO'^  cents  per  pound  additional  on  rags  In  the  price 
of  rags  produce.!  In  the  Unite<l  States.  We  can  begin  to  appre- 
ciite  the  fact  that  the  additional  compensatory  duties  will 
cei  tainly  increase  the  cost  to  the  general  consumer,  but  the 
pr  ce  to  the  woolgrower  will  not  be  greatly  Increased — measur- 
inj   the  increa.sc  by  the  operations  of  the  present  duties. 

At.  President,  the  truth  is  that  the  woolgrowers  in  the  coun- 
try are  going  to  accentuate  their  troubles.  There  has  been  a 
ms.rked  increase  In  the  Imiiortations  of  rags  and  of  woolen 
wiste.  Likewise  there  has  been  an  increase  in  the  use  of  other 
mi  terials.  There  will  be  a  greater  Increase  in  the  use  of 
ot]  ler  material  for  wool  if  the  duty  on  wool  is  increased  as  is 
pr  tposed  in  the  hill. 

>t  me  summarize  what  I  think  will  be  the  result  of  the 
in<  rease  in  the  duty  on  wool  coupled  with  the  increase  in  the 
du  y  on  rags  and  waste,  if  that  shall  follow.  1  l>elieve  the 
effect  of  these  increases  on  w<k>1  by-products  and  on  wool  will 
be  to  increase  the  use  of  wool  substitutes,  such  as  cotton,  rayon, 
ar  ificial  wool,  ami  so  forth,  to  decrea.<e  the  employment  In 
th(f  woolen  industry,  which  has  already  de«Teased  I.'*  per  cent 
sii  ce  1023 :  to  benefit  the  worste<l  at  the  expense  of  the  woolen 
in(  ustry.  which  is  perfectly  obvious  upon  the  face  of  the  facts; 
to  comj>el  the  woolen  manufacturer  to  substitute  inferior  rags, 
wl  ich  we  are  now  exporting,  for  the  high-grade  rags  which  are 
im  torted  to  take  the  place  of  these  rags. 

'  'hero  will  i)robably  likewise  be  some  increase  in  the  price 
of  all  medium  grade  or  me«lium  quality  clothing  and  ui)on  low- 
pr  ced  clothing. 

dr.  President,  we  both  export  rags  and  Import  ra^'s.  The 
ra!>-  which  we  export  are  cheap  In  value,  while  the  ones  which 
we  imix^rt,  of  course,  vary  in  price,  but,  on  the 'average,  they 
ar(   more  valuable  than  are  the  rags  exported. 

'  Vhat  Is  going  to  happen?  A  24-cent  d>ity  will  be  a  prohi- 
bit on  against  the  importation  of  rags.  That  will  l»e  the  result, 
an  I  the  w(M>len  manufacturer  will  be  compelled  to  use  the  cheap 
raja  which  the  in<lnstry  is  now  sending  out  of  the  United 
Sti  tes;  so  the  quality  of  the  clothes  of  the  working  man  and 
of  the  man  who  wears  moderate-priced  suits  will  be  Cheapened. 
Th»t  Is  all  it  means.  The  price  is  not  going  to  be  increase<l, 
be.nuse  one  of  our  troubles  now  is  that  prices  are  so  high  that 
tht  pnxluct  is  losing  out  In  the  game  of  holding  the  market. 
Th»  prices  are  so  high  that  the  prmluct  can  not  overcome  the 
sal's  resLstance  in  competition  with  artificial  wools  and  cotton 
an  I  other  .«»uhstitutes. 

]  f  the  duty  on  woolen  rags  shall  be  increased  from  8  cents, 
aa  the  House  iH^>vided,  and  from  7^  centa,  as  in  the  existing 
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law,  to  the  high  point  of  24  cents  a  pound,  21  per  cent  of  the 
material  which  the  woolen  manufacturers  of  the  United  States 
are  spinning  into  cloth  will  bi'  taken  away  from  them.  ^^  hat 
will  they  do  about  it?  There  is  but  one  tiling  they  can  do ;  that 
Is  to  find  substitutes ;  and  the  Immediate  substitute  is  the jags 
that  we  make  here,  which  we  now  send  abroad,  aiid  which  are 
very  much  chetiper  and  very  much  less  valuable  Uian  are  the 
rags  which  we  import. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Mr.  President 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield.  .       *  ♦k^  ,„<,^ 

Mr  SACKETT.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  spoke  of  the  rags 
we  Import  and  the  rags  we  export.  As  the  Senator  remembers 
the  testimony,  is  there  any  relationship  between  the  exported 
rags  and  the  import etl  rags  for  use  In  the  woolen  manufacturing 
business  ? 

Mr   GEORGE.    I  do  not  recall  such  testimony. 
Mr'  SACKETT.    Was  It  not  to  the  effect  that  the  rags  that 
we  gathered  in  this  country  and  exported  could  not  be  used  in 
the  woolen  industry?  ... 

Mr.  GEORGE.    Yes;  I  think  it  was.    I  think  that  was  the 

effect  of  the  testimony.  ,       ^i,  ♦ 

Mr     SACKETT.     So   that   there    would    not    be,    under    that 

condition,    any    particular    relationship    ^^^t ween    the    exported 

rags  and  the  imported  rags,  so  far  as  the  woolen  in^^ft^y  8^« ' 

Mr   GEORGE.     1  think  there  would  be  a  direct  relationship. 

Mr    SACKETT.     If  we  are  going  to  use  the  i"«es  "^'■?./°*^ 

hitherto  wx.  have  exported,  where  would  be  the  relationship  to 

the  rags  which  we  Import?  „,      , 

Mr   GEORGE.     I  mean  relathmship  In  this  way:  We  export 

the  rkgs  that  are  pro<luced  here  and  import  rags  which  do  go 

into  the  woolen  industry.  .    „  ^ 

Mr.  SACKETT.     Yes:  but  those  that  we  export  can  not  go 

into  the  woolen  industry.  ^„of ,„ 

Mr  GEORGE.  But  they  will  go  Into  the  woolen  industry 
If  we  shall  put  an  embargo  on  the  imports.  ^^J  is  exacUy 
where  we  shaH  get  our  supply,  and  not  from  the  virgin  wool. 
That  will  cheapen  the  prmluct. 

Mr  8\CKETT.  I  thcmght  that  the  testimony  was  to  the 
effeci'  tlit  the  manufacturers  could  not  use  in  the  woolen 
industry  the  rags  that  we  export. 

Mr   GEORGE     Oh,  no.    They  could  not  use  them  and  make 
thf.^me  grade  of  merchandise.    That  is  my  recollection,  and  I 
am  sui-e  that  Is  in  accordance  with  the  facts. 
Mr    S\CKETT.     I  think  not. 

Mr'  GEORGE.  'Hie  average  value  of  the  imports  ot  Ji^ 
and  wXls  27.7  cents  per  p<mnd.  and  the  average  value  of  the 
exports  is  about  8  cents  per  pound. 

Mr  President,  of  course,  the  woolen  manufacturers  x^igY,?"^ 
sent  to  the  Congress  the  picture  that  they  would  be  unable  to 
use  sucli  rags.  bSt  I  do  not  doubt  that  they  will  use  those  ra^ ; 
?hlt  "s  exaSly  what  they  will  use.  They  can  not  advance  the 
prfce  of  a  $20  suit  and  U  it;  they  have  g«t  *«  ^^V  ^  ?I  loo 
fn  line  with  Its  present  price.  Competition  in  textiles  is  too 
iSar^  f(>r  them  to  advance  the  price  of  the  sui  or  the  over- 
Sit  out  of  line  with  the  general  pric-es  of  other  materia  s^ 
^  the  result  will  be  that  they  will  cheai»en  the  price  of  the 

product. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.     Mr.  President 


Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  It  would  be  snirrislng  4o  me  If  we 
coSd  import  mgs  at  27  cents  a  pound.  l>ecause  that  is  alm»>st 
the  price  of  the  wool  itself. 

Mr    SMOOT.     Mr.  President ,         «     _^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  C^orgla 
yield  further:  and  If  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  .vield  to  the  Senator  from  l^tah. 

Mr  SMOOT  Tlie  average  price  of  rags  Imported  into  tne 
United  States  was  28.3  cents  per  pound.  However,  the  rags 
thus  imported  were  better  than  wool  in  the  greu.se,  and  when 
we  rt^Tthe  pro,.er  imragraph  I  will  explain  that  In  the  ^f^ 
of  rags,  all  that  it  is  necessary  to  do  is  to  garnet  them  and 
then  thev  are  equal  to  wool. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  l»re^ident,  are  we  agived. 
then,'  that  the  average  price  of  imiwrted   rags  is  2i    cents  a 

^Mr    SMOOT.     That  is  so  as  to  the  kind  imported  but  not  to 
Uie  kind  we  export  to  foreign  ct.untries.  -^    i    s    r,..u^ 

Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  t  ^^  is  q"\te 
right"  I  think  the  Senator  from  M<mtana  will  Aud  *i°^"^ 
average  value  of  rags  impi^rted  is  in  the  neighborhood  of  28 
^nfs  a  pound.  The  Senator  from  Utah  is  again  right  n 
saying  that  some  of  these  importations  are  very  valuable  and 
are  really  worth  more  than  the  wool.  That  is  quite  true 
When  we  reach  that  paragraph  I  .shall  not  contend  there  ought 
to  be  some  protecUon  against  U.e  importations  but  I  tliink  a 
^t  2+<^nt  rate  on  mgs  is  quite  too  high.  I  think  such  a  duty 
wUl  hurt  the  industry  and  will  not  help  It. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  Pre.sldent— — 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     D(«s  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  GEORGE.    I  yield.  ,        ^,    ^ 

Mr    WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Is  it  not  a  fact  that  some 
of  these  rags  at  the  present  time  sell  for  Uie  same  price  as 

^*Mr°  GEORGE.  I  am  not  able  to  say.  Mr.  President  I  am 
simply  giving  the  average,  and  reasoning  from  the  average  I 
would  say  that  the  Senator  must  be  correct 

Mr  W\LSH  of  Massachusetts.  My  information  Is  tliat  some 
of  th^  rags  sell  to-daj'  for  substantially  the  price  at  wludi 
virgin  wool  is  selling.  That  is  not  true  us  to  all  the  >  ears 
hat  have  p^tssed,  be<>ause  virgin  wool  has  betm  u  S«>o<l  dea 
higher  heretofore  than  It  Is  now.  whUe  the  rags  have  remained 
at  about  the  same  price. 

Mr.  SMOOT,     Mr.  President 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  La  Folijctte  in  the  chair). 
Does   ie   i^nator   from    Georgia    yield    to    the    Senator   from 

Montana? 

Mr  GEORGE.    I  yield  to  the  Senator.  .,     ^   ,  ,,  „ 

Mr"  W^VLSH  of  Montana.  I  rise.  Mr.  President  to  question 
thf  reUabllity  of  the  figures  last  given  by  the  ^nator  from 
G«)rgia  as  to  the  average  price  of  imported  rags  be^g  27  cents 
aZund  I  thl^  therl  must  be  some  mistake,  pe  average 
pri"^  e  o  mport«i  raw  wool  can  be  very  little  "^^^  t^^^'lj^^^^-  -  ^ 
%lr.  GECTiRGE.  The  figures  ^  have  were  taken  from  U^^^^ 
Summary  of  Tariff  Information  furnished  by  the  Tanfl  Com- 

inissiou     1  may  have  misread  them. 

mission.        m  y  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^  p.rcktagm  or  »awj^«ruii^^«d 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  tlie  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  GEORGE.     I  yield. 

Mr  SMOOT.  Taking  the  average  price  of  J^tati  wools  or 
Wvomlng  wools  or  Montana  wools  last  year  I  think  the  w.K)ls 
r^m  those  States  were  contracttMl  for  at  33  fits  a  pound 
while  this  year  the  price  of  those  wools  is  running  from  23  to 
S^clnts  a  pound.  However,  they  are  in  the  grease.  Sixty 
^r  cent  of  those  wooh.  is  gre-.ise.  whereas  the  ^^S^ /^^.^^J^\' 
tbey  are  clean  rags,  tl.ere  in  no  grease  in  them,  and  all  that  is 
neJlsLo  r  do  is  to  run  them  through  a  gartiett.ng  machine 
and  thev  are  aw  good  as  wool.  i  i    _ 

Mr    WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     There  lias  to  be  some  labor 

^Mr^  SMOOT.     It  takes  about  one-quarter  of  a  cent  a  pound. 
Mr!   WAI.SH   of   Massachusetts.    But  some   labor   must   be 

'^^Mt  SMOOT  Yes;  it  takes  about  one-quarter  of  a  cent  a 
rx.und  to  run  them  through  the  garnetting  mac'hlne. 

Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  put  In  the  Record  a 
table"  showing  the  quantity,  the  percentage  of  ^-aw  materials 
u.sed  by  the  manufacturers  of  w.»olen  goods  and  by  the  manu- 
J^tu^rs  of  worsted,  and  the  total  used  in  both  industries.  I 
think  Senators  will  find  It  a  very  illuminating  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  table 
will  b<»  printetl  in  the  Rkcobd. 

The  table  is  as  follows : 


Wool,  in  8CO«jred  condition. 

.\niinal  hair '... 

Cotton .— 

Rags,  clirpinRS.  etc 

Recovered  wool  fiber 

Waste  and  noils 

Total  raw  materials '. 


58,  R93. 40r< 
1«,19B,052 
23.015,486 
fS,  745,  SIM 

2^o(n,307 

37,881,087 


221.  W4. 941 


86, 647, 717 
12,613,937 
14.629,920 
45.  753. 399 
31,416,14.1 
40.260,027 


118.802,223 
ft.  528, 062 
20,352,012 
69. 985,  5.52 
33, 939. 855 
50,020,984 


105.096,914 
5,  WA  406 
18.556,159 
56, 690, 106 
23,899.282 
47. 710,  544 


26.51 
7.31 
10  80 
36.54 
11.73 
17.11 


»1. 221. 745  I    289. 628, 687  I     2S8.41N4U  |       lOOOO 


37.43 
5.45 
6.  S3 
19.79  1 
13.99 
17.41 


M.«6 
2.18 
6.79 
23.36 
11.33 
1«.«0 


41.02 
il5 
7.18 

21.94 
0.25 

18.46 


lOaOO  I      100.00 


100.00 


» Includes  camel,  alpaca,  vicuna,  and  other  animal  hair. 


>Do«s  not  include  tope  or  yarns  purcbaaed. 
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womarao  GOOD*:  QUAirinT  aitd  puci  ntaom  or  saw  matikiau  used 


Wool,  in  aeoand  eoodition. 

Animal  tuur  ' 

Cotton 

Rates,  clippings,  «te 

Recovered  wool  flbcr ., 

Waste  and  noils 


Tota:  raw  materials  >. 


1914 


198,  756, 341 

12,031,007 

4,  471,  528 

879,555 

316.817 

4,530,787 


221.873,733 


TOTAL  WOOLXN  AMD  WOKaTKD  OOOIM:   OCAIfTTTrai 


Wool,  in  acoured  condition. 

Animal  hair  ' 

Cotton 

RaKs.  clippings,  etc 

RecnvereiJ  wool  fiber 

Waite  and  noils 


Total  raw  materials  >. 


257, 448,  746 
29,120,059 
28,387,022 
50.  423,  149 
26,  278.  924 
42,411,874 


443,070^874 


>  Indades  camel,  alpaca,  vicuna,  and  other  animal  hair. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Now,  Mr.  President.  I  wish  to  offer  for  the 
RccoBD  a  photostatic  copy  of  wool  index  numbers  as  compiled 
by  the  Textile  World,  of  New  York.  For  the  accuracy  of  the 
figure:^,  of  course,  I  do  not  vouch,  but  I  presume  that  they  are 
within  the  neighborhood  of  the  facts. 

In  the  table  July  31.  1914,  is  taken  as  the  base,  and  pro- 
ceeding from  that  base,  with  the  index  number  100,  the  prices 
of  wool,  woolen  tops,  yams,  cloths,  and  then  the  group  average 
Is  given  for  the  key  months  from  1914  down  to  and  Including 
September,  1929. 

The  price  of  wool  in  1919,  for  instance,  was  272  as  against 
the  Index  number  100;  the  price  of  tops  was  296  as  against 
100  in  1914;  the  price  of  yams  was  290  as  against  100;  the 
price  of  cloth  was  237  as  against  100  in  1914.  In  September, 
1929,  the  number  for  wool  was  168;  the  number  for  tops  was 
173 ;  the  number  for  yarn  was  188 ;  the  number  for  cloth  was 
211 ;  and  the  group  average  was  195,  which  was  almost  double 
the  base  value  of  1914. 

No  other  great  farm  product  presents  any  such  picture,  and 
If  there  is  not  prosperity  among  the  woolgrowers  the  fault  is 
not  in  the  tariff;  the  fault  lies  elsewhere,  and  we  can  not 
remedy  the  situation  by  merriy  increasing  the  tariff  duties. 

Here  are  the  index  numbers ;  here  Is  the  relationship  between 
the  price  of  wool  and  of  tops  and  of  yarns  and  of  cloth.  We 
do  not  have  to  »;peculate  about  It ;  here  is  what  the  trade  tells 
us  about  It  from  1914  down  to  this  time,  and,  taking  the  in- 
dustry as  a  whole,  taking  the  group  average  In  the  wool  Indus- 
try^the  number  in  September,  1929,  was  195.  Consult  a  wheat 
chart  and  see  wh«re  the  wheat  farmer  stands.  Consult  the  cot- 
ton chart  and  see  where  the  cotton  farmer  stands.  We  can 
not  core  the  ills  of  the  cotton-textile  industry  by  increased 
duties. 

In  wool  and  cotton  we  have  an  overproduction  capacity,  built 
up  during  the  war;  styles  change  and  substitutes  are  Intro- 
duced. &ftyon  and  other  substitutes  have  been  brought  in ;  and 
what  la  the  result?  There  Is  some  distress  in  the  cotton-textile 
Industry;  there  is  distress  In  the  woolen  Industry;  there  Is 
^  some  dlstre-ss  in  the  worsted  iudustry ;  but  we  are  not  going  to 
remedy  It,  In  my  opinion,  by  Increasing  the  burdens  of  the 
people. 

I  want  to  say  to  my  friend  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Kenmuck], 
whose  Intelligent  Interest  In  the  woolgrower  is  fully  appreci- 
ated in  this  body,  that  If  I  believed  ff»r  a  moment  that  this 
Increase  from  31  to  34  cents  a  pound  on  the  clean  content  of 
wool  would  materially  help  the  woolgrowers,  though  relatively 
they  are  In  much  better  shape  than  the  great  bulk  of  our  farm- 
ers, I  would  vote  with  him;  but  believing  as  I  do  that  it  will 
not  materially  assunt  them,  and  reminded  as  I  am  that  we  must 
then  In  good  conscience  vote  for  increases  on  everything  that 
Mr.  Grundy  makes  and  those  who  are  associated  with  him  in 
the  worsted  Industry,  and  upon  everything  that  is  produced  in 
the  woolen  Industry,  then  I  must  say  to  the  sheep  growers  of 
the  West,  "It  does  not  seem  the  fair  thing  for  you  to  ask,  in 
my  Judgment ;  and  you  are  asking  everyone  else  In  this  country. 
Including  your  fellow  farmers,  to  take  upon  their  shoulders  far 
ttK>  great  a  weight  in  the  way  of  Increa.sed  burdens  for  the 
small  possible  profit  that  will  inure  to  you." 
_  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without  objection,  the  table 
rvf^rred  to  by  the  Seuator  from  Georgia  will  be  Uiserted  in  the 
Rkobol 


XilyJl. 


l\  konary. 

April 

JiJy 

October.. 


NO^^MBEE    21 


Pounds 


1910 


177, 288, 745 

li,  887, 157 

2,745,483 

099,710 

1, 747. 561 

3, 477, 814 


201.826,280 


1925 


159,031,804 

20, 831,  472 

6,206.075 

2,0S7,3O6 

808,400 

3,861,327 


1927 


131,  ,'503.  133 

20.440,807 

4,290.046 

2C3.967 

667,647 

4,277,911 


192.376.184 


161. 443,  511 


Percentages 


1914 


89.86 

3.83 

2.02 

.31 

.14 

2.04 


100.00 


1919 


87.93 

7.77 

1.36 

.35 

.87 

1.72 


100.00 


1925 


82.87 

10.72 

3.23 

1.06 

.32 

2.00 


100.00 


1927 


81.46 

12.86 

Z66 

.16 

.41 

2.65 


100.00 


AND  PBRCKNTAGU  OF  RAW  MATXRIALS  USED 


263,836,462 
28,281,094 
17. 375,  403 
48,453,109 
33,163,896 
43,738.241 


2n,  833, 826 
27,159,534 
26,558,067 
72,022,858 
34.548.255 
53.882.311 


432.848,005  I    492,004,871 


237,50a047 
26,003,213 
22,846,4)5  I 
56,<»64,075  I 
24.  .^66. 929  I 
51,988,455 


58.11 
6l57 
6.41 

13.41 
5.93 
9.57 


60.95 
6.53 
4.02 

10.73 
7.66 

10.11 


419,  858. 924 


loaoo 


loaoo 


56.47 
5.52 
5.40 

14.84 
7.02 

ia95 


loaoo 


66.  .57 
6.19 
6.44 

13.  r,7 

5.86 
1Z38 


loaoo 


'  Does  not  indade  tops  or  yams  purchased. 

The  table  is  as  follows: 

Wool  inde»  numben 
[Compiled  by  the  Textile  World,  of  New  York  J 


Date 


1914 


1919 


Wool 


Jinuary. 

April 

JiJy 

0;tober. 


1920 


Jinuary. 
April.... 

Jiay 

October. 


1921 


Ji  nuary. 
April.... 

JiJy 

October. 


1922 


1923 

Jinuary 

April 

JiJy 

October 


Jinuary. 
April.... 

Jiily 

0  ctober. 


1924 


Ji  nuary. 

April 

JiJy 

October. 


192S 


Ji  nuary. 

April 

Jily 

O^ber. 


19SB 


Jinuary. 

April 

Jily 

Ortober. 


1927 


Jinuary. 
AarU.... 

Jily 

Ostober. 


1928 


Jinuary — 

Ajril 

Jily 

84pt6mber. 


1939 


100 


272 
242 
209 


304 
276 
241 

189 


129 
120 
112 
114 


128 
165 
1H9 
199 


212 

222 
222 
205 


217 
216 
191 
227 


284 
219 
216 
2X6 


315 

181 
173 
178 


178 

177 
180 
185 


194 
19P 
301 
197 


199 
187 
180 
168 


Tops 


100 


296 

282 
290 
338 


335 
334 

258 
213 


148 
148 
139 
135 


163 
185 
202 
209 


225 
230 
223 
213 


Yarns 


100 


290 

273 
238 
384 


Cloth 


100 


237 

237 
237 
340 


412 

310 

336 

448 

331 

3K2 

384 

320 

315 

302 

304 

276 

186 

224 

193 

177 

192 

173 

172 

192 

170 

162 

188 

165 

179 

182 

173 

186 

184 

182 

196 

188 

193 

206 

191 

199 

227 
234 
233 
222 


227 

221 

230 

223 

209 

212 

237 

224 

268 

253 

234 

230 

217 

216 

212 

212 

213 

211 

193 

198 

184 

189 

186 

193 

187 

190 

182 

184 

183 

183 

185 

180 

193 

186 

308 

198 

208 

203 

197 

203 

198 

201 

180 

196 

170 

188 

173 

188 

203 
225 
228 
224 


223 
219 
219 

226 


228 
241 

239 

227 


229 
224 
215 
309 


200 
211 
211 
211 


212 
216 
214 
212 


211 
211 
211 
211 


Group 
average 


100 


27? 
253 

272 
294 


213 
228 
»7 
220 


223 
221 
213 
228 


344 

233 

227 
220 


221 
206 
190 
196 


196 
196 
196 
199 


201 
308 

300 
206 


206 

302 
104 
195 


1929 
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Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  what  his  plan  isV  Is  he  hoping  for  a.  vote  on  this  amend- 
ment now? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  thought  the  discussion  was  pretty  well  ended, 
and  we  could  take  a  vote. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  If  the  Senate  is  ready  to  vote,  I  have  noth- 
ing to  say ;  but  I  am  satisfied  that  we  ought  not  to  stay  in  this 
atmosphere.  There  is  a  big  fire  in  the  neighborhood,  and  the 
air  Is  full  of  smoke.  We  are  going  to  have  a  fall  of  tempera- 
ture to-night.  This  is  no  time  to  have  irritated  noses  and 
throats;  and  we  ought  to  get  out  of  here  and  get  into  better 
air.  If  the  Senate  can  have  a  vote  I  am  willing  to  stay  a  little 
while,  but  not  long. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  we  vote  on 
this  amendment  not  later  than  20  minutes  to  5  o'clock. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     What  is  the  request  of  the  Senator? 

Mr.  HARRISON.  I  will  not  insist  on  it,  Mr.  President.  I 
wanted  to  say  a  few  things,  but  let  us  vote  now. 

The  VICE  I'RESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  committee. 

Several  Senators  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  First,  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ab.-ence  of  a  quorum  being 
suggested,  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names  : 


Allen 

As  hurst 

Berkley 

Binehain 

Blaine 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Broussard 

Capper 

Caraway 

fjonnally 

t  cipcianil 

('ousens 

Cutting 

Irtll 

FCKS 

Fletcher 
The   VICE 


Frarler 

George 

Gillett 

Glass 

Glenn 

(ioldxbo  rough 

Uule 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hastings 

Hatfield 

Hawps 

Havden 

llel>ert 

Heflin 

Howi'U 

Johnson 

Jone.s 

Kt>au 


Kendrick 

Keyes 

La  FoUette 

McCulloch 

McNary 

Moses 

Nurbeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

Robinson,  lud. 

Snckett 

Schall 

Sbeppard 

Shipstead 

8hortrldge 

Simmons 

Smith 


Rmoot 

StPlwer 

Stt^bens 

Swan  son 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  6kla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydings 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

WaUott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh,  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


PRESIDENT. 


Seventy-three  Senators  have  an- 
swered to  their  names.  A  quorum  is  present.  The  question  is 
on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  ilARRISUN  and  other  Senators  called  for  the  yeas  and 
nays,  and  they  were  ortlered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr    HARRISON.     I^t  the  question  be  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chikt  Clerk.  On  page  171,  paragraph  1102,  "Wools, 
not  specially  provided  for,  and  hair  of  the  Augoni  goat.  Cash- 
mere coat,  alpaca,  and  other  like  animals,  in  the  grea^je  or 
washed,"  on  line  21,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  "  34  cents  and 
Insert  "  31  cents." 

Mr   STEIWER.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr  STEIWER  Am  I  correct  in  my  understanding  that  a 
vote    "yea"    means   31    cents,    and    a    vote   "nay"    means   34 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Tlie  Senator  is  correct.    The  derk 

will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll. 

Mr  BRATTON  (when  his  name  was  called).  1  have  a  gen- 
eral fiair  with  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  I  Mr.  Reed],  who 
is  necessarily  absent  from  the  Chaml)er.  I  understand  that  if 
he  were  present  he  would  vote  as  I  intend  to  vote.  I  wiU  there- 
fore vote.    I  vote  "nay." 

Mr  FRAZIER  (when  Mr.  Brookhaet's  name  was  called). 
The  Junior  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Brookhakt]  Is  unavoidably 
absent.    If  he  were  present,  he  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr  OVERMAN  (when  his  name  was  called).     I  transfer  the 
pair  which  I  have  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr 
Warben]  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Kino]  and  wlU 
vote.    1  vote  "  yea."  . 

Mr  SMITH  (when  his  name  was  called).  1  have  a  pair  wltn 
the  senior  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  EdckI.  In  his  absence 
not  being  able  to  secure  a  transfer,  I  withhold  my  vote.  If  I 
were  at  lil)erty  to  vote,  I  should  vote  "  yea."    ^^      ,  ^ 

Mr  TOWNSEND  (when  his  name  was  called).  I  have  a  gen- 
eral pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr 
McKh^lab].     I  am  Infonned  that  If  he  were  present  he  would 


vote  as  I  intend  to  vote.    Therefore  I  am  at  liberty  to  vote.    I 

vote  "  nay."  ^      . . 

Mr.  TYDINGS  (when  his  name  was  calle<l ).  On  this  question 
I  have  a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Senator  from  Rlnnle 
Island  [Mr.  MBrrcALP].  As  he  would  vote,  If  present,  so  I  shall 
vote.    I  ask  that  my  vote  be  recorded.    I  vote  "  yea." 

The  rc^  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  Inquire  if  the  confirma- 
tion of  Mr.  Edge  this  morning  resulted  In  his  seat  being  vacated? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     It  did  not, 

Mr.  SMITH.  Some  one  suggested  that  the  confirmation  ob- 
viated the  necessity  of  his  taking  the  oath  here,  and  therefore 
that  his  seat  was  automatically  vacated.  I  want  to  keep  faith 
with  the  Senator,  but  do  not  want  to  do  the  vain  thing  of  pairing 
with  one  who  is  no  longer  a  Member  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  President,  the  senior  Semitor  friHU 
Iowa  [Mr.  Stbck]  is  necessarily  detained  from  the  Senate  by  his 
attendance  In  the  committee  of  the  Senate  appointed  to  attend 
the  funeral  of  the  late  Secretary  of  War.  the  HoiL  James  W. 
Good.  The  Senator  from  Iowa  has  a  general  pair  with  the 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Goitj)].  1  am  not  Informed  how 
either  of  the  Senators  would  vote  on  this  amendment. 

Mr  WALSH  of  Montana.  Mr.  President.  I  inquire  whether 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  after  the  statement  made,  has 
recorded  his  vote? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Did  the  Senator  from  South  Car«>- 

lina  vote? 

Mr.  SMITH.  I  did  not.  Tlie  Hiair  ruled  that  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersev  Is  still  a  Member  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  I  inquire  if  the  Vice  President  has 
made  any  inquiry  into  that  matter? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Tlie  Vice  President  asked  whether 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  had  either  taken  the  oath  of  office 
as  ambassador  or  had  resigned  from  the  Senate,  and  was  ad- 
vised that  neither  had  been  done.  The  Vice  President  is  of  the 
ojdnlon  that  until  the  Senator  takes  the  oath  of  office  he  remains 
a  Meinl)er  of  the  Senate,  unless  he  resigns  In  tlie  meantime. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana.  This  is  a  very  Imiwrtant  matter. 
The  Constitution  expressly  provides  that — 

No  person  holding  any  offlce  under  the  United  8tate«  shall  be  a 
Member  of  either  House  during  his  continuance  in  offlc*. 

I  take  It  that  these  offices  are  regai-ded  by  the  Constitution 
as  Inconsistent  offices,  and  the  acceptance  of  one  necessarily  op- 
erates to  vacate  the  other.  .    ,  .,, 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  has  in  mind  the  a<-tIon 
of  Senator  Keiiyoii,  of  Iowa,  when  he  was  appointed  a  judge. 
He  served  in  the  Senate  for  some  little  time  before  he  accepted 

the  position  as  judge.  .         ^,        t  w      u 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I'nless  the  Senator  from  New  .Jersey  has  been 

sworn  into  his  new  offlce,  there  is  no  conflict. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    That  is  the  understanding  of  the 

Chair. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  All  tliat  has  gone  on  so  far  may  have  gone  on 
without  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the   Senator   from   New 

Jersey 

Mr  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  I  am  informed  by  the  secre- 
tary of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  that  It  will  Ije  impossible 
to  comiuunjcate  with  the  Senator  until  6  o'clock  to-day.  There- 
fore he  has  not  learned  what  took  place  In  the  Senate  this 

morning.  .  ,      o.       ^      .. 

Mr  FESS.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  senior  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Watson]  has  a  general  pair  with  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Arkansas  [Mr.  R<«inbon].  I  do  not  know  how  either 
Senator  would  vote  if  present  and  free  to  vote. 

I  also  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
(Mr.  Greenk]  and  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Reed] 
are  necessarily  absent.  I  am  advised  that  if  present  these  Sena- 
tors would  vote  "  nay."  »,  .  ..     .     .      o 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Alabama  [Mr.  Black]  has  a  pair  with  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Goft]  on  this  question.  If  present, 
the  jmiior  Senator  from  Alabama  would  vote  "yea,"  and  the 
senior  Senator  from  West  Virginia  would  vote  "  nay." 

Mr  BRATTON.  I  desire  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  McKd-lak]  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
PiTTMAN]    are  detained  on  oflicial   business.     If  present,  they 

would  vote  "  nay."  .     x      ,  w 

Mr  GEORGE  (after  having  voted  in  the  affirmative).  I  have 
voted,  but  upon  this  matter  I  have  u  pair  with  the  senior  Sena- 
tor from  Colorado  [Mr.  Pnipps].  I  have  been  unable  to  obUln 
a  transfer,  and  I  therefore  withdraw  my  vote. 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  I  detdre  to  annoum-e  that  the  junior  Sena- 
tor from  Utah  [Mr.  King]  is  tletained  tnm  the  Senate  on  ac- 
count of  illness. 
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Mr.  WALSH  of  MoQtana.  On  this  question  I  am  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  jMr.  PittmanI.  If  at  liberty  to  vote, 
I  would  vote  "nay,"  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Prrx- 
man]  would  vote   '  .vea." 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  25,  nays  44.  as  follows : 

YEAS— 25 
Barkley  netcber  Keyes  Trammell 

Bin>;bain  GlftM  Norris  Tydlof^s 

BJease  Hale  Overman  Wagner 

Brook  Harris  SimmooH  Walnta,  Mass. 

Caraway  Harririon  Stfphi-Ds 

Copelan«l  Hawes  Swaiison 

Cousins  Ueflin  Thomas,  Okla. 

NAYS — 44 

Allen  Frazier  Kean  Scball 

Ashunit  Gillett  Keodrick  Slieppard 

Blaine  Ctlenii  I^  Follette  Shipstend 

Borab  Ooldnboroui^b  Md^alluch  Sbortrtdge 

Brattitn  Hastings  McNury  i^teiwcr 

Broussard  Hatfield  Moses  Thomas.  Idaho 

Capp«-r  Hayilen  Norbeck  Town.^end 

Conr.ally  Hebert  Nye  Vandenberg 

Cutting  Howell  Oddle  Walcott 

Dill  Johnson  Kobiiiiion,  Ind.         Waterman 

Fess  Jonen  Sackett  Wheeler 

NOT  VOTING  — 26 
Black                         Ooald  I'hippa 

Brookhart  Gr«>ene  Fine 

ImK-  Kin^  IMttman 


l»*«neen 
Kdpe 
George 
GoS 


McKeilar 
Ml  Master 
Metcalf 
Patteriwn 


Rao.deU 
Ree«l 

Rol'in.son,  Ark. 
Smith 


Smoot 
Steck 

Wal8h,  Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 


So  the  amendment  of  the  committee  was  rejected. 

EXBCUnvK  MESSAGES  REFEXRED 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Semite  sundry  execu- 
tive messages  from  the  President  of  the  Uniteil  States,  which 
were  referred  to  the  aw>ropriate  committees. 

RtXCSS 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  a  few  moments  ago  I  called 
attention  to  the  atmosphere  of  the  Senate  Chamt)er.  I  am  so 
hoarse  myself  that  I  can  liartlly  s|>eak.  There  is  a  big  fire  in 
the  nei;jhborhood  and  the  Senate  Chamber  is  full  of  smoke, 
which  is  irritating  to  the  bronchial  tubes  of  our  colleagues. 
Therefore  I  am  goiug  to  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess,  and 
I  hoi)e  that  when  we  do  take  the  recess  every  Senator  will  leave 
Capitol  mil  and  go  whore  the  air  is  better. 

I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  to-morrow  morning 
at  10  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreetl  to;  and  the  Senate  (at  4  o'clock  and 
55  minutes  p.  m.)  took  a  recess  until  to-morrow,  Friday,  Novem- 
ber 21,  1929,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


NOMINATIONS 
Execvtive   numinations   received,    by   the   Senate   November   21 
(legijtlattre  day  of  October  30),  1929 
Ambassador  Extkaoroinaby  and  Plenipotentiaky 
Walter  E.  Edge,  of  New  Jersey,  to  be  ambn.<*sador  extraordi- 
nary and  plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
Franc-e. 

Consul 
Henry  Carter,  of  Massachusetts,  now  a  Foreign  Service  officer 
of  class  5  and  a  secretary  in  the  Diplomatic  Service,  to  be  also 
•  consul  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

ASSATEB    OK    THE    MiNT 

Chester  W.  Ziegier,  of  Lansdowne.  Pa.,  to  be  assayer  of  the 
mint  of  the  United  States  at  Philadelphia,'  Pa.,  in  ^aoe  of 
Jacob  B.  Eckfeldt.  resigned. 

Member  or  tub  California  Debris  Commission 

Lieut.  Col.  Thomas  M.  Robins,  Corps  of  Engineers,  United 
States  Army,  for  appoiutment  as  a  member  of  the  California 
Debris  Commis,s|on  proviiled  for  by  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
March  1.  1S03,  entitled  "An  act  to  create  the  California  Debris 
Comniisslon  and  regiilate  hydraulic  mining  in  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia," vice  Lient.  Col.  J.  Franklin  Bell,  Corps  of  Engineers, 
United  States  Army,  relieved. 

Promotions  in  the  Navt 

Lieut.  Commander  Frederick  C.  Sherman  to  be  a  commander 
in  the  Navy  from  the  8th  day  of  November,  1929. 

Lieut.  (Junior  Grade)  Edward  B.  Arroyo  to  be  a  lieutenant  in 
the  Navy  from  the  1st  day  of  October,  1929. 

The  following-named  ensigns  to  be  lieutenants  (junior  grade) 
In  the  Navy  from  the  3d  day  of  June,  1929 : 

James  M.  Lane. 

Jared  A    Mason. 

Benjamin  F.  Thompkins. 


November  21 


1929 
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CONFIRMATION 

.Executive  nomination  confirmed   by  the   Senate  N(yv€mb€r  21 
(legislative  day  of  October  SO),  1929 
Ambassador  Extr-vordinabt  and  PLENipoTEa^TiABX 
Walter  E.  Edge,  to  France. 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Thuksday,  November  21,  1929 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon  and  was  called  to  order 
ly  the  Speaker. 

I  The  Chaplain.  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
1  he  following  prajer  : 

Thy  name,  O  Lord  God,  abides;  it  i.s  eternal.     The  angels 
)  ind  the  archangels  and  all  the  hosts  of  heaven  and  earth  unite 
n  praises  to  Thy  name  in  the  thrice  holy  choru.s :  "  Holy  !  Holy  ! 
loly !  Lord  Go<i  Almighty !  "    O  teach  us  through  this  song  how 
1  o  find  wisdom  in  ignorance,  strength  in  weakness,  rest  in  sor- 
row, and  light  in  darkness.     liefoie  Thee  we  confess  our  fail- 
ires  and  our  sins,     i)  blessed  hope,  sweet  comfort,  and  peace 
>eyond  understanding.     We  praise  Him   through   whose  dying 
Dve  and  blissful  presence  we  are  enabled  to  trust  truth,  purity. 
ntegritj-.  and  benevolence.     Through  the  Christ  these  are  tlie 
1  biding  realities  of  life.    Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  November  18,  1929,  was 
1  ead  and  approved. 

MESSAGE   FROM    THE    SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Craven,  its  principal  clerk, 
innounced  that  the  Senate  had  pa.s.sed  u  bill,  a  joint  resolution, 
I  nd  a  concuiTont  re.solutlon  of  the  following  titles,  in  which 
t  ae  concui  rence  of  the  House  i.s  n^quested : 

S.  1909.  An  act  to  extend  the  times  for  commencing  and  com- 
lleting  the  construction  of  the  bridge  across  the  Kio  Grande 
s  t  or  near  Weslaco,  Tex. ; 

S.J.  Res.  82.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  payment  of 
salaries  of  the  officers  and  employees  of  Congres.s  for  Novem- 
t  er,  1929,  on  the  27th  day  of  that  month ;  and 

S.  Con.  Res.  19.  Concurrent  resolution  providing  for  sine  die 
a  djotimment  of  the  present  session  of  Congress  on  Noveml)er  22, 
1929. 

The  message  also  annotinced  that  the  Vice  President  had  ap- 
rointed  Mr.  Smoot  and  Mr.  Simmons  members  of  the  special 
J  )int  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  as  provided  for  in 
t  le  act  of  February  16,  1889,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  March 
' ,  1895,  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  and  provide  for  the  dis- 
josition  of  useless  papers  in  the  executive  dei>artments,"  for 
t  le  disposition  of  useless  papers  in  the  Treasury  Department. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  Vice  I»resi(lent  had  ap- 
jolnted  Mr.  Phipps  and  Mr.  McKei.lar  meml>ers  of  the  special 
J  )lnt  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  as  provided  for  In 
t  le  act  of  February  16,  1889,  as  amendtnl  by  the  act  of  Mareh 
S ,  1895,  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  and  provide  for  the  dis- 
jOFltion  of  useless  papers  in  the  executive  departments,"  for 
tpe  disposition  of  useless  papers  in  the  Post  Office  Department. 

BWEARINO    IN    OF    MEMBERS 

Mr.  Pkavet  and  Mr.  Gavaoan  appeared  at  the  bar  of  the 
]|[ouse  and  took  the  oath  of  office. 

PAY   or   PACES 

Mr.  WOOD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  for  the 
riresent  consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution  130,  which  I 
apnd  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Honse  Joint  Resolution  1.30 
Jblnt  resolntioo   to  provide  for  the  compensation  of  page  boys  of  the 

Senate   and    House   of   Representatives   during   the   entire    month    of 

November,  1929 

Retolted,  etc..  That  the  indefinite  appropriation.^  for  the  pay  of  pages 
fkr  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  respectively,  contained  in 
t  le  act  entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for  certain  expenwa  of 
t  le  legislative  branch  Incident  to  the  first  session  of  the  Seventy  first 
Congress,"  approved  April  26,  1929,  aiu  hereby  extended  to  cover  the 
c  »nipensatlon  of  such  pages  at  the  numbers  and  rates  of  pay  provided 
t  lereln  for  the  entire  month  of  November,  1929. 

The  SPEAKF]R.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present  considera- 
tion of  House  Joint  Resolution  130? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a 
t|drd  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  Joint  resolution 
V  as  passed  was  laid  on  the  table. 


PAY  OF  EMPLOTEE8 

Mr  WOOD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  take 
from  the  Speaker's  table  Senate  Joint  Resolution  82,  authorizing 
the  pavment  of  salaries  to  the  officers  and  employees  of  Congress 
for  November,  1929,  on  the  27th  day  of  that  month,  just  sent 
over  from  the  Senate,  and  consider  the  same. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  from  Indiana  asks  unani- 
mous consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker's  table  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  82  and  consider  the  same.    Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  Senate  joint  reso- 
lution. 

The  Clerii  read  as  follows: 

Senate  Joint  Resolution  82 
Resolved .  etc.,  That  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  are  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  the 
officers  and  employees  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives, 
Including  the  Capitol  poUce,  the  ofBce  of  legislative  counsel,  and  em- 
ployees paid  on  vouchers  under  authority  of  resolutions,  tlielr  respective 
salaries  for  the  month  of  November,  1929.  on  the  27th  day  of  that 
month. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a 
third  time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  joint  resolution 
was  agreed  to  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PROPCSED     investigation     OF    CICRTAIN    FEATURES    OF    THE    TARIFF 

LOBBY 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  five  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  these 
five  minutes  in  order  to  read  into  the  Congressional  Record  a 
resolution  which  I  have  just  placed  in  the  bill  hopper,  so  that 
the  Members  of  this  body  may  have  an  opportunity  to  carefully 
consider  it,  because  I  know  that  a  majority  of  them  after  care- 
ful consideration  will  support  it 

The  resolution  is  as  follows : 

House  Resolution  69 

Resolicd,  That  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  De- 
partments of  the  House  of  Representatives,  or  a  subcommittee  thereof 
to  be  appointed  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  is  empowered  and 
Instructed   to  inquire  into  Uie  actlvitleg  of  lobbying   associations  and 

lobbyists.  ^         ^    . 

To  ascertain   of  what  their  activities  consist,   how  much  and  from 

what  source  they  obtain  their  revenues. 

How  much  of  these  moneys  they  expend  and  for  what  purpose  and  in 

what  manner. 

What  effort  they  put  forth  to  affect  legislation. 

Said  committee  shall  have  the  power  to  subpoena  witnesses,  admin- 
ister oaths,  send  for  books  and  papers,  to  employ  a  gtenographer  at  a 
cost  not  exceeding  25  cents  per  100  words  to  report  such  hearings  as 
may  be  had  on  any  subject  before  said  committee  or  subcommittee 
thereof,  do  those  things  necessary  to  make  Uie  InvestigaUon  thorough, 
and  to' Bit  during  the  session  or  during  any  recess  of  the  House  and 
at  such  places  as  the  committee  may  deem  advisable ;  be  It  further 

Rc%olied,  That  said  committee  shaU  particularly  inveatlgate  the  Raw- 
lelgh  Tariff  Bureau  and  the  election  campaign  contribuUons  of  persons 
connected  with  said  bureau.  ,   „    , 

Said  committee  shall  investigate  the  collections  by  Richard  H.  Lee, 
of  New  -York,  amounUng  to  thousands  of  doUars,  which  were  furnished 
to  the  La  FoUette  Progressive  Republican  Club  of  Milwaukee  County, 
Wis.,  and  expended  by  said  club  in  the  1928  primary  election  campaign 
In  violation  of  the  Wisconsin  corrupt  practices  acts,  and  determine 
their  reUtionship  to  the  lobby  activities  of  public  utilities,  which  are  a 
part  and  parcel  of  one  branch  of  the  Power  Trust ;  be  it  further 

Resolved  That  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  In  the  Executive  De- 
partments of  the  House  of  Representatives,  or  a  I  subcommittee  thereof 
to  be  appointed  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee.  Is  directed  forth- 
with to  request  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  It  under  the  Internal  revenue  laws,  to  furnish  the  committee 
at  the  earliest  practicable  date  a  statement  In  detaU  for  each  of  the 
taxable  years  1922  to  1928,  Inclusive,  of  the  profits  or  losses,  as  the 
case  may  be.  and  a  separate  sUtement  for  each  of  said  years  of  each 
of  the  following  Itema: 

Gross  sales  from  trading  or  manufacturing,  less  goods  returned,  and 
any  allowances  or  discounts  from  the  sale  price ;  and 

(a)  Inventory  at  beginning  and  close  of  each  year ; 

(b)  Merchandise  bought  for  sale  for  each  year; 

(c)  Cost  of  manufacturing  or  otherwise  producing  goods  separately 
(1)  salaries  and  wages,  exclusive  of  compensation  of  officers;  (2)  mate- 
rial and  suppUes;  and  (3)  compensation  «'  °«^" '  «'  ^J*  ^J^J!" 
who«;  name,  the  committee,  or  the  majority  or  mtaorlty  members 
thereof  may  from  time  to  time  during  the  consideration  by  the  Con- 


gress of  the  pending  Uriff  legislation  transmit  to  the  Secretary  aa 
being  the  names  of  taxpayers  whose  business  Is.  in  the  opinion  of  the 
committee,  or  of  the  majority  or  minority  members  thereof.  aff.H-ted  by 
the  pending  tariff  legislation  in  so  far  as  such  profits  or  losses  ore 
contained  in  or  shown  by  the  Income  tax  and  capital-stock  tax  returns 
of  such  taxpayers,  segregated,  so  far  ^c  may  be  practicable,  to  show 
the  proflU  or  losses,  as  the  case  may  be.  In  the  aeveral  branches  or 
departments  of  the  business  of  such  taxpayer.  * 

All  expenses  of  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  In  the  Executive  De- 
partments In  conducting  the  Investigation  outlined  In  this  resolution 
shaU  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  of  Reprew'nta- 
tlves  upon  vouchers  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee  and 
be  immediately  avaihible.  and  the  total  expenditure  of  not  to  exce«d 
$5,000  Is  hereby  authorised. 

Mr  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  SiMjaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  upon  the  resolut  ou 
that  1  have  just  introduced  which  provides  for  an  investigatiim 
of  certain  features  of  the  tariff  lobby,  and  to  incorporate  therein 
certain  extracts  from  committee  hearings  as  are  necessary  to 
bring  the  complete  picture  to  the  attention  of  the  Members  of 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FRiiL\R.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro- 
ceed for  one  minute 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection.  ,   .,       ■     .        a 

Mr  FREAR  Mr.  Speaker,  of  course,  the  resolution  just  read 
is  a  surprise  to  all  the  members  of  the  Wisconsin  delegation,  I 
assume  However,  I  do  not  beUeve  there  Is  any  member  of  the 
Wisconsin  delegation  or  any  other  delegation  who  objects  to 
any  legitimate  investigation  in  regard  to  anything  that  is  im- 
proper or  lUegal,  but  to  have  this  investigation  dlrecteil,  ,as  I 
heard  it  read,  solely  to  one  or  two  persons  seems  to  me  most 
unusual  and  the  purpose  of  it  can  be  readily  understood. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Si)eaker,  wUl  the  gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr.  FREAR.    Yes. 

Mr  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  This  Is  not  directed  to  one  or 
two  persons  The  committee  can  investigate  any  angle  of  the 
tariff  lobby  It  desires,  although  the  resolution  particularly  sets 
out  several  sections  of  said  lobby  which  I  assure  the  gentleman 
should  be  investigated. 

Mr  FREAR  Just  one  moment  more,  if  the  Clxalr  will  pernnt. 
I  feel  there  is  no  objection  upon  the  part  of  anyone,  and  there 
ought  not  to  be,  to  a  fair  and  legitimate  investigation  of  any 
irregularities  that  are  believed  to  occur  in  any  State  or  l«ed- 
eral  matter ;  but  to  liave  the  affairs  of  my  State  brought  before 
the  House  if  I  understoo«l  the  reading,  is  unusual,  which  the 
House  wiU  readily  appreciate.  I  do  not  desire  to  say  anything 
further  at  this  time. 

MAJ.  GEN.   WILUAM  O.    HAAN   AND  THE  THIRTY-SBOOND  DIVISION   IW 

THE    WORLO    WAR 

Mr  CRAMTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record  by  inserting  therein  the  ad- 
dre«*ses  of  Governor  Kohler,  of  Wisconsin,  and  of  Att»>mey  Gen- 
eral Brucker,  of  Michigan,  who  represents  the  G<ivernor  of 
Michigan— and  they  are  brief  addressee— which  were  delivered 
at  the  recent  unveiling  of  the  monument  In  Arlington  Cemetery 
to  General  Haan.  who  commanded  the  Thirty-second  Dl\islon. 
chiefly  Wisconsin  and  Michigan  National  Guard,  in  the  World 
War.  The  addres-ses  contain  historical  data  which  I  thought 
should  be  permanentiy  preserved. 

Mr.  SCHAF'ER  of  Wisconsin.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentle- 
man yield? 
Mr.  CRAMTON.    Certainly.  ,     ,  .,    , 

Mr  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Will  the  gentleman  Include  m 
his  request  a  record  of  Uie  complete  program?  I  have  received 
a  conmiunlcatlon  from  the  chairman  of  the  committee  on  ar- 
rangements. In  which  he  states  tiiat  he  is  rrbtalnlng  the  entire 
program  with  a  view  to  having  It  inserted  in  the  Rboord. 

Mr  CKAMTON.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  that  is  quite 
agreeable  to  me;  but  under  the  somewhat  restricted  practice 
of  the  House  as  to  extensions,  I  fear  I  might  not  be  able  to  get 
consent  But  these  two  addresses  have  important  data  which 
should  be  preserved.  If  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  wants 
to  supplement  my  request  with  one  of  his  own,  I  shall  not 

object.  ^.    ^.     . 

The  SPE.VKER.    Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection.  .^  ..        »_ 

Mr  CRAMTON.    Mr.  Speaker,  under  the  leave  granted  me  by 

the  House  I  present  here  addresses  by  Hon.  Walter  J    Kohler, 

Governor   of   the   State   of   Wisconsin,    and    Hon.    Wlilier    M. 

Brucker,  attorney  general  of  the  State  of  Michigan,  representing 
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the  Rovemor  of  that  State,  beinR  the  principal  addresses  dellv- 
ervd  at  the  unveiling  of  the  monument  to  the  late  MaJ.  Gen. 
William  George  Haan  at  his  burial  place  in  Arlington  National 
Cemetery  Noveml»er  9,  1929.  General  Haan  commanded  the 
Thirty-second  Division  in  the  World  War,  and  his  fame  and  the 
glory  of  this  historic  organization,  almost  entirely  National 
Guard  troops  of  Wisconsin  and  Michigan,  are  forever  indls- 
solably  interwoven.  To  the  brilliant  and  resourceful  leadership 
of  this  highly  trained  and  efficient  officer  the  Thirty-second  Divi- 
sion made  always  heroic  response.  It  owed  its  very  continuance 
as  a  definite  fighting  unit  in  the  greatest  military  struggle  of 
all  time  to  hi.s  interest  and  his  initiative.  No  division  of  troops 
of  any  army  performed  more  glorious  service  than  our  Red 
Arrow  Division,  and  so  they  justified  the  faith  and  the  wisdom 
of  their  great  leader. 

These  addresses  of  Governor  Kohler  and  Attorney  General 
BnK'ker  contain  important  historicid  data  which  should  be  made 
permanently  available. 

ADDRESS  0»  OCT.    WALTEK  J.    KOHLER,  OF   WISCONSIN 

The  d«lifation  of  a  permanent  memorial  to  MaJ.  Gen.  William  George 
Ilaau  at  ArlJiiKton  Notional  Cemetery  is  not  only  a  tribute  of  respect 
to  a  great  citizen  and  soldier  but  Is  also  a  tribute  of  aflPection. 

<>i  nt-ral  Uaan'^  record  reveals  htm  as  a  man  of  conspicuons  ability, 
who  developed  strength  through  the  practice  of  thoroughness  and  In- 
tense application  which  characterized  his  entire  career.  Advancing 
through  hi3  own  efforts  from  modest  beginnings  to  unusual  eminence,  he 
knew  and  sympathized  with  the  problems  of  his  fellow  men. 

It  was  my  privilege  to  have  made  the  acquaintance  of  General  Haan 
nearly  20  years  ago.  and  so  I  speak  from  p*>rsonal  knowledge  when  I 
refer  fo  his  sympathetic  understanding  and  human  qualities. 

He  was  born  on  an  Indiana  farm  October  4,  1863,  the  son  of  parents 
who  hod  emigrated  from  Germany. 

Following  the  early  training  of  a  district  school  and  of  a  near-by 
higrt  srhool,  ho  received  an  appointment  to  the  United  States  Military 
Acadtmy  at  West  Point,  where  he  was  graduated  la  18S9  with  high 
honors. 

In  1903  he  married  Margaret  El.  Haan,  of  San  Mateo,  Calif.,  a  woman 
of  charm  and  culture,  whose  constant  support  and  faithful,  true-hearted 
help  added  greatly  to  his  constructive  progn-ss. 

lie  spent  his  entire  adult  life  in  the  military  service  of  his  conntry 
until  his  retirement  in  1922.  Commencing  as  a  second  lieutenant  of 
Artillery,  he  progressed  steadily,  and  a  consecutive  reading  of  his  mili- 
tary record  shows  an  unbroken  series  of  commendations  nnd  promotions. 

In  tile  war  with  Spain  he  went  to  the  rhilippine  Islunds.  a  member 
of  General  Merrltf^  expeditionary  force;  won  a  brevet  for  daring  con- 
dact ;  was  honorably  mentioned  In  general  orders  "  for  distinguished 
conduct  In  the  attack  on  Manila,  August  13,  1898  •* ;  was  recommended 
"  fgr  bravery,  efficiency,  and  energy ''  In  un  attack  on  the  Filipinos 
near  Manila.  February  l."?,  1899;  and  was  promoted  to  a  captaincy  and 
maile  acting  quartermaster  October  17,   1898. 

Followuig  the  close  of  the  war  hu  the  rhillppines,  he  was  assigned 
to  the  (kncral  Staff  and  studied  in  the  Army  War  College,  from  which 
be  was  graduated. 

He  acted  as  chief  of  staff  for  Gens.  Frederick  T.  Funston  and  A.  W. 
Greeley  at  the  time  of  the  San  Francisco  disaster,  and  was  highly  com- 
mended by  t^m.  In  1906  and  1907,  when  an  army  was  sent  to  Cuba, 
he  was  adjutant  general.  General  Wetherspoon  said  of  him  that  he 
had  "shown  the  greatest  skill  and  administrative  ability  In  the  conduct 
of  that  ofllce,  adding  much,  in  my  opinion,  to  his  already  well-earned 
reputation." 

He  commanded  at  various  other  times  some  of  the  most  Important 
coast  defenses  of  the  country,  including  Fort  Wadsworth.  on  Staten 
Island.  N.  Y. ;  the  defenses  of  Boston,  Mass.,  and  Fort  Tctten,  on  Long 
Island. 

In  1912  he  was  selected  for  the  second  time  to  8«^e  with  the 
General  Staff  as  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  and  afterwards  as  chief  of 
staff  for  the  Eastern  Department  at  Governors  Island,  where  he  won 
high  praise  from  his  superiors.  Gens.  Thomas  Barry  and  I.«onard 
Wood.  General  Barry  and  others  recomoiended  him  for  Chief  of  the 
Coast  ^Vrtiilery  and  for  brigade  command. 

These  are  duuracteristic  i>ages  of  his  record  prior  to  our  entrance  Into 
the  World  War. 

In  the  late  summer  of  1917  troops  from  Wisconsin  and  Michigan 
began  to  poor  into  Waco,  Tex.,  and  plans  wore  made  for  the  formation 
of  the  Thirty-second  Division.  Colonel  Haan,  promoted  to  brigadier 
general,  was  then  made  commander  of  the  Fifty-seventh  Artillery  Bri- 
gade. Upon  the  assignment  a  few  weeks  later  of  General  I'arker  to 
duties  abroad.  General  Haan  was  placed  in  command  of  the  Thirty- 
J^eoond  Division,  with  which  his  name  and  fame  will  ever  be  associated. 

He  trained  his  troops  with  characteristic  vigor  and  thoroughness, 
with  the  result  that  the  Thirty-second  led  many  other  divisions  through- 
out the  United  Btatea  in  preparation  for  overseas  doty.  The  sailing 
schedule  was  advanced  and  the  Red  Arrows,  later  called  Les  Ter- 
rlbles,  were  sent  to  France  ahead  of  a  number  of  other  dlTisions.  In 
December,  1017,  Brigadier  General  Haan  was  appointed  a  major  gen- 
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lal  of  the  National   Army,  and   the  division   was  ordered   to   the  seat 
<|f  war  in  France. 

General  Haan's  confident  prediction  of  the  effectiveness  of  the  division 
ind  his  deep  interest  in  his  soldiers  were  Indicated  in  his  earnest  pro- 
test against  using  them  as  replacement  troops.  Many  of  the  men  in 
tlie  Thirty-second  had  already  been  transferred  to  other  divisions,  but 
ttie  process  was  halted  and  by  meaas  of  replacements  the  strength  of 
tpe   Thirty-second   was   restored. 

After  weeks  of  strenuous  training  under  General  Haan's  Immediate 
f^pei-vision  the  Thirty-second  went  into  its  first  hard  battle  on  July  28, 
1918,  with  the  French  Sixth  Army,  and  was  continuously  In  combat, 
or  Just  behind  the  firing  line  In  reserve,  from  that  date  until  the 
armistice.  Its  first  fighting  was  on  the  Marne,  northward  from  Chateau- 
rry.  and  resulted  In  heavy  casualties  amounting  to  about  4,000. 
Following  the  Second  Battle  of  the  Mnrne,  General  Ilaan's  division 
transferred  to  the  Tenth  French  Army,  commanded  by  General 
Sfangln,  and  against  the  most  desperate  resistance  captured  the  village 
Juvigny  and  surrounding  strong  enemy  territory.  This  action  re- 
agaln  in  heavy  casualties,  the  lo.sses  amounting  to  about  3,.'<X) 
;  but  the  result  of  the  victory  was  not  only  the  capture  of  the  key 
p|38ltlon  but  the  taking  of  a  thousand  prisoners  as  well  as  large  quan- 
tles  of  material. 

The  fighting  around  Juvigny  demonstratt-d  the  quality  of  the  soldiers 
cf>mposlng    the    Thirty-second    Division,    the    splendid    training    General 
aan  had  given  them,   their  implicit  confldenre  in   his   leadership,   and 
clear  grasp  of  tiio  military  problem.      (Jeneral   Mangin   was  enthusl- 
in  his  commendation  of  General  Haan  and  of  his  men. 
It  was,   however,  as  a   unit   of  the  first  American   Army  and  under 
orders  of  the  American  high  command,  that   the  Thirty-second  was 
perform    its    mo.st    arduous    and    brilliant    service.     In    the    Meuse- 
f.nne  offensive   the  division   was  in   the   front   line  continuously   for 
days,   driving  the   enemy   l>ack   8Uj    kilometers,   capturing   over    1.100 
pHsoners  and  taking  great  quantities  of  material,  at  a  cost,  however,  of 
oier  6,000  casualties. 

This   brilliant   and   successful    attack    against    the    Cote    Dame    -Marie 

the  enemy  from  a  key  positinn  and  won  for  General  Haan  and 

Thirty-second    Division    the    highest    praise    and    most    distinguUhcil 

nors.     The  general  received  an  additional  silver  star  througli  a  clta- 

In   the  War  Department  general  orders,  and  was  awarded  the  con- 

ssional  distinguished-';ervlce  medal  and   the   French   croix  de   guerre. 

making  him  a  connnander  of  the  Legion  of  Honor.     Following  the  war 

was  decorated  with  the  Italian  order  of  the  crown. 

The  Fr«>nch  citation,  which   was  typical,  reads  as  follows:  "He  com- 
nded  the  Thirty-second  Division   in  a  remarkable  manner  during  the 
rations   which  ended   in   the   retaking  of   the   Chemin-des-I^mes   and 
Thanks    to    his    tactical    sense,    to    his    strategical    skill,    to    his 
umitaltle  tenacity,   and   to   the   mairnlflcent   spirit   of  bis   troops,   who 
absolute  confidence  in  their  commander,  he  advanced  several  kilome- 
and  captured  the  important  position  at  Juvigny,  which  the  enemy 
defending  with  desperate  obstinacy." 
rremler  Clemenceau.  of  France,    in   a  letter  to  General   Haan,   said  : 
rrom   May  to  November,   1918.  the  Thirty-second   Division   passed    120 
s  on  the  firing  line.  35  of  which  were  passed  in  very  severe  liattles. 
enemy  tire  cost  It  14,268  men.     You  engaged  successfully  L'O  Germ;in 
.isions.     Never  did  you  yield  them  an  inch  of  ground." 
It  was  an   additional   and   high   tribute  to   the  men  and  their  leader 
t  the  Thirty-second  was  selected  by  General  Pershing  »s  one  of  the 
three  divisions  to  compo.se  the  American  Array  of  Occipntlon  and   was 
a4<igQed  to  hold  the  Coblenz  bridgehead,     .\bout  the  same  time  General 
n  was  promoted  to  the  command  of  the  Seventh  Corps,  which  it  wns 
diflltult   task    to   organize,      Ue    received   at   this   time   the    rank    of 
btfgndier  general   In   the  Regular  Army.     When   In   the  spring   of   1919 
Thirty-second   was   ordered   home.   General    Haan    reque8tt«d   and   re- 
prrmission  to  return  with  his  old  division. 
Following    the    war    the    President    assigned    him     the    position    of 
director  of  war  plans  of  the  General   Stoff,  making  him  responsible  for 
reorganization  of  the  Army.      His  conception   of  the  national   land 
rces,   (Jonslsting  of  the   Regular  Army,   the  National   Guard,   and   the 
Oiganlzod  Res«'rve8,  was  adopted. 

In  July,  1020,  he  became  a  major  general  In  the  Regu'ar  Army,  and 

March  31.  1922,  at  his  own  request,  he  went  on  the  retired  list.     He 

a  resident  of  Milwaukee,  where  he  engaged  in  Journalistic  work. 

On  Sunday,  October  26,  1924,  General  Haan  passed  away  at  the  Mount 

Veterans'  Hospital  in  Washington. 
It  is  fitting  that  In  this  resting  place  of  the  Nation's  heroes  wo  dcdi- 
:e  a  permanent  memoHal  to  this  great  but  modest  man,  a  man   who 
himself  long  and  falthfuUy,  proved  equal  to  the  heaviest  respon- 
In  peace  and  in  war,  and  exercised  his  gift  of  leadership  with 
lllant  success  and  with  commendable   repard   for  all   associated    with 
He  left  a  record  of  remarkable  achievement   and   of  unblemished 
character. 
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it  is  approprhite  that  In  these  ceremonies  the  States  of  Michigan  and 
'  sconsin,  and  particularly  the  veterans  of  the  Thirty-second   Division 
lo  served  with  General  Haan  In  the  World  War,  should  play  a  repre- 
sentative part. 
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It  la  a  privUege  to  express  the  sentiments  of  pride,  respect  and 
affection  of  the  people  of  the  two  great  Commonwealths  and  the  sol^leri 
of  the  Thirty-second  for  this  great  leader.  In  whose  memory  this 
memorial  is  now  to  be  unveiled. 


ADDRB88  OF   WIU.«K  U.   BBCCKBE.   ATPOBSBT   QBKSBAI.  0»    MICHIOAK 

I  am  directed  by  the  Hon.  Fred  W.  Green,  Governor  of  Michigan,  to 
convey  to  this  aasemblage  hU  very  keen  regret  that  be  can  not  be  here 
to-day  to  express  hla  own  peraonal  tribute  of  respect  to  the  memory  cl 
Gen.  William  G.  Haan  from  the  people  of  Michigan. 

It  la  indeed  a  high  patriotic  privilege  to  be  here.  Arlington  and 
sacrifice  are  synonymous.  No  man  can  stand  on  this  hallowed  ground 
without  feeling  the  ah«)lute  futility  of  expressing  the  realUation  that 
here  Ue  thousands  of  our  hero  dead  who  gave  the  best  years  of  their 

life  for  America.  ^  ^  „  •  *^ 
In  the  hectic  days  of  1917  when  American  was  frantically  going  to 
war  trying  In  its  own  characteristic  way  to  embrace  the  blessings  of 
pretiaredness  in  a  fortnight,  some  divinely  Inspired  hand  must  have 
written  the  order  tliat  brigaded  together  the  National  Guard  troops  of 
two  great  sister  Statea,  Wisconsin  and  Michigan,  to  form  the  Thirty- 
second  Division.  Over  12  years  later,  when  the  din  and  noise  of  batUe 
have  long  since  been  hushed,  it  is  again  peculUrly  significant,  and  almost 
like  a  page  from  the  Hiad  and  Odyssey,  that  the  friendly  rivalry  of 
these  same  two  sister  SUtes  should  again  b^  united  In  common  peaceful 
purpose  to  do  honor  to  the  great  leader  of  our  division.  Memory  loads 
us  on  and  back  again.  

Every  man  is  the  product  of  his  time.  No  man  more  tr^ly  typifies 
the  highest  traditions  of  the  American  officer  from  Goorge  Washington 
down  To  the  present  day  than  General  Haan.  Schooled  in  the  mUitarj 
Klence  at  West  Point,  groomed  In  the  postgraduate  course  of  hard 
Sock,  in  junior  command  of  troops,  experienced  in  tacUcs  from  close 
contact  with  the  various  arms  of  the  service.  General  Haan  came  up 
through  the  ranks.  If  Providence  had  intended  it.  every  day  from 
5u^l8^  when  he  entered  the  MlUtary  Academy,  until  September 
1917  when  he  assumed  command  of  the  Bed  Arrow  Division,  he  couid 
not  have  been  better  prepared  for  that  tremendous  undertaking.  It  was 
as  though  his  life  had  been  planned  that  way  from  the  beginning. 

Leadership  Is  no  coincidence.  Men  do  not  s-.cceed  on  any  Pennanent 
basis  as  leaders  of  men  without  the  lasting  virtues  of  leadership  For- 
Un'  may  help,  influence  may  hasten,  but  the  leadership  that  call,  men 
together  a  decade  after  it  has  been  finished  In  solemn  recognition  of 
greltness  U  based  upon  genius  combined  with  years  of  toll  and  prepa- 

"Z\  was  with  the  leadership  of  General  ^'^^■^^'^^^'^^Jf. 
aw^umed  command  at  Waco,  Tex.,  he  was  instinctively  "  the  chlef^ 
NoTne  was  left  In  doubt  after  the  first  day  but  that  he  "had  the 
rttuaSon  well  m  hand."  Discipline  was  his  handmaiden.  He  breathed 
Uand  he  lived  It  It  was  his  creed  and  his  apotheosis.  Naturally  it 
descended  upon  the  division  as  the  foremost  requirement  of  access 
Tt^n  followed  the  banishment  of  that  defeatist  thory.  which  was  abroad 
in  t^e  land  that  we  would  never  really  "get  into  It."  but  that  the  war 
wou^d  'li  wontfore  we  "got  In."  Uke  a  blight  thl.  Iniquitous  un- 
Tounded  belief  crushed  the  morale.  General  Haan  cleared  the  at- 
mTphereTlke  a  morning  sun  when  he  dispeUed  all  doubts  and  paved 
th  wnv  for  the  divisional  fighting  spirit. 

B^;  another  es«,ntlal  element  was  needed-loyal  ioUow-""^\\Tr.i^ 
too,  was  no  coincidence.  The  flower  of  these  two  8;«X»  "»*^^^^'^.  ^^^ 
leadership  of  General  Haan.  The  officers  and  men  of  these  two  SUtes 
had  b-n  tolling  and  ceasele«dy  preparing  the  National  Gnjird  fo,  " 
emergency.  This  wa.  scoffed  at  by  large  numbers  of  our  people  who 
o^XH^d  any  expenditure  or  move  In  the  direction  of  preparedness,  calling 
tt  ^militarism "  But  thanklessly  they  tolled  on  to  prepare  a  «»aU 
Ly  of  men  for  our  national  defen*^,  men  who  had  •^-«^  «°  ^  J*"^" 
can  border  In  1918  and  had  seen  enough  of  the  service  to  reall«e  the 
seriousness  of  the  grim  Job  of  war. 

From  this  unloD  of  peerless  leadership  and  loyal  followershlp  there 
was  bonded  a  divisional  esprit  de  corps  that  was  not  surpassed  In  the 
Ihc.le  American  Expeditionary  Forces.  No  wonder  the  brilliant  record 
of  General  Haan  resulted.  To  honor  him  Is  likewise  tc  honor  every 
officer  and  man  of  the  Bed  Arrow  Division. 

But  C^eneral  Haan  had  also  a  high  wnse  of  loyalty  to  hi.  command 
that  had  no  superior  anywhere.  When  upon  Its  arrival  oversea,  the 
Thirty-second  Division  seemed  destined  to  the  Ignominy  of  being  a  re- 
placement  dlvislon-here  It  was  that  General  Haan  displayed  an  abso- 
fute  loyalty  to  his  command.  With  dogged  persistence  in  the  belief 
that  the  splendid  fighting  spirit  of  the  Bed  Arrow  should  not  be  sacri- 
st n^dlessly ;  undaunted  by  discouragement,  unfaltering  because 
of  the  dismal  prospect,  he  fought  for  his  command,  determin^  to  p^ 
serve  the  integrity  of  this  great  fighting  machine  for  the  Star,  and 
^t^pe.:  Who  knows  what  might  have  been  the  delay  in  the  final 
So^  result  had  it  not  been  for  the  preservation  of  the  Red  Arrow 
with  u/«mbat  morale  beating  with  triphammer  blows  In  the  drive 
of  the  late  summer  and  early  fall  of  19187 

It  may  be  truly  «iid  that  the  spirit  of  G«»eral  H«n  J*-  ^^  •P^J 
of  the  ivlBlon.     Defeat  never  once  entered  hi.  head.     Neither  did  It 


occur  to  the  officers  and  men  of  the  dlvUlon.  la  the  three  major 
offenseiH-first,  from  the  Ourcq  to  the  Veale ;  second,  in  the  Olw^Atene ; 
third  m  the  Meuse-Argonnc^thls  spirit  was  the  chief  element  of  hard- 
won  victory.  How  General  Haan  must  have  gloried  In  the  dash  and 
courage  of  those  men  he  had  trained !  How  hi.  heart  «">"*  have  been 
heavy  for  the  14.000  who  suffered  the  caroalties  of  war !  Did  his  pre- 
cept and  example  wicceedT     The  answer  ha.  been  written  deeply  In  the 

heart  of  America.  ^  ^.     *.  «  »».j„ 

If  ever  a  service  wa.  timely.  It  U  thta  one.  The  dedication  of  thl. 
monument  comes  at  the  annirtlce  iwawn  a.  the  tribute  of  thousands  of 
.urvlvlng  veterans  of  the  Bed  Arrow  Division.  It  Is  being  unveiled  at 
an  hour  when  we  uncover  our  hearts  in  gratitude  for  the  victory  that 
this  day  represents. 

Michigan  Is  proud  to  Join  in  honoring  this  fallen  leader  and  to  ttj  to 
him  In  Blncerest  eulogy.  In  the  word,  of  the  immortal  Scott: 
"  Soldier  rest ;  thy  warfare'  o'er, 

Sleep  the  sleep  that  kno^-s  not  breaking; 
Dream  of  battle  field,  no  more. 

Day.  of  danger,  night,  of  waking." 


6ANTA   CX^US 

Mr.  LANKFORD  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Si>eaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  tbe  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr  LANKFORD  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  recent  Issue  of 
the  Washington  Star  carried  a  front-page  cartoon  In  which 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Is  shown  as  favoring  tax  rtiluc- 
tions  for  those  with  a  large  income  and  In  effect  aLso  favc^ring 
most  splendid  donations  from  the  United  States  Treasury  to 
the  big  rich,  while  CJongress  Is  pictured  as  a  very  jolly  Indi- 
vidual; dancing  around  with  much  delight,  and  exclaiming. 
"  Oh.  goody !     That'll  be  great  stuff  for  Uie  Christmas  stockings 

back  home!"  ,    m  i  t         i*i» 

Thus  Congress  Is  pictured  as  gladly  and  notou.sly  joining  with 
the  multimillionaire. Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  acting  hanta 
Clans  to  the  extremely  rich  of  the  Nation.  This  cartoon  Is  an 
absolutely  true  reprw^entation  in  so  far  as  a  large  majority  of 
Congress  is  concerned.  It  Is  not  a  true  ^^re^^t^^on  ot  a 
minority  of  us.  Too  many,  in  Congress  and  out,  feel  that  the 
millionaires  constitute  all.  „„,.„«„. 

When  a  bill  Is  suggested  to  help  the  man  with  an  enormous 
income  and  tremendous  wealth  the  majority  of  Republicans 
stampede  like  catUeln  support  of  the  measure^  with  many  Demo- 
crats>ushlng  here  and  there  with  great  acclaim,  striving  to  out- 
Republican  the  Republicans.  These  same  Republicans  and 
Democrats  have  never  supported  or  helped  to  pass  an  honest-to- 
goodness  farm-relief  measure.  In  every  cont^t  betwe*>n  great 
wealth  and  common  people  they  are  unmistakably  and  definitely 
for  the  moneyed  class. 

Yes,  Congress  plays  Santa  Claus  to  the  men  of  wealth,  not 
only  every  Christmas,  but  every  day  In  the  year,  but  the  same 
majority  in  Congress  never  plaj-s  Santa  Claus  to  the  children 
and  poor  folks  of  the  Nation.  It  plays  havoc  with  them  TWs 
allege<l  congressional  Santa  Oaus  fills  the  rich  man  s  stocking 
with  the  poor  man's  property,  and  leaves  the  poor  fellow,  hla 
wife,  and  children  naked,  cold,  and  hungry  to  face  an  awful 

Christmas  and  another  year  of  drudgery  ana  wo«- .,^        . 

Away  with  such  an  Idea  of  Santa  Claus.  The  children  know 
there  Is  a  sure^nough  Santa  Clans,  but  he  is  not  a  robber  and 
a  thief.  He  is  the  friend  of  children  and  the  poor.  He  gives  to 
them     He  never  robs  them. 

The  majority  In  Congress  may  and  ofttimes  does  enact  laws 

to  plunder  the  common  folks  and  to  rob  c^ldre^  ^^^  «,!i%„^Sf ' 

the  rich  man  becomes  richer  and  more  powerful,  but  the  Santa 

Claus  that  lives  In  the  Uvea  of  our  children  is  honest  and  Is  the 

friend  of  all  mankind.  .       ,  . 

Ah  well  do  I  remember  how  anxious  my  sisters,  brothers,  and 

I  were  for  Christmas  to  come  around  so  that  Santa  Claus  cou  d 

fill  our  stockings.    He  always  came  and  left  each  of  us  an  appl^ 

an  oran^MhrS  or  four  sticks  of  tiie  sweetest  'fl-^^^ped  c«mdy 

I  ever  Taw,  some  pecans  he  must  have  picked  from  the  tree  in 

{hfyarf  ^  be  came  by.  and  a  few  other  nuts  I  did  not  know 

the  name  of     One  time  he  even  left  us  some  pretty  httle  tin 

tols     hI  was  a  good  Santa  Claus  and  loved  lltUe  children.    To 

me  those  were  wonderful  Christmases,  some  40  years  ago.  and 

fain^so  sad  when  I  realize  that  millions  of  little  boys  and  glris 

this  Christmas  will  not  get  the  orange,  or  apple,  or  candy,  or 

tiecans  such  aa  Santa  Claus  brought  me. 

during  all  these  years  tiie  poor  have  faih^  ^I5f^^^«  f  ^^ 
is  lustly  theirs.  The  common  people  have  b€«n  robbed  and  the 
tormers  have  been  plundered  by  and  under  uajjist  and  discriml- 
Mto4  lawl  FatiSrs  and  motiiers  and  children  have  worked 
^th^t  reSving  just  pay  for  their  labor.  They  have  produced 
^S  g^g  a  fair  Jrlce  for  their  product..    They  have  paid 
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too  mucli  for  what  they  have  bought  and  ofttimes  have  done 
with'iat  what  they  needed. 

Big  wealth  under  anfair  laws  has  robbed  fathers  and  moth- 
ers and  children,  and  even  Santa  Claus,  until  many,  many  a 
little  boy  and  girl  will  have  a  hard  Christmas  this  year. 

Let  u^  nut  be  go  concerned  about  the  stockings  of  the  multi- 
millionaire.    Let  us  be  more  anxious  about  the  stockings  of  the 
littJe  children  of  the  common  folks  of  the  farm  and  the  work- 
shop.    Let  US  legislate  for  tlie  children  and  all  else  will  be  well. 
I  am  glad  no  one  has  yet  attempted  to  add  insult  to  injury 
by  picturing  Congress  as   doing  the  Santa   Claus   act   by  the 
farmers.    Such  a  cartoon  would  be  so  unjust  and  untrue.    I  am 
not  unmindful  of  the  .so-called  farm  relief  act,  and  I  am  not 
now  criticizing  the  Farm  Board.     I  am  criticizing  the  majority 
of  Congress  for  iwsslng  an  alleged  farm  relief  bill  with  no  new 
purpose  other  than  to  stabiliie  the  prices  of  farm  products  below 
tlie  cost  of  production.     I  am  not  criticizing  the  board.     I  re- 
peat I  am  saying  that  when  the  board  does  all  they  can  honestly 
under  the  bill,  I  fear  they  will  only  further  enslave  the  farmers 
of  the  Nation.     Congress  certainly  has  not  acted  Santa  Claus 
to  the  farmers.     In  order  to  show  I  am  not  now  criticizing  the 
member.-*  of  the  Farm  Board,  but  am  expressing  my  disapproval 
of  the  bill  which  brought  the  board  into  being,  let  me  quote 
briefly  some  things  I  said  about  this  bill  just  after  it  was  'en- 
acted and  before  the  board  was  appointed.    The  Conomssional 
Recorp  shows  that  on  the  19th  of  June  of  this  year  I  made  the 
following  statement : 

Mr.  Sptaker,  Congress  is  recessing  to-day  and  we  are  leaving  Wash- 
ington for  sereral  weeks.  I  feel  we  are  not  In  position  to  tell  our  folks 
that  we  have  done  any  rery  great  things  for  them  at  this  special  ses- 
•lon.  We  were  called  here  to  help  the  farmer.  We  have  passed  a 
farm  bill  which  Is  an  Improremenc  over  many  prior  bills,  but  which, 
I  very  much  fear,  falls  far  short  of  what  the  farmer  was  promised. 
To  my  n>ln<L  the  help  provided  in  the  bill  Is  too  Indirect,  too  remote 
and  spt'culative,  and  conditioned  upon  the  happening  or  not  happening 
of  too  many  contingencies.  It  places  the  farmers'  welfare,  as  never 
befi.re.  under  a  bureaucratic  control  which  rnay  help  him  some,  but 
which  I  fear  will  greatly  injure  him. 

The  bill  has  no  effective  machinery  for  permanent  price  elevation.  If 
the  farmer  gets  slightly  better  prices  for  a  season.  I  fear  a  little  later 
his  prices  will  be  practically  destroyed.  As  I  have  repeatedly  stated, 
the  bill  Is  not  drawn  in  the  interest  of  the  poor  man.  If  it  helps  prices! 
it  wiU  probably  be  after  the  commodity  has  passed  out  of  the  hands  of 
most  of  the  producers.  It  will  be  like  the  physician  getting  to  the  sick 
man  after  his  death.  This  law  does  not  go  to  the  root  of  the  farmer's 
trouble.  It  does  not  seek  to  effectively  control  production  and  market- 
ing, so  a.1  to  enable  the  farmer  to  name  within  reasonable  limits  the 
price  of  what  he  sells.  It  still  leaves  the  farmer  to  buy  and  sell  at 
prices  flied  by  others,  and  sets  up  machinery  to  loan  the  farmer  more 
money  instead  of  helping  him  get  a  better  price  so  he  himself  will  have 
money  for  bis  own  uae  and  to  loan. 

This  bill  does  not  put  the  farmer  on  a  parity  with  other  M^lustrles. 
It  provides  for  profits  to  be  made  out  of  the  farmer  Instead  of  enabling 
him  to  manage  his  own  affairs  and  get  the  full  value  of  his  own  labor 
and  investment.  I  sincerely  trust  we  may  amend  this  law  from  time  to 
time  until  It  is  worth  while,  and  if  It  la  found  to  be  a  faUure  we  pass 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment  a  bill  which  wUl  grant  to  the  farmer  the 
equality  and  rights  ao  often  promised. 

One  of  the  members  of  the  Farm  Board  recently  said  that  all 
dej .ended  on  whether  or  not  farm  production  could  be  controlled 
and  that  without  {Nrodnction  control  much  of  the  board's  labors 
would  avail  nothing. 

Thus  he  frankly  and  honestly  admits  what  I  have  been  urging 
all  the  while.  There  can  be  no  effective  farm  relief  without 
an  effective  control  of  production  and  marketing.  The  so-called 
farm  relirf  art  does  not  have  this  effective  control  and  therefore 
i.s  bound  to  prove  a  failure.  Surely  Congress  during  this  special 
ses.*uon  has  not  acted  Santa  Clans  in  so  far  as  the  farmer  folks 
are  concerned. 

It  is  indeed  regrettaMe  that  gradually  this  country  is  becom- 
ing more  and  more  commercial  and  less  and  less  agricultural 
This  is  more  regrettable  because  the  entire  blame  for  this  awful 
upheaval  can  very  properly  be  laid  at  the  door  of  the  United 
States  Congress.  I  do  not  mean  every  Congressman  Is  to  blame 
I  do  mean  the  majority  is  to  blame.  The  unfair  Uws  on  our 
statute  books  could  never  have  been  passed  except  by  the  help 
of  this  majori^.  The  few  here  who  at  aU  ttmes  have  been  loyal 
to  the  farmer  hare  In  every  way  possible  pointed  out  the  danger 
of  oppressing  the  farmer  and  have  lessened  the  farmers'  burden 
whenever  and  wherever  possible.  All  honor  to  the  Members  of 
Congress  who  remain  true  to  the  farmer  In  spite  of  paid  lobbies 
and  the  bewitching  guiles  of  the  big  commercial  interests  Any. 
one  who  was  raised  on  the  farm,  whose  people  Uve  on  the  farm 
•nd  who  loves  the  farmers  and  his  folks  as  he  loves  his  own 


fe  and  who  will  come  here  and  study  the  situation  carefully 
will  become  heartbroken  over  the  trend  of  legislation. 

Then  if  he  \vlll  go  to  his  district  and  watch  the  farmers,  as 
)ome  one  takes  their  products  from  them  he  will  almost  lose 
Faith    in   the   human    race.      He   will   certainly    feel    that    the 
rarmer  does  not  get  justice  in  any  sense  of  the  word.     I  said 
some  one  takes  the  tanner  s  products.     I  meant  what  I  said 
The  farmer  does  not  sell   his  products.     Some  one  takes  his 
obacco   or   cotton   and   then   gives   the   farmer   just    what   he 
i\-ants  the  farmer  to  have. 
The   farmer   never    will    truly    seU    what   he   produces   until 
ongress  pas!*es  a  law  enabling  the  farmer  to  name  the  price 
)f  what  he  sells  as  fully  as  other  people  name  the  price  of 
^hat  they  sell.     I  know  many  people  in  and  out  of  Congress 
ay  this  can   not   be  done.     The.v   are  wrong,   tliough :   it   can 
)e  done.    I  am  the  author  of  a  bill  which  will  enable  the  pro- 
ducers of  basic  agricultural  products,  such  as  cotton,  tol.aceo, 
md  wheat,  to  name  the  price  of  their  products  just  as  fully 
iiud  completely  as  does  the  manufacturer.     I  have  discussed 
uy   bill   before  the  House  Committee  and  before   the   Senate 
Jommittee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry.     I  have  discussed  it 
lere  on  the  floor  of  this  House  in  open  debate  dozens  of  times. 
L"e«,  there  is  an  ample  plan,  but  Congress  just  does  not  want  to 
lelp  the  farmer  get  a  stjuare  deal.     And  when  I  say  Congress 
mean  a  majority  of  Congress,  both  Republicans  and  Demo- 
rats.     I  am  not  making  a  partisan  speech.     1  find  a  big  per- 
i  entage  of  Democrats  are  di.^loyal  to  the  farmer.     I  find  more 
lepublicans  because  there  are  more  Republicans  who  are  con- 
1  rolled  by  the  big  moneyed  interests  of  the  Nation. 

The  trouble  is  not  a  partisan  one.  It  is  a  contest  of  the 
1  aoneyed  interests  against  the  common  people.  It  is  as  old  as  the 
rges.  Too  many  of  our  people  are  becoming  money  mad.  Great 
^  rganizatlons  are  willing  to  go  any  length  to  secure  legislation 
lavorable  to  them  and  against  the  farmer  and  the  common 
leopie.  The  big  interests  do  not  care  whether  a  man  calls 
tim.self  a  Democrat  or  a  Republican,  just  so  he  is  subservient 
t  J  them.  They  are  willujg  for  the  fighting  of  a  political  nature 
t>  be  done  by  and  betwoen  the  common  i)eople.  They,  tlie  big 
orporate  interests,  ofttimes  contribute  campaign  funds  to  both 
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sides  so  as  to  be  In  the  saddle  regardless  of  who  wins.  And 
hoth  Democrats  and  Republicans  are  found  among  those  gladly 
doing  the  bidding  of  the  big  rich.  The  majority  here  are 
aaiious  to  go  the  limit  to  mi  the  stockings  of  the  profiteer  and 
gimbler,  but  not  so  for  the  poor  and  needy. 

We  had  better  face  the  facts.  We  have  reached  the  parting 
o'.  the  ways.  The  farmers  are  losing  out.  Their  homes  are 
b?ing  sold.  Congress  is  aiding  and  abetting  this  awful  carnage 
The  farms  that  are  being  sold  under  loan  foreclosures  are  not 
bsiug  bought  by  other  farmers,  but  by  banks,  loan  companies 
a  ad  the  Federal  farm  loan  authorities.  This  can  only  mean 
t  lat  most  of  the  farms  will  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  big 
interests  who  have  been  exploiting  the  farmer.  The  cotton 
n  anufacturers  will  be  growing  their  own  cotton  on  the  millions 
o :  acres  ruthlessly  taken  from  tlie  same  farmers  who.  reduced 
to  lowest  poverty,  will  be  begging  for  jobs  as  hirelings  on  the 
U  nd  they  once  proudly  owned.  The  tobacco  manufacturers  and 
e  ciK)rters  will  be  likewi.«ie  growing  their  own  tobacco  on  the  lands 
oice  owned  by  prosperous  and  happy  farmers.  The  farmers 
a  id  their  families  will  be  in  bondage. 

If  there  are  any  iudefiendent  farmers  left  tliey  will  be  Inde- 
p  indent  In  name  only.  They  will  be  even  more  'depres.sed  tlian 
n  >w.  All  hope  of  a  better  day  will  be  forever  gone.  This  is  an 
a  vful  picture  of  wiiat  is  rapidly  approaching. 

May  we  arouse  the  friends  of  the  farmer  and  overcome  this 
a  vf ul  peril  to  our  Nation  l)efore  it  is  too  late 

America  awake !  The  hour  of  your  agricultural  doom  Is  here 
nTJirShand        '''^^  "^^  ^''°^  destroyed.     Your  collapse  and 

Theodore  Roosevelt  once  said  that 

No  increase  in  our  national  wealth  is  worth  while  If  accomplished  by 
a  decreaae  of  either  the  number  or  the  quality  of  the  people  upon  the 
fa  rm. 

Thomas  B,  Reed  said: 

If  we  propose  to  abandon  any  Industries,  we  had  better  not  let  it  be 
thj  agricultural  Industries.  Between  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  stretch 
vast  regions  stlU  untiUed.  The  next  victory  of  protection  should  be 
thfre.  Our  system  of  protection  is  not  for  manufacturers  alone  It  la 
™U;r;J!!l^r  ^'^^^^I^/'-P'-'^^'  our  farmers  of  all  the  American 
Z^V  ^r°  '"^^^  '"  '"'■"  '"  ^•»  Prt°<^Pl^«  and  must  meet  with 
mn^^\TlZ  ""'^!>«/"^7°'5"«J  Which  proclaims  that  American 

c?jSnni„!^h  1  '^'   American    dtizens   who    arc    engaged    In 

dereloping  the  country  we  already  have.  "b«««« 

In  S^/i^  ^'^  l^IP  ^""^""^y  alarmed  about  the  farmer?    Let  us 
10  *  at  some  staUsUcs.    A  group  of  403  manufacturing  cor^ra! 
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tlons  Increased  their  profits  29  per  cent  between  1923  and  1925. 
A  group  of  manufacturing  corporations  increased  their  profits 
27  iier  cent  between  1925  and  1928.  In  other  words,  between 
1923  and  1928  there  was  an  increase  in  the  profits  of  these  great 
.manufacturing  establishments  of  64  per  cent. 

The  National  City  Bank  makes  the  statement  that  the  earn- 
ings of  375  manufacturing  corporations  during  the  first  quarter 
pf  1929  were  37  per  cent  above  the  corresponding  period  iu 
il928.  In  the  same  report  the  bank  says  that  "  many  concerns 
have,  in  six  month.s,  made  more  profits  than  in  the  year  1928." 
The  average  price  of  338  industrial  stocks  was  95  per  cent 
0bove  tlie  average  of  1927. 

Let  us  turn  to  steel.  The  income  of  the  steel  industry  for  the 
first  six  months  of  1929  was  80  per  cent  greater  than  for  the 
first  six  months  of  1928. 

The  earnings  of  tlie  United  States  Steel  Co.  in  1928  were 
$193,202,173.  The  earnings  for  the  first  six  months  of  1929 
were  $132,100,842. 

The  Steel  Co.'s  earnings  for  the  second  quarter  of  1929  were 
the  highest  in  its  history,  to  wit,  $71,995,561.  That  amounts 
,to  $6.68  a  sliare  on  7.116,235  common  shares  outstanding  on 
June  30,  1929.  and  $45.91  a  share  on  8,030.334  shares  outstanding 
since  the  recent  issue.  The  Bethlehem  Co.  had  a  gain  of  16l> 
per  c*ent  in  earnings  tlie  first  six  months  of  1929. 

The  Youngstown  Sheet  Ac  Tube  Co.  showed  145  per  cent 
increased  earnings. 

The  Republic  Iron  &  Ste<d  «^o.  showed  increased  earnings  of 
£08  per  cent. 

The  Otis  Steel  Co.  showed  Increased  earnings  of  78  per  cent. 

The  Jones  &  Laughlin  Co.  showed  increased  earnings  of  42 
per  cent. 

For  every  $1,000  invested  on  January  1,  1920,  in  the  capital 
stock  of  the  International  Harvester  Co.  the  to-day's  combii.ed 
amount  of  dividends  paid  on  the  stock,  plus  the  increase  in  the 
market  value  of  the  stock  as  of  May  11,  1923,  would  amount 
to  $5,400  plus  interest  on  the  dividends  puiil  since  1920.  This 
Is  the  International  Harvester  Co.,  dealing  directly  with  the 
American  farmer  and  at  a  time  when  the  farmw's  gosts  are 
increasing  and  his  Income  decreasing,  the  value  of  the  tidngs 
which  he  has  to  buy  in  order  to  produce  Is  raised  to  thi,j 
enormous  extent. 

For  every  $1,000  invested  in  August,  1922,  in  the  capital  stock 
of  the  Case  Threshing  Machine  Co.  the  to-day's  combined 
amount  of  dividends  paid  on  the  st<Kk,  plus  the  increase  in  the 
market  value  of  the  stock  as  of  May  11,  1929,  would  amount  to 
$9,970  plus  interest  on  the  dividends.  The  iirofit  on  that  in- 
vestment for  the  six  and  three-fourths  years  averages  133  iier 
cent  plus  interest  on  the  dividends. 

For  every  $1,000  invested  in  January,  1927,  In  the  capital  of 
the  Deere  Implement  C-o.  the  to-day's  combinetl  amount  of  divi- 
dends paid  on  tlie  stock  plus  the  increase  in  tlie  market  value 
of  tiie  stock  as  of  May  11,  1929,  would  amount  to  $8,770  plus 
interest  on  the  dividends. 

The  profits  on  that  investment  for  two  and  one-third  years 
average  33:i  i>er  cent  plus  the  interest  on  the  dividends. 

The  estimated  total  farm  mortgage  debt  in  1924  was 
$9,300,620,000.  On  December  31,  1927.  it  was  $9,468,450,000. 
The  gro.ss  Income  of  agriculture  in  1919  was  $15,719,000,000. 
The  gross  income  In  1927  was  $124253.000.000.  The  current 
value  of  all  capital  invested  in  American  agriculture  in  1919 
was  $79,449,000,000;  in  1927  it  was  $58,431,000,000. 

The  total  cash  income  from  the  sale  of  farm  products  in  the 
vear  ending  July  30,  1929,  was  $9,^9,000,000;  wages  paid  for 
farm  labor.  $1,226,000,000;  taxes  on  property.  $900,000,000,  three 
times  what  they  were  in  1913  and  1914;  operating  costs  and 
expenses  of  machinery  and  fertilizer,  and  so  forth,  $3,144,- 
000,000 :  interest  on  debt  paid  to  nonfarmeis,  $760,0(X),000 ;  rent 
on  propertv  rented  from  nonfarmers,  $l,Oi8,000,000 ;  balance 
available  for  living,  $2,871,000,000.  Assuming  there  are 
6,500.0tX)  fanners  in  the  l'nite<l  States,  this  would  give  each 
fanner  the  annual  income  of  $441.60.  Assuming  there  are 
30.000.000  iH»ople  dependent  upon  the  farmers,  for  each  person 
there  would  be  an  Income  of  $97.70. 

In  1912  the  national  income  of  the  United  States  was 
$30.000,000.000 ;  In  1929  it  was  $90,000,000,000.  Where  did  the 
Increase  come  from?  Solely  from  the  Industries  of  the  United 
States:  nothing  in  the  way  of  increase  In  income  came  from 
agriculture.  This  vast  growth  of  income  came  entiivly  from 
the  Industrial  field.  Agriculture  has  practically  been  at  a  stand- 
still. ^    ^ 

Surely  Congress  has  not  acted  Santa  Claus  to  the  farmer  in 
any  sense  of  the  term.  The  farmer  is  not  getting  a  square 
deal.  Congress  lias  not  done  its  part.  Neither  the  Republican 
nor  Democratic  Parties  have  kept  their  pledges  to  the  farmer. 


The  manufacturing  and  other  commwclal  interests  are  mak- 
ing millions  at  the  expense  of  the  farmer.  I  do  not  hate  a 
man  for  being  ricli.  I  do  hate  him  if  he  stole  what  he  claims 
and  refuses  to  try  to  make  restitution. 

I  may  further  say  I  have  no  patience  with  any  ne\\spuper  or 
individual  who  shouts  that  the  country  Is  prosijerous  because 
enonnous  dividends  are  made  by  certain  corporate  Interests. 

Almost  every  day  many  of  the  big  daily  iiapers  point  with 
great  pride  to  the  enormous  dividends  made  by  the  United 
States  Steel  Corporation,  the  big  farm-Implement  concerns,  and 
others,  and  in  effect  shout  now  there  can  no  longer  be  any  doubt 
of  the  great  prosperity  of  our  country. 

A  great  vulture  of  the  air  is  prosperous  ^s  he  oats  and 
destroys  the  egcs  and  young  of  the  smaller  birds,  but  if  the 
time  should  t  ome  when  •  there  are  only  vultures  left  In  the 
bird  kingdom  his  early  gluttony  would  have  become  his  own 
destruction.  Tlie  gluttony  of  the  great  fish  of  the  briny  deep 
in  eating  countless  millions  of  the  smaller  and  younger  fi.«h  la 
but  a  transitory  prosiierity  of  one  at  the  expense  of  millions 
of  others,  a  prf»sperity  which  If  continued  means  ruin. 

The  greed  of  great  corporate  wealth  is  unjustly  sapping 
millions  from  countless  millions  of  men.  women,  and  children — 
the  very  life  blood  of  the  Nation — and  if  not  curbed  will  rob 
unto  destruction  and  death  the  agricultural  interests  of  the 
country,  undermine  and  bla.st  the  very  foundations  of  our  Gov- 
ernment, and  destroy  our  Nation  and  with  It  the  greedy  horde 
of  American  financial  conspirators  and  traitors. 

Let  us  not  think  that  becau.se  bandits  hold  up  a  bank  and 
get  away  with  a  hundred  thousand  dollars  and  are  prosperous 
then  that  everyone  else  Is  prosperous ;  neither  let  us  believe 
that  because  the  profiteers  of  the  Nation  are  prosiierous  then 
that  all  the  i>eople  of  our  Nation  are  prosperous.  What  Is  the 
real  truth';'  The  United  States  Steel  Corporation  t  nd  other 
great  coritoratlons  from  their  mass  of  stolen  goods  have  declared 
enormous  stock  dividends  and  otherwi.«e  published  their  tre- 
mendous earnings,  and  this  is  hailed  with  delight  by  many  us  a 
token  of  prosperity. 

Away  with  this  false  Idea  of  prosperity.  On  tlie  contrary,  it 
means  that  a  few  individuals  have  gotten  together  a  large  ac- 
cumulation of  stolen  property.  It  means  that  heartless,  soul- 
less, conscienceless,  big  corporate  Interests,  managed  by  men  In 
many  instiinces  who  are  cold  to  every  appeal  of  humanity, 
justice,  and  patriotism,  are  plundering,  within  unjust  an<l  basely 
dLscrlminatory  laws,  a  hundred  million  bleeding,  suffering,  and 
dying  men.  women,  and  children. 

It  means  that  there  are  too  many,  yet,  who  rejoice  over  the 
unjust  accumulation  of  wealth  by  one  millionaire  rather  than 
over  the  prosperity  of  the  great  common  people.  It  means  that 
the  plundering  of  the  Nation,  or  the  common  people,  of  hun- 
dreds of  millions  of  dollars  is  to  lie  hailed  by  many  as  an  act 
of  i^atriotism  and  tliat  the  perpetrator  is  to  receive  the  plaudits 
of  those  engaged  in  similar  business  or  well-wisher  to  it. 

Such  dividends  in  the  midst  of  the  human  suffering  and 
financial  distress  which  is  abroad  in  our  land  is  not  indicative 
of  tlie  prosperity  of  our  Nation.  It  is  a  glaring  signal  of 
unjust  and  corrupt  favoritism  In  legislation  and  government. 
It  Is  the  result  of  the  grossest  sort  of  high-price  fixing  of  what 
the  common  people  must  buy  and  of  a  stubborn  refusal  to  give 
the  great  citizenship  of  our  Nation  even  a  square  deal. 

For  every  chuckle  of  delight  which  dulls  the  conscience  of 
the  conspirators  who  hoard  this  and  oilier  similarly  ill-gotten 
wealth  there  results  the  degradation,  poverty,  and  death  of 
countless  millions  of  outraged  men,  women,  and  children. 

And  this  is  called  prosperity.  It  is  the  prosperity  of  the  lion 
destroying  the  lamb  and  of  the  eagle  eating  the  sparrow.  If 
this  is  prosperity,  then  the  early  settlers  of  our  country  were 
prosperous  when  the  Indians  were  burning  their  homes,  de- 
stroying their  property,  scalping  their  wives  and  children,  and 
carrying  them  into  captivity  and  to  torture  and  death. 

This  is  prosperity  such  as  came  to  the  Belgians  when  the 
German  hordes  were  at  their  doors,  when  death  and  devastation 
were  on  every  hand  and  when  the  cannon  roar  rocked  their 
bills. 

This  is  success  of  a  favored  few  wrung  from  the  great  com- 
mon people  by  taskmasters  more  cruel  than  ever  lashed  Egyp- 
tian wretch  or  galley  slave.  It  is  the  fiendish  prosperity  of 
those  who  put  money  ahead  of  men,  property  ahead  of  people, 
boodle  ahead  of  boys  and  girls,  criminal  profits  and  pleasures 
ahead  of  children's  rights  and  welfare,  the  profiteer  ahead  of 
the  patriot,  conscienceless  greed  ahead  of  our  coimtry's  need, 
and  gold  ahead  of  God. 

Away  with  the  suggestion  that  Congress  should  voluntarily, 
or  as  servant  of  the  corrupt  and  corrupting  big  Interests,  be 
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folded  by  the  money-mad  clamor  of  the  millionaires  of  the 
Nation.  Oh  that  Congress  now  and  forever  free  itself  from 
every  infloence  save  and  except  those  actuated  by  an  honest 
desire  to  serve  the  great  masses  of  common  people.  Let  Con- 
gress act  the  rOle  of  Santa  Claus  to  the  diildren  rather  than  to 
their  antagonists  and  destroyers. 

If  this  Nation  is  to  long  continne  it  will  be  because  oar  cliil- 
dren  are  preserved  and  made  steadfast  in  the  fundamentals  of 
right,  and  not  beeanse  any  man  or  set  of  men  gets  together 
millions  of  iU-gotten  property. 

Oh,  that  a  little  child  may  lead  us,  and  that  those  of  us 
charged  with  responsibility  here  would  day  after  day  see  the 
bands  of  untold%iillions  of  children  held  up  to  us,  pleading  for 
better  laws,  more  wholesome  and  proper  enforcement  of  law, 
and  higher  ideals  of  civic,  political,  and  moral  righteousness. 
I  can  hear  the  cliUdrm  now,  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  our  country,  pleading  for  a  better  chance  in  all  the  hi^er  and 
better  spheres  of  develocanenL 

When  we  think  of  a  change  of  our  Constitution  or  statutory 
law  let  us  ask  wltether  the  interest  of  the  children  can  be  best 
served  by  the  change.  Let  us  have  their  welfare  at  heart  and 
we  will  not  go  wrong. 

If,  for  instance,  Sunday  movies,  Sunday  theaters,  Sunday 
dance  halls,  Sunday  night  clubs,  Sunday  gambliiig  deos,  and 
Sunday  desecration  generally  are  helping  our  boys  and  i^rls 
become  nobler  men  and  women,  then  by  all  means  there  should 
be  no  law  to  interfere,  but  everything  possible  should  be  done 
to  encourage  and  assist  these  Sunday  activities  in  the  Nation's 
Capital  and  elsewhere. 

If  the  clear,  pure  stream  of  innocent  children  is  improved 
and  made  better  by  pouring  into  it  the  slush  and  filth  of  the 
morie  and  theater,  the  vulgarity  of  the  modem  dance,  the  pro- 
fanity of  the  Sunday  pool  rooms,  and  the  curse  of  the  Sunday 
night  club  and  gambling  den,  then  t'lose  who  oppose  the  Sun- 
day laws  are  mankind's  greatest  benefactors  and  deserve  the 
support  of  all  humanity. 

I  am  an  ardrat  advocate  of  the  separation  of  church  and 
state  and  the  freedom  of  religion;  but  I  am  frank  to  confess 
that,  for  the  very  life  of  me,  I  can  not  see  how  closing  Sunday 
dens  and  dives  of  iniquity  will  bring  about  the  union  of  church 
and  state,  or  to  the  least  degree  deprive  anyone  of  their 
fullest  religious  freedom.  How  can  the  moral  protection  by  law 
of  our  children  bring  union  of  church  and  state  or  destroy 
religious  freedom  any  more  than  the  snatching  of  our  children 
from  a  horrible  death  of  their  physical  bodies  would  destroy 
these  sacred  rights? 

Ah,  Mr.  Speaker,  my  bill  to  provide  Sunday  as  a  day  of  rest 
In  the  Capital  of  the  Nation  ought  not  to  be  enacted  Into  law 
If  it  is  not  in  behalf  of  the  children  of  the  Nation.  In  fact,  there 
is  no  law  worthy  of  its  place  on  the  statute  books  which  is  not 
in  behalf  of  our  children.  No  book  or  periodical  which  Injures 
the  children  of  the  Nation  should  have  ever  been  printed,  and 
no  lecture  or  sermon  which  injures  the  youth  of  our  land  should 
have  ever  been  delivered  or  preached.  Mr.  Si)eaker,  no  sword 
was  ever  drawn  in  behalf  of  Uberty  unless  it  was  drawn  in  be- 
half of  the  children,  their  fathers  and  mothers,  and  their  homes. 
So,  Mr.  Speaker,  let  us  legislate  now  and  in  the  future  in  behalf 
of  our  children. 

I  am  pleading  for  farm  legislation  in  behalf  of  the  good 
fathers  and  mothers  of  my  district,  so  they  may  give  to  their 
children  the  spinidid  assistance  I  know  they  wish  for  them  and 
which  we,  as  legislators,  should  gladly  bestow.  I  have  made 
many  speeches.  Introduced  many  bills  In  which  and  by  which  I 
am  seeking  to  help  the  children  of  my  district  and  the  Nation. 
L^rislate  for  the  children  and  there  will  be  no  need  to  worry 
about  the  welfare  of  the  parents.  Some  may  legislate  for  and 
serve  the  corporate  interests ;  but  for  me,  let  me  serve  the  diil- 
dren. Give  us  a  land  of  splendid  childhood  rather  than  a  nation 
of  politicians  and  profiteers.  Let  our  motto  be,  Corrupt  monop- 
olies and  ^loilsmen  never,  restrictions  for  corporations,  equal 
rights  for  men  and  women,  and  special  privileges  for  children. 

May  we  have  farm  relief  for  men.  women,  and  children  and 
not  for  the  exploiter  and  the  profiteer.  Let  us  help  the  farmer 
and  his  family  directly,  not  indirectly ;  by  clear,  definite  means 
and  not  by  <^rcuitoas,  unknown,  and  unfathomable  int>yisions; 
through  agencies  of  their  friends  and  not  their  enemies;  by 
applying  the  assistance  to  their  own  podceCs  and  not  through 
the  pockets  of  others ;  by  helping  them  make  a  profit  out  of  their 
own  product  and  not  by  setting  up  an  exjiensive  governmental 
agency  to  speculate  on  their  products ;  by  making  them  masters 
<it  their  own  fortune  and  not  by  patting  their  fate  in  the  hands 
of  others;  and  by  making  them  the  masters  of  the  great  bust- 
■esB  of  feeding  and  clothing  the  world  rather  than  slaves  doing 
the  bidding  of  all  others.  And  let  us  do  all  of  this  for  the 
children  and  their  fathers  and  mothers  of  the  farm,  and  the 


NOVEMBEB   21 


sen  ice   we  render   them   will   Inure  to   the  children   and   the 
fatl  ers  and  mothers  of  our  great  Nation. 

We  can  not  alTord  to  become  disheartened  to  the  extent  of 
ceaiing  our  fight  because  of  the  opposition  we  encounter,  but 
ratter  we  should  surge  onward  with,  ever  and  ever,  more  de- 
teri  lination. 

M  y  people  have  done  more  for  me  than  I  have  ever  been  able 
to  c  0  for  them.  In  our  fight  here  for  the  farmer,  the  laboring 
man,  and  the  common  people  we  are  met  by  the  strongest  oppo- 
sition from  every  direction  and  at  all  times.  We  can  not  afford 
to  lessen  our  efforts  but  must  gird  ourselves  for  a  more  militant 
conlict. 

^e  have  been  able  to  pass  hundreds  of  small  bills  for  the 
fan  lers,  for  instance,  but  we  have  neve*  passed  for  them  a  real 
piec*  of  constructive  legislation,  such  as  has  been  passed  for 
the  railroads,  the  iMuiks,  the  manufacturing  corporations,  the 
{•hipping  interests,  and  others. 

¥  e  must  admit  that  they  are  not  getting  a  square  deal.  All 
oth(  rs  fleece  them.  They,  in  the  long  run,  pay  all  the  taxes,  for 
all  axes  are  passed  on  to  the  ultimate  consumer  and  eventu- 
ally to  the  farmers.  Bills  are  drawn  to  relieve  the  t&n^  of 
the  more  wealthy  but  not  of  the  farmer. 

S  >me  say  there  is  no  way  to  help  the  farmer.  This  is  a  false 
theory.  I  know  definitely  where  the  trouble  is  and  know  how 
it  can  be  remedied.  The  trouble  is  the  farmers  do  not  have 
eno  igh  friends  in  Congress.  Too  many  draw  bills  to  help  others 
hell  I  the  farmers  and  the  farmers  never  get  the  help,  or  if  they 
get  it  they  pay  too  much  for  the  service.  Let  us  help  them 
diw  ctly.    Let  us  help  their  children  and  their  folks. 

E  aring  my  service  here  I  have  introduced  scores  of  bills  and 
eng  iged  In  thousands  of  contests,  but  I  have  found  only  one  true 
yar  [stick  for  the  measurement  of  proposals,  and  that  is  the 
yardstick  of  the  children's  interest  and  welfare.  Ail  else  is 
;herotis  and  sinking  sand. 

!t  us  quit  playing  politics,  dodging  adverse  newspaper  pub- 
pleading    sectionalism,    representing    the    corporations, 
Ing  money  and  property  the  criterion  and  legislate  for  folks, 
forgathers  and  mothers,  and  for  their  children. 

II  we  would  serve  all  that  is  highest  and  best  we  must  serve 
the  children.  If  we  would  legislate  for  our  communities  we 
must  legislate  for  the  children.  If  we  would  help  our  districts 
and  States;  we  must  help  the  children.  If  we  would  preserve 
the  Nation  we  must  preserve  our  children. 

II  we  would  strengthen  and  make  imperishable  our  great 
Government  we  must  preserve  our  children  and  make  stronger 
at  !very  opportunity  the  laws  for  their  physical  and  moral 
wel  are  and  growth. 

I  we  would  serve  all  mankind  we  must  serve  the  children, 
and  by  so  doing  we  will  serve  Him  who  said : 

"  Verily,  verily,  I  say  unto  thee,  Inasmuch  as  ye  did  it  unto 
the  least  of  these,  my  brethren,  ye  did  it  unto  Me." 

T  lere  is  but  one  Santa  Claus,  and  he  is  the  Santa  C^aus  of 
right,  who  loves  little  children  and  serves  them. 

And  there  should  be  but  one  Congress  of  this  Nation,  and  that 
Congress  should  be  the  ever-faithful  guardian  of  right  and  of 
chilJren.  I  try  not  to  become  discouraged  when  it  seems 
theie  Is  no  hope  for  the  sons  and  daughters  of  the  farm.  Then 
I  r^smember  that  all  the  wise  men  of  all  time  have  not  yet 
solved  and  enacted  into  law  a  real  farm  relief  measure  putting 
the  farmer  on  an  equality  with  other  industries.  Why  should 
we  become  disheartened  at  a  few  years  of  failure  in  our  time? 


To 


oee  hope  is  to  admit  defeat. 


Let  us  not  be  discouraged  if  we  fall  temporarily.  Out  of 
all  this  effort  and  fight  should  come — I  hoj)e  very  soon — a 
proi)er  solution  of  the  farmers'  problems.  The  apparent  failure 
and  "  wild  Utopian  dream  "  of  to-day  will  be  the  success  of 
to-morrowk  Good  comes  out  of  every  sincere  effort  in  behalf 
of  tke  right.     Lowell  wrote  : 

Tmi  li  forever  on  the  scaffold,  wrong  forever  on  the  throne. 

T^t  th«t  acaffold  rways  the  future,  and  behind  the  dim  unknown, 
Staiidetb  Ood  within  the  shadow,  keeping  watch  above  Uls  own. 

J  istlce  rules.  Progress  never  stops.  The  great  mass  of 
common  folks,  some  day,  will  come  into  their  own.  May  God 
spe^d  the  hour. 

EXTENSIOIf   OF  BEHifAItKS 

l|r.   WATSON.    Mr.   Speaker,   I   ask   unanimous  consent  to 


insert 


gen 
I 


do 


WATSON  .  

In  the  Rixx>RD  the  testimony  of  Joseph  R.  Grundy,  given 
befdre  the  Senate  Lobby  Inve^^tigatinj;  Committee;  also  a  state- 
meqt  that  he  made  before  the  same  committee. 

;   SPEAKEIl.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of   the 
leman  from  Pennsylvania? 

GARNER.     Reserving  the  right  to  object.  Mr.  Speaker, 
not  exactly  understand  what  the  request  was.     1  under- 
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stood  the  gentleman  desired  to  extend  his  remarks  by  Inserting 
some  tesrimtmy  given  before  the  8ul)committee  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Juditiarv  of  the  Senate.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  WATSO.X.     Yes. 

Mr.  GARNER.  I  doubt  the  desirability  of  undertaking  to 
insert  in  the  Rkcord  of  the  House  of  Representatives  extracts 
from  the  proceedings  of  n  Senate  committee  in  an  investigation 
in  the  Senate.  It  Is  already  in  printed  form.  Any  Member  of 
the  House  tan  get  it.  It  does  seem  to  me  to  be  a  little  far  afield 
to  incorporate  them  in  the  Retooo. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Washington.  Is  not  that  the  program  of 
the  gentleman  from  Wisctmsin  (Mr.  SchafeeI,  to  supplonient 
the  reix>rt  olf  the  Lobby  Investigating  Committee  of  the  SeTiaTeV 
I  thought  at  the  time  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  was  speak- 
ing that  it  was  going  a  little  far  afield  to  include  in  the  House 
proee«>dings  extracts  from  the  report  of  the  Senate  committee 
proceedings. 

Mr.  C.ARNKIt.  .  I  understand  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  Ls  to  insert  in  the  Rejcobd  extracts  from  the 
Senate  proceedings  relating  to  one  witness. 

PROF.    ISA^VC    ASBl'aY    CLARKE 

Mr.  FULLER.  Mr.  Spealcer,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  address  by  Hon.  Andrew  J. 
Russell,  internal-revenue  collector  of  Arkansas,  made  at  the 
unveiling  of  the  nionimient  to  the  memory  of  Prof.  Isaac  Asbury 
Clarke,  at  Berryville,  Ark.,  on  August  16,  1929. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FULLER.  After  the  Civil  War.  in  which  ho  gallantly 
served  as  a  C^)nfederate  soldier  undtr  Gen.  All)ort  Pike,  Isaac 
A  Clarke  returned  to  the  University  of  Missouri,  from  whifh 
Institution  he  gradnate<l  in  18i'.7.  Returning  to  his  home  in 
Berryville  in  the  center  of  the  great  Ozark  region,  he  estab- 
lished Clarke's  Academy  in  1H68,  maintaining  that  schm^l  until 
his  death  in  1907.  For  40  years  this  school  was  the  Mecca  of 
learning  for  that  then  isolated  mountain  section.  Mention  of 
the  name  and  labors  of  this  great  pioneer  etlucator  is  worthy  of 
the  pages  of  the  Congressional  Recoiu>. 

The  address  is  as  follows: 

ADDBCSS  OF  ANDKKW  J.   RLSSKLL  ON   OCCASIO.V   INVEILING   OF  MOMMEXT  AT 
TlIK  GRAVE  OF   tSAAC   A.   CI.ABKE,   BKltHTVILLE.   ABK.,   AUGUST   16,    1929 

I'rofossor  Clarke,  we  an'  here ! 

We,  a  Binall  remnant  of  the  more  than  5.000  .students  who  went  out 
from  Clarke's  Academy  durins  the  yoars  of  its  existence,  from  1S(J7  to 
1907,  are  here  for  the  purpose  of  partially  paying  a  debt  of  gratitude 
Ions;  overdue. 

I  have  reduced  what  I  shall  say  here  to  manuscript  that  it  may  be 
preserved  in  the  archives  of  this  organization. 

None  of  you,  my  fellow  stiulents,  present  here  to-day  or  elsewhere 
stand  in  need  of  any  documentary  tribute  to  the  worth  of  I'rof.  I.saac  A. 
Clarke.  But  he  presided  in  yonders  academy  for  so  Iotir  a  period,  and 
he  had  so  great  a  part  in  raoldinK  the  early  educ.ntional  development  of 
this  section  of  the  State,  and  particularly  In  thi.s  community,  that 
generations  yet  unborn  will  wish  to  know  what  manner  of  man  he  was. 

Yes;  we  are  here  much  after  the  fashion  and  sentim(>nt  of  the  great 
American  World  War  hero,  Gen.  John  J.  Pershing,  when  he.  together 
with  a  detachment  of  American  soldiers,  on  their  arrival  in  France, 
made  their  way  to  the  grave  of  Marquis  de  Lafayette,  and  General 
I'ershing  quietly  proclaimed  :  "  Lafayette,  we  are  here .'  ' 

The  significance  of  this  pilgrimage  of  General  Pershing  and  his  men 
was  apparent.  More  than  140  years  previous  to  the  date  of  Pershing's 
visit  to  the  grave  of  LHfayettc  that  great  Frenchman  had  volunteered 
his  services  to  the  American  colonists  and  materially  at«sisted  them  In 
winning  their  Independence.  General  Pershing  and  his  men  were  only 
recognising  a  del«t  of  gratitude,  and  the  significance  of  the  visit  presase^l 
the  suggestion  that  that  debt  was  about  to  be  at  least  partially  ropaiil. 

Yes ;  after  a  lapse  of  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  century  place  decrepit 
old  age  and  liuolly  death  closed  forever  the  doors  of  Clarke's  Academy, 
we,  a  very  limited  number  of  its  benefactors,  Journejing  as  we  have  from 
far  and  near ;  meeting,  some  of  us,  for  the  first  time  since  those  event- 
ful school  days,  are  here;  here  for  the  purpose  of  unveiling  a  simple 
monument  of  stone  to  the  memory  of  Isaac  Asbury  Clarke. 

In   this  present  assenit)lage,   I  fe<'l   that  a  slight  modification  of  the 
poet's  lines  would  appropriately  express  our  feelings  at  this  mymeat : 
"  We  came  to  the  place  where  our  old  teacher  lay 
And  silently  knelt  at  his  tomb. 
And  in  a  low  whisper,  we  heard  something  Bay : 
How  sweetly  I  sleep  here  alone." 
But  we  are  not  unmindful  that  also  beside  him  reposes  the  dust  of 
his  wife,  Virginia  Layton  Clarke,  cut  off  as  she  was,  in  the  full  rigor  of 
life  and  borne  to  an  untimely  grave,  leaving  her  husband  the  additional 
care  of  their  three  chUdren.     With  all  these  added  burdens  and  caicg  he 


bravely   met    them   and   carried   on.   the   same   as   he   had    done   a«   a 
courageous  soldier  in  the  war  between  the  Statee. 

Two  of  these  three  children  reached  manhood's  full  estate,  and  to-day, 
Mrs.  Vlnnie  Clarke  Lewis  holds  a  most  responsible  position  in  a  western 
State;  Cuthbert  died  years  ago,  and  Mrs.  Fannie  Clarke  West,  lh« 
youngest,  is  our  hostess  on  this  occasion,  and  she  presides  over  the 
household  of  her  honored  husband,  Digby  J.  West,  one  of  the  leading 
bankers  and  business  men  of  Arkansas. 
But  what  of  the  Ies.son  of  this  occasion? 
The  Rev.  llosea  Ballou  said  : 

"  (iratltude  is  the  fairest  blos.som  which  springs  from  the  soul ;  and 
the  heart  of  man  knowcth  none  more  fragrant." 

Gibbon,  In  his  Decline  and  Fall  of  the  Uoman  Empire,  said : 
"Gratitude  is  exp<n8lve." 

In  other  words,  we  can  not  pay.  or  repay,  a  debt  of  gratitude  with 
empty  words  and  fulsome  flattery.  We  never  can  repay  it  in  dollars 
and  cent.s  to  the  benefactor.  If  paid  at  all  In  a  substantial  manner. 
It  must  be  in  the  way  of  a  contribution  to  mankind  in  general.  It  is 
not  enough  merely  to  place  a  marker  at  a  grave.  The  debt  of  grati- 
tude we  owe  to  the  memory  of  Professor  Clarke  Is  of  such  a  nature 
that  we  can  better  show  it  in  the  lives  we  live  and  the  influence  we 
may  have  on  the  lives  of  others  than  by  any  marble  shaft  we  might 
erect  at  his  grave. 

It  may  be  that  the  inspiration  acquired  on  this  momentous  and  his- 
torical occasion  will  be  such  as  to  set  in  motion  a  still  more  substantial 
recognition  of  the  worth  to  us  of  the  Influence  and  sacrifices  made  by 
our  preceptor,  a  more  substantial  contributlou  from  us,  if  you  please, 
for  the  benefit  of  posterity. 

Twenty-two  years  have  passed  since  the  body  of  our  teacher  was  borne 
on  a  lonely  couch  to  this  spot  of  everlasting  sleep.  According  to  the 
Inexorable  laws  of  nature,  all  this  assemblage  will  never  meet  here 
again.  Therefore  lot  us  individually  and  collectively  highly  resolve 
that  we  shall  continue  to  exalt  and  emulate  the  life  and  character 
of  this  pioneer.  His  like  in  our  midst  will  never  be  seen  again.  By 
the  plone«»r  sacrificing  lives  such  as  he  and  his  compeers  lived  the 
field  no  longer  exi.-Jts  and  d«^inand  for  such  extreme  sacrifice.*  arc  there- 
fore now  no  longer  necessary.  They  produced  the  better  day.  But, 
comparatively  speaking,  there  is  Just  as  much  room  or  more  for  us 
In  our  day  and  generation  to  accomplish  something  and  to  be  as  great 
a  benefactor  as  was  that  of  the  pioneers  of  the  years  gone  by. 

**  When  a  man  dies  it  is  usual  for  those  who  survive  him  to  ask  what 
property  he  has  left  behind.  But  the  angel  who  bends  over  him  asks 
what  good  deeds  he  has  sent  before'  him."  Profesr»or  Clarke's  life  earn- 
ings were  not  investetl  in  stocks  and  btnds  nor  in  houses  and  lands, 
but  in  you.  my  fellow  schoolmates — Invested  In  men  and  women,  devel- 
oping and  shaping  their  lives  and  charuters.  thereby  enabling  them  to 
accumulate  a  competency  for  tliemselves  nod  those  who  should  come 
after  them — then  gently  and  quietly  yielded  up  his  own  life  when  Father 
Time  invited  the  Grim  Reaper  to  gather  him  to  his  reward. 

But  before  the  end  of  his  life's  work  he  had  witnessed  the  fruitage  of 
his  labors.  Already,  he  had  seen  among  his  former  students  Congress- 
men. Judges,  physicians,  teachers,  lawyers,  ministers,  and  other  profes- 
sional lusiness  m<n  and  women  of  the  very  highest  standing.  It  must 
have  bei'n  a  consolation  to  him— nay,  I  am  sure  It  was  a  source  of  the 
highest  gratification  to  him — to  know  how  many  of  the  successes  of  bis 
students  bore  the  impress  of  his  s<hoolroom  lalwr  and  genius. 

I  feel  It  for  myself  at  this  moment  and  I  know  that  you  feel  that 
we  all  can  and  do  I.ear  testimony  to  the  priceless  benefits  derived  from 
our  tutelage  under  Profes.-<or  Clarke. 

Ther<'fore,  with  our  hearts  full  of  gratitude,  with  oar  minds  sur- 
charged with  the  memory  of  him  whose-  dust  lies  at  our  feet,  at  a  time 
in  our  life  when  we  yet  have  promise  of  years  of  usefulness,  we  now 
unveli  to  the  eyes  of  all  who  may  come  this  way  this  stone,  with  a 
mission,  to  hold  aloft  the  name  of  him  whos<'  spirit,  we  believe  to-day. 
Is  overlooking  the  balliemeut*  of  eternity,  in  benign  approval  of  the 
ceremonies  we  are  here  enacting. 

Masters  of  the  ceremony,  you  may  now  remove  the  veil  and  Vring  to 
view  that  stone  which  will  mutely  tell  the  story  that  here  lies  the 
ashes   of — 

\  father  who  had  a  (ievotlon  for  his  loved  ones  worthy  to  class  him 
as  the  greatest  po8.«lble  heritage  any  family  of  children  could  have, 
A  cltiKtn  of  the  highe.*t  type,  both  In  peace  and  in  war. 
A  teacher  in  the  truest  and  <«t!lctest  sense  of  the  word. 
A  benefactor  who  made  a  la«tin','  impression  for  a  higher  and  nobler 
life  upf)n  all  with  whom  he  cime  in  contact. 
A    friend    to   mankind. 

EXTE.NSIOX    OF    rjIilAKKS 

Mr.  WATSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  did  tiot  got  tbrongh  with  my 
unanimous-oons<«nt  request.  The  I-<obby  Investigating  Commit- 
tee of  the  Senate  reqm'sted  .Mr,  Grundy  for  suppiemental  in- 
formation and  this  statement  I  want  ins<Tted  in  the  Rfxx>rd. 
Does  the  gentleman  from  Texas  object?  The  business  «f  the 
Senate  Ls  also  the  business  of  the  House.     This  statement  will 
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not  only  be  read  by  Members  of  the  Hoose,   but  I  wish 
printed  in  the  Recobd  that  all  may  read.    It  Is  officiaL 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  GARNER.     For  the  moment  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER.    Objection  is  heard. 

UAJ.   OKS.    WILLIAH    OBUBGE    HAAN 

Mr.  BROWNE.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  In- 
sert in  the  Kexx>iu>  an  address  delivered  by  General  Haan,  of  the 
^    Thirty-second   Division,  made  up  of  Wisconsin   and  Michigan 
tro<'p«  of  the  World  War. 

The  SPEAKER  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  TILSON.    Is  not  that  the  same  address  as  that  proposed 
to  be  in.serted  by  the  gentleman  from.  Michigan  [Mr.  Crakton]? 
Mr.  RROWNE.     No. 
The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROWNE.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  tbe  9th  of  November.  1929, 
at  Arlington  Cemetery,  Virginia,  a  monument  which  had  been 
erettetl  by  the  Thirty-second  Division  Veterans'  A.ssociatlon  was 
dedicated  in  honor  of  MaJ.  Gen.  William  George  Haan. 

IMstingni.shed  men  and  wcHuen  from  various  parts  of  the 
United  States  were  present  to  pay  homage  to  a  distinguished 
general  who  had  been  conspicuous  as  a  jrreat  soldier. 

MaJ.  Gen.  William  George  Ilaan's  f^ervice  was  conspicuous  in 
the  Philippines  In  18D9  as  acting  chief  of  staff,  Pacific  Division ; 
April  18,  1908,  to  July  15,  1908,  while  the  Army  was  employed 
In  relief  work  following  the  great  earthquake  and  fire  in  San 
Prancl»co;  In  the  Army  of  Cuban  PaciflL^ation,  October  1,  1906, 
to  March,  1907;  at  Camp  MacArthur,  Tex.,  commanding  the 
rifty-se>enth  Field  Artllley  Brigade,  August  23,  1917,  to  De- 
cember 10,  1917 ;  and  commander  of  the  Thirty -second  Division, 
December  11,  1917,  to  January  14.  1918. 

Maj.  Gen.  William  George  Ilaan's  mo.^  con.«!pi<?uou9  service 
was  as  commander  of  the  Thirty-second  Division,  which  was 
composed  mostly  of  Wisconsin  and  Michigan  troope.  General 
Haan,  In  an  address  soon  after  the  close  of  the  World  War, 
describes  the  Thirty-second  Division  as  "  a  fighting  machine.' 
Of  all  the  si>lendid  fighting  divisions  in  the  World  War,  no 
division  gave  a  better  account  of  itself  or  more  loyally  lived  up 
to  the  highest  traditions  of  American  soldiers  than  the  brilliant 
lighting  Thirty-second  Division. 

I  therefore  ask,  Mr.  Speaker,  permission  to  extend  my  remarks 
1^  printing  an  address  of  the  late  Maj.  Gen.  William  George 
Haan  on  the  Thirty-second  Division  as  a  fighting  machine. 
The  address  is  as  follows : 

THI  DlVISIOK  AS  A  FiGBTIXO  MaCBIXI — WHAT  IT  IS,  HOW  PmEPARBD 
rROM  ITS  iJtCKPTIOJI  TO  lT8  ACTION  I\  BaTTLB,  A.ND  ITS  TBOCBLKS 
A.\D    I*LKASl-BBS    IS    ITS    HaEDEST    DaY'S    FKjHT.   T»0U    TUB   VUWPOl.VT 

or  THB  Division  Comxasdbs 

MaJ.  Gen.  William  O.  Haan 

It  is  my  parpofie  to  sbow  In  this  paper  very  briefly  the  oatllnes  of  a 
division  organisation,  tbe  theory  of  its  training,  in  general  what  it  is 
composed  of ;  to  present  a  very  brief  outline  also  of  itg  early  experience 
in  training  and  In  action  ;  and  finally  to  give  as  accurate  a  picture  as 
1  can  of  its  supreme  test  when  after  many  days'  fighting  It  was  called 
Qpon  to  do  In  a  single  tbirust  a  task  which  in  its  overpowering  magni- 
■tude  wcU-nigh  unnerved  Its  commander. 

This  day  was  the  14th  of  October,  1918,  when  tbe  Thlrty-aecond  DIvl- 
;aion  was  called  opon  to  assault,  capture,  and  pass  over  the  last  organ- 
liaed  line  of  tbe  faaooa  Hindenborg  position  in  the  Meuse-Argonne 
offensive.  This  line  included  tl>e  high  and  strongly  held  position  south 
of  tbe  Tillage  of  Romagne  and  extended  through  the  heights  known  as 
L«  Cote  Dame  Marie.  A  description  of  this  posiUon  will  be  given  later. 
First,  then,  let  us  go  back  and  look  for  a  moment  upon  the  division 
as  it  was  organised  from  the  troops  of  Wisconsin  and  Michigan  in 
Texas,  where  many  new  units  had  to  be  formed  and  where  none  of  the 
old  units  fitted.  A  complete  reorgaQization  had  to  be  made.  Ail  of  this 
was  accomplished  with  the  loyal  support  of  tbe  senior  officers  and  sub- 
ordinate olBcerB,  who  most  have  felt  very  keenly  seeing  their  old  organi- 
sations with  which  tbey  bad  been  serving  for  many  months  thus  dis- 
rupted for  the  purpose  of  malcing  a  fighting  unit  ou  modern  lines.  To 
the  credit  of  ail  these  officers  and  men  let  it  be  said  that  no  complaint 
ever  reached  the  division  commander;  let  it  be  fnrttier  said  that  tbe 
brigade  commanders  and  regimental  commanders  with  witom  I  liad  occa- 
sion dally  to  confer  showed  only  a  spirit  of  wishing  to  help  make  a 
flKhting  unit. 

We  shall  paaa  by  these  e«rly  stages,  merely  remarUng  that  while  tbe 
reorgasisatloB  was  going  on  tbe  training  did  not  stop.  Tbe  full  seven 
hours  of  training  went  on  daUy  on  tbe  driU  groonds,  on  tbe  ranges,  on 
the  bayonet  coutms,  tu  the  schools,  and  everywhere.  wbUe  in  tbe  offlce 
the  staff  was  patiently  working  on  reorganiaatloa  under  a  policy  adopted 
by  the  divlaioa  comiaBder  after  fnU  eonsolutlon  and  a«rceaeBt  wltk 
"the  brigade  comaaandera. 
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word  here  in  regard  to  training  :  From  the  t>eginniDg  it  was  on« 
principal   functions   to   keep   betore  the  eyes   and   mindii   of   the 
and  men  the  fact  that  the  Thirty-second  Division  was  going  to 
that  all  of  our  training  mu.st  be  conducted  with   that  end  con- 
stancy In  view ;  and  that  only  such  officers  should  accompany  the  divi- 
to  France  as  by  their  physical  fitness,  their  age,  and  their  aptitude 
lommanding  men  in  battle  were  considered  fully  qualified  for  lead- 
iigainst  tlie  enemy  the  splendid  men  of  which  the  division  was  to  be 


sion 

for 

ing 


com]  osed. 
F<r 


lO 


m&ke 
most 


ratio  lal 


purpi  ise 

••rhi 

trodpB. 
difflci  lit 


m  r 


This 
Belf(i^ 
of 
time 

Aside 
contained 
the 
with 
batti  I 
plete  y 
mane  ers, 
St  rue  tions 


November  21 


many  years,  in  fact  since  its  organization,  the  only  kind  of  fighf- 
lor  which  the  United  States  Army  has  been  trained  is  the  offensive, 
lave  always  believed  that  it  Ls  only  offensive  action  that  can  wh» 
B8  and  wars ;  and  under  that  theory  it  became  the  duty  of  the  divi- 
commander  at  these  early  stages  to  visualize  his  division  in  futurs 
"ve  action,  in  order  that  he  could  adopt  a  proper  doctrine  of  train- 
as  to  instill  into  each  man  and  each  element  which  were  flnaUy 
up  bis  fighting  unit  that  kind  of  training  which  would  make  it 
use  in  a  fighting  machine  in  which  offensive  tactics  were  the 
tactics  that  were  to  be  used  in  battle. 

vl.snallzation  by  tbe  particular  division  commander  In  reference 

a  rather  difficult  procedure,  as  will  be  realized  when  It  Is  remem- 

that  the  largest  fojce  he  had  ever  commanded  was  only  slightly 

of  tbe  number  of  commissioned   officers   he  now   had   In   his 

more  difficult  when  It  Is  remembered  that  the  methods 

warfare,  the   tactical  operations  that  had  taken  place   In   this  war 

given   somewhat   of   a    setback   to   our   theory  of   training    for    the 

've    only.     The   difficulties    of    this    situation    were    somewhat    in- 

when  we   read   in    the  first   paragraph   of   training  Instructions 

from  the  Army  War  College  the  following  expression:   "Trench 

is  of  paramount  importance."     Fortunately,  before  a  system  of 

could  l>e  completed  and  much  instruction  given   this  parlicu- 

{taragrapb   in   the    War   Department    instructions   was   revoki-d,   and 

back  to  our  original  theory  of  offensive  tactics  only.     In  this 

n  It  may  be  interesting  to  note  thnt  as  late  as  June  16.  1918, 

(ommander  in   chief  of  the  allied   armies   is^nied   elalwrate   Instruc- 

to  all   the  allied   armies   as   to   how   defensive   warfare   ohould   be 

1  on  to  meet  German  attacks.     I  will   not  quote  here  all  of  that 

'.   but  merely   the  last  few  sections,   which   show   how   the   French 

nder  In  chief  was  thinking  at  that  late  date.     He  says: 

a  word  our  command  can   prepare  a  defensive  battle  correspond- 

the  offensive  method  practiced  by  the  enemy. 

method    above    all    aims    at    disorganizing    the    command,    not 

_    It   time   to   make  Judlciou.s   dispositions.     The    method    will    be 

tted  if  our  command  has  laid  out  for  Itself  in  advance  a  line  of 

lal  conduct,  if  It  has  drawn  up  a  program  that  is  capable  of  as 

and  rapid  execution  as  possible,  and  if  it   then   b&st  a  strength  of 

to  hold  to  It  by  directing  the  battle  at  every  moment. 

Is    mastery    of   the    command    Is    communicated    instantly    to    the 

It  is  the  challenge  for  the  execution  by  these  troops  of  the  most 

mission. 

"(Signed)  F.  FocH." 

wag  on  June  16  when  our  division  was  in  the  front  line  near 

t — tbe  very  day  on  which  I  took  over  the  active  tactical  command 

own  divlaion  and  tbe  Ninth  French  Division.     This  was  the  first 

an  American  officer  had  the  honor  of  commanding  a  F'rench  division. 

from    what   is   above   quoted,    some    elaborate   Instructions    are 

'  in  General  Focb's  i>aper  showing  that  the  front  line  elements, 

outpost  troope,  must  stay  in  their  places  and  fight  to  the  last  man, 

a  view    to   breaking  up   the  encno's  advancing  lines  so   that   our 

positions  or   tbe   second   line  would   be   able   to  hold   them   com- 

In  transmitting  these  Instructions  to  division  and  higher  com- 

General  Pershing  added  the  following  postscript  to  these  in- 
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>minanders  will  siiow  by  their  attitude  that  they  give  full,  loyal, 

sympathetic  support  to  tbe  execution  of  the  above  instrucUons  of 

csmmander  In  chief  of  the  allied  armies." 

is  very  evident  that  General  Pershing,  however,  was  not  satisfied 

this  defensive  attitude,  for  on  July  11.  1918.  he  Issued  the  foliow- 

lotb  papers  reaching  di\ision  commanders  on  the  same  day: 

INSTauCTIONS    ON    TACTICAL    DISPOSITIOW 

The  ultimate  purpose  of  the  American  Army  is  the  deci.'.lve  defeat 
enemy,  and  not  the  mere  passive  result  of  the  pure  defensive. 
Ilze  this  ultimate  purpose,  it   is  e.ssential   that   every  officer  and 
of  these  forces  be  imbued  with  the  offensive  spirit." 
General   Pershing  goes  on   to  describe   .lomewhat   in   detail    the 
methAds  of  preparing   the  troops  In   morale  and   In   training      In   fact 
he  la^s  down  the  doctrine  of  training  to  get  the  troops  not  only  Ini 
m  correctly  for  the  kind  of  fighting  that  he  believes  In.  but  to  get 
into  the  right  frame  of  mind,  the  right  kind  of  morale,  the  right 
of  esprit  de  corps.     These   latter  we  found  very  important  con- 
slden  tions  during  battle. 

Perhaps  tbCM  qnoUUons  may  throw  a  little  further  Ugbt  upon  the 
enu  Blade  above  that  from  the  very  beginning  of  training  tbe 
nder  must   visualise   the   kind   of   fighting   his   division    will    be 
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called  upon  to  do ;  otherwise  he  can  not  adopt  tbe  correct  "  doctrine " 
of  training  the  various  elements. 

One  must  now  keep  in  mind  that  for  the  next  seven  or  eight  months 
there  was  dally  work  from  morning  until  night  under  the  guidance  of  the 
same  idea  ;  namely,  to  produce  from  a  conglomeration  of  men,  animals, 
and  material  n  machine  which  would  carry  ,out  lu  battle  the  single 
idea  of  a  single  mind.  Itself  controlled  by  instructions  from  the  higher 
command,  making  this  smallest  fighting  unit  of  all  arms,  the  division. 
In  itself  work  a.**  a  single  element  In  conjunction  with  hundreds  of  other 
similar  elements  that  made  up  the  great  allied  army,  which  again  was 
finally  controlled  by  a  single  mind.  It  Is  the  ultimate  in  organization 
to  make  all  elements  of  an  army  composed  of  some  20  different  nation- 
alities speaking  different  langiiages — some  7,000.000  men  operating  on 
half  a  dozen  se|)arate  fronts — respond  to  the  will  of  a  single  com- 
mander. This  power  of  organization  and  the  putting  of  it  Into  effect 
won  the  war. 

.\fter  four  months  of  work  and  training  and  study  and  organization 
and  reorganisation  in  Texas  it  was  a  pleasure  to  find  that  when  the 
order  to  move  came  the  officers  of  the  various  grades  in  the  division  had 
KruBi»ed  many  of  their  functions,  and  it  was  no  longer  necessary  to  lead 
them  about  and  tell  them  what  to  do.  They  began  to  understand  what 
Wits  meant  by  orders.  Nothing  further  need  be  said  In  regard  to  this 
first  move  of  the  Thirty-second  Division  than  that  each  unit  was  ready 
to  entrain  at  the  place  and  time  set  by  the  schedule  for  the  trains. 
I'nfortunately,  the  train  crews  had  not  had  the  same  kind  of  training 
and,  in  conse(iuenc»\  were  never  at  the  appointed  place  at  the  designated 
hour;  and  our  division  straggi'-d  from  Texas  to  New  York,  a  glowing 
example  of  the  ireiflciincy  of  cur  railroad  service,  of  the  very  efficiency 
of  which  we  had  heaiii  so  much.  From  24  to  48  hours  late  upon  arrival 
was  the  rule  and  not  the  exception  for  trains  in  New  York ;  they  were 
all  late,  without  any  exceptions. 

A  complete  division  Is  difficult  to  visualize.  One  must  see  It  with  all 
its  armament,  troops,  and  trains  t"  begin  to  understand — infantry 
brigades,  machine-gun  battalions,  artillery,  engineers,  trench-mortar 
battery,  signal  corps,  ammunition  trains,  supply  trains,  sanitary  trains, 
mobile  repair  shops,  medical-corps  troops,  field  hospitals,  ambulance 
fomiianles,  brigade  staffs,  division  staff.  In  personnel  28.000,  animals 
Si.mi'  9,000,  motor  cars,  motor  trucks,  tanks,  balloons,  airplanes,  and 
last  but  not  least,  the  military  police.  In  a  single  close  column— men 
marching  In  column  of  fours  well  closed  up — the  division  is  now  more 
than  ;{0  miles  long.  It  was  a  liberal  e<lucatlon  in  military  organization 
thus  to  see  the  First  Division  upon  its  return  parade  in  New  York  and 
Washington  with  all  its  transportation,  men,  animals,  and  full  cam- 
paign equipment.  The  division  headquarters  is  the  nerve  center  of  the 
entire  organization.  It  is  the  business  center;  and  when  the  division 
has  been  trained  for  battle  it  promptly  responds  to  the  plans  of  Its 
commander,  promulgated  in  orders  through  the  staff  and  system  of  com- 
munication. 

It  Is  not  necessary  lo  dwell  upon  the  mortifying  fact  that  upon  our 
arrival  in  France  early  in  March  we  were  made  temporarily  a  replace- 
ment and  labor  divlsloi.,  In-cause  we  got  out  of  that ;  and  right  glad  were 
all  the  men  In  the  division  when  they  heard  that  we  were  going  to  the 
front.  Let  us  pass  over  this  period  merely  by  saying  that  as  soon  as 
we  got  our  men  together  again  our  training  started  anew,  and  when 
we  got  on  tlie  front  Hie  our  training  continued  with  greater  speed  and 
with  greater  effectiveness,  but  always  with  the  offensive  spirit.  Tbe 
doctrine  of  training  had  that  objective  in  view  all  the  time. 

While  the  division  v.as  in  Texas  in  training  we  worked  under  our  old 
staff  system.  Upon  arrival  in  France  our  staff  officers  were  gradually 
taken  away  from  us  and  new  staff  officers  assigned.  These  new  officers 
had  had  some  training  in  the  American  staff  college  In  France,  where 
they  were  studying  thf  handling,  equipping,  and  fighting  of  Jarger  bodies 
of  men  than  the  woild  had  ever  before  known.  Gradually  the  staff 
work  was  taken  over  by  the  proper  staff  officers,  thereby  relieving  the 
commander  in  a  grct^ter  and  greater  measure  from  details  and  per- 
mitting him  to  give  more  attention  to  his  front-line  work  and  the  com- 
bat preparation  of  his  combat  troops  for  front-line  work.  I  have  esti- 
mated that  while  in  Texas  70  per  cent  of  the  time  of  the  division  com- 
mander was  required  for  administrative  work.  In  June,  six  moutha 
later,  when  the  divistjn  was  in  the  front  line  near  Belfort,  only  10  per 
cent  of  his  time  was  necessary  for  administrative  work ;  and  when 
finally  the  division  vrent  into  the  big  fight  north  of  the  Marne  only 
alwut  5  per  cent  of  his  time  was  necessary  ;  yet  the  functioning  of  every- 
thing was  greatly  sujierior  to  what  it  had  been  before. 

When  on  the  2flth  of  July  our  division  relieved  the  Third  Division, 
then  for  the  first  time  it  became  the  duty  of  the  division  commander  to 
make  a  plan  of  battle  and  of  his  staff  to  prepare  the  battle  orders. 
Here,  then,  was  to  l<  put  to  tbe  test  whether  or  not  our  doctrine  of 
training  for  fighting  on  tlie  offei  sive  had  been  correct — whether  we  were 
going  to  take  the  offensive  in  battle  or  whether  we  were  to  remain  on 
the  defensive.  Pleat*  note  that  the  29th  of  July.  1918,  was  only  18 
days  after  General  Fershlug  issued  his  famous  Instructions  on  Tactical 
Disposition,  a  part  oJ*  which  I  have  already  quoted.  I  may  remark  here 
that  wMle  It  was  Indeed  gratifying  to  receive  from  our  own  commander 
in  chief  these  instructions,  they  made  no  change  in  the  training  that 


was  going  on  In  the  Thirty-second  Division.  Tliat  division  had  trained 
for  offensive  combat  from  the  day  it  arrived  in  Camp  MacArthur  at 
Waco,  Tex.  It  continued  that  kind  of  training  dnrln;;  all  of  its  training 
periods  and  It  continued  that  kind  of  fighting  up  to  November  11,  when 
the  fighting  stopped. 

I  can  not  say  that  I  felt  any  anxiety  whatever  as  to  the  outcome  of 
the  first  battle  of  the  Thirty-second  Di>i8lon.  It  was  not  a  very  great 
undertaking,  although  our  gallant  Third  Division  had  made  several  at- 
tempts to  take  the  position  and  each  time  had  to  withdraw.  It  was 
too  exhausted  after  its  heavj-  fighting  in  driving  the  enemy  across  the 
Marne  and  up  the  hills  to  tlie  north  of  the  river  to  make  another  great 
effort;  but  our  fresh  troops  went  forward  as  at  drill,  and  never  for  a 
moment  did  I  think  that  they  would  do  anything  else — never  for  a 
moment  did  it  occur  to  me  that  they  might  fail  in  this  first  attempt. 
I  felt  sure  that  the  kind  of  training  they  had  re«>lv'»d  and  the  kind  of 
men  they  were  would  guarantee  suc-cess  In  the  task  that  was  given  them. 
In  this  they  fully  Justified  every  expectation.  They  took  their  objective 
by  assault,  organized  it,  and  held  it  until  tbey  got  orders  to  proceed  to 
the  next  objective,  and  so  on,  and  so  on,  and  so  on  continuously  until  eight 
days  later  thoy  tiad  driven  the  enemy  back  19  kilometers  and  bad  cap- 
tured the  famous  stronghold  and  railhead  of  Flsmes  and  driven  the 
enemy  across  the  Vesle  River.  Then  the  division  wns  withdrawn  and 
given  a  short  period  of  10  days  for  reorganization  and  ftirther  training. 
Then  it  was  given  another  task.  ICverything  bejian  to  move  more 
smoothly,  and  orders  given  by  tbe  dhision  commander  were  immediately 
visualized  by  the  corresponding  movement  of  the  elements  of  the  division 
called  upon  to  move.  Everywhere  was  order  and  everything  was  done 
in  an  orderly  manner;  it  was  businesslike.  Tbe  division  commander's 
office,  though  not  as  a  rule  in  a  comfortable  place,  was  always  charac- 
terized by  a  business  spirit  and  businesslike  transaction  of  busine.'w. 
The  chief  of  staff  and  his  assistants  had  their  offices — if  they  may  l>e 
called  offices — arranged  always  in  an  orderly  manner ;  electric  lights 
appeared  as  regularly  as  darkness  came.  And  so  the  division  was  de- 
veloped Into  a  fighting  machine  composed  of  all  the  elements  necessary 
for  carrying  on  combat. 

After  the  division  had  completed  its  second  great  battle  with  General 
Mangins  tenth  array  with  tbe  capture  of  Juvigny,  a  key  point  in  the 
line,  and  approximately  1,0<X)  prisoners  and  much  material  in  the  way 
of  guns  and  Mmmnnition,  it  was  taken  away  and  sent  to  our  great  first 
army,  \*'ith  which  It  was  finally  to  fight  its  greatest  and  last  battle. 

I  fear  It  will  be  a  difficult  thing  to  give  a  description  that  will  be 
anything  like  a  reasonably  accurate  picture  of  what  confronted  the 
division  when  it  went  into  the  front  line  near  the  famous  town  ot 
Montfaucon,  where  the  German  Crown  Prince  had  had  his  observation 
point  to  observe  the  German  Army  in  Its  fighting  and  attacks  on  the 
Verdun  positions.  It  is  impossible  to  de8crll)e  the«o  conditions  to  one 
who  has  not  been  over  the  ground.  I  think,  snd  make  him  realize  quite 
what  the  situation  there  was.  A  Congressman  traveling  through  theiie 
woods  In  attempting  to  describe  what  be  saw,  remarked  as  follows  : 

"  I  saw  sue*  spots  where  in  the  little  forest  American  boys  laid  down 
their  priceless  lives— a  little  forest  filled  with  tangled  vines,  and  fallen 
trees,  and  jagged  rocks,  and  little  hidden  fissures,  and  tangled  vines, 
and  fallen  trees,  and  tumbled.  Jumbled  saplings,  an<l  deep  trenches,  and 
concrete  peepholes,  and  German  dugouts,  and  interlaced  branches — so 
that  when  we  had  followed  the  captain  who  was  our  escort  and  who 
himself  had  fought  in  that  fight— when  we  bad  followed  him  in  and 
out,  up  and  down,  and  over  and  under,  I  for  one  waa  utterly  exhausted 
without  any  pack  and  without  any  burden  of  ammunition." 

Let   me   say   here   that    this   Congressman   passed    througli    this   little 
wood  with  a  guide,  not  under  fire,  In  the  daytime,  and  at  his  leisure : 
let  me  say  further  that  the  Thirty-second  Division  passed  through   this 
wood  on  the  night  of  September  28  In  a  cold  downpour  of  rain,  in  tbe 
darkest  night  that  I  have  ever  seen,  or  rather  felt,  at  a  time  when  the 
only  road  or  trail  through  No  Man's  Land,  some  3  miles  wide,  and  through 
these  little  woods,  was  completely  blocked  with  stalled  vehicles  so  that 
the  men  had  to  pick  their  way  alongside  of  the  road,  over  tangled  wire. 
in  mud,   and  under  fire  of  the  enemy's  artillery.     Yet  there  were  no 
complaints.     The    division    had    become    a    fighting    unit;    the    division 
commander  was  personally  leading  his  division   through   these  tangled. 
Jumbled  saplings  and  trenches  and  wire,  himself  having  n-connoiiered  the 
previous  day  the  trail  by  which  be  was  to  lead  hbt  division  during  thU 
famous   nlgiit  to   the  relief  of  the   Thirty-.<«eventh    Division,   which   had 
become  exhausted  and  which  had  to  be  withdrawn   from  the  line.     The 
men  marched  all  night  with  their  75-pound  packs,  arriving  at  the  north- 
ern  edge   ou    the   woods,  a   description    of   which    baa    been    attempted. 
At  midnight  I  found  the  headquarters  and  tbe  commarider  of  the  Thirty- 
seventh  Division  and  presented  my  orders  for  the  relief  of  bis  division. 
This   was    the   first   Information    he    had    that    hit    division    was    to    be 
relieved,   because  metallic   telephonic   connection    had   been   interrupted 
between  his  division  and  the  corps  headquarters.     The  next  day  It  con- 
tinued to  rain,  and  it  continued  to  be  cold.  but.  fortunately,  It  was  also 
misty,   so   that   during  the  daytime   it    was   practicable   to   locate   the 
elements  of  the  division  we  were  to  relieve ;  and  H  was  also  practicable 
during  the  daytime  to  relieve  all  but  the  front  elements  of  the  entire 
division;  during  the  early   hours  of  the  next  ni^ht  the  remainder  of 
tbe  division  was  relieved. 
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Tb«rpfor<>.  no  tb«  1st  of  October  our  division  wan  agaio  rroacbing 
for  anotber  offensive.  Its  front  el<>ineats  were  asaln  In  contact  with 
rbe  enemy  on  a  line  mnning  east  and  went  a  few  bundred  meters  soutb 
of  the  village  of  C'lerges.  the  same  Diime  as  tbe  first  viUagp  that  the 
division  capmred  in  its  first  battle.  Tbe  evening  of  October  1  foond 
our  line  to  tbe  north  of  this  Cierges  No.  2  and  tbe  village  in  our 
poaMwaioo. 

I  will  not  attempt  a  desi-rlption  of  how  tbe  division  advanced  from 
this  initial  position  to  its  tinal  jump-off  line  on  tbe  nomlng  of  Oc- 
tober 14,  except  to  aajr  that  every  Inrfa  of  ttals  ground  waa  fongfat 
over  and  fought  for  by  tbe  enemy,  and  that  wbil*>  tbe  division  bad  no 
large  pitched  battlf^a  in  gaiiiine  these  5  kilometers  of  ground,  yet  it  had 
rontinoooa  lighting  by  most  of  itM  elements  fur  a  period  of  two  weeks, 
during  which  our  losses  were  approximately  4.000.  It  sboald  be  ob- 
iHTved  that  this  wss  mostly  open  groand  and  that  tbe  enemy  waa 
strongly  Intrenched  on  the  beightM  to  tbe  south  and  west  of  Bomagne, 
which  waa  the  position  that  had  to  be  finally  tak(>n  l>y  assault. 

When  we  bad  reached  witbin  about  2,000  yards  of  this  position,  or 
[>erfaaps  a  little  more,  a  combined  effort  of  all  tbe  divisions  in  our 
ImaM^laie  vicinity  was  made  to  advance  tbe  entire  line  and  If  pos- 
sible carry  tbe  strong  position — tbe  Krlembllde  Btellung.  For  this 
very  careful  preparation  bad  been  made,  a  careful  plan  bad  been  drawn 
up,  and  tbe  orden  for  tbe  battle  most  carefully  prepared  In  detail.  A 
chart  grapbicully  representing  tbe  iustructiom  given  was  distributed 
with  tbe  order,  and  1  have  beard  from  all  regimental  commanders  and 
many  others  to  tbe  effect  that  this  chart  was  a  great  assistance  to 
tbem  in  maneuvering  tbelr  units  in  accordance  with  tbe  plans  of  tbe 
dlvisioo  coBunander,  aa  expressed  in  tbe  battle  orders. 

Tbe  advance  waa  made  as  planned  for  a  diotauce  of  about  1,500 
meters — that  is,  until  tbe  advance  elemenu  came  practically  in  touch 
wltb  tbe  enemy's  wire  protecting  tbe  strong  Krlembllde  Hue  on  the 
heights  to  tbe  southwest  of  Romagne.  In  two  places — one  directly  to 
the  south  of  tbe  village  of  Romagne  and  tbe  other  In  tbe  left  center 
of  tbe  sector — did  our  troops  succeed  in  penetrating  this  powerful  posi- 
tion. The  rv^mainder  of  the  line  was  held  up  In  front  of  the  wire,  and 
^fi»«^  penetrations  bad  been  so  narrow  and  tbe  forces  going  througb 
KO  smali  4bat  it  was  impossible  for  tbem  to  bold  their  poitlons;  in  con- 
sequence of  thiit  tbey  were  withdrawn. 

Tbe  battalion  which  had  penetrated  into  the  enemy's  position  in  tbe 
left  center  of  tbe  sector  sent  word  back  that  tbey  bad  penetrated  tbe 
enemy's  line  and  bad  captured  tbe  strong  position  of  La  Cote  Dame 
Marie.  Tbia  position  waa  tbe  key  point  of  tbe  entire  Krlembllde  line, 
which  was  the  laMt  organised  and  strongly  held  line  of  the  Uinden- 
burg  position.  I  had  these  reports  briefly  investigated  and  received 
cuntirmatory  information  to  tbe  eifect  that  we  occupied  the  key  posi- 
tion. La  Cote  Oame  Marie,  and  I  so  reported  to  the  higher  command. 

It  was  not  until  about  noon  of  October  13,  and  after  the  order  that 
a  general  attack  would  be  made  on  tbe  morning  of  tbe  14th  bad 
been  received  from  tbe  higher  command,  that  I  ascertained  tbe  real 
truth  about  the  position  of  my  front  line.  You  can  imagine,  therefore, 
the  state  of  my  mind  when  I  learned  the  cold  facts  that  we  had  not 
captured  the  kry  position  ;  that  we  did  not  occupy  tbe  strong  position 
across  the  front  of  our  sector  which  waa  covered  by  barbed  wire ; 
that  this  position  was  still  held  by  the  enemy  ;  and  that  our  troops  were 
still  south  of  that  position  but  close  up  to  tbe  wire.  For  about  five 
miuutea,  when  tbe  real  facts  became  positively  known  to  mo — that  not 
only  had  I  been  mtalnfurmed  but  that  I  in  turn  bad  misinformed  the 
higher  command  as  to  my  position  In  such  an  important  place  and  at 
•ucb  a  crlti<»l  time — for  about  five  minutes  I  suffered  the  greatest 
depression  of  my  life. 

It  was,  perhaps,  a  fortunate  circumstance  that  when  I  received  this 
^lafoTmation  I  was  alone  and  therefore  could  not  conununkate  any 
feelings  of  depression  to  my  staff.  When  I  bad  time  to  recover  I 
called  my  chief  of  staff  and  told  blm  that  since  we  did  not  have  tbe 
posiUoB  we  would  have  to  take  it  and  that  we  bad  no  time  to  lose. 
Tbe  next  morning  the  entire  line  was?  to  advance  in  a  great  battle. 
Tbosa  instmcttona  bad  already  been  received  from  the  higher  command. 
1  made  aay  plan — made  it  brief.  I  knew  exactly  bow  I  wanted  to  attack 
wltb  the  greatest  posatbillty  of  success.  After  having  completed  that 
plan  and  having  given  sooie  instructions  to  tbe  artillery  commander,  I 
proceiHied  oa  a  visit  to  my  brigade  and  regimental  commanders,  leaving 
to  my  staff  tbe  preparatioB  of  tbe  battle  orders,  i  felt  that  now  as 
never  before,  and  perhaps  as  never  again,  would  It  be  necessary  to 
raise  the  morale  of  oar  troops  to  the  very  highest  pitch  to  make  them 
believe  that  not  only  aiast  the  position  be  taken  but  that  we  nnist 
make  tbem  beUeve  that  we  would  take  it— that  we  could  take  it;  In 
fact,  the  offensive  apirlt  had  to  be  diiven  into  the  troops  between  noon 
and  midnight  of  that  day  so  that  when  the  call  came  for  tbem  to  ad- 
vance at  daylight  tbe  next  BM>mlng  nothing  in  front  of  then  sbould 
atop  tbem. 

1  reached  my  brigade  commanders,  who  hart  their  hendquartora  doae 
together — so  close  that  in  a  minnte  I  could  call  them  together  and  bav« 
a  conference.  I  told  tbcaa  what  waa  In  my  mind  in  regard  to  taking 
tbe  po!<ltion--tbat  it  waa  not  a  qoestloa  of  whether  we  could  or  could 
"ot^  ^^  **•»  ^«  would  take  it  tbe  next  morning,  and  no  one  moat  dla- 
•■■s  It  in  any  other  senae ;  we  would  not  only  take  tbe  poaittoo  but 
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beyond   and   koep   on   going;   and   that   they   mu8t   assist   mc   in 
such  an  offensive  spirit  into  our  troops  before  midnight  of  that 
that  nothing  should  stop  them  the  next  morning.     I  think  I  was 
in   that  while  I  wan  talking  to  my  brigade  commanders  on 
very   point   General    Summerall,    tbe   corps   commander,   who    had 
at  my  headquarters,  and  when  be  found  that  I  Iwd  gone  to  see  my 
commanders  had  followed   me,  came  Into  the  conference  a.s   I 
telling   them  what    had    to   be   done.      His   assistance   in    putting 
spirit  into  the  brigade  commanders,  their  staffs,  and  the  other 
that  were  there  was  very   helpful.      When   Oeneral   Summerall 
through    talking,    my    i<piril8    were   Jubilant ;    I    no    longer   had    a 
t   in   my  mind  that  we  would  nt>t  be  fsuccessful ;  and  the  same 
could  be  seen  permeating  through  all  the  officers  who  were  present 
conference.     It  not  only  Inspired  them  to  believe  tliat  nothing 
stop   us   but    It    inspired    tbem    to    tell    tbelr   eomrades    the    aame 
and.  perhaps,  more — that  the  whole  army  was  going  forward  and 
nothing    should    stop    the    Thirty-second    Division    under    any    cir- 
And  HO  the  word  went  out ;  and  the  morale  <if  tbe  dlvisioo 
raised  to   the  highest   pitch  iiossible.      Perhaps  it  was  better   that 
>eriod  was*  so  snort;  it  spurred  everybody  on  with  anxiety  mingled 
excitement.     They   knew    that    they   did   not    have   to   wait    long, 
went  out  before  midnight  that  night  Just  when  we  were  going 
tbe  top,  at  least  as  far  down  as  it  could  safely  be  parsed  ;  all 
commanders  were  informed ;  tbey  doubtless  told  some  of  their 
reliable  noncommissioned  officer"*.     They  knew  how  for  the  word 
be  passed  among  their  own   little   units  and  Htill   be  safe  from 
enemy.     All  of  this   had  been   brought   about   by    training  and   ex- 
It  was  no  longer  necessary  to  say  to  a  brigade  commander, 
i;lmeiital  commander,  or  a  battalion  c^jmmander,  or  a  company  com- 
:  "This   information    is   contidential   and   must   go   no   further." 
bad  learned   to  know  what  information  must  be  kept  away  from 
rery   front  elements.     They  had  learned  to  take  the  initiative  not 
In  fighting  but  in  thinking.     They  had  learned  the  game  of  war  in 
^ont   line.     They   had   learned   how   to   obey   even   ttuiugb   it  be   to 
raight  to  their  death. 

now  let  us  stop  for  a  moment  and  take  a   look  aa  well  as  we 
t  the  position  the  division  was  facing — the  post  of  commau'l,  the 
on  commander,  the  position  of  the  brigade  commanders,  the  posl- 
of  the  artiller}'.  tbe  positions  of  the  ammunition  supply  and  tbe 
supply,  the  positions  of  tbe  dreasing  8tation.s  and   the  field   hospi- 
and    tbe   lines   of   communication    whereby    the    division   was    kept 
by   the  activities  of  the  servia-   of  supply,    the   road  control,   the 
'  posts,  and  first-aid   stations.     I   think  one  is  liable  to  over- 
in  a  large  measure,  tbe  activities  back  of  the  line,  the  complexities 
ilch  are   little   understoo<l   outside  of  the  quiet   bard   workers   who 
this   in   charge.     Nothing   but   perfect   staff   organization   and    well- 
perfect  cooperation  l)etween  all  the  branches  of  supply  can  keep  a 
on  going, 
ding   on    the    heights    of    Montfaucou    and    looking    to    thi?    north 
5  miles  away   could  b*-  clearly   .seen  a  well-defined   ridge  covered 
forest  towering  some  .SCO  feet  above  and  dominating  the  low  Inter- 
terraln,  mostly  open,  rolling  country,  affording,  apparently,  little 
from  view  for  advancing  troops;  cultivated  fielda  without  crops; 
patches  of   scrub  oak ;    s«'veral   small    low-lying   villages,    huddled 
in  ravines  with  their  thin  church  steeples  visible  from  all  dlrec- 
On  tbe  evening  of  0<-tober  13  as  I  rode  forward  over  this  ground 
from   a  distance  almost   peaceful,    except   for   white   puffs  of 
here  and   there   Indicating    registration   by   the   enemy   artillery ; 
I  ro<le  forward  every  ravine  hidden  from  the  view  of  the  enemy's 
position  showed  activity.     Cans  were  here  and  there  in  posl- 
others   were  making  ready   for  action  ;   and  as   I   moved  farther 
the  surface  of  the  jn*nnn(1,  which  from  n  distance  8eom«'«l  ciilm 
latnral,  now  showed  a  ghastly  ruptured  condition,  torn   and   man- 
by   ahells   from   the  small   pit   of  the   75   to   the   cellarlike   craters 
by  the  heaviest  shells.     .Some  of  the   craters  were  15  feet   deep 
to  feet  In  diameter.     The  villagea.  which   from  a  distance   seemed 
to  have  the  semblance  of  habitation,   were  Indeeil  but  masses  of 
;  among  this  tangled  mass  of  frightful  destruction  were  seen  as  If 
slnmber  tbe  dead  bodies  alike  of  friends  and  foes  who  had 
the  snpreme  wicrlfice.  each  doubtless  being  driven  by  an  irresistible 
which  he  b<'lleved  almost  spiritual  guidance.     A  sad   commentary 
frightful   Indictment  of  the  untamed  selfishness  of  the  present- 
I  political  leaders  of  mankind. 

division  wa.s  now  crouched  for  Its  last  and  greatest  effort.     I>et 

to  make  a  sort  of  mental  picture  of  the  division  as  a  living  thing, 

organisation,  as  it  was  now   prepared   to  spring  forward.     Bo^ 

then  with  what  we  call  the  front  elements— including  perhaps 

infantrymen  and  machine  gunnera— these  four  battalions  were  side 

each  occupying  an  area  in  a  line.     The  area  of  a  battalion  In  thts 

ras  perhaps  a  thousand  meters  wide  and  a  thousand  to  fifteen  hun- 

metcTS   deep.     Over   each    of   these    areas    was    distributed    a    bat- 

s  two  companies,  oc.-upying  the  forward  half,  and   two 

tbe  rearward  half;  but  as  one  looked  at  it.  If  that  could  be 

from  tbe  air  and  saw  all  the  men.  it  would  look  as  if  they  were 

or  leas  evenly  distributed  over  the  area  shown,  occupying  the  posl- 

>eblnd  a  little  rise,  but  never  grouped. 
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Let  us  go  back  througb  this  divisional  area  into  the  divisional  sector. 
It  is  about  3  miles  wide  at  the  front  and  extends  back  for  a  distance 
of  more  than   10  mllet.  to  the  railhead.     As  we  go  back  through  this 
area    we    find    the    secand    line    of    battalions — the    support    battalions 
nearly  a  mile  in  the  tear  of  the  first  line.     Then  going  back  another 
mile  or  two  we  find  the  reserve  battalions.     Scattered  among  these  we 
find  groups  of  artillery  ready  for  action  or  actually  In  acUon.     We  find 
flrat-ald  stations,  dressing  stations,   stragglers'  poets  under  control   of 
the  military  police  for  picking  up  exhausted  men  or  men  who  have  lost 
their  way  or  men  who  have  been  shell  shocked  or  temporarily  deranged 
in   their   minds.     Tbe*e   stragglers'    posts   collect    them,    give    them    hot 
food,  and  soon  tbe  men  are  again  ready  to  go  to  the  front.     Here  wc 
find  regimental  command  posts,  brigade  command  posts,  and  under  such 
cover  as  can  be  found  food  depoU,  ammunition  dumps,  rolling  kitchens, 
and  a  little  further  hick  we  have  the  field  bospltaU  and   the  division 
headquarters — the   nerve   center   of    the   whole   division.      As   we    pass 
across  the  area  we  run  across  many  wires — insulated  wires — some  lying 
on  the  ground  and  some  half  in  the  air.     These  are  the  communica- 
tions—the nerves  of  the  division — carrying  to  tbe  various  elements  and 
commands  encouragements  and   frequently   commendations  of   the   divi- 
sion commander.    Then  as  we  go  on  wc  find  great  ammunition  columns, 
supply  columns,  hcrdu  of  horses  carefuUy  scattered  on  grazing  ground. 
Then,    are  the  great  number  of  animals,  perhaps  eight  or  nine  thousand, 
in  tlie  horse  transportation  of  the  division.     The  guns  are  now  in  posl 
tlou   and   the   horses  ure   taken   back   as   much   out   of  artillery   fire   as 
puSMlble  and   given    an    opportunity   to   subsist    themselves   as   much   as 
p<.ssil)le  on  what  grass  they  can  find.     Then  we  see  at  every  road  cross- 
ing military  police  wit:i  bands  on  their  arms,  who  have  charge  of  traffic 
control  to  make  sure  ibat  on  one-way  roads  vehicles  pass  only  In  one 
direction.     And  scattered  through  the  area  from  tbe  front  to  the  rear 
we  find  groups  of  Signal  Corps  men  repairing  wires— putting  in  addi- 
tional nerves  of  the  division.     We  find  from  the  very  front  to  the  rear 
Engineer  detachments   repairing  roads  and  bridges.     We   find  scattered 
likewise  through  tbe  whole  area  sanitary  squads  of  medic-vl  men  with 
litters    to    take   care   of   the    sick    and    wounded.      We   find    a    constant 
stream  of  wounded  going  to  the  rear  in  ambulances,  and  we  see  deso 
lation  and  destruction  everywhere,  as  has  already  been  indicated.     Pic- 
ture    then,    the   men    forming   this   division    about    ready    to    make    the 
great  assault  in  c-old  and  rainy  OctoUr  weather.     These  men  had  little 
clothing,    no  shelter,    were   covered   from    bead   to   foot   with   mud.    had 
been  continuously  in  action  under  the  enemy's  heavy  fire  for  two  long 
we^'ks.    Their  comrades  had  melted  away,  until  now  the  companies  were 
less  than  half  strength.     The  losses  among  the  officers  were  even  greater ; 
yet  their  commander  still  believed  them  capable  of  a  great  effort.     He 
called  upon  them  for  this  supreme  test ;  and  as  wlU  shortly  be  seen 
they   responded  with  irresistible  determination. 

It  may  be  asked  In  passing  why  a  division  is  organized  in  such 
great  depth.  Primarily  this  is  necessary  to  give  great  and  continuous 
driving  power.  As  the  front-line  elements  melt  away  in  battle  the 
next  succeeding  elements  take  their  places  in  the  front,  and  so  on  and 
so  <.n.  It  Is  a  sort  of  revolving  machine  where  In  turn  each  succed- 
ing  echelon  passes  over  the  front  line  and  is  thus  able  to  give  a  new 
Impetus  to  the  forward  movement  of  the  great  machine. 

On  the  night  of  October  13  as  I  went  to  my  headquarters  after  spend- 
ing half  the  night  In  the  front  lines  I  felt  confident  that  we  were  going 
through  the  next  morning,  and  while  I  was  satisfied,  yet  I  had  no  desire 
for  sleep.     I  forgot  that  it  was  night. 

When  the  artillery  started  its  action  actually  on  time  at  dawn,  and 
when  everything  started  as  planned.   I  felt  a  certain  amount  of  relief, 
and  in  spite  of  my  desire  to  know  what   was  going  on   1   feU  asleep  in 
the  midst  of  the  deafening  roar  of  the   heavy   artillery   and  continued 
8leei)ing  unUl  about  H  o'clock   In  the  morning.     I   needed  no  time   to 
make  my  toilet,  no  time  to  dress.     I  forgot  to  eat  my  breakfast  as  I  had 
forgotten  to  eat  my  supper  the  night  before,  went  to  the  place  where 
all  reports  were  received  and  where  the  operations  map  was  kept,  found 
that   reports  were  beginning   to   come   In— reports   which   had   in    them 
some  of  the  elements  of  hope  and  yet  without  that  definiteness  necessary 
before   encouraging    reports    should    be    made    to    the    higher    command. 
Gradually,  however,  came  reports  from  the  various  parts  of  the  front, 
which,     taken     together,     indicated     that     progress     was     being     made. 
The  battle  order  required  the  left  c-enter  to  go  over  tbe  top  first :   the 
artillery  lifted  and  moved  forward  off  the  enemy  fortified  position  there 
first      "The  One  hundred  and  twenty-sixth  Infantry  followed  through  and 
a   message   was   received   that   it  was   following   the   barrage.      Another 
message— that  tbe  One  hundred  and  twenty-seventh  Infantry  on  tbe  left 
bail  gone  against  tbe  heavy  wire  In   the  woods  and  against   the  steep 
hills  of  La  Cote  Dame  Marie  and  was  stopped.     Another  message— that 
tbe  right  battalion  on  the  extreme   right  of   the  sector,   a   battalion  of 
the  One  hundred  and  twenty-eighth  Infantry,  had  penetrated  the  line  and 
had  advanced  behind  the  barrage  as  far  as  the  outskirts  of  Romagne 
where  It   was  held  up,   that  the   Infantry   commander  had   stopped   the 
barrage  in  front  of  that  part  of  the  line  and  had  requested  artillery 
fire  on  the  town.     I  directed  the  Artillery  commander  to  place  aU  of  his 
available  heavy  guns,  including  two  batteries  of  8-inch  howltw-rs.  Army 
ArtiUery    which  had  been  placed  under  my  controL     The  roaring  of  the  • 


heavy  cannon  soon  told  that  these  orders  were  promptly  complied  with. 
In  tbe  meantime  further  Information  was  received  that  tbe  One  hun- 
dred and  twenty-sixth  Infantry  In  the  left  center  was  atlU  following  tbe 
barrage  and  was  npproa<  hing  the  first  objective  ab</ut  1  mile  north  of 
the  main  position,   where   the  Jump   off  was   made,    but   that   the  One 
hundred  and  twenty-seventh  Infantry  was  unable  to  {.dvance.   I  suggested 
to  the  brigade  commander  that  be  send  additional  troops  through  the 
gap  through  which  the  One  hundred  and  twenty-slxtb  Infantry  had  pene- 
trated and  attack  La  Cote  Dame  Marie  from  the  east  by  a  flank  move- 
ment to  the  left.     At  1.50  o'clock  I  aent  the  following  measage  to  corps 
headquarters  :  "  I  believe  we  will  aet  to  our  objectives  before  tbe  day 
is  over.     Everything  indicates  that  our  men  are  fighting  fine."     I  re- 
ceived a  message  from  Lieutenant  Gotscbalk.  who  had  succeeded  to  the 
command  of  the  battalion  of  the  One  hundred  and  twenty.4>lghtta  Infantry, 
whl<h  liad  been  held  up  to  the  south  of  Romagne,  to  stop  firing  on  the 
town  of  Romagne — that  be  had  succeeded  wltb   his  battalion  in  mov- 
ing around  to  the  left  of  the  town  and  had  formed  a  Une  on  the  north 
side  of  It.     This  I  could  hardly  believe.     It  was  almost  too  good  to  be 
true,  but  I  knew  tbb«  officer's  reports  were  reliable  .nnd  gave  the  neces- 
sary Instnictlons  to  comply  with  bis  requests.     Tblngs  were  becoming 
more  cheerful.     In  tbe  meantime  the  right  center  UittaUon,  also  of  tbe 
One  hundred  and  twenty-eighth  Infantry,  had  succee<lwl  in  demolishing  the 
remainder  of  the  enemy's  position  and  was  moving  forward  in  Its  sector. 
Shortly  after  this  more  good  news  came  to  the  effecr  that  the  One  hun- 
dred and  twenty-slxtb  Infantry  had  moved  to  tbe  left  and  occupied  part 
of  the  ridge  of  Ia  Cote  Dame  Marie  and  still  a  little  later  that   the 
One  hundred  and   twenty-seventh   Infantry   had   flaaked   Hill   286.    the 
extreme  west  end  of  La  Cote  Dame  Marie,  by  going  into  the  aector  of  the 
Forty-second  Division,  advancing  in  that  sector,  and  then  taking  it  by  a 
flank  movement.     The  staff  at  headquarters  was  all  »;mlleB  by  this  time. 
The  One  hundred  twenty-sixth  Infantry,  operating  from  the  right,  and 
the    One    hundred    twenty-seventh    Infantry,    operating    from    the    left, 
mopped   up   the    ridge   known    as   Iji    Cote   I>ame   M«rie.     This   was   aa 
extremely  strong  position— in  fact,  it  was  so  strong  that  a  direct  assault 
upon  It  from  the  front,  for  which  It  was  built,  would  have  cost  tbe  lives 
of  hundreds  and  hundre<ls  of  men     Tbe  taking  of  this  position  by  a 
double-flank  movement   was  one  of  tbe  cleverest  plec.»«  of  work  of  tbe 
entire  war.     This  strong  position  was  taken  wltb  a  minimum  lo«a  and 
that  part  of  its  garrison  which  did  not  succeed  in    escaping  was  cap- 
tured in  tbe  Jaws  of  this  double-flank  movement.     W.»  had  now  In  our 
posses-slon  the  entire  position  which  bad  given  me  so  much  anxiety. 

The  action  of  the  division— a  great  mass  made  up  of  men,  animals, 
motoi-8,  and  material— in  its  slow  forward  movement  seemed  almost 
as  one  huge,  Uvlng  animal— stalling  a  little  here  and  there,  yet  driven 
forward  again  aa  if  by  a  living  power  actuated  by  a  single  huge,  mua- 
cular  body  determine<l  to  keep  on  moving  obstinately  in  one  particular 
direction.  The  division  had  In  fact  become  a  living  machine,  an  entity 
which  rwponded  to  the  will  of  its  commander,  whose  commands  aa 
well  as  words  of  encouragement  and  commendation  speeded  througb 
the  nervous  system  of  this  huge,  living  animal,  adjusted  Ita  varioua 
parts,  and  kept  the  propoUers  going:  and  though  It  stalled  again  and 
again,  it  never  failed  to  respond  until  It  had  before  night  accomplished 
more  than  Its  allotted  task.  It  had  gone  beyond  Its  objective  and  had 
Justified  all  and  more  than  its  commander  had  predicted  for  Ita  day's 
work  in  his  first  message  to  the  higher  command. 

On  the  evening  of  the  14th.  when  I  was  visiting  the  brigade  com- 
manders and  consulting  with  them  aa  to  the  next  day's  operations,  the 
commander  in  "hief.  General  Pershing,  visited  our  headquarters  and 
placed  his  finger  on  the  map  and  said,  "  I  want  that  place  " — the  Boia 
de  Chauvignon. 

Our  chief  of  staff  must  iuive  had  great  pleasure  in  saying  to  Oeneral 
Pershing.  "  General,  we  have  that  position  now,  and  Oeneral  Haan  has 
gone  forward  to  see  his  brigade  commanders  wltb  a  \1ew  to  driving 
farther  ahead  to-morrow  morning." 

In  this  operation  the  division  earned  ita  title,  which  was  tater  given 
to  It,  "  The  Red  Arrow  "  Division.  Perhaps  most  f  you  have  been  told 
why  tbe  barred  arrow  was  adopted  aa  the  division  insignia.  Here  Is  an 
example  of  bow  the  division  made  an  arrow  of  Itself  and  shot  forward 
always  at  the  critical  moment.  This  was  by  no  means  tbe  only  time ;  it 
did  the  same  thing  In  the  two  other  battles  In  which  it  fought;  the 
second  Battle  of  the  Marne  and  the  Battle  of  Juvlgny.  In  the  first  it 
arrowed  forward  and  captured  tbe  town  of  Flsmes;  with  tbe  Tenth 
French  Army  in  the  same  way  it  captured  tbe  strong  position  of 
Juvigny,  In  both  cases  sticking  Ita  point  forward  arrowUke  and  exposing 
its  flanks  to  get  these  positions. 

The  remainder  of  the  work  of  tbe  division  In  this  remarkable  battle  la 
shown  on  the  operations  map ;  note  that  tbe  "  arrowhead  '  was  com- 

Dieted* 

Upon  arrival  at  my  headquarters  at  midnight  on  October  14  I  awoke 
my  stenographer,  who  was  quietly  sleeping  on  tbe  floor  of  my  *•  spacious  " 
office  and  dictated  an  order.  wBlch  was  sent  out  by  telephone  to  brigade 
commanders,  to  be  ImmedUtely  dispatched  to  the  troops.  ThU  order 
read  in  part  as  follows : 

"  I  moat  heartily  congratulate  every  ofl&eer  and  man  on  the  splendid 
achlevemenU  of  tbe  day— of  the  many  bard  and  successful  days  during 
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tbr«e  gntt  Iwttlra.  to-day  narks  the  biffa  point  of  accomidiabed  raecets. 
It  Is  the  more  marked  becaase  It  wag  done  as  a  eUmaz  after  16  dayf 
continnoo*  aad  freqaentljr  desperate  nghting." 

It  was  for  taU  contloct  of  this  battle  that  the  dhrlalon  eoDmander  was 
awarded  the  distinguished  aervlce  medal. 

At  the  close  of  the  battle  the  following  letter  was  recelred  from  the 
corps  commander: 

"The  recent  long  serrlee  of  the  Tblrty-second  Dirision  in  the  front 
Ifne  of  tbo  ("Ifth  Army  Corps  has  been  characterized  by  snch  a  fine  ex- 
ample of  soldierly  effort  that  the  corps  commander  commend*  yon  and 
yoor  soldiers  and  offlcera  for  It. 

"  Under  extremely  dUBcult  circomstaoces,  and  over  a  roogb,  billy,  and 
wooded  terrain,  the  dlTlsion  broke  throagh  the  enemy's  atrong  lines 
(Krlemhllde  Stellung)   and  reached  and  took  Its  objectives. 

"*  This  effort  and  the  result  accomplished  speak  for  tbemselTes,  bnt 
that  you  and  yoar  men  may  know  that  the  corps  commander  appreciates 
tbetr  exertion,  and  acknowledges  their  saccess.  he  thanks  each  one." 
adjour:?me:nt  ox  irovEMBES  22,  1929 

Mr.  TILSON.    Mr.   Speaker,  I  ask  that  the  Senate  concur- 
rent resolution  be  read. 
The  SPEAKER.    The  Clerk  will  report  the  resolution. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  19 
Rfiolved  hy  the  Senate  (the  Houae  of  Rrpreaentativea  eoncurring) , 
That  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatlyi's  be  authorized  to  close  the  present  session  of  the  Con- 
gress by  adjourning  their  respective  Houses  on  Friday,  November  22, 
1929,  at  the  following  hoars,  namely :  The  Senate  at  the  hour  of  10 
o'clock  p.  m.,  and  the  House  at  such  hour  as  it  may  by  order  provide. 

Mr,  TILSON,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  It  to  be  my  duty  to 
bring  this  Senate  concurrent  resolution  to  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  to  make  a  brief  statement  concerning  It  Personally 
I  have  hoped  that  the  session  of  Congress  might  continue  until 
such  time  as  the  tariff  bill  had  passed  the  Senate  and  had  been 
sent  to  conference  by  both  branches.  Instead  of  this,  however, 
we  are  confronted  liere  with  an  adjournment  resolution  passed 
by  a  substantial  majority  of  the  Senate,  from  which  it  appears 
that  in  the  judgment  <rf  a  majority  of  that  body  no  further  use- 
ful purpose  can  be  served  by  the  Congress  remaining  in  session 
for  the  additional  10  days  between  this  time  and  the  opening 
of  the  regular  seesioa  of  Congress. 

I  realise  that  the  ways  of  the  Senate  are  different  from  the 
ways  of  the  House.  [Applause.]  Therefore  it  is  difficult,  per- 
haps Impossible,  for  us  to  fully  realize  the  reason;*  that  have 
made  It  impossible  In  that  body  to  proceed  to  final  action. 
Howeyer.  it  is  not  for  us  to  decide  what  can  ot  can  not  be 
done  in  the  other  branch  of  Congress.  It  is  the  responsibility 
of  the  Members  of  the  Senate,  not  ours.  They  represent  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  just  as  we  represent  them,  except 
that  we  represent  the  people  by  districts  and  they  by  States. 
They  have  spoken  by  their  vote  on  this  resolution. 

While  I  feel  deeply  disappointed  that  greater  progress  has 
not  been  made  with  the  tariff  bill,  upon  which  so  much  depends 
and  in  which  the  country  is  so  much  concerned,  yet  I  believe 
that,  in  view  of  the  vote  upon  the  resolution  for  adjournment 
sent  over  from  the  Senate,  further  protraction  of  the  special 
session  would  accomplis^h  no  good  purpose.  Th«refor«  I  call 
for  a  vote  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  HOWARD.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin  rose. 

Mr.  TILSON.  I  will  yield  first  to  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  feel  that  the  situation  has 
been  fully  covered  by  the  gentleman  from  Connectlcnt  from  his 
viewpoint,  and  yet  I  feel  that  the  President  has  called  us 
together  for  still  another  ptirpose  than  the  passage  of  the  tariff 
bill,  namely,  to  afford  farm  relief.  We  have  already  intro- 
duced several  splendid  meaMires,  and  I  do  not  think  we  should 
adjonm  while  those  measures  are  before  us  without  trying  to 
accomplish  something.  The  Agricultural  Committee  is  functl<m- 
Ing  now,  and  so  we  ought  to  have  a  report  from  that  committee 
and  take  up  before  w«  adjourn  several  of  the  good  bills  that 
have  been  introduced  In  aid  of  agriculture,  and  I  trust  the 
Iloase  may  not  be  pleased  to  adjourn  without  at  least  making 
some  attempt  to  do  that  for  which  our  President  called  us  into 
M()eclal  session  to  accomplish.  It  will  be  showing  lack  of  re- 
t^tect  for  onT  President  If  we  shall  adjourn  without  making 
honest  effort  to  enact  some  legislation  in  aid  of  agricoltiire. 

Mr.  TILSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  now  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  this  reso- 
lution will  not  be  adopted.  I  come  from  an  Industrial  and 
Agifeultona  Bute.     Our  fanners  and  Industrial  workers,  m 


w^  1  as  the  owners  of  the  factories,  through  their  chosen  repre- 
sentatives,  have  taken  a  stand  In  favor  of  protective  tariff  to 
protect  Industry  and  labor  of  America  from  tmfair  competition 
of  cheaply  produced  foreign  products.  This  Congress  should 
star  In  session  and  legislate  until  the  tariff  bill  has  been  en- 
act "d  into  law,  notwithstanding  the  coalition  of  the  Democrats 
ant  left-wing  Republicans.  It  Is  somewhat  amusing  to  see 
ma  ly  of  our  good  colleagues  on  the  Democratic  side  and  many 
of  he  coalition  Republicans  continually  denouncing  and  voting 
against  tariff  protection  for  the  labor  and  Industries  of  other 
States  and  eloquently  orating  and  voting  in  favor  of  higher 
tar  ff  rates  to  protect  the  labor  and  industries  of  their  own 
State. 

I  shall  vote  against  the  pending  resolution  to  adjourn,  as  I 
believe  that  delaying  the  enactment  of  a  protective  tariff  bill 
by  this  Congress  will  not  best  serve  the  people  of  my  country 
and  State. 

Mr.  LaGUARDIA.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  TILSON.     Yes. 

» [r.  RANKIN.    Mr.  Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

I  he  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman  will  state  it. 
»  r.  RANKIN.    Is  this  resolution  debatable? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  thinks  it  is  debatable,  the  time 
bell  ig  in  the  control  of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut. 

A  r.  TILvSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Nei  r  York. 

» [r.  LaGUARDIA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention 
of  he  House  to  the  economic  condition  confronting  the  country 
at  his  time.  Though  we  adjourn  to-day,  we  will  be  back  here 
in  I  few  days,  and  then  It  will  be  necessary  for  Congress  to 
coo-ageonsly  face  the  situation,  consider  actual  facts.  an<l 
provide  measures  to  reassure  industrj-  and  labor. 

Although  the  business  and  industry  of  the  country  had  noth- 
ing to  do  with  the  crash  on  the  stock  market,  the  crash  on  the 
stock  market  may  affect  business  and  industry.  The  mere 
coning  here  and  passing  a  resolution  to  reduce  taxes,  while 
des  rable,  will  not  of  itself  solve  the  problem  or  prevent  a 
period  of  unemployment.  If  Congress  were  confronted  to-day 
witli  an  epidemic  of  a  contagious  disease.  It  would  immediately 
tak<  the  necessary  action  to  meet  the  situation.  We  must  pre- 
pare now  and  always  be  prei)ared  to  meet  an  Ci-onomic  epi- 
demic, for  an  industrial  or  business  crisis  Is  just  thftt.  Wliile 
theie  may  be  no  need  of  any  great  alarm  at  the  moment.  It  is 
our  duty  to  forestall  any  emergency  and  to  calmly  provide 
pre^  entlve  or  relief  mea.sures  should  one  hai>i>en. 

II  we  are  confrontetl  with  an  industrial  or  conmierclal  crisis 
and  general  unemployment.  It  is  too  late  to  bemoan  the  fact 
after  it  happens.  I  therefore  hope  that  on  the  convening  of  tlie 
regular  session  we  will  give  immetliate  attention  to  tlie  propo- 
8ltl<n  of  providing  ways  and  means  of  cooi)erating  with  the 
Sta  es  for  the  purpose  of  taking  care  of  a  general  nnemploy- 
mert  period  if  that  situation  should  unfortunately  happen. 
There  are  several  methods  in  which  such  a  crisis  could  be  met 
and  alleviated. 

Tie  mere  conferring  about  conditions  may,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, restore  confidence  in  so  far  as  the  present  fluctuation  in 
the  stock  market  but  it  will  not  meet  a  condition  of  unoniploy- 
mert.  If  poor  business  conditions  should  follow.  All  over  the 
Uni  :ed  States  at  this  time  there  Is  a  tendency  on  the  part  of 
the  manufacturers  and  basiness  to  become  more  than  usually 
eonj enative,  which  may  result  in  a  very  bad  situation  by  the 
CMntng  spring.  I  hope  not,  but  as  national  legislators  it  is  our 
dut^f  to  be  prepared  and  provide  before  real  trouble  starts. 

I  am  sure  the  leaders  of  this  House  will  give  the  subject 
somi  thought  between  now  and  the  convening  of  the  regular 
sess  on,  I  am  now  working  on  a  bill  provi<ling  ways  and  nTeans 
by  ^hich  the  F'etlerai  Government  rould  cooperate  with  the 
~  should  this  unfortunate  contingency  arise. 

McKEOWN.     Mr,  Speaker,  will  the  genUeman  from  Con- 
cut  yiehl  to  me? 
TILSON.     I  yield  to  the  cpntleman. 

McKEOWN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  from 
Nei«  York  Is  correct  about  the  situation,  but  the  stock-ma rk«>t 
con<  Itions  have  been  called  to  the  attention  of  the  c<Mintry  for 
mor>  than  a  year.  We  have  been  here  In  session  during  all 
this  time  but  no  steps  have  been  taken  here  to  remedy  those 
comlltlonfl,  nor  has  the  State  of  New  York  taken  any  steps  to 
gambUng  In  stocks  In  New  York.  Now,  does  the  gentle- 
from  New  York  proi>osp  any  plan  by  which  he  hones  to 
people  from  gambling  In  stocks? 

r^tl'  h'Si'^^^-    ^**'  ^  '**^*  Introduced  such  a  bill. 
T  le  SPEAKLR.    The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  retohi- 
tion 
T  le  resoIutloD  was  agreed  ta 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


5917 


ADJOTTHWMEWT   SINE  DI* 

Mr.  TILSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
when  the  House  adjourns  to-morrow  it  adjourn  sine  die  under 
the  resolution  just  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER,  The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  asks  unan- 
imous consent  that  when  the  House  adjourns  to-morrow  it 
adjourn  sine  die.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  GARNER.     Mr.   Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
may  I  ask  tlie  gentleman  from  Connecticut  tf  he  is  going  to 
extend  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  the  usual  considera- 
tion and  courtesy  that  go  with  the  adjournment  of  Congress? 
Mr.  TILSON.     I  have  such  a  resolution  In  my  hand. 
The   SI'EAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut? 
There  was  no  objection. 

coMMrmcE  TO  Nonrr  the  president 
Mr,  TILSON,     Mr.  Speaker,  I  send  a  resolution  to  the  Clerk's 
desk  and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  SPEAKER.    The  gentleman   from  Connecticut  offers  a 
resolution,  which  the  Clerk  will  report. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

House  Resolution  67 
Reaolved.  That  a  committee  of  two  Members  be  appointed  by  the 
House,  to  Join  n  similar  committee  appointed  by  the  Senate,  to  wait 
upon  tbo  Pre8ld<>nt  of  the  United  States  to  inform  him  that  the  two 
Houses  have  completed  the  business  of  the  present  session  and  are  ready 
to  adjourn  unless  the  President  has  some  other  communication  to  make 
fb  them. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolu- 
tion. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DYER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  on  my  feet  for  the  purpose 
of  objecting  because  of  the  wording  of  the  resolution.  It  says 
that  the  business  of  this  session  has  been  finished.  I  shall  vote 
against  the  resolution  because  it  has  not  been  finished. 

Mr.  TILSON.     I  assume  all  has  been  finished  that  will  be 

finished. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  appoints  as  menilx>rs  of  the  com- 
mittee tlie  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  Mr.  Tiuson,  and  the 
gentleman  from  Texas.  Mr.  Gabneb. 

AN    analysis    or    THE    WORK    OF    TUE    BOABO    OF    TAX    APl'EALa 

Mr.  GARNER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  a  letter  from  the  Board 
of  Tax  Appeals  giving  the  status  of  the  business  before  that 
board.  I  think  this  would  be  quite  interesting,'  to  tlie  member- 
ship of  the  House,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  bv  in.serting  their  letter  in  the  Hecoud. 

The  SFi-'VKER.     Without  objection,  it  is  so  orderetl. 

Tht  re  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GARNER.  Mr.  Si)eaker,  under  the  leave  to  extend  my 
remarks  in  the  Recokh,  I  include  a  letter  from  the  Boanl  of  Tax 
Appeals  giving  the  status  of  the  business  l)efore  that  board. 

The  letter  is  as  follows: 

U.viTEO  Statk.s  Board  op  Tax  Appeals, 

Wa^hiHi/ton,  Norember  SO,  IPS. 

Hon.  foHS  N.  GABVirH, 

Uouae  of  Rrprrscntatirra. 

Mt  I>kar  Mb.  Garner  :  I  have  had  a  carrful  check  made  of  pending 
proceedings  and  believing  yon  ml.^ht  be  Interested,  desire  to  report 
that  we  have  583  proceedings  Involving  taxes  for  the  year  1917  in 
whicli  Wf  hnvp  not  yt  entered  final  doclslon.  Of  this  total.  551  rep- 
resent p<n(ling  proceedings  awnlting  hearlne.  23  represent  proceedings 
that  have  b«»en  heard  and  submit  tod  and  as  to  which  the  momliers  of 
the  board  are  writing  opinions,  and  9  repn-.-nt  proceedings  that  have 
been  lioard,  an  opinion  . written,  and  the  entry  of  fl»»d  decision  is 
awaiting  tho  flUng  of  computation  of  the  tax  liabllit.v  under  the  opinion 
of  the  board  by   tho  rommissioner  and  tlie  taxpayer. 

Tho  total  of  the  deflcienclefi  detormino.1  and  claimed  by  the  commis- 
sioner in  the  583  cases  aboro  reforred  to  is  $77.3.32,005. 88. 

In  order  that  you  may  understand  tho  situation  with  reference  to 
the  1917  case*.  I  desire  to  explain  the  manner  in  which  the  board 
prepares  its  calendar  of  proceedings  to  be  heard.  We  have  a  "gen- 
eral "  calendar.  All  proceedings  in  which  the  commiKsioner  has  filed 
his  answer  to  the  petition  and  as  to  whl<'h  the  commissioner  and  the 
taxpayer  are  not  engaged  in  negotiations  before  cither  tho  special 
advisory  committee  or  the  review  division  of  the  Otteo  of  the  General 
ronnsel.  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue,  are  place<l  upon  this  calendar  to 
await  assignment  on  the  "  day  "  calendar  for  hearing  as  soon  as  they 
nr*»  reached.     At  the  present  time  we  have  pending  on  this  calendar 

180  proceeding*. 

Next  we  bave  the  "  reserve  calendar  B,"  Proceedings  which  are 
pending  on  thU  calendar  represent  thoae  which  have  been  reached  by 
the  board  for  hearing  but  have  been  postponed  for  the  reeaon  that  the 
taxpayer  and  the  commissioner  are  engaged  In  negotlatlona  looking  to 


a  settlement  of  the  issues  in  controverBy  or  for  the  purpose  of  stipu- 
lating the  facts  so  as  to  avoIH  the  neceaalty  of  taking  the  testimony 
of  numerous  witnesses  l>efore  the  board.  Experience  has  shown  that  a 
great  many  of  the  proceedings  transfernxl  to  this  "reserve"  calendar 
are  ultimately  settled  in  a  decision  entered  by  the  board  without  the 
necessity  of  a  hearing.  There  are  pending  on  this  calendar  247  pro- 
ceedings. 

Next  we  have  the  "  reserve  calendar  A."  Proceedings  that  have 
been  placed  upon  this  calendar  involve  questions  which  have  been  con- 
sidered and  decided  by  the  board  in  some  other  proceeding  or  by  an 
appellate  court  in  some  other  proceeding  which  is  the  same  as  the  issue 
Involved  in  the  particular  proceeding,  and  It  is  fairly  certain  that  the 
quesrtlon  will  be  finally  settled  by  a  d'K-ision  of  the  appellate  courts 
within  a  short  time.  There  are  pending  on  this  calendar  15  proceedings. 
We  have  next  the  "  circuit  "  calendar.  I'roceedlngH  pending  on  this 
calendar  represent  cases  which  are  ready  for  hearing  at  some  point 
outside  of  Washington  convenient  to  the  taxpayer's  residence.  I'roceed- 
Ings  are  placed  upon  this  calendar  at  the  request  of  either  the  taxpayer 
or  the  commissioner.  There  are  pending  on  this  calendar  115  pro- 
ceedings. 

Finally  we  have  the  "  day "  calendar.  The  "  day "  calendar  is  a 
calendar  of  cases  listed  for  hearing  over  a  period  of  two  or  three  months 
at  a  time.  When  a  proceeding  is  placed  upon  the  "  day  "  calendar  the 
parties  are  Immediately  notlfle<l  that  the  particular  proceeding  will  be 
heard  on  a  day  certain.  In  other  words,  the  procetMllngs  appearing  U'.wn 
the  "  day  "  calendar  are  those  which  have  been  set  for  trial  and  which 
the  board  is  engaged  from  time  to  time  in  hearing.  We  have  pending 
on  the  "  day  "  calendar,  which  extends  to  and  includes  I>eceml)er  16,  44 
proceedings. 

As  to  proceedings  pending  on  "  reserve  calendar  B."  when  negotiatioaa 
between  the  taxpayer  and  the  commissioner  have  been  concluded,  if  the 
parties  agree,  the  board  enterw  a  decision  forthwith  and  the  case  is 
closed.  If  the  parties  do  not  agree  upon  settlement  of  the  matters  in 
controversy,  the  board  is  promptly  notified  and  the  proceeding  is  forth- 
with placed  upon  the  "  day  "  calendar  for  heating  immediately. 

The  board  will  take  a  recess  from  December  10  to  about  January  15 
to  enable  the  members  of  the  board  to  prepare  opinions  in  procee<ling8 
that  have  been  beard  and  submitted  for  decision.  At  the  commencement 
of  hearings  in  January  the  calendar  from  that  time  on  will  be  made  up 
of  1917  cases  so  that  they  may  bo  heard  and  decided  as  promptly  as 
possible. 

Aa  quickly  a.s  possible  the  board  will  arrange  to  have  divisions  of  the 
hoard  go  to  various  cities  outside  of  Washington  to  hear  proceedings 
pending  on  the  circuit  calendar  and,  whenever  possible,  the  1917  cases 
pending  on  the  circuit  calendar  will  be  first  heard  and  disposed  of. 

The  usual  practice  of  the  board  has  been  to  hear  proceedings  insti- 
tuted before  it  in  the  order  in  which  the  petition  was  filed,  but  as  to 
cases  Involving  the  yiar  H>17  I  have  instructe*!,  with  the  approval  of 
the  entire  board,  that  these  proceedings  be  heard  and  dl»<ix>8<^d  of  as 
quickly  as  possible  without  regard  to  the  date  on  which  the  proceeding 
was  Instituted  before  the  board. 

As  soon  as  the  board  has  disposed  of  the  proceedings  involving  the 
taxable  year  1017  we  shall  endeavor  to  do  the  same  thing  with  reference 
to  proceedings  Involving  the  y»-ars  1918,  1919,  and  1920,  so  as  to  cloae 
out  all  of  the  old  cases  under  the  excess-profits  tax  statutes. 

For  your  Information  I  set  forth  below  a  statement  showing  the  num- 
ber of  proceedings  pending  b'fore  the  board  involving  the  taxable  year 
1918  and  the  amount  of  the  deficiencies  determined  and  claimed  by  the 
commissioner : 

T>        ^,^^ .  Number 

Proceedings : 

(JeiK  lal  c.ilendar fol 

Reserve  calendar  B 

Re-icrve  caU-ndar  A 

Circuit  calendar — 

Day  calendar 

The  total  of  the  d'^ficlencles  defrmined  nnd  claimed  by  the  commis- 
sioner In  tlie  cases  ;»borc  referred  to  is  $59,t)92,335.59. 

All  together  the  board  has  pending  before  it  approximately  2,000  pro- 
ceedings, which  involve  the  taxability  of  the  Osage  Indian  Tribe.  The 
board  lias  already  heard  and  decided  three  or  four  proceedings  Invoiving 
this  question,  and  they  arc  now  pending  in  the  United  States  circuit 
courtu  of  appeal,  and  the  other  proceedings,  involving  the  same  ques- 
tion, are  being  held  to  await  a  final  decialon  by  the  appellate  courts. 

In  tlie  total  of  1918  cases  abtive  listed  there  appear  (MW  proceedings 
involving  this  question  of  taxability  of  the  Osage  Indian  Tribe.  When 
the  decision  of  the  appellate  court  becomes  final  all  of  these  can  be 
promptly  dl.^poaed  of.  As  you  will  see,  there  are  a  total  of  t,188 
1918  cases  p<ndlng  before  the  board.  If  we  ellmlDate  from  tbene  pro- 
ceedings the  606  cases  involving  the  taxaldllty  of  the  Osage  Indians 
there  remaiua  a  total  of  472  1»18  cases  for  the  board  to  hear  and  de- 
termine if  the  commlsaloner  and  the  taxpayer  do  not  dispose  of  them 
by  agreement.  I  may  say  that  a  great  many  of  the  proceedings  which 
are  In  process  of  settlement  b«'tween  the  taxpayer  and  the  commissioner 
arc  oltlmately  iettled  without  a  bearing  before  the  board.  I  do  aot 
know  the  exact  percentage,  but  I  ahoukl  my  that  more  than  50  per 
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wBt  of  tlM  cMes  now  pndiag  a«ffottetlon  for  MttleoRiiC  wUl  b«  4te- 
poard  of  without  »  krarlng  before  tbe  board. 

F*roa  Jnlj  1«,  1924,  tbe  date  of  tbe  organisation  of  the  board,  to 
and  Inclodlnc  Joae  30,  19'J9.  a  toUl  of  40,048  proeeedlns*  were  Inati- 
tntcd  before  tbe  board  for  tbe  redetersiinatton  of  defldendea  claimed 
bjr  tbe  eommlMioaer.  In  tbeae  prooeedin«a  the  commtaetoner  determined 
and  clalmeil  <le6cieaeifii  totaling  $1,006,941,104.47. 
'  Itorlng  tbe  tame  period,  July  16,  1924,  to  June  30.  1029,  inclnalTe, 
tbe  board  beard  and  decided  27.0d8  proceeding!  la  whleb  tbe  conmia- 
•loner  determteed  and  claimed  defldendea  totaling  $567,953,958.04. 

Under  dedaiona  entered  by  tbe  board,  baaed  upon  oplniona  of  tbe 
board  on  tbe  merita  and  upon  stipulationa  of  tbe  partiea,  tbe  board 
determined  tbat  tbe  net  amount  wbicb  tbe  commiaaiODer  mlgbt  collect 
In   tbeae  27,058  casca  waa  $1'07.498,310.62. 

Tbe  grcateat  number  of  proceedlnga  pending  and  awaiting  bearing 
upon  tbe  board's  docket  at  any  one  time  since  the  board  baa  been  organ- 
lied  waa  on  May  31.  1928,  when  there  were  pending  awaiting  bearing 
22.800  proceeding*.  In  tbe  month  of  May,  1928,  tbe  board  for  tbe  first 
time  closed  a  greater  number  of  cases  by  entry  of  final  dedslon  than 
were  received  daring  tbat  month.  Each  month  from  July,  1924,  to  May, 
1928,  tbe  board  received  a  greater  number  of  proceedings  tban  R  was 
able  to  decide.  Each  month  from  May.  1928.  to  the  present  time  tbe 
board,  aa  a  reaolt  of  tbe  creation  of  tbe  special  advisory  committee  and 
tbe  review  divisioB  of  tbe  office  of  the  general  counsel,  Bureau  of  Inter- 
nal Bevenue,  and  by  reason  of  the  Increased  production  by  tbe  ttoard  In 
eases  heard  and  dedded  on  the  merita,  has  t>een  able  to  enter  final  ded- 
sions  each  month  In  a  greater  number  of  cases  than  have  been  Instituted 
by  the  taxpayer,  so  tbat  on  October  31,  1929,  there  were  pending  on  the 
board's  docket  awaiting  hearing  only  1«.127  cases.  In  other  words,  tbe 
board  has  been  able  to  keep  current  with  the  cases  being  instituted  each 
month  ^nd  to  gain  on  the  accumulation  of  cases,  so  that  during  the 
pwlod  f^om  May.  1928,  to  (Mober  31.  1929.  the  pending  casea  have 
been  reduced  6,673. 

An  analysis  of  the  work  of  tbe  board  for  tbe  period  July  16.  1924.  to 
and  including  March  31,   1929.  appears  In  tbe  CoNuasaaiONAi.  Racoao 
of  May  10,  1929,  at  pages  1113  and  1114. 
Uespectfolly, 

LooAN  Moiara,  Chatrwum. 
OBf  ATS  tSnaiLMJt  JOINT  BB90LUTI0N   SIGNED 

Th«  SPEAKER  innoiuiced  his  signature  to  an  enrolled  Joint 
resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  following  title : 

S.  J.  Bes.  82.  Joint  resolution  authorizing  the  payment  of 
salaries  of  the  ofBcerg  and  employees  of  Congress  for  November 
1929.  on  the  27th  day  of  that  month. 

THB  LATS  JAICKB  W.  OOOD 

Mr.  RAMSEYER  Mr.  Speaker.  I  offer  a  resolution,  which  I 
send  to  the  Clerk's  desk. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Iowa  offers  a  resolu- 
tion, which  the  Clerk  will  report. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

House  Resolution  68 

Xcsolred.  That  the  House  has  heard  with  profound  sorrow  of  tbe  death 
of  Hon.  James  William  Good,  Secretary  of  War.  who  served  In  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  as  a  Memb?r  from  tbe  Sixty-flrst  Congress  to 
the  Sixty-seventh  Congress. 

Refive^.  Tbat  tbe  Clark  communicate  these  resolutlona  to  tbe  Senate 
and  trananit  a  copy  thereof  to  tbe  family  of  the  deeeaaed. 

Reaolved,  Tbat  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  this  House  do  bow  ad- 
journ. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and  32  minutes  p.  m.)  the  House 
adjourned  until  to-morrow,  Friday,  Noyember  22,  1929,  at  12 
o'clock  noon. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS  ETC. 
Under  clause   2  of  Rule   XXIV,   executive   communications 
were  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred  as  follows : 

80.  A  letter  from  the  Postmaster  General,  transmitting  scbed 
ule  of  papers  and  documents  which  are  not  needed  in  the  tran."!- 
action  of  business  and  which,  in  the  opinion  of  this  department, 
have  permanent  value  or  historical  Interest ;  to  the  Committee 
m  the  Disposition  of  Useless  Executive  Papera 

81.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmitting 
draft  of  a  iMTOposed  bill  to  amend  the  provision^  of  the  act 
approved  June  10.  1896.  problhiting  tbe  employment  of  officers 
oi  the  Navy  or  Marine  Corps  on  the  active  or  retired  list  by  per- 
sons or  companies  furnishing  naval  supplies  or  war  material 
to  the  Ctoverament ;  to  tbe  Gonunittee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

82.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmitting 
draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  authoriae  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
to  lecae  the  United  States  naval  destroyer  and  submarine  base, 
Bquantwn.  Maaa. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
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letter  from  the  sopnintendent  of  the  rolumhla  Instl-^ 
tulion  for  the  Deaf,  transmitting  report  to  Congress  of  expendi- 
tnres  and  rates  of  pay  of  superintendent  and  teachers  for  th(^ 
fls  :al  year  ended  June  30,  1929 ;  to  the  Committee  on  Expend!- 
tu  res  in  the  Executive  Departments. 


PUBLIC    BILLS    AND    RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions  were 
introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  WILSON:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  &401)  granting  the  consent 
of  Coagreu  to  the  police  Jury  of  Morehouse  Parish.  La.,  or  the 
Stite  Highway  Commission  of  Louisiana  to  construct,  maintain, 
an]  operate  free  highway  bridges  across  Bayou  Bartholomew 
at  or  near  each  of  the  following-named  points  in  Morehouse 
Pariah,  La.:  Coras  Bluff,  Knox  Ferry,  Bonners  Fwry,  and 
Parkers  Ferry;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Copunerce. 

y  Mr.  BRITTEN:  A  bill  (H.  R  5402)  to  amend  section  6 
oflthe  act  approved  February  28.  1925,  entitled  "An  act  to  pro- 
vide for  the  creation,  organization.  admlnLstration.  and  mainte- 
n^ce  of  a  Naval  Reserve  and  a  Marine  Corps  Reserve  " ;  to  the 
inmiittee  on  Naval  Affairs, 
y  Mr.  GARBER  of  Virginia:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  5403)  providing 
t  no  Dewi»-paper  reporters,  editors,  or  publishers  of  any  news- 
r  shall  be  compelled  to  disclose  the  source  of  any  confl- 
tial  information  obtained  by  them  for  publication  in  such 
spaper;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
y  Mr.  HAWLET:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5404)  authorizing  the  ex- 
chknge  of  land  adjacent  to  the  Santiam  National  Forest  in  the 
State  of  Oregon ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas:  A  biU  (H.  R  5405)  amending 
th»  World  War  adjusted  compensation  act ;  to  the  Committee  on 
W  lys  and  Means. 

by  Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  Missouri:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5406)  to 
an  end  the  Fetlerai  water  per-'-  act,  approved  June  10.  1920,  as 
amended;  to  the  Committei  :»  Interstate  and  Foreign  Corn- 
mi  rce. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  5407)  to  amend  the  Federal  water  power 
ac  ,  approved  June  10,  1920,  as  amended ;  to  the  Committee  on 
In  erstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  5408)  for  the  erection  of  a  public  building 
at  Mountain  Grove,  Wright  County,  Mo.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pi»lic  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5409)  for  the  erection  of  a  Government 
btdlding  at  Rolla.  Phelps  County.  Mo.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pi  blic  Buildings  and  Grounds. 

Jy  Mr.  KNUTSON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5410)  authorialng  the  Sec- 
re  ary  of  Agriculture  to  enlarge  tree-planting  oi)eratlons  on 
nji  tional  forests  east  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  and  for  other  pur- 
po(  les ;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5411)  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of 
an  additional  district  judge  for  the  district  of  Minnesota;  to 
th(>  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  LaGUARDIA  :  A  bill  (H.  R  5412)  to  regulate  cer- 
tain transactions  In  securities  in  interstate  commerce,  and  for 
otler  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5413)  providing  a  trial  by  jury  for  acta  con- 
stituting contempt  of  court ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  PEAVEY :  A  biU  (H.  R.  5414)  providing  aid  for  In- 
dlins  r-ho  are  blind  or  blind  and  deaf;  to  the  Committee  on 
Inflian  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  STEAOALL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5415)  to  legalize  a  bridge 
across  the  Choctawhatchee  River  between  Hartford  and  Bell- 
wcod,  Ala.;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com- 
mcjrce. 

;y  Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin:  A  bU)  (H,  R.  5416)  to  pro- 
hibit the  tapping  of  telephone  and  teiegraidi  lines  and  prohibit- 
ing the  use  of  information  obtained  by  such  illegal  tapping  to  be 
"  as  evidence  in  the  courts  of  the  United  States  in  civil  suits 
criminal  prosecutions,  and  for  other  purposes ;  to  the  Corn- 
tee  on  the  Judiciary. 

;y  Mr.  GAMBRILL:  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  129)  for 
th^  establishment  of  a  conimiH.si«>n  for  the  construction  of  a 
Washington-Lincoln  Memorial  Gettysburg  Boulevard  connecting 
th<  present  Lincoln  Memorial  in  the  city  of  Washington  with 
th<  battle  field  of  Gettysburg  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania ;  to 
th<   Committee  on  the  Library. 

iy  Mr.  CRISP:  Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  131)  making  ap- 
pU  •able  for  the  year  1930  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Congress 
ap  >roved  February  25,  1929,  for  relief  to  farmers  in  tie  flood - 
stricken  areas  of  certain  States;  to  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
tuie. 

iy  Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin:  Resolution  (H  Res  69) 
to  jnqoire  into  the  activities  of  lobbying  aaaociationa  and  lobby- 
ist  I ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  dansd  3  of  Rule  XXII,  memorials  were  presented  and 
referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  CRISP:  Memorial  from  the  Georgia  Legislature,  pe- 
tioning  for  tbe  creation  of  a  Federal  flood  control  commission 
to  make  a  surA-ey  of  flood  condition  In  Georgia ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Flood  Control. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII  private  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BACHARACH :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5417)  granting  an  in- 
crease of  pension  to  Julia  Price;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BEERS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5418)  granting  a  penslwi  to 
Clara  Maud  Landls ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ALso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5419)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  C.  Barr;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5420)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Margaret  Isenberg;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5421)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Elizabeth  Dile ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  BLOOM:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5422)  granting  a  pension  to 
Catherine  Lahey ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5423)  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  M. 
Muller;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5424)  for  the  relief  of  Helen  Ranch;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  BOWMAN:  A  bill  (H.  R  5425)  granting  an  increase 
of  i)ension  to  Sarah  A.  Childers ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5426)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Margaret  J.  Martin ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CANFIELD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5427)  granting  a  pension 
to  Mary  Etta  Buchanan ;  to  the  Committee  on  invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  CRADDOCK :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5428)  for  the  relief  of 
Jerry  V.  Crane;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5429)  granting  a  pension  to  Hollen  Morris; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  TRAIL:  A  bill  (H.  11.  5430)  granting  a  pension  to 
Samuel  J.  Lockhart ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5431)  for  the  relief  of  Roland  P.  Bishop, 
William  T.  Bishop,  and  J.  O.  Koeplli.  doing  business  under  the 
firm  name  and  style  of  Bishop  &  Co.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 

By  Mr.  DARROW :  A  bill  (H.  R. 
of  pension  to  Elizabeth  Moore;  to 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  DRANE:  A  bill  (H.  B.  5433)  granting  a  pension  to 
Winifred  B.  Stritmater ;  to  the  (.'ommittee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  EATON  of  Coh)rado :  A  bill  (H.  R.  J434)  for  the 
relief  of  Fiank  T.  Blennilien ;  to  the  Conuuittee  on  Naval  Af- 
fairs. 

By  Mr.  EATON  of  New  Jersey:  A  bill  (H.  R.  54.35)  granting 
an  increase  of  pension  to  Jennie  E.  Cook ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ESTERLY :  A  hill  (H.  R.  5436)  for  the  relief  of  Peter 
Weltzel ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5437)  for  the  relief  of  P.  S.  Wertz  and  son; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  It.  5438)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  C.  Hayden ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al.so,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5439)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  Cleaver;  to  the  CV)mmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5440)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Susan  M.  Potts ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5441)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Adaline  Templing;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (U.  R.  5442)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  E.  Maurer ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5443)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Maggie  H.  Onks;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5444)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Martha  C.  Walton  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5445)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Catherine  Eckenroth  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (II.  R.  5446)  granting  a  pension  to  Mamie  Jones; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  EVANS  of  Montana:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5447)  granting 
a  pension  to  Benjamin  Benson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
I*ension.s. 

Also,  a  bill  (II.  R.  5448)  for  the  relief  of  Margie  R.  Ashbrook; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5449)  granting  a  pension  to  Jacob  Good- 
man ;  to  the  Committee  on  I'ensions. 
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Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  5450)  for  the  relief  of  OranviDe  W.  Hickey ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  B.  5451)  for  the  relief  of  Joe  Petran;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5452)  for  the  relief  of  Miriam  Hathaway; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  B.  5453)  for  the  relief  of  Margaret  Lemley; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5454)  granting  a  pension  to  Charlotte  M. 
Kelly ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5455)  for  the  reUef  of  George  A.  CVrte;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5456)  for  the  relief  of  Frank  C.  RusseU; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  FREE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5457)  for  the  relief  of  William 
Joseph  Roberts ;  to  tbe  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5458)  to  correct  the  naval  record  of 
William  B.  McLaren,  alias  Thomas  John  Kelly,  alias  Thomas 
Holden  Scully ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5459)  for  the  relief  of  Topa  Topa  Ranch 
Co.,  Glencoe  Ranch  Co.,  Arthur  J.  Koenigstein,  and  H.  Fuka- 
sawa  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5460)  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  Hickey;  to 
the  Committee  on  MllltJiry  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5461)  granting  a  pension  to  Aima  Dix; 
to  tbe  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  <H.  R  5462  >  for  the  relief  of  William  D.  Gmsh; 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5463)  granting  a  pensltm  to  Luella  B. 
Scanlin ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5464)  granting  a  pension  to  Eliza  May 
Ames ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  5466)  for  the  relief  of  Stewart  M.  Cros- 
grove ;  to  the  (Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HALL  of  Indiana:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5466)  for  tbe  relief 
of  Thomas  A.  Ryland ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5467)  granting  a  pension  to  Dollie  Rt>ed ; 
to  tbe  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HALSEY :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5468)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Julia  A.  Cammeron ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

ALso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5469)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Francina  Atkinson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  HCK'H :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5470)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  L. 
Dickson;  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

By  Mr.  HOPKINS :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5471)  granting  a  pension  to 
Rose  l.«ach ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5472)  granting  a  pension  to  Glenn  Lynch; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5473)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Ann 
Buell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5474)  granting  an  increase  of  iiension  to 
Ellen  R.  McKnight :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WILLIAM  E.  HULL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  J>475)  granting 
an  increase  of  pension  to  Jennie  D.  Wliisler;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bid  (H.  R.  5476)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Catherine  Davis ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  u  bill  (H.  R.  5477)  granting  a  pension  to  Edward 
Wholstenholm :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JENKINS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5478)  granting  an  imrease 
of  iiension  to  Electa  C.  Hoffman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Indiana:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5479)  granting 
an  increase  of  pension  to  Pbebe  A.  Rnt>ottom  ;  to  the  Oimmittee 
on  Invalid  Peimlons. 

By  Mr.  KIEFNER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5480)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Henrietta  Nelson;  to  the  Cominiltee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  KNL^TSON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5481)  granting  a  pension 
to  Mary  Mnnd;  to  the  C/Oramittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5482)  granting  a  pension  to  Ellen  Driver; 
to  the  Cc«nmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  KURTZ:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5483)  granting  an  Increase  of 
pension  to  Mary  E.  Mearkle;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5484)  granting  an  increase  of  fiension  to 
Georgie  E.  Sparks ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R.  5485)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Lydia  A.  Wertz;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen.^ions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5486)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Hannah  M.  Williams;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5487)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Barbra  E.  Cassidy ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5488)  granting  an  Increase^  of  pension  to 
Tillie  Treese  Gorsuch ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
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Also,  a  Wll  (H.  H.  MJ»)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  J.  CorWn ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  I'ensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5490)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Su^^an  Miller;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Alao,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5491)  granUng  an  increase  of  pension  to 
SasMin  Feight;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al.so,  a  biU  (H.  R.  5492)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Annie  Troutman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5493)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Nancy  Wat  kins:  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al.*<o,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5494)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  F.  Stontenonr ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  biU  (H.  R  5495)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Mary  J.  Kis.sel ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5496)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Lavina  Ritchey ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5497)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Savanah  Belle  Grove;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6498)  granting  an  increase  of  praslon  to 
Laura  B.  Woy ;  to  tlie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5499)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Jennie  C.  Sheeder ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5S00)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Margaret  Dick;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5501)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
,  Sarah  Hoover ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bUl  (H.  R  5602)  granting  an  Increase  of  pmsion  to 
Elizabeth  Hagerty ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  P«wions. 

Alao,  a  bill  (H.  R  5503)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Loul.^ta  J.  Hyde :  to  the  Conunittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  550I)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Sarah  C.  Rhine ;  to  the  Committer  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5506)  granting  an  increase  of  pen.sion  to 
Susan  J.  Reighard ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  6506)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Susan  Tetwiler ;  to  the  Cx)mmittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  Wll  (H.  R  5W)7)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Julia  A.  Sliik ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  Mil  (H.  R  5508)  granting  a  pensicm  to  Henrietta  Mc- 
Intlre ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5509)  granting  a  pension  to  Cora  M. 
Foster ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bin  (H.  R  5510)  granting  a  pension  to  Clara  Crist; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LEA  of  California:  A  bill  (H.  R  5511)  granting  an 
increase  of  pension  to  Elisabeth  Withrow ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LOZIER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5512)  granting  a  pension  to 
Mary  E.  Dowell ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen.slona. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5513)  granting  a  pension  to  Thomas  Smith; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  MILLIOAN:  A  bill  (H.  R  5514)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Ella  Wilcnt ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
Bv  Mr.  MORGAN:  A  bill  (H.  R  5515)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Sarah  A.  Reed;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5516)  granting  an  increase  of  pen.Hion  to 
Mary  S.  Burrows :  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5517)  granting  a  pension  to  Julia  Florence 
Knofflock ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  MURPHY:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5518)  granting  a  pension  to 
Clarence  Proeaer;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen.sions. 

Rv  Mr.  NELSON  of  Wisconsin:  A  bill  (H.  R.  TmIO)  for  the 
relief  of  Martin  V.  Day ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  O'CONNOR  of  New  York:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5520)  for  the 
relief  of  the  estate  of  Samuel  Schwartz ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5521)  for  the  relief  of  Louis  Czike;  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  PEAVEY' :  A  bill  (H.  R.  6522)  to  provide  for  a  survey 
of  Ashland  Har»>or,  Wis.,  with  a  view  to  maintaining  an  ade- 
quate width  and  depth ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Har- 
bors. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5523)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  A.  K.  Root;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5524)  for  the  relief  of  T.  J.  Hlllman ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  552.5)  for  the  relief  of  Hago  Stamm;  to 
the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs, 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5526)  for  the  relief  of  Fred  S,  Thompson ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  PLTINELL:  A  bill  (H.  R  5527)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Saraii  J.  Garrell;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pen&iona. 


Bt  Mr.  HENRY  T.  RAIXEY :  A  bin  (H.  R.  5528)  granting 
an  increase  of  pension  to  Amelia  F.  Jones ;  to  the  Committee  on 
InvfOld  Pensions. 

Afco,  a  bill  (H.  R  5529)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Mar  ha  Ann  Pierce;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid, Pensions. 

B;    Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky:  A  bill  (H  R  5530)  granting 
a  |)e  ision  to  William  S.  Stearnes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
Ai»o,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5531)  granting  a  pension  to  Florence  M. 
tt ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
io,  a  bill   (H.  R.  5532)   granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
ie  ThompfM>n  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 
o.  a  bill  ( H.  R  5533 )  granting  a  pension  to  Nancy  Dean  ; 
e  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

a  bill  (H.  R.  5534)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
la  Wester ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

a  bill  (H.  R.  5535)  granting  a  pension  to  Jonathan  Craig, 
Rolin  Story;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
so,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5536)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Louisa  Fenoison ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

a  bill  (H.  R  5537)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Ma4y  J.  Brittain ;  to  the  (Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

so,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5538)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  E.  Vin- 
cent ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

a  bin   (H.  R  5539)  granting  a  pension  to  Malinda  C. 
Ho^ten ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

so.  a  bill  (H.  R  5540)  granting  a  pension  to  David  D.  Lay; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

so,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5541)  granting  a  pension  to  Texas  I.«wi8; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions, 

ilso.  a  bill  (H.  R.  5542)  granting  a  pension  to  Burl  F.  King; 
to    he  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5543)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Ingram; 
to    he  Committee  on  Pensions. 

A  Iso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5544)  gi'anting  a  pension  to  John  B.  Ellis; 
to    he  Committee  on  Pensions. 

i  Iso.  a  bill  (H.  R.  5545)  granting  a  pension  to  Bert  Croley; 
to    he  Committee  on  Pensions. 

/Iso,  a  bill  (H.  R  5546)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Joe  H.  Ross ;  to  the  Cmnmittee  on  Pensions. 

/Iso.  a  bill  (H.  R  5547)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Eli,  ah  Forman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

/Iso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5548)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Powell; 
to    he  Committee  on  Pensions. 

/Iso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5549)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Ma  rion  M.  Woollum ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

ly  Mr.  ROWBOTTOM:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5i>50)  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Julia  Borders  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen.«tlons. 

ly  Mr.  SMITH  of  Idaho:  A  bin  (H.  R.  5551)  granting  an  In- 
cre  ise  of  pen.sion  to  Nancy  E.  Phillips;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pel  sions. 

i  ls«>,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5552)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
An  irew  J.  Stewart ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

J  Iso.  a  bill  (H.  R.  5553)  granting  a  pension  to  Dorcas  L. 
Jer  kins ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

ly  Mr.  SNELL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5554)  granting  an  increa.se  of 
per  sion  to  Catherine  M.  Hale ;  to  the  Committee  oft  Invalid 
Pel  islons. 

ly  Mr.  SWING:  A  bill  (H.  R  5555)  granting  an  Increase  of 
per  sion  to  Alexander  Monroe ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

i.lso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5556)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Evil  J.  Knowles;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

;,Iso.  a  bill  (H.  R.  5557)  for  the  relief  of  Eramett  W.  South- 
wl(  k :  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

ly  Mr.  THOMPSON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  55.58)  granting  a-p^nslon 
to  |ohn  B.  Glick ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensi(»ns. 

l;y  Mr.  VINCENT  of  Michigan:  A  bUl  (H.  R.  5559)  granting 
an  increase  of  pension  to  Cassie  E.  Chesnut;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

ly  Mr.  WATSON:  A  bill  (H.  R  5560)  granting  an  Increase 
of  lenslon  to  Amanda  Morris;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pel  sions. 

Ly  Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5561) 
grf  nting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Matilda  Cattell ;  to  the  Com- 
mi  tee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

^Aso,  a  bill  (H.  R  5562)  granting  an  Increa.se  of  pen.sion  to 
An  la  D.  Wilkinson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

liy  Mr.  ZIHLMAN:   A   biU    (H.   R.  5563)    for  the  relief  of 
Jai  les  M.  Ganley  ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
J  Jso,  a  bill  (H.  R.  6564)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  S.  Cook;  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5565)  granting  an  increa.se  of  pension  to 
An  ale  A.  Haines ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  I'ensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R  5566)  granting  an  Increase  of  pension  to 
Ml  rj  A.  Bittner ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII.  petitions  and  papers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

1153  Bv  Mr.  ALMON :  Petition  of  citizens  of  the  eighth  dis- 
trict of  Alabama,  urging  Congress  for  the  early  pas.sage  of  a 
bill  Increasing  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows 
of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1154.  By  Mr.  AYRES  :  Petition  of  residents  of  ^^8^*1^^  <^"R^^: 
si<mal  district,  Kansas,  in  favor  of  legislation  in  behalf  of  UVU 
War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions.  ^     ^^  , 

1155  By  Mr.  BOYLAN :  Resolution  adopted  by  the  commls- 
sionere  of  the  Port  Authority  of  New  York,  favoring  House  bill 
4233,  providing  that  the  survey  and  examination  of  New  lorK 
and  New  Jersey  channels  contemplatwl  by  said  bill  would  be 
l>eneflclal  to  the  iwrt  of  New  York  district;  to  the  Committee  on 

"  nso  *Bv  "".^'"carter  of  California :  Petition  signed  by 
Henry  E."  Reed,  Isal>elle  Tindell.  and  08  others,  of  Oakland. 
Calif.,  urging  an  increased  pension  for  veterans  of  Civil  War 
and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
1157.  Also,  petition  signe<l  by  Lily  I^asch.  E.  J.  McKey,  and 
35  others,  of  Oakland,  (^alif..  urging  increased  Pfn8\«n  ff ; 
veterans  of  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Commlt- 

'^Z''i:C'^SST^^^  ^y  >Valter  Weir,  C.  W.  Johnson 
and  13  others  of  Berkeley  ami  Oakland.  Calif.,  urging  passage  of 
laws  Increasing  i»ensIons  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans;  to  the  Comniittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

llS)  Also,  Stition  signed  by  J.  L.  Fields,  G.  W.  Rankin,  H.  C. 
Gallagher,  and  136  others  of  Alameda.  Calif.,  urging  incretised 
pensions  for  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  ,^     ,c       ,r    a 

1160  Also.  i)etition  signed  by  Alic-e  E.  Reynolds,  Mrs.  F..A. 
Mueller,  M.  B.  Reynolds,  O.  Niemeth.  and  22  others,  of  Newark. 
Calif  urging  the  passage  of  legislation  increasing  the  pensions 
of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Invalid  I'ensions.  „     ..  .      ,-„   ,^« 

1161  Also,  petition  signed  by  R.  J.  Taylor,  Beatrice  Taylor, 
R  J  Seehuber  and  others,  of  Alameda  County,  Calif.,  urging 
the  passage  of  legislation  increasing  the  pensions  of  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 

Pensions 

1162  Also  petlHon  of  F.  R.  Young.  G.  A.  Young.  Andrew  Brit- 
ton  William  W.  Bellamy,  and  121  other  residents  of  Oakland, 
Calif  urging  the  pas.sage  of  legislation  Increasing  the  pensions 
of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Invalid  Pensions.  ^    ..       « 

1163  Who  petition  of  Martha  K.  Bartl,  Frances  Lytton,  Ber- 
tha Wallace  Mrs.  A.  J.  Barretts,  and  57  other  citizens  of  Oak- 
land CaUf  urging  the  passage  of  legislation  increasing  the  pen- 
sions of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1164  Also.  i>etition  signed  by  Carl  T.  Frisvold,  Henry  J. 
Bradley  George  Schnepple.  and  others,  of  Alameda  County, 
Calif  urging  the  passage  of  legislation  Increasing  the  pensions 
of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee 

on  Invalid  Pensiims.  -.  t>     ^   ,r       /^  t^ 

1165  Also  petition  signed  by  Raymond  Boyd.  Mrs.  George  D. 
Crawford  Charles  E.  Bennett.  E.  B.  Whithington,  and  47  others, 
urring  the  passage  of  legislation  increasing  the  pensions  of  vet- 
erans of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Invalid  Pensions.  ,_  ,     „  ,     t    ^k  it 

1166  Also,  petition  signed  by  Frank  L,  Esmond.  Jacob  V. 
Jacobsen  C  B.  Beilamny,  Carrie  Howard,  and  32  others,  urging 
the  nas-sage  of  legislation  increasing  the  pensions  of  veterans  of 
the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions.  ,       ^    ^     .^ 

1167  By  Mr  CHINDBLOM :  Petition  of  Edna  R.  Booth  and 
other  citizens  of  Wankegan,  lU.,  urging  passage  of  legislation 
providing  increased  p^'nslon  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows 
of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1168  Also,  petition  of  Lizzie  P.  Murray  and  two  other  ciU- 
zens  of  Evansb.n.  111.,  urging  passage  of  legislation  providing 
increased  pension  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.     ^  ^  ^     ^       ^ 

1 169  Bv  Mr  DAVIS  :  Petition  of  the  voters  of  Coffee  County, 
Tenn  urging  that  Immediate  steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote 
the  civU  War  pension  bill  for  the  relief  of  needy  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

im  By  Mr  DUNBAR:  Petition  of  161  citizens  of  HarrLson 
County,  Ind..  urging  passage  of  bill  to  i^^.'f  ^^f  "^"^.^^f'^^;^ 
War  soldiers  and   widows  of  soldiers;   to  the  Committee  on 

Invalid  Pensions.  ,  ^,         .  ^.     t»X„.^ 

1171    By  Mr.  EATON  of  Colorado:  Resolution  of  the  Board 

of  County  Commissioners  of  La  Plata  County,  Colo.,  of  Novem- 


ber 15,  1929.  concerning  appropriations  for  the  Southern  Ute 
Indian  Sch<K»l  at  Ignacio,  Colo.,  with  my  api)roval ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee Ml  Indian  Affairs. 

1172.  By  Mr.  EATON  of  New  Jersey :  Petition  of  44  residents 
of  Trenton,  N.  J.,  advocating  increases  in  Civil  War  iK'nsions; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1173  By  Mr  EVANS  of  Montana:  Resolution  of  the  Com- 
mercial Club  of  Libby.  Mont.,  relative  to  Senate  bill  121,  pro- 
posing to  further  amend  the  Federal  aid  highway  act;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

1174.  Also,  petition  of  William  A.  Ryan  and  other  residents 
of  Anaconda.  Mont.,  urging  the  passage  of  the  National  Tribune  s 
Civil  War  jienslon  bill ;  to  the  (Committee  on  Invalid  PensUms. 

1175.  By  Mr.  FULLER:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Arkansas,  urg- 
ing Congress  for  the  passage  of  a  pension  bill  increasing  the 
pensions  of  ClvH  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1176.  By  Mr.  GREENWOOD:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Martin 
Countv,  Ind..  urging  the  passage  of  a  bill  incn^sing  the  penslcm 
of  Civil  War  veterans,  widows  of  veterans,  and  dependents;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1177.  Also,  iietition  of  citizens  of  Knox  County,  Ind..  urging 
the  passage  of  a  bill  increasing  the  ijension  of  Civil  War  vet- 
erans, widows  of  veterans,  and  deijendents ;  to  the  Committee  on 

Invalid  Pensions.  .        „  ^       ^ 

117a  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Brooklyn,  Morgan  County, 
Ind..  urging  the  passage  of  a  bill  increasing  the  pensions  of  Civil 
War  veterans,  widows  of  veterans,  and  dependents ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1179  By  Mr.  HADLEY:  Petition  of  a  number  of  citizens  of 
AVhatcom  County,  Wa^al.,  urging  increases  of  pensions  for  Civil 
War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 

Invalid  Pensions.  *   »,  u      t 

1180  By  Mr.  HAUGEN :  Petition  of  citizens  of  Alpha,  Iowa, 
urging  an  increase  of  pensions  for  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and 
widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1181  By  Mr.  HOCH :  Petition  of  W.  T.  Eckles  and  26  other 
voters  of  Eskridge.  Wabaunsee  County,  Kans..  for  additional 
legislation  in  behalf  of  Civil  War  \eterans  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1182  Also,  petition  of  George  E.  Guthrie  and  other  voters  of 
Wabaunsee  County,  Kans.,  for  additional  legislation  in  behalf  of 
Civil  W^ar  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee 

on  Invalid  Pensions.  .  „     „  ^         ^       * 

1183  Also  petition  of  11  voters  of  Burllngame,  Osage  County, 
Kans  "for  addiUonal  legislation  In  behalf  of  Civil  War  veterans 
and  widows  of  veteians ;  to  the  Committee  on  InvaUd  Pensions. 

1184  Also  petition  of  T.  P.  Burkert  and  16  other  voters  of 
Marion  Marion  County.  Kans..  for  additional  legislation  in 
behalf  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Committed'  on  Invalid  Pensions.  ,  „,     ,  ,      ^  ^   .. 

1185  Also,  petition  of  J.  H.  Frey,  of  Elmdale.  Kans.,  and  44 
other  voters  of  Chase  County  and  Lyon  County,  Kans.,  for  addi- 
tional legislaUon  in  behalf  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

1186  Also  petition  of  Minnie  E.  Hunt  and  25  other  voters  of 
Emporia  Lyon  County.  Kans.,  for  additional  legislation  in  behalf 
of  Civil 'war  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Pensions.  ^  ^^    ^^ 

1187  A1.SO  petition  of  M.  Edna  Commons  and  15  other  votere 
of  Osage  City,  Osage  County,  Kans.,  for  additional  legislation 
In  behalf  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Penrions.  ^  ,..     .,  *^    ^# 

1188  Also,  petition  of  C.  E.  Bratton  and  54  other  voters  of 
Burllngame.  Osage  County,  Kans.,  for  additional  legislation  in 
behalf  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Committee^n  Invalid  Pen.sions. 

1189  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  Iva  Cochran  and  five  other  voters 
of  Melvern.  Osage  County.  Kans.,  for  additional  legislation  In 
behalf  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  ^   ...     ..»,  *  ^  ^# 

1190.,  Also,  petition  of  J.  L.  Senior  and  44  other  voters  of 
Burlln^n,  Coffey  County.  Kans..  for  additional  legislation  in 
behalf  of  Ci%il  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  ,  o.    t        k 

1191  By  Mr  HOPKINS :  Petition  of  citizens  of  St.  Joseph, 
Mo  headed  by  WiUiam  Garrison,  urging  f>as.sage  of  a  bill  In- 
creasing the  pension  of  Civil  War  veterans,  widows  of  veterans, 
and  dependents;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1192.  Also,  petition  submitted  by  Mrs.  Frances  E.  Mathews, 
of  route  7  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  signed  by  many  citizens  of  St. 
Joseph  asking  for  Increased  benefits  for  all  Civil  War  veterans, 
iiSws  of  veterans,  or  snrvlvora ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 

TiQ3  Also  petition  signed  by  many  dtizeua  of  Rock  Port, 
Mo.!?ubmmed  by  Mrs.  D^  iL  Harris,  of  Rock  Port,  asking  for 
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Increased  pensions  for  Civil  War  veterans,  widows  of  vetCTans, 
or  survivors;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1194.  By  Mr.  HUDSON:  Petition  of  the  president  and  secre- 
taries of  the  farur  bureaus  of  the  mid-West  States,  In  sessioB 
Ootot)er  30,  1929,  that  any  tariff  legislation  passed  by  the  pres- 
ent Coiigres-s  he  couflued  to  the  aims  and  purposes  as  outlined 
by  I»re?iident  Hoover ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

1195.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Lansing,  Mich.,  urging  sup- 
port of  pension  legislation  for  relief  of  needy  veterans  of  the 
Civil  War  and  aged  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

1196.  Also,  petition  of  the  common  council  of  the  city  of  Flint, 
Mich.,  urging  the  passage  of  House  bill  2562,  to  increase  the  pen- 
sion of  veterans  of  the  Spanish-American  War ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Pensions.  „ 

1197.  By  Mr.  WILLIAM  E.  HULL:  Petition  of  William  H. 
Bates,  commander  Joe  Hanna  Post,  No,  117,  of  Pekin,  III.,  et  aL, 
asking  for  increase  of  the  pension  rate  paid  to  Civil  War  vet- 
erans and  their  dependents;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

1198.  By  Mr.  HULL  of  Tennessee:  Petition  of  dtisens  of  Mor- 
gau  County,  Tenn.,  urging  Congress  for  the  passage  of  a  bill  > 
Increasing  the  pensicm  of  Civil  War  yeterans  and  widows  of 
veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1199.  By  Mr.  KIEFNER:  Petition  of  voters  of  Piedmont,  Mo., 
urging  that  Congress  pass  legislation  to  increase  the  pensions 
of  needy  and  suffering  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows 
of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1200.  By  Mr.  KINCHELOE :  Petition  of  W.  E.  Sprague  and  18 
other  voters  of  Sturgis,  Ky.,  urging  that  immediate  steps  be 
taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  CMvil  War  pension  bill ;  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Invalid  Penslona. 

1201.  By  Mr.  KT'RTZ:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Bedford  County, 
Pa.,  urging  eariy  passage  of  Civil  War  pension  bill  to  iM-ovide 
adequate  iiensions  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1202.  Al.'M).  petition  of  citizens  of  Williamsburg,  Pa.,  urging 
early  passage  of  Civil  War  pension  bill  to  provide  adequate  pen- 
sions for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1203.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Hollidaysburg,  Blair  County, 
I'a.,  urging  early  passage  of  Civil  War  pensitm  bill  to  provide 
adequate  pensrions  for  C^ll  War  veterans  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans; to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1204.  Also,  perttlons  of  citizens  of  Altoona,  Blair  County,  Pa., 
urging  early  passage  of  Civil  War  pension  bill  to  provide  ade- 
quate pensions  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1205.  Also,  petition  of  Blair  County  Central  Labor  Union, 
Altoona,  Pa.,  favoring  early  passage  of  House  bill  2562,  to  in- 
crease the  pensions  of  certain  soldiers,  sailors,  and  nurses  of  the 
war  with  Spain,  the  Philippine  insurrection,  or  the  China  relief 
expedition,  and  for  other  purposes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

1206.  Also,  petition  of  members  of  Camp  No.  81,  United  Span- 
ish War  Veterans,  of  Tyrone,  Pa.,  favoring  early  passage  of 
House  bill  2562,  to  increase  pensions  of  .certain  soldiers,  sailors, 
and  nurses  of  the  war  with  Spain,  the  Philippine  insurrection, 
or  the  China  relief  expedition,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
CV>mmlttee  on  Pensiwas. 

1207.  Also,  petition  of  members  of  Admiral  Dewey  Camp,  No. 
86,  United  Spanish  War  Veterans,  Altoona,  Blair  County,  Pa., 
favoring  early  passage  of  Senate  bill  476  and  House  bill  2562, 
to  increase  the  pensions  of  certain  soldiers,  sailors,  and  nurses 
of  the  war  with  Spain,  the  Philippine  insurrection,  or  the  China 
relief  expedition,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

1208.  Also,  petition  of  members  of  Tyrone  C«mp,  No.  86. 
United  Spanish  War  Veterans,  of  Tyrone,  Pa.,  favoring  early 
IMssage  of  Senate  bill  476  and  House  bill  2562.  to  Increase  the 
pension  of  certain  soldiers,  sailors,  and  nurses  of  the  war  with 
Spain,  the  Philippine  Insurrection,  or  China  relief  exiiedition, 
and  for  other  purposes ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

120G.  By  Mr.  OtX)N'NELL  of  New  York :  Petition  of  the  Port 
of  New  York  Authority.  New  York  City,  favoring  the  pa.ssage  of 
House  bill  4233,  survey  of  New  York  and  New  Jersey  Channels, 
with  amendments  to  Include  Newark  Bay  nud  the  Kill  van 
KuU ;  to  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

1210.  By  Mr.  P^VLMER:  Petition  of  Mrs.  J.  B.  Chance  and 
sundry  citizens  of  SpringQeld.  Mo.,  praying  for  the  passage  of 
legislation  granting  Increased  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans 
and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1211.  By  Mr.  PEAVEY :  Petition  of  the  presidents  and  secre- 
taries of  the  farm  bureaus  of  the  Midwest  States,  approving 
PKrident  Hoover's  message  to  the  special  session  of  Congress 
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rcgaiding  tariff  legislation  and  stating  that  tariff  adjustments 
fchou  d  be  confined  to  agricultural  rates  and  only  such  indus- 
tries as  are  known  to  be  in  distress ;  to  the  Committee  on  "Ways 
and    tfeans. 

1212.  Also,  petition  of  a  number  of  persons  residing  at  Med- 
ford,Twis.,  urging  immediate  steps  to  tie  taken  at  this  special 
8essl(kn  of  CongreiiS  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill 
carrying  the  rates  proposed  by  the  National  Tribune;  to  the 
Comi  iiittee  on  Invalid  Peuslcms. 

12:  3.  Also,  petition  of  a  number  of  people  residing  at  Lac  dn 
Flan  beau,  Wis.,  urging  immediate  stei»s  to  bo  taken  at  this 
si)ecl  li  session  of  Congress  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pen- 
sion >ill  carrying  the  rates  proposed  by  the  National  Tribune; 
to  tie  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

12:  4.  Also,  resolution  from  the  Milwaukee  Pharmaceutical 
Asaoi  iatlon,  urging  the  Federal  Government  to  authorize  the  per- 
mits for  the  mani^acturc  of  medicinal  si)irits  as  soon  as  possible 
lu  or  der  that  the  public,  as  well  as  retail  druggists,  may  be  able 
to  o  >taln  pure  whisky  at  ri'asouable  prices  during  the  next 
four  years  and  succeeding  years ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Meaius. 

12  5.  Also,  resolution  from  the  Wisconsin  State  Horticultural 
Soci(  ty,  in  opposition  to  any  tariff  on  lumber  or  shingles  from 
Canj  da ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

12  6.  By  Mr.  HENRY  T.  RAINEY :  PeUtion  signed  by  Thomas 
J.  Simimers  and  45  other  citizens  of  Winchester,  111.,  for  a  bill 
for  t  tie  increase  of  pensions  of  Civil  War  soldiers  and  Civil  Wav 
wldcws;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1217.  Also,  petition  signed  by  Lodema  Shelly  and  220  other 
citizens  of  Barry,  IlL,  for  a  bill  for  the  increase  of  pensions  of 
Civi  War  soldiers  and  Civil  War  widows ;  to  the  Committee  ou 
Inve  lid  Pensions. 

1218.  Also,  petition  signed  by  Rena  Sheppard  and  22  other 
citlz?ns  of  Jacksonville,  111.,  for  a  bill  for  the  increase  of  pen- 
sions of  Civil  War  soldiers  and  Civil  War  widows ;  to  the  Con> 
mitt  ?e  on  Invali<l  Pen.sions. 

1219.  Also,  petition  signed  by  Mr.  and  Mrs.  George  Conroy  and 
23  o  her  citizens  of  Pittsfleld,  111.,  for  a  bi'l  for  the  Increase  of 
pens  ons  of  Civil  War  soldiers  and  Civil  War  widows ;  to  the 
Comnittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

12  JO.  By  Mr.  FRANK  M.  RAMEY :  Petition  of  Frank  John- 
sou  md  18  other  voters  of  Springfield,  III.,  and  vicinity,  urging 
the  passage  of  the  Civil  War  pension  bill  proposeil  by  the 
Natlmal  Tribune ;  to  the  Conunittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

12 Jl.  By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York:  Petition  of  residents  of 
Hun  e,  N.  Y.,  in  favor  of  Civil  War  pension  bill ;  to  the  Com- 
mitt«  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1222.  By  Mr.  SANDERS  of  Texas:  Petition  of  Local  Union 
No.  1634,  United  Brotherhood  of  Carpenters  and  Joiners  of 
America,  being  a  resolution  in  favor  of  applying  the  restrictive 
clan  les  of  our  present  immigration  law  to  those  immigrants  that 
ente*  the  United  States  from  Mexico  and  other  Central  and 
SouKi  American  countries;  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization. 

12  S.  By  Mr.  SEIBERLING:  Petition  of  citizens  of  Seville, 
Med  na  County,  Ohio,  asking  for  legislation  to  increase  pensions 
of  C  vil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee 
on  I  ivalid  Pensions. 

12  24.  Also,  petition  of  citizens  of  Kent,  Portage  County,  Ohio, 
askiig  for  legislation  to  increase  pensions  of  Civil  War  veter- 
ans and  widows  of  vetenxns;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Peniioas. 

1225.  By  Mr.  STRONG  of  Kansas:  Petition  of  102  citizens  of 
Minneapolis,  Kaus.,  urging  passage  of  legislation  to  increase  the 
pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
C<HE  mlttee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

12  26.  Also,  petition  of  26  citizens  of  Hope,  Kans.,  urging  pas- 
sage of  legislation  to  increase  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans 
and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  ou  Invalid  Pensions. 

12  27.  ALSO,  petition  of  90  citizens  of  Marysvllle,  Kans.,  urging 
psf .« age  of  legislation  to  increa.'^  the  pensions  of  Civil  War  vet- 
erai  s  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pen  ions. 

Ii28.  Also,  petition  of  15  citizens  of  Sallna,  Kans^  urging 
pR.«  age  of  legislation  to  increase  the  pen.sions  of  Civil  War  vet- 
erai  s  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pen  lions. 

U  29.  Also,  petition  of  Women's  Relief  Corps  No.  96,  of  Frank- 
fort Kans.,  urging  passage  of  legislation  to  Increase  the  pen- 
sions of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Con  mittee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

IJ  30.  By  Mr.  SWING :  PeUtion  of  citizens  of  La  Habra,  Calif., 
In  support  of  legislation  In  favor  of  Civil  War  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans:  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

II  31.  By  Mr.  VINCENT  of  Michigan  :  Petition  signe<l  by  rosi- 
den  s  of  Owosso,  Alma,  St.  Louis,  Crystal,   Sidney,  Portland, 
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Stanton,  and  Ithaca,  Mich.,  urging  more  liberal  pension  legisla- 
tion for  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1232.  By  Mr.  WATSON :  Petition  of  citizens  of  Jenkintown, 
Pa ,  favoring  increased  pensions  for  veterans  of  the  Civil  War 
and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1233.  By  Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  West  Virginia:  Petition  of 
Beatrice  J.  Rose,  of  Smithburg,  Doddridge  County,  W.  Va.,  urg- 
ing Cx)ngress  to  take  a  vote  on  the  Civil  War  pension  bill  for 
the  Increase  of  pensions  to  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of 
veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1234  By  Mr.  ZIHLMAN :  Petition  of  residents  of  Washington 
County,  Md..  urging  immediate  steps  be  taken  at  this  specml 
session  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  carrying  the 
rates  proposed  by  the  National  Tribune  In  order  that  relief  may 
be  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering  veterans  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1235  Also,  petition  of  residents  of  Hagerstown,  Md.,  urging 
immediate  steps  be  taken  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pen- 
sion bill  carrying  the  rates  propo.sed  by  the  National  Tribune 
in  order  that  relief  may  \ie  accorded  to  needy  and  suffering 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
I'ensious. 


SENATE 
Frtoay,  November  22,  1929 
{LepUlative  day  of  Wednesday,  October  SO,  1929) 
The  Senate  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  expiration  of  the 

Mr.  FESS.     Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roU. 
The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
answered  to  their  names : 


Allen 

Ashurst 

BHrkley 

RinKtiam 

It  lea  86 

Borab 

Brntton 

Brock 

('apper 

Conn  ally 

Copeland 

Cousins 

Cutting 

Dale 

Dill 

F«w 

FlHcher 

Fra«ier 


George 

Olllctt 

Glenn 

Goff 

IIulc 

HarrlB 

Harrison 

Iluritioga 

Hatfleld 

Hawes 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Hrflin 

Howoll 

Johnson 

Joni'8 

Kean 

Kendrick 


Keyes 

I^  FoUette 

McCuUoch 

McMaater 

McNary 

Metcalt 

Mosea 

Norbeck 

Norrls 

Nye 

Oddie 

Oyerman 

Patterson 

Pittman 

Reed 

Sackelt 

Sheppard 

Shortridgc 


Simmons 

Smoot 

Steiwei 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas.  Okla. 

Townsond 

Trammel! 

Tjdings 

Vandenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


Mr  GLENN  I  desire  to  announce  the  absence  of  ray  col- 
league the  senior  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr  De^'^n],  who  w 
a  member  of  the  si^ecial  committee  of  the  Senate,  '.s  attending 
the  funeral  of  the  late  Secretary  of  War.  ,,,     „ 

Mr  Fll\ZIEU  The  senior  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Bbook- 
HABT]  is  absent  attending  the  funeral  of  the  late  Secretary  of 

War 

Mr  SHEPPARD.  I  wish  to  announce  that  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  (Mr.  McKellab]  and  the  junior  Senator  from  Iowa 
fMr  STKKl  are  ab.sent  attending,  as  members  of  the  special 
JommlttS  of  the  Senate,  the  funeral  of  the  late  Secretary  of 

I  also  desire  to  announce  Umt  the  junior  Senator  from  Utah 
(Mr   Kino]  Is  absent  on  account  of  Illness. 

I  wish  to  announce  further  tliat  the  Senator  from  Arkansas 
IMr  CaiuwayI.  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Bi^ine],  and 
the  'senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson]  are  necessarily  de- 
tained on  business  of  the  Senate.  o       *        k     .   « 

The  PRESIDENT  i>ro  tempore.  Seventy-one  Senators  having 
answereti  to  their  names,  a  (luoruiu  is  present. 

RESIGNATION  OF  SENATOR  WALTER  E.  EDGE 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing telegram  from  Hon.  Walter  E.  Edge,  which  was  read 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table: 

Thomasvillb,  Ga.,  November  tl,  t9&. 


Hon.   CHABLK8   CrsTis, 

President  of  the  United  States  Brnate, 

Washington,  D.  C: 
I  have  to-day  notified  Governor  iJirson  of  my  resignation  as  a  Senator 
of  the  United  SUtes  representing  New  Jersey.     May   1  express  to  you 
and  throuKh  you  to  the  Members  of  the  Senate  my  deep  appreciation  of 
very  man}-  courtesle »  and  generous  consideration, 
very  ui~u  V  Walter  E.  Etooa. 


piTJJi  AND  JOINT  RBSOLUnON   INTlOOtJCBD 

Bills  and  a  Joint  resolution  were  introduced,  read  the  first 
time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  second  time,  and  referred 
as  follows : 

By  Mr.  LA  FOLLETTB: 

A  bill  (S.  2215)  granting  a  pension  to  Frederick  E.  Burgess; 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  METCALF:  ^       „,  u  .       /-,!*». 

A  bill  (S.  2216)  granting  a  pension  to  Arthur  Webster  (with 
accompanying  palmers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  NORRIS:  „    ^     ^       * 

A  Mil  (S.  2217)  granting  a  pension  to  Espy  G.  Ooodpaster; 

to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  McNARY :  .       ^      .w        n^ 

A  biU  (S   2218)  to  authorize  an  appropriation  for  the  reiiei 

of  Joseph  K.  Munhall;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 

Forestry. 
By  Mr.  COPELAND :  .  .,       ^    ^         ^ 

A  bill  (S.  2219)  for  the  relief  of  the  city  of  New  York;  and 
A  bill  (S  2220)  for  the  allowance  of  certain  claims  for  P^^t^ra 

labor  above  the  legal  day  of  eight  hours  at  certain  navy  yards 

certified  by  Oie  Court  of  Claims ;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
By  Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts: 
A  bill  (S   2221)  to  authorise  the  coinage  of  50-cent  pieces  W 

commemoration   of   the   three   hundredth    anniversary'    of   the 

founding  of  the  Massachusetts  Bay  Colony;  to  the  Committee 

on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  CAPPER:  „  «         **  /„,*v 

A  bill  (S.  2222)  granting  a  pension  to  Grace  V.  Barrett  (with 
accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Committee  <m  Pensions. 

By  Mr.'METCALF:  ^    ^  . 

A  bill  (S.  2223)  to  provide  for  an  a.^sistant  commissioner  ot 
education ;  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

By   Mr.  GLENN:  «     .    .     xu      i^ 

A  bill  (S  2224)  to  change  the  name  of  Iowa  Circle  in  the  city 
of  Washington  to  Logan  Circle;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. 
By  Mr.  GLENN  (for  Mr,  Dknixn)  :  ,,..», 

A  bin  (S.  2225)  for  the  relief  of  Charies  N.  Neal;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  NORBECK:  ^  .        ^     t  k 

A  bill  (S.  2226)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Jonn 
Prater  (with  accompanying  papers)  ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  McNARY: 

A  Joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  86)  creating  a  commission  to 
make  a  study  with  respect  to  the  adequacy  of  the  supply  of 
unskilled  agricultural  labor;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry. 

AKENDMENTS    TO    THX   TABOTT   BUJ. 

Mr  COPELAND  .submitted  two  amendments  Intended  to  be 
proposed  by  him  to  House  bill  2667,  the  tariff  revision  bUl, 
which  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Uble  and  to  Ur  printed. 

RADIO  BROADCASTING  LICENSES 

Mr  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  a  resolu- 
tion and  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  immediate  consideration. 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  reso- 
lution win  be  read  for  the  Information  of  the  Striate. 
The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  resolution  (8.  Res.  166),  as  follows: 
Resolved,  That  the  Federal  Radio  Commission  Is  h«reby  requested  to 
report  to  the  Senate  on  or  before  December  15,  1929,  the  number  of  broad- 
casting Ucenses.  amount  of  power,  number  of  frequenclea,  and  perloda 
of  time  for  operation  allocated  to  each  of  the  Ave  i-«dlo  lonet  of  the 
United  States  and  to  the  District  of  Columbta  as  provided  by  the  act 
of  Congress  approved  March  28,  1928 ;  and  aUo  tiie  quoU  of  llconsea, 
power  frequencies,  and  time  for  operation  to  which  each  rone  and 
each  State  are  entitled  under  said  act  of  Congress ;  and  also  to  what 
extent  If  any.  said  radio  faclUties  have  been  allo<;ated  to  any  aone 
or  State  temporarily  because  of  lack  of  applications  for  the  aame ;  and 
alM  the  total  number  of  broadcasting  licenses  and  the  total  amount 
of  power  now  allocated  to  radio  stations  as  compared  to  the  same  a* 
of  March  28,   1928. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  frwn  Kentucky 
asks  unanimous  consent  for  the  present  conslderaUon  of  the 
resolution.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  BLEASE.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  Senator  from  California 

has  bewi^rec^    I  rise  to  a  question  of  personal  privilege 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  will  state  It 


"1 
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Mr.  JOHNSON.    Does  tbat  take  me  off  the  floor.  Mr.  Presi 

*^^e  PRESIDENT   pro   tempore.    The   Senator   from   South 

Carolina  rises  to  a  question  of  personal  privilege. 

CKXHE  IN  THe  DISTRICT  OT  COLUMBIA 

Mr  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  an  arti^'f^^^J^J 
Washington    Herald  of  this   morning,   and   along   with   it  two 

'*^^'ni?'pREsfDENT  pro  tempore.    The  derk  will  read,  as  re- 

qaestt'd. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

"  Ceoraw  R  Camplwll,  a  membrr  of  the  grand  Jury,  who  Uvm  In  the 
1400  block  of  (iirard  Stroet  NW.,  U  a  stenographer  employed  by  the 
Amer.«in  Railway  Express  Co.,  of  which  Robert  A.  McPberson.  8r.. 
father  of  the  indicted  man.  It  was  pointed  out.  is  chief  clerk. 

I8  it   possilMe  that   this  is  legal? 

"The  member  wa«  Mrs.  Delores  Marmion.  widow  of  a  naval  officer, 
who  was  receiTlng  a  pension  from  the  Government.  The  courU  hate 
held  in  rimilar  Inatancea  that  thi.s  diaqoalifles  a  peraon  from  grand- 
jury  duty  and  rendera  voidable  acta  of  a  Jury  with  such  an  inellgiWe 

member." 

While  this  is  not. 

Then  it  Is  time  that  aome  new  laws  were  made. 

Somo  of  the  friends  of  the  police  are  already  bragging  about  how 
they  hare  already  bested  the  Senate,  and  tbat  they  wiU  run  tblnga  to 
aait  themselves  from  now  on. 

Isn't  there  such  a  thing  as  a  dictaphone  In  Washington  T  Couldn  t 
.Sbelby    KeUy.  and  McPherson  be  trapped  that  way  7 

One  well  known  Uwyer  has  used  such  a  contrivance  to  get  evidence, 
and  was"  able  to  win  an  Important  case  that  way. 

Or  te  it  possible  that  aom«  of  the  friends  of  the  police  are  right, 
tbat  the  Senate  Is  only  bluffing,  and  that  they  are  afraid  to  go  ahead 
and  .«ee  that  Justice  is  done? 

It  would  seem  that  about  90  per  cent  of  the  average  people  are  con 
viiic*^  that  something  is  seriously  wrong  with  the  police,  and  that 
so  far  the  Senate  has  not  shown  any  disposition  to  right  matters.  If 
they  Intend  to  further  pursue  that  course,  then  they  just  as  well  turn 
the  city  over  to  the  Uwbreakers  and  be  done  with  It.  That  Is  alKWt 
the  way  the  average  man  feels. 

A    r  R1K7VD* 

Washingto:*,  D.  C,  yovrmber  21.  1329. 

lion.   Coi.«  Bl.KA8«. 

Lnlted  8tatr»  Senate. 

Mt  Dbab  SKMAToa:  When  1  first  read  the  account  of  the  McPherson 
tragedy  It  appeared  to  me  that  the  young  woman  was  murdered.  I  have 
read  every  account  of  It  since  that  time  and  have  not  changed  my  mind. 

I  was  not  surprised  at  the  return  of  the  grand  Jury  when  I  recall 
the  names  of  those  Interested  In  clearing  the  names  of  those  who  seem 
to  have  deliberately  Influenced  the  coroner's  Jury  verdict. 

The  following  names  might  suggest  a  Knights  of  Columbus  lodge, 
even-  Mitchell.  Attorney  General;  Laskey,  bis  appointee;  Cullen.  bis 
appointee :  Dougherty,  commlsrtloner  of  police ;  Shelby,  detective :  Kelly. 
detective ;  McPherson ;  FItapatrlck.  foreman  of  the  grand  Jury ;  Leahy. 

roonaei.  .    .      ,    .w       . 

Now.  Senator,  if  thta  ksn't  the  roll  call  of  little  IreUnd,  then  I  am 

taking  up  your  time  for  nothing. 

Senator  1  am  an  experienced  lawyer,  now  in  the  military  service,  so 
I  cmn  not  sijin  this.  1  am  also  a  taxpayer  in  the  District  and  not 
radical  on  religious  matters,  but  I  encountered  their  work  overseas  and 
know  how  they  work.  ItJnight  pay  you  to  look  Into  this  version  of 
the  McPherson  case. 

Sincerely,  __ 

Os«  Who  Bklibves  She  Was  MrRi>KBED. 

[Prom  the  Washington  Herald,  Friday.  November  22.  1929] 
THaaa  8e»atou8  Hit  Labkbt  for  McPhkrsox  Tactics— Xubsb's  Mat« 
8TIIX  IS   PaaiL.  ButASB   H«jU)«— M  asx's   Mate   Still  Liablb  roB 
I>gi-in»,  LAWjiAana  RaMiJtDs— '  Bad  Legal  I^keckde-nt  '"  Seem 
Criticism  of  Spedal  Prosecutor  Laskey's  handling  of  the  McPherson 
evUleBce   came   last    night    from    three    Senators.     One   of   them.   COLa 
Blcase,  of  South  Carolina,  declared: 

"  I  think  McPherson  has  lost  a  victory.  The  case  is  by  no  means 
settled  If  *  true  bill  had  been  retume-l  by  the  grand  Jury,  and  If 
McPherson  had  been  found  guiltl^-ss  in  court,  the  entire  matter  would 
have  been  settled  for  once  and  all. 

"  But  as  It  now  stands.  McPherson  may  be  called  before  any  grand 
Jury  tbat  wishes  to  reopen  the  case." 

'■  RAD  pbxckubkt  " 
Senator  1-Tbsifou)  Simmons  also  saw  in  the  bandllng  of  the  indict- 
ment   'a  bad  legal  precedeaf     He  said: 

••  I  never  heard  of  a  proaecutor  summoning  defense  witnesses.  It  l» 
plainly  the  duty  of  the  prosecutor  to  form  a  prima  fade  c  — 


If|  such  a  method  to  legal  in  the  District,  the  propriety  of  it  can 
not  b^  too  strongly  questioned." 

LA 8 key    CBITICtZED 

Senator  Lee  Ovbkmam,  of  North  Carolina,  one  of  the  prime  motlva- 
the  entire  McPherson   investigation,  said  : 
have  no  fault  to  And  with  the  grand  Jury.     But   I  do  crlttclae 
action  of  Special  Prosecutor  Lasltey  In  bringing  defense  witnesses 
the  grand  Jury." 
Senhtor  Bleasb  concluded  his  statement  by  saying: 

am  not  teUlng  all  I  know,  but  I  know  this :  Sunday  night  I  was 
:  n  the  presence  of  two  witnesses,  what  the  final  vote  of  the  grand 
1  rould  be.     It  came  out  as  predicted  to  me,  with  the  difference  of 
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Mil  JONES.    Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  a  question  of  order. 

Th?  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr,  JONES.  I  cati  not  see  that  any  question  of  personal 
privi  ege  has  been  presented  by  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina, and  I  make  that  point  of  order. 

Mi.  BLEASE.     I  have  the  floor,  and  I  will  speak  to  the  reso- 

Intio  1.  ,     , 

TliB  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     The  Senator  was  re^ognizetl 

a  question  of  personal  privilege.    The  Senator  from  Call- 

[Mr.  JOHNSO-N]   had  the  floor,  and  he  yielded  for  that 


BLEASE.     Mr.  President,  in  my  State— and  I  think  i«  a 
many  other  States  of  this  Union— the  judges  usually  in- 


stru«  t  grand  juries  to  bring  in  true  bUls  in  murder  cases.  There 
is  a  verj'  good  reason  for  doing  so.  as  every  man  who  has  ever 
been  in  a  criminal  court  well  knows.  If  an  accused  person  be 
indirted  for  murder  and  is  tried  before  a  petit  jury,  and  the 
jurv  arrives  at  a  verdict  of  not  guilty,  that  settles  the 
and  no  matter  what  may  happen  thereafter  never  again 


can  that  man  be  brought  into  court  ou  that  charge.  But  ir  no 
bill  8  returned,  each  succeetling  grand  jury,  so  long  as  the  one 
who  is  under  suspicion  lives,  can  bring  the  case  up  and  con- 
tinue the  investigation.  For  Instance,  to  show  the  justice  of  a 
verdict  of  not  guilty,  suppose  that  three  friends  were  out  to- 
gethL^r  and  one  accidentally  killetl  one  of  the  others,  and  the 
graid  jury  should  say  it  was  a  case  of  accidental  killing  on 
the  testimony  of  the  third  man  of  the  group,  a  friend  of  the 
one  accused.  But  suppose  that  in  a  few  years  that  '^'^^^f 
were  to  die  and  some  one  else  should  spring  up  and  give  a  dif- 
fereit  version  of  the  killing,  or  supi>ose  the  friend  who  had 
test  fled  in  behalf  of  the  one  who  had  done  the  killing  should 
fall  out  with  him  and  should  change  his  testimony  and  say 
thai  he  was  bought  off  or  that  certain  influences  were  brought 
to  I  ear  upon  him  which  made  him  tell  a  lie.  In  such  a  con- 
tinpeney  the  man  who  had  originally  been  accused  could  be 
brought  back  into  court. 

llie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Chair  is  not  of  the 
opinion  that  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  thus  far 
stated  a  question  of  personal  privilege. 

Mr.  BLEASE.  I  am  speaking  on  the  resolution  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  SackihtI. 

Ihe  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Which  Is  not  as  yet  before 

the  Senate.  ^.    .,  ^  » 

ll[r.  BLEASE.  The  Chair  asked  if  there  was  objection,  and  I 
ob|!ct.  I  will  take  the  floor  in  my  own  right,  either  now  or 
son  e  other  time  during  the  day,  so  I  might  just  as  well  be  given 
the  floor  now.  I  am  si)eaking  on  the  tariff  bill  now,  and  I  move 
thak  the  tariff  bill  be  indeflnitely  postponed. 

le  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  If  the  Senator  wishes  to 
ik  to  the  tariff  bill,  the  pending  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
committee  amendment  ou  page  171,  line  22. 
jJr.  BLEASE.  Then  I  am  speaking  on  that,  and  everyone 
wh>  does  not  want  to  hear  me.  including  the  Chair,  can  leave 
the  Chamber.  I  shall  have  no  obJe«tlon  to  that.  [Langhter.l 
i  o,  Mr.  President,  as  I  was  saying,  the  witness  who  at  one 
tin  ehad  testifled  for  the  person  accused  could  come  into  court, 
chjnge  his  testimony,  and  put  the  person  acrused  In  a  very 
set  ious  predicament  Therefore,  I  repeat,  in  many  of  the 
SUtes.  especially  in  my  State,  the  Judges  almost  Invariably 
ins  troct  the  grand  Jury  in  murder  cases,  even  though  the  killing 
was  a  plain  case  of  accident,  to  bring  In  a  true  bill.  In  order 
thM  the  defendant  may  receive  from  a  petit  Jury  a  verdict  of 
no   guilty,  which  forever  settles  that  question. 

'  'herefore  I  say  that  MclMierson  has  not  gained  any  victory. 
If  any  victory  has  been  gained,  it  is  the  police  department  in 
Its  fight  to  vindicate  itself,  and  that  department  has  made  a 
to<l  out  of  poor  little  McPherson;  but  he  still  stands  in  the 
sane  position  that  he  did  before,  and  at  any  time  hereafter  he 
mi  y  be  reindicted ;  another  grand  jury  may  take  up  the  case, 
an  a  If  it  is  proven  that  some  of  the  alibi  witnesses  testifled 
fa  sely  that  matter  will  T>e  presented  to  another  grand  Jury,  for 
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I  have  already  been  toW  by  P«>per  afborig  that  ttyjtg 
going  to  check  up  aa  to  where  aome  of  the  aUbt  wltneases  were 
when  they  8wor«  that  they  were  at  a  certain  place  and  saw 
McPherson,  and  if  it  can  be  proven  that  their  t^timony  waa 
false,  even  if  they  get  only  two  or  three  witnesses  to  that  effect, 
they  can  reopen  this  entire  matter  before  the  grand  Jury  at  any 
time  they  see  flt.  Therefore,  all  this  bragging,  it  seems  to  me, 
Is  somewhat  premature,  and  McPherson  is  the  police  goat  up 

to  now.  w    ,     ^,.   .«.•,• 

Last  night  I  received  a  telephone  message.  I  do  not  car* 
anything  about  it,  but  the  message  was  that  there  was  a  big 
to-do  going  on  at  McPherson's  home,  a  great  ce^!,*'™^*^"' ,  J 
thought  it  was  rather  strange  that  a  man  whose  wife  had  died 
even  by  strangulation  should  participate  in  such  a  great  re- 
ception so  soon  after  her  death.  He  must  have  loved  her  very 
dearly  to  thus  celebrate  her  murder  and  the  police  department  s 
vindication.  The  message  went  on  to  say  that  I  ^o^^d  soon 
know  who  killed  Mrs.  McPherson ;  that  she  herself  would  tell 
me  and  then  the  telephone  was  Immediately  rung  oft.  I  sup- 
pose the  intimation  was  that  I  may  meet  her  somewhere  else 
Well.  If  she  committed  suicide,  I  wlU  never  see  her ;  if  she  did 

""Mr^l^esldent™Captaln  Doyle  was  reinstated  and  the  common 
telk  on  the  street  is  that  be  was  reinstated  because  they  were 
afraid  of  a  church  flght  In  Washington  and  they  were  not  ready 
for  it  right  now.  It  has  been  said  that  Captain  Doyle  had  been 
a  Catholic,  that  he  had  quit  the  Catholic  Church,  and  there  was 
a  certain  hatred  against  him.  and  a  strong  effort  had  been  and 
Is  being  made  to  undermine  him  and  kick  him  out  in  disgrace, 
but  that  he  was  reinstated  because  they  were  afraid  of  that 
fight  at  this  time;  the  Catholics  were  not  yet  ready  to  force 

aV|A     icG11^4 

Every  Senator  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  knows— am.  I  call 
upon  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hkflir], 
Jf  it  be  necessary,  as  a  witness— that  I  have  been  one  man  who 
stood  on  this  floor  and  deplored  the  bringing  In  of  the  reUgious 
issue  As  I  have  stated,  I  graduated  at  a  Catholic  university; 
I  had  a  sister  who  married  a  Catholic;  I  have  two  nephews 
who  are  Catholics ;  and  some  of  the  very  best  friends  I  have  in 
South  Carolina  are  Catholics. 

I  deplore  bringing  the  question  of  religion  in.  and  I  only  men- 
tion it  this  morning  to  show  how  far  the  police  department  and 
the  District  attorney's  ofllce,  honeycombed  with  "little  Ireland, 
as  the  letter  which  has  been  read  at  the  desk  sugg^ts,  have 
gone  in  the  methods  to  which  they  have  resorted  in  order  to  try 
?o  humiliate  somebody  connected  with  the  McPherson  case. 

Mr.  President,  I  said  the  other  day  In  discussing  the  McPter- 
soncase-and  every  Senator  wlU  remember  P^ijaps  what  I  then 
said— that  I  love  justice  too  well  not  to  remembar  the  motto  and 
the  old  legal  maxim  that  every  man  is  presumed  to  be  Innocent 
nntn  he  is  proven  guilty.  I  further  said  that  I  did  not  know 
whether  McPherson  was  guilty  or  not,  and  I  did  not  <^re.  l 
went  so  far  as  to  say  that  I  hopetl  Mr.  McPherson  would  prove 
himself  Innocent  of  the  charge  against  him.  That  Is  recorded 
in  my  speeches.  I  have  no  special  interest  in  the  McPherson 
case.  I  was  speaking  rather  of  the  general  crime  conditions  In 
the  city  of  Washington,  and  what  I  said  in  regard  to  those  con- 
ditions has  been  verified  by  tiie  raids  which  have  been  made,  by 
the  evidence  of  narcotics  that  have  been  bought  and  the  nar- 
cotics which  have  been  seired,  and  by  tiie  padlocks  which  have 
been  put  on  dlsorderiy  houses.  In  every  manner  possible  every 
word  I  have  said  upon  this  floor  has  been  vindicated  by  tiie 
police  department  themsdves  in  malting  their  raids. 

I  have  nothing  to  do  wiUi  this  religious  flght.    I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  bring  it  in  here.     I  only  mention  It  because  of  the  refer- 
ence which  has  been  made  to  It  In  connection  with  Mr.  Doyle  s 
reinstatement  and  the  fight  for  a  no  bUl  In  tiie  McPherson  case. 
I  was  Interested  In  other  matters,  but  I  was  not  Interested  in 
the  religious  fight,  and  I  was  not  particularly  interest^  in  the 
McPheSon  case  untU  Mr.  Laskey  began  to  take  the  defendant  s 
witnesses,  as  has  been  proven  here  by  the  record,  into  the  grand- 
Jury  room  to  help  get  a  no  bill  In  McPherson  s  case,  and    t  was 
said  Laskey  Is  a  Catholic  and  McPherson  is  a  Catiiolic;  tiien  I 
began  to  look  around.    I  do  not  know  whether  It  is  true  or  not , 
Shere  Is  tiie  letter,  and  It  U  said  pubUcly  and  openly  tiiat  the 
Catholic  Church  has  made  this  fight  for  McPherson  to  save  the 
police  force  and  Rover's  office  force.    1  do  not  know  whether 
ffis  frul  or  not.     I  can  scarcely  believe  it ;  but  I  wanted  to 
show  the  people  of  this  country  what  Is  going  on  In  this  dty 
and  how  efforts  are  being  made  to  injure  some  people  who 
BlmplT  are  trying  to  see  that  Justice  is  done 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     Mr.  President 


The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 
Mr,  BLEASE.    I  do. 
LXXI- 


Mr  WALSH  of  Maasachuaetts.  I  am  sur©  the  Senator  doea 
noViiean  to  imply  tiiat  any  official  of  the  Catholic  Church  has 
been  interested  in  this  matter  or  interfering  with  it. 

Mr  BLBA8B  I  do  not  know  whether  Liiskey  is  an  official  trf 
the  ciinrch  or  not,  but  I  know  he  fixed  ap  the  testimony  that  got 

this  no  bill.  .  .         .^wi^ 

Mr  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Of  course,  It  may  be  possible 

tiiat  some  individual  member  of  tiie  CJatiiollc  Church  nmy  have 

taken  sides  cue  way  or  the  other  in  this  matter;  but  I  tiilnk 

It  Is  a  pretty  broad  and  unfair  statement  for  anyone  to  make 

or  to  suggest  or  to  Intimate  that  the  CatiioUc  Church  as  s«ch  has 

been  Interested  In  a  sensational  murder  case  in  this  District, 

especially  when  the  alleged  victim  and  defendant  were  and  are 

not  members  of  that  church  and  when  Mr.  Laskey,  the  prose- 

cuttng  attorney  of  the  Department  of  Justice.  h»  not  a  Catholic ; 

at  least  that  Is  my  information.  _    . ,     *    *k  *  v  ^« 

Mr   BLEASE.    I  have  just  said,  Mr.  President,  that  I  can 

scarcely  beUeve  It;  but  I  say  that  it  Is  common  rumor,  and 

there  Is  a  letter.    Not  only  that  letter,  but  eommon  talk  on  the 

street  Is  to  that  effect.    I  am  defending  myself  now.    I  will 

defend  the  CatiioUc  Church,  If  It  is  necessary,  every  time;  but 

I  am  taking  care  of  Cole  Bixase  right  now,  and  If  it  W|8  thj 

CathoUc  Church  or  anybody  else  It  will  have  to  hit     If  I  tiirow 

a  rock  over  the  fence,  and  a  dog  yelps,  he  must  be  hit 

Mr   President,  I  understand  from  very  good  authority  that 
this  idea  of  condemning  me  in  the  grand-jury  room  was  sug- 
gested, not  by  any  member  of  tiie  grand  Jury   but  by  anotiier 
party,  and  written  by  anoUier  party,  and  copied  off  in  the  hand- 
writing  of  the  grand  jurors  or  the  clerk,  whichever  It  may  be. 
Then  I  was  called  over  the  telephone  last  night  by  a  reporter 
of  the  Washington  Herald— a  young  man  whom  I  do  not  know 
personally,   but  whose  father  and  myself  were  great  friends 
^ay  back  In  the  nlnetles-and  I  was  told  tiiat  Mr    Laskey's 
reward  was  to  be  a  judgeship ;  tiiat  his  name  would  be  sent  in, 
or  that  they  hoped  to-day  to  bring  about  «?rtaln  influence  to  re- 
ward him  by  having  him  appointed  a  judge  In  this  District,  as 
Chief  Justice  McCpy  would  retire  in  a  very  short  time.     Now. 
that  Is  nice  talk!    That  is  a  nice  condition  for  a  city  to  be  In! 
Before  the  man  falriy  gets  out  of  jaQ  the  man  who  got  him  out 
by  presenting  defendant's  witnesses  to  the  grand  Jury  Is  to  be 
rewarded  with  a  judgeship! 

The  reporter  asked  me  if  I  had  any  comment  to  make,     i 
said  no;  I  did  not  have.    I  do  not  know  Mr   Laskey     I  never 
have  se^  him  in  my  life.    I  do  not  know  Mr.  McPherson.     I 
do  not  know  any  of  the  McPherson  family.     I  j|^erj«f„,Jl;; 
Hurley  in  my  life  until  just  a  few  days  ago,  when  he  .^aUted 
Sto  my  office  with  a  letter  of  tatrodutKm  from  a  fnend  of 
mine  in  Chester,  S.  C,  and  said  he  wanted  to  tiiank  me  for 
bringing  the  matter  to  the  attention  of  the  country. 
Now  I  want  to  say  a  word  for  Robert  J.  Allen. 
It  was  reported  tiiat  Secretary  of  War  Good  waa  tekln«  a 
great  Interest  In  this  matter.    Sometiilng  was  «aW  about  It    n 
f,rpre.»ence    I  knew  nothing  about  It    J  «'<»  °«i»^«  •^'"V'f 
Later  Mr    Allen  came  to  see  me  for  the  second  time  that  i 
hJvrsJJn  hlJT  I  did  not  know  him  at  all  when  I  Introduced 

my  resolution.  Somebody  In  the  cro^i^^*'«"^Jf„*rv  of 
S^  Mrs.  McPherson,  sr.,  being  the  confidential  secretary  of 
James  W.  Good,  tiie  Secretary  of  War.  ^«u«,» 

Mr  Allen  very  promptiy,  with  an  oath,  and  a  rather  violent 
exS^.  UT"  NobcSy  has  got  a^-I  -'^f  ^l^^^'^^ 
here,  but  there  are  ladles  upstairs-"  any  right  to  «»»"<»,»'!• 
McPhereon's  name.  She  is  as  flue  a  llttie  woman  as  ever  lived 
fhe  is  a  hard-working,  good  woman.  She  has  been  amfidential 
secretary  to  four  Secretaries  of  War.  I  have  known  her  for 
^are  and  tiiere  Is  no  woman  In  this  town  of  Wgher  character 
or  sUndlngTan  McPherson's  mother."  So  when  they  try  to 
?hrow  off  the  fact  tbat  Allen  has  taken  any  P«[t  In  any  -w 
upon  the  McPherson  family,  the  man  who  say^  It  says  ^hat  is 
absolutely  false,  because,  on  the  contrary.  I  know  that  he  said 
this,  and  he  said  it  in  the  presence  of  other  wltiiessM. 

But  that  is  the  tiijnd :  Tear  down  anybotly  s  character;  Injure 

any  Senator ;  kill  one  of  tiiem.  If  necessary ;  do  what  you  please 

to  ordCT  to  ^pport  Pratt.  In  order  to  support  Shelby.  In  order 

S  ^w)rt  Kelly,  all  Catholics.     I  do  not  know  either  one  of 

SeS^^  do  not  think  I  know  more  than  one  PpHceman  in  the 

city  by  name.    I  do  not  know  anybody  connected  witti  this  oise. 

I  do  not  know  Leo  Rover.    I  never  have  seen  him  In  my  life     I 

do  not  know  personally  any  of  these  people.     I  never  saw  the 

smiling  McPherson  in  my  life.     I  never  saw  Allen  In  iny  life 

S  after  I  Introduce  my  resolution,  and  he  came  down  to 

Z  office  one  morning  to  give  me  some  information  about  a 

mltter  entirely  foreipi  to  the  McPherson  case.     Therefore  I 

Steh  this  SunLy  to  know  that  what  I  have  done  in  this  matter 

r^  been  ^l7to  try  to  bring  about  a  better  condition  In  ttie 
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city  of  Waflbington,  to  try  to  make  It  a  safe  place  tor  people 
to  live. 

Why.  yesterday  yon  had  a  beautiful  example  of  the  maladmin- 
istratioD  of  your  city.  I  am  informed  that  it  has  been  many 
yearn  since  the  code  of  building  laws  baa  been  revised  in  this 
city.  I  uoderstMiid  that  it  has  been  many  years  since  Inspec- 
tions have  been  prupbrly  made;  and  yesterday,  while  we  were 
in  the  Senate  Chamber,  a  most  horriUe  occurrence  tock  place 
here.  If  they  bad  bad  a  proper  building  code,  if  they  had  bad 
proper  insi>ecUon.  that  terrible  thing  could  not  have  haK>ened. 
It  is  somebody's  duty  to  go  around  and  investigate  these  things. 
Certainly,  if  it  is  not,  the  Senate  and  the  House  should  provide 
some  way  by  which  it  can  be  done.  There  certainly  ought  to  be 
new  laws  and  up-to-date  laws  for  this  city ;  but  I  will  tell  you 
this :  If  you  bad  as  competent  and  as  efficient  a  police  force  as 
you  have  a  flre  department,  you  would  not  have  half  the  crime 
you  have. 

Yesterday,  whUe  some  of  you  Senators  were  here  working — 
something  that  I  have  done  very  Uttie  of  under  this  iniquitous 
bill  you  are  working  on  now ;  I  hope  you  will  kill  it,  and  if  you 
do  not  I  hope  the  President  will ;  that  is  one  time  I  will  vote 
with  him,  right  or  wrong — I  went  down  to  this  fire. 

Go  down  and  look  at  the  building  this  morning,  and  look  at 
the  pictures  in  the  paper,  and  see  the  magnificent  work  those 
boys  did,  keeping  that  flre  in  one  building,  keeping  that  flre 
where  nobody  was  hurt,  getting  those  people  out  of  there,  put- 
ting that  flre  oat,  keeping  It  right  in  the  one  building.    I  do  not 
think  anything  else  is  damaged  practically  at  all.     Why,  even 
the  street-car  traffic  was  Just  delayed  for  a  little  time.    That  is 
efficiency.    That  is  competency.    Why  can  you  not  have  a  police 
department  Just  as  good  and  just  as  effective  against  crime  as 
those  men  were  against  flre? 
Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    Does  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
Mr.  BLEASE.     Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Has  the  Senator  learned  what  was  the 
cause  of  the  explosion? 

Mr.  BLEASE.    I  have  not;  but  there  obviously  was  some 
deficiency  about  the  machinery. 
Mr.  COPELAND.    The  boiler? 
Mr.  BLEASE.     I  suppose  so. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Does  that  mean  that  there  Is  a  failure  of 
proper  boiler  inspection  In  this  town? 

Mr.  BLEASE.  That  Is  my  understanding.  I  do  not  know 
personally. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  think  that  in  a  well-regnlnted  city,  if  the 
Senator  will  bear  with  me,  there  should  be  no  neglect  of  in- 
spectorial service  which  has  to  do  with  the  increase  of  safety 
of  the  citizens.  Nothing  is  more  important  than  an  annual 
inspection  of  every  boiler. 
Mr.  BLEASE.     That  is  right. 

Mr.  <:X)PBLAND.  No  boiler  should  be  permitted  to  be  put 
Into  commission  in  the  fall  In  a  place  where  the  citizens  con- 
gregate, as  in  a  store,  until  there  has  been  an  inspection  ot  the 
boiler  to  make  sure  that  it  is  in  proper  condition. 

I  want  to  be  very  sure  that  there  is  such  a  provision  in  this 
city.  I  have  been  much  di.sturbed  about  this  explosion.  We  are 
shortsighted,  as  Senators  and  as  members  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  Conunittee,  unless  we  make  very  sure  that  ample  pro- 
vision is  made  by  proper  inspection  in  this  matter  and  all  others 
in  order  that  there  may  be  safety  for  the  citizens  of  the  city  of 
Washington. 

Mr.  BLEASR  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the  Senator  from  New 
York.  I  know  that  he  is  absolutely  correct ;  and  as  a  member  of 
the  District  Committee  I  am  sure  he  will  join  with  me  in  my 
efforts  to  give  this  city  some  new  laws,  to  make  it  a  better  city 
and  a  cleaner  city,  and  to  take  it  out  from  the  control  of  the 
crowd  that  now  has  it,  that  are  willing  even  to  have  witnesses 
perjure  themselves,  willing  even  to  slip  witnesses  out  of  the 
city — I  know  that  is  being  done — willing  even  to  threaten  people 
with  discharge  if  they  go  to  the  office  of  a  certain  man,  or  even 
see  him  iu  his  hotel — I  know  that  that  has  been  done — willing 
even  to  be  particeps  crlmlnis  to  murder,  even  to  be  accessories 
to  the  murder  after  the  fact,  which  has  been  done  in  the  Mc- 
Plierson  case,  in  order  to  shield  thems^ves  from  exposure  and 
to  hold  their  positions  9nd  to  keep  their  pets  in  office  and  to 
reward  those  who  serve  them  in  their  dirty  and  damnable  work, 
and  against  any  man  who  dares  to  raise  his  voice  for  a  cleaner 
Washington,  for  a  Washington  where  men  and  women  can  live 
in  safety." 

Personally.  Mr.  President,  I  have  absolutely  no  interest  in 
this  matter.  If  the  fathers  and  mothers  of  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington— and  I  hope  they  wiU  bear  this  iu  some  way— are  wiUing 
for  their  soos  and  their  daughters  to  live  under  the  goyemment 
fhay  are  liTing  under  to-day;  if  they  are  willing  to  have  the 
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boBsw  oi  debauchery  and  to  have  the  blind  tigers  in  apartment 
bousi  iS  and  the  general  corruption  that  is  going  on  in  this  city ; 
if  thjy  are  willing  for  their  sons  and  their  daughters  to  live  In 
it,  bt  reared  in  It,  marry  and  intermarry  in  It,  it  certainly  makes 
abso  ntely  no  difference  to  me.  I  have  no  son  and  I  have  no 
daughter  to  go  through  the  temptations  and  the  vileness  and  the 
filUi  |of  this  city. 

habits  of  life  have  about  been  formed;  certainly  I  am 
too  old  now  to  be  Injured  by  the  habits  of  others,  and  therefore 
whatj  I  have  done  I  have  tried  to  do  in  the  interest  of  the  boys 
and  girls  of  Washington,  everyone  of  whom  I  love.  Whatever 
may  be  the  result,  I  shall  certainly  feel  that  I  have  relieved  my- 
self mm  any  responsibility,  either  as  a  Member  of  this  body,  as 
an  Ainerican  citizen,  or,  if  you  please,  as  an  individual. 

PAFT  or  UNrrEB  st.vtes  msTWcr  attornet  leo  a.  roveb 

HEFLIN.     Mr.   President,   I   want   this  statement,   pur- 
ig  to  show  the  staff  of  Leo  A.  Rover.  United  States  attorney 
le  District  of  Columbia,  with  affiliations,  to  appear  in  the 
at  this  point.    That  will  give  Mr.  Rover  a  chance  to  say 
whether  or  not  the  statement  is  correct. 

Tl  e  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.     Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
ques   of  the  Senator  from  Alabama? 

Tl  ere  being  no  objection,  the  statement  was  ordered  to  be 
prini  ed  in  the  Recokd,  as  follows : 

STArf  or  Lao  a.  sovsb,  dsitvo  statss  attobxct  roa  thi  distxict  or 

COLUMBIA,    WITH    AFPILIATIONS 

I^  A.  Rover.  Roman  Catholic;  John  W.  Flholly,  Roman  Catholic; 
WilU;  im  n.  Collins,  Roman  Catholic ;  Nell  Burkinshaw,  Roman  Catholic ; 
Walt<r  M.  Shea,  Roman  Catholic;  Charles  B.  Murray,  Roman  Catholic; 
Wiiu4m  A.  Oallagber,  Roman  Catholic ;  Arthur  O.  Lambert,  Roman 
James  F.  Hughes.  Roman  Catholic;  Philip  F.  Biggins,  chief 
Roman  Catholic;  Charles  A.  Birmingham,  Roman  Catholic;  Eliza- 
I.  Magruder,  Roman  Catholic ;  Michael  F.  Keogh,  Roman  Catholic ; 
J.  Crogan.  Roman  Catholic ;  John  C.  Conllff,  Roman  Catholic ; 
J.   Krouse,  Roman  Catholic ;  John  J.  O'Leary,  Roman  Catholic ; 

R.  Fitipatrick,  Roman  Catholic ;  Evans,  colored,  assistant 

Roman    Catholic;    Orcutt,    Roman    Catholic;    


Cath«  Jlc 
clerk, 
beth 
Jamei 
Allen 
John 
attortey, 

Camafier,  Mason  ;  J.  B.  Williams,  said  to  be  Protestant ; 
Rassian  Jew  ; Newman,  Roman  Catholic  ; 


stein. 
Jew 

It 


]  nd 


Mason ;  J.  R.  KIrkland,  Mason. 
Is  understood   that  Mr.   Rover  objected   seriously   to  putting  Mr. 
Klrkl  md  on,  but  that  the  Senators  from  Delaware  raised  such  a  howl 
le  was  compelled  to  put  blm  on. 
Da 'id  Hart,  Mason;  lady  telephone  oi)erator,  Roman  Catholic;   Mrs. 
Webb'r,  Mrs.  Greathouse,  religion  unknown. 

Thiire  are  said  to  be  three  other  clerks,  all  Roman  Catholics — two 
ind  one  woman. 

'ou  will  check  the  church  connections  of  Shelby  and  Kelly,  together 
the  alMve  information,  you  can  possibly  get  some  additional  light 
McPherson  case. 
SsftaMBBB  30.  1029. 
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Ml.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Presldert.  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Sackett]  asked  for  the  Immediate  consideration  of  a  reso- 
Intioi  which  he  has  presented. 

Thjp  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Unanimous  consent  was  de- 
nied. 

Mii  BLEASE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  object  to  the  Senator's 
resolption.  I  merely  made  the  objection  In  order  to  hold  the 
floor 

Th?  Senate,  by  unanimoas  consent,  proceeded  to  consider  the 
resol  ition 

Ml,  JOHNSON.  To  the  resolution  I  desire  to  present  a  very 
brief  amendment,  the  words,  '*  and  also,  whether  or  not  any 
Individual,  association,  or  corporation  has  been  permitted  to 
operjte  any  radio  station  or  engage  In  radio  broadcasting 
wlth(»ut  a  license,  together  with  the  name  or  designation  of 
such  permittee  and  the  location  of  such  radio  station  or  radio 
broa<  casting.' 

Thj 


PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  question  Is  on  agreeing 
to  th^  amendment. 

amendment  was  agreed  to. 

resolution  as  amended  was  agreed  to,  ns  follows: 

Revived,  That  the  Federal  Radio  Commission  is  hereby  requested  to 

to  the  Senate  on  or  before  December  15,   1929,  the  number  of 

broadcasting    licenses,    amount    of   power,    number   of    frequencies,    and 

of    time    for    operation    allocated    to    each    of    the    five    radio 

of  the  United  Sutes  and  to  the  District  of  Columbia,   as  pro- 

by    the   act   of   Congress    approved    March    28,    1928;    and    also 

q|iota  of  licenses,   power,   frequencies,   an^  time  for  operation   to 

each  looe  and  each  State  are  entitled   under  said  act  of  Con- 

aad  also  to  what  exte;it,  if  any,  said  radio  facilities  have  been 

to  any  lone  or  State  temporarily  because  of  lack  of  applica- 
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tions  for  the  some;  and  also  the  total  nurolier  of  broadcasting  lieease* 
and  the  total  amount  of  power  bow  allocated  to  radio  stations  as  eon- 
pared  to  the  same  as  of  March  28,  1928 ;  and  alao,  whether  or  not  any 
individual,  association,  or  corporation  has  been  permitted  to  operate  any 
radio  station  or  engage  in  radio  broadcasting  wlthoot  a  license,  to- 
gether with  the  name  or  designation  of  such  permittee  and  the  location 
of  fuch  radio  station  or  radio  broadcasting. 
MBS8A0E    THOU    THE    HOUSE— ENROULH)    JOINT    RESOLXmOW    STGNIX) 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives  by  Mr.  Halti- 
gan  one  of  its  clerks,  announced  that  the  Siieaker  had  aflBxed 
his 'signature  to  the  enrolled  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  130) 
to  provide  for  the  compensation  of  page  boys  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  during  the  entire  month  of  November, 
1929,  and  it  was  signed  by  the  Vice  President. 
NorrncATiON  to  the  pbesident 

Mr  JONES  and  Mr.  WALSH  of  Montana  advanced  to  the 
area  iu  front  of  the  Secretary's  desk  and  Mr.  Jones  said : 

Mr  Presi<lent,  your  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  ap- 
pointed with  a  similar  committee  on  the  part  of  the  House, 
to  wait  upon  the  President  and  advise  him  that  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  have  completed  their  work  for  the  session, 
bog  leave  to  report  that  they  have  performed  that  duty,  and 
the  President  advised  the  committee  that  he  has  no  further 
communicntion  to  make. 


DAVID  I.  BOWEN 

Mr  ODDIE.  As  in  open  executive  session,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads,  I  report  favorably  the 
)»omination  for  i)ostma.ster  at  Des  Arc,  Ark.,  and  ask  for  Its  Im- 
mediate consideration.  ,  ^      m 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  objection,  the  report  will 
be  receiveii  as  in  executive  session  and  the  nomination  will  be 
announced. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

David  I.  Bowen  to  be  postmaster  at  Des  Arc,  Ark.,  in  place  of  R.  Q. 
Miles,  resigned. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  present 
consideration  of  the  nomination?  The  Chair  hearsnone.  With- 
out objection,  the  nominee  is  confirmed  and  the  President  will 
be  notified. 

CAUFOBNIA  DEBRIS  COMM1B8ION 

Mr  JONES.  As  in  open  executive  session,  I  report  from 
the  Commerce  Committee  a  nomination  for  the  California  Debris 
Commlssi.m,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  for  its  present  con- 

*  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Without  objection,  the  nomination 

will  be  stated  * 

The  Ijdoislative  Clkbk.  From  the  Committee  on  Commerce, 
Lieut.  Col.  Thomas  M.  Robins,  Corps  of  Engineers,  United  States 
Army,  for  appointment  as  a  member  of  the  California  Debris 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  Immediate 
consideration  of  tiie  nomination?  The  Chair  bears  none ;  and, 
wlUiout  objection,  the  nomhiation  Is  confirmed,  and  the  Presi- 
dent will  be  notified. 

THE  AflMCULTlTRAL   WEST  AND  TABIIT  IBBISLATION 

Mr  NORBEX:^K  Mr.  I'resideut,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
a  recent  editorial  that  appeared  in  the  Minneapolis  Tribune  en- 
titled "  Grundy  and  the  West "  l)e  printed  in  the  IUxx>w>. 

The  Tribune  has  been  a  conservative  RepubUcan  paper  since 
the  Civil  War.  Mr.  Murphy,  tiie  publisher,  is  and  has  bmi  for 
years  the  leader  of  the  conservative  Republicans  in  the  North- 
west. The  Tribune  has  been  a  strong  and  effective  supporter  of 
the  Republican  Party.  ^  x  ^  .     »,i 

It  is  evident  that  Mr.  Murphy  lias  been  disappointed  in  his 
hope  that  the  conservative  eastern  element  would  deal  fairly 
with  all  sections  of  our  country.  ^  „_   ,    .  .   ^ 

Mr  President,  I  also  ask  that  the  open  letter  of  Frederick  E. 
Murphy  to  Senator  Rk*J).  of  Pennsylvania,  be  printed  in  the 

There  being  no  objection,  the  etlitorial  and  letter  were  ordered 
to  be  printed  in  the  Rboosd,  as  foUows: 

[Prom  the  Minneapolis  Tribune] 

OBDWDT   A!fD  TH«  WBST 

From  the  testimony  given  by  Joseph  R.  Grundy,  lobbyist  extraordinary 
and  generalissimo  of  the  eastern  forces  seeking  llmlUess  tarlir  grabs,  it 
develops  that  following  are  bis  cardinal  article*  of  faith  '• 

(1)  The  smaller  Western  States  have  too  much  voice  In  the  Senate 
regarding  Urlff  legislation. 

(2)  It  is  a  "  tragedy  "  that  States  contributing  negligible  amounts  In 
Federal  taxe«,  and  "with  no  chips  In  the  game,"  should  be  permitted 
to  break  down  a  fundamental  tariff  policy. 


(»)  There  is  no  contradictiwi  betwoem  eqoaUty  for  agrieoltare  and 
Incrcaaed   industrial   rates. 

Translate  these  articles  of  faith  liM»  simpler  Koflish  and  they  emerge 

as  follow*:  _,-,_.,  ^ 

(1)  The  agrlcultaral  Wert  Bhonld  have  no  voice  in  tarlS  tegjalatla* 

at  nil. 

(2)  It  is  deploraWe  that  the  agricultural  West  shovkl  use  Its  votiag 
power  to  protect  Itself  against  the  tariff  plraciea  plotted  by  the  i»d«». 
trial  Bast. 

(3)  Yon  can  give  the  farmer  equality  by  not  giving  him  equality. 
The  mentality  of  Mr.  Grondy  is  interesting  because,  while  extreme,  It 

represents  the  mentality  of  a  large  section  of  the  iDdBStrial  Bast. 

Take,  for  example.  Mr.  Grundy's  attltode  on  parity  for  agriculture. 
Already  the  TrflMine  has  explained  that  if  "  pturity  "  means  anything.  It 
means  an  additional  income  of  |6.000,000,000  a  year  for  agrleulture. 
That  1«  the  amount  by  which  agriculture's  income  Is  now  short.  Agrl- 
culture's  income  U  only  1 12,000,000,000  a  year  at  present,  whereas,  at 
the  very  least,  it  should  be  oac-flfth  of  the  natioBal  Income,  or 
$18,000,000,000  a  year. 

Mr.  Grundy  has  nothing  against  "  parity  "  ;  only  the  way  to  a<;bleve 
it  is  to  increase  the  farmer's  living  and  producing  costs. 

In   other    words,    the   right   way   to   give    agriculture  an    addiHoaal 
$6,000,000,000  a  year  Is  to  charge  It  an  extra  $2,000,000,000  a  year. 
Or,  put  differently,  the  right  way  to  treat  the  agricultural  West  is  to 
make  It  poorer  and  at  the  same  time  teU  It  that  It  has  become  richer. 

If  Mr.  Grundy  was  a  dictionary  maker  Instead  of  a  tariff  maker  wo 
could  look  for  these  definitions  in  his  lexicoa  : 

"An  agricultural  seasion  "—a  session  brought  Into  being  for  the  pur- 
pose of  further  robbing  iuipovertahed  agriculture  at  the  bands  ot  tho 
already  affluent  Industrial  Beat. 

"A  western  State " — a  nniaance ;  a  microbe ;  a  form  of  Insect  Mfe 
which  ought  to  be  suppressed.  A  useful  and  tolenble  Instltnt'on  when 
It  submits  to  a  hold-up  without  a  i«t>test,  bat  a  peatlWmce  of  the  flrat 
magnitude  when  It  exercises  IU  coastltntlonal  right  to  lift  Its  voice 
against  abuses. 

"A  Republican  Party  campaign  pledge  to  agriculture  "—a  sentiment 
facetiously  Intended  which  should  never  under  any  circumstances  be 
mentioned  after  election;  a  bumoroos  method  of  speech;  a  playful 
Irresponsibility  of  utterance  appropriate  be«ore  election,  when  farmer 
votes  are  needed. 

•*  Pennsylvania  "—a  State  which  has  had.  and  for  an  eternity  should 
have,  a  complete  monopoly  upon  tariff  favors. 

"  Equality  '—a  tireoome  word,  which  wlU  bear  any  meaning  except 
the  one  commonly  attached  to  It. 
"  Buncombe  " — agricultural  relief. 
•  The  United  States  "— Pennaylvanla. 


AS  opic:!»  hvmn  to  the  bov.  d.  a.  weed,  or  rasvsTLVAinA 

Hon.  D.  A.  RtED. 

Senate  Offlce  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Mr  Dbar  Sknator  Rkxd:  I  have  read  your  recent  letter  to  me  with 
great  Interest,  and  I  assure  you  that  I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  oppor- 
tunity to  correct  what  I  consider  a  very  serious  mlaapprehcnalon  on 

your  part. 

The  whole  tone  of  your  letter  Indicates  a  conviction  on  your  part 
that  the  fulMlment  of  the  pledges  made  by  the  Republican  Party  to 
agriculture  would  be  Inherently  Inimical  to  Industry.  The  Tribune  baa 
been  Insistent  that  the  Republican  Party  koep  these  definite  pledges. 
The  pledges  were  as  definite  as  promissory  notes.  They  contained  no 
qnaliflcations  whatever.  Tbey  were  as  simple  and  straightforward  aa 
it  Is  possible  to  make  a  promise.  You  In  your  misapprehension  answer 
our  pleas  for  the  fulfillment  of  these  pledges  by  reciting  the  needs 
of  Industry  and  the  promises  made  to  Industry.  Apparently  you 
conceive  that  the  needs  of  Industry  are  such  that  any  benefits  given 
to  agriculture  murt  of  necessity  detract  from  the  prosperity  of  Industry. 
Naturally,  I  can  not  follow  you  to  this  conclusion. 

Still  I  can  hardly  believe  that  you  are  willing  to  assent  to  the  theory 
that  agriculture  and  Industry  are  In  their  very  natures  Incompatible 
activities;  that  they  are  necesaarUy  In  conflict  one  with  the  other; 
that  they  are  on  opposite  ends  of  the  scale  so  that  the  betterment  of 
one  must  necessarily  mean  the  detriment  of  the  other. 

This  to  me  seems  to  be  a  monstrous  conception  and  one  that  I  do  not 
think  you  will  hold.  In  the  first  place,  you  represent  In  the  United 
States  Senate  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  which  Is  one  of  the  great  agri- 
cultural States  of  the  Union.  It  Is  true  that  Pennsylvania  la  one  of 
the  greatest  Industrial  States  of  the  Union  and  that  Industry  In  Penn- 
sylvania is  greater  In  Its  scope  than  Is  agriculture,  but,  none  the  leas. 
Pennsylvania  Is  a  great  agricultural  State  and  la  comparable  In  agri- 
culture to  Minnesota  or  Wisconsin. 

May  I  point  out  to  you  that  according  to  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture (Crops  and  Markets  for  September,  1929)  the  estimated  froM 
value  of  the  farm  production  of  Pennsylvania  Is  $446,000,000? 

The  same  authority  for  the  same  p«riod  gives  the  gross  value  of  farm 
production  of  Minnesota  as  $669,000,000,  while  that  of  Wisconsin  is 
given  as  $629,000,000. 
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The  annual  fann  prodacMon  of  PenDsylvanla  1«  greatly  to  excess 
of  many  of  oar  western  so-called  agricultural  States.  PennsylTanta's 
farm  production  to  greater  than  that  of  North  Dakota,  greater  than 
8outb  Dakota.  Montana,  Idaho.  Colorado.  Washington,  Oreflron,  Wyo- 
ming. New  Mexico.  Ariiona.  Utah,  or  Nevada.  Surely  you  can  not  con- 
ceive of  a  buslneiw  whose  products  amount  to  $446,000,000  a  year  as 
lalmlcal  to  industry.  Surely  you  can  not  leave  the  agricultural 
population  of  Pennsylvania  out  of  your  official  considerations. 

In  any  compilation  of  agricultural  resources  I'ennsylvania  ranks  in 
the  forefront  of  the  States  In  the  Union.  Any  betterment  of  agricul- 
tural conditions  generally  must  therefore  be  of  pronounced  value  to  the 
State  of  Pennwylvanla. 

It  is  my  recollection  that  Pennsylvania  has  been  proud  to  proclaim 
the  fact  that  Lancaster  County  was  the  greatest  agricultural  county  in 
the  United  States. 

In  your  letter  yon  ask,  "  But.  how  in  the  world  can  you  exi>ect  to 
make  agriculture  prosper  by  impoverishing  the  industrial  districts?" 

Let  me  assure  you  I  have  not,  nor  have  I  ever  bad,  any  such  strange 
thought.  Neither  have  I  ever  seen  evidence  of  any  such  thought  on 
the  part  of  those  who  have  been  asking  the  Republican  Party  to  fulfill 
the  pledges  it  so  solemnly  made  to  agriculture.  Such  a  thought,  on  the 
face  of  it,  is  absurd  and  contrary  to  all  the  risible  facts  in  our  national 
economic  scheme.  It  Is  almost  a  tiresome  truism  that  industry  con- 
sumes agriculture's  products.  It  is  obvious  that  the  business  of  agri- 
culture is  largely  the  business  of  feeding  and  clothing  the  industrial 
worker.  It  is  equally  obvious  that  the  impoverishment  of  industrial 
districts  would  reduce  the  sale  of  agricultural  products. 

Oranted  that  the  farmer  and  the  friends  of  agriculture  possess 
Bormal  inteHigence.  isn't  it  a  bit  unkind  to  argue  with  them  on  the 
assumption  that  they  are  desirous  of  impoverishing  industry? 

The  Republican  Party  made  very  definite  promises  to  agriculture 
during  the  last  campaign.  The  Republican  platform  as  adopted  at  the 
Kansas  City  coavention  says : 

"  We  favor  adequate  protection  to  such  of  our  agricultural  products 
as  art-  affected  by  foreign  competition.  The  Republican  Party  pIedg>3S 
itself  to  the  development  and  enactment  of  measures  which  wlU  place 
the  agricultural  interests  of  America  on  a  basis  of  economic  equality 
with  other  Industries,  to  Insure  its  prosperity  and  success." 

This  is  an  unqualified  pledK**-  It  was  solemnly  made,  and  there  is 
no  evidence  that  the  Republican  National  Conventiou  bad  any  idea 
that  the  development  and  enactment  of  such  measures  as  would  put 
the  agricultural  interests  of  America  on  a  basis  of  equality  with  other 
industries  would  result  in  the  impoverisbmont  of  the  Industrial  districts. 

The  Republican  Party's  platform  also  says : 

"A  protective  tariff  is  as  vital  to  American  agriculture  as  it  is  to 
American  manufacturing.  The  Republican  Party  believes  that  the 
home  market  built  up  under  the  protective  policy  belongs  to  the  Ameri- 
can farmer,  and  It  pledges  Its  support  of  legislation  which  will  give 
this  market  to  him  to  the  full  extent  of  his  ability  to  supply  It." 

This  is  also  an  unqualified  pledge  which  gives  no  indication  that  the 
Republican  National  Convention  considered  that  an  adequate  tariff  pro- 
tection for  agriculture  was  inimical  to  Industry.  In  fact,  the  above 
quotation  distinctly  states  the  contrary.  It  says :  "A  protective  tariff  U 
u  vital  to  American  agriculture  as  it  is  to  American  manafacturing." 
Assuredly,  there  was  no  suspicion  in  the  minds  of  the  delegates  that  a 
proper  agricultural  tariff  necessarily  mean  the  impoverishment  of  In- 
dustry, otherwise  the  platform  would  not  have  said  that  a  protective 
tariff  U  as  "  vital "  to  American  agriculture  as  it  is  to  American  manu- 
facturing. 

It  has  been  our  contention  that,  since  the  Hawley  bill  took  shape  in 
the  Ways  and  Moans  Committee  of  the  House,  the  Republican  Party 
has  given  no  evidence  of  Its  intent  either  to  put  agriculture  on  a  basis 
of  equality  with  other  industries,  or  to  give  the  home  market  to  the 
farmer,  "  to  the  full  extent  of  his  ability  to  supply  it." 

The  treatment  of  agriculture  In  the  case  of  bides  and  shoos  in  the 
leather  schedule.  In  the  casein  item,  inedible  oil  item,  flax  item,  linseed 
oil  item,  wool  item,  and  In  certain  items  of  the  cream  and  milk  sched- 
ule Is,  to  my  mind,  sufficient  proof  of  the  contention  that  the  Republi- 
can Party  has  failed  to  give  agriculture  an  equality  of  treatment  with 
other  industries  and  has  failed  to  give  the  American  home  market 
to  the  American  farmer. 

There  Is  a  home  market  for  the  American  farmer  of  $800,000,000  to 
$1,000,000,000  exclusive  of  the  Importations  that  come  from  the  Philip- 
pine Islands.  If  that  market  were  given  to  the  American  fanner,  in- 
dustry would  be  the  eventual  beneficiary.  This  market  has  been  denied 
the  American  farmer  both  in  the  House  and  in  the  Senate  in  spite  of 
the  platform  pleds*  to  give  It  to  him. 

There  can  be  no  fear  In  this  instance  that  the  industrial  districts 
will  be  impoverished.  Here  is  about  a  billion  dollars  of  American 
money  that  goes  to  foreign  countries,  exclusive  of  the  Philippines,  every 
year.  The  industrial  districts  do  not  get  this  money.  It  goes  to  ex- 
porters in  foreign  lands.  American  agriculture  asks  for  this  home 
market,  and  will  spend  this  money  in  the  industrial  districts.  The 
American  farmer*'  request  for  this  market  boa  been  fliitly  refused.     I 
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do  not  think  you   will   tell   me  that   It   was   refused   through   fear  of 

the  industrial  districts." 

our  contentions,  which  have  been  confined  to  these  two  points, 

is   not  the  slightest   suggestion   of  "  impoverishing   the  industrial 

Such    a    thought    could   only    arise   as   a    consoquf-nce   of   a 

that  the  placing  of  agriculture  on  a  basis  of  equality  with  indus- 

the  giving  of  the  home  market  to  agriculture,  have  as  a  necea- 

c^usequence,  the  effect  of  impoverishing  the  "  industrial  district*." 

there  is  any  connection  between  the  fulfillment  of  the  RepubH- 

Pirty's  pledges  to  agriculture  and  "  the  impoverishing  of  the  induv 

iistricts"    I    most    emphatically    deny.      1    a.sscrt    that    the   direct 

will   be   the    result.      I    assort    that    a    prosperous   agriculture 

a   prosperous  industry.     In   the   United   States  30,000,000  people 

agriculture.     This  is  one-fourth  of  our  population.     Surely  the 

pii-lty  of  one-fourth  of  our  population  can  not  result  otherwise  than 

Increased  prosperity  for  industry. 

me  point  out  to  you  the  fact  that  the  agrlculturnl  State  of  Mln- 

has  a  very  keen  interest  in  the  prosperity  of  industry.     As  Ponn- 

is  an   agricultural   State,   so  also   is  Minnesota   an   indu.strini 

Minnesota  ranks  high  as  an  agricultural  State,  but  it  is  well  to 

mind  that  the  value  of  its  manufactured  products  is  consider- 

excess  of  the  value  of  its  agricultural  products. 

ng  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the  value  of  Minnesota's 

rrops  and  animal  products  for  1928  is  $689,000,000.     The  value 

manufactured  products,  according  to  the  Dopartmrnt  of  Commerce, 

,000,000      The  value  of  the  manufactured  products  of  Wlscon.>iln 

three  times  the  value  of  its  agricultural  products. 

view  of  these  facts,  isn't  it  a  little  unreasonable  to  aiwumo  that  wo, 

persons  of  normal  intelligence,  would  carry  on  any  sort  of  a 

that  tended  to  ImpoverLsh  industry?     To  accuse  us  of  8uch  an 

is  to  accuse  us  of  sheer  imbecility  and  this  I  know,  my  dear 

you  would  never  do. 

»re  all  well  aware  that  there  are  industries  In  the  country  that  are 

of  tariff  adjustment.     We  also  know  that  there  are  industries  in 

tariff  assistance  that  are  not   uow  axking  for  it.     It  is  to  the 

nterest  of  agriculture  that  these  industries  should  have  the  tariff 

ce  they  need,   but  when   I   say   this   I   do   not  withdraw,   in   the 

>ur  demand  for  the  fulfillment  of  the  solemn  pledges  made  to  agri- 

by  the  Republican  Party.     The  Republican  Party  promised  agri- 

an  equality  of  treatment  with   other   industries  and   the  party 

4>d  agriculture  the  home  market.     All  that  we  ask  is  tiiat  these  two 

proml:^  be  kept. 

FaxDEUiCK  E.  McBPBT,  Publiaher. 

Sincerely  yours, 

ESTBCt    tH^    TABin*    BIIX    OIT     SOUTH     DAKOTA.    AND    NOKTHEA8TERIT 
ST.\TE8 COllMrNICATIO.N    OT    H.    E.     MILES 

NORBECK.     Mr.  President,  I  ask  leave  to  have  printed 

Recobd  statements  and  certain  data  prepared  by  Mr. 

Miles,  chairman  of  the  Fair  Tariff  Ijeague,  relative  to 

pending  tariff  bill  and  showing  its  effect  on  South  Dakota 

compared  with  effect  on  the  Northeastern  States. 

being   no   objection,    the   matter   was   ordered    to   be 
print^  in  the  Bbco&d,  as  follows : 

[Fair  Tariff  League,   H.  E.  Miles.  Chairman] 

NOVBHBIB    1.    1929. 
WHAT   TBI   TABirV    DOBS    TO    SOt'TH    DAKOTA 


State 


South  Dakota  loses  on  the  tariff  annually,  net.  $31,  134,  000 
Dakota  farmers : 

(Jain  on  the  tariff  on  farm  products,  net 2,943,000 

gain  is  abHorl)ed  in  tUoir  loss  on  the  tariff  as  a 
whole,  which  is,  net 16,303,000 


Ibis 


State  loses  $6  to  $1  of  gain. 
Fartners  lose  on  the  tariff  $4  to  $1  of  gain. 

Dakota  is  exclusively  agriculture  and  grnsing.     Her  people  are 
industrious,  thrifty,  hard  working,  intelligent.     They  are  few  In 
nambdr,  relatively.     Consequently,  the  per  capita  loss  from  the  tariff  is 
lerloos  than  the  figures  indicate. 

time  is  pa.«t  when  western  people  need  to  be  told  that  the  agrl- 
cultnrkl  tariff  Is  almost  worthless  to  agriculture  when  the  advantages 
l|read  over  the  Nation's  $12,000,000,000  of  farm  products, 
exhaustive  calculation  participated  in  by  sevoral  of  the  ablest, 
?ipert  men  in  the  variou.'*  fields  in  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural 
Economics,  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  agricultural  economists  in  uni- 
verslt  es  and  State  colleges  of  agriculture,  and  inserted  in  the  Con- 
OBC88  ONAL  Rbcobd  l>y  Senator  Bbookhabt,  of  Iowa,  June  18.  1929. 
that  the  present  tariff  on  farm  products,  of  a  value  of  more  than 
.000,000,  carry  a  nominal  proteclion  to-day,  atcgregating  $2,500.- 
.  or  about  33  per  cent. 

nominal  protection  as  written  In  the  present  tariff  law.  act  of 
would   make   our   farmers    rich    If   It   were   collectible.      It   would 
cents  to  to-day"8  price  of  wheat,  oats  15  c^nts,  com   15  cents, 
7  cents  to  butter,  and  so  on  through  the  list. 
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The  above  calculation  did  not  include  the  highly  protected  products, 
butter,  wool,  and  sugar,  and  an  uncertain  $45,000,000  which  the  tariff 
may  give  cattlemen.  When  those  products  are  included  the  tariff 
would   give   fanners   to-day,   on   $10,000,000,000   of   products,   annuaUy 

$3  000  000  000. 

The' trouble  is  that  America  Is  necessarily  a  great  exporter  of  farm 
products  and  must  be  for  decades  to  come. 

We  can  not  mark  one  carload  of  wheat  for  sale  abroad  at  a  low  price 
and  another  for  sale  at  home  at  a  high  price.  AU  must  be  sold  at 
Liverpool  prices,  because  that  market  takes  our  huge  farm  surplus  and 
necessarily  sots  the  price  for  all.  The  American  tariff  is  ineffective  in 
Livt'riK)ol.  , 

American  farmers  sell  "Europe  minus  "—at  Liverpool  prices,  less 
heavy  transportation  charges.  ^^ 

American  farmers  buy  their  manufactured  supplies  "  Europe  plus  — 
at  European  prices,  plus  ocean  freights,  plus  the  tariff. 

For  tholr  salvation  American  farmers  must  require  that  the  Urlff 
on  manufartured  products  be  as  low  as  reasonable  protection  requires. 

Deumark  alone  is  happy  of  all  the  nations  in  the  world  that  export 

Denmark  is  completely  free  trade.     She  buys 


New   Zealand,   Canada,   and 


farm  products  in  volume 
with  the  same  currency  in  which  she  sells. 
The  farmers  of  Australia,  South  Africa, 
the  United  States  are  in  distress,  because  the  meager  shillings  they 
collect  in  Liverpool  bring  so  little  when  spent  in  their  own  overprotected 
home  countries.  We  will  not  imitate  Denmark,  neither  will  we  longer 
let  manufacturers  hand  pick  the  committees  of  Congress  that  write  their 
tariff  schedules  and  color  most  tariff  rates  with  the  greed  of  manufac- 

^^Th^'  table  herewith  is  based  upon  the  Federal  statlsUcs  commonly 
used  in  such  tabulations  and  prepared  with  the  assistance  of  experi- 
enced and  dependable  experts  in  the  various  fields  covered. 

WHAT  THB  TABirr  DOK8  TO  BOCTH  DAKOTA 

(Census :  Crops,  1924 ;  population  Jan.  1,  1925) 

__  ,    „ «7»,  »HKI 

Population—- -  361.779 

Farm    population 79  537 

Number   of   farms "11111       7,401 


Wool  growers 
Sugar-beet  growers. 
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Affricultural  $chedule 


CrcHM 


^Tieat 

Wool 

Bufsr  beets.... 

Flaxseed 

iCitrus  fruits.... 

Tobacco 

Dairy  products. 


Tariff  gain 
to  farmers 


%f,H.  000 

>40.000 

1,454,000 


Total. 


3,952,000 


S,  020,000 


Cost  to 
farmers 
as  con- 
sumers 


$80,000 

99,1,  000 

724,000 

lO^OOO 

64,000 

82.000 

64,000 


Cost  to 
nonf  arm- 
ing pop- 
ulation 


2.077.000 


$70,000 

870,000 

632,000 

»5,000 

47,000 

64,000 

885,000 


Net  gain 
to  State 


>  $150, 000 
I  1,291,000 
»  1,316.000 
1,261,000 
I  101,000 
<  116,000 
1013,000 


Cost  to 
United 
BUtes 


2,653,000 


290,000 


$26,000,000 

350,000,000 

248,000.000 

36,000,000 

18,000.000 

53.000.000 

300,000,000 


1,011,000,000 


000 


t  On*basis  of  one-half  the  sugar  duty  going  to  the  beet  growers. 

Cost  to  farmers  as  buyers  of  farm  products I2,  077.  ^^^ 

Farmers  gain  as  producers ' 

Net  gain  to  farmers  on  agricultural  schedule.—--     2,  943,  000 
The  State  as  a  whole  gains  on  agricultural  schedule,  net—         ^w>.  wu 

Manufacturers'  schedule 


Industries 

Cost  to 
farmers 
as  con- 
sumers 

Cost  to 
nonf  arm- 
ing pop- 
ulation 

Cost  to 
Bute 

Cost  to 
United 
SUtes 

7  h«aTV.4tnel  nroducts.... 

$1. 342, 000 

3.256,000 

12,015,000 

$1,173,000 

2,846,000 

10,502,000 

$2,515,000 

6, 102, 000 

22.517,000 

$445,000,000 

1, 082, 000,  000 

34  general  store  merchandise 

3,985,000,000 

Total        ........ .-.-- 

16.503,000 

14,621,000 

31,134.000 

5,512,0001000 

Loss  to  farmers,  manufacturers'  schedule llj-  593.  OJjO 

Loss  to  State,  manufacturers'  schedule ^1.  lA*.  uw 

They  lose  $4  to  $1 


Farmers  lose,  on  all  schedules,  net,  $16,303,000. 

"'■^e"  State  lowss,  on  all  schedules,  net,  $30,844,000. 
$1  of  gain. 

^  TUB   AGBICCLTCEAL  8CHBDUL«S 


It   loses   $6  to 


There  are  three  outstanding  exceptions  in  respect  to  tariff  benefits  to 
farm  products — wool,  sugar,  and  flaxseed. 

These  three  are  on  a  scarcity  basis.  That  is.  we  produce  only  one- 
third  of  the  wool,  scoured  weight,  one-sixth  of  the  sugar,  and  a  fraction 


of  the  flaxseed  that  we  require.  Consequently,  our  prodflcera  0*  these 
prodoctB  have  only  to  meet  the  price  of  the  Imported  products  after 
they  have  paid  ocean  transportation  plus  the  tariff  in  full.  This  give* 
them  the  fuU  benefit  of  the  tariff.  It  does  not.  however.  Incr<«a8e  pro- 
duction, as  some  have  predicted,  and  never  will  to  the  extent  of  ono- 
half  of  our  requirement*. 

WHEAT 

The  worthlessness  of  the  wheat  duty  in  1929  is  evkJcnced  by  the  mar- 
keting of  North  Dakota  and  Montana  wheat  in  Canada,  and  the  payment 
of  a  duty  of  12  cents  a  bushel  at  the  border.  This  U  an  exceptional 
year,  however. 

For  the  B-year  average  1923-1927,  American  growers  of  high-protein 
wheat  secured  an  average  annual  benefit  of  $17,600,000.  They  did  it, 
however,  at  the  expense  of  the  Nation's  crop  as  a  whole.  Like  taking 
the  best  apples  from  the  barrel,  the  rest  of  the  crop  was  necessarily 
discriminated  against  In  Liverpool  prices  and  the  gain  to  American 
farmers,  as  a  whole,  was  offset  mostly  or  wholly  by  the  low  prices  of 
common  wheat. 

South  Dakota  farmers  have  sold  premium  wheat  at  an  apparently 
excellent  profit  In  small  amounts  and  occasionally.  They  see  this  profit ; 
Ihey  do  not  know  that  the  price  of  United  States  wheat  in  Liverpool 
since  the  war  has  been  6%  cents  lower  than  other  wheat.  No  expert 
has  been  found  who  doubts  that  South  Dakota  has  lost  as  much  from 
this    Liverpool    discrimination    as    she    has    gained    from    her    wheat 

premiums. 

The  gain  of  $17,500,000  went  almost  wholly  to  Montana,  North 
Dakota,   Kansas,  Nebraska,  and   Colorado. 

Believing  the  5-year  period  1923-1927  to  be  falrty  representative,  oar 
estimate  allows  this  $17,500,000  as  the  probable  annual  tariff  gain  on 
wheat  to  growers  as  a  whole.  It  pyramids  this  sum  40  p'r  cent  to 
consumers  of  wheat.  Thi.s  is  the  known  pyramldlnjr  on  butter  from 
milk  to  the  consumer's  table  as  determined  by  the  Bureau  of  Agricul- 
tural Economics.  Nothing  can  be  added,  fairly  speaking,  to  the  first 
price  of  any  product  without  progressive  percentage  increases  by  each 
handler  from  producer  to  consumer. 

COBN 

Argentina  is  our  only  competitor.  Raid  a  representatlTe  of  a  corn- 
reflnlng  company,  that  has  imported  three-fourths  of  the  corn  brought  in 
in  10  yearn,  "Argentine  com  is  flint  com,  deficient  In  starch,  and  rela- 
tively undesirable."  Under  the  drawback  provision  of  the  tariff  thlB 
company  could  Import  com  at  a  net  duty  of  one-seventh  of  1  cent  per 
bushel  for  conversion  at  its  seaboard  factories  and  reexport  to  Europe 
where  It  has  a  big  market. 

In  some  recent  years  not  a  bushel  of  com  has  been  imported  so  far  as 
Government  reports  show,  except  a  little  to  be  cracked  for  chicken  and 
pigeon  feed  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard,  where  this  hard  flint  com  la  pre- 
ferred  by  some  feeders ;  and  a  little  more  for  the  Fame  purpose  on  the 
Pacific  coast,  where  corn  is  little  grown  and  freight  charge*  are  high 
from  the  nearest  producers,  Nebraska  and  Kansas. 

The  tariff  tax  on  corn  is  a  tax  on  chicken  feeders  and  a  bit  hard  oa 
the  Pacific  coast.     The  tax  has  no  effect  on  domestic  prices. 

Other  cereals,  like  corn,  are  unaffected  by  tlie  taritt. 

FOBK  Aia>  POBK   PBODT7CTS 

Duty  ineffectlTe.  Bwlne  are  "  canned  rora."  We  export  huge  qtiaa- 
tities.     We  are  the  woild's  reservoir  for  pork  and  pork  prodocts. 

woot 
The  wool  tariff  is  the  chUd  of  cormptlon.  The  resulting  wool  dntlea 
help  dirt  farmers  as  a  whole  not  at  all.  They  cost  consumers  $330.- 
000,000,  or  about  four  times  the  total  annual  value  of  the  wool  clip. 
American  farmers  pay  one-fourth  of  this  cost,  or  $82,600,000.  If  fair- 
ness and  intelligence  ever  prevail  In  the  wool  tariff,  American  wool 
growers  will  get  as  good  protection  as  now.  being  about  35  per  cent  ad 
valorem.  Consumers  will  save  approximately  $100,000,000  and  farmerB 
one-fourth  of  this. 

As  it  U,  foreign  wool  of  the  type  raised  here  actually  pays  only  25 
per  cent  to  35  per  cent  duty  ad  valorem,  which  should  be  the  tariJf 
rate.    At  this  rate,  woolgrowera  are  prospering  greatly. 

The  present  rate,  31  cents  per  scoured  pouud,  equals  76  per  cent, 
more  often  100  per  cent,  and  sometimes  150  per  cent,  on  quanUtlea  of 
coarse,  strong,  serviceable  wools,  now  prohibited  by  the  tariff  to  Ameri* 
can  people  of  small  means  and  used  in  Ehirope  instead. 

This  tariff  discrimination  compels  Americans  of  moderate  means  to 
use  millions  of  pounds  of  shoddy,  cotton,  and  other  wool  substitutes, 
at  a  sacrifice  In  money  and  comfort.  It  makes  American  rags  sell  in 
the  English  rag  market  for  25  per  cent  less  than  the  rags  of  any  other 
country.     This  richest  country  on  earth  has  the  poorest  ragf ! 

According  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics,  the  wool  dip  of 
1029  (preliminary  estimate)  Is  301,866,000  pounds.  In  the  5-year 
period  190O-1913  it  averaged  272,248,000.  That  Is.  in  the  last  16 
years,  with  the  stimulation  of  the  war  and  the  present  Uriff,  produc- 
tion has  been  increased  only  38,000.000  pounds  or  about  15,000,000 
pounds,  clean  weight,  worth  leas  than  $1  per  pound. 
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Under  no  comUttoas  rtutontMj  to  be  expected  can  oonanmptlon  be 
Increased  further ;  that  U.  above  the  present  prodnctlon  of  1  pound  of 
dean  woo)  per  capita. 

The  wool  tariff  is  pyramided  threefold  to  consumers  by  the  reason- 
able and  n«cenary  additions  at  each  stage  to  the  prices  paid  by  the  wool 
buyer,  the  spinner,  the  cloth  maker,  the  clothing  manufacturer,  and  tbe 
retailer. 

The  tariff  law  itself  stipulates  45  cents  compensatory  duty  on  cloth 
per  pound,  or  50  per  cent  pyramiding  from  wool  to  cloth.  This  makes 
each  dollar  of  wool  duty  into  $1.50  in  cloth.  Add  30  per  cent  to  this 
for  the  clothing  manufacturer's  cost  and  profit,  and  to  that  sum  S^% 
per  ct*nt  of  his  selling  price  for  the  retail  clothier,  and  we  get  three 
for  one  pyramiding.  A  bulletin  from  the  Tariff  Commission,  giving 
clothing  manufacturers'  and  retailers'  margins,  shows  that  this  is 
slightly  lens  than  the  common  practice. 

By  thi.H  computation,  as  shown  in  the  accompanying  table.  South 
Dakota  woolgrowers  gain  from  tbe  tariff  $574,000. 

South  Dakota  farmers,  as  a  whole,  lose  from  the  wool  tariff  $905,000. 

The  State  loses  from  the  wool  tariff,  net  $1,291,000. 

The  Nation  loses  $330,000,000. 

It  must  be  said  with  emphasis  that  the  suggested  corrected  wool 
tariff  would  not  materially  lower  the  woolgrowers'  protection.  The 
reTtsion  would  be  in  tbe  consumers'   interests. 

sroAR 

In  some  respects  this  is  the  strangest  of  the  tariffs.  The  total  value 
or  "the  domestic  sugar  crop  entering  into  consumption.  1.  e.,  excepting 
beets  OaeU  for  seed,  is  beets  $50,500,000,  and  Louisiana  cane  $12,500,- 
000 :  total,  $63,000,000.  The  sugar  tariff  costa  consumers  $248,000,000, 
or  four  times  the  total  value  of  the  domestic  crop,  and  yet  the  farmer 
producers  are  not  prosperous  as  a  whole.  Domestic  refiners  collect  the 
entire  duty,  about  $45,000,000,  on  continental  prodnctlon;  but  It  is 
commonly  estimated  that  they  pass  on  to  tbe  growers  only  one-half  of 
this  amount,  or  $22,500,000.  This  makes  the  cost  of  the  Urlff  to  con- 
sumers more  than  ten  times  the  tariff  benefit  to  farmers.  Againat  this 
benefit  of  $22,500,000  farmers,  as  consumers,  being  one-fourth  of  our 
population,  lose  $60,000,000. 

A  principal  difficulty  with  the  sugar  tariff  Is  that  It  admits  without 
duty  tbe  products  of  our  Island  possessions,  where  sugar  is  produced  at 
about  tbe  same  cost  as  in  Cuba,  which  sends  us  one-half  of  our  totaf 
requirements  under  tbe  duty  of  1.76  cents  per  pound  for  raw.  With 
this  dlscrlmlaatton  between  Cuba  and  tbe  Philippines,  and  the  very  low 
cost  In  the  latter,  tbe  Philippines  have  virtually  doubled  their  produc- 
tion since  19*22  under  the  present  tariff  and  have  kept  domestic  produc- 
tion at  about  1922  level.  Cuban  imports  are  steadily  decreasing  under 
tMs  favored  Philippine  competition.  Witness  the  crop  In  Cuba  paid 
Unties  of  $148,000,000  about  three  years  ago.  then  $130,000,000,  and  last 
year  $112,000,000. 

The  Hawley  duty  would  give  domestic  refiners  $16,400,000  more,  with 
about  $8,200,000  of  this  going  to  the  growers,  and  would  increase  cost  to 
eonsumors  about  $100,000,000  and  still   leave  I^iillppine  Imports  ever 
.increasing. 

"1**  bounty  were  given  continental  growers  of  1%  cents  per  pound, 
being  paid  to  the  refiner  as  the  duty  Is.  but  with  the  proviso  that  two- 
,.thirds  of  this  bounty,  or  1  cent,  should  be  passed  on  to  the  growers,  then 
the  price  of  beets  would  be  $10  per  ton,  or  about  30  per  cent  more 
than  now,  with  resulting  great  prosperity  to  the  growers.  The  other 
third  of  the  bounty  would  greatly  benefit  refiners. 

In  addition  to  tbis  bounty,  which  only  fairly  equalizes  production  in 
the  States  with  the  Philippines,  there  should  be  a  tariff  like  tbe  present 
of  about  1^  cents  per  pound,  benefiting  alike  tbe  States  and  the 
Philippines  as  against  Cuba.  This  duty  equalixes  production  costs,  as 
estimated  by  the  Tariff  Commission  not  long  ago  "oetween  the  United 
States  and  Cuba.     Tbe  McKlnley  tariff  gave  a  bounty  on  sugar. 

TOBACCO 

We  are  the  world's  reservoir  for  tobacco,  Europe  sets  the  price. 
The  tariff  is  ineffective,  except  on  "  shaded  '  tobacco  grown  under  cloth 
covers  in  Connecticut,  but  without  sp^^'-iu.l  profit.  The  tariff,  $2.10  a 
pound.  Is  for  Coanectlcnt's  benefit  It  la  objected  to  strenuously  by 
growers  of  ordinary  tobacco,  who  want  a  lower  domestic  price  on  im- 
ported wrapper  tobacco  for  wrappers  to  cover  domestic  filler  tobacco 
with  and  consequently  a  better  price  for  tbe  great  volume  of  domestic 
tobacco. 

Even  with  this  high  tariff — $2.10  a  pound — a  big  Connecticut  pro- 
ducer went  into  bankruptcy  not  long  ago.  A  high  duty  that  costs  con- 
sumers a  great  amount  is  often  of  little  or  no  value  to  tbe  farm  pro- 
ducer (witness  beet  growers  in  Colorado),  but  only  stimulates  him 
to  the  use  of  «  f«w  acres  impractically. 

Georgia  and  Florida  produce  considerable  "  shaded  "  tobacco  but  sell 
It  at  an  average  of  50  cents  per  pound.  What  is  a  duty  of  $2.10  per 
pound  worth  on  tobacco  that  aeUs  for  SO  cents?  Many  experts  say 
worth  nothing. 
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DAIBT  PBODDCTS 

inncapable    tendency    in    any    product    stimulated    by    a    high 

and  capable  of  practically  unlimited   production  is  to  bring  new 

Into  the  field  until  the  domratic  price  pays  no  better  than  the 

of  commodities  largely  eijwrted.     There  is  this  danger  in  dairy 

We  are  always  near  the  export  basis. 

each    cent   of   addition   to    the    butter   price   increases   the   con- 

of    oleomargarine    $1,000,000 — a    deterrent    to    high    butter 

By  merely  better  care  of  the  herd,  prodnctlon  can  be  quickly 

10    per    cent,    and    Indefinitely    increased    in    two    years    by 

■afeing  the   herd — another   deterrent   to   high   prices. 

Un^il  recently  Denmark  was  our  only  considerable  competitor.      Her 

and  other   conditions  are   so  like  ours   that   able  agricultural 

saw    no    decided    money    advantage    in    the    butter    tariff. 

however,    New    Zealand,    with    refrigerated    shipn,    is    making 

and  increasing  exports,  with  no  limit  in  gight  to  further  increaxes. 

our  four  summer  months.   May   and   August,   inclusive,   when   46 

of  our  butter  Is  produced,  the  New  Zealand  price  In   1928  in 

was  from  6  to  8  cents  lower  than  the  New   York  price,  but  in 

venter  months,   December-March,   when   we  produce  only    24.3   per 

our  year's  output.  It  Is  lush  spring  and  summer  time  in  New 

with    maximum    production    and    minimum    costs.     In     1928 

Zealand   butter   sold   in   London   at    10   cents   below    New    York   In 

15  cents  In  January,  and   11   cents  in   February  and   March. 

Consequently,   a   butter   tariff   of   14   cents   is   necessary    as   a   winter 

If   we    are    to    maintain    New    York's    high    winter    prices    for 

ind  storage  butter. 

14-cent  tariff  is  like  the   upper  3  feet  of  a   Miswissippl   levee — 
use  most  of  the  time  but  desperately  needed  when   needed  at  all. 
best  authorities  consulted  judge  the  butter  tariff  worth  7  cents 
p4und  on  an  all-year  baids. 

above  calculation  uses  tbis  figure  snd  reduces  milk  sold  at  the 

to    a    bntterfat    content    on    this    basi.s.     It    allows    on    milk    and 

only  two-thirds  of  tlie  tariff  benefit  to  butter,  because  milk  and 

never  cross   the  ocean  and  are  relatively  a   heavy,  difficult,   and 

commodity. 

many  parts  of  the  countrj-,  where  dairying  is  not  organized,  milk 

cream   are   marketed    on   a   cost-of-productlon    basis   and    tbe   tariff 

10  benefit.     Along  the  St.   Lawrence  River  and  the  lower  Lakes, 

much    milk    and    cream    are    imported    from    Canad<i.    and    the 

Is  as  effective,  substantially,  as  on  butter,  su  tbe  calculations  for 

Nivrtbeastem  States  would  give  them  a  better  tariff  benefit  than  la 

the  rest  of  the  country. 


IN     CONCLUSIO.M 

he   tariff    on    wool    and    sugar    is    made    reasonable,    adequately 


protedtlve,    and    not    abusive    of    the    consumer's    rights,    then,    without 
qualification,  a  fairly  high  tariff  on  farm  products  is  altogether  desir- 
It  hurts  no  one.     It  steadies  the  market.     It  prevents  infrequent 
8  in    times  of  special   distress   to   agriculture,    from   crop   failure 
destructively  low  domestic  prices.     The  agricultural  tariff,  however, 
bring  to  American  agriculture  benefits  measured  in  dollars, 
price  increases,  that  can  be  felt  appreciably  when  spread  over 
annual  farm  production  of  $12,500,000,000. 
farmer's    interest    in    the    manufacturer's    schedule    is    vital,    in 
certain   that   the  money   which   he  savs  with   difliculty   is  not 
from    him    in    his    purchases    by    unjust    rates    to   manufacturers, 
inake   amazingly    rich    corporations    still    richer    by    their    procure- 
through  legislative  action  of  huge  sums  that.  In  fact,  belong  to 
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ON   MANUrACTCRIO  PROODCT8 EAST  AOAI.NST  80CTH   AXD  WEST 

exhaustive  analysis  of  $24,000,000,000   worth,   or   40  per  cent  of 

'^'-tl    output    of    manufacturers    in    the    United    States    ($62,000,- 

.,   based  upon   the  commonly  used   Federal   statistics  of  produc- 

arlff  duties  and  tjade,  shows  that  if  the  makers  of  eight  heavy 

►roducta,   bars,   structural,  tin   plate,  pipe,  etc.,  add  only  one  half 

"   tariff  allowance  granted  them  by  Congress,  they  gain  from  the 

Einnually  $222,500,000. 

commonly  known  that  they  add  substantially  all  of  the   tariff. 

'  makers  of  20  highly  flnlsh^'d  steel  products,  hardware,  cutleryi 

iiachine  tools,  electrical  machinery,  sewing  machines,  clocks,  brass 

b-onze,  aluminum  manufacturers,  etc.,  add  one-half  of  tht>ir  tariff 

-I  nee  to  their  prices,  then  they  gain  from  tbis  tariff  $541,000,000. 

14   general    industries,    producing    the    things    that    fill    our    retail 

'*-*iment8.    of   a    total    factory    value    of    $16.000,000,000— textiles. 

and    knit    goods,    carpets    and    rngs,    trunks    and    valises,    tojB, 

e,    cbinaware,    oilcloth,    perfumery,    photographic    goods,    furs,' 

clothing,  rubber  goods,  musical  Instruments,  etc.— if  these  makers 

one-half  of  their  tariff  allowance  to  their  prices,  they  get  from  the 

•   Dearly  $2,000,000,000. 

Ma4ufacturer3  once  denied  that  they  added  the  tariff  to  their  prices. 

decUre  it  and  demand  further  Increases  for  the  very  purpose 

the  increaaes  to  their  prices. 


ti.tal 
OCO), 


establ  shments. 


tSey 


add  tog 
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1929 

The  tariir  la  added  In  full  by  many,  as  many  investigations  have  dis- 
closed. In  estimating  the  cost  of  the  tariff  to  consumers  In  the  above 
Uble  and  elsewhere  it  is  assumed  that  only  one-half  of  the  tariff  Is 
added  to  prices  in  the  62  industries  studied,  which  amount  is  distributed 

on  a  per  capita  basis.  ..   ^  ,x  .    ».«„♦ 

Fifty  per  cent  addition  is  too  low  for  these  Industries;  but  it  is  best 
to  be  conservative,  aud  It  must  be  remembered  that  some  strictly  com- 
petitive industries  gain  nothing  from  the  Uriff.  They  only  suffer  fron» 
the  high  cost  of  tbe  supplies  that  they  purchase  from  the  b  g  Industries 
that  add  the  tariff.     South  Dakota  manufacturers  are  of  this  class. 

Farm-implement  manufacturers  suffered  for  years,  but  °«^^f ''yj?*^ 
pushed  up  their  prices  until  the  best  of  them  make  great  profit^  Fam 
implements  are  on  the  free  list,  but  the  makers  pay  $50,000  000  a  year 
of  tariff  graft  to  their  steel  makers,  which  sum  is  pyramided  by  the 
additions  of  wholesalers  and  retailers  to  cover  their  cost  of  d«l"»^°«^; 
7e.l  and  their  profits  untU  it  became  $100,000,000  to  farmers  in  .^ta^^ 
prices  10  years  ago.  It  la  probably  more  to-day  because  of  the  greater 
amount  of  steel  used  In  the  heavier  farm  machinery  of  to-day. 

Assuming  that  lower  costs  would  be  refiected  in  lower  prc^  and  tha^ 
the  implement  m:.kers  do  not  have  price  «ereements  this  hundred 
million  doUars  of  tariff  additions  to  articles  on  the  free  list  is  a  pecuUar 
tax  upon  American  agriculture. 

Likewise  careful  computations  indicate  that  our  railroads  to^y  P*y 
one-half  billion  dollar,  too  much  for  their  rails,  locomot  ves  and  big Wy 
finished  and  equipped  passenger  and  freight  cars.  K«"-;"/-«^"^° 
sections  cost  $32.50  per  ton  in  continental  Europe  \'^^^^'\\^- 
Antwerp,  and  delivered  In  the  United  States,  duty  Pf »<>•  »38  to  $40, 
depend!^  upon  lengths.  They  are  $43  at  the  mill  In  the  United  SUt^ 
Because  of  international  agreements  no  foreign  rails  enter  the  Ln^^ 
or„fo-  o^^nt  •  very  few  light  rails  for  timbering  and  light  rails. 
In'^d  he  UnCst:;L  Steel  C'orporation  made  $06,000,000  in  the  first 
rt^  Vonths  of  1929.     It  made  $53,000,000  in  the  third  quarter  of  1929. 

,OU   WHOM    IB    TH.   TARIFF    WRITTaNr-THK    EAST    VERSUS    THE    WEST    AND 

SOUTH 

The   big  overprotected   industries    (owned   mostly   in    the   East,   some 

•  with  branch  factories  elsewhere)  add  all  or  most  of  the  tariff  to  their 

Vlis      They  are  relatively  few  in  number,  however,  though  their  ou  - 

Sut  Is  enormous.     More  than  thr«^fourths  of  our  r^'^^^f^^^^^'  «"^  »" 

Silll    ones,    like    South    Dakota's,   work    on    a    cost-of -product ion    basis. 

■nme  on  almost  a  wage  basis.  .    ^     ..  .      < 

The  following  list  of  the  nine  principal  manufacturing  n<i°«'trles  in 
South  Dakota  shows  how  little  any  of  our  strictly  agricultural  States 
get  rom  the  tariff.  South  Dakota  is  typical  of  Kansas,  Oklahoma, 
Washlnrton  Oregon,  etc..  and  of  all  the  Southern  States,  except  for 
TlabWs  «teel  rndu.try,  owned  in  the  East,  sugar  in  I»uislana,  and  a 
few  fine  cotton  mills  in  North  Carolina. 

A  careful  study  of  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Ohio,  and  Indiana  '*o''«  that 
their  manufacturers  as  a  rule  get  almost  no  more  from  the  tariff 
JSan  t^  strictly  farm  States.  Their  Industries  are  midway  In  develop- 
ment  ItwivLuth  Dakota's  and   the  seven  Northeastern   States  pre- 

"*  WhlnTurirprofiteering  industry   Is  found  in  one  of  these   States, 
lik;st^lin   Wisconsin.   Illinois,  and   Indiana,  aluminum  In  ^l-coasm 
and  pUte  glaa.  In  Missouri,  it  is  owned  to  such  an  extent  by  ea,  ern 
"  italfsta  that  the  western  State  gets  only  the  general  advantages  that 
come  from  its  local  expenditures. 

MANOFACTTRINQ    »•     BODTH    DAKOTA-HOCTH     DAKOTA'S    PRINCIPAL    INDTB- 
Kli^NKB)    BT    THE    VALO.   OF    THEIR    PHODCCTS    (CENSCS    1920) 

1.  Butter. 

2    Flour  milling. 

3'.  Bread   and  other  bakery   products. 

4.  Newspapers  and  periodicals. 

6    Automobile  repairing. 

6.  C^rs  and  general  shop  construction  by  steam  railway  companies. 

7.  Lumber  and  Umber  products, 
s!  Confectionery  and  ice  cream. 

«    Planing-miU  products.  ,_  ^  ,.  » 

ThlVust  f.  virtmilly  duplicated  in  Nebraska  and  North  Dakota 

L    he  Kast  butter    bread,  and  ice-cream  making,  the  repair  o    auto. 

and  railway  equipment,  and  newspaper  printing  are  scarcely  thought  of 

as  manufacturing. 

The  tariff  scarcely  touches  such  Industries. 

MAKUFACrOBlKG    IN    THE    NOBTHBASTERN    »rATE8-K«W    JKBSBT    AN 

EXAMPLE 

New  Jersey  is  tvpical  of  Pennsylvania,  Connecticut.  Rhode  Island. 
M«s.rchuJetts.  Deb.ware.  and  New  York.  Of  New  Jersey's  62  prin^ 
MasBacnusetxs.  effectively    protected    except    newspapers    and 

S^rilicMr  y«st     read"  a'nd'four'ci^de   products-petroleum   refining. 
Sr^r  "m;iC  fertilizer,  and  gold  and  .Uver  reducing,  not  from  the 

•"see  to  what  effect,  from  this  list  of  21  taken  from  a  larger  and  like 
»       Kst  of  her  62  principal  industriea. 
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(1) 


Products 


Ptlk  poods 

Electrical  machinery,  appara- 
tus, and  supplies  (except 
lamps). 

Worsted  Koods 

Chemicals 

Cotton  Rocxls 

(  oal-tar  products. 

Cheap  Jewelry  (other  than  gold 
and  platinum).- 

MilllMry  and  lace  goods 

Knit  goods  (except  gloves) 

PalnU 

Earthen  and  stone  ware 

China  and  porcelain  ware 

Clottung,  men's 

Clothing,  women's 

Brass,  bronxe.  and  copper  prod- 
ucts  -- 

Olass 

Tinware. 

Pumps,  steam  and  othar  power 

Shirt.'! 

Pencils,  lead - 

Brick  and  tile,  terra-ootta,  and 
fire-clay  products 

Chocolate  and  cocoa  products. 

Total 


(2) 
Tariff  rates 


Present 
law 


Senate 
biU 


Per  cent 
55.9 


31.2 
51.9 
3S.1 
S4.4 

6L1 

7».a 

64.6 

6S.6 
$4.0 
49.3 
(SS.2 
55.6 
M.3 

38.5 
53. 9 

4ao 
aao 

87.5 
89.7 

85.7 
18.  S 


m 


Per  cent 
of  pro- 
duction 
value  re- 
ceived 
by  labor 


(4) 

Tariff  al- 
lowance 
to  New 
Jersey 
manu- 
factur- 
ers imder 
present 
law 


(5) 


Cost  to 
consum- 
ers, pres- 
ent law 


PtT  cent 
62.3 


30.1 
69.4 
26.8 
44.1 

sa8 

106.6 
79.7 
59.  5 
43.7 
67.6 
72.2 
67.6 
71.6 

42.8 
69.5 
46.0 
35.0 

51.6 
39.7 

64.5 

35.8 


Per  cent 
ISS 


23.7 
13.7 
17.7 
13.8 
34.3 

15.8 
21.7 
18.8 
8.1 
25.9 
41.9 
34.3 
34.7 

18.0 
43.9 
16.6 

27.8 
15.8 
23.3 

38.1 
4.6 


MtUimt  i  J^iUion 


n 


27 
S3 
16 
16 
U 

6 
10 
9 
5 
1 
6 
6 
7 

4 

6 
4 
3 
3 
8 

8 

3 


154 


64 

66 
S3 
80 
30 

13 
20 
18 
10 
3 
10 
13 
14 

8 

10 
8 
6 
6 

• 

0 

4 


269 


618 


Column  2  shows  first  the  Uriff  protection  given  to-day.  and,  second.^ 
the  higher  protection  proposed  in  the  Senate  bill  now  pending. 

Is  the  tariff  first  of  all  for  labor?  See  column  8  and  compare  its 
rewards  to  labor  out  of  each  doUar  of  factory  product  with  the  ral«s 
given  the  manufacturers  in  column  2.  The  uriff  should  not  equal  the 
pay  roll,  but  only  tbe  difference  between  our  wage  cosU  and  foreign 

wage  costs.  . 

American  factory  wages  are  as  cheap  as  any  in  the  world  in  most  of 
our  highly  organized  industries.  Our  wage  earners  get  more  only  be- 
cause they  produce  more.  v.   .„   .   h«.   fm. 

The  glri  who  knits  1.800  pairs  of  men's  cotton  socks  In  a  day  for 
one-sixth  of  1   cent  per  pair  is  not  costly,  although  she  accumulates 

$3  in  a  day.  ,.  „k  -♦ 

The  man  who  shapes  50.000  bricks  in  an  hour  is  cheap  enough  at 

$1  26  per  hour,  or  2  cents  per  1,000  bricks.  ,.  .     ^       * 

And  all  American  factory  labor  is  ou  much  this  basis.  It  is  due  to 
our  mass  methods  that  can  not  be  duplicated  In  other  countries  with 
smaller  popubitions,  and  consequently  far  less  consuming  power. 

All  Europe  knows  that  until  the  seemingly  Utopian  hope  for  which 
it  now  strives,  a  United  States  of  Europe,  with  free  distribution  in  an 
ari  and  population  comparable  to  our  country,  is  realized,  we  can 
and  will  produce  substantially  as  cheaply  as  sha  now  does.  Indeed 
"r  low  wages  are  low  simply  because  her  conditions  prevent  our  kind 
and  degree  of  mass  production. 

There  is  no  political  lie  so  hurtful  to  Americiin  consumers  pocket- 
books  as  the  lie  that  tariff  rates  Uke  the  present  are  needed  for  labor  s 

Note  these  Judgments  of  great  labor  leaders,  whose  PeoP»^  "^^  l}'^ 
tariff  rates  If  any  wage  earners  do.  They  are  the  sort  that  fill  New 
Jersey   factories. 

-Infortned  men  know  that  high  wages  with  their  resu  ting  go^ 
health,  good  will,  and  energy,  are  cheap  wages.  To  show  thl.  by  facts 
and  flgi^e.  is  more  than  a  national  service.  It  t.nds,  by  America  s  ex- 
-mole^o  raise  the  wages  of  all  countries  to  the  letterment  of  the  race. 
L  Mr  MU«  shows.  '  •  •  Where  American  labor  is  falsely  made 
Vn  excuse  for  high  tariffs  that  give  $10  to  trusts  and  price  fixers  to  $1 
to  labor,  our  wage  earners  suffer  with  the  rest. 

"The   Fair   Tariff  League   and   Mr.    Miles   shoold   have   the   support 
of  all  who  sUnd   for  the  right   use  of  protectioa  and  not  lU  abuse. 
(Wm    H    John«>n,  president.  International  Association  of  Machinists.) 

"It  is  in  the  nature  of  things  that  well-paid  labor  Is  cheap  labor. 
The  well  fed.  weU  paid,  well  conditioned  man  or  beast  has  little  to 
f«r  lom  those  of  opposite  sort.  To  decry  American  labor  »»  K^°eral 
aTLVeaming  lU  wage,  and  on  that  charge  to  ..ive  great  corporations 
Tv^u^monopoly  of  any  of  our  domestic  markets  through  excessive 
tariff  rates  Is  to  challenge  Divine  Providence,  that  wlUs  that  men 
iSu  p^per  in  tbe  measure  In  which  they  hel^  others  to  prosper. 
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"  We  know  too  llttl*  of  the  power  and  Talne  of  America's  rclatfrely 
high  wajre  scale.  Mr.  Mlles's  Illustrations  are  refreshing  and  raluable. 
As  he  says,  a  committee  of  labor  lenders,  studying  the  tariff  In  coop- 
eration with  representatives  of  other  economic  groups,  would  render  a 
valuable  public  service  In  finding  what  protection  is  needed  and  elimi- 
nating the  element  of  exploitation  from  the  tariff."  (James  P.  Noonan, 
Interuutional   Brotherhood  of  Electric  Workers.) 

••Tariff  rates  that  are  many  times  the  difference  la  costs  of  pro- 
duction htre  and  abroad  are  not  helpful  to  labor.  •  •  •  guch  rates 
and  resulting  high  prices  for  the  necessaries  of  life  fatten  trusts  and 
oppress  labor  and  the  public  generally     •     •     •. 

"Mr.  Miles's  article  In  the  Engineer's  Journal  is  a  valuable  contribu- 
tion to  the  subject  and  to  the  public  welfare. 

"  Where  tariff  protection  or  other  legislation  is  needed  to  shield  our 
markets  from  low  merchandise  prices  due  to  sweated  foreign  labor,  all 
politicnl  parties  and  all  trae  Americans  want  that  protection  and  will 
hare  It. 

"  Where  American  labor  is  made  a  cat's-paw  for  high  tariffs  that  give 
110  to  trusts  and  the  like  to  |1  to  labor,  our  wage  earners  suffer  with 
the  rest."      (Edward  Keating,  editor  Labor.) 

Our  tariff  for  50  years  has  been  in  many  instances  from  ten  to  fifty 
times  the  difference  in  wai;e  costs  here  and  abroad  per  unit  of  product. 

TAUFF    BENEFIT   TO    SCANUFACTUREBS 

Note,  in  column  4,  in  round  millions  of  dollars,  the  sums  granted 
New  Jersey  manufacturers  by  the  tariff  if  they  can  add  tbeir  tariff 
bounties  to  their  prices,  as  they  do  so  successfully  in  major  part  and 
often  in  full. 

Where  the  sums  are  relatively  small  the  industries  are  relatively 
■mall  in  New  Jersey.    The  rates  show  that  they  get  their  full  pro  rata. 

In  all,  these  21  New  Jersey  industries  are  allowed  by  the  tariff 
♦259,000,000. 

Co.sting  consumers   $518,000,000. 

New  Jersiey  Industries  as  a  whole  get  from  the  tariff  1747,000,000. 

Costing  consumers  11.494,000.000. 

THB  COST  or  THE  TASIFF  TO  CO.>«8rMERa 

The  tariff  on  an  Imported  article,  or  the  tariff  equivalent  In  a  domes- 
tie  article.  Is  as  much  a  (wrt  of  the  cost  to  its  purchaser  as  any  other 
element  of  cost.  It  is  given  the  same  percentages  of  mark-up  by  mer- 
chants as  other  cost  elements. 

Assuminf:  as  a  convenient  figure  a  duty  amounting  to |1.  00 

Importer  or  wholesaler  adds  a  minimum  percentage  to  cover  bis 

codtti  of  doing  business  and  his  profit,  25  per  cent .  2.' 

Price  to   retailer 1.  25 

Retailer  adds  «0  per  cent .  7.'> 


Cost  to  consumer  of  each  |1  of  tariff,  minimum 2.  00 

Much  oftener  the  importer  adds  3S%  per  cent  and  the  dealer  80  per 
cent  to  100  per  cent,  making  each  dollar  of  tariff  paid  equal  |2.40  in 
the  first  Instance,  $2.66  in  the  se<H>nd. 

To  these  figures  is  to  be  added  the  "  natural  protection  "  which  the 
Tariff  Commission  recogniaes,  L  e.,  the  cost  of  land  and  ocean  transporta- 
tion, insurance,  customs  fees,  etc.,  all  marked  up  and  decidedly  increas- 
ing these  figures. 

Many  Imported  articles  retail  fairly  at  five  times  their  foreign  factory 
eoat. 

It  is,  therefore,  conservative,  indeed,  to  estimate  that  the  tariff 
allowance  to  manufacturers  is  doubled  in  retail  prices  to  consumers. 

As  ct)lumn  6  shows  the  $259,000,000  tariff  allowance  to  New  Jersey 
manufacturers,  if  added  to  factory  prices  cost  con.'^umers  of  these  21 
products,  made  in  this  one  little  State,  $518,000,000. 

If  only  one-half  of  their  tariff  allowances  is  added  to  prices  in  62 
industries  in  the  United  States  (producing  only  40  per  cent  of  the 
Nations  output)  that  have  been  carefully  studied,  the  tariff  cost  to 
American  consumers  of  these  products  only  is  $5,512,000,000. 

Tho  total  co»t  on  all  manufactures  can  scarcely  be  less  than 
$8,000,000,000. 

Not  all  of  their  $5,512,000  of  tariff  allowance  sticks  to  the  manu- 
facturers" fingers,  but  they  keep  a  plenty.  Witness  the  profits  of  a 
few  of  them  : 

Earninut  aiaiiable  for  diriJen<I,'<  on  certain  preferred  and  common  stocka 
after  all  deduction*  for  interest,  ta^ea,  and  depreciation 


Name  of  company 


United  State:;  Steel  Corporation 

United  .states  Cast  Iron  Pipe  A  Foundry. 

Union  Carbide  A  Carbon  Co 

AUie-1  Chemical  \  Dye  Corporation ., 

W'sstinghouse  Kli'ctrie  &  Mfg.  Co 

Comuerrial  Solvents  Co. 

Aluminum  Company  ot  America ._.., 

Du  Pont  de  Nemours  Co . 

General  Electric  Co. . 

Johns  Manvllle  Corpcntioa 


First  hair  of 

las 


$96,011,290 

(') 
14.  5%.  243 

(') 

30,131,381 

1.794.104 

(') 

41,536,412 

32,  0»,  IM 

5^522.396 


Fun  year 
1928 


$114,173,775 

1,812,227 

30.  577, 383 

2fi,962.442 

3a  814,  C40 

2,929,420 

2a  67^  790 

04.097,7W 

54,153,806 

5^5891 399 


Full  year 
1927 


$87,886,836 

3,  373. 976 

25.  340.  661 

24,586.873 

15, 639,  172 

z  oia;  875 

14108,024 

46,947,832 

4A,  799. 488 

4.108.160 


>  Publishes  annual  report  only. 

United  States  Steel  Corporation  third  quarter.  July-September,  1920,  $53,000,00a 


ScQth  Dakota's  tariff  loss  seems  small  indeed  as  compared  with  other 
agricultural  States.  The  loss  Is  heavy,  however,  for  so  small  a  popula- 
tion. It  is  lessened  by  the  high  protein  wheat  that  her  almost  virgin 
soil  iviU  fail  to  yield  a  few  years  hence,  as  Minnesota's  has  recently, 
and    iVisconain's.  and  other  older  States  did  long  ago. 

Ncte  below  the  losses  of  more  populous  farm  States,  less -favored  by 
tarifl  -benefited  crops. 

WHAT    SOME    COLLECT    OTHKRS    MUST    PAT — THE    GIST    OF    IT    ALL A.    CON- 
TRAST    BY     STATES TARIFF     PROFITS     A.\D     L0S8ES 

Profittt,  Sortheaatcrn  Btatea 

New  Fersey $81.^,000,000 

Penn  sylvania 1,  393,  000,  000 

Mass  ichusetts 814,  000,  OOO 

Connecticut 386.  000,000 

Rhod^  Island  (preliminarv  estimate) 207,000,000 

New  York   (preliminary  estimate) 1,800,000,000 


on 


Nelirjiska 
Wi 

South 
Texa^ 

Geo 
Flor 


sin 

Dakota _. 


r?la. 


I  [la- 


Mini  esota 
Kanias 


62,  950 
000.000 
844, 000 
000,  000 
783.  000 
818,000 
000, 000 
225.  000 
«Gli.  000 
440.  (M)0 
0tl5,  000 
000,  000 
200,  000 
802, 000 
031,  000 
0.55,  000 
750, 000 

Tlie  tariff  is  written  by  the  Northeast  for  the  Northeast,  at  the 
expcfise  of  the  West  and  ^outb.  This  is  sectionalism  of  the  worst 
sort. 
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HOW    IT   HAPPENS 

Tajriff  making  is  an  art ;  the  devil's  art  in  America  for  two  gener- 

It  begins  with  elections,  the  befooling  of  the  public  with  fiag 

prating  upon   the  beneficence   of  protection,   and  omitting  con- 

of  its  ri^ht  application  and  use. 

dishonestly    pictures    laboring    conditions    abroad    in    respect    to 

costs    and    conceals    all    evidence    of    the    equally    low    cost    of 

wages  per  unit  of  product. 

THE     SENATE     FINANCE     COSfUITTBE 

Congress    it    secures    to    northeastern    manufacturing    States    the 

of  the  committees  that  write  the  tariff  bills. 

the    11    Republican    members    of    the    Senate    Finance    Committee 

wrote  the  Senate  bill,  five  are  from  New  England,   Pennsylvania, 

New    Jersey.     Two   are    western    wool    and    sugar    men    with    like 

desires.     This  has  been  the  character  of  this  committee  for 

eratlon. 

It  not  clear  who  wrote  the  tariff  and  to  what  purpose? 
THere  was   not   a  nationally   minded   representative  of  consumers  or 
among  them.     None  wanted,  of  course. 
Senate  bill  is  tainted  with  self-interest.     It  offers  no  fair  basis 
Action. 
Ccfigress  is  stalled.     The  profiteers  are  estopped,  but  they  took  care 
there  is  no  chart  nor  compass  nor  adequate  means  of  determination 
ose  of  right  views  who  are  now  in  power. 
A    UOBAL    I8SCB 

is  not  the  core.  It  Is  the  seed  inside  the  core ;  the  tariff  is  a 
issue. 

Lt^slation  has  broken  down.     Honest  tariffs  must  rest  upon  the  flnd- 
a  "  seniijudicial  competent  fact  finding  body,"  such  as  the  Tariff 
ission  was  intended  to  be  and  was  originally. 

tariff  profiteers  destroyed  the  value  of  the  commission  by  chang- 

ts  personnel,  because  the  findings  of  the  first  commissioners  when 

resent  tariff  law  was  enacted— in  1922 — showed  the  profiteers  that 

had  to  •*  get  "  the  commission  or  the  commission's  flndiuk's  would 

1hom. 

coalition  Senators  will  not  make  a  dishonest  tariff  and  they  can 
make    an    honest    and    accurately    determined    tariff    for    want    of 
oiinafion.     They  have  virtually  no  exact  knowledge  of  costs  of  produc- 
here  or  abroad,  and  no  immediate  means  of  finding  out.     Bless 
:  they  know  little  of  the  tariff  tricks  in   the  present  law  or  how 
them  out. 
Having  prevented  the  accumulation  of  necessary  data  and  with  moral 
unchanged,  the  regulars  now  desire  some  sort  of  compromise, 
compromise  will  leave  the   tariff  full   of  dishonesty   and   tricks, 
the  total  losses  to  consumers  will  easily  be  lessened, 
o^gress   can    cleanse    the   Nation's    conscience    and    teach    men    that 
dishonesty   will  not  be  legalized  only  by  appointing  a  competent 
ittee  with  power  to  secure  all  necessary  data.     It  can  not  handle 
diriff  adequately  until  such  a  committee  reports. 
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OermaDy.  some  25  yar.  ago,  spent  four  yeara-she  had  »»>«  tlf«^ 
in  framing  her  tariff,  the  best  protective  tariff  any  country  ever  »»a^aoa 
satisfactory  to  everyon-.  It  promised  to  last  forever,  until  the  WorW 
War  upset  everything.  It  took  the  tariff  out  of  poUUcs.  it  left 
nothing  to  argue  about.  It  was  as  natural  and  comforting  as  sun- 
light It  left  the  national  mind  free  for  other  and  greater  issue*,  it 
put  all  national  Interests  in  proper  perspective.  Elections  were  more 
honest  and  legislation  of  better  tone. 

Onr  Congress  can  not  wait  four  years.  It  can  not  well  wait  less 
than  two  to  six  months.  Then  it  can  enact  a  proper  law  upon  a 
proper  committee's  fln-Hngs  In. from  one  to  three  weeka  and  we  wont 
bear  of  the  tariff  for  many  years  to  come.  Then  In  remote  years 
Congress  can  understandlngly  and  easily  make  such  adjustments  aa 
are  then  ne<-ded  in  consequence  of  our  further  and  inconceivably  fur- 
ther  progress  In  production  and  in  world  trade  and  influence  Every 
later  revision  should  rest  upon  the  beneficent  experience  and  influence 
of  a  right  tariff  made  now,  and  after  its  beneficent  operation  for  many 

'*oiIr  children  will  bl.«s  us  11  we  Uke  time  to  make  the  pending  Urlfl 

'''oit  the  coaUtlon  will  make  the  best  revision  It  can  now.  This  should. 
Mke  the  emergojicy  tariff  of  1921.  be  followed  as  soon  as  possible  by  a 
tariff  as  here  suggest^l  based  on  complete  and  thorough  findings,  not 
overlooking  hundreds  of  rates,  thoroughly  decepUve  and  unfair,  that 
Congress  can  not  noi«  conslde.  carefully  beiau-e  they  are  necessanly 
hidden  from  view  by  the  greater  problems  that  can  not  be  overlooked. 

FaiE  Tariff   Lba«ub, 
H.    K.    Miucs,    C/M»*ri«oii. 

Washington,  D.  C,  Vorcmher  U,  19tS. 

Hon.  Peter  Norbeck, 

UMtvd  Sfoifti  S«»o«e. 
DEAR  8ENA.TOR  NoBBBCK  :  VoU,  Uke  Senators  Norris,  Walsh  iMon- 
tana],  and  BaooKHAPr,  have  shown  such  confidence  in  the  tables  and 
«c,x>mpanylag  stateroonU  which  I  have  prepared  as  chairman  of  the 
Fair  Tariff  League,  ufou  the  Senators'  requests,  as  to  Inmrt  them  in  the 
CONORESSIONAI  RKCO.D  Rs  luf 01  matlvo  and  dependable.  Their  d^- 
abllKy  was  decried  In  the  Senate  ou  November  19  by  Senator  SiloOT, 

"'x^sibmit  the  following  statement  that  you  and  others  may  the  better 
Judge  the  value  of  th...  Fair  Tariff  League's  flndlnRs. 


I  say  the  league's  becanse  the  league  eatpresses  the  JiKUanent.  pas  I 
and  present,  and  for  a  period  of  20  years,  of  t be  best  nationally  re- 
sjpectcd  and  honored  experts  In  this  coontry  in  the  various  fields  covered 
by  the  league.  It*  chairman  only  brings  together  th.ise  many  Judgments 
and  presents  them. 

Of  course,  he  coucors  In  those  judgments  and  us«»  his  own ;  but  in 
only  one  case  In  not  less  than  one  hundred  have  the  eRperts  oonsolteil 
in  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Kconomlca,  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Stattatic^ 
the  Tariff  Commission,  and  many  State  departments  of  agricultural 
economics,  and  In  agricultural  colleges,  and  in  manulacturlng  and  dlstrt- 
bution  differed  either  among  themselves  or  with   tlje  chairman  of  the 

league.  

The  studies  are  further  fortified  by  many  trips  to  Europe,  the  m- 
Bpectlon  of  industrial  plants  from  Lombnrdy  in  Itiily  to  Scotland.  In- 
cluding France,  Ocrmany,  Belgium,  and  England,  and  wilh  the  assist- 
ance  of  our  foreign  consuls,  American  chambers  of  commerce  abroad 
and  the  Informal  assistance  of  member*  of  foreign  governments  and 
associations  of  manufacturers. 

The  limitation  of  Income,  natural  In  altruistic  group  work,  has  been 
offset  bv  such  encouragement  and  requests,  very  many  In  number,  as 
President  Roosevelf  s  "  Keep  It  up.  keep  it  up.  I  am  with  yon  heart  and 
soul"     And  at  another  time.  "Stay  longer  fin  WaHhIngton]  next  time 

and  help  me  with  such  men  as  "   [pointing  to  a  stand-pat  stee^ 

Senator].     All  this  Is  as  nothing,  however,  unless  each  of  the  leagucl 
studies  is  fairly  excellent  in  and  of  Itself. 

As  to  Senator  Smoot.  I  am  delighted  to  agree  ^rlth  him  In  what  I 
take  to  be  the  moaning  of  the  table  showing  the  "  supposed  protection 
to   producers "   upon  American   farms. 

I  am  sure  the  Senator  did  not  know  that  on  Jan.-  18  Senator  Bbook- 
HART  of  Iowa.  Inserted  a  table  prepared  by  m?  and  substantially 
Identical  with  Senator  Shoot's  table,  except  that  mine  covered  t^o 
United  States  instead  of  five  States  only. 

Below  I  present  this  earlier  table  unchanged  except  by  the  addition 
of  cotton  one  of  our  greatest  crops  and  the  main  dependence  of  a 
dt«en  Sutes,  Cotton  Is  on  the  free  list,  but  it  Ih  as  much  protected 
as  that  other  great  product,  pork  and  pork  products,  of  which  we 
export  vast  quantities,  and  wheat  In  this  year  of  oux  Lord  with  Its  duly 
of42  cents  per  bushel,  when  Montana  and  North  Dakota  farmers  are 
paying  a  12-cent  duty  at  the  border  and  marketing  their  wheat  in 
Canada  to  better  advantage  than  in  their  own  honw. 


T*«  tariff  on  agrkultural  produda 


Article 


Oroup  1: 

Wheat 

Com 

Oats 

Barley 

Rye 

Rice,  rough . 

Flaxseed 

Potatoes — 


Unit  of 
quantity 


Production,  1928 


Quantity 
(millions) 


Onions 

Lemons 

Figa — 

Peanuts 

Walnuts 

Almouds ... 

Hay 

Tobacco,  leaf- 
Hogs 


K«P 

Cotton 


Bushel 

....do 

....do 

....do 

....do 

Bushel    (45 

pounds). 

Bushel 

Bushel     (W 

|X)unds). 
Bushel    (57 

potinds). 

Pound 

.....do 

do 

do 

do 

[Ton    (2,000 
[    pounds). 

Pound 

do 


Docen.. 
.    Bales-- 


Total,  Oroup  1- 

Per  cent  ol  produstion... 

Group  i: 

Butter  (1927) - ■ 

Cattle  (including  aJves).— --- 
Wool    and    mohair     (including 
pulled  wool)— 

In  the  grease 

T        Clean  c-ontent . 

Sugar,  raw,  from— 

Sugar  beets 

Sugar  cane -— 


003.0 
2.84a0 
1,44'».0 

356.0 
4L0 

42.0 

19.0 

463.0 

19l0 
625^0 

2ao 

1,230.0 

5ao 

27.0 

lO&O 

1, 373.  5 

13,494.0 

^162.0 

14.5 


Value 
(million 
dollars) 


PoQBd. 

do- 


do- 

...do. 


Total,  Oroup  2_ 

Per  oant  of  prodtction 

Grand  total,  Oroups  1  and  2. 
Percent  of  production 


2,097.0 
16.64a0 


36& 
167 


000.0 

2,ooao 

5d3.0 

197.0 

36.0 

37.0 

115.0 

250.0 

'  22.6 

22.7 

2.0 

56.0 

las 

4.6 

1,943.0 

254.3 
1,209.0 

iiao 

1,301.8 


Tarifl  rate 


Fordney  law 


42cenUper  buahei. 
15  cents  per  buabel. 
do. 


20  cents  per  bushel. 

15  cents  per  bushel 

1  cent  ;)er  pound 

4.=;  cenUs  per  ba^hd 

40  cents  per  bnshel 

(H  cent  per  pound. 

\30  cenU  per  bushel 

!1}^  cents  i>er  pound 

\85H  cents  per  bushel 

2  cents  pv  pound 

.do. 


Bawley  bill 


42  cents  per  bushel... 
25  cents  (ler  bushel... 
15  cents  per  bush^... 
20  cents  i-er  bushel . .. 
15  cents  per  t>osbel... 
Iji  cents  per  pound.. 
56H  cents  per  bushd. 


Value  (d  protection 


Fordney  law 


Nominal 
(million 

doUars) 


Hawley  bill 


Effective  I  Nominal 
(million  (million 
dollars)      dotlan) 


4V*  cents  i)er  pound 

4  cents  per  pound 

4%i  cents  |)er  pound 

[$4  per  ton  (2.240  pounds) . 
I $3.58  per  ton  (2.000  pounds) 

35  cents  per  pound 

H-cent  per  pound 

8  cents  per  dozen 

Free 


63  cents  per  bushel 

H  cent  per  pound 

45  cents  i)er  bushel 

2  cents  per  round 

$1.14  per  bushd 

2  cents  [>er  iwund 

Scents  per  pound 

4}^  cents  per  pound — 

Scents  per  ixmnd 

b^i  cents  per  pound... 

>$4  per  ton  (2,000  poirnds) .. 

35  cents  per  pound 
2  cents  per  pound . 
10  cents  per  dozen. 
Free 


8,064.5 


776.0 
94a0 


TOT- 


.do. 


.6  \ 

.9  i 

8.0  \ 

1.2  I 


14Z7 

63.0 


12  oent^  per  poond . . 
IH  oenU  per  pound. 


1,921.7 


0,966.2 


81  cents  per  pound  (clean). 

fl  76  cents  per  pound  (Cu- 
t    ban). 


14  cents  per  pound. 
2  cents  per  pound.. 


34  cents  per  pound  (clean) . 

2.40  cents  per  pound  (Cn- 
ban). 


sn.t 

42(0 

217.4 

71.2 

C3 

18.9 

7.6 

138.9 

16.3 

10.5 
.4 

52.3 
2.0 
1.1 

379.5 

480  7 

«7.6 

173.0 

0 


%44A.« 

3a4 


351.6 
249.6 


52.0 
22.5 


17.6 

D 
0 
0 

<9 

6.2 

li.7 
3,i 

4.3 

7.9 
.4 

5.3 
2.0 
L3 

0 

8.1 
0 

17.0 
0 


57.5.7 

aao 

3.QC24.7 
30.8 


74.8 

a9 


106.0 
45lO 


52.0 
22.5 


879.  8 

7iao 

217.4 

71.2 

6.3 

28.6 

110 

208.4 

2L7 

las 

LO 

52.3 

2.5 

L5 

424.0 

4m.  7 

269.9 

210.  2 

0 


Effective 
(million 
dollars) 


8,108.4 
36.5 


283.6 
33Z8 


17.6 
0 
0 
0 

e 

7.T 
9.9 
6.8 

M 

7.9 

1.0 
5.3 
Z8 

• 

3.7 
0 

3ao 

0 


2218 
1L7 

8.0 


571 
3a7 


87.3 
1.1 


lOSO 
i&O 


67.1 

aa? 


714.2 
37.2 

a.  822.6 
88.3 


237.  S 
U.4 

325.0 
3.3 


II 


ll 
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A  principal  parpow  In  tbta  Uble  w«s  to  ■how  what  the  Senator  de- 
lUbted  to  show  In  Ms,  that,  in  bis  languaffe,  it  ia  "  absurd,  foollah — Idle 
arithmetic  "  to  estimate  that  the  tariff  on  agriealtaral  products  ia  ef- 
fective. 

If  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  ia  helped  bj  hla 
own  fl^ures  to  thta  inaight  and  concloaion,  moch  has  been  accompliahed. 
Poaslblj,  he  wlU  help  our  farm  population  of  25,000,000  aoula  and  the 
80  States  that  lire  by  a^culture  to  fully  understand  and  appreciate, 
aa  they  are  coming  to  anyway.  **  the  fntlllty,"  "  the  abaurdlty  "  of  their 
long-cberiahed  hope  for  Inandal  relief  through  the  tariff. 

At  thia  point  the  Senator  parts  company  with  the  representatires 
of  more  than  a  million  farmers,  of  800,000  wage  earners,  and  the  many 
other  ecoDomlats  and  other  adTisera  and  directors  of  the  Fair  Tariff 
League. 

I  hare  no  reaaon  to  bellere  that  the  Senator  knows  with  the  least 
accuracy,  or  in  soma  that  be  would  venture  to  state,  what  is  the  penny 
worth  of  good,  after  all.  In  dollars  and  cents  to  our  farmers  In  the 
tariff? 

The  Senator's  table  ends  in  "  foolishness  and  absurdity."  I  commend 
him  and  others  to  a  study  of  the  method  underlying  and  the  conclualons 
of  the  league's  table  of  five  montba  ago.  There  may  be  a  lesson  even 
for  bim  in  this  tsble,  its  BMtbods,  and  conclusions. 

The  league'a  table,  bom  of  the  lifelong  experience  and  great  travail 
of  20  most  capable  experts  shows  that  on  crops  (1Q28  census)  valued 
at  1^,000,000,000,  or  two-thirds  of  all  farm  prodocts,  the  present  tariff 
woold.  if  effective,  give  the  prodoeers  two  and  one-half  billion  dollars 
and  would  raise  present  ta.rm  prices  about  30  per  cent.  It  would  make 
American  farmers  rich,  happy,  and  comfortable  beyond  their  dreams.  In 
this  the  Senator  and  I  agree. 

Here   U   the   "  fooUshn«ss "   of  it  alL     Instead   of  giving   this   vast 
amount  and  80  per  cent  increase  in  farm  prices  the  present  tariff  gives 
to  these  products  174,000,000  only  or  nine-tenths  of  1  per  cent — nine 
tenths  of  1  per  cent. 

When  to  these  products  is  added  another  grroup,  more  helped  by  the 
tariff,  butter,  cattle,  wool,  and  sugar,  ':he  present  tariff  ostensibly  pre- 
sents ta  American  farmers  13.000,000,000  to  Increase  their  prices  80.3 
per  cent.  "  Idla  arithmetic !  "  It  gives  them  in  fact,  and  Including  the 
badly  written  wool  and  sugar  items,  a  little  less  than  1300,000,000,  or 
3  per  cent. 

The  tariff  Is  worth  to  American  farmers  Just  10  cents  on  the  dollar 
of  ItN  face  value.  And  the  table  shows  what  farmers  get  that  and 
how  nearly  nothing  goes  to  possibly  85  per  cent  of  theoL 

The  table  shows  that,  "  most  foolish  and  absurd  of  all,"  Congress 
has  been  fretting,  been  bothering  itself  and  the  country,  for  some  seven 
months  to  make  "  foollshneEs  "  more  foolish :  that  is,  to  add  $800,000,000 
of  ostensible  protection,  to  lift  tariff  rates  ostensibly  from  30.3  per  cent 
to  38.3  per  cent,  bat  In  tact  to  lift  effective  protection  from  3  per  cent 
to  3.3  per  cent.  All  this  fuas  for  three-tenths  of  1  per  cent,  and  that 
^dly   distributed. 

If  the  Senator  from  Utah  disbelieves  these  figures,  the  1  expert  out 
of  20.  who  disagreed  with  tbem  on  one  item  and  showed  me  state- 
ments which  he  said  he  waa  preparing  for  the  Senator,  this  man  can 
probably  make  a  table  in  disproof  satisfactory  to  the  Senator. 

The  Senator,  without  seeking  Information  from  the  league  as  to  its 
meThods.  and  certainly  Ignorant  of  them,  states  that  the  league  lacks 
disorlniinatloa. 

Be  it  known,  as  an  example  of  methods,  that  the  league's  statement 
en  dairy  products  resulted  from  the  infinite  pains  of  many  experts  In 
and  out  of  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics,  was  approved  by  a 
foremoet  representative  of  our  greatest  dairy  association,  and  prepared 
by  a  gentleman  who  writes  bulletins  in  the  Agricultural  Department. 
In  behalf  of  those  gentlemen,  I  say  what  I  know,  that  this  is  the  best 
flndihg.  If  not  the  only  worth-wblle  one,  to  date. 

Findings  on  early  veftetables  in  southern  Florida  were  made  with 
equal  care  from  the  general  finding  and  data  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
and  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economlca,  and  many  personal  con- 
ferences. 

And  so  through  the  list,  with  the  results  presented  and  descrlbpd  In 
the  statement  on  Iowa,  inserted  by  Senator  Bbookhakt  in  the  Conqres- 
siONAL  Racoao  November  12,  and  your  statement  on  South  Dakota,  to 
be  Inserted  to-morrow. 

Senator  Smoot  Implies  that  the  league's  experts,  or  Its  chairman, 
calculate  that  the  tariff  benefits  to  any  product  are  doubled  in  prices 
to  consumers. 

^he  tariff  on  butterfat  Is  pyramided  only  40  per  cent  from  the 
farm  through  the  creamery  to  the  consumer's  table,  as  a  thousand 
reports  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  ahows  that  it  should 
be. 

Other  farm  products  are  pyramided  in  the  same  percentage  with  the 
statement  that  this  is  minimum  and  should  be  more  on  some  products. 

By  contrast,  the  tariff  on  wool  Is  trebled  upon  abundant  basis  In 
fact.  For  instance,  the  tariff 'itself  pyramids  the  duty  of  31  cents  on 
dean  wool  to  4S  coits  per  ponnd  in  cloth,  being  the  present  compensa- 
tory doty. 

This  sseana  that  each  dollai  of  tbs  wool  duty  la  91.00  la  doth. 
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A  Ihilletln  of  the  Tariff  Commission  and  the  declarations  of  the  cloth- 
ing m  uiufacturers  for  years  show  that  they  add  30  per  cent  to  the  cost 
of  all  their  materials,  including  wool  (with  Its  tariff  cost  included,  of 
course),  to  cover  their  own  costs  and  profits,  and  that  to  tbis  result 
retail  clothiers  add  50  per  cent,  making  the  pyramiding  a  little  more 
than    :hree  for  one. 

Th<  league's  statement,  that  factory  prices  are  doubled  to  consumers 
by  reasonable  and  necessary  charges  for  costs  and  profits,  by  Jobbers, 
whole  lalers.  and  retailers,  successively,  is  upon  advice  of  not  loss  than 
50  of  America's  best  wholesalers  and  retailers.  It  is  a  matter  of  common 
knowl»d)?e  and  common  experience. 

It  is  tiresome  to  note  tbese  evidences  of  the  league's  discrimination  in 
snbsu  ntlally  every  Item  covered  by  its  analysis  of  $24,000,000,000  worth 
c\iaerican  factory  producta  that  cost  consumers  approximately  $48.- 
,000  at  retail ;  but  Ignorance  in  high  places  must  be  answered. 
Senator  Implies  that  because  the  league  finds  the  tariff  effective 
he^vy  steel  products  and  other  products  distinguished  for  the  tariff 
the  lobbying,  and  the  monopolistic  character  of  their  makers  and 
I  he  tariff  on  these  articles  Is  doubled  to  consumers,  therefore,  the 
would  double  the  tariff  benefits  on  all  proilucts. 
the  table  on   Pennsylvania  and  her  tariff  graft  granted  by  Con- 
In  the  sum  of  approximately  $1,376,000,000  "  to  be  added  to  their 
if  possible,"  by  the  manufacturers  (note  the  quote),  slaughtering 
lieat  packing  was  omitted  from  the  table  with  the  explanation  that 
dfties  were  high,  but  ess<-ntially  of  no  value  to  the  manufacturers, 
was  omitted  with  the  statement  that  the  entire  duty  Is  added, 
no  value  to  seaboard  factories  that  pay  the  duty  In  full  and  pass 
with  BO  slight  an  addition  as  only  covers  the  interest  charge.     The 
duty  is  a  gift  to  western  refiners  who  pay  no  tariff,  add  all  the 
and   keep   half   of   it.      They  are    mostly    in    and    near    Senator 

bailiwick. 
Tork  State  clothiers  were  charged  with  less  than  half  the  duty 
they  pass  on  at  least  half  to  the  makers  of  their  outer  cloth, 
.  and  other  findings. 

States  are  given  a  per  capita  consumption  of  only  one-half 
North's  in  dairy  products  and  two-thirds  in  general  merchandise, 
league's  tables  are  full  of  discriminations. 

the  worst  instance  that  I  know,  of  a  lack  of  discrimination  In  a 

statement  Intended  to  convince,  note  the  Senator's  plea  that  the 

commodity  prices  since  1919  is  evidence  of  the  beneficence  of  the 

protective  tariff. 

Senator  uses  the  price  index  of  the  Bureau  of   Labor  Statistics 

ciUs  attention  to  the  fact  that  that  index  takes  the  year  1026  as 

100.     Accepting  that  as  the  par  year,  why  does  not  the  Senator 


Insi  ead. 


he  never  uses  It  but  stakes  his  argument  on   the  fact  that 
have  declined  52.9  per  cent  for  all   rammodities   from   1919   to 
1928. 

what  year?     From  1919 — almost  peak  war  prices — telling  only 
blood  and  travail  and  cost  of  war.     And  this  drop  the  Senator 
es  to   the  beneficence  of  the  protective  tariff. 
Fact,   prices  on  general   commodities   have  dropped  since  the  Sen- 
par   year,    1926,    2.4    per   cent,    which    figure    may    be   taken    for 
It  is  worth :  likewise  for  the  rest  of  his  figurei<. 

a  dyed-in-the-wool  protectionist,  with  more  reasons  for  It  than 
tiave  who  know  Europe  less  well  than  I  do ;  but  I  can  not  ascribe 
from  war  prices   to  protection,   beneficent  as  protection   would 
lonestly  applied. 

Senator's   figures  disclose,   not   from   his   statement,    but   other- 

that  steel  prices  declined  7.8  per  cent  from  1926  to  1928.     Like 

Sunator.  I  might  attribute  this  to  tariff  protection  did  I  not  know 

the    steel    companies    were    consolidated    principally,    as    respects 

for  the  capltalliatlon   of  the   tariff  by   price   fixing.     I   was   a 

to    one    of    their    price-fixing    arrangements.     I    have    compared 

and    domestic    steel    prices    frequently    since    the    consolidation 


before  the  consolidations,  when  Carnegie  was  making  his  millions 

grici^tural  implement  and  wagon  men,   including  myself,  were  buying 

for  80  cents  per  hundred  pounds.     For  years  after  the  consoli- 

datioifs,  the  price  was  just  twice  that  or  $1.60.     The  price  has  always 

European  price,  plus  freight,  plus  the  tariff. 

price    of   open  hearth    steel    by    the    last    quotation    obtainable, 

17,   last,   from   Belgium  was  $1.86,  duty   paid  and  freight  as 

$1.90  in  Pittsburgh. 

7.8    per    cent    decline   in    steel    prices    from    1926    to    1928    waa 
foreign  producers  lowered  their  prices  thia  much.     Our  domestic 
producers   had  to  change  theirs   accordingly. 

because  of  this  capitalisation  of  the  tariff  that  the  United  States 

:orporaUon  made  $53,000,000  in  the  00  days  ending  September  1, 

—  le  me,  they  did  not  make  it,  they  got  it  by  act  of  Congress  in 

the  t4riff  at   the  expense  of  90  per  cent  of  the  constituents  of  our 
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with  everyone  a  great  admiration  of  our  steel  men.     I  have 

the  snbeerviency  of  Congress  In  seising  unrighteously  and  as 

private   fends  for   transfer  into   the   pockeU  of  extremely 
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capable  monev  makeni  and  tariff  profiteers,  with  no  slightest  P^wf  ©f 
the  sort   that  would   permit   an  ordinary  trustee  to  transfer  a   dollar 

of  anytme's  money.  ..  _w   -«.       ^^  m„A 

I  do  this  with  no  lack  of  appreciation  for  the  high  character  ana 
Intentions,  generaUy  speaking,  of  men  like  Senator  Smoot. 

When  the  steel  men  wore  beseeching  the  Ways  and  Means  Commit- 
tee for  high  tariff  rate.s  In  1909  on  the  ground  of  "  poverty  and  pro- 
tection "—not  a  new  couplet— Andrew  Carnegie,  who  knew  something 
about  steel,  called  the  committee's  attention  to  the  last  a"""*^  //"^ 
ment   of   the   Steel    Corporation,    showing   an    average  profit   of   flS-W 

per  ton.  _  ,_ 

Said  Mr.  Carnegie:  "  No  Judge  is  ever  permitted  to  sit  upon  a  oise  in 
whicto  he  is  interested,  and  you  will  make  the  greatest  mistake  In  the 
worid  If  yon  give  too  much  weight  to  their  testimony.  •  •  *  I  don  t 
Judge  by  figures,  but  by  resulU.  •  •  •  There  are  more  ways  of 
flgnring  cost  than  there  are  of  killing  a  cat.  It  is  simply  «  »f "«  of 
bookki-eping  •  •  •  The  cost  of  producing  rails  at  Gary  Will  not  be 
half  as  moch  as  In  England,  notwithstanding  the  cheaper  cost  of  labor 

It  is  because  that  committee  and  that  Congress  "with  malice  afore- 
thought "  went  diametrically  contrary  to  Mr.  Carnegie's  advlee.  whlcn 
the  commltt.*  knew  to  be  right  In  respect  to  steel  and  6O0  other 
commodities,  that  1  started  the  movement  for  a  tariff  commission,  and 
that  the  first  commission  gave  the  Congress  that  enacted  the  Pr^z 
tariff  act  roch  astonishingly  accurate  and  dependsble  Information  that 
the  tariff  profiteering  Indtistrles  virtually  suborned  the  commission  uy 
putUng  their  own  reprew'ntatives  upon  it.  

It  is  because  of  this  genersl  situation  that  substantially  all  small 
manufacturers  l«te  the  tariff  when  they  come  to  know  It  and  t^"^*"* 
Fair  Tariff  I^aRiie  finds  J....tiflcatlon  in  its  endeavor  or  any  «»*«;«' 
anywhere  to  free  the  tariff  of  its  corruption  and  make  protection  what  it 
ought  to  1^.  as  simple  and  beneficent  as  snnlight. 

Every  manufacturer,  and  there  are  many,  who  InvestlKates  at  nrst 
hand  the  wortc  of  the  Fair  Tsriff  I>eague  and  Its  predecessor  organisa- 
tions resport  it.  Rarely  this  respect  .s  expressed  In  ^^^Jf"*];*^' .^  * 
dishonest  wo,.l  manufacturer,  who  said  of  me.  "Damn  hhn.  damn  him. 
but.  damn  him,  he's  got  the  facts." 

Pome  of  us  must  take  their  compllmenis  In  whatever  wsy  tbey  come. 

Re*v*<tf,.lly  submitted.  ^    ^    ^^^^ 

Chairman  Fair  Tarift  Lrffftt^- 
rjU^lUKST'S  CONt-EUCNCB  WITH  iNDUSralAL  AND  BUSINESS  IX^DEBti 

Mr  ODDIE      Mr  rresident.  I  ask  tinanimous  consent  to  haTe 
printed  tn  the  Ri««d  a  very  able  and  timely  article  from  the 

^7heTr»tinlM^ohjectioD,  tl>e  article  wan  ordered  to  be  printed 
In  the  Rbcobo,  as  follows: 

TSXT    or    H00^^H•8    8TATXMSNT    OS    B081VKSS    8ITCATI0X    AS    MPOKTSD    BV 

BrSIKlSS   LCADKKS 

WASHiscTCN,  November  21.-The  text  of  the  TVhltc  House  atat^ment 
on  the  president's  conference  with  industrial  and  busineaa  leaders  was 

as  follows :  .      .  i     .« 

•  The  conference  this  morning  of  22  industrial  and  buiOneas  leaders 
warmly  indorsed  the  Pr«ldent's  statement  of  last  Saturday  as  to  step« 
To  be  taken  in  the  progress  of  business  and  the  maintenance  of  empioy- 

"*"The  general  *ituaUon  was  thoroughly  canvassed,  and  it  was  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  the  conference  that  there  was  no  reason  wb.v 
"u*in  ss  shoul.1  not  be  carried  on  as  usual ;  that  constructton  work 
liquid  be  expanded  in  ever;  p.ud.  nt  direction,  both  public  and  private, 
so  as  to  cover  any  slack  of  unemployment.  .         ,  ,„ 

•  It  waa  found  that  a  preliminary  examination  of  a  number  .f  in- 
dustries indicated  that  construction  actiritles  can.  In  1930,  be  expanded 
eveut)v«»r  1929. 

•  It  was  sUted.  for  Instance,  that  the  telephone  company  was  pro- 
posing to  assist  by  a  considerable  expansion  In  ^^/f /»•"''' "f^*f"  "f 
betterment  program  over  the  year  1929,  during  which  year  this  com- 
paiij  Expended  Something  In  the  neighborhood  of  $600,000,000  for  this 

*'"'•  U^'appeare^l  that  the  power,  gas,  and  other  public  utilities  could 
undertaV..  a  program  In  excess  of  1929.  the  deUUs  of  which  would  l^ 
developed  at  a  special  meeting  of  the  leaders  in  the  hidustry  to  be  caUed, 
after  which  the  program  would  be  announced. 

"  The  leaders  in  the  automobile  Industry  expressed  the  opinion  that 
whereas  In  1929.  production  was  unusually  large  due  to  the  carry-over 
of  a  great  deal  of  unfinished  business  from  the  previous  year,  they  con- 
fidently  expected  that,  except  for  this  excessive  margin,  the  Industry 
should  quickly  return  to  iU  normal  production. 

•'  In  the  steel  Industry  It  was  stated  that  large  construction  programs 
would  be  underUkcn  for  replacement  of  antiquated  and  obsolete  plants. 

"  It  was  considered  that  the  absorption  of  capital  In  loans  on  the 
stock  market  had  postponed  much  construction,  and  that  the  flow  of  this 
capital  back  to  Industry  and  commerce  woold  now  assist  renewed  con- 
struction. 
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••  It  was  the  opinion  that  an  Indirect  but  very  substantial  contribu- 
tion could  be  made  to  the  extension  of  credit  for  locftl  building  purposes 
and  for  conduct  of  smaller  business  if  the  banks  would  fre«-ly  avail 
themselves  of  the   rediscount  privilege  offered  by   the   Federal    reserve 

"  The  meeting  considered  it  was  desirable  that  some  definite  orgnnl- 
xatlon  should  be  established  under  a  committee  representing  the  differ- 
ent industries  and  sections  of  the  business  community,  '^''»ch_ J°"^7 
undertake    to    follow    up    the    President's    program    in    the    different 

industries.  ..  ...    _„ . 

"It  was  considered  that  the  development  of  cooiieratlve  spirit  and 
responsibility  In  the  American  business  world  was  ^uch  t'''*  7^/'7'- 
ness  of  the  country  Itself  could  and  should  assume  the  responsibility  for 
the  mobilisation  of  the  Industrlsl  and  commercial  agencies  to  these  ends, 
and  to  cooperate  with  the  governmental  agencies. 

"  The  members  of  the  group  agreed  to  act  as  a  temporary  *<i^»^'y 
committee  with  the  Secretary  of  Commerce,  who  was  authorised  to  add 
to  the  committee.  Mr.  Julius  Barnes,  chalnnan  of  the  chamlM^r  of  com^ 
merce,  was  asked  to  create  an  executive  committee  from  ^''^^J*  «' 
this  group  and  the  various  trade  organlsntions.  who  could  assist  n 
expansion  of  construction  and  maintenance  of  omployment.  A  a^O""* 
canvass  will  be  made  of  the  different  Industrial  fields  to  develop  tne 
amount  of  soch  construction." 

TARIW  0?f    BrOAE 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanlmou*  eo"*^"' 
to  have  printed  In  the  Rbtobd  a  resolution  adopte<l  by  the 
Board  of  County  Oommissioners  of  Martin  (bounty  Flu.,  relative 

to  the  tariff  on  snptr.  «,.^„,«^  *„  k<» 

There  being  no  objection,  the  reRolutlon  wtts  ordered  to  be 

printed  {n  tlie  Hecobd.  as  follows : 

EXCKRPT8   FBOM    MIXCTES  OF  BOAHD  OF  CoiXTT   COMMIKSIOXBBB,   MAimS 
Cot-NTT,    FiJk.,    XOVKMBM    5,    1020 
TTKSDAr,  NOVBMBEB  5,   1920    {A.T  10  O'CUICK  A.   U.). 

B(ard  of  County  Commisslouers  in  and  for  Martin  Countr.  5^.  "** 
lu  regular  session  at  the  courtbou..c  on  this  5th  day  of  November.  19-J. 
with  the  following  members  present :  ,  ^    ,i 

B  L.  Wall,  chairman  ;  Phil  Y.  Cason.  Fred  UUd.brand.  sr.,  and  C.  H- 
Munch  with  J.  K.  Pomeroy,  clerk ;  John  J.  M.^ore,  attorney ;  and  Marlon 
M.  McGee,  sheriff.  The  meeting  was  called  to  ordcr^by  the  chairman, 
and  the  following  proceedings  were  had  . 

IN  aa  sroAB  takiff 
"  Upon  motion  of  Commissioner  Will  Y.  Cason,  seconded  by  Commls 
sloner  C    H    Munch,  the  following  resolution  was  adopted : 

••  •  Whereas  It  hos  been  fully  dewonstrated  thst  there  are  va«  areas 
of  wild  and  undeveloped  lands  In  Florida  which  are  highly  •dapjedt* 
the  cultivation  of  sugarcane,  and  If  property  cultivated  will  become 
the  leading  cane-sugar  producing  section  In  the  Tnlon  ;  and 

•  •  Whereas,  although  growing  of  sugarcane  is  far  beyond  the  expert- 
mental  stage,  it  is  still  an  infant  industry  in  this  section  of  the  tx>untry. 
and  la  order  to  protect  the  same  against  foreign  competition,  where 
sundards  and  living  conditions  do  not  require  the  same  standard  oC 
wages  as  prevail  in  the  United  States.  It  is  necessary  to  increase  the 
doty  coming  from  soch  countries :  Therefore  be  it  _^    ^       . 

" '  Rraolved  by  Ike  Board  of  Coumtv  CommitBUmert  of  MwrUn  vo^mttf. 
ma.  That  our  contingent  in  Congress  he,  snd  they  are  *«'f''^  "^^ 
to  nse  their  best  efforts  to  secure  s  reasonable  incr«i-e  in  the  Urtff  duty 
on  sugar ;  be  It  further 

••  •  RetoHed,  That  a  copy  of  these  resoIuHons  he  mailed  to  each  Sena- 
tor and  the  Congressman  fr-m  this  district* 

"B.  L.  WAfct,  Chairmmm.    . 

"^*****'  "J.  R.  Pon«BOT,  Cler»," 

Stats  or  Flostoa, 

M4tf  tin  Ctoasty.' 
I  hereby  certify  tUnt  the  foregoing  Is  a  true  snd  correct  copy  of  said 
resolution  as  recorded   in   county  commtosloners  minute   book   2,   page 
15,  of  the  public  records  in  this  office. 

Witness  my  hand  and  seal  of  office  this  mh  dsy  of  November.  1929. 

J.  R.  POMBBOT,  Clrrk, 
By  P.  B.  CuevBLAwn,  Deputp  Clerk. 

MSOLUnONS    OF    ARIZONA    PEACE    OmCEBS'    ASSOCIATION    ON    LAW 

ENFt^tCBMENT 

Mr  ASHURST.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
nrint'  in  Uie  Congrkssionajl  Kbcx»u  a  copy  of  a  >*«fl"J^ 
adopted  by  the  Ariaona  Peace  Officers'  Assocdatloo  at  their 
annual  convention  on  the  28th  of  October,  192». 

These  peace  officers  are  engaged  in  the  performance  of 
arduous  and.  at  times,  dangerous  duties^  I  believe  their  views 
on  law  enfoiwment,  as  indicated  by  this  reK>Iutlon.  should  be 

orinted  in  the  Rbcobd.  ,  _ 

I  have  not  offered  the  preamble  for  printing,  as  I  am  aware 
that  under  the  procedun;  of  the  Senate  the  preamble  is  no  part 
of  the  resolution  and,  therefore,  could  not  be  printed. 
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There  being  no  objection,  the  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  In  the  Rbcobd.  as  follows: 

Be  it  rvtolved.  That  we,  the  membera  of  the  Arizona  Peace  OJlcers' 
AaaocUtlon,  in  convention  assembled  at  Phoenix,  Aria.,  on  Monday,  the 
28th  day  of  October,  1929,  who  are  engaged  as  peace  olDcen  in  the 
defensi-  of  our  Nation  and  In  siifeguarding  the  rights  of  its  citlxena,  do 
respectfully  request  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  take  such  steps 
as  may  be  neceswry  to  provide  adequate  interpretation  of  what  existing 
laws  there  may  he  to  cope  with  communism  in  the  United  States  or 
eU>'  take  «he  necessary  action  to  provide  such  law  as  may  be  required 
to  deflnitely  define  the  status  of  communism  as  a  doctrine  propagated 
and  directed  by  an  alien  power  for  the  purpose  of  destroying  the  Qot- 
ernment  of  the  Unite»i  States  of  America,  and  to  deflnitely  provide 
for  the  cancellation  of  citixenship  and  incarceration  or  deportation  of 
all  individuals  embracing  communism  ;  and  be  is  further 

Rfxolved,  That  this  resolution  be  forwarded  to  the  Arizona  delegation 
in  Congress,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Labor,  to  the  chair- 
maa  of  the  Immigration  Committee  in  Congress,  and  to  the  press,  and 
tbiit  the  members  of  the  Arixona  Peace  OfBcers'  Association  individually 
do  everything  in  their  power  to  bring  about  the  enactment  of  such 
legislation. 

IirorSTRIAL    conditions    and    unemployment — AODBOBS    BT    SBN- 
ATOB  WAONES,   OT  NEW   YORK 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  nnanimoas  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Rbcobd  an  address  by  my  colleague  [Mr. 
WagnekI.  delivered  yesterday  in  the  National  Radio  Forum, 
broadcasting  over  a  nation-wide  hook-up  of  the  Columbia  Broad- 
casting System,  and  conducted  by  the  Star,  of  Washington, 
D.  C. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address  was  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Rbcobo. 

Senator  Wagnex  spoke  as  follows : 

Ladles  and  gentlemen,  to  be  in  American  la  to  be  an  optimist.  We 
have  vast  agricultural  resoarcea.  We  are  equipped  with  a  huge  indus- 
trial capacity  In  flrat-rate  condition.  We  number  40,000,000  men  and 
women  capably  and  willingly  at  work  producing  the  things  we  want. 
It  la  Impossible  to  contemplate  these  national  blessings  and  be  pessi- 
mistic of  the  future. 

Recent  dlatiHlMincea  in  the  atock  market  and  the  commodity  markets 
have,  of  course,  been  extremely  serious  for  the  unfortunate  persons  who 
have  lost  their  savlnga  and  capital.  But,  after  all,  the  prosperity  of 
the  country  aa  a  whole  depends  not  so  much  upon  the  eventa  of  the  past 
aa  upon  the  efforta  of  the  future.  In  our  aupplles  of  raw  material.  In 
our  factorlea,  and  In  our  capacity  to  think  and  work  are  the  true  soil 
and  seed  of  our  prosperity.  These  have  not  changed  by  reaaon  of  recent 
■arket  coUapaes.  Tb«y  are  atlll  capable  of  functioning  in  our  behalf, 
provided  we  ezerdae  reaaonable  Ingenuity  and  foresight  in  preventing 
the  economie  machinery  of  the  country  from  running  out  of  kilter. 

The  greatest  alagle  aaset  poaacaacd  at  the  present  time  by  the  Amerl- 
caa  people  ia  their  faith  and  confidence  in  themaelvea  and  their  hopeful 
oatkxA  on  the  future.  By  that  I  do  not  mean  that  we  shall  walk  the 
road  to  plenty  by  simply  feeling  brave  and  being  thoughtlesa.  Every 
member  of  the  buslneaa  community  must  soberly  consider  the  present 
■Ituation  and  undertake  to  diacharge  fully  the  responsibility  which  it 
imposes  upon  him.  That  la  the  way  of  courage.  Frankly,  tb«  danger 
to  be  met  la  the  ever-present  possibility  of  unemployment.  That  muat 
be  avoided  at  all  hazards  and  at  all  costs. 

Unemployment  la  dangerous  because  It  affects  not  only  the  man  out 
of  a  Job  but  every  other  worklngman  and  workingwoman.  Vnemploy- 
meat  la  a  spreading  disease.  An  idle  man  is  a  poor  customer.  Poor 
ciutomers  make  for  accumulated  stocks,  canceled  orders,  curtailed  pro- 
duction, and  more  UBemployment.  It  is  a  vicious  circle  from  within 
which  it  la  dllBcnIt  to  escape.  Once  formed  It  has  a  tendency  rapidly 
to  grow  and  as  It  grows  it  engulfs  ever-increaalng  numbers  of  wage 
camera. 

An  employed  worker,  on  the  other  hand,  earning  good  compenaatlon, 
reasonably  certain  of  his  job,  has  the  very  opposite  effect.  He  la  a 
good  custoaaer.  His  purchasea  are  the  swltchea  which  turn  on  the  cur- 
rent of  production  In  a  thousand  industries. 

The  moral  of  the  parallel  which  I  have  drawn  Is  that  It  is  the  duty 
of  every  employer  of  labor  to  continue  to  maintain  the  purchasing 
power  of  the  great  masses  of  people. 

For  hundreds  of  years  people  have  wondered  and  speculated  why  it 
was  so  difllcult  to  keep  industry  steady.  When  business  starts  to  move 
upward  it  baa  a  tendency  to  swing  too  far,  to  produce  too  much,  to 
expand  unnecessarily,  and  to  de<veiop  what  Is  commonly  called  a  boom, 
which  necessarily  collapses,  and  bosiness  then  descends  far  below  Its 
Bormal  level  and  causes  a  slump.  Industrial  operation  la  restricted, 
profits  disappear,  bankruptcy  takes  Ita  toll,  and  unemployment  la 
everywhere.  Thta  recurring  situation  la  one  with  which  every  business 
man  la  familiar  and  la  generally  called  the  bualaesa  cycle.  It  has  come 
upon  us  fifteen  times  In  the  last  120  years.  ITntll  quite  recently  it 
waa  belleve«i  that  this  altemaUon  of  boom  and  slump,  of  feverfah  activ- 
ity and  depresalac  Mleaess  waa  inevitable.     Many  still  regard  it  aa  oae 
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of  tie  Immutable  laws  of  nature.  If  that  were  true.  It  necessarily 
meant  that  a  portion  of  our  people  were  regularly  doomed  to  unem- 
plojnient  and  poverty.  I  could  never  subscribe  to  such  a  faith.  I  am 
unwl  ling  to  believe  that  the  same  genius  which  has  created  the  remark- 
able ndustrial  development  of  the  United  States  is  Incapable  of  prevent- 
ing and  eliminating  its  greatest  defect. 

Wliether  we  look  upon  unemployment  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
Idle  itan,  deprived  of  wages  and  the  necessities  which  they  buy,  de- 
prive! of  his  courage  and  morale,  or  whether  we  look  upon  It  as  one  of 
the  grossest  forms  of  industrial  inefficiency  and  waste,  the  determina- 
tion nust  be  made  that  it  can  and  will  be  eliminated.  Because  we  did 
not  Ijiow  how  to  prevent  unemployment  we  chose  to  believe  that  it 
could  not  be  prevented.  We  were  In  a  similar  frame  of  mind  about 
mala  la  until  a  great  American  showed  that  it  could  be  eradicated. 
The  lame  will  one  of  these  days  be  accomplished  for  unemployment,  and 
then  a  grateful  people  will  wonder  that  we  permitted  ourselves  so  long 
to  suffer  the  privation,  the  destitution,  and  the  demoralisation  that 
enforced  idleneas  brings  in  Its  wake.  I  have  that  trust  in  the  capacity 
of  oi  T  peoi^e  to  master  its  difficulties,  to  solve  Its  problems,  to  over- 
come obstacles  in  the  way  of  a  better  and  fuller  life  that  I  have  regu- 
larly maintained  that  If  only  our  attention  could  be  focused  upon  the 
problem,  a  solution  would  soon  be  forthcoming.  It  was  such  a  motive 
that  partly  prompted  me  to  call  for  an  investigation  of  unemployment 
duriig  the  depression  of  1927.  One  of  the  results  of  that  preliminary 
invet  tlgation  waa  that  the  Senate  directed  one  of  its  committees  to 
studj  the  question  of  unemployment  and  to  report  its  findings  and  Its 
recoiimendatioDs.  The  most  encouraging  revelation  of  that  committee 
was  the  uniform  success  which  bad  attended  wholehearted  efforts  by 
wideawake  manufacturers  to  solve  their  own  individual  problems  of  the 
regul  arisatlon  of  work.  It  has  been  accomplished  in  such  widely  dif- 
ferent fields  as  the  manufacture  of  hats,  the  packing  of  tropical  fruits, 
the  mnning  of  tomatoes,  the  manufacture  of  shoes,  soap,  and  paper 
tags.  In  return  for  the  effort  to  bring  about  continuous  operation — 
and  t  requires  constant  application — the  'management  has  in  each  case 
repotted  a  smaller  turnover  of  labor,  greater  efficiency,  lower  overhead, 
greater  dividends,  happier  executives,  and  more  satisfied  employees. 

Ttiere  are  few  proposals  for  improvement  of  business  that  iiave  so 
mucli  to  commend  them,  which  serve  such  a  large  social  purpose,  and 
yet  'rhich  Ue  within  the  reach  of  every  manufacturer  in  the  United 
State  B. 

Ths  discouraging  fact  brought  out  in  the  same  Investigation  was  that 
so  f«r  only  a  handful  of  executives  had  felt  the  urge  to  assume  re- 
sponilbllity  for  regularity  of  employment  in  their  plants.  We  must 
come  to  recognize  that  each  employer  oC  labor  Is  under  a  moral  obllgn- 
tion  and  under  a  patrotic  duty  to  provide  continuity  of  employment 
to  his  workers.  Wages  must  be  paid  as  regularly  and  as  continuously 
aa  rnt  and  interest.  The  same  thought  and  ingenuity  that  are  de- 
vote<  to  the  earning  of  dividends  must  be  applied  to  the  provision  of 
steat  y  employment.  Constancy  of  work  should  command  the  primary 
place  in  the  attention  of  the  management.  To  do  less  is  economically 
unfa  r  not  only  to  the  plant  in   particular  but  to  industry   in  general. 

Conditions  arc  desirable  when  business  is  proceeding  steadily  and 
norn^lly.  Bursts  of  overactivity  are  regularly  followed  by  spasms 
of  utoderactlvity.  They  serve  the  purpose  of  the  speculator  but  they 
do  only  harm  to  the  farmer,  the  manufacturer,  and  the  wage  earner. 
Good  times  or  bad  times  are  never  the  result  of  the  conduct  of  any 
one  ndlvidnal.  They  are  the  direct  consequences  of  the  business  be- 
havior of  millions  of  us.  It  follows  that  this  problem  will  never  be 
solved  through  any  one  scheme  or  project.  It  will  be  fully  solved  only 
whei  business  actions  of  the  great  majority  of  us  are  coordinated  so  as 
to  p 'oduce  stability. 

Tie  fundamental  requirement  that  conditions  progress  in  that  direc- 
tion is  precise  information  of  production,  consumption,  and  the  move- 
ment of  commodities,  of  employment,  part-time  employment  and  un- 
empl>yment.  To  my  mind  the  Government  could  be  of  the  greatest 
service  if  it  would  help  the  business  community  study  itself  by  pro- 
vldicg  it  with  more  accurate  information  and  more  complete  informa- 
tion than  any  we  have  yet  made  available. 

In  season  and  out  of  season  I  have  been  pleading  for  more  and  better 
econ<  mlc  information.  Some  progress  has  been  made.  The  objective 
makes  every  effort  worth  while,  for  we  must  try  to  keep  the  ship  of 
Indu)  try  on  an  even  keel  and  prevent  the  periodic  rolling  which  pitches 
millions  of  workers  into  the  angry  waters  of  unemployment. 

The  brunt  of  the  burden  of  stabilizing  business  will  always  have  to  be 
bom<  by  business  itself.  Nevertheless,  It  is  now  quite  generally  recog- 
nised by  those  who  have  studied  this  question  that  the  Government  has  a 
very  useful  and  significant  function  to  perform  in  the  lutensely  humane 
unde  taking  to  regularize  the  stream  of  busineRS  and  employment.  In 
the  »111  which  I  introduced  In  the  United  States  Senate  during  the 
depression  of  the  winter  of  1927.  I  stated  the  details  of  such  a  pro- 
gram of  Government  action  through  the  long-range  planning  of  public 
work  I.  The  essence  of  the  proposal  was  that  the  Government  should 
arraige  Ita  construction  of  public  works  so  as  to  provide  employment 
durii  g  periods  of  depression.  Although  the  public  is  generally  familiar 
with  the  Idea  of  utilising  Government  construction  as  a  means  of  mitl- 
gatlB  K  aerious  idleness.  It  is  not  as  fully  acquainted  with  the  long-range 
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Blan  which  has  received  the  universal  approval  of  American  economUts 
and  has  been  recommended  for  adoption  by  the  Senate  committee  Investi- 
gating unemployment.  ._„.,.>.  a  *t,M. 
It  is  estimated  that  the  Federal  Government,  the  SUtes,  »o<»  "^* 
municipalities  together  spend  every  year  about  a  blUlon  and  a  hair 
dollars  In  the  construction  of  roads,  bridges,  tunnels,  •«:J«^  "•  »°f?^°" 
public  projecta.  If  we  could  budget  this  expenditure  of  $1,500,000,000 
so  that  most  of  It  could  be  used  during  those  years  or  aeaaons  when 
private  industry  was  inactive  we  would  be  making  a  very  subsUntial 
contribution  to  the  stabilization  of  employment.  In  order  to  do  so, 
we  must  be  equipped  in  two  essentials.                                        ,.„„„„„    »„<i 

First  It  Is  necessary  that  we  have  very  precise  information  and 
statistics  to  enable  us  to  make  reasonable  forecasts  whether  during  an 
approaching  season  private  enterprise  will  be  active  or  inactive.  \Nhen 
the  factories  have  already  shut  their  doors  and  millions  of  unem- 
ployed tramp  the  streets  in  search  of  work  it  Is  already  too  late  to 
apply  any  but  emergency  measures.  The  most  desirable  time  for  the 
Government  to  act  is  before  the  decline  has  become  serious,  when  the 
opportunity  1«  still  open  to  use  preventive  measures  and  restore  public 
coDlidence.  If  the  action  of  the  Government  is  to  be  prompt.  It  must  be 
in  constant  possession  of  current  information  of  business  and  employ- 
meiit.     That  Is  fundamentaL 

fcecond.  It  Is  necessary  that  the  plans  of  the  various  Government 
proiects  be  drawn  and  approved  long  In  advance,  so  that  work  may 
start  at  a  moment's  notice  and  without  tJ>e  loss  of  months  of  valuable 
tim-,  during  which  a  vlld  recession  In  employment  might  develop  into 

'  Vh°j'questlon  Is  frequently  asked  of  me.  How  can  tbe  construction  of 
pul  lie  works  be  of  use  to  any  workers  except  those  ^J^^J'fTl 
tra  les?  The  answer  is  Uiat  only  a  small  portion  of  the  cost  of  a 
building  la  spent  for  labor  «t  the  point  of  construction  1^*  »»■;«« 
balance  is  expended  for  wood,  steel,  brick,  cement,  and  other  material, 
produced  by  23  different  industries.  The  workers  »°  »"  ^'^.^^^i^* 
ihe  direct  benefit  of  such  a  building  program.  The  ^^^'^^^  ."^^J^; 
are  just  as  real  and  are  enjoyed  on  a  nation-wide  scale.  A  bricklayer 
m  Chicago  working  on  a  Government  project  may  uae  part  of  his  pay 
envelope  to  purchase  shoe,  for  his  wife  and  chUdren.  and  thereby  he 
puts  to  work  a  shoe  operative  In  Boston.     Similar  Illustrations  may  be 

multlpUed  a  thousand  times.  ,  _,     .       ,       ^*  *k.  4n 

What  must  not  be  overlooked  Is  the  psychological  value  «'  the  in- 
auguration of  a  Government  program  when  private  enterprise  slackens. 
It  breeds  confidence.  It  sets  an  example  of  activity.  It  acts  as  a 
guide  to  large  private  enterprises  such  as  railroads,  telephones,  gas. 
and  electric  companies  In  Ukewlse  planning  their  construction  programs 
for  purpose  of  preventing  business  recession.  Every  such  P"-ogram.  no 
mitter  how  small,  helps  to  stabilize  business  and  to  minimize  unem- 

'' OnTlnvestigator  who  ha.  made  a  thorough  -tudy  of  the  7-year  i^rlod 
from  1919  to  1925  has  come  to  the  conclusion  that  If  all  of  .ne 
pubTlc  construction  had  been  perfectly  allocated  during  these  seven 
Jeals  the  waU  paid  thereon  would  have  been  sufficient  to  compensate 
for  the  losses  Incurred  by  laborers  In  factory  Jobs. ' 

That  means  that  Uiere  would  have  been  no  depression  In  1921.  and 
that  UteraUy  millions  of  wage  earners  would  have  ^een  spared  untold 
S^s  and  deprivations.  This  would  have  been  «7°>P»«»''^J^,7J^;°"* 
thrspendlng  Of  a  single  dollar  for  public  construction  In  »«»dl"on  to 
whatTd  b^n  expend^l.  Long-range  planning  does  not  me^n  building 
7or  the  .«k7of  gl^ng  employment.  It  does  not  obligate  the  Government 
oive  Everyone  a  job.  It  does  not  Involve  the  payment  of  a  dole 
^e  longrln,^  pla«  i»  concerned  primarily  with  the  proper  timing  of 
rnstrctlon  S  L  to  act  as  a  balance  wheel  and  stabilize  ti>e  business 

''?he  limitations  of  the  long-range  plan  should  be  ""d*"***^^  " 
clearly  as  it.  advantages,  otherwise  there  is  bound  to  be  disappointment 
and  unj""  <='""<•»'»"»•  ^«  construction  of  pubUc  work,  can  not  «,lve 
;?ery  form  ?f  unemployment.  A  waiter  at  a  summer  resort  expects 
htsTmploymeut  to  teUnate  on  Labor  Day.  No  budgeting  of  a  pub.U-- 
bulld^g  program  can  possibly  prolong  the  summer  season.  Such  a 
Sllem  Lto  be  solved  in  other  ways.  One  ^^-P-^/"  °»;,^^  "  ^^^ 
operating  both  a  candy  factory  and  a  summer  resort.  Dur  ngthe 
.^ter  mon^h.  tt  expands  It.  factory  operations  to  give   employment 

'""ill  ZiniTlZl  to   make  IS  that   public  works   can  not   do  away 

The  poini   1   wisu    v  s,wKMallzed    trades.     Neither   can   it  pre- 

wlth   seusona     ^""Pl^f ""J"*  ^°    "jf/'^'^^blne      A  musician  at  a  moving- 

What  i^ we  do  to  put  a  long  range  plan  into  operation? 
J^rsL^B  Plain  that  we  can  not  do  any  advance  planning  on  the 
bas7.  of  hindsight     we  -ust  be  able  to  make  reasonably  certain  busl- 


ness  forecMrta.  For  that  purpose  it  i.  necessary  to  secure  statitlcs  of 
business,  or  construction,  of  employment  and  unemployment  that  are 
far  more  precise  than  those  we  now  possess. 

Second.  The  plans  should  be  drawn,  surveys  made,  engineering  proi>- 
lems  solved  for  every  Government  project  long  la  advance,  so  Unit 
when  the  depression  threatens  work  can  begin  at  once. 

Third.  At  least  In  the  Federal  Government  there  must  be  •  P*"]" 
manent  agency  specially  charged  with  the  responsibility  oj  "tfl^^Jn; 
employment.  Such  an  agency  would  In  the  course  of  time  build  up  the 
Information  and  accumulate  the  wisdom  necessary  to  make  a   success 

of  this  undertaking.  .„<iini«n»i» 

Fourth.  No  one  branch  of  our  Government  alone  spends  sufficiently 
to  make  Itself  felt  as  a  sUblllzer  of  employment.  It  is.  therefore, 
easential  that  the  Federal.  State,  and  municipal  Governments  coop- 
erate It  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that  large  private  business  enter- 
prises will  likewise  take  advantage  of  the  beneflU  of  long-range  planning. 
At  the  present  time  tiiere  is  no  room  for  political  division  on  the 
question  of  making  sure  that  we  shall  not  have  a  spell  of  unemploy- 
ment during  the  coming  winter.  The  problem  far  transcends  In  Im- 
portance any  poUtlcal  consideration.  The  President  has  embarked 
upon  a  program  and  ha.  called  a  conference  of  buslnes.  leaders  to 
assist  him  m  Its  execution.  If  effectively  prosecuted  it  will  have  my 
unconditional  support.  I  shall  at  the  same  time  do  my  best  to  keep 
before  Congress  and  the  country  the  necessity  of  passing  the  legisla- 
tlon  which  I  have  introduced  snd  of  creating  a  permanent  agency  or- 
ganlzed  and  equipped  to  bring  about  a  continuous  adjustment  In  Indus- 
trial activity  through  the  sUblliratlon  efforts  of  the  Government  so  that 
we  may  In  the  future  be  spared  the  anxiety  and  the  apprehension  in- 
evitably  produced  by  emergency  conferencea.  ..»,♦»».. 

The  proposal  which  I  advocate  has  been  pronounced  sound  by  the 
leading  economists  of  the  Nation,  A  Senate  investigating  committee 
has  recommended  it  In  the  following  language  :  .  ,  ,  ,  ,  _.,,,. 
•The  Government  should  adopt  leglsUtion  without  delay  which 
would  provide  a  system  of  planning  pubUc  work,  so  that  they  would 
form  a  reserve  against  unemployment  In  times  of  depression.  States 
and  municipalities  and  other  pubUc  agencies  .bould  do  llke»i8e. 

Had  that  legislation  been  enacted  there  would  now  be  no  need  for 

presidential  conferences.  .,  ^  w.*»      t»  i. 

The  proposal  ha.  rtood  the  test  of  investigation  and  debate.  It  is 
time  to  put  It  to  the  actual  test.  It  Is  my  sincere  hope  that  one  of 
the  results  of  the  Presidenf.  conference  will  be  a  fft«^'^"";°  fj  *^' 
President  to  throw  the  force  of  his  opinion  in  support  of  this  legislation. 

I  thank  you. 


AOMccLTtnuL  coNwnons  iw  the  west 
Mr  NORBECK.    Mr.  President,  there  appeared  in  the  United 
Rtati  Daily  for  November  11  an  article  by  the  Governor  of  the 
IS??o7  kL^s.  Hon.  Clyde  M.  Reed.    I  ask  unanimous  con- 
sent  that  it  may  be  printed  in  the  Rbomd.  ^      .,    *     w^ 

Th^e   being   no   objection,   the   article   was   ordered   to   be 
printed  In  the  Rbcobd,  as  follows: 

sTROoou    or    AM««icAN    rAMUMR    ro«    a«Ur-PEMttVAT101.— aTAMS    OF 

MIODL>  WB8T  UNIT.D  TO  STAT    MA«CH  0»   INDCSTaiAUSM,    WHICH    M»N- 
ACB8  BXlSTaNCl!  0»  AOaiCDLTCM.  SATS  OOVIBHOB  Or  KAKBAS 

By  CTyde  M.  Reed,  Governor  SUte  of  Kansas 
The  unity  of  Oie  Middle  West  in  Its  political  expression  Is  the  out- 
standing circumstance  of  current  poUttca.     It  ia  not  a  partisan  expres- , 

""^Thrg^iat  agricultural  States  are  fighting  with  their  backs  to  the  wall 
for  the  very  existence  of  their  great  indu.try-agrlculture-wbose  life 
W^  la  being  drained  for  ti^e  benefit  of  the  industrial  sections  of  the 

''*u*i7no  fancied  fear  Uiat  disturbs  the  peace  of  thU  region  which  con- 
Ulns  ti.e  most  intelligent  and  once  the  most  prosperous  aP"  cultur^ 
papulation  on  the  globe.  Cold,  hard  facts,  unpleasant  to  contemplate 
and  distasteful  to  talk  about,  portray  tiie  »«tuatlon^ 

inflation  Incident  to  the  World  War  period  reached  Its  P««\'"J^;<^ ' 
deflation  began  In  May  of  that  year;  In  the  18  ""^"t**"  'fj^''*"*; 
property  and  commodity  valuations  suffered  the  greatest  shrinkage  in 
history.     The  bottom  was  reached  about  November,  1921.  ^^_.  ,, 

From  the  low   point  of  that  period  agriculture  improved  «.mewhat 
but  industry  has  marched  forward  In  an  almost  «"i«>**°  P^""  *» 
what  is  so  frequently  termed  "the  greatest  prosperity   the  worid  has 
Tver  known."     P^ple  who  use  that  phrase  and  many,  including  «>me 
who  should  know  better,  use  it  recklessly  as  embracing  the  country  as 

&  whole 

Let  me  analyze  the  actual  situation.  A  considerable  POfJlon  of  our 
wealUi  and  practically  all  of  our  fluid  capital  1-  carried  »" /J^.'""!,"! 
tamk  deposit..  From  1920  to  1929,  the  bank  deposits  of  the  United 
^a^esafa  whole  Increased  55.5  per  cent.  In  the  «ime  ttoe  the  bank 
deposit,  of  the  farm  States  decreased  a.  follows:  ^^'^J^.^y.'^'^ 
Missouri,  exclusive  of  St  Louis.  Kansas  Oty.  and  ^^J^J^'  \\  ^ 
^nT  Oklahoma,  4.2  per  cent ;  Colorado,  9.2  per  cent :  Nebrarta.  14  per 
renl;  ?owVl4  per  <St:  South  Dakota,  41.5  per  cent;  North  Dakota. 
48.4  per  cent. 
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TnklnjT  tbesp  Statei  as  a  wbol^,  bank  deposits  decreased  13.6  p«r  cent, 
while  the  bank  deposits  of  th?  entire  coantry  increased  more  tahn  one- 
balf.  In  some  of  these  States  bank  deposits  are  actoally  leas  than  they 
were  in  1921,  which  baa  generally  been  considered  the  worst  year  In 
the  history  of  American  agriculture,  certainly  the  worst  time  in  the 
preaent  century. 

It  may  be  said  with  correctness  that  bank  depoaits  are  only  one  in- 
dication of  baslness  conditions.  I  concede  that,  bat  erery  other  bosi- 
new  Index  points  in  the  same  direction. 

r^8t  year  both  major  political  parties  declared  that  the  "  farm  prob- 
leva  "  was  the  most  serious  economic  condition  to  be  met  by  legislation 
and  governmental  aid. 

Ccitgreaa  made  a  start  by  passing  a  law  creating  the  Ftrm  Board, 
with  ample  financial  support  to  encourage  cooperatlTe  marketing,  and. 
If  the  board  has  the  courage  to  carry  out  the  intent  of  the  law.  It  will 
stabilise  prices  on  farm  products. 

What  a^riniltaro  needs  U  not  more  credit  but  better  prices,  actually 
and  relatlTely,  as  compared  to  industry.  When  the  industrialists  of  the 
aec-tions  that  have  shown  prosperity  and  great  increases  of  wealth  as- 
sumed control  of  the  special  session  of  Congress  and  undertook  to  write 
a  tariff  Mil  that  farther  Increased  the  advantage  that  Industry  holda 
over  agriculture  it  inflamed  the  people  of  the  Middle  West  as  nothing  has 
done  in  many  years. 

I  lived  through  the  days  of  populism  in  one  of  the  Statea  where  that 
party  waa  temporarily  in  power.  Because  more  information  is  available 
and  because  we  are  better  able  to  analyae  the  economic  situation,  we 
d.)  not  have  that  same  frenaled  outcry  against  the  existing  order  that 
characterised  the  political  history  of  the  last  decade  of  the  last  century, 
but  throughout  this  whole  section  of  the  agricultural  States  we  have  a 
deeper-rooted  determination  to  demand  Justice  from  the  Nation  as  a 
whole  than  has  attended  any  political  movement  in  this  century. 

The  attempted  boggiabnesa  of  the  industrial  sections  has  Inflamed 
public  sentiment  from  Chicago  weat  to  the  Pacific  coast.  I  assume  that 
the  tariff  bill  will  be  modified  so  as  to  eliminate  this  attempt  to  take  a 
still  greater  and  more  unjustifiable  toll  from  agriculture  or  there  will 
be  no  tariff  bill. 

■■VISION    Of  THB  TABirr 

The  Senate  as  In  Committee  of  the  Whole  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  ref- 
late commerce  with  forel^  coontries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
other  imrposes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  yesterday 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  di.'K'ussion  with  reference  to  the  varia- 
tions la  the  value  of  wool  and  a  good  deal  of  discussion  about 
the  spread  in  the  equivalent  ad  valorem  rates,  based  upon  the 
31  cents  per  poimd  duty  on  wool. 

I  have  a  letter  from  the  Carded  Woolen  Manufacturers  Asso- 
ciation, dated  October  3.  1928,  which  appeared  In  the  Boston 
Evening  Transcript,  which  presents  a  table  showing  that  an  ex- 
amination of  the  sales  of  scoured  wool  at  London  discloses  a 
spread  or  variation  in  duty  from  27  per  cent  to  200  per  cent. 
I  ask  that  this  letter  be  printed  in  the  Rbtord. 

There  being  no  objectiMi,  the  letter  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Rbcoro,  as  follows: 
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grower  f«nd   manufacturer   against 


a  tariff  that  protects  both 
Injunous  competition  from  abroad,  and  at  the  same  time  gives  the 
Amei  lean  manufacturer  access  to  the  different  grades  of  new  wool,  at  a 
uniform  advance  In  cost  due  to  the  protective  tariff,  In  order  that  he 
may  lupply  the  varied  needs  and  wants  of  the  120.000,000  consumers  of 
wool  clothing  In  this  country. 

This  normal  condition  of  production  does  not  exist  under  the  present 
specllle  duty  of  81  cents  per  pound  of  clean  content.  It  did  not  exist 
nndei  the  specific  duty  of  11  cents  per  pound  on  the  grease  weight  of 
wool  from  1867  to  1913.  It  can  not  exist  under  any  specific  doty  on 
elthei  grease  weight  or  scoured  weight  owing  to  the  extreme  variations 
In  tb)  Talnes  of  grease  and  scoured  wools  per  unit  of  weight.  It  is 
attaliable  only  by  making  the  wool  duty  a  percentage  of  the  value  of 
impoited  wool,  so  that  the  talue  of  all  grades  from  the  lowest  to  the 
blghetit  will  be  lifted  above  the  foreign  level  by  the  same  percentage. 

Th(  Carded  Woolen  Manufacturers  Association's  position  as  to  the 
heigh  of  the  duty  is  what  it  has  always  been,  namely,  that  any  ad 
valonm  duty  that  is  satisfactory  to  the  woolgrowers.  Congress,  and 
the  American  people  wlU  be  satisfactory  to  us. 

Th<  effect  of  the  preaent  Sl-cent  duty  Is  to  compel  the  substitution  of 
shoddf  and  cotton  for  the  new  wool  which  the  American  wool  growers 
do  najt  produce  and  which  the  specific  tariff  excludes  from  the  country. 
The  prions  depression  In  wool  manufacturing  slnoe  the  passage  of  the 
Fordiey  bUl  is  due  to  this  Sl-cent  specific  duty  on  wool.  Secretary 
Marslall  apparently  reached  the  climax  of  absurdity  by  including  the 
weight  of  grease  and  dirt  in  his  statistics  of  wool  Imports.  But,  not 
satisflpd  with  that,  he  caps  the  climax  by  pointing  to  Department  of 
Comn  erce  figures,  going  to  show  that  86  per  cent  of  the  clothing  wool 
(that  Is,  60  per  cent  grease  and  dirt  and  40  per  cent  wool)  used  in  the 
first  iieven  months  of  this  year  was  home  grown.  The  spindles  and 
looms  of  the  country  were  running  at  little  more  than  half  of  their 
capacity  during  that  period.  This  low  production  and  the  31-cent  duty 
operallng  as  an  embargo  on  many  grades  of  wool  explain  why  the  pro- 
portion of  domestic  grease  wool  and  dirt  rose  to  the  86  per  cent  he 
quotei , 

Sone  of  Secretary  Marshall's  remaining  mistakes  might  as  weU  be 
correc  ed.  He  says  no  foreign  wools  for  clothing  are  obtainable  at  any- 
where near  the  30-cent  figure,  subject  to  a  duty  of  103  per  cent.  Our 
latest  analysis  of  the  sales  of  wool  at  London  under  the  Fordney  tariff 
show  the  foUowing  results  which  will  serve  as  an  answer  to  that 
assert!  on  : 


[Prom  the  Boston  Evening  Transcript.  Friday,  October  5,  1928] 
unTwaa  to  th»  koitob — the  tabut  on  wool 
To  the  BDfto*  or  tbe  TaANscaiPT : 

Secretary  Marshall,  of  the  National  Wool  Growers'  Association.  Salt 
Lake  City.  In  his  attempt  to  defend  tbe  Indefensible  duty  of  31  cents 
X>er  pound  on  the  scoured  weight  of  clothing  wool,  asserts  In  your  Issue 
of  September  26  that  we  made  "  a  serious  error  "  in  stating  that  the 
United  States  produces  little  more  than  35  per  cent  of  the  wool  required 
for  clothing.  He  then  proceeds  to  give  statistics  of  wool  production, 
issued  by  tbe  Department  of  Commerce,  which  show  much  higher  per- 
centages of  home  production. 

Tbe  trouble  with  Secretary  Marshall  Is  that  he  Is  defending  a  specific 
duty  ba.<ted  on  the  weight  of  scoured  wool  by  means  of  statistics  based 
on  the  weight  of  wool  in  the  grease.  Approximately  60  per  cent  of  the 
domestic  production  of  wool  as  it  comes  from  the  sheep's  back  consists 
of  grease  and  dirt  which  must  be  removed  by  scouring  before  the  residue 
of  wool  can  be  converied  Into  yam  and  cloth. 

Mill  tests  of  shrinkage  In  scouring  domestic  and  foreign  wools  In  the 
mills  of  our  members  and  as  reported  by  manufacturers  to  the  Taft 
Tariff  Bo*»rd  show  that  grease  and  dirt  constituted  about  60  per  cent 
of  the  weight  of  home-grown  wool  and  about  40  pei  cent  of  Imported 
WOOL  Reducing  both  the  home  production  and  the  Imports  to  the  dean- 
content  \velght  on  that  basis.  It  Is  found  that  the  American  woolgrowers 
produce  little  more  than  35  per  cent  of  the  wool  needed  to  supply  chrth- 
iBg  for  home  requirements  under  normal  conditions  of  production. 

Secretary  Marshall  seems  to  want  a  deflniUon  of  "  normal  conditions 
of  production."     Oar  deflnltloo  !•  a  produetloo  of  wool  and  wool  goods 


Foidni  y  ad  valorem  : 

A  >ove  150  per  cent 

KO  per  cent  to  15U  per  cent. 
7i    per  cent  to  100  per  cent— 
♦>(    per  cent  to  75  per  cent_ 
5(    per  cent  to  60  per  cent... 

4(    oer  cent  to  50  per  cent 

'ii    per  cent  to  40  per  cent 

27  per  cent  to  35  per  cent 


Total 


Total, 
ralue 


Bales 

303 
5.007 
8,488 
8,361 
6.606 
8.183 
3,534 
1,459 

41.  891 


Fordmy  dut; !^-  «*»•  8^4 

variaton  of  duty percent..         L'7  to  200 

Secretary  Marshall  next  complains  that  under  an  ad  valorem  duty 
on  wo<l.  the  grower  has  the  least  protection  when  values  are  low,  while 
the  coisumer  suffers  from  an  Increase  of  the  duty  when  values  are 
high.  He  fails,  however,  to  state  the  corresponding  effects  of  a  spe- 
cific drty,  which  gives  the  grower  unnecessary  protection  ..ot  only  when 
prices  decline,  but  at  all  times  on  the  coarser  grades  of  wool  which 
the  American  grower  does  not  produce,  driving  the  manufacturer  and 
consumer  to  the  use  of  cotton  shoddy. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  however,  this  fear  of  a  decrease  of  protection 
when  I  rices  decline  is  a  delusion  instilled  into  the  minds  of  the  wool- 
grower  i  from  1867  to  1913  by  worsteil  manufacturers  who  wanted  the 
special  privilege  under  a  specific  duty  on  the  grease  weight  of  wool 
which  the  growers  were  led  to  beUeve  gave  them  a  protection  of  33 
cents  per  scoured  pound,  but  which  has  been  anatbf  ma  to  the  growers 
ever  si  ice  our  association  made  the  truth  plain  to  them  in  1909-1912. 
Their  l?ar  of  an  ad  valorem  tariff  is  a  delusion  because  prices  of  wool 
are  not  likely  to  fall.  The  spread  of  population  is  steadily  decreasing 
the  art  a  available  for  woolRrowlng,  and  Increasing  the  disparity  be- 
tween the  production  and  consumption  of  wool. 

Secre:ary  Marshall  closes  with  a  claim  that  "extreme  confusion  and 
difficult  r  would  result  from  attempts  to  determine  the  original  value 
of  the  1  rool  content  of  Imported  fabrics  under  an  ad  valorem  duty." 

In  th?  first  place,  there  would  be  no  need  of  determining  what  Secre- 
tary Ml  rshall  calls  "  the  original  value  of  the  wool  content."  Only  the 
value  01  the  yams  and  fabrics  would  be  required  and  that  has  been  done 
under  erery  wool  tariff  from  long  before  1867  to  the  present  moment, 
for  eveiy  protective  duty  on  wool  goods  during  all  of  that  time  has 
been  ad  valorem. 

As  for  determining  the  "wool  content  of  Imported  fabrics."  that  Is 
being  d(.ne  now  under  the  fordney  tariff.  And  if  Secretary  Marshall 
will  ref  (r  to  tbe  Conobbssional  Rbcord  of  1922  he  will  discover  that 
the  reqtirement  to  base  the  Fordney  specific  compensatory  duty  on  the 
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"  wool  content  of  Imported  fabrics  "  was  inserted  In  the  law  as  a  result 
of  the  recommendation  of  our  association  and  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
ducing to  some  extent  at  least  the  concealed  protection  which  is  un- 
avoidable under  any  system  of  8T>eclfic  duties. 

Cakdeo  Woolen  MANorAcruBKBa  Associatioh, 
Joseph  W.  Randalx.,  Becretarp. 
BosTOW,  October  S.  "^ 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  committee  on  page  171, 
Une  22. 

Mr.  LA  rOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

Tlie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.    The  clerk  will  call  the  rolL 
The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  foUowing  Senators 
answered  to  their  names: 


Allen 

Ashurst 

Barkley 

Bingham 

Blease 

Borah 

Bratton 

Brock 

Capper 

Connally 

Cojieland 

Cousens 

Cutting 

Dale 

Dill 

Kess 

Fletcher 

Frasier 


Simmons 

Smoot 

Stelwer 

Stephens 

Hwanson 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Tydlngs 

VanUenberg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh,  Mass. 

Walsh.  Mont. 

Waterman 

Wheeler 


George  Keyes 

Oillett  La  Follette 

Olenn  McCulloch 

Ooff  McMaster 

Hale  McNary 

Harris  Metcalf 

Harrison  Moses 

UaKtlngs  Norbeck 

Hatfield  Norrla 

Hawes  Nye 

Hnyden  Oddle 

Hel>ert  Overman 

Heflin  Patterson 

Howell  Plttman 

Johnson  Keed 

Jones  Sackett 

Kean  Sboppard 

Kendrlck  Shortridge 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Fbss  in  the  chair).  Sev- 
enty-one Senators  have  answered  to  their  names.    There  is  a 

quortmi  present.  _.  ...  j 

Mr   GEORGE.     Let  the  pending  amendment  be  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk  will  state  the  amend- 
ment. ^        ».  J 

The  Chief  Ci-mK.  On  page  171,  line  22,  after  the  word 
"  pound,"  insert  the  words  "  of  clean  content." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate,  by  rejecting  on  yes- 
terday the  Senate  committee  amendment  on  page  171,  line  21, 
restored  tJie  rate  on  scoured  wool  to  34  cents  per  pound,  as  fixed 
by  the  House,  Instead  of  making  it  31  cents,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee.  In  view  of  that  fact,  I  ask  that  I 
may  be  allowed  to  go  through  the  bill  and  suggest  changes  in 
the  various  nites  in  conformity  with  that  action  of  the  Senate. 

Mr  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  means  that  he 
wishes  to  make  those  changes  and  then  offer  them  us  amend- 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Just  as  we  go  along.  I  shall  caU  attention  to 
them  as  we  come  to  each  i)aragraph.  ,      .      , 

Mr.  GEORGE.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me,  I  understand 
that  paragraph  1106  is  to  go  over. 

Mr  SMOOT.     Yes ;  the  paragraph  covering  rags  is  to  go  over. 

Mr  GEORGE.  That,  of  course,  is  a  controversial  paragraph. 
There  are  other  material  amendments  in  this  schedule,  most 
material  amendments,  mosW  important  amendments,  and  I  be- 
Ueve tlmt  after  we  reach  paragraph  1105  the  Senator  in  charge 
of  the  hill  ou«ht  to  aUow  the  schedule  to  go  over  until  we  return 
for  tlie  regular  session.  I  think  there  is  no  important  amend- 
ment before  we  get  to  that  paragraph,  but  inasmuch  as  that 
paragraph  is  to  go  over,  it  seems  to  me  the  Senator  ought  to 
allow  the  remaining  paragraphs  of  the  schedule  to  go  over,  eo 
that  the  rates  may  be  worked  out  and  presented  to  the  Senate 
in  the  regular  session. 

Mr  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  second  the 
re«iue»t  made  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  that  the  rest  of  tins 
schedule  may  go  over.  My  colleague  [Mr.  Blaine]  Is  very  much 
interested  in  the  schedule  and  has  made  some  study  of  it.  He 
is  engaged  this  morning  in  the  work  of  the  committee  investi- 
gating lobbying  activities.  I  hestltate  to  ask  any  special  con- 
sideration on  his  account,  but  In  view  of  the  fact  that  we  bare  y 
have  a  quorum  and  some  of  these  paragraphs  are  exceedingly 
Important,  I  would  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  we 
take  up  some  schedule  which  Is  not  controverted  and  dispose  of 
it  and  then  when  we  return  In  the  regular  session  we  shall 
have  a  fuU  attendance  and  can  dispose  of  these  more  contro- 
verted questions.  i,  u  k^ 
Mr  GEORGE.  I  wiU  say  to  the  Senator  that  we  should  be 
able  to  dispose  of  the  silk  schedule  in  a  very  short  time.    It  is 

'^^^Mr^WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the 
Senator  from  Utah  a  question?  ».     „       *       *  t-*  *. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  tbe  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 


Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Is  it  a  fact  that  «U  of  the 
protective  duties  In  this  schedule  are  dependent  somewhat  upon 
the  action  of  the  Senate  upon  the  duty  on  wool  rags? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  No;  they  are  dependent  upon  the  duty  on 
scoured  wool.  The  action  of  the  Senate  In  increasing  the  duty 
upon  scoured  wool  from  31  to  34  cents  per  pound  affects  the 
compensatory  duties,  and  those  are  the  only  ones  I  want  to  liave 
acted  on  at  this  time. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    I  do  not  think  the  Senator 
understood  my  question.    Is  it  a  fact  that  aU  of  the  protective 
duties  levied  in  this  schedule  are  dependent  somewhat  upon  our 
future  action  regarding  the  duty  on  wool  rags? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    They  would  not  be  dependent. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Correlated? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes;  they  are  correlated. 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     So  It  would  be  better  to  act 
upon  the  rate  on  wool  rags  before  we  act  upon  the  protective 
duties? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    What  I  want  to  do  Is  this 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  no  objection  to  action 
on  the  compensatory  duties.  I  wanted  to  make  it  clear  that  there 
Is  some  other  necessity  for  the  protective  duties  to  go  over 
because  of  our  failure  yet  to  act  upon  the  duty  on  wool  rags. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senate  can  act  upon  the  rates  here  that 
must  conform  to  the  rate  on  scoured  wool. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     The  compensatory  dutlM? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     Yes. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Can  we  act  upon  the  protec- 
tive duties  without  having  acted  upon  the  duty  on  wool  rags? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    The  Senator  means  the  duties  on  cloths? 
Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Yes.    That  can  not  be  done 
until  after  we  act  upon  the  rate  on  wool  rags. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  My  unanimous-consent  request  was  that  we  be 
permitted  now  to  amend  the  bill  in  conformity  with  the  action 
taken  yesterday  in  increasing  the  rate  on  scoured  wool. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  no  objection  to  that 
action. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Utah  is 
going  to  have  the  wool  schedule  go  over,  I  also  want  the  rayon 
schedule  to  go  over  l)ecau8e  I  propose  to  discuss  It  somewhat  at 
length  and  I  had  not  any  Idea  it  would  be  reached  to-day. 
Neither  do  I  want  to  have  it  taken  up  when  there  Is  not  a  full 
attendance  of  Senators.  If  we  are  going  to  postpone  the  wool 
schedule  I  would  want  the  rayon  schedule  put  over  too. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  would  like  to  proceed  to  fix  the  rates  that 

are  dependent  upon  the  action  yesterday.    It  will  not  take  long. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.     WIU  the  Senator  stop  after 

he  does  that  and  not  ask  to  discuss  the  rate  on  wool  rags  or 

subsequent  duties? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  There  are  some  provisions  here  which  ought  to 
be  acted  upon,  having  to  do  with  administrative  features,  which 
will  not  affect  the  rates  at  all. 

Mr.  BARKLEY  and  Mr.  COPELAND  addressed  the  Chair. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield ;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 
Mr.  SMOOT.     I  will  yield  first  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  have  an  amendment  which  I  propose  to 
offer  affecting  paragraph  1115,  and  it  will  probably  involve  some 
discussion.    It  is  apparent  that  we  can  not  finish  this  schedule 
to-day.    It  is  dlfl^cult  to  determine  precisely  just  what  effect  it 
may  have  on  the  so-called  compensatory  duties. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  paragraph  1115  the  only  amendment  I  would 
ask  Is  to  change  the  rate  beginning  in  Hue  6,  page  178.  The 
Senate  committee  struck  out  33  cents  per  pound  and  inserted 
31  cents  per  pound.  I  want  the  Senate  now  to  disagree  to  the 
amendment  in  Une  0. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  contemplated  an  amendment  there 
which  would  eUminate  boys'  and  men's  clothing  from  the  rate 
which  it  carries  In  paragraph  1116,  and  which  would  carry  a 
different  rate. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  That  would  have  no  effect  on  what  I  am  going 
to  try  to  do  now.  I  would  like  to  get  this  question  behind  us  In 
each  one  of  the  paragraphs  so  as  to  make  them  conform  to  the 
action  which  was  taken  yesterday  in  regard  to  the  IncTeased 
rate  on  scoured  wool. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  it  pertains  to  some 
parts  of  this  particular  section  it  may  not  be  pertinent  to  go 
through  the  formality  of  increasing  the  rates  Iwsed  on  yester- 
day's action.  That  would  involve  a  consideral^e  amoaut  of 
discussion. 

Mr.  GEC^RGE.    Mr.  President,  may  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Utah  a  question? 
Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 
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Mr.  GEOROE.  Does  the  Senator  propose  merely  to  make  the 
changes  corresponding  to  the  Senate  action  of  yesterday  in  the 
specific  rates? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Just  as  we  did  yesterday.  Let  us  take  each 
one  of  them  up  and  if  there  Is  objection,  let  it  go  over. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  The  suggestion  I  made  was  clearly  in  the 
Interest  of  progress.  I  belieye.  It  is  true  that  we  would  not 
accomplish  much,  but  this  is  such  an  important  schedule  that  I 
can  assure  the  Senator  that  if  we  proceetl  with  it  to-day  it  will 
Invite  long  discussion.  We  will  not  accomplish  very  much  by 
undertaking  to  take  it  up  to-day. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Can  we  not  take  up  the  amendments,  and  if 
there  i.-  any  objection  they  can  go  over?  1  know  the  Senate  of 
the  I'nited  States  is  not  going  to  give  an  increased  duty  upon 
scoured  wool  and  then  not  give  a  corresponding  increase  in  the 
paragraphs  affected  by  that  increase. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Of  course  I  have  no  objection  to  taking  up 
the  amendnrents  if  the  Senate  will  pass  over  any  controverted 
feature  in  them. 

Mr.   KENDRICK.    Mr.  President 

The^  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mr.  KENDRICK.  I  want  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee whether  it  is  true  that  the  proposed  changes  in  the  com- 
pensatory duties  are  only  affected  by  the  rate  on  raw  wool  such 
as  we  pas.sed  upon  yesterday? 

Mr.  SMOOT.    That  is  all  I  am  going  to  ask  the  Senate  to  do. 

Mr.  KENDRICK.  They  do  not  have  to  do  with  the  consump- 
tion of  rags? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  They  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
consumption  of  rags. 

Mr.  COPELAND  and  Mr.  HAYDEN  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield;  and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Arizona  ro.se  first.  I 
will  yield  to  him. 

Mr.  HATDEN.  I  want  to  inquire  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee with  reference  to  the  instance  which  he  cited  in  para- 
graph 1114.  line  8,  where  he  desires  to  restore  the  40-oent  rate 
in  lieu  of  the  37-cent  rate  as  provided  in  the  Senate  committee 
amendment.  The  Senator  mentioned  paragraph  1114.  In  line 
8,  the  committee  struck  out  '*  40  cents  "  and  inserted  "  37  cents." 

Mr.  SMOOT.  All  I  ask  is  that  the  Senate  disagree  to  the 
amendment  of  the  c*»mmittee  as  they  did  to  the  other. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  It  would  be  entirely  proper  to  do  that  pro- 
vided no  wool  derived  from  rags  is  used  to  make  hose,  half  hose, 
gloves,  mittens,  and  so  forth.  Can  the  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee state  that  nothing  but  raw  wool  is  used  and  that  no  shoddy 
and  no  reused  rags  go  into  the  manufacture  of  any  of  the  arti- 
cles named  in  that  paragraph? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Arizona  has 
made  a  very  pertinent  observation.  When  the  Senate  committee 
decrea.sed  the  duty  from  34  cents  to  31  cents  a  pound  on  wool,  it 
iLso  greatly  increased  the  duty  on  rags,  and  so  forth,  and  there- 
fore the  proper  specific  compensatory  duty  is  a  matter  of  real 
serious  consideration.  It  can  not  follow  just  as  a  mere  matter 
of  course  that  the  other  rates  should  be  raL<e<l.  They  should  not 
be  raised  in  every  instance  at  least. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  In  the  instance  the  Senator  cited  I  doubt 
whether  tuere  are  any  wo<il  raps  used  in  the  yarns  in  the  manu- 
facture of  the  item.s  named  therein. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.     Is  the  Senator  sure  about  it? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     In  the  coarser  yarns  that  may  happen. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  We  are  told,  Mr.  President,  that  39,000.000 
[xfunds  of  rags  were  Imported  into  the  United  States  last  year 
and  that  that  39,000,000  pounds  of  rags  displaced  100,000,000 
pounds  of  American  raw  wool.  The  displacement  must  take 
place  jsomewherc.  and  wherever  it  does  take  place  the  rate  upon 
rags  .should  affect  the  compen.satory  duty. 

Mr.  COPELAND.     Mr.  Pre.sident 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  I  beg  the  Senator  to  let  the  schedule  go 
over.  We  can  pass  the  silk  schedule  and  get  rid  of  It,  but  these 
matters  in  the  wool  schedule  are  controversial.  Of  course,  as 
regards  the  rate  on  rags,  my  State  is  In  bitter  opposition,  as  the 
Senator  knows,  and  we  will  have  to  debate  that  matter  at  length. 
The  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden]  has  already  indicated 
that  there  might  be  an  uncertainty  here.  Why  not  let  the  whole 
matter  go  over  and  take  up  the  silk  schedule  and  dispose  of  it 
and  call  it  a  day? 

Mr.  DILL.  Mr.  President,  we  must  t>e  here  until  to-night  at 
lo  o'clock  in  accordance  with  the  concurrent  resolation  which 
we  passed. 
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M-.  COPELAND.  I  suppose  we  could  stop  in  the  middle  of 
the  iftemoon  and  let  the  Senator  from  Washington  be  here  lo 
attei  id  to  the  final  adjournment. 

M ".  DILL.  I  dislike  to  see  everything  put  over  in  this  way. 
I  w(uld  like  to  have  something  done.  I  want  to  say  also  that 
I  th  nk  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Gicoroe]  made  a  very 
poin  ed  statement  a  moment  ago  when  he  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  some  of  the  increases  may  be  necessarily  compensa- 
tory and  some  may  not.  It  seems  to  be  assumed  that  the  present 
rate  are  all  absolutely  i)erfect.  I  do  not  agree  with  that.  I 
thin  :  some  of  the  woolen  manufacturing  rates  are  too  high 
and  hat  that  matter  ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration  when 
we  t  jme  to  vote. 

M '.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  in  answer  to  the  Senator  from 
Ariz  »na,  I  desire  to  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  com- 
pensitory  duty  is  40  cents  per  pound  and  35  iier  cent  ad  valorem. 
The  House  rate  was  37  cents  a  pound.  It  is  taken  into  con- 
sideration there  as  to  the  number  of  yams  and  it  is  not  as  high 
as  i  '  it  were  fine  yarns.  The  compensatory  duty  would  take 
into  consideration  that  the  rates  named  contemplate  only  the 
use   )f  the  l)est  of  rag  yarns. 

M  •.  HAYDEN.  The  Senate  Committee  on  Finance  reduced 
the  rate  on  raw  wool  from  34  cents  to  31  cents,  and  at  the 
sam((  time  increased  the  rate  on  rags  from  8  cents  to  24  cents, 
and  then  in  figuring  out  the  couipensatory  duty  reduced  the 
rate  on  this  particular  article  of  manufacture  3  cents.  They 
had  in  mind  when  they  did  that  that  it  was  a  reduction  on  raw 
woo;  and  an  increase  on  rags.  They  mu.^t  have  had  those  two 
thin  :s  in  mind,  for  both  wool  and  rags  are  being  used  in  this 
man  ifacture. 

M".  SMOOT.  This  is  not  so  high  a  rate  as  cloth  carries,  and 
that  was  taken  into  consideration  owing  to  the  very  fact  that 
the  i^oarser  yarns  in  these  particular  items  may  involve  a  c-er- 
tain  part  of  rags  such  as  we  use  in  the  United  States.  All 
I  ca  -e  about  i.s  to  get  along  with  the  bill  in  some  way. 

M  ■•  THOMAS  of  Idaho.     Mr.  President—^ 

Tl  e  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Utah 
yiek    to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

M  .  SMOOT.    I  yield. 

Mi'.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  In  the  matter  of  compensatory 
rate*  it  Is  my  understanding  that  they  have  all  been  worked  out 
by  t  le  Tariff  Commission.  There  is  not  very  much  controversy 
over  them,  but  there  is  more  or  less  confusion  as  l)etween  corn- 
pens  itory  rates  and  prote<'tive  rates.  Inasmuch  as  so  many 
Senj  tors  are  absent  at  this  time  it  seems  to  me  it  would  only 
Ik'  w  ise  to  let  the  schedule  go  over  and  go  foi-\^'ard  with  some- 
thin  ;  on  which  we  can  get  together  and  perhaps  dispose  of  at 
this  time. 

M  ■.  SMOOT.    Very  well,  we  will  let  the  .schedule  go  over. 

Tie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  By  unanimous  consent,  the 
bala  ice  of  the  schedule 

M  ■.  SMOOT.  No,  Mr.  President;  I  will  withdraw  my  request. 
Evi(  ently  we  can  not  take  it  up  in  the  way  I  had  in  mind,  and 
ther »  is  no  need  trying  to  take  up  wool  rags  anyway,  becau.se 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Gla.s8]  aske<l  that  that  be  not 
take  1  up  in  his  absence,  and  he  was  compelled  to  go  home  last 
uigh:. 

M-.  WHEELER  and  Mr.  NORRIS  addressed  the  Chair. 

Tie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  Senator  from  Utah  has 
the   loor.    To  whom  does  he  yield? 

M  r.  SMOOT.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Montana. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  ask  that  if 
we  ake  up  the  silk  scheilide  next — and  I  am  advLsetl  that  it 
will  take  only  a  few  minutes  to  dispose  of  it — that  the  sche<l- 
ule  'ollowing  it,  having  to  do  with  rayon,  shall  go  over  until 
the  lext  ses-sion,  because  there  is  going  to  be  considerable  con- 
trov?rsy  over  that  schedule,  and  it  will  not  be  disjwsed  of. 
I  w  11  say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah,  to-day.  in  any  event.  I 
am  I  foing  to  ask  unanimous  consent,  therefore,  that  that  sched- 
ule   ;o  over  until  the  next  .session. 

T;  le  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Unanimous  consent  has  not 
as  y  ?t  been  granted  for  the  disposition  of  Schedule  11  by  having 
it  g<  over.  The  Senator  from  Utah  withdrew  his  request.  The 
question  before  the  Senate,  therefore,  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
ameidment  proposed  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  that  amendment,  as  I  under- 
stand, is  in  paragraph  1102. 

Tlie  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The  r»ending  amendment  is 
on  tage  171,  paragraph  1102.  line  22. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  evidently  we  can  not  at  this 
tim€  take  action  in  regard  to  the  comiiensatory  rates.  There  is 
no  earthly  use  of  going  through  a  part  of  them  and  leaving  the 
others  unacted  upon.  They  have  been  figured  out  mathe- 
mat  cally  by  the  experts  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  I  think 
whei  we  begin  the  consideration  of  the  compoiisntory  duties 
we  <)ught  to  follow  them  right  through  the  schedule.    Evidently, 


however,  there  Is  objection  to  that,  and  so,  Mr.  President,  I 
shall  consent  that  the  wool  schedule  go  over  and  that  we  take 
up  the  silk  schedule  and  see  how  far  we  can  get  with  that. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  before  that 
shall  be  done,  I  ask  to  have  inserted  in  the  Recc»id,  for  the 
Information  of  the  Senate,  a  table  prepared  by  the  United 
States  Tariff  Commission  which  sets  forth  the  compensatory 
rates  of  wool  duties  of  tops,  yarns,  and  woven  fabrics  in  para- 
graphs 1100,  1107,  1108,  and  1109,  ba-sed  upon  the  specific  duties 
upon  wool.  This  table  shows  what  would  be  the  compensatory 
duties  on  tops,  yarns,  and  woven  fabrics  in  case  the  specific 
duty  is  as  low  as  .^>0  cents  and  as  high  as  40  cents.  I  think  it 
will  be  helpful  to  have  it  in  the  Rkxord,  and  I  ask  that  it  be 
printed  at  this  point. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Without  objection,  the  table 
will  be  printed  In  the  Recobu. 

The  table  is  as  follows: 

COUPB.N&kTOBT     BATCS     OF     WOOL     DtmE.S     OF     TOPS,     TARNS,     AND     WOVEN 

FABBICS 

(Para.  1106,  1107,  1108.  and  1109) 

Tnbulated  from  findinj^s  of  the  United  States  Tariflf  Board.  See 
page  625,  et  seq.,  "  Wool  and  manufactures  of  wool."  Message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  transmitting  a  "  Report  of  the  Tariff 
Board  on  Schedule  K  of  the  Tariff  Law,"  December  21,  1911,  House  of 
Bopresen  tat  Ives,  Sixty-second  Congress,  second  session,  Document  No. 
842. 


Wool  duty,  in  cents 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

36 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

Compensatory  rates,  in  cents: 

Fnr  tojw  (1.1  X  W) 

33 
3« 

3J 

34 
37 
47 
36 

36 
38 
48 
37 

36 
40 
fiO 
39 

37 
41 
51 
40 

39 

42 

41 

40 
43 
54 
«2 

41 
44 
56 
43 

42 

46 
57 
44 

43 

47 
59 
46 

44 

For  yarns  (1.2  x  W) 

48 

For  woven  fabrics  (1.5  x  W)... 
For  cotton  warp  '  (.IH  x  W)... 

60 

47 

'On  the  a.<«nmption  of  no  duty  upon  cotton. 

W  means  duty  upon  clean  content  of  wool  in  cents  per  pound. 

Note. — The  compensatory  rates  in  paragraphs  1107,  1108,  and  1109 
in  the  report  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  on  H.  R.  2667  are  uni- 
form In  each  parajrraph  because  the  rates  upon  wastes,  noils,  and  rags 
in  paragraph  1105  are  at  least  the  equivalent  to  the  rate  upon  raw 
wool.  In  tariff  acts  where  the  rates  of  paragraphs  equivalent  to  1105 
have  be«'n  lower,  the  compensatory  rates  In  paragraphs  corresponding 
to  1107,  1108,  and  1109  have  been  graded,  being  lower  for  the  items 
of  relatively  lower  cost. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Ma.s8achusett8  a  question. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Ma.s.«;achusetts.     I  yield. 

Mr.  NORKIS.  Assuming,  now,  that  the  duty  on  raw  wool  Is 
to  be  34  cents,  I  should  like  to  ask  him  whether  the  rates  In  the 
table  the  Senator  has  presented,  as  compared  with  the  rates  in 
the  bill,  are  the  same  as  the  rates  carried  In  the  House  bill? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  have  not  done  that.  I 
assume  that  they  are  the  same  as  the  rates  fixed  by  the  House. 
I  understand  what  the  Senator  from  Utah  is  trying  to  do  is 
this:  The  Senate  having  voted  for  the  House  rate  of  34  cents 
upon  wool  is  sw^king  to  have  the  House  compensatory  rates 
ba.sed  on  that  duty  applied  to  the  other  paragraphs  in  the 
8che<lule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     That  Is  correct. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  The  Senate  committee  pro- 
pose to  reduce  the  duty  upf»n  wool  from  34  to  31  cents  and  to 
allow  compensatory  duties  to  accord  protection  based  on  that 
rate. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President.  I  understand,  I  think,  what  is 
about  to  be  done,  but  the  question  in  my  mind  arose  whether 
there  was  any  controversy  now  as  to  what  the  compensatory 
duties  should  be  on  the  various  items  which  are  produced  from 
the  raw  wool  into  the  finished  product.  Yesterday  the  Senate 
acceded  to  the  House  rate  on  wix)l.  which  was  an  increa.se  of 
3  cents  a  pound  over  the  rate  provided  by  the  present  law.  It 
was  done  after  very  full  debate,  and  after  very  full  consider- 
ation of  the  question,  and  to  quite  an  extent  it  was  done  in  the 
name  of  the  American  farmer.  To  my  mind,  the  Senate,  espe- 
cially those  who  are  thinking  particularly  of  the  welfare  of  the 
American  farmer,  made  a  great  mistake  In  voting  for  that 
amendment,  for  It  results  In  this  situation :  It  can  now  be  said, 
"  You  have  Increased  the  rate  on  wool,  and  It  Is  therefore  neces- 
sary to  Increase  the  rate  all  the  way  through  clear  to  the  top 
on  the  finished  products."  Now,  we  begin  to  see  where  the 
Orundys  get  In  their  work.  They  helped  yesterday  to  get  the 
poor  fanner  a  little  more  of  a  tariff  on  raw  wool,  but  now  the 
farmer  Is  going  to  pay  a  little  more  for  everything  else  that  he 
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buys  dear  up  to  the  top,  and  so  is  everybody  else  in  this  coun- 
try. That  is  where  those  at  the  other  end  of  the  equation  g«t 
in  their  work.  We  have  increased  the  tariff  Just  a  little  on  an 
Item,  but  it  seems  to  me  we  were  not  justified  in  asking  that 
practically  all  the  consumers  of  the  United  States  should  be 
bunlened  all  the  way  up  the  line  for  the  sake  of  an  increased 
tariff  on  raw  wool  to  the  wool  producer,  when  there  Is  very 
serious  doubt  as  to  whether,  In  the  end.  considering  all  the 
compensatory  duties,  even  the  woolgrower  will  get  any  benefit 
out  of  it.  It  will  Increase  the  price  all  the  way  up,  and  the 
consumers  of  America  are  going  to  be  burdened. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  should  like  to  call  the  Senator's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  manufacturers  of  woolen  goods  in  the  United 
States  wantf<i  the  31-ceut-a-pouiid  rate.  Although  they  asked  for 
larger  compensatory  duties  they  did  not  object  strenuousiy ; 
they  very  much  preferred  to  have  the  lower  compensatory 
duties  as  recommended  by  the  committee  if  the  duty  on  wool 
could  l>e  retained  as  in  the  present  law  at  31  cents. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  There  was  no  very  active  support  of  the  com- 
mittee amendment,  even  from  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
him.self. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  What  I  am  saying,  so  that  there  may  be  no 
misunderstanding — and  I  know  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  does 
not  want  any  misunderstanding — is  that  the  protest  from  the 
manufacturers  was  against  the  increawnl  duty  on  wool ;  they 
did  not  want  that  increase,  but  they  were  perfectly  satisfied 
when  the  committee  reduced  the  compensatory  duties  In  con- 
formity with  the  reductl(m  of  the  duty  on  raw  wool.  It  seems 
to  me  it  is,  of  course,  nothing  more  than  right,  having  Increased 
the  duty  on  raw  wool  to  34  cents,  that  the  compensatory  duties 
which  were  based  upon  a  rate  of  31  cents  per  ix)und  on  the 
clean  cont-ent  of  wool  should  now  be  based  on  a  rate  of  34  cents. 
That  Is  the  situation  as  it  exists. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  reason  I  asked  the  question  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Massachu.setts  was  to  ascertain  whether  there  was  any 
dispute  about  what  the  compensatory  duties  ought  to  be.  I 
realize  that  in  just  such  instances  as  this  in  the  consideration 
of  the  tariff  jokers  creep  in.  When  we  tumble  over  each  other 
in  the  effort  to  help  the  man  who  has  the  sheep  to  get  a  little 
more  for  his  wool,  and  the  duty  on  w<X)l  is  Increased,  that  is 
used  as  a  basis  for  increasing  the  tariff  on  all  the  manufactured 
products  In  the  schedule,  and  In  figuriiig  out  how  much  that  in- 
crease ought  to  be  it  often  occurs  that  the  increases  go  up  in  a 
different  ratio  and  are  pyramlde<l  In  such  a  way  that  the  ulti- 
mate consumer,  who  has  to  buy  his  clothes  and  pay  for  them, 
pays  the  tariff  duties  five  or  six  times  over, 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     Mr.  President 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska yield  tt*  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  NORRIS.     I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  roughly  estimated  that  there  are  about 
6,0*0,000  farmers  in  the  United  States,  all  of  whom  at  some 
season  of  the  year  and  under  some  circumstances  consume  wool 
in  the  shape  of  clothing  or  blankets  or  other  finished  products 
of  wool.  What  proportion  of  the  6.000.000,  all  of  whom  have  to 
buy  woolen  products,  are  represented  by  those  who  produce 
wool? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  can  not  give  the  answer.  In  a  general  way 
the  man  who  produces  wool,  the  woolgrower,  has  not  been  suf- 
fering, in  my  judgment,  a&  has  the  man  who  produc*e8  wheat, 
com,  and  cattle  and  hogs.  The  wool  producer  has  not  been  get- 
ting rich ;  he  has  not  been  getting  anything  big ;  but  since  the 
tariff  was  placed  at  31  cents  on  raw  wool  his  condition  has 
been  getting  better  all  the  time;  the  population  of  sheep  has 
been  increasing  and  the  importations  have  been  decrea.sing. 
With  the  wool  producer  doing  fairly  well  at  a  time  when  all 
other  farmers  are  in  terrible  financial  distress,  and  when  we  are 
demanding  that  the  duty  upon  manufactured  products  be  re- 
duced, as  I  think  we  have  a  right  to  demand,  it  seems  to  me, 
Mr.  President,  that  we  ought  to  be  extremely  careful ;  that  we 
should  always  practice  what  we  rireach,  and  not  lay  ourselves 
liable  to  the  charge  of  selfishness  that  we  are  making  against 
many  manufacturers  because  of  the  high  tariff  rates  which  they 
have. 

I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  question  of  the  duty  on  raw 
wool ;  that  has  passed  ;  I  find  no  fault  with  anybody's  motives; 
it  is  settled  so  far  as  that  is  concerned  ;  but  the  thought  occurs 
to  me  now  that  In  fixing  the  compensatory  duties,  based  on 
the  action  we  took  yesterday,  we  ought  to  l»e  careful  to  see 
that  they  are  not-pyramided  or  increased  beyond  the  point  that 
is  absolutely  necessary. 
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Mr.  HARBISON.  Mr.  Presidort,  apropoe  of  what  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  baa  aald  with  reference  to  the  compensatory 
rates,  as  I  understand,  the  compensatory  rates  are  snppoeed  to 
be  100  per  cent  protective ;  and  so  it  will  be  as  to  the  rates  that 
are  provided  here.  No  otxe  need  fool  himself  into  bellerlng  that 
the  manufacturers  of  finished  products  of  the  wool  will  not  get 
100  per  cent  protection;  and  that  100  per  cent  protection  is 
going  to  be  saddled  upon  the  American  consumers  of  woolen 
clothes  and  blankets  and  woolen  hats  and  everything  of  which 
wool  is  a  part 

There  has  been  doubt  expressed  here  as  to  the  S4-cent  duty 
on  raw  wool  being  wholly  effective.  That  is  due  to  the  fact 
that  there  is  a  large  supply  of  wool  in  the  world,  and  the  price 
of  raw  wool  outside  of  the  United  SUtes  is  less  than  the  price 
of  raw  wool  In  the  United  States  at  this  particular  time.  Since 
the  act  of  1922,  for  the  most  part,  the  tariff  rate  <m  raw  wo<H 
has  been  almost  100  per  cent  effective.  So,  while  I  have  no 
fault  to  find  with  Senatora  who  voted  for  a  34-cent  rate  yes- 
terday, I  myself  voted  for  the  31-cent  rate  because  I  believe 
that  the  woolgrowers  of  this  country  have  been  very  well  treated 
by  the  Federal  Government,  and  that  there  was  no  great  dis- 
tress in  that  particular  industry,  or.  If  there  was,  it  was  purely 
temporary,  and  that  there  was  not  as  much  distreaa  as  there 
was  in  other  agricultural  Industries. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  heard  the  Senator  from  Utah  in  speech 
after  speech  upon  this  floor  since  the  passage  of  the  Fordney- 
McCumber  Act  of  1922  cite  to  the  Senate  and  the  country  the 
fact  that  the  rates  carried  in  that  law  saved  the  woolgrowers 
of  America,  and  that,  if  it  had  not  been  for  those  rates,  the 
price  of  wool  would  be  away  down,  but  that  now  they  are  get- 
ting along  fairly  welL 

The  House  was  a  pretty  good  friend  to  the  wo<rfgrower.  It 
Increased  the  rate  on  wool.  The  Senator  from  Oregon  on  yes- 
terday stated  that  a  tariff  duty  of  11  cents  on  wool  in  the 
grease  corresponded  to  about  33  cents  on  clean  or  scoured  wool. 

The  Information  which  I  get,  and  which  is  borne  out  by  the 
facts  revealed  in  these  {»ior  tariff  bills,  Is  not  to  that  effect. 
For  Instance,  In  190ft,  when  the  Payne- Aldrich  law  was  written, 
and  the  duty  was  placed  at  11  cents  a  pound  on  wool  In  the 
grease,  they  put  the  corresponding  duty  on  clean  wool  or 
■coured  wool  at  18  cents  a  pound — not  33  cents  a  poutJ,  but 
18  cents  a  pound,  as  I  recall ;  not  over  19,  anyhow.  When  the 
act  of  1922  passed,  I  think  it  carried  through  the  same  idea; 
and  when  this  bill  came  from  the  House  with  a  duty  of  34  cents 
a  poond  placed  on  wool  in  the  grease,  what  did  the  Senate 
committee  do?  They  did  not  recommend  34  cents.  Here  is  the 
bill  as  it  came  from  the  House,  so  the  record  may  speak  for 
Itself. 

In  the  bill  as  It  came  from  the  House  in  1922,  wool  In  the 
grease  was  put  at  25  cents  a  pound;  In  the  scoured  state,  26 
cents  a  pound.  What  do  we  have  here?  We  put  It  at  31  cents 
In  this  particular  bill  when  it  was  reported  out  of  the  Senate 
committee.  The  committee  put  in  31  cents  instead  of  2S  cents, 
and  put  in  34  cents  instead  of  26.  So  I  submit  that  there  has 
been  a  great  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  corresponding  rates 
on  wool,  dean  or  scoured,  when  compared  to  11  cents  duty  on 
wool  in  the  grease. 

Another  peculiar  thing  about  this,  Mr.  President,  Is  that  on 
yesterday,  when  this  matter  was  being  discussed  in  the  Senate, 
although  a  majority  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  reported  to 
the  S^iate  a  31-cent  duty,  fighting  the  34  cents  that  the  House 
bad  put  on,  not  a  single  member  of  the  majority  of  the  Finance 
Committee  rose  to  defend  the  action  of  the  committee.  On  the 
ether  hand,  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot],  who  in  the  past 
bas  been  designated  and  who  following  yesterday  ought  to  be 
designated  with  more  eloquence  and  more  assurance  "the  little 
■bepberd  of  the  West"  turned  turtle  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  Finance  Committee  to  reduce  this  rate  from  84  to  81  cents, 
and  was  tba  stronfest  advocate  yesterday  of  resorreetlng  ths 
84  cents  a  pound  It  was  under  his  leadership  as  chairman  of 
the  FInaiMW  ConuDlttes  that  this  decrease  was  rscommendcd, 
sod  then  bs  ttimed  snmnd  and  foaf bt  this  decrease  from  84  to 
81  rents  a  pooad. 

Mr.  WAUin  of  MassacbnsetU  sod  Mr  THOMAS  of  Idaho 
addrssaed  the  Cbsir, 

The  VICB  PRESIDVNT.  Dots  tbe  Senator  from  Mlsirtsslppl 
yield ;  sod  to  wbon? 

Mr.  HABBIflON.    I  yield  to  tbe  Senator  frfmi  Massacbnsetts. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  remind  the  Senator  that 
tbe  RBcoaa  shows  that  of  the  11  Republican  members  of  tbe 
Finance  Committee  only  3  went  on  record  yesterday  as  favorioff 
tbe  action  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Yes.  So  there  are  peculiar  tbinas  happen- 
tng  here;  and.  for  my  part.  I  want  to  see  some  rou  calls  on 
these  increased  compensatory  rates  on  woolen  goods  made  nee- 
bf  the  increased  rates  on  tbe  raw  inaterial,  because  we 
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are  <ertainly  Increasing  the  cost  of  woolen  blankets  and  woolen 
dottaes  to  people  who  need  them. 

Ml.  THOBfAS  of  Idaho.     Mr.  President 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mlsefsslppi 
yielq  to  the  Senator  from  Idaho? 

Mi  HARRISON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Ml.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  I  Just  wanted  to  correct  the  Sen- 
ator'i  statement  on  the  rates  in  the  Payne-Aldrich  bill.  I  think. 
If  h€  will  check  It  op,  he  will  find  that  the  scoured  wool  was 
based  at  33  cents.    Even  wastes  were  30  cents  under  that  bill. 

Ml.  HARRISON.     What  was  that?    I  did  not  catch  it. 

Ml.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  The  rate  under  the  Payne-Aldrich 
bill  )n  deaned  wool  was  33  cents,  and  even  wastes  were  30 
cents. 

Ml.  HARRISON.  The  Information  I  get  Is  that  It  was  18 
or  IJ   cents  on  the  clean  wool. 

Ml.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.  I  may  say.  for  the  Senator's  in- 
formation, that  that  in  effect  was  what  it  amounted  to,  because 
the  'vool  was  shipped  in  in  the  grease,  and  the  shrinkage  con- 
tent was  so  re<luced  that  It  amounted  only  to  18  or  19  cents ; 
hut  he  woolgrowers  thought  they  were  given  the  33  cents,  and 
they  were  given  .30  cents  on  waftes. 

Ml'.  HARRISON.  Oh,  yes.  Well,  the  compensatory  du^ 
was  placed  at  18  cents  in  the  Payne-Aldrich  law. 

M  '.  THOMAS  of  Idaho.     No ;  I  think  It  was  33  cents. 

M  '.  HARRISON.     No;  the  facts  do  not  show  that 

Ml'.  SMOOT.     Mr.  President 

Tl  e  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
ylelc   to  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

M  '.  HARRISON.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Ml .  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Ml.'^si.ssippl  is  talking  about 
one  liing  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  another.  The  duty  was 
11  cjnts  a  pound,  based  upon  the  a."'snmi>tion  that  there  was 
66%  per  cent  loss  in  the  wool.  That  would  be  33  cents  a  pound. 
The  figures  that  the  Senator  is  speakin/:  of  were  the  average 
not  only  for  the  carpet  wools,  which  shrink  very  little,  but  for 
the  t  igher-grade  wools  that  shrink  even  more  than  66%  per  cent. 

Ml'.  HARRISON.     And  it  amounte<l  to  18  cents. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  The  Senator  from  Idaho  Is  correct;  and  upon 
the  lasls  that  the  Senator  Is  speaking,  he  is  virtually  correct. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HARRISON.     I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.     I  thank  the  Senator. 

In  order  that  there  may  not  be  any  misunderstanding  In  the 
Rix'iiao  from  what  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  just  said 
about  the  vote  yesterday,  in  which  he  said  that  of  the  11  Mem- 
bers of  the  majority  party  of  the  Finance  Committee  only  3 
vote!  for  the  action  of  the  committee,  I  should  like  to  add  to 
that  statement  the  fact  that  only  2  voted  against  it  and  6  were 
absent 

M-.  HARRISON.  The  Senator  from  Connecticut  voted  for 
the  n  cents  duty.    That  is  quite  true. 

Mt  BINGHAM.    I  did. 

And  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Hals] 


The  Senator  from  Maine  is  not  a  member 


Mr.  HARRISON 
votel  for  it. 

Mr.  BINGHAM, 
of  t  le  committee. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  He  Is  not  a  member  of  the  committee;  but, 
so  f  ir  as  I  have  been  able  to  look  down  the  roll  call,  they  were 
the  >nly  two  Members  of  the  Senate  from  the  East  who  voted 
for    he  31  cents  duty. 

M'.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.    Mr.  President 

Tie  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
yield  to  tbe  Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  do. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts,  At  least  two  of  the  absentees 
left  word — and  It  Is  in  the  Rstobd— that  If  they  were  present 
the]  would  vote  against  the  comiulttee.  I  refer  to  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Gsixivcl  and  tbe  Senator  from 
Peoiisylvsola  [Mr.  Haxo].  So  the  Rxrosn  Nhown  that  st  leait 
flv«4-I  think  perhaps  tour,  hut  my  lmt>reMi«ion  In  five— ^lecla red 
thetiiselves  sgalnst  tbe  rerw»rt  of  the  committee,  while  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  (Mr,  Watmos],  of  course,  wss  absent, 
ami  the  Senator  fro^  Utah  (Mr.  SmootI  was  present  bat  did 
not  rote  at  sll. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  So,  altbongb  In  1000  the  grestest  sttack 
that  was  nisde  on  that  bill  was  on  Schedule  K.  which  carried 
s  n  te  of  duty  of  11  oentu  on  wool  in  the  grea»e,  and  took 
woos  ss  a  whole,  ss  the  Senator  from  Utah  has  Mid,  and 
piscpd  a  compen»at<»ry  duty  on  wool  deim  or  scoured  <»f  18 
cent  I  a  ponnd.  and  although  in  1022  the  Honiie  of  Representa- 
tive! only  recommended  a  duty  on  clean  wool  of  2S  cents  a 
pou  td.  and  they  thought  that  had  reached  the  very  apex  of 
ptoi  ectlon,  tbe  present  bill  comes  to  us  and  we  vote  now  not  for 
31  c  snts,  which  we  on  this  side  were  willing  to  do  and  did  do.  and 
wbl:h  tbe  committee  asked  for,  but  34  cents.    It  seems  to  me 


It  Is  going  pretty  far,  and  It  Is  pretty  unreasonable,  and  cer- 
tainly it  is  placing  great  burdens  upon  the  consumers  of  this 
country  who  neeil  woolen  blankets  and  woolen  clothes  and 
woolen  hats,  and  boots  which  in  some  cases  contain  wool. 

Mr.  SACKETT.    Mr.  President,  wiU  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HARRISON.    I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  The  Senator  has  referred  to  the  rates  In 
Schedule  K  in  1909  as  being  11  cents  and  18  cents  on  the 
scoured  wool,  as  I  read  it. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  No ;  I  did  not  say  the  rate  on  scoured  wool 
was  11  cents ;  I  said  on  wool  in  the  grease. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Yes;  and  the  rate  on  scoured  wool  was  18 
ct-nts,  as  I  understood. 

Mr.  HARRISON.    Yes ;  the  compensatory  duty  was  18  cents. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Class  2  covers  Leicester,  Cotswold,  Lincoln- 
shire, Down  combing  wools,  and  Canada  long  wools.  They  are 
all  in  class  2.  The  rate  of  duty  on  class  2  was  12  cents  a  pound ; 
and  section  366  says  that  **  the  duty  on  wools  of  the  first  and 
se<'ond  classes  which  .shall  be  imported  scoured  shall  be  three 
times  the  duty  to  which  they  would  be  subjected  if  imported 
unwashed."    Three  times  12  is  36. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  Of  course,  the  controversy  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  is  with  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  No;  my  controversy  Is  with  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi,  to  correct  the  Rbcoed  In  that  regard,  and 
read  from  the  bill. 

Mr.  HARRISON.  No;  I  stand  upon  what  I  stated  here.  My 
information  is  based  upon  advice  from  the  cominis.sion.  We 
heurd  what  the  Senator  from  Utah  just  stated  with  reference 
to  the  matter.  I  think  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  better 
look  over  his  figures  again. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  I  will  refer  the  Senator  to  sections  364, 
366,  and  369  of  the  act  of  1909.  which  give  the  facts. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky to  give  me  his  attention. 

If  the  wool  had  been  lmporte<l  as  clean  wool,  the  Senator  Is 
perfectly  correct ;  the  law  would  have  taken  care  of  it  at  33 
cents.  The  trouble  was,  however,  that  then  Australia  began 
to  skirt  the  wool.  Australia  began  to  take  all  possible  foreign 
matter  out  of  the  wool,  outside  of  .scouring  the  wool ;  and  where 
our  wool  was  based  upon  66%  i)er  cent  loss,  the  South  Ameri- 
can wools  came  in  at  a  los.s  of  about  18  per  cent  instead  of  66 
per  cent.  The  Australian  wools  were  skirted,  and  all  the  dust 
that  was  possible  to  be  taken  out  was  taken  out,  and  all  the 
taglofks  were  taken  off.  They  came  In,  and  the  grea.se  con- 
tent only  amounted  to  about  37  to  38  per  cent  instead  of  66% 
per  cent,  and  hardly  any  wa.shed  wool  came  into  the  United 
States.  Therefore,  the  33  cents  was  never  effective,  because  it 
applle<i  on  scoured  wool,  and  it  never  came  in. 

That  is  the  story  just  as  it  is.  So  I  say  the  statement  of 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  as  to  the  result  is  corre<'t.  As  to 
the  statement  in  the  law,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  correct. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachu-setts.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  say 
a  word  about  the  compensatory  duties  upon  wool  in  the  manu- 
factures of  wool. 

I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  one  of  the  dlflBculties 
here  is  with  the  levying  of  specific  duties  on  raw  wool,  and  be- 
cause we  have  raised  the  specific  duty  by  the  vote  of  yesterday, 
the  compensatory  duties  will  of  necessity  have  to  be  increased. 

These  compensatory  rates  are  imposed  for  the  benefit  of  the 
woolgrower  because  if  there  were  no  duty  upon  the  wool  In 
importe<l  wool  manufactures,  such  wool  would  enter  the  coun- 
try free  in  comi)etition  with  domestio  wool. 

Thuf»  it  Is  necessary  for  every  Senator  who  voted  yesterday  to 
increase  this  duly  to  34  cents  to  vote  for  the  exact  compensatory 
duty  which  the  Tariff  Commission  rccommendft  or  he  will  be 
voting  to  undo  what  he  did  yexterduy  for  the  wfjolgrowcrs, 

Tliese  comiM'nwitory  rates  are  llkewlm;  Imposed  to  protect  the 
domestic  n»aiiufa<lurfr  from  foreign  miinufactureM  of  free  wool. 
They  are  to  \}\h(v  him  ui»<»n  a  parity  with  IiIm  foreign  comfietitor 
an  regard**  raw  materiiil.  Even  thimgh  tlur*'  were  protective 
doties  to  off  Met  the  difference  between  the  coxt  of  foreign  and 
H/tmrntU'  miinufaHure.  there  could  tuii  be  »rticce»sifal  cotniietUion 
with  foreign  wool  umnufiu'turcrN  wlume  w<n>1  In  free  unle»«  there 
were  mtmt'  otlmft  to  the  duty  <hi  wo«>1  nulAclent  to  <»verc<mie  the 
dlffenmce  txHween  tbe  coMt  of  the  raw  material  abroad  and  In 
the  UnitcHl  MtateM.  Tlie  prk«  of  woril  U  determined  In  tbe  world 
market,  but  w(t<A  munnfiw  turerM  in  the  I'nited  States  must  pay, 
in  addition  to  the  world-murket  price,  an  amount  ai)(>roa(^ing 
the  rate  of  duty  upon  the  raw  material. 

I  spent  Kome  time  yesterday  in  trying  to  convince  the  Senate 
that  these  duties,  compensatory  and  protective,  work  out,  be- 
cause of  the  levying  of  a  specific  duty,  tremendously  to  the 
disadvantage  of  the  wearers  and  purchasers  of  cheap  clothing. 
I  have  before  me  several  tables  Illustrative  of  tbe  manner  in 


which  these  duties  operate  In  that  direction  upon  yams,  woven 
wool  fabrics,  and  other  wool  products,  and  I  am  going  to  a^ 
that  the  one  on  blankets  be  inserted  in  the  Rboobo;  but  I  am 
going  first  to  give  an  illustration,  and  I  desire  particularly  the 
attention  at  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Nobsis],  who  has 
manifested  very  much  interest  in  this  aspect  of  the  wool  dntles. 

A  study  of  this  table  leads  to  the  following  conclusions : 

First  A  Uanket  valued  at  $2  per  pound  has  a  protective  ad 
valorem  rate  of  40  per  cent,  which,  of  course,  is  for  the  benefit 
of  the  manufacturers.  It  has  also  a  compensatory  rate  of  38 
cents  per  pound  to  offset  the  specific  duty  of  31  cents  per  pound, 
which  for  this  blanket  is  an  equivalent  ad  valorem  rate  of  about 
12  per  cent.  This  makes  a  total  equivalent  ad  valorem  rate  of 
52  per  cent  for  this  blanket  valued  at  $2  per  pound. 

Second.  A  blanket  valued  at  50  cents  per  pound  has  a  manu- 
facturers' protective  duty  of  36  per  cent.  To  this  Is  applied  the 
compensatory  rate,  which  for  the  blankets  of  less  value — In 
which  the  50  cents  per  pound  blanket  is  included — Is  28  cents^ 
This  compensatory  rate  changed  into  ad  valorem  rate  amounts 
in  this  case  to  about  54  per  cent,  which  with  the  manufacturers' 
protective  duty  of  36  per  cent  gives  a  total  equivalent  ad  valorem 
rate  of  90  per  cent  for  blankets  valued  at  50  cents  per  pound. 

Third.  For  blankets  of  lesser  value  this  equivalent  ad  valorem 
rate  increases  rapidly. 

In  other  words,  the  50  cents  per  iH>und  wool  blanket  used  by 
the  poor  bears  a  total  ad  valorem  duty  of  90  per  cent,  while  the 
$2  per  pound  blanket  has  levied  upon  it  an  equivalent  id 
valorem  duty  of  only  54  per  cent. 

As  we  go  below  the  50  cents  a  pound  blanket,  the  rate  con- 
tinues to  increase,  i-eaching  an  ad  valorem  rate  on  the  very 
cheap  blanket  of  129  per  cent. 

I  call  attention  to  the  manner  in  which  this  specific  duty 
operates,  and  partieularly  to  again  protest  against  the  in- 
crease of  the  specific  duty  to  34  cents  per  pound  upon  raw  wool. 
I  am  not  now  talking  about  wool  rags.  Yesterday  I  pointed 
Out  what  a  .special  burden  the  Increase  of  that  duty  would 
mean  In  the  cost  of  the  clothing  of  the  poorer  classes.  This  in- 
equality relates  to  the  si)eciflc  duty  upon  virgin  wool,  and  these 
duties  work  out  in  the  ca.se  of  a  blanket  valued  at  50  cents  a 
Ijound  to  lie  double  those  levied  upon  a  blanket  valued  at  $2  per 
pound.  The  same  ratio  exists  in  all  woven-wool  fabrics  from 
which  clothes  are  made  and  also  as  to  yarns  from  which  sweat- 
ers are  made. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  can  the  Senator  demon.strate, 
by  reference  to  some  of  the  samples  on  the  table  in  the  comer 
of  the  Senate,  just  what  these  rates  would  mean? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Mas.«achusetts.  I  could  not  do  that,  but  when 
we  reconvene  in  the  regular  session,  I  expect  to  have  exhibited 
to  the  Senate  suits  of  clothing  and  overcoats  and  socks  and 
underwear,  in  order  t(»  show  how  these  rates  affect  different 
tyi>es  of  clothing  and  different  kinds  of  overci>ats.  I  expect  also 
to  show  that  if  we  increase  the  duty  up<in  wool  rags  to  24  cents 
a  pound,  and  if  the  manufacturer  of  that  suit  must  substitute 
virgin  wool,  the  price  of  the  suit  of  clothes  will  almost  double. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  wonder  If  the  exhibits  now  here  will  be 
here  when  we  reconvene;  does  the  Senator  know? 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  notice  that  there  are  police 
officers  present  to  protect  the  exhibits  when  we  leave  the  Cham- 
ber, and  I  suppose  they  will  be  here  until  we  return  in  December. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do  not  see  an^  use  of  having  police  oflScers 
present  to  protect  the  exhibits  after  Senators  leave  the  Chaml>er. 
They  ought  to  be  here  when  the  Senators  are  here.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  danger  of  the  exhibits  being  interfered  with 
after  the  Senators  go  away.     [Laughter,] 

Mr.  HMOOT.  The  exhibits  will  be  taken  care  of,  and  will  be 
on  the  table  when  we  reconvene. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  Without  obJe<'tIon.  the  matter  sub- 
roll  toil  by  tbe  Senatx>r  from  MaNNachUNettM  will  be  printed  in  the 
Hbcoso, 

Tbe  matter  referred  to  Is  sn  follows: 

Kgt/lVAt^KIIT  AD  VAtOSKM   SATSM  r<tn  FAKAfiSArMS  1IM,  UOI,  Um,  tt09,  ASO 

1111  or  TASirr  »wl  n,  n.  t«ti 

Blu<>  print  rhart*  of  eqolvslent  nd  faloreoi  ntr»  tor  parasrspb*  1106, 
1107,  IIOS,  11(H>,  «nd  1111  Mlnm  tor  Um»  «'Xp<iM»lr*  wtml  o««nufftctiirss 
blKti  iftulriltftit  «4  ralortem  raUt*  aiMl  Uft  nM/r«  esp«u«tv«  goudm  h-namr 
equivalent  ad  valorem  rate*. 

Tbe  total  squlvslent  ad  valorpn  rat*  la  mn/lf  of  two  psrta;  one  due 
to  tlw>  ntannfartuftfra'  proiifctivf  nit<^  (in  a<l  valorem  form)  aikl  tbe 
other  to  tbe  wool  dutf  tranalattfd  from  tbe  apectOc  rate  into  an  ad 
valorem  rate.  Tbe  wool  rate  i«  31  etmtB  per  rlean  pooiul  of  wool.  If 
tbia  la  applied  to  a  coatlx  manufacture  of  wool  it  la  a  relatively  anal! 
part  ot  tbe  value.  If  applied  to  a  cheaper  fabric,  yarn,  or  top,  it  be> 
cornea  a  bigher  and  blgber  peroentage  of  tbe  Talue  of  tbe  article. 

Tbe  charta  abow  bow  tbe  eompenaatlng  rate*  for  tbe  wool  dutie*  in 
each  of  theae  paragraphs  for  leaa  and  leaa  expensive  artldea  beoomea  a 
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greater  part  of  the  equlT»I«ot  ad  ralorem  rata  into  which  the  total  doty 
is  translated. 

These  charts  >bow  that  the  maoafacturer  ahoald  not  be  ebarsed  with 
rdatlrely  blcfa  rates  of  duty  apon  the  cheaper  goods  needed  bj  people  of 
amall  means.  They  show  that  the  high  apedflc  duty  for  tiie  benefit  of 
the  woolgrowera  ia  responsible. 

On  the  bottom  of  tlM  chart  on  page  5»48  the  value  per  pound  In  cents 
is  noted ;  on  the  left  border,  the  equivalent  ad  valorem  rate  ia  gtren. 

Tbe  VI("E  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  is  Informed  that  the 
Senator  from  Utah  ha^  asked  UDaninious  consent  that  the  Sen- 
ate prorecil  to  the  consideration  of  the  silk  schedule. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  have  asked  unanimous  con.seut  that  the  wool 
8che«lule  go  over,  and  that  we  {iroci-ed  with  the  silk  schedule. 

Tbe  VICE  PRESIDENT.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  FLETCHER.  Hr.  President,  before  we  pass  from  this 
schedule,  in  connection  with  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
Haxsuchuxetts  in  retsard  to  a  dl'n;>la>'  of  giKxls  when  we  return 
in  December,  I  recall  that  tbe  first  tariff  bill  with  which  I  had 
any  experience  was  tbe  Payne- Aldricb  bill,  and  I  remember  per- 
fectly the  niasniflcent  address  delivered  on  that  bill  by  tbe  then 
St'fiator  from  hma,  Mr.  Dolliver.  lie  faiad  four  or  Are  desks 
covered  with  sauipleM  and  illustrationM,  and  be  ma<le  a  territlc 
assault  on  Schedule  K.  so  much  wi  that  after  his  speech  was 
over  one  of  the  Senators  on  tbe  Kei>ubllcan  side  said  to  the 
leader  on  that  side,  "  Somebo<ly  must  auswi>r  DoUiver's  speech. 
We  can  not  go  before  tbe  country  with  that  speech  unanswered.*' 
The  Senator  addressed  simply  observed,  "  We  will  answer  it 
when  the  roil  is  called."  That  was  the  situation  at  that  time. 
I  think  we  have  a  little  differetit  condition  nuw. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  Senator  from  Utah?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  Secre- 
tary will  state  the  first  amendment  in  the  silk  schedule. 

The  first  amendment  in  Schedule  12,  silk  munufactures,  was, 
on  page  181,  line  4,  after  the  word  "  rayon,"  to  insert  "  or  other 
synthetic  textile,"  so  as  to  make  tbe  paragraph  read : 

Pas.  1202.  Span  silk  or  seluippe  silk  yam,  or  yam  of  silk  and  rayon 
or  other  synthetic  textile,  and  roving,  not  bleached,  dyed,  colored,  or 
piled,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  bleached,  dyed,  colored,  or  plied,  50  per 
cent   ad   valorem. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  that  is  in  harmony  with  the 
definition  of  "  rayon  "  contained  in  the  rayon  schedule,  and  the 
same  amendment  has  been  inserted  in  other  places. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Tbe  next  amendment  was,  on  page  181,  line  14,  before  the 
words  "  ad  valorem,"  to  strike  out  "  5&  per  cent "  and  insert 
"  00  per  cent,"  so  as  to  make  the  paragraph  read : 

Pas.  1205.  Woven  fabrics  in  the  piece,  wholly  or  In  chief  value  of 
allk,  not  specially  provided  for,  60  per  cent  ad  valorem  ;  if  Jacquard- 
flgnred.  65  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  This  is  an  increase.  I  would  like  to  have  an 
explanation  of  the  reason  for  it. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  rayon  constitutes  the  component 
element  of  probably  the  largest  part  of  the  silk  mixtures  im- 
ported. Tbe  rate  is  therefore  raised  to  afford  the  dontestic 
manufacturers  a  compensatory  duty  on  the  rayon  yams  con- 
sumed in  the  weaving  of  silk  and  rayon  mixtures.  European 
producers  have  a  competitive  raw-material  advantage  over 
American  broad-silk  weavers  on  rayon  and  other  synthetic  tex- 
tiles, whi<h  are  higher  in  price  in  the  United  States  by  the 
amount  of  tbe  present  rayon  duty.  The  change  ia  to  meet  that 
situation. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  the  rates  in  paragraph  1205 
have  been  increased  as  follows: 

If  Jacqnard-flgured,  W  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

That  provision  was  inserted  In  the  House  and  the  Senate 
committee  did  not  change  the  provision,  and  therefore  no 
question  can  be  raised  concerning  it  at  this  time. 

The  committee  did,  however,  increase  the  duty  on  broad 
silVcs  from  55  per  cent  ad  valorem  to  60  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  this  increase  in  rate  ia  justified. 
I  think  the  amendment  ought  to  be  rejected.  I  know — and 
there  will  be  no  dispute  about  the  fact — that  there  has  been  an 
increase  in  the  importations  of  silk-mixed  goods,  silk  and  rayon 
particnlarly. 

I  remember  also  that  there  was  a  complaint  that  umbrella 
giMKls — gloria  cloth,  I  believe  It  Is  called — was  being  Imported. 

Mr.  SMOOT.     In  very  large  quantities. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes;  in  very  large  quantities.  I  recognise 
that.  Yet  about  90  per  cent  of  tlie  imports  affected  by  this 
amendment  are  noncompetitive  and  about  10  per  cent  are 
competitive. 
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iccording  to  the  figures  which  I  have,  in  1923  the  Imports 
unqer  paragraph  1205  constituted  only  3.37  per  cent  of  the  total 
consumption.  In  1925  they  constituted  2.67  per  cent.  In  11>27 
thev  constituted  3.52  per  cent,  while  the  production  in  the 
United  States  was  97.02  per  cent.  So  there  are  less  than  4  per 
cent  of  the  importations  of  this  particular  silk,  broad  silk,  and 
the]  total  poundage  imixirted  of  broad  silk  contains  only  about 
10  10  15  per  cent  of  the  silk  mixed  goods. 

Mr,  President,  the  chief  reason,  the  real  justification,  for  this 
increase,  if  any  Justification  can  be  urged,  is  in  the  advantage 
the!  foreign  manufacturer  has  in  the  lower  cost  of  his  rayon, 
which  is  mixed  with  the  silk.  That  leads  me  to  make  this 
statement.  I  am  sure  that  the  Senate,  when  the  question  is 
fully  discussed,  will  reduce  tbe  rayon  duties,  and  that  slight 
adv  intage  which  the  foreign  manufacturer  has  In  the  making 
of  hese  silk-mixed  goods  which  <-nme  In  under  this  section, 
wh  cb  is  tbe  only  p<WMlble  Justification,  In  my  opinion,  for  the 
inc  ease  lo  this  duty,  will  t)c  very  largely  removed.  Of  course, 
I  cm  not  anticipate  what  the  Senate  will  do,  but  it  does  seem 
to  me  that  on  a  presentation  of  the  facts  there  will  be  a  reduc- 
tion In  tbe  rayon  rat«'  when  we  reach  that. 

Ibe  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question  is  on  agrt^etng  to  the 
ami  ndment. 

i  r.  NtjRKIK.  Before  we  vote  on  the  amendment,  Mr.  PreHi- 
detit,  I  would  like  to  have  the  attention  of  the  few  Senators 
no^r  here,  because  I  am  going  to  make  a  sutreestiou  in  regard  to 
thi  schedule.  Some  of  the  Items  in  the  silk  schedule  will  logi- 
cal y  depend  upon  what  Is  done  with  rayon.  I  would  like  to 
ha>e  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  CoLztMsJ, 
too 

li  it  not  true  that  the  duties  which  logically  would  be  put  on 
sill  depend,  to  some  extent  at  least,  on  ttie  duties  levied  on 
rayjan  ? 

r.  COUZENS.  I  undei-stood  the  Senator  from  Utah  to  say 
thai  this  raise  was  made  in  part  as  conipen-satioo  for  the  in- 
crease In  the  duty  on  rayon. 

r.  SMOOT.  It  is  a  very,  very  .small  part  of  it,  not  enough 
to  i^iterfere  with  the  action  on  silk. 

r.  COUZENS.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  disposed  of. 
r.  NORRIS.  When  I  think  of  what  to  nie  seem  like  as- 
tounding rates  that  we  are  going  to  pile  upon  the  backs  of  the 
Tican  consumers,  the  rates  that  we  are  putting  on  silk  logi- 
c-ally coming  from  the  rates  on  rayon  to  some  extent  at  least, 
however  small  it  may  be,  I  feel  like  calling  a  halt.  Silk  is 
sonlething  in  common  use  now,  much  different  from  what  it 
useti  to  be.    It  is  not  a  luxury  like  it  usetl  to  be. 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Does  not  the  Senator  think  we  are  more 
Justified  in  putting  GO  per  cent  on  silk  than  100  iier  cent  on 
wtxil? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  do.  I  have  not  approved  the  rate  put  on 
wo<  I.  I  voted  against  it.  I  think  we  made  a  mistake  and  we 
wil  make  many  more  when  we  do  that  in  a  c<impemiatory  way 
as  ipplie<l  to  the  various  grades  of  manufacturetl  wool.  Not- 
wit  istanding  that,  we  are  starting  on  anotiier  article  that  goes 
Into  every  home.  All  of  the  poor  people,  the  laboring  people, 
lH>t  J  men  and  women,  use  silk  now  and  they  are  paying  these 
rat».  The  committee  is  trying  to  put  on  a  rate  of  65  per  cent 
on  lilk.  We  ought  to  hesitate  before  we  burden  our  people  with 
sue  1  rates  as  that.  We  have  been  crying  out,  or  many  of  us 
ha\e  been  at  least,  that  these  tariffs  are  exorbitant,  that  they 
are  outrageously  exorbitant,  that  they  are  unfair.  I  concede 
tha:  we  have  pnt  on  some  already  that  I  think  are  subject  to 
tha ;  criticism  and  we  have  not  been  able  to  keep  them  off.  But 
her?  now  is  anotiier  place  where  something  in  common  use  Is 
taxfd  clear  to  the  sky. 

1  heard  the  junior  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Wheei.erJ 
say  a  while  ago  that  he  did  not  want  the  rayon  schedule  taken 
up  because  he  had  assumed,  of  course,  having  the  wool  schedule 
bef  )re  us.  that  we  would  not  reacli  the  rayon  schedule  to-day. 
He  said  that  he  would  have  to  have  time  to  get  his  material 
here  and  therefore  asked  that  the  rayon  schedule  go  over,  which 
wan  a  reasonable  request,  and  the  chairman  of  the  ronmiittee 
con<ente<l,  to  let  it  go  over  on  that  account.  Now  we  have 
refl  -hed  the  silk  schedule  which  depends  somewhat  on  ravon, 
nnr  the  Illogical  thing  to  do  Is  to  take  it  up.  If  we  are  going 
to  :et  these  increases  here  I  feel  like  taking  advantage  of  the 
sitiation 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  may  I  interrupt  the  Senator 
th^«? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Very  well ;  I  yield. 

I  r.  BARKLEY.  Thi.s  amendment  seems  to  be  the  only  one 
In  he  silk  schedule,  except  in  paragraph  1208,  where  the  com- 
mittee reduces  the  Hou.se  rates  on  hose  and  says  they  are  to  be 
tax.Kl  under  paragraph  1309,  which  is  in  the  rayon  schedule. 
We  have  an  opportunity  here  to  defeat  the  increase  by  voting 
to  (  efoat  the  Senate  committee  amendment 
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TAKirr  Bill  of  1929 — H.  R.  2667 

PARAORAPH    IV  :    WOOL    BLANKETS 

Equivalent  ad  valorem  ratea  a*  amended  by  Finance  Committee 
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Mr.  NORRIS.  Exactly ;  but  as  I  look  around  orer  the  Senate 
now  and  see  the  Senatoirs  who  are  present,  I  am  afraid  to  go 
to  the  test.  There  are  not  enough  here  to  rote  as  I  think  the 
Senate  ought  to  vote. 

Mr.  BARK  LEY.  I  think  we  have  enough  under  the  circnm- 
stanoes  to  defeat  the  amendment 

Mr.  SMOOT.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senatw  yield? 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Certainly. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  It  is  true  that  the  rates  on  rayon  to  m  6«gne 
at  least,  small  aa  they  may  be,  will  affect  the  silk  schedule 
and  perhaps  they  ought  to  be  considered  together.  Therefore 
I  am  going  to  ask  that  the  silk  schedule  go  over  and  that  we 
take  up  the  papers  and  books  schedule.  I  do  not  think  there 
will  be  anything  there  to  create  discussion. 

Mr.  GEORGE  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  that 
I  l)elieTe  the  Senate  would  disagree  to  this  amendment  anyway. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  We  had  better  wait  until  we  get  through  with 
the  rayou  schedule,  because  the  question  has  been  brought  up. 
We  might  as  well  leave  it  rather  than  to  return  to  it  later. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  A  while  ago,  before  the  Senator  from  Ne- 
braska [Mr.  No^is]  b^an  his  remarks.  I  understood  the  Chair 
to  have  declared  this  amendment  defeated. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    I  did  not  hear  tliat  statement  by  the  Chair. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    No :  the  Chair  did  not  so  state. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  has  not  announced  the 
result,  but  if  the  Chair  had  announced  the  result  at  that  time 
be  would  have  announced  that  the  amendment  was  defeated  be- 
cause that  was  the  result  of  the  vote.  However,  no  announce- 
ment has  been  made,  so  that  the  amendm^it  is  still  pending. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    If  Smators  want  to  vote,  let  us  vote. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Mr.  President,  l)efore  we  vote  on  this  mat- 
ter I  think  it  is  only  fair  that  those  who  have  been  listening  to 
the  debate  should  remember  that  the  committee  In  granting  thi? 
rai.se  did  so  because  it  was  shown  in  the  testimony  that  the 
manufacturers  of  broad  silks  had  not  received  a  proper  com- 
pensation for  the  increa.se  In  the  goods  going  into  the  manu- 
facture of  broad  silk,  of  which  rayons  consist  of  a  very  small 
proportion.  In  other  words,  in  the  manufacture  of  broad  silks 
there  goes  a  certain  amount  of  wool  and  we  have  increased  the 
duty  on  wool.  There  goes  also  a  certain  amount  of  spun  silk, 
and  we  have  increased  the  duty  on  spun  silk.  It  was  because 
the  committee  believed  that  this  5  per  cent  increase  was  merely 
a  perfectly  fair  compensatory  increase,  in  view  of  the  additional 
cost  which  has  been  placed  upon  the  material  which  the  broad 
silk  mannfactttrers  are  using  and  in  addition  to  that  the  fact 
that  the  importations  of  broad  silks  have  increased,  that  the 
committee  granted  this  increase.    That  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

If  we  are  not  going  to  increase  the  cost  of  wool,  and  if  we 
are  not  going  to  increase  the  cost  of  .span  silk  and  the  other 
materials  which  go  into  the  manufacture  of  broad  silk,  it  is 
not  necessary  ttiat  the  compensatory  duty  be  granted.  But  I 
hope,  in  view  of  the  lact  that  we  have  voted  to  increase  the 
cost  of  wool  and  that  there  has  been  no  objection  yet  to  the 
Increase  in  the  duty  on  spun  silk  granted  by  the  House,  that 
this  oversight  on  the  part  of  the  House  in  not  granting  a  com- 
pensatory increase  in  the  rate  on  broad  silk  may  he  done  away 
with  and  the  very  slight  increase  may  l>e  granted. 

The  silk  manufacturers  have  not  been  prospering.  The 
trouble  Is  that  they  have  met  such  competition  from  rayon  that 
it  has  been  an  extremtiy  dilBcult  matter  for  the  silk  manufac- 
turers to  get  along  except  on  one  or  two  Items  like  velveteen. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    Certainly. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  The  Senator  may  have  stated  in  the  beginning 
of  his  remarks  what  I  am  about  to  inquire,  but  my  attention 
was  distracted  for  the  moment.  I  did  not  hear  all  that  he 
said  in  the  beginning.  The  rates  on  silk  are  related  to  the 
rates  on  wool  so  that  if  we  increase  the  rates  on  wool  we  ou^t 
to  increase  the  rates  on  silk.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  Only  in  connection  with  broad  silk.  In 
ttie  manufacture  of  broad  silk  there  enters  a  certain  amount  of 
wool. 

Mr.  NOBRIS.  That  is  because  there  is  wool  used  in  that 
sort  of  silk? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.    In  the  broad  sUk. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Outside  of  the  fact  that  there  is  silk  in  wool 
fabric  and  wool  in  sflk  fabric.  La  there  any  further  connection? 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Smoot]  knows 
BO  much  more  at>out  textiles  than  I  do  that  I  would  prefer  to 
have  him  answer  the  qne^ttion. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    The  amount  of  silk  used  in  wool 

Mr.  NORRIS.  No.  Mr.  President;  the  Senator  did  not  get 
the  ideti  that  I  am  trying  to  develop.  It  is  not  because  there 
Is  some  wool  in  the  rayon  cmt  silk  or  some  silk  in  the  wo<4. 
Miminate  that  and  forget  it    Do  the  wool  sdiedule  and  tlie 
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sill;  sdiedule  have  any  relation  to  each  other?  In  other  words, 
if  re  put  a  high  tariff  on  wool  ought  we  to  increase  the  tariff 
silk  or  rayon? 

r.  SMOOT.    As  to  the  uses,  they  are  not  competitive  at  all 
during  .some  style  season. 
NORRIS.    Oh,  yes;  they  are. 
SMOOT.    I  say  during  some  style  season  perhaps  they 


Ir.  NORRIS. 


SMOOT. 
NORRIS. 
[r.  SMOOT. 


Silk  stockings  and  woolen  stockings? 
There  are  no  woolen  stockings  made  to-day. 
Are  they  all  silk?  ^ 

Yes. 
r.  BINGHAM.    Or  rayon. 

:r.  NORRIS.    Then  in  order  to  protect  the  people  who  manu- 
:ure  wool  stockings  I  suppose  the  theory  would  be  to  jKit  a 
tariff  on  silk  and  rayon,  would  it? 
r.  SMOOT.    No ;  that  is  not  the  theory. 
*r.  BINGHiVM.    That  has  not  been  done  at  all. 
Jlr.  SMOOT.     It  would  not  help  at  all.     The  styles  change. 
So  far  as  wool  hosiery  Is  concerned,  it  is  a  thing  of  the  past. 
I  k  now  that  while  Mrs.  Smoot  lay  ill  for  months  and  months  I 
triod  to  get  a  pair  of  wool  hose  for  her.    I  could  not  get  them 
here.     I  did  find  some  up  in  New  York  City.    I  suppose  they 
ha<   been  stuck  away  somewhere  for  years.    No  one  wears  them 
an    more. 

'  "he  schedule  here  is,  in  a  way,  connected  with  the  rayon 
scledtile,  but  only  in  a  way.  If  there  is  any  question  about  it 
or  f  there  be  any  action  on  it,  let  us  take  up  another  schedule. 

]  Ir.  COPELAND.     Mr.  President 

"he  PRESIDING  OFFICER   (Mr.  Fsss  in  the  chair).     Does 
th(   Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  the  Senator  from  New  York? 
]ir.  SMOOT.     I  yield. 

3  Ir.  COPELAND.  I  am  very  sorry  ;  but  we  have  far  less  than 
a  <  uorum  present.  We  can  not  transact  any  business.  I  am 
abcnt  to  suggest  that  we  recess  until  0.45  this  evening  unless 
soifie  one  can  offer  a  rea.son  why  we  should  not. 

Ir.  SMOOT.     Can  we  not  go  on  a  little  while  longer  to-day? 
us  see  if  we  can  not  take  up  the  paper  schedule  and  get 
ugh  with  it. 
r.  BARKLEY.    Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  from  New 
;  yield? 
r.  COPELAND.     Certainly, 
r.  BARKLEY.    I  should  like  to  call  to  the  attention  espe- 
y  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut    [Mr.  Bi.nuham],  who 
drawTi  a   rather  doleful   picture  of   the  condition   of   the 
d-silk  industry,  that  the  Tariff  Conmiis.sion   report  shows 
the  amount  of  broad  silk  produceil  In  this  country  has 
tantly  increased  since  1919. 
r  BINGHAM.    The  Senator  knows  that  the  conditions  have 
bedn  such  that  people  who  really  could  not  afford  it  have  been 
buing  silk. 

Hr.  BARKIjEY.  I  would  like  to  put  the  figures  in  the  ItecoRO 
at  this  point.  In  1919  there  were  310.000  square  yards  of 
bnad  silk  produced  in  the  United  States.  In  1927  there  were 
512,800  square  yards.  The  value  Increased  from  a  little  more 
tMn  $34,000,000  In  1921  to  a  little  more  than  $58,000,000  in 
1927.  The  importations  have  l)een  almost  at  a  coimtant  figure. 
Tlwre  has  been  no  serious  increase  in  the  importation  of  broad 
silk.  In  1919  the  value  was  $3,000,000  and  in  1928  the  value 
wae  $3,423,000,  showing  that  the  increase  in  the  domestic  pro- 
dui'tion  of  broad  silk  has  been  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  In- 
croase  of  importations.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  1920  Importa- 
tiois  were  t>elow  those  of  1926  and  1927.  There  has  been  prac- 
ticiily  no  increase  whatever  in  the  importation  of  the  broad 
sill  :s,  while  the  domestic  production  has  increased  probably  50 
pel  cent. 

Mr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  there  Is  much  that  must  be 
safti  about  this  particular  item,  as  brought  out  by  the  Soiator 
from  Nebra.Mka  [Mr.  Norbis].  The  question  of  the  importations 
of  Jrayon  is  going  to  Involve  considerable  discussion.  We  are 
going  to  have  a  lot  of  useless  discus.«ion  this  afternoon  with  a 
Small  minority  of  the  meml)ership  of  the  Senate  i)resent.  There- 
fone  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  9.50  o'clock  this 
evmdng. 

Mr.  TRAMMELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  withhold 
tht  t  motion  for  just  a  moment  ? 

"he  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  New 
YOfk  witlihold  his  motion? 

r.  COPELAND.     Very  well. 

r.  TRAMMELL.    I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum.    We 
see  whether  there  is  a  quorum  available  or  not. 
r.  REED.     Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  withhold   that 
tion  for  a  moment  until  I  submit  a  request  for  unanimous 
sent? 

r.  TRAMMELL.    Very  well;  I  withhold  the  suggestion  for 
th^  pioment. 


CTVlI.-SniVICT  PBEFIWCNCTC  TO  EX-SttVICK  UKIf 

Mr,  REED.  Mr.  President,  there  has  been  much  doubt  in 
the  minds  of  Senators  and  of  tlie  public  generally  as  to  the 
extent  to  which  veterans  are  entitled  to  preference  in  Federal 
appointments.  I  have,  through  the  courtesy  of  Mr.  Paul  J. 
McGahau,  the  national  executive  committeeman.  Department  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  for  the  American  Legion,  gotten  to- 
gether a  little  material  on  that  subject,  which,  I  think,  will 
clear  up  any  doubt  in  the  minds  of  Senators.  I  believe  it  will 
be  a  convenience  to  have  it  in  the  Conobjkjsional  Rec(»o,  and  I 
send  it  to  the  desk  and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  may  he 
printed  iii  the  Recobd. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania  a  question. 

Mr.  REED.     I  yield. 

Mr.  SACKETT.  Does  the  matter  presented  by  the  Senator 
from  Penu.sylvania  include  any  reference  to  the  rights  of  widows 
of  service  men? 

Mr,  REED.  It  covers  all  preferential  rights  in  Federal  em- 
ployment because  of  service  in  the  military  forces.  I  think  it 
will  be  convenient  to  have  it. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Can  the  Senator  tell  us,  in  a  few  words,  what 
the  document  discloses? 

Mr.  REED.  It  is  quite  extensive,  and  I  should  rather  not 
undertake  to  do  it  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

The  Ambbican  Looion, 

Dkpaktmint  Hbadqcabtbrs. 
Wa«hinffton,  D.  C,  AuOUMt  tl,  J9S9. 

Hon.  David  A.  Reko. 

Brnate  Offiee  Bniiding,  Wathinffton.  D.  C. 

Dbab  Sbnatoh:  I  am  returning  herewith  the  oorre#«pondence  relative 

to  proposnls  for  the  lll)ernnMtlon  of  the  law  dealing  with  the  question 

of  TeteranH'  preference  which  you  sent  me  with  the  request  that  I  give 

you  my  opinion  as  to  whether  additional  legislation  would  be  helpful  at 

this  time. 

My  reply  ia  being  made  in  my  capacity  us  chairman  of  the  veterana' 
preference  committee  of  the  Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
the  American  Legion,  which  group  has  made  a  careful  study  of  the 
■ituatlon  and  its  various  angles.  The  reply  reflects  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed not  by  an  individual  or  by  individuals  but  the  entire  membership 
of  the  American  Legion  expressed  by  local  convention  action  and  by 
national  convention  expression. 

Decidedly  additional  legislation  at  this  time  will  be  helpful. 

Mr.  Coolidge,  on  March  2.  192ft,  issued  an  Executive  order — text  of 
which  is  attachf-d— which  wbs  meant  to  be  helpful.  However,  It  deals 
In  the  main  with  the  problem  afforded  by  the  disabled  male  nnd  female 
war  veteran,  the  wives  of  the  disabled,  nnd  the  widows. 

We  have  asked  Mr.  Hoover  to  reconstitute  the  so-called  advisory 
committee  appointed  by  Mr.  Coolidge  by  Executive  order  on  June  », 
1928  which  furnished  him  with  a  report  on  November  19.  1928,  which 
provoked  his  Executive  order  of  March  2.  1929.  We  are  asking  that  bo 
that  the  problem  of  the  able  bodied  federally  employed  veteran  may  be 
given  further  study,  with  a  view  to  making  such  recommendations  as 
may  be  necessary  for  additional  Executive  order  changes  and  new 
legislation. 

The  problem  arising  out  of  the  effort  to  protect  the  appointment  righU 
and  the  retention  in  the  service  rights  of  the  veteran  entitled  to  prefer- 
ence under  the  civil  service  laws  and  regulations,  is  bound  to  increase 
rather  than  decrease.  There  are  at  present  many  thousand  war  veterans 
fe<ierally  employed,  and  since  the  enactment  of  the  veterans'  preference 
act  of  July  11,  1919,  more  than  132,000  persons  entitled  to  preference 
have  been  appolntcnl. 

Your  correspondent  l.s  doubtless  one  of  tbene,  and  his  difficulty  ap,)ear8 
to  be  under  the  heading  of  retention  preference  where  the  question  of 
his  efficiency  rndng  comes  in.  His  complaint  1h  not  uncommon.  We 
are  constantly  endeavoring  to  help  veterans  in  the  same  situation. 

When  Mr.  Coolldges  advisory  committee  was  studying  the  problem, 
our  committee,  which  was  at  that  time  headed  by  Harlan  Wood,  Esq., 
who  has  Just  retired  as  department  commander,  appeai-ed  before  it, 
the  opening  statement  In  behalf  of  the  veterans  being  made  by  myself. 
At  the  request  of  Congressman  Hamilton  Fish,  of  New  York,  the  chalr- 
maii.  our  committee  prepared  a  brief  on  the  subject  of  veterans'  pref- 
erence and  the  legislation  and  Executive  orders  needed  to  make  it  a 
reality  I  am  attaching  to  thU  letter  a  copy  of  that  brief.  It  repre- 
sents the  work  of  many  minds,  acquainted  with  the  varioos  angles  of 
the  situation,  and  the  work  of  several  years.  It  is  measured,  compre- 
hensive, and,  we  feel,  convincing. 

I  am  attaching  also  a  mimeographed  summary  of  the  proposaU  In 
that  brief,  which  was  submitted  at  a  later  date  in  the  proceedings. 

The  advisory  committee  did  not  act  on  our  suggestions,  in  so  far  as 
they  reloted  to  the  able-bodied,  principally  because  iU  members  felt 
they  were  primarUy  to  deal  with  the  question  of  the  disabled. 


We  are  advised  by  Joha  Thomas  Taylor,  rice  chalrmaB  of  tbm  na- 
tional legislative  committee  of  the  American  Legion,  that  In  the  ap- 
proaching regular  session  of  the  Congress  there  will  be  introduced  a  bill 
which  will  provide  for  the  abolition  as  such  of  the  Bureau  of  Ffflclency. 
the  Personnel  Classiflcation  Board,  and  the  United  States  Bmployees* 
Compensation  Commission,  and  the  consolidation  of  their  existing  func- 
tions within  the  United  States  Civil  Service  Commiss'on.  This  will 
bHng  all  Federal  personnel  matters  directly  within  the  scope  and  opera- 
tion of  n  single  body. 

The  American  Legion  nationally  In  convention  assembled,  and  tha 
Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia  in  Its  recent  conventions,  has 
gone  on  record  as  favoring  this  consolidation. 

The  existing  system  of  efficiency  ratings — which  affect  the  retentioa 
in  the  service  rights  of  veterans — is  faulty  as  the  veteran  views  it  It 
Is  likewise  assailed  by  the  others  in  the  employ  of  the  Oovernment. 
Under  this  proposed  consolidation  we  l)elieve  a  proper  efficiency  system 
to  govern  the  entire  classified  Federal  personnel,  not  only  here  la 
Washington  but  throughout  the  country,  would  be  set  up. 

Likewise  the  "  general-average  clause "  in  appropriation  bills — as  a 
couitequence  of  the  effect  under  It  of  Jugged  efficiency  ratings — hits  the 
veterans'  rights  to  protected  status.  We  believe  it  should  be  eliminated 
and  some  other  method  than  the  one  now  in  vogue  to  govern  the  dia- 
tribution  of  salaries  should  be  set  up.  The  late  Chairman  Madden,  of 
the  House  Appropriations  Committee,  was  woriring  on  that  problem  at 
one  time. 

The  attached  papers  will  give  you  in  detail  the  precise  information 
which  yoo  requested. 

A  lengthy  report  on  this  situation  was  presented  by  myself  as  chair- 
man of  the  local  committee  at  the  department  convention  held  here  in 
Washington  on  August  14,  1929,  and  there  was  a  reaffirmation  of  all 
the  requests  indicated  In  the  brief  submitted  to  the  PresldeDt's  ad- 
visory committee.  The  report  of  the  committee  was  given  unanimous 
approval  by  the  District  of  Columbia  legionnalreK,  and  they  are  hopeful 
that  Congress  will  move  in  the  matter  in  the  approaching  session. 

For  that  reason,  and  in  order  that  the  remedies  might  be  known  to 
all  members  of  the  Congress,  both  in  the  Senate  and  In  the  House,  may 
I  not  suggest  to  you  that  this  letter  and  the  accompanying  papers  be 
printed  in  the  Conorbhsional  Kkcobd?  The  subject  matter  certainly  is  ^ 
one  of  more  than  mere  local  Interest,  since  It  concerns  men  and  women 
locate<l  in  every  State  in  the  Union. 

Please  be  assured  of  our  appreciation  of  your  interest  in  the  situation 
in  which  so  many  of  your  comrades  of  the  World  War  and  other  vet- 
erans are  finding  themselves,  and  also  of  my  personal  desire  and   that 
of  the  members  of  my  committee  to  be  of  any  further  service  to  yoo. 
Faithfully  yours, 

Paul  J.  McGaban, 
yational  E*e<eutive  Committeeman,  Department  of 

the  District  of  Columbia,  the  American  Leoiom. 

Thb  American  LBOtoN. 
Dbpabtment  of  the  District  op  Columbia. 
(Memorandum  for  President's  advisory  committee  on  veterans' 

preference) 
Subject :   Suggestions  of  changes  In   veteran-preference   legislation   and 
administrative  procedure. 

I  am  pleased  to  hand  you  herewith  suggpstlons  for  changes  in  exist- 
ing veteran-preference  orders,  rules,  and  legislation  affecting  the  sub- 
ject. The  reasons  for  the  snxgestions  are  treated  fully  In  the  report 
already  submitted  on  the  questions  to  the  President's  advisory  commit- 
tee, hence  only  conclusions  will  support  each  recommended  change.  In 
order  to  follow  the  division  set  forth  in  the  printed  report  "  appointment 
preference  "  is  first  considered. 

APPOINTMENT    PRBFERBNCB 

1.  ExecuUve  Order  No.  .3801.  issued  March  3,  1923,  should  be  vacated. 

(a)  Because  it  is  in  derogation  of  the  act  of  July  11.  1919.  as  con- 
strued by  the  Attorney  General  in  his  opinion  of  April  13,  1920  (32  Op. 
A.  G.  174). 

(b)  Because  it  establishes  a  practice  of  adminlBtration  contrary  to 
the  legislative  intent  as  pursued  in  carrying  out  prior  similar  but  more 
limited  preference  statutes.  Opinion  of  Attorney  (ieneral.  May  12.  1910 
(28  Op.  A.  6.  298)  ;  Executive  Order  3152,  section  5  of  civil-service 
Kule  V  and  section  2  of  Rule  VI. 

2.  An  Executive  order  similar  in  beneficial  provisions  to  Executive 
Order  31&2  should  be  issued. 

(a)  Because  it  would  effectually  carry  out  the  legislative  intent  aa 
expressed  in  the  ict  of  July  11,  1919. 

(b)  Because  such  an  order  is  supported  by  construction  of  appoint- 
ment preference  statutes.     (28  Op.  A.  G.  298,  81  Op.  A.  G.  416.  32  Op. 

A.  G.  174.) 

KKTBNTION    PRBTBRENCB 

1.  The  act  of  Congress  approved  August  23,  1912  (37  Stat.  L.  413),  as 
amended  by  act  approved  February  28,  1916  (39  Stat.  15),  should  be 
further  amended  to  make  the  provisions  of  the  statute  cover  inde- 
pendent iKireaus  and  govemmenul  offices  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  all  of  the  claaslfled  service  elsewhere. 
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(a)  Beeaan  tte  1*BfiMS«  of  tt«  •tatote  wutMes  it  applieabto  oalj  to 
tiM  executive  departments  in  the  Diatiict  of  Coloaibla. 

2.  Tile  foaetlona  nnder  the  atatvt*  now  eharsed  to  b«  pcrtonned  by 
tb«  Bnrctta  of  ondeaey  abonld  be  tnuitferred  to  the  CItII  BerrUx  Com- 
alaaioa,  wbenee  they  originated. 

(a)  Becanse  a  mere  eoaaeieBtioas  adarintatntkm  of  the  act  wiU 
leoDlt. 

<b)  Beeanse  of  the  otter  failore  of  the  Bareaa  of  SfieieDcy  to  take 
the  initial  8tep  to  make  the  act  of  Aagnst  23,  1912,  effectlTe  ootll  after 
•  delay  of  9  years,  2  aoatfaa,  and  1  day. 

(c)  Because  the  Bureau  of  Efflcieaey  la  spending  SAMiey  ai^n<oi>riated 
to  carry  out  the  functions  of  the  act  in  numeroos  inTestUtatioBS  with- 
eot  antbority  therefor  and  with  aathorlty  for  soch  inVestlsationa  ape- 
cfflcally  Tested  In  the  Bnrcaa  of  the  Badset  by  the  aet  of  Jane  10,  1921. 

(d)  Becaoae  the  system  of  effldeney  ratings  is  so  palpably  defective 
that  the  afaleld  of  protection  attempted  to  be  created  by  the  statute  Ifl 
tnmed  into  a  aword  of  destruction. 

(e)  Because  the  Bareaa  of  BfBdency,  by  its  delay,  inefllcleaey,  and 
deaK»BStrated  lack  of  sympathy,  is  unfitted  to  perform  the  datles  re- 
quired under  the  act  of  Augoat  23,  1912,  as  amended,  as  aforesaid. 

(f)  Beeanse  of  the  great  economy  that  will  result  from  this  consoli- 
dation of  two  bareaua  whose  legal  functions  are  solely  and  strictly  of  a 
persDonel  character. 

3.  The  Personnel  Claaatficatlon  iZoard  should  be  aboliahed  and  its 
functions  transferred  to  the  Civil  Service  Commlseion. 

(a)  Because  all  gorremmental  bureaus  whose  functions  are  strictly 
personnel  in  character  should  be  consolidated  to  prooMte  greater  elD- 
eleney  and  eeanomy  la  adraiaistration. 

(b)  Because  no  reason  Justifies  the  separation  of  the  Civil  Service 
Coiaaiilaalon.  Bureau  of  Bffldency,  and  Personoel  Claasiflcation  Board. 

(c)  Becaast  soeli  a  consolidation  of  these  personnel  bureaoa  would 
conceatrate  the  admlnistratloo  of  veteran  preference  laws  la  one 
bareao  or  cooimiasion  so  that  responsibility  for  improper  practice  may 
with  eertaiaty  be  attached  in  case  of  maladministration. 

4.  The  Employees'  Compensation  Commission  ahould  likewise  be  abol- 
ished and  its  functions  transferred  to  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

(a)  Beeanse  Its  functions  are  of  a  personnel  character  and  the 
economy  which  would  resott  therefrom. 

B.  The  policy  of  holding  the  "  correlatiOB  of  eOlciency  ratings  with 
salary  rates "  as  the  method  of  working  out  the  provisions  of  the 
"  general-average  daose,"  a  feature  ot  all  appropriation  acts  pertaining 
to  the  paysaent  for  personal  services,  must  be  revised. 

(a)  Because  the  general -average  dause  in  approprlatlOB  acts  is 
merely  a  aaethod  of  detemdaing  the  distribution  of  a  lamp  sum  for 
salaries  among  a  varied  group  of  employees. 

<b)  B<K:ause  as  the  system  is  applied  under  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency's 
"  correlation  of  eflciency  ratings  with  salary  rates  **  plan,  the  indi- 
vidual's true  eSdency  rating  is  revised  upward  or  downward  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  arranging  a  distribution  of  their  pay. 

(c)  Beeanse  this  destruction  of  the  true  efficiency  rating  jeopardizes 
the  preferential  rights  of  veterans,  destroys  tbe  true  effldency  rating 
of  all  employees,  and  militates  against  the  individual's  ability  to  obtain 
promotion,  or  to  avoid  demotlou  and  separation  from  the  service. 

(d)  Because  any  system  of  efficiency  rating  should  be  confined  strictly 
to  that  field,  and  some  other  method  should  be  used  to  nllocate  among 
the  employees  in  a  service  tbe  moneys  for  salaries  appropriated  by 
Congress  in  a  lump  sum. 

(e)  Tbe  general-average  clause  should  be  stricken  from  fatnre  appro- 
priation acts  because  of  tbe  foregoing. 

In  support  of  the  above  contentions  and  recommendations  no  better 
or  stmplifled  reasmis  can  be  advanced  than  those  found  on  pages  34 
and  35  of  the  report  submitted  to  tbe  President's  Advisory  Committee, 
which  are  as  follows  : 

"  It  the  acts  of  Congress  creating  the  four  personnel  bureaus  of  the 
Oovemment  are  stripped  of  the  verbiage  authorizing  tbe  administrative 
detail,  then  one  sees  at  a  glance  what  Congress  accomplished  by  tiie 
passage  of  such  acts  and  is  confronted  with  tbe  simple  but  indis- 
putable fact  that — 

'*  1.  The  real  purpose  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  is  to  examine, 
rate,  and  certify  a  prospective  dvil  employee  for  initial  appointment. 

"  2.  Tbe  real  purpose  of  the  Bureau  of  Bffldency  is  to  establish  a 
system  of  relative  effidt-ncy  ratings  for  civil  employees  and  to  investi- 
gate t)H>  administrative  needs  of  the  departments  with  relation  to 
personnel. 

"  3.  The  real  purpose  of  the  Personnel  Classification  Board  is  to 
classify  civil  employees  on  a  duty  basis,  and  bear  appeals  in  certain 
cases. 

"  4.  The  real  purpose  of  the  United  States  Employees'  Compensation 
Commission  is  to  retire  a  dvil  employee  for  disability  incurred  in  line 
of  duty. 

"  Nothing  else  except  the  necessary  administrative  routine  was  con- 
templated. What  else  these  bureaus  may  be  doing  simply  adds  to  the 
reasons  for  their  uniflcatlon.  What  an  analogy  of  datles.  At  first 
glance  tbe  analysis  riiows  four  independent  bareaus  each  perfersiiag  a 
personnel  fundion  in  one  phase  or  another.  At  times  In  dlaagi«ement, 
at  others  in  competition,  and  even  actoal  opposition.     What  mtttmitj 
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r<  quires  their  separation,  with  increased  personnel,  with  the  possibility 
o;  Iiavi^  four  records  to  be  kept  when  one  should  suffice?  Can  not  one 
r«coTd  be  maintained  by  one  set  of  employees  more  efficiently  and  more 
economically  than  four?  There  should  be  one  complete  record  of  each 
eiiployee  from  the  moment  he  enters  the  .service  until  he  Is  retired  for 
k  ngevlty  of  service  or  disability  incurred  in  line  of  duty.  Hence  econ- 
omy In  cost  of  maintaining  only  one  bureau  rather  than  four  must 
ft  Uow." 

Throughout  the  history  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  with  the 
eaceptlon  of  the  matter  of  EJiecuttve  Order  No.  8S01  (supra)  we,  as 
Viterans,  have  found  little  cause  to  complain.  Tbe  commissioners  and 
tie  personnel  of  that  bii)artl8an  body  have  been  sympathetic  to  the 
rights  of  veterans.  The  commission  has  demonstrated  a  desire  to 
ai  Imtnlster  personnel  matters  In  accordance  with  the  legislative  will  as 
c<  nstmed  with  a  view  to  promoting  the  efficiency  of  the  merit  system  of 
public  service.  Fairness  and  frankness  have  characterized  the  admin- 
istration of  that  body.  It  has  never  so  far  as  we  are  aware  attempted 
t<  assume  a  function  not  epedflcally  granted.  We  bclleTC  its  future 
n  cord  wlU  be  charted  by  the  light  of  its  past  administration.  For 
tl  ese  reasons,  as  well  as  the  economy  resulting  therefrom,  we  favor  the 
fdregoing  consolidation  of  all  personnel  functions  with  those  of  the 
C  ivil  Service  Commission. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Haklan  Wood,  Department  Commamder. 

Umiteo  Statis  Civu.  Sskvicb  Commission, 

Washmgtom,  D.  C. 

EETBNSION    OF    VBTERA.V    PRirERE.VCZ PRESIDClfT   COUUDUB    SIONBD    OBOiCB 

LIBEBALIZIMQ   PSKFEaKNCB    BUI.BS 

Washingtom,  D.  C,  March  — ,  1029.— One  of  the  last  acta  of  I*resi- 
d 'nt  Ceolldge  before  leaving  the  Wbite  House  was  tbe  signing  of  an 
Eiecntlve  order  Saturday  night  amending  the  clvil-gervice  rules  so  as 
to  make  more  liberal  the  preference  allowed  in  appointments  to  the 
ci  vll  service  under  the  law  which  provides  for  preference  for  veterans, 
tl  leir  widows,  and,  under  certain  conditions,  their  wives. 

Tiie  effects  of  the  Executive  order  are  as  follows : 

(1)  The  addition  of  10  points  to  tbe  earned  rating  of  a  disabled 
v(tteran  is  continued,  but  under  the  new  order  the  names  of  disabled 
veteran  eligibles  are  placed  at  the  top  of  the  list  and  are  certified  ahead 
el   nonveterana,  regardless  of  their  rating. 

(2)  Widows  of  veterans,  and  wives  of  veterans  who  themselves  are 
p  lysically  disquallfttd  for  Government  employment,  are  allowed  10 
p  »inta  added  to  their  earned  ratings.  Instead  of  the  S  points  formerly 
al  lowed.  Wives  and  widows  of  veterans  who  are  allowed  tbe  addl- 
tlonal  10  points  also  will  be  certified  ahead  of  nonveterans. 

(3)  A  Government  employee  entitled  to  preference  under  the  law  and 
rules  is  given  more  liberal  preference  in  retention  In  tbe  service  when 
nductlon  of  force  becomes  necessary. 

This  action  of  President  Coolldge  is  the  result  of  long  deliberation  of 
ai  advisory  committee  appointed  by  tbe  President  on  June  9,  1928, 
for  tbe  purpose  of  studying  veteran  preference  laws  and  rules  with  a 
vew  to  liberalizing  tbe  preferences  allowed,  tbe  chief  purpose  of  tbe 
SI  ndy  being  to  malie  more  Government  positions  available  to  disabled 
v(>terans.  The  advisory  committee  consisted  of  Representative  Hamilton 
Fish,  jr..  chairman;  Brig.  Gen.  Frank  T.  Uines,  Director  of  the  Vet- 
ei  ans'  Bureau ;  William  C.  Deming,  preiddent  of  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
n  ission ;  and  Col.  John  Thomas  Taylor,  representing  tbe  .\merican 
Legion. 

The  full  text  of  the  revised  civil-service  rules  applying  to  veteran 
p  reference  follows : 

"  Examination  papers  shall  be  rated  on  a  scale  of  100,  and  the  sub- 
>ds  therein  shall  t>e  given  such  relative  weights  as  tbe  commission 
nay  prescribe.  Honorably  discharged  soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines 
si  tail  have  five  points  added  to  their  earned  ratings  in  examinations 
for  entrance  to  the  classified  service.  Applicants  for  entrance  examina- 
tion who,  because  of  disability,  are  entitled  either  to  a  pension  by 
a  ithorization  of  tbe  Bureau  of  Pensions  or  to  compensation  or  train- 
li  g  by  the  Veterans'  Bureau,  and  widows  of  honorabliy  dLscliarged 
soldiers,  aaiiors,  and  marines,  and  wives  of  injured  soldiers,  sailors, 
aid  marines  who  themselves  are  not  qualified,  but  whose  wives  are 
qualified  for  appointment  shall  have  10  points  added  to  their  earned 
riitings.  In  examinations  where  experience  is  an  element  of  qualiQcu- 
tl  una,  time  spent  in  the  military  or  naval  service  of  tbe  United  States 
diiring  the  World  War  or  tbe  war  with  Spain  shall  be  credited  In  an 
a;  tplicant's  ratings  where  tbe  applicant's  actual  employment  in  a  similar 
v^  tcation  to  that  for  wliich  he  applies  was  temporarily  interrupted  by 
such  military  or  naval  service  but  was  resumed  after  his  discharge. 
Ompetitors  shall  be  duly  notified  of  their  ratings. 

"All  competitors  rated  at  70  or  more  shall  be  eligible  for  appoint- 
nent,  and  their  names  shall  be  placed  on  the  proper  register,  accordin;; 
t<  their  ratings;  but  the  names  of  disabled  veterans,  their  wives,  and 
tie  widows  of  honorably  discharged  soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines  shall 
b<    placed  above  all  others. 

"  In  harmony  with  statutory  provisions,  when  reductions  are  being 
Bade  1q  tbe  force,  in  any  (tart  of  the  classified  service,  no  employee 
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entitled  to  military  preference  in  appointment  shall  be  discharged  or 
dropped  or  reduced  In  rank  or  salary  If  his  record  is  good,  or  if  hli 
effifieiioy  rating  is  equal  to  that  of  any  employee  in  competition  with 
him  who  is  retained  in  the  service." 

Retobt  of  Spbcial  Committee  of  the  American  Lboion,  Department 
OF  DisTuicT  OF  Columbia,  on  Veterans'  Preference,  Submitted  to 
PRE.siDENT'a  Advisory  Committee,  Consistino  of  Hon.  Hamilton 
Fish,  Jr.,  Chairman  ;  Hon.  Willum  C.  Demino,  Brig.  Gin.  Frank 
T.  HiNEs,  Col.  William  J.  Donovan,  and  Liect.  Col.  John  Thomas 
Taylor 

veterans'  preference  committee  of  the  AMERICAN  LEGION,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  THB   DISTRICT   OF   COLUMBIA 

Committeemen  :  Hnrlan  Wood,  chairman,  past  department  American- 
ism officer ;  Paul  J.  McGahan,  past  department  commander  and  present 
national  executive  committeeman :  Julius  I.  Peyser,  past  department 
commander ;  Francis  F.  Miller,  past  department  senior  vice  commander ; 
Tbomas  J.  Frailey,  past  department  senior  vice  commander ;  Helen 
McCarty,  past  department  third  vice  commander;  Earl  J.  Brown,  com- 
mander of  Beauchesne  Post  No.  28 ;  and  E.  A.  Costello,  vice  commander 
Killeen  I'ost   No.  25.  , 

JUNB  27,  1928. 

pRE^iiDENT's  Advisory  Committee, 

Yvterans'  Bureau,  Waahington,  D.  C.  * 
(Je.ntlemen  :  The  veterans'  preference  committee  of  the  American 
Legion,  Department  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  appreciates  the  invi- 
tation of  your  committee  to  present  its  views  in  writing  on  the  general 
subject  of  "  veterans'  preference "  for  the  consideration  o>f  your  com- 
mittee. 

The  subject  of  "  veterans'  preference  "  is  keenly  felt  by  the  ex-service 
men  and  women  in  Abe  District  of  Columbia  and  it  has  been  one  of  tbe 
major  if  not  tbe  most  Important  problems  that  has  ci>nfronted  the 
American  Legion.  It  was  of  such  acute  concern  that  In  April  of  this 
year  a  special  convention  of  the  American  Legion  of  this  department 
was  called,  at  which  convention  this  question  was  one  of  two  to  be  con- 
sidered. A  resolution  which  constituted  the  veterans'  preference  com- 
mittee was  unanimously  adopted.  The  personnel  of  that  committee  is 
as  follows  :  Maj.  Julius  I.  Peyser,  MaJ.  Paul  J.  McGahan,  Capt.  Tbomas 
J.  Frailey,  E.  A.  Costello,  Helen  McCarty,  Karl  J.  Brown,  Francis  F. 
Miller,  and  Harlan  Wood,  chairman.  The  committee  was  authorized  to 
prepare  and  present  a  report  for  presentation  to  the  President  and  Con- 
gress concerning  the  views  of  this  department  of  the  .\merican  Legion 
as  adopted  by  the  Legion  nationally  regai*ding  tbe  general  subject  of 
"  veterans'  preference "  and  its  application  to  ex-service  men  in  tbe 
civil  service  of  the  Government.  Our  committee  Is  therefore  very  much 
pleased  to  have  tbe  opportunity  of  presenting  to  you  a  report  on  this 
subject. 

The  committee  will  be  very  glad  to  present  to  you  at  a  later  date  Us 
suRgestions  as  to  which  positions  in  the  civil  service  the  disabled  but 
otherwise  qualified  ex-service  man  may  fill  without  impairment  of  the 
Federal  service. 

The  observations,  suggestions,  and  recommendations  tbe  committee 
makes  in  tbe  accompanying  report  are  made  after  a  very  careful  study 
and  analysis  of  existing  law  and  regulation.  They  are  made  without 
bias  and  prejudice  against  any  individual  and  entirely  in  the  hope  that 
the  recommendations  may  meet  with  executive  and  legislative  approval. 

VETERANS'    PREFERENCE 

The  broad  term  "  veterans'  preference  "  Is  easily  misunderstood  and 
more  often  confused.  To  some  it  means  one  thing,  to  others  It  means 
another.  Veteran  preference  properly  understood  by  the  ex-service  man 
relates  to  preferment  piven  him  by  acts  of  Congress,  to  be  administered 
by  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  pursuant  to  proper  construc- 
tion in  connection  with  his  application  for  and  employment  In  the  classi- 
fied civil  service  of  the  United  States.  To  understand  the  existing 
rlichts  of  the  ex-service  men  and  women  with  relation  to  veteran  prefer- 
ence in  this  connection,  the  alleged  errors  in  its  administration,  and 
the  service  organization's  suRgestions  regarding  corrective  measures.  It 
Is  proper  to  divide  the  general  subject  Into  two  phases,  namely,  "  ap- 
pointment preference "  and  "  retention  preference."  There  Is  a  prefer- 
ence which  applies  to  the  ex-service  man  prior  to  his  actual  enrollment 
in  the  civil  service  and  there  Is  a  preference  that  applies  In  his  behalf 
after  his  enrollment.  Each  of  these  phases  of  preference  arises  by 
virtue  of  separate  acts  of  Congress,  separate  rules.  Executive  orders, 
and  court  opinions.  Neither  is  dependent  upon  the  other  and  each  is 
administered  by  separate  executive  or  administrative  branches  of  the 
Government.     They  will  be  considered  in  order. 

APPOINTMENT    PREFERENCB 

There  have  been  a  number  of  expressions  of  Congress  In  legislative 
acts  preferring  ex-service  men  for  employment  in  civil  capacities  with 
the  Government.  Only  the  more  important  and  far-reaching  of  these 
acts  will  be  treated.  The  first  will  be  found  in  Revised  Statutes,  sec- 
tion 1754,  and  is  as  follows: 

•'  Persons  honorably  discharged  from  the  military  or  naval  service  l>y 
reason  of  disability  resulting  from  wounds  or  sickness  incorred  in  tbe 


line  of  duty,  shall  be  preferred  for  appointments  to  civil  offices,  provided 
they  are  found  to  possess  the  business  capacity  necessary  for  the  proper 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  such  offices." 

It  shall  be  observed  that  the  degree  or  measure  of  preference  referred 
to  in  the  statute  is  not  specified,  though  it  is  limited  to  the  disabled. 
That  question  is  left  for  administrative  determination.  Pursuant  to 
the  requirements  of  the  statute,  rule  4,  paragraph  2  of  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  provided  : 

"All  competitors  rated  at  70  or  more  shall  be  eligible  for  appointment 
and  their  names  shall  be  placed  on  tbe  proper  register  according  to  their 
ratings ;  but  the  names  of  persons  preferred  under  section  1754,  Revised 
Statutes,  rated  at  65  or  more  shall  be  placed  above  all  others." 

Subsequent  to  the  enactment  of  the  above  section  1754  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  preference  was  given  by  the  appropriation  act  relating  to  the 
census  for  1910.  A  question  arose  for  determination  as  to  the  construc- 
tion of  that  preference  in  relation  to  the  preference  contained  in  Revised 
Statutes  section  1754  (supra).  That  question  was  referred  to  the  At- 
torney General  for  his  construction,  and  accordingly  on  May  12,  1910, 
Attorney  General  George  W.  Wickersham,  in  28  Op.  A.  O.  298,  held : 

"  I  am  also  of  tbe  opinion  that  the  solicitor  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  and  Labor,  in  the  case  referred  to  in  the  commission's  memo- 
randum, has  placed  too  narrow  a  construction  upon  the  preference  con- 
ferred by  section  1754.  To  hold  that  that  preference  exists  when  in 
favor  of  tbe  person  honorably  discharged  from  the  military  or  naval 
service  when  he  has  the  same  '  rating '  as  another  on  the  eligible  list, 
will  practically  destroy  the  preference  altogether,  as  the  occasions  will 
be  rare  when  the  matter  of  appointment  (which,  under  the  rules,  goes 
to  the  blgliest  on  tbe  eligible  list)  lies  between  a  veteran  and  another 
person  having  exactly  tbe  same  rating.  It  is  true  that  the  statutes  do 
not  exempt  honorably  discharged  soldiers  and  sailors  from  examination, 
and  equal  qualifications  for  the  office  may  be  required.  (17  Op.  104; 
19  id.  318,  24  id.  64.)  But  all  persons  who  have  {Missed  the  nereseary 
examination  are,  under  the  dvil  service  act  and  rules,  presumed  to  be 
equally  qualified  for  the  office  wldch  they  seek.  Their  rating  simply  de- 
termines tbe  order  In  which  they  shall  be  certified  for  appointment,  the 
one  having  the  highest  rating  t>eing  preferred.  (Civil-service  Rules 
VI,  VII.)  In  other  words,  qualifications  or  eligibility  is  determined 
by  passing  an  examination,  while  rating  merely  establishes  the  order 
of  preferment.  But  section  1754  of  the  Revised  Statutes  gives  honor- 
ably disrharged  soldiers  and  sailors  who  passed  the  requisite  qualifica- 
tions preferment  above  all  others,  and  this  is  tbe  rule  establistied  by 
paraeraph  2  of  Rule  VI  of  the  civil  service  act." 

Thereafter  Congress  In  making  an  appropriation  for  the  taking  of  tbe 
census  In  1920  by  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1919,  passed  a 
law  which  provided  among  other  things  as  follows : 

"  That  hereafter  in  making  appointments  to  clerical  and  other  posi- 
tions In  the  executive  departments  and  in  Independent  governmental  es- 
tablishments preference  shall  be  given  to  honorably  discharged  soldiers, 
sailors,  and  marines,  and  widows  of  such,  If  they  are  qualified  to  hold 
such  positions." 

Three  questions  arose  concerning  the  administration  of  the  ad.  They 
were  refern>d  to  tbe  Attorney  General  for  construction.  Those  questions 
were  as  follows : 

"(1)  The  first  question  submitted  is  whether  this  provision  applies 
only  to  the  exerutivc  departments  and  independent  governmental  estab- 
lishments in  Washington,  D.  C,  and  not  to  Government  offices  In  the 
field  service. 

"(2)  Does  this  provision  supersede  section  1754,  Revised  Statures, 
which  requires  preference  to  be  given  to  soldiers  and  sailors  honorably 
discharged  on  account  of  disability  Incurred  In  the  line  of  duty?  It 
it  does  not  supersede  section  1754,  must  persons  within  the  provisions  of 
the  latter  be  given  rank  ahead  of  the  class  covered  by  the  census  act? 

"(3)  The  third  question  is  whether  tbe  exact  preference  allowed 
under  section  1754,  Revised  Statutes,  has  been  fixed  by  the  President's 
rules  and  tbe  interpretation  of  the  commission,  and  may  it  be  assumed 
that  Congress,  cognizant  of  the  preference  allowed  under  section  1754, 
intended,  in  the  use  of  the  term  '  preference,'  to  provide  for  precisely 
the  same  treatment  of  that  class  of  pereons  covered  by  the  provisions  of 
tbe  census  act  as  is  now  given  that  class  of  persons  covered  by  the 
provisions  of  sedlon  1754,  or  should  the  President,  by  rule,  define  tbe 
preference  to  be  allowed  under  the  census  act." 

Tbe  Attorney  General,  In  his  opinion  submitted  March  29,  1919,  In 
31  Op.  A.  G.  416,  beld,  with  relation  to  those  questions,  that  the  execu- 
tive department  meant  those  situated  in  tbe  District  of  Columbia,  or, 
rather,  at  the  seat  of  the  Government,  and  that  with  respect  to  inde- 
pendent governmental  establishments,  the  statute  was  not  confined  to 
offices  situated  within  the  District  of  Columbia.  Answering  tbe  second 
question  tbe  Attorney  General  held  that  tbe  act  of  March  3,  1919,  did 
not  repeal  or  supersede  Revised  Statutes,  sedlon  1754,  and  that  the 
two  laws  were  harmonious  and  might  be  administered  without  conflict. 
With  respect  to  the  third  question,  only  as  it  related  to  the  ad  of 
March  3,  1919,  the  Attorney  General  held  that  as  the  preference  pro- 
vided for  under  sedlon  1754  of  the  Revised  Statutes  had  theretofore 
been  fixed  by  the  President's  rules  and  the  Interpretation  of  the  cooi- 
mission  that  there  was  nothing  In  the  ad  (Itself)  to  indicate  that  it 
was  necessary  Cor  the  Civil  Service  Commission  to  adopt  and  make  per- 
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man^nt  thow  rnlei  to  fu  at  th*y  might  be  «pp««ble  to  the  act  of 
March  3.  1919 ;  aod  la  hla  opinion  be  aald : 

"  My  opinion  i»  that  the  matter  of  making  proper  rolea  and  rcfoU- 
tlona  la  left  to  the  admlniBtratlve  offldala.  who  may  adopt  tboae  now  In 
force  or  promalgate  new  ones  as  they  may  deem  proper." 

It  wMl  be  obaerred  that  the  Attoncj  General  In  eonatmlng  the  act 
ta  March  3.  1M9,  did  not  aay  that  I*  was  proper  or  Improper  for  the 
Civil  S<rTi<'e  CommiSBlon  or  the  President  to  administer  the  act  In 
accordance  with  the  roles  theretofore  in  practice  with  reference  to  the 
adminiMtration  of  section  1754  of  the  Rerlsed  Statutes.  The  imme- 
diate question  was  not  before  him.  That  question  was  left  for  future 
(letermination.  The  opinion  does  not  hold  that  the  Clrll  Service  Com- 
miasion  has  the  power  to  administer  an  act  of  Conjrress  contrary  to  an 
opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  construing  it  nor  does  the  opinion  of 
the  .\ttoraey  General  hold  that  the  President  has  the  power  to  lacae 
an  ExecutlTe  order  which  would  defeat  the  construction  of  a  statnte  aa 
it  might  be  construed  by  the  Attorney  General. 

The  last  and  most  comprehensive  of  appointment  preference  statutes 
Is  that  contained  In  the  act  of  Congress  of  July  11.  1919.  which  pro- 
vidrs  as  follows: 

"  That  hereafter  in  making  appointments  to  clerical  and  other  posi- 
tions in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  or  elsewhere  preference  shall  be  given  to  honorably  dlacharged 
soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines,  and  widow*  of  BQch,  and  to  the  wives 
of  injured  soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines,  who  tliemselves  are  sot 
quallfled,  bat  whose  wives  are  qualified  to  hold  such  poaitiona.** 

It  win  be  obaerred  that  the  r  :t  of  July  11,  1919,  is  by  fkr  more 
comprehensive,  not  only  from  the  standpoint  of  the  personnel  Inclnded 
but  also  by  the  territory  covered,  than  la  either  section  1794  of  the 
BevtMd  Statutes  or  the  act  of  March  8,  1919.  This  act  la  the  last 
expression  of  Congreaa  on  the  comprebeaalve  question  of  appointment 
preference.  It  will  ba  obaerved  that  this  statute  doea  not  measure 
appointment  preference  nor  doea  it  specify  the  degree  of  preference.  The 
question  of  meaaure  or  degree  is  left  for  construction.  Pursuant  to  the 
statute  and  in  conformity  with  the  opinion  of  Attorney  General  Wicker- 
sham  (supra)  and  the  rales  of  the  Civil  Service  Commisaion  theretofore 
existing  relative  to  the  adminlatradoD  of  section  1754  of  the  Kevised 
Statute*,  Pvealdent  Wilaon  issued  Executive  Order  No.  3152  on  Aogust 
18,  1919.  a  little  more  than  a  month  after  the  passage  of  the  act  That 
order  provided: 

"  Section  5  of  eivfl-aeiilcc  Rule  V  and  section  2  of  civll-aervice  Rule 
_VI  are  hereby  amended  by  striking  oat  the  words  '  section  1754,  Revised 
Statutes,'  and  inaartlng  in  lieu  thereof  '  the  urgent  deficiency  act  of 
July  11,  1919.' 

"Aa  amended  section  6  of  Role  V  will  read  aa  follows : 

" '  The  commission  may,  with  the  approval  of  the  proper  appointing 
officer,  change  by  regulation  the  existing  age  limits  for  entrance  to  the 
examinations  under  tlieae  rules ;  but  persons  preferred  under  the  urgent 
deficiency  act  of  July  11,  1919,  may  he  examined  without  regard  to  age.' 

"As  amended  section  2  of  Rule  VI  will  read  as  follows : 

'"-'All  competitors  rated  at  70  or  more  shall  be  eligible  for  appointment, 
•ad  their  names  siuJl  be  placed  on  the  proper  register  according  to  their 
ratings ;  but  the  namea  of  persons  preferred  under  the  urgent  deficiency 
act  of  July  11,  1919,  rated  at  65  or  more,  shall  be  placed  above  all 
others.' 

"The  provision  in  the  urgent  deficiency  act  approved  July  11,  1919, 
'  that  hereafter  in  making  appointments  to  clerical  and  other  positions 
in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
or  elsewliere  preference  shall  be  given  to  honorably  discharged  soldiers, 
sailors,  and  marioes,  and  widows  of  such  and  to  the  wives  of  injured 
■oldlcrs.  aallors,  and  marines  who  themselves  are  not  qualified,  but  whose 
-wives  are  qualified  to  hold  such  positions,'  supersedes  section  1754, 
Kevised  Statutes,  wlilcb  gave  preference  only  to  those  discharged  for 
disability  of  service  origin,  and  renders  necessary  tbese  amendments." 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  Executive  order  performs  two  principal 
functional  First.  It  amends  section  6  of  civil-service  Rule  V  and 
section  2  of  civil-service  Rule  \t,  by  striking  out  section  1754  of  the 
Revised  Statute*,  and  inserting  in  Ueu  thereof  the  act  of  July  11.  1919; 
and.  secondly.  It  holds  that  the  act  of  July  11,  1919  (being  more  com- 
prehensive), supersedes  section  1754  of  the  Revised  Statutes.  It  pro- 
vides that  a  competitor  who  la  a  veteran  taking  a  civil-service  examina- 
tion and  paaalng  the  necessary  qaatiflcations  for  the  office  songht,  shall 
be  placed  on  the  register  of  eligibles  above  all  other  nonveterans  who 
may  be  eligible. 

The  Civil  Service  Commlaaton  for  a  time  administered  the  act  in 
accordance  with  the  changed  rule  under  the  executive  conatruction 
thereof  pursuant  to  Executive  Ordor  No.  3152  (supra)  until  a  question 
aroee  as  to  wbetlier  or  not  an  eligible  nonveteran  might  be  appointed 
when  a<regi<(ter  containing  ellgibies  of  ex-aervice  men  had  not  been  ex- 
hausted. The  Civil  Service  Commission  referred  this  queatioa  to  the 
President  who  in  tarn  referred  it  to  the  Attorney  General  for  his  opin- 
loo  and  construction  of  the  act  of  July  11,  1919.  The  then  Attorney 
Geaeml  on  April  IS.  1920,  in  32  Op.  A.  O.  174.  rendered  to  the  Prcal- 
dent  the  following  opinion  and  coBBtroctlon,  to  wit : 

"  8n :  Ton  hav«  reeently  referred  to  me  a  letter  from  the  Civil 
■arrie*  Cammisaton  dated  AprU  ft,  1920,  reqoestiag  «f  ma  an 
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of  my  opinion  ai>on  the  queatlon  of  law  arising  out  of  the  following 
sta  te  of  facts  : 

' '  To  avoid  the  loas  of  the  services  of  civU-servlce  employees  who  have 
be<n  separated  from  the  service  because  of  a  redaction  of  force  and 
who  have  been  recommended  for  farther  employment  by  the  Government 
bedause  of  demonstrated  efficiency  in  the  offices  from  which  they  have 
been  separated,  an  Executive  order  was  issued  on  November  29,  1918, 
ret;  airing  the  Civil  Service  Commission  to  establish  separate  reemploy- 
meat  registers  from  which  each  employees  may  be  certified  for  viican- 
dei  in  other  offices  at  the  request  of  the  department  making  the 
rec  aisition. 

'  By  the  act  of  July  11,  1919  (41  Stat.  37),  it  is  provided : 
"'That  hereafter  in  making  appointments  to  clerical  and  other  poli- 
tic is  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  in  the  District  of 
Co  ambla  or  elsewhere,  preference  shall  be  given  to  honorably  dis- 
chj  irged  soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines,  and  widows  of  such,  and  to  the 
wi  -ea  of  injured  soldiers,  sailors,  and  m.nrines  who  themselves  are  not  ^ 
qu  ilifled  but  whose  wives  are  qualified  to  hold  such  poKltions. 

''For  the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to  those  provisions  the  Civil 
Se-vice  Commission  has  established  a  reemployment  and  a  regular  regjis- 
tei  of  eligibles  with  military  preference  and  similar  registers  of  eligibles 
wi  :bout  military  preferenfc.  The  question  now  raised  is  whether  np- 
po  ntments  may  be  made  from  the  reemployment  register  of  eligibles 
wi  ;hoat  military  preference  before  the  regular  register  of  eligibles  with 
military  preference  is  exhausted,  notwithstanding  the  above-quoted 
pp  (Vision  of  the  act  of  July  11,  1919. 

*  *  The  preference  given  by  that  provision  is  a  preference  over  all 
ot;  ler  pemons  who  may  be  eligible  to  appointment.  No  exceptions  are 
ex  >re8aed  and  none  can  be  read  into  the  act  Its  provisions  are  man- 
da  tory  and  must  be  strictly  complied  with.  Tour  question  must,  there- 
foi  e,  be  answered  in  the  negative.' " 

rhls  opinion  is  supported  in  its  logic  and  conclusion  by  the  opinion 
of  Attorney  General  Wickersham,  rendered  May  12,  1910,  and  recorded 
in  28  Op.  A.  G.  298,  supra,  as  well  as  by  precedent  in  the  previooa 
pnctlce  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

3o  far  as  our  committee  is  aware,  there  has  been  no  construction  of 
thii  statute  contrary  to  that  rendered  by  Attorney  General  Palmer, 
su  )ra,  nor  has  tliere  l>een  any  act  of  Congress  repealing  the  act  of 
Jtily  11,  1919,  or  in  any  way  modifsring  or  restricting  Its  terms.  How- 
ever, on  March  8,  1923,  President  Harding,  at  the  instance  and  request 
of  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  issued  Executive  Order  No.  8801.  This 
on  ler  amends  paragraph  2  of  rule  4  of  the  civil-service  rules,  as  follows : 

'Amend  paragraph  2  of  rule  6  by  omitting  the  clause  reading  as 
fo!  lows :  '  But  the  names  of  persons  preferred  under  the  urgent  de- 
flc  'ncy  act  of  July  11,  1919,  rated  at  65  or  more,  shall  be  placed  above 
all  others.' 

"As  amended,  paragraph  2  of  rule  6  will  read  as  follows  :  'All  com- 
petitors rated  at  70  or  more  shall  be  eligible  for  appointment,  and 
th>1r  names  shall  be  placed  on  the  proper  register  according  to  their 
ra  tings.'  " 

It  further  amends  paragrnph  1  of  rule  8  of  the  civil-service  rules  by 
ad  ding  the  following  language  : 

"An  appointing  officer  who  passes  over  a  veteran  eligible  and  s^elects 
a  nonveteran  with  the  same  or  lower  rating  shall  place  in  the  records 
of  the  department  his  reasons  for  so  doing." 

This  Executive  order  further  provides  that  there  shall  be  added  6 
points  to  the  earned  rating  of  an  able-bodied  veteran  and  10  points  to 
the  earned  rating  of  a  disabled  veteran.  The  practical  effect  of  these 
ac  ditional  points  is  to  put  the  veteran  on  a  parity  with  the  nonveteran 
w  to  may  have  an  initial  rating  equal  to  the  earned  rating  of  a  veteran 
after  the  addition  of  the  5  and  10  points,  as  the  case  may  be.  It  will 
therefore  be  seen  without  argument  that  instead  of  the  absolute  prefer- 
ecce  given  by  the  act  of  July  11,  1919,  as  prescribed  by  Executive  Order 
No.  3152.  and  as  construed  by  the  Attorney  General  in  bis  opinion  of 
A  )til  13,  1920,  the  absolute  preference  and  the  mandatory  feature  of 
tl  at  preference  Is  restricted  and  limited  to  the  point  of  the  addition  of 
5  and  10  points,  respectively,  and  farther  restricted  and  limited  by 
ta  king  the  mandatory  phase  of  the  act  from  it  and  substituting  in  lieu 
thereof  a  discretionary  power  in  the  api)ointing  officer  to  overcome  the 
mindatory  provisions  of  the  act. 

It  may  be  asked,  Could  this  be  done?  It  is  assumed  that  President 
Wilson,  in  Executive  Order  No.  3152,  properly  directed  the  course  of 
a(  ministration  of  the  act  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission.  It  is  as- 
Bumed  that  the  Attorney  General  in  construing  the  act  did  so  properly 
ai  d  advisedly,  therefore  we  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  Executive 
Order  3801  was  either  ill  advised  or  improvidontly  issued,  because  it  is 
at  variance  with  the  theretofore  established  practice  of  the  commission, 
aid  the  theretofore  and  still  valid  construction  of  the  act  of  July  11, 
11 19.  It  is  the  belief  of  our  committee  that  Executive  Order  3801 
establishing  the  6  and  10  points  preference  negatives  for  many  practical 
pt  rposee  the  preference  Congress  intended  by  the  act  and  the  preference 
theretofore  granted  under  its  construction. 

It  is  maintained  that  the  efficiency  of  the  service  is  not  promoted  by 
ti  e  absolute  preference  given  by  the  act  providing  for  the  appointment 
ol  an  eligible  having  a  rating  of  70,  thongh  he  may  be  a  veteran,  in 
pi  af etanes  to  a  noavatvaa  having  an  initial  rating  higher.    The  wisdom 


of  this  contention  Is  not  for  oar  committee  to  determine.  That  la  a 
question  to  be  determined  by  Congress.  Our  committee,  however.  In- 
sists that  the  power  to  legislate  does  not  exist  in  the  executive  branch 
or  any  branch  of  the  executive  departments;  that  if  the  statute  lack* 
wisdom  from  the  standpoint  of  promoting  good  and  efficient  administra- 
tion, that  question  is  properly  referable  to  the  lawmaking  body  of  our 
Government.  We  feel  that  the  Civil  Service  Commission  is  not  vested 
with  the  power  to  substitute  its  will  for  that  of  Congress,  nor  can  it 
properly  administer  the  act  at  variance  with  the  constroction  placed 
upon  it  by  the  Attorney  General.  However,  that  question  may  be  ulti- 
mately determined,  our  committee  feels  that  it  can  rely  with  confidence 
upon  the  logic  and  reasoning  adopted  by  Attorney  General  Wickersham 
in  his  opinion  reported  in  28  Op.  A.  O.  298,  wherein  he  says : 

"  It  is  true  that  the  statutes  do  not  exempt  honorably  discharged 
soldiers  and  sailors  from  examination  and  equal  qualiflcations  for  the 
office  may  be  required.  U7.  Op.  194;  19  id.  318;  24  id.  64.)  But  all 
persons  who  have  passed  the  necessary  examination  are,  under  the  civil 
service  act  and  rules,  presumed  to  be  equally  quallfled  for  the  office 
which  they  seek.  Their  rating  simply  determines  the  order  in  which 
they  Shall  be  certified  for  appointment,  the  one  having  the  highest  rating 
being  preferred.  (Civil-service  Rules  VI,  VII.)  In  other  words,  qualifl- 
cation  or  eligibility  is  determined  by  passing  an  examination,  while 
rating  merely  establishes  the  order  of  preferment.  But  section  1754 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  gives  honorably  discharged  soldiers  and  sailor<! 
who  passed  the  requisite  qualiflcations  preferment  above  all  others,  and 
this  is  the  rule  established  by  paragraph  2  of  Rule  VI  of  the  civil 
service  act." 

The  Civil  Service  Commission  reports  that  in  the  administration  of 
the  act  of  July  11,  1919,  a  large  percentage  of  ex-service  men  have  been 
appointed  and  quallfled  for  positions  in  the  civil  service  notwithstanding 
the  restrictions  in  Executive  Order  3801.  If  credit  is  due  for  such  a 
condition  of  affairs,  our  committee  believes  that  that  credit  belongs 
to  the  efficiency  of  the  ex-service  man  for  having  obtained  a  sufficiently 
high  initial  examination  rating  plus  the  credits  provided  for  in  the 
order  to  become  one  of  the  highest  three  to  be  certified,  and  to  the 
appointing  officer  for  recognizing  the  moral  obligation  due  by  the  Gov- 
ernment to  the  ex-service  man.  In  other  words,  a  large  percentage  of 
ex-service  men  have  qualified  themselves  for  appointment  notwith- 
standing the  limitations  and  restrictions  placed  upon  them  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  in  administering  the  act  of  July  11.  1919,  contrary 
to  its  provisions  as  construed  by  the  Attorney  General.  The  committee 
feels  that,  In  view  of  the  foregoing.  Executive  Order  3801  puts  into 
practice  a  course  of  administration  contrary  to  the  act  of  July  11, 
1019.  and  that  the  mandatory  provisions  of  the  act  are  made  discre- 
tionary and  uncertain.  Whether  or  not  this  course  of  action  promotes 
efficiency  in  administration  is  entirely  beside  the  question,  since  we 
hold  firm  to  the  opinion  that  the  admini-strative  branch  can  not  legis- 
late its  will  for  the  will  of  Congress.  We  do  not  believe  that  the  stat- 
ute promotes  inefficiency,  but  even  should  it  that  question  Is  one  for 
determination  by  Congress. 

KETENTION   PREFEHEXCK 

As  Important  as  appointment  preference  may  be  to  the  layman  or  ex- 
service  men,  in  considering  this  subject  it  is  not  comparable  to  reten- 
tion preference.  The  very  obvious  reasons  are  when  an  ex-service  man 
Is  appointed  and  comes  either  to  Washington  or  goes  to  some  other 
place  from  his  home  for  employment  with  the  Government,  changes  his 
mode  of  living,  marries  or  assumes  other  obligations,  that  the  question 
of  retaining  his  iwsition  when  once  appointed  Is  of  much  greater  Im- 
portance to  him  than  his  application  for  a  position  which  he  may  or 
may  not  ever  obtain.  It  is  therefore  with  the  latter  phase  of  preference 
that  the  ex-service  men  and  women  land  there  are  thousands  of  them 
In  the  District  of  Columbia)  are  vitally  and  primarily  concerned.  It 
Is  a  problem  with  which  the  American  Legion  of  this  department  has 
been  confronted  for  a  number  of  years.  It  is  one  which  the  American 
Legion  has  most  carefully  considered.  Since  1924  at  every  annual 
District  of  Columbia  convention  this  question  has  engaged  the  most 
serious  thought  Of  the  officers  and  members  of  the  Legion.  After  ex- 
tensive study  of  the  subject,  and  particularly  with  reference  to  remedial 
measures,  in  1925  it  passed  resolutions  covering  it.  In  the  same  year 
the  national  convention  of  the  American  Legion  adopted  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  local  department  in  this  respect.  The  action  of  the 
American  Legion  on  the  question  of  retention  preference  was  concurred 
in  by  the  national  organizations  of  the  United  Spanish  War  Veterans, 
Disabled  American  Veterans,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  and  the  Army 
and  Navy  Union.  The  Intent  of  these  resolutions  will  be  subsequently 
set  forth. 

As  stated  above,  retention  preference  differs  from  appointment  prefer- 
ence in  that  it  arisex  by  virtue  of  separate  acts  of  Congress,  separate 
BUecutlve  orders,  and  separate  opinions  of  the  Attorney  General.  It 
applies  to  the  ex-service  man  after  he  has  been  appointed  and  qualified 
and  received  a  permanent  position  In  the  civil  service  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Retention  preference  originated  In  the  act  of  Congress  of  August 
23,  1912   (37  Stat.  L.  413).  which  provides  as  follows: 

"  The  (Hvil  Service  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Preaident,  eatabligh  a  system  of  efficiency  ratings  for  the  classified  aerr- 


Ice  In  the  aeTeral  execuHre  departments  tn  the  District  of  Columbia 
baaed  upon  records  kept  in  each  department  and  Independent  establish- 
ments with  such  frequency  a«  to  make  them  as  nearly  as  possible 
records  of  fact  Such  system  shall  provide  a  minimum  rating  of 
efficiency  which  must  be  attained  by  an  employee  before  he  may  b« 
promoted ;  It  shall  alao  provide  a  rating  below  which  no  employee  may 
fall  without  being  demoted ;  it  shall  farther  provide  for  a  rating  below 
which  no  employee  may  fall  without  being  dismlsaed  for  Inefficiency. 
All  promotions,  demotions,  or  dismissals  shall  be  governed  by  provialona 
of  the  civil-aervice  rules.  Copies  of  all  records  of  efficiency  shall  be 
furnished  by  the  departments  and  independent  establishments  to  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  for  record  In  accordance  with  the  provialona 
of  this  section  :  Provided,  That  in  the  event  of  redactions  being  made 
In  the  force  in  any  of  the  executive  departments  no  honorably  dis- 
charged soldier  or  sailor  whose  record  in  said  department  Is  rated  good 
shall  be  discharged  or  dropped  or  reduced  in  rank  or  salary.  Any  per- 
son knowingly  violating  the  provisions  of  this  section  idiall  be  sum- 
marily removed  from  office  and  may  also  upon  conviction  thereof  be 
punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  |1,000  or  by  imprisonment  for  not 
more  than  one  year." 

An  analysis  of  the  statute  reveals  that  there  are  conditions  precedent 
to  be  performed  prior  to  Its  becoming  effective.  These  conditions  are  aa 
follows : 

1.  A  system  of  efficiency  ratings  must  be  established  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commission   (now  Bureau  of  Efficiency). 

2.  The  President  must  approve  the  system. 

3.  The  executive  departments  must  rate  the  employee  pursuant  to 
the  system. 

4.  The  employee  must  have  a  rating  of  "  Good  "  under  the  system. 
In  the  absence  of  full  compliance  with  these  conditions  precedent,  the 

statute  Is  Inoperative  and  the  beneficial  effect  thereof  deferred.  Thl* 
is  true  by  reason  of  Judicial  construction  of  the  act.  In  1910  two  ex- 
service  men  were  discharged  from  the  civil  service.  They  felt  their 
record  was  "  good."  They  sought  by  mandamus  proceedings  brought 
In  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  restore  themselves 
to  their  former  positions.  At  that  time  (1916)  the  system  contem- 
plated by  the  act  had  not  been  promulgated.  The  petitlonov  were 
denied  the  relief  they  sought  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  accordingly  ap[)ealed  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  the 
District  of  Columbia.  The  court  of  appeals  held  that  until  there  was 
a  full  compliance  with  the  terms  of  the  statute  Its  operative  effect 
was  deferred.  In  1923  an  ex-service  man  sought  by  injunction  to  re-  T 
strain  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  from  discharging  him  in  violation 
of  the  terms  of  the  act  of  August  23.  1912.  In  effect,  It  was  held  in  that 
proceeding  that  until  the  executive  <lepartment  had  rated  the  ex- 
service  man  pursuant  to  the  system  contemplated  by  and  to  be  estab- 
lished under  the  act  that  It  was  Inoperative  and  the  intendi>d  benefit 
could  not  be  conferred.  (Pershing  v.  Daniels  and  Dean  v.  Burleson.  43 
App.  D.  C.  470,  and  in  Robinson  v.  Mellon  et  al.,  Equity  No.  41556. 
Sup.  Ct.  D.  C.) 

The  next  statute  of  general  and  extending  application  to  retention 
preference  independent  of  intervening  appropriation  a<;t8  Is  found  In 
Tlilrty-ninth  Statutes,  page  15,  approved  February  28.  1916.  It  Is  as 
follows : 

"  Hereafter  the  division  of  efficiency  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission 
shall  be  an  independent  establishment,  and  shall  be  known  as  the 
Bureau  of  Efficiency,  and  the  officers  and  employees  of  the  said  division 
shall  be  transferred  to  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency  without  reappointment, 
and  the  records  and  papers  pertaining  to  the  work  of  the  said  division 
and  the  furniture,  equipment,  and  supplies  that  have  been  purchased 
for  it  shall  be  transferred  to  the  said  bureau  :  And  provided  further. 
That  the  duties  relating  to  efficiency  ratings  imposed  upon  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  by  section  4  of  the  legislative,  executive,  and  Judi- 
cial appropriation  act  approved  August  23,  li}12,  and  tlie  duty  of 
investigating  the  administrative  needs  of  the  service  relating  to  per- 
sonnel In  the  several  executive  departments  and  independent  establish- 
ments Imposed  on  the  Civil  Service  Commission  by  the  legislative,  execu- 
tive, and  Judicial  appropriation  act  approved  March  4,  1913,  are  trans- 
ferred to  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency." 

An  analj-sis  of  this  statute  reveals  that  only  one  additional  function 
was  lidded  to  the  single  function  of  the  original  act  of  August  23,  1912 
(establishment  of  a  system  of  efficiency  ratings),  namely,  "the  duty  of 
investigating  the  administrative  needs  of  the  service  relating  to  per- 
sonnel In  the  several  executive  departments,  etc."  Tlie  act,  however, 
accomplished  this  result :  It  took  the  division  of  efficiency  away  from 
the  Civil  Service  Commission,  changed  the  name  therciof.  and  by  it 
created  the  present  Bureau  of  Efficiency,  erroneously  and  commonly 
termed  the  "  United  States  Bureau  of  Efficiency." 

The  benefits  Congress  Intended  to  create  in  favor  of  the  veteran  la 
case  oif  a  reduction  in  force  in  the  executive  departmenta  were  depend- 
ent for  operative  effect  upon  a  system  of  efficiency  ratings  to  be  estab- 
lished with  Executive  approval.  No  comprehensive  system  for  rating 
employeee  applicable  to  all  departments  was  presented  by  the  Bureau 
of  Efficiency  to  the  President  until  October  24,  J  921.  Tb«i  Executive 
Order  No.  8567,  promolgating  a  system,  was  presented  and  approved. 
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Tbua  oat  wfll  tec  tiMt  th«  most  inporuot  pba«e  of  veteran  i»«ferenee 
wu  litermlly  ildetraeked  by  U>e  Inaction  of  the  Boreao  of  Bffldency 
wUcb  was  cbarsed  bj  law  with  sotting  up  the  machlnerr  'or  Its  opera- 
tion for  9  yean.  2  months,  and  1  daj.  We  contend  that  this  was 
Inefflciency  on  the  part  of  the  Bur«an  of  Sfflciency,  for  it  ml^t  be  Jostly 
said  that  the  bureau  disagreed  with  Congress  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the 
Statute  and  thereby  substituted  Iti  wUl  for  that  of  the  Congress. 

The  contention  is  made  by  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency  that  by  reason 
of  the  historical  background  of  the  act  of  August  23,  1912,  and  debates 
br  individuals  in  Congress  prior  to  Its  passage  that  it  was  never  in- 
tended that  the  act  should  become  operative  antll  a  retirement  act 
(if  any)  should  be  passed.  Tbe  retirement  act  was  passed  in  1920. 
It  is  urged  that  the  intention  of  Congress  was  so  because  It  was  felt 
that  the  positions  of  many  employees  of  long  service  would  be  put  in 
Jeopardy.  This  Is  not  a  Just  reason  or  conclusion  when  it  Is  recalled 
that  Congress  has  each  year  subsequent  to  1912  appropriated  thou- 
sands of  dollars  for  this  bureau  for  the  purpose  of  administering  Its 
two  primary  and  fundamental  functions:  (1)  Establishment  of  an  effi- 
ciency-rating system,  and  (2)  investigating  administrative  needs  as  to 
perHonnel.  These  are  provided  for  in  tbe  act  of  August  23,  1912,  as 
amended  by  the  act  of  February  28,  1916  (supra).  Tbe  fallacy  of  that 
ari^ment  is  refuted  beyond  any  question  by  a  reference  to  Executive 
Order  No.  4240  (June  4,  1925),  which  provides  to  employees  having 
long  service  credits  to  be  added  to  their  earned  efficiency  rating  above 
65,  and  which  credits  are  not  to  exceed  25  points,  depending  In  degree 
upon  the  longevity  of  such  service.  This  takes  care  of  the  older  em- 
ployees, destroys  the  force  of  the  bureau's  contention  as  to  the  inten- 
tion of  Congress,  and  justifies  the  assumption  that  tbe  retirement  argu- 
ment is  purely  an  afterthought.  It  being  advanced  in  1927. 

In  the  appropriation  act  of  May  4,  1915  (3S  Stat.  1007),  providing 
the  appropriations  for  the  current  year  to  establish  the  efficiency-rating 
system,  there  Is  found  this  language : 

"  For  establishment  and  maintenance  of  system  of  efficiency  ratings, 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  legislative,  executive,  and  Judicial  appro- 
priation act  for  the  fiscal  year  1913  for  investigation  of  the  needs  of 
the  several  executive  departments  and  independent  establishments  with 
respect  to  personnel,  and  for  Investigation  of  duplication  of  statistical 
and  other  work  and  methods  of  business  In  the  various  branches  of  the 
Government  service." 

It  l^  now  contended  that  by  this  language  additional  duties  were 
added  to  the  organic  act  of  August  23,  1912.  A  construction  of  appro- 
priation acts  does  not  Justify  such  a  conclusion.  We  believe  that  any 
additional  function  or  functions  this  added  lapsed  with  a  consumption 
or  expenditure  of  the  funds  appropriated  for  that  particular  purpose. 
Nothing  is  said  to  indicate  that  In  addition  to  the  duties  now  prescribed 
by  law  for  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency,  It  shall  thereafter  be  charged 
with  the  continuing  function  temporarily  added  as  to  make  it  a  yearly 
function.  If  such  could  be  successfully  contended  f<Mr  the  year  1915, 
certainly  It  can  not  now  be  contended  In  face  of  the  act  of  February 
28,  1916,  which  created  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency.  The  latter  and  all 
subsequent  sets  contain  no  such  language.  We  challenge  a  successful 
contradiction  of  the  assertion  that  only  two  functions  are  speclfled, 
namely,  those  ststed  above,  (1)  establish  m*^nt  of  efficiency -rating  system, 
and  (2)  administrative  needs  as  to  personnel.  Both  of  these  functions 
precisely  are  of  a  personnel  character  and  no  other.  Since  1921,  bow- 
ever,  the  appropriation  acts  have  carried  no  language  covering  any 
functions,  hence  we  mast  hsrk  back  to  the  original  act  as  amended. 

Since  1910  temporary  lenses  of  power  have  been  granted  by  Congress 
to  tbe  Bnrean  of  Efficiency  to  do  specific  things,  such  as  ta  prepare 
a  report  on  the  cost  of  retiring  and  pay  of  retired  civil  employees,  a 
report  on  a  system  of  bookkeeping  and  accounting  for  tbe  Bureau  of 
Indian  Afiairs  (which  had  to  be  submitted  by  D;^cember  31,  1916),  and 
to  prepare  other  reports  to  be  submitted  within  specified  periods  of 
time  to  Congress  on  a  variety  of  subjects  as  to  rates  of  pay  of  em- 
ployees, efficiency,  salary,  and  classlflcatlon  of  employees.  It  can  not 
as  a  matter  of  fact  or  truth  be  successfully  contended  that  any  of 
these  temporary  leases  of  power  engraft  any  function  of  a  permanent 
nature  upon  tbe  act  of  August  23,  1912,  as  amended  by  the  act  of 
February  28,  1916.  All  these  years,  however,  the  public  and  official 
mind  has  become  confused  as  to  the  real  and  original  functions  of  tbe 
Bureau  of  Efficiency.  The  metamorphosis  has  b«^n  gradual.  The  In- 
dustry of  some  of  the  bureau's  employees,  the  spare  time  at  their  dis- 
posal, resulting,  no  doubt,  from  their  failure  to  do  anything  concrete 
in  the  matter  of  an  efficiency  rating  system  as  Congress  Intended  in  its 
creation  of  that  office,  tbe  assumption  tbnt  it  knew  everything  and 
could  perform  any  task  better  than  it  was  then  being  done,  have  con- 
tributed to  the  present  state  of  confusion,  resulting  In  the  expenditure 
of  thonmnds  of  dollars  on  oral  and  written  requests  (in  the  absence 
of  legisl.ntion),  establishment  of  a  system  of  efficiency  ratings  after  nine 
years'  delay  that  is  a  mockery,  and  In  making  many  people  think  that 
the  bureau  is  an  Indispensable  adjunct  of  every  branch  of  our  Govern- 
ment. We  firmly  believe  It  has  by  Its  record  forfeited  all  right  to 
further  existence  as  an  independent  bureau. 

Any  contention  that  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency  is  capable  in  law  to 
Investigate  anytbiag  or  anybody,  whether  It  may  relate  to  the  ezeentlTe 
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or  Independent  establishments  of  the  Government  or  much  less  the 
niDoidpai  affairs  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Is  completely  refuted 
v'ben  it  is  realised  that  such  power  is  specifically  conferred  by  Congress 
OD  the  Buresu  of  the  Budget  and  not  on  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency.  The 
budget  and  accounting  act,  approved  June  10,  1021,  provides  in  section 
2P9  thereof  as  follows : 

The  bureau,  when  directed  by  the  President,  shall  make  a  detailed 
aiudy  of  the  departm<>nt6  and  establishments  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
tie  President  to  determine  what  changes  (with  a  view  of  securing 
greater  economy  and  efficiency  in  the  conduct  of  the  public  service) 
siould  be  made  in  (1)  the  existing  organization,  sctivities,  and  methods 
of  business  of  such  departments  or  establishments,  (2)  the  npproprla- 
t  ons  therefor,  (3)  the  assignment  of  particular  activities  to  particular 
services,  or  (4)  the  regrouping  of  services.  The  results  of  such  study 
Biall  be  embodied  in  a  report  or  reports  to  the  President,  who  may 
transmit  to  Congress  such  report  or  reports  or  any  part  thereof  with 
his  recf>mmendations  on  the  matters  covered  thereby." 

Section  212  of  the  same  act  provides: 

•*  The  bureau  shall,  at  the  request  of  any  committee  of  either  Ilouse 
ojr  Congress  having  Jurls<llctlon  over  revenue  or  appropriations,  furnish 
t  Je  committee  such  aid  and  Information  as  it  may  rcqut  st." 

Section  2  of  tbe  same  act  provides  as  follows  : 

"  The  terma  '  department  and  establlKbment '  and  '  department  or 
ebtabll.shment '  mean  any  executive  department,  independent  commis- 
8  Ion.  board,  bureau,  office,  agency,  or  other  estahlighmcnt  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, including  the  municipal  government  of  the  LMstrict  of  Colum- 
h  ia.  but  do  not  include  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government  or  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States." 

Notwithatanding  the  contentions  we  make  above,  notwithstanding  the 
(hulty,  impracticable  system  established  (which  will  be  hereinafter  fully 
treated)  and  notwithstanding  the  absence  of  any  statutory  authority, 
nevertheless  tbe  Bureau  of  Efficiency  In  an  expenditure  of  1.188,971.97 
from  January  1,  1027.  to  Decomber  1.  1927,  expended  the  munificent 
Him  of  $SS.20  on  efficiency  ratings.  How  then  was  the  other  |188,8.'<2.77 
fl>ent7  See  what  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency  sets  forth  in  his 
T'sponse  to  Ilouse  Resolution  16  submitted  to  the  Seventieth  Congress 
oj  January  16,  1928.  Some  of  the  larger  aud  significant  items  listed 
t  lerein  are  as  follows  : 


Currency   circulation.   Treasury    Department— 


$10,  360.  58 


Public  buildings  aud  public  parks 2,470.44 

Federal   Farm   L<»an   Board 3,364.64 

Irohibition  Bureau,  Trea.sury  Department 6,288.20 

Eepartmcnt  of  Justice,  prison  Industries 11,385.52 

I  ospitallzatlon  co«ts.   Federal  department 9.15.79 

;^llen  Property  Custodian,  telephone  service 175.  68 

V'art^'bousmg  facilities,  all  departments 522.49 

Filing  methods.  Supreme  Court.  District  of  Columbia 219.  49 

Condemnation  proceedings.  Departmont  of  Justice 2.  l.'^O.  00 

I  ecorder  of  deeds  and  register  of  wills.  District  of  Columbia.  2,  570.  30 

lolicc  court.  District  of  Columbia 62.19 

louse  committee — Gibson    Hiibcommittee — 61.941.49 

Ifublic-school  survey.   District  of  Columbia 38.208.79 

Search  and  analyze  the  statutes.  Search  and  analyse  the  resolutions, 
dearch  and  analyze  the  temporary  grants  of  power  and  special  legisla- 
t  ve  requests.  Olve  all  of  them  the  broadest  snd  most  liberal  constnic- 
t  on.  If  there  is  any  doubt  anywhere  In  anyone's  mind,  reiiolve  that 
oonbt  in  favor  of  the  Bureau  of  ESffiHency.  We  th»>n  submit  that  in  falr- 
less  the  only  conclusion  ia  that  the«t>  investigstions  have  been  made  and 
I  re  being  nuide  without  a  semblance  of  authority  In  law.  The  Bureau  of 
I  ffidency  states  Its  suthority  In  the  above  re<«ponse  to  House  Resola- 
t  on   16  to  be  as  follows : 

"  On  June  30,  1926,  the  House  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia 
adopted  a  resolution  authorising  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to  ap- 
point a  subcommittee  consisting  of  seven  memh^-s  with  authority  to 
■  «ke  a  study  of  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  Its 
il  liferent  agendas,  and  such  investigation  as  it  may  deem  necessary, 
f  )r  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  any  needed  changes  In  the  District  law 
or  matters  of  administration  thereof  and  report  its  flndingx  to  the  full 
cDmmlttee,  with  such  recommendations  as  it  may  deem  necessary  for 
tlie  improvement  of  the  municipal  government  of  the  District  on  or  be- 
f  )re  the  Ist  day  of  July,  1927." 

"As  a  result  of  the  above  resolution  a  subcommittee  was  appointed 
consisting  of  the  following  members:  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr.  McLkod,  Mr. 
Ibid,  .Mr.  Hocston,  Mr.  H.vmmrh,  Mr.  Gilbert,  and  Mr.  Whitehkad. 

"  In  the  latter  part  of  November.  1926,  Chairman  Gibson,  of  the  sub- 
ommlttee,  discussed  with  Chairman  Madden,  of  the  Appropriations 
(onimittee,  the  question  of  obtaining  an  appropriation  or  authorization 
f)r  the  employment  of  Investigators  to  assist  the  subcommittee  In  Its 
V  ork.  Mr.  Madden  suKg.-sted  that  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency  be  called 
upon  to  aid  tbe  subcommittee  and  Mr.  Brown  was  called  Into  conference 
fith  Mr.  Madden,  Mr.  Gibsox,  and  Mr.  HorsTox.  As  a  result,  on 
yovember  29,  1926,  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency  started  Inquiries  in  certain 
h  [ireans  of  the  District  government.  On  March  3,  1927.  when  It  became 
Apparent  that  legislative  authority  to  continue  the  subcommittee  after 
t  Je  adjournment  of  Congr«-s8  could  not  be  obtained  on  account  of  the 
pressure  of  work  on  the  closing  days  of  the  se9.«lon,  the  subcommittee 
requested  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency  to  continue  Its  Investigation  of  Dis- 


trict affairs  during  the  summer  months  and  to  report  Its  accomplish- 
ments to  tbe  subcommittee  or  the  House  District  Committee  of  tbe 
Seventieth  Congress." 

On  March  8,  1927,  Hon.  Procter  L.  Dougherty,  president  of  the  Board 
of  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  wrote  the  Chief  of  the 
Bureau  of  Efficiency  as   follows : 

"  Mt  Dear  Mb.  Bkown  :  The  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia would  be  pleased  to  have  you  confer  with  them  at  any  early  date 
with  a  view  to  discussing  the  matters  developed  by  the  special  subcom- 
mittee of  the  House  District  Committee  investigating  District  affairs, 
and  desire  your  cooperation  in  planning  any  improvements  in  the  Dis- 
trict service." 

The  Chief  of  the  Efficiency  Bureau  further  justifies  his  actions  and 
expenditures  as  follows  : 

"  Under  the  budget  and  accounting  act  all  expenditures  Incurred  by 
the  Bureau  of  Efficiency  are  audited  by  the  General  Accounting  Office. 
Exitenditures  incurred  In  connection  with  the  bureau's  study  of  munici- 
pal affairs  submitted  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  for  audit  have 
received  the  approval  of  that  office,  thus  Indicating  that  the  Bureau  of 
Efficiency  Is  not  exceeding  Its  authority  in  making  Investigations  into 
the  affairs  of  the  District  of  Columbia." 

Wc  submit  that  an  oral  request  is  an  anomalous  way  to  confer  legal 
authority  on  a  governmental  agency.  To  spend  the  people's  money  upon 
oral  request  is  an  anomaly,  and  It  Is  sought  to  Justify  It  by  saying.  In 
effect,  the  assumption  of  power,  if  one.  is  cured  by  the  expenditures 
being  paid.  Or,  in  other  words,  one  mistake  Is  cuivd  by  the  error  of 
another. 

It  can  be  properly  asked  of  our  committee  of  what  concern  is  all  of 
this  to  the  American  Legion?  It  coucerns  us  primarily  as  veterans  and 
dtiaens.  As  veterans  because  our  statutory  preference  rights  are  not 
protected.  As  citizens  because  we  find  a  bureau  legislating  for  itself 
duties,  apparently  Illimitable  and  unbounded,  resulting  in  a  distortion 
of  the  proper  division  of  functions  under  our  form  and  theory  of  gov- 
ernment. We  Jo  not  go  into  the  merit  or  demerit  of  any  of  the  ex- 
traneous work  that  has  been  done  by  the  Bureau  of  EJfficlency  and  which 
we  contend  has  been  done  through  all  the  years  from  its  inception  In 
1912  in  the  absence  of  specific  legislative  atrthority. 

Great  good  or  harm  may  have  resulted  from  that  digression.  It  re- 
mains our  opinion  that  such  activities  were  unauthorized  and  should 
have  been  i>erformed  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  where  specific  legis- 
lative authority  therefor  is  vested. 

We  do  have  a  right  to  complain  of  the  inertia  resulting  In  injury  to 
our  comrades,  thousands  of  whom  are  in  the  classified  civil  service  and 
each  of  whom  is  entitled  to  the  full  protection  of  the  act  of  August 
23,  1912,  if  properly,  practically,  and  conscientiously  administered. 
The  American  Legion  for  Its  members  feels  that  the  system  of  efficiency 
ratings  promulKattnl  at  the  late  date  of  October  24,  1921,  is  not  In 
accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  act  of  August  23,  1912,  Is  Impractical 
and  incapable  of  being  fairly  administered.  We  feel  that  hundreds  of 
ex-service  men  have  been  dropped  from  tbe  rolls  in  violation  of  the 
intended  benefits  of  the  spirit  of  the  act.  We  do  not  believe  there  can 
be  found  but  relatively  few  among  the  thousands  of  nonvcterans  in  the 
Government  servli-e  who  have  a  word  of  praii*e  for  the  system.  We  feel 
that  if  a  small  portion  of  tbe  many  thousands  of  dollars  Congress  has 
appropriated  each  year  since  1912  for  tbe  Bureau  of  Efficiency  bad  been 
spent  in  an  eameitt  effort  to  devise  a  practical  system  for  rating  tbe 
relative  efficiency  of  civil-service  employees  a  practical  syxtem  could  have 
been  devised  and  Ita  conscientious  administration  superintended.  That 
no  such  effort  is  now  being  made  Is  clearly  seen  by  the  expenditure  in 
1927  of  only  $88.20  in  that  behalf  and  by  a  casual  examination  of  the 
system  now  in  use.  No  member  of  our  committee  poses  as  an  efficiency 
expert.     No  one,  however,  admits  that  he  is  devoid  of  all  common  sense. 

Let  us  take  efficiency  rating  Form  No.  8.  a  copy  of  which  ia  appended 
hereto,  and  consider  the  service  elements  in  a  concrete  case  iu  the  light 
of  the  bureau's  instructions  as  to  its  application.  There  are  15  service 
elements,  beginning  with  accuracy,  including  such  terms  as  leadership, 
cooporativeness,  success,  execution,  etc.,  and  ending  with  quantity.  One 
hundred  theoretically  is  tbe  maximum  of  efficiency  that  an  employee 
may  obtain. 

As  a  matter  of  fact  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency  In  its  Circular  L-etter  No. 
10.  dated  November  7,  1924,  established  a  table  that  is  known  as  "  cor- 
relation of  efficiency  ratings  with  salary  rates,"  wherein  certain  sala- 
ries for  each  grade  are  specified  for  persons  obtaining  certain  percentage 
marks.  This  table  limits  increases  in  .'i.ilary  to  speclfled  groups  of 
efficiency  ratings  obtained  by  individuals.  There  is  a  provision  in 
annual  appropriation  acts  as  follows : 

"  In  expending  appropriations  or  portions  of  appropriations  contained 
iu  this  act  for  the  payment  for  personal  services  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  in  accordance  with  the  classification  act  of  1923  the  average 
of  the  salaries  of  the  total  number  of  persons  under  any  grade  In  any 
bureau,  office,  or  other  appropriation  unit  shall  not  at  any  time  exceed 
the  average  of  the  compensation  rates  speclfled  for  the  grade  by  such 
act,     •     •     •." 

The  effect  of  the  foregoing  general  average  clause  determines  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  sum  appropriated  to  the  employee  entitled  to  receive  it. 


Our  committee  invites  your  attention  to  this,  particularly  for  the  reason 
that  a  person's  true  efficiency  mark  must  be  in  some  cases  reduced  or 
Increased  so  as  to  conform  to  the  general  average  clause  carried  in  the 
appropriation  acts.  In  other  words,  an  Individual's  true  efficiency  mark 
is  revised  upward  or  downward  so  as  to  fix  his  rate  of  pay.  Now.  It 
Is  our  contention  that  this  alteration  of  the  true  efficiency  rating  in 
the  first  Instance  results  In  a  loss  of  the  preference  given  to  the  veteran 
by  the  act  of  Congress  of  August  23.  1912,  as  amended,  and  the 
Executive  order  of  October  24,  1921,  because  the  alteration  of  rates 
that  has  taken  place  In  many  Instances  will  leave  him  below  the  mark 
of  80,  which  is  regarded  as  "  good."  This  finds  Its  application  in  tbe 
matter  of  retention  in  service  In  tbe  event  of  a  reduction  In  personnel. 
It  finds  Its  application  in  the  matter  of  qualifying  by  a  veteran  for  pro- 
motion. It  finds  its  application  In  the  ability  of  a  veteran  to  be  able 
to  retain  his  present  position  when  demotions  would  appear  to  be  In 
order.  In  effect,  we  b«>lleve  that  the  law  and  Executive  order  giving 
him  certain  veteran  preference  in  these  situations  is,  by  the  practice 
established.  there))y  lost.  The  net  result  of  tbe  entire  situation  is  that 
an  Individual's  efficiency  rating  has  degenerated  from  one  of  fact  Into 
one  of  theory,  so  that  the  rating  given  an  individual  has  become  pri- 
marily one  to  establish  bis  salary  and  not  one  to  establish  his  efficiency 
as  an  employee.  The  system  of  efficiency  rating  should  deal  with  the 
proposition  of  the  rating  of  tbe.  efficiency  of  an  individual  rather  than 
being  used  to  determine  his  rate  of  pay. 

We  desire  to  Invite  your  attention  to  paragraph  17,  from  general 
circular  No.  10.  dated  November  7,  1924,  of  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency, 
which  Is  as  follows  : 

"Executive  order  of  October  24,  1921,  provides  as  follows: 

"  *  In  cases  of  reductions  In  the  number  of  employees  on  sccount  of 
Insufficient  funds,  or  otherwise,  necessary  demotions  and  dismissals 
shall  be  made  in  order,  beginning  with  the  employees  having  the  lowest 
ratings  In  each  class;  but  honorably  discharged  soldiers  and  sailors 
whose  ratings  are  good  shall  be  gfven  preference  In  selecting  employees 
for  retention.' 

"  This  shall  be  construed  to  require  that  in  selecting  employees  to  be 
dismissed  or  demoted  on  account  of  any  general  re<luctlon  of  working 
forces  honorably  discharged  soldiers  and  sailors  attaining  for  tbe  last 
rating  period  an  efficiency  rating  of  not  less  than  80  will  be  placed  at 
the  top  of  the  lists  of  competing  employees  in  the  order  of  their  ratings ; 
and  they  will  l>e  retained  in  existing  status,  if  their  record  in  respect 
to  deportment,  attitude,  and  attendance  is  satisfactory.  In  preference 
to  all  other  persons  with  whom  they  are  respectively   In  competition." 

F'or  a  typist  (who  may  do  copy  work  every  day  and  nothing  else) 
we  find  In  CAF-1  (classlflcatlon  designation)  28  points  for  accuracy 
or  reliability,  18  points  for  neatness.  26  poinU  for  speed  or  quantity, 
18  points  for  industry  and  concwitration.  10  points  for  knowledge  of 
work.  The  rating  officer  must  accept  each  definition  (that  Is,  of  neat- 
ness, industry,  etc.)  literally  and  without  modification.  After  all  em- 
ployees are  marked  In  pencil  and  c-omparlsons  made  (for  what  we  ask) 
between  the  ratings  of  different  employees  as  to  class  groups  and  by 
grades,  the  pencil  markings  may  be  altered  as  deslraUe  and  then  corner 
tbe  final  markings  in  black  ink.  The  foregoing  are  some  of  the  duties 
of  the  Immediate  sni)erlor  or  rating  officer.  Then  comes  In  the  KS- 
ciency  Bureau's  form  the  instructions  of  the  reviewing  officers.  Thejr 
are  as  follows: 

"(1)  The  reviewing  officer  win  caiefully  compare  tbe  markings  as- 
signed by  the  different  rating  officers  under  his  supervision,  with  s  view 
to  noting  such  corrections  on  the  various  sheets  as  may  be  necessary  to 
secure  reasonable  uniformity  and  accuracy  in  the  element  markings  for 
the  entire  group  for  which  he  is  responsible.  This  will  involve  not  only 
the  correction  of  markings  In  Individual  cases  but  In  some  Instances  a 
general  revision  upwanl  or  downward  of  the  markings  assigned  by  par- 
ticular rating  officers. 

"(2)  Corrections  made  by  reviewing  officers  will  be  by  red-ink  check 
mark  (V)  on  the  various  element  scales.  The  rating  officers'  marks 
will  be  left  undisturbed. 

"(3)  After  the  reviewing  officer  has  reviewed  and  marked  the  sheets, 
he  will  sign  and  date  all  sheets  and  submit  them  to  tbe  proper  board  of 
review." 

We  submit  no  argument  Is  necessary  to  disclose  this  monstrosity.  The 
Item  covering  quantity  of  work  (No.  15  on  Form  8)  is  not  considered 
at  all  except  Incldently  and  as  a  component  of  No.  4  (speed  and  rapid- 
ity) and  bears  a  maximum  weight  of  only  26  points.  Suppose  the  typist 
produces  tbe  most  work  among  a  given  number  of  employees  from  the 
standpoint  of  quantity  and  the  best  in  point  of  quality,  and  is  attentive 
to  duties  and  subordinate,  Is  It  not  apparent  then  that  those  basic  as  well 
as  obvious  elements  should  control  in  the  final  efficiency  rating?  Is  It 
not  apparent  that  It  works  an  individual  hardship  to  attemjit  to  equalise 
his  work  with  a  group?  Does  it  not  work  an  Injustice  to  require  the 
reviewing  officer  who  rarely  If  ever  comes  Into  personal  contact  with  the 
typist  affected,  to  revise  upward  or  downward  the  mark  given  the  typist 
by  the  very  one  best  qualified  to  do  so,  namely,  tbe  rating  officer?  We 
submit  no  further  demonstration  is  necessary. 

There  are  thousands  of  employees  in  mechanical  positions  with  the 
Government  whose  efficiency,  relatively  speaking,  may  be  mathematically 
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Consider  the  form  used  In  tb« 


defermined  by  their  prodticHon  of  work. 

Ooremment  Prfntfng  Offlce : 

Factor  $  tchich  »han  increase  or  decrease  average  effleieHCU 

Add  to  85  the  indlcatf-d  points: 

Excfptional  uMMty (1-oj  

Exeeptlonal  appUeatiwi . ;J  «(  

Bxcf-ptioual  cooperation },   if  

Kxceptioiial  dependability '}   ot  

Kxc«*ptlonal  Jnitiatlre 'J   oi  

Excpprtonal  Judjnn*nt ^J  o^  

Kxfvptioual  a<>atDeM  In  work **~|^  ' 

Kxciptional  guallty (J~5i  

Exceptional  qiiantfty (1-5)  

Exceptional    wipervtaory,   executive,    or   adminis- 
trative ability (1-5)  

Deduct  f  rum  8r>  tlie  indicated  points : 

Ijick  of  ability <A"*®)  

I^ck  of  application (1— «)  

Lack  of  cooperation __ (1-16)  

Lack  of  depentlablllty (1-5)  

Lack  of  Inirlative (1-5)  

lAck  of  Judgment (1-6)  

I^ck  of  neatness  In  work (1-5) 


Lack  of  quality (1-16)  , 

lAck  of  quantity (1-16)  

Lack  of  inperrlaory,  execotlve,  or  administrative 

ability (1-16)  

Apply  the  above  eflldeney  form  to  th*  output  of  a  linotype  operator, 
monotype  operator,  or  anyone  doinK  mechanical  work.  Its  absurdity  so 
f.ir  as  extabliahinig;  on  a  basis  of  fact  an  Individual's  relative  eflldency 
is  too  obvious  to  require  discussion.  However,  under  these  forms  In- 
.xtructions  and  abstract  elements,  unless  a  veteran  obtains  80,  which  Is 
prescribed  by  executive  Order  4240,  issued  June  4,  1925,  as  the  standard 
of  "  gorid  "  as  used  In  the  act  of  Antrost  23,  1912,  it  Is  our  contention 
that  "  retention  preference "  Is  a  delusion  and  snare.  He  may  be 
welched  In  the  scales  of  this  monstrosity,  and  even  though  good  in  point 
of  fact  yet  inefBcieot  in  point  of  administration  of  this  system. 

Oar  committee  is  aware  of  the  element  of  personal  equation.  It  also 
lielieves  it  to  be  a  hard  task  to  cHtablish  a  sati.sfactory  system.  Ye* 
we  believe  that  the  task  is  susceptible  of  accomplishment,  provided  some 
action  is  taken  to  tow  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency  l«ck  into  the  channeln 
of  duty  and  function  charted  for  it  by  Con};re<<s  and  providetl  the  money 
appropriated  for  that  office  is  spent  In  soperintonding  a  fair  adminis- 
tration of  sach  a  system  so  promulgated.  What  is  needed  is  a  practi- 
cal system. 

Because  of  the  hundreds  of  complaints  that  have  been  made  to  liic 
.Vmertcaa  Legion  locally  and  nationally,  demonstrating  tbe  injustice  of 
the  system  and  by  reason  of  the  complete  failure  in  the  administration 
of  retention  preference,  resolutions  have  lieen  passt  d  consistently  since 
1925  to  aboUah  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency  and  to  transfer  its  functions 
to  the  Ctvil  Service  Oomatssion  whence  It  originated.  The  action  uf  tbe 
Legion  has  beea  practically  unanimous.  Tbe  resolution  covering  tlie 
subject  is  as  follows  : . 

"  Whereas  tbe  American  Legion,  at  its  national  convention  at  Omaha, 
Nehr..  in  1925.  and  in  Philailelpbia,  Pa..  In  1926.  passetl  a  resolniion  at 
the  reqoest  of  the  Department  of  the  I>istrict  of  Columbia,  calling  upon 
Congress  to  abolish  tb«  United  States  Bureau  of  Efficiency.  United 
States  Personnel  Classlflcatlon  Board,  and  the  United  Btates  Work- 
men's Compensation  Commission  and  to  transfer  their  fonctions  to  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  ;   and 

*'  Whereas  it  is  the  belief  of  ex-service  men,  as  expressed  by  them  at 
the  aatlooal  conventions  of  tbe  American  Legion  in  the  aforeiiaid 
action,  that  the  United  States  Bureau  of  Efficiency  has  been  grossly 
indifferent  in  performing  the  duties  repaired  of  it  by  law  in  the  estab- 
Uahmcnt  and  malnteuajiee  of  a  system  of  efficiency  rating  based  upou 
fact,  whereby  ex-service  men  and  women  may  have  the  protection 
afforded  by  law :  and 

"  Whereas  it  is  the  belief  of  ex-service  men  that  tbe  United  States 
Bureau  of  Efficiency  particularly  has  greatly  transgressed  its  lawful 
duties  with  great  resulting  detriment  to  ex-servico  men  :  Now,  there- 
fore, be  It 

"  Mesahei,  That  tlie  American  Legion  of  the  Department  of  tbe  lAs- 
trtct  of  Goliuabla,  in  special  convention,  again  requests  tbe  National 
Convention  of  the  American  Legion  to  Indorse  and  do  Its  utmost  to 
secure  the  pas.sage  of  acts  of  Congress  to  effectuate  the  foregoing  con- 
solidation of  the  personnel  bureaus  of  tbe  Government  that  the  Con- 
gress of  tbe  United  Btates  is  hereby  petitioned  by  the  Department  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  of  tbe  American  Legion  to  pass  legislation  to 
effect  the  foregoing ;  be  it  further 

"  RttoWed,  That  copies  of  this  reaolutiun  be  sent  to  the  national 
legislative  committee  of  the  American  Legion,  the  President  uf  tbe 
United  States,  and  to  every  ex-service  man  who  is  a  Member  of  Con- 
grats ;  and  be  it  further 

"  itesolrctf.  That  the  national  executive  committeeman  be  and  be  is 
hereby  instructed  to  present  this  resolution  for  the  consideration  of  the 
national  executive  committee  of  the  American  Legion  and  that  he  do  his 
atm«st  to  secure  favorable  action  by  the  national  executive  committee 
and  the  national  le^slatlve  committee ;  and  be  it  further 

"  Jieaoivcel,  Tiiat  any  act  of  Congress  that  may  be  Introduced  or 
the  passage  of  which  may  be  sought  shall  provide  that  the  system  of 
efficiency  rating  to  be  established  or  that  may  now  be  in  vogue  shall 
be  baaeC  upon  practical  elements  of  efficiency." 


November  ^2 


The  action  of  the  American  Legion  has  been  indorsed  by  the  Army 
and  Ifavy  Union,   United   Spanish  War  Veterans,   Veterans  of  P'oreljrn 
Vars,  and  the  Disabled  American  Veterans,  besides  being  concurred  in 
ly  many  nonveteran  organlaatious  of  national  scope. 

A  reading  of  the  above  resolution  discloses  that  It  embraces  the  four 

but  each  an  Independent),  personnel  bureaus  of  the  Government.     Ap- 

leala  la   cases  of  threatened   discharge   and   relative   to    clasBiacatious 

nay  be  made  to  the  Personnel  Classification   Board.      It   is,   however, 

:  mpotent  to  rectify  an  alleged  wrong  through  lack  of  power  to  direct. 

|)nr  committee   on   this   point   desires   to   Invite   your   attention    to    the 

1  vcommendation  advanced  by  the  veterans'  Joint  committee  which  con- 

Isted  of  representatives  of  all  accredited  veteran  organizations  In  the 

Mstrict  of  Columbia  wherein  that  committee  said  : 

"In  recommending  the  consolidution  of  the  personnel  branches  of  the 

I  Jovernment    for   the    purpose    of    Insuring    conscientlouH.    economic    ad- 

ninistration  of  the  laws  preferring  ex-service  men,  the  committee  was 

rrompted  solely  l»y  the  desire  to  see  that  legislative  will  was  effectively 

accomplished.     Personal  reasons  did  not  enter  into  the  question. 

**  The  committer  recommended  that  these  functions  be  traosferrefi  to 
he  Civil  Service  Commission.  Neither  tbe  committee  nor  any  of  its 
neubers  interviewed  the  commission  with  reference  to  these  proposed 
■esolutlons,  nor  did  the  committee  interview  the  beadM  of  tbe  other 
>nrenns  affected.  It  has  not  been  concerned  with  the  question  of 
irbether  or  not  the  suj^gestions  made  on  preference  and  consolidation 
>f  personnel  bnreaus  meets  with  the  approval  of  tbe  beads  uf  the 
mrlous  bfircHus  affected.  If  what  the  committee  has  proposed  Is  in 
iny  measure  good  and  well  tnkeu ;  if  what  we  desire  in  tbe  way  of 
eglslatlon  Is  proper,  we  feel  that  it  Is  no  concern  of  the  head  of  any 
?xecntlve  branch  or  Independent  establishment,  and  that  their  feelings 
irould  not  in  any  way  alter  our  position  or  In  any  way  detract  from  the 
nerit  of  our  proposal.  We  feel  tliat  it  la  a  distortion  of  tbe  proper 
conception  of  the  legislative  and  executive  functions  to  consider  that 
eglslation  should  be  passed  merely  accordlnj;  to  the  dictates  or  will 
>f  members  of  the  executive  branch  of  tbe  Government.  We  twlieve 
:h8t  there  will  be  cause  for  complaint  and  InJiistUe  In  administratiou 
lo  long 'as  the  res]ion.>iihlllty  Is  divided  t)etw(>en  the  exlHting  org;)nisa- 
:ions  of  the  Government.  Our  view  Is  conflrmed  by  the  history  and 
Fxperlence  of  personnel  organisations  and  administrations  and  by  the 
njnrles  suffered  witbotit  adequate  legal  remedies  available.  Thote 
iboald  be  only  one  independent  establisbm»'nt  of  the  'rovernment 
•barged  with  the  responsibility  of  administering  all  personnel  matters. 
Season  and  logic  recommend  their  consolidation. 

"  So  much  is  heanl  to-day  of  wastefulness,  inefficiency,  duplication 
jf  work,  overlappinif.  and  unnecessary  detail  generally  reftrre*!  to  as 
red  tape  In  tbe  administration  of  governmental  affairs  that  one  may 
wen  begin  to  question  the  sincerity  of  such  disparagement  unlests  the 
[jropownl  to  consolidate  all  personnel  functions  meets  with  the  spon- 
taneous support  of  all  whose  Interest  seek  a  more  economic  and  efficient 
fjperatlon  of  our  national  business.  An  analysis  of  the  opposition  will 
disclose  in  its  ranks  tho^ie  who  either  lack  Information  of  the  subject 
■atter  or  who  have  been  mlrdnformed,  those  who  have  selfish  pur- 
poses to  serve  and  those  whose  immediate  position  Will  be  dispensed 
with  in  the  proposed  change,  and  those  Innocent  ones  who  through  altra- 
eonservatlsm  have  never  favored  any  change  of  tbe  existing  order  of 
things. 

"  If  the  acts  of  Congress  creating  the  four  personnel  bureaus  of  the 
Government  are  snipped  of  the  verbiage  authorizing  the  administrative 
detail,  then  one  sees  at  a  glance  what  Congress  aceompHshed  by  the 
passage  of  such  acts  and  is  confronted  with  the  simple  but  Indisputable 
hct  that : 

"  '  1.  The  real  purpose  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  is  to  examine, 
rate,  and  certify  a  prospective  civil  employee  for  Initial  appointment. 

"  '  2.  The  real  purpose  of  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency  Is  to  establish  a 
system  of  relative  efficiency  ratings  for  civil  employees  and  to  investi- 
gate the  administrative  needs  of  the  departments  with  relation  to 
personnel. 

"  '  3.  The  real  purpose  of  the  Perbonnel  CUissificatlon  Board  Is  to 
classify  dvll  employees  on  a  duty  basis,  and  hear  appeals  In  certain 
cases. 

'••4.  The  real  purpose  of  the  United  States  Employees*  Cumpeu.sation 
Commlssiou  is  to  retire  a  civil  employee  for  disability  incurred  in  line 
of  doty.' 

"  Nothing  else  except  the  necessary  administrative  routine  was  con- 
templated. What  else  these  bureaus  may  Ih>  doing  simply  adds  to  tbe 
reasons  for  their  unification.  What  an  analogy  of  duties.  At  first 
glance  the  analysis  shows  four  independent  bureaus,  each  performing 
a  personnel  function  in  one  phase  or  another.  At  times  in  disagreement, 
t  others  in  competition  and  even  actual  opposition.  What  necessity 
requires  their  separation,  with  increased  personnel,  with  the  possibility 
of  having  four  records  to  be  kept  when  one  should  suffice?  Can  not  one 
record  be  maintained  by  one  set  of  employees  more  efficiently  and  more 
economically  than  four?  There  should  be  one  complete  record  of  each 
employee  from  the  moment  he  enters  the  service  until  he  Is  retired  for 
longevity  of  aervlce  or  disability  Incurred  In  line  of  duty.  Hence 
economy  In  cost  of  maintaining  only  one  bnreaa  rather  than  four  must 
follow." 


T 


1929 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


5955 


Throughout  the  history  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  with  the  ex-  ^ 
ception  of  the  matter  of  Ebsecutlve  Order  No.  3801,  supra,  we  as  veter- 
ans have  found  little  cause  to  complain.  The  commissioners  and  the 
personnel  of  that  bipartisan  body  have  been  sympathetic  to  the  rights 
of  veterans.  Tbe  commission  has  demonstrated  a  desire  to  administer 
pi>rsonnel  matters  In  accordance  with  the  legislative  will  as  construed 
with  a  view  to  promoting  the  efficiency  of  tbe  merit  system  of  public 
service.  Fairness  and  frankness  have  characterized  the  administration 
or  that  body.  It  has  never,  so  far  as  we  are  aware,  attempted  to  assume 
a  function  not  specifically  granted.  We  believe  Its  future  record  will 
be  charted  by  tbe  light  of  its  past  administratiou.     For  these  reasons 


as  well  as  the  economy  resulting  therefrom,  we  favor  the  foregoing 
consolidation  of  all  personnel  functions  with  those  of  the  CUvil  Service 
Commission. 

This  committee,  uninfluenced  by  bias,  prejudice,  or  personal  reasons, 
is  happy  to  respond  to  tbe  request  ot  the  President's  advisory  commit- 
tee In  submitting  the  foregoing  as  a  reflection  of  the  attitude  of  the 
American  Legion.  These  views  are  presented  after  most  careful  and 
painstaking  study  of  the  theory  and  practice  of  appointment  and  reten- 
tion preference  for  veterans. 

By  direction  of  veterans'  preference  committee. 

Ha£Lan  Wood,  Chairman. 


Classification  symbols                | 

Service 

Grade 

Class 

Efficiency  Rating  Form  No.  8 


Gk.vphic  Ratino  Scals 


Name - Department. 

(Surname)  (Given  name)  (Initial) 


Nonsupervisory ...D 


Supervisory 


D 


(Check  one) 


(Bureau) 


(Diviston) 


(Section) 


(Subsection) 


Ele- 
ment 
number 


D 


D 


D 


D 


D 


D 


D 


D 


D 


D 


D 


D 


D 


D 


D 


a 


Ser\'ioe  elements 


1.  Consider  accuracv;  ability  to  produce  work  free  from 
error,  ability  to  detect  errors. 


3.  Consider  reliability  in  the  execution  of  a.ssigned  tasks; 
de[)en(jability  in  following  instnictions:  acctiraoy  of 
any  parts  of  product  appraisable  in  terms  of  accuracy. 


3.  Consider  neatness  and  orderliness  of  work. 


4.  Consider  the  speed  or  rapidity  with  which  work  is  sc- 
complishod;  the  quantity  of  work  produced  in  a  given 
time;  the  (iispatch  with  which  a  task  of  known  diffi- 
culty is  completed. 


5.  Consider  industry:  diligence:  attentiveness;  energy  and 
application  to  duties;  the  degree  lo  which  the  employee 
really  concentrates  on  the  work  at  hand. 


Consider  knowledge  of  work;  present  knowledge  of  Job 
and  of  work  related  to  it;  specialised  knowledge  in  his 
particular  field. 


7.  Consider  Judgment;  ability  to  grasp  a  situation  and  draw 
correct  conclusions;  ability  to  profit  by  experience; 
sense  of  proportion  or  relative  values;  common  sense. 


8.  Consider  success  in  winning  confidence  and  respect 
through  his  personality;  courtesy  and  tact;  control  of 
emotions;  poise. 


Consider  cooperativeness;  ability  to  work  for  and  with 
otiiers,  reatiiness  to  give  new  ideas  and  methods  a  fair 
trial;  desire  to  observe  and  conform  with  the  policies 
of  the  management. 


10.  Consider  initiative;  resourcefulness;  success  in  doing 
things  in  new  and  better  ways  and  in  adapting  im- 
proved methods  to  his  own  work;  constructive  tnink- 


11.  Consider  execution;  ability  to  pursue  to  the  end  difficult 
investigations  or  assignments. 


12.  Consider  organizing  ability;  .success  in  organizing  the 
work  of  his  .section,  division,  or  department,  both  by 
delegating  authority  wisely  and  by  making  certain 
that  results  are  achieved;  ability  to  plan  so  as  to  com- 
plete tasks  on  schedule. 


13.  Consider  leadership;  success  in  winning  tbe  cooperation 
of  bis  subordinates  and  in  welding  them  into  a  loyal 
and  efTective  working  unit;  decisiveness;  energy,  self- 
control;  tact;  courage;  fairness  in  dealing  with  others. 


14.*  Consider  success  'n  improving  and  developing  emptoy- 
ees  by  imparting  mformation,  developing  talent, 
and  aroasing  ambition;  ability  to  teach;  ability  to 
explain  matters  clearly  and  comprehensively. 


QDANTriT  or  WORK 

15.  (To  be  used  only  where  accurate  and  comprehensive 
output  records  are  kept.) 


Note:  Mark  only  on  elements  checked  in  left-hand  margin 


Highest  possible 
accuracy. 


Greatest    possi- 
ble reliability. 

Greatest    possi- 
ble    neatness 

and     orderli- 
ness. 


Greatest    possi- 
ble rapiaity. 


Greatest    possi- 
ble diligence. 


Completely  in- 
formed. 


Perfect      judg- 
ment. 


Inspiring. 


Greatest  possi- 
ble coopera- 
tiveness. 


Greatest    possi- 
ble originality. 


Completes  as- 
signments in 
shortest  possi- 
ble time. 


Highest  possible 
effectiveness. 


Most  capable 
and  forceful 
leader  possi- 
ble. 

Developsem- 
ployees  of 
highest  possi- 
sible  caliber. 


Highest  possible 
output- 


Very  careful. 


Very  reliable. 


Very  neat  and 
orderly. 


Very  rapid. 


Very  diligent. 


Unusually  well 
informed. 


Excellent  Judg- 
ment. 


Unusually  pleas- 
ing. 


Very     coopera- 
tive. 


V«y    resource- 
ful. 


Completes  as- 
signments in 
unusuall  y 
short  time. 


Effective  under 
difficult  cir- 
cumstances. 


Very      capable 
and      forceful 


Careful.  No 
more  than 
reasonable 
time  rer}uired 
for  revision. 


Reliable. 


Neat    and    or- 
derly. 


Good  speed. 


Industrious. 


Well  informed. 


Good  judgment. 


Develops  very 
efficient  em- 
ployees. 


High  output. 


Pleasing. 


Cooperative. 


Progressive. 


Completes  as- 
signments in  a 
a  reasonable 
time. 


EfTective  under 
normal  circum- 
stances. 


Capable  leader. 


Develops  com- 
petent em- 
ployees. 


Good  output. 


Careless.  Time 
required  for 
revision  great- 
ly excessive. 

Doubtful  relia- 
bUity. 


Disorderly. 


Slow. 


Inattentive     to 
wortL 


Poorly  informed 


Poor  judgment. 


Weak. 


Difficult  to  han- 
dle. 


Rarely  suggests. 

Slow  in  complet- 
ing assign- 
ments; or  oioes 
not  complete 
assignments. 


Lacks  planning 
abUity. 


Fails  to  com- 
mand oonfl- 
denoe. 


Fails  to  develop 
employees. 


Low  output. 


Practically 
worthless 
work. 


Unreliable. 


Slovenly. 


Hopelessly  slow. 


Lacy. 


Lacking. 


Neglects  and 
misinterprets 
tbe  (acts. 


Repellent. 


Obstructiva. 


Needs    detailed 
instruction. 


Takes  inordi- 
nately long 
and  accom- 
plishes  little. 


Inefficient. 


Antagonizes 
8ul>ordlnates. 


Discourages  and 

misinforms 
employees. 


Practically  no 
ootpiU. 


Do  not 

use  spaoa 
below 


On  the  wiMie,  do  you  consider  tbe  deportment  and  attitude  of  this  empk>yee  toward  his  work  to  be  •atisfsotoryT. 

Ratsd  by: Reviewed  by: •-- .._«.........^. 

(Rattog  officer)       (Date)  (Reviewing  offlest) 


Answer  "Yes"  or  "No' 
■ (Data) 


Total 

Fhial  rating. 
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ofttawcT  BFoar 
(This  space  to  to  be  o«ed  In  cam  the  qaetrtloB  on  the  «ice  of  the  sheet, 
rejtanling  th**  employee's  deportment  and  attitude,   has  been  answered 
Id    the  B*tratlT«.      In    sach   a   case    give   here   a   full   statement    of   the 
p«rticaIarB  In  which  the  employee's  conduct  has  been  onsatisfaetory.) 


(Rating  ofllcer) 

'     -  I58TBCCTION8   TO   BATING   UFFICKBS 

1.  Tk»  tatlBg  offleer  will  receive  a  graphic  rating  scale  for  each 
employte,  with  captions  already  tilled  in  and  the  service  elements  in 
which  the  employee  is  to  be  marked  Indicated  by  "  X  "  In  the  boxog  in 
the  left-hand  margin.  All  elements  thus  indicated  will  be  marked,  and 
thofl«-  only. 

2.  The  rating  officer  will  sort  the  rating  scales  according  to  the 
classes  estaUislied  by  the  personnel  classification  board,  as  indicated  In 
the  upper  left-hand  comer  of  the  sheets.  The  sheets  will  then  be 
marked,  class  by  class,  those  for  each  class  group  (as  attorney,  scientist, 
stenographer,  etc.)  being  completed  separately,  beginning  with  the  low- 
eat  class  in  each  group. 

3.  Before  attempting  to  asalgn  the  marUnga,  the  rating  officer  should 
have  clearly  in  mind  the  exact  meaning  of  the  service  elements  to  be 
marked.  The  definitions  have  been  numbered  Instead  of  provided  with 
"  key  words,"  In  order  to  focus  the  attention  upon  each  definition  as  a 
whole,  rather  than  upon  a  single  word  or  phrase.  The  rating  officer 
should  accept  each  definition  literally,  and  without  modification. 

4.  In  assigning  the  markings  to  employees  in  a  given  class,  the  rating 
ofllcer  should  have  In  mind  reasonable  performance  standards  for  the 
compensation  grade  in  which  that  class  is  found.  Obviously,  where 
employees  are  to  be  marked  whose  work  lies  in  the  same  field  but  in 
dUferent  compensation  grades,  the  standards  of  performance  for  the 
higher  grades  should  be  more  exacting,  except  in  the  first  five  elements. 

5.  No  part  of  the  definition  of  element  No.  2  refers  to  the  honesty  or 
integrity  of  the  employee.  This  element  has  been  provided  for  those 
cases  where  a  reasonably  accurate  marking  on  element  No.  1  is  not 
possible. 

6.  The  rating  In  each  element  will  consist  of  a  check  mark  (V)  placed 
at  that  point  on  the  scale  which  in  the  rating  officer's  Judgment  accu- 
rately represents  the  employee's  standing  lo  that  element.  The  check 
mark  need  not  be  placed  directly  above  one  of  the  descriptive  terms  on 
the  scale,  but  may  be  placed  at  any  intermediate  point. 

7.  Check  marks  should  first  be  made  lightly  with  pencil.  After  all 
employees  have  been  marked,  comparisons  should  he  made  between  the 
markings  of  dltferent  employees,  considering  them  both  by  class  groups 
and  by  grades.  The  pencil  markings  may  then  be  altered  as  desirable, 
and  the  final  markings  made  in  black  Ink. 

8.  Tl»e  markings  will  refer  to  the  performance  of  the  employee  during 
the  six  months'  period  ending  May  15  or  November  15,  as  the  ease  may 
be.  The  name  of  an  employee  rated  on  a  service  of  less  than  90  days 
should  be  followed  by  the  notation,  "  Less  than  90  days." 

9.  The  question  on  deportment  which  follows  the  scale  should  be 
answereil  "  Yes  "  or  "  No."  Negative  answers  to  this  question  should 
be  explained  in  the  space  provided  above.  Rating  officiTs  should  not 
ulluw  unsatisfactory  conduct  to  influence  their  markings,  except  as  it 
may  actually  bimr  apon  an  employee's  standing  in  some  specific  service 
element  or  elements. 

in.  All  completed  graphic  rating  scales  will  be  signed  and  dated,  and 
submitted  to  tlie  reviewing  officer. 

IM8TBCCT1UNS    TU    BXVtEWIXU    orFICERS 

1.  The  reviewing  officer  will  carefully  compare  the  markings  assigned 
by  the  different  rating  officers  under  his  supervision,  with  a  v1«>w  to 
noting  sach  correctlona  on  the  various  sheets  as  may  be  necessary  to 
secure  reasonal'le  uniformity  and  accuracy  in  the  element  markingB  for 
the  entire  group  for  which  he  is  responsible.  This  will  involve  not  only 
"Ibe  corn>ctlon  of  markings  in  individual  cases,  but  in  some  instances  a 
general  revision  upward  or  downward  of  the  markings  assigned  by 
partleular  rating  officers. 

~.  Corrections  made  by  reviewing  officers  will  be  by  re<l-ink  check 
mark  (V)  on  the  various  element  scales.  The  rating  officers'  marks 
will  be  left  undistarbed. 

3.  After  the  reviewing  officer  has  reviewed  and  markecl  the  sheets,  he 
will  sign  and  date  all  8beet.s  and  tsubmit  them  to  the  proper  board  of 
review. 

THE   TDM    IfOONET    CASE 

Mr.  SCHALL.  Mr.  Pr*'sldent.  I  have  thoronglily  stndied  the 
evidonce  in  the  cane  of  Tom  Mooney,  and  in  the  May,  1929, 
number  of  the  magazine  Plain  Talk,  published  in  New  York, 
wrote  an  article  in  snmm.try  of  his  ca-^e.  The  Senator  from 
Mas.*<achu8«>tts  [Mr.  Wajsh]  put  that  article  Into  the  Congres- 
Bio'^AL  Recobd  on  Mny  22.  1929. 

I  belieye  In  the  Innoeenee  of  Ton*  Mooney.  I  wntit  to  do 
what  I  can  to  bring  abont  his  release  from  the  California  prison 
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where  he  has  ssenred  for  14  years  for  a  crime  which  he  never 
committed. 

The  Governor  of  California,  who  holds  the  right  to  panlon  this 
inmxrent  man,  will  not  do  so  becan.>*  of  powerful  influences 
within  the  State  who  bid  him  not.  This  same  governor  is 
willing  to  give  him  a  parole,  which  would  give  Tom  Mooney 
his  liberty  but  which  liberty  he  will  not  acc^)t  without  the 
cleansing  of  his  name  from  this  hideous  crime  of  which  he 
has  been  erroneously  convicted.  The  trial  judge,  who  once  sen- 
tenced him  to  death,  now  knows  he  is  innocent  and  is  doing 
everything  in  his  power  to  let  the  world  know  that  he, 
believing  at  the  time  perjured  testimony,  made  a  mi.'itake. 
Every  juror  wlio  coovicteil  Tom  Mooney  now  l>elieves  in  his 
innocence  and  is  leaving  no  stone  unturned  to  reme<ly  the 
injustice  he  did  him. 

It  is  now  known  to  the  Governor  of  California  by  way  of 
sworn  affidavits  of  four  persons — Mrs.  Dora  Monroe  and  her 
three  grown  children — who  heard  the  deathbed  confession  of 
Lewis  J.  Smith  that  he,  Lewis  J.  Smith,  threw  the  bomb  that 
killed  10  persons  and  woundefl  40  others  in  the  Prejjuredne.ss 
Day  parade  in  San  Francisco  in  1916.  for  whicli  Tom  Mooney 
is  now  serving  in  a  California  prison.  This  undisputed  and 
conclusive  testimony  should  be,  if  there  is  remaining  the  tiniest 
doubt  in  the  nrind  of  California's  governor  of  Tom  Mooney's 
innocence,  the  overwhelming  balance  for  his  pardoning  Mooney. 

I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  Attorney  General  Mitchell  to 
Document  No.  157,  parts  1  and  2,  of  the  Sixty-sixth  C<Migres8, 
first  session,  a  document  showing  the  investigation,  by  order  of 
President  Wilson,  made  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  into  this  very 
Tom  Mooney  case,  and  I  offer  him  this  in  rebuttal  of  his  idea 
that  the  Federal  Government  sitouid  not  interfere  with  a  State 
case.  This  case  of  Tom  Mooney  in  its  injustice  has  become 
international  ami  should  interest  every  hotiest  nmn  an<l  woman 
in  the  country,  and  it  should  especially  interest  the  Attorney 
General  of  our  great  country,  whose  prime  purpose  is  to  enforce 
justice. 

To  the  end  that  the  evidence  contained  in  these  Ohio  affi- 
davits ^ould  not  be  lost  sight  of  by  the  public,  and  especially 
the  Governor  of  California.  I  am  asking  unanimous  consent  that 
an  article  written  by  George  Authier  in  the  Minneapolis  Tribune, 
e^etting  out  in  substance  the  affidavits,  be  printed  in  the  Con- 
ORESSioNAi,  Bex:oko,  and  I  also,  in  connection  therewith,  ask 
that  a  letter  received  by  me  this  morning  from  Tom  Mooney 
be  printed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  4s  there  objection?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  i>$  so  ordered. 

The  matter  referred  to  is  as  follows: 

[From   the   Minneapolis    (Miuu.)    Morniug   Tribune,   Monday,    November 
J  11,  1920] 

ScHAix  Assails  Umtkd  States  Delay  in  Mcx):(et  Casb — Wbits.s  Pkp- 
PERT  Lettbs  to  Mitchell  u.n  Refusal  to  Ixvkntiuati — Requests 
Attobset  Qbnbbal  to  Plat  Samakitan  in  Bomb  Outbace 

Wasuimgton,  D.  C,  November  10. — Senator  Thomas  D.  Bchall  wrote 
a  peppery  letter  to  Attorney  General  Mitchell  to-day  in  connection  with 
the  claim  made  in  a  letter  to  him  by  Frank  O.  Stevens,  Dayton.  Ohio, 
that  an  Ohioan  before  his  death  had  thrown  the  lx>mb  at  the  San  Fran- 
cisco prepaivdness  parade,  which  kille<l  a  number  of  victims.  For  this 
crime  Tom  Mooney  is  now  serving  a  sentence  in  California. 

Senator  Schall  had  written  Attorney  General  Mitchell  cnlling  his 
attention  to  the  letter  to  which  reply  wms  made  that  It  was  outside  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of  Justiec. 

Senator  Schall  promptly  addressed  a  letter  to  Gov.  C.  C.  Young, 
of  California,  calling  his  attention  to  the  matter.  To  Attorney  General 
Mitchell  he  wrote : 

"  Hon.  WiLUAM  D.  Mitchell, 

"Attorney  Oeneral,  Department  of  JuAtie^, 

•'  Wathington,  D.  0. 

"  Mt  Deab  Attornet  General  :  I  realize  that  Mooney  U  under  sen- 
tence of  a  State  court  for  violation  of  a  State  statute.  Technically 
be  is  therefore  outside  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Guvtrnmeut. 
Mooney  is,  however,  a  United  States  citisen.  The  facilities 'and  agents 
of  your  department  are  located  near  to  the  people  who  may  have  the 
information  that  will  bring  belated  Justice  to  a  falsely  imprisoned 
United  States  citizen. 

"  It  seemed  to  me  the  United  States  Government  could  not  afford,  like 
the  Levite  and  Pharisee,  to  pa.ss  by  on  the  other  side  of  the  road  where 
lay  the  dying  man  from  Jericho,  who  had  fallen  among  thieves,  been 
severely  beaten,  and  left  to  die. 

"  In  an  emergency  of  this  kind,  without  loss  of  caste,  the  United 
States  Government  could  be  the  good  Samaritan  and  allow  one  of  its 
hundreds  of  agents  to  ascertain  the  facts  concerning  the  information 
in  the  Frank  Stevens  letter  and  convey  those  facts  to  the  authorities  of 
California  without  its  being  so  nominated  in  the  bond. 
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•*  The  above  Is  in  no  spirit  of  criticism  but  merely  to  convey  to  you 

the  idea  that  prompted  my  mailing  the  Stevens  letter  to  you. 

"  Cordially  yours, 

"Thos.  D.  Schall." 

womaw's  stobt  sint  to  san  itbanclsro  policb 
Bbllaibk,  Ohio,  November  10.— Francis  Moran,  Bellaire  police  chief, 
to-night  sent  to  Police  Chief  William  J.  Qulnn,  of  San  Francisco,  the 
information  he  obtained  from  Mrs.  Dora  Monroe,  of  this  city,  implicat- 
ing her  dead  brother.  Lewis  Smith,  as  the  perpetrator  of  the  San  Fran- 
Cisco  preparedness  parade  bomb  outrage  in  1916,  in  which  10  persons 
were  killed. 

In  Mrs.  Monroe's  story  was  the  possibUlty  of  an  alibi  which  may  suc- 
ceed in  freeing  from  San  Quentin  prison  Thomas  J.  Mooney,  widely 
known    radical    leader,    who    was    convicted    in    connection    with    the 

bombing.  ^        _.        .         . 

An  affidavit  by  Mrs.  Monroe  attested  that  Smith  confessed  to  her  six 
years  ago  that  he  was  guilty  of  the  bombing  and  that  Mooney  was 
innocent.  "  He  told  me  how  he  stood  on  a  roof  above  the  monstrous 
crowd  and  hurled  the  bomb  Into  Its  midst,"  Mrs.  Monroe  said.  'I  did 
not    tell    the   story   sooner  because   of  a   promise   to   my    brother,     sne 

Mooney  was  convicted  In  January,  1917,  and  sentenced  to  death. 
The  sentence  later  was  commuted  to  life  imprisonment  when  offldals 
became  convinced  that  part  of  the  evidence  against  him  was  V^'i^^- 

The  Mooney  trial  Judge  and  Jury  also  have  expressed  their  belief  in 
his  Innocence,  and  Gov.  C.  C.  Yoong  offered  a  parole,  but  Mooney 
refused  holding  that  acceptance  of  a  parole  would  be  tantamount  to  an 
admission  of  guilt.  He  demanded  a  fuU  pardon,  and  this  the  governor 
refused 


Califobria  State  Pbisow, 
Ban  Quentin,  Calif..  November  U,  Ot$. 

Senator  Thomas  D.  Schall, 

Senate  OJHoe  BuiMmg.  WaeMngton,  D.  C.  _     ^      ,         „.     . 

DBAS  SWATOB  Schall:  I  have  been  foUowing  the  developments  in 
the  papers  for  the  past  few  days  that  grew  out  of  your  giving  the  story 
to  the  press  of  a  man  in  the  National  Soldiers'  Home  at  Dayton.  Ohio, 
who  knew  of  the  confession  of  Lewis  J.  Smith  on  his  deathbed  in  Cleve- 
land Ohio,  in  1922.  to  the  effect  that  he,  and  not  I,  threw  the  bomb 
Into  the  Preparedness  Day  parade  that  killed  10  and  wounded  40  and 
for  which  I  have  been  convicted,  and  as  a  result  thereof  am  now  com- 
pleting my  fourteenth  year  of  Imprisonment. 

For  your  information  LewU  J.  Smith  Is  the  ssme  Smith  who  was  the 
"  star  "  witness  for  the  United  States  Government  against  Von  Bopp, 
military  attach*  for  the  German  Government,  and  Mrs.  Cornell  and  C.  C. 
Crowley,  private  detective,  and  Lewis  J.  Smith.  Smith  was.  If  my  mem- 
ory serves  me  right,  pardoned  by  President  Wilson,  to  enable  him  to 
become  a  witness  for  the  Government  and  not  be  Impeached  as  such 
witness  because  of  his  Joint  particlpaUon  in  these  crimes. 

Smith  was  the  actual  dynamiter  for  the  German  consul.  Von  Bopp, 
and  was  directed  by  C.  C.  Crowley,  who  was  the  go-between  and  close-up 
man  to  the  consul  Von  Brlnken,  military  atUch«,  was  In  charge  of 
this  rough  stuff.  He  got  his  orders  from  Bopp,  and  in  turn  transmitted 
them  to  Crowley,  who  gave  tbem  to  the  actual  dynamiter,  Lewis  J. 
Smith,  at  the  bottom.  In  his  testimony,  If  memory  serves  me  well. 
Bmlth'  recited  all  of  the  crimes  he  committed  for  the  Germans,  naming 
the  various  Jobs,  how,  when,  and  where  they  were  committed  and  for 
what  purpose— the  weakening  of  the  Allies'  cause  in  this  country. 

Lewis  J.  Smith  was  a  man  of  expert  knowledge  of  explosives.  The 
German  Government  hired  him  out  of  the  Hercules  powder  plant  at 
Pinole,  Calif.,  because  of  his  knowledge  of  explosives  and  their  routing. 
It  was  Smith's  Job  to  blow  up  as  much  of  these  explosives  as  was  pos- 
sible while  en  route  to  the  Allies.  He  testified  to  blowing  up  one 
barge  with  14  tons  of  explosives  aboard  in  Puget  Soand,  near  Tacoma. 
Wash.  The  watchman  aboard  that  barge  was  never  seen  after  the 
explosion.     It  was  a  plain  case  of  murder. 

Two  years  ago  I  tried  to  get  a  copy  of  the  testimony  of  Lewis  J. 
Smith  from  the  transcript  taken  In  the  trial  of  the  German  consul  and 
his  aides  In  San  Francisco,  in  January,  1917,  but  was  unsuccessful.  My 
reason  for  wanting  to  obtain  said  confession  was  to  check  up  in  a  gen- 
eral way  on  the  affidavit  of  Alfred  H.  Spink,  a  reputable  newspaper 
man  of  50  years  standing  who  died  about  a  year  ago.  Spink's  affidavit 
is  substantially  based  on  the  same  theory  as  these  revelations  that  you 
have  brought  out  from  the  man  In  Ohio.  Spink  was  in  a  position  to 
know  much,  and  he  was  firmly  convinced  that  German  agenU  In  this 
country  did  the  explosion. 

I  am  asking  the  secretary  of  my  defense  committee  to  send  to  you  a 
copy  of  this  Spink  affidavit,  also  copy  of  a  credential,  the  then  district 
attorney  of  San  Francisco  County,  Fickert.  gave  to  C.  C.  Crowley,  osten- 
sibly for  the  purpose  of  Investigation  of  the  dope  or  drug  traffic  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada,  but  in  reality  this  credential  was  for  the 
very  real  purpose  of  cloaking  these  conspirators  dynamiting  acUvlties 
against  a  friendly  nation.     In  fact,  it  was  to  fadllUte  their  movements 


In  quarters  ordinarily  barred  to  them.  Kverything  equal,  PIckert  would 
have  been  among  the  defendants  in  the  German  trials,  but  he  had  a  big 
Job  on  his  hand  framing  Mooney  for  the  gallows,  and  they  overlooked 
his  part  in  the  conspiracy  of  the  German  activities  In  this  country 
against  our  friendly  nations  at  war  with  Germany. 

It  was  brought  out  at  the  Bopp  trial  that  Crowley  was  close  to  . 
Fickert,  who  was  pro-German  and  whose  father  fought  on  the  side  of 
Germany  In  the  Franco-Prussian  War  in  1870.  Fickert  had  on  a  number 
of  occasions  employed  Crowley  to  do  investigation  work  for  him  as  dis- 
trict attorney.  Fickert  was  the  product  of  the  United  Railroads. 
Swanson  was  working  for  the  United  Railroads  to  "  got  "  me  for  my 
efforts  to  organize  their  platform  men  Into  a  carmen's  union.  The  day 
the  bomb  exploded  Swanson  was  made  a  part  of  the  staff  of  Flckerfs 
office  and  took  actual  charge  of  '*  framing  "  the  bomb  cases  upon  me  and 
my  codefendants. 

During  the  week  Just  prior  to  the  bomb  explosion,  three  different 
friends  of  mine,  two  of  them  later  arrested  and  tried  with  me  on  this 
crime,  were  approached  by  Swanson  and  offered  $5,000  If  they  would 
aid  him  in  "getting"  me  (Mooney),  and  these  fellows  all  refused  the 
money  aud  came  to  me  and  warned  me  that  Swanson  was  trying  to 
"  frame  "  me. 

Crowley,  quite  naturally,  denies  all  this  stuff  about  his  part,  because 
if  It  Is  true  he  is  liable  to  arrest,  trial,  and  conviction  for  murder, 
which  Is  never  outlawed.  Crowley,  during  his  incarceration  in  McNeil 
Island  prison,  told  Maury  I.  Dlggs,  of  the  Diggs-Camlnettl  case,  that 
"  Tom  Mooney  is  no  more  guilty  of  that  crime  than  I  am.  The  man 
who  committed  that  crime  is  safe  in  Mexico."  Dlggs  said  that  he 
was  willing  at  any  time  to  make  affidavit  to  this  fact  I  have  asked 
Mary  Gallagher,  secretary  of  my  defense  committee,  to  have  Dlggs 
swear  to  this  statement  and  send  you  a  copy  of  it.  Diggs's  statement, 
along  with  Splnks's  affidavit  and  the  confession  yourself  caused  to  be 
given  to  the  press,  all  point  in  the  same  direction.  To  follow  this  up. 
I  ask  you  to  place  before  Congress  an  appeal  for  an  Investigation  of  the 
entire  matter,  in  so  far  as  It  has  a  Federal  relationship,  in  that  they 
committed  this  crime  In  furtherance  of  their  general  plan  of  attack  on 
the  Allies'  cause  in  this  country.  Namely,  if  the  Preparedness  Day 
explosion  was  one  of  the  many  crimes  committed  by  the  Germans,  that 
would  bring  It  under  the  scope  of  the  Federal  authority.  In  the  files 
of  the  Department  of  Justice  there  should  Ite  two  confessions  In  sddltlon 
to  Smith's  testimony  and  confessions.  During  their  incsrceratlon  at 
McNeil  Island  prison.  Von  Schack  and  Von  Brlnken  both  confessed 
and  asked  the  protection  of  the  United  States  Government.  One  of  these 
confessions  was  sent  to  Theo  Eoche,  counsel  for  the  Germans,  and  a 
police  commissioner  in  San  Francisco. 

It  seems  to  me  that  you  should  be  able  to  force  some  action  on  this 
matter  from  the  Department  of  Justice,  the  confessions,  etc.  The  two 
confessions  might  reveal  something. 

Von  Brinken,  after  his  release,  wrote  his  memoirs  in  a  serial  form 
in  the  San  Francisco  Bulletin  ;  and  upon  beginning  the  story  they  said 
his  story  might  change  Judicial  decisions,  etc.  It  seems  to  me  that 
Bome  one  In  connection  with  this  story  reached  either  the  Bulletin  or 
V^on  Brlnken  and  pulled  him  or  the  paper  off  publishing  the  announced 
part  of  his  story,  that  his  story  would  reverse  Judicial  decision  in  this 
case.  He  did  say,  however,  that  he  was  sure  that  Tom  M'ooney  did  not 
commit  the  crime  of  the  Preparedness  Day  parade  bomb  explosion. 
From  which  one  can  draw  no  other  conclusion  thsn  that  he,  Von 
Brlnken,  knew  who  did  commit  that  crime. 

Do  not  overlook  the  credentlai  given  by  Mr.  "  Framer  "  District  Attor- 
ney Fickert  to  C.  C.  Crowley,  German  dynamiter,  to  aid  him  in  his  viola- 
tion of  the  laws  of  this  country.  Flckerfs  services  (framing  Mooney 
and  dismissing  graft  indictments  sgainst  United  Railroad  officials)  to 
powerful  groups  In  San  Francisco  Is  the  only  thing  that  saved  him 
from  going  to  prison  with  Bopp  and  others.  His  part  is  even  worse 
tljan  theirs.  He  was  sworn  to  enforce  the  laws.  And  here  he  was, 
lending  the  hallmark  of  his  office,  its  courtesy,  and  influence  to  destroy 
the  very  things  it  was  created  to  protect. 

The   statement  coming  out   of  Cincinnati,   Ohio,  by  one  C.   C.   Reed, 
a  power-plant  worker,  that  "his  uncle,   then  attorney  for  the  United 
Railroads,  a  Mr.  Hyatt,  told  him  that  Tom  Mooney  was  being  '  framed ' 
to  remove  him  from  the  labor  struggle  then  going  on  in  San  Francisco." 
There  is  not  any  doubt  about  the  fact  that  there  was  a  deliberate  effort 
on  the  part  of  the  public-service  corporations  to  "  frame  "  me  for  the 
gallows.      Now   It   looks  Uke  Flckerfs   relationships   to  C.   C.   Oowley 
played  a  part  in  that  frame-up.     Flckerfs  connections  with  the  United 
Railroads  is  common   knowledge.      Swanson   went   to  work  officially  in 
the  district  attorney's  office   the  night  of  the  bomb  explosion!      Whyt 
Was  the  city  of  San   Francisco's  police  and  law  enforcement  officers 
unable  to  solve  this  terrible  crime?     If  the  truth  were  known  the  very 
people    who  framed   and    prosecuted    me   and    slandered    me    would    be 
decorating  the  gallows,  not  only  for  their  part  in  the  frame-up  but  for 
the  part  they  played  in  the  actual  crime  of  blowing  up  the  Prepared- 
ness Day  parade  which  they  framed  me  for. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  you  will  prosecute  this  matter  to  the  limit  of 
your  ability,  not  so  moch  to  injure  others  but  to  show  the  depths  that 
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some  unscrupulooi  public  offlctals  will  stoop  to  accomplish  their  par- 
pos'',  for  It  was  F^ickerfs  plan  ro  use  my  gallows  as  his  platform  to 
campaiRn  for  the  Rovemonihlp  of  California.  My  one  hope  !■  to  he 
thoroughly  vindicated  rf  this  false  charge.  Mere  freedom  means  noth- 
ing with  the  flnjrer  of  doubt  and  suspicion  pointed  at  me  for  the  rest  of 
•  my  life. 

I  thank  you  from  the  very  depths  of  my  heart,  that  is  filled  to  OTer- 
flowing  witii  grratitude  for  your  wonderful  help  in  bringing  this  caae  to 
the  for*'  as  you  have  by  your  efforts  in  the  May  iwue  of  Plain  Talk. 
your  Toice  in  Congress,  and  this  last  exposure  of  the  confession  of  Lewis 
Smith,  which  has  given  the  case  new  and  added  impetus.  It  is  being 
talked  of  liy  everyone  everywhere.  It  should  be  the  means  of  bringing 
about  a  state  of  public  opinion  that  no  governor  will  ignore. 

With  warmest  personal  regards  and  every  good  wish  to  you  and  yours, 
1  am. 

Very  sincerely  and  respectfully  yours, 

Tom  Moox«t. 

wateb  poweb  and  thc  pboduction  of  febtilizeb 

Mr.  SCHALL.  Mr.  President.  I  a.*ik  unanimous  consent  to 
Lave  prlntoti  an  article  entitled.  "Saving  the  Fariner«  Mil- 
lion>— The  Muscle  Shoals  of  the  West." 

There   Im-Iuk   no   objection,    the   article    was   ordered    to   be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 
Saving    thi    FARifras    Millions — ^Th«     "  Mlsclb    Shoals    of    thb 

West"' — Waltxb  H.  Whreler  Against  Rockt  Modittais  Powbb  Co. 

(srbslolabt  of  thb  mo.vtana  power  co.,  .\mbrican  powbb  &  light 

Co.,  Ol-EBATIXO    rXDEB    CONTRACT   WlTH   ELECTRIC    BOXD  &.   SHABB    CO.) 
TKSTIMONT    OF    CHBSTBB    H.    OCAT,    WASHINGTON     BEPRBSENTATIVB    OF 
AMERICAN    FARM    BOBCAC    FEDERATION 

(Rfprinted   from   record  of  bearing  l)efore   Federal    Power  Commission, 
Fluthcad  River  power  sites,  Montana) 

Chester  U.  Uray  was  called  as  a  witness,  and  having  been  first  duly 
sworn,  was  examined  and  testified  as  followB : 

The  WiTNCSs.  I  am  representative  of  the  American  Farm  Bureau 
Federation.  My  residence  is  in  Washington,  D.  C,  and  my  oflicial 
residence  In  601  Munsey  Building,  this  city. 

I  remember  the  chairman  of  this  hearing,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  remarking  this  morning  that  without  undue  length  he  desired 
that  the  witnesses  would  confine  themselves  to  the  pertinent  questions 
at  issue.  To  our  mind,  from  our  point  of  view  in  agriculture,  the 
pertinent  point  at  issoe  here  is  the  coat  of  power  in  making  fertilizers. 

Thus  far,  for  a  long  numl>er  of  years — that  is,  if  we  may  say  10 
years  to  be  a  long  number  of  years — the  Farm  Bureau  organixatlon 
baM  been  In  various  ways  trying  to  get  a  material  reduction  in  the 
prices  0f  fertllixers  to  the  farm  consumers  all  over  the  United  States. 
At  this  time  the  farmers  are  using  about  8,000,000  tons  of  commercially 
mixed  fertilizer  annually,  which  amount  is  gradually  increasing  every 
year :  and  with  the  cost  factor  of  power  in  the  makine  of  fertilizers  as 
high  as  It  ordinarily  is,  there  will  be  no  material  possibility  of  reducing 
the  price  of  fertilise rti  to  the  farmers  from  manufacturing  fertilizers  at 
the  current  rates  of  power  if  by  the  current  rates  we  mean  the  rate 
which  is  ordinarily  charged  for  power  distribution  to  the  ultimate  con- 
sumer. 

The  rensou  we  are  interested  in  this  project  is  a  continuation  of  the 
reason  that  we  have  been  interested  in  Muscle  Shoals  for  almost  a 
decade;  the  possibility  of  Ketting  to  the  farmer  a  material  reduction  in 
the  price  of  his  highly  concentrated  mixed  fertilizer ;  and,  to  repeat, 
that  can't  be  done  unless  the  power  factor  is  held  at  a  rate  lower  than 
the  usual  commercial   rate  for  distribution  of  power. 

The  applicant  here,  Mr.  Wheeler,  has  put  into  the  record — and  I 
knew  he  was  going  to  put  It  in  the  record  from  previous  contact  with 
him — a  rate  on  power  of  |15  per  horsepower -year,  which  is  materially 
lower  than  the  prevalent  rate  of  hydroelectric  power ;  and  the  price  Is 
such — $15  per  horsepower -year — that  by  use  in  making  fertilizers  such 
as  he  has  deacribe^l.  and  other  ways  which  he  hasn't  described,  will 
make  it  possible  for  the  farmer  to  enjoy  those  reductions  sach  as  he  has 
specified. 

It  is  not  necessary.  I  think,  for  me  to  go  Into  an  elaborate  argument 
on  this  thing.  We  have  done  it  for  10  years  In  the  American  Farm 
Bureau  Federation. 

Now,  in  regard  to  Muscle  Shoals :  We  are  looking  at  this  project, 
the  Flathead  River  project,  through  exactly  the  wime  spectacles  that  wo 
look  at  Muscle  Shoals.  If  we  can  get  this  project,  through  the  grant- 
ing by  the  I'ower  Comml.sMion  of  a  permit  and  a  license  to  Mr. 
Wheeler,  so  that  this  project  can  begin  the  making  of  these  fertilizers, 
even  ahead  of  the  congressional  decision  on  Muscle  Shoals,  whatever 
that  may  be.  we  shall  be  happy  because  the  fertilizers  made  at  this 
project  will  be  of  highly  concentrated  form,  carrying  80  per  cent  and 
beyond  of  plant  food,  so  that  by  transportation  they  can  be  sold  all 
over  the  Cnlted  States.  If  this  lessee,  Mr.  Wheeler,  should  propose  to 
let  out  this  power  to  a  fertilizer  company  as  a  subtenant,  which  sub- 
tenant should  make  these  fertilizers  of  the  present  form  that  the  aver- 
age farmer  is  ordinarily  using,  which  does  not  go  much  be>ond  15  or  16 
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pe*  cent  of  plant  food,  then  there  would  be  no  attractiveness  to  the 
project  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  American  farmer;  but  with  the 
de  rr^lopments  that  we  know  of  now  and  the  supplying  of  our  markets 
no  V  in  part  by  concentrated  forms  that  run  from  50  per  cent  up,  it  il 
possible  to  get  the  fertilizers  on  our  markets  from  Maine  to  California 
from  Mississippi  to  Minnefiota  at  rates  that  the  freight  will  not 
m^ke  the  price  prohibitive  because  they  are  shipping  to  a  large  extent 
food  and  not  filler,  such  as  ground  rock  or  anything  else  that  Is 
coitained  in  so  much  fertilizer  that  is  consumed  over  the  United 
States. 

Cow,  we  have  no  brief  to  hold  for  any  particular  applicant  for  any 

particular  hydroelectric  project  in  the  United  States,  except  that  when 

applicant,  gentlemen  of  the  commission,  which  In  its  offer,  offered 

under  sworn  testimony,  intimating  or  promising  a   power   rate  of 

per  horsepower-year,  holds  out  to  us  in  agriculture  a  possibility  of 

illzcrs   cheaper   because   of   the  power   factor,    that   is   a    big   factor 

the  final  price  of  commercial  fertilizers.     So  I  wish  to  repeat  that  we 

no  particular  brief  in  favor  of  any  one  particular  applicant,  except- 

that  we  are  attracted  to  any  applicant  in  this  project  or  anywhere 

where  fertilizer  is  possibly  to  be  made  who  makes  a  rate  on  power 

will  permit  power  to  be  used  In  fertilizer. 

am  frank  to  say  that  In  10  years  of  work  or  thereabouts  before 
Coigress  on  the  shoals  proposition  we  have  not  found  any  power  com- 
pany— no  exceptions — which  has  offered  to  make  a  power  rate  so  cheap 
t  a  material  reduction  in  the  price  of  fertilizers  would  be  possible, 
we  have  never  yet  been  able  to  settle  the  shoals  proposition.  I  don't 
knbw  whether  Congress  will  be  able  to  settle  it.  But  here  comes  along 
;>ropo8ition  that  is  a  sub.stantial  and  poaslble  fertilizer  development 
to  that  of  the  nearest.  Here  comes  along  a  lessee  or  a  proposed 
or  an  applying  lessee — whatever  word  you  care  to  use — asking 
this  project  to  lease  through  permit,  and  is  offering  to  use  a  part 
the  power,  at  least,  at  a  rate  which  will  anticipate,  perhaps,  the 
le^elopment  of  the  shoals,  because  that  is  tied  up  in  knots  so  deep  that 
on't  know  whether  it  ever  will  be  untangled  or  not. 
i«ow,  in  regard  to  the  po8.sibilitles  of  this  Flathead  River  location  for 
feitillzer  making.  Just  let  me  review  that  which  you  gentlemen  already 
knf>w ;  that  If  they  take  nitrogen  out  of  the  air,  whether  by  cyanamide 
by  any  other  synthetic  proces.s.  it  is  Just  as  capable  of  being  taken 
frdm  the  air  as  anywhere  else  If  they  have  the  power  to  do  it  at  prices 
wtpch  permit  it  to  be  done  economically. 

n  regard  to  the  phosphate,  we  have  many  times  as  much  phosphate 
in  the  territory  contiguous  to  the  Flathead  River  project  as  we 
In  any  other  part  of  the  United  States.  Several  times  as  much 
phbsphates  lie  In  the  beds  up  in  that  territory  as  do  contiguous  to 
Miiscle  Shoals;  and  so  far  as  potash  is  concerned,  which  is  a  third  ele- 
ment that  we  must  have  in  a  concentrated  fertilizer.  It  is  Just  as  avail- 
if  not  more  so.  to  the  Flathead  River  location  as  it  Is  to  the  shoals 
any  other  location  for  a  fi  rtilizer  factory  In  the  United  States,  that 
SO  far  as  we  know  in  preliminary  surveys  and  investigations,  most 
the  potash  which  Is  suspendetl  or  developed  In  the  United  States  is 
the  western  part  of  the  United  States,  so  that  this  location  is  more 
contiguous  to  the  potash  prospective  development  than  any  other  loca- 
that  we  ever  have  had  put  before  us  down  to  date. 
3o  there  is  the  nitrogen  available  from  the  air  In  manufacture  as 
as  anywhere  else ;  there  is  the  phosphate  rock  more  available  In 
quantity,  and,  so  far  as  contiguousness  to  this  particular  project  Is  con- 
Just  as  close  as  is  the  potash  and  the  phosphate  rock  to  the 
sht»als  development,  and  the  potash  is  more  contiguous  in  mileage  to 
project  than  it  is  to  any  other  possible  development  so  far  as  we 
Putting  those  three  things  together,  with  cheap  power,  we  get 
lossibility  of  a  highly  concentrated  fertilizer  made  out  there,  seem- 
far  away  from  where  the  fertilizer  ordinarily  is  consumed  in  the 
United  States,  but  of  such  a  nature  that  it  can  be  transported  to  the 
cojisuming  areas  of  the  United  States,  making  a  personal  application, 
year  on  my  Missouri  farm,  which  I  own  and  operate.  I  have  bought 
am  now  applying  in  the  drilling  of  fall  wheat  a  carload  of  the 
e  superphosphate  which  is  manufactured  at  Anaconda  by  a  process 
profluct  from  the  other  industries  there.  I  am  1.500  miles  away  from 
factory,  and  even  by  high  rail  rates  1  am  using  triple  superphos- 
te  manufactured  at  power  costs  which  are  higher  than  $15  per  kilo- 
watt-year, even  though  it  is  not  hydroelectric  power  in  full.  It  may  be 
1  power. 

There  is  a  sample  of  how  far  45  per  cent  triple  superphosphate  Is 
transported  now.  and  with  the  development  which  is  now  known 
economically  used  In  Germany.  In  the  United  States,  and  variously 
over  the  world  these  fertilizers  can  carry  50,  60,  and  75  per  cent  of 
nt  food,  having  a  minimum  of  filler  to  be  shipped  around  all  over 
United  States,  making  this  fertilizer  capable  of  being  used  prac- 
tically anywhere  in  the  United  States  by  Joint  rail  and  waterways  of 
tri  Asportation,  whereas  if  It  carries  only  15  or  16  per  cent  Its  limit 
circularizing  from  the  point  of  manufacture  is  but  three  or  four 
hnkdred  miles. 

»Jow,  our  interest,  gentlemen  of  the  commission,  is  this  :  That  we  want 
you  to  give  the  keenest  and  the  closest  consideration  to  a  project,  to  a 
pMposal  of  a  permit  and  of  a  license  from  a  proposed  lessee  who  offer* 
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a  rate  on  power  which  Is  low  enough — $15  per  horsepower  year — ^to  make 
it  possible  to  develop  a  fertilizer  manufacturing  plant  from  a  part  at 
least  of  this  power.  I  want  you  to  consider  finally  that  the  rates  which 
other  power  In  the  United  States  is  sold  at  do  not  hold  out  any  par- 
ticular Inducement  to  the  American  fanner  so  far  as  cheapened  fertiliser 
price  is  concerned.  The  proposal  of  Mr.  Wheeler  does  bold  out  that 
inducement,  and  I  am  here  officially  to  suggest  to  you  gentlemen  that 
you  give  the  closest  analysis,  the  closest  consideration,  to  his  proposal, 
in  the  hope  that  if  the  permit  and  the  lease  should  be  granted  to  him 
we  will  have  in  Montana  a  fertilizer  development  in  keeping  with  the 
fertilizer  developments  elsewhere  in  the  world. 

I  think  I  have  nothing  more  that  needs  to  be  said. 

Secretary  Wilbdb.  Are  there  any  questions  you  want  to  aak? 

Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Fobbes  : 

Q.  Mr.  Gray,  you  consider  the  leasing  of  this  power  to  an  organisa- 
tion, either  personal  or  corporate,  under  conditions  which  will  provide 
for  the  manufacture  of  cheaper  fertilizer  of  vital  national  interest? — 
A.  I  do. 

Secretary  Wilbub.  Mr.  Kelly,  do  you  wish  to  ask  any  questions? 

Cross-examination  by  Mr.  Kellt  : 

Q.  What  Is  your  name,  please?     1  didn't  get  It — A.  Chester  H.  Gray. 

Q.  What  position  have  you  with  the  Farm  Bureau? — A.  Washington 
representative. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Washington? — A.  Almost  four  years. 

Q.  What  was  your  connection  with  the  Farm  Bureau,  if  any,  prior 
to  that  time? — A.  I  was  on  the  organization  committee  with  four  other 
men  who  started  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation.  Before  that 
I  was  president  of  the  Missouri  Farm  Bureau  Federation  for  four 
yeara  Following  the  creation  of  the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federa- 
tion in  1919  I  was  on  the  board  of  directors  for  three  terms,  and  at  that 
same  time  I  was  on  the  legislative  committee  of  the  American  Bureau 
Federation,  since  which  time  I  have  been  connected  in  one  capacity  or 
other  with  the  Washington  oflSces  here  of  the  American  Farm  Bureau 
Federation,  during  the  last  four  years  of  which  time  I  have  been  Wash- 
ington representative,  which  means  director  of  legislation. 

Q.  In  that  connection  you  have  had  some  contact  with  the  Muscle 
Shoals  legislation? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  the  manufacture  of  fertill«er  in  this  country,  can  you  teD  us 
what  percentage  of  fertilizer  that  is  being  used  in  an  agricultural  way 
through  electric  power? — A.  Of  what  particular  kind  of  fertilizer  do  you 
mean? 

Q.  Phosphoric  acid,  phosphates. — A.  A  small  percentage.  I  would  not 
be  able  to  state  that  In  definite  numbers. 

Q.  Less  than  4  per  cent? — A.  Perhaps  5  per  cent.  Somewhere  along 
there.     I  don't  know  the  exact  percentage. 

Q.  That  comes  as  a  by-product  of  a  baking-powder  plant,  does  it? — 
A.  Not  entirely. 

Q.  What  other  sources  have  you  In  mind? — A.  Direct  manufacture  of 
the  phosphoric  content  by  the  electric  method.  Some  of  that  is  done  In 
Florida. 

Q.   In  Florida? — A.  I  little  bit.     Some  is  done  In  Warner,  N.  J. 

Q.  At  any  rate,  of  this  seven  or  eight  million,  you  say,  tons  of  fer- 
tilizer that  is  used  in  this  country,  something  around  4  or  6  per  cent 
only  is  made  electrically  at  this  time? — A.  Something  approximately  5 
per  cent,  I  would  Judge,  from  my  memory  of  the  statistics. 

Q.  And  there  has  been  no  increase  in  the  last  10  years  in  the  electro- 
lytic making  of  fertilizer  products  in  this  country,  has  there? — A.  In 
this  country,  quite  right.     In  other  countries,  quite  wrong. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  coal  and  coke  industries  have  been  able  to 
produce  fertilizer  and  have  been  producing  fertilizer  products  cheaper 
than  they  did  even  seven  years  back,  have  they  not? — A.  Yes ;  on  account 
of  the  power-cost  factor  largely. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  power-cost  factor? — A.  Because  their 
power  is  cheaper  than  the  average  manufacturer  can  get  it  in  America. 
Whether  the  manufacture  is  of  steel  or  of  fertlliz<<r  is  quite  immaterial. 

Q.  What  assurance  have  you  that  If  this  permit  and  license  be  given 
to  Mr.  Wheeler,  he  can  or  will  sell  power  cheaper  than  anybody  else  that 
might  develop  this  project? — A.  The  assurance  that  I  assume  the  Fed- 
eral Power  Commission  will  not  grant  it  to  him  unless  in  his  contract 
and  promise.  It  Is  definitely  set  down  as  he  has  testified  here  to-day.  If 
the  Power  Commission  does  grant  it  to  him  under  those  provisos,  it  will 
be  carried  out. 

Q.  Don't  you  understand,  Mr.  Gray,  that  the  rate  for  the  sale  of 
power  in  the  State  of  Montana  and  in  States  of  this  country  generally 
are  fixed  by  a  commission  generally  known  as  the  public-service  com- 
mission or  some  other  commission  in  authority,  which  fixed  the  rates 
which  may  be  charged  and  must  be  charged  to  power? — A.  I  know 
that  quite  well,  and  I  also  know  that  public-service  commission  in 
Montana  and  elsewhere  are  refiectors  of  public  sentiment,  and  public 
sentiment  is  wanting  cheap  power  now. 

Q.  But  this  would  be  one  power  plant  or  one  power  process  of  many 
in  the  State  of  Montana,  and  in  the  fixing  of  the  rates  which  must  be 
charged  to  a  manufacturing  Industry  the  commission  would  be  required 
to  take  into  consideration   tlie  fact  that   the  indlvidoai   who   baa  as 


irrigation  pnmplag  plant  or  lights  in  his  home  or  runs  a  feed  grinder 
or  a  milking  machine  or  a  cream  separator  or  a  carpet  sweeper  or  an 
electric  range  In  his  home  is  entitled  only  to  pay  his  fair  proportion  of 
the  cost  of  maintenance  of  the  plant,  or  to  make  fair  return  upon  It, 
and  that  any  other  industry  that  gets  power  from  that  same  plant  will 
have  to  pay  relatively,  or  the  cost  of  that  power,  and  a  public-service 
commission  can  not  make  a  specific  rate  to  one  industry  and  charge 
it  back  to  some  other  industry  or  to  any  other  group  of  individuals ;  is 
that  true? — ^A.  No.  It  is  true  applied  to  the  power  that  conse — to 
quote  your  words — from  that  one  plant ;  but  It  is  not  Decessarily  true, 
although  I  confess  that  It  is  a  too  common  practice  that  the  rate  la 
made  uniform  on  account  of  high  overcapitalisation  and  doubling  of 
capitalization  and  interlocking  of  directorates  which  control  capitali- 
sation and  things  of  those  natures  that  the  public-service  commisslona 
in  various  States  have  permitted — the  accumulation  of  costs — which 
makes  the  rates  rather  exorbitant  to  the  ultimate  consumer.  How  long 
that  will  go  along  is  undeterminable  to  me,  bat  I  feel  sure  that  it 
will  not  go  perpetually ;  there  will  be  a  reaching  point  or  a  stopping 
point  at  that ;  and  our  effort  la  that  at  every  opportanlty  where  we 
can  stop  that  accumulation  of  cost  factors  in  hydroelectrlcity,  such  as 
one  instance  now,  here,  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Wheeler's  proposal,  we  shall 
use  that  as  a  method  of  stopping  the  pyramiding  of  costs  to  the  ulti- 
mate consumer.     I  answer  your  question  in  that  way. 

Q.  Well,  that  does  not  answer  the  questicm  as  to  whether  or  not, 
when  the  public  service  commission  goes  to  fix  the  rates  for  this 
company  that  develops  this  project,  whatever  company  It  may  be,  it 
may  make  one  rate  for  a  block  of  power  to  a  fertiliser  enterprise  and 
another  block  to  a  mining  enterprise,  and  another  block  to  a  zinc  plant 
and  have  different  rates  for  the  same  amount  of  power  distributed  or. 
delivered  in  the  same  way.  The  rates  will  have  to  be  uniform,  will 
they  not? — A.  Not  necesaariJv,  although,  as  I  said,  ordinarily  they  are 
supposd  to  be  that  way.  But,  to  elaborate  my  explanation  Just  given, 
the  cost  of  power  is  susceptible  of  so  many  factors  being  pil«>d  on  to  It 
that  the  question  comes  before  a  public  service  State  commission  bow 
many  of  those  costs  shall  be  piled  on  'and  added  to  the  already  rather 
too  high  cost,  so  that  eventually  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Montana,  perhaps,  and  other  States,  will  be  brought  definitely  before  the 
question  as  to  how  much  higher  these  costs  shall  go. 

Now,  applying  this  to  Montana  specifically :  I  don't  know,  and 
neither  does  this  Power  Commission  of  the  Federal  Government  know, 
whether  the  Montana  Public  Service  Commission  would  grant  Mr. 
Wheeler  this  thing  which  he  says  he  will  build ;  but  I  know  as  well  as 
I  know  that  2  and  2  make  4,  speaking  officially  for  the  American  Farm 
Bureau  Federation,  that  If  Mr.  Wheeler  is  granted  this  permit  and 
the  license  that  follows  it  to  construct,  the  public  service  commission 
in  Montana  will  be  face  to  face  with  a  very  embarrassing  proposition 
to  turn  down  if  Mr.  Wheeler  comes  along  and  says  that  power  is  at 
$15  per  horsepower-year,  and  I  know  the  average  citizen  in  the  State 
of  Montana  will  react  favorably  to  that  kind  of  proposition.  In  other 
words,  may  I  say  to  the  commission  that  the  questions  which  we  are 
discussing  here  are  similar  to  those  which  we  have  had  for  10  years, 
which  led  me  to  say  a  while  ago  that  no  power  company  ever  had 
offered  to  give  rates  to  manufacturers  at  prices  which  would  permit 
reasonable  and  material  reductions  In  the  making  of  fertilizer*. 

The  arguments  of  pyramiding  costs  and  increasing  prices  and  stabills. 
ing  prices  at  a  high  level  by  action  of  the  State,  by  State  public- 
service  commissions,  has  always  been  a  haven  of  refuge  in  keeping  the 
price  up  where  it  is  now.  This  is  an  opportunity  to  see  whether  ttt« 
price  can  be  lowered  to  the  ultimate  consumer.  I  don't  know  that  It 
can  be  lowered,  but  I  say  here  is  an  opportunity  to  lower  it  so  that  In 
making  fertilizera  the  farmer  will  get  a  materially  reduced  price. 

Q.  What  have  you  to  assure  you  or  your  organization,  Mr.  Gray, 
that  Mr.  Wheeler  will  be  able  to  build  this  plant  and  produce  and  sell 

electric  energy  at  a  lower  rate  than  any  other  person  he  might A. 

That  is  a  question  that  I  do  not  need  primarily  to  consider.  becauM 
the  Federal  Power  Conunisslon  will  not  grant  him  either  the  permit 
or  the  license  if  in  its  wisdom  it  is  satisfied  he  can  not  do  those  things. 

Mr.  Kellt.  That  is  all. 

Secbetabt  Wilbl's.  Does  anyone  else  desire  to  ask  Mr.  Gray  any 
questions  ? 

By  Mr.  Pops: 

Q.  You  have  stated,  I  believe,  on  Interrogation  by  MV.  Kelly,  that 
the  rate  to  be  fixed  for  the  delivery  of  the  power  will  be  fixed  by  tlie 
Montana   Public   Service   Commi^islon? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  understand  that  to  be  a  fact? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  If  that  is  so,  I  take  it  that  the  rates  to  be  charged  for  power  for 
delivery  to  the  consumer  will  not  enter  into  the  terms  of  the  proposed 
permit  or  license? — A.  I  don't  know  what  the  public  service  commission 
in  the  State  of  Montana  might  say  relative  to  that  detail 

Q.  In  other  words.  It  is  left  up  in  the  last  analysis  to  the  Montana 
PubUc  SM^ce  Commission  what  the  charges  shall  be  to  the  consrmer 
for  power  delivered  from  this  development? — ▲.  I  wonld  Judge  so,  and  If 
that  is  so,  I  presume  that  the  commission  would  fix  the  same  charges 
regardless  of  which  company  received  the  license,  whether  it  be  Mc 
Wheelar  or  somebodjr  else. 
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Q.  The  «l«menti  which  will  determine  the  nltiinate  price  of  thla 
power  wlU  be  the  tame  in  either  Instance  T— A.  la  that  a  sUtement 
ur   a    question  ? 

Q.   I    am   aaWnff  you   if  that   is   80.— A.   State  it  again,   please. 

Q.  If  the  Public  Serrlce  Commisalon  of  Montana  flxea  the  rat*  to 
be  charjjed  to  the  conaamer,  you  will  understand  that  they  woald  to 
the  same  rate  regardless  of  who  received  the  license,  would  jrou 
not?— A.   No. 

Q.  Why  do  you  reach  that  conclusion  that  it  would  make  a  differ- 
ence to  the  Montana  Public  Serrice  Commisaion  whether  Mr.  Wheeler 
bad  the  license  and  was  making  the  development  or  whether  the 
Bocky  Mountain  Power  Co.? — A.  The  most  powerful  thing  In  the  United 
States  would  be  the  controlling  factor— public  sentiment.  Let  me  an- 
swer folly.  I  don't  know  whether  public  sentiment  in  Montana  would 
be  In  favor  of  the  Rocky  Mountain  Power  Co.  or  whether  it  would  be  in 
favur  of  Mr.  Wheeler,  but  I  am  human  enough  to  beliere  that  if  Mr. 
Wheeler's  application  Is  granted  and  he  is  given  a  permit  and  later  a 
llcens,'  to  construct,  public  sentiment  would  be  in  favor  of  a  low-priced 
power;  and  that  has  an  Influence  on  the  determination  and  actions  of 
uny  elective  body.  I  might  say  It  sometimes  has  been  said  to  have  bad 
nn  influence  on  the  actions  of  Judicial  bodias. 

Q.  Thi."  sentiment  in  favor  of  cheap  power  would  be  a  constant 
factor,  would  It  not,  regardless  of  who  bad  the  license  and  who  was 
developing   the   power? — A.  The   saving. 

Secretary  WiLsra.  The  sentiment  would  t>e  the  same  no  matter  who 
bad   the   license?     Everybody   wants   cheap   power. 

The  Witness.  The  sentiment  would  be  the  same ;  yes. 
By  Mr.  POPl : 

Q.  So  that  what  you  have  said  here  really  Is  baaed  entirely  upon 
the  proposition  of  getting  cheap  power?  That  is  the  prime  considera- 
tion in  your  mind? — A.  I  have  so  stated  it,  yes,  to  the  commission. 

Q.  And  all  the  factors  tending  to  create  that  cheap  power  and  fix  the 
price  that  will  ultimately  be  charged  the  consumer  will  be  the  same 
regardless  of  who  receives  this  license? — A.  I  would  judge  so. 

Mr.  I'ora.  That  is  all. 
By  Mr.  Foasaa  : 

Q.  Mr.  Gray,  suppoae  one  licensee  were  to  exaggerate  Its  capital  in- 
vestment in  order  to  justify  the  high  rates  charged  and  another  licensee 
were  not  to  exaggerate  its  capital  and  investment.  What  effect  would 
that  have  upon  the  rate-making  body? 

Mr.  KXLLT.  To  which  we  object.  If  the  commission  please,  on  the 
ground  that  the  capltnlliation  upon  which  power  companies  are  per- 
mitted to  earn,  under  all  public-service  laws.  Is  vitally  up  to  the  power 
service  commission  itself,  and  there  isn't  any  reason  to  suppose  that 
one  application  or  the  other  will  have  any  special  rights  or  privileges 
In  the  exaggeration  of  Its  capital  in  connection  with  the  development 
of  its   project. 

Secretary   WiLsra.  It  would   be   In   the  domain   of  the   State   power 
commission.     I  think  it  is  not  a  wise  question. 
By  Mr.  Scattkbgood  : 

Q.  Isn't  it  a  fact  that  in  the  making  of  rates  the  companies  usually 
file  the  rates  and  then  the  public-service  commission  of  the  State 
either  approves  of  the  right  or,  In  the  case  of  a  rate-case  contest,  will 
amend  it?.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  rate  is  first  made  by  the  public- 
service  commission  of  the  State? — A.  The  rates,  as  I  understand  It — 
pardon  me.     You  are  referring  to  hydroelectric? 

Q.  All  rates  are  made  by  the  companies  first,  are  they  not,  and  then 
filed  with  the  public-service  commission? — A.  Hydroelectric  rates — you 
are  not  referring  to  freight  rates? 

Q.  No ;  power  rates. — A.  They  are  made  by  the  State  public-service 
commission,  as  I  understand  it.  after  the  different  companies  interested 
or  corporations  Interested  have  filed  their  Information  with  the  public- 
service  commission. 

Secretary  WiLsra.  They  file  their  rates,  do   they   not? 

The  WiTNiss.  File  their  rates — pardon  me.  Their  information  is  in 
the  'Shape  of  their  proposed  rates,  and  the  reasons  sustaining  those, 
Mr.  Chairman. 

Secretary  Wilbub.  Any  other  questions? 
By  Mr.  FoasKS  : 

Q.  You  haven't  any  knowledge  as  to  whether  or  not  if  the  permit 
is  granted  there  will  be  a  manufacturing  plant  for  the  purpose  of 
manufacturing  superphosphates  or  all  fertilizers  established  at  this 
point  ? — A.  I  am  informed  there  will  be ;  less,  Mr.  Commissioner,  I 
would  not  have  the  reason  for  appearing  before  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  asking  them  to  give  serious  consideration  to  a  proposal 
which  contemplates  the  making  of  fertilisers. 

Secretary  WiLBua.  Any  other  questions? 
By  Mr.  Kbllt  : 

Q.  Who  so  Informed  you,  Mr.  Gray? — A.  Mr.  Wheeler. 

Q.  Anybody  else?— A.  No. 

Q.  Did  be  tell  you  who  was  going  to  build  the  plant? — A.  No. 

Q.  I>id  he  tell  you  whether  or  not  he  bad  any  financial  hacking  In 
connection  with  the  construction  of  such  plants? — A.  He  assured  me  it 
was  ample. 

Q.  And  did  yon  get  any  details  who  It  was  or  where  It  was  coming 
tron? — A.  No. 
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<f.  How  often  have  you  talked  with  Mr.  Wheeler  about  this? — A, 
Ice. 
Hate  you  talked  to  the  Rocky  Mountain  Power  Co.  about  their 
plalits? — A.  No;  nor  any  other  power  company,  because  the  rates  of 
power  from  the  power  companies  do  not  permit  the  making  of  fertilizers 
at  prices  which  will  benefit  the  farmer  consumer.  I  have  found  that  In 
10  years  of  experience. 

1  o  answer  your  question  more  fully  :  The  people  in  the  power  corn- 
pan  les — that  is.  In  the  regularly  establi.shed  power  companies  who  are 
iat<  rlocked.  in  a  way,  by  directors  or  otherwise  all  over  the  United 
States — have  a  structure  which.  If  they  break  down  in  giving  low  rates 
for  making  fertilizer,  they  have  got  to  break  that  rate  down  in  giving 
low  rates  for  everybody.  And  they  are  in  a  position  similar  to  these 
Fed  erai,  I  moan,  to  thi-se  State  service  commissions,  so  that  if  the  power 
people  begin  to  break  the  rates  down  In  one  structure  they  pretty  nearly 
hav  e  to  break  it  down  all  along ;  and  I  have  not  yet  found  a  case 
wh(  re  a  power  company  has  been  willing  to  give  a  rate  on  hydro- 
ele<triclty  cheap  enough  to  reflect  Itself  in  these  fertilizers,  which  have 
to    >e  made  cheaply  and  spread  over  the  soils  of  the  Nation. 

Secretary  Wilbcr.  Anything  further,   Mr.   Kelly? 

I[r.  Kbllt.  No. 

Secretary  Wilbcb.  Anyone  else?    Thank  you,  Mr.  Gray. 

REVISION  OF  THE  TARUT 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2667)  to  provide  revenue,  to  regu- 
latj  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  to  encourage  the  indus- 
trifs  of  the  United  States,  to  protect  American  labor,  and  for 
otl  er  purposes. 

'  Tie  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  Senator  from  Florida 
ins  1st  upon  the  point  of  no  quorum? 

:  Ir.  TRAMMELL.     I  withdraw  the  point. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.     I  renew  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

'  ["he  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators 
aniiwered  to  their  names: 


AU<>n 
Asl  urst 
H:i\  kley 
Birgham 
Boiah 
Bn  tton 
Br<ck 
Cai  per 
Coi  Daily 
Co]  eland 
Col  izens 
Cui  ting 
Da  e 
Dill 
Feis 
Fl«  tcher 


Frazler 

George 

Glllett 

Glenn 

Goff 

Hale 

Harris 

Harrison 

Hayden 

Hebert 

Heflin 

Howell 

Johnson 

Jones 

Kean 

Kendrick 


Keyes 

McCulloch 

McMaster 

McNary 

Metcalf 

Moses 

Norbeck 

Norris 

Nye 

Oddle 

Overman 

PIttman 

Reed 

Sackett 

Schall 

Sheppard 


Shortrldge 

Simmons 

Smoot 

Steiwer 

Stephens 

Swanson 

Thomas.  Idaho 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Townsend 

Trammell 

Van den berg 

Wagner 

Walcott 

Walsh.  Mass. 

Wheeler 


'?he  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Sixty-three  Senators  having 
answered  to  their  names,  a  quorum  is  present.  The  question 
ispn  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  that  the  Senate 
ta !:e  a  recess  until  9  o'clock  and  45  minutes  to-night 

dr.  COPELAND.  Mr.  President,  has  the  Senator  from  Utah 
something  more  which  he  desires  to  present  to  the  Senate? 

tfr.  SMOOT.  I  had  hope<l  that  we  could  hold  a  quorum  here 
fo!  this  afternoon,  at  least,  but  I  am  informed  that  there  are  a 
number  of  Senators  who  are  going  to  leave  on  the  1  o'clock 
tmin,  and  a  number  of  others  who  are  going  to  leave  on  the 
3  >'clock  train.  I  do  not  know,  in  view  of  the  circumstances, 
wl  ether  it  will  be  possible  to  hold  a  quorum. 

At.  SIMMONS.  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senator  from  New 
Yc  rk  will  withdraw  his  motion. 

llr.  COPELAND.  I  was  asking  the  Senator  from  Utah  what 
hi    desire  was. 

tfr.  SMOOT.  As  I  have  said,  I  thought  we  could  proceed  for 
a  ivhile  on  the  papers  and  l)ooks  schedule  and  get  rid  of  some 
of  the  items  in  that  schedule. 

Idr.  COPELAND.  I  have  no  objection  to  that,  and  I  with- 
dr  iw  my  motion. 

Ur.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  I  did  not  understand  the 
su  jgestion  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

klr.  SMOOT.  I  sai«l  I  thought  we  might  proceed  to  consider 
th  >  papers  and  books  schedule. 

Mr.  WALSH  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President,  the  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  who  presided  over  the  hearings  on  the 
papers  and  books  schedule  was  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
DiKs'EEN].  He  is  absent  from  the  city,  and  I  am  Informed  by 
th^  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  that  he  is  very  much  inter- 
es  ed  In  some  paragraphs  of  that  schedule.  I  merely  wish  to 
acnounce  that  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  and  let  him  govern 
hi  nself  accordingly.  I  am  not  asking  to  have  the  schedule  go 
ov  er  on  account  of  the  absence  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  NORRIS.  Mr.  President,  we  are  confronted  with  the 
sane  condition  which  always  confronts  the  Swate  after  It 
aprees  to  a  concurrent  resolution  fixing  the  time  of  final  ad- 
jo  inunent    That  Is  one  of  the  reasons  why  I  thought  we  ought 
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not  to  adopt  sncfa  a  resolution  nntil  Just  on  the  ere  of  adjourn- 
ment. The  condition  which  we  now  have,  however,  always  f<H- 
lows  the  adoption  of  such  a  resolution.  I  do  not  know  why,  but 
I  have  known  of  no  exception  to  it.  When  we  fix  a  time  for 
adjournment  by  a  concurrent  resolution  two  or  three  days  In 
advance,  from  the  very  minute  we  adopt  the  resolution  the 
psychology  is  changed  entirely  and  we  do  not  do  very  much 
during  the  remainder  of  the  session.  That  is  Just  what  is  hap- 
pening now,  and  has  been  happening  ever  since  we  agreed  to  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
if  the  Senate  shall  recess  to-day,  it  will  be  until  9  o'clock  and  50 
minutes  p.  m.  to-night. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  NORRIS.  I  am  not  going  to  obJe<-t  but  the  Senator  has 
suggested  that  the  recess,  if  any,  be  until  10  minutes  to  10 
o'clock.  Should  his  request  be  agreed  to,  he  would  make  the 
Presiding  Officer  wait  here  for  10  minutes.  Why  does  he  not 
say  9.50? 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  will  make  it  9.55  to-night.  I  think  there 
ought  to  be  more  time  allowed  than  one  minute;  there  should 
be  a  if t tie  leeway. 

Mr.  NORRIS.    More  than  a  minute  will  not  be  necessary. 

Mr.  SM(X)T.  I  do  not  think  more  than  a  minute  wUl  be 
necessary,  but  I  wanted  to  he  on  the  safe  side. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Senator  from  Utah  asks 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  Senate  finishes  its  business 
to-day  it  take  a  recess  until  9.55  p.  m.  to-night. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  think  the  Senator  from  Utah 
had  better  fix  the  hour  at  9.30. 

Mr.  SMOOT.    There  is  no  need  of  meeting  so  early. 

Mr.  HEFLLN.  We  do  not  know  what  may  happen.  There 
may  be  something  that  we  should  consider. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  shall  not  object  If  be  wiU  fix  the  time  at 
9.30  p.  m. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  re- 
quest  of  the  Senator  from  Utah? 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Unless  the  hour  is  fixed  at  9.30,  I  shall  have 
to  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Objection  is  made. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  suggest  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  he 
renew  his  request  and  fix  the  hour  at  9.30.  It  will  not  make 
much  difference. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  I  was  trying  to  meet  the  convenience  of  Sena- 
tors generally,  but  I  can  not  do  that,  and  so  I  will  not  renew 
the  request. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  completes  Its  session  to-day  it  take  a  recess  until  9.30 
p.  m.  to-night. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.    Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  COUZENS.    I  object. 

Mr.  BINtiHAM.     Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  Inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     The  Senator  will  .state  it. 

Mr.  BIN(iHAM.     Is  there  pending  a  motion  to  take  a  recess? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There  was  objection  to  the 
request  submitted  by  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  BINGHAM.  I  understood  the  Senator  from  New  York  to 
move  that  a  recess  be  taken  until  9.45  o'clock  to-night. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.     That  motion  was  withdrawn. 

Mr.  SMOOT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  had  my  clerk  deliver  to 
each  Senator  a  copy  of  Part  V,  Statement  by  the  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue,  In  response  to  S<^nate  Resolution  108.  rela- 
tive to  furnishing  the  Committee  on  Finance  with  statements 
of  the  pi-ofits  and  losses  of  certain  taxpayers  affected  by  the 
pending  tariff  bill.  I  have  had  this  document  indexed  for  the 
convenience  of  Senators,  and  the  index  appears  in  the  back  of 
the  voluma  I  have  also  had  placed  upon  the  desks  of  all  the 
Senators  the  Index  for  the  first  four  volumes,  as  I  promised 
to  do. 

There  is  one  more  volume  that  will  be  out  now  in  a  very 
abort  time;  and  I  think  the  request  was  made  for  a  few  more 
yesterday.  I  hope  it  will  be  oat  by  the  time  the  Senate  meets 
again. 

BBCESS 

Mr.  COUZENS.  Mr.  President,  it  Is  quite  apparent  that  we 
are  not  going  to  do  any  work  toniay,  that  everybody  is  loafing 
on  the  job,  and  nobody  is  ready  to  go  ahead ;  so  I  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  at  this  time  until  9.45  o'clock  to-night. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  12  o'clock  and  33  minutes 
p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess  until  8  o'clock  and  45  minutes 
p.  m. 


EVENING  SESSION 

The  Senate  reassembled  at  9  o'clock  and  46  minutes  p.  m.,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

Mr.  FESS  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  NYE  and  Mr.  HEFLIN  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Senator  from  Ohio  yield ; 
and  if  so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  FESS.    I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

REPOBT    ON    AQillblJI.TUKAI.    MAKKKTINO 

Mr.  NYE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  have  incorporated  in 
the  Rixx«o  at  this  point  a  report  just  submitted  to  the  Federal 
Farm  Board  by  its  chief  counsel,  George  E.  Farrand.  Mr. 
Farrand  has  been  thoroughly  recognized  for  his  ability,  for  his 
grasp  of  the  farm  problem,  for  the  sympathy  he  has  shown  to 
the  farm  relief  act  and  to  the  farm  cause,  and  it  is  a  source 
of  regret  to  me,  having  come  to  know  Mr.  Farrand  as  I  have, 
to  learn  that  he  is  to  leave  the  service  of  the  Farm  Board  at 
a  very  early  date. 

This  report  which  he  has  prepared  and  submitted  is  so  dear 
a  statement  of  what  can  be  done  under  the  farm  relief  act 
we  passed  during  the  present  session,  and  so  clear  as  to  how 
that  can  be  accomplished,  and  contains  sach  a  good  statement  of 
the  possibilities  as  to  the  act  Itself,  that  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
made  a  part  of  the  permanent  Recouk  I  ask  nnanlmous  consent 
that  It  may  be  printed  In  the  Reoosd. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
in  the  Bdcord,  and  it  is  as  follows : 

RxForr  or  GEOaoa  E.  FAaaAHO  to  Pcdbbal  Fauu  Boamd  as  AaBicut<- 

TCIUL  MAaKBTINO   ACT 

NovBMBsa  21,  1929. 
Mr.  Alrandkb  Lbgok, 

ChcirmuH  Federal  Farm  Board,  Wa*hineton,  D.  O. 
Deab  Mb.  LBoaB :  Before  I  go  I  want  to  submit  this  report  to  yon 
and  throagh  you  to  the  board  and  others  interested,  as  a  statement  of 
what  I  came  here  to  do,  what  has  been  done,  what  remains  to  be  done, 
and  to  discuss  some  of  the  legal  problems  of  Federal  Farm  Board.  This 
report  will  gather  up  available  forms  and  exhibits,  pat  them  in  one 
place,  and  serve  as  a  starting  point  for  my  successor. 

TIMB  COVBBBD  BT   BBPOBT 

The  board's  t^ephone  to  come  reached  me  at  Los  Angeles  August  3. 
at  which  time  I  had  Just  returned  from  a  2-month  trip  to  Earope. 
I  left  Los  Angeles  Angost  8,  arrived  at  Washington  August  12,  and 
have  been  constantly  engaged  on  the  work  from  Angnst  8  until  this 
date,  without  intermption  and  withont  leaving  Washington. 

8TATC8   or  LBQALr   WOBK    17PON    AKBIVAL 

The  act  was  approved  June  15.  The  first  board  meeting  waa  held 
July  15.     Governor  McKelvie  waa  appointed  August  1. 

In  early  Augnst  it  was  quite  natural  that  the  board  had  no  prece- 
dents, no  forms  for  use,  no  procedure  established,  and  no  legal  policy 
developed  as  to  the  act.  The  board's  temporarj  offices  were  in  a  local 
hotel.  Working  conditions  were  difficult  for  board  and  employees. 
Numerous  producers,  cooperatives,  and  others  were  coming  before  the 
board  seeking  assistance.  My  office  had  no  books,  no  forms,  and  my 
clerical  assistance  was  limited.  Several  weeks  elapsed  before  we  could 
get  any  library  facilities  whatsoever. 

MAKINO    LOANS    TO    COOPBBATIVBS 

The  board  Initially  concerned  itself  largely  with  dealing  with  cooper- 
atives. It  desired  to  make  loans  to  such  cooperatives  and  for  that  rea- 
son it  was  necessary  to  at  once  prepare  forms  and  outline  plans  for 
orderly  procedure  in  order  to  help  the  board  and  the  cooperatives  in 
getting  their  matters  properly  and  promptly  before  the  board ;  this  in 
order  that  the  board  would  have  knowledge  of  the  facts  concerning  the 
applicant,  the  ose  to  which  It  planned  to  put  the  money,  the  !«ecurtty, 
the  ability  of  the  cooperative  to  repay,  and  whether  or  not  the  making 
of  the  loan  would  carry  out  the  policy  of  the  act.  These  forms  were 
intended  to  and  did  develop  the  facts  upon  which  action  by  the  board 
was  to  be  baaed.  In  a  harried  way  certain  forms  were  prqwred.  There 
was  great  pressure  for  action.  The  board  In  som^  Instances  allowed 
under  the  neoeasitiea  of  the  case  hot  a  few  hours  for  the  preparation 
of  forms  and  action  thereon.  Certain  forms  were  prepared,  submitted 
to  the  board,  and  used.  Since  that  time  they  have  been  revised.  We 
now  have  a  general  form  of  application  for  loan  by  a  cooperative  which 
consists  of  a  showing  by  the  applicant  of  its  corporate  and  cooperative 
status,  the  agricultural  etnnmodlty  which  It  handles,  the  purpose  for 
which  it  desires  the  loan  and  a  series  of  exhibits  consisting  of  qnestlons 
and  answers  designed  to  show  Its  legal,  commercial,  and  financial 
status,  to  which  are  added  copies  of  its  articles  of  incorporation,  by- 
laws, marketing  contracts,  lists  of  officers,  a  statement  of  facts  and  of 
the  security  tendered,  a  financial  statement,  and  form  for  the  opinion 
of  the  attorneys  for  applicant ;  a  form  for  a  commodity  loan  to  be  used 
wben  advances  are  to  be  made  by  a  cooperative  to  its  growers  aad 
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where  the  •ecnrltT  for  the  loan  U  warehoaae  receipts  or  tokens  repre- 
senting the  commodity,  the  commodities  chiefly  concerned  bping  cotton, 
grain,  rice,  bemnx,  and  the  like ;  a  form  for  use  by  the  cooperatiTe  when 
It  desires  to  apply  for  a  "  physical  facility  loan  "  ;  and  a  circular  letter 
to  go  out  with  the  form  to  the  cooperatives.  An  analysis  of  the  act 
was  also  made,  which  brought  together  the  various  parts  of  the  act. 
Including  In  such  statement  a  summary  of  Capper-Volste«d  Act 
Forms  as  revised  arp  now  attached,  as  follows: 
Exhibit  1.   Letter  to  cooperatives;  ^ 

Exhibit  2.  General  form  of  application  for  loan  by  cooperative ; 
Exhibit    3.  Suggested    form    for   use   by    cooperative    in   applying    for 
">-.'•  cotton  "  loan  ; 

i7]thU)it  j1,  Suggested  form  for  use  by  cooperative  in  applying  for  a 
"  wheat  "  loan. 

The  wheat  and  cotton  forma  were  used  In  making  "  additional  ad- 
vance "  loans. 

In  these  forms  I  have  not  confined  myself  to  developing  purely  legal 
situations  but  have  attempted  to  get  through  them  for  the  board  a 
good  picture  of  the  financial  status  and  business  structure  of  the 
borrower,  and  have  outlined  in  numerous  ways,  both  orally  and  in 
writing,  the  way  in  which  this  information  could  be  still  further 
developed  for  the  flies.  An  examining  group  for  the  board  is  in 
formation,  and  suggestions  have  been  made  as  to  how  It  shall  function, 
what  it  shall  do,  how  it  shall  develop  information,  what  sort  of  letters 
it  shall  write,  how  it  can  supplement  existing  forms,  and  be  helpful 
to  the  cooperative  borrowers. 

We  prepared  most  of  the  first  applications  to  the  board,  as  the  bor- 
rowers came  without  information  concerning  the  act  and  generally 
withoat  counsel,  and  we  took  hold  of  the  situation  for  them  and 
did  the  best  we  could.  This  was  the  desire  of  the  board  and  the 
result  was  accomplished.  The  plan  of  using  these  forms  has  been 
•atlsfactory  to  the  borrowers.  This  is  evidenced  by  letters  from 
them  and  their  connfsel,  who  have  commented  thereon  and  whose 
criticisms  and  luggestions  have  been  noted.  We  also  prepared  the 
forms  of  promissory  notes,  pledge  agreements,  mortgages,  custodian 
agreements  with  baniu  making  primary  loans  and  other  instruments 
incident  to  such  transactions.  We  have  examined  numerous  applica- 
tions agtrregatlng  millions  of  dollars.  We  have  had  numerous  con- 
ferences with  cooperatives  and  their  representatives,  and  many  letters 
hare  been  written.  Obviously,  it  has  not  been  possible  in  doing  such 
hurrieil  work  to  turn  out  tie  best  grade  of  legal  work,  but  there  was 
a  Job  to  be  done  and  we  did  it.  The  board  fully  understands  that  ne 
strict  "  validity  opinions "  could  be  written  as  to  any  of  the  loans 
involved  and  none  was  insisted  upon. 

CALIFORNIA    OaAPB    SITUATIO!! 

One  of  the  first  matters  before  the  board  was  the  application  on 
behalf  of  various  California  grape  interests — the  Sun-Maid  Association, 
the  fresh-fruit  group,  and  others — for  loans.  I  was  diiqualifled  to  act 
because  of  the  fact  that  I  had  organized  Sun-Maid  in  1923,  both  the 
California  cooperative  and  its  subsidiary,  the  Delaware  corporation, 
bad  drawn  the  underlying  agreements  between  both  corporations,  had 
bandied  Its  original  bond  issue,  its  present  outstanding  preferred-stock 
issue,  and  debenture  issue,  had  [Missed  upon  various  of  the  acceptance 
credit  documents,  and  was  a  director  of  one  of  the  banks  which  was  a 
creditor  of  Sun-Maid.  I  advised  the  board  of  this  disqualification  and 
of  the  fact  that  no  one  should  act  where  he  had  a  direct  personal,  pro- 
fessional, or  financial  interest.  Whereupon  the  chairman  requested  the 
Attorney  General  to  designate  some  one  in  his  office  to  act  for  the 
board  in  my  place.  The  Attorney  General  designated  Seth  W.  Richard- 
son. Esq..  .\sslstant  Attorney  General,  who  handled  the  matter  with 
marked  ability  and  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  parties  concerned. 

A   WOaO  ABOUT  THOSB   WHO   HELPED 

Let  me  thank  the  chairman  and  each  member  of  the  board  for  uni- 
formly courteous,  nay.  generous,  personal  consideration.  One  seldom 
has  a  chance  to  meet  with  men  who  are  so  kindly  disposed  as  the 
members  liave  been  toward  me.  To  mention  any  who  helped  is  a  diffi- 
cult task,  as  there  is  always  danger  in  such  a  hurriedly  dictated  report 
as  this  of  omitting  others  properly  entitled  but  at  the  moment  over- 
loiiked. 

Mr.  C.  T.  Wienke,  auditor,  Security-First  National  Bank,  Los  An- 
gi-ies,  who  prepartHl  for  me  a  compilation  consisting  of  each  form  In 
use  in  that  bank,  with  index,  which  gave  me  for  immediate  use  valu- 
able data  as  to  notes,  mortgages,  pledge  agreements,  and  various  other 
matters  of  hourly  concern,  and  which  in  the  absence  of  library  facil- 
ities served  a  most  nseful  purpose.  Karl  Loos.  Esq.,  and  his  Wash- 
ington ofllca  famished  us  appreciated  legal  and  local  information.  Mr. 
Walter  Wyatt,  general  counsel.  Federal  Reserve  Board,  assisted  with 
wise  suggestions  and  in  bringing  about  a  proper  understanding  as  to 
legal  matters  between  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  and  Federal  Farm 
Board.  Mr.  Chester  Morrill,  secretary  and  general  counsel  of  Federal 
Farm  Loan  Bureau,  was  similarly  helpful,  furnishing  me  suggestions 
wbich  were  adopted  and  which  aided  us  in  working  out  promptly  and 
without  legal  friction  a  proper  legal  and  working  arrangement  with 
that  bureau  and  with  the  Fwleral  intermediate  credit  banks.  He  also 
told  us  of  hia  experieaces  with  other  GoTenunent  institutlone  having 
t»  ^  with  the  loaning  of  Qovenunent  funds.     The  members  of  Federal 
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Fa -m  Loan  Board  were  siml^^ly  both  personcUy  and  officially  helpful, 
coi  trlbuting  much  by  individual  and  joint  conferences  to  promptly 
handling  practical  and  legal  details  of  what  otherwise  woald  have 
becQ  an  overly  intricate  and  difficult  problem  In  making  supplemental 
loaas  to  cooperatives  which  were  in  addition  to  already  existing  loans 
ma  le  by  the  intermediate  credit  banks  to  the  cooperative  associations. 
Menbers  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board  contacted  directly  with  Federal 
Faim  Board.  Mr.  Albert  C.  Agnew,  of  Agnew  &  Boekel.  attorneys, 
Sail  Francisco,  counsel  for  Federal  reserve  bank,  twelfth  district,  came 
to  tVashington  at  my  request  and  devoted  himself  for  some  two  months 
to  Farm  Board  matters,  rendering  me  individually  and  the  board 
val  jable  service  In  connection  with  pending  loans,  forms,  and 
ma 'banics  of  handling  the  same,  including  suggestions  as  to  the  rela- 
tions between  Federal  Farm  Board,  Federal  Reserve  Board,  Federal 
res  >rve  banks,  and  Federal  Intermediate  credit  banks. 

Senator  N.  W.  Thompson,  Title  Insurance  A  Trust  Co.,  Los 
.\ni:eles,  furnished  information  concerning  title  searching,  title  com- 
pai  ies,  and  title  searchers  throughout  the  United  States.  Mr.  Felix 
Fri  nkfurter,  of  Harvard  Law  School,  was  generously  helpful  In  corre- 
spcDdence.  Mr.  Henry  M.  Robinson,  of  Los  Angeles,  was  especially 
tbuugbtful  and  helpful  in  conferring  with  me  on  various  occasions  con- 
fer ling  the  act  and  suggesting  practical  ways  of  making  it  a  liberal 
an(  constructive  force  in  aiding  agriculture.  Mr.  L.  8.  ilulbert,  econ- 
om  St,  division  of  cooperative  marketing,  was  a  part  of  the  Farm  Board 
stair.  Ills  experience  in  cooperative-marketing  legal  problems  was 
usetul.  My  secretary.  Miss  Claire  Moorhead,  of  Ix)s  Angeles,  was  ex- 
trenely  helpful  in  carrying  a  heavy  load  of  both  executive  and  clerical 
wo'k  and  her  reviews  of  forms  and  statements  add»^  much  to  their 
suliciency.  Various  attorneys  for  cooperative  associations  were  asked 
to   criticize  the  forms  and  did  so. 

A   LIBERAL   VEBSCS   LPXIALISTIC   INTKRPRE-lATION   OF  THB   ACT 

'^hat  does  the  act  mean?     W^hat  can   the   Federal   Farm  Board  do? 

qat  powers  does  the  board  have?  What  limitations  exist  and  what 
it  not  do?  These  were  all  questions  which  came  up  at  once  and 
ch  had  to  be  answered.  I  told  the  board  frankly  that  it  was  a 
Go|ernment  agency  established  under  a  highly  remedial  statute  designed 
to  neet  existing  conditions  and  to  relieve  millions  of  our  fellow  citisens 
of  acute  distress,  that,  therefore,  the  act  should  be  construed  in  the 
liglit  of  conditions  which  gave  it  birth,  and  urged  the  adoption  of  a 
lib<ral  as  distinguished  from  a  legalistic  interpretation  of  the  act. 
I  t  >ld  them  if  we  stopped  to  hang  upon  words  as  distinguished  from 
get  :ing  the  spirit  of  the  act,  that  the  board  would  in  the  beginning 
greitiy  curtail  Its  efficiency  for  constructive,  progressive  action.  I 
fur:her  stated  that  the  board's  actions  in  the  beginning  In  establishing 
precedents  one  way  or  the  other  would  largely  block  out  the  future 
valie  of  the  board  itself.  All  of  those  views  I  restated  In  a  rather 
comprehensive  summary  on  September  16.  Since  then  I  have  had 
occasion  to  still  further  examine  the  act,  and  I  attach  at  the  end  of 
ttiiii  report  a  discussion  of  the  act  which  shows  my  views. 

THE    "  SBCRETAEIAT  " 

1  outlined  to  the  board  and  the  secretary,  both  orally  and  In  writing, 
th«  forms  for  and  contents  of  the  minutes,  with  suggestions  to  see 
hov  they  can  be  properly  taken  and  preserved.  The  board  has  not 
as  yet  adopted  a  seal.  It  has  the  power  to  do  so.  It  has  not  as  yet 
tal  en  action  concerning  whether  its  records  and  minutes  and  other 
puliic  data  are  to  be  open  or  closed  to  the  general  public  examination, 
am  I  some  disposition  ought  to  be  made  promptly  of  that  question,  at 
least  to  the  extent  of  protecting  technical  and  confidential  informa- 
tio  I  furnished  by  cooperatives  dealing  with  the  board,  which  informa- 
tio  I  should  not  be  exposed  to  competitive  and  hostile  eyes. 

OXNKRAL    COMMENTS 

a)  In  making  physical  facility  loans  the  board  requires  that  which 
it  valves  in  the  more  hurried  commodity  loans,  namely,  that  the  legal 
suf  Iciency  of  the  applicant  and  all  documents  tendered  by  it  be  ex- 
am ned  and  approved  by  counsel  as  to  form.  To  make  such  examlna- 
tlota  would  require  the  building  up  at  Washington,  if  the  work  is  done 
heie.  of  a  large  group  of  lawyers.  It  s<>fmed  to  me  and  I  so  recom- 
meided  and  the  board  approved  that  that  work  could  be  better  done 
if  nnd  when  occasion  requires  by  counsel  situated  in  the  various  States, 
to  be  designated  by  the  board,  paid  for  by  borrower  or  farm  board 
as  occasion  required,  and  that  no  extended  law  department  need  be 
built  up  here  in  Washington.  As  to  these  pliyslcal  facility  loans  the 
requirement  now  is  that  the  corporate  set-up  and  papers  be  examined 
by  counsel  other  than  the  attorneys  for  applicant ;  that  the  sufficiency 
of  the  lien  given  to  the  Farm  Board  be  evidenced  by  appropriate  ab- 
stricts  of  title  with  opinions  thereon  by  counsel  other  than  those 
wh>  are  attorneys   for  applicant,   or   by  a  certificate  or  policy  of  title 

nsiirance    made    by    a    qualified,    eompetent,    and    financially    able    title 

nee  company.     In  addition,   the  board  requires  that  the  attorney 

applicant  furnish  his  own  legal  opinion  covering  these  same  points. 

b)  In  connection  with  loans  to  cooperatives  there  should  be  built 
up  by  the  board  some  further  general  policy  In  addition  to  those 
which  we  have  prepared  and  are  leaving  In  the  forms,  as  to  what 
coienants  the  board  will  require  of  the  borrower  as  a  matter  of  purely 
bojloeM   poUc7.     WUl  U  exact   the   osoal   requirements   which   nader- 
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writers  or  banks  in  loaning  money  require,  or  will  it  take  a  different 
course  or  a  more  liberal  attitude?     Just  how  can  It  best  protect  the 
Interests  of  the  Government  in  tnaking  a  long-term  loan  which  in  some 
cases  is  made  for  20  years?     Obviously,  it  must  consider  among  other 
things  a  covenant  that  the  borrower  will  remain  a  cooperative  associa- 
tion  at   all   times  while   its   debt   to  the   board   Is   unpaid.     The  Qot- 
ernment  should  not  be  loaning  Government  money  to  aid  cooperatives 
at   a    low    rate   of   interest   and   have   the   benefit    thereof   diverted    to 
commercial  purposes.     The  cooperative  should  agree  to  comply  with  all 
cooperative  laws  now  in  force  or  to  be  hereafter  adopted  as  applicable  to 
It.     The  cooperative  should  agree  that  the  mortgaged  property  shall  not 
pass   out   of   the   hands   of    the    cooperative   into    noucoopcratlve    com- 
mercial   hands.     The   usual    covenants    as    to    the   maintenance   of   the 
property,    its    protection    against    depreciation,    the    Insurance    of    the 
property,   payment  of   taxes,  guarding  against   mechanics',   contractors', 
and  laborers'  liens  in  case  ol  construction  of  physical   facilities  should 
be   strictly   insisted   up<ni.     In   commodity    loans   give   attention    to   the 
sufficiency  of  the  pledge,  the  proceeds  on  sale  of  the  pledged  product, 
and  the  custody  of  warehouse  receipts  or  other  similar  tokens.     Appro- 
priate insurance  should  at  all  times  be  required,  and  indemnity  bonds 
and  the  usual  safeguarding  requirements  should  be  had  to  protect   the 
loans  of  the  Government — all  of  which  are  of  equal  value  to  the  bor- 
rowers as  to  the  board  and  no  part  of  which  need  be  a  hardship  upon 
the  borrower.     In  our   files  are  various  forms   which  do  contain   some 
of  these  redUls  in  more  or  less  completed  form.     The  list  U  to  be 
studied  and  added  to. 

(c)   Re    national   cooperative   aasociationa : 

The  cooperative  association  is  one  of  the  important  agencies  throogh 
which  the  Farm  Board  is  acting.  It  is  therefore  necessary  for  the  board 
and  an  persons  interested  to  give  much  consideration  to  the  legal  status, 
scope  of  operation,  and  practical  business  details  of  such  an  organisation. 
I  have  discussed  this  problem  several  times  with  the  board  with  reference 
to  the  grain  group,  the  wool  group,  and  other  projected  national  co- 
operatives. Time  and  space  do  not  permit  an  adequate  discussion  of 
this  subject,  but  I  recommend  that  in  each  case  the  producer  group 
secure  the  most  available  lawyer  resident  within  the  district  to  be 
served  by  the  group,  and  that  the  organization  committee  first  gather 
all  the  facts  concerning  the  commodity  itself,  including  among  other 
things  the  extent  of  the  commodity,  the  existing  conditions  surrounding 
its  production,  distribution,  and  sale,  financial  data,  competitive  condi- 
tions, how  handled,  how  financed,  where  sold,  what  the  wrongs  are 
which  are  to  be  righted,  what  defects  in  the  existing  system  are  to  be 
remedied,  and  a  general  statement  as  to  the  result  or  objective  desired. 
Then,  with  that  statement  of  facts,  let  counsel  adapt  to  the  plan  the 
best  form  of  legal  structure  and  contracts  which  will  meet  the  situation. 
In  one  Instance  it  may  be  a  corporation  with  broad  powers,  in  another 
with  limited  powers ;  In  some  It  will  take  the  form  of  a  capital-stock. 
In  others  a  non-capital-stock,  organization. 

The  plants  and  facilities  In  one  group  may  be  carried  in  a  central 
association:  In  another  group  it  may  be  necessary  to  handle  them 
through  subsidiaries.  Some  crops  will  require  warehousing;  others  will 
move  to  market  without  warehousing.  Some  commodity  organizations 
will  require  a  great  deal  of  central  financing;  some  will  require  prac- 
tically none.  Some  will  require  large  capital  investments;  others  noth- 
ing more  than  seasonal  crop-moving  advances.  No  fixed  form  can  be 
drawn  In  advance.  The  legal  garment  mjst  be  ciit  to  fit  the  entity 
which  Is  to  wear  It.  It  Is  essential  If  loans  are  to  be  obUlned  from 
Federal  Farm  Board  that  all  provisions  of  agricultural  marketing  act 
and  Capper- Volstead  Act  be  thoroughly  studied  and  complied  with.  In 
addition,  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Oklahoma  ginning 
case  (278  U.  S.  515)  should  be  carefully  studied,  the  antitrust  laws  and 
the  exemptions  thereunder  should  be  thoroughly  briefed,  and  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  title  to  the  commodity  is  to  pass  from  the  grower  to 
the  cooperative  should  be  thoroughly  considered.  Where  loans  upon 
the  commodity  are  sought  from  banks  or  farm  board,  it  will  be  neces- 
sary that  the  title  either  pass  to  the  cooperative  or  that  it  be  given 
full  and  unUmlted  power  to  borrow  money  and  to  pledge  the  product  as 
security  for  the  loan. 

A  thorough  study  should  be  made  of  all  existing  forms  and  types  of 
grower-association  contracts.  Our  Los  Angeles  office  has  msny  prece- 
dents growing  out  of  some  20  years*  work  upon  this  subject  and  all  are 
available  Other  lawyers  with  other  cooperative  experience  I  am  sure 
can  be  consulted  and  will  furnish  valuable  information.  The  Ubrary 
of  the  farm  board  should  be  built  up  to  contain  precedents  which  are 
available  for  examination  by  the  grower  groups  and  their  attorneys. 

A  national  marketing  agency  should  seriously  canvass  the  coopera- 
tive marketing  act  of  Its  own  State  to  see  If  that  statute  can  be  used 
as  the  one  to  Incorporate  under.  These  cooperative  marketing  acts  are 
designed  to  permit  farmer  organizations  to  do  the  things  which  arc  best 
adapted  to  their  peculiar  requirements,  to  restrict  dividends,  to  limit 
the  transfer  of  stock  and/or  membership,  to  develop  the  Idea  of  mutual 
service  as  distinguished  from  capitalistic  profit,  and  in  each  case  every 
cooperative  which  Is  formed  should  constantly  feature  the  fact  that  it  Is 
a  cooperative  association  organized  by  producers  for  producers,  for 
mutual  help,  that  the  capital  used  therein  is  an  incident,  not  an  end; 
that  profit  to  capital  is  but  the  rent  for  service  rendered,  and  that  the 


obJectlTe  ts  to  handle  and  market  the  product  of  the  grower  sub- 
stantially at  cost  and  to  bring  back  to  him  as  promptly  as  possible,  with 
fall  accounting  of  expenses  incurred,  all  of  the  money  for  which  his 
product  sold,  deducting  therefrom  only  the  proper  and  necessary  ex- 
penses incident  to  the  handling  and  marketing  of  the  same.  Thus  the 
grower  gets  his  proper  part  of  the  consumer's  dollar,  and  the  con- 
sumer gets  for  bis  dollar  a  dollar's  worth  of  a  good,  sUndardlsed 
product. 

Cooperatives  should  now  lay  a  foundation,  in  these  days  of  easy 
acceptance  of  cooperative  principles,  for  the  future  when  all  of  these 
principles  may  and  will  be  questioned  and  when  it  will  be  necessary  to 
demonstrate  the  advantages,  legal,  financial  and  otherwise,  of  the 
farmer  movement  upon  its  merits.  In  other  words,  we  should  show 
that  the  Interests  of  the  producer  and  the  consumer  are  substantially 
identical  and  that  neither  should  unduly  profit  to  the  prejudice  of 
the  other. 

(d)  Likelihood  of  conference  between  Ooremment  officials  and  Farm 
Board  : 

These  cooperative  groups  handling  the  great  agricultural  commodities 
of  the  Nation  ar*-  practically  public-service  corporations.  Their  facili- 
ties are  dedicatee  to  the  public  use.  They  should  conduct  their  busi- 
ness with  strictest  Impartiality,  with  complete  disclosure  to  their 
members,  and  serve  fairly  and  consistently  and  without  discrimina- 
tion all  Interests  concerned.  Because  they  are  such  agencies  and 
because  they  affect  in  many  Instances  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people, 
is  It  not  possible  to  set  up  some  conference  group  wherein  the  Govern- 
ment Itself  can  be  helpful  at  the  start,  and  remain  so  after  organiza- 
tion, to  these  cooperatives?  It  Is  the  policy  of  the  Government  under 
the  act  to  get  certain  results.  It  creates  a  board  to  get  them.  It 
provides  that  the  board  may  "cooperate  with  any  State  or  Territory, 
or  department,  agency,  or  political  subdivision  thereof,  or  with  any 
person." 

Provision   Is  made  for  the  transfer  to  the  Farm   Board  of  various 
agencies  of  the  Government,  including  "  the  furnishing  of  services,  with 
respect  to  the  marketing  of  agricultural  commodities,"  and  throughout 
is  evidenced  the  wish  and  direction  of  Congress  that  service  be  rendered 
and   that  cooperation   exist.     In  view  of   these   facts,   shall  the   Farm 
Board   consider  reeommending  creating  an   informal   conference   group 
to  consider  problems  of  the  organization  and  conduct  of  cooperative 
associations,   to  consist   of  the   foUowlng   persons   or   their  nominees: 
The   chairman   of  the  board,   the   Attorney   General,    the   Secretary   of 
Agriculture,  the  chairman  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission,  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury?     This  group  could  consider  legal  questions 
as  to   formation,   the  applicability   of   the  antitrust    laws,    the   extent 
to  which  the  cooperative  group  is  entitled  to  the  assistance  of  the  Farm 
Board,  the  services  which  can  be  rendered  by  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture,  the  information  already  gathered  by  the  Federal  Trade  t:om- 
mlsslon  and  Its  knowledge  of  trade  practices,  and  the  rules  and  regula- 
tions of  the  Treasury  which  concern  income-tax  problems  of  coopers-' 
tlves.     Direct   contact   could   also  be  made   with    existing   Government 
and  private  financial   institutions.     AU  of  these  sre  Important.     This 
conference   group   could   be  developed   Into   sn   important   agency.     Its 
work  would  be  largely  to   the  way  of  suggestions  and  the  gathering 
together,  from  the  various  departments  of  the  Government  and  from 
the  mass  of  Information  available  but  which  few  know  where  to  find, 
of  all  existing  facts,  with  recommendations.     The  Attorney   General's 
views   concerning   what   is   and   what   is   not   a   legal   cooperative   asso- 
ciation   could    be    then    disclosed    and    discussed.     The    Federal    Trade 
Comnrlsslons  knowledge  and  comments  would  be  helpful.     The  Treas- 
ury Department  could  discuss  and  point  out  its  own  regulations  affect- 
ing the  exempt  Income-tax  status  of  the  cooperative,  how  to  get  the 
exemption  and  how  to  keep  It.     This  group  would  be  an  "  agricultural 
scratching   post."     It   ts   the  object   of   government   to   help   Us   people 
keep  out  of  trouble  rather  than  to  punish  them  after  they  have  gotten 
into  trouble.     Such  a  conference  group  would  help. 

(e)  The  board  may  here  well  note  that  there  Is  no  national  compre- 
hensive definition  and  understanding  on  the  part  of  either  Government 
or  producers  as  to  just  what  are  the  essentials  of  a  true  cooperative 
association.  Some  associations  with  commercial  form  are  In  fact  co- 
operative;  others,  with  cooperative  form  and  name,  masquerading  as 
the  farmers'  friends,  are  thoroughly  commercial,  and  because  of  the 
deception  obnoxious  to  the  cooperative  laws  and  ethics.  The  Farm 
Board  can,  out  of  its  own  experience  and  from  those  with  whom  it 
deals,  prepare  and  submit  to  the  cooperatives  and  the  Government  a 
code  or  statement  of  cooperative  principles  and  suggest  that  coopera- 
tive associations  desiring  to  be  recognized  as  such  by  the  Farm  Board 
bring  themselves  completely  within  both  the  form  and  substance  of  such 
code.  Such  research  would  become  the  basis  for  a  congressional 
farmers'  and  producers'  cooperative  code,  embracing  therein  all  phase* 
of  the  laws  of  the  Federal  Government  which  reUtc  to  the  farm  move- 
ment in  organization,  conduct  of  business,  marketing,  financing  through 
Federal  finance  agencies,  the  eligibility  and  avnllabiUty  of  farmers' 
paper  for  rediscount  with  Federal  reserve  banks,  all  exisUng  loan  facili- 
ties. Income-tax  status,  antitrust  laws,  and  related  matter.  Doubtless 
some  of  the  great  research  foundations  or  the  American  Bar  Assocla- 
Uon  would  assist  in  this  research  and  codification.    At  present  there  is 
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DO    place   or    pereon    ffom    which    or    whom    this    Information    can    be 
gotten — it  la  acattered  through  volumes  of  books  and  publications. 

In  addition   to  th^  domestic  forms  and   literature,  the  Farm   Board 
library  should  get  all  available  foreign  data  on   the  cooperative  move- 
ment    in    England,    in    the    Etominions    or    communities    comprising    the 
British  commonwealth  of  nations,  in  the  Continent,  in  Rnssla,  and  in 
other  countries  where   the  cooperative  movement   has  either  failed  or 
succeed'Hl,  and  showing  what  plans  and  substitutes  have  been  suggested 
and   employed   and   the   result   of  such   plans.     This   library   and   study 
should  Include  not  merely  the  farmers'  marketing  associations  but  all 
phas<^s  of  the  cooperative  movement,  including,   by  way  of  suggestion 
only   and   not  as  an   exclusive   listing,    purchasing   associations,   cooper- 
ative storm,  crop,  antomobile,  and  other  insurance,  cooperative  storage 
and  warehousing,  cooperative  employment  with  all  available  forms  and 
documents.     This  data  is  usable  for  onr  present  purposes  as  farmers ; 
it   can   be  made   use   of   in   "  the   coordinating  of   Industry,"    the  con- 
servation   and   use   of  our   remaining   nntumi    resources   still    in   public 
ownership,    in    conservation,    use,    and    distribution    of    privately    owned 
timber,    gas.    oil,    and    minerals,    and    in    numerous    contacts    between 
purely  private  concerns  and   the  public.     This  data   and  library   thus 
collected  can  be  summarized  and  sent  to  persons  interested,  made  use 
of  through   circulating  library   facilities    (to   include  information   as   to 
all   Government   data    now    in    Washington),    and    referred    to   in    press 
and  radio  distribution.     The  use  of  the   radio   and  electricity   by   the 
farmer  (and  others)  is  only  t>egun.     In  a  few  years  agricultural  America 
will   l>e  present   by   radio   to   see  and   hear  the  proceedings  and   results 
of  Farm  Board  activities  and  legislative  representatives.     Isolation  is 
eliminated  :  agriculture  is  a  united  people.     Wlien  the  facts,  reason,  a 
free  press,  and  a  free  radio  are  at  work  error,  bad  government,  and 
Injustice   give   way.      The   as;rlcultural   marketing  act   is   broad   enough 
to   authorise    these    activities    by    the    Farm    Board.      As   a    vehicle    for 
action    the   act    Is    admirably    constructed ;    the    results    depend    solely 
upon  the  care,  skill,  and  courage  of  the  drivers  in  charge.     The  con- 
gressional and  presidential  appropriation  for  fuel  and  repairs  Is  ample 
for  the  journey. 

(f)  In  my  remarks  attached  I  discuss  advisory  committees,  stabilisa- 
tion corporations,  and  clearing-house  associatious.  I■^]rther  reference  is 
not  made  here.  If  a  stabilization  corporation  or  a  clearing-house  asso- 
ciation Is  established,  maximum  care  will  of  course  be  taken  to  see 
that  the  details  are  worked  out  with  the  producer-consumer  viewpoint 
in  mind,  and  the  neceMlty  of  well-balanced  production,  proper  distribu- 
tion, and  a  consumer  demand  considered  in  the  composite  plan  which  is 
thus  to  be  evolved. 

(g>  Mr.  Thomas  IlUdt  of  Alex.  Brown  ft  Sons,  Baltimore,  merits  and 
receives  roramendation  for  the  splendid  assistance  rendered  by  him  to 
the  farm  board.  He  has  been  out.standingly  helpful  in  his  dealings 
with  me.  We  have  worked  together  to  build  up  a  complete  Internal 
record  of  all  transactions  from  the  moment  an  application  or  problem 
reaches  the  board  until  its  final  determination,  and  to  see  that  the 
reoelpt  and  dispatch  of  the  moneys  entrusted  by  Congress  to  the  board 
are  within  the  law  and  the  act.  that  all  proper  safeguards  are  taken 
In  legal,  financial,  and  bookkeeping  matters,  that  the  notes,  mortgages, 
insurance  documents,  collateral  and  other  important  papers  are  proiv 
erly  safeguarded,  received  and  returned  by  appropriate  direction,  all 
payments  in  and  out  properly  noted  and  charged  or  credited  as  the 
case  may  be.  that  all  persons  concerned  fully  understand  the  Impor- 
tance thereof,  and  that  full  compliance  is  had  with  all  conditions  pre- 
scribed by  the  board  In  making  the  loan,  and  that  all  legal,  practical 
and  flnancinl  requirements  are  met.  The  details  here  are  voluminous, 
and  no  recitation  Is  required  as  to  this  part  of  the  work,  and  besides, 
it  i.^  not  properly  a  legal  matter,  but  is  mentioned  because  Mr.  Ilildt 
and  I  have  spent  much  time  together  npon  these  particular  problems 
The  farm  board  In  Its  dealings  with  cooperatives  has  a  chance  to  assist 
them  In  uniform  aceountlng  practices,  and  to  urge  that  prompt  settle- 
ments be  made  by  them  with  their  growers.  Nothing  so  quickly  fosters 
distrust  and  dl-slike  by  the  grower  of  his  own  cooperative  as  sloppy, 
Insuffldent,  or  Incorrect  bookkeeping,  and  failure  to  get  his  money  when 
It's  due  him. 

In  conclusion,  let  me  say  that  while  my  offlcini  connection  with  the 
Farm  Board  now  ends,  that  does  not  mark.  If  I  can  help  it.  the  close  of 
my  aid  and  service  to  the  board  and  to  the  administration  in  handling 
this  ■•  farmer  question."  My  Imagination  pictures  many  things  which 
the  Farm  Board  and  all  of  us  under  its  direction  can  do  in  remedying 
our  prewnt  depressed  agricultural  conditions.  We  have  only  scratched 
the  surface^and  barely  put  our  hands  to  the  plow.  We  must  dig  our 
furrows  deep  and  plant  well  for  the  future.  We  need  the  support  of  all. 
If.  Mr.  Chairman.  1  can  help  you  and  the  board  and  the  farmer  move- 
ment by  further  activities,  please  command  me. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

Georob  E.  Fabband,  Counts. 
Tm  Fei«ral  Farm   Board 
By  George  E.  Farrand,*  Farrand  &  Slosson.  Los  Angeles 
"  I   Invest  you  with   responsibility,   authority,   and   resources  such   as 
have  never  before  been  conferred  by  our  Government  In  assistance  to  any 
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I  In  lugtry."     With  these  words  President  Hoover  on  July  15,  1929.  turned 
ov;r  the  Job  of  farm  relief  to  the  Federal  Farm   Board.     It   was  then 
I  holding  its  first  meeting. 

Millions  of  our  people  look  to  the  Farm  Board  for  relief.  It  Is  of 
er  reme  importance  to  know  what  power  actually  has  been  given  to  it 
an)  what  it  may  lawfully  do  "  to  place  agriculture  on  a  basis  of  economic 
eqiallty  with  other  industries." 

Agriculture  Is  a  subnormal  industry.  Many  crops  are  produced  at  a 
lois  or  without  enough  profit  to  give  the  farmer  and  his  family  the  ordi- 
nary comforts  to  which,  and  more,  they  are  entitled.  Agitation  for 
"  1  arm  relief  "  has  l>een  and  is  pressing.  Numerous  plans  have  been  pro- 
posed  and  considered.  The  President  convened  the  Congress  in  special 
seiision  April  15,  1929,  to  consider  farm  relief  and  agricultural  and 
rel  ated  tariff  schedules.  Congress  passed  the  agricultural  marketing  act. 
It  was  approved  by  the  President  June  15,  1929.  Shortly  thereafter  the 
mtmbers  of  the  board  were  appointed.  Its  first  meeting  was  held  July 
15    1929. 

[ts  members  were  confirmed  by  the  Senate  October  16,  1929.  "The 
m<st  urgent  economic  problem  In  our  Nation  to-day  is  In  agriculture. 
It  must  be  solved  If  we  are  to  bring  prosperity  and  contentment  to  one- 
th  rd  of  onr  people  directly  and  to  all  of  our  people  indirectly."  I  hold 
thi!  unqualified  opinion  that  the  act,  purposely  drawn  in  bri>ad  outlines, 
fr<e  from  the  dangers  of  enumerating  particulars,  confers  upon  the  board 
ad?quate  power  to  act.  and  with  the  "splendid  resources"  referred  to 
by  the  President  In  his  Initial  conference  with  the  board  It  is  enabled  to 
mtet  these  pressing  agricultural  problems.  In  Its  short  time  in  office  It 
Is  meeting  many  of  them.  Its  offices  are  established,  its  staff  acqulre<l. 
It  has  met  scores  of  producer  groups,  assisted  numerous  producers,  and 
ha  I  varied  and  far-reaching  projects  under  way. 

The  act  is  constitutional.  It  is  ttased  on  the  "  commerce  clause  "  of 
the  Constitution,  which  gives  Congress  the  right  to  regulate  interstate 
commerce.  Congress  can  appropriate  public  funds  and  expend  them  for 
the  general  welfare  and  public  good.  Its  judgment  in  doing  so  can  not 
be  questioned  by  the  courts.  Congress  approprlate<l  the  money.  The 
Farm  Board  la  directed  to  carry  out  the  details  and  to  get  the  results. 
Methods  wisely  are  left  to  Its  discretion. 

Section  1  of  the  act  declares  It  to  be  the  policy  of  Congress  "  to 
pn  mote  the  effective  merchandising  of  agricultural  commodities 
•  •  •  so  that  the  industry  of  agriculture  will  be  placed  on  a  basis 
of  economic  equality  with  other  industries."  How?  By  minimising 
speculation,  preventing  inefficient  and  wasteful  methods  of  distribution, 
en(  ouraging  the  organization  and  financing  of  growers'  cooperative 
a.si  ociations  and  other  agencies,  by  defining  and  aiding  in  preventing 
ami  controlling  surpluses  in  any  agricultural  commodity,  through 
on  eriy  production  and  distribution,  and  so' as  to  maintain  advan- 
ta>  eous  domestic  markets  and  prevent  such  surpluses  from  causing 
unlue  and  excessive  fluctuations  or  depressions  In  prices  for  the  com- 
modity. This  declaration  itt  so  clear  that  all  may  understand. 
Wi  lether  the  declaration  Is  a  "  grant  of  power  "  to  the  board  or  a  recita- 
tloa  of  congressional  viewpoint  may  provoke  technical  legal  discus- 
sions, but  no  one  can  get  away  from  the  fact  that  Congress  for  the 
Nation  declares  in  no  uncertain  terms  that  agriculture  is  to  be  placed 
in  a  position  of  equality  with  other  Industries,  affords  a  wide  choice 
of  means,  and  gives  the  board  a  half  billion  dollars  to  do  the  job. 

This  iKtard  Is  composed  of  eight  meml>er8  appointed  by  the  Presi- 
dent, with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  a  member  ex  officio.  In  mak- 
ing the  appointments  the  President  gave  due  consideration  to  having 
th(  major  agricultural  commodities  pro<luced  in  the  United  States 
fairly   represented    upon    the   board. 

:  !ach  api>ointed  member's  term  of  office  Is  six  years,  except  that  the 
fin  t  appointments  are  for  various  different  terms,  so  that  heppafter  the 
em  Ire  board  Is  not  appointed  at  one  time.  The  President  designates 
th«  chairman  of  the  board  who  is  the  "principal  exe<utive  officer 
thereof."  The  board  selects  its  vice  chairman,  to  act  In  the  absence 
or  [Usability  of  the  chairman.  A  majority  of  the  appointed  members  In 
office  constitutes  a  quorum.  An  appointed  member  shall  not  actively 
enjage  in  any  other  business,  vocation,  or  employment  than  that  of 
serk'ing  as  a  member  of  the  board,  and  can  not  be  interested  In  buying 
and  selling  or  otherwise  dealing  in  any  agricultural  commodity  or 
pre  duct,  except  to  operate  hi.s  own  farm.  The  board  has  an  office  in 
Wsahington.     It  may  have  other  offices. 

ADVISOnV     COMMITTEES 

J  in  out.stnnding  feature  of  the  act  is  the  provision  for  the  nppolnt- 
me  )t  of  advisory  committees.  The  board  is  authorized  to  designate  the 
agilcultural  commodities  which  require  separate  treatment  as  a  single 
con  modi ty  under  the  act.  The  board  has  already  designated  some  such 
commodities,  such  as  cotton,  dairy  products,  grains,  livestock,  wool,  nnd 
tohicco.  The  boafd  shall  Invite  the  cooperative  associations  handling 
an  agricultural  commodity  so  designated  to  establish  an  advl.sory  com- 
mittee, to  consist  of  seven  members,  of  whom  at  least  two  shall  be 
eij  prienced  handlers  or  processors  of  the  commiKlity.  to  represent  such 
commodity  before  the  board  In  matters  relating  to  that  commodity. 
Th(  se  members  are  selected  by  the  cooperative  associations  from  time 
to    Ime  In  such  manner  as  the  board  shall  prescribe. 

Committee  members  get  no  salary,  but  are  allowed  a  per  diem  not 
exceeding  |20  when  attending  committee  meetings  called  by  the  board 
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and  f«r  time  devoted  to  other  committee  business  when  authorized  by 
Farm  Board,  and  necessary  traveling  expenses  and  subsistence  ex- 
penses as  prescribed  by  law.  Bach  advisory  committee  is  to  meet  as 
■oon  as  practicable  after  ita  selection,  at  a  time  and  place  designated 
by  the  board,  and  shall  meet  thereafter  at  least  twice  a  year  upon 
call  of  the  Farm  Board  and  may  meet  at  other  times  upon  call  of  a 
majority  of  its  members.  E<ach  committee  selects  its  own  chairman 
and  secretary  and  is  authorised  to  confer  directly  with  the  Farm  Board, 
to  call  for  information  from  it  and  to  make  representations  to  it  con- 
cerning matters  over  which  the  board  has  power  to  act  and  which  relate 
to  the  agricultural  commodity  of  Uiat  committee,  and  to  cooperate 
with  the  Farm  Board  in  advising  the  producers  through  their  organi- 
Eatlona  or  otherwise  in  the  development  of  suitable  programs  of  plant- 
ing or  breeding  in  order  to  bring  about  the  maximum  benefits  under 
the  act  in  harmony  with  the  broad  and  sweeping  declarations  of  policy 
laid  down  by  Congress. 

These  committeemen,  so  qualified  and  selected,  constitute  a  splendid 
group  of  farmers  to  act  as  a  go-between  for  the  producers  and  the  board. 
Here  is  provided  a  plan  by  which  the  Ideas  and  aspirations  of  the 
farmers  can  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Farm  Board.  The 
board  ia  their  official  representative.  It  speaks  for  them  and  for  agri- 
culture generally,  both  the  organized  and  the  unorganized  producers. 
The  board  can  confer  with  the  President,  with  Congress,  and  with 
other  asendes,  both  State  and  Federal.  Maximum  cooperation  with 
minimum  expense  and  delays  can  be  brought  about.  The  farmers,  by 
the  act,  non  have  in  the  board  official  representation  at  Washington, 
which  gives  to  agriculture  a  unique  and  outstanding  official  status.  The 
existence  of  those  advisory  committees  is  a  step  forward  in  the  solution 
of  the  farmer  problem  as  affording  a  method  of  giving  and  getting 
information.  The  board  can  make  ita  own  regulations,  which  will 
enable  it  to  carry  out  the  powers  and  functions  vested  In  It.  It  can 
employ  experts  and  other  personnel.  Agriculture  has  placed  at  its 
disposal  the  power,  prestige,  and  purse  of  the  Federal  Government  to 
get  the  best  brains  of  the  Nation  In  production,  in  distribution,  in 
finance,  in  marketing,  or  otherwise,  to  advise  It  upon  Its  problems.  The 
only  limit  Is  the  Ingenuity  and  desires  of  the  board. 

The.  board  is  given  power  to  make  investigations,  which  power  may 
at  any  time  become  most  Important.  It  is  directed  to  investigate  and 
report  upon  numerous  designated  matters,  such  as  land  utilization  for 
agricultural  purposes,  reduction  of  acreage  of  unprofitable  marginal 
lands  in  cultivation,  the  expanding  of  domestic  and  foreign  markets, 
the  development  of  by-products  and  of  new  uses  for  agricultural  com- 
modities, and  "  transportation  conditions  and  their  effect  upon  the 
marketing  of  agricultural  commodities." 

The  development  of  waterways  Is  an  essential  part  of  farm  relief. 
The  primary  commodities  of  the  land  readily  adapt  themselves  to  water 
transportation.  After  investigation  the  Farm  Board  can  make  its 
recommendations  to  the  President  and  to  Congress.  The  data  thus 
acquired  can  serve  as  the  basis  for  the  exercise  by  It  of  its  already 
existing  powers.  Through  Its  ex-officlo  member,  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, the  board  has  a  direct  representative  in  the  Cabinet  of  the 
President.  Thus  the  farmers  have  a  great  agency  for  service.  The 
advisory  committees  can  bring  to  the  Farm  Board  the  local  viewpoint 
from  every  part  of  the  Nation  and  can  be  used  as  the  medium  through 
which  to  take  back  to  the  States,  the  counties,  townships,  hamlets,  and 
parishes  of  the  land  whatever  information  Is  available  to  help  agri- 
culture. It  is  Impossible  to  forecast  the  great  good  which  can  come 
from   such  agencies  of  cooperation. 

Section  13  directs  the  avoidance  of  duplication  and  requires  the 
board  in  cooperation  with  other  governmental  establishments  In  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government,  both  at  home  and  abro.id,  to 
avail  Itself  of  their  services  and  facilities  in  order  to  avoid  preventable 
expense  or  duplication  of  effort.  The  board  is  directed  to  cooperate 
with  the  States  and  Territories  and  with  departments  and  political 
subdivisions  thereof  "  or  with  any  person."  For  Instance,  the  governors 
of  all  the  Statefi,  the  colleges,  departments  of  agriculture,  colleges  gen- 
erally, banking  institutions,  both  Federal,  State,  and  private,  trans- 
portation companies,  bar  associations,  food-research  institutes,  technical 
colleges,  and  all  other  persons  can  be  brought  together  to  work  for  the 
common  good  of  agriculture  and  of  the  public  under  the  guidance  of  a 
central,    liberally    minded,    national    board    of    agriculture. 

No  greater  opportunity  for  education,  discussion,  and  action  has  ever 
been  given  to  a  public  body  to  get  results  nor  has  the  public  mind  ever 
been  more  sympathetic  to  such  accomplishment.  The  act  gives  the 
President  power  to  direct  various  governmental  establishments  "to 
furnish  the  board  such  Information  and  data  as  such  governmental 
establishments  may  have  pertaining  to  the  functions  of  the  board,"  ex- 
cept that  confidential  data  heretofore  gathered  Is  protected.  The  hoard 
may  thus  avail  Itself  through  the  President  of  all  information  already 
gathered  by  any  Federal  agency  npon  any  matter  within  the  scope  of 

agricultural  relief. 

The  lYesldent  is  given  the  power  by  Executive  order  *•  to  transfer  to 
or  retransfer  from  the  Jurisdiction  and  control  of  the  board  the  whole 
or  any  part  of  (1)  any  office,  bureau,  service,  division,  commission,  or 
board  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  engaged  in  sdenUflc 


or  extension  work,  or  the  furnishing  of  set  vices,  with  respect  to  the 
marketing  of  agricultural  commodities ;  (2)  its  functions  pertaining  to 
such  work  or  services;  and  (3)  the  records,  property,  including  office 
equipment,  personnel,  and  unexpended  balances  of  appropriation,  per. 
talnlng  to  such  work  or  services."  One  Executive  order  has  already 
been  made.  It  transfers  the  Division  of  Cooperative  Marketing  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  to  Federal  Farm  Board.  Other  transfers 
can  be  made  when  necessary.  No  breakdown  of  existing  groups  Is  con- 
templated, but  this  farmer  agency  is  given  the  right  to  demand  and  to 
get  the  necessary  facts  from  and  the  aid  of  existing  agencies. 

COOrBHATIVE   MARKBTINQ 

The  act  is  a  marketing  act.  Congress  declares  it  a  national  policy 
to  encourage  growers  to  organise  cooperative  marketing  associations. 
The  board  can  promote  education  in  the  principles  and  practices  of 
cooperative  marketing  of  agricultural  commodities  and  of  food  products 
thereof.  It  can  encourage  their  organization  and  Improvement  In 
methods.  It  can  make  loans  to  cooperative  associations  to  assist  co- 
operatives In  extending  their  membership  and  educate  the  producers 
in  the  sdvantages  of  cooperative  marketing.  Existing  cooperatives 
can  be  studied.  The  board  already  has  available  for  use  by  the 
farmers  a  large  library  of  forms  of  organization  and  data  concerning 
existing  cooperatives.  It  has  a  group  of  men  transferred  to  it  with 
the  Division  of  Cooperative  Marketing  to  assist  it  and  the  producers 
by  suggestions  and  advice.  These  men  confer  with  the  farmers  to 
help  improve  existing  cooperatives  and  to  form  new  ones.  The  board 
can  assist  in  the  financing  of  their  educational  and  development  work. 
One  former  difficulty  in  forming  a  cooperative  association  is  thus 
removed,  as  money  is  available  for  the  work.  The  board  can  take 
the  leadership,  and  by  developing  men  throughout  the  country  promote 
cooperative  marketing.  Members  of  the  advisory  committees  chosen 
by  existing  cooperatives  can  be  used  to  develop  cooperativ«>s  in  other 
commodities  as  well  as  to  extend  the  activities  of  their  own. 

UiAVB    TO    COOPSaATIVBS 

Congress  gives  the  board  the  right  to  make  loans  to  cooperatives  for 
educational  and  extension  work.  The  board  can  carry  on  for  its  own 
account  similar  educational  work.  It  can  make  loans  to  cooperatives 
to  assist  them  in  "  the  effective  merchandising  of  agricultural  commodi- 
ties and  the  food  products  thereof,"  in  "  the  construction  or  acquisition 
by  purchase  or  lease  of  physical  marketing  facilities  for  preparing, 
handling,  storing,  processing,  or  merchandising  agrlCTiltural  commodi- 
ties or  their  food  products  "  and  for  "  enabling  the  cooperative  associa- 
tion •  •  •  to  advance  to  Its  members  a  greater  share  of  the 
market  price  of  the  commodity  delivered  to  the  association  than  is 
practicable  under  other  credit  facilities." 

In  making  physical  facility  loans  the  board  Is  directed  to  act  only 
when  there  are  not  available  suitable  existing  facilities  that  will  furnish 
their  services  to  the  cooperative  association  at  reasonable  rates.  Other 
loans  may  be  made  to  cooperatives.  The  making  of  loans  to  coopera- 
tives is  in  the  sound,  uncontrolled  discretion  of  the  board.  Congress 
in  appropriating  the  funds  for  this  purpose  squarely  places  the  power 
and  duty  to  act  upon  the  Farm  Board. 

RATES   or   INTIBKijT,    MATUBITT,   AKD    SBCLBITT 

The  interest  rate  on  loans  and  advances  is  not  to  exceed  4  per  cent. 
It  may  be  less.  Physical  facility  loans,  except  for  lease  purposes,  are 
to  be  repaid  over  not  to  exceed  20  years.  The  board  may  take  such  or 
no  stHTurity  as  its  uncontrolled  judgment  dictates.  If  gilt-edged,  triple 
A  security  were  required  and  were  obtainable,  there  would  be  no  need 
for  farm  relief.  The  board  in  making  a  loan  must  find  "that  the  co- 
operative applying  for  the  loan  has  an  organization  and  management 
and  business  policies  of  such  character  as  to  insure  the  reasonable  safety 
of  the  loan  and  the  furtherance  of  such  policy." 

STABILIZATION    CORPORATION B 

Cooperative  associations  are  important  grower  agencies.  Their  vahie 
is  a  matter  of  common  knowledge.  It  takes  time  to  set  them  up.  All 
cooperatives  do  not  succeed.  Many  have  failed.  Growth  at  lieat  Is 
slow.  Only  a  small  percentage  of  the  growers  market  through  coopera- 
tive associations.  Some  of  the  commodities  are  well  organized.  The 
movement  is  growing.  Many  products  are  practically  uuorganlz.'d. 
This  Is  true  of  fresh  fruits,  vegetsbles,  potatoes,  beans,  and  is  markedly 
true  of  the  great  crops  of  wheat,  com,  hogs,  livestock,  tobacco,  and 
cotton.  Relief  to  these  great  groups  of  unorganizefl  farmers  need  not 
await  the  formation  of  cooperative  associations,  nor  does  the  act  acquire 
that  It  should,  for  It  not  only  creates  the  Farm  Board  of  representa- 
tive farmers  clothed  with  authority  and  resources  with  which  to  still 
further  aid  farmers'  cooperatives  and  pools  and  t.j  assist  generally  in 
the  solution  of  farm  problems  but  it  gives  ii  pt)wer  "  especially  to  build 
up  with  Federal  finance,  farmer-owned  and  farmer-controlled  stabilisa- 
tion corporations  which  wiU  protect  the  farmer  from  the  depressions 
and  demoralization  of  seasonal  gluts  and  periodical  surpluses." 

The  board  is  authorized  to  establish   a  stabilization    corporation   for 

any  given  commodity  if  and  when  the  advisory  committee  of  that  com- 

l  modity  appUes  for  It  11  the  board  finds  the  marketing  situation  with 


5966 


CONGRESSIONAL  RIICORD— SENATE 


respect  to  that  particular  commodity  requires  or  mar  require  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  stabilization  corporation  in  order  to  carry  out  the  broad 
declarations  of  policy  which  I  have  before  discussed. 

The  lojral  reqnir«>ment8  of  a  stabilization  corporation  are  few.  All 
of  its  "  outstanding  voting  stock  or  membership  interests  •  •  • 
ar>>  and  may  be  owned  only  by  cooperative  associations  handling  the 
commodity."  It  is  required  to  maintain  an  "open-door"  policy  by 
permitting  other  cooperative  assoriations,  not  stockholders  or  members, 
to  b«Hume  such  "  upon  equitable  terms."  It  must  adopt  such  by-laws  as 
th«>  board  requires. 

These  stabilization  corporations  will  exercise  broad  powers  and  be 
aided  in  doing  so  with  loans  made  by  the  Farm  Bo.ird  from  Govern- 
ment funds.  A  stabilization  corporation  may  act  as  a  marketing  agency 
for  its  grower  members  "  in  preparing,  handling,  storing,  processing, 
and  merchandising  for  their  account  any  quantity  of  the  agricultural 
comm<xlity  or  its  food  products."  But  it  may  do  more,  for  it  may,  "  for 
the  purpose  of  controlling  any  surplus"  in  that  commodity,  "prepare, 
purchase,  handle,  store,  process,  and  merchandise,  otherwise  than  for 
the  account  of  its  stockholders  or  meml>era,  any  quantity  of  the  agri- 
cultural commodity  of  its  food  products  whether  or  not  such  commodity 
or  products  are  acquired  from  its  stockholders  or  members."  A  stabili- 
sation corporation  may  thus  market  for  its  own  grower  members  and 
at  tfee  same  time  may  buy  and  sell  or  store  surpluses  (as  defined  by 
the  acf7  to  any  extent,  regardless  of  the  limitations  of  the  Capper- 
Volstt-ad  Act. 

The  Farm  Board  can  make  loans  to  a  stabilization  corporation  when 
requested  so  to  do  by  the  advisory  committee  for  that  commodity, 
which  loans  may  be  for  one  or  more  of  several  purposes,  including 
_?^  working  capital  to  enable  the  corporation  to  act  as  a  marketing  agency 
for  Its  stockholders  or  members."  The  act  requires  the  corporation  to 
set  up  not  less  than  75  per  cent  of  the  profits  derived  by  it  from  its 
operation  as  a  marketing  agency  Into  a  "merchandising  reserve  fund." 
Payments  to  the  reserve  can  be  discontinued  when  the  board  finds  that 
a  sufficient  reserve  for  such  operations  exists. 

Out  of  the  remainder  of  the  profits  the  stabilization  corporation 
Is  to  repay  any  such  outstanding  working  capital  loan  and  interest  to 
the  board,  or  when  that  loan  has  been  paid  It  Is  to  "distribute  a 
patronaire  dividend  to  its  stockholders  or  members "  on  the  basis  of 
the  total  volume  of  the  commodity  or  its  products  for  the  year  mar- 
keted for  their  account  through  the  corporation.  Thus  the  grower 
marketing  through  his  stabilization  corporation  ultimately  gets  the  full 
price  for  which  his  product  is  sold  less  costs  of  handling. 

The  board  has  also  power,  upon  request  of  an  advisory  committee  for 
any  coounodity,  "  to  make  loans  from  the  revolving  fund  to  the 
stabilisation  corporation  for  the  commodity  to  enable  the  corporation 
to  control  any  surplus  In  the  commodity  as  hereinbefore  provided  and 
for  meeting  carrying  and  handling  charges  and  other  operating  expenses 
In  connection  therewith." 

The  substance  of  these  clauses  is  that  the  stabilization  corporations 
can,  advLsory  committee  and  Farm  Board  concurring,  in  addition  to 
merely  marketing  for  growers,  buy  in  the  open  markets  existing  sur- 
pluses and  carry  or  market  them,  and  do  so  on  money  advanced  by  the 
Farm  Board  out  of  Its  revolving  fund.  Tiie  stabilization  corporation 
must  "  establish  and  maintain  adequate  reserves  from  its  profits  from 
Its  surplus-control  operations  before  it  shall  pay  any  dividends  out  of 
such  profits." 

All  losses  from  these  surplus-control  operations  "  shall  be  paid 
from  such  reserves,  or  if  such  reserves  are  inadequate,  then  such 
losses  shall  be  paid  by  the  board  as  a  loan  from  the  revolving  fund." 
Amounts  so  loaned  by  the  Farm  Board  for  such  surplus-control 
purposes  are  to  be  repaid  Into  the  revolving  fund  by  the  borrower 
"  from  future  profits  from  its  surplus-control  operations."  The 
■tabllization  corporation  is  directed  to  exert  every  reasonable  effort  to 
avoid  losses  and  to  8«M;ure  profits  in  carrying  on  this  surplus  control, 
but  It  shall  not  withhold  any  commodity  from  the  domestic  market  if 
the  prices  have  become  unduly  enhanced,  resulting  in  distress  to  do- 
mestic consumers.  "  Stockholders  or  members  of  the  corporation  shall 
not  be  subject  to  assessment  for  any  losses  incurred  in  surplus-control 
operations."  The  producer  gets  a  grower-owned  and  grower-controlled 
marketing  agency,  financed  with  Government  funds,  operating  under 
Government  supervision,  through  which  his  crop  is  marketed,  with 
certainty  that  the  entire  selling  price  will  be  returned  to  him  less 
properly  examined  and  approved  deductions  for  expenses.  His  co- 
operative marketing  Is  In  no  wise  affected  by  the  surplus-control  oper- 
ations of  his  own  stablisation  corporation.  He  will  get  the  benefits 
of  the  surplus-control  operations  but  none  of  Its  losses  can  fall  upon 
him.  They  fall.  If  losses  are  had,  on  the  revolving  fund  and  future 
profits.  If  any. 

The  stabilixatlon  corporation  may  with  funds  furnished  it  by  the 
Farm  Board  carry  on  under  terms  prescribed  by  the  board  surplus 
control  operations  of  purchase,  withholding,  and  resale  at  such  time  and 
In  such  manner  and  over  such  period  of  time  as  will  not  unduly  en- 
hance the  price  to  a  domestic  consumer.  It  Is  worth  repeating :  The 
growers,  stockholders,  or  members  of  a  stabilization  corporation,  "  shall 
not  be  subject  to  assessment  fur  any  losses  incurred  in  surplus  control 
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op  "rations."     The  Farm  Board  Is  given  adequate  control  and  authority 
ovi  r  these  stabilisation  agencies. 

The  cooiwrative  movement  is  hampered  J>y  diflScultles,  delays,  and 
exi  lense  of  organization  and  by  the  fact  that  nonmembers  who  do 
no  hing  and  pay  nothing  often  get  the  benefit  of  the  work  done  by  the 
me  inbers  who  do  put  up  the  money  and  "  hold  the  umbrella."  The  sta- 
bil  zation  plan  permits  prompter  action  and  the  transfer  of  the  burdens 
hazards  of  controlling  the  surplus  from  the  participating  farmers  to 
revolving  fund  and  through  it  to  the  Public  Treasury.  These  un- 
or^nized  group.<  mudt  have  some  such  agency  at  their  disposal. 

tut  It  is  said  that  this  program  may  require  that  several  hundred 
mi  lions  of  dollars  of  capital  be  advanced  by  the  Federal  Government 
wli  bout  obligation  upon  the  Individual  farmer.  That  may  be  true, 
with  that  objection  I  have  little  patience.  A  nation  which  Is 
spending  ninety  billions  a  year  can  well  afford  an  expenditure  of  a  few 
idred  millions  for  a  workable  program  that  will  give  to  one-third 
Its  population  their  fair  share  of  the  nation's  prosperity.  Nor  does 
proposal  put  the  Government  into  business  except  so  far  as  it  la 
ca^ed  upon  to  furnish  Initial  capital  with  which  to  build  up  the 
farmer  to  the  control  of  bis  own  destinies." 

Vhen    the   stock    market    collapses,    when    prices   decline    and    losses 
im  )end,  the  stock  market  is  frefiuently  closed  to  ease  the  pressure  and 
po4ls  are  formed  to  buy  securities  to   stop   the  decline.     In   periods  of 
distress  moratoriums  and   bank   holidays  are  declared   to   pre- 
obligationa   from  maturing,   to   protect   debtors   from   attachments, 
to  prevent  the  ordinary  processes  of  the  court  from  issuing.      When 
farmer's  prices  decline   the  fanner,   who   Is   the   most   unorganized, 
mot»t  individualistic  of  all   persons,   meets  the   situation    unaided.     The 
re  shock  falls  upon  him.     But   now   the  agricultural   marketing  net 
crj^tes    an    agency    through    the    formation    of    these    stabilization    cor- 
tions  to  give  him   the  necessary  relief. 

CLIASING-HOUSB     ASSOCIATIONS 

Only  a  few  years  ago  It  was  illegal  and  criminal  for  farmers  to  act 
tog|ether    to    form    a    pool    to    market    In    an    orderly    way    their    own 
State  and  Federal  decisions  did  much  to  hinder  the  progress 
cooperative  associations.     Partial  relief  as  to  interstate  transactions 
given  by  section  6  of  the  Clayton  Act,  but  in  a  halting  and  curi- 
Insufllcient    way.     The    cooperative    marketing    act    of    1922    was 
The  clauses  In   acts   making  appropriations   for   the   Attorney 
General,  stating  that  he  Is  not  to  use  the  money  to  prosecute  farmers, 
the  right  Intention,  but  Attorneys  General  and  Government  oflScials 
foubd    other    ways    and    funds    to    fight    the    farmer    movement.     Bahks 
frovned,  as  did  Government  agencies,  at  financing  a  farmer's  crop  after 
left  the  ground  upon  which  it  was  produced,  all  Insisting  that  It  was 
Job  of  the  farmer  to  grow  but  not  to  market  his  product  and  that 
task  should  be  left  to  the  buyers,  who  were  furnished  with  all  the 
mofiey  they  wanted  for  that  purpose. 

great  change  has  now   come  about.     The  Government,   public  and 
private  banks,    both    State   and    Federal,    now   agree   that    farmers   may 
rg^nize  themselves  for  the  purpose  of  the  orderly  marketing  and  flnanc- 
of  their  crops,  and  the  courts  hold  that  such  combinations  are  not 
illekal   and    that    the    persons    participating    therein    are    not    criminals, 
u  nerous    State   laws   now    declare   pooling   and    orderly    marketing   in 

istate  commerce  are  not  in  violation  of  State  antitrust  laws. 
Ihese  prlvlkKes,  exemptions,  and  rights  so  slowly  and  only  so  recently 
n  the  farmers  would  be  lost  if  others  than  producers  were  included 
the  transaction.  Section  10  of  the  act,  however,  provides  that  a 
coo  jerative  association  handling  an  agricultural  commodity  or  the  pro- 
duqers  themselves  of  such  commodity  may  apply  to  the  Farm  Board,  and 
deems  such  associatiou  or  producers  representative  of  that  par- 
ticular commodity  it  may  assist  in  forming  producer-controlled  clearing 
house  associations  adapted  to  effecting  economic  distribution  of  the  agrl- 
culiural  commodity  among  the  various  markets  and  to  minimize  waste 
loss  in  the  marketing  of  the  commt'dity.  It  then  provides  that 
Independent  dealers  in,  and  handlers,  distributors,  and  processors  of, 
commodity  •  •  •  shall  be  eligible  for  membei-ship  in  tlie  dear- 
bouse  association."  Provision  is  made  that  the  clearing  house  shall 
operate  under  rules  to  be  adopted  by  the  cooperatives  and  approved  by 
board,  and,  furthermore,  "  that  the  policy  of  such  clearing  house 
association  shall  be  approved  by  a  committee  of  producers  which,  in  the 
ion  of  the  board,  is  representative  of  the  commodity."  Here  we  find 
charter  of  liberty,  whereby  the  farmers  can  when  they  wish  handle 
only  their  own  products  but  deal  with  other  bodies  or  groups,  even 
thojigh  such  persons  are  indepeudent  dealers  in  and  handlers,  distrib- 
utors, and  processors  of  the  commodity. 

Such  cooperation  between  producers  and  Independent  agencies  is  a 
valuable  privilege.  Opportunity  is  now  afforded  to  work  out  a  plan 
looperation  between  producers  and  independent  agencies  Interested 
he  project.  I'roducers  and  handlers  of  a  product  have  common 
grounds  of  Interest.  The  section  concen»ing  clearing  hou.ses  affords  an 
opptrtunity  to  study  and  to  set  up  such  agencies,  which  may  be  found 
hell  ful  in  a  number  of  agricultural  commodities,  such  as,  for  instance, 
he  livestock  Industry.  All  will  recall  the  great  efforts  made  by 
JE^diident    Hoover    while    Secretary    of    Commerce    to    bring    about    the 


lawful  cooperation  and  coordination  of  producers,  agricultural  as  well 
as  Indu.strial,  and  the  successes  attained  by  him  in  voluntary  and  co- 
oixratlve  activities  l>etween  business  groups.  It  is  worth  while  to 
reflect  upon  section  10  of  the  farm  relief  act,  which  authorizes  and 
legalizes  such  cooperation  and  coordination  and  takes  such  actlvltiea 
out  from  under  the  provisions  of  the  antitrust  laws. 

PBICB  I.'tSL'BANCE 

Ad  important  but  little  discussed  section  of  the  act  authorizes  the 
board,  upon  application  of  cooperative  associations,  to  enter  into  agree- 
ments "  for  the  Insurance  of  the  cooperative  associations  against  loss 
through  price  decline  In  the  agricultural  commodity  handled  by  the  asso- 
ciations and  produced  by  the  members  thereof."  Strict  safeguards  are 
thrown  around  the  use  of  price-insurance  agreements,  but  when  the 
conditions  are  found  to 'exist  and  private  insurance  is  not  available, 
the  board  is  authorized  to  make  advances  from  the  revolving  fund  to 
meet  obligations  under  these  Insurance  agreements  which  can  not  be 
paid  from  the  required  premiums  charged.  These  advances  come  from 
the  revolving  fund  and  are  to  be  repaid  "  from  the  proceeds  of  insurance 
premiums." 

In  other  words,  the  loss  if  It  occurs  falls  on  the  revolving  fund. 
Mutual  life  insurance  has  become  the  rule  rather  than  the  exception. 
Capital  stock  life  Insurance  companies  have  mutualized  their  con- 
cerns by  trusteeing  their  stock  for  the  benefit  of  the  policyholders. 
BlUlons  of  dollars  of  farmers'  fire,  ball,  and  automobile  Insurance 
are  now  In  force.  Extreme  care  must  be  taken  In  appLvlng  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  price-Insurance  section  of  the  act,  but  the  board  is 
enjoined  to  study  the  subject  and  out  of  this  clause  may  come 
Interesting   and    important    developments. 

THB    CON8CMKR8'     BTATT8 

A  law  designed  solely  to  aid  producers  would  be  objectionable  if  It 
did  not  make  note  of  the  rights  of  the  consumers  and  of  the  public. 
In  the  long  run  any  farm  relief  act  must  square  itself  with  the  public 
viewpoint  as  expressed  at  the  ballot  box.  There  are  more  people  who 
eat  food  pro<lucts  than  there  are  who  grow  them.  The  present  de- 
pressed conditions  confronting  agriculture  arc  such  that  no  concern 
need  be  had  that  these  agencies  will  do  Injury  to  the  public,  and  be- 
sides, agriculture,  which  is  so  widely  scattered  and  where  production 
HO  rapidly  adjusts  Itself  to  demand.  Is  never  likely  to  impose  upon 
the  public  an  unconscionable  burden.  But  the  act  does  not  leave  it 
to  chance  to  safeguard  the  public  Interest. 

Stabiliaation  corporations  are  forbidden  to  withhold  any  commodity 
from  the  domestic  market  If  the  prices  have  become  unduly  enhanced, 
resulting  In  distress  to  domestic  consumers.  Cooperative  associations  to 
which  loans  may  be  made  and  which  It  Is  the  duty  of  the  Farm  Board 
to  foster  are  such  as  are  defined  by  the  Capper-Volstead  Act.  This 
act  specifically  authorizes  producers  of  agricultural  products  as  farmers, 
planters,  dairymen,  fruit  growers,  and  others  to  act  together  in  associa- 
tions, corporate  or  otherwise,  vrith  or  without  capital  stock.  In  col- 
lectively processing,  handling,  and  marketing  in  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  such  products  of  the  persons  so  engaged.  These  associations 
BO  organized  are  authorized  to  have  marketing  agencies  in  common. 
To  secure  the  benefits  of  the  act  these  associations  must  be  operated 
for  the  mutual  benefit  of  the  members  thereof  as  producers.  Each  mem- 
ber Is  to  have  no  more  than  one  vote  because  of  his  membership  or 
caplUl  Investment ;  or.  in  lieu  of  that,  the  association  must  not  pay 
dividends  in  excess  of  8  per  cent.  No  such  assoclaUon  can  deal  In  the 
products  of  nonmembers  to  an  amount  greater  in  value  than  such  as  are 
handled  by  It  for  members.  Capital  and  dividends  are  merely  inci- 
dents to  such  a  producers'  organization.  The  primary  object  is  co- 
operative activity  for  the  mutual  benefit  of  the  grower  members  operat- 
ing on  substantially  a  cost  basis. 

If  these  associations  attempt  to  monopolize  or  restrain  trade  to  such 
an  extent  that  the  price  of  the  agricultural  product  handled  is  unduly 
euhanced  by  reason  of  such  monopoly  or  restraint,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  Is  authorized  and  directed  to  protect  the  public  Interest  by 
getting  the  facts  In  a  summary  way,  and  requiring  the  cooperative 
violating  the  law  to  stop  its  unlawful  activities.  If  It  fails  to  con- 
form to  his  order,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  can  go  into  the  Federal 
courts  for  a  summary  Injunction  against  the  association. 

IN    CONOLCSION 

A  liberal  but  proper  construction  of  the  act  will  hold  It  to  be  con- 
BtitutionaUy  In  force  in  the  United  States  and  its  Territories ;  that  the 
declaration  of  policy  so  far  dominates  the  act  as  to  substance,  though 
It  may  not  in  technical  form,  confer  power  on  the  board ;  that  the  act 
does  not  apply  to  purchasing  associations,  that  it  applies  only  to  thos. 
cooperatives  which  are  engaged  In  Interstate  commerce,  but  that  the 
"current  of  commerce"  is  such  and  the  business  activities  of  the  co- 
operatives so  widespread  and  the  powers  and  activities  of  stabllizaUon 
corporations  and  clearing-house  associations  of  such  a  nature  that  no 
serioun  obstacles  will  be  found  based  on  the  "  commerce  clause  "  to  pre- 
yent  action ;  that  the  Capper-Volstead  Act  must  be  construed  to  In- 
clude not  merely  local  associations  which  conform  to  its  ptovialon* 
but  federated  and  central  marketing  asaoclaUons  composed  of  such 
prodncera  and  Capper-Volstead  aawcUtlons ;  and  that  with  the  broad 


policy  declared  and  powers  conferred  the  board  can  find  a  way  to  act 
and  do  most  anything  which  Its  considered  Judgment  believes  will 
bring  about  the  desired  objective  of  farm  relief. 

Then  there  Is  this  final  observation  :  That  It  Is  quite  likely  that  any 
loan  made  and  security  taken  in  good  faith  will  be  collectible  and 
enforceable,  even  if  the  board  should  deal  with  an  ineligible  borrower 
or  finance  a  transaction  later  found  technically  not  to  be  within  ita 
Jurisdiction,  because  such  a  borrower,  having  gotten  the  money  and 
taken  advantage  of  the  act,  could  not  defend  an  action  brought  to  collect 
the  debt  upon  the  ground  that  the  board  did  not  have  authority  to 
loan  the  money. 

I  have  shown  that  the  act  confers  upon  the  Farm  Board  sweeping 
powers  and  duties  and  supplies  it  with  adequate  funds.  Farmer  prob- 
lems are  acute.  The  board  has  before  it  one  of  the  most  Important 
and  staggering  Jobs  which  has  confronted  any  commission  in  peace 
times.  All  persons  in  every  Industry  should  cooperate  to  the  maximum 
In  giving  assistance  and  sympathy  to  such  a  board  and  to  such  a 
problem.  All  are  interested — bankers,  lawyers,  farmers,  transporta- 
tion companies,  public  utilities,  and  business  generally.  From  a  con- 
siderable knowledge  of  farmers,  business  men  and  bankers  through- 
out the  country  I  am  convinced  that  it  is  the  genuine  desire  of  all  to 
assist  in  a  solution  of  this  fanner  problem  and  to  be  patient  in  the 
working  out  of  such  a  gigantic  task. 

To  those  who  arc  not  so  minded  a  word  of  caution  and  warning  Is 
given,  that  when  distress  and  distmst  in  a  country  become  generally 
prevalent  and  when  the  rural  population  of  the  country  unites  In  that 
feeling  of  discontent  with  the  men  who  toil  in  the  dUes,  if  they  come 
to  feel  that  the  Government  has  come  to  deal  unkindly  and  nnjustly 
with  them  and  that  Justice  Is  denied  to  the  poor  (and  there  is  mucb 
evidence  to  show  that  there  Is  in  this  country  a  complete  denial  in 
the  courts  of  Justice  to  the  poor,  which  problem  alone  outranks  la 
importance  the  solution  of  the  farmer  question),  have  in  mind  that 
these  groups  acting  together  constitute  a  majority  of  the  electorate 
and  that  they  can  and  will  through  the  ballot  box  reorganize  tbe 
Government  under  which  they  live  and  tbe  rules  of  the  game  at 
which  they  play  and  give  us  an  entirely  new  problem  to  think  a)>out. 
The  wonder  is  that  they  have  so  long  failed  to  use  the  weapons 
already  In  their  hands. 

Enlightened  self-interest,  if  nothing  else,  requires  that  all  persons, 
whether  farmers  or  otherwise,  to-day  devote  themselves  sympathetically 
to  a  consideration  and  study  of  the  problem  of  farm  relief. 

NovBUBKa,   1929. 

OAIX  or  THB  BOIX 

Mr.  FESS.    Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk  will  call  the  rcrfL 
[Lauifhter  in  tlie  press  gallery.] 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  roll,  ahd  was  in- 
terrupted by 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  man  In  the 
press  gallery  who  created  this  disturbance  be  removed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  que^'tion  of  the  lack  of  a 
quorum  has  been  raised,  and  no  bu-slnese  can  be  transacted 
while  that  point  is  being  determined. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  I  make  the  point  of  order  that  no  member  of 
the  presis  gallery  has  a  right  to  laugh  out  loud,  as  one  asininical 
person  did  up  there  just  now. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No  one  in  the  gallery  baa  a  right 
to  laugh,  and  the  occupants  of  the  galleries  will  please  be  in 
order.    That  includes  those  in  the  press  gallery. 

The  clerk  will  proceed  with  the  calling  of  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  the  calling  of  the  roll,  and  was 
interrupted  by 

Mr.  HEFLIN.  If  this  roll  is  not  going  to  be  called,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  do  now  adjourn. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  motion  Is  not  in  order  while  the 
roll  is  being  called. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     I  want  the  clerk  to  call  the  roll. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.    The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  HEFLIN.     He  is  waiting  too  long  between  names. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Debate  Ls  not  In  order  while  the 
roll  is  being  called. 

Mr,  HEFLIN.  I  make  the  point  of  order  that  the  clerk  is 
not  calling  the  roll  rapidly  enough. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.     The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  and  concluded  the  calling  of 
the  roll,  and  the  following  Senators  answered  to  their  names: 

Blease  Heflin  Norbeck  ^P^*°»" 

F«»  Johnson  Nye  Walsh,  Mass. 

Fletcher  Jones  Bheppard 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Eleven  Senators  have  answered  to 
their  names.  A  quorum  is  not  present.  Tbe  clerk  will  call  the 
names  of  the  absent  Senators. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call  the  names  ct  the  ib- 
sen  tees. 
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FINAL  ADJOUKNMKNT 

The  VICE  PRESir)ENT.  The  hour  of  10  o'clo<±  p.  m.  having 
arrivt'd.  the  Chair,  under  authority  of  Senate  Concurrent  Beso- 
iutioii  19.  declares  the  Senate  adjourned  sine  die. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed   by   the   Senate  November  22 
(legislative  day  of  October  SO),  1929 

Member  ok  the  California  Debris  Commission 

Lieut.  Coi.  Thomas  M.  Robins. 

P0STM.\8TEB 
ASKA.V8AS 

David  I.  Bowen,  Des  Arc. 


HOUSE  OF  KEPRESENTATIVES 

Friday,  November  S2,  1929 

The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon. 

Tlie  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera  Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered 
the  following  prayer : 

We  pray,  dear  Lord,  that  our  first  love  In  Its  purity,  sweet- 
ness, and  freshness  may  be  laid  on  the  altar  of  our  homes. 
Around  and  about  them  may  the  deepest  affairs  of  our  lives 
revolve,  as  do  planets  about  the  sun.  Go  before  them  with  the 
blessings  of  goodnes.s,  happines.s.  and  peace.  O  bless  them  with 
a  father's  counsel  and  with  a  mother's  heart.  We  are  so  thank- 
ful for  their  devotion,  which  nothing  can  lessen,  whose  faithful- 
ness is  as  loyal  as  it  is  un.selfish  and  whose  fidelity  many  waters 
can  not  drown.  Yes,  Father,  take  our  lives  for  time  and  eternity 
into  Thy  hand.s,  into  the  hands  of  Him  who  hath  loved  us  with 
an  eternal  love  and  who  waits  to  crown  us  with  the  blessing  of 
everlasting  Joy.     Amen. 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  was  read  and  ap- 
proved. 

MESSAGE  FROM   THB  SENATE 

A  messi\ge  from  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Craven,  its  principal  clerk, 
announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  without  amendment  a 
joint  res<^ution  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  J.  Res.  130.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  compensation 
of  page  boys  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  during 
the  entire  month  of  November.  1929. 

The  mes.sage  also  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed  the 
following  resolution: 

Senate  Resolntion  165 
Resolvfd,  That  a  committee  of  two  Senators  be  api>ointed  by  the 
Presiding  Offlrer  of  the  Senate,  to  Join  a  similar  committee  apitolnted  by 
the  House  of  Representatives,  to  wait  upon  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  inform  bim  that  the  two  Houses,  having  completed  the  busi- 
ness of  the  present  session,  are  ready  to  adjourn,  unless  the  Prt«ident 
has  some  other  communication  to  make  to  them. 

The  message  also  announced  that  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
resolution  the  Vice  President  had  appointed  Mr.  Jones  and  Mr. 
WAI.SH  of  Montana  members  of  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the 

Senate. 

REPORT  OF  THE  COMMITTIZ  TO   WATT  UPON   THE  PRSBIDENT 

-^  Mr.  TILSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  we,  your  committee,  appointed 
on  the  part  of  the  House  to  join  with  a  like  committee  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate  to  inform  the  President  that  the  two  Houses 
having  complete*],  as  far  as  practicable  [applause],  the  work  of 
the  .session,  are  ready  to  adjourn  unless  he  has  further  com- 
munication to  make,  h^  leave  to  report  that  we  have  performed 
that  duty,  and  that  the  President  has  no  further  communication 
to  make  at  this  time. 

WIRE   TAPPING 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  address  the  House  for  three  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  asks  unani- 
mous  consent  to  address  the  House  for  three  minutes.  Is  there 
t>bJt>ction? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  Introduced 
H  R  5416  for  the  purpose  of  preserving  the  fundamental  lll>- 
trties  guaranteed  to  our  people  under  the  Constitution,  which 
were  taken  away  by  a  5  to  4  decision  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  In  the  case  of  Olmstead  against  United  States. 

So  long  as  the  Federal  Government  continues  to  permit  the 
tapping  of  telephone  and  telegraph  wires,  it  is  guilty  of  tyranny 
equal  to  that  of  the  most  backward  medieval  despotisms.  A 
wire  tai^ier  destroys  the  sanctity  of  the  home  and  invades  the 
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person  and  his  hou.se  secretly  and  without  warning.  If  per- 
mjtted  to  continue  his  nefarious  practice  the  privacies  of  life 
1  the  homes  of  our  people  will  be  subject  to  public  scrutiny 
any  time  by  disreputable  as  well  as  reputable  Government 
adents  and  citizens. 

A^ny  individual,  be  he  a  Government  officer  or  not,  who  in- 
vaides  the  privacies  of  the  person  and  home  of  an  American  citi- 
by  tapping  telephone  or  telegraph  wires,  is  one  of  the  most 
►icable  specimens  of  the  human  race.     [Applau.se.] 
Vir.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  print  at  this  point 
^  bill  which  I  introduced,  H.  R.  5416. 
The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 
There  was  no  objection. 
The  bill  is  as  follows : 

H.  R.  5416 

bin  to  prohibit  the  tapping  of  telephone  and  telegraph    lines,   and 
)rohlbiting  the  use  of  information  obtained  by  such  illegal  tapping  to 
)e  used  as  evidence  in  the  courts  of  the  United  States  in  civil  suits 
nd  criminal  prosecutions,  and  for  other  purposes. 
Je  it  enacted,  etc..  That  whoever  shall,  without  authority  and  with- 
the  knowledge  and  consent  of  the  other  users  thereof,  except  as  may 
necessary  for  operation  of  the  .service,  tap  any  telephone  or  telegraph 
,  or  willfully  interfere  with  the  operation  of  such  telephone  or  tele- 
graph lines  or  with  the  transmission  of  any  telephone  or  telegraph  raes- 
,  or  with   the  delivery  of  any  suth   message,   or  whoever  l)elng  em- 
ployed In  any  such  telephone  or  telegraph  service  shall  divulge  the  con- 
of  any  such  telephone  or  telegraph  message  to  any  person  not  duly 
authorized  to  receive  the  same,  shall  be  Imprisoned  for  not  less  than  1 
and  not  more  than  10  years. 
3bc.  2.  No  Information  or  evidence  obtained  by  or  resulting  from  the 
tafplng  of  telephone  or  telegraph  wires  prohibited  by  section   1   of  this 
shall  be  admitted  as  evidence  in  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  in 
suits  and   criminal    prosecutions. 

At.  McKEOWN.     Will  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin  yield? 

tir.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.     I  yield. 

r.  McKEOWN.     Does  the  gentleman  propose  to  provide  that 

e  can  carry  on  a  proposed  insurrection  against  our  Govem- 

,  can  preach  doctrines  against  the  Government,  and  you  are 

ng  to   hamstring   the  officers   to  prevent   them   from    using 

mdans  to  ferret  them  out? 

It.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    In  answer  to  tlie  gentleman, 

ipant  to  say  that  I  firmly  believe  in  the  fundamental  princi- 

■H  of  liberty  guaranteed  by  the  Constitution   of  the  United 

tes.  especially  those  inalienable  rights  included  in  articles  4 

'  5.     There  is  no  difference  between  physically  Invading  a 

s  home  and  tapping  his  telephone  wires.     I  am  not  in  favor 

denying  the  rights  and  liberties  guaranteed  to  the  many  mll- 

B  of  our  people  under  the  Con.stitution  in  order  to  assist  in 

prosecution  of  a  few  criminals.    [Applause.] 

INLAND   WATS»WAY8 

Ir.  THATCHER     Mr.  Speaker,  I  a.sk  unanimous  consent  to 
ex  end  my  remarks  in  the  Recx)rd  by  printing  a  speech  that  I 
ivered  on  November  11  before  the  Mississippi  River  Valley 
Aspociation  on  waterways. 

'he   SPEAKER.     Is   there  objection  to   the  request  of  the 
tleman  from  Kentucky? 
'here  was  no  objection. 

r.   THATCHER.     Mr.    Speaker   and   colleagues,   under   the 

ilege  granted  me  therefor,  I  am  submitting  for  exton.sion  in 

Record  an  address  on  the  subject  of  Inland  Waterways, 

•ered  by  me  on  November  11,  1920,  at  the  annual  conven- 

of  the  MLssissippl  Valley  As.sociation  in  St.  Louis,  Mo     The 

ess  is  in  the  foVm  reported  by  the  official  stenographer  of 

convention  and  furnished  me  by  Mr.  Lachlan  Macleay,  the 

•  efficient  secretary  of  the  association.    The  si)eeches  of  the 

coijventlon  were  broadcast  from  the  convention  hall. 

speech  is  as  follows : 

•.  Chairman,  delegates  and  guests  of  the  as.sociation.  and  "  listen- 

in."  I  first  want  to  express  my  appreciation  of  the  honor  conferred 

me    by    being  invited    to    fill    a    place  on    this    program.      I    feel, 

indM.  highly  honored  to  be  asked  to  be  with  you  to-day  and  to  counsel 

you  this  afternoon. 

had  looked  forward  with  the  hope  of  seeing  my  good  friend,  whom 
so  often  seen  at  Washington,  engaged  in  the  work  of  aiding  !n 

brliglng   about   adequate   appropriations   for    these    river   projects Mr. 

Jaiies  E.  Smith,  former  president  of  the  association.      [Applau.se.]      He 

rendered  the  people  of  the  Mississippi  Valley  a  great  and  Indls- 
peufeable  service,  and  we  are  very  happy  that  in  the  succession  to  the 
presidency  so  able  a  man  has  come  to  take  his  place. 

am  also  happy  to  be  in  the  city  which  is  the  home  of  my  former 
coll  >ague  In  Congress,  Mr.  Cleveland  A.  Newton,  another  man  who  haa 
r«^  lercd  magnificent  service  for  the  cause  of  waterways  in  this  country 

who  ia  yet  rendering  that  character  of  service.     [Aprla'jse.] 
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Now.  it  is  a  little  difficult,  my  friends,  for  an  unskilled  gleaner  to 
gather  up  much  golden  grain,  after  such  wonderful  harvesters  have 
gone  through  the  field  to-day.  .\lmo8t  every  phase  of  the  waterways 
problem  has  been  discussed,  and  commented  on. 

It  has  been  pointed  out  to  you  that  with  the  establishment  of  these 
great  waterway  systems,  the  task  Is  not  yet  completed,  and  will  not 
be  completed,  even  when  these  projects  have  been  achieved.  There 
always  come  continuing  resixinsibility  and  obligation  with  the  fruition 
of  a  great  enterprise. 

I  am  giad  to  say  that  I  am  rlver-mindod,  rlver-and-harbor  minded, 
if  you  please  ;  and  have  always  been.  I  am  glad  that  in  this  country, 
after  nearly  n  hundred  and  fifty  years  of  national  history,  beginning 
with  the  visions  of  George  Washington,  our  first  President  and  the 
Fattier  of  his  Country,  we  have  finally  come  to  a  state  of  mind,  in  the 
United  States  of  .\merica,  where  the  people  are  pretty  generally  sold 
on  the  Importance  of  waterway  projects,  and.  some  day — soon  I 
bolieve — the  Congress  of  the  United  States  will  stand  practically  a  unit 
for  appropriations  for  all  those  projects  which  are  feasible,  which  are 
workable,  and  which  have  been  evolved  and  proposed  as  the  result  of 
careful  study  and  thought. 

I  think  It  was  a  great  departure  which  came,  when  the  present 
system  of  rivers  and  harbors  legislation  was  evolved  and  the  present 
system  of  appropriations  was  adopted,  In  regard  to  projects  of  this  char- 
acter. Whereas,  in  the  old  days,  when  everything  was  haphazard 
and  patchwork  in  process,  we  now  have  the  backing  of  the  United 
States  Corps  of  Engineers,  by  its  surveys  and  by  its  studies,  before 
Congress  gives  Its  .sanction  to  any  project,  and  before  appropriations 
are  made  for  such  project.  Thus  after  all  these  years  of  our  na- 
tional history  we  have  arrived  at  a  condition,  not  only  of  thought, 
but  of  operation,  where  we  can  go  forward  wisely  and  expeditiously  ; 
and  I  would  voice  the  sentiment  that  has  been  expressed  here  to-day 
in  Ktating  my  own  appreciation  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  in  his  recent  address  in  my  home  city  of  Louisville,  laid  down 
a  groat,  progressive,  far-reaching,  nation-wide  policy  of  Improvement 
for  these  great  waterways.     [Applause.] 

I  believe  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  will  stand  squarely 
bark  of  him  on  that  program.  [Applause.]  And,  further  than  that, 
I  believe  Congress  will  also  be  glad  to  enact  any  further  or  supple- 
mental legislation  that  may  be  deemed  desirable  or  which  may  be- 
come necessary  to  make  fully  vital  and  effective  these  great  waterway 
systems.      [Applause.] 

In  that  particular  connection  permit  me  to  make  an  observation,  to 
submit  it  for  what  it  may  be  worth.  As  these  projects  are  completed 
there  may  be  the  attempt  to  monopolize  the  traffic  on  these  rivers  and 
to  raise  traffic  rates,  rather  than  to  permit  those  rates  to  take  their 
natural  downward  trend. 

At  present  there  is  no  legislation  on  the  subject  as  between  ports 
upon  these  rivers  where  Interstate  traffic  is  involved,  and  I  believe  it  Is 
the  general  sentiment  of  the  country  that  It  would  be  much  better  if  no 
legislation  would  have  to  be  enacted.  But  If  there  should  come  about 
In  the  operation  of  these  great  waterways,  after  millions  of  dollars  have 
gone  into  them  to  improve  them  ;  If  there  should  come  about  any  at- 
tempt to  stifle  competition,  to  assume  monopolistic  control  of  water 
transportation  and  to  Impose  undue  and  arbitrary  rates,  then,  I  believe, 
that  the  country  will  appeal  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
exercise  Its  power,  under  the  interstate-commerce  provision  of  the  Con- 
stitution, to  bring  about  some  regulation  of  such  conditions. 

I  repeat  that  I  hope  that  this  situation  may  not  arise ;  but  It  is 
well  for  us  to  be  thinking  about  the  subject,  and  to  be  able  to  have 
some  definite  thought  and  Idea  concerning  the  matter,  if  conditions 
should  arise,  which  make  some  character  of  action  necessary,  in  order 
to  give  to  the  people  of  the  country  the  benefits  of  this  transportation 
as  contemplated  by  the  people,  and  by  the  Congress,  and  by  the 
President. 

Wc  are  very  happy,  my  friends,  in  the  Ohio  Valley,  because  oi  the 
fact  that  that  great  river  has  been  canalized  from  Its  source  to  Its 
mouth;  and  It  was  my  pleasure,  recently,  to  Journey  by  steamer 
from  Pittsburgh  to  Louisville,  going  In  the  capacity  of  a  member  of  a 
special  committee  of  Congress,  named  to  participate  in  the  celebration 
to  commemorate  the  completion  of  that  project.  It  was,  indeed,  a 
most  Inspiring  sight  to  behold— that  great  wonderful  stream  traversing 
the  greatest  industrial  valley  in  the  world,  and  .sweeping  over  dam 
after  dam  and  passing  through  lock  after  lock,  which  had  been  projected 
and  completed  under  this  waterways  project.  To  us  of  that  great 
region.  It  is  a  matter  of  Infinite  satisfaction  that  the  great  Ohio  Ulver 
enterprise  has  been  completed  ;  and  yet,  gratified  as  we  are,  we  realize 
that  In  order  that  we,  who  live  along  the  shores  of  that  stream,  may 
come  to  know  the  fall  benefits  of  the  completed  undertaking,  you  men 
and  women  who  Hve  along  other  streams,  of  this  great  Mississippi 
Valky  system  who  have  not  yet  had  your  river  projects  completed, 
must  have  them  completed  and  In  operation  like  our  own,  before  we, 
in  the  Ohio  VaUey,  can  get  the  full  benefit  of  what  has  been  done 
there.      [Applause.] 

So  from  a  selfish   standpoint  If  I  may  put  It  In   that  way.  as  well 
as   from   the  standpoint  of  national  concern,  we  In  the  Ohio  Valley 


region  are  anxious  to  see  the  great  Father  of  Waters  have  its  9-foot 
stage  to  the  Twin  Cities  to  the  north  :  we  are  an.xious  to  see  the  Mia- 
Bouri  River,  witl^  Its  9-foot  stage,  carried  as  far  upward  as  it  may  be 
possible  to  carry  It.  We  are  also  anxious  to  see  the  Illinois  River 
project  come  to  completion.  Sooner  or  later  it  Is  bound  to  come  to  Its 
fulfillment,  and,  to  use  the  trite  expression.  If  "eventually,  why  not 
now?" 

We  wish  to  connect  the  Great  Lakes  of  the  north,  those  groat  Inland 
seas,  not  only  with  the  MLssissippl  River  system  but  with  the  Gulf 
on  the  south,  and,  if  you  please,  to  bring  all  this  mighty  fabric  of 
waters  in  closer  contact  with  the  great  Isthmian  Canal,  so  that 
the  canal  may  be  more  and  more  a  benefit  to  the  peoplo  of  this  country. 
I  have  no  patience  with  the  argument  that  we  are  throwing  away 
money  to  develop  these  waterways.  Thene  great  lordly  rivers,  the  bene- 
factions of  Providence,  must  t>e  utilized :  we  must  tame  and  harnesa 
them,  so  that  these  agencies  of  waste  and  destruction  shall  become 
the  bf-neflci-nt  angels  of  good.  And  that  is  what  we  are  doing  In  this 
program. 

You  go  to  the  Old  World,  you  see  the  River  Rhine.  It  has  been  my 
pleasure  to  travel  down  the  Rhine  by  steamer,  and  it  was  amazing  to 
me  to  se.»  the  tremendous  cargoes  of  traffic  on  that  mighty  stream.  No 
wonder  it  has  been  the  subject  of  dispute  between  the  great  nations 
that  lie  along  or  near  Its  shores !  No  wonder  they  have  coveted  pos- 
session of  Its  length  and  breadth.  All  day  long  you  can  voyage  on  It 
and  you  will  never  be  out  of  sight  of  great  tows  of  steel,  of  coal,  and 
of  merchandise — the  mightiest  fleets  of  the  world,  so  far  as  river  traffic 
is  concerned,  with  the  single  exception,  I  believe,  of  a  short  span  of 
the  Monongahela  River,  where  all  of  that  mighty  tonnage  of  steel  and 
coal  and  Iron  go  down  from  the  Brownsville  section  to  Pittsburgh.        ^ 

In  Old  World  China,  nonprogressive  as  it  is.  the  people  would 
die.  could  not  live,  except  for  the  waterways  and  the  canals.  They 
have  utilized  the  great  agencies  which  nature  has  bestowed,  and  they 
could  not  exist  24  hours  except  for  the  water-borne  traffic  and  com- 
merce of  those  agencies.  Some  years  ago  upon  a  visit  to  China  I  was 
greatly  impressed  with  all  this. 

Now.  if  the  countries  of  the  Old  World,  particularly  those  of  Europe, 
with  their  rivers  and  their  canals  in  every  direction,  and  whose  people 
have  had  to  study  and  glean  to  the  stubble  on  economic  questions ;  if 
they  have  been  able  to  utilize  their  natural  waterways,  and  to  construct 
so  many  artificial  ones,  and  have  found  them  beneficent,  helpful,  and 
Indispensable,  then,  by  the  same  token,  we,  in  this  country,  will  find 
them  beneficent,  helpful,  and  indispensable  in  the  great  warp  and  woof 
of  our  commerce  and  our  civilization.  So  I  say  I  have  no  patience 
with  the  argument  that  may  be  made,  that  we  are  wasting  money  on 
these  projects.  We  are  not  wasting  the  money  which  is  now  being  ex- 
pended on  these  waterways,  nor  on  the  harbors  of  the  country.  We 
are  making  an  investment  which  will  yield  to  our  people  a  thousand- 
fold return. 

So  we,  of  the  Ohio  Valley,  are  anxious  to  see  this  whole  Mississippi 
project  completed  and  the  intracoaital  canal  projects  also;  and  we 
trust  that  In  the  10  years  indicated  by  the  lYesldent  all  of  this  program 
may  be  completed.  We  have  spent,  in  this  country,  all  told,  something 
like  one  and  a  half  billions  of  dollars  for  river  and  harbor  improve- 
ment. This  Is  a  very  small  sum,  my  friends.  In  the  way  of  govern- 
mental aid,  as  compared  with  the  tremendous  values  In  lands  and 
funds  given  to  build  up  the  railroad  systems  of  the  country ;  and  the 
railroad  systems,  of  course,  have  greatly  helped  us  to  achieve  our 
marvelous  development.  I  am  one  of  those  who  believe  that  there  la 
nothing  Incompatible  In  the  prosperity  of  river  traffic  and  the  proaperltjr 
of  rail  traffic.  [Applause.]  The  two  form.K  of  transportation  should 
prove,  and  will  prove,  mutually  advantageous. 

I  believe  that  those  who  take  a  contrary  view  fall  to  realise  the 
fact  that  a.s  we  build  up  commerce,  build  up  industrial  enterprlae  along 
the  shores  of  our  rivers  and  waterways,  along  the  Intracoastal  canals, 
upon  the  Great  Lakes  and  the  great  rivers  we  but  add  to  the  oppor- 
tunity of  the  railroad  interests  of  the  country  ;  and  It  Is  to  be  hoped 
that  this  will  be  accepted  as  the  true  view  of  the  situation. 

Why  should  the  people  of  the  United  States,  possfstiing  the  heritage 
of  these  great  waterways,  neglect  their  improvement,  neglect  to  receive 
the  benefits  which  are  bound  to  flow  from  that  improvement?  They 
would  be  false  to  that  heritage,  false  to  themselves,  and  false  to  pos- 
terity If  they  failed  to  avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity  presented. 

Now,  permit  me  to  speak  of  another  matter  that  suggests  Itself 
to  me.  I  do  not  speak  of  It  In  any  controversial  sense.  There  has 
been  a  good  deal  of  discussion  of  late  concerning  the  building  of  another 
Interoceanic  canal.  Speaking  for  myself,  with  due  respect  for  the 
views  of  those  who  may  differ  from  me,  permit  me  to  say  that  while 
the  time  will  come  when  that  will  be  necessary  In  the  ordinary 
course  of  events,  that  time  is  not  here;  and  I  believe  It  would  be  un- 
wise, and  I  b«'lleve  it  might  be  very  prejudicial  to  the  Interests  of  inland 
waterway  improvement  In  this  country.  If  our  Government  should  now 
embark  upon  the  building  of  another  interoceanic  canal  when  there  Is 
no  actual  need  for  it. 

At  present  the  canal  at  Panama  is  not  utilized  to  one-half  of  Its 
capacity ;  and,  at  the  rate  of  Increase  of  its  tonnage,  it  will  be  a  good 
many  years  to  come,  according  to  the  Judgment  of  those,  who  have  made 
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«  most  carefnl  «ta<)j  of  Its  traffic — many  jears  to  come — before  another 
waterway  ot  similar  character  U  required. 

At  present  the  Panama  Canal  is  a  going  concern ;  it  la  saccessfal 
from  every  standpoint;  It  is  serving  onr  military  and  naval  needs;  It 
la  fierving  tbe  commercial  needs  of  the  country  and  those  of  the  world 
at  large.  Should  we  embark  upon  another  enterprise  at  Nicaragua  or 
some  other  point,  at  this  time,  it  would  probably  involve  us  in  the  ex- 
penditure of  a  billion  dollars,  or  more,  of  tbe  taxpayers'  money,  and 
I  believe  that  not  only  would  t>e  unnecessary  at  this  time,  bat  it  might 
seriously  menace  or  delay  the  making  of  appropriations  to  carry  for- 
ward these  great  waterway  projects  on  which  we  have  embarked. 
{Applause.} 

We  are  now  engaged  in  making  a  survey  of  that  canal  question,  and 
I  was  glad  to  support  and  vote  for  legislation  required  therefor  because 
I  believe  that  a  great  and  provident  Nation  should  look  forward  to  the 
future;  but  I  do  not  believe,  in  the  light  of  the  facta,  that  In  this 
generation,  and  perhaps  not  in  tbe  next,  there  will  be  needed  another 
canal,  and  it  would  divert  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  from  other 
enterprises  required  in  this  country,  like  these  waterway  projects. 
Such  an  undertaking  would.  I  fear,  delay  our  inland  waterways  program  ; 
and.  not  only  that,  but  if  we  built  prematurely  it  would  mean  we  would 
have  two  dead  canals  Instead  of  one  live  one.  We  are  building  another 
dam  on  the  upper  Chagres  River  at  a  cost  of  $12,000,000,  and  thi»  dam 
will  give  us  another  great  lake  and  water  supply.  Thereby,  at  a  cost  of 
ninety  or  a  hundred  millions  of  dollars,  we  can  parallel  our  present 
Panama  Canal  locks  with  another  lock  system.  We  can  thus  add  50  per 
cent  to  the  present  capacity  of  the  great  isthmian  waterway  at  a  very 
reasonable  figure.  Thus  all  interoceanlc  needs  should  be  served  for  50, 
75,  or  100  years  to  come.  This  is  the  deliberate  Judgment  of  those 
best  fitted  to  pass  on  the  subject. 

Now,  I  am  glad,  my  friends,  to  have  been  with  you  to-day.  I  haye 
enjoyed  very  much  meeting  with  you  and  being  with  you.  You  consti- 
tute in  your  aaiHKiation.  in  the  Ohio  Valley  Aasociatluo.  and  In  other  like 
associations  of  the  country  laboratories  of  thought  In  which  these  great 
questions  of  inland  waterway  improvement  and  of  rates  and  traffic  apon 
these  waterways  must,  in  a  large  measure,  be  worked  out. 

We  io  Coagreos  wish  to  do  what  la  best  coneernlng  tbeoc  matters,  and 
we  welcooie  yoor  counsel  ia  the  future  as  we  have  w«lcoin«d  it  la  the 
past,  becaaat  all  tbe  counsel  yon  have  thus  far  given  as  has  been  wise 
aoaasd  aad  for  the  beaeflt  of  tbe  Nation.     I  thank  yoo.     [Applaooe.) 

rXJBUO  LAMD6   Ilf    tXtUMAXtO 

Mr.  EATON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  nnanlmous  con- 
lent  to  extend  my  reuiarks  in  the  Rboobd  by  pabliahing  a  state- 
meot  on  public  landa. 

Mr.  TILSON.    The  statement  Is  by  the  gentleman  himself? 

Mr.  EATON  of  Colorado.     Yes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Colorado? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EATON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  Angnst  26,  1929, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Joseph  M.  Dixon  presented 
President  Hoover's  letter  of  August  21,  1929,  to  a  conference  of 
the  governors  of  the  public-land  States  at  Salt  Lake  City,  in 
which  the  President  suggested  that  certain  phases  of  the  public- 
land  problem  be  the  subject  of  investigation  and  fact  finding  by  a 
commission  to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  of  which  a  part 
should  be  named  from  nominees  suggested  by  the  governors  of 
tbe  public-land  States. 

Three  general  subjects  were  mentioned  for  consideration; 
Bamely,  erasing  lands,  reclamation  service,  and  reservation  of 
minerals. 

Recently  President  Hoover  announced  a  committee  on  con- 
■erration  and  administration  of  the  public  domain,  consisting 
of  21  members,  to  study  the  whole  question  of  public  domain, 
particularly  the  unreserved  lands.  One  member  was  named 
from  each  of  the  11  western  public-land  States,  except  California. 

Hon.  James  R.  Garfield,  who  was  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
under  the  Roosevelt  administration,  was  named  as  chairman. 

Before  returning  to  Gcmgress  I  requested  the  officials  having 
<4iarge  ot  public  lands  in  the  State  of  Colorado  to  prepare  sta- 
tistical Information  for  me  showing  what  areas  at  Colorado 
counties  w^re  still  in  the  public  domain.  Immediate  upon 
returning  to  Washington  I  snlmiltted  a  similar  request  to  the 
Department  of  the  Interior.  Up  to  the  present  time  neither 
of  these  two  groups  of  officials  have  been  able  to  furnish  com- 
plete detailed  information  by  counties,  but  the  following  state- 
ment is  compUed  from  the  present  avallaMe  data : 

First.  The  total  area  of  the  State  of  Colorado  is  06,526,720 
acres. 

Second.  The  total  acreage  of  unappropriated  and  unreserved 
public  domain  in  the  State  of  Colorado  is  8,218,875  acres,  or 
12.35  per  cent  of  the  State's  entire  area.  (See  Circular  1197 
General  Land  Ofllce,  July  1, 1929.)  ' 
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'  T»e  statistics  from  Circular  1159.  General  Land  Office,  Jnly 
2,  1928,  were  the  last  available  to  tbe  Colorado  officials  at  the 
date  of  preparation  of  the  statistics  which  I  will  ask  to  have 
prikited  with  this  statement.  While  Circular  1197  shows  some 
chinges  in  county  and  total  fifjures,  the  1928  figures  will  be 
us^  for  the  purpose  of  this  statement,  a.s  the  relative  effect  of 
tha  figures  is  substantially  the  same. 

Third.  Six  million  one  hundred  and  forty  thousand  five  han- 
drel  and  fifty  acres,  being  practically  75  per  cent  of  the 
8,2  8,875  acres,  is  covere<l  by  the  following  withdrawals  and 
clai  isifications : 


Withdrawals  : 
Carey    Act  _ 
Reclamation 
Oil 


Total gjg^  317 

Clarification :  " 

£*J"'-v-l "♦.  1^2,  233 

Oil  shale 952,  239 


Total 5_  094.  472 

Poi^r  withdrawals  and  dossiflcation 427.  761 


hundred 
the 


Grand  total «,  140,  650 

fifteen   million   five  hundred   and   forty-one   thousand  seven 
and  six  acres,  or  23.36  i)er  cent  of  the  entire  area  in 
State,  is  covered  by  various  reservations,  as  follows: 

Acres 

2«  Pi°^.  P^'J'-.T-I-T *»•  «97 

Mavil  oil  and  oil-shale  reserves 64  5«0 

Indl  m  reservations _  __  3j>^"  143 

Nat^nal  forests ri"ZZZZr_.I  14.774,106 

Total 15.  641.  706 

Analysis  of  the  details  included  in  the  foregoing  totals  fur- 
nisles  tbe  following  interesting  Information: 

I 
are  20  counties  which  lie  east  of  the  Rocky  Mountain 
In  three  of  which — Adams,  Arapahoe,  and  Denver,  con- 
taining 1.383,680  acres — there   is  no   unappropriated   or   unre- 
public  domain  open  to  entry, 
the  other  17  counties  east  of  tbe  Rocky  Mountains— Baca, 
Cheyenne,  Crowley,  Elbert,  Kiowa,  Kit  Carson,  Lincoln, 
I,  Morgan,  Otero,  Phillips,  Prowers,  Sedgwick,  Washington, 
and  Yuma,  containing  19,949.440  acres— there  are  only 
46^56  acres,  being  one-fifth  of  1  per  cent,  of  unappropriated 
puqiic  land,  practically  none  of  which  is  subject  to  any  reserva- 
or  withdrawal,  unless  it  be  for  coal  or  oil. 
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next  group  of  counties  to  be  considered  is  that  whose 

bouQdaries  cross  the  Continental  Divide  from  the  east.     They 

:  Boulder,  Clear  Creek,  Custer,  Douglas,  El  Paso,  Fremont, 

Gilpin,  Huerfano,  Jefferson,  Larimer,  Lus  Animas,  Park,  Pueblo, 

Teller.     The  total  area  of  these  14  counties  is  13,775,360 

I,  of  which  there  are  689,821  acres  of  unappropriated  public 

tin,  being  5  per   cent  thereof.     Most  of  these   lands  are 

ui()antainous. 

Examination  of  a  map  furnished  by  the  Department  of  the 
Int(  rior,  dated  in  192>,  shows  that  more  than  half  of  Larimer, 
GUjto,  Clear  Creek,  and  Park  Counties  are  included  in  the 
Colorado  and  Pike  National  Forest.s.  A  large  portion,  but  less 
half  of  the  area  in  Boulder,  Jefferson,  Douglas,  Teller,  and 
'aso  Counties,  is  covered  by  the  same  national  forests.  A 
por  ion  of  Custer,  Huerfano,  and  Las  Animas  Counties  is  n- 
cluqed  in  the  San  Isabel  National  Forests. 

acreage  in  the  national  forests,  mentioned  In  this  and 

other  statements,  is  in  addition  to  the  acreage  shown  in  the 

of  unappropriated  and  unresened  public  lands  open  for 
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are  29  counties  west  of  the  crest  of  the  Continental 

Divide,  in  two  of  which — Mineral  and  Costilla,  containing  1,312,- 

acres — there  is  no  unappropriated  public  domain.     All  of 

jral  County  is  included  in  the  Rio  Grande  and  Durango- 

Juan  National  Forests. 

six  counties— Alamosa,  Archuleta,  Conejos,  Rio  Grande 
Sag^iache  (locally  known  as  the  San  Luis  Valley),  and  Chaf- 
ere  are  623,558  acres  of  unappropriated  public  domain 
In  the  total  area  of  5,320,320  acres,  of  11.73  per  cent  thereof. 
Prartically  all  of  Chaffee  County  is  included  in  the  Leadville 
Nat  onal  Forest  Practically  half  of  Saguache  County  Is  in- 
cluded In  the  San  Isabel  and  Cochetopa  National  Forests 
Pra<tlcally  half  of  Rio  Grande  County  and  a  third  of  Conejos 
County  is  mcluded  in  the  Rio  Grande  National  Forests. 

the  11  mining  counties  of  Dolores,  Eagle,  Hinsdale   Lake 
I'lata,  Montesrana,  Ouray,  Pitldn,  San  Juan,  San  Miguel,  and 
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Summit  there  are  1,196,021  acres  of  unappropriated  public  do- 
main In  a  total  area  of  7,574,400  acres,  being  15.79  per  cent 
thereof. 

Practically  all  of  Hinsdale,  Lake,  Pitkin,  San  Juan,  and  Sum- 
mit Counties  are  covered  by  the  Arapahoe,  Holy  Cross-Sopris, 
Leadville.  Rio  Grande,  and  Durango-San  Juan  National  Forests. 

More  than  half  of  Dolores,  Eagle,  and  La  Plata  Counties  are 
covered  by  the  Montezuma,  Durango-San  Juan,  and  Holy  Cross- 
Sopris  National  Forests. 

Somewhat  less  than  half  of  Montezuma,  Ouray,  and  San 
Miguel  Counties  are  covered  by  the  Montezuma  and  Uncom- 
pahgrc  National  Forests. 

Ill  the  other  10  counties,  locally  known  as  the  "  western  slope  " — 
Delta.  Garfield,  Grand.  Gunnison,  Jackson,  Mesa,  Moffat,  Mont- 
rose, Rio  Blanco,  and  Routt — there  are  5,161,365  acres  of  unap- 
propriated public  domain,  being  30.31  f>er  cent  of  the  total  area 
of  17,025,280  acres.  In  these  lands  will  be  found  most  of  the 
lands  classitied  for  coal,  oil,  and  oil  .shale.  Most  of  them  are 
said  to  be  adaptable  for  agriculture.  Somewhat  less  than  half 
of  Grand,  Routt,  and  Jackson  Counties  are  in  the  Koutt,  Arapa- 
hoe, Ilaydeii,  and  Colorado  National  Forests.  Probably  a  fourth 
of  Rio  Blanco.  Me.sa.  Delta,  and  Montrose  Counties  are  in  the 
White  River,  Battlement,  and  I'ncompahgre  National  Forests. 

According  to  the  map  furnished  by  the  Department  of  the  Inte- 
rior, practically  the  only  large  areas  of  public  land  lie  in  the 
northwe.'itern  part  of  the  State;  these  lands,  however,  are  also 
specially  clas.siflcd  as  coal,  oil,  and  oil-shale  lands. 

Under  the  present  economic  conditions  prospecting  for  the 
precious  and  base  metals  has  cease<l :  no  new  coal  lands  are 
being  develojied.     None  can  be  until  conditions  change. 

Under  the  present  laws,  rules,  and  regulatlonf^  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  the  pro.spector  for  oil  may  apply  for  permit 
to  explore  the  land,  and  this  privilege  has  been  and  is  being 
availed  of  by  the  more  venturesome. 

Those  whose  visions  turn  to  oil  shale  as  the  great  reservoir 
from  which  motor  fuel  is  to  be  obtaineti  In  the  future  find  that 
of  the  952,2.'{9  acres  of  classified  oil-^-hale  lands,  about  100,000 
acres  are  claimed  under  application  for  i>atent,  many  of  which 
have  been  iM>nding  from  five  to  nine  years  without  final  action 
by  the  Government, 

Thus  we  see  that  42.564.166  acres,  or  64  per  cent  of  the  area 
In  the  State  oi  Colorado,  haw  apimrently  passed  into  private  or 
State  ownership.  The  balance— 36  |)er  cent — represents  the 
area  of  land  reserved  to  the  United  States  and  open  for  limited 
or  unlimited  entry. 

To  state  it  another  way,  36  i)er  cent  of  the  total  area  of 
Colorado  has  not  yet  passeid  out  of  the  Federal  Government's 
ownership  and  control.  Of  this  area,  about  24  i>er  cent  of  Colo- 
radio's  total  area  can  never  pass  into  its  tax  columns  unless  and 
until  the  Federal  Government,  by  act  of  Congress  or  otherwise, 
provides  some  means  for  the  State  to  obtain  revenue  therefrom. 
Of  the  12  per  cent  of  the  total  State  area,  a  portion  thereof 
may  be  subject  to  entry  and  title  obtained  from  the  Govern- 
ment, but  more  than  70  per  cent  of  this  area  will  be  subject  to 
the  retention  of  ownership  by  the  Federal  Government  of  all 
subsurface  rights,  which  many  claim  are  the  most  valuable 
parts  thereof. 

To  figure  the  value  of  the  land  by  as8esse<l  valuation  of 
similar  lands  at  the  present  time  and  use  15  cents  per  acre  as 
a  factor  for  actual  taxation  (3  per  cent  upon  $5  per  acre),  we 
find  that  the  Government  retains  title  by  reservation  to  lands 
value<l  at  over  $75,000,000,  which  could  produce  almost  $2,500,- 
000  in  annual  taxes ;  and  upon  the  lands  available  for  settle- 
ment the  area  could  produce  approximately  $1,250,000  In  annual 
taxes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  insert  in  the  Rkcobd  at  this  point  the 
following  statements : 


Public  land  ttatiatical  table,  Colorado 


Acres 


Gross  area  of  State  of  Colorado  (land  and  water) 66.  526,  720 

Vacant,   unappropriated  and   unreserved   public   laud,   June 

30.  1929 8.218.875 

Vacant,   unappropriated   and   unri>servf>d    public    land,  June 

30,  1628 7.  717. 121 

Pending  entries,  proof  not  yet  due.  June  .'iO,   1929 __  2.  069.  152 

Pending  entries,  proof  not  yet  du<>.  June  30.  1928 2.  080.  0G8 

BESBBVKD    LA.NDS 

National  parks S06,  897 

NaUonal  forests 14.  774.  106 

Naval  oil  and  oil  shale  reserves 64,  ,'i60 

Indian    reser>:ition8 396,  143 

Total 16,541.  706 

CLASSIFIED   AND   WITHDHAWN   LAMDS 

Under  Carey  Act  of  Aug.  18,  1894   (S;8  Stat.  372) 22.  S^iS 

Under  Carey  Act  of  Mar.  15.  1910  (36  Stat.  237) 82.096 

Under  reclamation  act  of  June  17,  1902  (32  Stat.  388) 126,284 


Under  general  withdrawal  act  of  June  25,  1910   (36  Stat.  a„~^ 

847)  •  Acrea 

Coal  classifications 4. 142,  2,33 

Oil  witljdrawals 218,  997 

Oil-shale    classlflcaUons 062.  239 

Power  withdrawals  and   classiflcations    (under   act  of 

June   10,    1920) 427.761 

Total 6.  922,  435 


Public   water   for   stock. 

Stocic    driveways 

Miscellaneous 


6,148 

210,  230 

1.727 


Total 

roTTRTKBN    AGBICULTDRAI 


218.  105 

AND    MIXING    COt'NTIKS    ON    BASTEBN    8LOPB8    Or 
BOCKT    MOUNTAIN    BANGK 


County 


Boulder 

Clear  Creek. 

Custar 

Douglas 

El  Paso 

Fremont 

OUpjn 

Uuerfano 

Jefferson 

Larimer 

Las  Animas. 

Park. 

Pueblo 

Teller 


Total. 


Area  (acres) 


488.960 
M9.G00 
478,090 
540.800 
.•«7,  440 
996.480 
84.480 
060.000 
.M",  120 
««2.  V» 
077.  7flO 
434.880 
M7.  130 
350.  OSO 


IS.  775, 300 


Acres, 
public 
domain 


7,400 

18,440 

i:<,017 

680 

313,650 

▼  24,600 

4.400 

67.763 

880 

26.125 

79.331 

73,4fi0 

19.706 

40.300 


689,821 


Percentage 

or  total 
county  I 


TWENTT-NIME  COUNTIES  ON  WESTEBN  SLqTB  Of  BOCET  MOin«TAINa 


2.  No  public  domain. 

1.  Costilla 

2.  Mineral 


Total... 


758.400 
561.340 


1,312,640 


TWENTY  AORICVLTCRAL  COCNTIES  IN  EA8TKBN  COLOBADO 


Adams 

Arapahoe 

Baca 

Bent-- 

Cheyenne 

Crowley 

Denver 

Elbert 

Kiowa 

Kit  Carson 

Lincoln 

Logan 

Morgan 

Otero 

PhilUps 

Prowers 

Sedgwick 

Washington... 

Weld 

Yuma — . 


TotaL. 


807,080 
538.  SSO 
63.T280 
975.300 
137,280 
517, 120 
37.120 
188,480 
I.'i0,720 
381,760 
644,800 
1G6.080 
823,040 
80.1.  760 
44a  320 
043.200 
339.  K40 
613.  440 
574,080 
514,880 


21. 333, 120 


4.390 

11,400 

425 

2,401 


340 
2.203 

971 
1227 
2. 080 
2,240 
6.252 

176 
1,983 
80 
1,440 
5,880 
1.900 


4«,3S« 


1.51 

7.39 

2.72 

.13 

.15 

33.74 

6.21 

7.06 

.17 

i.ae 

2.  68 

i.r 

11.  U 


(.00 


10.  Coal,  oil,  oil  ibale,  agriculture : 

1   Delta                       

708.640 
l,«g8.1W 
1. 1»4.  240 
2, 034.  .WO 
1.0*4.480 
2.014.320 
2.in.  120 
1.44H.9G0 
2. 062.  720 
1. 477.  7liO 

166.300 
641.640 
11 '..420 
323.  740 
179.  **.'. 
740.  7H0 

1.  480,  .'.»10 
ili,  HNO 

1.021.. 160 
68.280 

Sl.«l 

3.  Oarflald 

3   Orand      .  ............................. 

9.06 

4.  Gunnison,.. .. 

5  Jackson       ............................. 

15.93 
17.17 

6.  Mesa 

7.  Moffat 

36  SQ 
49.00 

S    Montrose               - ............ 

17.05 

9   Rio  Blanoo ,.--     r 

49.52 

10.  Routt         

4.02 

TotaL 

17.025.280 

5. 161,  3«S 

80.31 

U    Mining: 

1.  Dolores ............ ............... 

667,520 

1,036,800 

621.440 

237,  440 

1,184,640 

1.312,640 

332.180 

652,160 

289,920 

824,320 

415,360 

68.830 

217.540 

112.  .110 

2^960 

150,067 

255,735 

22.360 

18.200 

54.630 

250.540 

18,640 

10.31 

2.  Eagle 

20.98 

3   Hinsdale 

18.10 

4.  Lake 

6.  La  Plata              ....... . .. 

11.36 
12.07 

6.  Mnnt^'uips -          

32.28 

7  Ouray              . . ... 

6.73 

8.  Pitkin                . 

2.79 

9.  Ran  Juen       .....-..-- 

18.84 

10.  San  Miguel ^ 

U.  Summit     ... 

30.39 
4.48 

7.  574.  400 

1. 196, 031 

15.79 

6.  Agriculture: 

1  Alamosa ..... 

466.280 

780.800 
693.120 
801,280 
574.720 
2,005,120 

34,120 
62,343 
84.341 

135.  257 
63,409 

214,088 

7.33 

2  Archuleta......... .. 

1LS2 

3   Chaffee - 

1Z17 

4.  Conejos    

16.88 

5   Rio  Gmnde               .. 

1L04 

6   Safuache                 .  

10  68 

ToUl 

6.370,320 

623,558 

11.73 

aso 

L17 
.04 
.40 


.03 
.19 
.07 
.14 
.U 

.r 

.77 
.04 
.19 
.02 
.10 

.ss 

.13 


.03 
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Mr.  CROWTHER  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  ananimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  five  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  New  York  asks  wianl- 
mous  consent  to  address  the  House  for  five  minutes.  Is  there 
objection  ? 

Mr.  GARNER     On  what  subject? 

Mr.  CROWTHER.  I  want  to  t4lk  a  little  about  the  tariff. 
[LauRhter] 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection? 

There  wa.s  no  objection. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.  Mr.  Speaker,  and  ladies  and  gentlem^  of 
the  Huuiie.  the  rank  and  file  of  the  citizens  of  the  Nation  are 
keenly  disappointed  by  the  failure  of  the  tariff  bill's  passage  In 
this  special  session  of  Congress. 

The  Republican  Party  has  always  held  that  rates  should  be 
sufficient  to  represent  the  difference  In  production  costs  here 
and  abroad.  The  Democratic  Party  in  their  platform  of  1928 
made  this  same  declaration.  The  following  is  an  excerpt  from 
the  Democratic  national  platform  of  1928: 

(d)  Datles  that  will  permit  effective  competition,  iasuie  asalittt 
moDopoly,  and  at  the  same  time  produce  a  fair  rerenae  for  the  sap- 
port  of  OoTernment.  Actual  difference  betweeo  the  coat  of  production 
at  home  and  abroad,  with  adequate  aafegoard  for  the  wace  of  the 
American  laborer,  must  be  the  extreme  measure  of  every  tariff  rate. 

After  a  long  session  of  public  hearings  from  January  7  to 
March  15,  during  which  nearly  1,200  witnesses  were  beard, 
representing  industry  and  agriculture,  the  House  bill  was 
written  by  the  Republican  members  of  the  committee,  which 
has  been  the  custom  for  many  years.  To  the  best  of  my  recol- 
lection, there  Is  not  a  single  rate  in  the  House  bill  that  rei^e- 
sents  the  difference  in  production  costs  here  and  abroad.  There 
may  possibly  be  a  few  but  they  will  be  found  as  rare  exceptions 
rather  than  tlie  role. 

The  fact  is  that  in  order  to  equalize  domestic  and  foreign 
production  costs  a  rate  would  be  necessary  that  would  not  be 
tolerated  by  the  committee,  much  less  by  the  Congress.  There 
were  cases  where  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  300  per  cent  was  not 
sufficient  to  equalize  production  costs,  yet  both  Republicans  and 
democrats  now  hold  that  this  difference  in  production  costs 
should  be  the  yardstick  in  the  measurement  of  duties. 

The  committee  realized  from  the  beginning  the  necessity  of 
raising  rates  in  behalf  of  agriculture  and  that  schedule  as  it 
left  the  House  speaks  for  itself.  Such  industries  as  tanning 
and  pottery  are  sick  Industries  and  capital  and  labor  engaged 
In  them  deserve  the  jwrotection  accorded  in  the  House  bill. 

Those  who  oppose  the  bill  and  have  by  their  pettifogging 
criticisms  delayed  its  passage  are  doing  a  serious  injury  to 
small  manufacturers  and  to  the  farmers  of  the  country. 

Big  industries  can  possibly  weather  the  gale,  but  the  small 
manufacturer,  who  is  gradually  being  removed  from  the  scene 
of  activities  by  mergers  and  combinations,  will  in  addition  have 
foreign  competition  to  drag  him  down.  The  farmers  of  the 
Nation  are  apt  to  ask  the  Democrats,  and  also  a  few  alleged 
Republicans,  some  embarrassing  questions  as  to  the  rrilef  they 
were  promised  in  the  new  tariff  bill. 

Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  country  to  the  fact  that 
according  to  a  statement  in  a  speech  in  the  Senate  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Florida,  24  Democratic  Members 
of  that  distinguished  body  answered  the  Raskob  telegram  and 
lltk  Democratic  Members  of  the  House  of  RejMreseutatives  did 
likewise.  Yon  will  remember  that  I  asked  on  the  floor  here 
for  a  show  of  hands  of  those  who  had  done  so,  and  there  was 
no  response. 

Mr.  COCHRAN  of  Missouri.    I  responded. 

Mr.  CROWTHER  Then  I  admire  the  gentleman  for  having 
the  courage  of  his  convictions.  There  were  nearly  100  others 
who  subscril)ed  to  the  Raskob  doctrine  who  voted  against  the 
bilL  I  think  there  were  only  19  votes  on  that  side  of  the  House 
for  the  tariff  bill,  and  I  also  congratulate  them  for  having  the 
courage  of  their  convictions. 

Mr.  HOWARD.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CROWTHER    I  gladly  yield  to  the  sage  of  Nebraska. 

Mr.  HOWARD.  Would  the  gentleman  now  say  that  tbe 
tariff  bill  as  passed  by  this  House  was  in  any  wise  in  conformity 
with  the  iwiDcipIe  involved  in  the  so-called  Raskob  telegram? 

Mr.  CROWTHER.  Oh,  I  think  so.  In  fact,  I  am  quite  certain. 
It  was  a  very  fair  and  a  very  limited  revision  in  comparison 
to  the  number  of  items  that  would  have  been  under  considera- 
tion if  a  general  revision  had  been  undertaken.  Once  more  I 
wish  to  congratulate  my  22  Democratic  friends  who  had  the 
courage  of  their  convictions,  and  I  would  suggest  that  the 
other  100  would  do  well  to  take  an  intensive  coarse  In  **  mmiory 
training."    [Laughter.] 
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The  SPEAKER    The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
ha}  expired. 

kir.  CROWTHER    May  I  have  one  minute  more? 
e  SPEAKER     Is  there  objection   to  the  request   of  the 
ge|itleman  from  New  York? 
ere  was  no  objection. 

r.  CROWTHER  Once  more  we  view  the  spectacle  of  a 
gr<at  economic  measure  calculated  to  benefit  Industry,  labor, 
an  1  agriculture  kicked  around  In  the  i)olitical  football  stadium. 
I  >ffer  no  apology  for  my  attitude  as  a  protectionist.  That 
po  icy  has  made  the  United  States  the  power  that  she  is  in 
wdrld  affairs.  It  has  raised  the  average  American  citizen  and 
hla  family  to  a  higher  plane  of  living  and  given  them  a  wider 
field  of  opportunity  than  any  one  other  governmental  policy. 

enever  this  policy  of  protective  tariff  has  been  before  the 
folks  of  this  Nation  for  ratification  they  have  indorsed  it  in  no 
uncertain  terms,  and  when  the  voters  pass  upon  candidates  for 
thi  next  Congress  they  will  ask  themselves  one  question  :  "  Is  he 
a  protectionist  or  a  pretender?" 

ere  Is  one  development  that  should  cause  labor  In  this 
cotntry  to  "  stop,  look,  and  listen,"  and  that  is  the  rapid  trans- 
^en^of  American  capital  to  foreign  countries  for  the  establish- 
ment of  American  industries.     [Applause.] 

elay  In  tariff  legislation  will  tend  to  further  develop  this 
tendency  to  build  factories  abroad  with  American  capital.  I 
pnifer  the  distribution  of  pay  envelopes  in  the  United  States 
to  increase  the  purchasing  power  of  American  workmen  and 
th<  consequent  betterment  of  their  living  conditions.  [Ap- 
pli  use.] 

Let  me  say  that  when  the  saturation  point  is  reached  in  many 
of  Ithese  commodities  there  is  no  question  as  to  which  factory 
will  close  down.  It  will  not  be  the  one  operated  at  low  wages 
on  the  other  side  of  the  water.  Ours  will  be  the  one  unem- 
plcyed  or  on  part  time.  [Applause.]  I  trust  that  out  of  all 
th]  9  confusion  and  criticism  the  better  judgment  of  the  Congress 
wi  1  finally  prevail  and  that  we  shall  have  a  tariff  bill  that  will 
satisfy  Industry,  labor,  and  agriculture. 

UNIFOBM  QOVERNHEINT  CONTBVCTS 

r.  CRAMTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  a  unanimous-consent 
uest  to  present,  and  in  explanation  I  will  say  that  there  has 
n  before  the  Hou.se  for  some  time  a  bill  to  establish  uniform 
ulrements  with  respect  to  Government  contracts ;  a  bill  I 
InA-oduced  heretofore,  but  It  was  prepared  by  the  Bureau  of 
th<  Budget  and  the  interdepartmental  contract  board.  In  the 
last  Congress  hearings  upon  It  were  held.  Various  nmendments 
were  suggested  by  the  departments  and  by  others.  1  requested 
th«  interdepartmental  board  to  give  consideration  to  these 
anendments,  and  I  have  withheld  reintroduction  of  the  bill 
un  il  that  should  be  done.  They  have  now  redrafted  the  bill 
wl  :h  certain  amendments  and  I  am  to-day  reintroducing  it.  I 
think  it  will  be  a  great  convenience  to  the  different  bureaus 
an  1  those  outside  who  are  interested  in  this  bill  if  I  could  have 
it  printed  in  the  Record  in  the  way  that  bills  are  sometimes 
pr  nted,  with  amendments  indicatetl,  showing  the  words  added 
an  1  the  words  stricken  out.  I  make  this  nnanimoas-consent 
re<  nest  to  have  the  bill  printed  in  the  Reccmid  in  that  form. 

"he  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gei  itleman  from  Michigan  ? 

'  'here  was  no  objection. 

'  'he  bill  Is  as  follows : 

H.  R.   15713 

iM  THa  House  or  Repbcscxtativss, 

January  S,  tU9. 
llr.  Ckamto!*  Introduced  the  following  bill,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Col  i>mlttee  on  the  Judiciary  and  ordered  to  be  printed  : 

Omit  the  part  inclosed  In  black  brackets  and  insert  the  matter 
prlited  in   italic] 

A  1111  to  establish  uniform  requirements  affecting  Oovernment  contracts, 

and  for  other  purposes 

I'e  it  enacted  fty  the  Senate  and  Eoute  of  Repre$entativc4  of  the 
Un  ted  Btatea  of  America  in  Congreea  aM»embled, 

i  scrriON  1.  This  act  may  be  cited  as  the  "  The  public  contract  act 
pfl  29  "]  J9S0." 

i  ac.  2.  Definitions :  When  used  In  this  act,  unless  the  text  Indicates 
othurwlse — 

a)  The  terms  "United  States"  and  "Government"  are  synonymous 
ant  Include  the  District  of  Columbia  and  all  departments  of  the  Govern- 
mei  It ; 

(b)  The  term  "department"  means  any  executive  department,  inde- 
pendent establishment,  commission,  board,  or  other  Government  agency 
hating  authority  to  make  contracts  involving  the  expenditure  of  public 
tuala,  and  shall  include  the  District  of  Columbia; 
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(c)  The  term  "  formal  contract "  moans  an  agreement  reduced  to 
writinK  In  one  instrument  and  signed  by  all  the  contracting  parties  at 
the  end  thereof :  Prt^vided  that  dra%cings,  specifloation*.  conditione,  and 
other  relevant  paper$  may  he  incorporated  in  the  contract  by  appropriatt 
reference.  The  term  "  informal  ct)Ulract  "  means  an  agreement  in  any 
other  form ; 

(d)  The  term  "advertising"  m«>ans  inviting  competitive  bids  by 
notice  in  printed  publications  or  posted  in  public  places,  by  circular 
letter  or  otherwise ; 

C(e)  The  term  "  general  provisions  "  means  those  parts  of  a  contract 
that  deal  with  the  general  rights  and  liabilities  of  the  contracting 
parties  as  distinguished  from  the  provisions  peculiar  to  the  particular 
contract  J 

Cfl  (c)  The  term  "personal  services"  means  services  rendered  at  a 
^p«citied  rate  In  person  by  the  party  or  parties  who  contract  to  perform 
them  ; 

Isl  (f)  The  term  "contractor"  means  any  person,  partnership,  com- 
pany, or  corporation  party  to  a  contract  with  the  United  States  ; 

[hj  ig)  The  terms  "purchase"  and  "procurement"  are  synonymous 
and  mean  the  acquisition  of  services,  materials,  or  supplies  pursuant  to 
contract. 

Sec.  3.  Authority :  No  contract  shall  be  nrade  or  obligation  assumed 
on  U-half  of  the  United  States  unless  the  same  is  under  appropriation 
adequate  to  ita  fulfillment,  except — 

(a)  By  any  department  charged  by  law  with  the  procuring  thereof 
for  clothing,  subsistence,  forage,  quarters,  shelter,  transportation,  medi- 
cal, surgical,  or  hospital  supplies  or  services,  which,  however,  shall  not 
exw^ed  the  necessities  for  the  current  fiscal  year  ; 

(b)  For  fuel  for  Government  use  In  sufficient  quantities  to  meet  the 
requirements  for  one  year  without  regard  to  the  current  fiscal  year, 
when.  In  the  opinion  of  the  head  of  the  department  charged  with  the 
procuring  thereof,  It  Is  In  the  Interest  of  the  United  States  so  to  do. 
Payments  for  fuel  delivered  may  be  made  from  funds  appropriated  to 
such  department  for  that  purpose  for  the  current  fiscal  year  or  from 
funds  appropriated  or  that  may  be  appropriated  therefor  for  the  ensuing 
year ; 

(c)  By  the  Post  Office  Department  for  such  i>eriods  of  time  as  may 
now  be  authorised  by  law : 

(d)  Lenses  of  real  estate  by  the  departments  for  terms  not  exceed- 
ing three  years,  by  the  State  Department  for  premises  In  foreign  lands 
for  terms  not  exceeding  10  years,  and  by  the  Post  Office  Department 
for  such  periods  of  time  as  may  now  be  authorised  by  law  :  Provided. 
That  no  contract  shall  be  made  for  the  leasing  of  any  building  or  par' 
of  building  In  the  District  of  Columbia,  except  for  postal  purposet, 
unless  the  same  shall  have  been  authorized  by  law  or  until  an  appro- 
priation therefor  shall  have  been  made  In  terms  by  Congress ; 

(e)  For  services  or  supplies  in  cases  threatening  immediate  loss  of 
human  life  or  destnictlon  of  property  ; 

(f)  By  the  Indian  Service  as  provided  by  section  4  of  the  act  of 
August  15,   1894; 

(g)  By  the  Bureau  of  Fisheries  for  supplies  for  the  natives  of  the 
Pribilof  Islands  In  the  manner  and  subject  to  the  limitations  provided 
In  paragraph    (b)  of  this  section; 

(h)    When  otherwise  authorised  by  law. 

Skc.  4.  Purchase  of  land :  No  land  shall  be  purchased  on  account 
of  the  United  States  except  under  a  law  authorizing  such  purchase. 

Sec.  5.  Advertising:  (1)  All  contracts  estimated  to  exceed  f500  in 
amount  for  work,  materials,  supplies,  or  services,  other  than  personal, 
shall  be  made  after  advertising  for  bids  a  sufficient  time  previously  and 
not  less  than  10  days  before  the  day  set  for  the  opening  thereof; 
except — 

(a)  During  the  period  of  a  national  emergency  which  so  declared  by 

the  President ; 

(b)  When  the  public  exigency  will  not  admit  of  the  delay  Incident  to 
advertising ; 

(c)  For  medicines  and  medical  supplies,  hospital  and  surgical  supplies, 
and  prosthetic  appliances  when  authorized  in  writing  by  the  head  of  a 
department  or  by   the  head   of   the  medical  service  of   the  department 

concerned ; 

(d)  For  articles  for  the  military  or  naval  or  Coast  Guard  service, 
when  the  Secretary,  Acting  Secretary,  or  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
War,  Navy,  or  Treasury  Departments,  respectively,  personally  certify 
that  the  character  or  ingredients  thereof  are  of  such  a  nature  that  the 
public  Interests  require  that  they  be  kept  secret ; 

(e)  In  purchasing  fuel  for  the  Navy  or  for  naval  stations  and  yards 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  have  power  to  discriminate  and  pur- 
chase, in  such  manner  as  he  may  deem  proper,  that  kind  of  fuel  that  is 
best  adapted  to  the  purpose  for  which  It  Is  to  be  used  ; 

(f)  For  scientific  and  technical  apparatus  and  Instruments  of  preci- 
sion for  specialized  laboratory  or  research  work  ; 

(g)  For  supplies  purchased  and  to  be  used  without  the  limits  of  the 
United  States  or  Its  possessions ; 

(h)  For  products  of  Indian  Industry  purchased  from  Indians  under 
Government  superintendence  for  Indians  under  Government  supervision ; 


(I)  For  proprietary  or  other  articles  or  services  for  which  It  Is  Im- 
practicable to  secure  competition ; 

(J)   Supplies  purchased  for  authorised  resale; 

(k)  For  experimental  or  development  work  for  the  military,  [orj 
naval,  or  coaat  guard  services,  or  for  manufacture  or  purchase  of  mili- 
tary or  naval  materiel  for  experimentation  or  test  to  determine  the 
suitability  thereof  for  actual  service ; 

(1)  When  otherwise  authorised  by  law. 

(2)  The  adrertlsement  or  specifications  shall  clearly  describe  the 
needs  of  the  Government  In  such  terms  as  to  permit  full  and  free  com- 
petition on  such  nerds. 

Sec.  6.  Publication  :  No  advertisement  for  bids  shall  be  published  in 
any  printed  publication  except  upon  written  authority  or  regulation  of 
the  head  of  the  department  concerned.  The  compensation  for  such 
advertising  shall  in  no  case  exceed  the  commercial  rates  charged  to 
private  Individuals,  with  the  usual  discounts,  such  rates  to  be  ascer- 
tained from  sworn  statements  to  be  furnished  by  the  proprietors  or 
publishers  of  such  publications. 

Skc.  7.  Award  of  contracts :  All  bids  shall  be  publicly  o|;>ened  at  the 
time  and  place  stated  In  the  advertisement.  Award  shall  be  made  with 
reasonable  promptness  by  written  notice  to  that  responsible  bidder 
whose  bid,  conforming  to  the  specifications,  will  be  most  advantageous 
to  the  Government,  price  and  other  factors  considered  :  Provided,  That 
acceptance  of  any  other  than  the  lowest  bid  conforming  to  the  speclflea* 
tlons,  or  the  rejection  of  any  bid  on  the  ground  of  the  bidder's  Irre- 
sponsibility, shall  be  by  the  head  of  the  department  concerned,  whose 
decision  shall  be  final,  and  in  each  such  case  he  shall  file  with  the 
original  contract  a  statement  of  his  reasons  therefor,  an  abstract  of  all 
bids  received,  and  a  copy  of  the  advertisement :  Provided  further.  That 
all  bids  may  be  rejected  when  It  Is  In  the  public  Interest  so  to  do.- 
Provided  further.  That  ichen  the  regular  ttation  of  the  head  of  the 
department  concerned  it  located  oultide  of  etjntinental  United  State* 
he  i»  hereby  authorized  to  delegate  hit  authority  under  thit  tection  to 
tuoh  representative  in  the  United  States  at  he  may  deem  ad^-isable. 

Sec.  8.  Forms  of  contract :  Contracts  for  the  construction  or  repslr 
of  public  works  or  the  procurement  of  materials,  supplies,  or  services 
other  tlian  personal  shall  be  formal,  except — 

(a)  When  the  amount  of  the  award  Is  $2,000  or  less; 

(b)  When  the  amount  Is  $5,000  or  less  and  performance  or  delivery 
Is  to  be  completed  within  [ninety  daysj  three  months  ; 

(c)  \*Tien  the  public  exigencies  require  Immediate  performance  or 
delivery  ;  or 

(d)  When  the  supplies  are  to  be  purchased  and  used  without  the 
limits  of  the  United  States  or  Its  possessions ; 

(e)  For  the  repair  or  overhaul  of  vessels. 

In  cases  (a),  (b),  (c),  (d),  and  (e)  the  work,  materials,  supplies,  or 
services  may  be  procured  by  Informal  contract. 

Sac.  9.  Liquidated  damages :  Whenever,  In  contracts  to  which  the 
United  States  is  a  party,  there  is  a  provision  for  liquidated  damages 
for  delay,  the  head  of  the  department  concerned,  stating  his  reasons  in 
writing  therefor,  may  remit  the  whole  or  any  part  of  such  damages  as, 
in  his  opinion,  may  t>e  Just  and  equitable. 

Sac.  10.  Filing  of  contracts :  The  original  of  each  formal  contract 
for  work,  materials,  supplies,  or  services  shall  be  forwarded  to  the  Gen- 
eral Accounting  Office  as  soon  as  practicable,  and  the  original  of  each 
such  Informal  contract  shall  be  forwarded  to  the  General  Accounting 
Office  with  the  voucher  covering  the  first  payment  thereon.  All  con- 
tracts so  forwarded  shall  be  accompanied  by  the  performance  bond. 
If  any. 

Sac.  11.  Copies  of  contracts :  A  certified  copy  of  any  contract  and 
related  papers  filed  therewith,  in  whole  or  In  part,  shall  be  famished 
by  the  General  Accounting  Office  to  any  person  applying  therefor,  and 
paying  In  advance  Its  estimated  cost,  but  this  shall  not  apply  to  any 
contract  which  the  head  of  the  department  concerned  has  certified  con- 
tains confidential  or  other  matters  which.  In  the  public  interest,  shall 
not  be  disclosed. 

Sec.  12.  I'ayments :  No  payment  shall  be  made  under  contract  In 
excess  of  the  value  of  the  work  performed,  the  services  rendered,  or  the 
articles  accepted  [,  except  that  communication  services,!.-  Provided,  TPiat 
subscriptions  for  printed  publications,  [andj  post-offtee  bo*  rental  and, 
in  foreign  countries,  rent,  beat,  and  light  [in  foreign  coantriesl  may  be 
paid  for  in  advance. 

Sbc.  13.  Security:  (a)  Every  contract  with  the  United  States  for 
the  construction  or  repair  of  public  work,  where  the  amount  is  in 
excess  of  KJDOO,  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  performance  bond,  with  good 
and  sufficient  surety  or  sureties.  Including  the  additional  obligation 
that  the  contractor  shall  promptly  make  payments  to  all  persons  supply- 
ing labor  or  materials  for  sneh  work.  If  no  sblt  be  brought  on  the  bond 
by  the  United  States  [prior  to]  within  six  months  from  [and  after] 
final  settlement  under  the  contract  [by  the  General  Accounting  Office,] 
any  other  claimant  under  such  obligation  may  bring  salt  In  the  name 
of  the  United  States,  fur  his  use  and  benefit.  In  the  appropriate  court 
of  the  United  States  for  the  district  In  which  the  contract  was  to  be 
performed,   Irrespective  of   the   amount   in   controversy,    and    not   else- 
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wheiT,   within  [eixht(>«n]  l«m>r««  months  after  such  •ettlement.     Any 

claimant  under  auch  bond  shall,  upon  appUcatlon  therefor  and  fornlahlng 

an  affidavit  [to  the  General  Accoantins  Office]  to  the  department  eon- 

eemed  that  he  has  mpplied  labor  or  materials  for  such  work  and  pajr- 

Bient  has  not  been  made  therefor,  be  furnished,  without  cost,  with  a 

cerfTlfed  copy  of  said  contract  and  bond,  upon  which  he  may  bring  said 

suit,  and  he  shall  also  be  fumlsbrd  by  the  said  [office]  drtnrtment  with 

•  statement  of  the  date  that  final  settlement  has  been  made  onder  the 

contract,  which  statement  of  the  date  of  settlement  shall  bo  conclaslye 

upon  the  parties.    Only  one  suit  on  such  bond  may  be  brought,  whether 

by  the  United  States  or  other  claimant,  and  any  other  claimant  onder 

the  bond,  including  the  United  States,  may  intervene  in  the  salt  and 

be  made  a  party  thereto  not  later  than  ninety  calendar  days  after  the 

dntr  of  the  last  publication  of  notice  hereinafter  provided  for.     Notice 

of  the  pendency  of  the  suit,  with  informntlon  as  to  the  right  to  ioter- 

vene.  shall  be  given  personally  or  by  mall,  as  the  court  may  order,  to 

all   known  creditors,  and  published  in  some  newspaper  of  general  dr- 

eulation,  published  In  the  State,  coanty,  or  dty  In  which  the  contract 

was   to  be  performed,  once  in  each  of  three  successive  weeks.     If  the 

full  amount  of  the  liability  of  the  sureties  on  said  bond  Is  Lnsofflcient 

to  pay  all  amounts  awarded  In  such  suit,  the  amount  remaining  after 

paying  in  full  any  amount  awarded  the  United  States  shall  be  prorated 

amonjf  the  judgment  creditors.     In  any  such  suit  the  sureties  on  the 

bond  may  i>ay  Into  court  for  distribution  among  all  claimants  the  full 

amount  of  their  liability  under  the  bond,  less  any  amount  which  they 

may   have  had  to  pay  to  the  United  States  thereunder,  and  upon  so 

doing  thry  will  be  relieved  from  further  liability ; 

(b)  Performance  bonds  or  other  security  may  be  required  in  cases 
other  than  those  spedfled  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section; 

[(c)  Any  cortmratton  having  qualified,  as  required  by  law,  to  act  as 
surety  on  bonds  in  which  the  United  States  Is  obligee,  may  be  accepted 
as  sole  surety  on  any  bond  required  or  authorised  under  this  act  J 

[(d)]  (c)  Whenever  any  bond,  guaranty,  or  undertaking,  with 
surety  or  snretlea.  Is  required  by  this  act.  United  States  bonds  or 
notes  may  be  fumlahed  as  [security]  provided  »y  seotiois  UW  of  the 
revenue  act  of  m»  (44  Btatntee  at  Large,  page  ttt). 

8»c.  14.  Hours  of  labor:  B>rerj  contract  on  behalf  of  the  Gorem- 
ment.  which  may  require  or  Involve  the  onployment  of  laborers  or  me- 
chanics, ahall  contain  a  provision  that  no  laborer  or  mechanic  doing 
any  part  of  the  work  contemplated  by  the  contract  In  the  employ  of 
the  contractor  or  any  subcontractor  contracting  for  any  part  of  said 
work  contemplated,  shall  be  required  or  permitted  to  work  more  ***'v 
eight  hours  In  any  one  calendar  day  upon  such  work,  and  every  such 
contract  shall  stipulate  a  penalty  for  each  violation  of  such  provision 
in  such  contract  of  |5  for  e«ch  laborer  or  mechanic  for  every  calendar 
day  In  which  be  ahall  be  required  or  permitted  to  labor  more  than  eight 
hours  upon  said  work ;  and  any  oflicer  or  person  designated  as  Inspector 
of  the  work  to  be  performed  under  such  contract,  or  to  aid  In  enforcing 
the  fulfillment  thereof,  shall,  upon  observation  or  Investigation,  forth- 
with report  to  the  proper  officer  of  the  Government  all  violations  of  the 
provisions  of  this  section  and  the  amount  of  the  penalties  Imposed  ac- 
cording to  such  stipulation  shaU  be  withheld,  for  the  use  and  benefit 
of  the  Government,  by  the  officer  or  person  whose  duty  it  ahall  be  to 
approve  the  payment  of  the  moneys  doe  under  such  contract,  whether 
violations  of  the  provisions  of  such  contract  are  by  the  contractor  or 
any  subcontractor.  Any  contractor  or  subcontractor  aggrieved  by  the 
withholding  of  any  penalty  as  hereinbefore  provided  shall  have  the 
right,  within  six  months  thereafter,  to  appeal  to  the  head  of  the  de- 
partment making  the  contract  on  behalf  of  the  United  State*,  who 
shall  have  power  to  review  the  action  impodng  the  penalty,  and  In  all 
tnch  appeals  from  such  final  order  whereby  a  contractor  or  subcontractor 
may  be  aggrieved  by  the  Imposition  of  the  penalty  hereinbefore  provided 
such  contractor  or  sobcontractor  may,  within  six  months  after  deci- 
sion by  such  head  of  a  department,  file  a  claim  In  the  Court  of  Claims, 
which  shall  have  Jurisdiction  to  hear  and  decide  the  matter  In  like 
manner  as  In  other  cases  before  said  court:  Provided,  That  nothing 
In  this  section  shall  apply  to  or  be  construed  to  apply  to — 

(a)  Persons  employed  In  connection  with  dredging  or  rock  ezcava- 
Uon  In  any  river  or  hju-bor  or  navigable  water  of  the  United  Sutes 
while  not  directly  operating  dredging  or  rock  ezcavaUon  machinery  or 
tools; 

(b)  Persons  engaged  In  construction  or  repair  of  levees  or  revet- 
ments necessary  for  protection  against  floods  or  overflows  on  the 
navigable  rivers  In  the  Fnited  SUtes ; 

(c)  Persons  employed  In  connection  with  subaqueous  eonstmctlon  In 
sny  tidal  waters; 

(d)  Contract*  for  transportation  by  air,  land,  or  water  for  pnltllc 
atillty  services,  for  the  transmission  of  Intelligence,  or  for  the  purchase, 
renovation,  or  repair  of  materials  or  supplies  such  as  are  ordinarily 
procurable  In  the  open  market,  except  armor  and  armor  plate,  whether 
made  to  conform  to  particular  specifications  or  not; 

(e)  Contracts  for  farm  or  reforestation  seasonal  work; 

(f)  Contracts  to  be  performed  in  foreign  countries; 

(g)  Contracta  for  public  works  at  places  without  labor  supply  and  so 
resoote  or  difficult  of  accesa  that  the  workmen  employed  on  the  con- 
tract must  Uve  awaj  from  their  homes; 
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)  Violations   due    to   any    extraordinary    events    or    conditions    of 
sfacture,    or   to   any   emergency    caused   by   fire,   famine,    flood,    or 
er  to  life  or  property;  or  by  other  extraordinary  event  or  condl- 
on  account  of  which  the  President  shall   subsequently  declare   the 
violation  to  have  been  excusable:  Provided  further.  That   in   the  case 
national  emergency  the  President  Is  authorized  to  suspend  the  pro- 
M  of  this  section.  In  which  case  the  wages  of  persons  employed 
upop  any  contract  with   the  United  States  shall  be  computed  upon   a 
dally   rate  of  eight   hours'   work,   with   overtime   rates   to  be  paid 
at  no  less  than  time  and  one-half  for  all  hours'  work  in  excess  of 
hours:  And  provided  further.  That   nothing  In  this  section   shall 
<  onstrued  to  repeal  or  modify  the  act  entitled  "  An  act  relating  to  the 
"Ion  of  the  hours  of  daily  service  of  laborers  and  mechanics  em- 
P'°|ed  upon  the  pubUc  works  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  District 
:}olumbia,"    approved   August   1,    1S92,   as    modified   by    the    act    of 
Ma^h  3    1013. 

16.  Transfer:  No    contract    with    the    United    States    nor    any 

therein    shall   be    transferred   by    the   contractor    to   any    other 

L     In  case  of  such   transfer  the  United   States   may   void   the 

and    recover    from    the    contractor    damages    for    the    breach 

.]  e»eept  upon  the  written  approval  of  the  head  of  the  deparu 

eonoemed  vhen  in  hit  iudgment  tueh   transfer  vould   best   sub- 

the  interest  of  the  Government. 

16.  Domestic  materials :  In  the  making  of  contracts  to  be  per- 
In  the  United  SUtes,  its  Territories  and  possessions,  preference 

be  given  to  articles  or  materials  of  domestic  production,   condl- 

of   quaUty   and    price,    including   duty,    being    equal.      The    term 

aitlcles  or  materials  of  domestic  production  "  means  articles  or  mate- 

mannfaetared  or  assembled  In  the  United  States,   Its  Territories 

ssslons. 

17.  The  President  is  autborlied  to  prescribe  and   standardise, 
as  practicable,  the  forms,  provisions,  and  security  to  be  required 

lU  Qovemment  contracts. 

18.  Settlement  and  suits:  No  suit  shall  be  entertained  by  any 
against  the  United  States  on  any  claim  arising  under  or  out  of 

contract  with  the  United  States,  unless  the  claim  shall   have  been 
*  to  the  General  Accounting  Office   for  audit  and   settlement, 
the  case  of  a  claim  ari#ifiy  under  or  out  of  any  contract  with  the 
DU^riet  of  Columbia  said  daUn  shall  have  been  presented  to  the  Com- 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  for  audit   and  settlement,  and 
have  either  been  settled  or  remain  unsettled  for  a  period  of  ninety 
dayi. 
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19.  Bepeal  provision:   (a)   The  following  sections  of  the  Revised 

are   hereby   repealed:  230    (United    States   Code,    title    5,    sec 

217)  ;  612   (United  Sutes  Code,  title  41.  section  1)  ;  513    (United 

Code,  title  41,  section  2)  ;  614  (United  States  Code,  title  41,  sec- 
3)  ;  515  (United  States  Code,  title  41.  section  4)  ;  1136,  as  amended 

act  of  June  25.  1910  (Thirty-sixth  Statutes  at  Large,  page  721), 
the  act  of  May   12,   1917    (Fortieth   Statutes  at   Large,   page  58) 

"  States  Code,  Utle  10,  sections  1337  and  1339.  and  tlUe  24    sec- 

21)  ;  3709  (United  States  Code,  Utle  41.  section  5)  ;  3710  (United 
Code,  title  41,  section  8)  ;  3711,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  March 

1898,  section  6    (Thirtieth   Statutes  at  Large,  page  316)    (United 
Code,  Utle  40,  section  109)  ;  3712  (United  States  Code,  title  40 
109)  ;  3713    (United   States  Code,   title  40,   section   109)  ;   3715 
States  Code,  Utle  10.  section  1198)  ;  3716  (United  States  Code 
10,  section  1202)  ;  3717   (United  States  Code,  title  41.  section  9)  ; 
,  as  amended  by  act  of  June  30.   1890   (Twenty-sixth   Statutes  at 
page  197).  and  by  the  act  of  July   19,   1892    (Twenty-seventh 
1  at  Large,  page  243).  and  by  the  act  of  March  Z,  1893  (Twenty- 
Statutes  at   Large,   page   724)    (United   States   Code,   title  34, 
661)  :  3719,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  May  25,  1896   (Twenty- 
Statutes  at  Large,  page  136)    (United  States  Code,   Utle  34,   sec- 
662  and   564)  ;  3720,   as  amended  by   the  act   of  June  22,    1910 
sixth  Statutes  at  Large,  page  591)   (United  States  C^de.  title  84 
663)  ;  8721    (United  States  Code.  Utle  34.  sections  569,  670)  ; 
(United  States  Code,  UUe  34,  section  572)  ;  3723   (United  States 
Utie  34,  section  673)  ;  3724  (United  States  Code,  title  34,  section 
;  3725    (United  States  Code,  title  34,  section   576)  ;   3727    (United 
Code,  title  34,  section  578)  ;  3728   (United  States  Code,  title  34 
580)  ;  8729   (United  States  Code,  title  84.  section   579)  •   8730 
SUtes  Code.  tiUe  34.  section  581)  ;  3731   (United  States'  Code 
10,  section  1207,  and  title  34,  section  583)  ;  3732    (United  States 
title  41,  section  11)  ;  3733   (United  SUtes  Code,  title  41.  section 
8735    (United   States   Code,   title   41.   section    13)  ;    3736    (United 
Code,  title  41,  section  14)  ;  3737   (United  States  Code,  title  41, 
15)  ;  3741,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  February  27,  1877   (Nine^ 
SUtutes  at  Large,  page  249)    (United  Sutes  Code,  title  41,  sec- 

22)  ;  3744.  as  amended  by  act  of  June  15,  1917  (Fortieth  Statutes 
,  page  198)  (United  States  Code,  titie  41,  section  16)  ;  3745 
SUtes  Code,  title  41,  section   17)  ;  3746   (United  States  Code, 

41.  section  18)  ;  .3747   (United  States  Code,  title  41.  sectfon  19)  ; 

(United  SUtes  Code,  titie  44,  section  324). 
The  following  acts  or  parts  of  acts  are  hereby  repealed  :  Act  of 

10,  1878   (Twentieth  Statutes  at  Large,  page  36).  as  amended  by 
)f  March   3,   1883    (Twenty-second   SUtutes  at   Large,   page   487) 
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(United  SUtes  Code,  title  5,  section  218)  ;  J.  Res.  30,  of  June  14,  1878 
(Twentieth  Statutes  at  Large,  page  253)  (United  SUtes  Code,  titie  34. 
section  565)  ;  net  of  January  21,  1881  (Twenty-first  Statutes  at  L#ge, 
page  317)  (United  States  Code,  Utie  44,  section  23)  ;  J.  Res.  24,  of 
May  5.  1894  (Twenty -eighth  Statutes  at  Large,  page  582)  (United 
States  Code,  title  31,  section  542)  ;  act  of  July  16,  1894,  section  2 
(Twenty  eighth  SUtutes  at  Large,  page  106)    (United  States  Code,  titie 

39,  section  S.'iO)  ;  act  of  Aiigust  13,  1894  (Twenty-eighth  Statutes  at 
Large,  page  278).  as  amended  by  act  of  February  24.  1905  (Thirty-third 
Statutes  at  Large,  page  811)  (United  States  Code,  title  39,  section  230)  ; 
act  of  June  6,  1902,  section  21  (Thirty-second  Statutes  at  Large,  page 
326)  (United  SUtes  Code,  title  40,  section  269)  ;  act  of  April  28,  1904 
(Thirty-third  Statutes  at  Large,  page  518)  (T^nited  States  Code,  title 
10,  section  1365)  ;  act  of  December  11,  1906  (Thirty-fourth  Statutes  at 
Larfe'e,  page  841)  (United  States  Code,  title  34.  section  564)  ;  act  of 
May  30,  1908,  section  34  (Thirty -fifth  Statutes  at  liarge,  page  545) 
(United  SUtes  Code,  title  40,  section  2611  ;  act  of  June  17,  1910,  sec- 
tion 8  (Thirty-sixth  Statutes  at  Lar«e,  page  538)  (United  SUtes  Code, 
title  33,  section  724)  ;  act  of  June  25,  1910.  section  23  (Thirty-sixth 
Statutes  at  Large,  page  861)  (United  States  Code,  title  25,  section  47)  ; 
act  of  August  22,  1911  (Thirty-seventh  Statutes  at  Large,  page  32) 
(United  States  Code,  title  34,  section  582)  ;  act  of  June  19,  1912 
(Thirty-seventh  SUtutes  at  L.nrge,  page  137)   (United  SUtes  Code,  titie 

40.  section  324)  ;  act  of  March  4,  1915,  section  5  (Thirty -eighth  SUtutes 
at  Large,  page  1049)  (United  SUtes  Code,  titie  31,  section  530)  ;  section 
8  of  the  act  approved  August  15,  1876  (Nineteenth  Statutes  at  Large, 
pages  199-200),  as  amended  by  the  act  of  June  21.  1906  (Thirty -fourth 
Statutes  at  Large,  page  328)  (United  States  Code,  title  25,  section  97)  ; 
section  9  of  the  act  approved  March  3,  1875  (Eighteenth  Statutes  at 
l>arge,  page  450),  as  amended  by  section  1  of  the  act  approved  May  18, 
1916  (Thirty-ninth  SUtutes  at  Large,  page  129)  (United  SUtes  Code, 
title  25.  section  95)  ;  so  much  of  the  act  of  June  26,  1912  (Thirty- 
seventh  Statutes  at  Large,  page  168).  and  of  the  act  of  September  1, 
1916  (Thirty-ninth  Statutes  at  Large,  page  668),  as  requires  penal  bonds 
with  formal  written  contracts  for  the  purchase  of  supplies  and  materials 
for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(c)  All  other  acts  or  parts  of  acts  Inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of 
this  act  are  hereby  repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  inconsistency :  Pro- 
vided, That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  as  repealing  or 
modifying — 

(1)  Statutes  relating  to  the  collection,  carrying,  or  distribution  of  the 

malls ;  or 

(2)  Statutes  relating  to  the  purchase,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Printing,  of  supplies  and  material  for  public  print- 
Ini^  and  binding  and  for  paper  and  envelopes ;  or 

(3)  The  act  of  June  17,  1910,  creating  the  General  Supply  Com- 
mittee, as  amended  by  the  act  of  February  27.  iS»  (Forty-fifth  Statutes 
at  Large,  page  JUl)  ;  or 

(4)  The  act  of  July  2,  1926,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  more  effec- 
tively for  the  national  defense  by  Increasing  the  efficiency  of  the  Air 
Corps  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes." 
(Forty  fourth  SUtutes  at  Large,  page  780.) 

(5)  The  act  of  May  7,  1926,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  acquisition  of 
buildings  and  grounds  in  foreign  countries  for  the  use  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  of  America."  (Forty-fourth  SUtutes  at  Large, 
page  403.) 

Provided  further.  That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  apply 
to  contracts  of  the  United  States  Shipping  Board  or  the  United  States 
Shipping  Board  Merchant  Fl*^t  Corporation  relating  to  the  operation 
of  vessels,  nor  to  contracts  of  the  Inland  Waterways  Corporation,  or  to 
contracts  relating  to  the  sale,  lease,  or  other  dispt^sition  of  Government 
property  or  rights. 

Sic.  20.  This  act  shall  take  effect  July  1.  [1929]  1930,  but  any  con- 
tract entered  Into  or  any  rlRhts  or  remedies  that  have  accrued  prior  to 
th.-^t  date  shall  be  settied,  adjusted,  determined,  and  enforced  without 
regard  to  this  acL 

A   DETINITION 

Mr    HOWARD.     Mr.  Speaker,  mn.v  I  speak  for  five  minutes? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Nebraska  ask.s  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  five  minutes.     Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection.  , 

Mr  HOWARD.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  have  a.«ked  this  permission 
only  for  one  purpose,  that  of  answering  a  question  that  has 
been  propounded  to  me  very  frequently  by  a  number  of  my  New 
England  friends.  Those  who  know  that  I  come  from  the  Middle 
West  countrj'  have  asked  me  to  explain  the  diflTerence  between  a 
tame  jackass  and  a  wild  jackass.    [Laughter.] 

In  the  brief  time  allotted  to  me  I  trust  I  may  »)e  able  to  give 
this  one  definition.  But  it  might  be  well  to  give  several  defini- 
tions. The  best  definition  that  I  can  give  in  the  fewest  words 
will  read  In  the  dictionary  about  like  this : 

Tame  Jackass:  A  Middle  West  citizen  who  believes  that  the 
New  England  tariff  Ijarons  have  in  some  mysterious  manner 
been  given  divine  right  to  levy  tribute  upon  the  people  of  aU 


the  agricultural  States,  and  particularly  in  the  Middle  West 
[Laughter.] 

A  wild  jackass:  Mentally  ^;)eaklng,  of  course,  is  &  male 
Middle  West  citizen  who  Is  now  entertaining  some  doubt  as  to 
whether  Almighty  Ood  ever  really  granted  that  permission  to 
our  New  England  friends  [laughter  and  applause]  and  is  now 
kicking  up  his  mental  heels  very  vigorously  in  omxtsitlon  to  that 
damnable  doctrine.     [Laughter.] 

I  think  that  Is  a  fair  definition,  and  my  friends  from  New 
England  here  present  will  lift  a  vast  volume  of  correspondence 
from  my  poor  shoulders  if  they  will  communicate  It  to  their 
constituents.     [Laughter  and  applause.] 

PKBMISSION    TO    ADDBB88    THE    HOUSE 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  five  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from  Ml8.«»isslppl  asks  unani- 
mous coiLsent  to  address  the  House  for  five  minutes.  Is  there 
objection  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  can  not  let  go  unchallenged 
the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Cbowthih] 
to  the  effect  that  the  failure  to  pass  the  tariff  bill  now  before 
the  Senate  has  contributed  to  thftpresent  agricultural  depression. 
I  know  It  has  been  the  custom  for  Republican  leaders  and  advo- 
cates of  high  protective  tariffs  to  get  up  on  the  fioor  of  the 
House  on  the  last  day  of  Congress  and  attempt  to  mldead  the 
American  farmers  to  believe  that  the  tariff  Is  protecting  them. 

Now.  in  order  that  there  may  be  no  misunderstanding,  I  sent 
out  and  got  the  market  report,  and  since  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  is  not  interested  in  cotton,  and  since  everybody  ad- 
mits that  a  tariff  on  cotton  would  have  no  effect  on  the  price 
of  It.  I  shall  refer  to  the  wheat  market  report,  because  the  wheat 
farmers  are  suffering  as  greatly  as  the  cotton  farmers,  as  a 
result  of  the  present  high  protective  tariff  law  that  has  brought 
about  the  great  catastrophe  that  Is  to-day  shaltlng  the  very 
foundation  of  America's  economic  life. 

Let  us  take  the  wheat  market.  You  have  a  tariff  to-day  of 
42  cents  a  bushel  on  wheat  and  it  has  been  in  force  for  years. 
The  gentleman  from  New  York  knows  that,  because  he  helped  to 
pass  it.  That  being  bo,  It  would  seem  that  wheat  should  be 
higher  In  the  United  States  than  it  is  right  across  the  line  in 
Canada  where  they  have  no  such  protection,  yet  here  we  find 
that  on  .vesterday  in  Chicago  the  wheat  market  closed  at  J1.23, 
and  In  Minneai>olis  at  $1.27.  while  In  Wlnnepeg,  Canada,  just 
across  the  line,  It  closed  at  $1.3&— 12  cents  higher  than  Chicago 
and  8  cents  higher  than  Minneapolis. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.     In  just  a  minute.     Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.     What  kind  of  wheat  Is  that? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  It  Is  the  same  kind  of  wheat  that  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  Is  trying  to  delude  the  American  farmers 
into  believing  the  tariff  is  protecting. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.  The  gentleman  said  there  had  been  a 
tariff  of  42  cents  for  seven  years.    He  Is  mistaken  about  that. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  It  Is  42  cents  now.  I  believe  it  was  30  coats, 
but  the  President,  in  order  to  further  make  political  capital 
under  the  pretense  of  protecting  the  American  farmer,  raised  it 
to  42  CMits  a  bu.shel. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.     Oh,  no. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  And  even  with  that  tariff  wheat  has  never 
been  as  high   In   the  United   States  since  as  it  has  been   in 

Mr.  <5roWTHER.    Will  the  gentleman  yield  further?  -. 

Mr.  RANKIN.     Yes. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.  The  gentleman  says  the  President  raised 
it  himself.  Was  not  that  done  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Tariff  Commission  after  It  had  made  an  Investigation? 

Mr.  RANKIN.     Oh  !    That  Is  your  old  camouflage. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.     A  nonpolltlcal  tiody. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  No  matter  from  whom  the  President  got  hia 
information,  he  raised  the  tariff  on  wheat  under  the  present 
law  that  gives  him  that  power. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.  That  is  not  a  fair  statement  by  any 
means. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Yes;  It  is. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.     It  is  absolutely  unfair. 

Mr.  RANKIN.    No ;  it  is  not ;  and  the  gentleman  knows  it  is 

not  tmfair. 

Mr.  CROWTHER.  Does  the  gentleman  believe  in  the  protec- 
tion of  dairy  products? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Oh,  now,  the  gentleman  Is  hunting  another 

hiding  place. 
Mr.  CROWTHER.    But  does  the  gentlonan  believe  in  the 

protection  of  dairy  products? 
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Mr.   RANKIN.     I  would  {wotect  th«  dairy  farmers,   to  the 

same  extent  that  industry  Is  protected.  I  would  not  deny  to 
oar  dairy  farmers  reusooable  protection,  while  yoa  are  ihto- 
tet'ting  indastry. 

Mr.  CKO^THER.  What  does  the  gentleman  call  "reason- 
able? " 

Mr.  RANKIN.  They  have  not  asked  for  the  unreasonable  pro- 
tection now  given  to  the  Steel  Tmst  and  to  the  highly  protected 
indnstries. 

Mr.  CROWTBER    Does  the  gentl«nan  think  the  rates  pro- 
vided by  the  House  for  dairy  products  were  too  high? 
Mr.  RANKIN.    I  know  we  Increased  th«n. 
Mr.  CROWTHER    But  does  the  gentleman  think  they  were 
too  high? 
Mr.  RANKIN.     I  had  no  objection  to  them. 
Mr.    CROWTHER.    Does    the    gentleman    think    they    were 
high  enough? 

Mr.  RANKIN.     I  think  they  got  what  they  asked  for. 
Mr.  CROWTHER.     But  the  gentleman  did  not  vote  for  them? 
Mr.  RANKIN.     Oh,  there  was  no  opportimity  to  vote  on  the 
various  schedules. 
Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yidd? 
Mr.   RANKIN.    I   will   ask   the  gentleman   to   wait   until   I 
answer  the  gentleman  from  New  York.     The  gentleman  from 
New  York  interrupted  in  order  to  keep  me  from  reading  the 
closing  price  of  wheat  in  Winnepeg. 

Now,  let  me  again  read  the  figures  I  have  given,  so  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  may  remember  them.  On  yesterday, 
with  a  tariff  of  42  cents  a  bushel  on  wheat  and  the  wheat--farm- 
ers  of  America  clamoring  for  some  kind  of  assistance — which 
you  could  have  given  them  through  the  debenture  but  which 
you  refused  to  do.  Wheat  in  Chicago  was  $1.23,  wheat  in 
Minneapolis  was  $1.27,  while  right  across  the  line  in  Winnepeg, 
Canada,  it  was  $1.35w 
Mr.  KNUTSON.  Will  the  gentleman  yidd? 
Mr.  RANKIN.     Tes. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  The  gentleman  wishes  to  be  fkir,  so  he 
should  tell  the  House  that  the  Winnepeg  prices  are  based  upcHi 
the  protein  contoit  of  wheat. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Oh,  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  ought  to 
know  better  than  that — go  and  read  some  of  your  Minne- 
sota papers.  Winnepeg  and  Minneapolis  are  not  far  apart,  and 
the  wheat  grown  in  that  northern  climate  is  all  practically  the 
same. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    Oh,  no ;  it  is  not. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  That  Is  what  the  farmers  say,  and  that  is 
what  the  people  from  that  section  are  saying. 

No,  gentlemen;  I  rejoice  that  those  Democratic  and  progres- 
sive Senators  have  prevented  the  passage  of  a  measure  that 
would  have  tak^i  further  toll  from  the  tolling  masses  of 
America  and  poured  it  into  the  pockets  of  those  who  have  been 
for  the  last  nine  years  profiting  at  the  expense  of  the  American 
farmer  through  the  most  iniquitous  high  protectiTe-tarifl  law 
that  was  ever  written  on  the  statutes  of  this  country. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.    Will  the  gentleman  yidd? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Yes. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  I  would  like  to  state  to  the  g«iU«nan 
that  during  the  last  session  of  Congress  a  delegation  from  the 
Northwest,  including  a  Member  of  Congress,  stated  that  practi- 
cally all  northwestern  wheat  was  high-protein  wheat 

Mr.  RANKIN.    Why,  of  course. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RANKIN.    I  wlU  yield  for  a  question  only. 

Mr.  SCHAFER  of  Wisconsin.  Did  not  the  gentleman  favor  a 
high  protective  tariff  on  oils  to  protect  the  cottonseed-oil  indus- 
try of  the  South? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  The  gentleman  knows  that  I  voted  axainst 
the  tariff  Mil.  ° 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Cbowthis]  says  we 
should  place  another  burden  on  the  American  farmer  by  increas- 
ing the  tariff  as  this  House  attempted  to  do  under  the  gag  rule 
last  spring.  Thank  God,  you  do  not  have  that  gag  rule  In  the 
Senate;  but  if  you  could  pass  It  under  a  gag  rule  and  further 
Increase  the  burden  on  everything  that  the  toiling  masses  of 
America  have  to  buy,  then,  according  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  you  would  further  increase  the  prosperity  of  the 
American  farmers. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  makes  me  think  of  an  old-time 
darkey  who  went  to  the  post  office  to  mail  a  lett«'  to  his 
daughter.  He  took  off  his  old,  antiquated  hat  and  took  out 
an  ravelope  that  looked  as  if  it  might  have  the  Commercial 
Appeal  in  it,  and  said  to  the  postmistress,  "  I  wants  to  mail  dis 
letter  to  my  daughter  in  Birminghant"  She  took  it,  looked 
at  it  a  moment,  laid  it  on  the  scale,  pitched  it  back  to  him  and 
said.  •*  Uncle,  you  will  have  to  put  another  stamp  on  it ;  it  is  too 
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leary."  He  said,  "Yes,  ma'am;  but  do  you  reckon  another 
stamp  will  make  it  any  lighter?  "  [Laughter.] 
I  The  gentleman  from  New  York  would  further  increase  the 
prosperity  of  the  American  farmer  by  lerylng  an  additional 
arlff  tax  and  piling  upon  his  back  additional  burdens  in  order 
o  further  lighten  the  load  that  he  now  has.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.     Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
nous  consent  to  address  the  House  for  five  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.    Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  gen- 
leman  from  South  Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.    Mr.  Speaker  and  gentlemen 

if  the  House,  I  think  the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Missis- 
iPI^.  perhaps,  is  entirely  accurate  in  saying  that  the  tariff 
oes  not  affect  the  price  of  wheat  or  the  price  of  cotton ;  but 
e  may  need  some  explanation  of  the  reason  the  tariff  does  not 
>rotect  wheat  and  the  fact  that  wheat  is  a  little  higher  priced 
n  Canada  at  all  times  than  It  is  in  the  United  States.  The 
answer  is  very  simple.  The  price  of  wheat  will  vary  in  both 
Canada  and  the  United  States,  depending  entirely  on  the  crop, 
lecause  the  price  Is  based  upon  the  protein  content  As  a 
■nle  the  protein  content  In  Canada  and  in  Montana  is  higher 
han  in  other  parts  of  the  wheat-producing  country  and  protein 
vhe&t  brings  a  much  higher  price.  As  a  rule  the  Canadians 
ave  this  advantage,  but  this  is  not  the  entire  nor  real  reason 
lor  the  difference  between  the  prices  in  the  two  countries. 
The  Canadian  Government  has  Government-controlled  and 
ivemment-operated  railroads,  and  the  railroad  rates  for  the 
ipment  of  Canadian  wheat  to  the  seaboard  are  much  less 
an  United  States  rates,  and  naturally  the  price  In  Canada  is 
IS  much  higher  as  the  difference  in  the  rates,  and  it  is  going 

0  be  higher  Just  as  long  as  the  Canadian  Government  subsl- 
izes  the  wheat  grower  of  Canada  by  granting  him  preferential 
ates  and  lower  rates  than  that  borne  by  other  commodities, 
ind  lower  rates  than  those  paid  by  the  wheat  producer  in  the 
Jnited  SUtes. 

There  is  nothing  at  all  mysterious  about  it  and  there  is  no 
leason  anyone  should  get  particularly  excited  about  the  situation 
uhen  we  can  not  control  it  and  when  the  Canadian  Government 
(ontrols  it;  and  there  is  no  reason  why  anyone  should  attack 
t  lie  protective-tariff  system  because  of  something  that  the  Amer- 
i?an  Congress  can  not  control  and  never  will  be  able  to  control. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota.  , 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  There  should  be  a  difference  in  price  be- 
tween No.  1  hard  and  No.  1  northern  wheat  There  Is  very  little 
No.  1  hard  wheat  sold  in  any  American  market  It  all  comes 
Irom  Canada,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.     Certainly. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  It  all  has  a  much  greater  protein  content 
I  nd,  consequently,  is  worth  more  for  milling  purposes  and  brings 
nore  on  the  exchanges. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.  Why,  certainly.  There  Is 
t  difference  In  the  price  and  a  difference  in  the  protein  content 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  And  is  it  not  also  a  fact  that  the  Canadian 
lailroads  give  lower  rates  and  each  year  the  Canadian  Govern- 
t  lent  makes  up  large  deficits  in  the  railroad  operation  costs  as  a 
lesult  of  such  lower  rates? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.  Why,  certainly.  Somebody 
las  to  pay  the  bill,  and  it  is  the  Canadian  Government  that 
lays  it 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.    Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.  Yes;  but  I  want  to  pro- 
c  eed  for  a  moment  on  another  matter. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  I  want  to  suggest  In  that  connection 
t  lat  in  Canada  they  give  the  lower  ratew  for  exportation  of  farm 
products,  while  in  America  on  steel  and  farm  implements  and 
BOtomobiles  export  reductions  are  allowed  for  exportation  of 
t  lose  products ;  but  on  cotton,  the  greatest  export  commodity  in 
I  merica,  there  is  no  export  reduction,  and  on  wheat  there  is  a 
comparatively  very,  very  small  one  of  a  temporary  nature 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.    I  will  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  cotton  situation 
b  at  I  do  know  something  about  the  wheat  situation,  and  I  know' 
t  »e  tariff  is  not  to  blame  for  that  situation. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  I  simply  wanted  to  call  attention  to  the 
f  ict  that  manufactured  products  for  exportation  are  favored  in 
i  merica,  while  it  is  the  other  way  around  in  Canada 

Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.     Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.     I  yield  for  a  question 

1  Mr.  SUMMERS  of  Washington.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
Uriff  invesUgation  was  instituted  by  the  wheat  growers  of 
1  ontaua,  the  Dakotas.  and  Minnesota  when  the  investigation 
^as  made  on  which  the  President  increased  the  Uriff  from 


30  c^its  to  42  cents?    I  know  that  Is  the  case,  and  I  am  sure 
the  gentleman  agrees. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.  That  was  the  case,  and 
they  were  hoping  that  at  some  time  there  might  be  some  differ- 
ence In  production  in  the  different  countries  whereby  they 
might  secure  .some  benefit  from  it. 

Mr.  MORGAN.  Will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  brief  ques- 
tion? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.  One  more  question,  and 
that  is  all. 

Mr.  MORGAN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  difference  in  the 
protein  content  of  the  Canadian  wheat  and  the  difference  in 
freight  rates  makes  a  differential  in  favor  of  Canadian  wheat  of 
approximately  8  cents  per  busliel? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.  I  have  heard  it  estimated 
differently,  and  it  will  he  different  in  different  years,  depending 
on  the  protein  content  and  depending  on  the  length  of  haul  of 
the  different  shipments  of  wheat. 
Mr.  MORGAN.  I  am  speaking  of  the  average. 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.  On  the  average  I  have  seen 
it  estimated  from  8  to  9  cents. 

Mr.  RANKIN.     Will  tlie  gentleman  yield? 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.     As  I  am  answering  the  gen- 
tleman's statement  I  will  yiold  to  the  gentleman,  of  course. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  want  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  question;  but, 
first,  I  want  to  answer  the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  MoEGAN].  That  would  still  not  wipe  out  the  dif- 
ference. 

I  now  want  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr. 
Johnson]  If  it  Is  not  a  fact  that  the  wheat  grown  along  that 
border  line  on  the  Canadian  side  is  the  same  kind  of  wheat  that 
is  grown  In  North  Dakota  and  in  some  portions  of  South  Da- 
kota, If  not  all  of  it? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.  Sometimes  that  may  be 
true  and  s<iraetlme8  it  may  not  be  true. 

Mr.  RANKIN.     Do  you  grow  inferior  wheat  in  the  Dakotas? 
Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.     No;  but  it  varies  in  the 
different  years.     Sometimes  we  may  grow  high-protein  wheat 
and  sometimes  we  may  not. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Does  not  the  gentleman  know  there  has  not 
been  a  day  in  the  last  12  months  when  wheat  was  not  higher 
in  Winnepeg  than  it  was  in  Chicago  or  in  Minneapolis? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.  I  do  not  think  there  will 
ever  be  a  day  when  it  is  not  higher  as  long  as  they  subsidize 
their  railroads  In  Canada. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  The  gentleman  knows  that,  of  course,  you 
have  the  right  to  ship  your  wheat  from  that  western  country 
through  Canada  over  the  Canadian  railroads. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.     And  pay  a  12-cent  tariff. 
The  SPEAKER.     The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Da- 
kota has  exi>ire«l. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  DalvOta.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani- 
mous consent  to  proceed  for  thn^  minutes  more. 

The  SPEAKER.     Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Dakota? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  South  Dakota.  I  would  like  to  di.'vuss 
this  general  tariff  situation  for  a  minute  and  I  will  not  yield 
further  on  the  subject  of  wheat. 

As  a  matter  of  fact  there  always  will  be  a  different  sort  of 
bill  brought  out  of  the  House  than  there  is  in  the  Senate.  It 
Is  inevitable,  as  we  are  chosen  Representatives  on  the  basis 
of  population,  and  the  other  body  is  composed  of  Senators 
chosen  by  States.  I  do  not  think  that  there  is  anyone  familiar 
with  the  situation  from  the  time  the  tariff  bill  pa.ssed  the 
House  who  has  had  any  doubt  Imt  that  there  will  be  a  tariff 
bill  passeii  that  will  be  in  accordance  with  the  promises  made 
by  the  candidate  for  President,  and  now  President,  and  the 
pledges  in  the  Republican  platform. 

I  voted  for  the  tariff  bill  in  the  House  knowing  perfectly 
well  that  there  were  things  in  the  bill  that  I  did  not  agree  with ; 
there  were  schedules  that  were  too  high. 

This  aimless  debate  is  an  illustration  to  an  unprejudiced 
observer  as  to  what  would  happen  in  the  House  if  you  did  not 
have  the  restrictive  rules  which  we  have  in  the  Houpe.  If 
every  man  could  offer  an  amendment  to  every  word  in  the 
bill,  a  bill  as  large  as  Webster's  Dictionary,  we  could  not  pass 
a  bill  In  eight  years. 

I  voted  for  the  bill  feeling  that  it  would  be  amended  In  con- 
ference and  agreed  to  in  conference,  and  I  have  no  doubt  when 
it  comes  from  conference  we  will  have  a  good  bill  and  one  that 
you  will  not  need  to  make  any  apologies  for.     [Applause.] 

The  unique  thing  about  It  is  this:  That  when  it  does  come 
in  you  Democrats  are  going  to  vote  for  it  In  spite  of  all  this 
hullabaloo  and  talk  about  dishonesty  and  lack  of  Int^rity  and 


high-powered  propaganda  yoa  are  going  to  vote  for  it  and  yoa 
are  going  to  get  a  fairly  equitable  measure.  Then  Congress 
will  prowed  with  its  regular  work.     [Applause.] 

Mr.  KINCHELOE.    Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  five  minutes. 
The  SPEAKER    Is  there  objecUon? 
There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KINCHELOE.  Mr.  Speaker  and  ladies  and  gentlemen  of 
the  House,  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  few  observations 
on  the  wheat  tariff,  inasmuch  as  it  has  been  discussed  consid- 
erably pro  and  con. 

Of  course,  every  Member  here  who  Is  familiar  with  the  his- 
tory of  the  tariff  on  wheat  knows  that  it  was  not  put  on  there 
for  the  benefit  of  the  American  wheat  farmer.  That  tariff  was 
first  put  on  and  afterwards  raised  to  42  cents  a  bushel  because 
the  big  millers  wanted  it  to  be  put  on.  It  is  not  doing  the 
farmer  any  good. 

Why  do  the  millers  want  a  tariff  on  wheat?  They  require 
so  much  of  the  hard  wheat  that  is  raised  in  Canada  and  the 
Dakotas  and  in  Minnesota  to  mix  with  the  other  quality  of 
American-grown  wheat  to  grind  into  fiour  and  its  by-products 
for  the  purpose  of  export,  and  90  per  cent  of  the  big  business 
of  the  millers  of  Minneapolis  is  export  busine*'s.  So  they  pay, 
on  the  face  of  it,  a  tariff  of  42  cents  a  bushel  on  wheat :  that 
is,  the  big  miller  in  Minneapolis  goes  to  Canada  and  buys,  say, 
a  hundred  thousand  bushels  of  wheat  and  pays  the  tariff  when 
the  wheat  comes  over,  and  then  he  turns  around  and  mixes  as 
much  as  30,000  busliels  of  American  wheat  with  it  and  grinds 
it  into  fiour  and  its  by-products  and  exports  It.  Then,  under 
the  present  tariff  law,  he  goes  immediately  to  the  customhouse 
and  draws  down  99  cents  on  every  dollar  of  tariff  he  paid  to 
get  this  wheat  in  from  Canada. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.    Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yidd? 

Mr.  KINCHELOE.     Yes. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Does  not  the  gentleman  recognize  and  em- 
phasize the  statement  that  the  big  millers  of  Minneapolis  are 
responsible  for  increasing  the  tariff  on  wheat  and  their  right 
of  transit  in  bond? 

Mr.  KINCHELOE.  Of  course,  yes.  They  can  get  their  hard 
wheat  in  Canada  and  bring  It  in  here  and  pay  only  1  per  cent 
tariff  instead  of  100  per  cent  that  the  law  provides. 

I  am  not  a  free  trader.  I  believe  In  a  competitive  tariff.  But 
everybody  who  knows  the  history  of  this  wheat  tariff  knows 
that  the  American  miller  does  not  pay  that  difi'erential,  whereas 
if  he  did  pay  It  it  would  benefit  the  home  grower  of  hard  wheat 
because  then  he  would  go  and  buy  the  Minnesota  and  Dakota 
wheat  for  that  process,  and  an  abundant  8uw>ly  is  raised  In 
those  States  to  fill  the  need. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  ask  the  gentleman  to 
yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  KINCHELOE.     Yes. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  If  the  millers  of  Minneapolis  do  not  pay 
the  42  cents 

Mr.  KINCHELOE.     They  do  not  pay  It 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  The  law  says  that  there  shall  be  collected  42 
cents  on  every  bushel  brought  in  from  Canada. 

Mr.  KINCHELOE.  They  do  pay  it  when  it  comes  in,  but  they 
mix  30  per  cent  of  American  wheat  with  it  and  exp<»rt  the  flour 
and  by-products,  and  then  they  go  to  the  customhouse  and  draw 
down  99  per  cent  on  every  dollar  of  tariff  paid. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  I  want  to  ask  this  question :  If  the  millers 
had  actually  to  pay  that  42  cents  they  would  prefer  to  buy  the 
hard  wheat  from  us?  They  are  drawing  99  cents  on  every  dollar 
Immediately  after  they  have  ground  the  American  wheat  witli 
the  imported  wheat. 

Mr.  KINCHELOE.  Certainly  they  would  then  buy  American 
wheat 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KINCHELOE.    Certainly. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Texas.  The  small  miller  and  the  inland  miller 
are  not  large  enough  to  export  that  much? 

Mr  KINCHELOE.  Yes.  If  these  millers  were  not  allowed 
under  the  tariff  bill  the  right  to  go  back  and  get  their  99  cents, 
then  instead  of  buying  Canadian  wheat  they  would  take  It  from 
the  home  wheat  growers. 

Mr.  GREENWOOD.     Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr!  KINCHELOE.     Certainly. 

Mr.  GREENWOOD.  This  same  wheat,  11  per  cent  of  It.  Is 
imported  from  Canada,  and  then  the  tariff  I:  drawn  back  under 
the  drawback  clause  and  the  flour  is  frequently  exported  to 
Cuba,  and  the  same  preferential  rate  Is  enjoyed  that  is  given 

to  Cuba. 

Mr.  KINCHELOE.     Yes.     I  understand  that. 

Mr.  LaGUARDIA.  Then  why  do  the  millers  on  this  side 
purchase  the  Canadian  wheat? 
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Mr.  KINCHELOE.     It  Is  a  mixing  wheat,  and  then  tbej  haTe 

-a  blRger  nuirltet,  and  they  get  it  just  as  cheaply,  but  there  Is 

an  abundant  quantity  of  the  same  Idnd  of  wheat  grown  In  this 

country   that  now  has  to  compete  with  the  Canadian  wheat 

brought  In  by  the  big  American  millers. 

The  SI'EAKER.  The  time  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
has  expired. 

VfW0LLM3>  JOINT  KBSOLUTIOIf   SIONID 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  of  Pennsylvania,  from  the  Committee  on 
Enrolled  Bills,  reported  that  that  committee  had  examined  and 
found  truly  enrolled  a  Joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the 
following  title,  which  was  thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  J.  Res.  130.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  compensa- 
tion of  page  boys  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
during  the  entire  month  of  November,  1929. 

AN  annocnce:ment 

Mr.  TILSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  before  making  the  motion  to  ad- 
journ, I  wish  to  announce  to  the  Republican  Members  of  the 
House  that  on  Tuesday,  December  3,  I  shall  call  together  the 
committee  on  committees  to  begin  the  work  of  forming  the 
standing  committeef:  of  the  House  not  already  organized. 

Mr.  GARNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  probably  I  had  better  make  a 
similar  announcement  n.s  the  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  We  hope  to  meet  on  Tuesday, 
after  Congress  adjourns,  and  make  up  the  committees. 

JOINT  nSOLUnON  PBBHISNna>  TO  THB  PRESIDEINT 

^.  Mr.  CAMPBELL  of  Pennsylvania,  from  the  Committee  on 
iTftTolled  Bills,  reported  that  that  committee  did  on  this  day 
present  to  the  President  for  his  approval  a  joint  resolution  of 
the  Hou.se  of  the  following  title: 

H.  J.  Res.  130.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  compensa- 
tion of  page  boys  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
during  the  entire  month  of  November,  1929. 

HOUSE    JOINT    RESOLUTION    APPBOVQ) 

A  message  in  writing  frt>m  the  President  of  the  United  States 
announced  that  the  President  did  on  this  day  approve  and  sign 
a  Joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  fodowing  title : 

H.  J.  Reti.  130.  Joint  resolution  to  provide  for  the  compensa- 
tion of  page  ijoys  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
during  the  entire  month  of  Novemtier,  1929. 

AOJorBNMCNT 

Mr.  TILSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  thank  the  Members  on 
both  sides  of  th«*  aisle  for  the  spirit  of  cooperation  shown  by 
them  in  transacting  the  business  of  the  Hou.se  during  the  extra 
session  of  this  Congress.  I  hope  for  aU  of  you  that  your  Thanks- 
giving turkey  may  be  fine,  that  you  will  not  partake  too  freely 
of  it  for  your  own  good,  and  that  you  will  all  return  the  first 
Monday  in  December  in  good  condition  to  tackle  the  arduous 
work  of  the  regular  session.  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

The  SPEAKER  The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  moves 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly  (at  12  o'clock  and  49 
minutes  p.  m. ),  in  accordance  with  the  concurrent  resolution 
and  its  previous  order,  the  House  adjourned  sine  die. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  public  bills  and  resolutions 
were  Introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BLANT» :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5567)  providing  for  the 
erection  of  a  monument  to  mark  the  birthplace  of  President 
.James  Monroe;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

By  Mr.  CRAMTON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5568)  to  establish  uniform 
requirements  affecting  Government  contracts,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BRITTEN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5569)  to  amend  the  provi- 
aioD  in  the  act  approved  June  10.  1896v  prohibiting  the  employ- 
ment of  oflBt-ers  of  the  Navy  or  Marine  Corps  on  the  active  or 
retired  list  by  persons  or  companies  furnishing  naval  supplies 
or  war  material  to  the  Government ;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  JONES  of  Texas:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5570)  to  amend  the 
World  War  veterans'  act  1924 ;  to  the  Committee  on  World  War 
Veterans*  Legislation. 

By  Mr.  MOOKE  of  Virginia:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5671)  providing 
for  the  erection  of  a  monument  at  the  birthplace  of  President 
James  Madison ;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

By  Mr.  SELVIG:  A  blU  (H.  R.  5572)  authorising  the  pur- 
chase of  certain  lands  to  enable  the  Chippewa  Indians  of  Min- 
nesota to  harvest  wild  rice ;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HOWARD:  A  blU  (H.  R.  5673)  to  extend  the  times 
tor  commencing  and  completing  the  construction  of  a  bridge 


acroes 


the  Missouri  River  at  or  near  Niobrara,  Nebr. ;  to  the 
Comi^ittee  on   Interstate   and   Foreign   Commerce. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN:  A  biU    (H.  R.  5574)    to  provide  for  a 
of  New  York  and  New  Jersey  Channels;  to  the  Com- 
on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 
Mr.  McMillan  :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5575)  to  provide  for  a  sur- 
prevent  the  erosion  of  shores  of  coastal  waters  of  the 
riolus  States  on  the  Atlantic.  Pacific,  and  Gulf  coasts;  to  the 
Comiudttee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 
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MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  Rule  XXII,  memorials  were  presented  and 
refer  red  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  COOPER  of  Wisconsin :  Memorial  of  the  State  Legis- 
lature  of  Wisconsin,  mnnorializing  the  Congress  of  the  United 
Stat(S  to  discharge  the  mandatory  duties  imposed  upon  It  by 
Arti<  le  V  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  to  call  a  con- 
venti  an  to  propose  amendments  to  the  Constitution ;  to  the  Com- 
mittce  on  the  Judiciary. 

AI  lo,  memorial  of  the  State  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Wls- 
consin,  urging  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  strike  out 
the  I  rovlsioo  in  the  present  tariff  bill  imposing  a  duty  on  shin- 
gles ind  cedar  lumber  and  to  continue  these  commodities  on  the 
free  Ist ;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Al  o,  memorial  of  the  State  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Wls- 
con.si  a,  relating  to  and  supplementing  the  memorial  to  Congress 
in  Joint  Resolution  16.  for  a  nation-wide  referendum  on  the  ques- 
tion of  modifying  the  Volstead  Act;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 
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memorial  of  the  State  Legislature  of  Wisconsin,  me- 

lizlng  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  provide  ade- 

medical  care,  hospital  facilities,  and  education  In  health 

matters  to  the  Indians  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  for  the  pur- 

of  remedying  the  present  situation ;  to  the  Committee  on 

Indian  Affairs. 

I,  memorial  of  the  State  Legislature  of  the  Sta'.e  of  Wis- 
consin, urging  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  enart  legisla- 
requiring   that   all   motor  vehicles  operated   across   State 
into  States  having  compulsory  liability  insurance  be  cov- 
by  liability  Insurance  for  damage  to  persons ;  to  the  Com- 
raitt4e  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Ui^er  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII.  private  bills  and  resolutlonn 
introduced  and  severally  referred  as  follows: 
Mr.  BAIRD:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5.576)  granting  an  increase  of 
on  to  Charles  H.  Jessee :  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Alfeo.  a  bill   (H.  R.  5577)  granting  an  increase  of  pensicm  to 
Mary  H.  Webster;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Al»o.  a  bill   (H.  R.  5578)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
Bartiary  Ellen  Bower;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

!(>.  a  bill  (H.  R.  5579)   granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 
C<ird  Plia  Woete ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Alw».  a  bill  (H.  R.  5580)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Warren; 
to  tlie  Committee  on   Invalid  Pensions. 

Alio,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5581)  granting  a  pension  to  Adelbert  Jeffer- 
son ;   to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Bj    Mr.  BLAND:  A  bill   (H.  R.  5582)  granting  a  pension  to 
Will  am  J.  Shields ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Al»o,  a  bill    (H.  R.  5.583)    granting  a  pension  to  Ellison   8. 
Will  ams ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

A1m>.  a  bill    (H.  R.  5.584)   for  the  relief  of  Elerby  (^Ick ;  to 
the  <k>mmittee  on  World  War  Veterans'  I>egislation. 

B>   Mr.  BLOOM:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5.586)  for  the  relief  of  Harry 
Solomon;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Alw,  a  bill   (H.  R.  6586)   for  the  relief  of  Harry  Solomon; 
to  tlie  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Bj  Mr.  BUTLER:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5587)  granting  a  pension  to 
Snrati  Ann  Combs;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 


Mr.  DARROW:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5588)  granting  a  pension  to 


Helen  M.  Graver;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 


Mr.  DOWELL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5589)  granting  a  pension  to 


Grace  P.  Kent;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  DOYLE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5500)  granting  a  pension  to 
Evel,  rn  L.  Brown ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions, 

Bj  Mr.  HOFFMAN:  A  bill  (II.  R.  5591)  granting  an  increa.se 
of  pt  nsion  to  Magdalene  De  Mott ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

PjfMr.  HOPKINS:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5592)  granting  a  pension  to 
Saran  E.  Dyer;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

B]j  Mr.  HUDSPETH:  A  bill  (H.  R.  6593)  granting  a  pension 
to  C\  ark  J.  Lee ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Bj  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Indiana:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5594)  granting 
a  pel  laion  to  Pearl  M.  Stevens ;  to  the  Committee  (m  Pensions. 
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By  Mr.  KINCHELOE:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5595)  granting  an  In- 
crease of  i)ension  to  Dennis  W.  Marshall ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  KIESS :  A  bill  (H.  It.  5596)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Mary  E.  Coflfman ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  KNUTSON:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5597)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Mary  R.  Clapper;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  KOPP :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5598)  grantbig  a  pension  to 
Frank  C.  Norton  ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5599)  granting  a  pension  to  Frank  P. 
Martin;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  U.  5600)  granting  a  pension  to  Ella  O.  Per- 
rine;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5€01)  granting  a  pension  to  Martha  Ann 
Daniels:  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  LOZIER:  A  bill  (H.  K.  5002)  granting  an  Increase 
of  pension  to  Mary  F.  I^ong;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalld.Pen- 
sions. 

By  Mr.  McCLINTOCK  of  Ohio:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5603)  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Belle  M.  Williams ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  McKEOWN :  A  bill  (H.  R.  5604)  granting  a  pension 
to  Theodore  R.  Beard ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  NELSON  of  Maine:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5605)  granting  a 
pension  to  Olive  B.  Day ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Also,  a  bill  (H.  R.  5606)  granting  an  Increase,  of  pension  to 
Flora  O.  Flye;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  O'CONNOR  of  New  York:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5607)  grant- 
ing a  i)ension  to  Dennis  Keohane ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  ROMJITE :  A  bill  (H.  R  5608)  granting  a  pension  to 
Alme<la  Dunham ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SIMMONS:  A  bill  (H.  R  5609)  granting  a  pension 
to  Horace  J.  Todd ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

B.v  Mr.  SNELL:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5610)  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  Nettie  P.  Emerson ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

By  Mr.  SWING:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5611)  for  the  relief  of  William 
H.  Behling;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  YATES:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5612)  for  the  relief  of  Charles 
N.  Neal ;  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ZIHLMAN:  A  bill  (H.  R.  5613)  granting  an  increase 
of  pension  to  Mary  A.  Middleton ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 


PETITIONS,   ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  Rule  XXII,  petitions  and  paj»ers  were  laid 
on  the  Clerk's  desk  and  referred  as  follows : 

1236.  By  Mr.  BUTLER:  Petition  of  certain  citizens  of  The 
Dalles,  Oreg.,  praying  for  increase  of  pension  to  survivors  of 
the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

1237.  By  Mr.  COOPER  of  Wisconsin :  Petition  of  certain  resi- 
dents of  Kenosha,  Wis.,  urging  pa.ssage  of  a  bill  to  increa.se 
pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

12.S8.  By  Mr.  DAVENPORT:  Petition  to  Congress,  urging 
that  immediate  steps  be  taken  at  this  special  session  to  bring 
to  a  vote  a  Civil  War  pension  bill,  signed  by  H.  J.  Hess,  of 
Boonville,  N.  Y.,  and  others;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

1239.  Also,  petition  to  Congress,  urging  that  immediate  steps 
be  taken  at  this  spt'cial  session  to  bring  to  a  vote  a  Civil  War 
pension  bill,  by  E.  H.  Smith,  of  Blossvale,  N.  Y.,  and  others; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1240.  Also,  petition  of  C.  E.  White,  Mrs.  F.  B.  Hart,  and 
others,  urging  an  immediate  vote  on  a  Civil  War  pension  bill; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen.sions. 

1241.  By  Mr.  DRANE :  Petition  of  citizens  of  the  first  con- 
gressional district  of  Florida,  in  support  of  bill  to  increjise  pen- 
sion of  Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the 
Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1242.  By  Mr.  DRIVER:  Petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Cot- 
ton Plant,  Dixie,  Keo.  Beebe,  and  Cabot,  Ark.,  praying  for  the 
passage  of  legislation  granting  increased  pensions  to  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 


1243.  Also,  petition  of  sundry  cltiaens  of  Wilson,  Osceola. 
Bassett,  Frenchmans  Bayou,  and  Joiner,  Ark.,  praying  for  the 
passage  of  legislation  that  will  establish  a  moratorium  for  the 
payment  of  drainage  Ix^nds,  until  such  time  as  agriculture  has 
recovered  from  its  depressed  condition ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Irrigation  and  Re<:-lamatiou. 

1244.  By  Mr.  ENGLKBRIGHT :  Petition  of  C.  B.  High  and 
other  citizens  of  Dorrls,  Calif.,  praying  for  adequate  relief  for 
veterans  of  the  Civil  War,  etc. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

1245.  Also,  petition  of  Sarah  E.  Stroup,  Anderson,  Calif.,  and 
various  other  citizens  thereof,  asking  for  more  adequate  relief 
for  the  veterans  of  the  Civil  War;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

1246.  Also,  petition  of  Charlotte  Cantrall  and  other  citizens 
of  Alturas,  Calif.,  urging  more  adequate  relief  for  the  veter- 
ans of  the  Civil  War,  etc.;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pen- 
sions. 

1247.  Also,  petition  of  Lora  R.  Maloon  and  other  citizens  of 
Weed,  Calif.,  urging  early  enactment  of  the  Civil  War  bill ;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1248.  Also,  petition  of  Mrs.  Loduska  Williams  and  sundry 
citizens  of  Westwood,  Calif.,  urging  early  passage  of  legislation 
for  the  relief  of  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  vet- 
erans; to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1249.  Also,  petition  of  W.  J.  Neilon,  county  clerk,  Siskiyou 
County,  Yreka,  Calif.,  indorsing  bill  to  au)end  an  act  to  provide 
that  the  United  States  shall  aid  the  States  in  the  construction 
of  rural  post  roads,  etc. ;  to  the  Committee  on  Roads. 

12,50.  Also,  petition  of  l)oard  of  supervisors,  county  of  El 
Dorado,  State  of  California,  through  Its  chairman,  Dwight 
Douglas,  opposing  a  certain  portion  of  section  2,  Senate  bill 
121 ;  to  the  Committee  on  Roads. 

1251.  Also,  petition  of  James  G.  Branstetter  and  other  citizens 
of  Oerber  and  Redding,  Calif.,  indorsing  the  Robslon  education 
bill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Education. 

1252.  Also,  petition  of  D.  A.  McCullough  and  various  other 
citizens  of  Corning,  Calif.,  indorsing  the  Capper  educational 
bill ;  to  the  Committee  on  Education. 

1253.  By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Washington :  Petition  of  sundry 
citizens  of  Olympia,  Wash.,  advocating  the  enactment  of  legis- 
lation to  Increase  the  rate  of  pensions  to  veterans  of  the  Civil 
War  and  their  dependents;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions. 

1254.  By  Mr.  LAMBERTSON:  Petition  of  citizens  of  the 
State  of  Kansas,  urging  Congress  of  the  United  States  for  the 
early  passage  of  a  Civil  War  pension  bill  increasing  the  pen- 
sions of  veterans  of  the  Civil  War  and  widows  of  veterans;  to 
the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

12.55.  By  Mr.  LETTS :  Petition  of  Luella  Hill  and  other  citi- 
zens of  Maquoketa,  Iowa,  asking  that  the  pensions  of  Civil  War 
veterans  and  widows  of  veterans  be  Increased ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensions. 

12.56.  By  Mr.  McCLOSKEY:  Petition  signed  by  Hon.  C.  M. 
Chambers,  mayor,  and  120  citizens  of  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  In 
behalf  of  increased  pensions  for  Civil  War  veterans  and  widowg 
of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  . 

1257.  Also,  petition  signed  by  L.  A.  Suden  and  26  other  citi- 
zens of  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  In  behalf  of  Increased  pensions  for 
Civil  War  veterans  and  widows  of  veterans ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Invalid  Pensicwis. 

1258.  By  Mr.  O'CONNELL  of  Rhode  Island :  Petition  of  citi- 
zens of  Cumberland,  R.  I.,  urging  passage  of  a  bill  Increasing  the 
pensions  of  Civil  War  veterans,  widows  of  veterans,  and  their 
dependents ;  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1259.  By  Mr.  PALMER:  PetlHon  of  Richard  P.  Gwinn  and 
other  citizens  of  Slater,  Mo.,  praying  for  the  passage  of  legisla- 
tion granting  increased  pensions  of  the  Enrolled  Mi8.souri  Militia 
to  conform  with  the  Missouri  State  Militia  who  served  during 
the  Civil  War ;  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

1260.  By  Mr.  SCHNEIDER :  Petition  urging  Increases  of  pen- 
sions for  the  relief  of  needy  Union  veterans  of  the  Civil  War 
and  widows  of  veterans,  signed  by  members  of  T.  O.  Howe  Chap- 
ter, No.  91,  National  Woman's  Relief  Corps,  at  Green  Bay,  Wis. ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

1261.  By  Mr.  SIMMONS :  Petition  of  Mary  E.  Hutcheson  and 
105  other  citizens  of  Sheridan  County,  Nebr.,  asking  for  imme- 
diate legislation  authorizing  increased  pensions  for  veterans  and 
widows  of  veterans  of  the  Civil  War;  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 


